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XXXIX 


REPORT 


OF THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REP- 
RESENTATIVES OF THE U.S., 

In compliance with the Aet to auihorize the appoint- 

ment of additional paymasters, and for other pur- 


poses,” passed July 4, 1836. 


APPROPRIATIONS, NEW. OFFICES, &e. 


Orrice House or Reeresenratives U. S., 
August 31, 1846. 


In ob2dience to the 6th section of the “act to 


the appointment of additional paymasters, and for other pur- | 


authorize 


poses,” passed July 4, 1836, which requires “the Secretary 


of the Senate and Clerk of ihe House of Representatives, as i 
session of Congress, 


soon as may be after the close of. each s 


to publish a statement of all appropriations made during the 
session; and also a statement of the new offices created, 
and the salaries of each; and also,a statement of the offices, 
the salaries of which are increased, and the amount of such 
increase?’—the. Clerk of the House of Representatives sub- 


mits the accompanying statements. 


B. B. FRENCH, 


Clerk House Representatives U, S. 


Statements showing appropriations made diwing the | 


Jirst session of the Twenty-ninth Congress; offices || 
created, and the salaries therecf; the offices, the sal- 
aries of which have been increased, with the amownt 


of such increase, during the same period. 


APPROPRIATIONS MADE DURING THE FIRST SES- 
SION OF THE TWENTY-NINTH CONGRESS. 


© By the act making appropriations for the civil and dip- 


lomatic expenses of Government for the year ending 
the thirtieth day of June, eighteen hundred and forty- | 


seven, and for other purposes. 


For compensation and mileage of Senators and members of į 
of Representatives and Delegates, $371,816 60 


the Hous 
For compensation of the ollicers and clerks ' of both 
Houses of Congress - 
For stationery, fuel, printing, and aul ‘other con- 
tingent expenses of the Senate - 
For stationery, fuel, printing, and all other contin- 
gent expenses of the House of Representatives, 
including one hundred and forty-three thousand 
five hundred and twenty-cight dollars for print- 
ing for the year ending thirtieth of June; eigh- 
teca hundred and forty-six 


Library of Congress: 

For compensation of librarian, two assistant libra- 
rians, and messenger of the. library - 
For contingent expenses of said library 
For purchase of books for said library - 
For purchase of law books for said library - 


Executive. 

For compensation of the President of the United 
States 
For compensation of the Vice President of the 
United States - - + 


Department of State. 

For compensation of the Seeretary of State, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger 
in his office 5 
For incidental and contingent expenses of said 

department, viz: 

For publishing the laws, and paeking and distri- 
buting the laws and documents, inclading proof- 
reading, labor, boxes, and transportation 

For stationary, blank books, binding, labor, at- 
tendance, furniture, fixtures, repairs, painting 
and glazing 

For printing, letter-press and copper-plate, adver- 
tising, books, and maps 

For newspapers = 

For miscellaneous items 

For compensation of superintendent and ‘three 
watchmen of the northeast executive building - 


For the contingent expenses of the said build- 
ing, viz: % 

For labor, fuel, and light 

For miscellaneous items 


Treasury Department. 

For compensation of “the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant 
messenger in his office 
For compensation of the First Comptroller, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger 
in his office 
For compensation of the Second Compțrotier, and 
the clerks and messenger in his ofice 
For compensation of the First Auditor, and the 
clerks and messenger in his office - 
For compensation. of the Second Auditor, and the 
clerks and messenger im his office, including 
four additional clerks at a salary of one thou- 
sand dollars gach 
For payment of extra. clerk hire in the office of 
the Second Auditor from the tenth Septeinber, 
eighteen hundred and ‘forty-Gve, to thirty-first 
July, eighteen hundred-and forty-six 
For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office - 
For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and the 
clerks and messenger in his office 
For compensation of the Fitth Auditor, and ihe 
clerks and inessenger in his office 


- 39,557 50 || 


109,009 00 


- 216,703 00 


4,500 00 

860 GO 
5,000 60 
3,000 00 


25,000 00 
5,000 00 


26,300 00 


9,090 00 


4,400 00 
2,000 00 


200 00 į 


1,000 00 
1,345 00 


2,200 00 
1,100 00 


26,050 00 


22,600 00 
15,250 09 
18,200 00 


24,900 00 


828 00 


35,050 00 
18,950 00 
12,800.00 


i 
if 
j] 
y 


| 


For compensation of the Treasurer of the United 
States, and clerks and messenger in his office 
For compensation of the Register of the Treasury, 
and the clerks and messenger and assistant 
messenger in bis office 
For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
-General Land. Office, and recorder, draughts- 
man, assistant draughtsman, clerks, messen- 
gers, and packers in his office - 
For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks and messenger in his office 


Contingencies of the Treasury Department. 


in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury : 
For blank books, binding, stationery, labor, com- 
pensation for carrying the department mails, 
translations, printing, including public accounts 
For miscellaneous expenses 
In the office of the First Comptroller : 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, and 
labor 
For misccllancous items -® 


In the office of the Second Comptroller: 

For biank books, binding, stationery, printing 
blanks, including pay for the National Intelli- 
gencer and Union, to be filed, bound, and pre- 
served, for the use of the office, labor, and office 
furniture 

For miscoilaneous items 
In the office of the First Auditor: 

| For blank books, binding, stationery, and labor - 

For miscellaneous items 


In the office of the Second Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, labor, and 
printing blanks - 
For misceiianeous items 


In the offiee of the Third Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, printing, stationery, 
labor, and office furniture - - 
For miscellancous items 


In the office of the Fourth Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, and 
Jabor 
For miscellancous items 
In the otiice of the Fifth Auditor: 
For blank hooks, binding, stationery, and labor. 
Lor misceilaneous items 


In the office of the Treasurer: 

For blank books, binding. » Stationery, and Jabor 
For miscellaneous items - 
Iu the office of the Register of the Treasury: 
For blank books, binding, printing, stationery, 

and labor, including two thousand doliars for 
arrears for blank books, binding, and ruling 
For cases for the safe keeping of hooks and papers 
and including the wages of a laborer 
For miscellaneous items 


in the office of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
crai Land Office : 

For stationery, including blank books and blank 
forms for the district land Otiices, pieces of 
parchment and printing patents, advertising 
land sales in newspapers and in handbill form, 
public notices, and printing circulars, office 
furniture, and repairs of the same, and pay of 
laborers employed in the office 

For miscelianeous items 


In the office of the Solicitor of the Treasury : 
For biank books, binding, stationery, printing cir- 
culars and blank forms for returns of district 
attorneys, marshals, cleris of courts, collectors 
of the customs, and labor’ 
For miscellaneous items 
For compensation of a superintendent and. eight 
watchmen of the southeast executive building 


For the contingent expenses of the said build- 
ing, namely: 

For labor, fuel, and light 

For miscellaneous items 


War Department. 

For compensation of the Secretary of War, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger 
in his office 

For compensation of the Commissioner for Tridian 
Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, and assist- 
ant messenger in his ofice 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the clerks in his office 

For compensation of the clerk in the office of the 
Commanding General 

For compensation of the clerks in the office of 
the Adjutant General 

For compensation of clerks and messenger in the 
office of the Quartermaster General, including 
clerks that were attached to the e purchasing de- 
partment - 

For compensation of clerks and messenger in the 
office of the Paymaster General, including two 
additional clerks at a salary of one. thousand 
dollars each 

For compensation of clerks in the office of the 
Commissary General of Subsistence 

For compensation of the clerks in the office of the 
Chief Engineer 

For compensation of the. clerk i in ‘the office of the 
Surgeon Gencral 

For compensation of clerks i in he office’ of the 
Colonel of Ordnance s 

For compensation of the clerk in the Bureau of 
Topographical Engineers - 
Contingencies of the War Department, viz: 

For the incidental and contingentexpenses of said 
department, and the various offices and bu- 
reaus connected therewith, viz : 


13,350 00 


27,200 00 


83,888 00 | 


8,050 00 


8,200 00 
2,800 09 


1,700 00 
300 00 | 


4,000 co 


2,300 00 
1; 3000 00 | 


10,425 00 į 
700 00 


1,050 00 
200, 00 


3,420 00 


7,700 00 
1,700 00 


19,450 00 


19,400 00 | 


14,500 00 
1,000 00 
7,150 00 


11,500 00 


9,100 00 
3,800 00 
5,150.00 
1,000.00 
8,150 00 
1,000 00 


i 


jį For miscellaneous items 


ii For lahor, fuel, and light 


In the office of the Secretary of War: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, labor, and 
printing - 
For books, maps, and plans = 
For miscellaneous items 


In the oftice of the Commissioner of Pensions : 


For stationery, blank books, binding, printing 
blank forms and regulations, advertising an 


-7 - - 


fuel 
For rent of houses occupied by the Pension of 


fice $ 
For miscellaneous items 
In the office of the Commanding General: 
For miscellaneous items 
In the office of the Adjutant Generals 
For printing Army Register and Orders, bank 
| books, binding, and ‘stationery 
For misceHaneous items 
In the office of the Quartermaster General, in- 
cluding the office at Philadelphia: 
For blank “books, binding, stationery, labor, and 
printing b 
For miscellaneous items 
In the office of the Paymaster General : 
For blank books, binding, stationery, and fuel 
For miscellaneous items 
In the office of the Commissary General of 
Subsistence: ba 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
advertising, labor, and fuel 
For miscellaneous items 


Tn the office of the Chief Engineer: - 
For blank books, binding, stationery, and fael - 
For miscellaneous items 
In the office of the Surgeon General: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printings 
and fuel 
For miscellaneous items 
In the office of the Colonel of Ordnance: 
| For biank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
| and fuel - - 
| For misceliancous items 
| _ In the Bureau of Topographical Engineers 
i For blank books, binding, Stationery, “labor, and 
i fuel 
| For miscellaneous items 
| For compensation of superintendent, and four 
| watchmen of the northwest executive building, 
| 
i 
j 
| 
H 
| 
| 
i 
t 


For the contingent expenses of the said build- 
ing~-viz: 


For miscellaneous items 
Navy Department. 

| For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, 

and the clerks, messenger, and assistant mes- 


senger in his office 
| For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Navy-yards and Docks, and to the civil engi- 
neer, draughtsman, clerks; and messenger in 
| his office 
| For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Construction, Equipment, and Repair, and to 
the assistant constructor, clerks, and messen- 
ger in his office - 
For salaries of the chief naval ‘constr netor and 
engineer-in-chief $ 
For compensation of the chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance and Hydrography, and to the 
draughtsman, clerks,.and messenger in his of- 
fice 


Provisions and Clothing, and to the clerks and 
messenger in his office 
For compensation of the chief of the “Bureau of 
| Medicine and Surgery,and to the clerks, assist- 
ant surgeon, and messenger in his office - 
For contingent expenses of said department, and 
| all the bureaus connected therewith—viz: 
For blank books, binding, 
labor 
| For miscellaneous items 


stationery, printing, and 


|; For compensation of superintendent and three 


watchinen of the southwest executive building, 


For the contingent expenses of the said build- 
ing, viz: 

For labor, fuel, and light 

For miscellaneous items 


Post Office Department. 

For compensation to the Postmaster General, 
three assistant postmasters general, clerks, 
messengers, assistant messengers, and watch- 
men of the said department 

|, For compensation of superintendent of the Post 
Office building - 
For the contingent expenses of the said depart- 

ment, viz: 

| For biank books, binding, stationery, fuel, ols 
|! printing, labor, and day watchmen = 


Forcompensation ofthe ‘Auditor for the] Post ‘Office 
Department, clerks, mossenger, and assistant 
messengers in his.office - 
For contingent expenses of said office, viz: 

For labor, blank hooks, binding, Stationery; print 
ing blanks and circulars 

For miscellaneous items 

Surveyors and their Cler ks. 

For compensation of the surveyor general north- 
west of the Ohio, and the clerks in his office - 

For compensation of the surveyor general in Ti- 
nois and-Missouri, and the clerks in his office - 


! For compensation of the surveyor general in Ar- 
kansas, and the clerks in his 6ffice - 


0 00 
10 00 


1,200 
1,000 
"550 00 


800 00 


600 00 
100 00 


300 00 


1,200 00 
’200 00 


600 00 
800 cO 


325 00 
400 00 


1,650 00 
*100 00 


350 00 
200 00 


185 00 
65 00 


§30 00 
300 00 


750 00 
500 00 


1,710 60 


2,400 00 
1,600 00 


19,550 00 
10,400 00 


13,100 00 
6,000 00 


8,400 00 


For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of s 


8,300 00 
k 


6,600 00 


4,140 00 
1,660 00 


1,345 00 


1,675, 00 
1,150 00 


74,500 00 
250 00 


6,160 00 
800 00 


85,700 00 


5,160 00 
700 00 
8,300 00 
5,820 00 
4,800 00 ` 


XL 


For compensation ofthe surveyor general in Lou- 
isiana, aud the clerks in his office - 
For compensation of the surveyor genera 
sissipp!, and the clerks in his office - 
For compensation of the surveyor generalin Ala- 

bama, and the clerks in his office Z 
For compensation of the surveyor general in 
Florida, and the clerks in his office - i 
For. compenvation of the surveyor general in 
Wisconsin and Lowa, and the clerks in his office 
For.compensation of the clerks in the offices of 
the surveyors general, to be apportioned to them 
according to the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice, and, if necessary, to be employed in trans- 
cribing field-notes of surveys, for the purpose 
of preserving them at the seat ofgovernment ~ 
For paying to the land offices at St. Augustine 
and Newnansville, in Florida, for issuing per- 
mits under the act of fourth of August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, a per centage equal to 
that allowed by law upon the sale of the same 
quantity of public lands at the minimum price 
For compensation of the secretary to sign patents 
for public lands BeN A Aen Ser de 
For compensation of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings in Washington city - A 
For compensation to fonr assistant draw-keepers 
at the Potomac bridge, including oif for lamps 
and machinery, fire-wood, and repairs of bridge 


Mint of the United States and Branches. 
At Philadelpia, via: 

For salaries of the director, treasurer, 
coiner, melter and refiner, engraver, as 
assistant assayer, and four clerks 

For wages of workmen 

For incidental and contingent expens: 
fuel, materials, stationery, repairs 
and wastage 

For specimens of ores and coins, t 
the Mint 

At Charlotte, North Carolina, viz: ; 

For salaries of superintendent, aseayer, coiner, 


4,500 00 
4,650 00 
4,090 00 


lin Mis- 


5,500 00 
3,160 00 


16,000 09 


1,500 00 


2,000 00 


chief 
et, 


39,200 00 


s, including 
, Water rent, 


obe reserved at 


and clerk ~ - - - - - - 6,000 00 
For wages of workmen - =- = ~= =- 8,560 0 
Wastage of gold, and for contingent expenses - 1,500 00 | 

At Dahlonega, Georgia, viz: . ! 
For salaries of the superintendent, assayer, coiner, f 
and clerk ~. ~ - - =- - - - 6,000 00 ; 
For wages of workmen - - - =  - 8,609 00); 
For incidental and contingent expenses, inclu- i 
ding fuel, materials, stationery, repairs, and i 
wastage -  - - te - 3,000 00 | 
At New Orleans, viz: : 
For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, coincr, ! 
assayor, meltcr, aud refiner, and two clerks ~- 12,900 00 | 
For wages of workmen - - - 19,000 00 


For incidental and contingent expenses, inciuding 
fuel, materials, stationery, water rent, repairs, 


and wastage -~ - 21,000 00 


For machinery, and machinists - - ~ - 4,540 00 
Governments inthe Territories of the United 
States. 
Wisconsin TERRITORY. 
For salaries of governor, three judges, and secre- 
tary - ` - ~ = - - - 9,109 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory - - 350 00 


For compensation and mileage of the members of 
the legislative assembly, pay of officers and at- 
tendants, printing, stationery, fuel, and other 
incidental and contingent expens - 

Towa ‘Terrrrory. 


: = 13,700 00 


For salaries of governor, three judges, and seere- 
tary. - te 9100 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory - - 350 09 


For canipensation and mileage of the members of 
the legislative assembly ol said Territory, pay 
of officers and attendants, printing, stationery, 
fuel, and other incidental and contingent e 

sincludin (i 


sof expenses of pre- 
anbly, the accounts 
for which shail first bo audited and allowed by 
the proper accounting officers of the treasury - 


Judiciury. 

For salaries of the chief justice of the Supreme 
Court, and the eight associate judges 

3 rict judges - 

For salario ef justice of the Distriet of 
Columbia, the associate judges, the judges ofthe 
eriminal and orphans’ courts ot said District 
salaries of the Attorney General, and clerk 


3, 


14,050 00 


41,090 00 
56,700 00 


and messenger in his office —- $ + - 5,500 00 
For contingent expenses of the office of Attorney 

General - ~ s - = = - - 500 00 
For salary of the reporter of the decisions of the 

Supreme Court - - - < a ý -1,300 99 


For compensation of the district attorneys, in- 
eluding those in the seve territories, being 
two hundred dollars cach, as prescribed by law 


7,030 00 


For compe ion of the im , including 
those in the several Territories, as prescribed 
by law ~- - - - - - - 6,260 09 


For defraying the expenses of the supreme, ci 
cuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; als 
jurors and witne: in aid of the fund: 
from fines, penalties, and forfeitures, incurre 
in the fiscal year ending on the thirtieth June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, and previous 
years; and likewise for detraying the expenses 
of suits in which the United States are con- 
cerned, and for prosecutions tor offences coni- 
mitted against the United States, and for the 
safekeeping of prisoners - - 439,000 00 

For additional compensation, at eight hundred 
dollars each, to the district judges of Missouri, 


5,000 00 


4,250 00 |! 


11,700 09 | 


Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi,and Alabama, 
under the provisions of the first section of the 
act of seventh June, cighteen hundred and 
forty-four - - - - > 


i „Miscellaneous. , 
For payment of annuities and grants by special 
i acts of Congress = 
For salaries of two keepers o: 
t in Floridi - = 
{| For arrearages prior to first of Jaly, eighteen han- 
dred and fifteen, payable through the Third Au- 
i ditor’s office, in addition to one thousand two 
hundred dollars appropriated this session for the 
saine object - - - 
For expenses in relation to loans - 
For compensation and contingent expenses 
auxiliary guard - 
For survey of the coast of th 
g compensation to the superintendent an 
as: tants - ~ 
For cony ng the custom-house at Wilmington, 
North Caroffua - 
ior completing the work of the custom-louse at 
i Boston - - - - - 
| For payment to Horatio Greenough for a group 
of staiucs to adorn the easter portico uf the 
Capitol - - - - 
To supply deficiencies in the fund for the relief of 
sick d disavled seamen 
For repairs of that part of the custcm-house at 
Mobile occupied by the United States court 
For tie builuing or purchasing of a revenue 
cutter - - - 
For tiie sixth volume of the fourth series of the 
j Documentary History of the United States 
| For payment of the excess of duties paid upon 
Wines Unported from Portugal into the United 
States by John Osborn, of the city of N. York, 
» For payment of the excess of duties p upon 
Wiues imported from Portugal into the United 
States by Isaac Winslow and Son, ot Boston, 
For payment of the excess of duties paid upon 
Wines imported from Portugal into the United 
| States by Alexander Soltan, of New York 
For annual repairs of the Capitol, lanplighters, 
oil tor Jamps, wicks, and repairs of lamps and 
lamp-pocts, attendance on furnaces of the 
crypt, attendance on water-closets, cleaning 
the rotundo and crypt, brushes and brooms, 
laborers and cartage on Capitol grounds, tools, 
wire, twine, leather, nails, stakes, manure, 
and straw for grounds, tees, attendance at the 
western gates of the Capitol, repairs of public 
stables, flagging, and enclosures, keeping in 
ordggr iron pipes that convey the water to the 
Capitol and public offices, aud gardener’s sal- 
ary - - =- - á- - - 
For constructing seven furnaces for warming 
and drying the lower story, halls, and passages 
of the nonh wing of the Capitol 
For constructing six water closets for the Senate, 
and two for the Supreme Court 
For emarging the law library, constructing a 
new stairway, and other work, and the mate- 
rials therefor, according to the plan of John 
Skirving - = = - 
To replace the Gil intended for the use of the 
Government, which was destroyed by the re- 
i cent fire at Nantucket - 
For annual repairs of President’s house, garden- 
| ers salary, laborers and cartage, tools, wire, 
twine, leather, nails, stakés, manure, aud straw 
for garden and plants, trees for President’s 
grounds, Fountain square, Lafayette square, 
aud Pennsylvania avenue, repairs of fence at 
Fountain square, Lafayette square, and Pres- 
) ddonvs garden ~ 
For replacing platforms on the dome, and repair- 
| ing balusters, (inchiding materials and work,) 
| repairing hatehway, door and frame, (including 
| steps and plastering in dome,) furnishing and 
| 
l 
{ 
| 
i 


f the public archives 


of the 


e United States, in- 
d 


repairing step ladders and platforms on tbe 
nt rooi, furnishing iwo doubie window 
mes and sash (including painting and gia- 
zing) i open courts, white jing walis in 
the open courts, containing about twenty-five 
! hundred square yards = - 
Andtor tie removal of the building over the statue 
Í of Washington, and erecting an iron fence 
i _ around tue same H 
| For repairs of Congressional burying ground, 
i 
Í 


rendered necessary by the late freshei  - 
| For repairs of the road leading from the Capitol 
square to the Congressional burying grouad, 
rendered necessary by the late heavy rains, to 
be expended under the direction of the Com- 
missioger of Public Buildings - - = 
; And the sum of two hundred dollars, being a 
| portion of the unexpended balance of an ap- 
| propriation of one hundred thousand dollars, 
made on the twenty-seventh of April, eighteen 
hundred and sixteen, to be distributed araong 
| the captors of certain Algerine vessels which 
were restored to the Dey of Algiers, which 
| balance bas been carried to the account of the 

surplus fand, be, and the same is hereby, re- 

appropriated, for the benefit of such of tie 

captors as have not yet received their shares of 

the said fund, or their representatives = 
To pay F. Gardner, late acting United States na- 

yal storekeeper to the African squadron, from 
i the twenty-fourth of August, eighteen hundred 
|; and forty-four, when Floyd Wasgaman ceased 
i} lo receive a salary, until December vinth, eigh- 
| teen hundred and forty-four, when Francie 
| Alexander proceeded to the post, three months 
| and fifteen days. 
i annum 


» at fifteen hundred doliars per 


To pay the legal representatives of ‘Thomas H. 
Storm, for a balance due to him as agent for 


| 
i 2,074 98 


prisoners at Barhadoes ~ - - ees 
4,000 00 ;; For the support and maintenance of the perfiten- 
tiary of the District of Columbia - - - G11 46 


For support, clothing, and medical treatment of 
insane persons of the Distriet of Columbia, in- 
cluding four additional insane paupers ordered 
by the court to be sent to the hospital 

For continuing ihe publication of the works of the 
Exploring Expedition, including the printing of 
ebarts, the pay of the scientific corps, and the 


5770 45 


salury of the horticulturist - - ~ 59,09 OF 
For paying the priscipal and inte of the fourth 
and fifth instalments of the M an indemini- 
ties due in Apri! and July, in the year eighteen 
oo :  hasdred and torty-four -~ = - - | '~B20,000. 00 
6,775 00 | For refunding to James Buchanan, late her Bri- 
tannic Maje pon, at the or New 
m i York, mone ed by bim, and for com- 
111,600 09 pensating bim for s ex performed in respect 
ep teme slaver land soid at i 
5,100 c0. be anit of the United Stat 2,144 95 
i i For reducing and preparing for 
59,660 00 a resolution of iie k r A 
1o made by the officers cf the Topographi 
; reau, for the improvement of barbers $ 
6000007) ke e o 4 BBR 0 
25.000 00 Paent Office. s 
J © For the purchase of such scicntifie works as are 
390 00: nee y for the use of the Patent Office, to be 
‘| paid fór out of the patent fund - - - 1,250 66 


‘12,000 
25,449 


Lighi-house establishment. 
For supplying light-houses, containing two thou- 
nd five hundred and twenty-seven lanips with 
oil, tube-sia ; buffskins, whiting, and cotton 
cloth, expenses of transportation, and for keep- 
ing the lighting apparatus in repair ~ 
; For rep incidental expenses, refitting, and im- 
provements of Hght-houses and buildings con- 
nected therewith - - EA 
For of two hundved and thirty-six keep- 
ers and sixteen assistant keepers of iasht-houses, 
(seventeen of them charged wits double, and, 
two witi triple lights) - - - 
For salaries of thirty keepers of floating ights. - 16,000 0) 
For seamen’s wages, repairs and supplies of thirty 
| floating lights - wow whe BTL 62 
., For weighing, mooring, cleansing, repairing, and 
: supplying the loss of beacons, buoys, chains, 
i and sinkers -o=o o o - 26,431 69 
: For procen locating, and mooring buoys at 
suci pia as the Secretary of the Treasury 
ii may designate, and where he shal! deem them 
to be nee ry for the safety of navigation 
For expenses of rebuilding the Cape Florida light- 
house, Florida - : * Soe Ue 
For expenses of rebuilding Martinicus Rock fight- 
: house, Maine -< r - 
i For the maintenance of the lignt on the Delaware 
Brenkwater, including four hundred dollars for 
the salary of keeper - - - 
i; For expenses incurred by superintendents in vis- 
| iting Meir light-houses annualiy, and examining 
ii and reporting the condition ofeach ~ ~ 2,000 00 
{i For superintendents’ commissions, at two and a i 
‘| haif per centim - ~ 10,038 77 
| 


1,718 4 ‘ 


112,€83 64 


1,019 


£85 93 


- 5,000 60 
13,000 09 


11,000 00 


9,914 i 


3,910 


3,468 800 06 


2,412 


f Surreys of publie lands. 

; For salary of an assistant surveyor, to survey the 
private claims in Fiorida, under the direction 
and supervision of the surveyor generalin Flor- 
ida 


14,009 


For salary of an assistant surveyor, to have charge 
and oversight of the resurveys in the Greons 
burg (late St. Helena) district, Louisiana, un- 
der the direction. and supervision of the sur- 
f veyor general of Louisiana 
1i For pay of chain carriers, markers, transporta- 

tion, provision, &e. er? - 
For surveying the public lands, to bè apportion- 
ed to the several districts according to the ex- 

igencies of the public service - ~ 116.600 00 
For surveying the copper iou of Michigan 

ie uain, and Towa, with reference to runes 

and minerais - $ - 80,0u 
For the correction of erroneous and detective meee 

surveys West of Saginaw bay, in Michigan, at 

arate note x dollars per mile, | 
For detae in Missouri, at.a rate not 


1,600 00 


8,277 


1,000 90 
1,500.00 


$90 75 


1,050 00 
509 00 ; 


1,500 00 


at augmented rates, in Louisiana: - g3 
For surveys in the Greer borg disiriet, Louisiana, tus 
: now in the course of execution, in addition to 
i former appropriations - ~ - - - 3D 
it For retracing old Hnes in the distrier W t Pearl cin 
n river, to supply deficiencies NOW ee@xistne jn 
200 00 `| those surveys, a five dollars and seven dollars 
io perimile, in addition to balance of appropriations 
for same object, of the third March, eighteen 
» hundred and forty-three - - ~ = 18,133 00 
ai r , 
ij Intercourse with Foreign Nations. 
f it Britain, France, 
éxico, and Brazil - 63,000 00 
i aie fiegation tothe same 
437 50 |! places - - - - 14,000 00 


For ontit of a min 


ister to Great Britain = 


9,000 00 


For salari 
aries of = T 
Austria chargés Şi j 
Chili a, Denmark, E> des afaires to > E CONGR 
Sardinia ru, New poweien Poland Rortugal, ESSION A 
aa ust eg Fe eal enezuela, Naples For purch L GLOBE 
r salary. of inister resid - b Naples T chase of : 
ke of a drago pr resident to T re Se pie t ated in the tobacco fo : $ is 
Par che eala agoman to urkey 58%00 ty-nin second arti r twenty y 7 
Or the salary of a ec > the legation to Tur- ol a “ninth aiy, ejehteenbunet ANE etaa : 
For th on OMi Onet to tesi 2 ney, stipulz nuity for twe red and thi wen ` 
Treter o of a secretary ner to reside in 2,500 00 of nah of Ort ar oe ten ine 500 00 || For perme To the Chick XLE 
or. continent expens ry and Chinese inter. 5,00 Forli -twò - ober, éishte iele of the treaty twent nent annuity, sti ASUS. 5 
abroad gent expen: ae ele intern. 0 00 limited amui ep ee A en hundred aty Aine y-fifth emu stipulated i 
For conti x gee ses of all tae eS 5 stipulated i ity fortwen ee d- and For ty-nine. - ry; seventee in the act o 
oe oe rts Fe cau Slt tien e >" e hondrat ard 
For clerk hi ë consu f foreign i AOO 4 rechas » eighteen the fi | ; supple: en yours Joos oss d 
w clerk nire, e ongul kos foreign intercourse = 20,600 00 in the hane ob there? Seah aa fore a Sabre lad meni, yenta, stipulata nhe 3,000 %0 
T tho oie of tmo consal 3 London ree 0 on | october lah dorsi stpt Ha ihton nine ad ie 
Sandwi sation of ë ge estas aad of 0 support of t a hindri andia of four! i R Wns and thir- i 
For inte ich Islands a Gominissioner to pay of smi ie blacksmi and forty-tw th of, For perm To the C ae ‘ 
xpreters ae ssioner to - 2,800 00 iron an iths and assi ith’s shops, i O, 7 arti anent annui reeks - 3,000 
jr interpretera; guard - the i Sr rel Gd ps, includi 2,000. 0 ticle of nuity, stipulat ' a 
sulates S, al Br sie | the al, stip tants, 2 ludin 00. 00 t the t > stipul i 
e a aan St eo a 
ayment. i =. oes , Smym * {| For su rty-two ober, ej rticle of arti anent annui y- gust, seve 
servicos W in full to Benje - » a, and four pport of two - ? eighteen hun it icle of the nuty, stipul = > oe ps 
i reliefand p - - exico as ch article carper paty 0 fourth in the o| arti anent annui EE e, cighte 
in foreig: nd protecti chargé | t of the t mters, sti n of Octoh i article of th nuity, sti - ee A en 
For carey countrie: ton of American seamen Be Sates a of fou pulated in th ober 1,00 eightee e treaty of ipulated in the fourth 3 
je earning te T er meriċan seamen 3,000 00 | For support ea ana oe of October at 000 09 || For he Mindrod end ‘eventy fourth January, me 
of re slave tr 2 acts for Fh ne | article of th schools, sti ee Le RET for fiftec y-six ~ iuar: 
on rorapture “Afri rade, including the suppres- 75,000 00 teen hundred treaty of es in the fourth 1,200 „March. si article of th fteen years, stipulat ” 90.0 
pihelr country: cans, and their the support Toth and Bee. of October owth 09 || For wen eighteen Orhan are stipulated ae 09 00 
completing - = remove F Yy the Chi = , eigh- |} and cksmith a ed and enty-fou 
tronomical co ihe fianss- specification al to or permi hippe EOE nd tools, sti nd assista twenty-tw rih 
ao ome eonpatatons of the iine ol wag 95000 00 article of the an pe tnt = aooo 0 irony of vent fourth Sant and uae hop 
rovinces, heret nited $ Free Benak pundred ai eaty of thi ated in the | mor iront N. a January i article of 
anda heretofore a tates and the ound- For nared an ninety-fiv hird August, pe fourth i For iron and ste ty-six RARS ary, eighteen the 
under earned by that and establis British artie anent annuit e - "DAA , seventeen | #9 two black: pel = `- - x | bun- 
e DE there ANAA E eed Or | ene hni sapdb en N mag A shops and ekomiths; ajd saseta ee eee Op 
arios A the respective ington, ‘and SOU, For Pree and ‘seventeenth the second +000 00 | the thirteenth s for twenty years, $ and use of 270 00 
thereof - cted ther es, Whos ang- article ¢ nent annuity seven ~ Jember, | iof Marel idle of th years, sti se o 
Andin -~ ereby, auth se bound D e of the treal y, stipulated in the fi ? two - arch, eigl ve treat pulated in 
din additio oe ventie. canles er, eighte treaty of t ulated in th - R For i Harel, meNon hu aty of twe 
rized by a He the assistant apprais c; Copies S | For support o bundiod twenty-fourth corner 00 00 |) For iron and Pore as ndred and nA 
ybe appoi at the port of raisers ~ 20,000 arming utensi acksmith cteen em- tools smith z fii fe - 
lawo ppointed ir of New Y sautho- oo || mont ol atenisils n at Sagi ž : ools, duri and assist z - 16 
, one additi 1 the mod York, ti ont of pe and cattle aginaw. ~ 1,000 ulated i ring the pleasu waive vd EER ,680 00 
port, at itional assis e now prescril here stipul "sons to ai e, andfor the and for 00 | ed in the e pleasure and use of al - 540 
"To surv a salary as assistant a rescribed b t ated in the ei aid them i the empl i| teenth e fifth arti of the Preside rop and 00 
k ey, mar s heretof appraiser by wenty-fi he eighth em in agri ploy- | t Februa: article of resident, sti 
line betw mark, and desi ote eamlished. said nin ourth Se h article agricultu hree - ry, eight the treaty of” stip- 
atwee and designate ablishe eteen ptember, ci of the tres re For i Se cen h aty of four 
aa et yg 20% Feta scree ey RRS eta ae 
source of M ce of B aconsiN AS ITEE. . i education on hundred ai of the trer n l| the tre wright, sti = = - SRAT 
to enable t ontreal rive ralé river 1 as lies i} stipa ion during th red and thi > treaty of | e treaty of b stipulated i FAS - 840 
forma e the peopie oF 4 as defined b and the || fifth sted in the e me pleasure intyosev en i} podred and twenty-fou in the eighth article of oF 00 
ee Tig 1 e | u HM SENG AX Pensury - | ee à tb Janna rtie 270 00 
for n a constitution Wisconsini by the “act en ugust, eigh ‘ixth article of Congress 2,000 00 |} or wagon nd twenty-six rth Januar article of i 
admissio and State » Territory E To the Chi ghteen hun > of the treaty of Il the tre n-maker, stipt Xx o~ ary, eighte 
nof such 8 governn y to i: Chippe dred and twent of | treaty of fourt stipulated in the fift en 
tate into nent, and i e pews, Mi twenty-si dred a ‘fourteenth d in the fifi Ones 
the Uni We goes, and , Menomoni ix 1,0 I| For a and thirt, b Febru th artic! 
on? 1,000 00 | or education ¢ New Yor ies, Wis ,000 00 |) ei agricultural three ary, eighte eof 
o 00 | education duri York Indian ‘inneba- | eigi tural imp - ghteenh 
By the OU EER stipulated i uring tl indians 7 | eighth artie mpleme - = un- 
act maki . &4 05 a ated in th he pleasur S. Januar cle of nts, sti = 
ng . $4,0: : eleven e fifi leasure „Janury, e the treaty ipulated in the i 
fen eapenaes of he adian dy for the 0561 68 I or the ret eh are ofthe wnt d | ror education Pr D nea al event ur i 
aty stipulati Indian d curr rc gee, landied'and ween | thirteenth arti E vente seu enty- four 
year ending J ons with epariment. ent and 3 o the’ Chi = a and t of Ma h artic! y years, sti enty-six 
For th ing June thirti the vari nt, and fi contin- vippew - wenty- | arch, ci e of the stipulated in the 2 
he e irtieth, ei ious Indi Jor fifili as, Ott ee I| For educ: ighteer a treaty lated in 2,000 0 
etna dear crag ot Pda ey fore | ae ot i , Ottawas, aud Potta a —- 
ie pay of ent, viz: xpenses of th ‘orty-seven. | article of ant annuit; 7 alu- iI ary, ci aje of the t years, sti y-two = E 
at St. Loui the superi. : of the en. thousn of the tre y, stipulated i Vor in ighteen h treaty of fou ipated i - 8,600 0 
t, Louis, @ ntendent i onsand ci eaty of ted in th * r interest, iidred wea thse; inthe 7 0 
provided’ by and the sev ent of Indiai For limi eight bundr twenty-ni he second dred st, at fiv and thi eenth Febr 
Pieced Hh the acts of J eral Indian n affairs i mited annui red and to -ninth July. dred and fift © per cent rtythree -= uS 
: 4 thir June thirti agents n the third ar uity for tw Wwenty-ni y, one stipulated i y thousand um, on ae OB 
eighteen d thirty-fou hirtieth, ci as | Se d article enty y-nine twe din the thi nd dolla three h ,000 00 
For pa hundred 1r, and of » cightee i September. of the t years, sti - 16,00 venty-thi e third arti ars, (ni Une 
pay of s and thirty-s Maleh third, |, thiety- one tho reaty of ti ipulated o 00 || thirty-ei ird Nove article of nth year 
athe chi sub-agents rty-seven third,. || For poe 2 thousand eigh twenty-six Fo y-eight ember, vigl of the trea ) 
For an nirtieth, eighter authorized by the : = | imited annui usand: eight hundre Paste + education for Went ghteen hund aty of 
agent for ghteen hund py the ¢ _ 16,500 00 | the see: nity for tw - ed and fourth ar m for twenty - - red and 
the wat or the Indi redand thi act of 0 4] f ond (su wenty - + ourth article nty yea. Peery 
fers o ndian tribes thirty- jibe Ewen a? ppleme y years, sti - cighte ‘le of th ars, Sti - = 
Pie Mae ai sie Pieke es residing upon 11,250 00 || F peten en A article” papata in 14,000 00 en hundred and forty: of te pee in the 17,500 00 
y of inter mof - upper || For life a and thirty-th sr, one thousani reaty | F T: 'y-five nuary; , 
act |= rpreters, a aaa tS Ark- || arti mnuity to € three - ousand eieht ‘or four b o the me es ? 
a 7 „as authori š | article o chiefs, stinulated in eight lacksmi Ch Puig 
For pay stierka usenet horized by the same 1,500 00 lec thousand eizh oF ae in the “. 2,000 0 i vie ourer eae a saben ; ee 
is hereby a superintend: E a E ii For bl cube eight hun y-six e third 01 Fori ‘ebrnary, ej of the 8, Sti 
For pa ereby authori tenderit ie és if acksmith ght hundr th Sey Ti For ir ry, eigh he trer  Stipulate 
pay of clerk thorized to b at St. Loui 10,500 00 | secondarie and assi ed and thi eptember, For wee ands ghteen hund aty of four din 
ern Pnoy. toacting su be contin sonis, 0i or article ofth ssistant, sti iirty-three > 1} For wago steel ~- ndred and ourtee nth 
mn n ting superi ued | ne thous: fthe tre , stipulated i e- T ! gon-mak, ; 7 thirty- 
continu ory wio is D ntendent of west- 1.200 00 | For i ind eigne hunde of tw ed in 700 00 | of ihe treaty oF stipul = ythree 3 
For ue 7 ereby authori ofweste 0 00 E ron and $ ight hund enty-ninti the + hundr reaty of f nated in - -= 3,360 00 
provisions fi ~ oe horized t i| For the steel red and ty ath July lop ndred and thi ourteentl the fourth article 080 
annuities wt for Indians sid ae | articl purchase of s rasan wenty-nine - | For wheelwri thirty-thre h February article 2060200 
SE ner on visits r the distributi - 1,000 0 | house of the iesty oF thontuen pepe Les 720 00 Í| of the ight stipulated wi ia Á eighteen 
assembled ee Baie lis ae 3000 00 |; and eight handve ioventy-nint N eg Y || hundred rent or PD anan e AE Ree is 
‘author ublic busi and agents, a n the p m and ty uly. irty-th ebruary, ei rticle 
For pres zed o o- siness, whi s, and wher |j For p To the C venty-nine = 5 ree + ry, eightee 
sants o Tndiane. = eh is Hereby |; Por permanent ¢ he Cho ne - || For i T } ee on 
Tor postages, o metans e ERY i | ee oP die: Raniya abi 250 00 Ae MAN ae Delawares - ~ 60000 
oO r stati - A ~ | eighte: aty of si ed i s = y, sti . 
Se Soningentes of ti EE oe O er w |l For on an ee sixteenth me second | oe ne “trey of the th in the fourtt 
penses ' transportati S Indian donan 5 || teenth i ent annuity, sti A rember fj permane aen aie Aurat 
BRE ia bcs jon and i an de 2 | ore article y, stipulate: =: , |i article of nt annuity, inety-fiv ugus 
For fulfling treat Shania incidental ex- “|| For sareni ote tea oie nee | eaimsted and inuits, stipulated in t S pom 
ndian tribes aty stipulati mae 4 Hoa ermanent an red and twe: ghteenth Oe 3 | For per cightee of Octob ne fifth * 90 
es, VIZ: jons with - 36,500 4 article of nuity, sti enty-six cto- i permanent gen w tober, eigh x 
7 : vari 500 00 j nE f the , stipulated i > articl annui ; - » eighteen 
For Oe the Christian Indi nous f eea R E of eet in the sece 7 600 00 |} cightee of the ried stipulated i iis = 
May ont annuity, siipi gies ij wam annuity o d swentytve an, || For teie ai a deel as third 4,000 00 
ty-four. y-sixth, eigh pulated in the & mq tenth article jef Boh © ge as || mental anent annui ine - eptember 
pan dy twee hundred tren | or iR annuity eof the treaty of tentieth J "26,000 0 | por i iai treaty the ent-forth ec oe 
To th an a » cighieen I 2m | dred a nuity to thr and twenty-f ieth J | For life a een hundred y-fourth of | supple- o 
te Chip = 2 hundred i d and fift ree distrie enty-fiv an- Ho eo annuity to chi and tw of. Septe 
pewas of Missi Pes fifteentt fty dollar strict chiefs, two hum. i| confidential | > chief, sti enty-nine - prems 
> ‘ ississipyt ~ Ho Se n article s each; stipulat twoh 150 00 | twenty-fou articles of ipulatedin priv ~ + 
For payment ean Superior ippi and Lake 400 00 goons icio of the treaty cepted in ihe 9 | tsent- fouti Sepiembe sipplementa ivite and 1,000 00 
din the se ney for twe Hin d annnity fe ndred and t Ly-seve eightce , to the trea > jebteen hi reaty of 
ninth J cond artic] wenty years, sti | the. seven ry for twen and thir nth For “life n bundred eaty of thir undredand 
For uly, eightee eof the trea ars, stipul I tewenty-s at teenth renty years, sti a a 7 | ife annui and eigh ird of Q ab 
jt payment ` een hundre: reaty of tw a | and thi seventh S article of 8, stipulat 750 00 | supplem ruity to th ghteen etober. 
in the se in goods for tw nian Te | For d thirty =- eptember, ci the treaty ed of Oc ental article to chiefs, stipulate 2 
Forest Jay eigiteon twenty years, tiated 9,500 00 | nr education of forty yout ; eighteen hundred ior the pba ots te meaty ioaea in aoe 
establishi en hundre eaty of t alee Ho ter ng support youths fo - = 7 article of nase of salt, dred and ¢ enty-sixth 
porting thr ing three blach red and Point seven dot o thousand an of teache w twenty = 20,000 00 || dred treaty of seve stipulat thirty-tw 
g N ackerni fag H F H a chers years > 00 1} d and three seven ed in 0 - 3 
steel for ves smiths, a cksmith’s sh y-seven 19 ji ated in the t nd five doll ers in the nati S, |i For ble aree ~ ath June, ei the third 00 00 
neh ent, s, and furnis | Shops, S „000-00 |; twenty- wentie ars per nation r blacksmi - =- e, eight k 
article of y years, sti ishing iror sup- al y-seventh S th artiel annum, stip- | sixth arti ith and assi So een hun- 
ee pot ome ren nah ine second || ror Wacken eee a e apma ia ie 
support of irty-seven intih July, eigh. | the smith” stipulated in n hund | For iron ¢ eighteen rd October. iñ the 
grain, OY 8 feihoie carohace-orin y, eigh- || the treaty of ei pulated in the sixth artic red Eor iton and ercel een o o er, eighteen 
taral g ae and j purchase ia aes a l dred and LO eignteenth ae Sania 12.500 aati on retraite: shove. = ghteen 
second Pue for twrenty yaa on uplement 090 00 | a twentieth ree ang ninth > hers eighteen M ot 00 f six sarng perè E Onana and eighty - ‘R009 
Saly cients Goethe RAN stipul agricul- LF venty-five ary, eighteen 1 Sethe treaty arated coum, Beinen eighty dot- 220 00 
er th ighteen hundre treaty: of atedin th | For iron and s pnuary,-elgbtech hu € treaty ighteen hundr ind, set ap evalueofthirty- 
“purchase of aca Gad Gite seer, ye For th steel greon hundred, a tion, stipt fed ahd enb by th niriy- 
sti se of provisi thirty-s ry-ninth three bla We ae, 5 nd ‘on, stipulated i A twenty-nine f treaty ¢ 
supulated in or provi ion thirtyseven =~ | years, p Black etait ee eae BO nineteenth ted in T LE o renty of 
noe cond article of ANT TEAS 1000.00 |) mended palnted an me kl aisant far ear Ee iny-eight aT Bouin Nuk Senate of 
rnd ishten hundred and thin of panden grenn Vean nn anels otag | oii; To the Florida; hundred and 
ghtecn hundred ate thirty- Soa a ad steel her clahteen | Bor bl è Flori ee 
s y- For and steel $ r, eight „For blacksmi rida Indi 2o ae 
= pay of mi e] b - ie een si smith ai i Rans. 2,30. 
5 i pay of m = S ixt ; nd as % 304 
2,000 00 \ article of oe stipulated | oe a e 2,520 00 siih aride of the a sistant, stipal 90 
er, eightee saty of twenty inthe twentieth 36 pe eee aty of eight ated in tt 
teen hundred twenty Seventh rentei 0 00 thir y of ninth of undred and th iteenth of S he 
thirty - eptem- For uty we May, Land twenty-three ty 
or annuity, i E E ea 
600 oo|) aryo aty in goode or fito PEN 
ry, eighteen } le a£ frosts Gr rd ~ = 1,000 
hundred and i aty of n aparea ? 00 
orty-five h Janu- 
= 2,000 00 
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For annuity, in money, for fifteen years, stipulated 
in the sixth article of the treaty of fourth Janu: 
ary, eighteen hundred and forty-five 

For agricultural implements, for five years, stipu= 
lated in the seventh article ofthe treaty of fourth 
January, eighteen hundred and forty-five - 


To the Iowas. 

För one year’s interest on one hundred and fifty- 
seven. thousand five hundred dollars, to he in- 
vested at five per centum, stipulated in the 
second article of the treaty of nineteenth Octo- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight 


. To the Kickapoos. 

For limited annuity, for nineteen years, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of twenty- 
fourth of October, eighteen hundred and thirt: 
two - 


To the Kanzas. 

For blacksmith and assistant, stipulated in the 
fourth article of the treaty of third June, one 
thousand eight hundred and twenty-five - 
For iron and steel, &c. - - 
For agricultural assistance, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of third of June, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and twenty-five - 


To the Miamies. 

- For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of twenty-third October, 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty-six 

For blacksmith and assistant, stipulated in the 
fifth article of treaty of sixth October, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen 

For iron and steel, &¢., for shap - 

For one thousand pounds of tobacco, two thou- 
sand pounds of iron, one thousand pounds of 
steel, stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty 
of twenty-third October, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-six - 

For pay of miller, in lieu of gunsmith, stipulated 
in the fifth article of treaty of sixth October, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen - -= 

For one hundred and sixty bushels of salt, stipu- 
lated in the fifth article of treaty of sixth of Oc- 
tober, eighteen hundred and eighteen 

For education and support of the poor, stipulated 
in the sixth article of treaty of twenty-third Oc- 
tober, cighteen hundred and twenty-six f 

For the tenth of ten instalments, stipulated in the 
second article of treaty of twenty-fourth Octo- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-four 

For the ninth of ten instalments, stipulated in 
third article of treaty of sixth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight - -~ - 

For the sixth of twenty instalments, stipulated in 
second article of treaty of twenty-eighth No- 
vember, eighteen hundred and forty - 

For payment in lieu of laborers, stiputated in sixth 
article of treaty of twenty-eighth November, 
eighteen hundred and forty - - - 

For agricultural assistance, stipulated in the fifth 
article of treaty of sixth October, cighteen hun- 
dred and eighteen 


‘To the Eel. Rivers—Miamies.. | 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of third August, seventeen 
hundred and ninety-five - cs - - 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of twenty-first August, eigh- 
teen hundred and five “=o o - - 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of thirteenth en 


eighteen hundred and nine 


To the Menomonies. 

For limited annuity for twenty years, stipulated 
in the second article of the treaty of third Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-six 

For two blacksmiths and assistants, stipulated in 
the second article of the treaty of third Septem- 

© _ ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-six 

For iron, steel, &c., for shops - > 

For purchase of provisions, stipulated in the sec- 
ond article of the treaty of third September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six 

For two thousand pounds of tobacco, stipulated 
in the second article of the treaty of third Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-six - 

For farming utensils, cattle, &c., stipulated in the 
second article of the treaty of third September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six 

For thirty barrels of salt, stipulated in the sec- 
ond article of the treaty of third September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six - - 


To the Omahas. 
For blacksmith and assistant, for ten years and 
during the pleasure of the President, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of fifteenth 
July, eighteen hundred and thirty - 
For iron and steel for shop a - - 
For agricultura] implements, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the 15th of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty - - 


To the Ottawas and Chippewas. 

For limited annuity for twenty years, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of twenty- 
eighth March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six 
For interest to be paid annually on two hundred 
thousand: dollars, as annuity, per Senate reso- 
lution - - - - - 
For education for twenty years, and during the 
pleasure of Congress, stipulated in the: fourth 
article of the treaty of twenty-eighth March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six - 
For missions for twenty. years, and: during th 


4 


4 


e 


3,000 00 


1,000 00 


7,875 00 | 


5,000 00 


720 00 
220 00 


1,600 00 


25,000 00 


720 00 


220. 00 | 


770 00 


600 00 | 


320 00 
2,000 00 
10,000 00 
12,568 00 
12,500 00 


250 00 


200 00 | 


500 00 


250 00 


350 00 


20,000 00 


1,440 00 | 


440 00 
3,009 00 
300 00 
500 00 


150 00 


720 00 
220 00 


-500 00 


30,000 00 


12,000 00 


5,000 00 


| For vaccine matter, medicines, and pay of. physi- 
| ‘cian, stipulated inthe fourth article of tie 
| treaty of twenty-eighth March, eighteen hin- 
dred and thirty-six y 
For purchase of provisions for twenty years, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
twenty-eighth March, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six - Le = = 
For six thousand five hundred pounds-of tobacco 
i{ _ for twenty years, stipulatedin the fourth article 
of the treaty of twenty-eighth March, eighteen 
hundred ané thirty-six ae ee 
For one hundred barrels of salt for twenty years, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
i} twenty-eighth March, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six -= - - = 
For five hundred fish barrels for twenty years, 
| stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
twenty-eighth March, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six - - ~ > 
For three blacksmiths and assistants, stipulated 
in the seventh article of the treaty of twenty- 
eighth March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
For iron and steel, &e., for shops - 
Por gunsmith at Mackinac, stipulated in the 
seventh article of the treaty of twenty-eighth 
March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six - 
For iron and steel, &c., for shop a 
For pay of two farmers and assistants, stipulated 
in the seventh article of the treaty of twenty- 
eighth March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
| For pay of two mechanics, stipulated in the 
seventh article of the treaty of twenty-cighth 
March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six 


To the Ottoes and Missowrias. 
| For blacksmith and assistant for ten years, and 
during the pleasure of the President, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of fifteenth 
July, eighteen hundred and thirty - 
For iron and steel, &e., for shop 
For agricultural implements for ten years, from 
eighteen hundred and forty, stipulated in the 
third article of the treaty of twenty-first Sep- 
temher, eighteen hundred and thirty-three - 
For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of twenty-first September, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-three x Do p AS es 
i For limited annuity for ten Years, stipulated in 
| (the second article of the treaty of twenty-first 
| _ September, eighteen hundred and thirty-three - 
| For two farmers for five years, and during the 
i 
| 
i 
i 


pleasure of the President, stipulated in the fifth 
article of the treaty of twenty-first September. 
eighteen hundred and thirty-throe eat ae 


To the Osages. 

For interest, at five per centum, on sixty-nine 
thousand one hundred and twenty-dollars, the 
valuation of fifty-four sections of Jand set apart 

|- by treaty of eighteen hundred and twenty-five 

| for education, per resolution of the Senate of 
nineteenth January, eighteen hundred and thir- 


ty-eight - - re á 3 
For limited: annuity for twenty years, stipulated 
in the second article of the treaty of eleventh 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-nine 
For support. of two smith?’s € 


| } ’s estabjishments, stipu- 
| dated in the second article of the treaty of the 
| eleventh January, eighteen hundred and thirty- 


years, stip- 
n e treaty of 
eleventh January, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
nine - ig 


} 

| 

| 

i = = Sy ig 

| For pay of two assistant millers for eleven years, 
y 

H 

| 

| 

| 


stipulated in- the second article of the treaty of 
eleventh January, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
nine - - 


To the Ottowas. 
; For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
| article of the treaty of third Angust, seventeen 
hundred and ninety-five ames 


i For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 

į} article of the treaty of seventeenthof November 

i_, eighteen hundred and seven c 2 

_ For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 

| article of the treaty of seventeenth September. 
eighteen hundred and eighteen Se ek ee 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of twenty ninth August 
eighteen hundred and twenty-one omar 

5 To the Pottawatamies. 
or permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourtl 
article of the treaty of third Angust, seventeen 
hundred ànd ninety-five - E E 

| For permanent annuity, Stipulated i “third 

| ) V, S led in the third 

| article of the treaty of thirtieth September, 

| _ eighteen hundred and nine z E 

| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 

j 

i 

t 

| 

{ 

! 


article of the treaty of second Oc L 
hundred and eighteen 4 October, eighteen 


For limited annuity for twenty-two 
i ‘2 Ww enty~ Years, = 
lated in the third article of the treaty of si a 


teenth October, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
Six ies S 


For permanent annuity, sti i dat e à 
i ) s Stipulated in the seca 
article of the treaty of twentieth Sereas 
| “a cighteen hundied and twenty-cight 2 
| Por limited annuity for twenty years. stinulated in 
i the second article of the treaty of PE eA 
' September, eighteen hundred and twenty-eight 
I 


n the second 
September, 


3,000 00 


300 00 


2,000.00 
975 00 


350 00 


750 00 


2,160 00 
660 00 


600: 00 
220 00 


1,600 00 


1,200 00 


720 00 
220 00 


500 00 


500 00 


EL 


2,500 00 


1,200 00 


3,456 00 


20,009 00 


2,000 00 


1,200 00°; 


450. 00 : 


1,000 00 | 


500 00 | 


2,500 00 |. 


2,000 00 


2,000 00 


3,000 09 


100 00 Í 


: For agriculturat implements. 


; For interest on investment in stock 


For education, during the pleasure of Congress, : 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty of: 


twentieth September, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-eight = - 
For purchase of sait, 


stipulated in the third artiela 


of the treaty of seventh June, eighteen hundred 


and three ~ a 
For) urchase.of one-hundred and sixty bush 
salt, stipulated in the third article of the treaty 
of sixteenth: October; eighteen, hundred and 
twenty-six) 6200) oe es ee 
For educations during. the pleasure. of Congress, 
stipulated in. the third article of the ‘treaty of 
sixteenth October, eightcenhundred and twen- 
ty-six® Kiper A er ie E A 
For blacksmith and: assistánt, stipulated. in the 
third article of the treaty of sisteenth October, 


eighteen hundred.and twenty-six 
For iron and steel, &c., for shop => = = 
For blacksmith. and assistant, stipulated in the 
third article of the treaty of twentieth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and twenty-eight: - 
For iron and steel, &c., for shop :- -= 
For two thousand pounds of tobaeen, fifteen hun- 
dred. pounds. of iron, and three; bundred and 
fifty pounds of steel,: stipulated in. the second 
article of the treaty of twentieth of September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-eight - - 


To the Pottawatamies of Huron. 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 
atticle of the treaty of seventeenth November. 
cighteen hundred and seven 


To the Pottawatamies of the Prairie. - 
For limited annuity for twenty years, stipulated 
in the third article of the treaty of twentieth 
October, eighteen hundred and. thirty-two: 
For life annuity to two chiefs, stipulated in the 
third article of the treaty of the twentieth Octo- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-two 


To the Pottawatamies of Indiana, 

For edacation, during the pleasure of Congress, 
stipulated in. the fourth article of the treaty of 
twenty-seventh October, eighteen hundred and’ 
thirty-two - > ~ 


To the Piankeshaws. ; E 
For permanent annuity, per fourth article of the 


treaty of third August, seventeen hundred and. ` 


hinety-five - - - = - =- 
For permanent annuity, per third artiċle of the 
treaty of thirtieth December, eighteen hundred 


and five 


To the Pawnees. 

For agricultural implements for five years, and 
duriug the pleasure of the President, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of ninth Oc- 
tober, eighteen hundred and thirty-three - 


: To the Quapaws. 


For limited annuity for twenty years, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of thirteenth ` 


May, eighteen-hundred and thirty-three ~ 
For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, stipulated in the third.article of the treaty 
of the thirteenth May, éighteen hundred and 
thirty-three - - - - 
For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated. in the third article 
of the treaty of thirteent May, eighteen. hun- 
dred and thirty-three ; 
For iron and steel, &e., for shop ` - -= 
For pay of farmer, stipulated: in the third article 
of the treaty of the thirteenth of May, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three - =e 


To the Six Nations of New York. 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the sixth 
article of the treaty of eleventh Noveinber, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-four - 


; To the Senecas of New York. 
For permanent annuity, in Hew of interest on 
stock, per act of nineteenth Februar ighteen 
hundred and thirty-one:~~ ba 


To the Sioux of Mississippi. 

For blacksmith and assistant for ten years, during 
the pleasure of the President, stipulated iv the 
fourth article of the treaty of fifteenth July, 
eighteen hundred and thirty et 

For iron and steel, &e.. for shop 

k , during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 

Of the treaty of fitteenth July, eighteen hundred 

and thirty ~ ees 


sat dive per 

centum on three hundred thousand dollars, 
supulated in the second article of the treaty of 
twenty-ninth September, eighteen bandred and 
thirty-seven -~ 

For limited annuity for twenty years 
in the second article of the treaty 
ninth September, eighteen hundred 
seven - O ~ 

For purchase of medicines, agricultural imple- 
mentsand stock, sapport of farmers, physicians, 
blacksmith, and for other beneficial objects, for 
twenty years, stipulated in the second article of 
the treaty of twenty-ninth September, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-seven - =? 

For purchase of provisions, for twenty years, 
ulated in the second article of thé i 
twenty-ninth Septem: 
thirty-seven 


> stiguiated 
of twenty- 
and thirty- 


stip- 
€ the treaty of 
ber, eighteen hundred and 


6,000 00 


aa 00 
220 00 


700 90 


15,000 09 


10,000 00 
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To the Yancton and Santie Sioux. 

For blacksmith'and assistant. for ten years, and 
diving the pleasure of the President, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of fifteenth 
July, eighteen hundred and thirty © - 

For iron and steel, &e., for shop =. ^ 

For asricultural implements; during the pleasure 
of the President, stipilated in the fourth article 
of tie treaty of fiiteenth July, eighteen hundred 
and thirty: - 


To the Sacs and Foxes of Missouri. 

For interest on investment in tock, at five per 
centinn, on one hundred and fifty-seven thou- 
sand four hundred dollars, stipulated in the 
secound article of the treaty.of twenty-first Oc- 
tober, e eighteen hundred and thirty-seven 


To the Sacs und Foxes of Mississippi. 
For ‘permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of third November, eighteen 
hundred and four 
For limited annuity for thirty years, stipulated in 
the third article of the treaty of twenty-first 
September, eighteen hundred ‘and thirty-two - 
For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated i in the “fourth article 
of the treaty of fourth August, è eighteen hundred 
and twenty-four 
For iron and “steel, &c., for shop 
For blacksmith and assistant for thirty yeats, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
twenty-first September, eighteen hundred and 
thirty two 
For iron and steel, &e., for shop - 
For gunsmith for thirty years, stipulated in the 
fourth article of the treaty of twenty-first Sep- 
stember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two - 
For iron and steel, &e., forshop - 
For agricultural implements, during the pleasnre 
of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of fourth of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-four 
For forty barrels of salt for thirty years, stipulated 


iu the fourth article of the treaty of twenty-first 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two - 
For forty kegs or tobacco for thirty years, tipu- 


lated in the fourth article of the treaty of twen- 
ty-first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two 
For limited annuity for ten years, stipulated in 
the second ar ticle of the tre! aty of twenty-eig! nth 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-six - 
For interest on investment in stock, at five per 
centum, on two hundred thousand dollars, stip- 
ulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
twenty first October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-seven 
For interest. on investment in stock, at five per 
` centum, on eight hundred thousand dollars, s‘ip- 
ulated in the second article of the treaty of 
eleventh October; eighteen hundred and forty- 
two 


To the Shawnees. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
‘article of the treaty of third of August, seventeen 
hundred and ninety-five - . r 

Por permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of twenty ninth September, 
eighteen hundred and seventeen 

For purchase of salt, stipulated in the third arti- 
ele of the treaty of sev enh June, eighteen hun- 
died and three.- 

For blacksmith and agsistanty. daring the pleasure 
of thè President, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of seventn Noveniper, elgntecn 
hundred and twenty five 

For iron and steel, &e , for shop - - 

For blacksmith and assis stant, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the | fourth article 
of the treaty of eighth August, eighteen huudred 
and thirty-one -~ 

For iron and steel, &e., for shop - 


To the. Senecas and Shawnees. 


For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 


article of the treaty of seventeenth Sepiember, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen 
For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the fourth articie 
of the trenty of twentieth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-one - 
For iron and steel, &c., for shop - 


To the Seneeas. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of twenty- ninth September, 
eighteen hundred and seventeen 

For "pe rinfinent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article, of the treaty of seventeenth September, 
eighteen hundred and ¢ - - 

For blacksmith and as i, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of twenty-cighth February, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-one 

Tor iron and steel, &c., for shop 

For pay of iniiler, during the pleasure ofthe | Pres- 
ident, stipulated in the fourth article of the trea- 
ty of iwenty-¢ eighth February, e eighteen hundred 
and thirty-one ~ 


To the Wyandots. 

For permanent annuity, in dieu of all. former an- 
muities, stipulated in the third article of the 
treaty of the seventeenth March, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two 

For the balance due the Wyandois on the valua- 
tion of their impravements on the lands in Ohio 
and Michigan, ceded by the Wyandots to. the 
United States, according to the appraisement 


400 00 


7,870 00 


1,000 00 


20,000 00 


840 00 
22). 00 


840 00 
220 00 


600 00 |} 


220 09 


800 00 


200 09 


600 09 `; 


10,000 00 


10,002 00 |: 


40,000 00 ` 


7,000 00 
2,000 00 


60 00 


840 00 |; 


220 00 


840 00 
22) 00 


1,000 00 


840 00 | 


220.00 


509 00 


500 00 


840 00: 


220 00: 


600 00 ; 


17,500 00 


`> mage by Moses E:S Kirby and John Walker, 
| pursuant to the fifth article of the treaty made 
|. between the United States and the Wyandots, 
at Upper Sandusky, March seventeenth, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-two, the sum- Of - 
For the support of a blacksmith and assistant, 
stipulated in the tenth article of the treaty of 
twenty-ninth September, eighteen hundred and 
seventeen ~ 
| For the purchase of iron and steel, &e., for shop 
i For the support of a blacksmith and assistant, 


| the seventeenth March, eighteen hundred and 
forty-two - . 
! Fof the purchase of iron, s steel, &e., for shop 
For education, stipulated in the fourth article of 

the treaty of seventeenth March, eighteen hun- 
| dred and forty-two 


' To the Weas. 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fifth 
i; article of the treaty with them of the second 
| October, eighteen hundred and eighteen - 


To the Winnebagoes. 
| For limited annuity for thirty years, stipulated in 
the second article of the treaty with them of the 
first of August, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
nine - 
For limited annuity for twenty-seven years, stip- 
ulated in the third article of the treaty of the 
fifteenth of September, eighteen hundred and 
thirtyatwo - 
For the purchase of fifty barrels of Salt, for ‘thirty 
i; years, stipulated in thè second article of the 
| treaty of the first of August, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-nine - = 
For the purchase of three “thousand ‘pounds of 
j tabacco, for thirty years, stipulated in the sec- 
I one article of the treaty of the first of August, 
| eighteen hundred and twenty-nine. - 
| For the purchase of one thousand five hundred 
pounds of tohaceo, for twenty-seven years, stip- 
ulated in the filth article of the treaty of fifteenth 
i of September, eighteen huudred and thir 
H For the support of three blacksmiths and a: t 
| ants, for thirty years, stipulated in the third ar- 
i tiele vot the treaty of the first of Angnst, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-nine ~ 
For the purchase of iron, steel, $c., for shops 
|! For pay of laborer, and for oxen, for thirty years, 
stipulated in the’ third article of the treaty ‘of the 
first of August, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
f nine - 
| For the purpose of education for tw. enty- seven 
years, stipnlated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of fifteenth September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two - 
Forthe support of six agrieulturists, purchase of 
i oxen. ploughs, and other implements for tw euty= 
1 seven years, stipulated in the fifth article of the 
treaty of ihe fifteenth September, eighteen v hun- 
dred and thirty-two - 
For the pay of two physicians, stipulated in in the 
fifth article of the treaty of fifteenth September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two 
| For interest on investment in stock, at five per 
centum, on one million one hnndred thousand 
dollars, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of first November, eightecn hundred and 
thirty-seven 
For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Creeks 
and Seminoles, vi 
For annuity to the Creeks for twenty years, for 
purposes of education, stipulated in the fourth 
ìi article of the treaty of fourth January, eighteen 
i 
| 


i hundred and forty-five 
i; For subsistence of Seminoles while remaving to 
l Little rive, and for six months thereafter, 
|} stipulated in the fifth article of the treaty of 
fourth Jannary, eighteen hundred and forty-five, 

į For annuity to Seminoles for fifteen years, in 

| goods, stipnlated in the th article of the 

| treaty of January fourth, eighteen hundred and 

f forty- five = 
i 

| 


For annuity to Seminoles “for fifteen years, in 
money, stipwlated in the sixth artiele of the 
treaty of fourth of January, eighteen hundred 
and forty-five - 

| For agricultiralimplements to $ Seminoles for five 
years, stipnlated in the seventh article of the 
treaty of fourth January, eighteen hundred and 
forty-five - 

For expenses of making the northern and western 
boundary lines of the Creek country, stipulated 

| in the eighth article of the treaty of fourth Jan- 

| _ uary, eighteen hundred and for ty-five 

For payment to the American party of St. Regis 

| Indians, stipulated in the supplemental article 

to the treaty with the Six Nations of New 

York, of fifteenth January, eighteen hundred 

| and thirty-cight 

For defraying contingent expenses of commis- 
sioners to ‘adjust claiing to Choctaw reserva- 
tions under the treaty of September, eighteen 
hundred -and thirty, | in addition to former ape 
propriations 

For the re- -appropriation oft this amount due the 
Senecas and -Shawnees, for the erection of a 
saw mill and blackemith shop, stipulated in the 
fourth article ofthe treaty of twentieth July, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-one 

For the re-appropriation ‘of. this amount ‘due the 
Senecas, and Senecasand- Shawnees, for prop- 
erty lost,. forage furnished, &c., stipulated in 
the fourth article of the ‘treaty of twenty-ninth 
December, eighteen hundred and thirty-two - 

For the re-appropriation of this amount dae for 
improvements valued under the sixth article of 


f 
fi 
i 
| 

| 
f 
| 
| 
$ 


57,094 24 


stipulated in the eighth article of the treaty of - 
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3,000 00 
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400 00 


55,000 09 | 


3,000 00 
26,000 09 
2,000 00 
3,000 00 


1,000 60 


5,000 00 


1,000 09 


6,500 00 


671 67 


1,000 00 


Sane smear 


the treaty of twenty-fourth October, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-four, with the Miamies 
stipulated in the seventh article of the treaty 
of'sixth November, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight- 
For ‘the re-appropriation of this amount due the 
western. Cherokees for stock lost, being the 
| balance.of tbe appropriation made the twenty- 
| cigbth Juné, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, 
| o for the satisfaction of claims of this character, 
| For expenses of John W. Quiney, a Stockbridge 
L- Indian, to the seat of Government, while hey e 
i and returning, the sum of - 
| 
i 
| 
d 


For expenses of delegations of Cheròkees, to the 
seat of Government, while here, and returning 
to their homes - 

For expenses of a delegation of Winnebagoes to 
the seat of Government, while bere, and re- 

i turning to their bomes 

| For pay: ment of Baptiste Powlis, and the chief 

of the first Christian party of the Oneidas, 
stipulated in the thirteenth article of the treaty 
with the Six Nations of New York, fifteenta 

January, cighteen hundred and thirty-eight 

| For payment to William Day, and the chiefs of 
the Orchard party of the Oneidas, stipulated in 
the thirteenth article of the treaty with the 
Six Nations of New York, fifteenth Jangary, 
eighteen- hundred and thirty-eight 

For interest on the amounts awarded Choctaw 
claimants under the fourteenth article of the 
treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek of the twenty- 
seventh September, eighteen bundred and 
thirty, for lends on which they reside, but 
which it is now impossible to give them, and 
in lieu of the scrip that has been awarded un- 
der the act of twenty-third August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, not deliverable east by 
tha third section of the -said law, per act of 
third J March, eighteen huudred and for forty- 
five, viz: 

For me year eighteen hundred and forty-five 

For the year eighteen hundred and forty-six 

_ To make good the interest on investments in 

State stocks and bonds for various Indian tribes 

not yet paid by the States, to be reimbursed out 

|} _ of the interest when collected 
| To defray the expenses of a mission to the wild 

} Indians of the pr for the purpose of making 

treaties of peace and friendship, and for the ran- 

soming of such white prisoners as may be held 
by them, and delivered to the agents of the 

United States 

| For the ransom of two white boys, Gillis Doste 

and Thomas Pearee, held by the Cumanches i in 
| boudage, and delivered to the agents of the Gov- 
ernment 

; For permanent provision for education purposes 

| for the years cighteen hundred and forty-five 
and eighteen hundred and forty- six, (omitted in 
previous estimates,) stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty with the Wyandots of the 
seventeenth March, eighteen handred and forty- 
two 

For medals to be dis tributed amongst the chiefs 
and Jeading men of the Indians 

To defray the expense of holding a treaty, with 
the Menomonie Indians for the purchase of 
their lands north of Fox river, in the Territory 
of Wisconsin 

To pay to J. A. 8. Acktin, United States distriet 
attorney for the northern district of Alabama, 

i for professional. services in defending Captain 

if James H. Rogers and Lieutenant Roberts, in 

| suits brought to recover damages for an actdone 
by them, under the order of a superior officer, 
while in the service of the United States; alsa, 
to pay to foseph Bryan, agent of William Whit 
| field, for purchasing and ‘distributin stock ani- 


| mals to the Creek Indians, pnrsuant to an arti- 


cie ofa treaty made with said Ind 
For compensation to two commissioners to ex- 
amine claims nuder the treaty with the Chero- 
kees, of one thousand eight hundred and thirty- 
five and six, and pay of secretary, and for con- 
tingent expenses, the sum of 
To defray the expenses of holding a treaty with 
the Pottawatamie Indians of the Missouri river 
That the Secretary of War be and. he is hereby 
required to ascertain what annuities or moneys 
have been wrongfully withbolden from the Sen- 
ecas hy the late sub-agent of the United State: 
and so Jost to them; and to that end the said 
Secretary is authorized, if in bis judgment it 


issue a commission or commissions. to some 
discreet person or persons to h: eted by him 
to take testimony in the premises, and to report 

he same to Congress; and to defray any ex- 
penses which may be incurred in the exccution 


of the provisions of this section 


For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and mu- 

sicians e 
For commutation of subsistence - 
For commutation of forage for officers’ horses 
For clothing for their servants 


For repairs and improvements, fuel and apparatus, 
forage for. public horses and oxen, stationery, 
printing, and other incidental and contingent 
expenses - 


should be nece sary or expedient so to do, to : 


5,299 00 


2,752 50 
200 00 


5,500 00 


5,000 00 


4,009 00 


2,000 00 


19,534 09 


15,000 00 


500 00 


1,000 00 
2,500 00 


2,000. 00 


489 00 


500 00 


~ $1,108,698. 50 


| By the act making appropriations for the support of 
| . the Military Academy for the year ending on the 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and forty-seven. 


78,900 00 
5,258 -00 
2,400 00 

420 60 


20,000 00s 
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For completing the barracks for cadets | . 
And to defray the expenses of board of visiters at 
the next annual examination - 


$123,978. 00 


By the act io enable ihe Secretary of the 
+ Navy to purchase the right of using Mix’s 
patent manger stopper - 


By the act making appropriations for the’ naval ser- ; 
vice for the year ending on the thirtieth June, 


eighteen hundred and forty-seven. 

For pay of commission, warrant, and petty offi- 
cers and seamen, including the engineer corps 
ofthe navy = - - 

For provisions, including transportation, cooper- 
age, and other expenses - `= = 

For surgeons’ necessaries, and appliances for the 
sick and hurt of the naval service, including the 
Twarine corps o - ~ - 

For the increase, repair, armament, and equip- 
ment of the navy, aud wear and téar of vessels 
in commission, including coal for steamers, and 

+ hemp 

For orduance and ordnance stores, including all 
incidental expenses ~ 

For books, maps, charts, and instruments, bind- 
ing and repairing the same, and all the ex- 
penses of the hydrographical office - 

For contingent expenses that may accrue for the 
following purposes, viz: For freight and trans- 
portation; printing and stationery ; books, mod- 
els, and drawings; purchase and repair of fire- 
engines, and for machinery, repair of steam 
engines in yards, purchase and maintenance of 
horses and oxen; carts, timber-whecls, and 
workmen’s tools; postage of letters on public 
Service ; coal and otherfuel, and oil and can- 
dies for navy yards and shore stations ; inciden- 
tal labor, not chargeable to anyother appropri- 
ation; labor attending the delivery. of public 
stores and supplies on foreign stations; wharf- 
age, dockage, storage, and rent; travelling ex- 
penses of officers; funeral expenses; commis- 
sions, clerk hire, store rent, office rent, station- 
ery and fuel to navy agents and storekeepers; 
premiums and incidental expenses of recruit- 
ing; apprehending deserters; per diem allow- 

© ance to persons attending courts-martial and 
courts of inquiry, or other services authorized 
by Jaw ; compensation to judge advocates; pi- 
lotage and towing vessels, and assistance ren- 
dered to vessels in distress 

For contingent expenses for ohjects not hereinbe 

fore enumerated 
For the support of the civil 
several navy yards, viz: 


At Kittery, Maine. 

For pay of storekeeper, naval constructor, in- 
spector of timber, clerk to the yard, clerk to the 
commandant, clerk 10 the storekeeper, clerk to 
the naval constructor, and porter 


At Charlestown, Massachusetts. 

For pay of storekeeper, naval constructor, meas- 
urer and inspector of timber, clerk to the yard, 
two clerks to the commandant, three clerks to 

©" the storekeeper, clerk to the naval constructor, 
keeper of magazine, and porter 

For repairs of the sheer‘wharf, Charlestown navy 
yard - 


establishment at the 


At Brooklyn, New Yo 
For pay of storekeeper, naval constructor, meas- 
urer and inspector of timber, clerk to the yard, 
two clerks to the commandant, three clerks 
to the storekeeper, clerk to the naval construct- 
or, keeper of the magazine, and porter 


At Philadelphia. 

For pay of storekeeper, naval constructor, meas- 
urer and inspector of timber, clerk to the yard, 
clerk to the commandant, clerk to the store- 
keeper, clerk to naval. constructor, and porter 


At Washington. 

For pay of storekeeper, measurer and inspector of 

timber, clerk to. the yard, two clerks to com- 

mandant, clerk to the storekeeper, keeper of the 
magazine, and porter 7 


At Gosport, Virginia. 

For pay of storekeeper, naval constructor, meas- 
urer and inspector of timber, clerk to the yard, 
two*clerks to commandant, three clerks to the 
storekeeper, clerk to the naval constructor, 
keeper of the magazine, and porter - 


At Pensacola. 

For pay of storekeeper, naval constructor, clerk 
to the yard, two clerks to the commandant, two 
clerks to the storckecper, and porter 


At Memphis, Tennessee. 
For pay of storekeeper, clerk to the yard, clerk to 
the commandant, and porter - =- 
For improvements and necessary repairs of na- 
vy yards, viz: 
. At Kittery, Maine. 
For wall for landing-wharf at smithery, and fil- 
ing in io - 
For cistern near mast and boat-house - 
For granite gun-skids, and road to grave yard - 
For repairs of all kinds So hia” Be 
At Charlestown. 
For drain and iron frame for dry-dock pumps.and 
set of keel blocks poe a = a 


r 


< -83,000 00 


3,571,735 00 
869,722 00 


1,050,000 00 
371,820 00 


- 550,000 00 


15,000 00 
2,00000 


21,072 00 


35,900 00 


5,000 00 


7,650 00 


| 
11,180 09 | 
{ 


12,000 00 į 


i 


11,180 00 
7,700 00 | 


6,680 00 


11,180 00 


8,050 00 


3,300 00 


1,705 50 
2,000 00 
1,132 00 | 
4,000 00 


2,740 00 | 


For pipes for. drain and. rain water and waste- 000 00 


steam 2i pron TEn i, Cee 30. re 00 
For completing wharf No. 66, between 1 and 39 - 9500 00 
For completing reservoir -= -7 ae) 

‘For wall on. southwest side of site. 51 a 660-00 
` ‘that part ofyard | - - = = - Pyaar 
For repairs of all kinds = o- -0 - 10,000 
At Brooklyn, New York. ae 
Towards continuation of cob-wharf.- — - _ . - 29,500 es 
Towards extension of coal-house, (seventy feet) 4,318 0 
Towards repairing and replanking bridge - ~~~ 3,000 00 
Towards building a foundation under frigate- Sa- 6.006 00 
bine ~ oe TS 2 as oe ~ 0B, 
Towards the construction of a timber-shed ~ - 12,000.00 
‘Towards repairs of all kinds - -` ~ 8,000 00 
For dry-dock =- = - = = >- = 250,000 60 
At Philadelphia. 
For extension and moving = prereaen G&G - - 5,000 00 
For repairs of all kinds - oe = = = + 3,080 09 
At Washington. 
For anchor forges. (five,) and removing small 

forge inanchorshop-  -- - . =. - = 2,664 00 
For chain cable forges, (twelve,) in hydraulic i 

proving machine shop - | - - > - 2,890 00 
For completion of laboratory buildings - ~ 5,106 15 
For repairs of all kinds - =- te - - 2,500 00 

At Gosport. 
Towards storehouse No. 13, to be used as a tim- 

ber-shed - = - - - = - - 18,000 00 
Towards launching slip and quay-wall - - 12,009 00 
Tor the purchase of St. Helena - - - 2,403 50 
Towards repairs of all kinds - - - 7,000 00 

At Pensacola. 
‘Towards the blacksmith shop - ros ~ 21,000 00 
Towards cisterns at numbers 20, 25, and 2 - 12,000 00 | 
Towards coal-louse -~ - - - + = 8,000 00 
Towards lime-house - =- - - + ~=- 2,500 00 
Towards wharfs, (permanent) - - - 59,000 00 
Towards dredging machine, scows, &e. - 16,000 00 
For repairs of all kinds - - - - - 5,000 60 
At Sackett’s Harbor. 
For repairs of all kinds - -  - ©-. =. 1,090 00 
For purchase of Navy Point and Fort Tompkins, 2,500 00 
For the improvement and repairs of the several 
naval hospitals, viz: j 
Al Chelsea. 
Building for a cozl-house, repairing out-houses 
and wall in rear of main building - - > - 2,420 00 
At Brooklyn, 
For completing small-pox hospital -  - -~ 10,000 00 
For repairs to hospital quarters - - >= - 8,000 00 
Near Gosport. 
For fence around garden aud repairs to hospital 
buildings - - = - - w. - -2,657 00 
At Pensacola. 
For centre building at hospital and galleries to 

connect buildings - =-  - ~-  ~ 7,409 50 
For engine-house - - - - - 510 00 
For repairs of hospital quarters - - - - -3,009 00 

For magazines, viz: 

At Charlestown - =- - - - - -15000 
At Brooklyn - - - = - - 200 09 
At Washington - - - - - - ~- 159 09 
At Gosport - - + - - 3.13 e 309 09 


$ Marine Corps. 

For pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, and servants, serving on 
shore, and subsistence of officers 

For clothing 


200,771 00 
45,787 50 


For provisions ~- -~ - - - = = 45,070 20 
For military stores, repair of arms, pay of armo- 

rers, accoutrements, ordnance stores, flags, 

drums, fifes, aud musical instruments -  - 2,300 00 
For transportation of officers and troops, and for 

expenses ofreerniting = - - - - - 8,000 00 
For repair of barracks anderent of temporary bar- 

racks - -.- - - ~ 6,000 00 


For contingencies, viz ?*freight, ferriage, toll, 
wharfage, and cartage ; compensation to judge 
advocates; per diem for attending courts-muar- 
tial and courts ofinquiry ; per diem to enlisted 
men on constant labor; house rent where no 
public quarters are assigned ; the burial of de- 
ceased marines; printing, stationery, forage, 
postages, and the pursuit of deserters; candies 
and oil; straw, barrack furniture, bed sacks; 
spades, axes, shovels, picks, carpenter’s tools, 
and keeping @ horse for the messenger - 17,980 60 


87,449,703 35 


‘By the act making appropriations for the payment of 


navy pensions for the year ending thirtieth 

one thousand eight hundred and Sorty-seven, 
To pay invalid pensions - = $52,335 40 
To pay the pensions of widows of officers, sea-" “ 

men, and marines - - 12,000, 00 


June, 


By the act authorizing the payment of certain claims | 


of the State of Alabama. 


For moneys paid by-the said State for subsistence, 
supplies, and services of her local troops, and 
for provisions.and forage furnished the friendly 
Indians during the Creek and Seminole hostil- 
ities, in the years eighteen hundred and thirty- 
six and eighteen hundred and thirty-seven 


213,455 32 


| 


p 


i 


; For pay, &e., of volunteers 


By the act making appropriations for certain fortifica 
“tions of the United States for the year ending: onthe i 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
Sorty-seven. >: : è ae ee 
For defensive works and barracks near 
Michigan - -= - = =. 38 ‘ 
For defensive works:and barracks near Buffalo, 
New York Sep o - Ie - vs 
For repairing and rebuilding barracks and store- 
houses at Fort Niagara, New York - 


32,000 00 
25,000 00 
5500 00 


For Fort Ontario, at Oswego, New York = - $000.00. 
For fortifications at the outletof Lake Champlain, = 
New York -© DESEES a oe = = 65,008. 00 
For fort at- thej ws of the Penobscot river, : 
near Buckspo aipe o = u ee = 35,060. 00 


Tts aa ae 
Yor repairs of Fort Preble, Portland harbor. Maine. 1v,060 60 
For eee at Fort Scammiel, Portland harbor, : 


Maine: - =) ee = = 25,000: 60 
For repairs of Fort McClary, Portsmouth harbor, 

New-Hampshire, including the purchase of land : 

for extension of sitë -< == = = |=: (=) 6,000 00 
For repairs of fortifications on Governor’s island; 

Boston harbor, Massachusetts: woe 85080 60 


For Fort Warren, ‘Boston har! ‘Massachusetts,’ 45,000.60 
For Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island -. 15,000 00 
For rebuilding Fort Trumbull; New London tar- ase ot 


bor, Connecticut - : = ta BOL 
For Fort Schu ier, East river, New York - =: 40,000 09 
For repairs of Fort Wood, and sea wall of Bed- i 

jow’s Island, New York. ~ “tos - - 40,000 09 
For repairs at Fort Honilton, New York i i - 18,L00:.06 
For repairs of Fort Madison, Annapoiis harbor, 

Maryland ~ =. =. - = - =. ~ 10,000, 60 
For repairs of Fort: Washington, Potomac. river, $ 

Maryland - = = = wee en, = 26,000 00 
For Fort Monroe, Hampton roads, Virginia = -75000 00 
For preservation of the site of: Fort Caswell: 

mouth of Cape Fear river, North Carolina. > =- 15,960: 90 
For preservation of the site of Fort Moultrie, : 

Charleston harbor, South Carolina - — = - 15,060 00 
For dike to Drunken Dick Shoal, Charleston har- ; 

bor, South Carolina - - - - ~ 35,000 00 
For Fort Sumter, Charleston harbor, South Caro- 

lina -~ - - ei Foe Pe, - =. + 45,000 00 
For Fort Pulaski, Savannah river, Georgia, -= 25,00N GO 
For repairs of Fort:Jackson, Savannah river, 

Georgia © s ja te - - > - 15,000 00 
For Fort Pickens, Pensacola harbor, Florida `,- 10,000 0 
For Fort Barancas,’and the erection of barracks": ) 

thereat, Pensacola harbor, Florida -` ; = . - 50,000 00 
For repairs of Fort’ Morgan, Mobile Point, Ała- \": 

bama - ee - - = ee = 40000 00 
For repairs of Fort Pike, and preservation of site, | oo. 

Louisiana- - = 3,800 00 
For repairs of Fort Wood, Louisiana -~ ~: -- 6,590 60 
For repairs of Battery Bienvenue, Louisiana, -~ S400 60 
For repairs of Fort Jackson, Mississippi river, 

Louisiana - - - =- - - - = 25,000 00 
For repairs of Fort St. Philip, Mississippi river, 

Louisiana - - - - - - - 30,900 00 
For Fort Livingston, Grand Terre Island, Barra- fe: 

taria bay, Louisiana- ©- . ~ -= 4,000200 
For fortifications on the Forida reef - -230,000 66” 


For contingencies of fortifications 
For the armament of fortifications’. 


‘eta 


$1,449,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the support of 
volunteers and other troops authorized to be employ- 
edin the prosecution of the war with Mexico, during 
the year ending thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-seven. ; 

For the regular army, viz: 

For pay of officers and men, provided for by the 
actof eighteenth Junc, cighteen loudred and 
forty-six = ~ 

For subsistence of said offi 

For forage of said officers? hi 

For clothing -for said offi servants - 

For recruiting the rifle regiment - 

For clothing and camp equipage for same 


es 


For forage of same 


For volunteers (including Officers, &c., autho- 
rized by acts passed the present session) and 
their operations, and ‘those of the regelar 
army in the field, viz: $ = 

For pay of officers 


+212,698 00 


For subsistence of officers Ke. es -152,716 

For forage of officers’ horses - ` = - een oe 

For clothing of officers’ servants - - 13.200 60 
y 


authorized by a 
of thirteenth May, eighteen hundred tec 
six ~ oe g 
For subsistence in kind 
For camp equipage, &e. = 
For medical and hospital supplies 
For ordnance, arms, &e. - - $ S 
For supplies, transportation, &e., of the quarter~ 
master’s department ao Mi 6,309,027 00° 


S11 957,259 00 


By the act making 
the army, for the 
eighteen hundred 
For pay of the army + 


For commutation of officers? subsistence -. 
For commuta 


appropriations for the support of 
year ending on the thirtieth June, 
and forty-seven: À 
- -1,329,374 00 

~ 465,852 09 
? on of forage for officers? horses.ine 
chiding arrears since commencement of hostil- 
paie ; Pars ee eee ~ 131,603 G0 
or payments in Beu. of clothingto officers’ ser.” : 


vants = 
For subsistence in kind «a8 188 a 
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For clothing for the army, camp and garrison © ` 

equipage- - = - - - - ~231,000 00 
For expenses of recruiting - ` -` =. =. - 12,022 00 
For iprce months’ extra pay to non-commissioned 

officers, musicians, and privates - -. - 16,000 00 
For ‘the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 

department, consisting of fuel, forage in kind 

for the authorized number’ of officers’ horses, 

aud for the horses; mules; and oxen, belonging 

to the quartermaster’s department at the several 

military. posts and stations, and for the horses 

of the two regiments of dragoons, and the four 

companies:-of Jight*artillery ; of straw for sol- 

diers* bedding; and. of stationery, including 

company and other blank books for the army, 

certificates for discharged soldiers, blank forms 

‘for. the pay and quartermaster’s departments, 

and the printing of department orders, army 

regulations, and general regulations be - 205,000 00 
For the incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s 

departinent, consisting of postage on letters and 

packets received by officers on public service; 

expenses Of courts-martial aud courts ofinquiry, 

including the additional compensation to judge 

advocates, members, and witnesses, white on 

that service, under the act of the sixteenth of 

March, eighteen hundred and two; extra pay 

to soldiers employed in the erection of barracks 

and quarters, the construction of roads, and 

other constant labor, fora period of not less 

than ten days, under the act of second of March, 

eighteen hundred and nineteen; expenses of 

expresses from the frontier posts; of escorts to 

yaymasters 5 of the necessary articles for the 

interment of non-commissioned officers and 

soldiers; hire of laborers; compensation to 

clerks to the officers of the quartermaster’s 

department at posts where their duties cannot 

be performed without such aid; and compen- 

sation to agents in charge of dismantled works, 

and to such wagon and forage masters as it 

maybe necessary. to employ under the act of 

the fifth of July, eighteen. hundred and thirty- 

eight; various expenditures necessary to keep 

the two regiments of dragoons and the four 

companies of light artillery complete, ineluding 

the purchase of horses to supply the place of 

those which may be lost and become unfit for 

service; shoeing horses, and the apprehension 

of duserters, and the expenses incidental to 

their pursuit - aes é = ~115,C00 00 
For repairing and enlarging barracks, quarters, 

store-houses, and hospitals at the several posts ; 

for erecting temporary cantonments at such 

posts as may be oceupicd during the year, and 

gun-houses for the protection of the cannon at 


the several posts and military works, including ji 


the necessary tools and materials for the objects 

cnumerated, and for the authorized furniture 

for the barrack-rooms of non-commissioned 

olficers and soldiers; building and repairing 

stables for dragoons and light artillery ; for rent 

of quarters for officers, barracks for troops at 

posts where there are no public buildings for 

their accommodation, and of storehouses for 

the safekeeping of subsistence, clothing, &c., 

and of grounds for summer eantonments and 

encampments for military purposes - - 160,000 00 
For transportation of officers’ baggage, when 

travelling on duty without troops - - - 50,000 00 | 
For transportation of troops and supplies of the H 

army, including the baggage of troops when 

moving either by jang or water; frcights and 

ferriages ; the purchase or hire of horses, mules, 

oxen, Carts, Wagons, and boats, for the trans- 

portation of supplies, and for garrison purposes ; 

drayage and cartage at the several posts; hire 

of teamsters 5 transportation of funds for the pay 

department; the expense of sailing public trans- 

ports between the posts on the Gulf of Mexico, 


i 
HH 
and of procuring water at sech posts as, from i f 
| tribes which may own or possess the ground on 
Í 
| 
| 
t 


their situation, require it; of clothing from the 
depot at. Philadelphia to the stations of the 
troops; of subsistence from the places of pur- 
chase, and froin: the places of delivery, under 
eontracis, to such places-as the circumstances 
of the service may require it to be sent; oford- 
nance, ordnance stores, and small arms, from 
the foundries and armories to the arsenal, for- 
tifientious, and frontier posts - - = 
For contingencies of the army ~- - - Py 
For the purchase of ordnance, ordnance stores, 
and supplies — - ~ - ~ a 100,000 
For current expenses of the ordnance service 100,000 
For manufacture of arms at the national armories 300,000 
For Springfield armory - - - - 125,000 


259,080 00 
6,000 00 


00 
00 
00 
00 


on 


ij For mounting and equipping said regiment - 


For commutation of forage for officers’ horses - 8,169 00 

i! For payments, in lieu of clothing, to officers’ ser- 
vants =- ee = = 10 00 
i] For subsistence if kind - = =. = > = 487,442 00 
|| For expenses of recruiting - -  - = - 79,600 00 


For clothing, eamp, garrison, and horse equipage, 284,175 00 

For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of fuel, forage, straw, &e. 113,000 00 

For the incidental expenses of the quartermas- 
ter’s departinent, consisting of expense of courts 
martial and courts of inquiry, extra pay to sol- 


diers, purchase of iorses for dragoons, &c. - 93,500 00 
For transportation of troops and supplies for the 

army - = > = = = = = -322,000 00 
For medical and hospital department - .- - 20,000 00 


86,873,082 67 


By the act making wppropriations for certain defensive 
works of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
the thirtieth day of June, one thousand eight hum- 
dred and forty-seven. 

For purchase from the State of New York of the 
detensive works on Staten Island, together 
with the land bought by the State for the site of 
said works, with all the material on and about 
them, and for repairs of said works, when the 
title of the State of New York shall have been 
extinguished - - - -' - =- -100,000 00 

| For the commencement of batterics on Sollers? 

Point Flats, below Baltimore - - - - 30,000 00 

For the commencement of a fort at the entrance 
to Cumberland Sound, Georgia - = _ = 20,000 00 


For the commencement of a fort on the east side 
- 20,000 00 


of Dauphin Island, Mobile Bay, Alabama 


|. By the act io provide for the better organization of the 
Treasury, and for the collection, safekeeping, trans- 
| fer, and disbursement of the public revenue. 


To be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in such repairs or addi- 
tions as may be necessary to put in good condi- 
tion for use, with as little delay as may be con- 
sistent with the public interests, the offices, 
rooms, vaults, and safes herein mentioned, and 
in the purchase of any necessary additional fur- 
niture and fixtures, in the purchase of necessary 
books and stationery, and in defraying any other 
incidental expenses necessary to carry this act 
into effect - - - - - - - - $5,000 00 


Jor other pur- 


leen hundred and forty-three, and 
- - - > - $5,000 00 


poses - - 


By the act providing for the prosecution of the existing 
war between the United States und the Republic of 
i Mexico. 
For the purpose of carrying the provisions of this 
act into effect - - $16,000,000 00 


By the act to provide for raising a regiment of mounted 
riflemen, and for establishing military stations on 
the route lo Oregon. 

~ 76,500.00 

‘To defray the expenses of each military station äi 
or defence which the President may deem ne- 
eessary on the line of communication with 
Oregon - - - = = S - - 

And tor making compensation to the Indian 


3,000 00 


which the said station may be erected, and for 
cach station - - - - - - = 


| $81,500 00 
| By the act for the organization of a company of sap- 
pers, miners, and ponloniers. 

| For the pay, subsistence, and clothing of said 
company, and for carrying out the other pur- 
poses of this act - - - - - 


| By the act to authorize an issue of Treasury notes and 
a loan. 
For the purpose of paying the amount of certain 


Forrepairs and improvements and new machinery 
at Har Ferry .- ~ - - ~ 128,361 
For arsenals - -= - - - - 168.593 
For purehase of saltpetre and brimstone ~ - 40,000 
For the purchase of gunpowder - = - 100,000 
1,006 


00 
ct) 


for expenses of preparing drawings of a uniform 
system of artiHery ~ =- -= - - - 
For expenses of the mineral land service, inclu- 
ding those incurred since the first January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six - - - 39,000 
For surveys in reference to the military defence 
of thé frontier, inland and Atlantic - - . - - 20,000 
For military and geographical surveys-west of the 
Mississippi = < ~ - - ~- - 30,000 
For continuing the sarveys of the northern and 
northwestern lakes = = - i d x 
To meet the expenditures which may be incurred 
under the acts passed duringthe present ses- 
`~ gion “to authorize an increase ofthe rank and 
file of the army, and to provide for. raising a 
regiment of mounted riflemen,” viz: 
For pay ` S = ad = - 
For comiiutation of officers’ subsistence | -~ 


00 


00 
60 
00 


25,000 CO 


00 i; 


| Treasury notes (which, baving been received or 
| redeemed by any authorized officer of the Gov- 
; ernment, were subseyuently purloined or stolen, 
| and put into circulation withont evidence on 
| their face of their having been cancelled) to the 
| respective holders, who may have received the 
| same, or any of them, for a full consideration, 
: in the usual course of business, without notice 
| Or knowledge- of the same having been stolen, 
; or cancelled, or altered, and without any cir- 
| cumstances to cast suspicion on the good faith 
| or due caution- with which they may have re- 
| ceived the samé o c=. ee es 
| 

| 

i 


t 

| For transportation of the mails ~ ot = =-@2,700,000 00 
| (And the Postmaster General is hereby autho- 

i rized to apply twenty-five thousand dollars of 


By the act to repeal an act entitled “ An act for the ; 
relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in. the Ter- | 
ritory of Wisconsin,” approved March third, eigh- | 


2,000 09 | 


- $25,000 00 | 


$50,000 00 


the money appropriated for mail transportation 
for a line of mail.steamers from the United 
States to Bremen ; but no further sum shail be 
diverted to any other object than the transpor- 
tation of the mail within the United States.) 
For compensation of postmasters - + 4,000,600 00 


For ship, steamboat, and way letters: - - -12,080 60 
For wrapping paper -- - = -= = - 16,000 00 
For office furniture. (for post offices) - -. + . 4,000 00 
For advertising. =- ` - - - ~ -> = 30,000 00 
For mail bags -) 0 =- - = = = 20,000 09 
For blanks - cacct. soo - - = | = 17,000 00 
For mail locks, keys, and stamps + + = 4,000 00 


For mail depredations and special agents -. - 13,000 00 
For clerks for offices (for offices. of postmasters) 260,000 00 
For miscellaneous - - - -=_= 50,600 00 
For defraying the expenses of the magnetic tele- 
graph from the city of Washington to Baltimore 4,000 00 
For defraying an ascertained balance due to 
Messrs. Hale and Coleman, under their con- 
tract of May thirty-first, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-seven - - - - - - - 
For publishing a new edition of eighteen thou- 
sand copies of the table of post offices in the 
United States, and the same number of the 
“ Laws and regulations for the government of 
the Post Office Department” ~ =- -= 
And be it further enacted, That in case the rev- 
enues of the Department, referred to in the first 
section of this act, shall prove insufficient to 
meet the foregoing appropriations, then any 
deficiency that may thus arise shall be paid out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, —{Indefinite.} 


40 75 


8,500 00 


$4,078,540 


By the act making appropriations for the payment of 
revolutionary and other pensions of the United States _ 
Sor the year ending the thirtieth June, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-seven, and for other pur- 
poses. 


For revolutionary pensions under the act of eigh- 
teenth of March, one thousand eight hundred 

“and eighteen -~ ~ - - 

For invalid pensions under various acts -~ 

For pensions to widows and orphans under the 
act of fourth July, one thousand eight hundred 
and thirty-six - - - - - ~ = 828,500 00 

For pensions to widows under the act of seventh 
July, one thousand eight hundred and thirty- 
eight, and the acts supplementary thereto 

For pensions to widows under the act of third 
March; one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
three - - =- =- =- - žá- 

For pensions to widows under the act of seven- 
teenth June, one thousand cight hundred and 
forty-four - - žá- - - - - -600,000 00 

For half pay pensions to widows and orphans, 
payable through the Third Auditor’s office = 4,500 00 

For arrearages prior to July second, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifteen, payable through the 
Third Auditor’s office - -= -= 5 a 


166,000 00 
220,600 00 


300,000 09 


80,009 00 


1,200 00 


$1,700,200 00 


By the act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for certain objects made for the service of the fiscal 
year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred 
and forty-six, viz: 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate, being 
for printing and lithographing ordered during 
the twenty-eighth Congress  - - - - 

For contingent expenses of the Senate, being 
for printing and lithographing ordered by the 
Senate during the first session of the twenty- 
ninth Congress ~ - - - ~ - - 

For the contingent-expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives - - - ~ oe -~ - 


To enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
lives of the United States to comply with for- 
mer orders of the House directing him to sup- 
ply the members with certain books, to wit: 

For two hundred and twenty-six copies of the 
fourteenth volume of the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix - - ~ - - - - 

For seventy-six copies of the fourteenth volume 
of the Register of Debates - - < 

For one hundred and fifty-eight copies of “« 
tested Elections? - - - ~ - - 

For two hundred and nineteen copies of the 
fourth and fifth volumes of the Documentary 
History - - - ~ - - - ~- 

For contingent expenses in the office of the First 
Auditor - -~ =- - - - - - 

For contingent expenses in the office of the Fourth 
Auditor - - - - - - - - 

For contingent expenses of the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, for publishing notices as 
required by acts of the twelfth of October, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-seven, and the seven- 
teenth of June, eighteen hundred and forty-four, 

For compensation to the ‘superintendent of the 
Post Office building for the year ending the 
ected of June, eighteen hundred and forty- 

ve. - Stiri A a A 

For additional salaries of the District Judges of 
Ohio, Indiana, IHinois, and Missouri, from the 
third of March, eighteen hundred and forty-five, 

For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, Cir- 
cuit, and District Courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; also, for 
jurors and witnesses, in aid of funds arising 
from fines, penaities, and forfeitures; and like- 
wise for defraying the expenses of suits in 
which the United States are concerned, and 


77,500 00 


51,000 00 
70,000 09 


678 00 


~ 760 00 
Con- 
790 00 


7,043 91 
300 00 
500 00 


1,000 ,00 


250 00 


2,394 97 
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for prosecutions for offences committed against 
the United States, and for-the safe-keeping of 
prisoners = - = = ~ oe 

For expenses-incurred and to be incurré® for the 
support, clothing, and medical treaunent of the 
insane paupers of tue District of Columbia 

For reimbursement of the Philadelphia. Board of 
„Underwriters, for expenses paid and to be paid 
by. them hi maintaining the light on thé Dela- 
ware breakwater, from the first.of July, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-four, to the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-six 

For outfits of chargés des aflaires. to Texas, Ans- 
tria, Peru, and Venezuela - 

That the proper accounting officers of the Trei 
ury are hereby authorized and directed to allow 
to Wiliam H. Stiles, chargé daffaires to Aus- 
tria, his salary from the tenth day of May, to 
the thirtieth day of June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-five, and to pay the same out of any other 
unexpended balance of the appropriations for 
salaries of the chargés des affaires of the United 
Staces.—[Indefiuite.}. 

For outfits of the late. chargés des affaires to 
Peru and Venezuela, and chargés des affaires 
to Naples, Holland; New Grenada, Sweden, 
Portagal, Denmark, Belgium, Sardinia, Chili, 
and Buenos Ayres i a 2 = 

For contingent expenses ofall the missions abroad 

For payment of invalid pensions under various 
laws - - - - x - - 

For payment of pensions under act. of July four, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six - -1 

For. payment of widows’ pensions. under act of 
July seven, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 
and the acts supplementary thereto - -1 

For repairing of the State artillery ofthe State.of 
Louisiana, injured in the service of the United 
States in Texas, during the summer and fall of 
eighteen hundred and forty-five 

For payment of four companies of Texas volun- 
teers and two. companies of Louisiana volun- 
teers, inciuding the supplies required by the 
quartermaster’s departnent era 

For transportation of officers’ baggage.’ ~ 

For the transportation of troops and supplies of 
the army, including the baggage of-the troops 
when moving either by laid or water; freight 
and ferriages; the purchase or hire of horses, 
mules, oxen, carts, wagons, and boats, for the 
transportation of supplies, and for garrison pur- 
poses; drayage and cartage at the several posts; 
hire of teamsters; transportation of funds of the 
pay department; expense of sailing public 
transports between ‘the posts on the Gulf of 
Mexico, and procuring water at such posts as 
-from their situation require its of clothing from 
the depét at Philadelphia to the stations of the 
troops; of subsistence from the places of pur- 
chase and from the places of delivery, under 
contracts, to such places as the necessities of 
the service may require it to be sent; of ord- 
nance, ordnance stores, and small arms from 
the foundries and armories to the arsenals, for- 
tifications, and frontier posts -6 

For the regular supplies for the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of fuel, forage-in kind 
for the aathorized number of officers’ horses, 
and for the horses, mules, and oxen belonging 
to the quartermaster’s department at the seve- 
ral military posts and stations, and for the 
horses of the two regiments of dragoons and of 
the four companics of light artillery ; of straw 
for soldiers’ bedding; and of stationery,tinelu- 
ding company and other blank books for the 
army, certificates for discharged soldiers, blank 
forms for the pay and quartermaster’s depart- 
ments, and the printing department orders, 
army regulations, and general regulations -1 

Tor amount required for the support of the Peni- 
tentiary of the District of Columbia, for the fis- 
eal year ending thirtieth June, eighteen hundred 
and forty-six - 3 

For refunding certain duties collected under the 
act of the thirtieth of August, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, entitled An act to provide rev- 
enue from imports, and to change and modify 
existing laws imposing duties. on imports, and 
for other purposes,” contrary to the terms of the 
convention of eighteen hundred and fifteen, be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States, in 
fulfilment of the agreement lately entered into 
by the Government of the United States and 
Great Britain -1 

For compensation and mileage of Senators and 
members of the House of Representatives and 
Deicgates, the same being rendered necessary 
by an inerease in the number of Senators and 
members of the House of Representatives 

For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse ~ 

For satary of the commissioner to reside in China 
from the first of April to the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five 


Ed 


- 150,000 00 į 


1,35 79 


1,600.00 


500 00 | 


54,009 00 
30,000 00 


74,000 00 
02,000 00 | 


03,800 00 


1,566 00 


69,208 68 
30,000 00 


30,000 00 


00,000 00 


11,949 64 


00,000 00 


20,000 00 


7,500 00 | 


1,250 00 | 


$1,709,914 99 


By the act making appropriations for certai 
of expenditure therein specified, viz: 

For the pay and mileage of members of Congre 
and Delegates - 
For the expenses of the mission to the wild Indi- 
ans of the prairie, including the expenses of a 
delegation of these Indians to the eity of Wash- 
ington, and back to their homes, and also some 
presents to them : 
For fulfilling treaty with the Kansas Indians, viz: 
interest on two hundred thousand dollars, at five 


n objects 


176,548 00 


50,000 00 


i 


] 
j 
í 


1 


per cent, in lieu of investinent -per second arti-> 


ele of treaty of fourteenth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty six SU 
For defraying the necessary expenses of negotia- 
ting the treaty, payment to the Missionary So- 
-ciety of the Methodist Episcopal Chureb, for 
‘improvements, erection of a mill, and for pro- 
visions, per same article and treaty - > 
For cxpenses of surveying the western line of 
lands ceded, and marking the same, per third 
article of the same treaty - - = 


` 10,000 00 


2,000 00 


1,000. 00 


aw 


By the act for the relief of John R. Williams, 

For damages done to his farm, known, by the 
name of the Springwcil Farm, situate in the 
‘then Territory, now. State of Michigan, while 
in the occupancy of the United States troops, 
in the years eightecn hundred and thirteen and 
eighteen hundred and fourteen, and in fall pay- 
ment of said damages - 

By the act for the relief. of Gregory Thomas, und 

` others. 

Being three hundred dollars for expensesincurred 
by them for repairs, and five hundred dollars 
for detention occasioned by injuries to their 
pilot-boat, by a collision with the United States 
steamer Colonel Harney, on the ocean, on the 
night of the first October, eighteen hundred and 
forty-four - - - - 

By the act for the relief of Samuel D. Walker, of 

Buttimore. 

Being the amount of duty levied (on four hun- 
dred and forty-one seroons of Spanish leaf to- 
bacco) by the act of secoud March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-three 


By the uct for the relief of the heirs and legal rep 

resentaulives of Cyrus Turner, deceased. 

For depredations and injuries committed by that 
band of Sioux Indians known and designated 
as the North Sursitons or Lake Traverse In- 
dians; which sum of money shall be deducted 
from any annuity which may now be or here- 
after may become due trom this Government to 
said band of Indians 


By the act to allow Elijah White reimbursement of 
expenses incurred by him as acting sub-agent of 
Indian affairs west of the Rocky Mountuins 


By the act for the relief of Abraham Horback., 


2,000 00 


600 00 


616 27 


1,500 00 


2,176 59 || 


Being the amount of a draft drawn by James Ree- ` 


side on the Post Office Department, dated the 
eighteenth day of April, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-five, payable on the first day of January. 

eighteen hundred and thirty-six, and accepted 
by the Treasurer of the Post Office Department ; 
which said draft was endorsed by saad Abraham 
Horbach, at the instance of the said James Ree- 
side, and the amount drawn from the Bank of 
Philadelphia, and at maturity said draft was 
protested for non-payment, and said Horbach 
became liable to pay,in consequence of his en- 
dorseient, and did pay, the full amount of said 
draft, (including interest) - 

By the act for the relief of Henry Elting, 

Being a portion of the amount expended by him 
in prosecuting a suit against the Commercial 
Bank of New Orleans, to recover public moneys 
deposited therein - - - 
By the act for the retief of William B. Lang. 

For excess of duties to this amount,-paid by said 
Lang - - - 

By the act for the relief of the heirs of Robert 

Fulton. 

For claims of the said Robert Fulton against the 
United States, due atthe time of the death of 
the said Fulton, for inventing floating steam- 
batteries, and superintending the construction 
of the steam-frigate. Fulton, for the detention of, 
and damages to, his steamboat Vesuvius, and 
for the great benefits conferred on the country 
by his improvements in the application of steam 
to navigation 

By the act for therelief of James Gee. 

For arrearage of pension at the rate of four dollars 
per month, from the twenty-second day of Sep- 
tember, cighteen hundred and thirty-seven, to 
the third day of December, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two E 


By the act for the relief of Langtry and Jenkins. 
For damage sustained by them in consequence of 
the violation of a contract on the part of the 
Government agents, in refusing to receive three 
thousand pairs of shoes contracted to be recciv— 
ed at the Cherokee agency, in the summer of 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, for the use 
of poor and destitute Cherokees, to equip thein 
for their removal west - 
By the act for the relief of Nathaniei Stafford. 
For amount of arrearage due to him, at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, from the seventeenth 
of May, cighteen hundred and fourteen, to the 
thirtieth day of March, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, at which time his pension, already 
allowed,-commenced under existing laws 
By the act for the relief of Samuel D, Enochs. 
For amare lost in the service of the United States 
By the resolution to authorize the transmission and 
presentation of- books to the Minister of Justice 
of France, in exchange for books received from 
UMa 
That for the purpose aforesaid there be appro- 
priated, out of any money in the treasury not 
otherwise approptiated, a sum not exceeding a 


8,197 21 


2,606 00 


415 22 


230 00 


1,443 65 


| 
| 


i 
H 
| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
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i 


For work done on Madison barracks, 


For taking 


For money wrongtt 


For bis legal title of 


By the act for 


By the act for the relie, 


oe 


ot to establish the Smithsonian Institution, 
By tt and dijusion of knouledge omong.. 


for the increase 
REN. 


For the erection of suitable buildings, and for 
other current incidental expenses, such sam of: 


_ interest as may Have: accrued on 
© first day of July neat 
"By the act for the relief of Josegh 


found, © 


Kembri 


in eighteen hundred and sixteen : 
act. for the relief of George D. Spencer. 
By e i for ie ET M we precincts in the 
1 ery, in the State of Mary- 
jeen hundred and forty + 
f Symington Bufenbarser. 
y received by the Recciver 
of the land office at Wanpaukonetia district, it 
the State of Ohio, for the northeast qua: tr of 
the northeast quarter of séction four, in. town- 
ship number six south, of range number eight 
cast - - ~ = = 
By the act for the relief of Adium Me Cutlack. 
Yis f Goat Island; in the State of 
Maine, (whereon a light-house has been built 
by the United Statcs) 4 
By the act for the relief 


county of Mon 
land, in the ye 


of John Gy Pierie: 


For the sum exacted on the entry of the brig Al. 


drick at the New York custom-liouse, as toreiga 
tonnage, because of having forcigu seamen, who 
were shipped from Oporto from necessity 
the relief of Mrs. Pike, widow of the 
late General Pike. 


For compensation for two years’ extraordinary 


services in two exploring expeditions by the 
said General (then lieutenant) Pike to. the 


at Detroit, 


300-00: 


92 5 


sources of the Mississippi, in eighteen hundred > ` 


and five and eighteen hundred and six, and to 
the sources of the Arkansas ‘and Great Platte, 


and through New Mexico, in eighteen hundred | 


and six and eighteen hundred and seven - 
of the legal representatives 
of Pierre Menard, Josiuh T'. Betts, Jacoh Fea- 
man, and Edmund Roberts, of the State of Tli- 
nois, sureties of. Feliz St.’ Vrain, iate Indian 
agent, deceased. `: ne 


Being the amount:of salary of said St. Vrain re- 


maining unpaid:at the time of his death, and 


the sum of two hundred dollars, paid by bim, to- 


Mr. Farnham to hand to gunsmith an 
smith, and for which his account was 
credited, with’six per cent. interest per ann 


ke 


from the thirteenth day of December, one: ` 


thousand eight huudred and thirty-nine, being 
the time when the execution against the sureties 
of said St. Vrain was satisfied 


By the act for the aed of Thomas Ap Outesby 


anes. 


It being the balance due bim on his accounts as 


rendered to the United States - 
By the act for the relief of Isaiah Parker, 


For arrears of pension from March fourth, eighteen 


hundred and twenty-three, to 4 
one, eighteen hundred and thi 


3,000.00 


By the act for the relief of John McAlister: < 


Being the amount still due him as encouragement 


for his enlistment into the army of the United 
States, under the provisions of the aet of Con- 
gress approved twenty-seventh January, eigh- 
teen hundred and fourteen 


By the act for the relief of John Carr, John Batt: 


y 
and Samuel Stevenson, seamen onboard the tonal 
ship Margaret. 

For their detention, under the authority of the 
United States, five hundred and thirty-eight 
days each, at the rate of one dollar and twenty- 
five cents per day, amounting to two thousand 
and sixteen dollars and fifty cents, to give evi- 
dence on the trial of Harper, Rodman, Latham, 
and Hammstor, for mutiny and setting fire to 
the abovenamed ship whilst on a whaling voy- 
age in the Pacific Ocean - 8 
By the act for the relief of the heirs of 
Gray, deceased - ` =. = - 


Doctor John 


By the act for the relief of. Richard Hargrare Lee. 


For moiety of the penalty of four hundred dollars, 

paid by said Lee, by mistake, for a breach of 
the revenue laws committed. by him on the 
thirtieth of December, one thousand eight han- 
dred and twenty-nine, after deducting from said 
penalty of four hundred dollars the amount of 
the true penalty which ought to have been paid 
by said Lee, according to the provisions of the 
act of the third March, one thansand eight hun- 
dred and twenty-three 7 


By the act to exempt coffee imported from the Neth- 
erlunds from duty, in certuin cases, and for other 
purposes.—{ Indefinite} i 


By the act to legalize certain land sales mode 
Chorchuma and Cohimbus, in the State 

sippi, and to indemnify the Choctaw 

[indefinite.] ` 


By the joint resolution providing for temporary 
mail service in Teras.—[Indetinite.] i 

Bu the Joint resolution to refund to Makes and in- 
dividuals expenses incurred by them ander enis 

Jor militia made by Generals Gaines end Tadlar. 

—[Indetinite.} ý 


| By the joint resolution directing the proment of cer- 


i 
H 
| 
H 


tain volunteers end militie, unger the Uinitations 


therein preseribed—[Indefinite:} 


By the act to refund to certain persons an excess o 


duty exacted on the importation of for ei 
; oreign mer- 
chandise.—[Indefinite 1 sik 


2,016. 50 
5,000 00 


169 00 
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By the act to provide for the payment of evidences 
of public debt in certain cases, viz: ~" > 
To redeem purloined ‘Treasury notes which have 
been canceled, when the same have been re- 
ceived by ‘persons or.institutions in the usual 
course of business, without notice or knowledge 
of the same having been purloined or stolen, 
“after having been cancelled.—[Indefinite:] 
By the act for the relief of Jolin E. Holtand:—[In- 
definite.} K 
By act for the relief of Amos Kendall. 
For such counsel fees paid by said Arnos Kendall, 
or bound himsell to pay, and all other nec 


or usual expenses incurred and not prepaid by: 


plaintifis. in the. suit instituted by Willian B. 
Stokes and others against hiin foraets perform- 
ed whilst Postmaster General of United States. 
—[Indefinite.} 


By the ac for the relief of John Chasseaud, the con- 
sulof the United Stites for Syria, in Pulestine. 

For salary while acting as said consul.—f{Indefi- 
nite.) 

By the act to provide for the final settlement of the 
accounts of John Crowell, lite agent for the 
Creek Indiuns.—-{Indefinite.] 

By the uct for the relief of the owners of the ship 

Herald, of Baliimore. 

For extra tonnage duty charged upon said ship hy 

* the collector of the port of New York, in Sep- 
tember, 1844.—(Indefinite,] 

By the act for the reiief of the owners and crew of 

the schooner Tuncred. R 

For fishing bounty.—[Ludefinite.] 

By the act for tie retief of Nuthan Smith, Charles 

K. Smith, and. others. 

For fishing bounty.—ffudefinite.] 

By the act for the vecief of Richard Kidd and Ben- 

jamin Kidd. © 

For. balance remaining wipaid and interest there- 
on of a judgment recovered by said. Richard 
Kidd and Benjamin Kidd in the circuit court of 
the United States for the southern district of 
New York against Samuel Swartwout, late 
collector of the port of New York, for dutics 
illegaily exacted.—[Indefinite.] 

By the act for the relixf of James Erwin, of Arkan- 

sas, ani others. 

For losses sustained by contracts with the United 
States.—{ Indefinite. ] 

By the act for the relief of John Jones, surviving 
partner of John Jones ¥ Charles Souder.—{in- 
definite.} 

By the act for the relief of the legal representutives 
of George Duval, a Cherokee Indiun.—fiadefi- 

, fete. 

By the act for the relief of Abraham B. Funnin.— 
[udefinite.] 

By the resoluiion declaratory of the act passed 
twenty-third August, eighteen hundred and forty- 
tuo, entitled “.4n act jJor the relief of Ciurles 
F. Sibtald.??—{ Indefinite.) 

By the resolution for the relief of Putney & Riddle. 
(Indefinite.] 


By the resolution for the retief of Lewis de Russey, 


THE 


į Post Oiee Department - - = = ed 


| Deficiencies of 1845 


| to be replaced in the treasury by interest acciuing on State 


late a paymaster in the army of the United States. 
(Indefinite.j oa ` 


By the resolution for the relief of Peter Gorman. 
[Indefinite.] © 
RECAPITULATION, 


Civil and diplomatie expenses - + - $4,053,512 63 


Indian Department do. - - -- 1,106,688 60} 
Naval service- - = = = =). =. 7,449,703 35 
Army =) 0-0-5 a =} 6,873,032 67 
Volunteers and other troops - - -  . -. 11,957,359 60 
Prosecution of existing war - . - -  - 10,060,609. 00 
Regiment of mounted riflemen - - - 81,560 00 
Sappers, miners, and ponxtoniers- - - - 25,600 00 
Military Academy -- -~ <- = č ~ 123,976 00 
Fortifications -  - - =- = -= - 1,446,602 00 


170,060 03 
4,678,530 75 
1,144,335 40 
3,700,914 99 


s Deiensive works”? - - a - = 


Pensions - = = 7 i 2 


* Smithsonian Institution, viz:' 

Interest on fund of ($615,189 00) which may 
have acerued on Ist day of July next - - 

MisceHancous - - =- =- č -= - 


&51,416. 


242,129 00 
429,138 89 


* The amount of appropriation for Smithsonian Insii:ution 


bonds held by the United States for original Smithsonian 

fund. 

OFFICES CREATED, AND THE SALARIES 
THEREOF. 

Ey the act to provide for the better organization of the Treas- 
uru, and fer the collection, safekeeping, and disbursement 
of the public revenue, 

Four assistant treasurers of the United States, viz: 
One to be located at the city of New York, (salary, per 

annum,) &4,000. 

One to be located at the city of Boston, (salary, per an- 
nunt,) $2,500. 

One to be located at the city of Charleston, (salary, per 
annum,) $2,590. 

One to be located at the city of St. Louis, (salary, per 

annui,) &2,500, 

Also, by the same act. 
Ten additional clerks, the salary of each notto excecd the 
sum of eight hundred dollars per annum. 
Suluries of officers increased per same act, viz: 
The treasurer of the mint at Philadelphia, salary increased 

500. 

er of the branch mint at New Orleaus, salary 

increased per annum, $500, 

By the “act to establish the collection district of Chicago.” 
One ecllector to be appointed at a compen: 


mackinae. 


By tie act to establish a collection district in the State of Texas, 
and for other purposes, viz: 

One collector, to reside at Galveston, ata salary not ex- 
ceeding $2,000, including in that sum the fees allowed by 
Jaw. 

Also, six surveyors of customs, to wit: 
Que for the port of Sabine, one for the port of Velasco, 


one for the port of Matagorda, one for the port of Cavallo, |; 


one for the port of La Vaca, aud one for the port of Corpus 


x i 
ation annually |! 
Feguil to that of the* collector of the district of Michili- 


Christi. 


The said surveyors shall he. entitled each to a salary not 
exceeding $1,090, including in that sum the fees allowed by 
law. 


By the act to extend the lows of the United States over the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes, viz: 

One district judge, salary $2,000 per. annum. 

One district attorney, salary $203 per annnm. 

One district marshal, salary $200 per annum, 

Lhe said attorney and marshal also to receive, in addition 
to their respective salaries, such compensation and fees for 
official services as have been, or may be, provided by law 
for United States district attorneys and marshals. 

The district judge to appoint a clerk for the court of said 
district, who shall receive Jike compensation “and fees as 
have been, or may be, allowed. by lew to clerks of the said 
district and circuit courts of the United States. 


By the act to enable the people of Wisconsin Territoryto form 
a Constitution and State Government, and for the admission 
of such Stute into the Union, viz : 

One district judge, salary $1,500. 

One district attorney, salary 200, 

One district marshal, salary $200. 

The two latter, each, the stated fees of other districts. 

One clerk of the district court to be appointed by the 
judge, and to receive the same fees to which the clerk of the 

Kentucky district is by law entided. 


By the act making appropriations for the citil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending the thirtieth 
June, 1847. 

Four additional clerks in the office of the Second Anditor 
of the Treasury Department, ata salary cach of $1,009 per 
annum. 

One additional assistant appraiser at the portof New York, 
i ata salary of $1,509 per annum. 

By the act establishing the Smithsonian Institution for the 

increase and. diffusion of knowledge among men, viz: 

Fifteen regents to be constituted as follows: 

The Vice President of the United States. 

The Chief Justice of the United States. 

The Mayor of the city of Washington. E 
| Three members of the Senate of the United States, 
Three members of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 


j| pointed by the presiding officer of their respective Houses. 


| Six other persons, other than members of Congress, to be 
appointed by joint resolution of both Houses of Congress. 
The services of sail regents to be gretuitous; but they are 
to be allowed their “neeessary travelling and other actual 
expenses”? 

By the act to carry into effect the convention hetveen the 
United States and the Repubiic of Peru, concluded at Lima 
seventeenth March, 1841. 

| One clerk to convention to be appointed by Attorney 

| General, compensation $1,000, to be paid by claimants. 


Bythe act to establish an additional land district in Iowa. 

One register. One receiver. 

' Salary of cach same as fixed by law in relation to other 

| land officers of the United States. 

! By the act making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the year 

| ending the thirtieth day of June, 1847. 

i “wo commissioners, to examine claims under the treaty 

į with the Cherokees of 1835 and 1836. x 

; One secretary to commission. 

| Said commission to continue one year, and whole amount 

: of compensation to commissioners and secretary, $7,000. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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29ra Coneressy ist SESSION: 


Tms is the. first ‘sheet of the Congressional į 
Globe for this session (the Ist of the 29th Con- | 
gress) and those persons who may receive it will, | 
by looking through it, see ‘that it contains a suc- 
cinct history. of the Proceedings of Congress. 

The Appendix is printed in the same form, and 
contains. all the speeches made in beth Houses 
of Congress, written out, or revised, by the mem- 
bers themselves. 

It is expected that each of these works will make | 
near 1,000 royal quarto pages this session. The | 
price is $1 50 for one copy of either; $5 for four 
copies of either, or part of both; $10 for eight | 
copies of either; and $25 for twenty-five copies 
wf either. After the first day of next month (Jan- 
wary, 1846) the price will be $2 a copy for either, 
no matter how many copies are taken 

The Congressional Globe and Appendix will | 
both be stereotyped. We will furnish subscribers | 
with lost or missing numbers without making any | 
charge therefor. j 

Messrs. Riroum & Hertss have transferred their | 
subscribers for the “ Congressional Union and , 
Appendix”? to us, and we will send to them the | 
Congressional Globe and Appendix. If any sub- | 
seribers for the “ Congressional Union and Ap- | 
pendix” shall dislike this arrangement, we will | 
refund the money. 
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TWENTY-NINTH CONGRESS, 
FIRST SESSION. 
a- in a a aaa 
IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 1, 1845. 
At twelve o’clock the VICE PRESIDENT | 


took the chair, and called the Senate to order, 
the following Senators being present: 
From Maine—George Evans and John Fairfield. 
From New Hamesuire—Charles G. Atherton 
and. Benning A. Jenness. 
From Massacuusetts—Jokn Davis. 
- From Vermontr—Samuel S. Phelps and William | 
Upham. 
From Ruope  IsLann—Albert C- 
James I. Simmons. ` 
Fron Connecticut—Jabez W. Huntington and 
John M. Niles. 
From New Yoru—John A. Dix. 
From New Jersey— William L. Dayton and Ja- 
cob WW. Miller. 
Froii‘RennsyLvanta—Daniel Sturgeon and Si- 
mon Cameron. 
Erom Ders wirs— Thomas Clayton and John M. 
Clayton. . : : 
“rom Vireinia——- William S. Areher, 
From Norru Carotia— Willie P. Mangumand | 
William H. Haywood. . 
From Sourm Carotina—George McDuffie. 
Fron Georeia—Walter T. Colquitt. 
From Tennessere—Hopkins L. Turney. 
From Kenrucxy—John J. Crittenden. 
From Ou1o—Wilham Allen and Thomas Corwin. 
From Inpiana—Edward A. Hannegan. 
From Louisisna—Henry Johnson. 
From Mississrpri—Jesse Speight and J. W. | 
Chalmers, < f 
From ILLīiNors—Sydney Breese and James Sem- 
ole, ji 
; From ALABAma—Arthur P. Bagby and Dixon l 
H. Lewis. tj 
From Missourr—Thomas H. Benton and David 
R. Atchison. ; : i 
From Anxansas—Ambrose. H. Sevier and | 
Chester Ashley. ! 
i 


j 
i 
i 


Greene and 


From Micnican—Lewis Gass. 
From Friorwa—David’ Levy. and James D. 
"Westcott. 


Novre.—The‘names of the Democrats. are in Roman, and 
the nunes of the Whigs in tiglie letters. t 
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Mr. SEVIER presented the credentials of H. 
L. Turney, elected a Senator from the State of 
Tennessee for the term of six years from the 
fourth of March, 1845, 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Turney 
was sworn, and took his seat. 

Mr. SPEIGHT presented the credentiais of Jo- 
sepH W. CHALMERS, appointed a Senator from 
the State of Mississippi, to fill the unexpired term 
of R. J. Warxen, resigned. 

The credentials having been read, Mr. CrraL- 
MERS was sworn, and took his scat. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the credentials || 
of Joun Davis, clected a Senator from the State | 
red term of 


of Massachusetts, to fill the unexpi 


Isaac Č. Bares, deceased. 


The credentials being read, Mr. Dayrs was | 


sworn, and took his seat. 
Mr. ATTIERTON presented the credentials of 


B. A. Jexness, appointed a Senator from the | 


State of New [lampshire, to fill the unexpired 
term of Lev1 Weopgury, resigned. 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Jennuss 
was sworn, and took his seat. 

Tie VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Governor of Flori- 


da, containing the credentials of Daviw Lavy and | 


J. D. Wesrcort, elected Senators irom the State 
of Florida. 

The credentials having been read, Messrs. Levy 
and Wesrcorr were sw 

Mr. SEVIER suge 
ceeding Lo a classification of the iwo new Senators, 
and with that view he would oiler the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate proceed to ascertain 
the classes in which the Senators from the State of 
Florida shall be inserted, in conformity to the re- 
solution of the 14th of May, 1789, and as the 
Constitution requires; that the Secretary put into 
the ballot box two papers of equal size, one of 
which shall be numbered two, and the other shall 
be numbered three, and each Senator shall draw 
out one paper; that the Senator who shall draw 


the paper number two shall be inserted in the class | 
| of Senators whose term of service will expire the | 
third day of March, 1849, and the Senator who | 


shall draw the paper numbered three, shall be in- 
serted in the class of Senators whose term of ser- 
vice will expire the third of March, 1851. 
‘The resolution having been agreed to, 

_ Mr. WESTCOTT expressed his entire will- 
ingness to make such an arrangement as would be 
agreeable to his colleague as to their respective 
terms of service. “With a view to obviate the ne- 
cessity of a ballot, he would be entirely satisfied to 
serve for the shorter period. 


Mr. LEVY expressed his gratitude to his col- | 
league for the kind spirit in which his offer was | 
made, although he thought the reverse of his sug- | 
He ij 


gestion would be the more proper course. 
was perfectly willing to acquiesce in the sugges- 
tion of his colleague, but expressed a doubt whe- 
ther the rule which required a ballot could be di 

pensed with. 
thanks to his edlleacue. 


Mr. SPEIGHT said that no agreement which 


the two Senators might make between themselves 
could be allowed to annul the rules of the Senate. 


Mr. ARCHER wished to be informed why the || 
resolution specified only two ballots, when there , 


were three classes of Senators. it appeared to 


him that it would be necessary that there should | 
be three ballots placed in the box, and that the | 
balloting should not be confined to the second and | 


third classes. 


Mr. SPEIGHT had not distinctly heard the ob- '! 


jection of the Senator from Virginia. He would 
therefore merely state, that the reason for omitting 
the ballot for the first Glass, as he understood it, 
was, that this class already contained more than its 
proportionate number of Senators. 

Ca motion of Mr. ARCHER, the farther con- 
sideration of the resolution was then postponed 
until to-morrow. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 


orn, and teok their seats. | 
ted the propriety of pro- 


If not, he could only offer his | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate ac- 
quaint the House of Representatives that the Sen- 
; ate is ready to proceed to business. i 

Mr. ATHERTON moved the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: i 

Ordered, That the daily hour of meeting of the 
Senate be twelve clock, meridian, 

Mr. CAMERON moved the following resolu- 
tion: ; 
Resolved, That the members of the Senate be 


| 


moved to amend the resolation, by 
g the words, ‘ not exceeding the cost of three 
daily papers,” so as to make it conform to previ- 
ous resolutions of a similar import. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolu- 
| tion, as amended, was then agreed to. 
| Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following reso- 
| 


addi 


lation: 

| Resolved, Thata cominittee be appointed, jointly 
|| with such committee as may be appointed by the 
i Louse of Representatives, to wait on the Presi- 
| dent of the United St od inform him that 
| 


| quorums-of beth House bled, and 

|i that Congress is ready to receive any communica- 

he may be pleased to make. 

| Mr. ALLIEN suggested the propriety of pass- 

by this resolution until the Senate should be 

cially notified that the Fouse of Representa- 

tives had organized itself, 
My. SPEIGHT assenting, Ure resolution was, 

© for the present, laid on the table. 

| Mr CR UDEN gave notice that he should, 

|! to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the 

i purchase by the United States of the stock of the 

| Louisville and Portend Canal Company; and. a 

“ bill for the improvement of the navigation of the 

| rivers Ohio, Mississippi, and Arkansas. 

: On motion of Mr. ALLEN, 

| ‘Lhe Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownnpay, December 1, 1845. 
At 12 o0’clock meridian, Benyamin B. Freyen, 


|| Congress, (and who, by the tenor of his appoint- 
i| ment, remains Clerk until a successor is elected,) 
li rose and said, that, as the hour of twelve o’clock 
i| bad arrived, he would, in pursuance of usage, if 
not objected to, call over the list of members by 
States, for the purpose of ascertaining the names 
of those present, and whether a quorum was in at- 


tendance. 


From the State of Mame—Messrs. Dunlap, 
Hamlin, McCrate, Sawtelle, Scammon, Severance, 
and Williams. 

From the State of New Hamesume—Messrs. 
Johnson, Moulton, and Norris. 
| From the State of Massacnuszrrs—Messrs, 
‘| Abboit, Adams, Ashmun, Grinnell, Hudson, King, 
‘| Rockwell, Thompson, and Winthrop. 

From the State of Rope Isnaxnp—Messrs. Ar- 
noid and Cranston. 

From the State of Connecticur—Mlessrs. Dizon, 
| Hubbard, Rockweil, and Smith. 

From the Siute of Vermonr—Messrs. Collamer, 
Dillingham, Foot, and Marsh. 

From the State of New Yorx—Messrs. Ander- 
son, Campren., Colin, Culver, Mott, Ellsworth, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Holmes, Hough, Hun- 
gerford, Hunt, Jenkins, King, Lawrence, Lewis, 
Maclay, Mitier, Moseley, Niven, Rathbun, Sea- 
| man, Smith, Strong, Wheaton, White, Wooprurr, 
Woodworth, and Wood. 

From the State of New Jerseyx—Messrs. Edsall, 
Hampton, Runk, Sykes, and Wright. 

From ihe Slate of Pennsyivania—Messrs. Black, 
Blanchard, Brodhead, Buffington, Campnart, Dar- 
| ragh, Erdman, Ewing, Foster, Garvin, Charles J, 
il Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Leib, Luvin, Mell- 
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Dec. 1, 


Giddings, Harper, McDowell, Morris, Parish, 
Pertill, Root, Sawyer, Schenck, Starkweather, 
St.John, Tilden, Vance, and Vinton. 

: Arom the State of Louisiana~-Messrs. Harmon- 
soil, Morse, and Thibodeaux. 

= From the Siaté of Indiand—Messrs. Cathcart, 
Davis, Henley; Kennedy, McGaughey, Owen; 
Pornit Catéb R, Smith, Thomas Smith, and Wiek: 

From the State of Mississiypi—Mr.:‘Thompson. 

From: the State’ of :Iilinois—Messrs. Baker, 
Douglas, Ficklin, Hoge, McClermand, Smith; 
and Wentwortha s: = Swi ee 

From the State of Alabama Messrs.: Chapman, 
Hilliard, Houston, McConnell, Payne, and Yan- 
Cey: et ; : 
From. the. State- of. Missouri—Messrs, Bowlin, 
Price, Relfe, and Simms. .. PRR 

Fromthe State of Arkansas—Mr. Yell. —. 

From the State of Michigan—Messrs. Chipman, 
Hunt, and McClelland. | . 

From the State of Florida—Mr. Cabell. 

Two hundred and twelve members having an- 
swered:to'theit names, the Clerk announced that 
a quorum, consisting ‘of a majority of the whole 
number of members of the House, was present; 
and that.it was competent for the members there- 
fore. to proceed to the élection of a Speaker. 

The House, according to law, is composed of 
224 members. There were present.ccereo een 2I? 


Absent, namely: ; : 
From New York—Charles H. Carroll... 1 
Erom Ohio—Allen G. Tharman...........0 
‘From Louisiana—Johin Sidetes 
From Mississippi—Stephen Adams, Jef 

ferson Davis, and Robert W. Roberts...3 
From Alabama—Edward 8. Dargin weel 
From Missouri—John Phelps... 


— 8 
Vacancies, namely: l 
In New Hampshire ....cccee oer : 
In Massachusetts,......-seceeees l 
REI A E casceecceeeteessen essa caves cok 
Un Pennesste ..sccceecesesteeesteeneniee ceesre | i 


The whole Houses. sscesecceees 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

Upon the announcement by the Clerk that a, 
quorum was present, . 

Mr. HOPKINS rose and moved that the House 
now proceed, according to usage, to the election 
of a Presiding Officer vive voce. © 

And the question having been taken, the motion 
was unanimously agreed to. 

‘So the House proceeded to the election of 
Speaker. 

The Clerk designated Mr. Smita, of (illinois, 
Mr. Severance, of Maine, and Mr. Coss, of 
Georgia, as tellers to count the votes; and these 
gentlemen having taken their seats at thé table, 

The Clerk proceeded to callover the names of 
the members alphabetically; and, as the name of 
each was called, he answered with the name of the 
member for whom he voted for Speaker. The 
list having been called through, the tellers reported 
that 210 votes had been given, and 106 were ne- 
cessary to a choice; and that 
John W. Davis, of. Indiana, had received 


Samuel F. Vinton. of Ohio. 2 
Moses Norris, of New Hampshire. 3 
William S. Miller, of New York 5 
Robert C. Winthrop, of Massach 1 
Danici M. Barringer, of North Carolina.. PE 
John G. Chapman, of Maryland.... ... $ 
J. H. Campbell, of Pennsyivania eo I 
Andrew Stewart, of Pennsylvanian... svereeseseeo L 

210 


The following is the vote in detail: 

For John W. Davis—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Ander- 
son, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, James Black, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, ‘Cobb, Colin, Constabic, 
Calion, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dil- 
ingham, Dobbin, Douglas, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, 
rth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin. Poster, Fries, Garvin, 
, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Hen- 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edward 


je 


W. flubard, Hangerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles 


J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H, Johuson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Jonuson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Preston. King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Ligon; 
Lumpkin, Mact McClean, McClelland, MeClemand, 
MeConnel, SleCr McDowell, Me Kay, dolin P. Martin, 
Barelay Märtin, Morris, Morse, Mouiten, Niven, Norris, 


Cummins, Cunningham, Delano, Farran, Fries, 


z 


Owen, Parish, Pe iil, Petry, Pet t, Price, Rathbun, Reid, 
Relfe, Ritter, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scainmon, Leon- 
ard H. Simms; ‘Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather; St. John, Strong, Sykes, .“faylor, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Treadway, W ent- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Wiliams, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- 
worth; Yell, and ‘Vost—119, °° n : 

-For Samuel E. Vinton—Messrs. Abbot, John Q: Adams, 
Arnold; Ashmun; Baker, Barringer, Bel, Blanchard, Mil- 
ton Brown, Buffington, Cabéll; Cocke, Collamer, Crans- 
ton, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett: Davi: elano, 
Dixon, Dockery, Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddi Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herriek; Fliltiard, Bitas Bi 
Holmes; Jobn W: Houston, Samuct D: Hubbard, Hudsons 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R, ingersoil, Daniel Pi King; 
Thomas Butler King, Lewis, McGaughey, McHenry, Me- 
Tivaine, Marsh, Moseley, Pendleton, Potiock, Ramsey, Ju- 
lius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenek, 
Severance, Titman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Stroh, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Ben- 
jamin. Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, ‘Trumbo, Vance, 
White, Winthrop. Wright, and Young—72: ae 

For Moses Norris—Mes Burt, isaac BE. Hoimes, 
Rhett, Seddon, A. D., Simms, Simpson, Woodward, Yan- 
cey, and Tarmanson—9. oon . 

For William S: Miller—Mesars. William W. Campbell, 
John H. Canipbell. Levin, Seaman, and Woodrufl—o. 
Por Andrey: Stevart—Mr. J. G. Chapmau—t. 

For Daniel L. Barringer-—Mr. Graham—t}. 

For John G. Chapman—-Mr. Long—l. 

For John H. Camphell—Mr. Miller—1. 

For Robert C. Winthrop~Mr. Vinton—l1. , 

Joun W. Davis, one of the Representatives 
for the State. of Indiana, having received a ma- 
jority of the whole number of votes given in, 
was declared duly elected Speaker of the House 
of Representatives of the United States for the 
Twenty-Ninth Congress; and : 

The Clerk requested Mr. McKay, of North 
Carolina, and Mr. Vance, of Ohio, to conduct 
the Speaker to the chair. i ar 

Mr. Vance not being at the instant in his seat, 
the Clerk substituted Mr. Vinton, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER, having been conducted to the 
chair by these two gentlemen, rose and addressed 
the House, as follows: 

Gentlemen: Permit. me to tender to you my 
most sincere acknowledgments for the honor you 
have conferred upon me in calling me to preside 
over your deliberations. Distrusting, as I do, my 
ability to discharge the functions appertaining to 
the Chair appropriately, I shall bave to draw 
largely and often upon that kindness and partial- 
ity which you have just extended to me with such 
unhesitating cordiality. 

L shall endeavor to discharge my duty as your 
Presiding Officer faithfully and impartially, strict- 
ly enforcing such rules and regulations as you, in 
your wisdom, may adopt for your government. 
I hope the session may be peaceful and prosper- 
ous; and indulge the hope that we shall in due 
season arrive at such legislative enactments as 
shall subserve the public interest and promote the 
welfare, the peace, and the prosperity of the coun- 
try; and this hope, E am confident, is cordially 
reciprocated on your part. 

Gentlemen, my duties | know are as arduous 
as they are responsible, but I shall endeavor to 
discharge. them witb fidelity, knowing no party 
but the people and no locality but the country. 

The oath of office, as required by the sixth ar- 
ticle of the Constitution, and as prescribed by the 
act of Congress of the Ist June, 1789, to wit: 
“That Iwill support the Constitution of the United 
States,’ was then administered to the Speaker by 
Mr. Joun Quincy Apams. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER then announced that the next 
act to be done in the organization of the House 
was to administer the oath (or affirmation) of 
office to the members present; and to that end he 
would direct the Clerk to call the roll by States, 
commencing with the State of Maine. 

The roll was then called over, and the same 
oath (or affirmation) as required by the Consti- 
tulion, and prescribed by the said actof Ist June, 


į 1789, was administered by the Speaker to all the 


other members present. 
COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. McDOWELL then rose, and moved a res- 
olution, as follows: 


Resolved, That a joint committee be appointed on. the 
part of this House, to join such committee as may he ap- 
pointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on the President 
of the Uniied States aud inform him that a quorum of the 
two Houses is assembled, and that Cong is ready to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


Mr. RATHBUN inquired of the Chair whether 
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GRESSION AT- CLONE: 


= My, C.J. INGERSOLL. 


the House had any rules under which it was 
ready to proceed to business. : : 
re ~ Wehave surely the 
parliamentary law, which is the best rule inthe 
world. ron ieee 
Mr. RATHBUN. We have as yet no rules, 
and are not ready, therefore, to’ proceed: to basi- 
ness; and in ‘order, thatthe House may. provide 


| itself with rules for its government T move that 


the resolution be laid on-the table for the present. 

Mr. MeDOWELL: To obviate all difficulty 
I will withdraw the-resolution for the present, 
and substitute what E send to the Chair. 

. RULES OF THE HOUSE. = 

‘So the resolution, was, withdrawn, and the. fol- 
lowing resolution was offered: =: ETA 

“Resolved, That the standing rules and orders of the last 
House of Representatives, as they existed al the. close of 
the Tast session, be adopted as thé rules and orders of pro- 
ceeding of this House. , 

Mr. C.J INGERSOLL rose, and inquired if 
this House had received the customary message 
from the Senate that they were organized and 
ready to proceed to business. toe 

The SPEAKER. Notto the knowledge of the 
Chair. ‘ : 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON expressed a desire 
to offer the following: -= ee 

Ordered, That a message be sent to thë Senate inform- 
ing that body that a.quorum of the Honse of Representa- 
tives is assembled, and that the Mowve is ready to proceed 
to business; and that the Clerk do go with said message. 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution was 
not at this time in order. : 

And the question being on the adoption of the 
resolution of Mr. McDowrtt, ae 

Mr. ADAMS rose to inquire whether it had 
not been the custom of the House, even before 
theadoption of such a resolution as was proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McDowex1,] 
to pass a resolution informing the Senate that a 
quorum of the House was in attendance; that it 
had elected a Speaker, and who that Speaker wass 
and that the House was ready to proceed to busi- 
ness. The adoption of rules was a subsequent 
affair, and was undoubtedly very proper on the 
partof this House; but that there were rules be- 
longing to both Houses, on which this. House 
could not act separately. He believed,as faras 
his’ experience went, that the practice of this 
House had been, in the first instance, to send 
the message to the Senate to. which hehad alluded, 
and to receive the return message. -From ‘this 
custom, asa member of this House, he did not 
wish to depart; and if the gentleman would witi- 
draw his resolution he would move that the House 
send the message to the Senate. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested 
that there was already a resolution before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER, in reply to Mr. Apams, 
stated that resolutions were frequently received 
by the House and acted upon previous to the 
adoption of the rules, and that the House were 
governed in these circumstances by the general 
parliamentary law. 

The resolution formerly proposed by Mr. 
Trompson, of Mississippi, for a message to the 
Senate, was now read. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested to the horor- 
able mover to insert the election of Jons W. 
Davis, one of the members from the State of 
Indiana, as Speaker of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON indicated his willingness to 
accept this suggestion. 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution of the 

gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McDoweExu,] in rela- 
tion to the rules, was the first question: before 
the House. : 
_ A message was here received from the Senate, 
informing the House that a quorum of that body 
was in attendance, and ready to proceed to basi- 
ness. 

_Mr. MecDOWELL then consented'to withdraw 
his resolution touching the rales, thatthe Auestion 
might be puton the motion of Mr. TOMPSON. 

Mr. THomrson’s motion, as modified, being 
thus before the House, the question was taken; 
and the motion was agreed to. i 

So it was ordered thata message be sentiothe 
Senate anprising that body that a-quorum-af the 
House was in attendance; that they had elected 
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ness. The adoption of rules. was a subsequent 
affair, and was undoubtedly very proper on the part 
of this House; but that there were rules belong- 
ing to both: Houses, on which this House could 
not act separately, : He believed, ‘as far as his 
‘experience went, that. the practice of: this House 
had been, in the first instance, to send the mes- 
sage. to the Senate to which he had alluded, and 
to receive the return message. From this custom, 
as a member of this House, he did not wish to 
depart; and if the gentleman would withdraw his 
resolution, ‘he would move that the House send 
the message to the Senate. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, suggested 
that there was already a resolution before the 
House. eget 

The SPEAKER, ‘in reply to Mr. Apams, sta- 
ted. that resolutions were frequently received by 
the House and acted upon previous to the adop- 
tion of the rules; and that the House were gov- 
ered in these circumstances by the general par- 
liamentary law. 

The resolution formerly proposed by Mr. 
Taomrson, of Mississippi, for a message to the 
Senate, was now-read: 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested to the honorable 
mover to insert the election of Joun W. Davis, 
one of the members from the State of Indiana, as 
Speaker of the House. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON indicated his willingness to 
accept this suggestion. 

The SPEAKER said that. the resolution of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McDowsx11] in rela- 
tion ta, the rules; was the first question before the 
House. 

A message was here received from the Senate, 
informing the House that a quorum of that bod 
was in attendance, and ready to proceed to busi- 
ness, é 

Mr. McDOWELL then consented to withdraw 
his resolution touching the rules, that the question 

: might be put on the motion of Mr. Tuompson. 

r. THompson’s motion, as modified, being 
thus before the House, the question was taken, 
and the motion was agreed to. 


So it was ordered that a message be sent to the | 


Senate, apprising that body that a quorum of the 
House was in attendance; that they had elected 
Jons W. Davis, one of the members from Indi- 
ana, as their Speaker, and were now ready to pro- 
ceed to business. 


Mr. McDOWELL now moved, again, the fol- || 


lowing resolution, which he had temporarily with- 
drawn: 

Resolved, That the standing rules and orders of 
the last House of Representatives, as they existed 
at the close of the last session, be adopted as the 
‘rules and orders of proceeding‘ of this House. 

Mr: WOODWARD; of- South’ Carolina; was 


desirous of offering a resolution, which was not |! 


read, and which, after some conversation with the 
Cua, he withdrew. 

The question then recurring on the adoption of 
Mr. McDoweiu’s resolution— 

Mr. HAMLIN, of Maine, moved to amend it 
so. thatthe rules referred to should be the rules 
adopted in the latter, and-not in the former. part of 
last session; but, being informally reminded by 
members ‘around ‘him: that the resolution as it stood 
would, of course, have that reference, inasmuch as 
the latter rules superseded the former, he did not 
insist on this amendment, but proposed: another, 
going expressly to except the 33d rule of last ses- 
sion, (being the rule restricting all members from 
“speaking: more. than one hour on any question, 
usually called ““the hour rule.’’) 

And the question being on this amendment— 

Mr. PAYNE, of Alabama, said he wished to 
see the (hour) rule so amended as not to apply in 
all discussions’ upon revenue bills. He was not 
under the ‘impression that the House was disposed 
at this time-to-abolish the hour rule altogether. 
There might be some necessity existing for the 
continuance ‘of that-rule upon the general subjects 
of legislation which came: before the Congress of 


the United States; buton bills for the raising of | 


revenue, it seemed'to-him that it ought not to ap- 
ply. This was a subject which bore. upon the 
prope of this confederacy; and on which we all 
elt a deep. interest. It was the only question on 
which: this House could’ perpetrate a despotism 


upon the people of this Union. It-was in raising 


‘revenue that the people might be Dppressed; an 
“itwas the only means by which, under’ our. Gov- 


ernment, the citizen can be oppressed. The right 
of trial by Ruy, and all his other rights, apper- 
tained to him in his personal capacity, except the 
‘right regarding the raising of revenue; and inas- 
much as the power of the House was omnipotent 
-on this question, it seemed to him that the greatest 
latitude of debate should be allowed on all mea- 
sures introduced here for the purpose of raising 
revenue, For that reason, he moved the amend- 
ment which he had indicated at the commence- 
ment of his remarks. 

And the question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Pavwe to the amendment of Mr. Hamim— 

Mr. WINTHROP suggested to Mr. Has 


his object in making the resolution of Mr. Mc- 
Dowe t apply to the rules only as adopted during 


insisted on his first proposition, Mr. W. withdrew 
the suggestion. 


the amendment of Mr. Payne— 

Mr. McCLERNAND inquired of the Chair 
whether it was understood that the amendment of 
ii the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Payne] em- 
i braced in its purview appropriation as well as 
revenue bills. 

Mr. PAYNE responded, that if it did not, he 
was entirely willing so to extend its provision. 

Mr. McCLERNAND continued, that he agreed 
with his friend from Alabama, that revenue and 
appropriation bills should be subjected to the 
closest scrutiny and the fullest debate. The Con- 
stitution had confided to the House the power to 
originate bills to raise revenue, and why? Because 
i! the representative branch of Congress emanated 
ii more directly from the people, and was more im- 
| mediately responsible to them. The money power 


‘| was the lever of government; it merged all other | 


i powers, and, according to its exercise, became, in 
j| the hands of the ruler, the means of great good, 
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| project agitated by the friends of a strong, rich, 
and splendid government. 

Mr. PAYNE said he had no objection to the 
honorable gentleman’s suggestion, and he was un- 
|| derstood to adopt it, and so to modify his mo- 
i} tion. 
| Mr. CHIPMAN understood that the resolu- 
|! tion, as originally offered, was intended to drop 
what was usually called the hour rule. He hoped 
| it would prevail: he was utterly opposed to that 
| tule. No gentleman could acquit himself well in 
debate, whether physically or intellectually, while 
| confined in a strait-jacket. The right of debate 
| ought to be left free. He was opposed, as he had 
said, to placing the intellectual exertions of any of 
his fellows upon that floor in a strait-jacket. 

If gentlemen, in view of their oaths to the Con- 
stitution, of the exigencies of the public service, 
| and the sacred obligations under which they lay 
! to. their constituents, could bring themselves to 
| waste and sacrifice the public time, to those con- 
| stituents let them be handed over, and to them let 
them answer: but he never would consent that 
any trammels should be thrown around any feeble 
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| the position in which the motion of the gentleman 
| from Alabama. stood, being an amendment to an 

amendment, (an exception to an exception,) it 
| would operate. practically to restrict debate on 
money bills to one hour, while it left it free on all 
| other subjects, a 


| [Many voices: Oh, no, jest the reverse. ] 
i 
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He begged gentlemen’s: pardon; but they would 
find that he was right. 
Mr. PAYNE withdrew his amendment. 
: And the question now recurring on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Hamumn— 


the ‘insertion of certain words, in order to effect | 


the latter part of the last session; but, being re- |) 
minded by the Crair that Mr. Hamu had not! 


The question being now about to be taken on : 


efforts of his own, or of any feilow-member. In| 


i Mr. CHIPMAN resumed. It might perhaps 
| appear strange to gentlemen that so green a mem- 
ber as himself should undertake to discuss so im- 
portant a regulation of the House, and should so 
freely express his objections to a rule deliberately 
adopted by members so much more experienced 
i than himself; nor should he have troubled the 
i House at this time was not the rule in question to 
, have a continued operation throughout the session. 
| He must, in duty to himself, enter his protest 
against so trammelling any gentleman on that floor; 
| for he was well assured that under so embarrass- 
| ing a restriction no member could do justice either 
| to himself or to his country. 

| Mr. HOPKINS demanded the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired of the 
4 Chair whether it would be in order to move to lay 
I| the amendment on the table? 

I| The CHAIR replied in the affirmative; but the 
| motion, if successful, would carry the resolution, 
together with the amendment, to the table. 

|| Mr. HOUSTON did not make the motion. 
And the question recurring on the amendment 
il of Mr. Hamin to the resolution of Mr. McDow- 
it ELL, it was decided by yeas and nays, as fol- 
ows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Bayly, 
| James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, W. G. Brown, Ca- 
| bell, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Collamer, Constable, 
|| Culver, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dockery, 
‘| Dromgoole, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Gordon, 
| Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hiliard, Hoge, 
i| Hough, Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
i, Jas. H. Johnson, George W. Jones, Leake, Leib, 
| Levin, Maclay, McClernand, McDowell, MeHen- 
ity, Marsh, B. Martin, Mosely, Niven, Norris, 
| Payne, Pendleton, Relfe, Rhett, Root, Schenck, 
Ii Seddon, L. H. Simms, C. B. Smith, Robt. Smith, 
Taylor, Toombs, Vance, Vinton, Wilmot—62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, 
! Atkinson, Baker, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Ben- 
| ton, Jas. A. Black, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
| Brown, Buffington, Burt, William W. Campbell, 
| John H. Campbell, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, 
| Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, 
‘| Cocke, Colin, Cranston, Crozier, ballom, Cum- 
i mins, Cunningham, Darragh, De Mott, Dilling- 
i ham, Dixon, Dobbm, Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, 
| Ellsworth, Erdman, Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, 
i Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Henley, 
! Herrick, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, John W. 
Houston, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hub- 
i ard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hangerford, W. Hunt, 
i| James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jo- 
i seph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Scaborn Jones, 
| 
| 
H 
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Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas 

Butler King, Lawrence, Lewis, Ligon, Long, 
| Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, McConnell, Mc- 
y Crate, McGaughey, Mellvaine, MeKay, John P. 
i Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Parish, 
$ Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
f Reid, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, 
i Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Sea- 
ji man, Severance, A. D. Sims, Simpson, T. Smith, 
i Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkwea- 
li ther, Stephens, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, 
{ Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thomp- 
| son, Jas. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, 
| Tilden, Treadway, Trumbo, Wentworth, Whea- 
| ton, White, Wick, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, 
i Woodruff, Woodward, Woodworth, Wright, 
Yell, Young, Yost—143. 
i So the House rejected the amendment, and re- 
|! fused to strike out the one hour rule. 
| Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, moved to amend 
he resolution of Mr. McDowsx1, so as to adopt 
he rules of the last Congress as they stood at the 
| first session thereof. [The difference consists in 
he rule prohibiting the reception of abolition peti- 
tions; which rule was abolished in the latter part 
of last session. ] 

And, on this amendment, Mr. C. demanded the 
previous question. 

But the CHAIR reminding him that under the 
law of Parliament (which alone would prevail 
until the adoption of positive rules of order) the 
effect of the previous question would be to cut off 
all amendments, and consequently the gentleman’s 
own— 

Mr. CHAPMAN withdrew the call. 

Mr. McDOWELL inquired of the Chair what 
i rule prevailed during the former part of the last 
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‘That the rales of the House of Representatives.as they 
existed at the.close of the last session of Congress be {or 
ihe present adopted-as the rules of this Houge ; ‘and thata 
comsmitiee be appointed to. revise ‘the rules, and report:to 
this flotise. such. alterations ‘and: amendments as may: be 
deemed advisable. caves Sat seh 


rd resolved” and insert: the fol- 


-And the question being taken, the amendment: 


wis-avreed to. E Lates z 

The question then recurring on the resolution 
of Mr. MeDoweLL as amended, i 0 

Mr. PAYNE offered an amendment providing 
that the hour rule should notapply.to discussions 
onany bills for ‘the raising of revenue either in 
committee or in the House. phate ota 

Mr. HAMLIN raised a- question ‘of order 
against the amendment; which being sustained 
by the Speaker, the amendment was not received. 

And then. the resolution of Mr. McDoweE tt, as 
amended by Mr. Hormts, was adopted. 

So it was resdlved that the rules of the House 
of Representatives, as they existed at the close of 
the last.session of Congress, be for the present 
adopted as the rules of this House; and that a 
committee be appointed to revise the rules, and 
to reportto the House such alterations and amend- 
ments as may be deemed advisable, 


HOUR OF MEETING, 


< On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Resolved, That the daily hour to which’ this’ House 
shajl-stand adjourned be twelve o’ciock m. until other- 
wise ordered, 


SEATS OF THE MEMBERS, 
Mr. COBB offered the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House, immediately 
after the passage of this resolution, place in a box thé 
name of cach member of the House of Representatives 
Upon a separate piece of paper; that he then proceed, in 
the preseuce of the House, to.draw froin said box, one at 
atime, the said pieces of paper,and as each is drawn he 
shall aunounce the name of the member upon it, who 
shall then choose his seat for the present session. 

Mr. COBB observed, in support of this vesolu- 
tion, thatthe présent mode of choosing seats in the 
Fall was productive of some unfairness, and not 
a tittle confusion. It frequently happened ‘that 
there were conflicting claims to the same seat, 
which there was no ready mode of determining. 
The adoption of this resolution would settle the 
mode in an. easy and equitable manner, and would 
avoid all difficulty for the future.. All that could 
be required -ofany member was that he should be 
at his post'when‘the session commenced; and if 
he was there, ready to attend to his. public duty, 
his chance for a good seat ought not to be super- 
seded because other gentlemen chose to come to 
the seat of Government before Congress sat and 
put their names upon the best seats. Let all who 
were in their places on the first day of the session 
have an equal chance of obtaining an eligible sit- 
uation in the Ffall. f 

Pending this résolution, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 2, 1845. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read, 

‘The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. Spgieut: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, jointly with 
gueh committee as may be appointed by the House of 
Representatives, to wait on the President of the United 
States, and inform him that quorunis of both Houses have 
assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any com- 
munication he may be pleased to make. 

The resolution ‘having been considered and 
agreed. to, 

It was ordered that the appointment of said 
committee on the part of the Senate be made by 
the Chair; and 

Messrs. Speieut and Upnam were then ap- 
pointed, 

A message was received from the. House of 
Representatives, informing the. Senate that a 
quorum of the House had assembled, had elected 
Jous W. Davis, of Indiana, its Speaker, and was 
now ready to proceed to business; also, that.the 
House had passed a joint resolution appointing 
a committee on their part to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and requested the con- 
currence of the Senate therein; and that the 
House had appointed a committee. 


| Mr. SPEIGHT suggested whether it might 
not be-proper to reconsider the decision by which 
dopted a similar resolution, 


the Senate had-jus 


and to take up the joint resolution’ communicated 


tothe Senate fiom the. House. == = 

The CHAIR regarded the action of the Senate 

on-its own resolution as a-sufficient-concarrence 
With the House, and that it was not.necessary to 
réconsider its décision. = oo Tiu a 

© QLASSIFICATION OF FLORIDA SENATORS: 

. The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
ofthe following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr, SEVIER 

~ Resolved; That. the- Senate proceed to ascertain: the 
classes in which: the. Senators from the State of Florida 
shall be inserted, in conformity to. the resolution of the 
14th day of. May, 1789, and. as the Constitution. requires 5 
that the Secretary pit-into the ballot-box two papers of 
equal. size, one of which sviail-be nuuibercd two, and one 
of which shall be numbered three, und each Senator shall 
draw one out; and the Senator who shall draw the paper 
numbered two. shall be juserted in the class of Senators 
whose terms of service will expire the 3d day of March, 
1849; and the Senator who shah draw. the paper num- 
bered three. shall he inserted in the. class of Senators 
whose terms of service will expire the 3d day of March, 
1851. ; ( 

Mr. ARCHER stated. thatthe suggestion made 
by the Senator from Mississippi yesterday, on 
the subjectof the first class of Senators, was well 
founded, as he had ascertained on inquiry. It ap- 


portion of Senators, -Fle would therefore waive 

the objection he had made on the introduction of 

the resolution, and he hoped it would be adopted. 
The resolution was then agreed to. 


The Secretary of the Senate then placed two 
ballots in the ballot-box, as prescribed. by the 
resolution, and the two Senators from Florida 
approaching the table, Mr. Levy-drew forth the 
paper.marked No. 3. 

Mr. Levr is therefore assigned to the class of 
Senators whose term of service. will expire in 
1851, and Mr. Wusrcorvris assigned to the class 
of Senators whose term of service will expire. in 
1849. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr.CRITTENDEN, pursuant to notice, asked 
leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to provide for the improvement, of the 
navigation of thé rivers Ohio, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, and Arkansas; and 

A bill to authorize thé purchase of stock in the 
Louisville and-Portland Canal Company. 

These bills were severally read a first time. 


NOTICE OF BILLS. 
Mr. BREESE gave notice that he should to- 


morrow ask leave to. introduce certain bills, the 
titles of which he read. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE gave notice that he should 
to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill, the title 
of which he read. 

Mr. HANNEGAN gave notice that he should 
to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
continuation of the Cumberland road through 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


< Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, That so much of the thirty-fourth rule as re- 
quires the appointment of the several standing committees 
by ballot at the present session be suspended, and that the 
appointment be made by the President of the Senate. 

Mr. SPEIGHT, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the President of the United 
States, reported that the committee had performed 
the duty assigned to them, and that the President 
had replied that he would make a communication 
to Congress forthwith, 


PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 
The following message from the President of 


the United States was received by the hands of 
Mr. Waxxer, his Private Secretary, and read: 


Fellow-citizens of the Senate 
Ma and House of Representatives: 
lt is to me asource of unaffected satisfaction to 
meet the representatives of the States and the 
people in Congress: assembled, as it will be to 
receive the aid of their combined wisdom in the 


administration of public affairs, In performing, 


a 


peared that the first class had already its full pro- | 


| ‘Providence and th 


i 
| 
| 
i 
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! for the first time, the duty imposed on me by the | 


Constitution of giving to you information of the 
state of the Union, and recommending to your 
consideration such measures ás, in my judgments 
are necessary and expedient, t am happy that 1 
can congratulate you on the continued prosperity 
of.our country. Under the blessings of divine 
: C e benign infiaence of our free 
institutions it stands before thé world aspectacle 


of national happiness. . eh pe Bos 

With our unexampled advancement in all the 

elements of national greatness the affection of the 
people is confirmed for, the union of the States, 
and for the doctrines. of popular liberty, which 
lie at the foundation of our Government. : 
> It becomes us in humility to make-our devout 
acknowledgments to the Supreme. Ruler of the 
universe for the inestimable civil and. religious 
blessings with which we.are favored... . 
In calling the attention of Congress to our rela- 
tions with foreign Powers, I am gratified to be 
able to state, thatthough with some of them there 
have existed since your last session serious causes 
of irritation and misunderstanding, yet no actual 
hostilities have taken place. Adapting the maxim 
in the conduct of our foreign affairs, to, ‘ask 
nothing that is not right, and submit to nothing 
that is wrong,” it has been.my anxious desire to 
preserve peace with all nations, but.at the. same 
time to. be prepared to resist aggression and to 
maintain all our just tights. oo... Bee 

‘In. pursuance of the joint resolution of Con- 
gress ‘for annexing Texas to the United States?’ 
my predecessor, on the 3d.day of March, 1845, 
elected to submit the first and second sections of 
that resolution. to the. republic of Texas, as an 
overture on the part of the United States for her 
admission as a State into our Union.  Thiselec- 
tion I approved, and accordingly the chargé. d'af- 
faires of the United States in Texas, under in- 
structions of the 10th of March, 1845, presented 
these sections of the resolution for the acceptance 
of that republic. The executive government, 
the congress, and the people of Texas in. con- 
vention have successively. complied with all the 
terma and conditions of the joint resolution, A 
constitution for the government of the State of 
Texas, formed by a convention of deputies, is 
herewith laid before Congress. ‘Tt is well known 
also that the people of Texas at the polls have 
accepted the terms of annexation and ratified the 
constitution. |. AO ; ae 

I communicate to Congress the correspondence 
between the Secretary of State and. our chargé 
d’ affaires in Tegas; and ulso the correspondence 
of the latter. with the authorities of Texas,to-. 
gether with the official documents transmitted by 
him to his own Government. 

The terms of annexation which were offered 
by the United States having been accepted by 
Texas, the public faith of beth parties is solemnly 
pledged to the compact of their union. Nothing 
remains to consummate the event but the passage 
of an act by Congress toadmitthe State of Texas 
into the Union upon an equal footing with the ori- 
ginal States. Strong reasousexist why this should 
be done at an early period of the session. It will 
be observed that by the constitution of Texas the 
existing government is only continued tempora- 
rily.till Congress can act; and that the third Mon- 
day of the present month is the day appointed 
for holding the first general election... On that 
day a Governor, a Lieutenant Governor, and both 
branches of the Legislature will be chosen by the 
people. . The president of Texas is required, im- 
mediately after the receipt of official information 
that the new State has been admitted into. cur 
Union by Congress, to convene the Legislature, 
and upon its meeting the existing government will 
be superseded and the State government argane 
ized.. Questions deeply interesting to Texas, in 
common with the other States; the extension of 
our revenue laws and judicial system over her 
people and lerritory,as well as measures ofa local 
character, will claim the early attention of Con- 
gress; and therefore, upon every. principle of re- 
publican government, she ought to be represented 
ia that body without unnecessary delay. I can- 
| not too earnestly recommend prompt action on 
| this important subject... 
| As soon as the act to admit Texas as a State 
| shall be passed the union of the two republics will 
: be consummated by their own voluntary consent. 
Phis accession to our territory bas been a bloed- 
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to state, that though with some of them there have 
existed since your last session serious causes of 
irritation and misunderstanding, yet no actual hos- 
tilities have taken place. Adopting the maxim in 
the conduct of our foreign affairs, to “ask nothing 
that is not right, and submit to nothing that is 
wrong,”’ it has, been my anxious desire to preserve 
peace with all nations ; but, at the same time, to be 
prepared to resist aggression; and to main táin al 
our just rights. l 

`. In pursuance of the joint resolution of Congress, 
** for annexing Texas to the’ United States,” my 
predecessor, on the third day of March, 1845, 
elected to submit the first and second sections of 
that resolution to the republic of Texas, as an 
overture, on the part of the United States, for her 
admission as a State into our Union. - This elec- 
tion I approved, and accordingly the chargé d’af- 
faires of the United States in Texas, under instruc- 
tions of the tenth of March, 1845, presented these 
Sections of the resolution for the acceptance of that 
republic. The executive government, the Con- 
gress, and the people of Texas in convention, have 
successively complied with all the terms and con- 
ditions of the joint resolution. A constitution for 
the government of the State of Texas, formed b 
a convention of deputics, is herewith laid before 
Congress. It is well known, also, that the people 
‘of ‘Texas at the polls have accepted the terms of 
annexation, and ratified the constitution. 

I communicate to Congress the correspondence 
between the Secretary of State and our chargé 
d’affaires in Texas; and also the correspondence of 
‘the latter with “the authorities of Texas ; together 
with the official documents transmitted by him to 
his own government. 

The terms of annexation which were offered by 


the United States having been accepted by Texas, | 


the public faith of both parties is solemnly pledged 
to the compact of their union. Nothing remains 
to consummate the event but the passage of an act 
Dy Congress to admit the State of T'exas into the 
Union tipon an equal footing with the original 
States. Strohg reasons exist why this should be 
done at an early period of the session. It will be 
observed that, by the constitution of Texas, the 
existing government is only continued temporarily 
till Congress can act; and that the third Monday 
‘of the present. month is the day appointed for 
‘holding the. first general clection’ On that day a 
governor, a lieutenant governor, and both branches 
of the legislature, will be chosen by the people. 
“The President of Texas is required, immediately 
after the receipt of official information that the new 
Statehas been admitted into eur Union by Con- 
gress, to convene the legislature ; and, upon its 
‘meeting, the existing government will be superse- 
ded; and the State government organized. ues- 
‘tions deeply interesting to Texas, in common with 
the other States; the extension of our revenue laws 
and judicial system over her people and territory, 
ag well.as measures of a local character, will claim 
the early attention. of Congress ; and, therefore, 
upon every principle of republican government, she 
-ought to be represented in that body without un- 
necessary delay. I cannot too earnestly recom- 
mend prompt action on this important subject. 

As soon as the act to admit Texas as a State 
shall be passed, the union of the two republics will 
be consummated by their own voluntary consent. 

This accession to our territory has been ablood- 
less achievement. No arm of force has.beén raised 
to produce the result. The sword has had no part 
in the victory. We have not sought to extend our 
territorial possessions by conquest, or our repub- 
Ticani institutions over a reluctant people. It was 
the deliberate homage of each people to the great 

“principle of-our federative union. 
~If-weconsider the extent of territory involved 
inthe annexation—its prospective influence on 
‘America—the means by which it has been accom- 
plished, springing purely from the choice of the 
people’ themselves to share the blessings of our 
union,the history of the world may be chal- 

lenged to furnish a parallel. : 

The jurisdiction of the United States, which at 
the formation “of. the- federal constitution was 
bounded by the St- Mary’s, on the Atlantic, has 
passed the Capes of Florida, and been peacefully 
extended to the Del Norte. In contemplating the 
grandeur of this event, itis not to be forgotten 
that the result was achieved in despite of the diplo- 
matic interference of European-‘monarchies. Even 

‘-France--the country which had: been ‘our ancient 


| States—has been marshalling and organizing ar- 


ally—the country which has a common interest | 
with us in maintaining the freedom of the seas— | 
the country which, by the cession of Louisiana, | 
first opened to us access to the Gulf of Mexico— | 
the country with which we have been every year 
drawing more and more closely the bonds of suc- | 
cessful commerce—most unexpectedly, and to our | 
unfeigned regret, took part in an effort to prevent | 
annexation, and to impose on Texas, asa condi- ; 
tion of the recognition of her independence by | 
Mexico, that she would never join herself to the | 
United States. We may rejoice that the tranquil | 
and pervading influence of the American principle | 
of self-government was sufficient to defeat the pur- 
poses of British and French interference, and that | 
the almost unanimous voice of the people of Texas | 
has given to that interference a peaceful and effec- | 
tive rebuke. From this example European gov- | 
ernments may learn how vain diplomatic arts and l 
intrigues must ever prove upon this contment | 
against that system of self-government which | 
seems natural to our soil, and which will ever re- | 
sist foreign interference. 

Towards Texas, I do not doubt that a liberal | 
and generous spirit will actuate Congress in ail | 
that concerns her interests and prosperity, and | 
that she will never have cause to regret that she | 
has united her ‘lone star” to our glorious constel- | 
lation. 


i 
i 


I regret to inform you that our relations with 
Mexico, since your last session, have not been j 
of the amicable character which it is our desire to | 
cultivate with all foreign nations, On the sixth | 
day of March last, the Mexican Envoy Extraordi- |; 
nary and Minister Plenipotentiary to the United || 
States made a formal protest, in the name of his | 
government, against the joint resolution passed by } 
Congress “for the annexation of Texas to the | 
United States,” which he chose to regard as a vio- | 
lation of the rights of Mexico, and, in conse- | 
quence of it, he demanded his passports. He was |, 
informed that the government of the United States | 
did not consider this joint resolution as a violation | 
of any of the rights of Mexico, or that it afforded || 
any just cause of offence to his government; that | 
the Republic of Texas was an independent Power, | 
owing no allegiance to Mexico, and constituting no } 
part of her territory or rightful sovereignty and {| 
jurisdiction. He was also assured that it was the || 
sincere desire of this government to maintain with į 
that of Mexico relations of peace and good under- 
standing. That functionary, however, notwith- | 
standing these representations and assurances, ab- | 
ruptly terminated his mission, and shortly after- | 
wards left the country. Our Envoy Extraordinary | 
and Minister Plenipotentiary to Mexico was re- || 
fused all official intercourse with that government, ; 
and, after remaining several months, by the per- 
mission of his own government, he returned to the | 
United States. Thus, by the acts of Mexico, all | 
diplomatic intercourse between the two. countries | 
was suspended. 


Since that time Mexico has, until recently, oc 
cupied an attitude of hostility towards the United | 


mies, issuing proclamations, and avowing the in- 
tention to make war on the United States, either 
by an open declaration, or by invading ‘Texas. 
Both the Congress and Convention of the people 
of Texas invited this Government to send an army 


fon the persons and property of citizens of the 
i property 


| then complained of, others of an aggravated c 
| racter have been committed on the pers: 


into that territory, to protect and defend them | 
against the menaced atlack. The moment the |) 
terms of annexation offered by the United States |! 
were accepted by Tcxas, the latter became so far | 
a part of our own country as to make it our duty || 
to- afford such protection and defence. I therefore 
deemed it proper, as a precautionary measure, to | 
order a strong squadron to the coasts of Mexico, 
and to concentrate an efficient military force on the į! 
western frontier of Texas. Our army was order- | 
ed to take position in the country between the | 
Nueces and the Del Norte, and to repel any inva- 
sion of the Texian territory which might be at- 
tempted by the Mexican forces. Our squadron in 
the gulf was ordered to co-operate with the army. 
But though our army,and navy were placed in-a | 
position to defend our own, and the rights of 
‘Texas, they were ordered ‘to. commit no’ act of 
hostility against Mexico, unless she declared war, 
or was herself the aggressor by striking the first 
blow. The result has been, that Mexico has | 
made no aggressive movement, and our military | 
and naval commanders have executed their orders | 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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t 
j; 
i 
f 
i 


with such discretion that the peace of the two re- 
publics has not been disturbed. i 

Texas kad declared her independence, and main- 
tained it by hcr arms for more than nine ye 
She has had an organized government in succe 
ful operation during that period. Her se 
existence, as an independent State, had bee 
nised by the United States and the princi 
Powers of Europe. Treaties ef commerce and 
navigation had been concluded with her by di 7 
nations, and it had become manifest to the whole 
world that any further attempt on the part of 
Mexico to conquer her, or overthrow her govern- 
ment, would be vain. Even Mexico herself had 
become satisfied of this fact; and whilst the ques- 
tion of annexation was pending before the people 
of Texas, during the past summer, the gov 
ment of Mexica, by a formal act, agreed to re 
nise the independence of Texas, on condition that 
she would not annex herself to any other Power. 
The agreement to acknowledge the independence 
of Texas, whether with ov without this condition, 
is conclusive against Mexico. The independence 
of Texas is a fact conceded by Mexico herself, 
and she had no right or authority to press re- 
stvictions as to the form of government which 
Texas might afterwards choose to assume. 

But though Mexico cannot complain 
United States on account of the annexation 
Texas, it is to be regretted that serious e 
misunderstandin, 
tinue to exist 
inflicted by the X 


between the two coun 


ng out of unredres i 
an authorities and p 


United Siates, through a long series of years. 
Mexico has admitted these injuries, but has ne- 
glected and refused to repair them. Such was the 
character of the wrongs, and. such the insults re- 
peatedly offered to American citizens end the 
American flag by Mexico, in palpable violati 
the laws of nations and the tr 


uty beuween the 


| two countries of the fifth of April, 1831, that they 


have been repeatedly brought to the notice of Con- 
gress by my predecessors. As early as the eighth 
of February, 1837, the President of the United 
States declared, ina message to Congress, that 
“the length of time since some of the injuries 
have been committed, the repeated and unavailing 
applications for redress, the wanton character of 
some of the outrages upon the persons and pro- 
perty of our citizens, upon the officers and flag of 


| the United States, independent of recent insults to 


this government and people by the late Extraor- 
dinary Mexican Minister, would justify in the 
eyes of all nations immediate war.” He did not, 
however, recommend an immediate resort to this 
extreme measure, which, he declared, ‘should 
not be used by just and generous nations, confi- 
ding in their strength, for injuries committed, if it 
can be honorably avoided ;’” but, in a spirit of for- 
hearance, proposed that another demand be made 
on Mexico for that redress which had been so 
long and unjustly withheld. In these views, com- 
mittees of the two Houses of Congress, in reporis 
made to their respective bodies, concurred. Since 
these proceedings more than eight years h 
elapsed, during whish, in addition to the wro 


persons and 
property of our citizens. A special agent was 
sent to Mexico in the summer cf 1838, with full 
authority to make another and final demand for 
redress. The demand was made; the Mexican 
government promised to repair the wrong 

which we complained; and after much delay, a 
treaty of indemnity with that view was concluded. 


| between the two Powers on the eleventh of April, 


1839, and was duly ratified by both governments. 
By this treaty a joint commission was created to 
adjudicate and decide on the claims of American 
citizens on the government of Mexico. The com- 
mission was organized at Washington on the 


| twenty-fifth day of August, 1840. Their time 


was limited to eighteen months; at the expiration 
of which, they had adjudicated and decided 


‘claims’ amounting to two milions twenty-six 


thousand: one hundred and thirty-nine dollars and 
sixty-eight cents in favor of citizens of the United 
States against the Mexican government, leaving a 
large amount of claims undecided. Of the latter, 
the American conmmissioners had decided in favor 
of our citizens claims amounting to nine hundred 
and iwenty-eight thousand six hundred and twen- 
ty-seven dollars and eighty-cight cents, which 
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we 
end, if possible, to this state of things. With this 


viéw EF caused: steps to be taken in the month of || 
September last.to ascertain’ distinctly and in an. 
authentic form what the designs of the Mexican | 


Government were; whether it was their intention 


ideclare war orinvade Texas, or whether they | 
were disposed to adjust. and.settle in.an amicable. 


manner the pending. differences between the two 
countries’ -Onthe 9th ‘of November air oficial 
answer was received. that the Mêxican Govern- 
ment ‘consented to renew. the diplomaticrelations 
whieh had been suspended in March last; and for 


that purpose were willing to accredit’ a ‘minister | 


from the United States. With ‘a sincere desire 
to preserve peace and restore relations of good 
understanding. between ‘the: two republics ~I 
waived all ceremony as to the manner of renewing 
diplomatic intercourse between them, and assum- 
ing the initiative, on the.10th of November a dis- 
tinguished citizen of Louisiana was appointed en- 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to 
Mexico, clothed with full powers to adjust and 
definitively settle all pending differences between 
the two countries, including those of boundary 
between Mexico ‘and the State of: Texas. The 
minister appointed has set out on his mission, and 
is probably by this time near the Mexican cap- 
ital. He has been instracted to bring the nego- 
tiation with which he is charged to a conclusion 
at the earliest practicable period, which, it is’ex- 
pected, will be in time to enable me to communi- 
cate the result to Congress during the present 
session. Until that result is known I forbear to 
recommend to. Congress such ulterior measures 
of redress for the wrongs and injuries we have 
so long borne as it would have been proper to 
make had no such negotiation been instituted, 

Congress. appropriated at the last session the 
sum or $275,000 for the payment of the April aud 
July installments of the Mexican indemnities for 
the year 1844, ‘ provided it shall be ascertained 
to the satisfaction of the American Goverininent 
that said installments have been paid by the Mex- 
ican Government to the agent appointed by the 
United States to receive the same, in such man- 
ner as to discharge all claim on the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, and said agent to be delinquent in re- 
mitting the money to the United States.”’ 

T'he unsettled state of our relations with Mex- 
ico has involved: this. subject im mach mystery. 
The first information, in an authentic farm, from 
the agent of the’ Unitéd States appointed under 
the Administration of my predecessor, was re- 
ceived at the State Department on the 9th of No- 
vember last. ‘This is contained in a letter dated 
the 17th of October, addressed by him to one of 
our citizens then in Mexico, with the view of 
having it communicated to that Department. 
From this it appears that the agent, on the 20th 
of September, 1844, gave a receipt. to the treas- 
ury of Mexico for the amount of the April and 
July installments of the indemnity. In the same 
communication, however, he asserts that he had 


not received a single dollar in cash, but that he | 


holds: such securities as warranted him at the 
time in giving the receipt, and entertains no doubt 
but that he will eventually obtain the money. As 
these installments appear never to have been act- 
ually paid by the Government of Mexico to the 
agent, and as that Government has not therefore 
been released so as to discharge the claim, I do not 
feel myself warranted in directing payment to be 
made to the claimants out of the ‘Treasury with- 


out further legislation. Their case is undoubtedly | 


one of much hardship, and it remains for Con- 
gress to decide whether any, and what, relief 
ought to be granted to them. Our minister to 
Mexico has been instructed to ascertain the facts 


of the case from the Mexican Government in an | 


authentic and official form, and report the result 
with as little deiay as possible. 

My attention was early directed to the nego- 
tiation which, on the 4th of March last, I found 
pending at Washington between the United States 
and Great Britain, on the subject of the Oregon 
territory. Three several attempts had been pre- 
viously made to settle the questions in dispute 
between the two countries by negotiation upon 
the principle of compromise, but each had proved 
unsnecessful. 

These negotiations took place in London in 


the years 1818, 1824, and 1826, the two first under ! 


continued, T deemed it important to put an 


claimed by either party on the northwest: coast 
of America, westward’ of the Stony mountains, 


shall, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, | 
and thé navigation of all rivers within the same, 
‘be free‘and open. for the term of: ten’ years from: 


the date of the signature of the present conven- 
tion to the vesséls, citizens, and subjects of the 
two Powers, it bemg well understood ‘that this 
agreement is tot to be construed to the prejudice 
of any claim which cither.of the two high còn- 
tracting parties may have to any part of the said 
country, nor shall it be taken to affect the claims 
of any other Power or State to any part of the 
said country; the only object of the high con- 


tracting parties in that respect being to prevent | 


disputes and differences among themselves?” 

The negotiation of 1824 was productive of no 
result, and the convention of 1818 was left un- 
changed. : 

The negotiation of 1826 having also failed to 
effect an adjustment by compromise resulted in 
the convention of August 6, 1827, by which it 
was agreed to continue in force for an indefinite 
period the provisions of the third article of ‘the 
eonvention of the 20th of October, 1818; and jt 
was further provided that ‘it shall be compe- 
tent, however, to either of the contracting par- 
ties, in case cither should think fit, at any time 
after the 20th of October, 1828, on giving due 
notice of twelve months to the othei contracting 
party, to annul and abrogate this convention; 
and it shall, in such casc, be accordingly entirely 
annulled and abrogated after the expiration of 
the said term of notice.’’ In these attempts to 
adjust the controversy the parallel of the forty- 
ninth degree of north latitude had been offered 
by the United States to Great Britain, and. in 
those of 1818 and 1826, with a further concession 
of the free navigation of the Columbia river south 
of that Iatitude. The parallel of the forty-ninth 
degree, from the Rocky mountains to its inter- 
section with the northeasternmost branch of the 
Columbia, and thence down the channel of that 
river to the sea, had been offered by Great Brit- 
ain, with an‘addition of a sinall detached territory 
north of the Columbia. Hach of these proposi- 
tions had been rejected by the parties respect- 
ively: ; 

In October, 1843, the envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States in 
London was authorized to make a similar offer 
to those made in 1818 atid 1826. Thus stood the 
question when the negotiation was shortly after- 
ward transferred to Washington; and on the 23d 
of August, 1844, was formally opened under the 
direction of my immediate predecessor. Like 


all the previous negotiations it was based upon | 


principles of ‘s compromise;’? and the avowed 


purpose of the parties was “to treat of the re- 
spective claims of the two countries to the Ore- 
gon territory, with the view to establish a perma- 
nent boundary between them westward of the 
Rocky mountains to the Pacific ocean.” Ac- 
cordingly on the 26th of August, 1844, the British 
plenipotentiary offered to divide the Oregon ter- 
ritory by the forty-ninth parallel of north latitude, 
from the Rocky mountains to the point of its 
intersection with the northeasternmost branch 
of the Columbia river, and thence down that 
river to the sea, leaving the free navigation, of the 
river to be enjoyed in common,by both parties, 


the country south of this line to belong to the j 


United States, and that north of it to Great Brit- 
ain. At the same time he proposed, in addition, 
to yield to the United States a detached territory, 


north of the Columbia, extending along the Pa- | 


cific and the Straits of Fuca, from Balfinch’s har- 
bor inclusive, to Hood’s canal, and to make free 
to the United States any port or ports south of 
latitude forty-nine degrees which they might de- 
sire, either ön the main land or on Quadra and 
Vancouver’s Island. With the exception of the 
free. ports this was the same offer which had been 
made by the British and rejected by the American 
Government in the negotiation of 1826. This 
proposition was properly rejected by the Ameri- 
can plenipotentiary on the day it was submitted, 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
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Phis was the. only proposition. of compromise 
offered by the British’ plenipotentiary. The 
proposition on the part of Great Britain having 
been rejected the British plenipotentiary requested 
that a proposal should. be made. by tie United 
Siates for “an equitable adjustment of the gues: 
iom”? 7 me ae 
j When I game into office I found this to be the 
State of the negotiation. Though entertaining the 
settled Conviction that the British pretensions. of 
title could not be maintained to.any portion. of 
the Oregon territory upon any principle of public 


‘Jaw recognized by nations, yet, in deference rò 


what had been done by my predecessors, and 
especially in consideration that propositions of 
compromise had been ‘thrice made by two pre- 
ceding Administrations to adjust the question on 
the parallel of: forty-nine degrees, and in two of 
them ‘yielding to Great Britain the free navigation 
of the Columbia, and thatthe pending negotiation 
liad-been commenced on the basis of compromise, 
T deemed it tò be my duty ‘not‘abruptly to break 
ivoff. ‘In consideration, too, that under ihe con- 
ventions of 1818 and 1827 the citizens and sub- 
jects of the two Powers held a joint occupancy 
of the country, I was induced to make another: 
effort to settle this long-pending controversy in 
ihe spirit of ‘moderation which had given birth 
to the renewed discussion. A proposition was 


| accordingly made, which was ‘rejected’ by the 
British’ plenipotentiary, who, without submitting 
| any other proposition, suffered the negotiation on 


his part to drop, expressing his trust that the 
United States would offer what he saw fit.to call 
‘some further proposal for the settlement of the 
Oregon question more consistent with fairness 
and equity and with the reasonable expectations 
of the British Government.” The proposition 
thus offered and rejected repeated the offer of the 
parallel of forty-nine degrees of north latitude, 
which had’ been made by two preceding Adminia- 
trations, but without proposing to surrender. to 
Great Britain, as they had done, the free naviga- 
tion of the Columbia river. The right of any 
foreign Power to the free navigation of any of 
our rivers, through the heart of our country, was 
one which [ was unwilling to concede. ii also 
embraced a provision to make free to Great Brit- 
ain any port or ports on the Cape of Quadra and 
Vancouver’s Island south of this parallel. Had 
this been a new question, coming under discus- 
sion for the first time, this proposition would nòt 
have been made. The extraordinary and wholly 
inadmissible demands of the British Government, 
and the rejection of the proposition made in def- 
erence alone to what had been done by my pre- 
decessors, and the implied obligation which their 
acts seemed to impose, afford satisfactory evi- 


| dence that no compromise which the United States 


ought to accept can be effected. With this con- 
viction the proposition of compromise which had 
been made and rejected was, by my direction, 
subsequently withdrawn, and our title to the 
whole Oregon territory asserted, and, as is De- 
lieved, maintained by irrefragable facts and argu- 
ments. 

_ The civilized world will seé in these proceed- 
ings a spirit of liberal concession, on the part of 
the United States, and this Government will’ be 
relieved from all responsibility which may follow 
the failure to settle the controversy. 

All attempts at compromise having. failed, it 
becomes the duty of Congress to consider what 
measures it may be proper to adopt for the secur- 
ity and protection of our citizens now inhabiting, 
or who may hereafter inhabit, Oregon, and for 
the maintenance of our just title to that territory. 
In adopting measures for this purpose care should 
be taken that nothing be done to violate the stip- 
ulations of the convention of 1827, which is still 
in force. The faith of treaties, in their letter and 
spirit, has ever been, and I trast wil ever be, 
scrupulously observed by the United Sites. 
Under that convention a year’s notice is required 
to be given by either party to the other before the 
Jeint occupancy shall terminate, and before either 
can rightfully assert or exercise exclusive 
diction over any portion of the terri tory. This 
notice it would, in my judgment, be proper to 
give; and I recommend that provision be made 
by law for giving it aceordingly, and terminating 
in this manner the convention of the 6th of Au- 
gust, 1827. i 


juris- 
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jects of the two Powers held a joint occupancy 
of the country, I was induced to make another 


effort to settle this long-pending conrory in the 
spirit of moderation which had given birth to the 


renewed discussion. A proposition was accord- 
ingly made, which was rejected by the British 
plenipotentiary, who, without submitting any 
other proposition, suffered the negotiation on his 
art.to drop, expressing. his trust that the United 
states would. offer what he saw fit to call ‘* some 
further proposal for the settlement of the Oregon 
question, more consistent with fairness and equity, 
and with the reasonable expectations of the British 
Government.” The proposition thus offered and 
rejected repeated the offer. of the parallel of forty- 
nine degrees of north latitude, which had been 
made Ly two preceding administrations, but with- 
out proposing to surrender to Great Britain, as 
they had done, the free navigation of the Colum- 
bia river. . The right of any foreign Power to the 
free navigation of any of our rivers, through the 
heart of our country, was one which I was un- 
willing to concede. . It also embraced a provision 
to make free to Great Britain any port or ports on 
the cap of Quadra and Vancouver’s Island, south 
of this parallel. Had this been a new. question, 
coming under discussion for the first time, this 
proposition would not have been made. The ex- 
traordinary: and wholly inadmissible demands of 
the British government, and the rejection of the 
proposinen made in deference alone to what had 
een done by my predecessors, and the implied 
obligation which their acts seemed to impose, af- 
ford satisfactory: evidence that no compromise 
which the United States ought to accept, can be 
effected. With this.conviction, the proposition of 
compromise which had been made and rejected, 
was, by my direction, subsequently withdrawn, 
and our title to the whole Oregon territory asserted, 
and, asis believed, maintained by irrefragable facts 
and ments. 
The civilized world will see in these proceedings 
a spirit of liberal concession on the part of the 
United States; and this government will be re- 
lieved from all responsibility which may follow the 
failure to settle the controversy. 
_ All attempts at compromise having failed, it, be- 
comes the duty of Congress to consider what mea- 
sures it may.be proper to adopt for the security 
and protection of our citizens now inhabiting, or 
who. may hereafter inhabit Oregon, and for the 
maintenance of our just title to that territory. In 
adopting measures for this purpose, care should 
be taken that nothing be done to violate the stipu- 
lations of the convention of 1827, which is still in 
force. The faith ‘of treaties, in their letter and 
spirit, has ever been, and, I trust, will ever. be, 
scrupulously. observed by the United States. Un- 
der that convention, a year’s notice is required to 
be given by either party to.the other, before. the 
joint occupancy shall terminate, and before either 
can rightfully assert or exercise exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over any, portion of the territory. This notice 
it-would, in my judgment, be proper to give; and 
[recommend that provision be made by law for 
giving-it accordingly, and terminating, in this man- 
ner, the convention of the sixth of August, 1827. 
It. will become proper. for Congress.to determine 
what legislation the can, im the mean time, adopt 
without violating ‘this convention. Beyond all 
uestion,. the protection of our laws and our juris- 
diction, civil and criminal, ought to be- imme- 
diately extended over our citizens in. Oregon. 
They have had just cause to complain of our long 
neglect in this particular, and have, in conse- 
quence, been compelled, for their own security 
and protection, to establish a provisional govern- 
ment for themselves. Strong in their allegiance 
and. ardent in their attachment to the United States, 
they have been thus. cast upon their own resources. 
They are anxious that our laws should be extend- | 
ed over them, and I recommend that this be done 
by. Congress with as little delay as possible, in the 
fuil extent to which the British Parliament have 
proceeded in regard to British subjects in that ter- 
nior, by their act of July the second, 1821, “ for 
regulating the: fur-trade, and establishing a crimi- 
nal and civil jurisdiction within certain parts of | 
North America.” By this act Great Britain ex- 
tended her laws and ‘jurisdiction, civil. and crimi- 


nal, over her subjects engaged in the fur-trade in | 
that territory.. By. it, the courts of the. province | 
of Upper Canada were empowered to take cogni- | 
zance of causes civil and criminal. Justices of 


the peace and other judicial officers were autho- 
rized to be appointed in Oregon, with power to 
execute all process issuing frem the courts of that 
province, and to “sit and hold courts of record 
for the trial of criminal offences and misdemea- 
nors,” not made the subject of capital punishment, 
and also of civil cases, where the cause of action 
shall not ‘exceed in value the amount or sum of 
two hundred pounds.”” 

Subsequent to the date of this act of Parliament, 


a grant was made from the ‘ British crown’ to 
the Hudson’s Bay Company, of the exclusive | 


trade with the Indian tribes in the Oregon territo- 
ry, subject to areservation that it shall not operate 
to the exclusion “ of the subjects of any foreign 


for the time being, between us and such foreign 
States respectively, may be entitled to, and shall 
be engaged in, the said trade.”’ k 

It is much to be regretted that, while under this 
act British subjects have enjoyed the protection 
of British laws and British judicial tribunals 
throughout the whole of Oregon, American citi- 
zens, in the same territory, have enjoyed no such 
protection from their government, At the same 
time, the result illustrates the character of our peo- 
ple and their institutions. In spite of this neglect, 


increasing in that territory. They have made no 
appeal to arms, but havé peacefully fortified them- 
selves in their new homes, by the adoption of re- 
publican institutions for themselves ; furnishing 
another example of the truth that self-government 
is inherent in the American breast, and must pre- 
vail. It is due to them that they should be em- 
braced and protected by our laws. 


trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes east of 
the Rocky mountains, should be extended to such 
tribes as dwell beyond them. 

The increasing emigration to Oregon, and the 
care and protection which is due from the govern- 
ment to its citizens in that distant region, make it 
our duty, as it is our interest, to cultivate amicable 
relations with the Indian tribes of that territory. 


made for establishing an Indian agency, and such 
sub-agencies as may be deemed necessary, beyond 
the Rocky mountains. 

For the proiection of emigrants whilst on their 
way to Oregon, against the attacks of the Indian 
tribes occupying the country through which they 
pass, I recommend that a suitable number of 


on the Missouri and the Rocky mountains; and 
that an adequate force of mounied riflemen be 
raised to guard and protect them on their journey. 
The immediate adoption of these recommendations 
by Congress will not violate the provisions of the 
existing treaty. It will be doing nothing more for 
American citizens than British laws have long 
since done for British subjects in the same territory. 
It requires several months to perform the voyage 
by sea from the Atlantic States to Oregon; and al- 
though we have a large number of whale ships in 
the Pacific, but few of them afford an opportunity 
of interchanging intelligence, without great delay, 
between our settlements in that distant region and 
the United States. An overland mail is believed 
to be entirely practicable; and the importance of es- 
tablishing such a mail, at least once a month, is sub- 
mitted to the favorable consideration of Congress. 
It is submitted to the wisdom of Congress to de- 
termine whether, at their present session, and until 


measures may be adopted, consistently with the 
convention of 1827, for the security of our rights, 
and the government and protection of our citizens 
in Oregon. That it will ultimately be wise and 
proper to make liberal grants of land to the patrio- 
tie pioneers, who, amidst privations and dangers, 
lead the way through savage tribes inhabiting the 
vast wilderness intervening between our frontier 
settlements and Oregon, and who cultivate, and 
are ever ready to. defend the soil, I am fully satis- 
fied. To doubt. whether they will obtain such 
grants as soon as the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain shall have ceased 
to exist, would be to doubt the justice of Con- 


of consideration whether a stipulation to this effect 
may be made, consistently with the spirit of that 


convention. 


States who, under or by force of any convention | 


they have multiplied, and their number is rapidly | 


It is deemed important that our laws regulating | 


For this purpose, I recommend that provision be į 


stockades and block-house forts be erected along | 
the usual route between our frontier settlements | 


after the expiration of the year’s notice, any other 
p y > y f 


| The recommendations which I have made, as to 
| the best manner of securing our rights in Oregon, 
i are submitted to Congress with great deference. 
Should they, in their wisdom, devise any other 
mode better calculated to accomplish the same ob- 
: ject, it shall meet with my hearty concurrence. 

i" At the end of the year’s notice, should Congress 
| think it proper to make provision for giving that 
notice, we shall have reached a period when the 
national rights in Oregon must either be abandon- 
ed or firmly maintained. That they cannot be 
abandoned without a sacrifice of both national 
honor and interest, is too clear to admit of doubt. 

Oregon is a part of the North American conti- 
nent, to which it is confidently affirmed, the title 
of the United States is the best now in existence. 
For the grounds on which that title rests, I refer 
| you to the correspondence of the late and present 
| Secretary of State with the British plenipotentiary 
during the negotiation. The British proposition 
of compromise, which would make the Columbia 
the line south of forty-nine degrees, with a trifling 
addition of detached territory to the United States, 
north of that river, and would leave on the British 
| side two-thirds of the whole Oregon territory, in- 
cluding the free navigation of the Columbia and 
all the valuable harbors on the Pacific, can never, 
for a moment be entertained, by the United States, 
without an abandonment of their just and clear ter- 
ritortal rights, theirown self-respect, and thenational 
honor. For the information of Congress, I com- 
municate herewith the correspondence which took 
place between the two governments during the late 
negotiation. 

The rapid extension of our settlements over our 
territories heretofore unoceupied; the addition of 
new States to our confederacy ; the expansion of 
free principles, and our: rising greatness as a na- 
tion, are attracting the attention of the Powers of 
Europe ; and lately the doctrine has been broached 
in some of them, of a ‘balance of power” on this 
continent, to check our advancement. The United 
States, sincerely desirous of preserving relations 
of good understanding with all nations, cannot in 
silence permit any European interference on the 
North American continent; and should any such 
interference be attempted, will be ready to resist it 
atany and all hazards. 

It is well known to the American people and to 
all nations, that this government has never inter- 
fered with the relations subsisting between other 
governments. We have never made ourselves 
parties to their wars or their alliances ; we have 
not sought their territories by conquest ; we have 
not mingled with parties in their domestic strug- 
gles; and believing our own form of government to 
be the best, we have never attempted to propagate 
it by intrigues, by diplomacy, or by force. We 
may claim on this continent a like exemption from 
European interference. The nations of America 
are equally sovereign and independent with those 
of Europe. They possess the same rights, inde- 


gress; but, pending the year’s notice, it is worthy | 


pendent of all forcign interposition, to make war, 
to conclude peace, and to regulate their internal af- 
fairs. The people of the United States cannot, 
therefore, view with indifference attempts of Evu- 
ropean Powers to interfere with the independent 
action of the nations on this continent. The Ame- 
rican system of government is entirely diferent 
from that of Europe. Jealousy among the differ- 
ent sovereigns of Europe, lest any one of them 
might become too powerful for the rest, has caused. 
them anxiously to desire the establishment of what 
they term the ‘* balance of power.” It cannot be 
permitted to have any application on the North 
American continent, and especially to the United 
States. We must ever maintain the principle, that 
the people of this continent alone have the right to 
decide their own destiny. Should any portion of 
them, constituting an independent State, pe to 
unite themselves with our confederacy, this will be 
a question for them and us to determine, without 
any foreign interposition. We can never consent 
that European Powers shall interfere to prevent 
such a union because it might disturb the ** ba- 
lance of power” which they may desire to main- 
tain upon this continent. Near a quarter of a con- 
tury ago, the principle was distinctly announced to 
the world in the annual message of one of my pre- 
decessors, that “the American continents, by the 
free and independent condition which they have 
assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be 
considered as subjects for future colonization by 
any European Power.” This principle will apply 
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Governments, they confined the reduction of ton- 
nage duty, merely to Spanish vessels. ‘coming 
froma portin Spain,’ leaving the former diserim- 
inating duty to remain against such vessels com- 
ing from a port in any other country...-Ttis man- 
ifestly unjust that while American vessels arriv- 
ing- in ‘the ports of Spain from other countries 
pay no more duty than Spanish vessels, Spanish 
vessels ‘arriving in, the ports of the United States 


from other countries should be subjected to heavy - 


discriminating. tonnage duties... This is neither 
equality nor reciprocity, and is in violation.of the 
arrangement. concluded.in December, 1831, be- 
tween: the two countries... The Spanish Govern- 
ment have made. repeated and. earnest remon- 
strances against this inequality, and the favorable 
attention of Congress has been several times in- 
voked to the subject-by my predecessors. Trec- 
ommend, as.an.act.of justice to Spain, that this 
inequality be removed by Congress, and that the 
discriminating duties which have been levied un- 
der the act of the 13th of July, 1832, on Spanish 
vessels coming to the United States from any other 
foreign country be refunded... This recommenda- 
tion does not embrace Spanish vessels arriving in 
the United States from Cubaand Porto Rico, which 
will still remain subject to the provisions of the 
act of June 30, 1834, concerning tonnage duty on 
such vessels.. a 
_ By the act of the.14th of July, 1832, coffee was 
exempted from duty altogether, This exemption 
was universal, without reference to the country 
where it was produced, or the national character 
af the .vessel in which it was imported, By 
the tariff act of the 30th of August, 1842, this 
exemption from duty. was restricted to coffee im- 
ported in American vessels from the place of its 
production; while coffee imported under all other 
circumstances. was pulieatel to a duty of twenty 
percent, advalorem. Under this act and our ex- 
isting treaty with the. king of the Netherlands 
Java coffee imported from the European ports of 
that kingdom into the United States, whether in 
Dutch or American vessels, now pays this rate.of 
duty. The Government of the Netherlands com- 
plains thatsuch a discriminating duty should have 
been imposed on coffee, the production of one of 
its colonies, and which is chiefly brought from 
Java to the ports of that kingdom and exported 
from thence to foreign countrics. Our trade with 
the Netherlands.is highly beneficial to both coun- 
tries, and our relations with them have ever been 
of the most friendly character. Under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case L recommend that this 
discrimination should be abolished, and that the 
coffee of Java imported from the Netherlands be 
placed upon the same footing with that imported 
directly from Brazil and other countries where it 
is produced: 

nder the eighth section of the tariff act of the 
30th of August, 1842, a duty of fifteen cents per 
gallon was imposed on port wine in casks, while 
on the red wines of several other countries, when 
imported in casks, a duty of only six cents per 
gallon was imposed.. Thisdiscrimination, so far 
as regarded the port wine of Portugal, was deemed 
a violation of our treaty with that Power, which 
provides that “no higher or other duties shall be 
imposed ‘on the importation into the United 
States of America of any article the growth, pro- 
duce, or manufacture of the kingdom and. pos- 
sessions of Portugal than such as.are or shall be 
payable on the like article being the growth, pro- 
duce, or manufacture of any other foreign coun- 
try.” Accordingly, to give effect to the treaty, as 
well asto the intention of Congress, expressed in 
a proviso tothe tariff act itself, that nothing therein 
contained should be ‘so-construed as to. interfere 
with subsisting treaties with foreign nations, a 
Treasury circular was issued on the 16th of July, 
1844, which, among other things, declared the 
duty on the port wine of Portugal, in casks, 
under the existing lawsand treaty, to be six cents 
per gallon; and directed that the excess of duties 
which had been collected on such wine should be 
refunded, By virtue of another clause in the same 
section of the-act it is provided that all imitations 
of part, or.any other wines, ‘shall be subject.to 
the duty provided for the genuine article.” Imi- 


tations of port wine, the production of France, are | 


imported to some. extent into the United States, 
and the Government of that country now claims 
that undera correct construction of the act these 
imitations ought not-to pay a higher. duty than 


that imposed upon the original port wine of Por: 
tugal: Itappears to.me to be unequal and onjäst 
that French. imitations. of port wine-should. be | 


|| subjected. toa duty of fifteen-cents, while the more 


valuable article from Portugal should pay aduty 
of six cents only-per gallon. Therefore recom- 
mend to -Congress such legislation as may. be 
necessary to correct the inequality. ~~ ead 
- Fhe late President, in-his annual message of 
December last, recommended an appropriation to 
satisfy the claims .of the Texan government 
against the United States, which had. been. pre- 
viously adjusted, so. far as-the powers. of the 
Executive extend. -These claims arose out. of 
the act of disarming a. body of Texan troops: under 
the command of Major Snively by an oficer in 
the service of the United States, acting under the 
orders of our Government, and the forcible entry 
into the custom-house at Bryarly’s Landing, on 
Red river, by certain citizens of the United States, 
and taking away therefrom the goods. seized by 
the collector of the customs:-as forfeited under the 
laws of Texas, This wasa liquidated debt, ascer- 
tained to be due to Texas when an independent 
State. Her acceptance of the terms of annexation 
proposed by the United States does not discharge 
or invalidate the claim. J recommend that pro- 
vision be made for its payment. . : 

The commissioner appointed to China during 
the. special. session of the Senate in March. last 
shortly afterward set out on his mission in the 
United Statesship Columbus. ‘On arriving at Rio 
de Janeiro on his passage the state of -his health 
had become so critical that by the.advice of his 
medical attendants he. returned,,to the.. United 
States early in.the month of October last. Com- 
modore Biddle, commanding the East India squad- 
ron, proceeded on his voyage in the Columbus, 
and was charged by the commissioner with the 
duty of exchanging with the proper authorities 
the ratifications of the treaty lately concluded 
with the emperor of China. Since the return of 
the commissioner to the United States his health 
has been much improved, and he entertains the 
confident belief that he will soon be able to, pro- 
ceed on his mission. 

Unfortunately differences continue to exist 
among some of the nations of South America, 
which, following our example, have established 
their independence, while in others internal dis- 
sensions prevail, It is natural that our sympa- 
thies should be warmly enlisted for their welfare; 
that. we should desire that all controversies be- 
tween them should be amicably adjusted, and 
their Governments administered in a manner to 
protect the rights and promote the prosperity of 
their people. It is contrary, however, to. our 
settled policy to interfere in their controversies, 
whether external or internal. 

have thus adverted to all the subjects con- 
nected with our foreign relations to which I.deem 
it necessary tocall your attention. Our poliey is 
not.only peace with all, but good will toward all 
the Powers of the earth. While we are just to 
all, we require that all shall be just to us. Ex- 
cepting the differences with Mexico and Great 
Britain our relations with all civilized nations are 
of the most satisfactory character. It is hoped 
that in this enlightened age these differences may 
be amicably adjusted. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual 
report to Congress, will communicate a full state- 
ment of the condition of our finances. The im- 
ports for the fiscal year ending on the 30th of 
June last were of the value of $117,254,564, of 
which the amount exported was $15,346,830, 
leaving a balance of $101,907,734 for domestic 
consumption. The exports for the same year 
were of the value of $114,646,606, of which the 
amount of domestic articles was $99,299,776. 
The receipts into the Treasury during the same 
year were $29,769,133 56, of which there were 
derived from customs $27,528,112 70; from sales 
of publie lands $2,077,022 30, and from incidental 
and miscellaneous sources $163,998 56. ‘The 
expenditures for the same period were $29,968,- 
206 98, of which $8,588,157 62 were applied to 
the payment of the public debt. The balance 
in the Treasury on the Ist. of July last was 
$7,658,306 22. 

The amount of the public debt remaining un- 
paid on the Ist of October last was $17,075,445 52. 
Further payments of the public debt would have | 
been made, in anticipation of the period of its 


reimbursement ander. the authority conferred 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury by the acts 
July 21, 1841,.and.of April 15, 1842, and March 
3, 1843, had not the unsetiled. state of our rela- 
tions with Mexico menaced hostile collision with 
that. Power.. -ln view of such ‘a contingency. it 
was deemed prudent to retain in the Treasury an 


| amount. onusually large for ordinary. purposes: 


A few years ago our whole national. debt, grows 


| ing out of the. Revolution and the war.of 1813 


with Great, Britain, was extinguished, and. we 


‘presented tothe world, the rare and noblesspecta- 


cle of agreat and growing people who bad fully 
discharged every obligation, Since that time the 
existing debt has been contracted; and smali as 
itis iy comparison with the.similar burdens of. 
most.other nations it should be extinguished at 
the earliest practicable period. Should the state 
ofthe country permit, and especially if our for 
eign relations interpose no obstacle, it is contem= 
plated. to apply all the moneys in the, Treasury 
as they accrue. beyond what is required. for the 
appropriations by Congress to its liquidations, «I 
cherish the hope of soon being able 10.congratu- 
late the.country on its recovering once more the 
lofty position which itso recently occupied.. Our 
country, which exhibits to the world the benefits. . 
of self&government, in developing all the sources 
of national. prosperity, owes to mankind the per- 
manent example of a nation. free from the blight- 
ing influence of a public debt. 

The attention of Congress is invited to the im- 
portance of making suitable modifications and re- 
ductions of the rates of duty imposed by our pres- 
ent tariff laws. -The object of imposing. duties 
on imports should be to: raise revenue to pay the 
necessary expenses. of Government... Congress 
may, undoubtedly, in the exercise of a sound 
discretion, discriminate in arranging the rates of 
duty on. different articles, but the discriminations 
should be within. the revenue standard, and. be 
made with the view. to raise money for the sup- 
port of Government. : EE 

It becomes important to understand distinct! 
what is meant by a revenue. standard, the maxi- 
mum of which should not be exceeded in the rates 
of duty imposed. It is conceded, and experience 
proves, that duties may be laid so high as to di 
minish, or prohibit altogether, the importation of 
any given article, and thereby. lessen or destroy 
the revenue which, at lower rates, would be du- 
rived from its importation... Such duties exeved 
the revenue. rates, and are not imposed to raise 
money for the support of Government. H Con- 
gress levy a duty for revenue of one per cent. on 
a given article it will produce a given amount-of 
money to the Treasury, and will incidentally and 
necessarily afford protection or advantage tò the 
amount of one per cent. to the home manufucta- 
rer of a similar or like article over the importer. 
If the. duty be raised to ten per cent. it will pros 
duce a greater. amount of money, and. afford 
greater protection. If it be still raised totwenty, 
twenty-five, or thirty per cent., and. if, as it is 
raised, the revenue derived from it is found to be 
increased, the protection or advantage will also be 
increased; but if it be raised to thirty-one ner 
cent., and itis found that the revenue prodiiced 
at thatrate isless than at thirty per cent, itceases 
to be a revenue duty. The precise pointin. the 
ascending scale of duties at which it is ascertained 
from experience that the revenueis greatestis the 
maximum rate of duty which can be laid for the 
bona fide purpose of collecting money forthe sup- 
port of Government. To raise the duties higher 
than that point, and thereby diminish the amount 
collected, is to levy them for protection merely, 
and not for revenue, As long, then, as Congress 
may gradually increase. the rate of duty onia 
given article, and the revenue is increased by such 
increase of duty, they are within the revenue 
standard. When they go beyond that point, and 
as they increase the duties the revenue ts dimin- 
ished or destroyed, the act ceases to have for ita 
object the raising of money to support Goyern- 
ment, bat is for protection merely. ; 

It does not follow that Congress should tevy 
the highest duty on.all articles of import which 
they will bear within the revenue standard, for 
such rates would probably. producea much larger 
amount than the economical administration of 
the Government would require. . Nor dovs it, fol- 
low that the duties on all articles should be atthe 
same, or a horizontal rate. Some atticles will 
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A few years ago, our whole national debt, grow- 
ing out of the Revolution and ‘the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, was extinguished, and We pre- 
sented to the world the rare and noble spectacle of 
a great and growing people who had fully dis- 
charged every obligation. Since that time, the éx- 
isting debt has been “contracted ; and small as it 
is, in comparison with the similar burdens of most 
other nations, ‘it should be extinguished at the 
earliest practicable period. Should the state of the 
country permit, and, especially, if our foreign re- 
lations interpose no obstacle, it is contemplated to 
apply all the moneys’ in the treasury as they ac- 
crue beyond what is required for the appropria- 
tions ‘by Congress, to its liquidation. I cherish 
the hope of soon being able to congratulate the 
country on its recovering once more the lofty po- 
sition which it so recently occupied. Our country, 
which exhibits to the world ‘the benefits of self- 
government, in developing all the sources of na- 
tional prosperity, owes to mankind the permanent 
example of a nation free fromthe blighting influ- 
ence of a public debt. 

The attention 6f Congress is invited to the im- 
portance of making suitable modifications and re- 
ductions of the rates of duty imposed by our pre- 
sent tariff laws. The object of imposing duties 
on imports should be to raise revenue to pay the 
necessary expenses of government. Congress may 
undoubtedly, in the exercise of a sound discre- 
tion, discriminate in arranging the rates of duty on 
different articles ;:but the discriminations should 
be within the revenue standard, and be made with 
the view to raise money for the support of govern- 
ment. > ee te : we 

It becomes important ‘to understand distincti 
what is meant by a revenue standard, the maxi- 
mum of which should not be exceeded in the rates 
of duty imposed. Itis conceded, and experience 
proves, that duties may be laid so high as to di- 
minish, or prohibit altogether, the importation of 
any given article, and thereby lessen or destroy 
the revenue which, at lower rates, would be de- 
rived from its importation. Such duties exceed 
the revenue rates, and are not imposed to raise 
money for the support of government. If Con- 
gress levy a duty, for revenue, of one per cent. on 
a given article, it will produce a given amount of 
money to the treasury, and ‘will incidentally and 
necessarily afford protection, or advantage, to the 
amount of one per cent. to the home manufactu- 
rer of a similar or like ‘article over the importer. 
If the duty be raised to ten per cent., it will pro- 
duce a greater amount of “money, and afford 
greater protection. If it be still raised to twenty, 
twenty-tive, or thirty per cent., and if, as it is 
raised, the revenue derived from it is found to be 
increased, the protection or advantage will also be 
increased; but if ‘it. be raised ‘to thirty-one. per 
cert., and it is found that thé revenue produced at 
that rate is less than at thirty per cent., it ceases 
to bea revenue ‘duty. The precise point in the 
ascending scale:of duties at which it is ascertained 
from experiéncé that the revenue is greatest, is the 
maximum rate of duty which can be laid for the 
bone fide purpose of collecting money for the sup- 
port of government. -To raise the duties higher 
than-that point, and ‘thereby diminish the amount 
collected, is. to levy them “for ‘protection merely, 
and not for revenue. © As long, then, as Congress 
may gradually increase the rate of duty on a given 


article, and the revenue is increased by such iñ- j 


crease of duty, they are within the revenue stand- 
ard. When they go beyond that point, and, as 
they increase the duties, the revenue is diminished 
or destroyed, the act ceases to have for its object 
the raising of money to support government, but 
is for protection merely. 

It “does: not follow that Congress should levy 
theshighest duty on all articles of import which 
they: wall ‘bear. within’ the revenue standard; for 
"such" Yates” would probably produce a much 
larger amount than the economical administration 
of the net would require. Nor does it 
follow that the duties on all articles should be at 
the same, ota horizontal rate. Some articles will 
bear a much’ higher revenue duty than others. 
Below the maximum of the revenue standard 
Congress may and ought. to discriminate in. the 
rates imposed, taking ‘care so to adjust them on 
different articles as to produce in the aggregate the 
amount which, when added to: the proceeds. of 
soles of public lands, may beneéded to pay the | 
economical expenses of the government. 
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| duties, the injustice and inequality. of the act of 


i, and the poorer classes who are least able to bear 


| and mercases his profits, it docs not benefit the 
| operatives or laborers in his employment, whose 


-In levying a tariff of duties, Congress exercise 
the taxing power, and for purposes of revenue 
may select the objects of taxation, They may 
exempt certain articles altogether, and permit 
their importation free of duty. On others they 
may impose low duties. In these classes should 
be embraced such articles of necessity as are in 
general use, and especially such as are consumed | 
by the laborer and the poor, as well as by the 
wealthy citizen. Care should be taken that all 
the great interests of the country, inchiding manu- 
factures, agticulture, commerce, navigation, and 
the mechanic arts, should, as far as may be prac- 
ticable, derive equal advantages from the inciden- 
tal protection which a just system of revenue du- | 
ties may afford. Taxation, direct or indirect, is 
a burden, and it should beso imposed as to ope- 
rate as equally as may be, on all classes, in the 
proportion of their ability to bear it. T'o make} 
the taxing power an actual benefit to one class, 
necessarily increases the burden of the others be- 
yond their proportion, and would be manifestly 
unjust. The terms “protection to domestic in- 
dustry,” are of popular import; but they should 
apply under a just system to all the various 
branches of industry in our country. The farm- 
er or planter who toils yearly in his fields, is en- 
gaged in “domestic industry,”’ and is as much en- 
titled to have his labor ‘“‘protected,’’ as the manu- 
facturer, the man of commerce, the navigator, or 
the mechanic, who are engaged also in ‘domestic 
industry,” in their different pursuits. The joint 
labors of all these classes constitute the aggregate | 
of the “domestic industry” of the nation, and 
they are equally entitled to the nation’s ‘protec- | 
tion.” No one of them can justly claim to he the | 
exclusive recipients of ‘“‘protection,’’ which can | 
only be afforded by increasing burdens on the | 
“domestic industry ”’ of the others. | 

If these views be correct, it remains to inquire | 
how far the tariff act of 1842 is consistent with | 
them. That many of the provisions of that act | 
are in violation of the cardinal principles here laid | 
down, all must concede. The rates of duty im- | 
posed by it on some articles are prohibitory, and 
on others so high as greatly to diminish importa- 
tions, and to produce a fess amount of revenue than | 
would be derived from lower rates. They operate 
as ** protection merely,” to one branch of “‘do- | 
mestic industry,” by taxing other branches. 

By the introduction of minimums, or assumed 
and false values, and by the imposition of specific 


1842, in its practical operations on different classes 
and pursuits, are seen and felt. Many of the op- 
pressive duties imposed by it under the operation | 
of these principles, range from one per cent. to | 
more than two hundred per cent. They are pro- 
hibitory on some articles, and partially so on 
others, and bear most heavily on articles of com- 
mon necessity, and but lightly on articles of | 
luxury. Itis so framed that much the greatest 
burden which it imposes is thrown on labor 


it, while it protects capital and exempts the rich 
from paying their just proportion of the taxation | 
required for the support of government, While ; 
it protects the capital of the wealthy manufacturer, | 


wages have not been increased by it. Articles 
of prime necessity or of coarse quality and low 
price, used by the masses of the people, are, in 
many instances, subjected by it to heavy taxes, 
while articles of finer quality and higher price, or 
of luxury, which can be used only by the opulent, 
are lightly taxed. It imposes heavy and unjust 
burdens on the farmer, the planter, the commer- 
cial man, and those of all other pursuits except 
the capitalist who has made his investments in 
manufactures. All the great interests of the coun- | 
try are not, as nearly as may be practicable, | 
equally protected by it. 

The government in theory knows no distinction | 
of persons or classes, and should not bestow upon | 


some favors and ‘privileges which. all others may || 


not enjoy. It was the purpose of its Hhistrious | 
founders to base the institutions which they. reared 


upon the great and unchanging principles of jus- | 


tice and equity, conscious that if administered in 
the spirit in which they were conceived, they would 
be felt only by the benefits which they diffused, 
and would secure for themselves a defence in the | 
hearts of the people, more powerful than standing 


armies, and all the means and a pliances invented 
to sustain governments founded in injustice and 
oppression. : 

The well-known fact that the tariff act of 1842 
was passed by a majority of one vote in the Se- 
nate, and two in the House of Representatives, 
and that some of those who felt themselves con- 
strained, under the peculiar circumsiances existing 
at the time, to vote in its favor, proclaimed its đe- 
fects, and expressed their determination to aid in 
its modification on the first opportunity, affords 
strong and conclusive evidence that it was not in- 
tended to be permanent, and of the expediency 
and necessity of its thorough revision. 

In recommending to Congress a reduction of 
the present rates of duty, and a revision and modi- 
fication of the act of 1842, J am far from enter- 
taining opinions unfriendly to the manufacturers. 
On the contrary, I desire to see them prosperous, 
as far as they can be so, without imposing une- 
qual burdens on other interests. The advantage 
under any system of indirect taxation, even with- 
in the revenue standard, must be in favor of the 
manufacturing interest ; and of this no other in- 
terest will complain. 

I recommend to Congress the abolition of the 
minimum principle, or assumed, arbitrary, and 
false values, and of specific duties, and the substi- 
tution in their place of ad valorem duties, as the 
fairest and most equitable indirect tax which can 
be imposed. By the ad valorem principle, all ar- 
ticles are taxed according to thew cost or value, 
and those which are of inferior quality, or of 
small cost, bear only the just proportion of the 
tax with those which are of superior quality or 
greater cost. The articles consumed by ail are 
taxed at the same rate. A system of ad valorem 
revenue duties, with proper discriminations and 
proper guards against frauds in collecting them, it 
is not doubted, will afford ample incidental advan- 
tages to the manufacturers, and enable them to 
derive as great profits as can be derived from any 
other regular business. It is believed that such a 
system, strictly within the revenue standard, will 


| place the manufacturing interests on a stable foot- 
| ing, and inure to their permanent advantage ; while 


it will, as nearly as may be practicable, ex‘end to 
all the great interests of the country the incidental 
protection which can be afforded by our revenue 
laws. Such a system, when once firmly estab- 
lished, would be permanent, and not be subject to 
the constant complaints, agitations, and changes 
which must ever occur when duties are not laid 
for revenue, but for the ‘* protection merely” of a 
favored interest. 

In the deliberations of Congress on this subject, 
it is hoped that a spirit of mutual concession and 


| compromise between conflicting interests may pre- 


vail, and that the result of their labors may be 
crowned with the happiest consequences. 

By the constitution of the United States, it is 
provided that ‘no money shall be drawn from 
the treasury but in consequence of appropriations 
made by law.” A public treasury was undoubt- 
edly contemplated and intended to be created, in 
which the public money should be kept from the 
period of collection until needed for public uses. 
In the collection and disbursement of the public 
money no agencies have ever been employed by 
law, except such as were appointed by the govern- 
ment, directly responsible to it, and under its con- 
trol. ‘The safe-keeping of the public money should 
be confided to a publie treasury created by law, 
and under like responsibility and control. It is 
not to be imagined that the framers of the consti- 
tution could have intended that a treasury should 
be created as a place of deposite and safe-keeping 
of the public money which was irresponsible to 
the government. The first Congress under the 
constitution, by the act of the second September, 
1789, “to establish the Treasury Department,” 
provided for the appointment of a treasurer, and 
made it his duty ‘* to receive and keep the moneys 
of the United States,’ and “at all times to submit 
to the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comp- 
troller, or either of them, the inspection of the 
moneys in his hands.” 

That banks, National or State, could not have 
been intended to be used as a substitute for the 
treasury spoken of in the constitution, as keepers 
of the public money, is manifest from the fact that 
at that time there was no National bank, and but 
three or four State banks of limited capital existed 
in the country. Their employment as deposito- 
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porations. ‘The money, of the people should ‘be 
_ Kept iw the Treasury ofthe people created by law, 


and be inthecustody of agents.of the people chosen. 
by themselves, according to the forms ef the Con- 


stitutions. agents who. are directly:responsible to 


the Government, who are under adequate:bonds | 


and oaths, and who-are subject: to ‘severe punish» 
ments for any embezzlement, private use, or mis- 


application of the publicfunds, and:for any failure 


in other respects to :performtheirduties.. To'say 
that the people or their Governmentare incompe- 
tentor not to be trusted with the.custody of their 
own money intheic own Treasury, provided by 
themselves, but mustrely on the presidents, cash- 
iers, and stockholders of banking corporations not 
appointed by them, nor responsibleto them,would 
be to'concede that they are incompetent for self 
government, H 

ln recommending 
stitutiohal. Treasury, in which the public money 
shall. be kept, I desire that adequate provision be 


made by law for its safety, and that all executive |} 


discretion or control over itshall be removed, 
except: such as may: be necessary in directing its 
disbursement ‘in pursuance of appropriations 
made by lawi 0 r> as 

Under our present land system; limiting the 
minimum. price at which.the public lands. can 
be entered to $1.25 per acres large quantities of 
lands of inferior quality remain unsold, because 
they will not command that price): From the 
records of the General Land Otice itappears that 
of the public lands remaining unsold in the sew- 
eral States and Territories in which they are sit- 
uated: thirty-nine million one hundred’ and ‘five 
thousand five hundred and seventy-seven acres 
have been in tho market subject to entry more 
than twenty years; forty-nine million six hun- 
dred and thirty-eight thousand six hundved and 
forty-four acres for more than fifteen years; sev- 
enty-threc million seventy-four thousand and six 
hundred acres for more than ten years; and one 
hundred and six million one hundred and sev- 
euty-six thousand nine hundred ‘and sixty-one 
acres for more than five years. Mach the largest 
portion of these lands will continue to be unsalo- 
able at the minimum price at which they are per- 
mitted to be sold so longas large territories of 
lands from which the more valuable portions have 
not been-selected are annually brought into mar- 
ket by the Government. With the view to the 
sale and settlement of these inferior lands I rec- 
ommicnd thatthe price be graduated-and reduced 
Lelow the present mimimum rate, confining. the 
sales at the reduced prices to settlersand cultiva- 
tors in Hmited quantities. -Lf graduated and re- 
duced in -price for a limited term to’one dollar per 
acre, and after the expiration of that period for a 
second and third term to lowerrates,a large por- 
tion of these lands would be purchased, and many 
worthy citizens, who are unable to pay higher 
rates, could purchase homes for themselves.and 
theirfamilies. By adopting the policy of gradua- 
tion and reduction of price these inferior lands 
will be sold for their real value, while the States in 
which they lie will be freed from the inconven- 
ience, if notinjustice, to which they are subjected, 
in consequence of the United States continuing to 
own large quantities of public lands within their 
borders not liable to taxation for the support of 
their local governments. 

[recommend the continuance of the policy of 
granting preémptions in its most liberal extent to 
all those who have settled, or may hereafter settle, 
on the public lands, whether surveyed or unsur- 
veyed, to which the. Indian title. may have been 
extinguished at the: time of settlement. It has 
been found by experierice that. in’ consequence of 
combinations of purchasers and other causes à 
very small quantity of the public lands; when-sold 
at public auction, commands a higher price than 
the minimum rate established by law. The set- 
tlers on the public lands are, however; butrarely 
able to secure their homes and improvements at 
the public sales at that rate; because these com- 
binations, by: means of the capital they command, 
and theirsuperior ability to purchase, render itim- 
possible for the settler to compete with them in 
the market. By- putting down all competition 
these. combinations of capitalists and speculators 
are usually enabled to purchase the lands, in- 
cluding the. improvements -of the settlers, at the 
minimam price of the Government, and either 


stitution-sheuld-be independent. of all banking cor-- 


the establishment of acon: | 


| 


rupe the amount paid for them to. the: Govern 
b mente: 


|}. Experience has proved’ that no porti 


‘degree’ indebted. forthe rapid extension. and 
J| aggrandizement of our country. Sa 


tarn them oütof their homes or extort from them, | 
according to their ability to pay, double or quad- 


itis to.the-enterprise and. pe rseverance of 
the hardy pioneers of the West, who penetrate the 
wilderness with their families, sufferthe dangers, | 
the privations, and hardships attending’the settle- 
ment of'a new.country, and prepare the way for 
the body. of.emigrants who, in the courseofa few 
years, usually follow them, that we are in agreat 


f ion of our 
population is more patriotic than the hardy and 
brave men of the frontier; or more:ready to obey 
thecall of their country; and to defend ber rights 
and her-honor, whenever. and by whatever enemy 
assailed. They should- be protected from the 
grasping speculator, and secured, at the minimum 
price of the public lands, in the humble homes 
which they have improved by their labor. With 
this end in view, all vexatious or unnecessary re- 
Strictions imposed upon them by the existing pre- 
emption laws:should be repealed-or modified, Tt 
is the true policy of the Government to: afford 
facilities to its citizens to become the owners of 
small portions of our vast public domain ‘at low 
and moderate rates, ; 

The:present system of managing the- mineral 
lands of the United: States is believed. to be radi- 
cally defective... More than a million acres of the 
public lands, supposed to contain lead and other 
minerals, have been-reserved from sale; and..nu- 
merous leases upon them have been granted to 
individuals upon a stipulated rent. The system 
of granting leases has proved to be not only un- 
profitable to the Government but unsatisfactory 
to the citizens who have“ gone upon the lands, 
and. must, if continued, lay the foundation of 
much future difficulty between the Government 
and the lessees. According to the official rec- 
ords the amountof rents received by the Govern- 
ment for the years 184], 1842, 1843, and 1844 
was $6,354 74, while the expenses of the system 
during the same period, including salaries of su- 
perintendents, agents, clerks, and incidental ex- 
penses, were $26,111 11—the income being less 
than one fourth of the expenses, To this pecu- 
niary loss may be added the injury-sustained by 
the public in- consequence of the destruction of 
timber, and the careless and wasteful manner of 
working the mines. © The system has given rise 
to much litigation-between the United States and 
individual citizens, producing irritation anid ex- 
citement in the mineral region, and involving the 
Government in heavy additional expenditures. 
It is believed that similar losses and embarrass- 
ments will continue to occur while the present 
system of leasing these lands remains unchanged, 
These lands are now under the superintendence 
and care of the War Department, with the ordi- 
nary duties of which they have no proper ornat- 
ural connection. E recommend the repeal of the 
present system, and that these lands be placed 
under the superintendence and management of the 
General Land Office, as other public lands, and 
be brought into market and sold upon such terms 
as:Congress in.their wisdom may prescribe, rē- 
serving to the Government an equitable percent- 
age of the gross-amount of mineral product, and 
that.the preémption principle be extended to res- 
ident miners. and settlers upon thém at the mini- 
mum price which may be established by Con- 
gress.: 

: I refer you to the accompanying report of the 
Secretary of War for information respecting the 
present situation.of the Army and its operations 
during the past year; the state of our defenses; 
the condition of the public works; and our rela- 
tions with the various Indian tribes within our 
limits or upon our borders; I invite your atten- 
tion to the suggestions contained in that report 
in relation to these prominent objects of national 
rmeterest, 

When orders were given during the past sum- 
mer forconcentrating a military force on the west- 
ern frontier of Texas our troops were widely dis- 
persed;and in. small detachments, occupying posts 
remote from each other. The prompt and expe- 
ditious manner in whichan army,embracing more 
than half our:peace establishment, was drawn to- 
gether on an emergency so sudden reflects great 
credit on the officers who were intrusted with the 
execution of these orders, as well as upon the dis- 


| cipline of the Army itself, “Tobe in strengiti to 


l-protest -and defend:the people. and territory of 


‘Texas, inthe event Mexicoshould commence hos- 
tilities or invade her territories with alarge army, 
which she threatened, Fauthorized the general as- 
signed to the command of the army of oécupation 
to make reqtisitions foradditional forcesfrom sev- 
eral of the States nearest the Texan territory, and 
which could most expeditiously furnish them, if 
in‘his opinion a larger foree than that under bis 
eommindand the auxiliary aid which, underdike 
ciréumsiances, he was authorized to receive from 
Texas, should ‘be required: The contingency 
upon which the exercise of this authority. de- 
pended has not’ occurred... The circumstances 
under which two: companies of State artillery from 
the city of New Orleans weré: sent into Texas 
and mustéfed into the service of the United States 
are fully stated in the report of the Secretary of 
War. I recommend to Congress that provision 
be made for the payment of these troops, ad well 
as a small number of Texan ‘volunteers, whom 
the commanding general thought it necessary to 
receive or muster into our service. ee i 
“During the last summer the first regiment of 
dragoons made extensive excursions through'the 
Indian country on our borders, a part of them 
advancing nearly to the possessions of the Hud- 
son’s Bay Company in the north, and a part as 
far as the South Pass of the Rocky mountains, 
and the headwaters of the tributary streams of 
the Colorado of the West. The exhibition of this 
military force among the Indian tribes in those 
distant regions, and the councils held with them 
by the commanders of the expeditions, it is be- 
lieved will have a salutary influence in restrain- 
ing them from hostilities among themselves, and 
maintaining friendly relations between. them and 
the United States. An interesting account of one 
of these’ excursions accompanies the report of 
the Secretary of War. Under the directions of 
the War Department Brevet Captain Frémonr, 
of the corps of topographical engineers, has heen 
employed since 1842 in exploring the country west 
of the Mississippi, and beyond the Rocky mount- 
ains. ‘T'wo expeditions havealready been brought 
to a close, and the reports of that séientific and 
enterprising officer have furnished much’ inter- 
esting and valuable information. Heis now en- 
gaged ina third expedition; but itis not expected 
that this arduous gérvice will be completed in 
season to enable me to communicate the result to 
Congress at the present session. : 

Our relations with the Indian tribes are of a 
favorable character... The policy of removing 
them toa country designed for their permanent 
residence west of the Mississippiand without the 
limits of the organized States and Tevritories is 
better appreciated by them than it was a few years 
ago, while education is now attended to and the 
nobia of civilized life are gaining ground among 
them. 

Serious difficulties of long standing continue to 
distract the several parties into which the Chero- 
kees are unhappily divided. The efforts of the 
Government to adjust the difficulties between 
them have heretofore proved unsuccessful; and 
there remains no probability that this desirable 
object can be accomplished without the aid of 
further legislation. by Congress. F will at an 
early period of your session present the subject 
for your consideration, accompanied with. an ey- 
position of the complaints and claims of the sev- 
eral parties into which the nation is divided, with 
a view to the adoption of such. measures by Cot- 
gress as may enable the Executive to do justice 
to them respectively, and to put an end, if pos- 
sible, to the dissensions which have long pre- 
vailed and still prevail among them. Í 

_T refer you to the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy for the present condition of that branch of 
the national defense, and for grave Suggestions, 
having for their object the increase of itseficiency 
anda greater economy in its management.” Dur- 
ing the past year the officers and men have per- 
| formed their duty iti a satisfactory manner. The 
orders which have been given have been executet 
with promptness and fidelity.. A larger force 
than has often formed óne squadran under our 
flag was readily concentiated in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, and apparently without unusual effort. Tris 
especially to be observed that notwithstanding the 
union of so considerable a force no act was com- 
mitted that even the jealousy ofan irritated Power 
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Texas, should be required. The contingency-upon 
which the exercise of this authority depended, 
has not occurred.. ‘The circumstances under which 
two. companies of State artillery from the city of 
New Orleans were sent into Texas, and mustered 
into the service of the United- States, are fully 
stated in the report: of the Secretary of War. 1 
recommend. to. Congress that provision be made 
for the payment of these troops, as well as a small 
number of Texian volunteers, whom the command- 
ing general thought it necessary to receive or mus- 
ter into our service. 

During. the last summer, the first regiment of 
dragoons made. extensive excursions through the 
Indian country on our borders, a part of them ad- 
vancing nearly to the possessions of the Hudson’s 
Bay Company in the North, and ‘a part as far as 
the South Pass of the Rocky mountains, and the 
head waters of the tributary streams of the Colo- 
rado-of the West. The exhibition of this mili- 
tary force among the Indian tribes in those distant 
regions, and the councils held with them by the 
commanders of the expeditions, it is believed, will 
have a salutary influence in restraining them from 
hostilities among themselves, and maintaining 
friendly relations between them and the United 
States... An interesting account of one of these 
excursions accompanies the report of the Secre- 
tary of War. Under the directions of the War 
Department, Brevet Captain Fremont, of the corps 
of topographical engineers, has been employed 
since 1842 in exploring the country west of the 
Mississippi, and beyond. the Rocky mountains. 
Two expeditions have already been brought to a 
close, and the reports of that scientific and enter- 
prising officer have furnished much interesting and 
valuable information. He is now engaged in a 
third expedition ; but itis not expected that this 
arduous service will be completed in season to 
enable me to communicate the result to Congress 
at the present session. 

Our relations with the Indian tribes are of a fa- 
vorable character. The policy of removing them 
to a country designed for Gan permanent residence, 
west of the Mississippi, and without the limits 
of the organized States and Territories, is better 
appreciated by them than it was a few years 
ago; while education is now attended to, and the 
ae of civilized life are gaining ground among 

em. : 

Serious difficulties of long standing continue to 
distract the several parties into which the Chero- 
kees are unhappily divided. The efforts of-the 
overnment to adjust the difficulties between them 

ave heretofore proved unsuccessful; and there 
remains no probability that this desirable object 
can be accomplished without the aid of further 
legislation by Congress. I will, at an early period: 
of your session, present the subject for your con- 
sideration, accompanied with an exposition of the 
complaints and ‘claims. of the several parties into 
which the nation is divided, with a view to the 
adoption. of such measures by Congress as may 
enable the Executive to do justice to them respec- 
tively, and to put an end, if possible, to the dis- 
sentions which have long prevailed, and still pre- 
vail, among them. : 

I refer you. to the report of. the Secretary of the 
Navy for the present condition of that branch of 

the national defence; añd for: grave suggestions, 


having for their object the increase of its efficiency, | 


and a greater economy in its management.” Durin 
the past year the officers and men have performe 
their duty in a satisfactory manner. ‘The orders 
which have been given, have been executed with 
promptness and fidelity. A larger force than has 
often formed one squadron under our flag was rèa- 
dily. concentrated in the Gulf of Mexico, and, 
apparently, without unusual effort. It is espe- 
cally to. be observed, that, notwithstanding the 
union of so. considerable a force, no act was com- 
mitted that even the jealousy of an irritated power 
could construe as an act of aggression ; and that 
the commander of the squadron, and his officers, 
in ‘strict conformity with their instructions, holding 
themselves ever. ready for the most active duty, 
have achieved ‘the still purer glory of contribu- 
ting to the preservation of peace. Tvis believed 
that at all our foreign stations the honor of our flag 
has. been maintained, and ‘that, generally, our 
ships of war have been distinguished for their 
` good discipline and order... ‘Fam happy to add, 
that.the display of maritime force which was re- 
quired by the events of the summer, has been 


made wholly within the usual appropriations for 
the service of the year, so that no additional ap- 
propriations are required. 

The commerce of the United States, and with it 
the navigating interest, have steadily and rapidly 
increased since the organization of our govern- 
ment, until, it is believed, we are now second to 
but one Power in the world, and at no distant day 
we shall probably be inferior-to none. Exposed 
as they must be, it hes been a wise policy to afford 
to these important interests protection with our 
ships of war, disttibuted in the great highways of 
trade throughout the world. For more than thirty 
years appropriations have been made, and annu- 
ally expended, for the gradual increase of our 
naval forces. In peace, our navy performs the 
important duty of protecting our commerce; and, 
in the event of war, will be, as it has been, a most 


efficient means of defence. 

‘fhe successful use of steam navigation on the ocean has 
been followed by the introduction of war-steamers in great 
and increasing numbers into the navies of the principal mar- 
itime Powers of the world. A duc regard to our own safety 
and to an efficient protection to our large and increasing coni- 
merce demands a corresponding increase on our part. No 
country has greater facilities for the construction or vessels 
of this description than ours, or can promise itself greater 
advantages from their employment. ‘I'hey are admirably 
adapted to the protection of our commerce, to the rapid 
transmission of intelligence, and to the coast defence. in 
pursuance of the wise policy of a gradual increase of our 
navy, large supplies of live oak timber, an! other materials 
for ship building, have been collected, and are now under 
shelter and ina state of good preservation, while iron steam- 
ers can be built with great facility in various parts of the 
Union. ‘The use of iron asa material, especially in the con- 
struction of steamers, which caa enter with safety many of 
the harbors along our coast now inaccessible to vessels oi 
greater draught, and the practicability of constructing them 
in the interior, strongly recommends that liberal appropria- 
tions should be made tor this important object. Whatever 
may have been our policy in tne earlier stages of the gov- 
ernment, when the gation was in its infancy, our shipping 
interesis and commerce comparatively small, our resources 
limited, our population sparse and scarcely extending be- 
yond the limits of the original thirteen States, that policy 
nust be essentially different now that we have grown from 
three to more than twenty millions of people,—that our 
commerce, carried in our own ships, is found in every sea, 
and that our territoria} boundaries and settlements have 
been so greatly expanded. Neither our commerce, nor our 
long line of coast on the ocean and on the lakes, can be 
successfully defended against ioreign aggression by means 
of fortifications alone. “Lucse are essential at important 
commercial and military points, but our chief reliance tor 
this object must be on a well-organized, eficient navy. The 
benefits resulting from such a navy are not confined to the 
Atlantic States. The productions of the interior which 
seek a market abroad, are directly dependent on the safety 
and freedom of our commerce. ‘fhe occupation of the Ba- 
lize below New Orleans by a hostile force would embarrass, 
if not stagnate, the whole export trade of the Mississippi, 
and affect the value of the agricultural products of the en~ 
tire valley of that mighty river and its tributaries. 

Jt has never been our policy to maintain large standing 
armies in time of peace. ‘They are contrary to the genius 


of our free institutions, would impose heavy burdens on the | 


people, and be dangerous to public liberty. Our reliance for 
protection and defence on the land must be mainly on our 
citizen soldiers, who will be ever ready, as they ever have 
been ready in times past, to rush with alacrity, at the call of 
their country, to her defence. ‘This description of force, 
however, cannot defend our coast, harbors, and inland scas, 
nor protect our commerce on the ocean or the lakes. These 
must be protected by our navy. 

Considering an increased naval force, and especially of 
steam vessels, corresponding with our growth and importance 
as a nation, and proportioned to the increased and increas- 
ing naval power of other nations, of vast importance as re- 
gards our safety, and the great and growing Interests to be 
protected by it, E recommend the subject to the favorable 
consideration of Congress. 

The report of the Postmaster General herewith commu- 
nicated, contains a detailed statement of the operations of 
his department during the past year. It will be seen that 
the income from postages will fall short of tie expenditures 
for the year between one and two millious of dollars. This 
deficiency has been caused by the reduction of the rates of 
postage, which was made by the act of the third of March 
last. No principle has been more generally acquiesced in 
by the peopie than- that this department should sustain itself 
by limiting its expenditures to its income. Congress has 
never sought to make it a source of revenue for general pur- 
poses; except for.a short period during the last war with 
Great Britain, nor should it ever become a charge on the 
general treasury. If Congress shall adhere to this principle, 
as I think they ought, it will be necessary either to curtail 
the present mail service, so as to reduce the expenditures, 
or so to modify the act of the third of March last as to im- 
prove its revenues. The extension of the mail service, and 
the additional facilities which will be demanded by the 
rapid extension and increase of population on our western 
frontier, will not admit of such curtailment as will material- 
ly reduce the present expenditures. In the adjustment of 
the tariff of postages the interests of the people demand, 
that the lowest rates be adopted which will produce the ne- 
cessary revenue to meet the expenditures of the department. 
1 invite the attention of Congress. to the suggestions of: the 
Postmaster General on this’ subject, under the belief that 
such a modification of the late law may be made as will 
yield sufficient revenne without further calls on the treasury, 
and with very little changein the present rates of postage. 

Proper. measures have been taken, in pursuance of the 
act of the third of March last, for the establishment of Hues 


| tion and decision. 


of mail steamers between this and foreign countries. The 
importance of this service commends itself strongly to favor- 
able consideration. : 
With the growth of our country, the public business 
which devolves on the heads of the several Executive De- 
partments has greatly increased. In some respects, the dis- 
tribution of duties among them seems to be incongruous, 
and many of these might be transferred from one to another 
with advantage to-the public interests. A more auspicious 
time for the consideration of this subject. by Congress, with 
a view to system in the organization of the several depart- 


| ments, and a more appropriate division of the publie busi- 
3 A 


ness, Will not probably occur. 

The most important duties of the State Department re- 
late to our foreign afiairs. By the great enlargement of the 
family of vations, the increase of our commerce, and the 
corresponding extension uf our consular sysiem, the busi- 
ness of this departmevt has been greatly increased. In iis 
present organization, many duiies ofa domestic nature, and 
consisting of details, are devolved on the Secretary oi State, 
which do not appropriately belong to the foreign department 
of the government, and may properly be transferred to some 
other department. One of these grows out of the prescut 


| state of the law concerning the Patent Office, which, a few 


years since, was a subordinate clerkship, but has become a 
distinct burcau of great importance. With an excefient in- 
ternal organization, it is still connected with the State De~ 
partment. Jn the transaction of its business, questions of 
much importance to inventors, and to the community, fre- 
quently arise, which, by existing laws, are referred for 
decision to a board, of which, the Secretary of State is a 
member. These questions are legal, and the connexion 
which now exists between the State Department and the 
Patent Office, may, with great propriety and advantage, be 
transferred to the Attorney General, 

In his fast annual message to Congress, Mr. Madison in- 
vited attention to a proper provision for the Attorney Gen- 
eral as an “ important improvement in the executive estab- 
lishment.” This recommendation was repeated by some 
of his successors. The official duties of the Attorney 
General have been ruch increased within a few years, and 
his office has become one of great importance. His duties 
may be still further increased with advantage to the public 
interests. As an executive officer, his residence and con- 
stant attention at the seat of government are required. 
Legal questions involving important principles, and large 
amounts of public money, are constantly referred to him by 
the President and executive departments for his examina- 
The public busiuess under his official 
management before the judiciary has heen so augmented by 
the extension of our territory, and the acts of Congress au- 


| thorizing suits against the United States for large bodies of 
| valuable public Jands, as greatly to inercase his labors and 


esponsibilities. I therefore recommend that the Attorney 
General be placed on the same footing with the heads of the 
other executive departments, with such subordinate officers, 
provided by law for his department, as may be required to 
discharge the additional duties which have been or may be 
devolved upon him. 

Congress possess the power of exclusive legislation over 
the District. of Columbia; and I commend the interests of 
its inhabitants to your favorable consideration. The people 
of this District have no legislative body of their own, and 
must confide their Jocal as well as their general interests to 
representatives in whose election they have no voice, and 
over whose official conduct they have no control. Each 
member of the National Legislature should consider bhim- 
self as their immediate representative, and should be the 
more ready to give attention to their interests and wants, 
because he is not responsible to them. I recommend that 
a liberal and generous spirit may characterize your mer- 
sures in relation to them. I shall be ever disposed to show 
a proper regard for their wishes ; and, within constitutional 
limits, shall at all times cheerfully co-operate with you for 
the advancement of their welfare. 

I trust it may not be deemed inappropriate to the occa- 
sion for me to dwell for a moment on the memory of the 
most eminent citizen of our country, who, during the sum- 
mer that is gone by, has descended to the tomb. The en- 
joyment of contemplating, at the advanced age of near four 
score years, the happy condition of his country, cheered the 
last hours of Andrew Jackson, who departed this life in the 
tranquil hope of a blessed immortality. His death was 
happy, as his life had been eminently useful. He had an 
unfultering confidence in the virtue and capacity of the 
people, and in the permanence of that free government 
which he had largely contributed to establish and defend. 
His great deeds had secured to him the affections of his 
fellow-citizens, and it was his happiness to witness the 
growth and glory of his country which he loved so well. 
He departed amidst the benedictions of millions of freemen. 
The nation paid its tribute to his memory at his tomb. 
Coming generations will learn from bis example the love of 
couniry and the rights ofman. In his language on a simi- 
lar occasion to the present, “I now commend you, fellow- 
citizens, to the guidance of Almighty God, with a full re- 
lianee on His merciful providence for the maintenance of 
our free institutions; and with an earnest supplication, that 
whatever errors it may be my lot to commit in dischar- 
ging the arduous duties which have devolved on me, will 
find a remedy in the harmony and wisdom of your coun- 


sels? 
JAMES K. POLK. 


WASHINGTON, December 2, 1845. 


After considerable time bad been spent in the 
reading— 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the further reading 

be dispensed with. .And the motion was agreed 
to.. 
On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, 
Ordered, That thirty-five hundred copies of the 
message, and fifteen hundred copies of the mes- 
sage and accompanying documents, in addition to 
the usual number, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


Fution; which les: one-day. on thestable: = = 
“| Resolued, That the President ofthe. 


ble, the report of the board of comniissioners appointed in 


pursuance of the act of Congress of the 23d August, 1842, | 
entitled t An act: to provide for the satisfaction. of claims. | 
arising under the fourteenth articte of the treaty: of Dauc- J 
ing Rabbit Creek, concluded in December, 1830,2* embrace | 
ing the ‘testimony on which the claims arising under'said ° 
treaty have been atlowed,. together. withthe amount of} 
scrip: requisite “to” satisfy the same, distinguishing. the | 


amount. already issued, : : 
OREGON TERRITORY, * 


tion: ane : 
Resolved, That in addition: tothe copies of the Presi- 
dent’s message and accompanying documents hitherto or- 
dered to be furnished forthe use.of the Senate, there be 
printed forthe usé ofthe Senate twenty five thousand 
copies of the message, together witli so much of the accom- 
panging documents as refates to the negotiations between 
tie United States and Great Britain. on the subject of the 
Oregon Territory. Ei aK Ý 
» The resolution having: been, read, ° 
Mr: MANGUM asked for 
Mr ARCHER objected’. °° 
On motion of Mr. NILES, ; 
The Senate adjourned..." 


‘its consideration. 


HOUSE OF. REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turespay, December 2, 1845: ; 
“The Journal of yesterday was read andap- 
proved, a E oe ‘ 
COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


The Speaker announced the following members 
as composing the select committee, heretofore 
ordered tobe appointed, on the rules and orders 
of procecding: Mr. Hormes of South Carolina, 
Mr. Joun Q.Avams, Me: Hamum, Mr. Hun- 
ter, Mr. R, Cuarpman, Mr. Bowerin, Mr. Vin- 
ron, Mr. Cares B. Sura, and Mr. Rem, 


COMMITTEL TO WATT ON PRESIDENT. 


Mr. McDowe.t, Mr. Horzins, and Mr. Wix- 
THROP comprised the joint committee on the part 
of the House, appointed yesterday, to: wait -on 
the Presidentof the United States and notify him 
that the two Houses of Congress had met, or- 
ganized, and were ready to.receive any. commu- 
nication he might have tò make., 

A message: was received from the Senate, nati- 
fying the House that Mc. Sprienr and. Mr. Up- 
Ham had been appointed of the same-committee 
onthe part of the Senate. ` 


ELECTION OF CLERK. 


Mr. COBB moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Benjamin B. French be, and he is hereby, 
appointed Clerk of the House for the Twenty-Ninth Con- 
gress. 

‘The resolution was read and agreed to unani« 
mously, 5 

And so Benjamin B. French, esq.,is appointed 
Clerk to the Elouse of Representatives for the 
Twenty-Ninth Congress. ; 

OREGON. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and said, he đe- 
sired lo occupy the attention -of the House fora 
short-time, to present the-petition of American 
citizens in Oregon. : i 

The CHAIR said it could be done only by 
general consent. ; : 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected ‘to tak- 
ing up any business’ out of order. ` The resolu- 
tion olfered yesterday by his friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Core] respecting the ‘choice of seats in the 
Hall, was still-pending, and; as unfinished busi- 
ness, was first in order, : - 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order was the resolution offered yesterday by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Cops.] ; 

«Mr. INGERSOLL. Itis a petition from Amer- 
ican inhabitants of Oregon which I desire.to pre- 
sent and to have read by the Clerk. -I shall then 
move that it be laid on the table. s 

{Some calls to order, with here aod there a 
voice, “ Let’s have Oregon.” 

Objections wers made to the reading. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL said that he would be 
obliged, by the news of. a domestic: affliction, to 
leave this city: for his home-for afew days, and 
that he would have no opportunity, therefore, of 


; i ited States ‘cause - 
tobe laid before the Senate, at as earty:a day as. practica- 


Whereupon, | 


$ petition: 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following: resolu- 


of business.” : S 
Mr. INGERSOLL moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended, to enable him to present the 


And two thirds having voted in the afirmative, 
the rules were suspended... RE os area 

So Mr. INGERSOLL presented the memorial. 
Tiis signed by f 
sible to decipher the hieroglyphics,] Joséph Qer- 
vey and Francis Revay, vice presidents, and by 
Charles E. Pickett and J. M: Holderness, secre- 
taries. 

The memorial prays 
distinct territorial government, tò embrace Ore- 
gonand its.adjacent sea-coasts. j 

That- the lands of the Wallamette valley and 
other necessary portions may be surveyed, and 
surveyors and land officers appointed and located 
at convenient points.’ ig a 

That donations.of lands may be made, accord- 
ing to the faith pledged by the passage of a law 


| through the United States Senate at the second 


session of the Twenty-Seventh Congress, entitled 
‘SA Dill to authorize the adoption of measures for 
the occupation and settlement of the Territory of 
Oregon, for extending certain provisions: of: the 
laws of the United States over. the same, and for 
other purposes,’? © : 

That navy-yards and marine depots may be es- 
tablished on the river Columbia and upon Puget 
sound, and a naval force adequate to their protec- 
tion be kept permanently in the adjacent seas. 

That a public mail be established, to arrive and 
depart monthly, between Oregon City and Inde- 
pendence, in Missouri, and also such other local 
mail routes.as are essential. to the convenience and 
commerce of the Wallamette country and other 
settlements, 

For the establishment of such commercial regu- 
lations as may enable them to trade in their own 
Territory at least on an equality with non-resident 
foreigners. i ‘ 

For adequate means of. protection from the nu- 
merous Indian tribes:which surround them, for 
the purchase of territories which they are willing 
to sell, and for agents with authority to regulate 
intercourse between whites and Indians, and be- 
tween Indian tribes. 

That all the overland routes may be thoroughly 
surveyed, and protection be given to emigrants. 

That the star-spangled banner may be planted 
in and unfurled over the Territory, and kept stand- 
ing and ‘floating over it. in a ‘manner worthy the 
dignity and power of the nation. 

‘ as Clerk having read a portion of the memo- 
rial, 

Mr. McDOWELL moved that the further read- 
ing be dispensed with. ; 

Several Voices. ‘* Read on; read on.” 

Mr. McDOWELL waived his motion. 

. And -the Clerk having made further progress 
in reading, 

Mr. BAYLY rose and said, that as the read- 
ing of the memorial did -not appear to be attended 
to he would move that the further reading be dis- 
pensed with,and that it lie on the table and be 
printed... 

This motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the House do now 
proceed to electa Printer for the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the Twenty-Ninth Congress. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS moved to amend the 
motion as follows: s 


Strike out all after the word “ Resolved,” aud insert the 
words “ that a committee of five be appointed to let the 
printing of this [louse to the lowest bidder, after ten days? 
advertisement in the newspapers printed in this city; the 
person or persons 10 whom it may be let being required to 
give bond, with sufficient security, for the proper execution 
of the work; ‘and the necessary printing in the mean time 
the Clerk of this House is required to have done by the 
printers for the last House.” 


Mr. DAVIS said he supposed that as a mat- 
ter of economy the amendment which he offered 


—, president, [it was impos- | 


Congress to establish. a | 


was justly entitled-to the deliberate consideration 
of the: House. The mode of letting the printing 
of the Departments at the digcretion-of their Heads 
prevailed until within the last few years, | A re- 
form was proposed and adopted by Congress, and 


the principle established of letting the printing of 


the Departments: to the lowest. bidder What 
was the consequence? The work, instead of 
coming into thehands of politicians—-adventurers, 
hungry. cormorants, who hang around this city, 


| hunting after the spoils from the ‘Treasury De- 


partment—went into the hands of honest opera- 
tives, printers, who agreed to perform the work 
since that time for one half the previous cost, 

- Let gentlemen compare ‘the’ actual sums the 
printing had cost under the two systems respect- 
ively, and they would find from. documentary 
evidence that the work had been. done for some- 
thing. like fifty. per cent. of what had formerly 
been paid, and with allthis saving the labor had 
been better performed. - He believed that most of 
the menibers of the House had received a printed 
communication from certain. printers inthis city, 


offering to do the work: of. the present Congress 


at areduction as to some work of thirty-three 
and one third, and as to other descriptions of 
work of. fifty per cent. from the existing prices 
authorized by law. “Now, if so large a saving 
could be effected.on-all the vast amount expended 
for the public printing, while atthe same time 
the work was as well and .possibly better done, 
he put it to gentlemen to say whether their duty 
to their own constituents and to the country. did 
not demand of them to adopt the plan by which 
so great a- public economy could be secured. - . 
Bat, important as this might be in itself, it 
vanished into comparative insignificance when 
put by the side of another consideration, to which 
he would invite the attention of the House, and 
this was that the adoption of such a plas went 
directly and effectually tocut up. what had justly 
been styled the spoils system,as brought to bear 
on the public press, The press had been said, in 
England, to. be the fourtl? power in the State, 
coming next after king, lords, and commons, If 
such was its importance there it was not less on 
this side the water. Here all felt, and could nat 
but feel, the vast importance of so mighty an 
engine. . It was surely, then, ‘a matter of the ut- 
most moment that the press-should be preserved 
pare. and incorruptible, and that jt-might be so 
preserved that the Governmentshould disentangle 
itself from all corrupting connection with it, But 
what was the spectacle exhibited by this Govern- 
ment from year to year? Was it not the odious 
and degrading one of a Government calling itself 
purely republican, virtuous, and free, connecting 
itself in meretricious embraces with a patty press 
the most prostituted in principle, feeding all its 
venom, and rewarding lavishly its utmost licen- 
tiousness? Mr. Davis said he would ever mait- 
tain itas-a principle of the soundest policy that 
the Government ought never to connect itself 
with the newspaper press of the country. Its 
patronage ought never to be given toa prostituted, 
polluted, mercenary party press, whether jt es: 
poused one side or the opposite in our party con- 
tentions. It was the solemn bounden duty of 
Congress to disentangle itself from all such eon- 
nections, and therefore to cease from the patran- 
age It now exercised over the press in any form. 
Mr. Davis disavowed all intention to cust cen- 
sure peculiarly on the Democratic party in this 
matter; the two leading parties of the couatry 
were, In many of their great features, and 6f their 
impulses to action, much the same; and in either 
of them the results of the evil he was deprecating 
had proved much the same. 7 
_ Two or three years ago a proposition had been 
introduced into that House to reduce the alldw- 
ance for the public printing of Congress, and a 
similar measure had again been tried at the Jast 
session, An apparent reduction in the prices had 
indeed been accomplished, but the actual effect of 
that reduction had beenafterward neutralized, aid 
a party favorite had been amply. compensated by 
ordering Yast masses of documentary. printing; 
walen was oflittle or no public utility. Forex- 
ample, the House bad ordered very nomerous 
copies of the returns of the last census, and aifer- 
ward authorized the printing of a vcompendium 
of the census... The former of these jobs bad cost 
the House from seventy-five to.one hundred hou- 
sand dollars; for the latter one printing establish- 
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letting out the printing to the, highest bidder, the 
Government. would have been enabled to make a 
saving of ñot léss than. 70,060. ` 

Had. he time and inclination, Mr. D. said he 
could adduicé numerous facts of. the same descrip- 
‘tion, all going to- prove the enormous abuses 


which had grown out of this mode of doing the | 


publie printing. Why stould-a different practice 
prevail with regard to this branch of the public 
expenditure from- that pursued in reference to all 
other. branches of it? as it wise? Were not 
these expenditures made by advertising for con- 
tracts on the lowest. terms? © Then competition 
was invited, and the result was that of great 
economy. The plan had been found to work 
well, ‘The work-was done upon the lowest terms, 
by skilful and competent undertakers, and an im- 
mense saving was effected to the Government. A 
similar saving would grow out of the adoption of 
the plan he now proposed to the House. But 
again he would say that the mere consideration of 
economy was of no comparative importance to the 
influence which such a measure would exert on 
the purity of the press and the corresponding 
purity of publie sentiment. The public press 
should be:kept pure and uncorrupt: it ought to be 
devoted to truth, and to truth alone; it should 
lend its mighty and controlling power to the 
cause of morality and of high patriotic principle. 
But it was vain to expect this so long as the most 
prominent editors were in-the exclusive enjoyment 
of the public printing. 

In-conclusion, he ‘expressed his hope that the 
amendment he had moved would meet with the 
favor of the House: sure he was thatit would in 
practice effect.a saving of at least thirty-three and 
a third per cent. in the cost of the Government 
printing—while at the same time its indirect opera- 


tion would be to purify, to some extent at least, the | 


public press throughout the country generaily. 


He called for the yeas and nays on the amend- | 


ment. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, remarked that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky had 
„taken him entirely 5 


‘him a new-born zeal for retrenchment in this di- 
„rection. 

Mr, DAVIS asked leave to explain; to which 
Mr. B. assenting, 

Mr. D. said the gentleman was mistaken in im- 
‘puting to him a new-born zeal upon, this. subject. 

rom the. year 1839, the gentleman would find that 
his course and votes upon this subject had been 
uniformly in. strict’ conformity to the proposition 
he had now submitted. i ; 

Mr. BAYLY resumed. He was aware that a 
proposition had been made at the.commencement 
of the last. Congress. similar. to that-now made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky; and, without know- 
ing the fact, he. took it for granted that the gentle- 
„Man at that time sustained the proposition. But 
the gentleman and his party were in a majority in 
this ‘House in 1842, and he had yet to hear that 
that gentleman at that time had imtroduced, and 
exerted himself to carry out, such a proposition. 
-He thought it very probable that some zeal had 
‘been nanifested by the gentleman and some of his 
_ party on this subject when, they had:no power to 
carry it out; but he- had: yet to learn that it had 
been manifested when it could. have been-of some 
avail. But he did not wish, in the discussion of 
this subject, to give a party caste to it.: He had 
only referred to ii to account for the. surprise he 
had expressed on rising that the proposition should 
have been made at this time, and under such cir- 
cumstances as at present existed. a 0 
no public printer. -They had elected a public prin- 
-ter for the last Congress, and for the last Congress 
only. They. were expecting momentarily a mes- 
sage’ from: the President of the United States, to 
which all eyes in this Union, and, indecd, he 
might say,.oPf: Christendom, were in some sort 
turned. -Was that not to be printed? Were they 
to be delayed: until the tedious process of the gen- 
tleman had been gone: through with, before this 
printing, and suck-other printing as. Congress 
might in the mean time require, could be done? 
Tt would subject them. to. an extent of inconve- 
nience, he was sure, which they were not called 
on to incur. Ree aoe 
‘But there was another-objection.to the adoption 
_of. this amendment. If now adopted, the neces- 
sities. of this House, already referred. to, would 


y surprise; and that surprise, | 
in some degree, originated from what seemed to | 


They had now. 


make it imperativel 


| so extravagant as the gentleman seemed to suppose. | 


he entirely concurred with him; and whenever it 


| the House of Representatives, and without attain- 


| the way when he had attributed tö the distinguished | 


y necessary that a speedy con- 
tract should be entered into with the public printer. 
Who was to be benefited by this? Would a fair 
competition be secured? The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky had referred to the practice of the Govern- 
ment in the analogous cases of the supplies of the 
War and Navy Departments by contract. But 
what was the practice of the Government in these 
cases? Were these contracts let at a day or two’s 
notice, when the country was unapprized that 
such was to be the case? The contrary was the 
fact: The practice had not been introduced until 
a law was passed sanctioning it, and then not until 
after due notice had been given to contractors from 
every portion of the Union. The effect of the gen- 
tleman’s proposition, as now introduced, would 
be, to throw the competition for this printing be- 
tween two establishments in this city, and two es- 
tablishments only. If he was correctly informed, 
he believed that the two establishments—the Na- 
tional Intelligencer and the Union—were the only 
ones prepared at once to do this printing. But, in 
any event, under the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman, the House would be subjected to an 
inconvenience which he did not think they were 
called upon to incur. 

But, as far as economy was concerned, the mode 
proposed by the gentleman was not necessary. 
T'he compensation of the printer was regulated by 
law, and was within the control of Congress. If 
too much was now paid, let the price be reduced. 
The gentleman would find no one in this House 
who would go farther than he would to secure 
economy in the expenditures of the Government of 
this description. But he was very much surprised 
to hear from the gentleman from Kentucky that 
there were these enormous profits made by the 
public printer. It was a subject which he (Mr. | 
B.) personally knew nothing of; but he took it for | 
granted that the older members of the House of 


Representatives, who had been here for the last |! 


few years, were pretty good judges of the matter; 
and if he was to infer anything from their action, 
the inevitable conclusion would be, that too much 
was not paid. What was the history of the mat- 
ter? At the beginning of the 27th Congress, this 
House, as he understood, reduced the pay of the 
printer 15 [20] per cent. At that time, the Na- 
tional Intelligencer was elected the public printer. 
The original compensation had been fixed under 
the law of 1819. Subsequent to that time, great 
improvements had been made in the mechanism of | 
the printing press. Printing could be done cheap- 
er; and a corresponding reduction was made at the 
commencement of that Congress. But before that 
Congress had disbanded, the 15 [20] per cent. was 
restored to the political associates of the gentleman 
from Kentucky—giving up, as he was told, asa 
direct bonus, $40,000, which that establishment 
had not anticipated when it took the printing. 
‘They bound themselves to do the printing at the 
prices which had been fixed, and this additional 
amount was given as a direct gratuity. From these 
facts, he should infer that the prices paid were not 


Certainly it could not be so in the estimation of the 
friends of the gentleman, who acted with him on 
that occasion. 

From these facts, they were bound to come to 
one of two conclusions: either that, after the re- 
duction of the 15 [20] per cent. the compensation | 
was inadequate; or another conclusion, which was 
not very charitable, and one which he did not 
choose to make, viz: that this sum was afterwards 
given to them asa gratuity as partisans. As to 
muth the gentleman had said about divorcing the 
public press from the patronage of the Government, 


should be in his power, without inconvenience to 


ing political objects in the seeming effort to avoid them 
whenever he could go directly to the point, 
whenever ‘he could fairly, without attempting a 
political object of any sort—bring about an entire 
divorce between the Government and the press, no 
one would go farther than he would to do it. But | 
in doing this,-he did not-mean to aet with a view | 
to the success of any one establishment in this city | 
or in any other. a wis Geese eed : 
Mr. B., on referring to the public documents on | 
this matter, said he found he was not so much out of | 


|i that to be passed upon by others, not biased by 


| had adverted to the circumstances under which the 
| 15 [20] per cent. had been restored to the National 
Intelligencer in 1842, and he found from the Jour- 
| nal that the gentleman from Kentucky himself had 
absolutely voted for the restoration. He had the 
| Journal before him to establish the fact. The gen- 
tleman had told them of the enormous profits 
made in the printing of the Census and the Com- 
pendium of the Census, and that seventy odd thou- 
sand dollars might have been saved in that instance 
by the plan which he now proposed. If that job 
was so profitable, why was it found necessary to 
add 15 [20] per cent. to. the. compensation of the 
printers of the House, as established by law? 
The gentleman had said it was in vain to expect 
impartiality and candor from the public press as 
long as they were under the patronage of the Gov- 
ernment. Mr. B. hoped the press of this country 
was not as corrupt as the gentleman seemed to 
suppose. He believed the gentlemen in this coun- 
try usually connected with the press were as intel- 
lectual, and, in his humble opinion, as honest, as 
other politicians; and he did not see in the public 
press of the country evidence of that corruption 
which the gentleman had attributed to it. How 
had the gentleman come to that conclusion? He 
knew of but two presses now in existence which 
had been extensively connected with the public 
printing. One of these was the National Intelli- 
gencer. He believed that establishment had en- 
joyed the public patronage for twenty years; and 
he asked the gentleman if he had come to his con= 
clusion of the corrupting influence of the public 
| patronage from the course of that press. He knew 
| that press was conducted with ability, very great 
| ability, and he belicved with as much fairness as 
characterized most of the political presses of the 
country. As to the other press to which he had 
alluded, he should say nothing. He would leave 


political partiality, as he admitted he was. He 
snould say nothing of the character of the indi- 
viduals for whom it might perhaps be known it 
was his intention to vote. But, said Mr. B., I can 
speak of one of them with the confidence derived 
| from an intimate personal knowledge of him from 
my youth; and I can say this Government has not 
patronage enough to corrupt his political integrity. 
‘he connexion of the public printing with the 
ress is calculated, I admit, in corrupt times and 
i corrupt nations, to warp its course. But in this 
country I have not seen that this has been its effect 
heretofore. If the gentleman has seen it upon that 
one which has so long enjoyed the Government 
patronage, l leave it for him to declare. 

Mr. B. further argued that, under this plan, if 
adopted at the present time, there could not be a 
fair competition, as they could. not allow all the 
printing of Congress to be delayed until the mat- 
ter was made. known in Boston, New York, and 
elsewhere.. At the last session of Congress, when 
the press which executed the public printing was 
favorable to the political majority in this House, 
| that majority did reduce the rate of compensation, 

but they did not follow the example set by their 


| 
| 
| 


|; predecessors, in first making a reduction, and af- 


terwards restoring it—as, according to the gentle- 
man’s own argument, there was no necessity what- 
ever for restoring it, except as a gratuity to politi- 
cal favorites. He hoped the House would vote 
down the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky, ie that they would go on and make the 
necessary arrangements for the immediate execu- 
tion of the work which was pressing on them. If 
this House were prepared to take the necessary 
steps towards letting out the printing, by passing 
a law, by advertising through their proper officer 
for proposals, by giving sufficient notice, and open- 
ing a fair competition, he was not prepared to say 
he would not. go with them; but he did not think 
this Flouse was required, for the sake of the paltry 
pecuniary advantage which the gentleman argued 
it would effect, to suffer the inconvenience and de- 
triment to the public interest of the delay which 
would be inevitable were this proposition to be 
adopted. 

Mr. B: having: concluded, 

Mr. DAVIS called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion and amendment; they were read accordingly. 

He also sent up, to be read at the Clerk’s table, 
a pamphlet, purporting to be an offer, on the part 
of some individual or individuals, to execute the 


gentleman from Kentucky a new-born zeal for 
economy, as the gentleman seemed to suppose. He 


printing of Congress at 25 or 333 per cent. reduc- 


tion from the:present rates. 


TL aaa 


5 : -They were readaccord- 
ingly. ae Paea 


He also- sent. upy toi be. read: at, the Clerk’s 
talle, a pamphlet, purporting to. be an-offer an 
the-part of some. individual or individuals to ex- 
ecutethe printing of Congress at-twenty-five or- 
thirty-three*and ‘one third per: cent..reduction 
from: the: present rates. PORN Ae ARATE 
Some moments were occupied.in. the.reading; 
atid, it not being concluded; Be. oat eae’ | 
Mro THOMPSON, of Mississippiyobjected to 
the further. reading, asall. the. members.: ofr the 
House, he presumed, had Had it. laid upon; their 


desks.) e noa y na E ad 
Mr DAVIS. insisted upon its reading, and.that 
the.gentleman’s objection, inorder to be effect: 
ual, should: have been. made: before the: reading 
commented, oe... ae 7 Gu omir “i 

Mr. THOMPSON then moved to suspend the 
reading ofthe papers: oi 3s pam R l 

Mr, DAVIS, thereupon said that-he would not 
insiston having the. rest of it read, inasmuch,.as 
the-offer had been stated, - He would now. offera 
few. words in:reply to:the speech.of the:honorable 
gentleman from. Virginia, [Mrz Barzy.]: That 
honorable gentleman. was, he believed, a. politician 
ofthe strict coustraction'school,-and he. would do 
the gentleman the justice to admit that.ja general 
he adhered, with great strictnessand tenacity to 
the faith. Now, be would ask that gentleman to 
say. whether he wanted a Government press as an 
appendage to : the.Government. of the United 
States? Under. what clause of ‘the Constitution, 
or-under which. of.the resolutions-of 1798, did. he 
find the authority for such an adjunct? The 
gentleman, he: had no; doubt, had adopted his 
political principles in good faith, and professed 
them with perfect candor. and full belief, and in 
his: general course went for carrying them out 
` iuto actions but -he..would ask the gentleman 
whether, in the present instance, he was not a 
litle departing. from his own creed? 

Mr: McDOWELL here interposed to ask the 
floor for.a moment to.make a report. 

And the, floor. having been , yielded by. Mr. 
Davis for that purpose, : 

Mr. McDOWELL, from the joint committee 
appointed to wait.on the President of the United 
States aud inform him that Congress had assem- 
bled, that a quorum. has been formed in each 
louse and that Congress is ready to.receiveany 
communication he. may, be pleased, to make, re- 
ported thatthe joint.committee had. discharged 
the-duties assigned. it,-and} that. the:-President 
would make.a:communication tothe two Houses 
of Congress forthwith. She ae ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS resumed... He would again turn 
to the gentleman’ from ‘Virginia, and wouldiask 
him to review- his- principles, and look at the con- 
sistency of. throwing his acknowledged. ability | 
and influence in: favor of fixing. on. the .Govern+ 
ment a Government press. The gentleman rep- 
resented; Accomac.. Could the House forget that 
the gentleraan’s predecessor (Mr. Wise) had 
been adleader in pressing onthe very object pro- 
posed to. be effected by the amendment? .. Yes, - 
that gentleman’s. ‘illustrious, predecessor” was 
the first man Mr. Davis had ever heard raise his 
voice in favor of separating the Government fro 
the political press-of the country.: ee 


RECEPTION OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. ' 


Here Mr. Davis was interrupted by the.ap- 
pearance at the bar of the President’s Private 
Secretary with the annual executive message, 
which was received and read. 


‘The reading of the message (which consumed | 


au hour and. fifty minutes) having. been con- 
cluded, . i E x 4 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, moved that the 
message do lie on the. table, and that the- usual 
number of copies thereof.be printed. ; 

Mr. CHAPMAN also. moved. the previous 
question. ce 

Mr. BRODHEAD sent to the table to have 
read the fullowing resolution: : 

Resolved, That the message of the President of the 
Untied States be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
owthe state of the Unión, and that fifteen thousand copies 
with and twenty thousand without: the accompanying 
documents be printed forthe use of the House, and that 
the printing be idone.by the printers to be hereafter 
elected. . 

Mr CHAPMAN accepted this as a modifica- 
tion of his motion; and Pa 

‘The previous question was then seconded, put, | 


THE CONGRESSIO 


and carried; .and-under its operation. the resolu- 
‘tion submitted by Mr..Broparap, and. accepted - 


z CHarman asa modification of his motion, 
reed tows: ETOS a S48 SEES 


ounced that the ques- 
of Mr. BAYLEY, that 


By 


teceived. = a a 

> Mr G. DAVIS, who was t jt 
said that atthislate hour of the day (it was three 
o'clock p.m.) he felt reluctance at resuming his 
argument, and would ‘therefore move’ that the 


| House adjourn. 


“And thereupon the House adjourned.” 


IN SENATE. 
_. Wepyespay, December 3, 1845. 


. Fhe VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the annual report. of the, Secretary. of the 
‘Treasury. bef one Sg SE ot ; : 

Mr. SPEIGHT. said. he believed.it was not 
usual to read this report. He therefore. moved 
that it be laid on-the table, and that five thousand 
copies be printed; which -motion was agreed. to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before. the 
Senate a report from the Treasurer of the United 
States, communicating copies of the Treasurer’s 
accounts; which was laid on the table... 00) 

The VICE PRESIDENT then announced that 
petitions. were in order; but.on the suggestion of 

Mr. EVANS, who stated that it was not usual 
to call for-petitions until after the appointment of 
the committees, 

The VICE PRESIDENT proceeded to callfor 
the order of the day. - 

Mr. CAMERON laid on the table the memorial 
of Joseph Nock, of the city:of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing compensation for loss sustained in consequence 
of the annulment of his contract for supplying the 
Post Office Department with mail locks and keys. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Breese yesterday, was then taken up for con- 
sideration: : f : A 
` Resolved; That so much of the thirty-fourth rule as re- 
quires the appointment of the several standing committees 
by ballot at the present session besuspended, and that the 
appointmeént be. made by-the President of the Senate. 

Mr- BREESE said he understood ‘that there 
were some ‘objections tothis: resolution, ‘and: as 
the Senate was not full he would move. that for 
the present it be passed over. 

The resolution was ‘therefore passed over. 


TREATY OF DANCING RABBIT CREEK. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by.Mr. Sprienr, was then taken. up,.considered, 
and agreed to: bag lt 


Resolved, That the President of the United: States cause 
tobe laid before the Senate, at as eatly:a day as practi- 
cable, the reportof the board of commissioners appointed in 
pursuance of the act of Congress of the 23d ‘August, 1842, 
entitled “An aet to provide forthe satisfaction of claims 
arising under the fourteenth article of. the treaty of Danc- 
ing Rabbit Creek,. concluded in- September, 1830,?? em- 
bracing the. testimony on which the claims arising under 
said treaty have been allowed; together ‘with the amount 
of serip requisite to satisfy the. same; distinguishing the 
amount already issued... ` 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr, ALLEN, was taken up, considered, and 
agreed to: oa i 


Resolved, That in addition to the coples of the Pres- 
ident’s message and äcconipanying documents hitherto 
ordered to be printed for the use of-the Senate, there he 
printed for. the use of the Senate twenty-five thousand 
copies of the message, together with so mach of the ac- 
companying documents as relates to the negotiations 
between the United States and Great Britain on the subject 
of the Oregon Territory, ; 


FORT ON SHIP ISLAND. 


Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which Hes one day.on the table: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States cause 
to be communicated tothe Senate, at as early a day as 
practicable, such information as he may possess, or nay 
speedily obtain, with respect to the practicability and 
utility of a fort or forts on-Ship Island, on the eoast-of Mis- 
Sissippi, with a view to the protection of said coast. 

On motion of Mr. Evans, ~ 

The Senate adjourned. 


ection’ OF. P ublic í 


> And then the mo 


i 
| 


| 


-HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
WEDNESDAY, December 3; 1845: sae 

- Thé Journal of yesterday ‘was read. and ap- 

proved. ee 


“4: From. the Se he Treasury, being 
thé annual report on'the, state of the finarices. 
Mr. HOPKINS moved that the report be laid 


on the table and printed. s O T E O 
Mr. PRESTON KING moved that one bun- 


| dređ additional copies be printed for the use of the 


Treasury Department, Agreed. to. ae 
tid thën the motion to print,as amended, wis 

apteed to. OP ge Oe 

“9. Prom the ‘Treasurer of the United States, 


| containing copies of ‘his accounts with the United 


States for the third and fourth quarters of 1844, 
and first and second quarters of 1845, as adjusted 
aid settled by the accounting officers of the T'réae- 
ury Department according to law. Pe Cee 

Laid on ‘the table, and. ordered-to be printed... 
$.: From the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives, stating that'm obedience to the order of 
the House of Representatives of the 25th af Feb- 
ruary last, directing him to demand and to receive 
from engravers all plates heretofore ordered apd 


Laid on the table,and ordered to be printed.” 
PUBLIC PRINTING, o 00 es 


The SPEAKER announced that ‘the business 
first in order was the resolution offered yester- 
day by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bay 
LY,] providing that the House do now proceed 
to the election ofa Printer for the Twenty-Ninth 
Congress. And the pending question was do the 
following amendment heretofore offered by N 
G. Davis: : ear ee 

Strike out all after the word * Resolved,” and Insert thed 
words “ that a committee of five be appointed to tet the 
printing of this House to the lowest bidder, after pen days? 
advertisement in the newspapers printed in this city: the 
person of persons to whom it may be let being required: to 
give bond, with sufficient rity, forthe proper execation 
Of the works and thc necessary prittiiig in the mean time 
the Clerk of this House is required: to lave done. by. ihe 
priuters for. the last House.” A ee 

Mr. GARRETT DAYIS, who was entitled to 
the floor, rose to proceed in the rematks cont- 
menced by him. yesterday, when : i 

Mr. POLLOCK asked Mr. Davis:to yield the 
floor fora moment, to enable him to move a reso- 
lution, which he sent to the table. © Bae 

Mr. DAVIS said he would do so: ifie would 
occasion no debate, and he did not lose his right 
to the floor. ae sd sn 

Several members objected tothe introduction of 
the resolution out of regular order. : 

Mr. TIBBATTS then asked his colleague tò 
sufferhim to present a paper which-he held in his 
hand, and which he said was of importance to 
their own State, (Kentucky.) oo es 

Mr. DAVIS said'he would:do x0, if by so:doing 
he did not forfeit his right to the:fioor. * 

Mr. HOPKINS objected to any conventional 
agreement between members as to the course of 


| the business of the House. 


The SPEAKER, If the gentemaii from Kén- 
tucky {Mr. Davis]. yields to his colleague: for 


any purpose whatever he must do it uncondi- 
tionally. : 


Mr, DAVIS. — Then J do not 
request of my colleague. è 

Phe House thereupon resumed the unfinished 
business; and s : 

Mr. DAVIS proceeded: with his remarks. 
He said that the gentleman from Virginia [Me. 
Barry] had attempted to involve him “in seme 
degree of inconsistency in the: effort hë was 
now making to purify to some degree the pub- 
lic press of the country by Separating it from 
all connection with the’ patronage of the Got- 
ernment; and to have the printing ‘of Congress 
executed at-as low rates as practicable: and the 
gentleman had seen proper to-sti¢matize Mr. 
Davis's: earnesthess in behalf of tiege objects 


yield to ‘the 
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as a ‘“*new-born'zeal.”? In reply to such an impu- 
tation, he wished now tò present to the House a 
few facts.“ vo 
In the session of Congress of 1839-’40-he had 
-first been honored with a seat on this floor: during 
-the first session of that:Congress earnest, repeated, 


and persevering efforts had been made on the part | 


of thë Whig members to separate the Government 
from all-connexion with the political press of the 
country, and all those efforts: had received the sup- 

ort of Mr. -D.’s votes and the votes of his politi- 
cal friends, but had as regulariy-and unanimously 
been opposed by the gentleman from Virginia and 
his ‘political associates... All. these attempts at 
economy and. at the. purification of the public press 
had received the most cordial and unanimous sup- 
port of the Whig party; but they had been as zeal- 
ously opposed, not by those who were then the 
gentleman’s political friends, but by those who 
now were so; for the gentleman from Accomac 
had not always stood where he now did; but his 
history, which was not an uninteresting one, would 
-show that at that time the honorable gentleman 
ranked himself as a Whig. 

{Mr. Baviy here interposed to assure the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that he was enurely mis- 
taken.] k . 

Mr. Davis. - At all events, the gentleman stood 
in opposition to the Democratic party. 

(Mr. Bayiy again assured Mr. D. that he la- 
bored under a great mistake. ]} 

Mr. Davis. said, if so, he must have been very 
extensively misinformed, for he had certainly un- 
derstood that the gentleman, in some of. his politi- 
cal perigrinations in Ohio, had made open war on 
the Democratic party, and especially on the typo- 
graphical organ of that party at Richmond, on 
whom this same gentleman had yesterday pro- 
nounced one of the most extravagant eulogies Mr. 
D. had ever listened to in his life. 

At the same session of Congress, when the civil 
and diplomatic bill was under consideration, Mr. 
D. had made several unsuccessful efforts to accom- 
‘plish the same object of separating the political 
presa from the patronage of Government, and to 
have the public printing executed at lower rates, 
by giving it out on contract to the lowest bidder: 
in all of these he had been always sustained by the 
Whigs, and always voted down by the political 
party who then constituted a majority, and who 
were. now the friends of the gentleman. 

At the next Congress it happened that the ta- 
bles were turned,’ and the Whigs were in the ma- 
jority.: Mr. D. was again a member, and the 
same identical proposition was made which he now 
advocated, to separate the press from the pa- 
tronage of Government, and to reduce the.prices 
paid for printing by the two Houses.. In the Sen- 
ate a resolution was. introduced to reduce the 
rate 20. per cent.;:a. similar proposition was put 
forth inthe House, and it received Mr. D.’s vote. 
The Whig party having now a majority in both 
“branches ofthe Legislature, Mr. D. had applied 
tothe chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, then Mr. Fitumore, of New York, to pre- 
sent propositions to this effect, as amendments to 
the. civil and: diplomatic bill, and they were car- 
ried.“ It was to this. particular measure, viz: the 
reduction: ‘of the “priceof printing for the depart- 
ments, and the letting of it out to the lowest bid- 
der, and not.to a- general reduction, that he had 
referred in his remarks yesterday, a portion. of 
which had been somewhat misunderstood by the 
reporters. The department printing was now 


„Tet owt to competent practical printers, and. a’ 


saving of at least fifty per cent. on the prices pre- 
yiously paid was effected. ee ees ; 
But the gentleman. from Virginia insisted that 
Mr. D.. was. inconsistent in his course, because, 
‘after voting toreduce the price of printing 20 per 
cent. he- had afterward voted to restore it to its 
-original rate as. fixed by.the law of 1819 ; and the 
course of the gentleman’s remarks on this subject 
called on. Mr- D: for an explanation of his final 
action on that matter. On the last night of the 
97th Congress the Senate’ had voted to amend the 
civil and diplomatic “bill by inserting the follow- 
ing: eee 
“Provided, That.nothing in any resolution of 
‘ either House of Congress shall prevent the settle- 
‘ment and payment of the bills for printing of the 
‘two Houses of Congress agreeably to the prices 
$ established by the joint resolution of March 3d, 
LIB.” : Eas 


When this amendment came to the House for 
concurrence Mr. D had voted against it. The 
bill was returned with the non-concurrence of the 
House in that amendment, when a commitice of 
conference was requested, and at ten o’clock at 
night, while that important bill was still pending, 
Mr. D. had attended as one of the committee on 
the part of the House, and, after discussion in 
the committee, he had at length reluctantly given 
his assent to the amendment. He had done so in 
order to save the bill, which must otherwise have 
been lost. He felt great reluctance and misgiving 
at the time; he believed he was not doing right; 
but then-he reflected that the loss of so mmport- 
ant a bill would have been a still greater cvil than 
the restoration of this twenty per cent. on the 
public printing. Supposing, however, that he 


mitted that he was wrong in doing so, did that 


the same exigency did not exist, to a measure in- 
tended to effect the same and even a greater saving 
than would then have been effected ? 


all party conflicts ‘to the victors belonged the 
spoils.” Mr. D. had not understood the honor- 
able gentleman as giving in his adhesion to that 
most infamous and piratical sentiment. 
| within some ten or fifteen years past such adoc- 
trine never had been heard of; and who had intro- 
duced it?—yes, who had introduced it? Not the 
Whigs. They might justly use the challenge of 
Macbeth to Banquo’s ghost, ‘‘Shake not thy 
gory locks at me; thou canst not say I did it.” 
Who did? The ‘ Democracy.” It was they 
who had introduced the shameless maxim ; and it 


quences of its subsequent practical adoption by 
both parties. It was this detestable maxim that 
had proved the fruitful source of wide and over- 
spreading corruption. Yes, if there ever wasa 
principle which, reduced to practical action, was 
calculated to sap the very foundations of our civil 
polity and overturn the Government and the Con- 
stitution, it was this principle of the spoils. Con- 


i 


practice under the Administration of the venera- 
ble and illustrious gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams.] That pure but much calumniated 
man had removed but two public officers durin 


justifiable ground of impeachment.’ Mr. D. ad- 
| verted to his Administration with’a just pride; he 
| held it up to the gaze of the world, and especially 
; would he commend it to the imitation of the gen- 
tleman and his friends for its unstained purity, its 
incorruptible patriotism. So long as that Admin- 


the spoils system had not come into being. But 
how was it now? 
ing open venality. offended the view—lazaroni 
coming in troops, flocking up from all the borders 
of the land to this city for plunder; yes, for pub- 
lic plunder! Men entered the public service from 
no spirit of patriotism, without even a thought of 
benefiting the country, but in the spirit of so 
many pirates and freebooters, publicly robbing on 
the high seas. : 

He called upon the gentleman from Virginia, 
and on all on both sides of the EIouse, to aid him 
| in getting rid of that corrupting patronage which 
debased the public prs and converted it into the 
tool of a faction, Let us abolish, let us utterly 
disannul the spoil principle. Let the reproach be 


principle of the spoils was all that held the Demo- 
cratic party together.” Such a reproach had been 
uttered; and by one who, he supposed, was en- 
titled to speak from an intimate knowledge of the 
principles which actuated the party. 

At the first session of the last Congress a la- 
mented member of this House from the gentle- 
man’s own State (the late Mr Gilmer) had intro- 
duced a proposition having the same end in view 
with the amendment Mr. D. had now offered, viz: 
the severance of the patronage of Government from 
| the public prêssyand Mr. D; had given: it-his vote. 
Tt came from a Virginian, and from.a Democrat; 
it was right; it commended itself to Mr. -D.’s con- 
science, and he gave it his cordial support. Yet 
the gentleman charged Mr.D. with inconsistency; 
talked about his “ new-born zeal,” and professed 
at the same time great approbation of the object of 


was wrong in giving such a vote, and he now ad- | 


justify the opposition of the gentleman now, when į 


It had been | 
announced on the floor of the other House that in ; 


Until | 


was they who were responsible for the conse-: 


trast this and its progeny with the policy and the | 


his whole term of office, and in. both cases for | 
cause, and such cause as would have furnished | 


istration held the reins of power, such a thing as |i 


What a spectacle of unblush- | 


no longer heard by gentlemen that ‘‘ the cohesive | 


| i 


| i 


the amendment. The gentleman, too, wanted to 
separate the Government from the press: then what 
was his objection to this proposition for that very ` 
object? Why,-the mode of pursuing the object 
was not the right mode, and the time was not the 
right time; the whole measure was precipitate. 
Well, if so, then Mr. D. would commend it to the 
ability and to the influence with the majority, 
which all would concede to the gentleman, and he 
would ask him to propose some plan of his own. 
If he would bring forward any feasible practicable 

lan for divorcing the Government from the pub- 
ic press, and for reducing the expense of the pub- 
lic printing, he would vindicate more effectually 
his own consistency, and would be im a better po- 
sition to make an attack upon Mr. D. 

The gentleman liked the principle of the amend- 
ment. Oh yes! but then the House would be left 
without a printer. Not so; the amendment ex- 
pressly provided against that difficulty: however, 
more effectually to obviate that objection, Mr. D. 
would modify his amendment. [He modified it 
accordingly, so as to allow twenty days’ notice 
before letting, and allowing the Clerk discretion in 
the meanwhile to get the necessary printing ex- 
ecuted, 

Now, if the amendment in this form shall pre- 
vail, who would get the printing in the meanwhile? 
Who would get it?- Did he not know that it would 
be given to that very friend of his on whom he had 
pronounced so lofty a panegyric? 

Mr. D. would now once more ask the honora- 
ble gentleman whether he wanted a press sustained 
by the Government? Did the gentleman believe 


; that a press so sustained could be pure? If he did, 


the gentleman was possessed of a degree of cre- 
dulity for which Mr. D. had never given him 
credit. The gentleman had adverted to the char- 
acter of the National Intelligencer, and had ad- 
mitted that, with great ability, it united as much 
political honesty as could be found in any other 
public print. În that commendation Mr. D. 
heartily concurred; and he would add, that of dig- 
nity, truth, decorum, and patriotism, that noble 
and ancient journal had more than an ordina 

share. He could not say so much for any publie 
print which had been edited by the gentleman ’s 
so highly-lauded friend of the Richmond Enquirer. 
Had the gentleman forgotten the sentiments once 
put forth by that veteran and most unchangeable 
of politicians? Who was it that once said, “We 
‘cannot consent to lend a hand toward the elec- 
‘tion of such a man as Andrew Jackson?” The 
Richmond Enquirer. Who declared that it 
“ would deprecate his election as a curse upon 
our country?’ The Richmond Enquirer. Who 


| was it that had warned the nation that *‘ on any 


‘great crisis Andrew Jackson would: convert the 
‘whole country into one great camp, and would 
‘reduce almost everything under martial law?” 
The Richmond Enquirer. Who had once said, 
“ We can commend General Jackson’s modesty 
“in retiring from the Senate and the Bench, when 
‘he discovered the superior qualifications of other 
‘people. Can we say as much for his modesty, 
‘when he is now. aspiring to the highest office in 
‘this nation?’ Who held such language respect- 
ing the “old Roman?” The Richmond Enquirer. 
Who was it that announced to the country that 
Andrew Jackson was “too little of a statesman, 
t too rash, too violent in his temper, his measures 
‘too much inclined to arbitrary government, to 
‘obtain the humble support of the editor of this 
‘paper???’ Ay, who (he asked) was it that ut- 
tered, with warning voice, this solemn truth? It 
was the Richmond Enquirer. What print had 
asked, “‘ what kind of a President would this great 
‘civilian make? A gentleman who cannot inter- 
‘ pret the plain expression of one law; and yet who 
‘ would be called upon to administer all the laws 
‘of the land. One whose ideas are so purely 
‘military, that he would transmute a traitor into 
‘a spy; or would punish treason, not by civil 
‘courts, but by a court martial??? Whose warn- 
ing voice uttered this denunciation of the legal 
and juridical acquirements of the Chief Magistrate 
of this:Union,. and such: an estimate of the man 
whose military achievements ‘filled the measure 
of: his country’s glory??? The Richmond En- 
quirer. Who opposed the sub-treasury, and de- 
nounced it? The Richmond Enquirer. Ay, and 
who, after all this, turned short round, and lauded 
this same Andrew Jackson as the * old Roman,” 
worshipped him as a demi-god, and, without a 
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the ‘fittest of all men to Bll the presidential chair? 
The same veteran editor, whose-praises the gen- 
tleman sang in such exalted strains: : Yes, after 
openly denouncing the sub-Treasury as the most 


dangerous of all measures, he turned’ about and‘ 


praised itas the only constitutional depository for 
the public money.’ Asto the gentleman’s private 
and personal character, and his deportment in 
domestic life, Mr. Davis had ‘never heard aught 
against it; but asa politician and the editor of -a 
leading’ and influential public journal’ he was the 
blindest. worshiper of power, the most abject, 
sycophantic, supple tool that evér fattened on the 
patronage of a party, And never was there a 
more striking, living illustration of the corrupting 
effects of such patronage on the publie press. 

This evil Mr. Davis sought to remedy by let- 
ting out the public printing to the lowest bidder. 
So far as this plan had been tried it had purified 
to some extent the press of the country, besides 
saving thousands to the Government. What for- 
bade the adoption of such a measure? We did 
not want a politician for our Printer. Congress 
Wanted a practical mechanic, skillful and trast- 
worthy, who would do the work with accuricy 
and dispatch, and for a reasonable compensation. 
They did not want a “ veteran editor,” whether 
of high or of low degree. They did not want a 
partisan to stimulate his party venom by paying 
for bitterness and falsehood. 

And then, as to the saving of public money 
which would result from the adoption of his 
amendment, Mr. Davis had in hig hand the offer 
of practical printers to do the work-on terms much 
lower than those now allowed. [Mr. Davis here 
read a printed proposal from Jefferson & Co., 
offering, if rightly heard, to do the printing ata 
reduction of twenty per cent. below the price now 
allowed by law.} 

Mr. Davis here wentintoa calculation as to the 
profit that would result to the editor of the Union 
should he obtain the printing of the executive 
message only, with the accompanying documents. 
He cited the number of copies ordered by each 
House, and went onto show that from one House 
he would derive a profit of $20,000, and from the 


other of $14,000, giving him the net sum of | 


$34,000 profit on the printing of a single docu- 
ment, Applying the offer of these printers to the 
same work he calculated the saving on the mes- 
sage to be $14,400 to the Treasury. Now, the 
gentleman professed Democracy; oh, yes, he went 
for an economical administration of the Govern- 
ment. He was for purifying the public press by 
divorcing it from governmental patronage. Well, 
and how did he prove it? Was it by bringing all 
the way from Richmond a “ veteran editor,” and 
letting him on the first- go-off run his arm into 


the public Treasury up to the shoulder in execu- | 
y yap 


ting his first job of printing? The gentleman did 
himself admit before this House that such patron- 
age did in some degree prostitute the public press, 
and he wished to avoid so great an evil. How 
did he show it? The press was like religion; 


neither could be preserved pure if once the Gov- | 
ernment extended the polluted and polluting | 


mantle of its patronage overit. Both must be left 
uncontaminated and distinct from all Government 
aciion to the spontaneous action of the people. 
Mr. Davis’s proposition went at least one step 
toward attaining such a state of things. Why 
did the gentleman oppose it? 

tle would offer the gentleman his choice be- 
tween the two systems. If he would vote for this 
amendment now, Mr. Davis would then offer him 
two practical printers, hard-fisted operatives, hon- 
cat, competent, skillful, and respectable, who 
would do the work for $20,000 less than his friend. 
He challenged him to stand up in his place, with 
such a proposal openly made in the face of the 


country, and electa political editor to do the same | 


work ata higher price. Let the people be wit- 
hes.~vf his choice. He told the gentleman that 


such profliguie and undisguised extravagance | 


would wake the nation up; and when once that 
lion waked wo to him and wo to the trust that 
people had put in his hands. 

This was Mr, Davis’s principle in the matter: 
pay the public officer a fair price, and let us haveas 
lite of the spoils principle as possible. Some in- 
trasionof such a principle was inevitable; butlet 
us cut it off wherever it could be reached. The 
purity of te Goverment demanded this, the in- 
terests of the people demanded it. He putit to 


the gentleman to say whether this work could |! 


not be done cheaper than it ‘would be if given to 
his friend of the Union? -ir could; and no man 
could wink so hard as to shut his eyes to. the 
fact. -The gentleman claimed to be a purist; so 
did Mr. Davis. Show him a@ corruption that 
could be reached and reformed, and if he then 
stood back and refused-to come up to the help of 
Ure gentleman he might then brand him with in- 
consisten¢y. This’ was the principle he had 
stood up‘for in 1839. He found the marshals, | 
the custom-house officers, the- district attorneys, 
the Postmaster General, and a host more of public 
officers, receiving emoluments:of the most enor- 
mous: magnitude.. His friends and himself, so 
socn as they had the power, reformed the abuse | 
and limited the compensation; yet the gentleman 
from Virginia imputed. to him an inconsistent | 
course, though for all these reforms he had uni- 
formly given his vote. If the measure he now 
proposed was defective and inefficient, why did 
not the gentleman come up to his own principles, 
and aid him by rendering it effective and com- 
plete? He invited him to do so. i 
If, however, his own proposition should fail, 
here was a proposal for which he should vote. 
{Mr. Davis here read the offer of Jesse E. Dow 
& Co. to do the printing at a reduction of forty 
per cent. below the rates established by the law 
of 1819, andtwenty per cent. below those estab- | 
lished by the law of last session.] 
Now, said Mr. Davis, what will you do? 
Will you still elect the editor of the Union, and 
give him from twenty-five to fifty thousand dol- 
lars profit on a single job? What do these hum- 
ble practical mechanic printers tell you? That 


j manner in which he presents his motion. 


they can, even at the rate they offer, make more 
money by the public printing in a single session 
than in ten years’ hard labor as journeymen. 
Now, gentlemen Democrats, what say you? 
Will you, before this American people, vote to 
give the editorof the Union more money in one 
single session of Congress than ten years’ hard 
earnings of one of the laboring people? Wil 


ou? If youdo, you may indeed call yourselves | 


emocrats, but be assured the country never 
will. 

Mr. Davis, in conclusion, offered the modifi- 
cation of his amendment which he had indicated. 

Mr. BAYLY had regretted yesterday the ad 
journment of this debate. He thought the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Kentucky was a 
simple one, understood by all the. members of 
this House, and was anxious to’ save the time of 
Congress by a speedy decision of it. But since 
he had heard the speech’of the honorable gentle- 
man he rejoiced that the argument had taken 
place. He was glad the gentleman had. afforded 
to him the opportunity of inquiring into his [Mr. 
Bayuy’s] humble political history, and of venting 


the spleen of his wrath upon the editor of the | 


Richmond Enquirer, who seemed to be particu- 
larly obnoxious to Kentucky politicians of the 
gentleman’s school. But before he addressed 
himself to a reply to the remarks of the gentleman 


i 
personal to himself, and before he said a word in | 


vindication of a gentleman he {Mr. Barry] was 
proud to call his friend, notwithstanding the gen- 
tleman’s bitter denunciations of him, he desired 
to address himself more particularly to the busi- 
ness before the House. 
gentleman of the parliamentary experience and 
understanding of the gentleman from Kentucky 
would have found it in good taste to confine him- 
self to the discussion of the resolution, and not | 
to have wandered over so wide a field, and not to | 
have edified the House with what he supposed 
was a portion of some one of the very effective 
stump speeches of the gentleman in Kentucky, 
He had stated yesterday that he was not pre- | 
pared to disapprove the end the gentleman aimed 
at in his resolution, but that he objected to theim- 


| but one additional 


He had hoped that a | 


practicable manner in which the gentleman pro- 
posed to attain it. Propositions of this sort, popu- ! 
lar and proper propositions, were very often made | 
with one of two purposes in view: one was with | 
the wish and expectation that they should be suc- | 
cessful. When that was donea practicable mode | 
was undertaken to be adopted, which he should | 
undertake to show was not the case in the present | 
instance, i 
selves, were made, but under such circumstances | 
as forbade their supportat the time when brought 


t sition, 


r ti > ; at the Twenty-Seventh Congress the rate of com- 
Again, propositions, proper in.them- ii 


2 t : | before the end ef the session Gales 
for ward, and were made with the design to throw | 
political odium upon others. He should attempi H 


to show that this must have been the motive | Chair believe it—the testimony produced to sus- 


of the gentleman. He had stated yesterday that 
in his humble opinion the proper mode of re- 
form, if reform was needed, wasto elect a Printer 
undesthe law as it exists at present, when they 
had not time to enter into details and-to arrange 
a better system. Hereafter party passion would 
not be so much concerned as it was al present, 
and they might then, on. duly maturing it, adopt 
sucha plan as would obviate any well-founded 
objections the gentleman had brought against the 
present system. That was the plan he now pro- 
posed, and yet the.gentleman from Kentucky 
complained. that- he [Mr. Barir] objected to his 
position, (which he approved in the abstract,) 
and yet that he proposed no other mode to attain 
the end desired, He had in his hand a resolu- 
tion which he would offer to the House before he 
took his seat which would offer a practical and 

effective mode of effecting his object. : 
But he took another ground in reference to this 
matter. He maintained that they could not pro» 
vide for the public printing at this time inthe man- 
ner proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
The law of 1819, which is unrepealed, which is 
the law of the land; which one House of Con- 
gress cannot repeal; which both Houses of Con- 
gress cannot repeal without the approbation of 
the- President, requires that the Public Printer 
shall be elected, and receive an adequate com- 
pensation forthe work executed by him. Until 
that law is repealed that House bad no akerra- 
tive left it but to proceed to the election. Did 
the gentleman mean to propose a joint resolution 
to repeal the law? That, certainly, is not ghe 
He, 


| [Mr. Bayzy,] in the view he had just taken of the 
| question, presented-no new idea. 


Tn 1837, when 
a Democratic member proposed a plan somewhat 


; Similar to that now submitted by the gentlemau 
| from Kentucky, the whole Whig party in Con- 


gress, without a solitary exeeption, as far asihe 
knew their polities, (the gentleman who. has so 
long headed the list of Whig members being 
found at the very end of the list,) voted against 


i the proposition—a proposition almost in terms 


identical with that now offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. On that occasion a distinguished 
gentieman from New York (Mr. Ogden Hoffraan) 
took the position which he [Mr. Bayr} now 
maintained, that till the law in question was re- 


i, pealed such a proposition could not be entertained. 


He took the ground now... He insisted on the ex- 
ecution of the law as itis. His resolution pro- 
posed to effect the election of a Public Printer in 
the manner prescribed by the law. Before he 
concladed he would proposea modification of bis 
resolution, providing for the raising of a commit- 
tee to inquire whether any change was expedient, 


| aud if so, what change should be made in the 


mode of executing the public printing. He had 
remark to make in reference 
to so. much of the honorable gentleman’s argu- 
ment as was pertinent to the subject before ihe 
House. The gentleman had told them that there 
was a proposition from one esiablishmentts do the 
printing for twenty percent. less than was charged 
under the mode now prescribed by law; bat the 
fact was that that propasition really amounted to 
an offer to reduce the cost only five per cent. 
That he (Mr. Bayiy] would. show ina moment. 
He took boldly theground that these prepositions 
had been thrown in, not with a view toan eco- 
nomical expenditure of the public Money, but to 
embarrass if possible the Democratic party, and 
to afford an opportunity of assault on the partof 
the gentleman from Kentucky. . Before he made 
any further remark on that view of the question 
he would advert to what the practical reduction 
proposed by the gentleman really amounted to. 
Lhe proposition for the printing submitted tothe 
House purported to reduce the price allowed. by 
the law of 1819 twenty-five per cent, But that 
had already been reduced twenty per cent. $ 

that after all the practical reduction proposed 
amounted to just five per cent. Bat he had a re 
markable disclosure to make to the House in ref- 
erence to these gentlemen who made that propo- 
He had already referred to the fact that 


pensation was reduced twenty per cent. on the 
cost of the work as previously charged. But 
& Seaton, 
who executed the Work, came in and askel to 
have the former rates restored; and—syould the 
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tain.this request was that of the very men who are 
now' proposing to save so much money by execu- 
ting the work forso much less. | These very men 
—~one:of them, at: least, to his (Mr. B.’s) know- 
ledge—went before the committee, and testified 
that, unless. the former tates were. restored, the 
public printer would be ruined.. And yet these 
very men, who thus testified before the committee, 
in the case of Gales & Seaton, that, unless the old 
rates were restored, the public printer would be 
ruined, now come. before the House, and propose 
to do it at a reduction of twenty-five. per cent. 
Did any man in the House—would any man in 
the nation—he so credulous as to believe that these 
men really believed that the present rates of com- 
pensation were so extravagant as they affected to 
represent that they. were?) They had involved 
themselves in. this dilemma: either their memorial 
is untrue, or. the. testimony they gave in the case 
of Gales & Seaton was untrue. His own belief 
was, that both propositions weré made purely for 
political. effect: tle trusted the House was bold 
enough to resist all such attempts, He believed 
the people. of the.country were sufficiently weli 
informed to understand the motives and object of 
all such attempts. 


a : 


Yesterday, the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky informed the House that he Was a strict con- 
structionist, and asked him (Mr. B.).in-what part 
of the constitution of the United Statés, or in the 
resolutions of ’98, could be found the power to es- 
tablish a political press. When he (Mr. B.) made 
such a proposition, it would be time enough for 
him to look up that clause of the constitution 
which justified .such a procedure. He had not 
proposed to establish, by government patronage, a 
political press. All that he proposed was, that that 
tw should be adhered to which had regulated the 
public printing from the days of Washington to 
the present time—even under the pure administra- 
tion, as the gentleman characterized it, of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts, It was not 


necessary for him, to defend a proposition which he | 


had never made, and which he assured the gentle- 
man from Kentucky he never would make. But 
if, hereafter, under. any. political hallucination, he 
‘should attempt to make a proposition for the estab- 
lishment'of a government press, he supposed he 
could find in the constitution the power to do so. just 
as readily as he could.the power to open canals, to 
construct railroads, or to charter corporations.. The 
same latitude of construction which justified these 
meastires,, justified the establishment of. a govern- 
ment press. ‘I'he honorable gentleman had under- 
taken. toremind him that he was from the Accomiac 
district, and that his(Mr. B.’s) illustrious predeces- 
sor was one of the foremostin this reform, The 


honorable. gentleman thus scemed to admonish him 


to: be dareful how he departed from the footsteps of 
that.predecessor.. He believed that the honorable 
gentleman himself came from the Lexington dis- 
trict; ‘and perhaps it might: sound strangely in his 
ears that the district which he (Mr: B-) represented 
expected him to think for himself.” Perhaps he 
{Mr. D.] took itfor granted ‘that in Accomac dis- 
trict, as in some others, the representative of: the 
people wes not permitted to exercise his own free 
judgment, but was bound to follow in the footsteps 
of: Ulustrious predecessors, [a laugh.] As he be- 


lieved, that district which he had the honor to rep- | 


resent never disgraced itself in sending to that 
House sucha shackled representative.. But the 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky, not satisfied 
with giving-hint-an illustrious predecessor, whose 
political course hë was bound to follow with im- 
plicit faith, had proceeded farther, and, in an effort 
to parry the charge of inconsistency which. he had 
fastened upon him, attempted to charge him (Mr. 
B.) with ‘political inconsistency. He, (Mr. B.,) 
in convicting the tenan from Kentucky of an 
inconsistency pertinent to the subject: before the 

House, had only had oecasién to refer to. his vote; 

standing on the records o House, in order to 
show that, although now deslaiming so violently 
about extravagant expenditure: r- the public 
printing, le had actually been of voting 
. Money out-of: the public treasury as: i 


{ 
ith H 


partisan editors. - The gentleman might take either 
horn of the dilemma; it was perfect: he might 
choose the one or the other. He (Mr. B.) would 
leave to the country the decision as to which of 
them had taken the course most likely to corrupt 
the purity of the press—he, who was only adhering 
to the system which had uniformly prevailed un- 
der the law, or the gentleman from Kentucky, who 
voted large gratuities to partisan editors. When- 
ever he (Mr. B.} should be convicted of voting | 
gratuities to party editors, then he would indeed 
deserve to be branded as guilty of secking to cor 
rupt the party press. But the gentleman did not | 
choose to confine himself to accusations of incon- 
sistency in reference merely to the question before 
the House: he had travelled out of the recerd, as 
the lawyers say, in order to inform the House that, 
in 1840, he (Mr. B.) wasa Whig, and had, at one 
period, made Whig speeches in Ohio. He told the 
gentleman that he was tctally misinformed. He 
disliked the appearance of vanity—the egotism 
which speaking of himself implied. The remark 
of the gentleman, however, made it necessary to 
give aformal contradiction of hisstatements. [he 
first vote that he (Mr. B.) had ever given in his 
life was for General Jackson, in 1832, against the 
venerable gentleman from Massachusctts. 
membker—Mr. Clay.] He thanked his colleague 
for the correction: it was against the Magnus Ap 
pollo of Kentucky that he had cast his vote in fa- 
vor of General Jackson. | 
Mr. DAVIS. May I ask the gentleman a ques- | 
tion? | 
The SPEAKER. Yes, if the gentloman admits | 
it, and it be in explanation. 1 
| 

i 


Mr. BAYLY. Iam ready to hear the question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Task the gentleman, then, whe 
er he did not vote for General Harrison ? 

Mr. BAYLY. I belicve I can answer that ques 
tion to your satisfaction. In 1836, the competi- 
tors for the presidency were Martin Van Euren, 
Haugh L. White, and Wm. H. Harrison. I be- 
lieved that Judge White was as good a republican 
as Mr. Van Buren. Both were against the bank; 
both were against internal improvements. Judge j 
White denied the power of Congress to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia. Mr. Van 
Buren, although he repudiated the propriety of 
exercising the power, admitted its existence; and 
in that contest, I voted in the State of Virginia, 
and supported Judge White for the presidency, 
and cast my vote for him, against General Har- | 
rison. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, may 1 

The SPEAKER. Will ihe gentleman from 
Virginia give way for explanation? 

Mr. DAVIS. May I then ask the gentleman 
whether he addressed any Whig meetings in Ohio? 
Mr. BAYLY. During my peregrinations in 


th- 


tending to private business—it happened that I 
was called on to make a speech at Columbus, on | 
occasion of the great Whig festival there; 

with that invitation I complied. [Laughter.] Well, 
gentlemen may laugh; but let me tell them what | 
was the purport of my speech on that occasion. 
Did i recommend or advocate any of the Federal 
measures of the gentleman from Kentucky? No, 
sir, And I never shall forget that my denuncia- 
tions of abolitionism, and the general tone and 
tenor of my speech were considered so very mal 
apropes by the Whig leaders, that they were very 
giad to get clear of me. [Renewed laughter.] And, 


sir, although I had some little reputation then asa | 


tory which I gave them on that occasion, and not- 
withstanding they were hard run for speakers, I 
can assure you that they did not afterwards honor 
me with any invitations to address W hig meetings. 
[Laughter.]| And, let me here add, sir, that for 
the activity with which IT opposed the election of 
General Harrison, I was visited with abittemess of 
y heaped on any other 


denunciation perhaps rarely 
man: Iwas then, as now, in the Accomac dis- 
trict, and it was then the boasted banner district 
of the Union. It was precisely at that dark hour 
‘that; in that district, I was most active.in main- | 


l 


[A | 


ii was the 
‘| into power? 


Ohio—not political peregrinations, for I was at- |) 


and |) 


public speaker, yet, after the specimen of my ora- i! 


taining the great State-rights and Democratic prin- 
ciples to which I have ever been, and I trust I ever 
shall be, devotedly attached. Of the part taken 
by me in the last contest, it is not for me to 
speak. _ It is enough to’say I never gave a Federal 
vote. I never maintained a Federal principle. L 
have never failed, to the utmost of my ability, to 
maintain the principles which distinguish the De- 
mocracy of Virginia. 

Thus, (Mr. 5. continued,) the gentleman from 
Kentucky, from that brief recapitulation of his 
humble political career—the necessity for which 
he regretted—could judge whether he had been 
well informed when he said that, at any time, he 
(Mr. B.) had becz an active Whig. His colleague, 
the “lone star of the State,” as he was called, 
Ay. Peypieton,|—(a laugh)—could sustain him 
all that he had stated relative to his past public 


10 


life. He advised the gentleman from Kentucky, 
whenever he wished to get informed of his (Mr. 
N a? w 


s) conduct in his own district, to make that 
the scene of his inquiries. There could readily 
ke ascertained the opinion entertained of his politi- 
cal career. ; 

The gentleman from Kentucky had been pleased 
go on and say that, although in profession he 
B.) was opposed to what he calied the spoils 
tem, yet he was actually co-operating with the 
oils party—with the party that introduced the 

mous system. That was too stale a subject to 
equire particular notice. ‘Lhe truth and justice of 


D. 


| to 


ivir. 


rtie 


i ‘Lhe 

such an accusation were suificicntly known to the 
country. If ever there was a party that indecently 
practised that system, it was the very party to 
; which the gentleman was hivaselfattached. What 
course of General Harrison, when he came 
Did not all the honorable gentlemen 
in that House recollect the boasts—yes, absolutely 
the boasts—of proscription made en that floor by 
a member of his cabinet? Did they net know that 
there were more victims made of Democrats in the 
one short month of Gen. Harrison’s administra- 
tion than were sacrificed during the whole term of 
Mr. Van Buren? “How was the fact now? The 
gentleman complained of Democratic proscription; 
but, as he (Mr. B.) was credibly informed, a ma- 
jority of the office-holders in Washington at this 
| day were Whigs; and how had they got into office? 


| The House would not. fail to recollect, that the 
, Democratic party has been in the ascendency ever 
‘since 1801—with the exception of a short interval 
| during the administration of the venerable genile- 
| man from Massachusetts, and a portion of the 
| term of- General Harrison. If the Democratic 
| party had been as proseriptive as was represented 
'—if the members of that party were such unprin- 
led spoilsmen as they were accused of being by 
gentleman from, Kentucky, how did it happen 

there were so many Whig monuments of 
mocratic clemency in this very city of Wash- 
on? This one single fact destreycd all the 
lent declamation, all the ground asfertions, 
the gent! 
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from him on political grounds. 

bim on the sub-treasury question, when first pro- 
i} tons he had entertained 
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| posed; and on other. ques 
| diferent opinions. from the venerable gentleman: 
but néver one syiläble of censure had escaped his 
lips... In bis-humble opinion, a purer man than 
the-late editor of the Enquirer did not breathe. In 
his opinion, he was at all events as pure—as ele- 
vated above all selfish and ignoble motives—as 
earnestly devoted io principle—as the editors of 
the National Intelligencer, on whom the gentleman 
from Kentucky, notwithstanding his great dislike 


i 
ii 
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of panegyric, had pronounced such aglowing eu- 
logy. But as to thé attack of the gentleman from 
Kentucky upon Mr. Ritchie, by going back to re- 
marks made years ago with reference to General 
Jackson,and which have so often been presented 
to the country, it was only fitted to excite. a smile. 
These. poisoned arrows, which have'so uniformly 
failed to reach their object, will be equally harm- 
less now... ‘There is nothing in the arm of the 
archer who now undertakes to direct their course 
which can excite inthe minds of any the slightest 
hope that they will receive a force which. they 
never had when. pointed by abler men, 

The gentleman from Kentucky insisted that he 
wished to defeat his purpose of economizing the 
expenditure for the public printing. It was notso. 
He (Mr. B.) desired to fulfill the law as it stood, 
and provide forthe execution of the printing at 20 
per cent. less than the rates charged by Gales & 
Seaton, but at the same time to raise a committee 
whose duty it would be to examine the whole 
subject and recommend such reforms as may be 
found necessary. But he was not willing toaban- 
don a system which had prevailed since the foun- 
dation of the Government in the crude and hasty 
mode proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
They must have all the details. They must have. 
a deliberate investigation of the subject. And 
when they felt it to be their duty to reform these 
old practices of the Government, let it be done 
cautiously and calmly—in the right spirit, and not 
for mere party purposes. He had no desire to 
prevent a full examination of the subject—no de- 
sire to prevent reform, if reform were necessary. 
He wished to have the whole matter placed, if 
possible, on a better basis, and one on which it 
could in future rest. He therefore proposed to 
modify the amendment offered by him yesterday ; 
and, for the information of the House, he would 
ask it to be read by the Clerk. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. BAYLY then proposed the following asan 
additional resolution; 

Resolved, further, That a select committee of 
five be appointed, to which the whole subject of 
the printing for the two Houses of Congress shall 
be referred; and that said committee be instructed 
to inquire whether any, and what, change can be 
made in the present mode of executing the same— 
particularly whether it would be better to let it to 
the lowest bidder, or have it done by a press es- 
tablished and owned: by the Government; and, if 
not, whether the price, as fixed by law, can be 
reduced... on re 

, Mr. B. proceeded to say, that the two resolu- 
tions were before them, and it was for the House 
to say which of the two was submitted in good 
faith. He proposed to introduce the law as it was, 
to allow the public printing to go on, and, in the 
mean time, appoint a committee to examine the 
whole subject, and report to this House on the 
subject, so as to put the printing ona proper foot- 
ing. That was his plan—a feasible and practicable 
plan; not like that of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. What was that? To advertise the print- 
ing for twenty days; to let itto the lowest bidder 
—to any one that would take it. Who, under his 
resolution, was to make stipulations for the man- 
nerin which the work should be done? Who 
were to draw. up the contract and specifications? 
Were these so unimportant that they were to be 
delegated to others by the House? What kind of 
work was to be done, the resolution of the gentle- 
man did not specify. Is the House to say that 
the object should be to give it to the lowest bid- 
der? Did they know enough of printing to say how 
it should be disposed of? For his part, he wanted 
information on that point. He wished to give it 
to.a practical printer;.and if there was found a 
bettér, plan, he could assure the honorable genile- 
man, notwithstanding the opinion he beld of his 
being a partisan, that he would find him (Mr. B.) 
fighting shoulder to shoulder with him. But he 
hoped the House was not prepared to adopt has- 
tily any new plan. What was to be done during 
the twenty days which must elapse before the 
lowest bidder gets the job? Why, the Clerk of 
the House, they were told, was to contract for the 
performance of the workin theinterim. Butdid 
the gentleman. not. recollect that that plan was 
adopted in-1837; and, on the representation of the 
Clerk himself, were they not compelled to aban- 
don it? The Clerk was anable to get over the ob- 
stacles. in his way, .He was not here atthe time, 


bat hehad good reason for holding those obstacles | 
to be instirmountable; for scarcely had the plan. 
been adopted when it was precipitately given. up. 
He regretted much thatthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky chose to make that business. transaction a 
party one; and in order to avoid imitating his 
eourse, he (Mr. B.) had declined, at some sacri- 
fice of feeling, all expressions of the kind, know- 
ing too much of the effect of political harangues 
such as that of the gentleman. He had not 
thought fit to canvass the fitness of the eulogy. he 
pronounced on the administration of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. It had entered into 
the records of history. Public opinion was made 
upaboutit.. A verdict had been rendered „and the 
judgment stoed unreversed; avd jt was his belief 
that, so longas the people of this country valued 
their institutions and loved their country it would 
be irreversible. The gentleman from Kentucky 
might think it a subject of eulogy; but he could 
not follow his example, and would be content to 
leave it to posterity, without being influenced by 
the post mortem declaration, given with such bad 
taste by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCONNELL movéd the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD desired to have read the 
following provision of the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill of the last session; [but the 
reading was objected to] — 

“ And all congressional printing executed un- 
der an order from either House made after the 
4th of March, 1845, shall be paid for at prices 
twenty per centum less than those fixed in the 
joint resolution of 3d March, 1819.” . 

The question on the demand for the previous 
question was then taken, and there was a second. 

And the main question (being first on the mod- 
ified amendment of Mr. G. Davis, and then on 


| tams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, Woodwo 
Yell, and Yost—115, Me noe 


the resolution of Mr. Barty) was ordered to be 
now taken. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, which were ordered. 

The SPEAKER, in reply to a question from 
Mr. Houston, explained that the amendment of 
Mr. Davis was intended as a substitute for the 
first resolution of Mr. BAYLY. 

The question on the amendment was then taken, 
and decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, 
Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, Cabell, William 
W.Campbell, John H. Campbell, John G. Chap- 
man, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cul- 
ver, Darragh,G. Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, 
Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwéll, John A, 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seve- 
rance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
son, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Toombs 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaten, White, 
Wright, and Young—s0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Wil- 
ham G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Colin, Constable, Cullum, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Faran, Fick- 
lin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gor- 
don, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough,G.S. Houston, 
E. W. Hubbard, Hungerford, Hunter, Jenkins, 
J. H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, G. W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, 
Leake, Leib, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, Mc- 
Clernand, McConnell, MeCrate, McDowell, Me- 
Kay, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, 
Payne, Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Price, Rathbun, 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Scammon, Seddon, A. D. Sims, Leonard’ H, 
Simms, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Sykes, 
Taylor, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, 


Tibbatis, Treadway, Wentworth, Wick, Wil- 


So the modified amendment of Mr. Davse 
ejected. : SNe 
j "The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolutions of Mr. Bayty. 2 

Mr. BARRINGER: asked a-division of the 
question; which was ordered. Eg 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays 
the first resolution; which. were ordered... 

And the question was then taken on. the first 
resolution, to wit: t+- that the Houge do now pro-. 
ceed to elect a printer to the House of Represent- 
atives for the 29th Congress;’’ and decided- as 
follows: $ 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, Briggs, James Black, J. A. Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, W.G. 
Brown, Burt, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Colin, Cranston, Cullom, Cum- 
mings, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dilling- 
ham, Dobbin, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erd- 
man, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gen- 
try, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, 
I. E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, G. S. Houston, 
E. W. Hubbard, Hangerford, J. B. Hunt; Hun- 
ter, Jenkins, J. H. Johnson, J. Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
P. King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Long, Lump- 
kin, Maclay, McClean, MeClelland, MeCler- 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barclay, Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
Wiven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Pendleton, 
Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seddon, A. D. Sims, 
L. H. Simms, Simpson, Thomas Smith; Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, 
Sykes, Taylor, James Thompson, Jacob Thomip- 
son, Tibbatts, Tread way, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, 
Woodworth, Yell, and Yost—129. - es 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Buffington, 
Cabell, John G. Chapman, Crozier, Culver, Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Ewing, 
Foot, Giddings, Graham; Grinnell, Hampton, 
Harper, Herrick, Hilliard; Elias B. Holmes,John 
W. Houston; S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Daniel P. King, T. B: King, Lewis; 
McGaughey, McHenry, Mellyaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell; 
John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Sea- 
man, Severance, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stewart, Strohm, Thomasson, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Woodruff, Wright, and Young—62. 

And so it was decided that the House do now 
proceed to the election of a public printer. 

The second resolution, submitted this day. by 
Mr. Bayuy, for the appointment of a select com- 
mittee to revise the resolution in relation to prints 
ing, and to report the prices proper to be allowed, 
was then agreed to without a divisions 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


The SPEAKER announced..that the House 
would now proceed, in accordance with: the order 
just passed, to the election of printer. 

Mr. McKAY asked and obtained leave to enter 
upon.the Journal notice ofa joint resolution,which 
he should ask leave to introduce, in case the same 
printer was elected to both Houses of Congress, 
imposing certain alterations in the law now fixing 
the compensation of printer. 

The SPEAKER announced that nominations 
for printer were now in order. ‘ / 

Mr. BAYLY inquired if any other nomination 
was necessary, except individually, as the roll 
wascalled. Thishad been the case on the election 
of Speaker. 

The SPEAKER replied, that nominations were 
usually made; and they were now in order.: 

Mr. BAYLY nominated Messrs. Ritchie & 
Heiss. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, nominated Messrs. 
Jefferson & Co. f ol 

Mr. FOOT, of Vermont, nominated Messrs. 


| Fisk & Dow. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if the 
gentleman nominated by the gentleman from Ken- 


1845. 


House of the 27th Congress, so as to authorize 
that Congress to vote, as.they did vote, at the 
close of ‘the session, $40,000° extra: as a bonus to 
Gales.& Seaton? ` h 
Mr. BAYLY réplied that he was authorized to 
say they were the same persons. 
Mr. SCHENCK, of Ohio, called. for the read- 
ing, ptevious: to proceeding to the election, of a 
roposition now on the Speaker’s table from J. E. 
ow & Co., on. the subject of printing. 
No objection being made, 
The SPEAKER. laid before 
lowing communication: 


Wassineron, December 3, 1845. 

Sır: We propose to do the printing of the House 
of Representatives for the twenty-ninth Congress 
for forty per cent. less than the joint resolution of | 
Congress of 1819, or twenty per cent. less than the | 
prices paid at the last session of Congress. We 
svill do such printing as may be necessary at once 
for twenty per cent. less than the prices paid at the 
fast Congress. JESSE E. DOW & CO. 
To the Hon. J. W. Davis, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


We certify that Messrs. J. E. Dow & Co. have 
the means within their reach to perform the above | 


bid without delay. . 
: J. & G- S. GIDEON, 
Printers, Ninth street; Washington. 


Mr. HOUSTON said he understood ‘that during 
the last Congress a reduction had been made from 


the House the fol- 


the rates of 1819 to the printer of the House of |: 


Representatives, and that the Intelligencer being | 
the printer of the Senate, no reduction had there | 
been made, but that that establishment had received 
the rates of 1819. He wished to know whether | 
the gentlemen (Messrs, Fisk & Dow) proposed to 
make the reduction of twenty percent. from the 
rates paid by the Senate or by the House during 
the last Congress? 

(Cries of ™ Cail the roll. No debate.’’] 


Mr. SCHENCK, of Ohio, in reply to Mr. |! 


woe į 
Housron, stated that the proposition read to the | 


House was plain, viz: to execute the printing at a | 
reduction of forty per cent. from the rates of 1819, 
or (as an alternative offer) at a reduction of twenty | 
per cent. from the prices paid by the last Congress. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to a 
question of order. . He asked if this debate was in 
order? pa 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that itis not 
in order, a yn Fe 

Mr. THOMPSON, I object to it. 

The SPEAKER nominated as’ Tellers Messrs. 
Barry of ‘Virginia, Q. Davis of Kentucky, and 
Howcerroro of New York. € o> 

The Tellers: having- taken their places at the 
Clerk’s table, the House proceeded to vote on the } 
nominations as above given. 

“And the roll of members having been called over 
by the Clerk, and each, member, upon the calling 
of hbis namie; having answered with the name of 
the persono s for whom hë voted— 

The Tellers made the following reporti 
Whole number of: votes cast. feet 
Of which, necessary to a choice 
Messrs. Ritchie & Heiss received.. 
Messrs. Fisk & Dow..... 
Messrs; Jefferson & Co. 
Messrs. Gales. & Seaton. whee 

< The following is the vote in detail: 

For Ritchie §& Heiss—Abboti, Stephen Adams, 
Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, 
Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, | 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William G. Brown, | 
Cathcart, Augustus’ A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- | 


69 
eet 


man, Chase; Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Colin, Con- |! 


stable, Cullom,: Cummins,- Cunningham, Danicl, | 


De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin,. Douglass, Dan- || 


lap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, 
Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, 


Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, Geo. 
S: Houston, Edmund W: ‘Hlabard Hungerford, | 


James.B. Hunt, Hunter, Jen es EL Jobn- 
son, Joseph: Johnson, Andre T 

Wa Jones; -Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, 
King, Lawrènce, Leake, Leib, Lampki 


clay; McCleany: McClelland, McClerna: 


Connell; M McDowell, McKay, Jolin: P- 


| Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Tread- 


| Smith—2. 


| sual Report from the Clerk of the expenditures of 


Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moul- |! 
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Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- | 


weather, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, James 


way, Wentworth, Wick, Wiliams, Woodward, | 
Wilmot, Woodworth, Yell, and Yost—123. 

Por Jesse E. Dow & Co.—Abvott, J. Q. Adams, | 
Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Rell, Blan- 
chard, M. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William W. 
Campbell, J. H. Campbell, Cocke, Collamer, į 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Delano, Dix- 
on, Dockery, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, || 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, | 
Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, | 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Long, Me- i 
Gaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Moseley, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Sev- 
erance, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, 
Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson,-Benj. Thomp- 
son, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Wood- 
ruff, Wright, Young—69. 

For Gales & Seaton—Pendicton, Stephens, Vance, 
Winthrop—4. 


For Jefferson & Co.—Garrett Davis, Albert 


Thereupon the SPEAKER announced, that || 
Messrs: Rircuie & Heiss, having received a ma- 
jority of all the votes cast, were duly elected print- | 
ers to the House of Representatives for the 23th || 
Congress. | 

SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the House pro- 
ceed to the election of a Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Before the question was put on this motion, | 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved the following resolution : | 

Resolved, That N. Laxe be appointed Sergeant- | 
at-Arms to this House. 

The resolution was read and adopted without || 
a division. Ht 

(Mr. Lane was the Sergeant-at-Arms during |) 
the last Congress.] 


DOORKEEPER. 


Mr. DOUGLASS moved that Cuaries S. 
Wurryey, of Illinois, be appointed Doorkeeper to | 
the House. Agreed to without a division. 

[Jesss E. Dow, Esq., the incumbent in the of- 
fice of Doorkeeper, declined a re-election. } 


POSTMASTER. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the House proceed to 
the election of a Postmaster. The motion having 
been agreed to— 

Jous Morean Jonson, the present incum- 
bent, was nominated by Mr. BAYLY. 

Rorert Bronaven, from Missouri, was nomi- i 
nated by Mr. BOWLIN. 

A. S. Gammon, of Tennessee, was nominated 
by Mr. CULLOM. 

W.J.McCormicx, formerly and for many years 
Postmaster, was nominated by Mr. HOLMES, of 
South Carolina. 

Mr. Houses of South Carolina, Mr. Bown, | 
and Mr. Cuttom, were appointed tellers. 

The roll was called over by the Clerk, and the | 
result of the vote was as follows: 

‘Whole number of votes 
Necessary to a choice 
For John M. Johnson.... 
William J. McCormick. 
Robert Bronaugh 
A.S. Gammon... ET 

So Joan M: Jounson, the present incumbent, 
having received a majority of the whole number of 
votes, was declared to be duly elected. 


Mr. SYKES, by leave, presented a memorial of 
I. G. Faner, contesting the seat of Jous Runx, 
Esq., returned to serve as a member of this House 
for the 29th Congress for. the third Congressional 
district of New Jerseys 0 o = oo a 

Laid on the table, and ordered. to be printed. 

: The SPEAKER laid before the House the An- 


its contingent fund during the year ending Decem- 

ber:1,.1845. 

| Laid onthe table, and ordered to be printed. 
And then the House adjourned. 


; remedy. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 4, 1845. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


|a communication from the Secretary of War, in 


answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 14th of 
March last, requesting him to report whether any, 
and if any, what works and fortifications were ne- 
cessary for the defence of Lake Huron and Fort 
Gratiot, with an estimate of the cost, enclosing a 
report on the subject from the Chief of the Engi- 
necr Department. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the communication 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following re- 
solution: 

Resolved, That the assistant messenger of the 
Senate, authorized by resolution of the Qlst of 
February, 1845, receive a continuance of the pay 
of a messenger for his future services in that 
capacity, and for the time he was so employed at 
the executive session of the Senate in March, 1845. 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the consideration 
of the resolution at this time, as he presumed there 
could be no objection to it, 

Mr. EVANS. It lies over, of course. 

The resolution, therefore, lies one day. 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BREESE moved the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted by him on Tues- 
day: 

Resolved, That so much of the 34th rule as re- 
quires the appointment of the several standing 
committees by bailot, at the present session be sus- 
pended; and that the appointment be made by the 

resident of the Senate. 

The resolution being under considcration— 

Mr. MANGUM said he had entertained the 
nope that, according to a suggestion which he had 


made to the honorable Senator from Mlinois yes- 


} 


ii terday, that gentleman might have been induced 


not to persist in pressing this resolution on the 
Senate. In the opposition which he felt hhnself 
compelled to make to the change proposed by the 


|i resolution, he desired it to be distinetly understood 
i that he was influenced by no personal objection to 
i the action of the present presiding officer in the 


appointment of the committees; his pround ef ob- 
jection being simply this—that the change in- 
volves, on cur part, an abdication of the legislative 
powers of the Senate. He had not had an oppor- 
tunity to look into the precedents upon the aub ect, 
which were lying on his table; but the present 
case was different from that where the appoint- 
ment of the standing committees is devolved on a 
President pro tempore, who is an officer selected 
from our own body, and responsible to the Sen- 
ate; and should he, by any circumstances, be in- 
duced to abuse the discretionary power with which 
he is invested, this body has the power to apply a 
The Vice President, on the other hand, 
holds his office as the presiding officer of the Sen- 
ate by a very different tenure; and in no degree, 
manner, or shape, is he responsible to the Senate 
for the course he may take in the discharge of the 
trust conferred on him. He was not certain 
whether, if the power of appointing the commit- 
tees were devolved on the Vice President, their 
complexion would not be the same as if they were 
appointed by the Senate. Yet, for decency’s sake, 
he would hope that so high and distinguished an 
officer, occupying a station of such responsibility 
in the eyes of the people, would not condescend to 
have a duty dictated to him, to which no respon- 
sibility belonged. Where the appointment of the 
committees was confided to a President pro tem., 
he must be supposed sometimes to defer to the 
wishes of the body, by the adoption of modifica- 
lions and suggestions; and, such being the case, as 
he would necessarily represent the sentiments of 
the majority of the body, his appointments would 
be about the same as would result from ballotings 
by the Senate. But, as far as his own personal 
knowledge allowed him to judge, Mr. M. said he 
had never known an instance in which even a 
President pro tem. had been dictated to in the for- 
ination of committees. And as to having a list 


: made out and decided on by a mecting of members 


of this body belonging to a particular party, which 
list should govern the course of the Vice President 
in making the appointments, he could not bring 
himself to the belief that the officer now filling that 
elevated station would ever, for an instant, suffer 


himself to be thus dictated.to. In the course of 
his own experience, while he had filled the office 
of President pro tem:, he had never known such 
an attempt to be made. ~ ; 

In looking somewhat hastily through the Jour- 
nals of the Senate, he had not been able to find that 
the power-of appointing the committees had ever 
been ‘conferred on the President before the year 
1823. 
houn; and in other cases where there existed spe~ 
cial reasons which indicated this course. In 1825 
it was exercised by Mr, Calhoun, but so dissatis- 
fied was the Senate with the manner in which it 
worked, that during that very. session the whole 
matter was reviewed and the rule rescinded. Thus 
things continued until 1827, when Colonel Richard 
M. Johnson filled the high station now occupied 
by the distinguished gentleman in the chair, and 
on him the power was again conferred. But the 
reason for this change was, that it was an extra 
session of Congress, called for a specific purpose, 
and it was not expected that any matters of gen- 
eral legislation, requiring the appointment of va- 
rious committees, would be brought forward. It 
had-been’ called in consequence of the financial 
condition of the Treasury; and the object of the 
session being specfic and well known, the Senate 
had not considered it necessary to ballot for the 
committees, 

His objection, then, amounted to this: the Sen- 
ate, by conferring this power upon an officer who 
is not responsible to the body for his acts, would 
be, on our part, an abdication of our legislative 
powers. Supposeany great and important ques- 
tion should arise, while the appointment of the 
committees was vested in the Vice President, and 
that he was opposcd to the sentiments of the ma- 
jority of the Senate: we should then see the heir- 
presumptive thwarting the will of the majority of 
the body. Hedid not care how the Senate might 
determine to appoint the committees, but he de- 
sired to see the Senate exercising its constitutional 
duties, and to confer them on no one who is not 
responsible to this body for his course of action. 

Mr. ALLEN, before submitting to the Senate 
the few observations he desired to offer in reply to 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina, wish- 
ed explicitly to state that this resolution had ema- 
nated from no caucus of the Democratic members 
of this body. Jt was the dictate of no party—the 
emanation, as far as he could judge, of no politi- 
cal feeling in the Senate. ‘Che xesolution had been 
offered by thedistinguished and judicious Senator 
from Hlinois, because that Senator had found, in 
his researches into the past action of the Senate, 
that a practice in strict conformity to his resolu- 
tion had recently prevailed. Having thus said 
that the measure proceeded from no concerted 
action of*any portion of this body, he would pro- 
ceed. to make a few remarks in. reply to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from North Carolina. 

In the first place, as to the question of respon- 
sibility, which was the first point dwelt on by the 
honorable Senator from North. Carolina. ‘That 
Senator had predicated this branch of his argu- 
ment on the idea that the officer who now presides 
over this body does not stand in the same relation 
of responsibility to the Senate which he would 
occupy if temporarily acting and elected by this 
body. To this argument he would answer, that 
the responsibility of the present presiding officer 
isof a much highercharacter. ‘The responsibility 
of the Vice President, itis.true, is not to the Sen- 
ate, but it is to the Senate’s masters—the people 
ofthese United States, by whose voice he fills the 
distinguished station which he now occupies. To 
thatfountain ofall politicalauthority the Vice Pres- 
ident owes. his responsibility, because from that 
‘source he has received, according to the provision 
of the Constitution, the right to. preside over the 
proceedings of this body.. And where isthere to 
be found a higher responsibility except it be to 
Heaven itself, than that which was due to. the 
American people? It was a responsibility which 
operated more coercively in the present case, than 
it could ona President elected by this body itself. 

lt may be, said thata President pro tem., elected 
by the Senate itself to preside over its delibera- 
tions, stands in-a more intimate relation to the 
body than the Vice. President can do, and that he 
can be.more readily acted on by the Senate in 
consequence of the.hold which this body has upon 
him. And that. would bea very good argument 
if we confine our view to the Senate alone. But 


It was afterward exercised. by Mr. Cal- 


tothe people for.all its. acts, and. that ibis to the 
same primary source. of all power. that the Vice 
President also is responsible; the argument-loses 
all its force. Is the action of the Senate confined 
to the Senate alone? No; itrefersto the original 
law-making power, and that embraces the whole 
people. The honorable Senator. has said there 
would be.a wantof decency in the exercise of this 
power by the Vice President. Wherefore? _ 

- Mr. MANGUM here explained. He had said 
that he could not, for decency ’s sake, suppose, 
or desire to be understood as presuming, that an 
officer occupying so distinguished a position in 
the Government would suffer himself to be dic- 
tated to by any members of a body over which 
he constitutionally presided. This was the pur- 
port of his remark, which he did not desire to 
have misunderstood. 

Mr. ALLEN. Exactly; and it was the best of 
all human reasons why that distinguished officer 
should have the exercise of this power; because, 
as the honorable Senator admits, he will be ina 
position to act independently of all dictation. No 
stronger reason could bead vanced for the adoption 
of the course indicated in the resolution.. The 
very argument ofthe Senator from North Carolina 
makes in favor of the resolution, and not against 
it. Were the facts the reverse of what they are— 
ifthe Vice President were more subject to dicta- 
tion, the argument of the Senator from North Car- 
olina would be a good argument in favor of the 
resolution. The political opinions of the Vice 
President are understood everywhere to be con- 
formable with the political sentiments of a ma- 
jority of this body. The majority is responsible 
to the country for the action of the body; and, 
standing in this position of responsibility to the 
country, the majority has the right to direct the 
action of the body; not, certainly, to the exclu- 
sion of the proper rights of the minority, but with 
reference to those great public measures which 
the sense of the majority adopts as the most con- 
ducive to the general welfare. Ifthe reverse were 
correct, and the direction of our public measures 
should be confined to the minority of the Senate, 
there would be a manifest impropriety in confer- 
ring this power on the Vice President. But he 
could not acquiesce in aconstruction which would 
give the power of appointing the committees to 
the minority who do not represent the opinions 
of the body, while the majority would be deprived 
of the rights which belong to them. 

On the subject of precedents, there could be no 
difficulty in finding precedents on both sides of the 
question. Those which are of the latest date are 
in favor of the resolution; and it was not pretend- 
ed, nor could it be believed, that there was any- 
thing in the character of the distinguished officer 
in the chair which rendered it necessary to depart 
from these precedents. ‘That elevated officer stood 
on this floor, and before the whole country, as free 
from stain and exempt from reproach as any other 
member of this body. According to the language 
of the honorable Senator from North Carolina 
himself, it is not to be supposed that he. would 
commit any outrage or injustice, or that he would 
be guilty of any dereliction of daty, if the exer- 
cise of this power were committed to him. In the 
former practice of the Senate the power had been 
thus conferred, because, whenever the political 
sentiments which the presiding officer entertained 
were in unison with those which actuated a ma- 
jority of the body, the transaction of public busi- 
hess was facilitated by this course, and the re- 
sponsibility of the majority was never lost sight 
of. Whether the majority had adopted this set of 
party views or the other was immaterial to the 
question. He did not desire, by any remarks of 
his, to provoke a general discussion on the sub- 
ject. The few remarks he had been induced to 
make seemed to be necessarily called for by the 
observations of the Senator from North Carolina, 
and to these he had confined his reply. 

Mr. BREESE said that when he offered this 
resolution for the consideration of the Senate he 
had not anticipated that any objection would be 
raised, especially as the course which the resolu- 
tion prescribed was strictly inaccordance with the 
former practice of thisbody. He did not, at this 
ume, propose to go into any elaborate argument 
in defense of his proposition. The Senator from 
Ohio had replied so fally to the remarks of the 
Senator from North Carolina, and with a degree 


when we consider that the Senate is responsible 


‘of ability which he (Mr. 


| the Senate, or the mediate instrumentalit 


B) would not 


to reach, that -he woald now confine what he p 
posed tọ say to one or two considerations; wh ich. 
be would- briefly present to the consideration of 
the: Senate. ge : eis 

"Fhe Senator from North 


Carolina appeared to 


: him to have, in some measure, misconceived the: 


object and purport of the resolution which he had 
felt it-his duty to.submit. To: rescind: the 34th. 
rule was no. part of his. purpose; he: had never 
contemplated sach aresult. So farfromsach be ng 
his intention, he would be as decidedly opposed ts 
such recision as the Senator from North Carolina 
himself. lt was, in his opinion,a rule of salatary - 
operation, whenever it so happened that the opm- 
ions of the majority of the Senate were in oppo- 
sition to the opinions of the officer presiding over 
the deliberationsof the body. Inthat case it was 
most important that the Senate retain in its own 
hands the power of immediately appointing: its 
own committees. And the rule which he desired 
at this time to suspend was adopted, as ‘he con- 
ceived, in order to carry out the views of the’ Sen- 
ate, as represented by a majority of the body. 
When acase of this kind happened, thatthe occu- 
pant of the chair entertained opifiions which were 
opposed to the opinions of the majority of the Sen- 
ate, it was a sufficient reason. for the enforcement 
of thisrule. But a different state of things ex ist- 
ed at this moment. Now, perfect harmony, was 
existing, as regards all questions of public nm 
ment, between the presiding officer and the major- 
ity of the Senate. Why, then, in this instance, 
was opposition raised toa proposition to confer on 
the presiding officer the power of appointing the 
committees, a power which the Senate had never 
before refused? If Senators would turn back to 
the precedents recorded on the Journals they 
would find that whenever it had been proposed to 
give this power to the presiding officer, whether 
the Vice President or a President acting protem- 
pore, the Senate had never refused its assent to 
the proposition. He did not know of ‘one case 
(and. he had employed some labor in looking 
through the Journals) since the institution of the 
Government, when such a proposition was nega- 
tived by the Senate. As to the practice of the 
Senate, it had been both ways. H had been not 
unusual to give the power to the Vice President, 
and also to the President pro tem. The Senator 
from North Carolina had said thathe should con- 
sider the delegation of this pawer tothe. Vice Pres- 
ident, in the present instance, an abdication, on 
the part of the Senate, of its legislative functions. 
It wasnotso. “True, theré was rarely to be found 
a willingness to surrenderany portion of power; 
it was a concession of no frequent occurrence. 
But he, for one, was perfectly willing, in this case, 
to surrender the power to the Vice President of 
the United States. The argument of the Senator 
from North Carolina, on this point, did notappear 
to him tocarry the weight which usually attached 
to his reasoning. He could not but regard itas 
very far from conclusive. How could the legis- 
lative powers of the Senate be abdicated, or 
weakened, or lessened? Js it notan exercise of the 
constitutional powers of the Senate to confer the 
right of appointing the committees on one whose 
opinions cuincide with the opinions of the major- 
ity of the body?) Would there be any difference 
in the complexion of the committees, whether 
they were appointed by the immediate ballots of 
€ > y of the 
eee It was not to be supposed that 
the Vice President would make any appointment, 
in his construction of the committees, of individu- 
als whose opinions. would be at variance with 
those of the majority of the Senate; and he could 
not imagine any difference of result whether they 
were made by the presiding officer, representing 
eee of the majority, or by the majority.it- 
self, ~ 
As to the question:of responsibility, he conceived 
that the argument of the Senatorfrom North Car- 
olina had been sufficiently answered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. Why talk of the great respon- 
sibility of the President protem, ? To whom is 
that officer responsible?” To fifty-four Senators. 
They could depose him with as much ease as they. 
elected him. They might deprive him of histem+ 
porary power. It is competent to them, if. they 
are dissatisfied with his course, to depose him. 
But, so far as the Vice President. isconcerned, hia 
responsibility spreads over. mach ‘wider range. 


ae 


1845. 


The question of responsibility with him is vastly 
greater, and more awful in its character, Instead 
ge ponbiiy to. fifty-four delegated Senators, 
he is. responsible to twenty millions of the Amer- 
ean people. And is it not much safer, much wiser, 
to entrust the power to him than to a majority of 


the Senators. voting by ballot, so that it is not | 


known “how any individual votes, how he dis- 
charges his share of the. general responsibility? 
But the Vice President acts above-board, openly, 
and in the face of the world: He could not, there- 
fore, sce the force of the objections which seem to 
have been relied on to defeat his proposition. 
What was the occasion, he would ask, of the 
adoption of the rule by which the appointment of 


the committees was made by the majority? In į 


some periods of our history, it had not been the 
practice of the Vice President to attend regularly. 


Sometimes he did not take the chair until near the | 


close of the session. This was probably the rea- 


son which induced the Senate to adopt. the mode | 
of appointment by ballot. But it appears from the | 


Journals, that, prior to 1807, there were no stand- 
ing committees. The committees were always 
Special committees, and appointed on the spur of 
the occasion. He was willing to tread in the steps 
of our early ancestors; to borrow light from the 


wisdom of our forefathers—of those great and | 
patriotic men who founded our institutions, and |} 


framed the Constitution under which we act. He 
did net see any sufficient reason why we should de- 
part fromthe practice which prevailed from 1789 


‘to 1820, when the plurality vote was adopted. | 
Until then it was not customary for the Senate to 
In 1807, there were but | 


appoint the committees. 
two standing committees; one was a committee to 
examine bills, which was called the Committee on 
Engrossed Bills; and the other was a committee 


to audit and control the contingent expenses of the | 


Senate. These were the only two committees. 
In 1816, the rule for the appointment of certain 
standing committees was adopted. 
‘that the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
others, being the principal standing committees 
‘which now exist, were appointed. hi 1820, the 
rules of the Senate underwent a revision, when 
the plurality vote was required. On the 5th of 
December, 1823, Mr. James Barbour, of Virginia, 


‘submitted the following resolution, to give the ap- | 


pointment of the committees to the presiding 
‘officer: ` 

“Resolved, That all committees be appointed b 
* the presiding oficer of this House, unless special- 
<ly ordered otherwise by the Senate.” 

This was the first radical innovation of the prac- 
tice which had. existed since the year 1789, origi- 
nating with the Senator from Virginia, and giving, 
not to the Vice, President, but to the’ presiding of- 
ficer, whoever he might be, the appointment of all 
committees. That was adopted on the 9th of De- 
cember, 1823, and read in this way: 

‘That the 31st rule for conducting business in 

“the Senate be so amended ‘as to read, ‘All com- 


“cember 9th, 1823, be rescinded; and that the said 
“rule, as it existed before the said modification, be 
“é restored, as the rule for the appointment of com- 
+t mittees. ”? 3 


“That is, to restore the appointment by the bal- | 
~lot of the Senate.. This resolution was adopted | 


by a nearly unanimous vote—forty Senators voting 
‘for it, and only two against it. Yet, two years 
afterwards, exceptions were made to the change; 
for, on motion of Mr. King, of Alabama, it was 
resolved that the Vice President appoint the select 
committees. Until the- year 1828, these commit- 
tees continued tobe: i 
‘officer. On the 4th of December, 1828, a rule was 
‘adopted, authorizing the Président pro tem. to.ap- 
point the committées, but, in -casé’ there should be 
“no, President pro tem., the Senate was to proceed 
|t0 the election. of the committees by ballot. Pre- 


It was then | 


appointed ‘by the. presiding | 


i cordance with the practice of all the legislative | 


'* place the power of appointing the committees, 


-* siding: officer. 


“Van Buren, Eaton, and Hayne, entered also into | 
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made by Mr. Sprague, of Maine, to change the 
rule which gave the power of appointing commit- 
tees to the presiding officer, so as to make the ap- 
pointment of commutices by ballot. This motion 
was in the following form: 

€ Resolved, That the 34th rule of the Senate shall 


with the power of appointing all committees; ar 

he exercised the power from 1837 to 1841. From | 
1841 to 1845 there was no Vice President, and the | 
President pro tem. appointed the committees. At | 


the last session the President was authorized by | 


the Senate to appoint ail the commiutees; and, at this | 
session, by a vote of the Senate, the Vice Presi- | 
dent has had the appointment of the select commit- | 
tee to wait on the President, and inform him that i 
we were ready to proceed to business. ‘This ap- | 
pointment might have been made by the majority | 
of the Senate, but it was given to the Vice presi- 
deat. 


‘Lo this recapitulation of the action of the Senate, | 


during the history of our legisiation, he would 
merely add, that he could not see any weight in | 
the objections which had been urged agaist the i 
resolution which he had submitted. Lt was in ac- | 


bodies of the Union. ‘There was no case within | 
his knowledge, where this power of appointment | 
was not vesied in the presiding oficer. in thie | 
Senate and House of Representatives of every | 


| State in the Union the presiding officer bad the | 
| power of appointing the committees. 


He did uot | 
wish to see the existing rule, which required a! 
different practice, abolished, nor did his resolution | 
contemplate the abolishing or rescinding of it. His 
object went no further than to require its sus- 
pension during the present session of Congress. 
He thought it would be politic to allow the Vice 
President to execute the power; and he had heard 
no valid objection which ought to prevent it. 

Mr. BENTON said the question submitted was 
an important one, and rendered it proper to look 
back into the history of our past legislation, His | 
memory carried him back sume twenty years, and | 
he would ask leave of the Senate to refer to the | 
proceedings which had taken placc, in similar cir- 
cumstances, at a former period. He thought it 
right that the Senate should have before it what 
had taken place on an occasion when this question | 
had been under debate, and had been decided by 
yeas and nays. He then quoted from the remarks | 
made by Mr. Randolph, when he submitted his | 
motion in March and April, 1826, to rescind the | 


| 
} 
! 
i 
| 
i 


rule of the Senate which gave to the presiding otii- |; 
cer the appointment of the committees of the || 
| Senate, and the control over the Journal of its pro- | 


ceedings. He also read the following extracts | 
from the proceedings of the Senate of the 17th of | 
March, 1826: | 

t On motion of Mr. Randolph, the Senate then į; 
‘proceeded to consider the motion submitted by | 


‘him to rescind the two rules of the Senate which 
‘and the supervision of the Journal, with the pre- 


“ A debate of two hours’ duration took place on 
‘this motion, in which Mr. Randolph spoke re- 
‘ peatedly in support of the expediency and con- 
‘stitutional necessity of the proposed change in 
€ the rules, or, rather, their restoration to what they 
‘had been, and in explanation of his views in 
‘regard to Parliamentary forms—of the rights and 
‘ duties of presiding officers and members of legis- 
‘lative bodies—especially of those of the Senate 
‘of the United States; and contending, amongst | 
‘other positions, that it is not the duty nor the 
‘right of the President-of the Senate to call a mem- 
“berto order, until the call: be made by a member, 
‘and an appeal be made-to the chair, &c. i 

“ Messrs. Johnson of Kentucky, Holmes, Mills, 


Lg 
‘ine change in its rules; their experience of the 
‘ effects of the change, and their views of its pro- 
‘ priety or impropriety; the comparative merits of 
‘the two modes of appointing committees, &c. 

“ [As the debate at large has not been reported, 
‘itis proper to state that all the gentlemen who 
‘favored the present motion, as well as the one 
‘who opposed it, disclaimed the remotest inten- 
‘ tion to inpute to the Vice President an improper 
“exercise of the duties devolved on him by the 
‘rules. The change was supported on the score 
‘of its abstract propriety; and that the Chair 
‘might not be impugned by the procedure, Mr. 
‘Holmes took cecasion to express his satisfac- 
! < tion that the motion had proceeded from an inti- 
‘mate personal’ friend of the Vice President, 
| < which itself would contradict the presumption 
| ‘that ary conduct of that officer had induced the 
‘ proposition.]’” 

‘A division of the question being demanded, it 
‘was first put on taking the eppolutment of com- 
‘mittees from the hands of the President of the 
‘Senate, and restoring it to the Senate itself, and 
| ‘was decided in the aflirmative, by yeas and nays, 
‘as follows: 

« Yreas—Messrs. Barton, Bell, Benton, Branch, 
‘Chambers, Chandler, Chase, Clayton, Cobb, 
‘ Dickerson, Edwards, Findlay, Harrison, Harper, 
‘Hayne, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnson of Ken- 
‘tucky, Johnston of Louisiana, Kane, King, Lloyd; 
‘Macon, Marks, Mills, Noble, Randolph, Reed, 
‘Robbins, Rowan, Sandford, Seymour, Smith, 
‘Tazewell, Thomas, Van Buren, White, Willey, 
‘Willams, and Woodbury—40. 

“Nays-—Messrs. Eaton and Ruggles. 

“The question was then taken on the second 


i ‘branch of the proposition, viz: ‘To take from 
| the President of the Senate the control over the 
| Journal of proceedings; and was also carried, by 
‘ the foliowing vote: 

|  Yuas—Messrs. Barton, Bell, Branch, Chand- 


| © ler, Chase, Dickerson, Edwards, Finlay, Harper, 


* Harrison, Haynes, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnson 
‘of Kentucky, Johnston of Louisiana, Kane, 
‘King, Lloyd, Macon, Marks, Mills, Noble, 
| Randolph, Robbins: Sandford, Seymour, Smith, 
| * Tazewell, Thomas, Van Buren, White, Willey, 
* Williams, and Woodbury—335. 

“ Nays.—Messrs. Chambers, Clayton, Cobb, 
‘ Eaton, Rowan, and Rugeles—6. 

“ The resolution having been agreed to, 

“The Vice President rose, and said he trusted 
‘that the Senate would indulge him in making a 
‘few observations before he resumed his seat, as 
‘the debate on the subject just decided had rela- 
i tion necessarily to the duties of the chair, No 
| € one (said the Vice President) can be more deeply 
‘impressed than myself with the great truth, that 
i € the preservation of rights depends mainly on their 
‘exercise. That nation deserved to conquer the 
€ world which called its army exercitus; and so will 
‘the nation deserve that its liberty shall be immor- 
| * tal, which lays the foundation of its system of 
| government on the great principles that no power 
pi 
i 


| © ought to be delegated which can be fairly exer- 
£ cised by the constituent body, and that none ought 
‘ever to be delegated but to responsible agents. 


ii € These have been my maxims through the whole 


‘of my political life; and T should be inconsistent 
‘with myself if I did not give my entire assent to 


! ` - . . . 
ithe principles upon which the rules in question 


€ have been reeinded.”’ 

{have thought it right (said Mr. Bewrow) to 
bring forward these facts, for the information of 
ithe Senate. Believing the views which were 
| thrown out by Mr. Randolph on the occasion to 
which the extracts I have read refer, as well as the 
precedent then set, to be entirely correct. I shall 
vote against the resolution. . 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the question on 
the resolution be taken by yeas and nays; and a 
sufficient number of Senators sustaining the call, 
it was so ordered. ` 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution; and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messis. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Athera 
ton, Bréese, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dix, Fairfield, Jenness, Levy, Lewis, Niles, Sem- 
ple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, and Tumey—20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Benton, Thos. 


Evans, Greene, Haywood, Jarnagin, Johnson of 


£ the debate—chiefy in explanation of the consid- 


| 
| Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
| 
i 


li Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Mil- 
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ler, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, and W est- 
cotil.. : : 5 

‘The resolution was therefore rejected. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that on Monday next 
the Senate. proceed tothe election of the standing 
committees, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS gave notice that, on Monday, he 
should ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
and two bills. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Srzreur, was taken up, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
cause to'be- communicated to the Senate, at as 
early a day as practicable, such information as he 
may possess, or may speedily obtain, with respect 
to the practicability and utility of a fort or forts 
on Ship Island, on the coast of the Mississippi, 
with a view to the protection of said coast. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the Commissioner of the Gen- 


eral Land Office, which, without being read, was | 


ordered to lie on the table. 
On motion of Mr. DAYTON, 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it 
adjourn to meet on Monday. š 
‘Phe Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunrspay, December 4, 1845. 


The Journal of yesterday was read; and, after 
having undergone, on motion of Mr. G. Davis, 
an amendment in certain particulars, not affecting 
the report given in this paper, was approved, 

Mr, Arren G. Tuurman, member elect from 


the State of Ohio, appeared, was qualified, and | 


took his seat. 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 

The following members were announced as 
composing the select committee, heretofore or- 
dered to be appointed, on the Public Printing: 

Mr. Bayty of Virginia, Mr. G. Davis of Ken- 


tucky, Mr. MeK ay of North Carolina, Mr. Hoce | 


of Illinois, and Mr. Benron of New York. 

TheSPEA KER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness before the House to be the resolution of the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Coss] with refer- 
ence to the seats of the members of the House: 

Mr. GILES asked leave to offer a resolution, 
which, by consent, was read for information, and 
which provided for the printing, as soon as possi- 
ble,;:of 5,000 of the 20,000 coptes ordered of the 
Presidént’s message, with the documents relating 
to Texas and Mexico; and also for the printing 
of the usual number of the report of the Secretary 
of Treasury. 

Before any action had been taken on this sub- 
ject, 

Mr. BAYLY rose, and said he found his name 
upon the Committee on the Printing of the House, 
announced this morning. It was a subject on 
which he was profoundly ignorant, and he begged 
the House to excuse him from service. 

The question being taken, the motion was 
agreed to; and Mr. Rrrrer was appointed by the 
Speaker to supply the vacancy. 

Mr. GILES now repeated his request to the 
House to receive the resolution justread. If the 
House would indulge him five minutes, he would 
give them the reasons which induced him to offer 
it at this stage of the proceedings. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that 
the resolution could only be received by the unan- 
imous consent of the House, as there wasa ques- 
tion which took precedence, being upon the reso- 
lutiön of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. GILES trusted there would be no objection 
made on the part of any gentleman. 

Mr. McCONNELL rose, and objected to the 
reception of the resolution. He objected to any 
business out of order. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


"Mr. TIBBATTS asked leave to offer the fol- | 


lowing resolution: 
~ Resolved, That the several standing committees 
be now appointed, except the Committee on En- 


gavinigs o : : 
Mr. McCONNEL 
of the resolution. ~ 


` The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the im- 


objected. to the reception 


pression that, as the resolution. relates‘to. the ofr- 
ganization of the House, it will take precedence 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The resolution of Mr. Tissarrs thus being 
before the House, Sa 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Tissartrs] the propriety of modi- 
fying his resolution so as to omit that portion of 
the resolution which related to the Committee on 
Engraving. Every gentleman was in favor of the 
former part of the resolution, which provided for 
the appointment of the committees of the House 
at this time. . But as to the latter portion, there 
might be different opinions; and he thought the 
subject should be referred to the future determina- 
tion of the House. ; 

Mr. TIBBATTS was willing, he said, so to 


modify the resolution as not to proceed now to} 


the appointment of a Committee on Engraving. 
Mr. HOPKINS. We had better pass the usual 


general order on the subject now, because we shall | 


probably adjourn over until Monday, with a view 
to give the Speaker an opportunity of appointing 
the committees. 


Mr. TIBBATTS yielded to the suggestion, and | 


he modified his resolution so as to leave out that 
portion which related to the Committee on En- 
graving. And the resolution, as thus modified, 
was adopted. i 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, it was 

Ordered, That when the House adjourns to-day, 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next, that in the 
mean time the Speaker may have an opportunity 
to appoint the standing committees. TS 

Mr. OWEN inquired of the Speaker if it was 
now in order to give notice of leave to introduce 
a bill? 

The SPEAKAR said the first business in order 
was the resolution heretofore offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coss,] in relation to 


ue ALLOTMENT OF SEATS. 


Mr. POLLOCK rose to offera resolution, which 
he desired might be read for information. 


Mr. COBB objected, and demanded the orders | 


of the day. 

‘Whereupon, the House resumed the considera- 
tion of the following resolution, offered by Mr. 
Cogs on the 2d instant: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House, imme- 
diately after the passage of this resolution, place 
in a box the name of each member of the House 
of Representatives upon a separate piece of pa- 
per, and that he then proceed, in the presence of 
the House, to draw from said box, one ata time, 
the said pieces of paper, and aseach is drawn he 
shall announce the name of the member upon it, 
who shall then choose his seat for the present 
session. 

Mr. DODGE requested the gentleman to mod- 
ify the resolution so as also to include the dele- 
gates from the Territories. 

Mr. COBB, remarking that this was his inten- 
tion, readily acceded to the request; and the reso- 
lution was modified accordingly. 

Mr. BRODHEA D demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called for tellers on the demand 
for the previous question, 


Tellers were ordered; and the vote being taken, | 


the demand was seconded. 

And the main question (being on the adoption 
of the resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. WOODWARD inquired of the Speaker if 
amendments were now in order. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative, 

Mr. McDOWELL wished to submita few re- 
marks, as he believed he could do so in accord- 
ance with the rule, showing what had been the 
practice of the House in this matter. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to lay the reso- 
lution on the table, 

The SPEAKER, in reply to Mr. MeDowent, 
stated thatafter the question had been propounded 


to the House, the demand for the previous ques- |; 
tion seconded, and the main question ordered, it | 
would not be in order for the gentleman to debate | 


the question. 


Mr. McDOWELL appealed from the decision 
of the Chair, but on a more distinet understand- 


| ing of the decision, acquiescedin itand withdrew 


his appeal. 


Mr. PETTIT. asked for the yeas and na 
the resolution, which were ardered. 000. 

Mr. GENTRY rose toa point of order. 
thought if the House should proceed to v 
the-question now before it, it would, subject i 
to the necessity of violating one of itsown. 
and he called the attention of the Speaker: 
rule, to decide whether or not this House: 
competent to settle this: question for-itsel 
might be within its:competency, to settleit prog- 
pectively; but he raised the question whether to 
settle it for themselves would not bein violation 
of the 40th rule, which prescribed that “no mem- 
ber shall vote on any question in the event of 
which he is immediately and particularly inter- 
ested.” [Laughter.] Now, he held it to be a clear 
case, that every gentleman here was ‘“immedi- 
ately and particularly interested,and could not, 
therefore, vote on the question without.a direct 
and palpable violation of the rales of the House. 

Renewed laughter.]} 

The SPEAKER. In the matter of the rules, 
they are as strictly applicable to a member in his 
representative as in his individual capacity, and 
the Chair, therefore, thinks that the point of crder 
raised by the gentleman cannot be sustained. 

Mr. GENTRY. I acquiesce, 

Mr. McDOWELL rose toa point of order. He 
maintained that there was another objection to 
this mode of procedure, inasmuch as it interfered 
with rights already vested; it contemplated an ex 
post facto, and, therefore, an unconstitutional pro- 
vision. {Laughter.] In support of this view, he 
referred to the parliamentary Jaw as laid downin 
Sutherland’s Manual, from which the Clerk read 
an extract prescribing the mode, long practiced, 
of individual selection of seats not taken, to be 
indicated by taking the key, and entering the name 
of the member on the desk. ae 

The SPEAKER remarked that it would un- 
doubtedly be within the power of the House to 
take the proposed action, in case a majority deter- 
mined to do so. : r 

Mr. T. B. KING called for the reading of the 
rule of the House upon this subject. - clits 

The SPEAKER replied that there wasno rule 
regulating the matter, ao Ee 

Mr. HUNGERFORD renewed his motion:te 
lay on the table. ge Oey a ee gale case T 
Mr. COBB asked the. yeas and nays on this 


motion; which were ordered... 0. : 
And the question was then taken, and desided 
in-the negative,.as follows: «ot Poti 
YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Anderson, 
Bayly, Bedinger,; James Black, James A. Black, 
Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Ca- 
beli, W. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Col- 
lamer, Constable, Cranston, Culver, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Douglass, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gordon, Graham, Grinnell, 
Hamlin, Hoge, Hopkins, John W. Houston, 
Edmond W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, T: B. 
King, Lawrence, Leib, Lumpkin, Maclay, Me- 
Clean, McClernand, McConnell, McCrate,.Me- 
Dowell, McGaughey, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Nor- 
ris, Parish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Relfe, John 
A. Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seaman, 
Seddon, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Strohm, Taylor, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tilden, Wheaton, White, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Woodruff, and Yost—gg. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Atkinson, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
Boyd, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buf- 
fington, Burt, Cathcart, John G., Chapman, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Crozier, Callom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dobbin, Dockery, 
Dunlap, Ellsworth, Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, 
Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grover, 


| Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Hen- . 


ley, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, 
G. ouston, Washington Hunt, Jenkins; 
James H. Johnson, J; Johnson, Andrew Johi- 
son, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leake, Lewis, 


| Levin, Long, McClelland, McHenry, MeKay, 


John P. Martin, B: Martin, Owen, Perry; Pettit, 
Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Juliae 
Rockwell, Rooi, Russell, Scammon, Schenck, A. 
D. Sims, Leonard H. Simms, Simpson, Thomas 
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mas Smith, Caleb. B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, James Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs; Treadway, 
‘Frumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentw: Wick, 


Winthrop; Wood, . Woodward, - worth, 
Wright, Yei, and. Young-——113. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 0o05: 


The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the adoption of: the resolution; and it was decided 
in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Ba- 
ker, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, Boyd, Mil- 
ton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, 
‘Cathcart, John: G, Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cullom, Cummings, Cunningham, Dan- 
iel, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dobbin, Dockery, 
Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Ewing, Faran, Foot, 


Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Goodyear, Grider, į 


Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Haralson, Harman- 
ston Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, E. B. Holmes, 
Hough, G. S, Houston, Washington Hunt, Jas. 
B. Hunt, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Leake, Lewis, 
Levin, Long, McClelland, McHenry, McKay, 


John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Owen, Perry, j 


Pettit, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Reid, Rhett, Tue. 
ter, Julius Rockwell, Root, Russell, Scammon, 
Schenck; A. D. Sims, Leonard H. Simms, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Jas. Thomp- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts; Tombs, Tread- 
way, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wick, 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, 
Wright, Ben, Young, and Yost—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Bayly, Jas. Black, 
Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Wil- 
liam.W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Collamer, 
Constable, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Doug- 
lass, Erdman, Ficklin, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, 
Graham, Hamlin, Harper, Hoge, Hopkins, John 
W. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Hunter, Jenkins, 
Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Leib, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClean, McClernand, McCrate, Mce- 
Dowell, McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Par- 
ish, Payne, Pendleton, Perriil, Relfe, John A. 
Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer; Seaman, 
Seddon, Severance, Truman Smith, Robt. Smith, 
‘Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strohm, Taylor, 
Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tildon, Wheaton, 
White, Williams, Wilmot, and Woodraff—77. 

When the name of Mr. McConnexu was called, 
he rose.to.make an éxplanation; which the Speaker 
informed. him he could- not- do but by the unani- 
mous consent of the House. 

Several voices: ** Go on; go ôn.” 

- But-objection ‘being interposed, the explanation 
was not made, and Mr. McConne.t declined to 
vote. 

And so it was—_ . 

“Resolved, ‘That the Clerk of this House, imme- 
diately after: the passage of this resolution, place in 
a box. the name of each member and delegate of 
the House of Representatives upon a separate 
piece of paper; that he. then’ proceed, in the pre- 
sence of the House, to draw from said. box, one 
at a time, the said pieces of paper, andas each is 
drawn, he shall announce the name of the member 
upon it, who shall then choose his seat for.the pre- 
sent session. ` 


Several members rose to ask leave to introduce’ 


resolutions. i 
‘The SPEAKER said the order required that the 
‘House.should proceed to its immediate execution. 
Mr. RAMSEY moved that the House reconsider 
the vote adopting the resolation. 
His motion was lost by a large majority. 
The: House then proceeded to the execution of 
the order. Aes 
The:€lerk ee a boX containing the name 
of every member, each on a separate piece of pa- 
per, and commenced to‘draw the names. 
The name of Mr. Yawory being called, and he 
not answering to the call 
An inquiry was “put. to: the Chair whether, in 
case of the absence of a member, a seat might not 
be chosen fer him by the members of his State 
-delegation ? ne, 
i Mrs COB 


B observed, that when a member had 


H 


} 


| Oregon. 


been in attendance from the commencement of tke 
session, and happened accidentally to be absent 


spirit of the rule would very well admit of the ar- 
rangement proposed. : i 
Àfter some desultory conversation, the CHAIR 
decided that, by the acquiescence of the House, he 
should give the rule that interpretation. 
Mr. HAMLIN objected to the decision. If Mr. 
Yancry had been in attendance since the session 


to any privilege if he was absent at this time: it 
was the bounden duty of a member always to be 
found at his post, unless prevented by indisposi- 
tion, which created a different case entirely. 

The CHAIR thought Mr. Hamiiw’s objection 
too late, inasmuch as he had given his decision 
under the general acquiescence of the TLouse. 

Mr. HAMLIN said he had not acquiesced, and 
ihe should take an appeal from the decision. 

After some, further conversation, and an expla- 
nation from the CHAIR— 

Mr. HAMLIN withdrew his appeal. 
| Mr. HARALSON proposed that, for the more 
orderly carrying out of the resolution, the mem- 
bers should all vacate the seats now occupied, and 
retire. into the area in front of the Clerk’s teble, 
and then let each gentleman have a clear field to 
make the selection of such scat as he should pre- 
fer. 

Mr. SCHENCK supported this proposal, and it 


tion. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. McCLERNAND gave notice that he would 
i to-morrow, or as early thereafter as practicable, 


l ask for leave to introduce a bill to reduce and 
| graduate the price of the public lands. i 
Mr. TIBBATT'S gave notice of motions for | 
| leave to introduce several bills, viz: 


A bill providing a similar compensation for the 
I S P 


prior to the treaty of Greenville in 1795, as is now 
authorized by law to be paid to officers and sol- 
diers of the revolutionary war. 

A bill to amend an act entitled “ An act to pro- 


< gers on board of vessels propelled in whole or in 
< part by steam,” approved July 9th, 1838. 


ment of certain rivers and harbors. 

A bill to authorize the purchase of the residue 
of the stock held by individual stockholders in the 
Louisville and Portland Canal Company, and the 
Louisville Dry Dock.Company, and to make the 
navigation of said canal free from toil. 

A bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Ohio, Mississippi, 
Missouri, and Arkansas rivers. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTE. 


Mr. OWEN gave notice that on to-morrow, or 
some subsequent day of the session, he would ask 
leave to introduce a bill establishing a “‘ Smithson- 
ian Institution.” 


PRINTING THE MESSAGE. 


Mr. GILES renewed the resolution which he 
asked leave to introduce this morning. It was 
read as follows: 

Resolved, That of the 20,000 copies of the Presi- 
dent’s Message now ordered to be printed, 5,000 
thereof, with the documents relating to “Texas 
dnd Mexico,” be printed as soon as possible, for 
the use of this House; and, also, that the usual 
number of extra copies of the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury {on the state of the finances] 
and accompanying documents be printed. 

“Mr. G. sustained his motion by some remarks 
| on the Importance and value of the Executive Mes- 


by the President. in reference beth to Texas and 
He wished to have that portion cf the 
Message which referred to these subjects. printed 
separately, and not. encumbered with the volumin- 
ous additions of the Message itself, and the- nu- 


; merous documents accompanying it. . He wanted 


that the action of the Government on these impor- 
tant branches of the public-policy should be fully 
and universally known. Let the able exposé of the 
: President ın reference to them not only go to every 
part of dur own-land, but be extensively spread in 


when seats were drawn for, he thought that the | 


commenced, he did not see how that entitled him | 


officers and soldiers who served in the Indian wars | 


¢ vide for the better security of the lives of passen- | 


A bill making appropriations for the improve- || ; 
8. approp mpr , because he considered the report as not only very 


sage, and in commendation of the course indicated || 


amendment: 

«That there be printed, in additicn to the num- 
‘ ber already ordered, three thousand copies of the 
< President’s Message and accompanying docus 
‘ ments in the German language.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to amend the amend- 

rent by adding, “and in all other languages spo- 

ken in the United States. ’? 

Mr. R. SMITH, after a eulogy on the Message, 
dwelt on the impertance of affording to so respec~ 
table a portion of our population as were of Ger- 


| mau origin an opportunity of reading it in their 
i own language. 
| perty and great respectability, had left their own 


Many of them, possessed of pro- 


country in Europe and come to cast their lot with 
the people of America; and it was important that 


‘they should have a clear comprehension of the 


state of our country and of the leading points of 

its public policy. : 
After some conversation, in which objection 

was made to Mr. Bropreap’s-amendment, as 


i having been introduced when he had no right to 


' the floor-— 

i Mr. BRODHEAD, though insisting that the 

motion had been made in order, consented, in or- 
‘ der to prevent difficulty, to withdraw it. 

And the question then recurring on the amend- 

iment moved by Mr. Roser? Stn, it was deci- 
ded in the negative, 

The question then being on the adoption of the 

resolution of Mr. Guzs—- 

Mr. PAYNE proposed to amend it so as to or- 
der the printing of 20,000 additional copies of the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to amend this amend- 
ment by reducing the number to 10,000. He 
thought there was nothing so special in this re- 


i port as to justify the printing of so large an extra 
‘number as that proposed by the gentleman from 


Alabama. The document was doubtless of great 
importance, but he saw no reason for so largely 
increasing the number usually printed. The doc- 
ument was very voluminous. 

Mr. PAYNE said, in reply, that it was precisely 


important, but very extraordinary in its character, 
that he had moved for the printing of 20,000 copies. 
He designated it as extraordinary, because it ap- 
proximated to the free trade principle, and this, he 
believed, was the first time when this document, 
though annually put forth by the: Treasury De- 
partment, had ever done so, An additional reason 
was, his expectation, or at least his hope, that the 
House would at this session be called to review 
our revenue laws. T'he public mind was awake to 
the subject, and he wished to present to it the im- 
portant facts and cogent reasoning in the report, 
The document was extraordinary in its ability, 


‘and extraordinary in the grounds taken, and ex- 
| traordinary in the soundness and force of its ar- 
‘guments. 
; be widely eirculated. 


For these reasons, he desired it should 


Mr. STEWART demanded the yeas and nays 


; on this amendment; but the House refused to or- 


der them, 

Mr. S. opposed the motion. He admitted, with 
the gentleman from Alabama, that this report was 
a very extraordinary document indeed, and it did 
for the first time put forth the doctrines to which 
the genileman had alluded. Myr. S., believing 
these doctrines to be founded in error, and per- 
nicious in their tendency, had no desire to see them 
ropagated by the agency of that House in print- 
ng so large a number of copies. He hoped that 
o more than the ordinary number would be 
ordered. 

And, pending the question on the amendment, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 8, 1845. 
Mr. Barrow, of Louisiana, appeared in his 
; place to-day. 


| Isaac S. Pennybacwer, clected a Senator from 
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the State of Virginia for. the term. of ‘six -years 
from the fourth of March last; which were read. 

Mr. PENNyBACKER then appeared, was sworn, 
and took his seat. í ` 

Mr. ARCHER presented the credentials -of 
Joun MACPHERSON, BERRIEN, elected a Senator 
fromthe: State of Georgia until the fourth of 
March, 1847, to fill the unexpired term of J. M. 
Berrien, resigned. : 

Mr. Berrien then appeared, was sworn,and 
took his seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid. before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Department of 
State, inclosing a report of the contingent expen- 
ditures of the Deparument. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the communication 
on the table, and print it. 

Which motion was agreed to. . 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ateacommunicationfrom the War Department, on 
the subject of certain transfers of appropriations. 

Mr. SEVIER moved tolay.the communication 
on the table, and print it. 

Which motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, with a ‘statement from the Register of the 
Treasury, of the commerce and tonnage of the 
United States for the year 1845. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the communication 
on the table, and print it. 

Which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STURGEON suggested that, as this was 
an important document, and the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas embraced no extra copies, 
and as he believed that it was the practice to have 
an extra number of the report printed, it would 
be proper to have an extra number supplied for 
the use of the Senate. Ele would therefore desire 


to move that an extra number of the document be | 


printed. 

Mr. SEVIER believed there was an existing 
rule on the subject, and that an extra number 
would be supplied without a special motion to 
that effect. 

Mr. STURGEON then submitted a motion for 
the printing of the usual number of extra copies. 

Which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DIX stated that it was also the practice to 
supply the Department with a number of copies 
of this document. He therefore moved that two 
hundred and fifty copies be printed for the use of 
the Department. - 

Which motion was agreed to. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, inclosing a report of the articles inspected 
during the year ending the 30th June, 1845, the 
duties on which exceeded thirty-five pet cent. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the communication 
on the table, and printit. 

Which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON rose for the purpose of present- 
ing to the Senate a paper from Dr. White, who 
occupied the position of Indian agent for the tribes 
occupying the Territory of Oregon, west of the 
Rocky mountains... This gentleman had, for the 
last half dozen years, been employed on that side 
of the Rocky mountains; and the paper which he 
now desired to present accompanied a petition 
from the American citizens inhabiting the Oregon 
Territory. These petitioners stated that, for the 
preservation of order, they had, among them- 
selves, established a provisional and temporary 
government, subject to the ratification of the Uni- 
ted States Government. The petition set forth, in 
strong and respectful language arguments why the 
citizens residing in that section of country should 
be. protected for the purpose of preserving their 
rightsyand also asa meañs of preserving order, 
The memorial was drawn up in a manner credit- 
able to the body by which it was presented, to the 
talents by which it was dictated, and to the patri- 
otic sentiments which pervaded it; and the appli- 
cation was worthy ofa favorable consideration for 
its moderation, reasonableness, and justice. As 
the best means of spreading the contents of this 
petition before the country, and doing honor to the 
ability and enterprise of those who had presented 


it, he moved that it beread at the bar of the Senate. | 


The petition was then read. 
_Mr. BENTON. then moved to 
tition, fetal - 

Which motion..was agreed to. 


print the pe- 


The memorial. is as follows: re 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled: ; D 3 
Yourmemorialistsand petitioners, therepresen- 
tatives of the people of Oregon, for themselves and 
in behalf of the citizens of the United States re- 
siding in this Territory, would respectfully. submit 
to the consideration of your honorable body some 
of the grievances under which we labor, and pray 


your favorable consideration of our petitions for || 


their remedies, 

Without dilating upon the great importance of 
this Territory as an appendage to the Federal 
Union, orconsuming your valuable timein repeat- 
ing to youthe oft-repeated account of our agricul- 
tural and commercial advantages, we would, with 
due deference, submit to your serious considera- 
tion our peculiar difficulties as occupants of this 
Territory. As by treaty stipulations between the 
Governmentofthe United States and Great Britain 
this Territory has becomeakind ofneutral ground, 
in the occupancy of which the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States and the subjects of Great Britain have 
equal rights, and, as your memorialists humbly 
conceive, ought to have equal protection: such 
being the fact, the population of the Territory, 
though promiscuously interspersed, is composed 
of the subjects of a crown and the citizens of a 
republic between whom no common bond of union 
exists, 

lt may naturally be supposed, in the absence 
of any provision having been made by the two 
Governments to prevent or settle any such oc- 
currence, that conflicting interest, aided by an- 
cient prejudices, would speedily lead to results the 
most disastrous, particularly when itis considered 
that this mixed population exists in the midst of 
numerous and warlike tribes of Indians, to whom 
the smallest dissensions among the white inhabit- 
ants would be the signal to let loose upon their 
defenseless families all the horrors of savage war- 
fare. 

To prevent a calamity so much to be dreaded, 
the well-disposd inhabitants of this Territory have 
found itabsolutely necessary toestablish a provis- 
ional and temporary government, embracing all 
free male citizens; and whose executive, legisla- 
tive,and judicial powers, should be equal to ail the 
exigencies that may arise among themselves, not 
provided for by the Government to which they 
owe allegiance. And we are most happy to in- 
form your honorable body, that, with but few in- 
dividual exceptions,the utmostharmony and good 
will has been the result of this, as we conceive, 
wiseand judicious measure; and the British sub- 
jects and American citizens vie with each other in 
their obedience and respect to the laws, and in 
promoting the common good and general welfare 
of Oregon. ` 

Although such has been the result, thus far, of 
our temporary union of interests—though we, the 
citizens of the United States, have had no cause to 
complain, either of exactions or oppression atthe 
hands of the subjects of Great Britain, but, on 
the contrary, it is but just to say that their con- 
duct toward us has been most friendly, liberal, 
and philanthropic; yet we fear along continuance 
of the present state of things is not to be expected 
—our temporary government being limited in its 
efficiency and crippled in its powers by the para- 
mount duty we owe to our respective Govern- 
ments—our revenues being inadequate to its sup- 
port—and the almost total absence, apart from the 
Fludson Bay Company, of the means of defense 
against the Indians, which recent occurrences lead 
us to fear entertain hostile feelings toward the 
people of the United States. 

Your memorialists would further inform your 
honorable body, that while the subjects of Great 
Britain, through the agency of the Hudson Bay 
Company,are amply provided with all the muni- 
tions of war, and can afford, by means of their 
numerous fortifications,ample protection for them- 
selves and their property, the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States are scattered over a wide extentof ter- 
ritory, without a single place of refuge; and, 
within themselves, are almost entirely destitute 
of the means of defense. 

_ Your memorialists would further crave your 
indulgence to remark, that Great Britain has; by 
extending her criminal code to this country, guar- 
antied every British subject, claiming his birth: 
right, a legitimate trial by the laws of his country. 


We,ascitizensof the United States, having neither 
the military protection of our Government, no 
extension to us of the civil laws of our ep 
are forced to the enactmesit and execution: 
not authorized ,and, for what we know, ne 
be sanctioned by our Government... y 
Your memorialists would further call the a 
tion of your honorable body to the fact, thal 
citizens of the United States, we labor-unler 
greatest commercial disadvantages; we haven 
ther ships of war, nor of commerce, not any nay= 
igation of the rivers ofthe interior; and for want 
of adequate protection, no private capitalistamong 
us can establish a successful competition with 9 
wealthy and powerful monopoly, possessing all 
the appliances of commerce, and all the influence . 
over tse natives by an early establishmentamong. 
them. We are, therefore, dependent for a mar- 
ket for a large and increasing surplus, and for 
nearly all our supplies, upon a single company, 
which molds the market under its control.” 
Your memorialists, with a view to remedy the 
grievances under which they labor, pray the pa- 
tional Congress to establish a distinct territo fal 
government, to embrace Oregon and its adjacent 


sea-coasts. ace 
` We pray for adequate means of protection from 
the numerous Indian tribes which surround us; 
for the purchase of territories which they. are 
willing-to sell; and for agents, with authority to 
regulate intercourse between whites and Indiang 
and between Indian tribes. ; ii 
That donations of lands may be made accord- 
ing to the inducements held out to us by the pas- 
sage of a bill through the United States Senate, at 
the second session of the 27:h Congress, entitled 
“A bill to authorize the adoption of measures fot 
the occupation and settlement of the Territory of 
Oregon, for extending certain portions of the laws’ 
of the United States over the same, and for other 
purposes.” a we 
That navy-yards and marine depots may be eg- 
tablished on the river Columbia, and upon Pa- 
get’s sound, and a naval force adequate to our pro- 
tection be kept permanently in the adjacent seas.’ 
That a public mail be established, to arrive and 
depart monthly from Oregon City and Indepen- 
dence, and such other local mail routes be estabe 
lished as are essential to the Willamette country 
and other settlements. - ei ae 
We pray for the establishment of such com- 
mercial regulations as may enable us to. trade-in 
our own Territory at least on an equality with 
non-resident foreigners... hae i 
We pray that adequate military protection be 
given to emigrants coming to us, either by the 
establishment of posts onthe route, or by militaay 
escort. T 
And we pray that, in the event you deem itin- 
expedient as a measure, or contrary to the spirit 
of existing treaties, to establish a territorial. gov- 
ernment in Oregon, that you extend to usadequate 
military and naval protection, so as to place uset 
least upon a par with other occupants of this coune 
try. 
For the granting of which your memorialists 


will ever pray. 
OSBORN RUSSELL, 
PETER G. STEWART, 
Executive. 
J. W. NESMITH, © 
. _ Judge of Circuit Court. 
Members of the Legislutive Committee: 


M. M. McConwer, Speaker, Jesse ÅPPLECATÈ, 


Mepa G. Foisy W. H. Gray, 
Joun GARRISON, Asyan BENDRICH, 
Davin Hin, H. A. G. Les, 


Barron Ler, Jous McCuvre, - 
Roserr NEWELL, J, W. Smits, 
Hiram STRAIGHT. 


Done at Oregon City, 28th June, 1845. 
Attest: J. E. LONG, Clerk. 
Mr. CAMERON presented several petitions 
from citizens of Pennsylvania, against the annex- 
ation to the Union of Texas or any other slave 
States, j : 

The petitions were laid on the table. 

_Mr. SPEIGHT said he had not heard thavany 
disposition was made of the ‘petitions jest pre- 
sented by the Senator from Pennsylvania. He 
desired information on the subject. 0 no. 

Mr. CAMERON said he believed- the usual 


: Course before-the appointment of the committees 
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had been to lay petitions on the table; and he un- 
derstood that those which he had presented had 
taken that course. i 

Mr. ALLEN; as faras he could be heard; said 
that they would take this course, without any spe- 
cific motion. 


_ POSTPONEMENT: OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. SEVIER moved that the election of the 
standing committees and of the officers of the Sen- 
ate be.postponed till to-morrow, at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. MANGUM regarded this motion as one 
which could not be sustained without a suspension 
of the rule of the Sénate, which fixes this day for 
the election of officers. ‘The only way to postpone 
these elections would be to suspend the rule which 
provides that they shall take place on the second 
Monday of the session. 

Mr, SEVIER said his object was principally to 
accommodate his friends on the other side; and-he 
certainly had anticipated no. objection from that 
quarter. The rule, he believed, could not be sus- 
pended without giving a day’s notice; and such dc- 

ay was not necessary to effect the object he had in 
view. He could, however, obtain his purpose as 
well by moving an adjournment; which he would 
do, if the objection was persisted in, 

Mr. MANGUM had no other objection but that 
the motion appeared to him to be a violation of the 
rule of the Senate. 

Mr. SEVIER said that the subject having been 
taken up, it was in the power of the Senate to 


postpone till to-morrow. iF 
“Mr. J. M. CLAYTON called for a division of | 


the question. The motion was to: postpone the 


election of the standing committees and the officers |i 


of the Senate. He would move that the question 
be taken first on the first branch of the motion, as į 
he agreed with. the Senator from North Carolina į 
that the rule of the Senate required them to pro- | 
ceed to-day to the election of officers. He was 
willing to postpone the election of the committees 
until the gentlemen on the other side were prepared 
to gointo it, but he thought it imperative on the 
Senate now to proceed to the election of officers. 

Mr. SEVIER thought the postponement would 
be to the advantage of the gentlemen on the other 
side. He had no objection to go on now, and if 
they were ready, and determined to press the elec- 
tions to-day, be it so. - 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON was not disposed to 
press gentlemen to an election for which they were 
not prepared: But the rule, as tothe election of 
officers, was imperative. He knew not why they 
should not proceed to this election. ` l 

Mr. ALLEN understood the question to be on 
the division ofthe motion. He hoped that all the 
elections would-be postponed, or none. 

Mr. SEVIER moved. that- the Senate now ad- 
journ. = : oE 

Mr: MANGUM: One moment. He had no par- 
ticular purpose to accomplish by his objection. 
He would te happy to go on with the elections 
to-day, in order to prevent any irregularity in the 
“proceedings. of the Senate. 0E 

: Mr: CRITTENDEN was willing to assent to 
any postponement which the gentlemen who had 
the control of ‘the matter might deem necessary to 
produce harmony among, themselves.. If there 
was a probability that, by any further conferences, 
they could bring about that desirable object, he 
would cheerfully vote for the postponement ofthe 
election of the committees; but unless there was 
sufficient ground for such hope, he would prefer to 
goonnow. As to the election of the officers, he 
would object to a postponement for the same rea- 
son which had been given. by Senators near him. 


The Senate was full, and we ought to go on with |j 


these elections. 

Mr. SEVIER renewed his motion, that the Sen- 
ate do: now. adjourn; and. the question being put, it 
was decided in the affirmative—yeas 25 nays 21. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, December 8, 1845. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
Mr. Jerrerson Davis ‘and Mr. Roperr W. 
Roperts, members elect fromthe State of Missis- 
sippi appeared, were qualified, and took their seats. 
The standing committees, provided. for by the 
-rules, and the appointment of which was ordered 


Conuniitee of Elections.—Messrs. Hamlin, Au 
gustus A. Chapman, Harper, Chase, Dobbin, Ells 
worth, MeGaughey, Chipmaa, and Culver. 

Committee of Ways and Means.—Messrs. McKay, 
Dromgoole, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Hungerford, 
G. S. Houston, Winthrop, Norris, Vinton, and 
Seaborn Jones. : 

Committee of Claims.—Messrs. Vance, Danicl, 
Hoge, Stephens, Gordon, Pollock, Ligon, Leake, 
and John i Rockweil. 

Commitice on Commerce.—Messrs. McClelland, 


rence, Giles, Levin, and Thibodcaux. 


| Mosely, Morris, Reife, Blanchard, and Ashmun. 


Messrs. Hopkins, Kennedy, Reid, Cranston, Me- 
Ilvaine, Thomasson, B. Martin, Hough, and Hil- 
liard. 

Commitiee for the District of Columbia.—Messrs. 
| Hunter, McDowell, Ficklin, Payne, Marsh, Wash- 


MeHenry. 

Committee on the Judiciary.—Messrs. Rathbun, 
Pettit, Lumpkin, Milton Brown, Buffington, Con- 
stable, Thurman, Dixon, and Biggs. 

Commitice on Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. 
Joseph Johnson, Kicklin, D. P. King, St. John, 
| Grider, Ewing, Clarke, Herrick, and Cabell. 
Committee on Public Expenditures.—-Messrs. 
| Dunlap, - Yost, Cunningham, Russell, Arnold, 
Runk, J. W. Houston, J. H. Campbell, and 
; Lewis. 
| Committee on Private Land Claims.—Messrs. 
| Bowlin, Yancey, Wieck, Andrew Johnson, Albert 
i Smith, Stephen Adams, Morse, Long, and 
; Toombs. 

Committee on Afanufuctures.—Messrs. John Q. 


| W.G. Brown, Wilmot, James H. Johnson, and 
! J. P. Martin. 

|  Commitice on Agriculture.—Messrs. Anderson, 
| James Black, Wright, Perrill, Grover, Dockery, 
i L. H. Simms, Erdman, and Root. 

| Comuniltee on Indian Affuirs—Messrs. Jacob 
i Thompson, Benton, Reubea Chapman, Yell, Foot, 
' Barringer, Sawyer, Hampton, and Cathcart. 


Bedinger, Baker, and B. Thompson. 


De Mott, Edsall, and Samuel D. Hubbard. 
Committee on Nuval Affuirs—Messrs. I. E. 
| Holmes, Bayly, Maclay, ‘I. B. King, Schenck, 
Darragh, Stanton, McCrate, and Wood. 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. —Messrs. C. J. 
| Ingersoll, Rhett, Payne, Garrett Davis, Cobb, 
| Truman Smith, Cullom, C. B. Smith, and Perry. 
| . Committee on Territories.—Messis. Douglass, 
i Boyd, Graham, Dillingham, G. W. Jones, J. 
Rockwell, James ‘Vhoinpson, Price, aud Young. 
Comunitice on Revolutionary Pensions.—Messrs. 
| Brodhead, Atkinson, Parrish, Seaman, Owen, 
| Barringer, Jenkins, Hampton, and ‘Toombs. 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Pres- 
| ton King, Starkweather, McConnell, Bell, Seddon, 
Delano, Cocke, Goodyear, and Moulton. 
Committee on Roads and Canals. —Messrs. Robert 
| Smith, Foster, Boyd, Gentry, Pendleton, E. B. 
| Holmes, Strohm, Williams, and Miller. 
Committee on Patents. —Messrs. Henry, Maclay, 
| Marsh, Sykes, and F. B. King. 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grownds.— 
| Messrs. Ficklin, McClean, Winthrop, Farran, 
and Woodworth. 
Committee on Revisat and Unfinished Business. —~ 
| Messrs, Sawtelle, Cummins, Treadway, Wheaton, 
and Trumbo. 


| King, Farran, McClean, and W. W. Campbell. 
Committee on: Mileuge.—Messrs. John P. Mar- 


Thompson. . 
| Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
| ment.— Messrs. Strong, J. EL Campbell, Crozier, 
| Edsall, and J. H. Johnson. oL aes 
| Conmitiee on Expenditures. in the: Preasury De- 
partment.—-Messis. Scammon,. White, E. W. 
Hubard, McCrate, and Root, 

Cominitiee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment.—Messrs. Leib, Woodruff, Crozier, Price, 


con Thursday last, were announced as follows:. 


jand T. Rockwell. 


Tibbatts, Wentworth, Simpson, Grinnell, Law- | 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.— mi 5 : € 
| House at the time of its last adjournment, would 
i now legitimately be the proper business before it. 


ington Hunt, J. G. Chapman, A. D. Sims, and | 
4 the resolution which he had indicated, and which 
i was read for information. 
i pointment of a Joint Committee on the Library.] 


| Adams, Woodward, Stewart, Hudson, Yancey, | 


| Committee on AMilitury Afairs. —Mossrs, Taral- | 
‘son, Yell, Brinkerhoff, Burt, Ramsey, Niven, | 


Committee on the Militia.—Messrs. J. A. Black, | 
| E. W. Hubard, Abbott, Tilden, Ritter, Giddings, | 


| _ Committee on Accownts.—Messrs. Taylor, D. P. ] 


in, Severance, Henley, McDowell, and James | 


i 
ji 
s 
it 
H 
ji 
a 
i 


Í 
| 
| 
| 
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Committee on Public Lands.—Messrs. McCler- || 
nand, Thomas Smith, Collamer, James B. Hunt, | 


Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 


į ment.—Messrs. Collin; Fries, Blanchard, Long, 
: and Moulton. 


Committee on Engraving.—Messrs. Yost, Perry, 
and Cocke. : . 

The SPEAKER announced that the business 
first in order was the resolution offered on Thurs- 


| day by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Grugs,] 


inrelation to the printing of additional extra copies 


i| of so much of the President’s Message. and the 


accompanying documents as related to ‘Texas and 
Oregon, &c., and the amendment pending thereto. 
Mr. BRODHEAD inquired of the Speaker 
whether a resolution going to the organization. of 
the House, did not take precedence. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, having been left before the 


Mr. WENT WORTH gave notice of leave to 


+ introduce a bill establishing a port of entry at the 
| city of Chicago. 


Mr. BRODHEAD now asked leave to introduce 
[it provides for the ap- 


Mr. PAYNE objected, and desired that the reso- 


| lution pending on ‘Thursday might be taken up. 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved to postpone the orders 
of the day, with a view to enable him to introduce 
the resolution. 

And the question being taken, the motion was 
rejected. 

So the orders of the day were not postponed. 


HE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

_ Whereupon the House resumed the considera- 
tion of the following resolution, offered on Thars- 
day by Mr. Grrs, . 

Aesoived, That of the twenty thousand copies of 


i| the President’s Message now ordered to be print- 


ed, five thousand thereof, with the documents re- 
lating to **Teaas and Mexico,” be printed as soon 
as possible for the use of this House; and, also, 
that the usual member of extra copics of the Re- 
port of the Sceretary of the Treasury [on the state 
of the finances] and accompanying documents, be 
printed. 

This resolution Mr. Paynes, of Alabama, had 
heretofore moved to amend, by striking out the 
words ‘usual number ” of extra copies, and in- 
serting “twenty thousand.” 

And Mr. Horxris had moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘twenty thousand,” 
&e., and inserting ‘ten thousand.’? 

[This being in effect the same proposition as 
was contained inthe original resolution, the amend- 
ment was not before the House as a distinct or for- 
mal proposition.] 

Tellers were appointed on a demand heretofore 
made for the yeas and nays on the amendment, 
which were now ordered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, was pro- 


| ceeding to appeal to’ his friends, and especially to 
| the friends of the tariff, to sustain the demand for 


the yeas and nays; when 
Objections were made, on the ground that the 
previous question had been moved and seconded. 
The SPEAKER stated his impression that the 


į previous question had not been demanded, and 


therefore debate was in order. 

As the result, however, of some farther conver- 
sation on the question of fact, the Journal of that 
part of Thursday’s proceedings was read, from 


|| which it appeared that the previous question had 


been demanded by Mr. Bropnrap, and that the 
main question had been ordered. 

So, further debate not being in order, 

The main question (being first on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Payne) was taken, and decided in 
the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 


‘Bayly, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, William 


G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, Catheart, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Constable, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargin, 
Jefferson Davis, De Moti, Dobbin, Douglass, Fa- 
rao, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Hamlin, Laralson, 
Henley, Hoge, I. E. Holmes, George S. Hous- 
ton, E. W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Law- 
rence, Leake, Leib, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClel- 


|land, McClernand, McCrate, John P. Martin, 
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Barclay Martin, Morris, Niven, Norris, Owen, 
Parish, Payne, Pervill, Pettit, Price, Rathbun, 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, A. D. Sims, L. H. Simms, Simpson, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, 
Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Wood- 
worth, Yancey, and Yell—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, Blanchard, Brinker- 
hoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, W.W. 
Campbell, J. H. Campbell, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Edsall, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Ewing, Foot, Foster, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 
Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harmanson, 
Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hop- 
kins, Hough, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hun- 
gerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Preston King, Thomas B. King, Lewis, 
Levin, McClean, McDowell, McGaughey, Me- 
Henry, McIlvaine, McKay, Marsh, Miller, Mose- 
ley, Moulton, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, 
Julus Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephen 
Stewart, Strohm, Thomasson, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Wheaton, White, 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodruff, Young, and Yost~ 


105. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
And (after some unimportant conversation) the 
resolution, as originally offered, was adopted. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HOUSTON gave notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce two bills, viz: 

A bill to establish a permanent and prospective 
pre-emption system in favor of actual settlers on 
the public lands, 

A bill to cede to the State of. Alabama the pub- 
lic lands lying within the limits of that State, for 
purposes of education. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. HOGE gave notice of a motion for leave to 
introduce a bill to sell the reserved mineral lands 
in the State of Illinois and in the Territories of 
lowa and Wisconsin. . 


GOVERNMENT OF OREGON. 


Mr. BOWLIN gave notice of a motion for leave || 


to introduce a bill organizing a Territorial Govern- 
ment in the Oregon Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. BRODHEAD offered the following con- 


current resolution: . 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That a joint 
committee of three members of each House be 
appointed to direct and superintend the expendi- 
ture of all moneys appropriated for the purchase 
of books. for the Library of Congress; and all 
such other matters pertaming to the said library 
not otherwise provided for by law. 

The resolution was read and agreed to; and Mr. 
Bropueap, Mr. Owen, and Mr. W. W. Camp- 
BELL were appointed of the committee on the part 
of the House. 


REPORTS FROM DEPARTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications from Executive Departments, 
viz: y 

i, From the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the Annual Report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, with many accompanying 
documents, in reference to the condition and opera- 
tions of that branch of the public service during the 
past year. 

Referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


IL. From the Secretary of State, accompanied 
by a report, in detail, of the expenditures of the 
funds appropriated to defray the contingent ex- 
penses of the Department. and of. Foreign Mis- 
sions for the year ending June 30, 1845. 

Referred to the Committee. on Expenditures in the 
Department of State, and ordered to be printed. 


| 
i 
| 
| 


| June 30, 1845, prepared in the office of the Reg: 


DUTIES BEYOND 35 PER CENT. 


III. From the. Secretary of the Treasury, ac- 
companied by the statement required to be fur- 
nished by the 27th section of the tariff act of 1842, 
of articles imported in the year ending 30th June, 
1845, the duty on which exceeded ‘thirty-five per 
cent. on their wholesale market value... ‘These ar- 
ticles are: 

Coiton bagging of other materials then hemp. 

Wines, white and red, in bottles, of Austria. 

Spirits, foreign distilled, from grain. 

Do. do. do. from brandy. 
Do. © do. do. from other materials. 

Sugar, loaf, and other refined. 

Sirup of sugar and cane. 

Spices—pepper, black, Cayenne, pimento. 

Dates. 

Ochre, dry. 

Whiting and Paris white. 

Cordage, tarved, and cables; also, untarred. 

Glass—Cut chandeliers, candlesticks, &c. 

Plain, moulded, or pressed tumblers. 

Demijohns and carboys. 

Lead—Shot. ; 

Tn sheets and forms not specified. 
Manufactures of iron— 

Spikes, cut or wrought. 

Chain cables and parts. 

Wrought, for ships, locomotives, and steam-en- 

gines. 

Chains, other than cables. 

Sad irons, hatters and tailors’ irons. 

Nail or spike rods, slit, rolled, or hammered. 

Hoop iron. 

Writing paper. 

Coke or culm. 

. Referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


IV. From the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the Annual Statements of the Commerce 
and Navigation of the United States, for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1845. 

Referred to the Committee on Commerce; and, 
on motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 10,000 copies 
extra thereof were ordered to be printed. 

V. From the Secretary of the Treasury, accom- 
panied by an account of the Receipts and Expen- 
ditures of the Government for the year ending 
is- 
ter of the Treasury, pursuant to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the United States of 
the 3d December, 1791. 

Referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed; and, on motion of Mr. 


| PRESTON KING, one hundred copies extra were 


ordered for the use of the Treasury Department. 
VI. From the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 


| mitting a report of the Register of the Treasury, in 
‘pursuance of the order of the House of Represen- 


tatives of the 3d February, 1845, exhibiting the: 
duties which accrued. on merchandise imported 
during the year ending December 31, 1844. 

Referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and not ordered to be printed. 

VII. From the Secretary of War, in answer to an 
order of the House of the 3d March, 1845, instruct- 
ing him to institute an inquiry into the investment 


j of the Chickasaw fund, arising under the treaties 


of 1832 and 1834; as also into the disbursement of 
said fund. 
Referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 


‘ ordered to be printed. 


THE ANNUAL ESTIMATES. 


VII. From the Secretary of the Treasury, ac- 
companicd by the estimates from the several de- 


i partments and branches of the Government of the 


sums necessary to be appropriated for the service 
of the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1847. 

Referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

These estimates propose— 
For the civil list, foreign in- 

tercourse, and misceila- 

NEOUS,.... eee weucvegis -$4,550,133 
Army proper -3,254,396 - 
Fortifications, ordnance, &c..4,071,809 
Indian department. 
PenSIONS.....s cesses 
Naval establishment.. 


- $21,079,440 


To these are added: 


Ist. The appropriations for the same 


made by former acts of aper- “ 
Thi x p 2,997,915 


i| manentcharactér, amounting to..... 
| 2d. Existing. appropriations,’ which 
© will be required to be expended in 
the fiscal. year ending 30th June, 
1847, amounting tO....eseerersenereieae: i 14415457 
25,518,813 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. HUNTER rose toa question of privilege. 
He presented the memorial of Wituiam H.. Brocer- 
ENBROUGH, Claiming the seat in the House as rep- 
resentative from the State of Florida, in the place 
of Epwarp CARRINGTON Casext, the returned and 
sitting member. : : e 

And Mr. H. offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the said memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Elections, with instructions to 
report whether the petitioner was not entitled to 
have been returned: and commissioned as aimem- 
ber of the House of Representatives in the Twen-~ 
ty-ninth Congress, for the State of Florida, at the 
time when Enwarp C. Capi received the com-- 
mission; and as soon. thereafter as they have ex- 
amined the question, whether the. said- petitioner 
was not elected by. a majority of the legally quali- 
fied voters of the State of Florida a member of the 
| House of Representatives in the Twenty-ninth 


ji Congress, according to the laws of the State which 


provide for that purpose. 

Mr. HAMLIN was opposed to the adoption of 
the instructions: they assumed the existence of 
facts of which this House had no knowledge, and 

et in reference to which it was invited to act. 
hese facts ought first to ‘be inqtired into and 
ascertained, and that was the precise duty of the 
Committee of Elections. When they had ascer- 
tained the facts, and reported them to the House, 
then the House would be in a condition to act in 
regard tothem, but not before. ‘The procedure now 
proposed was altogether novel and. unprecedented. 
t would be better to leave the committee altogether 
free and untrammelled, to repòrt at thei H dis- 
cretion not only the facts referred toin the instric- 
tions, but all other facts which, in their judgment, 
i had a bearing on the question: The reference of 
these instructions might be too narrow, or, possi- 
bly, itmight be too broad: let the ie com- 
mittee, whose province it was, judge for them- 
selves as to the subjects and extent of their in- 
quiry. But if the gentleman contesting the seat of 
the representative from Florida entertaitied a fear 
that the Committee of Elections would: not do its 
duty, let the terms of the resolution be made yet 
broader, and make it the duty not only of this par- 
ticular committee, but of all the other standing 
committees of the House, to report the facts con- 
nected with the questions referred to. Why should 
the instruction be given to this committeé alone; 
and in reference-to this case alone? Wherein did 
it differ from other cases? The memorial purported 
to contain the facts of the case; but if the House 
; Was to act upon these by following the memorial 
with corresponding instructions, why not follow 
out the principle, and accompany with instructions 
the reference of every other mémorial?.” It was 
hardly respectful to the: Committee of Elections to 
move such instructions-as had now been proposed. 
, Mr: HUNTER ‘spoke in defeticé of the resolu- 
tion he had offered: He wasvsurprised at the re- 
sistance it had met with, inasmuch as it was sim- 
ply a resolution of inquiry. - Nothing certainly 
could have been further from his intentions than 
to treat the committee with the least disrepect. 
He did not even know of whom the committee 
consisted, nor was he; to his knowledge, acquaint- 
| ed with a single gentleman who had been appoint- 
cd a member of it. The course he proposed was 
objected to as being novel and unprecedented? and 
it was true thatit might be considered as novel-in 
one respect, inasmuch as it asked the committee 
| lo report, in the first place, in reference to the rei 


H 


turn, and, in the second place, in. fegard’ to the 
In this respect, it-might hie a’ new 
asked it-4 


election itself. 
| proceeding; but Mr. H. 
i of justice between the parties 
self made up any opinion: 
ISSUE. 3 pokes Bey 
He thought it die to the petitioner'and to jus- 


At-simply asan act 
withouthaving hirr- 
to: the: question at 


tice that an inquiry should first be made as to the 
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tioner took the ground that those votes only could 
legally be counted which had been reported to the 
Secretary of State by the Judges of Probate; and 
he contended that if those votes alone had been 
taken into consideration, thé return must have 
been given to himself, and. not to the sitting mem- 
ber, inasmuch as a majority of such votes had been 
cast in, his favor. Now, if this’ statement. was 
true, then the petitioner ought to occupy the seat 
until the question of right between the parties 
should be finally settled: ; 
Although it was true that such a proceeding was 


without a precedent, as far as Mr. H. knew, in 


our own Congressional history, yet those who 
were familiar with Parliamentary precedents in 
England, must know that nothing was more usual 
in the House of Commons than to separate the 
questions of return and election. He held in his 
hand the report of one case, in which there had 
been a double return; and it was pro 

the returns to a committee; but the House refused, 
and settled the question themselves. Whether the 
facts as stated in the memorial were true or not, 
Mr. H. could not pretend to say. All he wanted 
was, that a committee should inquire whether, ac- 
cording to the laws of Florida, the present sitting 
member had been justly entitled to that return un- 
der which, as prima facie evidence, he now held 
his seat. Members must all be familiar with the 
delays which frequently took place in settling 
questions of contested elections. Everybody knew 
that the inquiry might be spun out for weeks and 
months, during the whole of which time an in- 
dividual might be deprived of his just rights, and 
this might happen without any improper design, 
or any Improper conduct on the part of the Com- 
mittee of Elections. From a pressure of business, 
or other causes, the delay might be unavoidable. 
At the time the certificate in this case was given, 
some of the returns in Florida had not yet come 
in; and the petitioner thinks, that if he is right as 
to the law of Florida, there can be no doubt that 
he ought to have had the return. Mr. FI, repeat- 
ed that this was simply a resolution of inquiry, 
and it differed in no respect from _ the. references 
ordinarily made to Committees of Elections, save 
in requiring a preliminary report as to the re- 
turn. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS was decidedly. op- 
posed to the instructions accompanying the resolu- 
tion; and that on two grounds: first, because they 
were entirely novel and unprecedented; and, .sc- 
condly, because of the principle on which they pro- 
ceeded. 


separate reports to be made upon each. Now, it 
might so happen that these reports would be di- 
rectly adverse to each other, He thought sucha 
proceeding not only unauthorized, but impolitic 
and unjust: Two claimants from the new State of 
Florida ‘asserted respectively their right to a seat 
on this floor. | According to all setded usage and 
Parliamentary principle, the claimant who was pos- 


sessed of the resular return was entitled to. take his. 


seat; then, if the other felt himself agerieved, the 
uniform course of proceeding was, that he should 
file his memorial, and present the evidence in favor 
of his claim. 4 Ae 

Mr. HUNTER here interposed, and was un- 
derstood to say that the petitioner claimed that he 
ought to have received the return. 

Mr. DAVIS still insisted on his objection to the 
insiriiclidus, because ‘they presented two issues, to 
be settled by the committee; whereas, in all cases 
of contested election, there was but one broad issuc, 
namely, which of the claimants was entitled to the 
seat. Election committees never reported as to 
which of ‘the claimants was entitled to the return; 
but, aftér an examination. of the whole case, they 
reported: which of them, in their judgment, had re- 
ceived a majority of the. votes given. That was 
the true issue, andthe only one they ought to be 
called to decide. “Suppose, as he had before sug- 
gested, that the commitlee'should: make two dis- 
tinct reports, in direct opposition to: each other, and 
both on the same day. One of these reports would 
declare that the contestant was. entitled to the re- 
turn, and the other that the sitting’ member, as 
having received a majority of votes, was entitled 
to the seat: What an absurd spectacle. would it 
be. And yet such a result might yery well grow 


osed to refer 


The instruction directed the attention of | 
the committee to two distinct issues, and required 


bers, 
ji + e 
from the question of return, and the House was | 


out.of the instructions proposed. . Mr. D. knew of 
no principle which would justify a requisition on 
the committee to report on any but one issue, and 
that was, which of the claimanis had been dul 

elected. No report short of that could settle their 
claims. ` It was for these reasons he was opposed 
to the adoption of the resolution. He trusted that 
the old and established mode, which had prevailed 


still be adhered to; that all the papers would be 
submitted to the committee, and that the commit- 
tee would then be required to report generally and 
| broadly who was entitled to the seat, 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL obtained the 
floor, but yielded it for the purpose of explanation 
to— 

Mr. HUNTER, who wished to offer a few 
words in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
In doing so, he should be brief, inasmuch as he 
spoke by the indulgence of the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

The gentleman considered the proceeding as 
wholly novel and without precedent; but if he 
would give himself the trouble of examining but a 
little into the Parliamentary practice of Great Bri- 
tain, he would find that it was not novel, and that 


confine himself to a single one. A case of con- 
tested election had come before the House of Com- 
mons from the borough of Minehead, in Somerset. 
Mr. H. would not detain the House by reading it; 
gentlemen, could examine it for themselves. But 
nothing was more common in England than to 
separate the questions of the return and the elec- 
tion. If the gentleman would consult the Consti- 
i tution of his own country, he would find the same 
| distinctions prevail there, for it declared that each 
House of Congress should be the sole judge of the 
election, return, and qualifications of its own mem- 
Here the question of clection was separated 


made the judge of both. Now, unless the Consti- 
tution had contemplated cases in which the ques- 
tion should be separated, the insertion of the word 
return” was a mere pleonasm. The gentleman 
put the case of a committee making two reports in 
opposition to each other, and on the same day; but 
the case was one which. could not happen, because 
the question of election would override and super- 
sede the question of return. But while these two 
reports, as the gentleman supposed, might be made 
on the same day, they might on the other hand be 
weeks and even months apart. The question of 
return might be a very ampie one, and might be 
reported on immediately, whilst the final question 
‘of election. might prove a very difficult one, and 
the settlement ‘of it detain the committee a great 
while. During all that time the member rightfully 
entitled to the return ought provisionally to occupy 
the seat, and therefore a separate. report ought to 
be made on that question. 

Mr. CABELL, the sitting member from Florida, 
expressed his wish that the memorial and aceom- 
panying paper might be read, for he really was to 
this moment ignorant of the ground taken by his 
opponent. It was but the day before he left Tal- 
lahassee that he had ‘received a letter from his 
friend Mr. Brocrensroven, apprizing him that 
Mr. B. proposed to contest the seat, as having re- 
ceived a majority of legal votes and being legally 
entitled to the return. He wished for his own 
satisfaction to hear what were the grounds of argu- 
ment taken. . 

[The memorial of Mr. Brocxensroven, and 
ae papers, were read at the Clerk’s 
| tapie, 

: Mr. SEABORN JONES said, he presumed that 
the House could have no objection as to an inquiry 
into the facts.of the case. ie these facts went to 


| Show that the member now holding the seat was 


ustly entitled. to the return he had received, let 


pea retain the place. he occupied; but if it should 


appear that his opponent ought legally to have re- 
ceived the return, then let him take it! The ques- 
tion of the election was another matter, and could 
be settled afterwards. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL would risk one 
or two observations in reply to the remarks which 
had been made by the gentleman from Virginia 
before him, [Mr. Hlunrer,] im relation to the Bri- 
tish precedents. For one, he should demur to the 
authority of those precedents when read in this 


House. “They were certainly not binding here, 


from the foundation of the Government, would | 


ithad frequent precedent on that side the water. | 
Mr. H. might refer to many cases, but he should | 


| dor he was sure w 


| very nature, co 


| held in Minehead, in Somerset. 
in England the votes were taken by certain infe- 


and that because the cases were not analogous. 
The construction of committees in the House of 
Commons and in our House of Representatives 
were entirely, different. The committees raised 
there were ‘raised for a particular occasion, and 
acted under immediate and precise orders from the 
House; their inquiries were restricted to limited 
questions, circumscribed by the special direction 
of the House itself; but the standing committees 
in this House were of-a character inherently and 
essentially different: these were not transient and 
occasional, but permanent; they were familiar 
with the duties pertaining to their appointment; 
they were in the habit of conducting official inves- 
tigations, and their reports to the House embodied 
not only a mass of important information and a. 
comprehensive view of the facts of the case, but, 
connected with these, the results of their own 
knowledge and previous study, and presented all 
the views which had a bearing on the questions re- 
ferred to them. He would take the liberty of sug- 
gesting to the gentleman from Virginia, whose can- 
ould receive kindly any sugges- 
tion which commended itself to his good sense, 


| that precedents drawn from our own Congression- 


al history would be far more conclusive than those 
derived from a foreign tribunal, whose proceed- 
ings, however wise and experienced, were totally 
diferent from our own, and whose committees 
were more analogous to a grand jury than to the 
standing committees of the House of Representa- 
tives. The inquiry on any memorial directed 
against the claim of a sitting member must, in its 
e ver the whole ground; for the ques- 
ion was, which of the claimants was entitled to 
the scat? T'he sitting member, in the present case, 
was certainly entitled to it prima fucie, having pre- 
sented an official certificate under the broad seal of 
the State he claimed to represent. There he would 
naturally remain until a decision was had on the 
final issue, when the prima fucie evidence would be 
done away or superseded by that evidence which 
was conclusive in the case, and then the sitting 
member would either be confirmed or superseded; 
but certainly the prima facie evidence must remain 
Ull that which was conclusive was brought to view. 
But suppose these instructions to be adopted; and 
what would be the result? A member now held 


i his seat on certain prima facie evidence; the com- 


mittee was directed to examine, and the effect of 
its examination might be the presentation of a 
counter prima facie case, and then that case might 
itself be overturned by an examination of all the 
votes given, and thus a first case might be super- 
seded by a second, and the second by a third, and 
so on; the House thus pursuing a wavering and 
sinuous course of legislation before it settled down 
on any definite result. 

He did not conceive that any difficulty was like- 
ly to arise from unnecessary delay. The commit- 
tee was well constituted, and would doubtless be 
diligent in the discharge of its duty. There was 


i no inherent difficulty in the case; and if it present- 
| ed an aspect in any degree complex, it could only 
| arise from the recent change in the condition of 


Florida, which had passed from being a Territory 
into the condition of a State, with a State Govern- 
ment and laws of its own. The difficulty did not 
arise from the votes given, but from the principles 
involved; yet it was surely a matter which might 
soon be settled. Meantime he should be sorry that 
gentlemen should seek elsewhere than in their own 
Government for precedents to direct or justify their 
course. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said that he had slightly glanced 
at the case in.the House of Commons, which had 
been referred to by the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Hunrer,] and he found it not applicable to 
the case in hand—it was the case of an election 
At their election 


rior officers, who made their return to the sheriff’, 
and the sheriff made his to Parliament. ` Now, it 
happened in this case that there were two classes 
of these inferior returning officers, who made to 
the sheriff two separate returns; one of which the 
sheriff received, while he rejected the other; and 
the question to be settled was, which of the two 
classes was entitled to make the return to the 
sheriff. The House decided the sheriff ought to 
have received the return which he rejected, and to 
have rejected the one which he allowed. But that 
did not touch the present case, because the sitting 
member from Florida had a return made con- 
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fessedly by the proper officers. If the competing 
claimant could show that he had received the ma- 
jority of votes— 3 
Mr. HUNTER here interposed to say that the 
competing claimant had shown that he did receive 
a majority of the votes.returned'to, the Secretary 
of State by the Judges of the Court of Probate. 
Mr. DAVIS was here understood to inquire 
whether the Secretary of State of Florida was the 
proper officer to give a return to a member of 
ongress? ads 
Mr. HUNTER’S reply was not distinctly heard, 


but he was believed to say that the Secretary of | 


tate was the proper officer to make a return to the 
Governor. 


Mr. DAVIS asked whether the gentleman from | 


Virginia could produce a single case where a mem- 
ber had presented the certificate of the proper re- 
turning officer, and on that prima facie evidence 
had been refused a seat? j 

Mr. HUNTER replied that he had not quoted 
his British case as being analogous in its circum- 
stances to the election in Florida, but simply to 
show that 
the question of return from the question of elec- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS said that the precedent did not ap- 
ply to the facts of the present case, because the 
sitting member held a return from the proper ofi- 
cer; and he challenged the gentleman to show from 
the records of Parliament where a sitting member 
with such a certificate in his hand had ever been 
deprived of his scat on any evidence short of ac- 
tual proof that he had not been elected. If the 


objection here had been the same as in the Eng- | 


lish case referred to, the precedent might be worth 
something. 

Mr, HUNTER said he did not know how the 
facts stood, ‘The petitioner contended that in Flor- 
ida the Judges of . robate were the proper return- 
ing officers. 

Mr. DAVIS resumed. 


siine member had been made by the proper ofi- 
cer, t 


but supposing it could be shown that the certificate 


was given by a proper oflicer, then he demanded | 


once more of the gentleman from Virginia to show 


he House of Commons did separate | 


If the only question | 
here had been whether the return presented by the | 


ne gontleman’s precedent might sustain him; ! 


him avy precedent under which Mr. Casert might | 


- be” deprived of the seat he now occupied, short of 
proof that he had not been elected. 
unparliamentary to unseat him: it could not be 


Tt would be | 


done without showing that he had received a mi- | 


nority of the legal votes cast. The instructions 


proposed.a state of things altogether anomalous, | 


if the gentleman. would modify his resolution so | 


as to require the committee to examine whether 
the sitting member had produced a return sigued 
by the proper officer, Mr. D. would not object to 
it; but to go beyond that would be unprecedented 
‘and unjust. The instructions supposed that the 
committee might report.that the petitioner was en- 
titied to the return, but that the sitting member 
had been actually elected; which was absurd. 

Mr. HUNTER asked how a committee could 
make such areport? If the sitting member was 
elected he certainly was entitled to the return. 
` Mr. DAVIS said that such a consequence might 
arise from the resolution. They might report 
now that the claimant was entitled to his seat be- 
cause he ought to have had the. return, and three 


or six months hence might discover and report ! 


that the present sitting member was duly elected. 

Mr. HUNTER said certainly they might, and it 
was precisely because they might, that he wished 
areport first made on the return. 

Mr. DAVIS resumed. If it turned out that the 
sitting member was entitled to his seat, as having 
heen elected, how unjust it would be that he should 
have been kept three or six months out of it. The 
issues had never been separated: there was in fact 
but one issuc in the case, and that was, who had 
received the most votes? Whoever that might be, 
he was entitled to the seat. 

The question being put by the Chair on the 
adoption of the resolution and instructions, it ap- 
peared to be decided in the negative. 

A eount was demanded. 

. Mr. STEPHENS inquired whether it was too 
late to divide the question. 

The SPEAKER said it was not, and declared 


the question to-be first ou the motion to refer, and | 


then on the instructions to the committee. 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said he under- 


i 
j 


stood the objects of the mover to be that the com- 
mitiee should first report who was entitled to the 


return, and who should hold the seat while the in- | 


quiry was going on in the committee as to. the 
election. ; 

Mr. HUNTER said that was his object. 

Mr. HAMLIN observed that there seemed to be 
some misunderstanding as to the purport. of the 
resolution. The gentleman insisted that it was 
merely a resolution of inquiry. Mr. H. did not | 
so understand it. As he understood the instruc-.; 
tions, they-required the committee to report ona 
presumed state of facts. Buthow could the House. 
know that such a state of facts did exist? The 
committee must report who was entitled to take a 


ficate under seal of the Secretary himself, went to 
show that the. Seeretary of State; whose duty it 
was to cast up the votes and ‘to give the certifi- 
cate on which the Governor’s return. was founded, 


i bad made a mistake in thet certificate.. Mr. B. 


cared nothing about precedents; the Constitution 
distinguished between returns arid elections, and 
the. resolution followed the Constitation. “It was 
a mere resolution of inquiry, and he hoped the 
House would sustain it. j 

Mr. GRAHAM said it- was true that the Cop- 
stitution did speak of election as well as: of retura: 
but it put the election first, and the return afterwards. 
These instructions put the return first, and the elec- 
tion afterwards; they put the second question first. 


seat under the seal of the State, and then to report i 
who had received the greatest number of votes. i 
This embraced facts which neither the House nor | 
the gentieman could know. If the House was to | 
depart from its usual course in one case, why not | 
in all? j 

Mr. HUNTER said if was only to get at the ! 
facts that he wished the committee to inquire. 

Mr. HAMLIN said the instructions required of 


| the commiitee to inquire in reference to certain 


i 
f 
facts which the House did not know to exist. | 
They were stated in the memorial, but the Housc : 

g | 
could not know whether they existed at all. And: 
if it pursued this course in reference to one memo- | 
rial, it oùght to do so in regard to all memorials. | 
It was likely to lead to confusion. One claimant | 
might present evidence which went to show that | 
he was elected when he was not, and this was often 
done. An official certificate was often given to the | 
man who had received the smallest number of votes. 
What might be the result in the present case he did 
not pretend to know: but he thought that this me- 


morial ought to take the same course with all other ‘| 


memorials of the like kind. He agreed with the 
gentleman from Virginia, however, in one thing: | 
if the Committee of Elections should be satisfied | 
that the contesting member made a prima facie case, 
and the sitting member did not, let them so report, | 
but tll that fact was ascertained, their hands ought į 
not to be tied. ; ; 
Mr. BAYLY said that the gentleman from Maine, 

who had just taken his seat, appeared to think that 
the motion of his (Mr. B.’s) colleague [Mr. Hux- 
TER] was based. on assumed facts of which the 
House knew nothing. Now, the memorial was | 
accompanied by tesumony which showed that at | 
the time the Secretary of Florida made the certifi- 
cate under which the sitting member now held his | 
seat, a majority of the votes which he was legally | 
authorized to count was given for the contesting | 
memorialist. ‘The certificate was founded on mis- | 
take; and the reason why his colleague desiréd to | 
separate between the question of election and the | 
question of return was this: If the facts went to | 
show that the commission which the return mem- | 
ber read had been given by mistake, his object | 

H 

| 

| 

{ 

i 

1 

t 

I 

| 


was to put the memorialist into that seat to which 
he wouid have been entitled. but for a mistake of 
the returning officer. At the time the cértificate 
was given, the eléction returns from the different 
counties in Florida were not allin; but even on 
the votes which were actually in at that time, the 
contesting member was entitled to a return as 
having received a majority of the votes which the 
Secretary had a right to count. The practical 
operation of the instructions was this: to require of į 
the Committee of Elections to say which of these | 
two claimants was to be the contestor. i 

In the memorial before the House, Mr. Brock- | 
enbrough claimed a seat on two grounds: first, be- | 
cause he was technically entitled to the return; and : 
secondly, because he was actually elected. The: 
first question obviously was, who was entitled to | 
the return? The Constitution distinguished be- 
tween an election and a return. It said that each | 
House was to be the judge of the election, return, | 
and qualification of its members. The question | 
first coming up was, who was entitled to the re-: 
turn? Who, prima facie, is entitled to the seat? 
The question of actual election arises afterwards. i 
Suppose a returning officer had made his return 
fraudulently, (as Mr. B. believed had: been the 
case in the famous New Jersey-election,) would | 
that House refuse to inquire into this.fraud in the 
return till it had gone into a thorough inquiry who.: 
had been actually elected by-the people? It was.’ 
true that the sitting member. had produced a com- 
mission under the great seal of the State of Florida; i 


but the testimony on the table, which was a certi- | 


had given him this information. 


|} majority of about two hi 


‘The return depended upon theelection. Noneought 
to receive the return but the man who was elected; 
and therefore the first thing was, to ascertain who 
had received a majority’ of the legal votes cast. 
He thought that the House. was invited to act 


j| prematurely, and first to decide a question which 


ought to be second in order. The very ‘fact that 
this resolution was: novel, and proposed a course 
altogether without. precedent, might, in itself, be 
sufficient to satisfy the gentleman from Virginia 
that he was incorrect.” tie might, with. the same 
propriety, give similar instructions to the commit- 
teé on every. case of contested election. oe 

Mr. HUNTER interposed to say that the ques- 
tion of return and the question of election were 
very different questions, though he readily ad- 
mitted that that on election was the main question. 

Mr. GRAHAM resumed. If so, then why en- 
cumber the House and the committee with ques- 
tions about the return? Let the question. come 
first, as it did in its own nature. It wag surely 
improper to put a subsidiary and subordinate first. 

nat a spectacle would such legislation exhibit, 
to have a committee reporting one month that one 
gentleman was entitled to a seat, and the next 
month that another was, and on the third that the 
first gentleman had actually been elected; thus 
favoring the House with a new member every new 
moon. [A laugh.] 

Mr. CABELL said that, personally, he felt en- 
tirely indifferent as: to thé. fate of the uti 
Having the Governor’s con 
self justly entitled to his seat, and hi 
that the Committee of Elections w 
amination, report. not only- that his” re 
proper, but that a majorit 
been cast in his favor.. - He 


his returh was 
of the legal votes had 
; would, however, make 
a single remark in reply to the gentleman from 
Virginia last up, [Mr. Bayny.] That gentleman 
had stated to the House that the certificate given 
by the Governor of Florida had been given by 
mistake, and. that by the election law. of Florida 
the memorialist [Mr. Brockenbrough] had been 
justly entitled to the return. “Mr. Č. supposed it 
probable that the gentleman from Virginia had 
looked only at one law; he felt confident. that if 
the gentleman had sceon all the laws of Florida in 
relation. to elections, he would ‘have arrived at a 
different conclusion. Mr. C- entertained no doubt 
that, to quote the gentleman’s own expression, he 
was himself “unquestionably entitled ” to the seat 
he occupied. As to ‘the certificate having been 
given by mistake, Mr. C. would state, as a mat- 
ter of justice, that the Secretary of State of Flor- 
ida had told Mr. C. that he was unquestionably 
elected; but that, according’ to ‘the hws of that 
State, he should be obliged. to give ‘the “return ‘to 
Mr. Brockenbrough; and it was because that, at 
one time, the Judges of Probate had been required 
to make. their returns to the Secictary of State, 
and the Secretary, computing the votes go returned 
was to make his report to the Governor, but that 
the officers presiding at the several different preeincis 
having failed to send on their returns, the certificate 


|| Would have to be given according to the apparent 


majority.. Having received. this‘information from 
the Secretary, Mr. C. had written to his friends to 
send on their returns without delay, so as'to have 


_ them in the Secretary’s office within the time lim- 


ited by law. His friends instantly conplied, the 


| returns were sent in, aiid, at the end of, Hurty days 
| prescribed by law, a different state of fae 


existed 
ecrctary 
it the previous 
ockenbrough ; 

Mr: C. hada 
tes. “The Sec- 
to Mr. Cy that, in his 
judges of Probate were 


from those which existed at the tim 


| time the majority was for M 
but at the close of the 


retary of State had deel 
| view, the returns o 
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null and void. Such, also, had been the opinion of 
the Attorney General of Florida; and he presumed 
that these’ officers were as good authority respect- 
ing the'laws of Florida as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginias ~ : 

Not desiring to ‘claim a seat here’ improperly, 
Mr. C. had suggested to the Secretary that all the 
votes. given by the Judges of Probate should be 
counted, thereby giving Mr. Brockenbrough one 
hundred and fifty votes more than he would other- 
wise have been credited with, because the declara- 
tion_of the Secretary of State, that the returns of 
the Judges of Probate were null and void, had pre- 
vented Mr. ©. from: getting those returns from 
several’ Whig precinéts. Had not the Secretary 
given Mr. BY this assurance, he should have had 
a majority of one hundred and ninety votes. The 
memorialist asked the House to disregard three 
hundred votes, which had not been sent in in ¢on- 
sequence of this. declaration of the memorialist’s 

personal and political friend, the Secretary of State. 

TMr C. here asked for the reading of the certificate 
given by the Secretary; and it was read accord- 
ingly.] 

Mr. C., in conclusion, observed, that the amount 
of the whole matter was simply this: If the Secre- 
tary of State in Florida had computed the votes 
in a particular way, Mr. Brockenbrough would 
have the majority; but if the votes were computed 
according to law, the result would be in his own 
favor.. Ele did not know that it was necessary to 
introduce the law of Florida here; that was a thing 
for the committee to consider. If the House so 
desired, he would read it; but if not, he should be 
satisfied to let it go to the committee. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said that the discussion thus 
far had satisfied him that the House ought not to 
attempt to decide what it would do in this case. 


Listening to verbal statements and the reading of 


certificates only tended to confuse their minds by 
partial views. He thought the safer way would 

e to refer the whole question to the Committee of 
Elections, with instructions to report specifically on 
the points at issue. If it was true that the contestor 
had a majority of all the legal votes, and that the 
sitting member had not been entitled to his return, 
the committee could decide on that fact. If, again, 
it was true that, according to the votes returned at 
the time, the sitting member was entitled to his 
certificate, but that there were other votes which 
ought to have been returned and counted, the com- 
mittee could decide on that question also. Accord- 
ing as they settled these points, the sitting member 
should retain his seat.or yield it to the memorialist, 
and let him retain it till the question of election 
was decided. “A committee could séttle these ques- 
tions:much better than the House. Meantime Mr. 
D, was unwilling to give a vote which should com- 
mit his own action or prejudge. the question. 
the committee report which of the claimants ought 
to. have received the certificate at the time it was 
given, and let-him be the sitting member till the 
question of election should be finally decided. The 
résolution “was merely one of inquiry; it settled 
nothing}: but as it went to facilitate the scttlement 
of the question, ‘he was in favor of passing it. 

Mr. BAYLY had but a word to offer. His 
friend from Florida, the sitting “member over the 
way, (for he was so -happy'as to stand in relations 
of personal friendship to both the claimants,) had 
greatly misconceived Mr, B.’s habits, if he-sup- 
posed he had made up his opinion as to theelec- 
tion law in Florida, without examining all the laws 
on that subject. At the time he investigated. this 
question he had before him copies of all those laws 
certified by the Secretary of State: he had also the 
other statutes of Florida; and it was only after an 
examination of the whole ground that he had 
come to the conclusion that the only return which 
the Secretary of State in Florida was entitled to 
consider would have given the certificate and, con- 
sequently, the commission, io Mr. Brockenbrough. 
‘Whether Mr. B: wasa better judge of the laws of 
Florida than the Secretary. of State, was a question 
he did not feel called: to investigate. Of one thing 
he was very surethat if the Secretary had given 
his ‘certificate to the Governor on any other basis 
than the returns to him made by the Judges of Pro- 
bate, his course had been. entirely erroneous. It 


Let. 


seemed that that officer had ‘counted all the-votes | 


. as they came in, without reference to the officer by 
whom made; and based his return npon them. 

Mr: B: said that he did not care -how.the House 

decided; but he was sure that if they would Jook 


into the laws of Florida they would be convinced 
that the memorialist was entitled to his seat, and 
they would come to this conclusion whether the 
commitiee took a strictly technical view of the sub- 
ject or looked to the broad fact who was elected. 
in either case, it would be found that Mr. Brock- 
enbrough was entitled both to the return and to 
the seat finally. The Secretary of State had neither 
wholly obeyed the law, nor wholly disobeyed it. 
He disregarded the law in receiving all votes which 
came in within thirty days, though they were not 
returned by the proper officers; and he obeyed the 
law by refusing to. count other votes which hod 
come in after the thirty days had expired. Cer- 
tainly if he adhered to the law in one case, he 
shouid have done so in both cases. Mr. B. cared 
not whether the House would adhere to the law 
or not—either way Mr. Brockenbrough was enti- 
tled to a seat. ‘he gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Dovexass] had misunderstood the resolution and 
the argument, if he supposed that the House was 
| asked to decide as to the facts of the case; but as 
| there were two distinct questions involved—iirst, 
on the return, and then on the election, Mr. B.’s | 
argument had been designed to show that. the 
question on the return came up first in order. Fle 
was happy to find the gentleman agreed with him 
as to instructing the committee. The importance 
of doing so was shown by the fact that some con- 
tested eicctions had been delayed for six months. 
Now, was it not important that during all that pe- 
riod the seat should be occupied by the individual 
who had been justly entitled to the return, and 
that therefore that question should be first decided? 
Nay, he was just reminded by a friend that a for- 
mer contest respecting a Florida election had not 
been decided during a whole Cougress, and the | 
same thing might happen again. Surely it ought | 
to be settled who was prima fucie entitled to a seat | 


Fon the floor. ft might so happen that decisions of 
great importance might turn on that single vote. 


D, 
As the instructions settled nothing as to the final | 
question, he hoped they would not be objected to. 
Mr. SCHENCK said he had no pretensions to 
a particular acquaintance with the laws of Florida, 
though he did profess to know something about 
the election laws of his own State. Wasting time | 
‘on inquiries of that sort was only escaping from 
| the true question, for that question would not be 
affected by any decision of this House as to what 
| was or was not the law of Florida. Mr. S. had 
been somewhat surprised to hear gentlemen say, 
that though two issues were submitted to the com- 
mittee, they. must both be decided in the same 
way; he believed they might be decided in difer- 
ent and opposite ways. The officers who made 
the return. of members to Congress acted mercly 
in a ministerial capacity; and, so acting, might 
often be constrained, by the duty of their office, to 
furnish a certificate to a party whom they well 
knew not to be justly entitled to it, because not 
elected by the people. Was this statement too 
strong? Might it not happen in any State, or in } 
| any district, that the officers charged with the duty 
of making any return might have all the subordi- | 
nate returns save those from one particular county? 
and it might be within their knowledge that the 
returns from that county had been duly sent, but 
| had been lost on the way, which loss changed the 
whole result of the election; still they would be 
| constrained to make their return according to the 
subordinate returns legally before them; and they 
might be encouraged the more to do this from the 
knowledge that Congress possessed a remedial 
power, and that a full investigation would expose 
and. rectify the error. Though the question of 
return presented a preliminary issue; when the 
| question came here, that issue was merged and | 
swaliowed up in the greater one as to who was | 
elected. The returning officer might be bound 
and held in by the law under which he acted; but | 
: the House had a higher duty; it looked beyond 
such technicalities, and went into the great issue 
as to the will of the people. The object of the 
| return was merely to furnish prima facie evidence 
on which to fill the seat. The sitting member 
held his seat provisionally, and subject to the in- 
quiry whether he had been legally electëd. Why, 


i 


then, spend time on the preliminary question asa | 
separate issue? That inquiry might show that! 
one claimant was entitled’ to the return, and thai 
his adversary was really elected. He thought 
| that the whole question should go to the commit- | 


| tee without instructions. The question for them 4 question, but ought he not te hear the ot 


to report upon was this: Shall the sitting member 
hold his seat because he has been elected? 
- It had been remarked by the gentleman from 
months might perhaps be spent 
Undoubtedly it might; and then 
i would: the. Efouse be placed in 
should it have turned Out-the sitting member, 
given his scat to a contesting petitioner, and then 
been constrained to decide that he whom they had 
turned out was actually elected. The House 
would be subjected to general ridicule. 

But suppose the committee, on investigation, 
should reverse the case put by the gentleman, and 
find it very easy to decide which of the parties was 
elected, and should report accordingly, and then 
by these instructions be kept two or three months 
onger disputing who ought to have had the cer- 
ificate: was the other claimant to be kept dancing 
attendance in the lobby of the House ull that 
question was settled? Cui bono? Of what im- 
portance could it be to show who ought: to have 
had the return, when the man truly elected was in 
his seat? It was important that the return should 
e given, and given to the right party; but chiefly 
in order that the seat on the floor to which his 
State was entitled should not be left vacant. The 
case might be compared to an action of ejectment. 
{Here Mr. S. statedsome technical resemblances, 
which the Reporter will not undertake to give.] 

Why stop at the prima fucie question? Why 
not go, at once, to the real. question in the case, 
which was the question of election? Why not let 
the sitting member continue the sitting member till 
that question was decided? Phat had always been 
the course heretofore, and Mr. S. saw no reason 
for departing from it. He hoped the memorial 
would be referred without instructions, and he felt 
no apprehension but that the commitice would re- 
port on the merits just as soon as on the prelimi- 
nary issue. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN had formed no opinion 
as to which of these partics would finally be entitled 
to aseatin the House. The members of the House 
were clothed with the character of judges, and in 
that character would be called finally to decide the 
question. For himself, he could perceive no reason 
why the ordinary and long-established course in all 
cases of contested election heretofore should now 
he departed from. This wasa contest between two 
claimants of a seat in the House, and it should be 
lefi to them to make their own issucs before the 
committee. The House must decide judicially. 
One remark had fallon from the gentleman from 
Virginia over the way [Mr. Barty] which seemed 
to him not a little extraordinary. ‘That gentleman 
had said that the object of the resolution was to 
transfer the seat of the sitting member to the con- 
testor, and require them to exchange characters— 
the sitting member to become the contestor, and 
the contestor to become the sitting member. ‘This 
seemed to Mr. B. a rather extraordinary course for 
judges to pursue. Flow would it do to pursue such 
a course in a contest for property? A possesses a 
farm, B contests his tite and sues him, The judge, 
without hearing B, makes out his case, looks cur- 
sorily at the evidence, and immediately orders A to 
give up his farm io B, and to become the plaintif 
and sue A. 

But it was said that great delay might happen 
before the final question was settled, and great in- 
justice might be done to the claimantif he was not 
putintheseat. Undoubtedly; and would notequal 
injustice be done to the sitting member, if he was 
improperly put out of the seat? That argument 
had two edges, and applied just as much to one 
party as to the other, And, to avoid this possible 
injustice, the House was asked to go into a sum- 
mary decision. Disguise it as they would, that 
first judgment would amount to a decision of the 
whole case, and the other member ‘might just as 
well take his hat and go home. 
© Mr. B. repeated that he had made up no opinion 
on the case. It was too soon for him as a judge 
to have an opinion. Yet his friend over the way 
[Mr. Bayzy] threw the whole influence of his 
acknowledged talents and acquirements at once 
into one particular scale. The gentleman told the 
House he had examined the question, and thatthe 
contestor, and he only, was entitled to his seat. 
Indeed! But he would ask that gentlemen, whether 
the representations of the sitting member had been 
heard by him? The gentleman might have looked 
very carefully and laboriously into one side of the 
her side 
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before he thought of making upa decision ? Would 
not a decision of the preliminary question exert a 
powerful practical bearing upon the main ques- 
tion? Who could doubtit? Was it not a question 
‘affecting the rights of these individuals, and ought 
the House to go into the question of the return 
rather than into the main question? 

‘The gentleman said he did not care for prece- 
dents. If he did not, he ought to care for them. 
At all events, Mr. B. was not prepared to decide 
the case till he had all the facts before him, and he 
could not consent to act on the legal opinion of the 
gentleman over the way. The House, in this 
case, was a court; and what did the court propose 
to do? It proposed to prescribe to the parties liti- 
gant the issue they should make. Now, Mr. B. 
was for leaving the parties to make up their own 
pleadings and to choose their own issues. But 
here was a court, without hearing the cause, about 
to make up an issue for the parties, and send it to 
a committee. It was about to order the committee 
to report on that issue; and on that preliminary re- 
port to change the occupant of the seat, and then 
to look into the merits of the cause and to give 
final judgment. A righteous court, indecd, first to 
transfer the property and then to decide the ques- 
tion of title! The House was to resolve that if 
any injury arose from delay—if any injustice 
should grow out of procrastination, all that in- 
jury and ali that injustice should fall on the sit- 
ting member. Could judges rightfuily do this? 
He thought not. He did not know who was 
entitled to the seat, but he should vote against 
putting any particular issue before the committee. 
Let the whole question be left open, as it always 
had been. Why need there be any delay? And 
if delay should occur, would it not be as injurious 
to the one claimant as to the other, unless, indeed, 
gentlemen had decided in advance which of them 
was to have the seat? If not, what did they want 
to decide? Did they wish to. transfer the seat on a 
legal technicality, and then leave the real question 
open to any delays that might happen? Mr. B. 
would not vote to let any man take benefit by pro- 
crasunation. Gentlemen were to sit as judges, 
and they were acting out of character if they 
touched the seat now held before they had decided 
who was the legal representative of Florida on 
this floor. Such were the views Mr. B. took of this 
matter; and believing the instructions to be prema- 
ture he should vote against them. 

Mr. LINN BOYD desired to be informed by 
the Speaker whether the previous question would 
cut off the instructions. 

The SPEAKER said, no; it would merely bring 
the House to a strict vote on the resolution and in- 
structions. 

Mr. BOYD then demanded the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded; and the main question 
was ordered. 

The question was then divided and put; first, on 
referring the memorial to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, and passed in the affirmative; second, on the 
instructions moved by Mr. HunteR on the present- 
ation of the memorial. This was decided by yeas 
and nays, in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, Jumes A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Constable, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Jefferson Davis, 
Dobbin, Douglass, Edsall, Maran, Ficklin, Foster, 
Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, 
Haralson, Harmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
G. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Kennedy, Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
Niven, Norris, Payne, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, 

reid, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, Sawyer, A. D. Sims, 
Leonard FI. Simms, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strong, Taylor, 
James Thompson, Thurman, Wentworth, Whea- 
ton, Wick, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, 
Yancey, and Yell—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Ben- 
ton, James Black, Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffing- 


ton, William W. Campbell, John HI. Campbell, | 


Cathcart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cocke, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, 


i 


| On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 


Ellsworth, Erdman, Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, -Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, E. B. Holmes, 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, P. King, T. B, 
King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McClean, McClelland, 
McCrate, McGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Saw- 
telle, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tibbatts, Til- 
den, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, White, Williams, 
Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, and Yost—100. 
And so the instructions were rejected. 


ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. SCHENCK, as a matter of privilege, moved 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be in- 
structed to inquire whether, in any case in which a 
State is entitled to more than one representative, 
any persons who have been admitted to take seats 
in this House as represehtatives elect ‘in the pre- 
sent Congress, have been elected by general ticket 
in their respective States, and not in conformity 
| with the provisions of the second section of the 
“ Act for the apportionment of representatives 
among the several States according to the sixth 
| census,” approved June 25, 1842; and that if said 
| election has been made in any case, then that the 
committee inquire and report, as soon as practica- 
ble, whether the persons so elected are entitled and 
| qualified to hold seats as members of this body. 

i ‘The resolution having been read— 

Mr. BOYD moved that it lie on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK called for the yeas and nays 
| on the motion to lay on the table. g 
Before the House was divided on the call— ; 
Mr. COBB (at five minutes past three P. M.) 


And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, December 9, 1845. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from Jesse E. Dow & Co., 
proposing to execute the printing of the Senate for 
the 29ih Congress at twenty per cent. below the 
prices now paid by the Senate under the existing 
law; which was read, and laid on the table. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a report from the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
| last session, calling for information relative to the 
adjusiment of Spanish land grants in the State of 
Louisiana, with a report on the subject from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


communication was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a report from the Secretary of War, in re- 
| ply to a resolution of the Senate of March 3, 1845, 
relating to the harbor at the mouth of the river. La- 
| fourche, Louisiana. 
| On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
communication was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
| Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
| War, transmitting the Annual Report of the Com- 
| missioner of Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the communication l 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- | 
| resentatives, stating that they had passed a reso- | 
| lution appointing a committee, on their part, to su- 
perintend the expenditure of money for the pur- | 
| chase of books for the Library, and asking therein 
| the concurrence of the Senate. 

[The committee of the House consists of Messrs: 
| Bropaeap, E. W. Huparn, and W. W. Camp- 
| BELL. ] 


NATIONAL DEFENCE. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolutions, 
which lie over, viz: 
Resolved, That the Committee. of Military Af 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the. condition of 


moved that the House adjourn; which prevailed. || : 4 
J ? P i! of Texas, in convention assembled,” accom 


the national fortifications and:of their armamients, 


Dunlap, |; and whether other defensive works are necessary; || 


and into the condition and quantity ofthe military 
supplies; and into the state of the means possessed 
by. the Government for the defence of the country. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire inte the present condition of 
that. great branch of the public service, and into the 
state of the militia laws; and that they be further in- 
structed to report such changes in the existing sys- 
tem as will give more experience and efficiency to 
that arm of defence, and will place it in the best con- 
dition for protécting the-country should it be ex- 
posed to foreign invasion.. i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the condition of the 
navy of the United States, and into the quantity 
and condition of the naval supplies now on hand, 
and whether an increase of them is not necessary 
to the efficient operations of the navy, and to its 
preservation and augmentation; and, generally, into 
its capacity for defending our coast and our com- 
merce, and for any service the exigencies of the 
country may probably require. 


Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Charles 
G. Page, of the Patent Office, asking to be allowed 
to take out patents for certain inventions. “sue 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the. petition of 
Henry L. Hull, of New York, for retained pay 
and azrearages due him by the United States. asa 
soldier from 1839 to 1842. ; 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition: of Henry 
Miller, a sergeant in Captain Caldwell’s troop 
during the last war, praying to be appointed a mes- 
senger to the Senate. 


The following Message was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of Mr. 
Walker, his Private Secretary: 


To the Senaie and House of Representatives: 

I communicate herewith a letter received from 
the President of the existing government of the 
State of Texas, transmitting duplicate copies of the 
constitution formed by ** the deputies of the people 
ie 
with official inforrnation that “ the said constitution 
‘has been. ratified, confirmed, and ‘the. 
‘ people of Texas themselves, inace 
‘joint resolution for annexing ‘I 
‘ States, and.in order that Texas might be : 
“as one of the States of that Union.” 0 

ioe _ JAMES K. POLK. 

Wasnimerton, Dec. 9, 1845. : 


The Message and documents were laid on the ta- 
ble. f 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT proceeded to the 
order of the day, being the election of the officers 
of the Senate. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for a Secre- 
tary; and the ballots having been taken, the result 
was announced as follows: z 

Total number of ballots, 
choice: 
uT Assury Dickens, 26; for Judge Strurces, 


49; 25 necessary to a 


So Asspury Dickens was re-elected Secretary of 

the Senate. 
The Senate was about then to proceed to ballot 

for Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, when: 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted a motion to 
suspend the ballot, and appoint Rosenr BEALE 
Sergeant-at-Arms'and. Doorkeéper. 00000: 

Mr. HAYWOOD... The rule of the Senate re- 
quires that the officers. shall be elected by ballot. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON. Very well; I will not 
press the motion. ` 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. and Doorkeeper; when the result 
was announced as follows: 

Total number of ballots, 47; 
choice, 24. 

For Roser BEALL, 
4; blanks, 3. 

So sens Piati wae elected Sergeant-at-Armis 
and Doorkeeper, ‘te fill the vacane sed b 2 
death of eee Dyer. T consed bythe 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot‘for Assiste 
ant Doorkeeper; when the result. was announced 
as follows: ee a 

Whole number of votes, 
choice, 25. 


necessary to a 


40; for Ranpo.pu Corre, 


ry, 24; James Youwa, 19; 
Raxpourn, 3; Isaac HoL- 
LAND, 1; Samven Sreptixtus, 1. 
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There being no choice; Senate proceeded. to 
a second ballot, thé result of which was announced 
as follows: | 
_.. Whole number 
choice, 25. 
SALISBURY, 24; “Youne, 22; HoLLAND, 3. 
' There: béing no: choice; the Senate proceeded to 
a third ballot; the result.of which was announced 
as follows? : ; 
» "Whole: number of: votes; 49 5° necessary to a 
choice, 25. 8 Bak i a 
Sarispuny, 23; Horrann, 23; Youna, 3. 
There. being: again no. choice, the Senate pro- 


of votes, 49; necessary to a 


ceeded toa fourth ballot, the result of which was | 


announced asfollows: 

Whole number of. votes, 49; 
choice, 25. : 

Tsaac FHoLLAND, 25; Sera Sarispury, 22; H. 
E. RELL, 1; Mr. Pease, 1. i 

So Isaac- HoLLann was elected Assistant Door- 
keeper in the place of Roperr BEALL. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the person or persons elected 
printer to the Senate shall be required to sign an 
agreement to do the printing of the Senate at not 
less than twenty per cent. under the prices fixed 
by the act of 1819, when the number of the docu- 
ments to be printed does not exceed five thousand, 
and thirty-three and a third per cent. less when 
the number exceeds five thousand; and when the 
same person. or persons shall be elected printer to 
both Houses, no allowance shall be made for 
double composition, or setting up of the samce doc- 
ument. 3 5 

Mr. ALLEN objected to the resolution, as out 
of order, pending the ballot for officers. 

_ Mr, J.M. CLAYTON said the resolution could 
lie over. He did not intend to call for action upon 
it at this time. He would only insist on laying it 
onthe table, until it could be taken up for considera- 
tion, 

Mr. HANNEGAN objected to the reception of 
the resolution. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON requested leave to make 
a single remark; and as it related to a matter con- 
nected with the execution of the order for the ap- 
pointment of the committees of the Senate, and was 
personal to himself, he hoped there would be no 
objection. He had understood it to be the inten- 
tion of his friends to vote for him in the election 
about to take place, as chairman of Qne of the com- 
mittees. While he gratefully acknowledged this 
kindness, he was compelled, by the feeble state of 
his health, to decline ‘this proposed mark of their 
confidence.. He had been for some time confined 
by a severe and protracted indisposition, and his 
health was not sufficiently restored to. enable him 
to be. r the fatigue.of attending to:the duties which. 
such a trust would necessarily impose upon him. 
He therefore threw himself on the indulgence of 
the Senate, to excuse him from serving on any of 
the committees, and he hoped his name would not 

ppoar on anyof the ballots about to be given. 

«the. Senate. being about to-proceed to ballot for 
-Chairmen:of the standing committees— 

My ALLEN said he had been desired by an 
honorable: Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 

MeDurriz,] to:ask the Senate tobe excused from 
serving on any of the committees. The severe in- 
disposition under which he jhad.-labored for some 
time past, disqualified him for the performance:of 
any arduous duties, and rendered it doubtful if he 
should even be able to attend the meetings of any 
of the committees, or even the regular sessions of 
the Senate. He would take this occasion to say, 
in addition, that he believed that every member of 
the Senate would feel deep regret that this body 
was likely to be, from such a cause, deprived of the 
aid of the able and powerful intellect of the Senator- 
from South Carolina. 

The Senate.then proceeded 
of the Committee on Foreign 
result was- announced as fol 
Mr. Archer 21. 

So Mr. ALLEN was elected Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ; 

The Senate then proceeded to ballotfor Chairman 
of the Committee on Finance; when the result 
was announced as follows: Mr. Calhoun 27, Mr. 
Evans 20. ae 
< Bo Mr. Carnoun was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Finance. 


necessary to a 


o ballot for Chairman 
Relations; when the 
ows: Mr. Allen 26, 


"The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman | 


of the Committee on Commerce; when the result 
was announced as follows: Mr. Haywood 26, Mr. 
Davis 19 

So Mr. Haywoop was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman 
of the Committee on Manufactures; when the result 
was announced as follows: Mr. Dickinson 26, Mr. 
Simmons 21. i 

So Mr. Dicxinson was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
man: of the Committee on Agriculture; when the 
result was announced as follows: Mr. Sturgeon 
26, Mr. Pearce 20. 
| So Mr. Srurceon was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs; when 
| the result was announced as follows: Mr. Benton 

27, Mr. Crittenden 21. 

So Mr. Benron was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
man of the Committce on the Militia; when the 
result was announced as follows: Mr. Atchison 25, 
Mr. Barrow 22. 

So Mr. Arcuison was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on the Militia. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs; when the 
result was announced as follows: Mr. Fairfield 
27, Mr. Mangum 21. 

So Mr. Farrier was elected Chairman of the 
! Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands; when the 


Mr. Woodbridge 21. 

So Mr. Brexsz was elected Chairman of the 
| Committee on Public Lands. 3 
| ‘The Senate then proceeded to the election of 
| Chairman of the Commitiee on Private Land 
Claims; when the result was announced as fol- 
lows: Mr. Levy 25, Mr. Johnson of Louisiana 
21. 

So Mr. Levy was elected Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
i man of the Committee on Indian Affairs; when 
the result was announced as follows: Mr. Sevier 
26, Mr. Phelps 20. 

So Mr. Sevier was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
man of the Committee on Claims; when the result 
was announced as follows: Mr. Bagby 26, Mr. J. 
M. Clayton 20. 

_So Mr. Bacay was. elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Claims. 

The Senate then proceeded to the election of 
| Chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; when the result was announced as fol- 
i lows: Mr. Semple 25, Mr. Jarnagin 20. 
| So Mr. Semrze was elected Chairman of the 
| Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary; 
when the result was announced as follows: Mr. 
Ashley 26, Mr. Berrien 21. 

So Mr. Asuruy was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, who stated that 
the usual hour of adjournment (three o’clock) had 

rrived; and that no evil could result from a post- 

ponement of the election of the Chairmen yet to 
| be balloted for, 
| The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
- Tuzspay, December 9, 1845. 

| The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
| proved. 
| ‘The SPEAKER announced that the business 
| first in order would be the consideration of the res- 
| olution offered yesterday by the gentleman from 
| Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] and pending at the hour of 
adjournment, in relation to the election. of repre- 
i sentatives in Congress. 
| FALLS OF ST. MARY. ; 
| Mr. McCLELLAND gave notice that he would 


i to-morrow, or on some future day, ask leave to 


The Senate then proceeded to the election of | 


| result was announced as follows: Mr. Breese 26, ii 


introduce a bill making an appropriation for the 
construction of a canal around the falls of St. 
Mary, at the outlet of Lake Superior. 


SCHOOLS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he would 
to-morrow, or on some future day, ask leave to 
introduce a bill to repeal the joint resolution of 
March 3, 1845, under which the Secretary of the 
Treasury has taken the responsibility of with- 
holding the fund set apart for the schools of Il- 
Hnois. 

COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER again announced the business 
in order, and said none other could be introduced 
except by gencral consent, until this was disposed 
of. 

Mr. SCHENCK objected to anything but the 
regular business. 

Mr. VANCE rose to what he believed a ques- 
tion of privilege. He asked to be excused from 
service on the Committee of Claims. As he be- 
fieved he had been a pretty faithful servant on this 
committee for a great number of years, he trusted 
the House would indulge him in this request. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed 
‘to. 
So Mr. Vance was excused. 


GENERAL TICKET ELECTIONS. 


The SPEAKER again announced the unfinish- 
ed business to be the resolution of Mr. SCHENCK. 
Mr. BRODHEAD inquired of the Speaker 
whether a motion to go into Committce of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union would not take 


i| precedence of the resolution of the gentleman from 


| Ohio, (Mr. Scuencx.] 
The SPEAKER. It would not, because the 
| resolution involves a question of privilege, which 
| supersedes all other business. 
| So the House resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be 
| instructed to inquire whether, in any case in which 
‘a State is entitled to more than one representative, 
| any persons who have been admitted to take seats 
| in this House as representatives elect in the pres- 
| ent Congress, have been elected by general ticket 
| in their respective States, and not in conformity 
| with the provisions of the second section of the 
{act for the apportionment of representatives 
among the several States, according to the sixth 
| census, approved June 25, 1842; and that, if such 
| election has been made in any case, then that the 
committee inquire and report, as soon as practica- 
ble, whether the persons so elected are entitled and 
qualified to hold seats as members of this body. 

And the pending question was on the motion, 
heretofore submitted by Mr. Born, that the said 
resolution be laid on the table. 

On which motion the yeas and nays had here- 
tofore been ordered; and, being now taken, re- 
; sulted as follows: 


| Bedinger, Benton, Biges, James Black, James A. 
| Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, W. 
G. Brown, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Colin, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillmgham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Gar- 
vin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, I. E. Holmes, Hop- 
kins, Hough, G. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hub- 
ard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, A. Johnson, 8. Jones, Kennedy, Ligon, 
Maclay, McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, Me- 
Connell, MeDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barclay Martin, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perry, Pettit, Price, Rathbun, 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Russell, Sawyer, Scammon, 
A. D. Sims, Leonard H. Simms, Simpson, Thos. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. John, 
Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thurman, Tibhatts, 
Treadway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Woodward, Woodworth, Yan- 
cey, Yell, and Yost—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Baker, Bar- 
‘yinger, Bell, Blanchard, M. Brown, Buffington, 
Cabell, Wiliam W. Campbell, John H. Camm- 
bell, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 


|f YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
H 


Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Ewing, 


| Foot, Giddings, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Her- 
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rick, Hilliard, E. B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, 
Saml. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Haunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, 
Thomas B. King, Lewis, Levin, Mcllvaine, 
Marsh, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, ‘Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Thibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, Tilden, 
Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, White, Winthrop, 
Woodruff, and Young—69. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. McKAY, from the select committee on 
public printing, asked leave to make a report from 
that committee, on the subject of printing. It was 
very desirable that early action should be had upon 
the subject. All he proposed to do was to offer 
the resolution, to pass it through two readings, 
that it be laid on the table, and printed; giving 
notice that he should call it up to-morrow for the 
action of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution can only be 
received by the general consent of the House. 

No objection being made, Mr. McK AY report- 
ed a joint resolution, supplementary to the “ reso- 
‘ lution directing the manner in which the printing 
‘ of Congress should be executed, fixing the prices 
‘thereof, and providing for the appointment of a 
t printer or printers.” 

a ; F F 

This resolution provides in case of the same 
person or persons being elected printers for both 


fouses, the charge for the setting of the type | 


shall be paid only in one House under certain re- 
strictions. i 

The resolution was twice read, and laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McK AY, on leave, moved to refer the An- 
nual Report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the finances of Government, to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, so as to enable the committee 
to proceed to act. 

Ordered accordingly. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. DOUGLASS ‘rose to offer a series of reso- 
lutions for the reference of the President’s Mes- 
sage, believing it essential that it should he refer- 
red immediately, to enable the committees to go 
to work. He therefore moved the resolutions 
now, and gave notice that he should follow this 
motion by.a motion to refer the resolutions to the 
committees of the House on the subject of the re- 
solutions. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman that it 
would require a vote of two-thirds to offer this re- 
solution; but that a simple majority was compe- 
tent to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and the committee then could 
act on these, or any other resolutions which might 
come before it. 

Mr. DOUGLASS accordingly moved that’ the 
rules be now suspended, and that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
siate of the Union; giving notice that, when in 
committee, he would offer the resolutions of which 
he had given notice. a 

Mr. COLLAMER wished to inquire of the gen- 
tleman if it was -his design that the House should 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union before his resolutions were introduced ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
a vote of two-thirds would be required to submit 
the resolutions to the House; but that a' major- 
ity was competent to go into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Tn reply to an inquiry, by some gentleman who 
was not seen, whether the resolutions would be in 
order in committee ? 

The SPEAKER said, that was for the commit- 
tee itself, and not for the Chair, to determine. 

‘The question was taken, and decided in the-af- 
firmative—ayes 79, noes not counted. 

So the House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


2. That so much of said Message as relates to 
the condition of the treasury; to the reduction and 


; modification of the tariff with reference to revenue; 


to the extension of our revenue laws over the ter- 
ritory of Texas; to the payment of the publie debt, 
and to the establishment of a constitutional trea- 
sury and the separation of the affairs of Govern- 
ment from all banking institutions, be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

3. That so much of said Message as _ relates to 
the condition and operations of the army of the 
United States; to forts, fortifications, and military 
posts on the line to Oregon, and the raising and 
mounting an adequate force to guard and protect 


emigrants thereto and elsewhere, together with the’ 


report of the Secretary of War, except so much 
thereof as may be herein otherwise specially re- 


| ferred, be referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. ; 

4. That so much of said Message as relates to 
Indian affairs, and to the extension of our laws 
regulating trade and intercourse with the several 
tribes to such as reside west of the Rocky moun- 
tains, together with so imuch of the report of the 
Secretary of War as relates to these matters, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

5. Thatso much of said Message as relates to 
the condition and operations of the Navy of the 
United States, and to the increase of the same— 
especially in Steam vessels for the defence of our 
coasts, harbors, and inland ‘seas, and. the protec- 
tion of our commerce on the ocean or the lakes— 
together with the report of the Secretary of the 
> avy, be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs. 

6. That so much of. said Message as relates to 
the office of the Attorney General, and the distri- 


bution of duties among. the several Executive de- | 
partments; and so much as relates to the extension | 


of our judicial system over the Territory of Texas, 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

T. That so much of said Message as relates to 
the Post Office Department, to the rates of postage, 


to the extension of mail service, a line of mails to : : : 
a jj of the public debt, and the establishment of a con- 


Oregon, and lines of mail steamers between our 
country and foreign ports, as well as upon our 
own waters, together with the report of the Post- 
master General, be referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Reads, 

8. That so much of said Message as relates to 
the government and organization of the Territories 
of the United States, to the admission of new 
States into the Union, and the protection of our 
citizens in Oregon, by extending to them our laws 
and jurisdiction, together with so much of the ac- 
companying documents of the Message as pertain 
to these subjects, be referred to the Committee on 
‘Territories, 

9. That so much of said Message as relates to 
the public lands, to the reduction and graduation 
of the price of the same, to granting pre-emptions 
to the actual settlers thereon, and to the disposition 
of the mineral lands, be referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

10. That so much of said Message as relates to 
the District of Columbia, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SCHENCK inquired of the Chair, how a 
Committee of the Whole could refer any matter to 


j itself? He did not think the committee was capa- | 
| ble of making, on its own authority, any reference 


whatever. 


The resolutions having, on a call, been again 


| read— 


Mr. SCHENCK said he had not before heard it 


aright. He now thought the matter was made 
worse. How could one committee of the House 


refer a subject to another committee ? 

The Cua replied that it was perfectly compe- 
tent for a Committee of the Whole to pass such a 
resolution. It was to‘ be subject. to the action of 
the House afterwards. It was only in the nature 


| of arecommendation to the House to pass a cer- 
tam resolution, just as the standing committees i 
| were in the habit of recommending. 


(| doctrines did it contain. 
| heartily with the gentleman in thusmuch of what 
| he had said. The report was a-document setting 


ve messages had. been 
‘the Whole, and the vas 
they treated had. usually 
been referred to standingizemmitiees.in conformity 
to resolutions adopted ommmittee of the W hole, 

Mr. SCHENCK would take the liberty of sug- 


heretofore. 
taken upin © i 
rious subjects of wh 


| gesting to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr Doug- 


Lass,] so to modify the phrastology of -his resolu; 
tions, as to make only a recommendation; ; 

After some explanation, and the Chairman hav- 
ing stated that the proceeding was perfectly-in ac- 
cordance with the prasice, in‘such cases— . 

Mr. SCHENCK was understood to acquiesce in 
the. decision, as he did. not renew his objection. 

"And the question then being on the adoption of 

the first resolution— j 

Mr. WINTHROP asked for the reading of the 
whole of the resolutions in connection, before the 
House should be called upon to act ọn; either of 


; them, so that it might bë understood in what man- 


ner the mover intended to partition out the several 
subjects in the Message. This was particularly 
important, because there might be some doubt on 
reference to particular portions of that document, 
whether strictly considered, they referred tò our 
domestic. affairs, For example, this doubt might 
apply to all that was recommended in relation to 

exas. He wished to see, before he voted, what 
arrangement the gentleman contemplated... . 2 

The House acquiescing in’ this suggestion, the 
whole of the resolutions were read: in order. 

And the question then recurring on the adoption 
of the first resolution, it was taken, and decided in 
the affirmative. 

So the first resolution was adopted. 


THE TARIFF. 


The second resolution having been read, as -fol- 
lows: À ae oe aiai 

Resolved, That so much of said Message as re- 
lates to the condition of thé Treasury; to the re- 
duction and modification of the tariff, with refer- 
ence to revenue; to the extension of our reveriue 
laws over the Territory of Texas; to the payment 


stitutional treasury, and the separation of the af- 
fairs of government from all i tutions- 
be referred to the. Commi 
` Mr. STEWART, of Penn. moved to aniend, it 
by adding thereto the following words:)/.) | f 
“That it is the sense of this House thatnoalter~ 
ation should be made in the tarif of 1842.7? 9. 
In supporting this motion, Mr. S. said, that he 
thought the House ought to meet this question at 
once. It seemed to him tobe the duty of this com- 
mittee to give an expression of ats views ‘on the 
general subject. "The people had heard with.alarm 


i the language of the Executive Message on the 


subject of the tariff. Mr. S, was in possession of 
letters just received from individuals who had 
commenced manufacturing establishments, and 
who wished to know whether it would be safe for 
them to-proceed. Their inquiry of him was, what 
was going to be done—whether the entire system 
of protective policy was to be overtumed, as had 
been recommended by the Executive? Thatin- 
quiry was comiig up from all parts of the country, 
and he thought it the duty of that House to reply 
to those inquiries, and to let the people know at 
once whether the policy of protecting. Ame¥ican 
industry was to be subverted or established: Sure- 
ly it was their obvious, duty „to. come. up te. the 
question fairly and.openly, and. at once:to give a 
distinct expression of their views : 

It had been intimated by a gentleman: from Ala- 
bama, over the way, [Mr.Paywe,] that the report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury was a most 
extraordinary document. Extraordinary it cer- 
tainly was, and many new and very extraordinary ` 
Mr. S. concurred very 


forth doctrines. in political economy. such as never 
before had been promulgated by any authorized 
officer of Government, and the positions there ae- 


Boy in the chair.) 
Mr. DOUGLASS rose and offered the following |! 
resolutions: 
Resolved, ‘That so mach of the annual Messag 
of the President of the United States to the two 
Houses of Congress at the. present séssion as re- 


Mr. SCHENCK said that if it was only. a re- 
commendation, and no assumption of authority 


! 
| 
| sumed were such as had startled the countrys, It 
| comment 3 | was therefore manifestly proper and highly obliga- 
| which did not belong to the committee, he would |} tory on this body that it should giy Di : 
| withdraw his objection. | ‘ | expression as possible of its views: 
| Mr, DOUGLASS explained.. Before he had j in the premises, Mr. S. proposed 
drawn these resolutions, he had carefully examined |! to view, and to public examination, 3 
lates to our foreign affairs, together with the ac- | the precedents on the Journal, and he could state | manner as he could, some of £ 
compahying Correspondence in relation thereto, be || that the proceeding now proposed was in strict | The first doctrine whic 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. |; conformity with what had been done in-like eases || which was most distinctly av 
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should notice, and 
owed in the Secreta- 
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raising revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives.’ -A tariff bill, it is conceded, 
can only originate. in the House, because it is a 
bill for raising revenue: ` That is the only proper 
object of such a bill. A tariff is a bill to ‘lay and 
collect taxes.” It is a bill for raising revenue; 
and whenever it departs from that object, in i 
whole or in part, either by total or partial prohi- 
* bition, it violates the purpose of the granted power.” 

Thus he held explicitly that a duty which went |} 
but one per. cent. beyond the revenue standard was 
unconstitutional, and that if Congress might add 
but one per cent. to the amount of duty necessary 
for revenue, it might add a hundred per cent.; j 
and that if it might impose such duty on one ar- || 
ticle, it might with equal right impose it upon all 
other articles whatever. The whole proceeding, | 
whether in a smaller or.a greater degree, the Sec- 
retary maintained to be directly against the Con- 
stitution, and an act which transcended the power 
of Congress‘to perform. That was the doctrine 
of the report. Was it a doctrine which this House 
meant to sustain?. Would the House express its 
concurrence'in such sentiments?” He trusted not. 
The doctrine was extraordinary indeed. “What! 
the protective ‘policy ‘unconstitutional! Then all 
those statesmen who had gone before us had. been 
open violators of the Constitution of their country. 
Had_-not this very policy of'a protective tariff been 
distinctly recommended to Congress by every suc- 
cessive Executive, from.George Washington down 
to. andineliding Andrew Jackson? If gentlemen 
would refer to the first and to the last communica- 
tions of: President Washington, they could per- 
ceive that he had distinctly recommended the adop- 
tion of Such a:policy as among the duties of Con- 
gress. . Here are his. words: : 

‘Thè advancement ‘of agriculture, commerce, | 
< and manufactures, by all. proper means, will not, I| 
€ trast, need recommendation; but I cannot forbear 
‘ intimating to you the expediency of giving effec- 
“tual encouragement, as well to the introduction of 
t new and useful inventions from abroad as to the 
‘exertions of skill and genius in producing them 
‘at home.” ™— Washington’s Annual Address. 

_ “Congress has repeatedly, and not without suc- 
‘cess, directed their attention to the encourage- 
‘ment of manufactures. The object is of too much 
‘ consequence not to ensure a continuance of their 
‘ efforts in every way which shall appear eligible.” | 
— Washington's last Annual Address 

He was President of the Convention which had ; 

formed the- Constitution, and must be presumed | 
to have known something about its meaning and 
intention. So, if they would examine the Execu 
tive Messages of President Jeffersan—and Mr. S. | 
‘presumed that gentlemen, especially those of the | 
Jefferson schoo], would admit that he, too, knew | 
something of the Constitution—they would find 
there three successive recommendations of this; 
same policy as among the highest duties of Gov- 
ernment.. Here are the opinions of Jefferson. He 
went to the extent of absolute prohibition: 
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“To cultivate peace, and maintain commerce and 
t navigation, in all their lawful enterprises; to fes- 
‘ter our fisheries, as nurseries of navigation and 
€ for ine nurture of man; and to protect the manu- 


< factures adapted to ovr circumsiences; these, fellow- | 
lich we are to | 
t guide ourselves in all our proceedings. Je fer- 


“citizens, are the landmarks by 


son’s second Annual Message. 
“ The situation into which we have been forced 


| “has impelled us to apply a portion of our indus- 
i ppry 


‘try and capital. to national manufactures and im- 
‘provements. The extent of conversion is daily 


de 


| ‘Increasing, and littie doubt remains that the es- 
under the | 
auspices of cheaper materials and subsistence, | 


il 
i, 


‘tablishments formed and forming wi 


“the freedom of labor from taxation with us, and 


‘of protecting duties and prohibitions, hecome per- | 


‘manent.’’—Jefferson’s cighth Annual Message. 
“ Fle, therefore, who is now against domestic 


‘manufactures, must be for reducing us either to a | 


‘dependence upon that nation, or be clothed in 


t skins, and live like beasts in dens and caverns. I 
“am proud to say that I anv not one of these. Expe- 


‘rience has taught me that manufactures are now as 
t necessary to our independence as to our comfort.”’>— 
Jefferson’s Letter to Benjamin Lustin, Esq., Boston, 
1816. 

‘Would gentlemen say that George Washington 
and Thomas Jefferson Jiad united in recomme 


ing a violation of that sacred instrument which 
their own hands had formed? 


triot and most sagacious and incorruptible states- 
man—what did he think about the matter? In no 
less than four Executive communications, two of 
them annual messages and two of them special, he 
had united his voice to recommend the encourage- 
ment and protection by legislation of our domestic 
manufactures: 


“The revision of our commercial laws, proper to | 


‘adapt them to the arrangement which has taken 
‘place with Great Britain, will doubtless engage 
‘ the early attention of Congress. It will be worthy 
‘at the same time of their just and provident care, to 
‘make such further alterations in the laws as will 
‘more especially protect and foster the several branches 
‘of manufacture which have heen recently institu- 
‘ted pr extended by the laudable exertion of our 
‘ citizens.” —Madison’s Special Message, May 23, 
1809. 

“I recommend also, as a more effectual safc- 
‘guard, and as an encouragement to our growing 
‘manufactures, that the additional duties on im- 
‘ports which are to expire at the end of one year 
‘after a peace with Great Britain, be prolonged to 
‘the end of two years after that event,” —Aadi- 
dison’s Special Message, May 31, 1814. 

“But there is no subject which can enter with 
‘greater force and merit into the deliberations of 
‘Congress, than a consideration of the means to 
‘preserve and promote the manufactures which 
‘have sprung into existence, and attained unpa- 
‘ralleled maturity throughout the United States 


‘during the period of the Evropean wars. his | 


‘souree of national independence and wealth I 
‘anxiously recommend to the prompt and con- 
‘stant guardianship of Congress.” —Madison’s 
Special Message, February 29, 1815. 


In Mr. Madison’s seventh Message he still more | 


strongly recommends this policy. 


Mr. S. did not like to take up the time of the | 


committee by reading from these documents to 
any extent: 


D 


souti ve message was here received from 
ient, through the hands. of Mr. Walker, 
ate Secretary. ] 

S. next referred to the Messages of Presi- 


dent Monroe, who had, over and -over again, in 
the strongest and most emphatic language, urged 
upon Congress the propriety of protecting domes- 


d- | 


And how was it | 
i with President Madison—ihat pure unsullied pa- 


tic manufactures. He then-eame to the Message 
of General Jackson—a name “which, he should 
suppose, would still have some small measure of 
authority, at least with those who orce professed 
hemselves pre-eminently his friends. Mr. S. 
would place in distinct and open contradiction the 
opinions heid by the present Executive and his 
Secretary of the Treasury, as contained in the 
of the one end the report of the other, 
aimions of Andrew Jackson, as contained 
ive messages to Congress. He had 
ied the doctrines of the existing Ad- 


1 : f ERE 
nunistraica, as they were embodied in the report 


S 


D 


of th 


ecretary of the Treasury. 

NSON, of Tennessee, here interposed, 
d to present to Mr. Srewarr this ques- 
Whether, when the duties levied were suf- 
ont for the purposes of revenue, Mr. S. was 
in favor of adding other duties for the purpose of 
protection? 

Mr. STEWART was understood to say, in re- 
ply, that he would attend to that question directly, 
but did not wish to be interrupted. He would 
now proceed to read a paragraph from the Mes- 
sage of President Jackson, by wey of refreshing 
gentlemen’s recollection as to what had been the 
opinions on this subject avowed by that dis- 
tinguished man. Mr. S. considered ‘the passage 
he was about to quote as containing one of the 


| clearest and strongest vindications of the constitu- 


tional power to lay duties for the purpose of pro- 
tection that had ever been put forth to the world. 
Here it is: 

“ ‘The power to impose duties upon imports origi- 
‘nally belonged to the several States. The right to 
‘adjust these duties, with a view to the encourage- 
‘ment of domestic branches of industry, is so com- 
‘ pletely identical with that power, that itis difficult 
‘to suppose the existence of the one without the 
‘other. The States have delegated their whole au- 
‘ thority over imports to the General Government, 
‘without limitation or restriction, saving the very’ 
‘inconsiderable reservation relating to the inspec. 
‘tion laws. This authority having thus entirely 
‘passed from the States, the right to exercise it 
‘for the purpose of protection does not exist in 
‘them: and, consequently, if it be not possessed 
‘by the General Government, it must be extinct. 
‘Our political system would thus present the 
‘anomaly of a people stripped of the right to foster 
‘their own industry, and to counteract the most 
‘selfish and destructive policy which might be 
‘adopted by foreign nations. This surely cannot 
‘be the case; this indispensable power, thus sur- 
‘rendered by the States, must be within the scope 
‘of authority on the subject expressly delegated. 
‘to Congress. In this conclusion T am confirmed, 
‘as well by the opinions of Presidents Washing- 
‘ton, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have 
‘each repeatedly recommended this right under 
‘the Constitution, as by the uniform practice of 
‘Congress, the continued acquiescence of the 
‘ States, and the general understanding of the peo- 
‘ ple.’*-—Jackson’s second Annual Message. 

Yet now Congress was to learn for the first time, 
by Executive instruction, that they possessed no 


wee 


| constitutional power to protect our own home indus- 


ry—no power to countervail the injurious regula- 
tions of other countries—no power to protect the 
labor of our. own citizens from the destruction 
which must be brought upon it by an unrestricted 
competition with the pauper labor of Europe; but 
our own hardy sons of toil must be impoverished 
and ground down so longas the wretched beggars 
under a foreign Government were compelled by 
their necessities to labor at lower rates than fi 
born Americans. Such was the doctrines distinct- 
ly promulgated by the President in his Message, 
and especially by his Secretary of the Treasury. 
Well might they be called extraordinary, for such 
they certainly were. Were the American people 
prepared to sustain opinions like these? Would 


“they subscribe to the dogma that their own Gov- 


ernment had no power to protect them? That was 
the doctrine—there was no evading it; and Mr. S. 
desired to know whether this committee were pre- 
pared to give it the impress of their sanction? 


Dee. 9, 


This, however, was but one of the extraordinary 
doctrines in this most extraordinary production. 
It contained others equally strange, equally new, 
equally pernicious in tendency, equally destructive 
in practical operation. Would the people believe 
iv? This document from the Secretary recom- 
mended the imposition of an excise on American 
manufactures—to take the duties off British goods, 
and put on the American. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, here again inter- 
posed, and, as the gentleman was speaking a great 
deal about the protection of our home industry 
and domestic manufactures, Mr. J. desired to ask 
him another question: When the Government pro- 
tected these manufactures, who paid? And if all 


were protected alike, what benefit was there in the | ages or é i 
i ihe protective tariff had increased the supply of 
The gentleman 


protection ? 

Mr, STEWART resumed. 
asked him who paid? The gentleman and his 
fricnds held the doctrine that the consumer always 
paid the duty, and the Secretary told the nation 
that the poor man was taxed eighty-two per cent. 
on cotton goods over the rich man. Yes, this poor 


man seemed a special favorite of the honorable ! 
Secretary. He had introduced him ten times in | 
His | 


the course of two paragraphs of the report. 
sympathy was greatly excited that this unhappy 
‘poor man”? was taxed one hundred and fifty per 
cent. on his cotton shirt, because there was a spe- 


cific duty on imported cotton goods of nine cents | 


a yard. Now, if this specific duty of nine cents 
amounted to a hundred and fifty per cent. ad valo- 
rem, that fixed the price of the cotton tothe “ poor 
man” at but six cents a yard, for nine cents was 
just a hundred and fifty per cent. on six cents. So 
the practical effect of the horrid tax was, that this 
‘poor man” got a good shirt at sixpence a yard. 
And Mr. 8. would tell the gentleman another 
thing, When those most abominable minimums, 
which so excited the wrath of the Secretary, had 
first been introduced in 1816 by William: Lowndes 
—one of the purest patriots and most intelligent 
statesmen that had ever graced these legislative 
hals, and sustained, too, by John C. Calhoun, 
scarcely less distinguished—India cotton goods, of 


the very coarsest quality, known to every lady at | 


the time by the name of hum-hums, cost thirty- 
three cents a-yard; so that the ‘* poor man” would 
then have had to pay four dollars for twelve yards 
of it, and the effect of the infamous minimums had 
been that every *‘ poor man’’ in the country could 
now get a better article for six and a quarter cents. 
That was the way the people were taxed and op- 


pressed by the protective system; and this was the | 
manner in which the “poor man” was ground | 
down to the dust to benefit the rich monopolist t 


The Secretary persuaded this “poor man” that he 
was taxed cighty-two per cent. more than the rich 
man, and this was quite insufferable; yet be paid 
only six cents for what formerly cost him thirty- 
six cents, and of an inferior quality at that. On 
that thirty-six cents protection laid a duty of nine 
cents, Which was but twenty-five per cent. ad va- 
lorem, 

These dreadful minimums had, in their practi- 
eal consequences, given the farmers a market, 
given their children employment, made their cattle 
profitable, filled the country with the hum of con- 
tented industry, and had brought down the price 
of the poor man’s clothing from thirty-six cents 
a yard, down-—-down—down, as the system pro- 
ceeded, yill at last it gave it to him at six cents a 
yard. Now the Secretary cried out that the duty 
on these cottons was a hundred and fifty per cent. 
ad valorem! Enormous! Horrid! And why? The 
duty had not changed, but the price had. As the 
price went down the duty went up. - At thirty-six 
cents per yard, nine cents duty would be twenty- 
five per cent.; at six cents a yard, the duty would 
be one hundred and fifty per cent.; and if the price 
descended to one cent a yard, then the duty would 


be nine hundred per cent.! The poor man robbed, | 
plundered, and oppressed by a duty of nine hun- ! 


dred per cent., simply because he gets a yard of 
F ; J Š y 
cotton goods for one cent a yard! 


cents a yard falis instantly to twenty-five per cent., 
a moderate revenue duty... No more complaint; 
these friends of the “poor man ’’ are perfectly sat- 
isfied. : 

Such was:the practical operation of these odious 
minimums which had reduced the poor man’s cot- 


Let the manu- : 
facturer run up the price to thirty-six cents again, j 
and the oppression is all over; the duty of nine | 


i 
iy 


i 
l 
í 
j 
i 


i 
i 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


i furnishing mathematical proof of the exact extent | 


«on which the duty amounted to more than a hun- | 
: dred per cent. Very well; and what did this prove? 
| Why, simply that the prices of those articles had jj 


: the whole neighborhood prosperous. by the in- | 


| mers. 
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yard to six and eight cents. . Yet this was the sys- | 
tem which must be given up; this was the- opera- 
tion which was so oppressive and so wnconstitu- | 
tional that it must be suffered to exist “no longer |; 
upon our statute book! The duty was to. be taken | 
off the foreign goods, and put upon American |; 
manufactures. .Such was the doctrine of this re- | 

ort. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, here again asked |! 
Mr. Srewarr, if the tariff brought down the prices | 
of articles taxed, what was it that brought down | 
the price of other goods in the same proportion? 
Mr. STEWART replied that such was not the || 
fact. Other goods not manufactured here—silks, ; 
velyets, &c.—had not declined in the same ratio, | 


i 
i 

i 

nor had wages or agricultural produce; because if 
4 e| 

i 


| 
| 
| 
i 


H 


domestic goods by increasing competition, and had 
sustained wages and agricultural produce by cre- | 
ating an increased demand for both. If the gen- || 
tleman-could comprehend that demand and supply jj 
regulate price, it would be all plain. ao 
‘When interrupted, he had been controverting | 
the doctrines put forth by the Secretary in his re- | 
port. He had referred to a table which had been | 
reported to the House last session by the Commit- ; 
tee of Ways and Means, for the purpose of shew- | 
ing the enormous tax which was imposed by the | 
| 

| 

| 

| 

{ 

1 


system of minimums ; but when the Secretary, by 
the assistance of the honorable chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, was preparing, į 
with great labor and pains, this document, he 
seemed to forget that he was at the same moment | 


to which protection had reduced prices. By con- | 
verting specific into ad valorem duties, the duty 
runs up precisely as the price runs down; so, by | 
showing an increased rate of duty, the gentlemen 
ave only shown reduced prices, 

The duty is fixed, and cannot vary. The ad 
valorem duties are always the same. None were 
imposed by the tariff of 1842 above fifty per cent. 
How, then, does the President, in his Message, get 
duties of two hundred per cent.? This can only 
be done by converting the specific duties into ad 
valorem duties; and, when this is done, a high duty 
only shows a low price. If the duty is two hun- 
dred per cent., the price must be one-fourth only of 
the duty: ‘hus we are told that glass pays the 
enormous duty of two hundred per cent:: and-why? 
Because the duty is $4 per box, and the price $2 
per box, but ifthe glass went down to $1 per box, 
the duty would be four hundred per cent. Thus | 
we are told by the Secretary of the Treasury and | 
the Chairman of the Committee of Ways and |} 
Means that the people paid in all a tax of eighty- 
four millions, of which but twenty-seven went to 
the Government, and fifty-seven to the manufactur- | 
ers: and he gave a list of syxty or seventy articles 


been greatly diminished, as in the case of cottons. || 
The same duty which, when levied, had been but || 
twenty-five per cent., had now become one hun- |} 
dred and fifty per cent., simply because the price į 
had gone down to one-fourth part of what it was. | 
So the main result of all the labor and ciphering of || 
the Chairman of the Committee of Ways and ! 
Means had been to furnish to the whole country | 
official demonstration that prices had been reduced ! 
by a protective tariff to one-fourth or one-fifth of !} 
what they had been in 1816. Take a plain illus- 
tration: the tariff imposed a duty of four cents per 
pound on nalis; the price of nails in 1816 had been 
16 cents per pound; so that the duty was then 
twenty-five per cent. on the price: but the same 
duty, we are told in this report, is one hundred per 
cent.; and how so? 
from sixteen cents to four cents per pound. Very 
oppressive on the ‘‘ poor man,” who has thus now 
to pay one hundred per cent. on nails! The ex- | 
planation of all this was perfectly plain and easy. : 


| 
j 
i 


{ 
Because the price had fallen | 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i 


The effect of competition and of American indus- | 
try had increased the supply, and by an increased 
supply, iu this. as in all other cases, had reduced 
the price of-glass, cotton, &c., whilstithad rendered | 


i 


creased demand for all the productions of the far- 


Mr. S. thanked the Chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means for his document; it had far- | 
nished to him and tothe country undeniable proof, | 


ton goods from twenty-five and thirty cents per |} from the highest authority, to what an extent U 


lan excise on American manufactures. 
| was ‘the protection he had provided for American 


prices had been reduced, insomuch that the duty 
on one article; though reasonable‘at first, had now 
risen io three hundredgand eighty- nine, per cent. 
ad valorem, brought about solely by the reduction 
of the. price. Mr. S. defied’ escape from this po- 
sition. Let any gentleman take the report and ex- 
amine it,-and the more they examined the more 
they would be convinced that this was a true ex- 
planation of the whole matter. Yet this was held 
forth for the purpose of exciting alarm; it furnish- 
ed atopic for popular declamation; it might per- 


i! suade the “poor man” that he was greatly oppress- 


ed, because he paid a tax of two hundred per 
cent. on his window-glase; and he perhaps would 
not understand that if glass fell to a dollar a box, 
he would be taxed four hundred per cent., or if by 
any improvement in the’ manufacture he could be 
enabled to get his glass at fifty cents a box, why 
then he would be paying the enormous, unheard-of 
tax, of eight hundred per cent. This same “ poor 
man” of the Secretary sometimes wanted to buy 
a few nails, and the Secretary alarmed him-by the 
intelligence that nails were taxed a hundred per 
cent. on their value. So they were; but what did 
he. pay for them? He used to pay sixteen cents 
a pound, but this wicked oppressive tariff had 
brought them down to four cents. Now,who did 
not see that if a specific duty of four’cents a pound 
on nails amounted now. to a hundred per cent., 
should nails be brought down to acenta pound, 
the duty would be four hundred per cent.? What 
an oppression to get nails at a penny a pound ! 
Surely the “ poor man’’ was likely to he utterly 
crushed and ruined. 

Mr. S. said he had wished to point out some 
other of the extraordinary doctrines contained in 
this paper of the Secretary; and fhere~swas, one 
which would startle the country; it was covered 
up in cautious language, but when this veil was 


| drawn aside; and the truth exposed, he’ again 
warned gentlemen that it would startle the coun- 


try. This free-trade Secretary had recommended 
Yes, that 


industry; it was.to take off the duty from foreign 
manufactures, and put iton ourown. Hear him: 
“ In accordance with’ thes eS: be- 
‘lieved that the largest practicable portion of the 
‘ aggregate revenue should be raised by maximum 


| ‘revenue duties upon hixuries; whether grown, 


‘ produced, or manufactured at home, or abroad. ™ 

Let mechanics and manufacturers hear that. 
Every American artizan should hear it. Theduty 
was to be on articles, &c., whether grown, pro- 
duced, or manufactured at home or abroad. Here 
was an American Secretary distinctly recommend- 
ing to levy the highest rate of revenue duties on 
goods manufactured at home. What was this but 
an excise? What else was an excise than a tax 
on the manufactured goods of this country?’ Yet 
this was the Secretary’s recommendation. How 
would American manufacturers like it? 

Both in the Message and in the report the Ad- 
ministration had given its own definition of what, 
according to its understanding, was a revenue 
standard of duty; and this was the language of the 
President’s Message: 

“The precise point in the ascending seale of 
‘duties at which it is ascertained from experience 
‘that the revenue is greatest, is the maximum rate 


| ‘of duty which can be laid for the dona Jide pur- 


‘pose of collecting money for the support of Gov- 
‘ernment. Yo raise: the duties “higher than that 
‘point, and thereby diminish the amount collected, 
‘is to levy them for protection merely, and not for 
‘revenue. “As long, then, as Congress may grad- 
‘ually increase the rate of duty on a given article, 
‘and the revenue is increased by such increase 
‘of duty, they are within the revenue standard. 
‘When they go beyond that point, and, as they 
‘increase the duties, the revenue is diminished or 


had succeeded in supplying our own 
began to’ thrive in his business; that 
proof that the duty was. 160. high forrevénue: it 
was no longer a revenue duty but a “protective 
duty, and it must forth be reduced... As the 
American furnished 4 ‘oods to. the ‘country, 
less foreign goods would: be imported, revenue 
would be diminished, and the duty must: come 
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down: that was the rule... And now, Mr. S. would | 
ask, ander. sucha rule às this, what man in his 
senses would vest a.dòllar in manufactures? What | 
was the prospect before him? The momentwhen, 
by industry and enterprise, he should succeed in į 
getting the better of his, foreign competitor, down 
with the duty. If a. shoemaker ora ‘hatter, by 
making better or cheaper hats or shoes, had got |) 
‘possession of the market, the eye of his free-trade 
system was fastened on him like a vulture. The 
Secretary found he was doing too well, and the 
duty must be reduced to let in the foreigner. Such 
wasthe plan of this Administration. The me- 
chanic, finding his protection thus diminished, and 
having no other resource but his business, would | 
go on.to work longer and to work harder than be- 
fore, and when, by working out of hours, he had 
contrived to get over the opposition of his own 
Government, and began to get together a little pro» 
fit, the same doctrine would repeat the process; 
the duty would be evidently too high—down with 
it! The “poor man” would now take his chil- 
dren from school and bring them into the shop. 
‘They, too, would now work, while the man him- 
self worked harder and harder. But what would 
be the result? It would only bring him under the 
Secretary’s rule; the duty must be again lowered, 
and still go on to be lowered, more and more, till } 
at last this free- born American must be ground 
down by the action of his own Government to 
the degraded and wretched condition of an English 
pauper -or Russian. serf, The moment an Amer- 
ican laborer succeeded by: his exertions in shutting | 
out foreign competition, the foreigner must be Jet | 
in and put over him. What sort of rule was this ? 
For whom would one suppose it to be made? For 


the American manufacturer, or the European? 
Clearly it was a rule for the benefit of the for- 
eigner. And could an independent and intelligent 
American consent to live under such a rule? The 
moment the American rises to his fect, in this strug- 
gle with foreigners for the American market, he 
isto be knocked down by this executive poker, and 
walked over by his Seerctary Walker. a laugh. ] 
And this was their American system. Mr. 8. in- 
sisted it was a British system. 1t was just such 
a system as Sir Robert Peel would have recom- 
mended, could he have spoken through President 
Polk as his trumpet; its practical, its universal 
operation, would be what he had just now de- 
scribed. And would the Fouse endorse a system 
like this? This was the far-famed “free-trade sys- 
tem,” now for the first time: promulgated by an 
American fiscal officer. Oh how this tender-heart- 
ed Secretary did love the “poor man!”? His love 
was so great that: he would bring him down. to a | 
devel with the British paupers! 

Since the improvements. in steam, the cost of} 
transportation is comparatively nothing. Take off 
the duty, and. the British workshops would be 
brought to our, door. : Suppose these British la- 
borers were in Alexandria, working at twenty-five 
cents: was any man so blind as not to see that 
they must, soon break down the workmen of 
Washington?, The employer would-soon begin | 
to talk. to: them in a very intelligible language: 
“My. competitors’ in. Alexandria: get. labor for 
twenty-five ‘cents. a day, and. you must take the | 
same or quit.. Now, where was the difference, 
whether the distance was a little greater ora 
little less? The practical operation of the sys- 
tem would be just the same. And this -was the 
blessed. system of free trade? The workmen 
of England and France would work cheaper 
than ours, and free-trade doctrine held that we 
must buy wherever we could buy cheapest. 
Down went the duty, in came foreign goods, out 
went American money; and out and out it went 
till we had no more money to send, and the peo- 
ple and their Government became bankrupt to- | 
gether. This was the blessing which the com- | 
passionate Secretary had in store for the “poor | 
mani”? Oh, how he. loved him! He brought in | 
“the poor -man” ten times in two paragraphs! | 
But his love would be very apt to operate like the || 
love a certain bear-onee had for a “poor man,” | 
when he hugged him te death. [A laugh.] | 

Mr. S. had seen Mr, Walker’s name announced || 
for the Presidency. Now, an uncharitable ob- j 
server-might perhaps say that:Mr. Walker was || 
looking to be the “ poor man’s”? candidate. | If so, i 
he proposed a wise plan, for his system would |! 
Soon make all the people poor, and then he would i 
goin by acclamation. {Much merriment] 


i 
i 


‘high, the revenue was. high. That had been the 


termed a plan to manufacture “ poor men.” Such 
would be its practical result, and there would be |) 


out of it. 
bers of this committee and his countrymen gen- 
erally, whether the adoption of such a plan would 
not be equivalent to passing a law that henceforth |) 
no further capital should be invested in manufac- |} 
tures? It was of the nature of a notice before- || 
i 
i 
H 


hand, and it ran in this wise: “ Gentlemen, you 
‘may invest your money in such way as you 
“deem best; but we here notify you, that, as soon 
‘as you shall have supplied the American market, 
‘and we find that, in consequence of your success, 
‘imports begin to diminish, the duties must he 
‘reduced, and foreign goods must be let in, until || 
‘we get revenue enough to pay all Government | 
€ officers.” ‘With such a notice before hin, who | 
would engage in manufactures? Who would in- 
vest the capital he had received by inheritance, or | 
accumulated by his own enterprise and toil, with |) 
‘the certainty before his cyes that, just as soon as he 
began to gather a little strength, to acquire greater | 
skill to improve the modes of labor, and to realize | 
its reward by getting the better of foreign com- | 
petition, he must be knocked down, and the for- | 

| 

| 

| 

| 


cigner Jet in to ruin him? This might be called, 
he country, “legging for the 


Gentlemen from the West understood | 
FI 


in certain parts of 
British.” 
what was meant by the term “legging.” The | 
doctrine was this: we must have revenue; our | 
salaries must be paid, and revenue must be had; | 
and you (the people) must not manufacture, be- | 
cause, if you do, we shall not getas much revenue. 
He put it to gentlemen to show him whether this 
would not be the plain operation of the rule. 
But the Secretary of the Treasury had made | 
other very wouderful discoveries in finance. What 
did he tell us? ** Experience proves that, as a gen- 
‘oral rule, a duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem 
< will yield the largest revenue.” Yes; experience 
proved that an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. 
would yield the greatest amount of revenue. 
Twenty per cent. yield the greatest revenuc! 
Why, what was the great, broad, universally- 
known experience of the country? We hada 
tariff of twenty per cent. in 1841-7423 and what 
was our revenue! Not one-halfof what it was now. 
The whole amount of revenue from imports was 
then about thirteen millions, and this year it was 
twenty-seven millions. Was thirteen more than | 
twenty-seven? If so, the Secretary is rights if 
not, he was wrong. And what was the cilect of 
their twenty per cent. horizontal duty? Under its | 
operation thescountry was prostrated, the Govern- 
ment. itself was bankrupt, and the people were 
little better. Yet this man could say, in the face 
of these well-known facts, and of the American 
people, any one of whom knew better, that an | 
average duty of twenty per cent. yielded the high- | 
est amount of revenue. The Secretary had even 
gone further yet than this; in his famous cireular, 
he had. assumed that twelve and a half per ecnt. 
horizontal was the true revenue standard. Some | 
western sciibbler asked him, through the press, ! 
how much revenue twelve and a half per cent. 
would give on one hundred millions of import: 
(that being more than the average amount.) The | 
answer must be twelve and a half millions; then | 
deduct three and a half millions, (the expense of 
collection,) and bat nine millions of nett revenue | 
would be left.to pay twenty-six millions of expen- || 
ditures.` To make up the revenue, you must add || 
more than one hundred millions to your imports, 
while your whole specie has never been estimated || 
at more than eighty-five millions; then all your | 
specie goes for your first year, and where will you it 
get money for the next year?’ These questions, 
being yather troublesome, were never answered. 
The truth was, that the revenue resulted from 
the tarif, and. followed it. When the tariff was 
low, the revenue was.low; when the tariff was 


uniform experience of the. country, and. he chal- 
lenged gentlemen to show the contrary. Tt must 
be so; it could not be otherwise. “And why? Be- 
cause the result of protection was to make the peo- 
ple rich, and taking off protection made them poor. | 


‘When the peapte were rich the treasury was full; | 


| till they reached the point of twenty per 


|| but who agitated the country? It was the 


“mer fell, and 


| tariff on a mere motion of reference. 


prosperity, so would the revenue ever be found. 


chase goods freely? Certainly not. 
perous, their wives and daughters could purchase 
costly clothing and rich furniture, and then many 
goods were always imported. But when the coun- 


| try was impoverished, men would wear their old 


coats, their wives and daughters stayed at home 


; and mended them, merchants could not get money 


to import goods, and the treasury was impoy- 
evished. : 

Under the compromise law the duties ran down 
ent.; then 
was the gentleman’s Utopia; then, according to the 
Secretary, the revenue ought to have been abundant; 
but who had yet forgotten, or could ever forget, 
what had been then the condition of the treasury, 
and of this entire nation? The treasury was so 
perfectly bankrupt that it could not borrow one 
hundred dollars. The States were everywhere 
repudiating their debts, and the national character 
lay prostrate and bleeding. That was the condi- 


il tion, and everybody knew it, to which a twenty per 
i| cent. tariff had brought this land; and yet at this 


day the first fiscal officer of the. Government had 
the front to recommend a return to that state of 
things. In our great humiliation and distress the 
tariff of *42 cane in like a delivering angel; it 
raised and restored the revenue; it replenished a 
famished treasury; it brought repudiation into 
disrepute; it made a bankrupt law useless; in a 
word, it struck the whole country as with the 
wand of an enchanter, and brought back plenty, 
and credit, and enterprise, and hope, and public 
character, Why, then, disturb it? What mischief 
had it done? The Secretary deprecated agitation; 

Secre- 
The friends of pro- 


tary himself and his friends. 


l tection everywhere cried out, “ Give the country 


repose; Cive the country prosperity and peace 
under the tariff as it is 2 

[The hour here expired, the Chairman’s ham- 
t. STEWART resumed his seat. ] 
Mr. BRODITEAD said he had not risen to 
make a speech, but for the purpose of remonstra- 
ting with his colleague. Though he himself by no 
means agreed with the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the doctrines of his report; and although, if his 
colleague insisted on pressing his motion, Mr. B. 
should be constrained to vote for it, yet he must 
be permitted to say to that gentleman that he con- 
sidered it altogether premature. The opponents 
of protection, should such a motion prevail, might 
think they discovered a design to drag this tariff 
question into the arena of debate before it had been 
duly examined; and he warned his colleague that 
a vote at this time on the motion he had made 
would be no test of the sense of that House. It 
would not be a notice to the country as to the final 
vote that might he expected in the case. He must 
request his colleague, and he did it with all respect, 
10L to press the House into a discussion on the 
This was 
not the time to discuss so great a question, and he 
thought that in this respect the motion was a little 
out of order. Jt was impossible to prevent a dis- 
cussion; but let it be had in a fair and proper way. 
Allow to both sides a fair fight and an open field. 
The friends of protection could not gain, but would 
lose, by pressing the discussion at this time, He 
must therefore again request his colleague to with- 
draw the motion he had made. Let the subject go 
to the committee encumbered by no instructions. 
Why should they delay all the public business by 
entering at this moment, even before the Message 
had been referred, into a discussion which could 
not be brought to an issue under three, and per- 
haps six weeks? No good could possibly result 
from such a proceeding. He hoped, then, that 
his colleague would see the propriety of withdraw- 
ing the motion. o } 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said that, if there was 
any responsibility attached to the request just 
made, he was free to share itwith his colleague 
who had just taken his seat, and would take the 
liberty of expressing his concurrence in the desire 
that his friend who bad moved the instruction 

would consent to withdraw his motion, and leave 
í the whole question open to the future decision of 
the House. 

Mr. STEWART said he was not disposed to 


as the couniry became poor the treasury was im- | 


y poverished. Whe condition of the treasury was, |) be pertinacious. He had thought that the House 
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ought to meet the question promptly, and give an 
expression of its views as to whether the doctrine 
put forth by the Administration should receive its 
sanction or not. Fe had felt anxious that such a 
paper as that which had proceeded from the oficer 
at the head of the Treasury, should not go to the 
country without the presentation of some views, 
on the other side of the question. His own State. 
was deeply interested in the whole subject; and 
the anxieties of her citizens were strongly excited. | 
Still he should yield to the judgment of his friends | 
and colleagues, and would consent to withdraw the | 
motion he made. f 
And he withdrew it accordingly. ! 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said that he had | 
propounded some questions to the gentleman from || 
Pennsyivania when up, which he had hoped that H 
that gentleman would answer; but it seemed the | 
only object of the gentleman had been to make a 
speech. | 
Mr. STEWART said that he had withdrawn 
his motion, but would cheerfully renew it to ac- | 
commodate the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, if he || 
wished to make a speech. i 


[Cries of No, no—don’t renew it.”*] 
Mr. JOHNSON said he had hoped the gentle- ; 


} 


man wowd have told the House why the price of | 
free goods had run down in the same proportion 
with those subjected to duty; but he had not done || 
it. 

Mr. STEWART denied that the prices of free | 
goods had run down in anything like the same | 
proportion. The fact. was not so. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he had propounded to the 
gentleman another question; and that was, whether, 
after duties had been laid which were sufficient to 
produce the required revenue, the gentleman was 
for adding further duties for protection? If that | 
was the issue, he hoped it would be fully under- | 
stood, and if the tarif was retained, it would be į 
done widerstandingly. | 

Mr. STEWART was not distinctly heard, but | 
was understood to reply in the negative; but it 
seemed we had not revenue enough now, and the 
Secretary was for reducing the tarifi, that we might 
get more. That was the doctrine, When the 
treasury was too full, then the tariff was to be re- 
duced that the revenue might be diminished. ‘So, 
full or empty—too much revenue or too little—still | 
the doctrine was, “ Reduce, reduce!’ “ The tarif 
must be reduced”? Doctor Sangrado’s panacea— 
t bleeding and warm water.. [A laugh.] 

Mr. JOHNSON said it was very difficult to get 
the gentleman up to the question. The gentleman 
seemed to he in favor of laying duties for protec- 
tion after we had enough for revenue. In other 
words, to tax one portion of the community in or- 
der to favor another portion. 

Mr. STEWART said that there never had been a 
protective duty which in the end had taxed any one 
man in this community a single cent: its effect had | 
ever been to reduce prices, not to raise them. Let 
the gentleman put his finger on a single article the 
price of which had been raised by a protective duty: 
they always reduced the price by competition and 
increased supply. . He challenged the gentleman 
to: point him to‘one, to a single instance in which 
the price had been ultimately increased. This was | 
an issue of fact, and he challenged the gentleman 
to the scrutiny. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON said he disliked greatly to see 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania thrown into such 
contortions and using such very violent gesticula- 
tion. It had an ominous appearance. [Laughter.] 
He disliked any gentleman to lose his balane 
His own object had been to make an issue with 
the gentleman before the House and the nation. 
He had wished that gentleman distinctly to define 
his position. Perhaps Mr. J. mistook the true 
meaning of the word “ protection.”” The gentle- 
man said that protection had always reduced price. 
But was that which reduced price protection? If 
so, his own constituents greatly misunderstood the 
term. Did the gentleman intend his constituents 
to understand that by keeping up the present tarif 
he should be reducing the price of the goods they 
manufactured ? ” 

Mr. STEWART said he was willing to make 
an issue with the gentleman, but-it should be an 
issue of fact. He asserted that the effect of im- | 
posing protecting duties had uniformly been to re- i 
duce prices; and he could produce a list of more | 
than eighty protected articles which would prove | 
it. He-agam ehallenged the gentleman to show i 


l 
{ 
| 
| 


|| feel astonished that she should send. here a man j 


j him a number of questions: he should like to ask | 


| and fertile soil. Such a tariff as would supply the ; 


him one whose price had been increased. ` Here | 
was tendered to the gentleman an issue of facts. | 
Would he meet it? 

Mr. JOHNSON said he had always understood | 
protection to mean the ensbling those engaged ina 
particular branch of business to get higher prices 
than they could otherwise obtain. 

Mr. STEWART. Not atall. ‘ 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then, what did ‘ protection 
mean? if it did not enable a man to obtain a 
greater profit than he could get otherwise, what | 
did it do for him? Was it not that it enabled him 
to gct a greater price for what he sold? 


Mr, STEWART. No; it was not getting a 
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larger price, but getting a larger amount of busi- i| 


ness, a wider market; it was the advantage of in 
proved machinery, increased skill, enlarged sales. 
Five per cent. profit ona business of $5,000 a year 


Mr. JOHNSON said his understanding of the 
term was, that it was meant to build up the weak, | 


i 
was more than twenty per cent. profit on $1 600. |) 
j 
i 
1 


who could not get along without some aid from the || 
Government; and that it aided this weak portion |i 
| by draining aid from other portions of society. If) 


the gentleman meant what he said, he fancied the | 
5 2 + + . 
people of Pennsylvania did not so understand it. ; 


|, Bar be it from him to express or to feel any Gisre- |! 
| spect for that ancient Commonwealth; he cherished || 


a great attachment for her; but he could not but | 


who gave such a definition of protection. The 
conclusion seemed very clear that Peonsylvania | 


could not realize the same amount of profit without || 


as with a tariff of protection. Had not the gentle- | 
man shown that the effect of such a tariff always | 
was to reduce prices? If so, how was she to be | 
built up in her interests ? ; 

Mr. STEWART said he had stated facts: pro- | 
tective duties had reduced prices; let the gentl& | 
man disprove them if he could. They had reduced 
burdens and taxes; and the gentleman, on his own 
principles, ought therefore to unite with him in 
eulogizing and sustaining the protective policy. 

Mr. JOHNSON said that articles free of duty | 
had also fallen in price. What was it that reduced 
these? All were familiar with the fact. How 
did the gentleman account for it? 

Mr. STEWART said the gentleman had asked 


the gentleman one in his turn. Had the price of 
produce and the price of labor declined in the same | 
proportion with the price of protected manufac- | 
tures? They had not. Competition, improved | 
machinery, and augmented skill, had reduced. the 
price on the latter; and the increased demand re- : 
sulting from protection had increased the price of | 
the former. Could the gentleman deny it? | 
Mr. JOHNSON said that,as the gentleman had f 
answered himself, he presumed he was excused. 
He was stiil induced to think that when the tariff 
came to be understood by the honest yeomanry of ! 
Pennsylvania, they would be satisfied with such į 
protection as could be derived from a revenueʻta- 
riff. When they got to understand the effect of |i 
such protection asa revenue tariff would give, they | 
would be even more than satisfied. Pennsylvania | 
wanted a stable policy. Let the amount necessary | 
for revenue be fixed, and then lay a tariff to meet | 
it, and the protection that could he enjoyed under | 
it would satisfy Pennsylvania. She was blessed 
in a larger degree than many of her sister States. | 
She was blessed with extensive beds of coal and | 
mines of ore, and in such abundance as to furnish | 
a supply so long as the world should last. She | 
hada mild and healthful climate, and abundant | 
streams and water power; then she had all the im- | 
i 
| 
| 


provements derived from the introduction of steam, | 
and added to all the crowning blessing of a rich į 


wants of the Government would be abundant to 
satisfy a people thus favored of Heaven. 

The gentleman had introduced some very singu- 
lar ilustrations—and if ever a speech was remark- 
able for its incoherence and its glaring contradic- | 
tions, it certainly was that which the gentleman 
had delivered with so much zeal and animation. 
Fe had undertaken to prove what good. protection 
did: he had stated what he understood protection | 
to mean; he had explained it one way, and drawn |! 
his inferences in a way directly opposite. Let us | 
talk practically and plainly, according to. common | 


munity, consisting. of a-shoemaker, a tailor, and 


i : 
; recommended protection; and bèr 
| 
i 


tected against the paupar labor of Europe, because 
| these paupers could make and sell leather, forex- 
| ample, cheaper than our taniners-could tan it. Very 
| well. Congress extended its arth to protect them: 
and how did-it do it? It laid a tax of fifty percent. 
on imported shoes. What did that mean? It 
meant that the shoemaker must sell. his shoes for 
| Atty per cent. more.. ‘So the same. protection was 
extended to the tanner and.to the tailor. They 
were all protected alike.. What. did such. protec- 
tion amount to? ‘To just nothing at all. For when 
the tanner went to the shoemaker to buy a pair of 
shoes, he bad to pay him fifty per cent. more for 
them in consequence of the protection; and when 
the shoemaker went to the tarmer for leather, he 
i had to do the same; and both~had to do so when 
j they went to the tailor for their clothes. 


ing: it was all a nullity. But round about this 
! little community of mechanics there was a coun- 
try filled with farmers; and, as respected them, the 
protection was something more than a nullity. 
To them it was a serious reality, for they were 
fieeeed whenever they wanted shoes, leather, or 
clothes; while, they themselves’ remained _unpro- 
tected, and got no more for their grain. Did this 
Government mcan to. proceed on a principle like 
this?) Would. it build up one interest at the ex- 
pense of another? Was that the object for which 
this free Government of ours had been created? 
He thought not, and the people thought so toa. 
Take another case. Here were two brothers, to 
whom their father gave ten thousand dollars each. 
One went to the North, and became a manufactur- 
er; the other to the South, and became a planter. 
He asked where in the Constitution was the 
power of Congress to tax the one brother, and 
transfer the amount of the tax to the pocket of 
his brother? To protect the brother in.the North, 
and tax the brother in the South? Would the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania put his finger on 
any clause in the Constitution which authorized 
a proceeding like that? Could he show its justice? 
it could not be done, Talk about. protection! 
Was this the way. ‘this Government .was“‘to..in- 
terfere to occasion ineguati ong: zens 
of the same country equally entitled toits prötec= 
tion? He believed the people weré not prepared 
for protection of. that kind. `.. Cua eee ve 

And what was the practical operation’ of the 
system? We found the manufactures of the 
United States going——where? ` Notwithstanding 
this so much-dreaded pauper labor of Europe, we 
found. articles manufactured in. the United States 
going where that labor was, and competing with it 
on the spot, after paying the duties imposed by a 
tariff. They went in hke manner into all the do- 
minions of Europe, competing with the manufac- 
turers of Great Britain. Yet gentlemen turned 
round-and told him that our labor must be pro- 
tected. Would the people submit to this? Now 
was the time to settle that question. He believed 
they would be well satisfied with a revenue tariff. 

Mr. STEWART wished to ask the gentleman 
one question. The gentleman said our cotton 
goods went to Liverpool and London; how much 
cheaper did he suppose they could ke sold if the 
protecting duty. was taken off? How, then, is the 
duty atax? If we send these goodsto Liverpool, 
surely they could not be sent any cheaper if the 
duty was repealed. This only proved that we 
made the article here cheaper than in any part: of 
the world. - ae See ai é 

Mr. JOHNSON said that was à sumin the sim- 
ple rule of three. “Tf they could sell cheaper in 
England than English goods, after paying duty 
and charges, could they not afford to do the same 
uere at home in the United States? The case wis 
plain. 

The gentleman had attempted to associate his 
doctrine of protection with the influence of great 
names. . He had referred to Washington, and 
Jefferson, and Madison, men who had filled great 
offices in the country, so that by the power of such 
names to give to his own random, incoherent, hel- — 
ter-skelter speech, some degree of forces And he 
told the committee that Andrew. Jackson, to6, had 
ad an extract 
from the well-known Coleman tetter: But when: 
had that letter been written? AT a time the coun- 
try had just come out g Wär, and was 
ninety-two millions in-del -could not pay. Tt 
was true that at sucha. time Jackson did recom- 


i a 

|. As among themselves; the protection was noth- 
i 
t 


sense. Mr. J. then put the caseof a little com- 
i 


tanner. The gentleman said they must be pro- 


mend a tariff’ forthe protection of such things as 
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were needed-by.the country in time of war. But 
let the gentleman follow up what had then been 
in. General, Jackson’s. mind; and when, in 1828, 
the tariff of abominations was nigh to. dissolve 
the Union and set man against man all over the 
country, did he not recommend its reduction? 
Yet that tariff was lower than many parts of this 
tariff of 1842. In 1833 came the compromise bill: 
and what had a Jackson done then? Though it 
went to reduce duties at last to twenty per cent. he 
affixed ta that act the sanction of his name.. All 
these facts showed that the tariff Andrew Jackson 
wanted was. a tariff for revenue, and that only. 
The tariff of 1828 produced to the. treasury many 
millions more than were wanted for the Govern- 
ment; and what had been the result? Just the 
Same thing as was shown in its incipient stages 
now. “The banks in New York were now extend- 
ing their discounts, because they had been made 
the depositorics of the public money; and the bub- 
ble of 1836-7 was to be re-enacted. The whole of 
the disasters of that most disastrous revulsion were 
justly to be traced to that bill of abominations in 
1828. No: let the taxes be brought down to the 
legitimate wants of the Government. Leave the 
people to spend their own money. Where did the 
Government get its money from? Had it any 
magit power by which it could create money out 
of nothing? Could the Government make times 
tasy and money plenty at its pleasure? No. All 
it had it got from the people; directly or indirectly, 
it was all drawn from them; and the people would 
come to understand this sooner or later, unless the 
present course of taxation should be arrested. 

To hear some orators, both in the country at 
large, and in this House, (and he had listened to 
as chaste and able and eloquent speeches elsewhere 
as he had ever heard on that floor,) one would 


suppose that Government could build up one class | 


of the citizens without pulling down another. It | 
was all fallacious. Mr. J. had not risen to make 
a speech, but on this point he hailed from the 
ranks-of the people, and he must feel with them 
and speak for them. Protection; who paid? Did 
it not enable the man protected to sell his goods | 
for that much more? And who paid? When one | 
was protected, somebody else must pay, or gentle- ! 
men talked nonsense. Hence, the reluctance ofi 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to be dragged up į 
to the question. It had been put, and he failed to 
answer it.. It was the agricultural population of 
the country who paid. It was all sophistry to say 
otherwise. Where did Government get money? 
Did it fall from the skies? Had Government dìs- | 
eovered the philosopher’s stone? No; gentlemen 
were made of the same materials with their con- 
stituents; ‘all they got they drew from the hard 
earnings of the. people;-it belonged to them, and 
Congress had no right. to take it from one to give 
it to: another. k 
As to the doctrine of minimums, Mr. J. had 
thought it too late in the day for any one to con- 
tend in favor of such a mode of taxation. It was 
a mere deception to say that an article worth five 
cents should be assumed to be worth twenty cents, 
and. then tax it accordingly. Ii was too late to i 
‘plead for: any ‘such proceeding... The principle 
was manifestly unjust ee 
Mr. J. was ‘not for abolishing the tariff. But 
that protection to our “home industry’’—what a 
siren song it was in the ears: of the people! Did 
not our “ home industry” include the labor.of the 
farmer; or was it exclusively the labor of the 
manufaciurer? Ought not Government to look to 
the happiness of those who were the bone and; 
i 


R? 


sinew of the country? Protection has been ex- | 


elusive quite long enough. He was willing to 
give a tariff for revenue, but not a dollar for pro- | 
tection. The people of this country were as pa- | 
triotic as any on the face of the globe; they were | 
willing to give their last dollar when the wants of | 

| 

i 


the Government justly called for it; but not fora | 
system. of partial and unequal legislation. 


The question now recurring on the resolution, | 


it was agreed-to. 


tion put on-all the remaining resolutions together. | 
The resolutions were: read. | 
Mr. GARRETT DAVIS said that-one of the | 
resolutions spoke of “ inland: seas; he should be | 
glad, for one, to know what the honorable gentle- 
man from Hlinois meant by that phrase. | 
Mr. DOUGLASS said that in all-the resolutions | 
he had endeavored to follow the language of the | 


| twenty-ninth Congress, from the third Congres- | 
į sional district of New Jersey, with the papers re- |: 3 Said e 
‘has been ratified, confirmed, and adopted by the 


-remonstrance to the Committee on ‘Territories, 


rreed.-t © cit 
Mr. McKAY then proposed to have the ques- || 


Message. The Message spoke of the duty of the 
navy to protect our ‘harbors, coasts, and inland 
seas,” and he had used the same terms. He 
hoped this explanation would be satisfactory to 
the gentleman. . 

Mr. DAVIS said it was very satisfactory, as it | 
acknowledged that the gentleman had used terms 
without understanding what was their meaning. 
[A laugh.] | 

Mr. WINTHROP said he had not been a very | 
diligent student of the Message, having in fact had | 
his attention so absorbed by certain passages in 
the first part of it as not to have analysed the resi- | 
due so carefully; but he was anxious to know if it | 
contained anything about the improvement of the | 
navigation of the Mississippi and other rivers. i 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he had examined care- i 

ji 
| 


fully—hoping to find some recommendation on | 
that subject, but had been able to discover none. | 
He should have been glad had it been otherwise; || 
but, as it was, there was nothing on which to base | 
a resolution on that subject. f 

Mr. WINTHROP thanked the gentleman for | 
having given him official information that the Mes- | 
sage contained not a word about improving our || 
rivers. il 

The question being then taken, all the resolu- i 
tions were agreed to. il 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the i 
Union then rose, and Mr. Born reported the reso- i 
lutions which had been adopted. After which— | 

They were concurred in by the ¥Iouse without j 
reading. | 

On motion of Mr. SYKES, the memorial of !! 
Isaac G. Fares, contesting the right of Fon |; 
Roxx to a seat in this House, as a member of the | 


lative thereto, which weve presented and laid on ; 
the table a few days ago, were referred to the Com- |} 
mittce of Elections. 
Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved to suspend the į 
rules prescribing the order of business, to enable | 
members to make motions, move resolutions, give | 
notice of motions for leave to introduce bills, and | 
to introduce bills on notices heretofore given. 
The motion to suspend was rejected. 


PETITIONS. 


At half past two o’clock the Spraxer commenced 
the call of the States for the presentation of peti- , 


tions under the rules of the House. 
Petitions were presented by Mr. Hamuy of | 
Maine, and Mr. Mourron of New Hampshire. || 


My. WINTHROP presented the‘ petition of || 
Timothy Cook, of Massachusetts, for an increase |, 


of pension. 

On motion of Mr. W., also, the petitions of Al- 
exander H. Everett and Matthew Tasker, of Mas- | 
sachusetts, were taken from the files and referred | 
to the appropriate committees, 


ADMISSION OF TEXAS. | 

Mr. ADAMS presented a remonstrance of citi- | 
zens of the town of Denmark, in the county of 
Lewis, in the Staie of New York, against the ad- H 
mission of Texas into the Union as a slaveholding li 
i 


State, and moved that the remonstrance be referred |) 
toa select committee, to be composed of one mem- | 
ber from each State: , ! 
On this question Mr. ADAMS asked the yeas | 
and nays, which were ordered; when, | 
A motion was made to adjourn. Negatived. 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to refer the | 


| 
| 
| 
which takes precedence of a select commitice. | 
This motion prevailed, and so the remonstrance | 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. i 
Mr. ADAMS then presented sundry other simi- | 
lar remonstrances from citizens of Various other i 
parts of the State of New York; also from the |! 
States of Pennsylvania, Maine, Massachusetts, and | 
Indiana, and moved their reference to the same 
committee. i 
Mr. ADAMS also presented a remonstrance of || 
as of Philadelphia against the appointment of i 
Chaplains to the two Houses of Congress. Re- 

| 

i 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had received a papèr pur- 
porting to be a petition from citizens of the State 
of Tennessee, which he conceived to be indecent 
in its language and disrespectful to this body. He 
should therefore decline to present it. 

Mr. ADAMS also presented a memorial of the || 
widow of the late Lieut. Col. Freeman, of the ! 


| under the rule, in orde 


U. S. Marine Corps, complaining of injuries and 
injustice received by her husband in his lifetime at 
the hands of public officers; which he moved to 
refer, without reading, to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and that it be printed. : 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected to the 
printing, and asked that the memorial be laid over 

r to debate the motion to 

print. 
; The memorial was read at the request of Mr. 
Apams. i 

Mr. HOUSTON had no objection to refer the 
memorial, and asked Mr. Apams to withdraw the 
motion to print. f 2 

Mr. ADAMS stated the hardships complained. 
of by the memorialist, which were, In fact, a com- 
plaiat of improper conduct on the part of high 
officers of the Government, which (he thought) 
ought not to be passed over lightly by the House, 
and declined to withdraw the motion to print. 

The question was then put on the motion to 
refer and print, and it was agreed to. 

Here a motion was made to adjourn; but was 
waived, to enable the Speaker to lay before the 
House sundry Executive communications which 


were lying on his table. 


CONSTITUTION OF TEXAS. . 
The message this day received from the Presi- 


i| dent of the United States was then read, and is as 


follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

E communicate, herewith, a letter received from 
the President of the existing Government of the 
State of Texas, transmitting duplicate copies of the 
constitution formed by the deputies of the people 
of Texas in convention assembled, accompanied. 
with official information that the said constitution 


people of Texas themselves, in accordance with 


|, the joint resolution for annexing Texas to the 


United States, and in order that Texas might be 


` admitted as one of the States of that Union. 


JAMES K. POLK. 
ee was referred to the Committee on 


Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER hid before the House g letter 


| from the Commissioner of Public Buildings, with 
| copies of all contracts made by him during the last 


ear. Referred to the Committee of Public Build- 


' ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


"The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an 
account of transfers of appropriations made in the 
War Department during the last year. Laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House another 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the 
annual report of applications for pensions which 
1 Laid on 


rave been rejected during the last year. 


i! the table, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HOPKINS asked leave to introduce a con- 


| current resolution for the appointment of chaplains. 


Before he was allowed to do which, the House 
adjourned. 


PETITION 


Sundry Petitions, Memorials, &e , were this day 
Yr 
formality of passi 


with notices of the followimg: 9 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Margaret 
Gwinup, of Hamilton county, Ohio, praying for a 
pension. 
P By Mr. MOSELEY: The petition of Wm. A. 
Duer, for payment of a claim. 

Petition of Richard Harryman Lee, for the same. 

Petition of Patrick Smith, for the same. 

Petition of Elijah ©. Babbitt, for a pension. 

Petition of Elisha Foster, for the same. 

Petition of Stacy Lamphire, for the same. 

Remonstrance of citizens of Buffalo, N ew York, 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

Remonstrance of citizens of Newstead, Erie 

county, New York, for the same object. 

Remonstrance from the citizens of Hamburgh, 
Erie county, New York, for the same object. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of John 


| R. Williams, of Detroit, Michigan, praying for the 


payment of damages incurred by the loss of proper- 
ty during the late war with Great Britain. 
By Mr. RATHBUN: The petitions of Enoch 
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uating slavery. ! 

Petition of the heirs of Judith Worthen, for ar- 
rears of Pension. 

Petition of Samuel Corry, for invalid pension. | 

By Mr. GORDON: The petition of Col. Jehiel |; 
Tuttle, for an invalid pension. Ji 

Petition of the Hon. N. K, Wheeler and sun- | 
dry members of the Court and Bar of Delhi, New | 
York, praying that the 10th volume of the Laws | 
of the United States may be compiled by the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives. 

By Mr. TIBBATT'S: The memorial of numer- | 
ous citizens of Ohio and Kentucky, praying for | 
an appropriation by Congress, annually, of one |! 
million of dollars, for the improvement of the i! 

| 


Western rivers. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Wilmer |} 
Shields, in behalf of the heirs of Thomas Shields, | 
late purser in the United States Navy, praying for |} 
a pension. j 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Cant. |! 
John Martin, of Detroit, for arrears of pension, |! 
&e. : 

By Mr. McILVAINE: Remonstrance of Enos |! 
Pennock and 20 others, George Paimer and 12 
others, and Jeremiah Evans and 10 others, citizens |! 
of Chester county, Pennsylvania, against the ap- 
pointment of Chaplains to Congress. 

Also, Remonstrance of William Jones and 133 
others, John Griffin and 93 others, and David |! 
Lloyd and 73 others, inhabitants of Pennsylvania, !! 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State. | 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Massachusetts: From | 
the files of the last Congress, the petition of Holmes 
& Pedrick and of Pierre Gideon, of Massachusetts; 
and presented the following petitions from Massa- | 
chusetts: 

Of H. D. Johnson, for compensation for ser- 
vices rendered as Judge Advocate. 

Of Daniel Sampson, for compensation for loss 
of sight in the service of the navy. 

Of A.J. Locke and others, inhabitants of Charles- | 
town, for abolishing the liquor ration in the navy. 

By Mr. GRINN ELL: The following petitions: 

Of citizens of New Bedford, for buoys to be | 
placed in Buzzard’s Bay and vicinity. | 

Of citizens of Falmouth, Massachusetts, for an j 
appropriation to preserve the harbor of Great | 
Wood’s Hole. 

Of citizens of Chatham, Massachusetts, against | 
the admission of Texas. | 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The memorial of | 
the Court and Bar of the city of Chicago, that a | 
10th volume of the Laws of the United States may || 
be distributed by the Clerk of the House, as the |! 
former volumes have been. ; i 
Also, the claim of John Otis, taken from the | 


files. . 

Also, the claims of George Hollenback, George |i 
B. Hollenback, Elsey Ackley, P. Cunningham, 
William Brook, and William Harris. 


IN SENATE. 
Wrpnespay, December 10, 1845. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Titian R 
Peale, praying to be indemnified for losses incur 
red by the wreck of the Peacock, at the mouth of | 
the Columbia river; which was referred to the |! 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Catlin, Peoples & Co., t 
be indemnified for losses of property by the Creek | 
Indians, in 1836; which was referred to. the Com- |i 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON presented certain joint | 
resolutions of the Legislature of Delaware, on the | 
subject of an appropriation for the improvement of |! 
the mouth of Mahon’s river. i! 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee | 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


mh 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following | 
resolutions, which lie over under the rule: 4 


Resolved, That the ‘Committee on Military Af- 


fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 


water harbor, near the entrance of Delaware bay. 


| referred to a committee. 


| was read a second time, and referred to the Com- 


' provement in the State of Michigan, and for other 


P A } 
‘to transmit to this body a copy of the map of Flor- 


i| resolution, which les over under the rule: 


‘| mation as he can obtain in regard to the expedi- 


|| printer to the Senate shall be required. to sign’ an 


i| less than twenty per cent. under the prices fixed 


erecting a fortification for the defence of the break- 
i 
i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 


of erecting a fortification on Pea Patch Island, in 
the river Delaware. - 

Mr. LEVY introduced a bill to establish Courts 
of the United States, and provide for the due ex- 
ecution of the laws of the United States, in the 
State of Florida. 

The bill having had its first reading, 

Mr. LEVY expressed a hope that the Senate 
would permit the bill to receive its second reading 
at this time. He was induced to press this re- 
quest, because it had been discovered that there 
was a defect in the existing laws, in consequence 
of which no courts could be held, and all suits 
were suspended. It was, therefore, of great im- 
portance to the ends of justice that the bill which 
he had introduced should be acted on with all pos- 
sible expedition. He would therefore ask of the | 
Senate that the bill may be read a second time, and 


There being no objection to this course, the bill 


mittee on the Judiciary. , 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE introduced a bill to apply ! 
certain alternate sections of the public domain to- 
wards the completion of works of internal im- 


purposes. 
The bill was read a first and second time, and | 
referred to the Committee on Public.Lands. g 
Mr. LEVY submitted the following resolutions, 
which lie over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
be requested to inform the Senate what number of 
agents are employed for the preservation of timber, 
the amount of salary paid for such service, the 
authority of law under which they are employed, 
and the fund from which they are paid; also, the 
amount of allowances of every description made 
within the last five years in the settlement of ac- 
counts of said agents, or otherwise, connected with 
this branch of the service; the number of suits or 
prosecutions instituted within the sume period for 
trespasses upon the public lands, the result of such 
suits or prosecutions, and the cost and expense in- 
curred by the United States therein, including the 
amount of damages paid by the United States with- 
in the same period for illegal interference by the 
aforesaid agents with private rights. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 


ida, recently prepared in the Bureau of Topograph- | 
ical Engineers. 

Mr. BREESE introduced the following bills; 
which were read a first time: 

A bill for the relief of William Elliot, jr. | 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of | 
Pierre Menard and others, sureties of Felix St. | 
Vrain, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Pierre Menard, Antonie Peltier, and Joseph 
Placy. 

A bill to establish a collection district at Chica- 
go, in the State of [Hinois. 

Mr. HANNEGAN introduced a bill for the | 
continuation of the Cumberland road in the States | 
of Ohio, Indiana, and Tlinois. A 

The bill was read a first and second time, and | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 


_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be | 
directed to communicate to the Senate such infor- 


ency of erecting alight on the stone pier in the 
river Delaware, near Fort Mifflin. 

Mr. DEX introduced a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to make an arrangement or | 
compromise with M. M, Quackenboss_ and. his | 
co-obligors, or any of them, for claims on bonds | 
given by them as sureties to the United States. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 
resolution: : l 

Resolved, That the person or persons elected 


agreement to do the printing of the Senate at ‘not 


by the act of 1819, when the number of the docu- | 


ments does not exceed five thousand, ‘and thirty- iH 


three and a third per cent. less when the number | 
exéeeds five thousand; and when the same person | 
or persons shall be-elected printer to both Houses, 


|! fairs be instructed to“inquire into the expediency | no allowance shall be made for double composi- 
| 


tion, or setting up, of the same document. ; 

Mr. SPEIGHT Fose to inquire-if there was not 
a law regulating the price which should be paid for 
| the printing of the Senate. oa 5 

Mr. J.-M. CLAYTON. The: résolution , Hes 
over until to-morrow. - f : 

Mr. BARROW submitted the. following resolu- 
tion, which lies over under the rule: gee 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to inform the Senate to what extent the raft in the 
Red river, in the State of Louisiana, has been re- 
moved under the contract made with Mr. Wil- 
hamson; and whether any work is now being done 
to remove said raft; and also, what further appro- 
| priation of money by Congress is. necessary to 
the entire completion of said work: 

ADMISSION OF TEXAS, 

Mr. LEWIS gave notice that he would “on to- 
morrow ask leave to. introduce a bill for the admis- 
| sion of Texas into the Union. — ne 
| Mr. TURNEY expressed. his hope: that. the 

Senator from Alabama would be permitted to in- 
troduce the bill of which he had given notice, at 
this time. It was.of much importance that imme- 
| diate action should take. place on the subject... . 

Mr. LEWIS said that, if there was no objection, 
he would himself prefer to introduce the bill at 
this time. Tt was very important that it should be 
passed without delay. There were a great many 
goods in the city of New York, which had been 
prepared for the Texas market, and they could 


|| not be shipped at present without being subjected 


to heavy duties. 
| INo objection being made— ee 
Mr. LEWIS introduced the. following bill for 
į the admission of Texas into the Union; which was 
read a first and second: time, and referred. to the 
Committee on the Judiciary.: ` 
A bill for the admission of the State of Texas into 
the Union. 

Whereas the people of Texas have, through 

their deputies in convention assembled, agreed to 


the terms and conditions of. the joint resolutions of 


Congress, approved: March 1, 1845, ding for. 
annexing Texas to the United Sta hereas 
the said, people of ‘Texas have also, by their said 
deputies in convention, adopted:a republican, form 
of government, by forming a constitution, agree- 
able to the requirements of said joint resolutions; 
and whereas the same, together with the condi- 
tions of annexation, have been ratified by said peo- 
ple of Texas by their vote at the polls:, ; 

Be it therefore enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States. in Congress ùs- 
sembled, That the republic of Texas: be, and. the 
same is hereby, admitted as a State into the U nion, 
on an equal footing with the original United States, 
in all respects whatsoever; and that, from and after 
the passage of this act, the civil-and military juris- 
diction of the United States Government be ex- 
tended over said State of Texas. 


~Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 
resolution; which lies over, under the rule: 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
appropriations for the improvement ‘of the har- 
bors of Newcastle, Port Penn, Delaware city, dnd 
of the Christiana, in the State-of Delaware.” 

A message was: received. from the President óf 
the United States, enclosing a report from ‘the Sec- 
retary of War, in reply to a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 3d of December instant, requesting infor- 
mation with respect to the practicability and utility 
of a fort or forts on Ship Island, on the coast of 
Mississippi. ` 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the message and 
documents were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
tion: ` $ 

Resolved, That the Senate will to-morrow pros 
ceed to the election of a public printer: 

The resolation lies over, under the rulei but iit 
~ Mr. SPEIGHT expressed his hope that no òb- 
Jection would be made to its consideration at thia 
ume. Unless some good reason existed asainst 
its adoption, he trusted it would be ed Tk it 
were laid over, the effect would be:to postpone the 
election, to the inconvenience of the Senate, as a 
sopatemple quantity had beer ordered to be exe- 
cuted, eos Lee A 
Objection being made, the ¥esolution lies over.’ 
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STANDING COMMITTEES. 


The Senate then’ proceeded to the unfinished 
business, being the election of Chairmen of the 
standing committeés. 

The Senate proceeded to ballot for Chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; 
when thé result was announced as follows: Mr. 
Niles 27, Mr. Barrow 16. g 

So Mr. Nings was elected’ Chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The Senate then. proceeded to ballot for Chair- 
man of the: Committee on Roads. and Canals; when 
the result: was announced as follows: Mr. Han- 
negan 25, Mr. Corwin 17. 

So Mr. Hannecan was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions; when the result was 
announced as follows: Mr. Upham 42: 

So Mr. Urnam was unanimously elected Chair- | 
man of the Committee on Pensions. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia; when 
the result was announced as follows: Mr. Hay- 
wood 26, Mr. Miller 16. 

So Mr. Haywoop was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Senate then procceded to ballot for Chairman 
of the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office; 
when the result was announced as follows: Mr. 
Cameron 27, Mr. Johnson of Maryland 16. 

So Mr? Cameron was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

The Senate then procceded to ballot for Chairman 
of the Committee on the Contingent Expenses of | 
the Senate; when the result was announced as 
follows: Mr. Niles 24, Mr. Green 15, Mr. Lewis 2. 

So Mr. Nives was elected Chairman of the Com- 
mitte on the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman | 
of the Committee on the Publie Buildings; when 
the result was announced as follows: Mr. Cameron 
27, Mr. Dayton 15. : 

So Mr. Cameron was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Buildings. 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman | 
of the Committee on Printing; when the result was | 
announced as follows: Mr. Atherton 25, Mr. Up- 
ham 14. at 

So Mr. Ararrrox was clected Chairman of the 
Committee on Printing. : 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman 
of the Committee on Retrenchment; when the re- 
sult was announced as follows: Mr. Lewis 25, Mr. | 
Morehead 15. : 

So Mr. Lewis was elected Chairman of the'Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment, - es * 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman | 
of the Committee. on Territories; when the result 
was announced as follows: Mr. Westcott 26, Mr. 
Bagby 7, Mr. Allen i 

So Mr: Wasrcorr was elected Chairman of the | 
Committee on Territories. | 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for Chairman 
of the Committee.on Engrossed Bills; when the 
result was annownced as follows: Mr. Chalmers 25, | 
Mr: Jarnagin 2; Mr: Lewis 1, Mr.Allen 1. 

So Mr. Cuaimurs was elected Chairman of the 
Committee on Engrossed Bills. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT then called-on Sena- 
tors to prepare’ their ballots for Chairman. of the 
Committee on the Library; when ` 

Mr. EVANS suggested that this was nota stand- 
ing committee, but a special committee provided for 
by a joint resolution. 

This commitiee was then passed over. 

Mri. HAYWOOD moved that the Senate now | 


adjourn, Ayes 18, noes 20. 
So the motion. was not agreed to. 


A-message.was received from the House of Rep- 


resentatives,. informing the Senate that the House |; 


had adopted a resölution to appoint two Chap- | 
lains, and asking the concurrence of the Senate | 
therein. ; : 

The Senate then proceeded to ballot for the mem- | 
bers of the Committee on Foreign Relations; when 
the result was announced as follows: Mr. Cass | 
38, Mr. Sevier 38, Mr. Archer: 26, Mr. Atherton | 
38, Mr. J. M. Clayton 1, Mr. Webster 1 | 

The first four Senators were annotinced as elect- | 
ed. members: of the Committee’ on “Foreign Re- | 
lations. o 

Mr. JARNAGIN inquired of the presiding offi- | 


| 
j 
$ 


| from the other side, the third on the list. 


$ 
i 
} 


cer how it was understood that the members of 
the committce would be arranged as to their order; 
whether in an arbitrary manner, or as their names 
stood on the ballot. 

The VICE PRESIDENT replied that they 
would be arranged according to the number of 
ballots which each Senator received. 


Mr. SEVIER wished distinctly to understand I 
if the members were to be placed on the com- | 


mittee in the order in which their names were 
announced by the Chuir: 


occupy positions which were not contemplated by 
a majority of the Senate; and, in the elections 
about to take place, it would be necessary to have 
two ballots. 

Mr. JARNAGIN wished to know the under- 
standing of the Senate on the subject. 


Mr. HAYWOOD asked whether the fact of a į 
member of the committee being placed next the |: 
chairman gave him ary precedence over the others. j; 


As to his own opinion, he regarded it as of very 
little importance how the arrangement was made. 
He knew of no Parliamentary law which fixed the 


order of succession: he knew of no rule of the ii 


Senate which fixed the succession. 
effect of his own ballot, it was altogether accident, 


for he had not contemplated the matter in the light | 


now presented. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he was not acquainted with 
any Parliamentary law or specific rule of the Sen- 
ate, by which any rule of succession was deter 


mined. But the succession had been adopted by | 


concession, and had become a rule influencing all 


the committees on which he had been called to i 
ood (althoueh he had | 


serve. And he had underst 
arrived too late to be a personal 7 


i¢ipator in the 
arrangement) that a mutual con 


Hato 


Senate, with respect to the clection of the com- 
mittees, as to the order of succession in which the 


members should stand; and this arrangement was |) 
about to be frustrated by the mode now understood : 


to be adopted by the Chair. He thought it best 
that a little time should be given for the inter- 
change of views and feelings on the subject, with 


a view to the correction of the misunderstanding |) 


which evidently existed, and he did not doubt that 


the harmonious settlement of the dificulty would : 


be the result. He would suggest, therefore, the 


propriety of an adjournment, for the purpose of | 
g on some mode by which the arrangement | 


agreeing 
to which he had referred might be carried out ac- 
cording to the original understanding. He moved 
that the Senate now adjourn. : 

The motion was withdrawn at the request of 


Mr. JARNAGIN said, as regarded his own per- | 


sonal feelings, he was indifferent as to the position 
on which he might be placed on any of the. com- 
mittees. He would be just as well satisfied whether 
he stood the first or the last. But as he had seen 
that, in many of the ballots, the name of any ge 
tleman on his side of the Senate was entirely om 


ted, and that, in this way, a Senator who had been |! 
generally considered as the understood occupant of :; 


the second place on the committee had not been 


so placed, he felt a desire to have a better under- || 
standing of the principle which was to govern in | 


the elections about to take place. 


Mr. SEVIER said, in his experience it had al- |) 
ways been the practice on the resignation or in the |! 


absence of the chairman of the committee, for the 


next member, in the order of the list, to take the | 


chair. “It was important, therefore, to know how 
they were placed. Mr. Arcner was the third 
member of the committee, according to the an- 
nouncement of the Chair, and he hoped he would 
so remain. He would place every Senator, taken 
The 
Senator who has the highest number of votes 
should stand next to the chairman. He hoped the 
plan of designating the position of each by the 
number of ballots cast for him, would be adhered 
He moved that the Senator from Mict 


Senator from Virgi 
the third in order. ~ : 
Mr. ARCHER wished to say one word on-the 
subject. To him it was.a matter of the profound- 
est indifference whether he occupied one place or 
another in the order of arrangement. Whatever 
the position he might occupy, he would discharge 
his duties to the best of his humble abilities. So 
far as he was concerned he would do his duty. 


nia [Mr, Axcuer] be placed as 


Should that be the ün- | 
derstanding, the members of the committee would | 


As to the! 


arrange- | 


| ment had been entered into by both sides of the |! 


| The motion of Mr. Sevier was. then agreed to, 
|| The Committee proceeded to ballot for members 
of the Committee on Finance; when the result was 
! announced as follows: Mr, Benton 34, Mr. Evans 
|i 34, Mr. Lewis 31, Mr. Jenness 27, Mr. Mangum 
|| 12, Mr. Davis 2, Mr. Webster 1. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the members of this 


Mr. WESTCOTT expressed his decided oppo- 
sition to this mode of procedure. He had no idea 
hat there was, or ought to be, any distinction of 
nk in the committees, or that anything like a 
ight of primogeniture ought to be estab- 
ished here. He was opposed to everything of the 
kind. He was opposed to this infringement of 
he settled rule of cur institutions and the univer- 
sal feeling of the country. Should the chairman 
re ab in consequence of death or resignation, 
i he desired that the Senate should fill the vacancy 
| by a new election. But in regard to relative rank, 
i: he was entirely opposed. to ite He should there- 
| fore vote against the arrangement proposed by the 
1 
i 
{ 
| 


|; Senator from Arkansas. He was opposed to it 
i because he could not recognize any distinction of 
rank, or, by his vote, give sanction to the principle 
of primogeniture. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that a moment’s re~ 
| flection could not fail to convince the Senator from 
ij Florida that the same result which he desired 
|| would be obtained by an adherence to the rule and 
|: practice of the Senate heretofore. In the absence, 


resignation, or demise of a member of a commit- 
. tee, the Senate, in either case, regulates the order 
i, of succession. Itdoesso now, in the first instance. 


lt is done by anticipation. If the views of the 
Senator from Florida were carried out, it would 
he done after the occasion had taken place. Pre- 
cisely the same result is obteined in either case. 
But, as he thought they would all attain their ob- 
‘ject much more satisfactorily by taking time to in- 
change ideas on the subject, indifferent as he 
personally felt as to his own position, he would 
i renew his motion that the Senate now adjourn. 
The motion being decided in the affirmative, 
The Senate adjourned. 


i HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

j Wepxespay, December 10, 1845. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER said that the regular business 
; under the rule would have been the call of the 
|, States for petitions; but that the resolution here- 
jj tofore offered by the gentleman from Virginia, 
| (Mr. Hoprxis,] providing for the appointment of 
| Chaplains, would, inasmuch as it related to the or- 
f ganization of the. House, take precedence. 

i ADMISSION OF TEXAS. 
tj 

| 


Mr. DOUGLASS rose, and asked leave, at this 
time, to make a report from the Committee on the 
| Territories. 
Objections being made, 
Mr. DOUGLASS moved a suspension of the 
‘rules. 

After some conversation, Mr. GRAHAM, of 
North Carolina, called for the reading of the re- 
¿i port or joint resolution. And it was read, as fol- 
|; lows: 
Resolution for the admission of the State of Texas 

into the Union. 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, by 
ia “joint resolution,” approved March the Ist, 1845, 
did consent that the territory properly included 
within, and rightfully belonging to, the Republic 
of Texas, might be erccted into a new State, to be 
‘called the State of Texas, with a republican form 
| of government, lo be adopted by the people of the 
said republic by deputies in convention assem- 
i bled, with the consent of the existing Govern- 
ment, in order that the same might be admitted 
las one of the States of the Union; which consent 
j of Congress was given upon certain conditions 
; specified in ‘the first and second. sections of said 
| joint resolution: And whereas the people of the 
said Republi of Texas, by deputies in convention 
j assembled, with the consent of the existing Gov- 
ernment, did adopt a constitution, and erect a new 
State, with a republican form of government, and 
in the name of the people of Texas, and by their 
authority, did ordam and declare that they assent- 
ed to and accepted the proposals, conditions, and 
guaranties contained in the said first and second 
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sections of said resolution: And whereas the said 
constitution, with the proper evidence of its adop- 


tion by the people of the Republic of Texas, has | 


been transmitted to the President of the United 
States, and laid before Congress, in conformity to 
the provisions of said joint resolution: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Con- | 


gress assembled, That the State of Texas shall be 
one, and is hereby declared to be one, of the United 

tates of America, and admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States in all 
respects whatever. k 

Be it further resolved, That, until the represent- 
atives in Congress shall be appointed according to 
an actual enumeration of the inhabitants of the 
United States, the State of Texas shall be en- 
titled to choose two representatives. 

Mr. DOUGLASS was proceeding to explain 
that the resolution was founded on the message of 
the President, when 


The SPEAKER said that, on a mere motion | 
for priority of business, no debate could be enter- || 


tained. 


The question on the motion to suspend the | 


rules was then taken; and, two-thirds voting 
therefor, the rules were suspended. 


And the joint resolution being then before the | 
House, and having had its first and sccond | 


reading— 


Mr. DOUGLASS moved that it be made the | 


special order of the day for Tuesday next, and || peat ae : 
, to choose for its spiritual instructor a man utterly | 


| heterodox, 


that it be printed. . . 
The SPEAKER put the question on this mo- 


tion; and while in the act of declaring the decision | 


to be in the affirmative— 


Mr. ROCKWELL (as noticed by the reporter) | 


rose and addressed the Chair. 

Simultaneously, Mr. GENTRY rose; and there 
being cries of “Member up” in various parts of 
the House~- 

The SPEAKER gave the floor to the last 
named gentleman. 

But it appearing that the object for which Mr. 
Gentry had risen was not connected with any 
question before the House, and was not, therefore, 
in order— 

Mr. ROCKWELL obtained the fioor, and 


moved that the resolution be referred to the Com- ` 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said the motion came too late, 
inasmuch as the Chair had announced the decision 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ilinois, 
[Mr. Dovexass,] to be in the affirmative. 

Mr. ROCKWELL said he had risen, ad 
dressed the Chair, and made his motion before the 
question was put by the Cha 

The CHAIR said the question had been de- 


cided, and the subject could only now be reached | 


by a motion to reconsider. And then announced 
that, as a matter going to the organization of the 
House, he would réceive the resolution which Mr. 


Hopxins desired to offer for the appointment of || ‘ i n f 
; could they do it under this resolution? Nor was! 


chaplains. 

Mr. Hornis’s resolution was then 
and read. 

Mr. SCHENCK here rose, and sustained the 


received 


statement made by Mr. Rocxweut, that he had | 


made his motion before the question was put on 
the motion to make the Texas resolution the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday. $ 
After some conversation between the Spuaxer 
and several members as to the matter of fact— 


_Mr. THOMAS SMITE moved a reconsidero- | 
tion of the vote on the motion of Mr. Dovexass | 
to make the resolution the special order for 'Tues- | 


day. 

The motion to reconsider was rejected. 

So the joint resolution was made the special 
order of the day for Tuesday next. 


CHAPLAINS TO CONGRESS. 


The House, therefore, resumed the considera- | 


tion of the following resolution, heretofore offered 
by Mr. Hoprins: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That two 
chaplains to Congress, of different denominations, 
be elected, one by each House, to officiate during 
the present session, and that they interchange 
weekly. f > 


Mr. PETTIT, of Indiana; said he believed it | 


was not competent for a,member :to offer two 
amendments at the same time; büt te- presumed 
the offering of: one would: ‘event him from 


a 


l 
i 
i 


| Another reason was, that the mode proposed was 


i the House wished to elect a chaplain in conformity || 


i 
| 
N na Zal 
| nomination now ready and willing to serve, and if | 
| he was right in appreciating some slight breeze of | 
| feeling which was beginning to. manifest itself inj 
H 


| sect, and the effect of the resolution in its-present 


afterwards offering another. He would now; there- 
forc, move, as his first amendment to. the resolu- 
tion, to strike out the words * of different deno- 
minations;” and on this amendment he. should 
detain the House but a short time: . 

He never had been able to see the object in. so 
wording the resolution, unless it was to foist upon 
one House, or upon the other, religious error in 
some form. He held that there was but one true 
religion, one true church, one true system of doc- 
trine. This all the denominations professed to 
teach; whether they practised: it or not, was a 
different question. However that might be, he 
insisted that there was and could be but one- true | 
church, one true ministry, and one true system 
of doctrine, as there was but one God. Now, 
suppose a candidate should present himself for the 
chaplaincy who. was professedly an old school 
Presbyterian; while all other ministers were too 
bashful, too modest, too retiring, too true to the 
meck and lowly example of their Divine Master 
to present themselves as candidates, except one 
Mormon, in what a ridiculous attitude would one 
or other of the Houses be placed. 

[A voice. “ You suppose a case that. can’t hap- | 
pen.?*] 

Mr. P. said it was a case that might happen, and || 
if it was not possible, it ought to be. Hiere, then, | 
were two candidates, an orthodox Presbyterian and | 
a Mormon. The Presbyterian might be elected 
by cne Elouse, and then, under. the terms of this 
resolution, the other House would be compelled 


If religion was true, and the minister | 
of any particular denomination was a promulgator | 
of that one trae religion, why not allow the nomi- 
nation of two such candidates? Why compel the | 
House to listen one week toa preacher of truth, 
and the other week to a preacher of error? Could 
there he greater folly than to plant a shrub or a 
vine one week, and pull it up the next? This was 
his first reason for proposing the amendment. 


inconvenient to the members. themselves. Sup- 
pose, for example, the members of the other branch 
of Congress were all of one religious denomina- 
tion, and that they made their election of chaplain 
first, before the Tlouse, they would of course elect 
a chaplain in conformity with their own views, | 
and would of course take a candidate of. their own 
denomination. 
‘Then suppose that the members of the House were 
in like manner agreed, and were of the samedeno- || 
mination as the Senate—(he heard gentlemen around | 
iim suggesting that this was nota supposabie case, | 
and he doubted indecd whether it was very likely to | 
be realized in fact: he knew there were many pre- | 
| 


tended moralisis and many professed religious de- | 
; $, but unfortunately their actions too often. 


oke a different language from their professions. 
e might, however, suppose a case, Jand supposing || 


with their own views, as the Senate had done, how i 


the case he supposed a mere far-fetched probability; |! 
he believed there were two men of the same de 


the House, both Houses were inclined to elect 
men of the same religious creed. One of the two 
individuals he had referred to had long served | 
n the Senate, and the other had, as he under- | 
stood, received the Democratic nomination in 
this House. [A laugh.] There was another one 
whom he did not know from any action of the | 
person himself, to be formally a candidate for | 
election, but who, as he believed, was willing to | 
serve if he should be elected, and he was of the |! 
same politics and of the same religion too, if in- ji 
deed there was any distinction between those two |! 
things now-a-days; he did not know that there || 
was. 

For these reasons, and for the paramount con- 
sideration that if they were to have preaching and | 
praying there was a right and a wrong in itas to || 


l 
| 
f 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


form would be to compel one or other of the 
Fiouses of Congress to choose errory hë had offer- 
ed his amendment. 

Should this amendment prevail, Mr. P. had an- i 
other which he should then prësent, not with the || 
remoiest view to abolish. the rule or abrogate the || 
practice which had so long prevailed; for he could, ji 


with the utmost sincerity, declare, ás from his im- 
most heart, that personally he should be. glad to 
see the House opened every morning with prayer 
But he-utterly loathed and despised the prevailing 
practice of having any priest who, as such, pro- 
fessed. to be a commissioned general from the Al- 
mighty, begging and electioneering for a corporal’s 
commission in that Houses. He should be sin- 
cerely glad if a: man of such-a character for talents, 
for learning, and for piety, as fitted him to be of 
use to the members: of that House, should be: in- 
vited by them to act as ‘chaplain on their behalf. 
It would give him satisfaction if the Rev. Dr. A. 
or Dr. B., of Boston, of Charleston, of New Or- 
leans, or from any other portion of the Union, 
should receive a respectful invitation to that effect, 
accompanied by a promise that the members of 
the House would handsomely compensate hira for 
his services. This was the course which ought to 
be pursued. f 

When he came to speak on the second resolu- 
tion, he might probably favor the House with the 
reading of a few letters ‘which he had received. 


| In relation to the present amendment, he hoped 


that it might reccive the favor of the House, and 
that gentlemen might be left free to choose a chap- 
lain of any religious denomination they preferred. 
For his own part, he was a Presbyterian, and. as 
such he should decidedly prefer a Presbyterian 
chaplain; but if the Senate should succeed in get- 
ting a chaplain of that denomination, no alterna- 
tive would be left to him but to turn round and bid 
God speed to a man, and put money in his peckes 
and bread in his mouth, to enable him successfully 
to promulgate error from the Speaker’s chair of 
the House of Representatives. “This he was not 
willing to do; he wanted to vote for a man who 
held right doctrine; and he was not to be con- 
trolled and overruled so aš to do his part in having 
error taught, whether from the Speaker’s seat 
in this Hall, or the chair of the Vice President in 
the other House of Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS did not rise for the 
any debate on this question. The res 
in strict conformity with what he 
the uniform practice of this House ; n= 
dation of this Government. “He oust de- 
bate on this question (for they had had ‘some de- 
bate on it for ihe last few years) would result 
finally in an alyiost unanimous vote in favor of the 
resolution. It was in accordance with established. 
usage; and, therefore, to save the time. of the 
House, and allow them to proceed to other busi- 
ness, he asked the previous question. _ 

Mr. PETTIT. Will that cut off other mend- 
ments? A 

The SPEAKER replied that it would. 

Mr. PETTIT., I wish to offer another. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 


puree of 
olution was 
to. be 


; onded—ayes 90, noes not counted. 


Mr. PETTIT asked for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, which were refused. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected —Mr. Perrir voting: very nearly alone in 
its favor. 

The SPEAKER announced the question to be 
on the original resolution. 

Mr. PETTIT, Lbelieve I willask to be excused 
from voting on the adoption of the resolution; and 
I will state my reasons. : ; 

The SPEAKER. Does 
be excused ? 

Mr. PETTIT. 


m 


; 4 His colleague, 
instead of stating his reasons, was’ exhibiting to 
the House letters, received from one of- the can- 
didates for the chaplaincy. salen 

Mr. PETTIT said thet he had said no such 
thing as that these letiers were from otie 6f the 
candidates, though he might have saldso with 
great truth. [A laugh. eas 

Mr. HENLEY being called on by the Chair to 
make his point of order, repeated what he had be- 
fore said, that- his colleague was not giving reasons 
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for being excused: from voting, but was showing + 
from one of the can- | 


letterswhich he had received 
didates. 7 
Mr. PETTIT repeated his denial. 

And the CHAIR decided that the reading of the 
letters, to which the gentleman had referred, was 
irrelevant, and therefore out of- order. 

Mr. PETTY said he had. not read -any letters, 
nor did he propose to reat any. -[Much laughter. ] 
The papers: he held“ in his hand were not letters. 
[Increased ; merriment.]/ “He had said that he 
wished'to be excused from voting because he was 
afraid a-man would be foisted on him whose doc- 
trine and practice- he could not. approve; which 
wasa ‘very good reason. He was afraid a man 
might be elected who was. far too much engaged 
in electioneering, for the honor of the Christian re- 
ligion: Another reason was, that he wanted to 
offer another amendment, which should make the 
expenditure constitutional, by requiring members 
to pay the chaplain out of their own pockets. 

Mr. HENLEY again rose and observed to the 
Chair thatit was most evident that this whole 
procedure onthe part of his colleague was a mere 
farce. He had been pronounced by the Chair out 
of order, and ought, according to the rule, to take 
his seat. 

Mr. PETTIT said‘he had the floor. 

Mr. HENLEY said that, in stating his reasons, 
his colleague was.taking a latitude which did not 
comport with the position of a member asking to 
beexcused from giving his vote. i ; 

The CHAIR pronounced: the reasons-of Mr. 
Pertir to be irrelevant: = The gentleman was out 
of order, but might proceed in order. 

Mr. HENLEY reminded the Speaker of the 


rule which declared that when a member had been | 


pronounced by the Chair out of order, he must 


take his seat, and could not proceed in his re- | 


marks unless by the express permission of the 
House. 


Mr. PETTIT said he had a right to proceed in or- | 


der... (Much laughter, and cries of “Stick to it!’’] 
The CHAIR read to Mr. Perrir the rule ap- 
plying to the case. 
Mr. HENLEY insisted on the rule being en- 
forced. i 


The SPEAKER ordered Mr. Perrir to take | 


put on his having 


his seat; and the question beng 
in the affirmative: 


leave to proceed, it was decide 
Ayes 71, noes 62: 

So Mr. Pertir was allowed to proceed. 

Mr. P. resumed, and said his first duty was to 
return his thanks to the House for the indulgence 
they had accorded to him.) He should cast no 
reflections, and in token of his gratitude should 
occupy the time of the House but a few moments. 
He had desired to. offer. another amendment, to 
which'he had alluded; bat from which he was de- 
barred by the rules of the House. 
it, however, was well known. In support of that 
amendment: he had meant to read certain papers, 
which had been sent to him, but this he should not 
do. He was; 6n this resolution, opposed to voting, 
because, if he-did, he might then be compeiled to 
vote-for“an officer which he deemed unconstitu- 
tional; ‘he might be compelled to. put his hand into 
the public treasury and pay for the promulgation 


of doctrines which he did not approve, The Sen- | 
até was a very learned. body, and very religious; | 


they had, no doubt, chosen a religious teacher of 
the right denomination, or they would do so; they 
were older men, and wiser and more learned, and 
better men than the members of the House. They 
were, no doubt, well able to judge as to which was 


the right doctrince, and which was the apostolical | 


succession. They would get the best chaplain, 
and then the: House would be driven to take a sec- 
ond, or a third, or a fourth rate man, because he 
happened tobe of a different denomination. 
these reasons he asked to be excused from voting. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved that Mr. Perrir be 
excused: And the question being put, it passed in 
the affirmative. 

So Mr. Pertir wasexcused from voting. 

Mr. CHIPMAN rose, and was about to address 
the Chair, when the Speaker: reminded him that 
the previous question had-been -ordered, and that 
no debate could be permitted. 

Mr. CHIPMAN said that-he had risen to move 
that healso-might be cxeused ‘from, voting; and he 
wished to givé briefly his reasons. -Fe knew ‘that 
in taking the course he did he might subject him- 


self to the censure of perhaps a majority ofthe. 


The subject of | 


For! 


i the 


House. He did not, however, mean to treat the 
question with anything like levity or disrespect; 
but whenever he was called on to act with the 
Constitution on one hand, and his personal safety 
on the other, he had but one alternative. If any 
gentleman could show him any authority, either 


constitutionaily or otherwise, to vote the people’s | 
| money to such a use as that contemplated in this 


resolution, he was prepared to vote for it most 


cheerfully; but until then, neither to promulgate | 


the gospel nor any other creed, would he take the 
money of the people and apply it to any unconsti- 
tutional purpose. He knew very well that in this 
case precedent might be pleaded, and gentlemen 
might refer to the uniform practice of the House; 
but with him precedent ad not weigh one straw. 
The Constitution was his guide; and though it 
could be shown that the House had been per- 
petually in the breach of that instrument from the 
very foundation of the Government, be was ready 
to take all the consequences of refusing to vote, and 
he hoped the House would aliow him to sit in 
silence. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved that the gentleman 
be excused from voting; which was agreed to, and 
he was excused accordingly. 

The question then recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution— 

Mr. PETTIT inquired of the Chair whether it 
would be in order to offer a substitute? [Much 
laughter.] He had been informed that the clergy 
of this city were very desirous of officiating with- 
out pay or compensation of any kind. 

Mr. P. demanded the yeas and nays; but the 
House refused to order them; whereupon the reso- 
lution was adopted. 


PETITIONS. 


The SPEAKER renewed the call of the States 
for the presentation of petitions and memorials, 
commencing with the State of Massachusetts, 
where the call rested yesterday at the adjourn- 
ment. 


Mr. ADAMS, having the floor on this subject, | 


offered a remonstrance of similar character to sev- 
eral yesterday offered by him, protesting against 
the annexation of Texas to the Union as a slave 


State—remarking that, as the Committee on Ter- | 
ritories, to whom had yesterday been referred pe- | 


titions of this character, had this morning made a 
report of a joint resolution on the subicct, it was 
improper to make further reference to them. He 
moved to refer the remonstrance to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCONNEELL moved its reference to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. ADAMS called the yeas and nays on this 


motion. . He repeated the reasons, as above, which | 


had induced him to move this change of reference, 
and said it was matter of great indifference to him 
to what committce these remonstrances were sub- 
mitted, His only object was to have a decisien of 
the House upon their prayer; and he only wished 
to take that course to pay duc respect to the pe- 
titioners, and to give them an answer to their 
prayer. 
Mr. McCONNELL withdrew his motion. 


Mr. BOYD moved to lay the remonstrance on | 


the table. 


The SPEAKER. This being a privileged mo- į 


tion, will take precedence. 

Mr. ADAMS. Task for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay on the table. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Œ. S. HOUSTON wished to know of the 


Chair if the proposition for the admission of Texas | 


into the Union was not before the House—having 
been reported from the Committee on Territories 
this morning; and if it had not been made the 
special order of the day for Tucsday next? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And this remonstrance is on 
same Subject, and the motion to lay it on the 
table is to have it remain before the House with 
the joint resolution? 

The SPEAKER, - The motion is to lay the re- 
monstrance on the table. i sie on. 

Mr. HOUSTON. i presume the object of the 
gentleman in this motion was to have the remon- 
strance remain where it is—before the. House. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
debate on this motion was not in order. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, as follows: 


| sank under your cruel northern blasts. 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Burt, Cabell, Cathcart, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, 
Collin, Constable, Crozier, Cullom, Cummings, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Da- 
vis, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Edsall, Erdman, 
Faran, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Graham, 
Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, 
Hopkins, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, 
Leake, Leib, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McGaughey, 
John P. Martin, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Owen, Parish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, 
Price, Reid, Relfc, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Saw- 
yer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H, 


Simms, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Stephens, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 


Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
batts, Toombs, Treadway, Trumbo, Wentworth, 
Wick, Wilmot, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, 
Yell, Young, and Yost—115. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Ashmun, Baker, Benton, James Black, Blanchard, 
Brinkerhoff, Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, John 


|G. Chapman, Collamer, Cranston, Culver, Dar- 
i ragh, Delano, DeMott, Dixon, Dunlap, Ewing, 
| Foot, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grin- 


nell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Elias 
R. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
Lewis, McClelland, McHenry, McHvaine, Marsh, 
Morris, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammen, 


: Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, 
i Albert Smith, Caleb B. 


Smith, Starkweather, 
Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, 
Tilden, Vance, Wheaton, White, Williams, Win- 
throp, Woodruff—72. 

So the remonstrance was laid on the table. 

Mr. Apams presented a number of other peti- 
tions and memorials of various kinds, and for 
various purposes; and having at length reached the 
bottom of the pile, took his seat, with the remark 
that, “ to his great satisfaction, he had got through 
his budget.” 5 


OBITUARY. 
Mr. HARMANSON, of Louisiana, rose and 


j addressedthe Louse as follows: 


It is, indeed, Mr. Speaker, a painful duty I have 


ii to perform, to announce, to this honorable body 


tne demise of one of its most gifted members, my 
friend and predecessor, Gen. J. B. Dawson, of 
Louisiana, member elect to the 29th © 

He was called into public life, M š 
vy early age; and, guided by his noble nature, 
ced the Jeffersonian doctrines, the great bu- 
use of equal rights; and he tervently 
if fai ied out, they would pro- 


ization, a more perfect happi- 


maniz 
believed, 
duce a higher c 
ness, a more refined virtue, and a larger liberty, 
than has yet failen to the lot of man. And, to at- 
tain those great ends, he labored with a zeal, en- 
ergy, and ability, that gave him the unbounded 
confidence of his friends; and his great courtesy, 
frankness, and noble bearing, won him the ad 
ration and esteem of his opponents. Yet, ; 
Speaker, he had his faults—some though 
faults. But, sir, they were so overshadowed by 
his many great virtues, that his friends, at least, 
were blind to them. He was highly intellectual, 
accomplished, generous, and brave. Of the keen- 
est sensibility, he ever had a tear of sympathy for 
the afllicted and oppressed. His purse was ever 
open to relieve distress. As to fear, he was an 
uiter stranger to it. Indeed, sir, he was the very 
soul of chivalry. He is gone, Mr. Speaker; he is 
gone, sir, cut off in the meridian of his life, in the 
zenith of his usefulness. His frail constitution 
Bat he had 
the gréat consolation of reaching his beloved home 
his beloved Tunica hills—and there to meet and 
mingle with his relatives and friends; and, M 
Speaker, their hearts.sank within them when the 
beheld but the wreck,:the shadow, of their beloved 
Dawson. They saw that his days were numbered, 
but hope, that gréat comforter, had not deserted 


ia 


him. He promised he would soon get well. God, 
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sir, willed it otherwise. And, Mr. Speaker, in the 


closing of his days he had the holy satisfaction of | 


being surrounded by devoted friends, and an angel 
wife, to smooth his pillow, to sooth and comfort 
him; of drawing his last breath in her arms, and 
giving her his last, long, farewell look. His grave, 
Mr. Speaker, was attended by all the surrounding 
country, rich and poor, political friend and politi- 
cal foe. All paid tribute to his many virtues, and 
all forgot he ever had faults. 
” Mr. H. concluded by moving the following reso- 
lutions: 

1. Resolved, That this House has heard with 
deep sensibility the annunciation of the decease of 
the Hon. Joun B. Dawson, a member elect of this 


House from the State of Louisiana, who died at | 


i residence in that State in the month of June 
ast. 

2. Resolved, Thai this House tenders to the sur- 
viving widow and relatives of the deceased the ex- 
pression of its sympathy on this bereavement; 
aad, asa testimony of respect for the memory of 
the deceased, the members and officers of this 
House will wear crape on the left arm for thirty 
days. 

3d. Resolved, As a further mark of respect for 
the memory of the deceased, that the IIouse do 
now adjourn, 

These resolutions were adopted unanimously. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


‘The following petitions were this day presented, | 


and referred, under the rule: 


By Mr, TIBBATTS: The petition of the heirs |! 
of Philip R. Rice, deceased, formerly of King |: 


Wiliam county, Virginia, and late of Bracken 


county, Kentucky, praying compensation for a | 


vessel lost in the scrvice of the United States in 
the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of An- 
drew Ferguson, for increase of pension. 


By Mr. DE MOTT: Remonstrances of citizens |} 
of Huron and Rose, New York, against the ad- |! 
mission of Texas as a State into the Union with }! 


the slavery feature engrafted on her constitution. 


By Mr. JULIUS ROCKWELL: The remon- ! 


strance of 73 legal voters of New Marlborough, 


Massachusetts, against the admission of Texas as || 


a State. 
Also, the remonstrance of 28 inhabitants of 


Great Barrington, Massachusetts, against the ad- |! 


mission of Texas ‘as a State. 

3y Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING: The pe- 
ition of Pacificus Ord, praying for compensation 
for services rendered as a clerk in the office of the 
Solicitor of the ‘Treasury. 


Also, the petition of William Fuller, mail con- |: 
tractor, for services rendered in 1834, on route | 


2,358, from Augusta, Georgia, to Savannah. 

By Mr. GORDON: The petition of David Sage, 
for an invalid pension. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of the heirs of 
Silas Duncan, for a navy pension. 

Also, the petition of Michael Johnson, praying 
for payment for provisions furnished the army at 
Plattsburg in 1814. 


. By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Joseph |: 


‘Watson, and that the accompanying papers now 
in the office of this House be withdrawn there- 
from. 

By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL: The petition of 
G. T, Beyer, for indemnity of property taken by 
the British during the late war. 

By C. J. INGERSOLL: The petition of Robert 
Brady, for indemnity for the loss of the schooner 
Eagle, taken from him for the public service in 
1813. 

Of David Myale, for remuneration for services, 
&c., in promoting the manufacture of domestic 
water-rotted hemp. 

Of Robert Sewall, for indemnity for property 
destroyed by the British during the late war. 

Of John Pettibone and others, for the benefit of 
an act extending a patent right. 


By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The petition of 


Henry M. Shreve, for compensation for the use of | 


his snag-boat. 


By Mr. MACLAY: The -petition of : Satterlee. || 


Clark, for settlement of his public accounts. 

Of J. W. Simonton and: others, for compensa- 
tion for the use and occupation of Key West for 
publie purposes. f 


|! Mint may be established in that city. 
|| In presenting this memorial, Mr. DIX desired | 


Of G. F. de la Roche, for the payment of certain, 
| expenses incurred while in performance of certain 
| public duties. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE, of New York: The pe- 
tition of Bates & Lacon, for indemnity for illegal 
seizure of iron. > 

By Mr. STROHM: The memorial of Joseph 
Preston and twenty-five others, citizens of. the 
counties of Lancaster and Chester; in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the appoint- 
ment of a Chaplain by Congress: 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 11, 1845. 


Mr. Wessrer appeared in his seat to-day. 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial from Edwin j 
Bartlett, of the city of New York, praying relief | 
for losses of United States bonds; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DIX also presented a memorial from sun- 
dry bankers and merchants of the city of New 
York, asking that a branch of the United States | 


to state, that the memorialists were all connected ; 
| with the banking establishments of the city; and, 

|; among the names, he recognised those of many 

|; individuals who had rendered the country valuable 

f service in 1837, in bringing back the banking in- 

|| stitutions of the State to a faithful discharge of 

their pecuniary obligations, and resisting all at- || 
tempts to prolong the suspension of specie pay- 
ments, during that period of general depression !} 
|i and distress. 

| Although the establishment of a branch mint in | 
t 

| 

| 


jj the city of New York, at the place of the largest | 
importation of the precious metals, would be of 

great advantage to the commnnity, yet it would 

he productive of no pecuniary benefit to the me- |} 
morialists themselves, as it would be evident that 

one of its immediate consequences would be to 

; withdraw from their vaults the bonds deposited 

| with them by the Government, and to lessen their || 
| profits. Not deterred by these considerations, the 

| memorialists ask for the establishment of this 

| branch solely with a view to the public conveni- | 
| ence, which would he. greatly promoted by it. 

| The coining would then be done at the place of | 
| importation, the metallic basis of circulation would 

| be enlarged, and, as is contended for, and anx- 

| iously desired by many of our soundest finan- 

i ciers, greater solidity and safety would be infused 

i into the institutions with which they are con- 

nected. 

He had considered it proper, in performing his || 
duty to the memorialists, to make these remarks, 
in illustration of the object which they have inj 
| view. He would only add, that he trusted the | 
! considerations which he had stated, together with 
i the strong and pointed reference to the subject by 
| the Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual re- 
| port, would secure for the memoria] the early and | 
| deliberate attention of the committee to which he 
| would ask its reference. 
| 
| 


On motion of Mr. DIX, the memorial was then 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered } 
to be printed. 


i DEATH OF JOHN B. DAWSON. 
|| A message was received from the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, informing the Senate that resolutions 


| 
| Jonn B. Dawson, of Louisiana, a member of the 
| House. 

| The message having been read— 4 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, rose and said, | 
| that the message from the House of Representa- | 
| tives, just read, imposed upon him the duty of | 
| moving the ordinary resolutions on such oeeasions, 
as a mark of respect to the memory of his deceas- | 
| 
i 


ed colleague, the Honorable Joun B. Dawson, late 
: a member of the House of Representatives. 


fined him to his chamber for several weeks before | 
and after the adjournment of Congress, His dis- | 
case was greatly aggravated by the rigor of the 
climate here, as well as from his injudicious efforts 
| to attend to his official duties, for he was always | 
| zealous and faithful in the discharge of his duties į 
| to his country. As soon after the close of the ses- | 
| sion of Congress as he was able to travel, he set | 
Lout on his return home, and reached his residence | 


: Louisiana. 


; of respect had been passed in memory of the late | 
H 
i 


l 
t 
The |j 
| deceased had suffered much during the last winter, |; 
|! having had a severe attack of illness, which con- i 
i 
i 
1 
| 
| 


.in Louisiana in a very feeble condition, where he 
lingered in great pain, which he endured as became 
a Christian, until the [6th of June last, when, sur- 
rounded by his family and friends, he calmly re- 
signed his soul to his God who created it, soothed 
in his last moments by.the benign influence of the 
Christian “religion—-the . Christian’s -hope—the 
sweetest consolation in the hour of death: 

In the course of the last two years (said Mr. J.) 
Louisiana had mourned the loss of three. of ber 
distinguished: sons, who were at the times of their 
death members of this and the other House: of 
Congress. The names of Porter, Bossier, and 
Dawson, will ever be held. in grateful remem- 
brance by the people of Louisiana.. Indeed, with- 


l in that Short period, an unusual. number of the 


members of both Houses of Congress have been 
gathered to their fathers, admonishing us of the 
uncertainty of life, and. of the nécessity of being 
always prepared to meet our fate. 

The deceased (said Mr. J.) had received many 
distinguished proofs of the respect and confidence 
of the people of Louisiana. He had been repeat- 
edly elected to the ‘Legislature of the State; twice 
to the Congress of the United States; and when 
first elected to Congress: he -held two important 
offices under the States he-was Major General. of 
Militia, and was distinguished as ar active, gal- 
lant officer; and he was Judge of the Parish Court 
of the Parish in which he resided—a court possess- 
ing high and important functions. He discharged 


| the duties of all these situations in a manner highly 


honorable to himself and pleasing to the people of 
Whatever were his faults, (for no 
man is free from faults,) they are buried. with 
him, there to be forgotten, whilst his many virtues 
will long be cherished in remembrance. To a 
bland and affable disposition, he united great firm- 
ness and deċision of character. No man was ever 
more totally exempt from sordid or selfish pro- 
pensities. He was, in fact, generous to a fault, 
and he possessed in an eminent degree the best 
feelings of the human heart. Brave, patriotic, 
just, magnanimous in all his transactions, he was 
beloved and admired by his numerous friends. 

Although it so happened (said Mr. a ihe 
had Jong been opposed in. politics, feelizigs of a 
friendly character, uniformly existed’ between us; 
and it affords me pleasure on this occasion. to. bear. 
testimony to the many high and generous traits of 
character with which he was endowed. But you 
are aware (he said) that this is not the time or 
place for a lengthy eulogium on the character of 
the deceased. Thus much, however, he. felt to be 
due to his own feelings, as well as to the memory 
of the deceased. 

Mr. J. then submitted the following resolutions, 
which were agreed to: 3 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep 
šensibility the, message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives announcing the death of the Hon. Jorw 
B. Dawson, a Representative from the State of 
Louisiana. 

Resolved, unanimously, That the members of the 
Senate, from a sincere desire of showing every 
mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
vee wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty 
Gays, 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect fe 
the memory of the deceased, the Senate do new 
adjourn. f 


On motion of Mr. MANGUM; it was 

Ordered, That when’ the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, December 11, 1845. 

The Journal of yesterday was read, and having, 
on motion of Mr. ADAMS, been so amended as 
to state the fact that the several remonstrances 
against the annexation of Texas as a slave State, 
presented by him yesterday, were laid on thetable, 
in accordance with the disposition, bya distinct 
vote of the House, of the first of a series of similar 
petitions heretofore presented by him,—was-ap- 
proved. eee : 

The SPEAKER announced the regular order of 
business to be the call of-the States for petitons 
and memorials. ; pet 
_ Several members claiming-the floor for other ob- 
jects, Pe 


1845. 
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Mi. BRODHEAD insisted on 
of ‘business. > ERS 

And the SPEAKER resumed the call of the 
States. in their order, commencing where it was 
yesterday. suspended. ; 


TEXAS. 


Mr. ADAMS presented. a remonstrance, similar 
to those preceding, remonstrating ‘against the ad- 
mission of Texas asa slave State ; remarking that 
he had many more-remonstrances of this nature to 

resent, and: that he ‘supposed’ the Committee on 

erritories had coneladel their deliberations on the 
subject in the production. of the report referred to. 
He now repeated the motion he had previously 
made, to refer this memorial, together with the 
others previously presented, to a select committee, 
to be composed. of one member from each State in 
the Union. 

Mr. BOYD moved to lay the remonstrance on 
the table. - Agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, still retaining the floor, remarked 
that, from the proceedings of the House upon these 
memorials, of which he had presented a number, 
and of which he, as well as other gentlemen, had 
numbers more to present, he inferred that it was 
not intended that these remonstrances should be 
heard; that it was:intended to have this measure 
carried through without any reference or respect to 
the remonstrances’ against it. He had, therefore, 
to submit to what appeared to be the decision, or 
the intention of the Prous. and had nothing more 
to dé than to present- these memorials as they had 
heen’ forwarded to: him, and leave the House to 
decide upon them as they thought proper. 

Mr. ADAMS thereupon proceeded to present 
his large file of petitions, in accordance with the 
notice he had given. 

The SPEAKER said he would respectfully state 
to the House that, inasmuch as the House had 
once determined to lay memorials of this descrip- 
tion on. the table, the Chair would order the Clerk 
so to dispose of them, unless otherwise ordered. 

[Cries of “ Agreed; agreed. ”] 

No motion being made, the petitions were dis- 
posed of as intimated by the Speaker. 

Mr, J. ROCKWELL presented a number of 
yemonstrances of similar character, from citizens 
of Massachusetts, against the admission of Texas 
into the Union as a slave State. 

In presenting these remonstrances, Mr. R. wished 
to be allowed to make a single remark. on the gen- 
eral subject, personal to himself, in regard to his 
situation as a member of one of the committees of 
this House, (the Committee on Territories.) The 
resolution reported yesterday by the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories, [Mr. Doverass;] 
was-reported as coming generally from that coni- 
mittee, not noticing the minority; and he believed 
it so appeared on: the Journal. I wish to state 
(said Mr.R.) that E was in the minority of that 
committee; that I did not agree to that report, but 
objected to-and voted against it; and, also, against 
the proposition to make it the special order of. the 
day for Tuesday next; and I intended to have pro- 
poved'an amendment to that motion, that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the’ ptirpose of giving greater 
opportunity for amendment and discussion. The 
course of proceeding yesterday prevented my of- 
fering that amendment; and although I have no 
idea of any unfairness on the part of the Chair, I 
am happy to take this opportunity of making this 
statement, which would have been made yester- 
day, had it not been prevented under the decision 
of the Chair. © > 


the regular order 


Mr. R, in conclusion, moved that these remon- |} 


strances be made the ‘special order of the day for 
Tuesday. next, to come up with the resolutions 
referred to, which had been set apart for that 


day: : ` 

Mr. GRAHAM rose and inquired if it would 
pe an order tò-móye to lay the petition on the 
table. os 

The SPEAKER. “It would be iù order. 

Mr. GRAHAM.» I-makethat motion. 

The question’ being ‘then: taken, the motion 
was agreed to, and the pélitions were laid on the 
table. peo ; 

Like remonstrances were also- presented by 
Messrs. HUDSON, THOMPSON of: Massachu- 
setts, ASHMUN, D. P. KING, SEVERANCE, 
ABBOTT, GRINNELL, WINTHROP, AR- 


cut, COLLAMER, MARSH, DILLINGHAM, 
RATHBUN, GORDON, WILMOT, HUNGER- 
FORD, CULVER, HOLMES of New York, 
PRESTON KING, BENTON, HAMPTON, 


GIDDINGS, TILDEN, CALEB B. SMITH, 
DUNLAP, and WILLIAMS of Maine. 


ed— 

From Massachusetis—By Mr. D. P. KING. 

From Connecticut—By Messrs. ROCKWELL 
and T. SMITH. 

From Vermont—By Messrs. FOOT and DIL- 
LINGHAM. 

From New York—By Messrs. RATHBUN, 
WHITE, WM. W. CAMPBELL, SEAMAN, 


P. KING, JENKINS, BENTON, and HAMP- 
TON. 


STROHM, J. R. INGERSOLL, and THOMP- 
SON. 

From Delaware—By Mr. HOUSTON. 

From Maryland—By Messrs. CHAPMAN, 
GILES, and LIGON. 

From Virginia—By Messrs. HOPKINS, JOHN- 
SON, BAYLY, BROWN, LEAKE, and PEN- 
DLETON. 

From North Carolina—By Mr. GRAHAM. 

From South Carolinua—By Messrs. 
HOLMES, and WOODWARD. 


LUMPKIN. 

Prom Kentucky—By Messrs. TRUMBO, GRI- 
| DER, TLIBBATTS, and YOUNG. 

From Fennessee—By Mr. CULLOM. 

FromOhio—By Messrs. ALEXANDER, ROOT, 
GIDDINGS, TILDEN, DELANO, ST. JOHN, 
and CUNNINGHAM. 

From Indiana—By Messrs. CALEB B. SMITH, 
KENNEDY, CATHCART, WICK, and HEN- 
LEY. 

"rom Mississippi—By Mr. THOMPSON. 

From Ilinois—By Messrs. SMITH, HOGE, 
BAKER, and DOUGLASS. 

From Alabama—By Messrs. CHAPMAN and 
YANCEY, 


From Michigan—By Mr. HUNT. 

From Florida—By Mr. CABELL. 

From New Hampshire—By Messrs. DUNLAP, 
SCAMMON, and WILLIAMS. 


meeting of citizens of Georgetown, in the State of 
South Carolina, strongly wging on Congress the 
adoption of the warchousing system. 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ROCKWELL presented resolutions of the 
| Legislature of Connecticut in relation to the State 
of Rhode Island; and moved that they le on the 
table and be printed. Agreed to. 

Mr. R. also presented resolutions of the Legis- 


publication of the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 
dered to be printed. 
Mr. R. also presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Connecticut against the annexation of 


laid on the table and printed. 

Opposition being made to printing the resolu- 
tions, they were laid over, under the rule, for de- 
bate. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


ington county, New York, numerously signed by 
| members of all political parties, praying the aboli- 
j tion of slavery and the slavetrade in the District 
of Columbia. Mr. C. moved that the memorials 
| be referred to a select committee. 

A motion was made by Mr. BOYD that the me- 
morials lie on the table. ` 

‘The reading of one of the memorials was called 
for by Mr. Cutyer, and it-was decided by vote, 
71 to 49, that it should be read. It was read ac- 
cordingly. 
And the question was taken by yeas and nays 
that the memorials do lie on the table, and decided 
as follows: 


NOLD, HUBBARD of Connecticut, TRUMAN | 


YEAS—Messrs. S. Adams, Atkinson, Barrin- 


SMITH, DIXON, ROCKWELL of Connecti- | 


LEVIN, STROHM,J.R. INGERSOLL, ROOT, || 


-Other memorials, petitions, &c., were present- | 


WOODRUFF, STRONG, GROVER, WOOD, | 


From Pennsylvania—By Messrs. FOSTER, | 
BRODHEAD, POLLOCK, BUFFINGTON, 


SIMS, } 
Prom Georgia—By Messrs. HARALSON and | 


ger, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Blade Royd, Brodhead, Wiliam G. Brown, 
Burt, John H. Campbell, Augustus A. Chapman, 
R. Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cocke, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, G. Davis, Dockery, 
Douglass, Edsall, Erdman, Faran, Foster, Gen- 
| try, Giles, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, 
John W. Houston, G. 5. Houston, Hungerford, 
; Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, J. H. Johnson, J. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, T. B. King, Lawrence, 
Leake, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, Me- 
| Clean, McCrate, McHenry, Jobn P. Martin, Bar- 
| clay Martin, Miller, Morse, Moulton, Norris, 
| Owen, Parish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, 
| Pettit, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, A. D. Sims, 
L. H. Simms, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Stevens, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Toombs, Tread- 
way, Trumbo, Wentworth, Wick, Wilmot, 
Woodruff, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, 
Yell, Young, and Yost—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, 
Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, Benton, Blanchard, 
Brinkerhof, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 
Collamer, Cranston, Culver, Delano, Dixon, Dun- 
lap, Ellsworth, Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, 
Grover; Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, E. 
B. Holmes, Hough, S. D. Hubbard, Washington 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, D. P. 
|| King, P. King, Lewis, McClelland, McGaughey, 

Mellvaine, Marsh, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, 
|| John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Schenck, Sea- 
man, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, C. 
| B. Smith, Starkweather, Strohm, Benj. Thompson, 
| Tilden, Vance, Wheaton, White, and Winthrop 
—59. 

And so the memorials were laid on the table. 


Mr. CRANSTON presented several resolutions 


From Missowi—By Messrs. RELFE and BOW- | 
IN 


- Mr. SIMS: presented resolutions adopted by a i 


Read, and | 


lature of Connecticut in favor of a more extended | 


Laid on the table and or- } 


Texas to the- United States; and moved they be f 


i Mr. CULVER presented memorials from Wash- | 


| of the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island: 
i) the first against the annexation of Texas; the sec- 
| ond in answer to certain resolutions of the Legis~ 
| lature of the State of New Hampshire; the third 
in favor of a more extended publication and distri- 
bution of the decisions of the Supreme Court. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Sundry notices of motions for leave to introduce 
hills were permitted to be given, whilst the calls for 
|| petitions were pending. Such as we were enabled 
to obtain are as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill making ap- 
propriations for the national road in Ohio, Indi- 
i| ana, Dlinois, and Missouri. 
| A bill granting to the State of Minois the right 
| of way through the public lands, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads, and for other pur- 
poses. 

A bill for the relief of William McCauley. 

A. bill for the relief of Isaac Barker. 

A bill establishing a port of entry at the city o 
Alton, in the State of Illinois. 

A bill to repeal or so modify the joint resolution 
of the 3d of March last, directing the Secretary 
i < of the ‘Treasury to retain moneys of certain States 
‘ indebted to the United States,’* as to exclude from 
| the operation of said resolution the three per cent. 
| fund, set apart for the cncouragement of learning 
| by the “acts of admission of certain new States 
into the Union.” 
| By Mr. WENTWORTH: A bill to grant to 
| the State of Ilinois an additional quantity of land, 

sufficient to make the amount received by her equa 
i to that received by Ohio. 

Also, a bill to cede the public lands to the States 
in which they lie, upon certain conditions. 

By Mr. GENTRY: A bill to. amend the act for 
i| the relief of George Mayfield. 
| By Mr. STANTON; A bill to establish a port 
| of entry at Memphis, in Tennessce. 
| By Mr. FICK LIN: A bill for an appropriation 
| for the national road in Ohio, Indiana, and illi- 

nois. : 
| A bill to grant land to the States of Indiana and 
jHlinois, for the improvement of the Wabash 
| river. 
A bill to grant land to actual settlers under cer- 
į tain limitations. 
|, By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: A bill to legal- 
i ize the sales of certain lands at the Chocchuma 
| and Columbus land offices, in Mississippi. i 
And the House adjourned. 
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Dec: 12, 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following notices of Petitions, Memorials, 
&c., presented this day, under the rule, have been 
handed to us for publication: 


ByMr. WINTHROP: OfJohn M. Williams and 249 others, 
legal voters of Bostou; and 

Of Daniel Foskit and 67 others, of Wilbraham, Mass. 

By DÐ. P. KING: Of J. W. Forniss and 109 others; of Win. 
Black and 59 others; of 1,414 citizens of Amesbury, Danvers, 
Essex, Gloucester, Hamilton, Lynn, Manchester, Marble- 
head, and Kockport, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petitions of 169 citizens of Pro- | 
Vincetown ; 24 of Barnstable; 95 of Chatham; 100 of Oster- 
ville; 102 of Centreville; 81 of North Sandwich; 75 of } 
Monument; 136 of Truro—a | of Barnstable county, Massa- 
chusetts. 

Also, the petitions of 537 citizens of Abington; 165 of 
Duxbury; 202 of Fast Bridgewater and Abington; 208 of 
Hanover; 58 of Hanson; 42 of Plymouth, Eel river; 133 of | 
Plymouth North; 159 of West Bridgewater—all of Plymouth | 
county, Massachusetts. | 

Also, the petition of 39 citizens of Trisbury, Dukes coun- 
ty, Massachusetts. 

Alsu, the petition of 45 citizens of Nantucket county, 
assuchusetts. 

Also, the petitions of 402 citizens of New Bedford ; 146 of 
Norton; 127 of Raynham—all of Bristol county, Massachu- 
Betts. 

By Mr. HUDSON: The petitions of 167 inhabitants of 
Winchendon; of Lewis 8. Clark and 88 others, of North- 
of Samuel May and 733 others, of Leicester; of Lu- 
eretia Caldwell and 157 others, of Ashburnham; of N. S. 
Clark and 129 others, of Northbridge; of George Trask and 
203 others, of Warren; ot Thomas Snell and 237 others, of 
North Brookfield; of John White and 207 others, of West- 
i of Charies Barret and 101 others, of Ashburnham 5 


bri: 


of 57 inhabitants of Burlin; 400 of Gardner; of 242 of Graf- :i 
ton; of 320 of Leominster; of 3878 of Northborough; of 84 of jj 
:| _ Also, the petition of Benjamin Hanna, Aaron Parker, Ann 


Oakbam ; of 469 of Princeton; of $9 of Spencer; of 134 of 


Upton ; of 225 of Westborough; of 342 of West Boylston; of il 


845 of Worcester—all of Massachusetts. : 
By Mr. S ERANCE: The petition of Luther Russell and | 
194 Gthers, citizens of Franklin county, Maine. | 
Also, the petition of William Emmons and 74 others, legal 
voters of Hallowell, Maine, of all parties. 

By Mr. ASHMUN: The petition of William Allen and 
160 others, inhabitants of Northampton; of Joseph Lyman | 
aad others, of Northampton; of Stephen S. Nelson and 44 
others, of Amherst; of Eli B. Clark and 30 others, of Spring- 
field; of 168 citizens of Brimfield; of 194 of Palmer; of $8 
others of Palmer; of 66 citizens of Springfield; of 114 of | 
West Springeld; of 139 of Cumington; of 212 others of : 
Cuningion; of 58 citizens of Hadley; of 94 of Norwich; 
of 38 of Ware—nll of Massachusets. i 

By Mr. FOOT: The petition of sundry citizens of Man- | 
enester, Vermout; of sundry citizens of Landgrove, Vermont. | 

By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of Hobart Crain and | 
107 others; of Andrew Pettigrew, jr. and 46 others; of Daniel 
Huntington and 135 others; of R. S. Bates and 857 others; of 
Elnathan Sawtell, jr. and 46 others; of Charles Marsh and 
394 othe! of D. Bugbee and 138 others, citizens of the 
State of Vermont 

By Mr. GORDE The petition of Abner G. Burke, Her- ; 
man D. Gould, Charles Hathaway, and 106 other citizens of 
the county of Delaware, New Vork. 

Be Mr, PRESTON KING: Of citizens of Lisbon and 
Madrid, St. Law: 
of Canton, Now 


PSS 


renton, Oneida county, 
Of A. P. King and 13 ot! 
an Adams and $3 other 
vin Polts and 8 othe 
of Ohio; 
ew York 
tizens of Y chusetts. 
ition of John 
chusetts, for a 
; al disputes 
tne petition of Asahel Huntington and 54 others, for 
the saine ohjeet, 


By afr. 5 


ields ar 
others, 9 
CHR WELL 


of Bos 
of the 


s wouid purchase Stuart’s portr 
of the Uuited State: 
on of Bheneze 
n for losses 


r Atwill, of Massachusetts, for re- 


WM 
to ti 
r 


ing for an ad 


By 


itional pension. 
fr, WOOD: Ape 
the city of Albany 
volume of the Laws of the United States may be compiled 
by the Clerk of the House of Representatives, and the usual 
number distributed. 

By Me CRANSTON: 
wood, for compensation for revolutionary services rendered 
by her father. 
s the petition of Samuel Allen, late Collector of Bris- 
ode Island. 
he petition of Elisha Dyer and others, for an appro- 
clear out and deepen Providence Harbor. 
petition of Samuel Gladding, for drawback du- 


_Also the petition of Audley Clarke and others, for indem- 
nity ior French spoliations. 
r Also, the petition of David Melville, administrator of Ben- 
jamin Fry. 
Also, the petition of Byron Diman and othe 
propriation to build a eustem-house at Br 
Also, the petition of Elisha. W. Buekli for 
an appro tion to improve the navigation of the Blackstone 
river, between Pawtucket Falls and the mouth of said river. 


rs, for an ap- | 
1, Rhode Island. | 


{ 
{ 
{| yesterday, which consisted, for the most part, of | 


H was i 
i Ordered, That when the House adjourns to-day, |i 
it will adjourn unti! Monday next. j 


an of members of the Court and H 
New York, praying that a tenth |! 
i to announce that another memb 
i| has been transferred from time to eternity. 
i 


rhe petition of Sarah C. Wen- |i 


Also, the bill to construct a military road from Fort Ad- 
ams to Newport, in the State of Rhode Island. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of Eliphas C. 
Browa, for an invalid pension. 

Also, the petition of Z. King, for compensation for ser- 
vices. 

Also, the petition of Asa Sprague, for relief 

Also, the petition and papers of Thomas Brownell. 

By Mr. JENKINS, of New York: The petition of Frede- 
rick Gibbs, of Oneida county, New York, praying for a pen- 
sion in consideration of services in the army of the United 
States in the revolutionary war. : 

Also, the petition of Samuel Cochran, of Vernon, Oneida 
county, New York, praying for a pension in consideration 
of disabilities incurred in the service of the United States in 
the war of 1812. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of William Randall, of 
Northumberland county, Pennsylvania, asking for a pen- 
310i. : 

Also, the petition and documents of John P. Schupler, of 
Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, for a pension. 

By Mr. RUNK: ‘fhe memorial of Alexander M. Cum- 
ming, of Princeton, New Jersey, late mail contractor, pray- 
ing for an equitable adjustment of his accounts for services 
rendered, &c. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of George Taylor, 
a po oemnity on account of French spoliations prior to 
1800. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: A supplementary petition to the pe- 
tition of the practical steam engineers and others, of the 
city of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Also, the petition of sundry steamboat owners and ofi- 
cers, merchants, traders and producers, and citizens of the 
valley of the Ohio and Mississippi, praying that Congress 
may pass a Jaw authorizing the purchase of the individual 
stock in the Louisville and Portland Canal Company. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of S. S. Orban and 
93 others, praying that no person may be admitted to a seat 
as a member of the House of Representatives who has not 
resided seven years in the United States. 


Brattin, and Elizabeth Newport, a committee on behalf of 


| the Yearly Meeting of Friends in Ohio, for the abolition of 
| slavery within the Territories under the jurisdiction of the 
| Federal Government, and against the admission of any new 
| State into the Union whose constitution tolerates slavery. 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The petition of Charles D. 
Malley, of Mackinaw, Michigan, and 39 other citizens, for 
the improvement of the Fox and Wiseonsin rivers. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERT SMITH, the papers in the 
: cases of John W. Hackett, Peter Shaffer, the heirs of Wm. | 


| Arnold, deceased, John Stone, Wm. McCauley, and Isaac j| £ 
i! House from the State of Tennessee. 


Barton, were withdrawn from the files of the House, and 
severally referred. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked and obtained leave to withdraw the 
petition and papers of Jane Fertenbaugh. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Eripay, December 12, 1845. 
| The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of | 


notices of petitions, &c.; when, on motion, the 
further reading was dispensed with, and the Jour- 
nal was approved. 

On motion of Mr. MORS 


TI 
ra 


; of Louisiana, it | 


Mr. HUNGERFORD rose and said, that yes- 
| terday, on the question of laying on the table the 
memorials presented hy Mr. Curver, from Wash- 
ington county, New York, praying for the aboli- 
tion of slavery and the slave-trade in the District 


er he added energy of character: and.-moral quali- 
ties which gave him a commanding influence with. 
those associated with him, both in public and pri- 
vate life. He was distinguished for firmness in 
| what he believed to be right, and. for unshaken 
integrity and purity of purpose in. all his actions. 
In proportion to his noble qualities was the almost 
unbounded confidence and affection of his friends. 
The hearts that beat for him moved with no or- 
dinary pulsation. In the Senate chamber of his 
own State, and on this. floor, his clear and vigors 
ous intellect, and the noble and generous qualities 
of his heart, had won for him an enviable distine- 
tion. His constituents were proud of him; and 
he stood among them without.a rival.. They had 


|| but recently passed on his conduct, and renewed 
|| his commission with evidences of decided appro- 


bation. In his domestic circle he had the full 
measure of earthly happiness to a heart like his, 
in the unbounded. affection of the accomplished 
companion of his bosom, and the offspring. of their 
mutual love. His earthly cup was full—full of 
all that makes life, for the present, desirable, and 
full of all that seemed. to throw light and hope on 
| the future. . But an all-wise and inscrutable Provi- 
dence has called him away; his seat on this floor 
is vacant; and his hitherto happy home is deso- 
late, and hung with the weeds of mourning. Such 
is the uncertainty of human life. 

Dr. Peyron was one of the best and most affec- 
tionate of husbands, of fathers; and Heaven, in 
its mercy, permitted him to breathe his last sur- 
rounded by the cherished objects of his tenderness 
i and affection. This must have been consolation 
to him in a dying hour, and will be some consola- 
tion to those he has left behind him. 

„In conclusion, I offer the following resolutions, 
viz: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep 
-sensibility the annunciation of the decease of the 
| Hon. Josepn H. Peyron, a member elect of this 


Resolved, That the House tenders to the surviv- 
ing widow and relatives. of the deceased the ex- 
pression of sympathy on this afflicting bereave- 
ment; and, as a testimony of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, the members and. officers. of 
this House will wear crape on the left arm for 
thirty days. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for 
the memory of the deceased, the House do now 
adjourn. 

he resolutions having been adopted unani- 
mously, 
| The House adjourned until Monday next. 


| PETITIONS, &c. 
/ The following Petitions were presented this day 
under the rule: 


By Mr. RELF&: Two memorials from the General As- 
sembly of Missouri, relating to the swamp lands of New 


of Columbia, he (Mr. H.) had voted in the afirm- 
ative, Fie gave that vote under a misappreher- į 
sion of the question. He intended to have voted | 
n the negative, and now asked permission to | 
| 
1 


nange his vote. 
Permission having 
changed accordingly. 


OBITUARY. 


been given, the vote was 


| the House as follows: 
Mr. Spzaxer: It becomes my 


unwelcome Guty 


12th of November last, Dr. Josera H. Psyron 


d 


ied at his residence, in Tennessee. He was my 


| 

i I expected to meet him here, and renew the 
| interchange of a mutual friendship, which I was 
proud to know was deep and sincere. T was also 


nd friendship from others. 
ay here, I received the sad 
as no mere! 
messages of affection and friendship, and inter- 
: changing salutations to den the heart, Į am 


But, alas! on my! 


y 


glad 
appropriate honors to the memory of my de- 


ceased friend. 


È 
' fulness for hiscountry. To high intellectual pow- 


r of ihis body || 
On the |: 
i county, New York; also, of Caleb Whi 
: citizens of Manlius, Onondaga coun 


colleague, and intimate friend. When I left home, || 


made the bearer to him of messages of affection || 
eligence that he || 


And now, instead of delivering |; 


charged with the melancholy dut ving i 
ees > oly duty of moving for || the Committee on J 


, Dr. Peyrow was comparatively young, and in i 
} the full career of distinction for himself, and use-: 


Madrid and the St. Francois river; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed; 
and the petition of the legal representatives of Julian Du- 
buque, praying the confirmation of a tract of Jand granted to 
Julian Dubuque by the Baron de Carondelet, Intendant 
Tora of the Province of Louisiana, on the 10th November, 
a . 

; Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: A remonstrance against the 
sion of Texas as a slave State, signed by Jesse Rey- 
nolds, and 450 others, citizens of the State of Indian} also, 
a remonstrance of the same character, signed by James ©. 
Cook and 50 others, citizens -of the State of Indiana; also, 
; the petition of George Hickman, praying tle passage of an 
act allowing hin a pension for disabilities incurred as a sol- 
dier in the late war: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEATON: The remonstrance of J. G. Forbes, 
E. B. W s and 132 other citizens of Salina, Onondaga 
ford and 83 others, 
2 ew York; also, two 
. Hall and 160 other citizens of Oti 5 

sew York ; also, of Joel Kenny and 66 other 
z vafayette, Onondaga county, New York; all of 
which remonstrate ugainst the admission of Texas as a State 
a the Union, with a constitution whieh all recognise 
sla 


of Charles 
| daga county 


i y Mr. A. JOHNSON: Petition of Jesse Callis, of Green 

; county, Tennessee, praying Congress to grant him a back 
pension, &ey which was referred to the Committee on In- 

valid Ponsions. 

T By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of James L. Loyd, praying 

| for an imerease of his pension on account. of wounds, ro 


i, ceived during the late war, cccompanicd by a letter from the 


| Hon. Levi Woodbury, Secretary of the Navy? referred to 
lid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLEA : The petition of Anthony Merchant 
and others, for the ereetion of beacons upon certain ledges 
in the Penobscot bay: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, “Che remonstrance of citizens of the town of Lubec, 
against the admission of Texas as a 


in the State of Maine. 
slave State. 


1845: 
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~By-Mr. DUNLAP: The remonstrance of James Rand and 

ers; also: the. remonstrance of- Ephraim H. Hart and 

Others; against the adinission of Texus asa slave State: laid 

On the table. ‘The petition of Amos Doughty, and petition 
of William Brown, for pensions : referred to the Committee 
on Invalid: Pensions: The petition of Holt Ingraham, of 
Poriiand, Maine: referred to the Committee on, Naval Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. J. THOMPSON: The remonstrance of the Theo- 
logical School of Meadville, against the admission of Texas 
into-the Union as a'slave State: laid on the table. Also, the 
petition of: Mardes Spaulding, praying. for.a law to entitie 
him to a pension from’1816, on account of. injuries received 
in the late war: referred to the Comunittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. © 


l 
i 
i 


IN. SENATE. 
Monpay, December 15, 1845. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate | 
a report from the Commissioner of Publie Build- 
ings, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 
9th January last, in relation to the improvement of 
certain streets, avenues, and public squares, in the 
city of Washington; the estimated expense of 
making the same; and the amount received by the 
United States fram the sales of public lots in the 
city; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, communicating, in conformity with a joint 
resolution of Congress, results of the experimen- 
tal trials of Putnam’s. plough-dredger; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also Jaid before the 
Senate a- communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a ‘report.of the expenditures of 
the contingent fund of the department, and its 
offices and bureaus, during the year ending June 3, 
1845; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Wisconsin, stating the incon- 
venience which resulted to the public from the lo- 
cation of the land office at Green Bay, and pray- 
ing for its removal to Sheboygan, in that State; 
yen was referred to the Committce on Public | 

Lands. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE also presented two peti- 
tions of sundry citizens of Michigan, complaining 
that lands purchased by them had been resold, 
and praying for the passage of an amendatory act, 
for the final adjustment of all private land claims 
in that State; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. Bes 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE also presented the peti- 
tion of Talcott Reed, a teamster in the’revolution- 
ary army, for'a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Nicholls, a soldier in the late war with Great 
Britain, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee.on Pensions: 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of Oliver Morgan, praying for a confirm- 
ation-of certain land claims; which was referred 
to the Committee. on Private Land Claims. 

Mi. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, also presented 
the petition o < Be Keene, praying for a con- 
firmation of “certain land claims; which was re- 
ferred to:the Conimittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BREESE introduced a bill to reduce and 
graduate the price of public lands, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

‘Mr. PEARCE presented certain resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Maryland, praying 
for.the removal of the sand bar at the mouth of 
the Susquehanna, at Havre de Grace; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. i 

Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following resolu- | 
tions; which lie over under the rule: 


‘Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


and Post Reads be-instructed to inquire into the | 
expediency 6f-establishing a tri-weekly mail be- 
tween the-city of Mobile and the city of Jackson, 
in the State of Mississippi. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands i 


j 


be instructed to inquire into- the expediency of | 


granting to the States respectively in which they 
are situate, alternate sectioris of the public lands 
inundated: by the Mississippi river. and its outlets, 
on condition that. the proceeds of the sales of said | 
sections bé applied by said States in the reclama- 


fi 
i 
i 


4 


I 


tion of said-inundated. lands by sufficient-and per- 
manent leve: 3 : 


| 


i to. 


| 2 A ° ate f 
and praying for remuneration; which petitions 


i tion of James Robinson and wife, legal representa- 


| D. Cobb, widow of Thomas Cobb, 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies over under the rule: | 
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sessions at Van Buren, in Crawford county, in said | 
State; and also of extending the jurisdiction of | 
said court over the adjacent Indian lands in all |; 
cases. li 

Mr. BENTON, referring to certain reports from 
the departments which were laid on the table of 
the Senate some days ago, expressed his ignorance 
of the disposition which may have been made of 
them; but he would move that one of thesc, the 
annual report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, be printed; which motion was agreed |; 


Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of the |; 
City Council of St. Louis, praying for an appro- 
pronos of $75,000 for the improvement of the | 
Karbor of St., Louis; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON also presented two petitions from i 
E. White—one praying indemnity for property |i 
stolen by the Pawnee Indians residing on the fron- | 
tier and within the limits of the United States; and | 

| 


the other stating that he was appointed agent for | 
the Indians west of the Rocky mountains; that į 
after repairing to the seat of his agency, he had 
been disappointed in the object for which he was 
appointed, and had incurred considerable expenses, | 


were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. |) 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON presented the petition of | 
W. P. Robson, praying indemnity for French spo- |! 
liations prior to 1800; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON also presented the peti- |, 


tives of Richard Wild, deceased, an officer in the 
revolutionary arny, praying for arrears of pen- 
sion, with legal interest; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON also presented a com- 
munication from Wiliam Greer, printer, propos- 
ing to do the printing of the Senate during the | 
29th Congress; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of George 
Taylor, praying compensation for losses sustained | 
by French spoliations; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ARCHER also presented the petition of |! 
James Morgan, a Revolutionary soldier, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

Mr. ARCHER also presented a remonstrance | 
from the citizens of Wootbury, New Jersey, re- 
monstrating against the annexation of Texas as a 
slave State; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. LEVY presented the petition of Benjamin 
D. Hewitt, praying for a pension; which was re- |! 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Mr. DIX presented the petitions of Wiliam || 
Butterfield and Hugh W. Dobbin, praying for |! 
pensions; which were referred to the Committee |! 
on Pensions. 

Mr. DAYTON presented the petition of Clara |! 

raying for a || 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on ii 
Pensions. 


NATIONAL DETENCE. i 

Mr. CASS moved that the following resolutions, 
submitted by him on Tuesday last, be now taken 
up for cousideration: 

Resolved, That the Commiitee on Military Af- 
nirs be instructed to inquire into the condition of 
the national fortifications and of their armaments, 
and whether other defensive works are necessary; 
and into the condition and quantity of the military |, 
supplies; and into the state of the means possess- |i 
ed by the Government for the defence of the! 
country. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to Inquire into the present condition of 
that great branch of the public service, and into 
the state of the militia laws; and that they be fur- 
ther instructed to report such changes in the exist 
ing system as will give more experience and effi- 
ciency to that arm of defence, and will place it 
in the best condition for protecting the country, |; 
should it be exposed to foreign invasion. ji 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs į; 


iiag in the intercourse between this country 


| nities, 


|| gon. 
There may be some difference of opinion, as well 


| portunity of expressing my entire and hea 


: prepared, eve 


i has yet made. 


| asunder by seven deg 
i large portion of the t 


ii to rea 


be instructed to inquire into the condition of the 
navy of the United States, and into the quantity 
and condition of the naval supplies now on hand, 
and whether- an increase of them is not necessary 
to the efficient operations of the navy, and to its 
preservation and augmentation; and, generally, 
into its capacity for defending our coast ana our 
commerce, and for any service the exigencies of 
the country may probably require. l 
The motion was agreed to; and, the resolutions 
being under consideration, f g i 
Mr. CASS rose in explanation oftis objec 
submitting these resolutions. It was impossicie 
(he said) to peruse the President’s Message, and 
to observe the indications of public sentiment 
which are crowding upon us from every quarter, 
without being aware that a crisis is fast approac T 
nd 


Great Britain, which demands the serious con 


‘eration, and may require the cordial and active 


co-operation, of the whole American people. "The 
President has told us that the negotiations respect- 


| ing Oregon, if they have not reached a close, have, 
‘at any rate, reached a position almost equivalent 


to it. The claims of the respective nations are 
utterly irreconcilable; and a compromise, by a vol- 


be preserved. ; ; 
Our Government has already declined to submit 
our rights to foreign arbitration. That is a pro- 


| cess which, under equal cireumstances, may well 


te 


1a 


be adopted by independent nations to termin 
disputes, which would otherwise seek the arbi 
ment of war. It preserves the honor of both par- 


| ties, and ought to preserve the just interesis of 


both. It substitutes reason for force, and is there- 


ii fore suited to the advancing opinions of the age, 


and to the duties and feelings of Christian connu- 
But these equal circumstances do not exist 
in our present dispute with England. There are 
obvious considerations, into which I need not enter 
here, growing out of the relative sitnation of thet 
country and of ours, with those Powers of Europe 
from whom an arbitrator would almost necessarily 
be selected, and out of the influence she possesses 
over their counsels, and, I may add, growing out 
of the nature of our institutions, and the little favor 
these enjoy at present upon the Eastern continent, 
which may well have made the Government hesi- 
tate to submit imporlant interests, at this particu- 
lar juncture, to such a tribunal. It may well have 
thought it better to hold on to our right, and to 


| hold on also to our remedy, rather than commit 


both to a royal arbitrator. War is a great ca- 
lamity, and ought to be avoided by all proper 
means; but there are calamities greater than war, 
and among these is national dishonor. 

I did not rise, sir, as will be seen, to discuss in 
whole or in part the question of our right to Ore- 
That subject will come up in its own time. 


in Congress as in the nation, respecting the terri- 
torial extent of that right; though I take this op- 
7 ty con- 
currence in the claim as advanced by the President. 
But I am sure there is no great party, and I trust 
there are few individuals in this country, who are 
in an extreme spirit of compro- 
mise, to accept the most liberal offer that England 
e. Her pretensions and ours are so 
widely separated, that there seems no middle 
ground on which to meet. Our most moderate 
aim, and her most liberal offer, leave the parties 
es of latitude, and 
iiory in question. What, 
Can we recede? Can we 
ance? 

er to be diserssed nor 


EA 


then, is our condition? 
iand still; or mnst we adv 

As to receding, it is nelt 
thought of. I refer to it but to denounce it—a 
denunciation which will find a response in every 
American hosom. Nothing is ever gained by na- 
tional pusillanimity. And the country which seeks 
to purchase temporary security by yielding to un- 
just pretensions, buys present ease at the expense 
of permanent honor and safety. It sows the wind 

the whirlwind. ï have said elsewhere, 
will repeat here, that itis better to fight for 


what 


| the first inch of national territory than for the last, 


Tt is better to defend the door sill than the hearth 
stone—the porch than the altar. National char- 
acter is a richer treasure than gold or silver, ard 
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exercises a moral influence, in the hour of danger, f 
which, if not power itself, is its surest ally. Thus 
far, ours is untarnishcd; and let us all join, how- 
ever separated by party or by space, so to preserve 
1t. 

If we cannot recede, can we stand still? No, 
Mr. President; in this, as in all the other elements 
of national power and greatness, our duty and our 
destiny are onwards. We might as weil attempt 
to stay the waves of the Pacific, as to stay the tide 
of emigration which is setting towards its shores. 
H this Government had the disposition, it has-not 
the power to arrest this human current. Butit has 
neither—neither the power nor the disposition to 
doit. There are questions of public right, which 
may rest m abeyance; which are not called into 
daily exercise; and need be asserted only when 
required. But such is not the right by which we 
hold Oregon: We must maintain it, or abandon 
it. A vigorous and enterprising people are fast | 
increasing there, who will possess the countr by 
the best of all titles—that of occupation and im- | 
provement; and if we do not provide them a Gov- 
ernment, they will provide one foi themselves. 
Already necessity has compelled them to organize 
their civil society, and to make those arrangements | 
for the preservation of order, without which no 
civilized community can exist. It is only a few 
days since they made known to you, bya judicious 
and well-written memorial, their condition and 
their wants; and asked your interposition to re- 
move the serious difficulties with which they find 
themselves environed. And think you, that if 
their prayer is unheard, and their grievances un- 
redressed, and if the present state of things con- 
tinue, that you will find a distant colony patiently 
awaiting your tardy movements, and ready to ad- 
mit your jurisdiction when you may be ready to 
exercise it? No; they will feel themselves neg- 
lected, cast off’, left to their own resources, the vic- 
tims of diplomatic chicanery or of national pusilla- 
nimity, and they will seek their own security in 


i 


! she will do, in her occupation of the country, the | 


| Which is a belligerent measure, 


| or abandon a pretension she had once advanced ? 
| Ifa few such cases could be found in the record of 


their own power. That great truth, not applica- | 
ble alone to republican governments, but common | 
to all, and which lay at the foundation of our own | 
Revolution—thut protection and allegiance are re- 
ciprocal—will soon be heard upon the banks of the | 
Columbia, and will inspire the councils of the | 
hardy pioneers, who, while they have sought a 
new home in a distant country, have carried with 
them the sentiments of true liberty to the regions 
beyond the Rocky mountains. i} 
t is clearly impossible that the present state of | 
things should continue; nor, I must confess, do 1 
see how it is possible that a community, inhabit- 
ing the same region, and possessing the same right 
to every part of it, can hold a divided allegiance, 
and be governed at the same time by two distinct 
and distant sovereigntics. When the present anom- 
alous provision was made, the country was un- 
settled; for the few hunters who roamed over it | 
could hardly be dignified with the name of settlers; 
and it probably never occurred to the negotiators, 
ner to their Governments, that this arrangement 
would outlive the then existing state of things, and 
would come to operate upon a civilized, a station- | 
ary, and a rapidly-increasing community. 
Bat what kind of order can a double-headed Gov- | 
ernment preserve? How are its departments—le- | 
gislative, executive, and judicial—to be administer~ i 
ed? How are rights to be enforced, or wrongs to 
be prevented or punished? Two neighbors, living 
within hearing of each other, are responsible to | 
different tribunals, and governed by different codes | 
of laws. An American killing an Englishman must 
be tried by an American court and by American | 
laws. But how are Euglish witnesses to be sum- | 
moned, or English disturbers of the proceedings of 
the court to be removed or punished? Poss SSOLrY 
rights are to be judged by the courts of the party 
last getting possession. 


| Sir Robert Peel and Lord John Russell—show a | 
| union of opinion, and foreshow a union of action, | 


| nimity in public sentiment. 


| is the report of the proceedings in Parliament of 


i liament, in effect denouncing the course of the 
| United States in the annexation of Texas, because 


Contracts are to be ein- + 


forced by the courts of the party charged with vio- ! 
Jating them. And wrongs are to be redressed, or | 
satisied, or punished by the courts of the party | 
accused of committing them. A single American | 
in the midst of an English settlement, or a single 
Englishman in the midst of an American settle- 
ment, bears with him acharmed life. He may do 
what he will, and as he will, but he is beyond the 
reach of restraint, and almost of punishment. He 
isinvulnerable, and the arrows of justice cannot 


has jurisdiction over him may be hundreds of miles 
removed; and were he nearer, his national sympa- 


i: her armed interposition, And he tells us, he un- 
pierce even his heal. The nearest magistrate who | 
] | the United States, to Mexico, 
ii the subject of what he calls the 
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thies might naturally be excited in favor of his 
countryman, ‘There can be no regular grants of 
land—none, in fact, of those public improvenients 
essential to the progress and stability of society. I 
present merely the most general views of this sub- 
ject, but they-are sufficient to show how impracti- 
cable it would be to attempt to establish this dou- 
ble jurisdiction. It would be easy to. pursue the 
investigation much further were it necesssary. — 
Who does not see that bitter disputes would 
soon arise? That each party would accuse the 
other of partiality and. injustice? That violence 
and bloodshed would follow, and that an intestine 
war would establish the ascendency of oné or other 
of these rival and national parties? All this is so 
plain that he who runs may read. And we are 
warned by the surest instincts of our nature not to 


trust our rights and our cause and the cause of hu- || 


manity to such a partition of authority. 

If, then, Mr. President, we can neither retrace 
our steps nor check them, we must go onward. 
And England has placed herself in the path that is 
before us; and if she retain her position, we must 
meet her, If the last proposition she has submit- 
ted is her ultimatum, it is effectively a declaration 
of war. Its advent may be-delayed a few months; 
but as soon as the notice expires, if she persists, as | 


It is not the notice 
for that is a treaty 
right; but it is the subsequent and immediate 
course the parties will probably pursue that must 
lead to war. I hope—or I ought rather to say I 
wish—that England..would awaken to a sense of 
her injustice, and would yield where she could | 


struggle must commence. 


yield honorably, and ought to yield rightfully. |! 


But will she do so? It is safest to believe she will į 
not, and this dictate of prudence is fortified by | 
every page of her history, When did she volun- | 
tarily surrender a territory she had once acquired, | 


her progress and acquisitions, they would be but 
exceptions, which would render the gencral princi- | 
ple of her conduct only the more obvious. For | 
my own part, I see no symptoms of relaxation in 
the claim she has put forth. And the declarations 
in Parliament of the leaders of the two great par- 
ties that divide her Government and her pease 


should action be necessary, rarcly to be found in | 
the political questions that agitate her councils, and i 
are the index, if not the assurance, of an equal una- 


Tn the London Morning Chronicle of April 5th, 


the preceding day, on the receipt of the President’s 
Tuaugural address. I hold the paper in my hand; 
and, as the discussion was a pregnant one, and 
ought,to be a warning one, I shall take the liberty 
of reading a portion of it. 

[Here Mr. C. read extracts from the paper con- 
taining the remarks of Lord John Russell on what 
he considered the spirit of aggrandizement dis- 
played by the Government and people of the Uni- | 
ted States, in their course respecting the annexa- 
tion of Texas.] 

Mr. C. then continued: Here, sir, we find the | 


leader of the great Whig party, in his place in Par- 


it tends towards territorial aggrandizement; and 
the eternal cant about British moderation and phi- 
lanthropy, and American injustice and ambition, is | 
heard, and read, and bel i 


j ieved in every corner of i 
the British dominions. I must confess, sir, lam į 
heartily tired of it. Were the subject and its con- | 
sequences not so important, these declarations 
would excite ridicule, as they now excite regret 
and surprise. They are not confined to ordinary 
political discussions and to the journals of the day, 
but they come from the highest men, in the high- ; 


est places. And here is an eminent English states- | 


man asking the Administration what course they 
intend to pursue in the altered policy of the United | 
States, as he terms it—as though the voluntary 
union of two independent people upon this con- | 
tinent were an injury to England, which demand- 
ed her immediate attention, and might demand 


derstands that communications have been sent to 
and to Texas, on 
new policy of the: 


1 in dwelling upon this course of ambiti 


i| of mankind, and much 


H With open arms. 


| United States. And we ‘know that those: com- 
munications to Mexico and ‘to. Texas contained 
large offers to prevent annexation. But, thanks:to- 
the onward course of our Government, and to the 
feelings and determination of the Texian people, 
this interposition was fruitless; as was. the com, 
munication to Mexico, if this were designed to 
| embroil us with that country. The well-timed 
rebuke, administered by the President in his Mes- 
sage, to the French Government for its interposi= 
tion in our affairs with Texas, might, with “eqital 
justice, have been administered to England ; and 

presume would have been so, had not the Presi= 
dent looked upon the,course of the one Power as 
natural, judging from past events, while the course 
of the other was unnatural, impolitic, and unex- 
pected. 

But this Whig lecture of Lord John Russell upon 
the ambition of the United States, and these per- 
petual eulogiums upon the moderation of England, 
are in strange contrast with the practical principles 
"and the progress of her empire. The moderation 
of England, and the ambition of the United States! 
Why, sir, the world has never seen, since the fall 
of the Roman empire, such a colossal power as 
England has built up. She has girded the earth 
with her fortifications, and covered the ocean, with 
her fleets. A comparatively narrow island, off the 
western coast of Europe, she numbers as her sab- 
jects 153,000,000°of people—being more than one- 
sixth part of the human race; and has reduced to 
her subjection 3,800,000 square miles inhabited 
them, being one-eighth part of the habitable globe. 
And in the long series of her acquisitions, from the 
reduction of Ireland downwards, with the excep- 
tion of her union with Scotland and some recent 
discoveries-in the South Sea, I believe all have 
been gained by the sword. And when has it hap- 
pened in her history, that a people, or the smallest 
fragment of a people, has voluntarily sought peace 
or protection under her sovereignty? Her armies 
and fleets have too often been sent out wherever 
there was a people to be subdued, or the fruits of 
their industry to be secured. I have no pleasure 
on, Ihave 
no pleasure in national crimination and recrimina- 


} 
i 
i 


|i tion. Thad farrather dwell upon all she has donc— 


| and she has done much—to command the gratitude 
i for the progress of civili- 
zation, of improvement, and of knowledge. But 
we cannot shut our eyes to the fact that this coun- 
ny and its institutions enjoy little favor in England. 
That there is a systematic attack upon our charac- 
ter, and upon what we are, and’ have been, and 
upon our future, so far as it is given to foresee and 
to fear it. I confess all this has produced a last- 
| ing impression upon me; and I feel little disposed, 
| In any controversy with that country, to submit to 
| unjust demands, urged in a spirit of unfriendliness, 
if not of menace. - 

| And if England is moderate, we are ambitious! 
i Why, sir, we have made but three acquisitions of- 
territory since we have been a nation. And these 
were not distant colonies, but coterminious regions. 
And all three have been made peacefully, blood- 
lessly. Two were colonies belonging to European 


|| monarchies, where the assent of the people to the 


transfer of their allegiance could not be asked. 
But they have since shown their satisfaction by 
their patriotism, and their prosperity has been the 
reward of it. - Nowhere is the Union more prized, 
nor would it anywhere be more zealously defend - 
ed. The third and last, and most glorious of these 
acquisitions, is now in the progress of completion, 


|| by the voluntary action of a neighboring people, 


who knew the value of our institutions, and sought’ 
[to participate in them, and who asked admission 
to our confederacy. And we shall receive them 
And itis an encouraging spec- 
of freedom through the world, 
ute that could be offered: to its 


| tacle to the lovers 

and the best trib 
value. 

I said, Mr. President 

i but I hope it will not be t} 

| While I would sacrediy respect the just rights of 

ther nations, I would cheerfully extend the juris- 

| diction of our own, whenever circumstances may 

require it, and wherever it can be done without in- 

Thave no fear that an extension of territo- 


justice. 
ry will weaken our Government, or put in peril our 
e an adhesive anda life-pre- 


, that this was the latest, 
he last of our acquisitions, 


institutions. We hay 
Serving principle, in the exercise of political power 
by the great body of the people, whichis s Surer 

bond of union ‘and ‘preservation than fleets and 
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armies and central: powers. H this Administra- 
ion.could crown ‘its labor of acquisition—and in | 
what it has done it has-labored with not less abili- | 
y than success—by the peaceful annexation of 

alifornia, it would secure imperishable honor for 
itself; and would command the lasting gratitude of 
the whole country.: oe 

Bat I will again advert to the Morning Chronicle, 

-to show the spirit of the discussion in the British 
Parliament, and the views taken by the British 
statesmen of their own claims to Oregon and of 
ours. 7 : 
Lord John Russell said: ** The Presidentof the 
* United States has made, as I have already read to 
‘the House, a peremptory claim to the whole of | 
‘this territory. He has elaimed the whole posses- 
€ sion of it for the United States, and has, in an | 
“unusual manner, called upon the people of the | 
‘t United States, with their wives and children, to į 
* occupy that territory. That district is becoming, 
“on account of the ports on the Columbia river, | 
‘more important every year. After that statement 
‘of the President of the United States, I consider 
“it impossible that her Majesty’s Government 
‘should not endeavor to obtain a speedy solution 
‘of this question. I am sure they will feel it im- 
‘possible to allow the present undefined and un- 
* settled state of relations between the two countries 
‘to continue without danger; that the people of the 
‘United States, acting upon the suggestions of the 
* President, may endeavor to disturb British sub- 
‘jects in rights which they hold in virtue of exist- 
“ing treaties, and may produce a state of things 
“dangerous to the peace of the two countries. For 
‘my own part; I will say, in all moderation, that I | 
‘am not prepared ‘to say that this country ought 
“to put forward any arrogant pretensions. Ido | 


| 


“not pretend to define—what it properly belongs |: 


with an impracticable one; and, in either event, 
the country is lost to us; and the notice being 
given, in twelve months, without an abandonment 
of a large portion of her claim, we shall find our- 
selves involved in a war with England. And it 
will be no common war, Mr. President; it will be 
a war not merely of interest, but of strong and 
stormy passions, growing out of the relative situa- 
tion of the two nations, and out of the very points 
of resemblance, which will but render the separa- 
tion of the parties the wider, and the struggle the 
longer and the bitterer. It will do no good to shut 
our eyes to the prospect before us. Danger can 
neither be averted nor avoided by indifference, nor 
by presumption. Let us look our difficulties and 
our duties fully in the face. Let us make prepara- 
tion adequate to the conjuncture. Let us exhibit 
to England and to Europe the spectacle of an un- 
divided people, anxious for peace, but ready for 
war. In the language of Mr. Madison, ‘let us 
‘put the United States into an armor, and an atti- 
“tude demanded by the crisis, and corresponding 
‘with the national spirit aud expectation.” 

One war has already found us unprepared. And 
what that condition of things cost in blood, and 
treasure, and disaster, those of us who went 
through the struggle can well remember; and those 
who have come upon the stage of action since that 
period, may learn from the history of the times. 
And, perhaps to a certain extent, this must be so, 
and always will be so. We are all opposed to 
great military establishments in time of peace. 
‘They are as dangerous as they are expensive. 
And they will therefore never be engrafted into 
the permanent institutions of the country. But 
when war threatens, we should commence our 
preparations, and press them with an energy and | 
a promptitude commensurate with the danger. 


€ to her Majesty ’s advisers to define—the diplomatic 
‘proposals that should be made. I will not pre- 
‘tend to say what line ought to be laid down; but | 
‘this I will say, that I do not think we can make | 
‘any proposal which will be less than the proposal | 
‘made by Mr. Canning, (that was the line on the 
‘parallel of 49° to the Columbia near its mouth,) 
‘with any regard for our own interest or our own i| 
‘honor. [Cheers.] Imay be told that it does not ij 
t matter if this rocky and barren territory should 
‘be claimed, or occupied, or taken by the United 
‘States. Yes, sir, I must say it does: matter. || 
‘[Cheers.] It cannot be a matter of indifference | 
“that ‘a’ large territory, to which we have a better 
“and a juster title, should be yielded. to what I 
< must call a blustering announcement on the part 
“of the President of the United States. It cannot 
‘be matter of indifference that the communication 
‘between that country west of the Rocky moun- 
‘tains and China; the East Indies, and the whole 
_ tof South America, should be surrendered at once 
‘toa forcign Power; but, above all, it cannot be a 
«matter of indifference that the tone of the char- 
“acter of England should be lowered in any trans- | 
“action we may have to carry on with the United 
“States.” ° 
Sir Robert Peel said: “ As this subject has been 
“brought under discussion, E trast not improperly 
“bythe noblé Lord, I feel it my. imperative duty, 
“on the part of the British Government, to state, in 
“language the most téniperate, but, at the same 
“time, the most decided, that we consider. we have 
‘rights respecting the ae of Oregon, which 
‘are clear and irresistible. e trust still to:arrive 
‘at an amicable adjustment of our claim; but,-hav- || 
“ing exhausted every effort for the settlement, if 
“our rights shall be invaded, we are resolved and | 
éwe'are prepared to maintain them.” [Loud and 
“continued cheers front both sides of the House. | 
Lord Clarendon. said, in the House of Lords: | 
_*©NO assertion was, [ believe, ever made with | 
“more truth than that our case is free from all || 
doubt: i 
Lord Aberdéen, the Foreign Secretary of State, | 
said: “*¢Should. it be: otherwise, I can only say i 


may well inquire, what we ought to do. Itake it 
for granted we shall give the notice-recommended | 
“by the President; for if wedo not, we shall leave | 


i 


; the last war. 


‘hour of difficulty and of danger. 


i examination; for this is one of the great bulwarks | 


The President has discharged his duty ably, | 
patriotically, fearlessly. Let us now discharge 
ours—not by words merely, but by deeds. Fhe 
best support we can give him is to respond to his 
declarations by our actions. Itis my firm con- ; 
viction, and TY do not hesitate thus publicly to į 
avow it, that the best, if not the only hope that | 
we have of avoiding a war with England is by | 
exhibiting a public and united determination to |; 
prosecute it, should it come, with all the energies |; 
that God has given us, and by an instant and seri- 
ous consideration of the preparations necessary for 
such offensive and defensive measures as may be |) 
required, and as prompt an adoption of them as a | 
just regard to circumstances may demand. Our | 
country is extensive. In many portions of it the | 
population is sparse. The frontier, both Atlantic | 
and inland, is long and exposed. | 

Our defensive works are unfinished, and some l 
of them are unfurnished. Ido not know, but I| 
fear that many important branches of supply are |! 
inadequate. Our navy, and especially the steam | 

| 
i 
4 
| 


li 


portion of it, is not upon a scale commensurate 
with our wants, if war is almost upon us. That 
navy fought itself into favor, and its country into | 
honor, in the seemingly unequal and almost des- 
perate struggle into which it so gallantly went in 
And another contest would find it 
equally true to its duty, and to the public expecta- 
tions. I trust the time will never again come, when 
it will be a question in a great crisis, whether the 
navy shall be dismantled and rot in our docks, or 
whether it shall be sent out to gather another har- ii 
yest of glory upon the ocean. It is the materiel ' 
for military and naval operations it is first neces- | 
sary to procure. Men we have ready; and such 
is the patriotism inherent in the American charac- | 
ter, that they never will be found wanting in the 
Our militia re- 
quires anew and an efficient organization. vis |, 
a reproach to us that we have suffered this impor- 
tant branch of national defence to become so inetli- 
cient. It has almost disappeared from the public 
view. Both the laws upon this subject and the ad- 
ministratian of them, require immediate and severe 


of the country in the hour of danger. It has shown | 
its patriotism and valor upon many a bloody field, |! 
and the future, if it should need its services, will |: 


| witness its devotion to- the country, whenever and || 


wherever, and however it may be tried. Many of}; 
the supplies required for the operations of war, de- 
mand time and care for their collection and prepa- | 
ration; and we must remember that we have to do 
witha people whose arsenals and dock-yards are 


` the people of ‘Oregon without a government, or |} 


filled ‘to repletion; whose supplies are upon a scale || 


| he had thought it proper to use. D 
| Senator says he has the utmost confidence in the 
| wisdom and discretion of the Executive. 


i dence of opinion” with the Execuiive. 
! was somewhat astonished that the honorable Sen- 
i ator, who seemed to have such confidence in the 
| Executive, should have found it necessary to urge 


: country a single anti-war man. 
, among ourselves on all miner questions as we 
i: may, whatever collisions of opinion there may be 


equal to any probable demand upon them; whose 
gigantic military and naval establishments an- 
nounce their power and maintain it; and the struc- 
ture of whose Government is better fitted than ours 


: for prompt and vigorous and offensive action. 


It is in the spirit of these views that 1 have sub- 
mitted the resolutions before the Senate, and in 
which I ask their concurrence. 

A great responsibility is upon us. We shail 
best discharge it by firmness, and by a wise fore- 
cast, which, while 1t steadily surveys the danger, 
makes adequate provision to méetit. . „By thus 
acting, we shall give a practical approbation of the 
course of the President; we shall show to our con- 
stituents that their interests are safe in our hands; 
we shall speak neither in a deprecating tone, nor 
in a tone of defiance, but of firmness, to England; 
and we shall give to the nations of Europe a proof 
that Republics are as jealous of their rights and 
honor, and as determined to maintain them, as 
monarchical governments, 

Mr. MANGUM rose, and said he regretted ex- 
cecdingly that the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan should have brought forward these resolutions 
at this time; and more particularly did he regret 
that the honorable Senator should have thought it 
necessary to indulge in the strain of remarks which 
The honorable 


Mr. CASS. ‘Coincidence of opinion.” 
Mr. MANGUM corrected himself. <“ Coinci- 
But he 


on the Senate, at this time, the adoption of the 
resolutions which he had brought forward. Jt 
could not be doubted that the public mind had 


‘been greatly disturbed and inflamed, during the 


recess, by the rumors which had been spread 
throughout the country concerning the state of 
our negotiations with Great Britain on the subject 
of Oregon, and a great many good citizens had 
been led to believe that we were about to be forth- 
with plunged in war. On his arrival here, and an 
examination of the views of the Executive, he felt 
great pleasure in saying that he found them marked. 
by a much greater degree of moderation, and more 
pacific in their tone than he had been led to ex- 
pect from the tone of the public prints of this city. 
He could not, therefore, but consider this a most 
unpropitious time for holding the language with 
which the honorable Senator from Michigan had 
deemed it proper to introduce his resolutions. For 
his own part, he was happy to say that the course 
of the Executive in relation to this question had 
given him so much confidence in the wisdom and 
moderation which would characterise the action of 
the Executive in the conduct of this difficult and 
important negotiation, that he was willing to leave 
itin his hands, where it properly belongs. He 
was willing to leave it entirely in the hands of the 
Executive; and if his efforts to conduct the nego- 
tiation to an amicable result should fail, and war 
should be the consequence, let it come: much 


i preferable, in his opinion, would it be, greatly as 


war must be deplored, to a surrender of any por- 
tion of our rights, or to a compromise of our na- 


: tional honor. And if war should eventually come, 


he would say, for himself and for that portion of the 
American people which he represented—although 
he prayed that in any case, except when itinvelved 
our national interests or honor, it might be avert- 
ed—whenever that extreme measure shall have 


li been determined on, and the vote by yeas and 
i: nays recorded on our Journals, that he believed 


there would not be found in this Senate or in the 
No, sir: difier 


among us on mere party topics, or subjects of do- 
mestie policy, whenever a proud, arrogant, and, he 
would add, grasping enemy strikes a blow at us, 
or, by wampling on our rights or honor, compels 
us to assume a belligerent position, we shall all be 
found acting together, and presenting an unbroken 
phalanx, mergmg all party opposition, and de- 
termined to resist the aggression. He prayed that 
this greatest of national evils might not come upon 
us. Tle was perfectly willing to entrust the nego- 
tiation to the President; and he would say that, in 


i his humble judgment, all agitation of the question— 


everything like vituperation or recrimination, was 


only calculated to precipitate us into that condition 
-which every man who regarded his country’s wel- 
fare, every good man on this, or on the other side 
ofthe Atlantic, must most anxiously desire to avoid, 
and would most deeply deplore. 

He felt an unwillingness to adopt the resolutions 
at this time, because he could not but regard them, 
as it must be known to every Senator that they 
were, unnecessarily pressed on the Senate. It 
was the duty of the several committees named in 
them, without special instruction from the Senate, 
to inquire into the state of the country, and of the 
different arms of defence under their charge, with- | 
out being stimulated to the performance of that 
duty by these resolutions. And what good could 
result from their adoption? What would-be the 
result of a reference beyond a mere report? And 
if our defences are weak, such a report will be 
nothing more than an exposure of our impotent 
condition, calculated to invite aggression from an 
enemy that was never known to fail to strike, on 
what was deemed sufficient provocation, both the 
weak and the strong. On the other hand, if our 
resources are abundant, and if our preparations 
are complete, it would be entirely unnecessary and 
unwise to exhibit to the enemy—if we have an 
enemy—the actual state of our preparations. If 
any, stimulation were necessary, he would greatly | 
prefe® that it should come from that branch of the 
Goveifitnent which has the negotiation in charge, 
whose duty it is to give the necessary information 
to Congress, and with whom, in some measure, 
rests the decision of the question. ‘If the negotia- 
tions were closed—if there could no longer be 
cherished a hope of a pacific adjustment—if war 
be inevitable, as the Senator from Michigan seemed 
to apprehend—he would say, for himseif, aud, he 
would add, he trusted for every Senator with whom 
he had the honor to be politically associated on 
this floor, that ten, twenty, fifty, a hundred mil- 
lions, the entire resources of the country, would at 
once be granted, if necessary, to maintain inviolate 
our national rights and our national honor. He | 
trusted, however, that the whole matter would be 
honorably and amicably adjusted. The honorable 
Senator from Michigan had very recently resided 
in the midst of European agitation, in the very 
focus of court intrigues; and this association may 
have imparted to his mind a tone which led him to 
aggravate the difficultics now cxisting between 
Great Britain and the United States. In this coun- 
try we want. no agitation on the subject, nor is a 
excitation or stimulation necessary to bring 
people to a proper feeling of their position, and to 
the perfect discharge of their duty on all questions 
affecting their interests. 

He was desirous that the President of the United 
States should be left to conduct this whole nego- 
tiation on his ofiicial responsibility; and in the 
event of this great and stupendous evil—il’ it be 
reaily about to burst upon us—if there be no way 
to avoid it—that he should come with his budget, 
and Jay it before us, and that the matter should be 
discussed with closed doors; and, pursuing this 
prudent and dignified course, my life on it (said 
Mr. M.) the patriotism of these chambers will sus- 
tain the Executive to the fullest extent which may 
be necessary to sustain the honor and interest of 
the country. Let the President do this—not by his 
subordinates, not by those who have no direct re- | 
sponsibility; for the honorable Senator must re- 
member that, during the political dynasty of a late 
illustrious Administration, of which he was a most 
distinguished member, whilst the subordinate offi- | 
cers of the Government—the heads of departments | 
amused us with profmnd disqnisitions on the 
tariff, and interesting dialectics on national ba 
questions, everybody knew that the Executi 
entertained opposite views. None of these amus- 
ing dialecticians were responsible. That great man 
—for whatever fault I may find with his course, | 
however opposed I was to his political opinions, 
T have no disposition to detract from his, merits— | 

vas supreme in his Cabinet, and controlled its 
policy. I refer (said Mr. M.) to that period in 
the history of our Government for the purpose of 
citing an instance in which the officers at the head 
of the departments reported to this body one way, 
while every one knew that the views and princi- 
ples of the Executive took an opposite direction; 
and this was in a case where the Administration: 
was said to be a unit. He issued his edicts, and 
the bank fell, And, under the parenthetical Ad- | 
ministration which followed, the same division of | 
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; and integrity—and far be it from him to withhold | 


opinions was apparent, and. not only between the 
Executive and his Cabinet, but there existed a di- 
versity of opinions, a conflict of sentiment in the 
President himself, who, with the amiable purpose 
described in the good book, ‘ Not to let the right 
band know what the left hand doeth,” recom- 
mended on the one day the very measure which 
he vetoed on another. - 

He did not, however, regard the present Execu- 
tive as likely to exhibit such a disposition or char- 
acter as his predecessor. Differing as he did from | 
him, yet knowing his character for personal honor 


from him his just meed of personal praise—he was 
willing to leave to him the responsible agency in 
this matter. He knows the state of the question; 
and if war is to come, let hini adopt the true course, |} 
with which the honorable Senator from Michigan 
is familiar: let him lay his recommendations before 
Congress, and they will meet with support from 
both sides. : ; 

He did not propose to follow the Senator from 
Michigan through the whole course of his remarks. 
He had been called up to make this reply with- 
out notice, and felt himself entirely unprepared to 
enter upon an elaborate discussion. But he had 
felt himself compelled to say thus much by way of 
comment on what had fallen from the distinguished 
Senator, and to give a brief expression of the views 
which were entertained by his constituents and 
himself on this important subject. Of the opinions 
of even his own associates he was uninformed. 
But he was desirous that this negotiation should 
be intrusted to the Executive. Let us stand ready 
in advance, if necessary, to strengthen his hands, 
so that if the blow must fall, it may, in its fail, 
strike on the very sensorium of the enemy where 
it will be mast seriously felt. 

Of what advantage is it to tell us that Great Bri- 
tain is the sovereign of 153,000,000 of people. I 
will oui-brag—I ask pardon for using the word— 
the Senator from Michigan: were she the mistress 
of the world I would be ready to resist her in any 
attempt to trample on our rights or to stain this 
Republic with dishonor. Whatever her greatness, 
we are able to meet her; but I trust that the collision 
will be avoided, and that every method consistent 
with our dignity and honor will be tried to procure 
an amicable adjustment. It would Le a deep re- | 
proach in ‘the present day, that two such enhght- | 
ened nations should involve themselves in war. It 
cannot be justified; and, should it occur, I cannot ! 
(said Mr. M.) but consider that the Oregon ques- 
tion will be merely the pretext, not the cause of 
the war. I know well that the whole world is } 
at present agitated, divided into two great parties, 
heaving and struggling under the operation of two 
great adverse principles of government: the whole 
of Christendom is shaking to its centre, between | 
republicanism, where the power remains in the 
peopic, and where, resting on that basis, the peo- ; 
ple exercise it efficiently; and monarchy, in all its 
various forms, whether absolute or qualified. 
When the sirugele comes, there is no man in |! 
America whose blood flows warmer or more rap- | 
idly in favor of republican government than mine. 
When I see the whole press on the other side of 
the water treating us with a contempt—affected, as 
I believe—with a disdain in which jealousy min- 
gles so prominently; and when I see our press in- 
dulging in a responsive acrimony, I think it is 
time this conflict should cease. it becomes the 
more important, therefore, that in these [Talls our 
discussions should be characicrized by extreme 
caution and reserve, as regards a recriminating 
course, while we havea subject of great delicacy 
in agitation. There are, doubtless, circumstances 
connected with the history of this country which 
have had considerable influence in producing this 
excited and unwholesome state of feeling. Iam 
induced to believe that at the bottom of it lie these 


| 
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will be no sectional nor party staggle. Christen- 


Thrones will |i 


dom itself will shake and tremble. r i 
yhasties swept | 


totter and be overthrown, and d 
from the face of the earth. 

I have (said Mr. M.) that confidence in the Ex- 
ecutive which one’ man of honor has in another. | 
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; by a single gun? 


: B 


Let the necessary medsures:for 

roper manner, 
ina manner alike prudent and dignified. I pray 
God the contest may never come; butif it should 
come, I repeat my confidence that we shall all be 


the public defence be taken in the p 


found united as one man. Never can we consent 
to suffer dishonor, or to surrender our rights. If 
it come, can any man-calculate the amount of evil 
which must result to the civilized world? If we 
are in the unprepared state which the Senator de- 
scribes, possessed of her. endrmous power, Great 
Britain will at once strike a blow which will be 
felt through our whole country, sweeping the 
whole of our Atlantic coast like a sirocco. Let us 
suppose all this; and let us suppose, further, that 
on our inland frontier the merciless savage were 
let loose upon us, inflicting on man, women, and 
child, their most terrible inflictions of human ca- 
lamity; let us suppose all this, and then let us 
be sure that when we have reached this point, 
the whole power of our.country will be put in re- 
quisition, the national. spirit will be. effectuall 
roused in defence of our desolated homes, and, 
with all our mighty resources, we should scon ex- 
pel the invaders forever from our shores. I do 
not want her possessions on this continent—I 
would not have them as a gift; but, in the event 
of such a desolating war, every vestige of British 
territorial possession on the soil of this continent 
would be effaced forever. 

In reference tọ California, did the honorable 
Senator from Michigan speak as he did witha 
view of conciliating Great Britain, and, by thus 
soothing her feelings, paving the way for our Gov- 
ernment to bring this negotiation to a favorable 
issue? When he reaches out one hand to Oregon, 
and in the other holds California, was it for the 
purpose of producing ‘this impression? We all 
know that the aggrandisement of this country has 
been looked at, on the other side of the water, 
with deep jealousy and mistrust... This is proved. 
by too many circumstances. to admit ‘of a doubt. ... 
Do we propose to obtain California? It would, in 
that case, be quite as wise and judicions if the 
Executive would bring the project to maturity 
without publishing it abroad—to make it the theme 
of speculation and controversy, by announcing it 
here with the affected design of stimulating the 
President, and, in effect, seiting all the Powers of 
Europe to work, in anticipation of our purpose, 
and affording them the opportunity to counteract 
it. The interference of these Powers in the an- 
nexation of Texas was to me quite as insulting and 


{as offensive a movement as it was to any other 


man in the country. Strictly speaking, 
the right to do as they did. He would, however, 
go a step further, and say, that, beyond the rights 
and possessions which they now have on this con- 
tinent, it was the duty of every Ameriéan citizen 
to rise up and oppose every further attempt at the 
colonization of portions of this continent by any 
Power that nd exists under the sun. 

In rising, he had merely designed to confine him- 
self to this short and desultory exposition of his 
own views and those of his constituents. He had 
no Intention to speak for any other gentleman on 
this floor; but, for himself, he would add, that, 
whether in his character of a public representative 
or a private citizen, he would never suffer himself 
to be placed in a position where his feelings as an 
American could be called in question. He went 

or the Union, and for every part of the Union; 


they had 


; and, on this ground, whatever our domestic dif- 


culties, he stood by the side of the Executive. 
ut he took this position with an ardent desire to 
See it maintained with moderation, calmness, and 
justice, and with proper respect and deference on 
both sides. In his opinion it would be monstrous, 
in this state of advanced civilization—now, in. the 


| Nineteenth century, when ‘the world has, for so 


many years, laid aside. the sword, converting its 
Spears into pruning-hooks and . the sword into 
ploughshares, or into the more ingenious mechan- 


ES. 


Loe 


P 


Oe oo New Seres... No. 4. 


= e RRR TR 


‘proved. so conducive to the com- 
jinéss Of the human race,—in such an 


videed,, be monstrous,-in his opinion, that 
country almost at tle end of the. earth,-and not 
only so'rémote,-but the title to-which.-is. disputed 
sth sidés, should become the subject.of a war 
which must inevitably inflict on both the: disputing. 
powers the most stupendous and appalling evils. 
Sincerely did he hope that: this controversy might 
be adjusted without a resort-to such an evil.. “He 
trusted and: believed that it would be so. But, 
should war come, he would again say, it would be 
the result. of the antagonism of our republican 
principle to” the European system of government, 
and would be the signal for involving half the‘ Eu- 
ropean world in the conflict in opposition to these 
great Democratic principles which have infused the 
generous spirit-of liberty throughout our Union, 
and made us. so. grêat and powerful a confederacy.” 
It would, be ‘gratifying to him if these resolu- 
tions were permitted to lie over for the present. 
Petitions and memorials have. flowed in upon us 
like ‘an inundation, and the committees to whom it 
is proposed to refer the various subjects, have not 
yet. been ‘appointed. -He trusted, therefore, that 
the resolutions. might:lie. over, ‘to. allow a little 
further time for reflection.” ` His only: objection to 
the adoption of thé resolutions, at this time, was, to 
avoid that publicity which might provoke an addi- 
tional exasperation of the public mind—an exas- 
peration which it was the duty of every man to 
check, rather. than to aggravate, Whatever was 
done or said on this floor would be subjected to a 
severe scrutiny on the other side of the Atlantic. 
“Every consideration, therefore, should, as he 
thought, induce us to act with extreme caution and 
discretion. He was entirely willing that we should 
follow our citizens to Oregon, for the purpose of 
throwing the shield of protection around them. 
Te was willing that the President should exhibit 
the same spirit individually, but not territori- 
ally, pending -the adjustment of the question 
in dispute between, the two countries. ° He saw 
. clearly that á game was being played here which 
he eonsidered:unworthy of the dignity of the Ame- 
rican character. But-he was opposed to anything 
which-was contemplated tobe done, in contraven- 
tion of the treaty of 1828; and he sincerely trusted 
that the ‘President would not suffer himself to be 
operated oh, so as, to take any step which might 
lead. to that result; that he would do nothing which- 
might have the effect of precipitating us into a con- 
flict, so long as.the slightest hope remains that, by 
a course of prudent moderation, the existing nego- 
tiations may ‘be brought toan amicable conclusion. 
Wher it shall have been made manifest that tis 
e 


is his ammunition i 

the love of the glorious deeds achieved. by-his fore- 

fathers in this republic; and, what is still more, he 

also bears with- him that bounding hope of the 
» future which constitutes the. Highest characteristic 


of-the freeman. On the other ‘hand, the English- 


| their: further consideration. be postponed til tó- 


| which, by the standing rules of the body, the Sen- 


‘these. resolutions had been offered in any state of | 
f 


| most substantial guaranty of peace for the fature: 
“would there be any impropriety in instituting an- 


man. looks back with pride atthe glorious annals 
of his country. The Ainefican:reversés the teles- | 
-cope,-and ‘looks beyond the’ present ‘day to that. | 


` 


whole surface of the globe. BONE Sak 
: ‘He. trusted: that ‘the: honorable” Senator from 
Michigan would permit thèse- resolutions to he | 
over fox the present; and he would now move that | 


morrow. 3 ee hte 2 
The question. being taken on this motion, it was 
decided in the negative. aS ; jj 
Mr. ALLEN then rose, and spoke as follows: || 
Mr. Paesipent: | hope the resolations will pass || 
—pass without the obstruction of a solitary vote: 
They are resolutions which address graye subjects 
of inquiry <to the attention of those committees |! 


ate institute with a view of taking cognizance of 
these subjects. Now that these resolutions are in- 
troduced—now that they have been brought forward 
for the action of the Senate and the nation, by 
being upon the journal of the body, their rejection 
by the Senate would do more to paralyze the ener- 
gies-of-this country than any one act that is with- 
in the power of. the Senate to perform. These. 
resolutions are predicated upon the idea that the 
state of our home defences in the present aspect of 
our foreign affairs is such as to require that’ the at- 
tention of Congress should be turned to the. na- 
tional defences. The rejection of these resolutions 
will not change those foreign relations; but will be 
virtually a declaration upon the part of the Senate, 
that they will not even prepare for any emergency 
that may arise out of our foreign relations. ‘hen, 
let me ask, what would be the position of the Uni- 
ted States? Great Britain is a power whose policy, 
as well as whose general history, is known through- 
out the entire civilized world, and needs not to be 
defined. Great Britain is a power who conducts 
her negotiations with a fleet upon the coast of the 
power with whom she negotiates; ever ready to 
settle questions which cannot be settled by words, 
by resorting in practice to the ancient G “lic max" 
im of casting-a sabre into the scale. The United 
States, as has been very wisely observed by the 
able and greatly experienced. Senator from Michi- 
gan, is, by the very circumstances arising out of 
our institutions, always unprepared for the terrible 
emergency of war. We have no standing army, 
in the European sense. of that term. “We have, 
however, a‘standing militia—a nation with ‘a mili- 
tary organization." sio ' ne 
The-wise object of ‘thesé resolutions is; to insti- 
tute an inquiry into the existing organization of the 
martial force of the country in its three great divis- 
ions—of the militia, the army, and the navy. This 
has been regarded on the other side as almost 
equivalent to a declaration of war. Why, sir, if 


this negotiation, they would have been perfectly 
innocent, and constituted not the shghtest ground 
of offence on the part of Great Britain. ‘ 
Suppose’we were in no danger, either in the 
present or-the future, of a war with Great Britain, 
or any other country; suppose we-enjoyed the 
most uninterrupted peace for the present, and the 


inquiry into the naval material in our dock yards 
and naval stores? Would there be any impro- 
priety in inquiring into the efficiency or inefficiency || 
of the organization of the militia of the country? || 
Would there be any impropriety in inquiring into į; 
the éondition of the army of the United States? 
None, I presume. Why, then, is it deemed so 
exceedingly unwise to institute such inquiries now? 
Ts it meant to be insinuated that we are afraid to | 
prepare for our own defence, because we happen 
to be engaged in controversy with a Power who 
boasts of stretching its gigantic arms over the 
whole habitable globe? Are we not to be permit- 
ted even to.ask ourselves if-we are -ready to receive 
a column of British bayonets in this controversy? 
Are we ready to receive fifty sail of battle ships 
forwarded by England to our ports? ° We cannot 
ask these questions, it seems. Why? Because it 


ooking. to the possibility 


ovement actually I 1 
‘of a conflict between the two nations, = 0, 

-We had another: dificulty with Great Britain, 
which has heen -suspénded—not settled—by the’ 
treaty: of 1842. While that treaty was pending, at 
the very stand I now occupy E said that it con- 
tained more seeds of discord than-the discord it 


| professed to silence.” Pending the negotiation, and 


the controversy with regard to the northeast boun- 
dary between the United States and Great Britain, | 


|| what did the two Houses of Congress do in refer- 
; ence to the important question. of the national de= 


fences? They did not stop at inquiring—sending 
resolutions of inquiry to their several committees as 
to the efficiency of the defensive means of the Gov- 
ernment; but they.imbodied the national will and 
the national strength in the form of a solemn law, 
with, I believe, the. unanimous vote of the Senate 
of the United States. And what was that law?’ 
Let me read its title: ** An act giving.to the Presi- 
‘dent. of the United States additional. powers. for 
* the defence-of the United States, in certain cases, 
* against Invasion, and for other purposes.”? That 
act. bears date 3d March, 1839. One of its pro- 
visions, the first oné, declares: “4 The President of. 
‘the United States is hereby authorized to resist 
‘any attempt on the part of Great Britain to en- 
‘force by arms her claims to exclusive jurisdiction 
‘over that part of the State of Maine which is now 
‘in dispute between the United States and Great 
t Britain; and for that purpose he is authorized to 
‘employ the naval and military forces of the Uni- 
‘ted States, and such portions of the militia as he 
‘may deem advisable to call into service.”? Ano- 
ther section of that act authorizes the call by the 
President of fifty thousand volunteers; and ano- 
ther section places $10,000,000 at the discretion of 
the United States. .Then another section com- 
pletes the work, and places the entire military re- 
sources of the country in the hands of the Presi- 
dent. That was what was done on the 3d day of 
March, 1839, in reference to this very Power with 
whom we are now negotiating. — - ; 

It was the act of the- Roman Senate, on the ap- 


| proach of any great national danger, to pass a re- 


solution conferring upon one of the consuls.similar 
powers. Under that system the consul was armed 
with the entire monetary and martial forces of 
the republic to enable him to meet the emergency. 


| In fact he was created a dictator, but for a limited 


time; and, in truth, it was not without some feel- 


Angs of, alarm that I heard this act first read in the 


Senate;-conferring upon the President. of the Uni- 
ted States, and, if mistake not, by the unanimous 
vote of this body, powers equivalent to those con- 
ferred on the Roman consuls, by which they were 
clothed with dictatorial authority for a period of 
six months. Nobody in the United States, how- 
ever, expected at. that time that Great Britain 
would. treat this act as an act of war. © Nobody 
supposed that the passage of such an act, although 


lit was the strongest passed under this Govern- 


ment, would be of itself a provoking cause of 
war. The act passed. The negotiation and the 
question in dispute was suspended for the time. 
Now, what-is the case? The President of the 
United States sets forth in his. annual Message 
to Congress. the state of the negotiation, so far as 
negotiation it could he called, up to the withdrawal 
on the part of the United States of their last pro- 
position submitted to the British Government. He 
admonishes us that, for the present at least, no- 
thing has been accomplished by negotiation; and 


i the Senator from Michigan, in this state of affairs, 


rises in his place in the Senate, and does what 


| every Senator does every session of Congress— 


moves for a commitiee of inquiry; and for that, it 
seems, he has incurred the implied censure of the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina. Sir, the 
resolution comes'well from the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Michigan. It comes-well, because he 
has. the double experience of war and peace, indi- 
vidually; because his age and character were cal- 
culated to give to his movement importance which 
would commend these resolutions to the scrious 
attention of the committee to whom they were to 
be addressed. , Is it, then, possible, I would ask, 
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that we have arrived Hating condition 
that the American Congress is afraid—afraid to in- 
stitute an inquiry into the efficiency of the martial 
forces of the United States for the protection of the 
country? I hope not. The Scnator from North 


: 3 : : 5 : | 
Carolina has treated this question as though it were 


equivalent to a declaration of war. He says he is 
disposed to trust all this subject to the President, 
What subject does he mean? The negotiation? 
We see by the President’s Message, that he has 
gone about as far as he can go. The Senator 
must then mean that the subject-matter of these 
resolutions is to ne trusted to the discretion of the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. MANGUM. If the Senator will permit me, 
I will make myself better understood byhim. The 
President understands the whole state of this ques- 
tion; and from him [ desire all inquiries into the 
state of our armaments to proceed; not from sub- 
ordinates, but from the Executive itself. 

Mr. CASS. 
dinates. May I ask, to whom he refers? 

Mr. MANGUM. I mean the heads of depart- 
ments, with whom the heads of committees must 
necessarily have communication. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood him, sir, precisely 
as he has now stated. He desires that, before 
Congress moved, the President should recommend 
military preparations. Now, so far from Mr. Van 
Buren having recommended the military prepara- 
tion authorized in the act to which I have alinded, 
T have not the least doubt, from my knowledge of 
the man, and the moderation of his whole charac- 
ter, that he was absolutely asteunded when he 
heard this power had been conferred upon him. 
Did he ask Congress to place the entire militia of 
the country at his beck and call? Did he ask Con- 
gress to give him the power of deciding on the 
question of war or peace during the recess of the 
session? Did he ask Congress to place ten mil- 
lions of money at his disposal? No. Fe com- 
municated the facts to Congress in regard to our 
foreign relations, and the progress of the negotia- 
tion, and then Congress proceeded, as its 
duty, to judge what legislation should follow on 
that disclosed state of facts. What did the Presi- 
dent do in the present case? He follows a similar 
course to that which has heretofore been pursued; 
and now it is our business to assume the responsi- 
bility of judging, together with the President, of 
what the emergency requires in regard to our na- 
tional defences. Nothing can be more innocent, 
nothing more judicions, nothing more necessary, 
than the resolutions which have been submitted 
by the Senator from Michigan. I had supposed, 
especially after the able exposition of the mover, 
showing the necessity of their passage, that they 
would have passed with the unanimous concur- 
rence of this body. 

And now I will conclude with the expression of 
my sincere gratification at hearing one, and the 
miost prominent, perhaps, of all the observations 
that dropped from the distinguished Senator from 
North Carolina. He told us that should war ever 


Vas 


come, there was a spirit in the country able to | 


. make it powerful enough to cope, not only with 
Great Britain, but with the whole European world 
inarms. fe told us that should any declaration of 
war be passed by Congress, from that moment an 
anti-war man would not be found on the continent. 

Mr. MANGUM. I only spoke for myself and 

my constituents, 

Mr. ALLEN., Tonly hope that the expression 
may be universal in its application; and that in 
case a declaration of war should be made, the as- 
pirations of the Senator may be fulfilled to the ut- 
most extent, unlike the case presented after the last 


declaration of war. And, indeed, I am encouraged 


to believe that the experience of after years, per- | 


hans the improved condition of the patriotism of 
the country—because the people here have been 
enjoying the benign influences which time 
justice never fail to Impress upon all human affairs 
—isay, I hope that such a state of things may 
have been brought about since our last declaration 
of war against Great Britain, that no such melan- 
choly spectacle could now be presented of any 
division of public sentiment. I trust these resolu- 
tions will pass, and go to the committec; and that 
the only subject of discussion on this floor will be 
as to the mode of preparation, and the kind of 
preparation; and that it may be reserved for that 
ume when distinct and specific recommendations 
will come from the committee. 


$ 
The Senator uses the term subor- 


and | 


tt 
i 
i 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


any sentiment of patriotism which he did not 


| derstood. The Senator from North Carolina had 


! not be found an anti-war man in the country. 
so, he (Mr. A.) had replied that we should be 


| express a doubt of the patriotism of any Senator. 


Mr. ARCHER rose with no view either to in- 
cite or repress the prolongation of the discussion. 
His object was merely to submit some considera- 
tions to the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
which he did not appear to have remarked or ad- 
equately appreciated. He would not impute to 
any Senator the insolence of assuming for himself 


equally concede to every other Senator. If he did, 
he (Mr. A.) should know how to apply the proper 
brand to it. He supposed that they were all pre- 
pared, in every event, to sustain the honor of the 
country. He would even assume more than this: 
and suppose that if the country should become || 
involved in war, whether with a small or a great 
Power, and even a large portion of the community 
might entertain sentiments of disapproval of the 
causes whieh had produced it, there would be 
found no. distraction of counsels or efforts in its | 
support. 

Mr. ALLEN said, perhaps he had been misun- į 


stated that, after a declaration of war, there would 
if} 


more fortunate than after the commencement of the |) 
last war. He asked the honorable Senator from |! 
Virginia whether he had understood him (Mr. 
ALLex) as casting any imputation on the patriot- 
ism of any Senator on this floor? 

Mr. ARCHER had already said that he would 
impute no such purpose, or the course of ‘his 
remarks would have been different. For himself, 
he never made profession of patriotism, any more 
than of personal honor. Flis character in these 
respects must speak for itself. His remarks he 
wished to address more particularly to the Senator | 
from Michigan, for whom he entertained regard, 
and who, he believed, would be the Jast man to 


Mr. CASS disclaimed any language capable of 
such a construction. 

Mr. ARCHER. The resolutions submitted by 
the honorable Senator were—what? Resolutions 
directing committees to inguire with respect to the 
condition of the national defences. Not one of 
these committees, to whom these inquiries were 
directed, had yet been appointed. Whilst, there- 
fore, netther he nor any ene, here or in the coun- 
try, could have any objection to the objects or the 
adoption of the resolutions, he desired, with all | 
deference to the better judgment of the Senator | 
from Michigan, to give some reasons why he 
thought it would have been better not to press 
their adoption at this moment. How far was this 
course consistent with the usages or the dignity of 
the Senate? What the occasion for this prurient 
or this apprehensive sensibility, which could not 
wait for the ordinary forms of proceeding, but ran 
ahead of them to make exhibition of a sublimated | 
patriotism? "The appointment of the committees | 
had already been delayed for the unusual period |! 
of two weeks. The inquiries proposed could not i 


precede their appointment. Were these commit- 
tees sapposed to require a premature instigation to 
the discharge of what, independently of these reso- 
lutions, would consitute their appropriate func- 
tions? The committees would be composed of a | 
controlling majority of the political friends of the 
honorable Senator. The full power to shape re- 
commendations and the just province would be 
theirs. Why anticipate an imputation of their de- 
rilection of duty? Was this precipitance the way 
to impress respect or forbearance on the great in- 
imical Power, who was held up to us in such ter- |} 
vors of rapacity and violence? Was exemption 
from rupture, any more than dignity, to be realized |! 
from this splutter of patriotic emotion? | 

H 

| 

i 


Mr. MANGUM. Irise to call the Senator to | 
order, | 
| 


Mr. ARCHER proceeded. Fis remarks had 
no particular 
Carolina, 


reference to the Senator from North |! 
He was speaking to what concerned us | 
ss of the Senate, the character of the |i 
country; which he had no desire to see compro- 
mised by the precipitancy of these resolutions. || 
He was known to have no relations with the pres- || 
ent Executive, but he was fice to avow his approv- |! 
i 

i 

I 

i 

i 

H 

i 

i 

t 


al of the course which the Executive had taken on | 
this question of Oregon; and was he to show his | 
respect for that course by refusing to confide the ; 
recommendations which might be required by the 
occasion to the wisdom of the Executive? He f 

ł 


their habitations, the suece 


acquiescence. to the precipitate course proposed, 
because it implied a diffidence which the action of 
the Executive had not warranted, in its observance 
and recommendation of the farther action, whieh 
might be demanded by the exigency-of the crisis. 
To this branch of the Government it. belonged to 
make suggestion cf the occasion for new defences. 
and preparations. This was the branch which 
was supposed to have information as well as cog- 


nizance, in a peculiar manner, in this. department 
i 


of the public service. Was there authority for 
supposing that it had not discharged its duty, or 
that it would not, at the proper time, by commu- 
nicating information of the occasion for prepara~ 


| tions, such as the resolutions had in contempla- 


tion, and estimates, too, as respected their amount? 
Neither was he disposed to convey distrust of the 
just action of this body, at the proper juncture. 
The instigation of these resolutions was not want- 
ed to our action. What purpose were they then 
intended to serve in this premature and irregular 
mode of exhibition? Were we to display a patri- 
otism too ebullient to be expressed by formal modes 
of proceeding, too sensitive to wait on the sugges- 
tive office of the Executive? 

But there is another view of the question. Sup- 
pose the result of this debate should be to impress 
the idea that war is inevitable: what would he the 
effect on the publie funds? Will you not: impair 
the fortunes of thousands at a single blow? This 
debate will be wafted to the remotest bounds of the 
country. Can any one imagine the horror that 
will prevail in the bosoms of thousands at the sup- 
position, for a small strip of territory, almost ab- 
solutely worthless and barren, two civilized na- 
tions are to be plunged into the miseries of war- 
fare? Would it not be astounding that for an ob- 
ject so inconsiderable two great nations’ should 
rush into an act of such criminality? What wiil 


| be said, when this debate goes forth, of the gen- 


tlemen of the dominant party, who could not wait 
the recommendation from the proper quarter, and 
then make the required appropriation; but who, in 
the absence of such recommendation, and before 
the committees are organized, precipitate them- 


| selves into a warlike attitude—for this is the inev- 


itable result of the proceeding? 

Whatever may be the consequences, this very 
discussion, even at this stage, is fraught with in- 
calculable mischief. We shall have communicated 
anxiety and horror to. thousands, and all this that 
we may exhibit our patriotism. Sir, if the reso- 
lutions are pressed I shall vote for them: because, 
if we are to have war with the greatest Power on 
which the sun ever shone, it is necessary that. we 
should be in a state of complete preparation.. ` 
When I am satisfied that the necessity of the case 
demands it, I will not hesitate to make any and 
every sacrifice. My constituents live, for the most 
part, on the Atlantic seaboard... What will be their 
desuny? Sir, we heard last year that Great Britain 
had one hundred and sixty steam-vessels of war. 
There is not a river, bay, or creek, but may be 
perforated by those vessels, in that part of the 


| Southern country. 


That region was, in a peculiar manner, perfora- 


i ted by navigable streams, and open to every form 


of vessels, as well as large intrusion by the Instru- 
mentality of steam. Hold up to view the map of” 
the entire south Atlantic seaboard, and if present- 
ed to the eye nearly as much water as land—mere 
strips of country, intersected by streams in all di- 
rections pervious to invasion. The larger cities 
might be made safe by large military force, under 
expensive permanent invbodiment; but the less 
considerable towns, the villages, the farms, what 
would be their condition of exposure? Would 
avy be left exempt? The habitations laid in ashes, 


ithe property plundered, and esezpe of the ma- 


rauders before any resisting force could be assem 
bled; fears of the proprietors to return and restore 
ssion ot the same dis- 


asters staring them in the face. These were to be 
H 


| the consequences—this the scene and the history 
| to be exhibited. 


_ All this he was willing, if occasion required, to 
ineur. And what was to be the-oceasion? We 
were three thousand miles from Oregon—a slender 
population, deserting the homés of their fathers, 
and seven hundred millon acres of Jand, better 


i than they were to find, a dollar and a quarter the 


price. This was the population which we must 
follow, with any expense, never to be compensa- 
ted; and for which, reckless: of consequences: as 
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well as” cost, we were to plunge- into ~war, unpre- 
cedented in. the injury itmust.on both sides inflict. 
Strange’ doctrine this! that the Government must 
control a vagrant, population, escaping with no re~ 
quest or authority, but bé controlled by it, even to 
the extent of warthe most destructive. ~~ 

It was for this country, in: these circumstances, 
that wé were invited to “war. Certainly, if any 
principle of. national honor ‘should be* found to 
demand. it, this was neht. He believed; however, 
that there was no such principle involved as, yet 
well foundéd, ‘nor prospect of war. There was 
no danger unless—what? unless -war should be 
provoked, ‘and: made inevitable by language and 
conduct.on the floors of this House and the other 
House of Congress. . He believed in his conscience 
that if negotiations were left to be carried on be- 
tween the. two Governments, there would be no 
danger to be apprehended as to the result. He 
thought the gentlemen on the other side ought, at 
all events, to be willing to confide’in the Execu- 
tive. He himself, though he had come here op- 
pressed with a leaden load of anxiety, was now 
thoroughly relieved. He approved of the tone of 
the Message to Congress, and he was glad to have | 
the opportunity ‘of distinctly expressing his ap- 
proval of it; and. he hoped the Senate and the 
country would be observant of the fact, that they 
were content with the language of the Executive, 
and the only opposition or distrust emanated from 
the gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. CASS was.about.to reply to Mr. ARCHER, 
when a message) was received from ‘the Fouse of 
Representatives, informing the Senate that resolu- 
tions of respect:-had been, passed in memory of the 
late Josern. Fio Perron, of Tennessee, a member 
of the House, 


TH OF JOSEPH H. PEYTON. 


On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the subject un- 
der discussion was then informally passed over, 
and the Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 
the message just received. 

Mr. JARNAGIN. Mr. Preswenr: I know I | 
shall perform a duty, in its occasion as unwelcome 
to the Senate as itis painful to me, in the announce- || 
ment now made of the death of a colleague, known | 
to most of us, and worthy to have been personally 
dear to all—the Hon. Josren H. Peyron, a mem- | 
ber of the last,.and a member elect to the present 
Congress of the United States from the State of | 
Tennessee. He died at his home, in Sumner ceun- 
Y on the 12th day of November last; and though 
already. arrived at no slight distinction, and’ ripe 
for yet higher ones, was scarcely beyond the age | 
at which, in some famous. Commoriwealths, youth | 
was considered just at an end, and the man and 
the citizen to ‘have barely begun. ` 

T have repeatedly, ‘sir, shared sincerely in these 
solemn. offerings of respect paid: by these bodies to- 
wards their departed members, by a custom not less 
befitting their dignity than their feelings. The ob- 

 servance is. one of which: the deeper uses, when 
they come, must touch us too closcly not to waken 
up the better thoughts which our conflicts here 
banish but too much—the personal charities and 
affections. that should adorn public ‘life as they 
sweeten private. In common with those around | 
me, Lhave often borne a part in these becoming ! 
tributes of individual and: of public regrets, but it | 
had thus far been my good fortune rather to yield 
deserved honors to the public. servants of other 
States, than to ask them towards one ‘from my | 
own. If, therefore, there be any art in commem- 
orating the dead, I esteem myself happy in that 
he, of whom I am now to speak, was such, that 
even my poor skill can do his memory no dishon- 
or; since it limits me té that panegyric alone which 
he desited——the :simplé truth, spoken in the sin- 
cerest affection. He néeds no higher praise; and 
that, at least, I am capable of uttering. 

Ofa generous race, which far hack in the history | 
of the State where they first settled, and much 
more remotely still in that of the mother couniry, | 
had: been: distinguished for its gallant and good 
deeds and its excellent, abilities, Mr. Peyrow had 
inherited their high ‘qualities, and. brought them to 
a public service when, young as he was, and brief 
as. was his career, he’ had already made them 
strongly felt. No man could be braver, no man 
sincerer; and the force of his character was com- | 
pleted by an understanding highly vigorous and | 
Just, as well as excellently cultivated: Nor were ‘| 
his properties less kindly and genile in the private || 


| 


“which his labors in a different sphere had spread 
around him, and the assurance of talent-as well as 


| vice, to captivate the public attention in harangue, 


| of Tennessee. | 
Resolved unanimously, That the members of the || 


| directing the Secretary of War to take measures to 


affairs of life, than manly and commanding in 
whatever ‘of difficulty or duty called them up to 
exertion. Not originally destined for the public 
pr in the honorable outset of which he has fallen, 

e was led-to it by the early and general return 


Worth which they had created. Such had, no 
doubt, softened into the warmest and kindiiest sen- 
sibilities a nature originally fiery, and eminently fit 
for arms and action. The love which he thus spread 
around him, gave him, with reputation, an unsoli- 
cited popularity; and politics sought him out as so 
many others go in quest of them. 3 

I need scarcely say that here, though little in 
haste; hefore he had done more silent and real ser- 


he had sufficiently shown in speech the vehemence 
and force of his capacity, and his power to deal 
most effectually with large topics of public debate; 
nor in his personal demeanor had he made less 
felt the native urbanity and rectitude of a spirit as 
good as it was fervid. 

AJl this, Mr. President, and more, which I might 
well recite, but that my plain task, which is monu- 
mental, not biographic, is over. Almost, as I have 
said, a youth, except in the fast-formed maturity 
of his abilities and character, he has paid, amidst 
the tears of much friendship and love, the inevit- 
able debt. Faults, of course, like the best, he had; 
but I had scarcely discovered them. I am sure 
his only ones were of a noble sort—defects spring- 
ing up out of his virtues. I need seek no further 
to draw either from that dread abode where the 
now -repose, “the bosom of his father and his 
God.” 

Permit mo, Mr. President, to submit to the Sen- 
ate the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate have heard with deep 
sensibility the message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, announcing the death of the Hon. Jo- 
sep H, Perron, a representative from the State 


q w ine Tesir 7i ~“ 
penate, from a sincere desire of showing every 


mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, |) 


will wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty 
days. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for 
the memory of the deceased, tne Senate do now 
adjourn. . 

‘Fhe Senate thereupon adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 15, 1845. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. i 

The SPEAKER, by general consent, laid ke- 
fore the House the following Executive communi- 
cations: 

J. From the Secretary of War, accompanied by 
a statement of the expenditure of the moneys ap- | 
propriated to defray the contingent expenses of the | 
‘War Department and of the various bureaus and | 
offices attached to that department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1845. Referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Expenditures in the War Department, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

H. From the Secretary of War, transmitting the 
report of the Commissioners appointed under a 
joint resolution of Congress of the 3d March, 1845, 


test the merits of Putnam’s ploughing and dredging | 
machine for the removal of obstructions to the | 
navigation of rivers, bays, harbors, &c. Referred | 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

HI. From the Secretary of War, accompanied 
with a report of the survey of the harbor at Cape | 
Porpoise, in the State of Maine. Referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IV. From the Secretary of War, accompanied 
y a report in relation to certain militia claims of 
State of Alabama. Referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

The SPEAKER also presented certain testi- 
mony in the case of the contested election of Jonn 
Rong; one of the members of this House from the 
State of New Jersey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Elections. 


| 
| 


order of business was the call of the States for 
petitions and memorials. 

Mr. BOWLIN, in order to accommodate what 
he thought might be the goneral feeling of the 
House, moved that the rules. be suspended for one 
hour, forthe introduction of bills, of which no- 
tices had heretofore been given, and to enable 
members to give notice of such bills as they might 
hereafter wish to introduce—tlimiting the suspen- 
sion to. such. matters as would not give rise to de- 
bate. ` f 

Mr. McCONNELL, with a view of going into 
the election of Chaplain, moved that the motion of 
Mr. Bowxin be laid on the table. 

Which motion was rejected. es 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules; and two-thirds not voting in 
the affirmative, it was decided in the negative. So 
the rules were not suspended, i 

Mr. MILTON BROWN asked leave to intro- 
duce a memorial. 

Mr. McCONNELL objected. 

The House then passed to the regular order of 
business. 


TEXAS. 


The. resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Connecticut, against the admission of Texas asa 
State into the Union, heretofore presented by Mr. 
Joun A. Rocxwe 1, and laid over under the rules 
for debate, coming up in their order, 

Mr. ROCK WELL moved that they be referred 
to the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that they be printed. 

The resolutions having, on the call of several 
members, been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. ROCKWELL spoke in support of his mo- 
tion. He expressed his regret on finding himself, 
as he apprehended, imperatively called on to ad~ 
dress the House; for it was not his intention or 
desire to intrude himself upon its attention at any 
time, unless compelled by a sense of duty. ‘Phe , 
course, however, which had been pursued in that 
Fouse in regard to resolutions of a sovereign 
State, with the presentation of which he had had 
the honor to be charged, rendered it indispensable 
that he should say something on the subject. He 
was told by experienced members of the House 
that the course to which he had alluded was 
wholly new and unprecedented; it was entirely 
against all the usual courtesy which bad ever pre- 
vailed here to refuse to permit the resolutions of 
one-of the States of the Union to be printed. This 
was the first time within the knowledge of gentle- 
men around him that such an ordinary courtesy 


| had been refused. And it was the more remark-, 
| able, inasmuch as, on the same day these resolu- 


tions had been presented by him and the House 
refused to order them to be printed, other resolu- 
tions from other State Legislatures had received such 
order without objection being made from any quar- 
ter. And, indeed, he had himself presented two 
other sets of resolutions from legislative bodies, 
and nobody made any opposition to the printing, 
unless it might have been some slight demur in 
relation to printing those from the Legislature of 
Rhode Island. 

Why was this marked exception made? Was 
there anything disrespectful im the wording of 
these resolutions, that they were deemed unworthy 
of that mark of common respect which was al- 
ways rendered to the public acts of one of the 
States of the Union? Could it be owing to any- 
thing in the matter ôf the resolutions? "This could 
not be the reason; for they treated not of any ab- 
stract question, but of a matter pending before 
this body, and by its order madqthe order of the 
Gay for Tuesday next. Yet the House refused 
either to print the resolutions or to refer them to 
that Committee of the Whole to whom the very 
subject on which these resolutions treated had. 
been committed. Under circumstances of so pecu- 
iar a character, the refusal of the House could 
not but appear very extraordinary; and, so situa- 
ted, Mr. R. could not bring himself to do, what 
at first he had designed doing, viz: to give a silent 
vote in support of the motion he had made. 

That the subject to which the resolutions had 
reference was one of great public importance all 
were agreed, however they might differ as to the 
propriety of the admission of Tcxas, or the details 
of that proceeding. Mr. R. should not now at- 
tempt to go into that subject: it respected the ad- 


The SPEAKER announced that the regular li dition of a large territory, and a foreign territory, 
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eision of the entire Congress of the United States. 
By itself alone the measure never could have pass- 
ed; it wás only by adding to it something more 
palatable in one branch of the legislature that it 
had ever been effected. Certainly the question in 
itself was a grave one; and it was a question pend- 
ing in regard to which there might and must arisé 
niany very serious constitutional considerations. 
in the resolutions adopted by Congress at its last 
session, as conditions precedent to the admission of 
'Fexas into the Union, had been one in regard to 
slavery, by which it had been stipulated that States 
to be hereafter formed out of the Texian territory 
to the south of 36° 30’ north, might tolerate slavery 
within their bounds or not, as a majority of their 
inhabitants might prefer; but that. in all States to 
he constituted lying to the north of that line slavery 
should be forever prohibited. Now, in open vio- 
lation if not of the letter, certainly of the spirit, of 
that stipulation on our part, it was found that in 
the eighth section of the constitution which had 
since been ratified by the people of Texas, pro- 
visions were inserted which prevented emancipa- 
tion of slaves without full remuneration to their | 
owners, and admitted emigrants bringing slaves 
with them, and this throughout, all Texas without 
distinction. As applied to that portion of her ter- 
ritory north of the dividing line of 36° 30’, this was 
a plain and palpable violation of our stipulation as 
to her admission. The resolution on our part had 
been adopted as a matter of compromise; but here 
was a constitution, adopted for the whole territory, 
which rendered its provisions nugatory, and a 
compliance with them impossible. 

Then there was another objectionable feature in 
regard to boundary. No provision was made for 
any census or enumeration ofany kind of the popu- ; 
lation of Texas; and yet it was provided that two 
representatives on her behalf should be admitted 
into this House. Why was this? It was notin 
conformity with what had been agreed upon at 
the last session: such a provision had indeed been 
proposed, but after debate had been rejected. It 
had never before been granted to a new State, with- 
out any census, that she should have two represen- 
tatives on that floor. From all these circumstances, 
on which he could but glance for a moment, it must 
be obvious to all that the subject to which the re- 
solutions of his State had reference was one of great 
importance, and it was a matter’ pending and soon 
to be acted on. 


t 
Could there be anything in the form of the reso- || 


lutions which subjected them to direspectful treat- 
ment? They did declare that power to admit a | 
foreign State had not been delegated to Congress | 
by the Constitution. Well, and was it not a very 
serious question whether such power had been 
granted? Was this a subject of which it was im- 
proper for a soverzign State to speak to that House? 
And if she ventured to intimate a doubt as to the 
existence of such a power, must her resolutions be 
denied the ordinary courtesy of being ordered to | 
be printed? 

As to the second resolution, which related to the 
admission of Texas, with the avowed design of 
thereby strengthening the interests of slavery, he 
believed it to be a true and just expression of the 
opinion of the people of his State.” They consid- 
ered themselves—though they were not disposed 
to make any disorderly or factious opposition to 
the measure—as injured in their rights by such a | 
proceeding. They cherished no hostility to any 
portion of this Union, nor to the people of the 
Southern and the slaveholding States; very far 
from it. J 
terfere; it was not their business. They meant to 
mises of the Constitution. They would stand up 
to that instrument in all its parts, both in the spirit 
and theletter. With a very few exceptions, among 
those who were usually denominated ‘ the Liberty 
party,” (and. who were the political allies of the 
dominant party here, not of their opponents,) the 
people of Connecticut. were (as he said) ready to 
abide by the compromises of the Constitution. 
Notwithstanding, there did exist among them, 
everywhere, the opinion that in the proceedings in 


|| regard to the feelings of the North had’ not beer : 
exhibited; and that in respect to the-right. of. pe- j 


: tition, a new issue and a wrong issue had: be 
| duced by the course of things 


been rescinded, but he was sorry to. perceive, since 
he had taken a seat Here; that the same course, in 
effect, was still pursued. 


not less reprehensible, he had, 
athy with them; he was not 
Many of them, he doubted not, acted under the 
best intentions, and were themselves highly. re- 
spectable; but no man abominated their public 
course in this matter more than he did. That was 
a feeling which strongly prevailed -at the North: 
| they were for the Constitution as it stood: they 
meant to abide by it: yet they could not repress 
the feeling that they had sustained serious injury. 
by this measure of ‘annexation; and they felt this 
the more deeply because the measure had in fact 
been brought about by the agency of professed 
friends of liberty. ‘They regarded the evil as enor- 
| mous, injurious to the country at large, and likely 
to prove most of all injurious, in the end, to the 
very parties now most actively engaged in bring- 
ing it to pass. The injury was deep: it was im- 
medicabile vulnus; a wound that would prove very 
difficult to heal. aoe 
Mr. R. said it seemed to him that in reference 
to.a subject of this kind, it would be better for all 


pesanaliy, no sym- 


be adopted, and not a violent and coercive one. 
Sucha course could do no good, but would certainly 
be productive of much harm. Why should not the 
resolutions be referred as proposed? Gentlemen 
might be assured: that though the people of the 
North might be reasoned with, they were not tobe 
| driven; and whoever should undertake to try, knew 
not what he was doing. The course adopted in 
respect to. these State resolutions was the more ob- 
jectionable “as having been utterly unprovoked. 
he people of Connecticut had given no excuse 
for the adoption cf such a course toward them; it 
was a mere “ superfluity of naughtiness.” It was 
a grievous mistake of gentlemen’s true interest and 
policy; they ought not to seek to introduce. exas- 
peration in reference to this matter; it was bad 
policy. On the whole, he hoped that a milder 
t and more prudent line of conduct would prevail, 
and that the motion to print would not be refused. 
Mr. BOYD said, in reply, that the gentleman 
from Connecticut was mistaken if he supposed it 
had been Mr. B.’s object, or that.of anybody clse, 
to treat the State of Connecticut, her Legislature, 
| or their acts, with the slightest degree of indignity, 
| or to give these resolutions the go-by. Nothing 
was further from his intentions. When they were 
| introduced by the gentleman, Mr. B. had moved 
to lay them on the table; but he had no manner 
of objection to their being printed. When he 
learned that they were not the resolutions of the 
gentleman himself, but of his State, he had with- 
drawn his. objections. to the printing. He knew 
nothing of the history of the resolutions; ‘but he 
| had seen no disposition in the House to refuse the 
printing of them. Possibly there might have been 
objectionable matter in the resolutions; but of that 
| he knew nothing. Hie thought, however, in re- 
| gard to all resolutions respecting the annexation of 
Texas, the true course was to lay them all upon 
the table. Under existing circunistances, he 


| itself had been laid there, and the resolutions in 
regard to it should follow suit. Tt might be very 
proper, however, to print these resolutions, and“to 
that he should have, for one, no manner of ob- 
jection. 

Mr. B. concluded by moving that the resolu- 


r £ ; far i| tions in question be laid on the table, and printed; 
They did not deem it their duty to in- | 


which motion prevailing, they were laid on the 


1 ir |; table accordingly, and ordered to be printed. 
abide by all the provisions and all the compro- || 


PETITIONS. 


enable him to move for leave to introduce a bill-to 

provide for a Territorial Government in Oregon. 

| Mr. BRODHEAD wished to make the suspen- 

| sion general 
Mr. JOS 

regular order of business was pursued, there would 

be time enough for every member to introduce any 


relation to Texas a due degree of courtesy and || matter he might wish to present to the House. 


en pro: 
adopted here. True, |} 
the rule of the House bearing on that subject-had |]. 


ere -by their votes. . 


concerned that a mild and moderate course should || 


thought that was their proper place. The subject | 


Mr. BOWLIN moved to suspend the rules pre- | 
i| scribing the regular order of business, in order- to; 


EPH R. INGERSOLL. said, if the | 


Yet.as to those who, if 
under this mistaken issue, had fallen intoa course |) 


i 


ji 


| LIN: 
| HOUSTON, and McCONNELL. 


|i of the motion to lay on the table. 


“From Missourt—By Messrs- RE 


From Illinoisg—By Mr. McGLERNAND. 

From Indiane—By Mr. PET TIT 

From Louisiano—By Mr. MORSE. a 

From Ohio—By “Messrs. McDOWELL, 
VANCE, FRIES; ST. JOHN, GIDDINGS, 
SCHENCK, and DELANO. f i 

From Tennessee—By Messrs. BROWN, CUL- 


LOM, and LOCKE, 7.0 i aaa 
From Kentucky—By Messrs. BOYD, McHEN- 

RY, and GRIDER. DE A 
From South Carolina—By Mr. HOLMES. 
From North Carotina—By Mr. DANTEL: 
From Virginia—By Messrs i N 

BROWN, JOHNSON, and HUBARD. coco eoi 
From Marylend-—By Messrs. CHAPMAN and 


GILES... ee ee 
From Pennsyleania—By Messrs. LEIB, FOS- 


TER, DARRAGH, BRODHEAD, THOMP- 


From. Alabama—By Messrs. Cl 


Messrs. PENDLETON. 


> 


|| SON, CAMPBELL, and STROHM. 


From New Jérsey—By Mr. EDSALL. f 
Erom New York—By Messrs. HUNT, BEN- < 
TON, ELLSWORTH, DE MOTT, STRONG, 
RATHBUN, WHITE, SMITH, HUNGER- 
FORD, CULVER, HOLMES, WOOD 
and WOODWORTH... o o0 n 
From Vermoni—By Mr. MARSH. 
From Connecticut —By Messes. Ri 
DIXON, and SMITH. - cee: ees ate 
From Muassachusetts—By Messrs. WINTHROP, 
ASHMUN, THOMPSON, KING, ABBOTT, 
and ADAMS. E eee 
Amongst the petitions, dc. 
the following received th 
House: pene EEO) 


j NATURALIZATION : 
Mr. WINTHROP presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, proposing : 
amendments to the naturalization laws of the 
ted States. a : we 3 
Mr. LEVIN moved the reference to aselect eom- 
mittee. fo EE pet he iid Scie 
My. WINTHROP. was understood to:concur in 
the motion ; and toremark that he was only prevent- 


| ed frow proposing the same reference by his having 


no desire to be placed at the head 
in case one were raised. - : 
- Mr. McCONNELL moved to lay the petition 
on the table. © . nae ; 


of the cominiittee, 


| Mr. BRODHEAD, Does.not a motion to refer 


the petition to the Committee.dn the Judiciary take 
precedence? i l 
The SPEAKER. It would not take precedence 


Mr. BRODHEAD appealed to the gentleman 


Mr. McCONNELL,. yielding: to 

withdrew. his motlone ye Aoa SS AE E ABs 
Mr. BRODHEAD moved to refer the resolution 

to. the Committee on thé Judicia 


This motion. to refer to the Committee on the 


i Judiciary, taking precedence; was propouided; 


when ; 
Mr. LEVIN giving notice of a wish to debate 


| the resolutions, they were laid over under the rule, 


ADMISSION OF TEXAS. 

Among the presentations to-day we notice th 
following: 

By Mr. J. Q. ADAMS: Sundry resolutions: 
the General Assembly of the State of Mass 
setts, against the admission of Texas intoi 
as a slaveholding State; and he moved 
read. Be 

‘The resolutions having been rea 

Mr. ADAMS moved that they be rere 
select committee, and printed: 3 


28 


nays on the 


Mr. JOHNSON; of: Tennessee, then sent to the | 

Clerk's table, with a request that it be read; a small 
‘slip-of printed “paper, which, by general consent, 
was read, as follows: y 

t We noticed, the other day, that we had in our 
“possession a: Boston paper,- called. the * Evening 
epost? dated “May. 4th, 1741,’ nearly one him- 
“dred and five years old.. Itig'a curiosity. The 
< pages are about: eight inches by twelve, and two 
‘dolumns to a page. The typography is good. 
£ Among. the items of news contained-in this num- 
“ber of the Evening Post is the first annunciation, 
“in this country, of the military demonstration of | 
* Frederick the Great upon Silesia, which led to the 
“important and sanguinary wars in which that 
‘prince was so long engaged. Among others, we 
‘notice the following advertisements : 

“ To be sold, a likely negro girl, about fourteen 
“years old. Inquire of Mr. Bennett, in Beacon 
* street. ` 

‘© Boston, May Ath, 1741.” 


“Any person who has a good: negro cooper, 
* that can Pe well recommended, to be disposed of, 
* máy hear of a purchaser and a good price by in- | 
* quiring of the printer, ` 

< Boston, May 4th, 1741.” 

“Ran away from hismaster, Captain Benjamin 
Kent, of “Boston, mariner, the 12th instant, 
‘(April,) an English servant lad, named Thomas 
*Jannerkins, about 17 or 18 years old, of middle 
“stature, and of pale complexion. 
* when he went away, a garlic shirt, a suit of dark- 
‘blue clothes, a pair of light-blue worsted stock- 
‘ings, a pair of single-soled shoes, a brownish- 
“colored wig, and a beaver hat about half wore. 
* Whoever shall take up said servant, and bring 
“him to his master again, living in Bromfield 
* Lane, shall have four pounds reward and neces- 
‘sary charges.” 

So it seems that slavery in Boston, in those days, 
was not confined to the negroes. 


Mr. McCONNELL moved a call of the House, |; 


hut subsequently withdrew it, and moved an ad- 
journment; which was negatived. 

After some conversation, the question was put 
by yeas and nays, on the motion that the resolu- 
tions do he on the table, arid decided as follows: 

YHAS—Measrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bar- 
ringer, J. A. Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
Wm. G. Brown, Cathcart, J. G. Chapman, R. 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cocke, Gollin, Cro- 
zier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, 
Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Foster; Gentry, Goodyear, Graham, Haralson, 
Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, John W. Houston, G. 
S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, C. J. 

“Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, Thomas Butler King, Leake, 
Leib, Lampkin, McClean, McConnell, McHenry, 
Barclay, Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Nor- 
tis; Owen, Parish, Pendleton, Perrill, Price, Reid, 
Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, A. D. Sims, Leo- 
nard H. Simms, Sivipson, Thomas Smith, Stan- 
ton, Stephens, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Tib- 
batts, Toomhs, Treadway, Trumbo, Wentworth, 
Wick, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, 
Young, Yost—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Arnold, Ashmun, Benton, Blanchard, Buffington, 
‘William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Culver, Delano, Dixon, Edsall, 
Ellsworth, Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Gordon, Gri- 
der, Hampton, Herrick, E. B. Holmes, Samuel 
D: Hubbard,. Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, J gn- 
kins, Daniel P. King, P. King, Lewis, McGaughey, | 


He had on, |: = f 5 r 
? ji in question, respecting citizens of Massachusetts 


Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Niven, Pollock, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Strom, Benjamin Thompson, 
Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wood, Wood- 
ruff—67. aoe 

So the resolutions were laid on the table. 

By a separate vote, they. were ordered to be 
printed. | 


OREGON: | 
w On motión of Mr. DOUGLASS, the memorial 
of the people of Oregon, signed ‘by the President, į 


$ 


Vice Presidents, and Secretaries, presented by Mr- 
CHARLES J. INGERSOLL early in the present session, 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 


; CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. PETTIT presented the petition of Joel 
Brown, and 499 others, citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying that no money may hereafter be paid out 
of the leasury of the United States to any Chap- 
lain. He moved its reference to the Judiciary 
Committee; but, on motion, it was laid upon the 
table. « 

MASSACHUSETTS VS. SOUTH CAROLINA AND 
LOUISIANA. 


Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS presented resolutions 


of the General Assembly of the State of Massa- |: 


chusetts, in relation to certain acts and proceed- 
ings of the States of South Carolina and Louis- 
iana, whereby the liberty and the rights of certain 
citizens of that State have been violated, and ask- 
ing the interposition of the Government of the 
United States to correct the wrongs complained of 
in the resolutions. Mr. A. moved that they be 
referred to a select committee, to be composed of 
a member from each State, and that they be 
printed. 

Mr. ADAMS observed, that if this motion was 
objected to, he would ask the House to appoint 
a day to debate the question whether the resolu- 
tions shall be referred or not. f 

The complaint of the resolutions was this: that, 
as the laws of the United States now stand, they 
did not give protection to the rights of the citizens 
of Massachusetts within the limits of other States; 
for it was to be observed that in the controversy 


injuriously treated within the two States men- 
tioned, those States had refused to let the existing 
laws of the United States have their operation, by 
refusing to submit the question in dispute to the 
Federal Courts. Hence the necessity for further 
legislation to secure the object sought after. 

Objection being interposed to the motion made 
by Mr. Anas, 

The SPEAKER said that the resolutions would 
go over under the rule, to be taken up the next 
petition day, (to-morrow.) 

Mr. BURT inquired if a motion to lie on the 
table would now be in order. 

The SPEAKER answered that itwould. 

Mr. BURT then moved that the resolutions lie 
on the table. The motion was decided by yeas 
and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bedinger, Riggs, James A. Black, Bow- 


lin, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, | 


Burt, Cathcart, J. G. Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cocke, Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, G. Davis, Jeffer- 
son Davis, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Faran, 
Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Gentry, Giles, Graham, 
Haralson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, 


G. S. Houston, BE. W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles |! 


J. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, J oseph Johnson, 


| Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, Thomas Butler 
King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Ligon, Lumpkin, 


Maclay, McClean, McConnell, McCrate, McDow- 
ell, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morse, Moul- 
ton, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Price, Reid, 
Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, A. D. Sims, Leonard H. 
Simnis, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thompson, 


| Tibbatts, Toombs, Treadway, 'Trumbo, Went- || 


worth, Wick, Yancey, Yell, Young, and Yost 
—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, An- 


| derson, Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Benton, William 


W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Chipman, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Culver, De Mott, Dixon, Dun- 
lap, Ellsworth, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Gri- 
der, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, 
Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. 
King, Preston King, Lewis, Levin, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Niven, Pollock, 
Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 


Root, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Tru- 


man Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stew 


art, Strohm, Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, Til- 
den, Vance, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wood, | 


and W oodruff—68. 
And so the resolutions of the State of Massa- 


| chursetta were laid on the table. They were then 
ordered to-be printed. 


|i- "Phe call fer petitions having been concluded— 


The next order of business was announced, viz: 
The Gilling of the Standing Committees in order 
| for reports. ; M 

| . Several of the. committees having been called, 
| and no reports being made— , 

| Mr. MORSE, remarking that-he presumed none 
of the committees had so. matured their business 
| as to be ready to report, moved thatthe House ad- 
| journ. . 

| This motion having been agreed to—ayes 88, 
| noes 13— . 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

| The following Petitions, &c., presented this day, 
| under the rule, were specially brought to the notice 
: of the Reporter: 

| By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of Frederick Waggoner 
| and $2 other citizens of Big Spring township, Seneca town- 
ship, Seneca county, Ohio, asking permission to change 
location of school land: referred to the Committee on Pub- 
| lic Lands. 

By Mr. BOYD: The papers of Mrs. Sarah Gray, asking a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ASAMUN: Of Epaphras Hoyt and 217 citizens of 
Deerfield, Massachusetts. 

Of Susan Willard and 180 other women of Decrfield; of 
Solomon Graves and 67 others of Hatfield, Massachusetts. 

Of Mary C. Paige and 141 other women of Brimfield, 
Massachusetts. 

Of Lois Dickinson and 48 other women of Hatficld, Mas- 
sachusetts. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: The petition of Samuel P, Cooper 
| and 113 others, citizens of Croydon, New Hampshire. 

By Mr. JULIUS ROCKWELL: Of A. Dickinson and 194 
i other women of Williamsburg, Hampshire county, Mass. 
Of Prescott Willams and 204 others, citizens of Willians- 
| burg, Hampshire county, Mass. 

Ore, K. Coggin and’ 71 other women of West Hampton, 
Hampshire county, Mass. 

Of D. Coggin and 68 others, citizens of West Hampton, 
Hampshire county, Mass, 

Of John Smith and 114 others, citizens of Muddlefield, 
Hampshire county, Mass. ; 

Of 80 legal voters and 87 ladies of Buckland, Mass. 

Of 117 legal voters of Ashfield, Mass. 

Of Reuben Sinith and 25 others, citizens of Becket, Berk- 
shire county, Mass. 

Of 104 inhabitants of Lee, Berkshire county, Muss, 

Of 88 Jegal voters of Great Barrington, Mass. 
| _ Of 63 inhabitants of Penn, and 17 inhabitants of Florida, 
| Berkshire county, Mass. 
| Of 125 inhabitants of Leverett, and 42 inhabitants of Wen- 
| dell, Franklin county, Mass. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: Of Abram Allen and 174 citizens of 
Clinton county, Ohio. 

Of A. M. Brukus and 308 citizens of Tannersville; New 
York. 

Of John G. McCullough and 47 citizens of Harrison coun- 
ty, Ohio. 

‘Of George Thomas and 53 citizens of Winfield, Herkimer 
county, New York. 

Of William Crowell and, 25 citizens of Geneva, Ohio, 
against adinitting to a seat as a member of the House of 
Representatives any man who has not been seven years a 
resident of the Unfted States. 

OfN. M. Chappel and 58 citizens of Medina, Ohio, to the 
same effect. 

Of J. C. Ray and 20 citizens of New Bedford, Massachu- 
| setts, praying Cougress to refund the fine imposed on Cap- 
| tain Walker in Florida, and a compensation for the time he 
|} was detained in prison. 

Of Lucretius Bissel and 25 citizens of Ashtabula county, 
Ohio, setting forth their belief that the annexation of Texas 
| as a slave State would be a gross outrage upon their rights, 
and remonstrating against it, and praying the representa- 
tives of the free States, in case of its‘admission, to withdraw 
| from Congress and call a convention of the free States to 
form a constitution which shall admit no slave State. 

By Mr. DE MOTT: A remonstrance ‘of 319 citizens of 
the town of Galen, New York. 

By Mr. P. KING: The remonstrance and protest of Lyn- 
don King, of Lowville, Lewis county, New York. 

By Mr. VANCE: A protest by the citizens of Mt. Cham- 
bersburg, Champaign county, Ohio. Also, a protest by the 
ens of Logan county, same State. 

By Mr. B. THOMPSON: The remonstrances of Timothy 
Vinten and 395 other inhabitants of Pepperell, Massachu- 
setts; and of Arad H. Wood and 35 other inhabitants of the 
same State. 

By Mr. WHEATON: The remonstrance of John C. Hitch- 
ae and 14 other citizens of Otisco, Onondaga county, New 

fork. 

By Mr. S. D. HUBBARD: The remonstrance of George 
Bartlett and 41 other inhabitants of the State of Connecti- 
| cut. ý 
| By Mr. W.. HUNT: The petition of James C. Hale and 
Maria C. Irving, children of Mordecai Hale, a surgeon’s 
mate in the Revolution, praying commutation. 

On motion of Mr. P. KING, the papers of John Davidson 
i were referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. STROHM: The petition of Benjamin Kent and 
9 other inhabitants of the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. © 
| Also, the memorial of ‘Thomas Moore and 39 others, citi- 
i| Zens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the admission 
i: of Texas into the Union as a slave State. 

' Also, the petition of Thomas Moore aad 31 others, inbabit, 
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t 
ants of the same State, praying for an alteration of the Con- i| c 
stitution of the United States. S7 Ka 

By Mr. L. MARTIN, of Wisconsin: The petition of H. i| 
S. Bird and 93 others, for the improvement of the Fox and |; 
Wisconsin rivers: referred to the Committee on Roads and ji tł 
Canals. The petition of William Biake for a:p i 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘Tie peti 
of Landon Carter for a pension: referred to the Commitice 
on Revolutionary Pensions, ‘he petition of Susan Gratiot | 
for allowance of claim: referred to the Committee of Claims. H 
‘The remonstrance of VW. Potts and Mary Potts, aid 75 otter | 
persons, citizens of White Water, Walworth county, Wis- | 
consi; against. the admission of Texas as a State. Tbe 
petition and papers of Thomas 8. Franks, of Wisconsin, 
asking for compensation for property used by the United 
States: referred to the Committee of Claims. l 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Samuel Jordan, of | 
Milton, Pennsylvania, praying for a pension. , 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The memorial of 
the heirs of Robert Sewall, for commutation pay. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petitions of citizens of the State of i 
Missouri, praying the removal of the laud office at Jacks 
in that State, to some more central. pointin the district; ai 
asking that tee petitions and remonstrances heretofore py 
sented om this subject, on file in the Clerk’s office, be with- |, 
. drawn, and, together with the petitions now presented, be : 

referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 
By Mr. VANCE: The petition and papers of Simonton 
Bufinbargen, asking compensation for a traet of land pur- 
chased of the United States, and from which he was dispos- 
sessed by an adverse claimant. f 
By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Jesse Campbell, |! 
aying for a pension for a disability incurred while in che 
service of the United States during the late war with Great i 
Britain. 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition ‘of the heirs of Colonel 
Francis Vigo. 

Also, the petition of Andrew and John Moddrell, praying 
for a pension. : 

By Mr. PETTIT: The petition of Francis Strother, pray- 
ing the redemption of money paid to him by the Govern- 
ment, for services in the revolutionary war; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Claims. i 
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IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 16, 1845. 


Mr. ALLEN gave notice that he should to-mor- |i 
row ask leave to. introduce a joint resolution, advis- | 
. . ki r, + . 
ing the President of the United States to give im- 
mediate notice to the Government of Great Britain 
of the termination of the joint occupancy of the | 
Oregon ‘Territory. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
etition of Caleb Green, late clerk of the United 
tates district court for the district of Louisiana, | 

praying the. passage of an act to refund to him an | 
amount of office rent paid by him for the accom- 
modation of the records of his office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPEIGHT, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill pro- 
viding for the appropriation of alternate sections | 
of the public lands for the improvement of Pearl | 
river; which was read a first and second time, and | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of the 
Philadelphia Board “of Trade, praying an appro- 
priaiion for a survey of the Ohio river, with a 
view to its improvement by means of slack-water 
navigation; which was referred to the Commitiee 
on Roads and Canals. | 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial of citizens of | 
Western Pennsylvania and Ohio, praying the con- | 
struction of a steamboat canal around the Fails of | 
St. Mary’s; which was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. C. further presented the petition of William 
W. Hubbell, of Philadelphia, asking an appro- 
priation for the purpose of defraying the expenses | 
of proposed experimental trials of an explosive i! 
concussion shell, to be used for military purposes, || 
invented by him; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of 
Mary Reeside, praying the payment of a sum of 
money found to be due her late husband, James 
Reeside, by the verdict of a jury in a suit institu- | 
ted against him by the United States; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Claims. | 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial from | 
the State Legislature of Temiessee, asking the re- | 
linguishment to that State of certain lands lying | t 
south and west of the congressional reservation | 
line, and a grant of land to the West Tennessee l! 
college at Jackson, in said State, for the purposes 
of education; which was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. J. also, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
John A. Russell, heir of William Russell, de- | 
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in the survey of the coast 


‘ fo 


| following resolution 
i over: 


Hi be 


eased; which was- read .a. first and-second. time; | 


nd referred to the Committee on Claims, 


Mr. DEX presented a memorial of the pilots.of | 
he port of New York, praying the repeal or mod- | 
| ification of the act of March 2d, 1837, concerning 


ilots; which was ordered to be printed .and-refer- 


red to the Commitiee on Commierce.: : 


Mr. ATHERTON gave notice of his intention 


to ask leave of the Senate to introduce a bill pro- 
viding for the settlement of the claims of New 


iampshire against the United States. 


Mr. MILLER offered the following resolation; || 
which, under the rule, lies over: 


Resolved, That the-Committee on Commerce be 


| instructed to inquire into. the expediency of estab- 


shing a port of entry at Jersey city, in-the State 


| of New Jersey. 


Mr. UPHAM presented a remonstrance of citi- 
p 


zens of Vermont, against the admission of Texas 
to the Union as a slave State; which was laid | 


n the table. 

n BARROW presented the memorial of Vil- 
cuve Le Blanc, praying the confirmation of his 

tie to a tract of land “in the State of Louisiana; 

zhich was referred to the Committee on Private 

i Claims. 

~ DIX presented a protest from the citizens 


f Wilna, Jefferson county, New. York, agoinst 


ne admission of Texas into the Union with a con- | 
stitution tolerating slavery; which was laid on the 
table, 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a similar re- 


| monstrance from citizens of Connecticut; which 


Iso was laid on the table. 

Mr. LEVY called up the following resolution, 
fered by him on the i0th instant: f 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be.required 


to transmit to this body a copy of the map of Flor- 
ida, recently prepared in the Bureau of Topograph- 
ical Engineers. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a mes- 
age from the President of the United States, trans- 
nitling a report from the Secretary of State, con- 


taining the information called for by the resolution 


f the Senate of the 8th of January last, in relation 


| to the claim of the owners of’, the brig General 
Armstrong against the Government of Portugal. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 


message was ordered to be printed, and referred 
i to the Committee on Foreign Relgtions. 
| 


The PRESIDENT also laid Before the Senate 
proposal from F. Jefferson & Co., io do the 
rinting of said Senate, at an average reduction of 
3 per cent.; which was laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT also presented a report of 


the Secretary of the Treasury, accompanied bya 


eport of the Superintendent ‘of the coast survey, 
howing the progress made during 
5 of the United States. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that this report was 


a very important, interesting, and useful docu: | 
ment, and much ‘sought after; and 
moved that 250 copies 
the office of the Superintendent of the coast sur- 
vey. 


e >. therefore, 
be printed for the.use.of 


Mr. DAVIS suggested, as a modification of the 


motion, that a further 250 copies. of the report. be 
printed for the use of the Senate; which modifica- 
| tion was accepted by My. TH., and the motion was 
|| agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of sixty- | 


w steamboat captains, navigating the western 


rivers, praying the construction of a canal around 
| the falls of the Ohio river; which was referred. to 
|; the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. BREESE submiited the following resolu- 


tion; which, under the rule, lies over: 


Resolved, That the remaining copies of Brevet 


Captain Fremont’s reports of his expeditions to 
the Rocky mountains, and Territory 
and heretofore ordered, with the maps 
f ings, to be printed for the use of th 
al 
of the Secretary of the 


of Oregon, 
and engrav- 
e Senate, be 
under the direction 
Senate; proposals therefor 
m two newspapers of. gen- 


ound in good muslin binding, 


o be advertised by him 


|, eral circulation, and the price thereof. not to ex- 


eed fifty cents per copy. 
Mir. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted. the 
3 which, under the rule, lies 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of in- 


creasing the compensation of the United States | 


the past year | 


district attorney 
consequence of the duties im 
an act-entided An: 

< ment of land claims with 


© Arkansas, and 
tf 


i agt to repealan 3 rips of. 
|+ the district court- of. the: ithin the 
zi apr 


| 
' 
i 
| 


Private Land Claims. 
NATIONAL DEFENCE. ~ 


- The Senate then proceeded to the considération 
j of the resolutions. submitted by Mr. Cass, being’ 
| the unfinished business of yesterday. ` 

| Mr. NILES expressed his disinclination to- pro- 
long the debate on these resolutions to’any great 
j extent.. His mind was not without serious déubis 
las to the course which had been. pursued... He 
|| was unprepared for the wide rangewhich the dis- 
* cussion had taken... Instead of being confined to 

[the subject-matter of the resolutions, it had goné 
|| into the question at large of the dispute between 
! Great Britain and the United States... He was not 
i| prepared for any definite action on the subject at 
| this time. - It occurred to him that this precipitate 


| 
| 
| 


| debate might haves: from the hast} in 
which gentlemen had ‘expressed their ; mis, 
an unfevoraite. éffect.. If this measure did not 


wear .a war aspect, if had been so assumed on- the 
other side; and in both countries thé same: effect 
was likely to be produced.” These’ resolutions 
themselves were upon the table as. presenting a 
| mere subject of inquiry or instruction to their own 


committees; and he presumed 
have passed as a matter -of 
vation, were they not, fic 
| foreign relations, and fro: 
up ina desultory manner, so in 
with the great question of the 4 re could 
be no harm in adopting those resolutions, inde- 
pendently of their influence on this bod: held, 
therefore, mainly, that the sentimenis expressed | 
on this subject by his friends were right, but that 
the question should have ‘come up in some-other 
form; and he candidly admitted that, . taken in 
i connexion with the, debate, these resolutions did 
present somewhat a war aspect—covering, as they 
did, the whole ground of our national means of dè- 
|| fence, naval and military. When. viewed in con- 
nexion with the debate which fOllowed their pre- 
1; sentation, and the disposition, as it appeared. to 
him, on the other side, to make the impression that 
it was a preliminary step to put the tountry in an 
attitude of war, and that no other alternative was 
left, his friends were. placed in a position he was 
not willing to sanction. He should vote for the 
resolutions, although it was more in conformity 
with his views that they should not be presented 
in such a form; butyas they were introduced, he 
thought.a much worse consequence woul ult 
from voting against them., As the subject 
connected with our relations win ‘eats Britain, 
and had been debated, he would take the liberty of 
looking, for'a moment, at ‘the question... He did 
not, however, propose to #o into it at any length. 
The question now submitted to them wasi What 
| had Congress ‘to do with the controversy in its 
| present state? Was it our province to act? or wasit 
| more proper to leave in the hands of the President 
the negotiation which was in his charge? If heun- 
i derstood the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
| Mawava,}—who took oceasion, from his position, 
yery properly to profess the utmost confidence in 
ithe Executive in this matter 
|| dence, if he understood the S 
t he was wi 


Í 


| and that there was nothing for the Sene 


| 
| 


the 
President in the Message. Inste ‘the maiter 
being with the Exeeutive, and not with:them; he 
understood it as directly athe: reverse. It was Ba 
longer with the Execativ bet with therm. Great 
or small, the responsibility was with them, and 
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the greater responsibility: devolyed.on.them. - The 
+ President had made.a concession which had been 
erejected by the British Plenipotentiary, who; with- 
“out, submitting any hew proposition, suffered the 
negotiation; on. his part, to drop... The negotiation, 
< bad. heen brought to. a-close. 


“watherefore 


“heard no objection to the course of the Executive 


oohemaking t oncession: although some were of 
pinion: that-he had yielded too much: But, having 
-c¢onceded: so much, the negotiation: was at an end, 
- Gould. the: Executive do. more} Dig. entlemen 
wish to. make further concessions? Fle would not 

+  do-injustice. to. them by sucha supposition, He 
repeated, the question had. passed fromthe hands 
ofthe Executive to them, and they were now call- 
_-ed on to act in relation to'it. “And what ought to 
. be their action? That. was the great- question for 
them to consider. The President himself had re- 
commended certain things to be done in the present 
aspect of the controversy; and he took the recom- 
mendation—not. because the President had. advised 
them.to do certain things—not wholly for that rea- 
son, but because it appeared to him that the state of 
the controversy required that they should be done. 
Whether or not we were now pursuing the pro- 
per course, it was, in his opinion, now too late to 
adopt the suggestion made by a distinguished Sen- 
ator [Mr. Carnoux} not yet in his seat, to let the 
matter rest in a condition of “ masterly inactivity.” 
That time had gone by. -We are now called on 
by a.new. state of circumstances to act. The 
present aspect of the controversy forces action 
upon us, and’every one must-see that the time has 

< come, when ‘the quéstion. must be settled. Our 
eitizens-had gone to.settle the country of Oregon, 
and claimed: our. protection. Every man must 
therefore see that the time had come when the 
question must be settled. Great Rritain, as well į 


He had | 


measures looking to the possibility of an unfavor- 
able result. It wasan old, and had never ceased to 
bea wise maxim—* In peace prepare for war;’’ and 
he wished to see the country put in the best state 
| of defence. Great Britain was always prepared; 
she had in her’ possessions in. every. part of the 
world an. extensive navy arid strong armament, 
‘and: was always in a condition for war; but we 
|. were differently situated. If war should be inevit- 
able, however, it would-be great folly in us not to 
| prepare for the worst. He viewed these resolu- 
tions as preliminary to putting the country in a 
proper state to.meet the exigency of war, if we 
are required to meet it, And why not? It had 
| been said by the Senator from North Carolina that | 
he wished the matter to be left in the hands of the | 
Executive. It was no longer there. And as war 
may be the result, we should, with reasonable fore- į 
sight, prepare for the worst. ` But, for one, he not 
only hoped and desired peace, but believed that we 
should preserve it. He would go farther; for him- 
| self, he considered the question settled the moment 
either party renews the proposition of the 49th 
degree as the boundary line. He believed that 
this proposition would be renewed, not on our 
| part, but that Great Britain would offer it, when 
she found she could getno more, and that we were 
not to be frightened, bullied, or driven. He be- 
lieved that there woultl be a peaceful termination of 
the matter. The President had seen fit to renew a 
|| proposition formerly offered, as a basis of compro- 
mise, but it had been rejected; and now it was a 
|| reasonable course for Congress to take any means 
to put the country in a state of defence. 


|i would lose nothing, except a few dollars, by our 
preparations; but if not settled without war, we 


would be in a condition to defend ourselves, and 


H 
f 


as the United States, secmed to think that the time | 
had come for the question to be settled. The con- 
troversy had been brought to a point—broken off 
for the present. And now, what was to be done? 
-Should they recede? That they could not do. 
They must do something, for it had already been 
ascertained that the Executive could do nothing 
more; and it remained for Congress to act.. But | 
what should they do? It seemed to him that the 


duty: was plain—they must at least assert their || 


rights; and take such action as the position of the | 
controversy with regard io the territory required. | 
In-relation to Oregon, the. President had recom- 
mended. that.they should. hold on to-all the right | 
. they could, consistently with existing treaties, and | 
‘that they take steps to disembarrass themselves 
from all entanglements, and then assert our entire 
rights: over the territory. All they could do now, 
while these treaties exist, was to pursue the course 
recommended; and that was, to go at least as far 
as to assert our jurisdiction, as had been done by 
Great Britain. < That Government had extended 
their laws over their own subjects in the territory, 
and. had. virtually annexed it to Canada. Con- 
gress were, then, he thought, called on to do the 
same for our citizens, who were every day going 
there in large numbers; aud they demanded at our 
cshands protection. Couldrwe abandon them? No; 
they. were ‘citizens of the United States, and by re- 
moving. they did not forfeit their claim to our pro- 
tection.. : We must. either abandon our claims to | 
that territory, or take measures to protect them. ; 
One of these we must do. Congress was, called 
upon to do so, by extending over them our juris- 
diction. We can go thus far, and yet avoid any 
danger of war. The President also recommends 
another step: to.give the notice provided for in the 
- convention, and in this way terminate the joint 
. Oceupation—yes, the joint occupation. What 
‘could have been the object of this joint occupancy 
beyond that of a mere temporary provision? Could | 
it have been supposed that two separate jurisdic- 
tions ¿could be. sustained in the same country? 
Certainly not. Ht must have been a mere tempo- 
rary -provision, for the. purpose of preserving 
peace. among those who inhabited the territory. 
hat state of things had gone by. The country 
had now becorneé, or was rapidly becoming, settled | 


and civilized, and required “a different action; we | 


must now necessarily have the exclusive jurisdic- | 
tion. The President recommends that both par- | 
ties be restored to their original position. "This he 
was prepared for, but he.did not regard it as neces- || 
sarily leading to a rupture: :Notso. He regarded | 
it, on the contrary, as necessary to. preserve peace 
but he thought it mcumbent on us to adopt other | 


‘than had been supposed. 


be led to infer that we enter into the controversy 


j of the people were with her. 


avert disaster and defeat, and save the valuable 
lives of our people. "The course marked out in 
the resolutions, then, was so “ plain that a way- 
faring man, though a fool, need not err thercin.”” 
Much had been said about the display of patri- 
otism, and some had intimated that there had been 
a monopoly of it; but he thought such ideas ought 
to be excluded from the controversy, especially as 
Senators on the other side had admitted that every- 
thing consistent with justice and honor had been 
done by the Executive, and moderation and con- 
ciliation were required. He, for one, hoped, that 
on this question they would all act with a degree 
of unanimity. We wanted no professions of pa- 
triotism on this side of the chamber, or the other, 
but would judge of the patriotisin of all by their 
acts and their votes, and not by their professions. 
The Senator who introduced’ these resolutions, 
[Mr. Cass,] had said that the two parties in Eng- 
land were united. He believed it was no new 
thing in that country. He believed it had always 
been so;. but however much they were united on 
questions of foreign relations, and questions of 
territory or foreign possessions, he trusted that 
we also were one united people; and might we 
not hope that, on this question, we may exhibit 
a similar example of union? The Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Arcner] was pleased to remark, 
| yesterday, that he thought we could avoid war; 
| if not, if we were to have war, it would result from 
the proceedings of this chamber. He (Mr. Niues) 
was ata loss to know the precise views the Sena- 
tor had of the proceedings which had taken place. 
; Probabiy he alluded to a spirit—a war spirit—ap- 


| 
| 


fi 


measures which were called for by the occasion, 
would furnish provocation of war, and that we 
Should act in a manner so wanting in moderation 
and respect to Great Britain, that our own meas- 
ures would necessarily produce war. If this con- 
| struction was correct, he thought the Senator 
would find himself mistaken, as far as this branch 
of Congress was concerned. There was another 
view of the subject. 
were adopted, they would be sent out to the world 
; more boidly and fearlessly, and with, more ef 


ot, 
If anything they did 
would have a tendency to produce war, it would be 
the want ofunanimity in the assertion of our rights, 
: Hf, however, we apprehended war, we should adopt | 
measures to resist, with undivided counsels. If 
we preseat a divided front, our great opponent will 
i 
with one-half of the people againstus. She would | 
believe, as she did once before, that half the hearts 

If anything, then, | 


a i 
If the |: 
question at issue were scttled without war, we | 


prehended somewhere ; and that the adoption of | 


In whatever spirit measures | 


| 


war. 


| purpose of denouncing’ it. 


could lead to war, it would be the want of harmony 


among ourselves. If-we are divided by party tines, 


that must have the effect of weakening our efforts. 
He hoped this would not be the case. He would 
refrain from any appeal to his honorable friends on 
the other side, for he.was satisfied they understood 
the duty they owed to their country. . Deprecating 
‘war, as-they did, he hoped they would so act as 
to. ward off the danger. He did not wish to go to 
He. would say nothing about the ambi- 
tion and policy of the nation with whieh it was 
to be waged. Whatever. might be said on this 
subject should make no. difference here. We 
siood on our own rights, and pursued our own 
cours if dealing with a nation less powerful, 
ambitious, and grasping, we should insist on our 
rights; we should not diminish or relinquish our 
claims any sooner than if we were in negotiation 
with the most powerful nation onearth. Flowever 
powerful England is, we were called on to unite 
and to defend our own land. This was all that 
was asked—this was what we were capable of do- 
ing in this or any other controversy. If war should 
come—if we are to be engaged in a contest with 
Great Britain—we are descended from the same 
stock ; the same Anglo-Saxon blood courses through 
our veins; our arm is not yet enervated by a long 
possession of wealth, and a long course of luxu~ 
rious habits; and it may be our lot to make her 
realize the beautifal figure of the poet—* The ar- 
row which pierced the eagle’s heart was feathered 
from her own wing.” He hoped these resolutions 
would pass with unanimity. Senators would con- 
sider that the resolutions were here; and although 
the question might more properly come up in some 
other form, yet, if they rejected them, we would be 
committed to the world as dividing at the very 
outset, He hoped gentlemen would consider weil 
before they gave their votes. In conclusion, he 
would only express the hope that, in all the meas- 
ures which the emergency might call for, our con- 


| duct ought to show that, while we love peace, we 


fear not war. 4 
Mr. CRITTENDEN next addressed the Senate. 
He remarked that, in the resolutions themselves, he 


į perceived nothing objectionable, and he was quite 


ready to vote for appropriations which might be 
deemed necessary al auy time to place the coun- 
try in a state of complete defence, and to provide 
against the possible contingency of a war. The 
remarks, however, which were made by the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, the mover of these 
resolutions, gave to them a peculiar significance, a 


| peculiar degree of consequence and importance, 


under the circumstances in which they were placed. 
Those. remarks, in. fact, according to his under- 
standing, conveyed an assurance, and from a very 
high authority, too, that war might now be looked 
upon as almost inevitable; they were, as far as the 
honorable Senator could make them so,a declaration 
of war. Remarks of that character were calcula- 
ted deeply to affect the interests of the people, and 
seriously to disturb the business of the country. 
He felt assured, therefore, that the Senator had 
not made them unadvisedly and without proper 
deliberation. As for this Government receding 
from the propositions she had already made, the 
Senator had said that he mentioned it only for the 
Our position, then, 
was fixed; and, according to the Senator from 
Michigan, unless Great Britain thought proper to 
recede, there must be war. The Senator had asked, 
When did Great. Britain ever recede? But more 
than this: they were informed that the President, 
in his Message, had recommended that notice 
should be given of the termination of joint occu- 
pancy; and the Senator had proceeded to say that, 
if the notice were given, war would be inevitable. 
They were, indeed, then, according to the authority 
of the honorable Senator, standing on the very verge 
of war. Andif the whole Senate were of the same 
opinion, instead of adopting a resolution of inquiry 
which they were now called on to adopt, they 
would at once employ themselves in making ever 
effort at preparation, and putting on all their armor 
without any delay. 

Mr. CASS desired to explain, He did not say 
that war was inevitable, but that if England, at 
the expiration of the year, persisted in the prac- 
tical assertion of her ‘claim to the Territory of 
Oregon, it would lead toa war. He had stated 
yesterday, and he would repeat it now, that he 
believed England would persist in that claim. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Under these imposing 
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circumstances, we may well ask of the watchman, 
What of the night? hat are we todo? I take 
for granted that we shall give the notice of the ter- 
mination of the joint occupancy; and if we do, 
the Senator tells us there must be war! 

Mr. CASS. But I added, as I now do, if Eng- 
land persist, as I believe she will, in practically 
asserting her claim! i : i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then the Senator wishes 
to be understood as speaking qualifiedly. I would 
be very glad to hear any explanation from the 
honorable Senator by which public anxiety might 
be relieved. 

Mr. CASS said he could give no such explana- 
tion. His opinion, if the Senator desired to hear 
it, was, that we are almost on the verge of war; 
for he believed that England would persist in her 
claim. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said that these moment- 
ous announcements were calculated, he thought, 
to create very great apprehensions in the public. 
mind, particularly when coupled with other re- 
marks of the same nature, made by the honorable 
Senator. After, for instance, informing the Senate 
that England was not in the habit of receding 
from any pretension which she once sets up, 
though we cannot settle the differences in any 
other way, he yet repudiates the idea of arbitra- 
tion. Well, then, what was the conclusion at 
which the honorable Senator arrived? It was that 
war was inevitable. 

Mr. CASS observed that he did not wish to 
convey any other idea than that he very much 
feared war would ensue, because he believed that 
England would persist in her pretensions. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN now understood the Sen- 
ator to say that he believed England would persist 
in asserting her claim to the whole of the Oregon 
Territory. 

Mr. CASS. That is it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, after the speech 
of the Senator of yesterday, that is something of 


a retraction. 

Mr. CASS. Ido not retract a single word. I 
will repeat what I said. [Mr. C. here produced a 
copy of the report of his speech, as prepared by 
himself for the Union, and read the passage rè- 
ferred a 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Now I am totally ata 
loss. Does the gentleman mean that if we give 
the notice—and he thinks we ought to give it—war 
will necessarily follow? 

Mr. CASS. If, at the expiration of the year, 
England persists in her claim, I cannot say what 
she will do, but I believe she will persist. ji 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senator then ati 
length, instead of announcing an inevitable infer- | 
ence, makes his inference contingent upon the hap- | 
pening of other events—upon the concurrence of | 

_ other circumstances. His conclusion, to be com- 
plete, will require various other facts: such as that | 
Great Britain will, at the end of the year, take hos- | 
tile possession of the whole territory. Jt might 
be very fairly inferred that such a course on the 
part of Great Britain would lead to a war; and if | 
the Senator desired to make out a case somewhat |} 
stronger, let him suppose that Great Britain should 
land her forces and take possession of the city of | 
Charleston, or Norfoik, or Baltimore. In short, | 
the meaning of the Senator, after all, was, that war | 
would inevitably take placc, provided the grounds | 
for war were hereafter supplied. He had at first 
feared that the announcement made by the Senator | 
would have the effect to create a false alarm; and 
this effect he thought the more likely to be pro- | 
duced by reason of the high character and stand- 
ing of the Senator; not from his personal and pri- 
vate character and standing alone, but from the inti- 
mate and confidential relations which he was sup- 
posed to bear to the present Chief Magistrate of | 
the nation. It would be very naturally supposed | 
that declarations of so momentous a character 
would not be made without the knowledge of the 
sentiments entertained by the Administration. 


il worth—what is their diplomacy worth—if this be 


‘Taking all these considerations together, he was || 
somewhat under the impression that the authority || 
given so apparently in earnest must be set down j| 
as an evidence that, in the opinion of the Senator || 
from Michigan, there was to be war. 

Sir, (contmued Mr. Crirrexpen,) I do not my: 
self believe—speaking with all due deference fo 
the distinguished Senator—that we are to have a i 
war. I have never been able to realize to my j 


mind that a war could possibly grow up between |} 


the two nations in blood? 


the case? Sir, it ought to be settled; it is a dis- 
credit to the two Governments that it is not set 
tled. There is no question of insulted honor—no 
question of national character involved. This is 
but a question regarding some portion of a distant 
frozen barren territory, that has been in dispute for 
thirty or forty years. I have more confidence in, 
the wisdom, humanity, and intelligence of the two 
Governments, than to suppose it possible that 
from such a cause war can arise. And while I 
say this, I repeat that I perfectly agree with the 
sentiments expressed by the Senator from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Maneum,] and the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Arcuer,] yesterday, that if war 
should come, I believe we shall see the whole 
Union rally round the national standard, united as 
asingleman. Before the actual occurrence of war, 
we may battle among ourselves; but when it 
comes, there is no neutral ground to stand upon. 
But who is there that desires a war? None, I 
trust. All say itis to be deprecated and avoided ; 


and I trust that everything will be done on our || 
| part that honor and policy permits to be done to 


avoid it. 

But we are now called upon to give notice of the 
termination of the joint occupancy; and we are 
told that, connected with other circumstances, war 
is to be the consequence of that notice. Will it be 
so? I think it ought not, and will not, unless we 
commit a very egregious blunder. But if, as the 
Senator says, we are in the path which leads to 
war, let us march slowly and firmly upon it. Let 
us be firm, self-possessed, and slow. We shall 
not be the less formidable to our enemies while 
advancing thus, than if we pursue the path as if 
reckless of all consequences, wheresoever it may 
lead us. Let us, then, if we are to give the notice 
—and I think we cannot well avoid it—instead of 
giving the precise notice indicated, let us give no- 
tice to take effect two years hence: it will not the 
less indicate our firmness and our determination. 
Let us not act like a spiteful landlord giving no- 
tice to a tenant, and limiting our tenant to the 
shortest possible time; but give time for reflection 
and negotiation. We ought not to be hasty or 
careless of giving insult to any people, much less 
to those whom by character and by lineage we 
resemble so nearly.. The question of settlement of 
mere matters of interest may be difficult enough ; 
but an insult is much more difficult of settlement 
between two high-spirited nations. Let us, then, 
travel on with a firm and steady step, cautiously, 
boldly, and at the same time manifesting a willing- 
ness to secure an amicable adjustment of difficul- 
ties in preference to war. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave nota word to say. If the 
gentieman will lend me the paper, I will read what 
I did say. What I said is correctly reported in 
the Union. Here it is, and I repeat it as I find it 
here, word for word: 

“I take it for granted that we shall give the no- 
‘ tice recommended by the President; for, if we do | 
‘not, we shail leave the people of Oregon without | 
‘a government, or with an impracticable one; and, 
‘in either event, the country 1s lost to us, and, the 
t notice being given, in twelve months, without an 
‘abandonment of a large portion of her claim, we 
‘shall find ourselves involved in a war with Eng- į 
‘Jand. ”? 

This is what I said, and what I now reiterate. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he did not propose to offer 
any opposition whatever to the passage of the reso- 
lutions, though he could not perceive that there was 
any very great necessity for their adoption. li did 
not appear to him that they charged the commit- 
tees with any especial new duty. Inquiry into the 
matters here suggested was the ordinary duty of 
the committees, and he did not think there were 
any extraordinary circumstances existing which 
rendered it necessary on this occasion to instruct 
them by a resolution of the Senate, or to stimulate 
hem in the performance of an established duty. 
Nevertheless, he regretted the introduction of these 
resolutions, combined as they were with the re- 
marks which the Senator from. Michigan had 
thought proper to address to the Senate, because 


=~ 


disturbed the calculations of men; it der the | 
pursuits of life, and evén, to a great extent, t 
the circumstances of the whole business ofthe 
country»; This truth will be fet more especial 
by every gentleman acquainted. or connected wi 
the seaboard. They all knew. what an immense 
amount of property was afivat upon the Ocean, car- 
í ried there by our citizens in the prosecution of their 
maritime pursuits. They all knew thata rumor of 
i war, or the. breath of a rumor of war, would affect 
the value of that property. They all knew what 
' effect it would have upon insurances. They all 
knew what immense amounts of property on shore _ 
would be effected by the agitation of public opin- 
ion upon an intimation of the disturbance of the 
pacific relations existing between this country and 
foreign States. ae 
Sir, (said Mr. W.) there are two ways, in either 
iof which a Government may proceed—and when 
| I have stated them I-think it will be obvious: to 
every one which is the wisest. We may, if we 
choose, create alarm and apprehension. emay, 
lif we are wiser, cause no unnecessary alarm, but 
i make quiet, thorough, just, politic, statesmanlike 
provision for the future. 
Mr. President, I am entirely of the opinion. of 
| the Senator from Kentucky. I have not been able 
to bring myself to believe that war will grow out 
of this matter, certainly not immediately; and I 
think I cannot be mistaken when’ I say that the 
recommendations which the Chief Magistrate has 
made to Congress did not show. that he expected 
war. I think it impossible to mistake the mean- 
ing of the President. He does not expect war. 
Looking at the state of things around us, and at 
what is stated by the Executive, I cannot believe 
that he apprehends any danger. ; 
Sir, I abstain cautiously from offéring any 
mark upon that portion of the: Message whit 
fers to the negotiation, 1 abstain with equal care 
from any remark upon a parrespondencs whieh- 
has been published.: I'do not wish to say whether 
it does appear from ‘that correspondence: that ne- 
i gotiation is so completely and entirely at an end 
that no amicable disposition of the question may 
he looked for hereafter from a diplomatic: source: 
| It is enough for me, in order to accomplish all the 
purposes of these few remarks, to say, that, while 
Lam incapable of bringing myself to the belief 
i that the President Uae any Immediate dan- 


i 
| ger of war, I may be allowed to suppose, or to 


Te 


i| Imagine, that he (the President) may entertain an 


| opinion similar to that which has been expressed 
| this morning by the Senator from Connecticut. He 
imay possibly look for propositions to.come from 
the other side, having communicated the ultima- 
tum of this Government.. Whether it be in this 
view or upon other grounds that the expectation 
| is entertained, it is enough for me to deprecate any 
| false alarm that may arise to disturb the tranquil- 
| lity of the country. 
| The President may feel, as I am bound to sup- 
: pose he does feel, the full weight of the responsi- 
bility which attaches to him in relation to every 
interest of this country, and the gréatest of all in- 
| terests, the peace of the country. Tam bound to 
| Suppose he understands the position in which he 
| is placed, and that he judges wisely as to the ex- 
| tent to which he should go in submitting propo- 
| sitions to Congress. Therefore; I entirely concur 
| in the opinion which has been expressed, that he 
| cannot regard the present position of affairs as 
| leading to any nimede danger of war. 
| Acting upon these conclusions, (said Mr. W.) 
and entertaining these views, all the regret I feel at 
the introduction of these resolutions is, as I have 
said, that, accompanied with the remarks which 
fell from the honorable Senator when he called 
them up, they might have a tendency to create an- 
necessary alarm. He trusted that every member 
of the community would perceive that it was fie- 
cessary to suppress all alarm; and, as far as he 
was concerned, if gentlemen thought that the time 
| had come for enlarging the defences 6f the coun- 
| try, for augmenting the army and the navy, he 
was ready to co-operate with them. 


i 
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Mr. W. concluded by expressing the hope that, 
while they did. everything that was necessary. for’ 
the preservation ‘of the honor and the interests of 
the country, they would abstain from creating any 
: ee alarm in the public mind. — : 

VIER.” These are mere- resolutions of 


Mr, SE 
inquiry, such as are submitted at: every session of 
Congress; and. it strikes me vith no little surprise 

: that “no “inquiry, no” reference’ to. the subject. of 
_ Oregon, ‘can be made:on this floor, without encoun- 
tering opposition.” Whenever any such inquiries 
“or. references. are made, the ‘cry is immediately: 
raised“ Beware !””.** Take care lést you provoke 
a war!” "Weare admonished, in’ the most pathet- 
ic terms, to be extremely cautious in our speéch— 
to be wary of our utterances—to be careful lest we 
disturb the business pursuits of this coyntry. Even 
when it is admitted on all hands that preparations 
ought to be made for the purpose of putting the 
country in a proper posture of defence, still we 
are told that we must do it with padlocks on our 
lips—we must go about the discharge of our duty 
by stealth! I have had occasion heretofore to 
comment on this strange feature in our proceed- 
ings, as I comment now; and I really can hardly- 
find words to express the astonishment with whic 
T have listened to admonitions, and appeals, and 
solemn invocations, all put forth on the ground 
that. we cannot undertake any measures for the 
defence of our country; that we cannot do what, 
as Americancitizens, we may think the interests of 
the country demand, for fear of producing a panic— 
for fear.of exciting apprehension—for fear of pro- 
voking the hostility of an opposing foreign power. 
Every effort for the security of the country, which 
patriotic devotion to the maintenance of the na- 
tional honor may prompt, appears to be met in 
some quarters with the ery—Oh! the British! 
‘the British will blockade our Atlantic coast, and 
* destroy all our commerce.” 
'M frierid from Michigan has been pretty well 


catechised this morning—he has been questioned || 


with a great deal of perseverance, for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether he supposes that war is 

likely to ensue between us and Great Britain. A 

wonderful degree of nervous anxiety appears to | 
have been excited relative to the probability of 

such a war. 
war will come. Why? I think so for two rea- 
song: one is, that Great Britain has never receded 
from any position till forced to recede. And it 
has been her bullying that has secured for her the 
respect of all Europe. She is a court-house bully, 
and, in her bullying, in my opinion, lies all her 
strength. Now, she must ‘be forced to recede. 
And, like any of our western bullies, who, when 
once conquered, can be kicked by everybody from 
one end of the country to the other, England will, 
in case she:do not peacefully recede with the best 
grace she can from her position on this question, 
receive once more that salutary lesson which we 
have on more than one occasion already taught her. 
Oh! but we are admonished to think of the peace 
of Great Britain. The gentleman knows very lit- 


tle of the- people I represent, and amongst whom I |} Y 


was born, and arnong whom I have lived, if he 
supposes that they will ever hesitate in the path of 
devotion tò their country for fear of interrupting 
the peace of Great Britain, or any other country. 
If gentlemen suppose the people west of the moun- 
tains would ever give up an inch of territory rightly 
belonging to them because it happened to be claim- 
ed by Great Britain or any other Power, they do 
not know them as Ido. I should like very much 
indeed to hear any one get on the stump in my 
part of the country, sir, and undertake to tell us 
that the President had established our claims to 
Oregon, and made it as plain as the avenue leading | 
to the White House; but, inasmuch as there is 
great danger ‘that Great Britain may capture our | 
ships, and burn our cities and towns, it is very 


improper for Us to give notice that we will insist 
on our claim, ‘and. make every. preparation for its | 
maintenance, if necessary, by force!—I need | 
hardly say that such a one 
would be summarily treated as a traitor to his | 
country. sha acs 
But it is said that this is à *: small matter ;”’ that Í 
the bone of controversy is not worth fighting about. | 
Why, sir, a few pounds of tea in Boston harbor | 
was a- samall matter! And during the last war, 
when a few hundred ragged sailors were borne 
across the Atlantic, taken from a ship on the high 
Seas, many thought that these poor ragamuffins were | 


j 


Well, now, in my-humble opinion, |, 


» if he could be found, |; 


not worthy of the attention of the. nation, lest we 
might get into a controversy with that great Power. 
And now we have again that ery—this is a small 
matter. What! gentlemen exclaim, is it possible 
that you will go to war about this small territory 
on the Pacific, barren, and frozen, and all that— 
only five or six latitudes! Is it possible, they ask 
us; with well-affected anxiety, is it possible that 
you will, for such a miserable spot, go to war with 
the mammoth Power of the European world! : Mr. 
President, I will not waste the time of the Senate 
in replying to such arguments as these. But my 
frien from Massachusetts isliberal. He says you 
may make these preparations for war ; but, he adds, 
very significantly, “ Keep dark; Oh! be sure you 
keep dark! If you don’t keep dark the British 
will come and destroy us.” 

Mr. WEBSTER. The honorable gentleman 
misrepresents, unintentionally, what I said. I said 
that it appeared to me it would be wiser were we 
to go on steadily, quietly, effectively, making pre- 
parations, rather than excite alarm without making 
adequate preparations. But I said nothing about 
keeping dark; and the darkness exists only in the 
Senator’s understanding of my remarks. 

Mr. SEVIER. Ah! then the gentleman means 
that we are to go on very quietly, and very effect- 
ually, and very steadily—but, above all, very qui- 
etly. Well, sir, I can only say that I would talk 
a little louder to Great Britain than to any other 
Power. I will never speak in a whisper to her. 
There may be something going on which I know 
nothing about in the way of negotiation; but I 
would just as soon quit now as not. By refusing 
to arbitrate, it may, perhaps, be said we impair our 
claim; and it may be so; and perhaps some of us 
may think there is not an honest man on any 
| throne in Europe—and this also may be so for 
| aught I know. When I see such billing and coo- 
ing between France and England; and when I 
think the Emperor of Russia may not desire to 
have so near his territory a set of men who read 
Paine’s Rights of Man, and whistle “ Yankee 
Doodle,’’ 1 fecl disposed to settle the matter at 
once by force of gunpowder. 

I consider that the President acted wisely—very 
wisely—in keeping the case in its present position, 
and in giving the intimation of taking possession 
after twelve months notice, and then to hold it— 
| yes, sir, to hold it by the force of that rascally 
rinfluence called gunpowder. That’s my opinion, 
These are plain common sense observations which 
I have offered. We have taken our course. We 
have assumed our ground, and we cannot recede 
without dishonor. “Talk of peace—I tell you, sir, 
the people of this country des re no peace pur- 
chased- by national dishonor. We have passed 
the Rubicon. We must stand by the position as- 
| sumed by the President. I am anxious to have the 
| committees organized: In accordance with that 
| desire, I refrained yesterday from making any re- 
marks, and so I had intended to have refrained 
| to-day; but when I hear so much about caution— 
when I hear gentlemen exclaiming, take care what 
ou do—proceed slowly, and gently, and silent- 
| iys—and all for what purpose ?—why, if you do 
| otherwise, Great Britain may be displeased: then, 
| sir, I could not, in justice to my own feelings, or 
| to those whom I represent, remain silent—I could 


such logic and all such advice. 


Mr. BERRIEN. There is a portion of the 


thinking from that of the Senator from Arkansas; 
and, standing here as the representative of citizens 
a8 anxious about our national interests and our 
{| national honor as any other body of citizens in the 


i 


l! Union, I think it right to say a few words as to 
|| the feelings of these people, as well as my own. 


| He understood the resolutions introduced by the 
| Senator from Michigan, as formal resolutions to 
| maintain national rights; and desired, before the 
i debate closed, to say a few words in relation to 
them. He agreed with Senators who had pre- 
ceded him in the debate, that the resolutions, con- 
| sidered in themselves, were particularly harmless 
į —an inoffensive exercise of a right which belonged 
to every Government. More than that, they were 
in themselves wise and proper; for, at all times, 
it was the right and duty of a nation to make 
these inquiries. If, therefore, it had pleased the 
Senator trom Michigan to have presented them to 
the Senate unaccompanied with any remarks on 


| presenting them before this body, he (Mr. B.) 
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not refrain from expressing my dissent from all! 


people of these United States of a diverse way of | 


| question. 
j aware of the importance that would be attached to 


should have had no hesitation in voting in favor of 
their adoption, and would have cheerfully acqui- 
esced in them. Ifthe subject had not been pressed, 
out of order, before any of the standing commit- 
tees had been appointed—but for this irregularity 
of proceeding, the resolutions would have been 
entitled to -be deliberately weighed; and if the 
Senator from. Michigan: had believed and said 
they were so important as to require adoption, he 
(Mr. B.) would have acquiesced. But, in present- 
ing them, he had brought the Senate at once to the 
whole existing and unhappy relations between the 
two countries—the United States and Great Bri- 
tain. In presenting them, too, he [the Senator 
from Michigan] had called the attention of Sena- 
tors to the remarks made six months ago in the 
British Parliament by a leading member of that 
House, in relation to the state of their foreign 
relations—which remarks were uttered in reference. 
to the President’s Inaugural; and the Senator re- 
quested them to consider these opinions as indic- 
ative of the feeling of Great Britain upon the whole 
The honorable Senator was, therefore, 


him, and to anything that might fall from him on 
the subject, distinguished as he was, not only as 
a diplomatist, but as a legislator in the Senate, and 
as a soldier in the ficld; so that, in as far as the 
resolutions were to be considered, he might as well 
have had his remarks incorporated with them. He 
might have begun with a distinct allusion to Great 
Britain. He might have incorporated it in the 
resolutions by way of preamble, and then asked 
their adoption; and this course would have left no 
room for doubt, none for conjecture as to his mo- 
tives. He told them that they were mere resolu- 
tions of inquiry ; but the honorable gentleman, by 
his introductory remarks, gave them a fixedness, 
by applying them to Great Britain distinctly, and 
left no room to doubt as to his motive; and if his 
views be correct, he had no desire to disturb our 
peaceful relations, but simply to provide for the 
security of the country. He (Mr. B.) fully con- 
curred with the Senator from Michigan i his 
views and anxiety not to disturb the peace of the 
country; and the question then arose, was it dr- 
sirable, where it was simply a question as to the 
expediency of adopting such resolutions, to have 
introduced them in the manner in which they had 


| been presented by the Senator from Michigan. 


He (Mr. B.) presumed that it was not necessary 
to qualify ourselves for entering into the discus- 
sion by professions of patriotism. Presenting the 
resolutions in the manner in which they had been 
done by the Senator from Michigan, was not only 
irregular, but it was a departure from the estab- 
lished usage of the Senate, and. not called for by 
the exigencies of the case, or from any peculiar 
aspect. of their foreign relations. He thought 
these considerations should have had weight with 
the Senator from Michigan. There was yet ano- 
ther aspect of the case. ‘The Constitution of the 
United States required that the President should 
give them information, from time to time, on all 
matters of public moment, and particularly on the 
subject of their foreign relations. In accordance 
with this provision, the President had done this, 
and brought before them in detail the whole ques- 
tion as to their foreign policy. He had also given 
his views very fully, and recommended the meas- 
ures which he thought desirable; and while the 
whole of the Message remained on their table, and 
before it was taken up for consideration, the Sen- 
ator from Michigan called upon them to take an 
important step in relation to the most important of 
all the subject-matter contained in the Message. 
He would ask honorable Senators, was this the 
usage? or was it an entire departure from the pre- 
scribed forms of the Senate? The rules in that 
chamber were adopted by those who preceded 


j them; it was wise, on their part, to adhere to 


them, as they had been ratified by experience. 
What was our attitude? We have the Message of 
the Executive, which has not yet been referred to 
any committee—no committees are yet organized 
—yet we proceed to discuss at large the most im- 


| portant of the topics contained in the Message. He 


submitted to honorable Senators if it would not 
have been more staid and prudent, under these 
circumstances, to have delayed this discussion. 
There was yet another acpect in which he wish- 
ed to view the question; and that was, that the 
Senator from Michigan should also have consider. 
ed the state of the pending negotiation on this sub- 
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ject between them and Great Britain. He (Mr. B.) 
did not hesitate to declare, from the very face of the 
correspondence, that the negotiation was not at an 
end. He based his opinion on the language, if true, 
which was contained in the first protocol in the ne- | 
gotiation between the parties. The negotiation was | 
a negotiation that was entered into in the spirit of | 
compromise; and, he would ask, What was com- | 
promise? What did it mean? What did it admit? 
What did it exclude? Compromise admitted that | 
each had rights; but it exchided the exclusive | 
claim of either. They commenced, then, the ne- 
gotiation with the concession that Gréat Britain || 
had rights in the territory. They admitted this ii 
when they entertained the proposition of settle- 
ment as to boundary. The demarcation of boun- 
dary was for territory mutually claimed; the pro- | 
position was rejected; and it was then withdrawn 
y the American negotiator. The simple act of | 
withdrawal would have embarrassed the negotia- | 
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tion. But this was not a simple withdrawal, for | 
the American Secretary said he was directed by 
the President to express a hope that there would | 
be no interruption to the peace and harmony ex- | 
isting between the two countries. [fe (Mr. B.) 
would ask, then, was this a termination of the ne 
gotiation? and was it the appropriate time, when 
the negotiation was in this delicate position, to in- | 
terfere with it in this manner, and assert an exclu- ii 
sive right to the whole of this territory? He re 
collected, with much plcasure, the opinions ex 
pressed upon that floor heretofore by an honor- |; 
able Senator, when the question of occupation of |; 
Oregon was before them for consideration, as to | 
the propriety of providing grants of land to estab- 
lish a chain of posts. He recollected with great | 
pleasure the opinions expressed by a distinguish- | 
ed Senator from South Carolina, not now in his | 
seat, ‘hut who had lately been again called out | 
from his retirement by his admiring constituency. | 
He (Mr. B.) could have wished that the course sug- ; 
gested by that honorable Senator in relation to the |! 
subject-matter in debate had been pursucd; but he | 
feared the time was gone by when they could | 
avail themselves of these valuable suggestions. | 
He feared that Great Britain, admonished by the | 
action of the two Houses of our national legisla- 
ture, would consider it time to bring this matter to | 
‘a conclusion. But whenever Great Britain should | 
move in a hostile manner upon this continent, all 
diversity of opinion between them would cease, | 
and we shall be found as one, without any party į 
distinctions. ‘The President had recommended | 
certain measures in his Message, and expressed | 
his opinion fally upon them. On one of these he || 
(My. B.) desired to make a brief remark. Besides || 
the passage of the enactment which the President 
suggests, he also recommended the giving of the 
twelve months’ notice to Great Britain of the ter- 
mination of the occupancy of Oregon; and th 
notice will probably be given. Upon this subject 
he would say that he would have preferred that the | 
notice should originate with Great Britain; because | 
it would place them ina more favorable attitude | 
before the nations of the earth. He would have ! 
preferred it, too, because it would have placed us | 
in a better position before the world, and would | 
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have had the effect of immediately uniting our own 
eople. Tie believed that the notice would have | 
seen given by Great Britain, for the obvious rea- 
son that the subject-matter in controversy con- 
cerned Great Britain more than ourselves, Their | 
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This would greatly embarrass Great Britain, and 
give her a deeper interest in bringing the negotiation 
toafavorable issue; and he would therefore prefer 
that she would give the notice, unless there was some 


rensonable object to be gained. He desired, how- 
ever, representing a portion of the Union who feel į 
a double interest in this question, to say, thatin 
the exercise of the utmost power of imagination, he | 
did not see how either of these two civilized and 
Christian nations could go to war upon such a pre- 
text as was here contemplated. The Senator [Mr. 
Sevier] told them that it was for seven degrees of 
latitude. God of merey! what was to be placed :: 
in the other scale? But was it a contesi about |: 
seven degrees? In the true reading, it was but a | 
contest for the navigation of the Columbia river, i 
and to its northeastern branch. Was. this a sub- i 

l 
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ject upon which two nations so intimately con- 
nected as Great’ Britain and the United Staiec— |; 


it: 


i bates, he did not see how the subject-matter in 


| propriety of the speech delivered by the Senator 


| ing out of our foreign relations. 
| be brought about by members of Congress, by 


| dition of that very commerce whose sails whiten | 


| having. so many relations binding them to each 


other in mutual regard—-was this a question upon 


| which two such nations should draw the sword? 


We have a principle to maintain—not to allow a 
foreign Power to navigate a river running through 
our territory; and Great Britain had a principle to 
maintain—not to cut herself off from. the naviga- 
tion. Shall we allow a foreign Power to navigate 
a river through our territory? Shall. we, by this 
course of ours, obtain any object? Is the Colum- 
bia river navigable to the 49th degree of latitude? 
He had never heard it so asserted. Yet for this 


to go to war. 
did not believe it—and the country did not believe 
Unless these two great nations were moved to 
it—perhaps by the press, or by these exciting de- 


controversy could possibly drive them to war. By 
the intemperance of language used in the [Houses 
of Parliament and the Congress of the United 
States, the people may perhaps be so excited and 
influenced that war may depend on the turning of 
a hair. But he who shall be instrumental in plan- 
ging these two great nations in war for such an 
object, may gain an immortality; but it will be an 
immortality such as belongs to the character o 
Eratostratus. 

Mr. ALLEN said that the discussion had un- 
dergone a change since yesterday, which made it | 
xcusable, if not neces: 


"a: 


him [Mr. Arcner.] He [Mr. Arcurr] had ex- | 
pressed his intention to vote for the resolutions. | 

Mr. ALLEN. Be that as it might, the discus- 
sion to-day seemed to turn mainly on the taste and 


from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] It was thought by 
Senators on the other side to be a speech caleu- 
lated to excite unnecessary alarm in the publie] 
mind ;—a speech not called for by the exigency | 
of the times, by the condition in which the mil | 
tary aflairs of the country are known to be, or | 
by the propriety which usually characterizes the | 
order and arrangement of business of the Sen- 
ate. He desired to say, in answer to several 
suggestions, that he did not agree with Senators 


on the other side, that our preparations . ought jj 
; prep: ug 


io be made in quiet; that the Senate were to give | 
no pubhe reason for what they did to their own | 
constituency; but, on the contrary, that the Senate 
were to act openly in the possible contingency of 
war, and not leave their constituents utterly unpre- 
pared in their judgment and feelings, for the bel- 
igerentcondition. ‘hey were the representatives, 
or rather, were parts of the country, whose gov- 
ornment existed not in the city of Washington, 
but in the hearts of millions of people, extended 
over a circumference of eight thousand miles. It 
had been well said on that floor, that one of the! 
x 
fe 
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wisest methods of avoiding war was to prepare 
or it; but the only, or rather most effectual, pre- 
paration which could be made in the United States | 
for this state of things, was the preparation of the | 
hearts of the people. When England understands i 
that she has more to dread than Congressional | 
speeches, and Congressional votes, her arrogance | 
may giveway; but they (the Senate) would be doing | 
manifest injustice to business, to the country, and | 
the hearts of their constituency, if they closed their 
doors, or otherwise resorted to means of conceal- 
ingfrom them the true state of the country grow- 
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if a war should į 


a system which stretched the veil between Con- 
gress and the people, in what a condition would 
the country be thrown? What would be the con 


every ocean, if the merchants of this country 
were to be lulled into a false security by those on 


the other side, who contended that war was noti! 
to follow? They would condemn, and justly, the | 


Government, which, by, secrecy and stealth, had į 
brought about this very state of things. 
due to business men that the truth should be told. | 
If there was a probability of war, it should be | 
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degrees of latitude, was a. thing which would call 
| down on its authors the execration of aH posterity; 
and inasmuch as the Senator.would not: deny the 
| fact that no man would be. justifiable. in incurring 
| the execration, he meant to be understood, if atall, 
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i sequences of war that would follow. 


€ The Pre- 
sident. was a man of judgment, possessing an 
immense quantity of that thing which gives value 
: to the character of man—clear unclouded sense. 


|iie felt the high responsibility of the high sta- 
| uon—the highest station in the world—in which 
the voice of the people had placed him. He felt 
| as every true American must feel; and in his Mes- 
| Sage he told Congress that, from circumstances, 
ihe felt himself constrained, to a certain degree, as 
i he himself declared, to offer, in the negotiation, the 
i forty-ninth degree of latitude as-the basis of com- 
: promise. . From these circumstanées he had been 
| induced to make the proposition, and-he had stated 
| the circumstances which led him to make it. The 
| President knew full well that, if the British, pro- 
| position had been rejected, and war shouid result, 
the British would hold the vantage ground, and 
bring against us the charge that we would not ad- 


+ ` + 
| Vance a step towards a compromise—that we had 


termined to go so far and no farther. The Pre- 
dent renewed the proposition, save aud except 
the concession of the navigadon of the Columbia 

ver, against his own convictions, as he himself 
said, ‘hot, however, involving our claim; and that 
very instant it was submitted it was rejected, under 
circumstances which seemed almost equivalent 
to inviting a rupture between the two nations. 
The President had done alt hè could do; and 
more than, under any other circumstances, he 
would have done. . Fhe proposition he had made 
had been hurled back, or rather rejected; and thus, 
for the time being, an end had been pur to the 
‘Regoliation. ‘The propésition having been reject- 
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ed, it was, of course, withdrawn: : And what fol- 
lowed the withdrawal? The President. expressly 
denied the -whole: claim’: of Great Britain to- the 
territory... The Secretary of State instantly ad- | 
dressed: a powerful and conclusive argument:to the 
British:Government;:covering the entirety of our 
claim, and: negativing the. claims-of England to a 
single foot of:the territory.» This was the position 
in which: the matter. stood; and’ we have got to 
stand to our: ground; or recede under a. cloud. 
The Senator. from Georgia [Mr. BERRIEN] seemed. 
‘to: suppose that the bare: fact of making acom- 
promine a basis of negotiation implied a concession 
: by this Government of some right on the part of 
the British Government. But he (Mr. Artex) 
denied that-a proposition to compromise conceded | 
rights on either side. It abandoned, merely for 
the time being, material claims, not material rights. 
He therefore said that the Government. of the 
United States, by an admission of this proposition, 
had never acknowledged the right of Great Britain 
to one.inch of this territory to 54° 40’; beyond it 
we have no claim. All we have done was to 
recognise the existence of a claim—we recognised 
no right. In the treaty, or convention, stipulating 
for a joint occupation, the idea of that was utterly 
excluded—neither party acknowledging or deny- 
ing that of either; but agreeing, for the sake 
of peace, to an indefinite joint occupation of the |i 
country.. The existence of this convention was, || 
in itself, a contract between the two countries, 
and did not acknowledge, the right of either to a 
foot of the territory. The first. convention was | 
made on its face to terminate in ten years; it was 
confined to possession, and not to the right of the | 
parties. The other convention, by which the first || 
was renewed, was indefinite as to the term, but 
stipulated that either party, at a year’s notice, 
might put an end to the possession. He said, then, 
‘that the United States did not ‘acknowledge to 
Great Britain a single inch of territory on the Pa- 
cific. The Executive of the United’ States con- 
ceded no right to Great Britain; and the Govern- 
ment of the United States had placed itself, by the 
coercive circumstances of the casc, brought about | 
by English diplomacy, in a position from, which 
it could not recede short of 54° 40’. Wishing to 
take the question, he asked the pardon of the 
Senate for trespassing upon their patience, and 
pledged himself that he would speak no more upon 
the subject. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON wished tó give a few | 
reasons for his vote on the resolutions, He pro- 
tested against. any construction which would im- 
ply that he'was drawn from the immediate ques- 
tion involved in the resolutions. He had no inten- 
tion to go.into an argument whether we are to go 
to war with Great Britain or any other Power. | 
He was for the defence. of the country, and in- 
creasing the naval and military preparations, whe- 
ther we were’ to: have war or not.. For fifteen 
years past, if not much longer, we had been ina 
weak condition; our seacoast undefended, and but 
a small navy for so extensive a country as ours. 
He remembered.well, and gentlemen on that floor 
would recollect, that, after. crimination. and re- 
crimination on. opposite sides. of this chamber, the 
question was, Who was to blame? What party 
was to be censured?) What class of men was to 
be blamed for having so long neglected the de- |i 
fences of the country? About 1836, it will be re- 
membered, (the Senator from Missouri, now in his 
eye, Mr. Benron, will remember) that resolutions 
were introduced in this body, and jn the course of 
debate the party with which he (Mr. Ciayroy) 
acted was. arraigned for refasing to vote for the 
three. millions proposed. as an amendment, in 
which they (the Whigs) were charged by their jj 
opponents.(the Democrats) with a want of patriot 
ism.: ‘They-(the Whigs) were charged with an 
unwillingness to-vote money necessary for the de- 


4 l 
fence.of the country;.and they attempted to defend | 


1 
: : if 
themselves against the accusation; and he was of i 


opinion y at the time; the charge was thrown back : 
on their political opponents. They had - called || 
on the country to: note the-fact; that ever. since |} 
1829, and. during that whole period, riothing had 
been done for the effective defence-of the country. 
On that occasion a Senator from~Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Bucuanan] now oceupying.-the ‘situation of || 
Secretaryvof: State, presented to the Senate and to |} 
the countryacspeech on our defenceless condi- |! 


i the people. 


it in a proper condition for effective defence, and 
invoked the denunciation of the party which had 
left it so long undefended. It was thought at that 
time we were to have a war with France.. Fe 
now asked the Senate and the country to’ look 
back through the legislation of Congress since 1835 
and 1836, and tell them (the Senate) what had been 
done by the party or parties in power. Whenall 
men admitted that the country was in a defence- 
less condition, and that we should be placed ina 
condition to meet a foreign enemy, what was done? 
Nothing; almost nothing! Forts which had gone 
down were permitted to remain so. The fortifi- 
cations in the Delaware river, which were burnt 
down, were still left in ruins. 
mounted all the way down from the city of Phila- 
delphia, on both sides the Delaware, except at 
Fort Mifflin. At the mouth of the river we had 
erected a breakwater, but it was left in an inefi- 
cient condition. Last war we were assailed at 
this pe and the enemy kept annoying us, until 
our 
compelled them to retreat. Now you have made 
safe harbor for them, not a step had been taken 
to put this river in a state of defence. For this 
reason he was in favor of the resolutions, whether 
we were to have war or not; but he did not wish 
to be understood by his vote that the country was 
going to war. Assuming that the country was to 
remain at peace for years to come—as a sensible 
man, he could not expect to remain at peace for- 
ever—and therefore it was their imperative duty 
to prepare for war hereafter. ; 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Nites] re- 
marked that the best means of preserving peace 


remarks of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Auren,] 


the most important modes of preparing the coun- 
try for war and self-defence, was fo prepare the 
hearts of the people for the war; The great mo- 


people might be prepared by the discussion for the 
war. 
Mr, ALLEN asked leave to explain. He made 


| the remark with reference to what was said by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wernssrer,] | 


that there were two modes of preparation: one of 
which was to prepare quietly, and the other ras 
to prepare publicly. 

Mr. WEBSTER. replied, that the Senator was 
quite mistaken. He said there were two ways in 
which a government might proceed—a wise. and 
an unwise one. - The one was, to create an appre- 
hension#that war. must. ensue, and make no pro- 


to create an apprehension, but go on and make 


| effectual preparations to mect war, if war should | 


come. . 

Mr. ALLEN responded. Iwas examining the 
maxim, that in peace we should prepare fer war; 
and I was showing the impossibilitv of acting on 
such a system in our country, The gentleman 
from Delaware had stated that I assumed that it 
must be a preparation of the hearts of the people. 
When this discussion commenced, I did not know 
that a protracted debate would ensue. I tooka 


the ‘Senator from Michigan calculated to create an 
alarm. 
purpose of increasing the army and navy, we 


| must assign reasons in defence of our course. 


This was my idea; and we are, therefore, bound 
to prepare the will, the hearts of the people, for 
our measures. 
There is no danger 
of alarming the American people; but we are 
bound to lay our reasons for our action hefore 
them, to show that we are not engaged in child’s 
play. I am always governed by the invariable 
maxim, that nothing should be kept secret from 


Mr. CLAYTON. ‘The explanation for which 
Į gave way, has been as long as a speech. The 
gentleman has not denied that he said this debate 
had for its object to preparé the hearts of the peo- 
ple for war. And his meaning may be explained 
by another remark which fell from him, and which 
T desire to place in juxtaposition. He said that 
the people would compel the Goverment to go to 


war for Oregon. Now, then, we are to understand 


tion, and. pathetically appealed to the country; in 


his strong and eloquent language, for aid to-placa 11 


that this discussion has been got up here to pre- 
pare the hearts of the people for war, and then the 


Not a gun was ! 


est allies—the storms and frosts of winter— |! 


was, to prepare for war: and in the course of the | 


that gentleman took occasion to say, that one of |i 


tive of the discussion, from this remark, he (Mr. | 
Ciaryron) thought, was, that the hearts of the | 


vision for it; and the other, and wiser one, was, not | 


part in it, because J saw nothing in the speech of | 


I say, that if we are to levy taxes, for the | 


Congress would be derelict from | 
| its duty if it acted otherwise. 


people are to compel the Government to go to 
re . 
"Mr. ALLEN: Would the Senator from Dela- 
ware have the Government go to war against the 
lings of the people? f 
Se CLAYTON. No. ~ But I would'have the 
people instruct the Senators; and not that the Sen- 
ators should instruct the people; that the people 
should prepare the hearts of Senators, and not that 
Senators should prepare the hearts of the people. 
He remembered, some” years ago, that Senators 
lashed themselves and the country into a ‘war 
fever. A general apprehension went abroad that 
the country was going into war. The Senate was 
nearly undivided on the subject of our northeast- 
ern boundary. We were all unanimous against 
the award of the King of the Netherlands. We, on 
our side of the Senate, made a stand against the 
l award, and some of our friends from the other 
side joined us, and we voted down the award. 
There was as great a talk then about our indispu- 
Í table rights as there is now; and there prevailed 
| as great an outcry of indignation as now. I was 
ithen [said Mr. C.] à young member of the Sen- 
| 


‘ate, and I was much alarmed, and believed that 
| we were on the eve of a war. Oldér Senators, 
however, continued quite calm: they felt no alarm, 
We came outof that difficulty without war. There 
was another occasion when as much patriotic 
steam let off, as there has been now. There was 
a danger of a war with France. We passed r 
lutions to insist on our rights. ‘There was quite 
as mach talk of war—there were as many patri- 
otic speeches here, and in the other House, as we 
have had now. But that danger passed off. And. 
now, when there is no greater matter than the 
navigation of a distant river in question, that two 
great and enlightened nations should go to war, is 
‘to me incredible. But if we do, from the moment 
‘that the declaration of war is made, I stand under 
i the American flag, ready to fight for my country, 
as I hope every other man, here or elsewhere, will. 
l But I look merely to the resolutions, and will not 
| suppose the possibility of war. Let us not hold 
i out to Creat Britain the idea that we are about to 
eo to war. Let us not again lash ourselves and 
! the country into a war fever, but go calmly into 
i our preparations for national defence. We can- 
| not build ships in haste. What we now have are 
| badly constructed. Works cannot be constructed 
hastily. Let us now make our preparations in 
time of peace, that whenever a rupture with any 
| Power shall take place, we may be ready. 
Contrast our course with that of Great Britain, 
i We talk, while she prepares. While we make 
speeches, day after day, she is perfecting her pre- 
parations. 3 . ae 
Į will only add that, in giving my vote for these 

resolutions, I desire not to be understood as giving 
| my opinion whether we are about to have war or 
| peace. Tam ready to go on with our preparations, 
| under any circumstances. 
| Mr. BREESE said that it was not his purpose 
| to particinate in the discussion of the various mat- 
ters which had sprung up out of the resolutions 
‘under consideration, and it seemed to him some- 
‘what remarkable that so much should have been 
| said relative to propositions on which both sides of 
the House were agreed. He had no doubt, from 
| the opinions expressed, that the resolutions woul 
|! be unanimously adopted; and he thought it not an 
!| appropriate time to open up the discussion of our 
i rights to Oregon, or of the policy to be pursued 
i| in relation thereto; nor did he think it necessary 
į for him to express an opinion as to what would be 
the result of action upon the resolutions, or upon 
| the notice to terminate the joint occupancy of that 
i territory, should it he given, and which he sin- 
icerely hoped would be given. These resolutions 
| were merely resolutions of inquiry, not calculated 
to elicit debate. 
_ Mr. B. said he had merely risen for the purpose 
| of correcting an error into which the Senator from 
| Georgia [Mr. Berrien] had fallen, and which had 
| been adopted by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr, 
| Cuaytor,] who had justtaken his seat. They both 
|i seemed to think, and so argued, that the only 
|, Matter in dispute between this country and Great 
Britain was the free navigation of the Columbia 
river, and that. that matter was not worthy of con- 
i test. Mr. B. did not so understand the question; 
the correspondence upon this subject showed clearly 
that questions of far greater importance than the 
mere navigation of a river were involved in the 


! 


f 
i 


{ 


60 


THE CONGRESSI 


ONAL GLOBE. 


present issue. As he (Mr. B.) understood it, the 
proposition by Great Britain was made by Strat- | 
ford Canning to Mr. Rush, our Minister in Lon- 
don, to extend the parallel of 49° to that north- 
eustern branch of the Columbia, called McGilli- 
vray’s river, to its junction with the main stream, 
and thence down the middle of the channel of that 
river to the ocean, the navigation of the river be- 
ing in common between the two nations. a 

This, as he understood it, was the last British 
proposition. What did Lord John Russell say 
upon this subject in the British Parliament, no 
longer ago than Jast April? Did he not say that | 
no more favorable proposition than this could be | 
submitted by his Government? This, then, places 
all the country north of 46° 18’, the mouth of the 
Columbia river, following the coast, in controver- 
sy; and if the joint occupancy is terminated, the 
whole territory even down to 42° is in dispute. 
This proposition, if accepted, gives up the whole 
country to Great Britain, and the best part of it, 
even if the parallel of 49° should be accepted; for 
in the region north of that parallel are all the best 
harbors, timber, and soil, and with a most delight- 
ful and salubrious climate. 

The territory in question is not the narrow, 
worthless country, that some gentlemen seem to 
suppose it to be. ` It is not a barren desert, but a | 
great and beautiful country, far superior in natural 
advantages to the Atlantic slope; and if it had been 


the fortune of our forefathers, the pilgrims in the 


litle «* Mayflower,” to have landed their frail bark 


on that coast, instead of upon the bleak and deso- 
late shore of the Atlantic, the human imagination 
can scarcely conceive the height of grandeur, 
wealth, and power, to which it would now have 
attained, possessing, as it does, in a degree so 
much superior, all the elements of human happi- 
ness, and every attribute essential to the prosperi- 
ty of man. 

In conclusion, My. B. said he rose simply for 
the purpose of correcting the error of the gentle- 
men from Georgia and Delaware. When our 
poney in regard to Oregon should come properly 

efore the Senate for discussion, he would endeay- 
or to show the advantages, to us and to our race, 
of the whole of that territory; and for his part he 
would not give, by compromise or otherwise, any 
portion of it to Great Britain. With his consent, | 
that Power should never have a position on that 
coast. i 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said that the resolutions 
introduced by his honorable colleague were plain, 
simple, and affirmed no principle which had been 
dented or questioned in the Senate. They were | 
founded upon that emphatic and imperative duty | 
which is devolved upon the Congress of the United 
States, to provide for the pubiic defences. The 
measure was one of peace, not of war ; since all will 
admit, and none better knew than those who im- | 
posed this duty upon Congress, that there can be 
no better guaranty for the preservation of peace 
than a preparedness, and a manifest capacity to 
repel aggression whenever it comes. Uninfluenced, 
then, by what had been said in support of. those | 
resolutions, or against them—uninfluenced even by 
whatsoever may seem peculiar or Imposing in our | 
relations with Great Britain—but, looking at the | 
bearing and ‘intrinsic merits of the resolutions 
alone, he could not see that they were in any wise 
obnoxious to censure or objection, but from the | 
first the 
right. 

Gentlemen had spoken of the 
the Atlantic frontier as inade 
Of that, Mr. 
from 
kn 


y had seemed to be eminently proper and | 


fortifications along | 
quate and ineffective. 
W. did not hold himself competent, | 
personal observation, to judge; nor did he | 
ow what might be the force or adequacy of the | 
home squadron, nor the number and strength of ! 
our steamers and steam-batteries ;—of all these, 
other gentlemen knew far more than he did; but 
this he knew, that that remote frontier from which 
he came, (Michigan,) is utterly naked of adequate 


defences, especially if reference was had to that | 


vast, comprehensive, and magnificent system of 
military plank-roads, railways, and canals, which, 
under the sanction of the Home Government, and 
with its patronage, is now rapidly approaching to 

its entire completion—a system, the magnitude of | 
which, and its wonderful adaptation to both mili- 
tary and naval movements, few but those who had 
seen. and studied it, could have any conception of. 
‘Would that be considered a war measure (said Mr. 
W.) which proposed only to follo 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


w the example | 


|| first in order would be the joint resolution, here- 


l 
j 
i 


| 
| 


| 
i States of the Union; which consent of Congress 


| was approved. 


i 


i 
ji 
i 
| 
ji 


set us, but which lay far, very far behind that sys- 
tem of preparation which our neighbors there have 
almost consummated, and which every wisenation 


j ought to perform? ‘This was emphatically a peace | 
measure, and one which in no wise involved the | 
necessity of extending the sword over the broad 


field of our involved and complicated. foreign re-- 
lations. 

For himself (Mr. W.) he was not prepared to 
believe that those complicated relations will be 
permitted to terminate in war.. We had already 
passed a crisis, which, far more than our present 
relative condition, brought with it the most immi- | 
nent danger of war, and yet we had passed by it; | 
the honor of the nation had been saved, and peace 
had been preserved to us. Why, then, now anti- 
cipate a result less propitious? Why now disturb 
the business of the country, and throw into dis- 
order its peaceful and economical concerns, by a 
premature discussion of topics that could hardly ; 
fail to produce such results? In the maturity of | 
time those discussions might be appropriate and | 
necessary; but that time he thought was. not the | 
present; it was with the naked resolutions that 
they had now to do; it was not war, but a peace 
measure, and he hoped it might be disposed of in 
the ordinary mode in which the Senate is wont to 


| dispose of similar resolutions, and he should there- 


fore vote in favor of them. 


which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted: yeas 
48, nays none, as follows: 

‘YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchi- 
son, Atherton, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, 
Breese, Cameron Gee, Chalmers, Thomas Clay- 
ton, John M. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Critten- 
den, Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, 
Greene, Hannegan, Haywood, Huntington, Jar- 
nagin, Jenness, Johnson of Louisiana, Levy, 
Lewis, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Penny- 
backer, Phelps, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Speight, 


and Woodbridge. 

NAYS—None. 

Mr. HAYWOOD gave notice that to-morrow, 
at twelve o’clock, he would move the Senate to take 
up the order of the day, (the election of standing 
committees,) without reference to any other sub- 


i| ject or debate, except a formal declaration of war, 


which might be brought up for discussion. 
ADMISSION OF TEXAS INTO THE UNION. 


Representatives, stating that said House had pass- 
ed a joint resolution, admitting the State of Texas 
into the Union; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

‘The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 16, 1845. 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having bee 


ADMISSION OF TEXAS. 
The SPEAKER announced that the business 


tofore reported by Mr. Dovetass, from the Com- | 
mittee on the Territories, for the admission of the | 
State of Texas into the Union. 


First, the reading of the resolution ; and, sec- 
ondly, the previous question. 
And the resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint Resolution for the admission of the State of 


i 


Mr. JARNAGIN called for the yeas and nays; | 


| 
| 
i 
H 
H 
i 


Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, Webster, Westcott, | 


A message was received from the House of | 


a dispensed with) | 


Texas into the Union. 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, by 
a“ joint resolution,” approved March the Ist, 1845, 
did consent that the territory properly included 
within, and rightfully belonging to, the Republic of | 
Texas, might be erected into a new State, to be | 
| called the State of Texas, with-a republican form 

f Government to be adopted by the people of said 
republic by deputies in convention assembled, with 
the consent of the existing Government, in order 
| that the same might be admitted as one of the 


| Was given upon certain conditions specified in the | 


i 
4 
j 
i 


f 
i 


it 
il Mr, Burr, 


i 


i to be allowed to record his vote. 


; complish his object 


|| And whereas. the people of the said Republic. of 


Texas, by deputies in convention assembled, with 
the consent of the existing Governnient, did adopt 
a constitution, and erect a new State, with a repub- 
lcan form of government, and in ‘the name of the 
people. of Texas, and by their authority, ordain 
and declare that they assented to and accepted ‘the 
proposals, conditions, and guaranties contained-in 
said first and second sections of said resolution: 
And whereas the said constitution, with the proper 
evidence of its adoption by the people of the Repub- 
lic of Texas, has been transmitted to the President 
of the United States, and laid before Congress, in 
conformity to the provisions of said joint resolu- 
tion: Therefore, ; 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House af Represen- 
tutives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the State of Texas shall-be one, 
and is hereby declared to be one, of the United 
States of America, and admitted into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States in all re- 
spects whatever. wee 

Beit further resolved, That until the representa- 
tives in Congress shall be apportioned aécording to 
an actual enumeration of ihe inhabitanis of the 
United States, the State of Texas shall be entitled 
to choose two representatives. i 


Mr. HERRICK inquired of the Speaker whether 
it would be in order to move that the resolution 
be laid on the table? 

The SPEAKER said such a motion would be 
in order. bene 

Mr. HERRICK accordingly submitted it, and 
demanded the ys and nays, which were subse- 
quently ordered. . E E EA 

Mr. DOUGLASS rose. to request. Mr. McCon- 
NELL to withdraw the previous question. : 

Mr. RATHBUN rose to inquire where this 
joint resolution was; and whether it had been re- 
ferred to any committee? ; 

The SPEAKER explained that the resolution 
had not been referred to any committee. It had 
been reported from the Committ 
sie had been made ts 3 Er 
day. It now came up on the question of engross- 
feel and .on that Pantin the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. McConnsert} had demanded «the 

revious question. . But the gentleman from New 
ork [Mr. Herricx] had moved that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table, and that was the pending 
question. : ` ; : 

Mr. RATHBUN. I move that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not now 
in order. g . 

The question, Shall this joint resolution be laid 
on the table? was then taken. 

Previous to the annunciation of the vote, 

Mr. BURT, of South Carolina, rose and asked 
He stated that 
he had heen in attendance on the Committee on 
Military Affairs; of which he was a member. ‘The 
committec had continued in session after the House 


; met; unaware, however, of the fact that the House 


had met. 

Mr. P. KING submitted that it would be ageinst 
the rule for. a member to vote who'had mot been 
within the bar when his name was-called. 

Several voices: Let every man yote.” 

Mr. KUNG said, that the gentleman would ac- 


|| complish his object by simply asking leave to vote, 
Mr. McCONNELL rose, and demanded two 


| things: 


if that leave were refused. 

The SPEAKER said, that to enable the gentle- 
man to vote, a suspension of the rules and a vote 
of two-thirds would be required, 

Mr. KING said, that his objection had reference 
to the precedent which would be established, Fhe 
recording of the vote in this instance might bea 
matter of no consequence, so far as the general-re- 
sult was cancetned 3 but the case might arise 
Where a vote thus recorded might change the re- 
sult of the question; and in this pantof view. it 
was that he felt constrained. to ask: the- yeas anid 
nays. He repeated, that the gentleman could ac- 
con by simply making his motion, 
if it were refused.. AE ; 


The yeas and nays were: 
And the hee 


inot ordered. 
question: being taken on the ‘motion of 
i and two-thirds not voting in the-affrm- 
ative. it was rejected. 

So Mr. B. wae not allowed to vote. 
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Mr. WOOD, of New. York, asked leave to re- | 
cord his vote, : ` { 

The SPEAKER. called the attention of. the gen- i 
teman to‘the refusal-of the House, just signified 
in the ¢ase-of Mro Burt. ; 

Mr. WOOD persisted. in his motion for leave. 

But it was refused by the Houses i 

Mr. HARALSON (Chairman of the Committée 
on Military Affairs) rose to. make an explanation. 
He said, that at the time of the meeting of the 
Hoiise, that, committee was: in: session... He had 
come into the House as soon-after. the adjourn- 
ment. of the. committee as possible. The name of 
Mr. Henney was being called as he (Mr. Harar- 
son) took “his: seat, though several’ names were 
called ashe passed down the bar. “He thought he 
was, within the. bar before the name next. to his 
own had-been. called, though he could not speak 
positively. Several gentlemen, however, had in- 
formed him that such was the fact.. And he sub- 
mitted whether, in this view of the case, he should 
not be allowed to vote. 

No objection being.made, Mr. H. recorded his 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. McCONNELL submitted a motion that 
members generally who had not voted, should be 
allowed to vote. 

‘The question was not entertained by the Chair. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Blanchard, Buffington, William 
W. Campbell; “John: G. Chapman, Collamer, 
Cranston, Culver, Cummins, arragh, Delano, 
Dixon, Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Elolmes, Samuel 
D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, J oseph 


R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Lewis, McIlvaine, 
Marsh, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Sev- 
erance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stewart, Strong, Benjamin Thompson, 
Tilden, Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, and 
W oodruff—~52. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Baker, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Cabell, John H, 
Campbell, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, R. 
chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, 
Colin, Constable, Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, 
Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, 
Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, 
Fliliard, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, 
Hough, George S: Houston, Hungerford, James 
B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Pres- 
ton King, Thomas. B. King, Lawrence, Leake, 
Leib, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
McClelland; McClernand, McConnell, McCrate, 
McDowell, MeGaughey, McHenry, McKay, J. 
P: Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moul- 
ton, Niven, Norris, Owen; Parish, Payne, Perrill, 
Perry, Pettit; Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Simms, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Thurman, Tibbatts, Treadway, Trumbo, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodward, | 
Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and Young—142. j 

So the House determined that the resolution 
should not be laid on the table. 


; THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. PETTIT, at this stage of the proceed- 
ings, rose to move an amendment of the Journal. | 
He regretted, he said, the practice which had been 
adopted in this House of dispensing with its read- 
ing. He had not been reported in either of the 
newspapers yesterday, and he thought he was in 
the same. predicament so far as the Journal was 
concerned. Hie had presented.a petition froma | 
Revolutionary soldier, Francis Strother, praying | 
to. be reimbursed or paid for certain spurious or | 
worthless money paid him for revolutionary ser- 


on the 


vices. In order that it might have the more pub- | 
licity, it had, on his (Mr. P.’s) request, been read | 


at the Clerk’s table; and it had been referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. -Of this, 
no mention appeared on the Journal. , 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that the petition is entered on the Journal in the 
-usual form. . 

Mr.. PETTIT.. One word further. It is not 
done in connection— 

Mr. McCONNEL rose to order. 

Mr. PETTIT called for the reading of the Jour- 
nal. 

Some conversation followed; after which— 

The SPEAKER stated that the reading of the 


had permitted it to pass from his table with a view 
to its being printed. The Clerk had sent for it, 
stating at the same time that he was satisfied that 
the matter alluded to hy the gentleman would be 
found in the proper place. 

Mr. PETTIT said he was satisfied it would not 
be found there any more than it had been found in 
the papers. The next motion he should make 
would be, to dispense with some of the reporters. 

[This idea seemed to tickle the House.] 

A pause ensued. 

After which, the Journal having been brought 
in, the Clerk read therefrom the usual notice of 
the presentation of the petition to which Mr. P. 
had referred. 

Mr. PETTIT inquired whether that sheet had 
been presented to him as the Journal of the House 
this morning? 

The answer given, if any, was not heard. 

Mr. PETTI? then said it appeared on the Jour- 
nal that he had also presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Cincinnati. The petition had been dis- 
tinctly endorsed with the number of the petitioners. 
It was the petition of Joel Brown and four hundred 
others on a certain subject. Hoe desired that the 
Journal should be amended so as to embrace these 
facts. 

Ordered accordingly. 


ADMISSION OF TEXAS. 


tion before the House was on the engrossment of 


of ‘Texas into the Union. And on that question 
question, therefore, was, Will the House second 
the demand for the previous question ? 
Mr. DOUGLASS rose, and said he desired to 
say a few words by way of personal explanation. 
Many dissentient cries in various parts of the 
hall, mingled here and there with a faint assent of 


“leave. ”] 


After a brief conversation between Mr. Gi- 
pines and the Speaker, and the House objecting 
to hear Mr. Dove.ass, 

The SPEAKER proceeded to take the question 
on the demand for the previous question, 

And the affirmative vote stood 69. 

Mr. HAMLIN demanded tellers; and they were 
ordered accordingly. 

And the question having been again taken, the 
vote stood yeas 91, nays 85. 

So there was a second to the demand for the 
previous qnestion. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question; which were ordered 
and taken. i 

During this process some interruptions took 


emessee, P. Kixe, and Morse, as to the effect 
on the: subject before the House of the refusal to 
order the main question. 

[The effect of such a refusal would have been to 
throw the subject from before the House for this 
day, and it would have come up again to-morrow 

uestion of ordering the main question.] - 

Mr. BRIN KERHOFF inquired whether, if the 
House should now refuse to order the main ques- 
tion, it would be in order to move to reconsider 
the vote by which the demand for the previous 
question had been seconded? : 

The SPEAKER said it would not. 

Mr. McDOWELL explained that he had given 
his vote in the negative, supposing that a majority 
would so vote, and with the intention of moving a 
reconsideration. But as it appeared that-a ma- 


jority had seconded the demand, he should now 
‘record his vote in the affirmative. 


And the vote was then announced as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 


Journal having been dispensed with, the Clerk | 


The SPEAKER now announced that the ques- |} 


the previous question had been demanded. ‘Whe || 


place, on interrogatories from Messrs. Jones of, 


| Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, James Black, 
iJ ames À; Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoft, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
| Burt, Cabell, John H. Campbell, Cathcart, Au- 
gustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Constable, Cul- 
lom, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, Dob- 
bin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Edsall, Erdman, Farin, 
Ficklin, Foster, Gentry, Giles, Graham, Haral- 
son, Henley, Hilliard; Hoge, Hopkins, George 8. 
Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Leake, 
Leib, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, 
McConnell, MeCrate, McDowell, McGaughey, 
McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morse, 
Moulton, Norris, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Per- 
ry, Pettit, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
| Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Simms, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
| Stephens, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
| Thomasson, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Thurman, Tibbatts, Treadway, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, Yan- 
cey, and Yell—108, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Benton, 
Blanchard, Buffington, W. W. Campbell, John 
G. Chapman, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Moit, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Elisworth, 
Ewing, Foot, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. 
King, Preston King, Lewis, McClean, MeClel- 
land, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Mor- 
ris, Niven, Owen, Parish, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, 


E he, | Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
the joint resolution for the admission of the State || 


Winthrop, Wood, Woodruff, and Young—90. 

So the House decided that the main question 
should now be taken: (which main question was 
on ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL and Mr. SCHENCK 
asked for the ye and nays, (which were subse- 
quently ordered. i 

Mr. McHENRY and Mr. COLLAMER called 
for a division, so.as to take the question separately 
on the first resolution. 

The SPEAKER decided that: the 
not divisible. i 

And the Clerk being about to call the roll— 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT rose and asked. 


question was 


| to be excused from voting; and he said he would 


make a brief verbal statement of his reasons. 

_ It was conceded that this was one of the most 
important and momentous measures that had ever 
been presented to the American Congress since the 
foundation of the Government. It was.a measure 
involving mighty interests, leading to vast results, 
and which would affect the future destiny of this 
nation to an extent beyond the power of imagina- 
tion to conceive, On such a measure he was how 
required to vote without an opportunity having 
been allowed for one word of debate or to examine 
the constitution which had been submitted. in be- 
half of this. new territory. He denounced the pro- 
ceeding as.a violation of that freedom of discussion 
and debate which was the right of an American 
freeman. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE 
SOLL rose, 
order. 

The SPEAKER (recognising Mr. Dromcooin.) 

he gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. The gentleman has asked 
to be excused from voting. He commences with 
a dissertation on. the magnitude of the measure, 
and then proceeds to a denunciation of it. Is that 
a reason, such as is contemplated by the rule, why 
the gentleman should be excused from voting? 

r. HUNT. If the House will allow me but 

| & moment, T will state specifically the reasons why 
I wish to be excused. I have no desire to take ad- 

| vantage of the courtesy of the House. I submit 
that no. member is bound to vote on s0 grave a 
! question as-this without having had an opportu- 


and Mr. C. J. INGER- 
and severally called Mr. Hont to 
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and the country. And in refusing to vote, Í am 


persuaded that I shall be sustained, not only by |: 


the country. 


my constituents, but byr ‘ i i 
1. move thal the gen- 
S 


Mr. WENTWORT 
tieman be excused. : 

Mr. CHAPMAN (to the Cram.) Will the gen- 
tleman now be allowed to vote? 

{Several voices, ** Lope not.?’] 

The Spuaxur did not reply. 

Aud Mr. Eont was excused from voting. 

The main question was then taken, and decided 
as follows: 

YEAS— 
kinson, Baker, Barri : 
James Black, Jas. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- | 
crhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wm, G. Brown, | 
Burt, Cabell, J. H. Campbell, Cathcart, Augustus | 
A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, | 
Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Colin, Constable, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefler- 
son Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dock- 
cry, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 
Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Gri- 
der, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hilliard, | 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, E. | 
W. Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Huu- | 
ter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Jobn- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Thomas B. King, Law- 
rence, Leake, Leib, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, 
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i 
| 
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Lessrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, At- 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, 
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wad, Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and Young— 
4] 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Arnold, Ashmun, Blanchard, Buffington, W., W. |! 
Campbell, John G. Chapman, Collamer, Cranston, | 
Culver, Darragh, Delano, Dixon, Ewing, Foot, i 
Giddings, Grinncll, Hampton, Harper, Ferrick, 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Lewis, 
Levin, McGaughey, Mcflvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stewart, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, 
Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, 
Wood, and Woodrufft—57. 

So the joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading at this time. 

And having been read a third time by its title; 
and the question being, “ Shall this joint resolution 
passi”? 

Mr. JULIUS ROCKWELL (from amonga host 
of competitors) obtained the floor, and inquired 
whether this question was debateable ? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

My. ROCKWELL thereupon addressed the 
House. Fle said, that he rose for the purpose of 
opposing the further passage of these resolutions; 
and he took the present opportunity to give some | 
of the reasons which governed him in that opposi- | 
tion, because he had no other opportunity, and 
there was ever on to believe that this was the 


| 
i 
| 
| was in favor of extending our territorial limits and 


: South as justly pertained to us. 


ven 
i now he spoke without having had the requisite 


i time for a clear understanding of all its provisions. 


| Nevertheless, with such light as he did possess, 
| he had risen briefly to submit his views, because 
many of his own immediate constituents had pre- 
sented to this House remonstrances against the 
measure of annexation. nS 
Tassachusetis had done the same, anda similar 
course had been pursued by very many in other 
States. Situated, therefore, as he was, he could 
do no more than seek every opportunity which 
might be presented to him, as their organ, to pre- 
sent their objections to the measure as he might 
be apie. 

These remonstrants were not exclusively of any. 
political party, for they did not esteem this a party 
question. Such was its paramount importance 
to the present and future interests of the whole 
Union, that it rose far above all party considera- 
tions, and it was not to be treated or thought of as 
a party measure. Those of his own constituents 
who had signed these memorials were of all the 
great parties in. the community; not only of the 
two great and leading parties which divided the 
country, but many of them belonged to what was 
called the Liberty party, as distinguished from the 
other two. In behalf of all these remonstrants, 
he claimed to occupy the bricf period of time 
which would be at his command this day. 
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Mr. R. said he should put his opposition to these 
resolutions on no narrow ground. He was not 
now opposed, nor should he ever be opposed, to 
the extension of the jurisdiction of the United 
States and all our admirable institutions over any 
extent of territory which rightly belonged to us; 
nor was he opposed to the assertion of our rights 
to territory where those rights existed. His op- 
position, and the opposition of his State, was not 
atall in that spirit, and he trusted never would be. 
The sentiment of the people of Massachusetts 


legal jurisdiction quite to the shores of the Pacific 
ocean, but within such limits to the north or the 
He had no doubt 
that when the proper time came, the people of his 
State would be found to be no laggards in such a 
cause. Indeed, it was the genius of the sons of 
| Massachusetts which had already secured great 
| masses of territory to the jurisdiction of the Uni- 
ted States Government. She had had under this 
| Government two Secretaries of State, both of 
f whom had set forth her claims in a manner worthy 
of them, of her, and of the country at large. 
This was the work of a quarter of a century: it 
had been powerfully aided by an eminent son of 
Massachusetts near him, his aged and venerable 
colleague, [Mr. Apams.] His head and his genius 
had been init. God bless him! And might the 
j car which had heard the roar of the guns at Bun- 
i ker Hill yet be permitted to listen to the solemn 
| breaking of the Pacific surges on the extreme 
| boundary of his native land! And might the eye 
which had looked upon the smouldering ruins of 
Charlestown yet behold the national stripes and 
stars floating in acknowledged and peaceful juris- 
| diction over the whole wide extent of her `terri- 

tory! 
But the question now before us was one of a 
| very different character: it regarded the acquisition 
j ofa foreign State. This was a matter which could 
not be done as had been proposed at the last Con- 
gress; it was the acquisition of a foreign Territory, 
| and the annexation of a foreign State. There had, 
| indeed, been certain proceedings in Texas which 
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| plished, if at all, was by the exercise of the treaty~ 


making power, and that all other modes of attempt’ 
ing it were in palpable opposition to the Constitu- 
tion. In addition to all which, it was-still further 
maintained that such were the relations of Mex- 
ico.and Texas, that it was indispensable, according 
to the laws of nations, that Mexico should becomea, 


| party. to such a transaction, Some of these reasons 


and arguments remained in full force: to“this day. 
As to the last of them, that in relation to Mexico, 
Mr. R. should say nothing, inasmuch asthe House 
had been apprized by the President, in his Execu- 
tive Message, that a distinguished citizen had been 
deputed to’ Mexico as-a. commissioner, with full 
powers to. arrange all ey between that Goy- 
ernment and our own. And Mr. R. was willing 
to do nothing which’ might by possibility embar- 
rass the negotiations of his country with any for- 
eign power. But as to the questions whether the 
annexation of Texas could be made by an exer- 


| cise of the treaty power, or by consent of the States 


and of the people of this Union, they were ques- 
tions still open before this country and the world. 

It had been held by the Adrninistration which im- 
mediately preceded that: now..in power, thatthe 
very lowest mode by which the annexation could 
be effected was by the exercise of the treaty-ma- 
king power; and under this perstiasion a treat 

had been actually entered into and submitted to 
the Senate for ratification, but subsequently re- 
jected by that body. Then it was that the new 
mode of accomplishing it by the adoption of a joint. 


| resolution had been first proposed, and the discove- 


ry had been made that there existed under'the Con- 
stitution an additional power in the two Houses, 
which enabled them to agree to the annéxation of a 
foreign State to the Union. 

Now, Mr. BR. insisted that when the treaty sub- 
mitted by President Tyler to the Senate had been 
rejected, there was an end to all constitutional pro- 


ceedings to accomplish that object, and he held 
that all which had been: done ‘subsequently was 
without any constitutional warrant. What had in 


fact been done? A joint resolution of the two 
Houses had been passed giving the consent of Còn- 
gress to the formation by Texas of a State, which: 
might at a certain time and under certain condi- 
tions apply for admission as a State into this 
Union. ‘The consent of Congress was thus given, 
and on the basis of that consent the whole subse 
quent operation was to proceed. News was car- 
ried to Texas that such a consent: had- been given, 
and on that. mere consent, and: Nothing more, the- 
President made an overture to Texas, ‘apprising 
her that she might, on the. conditions plated, make 
her application, Conseni, and ‘consent only, was 
the extent of the joint resolution: “Congress doth 


| consent,” do. And again: “ The foregoing con- 


sent having been given,” &e. Now the question 
arose, whether the Constitution of the United States 
empowered and authorized Congress to give such 
a consent? ‘That question was before. the world; 
it was before Texas, and hefore all nations; and 
everybody in and. out. of Texas knew that great 
and strenuous objection was made in Congress’ to. 
giving such consent, and the constitutional power 
to do so steadfastly denied. The annunciation of 
this consent went to Texas, and Texas acted on it, 
She took the chances that that consent might be 
changed in its conditions, or wholly withdrawn by 
the action of à fature Congress; for by the very 
terms of the resolution the transaction was recog- 
nized as.a thing not perfected; but which was fo 
be acted on by the then coming Congress, which 
Congress. was now, in: session: -[Mr. R. here 
quoted the resolution of last Congress. | pals 
To that final action this Congress was now in- 


| voked: it was to review, to confirm, or. to report 
ithe edict of a former Congress. What was the 
| Democratic doctrine in such a ease? What had 


only moment v 1 would be afforded him. Nor |; brought the question again before Coneress; but all 
should he, perhaps, even now occupy the House | must well recollect the strenuous effort and the 


with any remarks on this subject, were it not for 
the peculiar situation in which he stood. He was 
one of the members of the standing committee on | 
the Territories, to which these resohitions had been 
referred. ‘That reference took place on Wednes- 
Gay of last week: at the close of the ‘sitting of 
Congress of that day, notice. was given by the 
chairman that the committee would meet on the 
day following; and on Thursday, accordingly, the 
committee met, and the resolutions were forthwith 
reported to the House. The constitution agreed 
upon by the people of Texas, and submitted for 
the judgment of Congress, had not on that day. 
been printed, and Mr. R. had, consequently, been | 


| Stringent arguments put forth at the last Congress 
| against the constitutionality of such a proceeding. 
Zi had at that time been earnestly maintained that 
i such acquisition and annexation could not he ac- 

complished as was proposed—by a joint resolution 
of the two Houses, to receive the assent of Texas, 
and then to be finally consummated here. It had 
at that time been contended that the National Union 
of our States was in the nature of a copartnership, 
and that the admission of a foreign State as a new 
partner into the firm, required. the assent of ‘all the 
States, and of all the people of the States now con- 


{| stituting the Confederacy. It-was insisted that the 


i very lowest form in which the object could beaccom- 
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: as all other laws 


been the doctrine of the fathers of the Constitution? 
That the joint resolution of one Congress might be. 
repealed by another; that the yesolutions of the 
28th Congress might be rescinded by the 99th, just 
s and acts of that hody might be. 
If, then, the 28th Congress agreed to receive Texas’ 
in that mode, they received it sihject 14 repeal and 
reconsideration by the’ present Congress, and an 
amendment was made and additional conditions 
subsequently added, so that the prerogative of the: 
\reaty-making power might,in some deereé be car 
ried out by the Le Hurd eee 
Mr. R: said that he ‘knew, indeed, it might be 
urged that thé people of the United States hadal 
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ready in some sensé passed upon this question; 
but it could ‘not with truth be said that they had 
done’so inthe election of members of the last Con- 
gress, because nobody who elected those members 
had. any such question in: view, unless, indeed,-in 
the occasional elections which: had ‘subsequently 
been held to fill vacant géats, 8 o 
The question had not been passed, upon. by the 
pores when that Congress was‘ chosen, nor had it 
een passed upon'in the late Presidential election. 
Everybody knew the conflict of warring elements 
which had resulted: in ‘the late election, and facts 
demoristrably ‘proved that'a majority’ of the people 
of the United States had given their votes against 


those electors who. had ‘chosen our present Chief 


Magistrate.” For these obvious ‘reasons the- elec- 
tion could not be considered as any ratification or 
approval of the scheme of annexation, or as con- 
ferring on Congress, by a popular act, the authority 
to admit Texas into the Union. Mr. R. said he 
should not go into the circumstances of that elec- 
tion, for it was very far from his purpose to excite 
a tumult of party feeling in this House. ‘It should 
be his endeavor to treat the subject in conformity 
with the rules of the House, and with that decorum 
which became a: representative of the people on 
that floor. $ R 

Mr. R.. had stated; when he rose, that he had 
had no opportunity of examining the details of the 
constitution which had been agreed upon by the 
people of Texas and submitted by the Executive 
to that House; but there were some features in it 
which stood out in. such bold:relief that there was 
no possibility: of. mistaking them.” There were 
words in that, constitution which were wholly un- 
known to the Constitution’ of the United States. 
‘Shere was one article of it which began with a 
title estranged to the language of that instrument, 
slaves.” Was that word in the Constitution of 
the United States? There were several provisions 
in the first, seeond, and third sections of the Texian 
constitution which merited especial notice. 

Amidst all ‘the heat and dust which the Texas 
question had raised in our community, and amidst 
alj the misrepresentations and intrigues and violent 
etiorts to which it had given occasion, there stood 
out one honest feature on the part of our own 
Government in conducting. this affair, An emi- 
nent statesman of South Carolina, who had filled 
the office of Secretary of State, as well as his pre- 
Gecessor in that office, had unveiled the true mo- 
tive in the whole proceeding, That motive had 
been admitted by the late lamented: Upshur, and 
there it stood to, this day, as the historical accouut 


of the true ground why the acquisition ‘of Texas | 


had been so vehemently desired. ` “And the same’ 
thing had been still’ more distinctly stated by his 
successor from South Carolina.) And when: not: 
only this Congress, but this Administration, should 
long have passed away, and this transaction should 
come to be examined into by an impartial posterity, 
it would be found that“ the leading reason avowed 
by the American Secretary of State to the Minis- 
ter of Great Britain, in the face of, both countries 
and of the world, in a diplomatic note dated the 


27th of April, 1844; was declared to bé to préserve || 


a certain domesti¢ ‘institution under the requisite. 
guaranties. There vould: remain. forever the his- 
torical reason. given by our own Government for 
the annexation of Texas to this Unions 
then and there honestly presented, without dis- 
guise, Now, Massachusetts dissented from the 
measure on that very ground: she objected to the 
annexation because that had been the purpose in 
urging it, and was likely to prove its actual effect. 
The question’ now presented was, whether, in 
that progress-of our Constitution and political sys- 
tem over the'entire American continent, which Mr 


R. considéred as cértain as any future event among | 


human things; there<should be coupled with it, in 


the very first step ofthat: progress, the justifica- | 
mestie slavery, This was | 
‘proposed to discuss with- | 


tion-and guaranty of q 
a question which Mr. 
out reserve, but. with: a perfect regard to decorum, 
and in a manner to whieh-he ‘hoped no one could 
take exception. ee aca fed 

He considered the. country as now standing on 
the verge and first -cotimencemient “of a policy 
which was hereafter to gove r councils, and 
to become emphatically the American: policy; and 
which was to connect the territorie s entire 
continent into: one consolidated body i 
tute then thé United’ States of North 
Sooner or later, fairly or unfairly, he belie 


Tt was 


i such would be our destiny. The process was now 
ii begun. We were now about to add a vast territory 
i the fairest regions of the habitable earth—fertile in 
| soil, mild and genial in climate, and rich and va- 
laious in all the productions of nature. And the 
question came up whether we should extend and 
| guaranty to such a region the institution of do- 
mestie slavery. : ; soa 
Admit that all the proceedings for the admission 
of Texas had been perfectly right and constitution- 
al; admit that.no objection had ever been made to 


the United States were held and sacredly bound by 
the propositions which had been made to the peo- 
ple of Texas,—still it would not follow that we 
were bound to recognise. slavery in that rich and 
beautiful territory which now asked to be admitted 
as a sister State into this Union. Mr. R. need 
| not say that, in the resolution passed at. the last 
| Congress, through so many struggles and contests 
and agonies, no such condition was understood to 
exist. Assuredly, none of those who had with 
so much reluctance given their assent to that reso- 
ution undorstood it to mean any such thing. 
What was the letter of that joint resolution? 


tn 
| the first place, it prescribed the due adjustment of 
| boundary, and in the third paragraph of the sec- 
ond section it declared that new States, not more 
than four, in addition to the State of Texas, might 
be formed. out of her present territory, and, when 
so formed, should be entitled to admission into the 


these as should be constituted south of the line of 
36° 30', they might be admitted with or without 
the institution of slavery, just as the people of such 
States should desire; but that in all States north 
of that line slavery should be forever prohibited. 
i Now, what was it that the Siate of Texas, in the 


i 
j 
I out of her territory should be admitted? Or that} 
! one of the States south of the line of 36° 30’ should | 
be admitted? No; it was that a State should be 
| admitted which extended on both sides of that line, 
and yet whose Legis 
hibited from er 


j 


Mr. R. had a right to take any exceptions which 
‘appeared to him proper to this constitution of 
Texas, and he objected to that feature as a reason 
why it should not be received. It was not his 
purpose to speak in reference to any particular 
class of States in this Union, nor to cast any re- 
| flections upon. the people of any portion of his own 
i beloved country; but he would ‘appeal to all men 
to say whether the fairest portions of the earth in 
which the institution of domestic slavery was found, 
had.come up to that degree of prosperity and so- 
|! cial happiness which God, by his abundant gifts, 
| manifestly intended them to attain. Let gentle- 
f men take: the whole history of the world—let 
| them search the records of every civilized nation— 
‘and they must admit that, wherever a place was 
| found for domestic slavery, there wasa place for 
evil. On the contrary, where it was shut out, 
there was found the highest state of civilized man ; 
there was the greatest amount.of labor, and labor’s 
| richest reward, and there the greatest opportuni- 
ties and the freest play were afforded to moral 
principles and all tight views. . There were regions 
ofthe earth where this incubus had ‘long existed: 
could they once be divested of so great a social 
evil, their property would soon double.and quad- 
ruple itself, and all the resources of public and of 
private happiness would be augmented in a still 
greater proportion. This the people of Massa- 
chusetts confidently believed ; and when they were 
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to our national jurisdiction. It was said to be one of 


them; and admit still further, that the people of 


United States; and that, with regard to such ‘of | 


Í constitution sbe submitted, asked of the United |! That, under the administrations of Governor P 


could consent to do it but under a protest against 
the perpetuation of slavery as an evil, destructive 
to the best interests of our race. They never 
could -consent to see it extended universally over 
the soil of North America, and they therefore 
must resist the first step in such a process. Mr. 
R. was. not going to say anything against the 
Southern States of this-‘Union. There slavery had 
„been inherited: it was their own affair; theirs to 
manage and to control as they bestmight. But in 
this resolution gentlemen asked of him to vote 
“directly to establish slavery in a` territory’ which 
but a little time since was a land of freedom? they ` 
asked him to expel this fair and fertile region from 

| the area of freedom, and place it in the area of ` 
slavery; and, not only so, but forever to deprive 
| its Legislature of all power to alter, in this respect, 
its future condition. 

Mr. R. said he was aware that any objections 
coming from his quarter of the country were ex- 
posed to the danger of being viewed in a different 
fight from those which might be urged from else- 
where; and a member had favored the House by 
reading an advertisement published in 1741, ina 
newspaper published in Boston, in regard to the 
sale of certain slaves there. Mr. R. was happy 
that the gentleman had done so, because it afforded 
him an opportunity to vindicate the character of 
his State, which had never, since the era of the . 
adoption of our Constitution, had upon her gar- 
ments this foul stain. He would refer that gentle- 
man, or any other who felt an interest on the sub- 
ject, to one of the most authentic historical works 
now extant, on the subject of colonial slavery in 
Massachusetts. [He here quoted from Graham’s 
Colonial History of the United States, in which it 
was stated that while there had been fourteen thou- 
sand slaves in Georgia and six thousand in South 
|| Carolina, there were very few in all New England. 
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States? Was it that one of four States constituted |} nard aad Governor Hutchinson, bills had been 
x eS aR Wey 


| introduced in the Massachusetts Legislature pro- 
| hibiting the toleration of slavery in the Common- 
wealth, but they had been vetoed by British Gov- 
| ernors.]} Thus, acts which had been lauded to the 
skies when done in Pennsylvania, had been passed 
over without notice or praise when done in the old 
colony of Massachusetts Bay, Here, at last, the 
history of colonial slavery in Massachusetts had 
been put upon its right foundation. In 1773, the 
action of four successive Assemblies in that State 
| had received the executive veto ofa Brititish ruler. 
This was a little while before the ‘same thing had 
been done by the Quakers in Pennsylvania; and 
if in this Massachusetts had been somewhat before- 


| hand with’ them, he hoped they would now. Make 


‘up: for-it by aiditiie her heartily on this occasion. 
Here gentlemen: could see what had: been thé snti- - 
ment of Massachusetts ön this: matter of slavery 
from the oldest times. “ She had made every prac- 
ticable effort. to “rid-herself of this institution, and 
they could now see how all her efforts had been 
| foiled. She now found herself, thouch cast on one 
ofthe most arid and naked soils upon this conti- 
nent, able to go forward, to sustain her people not 
only, but to send forth from her bosom thou- 
sands and tens of thousands who had subdued and 
cultivated the fertile regions of the West, and who 
were ready to do so still, He would like to have 
gentlemen, who seemed fond of using high-sound- 
ing words in debating this and kindred questions, 
who talked. “so. eloquently about * ocean-bound 
Republics,’’ to let us: know what means we pos- 
sessed and what measures we must pursue in order 
to carry out the grand conceptions they were so 
fond of indulging. 2 
A railroad had been projected to extend from the 
| Mississippi river across the continent to the mouth 
of the Columbia. When that magnificent project 
should be realized, it would doubtless be accom- 
panied by Morse’s magnetic wires, by which 
thought could be transmitted in a moment from ` 
one ocean’s border to the other. When meas- - 
ures like these should be taken in hand, measures 
‘corresponding with the vigor of her own great 
ideas, they would find the capital, the spirit, and 
-the genius of Massachusetts, with the country; ay, 
and in advance of the country whenever the ex- 
| tension of our jurisdiction should be put upon the 
right footing. And she observed with satisfac- 
tion, from the combined action of those who had 
crossed the Rocky mountains, and were establish- 
ing themselves in the distant regions beyond, that 


t 
i 


i 


laskéd “to admit Texas into the Union, they never 


they frowned on the admission of slavery among 
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them, and prohibited its existence on that unpol- 
luted soil to the utmost extent of their ability. 
Could such a prohibition but be extended to other 
portions of our territory where the climate and 
the soil were of a more genial character, how soon 
would the obstacles which now kept back the po- 
pulation and improvement of some of the fairest 
portions of our national inheritance cease, and for- 
ever come to an end. 

Mr. R. knew full well that speaking on this sub- 
ject could be of no possible advantage, so far as | 
that House was immediately concerned; but it had 
been required of him, from sources to which he 
must ever bow with deference, to press opposition 
to this measure; and in doing so he did but com- 
ply with the dictates of his own heart. Many of 
his own constituents regarded the extension of do- 
mestie slavery as a great national sin, an offence 
against that God without whose favor no nation j 
could ever become permanently prosperous or j 
happy. They viewed it as direcily opposed to the 
dictates of divine truth, and they held that, if 
they did not resist it to the utmost of their power, 
they would expose themselves to incur a portion 
of that divine displcasure and chasiisement which 
ever attended national transeressions. They de- | 
sired to be heard in this House this day; and i 


therefore it was that Mr. R. had sought the floor || 


as the organ of their will. 

This Texas slavery question was a new ques- 
tion, now for the first time presented to the con- 
sciences of men. As one called to represent, in 
part, the people of his own ancient Commonwealth, 
he must enter his solemn protest against the ex- 
teasion of slavery, as an evil directed against the | 
truest interests of his country; as militating di- | 
rectly against its prosperity and freedom, and 
darkening that national character which she ought | 
to hold up to all nations and ages of the world; as 
being in opposition to the Constitution which had 
preserved us hitherto in concord; as against the | 


principles of the fathers of the Republic, who liv- || 


ed themselves in slatcholding States, who would 
have saved us, if they could, from so great an evil, 
and who op 
their country when they remembered that God is 
just. 

He had not desired to occupy the time of the 
House unnecessarily, and had ventured to present | 
himself to its indulgence only because he held the 
measure about this day to be consummated as a 
wrong upon his country and an evil in the sight 
of our God. 

Before he relinquished the floor it had been his 
wish to offer an amendment to the resolutions. 

The CHAIR apprized Mr. Rockwe xt that, the 
previous question having been ordered, no amend- 
ment would now be in order. 

Mr. ROCK WELL said that he would then just 
state the object he wished to attain; and he would 
put it in another form. He now moved to recom- 
mit the joint resolutions to the Committee on Ter- 
rilories, with instructions to report an amendment, } 
as follows : 


en 


Provided, That within the State by this resolu- |! 
tion admitted into the Union, slavery or involun- || 


tary servitude (except for crime) shall be prohibit- 
ed; and all the provisions of the said constitution 
inconsistent with this proviso shail be null and 
void. 

Mr. DOUGLASS inquired of the Speaker what 
would be the effect of the demand for the previous 
question? 

The SPEAKER having at first decided that 
the resolutions would bring. the Louse to a direct 


ly confessed that they wembled for |; 


i 
! 


t 
vote on the resolutions, changed his decision, and 
declared that the effect would be to bring the House 
to a voteon the motion to recommit with instruc- 
tions. 

This decision led to a general desultory discus- 
sion on the point of order, (of no public mterest;) 
the general course of the decisions in late years 
having been, that the previous question would cut 
off the motion to recommit with instructions, and 
would bring the House to a direct vote on the pas- 
sage of the resolution. 


| 
|; which motion was again rejected. 


Mr. DOUGLASS (under an obvious misappre- | 


fH 
i 


| 


! main question is? 


present, expressing the intention to renew it after 
the prévious question should have been ordered, if 


the Chair persisted in its decision. 

And the question on the demand for the pre- 
vious question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative; ayes 96, noes 47. 

So there was a second. A 

And the question then was, ‘ Shall the main 
question be now taken?” j : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I now submit to 
the Chair that the main question will be, not on 
the motion to recommit with instructions, but. on 


the passage of the resolution. : 
Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. I rise toask what the 


The SPEAKER reiterated his decision, that the 
main question would be on the motion to recom- 
mit with instructions. ne 

Mr. JONES appealed from the decision. 

Some conversation followed, which the SPEAKER 
arrested as speedily as possible, on the ground that 
(the previous question having been seconded) all 
discussion was out of order. 

The question on the appeal was, by general con- 
sent, held in abeyance for a few moments, whilst 
the question on ordering the main question was 
first taken. f 

And the House decided that tne main question 
should now be taken. 

Whereupon the question recurred on the appeal. 

Mr. CHAPMAN asked the yeas and nays, 
which were refused. . 

Much anxiety was manifested in several quar- 
ters to have certain rules, &c., read; but all these 
things being now out of order, were refused. 

Mr. GORDON moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 

‘Mir. JONES demanded the yeas and nays, but 
withdrew the demand. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood, 
yeas 78, nays 88. : 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

And the question again recurred on the appeal; 
and being taken by tellers, resulted as follows: 
yeas 22, nays 77. 5 
~ So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

A motion to adjourn was again made and re- 


jected. 


Mr. THOMPSON desired to be informed whe- 


ther the previous question would exhaust itself | 
| on the motion to recommit with instructions? 


The SPEAKER. It will, in the opinion of the 


| Chair, and will have to be renewed before it can 


operate on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
main question. ` i 

Mr. CULLOM rose’and said that he had voted 
on the recent appeal to sustain the decision of the 
Chair, but a little reflection had satisfied him that 
he was wrong; and he accordingly moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the decision of the 


Chair had been affirmed. AS 
Mr. McDOWELL, Mr. ROCKWELL, Mr. 


|| VANCE, and others, severally demanded the yeas | 


and nays on the motion to reconsider; which 


were ordered. : 7 
Mr. CULLOM asked leave to assign his rea- 


sons for the change of opinion which his motion 
indicated. 


The SPEAKER said it would not bein order į 


except by general consent. 
Mr. CULLOM asked it. . 
But the House would not grant it. ; 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH was about (as the re- 
porter understood) to cite a precedent; but ob- 
ection was made. 


Mr. HENLEY moved that the House adjourn; || 


firmed? was then taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative, as follows: Ma 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barrin- 
ger, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Wiliam G. 
Brown, Burt, Cabell, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Reuben Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 


hension of the decision of the Speaker) demanded | Cocke, Constable, Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, 


the previous question. ee 
Mr. TIBBATTS appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 


l 
i 
fi 


Jeferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 
P. F : 

Dromgoole, Danlap, Edsall, Erdman, Faran, Fick- 

Hn, Foster, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Graham, 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that there be a call || Hamilin, Haralson, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, G. 


of the House; which was refused. 


f 


i 


S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, C. J. 


Mr. TIBBATTS withdrew his appeal for the : Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, J. Johnson, Andrew 


And the question, Will the House reconsider | 
he vote by which the decision of the Chair was į 


Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Thos. 
B. King, Leake, Lumpkin; McClelland, MeCon- 
nell, McCrate, McDowell, McKay, John P. Mar. 
tin, B. Martin, Morris, Moulton; Norris, Parish, 
Payne, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rite- 
ter, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Seddon, A.D. 
Sims, Leonard H.: Simms, Simpson, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson; 
James Thompson, Jacob, Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Treadway, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, 
Woodward, Yancey, and Yeil—99, 1 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 

l Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Benton, 
Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Bufing- 
lton, W. W. Campbell, John. H. Campbell, John 
: G, Chapman, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Culver, 
Cummins, Daniel, Darragh, Delano, De Mott, 
Dixon, Dockery, Ellsworth, Ewing, Garvin, Gid- 
dings, Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins; Daniel P. 
King, Preston King, Lawrence, Leib; Lewis, Le- 
| vin, Maclay, McClean, McClernand, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Miller, Niven, Ow- 
en, Pendleton, Pettit, Pollock, Ramsey,’ Julus 
! Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 8 aith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stewart, St. Joka, 
i Strohm, Benjamin. Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodruff, and Young—93. 
So the vote was reconsidered. 
Whereupon the question again recurred, ** Shall 
| the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
ga ” 
i the House? 

Messrs. PRICE and BRODHEAD called for 
the yeas and nays, which were refused. 
| And the question being taken, the House re- 
| versed the decision of the Chair. . ; i 
| So it was decided by the House that the main 
; question would not be on the motion to re-commit 
with instructions, but on the final passage of the 
| joint resolution. ` 
i And the question, therefore, being, “Shall this. 
| joint resolution pass??? 

Mr. SCHENCK asked for the yeas and nays, 
(which were ey ordered) 

Mr. S. also asked to be excused from voting: 
He wished to state that he had discovered in the 
resolution what seemed to: him. to..be a manifest.: 
error—which had probably crept in by inadver- 
tence—a gross breach of the Constitution—— : 

{Loud cries to order: : 

Mr. S. proceeded, gross breach of the Con- 
stitution, which made it necessary for him to ask 
to be excused from voting. 

Mn C.J. INGERSOLL rose to a question of 
| order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. A member, in asking to be 
excused from voting, is authorized by the rule. to 
give his reasons verbally and briefly. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. 1 desire, for my own 
government, to ask a question. of the Chair: 
Must not these reasons, according. to all Parlia- 
mentary practice, and all usage of this House, be 
strictly personal? 

ues SPEAKER repeated the requisitions of the 
rule. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I am bound. to believe that. 
this error of which I speak has erept in by. some ` 
| inadvertence. And I do not wish to give my vote- 
| on a bill, or resolution, containing so gross an error 
l in relation to the rights of any portion of the 
i country. ¢ i : 
Mr. BAYLY. I call the gentleman to order, 
Mr. SCHENCK, Will Pine gentleman ‘state 
i what his point of order is? 
| Mr. BAYLY. The reasons which the gente- 
| man is assigning for being excused from voting, 
| apply, not as the rule requires, to personal eased 
(erations, but to the impropriety of the measure” 
| > 
i 
i 


H 
| 


} 


| 


í 
i 


H 


} 


f 


itself. If the ground he has assumed be true, his 
proper course 18, not to be excused from voting, but 
| to vote against the resolution; and his obvious inten 
ton is to discuss the question, after. the pravious 
question has been ordered, and: when no discus- 
ion is in order. : oie : 
The SPEAKER said, that it ‘would ‘be impossi- 
| ble, in all cases, for thé Chair to confine a member 
strictly to reasons: of a. personal character... ‘The 
rule was in the follo ie E E 


| 
h 


{ 


i 


i 

F 

| 

| rule the following words: 
4 “All potions to excuse a member 
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€ shall be made before the House divides, or before 
* the call of the yeas and nays is commenced; and 
“any memiber requesting to be excused from voting 
‘may make a brief verbal statement of the reasons 
t for makine such request; and the question shall 
‘then be taken, without further debate.” 


Tt was for the House to decidewhat that brief 


statement was. 

Mr. ATKINSON said, he was disposed to re- 
move the difficulty which had seemed to exist be- 
tween-the two gentlemen. 

Great confusion. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Scueuncr] desires to be excused from voting. 
Now; if the gentleman could be excused without 
the necessity of going into his reasons, he [Mr. 
A.] hoped he was satisfied. He [Mr. A.] had no 
doubt that the House would excuse the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. SCHENCK [call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. S. was proceeding to make a remark, which 
could not. be heard amidst the great confusion, 
when— 

Mr. DOUGLASS rose and called him to order. 

Mr. SCHENCK took his seat. 

Mr. DOUGLASS proceeded. If tho gentleman 
presses what he has asserted, that these resolu- 
tions are a violation of the Constitution, that is a 
good reason for his voting against them, but he 
has no right to make an argument. {f therefore 
insist upon. a division on this point—that the gen- 
tleman shall not be permitted to. make an argu- 
ment, either for or against the measure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. pice all is certainly wandgring rather from 
the line marked out by the rule. 

Mr. SCHENCK. th 
except that E find a clause in the resolution which 
T considered a violation of a certain provision of 
the Constitution, which I was about to read. If 
ealled to order now, it must be on the ground that 
it is disorderly for a member to have anything to 
do with that instrument. 

| Laughter, and cries of ‘ Read it in churches. ”’] 

Mr. DOUGLASS [to the Cram.] My point 
of order is, that it is disorderly for the gentleman 
to.ask to be excused, and then to go on and assign 
reasons which show that, if he is an honest man, 
and if his reasons are true, he is bound to vote 
against the measure. 

“The SPEAKER. The House must decide that 
question. 

Mr. McDOWELL. I move that my colleague 
[Mr. Scnexcr]} have leave to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and when 
in the act of announcing the result as being in the 
negative, some conversation arose as to whether 
an intermediate demand by Mr. Scuencx for the 

eas and nays had been made in proper time 
Mr. S. insisting that he had submitted the motion 
so soon as his physical ability had enabled him to 
rise to his feet. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON.. I am sure that 
there is no disposition to deny to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Scitencx] the right to give his 
reasons, bona jide. I hope that the Fouse will 
listen to these reasons so long as they are in order. 
If he enters upon an argument, the Flousc is not 
bound to listen, and cannot do s9. 

Mr. BARRINGER. Does the Speaker decide 
that the gentleman from Ohio is out of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided, 

Mr. WINTHROP said, that he presumed there 
would be no objection made te the gentleman pro- 
ceeding in order, without unnecessarily consuming 
tbe time of the House in caliing the yeas and 
nays. 

And no objection being made— 

Mr. SCHENCK. proceeded. He did not in- 
end, he said, to go into ‘an-arzument, for he knew 
that it would be irvegular. He certainly should 
have done so, had the usual opportunity for dis- 
cussion been afforded. . He. desired; however, to 
make the simple statement of adact.. It was this: 
That there was a certain fact. in the Constitution 
of the United States, taken In connexion with a 


5 


have not yet said anything, | 


1 
certain fact in these resolutions, in relation to pop- | 
ulation; and that there had been such a bluader 
that even the majority here, when they saw it, | 
would be willing, he thought, to retrace their 
steps. Would it be in order for him to read a 
| short clause from the Constitution? 

No objection being made, Mr. S. read as fol- 
lows: 

“ Representatives and direct taxes shall be ap- | 
‘portioned among the several States which may | 
be included within this Union, according to their | 
‘respective numbers, which shall be determined | 
‘by adding to the whole number of free persons, 
‘including those bound to service for a term of 
‘years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three- | 
‘fifths of all other persons.’? ; 

In the second section of these resolutions, he 
found the following provision: 

«tl until the representatives in Congress 


| 
hat, 
‘shall be apportioned according to an actual enu- 
‘meration of the inhabitants of the United States, 
< the State of Texas shall be entitled to choose two 
‘ representatives.” 

Now, he did not find among the papers any 
communication from Texas in relation to what she 
| believed to be the number of her population. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. un call the gentleman 
taorder. It is a mere argument to the question, 
and T must interpose, wiless the House will per- 
mit me to reply. Ifso, Ï am prepared to sustain | 
the position, 

Mr. SCHENCK. [leave it to the Chair to de- 
ide. 
Mr. DOUGLASS. Iam willing that the gentle- 
nian should go oa, and give any reasons which, in || 
the judgment of the House, are reasons for not į 
voting. But as it has been decided that an argu- | 
ment against the measure is not “reasons for be- 
|| ing excused,” I must insist that no further abuse 
| of the rule (as, with all proper respect to the gen- 
tleman, I must say I consider it,) be allowed; and |) 
that the gentleman confine himself within the |! 
proper limits. . | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio | 
[Mr. Sorner] has certainly taxen a latitude not |) 
compatible with the purpose for which he rose. | 

Mr. BAYLY. I submit whether, when leave jj 
has once been given to proceed in order and that 
order has been violated, leave is again to be 
granted? : 

The SPEAKER. The House must determine. 

Mr. SCHENCK. desired to ask a question. By 
the rule of the House he thought that a gentle- 
man asking'to be excused from voting, was to give 
his reasons. He now understood the gentleman 
from flinois (Mr. Doucuass] to say, that he || 
(Mr. 8.) must give such reasons as in the judg- 
|! ment of the House were reasons. He desired the | 
Speaker to decide whether it was the reasons of 
the members of the House, or his own that a gen- 
tleman was to give. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
the gentleman is not confining himself to the lim- 
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| hoff, Brodhead, Milten Brown, Wm. G. Brown, 
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| 
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Blanchard, Buttington, W. W. 


| ne 

| Campbell, Jobn G. Chapman, Collamer, Cranston, 
i Culver, Darragh, Delano, Dixon, Ewing, Foot, 
Giddings, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, 


Elias B. Tolmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. 
Ewbbard, Hudson, Washington Tunt, Joseph R, 
Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Lewis, 
Levin, McGaughey, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Pollock, Ramsey, fulius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stewart, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, 
Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, 
Wood, and Woodruf!-—56. : i 
Sohe joint resclution was adopted. 

„Mr JONES, of*'Tennessee, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote, and demanded the previous 
question. 

There was'a second. The main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, was decided in the neg- 


| ative without a division. 


So:the vote was not reconsidered. 


~The joint resolution was then seat for concur- 
rence to the Senate. 


And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, REMONSTRANCES, &c. 
_ Remonstrances against the admission of Texas 
into the Union as a slaveholding State, were pre- 
sented to-day, as follows: 
By Mr. SAWTELLE: Of Stephen Weston and other citi- 


its contemplated by the rule. 
Mr. HENLEY. Has any gentleman made a |: 
motion to excuse the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. DOUGLASS. He has made it himself. 
| A motion on the left of the Chair was made that 
| the gentleman have leave to proceed in order, but 
rit met with loud resistance. 
And the question being taken, the House re~ 
| fused the leave. 
So Mr. Scuencx took his seat. 
The question then recurring on the motion to 


{ 
{ 


Mr. Scueyex rose io withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BAYLY objected to his 
order, after asking to be excused. 
The CHAIR decided that Mr. Sctrence had a 
right to withdraw his motion, and he withdrew it 
accordingly. 

The question was at length taken on the adop- | 
tion of the joint resolution, and decided in the 
affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Mcasrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, At- 
kinson, Baker, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs 


Jas. Black, Jas. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brin oe 


k 


G: 


excuse, a brief conversation followed; after which i 


doing so, as out of || 


zons of the State of Maine. 


_ Also, of Caivin Metealf and other citizens of North Anson, 
in said State. 

B 
les 


My, ASUMUN: Of Eliab Wright, jr, and 122 other 
l voters of Riilingham, Massachusetts; and Lydia M. 
egory and 32 other women of the same town, 

Of Willis Fisher and 133 other citizens of Franklin, Mas- 
i sachusetis; and of Fanny H. Giimore and 28 other women 
of the same town. 
Simmons and 392 other citizens of Roxbury, 
3 and of Mary Ann Baxter and 282 other wo- 
e same tov, 


and $1 other citizens of West Rox- 
and of Eliza Lea Follen and 121 other 


: Of Daniel Webster and 130 other 
'nesce county, New York. 
SON, of Massachusetts: Of Emma W. 


Sa 


rre 138 other women of Ashiy. 
Of Charles H. Wood and 126 other inhabitants of Ashly. 
Of Amos Farnsworth and 127 others, inhabitants of New- 
ton. 
Of William Brown and 65 others, inhabitants of Shirley. 


Barrett and 


of R 

of Charles ©. Frost and oth 
ndbam, Vermont. 

nd 188 other eiti- 

meetis; of Julia 

nie towns. 

3 of West New- 


: Of Addison Brown and others; 
ane 


H 
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By Mr. FOOT 
Kimball and ot 
citizens of ihe ¢ 


i i oft 
OFB. F. S, Griffin and 40 other ci 
į bury, Massachusetts 
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Of Thomas Hervey and 54 other citizens of West Rox- 
ford, Massachusetts; of Sarah Eaton and 55 other women of 
the same town. 

Of Join S. E. Rodgers and 462 other citizens of Glouces- 
ter, Massachusetts 

Of Edmund K 
ham, Massachus 

Of Leonard Wo 
jusetts. 

r. STEWART: Of William Gump, praying for a 
peusion in consideration of injuries received while in the 
service of the United States in the last war. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Of Mrs. Judith Keith, praying 
for a pension on account of ber husband’s services in the 
Revolution, equal to her rights under the pension tem. 

By Mr, WOOD: Remonstrances trom Utica, Nassau, and 
Albany, New York, 
slave State. 

Also, moved the reference of the papers of Nathaniel 
Mins and others, of Justin Jacobs, of Sarah Scovel, and of 
the children of Ichabod Peck, for pensions, to the appro- 
priate committees. 


all, jr, and 81 other citizens of Wen- 


ts. 


ods and 263 other citizens of Andover, 


By Mr. HAMPTON, (on Thursday): The remonstrance |} 


of William Cooper, 
citizens of New Jers 
the Union, inasmuci 
ance with the Constitution of the United States, establish 
justice, nor ensure the blessings of liberty to all its inhabit- 


Mark Clement, and twenty-six other 
Y, against the admission of Texas into 


80, the remonstrance of Josiah Franklin, J. Scofield, 
and forty other citizens of New Jersey, solemnly remon- 


strating and protesting against the admission to this Union | 


of Texas as a State, with a constitution which establishes 
and perpetuates slavery and the slave trade. 

Mr. HAMPTON also asked leave to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers of Cornelius A. Reeves, of 
Wew Jersey, asking for a pension; and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. And, leave being 
granted, they were referred accordingly. 

Mr. S. D. HUBBARD presented, under the rule, the re- 
monstrance of inhabitants of the town of Madison, Con- 
necticut, against the admission of Texas. 

Also, a remonstrance of eighty-nine citizens of Connec- 


tieut against the admission of ‘Texas. 


IN SENATE. 
Wroyespay, December 17, 1845. 


Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition of citizens | 


of Sandwich, New Hampshire, and two petitions 


from the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating | 


against the admission of Texas as a slave State; 
which were laid on the table under the rule, 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of Simon 
Summers, an officer of the revolutionary army, 
praying to be allowed commutation pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of Lydia Lush, widow of 
Stephen Lush, deceased, a Revolutionary soldier, 
asking a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


ELECTION OF COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Senate 
proceeded to execute the unfinished business, he- 
ing the election of the remaining members of the 
several committees. * 

After several different modes of proceeding f 
proposed by Mr. SEVIER and Mr. SPEIGHT, 
the elections were concluded, partly by ballot and 
partly by resolution. 

‘The committees of the Senate are therefore now 
perfected, and are composed as follows: 

On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Allen, Cass, 
Archer, Sevier, and Atherton. 

On Finance—Messrs. Calhoun, Lewis, Evans, 
Benton, and Jenness. 

On Commerce—Messrs. Haywood, Dix, John- 
son of Louisiana, Sevier, and Davis. 

On dgricullure—-Messrs, Sturgeon, Semple, 
Phelps, Turney, and Corwin. 

On Military Affuirs—Messrs. Benton, Hanne- 
gan, Crittenden, Dix, and Speight. 

On Naval Affuirs—-Messrs. Fairfield, Levy, 
Mangum, Cameron, and Dickinson. 

On the Militia—Messrs. Atchison, Semple, Bar- 
row, Fairfield, and Westcott. 

On Public Lands—-Messrs. Breese 


» Speight, 
Woodbridge, Ashley, and Morehead. 


On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Levy, Sem- | 


ple, Jarnagin, Pennybacker, and Woodbridge. 

On Indian .Affairs—-Messrs. Sevier, Bagby, 
Phelps, Jarnagin, and Achison. . 

Of Claims—Messrs. Bagby, Pennybacker, J.M. 
Clayton, Turney, and Johnson, of Maryland. 


On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs. Semple, Han- | 


negan, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, and Greene. 
On the Judiciary—Messrs. Ashley, Breese, Ber- 
rien, Westcott, and Webster. 
On the Post Office and Post Roads—Messrs. Niles, 
Sturgeon, Simmons, Semple, and Dayton. 


against the admission of Texas asa | 


its constitution does not, in accord- ; 


being | 


t 


On Roads and Canals—Messrs. Hannegan, Lew- 
is, Corwin, Sturgeon, and Davis. 

On Pensions—Messrs. Upham, Ashley, Pearce, 
Atchison, and Barrow. 

On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Haywood, 
Jenness, Breese, Miller, and Johnson of Mary- 
land. 

On Patents and the Patent Ofice—Messrs. Cam- 
eron, Hannegan, Phelps, Sturgeon, and Lewis. 

On Retrenchmeni—Messrs. Lewis, Atherton, 
Morehead, Dickinson, and Turney. 

Cn the Territories—Messrs. Westcott, Cameron, 
Evans, Chalmers, and Corwin. 


Dayton, and Bright. 

To control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate— 
Messrs. Niles, Breese, and Greene. 

On Priniing—Messrs. Atherton, Chalmers, and 
Upham. . . 

On Engrosed Bills—Messis. Jarnagin and 
Levy. 


Bright, Jarnagin, and Levy. ; 
On the Library—Messrs. Pearce, Chalmers, and 
Lewis. : 
Pending the election of the committees, 
Mr. ALLEN rose, and asked permission of the 


| Senate to state that he had just received a subpoena 
| to attend the District Court, now sitting in this 


city, ordering his attendance forthwith, as a wit- 
ness in a case between the United States and an 
individual, now on trial. He would, therefore, be 


| under the necessity of leaving the Senate, in obedi- 


ence to this order. Thus situated, he trusted the 
Senate would permit him, at this time, to intro- 
duce the joint resolution, of which he had yester- 
day given notice, advising the President of the 
United States to notify the Government of Great 
Britain of the termination after twelve months of 


the Oregon Territory. 

Mr. HAYWOOD objected. 

Mr. WEBSTER suggested that it was the usual 
course, when a member of the Senate received a 
subpena, to ask permission of the Senate to obey 
the order. 

Mr. ALLEN accordingly asked permission to 
obey the subpena; which was granted. 

Mr. CASS asked to be excused from serving on 
the Committce on Public Buildings; and the mo- 
tion being agreed to, the vacancy was ordered to 
be filled by the Chair; whereupon 


to fill the vacancy. 


PRINTER TO THE SENATE. 

Mr. SPEIGHT rose, and stated that it would 
be recollected by the Senate that some days ago 
he submitted a resolution to go into the election of 
a printer to the Senate. In consequence of the 
great accumulation of business on the table, it was 
i important that a printer should be elected, as no 
printing could be executed until such an election 


i| Should have taken place. He therefore moved that 


the resolution be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON hoped that the resolu- 
| Hon of the Senator from Mississippi would not be 
taken up out of its order. "There were other reso- 


ness before the Senate; and, among others, there 


was a resolution which had been heretofore intro- |: 
duced by himself for the purpose of fixing the |] 
rate of prices to be paid for the public printing. |! 


Senate before the election of printer; because they 


must all be perfectly aware that when that officer || 


i 
! 
J 
l 
[This matter ought to receive the attention of the 
i 
| 


is once elected, they would hear it argued that it 
would be unfair to reduce the rate of remunera- 
| tion; and that, having contracted with your officer 
| vested rights which must not be interfered with. 
| Phere were three different propositions offered to 


| tion which he had submitted. Those persons who 
i had made the offers were represented to be respon- 
sible men, and were able to do it. Fle did not 
stand in his place as a friend of either party; but 
he thought that the Senate had a right to make a 
contract for the work on the best terms. If they 
should elect a public printer before considering his 
resolution, he repeated, they would be told that 
the printer had certain vested rights under an act 
ee ongress. Without reference to any individ- 
uals—Ritchie & Heiss, 


| 
i 


On the Public Buiidings—Messrs. Cameron, ! 


Joint Committee on Enrolled Biils—Messrs. | 


; fat nae f 
the convention authorizing the joint occupancy of 


The CHAIR appointed Mr. Brien, of Indiana, | 


page : Š : 
lutions standing before it upon the order of busi- | 


, to do the work, he is therefore entitled to certain | 


| execute it below the rates specified in the resolu- | 


Jefferson & Company, or | 


any othershë thought the better “course for the 


paid for printing; or go on, and take up business: 
in order as it stood on the docket. eee 

Mr. SPEIGHT thought the Senator from Dela-- 
ware was mistaken as to the priority of his resolu- 
tion. The two-resolutions were submitted on the: 
same day. . The- resolution of the Senator, from: © 
Delaware was objected to,as out of order, at the: - 
time when he. submitted it; therefore the resolu~.“ 
tion which he (Mr. 8.) had offered had. one day's: 
priority.. He hoped the Senate would now. pro- 
ceed to the election, and thus expedite the. busi~.: 
ness of the country. He was willing to modify 
his resolution, so that the prices should be made 
to conform to any regulation which might here- 
| after be made by law. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked the Senator to reduce 
his modification to writing. He would then state 
whether he should be willing to accede to it. 

The question being about to be put on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Sprieut— © rae 

Mr. CLAYTON asked the Secretary which res- 
| olution had the priority on the calendar. 

The Secretary replied, the resolution of the . 
Senator from Delaware. - be. 

Mr. SPEIGHT then varied his proposition, so 
as to make it a motion to postpone the previous > 
orders; and stated that, in order to accommodate . 
himself to the views of the gentleman from Dela- 
ware, he had no objection to amend his resolution, 
by adding a clause in conformity: to a proposition 
which had just been put into his harids by a gen- 
tleman near him, that the prices paid. for printing 
should be according to. the rates now established, 
or such rates as should be fixed hereafter by law 
or by a resolution of the Senate; ; 

Mr. BERRIEN suggested that it would be bet- 
ter to fix the rate of compensation before they 
made the contract. with the printer, so that the per- 
son selected to do the work might know what he 
was to receive; otherwise, it seemed to him, there 
would be no reciprocity in the contract; and: he 
would also suggest the propriety of giving some 
previous notice of the intention to proceed to the 
election of printer, that Senators might be in their 

laces. 
. Mr. ATHERTON was opposed to making any 
alteration at present in the prices to be paid for. 
panting. If a reduction were necessary, it could 

e made hereafter as well as now; and a recur- 
rence to the former practice of Congress in this 
respect would show that altho the printing 
| might be undertaken at a reduced. price, yet it for 

the most: part occurred: eventually. that the full 
price was paid. Mr. A. added, that he had sug- 
gested to the Senator from Mississippi that it 
might be proper to amend his resolution by prö- 
viding that the compensation should be according 
| to such rates as might be hereafter established, 
And it was also his design, when the resolution 
| offered by the Senator from Delaware came up, to 
move its reference to the Committee on the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, that that commit- 
tee might be led to examine the subject, and re- 
|i port upon it; for he was quite sure that the Senate 
was not competent to decide upon the question at 
i once, and in the absence of information. 
| Mr. J. M. CLAYTON insisted that, as there 
| were several propositions on the table oflering to 
| do the printing at sums varying from twenty to 
fifty per cent. below the resolution of .1819, they 
; should not hesitate to save so considerable a sum 
| of money. And he called for the ‘reading of the 
| several propositions on the table: . 
|, L From Dow & Co., at twenty per cent. less 
than the prices paid during the last session. 

2. From William Greer, at twenty-five per cent. 
m than the prices fixed by the resolation of 

3. From Jefferson & Co., offering to'execute 
the printing at twenty-five per cent. less than the 
price fixed by the same resolution, where the 
; number of copies does not exceed, five thousand, 
{and beyond that number at a reduction of thirty- 
|: three and a third per cent. i 3 i 
H Mr. PENNYBACKER 
|| contending that they could not, by the proposition. 
i, Submitted, change, alter, or modifi y what be con-: 
|| sidered to be a law of the land. From. his. Tes 
| marks, it appeared: that, prior to 1819; the publie.. 
| printing was let by contract to the: lowest bidder; 
|: but the individuals who: undertook to. pel it, = 
i did it in so bungling a manner tha ess 


addressed the Senate; 


Senate would be, first to limit the amount to be |” 


1845. 
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passed the resolution of 1819, fixing the rates of 
compensation; and a committee reported and re- 
commended a scale of-prices, that the work might į 
be done in a manner creditable to the literature of | 
our country. If a resolution should be introduced | 
to change. the law, the Senate would find him 
ready to make inquiry as to what extent the prices 
could be. reduced; but he protested against an in- 
terruption of an election of printer by the measure 
suggested. 

_ Mr. CLAYTON briefly offered some remarks 
in reply, to the effect that, in the event of the elec- 
tion of printer to. the Senate, he would hold a 
vested right by the act of 1844; and, if he were 
elected, he could claim a right to regulate the price 
of printing under his contract. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said he had no such object by ! 
the introduction of his resolution. 

Mr. CLAYTON commented on the exorbitant | 
demand hitherto made for printing in numerous | 
instances, and at a large per centage, and stated 
that the rates, in various instances, were enor- | 
mously high. He went on to say that the act of 
1844 described the maximum rates (beyond which 
they could not go) at twenty per cent. less than 
heretofore. He would vote against the motion. 

Mr. PHELPS was of opinion that the only safe 
course for the Senate to pursue was, to defer the 
election of printer until Congress could act upon 
the subject of a regulation of the prices, in case a 
resolution of the Senate alone would not be suffi- 
cient. The arguments advanced by Senators on 
the other side, showed the propriety of suffering 
the subject of the election to rest until something 
was determined respecting the prices. 

Mr. BREESE said it appeared to him to be |} 
more important that the printing should be well | 
done than that it should be done cheaply. Te 
thought they ought not to be delayed by any un- 
derbidding prepositions, and he was authorized | 
by the proprictors of the Union to state that they 
were prepared, in case they were appointed, to 
conform themselves to any law or regulation that | 
might be adopted by Congress in relation to the 
printing. 

The question was then taken on considering the |} 
resolution, by yeas and nays, as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- || 
erton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, Cameron, Cass, 
Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, 
Hannegan,: Elaywood, Jenness, Levy, Lewis, 
McDuffie, Niles, Pennybacker, Semple, Sevier, 
Speight, Sturgeon, Tunney, and Westcott—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, T. 
Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, || 
Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Pearce, 
Phelps, Simmons, Upham, ‘Webster, and Wood- 
bridge—21. 

Mr. SPEIGHT then modified his resolution so 
as to require that the Senate proceed forthwith to 
the election ofa printer. 

Mr. WESTCOTT then offered the following |} 
amendment: 

Resolved, That if, hereafter, during the term for 
which the printer is elected, provision should be 
made by law for disconnecting. the. public printing 
from the newspaper press and for the establish- |! 
ment of a public printing office to do the printing 
of Congress, the printer so elected shall be subject 
to such regulations as may be made by such laws 
as to his continuance in office. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that nothing could be | 
effected by this amendment. All that could be 
done was to bring in a bill to alter the existing | 
law. He hoped, therefore, the amendment would ! 

1 
t 


not: prevail, 


„Mr. SPEIGHT said it certainly did seem to | 
him ‘surprising that just at this particular time |; 
there ‘should’ be exhibited such a remarkable de- ! 
sire for retrenchment. Whenever a- proposition | 
for a proper reduction of prices should be brought | 
forward, he would be ready to go for it; but it was | 
a subject worthy. of grave consideration, and one 


i 
f 


löy 


which should not be pressed upon them hastily. |í 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he felt.it to be his duty | 
to press the adoption of the amendment which he | 
had just offered, not from any mal feeling | 


which he entertained, but bè 


il 


respect to the gentleman for whom he was expect- 
ed to. vote, he believed him to be perfectiy pure 
and altogether above paltry motives. He felt it to 


be his duty to offer this resolution in order to pre- |! 


vent the hands of the Senate from being tied, and 
to prevent gentlemen on the other side from say- 
ing we have made our contractand we cannot aker 
it for two years. 


Mr. ALLEN dissented from the views of the 
Senator who had just sat down; because, if the 
amendment should be adopted it would become 
the law of the land, that the patronage of the 
Government, as far as regards the printing, was to 
be held from one description of the people of this 
country. His views were, that the laws should 
confer no privileges upon sects or subdivisions of 
the community. Auother view was, that such a 
course would also proscribe a portion of the com- 
munity; and he (Mr. A.) would proscribe no man. 

he amendment, if adopted, was calculated to 
proscribe the press of the country by a solemn act 
of Congress. He therefore would oppose the 
amendment. 


The question was then taken on the amendment, 
eas and nays, and decided as follows : 
EAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Cameron, Thomas Clayton, John M. 
Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louis- 
iana, Levy, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, 
Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, Webster, 
Westcott, and Woodbridge—28. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Breese, Cass, 


Sturgeon, and Tumey—21. 

The amendment being agreed to— 

The resolution was then further amended by Mr. 
ATHERTON, by adding— 


“'The printing to be paid for at the rates now | 
‘established by law, or such rates as may, during | 


‘the present session, be established by law or by 
‘resolution of Congress.”’ 


Mr. CLAYTON then offered the following |: Y 


amendment: 

“iat the person or persons elecied printer to 
‘the Senate shall be required to sign an agreement 
‘to do the printing of the Senate at not less than 
‘twenty per cent. under the prices fixed by the 
‘act of 1819, when the number of the documents 
‘to be printed does not exceed 5,000, and 334 per 
“cent. less when the number exceeds 5,000; and 
‘when the same person or persons shall be elected 
‘printer to each House, no allowance shall be 
‘made for double composition, or setting up of the 
‘same document.” 

Mr. CLAYTON asked for the yeas and nays; 
and the question being taken, it was decided as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Benton, Ber- 


rien, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, į 


Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Muller, 
Niles, Pearce, Phelps; Simmons, Upham, Web- 
ster, and Woodbridye—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison Ather- 
ton, Bagby, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, 
Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, 


Haywood, Jenness, Levy, Lewis, McDuffie, Pen- | 
nybacker, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Tur- | 


ney, and Wesicoit—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

‘The Senate then proceeded to ballot for a printer 
to the Senate; and the resuli was as follows: 


Whole number of votes given in.......- 49 
Necessary to an election........ 006 
Messrs. Ritchie & Heiss received........- 


Messrs. Ritchie & Heiss having received a ma- 
jority of all the votes given, were therefore duly 
elected printers to the Senaie for the Twenty-ninth 
Congress. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate took up | 


the joint resolution from the House for the appoint- 
ment of Chaplains; which was concurred in. 


Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the Senate pro- j 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business; i 


decision on the motion, 


but, without any 
jjourned. 


The Senate a 


Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickin- 

> { ’ i 
son, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Hay wood, Jenness, | 
Niles, Pennybacker, Semple, Sevier, Speight, | 


| 


| year. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Warpnespay, December 17,1845. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications from Executive Departments, viz: 


REVENUE MARINE. 
I, From the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 


i mitting a detailed and able report upon the subject 


of the revenue marine establishinent of the United 
States, containing an account of all the operations 
of that branch of the public service during the 
The report is made by Captain Alexander 
V. Fraser, the oficer in charge of the Revenue 
Marine Burcau of the Treasury Department, The 
amount estimated for the service of the establish- 
ment for the next year, exclusive of the construc- 
tion of revenue steamers, is $229,806. The 
amount estimated for revenue boats is $74,223; 
making together $304,029. There is also a table, 
from which we have compiled the following state- 


| ment: 


Expenditure of every description upon Iron Revenue 
Steamers, from April 1843, to December 1845. 


The McLane, built in Boston ........$83,338 69 


Dallas, do Buaffalo.........82,952 23 
Legaré, do New York......90,807 15 
Spencer, do West Point.. ..105,013 10 
Jefferson, do Oswego .. +++ -100,943 25 
Bibb, do Pittsburg ......145,604 13 
Walker, do do...........2,482 51 
Polk, do Richmond.......9,979 94 


620,621 00 


The report was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 
COAST SURVEY. 


H. From the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, trans- 
mitting the report of the Chief Superintendent of 
the coast survey, showing the operations of that 
important branch of the public service for the past 
year. The report is signed hy Professor Alexan- 
der D. Bache, and dated at ** Bodie’s Island, North 
Carolina, November 29, 1845.” It was laid on` 
the table and ordered to he printed; and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 250 copies extra 
were ordered for the use of the officers and others 
connected with the survey. 


The SPEAKER announced that the reception 
and the consideration of petitions, memorials, re- 
monstrances, and State resolutions, was the regular 
order of business; and 

The House’ proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolutions of the State of Massachusetts, pre- 
sented by Mr. Wiyruropr, on the 15th instant, in 
favor of an amendment of the naturalization laws. 

The resolutions were read by the Clerk, and are 
as follow: 

Whereas the purity of the ballot box is indis- 
pensable for the security of the rights and the free 
and full expression of the will of the people; and 
whereas experience has clearly demonstrated that 
the naturalization laws of the United States are 
loose and defective, affording opportunities for the 
perpetration of gross frauds, destructive alike to 
therights and morals of our citizens and the sta- 
bility of our institutions: 

Resolved, That the rights, interests, and morals 
of the people demand an immediate and thorough 
revision of the naturalization laws; and we regard 
it as the imperative duty of Congress so to amend 
those laws, that, while a liberal and just policy 
shall be adopted towards such foreigners as are or 
may come among us, the rights and privileges of 
our countrymen shail be kept inviolate, and the 
ballot-box permanently guarded against every im- 


į proper influence. 
i 


Resolved, That our Senators and Representa- 


| tives in Congress are hereby especially requested 
| to use their utmost exertions forthwith to procure 


such amendmenis in the naturalization laws as 
shall carry out and perpetuate, as faras possible, 
the principles indicated In the foregoing resolve. 

Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor be 
requesied to transmit a copy of ihese resolves to 
each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress. 


When these resolutions were presented, Mr, 

A at, 
Levin moved that they be referred to a select com- 
mitiee, A motion was also made onthe same day, 
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which takes precedence of the motion to refer to 
a select committee. 

Mr. LEVIN said that the question before the 
House was a naked question of reference, and that 
in the few remarks he proposed to make he should 


coufine himself to the question, without enlarging | 


upon the subject which he desired to bring in pro- 
per form to the full consideration of the House, and 
which a select committee would alone enable him 
to accomplish. I object (said Mr. L.) to the re- 
forence of these resolutions to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. Tam influenced to this course, not 
from any want of respect to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or from any desire to derogate from 
their patriotism and learning; on the contrary, ï 
entertain the highest respect forall the members of 
that committee. But I object on a Parliamentary 
rule, or an established usage of this House—call 
it privilege if you please—which secures to every 
proposition a full and fair discussion, on its real 
merits, from a committee not prejudged against its 
main principle. The doctrine is clearly laid down, 
that those who are opposed to the main body of a 
bill are not to bé appointed as its judges; or, as 
Grey has it, the child is not to be put to a nurse 
that cares not for it. Hence, it is laid down by 
Mr. Jefferson as an invariable rule that no man. is 
to be employed in any matter who has declared 
himselfagainstit.. A principle so obviously found- 
ed in the spirit of republican equity is calculated 
to unite all in its support. How, oa any other 
mode of proceeding, could free legislation make 
any progress? If matters of this sort are to be 
referred toa committee known to be hostile to their 
great leading principle, all chance of correcting 
public abuses is cut off, and the reference itself to 
such committee is tantamount to a rejection. To 
prejudge any public measure in this summary 
manner would better suit the divan of a Sultan of 
Turkey than the republican Congress of the free 
people of the United States; nor can I bring my- 
self to doubt for a moment that the motion I have 
made for a select committee will prevail. 

What, sir, is the object of this rule of the 
House? iis to promote the cause of truth and 
justice by a full and fair discussion of the princi- 
ples that may be involved in a report to be made 
to this House, instead of having it strangled in a 
committee-room, never more to be heard of on this 
floor, or, if heard of, accompanied by a unanimous 
request that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. That the 


Committee on the Judiciary are adverse to the ob- į 


ject contemplated no one will venture to deny, and 
T 
J 
then, can the House refuse its reference to a select 
committee? It can scarcely be that the House is 
afraid to agitate this question before the country, 
lest it should make friends with the people. ‘The 
subject itself is one that grasps the safety of the 
nation. It involves the character as well as the 
duration of this Republic. It is a question tha 
must sooner or later he met. The eyes of the 
whole nation are turned on this Elouse for some 


action on the subject of our naturalization laws, | 


Not only will your refusal of a select commit- 
tee be, unparliamentary, but it wiil savor of per- 
secution towards a cause that now embraces in 
its ranks more than two hundred thousand voters, 
ənd will speedily number more than a million. 
Public opinion demands for this great question 
the most unbounded liberality. Itis a question so 
compact, so much of a unit, that opinions against 
it caunot apply to any part without applying to 
the whole. If the Committee on the Judiciary are 
adverse to the agitation of this question, I maintain 
that itis not treating so important a matter with 
becoming consideration to move its reference ii 
that quarter, in order thatit may be put to a nurse 
more anxious.to strangle than. to. rear it, 
is this principle of preservation carried inthe rules 
of this House, thata member hostile to a bill has 
a right to: be excused from sitting on such commit- 
tee, the evident intention being that every subject 
shall be brought into. full, free, and unrestrained 
discussion on this floor, instead of being made 
away with ina dark corner. All that we ask is, 
pet. to smother the report, but give it a fair chance 
of living till it encounters the open warfare of its 
enemies.on this floor, and can parry the blows 


here boldly announce the fact. On what ground, | 


So far | 


that its opponents aim against it. “‘ Daylight and 
a fair feld” are all that Native Americans ask, and 
a smaller act of justice could not be granted them 
by an American Congress. . 

Various lights are apt to break in on the most 
obvious proposition, when under discussion on 
this floor, that a committee room, occupied only by 
its cnemies, never could elicit. Once put to nurse 
|l in the arms of its foes, would it not sleep forever? 
A committee composed of friends and foes, or im- 
|| partial observers, will do it justice, and bring it in 
proper form to the full consideration of the House. 
I need scarcely add, that it is not in the power of 
|| Congress to evade this question. A prompt and 

| candid reception of it, therefore, will do the House 
more credit with the country than a reluctant wil- 
lingness to entertain it, or any resort to artifice to 
put it to sleep. Giants never slumber by rocking 
or singing. The people love this ‘ monster,” as 
it has been called, of their own begetting; and they 
expect their representatives here to treat it with all 


Washington. We desire to carry out his ‘creed 
and his principles. As Native Americans, we have 
been reviled and misrepresented ; and we now ask 
| to place before the nation, in the form ofa report, 
our true object, our end and aim. We ask it in 
behalf of the American people—we ask it in behalf 
of our children, for whose benefit we hold in trust 
| the great estate of freedom. Grant us, as Ameri- 
| cans, this small privilege, and then let us meet our 
opponents, Anteus like, face to face on this floor, 
unaided by any other power but that of truth and 
the God of truth. 

Mr. BRODHEAD obtained the floor; but yield- 
ed it at the request of 

Mr, GIDDINGS, who desired to put a question 
| to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. He desired 
| to know if that gentleman had not voted in every 
instance to ‘smother the petitions of some eighty 
| thousand native born Americans who had petition- 
| ed this House at this session against slavery ? 

Mr. LEVIN appeared desirous of making a re- 
ply to this inquiry; but 

Mr. BRODHEAD refused to yield the floor. 
| He said he had not risen to discuss the principles 
of the Native American party, but to offer a few 
remarks of a business character as to the propriety 
of referring these resolutions to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. A gentleman from Alabama had 
moved to lay them on the table; but at Mr. B.’s 
earnest request, consented to withdraw that mo- 
tion, that Mr. B. might move their reference to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. Mr. B. had 
| made that motion out of respect to his honorable 
|| colleague, [Mr. Levin,] :and to those whom he 
represented here, as well as because he and those 
with whom he acted were in some degree strangers 
in that House. And in what spirit had this courtesy 
been met? The gentleman rose and announced to the 
House that there was a determination on the part 
of one of the standing committees of the ELouse to 
strangle the resolutionsif referred to them, and bu 
them in the vaults of a committee room! Mr. B. 
would ask, what there was in this Native Ameri- 
can party that they should demand from Congress 
| greater deference and consideration than was ac- 
| corded to others? Where did his colleague find 
the evidence of any predisposition on the part of 
the Judiciary Committee to smother these resolu- 
tions? 
imputation could justly be founded. Those who 
|| were in favor of the improvement of our Western 
rivers had had their memorials referred to the ap- 
propriate committee of the House; so had every 
other class of petitioners: why must this Ameri- 
can party be honored by allowing to their applica- 
‘tions here a select committee? He thought the 
House treated them very well by putting them on 
| a footing with their fellow-citizens; but this pro- 
posal was met by the language of menace and of 

complaint in advance. The gentleman asked for 

i them a select committee; because their numbers 
here-were small. If there were but few of these 
gentlemen sent to the House, whose fault was that? 


resolutions was met by them all in the spirit now 
|| manifested by his- colleague, Mr. B. doubted 
whether they would be sent to any committee at 
| all, but at once laid on the table. What greater 
|| merit was there about them than about the aboli- 
| tion petitions, so many of which had shared this 
l fate? Mr. B. thought that both ought to go: to- 
lena ; nipo F > 
|j gether. Must this House dignify, by the report 


the consideration due to a descendant of George | 


There was none on which so offensive an ! 


| if the proposal of a respectful reference of these i 


i 


{ 


| 
| 


H 


| native party never had anything 


sented to withdraw the call at the em of— 
the 


these resolutions. ] 
Judiciary Committee, Mr. R., for one, should 
move, at the first meeting of the committee, that 
they be discharged from the further consideration 
of them. He was for gratifying the desire of the 
few here who acted with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and who seemed to think that they had 
made. some great and. unheard-of discovery in 
reference to the naturalization laws. Let them 
have the nursing of this new and original. thought — 
of theirs, and present it when sufficiently grown 
to the action of the House.. If the banthng pos- 
sessed any peculiar and. striking beauties, let the 
whole House and the whole country see them all. 
Let them show, if they were able, that the course 
of this country heretofore on the subject of nata- 
ralization had been all wrong, and. that the for- 
eigner who sought refuge among us ought not to 
be suffered to vote until the infant born upon the 
day when he set his foot upon our shores was.of 
age to vote at his side. In compliance with. his 
promise, Mr. R. renewed the call for the previous. 
question. Seer 

It was, however, again withdrawn, at the in-. 
stance of— 

Mr. MACLAY, who said that he regretted to 
hear his colleague [Mr. RarHpun] express a wil- 


| lingness to grant the reference, asked for by the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, of this subject toa 
select committee. He (Mr. M.) hoped it would 
not be so referred. Why, scarcely a week had 
aepeed sinice they had subdivided that House into 
different standing committees, composed of gen- 
tlemen selected with reference to their knowledge 
of the various subjects likely io. come: before tbat 
House for its action, and to-which it: would. be 
appropriate to refer them. Now, they lost all the 
advantages of this arrangement—and they were 
many and great—if they suffered it to be broken 
in upon by these motions for references to select. 
committees. There might be—there were cases 
in which such committees were very properly de- 
manded, when there was a peculiarity in the sub- 
ject, or some other necessity for a select commit- 
tee. Where was the necessity in that case? hosé 
resolutions referred to and asked for the modifica 


| tion of laws long established, well understood, 


and, from the very necessity of the case, frequently 
recurred to, discussed, and examined. Two years 
ago, (said Mr. M.,) I would have willingly voted 
in my. place here for the reference now demanded. 
This subject seemed to oceupy such. prominence 
in the public discussions of The country, that, out 
of deference to that general interest, £ should so 
have voted. But a great’ change has taken place 
since that period. ‘The public judgment has been 
pronounced upon this subject. “Phis miserable 
Native American movement no longer excites the” 
regards of an intelligent community. They have’ 
ceased to feel ‘any interest in it. Jt never existed. 
in any strength, except in our large. cities, and 
could never stand the test of the healthy atmo- 
sphere of the country. My friend. from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Levin} knows very. well thatothis 
t i but a sort-of arti- 
ficial vitality, and F know it is not in the power of 
any agitation here to galvanize. it into life. No; 
sir; let the subject : be referred to. the standing 


|| Committee on the Judiciary, where it properly 
belongs, and let that committee “di 


ischarge their 


whole duty to. this House 


i 
H 
| 


ji 


e us E and-to this countrys: 
by giving to the subject á patient aid detailed ex- 
amination, and by: presentine such -conclusio: 
shall show .the ak absurdi é 

a system which hé led f 
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of our Government, and of which so large a por- | 
tion of the prosperity of our country is absolutely 
nothing else than a product. 

_ Mr. WINTHROP said that the question before 
the House related to a series of resolutions which 
he had had the honor to present. He could assure 
gentlemen. on-all sides of the House that these 
resolutions did not originate in any factious desire 
to.excite agitation on the subject. They were the 
resolutions. of. the legislature of. Massachusetts. 
They did not:wndertake to point out any mode of 
altering the naturalization laws of the country. 
They expressed no opinion whatever on that 
matter, But they were predicated on the idca 
that, in the opinion. of a large majority of the 
people of that State, and, as he believed, of the | 
people of the country, that some revision, some 
amendment of our naturalization system, was es- 
sentially necessary to the preservation of our free 
institutions. The resolutions emanated from no 
third party. They were resolutions emanating, as 
he had already stated, from tlie legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts. . The sentimenthad been expressed by 
the gentleman who had just sat down, that Native 
Americanism was dead. He (Mr. W.) might, 
perhaps, be willing to assent te that sentiment if | 
the gentleman meant that Native Americanism, as 
a third party in the various localities in which it 
had originated, was dead. But if the gentleman 
nieant that there have been no abuses—no gross 
frauds perpetrated in elections in times past, and | 
that gross frauds are not likely to be perpetrated 
in elections in all time to come, unless we have a 
reform of our naturalization laws, then he (Mr. W.) 
totally disagreed with the gentleman. He did not 
know whether any member of that House had 
taken the pains to examine the testimony furnished | 
by another branch of the legislature, by a commit- 
tee authorized to investigate this subject, and send 
for persons and papers, and who transacted their 
business chiefly by means of depositions taken by 
porsona duly authorized in the various States. 
Butif they had not examined that document, he 
hoped ana, trusted that no member of the House 
would move to lay the resolutions on the table, or | 
attempt, In any way, to shut out this subject from 
a fair and just examination, until he had at least 
read and considered the plain evidence furnished 
by gentlemen above all suspicion of any party 
feeling-—by members of the judicial system of the 
States of New York, Louisiana, an Pennsylva- 
nia—many of whom, so long as they were associ- 
ated with any party, belonged to that political 
arty so largely in the majority in that House. 
Ihe testimony of these judges, able and venerable 
men, showed that frauds, gross frauds, had been 
perpetrated in various cities of the United States, | 
m consequence of defects in’ the naturalization 


{ 

was utterly opposed; but, on hearing the resolu- 
tions read, he discovered that they asked no such 
thing, but merely proposed a revision of the laws, 
with a view to the more effectual protection of the 
ballot-box. To this he certainly had no objection. 
But if the object of the gentleman from Peansyl- 
vania was to get up a political excitement in this | 
House, and thereby send out food and nourish- | 
ment to a party which was fast dwindling into in- 
significance, and seemed likely to die a natural 
deàth, then he would vote to lay the resclutions 
on the table. He had, however, no objection that 
they should be referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

He here renewed the motion for 
question, 

And the question being on the seconding the | 
cal]— 

Mr. McDOWELL said that, at the earnest re- 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 
out of courtesy to that gentleman, he would with- 
draw the motion if the gentleman would agree to 
renew it. 

Mr. DOUGLASS asked of the Chair whether 
it was in the power of a member to withdraw a 
call for the previous question, on condition and by 
agreement with another, or must not his with- 
drawal be absolute and unconditional? Mr. D. 
thought all these bargains in reference to the course 
of business to be wholly improper. 

The CHAIR decided that if the call for the pre- | 
vious question was withdrawn, it must be done | 
absolutely. | 

Mr. McDOWELL was understood to withdraw | 
the call. 

Mr. DARRAGH said he had particule 


the previous 


Har reasons 
for desiring to say a few words on this subject. 
fie should have preferred to sit in quietness; but | 
as there were a large number of persons in his dis- 
trict who belonged politically to this third party, 
he wished to set himself right to them in the vote h 
should give. Ife should vote in favor of referring 
the resolutions to a select commiitec, because he 
believed that if there was any subj 
to go to a select committee it was this. The sub- 
jects referred to the Judiciary Committee were 
; usually those which had respect to particular laws; 
but this subject had to do with what might be de- 
nominaied an elemental Jaw, directly and vitally 
affecting the fundamental right of citizenship itself: 
it touched the very formation of ow Government, 
and. therefore it was surely a fit subject for the con- 
sideration of a select committee. “Lut though he 
would thus refer it, he was far from being in favor 
of the project of altering. our naturalization laws. 
He was against any change in those laws. He 
had examined them, and he took this opportunity 
publicly to state that he was not in favor of the 


SS 5 


| 


system, and.pointing out themselves, in. the most 
direct and unmistakeable terms, the remedy—alter- 
ations of the system necessary to the maintenance 
of the purity of the ballot-box. He had said more 
than he had intended. He wished merely to call 
the attention. of the House to the fact, that the reso- 
lutions, did not emanate from the member from 
Pennsylvania, who was such an active and promi- 
nent member. of the. third. party. He wished to 
call the attention of the House to the fact, that the 
resolutions were the solemn expressions of the 
legislature of Massachusetts; that they spoke the 
sentiments of the whole people of Massachusetts— 
certainly of a large portion of them. He wished 
to call the attention of the House to the fact, that 
probably the whole delegation of Massachusetts on 
that floor—not a very large delegation, indeed, but 
one perhaps entitled to as. much consideration as 
any other—would cheerfully support the member 
from. Pennsylvania in any measure calculated to 
bring this subject fairly and fully before the candid 
investigation. of that House and of the country. He 


| 
| 


proposed restrictions. He had no doubt that great 
frauds had been practised; but could Congress 
remedy them by extending the period of proba 
tion for citizenship? If great frauds were prac 
tised under laws which required a probation of | 
i five years, why would they not still be practised : 
| though the term should be extended to twenty-one | 
years? | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, said he had 
not been in his seat when the present debate com- 
menced, and had heard but a part of it. ‘The rep- 
resentatives of the Native American party were 
here but a smal handful, but they had been sent | 
here by a very respectable portion of the people of 
this Union, with the express view of bringing this 
naturalization question before the people. If they 
were wrong in their views, the House could casily 
set them right; and if they were right, the House 
owed. it to justice and magnanimity to allow them 
to be heard. This naturalization question was by 
no means a settled question in our policy. The 
terms of naturalization had been changed four or 


i 


o 


thought that. the. reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: was appropriate; but as the member 
from Pennsylvania desired its reference to a select 
committee, he: (Mr..W:) would. waive his motion, 
and give way to.that introduced. by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MeDOW ELL called -for the reading of the 
resolutions ; and they were.read accordingly. 

Mr. McD. said that, fromthe remarks of the 
gentleman, he had been led to:stppose that these 
resolutions recommended something specific in re- 
lation..to. our naturalization laws, and asked that 
the period. of probation should be extended to 
twenty-one years—a change to which Mr. MeD. 


five different times since the adoption of the Fede- 
ral Government; and when the time should come | 
that their views should have an opportunity of 
being heard through the report of a committee, | 
and by means of their_own speeches, he heped 
they would be able to show that there were good 
grounds for a further alteration. Mr. C. said he 
yielded to no man in his favorable regard towards 
the oppressed foreigner who came to our shores 
seeking for his future home. God forbid that he 
should ever see this land any other than a home 
for the exile and for the oppressed ; but his attach- 
ment was nevertheless strong and deep to the peo- 
ple born on his own native soil, and which had 


that ought | 


been the country of his fathers before him. And 
he would not consent to confer benefits on any, if 
they must be at the expense and to the detriment 
of his own native born fellow-eitizens. As the 
laws now stood, the adopted children of the coun- 


|| try were in the enjoyment of privileges not ac- 


corded to our own citizens. Fie should not, how- 
ever, attempt to discuss the general question, but 
he trusted that the House, in its magnanimity, 
would not refuse to him and his friends the oppor- 
tunity of putting themselves fairly before it and 
before the country. 

Mr. WOODRUFF was understood to say t 
he did not intend to occupy the attention of the 
House by any lengthy remarks upon the subject 
before it. “Che question had assumed quite a dif- 
ferent character from what he had anticipated, and 
caused more debate than he supposed would grow 
outorit. Fe did not rise to recriminate, to retort, 
or to pay back in such unseemly coin as gentlemen 
had seen fit to deal out towards his colleacues and 
himself; nor would he now enter into the merits 
or denierits of the question, as involved in its con- 
sideration. It was not his opinion that the proper 
period had arrived for such action on his part, or 
that of his colleagues upon this floor. 

The question had been sprung upon them un- 
expectedly, and he thanked the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Winrrrop] for re ninding 
him that it originated in the Assembly of his owr 
Commonwealth, by a set of resolutions properly 
presented for the consideration of this ITouse. 
What reasons could gentlemen possibly have for 
wishing to lay these resolutions on thé table, as 
an honorable gentleman moved two days since; or 
what good reason could gentiemen have for oppo- 
sing their reference to a sclect committee? Were 
not the resolutions respectful to this House? Did 
they not come from a dignified quarter? Were 
they dictatorial? Of what was that Assembly con- 
stituted? Of Whigs? No, sir. Of Democrats or 
Native Americans? Neither. This was no party 
measure; it was a matter which had its origin in, 
| and came from, the assembled wisdom of a froe 
and soveycicn State, and was consequently sus- 
tained in its political cfect by the voiee of the 
whole Commonwealth of Massachusetts. It there~ 
fore demanded the respectful, sober, and honest 
consideration of the FLouse, 

Flow (continued Mr. W.) is this object to be at~- 
tained? My honorable colleague proposes their 
reference to a select committee, and I shall vote for 
sucha reference, because I believe it to be the 
most suitable way to get this subject before the 
House. We are bound (said he) to look this nat- 
uralization question full in the face; the people ex- 
pect it; it must be met. What are gentlemen afraid 
of? I hold that, if there be in these resolutions any- 
thing which bespeaks danger, or puts in peril the 
institutions of the land, it is the duty of gentle- 
men to meet it, and to adopt measures to counter- 
act it; but if there is the least reason to suppose 
here is anything in them which haga tendency 
to support or perpetuate the institutions of these 
States, then most especially was it the duty of gen~ 
tlemen in that House to refer them to aselect com- 
mittee, and thus allow the whole matter to come 
hefore them, the people, and the world. He hoped 
at some future period to have an opportunity to 
discuss the merits of the question, and should now 
' vote for the reference to a select: committee. 

Mr. PAYNE said that, as he understood gentle- 
men, the motion to refer these resolutions to the 
Judiciary Committee was objected to for two rea- 
sons: first, because such a proceeding would not 
be respectful to the Massachusetts Legislatures 
and, second, because the effoct of such reference 
| would inevitably be to strangle all investigation on 
the subject-matter of the resolutions. Now, as to 
the first of these objections, it was an old ery in 
that House. Searce anything could be presented 
from that quarter and acted on in this House, but 
straight the House was met by this cry of disre- 
spect to Massachusetts. What! Was it disro 
spectful to refer these resolutions of the Massa- 
chusetts Legislature to the very first of all the 
standing committees in the House? Toa com- 
mittee presumed to be distinguished for its learn- 
ing, and especially for its legal attainments? If this 

vas a disrespectful course, he really did not know 

what might not be regarded as di rect to her. 
The second objection assumed, that if the Judie 
ry Committee ever got its hands en the 
tons, they would strangle them. 
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rect imputation on that committee, and on the gen- 
tlemen who composed it. 

Mr. LEVIN here asked leave to explain; and 
the floor having been yielded to him for that pur- 
pose, he said that, so far from having intended to 
make the slightest reflection on the gentlemen of 
that committee, he entertained towards them the 
greatest possible respect. In what he had said as 
to the prospect of the resolutions being strangled, 
he had referred solely to the previous action of the 
Judiciary Committee at the last Congress. He 
had but followed the usual course of judging of 
the future from the past. 

Mr. PAYNE said that his remarks had not been 
intended to apply particularly to that gentleman, | 
but to the general tenor of the observations by 
which the proposed reference to the Judiciary 
Committee had been opposed. It had been re- 
peatedly said, that if they went to that committee 
they would be smothered—they would be sup- 
nressed—they would be, buried in the committee- 
room, and the subject-matter of them would not | 
be investigated. To say this was to cast a direct i| 
and disgraceful imputation on the Judiciary Com- | 
mittee. It was the bounden duty of that commit- 
tee to give to any and every subject referred to-it 
a due examination, and Mr. P. would not permit 
himself to doubt that, if this subject should be sub- 
mitted to them, they would give ita full and fair 
and ample investigation, and would report accord- 
ingly. 

Mr. P. would not be justi 


—that it consisted of able men, and men well ac- | 
quainted with the naturalization laws ; and it seem- || 
ed at least possible that they might apprehend at } 
their hands a report not exactly such as these gen- | 
tlemen might desire, and hence the strenuous | 
character of their opposition. | 

Mr. P. considered this as the first sten—as the | 
beginning—of a new organization of a faction in: 
the country The country had seen such factions | 
arise before, and he was very unwilling for one | 
that the floor of that House should be converted | 
into an arena to provide political and factious ex- | 
citement for the country. A few years since they | 
had witnessed the organization of the celebrated | 
anti-masonic party, which very soon assumed a | 
temporary importance in our political affairs, and 
it was soon sought to be transferred to one of the 
great political parties which divided the country. 

here was another faction, in which certain mem- 
bers from Ohio had taken a distinguished part, 
which perhaps had agitated the House and the | 
nation more than any other; and now we were to 
have still another, and the country was to be agi- 
tated by a Native American faction,.and this, like 
the rest, would eventually be transferred to one or | 
other scale of the great political balance which 
swayed the destiny ofthe country. 

Mr. McDOWELL inguired to what faction the i 
gentleman referred in which gentlemen from Ohio 
had figured so largely? 

Mr. PAYNE replied that he had reference to the | 
faction of the abolitionists. Whether the gentle- 
man belonged to that faction or not he did not 
know. Perhaps, however, he might have done 
some injustice to his honorable friend from Ohio, 
and he was told by some of those around him that 
he had done very great injustice: if so, he would 
cheerfully withdraw the remarks he had made. | 
But he must repeat that he was utterly unwilling 
that the Congress of the United States should be 
made the arena for the getting up of a new faction; | 
and he was induced to believe that something of ; 
the sort was intended in the present movement. 
If it was, he was utterly opposed to it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS here called Mr. Payne to order. 
[A laugh.] 

The CHAIR asking Mr. Gippines to state his | 
point of order— : | 

| 
H 


Mr. GIDDINGS said that this was merely a 
motion of referencë, and it was out of order to dis- 
cuss the merits on such a motion. He therefore 
called the gentleman to order for irrelevancy. ! 

[This is believed to have been the substance of | 
what Mr. Gippines said; but, owing to his rela- | 


word he utters can be distinctly heard at the Re- | 


| possible. 


| those who-had personally suffered under the des- 


il And would they be indisposed to maintain the 


‘| owed so much to foreign aid in the hour of our 


| lutionary history. Was the Speaker very sure | 


; efficiently in our own dark and cloudy day; and 
i he would now go on to ask gentlemen, if to the 


The CHAIR observed that Mr. P. was certainly | 
wandering from the question of reference; and hav- 
ing been pronounced out of order, could. not-pro- 
ceed without leave of the House. i 

A motion being made for leave, it was carried 
nem. con. - 

Mr. PAYNE, in resuming, said there were som 
men in that House whom he thought of when en- | 
gaging in its discussions; but there were others 
whom he never knew or noticed. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS called Mr. Payne to order. | 

` The CHAIR admonished him that personalities | 
were notin order; and if he intended his remark | 
as personal to any member of the, House, he was | 
out of order, — 

Mr, PAYNE resumed. He could not but think | 
that in what he observed on this occasion there į 
was an intention to agitate the country; and he 
thought he perceived in the present movement a 
spirit of hostility to foreign immigrants, and to the 
exercise by them of the right of suffrage; and the 
object seemed to be the prohibition of such an ex- | 
ercise of it in future, or at least the imposition of 
uch restrictions as would render its. exercise im- 
if that was the real object, he was. di- 
rectly opposed to it. It was contended that the 
exercise of this right by foreigners was dangerous 
to our own population. Wherefore? Could not 


potisms of the Old World draw for themselves the 
contrast between those Governments and this? 


liberties of this country? And, above all, was it 
proper in us, who owed so much to foreign aid in 
our own struggles for liberty 

Mr. WOODRUFF here interposed, and called 
Mr. Payne to order for irrelevancy. The ques- 
tion was on reference, and the gentleman must di- 
rect his remarks to that object. After a brief in- 
terruption, Mr. W. consented to withdraw his 
call to order. 

Mr. PAYNE said he must give his reasons why, 
in his opinion, the reference asked for by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Levin] ought not 
to be granted And on questions of this kind some 
latitude should be allowed. He would again, 
therefore, ask, whether it was right in us, who 


struggle, now that we had got all that we desired 
and fought for, lo refuse to have the same degree 
of liberty extended to the very persons who Dad 
thus aided us, merely to gratify the discontent, 
and suspicions, and heartburnings, of a small. po- 
litical faction? Let gentlemen revert to our revo- | 


that he should have been sitting this day where he 
now did, but for the assistance extended to us by 
France? Let gentlemen lift their eyes to that por- : 
trait which hung on the left of the Chair, [the 
picture of Lafayette,] and let them call to mind 
the services of that generous and gallant man. 

Mr. WOODRUFF here again called Mr. P, to 
order for irrelevancy. | 

‘The CHAIR decided that, in strict Parliamen- | 
tary law, when a motion for reference was made, | 
the discussion must be confined to that naked | 
question; but the Parliamentary practice had been | 
otherwise; and a motion to refer had usually been ! 
considered as opening the whole subject to debate. | 
The gentleman from Alabama would praceed. 

Mr. PAYNE said that he hoped that this ex- | 
treme sensiliveness of gentlemen would now be at 
an end. Could it be that they were afraid of dis- 
cussion? 

Mr. WOODRUFF said not, if he was permitted | 
to reply. i 

Mr. PAYNE said he did not yield the floor. | 
When interrupted, he had been referring to those 
foreigners Who had aided us so gloriously and so 


illustrious dead it was ever permitted to revisit the | 
scenes of their own great actions, and the spirit of 
that noble foreigner could now look down from 
his high and peaceful abode on what was passing 
in that Hall, and in this land, what would be his 
feelings at beholding the country for which he had 
risked everything, gravely deliberating about a 
resolution the object of which was to prevent his 
own countrymen from. participating in the very 


he must, with all his powers, forever resist the dis- 


: ‘ 
| franchisement of the honest foreigner who should 4] 


! drawn from two or three 


seek an asylum from oppression in- this-land et 
freedom. : 

For these reasons, Mr. P. should vote for refer- 
ring the resolutions to the. Committee. on the Ju- ` 
diciary. If any defect existed in the naturalization 
laws, that committee would point it-out, and sug- 
gest the appropriate remedy, without reference to 
the unjust. prejudices. which were too widely in~ 
dulged ‘against that much-abused race of men who 
applied for a participation inour political privi-_ 
lezes, He trusted that the motion for a select 
committee would be promptly and emphatieally 
refused, and that the House would thus minister 


i| a merited rebuke to those. who agitated this. sub- 


ject merely with a view to produce. excitement, 
and to accomplish the disfranchisement of men 
who sought the shores of our country from a deep 
inherent love of liberty. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM was in favor of the refer- 
ence of the resolutions to the Committee on. the 
Judiciary.. The gentleman. from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Winriror] had moved this reference. of his 
own accord at the time he presented. the resolu- 
tions, and, from what he had since said, Mr. Ð, 
inferred that he was of the same opinion still. 

Mr. WINTHROP here rose.to explain. 
had indeed so moved, but he had waived. his mo- 
tion to accommodate the wishes of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr.. Leyw,] who desired a 
select committee; and Mr. W- should: vote. for 
that gentleman’s motion first; but if it did not pre- 
vail, should then vote for a reference to. the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

r. DILLINGHAM resumed. It was true 
that the gentleman thought the Judiciary Commit- 
tee the proper reference; but the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Levin]. having asked for a 
select committee, his friend from Massachusetts 
most readily deferred to his request, and relin- 
quished his own motion. Mr. D. had felt some 
surprise at the readiness with which the gentle~ 
man from Massachusetts did this. It had been 
charged, indeed, that the Whig party, to which 
that gentleman belonged, did stand in just sucha 
relation to the party of Native Americans; but he 
had really not expected that gentlemen represent- 
ing the two parties should thus have stood cheek 
by jowl, and thus play off into each other’s hands, 

he identity of the two parties was thus rendered 
too obvious. X 

Mr. WINTHROP, with some indignation of 
manner, denied everything like collusion in the mo~ 
tions which had'been-made.. ‘The seat of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania was néxt io his own; 
they had not. placed themselves ‘* cheek by jowl,” 
and he hoped the gentleman would withdraw the 
allusion he had made. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM said he had merely allu- 
ded to what appeared publicly before the House: 
and it was certainly far from his intention to do 
the slightest injustice to either of the gentlemen. 


| The question was, whether the resolutions should 


go to the Committee on the Judiciary, or to a 
select committee; and Mr. D. here wished to tes- 
tify his approbation of.a remark which had fallen 
from. one of the genilemen from Pennsyivania, 
[Mr. Darracn,] who had reminded the House 
that this was no narrow personal or sectional 
question, but that it was a sort of birthright ques- 
ton.. Mr. D. fully agreed in the spirit of that re- 
mark. It was.a question as broad asthe Union— 
it reached every town and: every hamlet; and, as 
the Judiciary Committee was “composed of mem- 
bers drawn from various sections of the Union, he 
thought. a question so broad: in its character and 
consequences. naturally referred itself. to a come 
mittee so constituted, rather than to a select com- 
mittee, But the gentlemen must have a special 
committee. And why? In order that this sub= 
ject might be put under the charge of its own. pe- 
culiar friends; that the child might be put te nurse 
with those who would take tender care of it. 
Now, whence did these tender friends all come? 
From the. United States at large? No; they, every- 


one of them, came from. one. or other of our 


large cities. Now, he would ask this whole House, 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania in his eye 
[Mr. Levis] in particular, whether a subject of 
this magnitude ought to be taken from the appro- 


priate standing ‘committee, and assigned, toone 


tities only, or,’ 


utmost, consisting of gentlemen in connexi 


a small party which had its:origin and founda’ 
in those cities? ..He trusted thet the He 
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not by such an aet put on record a public expres- 
sion of a want of confidence in one of its own 
standing committees. 

Mr. SIMMS, of Missouri, said he was one of 
those who thought.that there lived. in the bosoms 
of the American people such a thing as the läve of 
Justice, and that it had its place in the members of 
that House, and in the Committee. on thè Judi- 
ciary: and when he heard gentlemen erying out 
for justice, and asking that a subject in which they 
felt peculiar interest might be ‘treated well, and 
not sent where it would be strangled, he askcd 
himself, and he was disposed to ask those gentle- 
men, how a subject-could be treated better than 
by its reference to a committee which might be 


yanked as the third in that House and in this {| 


Union? The Constitution divided the departments 
of this Government into those of the Executive, 
the Legislative, and the Judicial. Now, when a 
subject was proposed to be sent to the standing 
committee on the Judiciary, why were not gentle- 
men content? It was the history of all delibera- 
tive bodies that such a committee was usually de- 
sired as had a majority of its members in favor of 
the measure to be referred: hence, it seemed to be 
wished that these resolutions should go to a com- 


mittee selected from the cities of Philadelphia, | 


New York, or St. Louis; but he thought they 
ought to be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 
‘When the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Payne] 
had been called to order, he was pointing the cye 
of the House to the portrait of Lafayette; and 
while he made his eloquent appeal, Mr. S. felt 
within him emotions which he hoped to carry to 
his grave, and which he would desire to impart to 
the hearts of his children. It was that impulse 
which he trusted would ever prepare him to meet 
the poor exile from Erin, or the oppressed Po- 


lander, who fled from the despotism of the Old i 
In the city of i; 


World, as a brother in the New. ty 
St. Louis, and all along the banks of the Missis- 
sippi and the Missouri rivers, hundreds upon hun- 


dreds of such foreigners were locating themselves | 


daily; and Mr. S. desired it should be distinctly 
understood by them all, and by all in the like cir- 
cumstances, that the motto of our country was 
this: “A home for the exile.” He hoped that 
our Government would ever act in the spirit of 
that motto. He trusted the resolutions would go 
to the Judiciary Committee, and that they would 
give to them a prompt, strict, and impartial con- 
sideration; and that if there remained anything 
which ought to be done to improve and perfect 
our naturalization laws, they would not withhold 
it from the country. Mr. S. should not. have 
troubled the House with these remarks, but rep- 
resenting, as he did in part, the interests and feel- 
ings of the people of the West, he felt it his duty 
to say that they, and that he as their representa- 
tive, desired that the banks of our great rivers, and 
the inclining slopes of our great Western valley, 
might ever be thrown open as a home for the 
exiles of all nations. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, thought 
that these resolutions were much misunderstood. 
They did indeed complain that faults were to be 
found in our naturalization laws as they at present 
existed; but they did not propose any restriction 
as to the grant of the right of citizenship, and 
therefore the question of election frands would not 
be in the hands of the committee. The remedy of 
frauds was not the peculiar province of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania; it was a duty which be- 
longed to the whole House; and what committee 
so proper as that on the Judiciary, to take that 
subject under its care? Did this House want a 
select committee, appointed to be on the watch 
against frauds at elections? Te thought not. Gen- 
tlemen had mistook the object of the petition. 
any had supposed that Pennsylvania was desirous 
that. the term of naturalization should be further 
limited, they greatly mistook the people of Penn- 
sylvania. They had no wish that a warning 
should be set up for the eyes of foreigners, declar- 
ing to them,‘ This shall never be your home.” 
She remembered: too: warmly the benefits she had 
herself experienced from noble and generous- 


hearted foreigners: in days gone by. Gentlemen | 


who asked that the term of a foreigner’s probation 
should be extended to-twenty-one years, or to 
their lifetime, must have got that- impression. in 
some remote and obscure corner.of the State. 
Pennsylvania asked for no such change y but she 
did wish that frauds at elections should be put an 


If | 


end io. The Native American party had had its 
birth in a storm, in the midst of oné of the most 
wretched and disgraceful scenes which had ever 
been witnessed in the city of Philadelphia. Would 
that so infamous a transaction could forever be 
effaced from the records of the State! Was this 
party actuated by a mere regard to the purity of 
the ballot-box, or by a very different consideration? 
They saw many small posts throughout the cities 
of this country held by strangers, and the sight 
was hateful and obnoxious to men who thought 
that none had a right to such stations but those 
who had been born here. Their. feelings certainly 
were very philanthropic. Mr. T. made no such 
charge upon them, but merely had reference to 
what the newspapers everywhere declared. That 
our naturalized citizens had in many cases been 
guilty of fraud he could not doubt; but to say that 
they alone had been guilty of such frauds, he had 
been going to say was an absurdity. Mr. T. al- 
luded to one election which had taken place in 
Philadelphia, which might out-brag ail the frauds 
perpetrated in the Union, insomuch that it had j 
brought about a war in Pennsylvania, and the mili- 
tary were called out to restore order. Mr. T. was 
opposed to any select committee to nurse these re- 
solutions, because the object sought was one which 
belonged to the whole House. 

Mr. HOGE, thinking the debate had been ex- 
tended quite far enough, and being anxious that 
the House should go on to business, moved the 
previous question. 


motion. Was he not to be allowed the poor privi- į 
| lege of a reply? 

Mr. HOGE said he would withdraw, if thereby | 
he could ensure to that gentleman the possession 
of the floor; bui as this was impossible, he must 
insist upon the call. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also requested Mr. Hoar to 
| withdraw his motion; but that gentleman re- 
| fusing— 
| The CHAIR put the inquiry, Is the call for the 
| previous question seconded by the House? 

On this question the yeas and nays were de- | 
manded, but refused; and the question being put, 
the call for the previous question was not sus- 
i tained. f 

Mr. YANCEY sought merely to state some 
reasons why he should support the motion of the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania for a select com- 
mittee. He believed it had ever been the Parlia- 
mentary practice to refer a matter, if at all, to its 
friends, in order that a fair hearing might be had 
of the reasons in its favor. Now, the House had 
heard a declaration from the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, [Mr. Rarusun,] that if the 
subject was referred to his committec, he should, 
at its very first meeting, ask to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution; and 
Mr. Y. believed that a large majority of the mem- 
bers of that committee would respond. to the spirit 
of that remark. In fact, it could scarcely be other- 
wise; it was almost in the nature of things; and, 
under these circumstances, the resolutions could | 
scarcely obtain a- fair hearing. Mr. Y. was in 
favor of affording a full and fair opportunity to 
have the facts stated on which these resolutions 
were founded. It was a question of citizenship, 
and he would not cut off any evidence in regard to 
it. While all his personal sympathies were in 
| favor of throwing wide the doors to this our fair 
temple of freedom, and giving to all the freest ac- 
cess to worship at her altars—while he fully agreed 
with gentlemen in the desire to see this land the 
i home of the free and the refuge of the exile, he 
| was not disposed to deny to a respectable portion | 
| of his fellow-citizens the fairest opportunity of 
presenting their views on a vast national subject. | 
Ihe fewer they were in point of numbers, the 
ı more they were entitled to the magnanimity of the 
' House. It had been said that they were a faction, 
i or were about to become a faction; if so, let them 
come out with their doctrines before this House 
and the nation, and when the factions nature of | 
their designs was exposed to view, the faction | 
would die. But to refuse them a common cour- 
tesy—to afford them the opportunity of saying, 
that on this representative floor foreign infiuence 
prevailed against native, would only be vainly to 
seek to smother a flame which would break out | 
with the greater violence. . Mr. Y. was willing to | 


Mr. LIVIN entreated him to withdraw his | 


‘point out any instructions in the grant of citizen- 


| hear them. What did they ask? What was it 
they professed to seek? The purity of the ballot- | 


box—the preservation of the very paliadium of 
liberty. They asked that this might be preserved 
sacred and intact. Was this an unreasonable 
request? Thest resolutions did not undertake to 


ship, or any extension of the period of probation. 
However, Mr. Y. was not going into the merits 
of the question.. What he desired was a report, 
so that the House might meet the question fauly 
and debate it without trammels. 

Mr. Y. here made some eloquent allusions to 
the two portraits of Lafayette and of Washington, 
the one presenting a stranger whose name must 
ever be redolent of individual glory—the other the 
Father of his Country, who could look upon that 
illustrious foreigner without an emotion of jeal- 
ousy, and take him to his. boson as a son. He 
also referred to the names of Pulaski and Koscius- 
ko; but how he connected these references with his 
previous remarks the confusion in the House ren- 
dered the reporter unable to hear. 

Mr. OWEN said: I believe I shall not be sus- 
pected of Native Americanism, and yet 1 shall vote 
with my friend from Alabama [Mr. Yancey] for 
the reference of the subject before us not to the Ju- 
diciary, but to a select committee. 

The few and ihe feeble, to my thinking, are es- 
pecially entitled to courtesy and a fair hearing. 
And the advocates of Native Americanism on this 
floor are, in an eminent degree, few and feeble. I 
speak of their numbers, aid would not prejudge 
the talent which they may be able to bring in aid 
of their peculiar views. In number they are few, 
in power of votes feeble; and to such, when they 
ask a hearing, the powerful should grant it. The 
strong can atiord to be generous. 

To look at the matter in its business aspect, we 
should refer to the fact, (as I understand it from 
the Chairman of the Judiciary Cominittee,) that not 


iia Single individual of the so-called “Natives” has 


a seat on that committee. There cannot be, on the 
subject, then, from that committee, even a minority 
report. But I am not only willing such a report 
should be made; I much desire to see it. When, 
in my own district, I have spoken on this matter; 
when I have reminded my constituents that under 
the administration of Washington the term of pro- 
bation for foreigners was five years; that under the 
elder Adams the term was extended to fourteen; 
and that, under the succeeding administration, one 
of the earliest acts of Congress, following up the 
suggestion contained in the first annual message 
of Thomas Jefferson, was to restore the law ag it 
stood in Washington’s time, and as it has since 
stood even to this day; when to these reminiscen- 
ces I have added the assertion that the “ Natives’? 
of our day desire to go far beyond even the term of 
probation established. by the same Congress that 
passed the alien and sedition laws, and deny toa 
foreigner the rights of a citizen until twenty-one 
years had passed from the day of his emigration; 
when to my fellow-citizens of Indiana I have stated 
this, how have I been met? By defence of such 
principles? No, but by denial of them—by denial 
that such are, in point of fact, the doctrines of the 
Native party. 
Now, sir, either these are Native principles, or 
they are not. If they are not, in justice to those 
who are said to hold them, they ought to have an 
opportunity of disclaimer. But if they are in very 
deed the principles that party seeks to put in prac- 
tice, then I desire to have the fac duly certified 
from under their own hands. It will do more, in 
my State, to put them down, than volumes of argu- 
ment can effect. 
For these reasons, and for that other more gen- 
eral reason, that there are a hundred matters which 
are worth discussing for every one which it is 
proper to adopt, T shall vote for a reference to a se- 
lect committee. Ti is a very old and often quoted 
sentiment—worn out, if important truth can ever 
wear out—-that ‘ Error of opinion ceases to be dan- 
gerous, when reason is left free to combat it.” 
Mr. GILES, of Maryland, after alluding to his 
own position as representing one of the jarge cities 
of the Union, (Baltimore,) and stating his under- 
standing to be that the whole subject was open for 
debate, professed himself ready to meet it on the 
threshold. If this was a mere question of fraud on 
the ballot-box, he should have no objection to give 
it any reference which gentlemen desired; but it 
was more—it not only referred to frauds at elec- 
tions, but it carried with it an imputation on the 
naturalized citizens of the land. This was what 
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he sought to refute and to repel. The resohitions 
spoke of fraud perpetrated under the naturalization 
laws, thereby limiting the inquiry not to frauds 
committed by our citizens at large, but those per- 
petrated by foreigners alone. Mr. G. was opposed 
on the threshold to any action of this House which 
went to strengthen such an imputation, and he 
would vote for no reference which should have 
such an effect. This question about naturalization 
had been much mooted in our large cities on the 
Atlantic, and the party had sought to obtain a foot- 
hold in Baltimore, but it had met with a signal re- 
buke in that city, which gave graves to its invaders 
and monuments to its defenders. Yes, it had there 
been effectually rebuked by the might and majori- 
ty of the ballot-box, and it never would be heard 
of again. 

Mr. G. had another reason for opposing a refer- 
ence to a select committee. There was no nation 
on this earth which owed so much to immigration 
as this land in which it was our proud fortune to 
dwell. Two centuries ago it was the home of the 
prowling savage ; but what was it to-day? The 


pride of nations. Flere was enjoyed the purest i 
i 


berty which the earth had ever seen, and ours was 

destined to be the greatest Government the-world 
had ever witnessed, if we were but true to our- 
selves and true to our position. What was the 
extent of our territory this day? It might with 
truth be answered— 


“The broad Pacifie chafes our strand; 
“We hear the wild Atlantic roar? 


Ours—yes, ours—was the fairest inheritance 
which a bounteous Providence had ever vouch- 
safed to màn. And to what did we owe it? To 
immigration. Every nation of Europe had sent 
her{tribute to our shores; and still they came, and 
still the wave rolled onward, till all our valleys and 
our mountain sides were filled with their numbers 


and growing in wealth with the labor of their | 


hands. On this Government the eyes of the down- 
trodden nations of Europe were fixed with admir- 
ing gaze, and they were preparing in thousands to 
translate themselves to a land of promise flowing 
with milk and honey. And now, were we about 
to present to these gazing multitudes the spectacle 
of an American Congress giving its sanction to 
measures which looked towards a system of law 
intended to prevent their enjoyment of the blessings 
of our liberty? Were we prepared to tell them 
that we were unwilling now to receive to a partici- 
pation in that liberty those whose stout arms and 
true hearts had come to our rescue in the day that 
tried men’s souls? Now, when we were in the full 
enjoyment of the fruits of their toil and blocd; now, 
that we no longer needed the services of a Lafay- 

. ette, or a Kosciusko, or a Pulaski; now should we 
say to their countrymen, we will no longer permit 
you to share the freedom which they helped to sc- 
cure? He trusted riot. 

There was another aspect of this subject These 
resolutions were but the incipient stage of a great 
measure, What did they look to? A change in 
our naturalization law extending’ the term of pro- 
bation to twenty-one years. It had been urged as 


one of the greatest objections against countries of | 
the Old World that they contained large masses of | 


people who had no interest in the Government. 
“et gentlemen were going to bring here among us 
this very evil. They wanted to keep a stranger 


twenty-one years among us before he could be |! 


naturalized. Before that period should have ex- 
pired there would be in the country from two to 
three millions of forcigners without direct interest 
or participation in the Government. Did the Na- 
tive Americans wish to sce such a state of things? 
In the uncertain state of our national affairs, could 


any true and enlightened patriot wish to witness it, | 


much less to produce it? Impossible; every patriot 
must deprecate it. 

For these reasons Mr. G. felt himself constrained 
to vote for a reference of the resolutions to the 
Judiciary Committée.’ Any general inquiry into 
abuses of the ballot-box.he was ready to Zo for; 
but why the invidious distinction between those 
who were citizens. by accident and those who had 
cut loose from all. the ties of home, from the tender 
associations of the fireside and of the graves of 
their ancestors, and had braved the perils of the 
ocean, that they might-cast their lot with us? If 
any discrimination was made in the inquiry, surcly 
it ought rather to be in favor of the latter; but 
Justice should ever poise her seale with bandaged 
eyes; and, in reference to this great question, be- 


j 


f 


Jas 
| ricans here would 


| fore the universe he would have the glory of his 
country pure as heaven, lasting as time. 

Mr. BAKER observed that, as this seemed 
rather to be a rehearsal than a performance, it might 
perhaps be as proper that he should take a part in 
it as well as any other gentleman. [A laugh.] 
He was in favor of a select committee, and he 
would briefly offer his reasons. And, first, he 
would ask, what possible harm could such a refer- 
ence do? Who was going to be injured by it? 
The purpose of these resolutions was either right 
or wrong. If they were right, let us know it; and 
even if they were wrong, they would, as had justly 
been observed, be practically harmless, so long as 
truth was free to combat them. He knew that, as 
a general thing, the rule of the House forbade the 
reference of subjects to select committees, unless 
under peculiar circumstances; but he thought that, 
as well in the manner of presentation as in the sub- 
| ject itself, there was something which entitled these 
i resolutions to more than ordinary respect. Mr. 
| B. had heard some sneers directed against the 
State of Massachusetts; but he had heard no com- 
| plaints of this from any of her sons; but ought 
| this calmness to expose her resolutions to be treated 
| with disrespect? If there was any member of our 
National Confederacy to which Mr. B. was ready 
to listen with more profound reverence than to 
another, it was that ancient Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts. Why should she be sneered at 
for presenting resolutions like these? What was 
litshe asked? That any stigma should be fixed 
upon a foreigner? No such thing: but she simply 
announced that frauds had been perpetrated under 
our naturalization laws, and invited the delibera- 
| tion and action of Congress on that subject. She 
said that she considered this matter as one of 
reat, yes, of infinite concern to the nation. The 
rights of our native born citizens had been tram- 
oled on by those who were aliens from our blood. 
fe did not, indeed, believe that all which had 


{| been said on that subject was true; but he was for 


allowing those who made this affirmation a fair 
hearing. They said that they could prove the 
facts, and he rojoiced that they had presented their 
request to do so under the dignified sanction of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

Certain gentlemen on one side of the House 
seemed to exult in the belief that the Native Amer- 
ican party had been forever destroyed. Now, Mr. 
; B. was no member of that party, and there were 
| Imperative reasons why he, of all living men, 
| Should not be numbered in their ranks. Still he 
could scarce forgive that want of good taste and 
good feeling which was manifested by this triumph 
over a dead enemy. The gentlemen seemed to 
boast, like Alexander in his wine— 

« And thrice they routed all their foes, 
* And thrice they slew the slain.” 

If the party was dead, was it dignified to insult 
| it in its downfall; ay, and even to refuse a commit- 
tee who might pronounce a funeral oration over 
the body? For one, he was glad of the opportu- 
nity of giving his vote in favor of a select com- 
; mittee. There were but six-Native Americans on 
that floor, and when before had a serious question 
been made about extending an ordinary act of 
courtesy to men who represented so large and re- 
spectable a portion of our féllow-citizens? The 
subject contained in this petition had been referred 
to the Judiciary Committee of the last Congress; 
| so at least he believed. 


Mr. WOODRUFF confirmed that statement, 
Mr. BAKER would ask the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania in his eye, [Mr. J. R. Iseursour,] 
| what had in that case been the action of the Ju. 
diciary Committee? 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said that, according to 

| his recollection, a bill had been reported, but un- 
| accompanied by a written report, but it had never 
| been acted on. 
i Mr. BRODHEAD begged leave. to correct this 
| Statement. A report had been drawn up at length 
by the chairman of the committee, and laid before 
the House. 

Mr. BAKER resumed. This, then, was all that 
had been done.. From the manner in which the 
| subject had then been treated, from the obvious 
| bias which had been manifested by that commit- 
tee, was it to be ts aaa that the six Native Ame- 

J ave a fair opportunity of ex- 
posing (as the gentleman from Maryland said) to 


the universe the evil of which they. complained? 
' It seemed to be supposed that these resolutions 


| were intended to influence the House. and the na- 
tion to impose greater restrictions on the right of 
naturalization; but was there anything in the res- 
olutions which said. sò? Or was there anything 
in the character of the Massachusetts Legislature 
to warrant such a conclusion? The. majority of 
that legislature were Whigs: was it suppose Ub 

gentlemen that: the Whig party would act wit 

those by whom they had failen from power, and 
with whom. they openly denied all connexion ?. 
The idea was absurd. The resolutions proposed 
no such thing ; they merely stated the. fact that 
frauds had been committed, and all knew. that 
there were among us those who, for ‘selfish ends, 
were ready to pander to fraud. No charge was 
made against the foreigner any more than. against 
the native citizen. And where was the mån who 
would say that such frauds ought not forever to be 


| prevented? 


There seemed among some gentlemen to he.a 
disposition to pronounce eulogies on the foreign. 
population which was here and which was to 
come here. ‘These eulogiums were very beautiful 
indeed, and on some occasions might have been 
very appropriate. He had listened with delight 
to the eloquent. reference made by certain. gentle- 
men to portraits in the Hall; but all this would 
have done just as well, and possibly a little better, 
on a former occasion. Yes, he well remembered 
how his own heart had thrilled and glowed when 
the accents of the living Lafayette had been, heard 
upon that floor, and when he had been addressed 
by the exalted statesman who had then filled the 
chair, (Mr. Cuày.] He would ask gentlemen 
whether they had ever heard, or ever expected to 
hear, a tribute to the patriotism and virtué of the 
illustrious foreigner equal to that then given in 
soul-subduing strains from lips whose utterance 
resembled that of the elder gods?. And were the 
American people to be told by gentlemen here, 
their servants, that they were forgetful of. such 
benefits? No; they were not forgetful. ‘Well did 
they know, deeply did they feel, what they owed 
to the glorious band who had rendered them. And 
this was but the greater reason why the most 
sacred of all their rights should not be trifled with 
and trampled on. He hoped the resolutions would 
go to a select committee, 

Mr. CHIPMAN then succeeded in obtaining 
the floor. He was a young member. When the 
question had been broached that day, he had re- 
solved to keep his seat, and to allow it to pass 
without offering a solitary remark. And ‘he should 
probably have remained silent, had not the Jemark 
of the gentleman from Illinois sò affected his sen- 
sibilities, that he could not possibly refrain from 
expressing his sentiments. If he rightly under- 
stood the question, it was as open and broad as 
the interests of the republic—as broad and expan- 
sive as the Union, in the language of a gentleman 
on the other side; and, therefore, required special 
reference. He could not but regard that as a novel 
position. Ho considered that the rights and feel 
ings of the poorest emigrant from abroad were 
entitied to as much consideration as any, however 
much exalted by mighty deeds. That man—the 
son of the Emerald Isle—who had severed all those 
ties which had bound him to that beloved home, 
-amid whose valleys he had wandered. in his youth, 
and where his young lips were first taught to lisp 
the name of God,—when he came to this land was 
as much entitled to regard and as worthy of es- 
teem as the greatest hero, with his laurels— 

“ Blood-bought, and watered with the widows tears.:? 

Some gentlemen had appeared ready to burst 
with admiration of a’ Lafayette; but he (Mr.C) 
would take them to the wharf at Philadelphia, and 
there suppose them meeting the poor son of Erin 
| There they would discover that his first, his only 
ejaculation, on setting his foot upon the shores of 
this free land, would be a devout expression of 
gratitude to the God of heaven that he had;indeed, 
een released from the iron rule of tyranny: But 
what was the language that some Native-American 
would address to the poor stranger?.. It would he 
“ Cease your grateful invocation to the Author of 
* your existence; you are mistaken: you haré ser- 
tered yourself from a home -Whose oppression 


‘ crushed you to the dust, but: yot have. made a 
* foolish exchange; -you are iow -expatriated: and 
| < you are to remain ‘disfranchised il you pay.the 


‘last debt of nature; fifty years have fros 


‘head. for the grave; 


snd, by ‘the. natan 
‘laws.of this Unión; 7 


you must remain 
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those the blessings, he would- ask, which were of- 
fered in this asylum of the oppressed, to the men 
who. left- the lands of tyranny and blood, and came 
here. sighing after liberty? Their hearts came 
bursting with the hope of freedom, and. freedom 
met them, and told them that they were degraded, 
fallen wretches. He cherished altogether different 
sentiments, ` 

What, he would ask, what was this Native Amer- 
jean party? Where had itits origin, and who are 
Native Americans? Native Americans were they 
who enjoyed all the blessings of freedom—who had | 
derived even their very existence from foreigners— 
from the sons of those lands whose emigrants it 
was now attempted to place under the ban of the 
most odious and oppressive system of proscription. 
The Native American party had originated in a 
false and unworthy pride. Great national prosper- 
ity, the unexampled progress of the républic, had 
excited in the minds of some wrong impressions as 


to the duty of American citizens. Some had for- 
gotten that they held this glorious inheritance of 
freedom in trust—that they were the guardians of 
those great principles of universal toleration and 
universal freedom for which their fathers had con- 
tended even unto death. In. their prosperity and 
pride some Americans had forgotten the debt which 
they owed to the foreigner, and thatname was now 
uttered by some. lips with disrespect. But it was 


said that the denizen of a foreign land, who sought | 
i | 
| 


a home and an asylum here, “ could not appreciate 
our institutions.’’ Out upon such silly calumny ? 
What! Were not the foreigners who landed on 
Plymouth rock able to appreciate the blessings of 
liberty? Was the present a crisis when the influx | 
of foreign wealth, and foreign industry, and foreien 


numerical strength into this country, was to be re- | 


garded as a national calamity? He really could 
hardly condescend to notice, in terms of serious 


had been attempted to bolster up this Native Ame- j 
rican movement. This republic is now rapidly 
extending its broad domains from the Atlantic to | 
the Pacific. It is fast fulfilling its high destiny, 


Year after year it is more and more exhibiting ìt- || 
. i 
self in the eyes of the world, as the asylum of 


persecuted religion, and the home of outlawed lib- 
erty. Was the present, then, a period when any 
man really inspired by devotion to the cause of 
universal freedom—really imbued with those lofty 
and patriotic sentiments which constituted the pe- 
culiar glory and pride of American citizenship, 
could stand up in the face of heaven and all men, 


and declare that the gates of free America were to || 


be closed against all those who happened to have | 
been born beyond the Atlantic? No. The desti- 


ny of this country was settled. They wanted this || 


foreign population. They wanted their native love | 
of liberty:rolling in upon them, like the healthful | 
waves of the Atlantic, neutralizing ‘all corrupting 
influences of political intrigue and selfish partisan- | 
ship. It was not- the hardy son of the Emerald 
Tsle, with his warm affections, his sturdy arm, his 
frugal habits, his steady industry; it was not the 
frank and manly-German ; it was not the ingeni- 
ous and gallant Frenchman, that the true friend of 
America dreaded. No! The brawling native par- 
tisan—the scheming native demagogue—the un- 
principled native party politician, who cared not 


H 
if 


for the people nor for liberty ,—these were the foes 
of democratic principles, and demoeratic freedom, 
and democratic America, which were to be drea 
ed and put down. 


He would ask, where was there any reason— | 


i 


defend itself 


He had voted to lay the question (of abolition) | 
upon the table, as being at war-with the rights of : 
the people and with the Constitution of the Union. | 
And now, when any gentleman. on: this floor-pro- | 


posed to extend the pericd of citizenship required 
for naturalization—in other words, to put an end 


| to the naturalization laws—he looked upon it as 
being in violation of the principles and the genius | 
of our Government, and abhorrent to the wishes j 


ofthe people; and therefore he opposed the spe- 
cial reference. He would not vote to lay the re- 
solutions-on the table, because they came from the 
source .(Massachusetts) to which the gentleman 
from [linois had alluded. But he remarked again, 
he should have no pride, in a political point of 
view, in being able to boast that Massachusetts 
was his birthplace. He had always looked upon 
it as something of a severe misfortune that his 
birthplace (without his own consent) had happened 
to be in Vermont! 

He had yet to learn any reason for the special 
reference of the resolutions. Why should they 
not go to the Committee on the Judiciary, or some 
other of the standing committees, to which they 
properly belonged? He asked if the attempt to 


| divert them from the Judiciary Committee was not 
| an acknowledgment that. there was some ulterior | 


object in view, and that they sought to throw fire- 


brands into the halls of legislation, to send off far | 


and wide over the country some inflammatory re- 


port, in order to make converts to native Ameri- | 


canism ? 

Mr. STANTON said he had looked with some 
interest and not a litte surprise on the debate 
which had taken place, because he in his igno- 
rance had thought that, as this was only. a ques- 
tion-of reference, the discussion would of course 


be confined to that point; but, instead of this, the | 
whole merits of the question of naturalization had | 
| been discussed, and he confessed that on that sub- 


ject, as well as on the practice of the House, he 
had been not a little enfightened. 
those who had met that question before the people. 
He had made up his own opinions on it, and, 
though they were in accordance with those which 


had been expressed by the gentleman Jast up, yet | 


his vote would be given in a direction immediately 


opposite. Tt might be from ignorance of the points į 


at issue; but he did apprebend that, if the resolu- 


r ; 5 riou: Í tions went to the Judiciary Committee, such was | 
argument, the miserable reasoning with whieh it |; 


its character and composition that they were not 
very likely to get a fur hearing. 


The gentleman who had just taken his seat had 


intimated an expectation, that if the reference of : 


these resolutions was refused to these gentlemen, 
some others would be got up of a similar charac- 
ter. Very probably they might; and it was for 


this reason that he was for sending these to a select | 


committee. What if it did report in favor of these 
resolutions, and report ever so strongly, he did not 


distrust the majority of that House, nor the pa- 


trictism of the American people, nor the time- 
honored practice of our forefathers, 

Mr. S. concluded by observing that, in giving 
his vote on this occasion, he might possibly differ 
from a majority of the party with whom he usually 
acted; and it was for this reason that he had tres- 
passed on the time of the House. 


Mr. LEVIN rosc, and wished to move the ref- į 
erence of this subject to the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union. 


_ Mr. GIDDINGS (who had risen at the same | 
time, but had failed to catch the eye of the Speaker) : 
rose to a question of order, and claimed the right; 


to the floor, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
had once occupied it. 


The SPEAKER (Mr. Hoprs presiding tem- ; 
porarily) said the Chair could not know for what į 


purpose the gentleman from Pennsylvania [M 
Levin] had risen. 


without a modification of the question, he could į 
not speak a second time, until those who wished 


to speak had had the opportunity. 


Mr. LEVIN then moved to refer these resolu- | 
tions to a select committee, with instructions to; 
inquire whether any, and if any, what, alterations | 


of the naturalization laws were needed? 

In reply to the remarks of gentlemen who had 
previously spoken, he commenced in a strain of 
eloquent language, but little of which, owing to 
his rapidity of utterance and the confusion in the 
House, can be given by the reporter. He was 
understood to say that the House had been told. 
that. the Native American party was dead; but he | 
could assure gentlemen that it yet lived, and was 
likely to. live. The principle which bound its 
members together was at once so strong, and yet 
so-attractive, that it promised them yet a large ma- 


Te was one of: 


He was now entitled to it; but | 
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| those who preferred to worship for 


: that we were indebted to the aid of Europe for our 


j| the advocate of the principles of free Government ? 


jority both of the House and of the country, ar- 
rayed in the sacred panoply of truth. That princi- 
ple was no abstraction. It connected itself with a 
name which imbodied all that was pure in patriot- 
ism, all that was lovely in virtue—a name which 
was identified with our national independence, 
which was now recognised as fame, and would 
forever be consecrated. to glory. It was a name 
as familiar to the boy at school, with his: peach- 
bloomed cheek, as to the man whose head was 
white, and who stooped for very age.. Could it be 
necessary that he should mention that name? There 
was but one of which this was time; yet so heavy 
were the mists which shrouded the minds of some 
men, that he was constrained to give utterance to 
the name, which was itself a living imbodiment of 
the principles of the Native American party—it 
was the name of George Washington. That} 
wanted, and it intended to have, no entangli į 
liances with any. Ff there was any disered it 
attached to being a Native American, he pleaded 
guilty to it all, and he would fling himself upon 
the age for the results of such an avowal. Would 
gn idols (he 
intended this in no injurious sense) look down 
with scorn on one who dared to lay his hand upon 
the Bible, and was content to abide the verdict of 
atribunal in whose awards human frailty could 
have no share? 

They were told that we were deeply indebted to 
France. he fact that 


Had gentlemen forgoiten the 
France had been paid fifty millions out of the s 
liations of her citizens upon the property of curs? 
that the brave Lafayette had been enriched; and 
that money and pensions had been showered on 
all who shared in he memorable services? When 
our gratitude was appealed to, all the romance of 
the appeal vanished at once in the jingling of the 
purse. When gentlemen spoke of france, it had 
been with no common feeling that he listened to 
the allusions made to the neble Lathyeite, and to 
the ardor he had manifested in reudering to us 
his invaluable services: but had we not manifested 
equal ardor in acknowledging and in rewarding 
them? Where, then, was our debt to France? The 
balance had been struck and paid: and, after this 
regular mercantile transaction, were we to be told 


al 
au 


American liberty? It was the quarrels of Europe 
which brought us France as our ally. Would a 
despotic monarch, did gentlemen suppose, become 


Would he prepare, with “his own hands, the ele- 
ments which were in the issue to overturn his 
throne? No; it was hatred to England, not the 
abstract love of liberty, here or any where, which 
procured for us his somewhat tardy aid. And 
was this pleaded here as a debt due for liberty? 
Why, a boy on the first form would be ashamed 
to make such an argument. 

It might indeed be said that still a feeling of gra- 
titude lived in the bosom of every American; and 
was it this feeling which led us to worship a des- 
potism? Who was it that had told Americans, 
born on the soil, that they were here only by acci- 
dent, while the foreign emigrant was here from 
choice? Was this true? To constitute a free 
choice there must be no coercion in the e 
nothing in the shape of an unjust necessity to 
drive a man from hishome. The circumstances 
of a man in two countries must first be equal be- 
fore it could with truth be said that he had made a 
free choice of one of them to be his home. 

But what country in Europe could compete with 
this in what it. offered to the poor but industrious 
man? Truc, epicures might possibly there find 
better and more luxurious tables; but it was not 
such persons who swelled the tide which was daily 
flowing in upon our shores. Let gentlemen look 
at the fact. They told the House that these for- 
eigners came here from choice. Their choice was 
jest this: the love of bread. Gentlemen did but 
lavish their eloquence in vain in making ridiculous 
appeals about the patriotism manifested in the 
choice of this land for a home. What had bec 
the true state of the matter even in Mr. Jefferson's 
time? They fled here from political persecution 
at home. They well knew that if they stayed there 
their necks would be in danger of the axe or the 
cord. "There was a direful necessity which d 
them across the ocean. Yet it was true of many 
of them, that they loved liberty for itself, and had 
loved it in their own land; but such men came 
here not to disturb and overturn the reign of liberty 
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and law in their new home. Many of them 
brought us a rich harvest both of talent and of la- 
bor; but they had no choice in the matter—it was 
the dictate of a stern necessity which drove them 
on. The naturalization law was then liberal. and 
free, and they availed themselves of its provisions; 
but necessity—hard necessity—forced them to 
sever all the tender ties of which gentlemen had 
here so eloquently spoken. Never yet was any 
man torn away from the home of his youth, from 
the charms of his fireside, and from the sacred 
shade of his fathers’ sepulchres, from his own 
mere free choice. The Pilgrims never had em- 
barked in the Mayflower had not England denied 
them at home the free exercise of their religion. 
There always was some overawing necessity be- 
hind: sometimes it was starvation, sometimes the 
axe, sometimes the dungeon, for a religious creed. 
Let those men who profess common sense leave to 
the creations of the poet that figment of a free 
choice of exile. 

Some allusion had been made by one of the 
gentlemen from his own State to certain events in 
that State, in regard to which he had evinced a de- 
sire to throw out invective. It had been artfully 
covered up; but it was understood. Mr. L. should 
say nothing of it further: he was willing to place 
himself before the country and before this House 
as its authorized organ. He had but one thing to 
say as to what had been thrown out respecting the 
Native American party being a faction. If it was 
a faction, it was at least not a faction with a single 
idea. The great idea of that party was the attain- 
ment of an elevated national character. This was 
not a single idea; on the contrary, it was one of 
the most complex ideas that could possibly be con- 
ceived of. Democracy, of which some gentlemen 
were so fond of speaking, was a single idea—he 
granted it; aud the idea was that of the popular 
element in the ascendant, He thanked the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Wivrnrop] for 
having drawn so deep and strong the separating 
line between the Native American and the Whig 
parties: So let it remain. But, he would ask, what 
was Whigism? Was it not the idea of the aristoc- 


racy of talent, or the conservatism of the moneyed | 


interest? B laugh.] Not so with Native Ameri- | 
canism. Apply its principle in_any direction and 


it woùld bear precious fruit. What did they in- 
quire about? Was it not whether our sacred in- 
stitutions were safe? Whether Europe, after 
trying in vain to prevent their erection, was not 
now successfully undermining them? Whether our 
children were safe from the effects of such a design? 
Whether the Constitution was not endangered by 
the deteriorated character of the modern immi- 
grants? ‘They had one idea, and it was an idea 
which raised man in the scale of moral existence. 
‘They boasted of one principle, but it was a wise 
and a comprehensive one—it tended to make a man 
a good cilizen and an honest patriot. Never let 
gentlemen speak against one idea, which united in 
one halo the combined glories of Athens and 
of Carthage; of one idea which could disenthral 
us of the bondage of Europe, and break the yoke 
which threatened to bind us by a foreign vote. 

If gentlemen wished to know whether this party 
was dead, and, if it was, whether it was like to 
experience a resurrection, let them go, not among 
the demagogues and the politicians of the country, 
but among our mothers and their sons. Let them 
listen to the language held in the parlor and by 
the fireside, not at the tavern or on the hustings. 
American mothers were cast too much in the mould 
of Seventy-six to be alarmed without a cause. 
They had wept over their sons slaughtered by for- 


eign hands while in the exercise of their clear un- | 


doubted right : they mourned their children con- 
signed to an untimely grave. ‘Was it a matter for 
forced satire that- native-born Americans had been 
shot down for the exercise:of the privilege of free- 
men?. He trusted even politicians could not prove 
so relentless and unrelenting. Ilow did this so- 
called “faction ’’ arise? A foreign demagogue had 
written a letter to the voters of Cincinnati exhort- 
ing them to:give their vote to none but those who 
were ready.to carry out the wishes of a foreign 
despot—to overthrow institutions existing under 
the Constitution of the United States. In defence 
of that institution a few individuals had planted 
themselves under the protection of the American 
flag, and they had been shot down in cold blood. 
Would gentlemen attempt to make such a cause 
and that of the abolitionists identical? Gentlemen 


i 


| ing character of the immigration which was flow- 


| journ; which motion prevailing, the House ad- 


| burn, New York, remonsirating against the annexation of | 


might deride—they might sneer and scoff as. they 
pleased; but he told them there was a spirit now 
shouting from hill and valley throughout this land. 
which made a mock of all their efforts to put this 
subject to sleep. Ours was a country of change. | 
Whenever they proposed to defend. American in- 

stitutions they were met by the liberal spirit of the 

Declaration of Independence. This was set up as 

a substitute for the Constitution of the United 

States. He told the South to look to it. .O’Con- 

nel did the same. As to the Declaration of Inde- 

pendence, it applied in its principles as well to any 

other nation as to this; and, according to it, a for- 

eigner was as eligible to the Presidency as a native- 

born American citizen, while, by the Constitution, 

they were expressly excluded. By which of these 

instruments were we to be bound—by the Decla- 

ration or by the Constitution of this land?) We 

dated our national existence, not from the signing 

of the Declaration of Independence, but from the 

adoption of the Federal Constitution. Native 

Americanism was stamped in broad characters on 

that sacred instrument. 

Gentlemen had said so much in behalf of foreign 
soldiers that Mr. L. wished to say a few words 
for our own. By the Revolution we had been 
separated for a time from European control; but 
we were now in danger of being brought back 
again under the same dominion by the corruption 
of the ballot-box. It was an error to suppose that 
naturalization was a natutal right; it was no such 
thing. It was granted as a defence of our Ame- 
rican institutions. We lived under a Government 
of law, where the rights to life and liberty were 
limited and defined; and we admitted in this Gov- 
ernment an alien to exclude ten thousand aliens 
not entitled to its benefits. Exclusion, not admis- | 
sion, was the first great object of the law. If not, 
all foreigners would of course have a right to vote. 
It was to prevent this that we passed naturaliza- 
tion laws. In.1778, the true line had been drawn 
between native Americans and forcign emigrants. 
The Constitution vested in Congress power to pass 
uniform naturalization laws, as checks to its pro- 
visions respecting the first and second officers in 
the State. This was to check foreign influence in 
the States, and prevent the passage of laws to suit 
the purposes of local demagogues. It was said 
they wished to disfranchise the foreign citizen. 
He denied the charge. He could prove that in | 
fifteen years the native-born citizens of this re- 
public would find themselves iN A MINORITY in their 
own land. Did we not require some bulwark for 
our safety? The term of probation had varied 
from five years to fourteen, according to the vary- 


ing in from Europe. When the term was five 
years, it was in our early day, when our cities 
were small, and our population comparatively 
sparse; but now our population was redundant. 
We had settled the continent to the very shores of | 
the Pacific, and our cities burst into riot and blood- | 
shed. 

Here Mr. L. adverted to the case of the Phila- 
delphia riots, and insisted that if the same outrage 
on American citizens and the American flag had 
been perpetrated on the deck of one of our ships, 
the whole land would have been ina flame. 

He then yielded the floor for a motion to ad- 


jJourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. i 


The following Petitions were presented under i 
the rule: 


By Mr. SAWTELLE: Remonstrance of Stephen Weston 
and others, citizens of the State of Maine, against the 
admission of Texas as a slave State. Of 52 citizens of North | 
Anson, in said State, of tike character. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: The remonstrance of 202 Jegal 
voters of the town of Stow, Vermont, against tbe admission 
of Texas as a slaveholding State. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The remonstrances of Andrew Allen 
and others, C. G. Parsons and others, Mary H. Tracy and | 
others, Jason Hanson and others, B. B. Perry and others, l 
Artimesia Perry anå others, James Hall and others, George | 
Dean and others, Jonathan Tracy and others, and Timothy | | 
Buloy and others, against the admission of Texas às a slave 

ate. - 

By Mr, ALBERT SMITH: The petition of Daniel Web- | 
ster aid 130 other citizens of Byron, Genesee county, New | 
York, remonstrating against the annexation of Texas, with | 
a constitution tolerating stavery. i i 

_ By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of Henry Stewart, | 
John Van Loon, Joseph Fero, and others, of Chemung coun- 
ty, New York. Also the petition of Daniel Congers of Au 


i which was referred fo the-Comm: 


| H 


Texas to the United States; -asking their referënce to the 
Committee on Territories. á fy eum x 

By Mr. HENLEY: The- petition of the heirs of Colonel 
Francis Vigo ; which was referred to the Committee on Bey- 
olutionary Claims. Also the petition of. Andrew and Jolin 
Modadrill, praying for a pension; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . NS t S 

By Mr- ROCKWELL: Remonstrances of A. Dickinson 
and 194 others, women of Williamsburgh, Hampshire egitn- 
ty, Massachusetts; ‘also of Prescott Williams, and 204 
others, citizens of said Williamsburgh; also of E: K: Cog- 
gin and 71 others, women of West Hampton, Hampshire 
county, Massachusetts ; also. of D.. Coggin, and 68 others, 
citizens of West Hampton, Hampshire. county, Massachu- 
setts; also of John Smith, and 14 others, citizens of Mid- 
diefield, Hampshire county, Massachusetts; also of 80 tegal 
voters, and 87 ladies of Buckland, Massachusetts; also of 
117 legal voters of Ashfield, Massachusetts; also of Reuben 
Smith, and 25 other citizens of Becket, Berkshire county, 
Massachusetts; also of 104 inhabitants of Lee, Berkshire 
county, Massachusetts; also of 88 legal voters of Great Bar- 
rington, Berkshire county, Massachusetts: all against the 
admission of Texas as a slave State into the United States. 

By Mr. WOOD: Remonstrances from Ithaca and Albany, 
New York, against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 
Also moved the reference of the papers of Nathaniel Mills, 
Justice Jacobs, Sarah. Scovel, and Ichabod Peck, for pen- 
sions: referred to the appropriate committees. É 

By Mr J. G. CHAPMAN: The petition of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Sidney Bay, deceased, praying for the pay- 
ment of certain loan office certificates. Also the petition of 
the legal representatives of Francis Ware, deceased, for the 
payment of a lost final-settlement certificate ; which peti- 
tions were referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. : 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of the legal representa- 
tives of Samuel Mifflin, deceased, for the payment of a loan, 
&e.: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of Charles 8. Ma- 
Mews and others; which was referred.to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of Orinda Coop- 
er for a pensión. Also a remonstrance. and protest of citi- 
zens of Martinsburg, Lewis county, against the admission of 
Texas as a slave State. Referred from the Clerk’s files the 
papers of Job Hawkins. to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. Also the petition of John C. MeLaughlin, to the 
Committee on Claims, Also the petition‘and papers for the 
improvement of Salmon river: referred to the: Committee 
on Commerce. Also the petition of Mrs. Lavinia York: 
referred to the Committee on Claims. Also the petition of 
Lyon and Howard: referred to the Committee.on Claims. 

By Mr. L: MARTIN, of Wisconsin : The petition of Daniel 
Wels and 146 other citizens of Milwaukie county, Wiscon- 
sin, for an appropriation on the road from Milwaukie to 
Madison: referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
The petition of Hiram Hamilton and 60 others, citizens of 
Wisconsin, praying for a sale of the mineral lands in Hi- 
nois, lowa, and Wisconsin: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. The memorial of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, asking payment of certain expenses incurred at their 
sessions of December, 1842, and February, 1843: referred to 
the Committee on Territories. The memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, for the location and constraction of a 
road. from Prarie du Chien to Laporte, on Lake Superior: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. The me- 
morial-of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for thé construction 
of a road: from Fort Howard to Fort Wilkins: referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Memorial for post roads 
from St. Croix. Falls to Laprairie: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. A memorial for the Ye- 
lief of settlers on the canal grant: referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. A memorial asking an appropriation to 
build_a. penitentiary in. said Territory of Wisconsin: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. Memorial for im- 
provement of Fox and Wisconsin rivers: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. Resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin, asking for an appropriation: to. pay ex- 
pense of taking census of the people of Wisconsin, and of 
holding a convention for the formation of a State constitu- 
tion: referred to the Committee on Territories. Resolu- 
tions asking the appropriation of any unexpended balance 
of the appropriations for expenses of the Legiskature, to the 
liquidation of debts of the. Territory: referred to the Coin- 
mittee on Territories. Resolutions of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin, relative to the extinguishment ‘of indiar title 
to lands north of Fox river: referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Resolutions asking for an ‘appropriation for 
a revolving light at Dock Harbor: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. Petitions of citizens-of Wisconsin, ask- 
ing an appropriation for same purpose ‘referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. E adn: Mae 

By Mr. SAWTELLE:: Remonstrance of D. Farnsworth 
and 123 citizens of Nerridgwock, State of Maine, against 
the admission of Texas as a slave State. Remonsttance of 
Francis Allen and 71 citizens of Sniithfield, State of Maine, 
of like import. ; 


IN SENATE. 

Tuurspar, December 18, 1845. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
John Binns, praying the aid of Congress in the 
publicanon of an edition of :the Declaration of In- 
ependence ; which was referred to the Joint Cem- 
mittee on the Librarys ~ eae 
„Mr. S. also. presented, the memorial of Henry 
Simpson, asking to_be allowed certain conimissions 
alleged to be due his father for procuring a loan 
in favor of the United States during the late ‘war; 
tee on Finance. 


„Mr. Salso: presented the petiti 
Sibbold, praying indemnity 
in-consequence of being kept fro 


1845. 
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of his property in. Florida by the illegal -interfer- 
ence of the Government through its agents; which 
. was referred tọ the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. S. also presented.the petition of a large-| 
number of citizens of Easton, Pennsylvania, friends 


of the colony’ at. Liberia, stating that the rights of |i 


said colony had-beén invaded ; and praying that 
the independence of the colony of Liberia. may be 
recognised by the United States; which was refer- 
red ‘to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BREESE presented a memorial of citizens 
of Hinois,-and the Territories of Iowa and Wis- 
consin, praying. thatthe mineral lands of the Uni- 
ted: States: may be: subject. to sale as other public 
lands; which was. referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: h’ ` 

Mr. DICKINSON. presented remonstrances of 
45 ladies of Jefferson county, New York, against 
the admission of Texas into the Union as a slave 
State; also, a similar remonstrance from citizens of 
New York; both of which were laid upon the table. 
+: Mr. D. also gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave of the Senate to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Wm. B. Cheever. 

Mr. TURNEY presented the petition of Robert 
Armstrong, praying a pension for. a wound re- 
ceived in an engagement with the Creek Indians 
in the year 1814; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ` 

Mr. CAMERON ‘presented a remonstrance of. 
citizens of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, against the 
admission of Texas into the Union with a constitu- 
tion tolerating slavery; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of : Louisiana, presented the 
petition of E. L. A. Ripley, only surviving child 
and legal representative of Eleazer W. Ripley, 
praying the payment of a sum of money awarded 
to her late father by verdict of a jury in a suit in- 
stituted against him by the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIX presented four remonstrances from 
citizens of New York against the admission of 
Texas into the Union with a constitution tolera- 
ting slavery; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a similar document 
from citizens of Massachusetts; which took a simi- 
lar course. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of a conven- 
tion of claimants, citizens of the United States, 
praying indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
the year 1800; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Tho- 
mas McLellan, and twenty-five others, of Portland, 
Maine, praying indemnification for French spolia- 
tions prior to the year 1800. 

In presenting this petition, = _ 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said he believed it had been 
usually, though not uniformly, the case to refer 
imilar petitions to the Commitiee on Foreign Re- 
ations. In this instance, however, and under the 
circumstances, he felt constrained, by a sense of 
= duty to the petitioners, and in obedience to the 

spirit of thrice-repeated instructions from the Legis- 

lature of Maine, to move a reference to a select 
committee. He did not do. this (and he knew his 
friend from Ohio, the distinguished Chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations would so 
understand it) from any want of respect for that 
committee, or any member of it. On most ques- 
tions he would rely with great confidence on the 
opinions of that committee. In this case, how- 
ever, it is well understood that the opinions ofa 
majority. of. the committee are adverse to these 
clams. To refer this petition, then, to this com- 
mittee would be to bury the whole subject for the 
present session at least. This, he apprehended, 
would not be in accordance with the genera] course | 


of the Senate. Without any definite rule upon the |; an ; 
i might receive more attention than heretofore, he 
was of opinion that the reference suggested by the 


subject, it has always. been regarded as proper to 
place a proposition in the hands of its friends, 
with a view to the initiatory proceedings. Unless 
such a course be pursued hére, the subject cannot 
be presented to the Senate for its consideration and 
judgment, Even the opponents of the claims— 
those who had made up their minds to. go against 
them at all events—he hoped would not oppose the 
reference toa select committee, inasmuch. as they 
would not otherwise be fairly presented for our 
consideration.. In this initiatory step there is no- 
thing binding. No Senator commits himself. The 
claims- are merely put in a position for discussion; 


| and of this surely no one, either friends or oppo- 


i 


i Senate. 


| by him this morning, he referred to the journal of 


nents of the claims, should be afraid. 

It appeared to him, (Mr. F.) also, that a con- || 
sideration for the reference of these claims to a se- 
lect committee might be found in their magnitude || 
and importance, as well as in their history. It 
will be remembered, also, that no less than four- |} 
teen reports have emanated from respectable com- 
mittees of both branches of Congress in favor of 
these claims, and that eight or nine of the Legisla- 
tures of the sovercign States of the Union have in- 
structed their Senators to support them. Under 
all the circumstances, he entertained the hope that |} 
there would be no opposition to the reference 
asked. 

Mr. F. said he had delayed many days making: 
this motion, in the hope that it would be made by 
some older and more distinguished member of the 
But knowing. how often the favorable ac- 
tion of Congress had been prevented by delay, he 
had concluded to make the motion himself, at the 
same time expressing the hope that in the compo- 
sition of the committee, should the Senate be kind 
enough to grant one, his (Mr. F.’s) name would 
be omitted. This he would esteem as a favor. 

Mr. CLAYTON was in favor of the motion of 
the Senator from Maine, and stated that he had 
been instructed by the Legislature of Delaware to 
press the claims in question upon the attention of 
Congress. He had presented a petition praying || 
indemnity for French spoliations; which he merely 
laid on the table. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
ARCHER] presented a similar petition afterwards, 
which, on his motion, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. He (Mr. C.) did 
not move that reference to his petition, because he 
| found that a majority of that committee were op- 
| posed to its passage. Ile had intended, therefore, 
j to move for a select committee. 
| Mr, DIX rose merely for the purpose of stating 

that when he received the similar petition presented 


the Senate, and found that the usual reference for 

ears past had been to the Committee on Foreign 

elations; and therefore it was that he, not know- 
ing the opinions of the gentlemen composing said 
committee, had moved its reference to them. He 
referred to cases in 1841, 1842, 1843, 1844, and 1845, 
in which petitions of this character had been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
stated that these committees had made favorable 
reports. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON inquired of Mr. D. 
whether the gentlemen composing the committees 
to whom. he referred as having in former years 
been intrusted with the consideration of the claims 
in question, were not in favor of the claims. 

Mr. DIX replied that he did not know their in- 
dividual opinions, but that the committee had in 
all instances reported favorably. 

Mr. MILLER was in favor of the reference to a 
special committee; he did not consider the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations the appropriate one; 
the claims for indemnity for French spoliations 
were not claims upon a foreign nation, but against 
the United States Government itself, He thought 
it important that these claims should be met, and 
favorably considered. 

Mr. ARCHER said he believed that he had had 
more recent experience on this subject than those 
gentlemen who had addressed the chair, and it 
might be proper, therefore, for him to add a word 
or two to what had already been said. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, of which he had long 
been a member, had always had charge of the sub- 
ject, probably because nobody took so much inter- 
est as to move a contrary disposition of the me- 
morials, as had been moved to-day. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, in consequence of the 
pressure of other business, had not taken as deep 
an interest as was desirable; and, that the subject || 


Senator from Maine ought to meet with the favor 
of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN said that he did not know what || 
were the sentiments of other gentlemen on the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, but, for himself, 
he had no earthly desire to interpose even an ex- 
pression or a wish as to what the Senate should 
do. He was perfectly willing to abide by the will 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MANGUM said these claims, like South 
sie Madeira, had been so long and so often turn- |} 


| necessarily discussed in the Senate. 


ed and turned, that they seemed every year to be- 
come purer, and he had no doubt that, in a few 
years more, they would become most incontest- 
able. He regretted to differ from his friends on 
that side of the chamber, but he believed they 
ought to go to the Commitice on Foreign Relations. 
He was opposed to this multiplication of special 
committees. He therefore would move its réfer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Relations. -= 

Mr. HAY WOOD said he felt no particular anx-. 
iety about the course these petitions should take. 
He was not aware of the existence of any Par- 
liamentary rule which required that a claim should 
be referred to a committee favorable to its object. 
This was a claim against the Government, and 
ought to go to a committee which would sustain 
the rights of the Government, and it would be 
The Senate 
ought not to adopt it as a maxim that every claim 
must be submitted to a committee known to be fa- 
vorable. Every report but one, it had been said, 
had been in favor of these claimants. It was time, 
then, that anything which could be said for the 
Government should be said. The arguments in 
favor of the claims had been exhausted; let us hear 
what can be said on the other side. 

Mr. WEBSTER could see no sufficient reason 
for the reference to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, It is a subject which no longer comes 
within the province of that committee. France 
has been, long since, discharged from all liability; 
and the claims now lie against the Government of 
the United States, These claims had not only 
frequently been reported favorably upon, but a 
bill on the subject had passed the Senate. The 
subject will again be brought up for discussion in 
the Senate, and if the subject could be expedited 
by the reference to a scleet committee, he would 
vote for it, believing the motion of the Senator 
from Maine a very proper one. 

On the call of Mr. SPEIGHT, the question on 
the motion of Mr. Manaum, to refer the petitions 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, was order- 
ed to be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. GREEN È asked to be excused from vo- 
ting, on the ground that he had a personal interest 
in these claims. 

Mr. SPEIGHT seid that his reason for asking 
for the yeas and nays was, that these claims had 
always gone to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. It was now said they ought not to be so 
referred, because that committee was opposed to 
them. Who knew this? Had any Senator polled 
the committee? He was well acquainted with 
these claims. He had become familiar with them 
while a member of the other House. They were 
as well known to him as the claim of Amy Dar- 
den, for her stud horse Romulus, was known to 
the country. If, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts had urged, they were no longer within the 
proper sphere of action of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, let them be sent to the Committee 
on Claims, or to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He had always been opposed to these claims in the 
other House. He thought them utterly baseless, 


| and would desire to sce them finally disposed of. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer the petitions to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Méessrs, Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Baghy, Benton, Breese, Cameron, Chal- 
mers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Hannegan, Hay- 
wood, Jenness, Levy, Lewis, Mangum, Penny- 
backer, Speight, and Turney—2]. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Berrien, T. Clayton, 
J. M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Evans, 
Fairfield, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, Westcott, 
and W oodbridge—22. 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; which was negatived, 

Mr. FAIRFIELD renewed his motion for a 
reference to a select committee; and the question 
being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

On motion, it was resolved that the committee 
be selected by the Chair; who thereupon appointed 
Messrs. Farrrrecp, J. M. CLAYTON, Dix, Max- 
cum, and STURGEON, as such committee, 


JOINT OCCUPANCY OF OREGON. 


Mr. ALLEN, pursuant to notice, presented the 


following joint resolution, which was read a first 
time: 
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Resolved by the Senate and Fouse of Representa- 
lives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States | 
be, and he is hereby, advised to give, forthwith, 
notice to Great Britain that the Government of the 
United States will, in virtue of the second article 
of the convention of the sixth of August, A. D. 
eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, between the 
United States and Great Britain, terminate the 
convention existing relative to the joint occupancy 
of the Oregon Territory; and, after the expiration 
of twelve months from the day on which such 
notice shall have been received by the Government 
of Great Britain, annul and abrogate that conven- 
tion. 


j 


“Mr. EVANS presented the remonstrance of citi- 
zens of the State of Maine, against the admission 
of Texas into the Union as a slave State; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a similar remonstrance 
from citizens of the State of Vermont; which also 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. U. took this opportunity to ask to be ex- 
cused from serving as chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions. He did not make this request from 
any desire to evade or get rid of duties imposed 
upon him by the Senate; but he had been troubled 
for some time past with weak eyes, which would 
render it highly dangerous to his eyesight, to at- 
tempt to fulfil the duties which the chairmanship 
would impose upon him, inasmuch as he could not 
write even a letter without much pain. 

No objection being made, Mr. UrHam was eX- 
cused. i 

Mr. EVANS, pursuant to notice, presented a | 
joint resolution in favor of paying the claims of 
“David Shaw and Solomon 'T. Corser, formerly 
contractors for carrying the mail between Portland 
and Augusta, Maine; which was read a first and | 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr, DAVIS presented the petition of Franklin 
Whitney, setting forth that he is the inventor of a 
new process of making spermaceti, for which he 
applied tor a patent, and was informed that another 
individua] had applied for a patent of the same na- 
ture, which interfered with his application. After 
some little time, the petitioner’s adversary succeed- | 
ed in gaining the patent, thus insuring his claim 
for priority. The petitioner contends that he is in 
law the prior inventor, and prays to be relieved. 
The petition was, on motion of Mr. D., referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HENRY JOHNSON offered for considera- 
tion the following resolutions which was agreed to : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the erection of a custom-house 
in the city of New Orleans; and into the expedien- 
cy of making an appropriation to improve the har- 
bor at Port Pontchartrain in the State of Louisiana; 
and that the report of the Secretary of the Treasu- | 
ry, communicating estimates of the cost of those | 
works, made to the Senate February 4, 1845, be 
referred to the same committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, moved that the report of the | 
Secretary of the Treasury, made on this subject 
last year, be referred to the same committee; which | 

s agreed to. 

Mr. JEN NESS presented the following resolu- 
tons passed by the Legislature of New Hampshire; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be j! 
printed: i 

“ Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
lives in General Court convened, That our National |) 
i 
i 
l 


Government warned by the over-reaching policy 
and deep duplicity of Great Britain in relation to 
the northeastern boundary, should assert and main- 
tain our rights to the Territery of Oregon, to the 
54th degree of north latitude. 

“ Resolved, That concession, harmony, and for- 
bearance, under repeated and Jong-continued in- 
juries, cease to be national virtues, and that our | 


Government will best represent the national spirit, 
by entering into no compromise with tyranny, and 
by submitting to national wrong. : 

“ Resolved, Thai the interference of England to 
prevent the peaceful annexation of Texas to the 
Union, is a measure as unprecedented and unjusti- |! 
fiable as insulting to this republic, and requires | 
speedy explanation by the British Ministry. 

“Resolved, That the interference of the United |! 
States to avert from any portion of the people of 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
t 
| 


this continent, or the world, the miseries of British 
colonial servitude, would be abundantly. justified 
by the acts of that Government. -` 

‘Resolved, That the recent developments of the 
intrigues of the British Government with those 
of Mexico and Texas, to defeat the policy of this 
nation in relation to the annexation of ‘Texas, de- 
monstrates the sagacity, wisdom, and. patriotism 
of such of our statesmen as by their efforts brought 
this 
tion. 


“Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor be- 


requested to furnish copies of the foregoing reso- 


lutions to the Legislatures of the several States, | 


and to our Senators and Representatives in Con- 


gress. 
Š “« HARRY HIBBARD, 
“Sneaker of the House of Representatives. 
« AAR. P. CATE, 
: “ President of the Senate. 
“ Approved July 2, 1845. 
“ JOHN H. STEELE, 
E Governor. 
« THOS, P. TREADWELL, 
“Secretary of State.” 


Mr. ATCHISON presented the following reso- 
lutions; which, under the rule, lie over: — 
Reselved, That the Committee on Territories be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- jj 


izing a Government for the Territory of Oregon. 
“Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing block-houses and stockade forts, 
from the frontiers of Missouri to Fremont’s Pass 
in the Rocky mountains, and from thence through 
the Oregon Territory to the mouth of the Colum- 
bia river; and also to inquire into the expediency 
of raising and organizing a corps of mounted rifle- 


men, for the purpose of escorting emigrants to, and į 
protecting American citizens in, the Oregon Terri- | 


tory. 

Dated That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of do- 
ae lands to actual settlers in the Territory of 

regon. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- 
izing, arming, and equipping the militia of Oregon 
Territory. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
inquire into the expediency of establishing Indian 


agencies and sub-agencies in the Oregon Territory, | 


and the extension of the laws of the United States 
regulating intercourse with the Indians over said 
Territory, as far as they may be applicable. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a mail-route from 
the frontiers of Missouri to the city of Oregon, in 
the Oregon Territory. 

Mr. PHELPS presented the following resolu- 
tion for the consideration of the Senate : 

Resolved, That the Commitiee on Military Af- 
fairs be instracted to inquire into the expediency 
of repealing so much of the 4th section of the act 
approved August 23, 1842, as abolishes the office 


. - t 
of one Inspector-General, and of restoring the said | 


office and the officer, the same as though the said 
act had never been passed. 


Under the rule, the resolution lies over. 

Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill for the settlement of. 
the account of Joseph Nourse deceased, with his 
widow, or other legal representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


_Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of Amos | 
Kendall, asking to be reimbursed for expenses | 


incurred by him in a suit instituted against him 


by the United States, in the United States dis-! 


trict court of Louisiana, growing out of his rela- 
tions to the Government as Postmaster General. 
Judgment was rendered against the petitioner by 
several of the lower courts of the United States, 
but he was finally sustained by the United States 
Supreme Court, which decided that the proceed- 
ings agamst him had been illegal from the first. 
The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. — 

Mr. BAGBY presented the following resolution; 
which, no objection being made, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 
to be printed, upon the type now standing, a 


suficient additional: number of Frenvont’s report, | of live-oale would cost them atk 


great measure to a triumphant consumma- 


i 
| 
i 


| 
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to supply the members of the Senate who have 
taken their seats since. the.4th-of March last,:the 


i same number of copies that have been; or maybe 


distributed to the Senators who were elected prior 
to that time. ` > ; : ee 
Mr. WESTCOTT. inquired whether. that: por- 
tion. ofthe President’s: Message referring to Texas 
had been- referred to the Commitiee--on the: Judi- 
ciary ? . Being informed in the negative, lie-moved 
that it be so referred; which motion was agreed to. 
‘ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate 
roceeded to. theorders of the day; and the motion 
beitie agreed to, ¥ : 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, . 

A bill for the purchase of- stock inthe Louis- 
ville and Portland Canal Company; and 

A bill to. provide for the improvement of. the 
navigation of the Ohio, Mississippi, Missouri, and 
Arkansas rivers, were read a second time, andre- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals: 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, several bills intro- 
duced by him, and which had received their first 
reading, were severally read a second time, and 
referred to the appropriate committees... 

On motion of Me. ASHLEY, the Chair, by unan- 
imous consent, appointed Mr. Jonwsom, of Louis- 
iana, to be Chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, in the room of Mr, Upxam, excused... 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, it was, ordered, 
that when the Senate adjourns it adjourn to meet on 
Monday. i 

-On motion of Mr. BENTON, it was- j 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate he di- 
rected to pay. to the widow of. Edward Dyer, 
deceased, late Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, the 
same amount that was paid to the widow of Ste- 
phen Haight, former Sergeant-at-Arms, under the 
resolution of the Senate of the 13th January, 1841, 
on account of funeral expenses in: the city of 
Washington, and of salary until his successor was 
appointed. ae 

he following resolutions, submitted on former 
days, were then considered and adopted : 

A resolution offered by Mr. Jounsoy, of Louis- 
jana, to increase the compensation of the United 
States district attorney of Louisiana, oi 

A resolution offered by Mr. Carron, relative to 
the erection of a light near Fort Mifflin, in the Del- 
aware river. ooo oo. ; 

Also, a resolution rélative to the erection of. for- 
tifications near the entrance of Delaware bay, and 
on the Pea Patch:Island, in Delaware river. 

A resolution offered by Mr. Barrow, calling for 
information relative to the progress made. in: re- 
moving the raft in Red river. ` k 

A resolution offered by Mr. Spercur, to grant to 
the States in which they lie, certain alternate sec- 


; tions of inundated lands. 


Also, a resolution to establish a tri-weekly. mail 
between Mobile, Alabama, and Jackson, Missis- 
sippi. 

A resolution offered by Mr. Assey, tò estab- 
lish an additional district court for the District.of 
Alabama. A 
_ A resolution offered by Mr. MiLLER, to estab- 
sh a port of entry in the State of New Jersey. 

A resolution offered by Mr. Barese, to bind. the 
remaining copies of Brevet Captain Fremont’s Ex 
pedition to the Rocky mountains. , i : 

_ A resolution offered by. Mr. Hannesar to coh- 
gene the pay of an assistant messenger to. the Se- 
nate. x 

PRESERVATION OF TIMBER. 

Mr. LEVY moved to take up. the, resolutions 
submitted by him some days since in relation to 
the preservation of public timber, The resoltition 
having been read— veri o 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, expressed a de 
Sire to give more scope to the resolution; arid m- 
stead of limiting the inquiry’ to five years, Ne 
thought it ought to extend ‘back to eighteen: or 
twenty years. : fn pS Ue 


he had vésitired the opinion that ev 
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silver, and he should like to se how near’ he had 
comè to the truth. í T 

“oMr. LEVY assenting, the resolution was 
modified, and adopted, as follows: 

- : Resolved, ‘That the President of the United States 

be ‘requested to inform the Senate. what number of 

agents are now employed: for the protection of tim- 

ber; the ‘amotint. of salary paid for such service; 

the. authority of law under which they are em- 

ployed; and’ the fund from which they are paid; 
also, the amount’ of allowances of every descrip- 

tion made within the last’ twenty years in the set- 

tement of the accounts of said agents, or otherwise 

connected ‘with “this branch. of the “service; the 

number of suits or prosecutions instituted within 

the same period for trespassing upon the public 

lands; the result of such suits or prosecutions, and 

the costs and expense incurred by the ‘United | 
States therein, including the amount of damages 

paid by the United States within the same period 

for illegal interference by the aforesaid agents with 

private righis, - Also, that he inform the Senate of 

the amourit of -all expenditures on account of live- 

oak plantations, and the present condition of said. 

plantations. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the several portions 
of the President’s. Message were referred to the | 
several committees. 2 i 
_ On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Senate went 
into Executive session; and, after some time spent 
therein, the Senate.adjourned over until Monday. 


thus: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, December 18, 1845. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved,. 

Mr. EDWARD S. DARGIN, of Alabama, ap- 
peared, was qualified, and took his seat. 


NATURALIZATION. LAWS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions of the General Assembly of Massa- 
chusetts, in favor of such amendments to the natu- 
ralization laws as will protect the ballot-box from | 
frauds, which were under debate yesterday. The 
motions pending were— 

Ist. By Mr. LEVIN, that the resolutions be re- 
ferred to a select committee, with instructions to 
inguire whether any, and what, alterations. are re- 
quired in the existing naturalization laws. 

“@d. By Mr. BRODHEAD, that the resolutions 
be referred to the standing Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. LEVIN said, that in the heat and hurry of 
debate yesterday, he had omitted to notice a re- 
mark of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on his 
right, [Mr. Broparap,}] who seemed to have mis- 
taken a vehemance of manner for menace. Mr. 
L. said he had: been born in the sunny South: he 

i wasa South Carolinian; he came from that glo- 
rious little State, whose citizens were as much 
distinguished by magnanimity of heart as by a 
constitutional vehemence of manner. This trait 
had been manifested yesterday by the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr.-Yancey,] a gentleman who 
was accustomed” to: fling ‘abroad his intellectaal 
treasures, hanging them like jewels on every- 
thing he touched, and sowing the earth with orient 
pearl. Mr. L. could not say the same of his 
colleague; his manner had been cold and frigid 
as the icebergs of the Northern sea; and, while 
his mind seemed to be on one side of the question, 
his reasons had been all on the other. Mr. L. 
was no political gladiator: he was actuated in his 
public course by no feeling but love for his coun- 
try; he sought no revenges—he indulged no ha- i 
tred to any; his. breast was a stranger to the lust | 
of vengeance; but the truth must and should be | 
defended; yet he would: defend it by no weapons 
such as were used by the pirate or the bravo. 

The resolutions which he sought to have refer- 
red expressed no: desire that our naturalization 
laws should be changed, on any charge that they 
favored the commission of perjury. They pro- 
posed to inquire into the influence of the popula- 
tion of Europe, now coming in crowds upon our 
shores, upon the institutions of this free Republic, 
as well as into the number cf those who have come 
among us; so that we might be enabled to- under- 


| belong to freemen. 


stand the proportion of foreign population to that | 
which was home-born. An acquaintance wiih the | 
state of facts on these subjects could not but. be 


useful and important. The revolutions of nations 


| were too stupendous and startling to be treated 


by any reflecting man with. indifference. A wise 
statesman would ever be found awake to the 
changes of his own times. A long period of peace, 
whether for consequences good or evil, had pre- 
vailed over the world, and in all those consequen- 
ces it was our lot to share. Surely we owed it to 
ourselyes to inquire under what form these conse- 
quences were likely to approach us. Did we not 
owe it to God, who had given us the fairest inherit- 
ance of earth, and placed us in the most elevated 
and the most responsible of all conditions, by con- 
ferring on us the high sysiem of morals, of reli- 
gion, and civil polity? 

And here he came to what he considered the 
very pith and marrow of the argument. Unlike 
the people of Europe, we were self-governed. 
While the contrast between our situation and 
theirs, in this all-important respect, naturally led 
to differences of opinion and to collisions, ‘both 
moral and physical, it was a contrast which could 
not but affect both morals and manncrs—both 
habits and opinions; it could not but lead to a 
contrast in feelings and sympathies also. Europe, 
with a few trifling exceptions, was under the Gov- 
ernment of Kings, who claimed to rule over the 
people by a-divine right. We governed ourselves. 
Such a contract in condition could not fail to even- 
tuate, sooner or later, in collision, both moral and 
physical. The physical had been scen in our re- 
peated wars, the moral in the riots and tumults 
which had broken out in our great cities. This 
collision manifested itself in a frightful manner 
when an assembly of our own native-born citi- 
zens was collected in one of the streets of Phila- 
delphia, under the wgis of the Constitution, in the 
exercise of one of the most precious rights which 
The followers of a certain 
demagogue in Europe (to whom men calling them- 
selves American citizens were, from time to time, 
sending aid to help him in undermining the Gov- 
ernment of their country) rushed like tigers on 
this peaceful assembly, unarmed as they were, 
save in the panoply of truth—withoul weapons 
save those which the force of reason supplied. 
Not so their enemies: they were well supplied | 
with physical weapons, imported from abroad. 
He called on gentlemen to contemplate the pecu- 
liar traits of this most disgraceful outrage.. A com- | 
pany of native American citizens, assembling at 
public notice, in the district where they were born, 
to discuss subjects which. rightfully pertained to | 
them, and in which they had a deep and common | 
interest, were shot down on the avowed plea that 
the spot on which they stood was the “Irish quar- 
ter,” and thatno American should be allowed to 
set his foot upon it. Yet, gentlemen who were 
so utterly opposed to suftermg Englishmen in Ore- 
gon, would force upon us Lrishmen in Kensington, 
Had such an outrage been perpetrated on the deck 
of an American ship, what a universal burst of in- 
dignation would have been heard from one end of 
the Union to the other.. How would the national in- 
dignation have been poured out like burning lava; 
how would vengeance have gleamed in every eye; 
how would curses have been muttered by every 
tongue, until the united cry of an insulted nation 
for redress would have pierced the very heavens. 
And why had nothing of this kind been witness- 
ed?) Why was all this suffered to pass over with 
seeming coolness and indifference? The answer 
was easy: we were then cn the eve of a Presi- 
dential election, and this Irish population wasa 
marketable commodity. He admitted, indeed, 
that the Democrats got it; but he warned them 
to beware, lest, like the elephants in the army of 
Pyrrhus, instead of trampling down the opposing 
force, they should become the instruments of de- 
struction to the very men who set them on. This 
was not a mere party movement. The insult was | 


| directed against the nation—it was an outrage on 


the Gonstitution, which invested with sanetity the 
primary assemblies of the people held for the dis- 
cussion of great public interests; and it address- 
ed itself at once to. every American heart as an 
insult on the American fag. The nation must 


| vindicate its own dignity, or consent to wither | 


under just and universal contempt. 

Their opponents charged them with having been 
the burners of churches! He thanked Ged that 
the charge was false, and that it was known to be 


might indeed stand as a melancholy monument of 
popular fury; but there also stood untouched and 
| preserved in perfect safety the Catholic’ church of 
St. Philip de Neri: And who saved it? A body 
of Native Americans. Yes, it was a brave com- 
pany of native-born American citizens, with Thom 
as.D. Grover at their head, who periled their lives 
in its defence. Native Americans burnt no church- 
es; and if the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 
had alluded with so much apparent triumph to the 
disgraceful scenes in Philadelphia, wanted to raise 
a shout against the profanation of attacking and 
burning down the temples of Ged, Mr. L. was 
ready to raise his voice toaid him. In such sacri- 
lege the Native American party had neither part 
nor lot. They had had nothing to do with it. 
They had saved a church at the risk of their lives, 
but they had destroyed none. They were neither 
bigots nor fanaties. They were not men of one 
narrow idea. Intellectual or moral imbecility never 
produced an idea so vast as that of giving cternity 
to freedom and preparing an asylum for the world. 
That party had waged no war on the rights of 
conscience; they blessed God that those rights 
were, in this land, sacred and inviolable. They 
bowed with profound reverence to every form of 
piety, and would protect alike the votaries of every 
creed. With them, even the frailties of faith 
were considered as sacred. They wanted no de- 
monstration to satisfy. them of the necessity and 
| the value of religion. They well knew that it was 
needed alike by the King upon his throne and the 
miser upon his money-bags; by the artisan at his 
bench and by the beggar in his penury. They 
reverenced that inborn thirst for immortality whieh 
followed man in every form of his being, whose 
promise sustained him through all the labors of 
life, and whose immortal hopes clustered about the 
grave, Every other description of human injury 
| and human wo was curable and might reccive ifs 
| Appropriate remedy, but there was no healing balm 
for frauds upon religion. The Native Americans 
had never sought to fetter the liberty of conscience, 
or attempted to destroy the places of worship 
which any sect had eouscerated; but they had rc- 
sisted, and they would forever continue ‘to resist, 
| any sect which attempted to combine the creed of 
| a religion with a political object. Let that combi- 
| nation be attempted by Methodist, by Baptist, by 
Presbyterian, by Episcopalian, or by Catholic, 
from them it should meet with nothing but the 
most determined hostility and the most unyielding 
resistance. If this was treason, if this was fanat- 
cism, let gentlemen make the most of it. 

Mr. L. said he had purposely avoided, thus far, 
touching on the merits of the question; he reserved 
that consideration for a future hour. Meantime he 
would say that, from the very first moment. of out- 
rage and bloodshed to this day, the Native Ameri- 
can party had stood on the sole ground of self-de- 
fence. There it stood, and there it was prepared 
to stand, till the end of time. A review of the 
whole question would fling back upon it the rays 
| of reason and patriotism. In what age or country. 
had the love of our native land been considered as 
other than a virtue?) Among the wise and the good 
ibrose even to glory. Should we thus commend 
it in the bosoms of others, and then turn about 
and condemn and ridicule it in our own? Gentle- 
men called them to the exercise of liberality; but 
was it illiberal to love America? Was it better to 
be liberal to foreign ignorance and crime, than b 
| true to our own rights, and to the gifts and trusts 
of God? Was it illiberal to ask that the forcigner, 
who demanded a participation in cur privileges, 
i Should dwell long enough among those who en- 
joyed them to enlighten his understanding and fit 
him for the blessing he desired? He knew it was 
| an easy thing to play the demagogue, and to soothe 
and flatter the foreigner, but the times and the cir- 
cumstances in which we found ourselves forbade 
us to treat with levity a condition so fraught with 
all the elements of danger, And My. L. disclaimed 
and repudiated all liberality which must be es 
cised at the sacrifice. of the dearest rights of an 
American citizen. We-were contending for safety 
—ay, for existence. Europe could no longer con- 
tain the teeming millions of her population—she 
must disgorge them at any price. The tide of im- 
migration was swelling higher and higher every 
i hour, Our circumstances were changing, our dan- 
| gers augmenting, and the past could no longer be 


false by more than fifty thousand witnesses. The 
blackened walls of two Roman Catholic churches | 


! of the future. 


looked to as a test and a rule for our expectations 
But our true policy was to model 
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ourselves upon the great laws of nature. If the | 
heart of the alien was still in his native land—if 
his regrets, his memories, his associations, and all 
his tenderest sympathies still ching and centered 
there, why should we seek to disturb this innate 
bias of his nature? Why should we attempt, by | 
the moral force of an oath of allegiance, to do vio- 
lence to the bent and tendency of his mind, and 
call on him to eradicate the strongest and the deep- 
est feelings of his being? Why should he not, 
like our own sons, pass through a pupilage of 
twenty-one years—a period that we did not es- 
teem too long in which to let our own children 
acquaint themselves with the principles of our na- 
tional freedom? When, by the gradual effect of 
this moral and political education, the man became 
gradually freed from the trammels of foreign influ- 
ence, then would he be enabled to perceive that 
the highest position he could oceupy was that of a 
moral agent, exercising and. acting upon his own | 
free choice; but, till then, let us not attempt to 
break the holy ties of omnipotent nature. 

Mr. L. again said that he wag thrown here into 
an attitude of self-defence. He had purposely 
avoided entering on the merits of the subject- 
matier of the resolutions to be referred; these 
would best be discussed and sct forth in the re- 
port of that select committee for which he had 
asked, His opponents had not. confined them- 
selves to the same narrow ground: their remarks 
had assumed a wide range: they had taken the 
broad ground of the whole question; but neither 
Mr. L. nor his friends had attempted to tell why 
they asked a cha nge in our naturalization laws, or 
whether they asked such change at all. If the 
House should accord to them the courtesy of grant- 
ing them a sclect committee, the kindness would 
he duly appreciated; and, in return, they should 
not be disposed, at too early a day or too great an 
extent, to tax the time and attention of this body. 
Many weeks would probably elapse before the 
report would be prepared ; nor, when it was ready, 
should they insist on forcing it on the House, but 
would rather seize some appropriate moment when 
it could with the least inconvenience be taken up 
and discussed, 

Mr. CHASE said that it was not his desire, |! 
during this session of Congress, to occupy much | 
of the time of the House in debate. As one of the | 
youngest members of the House, it might well 

ecome him to listen rather than to speak. When 
the question was. brought up yesterday, he had no 
expectation that he would address the House; but, 
as the debate proceeded, he had become interested. 
The question assumed, in his view, a higher im- 
portance; and he therefore felt called on to say 
something on it. With his colleague, he had 
thought that the discussion should have been con- 
fined strictly to the question of reference; and he 
had really been much surprised at the latitude of 
debate taken by gentlemen yesterday. He was 
also a little amused at the position iaken by his 
friend from Michigan. He [Mr. Crrpman] had 
remarked, in the course of his speech yesterday, 
that he was sorry that he was born in the State of 
Vermont; and it had been stated by some persons 
who had heard him upon that occasion—for he | 


| themselves, 


himself was not so forwinate—that he [Mr. Cur- ! 
4AN] also stated that his father and mother were’|| 
born in the State of Massachusetts; and that he |! 
was the first-born. That, he (Mr. C.) believed, |; 
was not correct. It was, he believed, intended |! 
merely for a joke. He was not much in favor || 
of the doctrines advocated hy the dominant party li 
in the State of Vermont. Hie had no sympathy | 
whatever with that band of abolitionists, who |! 
would, he hoped, be driven ere long into that ob- 


It 


he esteemed the State of Vermont for her learning, |) 
patriotism, and bravery. He honored the State i 
of Vermont for that heroism and courage which 
were so eminently displayeđ on the plains of Ben- 
mington and Plattsburg. He honored the State of 
Vermont on account, also, of the distinguished 
members on that floor from that State. And well 
might the State. of Vermont exclaim, in the lan- 
guage of thé dying Cesar—Et tu Brute! He said 
that, with all respect to the gentleman. 

, He (Mr.C.) for one would vote that the resolu- 
tions should be referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee; and for the very good reason that that commit- | 
tee was, in-his opinion, composed of able and intel- 
ligent men, who were perfecily capable of discharg- 


i 
i 


ing their duty to that House and to the conntry. 
He would vote for that, because it was usual to 
address such resolutions to that committee. He 
was opposed to the appointment of.a select com- 
mittee, for this very reason : that. that committee 
would be selected out of the friends of the resolu- 
tions; and because there would be scattered abroad 
a veport-from that committee, sanctioned. by the 
acts of Congress, which would assail an important 
portion of our fellow-citizens, who were deprived 
of an opportunity, on that floor, of defending 
On that ground he would oppose any 
report which the committee might issue. He was 
willing that the House should instruct its commit- 
tee in reference to the resolutions of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts; and although it was said 


| that there existed an alliance between the Native 


Americans and the Whigs, a disposition to play 
into each other’s hands—a sort of coquetry he did 
not understand—he was willing to hear, the day 
before, the remarks of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who fathered the matier, and had the 
whole under his influence. Well, he had dis- 
coursed very eloquently. The House, and those 
in the gallery, must have been very highly pleased 
with his eloquence; but he (Mr. C.) could not, for 
the life of him, come to any other conclusion than 
that it was one of those beautiful, smooth, stump- 
speeches, carefully committed to memory by the 
gentleman. Oh, it was eloquent and beautiful; 
but, while the gentleman was going on, he had 
listened very anxiously for some new argument, 
such as might be usefully brought before the com- 
mittee. But he heard no other than those ad- 


| vanced after the defeat of the great Whig party; 


and when the master of the Whig party was about 
to put forth the doctrines of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania when it was said the Whig party 
was about to be disorganized; but there was some 
advice given to the Whig party by the gentleman, 
who, they were informed on the previous day, had 
retired to the shades of private life; and the result 
was, that the Whig party changed its tone, as far 
as the Native Americans were concerned. But it 
was said that the people of Massachusetts coinci- 
ded with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
custom was, in other days, to follow the lead of a 
gentleman in the other wing of the Capitol, and 
who, they were informed yesterday, had retired 
to private life; but now they prefer to follow the 
lead of the gentleman in this Hlouse. He (Mr. C.) 
confessed that on yesterday he was much sur- 
prised by the arguments brought up by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, who told the House, and 
through it the country, that the debt talked of as 
due foreigners for their defence of this country, was 
a fiction. Since his (Mr. C.’s) boyhood, he was 
in the habit of reading that there was a just debt 
due to those brave men who left their homes to as- 
sist the people of this country to fight. Now, they 


heard a new doctrine advanced on that floor—that | 


these men were mercenaries; and that if ever there 
was a debt, the balance was long ago discharged. 
He could not envy the feelings ofa man who en- 
tertained such a disposition as that. He supposed 
the same arguments might be used in reference to 
their revolutionary ancestors, many of whom 
drew pay for their services. Some of them had 
departed to their silent tombs; but many of the 
survivors were still receiving that pay to which 
they were justly entitled. The question, then, he 
supposed, would be hereafter brought up for the 
purpose of showing that the debt to them is long 


ago discharged, and that the whole was a mere | 
No; he hoped those doc- | 
į trines would never be sustained by that House or 


mercantile transaction. 


by the country. He would brief ask the House 
who were those who gained in their struggle for 


| Independence? Many of them were Englishmen— 


many foreigners from different parts of Europe; 
yet they gallantly joined us, and enabled us to 
battle in defence of our rights. Why, many of 
them had been in the service of England when at 
war with France; but when they saw the struggle 
breaking out, they threw themselves into the ranks 
of those who declared to the world that man is 
capable of self-government. That grave quéstion 


was attracting the attention of all Europe. ‘The peo- | 


ple of France, of England, of Ireland, of Scotland, 


of nearly all the. civilized world, had come to the | 


conclusion that men were capable of self-govern- 
ment, and were ready to throw off the manacles of 
despotism, in accordance with that 
The eyes of all the world were upon. this country— 


eat truth, | 


4 
{ 


i 


| "This was the only clause which 


govern 


the eyes of the oppressive and arbit a 
“Phe g 


ments of Europe were. fixed upon. ‘it. 

tion will be asked us from those countries, is mat 
capable of self-government? and.their eyes will be 
set upon us to learn what will be our answer—to 
learn what we think. _ And to the question, “What: 
do you think?” what would be the answer'if Na- 
tive American doctrines were carried out? They)’ 
had heard from*the Natives in that House, that 


foreigners should be here twenty-one years before 


they were entitled to vote; they were not capable of.” 
self-covernment at home, an certainly: they were: 
not here, surrounded by all the institutions. of 
this country; they must remain here. twenty-one 
years before they acquired that right—the right of 
governing themselves! What would be the effect 
of such a change? Its effect would be: to» cramp. 
the energies and discourage the efforts-of our for- 
eign citizens; for men could not put forth their 
powers without an interest in the Government of 
the country. He would vote for the reference of 
the resolutions to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. BP aso 

Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor; but See 

Mr. CHIPMAN, to whom the gentleman from 
Tennessee had alluded in his speech, entreated him 
to yield it for explanation. eet wits, 

This Mr. B. said he would willingly do, pro- 
vided he would not thereby lose the right of the 
floor afterwards. f = 

But the CHAIR reminded Mr. B. that no such 
contract could be recognised; and if he yielded the 
floor at all he must yield it unconditionally- 

Mr. BAYLY then said he could not consent to 
comply with the gentleman’s request; and Mr. 
Curpman, with much apparent reluctance, took 
his seat, 3 

Mr. BAYLY then proceeded to observe that ‘he 
had not risen with any view of entering into this 
debate in the same latitude in which other gentle- 
men had indulged themselves, but should confine 
his remarks exclusively to the motion of refer- 
ence, and to such considerations as naturally grew 
out of the subject-matter of the resolutions to be 
referred. 

The question of reference embraced the consid- - 
erations first of convenience, and secondly of jus-. 
tice. Of convenience, so far as the House might: 
be said to look to the aid of any of its committees 
in deciding upon its duty in reference to matters . 
before.it; and of justice, as far as it sought for an 
impartial view of those‘subjects in the ‘reports of its 
committees. : ig hig cd ety A a E 3 

So for as the aid of committees was concerned, 
Mr. B. considered it as of very little importance to 
which of the proposed committees these resolutions 
were sent; and, as a matter of justice, he was free’ 
to confess, that before he had looked into the reso. 
lutions more closely, he had felt inclined to cona. 
cede the request of the gentleman from Pennsyl-: 
vania, and grant him a select committee. oe 

(Mr. Levin here interposed, to remind Mr. B. 
that the question was not now directly on the refer- 
ence, but on the commitment with instructions.} 

Mr. B. said he was fully aware of that; and he 
had nothing whatever to say, either as to the char- 
acter of the subject or of the committee; but. be-~ 
fore these resolutions should be committed at ali;he. 
must be allowed to say that he considered them: as. 


; amounting to a bold attempt to interfere with the 


acknowledged rights of the States. “What was the 
subject of these- resolutions? “They: referred to”: 
certain frauds committed in elections; and: their- 
professed object was to purify the ballot- jox, and 
with this view they came to the General Govern= 
ment, asking in effect that it would interfere with 
the exercise of the right of suffrage within. the 
States of this Union. Now, Mr. B. insisted. that. 
that was amatter over which this Government pos- 
sessed no jurisdiction. This was a Government : 
of delegated powers, and all. power not delegated. .- 
to it, was, by the Constitution, expressly reserved 
to the States or to the people. There was nothing 
in the Constitution which gave the Federal Gov- 
ernment any jurisdiction over the- matter of auf: 
frage.. The second section of the frst article of 
that instrument declared that «The House of Rep: 
‘ resentatives [of the United States} shall hécom- 
‘posed of members- chosen -every second year byos 
‘the people. of the Several States, and the ‘electors 
‘in each State shall have the qualifications requi. 
‘site for electorsiof the most ‘humerous branci 
“the State Legislature? 00 0 oe 
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the exercise of súffrage; and it expressly declared 
that right to be in the States, and to. be the same 
in reference to the choosing a member of the House 
as in choosing the members.of State Legislatures. 
Tt-was:a matter with which this General Govern- 
ment had nothing to-do. The States night adit 
toits exercise whom they would, and there was 
no power. in: this Government: to. control them. 
‘When, therefore, the: Legislature of _Massachu- 
setts came here and-asked Congress to interfere 
with this:right; in any way, he again pronounced 
it-to’be a bold attempt to usurp an acknowledged 
right-of ‘the States: 7 ; f 

ut if all. could bedone which this Native Amer- 
ican party-desixed should. be. done—if the term of 
probation were extended (as they were said to 
wish) to twenty-one years, what. would. be the 
effect? Would it exclude a foreigner during that 
term from voting at our elections? Mr. B. insisted 
that it would not.. Naturalization entitled the for- 
eigner to certain rights: to the right of protection, 
to the right of holding property, and to the right 
of pursuing happiness in his own way. Extend- 
ing the term of probation to the. term of twenty- 
one years might, indeed, be virtually declaring to 
the foreigner that. during that long period he must 
be debarred from all these prerogatives, and must 
be dependent for so much of them as he needed 
exclusively on the comity and hospitality of the | 
States; so far the change would go, but that was 
all it could do ; it could not touch, or in the least 
affect, his right of suffrage. 

It was:very true:that most of our State consti- 
tutions did confine the. right of suffrage to citizens 
only, and that men became citizens under. the nat- 
uralization laws; but it still remained true that the 


States possessed the inherent right of conferring | 
the privilege of suffrage on whomsvever they 
pleased. Supposing these Massachusetts resolu- | 
tions to be complied with, and Congress to pass 
whatever naturalization laws it pleased: they would 
do no more than deprive the foreignér of his right | 
to the habeus corpus, his right to hold property, and 
such other rights as pertained to citizenship; but 
they would not take away his right of suilrage, | 
for that was exclusively under the jurisdiction of | 
the States, snd the States alone. He understood | 
that a State convention was soon to be held in 
New York, and he would say. to these Native 
American gentlemen, or at least to so many of | 
them as came from that State, that such a State 
convention would be. their. proper field of opera- 
tion, and not the floor of Congress. There they 
might act with effect; here they could not, New 
‘York might make the term of probation for voting 
Just as Jong and just as short as to her seeme 
good: she might admit men to vote after a proba- 
tion of twelve months, if this would. purify. the 
ballot-box; but no such enactment was within the | 
competency. of the General Government. i 
Even supposing’ the constitutions of the States | 
to remain as they were, he put it.to the gentlemen 
of legal learning to say what would be the effect | 
should the term of probation be extended Most | 
of the ‘State constitutions had been adopted in 
reference to the naturalization law as it now stood. | 
fe would submit. to; them whether:a law. of Con- | 
gress, which, in respect: to. those constitutions, 
would be an ex post facto law, (he applied the term 
figuratively, for, strictly speaking, an ew post facto 
law related only to criminal proceedings,) would 
have binding force? . If it would, then with still 
more emphasis might he pronounce these Massa- 
chusetts resolutions a bold attempt to induce Con- 
gress to alter every State constitution in the Union. | 
‘Where did Congress get any such right?) Mr. B. | 
had witnessed many such attempts coming from ; 
the North. At the last Congress, an attempt was 
made by a member from Maine to give a consti- | 
tution to Florida; and at the present Congress, an | 
unblushing attempt. had been made by a member | 
from Massachusetts: to dictate to Texas what sort | 
of a constitution’ she ought to frame.. Congress | 
had no right to interfere in any such matter. The | 
Constitution not only-did not sanction it—it ex- | 
pressly prohibited it : it. guarantied to every State | 
a republican Government, and the very first feature | 
of a republican Government was the. right of the 
people te amend and to alter. their-own constitu- 
tion ‘without interference from any quarter. -If 
Congress might interfere and might modify their | 
constitution for them, theirs was a republican form 


| his friends had expressed great generosity towards 


of. Government no Jonger. 
Bad, however, as. these isolated attempts. at 


usurping State power were, they were infinitely 
outstripped in enormity by this attempt of Massa- 
chusetts to outrage every State constitution in the 
Union on the subject of suffrage. Mr. B., how- 
ever, should not now go into an elaborate argu- 
ment ofthe subject; butif itshould be attempted to 
carry this thing oui, he should then attempt to 
show, by a more extended discussion, that to do 
so would be a pure unmitigated act of usurpa- 
tion. : i 

He had said that yesterday he had felt disposed, 
from an-impulse of generosity similar to that which 
had actuated the gentlemen from Alabama and 
Tennessee, [Messrs. Yancy and Sranron,] to re- 
fer these resolutions to a select committee; and he 
would do so now were there not an obvious im- 
propriety in it. He had referred to the character 
of these resolutions mainly with a view to show 
that they involved high constitutional questions, 
and therefore ought to go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, as having been raised expressly for the 
consideration of questions of this character; to that 
committee the reference appropriately belonged, 
and he could not consent to take a constitutional 
Subject from the great law committec of the House, 
and refer it to a select committee holding particular 
opinions. 

It was very true that, as a mere matter of cu- 
riosity, in order that these Native American gen- 
tlemen might show their hands, and let the House 
and the country know what it was that they did 
really mean, he should be very glad, could he 
with propriety, put these resolutions into their | 
hands. Butwhen constitutional questions of grave 
import were immediately involved, he could not 
take them from the appropriate committee to in- 
dulge any such feeling. Indeed, had he felt any | 
difficulty before, it was now removed; for the 
crudeness of the views which these gentlemen had 
avowed on the floor would of itself forbid the | 
confiding such a paper to their care. Let it go to | 
the Judiciary Committee, and let that commitice 
inquire whether the Congress of the United States | 


possessed any right to interfere with the subject of |) 


sutlrage. Should any such thing be attempted, he | 
must in the name of his State utterly protest 
against it. Congress had no right to touch the 
subject or meddle with it in the slightest degree, 
and it ought not for a moment to entertain any 
resolution, come from where it might, which even 
looked towards such a usurpation of power. In 
his own State the right of suffrage had been re- 
stricted, and many of ber citizens had been un- 
wisely, as he thought, excluded from its exercise ; 
but that was.a matter with which Congress had 
nothing to do. Every State might regulate the 
mode of election within its own limits, night pro- 
vide. such. police to guard the ballot-box as it 
deemed proper, and might, without let or interfer- 
ence, exercise its jurisdiction over the entire sub- 
ject. , 
If any frauds had been committed in other re- 
spects than as to naturalization, and it was pro- 
posed that the foreigner was, on that account, to 
be excluded from the right of citizenship for twen- 
ty-one years, and must be thrown on the mere 
comity and hospitality of our Government till that 
term should expire, Mr. B. should consider such 
a proceeding as unwise indecd. Its immediate ef- 
fect must be to discourage immigration of the most 
valuable kind. It might not, indeed, deter the 
paupers of Europe from coming to this country, 
because theirs was a condition which could not 
well be worsted; but men of character and stand- 
ing and property never would consent to come, 
when for twenty-one long years they must remain 
disfranchised. He concluded by expressing his | 
hope that the resolutions would go to the Judiciary | 
Committee. 


Mr. BOWLIN said that were it not for the fact i [ 
jį umphantly pointed to that picture [the portrait of 
|| Washington] as the portrait of the man who was 


that he represented a community deeply interested 
in this question, he should not trouble the Hlouse 
with any remarks upon it; but he could not sit in | 
silence and witness an attempt to enable a small 
body of men to propagate their sentiments mn op- | 
position to the rights of our adopted citizens, un- 
der the implied sanction of Congress. Some of 


these men, because their number was small; but 
he would take the liberty of reminding these friends 
of his that there was such a thing as being more 
generous than just. This Native American party 
had been generated by the corruption of our great 
cities; it wasa party actively engaged in fanning 
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the flames of religious and political persecution, 
and, as such, had slender claims on his generosity, 
or that of any other man. It sought to give the 
sanction of Congress to a system which had car- 
ried fire and sword into the hearts and homes of 
adopted citizens of this country. It was a party, 
active, agitating, and having much to say. And 
who was there here to defend the rights of the 
adopted citizen? This was a mere issue between 
two political parties; and would gentlemen give 
the sanction of this House to the abuse which one 
of them heaped upon the other? Who would raise 
his voice in favor of such a proceeding? For one, 
he never would. Who were the men who were to 
be thus assailed? They were among the noblest, 
most upright, and most useful of American citi- 
zens. Mr. B. appealed to his friends to withdraw 
the implied sanction which, out of mere generosity, 
they seemed disposed to give to the assailants. He 
repeated it: the party assailing had its birthplace 
and its being in the,corruption of our great cities: 
in the pure atmosphere of the country it could not 
live. Who had ever heard of a meeting of Native 
Americans in a country school-house? Nobody. 
What was to be the practical effect of such a re- 
port when it came in? Mr. B. would tell gentle- 
men; for those who, like himself, lived in the cities 
where these men carried on their agitations, knew 
the people, and could not be deceived as to their 
character or designs. . Their support was drawn 
from our native-born citizens; and their favorite 
and leading doctrine was, that foreigners ought to 
be excluded from our country, lest, through their 
competition, the wages of labor should be reduced. 
‘his was one of their grand arguments, and had 
perhaps more effect than any other. The truth 
was, that these Native Americans were neither 
more nor less than a wing of the great Whig par- 
ty. Now he would ask his friends, who were so 
very generous, whether, if it was the Whigs who 
asked such a committee to get such a report, they 
would be disposed to grant such a request? Yet 
this, he repeated it, was but a wing of the same 
party.. They had, it was true, a different name 
and a separate organization, but no sooner did an 

great election approach in the country than, with 


| military precision, they wheeled into line, and acted 


and voted with their Whig brethren. 

There had been one exception. In 1842 they 
bad in Missouri ventured to bring forward a sepa- 
yate candidate; and what was the result? The 
Democrats had crushed both Whigs and Natives, 
and in six weeks the Native flag was down, The 
next year another election occurred, and there was 
some hocus-pocus under pretext of a compromise, 
but, when the time of action came, they all wheeled 
into line again, and succeeded in carrying off two 
hundred votes in St. Louis from the Democratic 
party. No sooner did they get such men into 
their meshes than they inveigled them into caucus, 
and the result invariably was that they ended by 
voting the Whig ticket. They were Whigs, and 
nothing but Whigs, under a different name. ‘They 
had never failed to vote with the Whigs but once, 
and thea, as a party, they died in sixty days. 
“Now, would his friends consent to sow broadcast 
through this country a Whig report, under the 
| sanction of this Congress? He believed not. Oh, 
| but it was generous, and the strong could afford to 
be magnanimous to the weak. Thus the generos- 
ity of his friends grew out of the paucity of the 
numbers of these gentlemen; but did they reflect 
on the infinite evil which the. measures of these 
persons were calculated to inflict on the whole body 
of our naturalized citizens? If they did, he must 
consider their generosity as somewhat misplaced. 

There was another idea which had heen ad- 
vanced, and which Mr, B. must resist and repel. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who seemed 
their leader, [Mr. Levin,] had proudly and tri- 


| 
| 


the founder and the living imbodiment of their sen- 
i timents and principles. Now, Mr. B. very well 
knew to what portion of Washington’s writings 
| that gentleman alluded when he made such an as- 
| Sertion, and he pronounced it one of the grossest 
and the foulest libels that had ever been attempted 
to be cast on the.unsullied and the sacred name of 
George Washington. Washington never had been 
i a native American in their sense of the term; he 
had never breathed. their spirit nor acted on. their 

principles. He had, indeed, in his ever-memora- 
j ble Farewell Address, warned his countrymen on 
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the subject of “ foreign influence,” but by that ex- 
pression he certainly did not intend to allude to 
the infrence of those very foreign citizens whom 
he had himself invited to our shores. No: it was | 
the influence of foreign systems; it was the influ- 
ence of the banking system, of the tariff system, 
and of this Native American system of exclusive 
naturalization laws; it was to influences like thése 
that he alluded. When Mr. Jefferson said in one 
of his letters that he could wish the ocean were’a 
wall of fire, he meant that it might separate us from 
the systems of the Old World, such as the bank- 
ing system, which enabled a few individuals met 
in a parlor in one of our Atlantic cities to control 
the very vitals of trade. He meant the tariff sys- 
tem, which oppressed one-half of the community 
for the benefit of the other. This was that for- 
eign influence against which he warned his coun- 
trymen, and this very nativism itself was part 
and portion of the same evil beast. What was 
naturalization in England? And how was it to 
be attained? Only by a special act of Parlia- 
ment. And why? Because their crowded island 
had searce room for her inhabitants, and she had 
not the same causes for encouraging immigration 
which operated with so much power in this new 
and fresh and vast Republic. The whole thing 
was a foreign system, adapted to foreign countries, 
and not to this country, and it was included in the 
memorable warning of Washington. 

The gentleman told them that it was far from 
being the policy of these Native Americans to 
discourage the immigration of foreigners amongst 
us, Such a design it might not be politic to avow; 
but what were the inducements the gentleman held 
out to influence a respectable foreigner to transfer 
his all to the United States? Supposing him to 
come here, let the gentleman’s system prevail, and 
the man’s condition would be as good under the 
Grand Turk asin this free country. THe came here 
to have all his political rights taken away, and to 
remain a disfranchised man for twenty-one years. 
The gentleman well knew the impolicy (not to say 
unpopularity) of attempting to shut up the doors 
of a fena acK had millions of acres, yes, mil- 
lions of square miles of its fertile soil still un- 
settled. ‘Che gentleman said, therefore, that his 
doctrine was not-exclusive. But it was exclusive. 
He was on the horns of adilemma: either he wished 
to keep foreigners out, or he didnot. If he wished 
to keep them out, his policy was detestable, and 
never would receive the sanction of the people of 
this country. If he did not wish to keep them out, 
his policy was as bad or worse; for, while with 
one breath he invited them to come, with the next 
he took away all their rights. He might choose 
whichever horn he liked best. No; the only true 
policy of this country was to throw open our 
doors to immigration from all the world; and, as 
soon as it was practicable, as soon as it could be 
done with safety, to allow them to participate with 
us in the full enjoyment of liberty. We wanted 
population : we had a great valley of thirteen hun- 
red thousand square miles in extent; a valley in 
which thirty millions of men would be better off 
ian ten millions. Could it be the policy of such 
country to retard settlement and heap up obsta- 
cles in the way of immigration? Even western 
Missouri was scarcely half way across our territo- 
ry, yet we had few settlers beyond it. Let them 
come; let them come from all the earth; we had 
space and a welcome for them all. 

Gentlemen had frequently talked about shoals 
foreigners being thrown upon our shores by the 
despotic Governments of Europe. This was 
against fact and against common sense. It was 
the policy of no Government in the world to drive | 
off her own citizens. And not only were there no | 
facts to prove it, but facts proved the contrary. 
Had not the Government of Germany recently | 
passed an edict excluding American’ papers from 
circulation in that country, and that for the avowed | 
reason that their practical influence was to. draw 
off population. from the empire? “Yet. gentlemen | 
would have the country believe that it was Ger- 
man policy to send us her emigrants, and that she 
threw them offas a slough and an incumbrance. 
This was only to render foreign population in- 
famous among us. But these mon were not a 
burden anywhere; they were the true lovers of 
liberty; they had abandoned their homes, and all 
that was dear to them, because of their superior | 
love to freedom. Their political ‘instincts were 
right; they were Democratic at the start, and | 
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| hence the violent opposition of certain gentlemen 
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| 
against them. Was not this-manifest? “No öp- Í 
position was made to English emigrants or Scotch 
emigrants; it was all against the Irish and the 
Dutch: against these men the Native American 
party and their Whig alies seem to have entered 
into a crusade. ‘The English and the Scotch were 
very welcome, because their prejudices were, for 
the most part, against the American Democratic 
party; but the Irish and the Dutch must by all 
means be kept out, because they flocked as natu- 
rally into the Democratic ranks as rivers sought 
the sea. 

To the propagation of doctrines like these, and’ 
with such tendencies, Mr. B. would never vote 
the sanction of that House. Let these Massachu- 
setts resolutions go to a standing committee. Why 
should these have a select committee in preference 
to other subjects? If an old soldier came here with 
his petition for a pension, and should ask for a 
select committee to consider it, he would quickly 
be frowned down. Yet here a political sect op- 
posed to the best interests of the country had the 
modesty to ask for such an honor, and very mo- 
destly told the House that otherwise their memo- 
rial would be smothered. Mr. B. was no friend 
to these modern reformers; we had had quite 
enough of them within some years, and he was 
heartily sick of them. We had had an Abolition 
reform, and a Native reform, and a Temperance 
reform; he held them all as bad in their tendency; 
they all fanned the flame of discord and animosity, 
and had their origin in sources which were against 
good morals. He was opposed to the whole sys- 
tem, and its propagation should never receive any | 
facilities by his vote. 

_Mr. GORDON said that he came from an inland 
district in the little State of New York—a district 
in which there were no cities to be either great or 
small sores on the body politic. [A laugh.] It 
had been said that Native Americanism had been 
born in cities; and if cities were nothing but great 
sores, what must Native Americanism be? [In- 
creased laughter.] The party had had an ephem- 
eral existence in the city atmosphere—it had been 
a, thing of mushroom growth—it had flourished for 
aday and died, but had not been buried at the 
grave of its fathers. The district Mr. G. repre- 
sented was inhabited largely by naturalized citi- 
zens or by their descendants, the most. of whom 
had come from Scotland or from the Emerald Isle. 
He lived among them, knew them well, and could 
appreciate their character; and, so far as these 
Massachusetts resolutions went to reflect on that 
character, he felt himself, as their representative, 
bound to defend it; and he could with great truth 
say that he knew no men more industrious, more | 
frugal, or calculated to make more wholesome citi- 
zens in all this broad Republic. 

Mr. G. knew that there had been frauds and 
great frauds perpetrated, especially at the election | 
of 1840, [a laugh;] but these ‘frauds had been per- 
petrated not exclusively or mainly by naturalized 
citizens: they were produced by corruption and 
bribery, and the corruption fund was not supplied 
by naturalized citizens, but by banks and monop- 
olists. What side such men were likely to take || 
in controlling a popular election he left gentlemen 
to judge. He had yet to learn that our naturalized 
citizens had abused the right of franchise. No: it 
was not on them that the great corruption fund 
operated. He could point gentlemen to an instance 
in his own district where a certain Native Ameri- 
can had received an election bribe of ten dollars— 
the fraud had been proved upon him, and he had 
been fined for the offence. He did not believe that 
the privilege had been as much abused by our 
naturalized citizens as by the native born. “Mr. G. 
expressed his full agreement with the positions 
taken by Mr. Bayry as to the want of constitu- 
tional right in Congress to touch the State night of 
franchise, and recapitulated the points of that ar- 
gument, k 

These Native Americans, if they had their wil, 
would extend the term of probation to twenty-one 
years, before any immigrant could become a citi, 
zen; and whom would such an alteration in the 
law exclude? What class of people would it drive 
from our shores? Not foreign paupers or invalids, | 
for they would continue to come, make the law 
what you would: It would exclude a hicher and 
a more valuable class, who came here with “their i 
virtues, their industry, and their wealth. That i 
class of immigrants was ‘daily increasing, and it |! 
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was his belief that Europe herself was destined to 
be pauperized by this very process: Butj-atreich:” 
their probation to twenty-one ‘years, and men of” 
this deseription would névér. occupy the fair. : 
fertile prairies of the West. | The idea that: native- 
born Americans, and they alone, were to subdue | 
and fill this whole continent, seemed to him a : 
as absurd an idea as that the red men alone were ` 
entitled to its soil. . We. might obey: the: positive 
command. to inérease and multiply as fost as- we 
pleased, but a hundred. years: would ‘not: be sufi- 
cient, and that- including all the foreign aid we- 
could get, to fill this. country as it should be, and: 
as he trusted it would yet be filled. He desired to 
have these foreign citizens come first të our old 
Atlantic States, and, after there acquainting them- 
selves with our republican institutions, pass on 
westward to Iowa and Texas—to Oregon and Cah- 
fornia. 'Thither they would go; nothing could 
stop them; but he wanted them first to be educated 
as American citizens, and learn how ‘to’ exercise 
and to enjoy the rights of freemen. oat 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who ‘had 
contended so eloquently for the Native American 
interest, seemed to fear that the democracy of our 
own country might one day be overthrown by this 
foreign infusion; but that could never be. The 
monarchies of Europe were in far greater danger 
of being undermined and overthrown by the spread. 
of our principles and the influence of out example: 
It was possible that this Government might fall, 
but it would never be from ‘such a cause. We 
might be destined to go the round so often’ trod, 
becoming more and more’ democratic, till we bė- 
came too democratic, and 80 might become the | 
prey of a despotism; but the admission of foreign 
population would not hasten that result. 

he gentleman had spoken much about a col- 

lision of cpinions leading to physical collision; but 
who was it that was so busily and so eloquently 
endeavoring to produce a collision of opinion? 
What party was it that was waging this open war 
against our naturalized fellow-citizens? as it 
not this busy, talking, agitating, fanatical, pro- 
scribing, Native American party? Was it not 
they who were setting man against man, all over 
the land, and trying to excite our native-born citi- “ 
zens against their naturalized brethren? ‘Their: 
machinations had already stained with indelible™: 
disgrace one of our largest cities: that lasting stain © 
was all to be attributed to this Native-American’ 
party, which was, but is not. Before these. gen- 
tlemen came to this House, and endeavored toi 
agitate themselves into importance, they should 
wait at least till they had a constituency to repre- 
sent and to support them. They were here rep- 
reseniatives chosen a year ago, by a party now’ 
defunct: they were the representatives of a party’: 
that no longer existed. i 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had said 
something about the debt of France being can- 
celled, Yes, it was, alas, too true our- debt to 
France had been cancelled; but how? By France 
herself, in her interference in the matter of Texas. 
President Polk had balanced that account; he had’ 


| paid our debt, and cancelled the bond. 


Our real danger was not- from foreign immi- 
grants, but from a foreign alliance; an alliance: of 
crowned heads, who. might seek to establish on 
this continent their. much-loved “balance of pow- ” 
er.’ He thanked God that we hadat our head a” 
man who had said tó the despotism of the-Old © 
Be “Thus far shalt thou’ come; but no far- 
ther. 


world:  Let-us alone, or take the consequences." 
_ He thought gentlemen misht better occupy their 
time im looking into the state of the national de’ 
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went on to observe that the resolutions only made 
a. general: charge of ‘the existence of frauds, but | 
specified no ‘instances: in. which they had taken | 
place, and it attributed these frauds to a defect in 
the naturalization. laws. Now, it had been very 
clearly-shown by the gentleman.from Virginia that 


. Congress could not reach the ballot-boxes, because || 


ithad nothing to do with the election laws of the 
States. Some States had one law and other States 
had others’ as to the- qualifications of voters. 
some States. negroes were: permitted fo vote, but 
that was altogéther.a matter of taste. 
Others permitted foreigners to vote who had never 
been naturalized at all. Had Congress any power 
to say to these States, you must alter your laws? 
it was true, that when a man was naturalized he 
became a citizen, and as such had rights which no 
State could deprive him of; but, though not natu- 
ralized, he might, if the State so chose, vote within 
that State. 


at home Congress had no power to prevent him 
from voting. So much, then, of these resolutions 


Ins} 


[A langh.] | 


If he went abroad, he could not, in- | 
deed, claim protection as’ an American citizen, but | 


gentleman from Pennsylvania could have been 
there too; he would have witnessed such explo- 
sions of indignation from the Irishmen there, at 
this attempted interference of O’Connell, that he 
would forever have been set free from all fears on 
that score. With one heart and with one voice 
they denounced him, and from that time the trish 
influence had been withdrawn from those who 
i sought to interfere with the institution referred to. 
And from that hour the abolition interest had been 
sinking, and was continuing to sink, and Mr. F 
had not seen one of these Irish immigrants who 
was not its avowed opponent. Fie was yet to see 
the first Irish abolitionist. 
[Several voices here exclaimed “ Good !] 
One might as well look for a black swan, for 
every Irishman in the West well knew that the 


as looked to the exercise of any such authority, the 
House should not regard for a moment in deciding 
thé question of reference. 


_ But if these resolutions, meant something else— ! 
if the Massachusetts Legislatuze meant that there | 


was political corruption which arose‘from the 


destruction of that institution involved the destruc- 
| tion of this Union. What, did Massachusetts 
wish that foreigners should be excluded because 
they were opposed to a Southern institution? Was 
it Massachusetts who wished to get up a party for 
the purpose of sustaining that institution and op- 


pre- 
sent state of our naturalization laws, why had he 
not the hardihood. to say so? If it was their wish 
that the term of probation. should be extended to | 
twenty-one years, why had they not the boldness 
to speak it out? . From these resolutions as they | 
stood, all that Mr. P. could gather was, not that | 
there was any defect in the law itself, but that the | 
defects existed in the exegution of the law. If that | 
was the case, what comittee so proper to take 
charge of the resolutions’as the C 


o šommittee on the | 
Judiciary? I? the paper should be taken from | 
them and given to a select committee, what would 
be the natural inference of the country? Would it 
not be that there was something so very important 
in these resolutions that they.must.be sent toa 
select committee? Mr. F. was not willing to sanc- | 
tion any, such" inference, and he was the less in- 
clined to this since he had heard the remark of the 
gentleman fron Pennsylvania, [Mr. Levn,] who 
had urged a select committee on the ground that | 
Parliamentary rules required it, in order that the | 
resolutions might go.to their friends. But did not 
the same rule exclude from voting in the standing 
committees all who were unfriendly to the propo- 
sition subnrited? Either way, then, the House 
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would have an ex parte statement, replete with all || 


the prejudices and slanders and foul imputations | 
which prevailed in the Native American party, | 
imbodied. in. the. shape of a very dignified repor 
and stamped and authenticated by the sanction o 
that House. 'To this Mr. E. wouid never consent. | 

The gentleman. had told the House that this Na- | 
tive American party had originated from a letter | 
written by Daniel O’Connell, in Ireland, to his 
countrymen in Cincinnati, exhorting them to throw 
their ballot in such a manner as to put down a cer- 
tain institution, which was covered by the com- 
promises of. the Constitution. The gentleman had 
spoken a.g sat about demagogueism, and he 
did not know but this might he a touch of his own 
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é interrupted to explain. He: 
Pad been the origin of Native ; 
‘State of Pennsylvania. } : 
sed. Be it so; but surely there | 
“heard Gf he might without pe 
tbe allowed to say so) a more ridi- | 
for- the formation of any party in the 
world. What! Because a foreign demagogue had 
ten to certain friends of his in this country ad- 
vising them to throw their votes in a particular 
manner to suit his wishes, therefore a Native Ame- 
rican party must be formed throughout the Union 
to prevent the effect of his recommendation. Mr. 
F, believed thata greater demagogue than Daniel 


O’Connell never breathed the breath of life—a man l 
t 


who was sucking the blood of his own people, and ; 
seeking to interfere in the concerns of ours. But; 
s KI 


6 


li have interfered to prevent it? Massachusetts do | 


l 
| 
| 


posing its opposers? Fad she really believed that 
Daniel O'Connell could exert such an influence as | 
by that letter he attempted to exert, would she | 


this! That State from which had proceeded the | 
first resolution for the dissolution of this Union if |j 
Texas should be admitted into it! 

Mr. WINTHROP here called upon the gentio- ! 
man from Ohio to produce his proof that Ma 
chusetts had ever called for a dissolution of this 
Union. He denied it, and if the gentleman e hered 
to his assertion he hoped he world prove 2i. 

Mr. FARAN inquired of him whether there had 
not been a publie meeting there which passed and 
published resolutions expressly declaring that tt 
would be better the Union should be dissolved 
than that Texas should become a part of it? 

Mr. WINTHROP said that there had been such 
meetings held all over the Union. A company of į 
people could assemble any where, and pass what- 
ever inflammatory resolutions they choose; but 
was this a reason for saying that the Massachu- 
setts Legislature, or that a majority of the people 
of Massachusetts, had asked for a dissolution of 
the Union? Mr. W. utterly denied that Massa- 
chusctts had asked any such thing. 

Mr. FARAN resumed: Te had not said that 
the Legislature, or even a large portion of her pco- 
ple, had made such a demand; but what he had 
said was, that it was in Massachusetts that such a 
proceeding had first originated, 

But he denied that Native Americanism had ori- 
| ginated either there or then. No; the principle | 
| ad been first started under the administration of 
| the elder Adams, and the alien and sedition laws |j 
had been its first fruits. Then it was born, and, 
if it had since died, it had experienced a recent 
resurrection in the midst of burning churches in 
the city of Philadelphia. 

The gentleman had given a very pathetic ac- 
count of the trampling of foreigners on the Ameri- 
can flag. For conduct like that Mr. F. had neither 
sympathy nor apology. He should as soon think 
of trampling onan aged parent's dust. But if the i 
gentleman wished to complete the glowing picture 
which he had begun to draw, be ought to pat in 
it not only the outrages which be had so strongly 
painted, but the irritations and insults which pre- 
ceded, and the burning dwellings and the burning 
churches which followed. True, the gentleman | 
had reminded the House that there was one Cath- | 
olic church which the Native Americans had 
saved, and this was the last church attacked. Ít 
was a good deal like the practice of our native In- 
dians, who tied their victim to a stake, and, after 


j 
] 


re 
D 
h 


| 
| 
| 
| 


: that both t 


As to our foreign population gen 
knew of no persons in the country who were more 
sober, more orderly, more industrious, or more 
patriotic, He knew men personally in Cincinnati, 
whom the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
have shut out of the country, who Had been bound 
out as servants lo pay their passagé-money, but 
who were now among our best, most respectable, 
and most wealthy citizens. Instead of protracting 
their probation to twenty-one years, Mr. F. could 


| not but think that it would be far better policy, as 


well as far better conduct, to treat them with kind- 
ness and confidence. This would effect that in 
their hearts which force and obloquy and exclu- 
sion never.could accomplish. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, was opposed to the 
reference of these resolutions to a select committee 
on two grounds: and the first was, that, in his 
opinion, they deserved at the hands of this House 
no reference anywhere. They called upon Con- 
gress to purify the ballot-box. Tf the ballot-box. 
was impure in Massachusetts, let her legislature 
look at home. Massachusetts had no right to in- 
quire into its condition in other States. So far as 
the modification of laws for regulating elections 
went, it was no concern of Congress. 

And why did Massachusetts ask for an altera- 
on in our naturalization laws—laws which had 
existed since the formation of the Constitution? 
When this country had declared that a man was 
not the natural and perpetual subject of the Gov- 
emment under which he was born, and had main- 
tained and established the right of foreigners to 
expatriate themselves, it contended, of course, in 
that very act, for their right of admission here. 


| And, if so, why did the gentleman from Pennsyl 


vania demand a select committee? Such a request 
proceeded on the presumption that the Judiciary 
Committee was wanting cither in patriotism, fdeh- 
ty, or legal learning; neither of which allegations 
Mr. D. had ever heard advanced in any quarter. 
And, if that committee was possessed of these 
qualifications, to that, as the law committee of 
this House, let the resolutions go. This was a 
question which deeply interested the people of his 
district. They, too, wanted a modification of our 
naturalization laws; but it was that they might be 
simplified, and that the process of naturalization 
might be more easily accomplished. So far as his 
own wishes, therefore, were concerned, he should 
rather be inclined to-ask a select committee on the 
other side of the question. f 

Much had been introduced in this discussion 
which was not referred to in these resolutions. A 
broad field had been thrown open, but here the an- 
cient maxim, “* Medio tutissimus ibis,’ would not 
hold. We must either make naturalization easy, 
or we must withhold it entirely; for if we admit- 
ted forcigners, and yet denied them the enjoyment 
of all political rights among us, we did but create 
enemies to our Government, and fill our country 
with discontented men. Let the principles of Na- 
tive Americanism prevail, and the foreigner would 
look in vain for happiness and liberty on.the Amer- 
ican shore. He detested that party, above all 
others, for its sordid character and its arrogant 
assumption. 

Mr. D. here referred to a speech which had been 
made by a gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RocxwELL] some days since, in which he had 
maintained that wherever slavery existed there the 
high moral character and perfectability of man was 
not to be found. Had the gentleman forgotten 
be Adamses, and Otis, and Gerry, and 
Hancock, had all sprung from a State which tol- 
crated slavery? Would he deny to these men a 
high moral character? He had heard it maintained 
that the way to elevate the character and increase 
the prosperity of these States was to adopt the 
policy of excluding foreigners, As a commentary 
on that doctrine he would refer its advocates to the 
ancient empire of China, which had for centuries 
shut out all the world by her great wall and her 
exclusive laws. And what had been the result? 


they had tormented him till he was nearly dead, 
cut him loose that he might be reserved for future 
torture. 


i 
l 


She had been falling back behind all the other na- 
tions of the world in commerce and in power, un- 


i tilat last a little British squadron had been able to 
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dictate terms to the most ancient and populous na- 
tion on the earth. Fle stigmatized this doctrine of 
exclusion as the doctrine of barbarism. Among |i 
savage nations a stranger was counted an enemy, |) 
and the same word designated both; but as civili- | 
zation and every humanizing influence advanced 
and prevailed, the gates of admission were gradu- 
ally thrown open. Like another celebrated sys- 
tem which had prevailed in this country, this bar- 
barian doctrine of exclusion had been called “the 
American system.” It was no such thing; it was 
the European system; but even there it was melt- 
ing away before the dictates of common sense and 
a more enlightened policy. Even in France, that 
stronghold of the feudal system, forcigners were 
now permitted to hold real estate—England alone 
retained this blot on her national escutcheon. And 
should we imitate her in that which was her dis 
grace? Mr. D. here referred to the services of 
foreigners in our modern revolution; but though 
he would not affirm that without it we could not 
have achieved our freedom, still it furnished a 
strong reason why we should not shut our gates 
against those who came to us from abroad. Such 
a doctrine was never heard among the patriots of 
the Revolution, and never had he been more sur- 
prised than when he heard the name of Washing- 
ton quoted in their support. Washington was 
born for no age and for no land; he stood out alone 
in his native grandeur, and was the boast and the 
property of the world. His correspondence was 
still extant in which he referred to his native land 
as an asylum for the oppressed; and in a letter to 
Mr, Jefferson had expressed his wonder that those 
who were oppressed in the Old World did not | 
more frequently take refuge in the New. Was this 

the man whom Native Americans claimed as the 
bulwark of their exclusive policy? Much had been 


said about the Declaration of Independence. Did 
gentlemen forget that among its signers were to be | 


found eight actual foreigners, and nine who were 
the immediate descendants of forcign parents? Mr. 
D. here made a reference, not distinctly heard by 
the reporter, to the adoption of Washington by 
the Trish as a son of St. Patrick, although he had 
no Trish blood in his veins. He concluded by ox- 
pene his hope that the resolutions would not 
be referred to a committee who were professedly 
inimical to our foreign population. 

Mr. GROVER said that, in rising here for the 
first time, he was not supported by the zeal which 
had animated a friend of his yesterday, for he en- 
tertained very serious doubts whether he should 
he able on that floor to give expression to the rea- | 
sons which influenced his mind to send these pa- 
pers to the Judiciary Committee. 

He called on the Clerk to give him the date of 
the Massachusetts resolutions, which was found 
to be the Ist of March, 1845. his was just as 
Mr. G. had expected, and it identified these reso- 
lutions as the offspring of an excitement in the | 
Massachusetts Legislature in consequence of the 
yesult of the Presidential canvass of 1844—a result 
which had in no small degree been aided by the 
light of the burning churches in Philadelphia. 
These resolutions charged fraud in the balot- |! 
boxes; but against whom was this charge of fraud |! 
legitimately directed? Against our adopted citi- |! 
zens? No; it was against the tribunals of our ju- 
diciary. Judicial action must be had before a for- 
cigner could be naturalized. He must go before a if 
court of record and declare bis intention to become 
a citizen; then he must appear in open court with |; 
two citizens who could prove, under oath, that 
they had known him for five years to have resided 
continuously within the United States, that he was 
of good character, and well affected towards our 
laws and Constitution. 

Now if there was any fraud, against whom was 
it chargeable? Either against the tribunals or the 
witnesses. In one or the other there must be per- | 
jery; and was this the idea that the Legislature of | 
Massachusetts intended to present?’ That-our ju- 
dicial tribunals were corrupt and our citizens per- 
jured? Was that the charge? . If so, where was 
the tribunal beforé which it should be investigated, 
and by whom ‘should it be examined into? By a | 
select committee who had prejudged the case, and | 
who stood ready to report that. foreigners as well | 
as our own tribunals had been guilty of the most | 
gigantic frauds? [fa man presented himself as an 
accuser, and charged on another the commission |! 
ofa crime, and asked for a grand inquest to inves- |: 
tigate it, what would any one think of his modesty |; 


I 


; as the very best of them. 


li long years he had fou 
| as that. 


|; was no such thing. 


i had probably learned that such emigrant 
| became identified with what he esteemed 


if he should say, * Place me at the Head of this tri- 


| € bunal; the ordinary grand inquest is too impar- 


‘ tial; it lives at too great a distancé to judge of this 
* case; put me there; let me present one-sided evi- 
t dence in the case, and I will make an impression 
‘on the public mind??? f 
He considered the spirit of Native Americanism 
as made up of religious bigotry and political intol- 
erance. Was it dead? He feared not. Let those 
whom it animated on this floor produce an elabo: 
rate report charging fraud on our naturalized citi 


nens; let that report be sanctioned by Congress, į 


and printed by the thousand; let those gentlemen 
take it to the city of Philadelphia; let the streets 
ring with it; let the papers teem with it as the re- 


| sult of a grand inquest by this House—and what 
| would be the consequence? Would not all the ele- 
| ments of bigotry and of political fury be again let 
| loose in that unhappy city? Should we not hear 


again the midnight shriek from the poor son of Erin 
and the honest emigrant from Germany, driven 
from their burning homes to scek shelter where 


| they could find it? Would not the military power 
| of the State again be marched info her capital, and 


martial law be once more proclaimed in the once 
peaceful city of Penn? These were the events 
which he anticipated, and he could not but believe 
that this was the object in view. He protested 
against its accomplishment. If fraud was charged 
on the tribunals of our country, consign the inqui- 


i 


ry to a committee who should be both able and į 


impartial, where all might have a fair hearing. 


t was said that they wanted to purify the bal- 
 lot-box; but this was mere nonsense. ‘The gentle- 
men from Virginia [Mr. Bayur] must have satis- | 


fied every man Congress could have nothing to do 
with such a process; that was a matter which be- 
longed to the States. Nor had Massachuseits any 
right to complain of this, because it was.a part of 


the compact which bound this confederacy to- | 


gether. 

Mr. G. said he should move to lay the resolu- 
tions on the table, were it not that he held that 
every respectful petition was entitled to a refer- 
cuce. He had even voted against laying the abo- 
lition petitions on the table, and he wished his 
course on that subject to be understood. Here he 


and enlighten the judgment of any misguided men. 


; went into an explanation, showing that it was not | 
from any approval of the abolition petitions, but | 
from a desire to havea good report made, which į 
|! if sent abroad would tend to allay the excitement 


Mr. G. said he had sat here astounded at hear- ! 


ing the utter disrespect with which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had spoken of the Declaration 
of Independence—that time-honored document, so 
dear to every American bosom; yet, when he re- 
flected on what was the truc spirit of this Native 


American faction, he was the less surprised, be- | 


cause in that Declaration this spirit was signally 
rebuked. One of the charges preferred, against 


| George the Third was, that he had refused to these 


colonies due naturalization laws, and had thereby 
retarded their settlement. Yes, King George the 
Third was a good Native American; quite as good 
{A laugh.] And even 
George Washington himself had been pointed at 
as the father of their principles, though for seven 
ght against just such a party 


au 


his had been represented as'a modern party; it 


it lived in the days of George : 


HL. and of ovr second President, and the alien law : 


was its just aud natural fruit. 


When certain Irishmen, who had 
periled their lives for liberty, were tried and con- 
demned to death, and were offered a pardon on 
condition that they should leave the country, they 


sent, advising them, however, when they should |: 


get here, to let public affairs alone. That gentleman 
s usually 
the jaco- 


binical party in this country. Here was nativism 


smarting under the result. of the canvass of 1844. 
This led Mr. G. to speak of the results of the 
Pennsylvania. election, which, instead of givin: 
the Democracy 7, 
given four thousand the other way. 


t: It lived in the days | 
| of Rufus King, then our Ambassador at the Court | 
of St. James. 


a thousand votes majority, had 
} s other x è described 3: 
the alarm which the Irish in his district had felt at f 


| on Military Affairs 


l i cal Enginéers and the 
, addressed a note to Mr, King asking leave to come | ti 

D E x H 
here. The Ambassador reluctantly gave his con- 4 


i 

A } $ y ; | 2. That the Commi f Mitia i 
in all its perfection; and it was this old leaven A ; ‘ nmittee on Miliary, At 
which had been operating in Massachusetts, then’ | 


| the union between the Natives and the Whigs, snd 
he effect of the burning of ‘the Catholic: churches 
| in Philadelphia.. They witnessed asimile 
in New York, and they knew. that if they: fel 
the hands of the. Natives, God have merc 
them, for the Natives would not. [Adaugh.] : 
was the light of these burning churches which had 
‘enabled the Democrats to carry their elegi 
| New York. And he deprecated their being 
‘turned over to. the tender mercies of those: 
men in that House.’ seen 
As to those who had been shot down in Ken- 
| sington, he hoped, if the committee should advert 
| to that subject, they would not forget to tell the 
| whole story—what business the Native Americans 
had there, whgi banners they displayed, what in- 
sults they gavé}and who were. the aggressors: in 
i the whole affair. When that was done, and fairly 
i done, the gentleman who represented that interest 
here might shed his tears m vain. He’ and his 
+ sect would find no sympathy here or elsewhere. 
| After adverting to Mr. Lrvix’s appeal to the 
! South, Mr. G. expressed his hope that the country 
never would disown the doctrines of the Declara- 
tion of Independence, but would be ever ready 
with one acclaim to sing anthems in ‘its praise, 
When, in fancy, he looked abroad and contem- 
plated the growing glories of his country; when 
he’saw Texas coming in on one side, and Oregon 
| coming—no, not coming in, but kept in w 


she 
always was—upon the other, why should we: not 
exult in the thought that over all this fair inherit. 
ance the principles of the Declaration were to be- 
come co-extensive, with our territory, wherever the 
American flag should wave? oe E ai 
Mr. HUNT, of New York, obtained the floor, 
but, assenting toa desire manifested in’ man 
querer of the House for an adjournment, yield- 
dd to A A AR 
Mr. HUDSON, who moved that the House do 


now adjourn. een 
and ordered ; 


The yeas and nays were asked, a 
and being taken, were yeas 98, nays 85. 
So the House adjourned, 0 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The Journal of yesterday was) 
proved, 


to pending. 
Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT was entided io 
thé floor, but yielded to 
Mr. HARALSON, chairman of the Committee 
$ »who, by general consent, made 
the following report, which was adopted : oa 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to. whom 
the resolutions of the 9th instant referred: certain 


|| portions of the President’s Message, together with. 
i 
f 


| the report of the Secretary of War, except so much 
| Of said report as was especially refetred in: said 
resolutions to other commitiees, upon examination 
| Of said report, find certain subjects therein ‘not 
| especially referred to other than the Committee on 
| Military Affairs, and which, in the opinion of the 
committee, more. appropriately: belong. io other 
committees. They therefore recommend. the adops 
tión of the following resolutions: en 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military AL 
fairs be discharged from the further consideration 
| of so much of the report of thé Secretary of War 
as relates to the Chief of the corps of Topographi- 
report of that officer; also, s0 
much thereof as relates to the harbors of the Jakes, 
| removing obstructions in rivers, improvements and 
3 <penditures thereon ; together. with the estimates 
for appropriations for the same for the ensuing fs- 
| cal year; and that the same be referred to the Corm- 
Mittee on Commerce, ee ea 


discharged from the further consideration | 
much of said. report of the Secretary of War 
relates to the Pension Office, ani the rec 

ton that. the law establishing the same ( 
expire) should be continued: and: 
referred toth a Re 
sions. 


3. That. 
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- discharged: from ‘the “farther. consideration of so 
much of the report of the Secretary of War as re- | 
. lates: to. the- organization of the: militias and. that 
ite same be referred: to the Committee on the Mi- 
üa T Ia i ima 2 Fay A 
A. That the Committee. on: Military Affairs be 
‘discharged from. the-further consideration of so 
much of: the. report of the Seeretary of Waras re- 
lates tothe mineral lands, as proposes a substtu- 
tionof: some: other bureau to which the. manage: 
ment.of the mineral lands should be committed, 
instead: of the Ordnance Department; and that.the 
eferred tothe: Committee on the Public 


“NATURALIZATION LAWS. i 
Mt. WASHINGTON HUNT took the floor, 
and was about to address the Elouse, when ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH. rose, and said he desired į 
to make a personal appeal to his friend from New |! 
York, [Mr. Hunr,] to give way, whilst he (Mr. 
W.) moved to suspend the rules, for the reception 
of notices of bills, resolutions, and bills on their 
second reading. He did not wish to interrupt the 
debate, but only to throw business before the com- i 
mittees whilst the House was talking. Efe thought 
public business would be facilitated thereby, and | 
no injustice be done to those who wished to speak 
upon the pending question. ._ 

Mr HUNT gave way, and the rules were sus- 

ended. 

z Mi: MOULTON presented a resolution and re- 
port of the Legislature of the State of New Hamp- 
shire on ‘the. subject of the trial, conviction, and 
imprisonment of Thomas W: Dorr, of Rhode 
Island. “Laid on the’ table and ordered to be 
printed : : 


NOTICES OF BILLS. i 


The following notices were given of motions i 
hezeafter to be made for leave to introduce bilis, 
Were p 
By Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL: A bill for an act | 
to grant an additional section in each township of | 
the public lands of the United States in aid of | 
common schools. 

By Mr, CAMPBELL, of New York: A bill to 
establish a warehousing system. 

A. bill to regulate and define the powers, duties, 
and compensation, of the consuls of the United | 
States, . . 

By Mr. BRODHEAD : A bill rel 
nage duties; &c.; on canal boats; `: 
. A bill to provide for the establishnien 
foundries... f CE EE 
` -By Mr. HUBARD, of Virginiai A bill authors | 
izing the Issue of- sevip in. exchange for. military: 
land bounty warrants: ` ak ear tes sel 

By Mr DROMGOOLE =A. bill amendatory of | 
the act entitled, “ An act to provide for liquidating 
and. paying certain. claims of the State‘of Virginia,” 
approved: the.oth J uly AA. Bo: 

By Mr J. A. BLACK: A bill to regulate the 
Pay ofthe: Army,-and for other purposes. 

By Mir: NERY: A bill providing for a sur- 
vey to ascertain the proper location and cost of | 
constructing a railroad from Chattanooga to:Nash- | 
ville, in ‘Tennessee: Ki a E p 

RESOLUTIONS: 

Mr: DILLINGHAM moved the foll 
lution: mts 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
be instracted to inquire into the expediency of | 
providing’ by-law for removing the place for hold- 
ing the District. and Circuit Courts of the United | 
Statesin the State of Vermont, from Rutiand and | 
Windsor, tò Burlington and Chelsex, in said State. 

“"Phis resolution was laid over wader the rule for | 
debate, Sory ani S i 

Mr. SEAMAN moved the following resolution: 
~ Resolwed, That'5,000 copies of Fremont’s report 
be printed for the new members of this House. 

‘This resolution 


ative to ton- | 
bye » } 


tof national | 


owing reso: 


was.laid. over under the rule for | 


On motion of Mr. WHEATON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engrossed 
Bills be now appointed. 

‘Mr. SYKES moved the following reso‘ution: | 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be di- 
rected to procure the engraving as soon ‘as possi- 
ble of 16,135 copies of the map accompanying the 
documents transmitted with the Annual Message 
of the President of the United States at this ses- 
sion. i 4: 

This resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Engraving. 

Mr. POLLOCK offered the following resolu- 
tion: 


fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


at or near the confluence of the norih and west 
branches of the Susquehanna river, in Peansylva- 
nia, and report thereon as early as practicable. 

This resolution was laid over under the rule for 
debate. 


lows: 


bition by Mr. Tayior of the use of bis diving-bell 
and cut-water, which is to take place at the navy 
yard to-morrow at twelve o’clock, 

The latter part of the resolution was objected to 


striking out all after the words * at twelve 
in the second line; and, as modified, it was 


mover by 
o’clock,”” 
| agreed to. 


| and resolution : 


Whereas, by 


an act of Congress, approved July 
3, 1827, there was granted to the State of Ohio, in 
trust, a quantity of land equal to forty-nine se 
tious, to aid the Columbus and Sandasicy Tay 
pike Company in the construction ofa road, upon 
condition that no toll should be collected on any 
mail stage, nor oa any ivoops or property of the 
United Siates passing over said road; and whereas 
it is represented that said road is. now in such 
a state of repair that it cannot be travelled: therc- 
‘fore, 


of Ohio ; what is the condition as to the repair and 
otherwise of the said road; and what causes have. 
produced the results before alluded to. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
` Ou motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, it was 
‘1. Resolved, That it-be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary to consider and report whether it 
would be expedient. to relieve. the Judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States from holding 


| circuit couris; io confer upon the Sudves of the 


district courts entire circuit: court jurisdiction; to 
provide for holding two terms annnally by the Sa 
preme Court; and for reducing, prospectively, the 
number of the Judges of that Court. 
2. Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary to consider the ex 
porting, at an early day, a bill for 
to the “ Pea Patch Island,’ in the rive 
Gn motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, 
Resolved, That the bill reported to the 27th Con- 


the relief of certain surviving offic 


be referred’ toa select committee. [This i 
which grants pensions to old Indian fighte 
On motion of Mr. LEAKE, 


and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of es 


On motion of Mr. REID, 

Resolved, ‘Phat the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inguire into the expediency:of ré- 
pealing so much of the second. section of: 
passed at the 2d session of the Q7th Congress, én- 
titled “«* An act for the apportionment of Represen= 
-f tatives among the several States according to the 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- : 


and propriety of establishing a National Foundry } 


Mr. McILVAINE moved a resolution as fol- | 


Resolved, That when this House adjourns, it ad- | 
journ to meet on Monday at tweive o’clock, for the | 
purpose of enabling members to witness the exhi- | 


by several. members, when it was modified by the | 


Mr. STROHM moved the following preamble `! 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and €a- | 
nals be instructed to inquire how the trust-fand 
aforesaid has been used and applied by the State | 


| 
| 
| 


I 
i 
| 
i 
| 


ancy of re- i; 
itling the title |! 
r Delaware. | 


gress, entitled a bill to exiend the provisions of the | 
act entitled “An act supplemeutary to the act for |! 
ivi s and soldiers / 
of the Revolution,” approved the 7th June, 1832, ii 
abil, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


tablishing apost route from Pedlar Mills; in the | 


[ie sixdi Census, as requires the election of members 
ij of Congress to be made by districts. 

i| “On motion of Mr, BIGGS, l 

j -Resolved; That the Conmniitee on Commerce be 
i instructed to inquire into the propriety of connect- 
‘ing the waters of the Albemarle sound with the 
| Atlantic ocean, at Nag’s Head. 5 

| On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, 

| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office, 
j and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
| expediency ofestablishing a mail route from Maria, 
i 

| 

| 


i 
| 
H 
| 
f 
i 
| 

li up Crooked creek, to Hendersonville, in North 

| Carolina. 

On matim of Mr. J. A. BLACK, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of organ- 
izing, arming, and equipping one company in each 
i regiment of militia of the United States, forming 
he sume into State legions, and to provide for call- 
| ing them into the service of the United Statesin time 
| of war; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 
| Mr A. D. SIMS moved the following resolution: 
f Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
‘| instructed to inguire and report as to the expedi- 
i| eney of erecting two light houses, to wit: one on 
South Island, on the southern edge of Winyaw 
entrance; and one at Blythe’s or Waite’s point, at 
the confluence of Sampit with Winyaw bay, South 
Carolina: and also, as to the expediency of caus- 
ing a survey to be made of the bar at Winyaw en- 
|| trance and of the waters of Winyaw bay. 

Mr. HAMETN moved to amend the resolution, 
by adding another resolution, viz : 

|” Resolved, That said committee be further directed 
| to inquire into the expediency of erecting a light- 
| house at Gillcey’s harbor, Maine. 

lo Mr. SIMS accepted Mr. Wamum’s amendment, 
‘and made it partof his resolution; and, as thus 

| modifed, the resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. LUMPKIN, 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 


Resolved, That the Commitice on Military Affairs 
be ii cted to inquire into the expediency of cs- 


g two national foundries, one in Cass 
s in the State of Goorvia, and the other in 
hampton county, in the State of Penasyl- 
Vania. 

i; On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, 

|| _ Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions he instructed to report a bill extending 
the provisions of the pension act of 1832 to all the 
surviving soldiers of the war of the Revolution 
who rendered as much as three months’ service 
in said war. 

On motion of Mr. THOMASSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions inquire into the expediency and propric- 
ty of allowing compensation. to disbursing pen- 
sion agents; and that they report by bill or ether- 
wise, 

On motion of Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy report 
to this Tfouse when agents for the inspection, 
and purchase of American water-rotted hemp 

pointed for the States of Kentucky and 
» respectively; what has been the annual 
and ex. ses of each agency, under specific 


D 


si 


t 


heads; also, what quantity of hemp has been an- 
nually inspected, what quantity tested, and what 
quantity purchased at cach agency; also, the value 
| of the hemp so inspected, tested, and purchased 
H during each year, 


a 


 TIBBATTS, in pursuance of notice here- 
given, obtained leave and introduced a bill 
providing a similar compensation for the officers 

ad soldiers who served in the Indian war prior to 


the treaty of Greenville, in 1795, as is now au- 
thorized by law to be paid to officers and soldiers 
of the revolutionary war. 


The bill was read twice, and referred to the 
Commitiee on Revolution Pensions. 

Gn motion of Mr. McHENRY, 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on. Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of extend- 
Ing the pension. laws so-as to include the surviv- 


ing officers and soldiérs of the Indian wars. 

j SUPERINTENDENT OF FOLDING-ROOM. 
Mr. GEO. W, JONES submitted the 

resolution : 

Resolved, That hereafter the superintendent and 


assistant of the folding-room shall be elected by 
ihis House. i 


occ’ 
folowing 


Dec: 


int 


At the same time that Mr. Jones moved the 
resolution, he also moved the previous question. 

Mr. HENLEY rose to a question of order. 
Could the previous question be moved on a reso- 


lution or proposition before it had been read, or | 


the question thereon stated to the House? 

The CHAIR said it could; that such had been 
the practice for several years past. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table. WNegatived. 

The previous question was then seconded by a 
majority of the members present; and was put, 
and passed in the affirmative. 


And so the main question, that is, to agree to. || 


the resolution, was ordered to be now put. z 

Mr. PRESTON KING 
tion do lie on the table, and asked the yeas and 
nays on the question. They were refused; 
when— 

Mr. KING withdrew his motion. 

Tho yeas and nays on the adoption of the reso- 


lution were then called for, and refused by the | 


House, 


And the question was put to agree to the resolu- |! 


tion, and passed in the afirmative. 


And so the superintendent and assistant of the 


folding-room are hereafter to be elected by the | 


House. 

Mr. HENLEY moved that the House recon 
sider the vote adopting the resolution; but the 
House refused to consider. 

Mr. CULLOM moved the following resolution 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mileage be 


instructed to inquire what. amendment may be | 


made, ifany, in the law allowing mileage io mem- 
bers of Congress and delegates from Territorie 
so as to produce greater uniformi 
what saving of public money can be effected by 


? 


such amendment. Chat they also inquire whether | 
s of Congress | 
and delegates from Territories to claim and receive | 


it has been the practice of memb 


mileage under the existing law, when the Senate 
and ffouse of Representatives or the Senate have 
been convened by the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, so as that such called 


session is made to commence at the termination of || 


a regular session, the said members of Congress 
and delegates having claimed mileage at the regu- 
lar session; and that, if such practice is found to 
exist, what change in the law is necessary to pre- 
vent such practices in future. 

This resolution was laid over under the rule, for 
debate. 


CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. COCKE moved a resolution that, imme- 
diately after the ex ion of the hour alowed by 


the vote of this morning for the introduction of | 


resolutions, bills, and notices, the Hous 
proceed to the election of a chaplain to Cong 
on its part, for the present session, 

Mr. C. also moved the previous question, so as 
to cut off debate. 


Several members objected to-the terms of the | 


resolution, when it underwent several modifica- 


tions; and, finaliy, on motion of Mr. RATHBUN, | 


it was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GENTRY, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, asked and obtained leave and intro- 
duced a bill to amend an act approved February 


24, 1843, entitled “An act to amend an act for the |! 
relief of George Mayfield,” approved July 7, 1842. | 


The bill was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privaie Land Claims. 
a 


CIZAPLAIN, AGAIN. 
Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON moved the follow- 


ing resolution: 

Resolved by this House, That the ministers of the 
different churches of Gop be, and they are hereby, 
most respectfully invited and earnestly requested 
to attend every morning and open the proceedings 
of Congress with sincere prayer to the Giver of all 
good for a continuance of his benedictions upon 
this nation; and that it shall be done upon the 
terms as laid down in the Gospel of Jesus Christ, 
“ without money and without price,” except such 
amounts as may be voluntarily contributed by the 
members of this House individually. 

Mr. J., for the purpose of avoiding debate, at 
the same time moved the previous question. 

Before any proceeding was had, the resolution 


was, on motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, of Con- |! 


necticut, laid on the table. 


moved that the resolu- į 


iy; and also, į 


i} On motion of Mr. CROZIER, : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, 
i! and it is hereby, instructed to inquire into the ex- 
|; pediency of making an appropriation for the im- 


provement of the Tennessee river. 


| Here the hour, allowed by the vote suspending 
| the rules, expired; when another motion was made 
| by Mr. WENTWORTH that the rules be further 
| suspended until all the States and Territories shall 
| have been called. This was agreed to by a vote 
| of two-thirds. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


The following notices of motions for leave here- 
|| after to introduce bills were given, viz: 


right of pre-emption to the settlers upon the Miami 
| Reservation in Indiana. 
| By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill to attach to the Fort 
| Wayne land district certain tracts of land lying 
|! within the limits of that district which are not 
|| now attached to any land district. 
‘| By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill in regard to the rail- 
|; road leading from Jackson, through Brandon, to 
the western boundary of the State of Alabama, 
and for other purposes. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: A bill to establish an 
| armory and foundry at Fort Massaic, on the Ohio 
river. 
| By Mr. FICKLIN: A bill for the continuation 
; of the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, In- 
diana, and Hinois. 

A bill to grant to the States of Indiana and Ili- 
|| nois certain lands for the improvement of the Wa- 

i bash river, and to open a communication between 
| Lake Eriè and the Gulf of Mexico. 
| A bill to grant a tract of land to each actual set- 
|; tler thereon, under certain conditions. 

by Mr, JAMES B. HUNT: A bill to apply cer 
tain aiternate sections of the public domain to- 
wards the completion of works of internal im- 
provement in the State of Michigan, and for other 
purposes. 
A bill to change the mode of selecting certain 
chool lands. 


B 


| of Michigan into two United States judicial dis- 
he organization of courts therein. 

| A bill to amend the several laws organizing the 
|| various courts of the United States, and defining 
their jurisdiction, so.as to limit that jurisdiction to 
cases arising uader the Constituiion and Jaws of 
the United States, without distinction arising from 
the residence or character of the parties litigant. 


| 

| 

I 

i By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill authorizing the 
| 

| 


payment of the salary which has accrued to the 
circuit judge for the district of 
New Jersey : 
| the United S 
| tricts of Penns 


ey to the judges of the district court of 
tes for the eastern and western dis- 


uia, who have been discharging 


| the duties of circuit judges since the death of Jas- | 


i tice Baldwin. 

| By Mr. RATHBUN: A bill to regulate the cir- 
|| cuit and district courts of the northern district of 
li New York. 

| 

i! 

iH 


: the State. 


the State of Indiana certain lands for the construc 
te ; i oa 
: tion of the Wabash and Erie Canal, and for other 


|| purposes. 
| Ëy McCLELLAND: A bil for the relief 
; oF Jeremiah Moors, and a bill for the relief 
| Charies McKenzie. 
i 


| By Mr. DODGE: A bill granting to the Terri- 
: tory or fulure State of Towa a quantity of land to 
| aid in the improvement of the Des Moines river, 
On motion of Mr. HARPER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he 


Ohio river above the fails to the city of Pittsburg. 
On motion of Mr. McDOWELL, it was 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 


his opinion not incompatible with the 
est) all the information in his 
the forcible seizure by British officers of a vessel 
| belonging to American citizens on the coast of Af 
i Pica, and a schooner 

: Government of Liberi; 


public inter 


Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill to divide the State | 


Pennsylvania and | 


By Mr. MceGAUGHEY:. A. bill to confirm to | 


be requested to communicat i fins ASA ¢ 
q y nte to this House (if in i| pose any obligation whatever upon the free 


i i, to unite with Texas amon term: 
possession touching | p aea 


By Mr. CARTHCART: A bill granting the | 


By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: A bill to provide |: 
for the completion of the Cumberland road in the | 
State of Indiana, and the surrender of the same to | 


ofi; 


| instructed to inquire into the expediency of making |! 
|, an Appropriation to improve the navigation of the | 


i| tional rights; an 
< i et f |) powers... 
longing to citizens of the | 


n Of their interests, thelr politi 


| Mr. SAWYER moved the following resol 
; Gon: : Sy os SEES 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judici 
be, and are hereby, instructéd to reporte to:this 
House as early as practicable, a bill regulating : 
appointment of clerks, messengers; auditors; ¢ 
employed in the Departments of State, Fre: 
War, and Navy, so-as to require the said ei 
&c.; to be chosen from the different States, Ti 
tories, and District of Columbia, in proportion to 
their representation in Congress, and their term’ of 
office not to exceed eight years, and: thereafter to 
| be ineligible to office under the General Govern-. 
iment for two years, and to Inquire into the pro- 
| priety of limiting the term of service of all officers 
| of the civil list. X = 

This resolution was laid over under the rule; for 
debate. i 


i 
i On motion of Mr. ST. JOHN, 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
| requested to inquire into. the expenditure of the 
| appropriation made for the improvement of the 
harbors on the Lakes by the act of June 11, 1844; 
how much has been expended. on each harbor; the 
i amount paid to each agent, engineer, and clerk; 
the time when each work was actually commenced: 
the balance remaining unexpended on the Ist day 
of November last; whether any and what agents 
and clerks shall receive compensation, and how 
| much; and how many topographical or other Gov- 
| ernment engineers were employed'on these harbor 
| improvements during the last eighteén months. 
BLUE. BOOK. 
Mr. PERRILL moved the following joint reso- 
| lation: j 
| Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
lives of the United States of Americain Congress as~ 
sembled, That, in preparing the Biennial Register, 
| published by direction of the .joint ‘resolutions 
| passed on the 27th of April, 1816, and 14th July, 
| 1832, there shall be exhibited, in addition to the 
various items of information now required to be 
given, the time when each officer, agent, clerk, ca~ 
det, and midshipman, was first appointed, and the. 
State or country in which he last resided prior. 
thereto. oe 7 
This joint resolution was read the first and sec. 
ond time, and ordered to be engrossed, arid read | 
the third time to-morrow. . 


| 

| 

| 

! 

1 

| as 
| TEXAS. 
| 

| 

f 

i 

i 


_Mr. GIDDINGS submitted sundry resolutions, 
Viz: i i 
Resolved, That prior to the adoption of the Fed. 
eral Constitution, each of the several States com 
posing this Union possessed exclusive jurisdictio” 
over the institution of slavery within its own ter 
ritery, with power to continue or abolish”? at 
| pleasure . i wn ia 
That, by adopting the Federal Constitution, no 
portion of the powers aforesaid were délegniéd to 


the Federal Government. ; 
That the existence, maintenance, and: contin- 
| uance of slavery, must depend exclusively upon the 
power and authority of the States in which it is 
situated. Apn 


equalled in the history of civilized Governments: 
That no act of the Federal Government canin- 


: sanequal. and 
; unjust, and so palpably opposed $a th genatitu 
l -BuDversiye 01 reserved 


That a voluntary surrende 
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sacred honor, to the keeping of foreign slavehold- 
ers, would prove them unworthy. of the trust re- 
posed in them: by their revolutionary ancestors: 

These resolutions were ordered to lie on the 
table. ý 

On motion of Mr. MORSE, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on-the Judiciary 


be instructed. to inquire into. the propriety of al- | 


lowing the district: attorney of Louisiana the sal- 
ary given to both officers, the western district court 
having been abolished, and the district attorney: 
of the.eastern district being required to discharge 
the duties in both districts; and report by bill or 
otherwise. 

. Mre PETTIT submitted the following resolu- 
tions: : ` 
1. Resolved, That. Congress have no fostering 
care over any subject except such as they have 
power to legislate upon. 


2. Resolved, That Congress have no power to | 


legislate upon the subject ef religion. 

3. Resolved, therefore, That Congress have no 
fostering care over religion, nor power to appro- 
priate money for religious purposes. 

These resolutions were laid over under the rule, 
for debate. . 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS SMITH, 
Resolved, That the Committce on Revolutionar 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency. of. reporting a bill to this House providing 
for placing on the pension roll indigent soldiers of 
the late war (war of 1812) who may. have served 


‘for the term of six months in the regular, militia, 


or volunteer service. 


On motion of Mr. CALEB B. SMITH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of providing by law that in all cases of the 


death of any person whose name is on the pension | 


roll of the United States, any arrearages of pension 
due to such person at the time of his or her death 
shall be paid to the administrator of such deceased 
pensioner. 
On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be communicated to this 


House all the information on the files and records // 
poe touching and relating to |! 


of the several. de 
the claims of Chickasaw Indians who applied 
through the Chickasaw agent forlands in pursuance 
of the provisions of the Chickasaw: treaty, made at 
‘Washington in the year 1834, since the date of the 
removal of said tribe west ofthe Mississippi river; 
the number. of claimants; the lands: requisite to 
satisfy their demands; the number rejected and- 
the number approved; and the names of the as- 
signees of those Indians who obtained lands; and 
the. action; if any, had by the department in refer- 
ence to.those lands which had been previously sold 


at.the land office at Pontotoc, and afterwards ton- | 


firmed to individual reserves. — 
"Mra JACOB THOMPSON, in pursuance of no- 


tice heretofore siven,.obtained leave and introduced |; 


a bill to legalize certain-sales of land at the Choc- |} 
id i à ‘tate of | bill, (title not heard.) which was twice read and | 


chuma: and Columbus land: offices, in the State of 
Mississippi; which was twice rëad, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands.’ ` 

On motion of Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of con- 
verting a portion of the forts of the United States 
into wehools for military instruction, on the basis 
of substituting their present garrisons of enlisted 
men by detachments furnished from each State of 
our Union, in the ratio of their several representa- 
tion in the.Congress of the United States. 


and Post. Roads’ bé instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of éstablishing a direct daily mail route 
from Montgomery, Alabama, to Jackson, Missis- 
Sipph. $ 3 A 
K n motion of Mr. ADAMS, of ‘Mississippi, 
Resolved, That the Committee. on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be required to inquire into the cx- 


pediency of establishing a mail route from Mobile, |) 


Alabama, to Jackson, Mississippi: * 
On motion of Mr. KING, of Georgia, . 
_ , Resolved; That the Committee on the Post Office 
sänd Post-Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
-expediency of providing by law for the daily trans- 
‘anission. of the-United States mail by sea; in steame 
ees, between the cities of Savannah and Charlegton. 


7 


2. Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
improving the naval anchorage near Fort Pulaski, 
in the harbor of Savannah, Georgia, and of making 
ithe necessary appropriations therefor. 

On motion of Mr. HENLEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of con- 
structing a canal around the falls of the Ohio river 
at Jeffersonville, Indiana. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. OWEN, in pursuance of notice given, in- 
| troduced a bill to establish the Smithsonian Institu- 


‘among men. 
committee of seven. 


‘merce. 
OREGON. 


| Oregon, until the termination of the joint occu- 
pancy of the same. 

The bill was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


| fast Tuesday in January, and to continue to be 
the special order from day to day until disposed 
of. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLASS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


ey, Hlinois, to St. Joseph’s, in the State of Mis- 
souri. 
Mr. HOGE, in pursuance of notice heretofore 


: the President of the United States to sell the re- 

| 

i 

|| ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

| On motion of Mr. HOGE, it was 

| . Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 

| requested. to lay before this House a statement 
showing the amount expended annually for the 

| printing of the two Houses of Congress from the 
first'to the last Congress, inclusive, giving the ex- 
penditures of each House in separate columns; also, 
a statement of expenditure for folding and. binding 

| for both Houses,in separate columns, for the same 
period. ; 


Mr. McCLERNAND, on leave, introduced a 


} 

| 

| 

referred to the Committee ou the Public Lands. 
| Mr. BAKER moved the following resolution: 
{ 


| the Treasury, whenever any State shall have been 
i 

fi 
i 


hi 
it 


ii therein mentioned, shall not be so construed as to | 
| authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to with- | 


i 


i 


pact. 


on the Judiciary. 


a bill giving to the State of Illinois the right of way 


State; which was twice read and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 
On motion of Mr. R. SMITH, 

~ Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Landsbe instructed to inquire into the justice and 
|} expediency of making liberal donations of lands to 
| the officers and soldiers who served in the ranging 
i; service against the Indians, on our Western fron- 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


$ 
I 


| tion for the increase and diffusion of knowledge |; 
Referred, on his motion, to a select j! 


Mr. WENTWORTH, in pursuance of notice i 
heretofore given, introduced a bill to establish the : 
| collection district of Chicago; which was read | 
| twice, and referred to the Committee on Com- || 


Mr. DOUGLASS, from the Committee on the : 
Territories, on leave, reported a bill to protect the | 
| rights of American: settlers in the Territory of }: 


;and made the special order of the day for the | 


p and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 
; expediency of establishing a mail route from Quin- | 


given, obtained leave and introduced a bill to direct |) 
. served mineral lands in the State of Minois and | 


|| Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, supposed to | 
|, contain lead mines; which was read twice, and re- |) 


Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on || 


Resolved, That the joint resolution, No. 14, ap- | 
proved March 3, 1845, directing the Secretary of | 


or may be in default for the payment of interest or | 
arp on investments in stocks or bonds, held i 


y the United Siates in trust, to retain certain mo- |! 
|| neys to which such State is entitled, for purposes |! 


Resolved. That the Committee on the Post Office | hold any money belonging to the school fund of | 


‘ any State, and granted by any ordinance or com- | 
This resolution was referred to the Cemmittee 
| Myr. R. SMITH, of Illinois, on leave, introduced | 


through the public lands for a railroad in said | 


TE eee ry i iD : 7 
| tiers, to the close of the late war with Great Bri- 
i tain. ` 

‘i PRE-EMPTION TO ACTUAL SETTLERS. 


| Mr. HOUSTON, in pursuance of notice hereto- 

: fore given, obtained leave and introduced a bill to 

| graduate and reduce the price of the public lands 

| to actual settlers, and. to grant pre-emption rights; 

which was twice read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. YANCEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of repealing so much of the 4th section of the act 
approved August 23d, 1842, as abolishes the office 
of one Inspector-General, and of restoring said of- 
| fice and the officer discharged, the same as though 
said act had never been passed. 

OREGON. 

Mr. BOWLIN submitted sundry resolutions, 
VIZS 
| 4. Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
‘| fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


i of employing a portion of the Home squadron 
within our Territory of Oregon, in exploring the 
i; coast, rivers, harbors, bays, and straits, and also 
ii for the protection of our extensive commerce on 
l the North Pacific Ocean. 

i 2. Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
| Affairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
' of establishing an exploring expedition by land to 
|| examine the various passes in the Rocky moun- 
|; tains and the Territories adjacent thereto, for the 
| purpose of ascertaining the most practicable route 
; for connecting the navigable waters of the Missis- 
; sippi with those of the Oregon Territory. 

3. Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
Affairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of employing a portion of the troops of the United 
States as a pioneer corps to aid and protect emi- 
| grants by land on their route to Oregon. 

4. Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of extending the laws regulating our Indian inter- 
course over the Territory of Oregon, with pro- 
vision for the gradual extinguishment of the Indian 
: title to lands in that Territory upon principles of 
justice and equity, so as to avoid conflicts between 
i Settlers and the Indian tribes relative to their pos- 
| sessions, and for the purpose of securing lasting 
| peace and friendship between them. 

! 5. Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
| Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
| of establishing a system of surveys in Oregon com- 
;mensurate with the settlement by American citi- 
| zens, similar to the system already established in 
| other portions of the Territories of the United 
| States. - 

| 6. Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia 
|! be instructed to inquire into the expediency of’ or- 
: ganizing the militia in the Territory of Oregon, 
| and furnishing them with arms and ammunition, 
i to enable them to defend themselves against the 
encroachments of the hostile Indians in that vi- 
cinity. 

7. Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
: fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
|, the expediency of transporting a monthly mail to 
| Oregon, by means of small detachments of other- 
wise unemployed soldiers, from Fort Leavenworth, 
|] 80 as to secure the mail facility at little additional 


: military patrol along the route. 
These resolutions were laid over under the rule, 
| for debate. 


On motion of Mr. RELFE, 

Resolved, That leave be granted to withdraw . 
from the files of the House the papers of James 

Dixon. 
| Mr. BOWLIN, on leave, presented a memorial, 
` which he stated to be from the members of the 
| Legislative Assembly of Oregon. He moved that 
it be committed (without reading) to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to 
which is committed the bill for the government of 
that Territory, and that it be printed. Agreed to. 
| On motion of Mr. YELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
i Lands be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
į of relinquishing to the General Government the 
sixteenth section set apart for the use of common 
| schools, and to locate a like quantity elsewhere in 
|; lieu thereof, when satisfactory proof is made be, 


| 

i 

i 

t 

| 

| 

jt 

'i 

|, cost to the Government, and preserve a line of 
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sixteenth section is unfil for cultivation and worth- 
less. 

On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be |! 
requested to communicate to this House the amount 
due to the State of Arkansas of the two per cent. 
fund, if any, and his reason for withholding the 
same; and whether said find has been withheld 
from other States entitled to said fund. 

Mr. Y. also presented sundry memorials from 
the Legislature of the State of Arkansas, the na- 
ture of which was not stated. They were referred 
to appropriate committees. £ 

Mr. MeCLELLAND, on notice heretofore giv- | 
en, obtained leave and introduced a bill making an 
appropriation for the construction of a ship-canal 
around the Falls of St. Mary at the outlet of Lake 
Superior; which was twice read and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to report to this House as soon as 
ticable the compensation and emoluments r 
and the amount of fines, penalties, and forfeitures: 
retained, by cach of the several collectors at the 
ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Ralti- 
more, Charleston, Savannah, and New Orleans, 
during the four years ending the 30th June, 1845. 

‘The resolution was read and agreed to, 

Mr. DODGE, on notice heretofore given, ob- 
tained leave and introduced a bill to define the | 
boundaries of the State of Lowa, and to repeal so |; 
much of the act of the 3d of March, 1845, as re- | 
jaies to the boundaries of said State ; which was | 
read twice and referred to the Committee on the | 
Territories. 


os 


| 
| 


NAVIGATION OF ST. JOHN’ S RIVER—~-TREATY 
OF WASHINGTON. il 

Mr. HAMLIN moved the following resolution: || 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be reguested to communicate to this Honse copies | 
of any correspondence, not in his opinion incom- | 
patible with the public interest, which may have 
iaken place between this Government and Great | 
Britain within the last two years, in relation to the | 
Washington Treaty, and particularly in relation to 
the free navigation of the river St. John and in 
relation to the disputed-territory fund named in | 
said treaty; and also to communicate any inform- 
ation in his possession relating to said disputed- 
territory fund or the free navigation of the said river 
St. John. i 

This resolution was read and adopted. 


APPORTIONMENT OF OFFICES—-—ROTATION, | 
&e. | 

Mr. WOODWORTH moved the following re- | 
solution: 

kesolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be and are instructed to report to this House, as 
early as practicable, a bill regulating the appoint- | 
ment of clerks, messengers, auditors, &c., employ- 
ed in the Departments of State, Treasury, War, | 
Navy, and Post Ofiec, so as to require the said | 
clerks, &e., to be chosen from the different States, 
Territories, and District of Columbia, in propor- |) 
tion to their ratio of population by the last cens 
and that their term of office he fixed for a period 
not exceeding four years; and to inquire into the 
propriety of limiting the term of service of all ofi- 
cers of the civil list. 

Mr. WOODWORTH also moved the previous 
quesuon, so as to preclude debate ; and, under the | 
operation of the previous question, the resclation 
was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. SEABORN JONES, 

Resolved, That the Commitiee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a national armory at Columbas, in Geor- 
gia. r 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary was discharged from the con- 
sideration of sundry memorials which had been 
referred to thatcommittee in relation to Texas; and 
they were laid on the table. 


CHAPLAIN, AGAIN. 


A motion was made by Mr. HOUSTON, of |: 
Alabama, that the House reconsider the vote of | 


i a superintendent of the folding-room, in pursu-. 


i the House. 


‘ bers) farther modified his resolution to read as 
| follows: 


‘resolutions from the several States and Territories 


! to introduce a bill to repeal the second section of 
| an act entitled “ An act for the apportionment of 
| * Representatives among the several States, ae- 
‘ cording to the sixth census,” approved June 25, | 


| olutions: 

| United States and Great Britain, on the subject of 
: the Oregon Territory, are still a subject for nego- 
< mise which the United States ought to accept can 
‘be effected. 

i age in which we live, and in the highest degree 
i shall suffer themselves to be drawn into a. war 


i upon a question of no immediate or practical in- 
|| terest to either of them. 


| Sponsibility which may follow the failure to settle 
li the controversy while this resort is still untried, 


: that, ifa jealousy of such a reference is entertained 


Í for debate. 


: is net open to compro. 


| be printed upon the type now 


to-day, by which was laid on the table the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. Cocxs for ‘the election of a 
Chaplain. E 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the motion to 
reconsider be postponed until Monday next. This 
was negatived. 

The motion to reconsider was then carried; and 
the question recurred on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. . 

Mr. BOYD moved to amend by adding, “ And 
‘ that the House do also proceed to the election of 


‘ance ofa resolution this day adopted.” 

The SPEAICER said the amendment was not 
in order, as the previous question was pending 
when Mr. Cocxe’s resohition was formerly before 


Mr. COCKE (at the suggestion of several mem- 


Resolved, That immediately after the call for 


shall have been completed, the House do proceed | 
to the election of a Chaplain. 

The previous question was now seconded, and, 
under its operation, the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. NORRIS gave notice of a motion for leave 


1842, 
Mr. BRODHEAD, on notice given to-day, ob- | 
tained leave, and introduced a bill relative to ton- 
nage duties, &c., on canal boats; which was twice 
read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, i 
OREGON. 
Mr. WINTHROP submitted the following res- 


1. Resolved, That the differences between the 


tiation and compromise, and that satisfactory evi- ! 
dence has not yet been afforded that no compro- 


| 


2. Resolved, That it would be a dishonor to the 


disereditable to both the nations concerned, if they 


3. Resolved, That if no other mode for the ami- 
cable adjustment of this question remains, it is due 
to the principles of civilization and christianity 
that a resort to arbitration should be had; and that 
this Government cannot relieve iiself from all re- 


4. Resolved, That arbitration does not necessa- 
rily involve a reference to crowned heads; and 


i 


| seats since the 4th of March last, the same number 
| of copies that have been. or may be distributed to 
| the members who were elected- prior to that time. = 
| - This resolution was laid over. under the rule 
debate. 


ba 
INDEPENDENT TREASURY.” 
_Mr.. DROMGOOLE, : from: the Committee on 
| Ways and Means, on leave, reported-a bill to. pro- 
vide for the better organization of the treasury, 
‘and for the collection, safekeeping, transfer, and: 
| disbursement of the public revenue; which bil wag 
| read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. oe 
On motion of Mr. FRIES, : oh 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post: Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of es»: 
tablishing a post route from Steubenville, Ohio, 
via Knoxville, Mitchell’s Salt Works; Moor’s 
Salt Works, Craxton, and Salemville, to New Eis- 
| bon, Ohio. oe 
On motion of Mr. LEWIS, w 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he 
instructed to inquire into the expediency 6f making 
an appropriation for the erection of a light-house 
atthe mouth of Cattaraugus creck, on Lake Erie. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of New Hampshire, present- 
ed resolutions of the Legislature of the. State of 
i New Hampshire in favor of a more extended pub- 
lication and distribution of the Decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. j 


Mr. McCLERNAND, on leave, introduced a 
bill to reduce and graduate the price of the publie 
lands to actual settlers and cultivators. 

It was referred to the Cominitiee on the Public 
Lands. 


DRAWBACKS ON CANADA. WHEAT, &e..” 


On motion of Mr. P. KING, it was © ie 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerte be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of extend- 
ing the provisions of ‘an act allowing drawback’: 
‘upon foreign merchandise exported in the original’ 
t packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fe, in Mexico, 
‘and to the British North American Provinces ad=- 
‘joining the United States” to wheat and other- 
merchandise entered at interior ports, and exports 
ed from ports on the seaboard. ta Up 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON introduced two bills; vizs 
1. A bill to establish a permanent and prospec- 
tive pre-emption system in favor of actual ‘settlers 
: on the public lands. ` EN 
2. A bill to cede to the State of Alabama the 
public lands within the limits of that State forth 
purposes of education. 
They were referred 


Public Lands. 


Mr. Wueatow and Mr, Kexyepy ‘were ap- 
pointed of the Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills 
on the part of the House. i 

Messrs. Josera Jouxsox, ROBERTS, GRIDER, 
CRozIER, and Rosert Smiru, were appointed thé 
Select Committee to inquire into the propriety of 
extending the revolutionary pension laws to thé 
“ old Indian fighters,” : 


to the Committee on the 


rom the world at large, offers itself as | 
an obvious and unobjeetionable alternative. 
These resolutions were laid over under the rule, 


Mr, DOUGLASS moved the following resolu- 
tions in relation to Oregon: 

1. Resolved, That the title to any part of the Or- 
egon Territory south of 54° 40' of north latitude 
mise So as to surrender any 
part of said territory. 

2. Resolved, That the question of title to that 
tervitory should not be left to arbitration. 

‘These resolutions were also laid over under the 
rule, for debate. 


On motion of Mr. CUMMINS, 


Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office |! 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the f 
expediency of establishing a post route from New 
Philadelphia, in Tuscarawas county, Ohio, by way 
of Rogersville, to Coshocton, in Coshocton coun- 
ty, Ohio. 

FREMONT’S REPORT. 


My. PERRY moved the following resolution: | 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House cause to 


j 
i 
additional number of Premont?s 


the members of the House who have taken their į 


Standing a suficient | 
report to supply | 


Messrs. Owen, J. Q. Apams, Jeyxivs, Marsiy, 
A. D. Sms, J. Dans, and Wisor, were: ap 
pointed the Select Committee on: the Smithsonian 
Bequest and Institution. i hae 

And the House adjourned until Monday, at 
twelve o'clock, M. Slang TEEN up 


PETITIONS. 


Petitions, Memorials, and Remonstrances were 


referred, under the rule, as follows; ; 
By Mr. J.N. ANDERSON: ‘The petition of Chines S 


; Matthews and others. ere past i 
By Mr. CHAPMAN of Marviand:-The petition ef the le 
| gal representatives of Sidney Bay, deecased, praying for 3 
ayment of certain loan-oifice certificates: oO SAn 

The- petition of the legal representatives of Pranedd 
Ware, deceased, for the payment of a lost fasl-setlement 
certificate. : wats B 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: Remoustrance of DB, 
; and 123 citizens of Norridvewock, State o. 
| the admission of Texas as a slave. : i 


Tl citizens of Smith- 


By Mr. HUDSO l 
Broo kfleld, of 55 of. Hardwick, d 
Milford, of 79 of Paxton of Wt Ux 
Milivilie, Massachusetts; “auainat the adri: 
a slave State Ex 


i 


j 


BE. 
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By Mr P. 
for a pension. o or 


The remonstrance and pratest of citizens of Martinsburg, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


< On motion, the. papers of Job: Hawkins were-takon from 
the files and referred to: the Committee: on: Revolutionary. 
Pensions. Ba BEL A Ya 7 
“Also, the papers of John C, McLaughlin to the Committee 
of Claims. es ; oy A : 

Also, tl etition and papers for the improvement of Sal- 
mon river-te the. Committee on Commerče. 

Aiso; the petition and papers of Mrs, Lavinia York to the 
Committee of Claims. ` 

Also, the petition and papers-of Lyon and Howard to the 
Committee of Claims, : 

By Mr. HUDSON: The remonstrance of 124 inhabitants 
of Douglass, Massachusetts, against the admission of Texas- 
as a slave State. . ; 
The petition of Elias Carpenter. for. a revolutionary 
elaim, A 

By Mr. WM. W. CAMPBELL: The petition of Elizabeth 
Betts, praying for a pension. f : 

By Mr: RAMSEY: Petition of the legal representatives of | 
Samuel Mifin, deceased, for the payment of aloan, Ke, 

By Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL: The petition of Mrs. Rodol- 
phine Claxton, praying for the extension of an “act renew- 
ing certain naval pensions for the term of five years.” 

Also, ai remonstrance of 111 citizens of New London, 
Connectictit, against the admission to the Union of Texas 
as a State with a constitution which established and per- 
petuated slavery and the slave trade. y 

Also, the remonstrance of Benj. C. Phelps and 97 other į 
citizens of Connecticut, to the same efect, : 

Also, the petition and. remonstrance of Edward P. Hay- 
ward md 50 other citizens of Connecticut, against thead- 
mission of Tiéxas-as-a slave State. > : 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The remonstrance of 154 citi- 
zens of Oakland county, Michigan, against the admission of 
Texas with a constitution which establishes and perpetu- 
ates slavery aud the slave trade. H 

By Mr. DELANO: The remonstrance of 106 electors of } 
Licking county, Ohio, against the admission of ‘Texas into 
the Union as a slave State, 

By CALEB B. SMITH: The petition of R. A, Clements, 
administrator of J. N. Mullican, praying compensation for 
work done on the national road, in the State of Indiana, 
with accompanying papers. 

Also, the petition of Jesse Johnson, praying that money 
paid by him to the Register of the Land Oiee at Crawiords- 
ville may be refunded, 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The petition of 
Edward FF gerald, purser in the United States navy, 

By Mr. TIBBATTUS: The petition of Enoch Dobbins, 
praying for a pension in consequence of injuries received in 
the service of the United States as a subaltern officer of | 
we Kentucky: militia during the late war with Great 

vitdine i ¢ . : 

By Mr, ABBOTT: The petition of Benjamin. Balch, of 
Massachusetts, and bis associates, praying for an incorpo- |} 
ration of a National Life Insurance Company, to be located 
in the District of, Columbia: j i : 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of, William. Ladd 
and sundry other citizens of Lake and McHenry counties, 
Tlinois, for a pail route from Littefort, via Franklin, Ango- 
Ja, and Solon, in Mlinois, to Big Foot, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. MORSE: The memorial; of Elizabeth H. Dixon, 
widow. of William. Dixon, praying. for the confirmation of 
her claim to -a‘tract of land, i 

By Mro Ji G CHAPMAN: Tho memoria) of Thomas 
Crown, asking payment for a breach of eantract for inhor 
and services made. with the Engineer. Department of Gov- | 
ernment, g g H 

By Mti BAYLEY: The petition of Commodore Thomas 
Ap Cateshy Jonés, praying remuneration for services and a | 
reimbursement of expenses incurred in holding intercourse || 
with, the ‘chief of. the: Sandwich and. other. of. the South | 
Sea islands itt the years 1626 and 1827, 0 > 

Also, the petition ‘of the widow of John Sith, praying to | 
be relieved from the: faltilteent: of w contract entered into | 
between the said Joho Stiti and the United States for the | 
purchase of a tract of land in Northumberland county, Vir- 
ginik. l 
7 Also, the petition of Thomas Underhill’s heirs, praying | 
for remnneration for damages done to the farm and bnild- | 
inga of the said Underhill by the ninth regiment of the Vir- |i 
ginia troops in the continental service iu the year 1776. 

Also, the petition of the administrator of Botitha Laus, i 
ptaving for the payment of damages sustained hy the non- |: 
fulffinent of a-contract on the part of the United States for 
brieks for the. building of the fort at Old Point Comfort. 

By. Mr, EWING: The petition and documents of Jesse 
Biddle, a soldier of the last wir, praying for a pension. 

By Mir. McCLELLAND : The memorial of Lewis Allen 
and: other: ditizens: of Detroit,.in favor of the improvement 
of the Fox. and: Wisconsii Fivers. 

By Mr, HARPER: The petition of Edith Ramsay, widow 
of John Ramsey, a-revolntionary soldicr, praying for the 


benefit of the pension laws. 
By Mr. TIBBATTS +: The petition of Mrs. Mary Wicks, ; 
of Jessamine.county, Kentucky, widow of Wiliam Wicks, | 
deceased, praying that her claim to a. pension during life 
may be made to cofmmience.on the Ist March, 1842. 

By Mr. ABBOTTS The petition. of Misha Huntinaton 
aud 643. others, of William: Schouler :and 7 -othersy tegal 
voters; of Elizabeth. Bradley and 9,043_other: women, all 
citizens of Lowell, in the. State. of Massachusetts, pro- 
testing against the admission of Texas-intotheUnion with 
a eonstitution which establishes and. perpetuates: slavery 
and the slave trade. Leh ee SS 
_ By Me, JACOB: THOMPSON: The memorial of dobn 
Hutchinson, praying to-be allowed a pre-emption right to a- 
‘tact of land | >o SAS 


E trial, conviction, and imprisonment of Thomas W. Dorr, of | 
: Rhode Ysland : laid on the table and ordered to be printed, 


Land 117 others, captain 


| petition of H. White and 437 others, citizens of | 


| an appropriation for the removal of certain obstruc- 
| tions to the navigation of Newark bay ; which wa 


| 
} 
i tee on Commerce, | 
i 
i 


$ 

A rid 

| postmaster; which was referred to the Committee jj 
i 


| the claim of John Clark, a soldier in the last war 


> i 

By Mr, WOODWORTH: The remonstrance of Margaret | 
A. Sebring and 85 other ladies of Dutchess and Orange | 
counties, New York, and also of 76 of the clergy and laity į 
of Dutchess and. Orange counties, New York, against the |; 
admission of Texas as a slave State. i 
By Mr. HOG! 


By Mr. MOULTON: R 
lature of the State of New 


f 
olution and report of the Legis- | 
ampshire, on the subject of the | 

i 


mittee on Commerce. 
signed bya large number of forwarders, sbip-owners, and 
ship-masters, in favor of the improvement of the harbor at 
Little Sodus bay, New York: referred to the Committee on 
Commeree. Also a certificate signed by Capt. J, C, Pease, 
nnd commanders of vessels and 
steamboats on Lake Ontario, New York, in favor of the im- | 
provement of the harbor of Little Sodus bay: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, YELL 
State of Arkansas: 1. Praying Congres 
compact with that State as to allow the 
two sections to be applied to the use of co: 
2. Also to allow the location of certain Span 
said State. 3. Also a remonstrance against the establis 
mont of a national bank, a protective tarif, and against in- 
ternal improvements by the General Government, except for 
objects clearly national. 4. Also praying a change ia. the | 
manner of the sme of the publie lands. 5. Also remonstra- 
ting against the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of | 
the publie lands, 6. Also in relation to mail routes in Ar- 
kansas. 

By Mr. CHASE: The petition of T. P, Chatham, of Ñ 
ville, Tennessee, praying compensation for losses sust 
by him in consequence of the non-fultiment of a contract ii 
made by the United States with him for the removal of the | 
Cherokee Indians: referred to the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, December 22, 1845. 

My. LEWIS presented the credentials of Jony 
C. Carnoun, elected a Senator from the State of | 
South Carolina, until the 4th of M : 
ing the unexpired term of Daniex $ 
signed, 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Carnoux 
was sworn and took his seat. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented the remonstance and 


Salem, Massachusetts, remonstrating against the 
admission of Texas into the Union as a slave 
State ; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. WEBSTER also presented other remon- 
strances, similar in their import, from citizens of 
Pennsylvania; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLER presented the remonstrance of 
certain citizens of Pennsylvania against the admis- 
sion of Texas into the Union as a slave State; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLER also presented a resolution of the 
Gencral Assembly of New Jersey, recommending 


ordered to be printed and referred to the Commit- 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
Stephen May, praying a reimbursement of the | 
costs and expenses of a suit instituted against him ! 


by the United States, as a surety of a delinquent i 


on Claims. 


id on the table. i l 
Mr. EVANS presented documents relating to į 
| 


Mr. DAVIS presented remonstrances from citi- 
ans of New York against the admission of Texas 
into the Union as a slave State; which were laid on i 
the table. i 


teria few remarks from Mr. Breess, to the eflect 
that the poverty of the petitioner prevented her 
from making use of the patent, was ordered to be 
printed- : 


Mr. DEX presented a remonstrance from citi- 
zens of Cayuga county, New York, against the 
admission of ‘Texas into the Union as a slave 
State; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a similar remonstrance 
from citizens of Vermont; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two remonstrances 
of similar import from citizens of Pennsylvania; 
which were laid on the table. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the memorial of 
merchants, ship owners, and others, citizens of 
Saco, Maine, praying an appropriation for the re- 
pairing of the piers in the Saco river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the memorial of 
commissioned oflicers attached to the late Explor- 
ing Expedition, praying to be allowed extra com- 


|| pensation for their services; which was referred to 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD rose for the purpose of re- 
minding the Senate that he had some days since 
been appointed Chairman of the Select Committee 
to which had been referred the various petitions 
praying indemnifications for losses by French spo- 
liations prior to 1800. He had at the time stated 


a. wish to be excused from serving on the commit- 
il tee. 


Subsequently he had reflected more fwly in 
relation to the position he occupied as to these 
claims; and he now felt himself bound to ask the 


| Senate to excuse him from serving as a member. 
: Ide believed that he had no technical interest in 


Lese claims, but he had that kind of interest 
which might, in the view of the Senate, disqualify 
him for the position, Some weeks sincejin con- 
sequence of the death of a relation, his wife had 
become possessed of the title to a small portion of 
one of these claims. He would, therefore, after 
reading to the Senate the statute which related to 
the interest possessed by a husband in the property 
of his wife, ask to be excused from serving on the 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. FAIRFIELD 
was accordingly excused. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the memorials 
of C. H. Selly, a seaman in the naval service of- 
the United States during the late war, and of Wil- 
liam Penneyer, a revolutionary soldier, praying for 


| pensions; -which were referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. 


Mr. DAYTON presented a remonstrance from 
certain citizens of New Jersey against the admis- 
sion. of Texas into the Union as a slave State; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. DAYTON also presented the memorial of 
Richard S. Coxe, of the city of Washington, pray- 
ing corapensation for legal services as counsel for 
the Post Office Department, at the request of the 
Postmaster General; which was referred to the 


l| Committee on the Judiciary. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the Senate do 
now proceed to the election of a Chaplain; and the 


| question being put, the motion was decided in the 
i negative, 


Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of New Hampshire, asking that pensions be 


i; granted to soldiers in the late war; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Clava H. 
Pike, widow of Zehulon M. Pike, deceased, late an 
oficer in the United States army, praying compen-~ 
sation for the services of her husband in exploring 
the Mississippi river and the southern part of the 
Territory of Louisiana, and another. petition of 
Mrs. Pike praying the restoration of her name to 
the pension list; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military. Affairs. 

Mr. CASS also presented the petition of Amos 
Holton, asking for the settlement of his accounts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to fill the vacancy caused by his resignation 
of the situation as chairman of the Select Commit- 
tee on French Spoliations; and the motion being 
agreed to, 

Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that the appointment 
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be made by the Chair; which motion being also 
agreed to, 

The CHAIR appointed Mr. Wesstrr as chair- 
man of the Select Committee, 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of John 
McNeal, asking to be allowed arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Commitice on Pensions. 

Mr. GREENE presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Rhode Island, recommending the 
distribution by the United States among the States 
of the reports of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JENNESS presented similar resolutions 
passed by the Legislature of New Hampshire; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


Mr. CORWIN presented six remonstrances | 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State; | 


which were laid on the table. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER presented the petition 
of J. F. Caldwell, praying indemnity for loss sus- 


tained by him in consequence of the alteration of 
his contract for carrying the mail; which was re~ 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


EVANS introduced, ou leave, a bill for the 
Joseph Morrison; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


ADMISSION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the joint resolution from the 
House of Representatives for the admission of 
Texas into the Union, without amendment, with 
a recommendation of its passage. 

Mr. ASHLEY said he was further instructed to 
move that the Senate proceed to the immediate 
consideration of the resolution. 

The motion having been agreed to, 

The ®enate proceeded, as in committee of the 
whole, to the consideration of the resolution; and 
no amendment having been offered, the resolution 
was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The question being on the third reading of the 
resolution: 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and addressed the Senate 
as follows: I am quite aware, Mr. President, that 
this resolution will pass. It has passed the other 
House of Congress by a large majority, and it is 
quite well known that there is a decided majority 
in this House also in favor of its passage. ‘There 
are members of this body, sir, who opposed the 
measures which came before Congress at its last 
session for the annexation of Tex who, never- 
theless, will very probably fecl themselves now, in 
consequence of the resolutions of last session, and 
in consequence of the es of Texas upon 
those resolutions, bound to vote for her admission 
into the Union. 1 do not intend, Mr, President, 
to argue cither of the questions which were dis- 
cussed here at the last session of Congress, and 
which have been so much discussed throughout 
the country within the last three years. Mr. Pre- 
sident, there is no citizen of this countr who was 
more kindly disposed towards the people of Texas 
than myself, from the time they achieved, in so very 
extraordinary a manner, their independence from 
the Mexican Government. I have shown, I hope, 
in another place, and shall show in all situations, 
and under all circumstances, a just and proper re- 


gard for the people of that country; but, with re- | 


spect to its annexation to this Union, it is wel] 
known that, from the first announcement of any 
such idea, I have felt it my duty steadily, uni- 
formly, and zealously to oppose it, F have ex- 
pressed opinions and urged arguments against it 
everywhere, and on all occasions on which the sub- 
Sect came under consideration. { could not now, 
if I were to go over the whole topic again, adduce 
any new views or support old views, as far as Tem 
aware, by any new arguments or illustrations. My. 
efforts have been constant and unwearied ; but, like 
those of others, they have failed of success. I will 
therefore, sir, in very few words, acting under the 
unanimous resolution and instructions of both 
branches of the Legislature of Massachusetts, as 
well as in conformity to my own setiled judgment 
and fall conviction, recapitulate before the Senate 
and: before the community, the objections which 
have prevailed, and must always prevail, with me 
against this measure of annexation. In the first. 
place, I have, on the deepest reflection, long ago 
come te the conclusion, that it was of very danger- 


r = 
: ous tendency and doubtful consequénces to enlarge 
i} the boundaries of this Government, or the territo- 
! ries over which our laws ave now established. 
i There must be some limit to the extent of our ter- 
i vitory, if we would make our institutions perma- 
i: nent, And in this permanency lives the great sub- 
; ject of all my political efforts, the paramount ob- 
li ject of my political regard. ‘The Government is 
i very likely to be endangered, in my opinion, by a 
: further enlargement of its already vast territorial 
| surface. 
' In the next place, E have always wished that 
' this country should exhibit to the nations of fhe 
arth the example of a great, rich, and powerful 
i Republic, which is not possessed by a spirit of 
‘awerandizement. It is an example, I think, due 
: from us to the world, in favor of the character of 
republican government. 
Jn the next place, sir, I have to say, that while 

: I hold, with as much integrity, I trust, and faith- 
i fulness, as any citizen of this country, to all the 
; original arrangements and compromises in which 
i the Constitution under which we now live was 
: ndopied, I never could, and never ean, persuade 
; myself to be in favor of the admission of other 
. States into the Union as slave States, with the in- 
! equalities which were allowed and accorded to the 
: slaveholding States then in existence by the Con- 

stitution. I do not think that the free States ever 
i expected, or could expect, that they would be 
i called on to admit further slave States having the 
“advantages, the unequal advantages, arising to 
i them from the mode of apportioning representation 
| under the existing Constitution. 
| Sir, I have never made an effort, and never pro- 
| pose to make an effort; I have never countenanced 
| an effort, and never mean to countenance an effort, 
Í to disturb the arrangements as originally made, by 
| Which the various States came into the Union ; but 
I cannot avoid considering it quite a different ques- 
tion, when a proposition is made to: admit new 
| States, and that they be allowed to come in with 
the same advantages and inequalities which existed 
in regard to the old... It may be said that, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the Constitution, new 
States are to be admitted upon the same footing 
as the old States. It may beso; but it does not 
follow at all from that provision .thatevery territo- 
ry or portion of country may at pleasure establish 
slavery, and then say we will become a portion of 
the Union, and will bring with us the principles 
which we have thus adopted, and must he reeeived 
on the same footing as the old States. - It will al- 
ways be a question whether the other States have 
not a right (and $ think they have the clearest 
| right) to require that the State coming into the 
| Union should come in upon an equality; and if 
i the existence of slavery be an impediment to 
| coming in on an pelts then the State proposing 
| to come in should be required to remove that ine- 
| quality by abolishing slavery, or take the alterna- 
| tive of being excluded. Now, I do suppose that 
| I should be very safe in saying that if a proposition 
| were made. to Introduce from the North or. the 
| Northwest territories into this-Union, under cir- 
| 
i 
i 
| 
} 
i 
f 


| cumstances which would give them an equivalent 
| to that enjoyed by slave States—advantage and in- 
f equality, that is to say, over the South, such as this 
| admission gives to the South over the North—I take 
| it for granted that there is not a gentleman in this 
| body from a slaveholding State that would listen 

for one moment to such a proposition. I therefore 
|; put my. opposition, as well as on other grounds, on 
|, the political ground that it deranges the balance of 
|| the Constitution and creates inequality and unjust 
|; advantages against the North, and in favor of the 
slaycholding country of the South. I repeat, that 
if a proposition were now made for annexations 
from the North, and that proposition contained 
such a preference—such a manifest inequality as 
i that now before us, no one could hope that-any 
gentleman from the Southern States would hearken 
to it for a moment. 


i 
| 


| Jam quite aware that there are in this: chamber 
| gentlemen representing free States, gentlemen from 
| the North and East, who have manifested-a dispo- 
| sition to add Texas to the Union as a slave State, 


| with the common inequality belonging. to. slave 
U States. This isa matter for their own discretion 
and judgment, and responsibility; they arein no 
way responsible to me for the exercise of. the du- 
ties assigned them here; but I must say that I can- 


! not but think that the time will come when. they |; 


Ld 


It is not a subject that I mean to discuss at large. || 


| majority, and. it rece: 
| President of the United 


will very much doubt: both ‘the propriety and the 


justice’ of the present: proceeding. I cannot but 
think that the time will come when. oll will be con- 
vinced that there is uo. reason, politica) or moral, 
for increasing the circle of the States, increasing, 
at the same time, the obvious inequality which 
does exist in the representation of. the people in 
Congress, by extending slavery and slave. repre- 
sentation. ae 

On looking at the proposition further, I find that 
it imposes restraints upon the Legislature of the 
State, as to the manner-in which it shall-proceed 
(in case of a desire to proceed at all) in order to 
the abolition of slavery. I have perused that part 
of the constitution of Texas, and, if I understand it, 
the Legislature is restrained from abolishing slave- 
ry at any time, except on two conditions: one, the 
consent of every master; and the other, the pay- 
ment of compensation. Now, I think that.a con- 
stitution thus formed does tie up the hands of the 
Legislature, effectually, against any’ movement, 
under any state of circumstances, with... view to 
abolish slavery; because, if anything is to be done, 
it must be done within. the „State. by. general law, 
and such a thing as the consént of every master 
cannot be obtained; though Ido not say. that there 
may not be an inherent power in the people of 
Texas to alter the constitution, if they should be 
inclined to relieve themselves hereafter. from the 
restraint under which they labor, But I-speak of 
the constitution now presented to us. 

Mr. President, I was not. in the councils of the 
United States at the last session of Congress, and 
of course I had no opportunity to take part in the 
debates upon this question; nor have I.before' been 
called upon to discharge a publie tr yegard 
toit. I certainly did, asap: i 
a strong feeling that if 
‘ally she 


into the Unionata W ight in 
diplomatie arrangement;:san treaty; but 
it has ‘been décided y both Houses of 


Congress: and, whatever my own opinions may 
be, I know that many who coincided with me feel 
themselves, nevertheless; bound by the decision of 
all branches of the Government.» My own, opin- 
ion.and judgment have not been at.all shaken by 
anything. Ihave heard... And now; not havin, 
heen a member of the Government, and having of 
course taken no official part in the measure, and 
as it has now come to be completed, I have he- 
lieved that I should but discharge my own duty 
and fulfil the expectations of those who placed me 
here, by giving this expression of their most de- 
cided, unequivocal, and entirely unanimous dissent 
and protest; and stating, as I havé now stated, the 
reasons which have impelled me to withhold my 
vote. : ‘ 

I agree with the unanimous opinion of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts; I agree with the 
great mass of her people; I re-affirm what I have 
said and written in the last cight years, at various 
unies, against this annexation. Ther record my 
own dissent and opposition; and I here. express 
and place on record;- also, the dissent and protest 
ofthe State of Massachusetts. . 

Mr. SEVIER moved that when the question is 
taken, it be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. BERRIEN then addressed the Senate ag 
follows: 

_ Mr. Present: Before the vote istaken; Tode- 
sire to make a few remarks.in-relation to this sub- 
ject. When. the. joint,-resolution ‘on which» the 
Senate acted. at, the.Jast session ‘was under con- 
sideration, I’ expressed: my opinions upon the 
question of the annexation of Texas to this Union, 
both asit related to the measure itself, and to the 
mode: by which it was to be accomplished. While 
this-subject-was open and unencumbered by previ- 
ous legislation, these were questions upon which 


| each member of this body had. not only the right; 


but was under the obligation to exercise his own 
conscientious judgment. ; ; 
With reference to the mode by which. it was 
proposed to accomplish the measure, my judgment 
led me to the conviction, very clearly entertained, 
that it was not authorized by the Constitution of 
the United States. “This convictio ted.to. the 
Senate, and presented in some detail grounds 
on which it rested. It was. ure -of the 
Senate and of the other. e. National 
Legislature to pass the by the tequisite 
robation of the 
_ It is ‘presented to 
tof the United States— 


us now, therefore; as 
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as a law. passed in the mode prescribed by the 


Constitution, and by. those who, under that in- | 


strument, are intrusted with the power of legisla- 
tion. Whatever, then, may have been the opin- 
ion which- T entertained as to. the constitutional 
power of Congress over this stbject, in the mode 
in-which that power-was exercised, and however 
‘unchanged that opinion may bé; yet, as I am now 
called: on toact.under a resolution which, accord- 


another portion who were decided advocates of |; day, the perpetuity and progress of the Republic. | the danger of general disturbance. 


those who were originally opposed—believing, as | 


I do, that the faith of the United States is pledged 
by-an act which has received the sanction of all 
the branches of the Government—are anxious that 
this question, which has so much agitated the pub- 
lic councils and disturbed the public mind, should 
be put at rest, and, consequently, they too desire 
that this resolution should now be passed. 

Iam then in this position. There is before me 


i 
|| resolutions. He had roposed to present the reso- 


H 


i 


| 


an act of this Legislature pledging the faith of the | 


United States to the people of ‘Texas, that, on their 
compliance with certain conditions specified in the 
resolution presented to them, they shall be admit- 
ted as a State of this Union. Whatever consider- 
ations. may be opposed to my acquiescence in this 
measure, whatever differences of opinion may be 
entertained, they seem to me to be overruled by the 
fact that the public faith of this Government has 
been pledged to that people by. those to whom the 
Constitution has entrusted the power of legisla- 
tion. 

» One other remark. It is.perfectly competent to 
the Senator from Massachusetts: to discuss the 


ry prevails, and to urge his objection to the meas- 
ure as one. calculate 


resolutions of the last Congress. 
the Senator from Massachusetts refers, the inhibi- 
tion to the Legislature, except on certain conditions, 
to, pass laws of emancipation, it scems to me is 
somewhat beyond. the province of Congress to en- 
tertain. - Itis perfectly open, as I have before said, 
to-any. Senator to question the propriety of the ad- 


disturb: the.political. balances between the States, 
conteniplated. by the Constitution; but the question 
of emancipation, when, how, and under what cir- 
cumstances. tobe allowed, it would appear to me 
should be left with her own Legislature, as a sub- 
ject for domestic regulation, belonging exclusively 
to the State, and with which: the Congress of the 
United States has no authority, either -directly or 
indirectly, to interfere. - These are my views, and 
under the conviction to which they lead me-I shall 
give my vote. f eee 

Mr. NILES then addressed the. Senate. He 
rose merely. to offer a few remarks explanatory of 
the reasons which-had induced him to vete for.the 


| 
| 
| 


|; And now the peculiar circumstances and condition 


| these views when he introduced, last session, his 


l; go still further, for the purpose of uniting public 


mission of Texas,.on the ground of its tendency to, When the confederacy was first formed, the | 


ii wise men who were at the head of affairs did not 


| 


lutions adopted by the Legislature of his State, | 
| and to have taken that opportunity to submit a i 
| few remarks. But he had not the resolutions with | 
him, and, as they would be printed, they would | 
sufficiently show the sentiments of the body in 

which they emanated. It was not his intention to | 
make any issue with his own State on the ques- | 
tion involved. With regard to the doctrine of in- | 
| structions, he maintained that, to be binding—to f 
| possess any moral obligation—instructions must ; 
assume a distinct, a definite form. The Legisla- | 


broad light. It was not, then. a mere party ques- | 
tion. Many of those politically opposed to him j 
were in favor of the measure. Nor was it a mea- 


| Sure unfavorably affecting his constituency. On |! 
| the contrary, if any sections of the country were ;; 


to be peculiarly benefited by the measure, those 
interests located on the eastern shores would be | 


The interests of the manu 
i 
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The Government had been organized in that spirit. 


of the country required, on the part of all, saga- 
cious statesmanship and a rigid adherence to that 
just and salutary principle. He was actuated by 
| resolutions providing that the admission of Texas || 
should be under certain restrictions looking to this || 
end. He had believed that a territorial line should |! 
| be drawn separating the free portion of the coun- 
try from that in which slavery should be permit- 
| ted.. This he had thought- was but just to the free 
States of this Union. He had been disposed to 


| opinion throughout the country. His efforts, | 
! however, had been unsuccessful. Texas had | 
been admitted by the resolution from the House 
las a slave State. Having done all he could to 


prevent this, he had now no alternative but to 
fe had deter- 


was not desirable. He had no apprehension on | 
that score; on the contrary, he had seen with 


ries of the country. The principle of territorial 
extension was one that lay at the very foundation | 
| of the Government. | 


contemplate that this Union was to be limited to 
its then boundaries. They looked forward to an 
| enlargement of those boundaries. They made 
provision for the introduction of new States into 
the Union. From that day to the present it had 
been the policy of the Government to extend our | 
territorial possessions; yet never had the national ; 
councils been strongly: influenced by a grasping | 
spirit of aggrandizement. Whatever might have : 
been said on the other side of the Senate on that 
point, there has been nothing in the history of the | 
action of the United States Government to justify | 


t 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


| nal resources. 
| prehended from such a policy? Was there any- 
thing in it that threatened the stability of the 
! Union? 
| been quite evident that, instead of being weakened 
i or impaired, the Union had been strengthened by 


|i not hesitate to vote for the resolutions. 
| course it was his conviction that he was securing 


pleasure and pride the extension of the bounda- |i 


the aceusation that we have been actuated by a i! 


feverish anxiety to possess more territory. But, 
as occasions had been offered, as opportunities had 
presented themselves of extending our territorial 


i| limits by the acquisition of additional possessions, 


we had not hesitated to use and embrace them. 


| That had been, thus far, the policy of the Gov- 
‘ernment; and he hoped it might continue to be so. 


He had found no. evil, but many advantages, 
arising from the pursuance of such a course of 
policy. It had been in consequence of such a 


| policy that the United States at that moment pre- 
|| sented on the map of the world such an imposing 
| 


| aspect in point of territorial possession and inter- 
Was there any danger to be ap- 


Tt had 


He thought he might say no. 


its enlargement. The structure and nature of the 


| Government were happily such that the more ex- 
| tensive were the territorial lim 


US 


of the nation 
| the stronger did the Union become. If imperfec- 
| Lion exists in any one section, the smaller that sec- 
tion is in comparison with the whole, the less ob- 
viously is the danger of any mischicf—the less 
He did not 
| propose to dwell long on the subject; but there 

was one argument in favor of the annexation of 

Texas which had had great weight on his mind, 
| and which, in his judgment, had not received per- 
i haps that general attention which its value de- 
served. It was this: the danger likely to arise 
| from the existence on our borders of an indepen- 
! dent State with institutions similar to ours; with 
| the same language; with the same general princi- 
ples of freedom; with the same religion; with the 
same civilization, and settled by our own citizens. 


‘Such a State might form the nucleus of serious 
| opposition, if it were not incorporated into our 


‘confederacy so as to form a part of ourselves. 


| Entertaining these views, and believing there was 


no danger to be apprehended from any extension 
; of our territories—but that, on the contrary, the 


i; Security of the country would certainly be pro- 


` moted by embracing within its limits new States 
and territories peopled by our own citizens, he did 
Tn this 


the interests of the country and of his constitu- 
ents. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, in substance, as 
follows : : 

I shall vote against these resolutions, and I desire 
to assign, very briefly, the reasons for that vote. 
I shall occupy a short time only. of the Senate, 
because I have not the disposition to prolong the 
discussion, and, if I had, T have not the physical 
ability to indulge it. These resolutions will pass; 
but I wish not only to protest, in behalf of the Com- 
monwealth which I represent, and to record my 
ies against their passage, but to state why I shall 

oit, 

My colleague, who has just taken his seat, has 
alluded to certain resolutions of the Legislature of 


f 
Connecticut, passed at its session of May, 1845, 
strongly disapproving of the preliminary measures 
i adopted by Congress, at its last session, for the 


i| admission of Texas, and condemning in the most 


decided terms his vote in favor of them. 


My col- 


| league says that he does not intend to make any 


ssue with the Legislature, but he is not aware that 
his vote was in opposition to the known will of the 
people of the State. In my opinion those resolu- 
; tons do speak the sentiments and feelings of 
a very large portion of that people; and of this I 
: think there is the highest evidence. Previous to 
he passage of the resolutions of the last Congress, 
the citizens of Connecticut had made known their 
news, in various ways, upon the subject of the 
dmission of a foreign State into the Union. They 
vere almost unanimously opposed to it. After 
hose resolutions had reecived the sanction of Con- 
ress, the annual election was held in the State, 
and the members of the Legislature which adopted 


f 
i 
t 


i, the resolutions referred to by my colleague were 


i 
i chosen. It was that Legislature which passed 
| them, after deliberation and full consideration, and, 
| in the form of a legislative act, repeated the views 
| and wishes of that Commonwealth, and in language 
piain and unequivocal denounced the resolutions of 
ithe last Congress, and pointedly condemned my 
| colleague for his vote in their favor. In this act 
i of the Legislature the sentiments of the great mass 


they represented expected and desired should be | 
adopted, and Thave no doubt that they express 
the settled convictions of a large majority of the 
people of the State when they state that the vote of | 
my colleagué was in opposition to the clearly ex- |: 


pressed will of the people of Canneciieut, and that 
the resolutions for which he voted ave meompati- 


ble with the spirit of the Declaration of Indepen- |i 
dence, with the compremisés of the Federal Con: i 
stitution, and with the great purposes for which it | 
is declared by the people to have been ordained | 
and established, 
My colleague says he wasnot altogether satisfied | 
with the resolutions proposed to be adopted by 
Congress, as they came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives—that they were objectionable; but, with 
the amendment proposed and adopted in the Sen- 
ate, be voted for them. Yes, sir, he did vote for 
them so amended, and yet he knew perfectly well | 
that the amendment left the President at perteet | 
liberty to act upon the resolutions, independen of: 
the amendment, Je was optional with him to sub- 
mit the original or the amended resolutions, T 
need not say what was the gencral expectation and | 
belief as to Which alternative the Exeeutive would 
adopt, but we now know he did act independontly 
of the anendment, as the resolutions authorized $ 
him to do; and my colleague voted for these reso- | 
lutions, considering them, before amendment, as 


objectionable, and yet with full knowledge that the i 
President was at liberty to exercise his discretion |! 
whether be would or would not submit to Texas || 
the one or the other of the allernative propositions | 
contained in the resolutions. 

My colleawue also said there were no instructions 
in terms given to him, and therefore he supposed 
he was at liberty, and that it was intended he 
should be at liberty, to exercise his own judgment 
ia respect to the miaiter. In reference to this sub- | 
ject, and others of a like character, it is dificult 
‘for one to perecive how any substantial distinction 
can be made by those who believe iu the doctrine i 
of instructions (which I do not) between those | 
cases in which precise and definite instructions are 
given, and those in which, in other forms as clear 
and distinet, the views and wishes of the people of 
a Siate are declared and made manifest; and way 
a public servant should profess to consider the 
former as binding upon hin and the latter as ere- 
h obligation. dideed, instructions in 
ter š a distinet and definite form, | 
may sometimes be useless, inasmuch as it is not 
always the practice of some who believe in the 
binding force of instructions (of which number I 
am not one) to obey them, unless they approve of 
them. Ihave deemed it proper to take thts notice | 
of the remarks of my colleazne whieh were con- ii 
nected with the proceedings of the Legislature 
and I repeat that those proceedings are, jn my i 
judgment, fully and entirely warranted by the gen- | 
eral feeling and opinions of the citizens of Con- 
necticut, 

f pow proceed io state my objections to the reso- 
lations now under consideration. They declare 'I 
that the assent of Texas has been given to the con- +) 
ditions and guaranties contained in the first and | 
second sections of the joint resolution approved 


ay and ¢ 
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and is one of the | 
uo the Union on an | 
al States, in all re- ; 
il a new apportion- — 
gress, the | 


sed me to vote against the joint ; 
at Congress relating to the ad- 
l believe that itis Doth uncon- 
hly inexpedient to pass them. 
Whether—if the resolutions of March, 1845, con- ; 
tained au express promise and pledge, that upon | 
the compliance by Texas with the terms and con- 
ditions specified in them, she should be admitted 
into the Union—this Congress could refuse to falil | 
that promise and redeem that pledge, on the ground 
that those resolutions were unconstitutional, is a 
question Tam not called upon, nor as tmy pur- 
pose, to consider: L-find no occasion to enter into | 
the inquiry, whether, in the case supposed, the re 
solutions ought to be considered by Congress at | 


reasons which indy 
olutions of the la 
ssion of Texas. 

stilutional and h 


i 


| this session as having been constitutionally adopt- 
i ed, hecause they received the sanction of Congress 


|; be treated here as valid and binding. A Legista- 


i now to agitate the question of constitutional pow- 
er, in 


Lod? 


i| please, with the consent of their existing Govern- 


ii resolutions. Nothing was binding on Texas. She } 
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at the preceding session, and are on thataccount to 


duty, would this Congress be restrained from pass- 
ing laws to prevent the exaction of the duties in 
the one case, or to enforce the payment of them 
in the other? Such resolutions would indeed be 
open, palpable violations of the Constitution, and 
yet perhaps not more so, in the opinion of many, 
han the admission of a foreign, Independent na- | 
on into the Union by an act or resolution of Con- | 
gress. If it he true that Congress have no right 


rorard to the proceedings preparatory to the | 
admission of Texas, because a previous Congress | 
have decided it, would they have aright to con- | 
sider it in either of the cases which [have suppos- 

And would they be compelled to Menit | 
"Texas into the Union, with the asserted right te 


lay duties on exports, and import foreign mer- |! 


chandise free of duty, beenuse the faith of Congress 
had been pledged to give her this privilege, or this 
exemption? If, however, it should be said that in 
such case the act of Congress is to be treated as 
binding by a future Congress, until set-aside by 
the judicial tribunals of the nation as being uncon- 
stitutional, it may be asked whether the same prin- 
ciple would be applied to unconstitutional acts of 
Congress, which cannot be reached by those tri- 
bunals? Jf the resolutions of March, 1845, had 
provided that the State of Texas should have three 
Senators and ten Representatives, and she should 
form a constitution under such e stipulation and 
guaranty, Would they be binding on this Congress? 
” Itis dificult to perceive how the courts of the 
United States could take cognizance of such a 
ease; and however clear it is, that such a stipula- |! 
tion would he a violation of the Constitution, is 
Congress without power to declare it to, be so? 
Must the act of the Legislature forever ind all ji 
subsequent Legislatures? And how can the con- | 
stitutionality of the resolutions of the last Congress | 
ever be settled except by Congress? Can the 
Supreme Court of the United States decide it? If 
Texas he now admitted, is there any process j 
known to the law by which she can he compelled 
to submit dis constitutional question to the judi- | 
cial tribunals of the country, and, if decided against 
her, be ejected from the Union? But these are 
matters-ag to which I express no opinion. Ihave 
merely thrown out these suggestions; but net with 
the view of affirming or denying the power of 
Tongress to act upon the question of constitutional | 
aw, to whieh reference has been made. I am 


SONETESS as | 
leaving open the whole subject of annexation to | 
the judgment and discretion of this Congress. 

They contain no pledge of admission, They make 
no promise which would be violated by our re- 
fasal to admit ‘I'exas. There is no faith plighted 
to receive herasa State of the Union. They give 
no pledge bindiug upon a future Congress as to 
admission. ‘They simply assert that Congress 
«* consents”? that the people of Texas may, if they 


ment, adopt a republican form of government, in 
order that Texas may be admitted as one of the | 
States of ihe Union, This was the extent of those 


at liberty to adopt or not adopt a constitution, 
as she pleased. She was required to give up no 
right of sovereignty. She was not, until the fu- 
ture action of Congress was had upon the subject, | 


deprived of any property, or any power, right, or | 
franchise, which she enjoyed as an independent | 
repablic, 
remain until Congress should-again act. -She is 

now, and will continue to be; untilthe resolutions | 


a nation, a sovereign nation, independent of us, | 
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Her old form of government was to | 
| dition in which they may 
üt | quire-it; if any number 
row under consideration assume the form of law, |) members of two: si 


owing us no allegiance, and governed by Her own: 
laws, and stibject tothe performance of no omiga- 
‘tions to us as a Swate of the Union. She is now. 
cting under the government established by the 


i ture may not have the power at one session to rë- ij Republic of Texas—collecting impost duties of us; 
pudiate the grants or set aside the executed côn- |; as foreigners, and demanding them even on. the 
tracts made at a previous session, and yet there |! provisions (as it has been said) sent within her 
may be cases (I do not affirm there are or can be | firita to support the troops’ of the United’ States, 

Hany such) where a Legislature, at a subsequent | which have bon ordered therefor her -defenée. 
session would be justified in treating acts passed at |! The resolutions simply authorized her, wider cer- 
a preceding one as void, on the ground of the | tain conditions, to. organize a State government. 
want of constitutional power to pass them. Forj They did not promise her admission into the 
example : suppose the resolutions of March, 1845, || Union, But I shall forbear to go at large into the 
had provided that Texas might impose duties on |) construction of these resolves on this: point. At 
exports to replenish her treasury, or thatall foreign |) the last session, in the remarks which 'T had the 
goods might be admitted into her ports free of | honor to submit to the Senate, I stated: that, in my 


| judgment, the whole question of annexation would 
; be open to the decision of the then next Congress. 
l I gave my reasons at Jarge for this opinion. They 
have gone to my constituents and to the country, 
and, whether well-founded or otherwise; I have 
no occasion or desire to repeat them. wei 
Believing therefore, as I do, that. these resolu- 
tions were not intended to be, and are not, binding 


I! on this Congress, I oppose the admission of Texas 
{ 


| now, as I then opposed the preliminary steps for 
| her admission. -SHE 1s Nor HERE INA CoNSTITU- 


| TIONAL WAY FOR “ADMISSION, AND, IF SHE WAS, IT 
WOULD BE HIGHLY INEXPEDIENT TO ADMIT HER: 


aght not ‘to sanc- 
tionone ‘which, ‘in its:spirit; is antivepublican, 
wholly unnecessary, and calculated, under circum- 
stances: which may ‘exist: to produce dangerous 
results, and subversive of tha compromises of the 
Constitution: I refér to the 1st, section of the 8th 
article, which provides that “ the Legislature shall 
“have no power'to pass laws for the emancipation 
‘of slaves without the consent of their owners,”” 
‘They shall have no power to prevent emigrants 
‘ to this State from bringing with them such persons 
‘as are deemed slaves by the laws’ of any of the 
t United States, so long as any person of the sarne 
‘ age or description shall be continued in slavery by 
* the laws of this State.” A. provision in-the eons ~ 
stitution of Florida somewhat similar to this, far- 
nished a sufficient reason to-indyce me to speak 
and vote against her admission into ‘the Union. 
By this organic law of Texas the emancipation of 
slaves is virtually placed out of the power of the 
State. Iwill not-say a convention of her people 
regularly ‘called: might not change. this feature: in 
her: constitution, andanamendment.to her consti- 


| tution ‘might abrogate ity but whenT consider how 


difficult, if not impossible, it is to organize such a 
convention, and especially for such a purpose, and 
when I look at the provision relating to amend- 
ments—article vii, section thirty-seven, which de- 
clares that “ the Legislature, whenever two-thirds of 
each Hlouse shall deem it necessary, may propose 
amendments’’—that these. are tobe submitted to 
the people, and if a majority ofall the citizens of 
the State, voting for representatives “at: the then 
next succeeding election of ‘representatives, shall 
have voted-in favor of. the proposed amendments, 
and teo-thirds of each House of the then next Legis- 
lature shall, aftersuch election, and before another, 
ratify the'same by yeas and nays, then they are 
to be valid as parts of the constitution: provided, 
that they shall have been read. on three several 
days in each House. It seems to me quite clear 
ikat this provision must and will remain’ perma- 
nent: Now, I consider this clause in the consti« 


jority of the people’sh 
abolish slavery in Texas; fj Jin’ 

circunistances Imperiously dent 
hap 
it 


idemient, 
‘the con 


egislatures ‘should ~ 
“order to: promote the 


| deem: it to- bé- necessary 


+. may think expedient.” 
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interests of the State, that the Legislature: should 
authorize emancipation, still the State-would be 
powerless. to act-on this subject.’ In short, for 
all practical purposes connected with emancipa- 
„tion, the State‘ has deprived itself of the power 
of acting, and the. owners of slaves. are tke sole 
judges whether slavery-is to continue, or whether 
it may be abolished: This is not in accordance 
with the general feeling throughout the country. 
itis, wits nature, opposed to the genius.and spirit 
of ourinstitutions, ‘Itis:a new principle introduced 
into and made a part of the organic law of a State, 
and which, until recently, wag not recognised, and 
which ought not to. be tolerated, because it is not 
onlynovel, but dangerous and anti-republican. The 
State is shorn-by it of important and, as the case 
may be, of necessary powers, and the institution 
of slavery. made perpetual, it may be, in opposition 
both to its wishes and its interests. I have, on 
more than one occasion, in my place here, declared 
that ‘no one will go further than I will to sustain 
the guaranties and compromises of the Constitu- 
tion as they now exist. And I speak not for my- 
self only, but for.the Commonwealth I represent. 
But neither. I nor her citizens are bound to go be- 
yond them ; and further inr elation to this subject 
they will not go. In connexion with what I have 
already said, it will not escape the notice of the 
Senate that the same restriction as to emancipation 
which is-imposed on the Legislature, in respect to 
the slaves of those who are now citizens of Texas, 
applies ‘to slaves who are ‘ the bona fide property”? 


of emigrants to the State.. The language of this | 


provision is somewhat: peculiar. Twill not say, 
for Ido not know, that there was any attempt to 
use language which. might be considered of doubt- 
ful interpretation ; but it is quite manifest that the 
phraseology, viewing it most favorably, is equivo- 
cal: “The Legislature shall have no power to pre- 
‘vent emigrants to this State from bringing with 
‘them. such persons as are deemed slaves by the 
‘laws of any. of the United States, so long as any 
“person of the same age or description shall- be 
“continued in slavery by the laws of this State: 
‘provided that such slave be the bona fide property 
‘of such emigrants. ” 

“ Emigrants to this State,” is the expression. 
Who are emigrants? Are they citizens of the 
United States only? Or are they foreigners also? 
Ifa planter removes from Cuba to Texas, is he 
notan immigrant into Texas? And if his slaves are 
bona. fide his, and would be deemed.slaves by the 
laws of any of the United States, and persons of 
the same ‘age and description are continued in 


a) 


slavery by the laws of. Texas, would the Legisla-. 


ture have power to prevent such immigration? If 
not, then the clause ought not to receive the sanc- 
tion of. Congress, because in such case it would 
justify the importation. of slaves from a foreign 
country. If, howeyer; there was no intention to 
admit slaves.from other nations into Texas, it is 
evident. their immigration from other States is not 
only. encouraged but practically. guarantied. It 
was not enough, in the view ofthe convention, to 


prevent emancipation, by « law of the State, of the | 


slaves of their’ 0 s, but of all such who 
might come with: their “owners ‘from other States. 
I cannot vote for the admission’ of ‘a State into the 
Union whose constitution thus’ curtails what has 
been claimed to he, and what, it has been insisted, 
is the legitimate authority of the State, acting by 
its Legislature. ‘Fhe same spirit of inhibition to 
the action of the Legislature is manifested im 
another part of the constitution. In the first sec- 
tion of the Bill. of Rights, article 1, it is declared 
that the people’ “have at all times the unalienable 
‘right. to-alte*; reform, or abolish their form of gov- 
* ernment, in such manner as they may think ex- 
‘ pedient ;”? and. in the 224 section of the same 
article itas- provided that “to guard against trans- 
€ pressions ofthe high powers herein delegated, we 
‘ declare ‘that. everything in this © Bill of Rights’ 
‘is excepted out of the general powers of the Gov- 


t ernment, and shall forever remain inviolate; and | 


‘all laws contrary thereto shall he void’? This 
provision excludes the Legislature from exerting 
any power to. prevent: the ‘people. from changing 
their form of Government; and this Congress, by 
receiving Texas into the Union: with stich:a con- 
stitutional provision, would seem, by implication 


atleast, to acknowledge her right to: change her 


form òf Government, “in such manter as” she 


<: dt may be-true'that such. provisions. are to be 


1, 
r 


found in the constitutions of some of the States, 
(although T have not examined them with this ob- 


ject,) made while they were independent States, | 


and it is possible they may have been introduced 


into some which have been framed since, but after | 


their admission into the Union; but it is certainly 


novel that a State, about to come into the Union, | rary i f 
ii of our Constitution. So. far as any evidence (none 


| within my recollection) has-come to my knowledge 
ri 1 3: ay A 2 
‘of the amount of her population, the number 
| might as well have been twenty as two. It would 


should make it a part of her fundamental law that 
the people may change their form of Government 
and make it what they please, (a monarchy, for 
example,) and that Congres 


3 


such a chuse, as a constitution secnring a republi 
can form of Government, 


power, in a revolutionary spirit, to secede from the 


changing her form of Government, but to have it 


| constitutionally, or at least with the implied assent 
of Congress, whenever she should deem some other | 
form than a republican form of Government most : 
J refer to this part of | 
the constitution, however, not to insist upon it as | 


expedient for her people. 


a ground of ohjection—for I think, notwithstanding 
this clause, Cengress would have the power, aad i 
would he its duty, to hold Texas to her constitu- 
tional duties, as a member of this Union, with a 
republican form of Government—but to exhibit the 
very unusnal restrictions imposed upon the Legis- 


| lature of Texas. 


I shall vote against these resolutions for another 
reason, and one which has already been sugeested 
in this debate. I consider theadmission of Texas 
upon the terms and conditions specified in the 
act of March, 1845, as producing an unjust aud 


unreasonable inequality in the representation of 
| the free and of the slave States, 


Tt introduce 
a foreign nation into our Union with all the priv 
ileges of the slave States, under our present Con- 


should be asked to į; 
receive such a State, with a constitution containing 


Tt would seem that the : 
convention of Texas intended to reserve, not the | 


t 


i fore unjust. 
| the United States made the present Constitution 
i that every State, each of which was independent, 
Union, if she could succeed in effecting it, after should have at least one Representative; butin the 
admission of new States the rule specified in the 
| Constitution is to govern, and such has been the 


stitution, as to representation in the Mouse of: 


Representatives, giving her a decided advantage, 
in respect. to political power, ove 
The Constitution does not require this surren: 
on the part of the free States, of another port 


ler, 


| of their just power in the councils of the nation, 
nd, : 


a 


No principle of justice or honor requires it; 
representing as I do one of those States, I can 
never consent to.such a surrender. 
people of Connecticut will rally around and sup- 
port the Constitution as it is, with all its compro- 
mises and guaranties, they will do no act, nor 
would they justify one in doing an act as their 
representative, which would make this represen- 
tative inequality greater and greater, by the intro- 
duction successively of four more slave States, to 
he carved out of the State of Texas. But Iwill 
not enlarge unon this topic. It has already. been 
exhausted. This objection, in. my judgment, is 
insurmountable, and would: of -itself be sufficient 
to require of me to oppose these resolutions. 

IT shall vote against these resolutions, designed 
to consummate the annexation of Texas to the 
Union, not only because her constitution inhibits 
the Legisiature (for all p 
abolishing slavery in the State, but it extends the 
prohibition to that part of Texas north of thirty- 
six degrecs thirty minutes north latitude, known 
as the Missouri compromise line, which is contra- 
ry to one of the conditions specified in the resolu- 
tions of the last Congress, which is, that in the 
“ State or States to be formed out of said territory 
‘north of said Missouri compromise line, slavery 
‘or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall 
‘be prohibited. The whole of the territory 
hick is properly included within, 


eg 


and of right 
belongs to Texas, is to he erected into a new State. 


No other State can be formed from it without the | 
consent of the State of Texas; and the constitu- į 


tion which has been submitted to us deprives the 
State, through its Legislature, of abolishing slavery 
n any portion of the present territory of ‘Texas. 


It substantially guaranties to slaveholders who now | 


are, or hereafter may become, citizens of Texas 
by immigration, with their slaves, the right to hold 
their slaves in servitude in all parts of Texas now 
included within her rightful limits; and the Senate 
is asked to admit her into the Union with sucha 
constitutional provision, and.to sanction it by con- 
senting to her admission. T cannot comply with 
such a request. I cannotagree to a proposition 
which is at variance with the spitit of the resolu- 
tions. ofthe last session, and which, it. seems to 


me, will virtually continue the institution of slavery | 
in every part of Texas, or which, at least, will | 


retical purposes) from | 


While the |; 


by law. 


: ficient to sat 


forever prevent the formation of a free State with- 
in any part of its present limits, and that, too, 
with the license and approbation of Congress. 

I shall vote against these resolutions becau e 
they allow Texas to have two Representatives in 
the House of Representatives, which, in my judg- 
ment, is contrary as well to the letter as the.spirit 


seem to be an arbitrary number, and, unless her 
Federal numbers justify it, is unequal and there- 
It was. necessary when the people of 


practice. In the apportionment of its Representa- 
tives, a State is to be subject to the ratio prescribed 
Ta no other mode can the provision of 
that instrument, in this particular, be carried out. 
fn the absence of evidence known to me, suf 
fy me that Texas has a population 
which, applying the existing ratio, would give her 
two Representatives, I cannot sanclion by my vote 
her admission on these unequal terms. If she 
is to be placed on any other footing than that of 
equality with the other States of the Onion, which 
are subject to the ratio prescribed by law, no more 


is 


i than one Representative should be allotted to her, 
i eyen with the unequal advantage which her slave 


population gives her in the election of representa- 
tives to Congress. If the number of votes recently 
given in Texas on the question of annexation, avd 


ion the adoption of the Constitution, be any just 
i criterion, or in the slightest degree approximates 


to a fair criterion by which her present population 
is to be estimated, she is far from being entitled to 


i come into the Union atall, even with one Repre- 


the free States. i 


sentative, for want of the requisite Federal numbers; 


| for it appears that there were only about 4,500 votes 


jon | 


given on cither of the preceding matters submitted 


| to the people of Texas; and a Government which 


that chamber that he had at least, toa 


i tory of the country. 


i does not know how much of her public lands has 


been legally granted, and of course is ignorant of 
the quantity, if any, which remains subject to her 
control, and is also ignorant of the amount of her 
public debt, cannot be expected to furnish very 
fall evidence of the number of her people. 1f 
however, she is to be admitted as a State of the 
Union, she is entitled to one Representative only, 
and to one should she be limited. The resolutions 
allow her two, and I cannot vote for them. 

I have thus, Mr. President, very briefly stated 
some of the reasons which will govern me in the 
vote which I shall give against the passage of these 
resolutions. I will not, indeed I have not strength, 
to go farther, The resolutions will certainly pass; 
and in what I hove said I have expressed tie con- 
victions of my own deliberate judgment, and F ke- 
lieve the opinions of a large portion of the people 
of Connecticut. e 


I have endeavored to dischar 
my duty to them, and to the country as an Ameri- 
can Senator, and now take lcave of the subject, 
Mr. BAGRY said he felt called on to offer some 
remarks, for the purpose of defining his position 
in relation to the question before the Senate. Ite 
was impelled to that course at that time, not by 
any desire to occupy the attention of the Senate in 
any discussion of the question, not with the view 
of imposing the slightest obstacle, but because he 
wished to place himself right before that body and 
the country. He availed himself, then, of the op- 
portunity of stating, clearly and distinctly, that at 
no time, nor under any circumstances, had he ever, 
for one moment, entertained the slightest opposi- 
tion to the measure of annexation itself. On the 
contrary, all the inducements, all the feclings that 
could operate upon and actuate a faithful public 
servant, had led him clearly, decidedly, and strong- 
ly in favor of the measure. He stated distinctly 
that, for every reason that-could operate upon a 
man, vpon e citizen, upon a Senator, he had been 
at all times in favor of the annexation of T 
and he thought thet he would be able to sa 


nase 


> 


rensonal 
position be 
It was a new question in the his- 
y. The first form in which it 
was presented was in the treaty of 1844. He 
voted forit. It was rejected by a large majority; 
and then, for the first time, according to his knowi- 


extent, practically manifested that dis 
yond a doubt. 
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edge and understanding on the subject, it wasi 
brought forward in legislative form. Upon that 
point, also, he had an equal desire not to be mis- | 
understood; and he then would state, in the hear- 
ing of that honorable body, and in the hearing of | 
the American people, that he did strongly, sin- 
cerely, conscientiously doubt whether the power 
to admit foreign States into the Union was vested 
in Congress by the Constitution. That doubt he 
had expressed on a former oceasion; and to that 
doubt he again gave expression now. But, in re- 
gard to that doubt, as with regard to all others that 
could encumber the mind of a public man, he could 
only say that he felt that he was bound to regard | 
the views and sentiments entertained by those 
whom it was his pride to represent. The Legisla- 
ture of Alabama, for years before he had become 
one of that body, (the Senate)—and therefore he 
consoled himself with the reflection that their in- ! 
structions were intended for him alono-~had in- 
structed their representatives in the Senate, and in 
the other branch of the Legislature, to use their 
best exertions for the admission of 'Texas into the 
United States. Those instructions he had fulfilled 
to the letter: and yet, if he had been instructed 
upon a particular mode by which that object was 
to be accomplished—dear as popularity was to | 
him--he would have vacated his seat in that body | 
yather than have advocated that mode which his | 
judgment condemned. 
doubtful point, as to the mode in which this meas- i 
ure was to be accomplished, he had steadily cn- 
deavored to pursue that course to which the wishes 
of his constituents had pointed. In 1844 those 
who were then charged with the execution of the 
powers of this Government formed their opinions ! 
as 10 the proper mode of admitting Texas. But 
fiuding that that was defective, another mode was 
proposed, and those who could take the trouble to ! 
examine both propositions would find that that 
jigendinent 0 nick he took that opportunity of |; 
saying he had some agency in—provided noti 
alone for the accomplishment of the object by 
treaty, but. provided the legislative also. At every | 
stage of the proceedings on this question, he had | 
been acting, or at least endeavoring to act, with | 
those who had the measure most at heart. When 
it came in the form of a treaty from another part 
of the Government, he had subsequently resorted 
to the alternative of taking the chances both by 
treaty and legislative action. So much with regard 
to the course which he had taken in this matter. 
Marked out as they were by diflerences of politi- 
cal principle and political action, it had been his 
misfortune to differ from some of the most emi- 
nent men on the other side of the House. And so 
also he had been called to difer with some of the 
most eminent men on his own side of the Fouse 
relative to the mode of accomplishing the mensure. | 
And, if he desired to seek a reason stronger than | 
any other, the carrying out of which would tend to | 
verpetuate and establish this Union, it would be 
by taking ground in direct opposition to one of the 
propositions laid down by the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, He differed distinctly and 
emphatically not only from that gentleman, bat 
from all those who believed that the extension of 
our territorial limits was calculated to impair the 
strength of this Union. On the contrary, he he- 
lieved that, under the operation of this federative 
system—this glorious federative system—every 
new State, no matter if it were located even on the 
distant shores of the Pacific, Is to us but an addition- 
al pillar of strength. Coming from the section of the 
Union he represented, it was notlikely thathe would | 
be supposed to object to the constitution of Tex 
as it now stood. He maintained principles at va- 
riance with those advanced by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. In his opinion, the Con- 
dress of the United States, in the admission of a 
new State into the Union, had no more power to i; 
prohibit slavery oa one or another side of a given 
line, than it had to interdict the action of spinning- 
jennies or the steam-cngine. States coming into 
this Union came in on terms of equality with ihe 
original States, and the citizens were entitled to) 
all the rights of property that attached to them as ;; 
citizens of the United States. But he forbore en- | 
tering on that view of the subject. Congress had 
but one solitary duty to perform. He availed him- 
self of that opportunity to say that no one voted 
more cheerfully than he did for the admission of | 
Texas into the Union, although differing with 
many of those with whom he was associated in re- 


fe 


But tbat having been a i| 


gard to the mode; but, as had been well said by the 
i Senator from Georgia—he meant the Senator far- 
i thest from him, [Mr. PERMEN] ee isnornow the 
| question—the deed is done, Texas has disrobed 
herself of her sovereignty. The faith of the Gov- 
i ernment of the United States is pledged. We 
j have now nothing left to do but to admit or reject 
her, He was prepared, fully prepared, to admit 
her, and in all respects to pursue towards her the 
i same course that he would with any other member 
of this great confederacy of free States. 


The call for the yeas and nays being agreed to, 


1 the question was then taken, and decided as fol- 


‘lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchi- 
son, Atherton, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, 
Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dick- 


li inson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Jen- 


ness, Johnson of Louisiana, Levy, Lewis, Man- 
gum, Niles, Pennybacker, Sevier, Speight, Stur- 
geon, Tumey, and Westcott—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. ‘Thomas Clayton, John M. 
Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, 
Muntington, Miller, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, 
| Webster, and Woodbridge—L4. 
So the joint resolution was passed. 

PURCHASE OF CUBA. 


Mr. LEVY submitted the following resolution, 
| which Hes over under the rule: 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
communicating an account of the expenditures and 
jsburements connected with the China mission; 
hich was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
rinted. 


d 
ly 
P 


i 
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fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of organizing acompany of sappers and miners. and 
ponioniers. 

Mr. SPEIGHT introduced, on leave, a bill to 
aid the State of Mississippi in the construction of 
a railroad from Jackson, through Brandon, to the 
western boundary of Alabama, and asking fora 
grant of land for that purpose; which was read 
! twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
! Lands. 
| Mr. DICKINSON introduced, on leave, a bill 
i for the relief of the legal representatives of William 
: B. Cheever, deceased; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the Senate bill for 
the admission of Texas, reported a substitute for 
that bill; which was read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of William El- 
lout, of Fulton, Wiinois, without amendment. 

On motion of Mr, ALLIEN, the Senate proceed- 
: ed to the consideration of Executive business; and, 


| after some time spent therein, 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 22, 1845. 


The reading of the Journal being commenced—~ 
Mr. BRODUEAD rose and moved to dispense 


‘with it, as he understood it would consume an hour 
l: or more. 


Mr. PETTIT objecting, 

The motion was not pressed. 

‘The Clerk having made a little further progress, 

Mr. BOYD renewed the motion to dispense with 
the reading, observing that it would be a useless 


|) consumption of time. 


Mr. PETTIT objected, 


of two-thirds to dispense with the reading. 
Myr. BOYD hoped two-thirds would vote for it 
Mr. PETTIT hoped not. They could only 
know the Journal was correct by the reading. 


ing was dispensed with. 


The SPEAKER stated it would require a vote | 


The motion was agreed to; and the further read- | 


Mr. G. W. JONES wished for the ‘reading of 
certain portions. ofito 20 oe Eonia nig 
Mr: ETTIT objected, unless the whole were 
read. : ; nL 
: AFRIOAN SLAVE TRADE... | 
The SPEAKER, ow leave, laid before the House 
a communication from the. President of the United 
States, communicating, in reply to the -resohition 
of the House of 25th february last, a report from 
the Secrétary of State, together. with ‘the corres- 
ondence of George W. Slacum, late consul of the 
nited States at Rio Janciro, with the Department 
of State, relative to the African slave trade; which, 
On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, was 
| laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


CHAPLAIN. 


The SPEAKER said that, according to an order 
| adopted by the House on Friday last, the first sub- 
ject in the regular order of business was the choice 
| of Chaplain. f ; 

The following nominations were then made: 


i 
i By Mr. BRODHEAD: Rev. A. A. Muller. 
| By Mr. BOYD: Rev. WLA. Milburne. 
By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: Rev. Wm. Sprole. 
By Mr. DUNLAP: Rev. Sept. Tuston. 
| By Mr. FOOTE: Rev. R. R. Gurley: 
| By Mr. STANTON: Rev. C.-C, Connor. 


| By Mr. McDOWELL: 

| By Mr. I. E. HOLMES: 

|| By Mr. CRANSTON: 

i| By Mr. HOPKINS: 

i By Mr. J. THOMPSON: Rev. C. Dickson. 

ii By Mr. RATHBUN: Rey. Mr. Hovey. : 

| By Mr. HAMLIN: ©. Reve Mr Di 

|| After these nominations :had' beer 
Mr, PET TIT moved: that ; 

pended until the Senat 
The CHAIR ‘said that as the 

ally engaged. in making the electió 

tions having been made, it was too late to move a 

postponement. i 


Mr. PETTIT:asked to be excused from voting, 
and his reasons, he said, for the request, were 
these- . e E Se TE 

A member here rose to make a nominationi— 
Mr. Pertrr proceeded: The gentleman can make 
|| no nomination that will secure my vote. Ido not 
i| believe that this House, or.that Congress, has any 
i| fostering care over any subject upon: which they 
l! have not power to legislate; nor that they have an 
power to appropriate or spend money for the ad- 
vancement of any object upon which they cannot 
legislate. It is clear by the Constitution of the Uni- 
i| ted States that this House, or Congres, cannot legis- 
| late on the subject of religion. . I therefore: believe 
i that it isa direct and palpable violation of the Con- 
| stitution, to foster in any form or manner, any reli- 
: gion whatsoever, or to pay out one dollar, aye, one 
| farthing, of the public money, on that object. Be- 
i lieving so, I ask to be excused from voting. 

And the question beitig taken, Mr. P. was ex- 
cused. i : 

Mr. SAWYER, of Ohio, desired, also, to he ex- 
1, cused from voting; because, he said, he had consci- 
| entious scruples, and did not believe that he could 
| vote consistently with the oath he had taken. 
| And the question ‘being taken, Mr. S, was also 
excused. : 


it 
l: à ` 

| Messrs. Bropneàn, Bornand Brinxrernorr, 
i were then appointed tellers. to count the votes, 

|, _ There were three votes taken; The result is as 
| follows; 


Rev. G. W. Maley. 
Rev. W. M. Daley. 
Rev. T. H. Stockton. 
Rev. Mr. Matthews. 


i 
| 
i 


} 


Ist Ballot. 2d Ballot. 3d Ballot. 
Rev. Mr. Milburne. . 85. ..0:...59. 0... .:105. 
Rev. Mr. Sproles. ess 24.6000 eeb nanana 63 
Rev. Mr. Gurley... 6027... 00 BQ. wee 8 

oe WG eeser 1i) 
Qh........15. withdrawn. 
. My. Stockton. ....9.......:.1.. withdrawn, 
Mr, Muller... an lI... withdrawn.. 

. Mr. Matthews......9....withdrawn. 


{i 
Rev. Mr. Connor......24... 
| Rev. Mr. Tuston...... 
| Rev 
: Rev 
| Rev. 
aig Mr. Maley... 27 ...6.........6. withdrawn. 


i Rev. Mr. Daleyse esa elenna nea 
| Rev. Mr. Hovey.......4 
‘Rev. Mr. Dixon.......2 
[i Scattering. 66. .se eee eed a 
4 183°. 179 186 
The Rev. Mr. Mrtnurwe having received a ma“ 
ority of the whole number of votes given in on 
he third ballot, was declared duly elected Chap- 


4 


... Withdrawn. 
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lain tó Congress ón the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the present:session...9 6 g; A 
-During the ballot’ for Chaplain, ‘a: mesage; in 
writing, was received: fromthe President, which 
was laid on the Speaker’s table without reading: 


[ATURALIZATION LAWS. 

PEAIKER announced the unfinished busi- 
: be; the resolutions (heretofore under dis- 
n) in relation. toa. modification of the nat- 


‘ DENT OF. FOLDING-ROOM 
GEORGE, W. JONES moved: that the 
ih pursuance of the order adopted on Fri- 
‘last, do now ‘proceed: to” the election of a su- 
perititendent and assistant of the folding-room: 
“The SPEAKER said he thought the: motion 
was notin order; and that it would require a sus- 
pension of. the rules, and a vote of two-thirds, 

“Mr. JONES submitted that the question was a 
privileged one, and that it was clearly the intention 
of the House, when it adopted the order on Fri- 
day: last, to proceed ‘to: its execution: at the- first 
moment it might be in its power to do so. 

The SPEAKER, on a moment’s reflection, ex- 
pee the opinion that it was competent. for the 

Louse; by a majority vote, to proceed to the elec- 
tion of these officers. 

Mr: KENNEDY, of Indiana, suggested that the 
resolation did. not apply to this session of Con- 

NESS i a K : 

E The SPEAKER directed: that. the resolution 
‘should ‘be: read; which.was done. 

After a brief conversation on a-point of ‘order, 

Mr.: JONES- submitted the following resolu- 
tions, which he thought would answer every pur- 

Ose! : 

Resolved, That the doorkeeper be authorized to 
employ in his department cight messengers and 
six. pages only, and two laborers; and that the 
superintendent of the folding-room may have the 
entire control of said room. 

» Resolved, That he be authorized to employ such 
persons as he may think proper to do the folding, 
at a rate not exceeding seventy-five cents per thou- 
sand. for small documents. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON rose to a point of order. 
He submitted that when the original resolution 


ad b ered on Friday last, the resolutions in- || P 
had Been pifered on Friday last, the resolutione in A. Black, Blanchard, Boyd, Milton Brown, Buf- | 


troduced by the gentleman from: Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Winturop,} in relation. to the naturalization 
Jaws, were before the Housé; and that the gen- 
tleman from New. York [Mr; Hun'r,] was: enti- 
tled to the floor: -Was it not. out of order now for 
any gentleman. to. attempt to wrest the floor from 
him, even on a privileged question? ~~ aes 
The SPEAKER: ‘said, that a resolution havin, 
been adopted'on Friday last, that the House would 
thereafter go into the election .of certain officers— 
and these officers looking to ‘the organization of 
the: House-the question was a privileged ques- 
ton} butthe Spxaxer did not think that it was 
now. competent to introduce anew resolution. It 
was competent, the Chair thought, for the gentle- 
mai to move: that the House go into the election 
now; bal it was pot eompetent for-the Chair to 
decide when the election should take place: “That 
was. a question which the House must determine. 
A message was received from the Serate, im- 
forming the House that the Senate had concurred 


in the joint resolutions of this House, providing: || 


for the admission of the State of Texas into the 
Union, 


{Some manifestations of applause, exhibited in 
several parts-of.the House, were repressed by the 
Speaker. f= 
. The question. was then declared by the Speaker 
to be; on proceeding to the election of superin- 
tendent antl assistant of the folding-room. 

Mr. BOYD inquired if it was debatable. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 

F Mr. G.S. HOUSTON rosé to a point of order. 
He was not opposed cto: thé election of these. offi- 
cers; but he desiréd that- it should be done ina 
proper manner, if atally 

Mr. BOYD. I understand the. Speaker to say 
that the question was not debatable.“ 

The SPEAKER. -The gentleman is speaking 
to-a point of order. ; i S 

Mr G: S. HOUSTON. submitted that: the gen- 
tleman from New York. [Mr. Hont]: was-entitled 
to the floor, and could not thus be interrupted. 


Mr. BOYD. Does the geritleman appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER, in answer to Mr. Houston’s 
point of order, said, that the gentleman from 


|| Tennessee [Mr. Jones] had been recognised by 


the Chair to-day before the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hunt] had taken the floor. 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired of the Chair, whether 
there was any necessity by the rules that the vote 
in the election of these officers should be taken 
viva voce? : 

The SPEAKER said he thought that the rule 
was imperative in the election of all officers. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Are we acting in the regular 


rulés? ; 

The SPEAKER, Under the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I move (with a view to 
save time) to dispense with the vive voce vote, and 
that the question be taken by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Will 
the House now proceed to the election of these 
officers? After that question is decided, it will 


uires the election to be viva voce. 

Mr. JONES modified his motion, so as to in- 
corporate therein the motion of Mr. Hamu, that 
the House proceed to the election by tellers. 

Whereupon, Mr. JENKINS moved that the 
whole. subject be laid on the table. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
(after a brief conversation) were ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arnold, Benton, 
| Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Wil- 
lam G. Brown, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Colin, Darragh, De Mott, Dillingham, 
Elisworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, 


Hungerford, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Maclay, 
McClean, McClernand, Miller, Morris, Niven, 


Scamnion, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Strong, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wood, 
and Woodworth—57. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ste- 
hen Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bedinger, Jas. 


fington, Cathcart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dix- 
on, Dockery, Dromgoole, Ewing, Foot, Foster, 
Giddings, Graham, Grider, Harper, Herrick, Hil- 
liard, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, George S, Hous- 
ton, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles 
J: Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Daniel P. King, Thomas B. ‘King, ‘Leake, Leib, 
Lewis, Lumpkin, McConnell, McCrate, MeDow- 


Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Sawyer, Alexander D. Sims, Leon- 
ard H. Simms, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Thibo- 
deux, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, 
Wick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, 
¥ancey, and Young—o9. 

So the House decided that the whole subject 
‘should not be laid on the table. ` 

The question then recurred on the modified mo- 
tion of Mr. Jones. 

Pending which motion, the House adjourned, 


| 


f 
i 


| The following Petitions and Memorials were pre- 
| sented undėér the rule, and referred to the appro- 
| priate committees: 


i} By Mr. HUNGERFORD: Petition of the inhabitants of 
| Jefferson county, New York, for a duty on certain articles 
| which come in competition with pot and pearl ashes: refer- 
red to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

i; By Mr. WENTWORTH: Petition of William Moore, of 
| Littlefort, Lake county, Wlinois, for relief: referred to the 
| Committee on Private Land Claims. 


By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Isaac R, Howe, and 33 


| 
i 
| 
l 
| settlement of national disputes. 
fl 

} 


l 
i 


referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 


red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


order of business, or under a suspension of the | 


be in order to move to suspend the rule which re- | 


~ a i stan gene Fier ha. Taga T | $ k . 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Flamlin, Hoge, Flen- |) praying compensation for the use and occupation 
ley, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, | : 


Owen, Parish, Rathbun, Reid, Russell, Sawtelle, | 


cll, McGaughey, McHenry, Mcllvaine, McKay, | 
Marsh, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Norris,- 
Payne, Peril, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rit er, | 


|) others, citizens of Haverhill, in the State of Massachusetts, į 
praying that a Congress of nations may be instituted for the | 


7. HAMLIN: Petiti g 5 g e 7 PAE é 
By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of Lucy Fobes for a pension: | cattle, &c., appropriated to the use of General 


By Mr. SAWTELLE: Petition of James Wyman: refer- | 


By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: Remonstrance of Samuel R, 
Johnson, and 128 others, citizens of Wayne county, Indiana, 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State; also, are- 
monstrance of Henty Hoover, and seven others, citizens of 
Wayne county, Indiana, of the same character; also, a re- 
monstrance of Frederick Hoover, of Wayne county, Indi- 
ana, of the same character, 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: Remonstrance of John How, 
Abbott, Maine, and 26 others; of Seth May, and 30 oth 
of Winthrop, Maine; of Thomas M. Clarke, and 48 others 5 
of Robert Goodenow, and.80 others, legal voters of Farm- 
ington, Maine, against the annexation of ‘Texas; of Charles 
C. Core, and 134 inhabitants of Calais, Maine; of Samuel 
Boothby, and 56 citizens of Leeds, Maine, all against the 
annexation of Texas; remonstrance of Jonathan Garland, 
and 108 other citizens of Winslow, Maine; of Elisha Good- 
wyn, and 43 other citizens of Detroit, Maine; of Morvile 
Prescott, and 22 other citizens of Ripley, Maine; of Amos 
Low, of Waterville, Maine; all against the admission of 
Texas as a slave-holding State, 

By Mr, RATHBUN: Petition of John F. Sprague, and 
about 200 others, citizens of Cayuga county, New York, 
praying for the improvement of the harbor at Little Sodus 
bay, on Lake Ontario; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. Also, the petition of A. G. Stevens, of 
Buffalo, New York, for the reduction of postage: referred to 
the Committee on the Post ONice and Post Roads, 


IN SENATE, 
Turspay, December 23, 1845. 


The Journal having been read— 

. Mr. WEBSTER rose and said: Mr. President, 
by this morning’s mail I have received memorials 
signed by several thousands of our fellow-citizens, 
remonstrating against the admission of Texas as a 
slave State. The bill for the admission of Texas 
passed yesterday. These memorials, therefore, 
are a little too late for Texas, but they may do for 
Cuba. 

The memorials were laid on the table. 
Mr. JENNESS presented a number of similar 


; memorials; which also were laid upon the table, 


Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Emeline 
Owens, widow of the late Colonel J. T. Owens, 


of her premises and furniture at Chicago, in 1832, 


| by General Winfield Scott, while on his expedition 


against the Sac and Fox Indians; and also for the 
loss of her winter vegetables, bacon, flow, &c., 
&e., used by said officer and his companions-in- 
arms; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. BREESE also presented the petition of J. 
C. Brown and others, praying the establishment 
of a mail route from Cairo, at the mouth of the 
Ohio river, to Belleville, Ilinois; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented the: following resolution; 
which was read, and, no objection being made, 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the purpose of deepening the 
channel on the flats at the mouth of the river St. 
Clair, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of John 
Crowell, late Creek Indian agent, asking to be re- 
munerated for extra expenses and services while 
such ageut; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Charles 
Fletcher, of Lancaster, praying a mail route from 
a point five miles west of Conical Bluffs to Ore- 
gon; which was referred to the Committee on the 


| Post Office and Post Roads. 


_ Mr. DIX presented the petition of Daniel B. 
Baker, praying for an invalid pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Hugh 
Wallace Wormly, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Florida, asking for the appoint- 
ment of a board of commissioners to ascertain 
losses of citizens of Florida (for which the United 
States should make remuneration) in the Seminole 
war; which was ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. W. also presented the petition of Colonel 
Robert Butler, of Tallahassee, Florida, for remu- 
neration for private property applied to public uses; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. W. also presented the petition of Archibald 
S. Smith, jr., of Florida, for remuneration for 


Jackson’s troops in Florida, in 1818; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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Mr. W. further presented the petition of Mr 
Susan McCullogh, widow of B.A cCullogh, d 
ceased, lieutenant of United States avy, praying | 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Mr. BARROW presented the petitions of A. M 
Gray and others, praying the confirmation of ce 


tain land claims in the State of Louisiana; which | 7 5 = ; ‘ : 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land | AN ACT to extend the laws of the United States 


Claims. || over the State of Texas, and for other purposes. 
Mr. B. also, pursuant to notice, asked and ob-i) Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen- 
i 


s. i| the bul, reported by:him yesterday from. the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to extend the laws of the 
United States over the State of Texas, as amended || 
by that Committee. 

The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of the bill, which 
is as follows: : 


tained leave to introduce “a bill to provide for a || tatives of the United States of America in Congress 
survey of the mouth of the Red river, in the State i| essembled, That all the laws of the United States 
of Louisiana;”? which was read a first and second |! are hereby declared to extend to and over, and to 
time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, || have full force and effect within the State of Texas, 
Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of admitted at the present session of Congress. into 
Henry Etting, a purser in the United States navy, | the confederacy and union of the United States. 
if 


praying to be indemnified for expenses and losses | Sec. 2. Bnd be it Jurther enacted, That the said 
incurred in a suit against the Commercial Bank of | State of Texas shall constitute one judicial district, 
New Orleans, for the recovery of public money de- | to be calicd the district of Texas, for which one 
posited in said bank; which was referred to the || judge shail be appointed, who shall reside therein, 
Conmuittee on Claims. i aud who shall reecive a salary of w Sousan 
REET p : Bale Bical p dolars per annum, and who shail hold the first 
PRN ENGE OF PRESIDENT S MESSAGE. | torm ofsaid court at Galveston on the first Mon- 
Mr. NILES moved that so much of the Presi- | day of February next ang at such other times and 
dent’s Message as refers to the post office and post | places in said district as may be provided by law, 
roads be referred to the Committee on the Post Of | oy as said judge may order; and that said court 
fice and Post Reads; which motion was agreed to. || shall have and exercise the same powers and juris- 
Mr. BENTON moved thatso much of the Pres- | diction as have been conferred by law on the dis- 
lessage as refers to the condition of the | trict courts of the United States; and, also, shall 
army of the United States be referred to the Com- |! have and exercise the powers and jurisdiction of a 
mittee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. uit court of the United States ; and appeals and 
Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that so mach of the | writs of error shall lie from the decisions of said 
President’s Message as refers to the navy of the | district and circuit courts for the district of ‘Texas 
United States be referred to the Committee on ‘| to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the 
Naval Affairs: which motion also was agreed to. || same cases as from a circuit court of the United | 
Mr. BREESE moved that so much of the Presi- || States to said Supreme Court, and under the same 
dent’s Message as recommends the graduation and ij regulations. 
reduction of the price of the public lands, the policy || Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be appointed in and for said district a person learn- 


of granting pre-emptions, and the sale of the min- 
eral lands, be referred to the Committee on Public | ed in the law, to act ‘as attorney of the United 
States for said district; and also a person to act as 


Lands; which was agreed to. 

Mr, DICKINSON moved that so much of the | marshal of the United States for said district, each 
President's Message as relates to manufactures, the | of whom shall receive av annual salary of two hun- 
mechanic arts, and the wages of labor, be referred ‘| dred dollars, and also such compensation and fees 
to the Committee on Manufactures; which motion |} for oificial services as have been or may be pro- 
vided hy law for the United States district attor- 


was agreed to, : 
Mr. SEVIER moved that so much of the Presi- neys and marshals; and the judge of said court 
shall appoint a clerk therefor, who shall receive. 


dent’s Message as refers to our Indian relations be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which |; like compensation and feés as have been or may 
be allowed by iaw to clerks.of the district and cir- 


was agreed to, 

Mr NILES submitted the following resolution, || cuit courts of the United States. 

which was considered and agreed to: Mr. SPEIGHT wished to call the attention of 

the committee to one fact. In a conversation with 
the President last evening, it had been suggested 
that no provision was made for the appointment 
of collectors of the revenue. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said that he had prepared 
an amendment covering that ground. 

Mr. ASHLEY remarked that the Committee on 
the Judiciary did not feel themselves authorized. to 
i make provision in the bill for the establishment of |} 
‘collection districts or post offices. ‘They had eon- 
fined themselves to judicial districts. And. this |! 
i bill was designed to be temporary in its operation, 
| until one could be matured and presented in de- 
tail. Its passage was necessary to the carrying on | 
of the Government. 


Resolved, "Phat the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Toads be instruct 


ed to report a bill pro- 
g for conveying the United States mail to and | 
so the State of Vexas, so far as, in their | 
judgment, the publie interest may require. 
NOLYDAYS. 

On motion, it was Resolved, That when the Sen- 
ate adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday. 

vir, ALLEN subsequently moved a reconsider 
ation of this vote, on the ground that there wasa 
constitutional provision which prohibited an ad- ; 
jouriment for such a length of time; but the mo- 
tion did not prevail, tho sense of the Senate being 
that the period embraced by the adjournment came |i 


Vib 


x 


ithin the meaning of the constitulional provision. SOY ri tas f 
X Oea O oA atakona provision Lo My. SPRIGHT said it was important that our |; 
Ordered That 5 Walesa conte ofthe ooreo | revenue laws should be extended over ‘Texas, with 
Fa D e A ee por be | è View of collecting the revenue of the country. || 
the Commissioner of the General Land Oiee be ifm Er alecto acana there ler the | 
nytod without the mans, for the use of the Senato, | 22re Were no collectors acting there under the 
Mr. BENTON pre l ated a petition of David D, | SWbority of the United States; and, for this reason, 
Porter fe ay a be ont fai E rs. Evelina Porter, Pe repedted the suggestion that provision in this 
orter ra pension lor Mirs. Evelina RE O ER aia ii Alias j 
widow i Commodore Porter; which was referred | PUticular should be made without delay. Al 
to the ‘Cominiitee on Naval Aaii | though he was not sufficiently acquainted with the 
o the Coy ee on Naval Afairs. i ah j 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- | COUnUY, to state where collectors should be estab- 
port upon the contingent expenses of the Senate; | Ushed, it was certainly Dmportant chat there be one 
EE a a eet peae Nae nay oe ers aa, | at Galveston 
-i K > fy Soe as ordere i a 5 B ` 
iens oa motion of Mr. Szvier, was ordered to Mr. WESTCOTT: offered a fourth section to 
ea a kadee the bill, drawn in nearly the same phraseology as 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | that which was passed to operate over Florida on f 
Ni 4 . aii Ri eee i i Ea Far P l 
BENTON, from the Committee on Military | her admission into the Union, having re p i 
a, reported a bill to organize a company of | the colicction of the revenue, He said he had sub- 
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OVER TEXAS. | 
On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the previous or- | 
ders were postponed, for the purpose of taking up | 


i 
j acter of our Government. 


provision, relative: to. the Post Office Department, 
would be presented fromthe. Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: net ne Meg Bet 


the. prope 


“Ignorant: 
b: A 


portant 
iwrongh 


incognita, we. should take time to learn. It was 
proposed to-extend-the revenue laws; and he was 
not willing to transfer to the President. all the 
power-such a measure conveyed. "The. subject 
called for-more delay. 

Mr. DAVIS had no very decided choice— 
whether they should leave the power to the Pres- 
ident, or legislate now. . He did not, think that 
three days (until the next session of the Senate) 
would make much difference. He rather felt iñ- 
clined to spread the legislation before the country, 
than to confer the authority on the Executive ; it 
was more in conformity with the genius and char- 
TIe rose chiefly to say 
that he did. not think there wauld be any inextri- 
cable difficulty. It seemed to himi; ag a matter of 


| course, that when a State was admitted, the laws 


of the United States, ea vi-termini 


> extended. over 
it. ; 
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Mr. WESTCOTT, as he did. not wish to em- 
barrass the question, would, if in order, withdraw | 
his:amendment: — ; ae i 

My. SPEIG 

submit.a modifigation. 00% oo yen: 
Mr WESPCOTT said that it was his intention 
to:move~instructions-to.the Committee on Com- | 
merée on -the subject, and thus effect his object. 
.- Me. SPEIGHT: then: proposed: to. the Senator 
from, Florida to modify the amendment—that the 
revenue laws be extended over Galveston, Brazos, 
Corpus Christi, &c., ashe understood these to be 
the largest ports’ of collection. 

Mr. BERRIEN “trusted that-the. Senator from 
Florida. would withdraw -his amendment, and 
suffer the. bill reported from -the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. to be acted on. After it shall Have been 
disposed of, instructions could then with pro- 
priety be directed to the Committee on Commerce 
and the.Post Office, to.establish collection districts 
and post offices, 

Mr. WESTCOTT, as this mode was probably 
best calculated to expedite business, withdrew his 
amendment. 

My. NILES submitted an amendment, to the 
effect that, until farther provision be made by Con- 
gress, the President ofthe United States may, and 
is authorized to, establish post routes, and make 
ee of a temporary character for carrying 
mails. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that this amendment 
washable to the same objection as the other. He 
hoped that the report of the Judiciary Committee 
would-not'bé. embarrassed by amendments; but, 
in relation to post offices, that a similar course 
would be pursued as that in relation to the revenue 
—subjects for the appropriate committees. 

Mr, NILES was understood to say that the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads had 
considered the subject; and it was, in their opin- } 
jon, necessary to adopt the amendment which he | 
had submitted, ; 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was disagreed to. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted an amendment, for 
the surrender, by Texas, to the United States, of | 
forts, arsenals, dock-yards, &e. | 

Mr. ASHLEY asked the Senator to withdraw |i 
the amendment. Tt had no necessary connexion |} 
with the bill, which merely proposed an extension | 
of our laws, and to which he believed there was no 
objection. ae ee , 

Mr. WESTCOTT withdrew his amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment of the 
Judiciary Committee, and was agreed to, 

The bill was then taken outof'the committee of 
the whole, and ‘reported to the Senate; and: the, 
amendment was concurred in. got 
» ‘Phebill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. : $ j 

© ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


On motion of Mr. BAGBY, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the election, of a Chaplain. 
Mr. LEVY made some remarks on the pro- jj 
pricty of electing the Rev. Mr. 'Tuston, stating that | 
Ts 


hoped. not, ‘ashe. intended to 


Ntthews sas withdrawn; when f 
Mr. MANGUM and Mr. BENTON. called. the 
Senator to order, onthe ground that it was not the | 
practice in the Senate to make nominations, ` i 
The Senate then proceeded to ballot; and the re- 
sult was declared as follows: i 
Whole number of votes 40; necessary to a choice | 
21. ae | 
Roy. Septimus Tuston.....- eee cece e 28 | 
Rev. Mr, Matthews... cc cece ce eee eee ee od 
Rev. Mr, Sproles... eer e cee er ee ee erence ed 
Rey. Mr. Gurley ieee cee et cece eeeeed H 
So the Rev, B. varon is elected Chaplain of the j 
Berate.. 
Mr. JOHNSON, ‘of Louisiana, offered the fol- | 
lowing resolution, which was adopted : : 
Resolved, ‘That. the Committee on Pensions be i 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of passing | 
an.act to contine ‘the office of the Commissioner of | 
Pensions. 4 : | 
Mr. HAY WOOD offered the. following resolu- | 
tion, which was adopted ra=. > 
Resolved, That:the-Coimimittee on Commerce be 
instructed to- report to the Senate-a bill for extend- 
ing the revenue laws of-the United States over the | 
State of Texas, and establishing collection districts | 
thereinş abd to. provide for the collection óf- the 
duties which are, or may be; imposed by law upon | 


| lege, and remarked that he had heard the Clerk of 


goods imported into said State of Texas, from and 
afier the period at which the act admitting the said 
State into the Union shall be finally executed, and 
under the provisions of the laws of the United 
States already passed. 

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, 

The Senate adjourned. iF 


| 
! 
f 
| 
i 


~ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 23, 1845. i 
The Journal of yesterday having been read— 
Mr, FARAN stated, that in the election of Chap- |) 
lain yesterday he had voted blank three times; that 
he had observed in reading the Journal that no |; 
blank votes.had been reported. He wished to in- |; 
quire if, in viva voee elections, blank votes were |! 
not reported and counted in the general result. 
The CHAIR answered, that in viva voce elections 
no notice had ever been taken on the Journals or | 
in the count of votes for “ blank.” i 
The Journal was then approved. 


MAPS. 


Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Engray, 
ing, rose to make a report. 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER said that the question was a i 
privileged question, because, by the rule of the 
touse, the Committee on Engraving was empow- | 
ered to report at all times. i 

Mr. COCKE thereupon reported the following | 
resolution, which was read and adopted: i 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this fIouse be di- i 
rected to procure the engraving, as soon as possi- 
ble, of 16,135 copies of a map accompanying the 
documents iransmitted with the Annual Message 
of the President of the United States at this ses- ji 
sion. 

Mr. McDOWELL rose to a question of privi 


the Louse announce the other day his name to fill | 
the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of his || 
colleague (Gov, Vance] as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Claims. He desired to say to the House | 
that he found his name on two other committees, | 
and that he was excused from serving on the third | 
by a rule of the Flouse. 

He desired to say further, that there were cir- | 
cuimstaness connected with the appointment of the 
committees of this Flouse affecting the State which | 
he had in part the honor of representing here, 
which forbade him from serving on any commit- 
tee upon which his name was placed. 

Mr. DANIEL, chairman of the Commitice of 

Claims, stated. that Mr. Srernens had not attend- | 
ed the meetings of that Committee, and he had | 
been informed -by that gentleman that he did not | 
contemplate attending its sittings. He therefore | 
moved that My. Srermens be excused from ser- 
vice on that committee, and that a member be ap- |) 
pointed invhis place. 
Mr. BARRINGER inquired of Mr. D. if he 
was requested by Mr. Srersens to make the mo- 
tion, and if he knew the reason why Mr. S. had 
not attended the committee. ‘ 

Mr. DANIEL said he did not know the reasons, 
nor had he been requested by Mr. S. to make the 
motion. The committee had much business he- |! 
fore it, and it was desirable to have a full commit- 
teei 

Mr. CORB said, he had not seen his colleague | 
(Mr. Srtpuens}] on the subject, but he had no! 
doubt that his non-attendance on the sittings of || 
the committee was the consequence of the state of |! 
his health. i 

Mr. BARRINGER hoped his colleague [Mr. |! 
DaĒieL} wouid waive the motion until the gentle- į 
man from Georgia {Mr. Srepuzns] was in his seat. 

The SPEAKER said it would be more regular 
for the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Srspuys] to 
make his motion im person; and so the matter 
dropped. - 


i 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


CHRISTMAS. 


Mr. COBB moved the following resolution: 
Resolved, That when the House shail ad joun to | 
day it will adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 
‘The resolution was read:and- agreed to. |: 
-And, on motion of Mr.. McCONNELL, the | 
House then adjourned until Saturday., l! 


i tition of the citizens of Washington county. 


i mere 


of M. G. Woolsey, formerly a Lieutenant in the L 
| States navy, for a pension. 


PETITIONS. 


. Petitions, Memorials, and Remonstrances were 
referred under the rule, as follows: 

By Mr. DANIEL P. KING: The remonstrance of Jonas 
Nutting, and 60 others, citizens of New Ipswich, New 
Hampshire, against the admission of Texas as a slave 
State. 

‘Also, the. remonstrance of Theodore H. Dorr, and 144 
other citizens. of Lexington, Massachusetts, for the same 
object. i , $ 

By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: The remonstra 
ucl R. Johnson, and 128 others, citizens of W 


ne county, 


' Indiana, against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 


Also, a remonstrance of Henry Hoover, and 7 others, citi- 
zens of Wayne county, Indiana, of the same character. 
Also, a rémonstrance of Frederick Ifloover, of Wayne 


| county, Indiana, of the same character. 


By Mr, DELANO: The remonstrance of 102 citizens. of 
Licking county, Obio, against the admission of Texas into 
Union as a siave State. 

Also, tbe proceedings of a public meeting held in Utica, 


| in the the county of Licking, Ohio, signed by L. W, Knowl- 


ion, chairman, and James HH. Elder, secretary, protesting 
agaist the admission of Texas into the Union as a State, 
with a constitution allowing slavery. 

By Mr. HUDSON: The remonstrance of John G. Met- 

alf, and others, of Mi 13 of Abigail Metcalf, and others, 
of Mendon; of 67 inhabitants of Westboro’; cach protest- 
ing against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 
y the petition of Johu Orcott, and others, of Uxbrid 
Massachusetts, praying for the establishment of a congress 
of nations, 

By Mr. SHVISRANCE: ‘he remonstrances of Jonathan 
Garland and 108 other citizens of Winslow, Maine; of Dli- 
sha Goodwin and 43 other citizens of Detroit, Maine; of 
Morrill Prescott and 22 other citizens of Ripley, Maine ; of 
Amos Low, of Waterville, Maine ; of Robert Goodenow, of 
Farmington, and 80 other legal voters of that town; of 
Charles C. Cone and 134 inhabitants of Calais, Maine; of 
Samuel Boothby and 36 citizens of Leeds, Maine; of Jobn 
How and 25 others, of Abbot, Maine; of Scth May and 30 
others, of Winthrop, Maine; of Thomas M. Clark and 48 
of Hallowell and Gardiner, Maine; all 
the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

Mr, WENTWORTH: The petition of William Moore, 


R 


; of Littefort, Lake county, Winois, for relief. 


By Mr. HENLEY : ‘Che petition of Gideon Walker, with 

additional evidence. 

By Mr. BAW YELLE: The petition of James Wyman. 

E . ABBOTT: The petition of fsaac R. Howe and 33 
zons of Maverhil, in the State of Massachusetts, 

a congress ot nations may be instituted for the 
siilement of national disputes. 

By Mr. CRANSTON: ‘The petition of Asa Armington. 

By Mr. W. CAMPBELL: fhe petition of Harper & 
Brothers, of the city of New York, praying that authority be 
given to the Department of War to contract with them for 
supplying the Mulitia of the United States with Scott's In- 
fantry Tacties. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The’ petition of Francis Remmil for 
a pension. 

On motion of Mr. RELEE, Report No, 194, of the last 
session of Congress, with the accompanying documents, 
together with the additional evidence relating to the claim 
of Bent St. Vrain & Co., for Indian depredations, was re- 
torred to the Committee on Indian Aftairs. 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of John Porter, praying for 
a pension on account of injuries reccived in,the public ser- 
vice; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, 
the memorial of Commander McIntosh, praying for com- 

ensation for performing duties belonging to those of a 

igher grade: referred. to the Committee on Naval Afia 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Samuel B, Wads 
worth and 206 others, citizens of Eastport, Maine, for an 
appropriation for building a new custom-house at that place. 
Also, the petition of Andrew Blake, praying for a bounty 


ii that would have been allowed to the schooner Two Bro- 
: thers, had n y 
ig 


ot the vessel been lost. Also, the pe 
8, and others, praying for the allowance of the 
ounty to the schooner Madison, of Orland, lost at 
iile on her voyage. Also, the petition of the citizens 
of Prencinan’s Bay, praying for the erection of a light- 
house at the mouth of the said bay. Also, the petition of 
the citizens of Goldsborough, Maine, for a light-house at the 
entrance. of Prospect harbor, in said town, Also, the 


- "i e a 
house at Little river, in the town of Cutter, Maine. Also, 


the petition of the citizens of the State of Maine, for the 
erection ofa light-housc upon Spoon Island, at the entrance 
of the Jellico bay: referred to the Committee on Com- 
e 


By Mr. MACLAY : The petition of Pilen Woolsey, widow 


ted 
Also, the petition of A, Hatha- 
way, of the city of New York, for payment of a cancelled 
treasury note, Also, the petition of Ji. Stephenson, for a 
pension. 


IN SENATE, 
SATURDAY, December 27, 1845. 

In the absence of the Vios Presment, 

Mr. SEVIER having taken the chair, presented 
a note from the Vice Presroewr, which was read 
by the Secretary, requesting. Mr. Sever to act as 
presiding officer of the day. 

The Journal was then about to be read, when 

Mr. CRITTENDEN rose, and made objection 
to the irregularity of this proceeding. He had no 
kind of personal objection to the honorable Senator 
who was in the chair—very far from it. He was 
as willing to see that Senator in the chair as any 
other member of the body; but it occurred to him 
that the Vice President had no right to commission 
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any one to preside over the body. It was a mat- 
ter for the Senate itself to determine, in the absence | 
of the presiding officer. 
The Sscrerany, at the request of several Sena- 
tors, read the rule upon the subject, as follows: | 
“ The Vice President, or President of the Sen- | 
ate pro tempore, shall have a right to name a mem- 
ber to perform the duties of the chair, but such 


© 
‘ 
‘ 


€ ment. ”? 


Mr. SPEIGHT observed that he could see no} 
other construction of the rule than that which had 
been placed on it by the Vice President—that he 
had the right to name a member, in his absence, to | 
perform the duties of the chair. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to proceed to the. 

election of a President pro tempore, with a view to 
test the question. 
Mr. CALHOUN did not clearly recollect any i 
similar case. ‘Ihe Secretary had been long here, 
aad he (Mr. C.) would be glad to hear from him if 
there was any precedent. 


substitution shall not extend beyond an adjourn- || i ; i ‘ 
i Texas into the Union, with a constitution tolera- i 


i tine 


4 Inid on the table. | 


© ture of the State of Vermont, protesting against 


sentatives of Geo. W. Corliss, deceased, an officer į 


Mr. CRITTENDEN did not know of an in- į; 
stance where the Vice President exercised this |: 
power during the ten or twelve years be had been :: 


a member of the body. l; 


Mr. STURGEON thought there had been a 
number of precedents since he had occupied a seat. 
here. He believed that Mr. Southard, formerly | 


the presiding oficer of the Senate, appointed a ; e | 
Wadham, the legal representative of Heman Allen, ; 
‘ i 


member to discharge the duties of the chair, in the 
mode pursued on the present occasion z 
geontleman’s absence in Virginia. He thought 
there were other cases. There was no doubt on | 
his mind of the correctness of the course. | 
The CHAIR (Mr. Sever) rose to put the ques- | 

l 

| 


tion on the motion to proceed to an election; when 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he thought the case 
of Judge Southard was provided for by special 
resolution of the Senate, i 

Mr. TILA YWOOD, to relieve the Senate from the | 
difficulty, moved that the Senate adjourn. | 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

Mr. MANGUM understood that there was some 
difficulty with reference to the qualification of the 
oficer presiding. Ie knew what had been done 
in many similar instances by Mr. Southard, before | 
he went to Virginia for his health, 
time, however, a resolution may have been passed 
by the Senate, and it could be found, if there was 
one. 
tain in relation to this matter, that he took occa- 
sion to state to the Vice President that, if he de- | 
signed being absent until Monday, he could give | 
an appointment in writing, according to usage, as 
he understood it. Tt was perfectly easy, however, ° 
to obviate any dificulty by resolution or by hal- 
lot. Fe desired to state that the Vico President 
had derived the information from him, and at the 
time he did not suppose there would be dificuity 
or embarrassment. i 

Mr. T. CLAYTON said, that when Mr. South- | 
ard appointed a substitute, a question was raised | 
whether it should be by a general commission, or 
renewed day by day. l 
ject to a disease which frequently rendered him 
unable to perform the duties of the chair, and 
when compelled to go to Virginia, had repeatedly 
exercised the power of appointing a substitute, and 
it was not objected to. fe repeated, that the only 
aifieulty whieh arose was, whether there should ` 


he a general appointment during the absence ofi otd 
i mail route 


Mr. Southard, or whether he should leave anum- 
ber of papers, dated from day to day, that the sub- ; 
stitute might be thus authorized to take the chai 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the rule of the Sen- : 
ate gave the Vice President the power to appoint 
substitute. If there was any doubt, it was because ; 
the gentleman was not in the District. He may 


out of the city. Believing, however, that the rule 


That gentleman was sub- : 5 1 a f 
1 i yeseitatives, announcing that the joint resolution j 


H for the admission of 'Fexas into the Union had 


, during that i 


So little doubt did he (Mr. Maneum) enter- | 


2 | 
i the city of New York, praying the repayment of į 
‘certain dotes illegally exacted of them by the | 
© collector of that port on a cargo of silk twist im- | 
ported in 1588 and 1839; which was referred to 


i the Committee on | 


po 


a 


contemplated that he may appoint a substitute for ;: 


one day, he could not vote for the motion of t 
Senator from Kentucky. soi 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he made the motion 
without much consideration, as there seemed to 
him to be an irregularity in the proceeding. But 

he would now withdraw it. 
The motion was, therefore, withdrawn. 
Mr. HANNEGAN presented the credentials of 
the Hon. Jesse D. Bricnr, elected a Senator of 


1e i 


` which was referred to the Committee on Military 
|: Affoirs. 


Afer that i: 


and Benjamin Kidd, for payment of the residue of 
i jadgmoent in their favor against Samuel Swart- 


ve || money advanced by 


the United States from the State of Indiana for . 


the term of six years, commencing 4th of March, | 


' Mary McRea, widow of Colonel William McRea; 


1845; which having been read, 


i of cit 


Henshaw and others, praying that the pensions 
anted to the militia who served in the revolutiona- 
ry war may be increased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. EVANS presented a petition of citizens of | 
Maine, remonstrating against the admission of | 


t 
| | 
t 


slavery; which was laid on the table. 

Ir. UPLLAM presented several remonstrances 
izens of Vermont, against the admission of | 
'Texas into the Union as a slave State; which were 


Mr 


Myr. U. also presented resolutions of the Legisla- | 


the admission of ‘Texas without the consent of all 
the States; which were laid on the table, and order- | 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. U. also presented the petition of the repre- 


in the revolutionary army, praying to be allowed 
his seven years’ halttpay; which was referred to 
the Comnuttee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Mr. U. further presented the petition of Zadock 
watiey, a soldier in the revolutionary army, ask- 
ing a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
ice on Pensions. 

Mbr. U. further presented the petition of Beebee 


j 
| 
i 
i 
| 
t 


made by Teman Allen during the revolu- 
tionary war; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. : 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON presented the peti- 
tion of the legal representatives of Mountjoy Bai- | 
ley, deceased, an officer in the revolutionary army, 
asking legal interest on his commutation pay ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of 
certain captains and sailors for the completion and 
lightng of Cattaraugus harbor, on Lake Erie; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. JENNESS presented the petition of Ruth 
Ransom, of Dover, New Hampshire, for the re- 
newal of a lost bounty-land warrant issued to her | 
as the legal representative of Nathaniel Magoon, | 
an offieer in the revolutionary army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Richard Kidd 


king the reimbursement of advances 


wout, late collector of the port of New York, for | 
duties illegally exacted; which was referred to ihe į 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. D. also presented the petition of Jonathan | 
Little, assignee of Whiley Taylor, merchants in 


NEC. 
-ived from the TIouse of Rep- 


A message was re 


been signed by the President of the United States, 
and requesting the signature of the Vice President | 
thereto. i 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying the establishment ofa weekly 
om Oaklind Grove post oflice to Du- 
zark Biuils, on the White river; which was refer- į 
red to the Committee on the Post Ofice and Post į 
Roads. 

Mr. A. also presented the petition of Scott, 
White & Co., praying the repayment of a sum of 
them to the paymaster for the 


i 

1 

i 

| 

| 

l 

| 
Western department of the army, for public uses; f 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. | 
Mr. CASS presented the petition of Ambrose 
R. Davenport, praying compensation for military | 
i 
| 
H 
i 
i 
i 
l 
(3 
! 
i 


services during the last war with Great Britain; 


Mr. STURGEON presented six petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the | 
admission of Texas into the Union as a slave | 
State; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. EVANS, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- | 
tained leave to introduce a bill for the relief ea 


rea 
Committee on Public Lands. : e : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from’ the ‘Com-- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill tö continue. the 
office of Commissioner. of Pensions;: which was 
read, and passed to- a second:reading. i 

Mr. ATHERTON, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the settlement 
of the claims of the State of New Hampshire 
against the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred. i 

Mr. SPEIGHT, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, reported a bill granting alternate sections 
of the public lands to the State of Michigan, for 
purposes of intemal improvements in said State, 
without amendment; and the bill and report were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAY WOOD presented a remonstrance of 
the city council of Alexandria against. the repeal of 
the act which makes it obligatory upon one of the 
circuit judges of that circuit to reside in Alexan- 
dria; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

My. LEVY said, that, in deference to the desire 
expressed to him by several of his friends, he had 
concluded to withdraw, for the present, the reso- 
lution introduced by him a few days since, in ref- 
erence to the acquisition of Cuba. Although his 
judgment by no means concurred in the sufficiency 
of the reasons which had been urged against the 
resolution, yet, willing as he was at all: times to 
defer to the superior experience and wisdom of his 
associates, he did not hesitate to yield. to ‘their 
wishes, and, for the‘ present, to withdraw: his 
proposition: the more especially as it had not been 
his purpose, when the resolution was introduced, 
to call.it up for action until a late period of the 
session. He accordingly withdrew it. 


OREGON. 


The following resolutions submitted by Mr. 
ATCHISON, on the 18th. instant, coming up for 
consideration : = 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- 
izing a government for the Territory of Oregon. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing block-houses and stockade forts, and 
military posts, from the frontiers of Missouri to 
Fremont’s pass in the Rocky mountains, and from 
thence through the Oregon Territory to the mouth 
of the Columbia river; and also to inquire into the 
expediency of raising and organizing a corps of 
mounted riflemen, for the purpose of escorting emi- 
grants to, and protecting American citizens in, the 
Oregon Territory. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
pe instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting lands to actual settlers in the Territory of 
Oregon. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
nstructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- 
izing, arming and equipping the militia of Oregon 
Territory. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
nguire into the expediency of establishing Indian 
encies and sub-agencies in the Oregon Territory, 
and the extension of the Jaws of the United States 
regulating intercourse with the Indians over said 
Territory, as far as they may be applicable. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


jand Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of establishing a mail route from the 
frontiers of Missouri to the city of Oregon, in the 
Oregon Territory : 

Mr. CALHOUN stated that these resolutions 
were of great importance and required great delib- 
eration. The Senate was now thin; and he would 
suggest to the Senator from Missouri to postpone 
their consideration until some day which might be 
fixed after the holydays. 

Mr. ATCHISON had no objection’ to a post- 
ponement, but as they were merely resolutions of 
inquiry, he saw no objection to immediate action 
upon them. He admitted their importance, but 
would remind the honorable Senator that the 
went no further than the Message of the Presi- 


& 


eponement, and 


WO, 
» would be fixed. 


: ‘hition.adverted to, had already been referred to the 


. together. : 


3 


Jutions and the-joint resolution of the Senator from - 
-4 Obio for terminating the Join ooeupaniey, should | 
“be considered at the-same time. He 
uld be the course, and that a day for thus object | 


“tions of inguiry, that they would go to the appro= 
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ject, however, to a- post- 
hed the Senator’ fron South 
would name some day forsaking them 


ALHTOUN expressed awah ‘that the reso- 


Caroling 


e hoped that 


i 


«Mr, ATCHISON suggested-that the joint reso- 
‘Committee on Foreign Relations, ‘and that. these 
resolutions referred themselves. i 

Mr. CALIOUN would move to lay the resolu- 
tions òn`the table, until they could -hê täkeń up 


Mr. ALLEN-hoped, as they were mere resolu- 
priate committee, as was usual; and then the subject- 
matter.to which they referred could be assigned 
for debate on aiday to be-fixed. T'he better course 
would. be forsthem to-go toa committee, that the 
Senate might have the henefit of their labors at the 


appointed times otherwise, what would there be || 


before the Senate for it tò act on? The report of 
the committee would properly. present a subject 
for discussion, which could not arise. before. the 
resolutions were reported on. THe would suggest 
the reference of the resolutions to the Committee 
on Foreigi Relations, so that they could. be taken 
up, in connéxion with the joint resolution. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed his acquiescence in 
this. course. | 

The resolutions were then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A resolution offered some days since by Mr. 
UPHAM, in favor of repealing the act abolishing 
an Inspector General in the army, was taken np. 

Mr. PHELPS suggested that the adoption of 
the resolution’ was rendered unnecessary by the 
action of the Committee on’ Military Affairs, 
which, had reported a bill on the subject. 

The resolution was then laid-on the table. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the: Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

. The motion was agreed to, and the Sonate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after a-short time spent therein, ; 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. * 

 Sarunpay, December 27, 1845. ° 
“The Journal of Tuesday was read and approved. 
TEXAS. 


Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, from. the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported, correct, the bill 
for the admission of the State of Texas into the 
Union. f : ee ae 

The SPEAKER signed the bill, which- waits 
only the signature of the President of the United 
States to. become a law. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TIBBATTS said, he desired to make. a 
very important report from the Committee on 
Commerce, with a view. tò having it referred and 

rinteds s o ae . > 
The SPEAKER. said that the first business in | 
order would be that'in which the House had been į 
engaged at the time of its'adjournment on Tuesday 
last—the question of the election of superinten- 
dent and assistant of the folding-room. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved. that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose of. admitting reports 
from committees: DAS OARE es 

Mr. BRODHEAD, not-having heard apparent- 
ly the motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, said, that the 
Ffouse had now been some weeks in session, and 
that the: committees had not- yet been called for 
reports... The House was thin, and: he thought 
that the best object to which its time ‘could be dé- 
voted for this day, would be the call-of commit-- 
tees for reports, and he submitted that motion: 

Mr ROBERT SMITH suggested toMr. Brod- 


pi 
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head. so to modify his motion as to include the 
introduction of bills of which. notices ‘had. been 
given; and also notices’ of bills hereafter to be in- 
troduced. o : ee $ 
Mr. BRODEL 
tion.” nie E . i ee 
A motion was made hy Mr. HOLMES, of South 
Carolina, that the House adjourn; on which mo- f 
tion the -yeas and, nays were asked, and ordered; 
and being taken, were, yeas 13, nays 110. 
So the Housé refused tò adjourn. — 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. inquired of the 
‘Chair; whether the bill fromthe Senate extending 
the jurisdiction of the United States over Texas 
had ‘yet been transmitted:to the Flouse? 
The CHAIR, after inquiring of the Clerk, an- 
| sivered the question iù the negative. at Tu 
The quéstion then recurred on the 
Brovnean. ` Ley a : 
Mr. TIBBATTS urged that the rules be sus- 
pended, for the purpose of calling the committees 
for reports. ` a : 


H 


EAD adhered to his original mo- 


motion of Mr. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, desired to give 


by adding thereto the following, which was read | 
for information: 

That upon the engrossment or passage of any 
‘bill making appropriations of money for works 
| © of internal improvement of any kind or descrip- 
| “tion, it shall be in the power of any member to 
| € call for a division of the. question, so as to take 
‘a separate vote of the House upon each item of 
‘improvement or appropriation contained in said 
‘bill, or upon such items separately, and others 
‘ collectively, as the member making the call may 
“specify; and if one-fifth of tne members present 
‘second said call, it shall be the duty of the 
‘Speaker to make such divisions of the question, 
“and put them to vote accordingly.” 

Mr. TIBBATTS objected to the notice. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved ‘that: the rules be sus- 
pended, in order. to enable him to give the notice. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, asked the 
yeas and nays; which were refused, 

“Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL desired to be informed 
by the gentleman from Alabama: [Mr, Houston’ 
whether “his. object’ was to have this propose 
amendment referred ‘to the Select. Committee, 
which had heretofore beech appointed. on the sub- 
ject of tho rales? That would much influence his 

Mr. I's) mind as to what course he would take. 

Mr. HOUSTON rose to reply to this inquiry— 

When the SPEAKER cut off further conversa- 
tion on that point, by stating that the amendment 
| could not be referred until it had first been re- 
ceived. 

And the question being then taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Houston, it was decided in the affir- 
mative. : o 

“So the rules were suspended. ` 

And the amendment being thus before the 


3 
Mr. C: J. INGERSOLL moved its reference to 
the Select Committee on the Rules. . 
| -This motion (which had received the assent of 
Mr. Housron) prevailed, and the amendment was 


referred accordingly. ` 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The question. again recurred on the motion to 
| suspend the regular order of business, for the pur- 
pose of calling the committees for reports. 

Mr. DARRAGH suggested that the motion 
should be so modified as to include bills of which 
notice had béen-siven, and notices of bills. 

Mr. TIBBATTS (iñ his own “behalf. as having 
renewed the motion which was originally offered by 
Mr. Bropuead,) said he acqiiiesced in the modifi- 
cation. z E oo 

And, after a brief conversation on a point of or- 
| der between Mr. Hamis and the SPEARER, 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to suspend the rules. i j ` 

Mr. SMITH, of IHinois, then moved that the 


li regular order of business be suspended, for the || 


notice of his intention to move to amend the rules, |} 


| bills of which notice had already: been: 


‘purpose of calling the: 


‘mode of election, than. that. pointe 
Tules, requires a vote of two-thirds. 


7 ie the petitions, ofgiving 
notices of bills, anā of allowing the introduction of ` 


Mr. PETTIT moved to amend the: motion’ so 
as to add, “and bills of which notices had not been 
iven. ay "ye ia 
“The SPEAKER. decided the amendment to be 
out of order. ; ae l 
-Mr. PETTIT indicated an appeal from the de- 
cision, but did not take it. : $ 
Mr. JACOB 'THOMPSON asked Mr. Surra_so 
to modify his motion as to allow any member who 
had no petition to present to. introduce a resolu- 
tion. ` j 
And Mr. Smrru-so modified his motion. 
Mr. VANCE moved that the House adjourn. 
Mr. TIBBATTS ‘asked the yeas and nays; 
which’ were ordered: 9 350 > 
+. Mr. VANCE withdrew the motion.. ` 
And*the question thei recurred, and was taken 
con- the modified motion of Mr. Surrn, and was de- 
‘cided in the negative. i 
So the House refused 
order of business. | 
NEWSPAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. MeCONNELL, it was 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House cause. to 
be furnished to the members of this House, during 
the present session, such papers as they may di- 
rect, the expenses thereof not to exceed thirty dol- 
lars per annum for each member, from the com 
mencement of the session. 


to suspend the regular 


THE FOLDING-ROOM. 


The Ifouse then resumed the consideration of 
the unfinished business of Tuesday last. 

And there were two questions pending: First, 
will the House now proceed to the election of these 
officers? 

And, secondly, shall the vote be taken by. tellers 
(as moved by Mr. Hamun) instead of viva. voce, 
as required by:the rule ? ` j 

[The first requires the vote of a majority only; 
the second, inasmuch ás it: contemplates another 

out by the 
And. the. question was on the first of these pro- 
positions... CCUG go at te Je A 
: Mr. GROVER: asked: that. a communication 
which he had received from the Clerk of the House 
might.be read. ' 

Mr. BOYD objected., - 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the rules be 
suspended, in order that the communication might 
be read. : 

And the rules having been suspended, the com- 
munication was read, as follows: 


* Orrice House or REPRESENTATIVES U. S. 
. *¢ December 26, 1845. 

‘Dear Sir: Your note of yesterday, asking me 
‘whether or not the proposition to choose a su- 
perintendent: and assistant. superintendent. of the 
folding-room,. if carried -into effect, will. increase 
the expense of the. business of the legislative de- 
partment, or not; and.‘ if it.does, in what manner 
is the expense increased, and to.what probable ex- 
tent?’ is received. 

“ From the little examination I have been able 
to give-the subject of which you inquire, my opin- 
ion is.that the expenses of the House will be ma- 
terially increased by the election of the officers 
named. «It will be, in fact, the creation of two new 
offices, the business now. being done by. messen- 
gers of the Doorkeeper: | The Doorkeeper is now 
allowed: hy resolutions of the House ten messen- 
gers, at $2.50 per day each; one of these messen- 
gers is superintendent of the folding-room, and he 
is aided daily by all the messengers and pages un- 
der the Doorkeeper when they are not otherwise 
engaged. Itis well known to me that in 1841 the 
force of the House of Representatives was reduced 
as much as a very economical committee thought 
advisable, and that it is necessary to employ all 
the force now in the employment of the Doorkeep- 
er to have the duties under his supervision properly 
attended to. The duties performed in the folding- 


os- 


messengers one. 3 
“ Salary of superintendent of folding- 
YOOM, SAY oie cee cece eee eee ee eens oe -$1,200 00 


Deduct one messenger from doorkéeper, 912 50 
Jexcess of expense... ec ecceueeeeeeece - 287 50 


Assistant’s salary, SAY.........0..-.+- 1,000 00 
Six hands at $2 per day each, or $730 
per annum each... ese eee cease «++ 4,380 80 


Extra expense by making the folding- 
room a separate establishment........ 5,668 30 


“ When I inform you that, during the first ses- 
cion of the 28th Congress, there were folded, ex- 
elusive of public documents, four millions and a half 
of packages, and to do all this, together with the | 
regular folding of documents, there was only 
$3,045 paid out for extra folding, you can judge 
whether the above estimate is too high. 

“Tam of opinion that the estimate is very low, 
and that a change of the present system will not 
only lead to such confusion and misunderstand- 
ing, but will add to the expenditures of the Fouse 
the above estimated sum of $5,668 30, and in all 
probability more. 

“ I have endeavored to answer your letter from | 
such data as I could procure in the short time I | 
have had to devote to the subject, 

“Tam, with high respect, your obedient servant, i 

“B. B. FRENCH. | 

“ Hon. A. C. Niven.’? 


[4 The Clerk of the- House deems it proper to 
say that he received the note, the reply to which 
is above, on Friday; that, as an officer of the 
House, he deemed it his duty to reply thereto; 
that he at once proceeded to procure all the infor- 
mation in his power, and gave the result impar- 
tially, and as he deems correctly. He certainly 
was governed by no feeling whatever except to do 
his duty and to give correctiy the information 
asked for.’?] 


Mr. BOYD said, he wished a further suspension 
of the orders might take place, in order that some 
other officers, besides the Clerk, might be cate- 
chised. He should like to hear from the Door- 
keeper and others, He had himself some informa- 
tion, and would like to have the liberty of speech 
on the subject. 

Mr. RATHBUN | 
be heard. | 

After some conversation, i| 

Mr. GROVER moved that the consideration of || 
the subject be indefinitely postponed. ‘This, he || 
said, he would not have dove, but for the effort i 
which was made to call up this question to-day, |! 
when so many members who desired to partici- |! 
pate in the proceedings were absent, all 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if it || 
was in order to postpone indefinitely the execution 
of anything positively ordered by the House? 

The CHAIR entered into an explanation of the 
previous proceeding on this question, and said i 
that the motion to postpone was in order, f 

Mr. PETTIT expressed strong dissent from the || 
ground taken by the Clerk in his report. How 
frivolous was it for any man to say that the ap- | 
pointment of two individuals by that Elouse, who i} 
were at present appointed by the Doorkeeper, |! 
would increase the expenditures of the House | 


| 


fi 


i 


} 


l 


hoped the gentleman would || 


i 
j 


some four or five thousand dollars. The position || itably appointed to the place they beld, For one, | 


The whole effect of |} 


was absurd on its very face. 
hould || 


the ‘resolution would be that the House 


f : 
messengers and all-his page; 


Why.could not the 
same men, or some of them;be transferred to the 
folding-room? Why could not he dismiss four or 
five of these pages? Might not the House have 
such men in its employment as it preferred, with- 
out deferring to the wishes of the Doorkeeper? 
Yet they must be told by their Clerk that this 
would greatly augment the public expenditure, be- 
cause half a dozen of the pages who now worked 
daily in the folding-room would be thrown out of 
that employ, and would have little or nothing to 
do, and must still be paid. A formidable objec- 
tion, indeed ! How easy would it be for the House 
to direct its Doorkeeper to dismiss such of the 
pages as would have nothing to do, and send them 
into the folding-room, or some. others in their place? 
But, even if the objection were sound, must the 
present state of disorder continue, and the public 
service suffer, even if the remedy should cost five 
thousand dollars? 

Mr. RATHBUN considered the whole discus- 
sion as relating to a very petty and trifing matter; 
it was, in fact, a war of certain gentlemen in that 
House on an appointment which had been made 
by the Doarkeeper. A preity spectacle, truly! 
The House of Representatives engaged in making 
war upon a poor messenger who was receiving 
two dollars and a halfa day! ‘This important ap- 
pointment was the great matter ahned ai; and the 
real question before the House was, who should 
he the lucky man to get it? It was a small busi- 
ss—a pitiful business—for a House to be engaged 


lin consisting of more than two hundred and forty 


members at eight dollars a day. But this was not 
all: they had before them facts and statistics re- 
ported from an officer well acquainted with the sub- 
ject, and which showed that the new plan would 
necessarily he attended with an increase of ex- 
pense; but that too was laughed at. He put it to 
the House to say whether, making this folding- 
room an independent establishment, and emplo 


employed by that 
tain gentlemen 
to get him out,” He 


rel ‘with the State of New. i 
one out of the many servants’ employed, by that 
Fouse; and he believed: that tkis one was all she 
aad. ee chee Wale tong Y 
My. PETTEE here-int hosed” to. explain. He 
could. have. been: actuated.-by ‘no. such “motive as 
that now attributed to “hivay for he-did trot know 
the messenger, should. not know. kim how: if he 
met him, did’ not know and nevet- had inquired 
whether he came from. New Yorle or Kentucky. 
or Indiana. He entertained no unkind feelings to 
the State of New York, and-never. could, until -he 
should forget that if was the place of his nativity: 
The allusion of the gentleman, if made to him, 
was wholly unfounded. . «© ee em are 
Mr. RATHBUN. resumed, .and ‘said. that’ he 
was very. glad to hear. that the gentleman ‘from 
Indiana did not even know: the man whom all-hig 
fury had been aimedat; but this only showed how 
blindly. gentlemen. were acting... All, this “uproar 
was raised becanse. the right man’ had: not been 
appointed. How: could they say so if they did” 
not know the man? : If:they neither knew him nor 
his State, why did-they want.to turn -him outafter 
he had been but twenty or. thirty-days: in office? 
But he hoped the whole thing would’ receive. the 
go-by, and that the House would not waste two: 
or three days in an election to fill an office.so con- 
temptible. ` ao 
Mr. BOYD asked Mr. Rarneun. whether df 
Mr. B. should introduce a resolution to elect a 
new Doorkeeper, he would vote:in favor of it? 
Mr, RATHBUN said he would:-vote: for the 
yeas and nays.on such a motion, and: let his-vote 
be recorded.) o coc os, Jc staid ie Bee a wren 
-Mr BOYD. resumed, and said: that neither had 
he known who the. man was who. :superintended 
the folding-room, until some days.after the presént 


ing two men to superintend it, did not inseam 
involve one additional salary? As the matter now 
stood, whenever the messengers and pages belong- 
ing to that House were no longer wanted in it, they 
retired to the folding-room, and there had full em- 
ployment. But gentlemen were not satisfied with 
this; they must have other persons employed. for 
the folding-room, and have all the House messen- 
gers and pages stil retained, It was not saying 
too much to affirm that every word contained in 
the statement of the Clerk which had been read 
was strictly true. The resolution went, in fact, to 


| create another department, and employ another 


gang of hands; and the arrangement, let gentlemen 
say what they please, must and would be attended 
with a large Increase of expense. 

The avowed reason for this new movement was ! 
the very important fact that the Doorkeeper hed 


i Dot appointed the man which certain gentlemen 


wanted. What a grave reason this was for such 
a measure. ‘It was beneath the dignity of the 
House to talk about it. If the Doorkeeper had 


| not faithfully performed his duty, turn him out, but 
y pe y 


do not takethe public money to create new officers. 
Members were striking Llindly at a matter that 
they did not understand. The House was. told | 
that if these officers were appointed in the folding- 
room, and thereby an increased expenditure was 
produced, a. corresponding reduction might be made | 
m the expenses of the Flouse. Put how? By re- 
dneing the number and the pay of these poor little | 
pages, who waited on the members—all of them 
orphans, the sons of widows in reduced circum- 
stances, And for what must this cruelty Le per- 
petrated? To gratify the malice of certain indi- 
vidaais because the Doorkeeper had not appointed 
the man they wanted hirn to appoint. Mr. R. con- | 
sidered the whole matter as involving an outrage 
on the feelings of humanity, and takmg away the | 
bread of these poor little lads, who had been char- | 


he was for wiping ont such a stain on the eredit of | 
the Elouse. He would not vote to increase its ex- | 


take this. appointment into its own hands, instead || penses to gratify the malice of any man. Its ex- 
of leaving it with the Doorkeeper, The objection || penditures were now on alow scale—quite low 
was thatthe Doorkeeper had now under his con- |, enough—and no one did or could complain of | 
trol a certain number of messengers and a certain i them. Yet the House was invoked to embark in | 
number of pages; and if a superintendent and an | an untried experiment merely for the sake, of 

assistant superintendent in the folding-room should i changing one man now in its employ. . Was it be- 

be appointed, as the Doorkeeper. must retain all || cause this man happened to come from the western | 
his messengers ard all his pages, others must be |} extremity of the State of New York? „For himself, | 
employed in the folding-room. But how did this || he hardly knew the individual by sight; yet the 
follow? Why must the Doorkeeper retain all his || mere fact that New York had a certain messenger | 


resolution had been adopted... He was in favor 
of the resolution, not because one-man was. to be 
put in or another put.out; but becau had Je 
»cen-his opinion that. the % i 
in the folding-room should be under: À i 
sible man as superintendent; and that the pages’ 
should attend to their business -on that floor, and | 
not be intrusted with the-folding and management 
of the documents. The present system had re- 
sulted in mach confusion; and, however the gen- - 
Heman from New York [Mr. Raragun] might. 
feel, the gentlemen who, like himself, came from 
the West had an interest-in this matter.” They 
were suffering for want of a better arrangement: 
they paid their money for these documents, ‘and 
į Sent them to the. folding-room to be put. up for 
their constituents; and when. they were brought 
back from the folding-room to the members’ lodg- 
ings, they often found three and four copies of the 
same document in the same envelope, and were 
forced to buy more and more, when they had al- 
ready purchased the requisite number. Let the 
House have the requisite number of pages and the 


requisite number of messengers for its own busi- 
ness: Jet the rest be dispensed with, and thus they 
could avoid the increased expense about which 
the Clerk spoke so eloquently in his report... [A 
laugh. | aoe : s 


He had not inquired, nor did he:care, who it-was 
the Doorkeeper. had appointed ; but he thought the 


| 


i: proposed change was..a proper one, and hoped. it 


| would be made. He admitted that this was a 
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sinall matter to..be the ‘subject of a. debate; nor 
swould there have been a word. of debate, but for 
-the opposition which had been made from New 
York: He knew: not whether it. was owing.to.the 
| fact that New York gentlemen ‘had onè of their 
‘friends inthe place; at: all. events, he hoped. the 
House would .go-on.to make this-election, and 
would immediately followit up by adopting some 
reduction in the present number of pages and 
messengers; O igs a 
“Mr. Be went onto observe ‘that the. present 
Congress was without any law regulating this mat- 
ter... The last Congress: had had a law, but thus 
far the present, House was acting without any law 
whatever, except. that-of usage. He trusted that 
no gentlemari would feel so niuch interest in keep- 
ing these little pages in employment as to refuse 
to do, on. that account, what was right in itself, 
and most advantageous to the public service. 


ga TEXAS. s 
[A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the Flouse that the Senate had passed a 


bill to extend the laws of the United States over 
the State of Texas, and for other purposes.] 


Mr. GEO. W. JONES obtained the floor, and 
was about.to address the House; when 

Mr, HOUSTON wished ‘him to yield for a mo- 
tion thatthe House would now take up and dis- 
pose of the ‘bill: just received from the Senate, 
extending the laws of the United States over Tex- 
as; but 5 2 

Mr. JONES refúsed, and proceeded to say that 
he had been the individual who had introduced 
the resolution for electiag asuperintendent and as- 
sistant superintendent in the folding-room by the 
House; and he could say here in his place, as 
other gentlemen had done, that at the time he had 
introduced. the resolution he did not know who 
occupied the place, nor did he know it for several 
days afterwards. And even now he should not 
know the individual should he meet him in the 
street. But he believed that the Doorkeeper of 
this House, in appointing anybody, had acted 
without authority. He was not authorized by 
law to appoint the messengers, pages, or any other 
officer. It was very true that a resolution had 
been adopied by the 27th Congress, in 1841, 
which did confer.guch authority on that officer, 
but the force of the resolution expired with. the 
House which adopted it! The Doorkeeper of the 
last Congress had acted without authority in the 
matter, and the present Doorkeeper’ had no better 
right. In Mr. fis opinion that Honse ought to 
regulate, this: whole matter for itself; it was’ for 
them to. say who should be. their messengers, and 
who their pages; ‘they were, to say the least, as 
compeient.to.do such a duty as the Doorkceper. 
Why had such strenuous opposition come from 
the State of New York? Was it because the geu- 


dt 


tleman:now.over the folding-room-was from New || 
York? Why, if the Elouse should now procecd | 
toan election; would. not the office be as open to | 


their man’ as to any other? Were New York 
members afraid that their fellow-citizens should 
take equal chance with others? 


Mr. RATHBUN here interposed to. say that | 


his opposition had not been made because the man 
eame from his own State. 
ing of him before the present time, and it would 
make no difference in his course whether an indi- 


vidual came from New York or Nova Scotia; he : 


was actuated by regard to principle alone. 


Mr. JONES resumed. If the individual now in 
the place was competent. and worthy and well qual- 


ified, let his friends show that. fact, and no doubt 
the House would: elect. him; but if a majority of 
the House was. opposed. to him, he edviainle should 
not remain theres 0 o, 

As to the question of expense, Mr. J. under- 
stood that, according to. the rules of the House, 
that was nota debatable question on-a motion to 
go into the election; but, seeing that a report from 
the Clerk had been read, he supposed members 
had the Hberty of replying. : Notwithstanding the 
alleged knowledge and experieneé-of. the Clerk, it 
seemed to Mr. J. that that officer had reasoned 
throughout from, false premises. According to 
him this appointment would increase the expenses 
of the House $5,000; but how did this follow? 
Wonld the salary of these officers be any greater 
if they were elected by the House, than if they 
were-appointed by the Doorkeeper? He presumed 


He had known noth- | 


H 


i 


| tee on the Judiciary, moved that the bill be referre 


i lectors. 


not; and if not, then the whole argument of the 
Clerk fell to the ground. Ay f 

The gentleman from New York [Mr, Raruson] 
had appealed to the sympathies of the House in 
behalf of the little orphans employed here as pages. 
Now Mr: J. could truly-say that.the warmest sym- | 
pathies of his own heart were in favor of those 
thus cast helpless on the world, and he should cer- 
tainly be the last man living to do the slightest in- | 
justice to those who had suffered the misfortune of | 
losing their parents; but he would inquire whether 
this Hall was to be an asylum for all the orphans 
of the country? If it was, he wished to know it, 
for he had a whole host.of such in his district as 
worthy of patronage as'these were. Ele was very | 
willing that in the employment of pages preference | 
should be given to this description of boys, but no 
more of them ought to be employed than the ser- | 


i 
{ 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


vice of the House actually required; and he would | 


submit it to gentlemen to say whether they had 


not more of them about the House than was atall | 


necessary. If they should elect a superintendent 
of the: folding-room, would it necessarily follow 
that the Doorkeeper must still keep ten pages in 
employment? He thought not: a part might be 
dispensed with. And should the appointment be 
made, all the duties could be performed with.two 
messengers less than the present number. The 
only diflerence would be that they were now paid 
under the appointment of the Doorkeener, and then 
they would be paid under the appointment of the 
House. 
TEXAS. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mi 


! Lill as received from the Senate. 


The motion prevailed, the order was suspended, 
and the bill was read a first and second tme. 

Mr. RATHBUN, the chairman of the Commit- 
d 
to the Committee on the Judi 

On this motion Mr. McCONNELDL moved the 
yeas and nays; but they were not ordered. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON expressed his earn- 


i| est desire that the bil shoald be passed to-day, 


and might accompany the other bill for the admis- 
sion of Texas when that bill should be presented 
to the President for his signature. He knew of 
no point in it which required examination, and 
hoped it would not be committed. Nevertheless, 
if the honorable chairman insisted on his motion, 
Mr. T. should not resist. i 

Mr. McKAY, chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, admitted that there was a pro- 
priety in referring the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; but he would suggest to the gentleman 
who had made the motion, that it might be beiter 
to send it to the Committee on Commerce, inas- 
much as it contained no provision for the erection 
of coliection districts and the appointment of col- 


provision should be inserted in the bill providing 
for the judiciary and the district attorney; but it 


| was yet more important that a provision shouid be 


inserted into itfor collecting revenue. As the bill 
now stood there was nothing on that subject. He 
knew, indeed, that the Commitice on Commerce 
might report a supplementary bill, but he thought 
it-would be a saving of time to effect the object by 
an amendment of the present bill.. He concluded 
by moving that the bill be referred to tt 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. WENTWORTH (a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce). said that it was his own 
wish, and, as he believed, that of the committee, 
that the present bill should pass by itself, and that 
the provisions referred to, which he admitted tobe 
very proper, should be made the subject of a sepa- 


irate bill. 


Mr. COLLAMER, in some remarks scarce 
heard by the reporter, was understood to concur 


| in the sentiment just expressed. The subject had 


been repeatedly mentioned in the Committee on 
Commerce. That committee had no intention that 
it should be overlooked; butthey thought it better 
to pass the present bill, and leave the provisions re- 
specting collectorships, &c., to form the subject of 


another, which wouid be reported in due time. 


Mr. McKAY thereupon withdrew his motion. 
: Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved the previous 
question; but the House refused to second it; and 
the question being on referring the bill to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary— 


issippi, here moved | 
| to suspend the order of the day to tke up the Texas | 


It was certainly important that our laws 
should be extended over Texas, and that some | 


1e Commit- | 


Mr. McCONNELL again demanded the yeas 
and nays.” ee 

Mr. RATHBUN said he had not made his mo- 
tion for reference from any desire to produce delay. 
Should the referénce take place, he should call’the 
committee together without delay, and report the 
bill to the House.as soon:as. practicable. Mean- 
while, he would here declare. inthe face. of the 
House that there were some. features‘in the bill to 
which he could not yield his assent; and he here 
gave notice that, if it should pass in its present 
form, he should, before the close of the present 
session, take measures. to have those provisions 
altered by a supplementary bill. s 

Mr. THURMAN was very desirous that the 
present biil should, if possible, pass and become a 
law on the same day with the joint resolution for 
, the admission of Texas. Owing to some circum- 
stance the latter had not received the signature of 
the Speaker of the House until now. He pre- 
sumed it would receive it to-day, and he desired 
that both bills should be signed by the President at 
one time. it was his.own opinion that the mere 
act Of admission operated of itself to extend the 
laws of the United States over Texas; but, as he 
understood it had been customary to pass a decla- 
ratory law to that effect, there might be a propriety 
in passing a bill like this: but let it be done at 
once. If further action was needful to establish a 
judicial system or collection districts, then it could 
as well be done hereafter. 

Mr. SAWTELLE hoped that the bill would be 
amended. By the joint resolution which had pass- 
ed both Efouses, Texas was admitted into the Union 
on certain conditions in regard to her public lands; 
but, by the bill from the Senate now before the 
House, she was to be alowed to come in on a 
footing with the original States, and our land laws 
and all other laws were at once to be extended over 
ver, Ite hoped it would not be passed without 
irst being referred to a committee. : 

Mr. McITENRY renewed the motion to commit 
the biil to the Judiciary Committee, and stated 
hat he was in favor of the object of the bill, but 
saw no reason why this bill should not be permit- 
ed to take the ordinary course. He had as much 
respect for the Senate and its committees as it was 
right a member of this House should have; but he 
was unwilling that a bill of the importance of the 
one now before the House should be passed in such 
laste, without a more urgent necessity for it than 
i there appeared to be in this case. If he thought 
the interest of the United States or of Texas would 
suffer by the short delay of forty-eight hours, 
(which would be the utmost extent of the delay, in 
his judgment,).he would not renew the motion; 
but believing as he did that no possible injury 
would arise from it, he had thought it his duty to 
renew the motion, and hoped it would prevail. 

The motion was lost, without a count: 

And the question recurring on the third reading 
of the bill, it passed in the affirmative. 

Whereupon the bill extending the laws of the 
United States over the State of ‘Texas was forth- 
with read a third time and passed. 


1 
ji 


i 


i 


i 
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SUPERINTENDENT OF FOLDING-ROOM. 


The House now resumed the consideration of 
the motion to elect a superintendent of the folding- 
room. 

Mr. KING, of New York,-said that this had 
been spoken of as a small matter; but, inasmuch 
as economy in the expenditures of the House was 
a duty to which they all professed to attend, he 
thought if was due to themselves that they should 
| consult about it, small as it might be, and before 
i they changed the existing system, should know 
| What they were doing. There could be no doubt 
that the effect of this motion would be the creation 
of two new offices, The order of the House 
authorized the Doorkeeper to appoint pages for the 
convenience of the members, which he had done; 
but the: House was now invoked to vote a salary 
to. two new officers, and pay a corps of subordi- 
nates, to do which, the Clerk said, would involve 
| the expenditure of an additional sum of four or 
i five thousand dollars.. Mr. K. had no doubt it 
would cost this andmore. If, to make up for this 
sum, the pay of the pages and messengers should 
| be reduced, it was not dificult to predict that, at 
the close of the session, strong appeals would be 
made to the sympathy of the House to vote to 
those individuals a sum sufficient to make their 
pay equal to that of others. No gentleman could 


i 
i 


i 
i 
Í 
i 
j 


i 


100 


THE C 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


doubt that the proposed plan would increase the 
number of the servants of the House, and mast in 
the end increase its expenses. i 

It had been said that nobody knew anything 
about the persons to be appointed to those offices, 
nor about the organization of the new system in 
the management of the folding-room. Under these 
circumstances, he would make a proposal which, 
he hoped, would unite the votes of gentlemen on 
both sides. Let the whole subject be referred to 


the Committee on Accounts, and let them report | 


to the Fouse a suitable plan, which, while it im- 
proved the management of the folding-room, might 


they would be able to get at something they could 
understand, He was opposed to. this mode of 


creating offices. Ifthe House needed more officers, |! 


let it he done by a direct and manly vote. Every 
new office in this Government ought to be created 
by bill, and not in an underhand and indirect man- 
ner. Let gentlemen say at once to their constit- 
uents, that the House. necded more servants, and 
that they must be paid out of the public purse. 
Gentlemen of the Democratic party had accused 
the Whigs of extravagance, yet a late Whig Con- 
gress had reduced the expenses of the House very 
greatly; and was this Democratic Congress about 
now to increase them? He was for a committe 
Tf, on full examination, a committee should report 
that these new officers were actually needed, he 
would go for their appointment; but, in his judg- 
ment, as at present informed, they were not. 

Mr. McDOWELL admitted that this was rath- 


er a small business, but he was opposed to increas- |i 


ing both expenses and patronage. ‘The present 
Doorkeeper had assumed responsibility, and had 
subjected himself to much inconvenience and pain 
in making a selection from numerous candidates 
presented to. him; and Mr. MeD. was opposed to 
interfering with the present arrangement by the 
appointment of two new officers, i/ it would result 
in the increase of expenditure by the House; but 
he could not see how this was likely to result. Lf 
the House did create these officers, their compen- 
sation was in its own hands; the allowance must 
be taken from the pockets of their constituents, 
but it could be met by a corresponding reduction 
elsewhere. An attempt had been made to draw 
out the sympathies of the House in favor of the 
pages, but he was opposed to indulging sympathies 
at the expense of his constituents, One gentleman 
had almost dropped salt tearsat the thought how 
this appointment was to eflcet the poor orphans 
who received the patronage of the House. Mr. 
McD.’s sympathies were perhaps as readily moved 
as those of other gentlemen, yet he could not but 
inquire why the House must ‘select these particu- 
lar individuals and put their nose into the public 
trough. If the House was to act on sympathy 
and proceed on the principle of relieving the poor, 
let the relief be general and Jet the House be just. 
Yet he had no designs on the bread and butter of 
these poor little boys, nor did he sec that they mus 
suffer if the Flouse determined to do its own busi 
ness instead of devolving it upon a Doorkeeper. 
He hoped the House would keep the power in its 
own hands, and not deal it out to be exercised by 
A, B, and C, as their proxies. 


Mr. TIBBATTS demanded the previous ques- | 


tion. 


not cut off the motion to commit? 


for the previous question was not seconded. 


Mr. CHIPMAN said he had but a few remarks | 


to submit. The subject was spoken of as of trivia 
importance, but he believed it would be found tha 


its importance was small in the estimation of gen- {| 


tlemen just in the ratio of the interest they actually 
took in the question. He would submit it to the 
House whether a question touching patronage 
exercised by the Doorkeeper without authority o 
law was a matter of such very trifling consequence 
He would submit whether it was a matter so trivia 
to take mone 
their individual sympathies in open viol 
all law and all expediency? Again: if gentlemen 
could show by any process of logic that a mere 


change in the mode of appointment would neces- | 


sarily involve an increase of expenditure, he might 
consent to oppose this measure; but-if not, from 


what motives had all this clamor been raised | 


against it? Nothing was said about extravagance 


j 


|, ting it. That House 


: jJect not debatable; he was discussing a 
hot inerease the expenditares of the House; then | 


f 


i Was accusing the Flouse of plundering the treas- 


i: been pronounced out of order, 


} Alabama, [Mr. McConnext.] 


| when a proposition had lately been up to go-inte 
; the public treasury and disponse the public money 
‘for no legitimate purpose under heaven, 
Mr. MeCONNELL asked the gentleman to 
| state what the urpose Was. 
| Mr, CHIPMAN said it was well known. 
Mr. McCONNELL. State it, then, n 
Mr. CHIPMAN said he had no objection tosta- 
was not appointed for eleemo- |! 
| Syhary purposes, nor for the support of religions : 
Mr. McCONNELL here called Mr. Cirman 
to order. The gentleman was alluding to a sub- 
question 
that the House had already acted upon. Both 
| branches of Congress had already appointed their 
i Chaplains, and the gentleman was going back into 
| the subject of the chaplainey. He moved to lay 
i the gentleman's speech on the table. [A langh.] 
| The CHAIN decided that Mr. Cuipman was 
wandering from the question, ; 
i Mr. CHIPMAN said he had made no allusion 
to the chuplaincy. [Cries of “ Oh!” “Oh yf 
the gentleman from Alabama. insisted on his mo- 
tion, Mr. C. should make no reply. 
Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, called Mr. 
: Capmany to order. He understood the gentleman 


i 
i 
| 
| 
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i ury. 
| Mr. CHIPMAN said he had said no such thing. 
¿ Fhe CHAIR decided that Mr. Cuan, having 


could not proceed 


| but by leave of the Louse. 

Leave having been granted— 
Mr. CHIPMAN expressed his regret that he | 
| should have been misunderstood by so distinguish- 
| cd a member of the House as the gentleman from 


| Mr. McCONNELL said he was not so very 
much distinguished as a certain pig which had 
i lately been alluded to. [A laugh.] 

| Mr. CHIPMAN, resuming, said he had made 
| no such charge as that of plundering the treasury. 
| He had merely alluded to past events with a view 
| of introducing a single remark on the sympathy 
| professed by certain gentlemen for the orphan 
| pages upon the floor.” If it was proner that or- 
; phans should be sustained, he would inquire whe- 
| ther the treasury was an cleemosynary fund for 
‘that purpose? If it was, then the sympathies of 
gentlemen were well placed. But it would be bet- 
‘ter that that matter should be fully understood. 
| Admitting that the adoption of the resolution would 
; involve a reduction of the number of pages, he did || 
not understand it to be legitimate to appeal to the || 
House on that ground. Hf these boys were placed 
, on public charity, let it be done openly and directly 
by gentlemen who were continually addres; ng the 
Mouse in favor of economy. His own opinion 
was, that the P esent patronage of the Doorkeeper 
was such as should not be confided to any subor- 
| dinate officer, and he wag opposed to its continu- 
ance; he would not give him any patronage what- 
ever. Let him attend simply to lis duty as Door- 
keeper, and then the appointment would be freed 
from improper influences. What objection was 
there to the appointment of these two officers? 
None in the world. ‘fhe time of the House had 
heen consumed; but why? Because gentlemen 


1 fru 

Mr. KING, of New York, inquired of the Chair | 
whether the previous question, if sustained, would | 
i Show a little of it in their practice.” There was a 
The CHAIR replying in the affirmative, the call |: 


y out of the public treasury to gratify | 
ation of |! 


į Were sensible that patronage was improperly en- 
ed to the Doorkeeper. It should be in the 
hands of the Fouse, if anywhere. When gentle- 
i men talked so much about economy, they should |: 
i 
wide difference hetween preaching and practice un- |; 
der eertain circumstances. Fe believed it to be the | 
| wish of the House, as a whole, that as small a de- | 
i mand should be made on the people’s money as |: 
| Was Consistent with a right discharge of their pub- || 
ilic duty, Gentlemen should remember that all |! 
the moncy they voted away was ground out of the 
pockets of the people under existing laws. Then, |} 
while they preached, he asked them to practice.. 
Mr. MORRIS moved to adjourn; on which mo- | 
i tion the yeas and nays being demanded and taken, 
_ stood as follows: Yeas 66, nays 73. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
The question then recurring on the motion of H 
| Mr, Presrox Kixa, that the question be referred || 
i to the Committee on Accounts— | 
| Mr. GROVER moved that the pending motion 
be indefinitely postponed. He stated some of the $ 
details respecting the employment of pages and i 
messengers. At nine o’elock in the morning they i 
went into the folding-room, and there continued 


| 
i 
i 
i 


ji 


‘room proceeded. 


| you shall be relieved from al 


x 


| that if he was a good and 


i ciples; but, he confessed, he had not 


pwi 


| question bein 


nd 
se adjourned, whether: fora- 


diligendy employed until the House. amet 
whenever the- How 
longer ora shorter 


jioa » the duties of the folding- 
The efléct of the proposed’ ap- 
pointment would be to exempt these persons from 
employment in the folding-room ‘atvall. Let their 
numbers be reduced as faras the House pleased, 
‘such would ‘be the result. G. had inquired 


how this information” could he brought before the 
House; and he. had ‘been told ‘that; if" he would 
make an application to the Clerk -of the House, 
that officer could furnish him with the informa- 
tion. He had thereupon addressed a respectful note 
to the Clerk, and hig owr understanding was that 
that officer was not at liberty to refuse an answer; 
and Mr. greatly regretted that any censure 
should have been cast upon him for the letter he 


| had written: he was an experienced ‘officer, and 


Mr. G. a new member.’ If the pages were no 
longer employed in. the -folding-room, ‘then the 
whole business would have to be done by ‘the 
thousand. This did not appear to Mr. G. to be 
a triflingssubject. He came from ‘an inland dis- 
trict—a district which never had ‘had’ a United 
States officer. in it, save a postmaster.” His con- 
stituents asked and expeeted nothing from’ this 
Government in the;way of patronage: but there 
was one thing they did ask, and that was, that the 


| expenditures m every department of. this Govert- 
| ment should be kept within the lowest practicable 


limits; and it was on this account that Mr. G. had 


j| called on the Clerk for his report. Fle felt assured, 


‘if the House understood this matter, thatit would 
| Not consent to say to its pages and messengers, 
l Jabor, save during 
| the hours in which the Horse is in session: 
He was acquainted with the. present superin- 
tendent of the falding-room, but about him per- 
| sonally he.cared nothing. -It had been said, indecd, 
roper man, tlie delega- 
tion from New York could sustain him before the 
House. Now, Mr. G., as. an humble member of 


that delegation, would take the liberty. of saying 
‘that, when they got up.a fight here, he-hoped tt 
would be for some’ more: i { ana 


twenty shilling per diem oft pe if thy 
in a contest for such officers,-they would 7 
represent their constituents. = But when an oficial 
explanation stated to the House that the result of 
this appointment would be to swell the expenses 
of the House from five to eight thousand lollars 
a year, he could not refuse to stand in his place 
and utter his voice in opposition to it. Tn so 
doing, he considered. himself as doing his duty, 
and the very duty which his constituents had sent 
him here to discharge. 

His colleague [Mr. P. Kine] had suggested that 
the whole subject should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. ‘To this Mr. G. had no ob- 
jection. Let them examine the whole subject, and 
make a full repdrt. One gentleman had said that 
he had considered it as democratic to reduce pa- 


| tronage. Now, Mr. G. would yield to no gentle- 


man on that floor in devotion to democratic prin- 
so learnt 
democracy as to maintain that the people could be 
hehefited by taking away from the Doorkeeper the 
appointment of this twenty-shilling officer. T£ he 
could corrupt any body by that, it was-not one of 
Mr. G.’s constituents: if he hoped to do anything: 
th them, he must offer them larger baits. Mr. 
G. was not in favor of patronage when it could be 
dispensed with; but-he would put it to gentlemen 
to say whether it comported with the dignity of” 
that House to go into an election for every one 
of these little pages, and for every messenger 
about the House. Would their constituents thank 
them for spending a week of the public time in 
going through the farce of an election for each one 
of these subordinate officers? He thought not. 
He hoped the House would act coolly in the miat- 


| ter, and would not proceed to create new offices 


without having their eyes fully opened. ` He was 
willing that the subject should either go.to a con- ` 
mittee, or be indefinitely postponed. ee 

The question recurring on Mr. Kane?s:motion 
to-refer— A : 

Mr. GROVER demanded ‘tha 
but the House 


easand nays, 
refused to- order “them; and ‘the 
g put, the ayes-werd 49, the noes 53. 
No quorum having voted, the: question was about 
to be again put, when, ë ee 

On motion of Mr- KENNEDY, the House ad- 
jowrned.. +. A 


sinaia 
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PETITIONS, REMONSTRANCES, ke, 
-Petitions, Memorials, &c., were presented and 
referred under the rule to-day, as follows: 


By Mr, ABBOTT: The petition of Joseph Merrill and 15 
others, citizens of Dracut, Massachusetis, rémonstrating 
against the admission of Texas as a State of this Union for 
various reasons, but especially because its constitutiou, as- 
fut'as it can, supports and perpetuates slavery. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition for a mail route 
from. Springfield, via- Postville, Waynesville, Randotph’s 
Grove, Bloomington, Hudson, and Josephine. 

Also, the petition of N, Boilvin. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN, of Virginia: The petition of Mrs, 
Anna Royall (the widow of a revolutionary soldier,) praying 
for-a pension, 7 i 

By Mri W. HUNT: The remonstrances of 175 men and 
11) women of Orleans county, New York, against the ad- 
mission of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Ann Clayton, praying 
for an increase of pension. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Bump, of Licking county, 
Ohio, praying fot a pension. 

By Mr. P. KING: The petition of citizens of Cénton, St. 
Juawrence county, New York, for an increase of duty on 
soda ash, barilla, and sal soda, 

Also, the petition and protest of 35 citix 
Lewis county, New York, 
asa slave State. 

And on Mr. K’s motion, the petition and papers of Moses 
Begur were referred 'to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts: The remon- 
strances of Leonard Rice and 57 males and 53 females of 
Charlemont; also, of 28 women of Chester; also of 97 citi- 
s of Chester; also, of Thaddeus Pomeroy and 91 other 
ens of Stockbridge; also, of William “Avery and.58 
others, citizens of Conway, Massachusetts—all against the 
admission of Texas into the Union asa slave State. 

By Mr. MACLAY : The petition of Caroline E. 
executrix of Wm. G. Sanders, formerly a sutter jn the Uni- 
ted States army, praying additional compensation for build- 
ings destroyed by order'of an officer of the United St 
army. Also, the petition- of James Green for pension as a 
midshipnian ja the Virginia State unvy from 1777 to 1781, 
Also, the petition of John B. Wingerd for compensation for 
services in the office of First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

By Mr, C. B. SMELT: The remonstrance ef Seth Heine 
Shaw and 256 others, citizens of the State of Indiana, against 
the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr: DELANO: ‘Che petition of Roxana Moore, pray- 
ing fora pension in consideration of the services of her hus- 
band during the revolutionary war. 


ens of Lowville, 
against the admission of Texas 


Sanders, 


IN SENATE, 
Moxpay, December 29, 1845. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the bill for the 
extension of the laws of the United States over 
the State of Texas, and for, other purposes, had 
passed. the House. ` 


COMMUNICATIONS FROM EXECUTIVE DE- 
PARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT Jaid before the Senate the 
following communications: s 

A report from the Secretary: of War, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, show- 
ing the progress which had been made in the re- 
moval of the raft in the Red river; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A report of the Secretary of the Treasury, made 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, in 
relation to the correction of errors, and completing 
the returns of the survey of township one, south 
of range seven cast, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. HANNEGAN presented the memorial of | 
James. Le Cathcart; executor of Joseph L. Cath- 
cart, deceased, praying remuneration for losses 
sustained .by the testator in the execution of in- 
structions. of his Government while Consul Gen- 
eral to the Barbary Powers, in 1803; which was 
referred to. the Committee of Claims: 

Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of Joseph 
H. Causten, assignee of John B. Hagan, praying 
compensation for servicesas Commissioner for in- 
vestigating frauds on the: Creek Indians, in the 
year 1835; which was referred to. the Committee 
ou Indian Affairs. 
Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of W. 
H. Hildreth praying compensation for provisions 
furnished for the uso of the Sac and Fox Indians 
west of. the Mississippi river; which was referred. 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

Mr. UPHLAM presenited the petition.of Hannah 
Beard, widow of a deceased revolutionary soldier 
praying a pension; which was referred to the 


| tier of the United States. 


Mr. FENNESS presented the petition of citizens | 
| of Durham, New Hampshire, praying for the | 
| adoption of measures for the amicable adjustment | 
of all. international difficulties which may arise; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. : 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of 
Reuben Mills, a revolutionary soldier, praying for | 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee ; 
on Pensions. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of Elizabeth Sailor, widow of a deceased 
revolutionary soldier, praying a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. R. JOHNSON presented‘ the petition of | 
Erskine & Eichelberger, praying the payment of | 
‘a balance due on certain ‘advances by them to John 
Gunter, a Cherokee Indian, for which the United | 
States became bound by the treaty of 1825-6, with 
| the Cherokee Indians; which was referred to the | 
Committee of Claims. i 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of Smith, | 
Thurgar & Co., merchants in New York, praying i 
the repayment of certain duties illegally exacted | 
of them by the collector of that port; which was į 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition of members 
| of the bar of Washington city, praying the repeal 


of the law requiring one of the judges of the cir- 


on the Judiciary. 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON presented a remonstrance 
of citizens of Maryland against the admission of | 
Texas into the Union; which was laid on the table. | 

Mr. ATCITISON presented a memorial of | 
chiefs, braves, and young men of the united bands | 
of Chippewa, Ottowa, and Pottawatomie Indians, 
praying that provision may be made in all treaties 
hereafter entered into with them, for securing to | 
them the fee-simple of the reservations to which 
| they may be entitled; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs. 
| Mr. McDUFFIE presented a memorial of citi- 
i zens of Charleston, $ C., praying the establish- 
i ment in that city of a branch of the mint of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. McD. also presented the memorial of John 
Carter, of Georgetown, District of Columbia, pray- 
ing that he may be authorized by law to bring into 
said District, from the State of South Carolina, a | 
i Slave of which he is the owner; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted documents relating to 
the claim of Richard Elliott, a revolutionary sol- 
dier, to a pension; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASS moved that the report of- the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office be printed: The mo- 
tion prevailed. 

Mr. C. also presented the following resolutions; 

| which, under the rule, lie over: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
į fairs be instructed to inquire into tHe expediency of : 
fixing a period of age beyond which no officer in 
| the army shall be called into active service during 
| war; and if they consider such a measure expedi- 
ent, then to consider, also, the regulations proper | 
to be adopted to effect the object. 

Resolved; That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs inquire into the expediency of constructing a 
| Ship canal around the falls at the Sault St. Marie, 
| in the State of Michigan, with a view to the mili- 
| tary and naval defence of the northwestern fron- 


| Mr. HANNEGAN presented, for the considera- 

| tion of the Senate, the following resolutions; which, | 
| under the rule, lie over: 

| Resolved, That the country included within the 
| parallels of 42 and 54 degrees 40 minutes north | 
| latitude, and extending from the Rocky mountains | 
i to the Pacific ocean, known as the Territory of Or- | 
| egon, is the property, and part and parcel of the | 
United States. : 

Resolved, ‘Vhat there exists no power in this 
| Government to transfer its soil, and the allegiance | 
| of its citizens, to the dominion, authority, control, : 
jand subjection of any foreign prince, state, or | 


i 
| 
| 


| Sovereignty. i 
| Resolved, That the abandonment or surrender of ; 
| any portion of the Territory of Oregon would be : 
| an abandonment of the honor, the character, and | 


Committee on Pensions. 


| the best interests of the American people. | 


exit court for the District of Columbia to reside in į 
Alexandria; which was referred to the Committee | 


|| that this bill should. 
iV tary of War h 
f 


Mr. ASHLEY presented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Arkansas, instructing the Sen- 
ators and requesting the Representatives. of that 
Stale in Congress, to endeavor to procure a law 
authorizing the. public lands to be sold in half- 
quarter séctions to actual settlers; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public ‘Lands, and or- 
dered to he printed. ego Raney ed E 

Mr. A. also presented a resolution, passed by 
the Legislature of Arkansas, instructing the Sen- 
ators and reqvesting the Representatives of said... 
State in Congress, to endeavor to procure the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Little Rock to Fort’ 
Smith; a mail route from Perryville to Park’s Post 
Office; a mail route from Benton to Perryville; and 
from Benton, to Warren, in Bradley county, all in 
said State of Arkansas; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. A. also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Arkansas, in relation to a grant of sev- 
enty-two acres of land for a seminary of learning 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 


l| Roads and Canals, reported without amendment 


the bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois. 

Mr. LEWIS asked to be excused from serving 
| as a member of the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals; which request was asceded to, no objection 
being made. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the President 
was empowered to nominate a Senator to fill the 
vacancy in the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
occasioned by the resignationjof Mr. Lewis; and 
thereupon appointed Mr. Turney. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to post- 
pone the previous orders of the day for the pur- 
i pose of taking upa bill which he named. 

The motion being agreed to, 

The Senate proceeded, as in committee of the 
whole, to the consideration of a bill to repeal the 
act abolishing the office of Second Assistant In- 
spector General of the army; and no amendment 
being offered, the bill was’ reported, and ordered 
to he engrossed for a third reading, after avery few’ 
remarks from Mr. BENTON and Mr. SPEIGHT 
in fuvor of its passage. 

Mr. ASHLEY stated that, in consequence of 
the absence of some of. the members of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled .Bills, there were not a suffi- 
cient number present to act upon the bill for the 
extension of the laws of the United States over 
the State of Texas, and for other purposes; and 
asked that 2 member of said committee might be 
appointed in the place of Mr. Janwacin. 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that it would be better 
to appoint an additional member of the commit- 
tee, so as not to displace Mr. Tarwaci. 

Mr. ASHLEY acquiesced, and moved that the 
Chairmake the appointment; which was agreed to, 

The CHAIR appointed Mr. Gremne a member 
of said committee, 

Mr. BRIGHT reported, from the committee, 
that they had examined, and found duly enrolled, 
the resolution for the admission of the State of 
Texas into the Union. 


SAPPERS AND MINERS AND PONTONIERS. 


The Senate proceeded, as in committee of the 
whole, to the consideration of the bill to organize 
a company of sappers and miners and pontoniers; 
and no amendments being offered, the same was 
reported to the Senate; when f 

Mr. BENTON said that it was very desirable 
pass immediately; the Secre- 
ad been importuned by the command: 


| Ing officers of the army on the frontiers for the or- 


| ganization of such a company, for want of which 
| men were obliged to he detached from other service 
| to perform the duties which are usually performed 
i by such company. 


No amendments being offered by the Senate, the 


bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


THE STATE OF TEXAS. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
į Fesentatives, announcing that the bill for the exten- 
Sion of the laws of the United States over the State 
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of Texas, and for other purposes, had been signed | 


by the Speaker of the House. 


Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Com- | 


Bi 


merce, reported the following ‘ Bill to establish a 
collection district in the State of Texas, and. for 
other purposes: . : 
A BILL to establish a collection district in the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the State of Texas shall be one col- 


lection district, and the city of Galveston the only | 
rt of entry, to which shall be*annexed Sabine, | 


20 
Velasco. Matagorda, Cavello; La Vaca, and Cor- 
pus Christi, as ports of delivery only. 


| 


_ Be it further enacted, That’a-collector for the | 
district of Texas ‘aforesaid: shall -be appointed by | 


the President, with the advice ahd consent of the 
Senate of the United States, who shall hold his 
office upon the terms. and for the time prescribed 
by law: for the like offices in other districts. The 


said. collector shall reside at the city of Galveston; | 


and he’shall be entitled:to a salary wot’ exceeding 
dine in that sum the 


‘two? thousand 
fées allowed by 


the: 


aforesaid ports. of delivery, to’ wit: Sabine, 
‘Velasco, Matagorda, Cavello, La. Vaea, and Cor- 
pus Christi, ‘shall be appointed by the President, 


‘with the consent of the Senate of the Unitel States, 


who shall’ hold: their offices. respectively upon the | 
terms and for. the time prescribed by law for the , 


like offices in other districts. 


The. said surveyors | 


shall be entitled:each to a salary not excecding one | 
thousand dollars, including in that sum the fees al- | 
lowed ‘by Jaw ‘and the amount collected by any of ; 
the said surveyors in any one year for fecs exceed- | 
ing-the'said sum of one thousand dollars, shalf be | 


accounted for and 
United States. 

The bill having been read twice, 

Mr. HAY WOOD asked for the third reading 
of the bill this day. 

Mr. DAVIS expressed a desire to have the bill 
printed; but declined to press this, if the Senate 


paid into the treasury. of the | 


should unanimously agree to its third reading at , 


this time. a 

Mr, ARCHER stated, as an inducement to the 
Senate to pass the bill without délay, that he un- 
derstood that a méssénger would leave the city to- 
morrow morning for Texas, and it was very desir- 
able that this bill should be transmitted by him, 
in order that. its provisions might he carried into 
effect, without delay. For the protection of the 
revenue, it was important that the bill should he 


expedited in its passage, and he hoped it would be , 


read a third time to-day. 


Mr. DAVIS, for the information of the Senate, 


stated that the bill simply provided for one colice 
tion district for the State, with a collector to reside 
at Galveston, This was thought to be expedient. 


The city of Galveston was merely a port of entry, ! 
and the only one within the State; and it was | 


deemed proper to make other places ports of de- 
livery. The whole organization was this: one 


collector, to reside at Galveston, and five survey- | 


ors at the ports of delivery—exelusively of the 
right of the collector to appoint certain officers for 
the collection of the revenue and to prevent smug- 
gling. He saw no objection to the general fea- 
tures of the bill, as far as his judgment went. 


Whether or not they were very well-informed on : 
the subject, the organization was very simple, and | 


to him seemed to meet the emergencies which ex- 
isted for the collection of the revenue, until better 
information could be obtained. 

. Mr. HUNTINGTON wished to make a single 
inquiry. Ifhe understood the bill as it had been 
read, there was a provision that the collector shall 
be entitled to, at least, the sum of two thousand 
dollars: = c> 

Mr. DAVIS. Not at least, but at most. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. Very well; but entitled 
to twò thousand dollars. Whatever the amount 
of the fees may bej-the collector was to receive two 
thousand dollars; and cach surveyor a thousand 
dollars.” His inquiry of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [M Davis] was this: Whether it was 


not unusual to fix thé salary of the collector at two | 


thousand ‘dollars, and that of the “surveyors at a 


i 
| 
I 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
t 


lito determine pr 


it ample information, the committee seemed. fully 


i chiefly from the United States. 


! the Legislature of the Territory of Arkans 


! was withdrawn trom that commitice, and referred 


| suspended for the purpose of calling the commit- 
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thousand? If unusual, why had a provision been 
made different from that for other colleetors.and 
surveyors? TELE 

Mr. DAVIS replied, that the proposition might 
be judicious or injudicious. It was not very easy 
‘ly what, amount of fees was 
likely to be received until they knew something of 
he trade. Not being. well-informed, not having 


authorized to act decisively; they thought it the 


better way to give the officers a reasonable ċom- || 


pensation, and make it certain to them. If expe- 
rience shall show that a different arrangement 
should be entered into, it would be, as a matter 
of course. At present, they did not deem the 
salaries unreasonable. They supposed thatin the 
whole of those ports important duties must de- 
volve; and it was, therefore, the opinion of the 
committee that the collector should receive two 
thousand dollars, and the officers at the ports of 
delivery a thousand dollars. "The general law, he | 
believed, authorized collectors to receive not ex- 
ceeding four thousand dollars. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. If the fees amount to 
that sum. ; 

Mr. DAVIS said, what the amount of fees would 
he at avy one of these ports they could not deter- 
mine, If the trade should prove as great as it 
had been heretofore, the fees would exceed two 
thousand doilars, ‘Che probability, however, was 
this: that the revenue would diminish, as the en- 
tries had, to a smail extent, been from foreign 
countries; and, by examining several statistical 
statements, it was ascertained that the entries were | 
And therefore 
the probability was that the revenue would rather 
diminish than inerease. The committee considered 
the provision as an experiment, and the salaries 
not unreasonable under the cireumstances, 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by their Clerk, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had affixed his signature 
to the joint resolution for the admission of Texas 
into the Union. 

Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. 

The Senate then went into an Executive session. 
After some time spent therein, the doors were 
opened; when 

The hill to establish a collection: district in the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes, was read 
a third time, and passed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December £9, 1845. 


The Jounal of Saturday was read and approved. 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the memorial of 
sy ask- 


- The question recurred on ‘the moton of- ‘ 
| Kine, pending at the adjournment: onthe 27th in- 
stant, that the whole: subject. bé: referred to the: 
standing. Commitee ‘on Aceounts,' to: report! whe 
ther the election of a superintendent of the fol 
room: will increase the expenses of ‘the: 
and, if so, how: much;.as, also, the effect wh 
the change from the present system would ‘have 
on the business of the House and the E 

of the members. =° Pe een ee 

Mr. BOWLIN. inquired what would, be the 
effect of the previous question, if now moped? o =- 

The CHAIR answered that, under a decision of: 
the House made at the present session, it would cus 
off the motions to refer and postpone, and brin 
the House to a direct vote on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the election. i : Oe SE 

Mr. BOWLIN. ‘Then I do not move the pre 
vious question. : 

Mr. McDOWELL moved the previous ques- 
tion. It was not seconded, only twenty mem- 
bers rising in favor of it. $ eo! 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved that the: whole. 
subject be laid on the: table. The question-was: ° 
decided in the negative, by yeas and nays, äs fol- 
lows: a) : 

YLAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Ander- 
son, Renton, James Black, James A. Black, Blanch- 
ard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Buffington, 
Burt, Cabell, Colin, Cranston, Cullom, Cummins, 
Dargin, Darragh, De Mott, Dixon, Dunlap, Faran, 
lickin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gor- 
don, Grover, Henley, Hough, Sam’? D, Hubbard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt; Charles J, Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Ligon, Maclay, McClernand, 
McCrate, McKay, Barclay Martin, Moulton, Niv- 
| en, Norris, Rathbun, Reid, Russell, Scammon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robt. Smith, 
Stanton, Stephens, Strong, James 7 RompeOn, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wood, 
Yell, and Yost—68. ; 

NAYS—Messrs, Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bedinger, Boyd, Milton 
Brown, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, 
Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Garrett Davis, 
Jefferson Davis, Delano, Dobbin, Dockery, Foot, 
Graham, Hamlin, Haralson, Harper, Herrick; E, - 
B. Holmes, Hopkins, John W. Houston, George 
S. Elouston, Hudson, Washington Hunt, J oseph 
R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew. Johnson, » 
George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, 
Lunipkin, McConnell,: McDowell, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Marsh,.J. P. Martin, Parish, Payne, 
Pettit, Pollock, Ramsey, Relfe,, Roberts, Julius 
Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Severance, 
Leonard H. Simms, Simpson, Truman Smith, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Starkiveather, Thi- 
bodeaux, Thomasson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Tibbaits, 
Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Win- 


ing an appropriation for the construction of a road, 
which memorial had heretofore been referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


to the Committee on Roads and Canals. | 
The SPEAKER announced the regular order of ! 
business to be the resolution relating to the elec- 


tion of a superintendent and assistant of the folding- li 


room. 


Mr. PRINKERHOFF moved that the rules be 


tees for reports. 
Mr. TIBBATTS requested Mr. Brinxernorr | 
so to modify his motion as to provide for the intro- 


duction of bills of which notice had been given, |! 


and of notices of Jeave to introduce bills. ; 
And My. MeDO WELL suggested to Mr. BRINK- 


ERHOFF further to modify his motion so as to in- |j 


clude resolutions of uisiruction to committees. 

The motion was modified accordingly. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
yeas 54, nays 34; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved that there be a 
call of the House; which motion was rejected. 

The question was then again taken by tellers, 
and the vote stood—yeas 64, nays 47. 

So two-thirds not voting in the affirmat 
rules were not suspended. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF THE FOLDING-ROOM. 


The Housé resumed. the consideration of the 
regular order of the day—the motion to proceed to 


ive, the 


throp, and Woodworth—76. 

So the House, for the third time, refused to lay 
the subject on the table. 

The question was then taken (by‘tellers) on the 
motion to refer to ihe Committee on Accounts, 
and decided in the negative—59 to 82. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Grover to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. GROVER called for the 
; and they were ordered. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the whole subject be 
referred to a Select Committee, and that in the 
mean time the election of a superintendent be 
postponed. 

Mr. McK. said that he had not looked into this 
matter, and was not prepared to say whether the 
arrangement proposed would or would- not in- 
crease the expenditure of the House. ‘He thought, 
however, that it was very likely that it would: 
The folding was now executed by the pages and 
messengers belonging to this House, and ifit was 
withdrawn from their hands it must, of ‘course, 
create great additional expense: - : ; 

But there was another fact: connected with this. 
business of folding the documents ‘which demana- 
ed serious attention, and called. for immediate ac- 
tion on the part of the House: He had been told 
by the Postmaster General-that on- all documenisy : 
speeches, messages, or ‘whatever else: was ‘folded 
: for members of this House; in a particular manner, 
| postage was charged and‘collected, and this though. 
i they might have been ‘franked by the members. 
|! The report of the Clerk. stated'that four millions 


yeas and nays, 


i 


the election ofa superintendent of the folding-room, 
pursuant to the order of the 19th instant... 


| and a half of bundles, besidés the franked letters 
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had gone from that room in one year.. On all 
these millions of packages, if folded in a particular 
manner, so as to be legally included as letters, let- 
ter postage was charged. by the department, and 
this amount, being paid by Government, created a 
charge upon. the treasury of more than half a mil- 
lion of dollars. Unless some. legislation was had 
on the subject, this charge must continue. Surely 
ao gentleman could desire such a state of things to 
continuc an hour longer. He desired, therefore, 


that ‘the whole subject should be looked into by a | 


seléct committee.” 

Mr: HOPKINS said that hitherto he had. taken 
no part in this debate. . Indeed, it had appeared to 
him passing strange that there should be a diver- 
sity of opinion as to the practical operation of so 
simple a resolution as that which had been adopted 
by the ‘House respecting the election of officers 
to supeyintend the folding-room attached to this 
House. The question was so. perfectly simple 
that there seemed to be no room left for any dif- 
ference of opinion in regard to it. AH it did was 
to give to the House itself the appointment of two 
officers who, under the present arrangement, were 
appointed by the Doorkeeper. ‘This was what it 
did, and all it did. How it was possible that a re- 
solution like that could involve. great additional 
expense was to him quite incomprehensible. The 
two individuals now occupying the place might be 
reappointed for aught Mr. F. cared. Those who 
introduced and those who had supported the reso- 
lution meant that this should be its effect, viz. that 
the House ‘should. apnoint instead of the Door- 
keeper: and this was all they meant. Who had any 
thought of dismissing these little pages from their 
employment, or of removing any of the messen- 
gers who were now employed in the folding-room ? 
Nobody, so faras he knew or believed. ‘The con- 
struction which had been pat upon the resolution 
by cerlain gentlemen was a forced corstruction, 
and not the natural and legitimate meaning of it. 
Did gertlemen know what was the amount of the 
resent patronage of the Doorkeeper of this House? 
f he was: correctly informed, it was not less than 
$100,000. Flow was this large patronage dispens- 
ed? He could. not say, for he had never particu- 
darly inquired. And, indeed, the Doorkeeper was 
not so much to blame for the removals he had 
made, or the manner in which he had filled the va- 
cancies created. The fault did not lie with him, 
The evil was here upon this floor. : The real evil 
was the intermeddling of members. of Congress 
with this officer in the discharge of his duty..‘This 
was the true source of all.the difficulty. If the 
Doorkeeper was in fault at. all,.it was in that he 
yielded too readily to the improper interference of 
others, : Let those take the rêsponsibility to whom 
it justly belonged: Let there be ho more log-roll- 
ing. Let not gentlemen any longer be saying to 
the officer, You shall have the vote of such and of 
such a delegation on condition that you will ap- 
point asa messenger this and that individual. 

Mr, HOUSTON, of Alabama, here interposed 
to ask Mr. H. a question. From.the remarks of 
that gentleman, it would seem that he must have 
been acquainted with all that had passed—he seem- 
ed to know very much’ about. it: and as the gen- 
tleman. was privy to’ so much, Mr. H. would like, 
for himself and for the House, to know a little 
more about this corruption. He wanted larger in- 
formation on this matter. . 

Mr. HOPKINS said, if the House wished to go 
into an inquiry of that sort, let it appoint a special 
committee, and they would get at the facts. 

Mr, HOUSTON said, then he was for a special 
committee forthwith. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS resumed. He was sorry to 
observe that .a very improper prejudice seemed to 
be entertained. in some quarters against the present 
Doorkeeper of the House... Mr. H. was unwilling 
to see that officér made the butt for these unmerited 
attacks. Mr. H. had had no. connexion with him 
of any sort, nor had he held any conversation with 
him as to whom he; should appoint, or who had 
excrted any personal or improper influence over 
him. Yet he believed that he had been interfered 
wih. ing ‘ 

But, be that as it might, what had all this to do 
with the fact stated by the gentleman from North 


Carolina, or his wish for a select.committee to in= || 


quire about postage? _ If any improper charge.was. 
made by the. Post Office Department; it was not 
the fault of the Doorkecper. If. fault there was, 
it was the fault of the House, and it would con- 


| 


| 
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document folded as a letter had been charged with 
letter postage; and some documents had been 
charged as high as four dollars; but what had this 
to do with the election of the superintendent of the 
folding room? Nothing the House should do about 
this election would remedy or. in any way affect 
this evil. The Doorkeeper had. received no m- 
struction from the House how documents should 
be folded. Wor did he probably know. or suspect. 
that letter postage was charged on any document 
folded under his direction. The House had the 
remedy in its hands—it must be remedied by legis- 
lation, and. not by quarreling with the subordinate 
officer. He hoped this whole subject would be 
confided to a committee; and that that committee 
would be charged to extend their inquiries beyond 
the folding-room, and would look into and report 
on this whole subject of subordinate patronage. Tt 
had increased, was increasing, and ought to be re- 
duced. But Mr. H. had no complaint to make 
against the Doorkeeper as to the manner in which 
it had been exercised; and from all he knew of 
that officer, he was induced to believe that he 
would greatly thank the House if it would take the 
burden off his hands. 

Mr. HOUSTON said that as the gentleman from 
Virginia had made a pretty strong insinuation re- 
specting improper interference on the part of mem- 


appointments, he thought the gentleman ought to 
speak right out and say what the interference was, 
and who had been concerned in it. For himself 
he had never recommended any one, as far as he 


lieved he had signed a paper, along with other 
gentlemen, in belalf’of one of the little pages. Ie 
had always refused to interfere in the matter, 
believing that the officer ought to be left to the in- 
dependent discharge of his own duties. For the 
manner in which he discharged them he was re- 
sponsible to the House; and if he failed to do it, 
the House ought to see that it was done or to dis- 
charge him, Mr. H. was entirely willing and ready 
to go into an investigation of any improper conduct 
either on his part or on that of any other officer of 
the House. But he was opposed to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina, |Mr. 
McKay,] because it confounded together in one 
reference two subjects entirely different from each 
other, and which, if referred at all, ought to go to 
two separate committees. The matter of postage 
ought. to be sent to the Committee on the Post 
Office, and that in regard to patronage to a select 
committee. 

Mr: McKAY here rose to say that the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office had the subject already un- 
der consideration, and perhaps would reportsa, bill 
amending, or else explaining. the bill of last ses- 
sion, if they thought the law itself should not be 
altered. But what Mr. McK. had mainly intend- 
ed to suggest was, that directions should be given 
as to a change in the present manner of folding the 
documents. So long as they continued to be fold- 
ed in the manner of letters, letter postage would 
continue to be charged upon them. . 

Mr. HOPKINS wished to state that a different 
mode of folding would subject them only to the 
postage charged upon newspapers. 

Mr. HOUSTON resumed. In this view of the 
subject he would not object that the select commit- 
tee should have charge of both subjects. He had 
supposed that the object of the gentleman was to 
have this select committee prepare a modification 
of the post office Jaw, or an explanatory act. , 

Mr. H. went on to say that he was entirely 
opposed to extending the patronage of the Door- 
keeper or any other officer. On the contrary, he 
was always ready to restrict it as far as he could. 
But he would not vote for a resolution drawn up 
in so indefinite and loose a manner as that moved 
by the. gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. J ones,] 
which prescribed no mode or form of discharging 
the duty of the new office. As it stood, it defined 
nothing; it was utterly devoid of everything like 
system. He presumed the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Jones,] who. had introduced. the 
resolution, did not know himself whether the new 
plan would increase or. diminish. the. public. ex- 

enditure. Mr. H. was willing the House should 
have these officers, if it desired theat; but he was 
not willing they should go on to actblindfold. The 


Fgeńtleman from Virginia [Mr. Horus] could 


| not-for his life see how an election of superintend- ! 


——— = : 
tinue until it should be remedied by law... Every 


bers with the Doorkeeper, as to his subordinate. 


recollected, save on one occasion, When he be- j 


ent. and. assistant. superintendent of the folding- 
room would increase the expenses of the House, 
bscause, as he said, these would not be -new offi- 
cers: but certainly the result would-be the crea- 
| tion -of two entirely new:ofiices and of two new 
officers to fill them, without taking from the con-. 
trol and employment of the Doorkeeper those now 
under him. - The House left-all these in employ- 
ment, and went-on:to.elect.two. others: besides. 
Would this create no.new expense? But suppose 
„the House should remedy that, still the new plan 
would create collision and. confusion between the 
two. officers and their subordinates. ° As the-mat- 
ter now stood, as soon as the House ceased to be 
in session, both before it sat and after itadjourned, 
i| the messengers and pages, as soon as they could 
ke spared from the Hall, were despatched into:the 
i| folding-room. If, then, we had the folding-room 
| as a separate department, and its superintendent 
should come and apply to the Doorkeeper for some 
of his hands, the latter would very naturally re- 
fuse to detail them from under his own control, 
and would probably answer that he had enough 
| for them to do in the Hall, or elsewhere. This 
was the natural course of things. The authorities 
would interfere, and be prepetually. coming into 
collision, 'T'he fair inference from what-had been 
said by gentlemen who were in favor of the elec- 
tion was, that if new hands were to be employed 
in the folding-room, some of the pages and mes- 
sengers were to be dispensed with in the Hall. 
This certainly would be the only way to keep 
peace and prevent a large augmentation of ex- 
pense. Each department ought to have its own 
forces, and have the exclusive control of them. 


The gentleman from Virginia had asked, who ever 


|! thought of reducing the number of pages? But 

the number, or their pay, must be reduced, or the 

expenses of the House increased. He hoped a 

committee would examine the whole subject, and 

i report fully and speedily to the House: then they 

| would have some data to go upon; but he was 

opposed to proceeding to the election of new offi- 

cers under a resolution which contained not a 

|| word as to their duties, nor proposed any feasible 

|| plan for performing them, ` 

| Mr. RATIIBUN said he would take the liberty 

of suggesting to the mover of the resolution that 

the committee also be directed to inquire whether- 
il any improper or corrupt influence had been used 

or attempted, on the part of any member or other 

person, with a view to affect the action of the Door- 

keeper in his appointments. j he i 

Mr. HOUSTON, resuming, said that if there 
really had been ay improper interference ánd'tam+ 
pering with the Doorkeeper, he, for one, should 
feel rather ashamed that it should. be brought to 
light- {A laugh] He had himself had nothing 
-to do with any such proceeding, either since or be~ 
fore the election of that officer; and unless it wag 
very outrageous and undeniable, he had rather it 
should not be exposed. : 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he should vote for 
the resolution of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, (Mr. McKay,] because he desired, if practi- 
cable, to retrench the expenditures of the House. 
He had not been in favor of the resolution moved 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. G. W. 
Joxes,] because he believed. it to have been based 
quite as much on a mere personal object as on any 
regard for the public sood. He had ever believed 
that this whole movement originated rather in a 
desire to get a blow at the Doorkeeper, than in any 
view of accommodating the public service. 

Mr. BOYD here rose and. said that his motive 
had not been. personal, nor. could be, because, as 
he had repeatedly stated, when he went for the re- 
solution he did not know the man who had received 
the appointment. His sole purpose had been to 
effect, if possible, a better arrangement of the busi- 
ness in the folding-room. 

Mr. McCLERNAND resumed. So much for 
the explanation of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
to.all which he-had nothing to say. He had risen 
not to discuss the subject, but to say a few words 
in: vindication of the Doiskeeper and to perform 
a duty which he owed him from the relation sub- 
sisting between that gentleman and himself. He 
had had nothing to do with the exercise of the pa- 
tronage confided to that officer, whether before his 
election to office or since; but he knew him well, 
and he knew him to- bé an honorable, high-minded 
man, and utterly incapable of contamination or 
corruption from influences such as had been insin- 
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uated in an indirect and side-bar way by some gen- fl the body had not even yet been able to come 


tlemen here. Ir gentlemen meant or knew of any- | 
thing of the kind, let them not skulk behind innu- 
endoes and side~bar insinuations, but let them come 
out in an open and manly manner—let them bring 
forward something explicit, something tangible. 
This would be more manly conduct than to de- 
stroy a man’s character by insinuations. 

The gendeman from Virginia [Mir Horeme) 
had alluded to some ‘‘unforimnate’’ removals an 
appointments made by the Doorkeeper, Mr. McC, 
was ignorant of any such. But he rather appre- 
hended that if a committee should be allowed to 
investigate the whole matter to the bottom, it 
would be found that the real offence of the Door- 
keeper lay more in his refusal to make certain ap- 
pointments than the removals he had made. His 
sin was that he had not accommodated everybody, 
but had exercised his right like an’ independent 
man. If any improper interference had been at- 
tempted, lct it be known; and if he had been guil- | 
ty of any impropriety of conduct, let him be rep- } 
rimanded as he deserved. But, without adducing : 
any tangible charge, to destroy a man by insinua- 
tions was unmanly and ungenerous. And gentle 
men did themselves and the House as much injus- 
tice as they did this officer—quite as much, and 
more. Mr. McC. knew him to be above all such 
ijufluences. He had no connexion with him in re- 
lation to any part of his official conduct; but he felt 
it due to the man to say thus much in his vindica- 
tion. 

He concluded by moving the previous question 
but shortly after consented to withdraw the motion 
at the request of 

Mr. HENLEY, who said he felt unwilling this 
very great and weighty question should as yet be 
withdrawn from debate. When subjects of this 
serious magnitude were under discussion, Mr. I. 
felt anxious to take a hand. [A laugh.] ‘This (he 
understood) was a question of economy—a gues- 
tion of retrenchment, and as he, too, professed to | 
go for retrenchment, he wanted to have a hand in | 
so solemn a discussion. Ee feared, it was true, | 
that there might be found some small diference 
between profession and practice in that matter. 
He feared this, but did not charge it. No; on the 
contrary, he congratulated himself and the House 
and the country on the rapid progress the Louse 
was making. Retrenchment, as gentlemen proba- 
bly recollected, had been one of their doctrines at 
the stump. They had told the people what ex- 
travagant fellows their opponents were, and how 
they would reform and retrench if the people would 
only just put them into power. Well, the people 
had dens so? yet now, somehow or other, the 
people—(though it seemed in the eyes of certain 
gentlemen quite demagogical to talk about the peo- 
ple; yet he could not help, once in a while, re- 
membering that there was such a thing in this 
country as the people; and, more than that, thati 
was the people of his district who had honored | 
him with a seat on this floor, which was a great | 
honor, indeed, for one like bim; ay, and that they į 
had some expectations from him in consequence)— | 
the people had somehow got it into their head that | 
there was a good deal of extravagance here at | 
Washington. The Whig party had told them so 
in 1840, and the Democratic party had at sundry | 
tirnes told them so since. -In consequence of this , 
their eyes had been turned with some eagerness on | 
that House and its doings. And what had they | 
seen? That House had now been a month in ses- | 


of furnishing the President’s House; and there | 
| the House to elect these new officers. Now, Mr. P. 
| 
| 


equals of these, leading off in great style in de- 
fence of the public purse. Certainly the country | 
had reason to-be proud of them. The House had | 
had many great speeches, too, on this deep sub- 
ject; but though: these had been listened to with. 
such thrilling interest and such profound stillness, | 


he 


i 

i 

re | 

were seyeral othér gentlemen, almost if not quite l 
| 

t 


|| ment of two messengers! 


ah 


decision on the momentous point. When it would 
he decided’ he. did not presume to “predict; but 
when it was—when at last the resolution should: 
have been carried out—what was the amount of 
retrenchment that the labors of these gentlemen 
would have accomplished? ‘The addition of $5,000 
to the expenses of the House? This was the way 
they were getting along. Now he had all along 
been for retrenchment; hefwas known as.a-re- 
trenchment man; but he confessed he had never 
known till now that retrenchment meant -an in- 
crease of’ the public expenditures. 

But seriously: Was not this à ridiculous and a 
disgraceful scene to be exhibited before this na- 
tion? ‘To debate for a week. together whether the 
| House or its Doorkeeper should have the appoint- 
The gentlemen were all 
disinterested—most perfectly disinterested. . They 
all went for principle. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Bovo} did not know the man who 
was In—not he; and the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Jones] did not know him; and there was 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Hopxins,] he 
did not care a fig for him. They all must certain- 
ly have been acting and talking from the very’ 
purest motives, and so they had debated the mat- 
ter for a whole weck. 

But what was the duty of the House? If there 
had been abuse in the exercise of an official trust, 
how were they to get at it? By adopting the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
MeKay.] "That gentleman had shown that this 
i wasa matter which this House, as a House, was 
incapable and unfit to examine into. ‘Then let a 
committee investigate it. 

As to the corruption, and the bargains, and the 


not know whether there were just grounds for 
such a charge. Mr. H. was comparatively green 
here. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Hopr- 
kins} was an old member, and knew probably 
all about these intrigues. Mr. H. was new, and 
never had been initiated. He thought the prac- 
tices, if they did exist, should be examined into; 
i yet, like the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
TFlovsrox,] he should feel rather reluctant they 
should come ont before the world. If they were 
not notoriously true, it would perhaps be better for 
the Democratic party to keep the thing within 
themselves, [roars of laughter, | atleast for a litte 
while. [Increased merriment.] 

ft had been said that the Doorkeeper had made 
| some improper removals. Possibly he had. Mr. 
| H. knew that some gentlemen were much dissatis- 


ii fied. But, for his own part, if the Doorkeeper had 


removed every single man Mr. FI. wanted to keep 
in, he never should think of complaining of him 
for it. Fe had heard great complaint of the case 
of one individual, who had been put out ater 
having been here as a messenger some seven or 
eight years. Now, that was precisely in accord- 
| ance with the doctrine Mr. H. had always. con- 
| tended for. More than that. It was the very 
doctrine which these complaining gentlemen were 
| themselves trying hard to get the President to act 
| on, and Mr. H. hoped they would succeed, too. 
[A laugh.] If that was all the Doorkeeper had 
| done, there was surely no corruption in that. 
| He hoped no more of the public time would be 
wasted on such a matter as this. For his own 
part, he did not eare who the:man appointed, 
| only let there be an end of this debate. Before he 
sat down, he must, however, in justice, correct 
one mistake. It had been extensively reported 


| 
| 
i 


uate stations in the FIouse. ft was not so: the 
Doorkceper did not even know the son of that 
member, 


| cussion did he not perceive that this debate was 
i taking a wrong direction. It seemed pretty gene- 
rally to be supposed there was some dissatisfaction 
! with the Doorkeeper for the course he had pursued; 
and that this was the ground of the proposal for 


could declare upon his honor that no such consid- 
| eration weighed in the smallest degree with him in’ 
| this matter. All his appointments might not have 
| been the very best possible; but that was not the 
| reason Mr. P., was for giving the appointments in 
question to the House. ` From the nature-of things 
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loy-rolling, which had been alluded to, Mr. EL. did | 


that this officer had appointed the son of one of | 
he members of the House in one of the subordi- | 


Mr. PAYNE rose to offer buta solitary remark, /} 
(ahd he would not have taken any part in the dis- | 


it was impossible thatthe Doorkeepe: 
could give the necessary atte: 
the folding-room.. “ d he: 
sion loud ‘comple 
bers of the House: sent to 
cratic speeches: and 
were put. lito the ‘same: 
sent under their frank: W. 
disticts instead. of- s 
[Much laughter]. ‘They had 
matter to enlighten their cons 
directly of an opposite kind ha jd i 
the envelopes! -This evil ought to ceases and therë 
ought to be some one strictly to overlook the pages 
and others engaged in folding, to see that members 
j got docurrients of the right sort. [A laugh.J f 
As tothe Doorkeeper, his modesty and gentle- 
manly bearing had conimended’ him to Mr. P.’s re- 
gard. And as toa war on these little orphan pages, 
no such feeling actuated his bosom. Whether 
these boys were the sons of widows Mr. P. did 
not know. ‘They came here, as he understood, 
from various States, being brought on by members 
from their own districts. ` But if the object nt their 
appointment was charity—if they were selected in 
Siler to relieve suffering humanity, he thought 
they should be taken from this immediate. Dis- _ 
trict. j 
And as.tò the remarks of the gentleman from 
I North Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] be: could not for 
his life see the least degree of connexion between 
them anid the subject, or indeed between them and 
the gentleman’s own motion. [A laugh.} What 
| connexion was there between the post office law 
and the election of a superintendent of the folding- 
room? The charge of letter postage on documents. 
was a very good reason for amending the post 
office law; and if the gentleman would tend hiss: 
|| great influence to having that odious: law, amended,’ 
he would find Mr. P. side by. side with him ih 
such an attempt. In fact, the whole law should 
be repealed: it was a most odious and abominable 


room he could not divine. “He should vote against 
the reference to a committee, and in favor of going. 
immediately into the election. = ° 

Mr. BRODHEAD. moved: th 
tion; but, on learning trom: th 
conded, it would cut off ‘the 
instructions, he withdrew the motio 

Mr. McK AY modified his" motion: for a select 
committee so as to provide— eae ae ee 
| f To which shall be referred the resolution pro= 
|| “posing to elect a superintendent: of the folding- 
1 ‘room and an assistant, with instructions to inquire 


‘in the contingent expenses of the House, and par- "i, 
‘ticularly whether any and what changes can be: = 
‘made in the existing regulations of the folding. 
‘of documents.’ > : Ea : 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES now 
and was-about to speak; when 3 

Mr. MeCONNELL asked him to wait one mo- 
ment while -he could inquire what compensation 
these little pages réceived per diem. x 

Mr. JONES, declining to yield the fioor, pro- 
ceeded. When up on a former day, he had assur- 
ed the House that he did not know who o¢eupied 
the place when he moved that important resolution 
| which had given rise to the present debate... He 
now could go further: he could even say that he 
had not then even spoken to the Doorkeeper on the 
subject. It was, perhaps, possible ‘he : AVG. 
signed some petitions: presented “tc 
of individuals—he might have done: so—he sould | 
not say that he had, or that he had iot—he might 
have signed some; but he had not spoken to the 
Doorkeeper in behalf of any individual. 

But he had risen on the present occasion chiefly 
with a design of offering a few observations in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Indiana over thé way, 
{Mr.. Hentey,] with a-view to correct a rmisrepre= 


got the floor, 


speech on economy and retrenchment, in which the 
gentleman had told them that heretofore he kad. 
thought himself an economist and an advocate of: 
retrenchment. This all must. know who 
members of the last Congress; for he was sure 
they had all heard it at least a thou imes. 
But where lay the responsibility: 
case? Ifan unnecessary debate fi 
time of the House, who was 
Mr. J. had himself been the ë 
tion that the House -prosce 


statute. But what that had to do with thë folding- . 


‘whether any and what retrenchment can be made: :. 


i| sentation.” The gentleman had made the Housé a. a 


1845. 
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‘guperintendent.and assistant superintendent of the |, 
folding-rooms He: had. had:the. honor of. offering’ 
‘that resolution, and a-majority of the House:had 
adopted it. Mr- Jo-had then moved that this: 
Houge do proceed. to the. election... But gentlemen 
had seen. fit. to oppose hii, and different motions 
had been: made. nd what had: been: the fate: of || 
these motions,. directed: as. they were- against the 
motion... Mi. J. had had the: honor to propose? 
They.all—yes,:.all—had: been. voted down.* One 
after another they had:been voted down., Yetgen- 
tlemen.could:now turn round and argueagainst Mr. 
J. himself, and. those -who-had supported his two 
successive: motions: on that floor, as guilty of a 
waste of the public.time. “But what?. Wasa ma- 
jority of the House of Representatives not to carry 
out its own will? If a. minority on that floor dis- 
turbed the course of that will, were the majority 
answerable for it? ..He thought not. Had gentle- 
men gone into the election as he (Mr. J.) had had 
the honor to propose, he presumed they might have | 
elected both these officers in an hour’s time. He 
presumed they might; possibly it might have taken 
a littlelonger. Judging from every vote yet given, 
Mr. J. was pursuaded a majority of the House was 
still in favor of going into this election. Mr. J. 
must express. his solemn. dissent from the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from. North Carolina, [Mr. 
McKay.) He was still for going into the election. | 
After thig should have been done, and these ofticers 
should have been chosen, then let gentlemen refer 
the whole subject to'a select committee, who should 
inquire into all the rales proper to be adopted, and 
all the abuses, if any, which had occurred, and 
also what retrenchments could. be. effected in the 
expenditures of this House. "When retrenchment 
was proposed, Mr..J. was ever ready to go as far 
as he who went farthest. 
Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois, was in favor of the 


reference proposed, because he believed the ar- |} 


rangements of the folding-room, as they now ex- 
isted, were better than any which could be substi- 
tuted for them. Fle, too, went for retrenchment, 
and he must say, from what he had secn since he 
had had a seat here, he believed the House ought | 
to abolish this folding-room establishment alto- 
gether. Let gentlemen pay for then own docu- 
ments and for having them folded. He was will- 
ing to pay for his. lt was time that the House 
should dispense with all expenditures but such as 
were absolutely necessary. Mr. 8. believed that 
at the last session he had sent away as many doc- 
uments as most gentlemen. in the House, and-he 
was willing to have them folded at. his. own ex- 
pense.. Ee. had personally examined the: opera- 
tions in the. folding-room, and. he believed if the 
boys there were. interrogated, they would say he: 
was their friend. He. entertained no. hostility 
against them. Ee had examined the room again 
this session, and he could say that, in his opinion, 
it never had been conducted so well. 

Mr. S. was inclined to take the charitable view || 
of the course of gentlemen who had been for elect- 
ing new officers... "They acted, as he believed, from || 
feelings.of kindness towards those who had not 
obtained places, and-not from any personal hostil- 
ity to. the Doorkeeper. That gentleman was an || 
honorable and high-minded man,and one towhom | 
no ene dare propose what, was dishonorable. And | 
Mr. S. thought the louse could have more confi- 
dence in.tho appointments of an officer who was in 
this Hall constantly before their own, eyes, than | 
they could in those of a superintendent in the room | 
below. He believed, by-the-by, that not onc mem- 
ber in ten knew whereabouts in this vast building 
the folding-room was. As to Whig documents |; 
having: been sent- wickedly in Democratic diswicts 
it might have been .done formerly, but. no such |! 
charge had: been made the present session. Fie i; 
was opposed to tirning out the present meritorious || 
incumbents, lest; the world should: think them | 
guilty of some misdemeanor. He went for the |, 
reference the. more cheerfully, as, knowing the || 
character of the gentleman. who had. moved it, 
[Mr. McKay,] he knew, that gentleman would , 
have retrenchment if had it could-be; he went in | 
everything for the most. rigid economy. He i 

i 
i 
| 


il 
thought it no more than was due to these humble |; 
pages and messengers to give tenta committee of jj 
inquiry. -If they or the Doorkeeper.-had done || 
wrong, Mr. S. was ready to award. the. merited |; 
punishment. : ae ss 
My. McK AY then modified his motion-to refer to i 


1 
a select committee by adding thereto the following : |; 


H 


| Mr. Cushing claims further allow- 


i read the third time; and the question was stated 


“To which shall be referred the resolution pro~ 
‘posing to elect a superintendent of the folding- 
“yoom and an assistant, with instructions to inquire 
‘whether any and what retrenchment can be made 
‘in the contingent expenses of the House, and par- 
‘ticularly whether any and what changes can be 
‘made in the existing regulations of the folding of 
*documents.”? ` ` ; 

Mr. McCONNELL proposed further to amend 
as follows: a 5 i 

‘¢ Algo, inquiré and report whether any, and, if 
‘so, how many of the pages of this House receive, 
‘or have Agreed to receive, as compensation for | 
‘their services as such, an amount less than the 
‘amount specified and allowed them by law; and if 
‘they receive less than two dollars per day, who 
‘gets the overplus between the amount received by 
‘them and the amount paid out of the contingent 
“expenses of the House.” 


Mr. McDOWELL wished to add, “and that 
‘they inquire into the expediency of abolishing the 
‘folding-room.”” 


Mr. TIBBATTS. And also into the propriety 
| of passing the bill I will send to. the Clerk’s} 
table, 

A bill was then read by the Clerk as part of 
Mr. Tissart’s amendment. 


Mr, McKAY was understood to uccept these 
| several amendments as modifications of his reso- 
| lution. 

And the question recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution of reference thus modified, it was 
adopted. 

Tt was then ordered that the ‘select committec | 
consist of five members. 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
i rolled Bills, made a report. 


EXPENSES OF MISSION TO CHINA, 


‘The following message was received from the 

President of the United States : 
Wasnineron, December, 1845. 

Transmit to Congress a communication from | 
the Secretary o#State, with a statement of the ex- | 
penditures from the appropriation made by the act 
entitled “ An act providing the means of future in- | 
“tercourse between the United States and the Gov- | 
“ernment of China,” approved the 3d of March, 
1843. JAMES K. POLK. 


The message was read and laid on the table. 


The amount appropriated by the act 
of 3d March, 1843, was......... $40,000 00 
The amount paid Mr. Cushing, the 
Commissioner, for outfit, salary, 
contingencies, loss .on exchange, 
and return allowances, equal to 
six months’ salary, was... eens. 
The amount paid Mr. Webster, sec- 
retary to the mission..........++ 


$32,434 33 
7,500 00 
The accounts have not been finally settled; ‘and 


ances .... $893 26 


Mr. Webster claims ..... see ceeeee 


BLUE BOOK. 


each ollicer, agent, clerk, cadet, and midshipman 
was first appointed, and the State or country in 
which he last resided. prior to the publication, was 


that it do pass— 


applied only to Registers hereafter to bè prepared 


1,994 64 | 


‘Mr. RATHBUN said that the amendment was | 
: unnecessary. By the terms of the resolution, it | 


and printed. The Register which was about to be 
issued was already prepared and printed. f 


Mr. VANCE moved that. the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

This motion prevailed, and the subject was re- 
ferred accordingly. 


NATURALIZATION“—-NATIVE AMERICANISM. 


The House then resumed the consideration of . 
the resolutions heretofore presented by Mr, Win- 
THROP, from the General Fesembly of the State of 
Massachusetts, for such ameridments:to. the natu- 
ralization laws as will: protect the -ballot-box and 
the elective franchise from abuses.and frauds... 

The pending questions were—first,:on a motion 
by Mr. Levis to refer these resolutions to a, select 
committee, with instructions to inquire whether 
any, and what, alterations are required in, the cx- 
isting naturalization laws; and, second, a motion 
by Mr. Brovneav that they be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUNT, being entitled to the floor, remarked, 
that he had no doubt our present naturalization 
laws are in some respects defective, or that serious 
abuses exist in their administration, He was con- 
vinced that enormous frauds have been perpetra- 
ted, as well. by conferring the high immunities of 


j citizenship upon those who were not entitled to 
| the privilege under existing laws, as by the usur- 


pation and exercise of the right of suffrage by 
aliens who have never complied with any of the 
legal formalities of naturalization; not to speak of 
colonizing, double voting, and other forms of cor- 
ruption, which can be reached only by State legis- 
lation. He desired to see such a revisal of the 
code, such new and stringent provisions, as shall 


| effectually prevent these abuses in future, and put 


an end to the abominable traffic in illegal votes 
which has become the scourge and disgrace of our 
larger cities. ‘The evil has arrived at a magnitude 
so startling, and has of late been marked by sueh 
boldness of atrocity, as to call loudly for redress; 
and nothing less than ample and efiective legisla- 
tion, adapted to the case, affording a remedy which 
shall renovate the body politic and siay the pro- 
gress of corruption, will satisfy the country. The 
purity of the elective franchise is our only pledge 
for the preservation of free institutions. The in- 
tegrity of the balldt-bow is the palladium of consti- 
tutional liberty. Itis the first duty of the legisla- 
tive power to prescribe such guards as shall pre- 
serve its inviolability and place it above suspicion, 
When the ballot-box shall cease to furnish a true 
exponent of the popular will, when the confidence 
of the people in the fidelity of its responses: shall 
have been forfeited, the experiment of self-govern- 
ment may be pronounced a failure.- That abuses 
exist which demand a corrective, will not -be de- 
nied. Jn all remedial measures, calculated 'to erad- 
icate the evils so generally complained of, he was 
prepared to co-operate, and. would. proceed as far 
as those who go farthest, The party with which 
it was his pride to act in the support of what he 
conceived to be great national measures and bene- 
ficent purposes, are. united as one man upon this 
vital principle of preserving the right of suffrage 


ji unprofaned and unpolluted, as the most sacred 
| birthright of a free people. 


; The Whigs of the 
nation call upon the political majority of this 
House, on whom rests the responsibility, to guard 
and defend the elective franchise. Honest men of 
all parties demand it, whether native or adopted. 
The adopted citizen who has complied with our 
laws in good faith, and who desires to identify 


| his personal honor with the welfare of the coun- 


try, must feel a double motive to protect the privi- 
lexe of citizenship from unlawful encroachments. 
The resolutions of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, which had given rise to this discussion, if 
he rightly understood them, contemplated noth- 
ing more than an inquiry into frauds and abu- 
ses, and such legislation as may be necessary to~ 
prevent corrupt and illegal practices. It may be 
doubted whether any remedy will prove effectual 
until our courts of justice, to whom is intrusted 
the administration of the law, shall have been puri- 
fied of party influences. If there be a character on 
earth which, more than any other, deserves the 
execration of God and men, it is a. political judge 
who pollutes the-ermine of justice and prostitutes 
his sacred functions to the furtherance of party 
schemes and purposes. I consider it the most de- 
plorable and appalling evil of the time that the un- 
clean spirit of party has been permitted to invade 
the tribunals of justice and enter the judgment-seat, 
to inflame the counsels of sworn judges. As a 


106 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


spectacle, it shocks every virtuous, manly sensi- 
bility; as a practice, it is the prolific mother of 
mischief and. corruption: It is undeniable that 
too many of our courts, in the exercise of this 


branch of their powers, following the baneful ex-. 


ample of other departments of Government, have 
lent themselves to party exigencies, and become 
part and parcel of the political machinery for con- 
trolling and carrying elections. On the eve of im- 
portant elections they operate as a party apparatus 
for the manufacture of a sufficient supply of voters, 
frequently conferring citizenship without adequate 
proof, the artful and seeming compliance with 
forms serving only to aggravate the mockery of 
substantial law and justice. Unless this profana- 
tion of judicial powers is frowned upon by the 
righteous sentiment of the country—if we have 
reached that stage of profligacy where partisan 
courts will be tolerated by popular opinion—then 
is it time for us as a reonl to repeat the exclama- 
tion, We are rotten before we are ripe.” 

Tut he rejoiced in the conviction that a more 
healthy tone of public feeling prevails. Notwith- 
standing the inroads of profligacy and corruption, 
a sentiment of virtue pervades the body of our 
countrymen, which will yet be heard and felt, de- 
manding integrity and fidelity in the discharge of 
public respo: ites. Hwillr 
els of party disciplive, and v condem- 
nation upon all who seek to gain political or per- 
sonal ascendancy by dishonorable expedients, 


Fn regard to the particular reference of these re~ | 


solutions he had but little tosay. He preferred to 
leave that question to the political majority here, 
who alone have the power to reform abuses and 
ee the violated sanctity of the elective fran- 
chise. 


Mr. If. said he regretted that this proposition to | 


ate frauds and restore the integrity of the hal- 


ot-box should have been made the occasion for a | 


discussion of a radieal change in the fundamental 
principle of our system of naturalization. 
viewed that as avery different question, and be- 
lieved the proposed change of system, by which it 
is intended to exclude foreigners from a participa- 
tion in the rights of citizenship, would find Bat 
little- favor, either in this House or the country. 
Fie wished to speak with all due respect and kind- 
ness of that portion of our citizens who have 
thought it their duty to form a political association 
under the designation of Native Americans. To 
many of them he freely accorded the highest integ- 
rity and patriotism of purpose. 

it was unnecessary to say to the representatives 
here of that party from his own State, that he en- 


tertained towards them personally the most cor- | 


dial sentiments of friendship and esteem; and, 
compelled as he was to differ from them, he as- 
sured them it was more in sorrow than in anger.” 
But, in the discussion of important questions, there 
was but one course for him to pursue compatible 
with his self-respect and sense of duty; that is, to 
express his convictions with firmness, sincerity, 
and independence, without respect of persons or 
of consequences. 'To the principle which aims to 
exclude foreigners from citizenship, or to extend 
the length of previous residence beyond the term 
now established by law; he was constrained to de- 
clare his unqualified and irreconcileable hostility. 
When a great elementary reform is proposed, af- 
fecting so vital a right of free-born men, we are 
bound to inquire, in a spirit of candor, first, whe- 
ther the change is desirable; and, in the next place, 
if desirable, whether it be attainable. Upon cithe 
of these tests he considered the plan utterly inad- 
missible. 

The condition of our country, the nature of our 


institutions, and the spirit of our people, are all | 


incompatible with an illiberal policy towards emi 


grants from foreign lands, who seek our shores to |! 
We are impelled by every i} 
generous impulse to embrace them as friends and | 


better their condition. 


brothers, instead of repulsing them from us as 
aliens, unworthy to share the fruits of our glori- 
ous political heritage. They come hither, as our 
fathers came, to seck a home for themselves and 
their posterity. 
to our.Jaws ‘and institutions, to aid us in the work 


of constitutional liberty and Human advancement; |! 


in a word; to-unite with us: in common perils and 
a common destiny. “Why, then, shall we attempt 


> above the tram. | 


He | 


They come to subject themselves | 


cient to test their intentions, to acquaint them with 
the condition of our affiairs and the. tendency of 


the period would, in my judgment, produce no. 
mitigation of evils which are justly complained of, 
and would only serve to inflame discontent, engen= 
der discord, and keep alive uinatural and danger- 
ous distinctions. If it be said. that foreigners are 
ignorant, I would inquire if ignorance may not be 


born people who participate, by common consent, 
in the sovereignty of the country? That. many 
emigrants are ignorant is undeniable, but that 
many of them are fitted by their intelligence: for 
the highest usefulness is equally certain, If it be 
said that many of them are facetious, let me ask 
who is more dangerous or more worthy of our de- 
| nunciation than the domestic demagogue ‘to the 
manor born,” who seeks to perpetuate and, mis- 
lead ignorance to his own base uses? Yes, sir, the 
domestic demagdgue, the ever-present curse and 
foe of all good citizens, whether native or adopted! 
| Uf it be said that they are poor, it may be replied 
that poverty is not peculiar to any nation; and it 
should be the boast of ours that here a broad field 
‘is open where honest industry may find a sure re- 
ward, and win for itself comfort, independence, 
and respectability. We all know that many for- 
eigners come amongst us poor and needy, but a 
majority of these, if I may speak from my own 
observation, bring with them honest hearts, manly 
resolves, and strong hands, ready to toil and suffer 
in the pursuit. of a virtuous livelihood for them- 
selves and their families. 

Sir, I disdain to employ the language of flattery 
towards any man or class of men, native or foreign. 
Instead of addressing them as gods, I have never 
feared to remind the people of the faults which are 
|i inseparable to human condition, and to warn them 
of the dangers to which they are exposed from 
vice, ignorance, and the seductive arts of party 
politicians. ‘That the emigrant is exposed, in a 
peculiar manner, to the wiles of the demagogue, is 
fown tous all. He is too liable to be misled by 


false aspersions and unmeaning professions. 
is soon sought out by that disinterested class of 
| patriots who drive a trade in politics. He is over- 
whelned with lavish protestations of generosity, 
friendship, and devotion; and, to heighten at once 
his gratitude and wonder, he is assured that a large 
portion of our countrymen are hostile to liberty, at 
war with the poor, and intent. on establishing the 
modes of aristocracy and despotism which prevail 
in the old world. His mind is inflamed with false 
prejudices towards his best friends, who are strug- 
gling to advance the interests and welfare of all 
| our people; and, inlisted under party colors, he 


destraction, That he should ‘yield to the arts of 
the seducer is not more strange than that our first 
mother should have listened to the primitive dema- 
gogue who whispered discontent in paradise. It 
is to be deplored, as a public misfortune, that for- 
cigners, in the morning of their residence here, 
are exposed to these mali 


tician who leads them astray, 
men should regret that the more ignorant portion 
of our people, native or adopted, are so lable to 
be misled from their own true happiness by party 
spirit, it is idle to indulge feelings of petulance or 
complaint, or to attempt changes which shall ex- 
! clude any class from a participation in public con- 
; cerns.. It would he equally wise to complain that 
| men are not angels, and abandon the great experi- 
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| 
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} the extreme resort to amputation will but tend: to 
increase the evil and render it incurable.“ Native 
|| Americanism” is not the true remedy. . "There are 
{| political as well as physical disorders, for which 


to deprive-them ofa just and-eyual participation in i time-is the only infallible physician. - Foreign emi- 


the choice ‘of. public agents, and: the ‘adoption of | grants may be deluded fo? a season; but, for this, 
ume is the unfailing, the only corrective. Denun- | 


laws which are: no: less-applicable to them than to 


f 
$ 
B 


ourselves? A reasonable term of probation, sufi- 


measures, to inform them. of our laws, manners, . 
and institutions, is undoubtedly requisite; but 1° 
believe the term of five years, now established, is. 
suficient for these purposes, ` A prolongation. of 


found amongst too many of our own American- 


He | 


sometimes follows the path which leads to his own || and, in the adoption of measures, to legislate with a 


ign efforts and influences, | 
The responsibility rests, not upon the innocent | 
victims of delusion, but upon the native-born poli- | 
Whilst all good | 


elation, reproach, intole: 
or of conduct, will buts 
which’ all true. Americans. 
‘rience, observation, intereour 
will rapidly: Americanize. t 
his mind of unfounded: prep 
our aim to inform, to’enlighten, to eleve 
deceive him. Thousands of emigrants: 
ready discovered, ‘and, if a. kindly: policy. 
sued, every year will swell the number o Y 
who perceive the worthlessness of unmeaning fat- 
tery ahd sounding ‘professions, and the true im- 
portance of wise-and benéficent measures of Gov- 
ernment. -:Those:who complain that five years is, 
too short a term. would do wisely to reflect that 
years are rolling on, and at every annual revolution 
the foreigner is becoming more thoroughly natu- 
ralized in: mind and heart, and more intimately in- 
corporated: with the body .of our people. New 
ties multiply around him, and his constant pro- 
gress. in knowledge and improvement fix him more 
firmly to our soil, forming him a wiser and a bet. 
ter citizen, ‘ a 
i Conceiving, as I do, that the doctrine ofthe Na- 
tive American party, which is. imbodied: in“ the 
proposition to extend the ‘term of residence, of 
aliens to twenty-one years before naturalization, 
is not to be desired, it may be thought superfluous 
to proceed further, and contend that itis unattain- 
able. But I must say, that to my mind it seems 
utterly, impracticable. The principle is repug- 
nant to the liberal spirit which pervades the great 
body of the American people. In the Southern 
States, where there are no foreigners, compara- 
lively speaking, the idea of a national party on 
this question must be regarded as visionary and 
absurd. In the Northern. portigus’of the: Union, 
where foreigners abound, it-is only ‘in’ the larger ` 
cities that. the slightest success has attended the ~ 
experiment. In our agricultural districts the emi-: 
grant is welcomed; he shares the: common burs 
dens, and they are ap reciated as neighbors, citi- 
zens, and. friends. ‘The massës of our people; 
Americans ‘by birth, areas little inclined to` fi : 
their exclusion as.the foreign emselvi 
A. political party, based. 
tion so narrow in its import; inust, 
things, be evanescent.’ The: 
idea’? was delineated in glow 


will admit ‘that one idea, ‘contai 
new and mighty principles; ma 


and political world. ‘Buta 
requires more than one idea.” In the administration: 


sented to the statesman. Tt must be his study to’ 
consult and comprehend the condition of the coun- 
try, its resources and diversities, the character of 
the people, their: sentiments, rights, and’ interests, 


just perception of the world of‘realities around him, 
yielding a wise regard: to the complex concerns 
and relations of human society. ` Political wisdom 
is circumscribed by ‘no visible circle: itis bound- 
ed only by the past, the present, and the future, 
the nations of the earth and their history: falling 
within its ken. : : fod tate Saag 
_ The single idea of Native Americanism éoncerhs’ 
itself solely with the matériel of t 5 
body having: no. -referei 
and duties of publie ag g { i 
ernment to pursue its cóurse without chart ör com- ` 
pass. a RLETI A tae z 
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so many gentlemen across the Hall, he was un- 
willing to bè suspected of any want’ of respect 
towards this popular divinity. “Democracy seems 
to. be regarded as one of the moral graces, whé 
‘possession is to be inferred from ostentatious: di: 
play and swelling professions of devo 
the vehemence with which gentlemen 
ward to the: rescue, one would na 
hend ‘that the democratie princi 
and that- the. majority were ab 
of the power to govern < 
foe lies concealed, or 

| come, no: one has -déeme 
| Certainly none’ of.us in the ming 

to disturb. the ‘shimbering. ion: Sir, 


d otfered 
our fathers 


of its affairs, a wide and varied range of duty is pres =) a 


ad been invoked, eulogized, arid personified by” ~ 
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established a-Republican Government. ..'The prin- 
ciple thata. majority of the people shall rule lies 
at. the foundation of our system. This: is the 
essential doctrine of Democracy... Has any one 
proposed.to reverse the. theory of our Government, 
and deprive. the majority of their power? Until 
the attempt is. made, this. endless. vindication of 
democratic ‘principles seems: like a waste..of elo- 
quence in- anticipation, and a display of. patriotism 
purely hypothetical, -> : 


There-are two theories of Democracy, as wide 
asunder in‘ their nature and -tendency. as. darknegs 
and light, or. false and true religion.. The first was 
exhibited to-our admiring view by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cureman.]- It is the Democ- 
racy. of ignorance: and he informed us, in melan- 
choly accents, that education is the chief cause of 
the warfare waged-upon it. Light and knowledge 
appear to him as the arch enemy of the faith. 
This species. of democracy seeks to govern man- 
kind through the ignorance of their understanding 
and the blindness of their passions. It flatters 
and stimulates the worst of human vices, and 
wars upon all that is most valuable in human so- 
ciety. It seeks to array man against man, class 
against class, adopted against native, poor against 
rich, and lets loose all the elements of the State in 
fierce warfare upon each other. It is a monster 
of hidcous mein, in its onward course scattering 
abroad envy, jealousy, hatred, discord, and dis- 
content. i 

“ Some rugged rock’s hard entrails gave thee form, 
‘ And ‘razing seas produced thee in a storm.” 

But there is a principle of democracy, or popular 
lberty—call: it what you will—of diviner origin, 
more attractive in its form, more benign in its 
teachings, more noble in its. aims. It seeks to elc- 
vate, to purify, to inform—to promote the libert 
and happiness of mankind, by inspiring them with 
a juster sense of their rights, their responsibilities, 
and their true destiny. It unites the diversified 
parts and concerns of human society ‘in one com- 
pendious whole,” from the greatest variety evolv- 
ing the most beautiful uniformity. lt aims to 


perpetuate freedom, by making men capable of; 


self-government; proving its faith by its works, 
without vain-boasting or pharisaical professions. 
It dares to admonish the people of their faults, 
and to warn them of the dangers to which man is 
exposed from ignorance, from evil counsellors, 
ani from the unrestrained license: which too often 
desecrates the name of liberty.. It venerates law 
and order, “as the ark of safety,” and looks to 
popular intelligence as the only foundation of ra- 
tional liberty,” This is Whig democracy; which 
maintains truth. and right through evil as well as 
good report; which seeks to preserve and not de- 
stroy, and which is destined in good time to spread 
happiness, ‘contentment, and prosperity over the 
face of our glorious land. , ` 

Mr. FI. said he hardly knew whether to be more 
amazed or amused at ‘the terrific denunciations of | 
Native Americanism which ‘had been. heard fom 
the opposite side of the House. It was certainly 
interesting ‘to hear gentlemen. denounce a faction 
from which they have derived the sole advantage, 
and yet morè strange that they should endeavor to 
hold the Whigs responsible for-a'movement which 
turned the day against them. He wished to deny 
emphatically, once for all, that the Whig party, so 
far as he understood its sentiments, is in any sense 
connected with the Native American partyin its 
organization, that they are in favor of its singledoc- 
trine, or have endeavored to advance its purposes, 
On the contrary, they have had too much cause to 
regret its existence. In regard to this matter he | 
intended: to speak: in. candor, in a spirit of justice | 
to both parties,.desiring only to correct some mis- 
representations. which have been made in the 
course of the debate. The truth. is, that neither 
party is exclusively responsible for Native Ameri- 
canism, but each has contributed a portion of its 
numbers.. He asserted, however, without fear of | 
contradiction, that, asa ¢éfieral fact, and in all ma- 
terial points, the Whig party were the principal 
sufferers, and the dominant party the only gainers 
from the organization of this new party. The ex- 
ceptions are too few to‘weaken this general posi- | 
tions. It. is not material to'trace the origin of this 
third party, and. he would: not. enter: upon-it fur- 
ther than had been made. necessary in-self-defence, 
and in vindication of the truth of history. , 

He had always understood and believed that in 
the city of New York nativism had its origin in 


| general, and every man in particular who has a 


the disputes of the Tammany party concerning the 
‘division of the spoils. . Certain Native Democrats, 
coveting offices and employments, which had been 
conferred on naturalized citizens of their own par- 
| ty, renounced their allegiance, and proclaimed a 
new party to be called the Native American. : The 
continual appeals of the dominant party to foreign- 


imbodied as a class, the frauds in naturalization, 


affairs, greatly facilitated the movement. Hun- 
dreds. and thousands, including many. of great 
worth in both parties, inlisted under this new ban- 
ner, They moved forward with a popular, though 
temporary impulse, till the city, which had given 
a Democratic majority for a series of years, elect- 
ed the Native American ticket by a majority of 
several thousands. How this was done without 
the aid of some portion of the Democratie party, 
may be one of the wonders of modern Democracy. 
How was it in Philadelphia? There, unless he | 
was greatly misinformed, most of the prominent | 
“Native. American leaders” came from the ranks 
of the Democracy. Several had been named to 
him in proof of the fact. Certain it is that the two 
Congressional districts now represented here by 
members of that party were previously Democratic 
by decisive majoritics. Of the six districts now 
represented by Native Americans, four were pre- 
viously Democratic. Flow was it accomplished 
| without the aid of Democratic votes? Yet it had 
| been asserted here that the Whigs and the Native 
Americans are identical, and that they are acting 
in common. How was it in Baltimore? When I 
heard the vehement philippic upon nativism from 
the member from that city, [Mr. Giues,] I could 
with difficully persuade myself that it was the Na- 
|i tive movement which produced his electiongand 
ji deprived the Whigs of the invaluable services in 

this Congress of the able and patriotic Kennedy. 
Such, however, is the veritable fact. 

Though the remark may not be applicable to 
every local result, I have asserted that on a gen- 
eral scale the Whigs have been the exclusive suffer- | 
ers from the organization of the Native American 
party. On this point, I thank my colleague [Mr. 
Grover] for the frankness of his admission, that 
the movement in Philadelphia, and the seeming 
conjunction between the Whigs and the Natives 
in the October election, changed the result in New 
York, and enabled you, b ihe vote of our State, 
to elect Mr. Polk to the Presidency. I wish to 
add my testimony to the truth of his assertion. 
To that unfortunate coincidence in October do we 
owe it that the Whig cause was borne down in 
1844, and that you gained the triumph which so 
many who contributed to it have lived to deplore. 
Thousands of adopted ‘citizens were Whigs in 
principlo, and earnestly labored for the success of 

Vhig measures. ‘The result in Philadelphia 
changed the result. They were told, with a plau- 
sibility which proved convincing for the moment, 
that the Whigs and the Natives were identical, 
and that our success would be but the prelude to 
their disfranchisement. 
many who are opposed to all your measure gave 
you their votes, and turned the scale. It was one 


to seize, and which always operate in your favor. 
Then why affect to deplore the playful eddies in 


shipwreck? Why tantalize the Whig party with 
having erected the bridge which carried you safely 
over? 

But it is no agreeable retrospect, and I will 
dwell upon it. no longer. That the great body of 
i posed to the doctrine of exclusion contended for 

y the Native American party, I sincerely believe, 
I hope the attempt will not be persevered in. No 
good can come of it, and to my mind it threatens 
unqualified misċhief. It can only serve tọ kindle 
the prejudices of the emigrant, and place him more 
entirely under the sway of the demagogue. It has 
been repeatedly asserted, in the course of the pres- 
ent debate, that the Whigs are hostile to foreign- 
| ers, and that the Democratic party are their natural 
| friends and allies. I deny the truth of the impu- 
tation and the justice of the claim. It was unne- 
cessary to be told that you assume to be the ex- 
clusive friends of the alien, the poor, of all men in 


vote to bestow. But I indulge a conviction that 


|| tive or foreign bom?” The emigrant 
| in search. of honest employment. 


ers, as such, by. which large numbers of-them were |! 


and a feeling of discontent in regard to municipal |! 


Under this apprehension | 
| of those unforeseen accidents which you know how | 


the political waters which saved your barque from || 


| both political parties in the country are firmly op- 


poor man will pause. to contrast the overflowing 
promise with the léan performance. What mea- 
sure or principle of your party is calculated to pro- 
{mote the welfate of the laboring man, whether na- 
comes hither 
The tariff of 
1842, which proteets-the industry of the laborer 
on our own soil in ‘preference to the labor of Eu- 
i rope, is of more value to the hardy. foreigner than 
all the glowing professions which can be lavished 
| upon him in exchange for his vote. ` The Whig 
| poliey of public expenditure in the improvement 
of internal navigation confers a more substantial 
blessing on the honest emigrant than the largest 
quantum of flattery and blarney. When you shall 
have destroyed the protective policy, and estab- 
lished a specie currency under the sub-treasury 
system, the laboring men of our country, no. mat- 
ter whence they come, will be ground down “ be- 
tween the upper and the nether millstone.” 

The Whig party will continue to move forward 
in its high mission with a firm step, an unbroken 
front, an erect and unsubdued spirit, turning 
neither to the right hand nor the left. Ever ready 
to co-operate in support of all measures tending to 
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|| promote the welfare of the country, from what- 


ever quarter they may emanate, it will enter into 
no “entangling alliances.”? Animated. by a sin- 
| cere desire to preserve our institutions m their pus 
| rity, we shall struggle on in defence of the Consti- 
tution and the Jaws, contending for the honor and 
| prosperity of the nation, and the just rights of the 
i people. Intent on these high and patriotic purpo- 
| ses, the Whigs of the Union will not be diverted 
| from the path of duty and safety by the formation 
iof any new party on collateral or subordinate 
|] questions. 

|| During the speech, Mr. CHIPMAN rose to ex- 
| plain; he wished to correct a misrepresentation of 
| his remarks when this subject had last been up. 
| He had then said that men were by nature Demo- 
| crats: and if any were Whigs, they had. been made 


so by education. He did not say by knowledge: 
but by warring against the designs of Omnipo- 
tence. [Great laughter. 


Mr. HENLEY also, in the course of Mr. H.’s 
remarks on the causes of the late defeat of the 
| Whig party, asked Mr. II. whether, at the last 
| session of Congress, he had not attributed the suc- 
cess of the Democratic party to the Abolitionists, 
whilst now he attributed it to the Native vote? 

To which inquiry, Mr. HI. replied, that the ope- 
ration of all these third parties had been very simi- 
| Jar in producing the result. 

When Mr. H. had concluded— 

Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the ‘floor, but, after 
some conversation, and at the request ‘of several 
| members; gave way, ak 


THE CUSTOMS IN TEXAS. 


And the House took up the bill (from the Sen- 
ate) entitled ‘An act to establish a collection dis- 
trict iñ the State of Texas, and for other purpo- 
ses. 

Which said bill was read a third time and 
passed. : 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following Petitions and Memorials were 
| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
| propriate committees: 


i 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Eli Merrill, for re- 
lief, in the matter of a land. pension : ‘referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of Stephen Allen, 
Saul Alley, and others, praying for the establishment of a 
branch mint in the city of New York: referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RATHBUN: Three petitions, signed by 200 per- 
sons, citizens of Cayuga and Wayne counties, New York, 
for the improvement of the harbor of Little Sodus: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition. of Mrs. Sarah Ham- 
mond, widow of John. Hammond, deceased, praying that a 
law may pass allowing to-her a pension, commensurate 
with the services..of her husband in. the revolutionary 
war bas 4 
By Mr WHEATON: Remonstrance of 173 citizens of 
the towns of Dewitt and. Spafford, Onondaga county, New 
York, against the annexation of Texas as a State to this 
Union, with a constitution which shall recognise slavery 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of George Bowermaster 
and 117 other citizens of Indiana; asking a mail route from 
Bowling Green to Point Commerce, in Indiana; also the 
petition of Mrs Eunice Buckman, of Washington county 
indiana, praying a pension on account of the revolutionary 


| the time is approaching when the foreigner and the 


services of her late husband, Benjamin Buckman, who 
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eommenced his services at the battle of Bunker Hill, and 
continued a soldier until the proclamation of peace: refer- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ` 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Robert Gill, of Mi- 
nois, for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of citizens of St. 
Lawrence county, New York, praying for a mail route from 
Canton to Antwerp. 

By Mr, LEWIS: The petition of Nathaniel Bird, for al- 
lowance for services in the war of the Revolution: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. Also the peti- 
tion of Nathaniel Bird tor a revolutionary pension: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also the pe- 
titlons of George M Fowl for remuneration for services as 
deputy coleetor and inspector at Barcelona harbor : referred 
to the Committee of Claims Also two several. petitions 
from citizens of Brandt and Irving, New York, for the com- 
pletion of Cattaraugus harbor: referred to the Commitee 
on Commerce. 
ne York, against the admission of Texas as a slave 

State 

By Mr. MOSELEY: Three several petitions of citizens 
of western New York, for an appropriation to complete the 
harbor and erect a light-house at the mouth of Cattaraugus 
ercek; referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr SAWYER: 
Ohio, tor claims on the Ottowa Indians; 
Committee on Indian Affairs. Also the claims of citizens 
of county, Ohio, against the Ottawa Indians; whieh 
was referred to the Commuitice on Indian Atitirs, ‘Che peti- 
tion of 349 citizens of the Maume valley, for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the naviyation of the Maumee 
bay: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. DODGE: Whe petition of the citizens of Buriing- 
ton, Lowa, for the improvement of the Des Moines rapids: 
referred to the Commnttee on Commerce, 


rred to the 


the mineral Jands: referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, ‘Che petition of the citizens of Dubuque, praying 
Sor the sale of tae mineral lands: referred to the Committee 
onthe Pubie Lands. The petition of the inhabitants of the 
muiweral region, y 
of mineral lots: r 


ed to the Committee on the Public 
Landa. Phe memorial of the Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the ‘Territory of Jowa, asking for the passage 
aan act granting pre-emptions to mineral lands: referred 
tothe Commitee on Public Lands. ‘The memorial of the 
fogislature of the Territory of Towa, praying. for a new land 
district: referred to the Committee. on the Publie Lands 
The memorial of the Lexislature of Towa, relative to grant- 
ing the right of pre-cmption to wusurveyed lands: referred 
to the Committes on the Pubie Larus. 
tie Legislature of fowa, praying for the removal of the Win- 
nehago Indians from the neutral ground: referred to the 
(fomtnittes on Indian Attics, The memorial of the L 
Jainve of Towa, praying for a change of the law relative 
the intercourse with Indians: referred to the Cominitice on 
dndian Affairs. The petition of the judges of the s 
court and members of the bar, praying for i 
their Iaw library: referred to the Communit i ex. 
Resolutions of the Legislarare of fowa, asking for a change 
in th vs rogntating intercourse with udian tribes: refor- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr DE MOTT: The 
nnd vicinity, New York, against the admission of Teaas into 
ihe Union as a slave Sta. Phe petition of Kijab Bucha- 
nan, of Lansing, New York, for an invalid pension. ‘The 
petition of Abigail Watkins, of Galen, w York, praying 
tor the pension allowed to revolutionary pensioners. 


By Mr CATHCART: The petition of the Trastees ofj 


towuship 33 north of range 5 east, dt Bikhart county, Indi- 
ana, praying land to be granted to said township for schoo! 
purposes, xcetion 16 beiog fractional: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Lands, ‘Phe petition of citizens of Pulton 
county, Indiana, praying a grant ol other land in Hen of sec- 
tion 16 township JO, north of range & east, for school pur- 
poses: referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, ‘The 
petition of Isracl Johnson, of Cass county, Indiana . refer- 
red to the Commitice on Indian Afthirs. 
By Mr PELTIT: Whe petition of Joshua Dimitt and 410 
rs, citizens of Fndiaua, praying the extension of the pre~ 
vs over the lands lately purchased of the Miami 
id State. 


Ladians in s 


By Mr. SE VERANCE: Remonstrance of Eusebius Hale | 


and 75 other citizens of Waterville, Maine; of John Deane 


and J3 other legal voters of Maine; of Lorenzo Crowell ; 
i l Y i: tants of St. C 


ie, Maine; of Solomon 
of Litehfietd, Maine; of 


and 36 other legal voters of Wate 
Drown and 102 othe citizen 
Samnel Woodtnan and 32 othe 
of Ubenezer Fisher and 45 other e us of Addi 
all remonstrating against the admission of Texas u 
E 


son, Muine 
a slave 


invalid 


Weiss 


the table 
By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH 
others, eii 


ms of the Stare of Indiana. 
u slave State. 
in: ‘The memorial of mem- 


ct thie admi EE 
Mr. MARTIN, of Wise t 1 
bers of the Stockbridge nation of India 


tin 


zs 


i 
By ns 


Committee on Indian Afia Petition of 
port, Wisconsin, for a light-house at wat plac 
to the Committee on Counneree. Petition of ¢ 
Southport, asking an appropriation to complete the t 
at that place. eiti: J 
consin, asking an appropriation on the road from Mil- 
waukic to Madison: referred to the Commitice on Roads 
and Canals. Petition of citi i } 
Territory of Wisconsin, praying the confirmation of certain 
land claims at that plac 
Private Land Clainis. 


Also four several petitions from citizens of | 


‘Phe petition of Charles Baby, of 


"Lhe petition offi 
the citizens of the Territory of Iowa, praying tor Gre sale of |} 
y y praying 


ing for pre-empiions to miners, or owners |) ETouse of the bill entitled “An act to establish a | 


i ‘collection district in the State of Texas, and for | 


|. to the tractof land known : 


The memorial of |! y die R 
| referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. | 


remonstrance of citizens of Ovid | 


us of Cornville, Maine; |: 


jon. A H 
by Mr. WENTWORTH: The remonstrance of Levi i 
sy and sundry other citizens of ‘Troy Grove, La Kalle i 
county, Uinois, against the admission of ‘Texas: laid on | 


| Mr. B. al 


The remoustrance of John ! 


referred ta the ; 
tizens of South- | 
d 


Petition of citizens of the Territory of Wis- 


ens of Prairie du Chien, in the 


referred to the Committee on | 
Memorial of J. S. Fisk and others, |) 
citizens of Depere, Wisconsin, for the improvement of Fox 
and Wisconsin rivers: referred to the Committee on Public |; 


| citizens of Prairieville, Wisconsin, against the admission of 
:Fexas asa slave State: Inid on the table. Remonstrance 
| of A. Nottingham and others, of Walworth county, Wiscon- 
j sin, against fhe admission of Texas as a slave State: mid 
| on the table, H an 

ii Mr. W. RUNT: The remonstrance of Wm. Knowles 
| 82 citizens of Orleans county, New York, against the 
| asion of ‘Texas as a slave State. ; 

| By Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES: The memorial of the 
| Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, South Carolina, pray- 
i ing the establixbment of a brauch mint at that place. 

| By Mr. JAMES THOMPSON: The memorial of citizens 
j 

t 

f 

| 

} 

| 

} 

} 


of western Pennsylvania for an appropriation to constructa 
canal around the falls or St. Mary’s, aud estimating the cost 
for excavation at $280,000: referred to the Committee on 
Commeree. A protest, sigued by 114 citizens of Potter 
county, against the annexation of Texas: Jaid on the 
table. 

By Mr. LUMPKIN : The petition of the citizens of Cass 

county, Georgia, praying the establishment of a national 
foundry in that county, on the Etowah river: referred to the 
Committee on Military Afairs, 
By Mr. DELANO: The petition of Jonathan Nuremur, 
i asking a pension on account of services rendered and in- 
i jury received in the service of the country during the last 
i war. 


| By Mr. STRONG: The remonstrance of Harmon D. Pin- | 


ney, Andrew H. Calhoun, Simcon R. Griffin, and 288 others, 
voters of Tioga county, in the State of New York, against 
| the admission of Texas into the Union as a slave State. 

) By Mr, BLANCHARD ; The petition of George V. Miteh- 
| el, date postmaster at Belleville, Mifflin county, Penpsyl- 
| vania, lor rehef: referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
, aud Post Roads, 
1 s 

i 

i 


IN SENATE, 
Tenspay, December 30, 1845. 


i Representatives, announcing the passage by stid 


“other purposes.” 

PETITIONS. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE pres 
let and Clark, praying the 


ght of pre-emption 
1 Grassy island, in 
the Detroit river, State of Michigan; whieh was 


| Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of 
| Samuel Knight, praying a pension for injuries re- 
: ceived while in the service of the United States 
| in the erection of a monument on Stage island, in 
| the State of Maine; which was referred to the 
Commnitice on Pensions, 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of the 
| heirs of Lieut. Crocker Sampson, deceased, a rev- 
olutionary officer, praying the renewal of a boun- 
ty-land warrant, said to have been lost or destroy- 
ed; which was referred to the Committee on Rev- 


t olutionary Claims. 


Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Na- 
thaniel Kay Kendall, preying compensation for 
extra services in carrying the mails; which was 


Post Roads. 
i Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
| memorial of Elizabeth Gassaway, widow of a 
' deceased revolutionary officer, praying a pension; 


t which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 
| Mr. J. also presented the petition of Abigail | 


| Reeves, of Baltimore, widow of a deceased revo- 

‘Tutionary soldier, praying a pension; which was 
re i to the Committee on Pensions. 

CASS peace the petition of 400 inhabi- 

Jair county, Michigan, praying the 

' passage of a law to prevent Ame 


Mr. 


f > can steamboats 
from purchasing fuel in Canada, and using the 


‘the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. BARROW presented the pentan of the 
Nicholas Barra, deceased, praying the | 


heirs of 
confirmation of their title to a tract of land in 
Low 
on Priv 


ate Lund Claims. 


New Orleans, Louisiana, praying the establish- 


: Massac, on the Ohio river; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


EVERGLADES OF FLORIDA. 


Committee on Public Lands. 
RED RIVER RAFT. 


Lands. Remonstrance of Samuel Hinman and 99 other! Legislature of the State of Arkansas, praying an 


ted the petition of | 


referred to the Committce on the Post Office and i 


ua; which was referred to the Committee | 
o presented the petition of citizens of | 


ment of a national armory and foundry at Fort f 


Mr. LEVY presented a memorial from the | 
Legislature of the State of Florida, asking an | 
exploration of the everglades of said State, witha | 
i: view to reclaim them; which was referred to the | 


i 
i My. ASHLEY presented the memorial of the 


appropriation for the ‘removal of ihe raft in the 
Red river; which:was ‘referred to ‘the Committee 
on Commer¢e, and-erdered to be printed.” fees 

My. A. also presented the memorial of the Legisi: 
lature of the: State of. Arkansas, ‘praying: the con 
tinuation of the road from. Memphis to Little Rock, 
and for opening a road from. Little Rock to Fort 
Smith, on-the south branch of the Arkansas river; 
which was referred to the Committee on: Public 


| Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr A. further presented the memorial of the’ 
Legislature of the State-of Arkansas, praying an 
appropriation for the: construction of levees: upon 
the Arkansas and Mississippi rivers, for the pur- 
pose of reclaiming the inundated Jands situated 
upon the banks of said rivers; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BAGBY asked that the petition of the bar 
of the city of Washington, presented by him yes- 
terday, should be taken from the Committee on 


| the Judiciary, to which it was referred, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, as he had been informed: that the latter corm 
mittee had under consideration other matters. re- 
ferring to the same subject. 

Mr. SEVIER considered that, as thë subject- 
matter of the petition was the proposed alteration 
or repeal of a public law, it should be examined 


} and reported upon by the Committee on the Judi- 
t elary. ‘ 
A message was received from the House of |! 


Mr. BAGBY, in reply, said that he had entire 
confidence in che ability of the Judiciary Commit- 


| tec; but as all the grievances of professional men 


and others, of this District, had been referred. to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, he 
thought that the latter would be the proper corm- 
mittee to which to refer the petition in question. 
The question being upon the transfer of the pe- 


j tition, the same was agreed to. 


Mr. DIX presented the petition of Harriet Ward, 
widow ofa deceased naval seaman, praying pecu- 
niary relief, her husband having lost his life in the 
public service; which was referred to the Conimit- 
tee on Pensions. eae Sp corey eee 

Mr. JENNESS presented resolutions. passed b 
the Legislature of New. Hampshire, ‘requestin, 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress to 


| use their exertions to procure a modification of ` 
the rates of postage, so. as to authorize the trans- 
i mission of newspapers free of postage within the 


limits of the States where they are published; which 


| were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
petition of Peter Gorman, praying the payment of ; 
a balance due him on his contract for grading and 
gravelling the road from the Capitol to the Navy- 


| Yard and Congressional burying-ground, in the 


city of Washington; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, who were instructed to inquire into ‘the 
subject, reported a bill to provide for raising a regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen; which was read, and 


| passed to a second reading. . 


CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE... 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 


|| fairs, to whom was referred a: bill. providing. for 
' f £ | the settlement of the claims of -the. State of New 
“same without paying duty; which was referred to |) 


ampshire against the United States, reported the 
same without amendment. : 

Mr. SPEIGHT, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Mrs. Clara H. Pike, made a report, asking that it 
might be referred to the Committee on Pensions; 
which was agreed to. ; 


PERMANENT PRE-EMPTION. SYSTEM. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public”. 


|| Lands, reported a bill referred to said committee, 
| providing for the establishment: of a permanent: 
|| general pre-emption system in favor of actual sèt- 
| ters on the public lands, without amendment, 
, With a recommendation that said. bill. be passed; 
| and the bill was ordered to be printed-f 


tthe use 
of the Senate. ; 5 
ADJUSTMENT ‘OF “LAND: CLAIMS. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON; pursuant to notice, ask=" 
ed and obtained leave to introduce. a bill providing 
for the adjustment of all suspended pre-emption 
and claims in the several States and Territories; 


“Ma 


4845: 


= Resolved, That the Commit 


co The motion having been agreed topan 
- dutions being under: consideration, 
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read the first and second time by unani. 
i niei and, with the report. of. the Secre- 
ad 


-emption’ land: claims in Louisi- 
to. the: Committee on -Private 
tion by MrH JOHNSON; it was Pee 

: the report-of the Secretary of the 


Mr. SEVIER presented the following. resolu- 
bs Which lies Over: co c io gelosa tnosti 
ölwed;. That. the Committee. on- Pensions be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 


ing five years’ pay: to Mrs. Mary Jane West, wid- 
ow: of Lieutenant: James West, who died: in the 
public service in 1834... i : 
i FLORIDA COURTS. 7 
Mr. WEST'COTT presented the following reso- 
ation: |. i ; 
“Resolved, That the Committee. on the Judiciary 


be: instructed to inquire and report to the Senate 
“whether: any legislation by Congress is necessary 


with réspect to the. proceedings of the superior 
courts of Florida sitting as Federal courts since the 


 8d-0f March, 1845, 


Mr. W. said thata gréat difference of opinion 
had éxisted: as:to. the authority of. the judges of 
the-superior court of Florida. to exercise-jurisdic- 
tion as a Federal court: since the admission. of. the 
said State into the Union, Although their right 
to. do so had. been. questioned, they continued to 
exercise this jurisdiction; and it had become very 
important to obtain: the decision of Congress on 
the'subject. For the.purpose of inquiring upon this 
gubject the resolution was offered, and he asked 

at immedidte action might be taken thereon. 
oN 9 objection being. made, the resolution was 
reed to. ` 

My. H. JOHNSON offered the following resolu- 
tion, which, under the rule, lies over: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of an appropriation for the purpose of constructing 


a canal from the Mississippi river,.at New Orleans, 
to Lake Pontchartrain, soas to afford a.direct com- 
nivnication. to steamboats from the western coun- 
wy to the fort proposed to be erected on Ship island, 
a view to the military: and-naval.defence of the 


southern frontier of the United States. 


Mr, WESTCOTT presented, for the consider- ` 


ation of the Senate, the following resolution; which 
lies over?) c> EE aan ip nhs f 3 

© Resolved; That the President of the United States 
bewequested to catise:to. be- communicated to the 


‘Senate copies of ‘the, correspondence between the 


Attorney General and the Solicitor of the Treasury, 


“and the: judicial officers of the Territory of Flori- 


dayin relation tothe authority of the Territorial 
judges. as Federal judges, since the 3d-of March, 


Mr. BAGBY presented the following vesolution, 
which lies:overi- t e NERF ce Ee 

i on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed.to inquire into the expediency of 
proving more adequate defences of the port and 
harbor of Mobile. : a 


OREGON. 


“Mr. HANNEGAN called up the following re- 


solutions submitted: by him-yesterday: 
“Le Resolved, ‘Chat the country included within 
the parallels of 42°.and.54° 40 north latitude, and 
exending.from.the Rocky mountains tothe Paci- 
fie ocean, known.as the Territory of Oregon, is the 
property, and part and. parcel of the territories of 
the United States: ai., : 
2. Resolved, "That there j 
Government: to transfer tand the: allegiance 
of its citizens to:the do: én; authority, control, 
and subjection of any foreign power, prince, state, 
or sovereignty. ea pe 
| 3. Resolved, 


t$-no: ‘power in this 


the best-interests ‘of the American: peaplé 


Mr THANNEGAN stated that his” object in 
aling up. the resolutions was. merely to request 
f the Senate thata day should be fixed for their 


Treasury, of the 9th.itstant, in relation | 


d, That the abandonment or surrender! 
“of any portion of the Teérritory-of Oregon’would- 
bean abandonment of the honor, character, and j: 


+ 


consideration. Hie would name Monday next, or | 


Monday week, and wished that they might be 
made the. special order for such day as might be 
agreéd on. “The Senate was now thin, and he had 
no desire to press them at present. ie 

“Mr. ARCHER: suggested that these resolu- 
‘tions: were of great importance; and, as. they re- 


y of the |} quired’ much deliberation, it would be better to 
: suspended’ land claims in | 


prolong: the time, in order to afford the Senate and 
the country opportunity to consider them. He 
hoped the Senator from Indiana would agree. to 
postpone their consideration to a later period, not 
earlier than the end of January, and to have them 
printed. 


Mr. HANNEGAN was willing to make them | 
the special order for the third Monday in January; | 


and, accordingly, he made this motion; but with- 
drew it at the request of 7 
Mr. CALHOUN, who stated that, without any 


design to oppose the motion, he was desirous to | 


make a few remarks preliminary to offering certain 
resolutions which he had prepared, and which he 


roposed to submit, as an amendment to the reso- | 


lutions of the Senator from Indiana, Although he 
could not consent to give his support to the reso- 
lutions now under consideration, he was glad that 
they had béen brought forward. ‘Whatever ob- 
jections might be urged against them, they were at 
least direct, open and manly in their character. 
They denied in direct terms the authority of this 
Government to make a treaty by which any por- 
tion of the territory lying between latitudes 420 and 
54° 40' should be transterred to any foreign Power; 
and denounced, as he understood them, by impli- 
cation, the proposition which had already been 
made by the President of the United States to set- 
tle the existing difliculty by adopting the parallel of 
the 49th degree of latitude. If, therefore, it shall 


appear that a majority of the Senate sustain these | 
| resolutions, it will be clear that the question can } 


only be settled by force of arms; and that no peace, | 
should war be commenced between the two coun- | 
tries, can ever be obtained, but by our dictation at + 
the cannon’s mouth. The vote on these resolu- 
tions, therefore, will draw a broad line, which can- 
not be misunderstood, between thosc members of 
the Senate who desire to settle the question by a 
resort to arms, and those who are disposed. to con- 
tinue the pacific course of negotiation. 

He was for a pacific course of procedure, for an 
adjustment of the question, if possible, by negotia- 
tion; and, with these views and impressions, he 
had prepared a set of resolutions directly opposite 
in their character to those of the Senator from In- 
diana, which’ he desired to submit, with a request 
that ‘they should be printed as an amendment to 
those resolutions. e would take this occasion to 
state what would be his course: he was for peace, 
so long as peace can be preserved without a sur- 
render of our national honor ; for continued nego- 
tiation so long as there may be a possibility of an 
adjustment by negotiation; and, if after every 
effort to preserve peace between the two countries 


shall have been exhausted, war must ensue, he de- | 


sired that we should occupy a position in which the 
onus of a war would be thrown from our shoulders 
and. be cast upon Great Britain. 

He desired to express his approval of the course 
of the: Administration in making, under all the 


circumstances, an offer to adopt the 49th degree; 


asa boundary hne. It was his sincere wish to 
continue to. co-operate with the Executive. 
Executive desires peace, and it was his (Mr. C.’s) 
wish to preserve: peace so long as it can be honor- 
ably preserved, henever it shall. be found that 


no eftort which we can, consistently with the honor | 


and interests of the country, interpose, will avert 
the evil, and that war must come, he would never 
be found in a position antagonist to that which 
every honorable man mustoceupy. Even, although 


| the war should be the result of cur own improper 


course, still, when it shall appear that it cannot be 
averted, he would stand by his country. But if 
war should come, it will be mo common war. 
While he would give. every support to his coun- 
try, he would hold those responsible by whose 
rashness it had been provoked. 

Whenever. these propositions came up for dis- 
cussion, he hoped that.they would be discussed in 


-a becoming spirit, and in the calmest manner; and 


if, when its. true grounds are clearly seen and un- 
derstoéd, we come to the conclusion that we can 


The į 


avoid war, that wè shall, by our course, invite a | 
| continuance of our peaceful. relations; while, on! 


ii 


the othér hand, should we decide that a rupture 
of those peaceful relations is unavoidable; that we 
shall make wise and prompt preparation, and en- 
ter into the contest with the united vigor and energy 
most likely to ensure a successful issue. ; 

He would. conclude: by. offering the following 
resolutions, as an-amendment.to the resolutions of 
the Senator from Indiana: cs: Seve A 

Strike out all after the word “ Resolved,” and 
Insert— š ; 

That the President of the United States has the 
power, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the 
Senate present concur. g g 

Resolved, That the power of making treaties 
embraces that of settling and fixing boundaries 
between the territories and possessions of the Uni- 
ted States and those of other Powers, in cases of 
conflicting claims between them in reference to the 
same. 

Resolved, That however clear their claims may 
be in their opinion to the country included within 
the parallels of 42° and 54° 40" north latitude, and 
extending from the Rocky mountains to the Pacific 


„ocean, known as the Territory of Oregon, there 
now exists, and have long existed, conflicting 


claims to the possession of the same between them 
and Great Britain, the adjustment of which has 
been frequently the subject of negotiation between 
the respective Governments. : 

Resolved, therefore, That the President of the 
United States has rightfully the power under the 
Constitution, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, provided that two-thirds of the 
members present concur, to adjust by treaty the 
claims of the two countries to the said territory, 
by fixing a boundary between their respective pos- 
sessions. 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States, in renewing the offer in the spirit of peace 
and compromise, to establish the 49th degree of 
north latitude as a line between the possessions of 
the two countries, to the said territory, did not 
“abandon the honor, the character, or the best 
“interests of the American people,” or exceed the 
power vested in him by the Constitution to make 
treaties. Ee 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that the first two prop- 
ositions of the Senator from South Carolina would 
not, he presumed, be contested by any one. All 
that is stated in the two first resolutions was cor- 
rect. He, for one, would certainly make no ob- 
jection. to them. The residue of these resolutions, 

owever; presented’ matter for serious: considera- 


‘tion, at least with ‘him, for they came in conflict 


withthe principles which he; in his resolutions, had 
laid down. He wished, at present, to make a few 
remarks in reply to the distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina. The Senator said the resolutions 
which he (Mr. f.) had introduced, by implication, 
at any rate, conveyed censure on the President of 
the United States. Sir, (said Mr. EH.) I had no 
intention to cast a censure on the President. 

Mr. CALHOUN explained. He did not accuse 
the Senator of censuring the President. He had . 
merely said that, by implication, they cast a cen- 
sure on the President, because he was willing to 
surrender a portion of the Territory of Oregon; 
but stated that such would be the effect. of the 
resolutions. eae 

Mr. HANNEGAN resumed: He'so understood. 
the Senator: : But the Senator would not deny that 
the whole aspect of the question had been changed 
since the proposition of the President, by the per- 
emptory, and almost contemptuous, refusal of the 
British Minister. If it were not so, he was a free- 
man, as wellas the President.of the United States; 
and although he had ever been his political friend, 
and ever expected to be so, yet, if the President 
on any occasion or oceasions assumed a position 
which he could not endorse, he had the right, and 
would maintain it—as.well here as at home—to 
express his sentiments, without intending, desiring, 
or wishing to convey any censure. He represent- 
ed the same people that the President did, and, as 
such representative, he had a right to express his 
views on all questions pertaining to the Govern- 
ment. He repeated, that he meant to convey no 
censure on-the President. The Senator said ‘that 
the resolutions were plain and direct, coming at 
once to the poiñt, and that the adoption of them, 
if he understood them, would necessarily involve 
usin a war. Now, if the adoption of the resolu- 
tions, which contained the immutable principles 
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of truth, should bring war on us, jet war come! f 


What American was there who, through fear of | 
war, would hesitate to declare the truth. in this 
Chamber? He, also, was for peace; he shrunk 
back from the thought of war as much as could 
the Senator from South Carolina. “He loved peace; 
but if it were only to be maintained on degrading 
and dishonorable terms, war, even of extermina- 
tion, would be far preferable. The Senator said, | 
that if war once was commenced, peace could only | 
be made by our dictation at thecannon’smouth, Fle 
(Mr. HLY proclaimed, if war with Great Britain | 
should arise, for the possession of Oregon, he, for 
one, wished never to sec it settled by arbitration, un- 
til we arbitrate it ourselves, and at the cannon’s 
mouth dictated the termsof peace. The Senator 
said, or implied, that by the course we are pursuing, 
or by the course which he (Mr. H.) pursued, weare 
to be plunged rashly into war, If it was rashness in 
the representatives of the people to assert the rights 
of the country, and this rashness should produce 
war, for which they who supported these resolu- 
tions should be held responsible, he, for one, did 
not fear the responsibility, ‘There had been a sin- 
gular course pursued’ on this Oregon question, and 
with reference to which he must detain the Senate 
a moment, it contrasted so strangely, so wonder- 
fully, with a precisely similar question—the an- 
nexation of Texas. ‘Lexas and Oregon were born 
the same instant, nursed and cradled in the same 
cradle—the Baltimore Convention—and they were 
at the same instant adopted by the democracy 
throughout the land. ‘There was nota moment’s 
hesitation, until Texas was admitted; but the mo 
ment she was admitted, the peculiar friends of 
Texas turned, and were doing all they could to 
strangle Oregon! But the country were not blind, 
or deaf, ‘he people sce, they comprehend, and i 
he trusted they would speak. It was a most sin- 
gular state of things. We were told that we must 
ie careful not to Involve ourselves in a war with 
Yingland on a question of disputed boundary. 
Phere was a question of disputed boundary be- 
tween us and Mexico ; but did we hear, from the 
same quarter, any warnings against a collision with 
about to consummate the 


Mexico, when we were 
annexation of Texas? We were told by those who 
, that the Nueces 


knew something of those matters 
was the proper boundary of Texas? | And how did 
they find the friends of Texas moving on that oc- 
casion? Did we, for a single instant, halt on the 
hanks of the Nueces? No: at a single bound 
we crossed the Nueces, and the blasts of our trum- 
nets, and the prancing of our war-horses, were 
heard on the banks of the Rio Del Norte, one hun- 
dred miles beyond. Nearly ove hundred miles of 
disputed territory gives no cause for a moment’s 
hesitation! There was no negotiation then, so far 
as Mexico was concerned: we took all. Butwhen 
Oregon is brought into question, we are called on, 
as an act proper and right, to give away a whole 
empire on the Pacific, if England desire it, THe 
never would consent to a surrender of any portion 
of the country north of 49°, nor one foot, by treaty 
or otherwise, under 54° 40’. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he merely rose to allude 
to a single remark which applied to himself per- 
sonally. The Senator from Indiana had endeavor- 
ed to draw a contrast between his (Mr. C.’s) 
course upon the Texas question, and his course | 
upon this. The views which governed me (said 
Mr. C.) upon that question, govern me also upon 
this, Í pursued in reference to Texas what Icon- 
ceived to be the best course. If I acted boldly 
and promptly on that occasion, it was because 
boldness and promptness were necessary to suc- | 
cess. Jt was the golden oppor 
year’s delay would have lost Texas to us forever. 
tf I am for more deliberate measures on this oc- 
casion, it is not because I am not a friend to Ore- 
gon. On the contrary, Oregon has no better friend 
than myself; there. is no one who would venture 
more to save it, But it is asked: why I do. not 
pursue the same course of action’ as in. regard to 
Texas. If the gentleman will refer to my remarks 
in 1842, he will find that the views which governed 
me then are the same with those which govern 
me now. I believe that precipitancy will lose 

ou Oregon forever—no, not forever; but it will 
lose you Oregon in the first struggle, and then it 
will require another struggle hereafter, when we 
become stronger, to regain it. ` 

I will not go into this question now; J am pre- 
pared, when it comes up for discussion, to show, 


tunity; and one || 
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| lauding the President; nor did he accuse the gen- | 


reposition for 
c 


if argument can show, that the principle involved i 
in these resolutions, so far from gaining Oregon, j 
will for the present lose every inch of that terri- | 
tory; and it is on that account, as much from the 
fear of losing Oregon as from the desire of ayold- 
ing war, that I have proposed amendments to the 
Senator's resolutions. lt is for this reason that E 
am opposed to the resolutions. Sir, if my advice 
had been pursued we should never have been in- 
volved in this controversy at all. I now act under 
circumstances not produced by myself, and £ will 
do the best I can to save the Territory of Oregon, 
which I hold as valuable as the Senator from tn- | 
diana himself ean do. If you insutue a com- 
parison between Orcgon and ‘Texas, I would say 
that the former is as valuable to us as the latter, 
and I would as manfully defend it. If the Senator 
and myself disagree, we disagree only as to the 
means of securing Oregon, and not as to its impor- 
tance. Sir, I intended to say nothing about cen- |i 
suring the President; I simply said that, by impli- 

cation, a censure would he conveyed. bdo not | 
suppose that the Senator intends to reflect upon 

the President; but there can be no difference, as 

far as the principle involved in this question is 

concerned, between the circumstances when the 

a division at the forty-ninth paral- || 

l was made and now. It was as sensible then to 
make the offer as it would be now. | 

Mr. HAYWOOD said that, after having given | 
a grout deal of attention to the subject, he had ar- 
rived at the conviction that it did not become the 
Sonate to interfere in the matter at present. fle 
had a reasonable confidence in the President, and 
inasmuch as tbe Constitution of the country had 
conferred on him the power of conducting the ne- 
gotiations, therefore, unless he saw proper to cail 
in the aid of the Senate, or until the Senate thought 
it incumbent on them to advise him to surrender 
all negotiations, and the subject should be trans- 
ferred to the Scnate legitimately, and the execu. 
tive should have washed his hands of it, he thought 
the Sonate would be acting improperly to intertere 
in the matter, Rat when once legitimately wans- 
ferred to the Senate, he would then be ready, in 
the love of country ant the fear of God, to tuke 
part in the settlement of the question, But until 
then he should oppose all proceedings which would 
have the effect citherof censuring or of lauding the 
President pending the negotianons. ln making 
this remark he did not mean any more than what 
the Senator from South Carolina himself meant in 
reference to the original resolutions—namely , that 
acensure might be understood to be conveyed by 
implication; that the passage of a resolution de- 
claring it a violation of honor to surrender any 
part of Oregon was an implied censure upon the |; 
President, who had authorized a proposition for | 
such surrender, 

He was, on this ground, adverse to the original 
resolutions, and he was quite as much opposed to 
the amendments; because they might be considered 
as conveying a species of praise which he was not 
prepared to administer to, the President. When 
the question should come up hereafter, he intend- 
ed to make a motion which would, if it prevailed, | 
preclude all further proceedings upon the subject. 
He intended to move that the whole subject be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. CALHOUN 


. a > . i 
disclaimed any intention of | 


tleman from Indiana of any intention to censure 
him. He had only said he approved the course of 
the President in offering the forty-ninth parallel. 
It was very certain, however, that the sense of the 
Senate, when taken upon the orginal resolutions 
and the amendments, would show very clearly the 
views entertained with reference to the settlement 
of the Oregon difficulty. ‘hose who agreed with 
the honorable mover of the original resolutions 
would reject all further negotiations; those on the 
opposite side would be disposed to continue the || 
negotiations. That was the whole amount of the 
matter; and his sole rcason for moving the amend- 
ments was that the sense of the Senate might be 
fully taken. ` . 

Mr. ARCHER said it seemed to him to bea 
matter of no great importance what disposal the 
Senate might finally make of the two propositions 
now before them. The main object he desired had. 
been obtained by the debate of this morning. He 
merely rose at this time for the purpose- of express- 
ing his profound satisfaction at the course taken 
by the distinguished Senator from South Carolina, 


yu 


it 


| men here, if there be any o 


i ducting of pacific negotiations. 


He had had occasion to express his views upon 
ie subject heretofore. Ee came here imbued with 
pprehension, but he hailed the attitude taken by 
io Senator as an undoubted. omen of peace; and 
from his place here he proclaimed the glad tidings 
to the country. And why? » They of that'side of 
he House would now find on the-other side mem- 
ers enough to snstain them in the ground which 
hey were going to take. 
Sir, (said Mr. ARCHER 


oh 


Pa 


b 
t 
5) when I speak of peace, 
disdain to say that the word means any other 
an wy honorable peace. If it be possible that 
rere are any in this Senate who are willing to 
make any sacrifices of national honor, they will 
not, after such a delmquency, dare to exhibit them- 
selves in the face of the popular indignation which 
will mect them on allsides. Sir, the good and bad 
f the latter description, 
will equally be found to concur in this, But who 
ever heard until a few days ago that the honor of 
the country was involved? ‘Was not President 
Jackson stnsitive enough for the preservation of 
the honor of the country? During the eight, years 
of his administration it was thought no dishonor 
that the Government should allow a question of 
this nature to remain at rest. What has produced 
so greata change now? Are we more sensitive of 
publie honor than all those who have gone before 
us? Are we more sensible of the public honor than 


I 
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| our predecessors in the government of this coun- 


Sir, there is no dishonor in the further con- 
Nay, in wy opin- 
ion there will be more honor in continuing the 
negotiations than in interrupting them by hasty 
and ill-advised conduet upon this floor. What is 
the aspect which we should present to the country, 
supposing the case reversed, and the question 
brought up in the British Parliament, and language 
of insult and contumely indulged in, similar to the 
terms we have used here? Would any of us under 
the irritations which would naturally be produced 
by such language, be disposed to listen to concilia- 
tory terms of peace? We ought not, then, to do 
that which, if done by others, we should be dis- 
posed to resent as the highest indignity, Let us 
apply this- argument to ourselves, If we seize 
every occasion, at the commencement as well as in 
the progress of the controversy, to heap every sort 
of contumely upon our adversaries, what are we 
to expect al they hands? Why, that they should 
refuse all just conciliation. Not that T believe 
our adversary would not accede to any just prin- 
ciple of setilement, but that the language we use 
on this floor is well calculated to thwart that 
course, 

_ Sir, I repeat, itis not for the purpose of enter- 
ing into an exposition of any opinions of my own 
that I now address you. Let the proceedings: of | 
this morning go abroad, as. they of course must 
do, and they will be Hailed as an omenof peace; 


try? 


| and that peace cannot fail to be secure unless we, 
by some egregious act of folly, disturb the ‘rela- 


tions at present existing. The controversy can 
be terminated, and with honor to’ the country, in 
the progress of further, negotiations; unless pre- 
vented, by the temper of our proceedings here, I 
believe as firmly as I do anything which exists 
that such will be its termination. 

Sir, I am indifferent whether the resolutions be 
now laid upon the table or discussed st large. And 
I put it to Senators on both sides of the Chamber, 
how can it possibly be of any importance? ` Sup- 
pose the resolutions should be laid upon the table, 
in conformity with the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina, does he suppose that will inter- 
rupt the progress of the discussion of the subject? 
Discussion: must come, and I hope it will ‘comes 
for I am gratified to find that it will now be carried 
on under circumstances not calculated to produce 
asimilar degree ‘of alarmi in the country to that 
which:a debate a few days ago produced: ’ l 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said’ that the. ‘Senator 
from North Carolina had stated it to be his inten- 
tion to move to lay the whole subject- on the table. 
And he assured that honorable Senator, that when- 
ever he thought proper to ‘vnake that motion, he 
should: receive one other vote besides. his. own. 
He agreed: with the Senator from ‘North Carolina 
that the subject ought, to: be laid-on the table. In, 
his opinion, it was highly.proper, while-negotia- 
tions were pending, that the Senate should abstain 
from the discussion of this question, except in 
executive session. If the motion of thé Senator 
from North Carolina should prevail, he hoped 
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me Be tor would ‘move to transfer the whole 
Matter from the legislative to. the executive Journat. 
f hat -was:ihe: appropriate place 


5 as 


; he: viewed: them, ‘were. of 
y character 


nd as. Ke thought the Ex- 
\itiative in matters of this 


ty-eight degrees twenty minutes as the boundary, | 


sponsibility from 
H 


Constitution has canimitted it" >; 

Mr. HANEGAN said that he entertained a pro- 
found respect for the opinions of the Senator from 
Delaware ; but it certainly seemed strange to him 
that so learned and experienced a Senator should 
say that the Senate had not a right, in the existing 
state.of facts, to assume the initiative. It appear- 
ed to him that the representatives of the soverei 
States of the Union. had a right to take the initia- 
tive omany’quéstion involving the territorial rights 
of the United: States: There was no power be- 
hind which they were bound to conceal themselves 
until the-strings-Were ‘pulled; and permission was 
given them. to.acte SE n ee : 

But the Senator says we are interfering with ne- 
gotiations. What negotiations? Has not-the Pres- 
ident told us, in- his Message, that there is tio pro- 
position now. pending; that:the” last “proposition 
trom this Government had been‘cavalierly rejected, 
and had been immediately withdrawn?: Does he 
not say that, for the present, atleast; the negotia- 
tion ivatan end? Negotiations-ean only now be 
renewed by the British Government; as hetook it. 
for granted, from the high and manly stand hehad 
taken in his Message, that the President would not 
renew them, 
in the settlement of the question, and has pub-; 
lished. to. the. world -the. entire diplomatic corres- 
pondence npon the subject, thereby showing- cons 
clusively. ‘that othe negotiations had. terminated. 


-{ brought to a- close? - 


He'has now-called on us.to-aid him} 


What could be thought of any Government which 
would make public ‘diplomatic correspondence be- 
fore the negotiations:to which it related had been 


As to the allegation, that he had casta censure 
Already he-had disclaimed any such intention; 
and, as was his uniform practice’ in: private trans- 
actions; so: should bë his course in public life, if 
one explanation was not sufficient, never to repeat 
it.» If his language was to be construed. into cen- 
‘sure, well, so let.it be. How could it be an attack 
upon the President, when it was sustained by his 
very language. The President had said that our 
: rightto the whole of Oregon was indisputable; and 
what did the resolutions he had submitted express 
beyond a reiteration of this opinion? ‘The title to 
Oregon had been nobly sustained by the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, and also by the pres- 
ent Secretary of State. And, he would ask, in what 
quarter of the Union would they find any assem- 
blage of American citizens who would give their 
sanction to. the relinquishment of any portion of 
it? With the irrefragable testimony in. favor of 
our title which we pussesss, there would be about 
as much propriety in the surrender of Florida, or 
of Maine, or of Massachusetts, or of any other 
State in the Union. -A great deal had been said 
about the right of England; but he had yet to hear 
the first substantial argument or proof to support 
it, He had yet to learn that she had any right in 
Oregon beyond the permissive right of a tenant. 
She had no right to Oregon. No man could pro- 
duce any proof of such right. If any one could, 
he would do more than Mr. Pakenham, who, in 
his opinion, had signally failed in his effort. 

The Senator from South Carolina had dwelt on 
his great fondness for Oregon, and had stated that 
he was as true a friend to Oregon as any man in 
the country. But he was not the true mother, or 
he would never be willing to cut the child in two, 
and give away the better half. Look at the map 
of Oregon; the whole of the best half lies above 
the 49th parallel, and commands the whole of the 
north Pacific, controls the whole of the coast, and 
every harbor which was worth possessing. And 
this the Senator from South Carolina would give 
away. 


the devoted friend of Oregon. He had congratu- 
lated himself on this consistency of attachment: 
and he (Mr. H.) regretted to see alarge. portion of 
the press. throughout the country had lauded the 
Senator, ‘in terms of high eulogy, and had iterated 
and reiterated the beautiful expression of the dis- 
tinguished. Senator, imbodying the Fabian policy, 


expression had ruined Oregon. Great, therefore, 
was his regret to see it repeated and lauded through- 
out the county, in connexion with this question. 
He respected the talents, as well as the high 
standing which the distinguished Senator occu- 
ied among the members of the human family, 

but he was compelled to say that he had little ad- 
miration for the course: which the Senator’ had 
yursued on this question. Had the bill to estab- 
ish a ‘Territorial Government in Oregon passed into 

a law, Oregon would have been ours. Twenty 
thousand rifles would have been called into action, 
would have taken and secured the possession of the 
country. But there was refusal to act, a holding 
back on the part-of the Government, when we 
might, without hazard, have established our right; 
“Wise and masterly inactivity” was the prin- 


Masses of citizens were waiting in his neighbor- 


him, [Mr. Arcmison,] who were only waiting for 
the Government. to back them; but they were 
doomed to disappointment. He did not reprove 
this course in any spirit of-unkindness: what he 
had stated was said more in sorrow fhan in anger, 
for he deeply lamented the'result. a. 


the distinguished Senator had spoken. Perhaps it 
would not be out of place to say that the precipi- 
-iancy of the honorable Senator’s-courseé in relation 
to the annexation of Texas presented a remarkable 
“contrast. to-his “wise and masterly inactivity”? 
‘with reference:to Oregon. He did not intend’ to 
| charge any improper motives in the distinguished 
Senator; but it appeared strange to him that, when 


j & question of ‘tetritorial acquisition arises: in the 


on.the President, he had but a single word to say. 


‘Lhe Senator had said that he had always been | 


and used, he believed, by Lord Chatham to Prince. ; 
Eugene: “A wise and masterly: inactivity.” That 


ciple which had been fatal to our best interests. | 


hood and in that of the honorable Senator near | 


A single word as to the. precipitancy of which | 


northwest, there should be found such a back- 
wardness on the part of Southern. gentlemen to give 
their aid. “Precipitancy in relation to Texas was 
wise, in the view: of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina; but it would not be wise.in/the case of Ore- 
gon. Inthe first instance, the golden opportu- 
nity’? was to be: seized. “Now, heaven: knows, 
time enough has been given to maturing plans : it 
is ‘now time to act. The two countries are arrayed, 
front to front; and, my life on it, if it were a ques- 
tion between the United States and: Mexico, on the 
possession of Cuba or California, orif it were for 
the acquisition of some territory farther still, (for 
he had heard a whisper of Panama,) this would be 
the golden moment. : 

Whenever his resolutions should comé up for 

consideration, he hoped they would not be rejected 
by the Senate. He had merely imbodied in them 
what the Executive had said in his Message, and 
had said nothing more than was said by the friends 
of Texas. It was now the time to go more fully 
into the discussion. 
_ Mr. CALHOUN explained, to show that he 
was no greater friend to the acquisition of territory 
in the South-than in the North. Every Senator 
was perfectly acquainted with his sentiments rela- 
tive to Cuba. hilst he was a member of Mr. 
Monroe’s Cabinet, he had always opposed any 
effort to disturb the possession of Cuba by Spain ; 
he had ever since been opposed to it, and he would 
be the last man to make such a movement, believ- 
ing that in its present state, it is in the position 
which is best for all parties. “Whenever the pro- 
per time came, and the subject was brought up for 
discussion, he expected to be able to show, beyond 
all doubt, that the same principle which govern- 
ed him on the Texas question governed also his 
course in reference to Oregon. He was as much 
in favor of Oregon as the Senator from Indiana ; 
and the only difference between them related to 
the mode by which the same object might be ob- 
tained. 

He (Mr. C.) wished to make one or two remarks 
on what had fallen from the Senator from Dela- 
ware. He could assure that Senator that he was as 
much averse to forcing the discussion as the Senator 
himself could be. But he thought the Senator was 
wrong in su Pposing this was an exercise of advisory _ 
power, which showd not be discussed openly. It 
was a question.as to boundary; one on which we 
should not leave a doubt on the public mind. . On 
this floor, and in the face. of the world, we ave . 
called on to-pronounce our yea or nay, now that 
the question has. been started here, or there:may 
arise in. the -public: mind a: presumption that no 
treaty will be ratified here which does not conform 
to the particular views thrown out on one side of 
the Senate. The propositions which he had sub- 
mitted by way of amendment, were clearly not 
advisory in their character; therefore, although 
adverse to premature discussion, in order that no 
doubt should be left on the mind of the Executive, 
now or hereafter, as to his constitutional right 
of negotiating for territory, he desired a decision | 
of the question. He.thought this was still the. 
more necessary, because there was an evident ten- 
dency in the country to. the opinions expressed by 
the Senator from Indiana, the effect of which might 
be to involve us'in great difficulty. The resolu: 
tions which he had: offered’ only assert that the 
President, in offering to the British Government a 
settlement on:the basis öf the 49th parallel, did not, 
in any degree, compromise the honor, dignity, or 
best interests of the-country, and that it was a 
proper exercise of the powers confided to him by 
the Constitution. He hoped that a majority of the 
Senate would acquiesce in the propriety of settling 
this question by negotiation, ; 

-` Mr. ALLEN disclaimed any intention to take 
part in the debate; but he did not agree with the 
Senator from South Carolina, that the Sénate ought 
to keep back all, the measures relating to business, 
in-order to enter into. mere discussion upon bar- 
ren propositions. However willing he might be to 
go. intoa. discussion of the subject, he did not do- 
sire to see any action introduced in this body 
which would precede and delay the consideration 
of the joint resolution to give the twelve months 
notice. He did not want any discussion which 
should precede the bill: He did not know wheth- 
er these resolutions contained the true analysis of 
the powers of the Constitution of this Government; 
but he rose merely to say that he would lend his 
agency to no proposition bearing.on this question, 


a 


“connexion. 
heard from-the re-emi- 
2 ,Carélitia—tfor he would: 
not stop at the term eminent, in consideration of his 
acknowledged: standing: in the country—-that any 
- Proposition introduced into ‘that body might have 
the effect to divide the body’in’ stich’ a way as to 
“make it appear that there were men there, or any 
wherein the country, who desired war for the 
sake of war. But if those who wished for all Ore- 
gon were to be corisidered lovers of war because 
they cover with their afféctions the valor of their 
country—if. that be a war patty, the honorable 

Senator would find many who belonged to it, for 

it wasia party that embraced nine-tenths of the 
county. ‘They would not be ‘thwarted in the 
prosecution of their rights by Great Britain. De 

(Mr. A.) had heard this war-ery before; it was 

loud and long enough so as to induce this Senate 

to` ratify a treaty which gave away part of their 
territory, though this Senate actually declared that 
“it belonged to, this Country. But the cry of British 
force was raised. Many of their citizens who had 
property were honest and patriotic citizens; but 
many threw their property in the scale of the 
common enemy of ther country; and now they 
dave not set up their rights. "There were men who 
calculated, by dollars and. cents, how much they 
would lose in their mercantile pursuits; and it was 
by the cry of “war” from such men as these 
that Great Britain had been able to encroach upon 
them, and that made the sound of her cannon 
scatter thé spray at Niagara. Insult had been of- 
fered, and yet Lord Ashburton had never compen- 
sated them by an apology. He (Mr. A.) would 
ask, were they to be bullied forever on this subject 
by Great Britain? If they acted in a manner to 
neglect the interests of the country, and not pro- 
‘tect’ the national honor, he (Mr. A.) wouldde- 
nounce it as a war-party that. sought to intimidate 
them inthe discharge of their duty. He rose in 
reference to this war-cry. It was only the banks 
that raised it—it was an artificial war-cry, that 
emanated from the Eastern States. 

Mr. CALHOUN was resolved that his senti- 
ments should not be distorted. He made no war- 
cry. Fe said, if the question could not be settled 
hy treaty, it may be settled by war. He would ! 
ask, was there nothing in the resolutions of the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Hanxecan,] which, 
if adopted, would deny the power to settle the 
question by tréaty? He denied the war-cry that 
was thus mised. He (Mr. C.) had done his duty 
manfully upon this and upon many. other gae: 
tions in which he had been concerned; and he 
would do his duty in relation to tlie peace of the 
country. Fle would meet the discussion in rela- 
tion to the resolutions; and if they could not settle 
the question by treaty, he (Mr. ©.) was in favor 
of giving the twelve months’ notice to maintain 
their rights; but if they did not settle the question 
by treaty, he would go for the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Auiey,] in relation to 
the twelve months? notice; and if that did not do, 
he would go prepared to do his duty. 

Mr. HAY WOOD did not mean to trespass on 
the Senate, by entering upon the question. that 
came before them; but rose to ask if, from what 
had occurred, the discussion was not premature? 
‘The ery of war was ‘raised—not that any party 
apprehended such a ao but the scene was 
to be enacted before the world by the Senate of the | 
United States. He (Mr. I.) would ‘have no part į 
init. The President had informed the Senate in re- 
lation to the question now before them, and the ery | 
of war was immediately raised; but if honorable 
Senators called that war which holds that this Sen- 
ate'should not take the jurisdiction out of the hands 
of the President, he would say “ suficient for the 
day is the evil thereof.’’, But until they got the 
jurisdiction, he protested against the Senate taking 
the jurisdiction out of the Presidents hands, and 
undertaking ‘to -manage thêl “foreign relations. 
‘They would, by such a course, be pushing this 
body before the President in disposing of the for- 
eign affairs of thé ‘country. As a Democrat, he 


| relations, 


ifon the part of his constituency in North Carolina. 
: These constant, persevering eflorts, tatake from.the 


hands of the President what legitimately. belonged: 


to him, as to their. foreign affairs, would havea bad 


efléct; and ifthe wished to call up- reminiscences 
which ‘were familiar to them all, they would show 
such an occurrence as would say to all, that what 
was done ex necessitale already, had proved to them 
that it would have no-salutary effect.. He objected 
to going on with this discussion upon their foreign 
‘He ‘considered it not an: advisable 
course. In relation to what fell from the honor- 
able Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Hanyecan,] he 
‘did not, by the introduction. of his resolutions, 
exactly imply censure tpon the President; but 
they go so far as to say: You bave made this 
offer once, take care how you do itagain.?? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. That is it, sir. “Take 
care how you do it again.” 

Mr. HAYWOOD continued. That was the 
very thing. Before he was asked whether he had 
told them’so before in his message, and they had 
held any intercourse with him on the subject, this 
course was to be pursued in the Senate; and this 
was to come from a house compesed of his friends, 
and was to be called censure, and Senators who are 
his friends were to be the censurers! He objected 
to such a course as this, because it would produce 

War-—not war. with Great Britain, for he was not 
afraid of that—but war in that Hall, and that sort 
of war which he desired most to avoid. They 
would then have warin that Hall, and war with 
Great. Britain. «He stood there to maintain the 
dignity of their body—no sunshine friend of the 
Administration, to break it down by such abstract 
propositions as these. He stood there as the friend 
of his party. If, by their action, they were to 
break up hs Administration, they ought, at all 
events, to give the President two resources. They 
were then in Congress already one month, and had 


spent half in celebrating the holydays, and they | 


heard this clamor about who were to fight hardest 


| on this question. Let them take the question away 
| from 


partys if they chose—take it away from the 
President; if it was aquestion involving ‘the inter- 


ests of the country, let them bring up Oregon forth |i ident, and that.he might leain and. tell him. 


with, and he would go for it every inch. THe ad- 
mitted that Senators bad a right to didcuss the 
question in proper scason—when the rights of the 
country were at stake. He (Mr. FI.) would go 
with those who went to maintain them. It was 
their duty to support the President by a dignified 
course. They were not there to pass laudatory 
resolutions in favor of the President; but they were 
bound to support him in his present course. He 
(Mr. H.) was not to be misunderstood by the 
Senator from South Carolina. If every Senator 
was to be compelled to give explamtions on that 
floor for what passes in the freedom of debate, as 
intention to give offence, there would be an end to 
all freedom of debate. 
Senator said the resolutions were condemnatory, 
but he said they amounted to it. Mr. H, after 
further expressing his disapprobation of the course 
pursued in introducing discussion, which looked 
Jike playing the game of brag, while the negotia- 
tion was pending, a course which would throw 
their entire proceedings before the British Minister, 


į concluded. 


Mr. HANNEGAN said that the Senator from 
North Carolina, not only on this, but on other occa- 
sions, had contended that the President, with the 
Senate alone, should regulate all questions of for- 
eign territory and relations. Now, he recognised 
the House of Representatives, and believed it had 
a little right to inquire what course the President 
was taking with regard to our foreign relations. 
He referred to the ‘Texas question: that originated. 
in the House, and concerned a question of foreign 
territory. And yet, in view of this fact, the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina voted for thé measure. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. remarked that the Senator 
knew his course on that occasion; he did not vote 
for the initiative, but for-the close. 

My. HANNEGAN was understood to say, that 
if the Senator took the close, he might have taken 
the initiative with the same propriety. But the 
Senator thought that we should first ask the Pres- 
ident for information. There might be those who 
went to the President and asked ‘whether the 
Shoul move; but he was not one of that num- 
per. 


protested against’ transferring the powér of the 
President to the Senate, He protested against it 


Mr. TAY WOOD explained. The proposition 
which he stated was this : when a negotiation was 


He did not say that. the || 


i 


t 


| Britain for the'téri 


| territory, and erect stockades andl. fórtg? 


pending, and. there:was.a doubt’ whet 
terminated, the proper cours’ was,to ask 
ident whether. the negdtiation had closed; or was 5 
proceeding, ss g se P n 

© Mr HANNEGAN ‘sai 

given the information in his Messag nly. 
A, B,C.’ ‘And where was the nepesdity of asking 

him whether. we should move ôr not?” He: who 

could’ not ‘understand the ‘plain language of the 

President, that the’ negotiation was atan end, must 

have a singular obliquity of. mental vision. “He 

| (Mr. H) had then only to pursué his own course. 

If hereafter he should ‘see*proper to pursue any 

particular course, he would méve without asking 

i the President's “perinission.. “So. far a8 etiquette 

was concernéd, ‘he cared, nothing; it was the: sub- 
i 


stance which- he desired. ` But he would ask the 
| particular friend of the Presidént, as the Senator 
| appeared to be on ‘this occasion, how would he 
defend. him if the negotiation was still pending, 
and the President had published -his Message to 
the world? Did ‘he not call’ on Corigvess to act? 
Did he not recommend notice to he. given to Great 
ination of the joint ocet i 
: é ent, the 
“Ee said 
that the negotiation was àtan end; and yetiwe 
were to ask the President, was it time to aci! The 
Senator from. North Carolina appealed to his 
friends to stand by him in rejecting these resola- 
tions; but he (Mr. H.) called on him, as main- 
taining the. principles of the Baltimore-Canvention, 
to stand by the proclamation of his party,” ‘In. tlie 
; Same resolution Texas and “Oregon rosé and met, 
and should be maintained. Were we divided there?” 


j 
i 
i 
t 


that we should occupy; toa certain. 


i -EHeé asked the Senator not to adhere torneny but to 
i adhere to the declarations of par 


render. 


Mr. HAYWOOD ‘remarke the: Senator 
| bad spoken of him as a peculiar friend of the Pres- 


Ee 
[Mr. Elaywoon] was not apt to take exception to 
such remarks. “He made but poor. progress in 
running. [Mr DIANNEGAN, sotto voce: You can’ 
walk.J He had only seen the President oncethis 
winter, He was his peculiar friend, however, be- 
cause it was peculiar for a politician in these. days 
to have an honest friend. ated 

Mr. HANNEGAN, Would to God lie had an 
honest friend who would talk honestly to him. 

He then moved to lay the resolutions on the 


| table, to be taken. up hereafter, when. the subject 


of notices and bills should be in orders . 
Mr. BENTON. I shall vote for the motion, 
without the qualification. : 
The question on the motion of Mr. Haxneaan 
was then put, and decided in the affirmative. 


| Mr. HAYWOOD submitted the following reso~ 


| lution, which lies over under the rule: . 
| Resolved, "That the Committee on Commerce in- 
| quire into the expediency of. establishing the ware- 


|| house system for the storage of imported goods, 


1 


in connexion, with the reyenue 


system of the Uni- 
ted States ; 


i and that said committee. shall, have 
| power to report by bill or otherwise... 

| Resolved, That so rauch of thereport of the Sec- 
| retary of the Navy of the United States as refers 
to the commerce of the United States, be referred 
i to the Committee on Commerce. 


i 
| Mr. REVERDY JOHNSON submitted the fol- 
| lowing resolution, which lies over under the rule: 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs be instructed to inquire whether, with a view 
į to the defence of the country, it. is expedient, by 
i Subscription to its stock or otherwise, aid upon 
such terms and conditions as may be.-agteed upon 
by the United States and the Baltim 
Railroad. Company, to assist in the ‘completion 
of the road of the said company from: its present 
western terminus to some ‘suitable: point on the 
Ohio river. ee ge a Ha a 

On motion of Mri J OH NSON of Louisiana, the 
Senate proceeded to thè éonsideration of the bill to 
continue the office of Commissioner Of Pensions. 

The ‘bill was then considered, asin committee 
| Of the whole, and “being reported: without amend- 
ment, was ordered to-be engrossed fora third read~ 
‘ing 


plainly. AS *% 


ore and Ohio ` 
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` The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: ; 
A bill to organize a company of sappers, miners, 
and pontoniers; ’ 
“A bill to repeal an act to abolish the office of one 
of the Inspectors-General of the Army, &e. 


: "The following resolutions, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Cass, were considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of constructing a ship-canal around the falls at the 
Sault St. Marie, in the State of Michigan, with a 
view to the military and naval defence of the north- 
western frontier of the United States. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of fixing a period of age beyond which no officer 
in the army shall be called into active service 
during war; and, if they consider such a measure 
expedient, then to consider also the regulations 
proper to be adopted to effect the object. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tusspay, December 30, 1845. 


The Journal ‘of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


` 


THE FOLDING-ROOM. 


The Select Committee heretofore ordered to be 
appointed on this subject was announced, as fol- 
lows ;, Messrs. McKay, Boyp, G. W. Jones, 
Grover, and McCriernanp. 

Mr. BOYD, on his own motion, was excused 
from serving; and another member was directed to 
be appointed in his stead. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


The SPEAKER announced the order of the 
day—the resolutions of the General Assembly of 
the State of Massachusetts for such amendments 
to the naturalization laws as will protect the ballot- 
box and the elective franchise from abuses and 
frauds, 

The pending questions were : first, on a motion 
of Mr. Leviy to refer the resolutions to a select 
committee, with instructions to inquire whether 
any, and what, alterations are required in the ex- 
isting naturalization laws; and, second, a motion 
made by Mr. Bropweap, that they be referred to 
the standing Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HENLEY said he wished to introduce a || 


resolution appointing a time at which the debate 
on the subject should terminate. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said the House could at any 
time'close the debate by the previous question, or 
the adoption of such a resolution as the gentleman 
from Indiana wished now to introduce, and which 
he could move hereafter. 

The SPEAKER said that, under that rule of the 
Flouse which directs that petitions, memorials, and 
other papers addressed to the House “ shall not be 
‘ debated on the day of their being presented, nor 
‘on any day assigned by the House for the re- 
‘ceipt of petitions after the first thirty days of the 
t session, unless where the House shall direct 
‘ otherwise, but shall lie on the table, to be taken 
‘up in the order in which they were presented,” 
the debate on these resolutions would terminate 
this day, it being the thirtieth day of the session, 
unless the House should otherwise determine. 

Mr. HENLEY, although he considered his re- 
solution a. privileged proposition, would abstain 
from offering it, ` 

Mr. DOUGLASS said that the point to which 
he should address the few remarks he wished to 
submit to the House, was contained in the instruc- 
tions moved by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Levin] for the selecteommittee, directing them 
to inquire whether any, and what, alterations are 
requisite in the existing naturalization laws. His 
objection to these instructions was this : that they 
implied the existence of a power in Congress to 

prescribe the qualification of voters and to punish 
frauds on the ballot-box. Mr. D. said’ that he 
was ready to go as far as any man could reason- 


ably desire in the exercise of any constitutional 
privilege or power to correct frauds, not only upon 
the pailot-bar, but on the naturalization laws, or 
any other laws of the United States. But while 
he held it a matter of great importance to guard the 
ballot-box against-corruption, he believed it equal- 
ly important that Congress should refrain from the 
exercise of powers which by the Constitution were 
reserved to the States. He conceded to Congress 
the fullest power to establish naturalization laws: 
respecting that, there could be no uestion ; for the 

ower was expressly given in the Constitution. 
But he denied that naturalization included the 
power of voting. He denied thata right to vote 
was one of the prerogatives of a naturalized citi- 
zen, either here or in any country on the globe. | 
The privileges of naturalization and of voting were 
as entirely separate and distinct from each other as 
were the Federal and the State Governments. Na- 
turalization did confer the right of citizenship, and 
citizenship included the right of protection, the 
right to sue in the courts in time of war, the right 
to hold real estate, the right to receive property by 
descent, the right to transmit it, and various other 
rights which it was not necessary particularly to 
designate. 'Fhis was the extent of naturalization, 
as it existed in England previous to our separation 
from the mother country, and as it existed here be- 
fore and at the adoption of the Constitution. The 
term was then distinctly understood. It was as 
clearly and accurately known by the framers of the 
Constitution as the term “ bankruptey”’ or ¢ mari- 
time jurisdiction,” or any other legal term which 
they inserted in the Constitution ; and when they 
gave to Congress “ power to establish a uniform 
system of naturalization,” they used the term both 
in the popular and the legal sense which it bore at 
the time. 

Mr. D. said he was sustained in this position by | 
a reference to the debates of the convention by 
which the Constitution was framed. If gentle- 
men would examine those debates they would find 
that a proposition was then distinctly brought for- | 
ward to establish uniform rules of voting as well 
as a uniform system of naturalization and of bank- : 
ruptcy. The convention entered on a considera- 
tion of the subject deliberately, and fully discussed 
it, and finally settled it as it now stood in the Con- 
stitution. Tt was found by them that the moment 
they entered on such a subject innumerable incon- 
sistencies and difficulties presented themselves, 
which it was impossible to- reconcile or to remove, 
from the fact that the old thirteen States were each 
an independent commonwealth, having a constitu- 
tion and laws of its own, and each prescribing the 
qualification of voters according to its own plea- 
sure. 

These prescriptions and enactments were as va- 
rious and as numerous as the States themselves: 
in some of the States negroes were allowed to 
vote on a perfect equality with white persons; 
others, whose tastes were different, denied to the 
colored population the right of voting at all; some 
States adopted a property qualification, while others 
refused and repudiated all such restriction. Some 
States required citizenship as a pre-requisite ‘to | 
voting, while others again threw wide open their 
doors to the friends of liberty from every clime, 
even before they were naturalized. The conven- 
tion found that delegates coming from these various 
States were. all zealous for the usages which pre- 
vailed in their own States; they were resolutely 
tenacious each of his own State regulation in this 
matter, and could not be brought to any compro- 
mise. Southern members could never think of | 
letting their negroes vote side by side with them- 
selves, while gentlemen from the North were quite 
as resolute in refusing to permit the colored people 
from being deprived of the right; and so with re- | 
spect to all the other differences—the diversities 
were as various and as numerous as the States rep- 
resented, After long and eager discussion, the 
convention found either that the design of framing | 
a constitution must split and be finally shipwreck- 
ed on this rock, or that they must come to some 


compromise. They adopted the latter alternative, 
and the result was now found in the second section ! 


| tion to Presidential elections. 


‘the State Legislature.” 

The question as to the qualifications for voting 
was thus remitted, or rather reserved, to the States, 
each being left to settle it according to its own 
views. That each independent State had a right, 
as such, to prescribe the qualifications of voters for 
its own Legislature, was a proposition so self-evi- 
dent that it had never been questioned. When- 
ever the State had exercised this right, and had 
determined on what conditions its citizens should 
vote for the most numerous House of the State 


| Legislature, the Constitution came in and declared 


that the same class of persons should be entitled 
to vote for members of Congress. For instance, 
the State of New York had declared that free ne- 
groes might vote for members of the Legislature, 
rovided they held a certain amount of property. 
hen, under the Constitution, free negroes, hold- 


| ing that amount of property, might vote for mem- 


bers of Congress in that State. South Carolina, 
on the contrary, expressly prohibited negroes from 
voting for members of her Legislature, and there 
the Constitution came in and in like manner pro- 
hibited negroes in that State from voting for mem- 
bers of Congress. In Ilinois and Michigan, and 
in some other States, the State constitution confer- 
red the right of voting on aliens, and there aliens 
might, by the Constitution of the United States, 
vote for members of Congress. The question was 


| as plain and as clear as truth itself. All argument 


was unnecessary—nothing could render it clearer. 
It was a question explicitly settled by the Consti- 
tution. : 

And that instrument was no less explicit in rela- 
Hear its language: 

“ Each State shall appoint, in such manner as 
‘the Legislature thereof may direct, a number of 
‘electors equal to the whole number of Senators 
‘and Representatives to which the State may be 
‘entitled in the Congress; but no Senator or Rep- 
‘ resentative, or person holding an office of trust or 
‘profit under the United States, shall be appointed 
‘an elector.” ek 

Here, as before, each State exercised its own 
sovercignty, and appointed in such manner as its 
Legislature chose to’ direct, the requisite number of 
electors of President. Virginia accordingly direct 
ed that such of her people as were qualified to vote 
for other State officers might also vote for Presi- 
dential electors; but South Carolina chose to direct 
that the Legislature itself should appoint her elec- 
tors. “Would any gentleman deny her right to do 
so, without any reference to the people, if such 
was her pleasure? We might doubt, if we would, 
the wisdom and justice and policy of such a State 
arrangement; but the House was not now discuss- 
ing the expediency or the wisdom or the justice 
of such arrangements as the States had chosen to 
make, but the question of its own constitutional 
power to control or alter, or in anywise interfere 
with, those arrangements. That it had no such 
right was as clear as the sun. Ht was denied in 
that sacred organic instrument which held the 
Union together. Whatever the State laws were 
on the subject of suffrage, the Constitution adopt- 
ed and confirmed them. Congress might alter the 
laws of naturalization, or might repeal them alto- 
gether; they might extend the period of probation 
to twenty-one years; they might, if they pleased, 
adopt the Native American creed, with all its nar- 
rowness and bigotry and selfishness and injustice; 
but, do what it would, it never could reach the sa- 
cred right of suffrage—that was reserved to the 
States. The right to regulate the elective franchise 
was the most vital and essential element in our 
system of civil liberty; it formed in fact the basis 
of our system of free government. It was reserv- 
ed to the States by the Constitution, and this the 
States well understood, and they defied and derided 
all attempts of the Native American party to inter- 
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fere with or to control its exercise; and he trusted | 


every such attempt by the abuse of the powers of 
Congress would meet with the rebuke which it so 
justly merited. The principle was broader and 
higher and deeper, and of more vital character, 
than any which Mr. D. had seen imbodied in an 
act of the National-Legislature; to destroy it was 
to strike at the Constitution itself. And it was un- | 
der this conviction that he had sought to obtain 
the floor, that he might enter a most solemn pro- 
test against the remotest attempt to touch it, 

Mr. D. said that he should not enter’ into the 
question whether it would be good policy or not 
to interfere with this right, supposing Congress to 
possess the power. It was one of those things 
which could best be determined by a regard to 
local interests and local circumstances. States 
situated two thousand miles from. the Atlantic, | 
with a sparse population, and that population 
almost exclusively ‘agricultural, would naturally | 
regard this subject in avery different light from | 
those who resided in our Atlantic cities; and any | 
rale constructed to suit those cities only would not 
suit Indiana, Ilinois, or Missouri. And the present 
state of the question showed how rightly the Con- | 
vention had judged when they determined to leave | 
the whole right of franchise to the exclusive con- 
trol of the States alone, inasmuch as they could 
best adapt it to the condition and feelings of their 
people. | 

Mr. D. said he should feel himself constrained | 
to vote against the instructions proposed, and in- 
deed, to vote against the appointment of any select 
committee in the case. If referred, it belonged 
appropriately to the Judiciary Committee. And 
why should it be taken from them? But this ref- | 
erence was objected to—and on what ground? 
First, it was said that the question had been re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee at the last Con- | 
gress, and that that committee had_done nothing 
to remedy the evils complained of. But, on further | 
investigation during the debate, what had turned | 
out to be the fact? {t was, that the committee had | 
investigated the subject, and fully reported upon 
it, and had presented to the House a bill intended 
to correct the alleged frauds, so far as the subject 
of naturalization was connected with them. ‘Lhe 
committee had fully discharged its duty; it had 
done all which belonged to it, and all that was in 
its power. If there was any fault in the case, it 
was the fault of the House, and of the House 
alone. And why should an assumed neglect of 
this committee of the last Congress (which neglect | 
did never exist) be urged against a reference to a 
committee of the present Congress, consisting of 


$ 


different gentlemen ? | 
Other reasons—no, he would not call them rea- | 
sons—but other arguments had been urged why | 
the subject should go to a select and not to the | 
standing committee. The House was told that | 
the present Judiciary Commitice was opposed to | 
any action, and had declared | their unwillingness | 
to take the subject under their jurisdiction. He ; 
would ask whether that committee had ever de- | 
clared themselves opposed to a correction of abuses | 
in our naturalization laws, and against the preven- 
tion of frauds in their administration? He be- | 
lieved not; he certainly had heard no such decla- 
ration. He had, indeed, heard the chairman. of 
the committee say that he was opposed to Native 
Americanism, and had no desire to administer on | 
jts dead carcass, but hoped the bantling, with all | 
its beauties, such as they were, might be com- 
mitted to the charge of its natural or unnatural 
fathers. These might not have been his precise 
words, but they certainly expressed his idea, and 
in that idea Mr. D. most heartily concurred. Fe 
was glad that that respectable committee was op- | 
posed to taking cognizance of any question touch- | 
ing the right of foreigners to vote in our elections, | 
because it was a matter over which the committee | 
had no power whatever. $ 
But then the House had been told that Parlia- 
mentary law required that when a subject was re- | 
ferred, 1t should be sent to its friends, and not to | 
its enemies; that the lamb must never be given to | 
the wolf to nurse; and, as Native Americanism 
had in this Elall but six advocates, the resolutions | 
should. be referred to a committee of Native | 
Americans. But here, too, the argument failed, | 
because there was not enough of them to make a 
committee. But what sort of a Parliamentary 
law would that be which would enable a minority 


of a political creed, and to proclaim it ex cathedra to 


|| their friends all over the country? “Mr. D. should 


as soon. think of gentlemen’s asking a committee 
to inquire into the fate and present. condition of 
the late Whig party, and move for a Whig com- 
mittee because 
of granting a similar committee to. the Native 
Americans to do the same thing in respect to the 
Native American party. Taking cognizance of 
parties, and aiding in their organization or ad- 
vancement, was a matter which did not belong to 
Congress. Its members were not sent here for 
any such purpose: If the Native Americans in 
that Hall desired that the question of Native 
Americanism be referred to themselves, that they 
might have an opportunity of collecting and. set- 
ting forth their own account of riots and church- 
burnings and murders, in order to palm off a one- 
sided view of these facts, in order to prejudice the 
victims of their lawless violence, Mr. D., for one, 
was opposed to gratifying them. If the House 
choose to appoint a committee for such a purpose, 
then it ought, in justice, to invite the Irish Catho- 
lics here, that they, on their part, might have an 
opportunity also to say who they were that burnt 
their churches and killed their women and chil- 
dren, and who had been the first aggressors in 
those dreadful scenes of riot and disorder., Mr. 
D. did not intend to pass any judgment respect- 
ing those riots; for riots in a city within a State 
did not constitute a legitimate subject of inquiry 
here, unless they had m some way been commit- 
ted under the Government of the United States, 
or its officers, 

For these reasons he was opposed to granting a 
select committee. And he had one other reason, 
and it was this: that these Native American gen- 
tlemen said that they wanted to show a connexion 
of frauds on the naturalization laws with the cor- 
ruption of the ballot-box. But such an inquiry 
would be inconsistent with the powers of the Gen- 
eral Government. If the inquiry should elicit 
frauds ever so gross, Congress could not act upon 
the matter. Ele would say to them, as he would 
to the Abolitionists: If you have grievances to 
complain of, go to your own State Legislatures; 
address your petitions to those who have power. to 
act in the premises. If these Natives meant to 
carry out their wholesale system of disfranchise- 


iment, let them turn their batteries against the 


States; let them go there, where they had a right 
to be heard, but not come here, where there was 
no jurisdiction, for redress. 

Mr. D. hoped that the House, by its solemn 
vote, would rebuke this attempt to impose upon 
Congress powers which did not belong to it. These 
gentiemen might rely on it that the States would 
never consent that Congress should interfere with 
their State rights on the subject of suffrage. They 
would but awake an opposition which never could 
be overcome. It was the duty of the States to 
resist such an attempt, and the people of the States 
well understood it. They stood ready to rebuke 
every act which struck at their own reserved 
rights; and the present was one of the most fla- 
grant attempts to do so. If Congress could take 
cognizance of the right of suffrage in respect to 
foreigners, they could in respect to negroes; and 
when once that should be attempted, gentlemen 
would very quickly find themselves treading upon 
dangerous ground. Every man who wished to 
keep separate the powers of the General and the 
State Governments, and to preserve both in their 
plenitude and vigor, must meet this question bold- 
iy He trusted this House would never consent 
to cringe and to pander to this new political sect 


| by constituting them a cornmittce upon their own 


conduct, and giving them an opportunity of at- 
tempting to wipe out, by a Congressional report, 
that sigma which had become indelibly fixed to 
them and their designs. The House might as well 
appoint a committee of one to make a report 
on abolitionism, and the same Parhamentary rule 
about wolf and lamb might be invoked in that case 
asin this. He defied gentlemen to show any dif- 
ference. f 

Mr. D., in conclusion, expressed his admiration 
of the magnanimity of certain gentlemen who were 
willing to grant the committee because of the 
smallness of the party. He admired, too, the rca- 
son given, viz.: that it might appear selfish in them 
to deny it; but as no- such reason operated with 
him, he hoped the select. committee would be de- 


of six in such a Héuse as this to settle the articles |i nied, and that the resolutions would be referred to 


ey were its friends, as he should. 
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: where they prop- ' 


the Committee on the Judici 
erly belonged: > = = LE a ee 
‘Mr. BEDINGER seid that it had been with 
great diffidence; and not without some reluctance, 
that he had prevailed on himself. to take: part in 
the present discussion; and he should have ayoid- 
ed doing so could he have believed it tò be in strict 
accordance with his duty. But, after what he had 
heard, and after the turn which this debate ‘had 
taken, and especially after the enunciation of some 
of the doctrines which -had -been avowed by the 
advocates of the resolutions, and particularly after 
the eloquent and beautiful remarks of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Levnr,] whose ab- 
sence he the less regrétted as he meant to speak in 
his praise, he was compelled to contribute his little 
mite of opposition, not so much to the motion it- 
self fora seleet committee, as to the sentiments 
imbodied in the resolutions, and to the doctrines 
avowed by their advocates.. He had said that the 
remarks of the gentleman from Philadelphia [Mr. 
Levin] were beautiful and eloquent. John Ran- 
dolph had once said on that floor that whoever 
could hold that body in silent and respectful atten- 
tion was an orator. Certainly, in John Randolph’s 
acceptance of the term, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was an orator: for surely no man had 
been listened to with more profound attention than 


cause it wanted the spirit of vitality which alone 
could render it immortal; because it was. not based 
on any one principle by which the condition, of the 
human race might be improved; because. it was 
selfish in its origin; because the voice of humani- 
ty came out against it; and because it was without 
justice or right to sustain it. i 

What did the gentlemen who advocated this 
cause desire? 'Fhey wished so to modify our natu- 
ralization laws as to extend the period of proba- 
tion, and deprive foreigners coming among us 
of rights which they now possessed, and thus to 
check immigration. Their cry from one end of 
the land to the other was, that the institutions of 
the country were in danger from the prejudices 
and prepossessions of that portion of individuals 
amongst us whom we were: pleased to call for- 
eigners. Mr. B. ‘should: not argue this question 


| closely, however, Jest he should be declared out of 
| order, : Soe. 


He had waited. with the greatest patience for 
facts from the gentlemen who supported. the mo- 
tion to refer, showing the truth of their allegation 
that we were in danger from this class of individu- 
als;. but, after waiting patiently and long, he had 
heard rhetorical flourish, and witnessed a profu- 
sion of the flowers of fancy, but facts were not. to 
be produced. On the contrary, was ‘not experi- 
ence and the whole of our own politital. history 
directly against the theory? Who were they. who 
had ever proved themselves the most. ready to Te- 
sist foreign invasion, and to stand to:.th i 
defence of the country and its Gover 
very class of men whom gentlemen w 
nouncing. Fleaven help’ himi 
his heart believe that, should: 
ening spot upon our horizoi u 
der-cloud of war, an arm dof these very. 
emigrants from thé Green sht be thrown by. 
us upon the shore of Britain, and would shake the 
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previous experience was against their doctrine. It | 
ad beer said, indeed, that these: emigrants did not 
come hither by choice; that it was not from any 
love to our institutions they had forsaken the 
ancient arid tottering despotisms of the East; but 
from the hard pressure of necessity, fying before 
the strong hand of starvation and misery at home. 
The House had been eloquently and impressively 
told that no. man willingly expatriated himself; 
that no human: being ever from. cheice forsook the 
haunts of his childhood and the graves of his.an- 
cestors. -He'granted it. But what was he told in 
the very next breath? That those who had been 
driven out of their native land by the oppressions 
of a tyrannical Government, and had come fresh 
from the remembrance of its lash’ into this glorious 
land of ours, where their souls were expanded and 
elevated by the great principles of our Revolution, 
looked back, nevertheless, with longing eyes to the 
very despotism which crushed them; that the 
were prepared to overturn or undermine our insti- 
tutions, and rear the old system of oppression in 
their stead, while the pain of the yoke was still 
galling them! < It was monstrous to suppose it. 

It had been said, too, that thie Native American 
party had had its origin in a certain letter, writien 
by a certain foreign demagogue to certain people 
in a certain city of this Union; alluding, as he sup- 

osed to O?Connell’s famous letter. “And should 
it be said that becatise of a letter from a foreign 
demagogue the American Government and people 
must change their laws? Should the nod of an 
irish Jove, who could not thunder without the 
brogue, intimidate us into an alteration of our in- 
stitutions, in order to guard ourselves against ab- 
ject slaves who trembled at his nod? ‘No, never. 
t was vain to deny that this country had been 
greatly benefited by the good will, the capital, and 
the exertions of foreigners. Our whole history 
was filled with the proofs of this. The character 
of Lafayette had been ably and eloquently.alluded 
to. Let him remind gentlemen of another name, 
which, though now it seemed well-nigh forgotten, 
was well worthy to be remembered: it was the 
name of the vencrable Baron De Kalb—a man who 
had left his own country to fight our battles, and 
who, for us and for our liberties, met death on the 
pane of Camden, covered with cleven wounds. 
he historian informed us that years after that 
event, when the Father of his Country visited that 
ortion of the Union, he inquired for the grave of 
e Kalb, and when it was shown him, stood long 
in silent meditation over it, and then with a sigh 
broke forth in these memorable words: ‘So there 
‘lies the brave De Kalb—an illustrious man, who 
‘left a foreign land to fight our battles and to water 
‘with his blood the tree of our national liberty: 
‘ would to God he had lived to enjoy and partake 
t of the fruit.” While listening to the useless and 
ungracious clamor raised against the foreigners 
amongst us, Mr. B. called up in imagination the 
revered figure of the Father of his Country stand- 
ing over the grave of De Kalb, marke by no 
monument to tell of his virtues or claim a mourn- 
ful tribute to his. fate, but buried deep in the rank 
grass, and covered with the waving green corn. 
Mr. B. again repeated that he had no apprehen- 
sions of danger from these our adopted citizens ; 
and when he heard gentlemen speaking as though 
they were anxious to receive no more of them 
upon our shores, he hoped he should not be con- 
sidered as trifling with a solemn subject, if he de- 
clared that it reminded him of the case of a re- 
spectable old maid, who, after having all her life 
been glad to borrow a washing-tub from her neigh- į 
bor, had at length that useful article of domestic 
industry presented to her, and, in the fulness of 
her joy, exclaimed, “ Well, well, I have been bor- 
rowing all my life, but from this time forth, with 
the blessing of God, Ill neither borrow nor lend.” 
Could gentlemen perceive no analogy between the 
cases? We had all been foreigners once, unless, 
indeed, like Randolph, of Roanoke, we had de- 
rived our descent from the aborigines, and through- 
out all our national existence had been well | 
pleased to borrow aid from abroad; and now that i 
we were become strong, and able to stand alone ; 
now that we had procured a tub of our own, were 
we going, Diogenes like, and swear we would nei- | 
ther borrow nor lend? 

No, the danger to our institutions did not spring 
-from this class of persons : but might there not be t 
men among ourseives—God grant they might be | 


| 
| 
i 
i 
! 
t 


few—who, in the hope of personal advantage, and 
to advance the schemes of personal ambition, would 
not refuse to plunge their daggers into the Consti- 
tution? There were political Goths among us who 
would desiroy our Government and tear down the 
fairest fabric ever reared by human hands, for the 
sake of the fragments—the disjecta membra—of 
brass and of iron of which it was composed : like 
those Romans who could rejoice that a body was 
cast on the funeral pile, because they were to 
inherit the wretched garments it had worn. Yes, 
there might be such men amongst us, but credit 
him, they were not to be found among the natu- 
ralized Americans. Let gentlemen look for them 
in other quarters, and throw in their safeguard else- 
where: our real, our most threatening dangers 
proceeded from a party on whom foreign influence 
worked wonders ; who looked with eager anxiety 


who listened for the erowlings of the British lion, 
and trembled at his every snarl; who gathered 
their motives of action from abroad,.and who look- 
ed to a foreign land for all they desired or hoped— 
a party who could justify foreign interference in 
American affairs, who could see nothing wrong, 
nothing to deprecate, nothing to resent, when 
Great Britain and other European Powers stretch- 
ed out their hands to meddle with negotiations 
between sovereign States, and set limits to our 
acquisition of territory; a party who could look 
quietly on, or smile and applaud, when the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, with armed hand, could 
cram a poisoned drug down the throats of a weak 
and unoffending people, and, when the injustice 
was resisted, could crash that resistance amidst 
seas of blood and carnage. This was the quarter 
from which our danger was to come, if come it 
ever should. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, said, that but for 
the eloquent remarks whieh had just fallen from 
the gentleman from Virginia, he should not have 
troubled the House, having cherished the hope 
that the present debate would come to a speedy 
termination, Q 
the account given by Weems, in his Life of 


j which the Father of his Country had expressed 
himself’ on visiting the spot where the brave De 
Kalb was now sleeping; and the sentiments to 


ready response in his own bosom. But he felt it 
his duty to add one fact to the information pos- 
sessed by the gentleman in relation to the grave of 
which he had so eloquently spoken. It was true 


limits of South Carolina, in a spot near Camden ; 
but it was not true that these sacred ashes slept 
without a memorial to mark the spot where the 

were laid. Over these precious remains the patri- 
otic feelings of the people of that State had reared 
a becoming token of respect for his memory. For 
this their design, the happy moment was seized 
when Lafayeite was passing in grateful triumph 
through this land, and received in his progress the 
hospitalities of South Carolina. At that time, and 
in his presence, the corner stone of a sepulchral 
monument was laid, which had since been reared. 


soon to witness her deliverance. The monument 
had since been completed, and now stood a wit- 
ness alike of his fame and of the gratitude of that 
country; and it proclaimed to posterity in what 
manner South Carolina was likely to receive this 
newfangled doctrine of Native Americanism. 

He had risen principally to make this explana- 
tion; but since he was up, he would add one or 
_ two remarks on the subject more immediately be- 
| fore the House. 

_ The question was on the reference of certain 
| resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, 


Representative of that State. From a careful e3 
amination and study of these resolutions, Mr. S 


had come to the conclusion that it was improper 


they should be referred at all. 

referred, they would receive a de 
that intended for them by their authors. They 
were, in fact, resolutions of instruction to the Sen- 
ators, and of request to the Representatives in 


to this House, nor did they appeal to Congress 
for any answer. The resolutions first pointed out 
what the Legislature regarded as mischiefs con- 
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mistress of: the world on her sea-girt throne. All | 


to all that passed on the other side of the water ; | 


Mr. S. had felt pleasure in perusing | 


Marion, of the patriotic and fecling manner in } 


which Washington had given utterance found a! 


that the remains of De Kalb now slept within the | 


to the memory of the brave warrior who, fighting | 
bravely for the land of his adoption, fell, alas! too | 


i which bad been presented here by a respected || 


Should they be 
stiny other than į 


Congress from that State; they were not directed | 


nected with the naturalization laws; and secondly 
claimed the agency of her Representatives in ob- 
taining a remedy. The Governor furnished copies 
of them to gentlemen here, with a request that 
they would use their best efforts to effect the pur- 

oses there indicated. As resolutions from a State 

egislature, they. were entitled to so-much respect 
as that the House should hear them read, and 
then silently lay them on the table ag their proper 
destination. This was the most which that House 
could be asked to do, and the resolutions them- 
selves asked of the House nothing more. 

On the main subject the House had been very 
eloquently appealed to by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Levey.] It was not Mr. S.’s 
purpose to indulge in any declamation by way of 
reply. He should content himself with following 
the argument which that gentleman had elaborated. 
through a long train of elegant and eloquent and. 
highly-finished declaration, Mr. S. would first 
condense and then endeavor to answer the argu- 
ment. The argument, stripped of drapery, was this: 
that foreigners should not he admitted to a partici- 
pation in American citizenship under a period of 
twenty-one years, because they consisted of the ig- 
norant pauper population of Europe, and were not 
intelligent and wealthy like Lafayette. "The wh ole 
argument came to that; and it presented three dis- 
tinct considerations: First, they were ignorant; 
secondly, they were poor; and, thirdly, they were 
foreigners. When dissected and eviscerated, this 
was the whole matter. He would briefly examine 
it. As to ignorance and poverty, they were as 
predicable of our own people as of these, and 
they presented an objection equally strong against 
our own citizens exercising the right of suffrage, 
unless they were neither ignorant nor poor. The 
| argument came to this, that wealth and education 
ought to govern the masses. And what was this 
but the exploded heresy which produced the strug- 
gle of our Revolution? It was but the revival of 
principles and practices which we had ever resist- 
ed. If it should prevail, it was to establish in this 
country the dogmas of European tyranny, whose 
maxim it was that high birth, education, and the 
possession of property, ought by right to govern 
the masses of the people. Now, he was very sure 
that neither the gentleman from Philadelphia, nor 
any of those who acted with him, would con- 
tend for the principle to this extent; yet that was 
in fact his argument, and to that complexion it 
must come at last. Because these people were 
both ignorant and poor, they were to be excluded 
from citizenship with us. “How so? Evidently 
because wealth and science were to govern the 
masses here as they did in Europe, and of course 
were to direct and control their labor. The sys- 
tem resulted in this: it put the civil rights and the 
labor of American people at the control of capital 
and science combined. Such was the doctrine of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and to state his 
argument was to answer it. 

It was said that it would be impossible to eradi- 
cate from the breast of foreigners the notions and 
associations of their youth, so that they should 
not cast a longing and a lingering look back upon 
the scenes of their childhood. ‘This was true; for 
who could ever forget the place of his birth, the 
sacred associations of his earliest years, or the 
sweet remembrance of his childish pleasures? It 
was the instinct of Nature; to root it out was an 
impossibility. Through all the scenes of busy 
manhood this fair dream more brightly or more 
dimly contintied to follow us. It was Nature, and 
Mr. 8. would not attempt to reverse her decrees. 
But the answer to the objection was twofold: First, 
it rested on a false conception of the nature of civil 
government. There were two sorts of government 
existing in human society—the government of the 
family and civil government. Family government 
i| vested for its eficiency and its happiness on the 
feelings of the heart; but civil government rested 
on an entirely different element of our nature—it 
was founded on considerations of justice. This 
was the foundation on which all stable government 
rested. Men submitted themselves to government 
mainly for the purpose of obtaining and securing 
justice. It was no sickly dream of childhood- 
recollections, but a stern’ reality of actual life. 
While in the soft twilight a man with melting bo- 
som might indulge his memory and his feelings in 
the holy contemplation of the delights of his early 
| years, he clung beneath the glare of day to that 
' which secured to him justice and extended over 
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him the ægis of social protection. And it was I 
this which led foreigners to leave a land where, 
though it might be the land of their birth, they 
failed to enjoy these blessings. This made them 
willing to exchange native home, and all its sweet 
delights, to seek a foreign strand; and it was. this 
which was continually induciug our citizens to seek 
the wilderness and crect new States there. The 
gentleman’s argument, then, being founded in a 
total misapprehension, was equally false in its 
application and its inferences. Secondly: The ar 
gument was answered by the fact, that there was 
a limit proposed—say twenty-one years—at which, 
even in the conception of Native Americans, natu- 
yalization was proper and attainable. But if the 
argument was ever truc it was always true, and 
prevailed against the foreigner as forcibly at the 
expiration of twenty-one years as it did at the ex- | 
piration of five years, After he had resided among 
us twenty-one years he did not cease to be a for- 
eigner, nor did he lose the dreams of childhood 
nor the recollections of early home. On the con- 
trary, in the decline of life, as he became more and 
more reconciled, and more cut off from all active 
pursuits, his memory returned even more fondly to 
the place of his birth, and the scencs of his infancy 
had a more seductive power. The gentleman’s 
argument was suicidal: because the principle for 
which he contended applied as much at the end of 
twenty-one years as at the end of five years. 

In making the motion which he proposed to } 
make before he resumed his seat, he wished it to 
he understood thatit proceeded from no disrespect 
for the source from which these resolutions pro- 
ceeded. THe was an admirer of much in the his- 
tory of Massachusetts, however he might be op- 
posed to what had been her dominant principles. | 
There was much of poetic feeling which associa- 
ted itself with the adventures and the character of 
the early Pilgrims. The Mayflower was in this 
respect a sort of fairy ship, and those who came 
in her had all the charm which was thrown around | 
the creations of poetry or the heroes of romance. 
Who could ever remember the early scenes of our 
struggle for freedom—who could think of Bunker 
TEN, or contemplate the scenery about Boston, and 
not be sensible of emotions ofa welcome pleasure? 
There were many points there on which memory || 
delighted to rest, and that lofty shaft which pierced |) 
the skies in the vicinity of Charlestown, marking |; 
the first blood conscerated to the cause of Ameri- |! 
can liberty, did honor to the people among whom |i 
it stood. Yet it was not these recollections which |) 
induced Mr. S. to do Massachusetts justice. No; | 

i 
j 
| 
i 


it was because she was one of the sovereign States | 
of this Union, and as such entitled to be heard, ii 
that he was willing to hear her. He had heard ! 
her voice respectfully, but it did not address this , 
House; it asked nothing of Congress; it spoke to 
her servants touching their action in regard to a 
certain subject. 

Mr. WINTHROP here rose to explain, and, | 
‘the floor being yielded to him for that purpose, he 
proceeded to say, that the form of these Massachv- | 
setts resolutions, which the gentleman from South 
Carolina appeared to regard as fatal to the motion | 
for their reference, was only the same form which 
was employed in every resolution sent here from 
the Legislature of that State. They all came in 
this same form of instructions; yet they had all į 
been presented here by the Representatives of the 
State, and had been considered and acted on by the 
‘TIouse. The gentleman seemed to think, from the 
wording of the resolutions, that they were not in- | 
tended to be presented here. This arose from his || 
not knowing that they had certain formulas in | 
that State, established by long usage, for the im- | 
bodying of these State resolutions. The Massa- | 
chusetts Legislature passed a great many of them | 

| 
' 
1 
i 
H 
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—some of them wise, and others, in his apprehen- 
sion, not so wise; but they were all in one and the 
same form of instruction to her Senators and Rep- | 
yesentatives. They never were addressed directly | 
to Congress, but were nevertheless always present- | 
ed here and referred. 

Mr. SIMS resumed. The gentleman seemed ; 
to have misapprehended him. ‘He had not meant | 
to complain that he had brought these resolutions 
into the House; it was proper for him to do so, 
‘andyhaving done so, it was proper that the House 
should hear them; but beyond that the House had | 
nothing to act upon, . Still, as that. was. the cus- 
tomary form of proceeding, he was willing that 
the resolutions should be read; but, after that, he 


| them on the table. They asked for. no specific 


| period of probation, and still Jess was he in favor 


- given in defence, especial 


| gift one not born in the land, ought it not to be in 


conceived that there was no disrespect in laying 


action on the part of the House; they called for 
action on the part of her Representatives; and, if 
in obedience to the request of his State, the hon- 
orable gentleman had any plan to submit in rela- 
tion to these naturalization laws, let it be respect- | 
fully received and impartially considered; but he 
must think that, after so long a discussion, and es- 
pecially as the House possessed no constitutional 
power to touch the right of suffrage or reach the 

allot-box in any way, it was time to bring this 
debate to a conclusion; and he would, therefore, 
move that. the resolutions, with the motion for 
reference, be laid upon the table. ; 

On this motion Mr. WINTHROP demanded 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered; where- 
upon Mr. SIMS, on request, consented to with- 
draw the motion. ` a 

Mr. DIXON, of Connecticut, then addressed ; 
the House, and observed that if this debate had 
been confined to the question appropriately before 
the House, he should have made no objection to | 
the resolutions going to any committee which |f 
might be desired by their friends. But since the 
discussion had taken so wide a range, and the final 
vote upon it was likely to be understood as a test 
of political opinion, Mr, D. could not consent to 
record his own vote as in favor of that new doc- 
trine of which he had heard more during this de- 
bate than ever in bis life before. The true ques- 
tion to be decided was, not the question of refer- 
ence, but whether that House would authorize the 
conclusion that its members were in favor of the | 
Native American doctrines; and to that question 
he should speak. 

What was this question of Native Americanism? 
Tf he rightly understood it, (though the Massa- 
chusetts resolutions did not go the whole length,) 
its real foundation rested on two ideas, viz: first, 
that our naturalization laws should extend the 
period of probation for the foreigner to twenty- 
one years; and, secondly, that all foreigners ought 
to bé ineligible to any offive held under this Gov- 
ernment. To both these positions Mr. D. was 
decidedly opposed. He was not for extending the 


of the narrow bigoury of denying to any foreigner 
the right to hold office. Various reasons had been 

of the latter position. 
f the people choose to select for an office in their 


their power? Was it for Congress to restrict. them? 
Ought they not to be judges for themselves in such 
a matter? The evil, if any existed, was of another 
character and from another source; it lay not in 
the present law, butin the frauds perpetrated upon 
the law. 


should be wholly exempt from fraud. And, as to 
the extension of the term of probation being a 

remedy for fraud, it worked just the other way. | 
The more the term was extended the more motive 
was there for fraud, and the more frauds would be | 
committed. 


But Mr. D. proposed to take a different view of |! 


this subject. It had been said by a gentleman over | 
the way [Mr. Bown] that this Native American 
pary was not, as it professed to be, a third party, | 

ut was in reality only one wing of the great 
Whig party. Mr. D. wished to submit a few con- 
siderations on that question. 

And, first, what had been the origin of this | 
party? Where had it originated, and when? He 
utterly denied thatits origin was among the Whigs. 
On the contrary, they had had nothing to do with 
it. The first time that it had ever been heard of 
was in the city of Philadelphia. | 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL here begged leave to | 
explain; and Mr. D. having yielded the floor, he 
proceeded to ask that the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut, when speaking of Philadelphia, would make 
the necessary distinction. The city of Philadel- 
phia proper hardiy knew, as such, of the existence 
of this party. Two distinguished gentlemen of 
the Native American creed in this House repre- 
sented Democratic districts, lying without the city 
altogether, with the exception, in one instance, of 
two wards, which had been included in the city 
bounds to meet the last apportionment of repre- 
sentation in Congress. f 

Mr. DIXON, resuming, said that he well knew 
Philadelphia to be too good a Whig city to be 
tainted to any extent with this heresy. 


| cratic city. 


{The voice of Mr, C. J. Ineersoi. was here 
distinctly. heard, saying ‘That will not-do-eithers 
there is a pretty. strong taint of it throughout the 
eity.” : : eR nE IAT 

Mae DIXON was fully aware of the political and 
moral difference between the city proper and the 
districts referred to; but, be that itis might, this 
American party had originated in that portion of 
Pennsylvania which was in the immediate vicinity 
of Philadelphia proper, and, in common parlance, 
was included within the general name. And he 
had a few facts-to state on this subject, in which, 
if he was mistaken,.he trusted he should be cor- 
rected. It happened that in one of these districts 


| adjoining Philadelphia a certain gentleman had, 
| six years ago, 


been nominated to an office—he was 
an Irishman, by the name of Clark. This nomi- 
nation encountered great dissatisfaction among the 
Democratic party; and, in consequence of it, the 
party, at the ensuing election, to use a technica? 
phrase, “ spoited”’ that gentleman on their ticket, 
in consequence of which he was not elected, and 
the ostensible reason was that he was an Irishman 
—he had not been born on the right side of the 
water. The election passed overand all was quiet, 
and the event, by many, was forgotten, but not by 
the Irishmen ‘in that district. They remembered 
the wrong they had endured, and, at.an election 
which took place three years after. that, when.a 
Democratic nomination was made, they went oyer 
in a body and voted the other ticket, ‘in consequence 
of which the whole Whig ticket was elected. by a 
majority of upwards of a thousand votes. It had 
then been discovered by our good Democratic 
friends that these Irish were not to. be depended 
upon; they could not be safely used; they: had had 
the audacity to think for themselves and to. vote 
the Whig ticket; and then and-there it was that 
Native Americanism had its birth. Then it was 
that meetings in favor of this new party. began to 
be held, and were attended by many Democrats, 
as they were by many Whigs also. These meet- 


| ings were the true origin of the excitement which 


prevailed among the Irishmen in Kensington, and 
it was there that these riots commenced. |. 

To prove conclusively, that. the whole: of these 
lamentable scenes had had. their. true: origin, from 
this difference in the Democratic party. 
state one fact. -Thé Native American 
effecting the deeds which they were said to have 
done in that district, (and who were really guilty 
he would not undertake to decide,) went. straight 


; from the murders and violence they had perpetra- 


ted, near the churches, and their very first act-was 
to sack the house of this Mr. Clark, the: man 
whose influence had defeated the Democratic party 


an | : i i there three years after they had “ spotted’*-him. 
Nor was it in the wisdom of this or of |! 
lany other legislative body to pass any act which 


He might cite individuals by name’ in that city 
in confirmation of the position he had taken; but 


; he should forbear from doing so unless it was ren- 


dered necessary. He would, however, state one 
fact which spoke for itself: the only two clergy- 
men in the city of Philadelphia who were even 
found so. far to disgrace the cloth they wore as to 
attend these Native American -meetings, held for 
the purpose of exciting the most malignant pas- 
sions of the human breast, were themselves most 
active members of the Democratic party, and were 
known to exert a strong influence over it. He 
stated this as a fact, and if it was not so he should 
he happy to be corrected. “He would ask; where 
and in what portionof Philadelphia these riots had 
occurred, and this: Native party was. strongest? 
The city proper had seen none.of these riots ; none 
of this church-burning; ‘none of this triumph over 
the ashes of the dwellings of foreigners, or over 
the spoils.of office. ; 
Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL here inter- 
posed, and-said,that in the very heart of the city -a 
church was burnt and the Mayor was present.‘ . 
Mr. DIXON resumed. Yes—but the mob which 


De 


astounding to him as well, asto 
At that. time it.might certain! 


erybody else. 
> called:a Demo- 
thé statistics of ‘the.N ew 


Mr. D. here went into: tis 
d while he admitted that 


York election in 184 


: fourteen thousand Whigs, despairing of the election 
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of their own: candidate; had gone over and: voted | 
for the candidate ofthe Native Americans, not less 
than ten thousand good Democrats must have done 
the same thing, or Mayor Harper never could have 
been ‘elected. The “origin of the. party in New 
Yorke: been: exactly similar toits” origin’ in 
Philadelphia. After the suécess of the Democrats 
in 1843, and: the, election of Morris as. mayor, a 
numberof the: small city ‘offices were given tò 
Irishmen, and: immediately a certain portion of the 
Democracy. began’ to- denounce all. foreigners. 
This defection had its origin in. Tammany Hall, 
among the leaders of the. Democratic party ; 
i ; e will undertake to deny. 

‘What had been its origin its. Boston? Boston 
was.a Whig city, as everybody knew. . Tt was as 
ulidoubtedly Whig.as. New York was Democratic; 
and what had been the fate of Native American- 
ism there? The: new party run a ticket of their 
own, but, ‘after five desperate charges, the Whigs 
remained true; and ‘refused to vote the Native 
American ticket, and they lost their election; for 
behold! the whole Democracy of Boston, in one 
body, cast their vote for the Native American can- 
Midate! So much for Nativism at the ballot-box. 

And now as to the effect which this party had 
had ‘had upon the country. It had of late become 
very fashionable for the Democracy, especially in 
certain districts’ of the country, to -execrate this 
third party, justas. they had, in other parts, exe- 
crated the Abolitionists as a fourth party. But to 
him it appeared, from all he had been able to ob- 
serve; that this third or American party. had’ been 
of no practical use to’ anybody but the Democratic 
party. In fact, he did not believe that the exist- 
ence of any third party could result in any benefit 
to the country.” If any real good was ever done 
in the United States through any political organi- 
cation, it must proceed from one or other of the 
two great political parties which divided the coun- 
try. .The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dovgz.ass] 
had .spoken.of one. of: them as “the late Whig 
party.’” Mr. D: fancied that the gentleman would 
discover before long that the Whig party was still 
in existence. Mr. D., beinga Whig, expected of 
course that ihis pyle benefit was to be effected by 
the measures of his own party, while other gentle- 
men as naturally expected the same thing from 
theirs. He thought it not improbable that the two 
parties would. take: their tums in governing the 


heved that if there was a State in this Union which 
was blessed beyond all others by the beatific vision 
of the thrice holy light of Democracy in its purity, 
it was the State of New Hampshire? (and he spoke 
of her with all respect.) . It was her boast to be 
the purest of the pure, and identified beyond all 
others with modern Democracy. Now, Mr. D. 
held in his hand the constitution of this thrice De- 
mocratic State, and he invited the attention of his j 
Democratic friends, and all good Irish Democrats, 
especially such of them as were Catholics, to the 
specimens he was about to read to them of Demo- 
cratic liberality, from which they might better nn- 
derstand what modern Democracy really was. [Mr. 
D. then quoted those clauses of the constitution 
which provided for the support of Protestant minis- 
ters, and which required that every member of the 
House of Representatives in that State should own 
property to the value of £100, should be of the Pro- 
TESTANT Rexiqion, and should cease to represent 
his district ifhe ceased to profess thatreligion. He 
quoted a.similar provision as to the Senators of 
New Hampshire, who were prohibited from con- 
tinuing to be Senators if they ceased to be Pro- 
atta Now, suppose that an honest, Jiber- 
ty-loving Irishman, should come over to this land 
of freedom, and, hearing that we had political par- 
ties bere, should inquire which of the parties was 
most friendly to him and his countrymen, he 
would, of course, be told that it was the Demo- 
cratic party; and if, being very zealous, he should 
further inquire which of the States was the most 
Democratic, he would, of course, be told that it 
was New Hampshire. His reply would probably 
be,“ Then, by the powers, I’ll go straight to New 
Hampshire.” Well, he goes to New Hampshire, 
and, by the help of the blessed Whig tariff upon 
his honest industry, he is able to overcome the 
first obstacle in his way to the Legislature, and 
acquires a property of £100. He gets a nomina- 
tion, and, if not “ spotted” by the party as an Irish- | 
man, is elected and attempts to take his seat. But | 
he is told by the presiding officer that there may 
be still one objection in his way. “ Are you a 
Protestant?” “Protestant! not I.” “ Well, you 
must either become a Protestant or give up your | 
seat. We have no legislators in New Hampshire | 
but Protestants.” 
Now, what would such a poor Irishman do? | 
Why, like a true-hearted Irish Catholic, he would 


country, and for one, he believed that the turn of 
the Whigs would very shortly come.. “LA laugh] 
But.to resume the history of Native Americanism. 
How had this new party been. received: elsewhere? 
Ohio was.a Whig- State, and, if this was a branch 
of the Whig party, it sliould, of course, be mich: 
approved there; but what: was the fact?" Her Le- 
gislature had adopted ‘the most decided resolutions 
against the Natives and their designs. Did this 
fact jook as if they constituted only the right wing 
ofthe Whig’ party? “Where had they received any 
favors from the Whigs? Mr. D. did not know, and 
he would ask any gentleman to inform him. 
‘{Soirie explanations here passed between Mr. 
Tnonman’ and Mr: McDower., both of Ohio, in 
regard. to ‘the: tesdlutions referred to; and some 
doubt was expressed whether they-had been adopt- 
ed or not, but another Ohio member testified that 
they had been. } Bt MEE PgR iP es 
After the election in 1844, the Native pariy had’ 
enjoyed great prosperity in New York—far greater 
than ever before, and so great, in fact, as tostrike® 
terror-into both parties. . The whole city in a mass 
seemed to go-for them. Mr. D. found it stated in 
a'very able paper published there in behalf of the 
Democratic: party, that when a vast procession of 
these Natives came before Tammany Hall, (that 
Mecca of American liberty, to which she fled from 
persecution elsewhere,) it halted, and then made the | 
welkin ting: with a deafening shout for ‘ Wright, 
Gardiner; Polk, Dallas, and Victory!’? So much 
for Democratic: opposition to Nativism: - Mr: D. 
here also referred to'a quotation-from the same pa- 
er, in which the. Native party had implored the 
higs not to-vote forary man who held language 
in favor of the Germans, the French, and; above 
all, thë natives of the Emerald Isle:-Mr. D. read 
the very language referred tos Srs i 
It was known to gentlemen that the Deniowatic || 
party professed and attemptéd.to prove to’our for- 
eign voters; and“ especially to the Catholics; that 
they were special friends to them and to their reli- 
gion, and preached to them loudly in favor öf ‘the 
rights of conscience: Now, would it not be be-i 


| and Mr. D. was willing to allow him the full bene- 


| what the gentleman had at first said. It could not: 


rather give up his office than his religion, and 
would probably leave New Hampshire in disgust. 
thinking of that thrice democratic State as Dr. 
Johnson did of Scotland, that “it was an excel- 
lent place to go from.’’ An-illustrious gentleman 
from Massachusetts, near him, [Mr. Apams,] had 
once exclaimed in this Hall, ‘*God.blegs New 
Hampshire!’ and surely every Whig must ‘be 
ready to repeat the prayer, ‘* God bless New 
Hampshire!’ Bound, as she had beén, in‘party 
tramméls—steeped to the very lips iù democracy 
thrice distilled, she was fast bursting her chains 
and emerging into day; and her Whig sisters 
were prepared to hail her as almost regenerated. 
Thus it appeared that the Native Americans gave 
at least very equivocal evidence: of being one of | 
the wings of the Whig party. No, the Whig party | 
were no church-burners nor ‘barn-burners,’”’ (a 
name which a certain portion of the Democratic 
party had delighted in taking to themselves.) ‘That 
stigma, at least, did not belong to the Whigs. 
And now, what was the real evil in the matter of 
naturalization? It was, that a certain party had 
attempted to'deceive and delude immigrating for- 
eigners the moment they set their feet upon our 
shores, and to persuade them that the Deimocratic 
party were their only true friends. This delusion 
must be overcome; and Mr. D. knew. no better 
mode of accomplishing it than that alluded to by 
an honorable member from. Michigan, who had 
said, in a certain memorable speech of his, that į 
education made war against democracy. True, 
the gentleman had since explained his language, 


fit of his explanations; but truth sat on the lips 


ground on which they advocated it, and what was 
the consequencé which they expected from it in 
extending and:-.securing their domestic institution; 
but when that-came measure came before the péc+ 
ple of the North, how did its Democratic friends 
| advocate it there? Did they come out like men, as 
the Southerners had done? No; they advocated 
the measure on the base, the false, the hypocritical 
pretext, that it was to abolish slavery. This was 
one of those falsehoods which education would 
teach an honordble man to cast beneath his feet. 
So, when one of our foreign friends left a country 
where wages were so low as scarcely to furnish him 
with food from day to day, and came to cast in his 
| lot with us, he only wanted the light of education 
to convince him that wages like those should not 
be allowed here, and that the labor which was 
satisfied with such wages ought not to be suffered 
to compete with the labor of American freemen. 

Mr. D. said that he was prepared to go as far 
{as any gentleman in protecting the purity of the 
| ballot-box, and his State had acted on that very 
| matter in convention. They had resolved that 
there was no need of taking a course on that mat- 
ter which should build up this new American 
i party. They had done all in their power to pre- 
| serve our elections pure; and in: their efforts to 
accomplish that object, they had encountered at 
every step the bitterest opposition from the Dem- 
ocratic party. But they had recently passed a law 
which rendered it morally impossible for any one 
to vote who had no right to the franchise, or for 
any one who had to be deprived of its exercise. 
Very seldom had such a connexion been witnessed 
| between another certain party and the purity of 
the ballot-box. The people of Connecticut saw 
no need for any war against our adopted citizens. 
| In his own district there was a large number of 
| these persons, and they were as well-informed as 
any Native American. He wished the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Curpman] could only witness 
the zeal with which they made war on his sort of 
democracy. [A laugh] A better army of Whig 
| soldiers he had never seen anywhere, and he did 
not wish to see them degraded by bemg shut out 
from any office in the people’s gift. They under- 
stood the nature and bearing of our institutions as 
well as anybody, and were as capable of dischar- 
ging official duty as any other citizens. 

A gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bown] had 
told the House that he was opposed to all the re- 
forms which were now rife in the country, not 
excepting the temperance reform. Now, he could 
tell the gentleman that in that opinion he would’ 
not be supported by the natives of the Emerald 
Isle. The temperance reform had covered Ireland 
with glory, and had so raised the moral tone of her 
inhabitants. that they were’ now enabléd’ to’ meet 
in the most gigantic masses, and yet in the most 
peaceable and orderly manner, to get a repeal of 
their connexion with the British Parliament. Some 
years ago this would have been impossible, and 
this was one of the great benefits that they were 
deriving from education. They were joining us 
in vast numbers, and were setting us an admirable 
example. 

But, were every reason which had been ad- 
vanced in favor of altering our naturalization laws 
with a view to keep out foreigners in itself sound 
and valid, this would not be the time for such an 
| operation. Jt was currently whispered, and by 
| some was believed, that we were on the eve of n 
war with the most powerful nation.on the globe. 

r. D., for one, had no such belief; he felt too 
much confidence iù the existing Administration to 
entertam such an idea. He believed they pos- 
sessed too much wisdom and too much diplomatic 
skill not to be able to settle the pending questions 
both-honorably and peaceably. He believed they 
could be readily settled but for the officious inter- 
meddling of certain interested persons, who wished 
to make a catspaw of the Executive. But, be this 
| as it might, was this a proper time to excite ani- 
mosities between our citizens?’ Surely not. If we 
should be compelled to engagé ‘in such a war, he 


of some men, and sprang off ere they were aware} 
and certainly there was a vast deal of truth in| 


be denied there was a certain sort of democracy || 


which education did always destroy, and that was, i! 


the covering over a foul design by a fair pretext. 
For example, when the annexation of Texas was | 
advocated by gentlemen from the South, they stated 
openly, honestly, and honorably, what was the! 


felt thoroughly assured that we should réceive the 
cordial assistance of: the foreign population. In 
our revolutionary struggle we had been greatly in- 
debted ‘to foreign arms, and, if the hour of need 
came, should be again. All petty distinctions of 
birth or origin would instantly be forgotten, and 
native and foreigner would stand side by side to 
defend their common country, and withstand and 
drive back the common foe. 


Lis 


Pecs 30, 


Hot rise to discuss the objection which had twice 
been drawn into debate here—once by a gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Bayry,] and now by 
the gentleman from Illinois near him, [Mr Dove- 
LASS ,]—as to the propriety of the proposed refer- 
ence of the Massachusetts resolutions, founded 
ona question of .a constitutional character. He 
would merely observe on that; that while the Con- 
stitution said that Congress might establish uni- 
form laws of naturalization, and. might alter any 
law that a State might make as to the time, place, 
and manner of clecting Representatives and Sena- 
tors, an American would but-vindicate the Con- 
stitution by asserting for it some control over the 
questions involved in the Massachusetts resolu- 
tions. Mr. I. had been taught from high author- 
ity that, sirictly speaking, there. was no such 
thing as the citizen of a State; that a citizen of 
Pennsylvania was only a citizen of the United 
States resident in Pennsylvania. ‘This was the 
doctrine he had learned from the lips of Judge 
Washington, and with this single remark he 
should leave that question entirely. 

Mr. I. said, after what had passed in the present 
debate, it would be wrong for bim to remain silent 
in relation to some of the faets connected with this 
Native Americanism, but that it was proper for 
him fairly to state them to the House. And he 
could assure gentleman, in all candor, that they 
were altogether wrong in their efforts to identify 
the Whig party with that of the Native Americans. 


© } ; : 
Were the Whig party so far to forget their own 


conservative character as even to desire identifi- |} 


cation, he believed that such was the exclusive | 
character of Native Americanism that that party 
would renounce aud abjure the contamination. 
There was none who could be so ignorant as not 
to know that that party intended to be exclusive. 
In that question which had arisen at the com- 
mencement of this session—a question in deciding | 
which not personal but party considerations would | 
naturally actuate the House: he meant the ques- 
tion who should be Spee of the House—when 
the two. great parties had cast their votes ina man- 
ner meant to manifest their attachment to their re- | 
spective candidates, one going for his honorable 
friend from Ohio, and the other for the gentleman 
who now so ably and acceptably occupied the | 
Chair—the Efouse had witnessed the course taken | 
by the formidable arithmetic of half a dozen voices 
which had been heard voting for neither of the | 
candidates, but, for the most part, proposing each 
other. 

If he might, without offence, suggest such an 
idea, he would call the notice of the House to the | 
manner in which these members of the Native 
American party had taken their places by the side 
of each other, so far as they could do it without | 
leaving too many empty benches. [A laugh.] For | 


example; he found himself near one of these gen- |! 


tlemen, a colleague of his from a distant. part of | 
the State, and equally distant from him in political 
sentiment; while immediately behind him and al- 
most touching his back sat another gentleman, from 
the State of Virginia, who was also one of the 
Alphas; so that in fact Mr. I, had little else to do 
(as the gentleman always voted before he did) than 
to listen. to his votes in order not to conform to him. 
[A laugh.] 

“Thus turtle doves of various hues unite, 

« And glossy jet is paired with shining white ” 

The Whig party meanwhile stood like some 

Grecian temple in its grandeur, great and solid, 
but solitary. In fact the country seemed to be 
divided, much as travellers in South America de- 
scribed the gigantic Andes to be. When we look- 


ed towards the base we beheld a vast wilderness |; 


of perpetual verdure, amidst which trees of lofty | 
magnificence and eminent for their seniority, like 

some great man, in whom age had not withered 

the verdure’ of youth, nor time weakened or im- | 
paired the intellectual strength. These trees all | 
stood in their greenness, arrayed in the fullest and | 
the richest foliage, with fruit ripe and ready to | 
drop to the ground. This belt of country might 

be compared to the Whig party in its grandeur, 

but not its efficiency. 

Higher up the Andes stood trecs yet more mag- 
nificent, robed-in verdure still more luxuriant, and 
overshadowing all below, while above the habita- 
tion, and almost above the reach of human kind, 


was found that mighty bird, the condor, the great- 
est of winged creatures, poised in mid air, and 


į part 


: kind. 


| gazing perpetually on that cold planet which was 

said to have either no atmosphere at all, or none 
m common with the rest of the heavenly bodies, 
flapping his solitary and ponderous wings. . There 
was obviously no. identification here. 

But he would go.astep further. This Native 
American party could be demonstrated to have 
Sprung from the Democratic party as its true 
source. An attempt had been made to ingulf 
them all in Philadelphia in one. common inculpa- 
tion; bat how in faet did the matter stand? Two, 
of these Native gentlemen represented districts 
which had never, unless by some accident, heard 
the name of Whig; and the gentleman of that 

4 who happened to be a Whig, was here sim- 
ply because the Democrats, counting too confi- 
dently on their strength, had run two candidates 


| 2 Opposition to him; while the third district, rep- 
| resented by one of these gentlemen, had ever here- 


tofore been represented by a stout and stern Demo- 
crat, while the district which Mr. I. himselffhad the 
honor to represent had uniformly sent into his 
Housea Whig. 

Mr. 1. would here state another fact. When he 
was going home aftcr the long session of, the twen- 
ty-cizhth Congress, on looking round him he saw 
a certain hotel near one of the polls, which had 
formerly borne on its front in staring capitals, 
written on two distinct stories of the house, the 
words Democratic Headquarters; but now he 
saw added to that inscription these other words, 
“and Native American;”, so that the entire in- 
scription along the entire three stories of the house 
read as follows: ** Democratic and Nutive American 
Headquarters.” 

How it happened he did not know; whether these 
two loving parties had quarrelled like husband and 
wife, and aeparaled from bed and board, and, per- 
haps, from the bonds of matrimony, but so it was, 
that the words “and Native American’? were 
stricken out, so that the Flouse became again the 
“ Democratie Headquarters.” Place this party 
as they would, whisther it had sprang in solitary 
grandeur, like Minerva from the head of Jove, or 
like the men of Cadmus who sprung from dragon 
teeth, or whether it sprang out of that fiery gulf 
which swallowed up Dathan and Abiram for offer- 
ing false incense at the altar, still it stood solitar 
and alone, and had no connexion whatever with 
the Whig party. 

Mr. BRODHEAD here interposed, and said he 
would like the gentleman to explain how it had 
happened that, ina certain gubernatorial clection in 
Pennsylvania, the Native. Americans and Whigs 
had united together, and had thereby carried the 
city for a Whig Governor by a majorty of six 
thousand votes? 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he did not really know 
how the Native Americans happened to throw 
away their votes on Governor Markle in October ; 
but, however it happened, they had very soon re- 
pented of their sins; for, on the 1st of November, 
they returned to their true allegiance, and in that 
election the Whigs could count no such votés. 

There was another point on which Mr. I. wish- 
ed to add a word. Jt had been claimed for the 
Native Americans that they had the exclusive 
merit of quicting certain outbreaks in the neigh- 
borhood of the city of Philadelphia. Now, with- 
out disturbing anything which had been said by 


| his colleague, he would proceed to state what was 


eternal truth, and that alone. Mr. I. here went 
into a very full and graphic description of the last 
of the riots in Philadelphia, and stated the part 
which had been acted by the military on that oc- 
casion, for whom he insisted on the full meed of 
merit to which they were entitled for their good 
conduct, gallantry, and efficiency on that occa- 
sion. 

In conclusion, he observed that he made hno 
charges against the Native American party as 
such. Ifthey could gather a little strength out of 
the present movement, let them go on and prosper. 
Meanwhile he trusted that the two great and. lead- 
ing parties of the country would strive only in an 
honorable and glorious emulation, devoid of all 
personal and selfish motives, to promote only. the 
good of their country and the well-being of man- 


Mr. HAMLIN, after remonstrating against the 
consumption of time, and expressing his personal 
preference that the resolutions should go to the 


Committee on thé Judiciary, moved. the previous 
question, which was seconded. i 
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_Mr..JOSEPIL R. INGERSOLL said he did | 


i 


And the main question was. ordered and put, that 
the resolutions be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary $ hed ; 

And it passed in the affirmative. nesa Sr aN 

So the resolutions.of the General Assembly of 
the State of Massechusetts for such amendments 
to the naturalization laws as will protect the balloty 
box and the elective franchise from frauds and 
abuses, were referred to the standing Committee on 
the Judiciary: 5 i 

ACCOUNTABILITY OF OFFICERS; &c. | 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS. here asked and ob- 
tained leave to move a series. of resolutionsy whick 
he sent to the Clerk’s: table, where they were read, 
as follows: . f ve ; 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary be. instructed to inquire whether any addi- 
tional legislation be necessary to secure the proper 
accountability of the officers or persons of either 
House of Congress having the custody. or the dis- 
bursement of the public money. y ; 
9. Resolved; That the said committee also in- 
quire into and report the facts connected with: the 
defaleation of Caleb J. McNulty, a Clerk of the 
House of Representatives of the 28th Congress. 
3. Resolved, That said committee farther inquire 
whether the bond executed by the said Caleb J. 
McNulty and his sécurities has or. has. not been 
discharged; and, if it be discharged, whether the 
same was not effected by the appropriation of mo- 
ney belonging to the United States. 
4, Resolved, That said committee also inquire 
whether the mode of summoning and empannell- 
ing juries in the courts of the United States needy 
any alteration and reform; and said committee is 
empowered to send for persons and papers.. |; 
The resolutions were agreed tos = >; ` 
Mr. HARALSON asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, the pur- 
port of which was to discharge that. committee 
from a reference made to it, and to refer the same 
to some other committée. f 
Mr. BRODHEAD suggested a suspension of 
the rules. to receive reports from committees gen- 
erally. 0. BS ne ae 
ği The SPEAKER stated that 
thing in the order of business would 
committees for reports. = `- i 

Mr. HARALSON then waived his 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER taid before the House sundry 
communications, viz? Beou ms 

I. The following letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury: 


request. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
December 29, 1845. 
Sım: In reply to the call of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, contained in its resolution adopted om 
the 19th instant, in these terms: ‘‘ Resolved, That 
‘the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to 
‘communicate to this House the amount due the 
‘State of Arkansas of the two per cent. fund, if 
‘any, and his reasons for withholding the same; 
‘and whether said fund has. been withheld from 
‘any other State entitled to said. fund:” I have 
the honor to state, that the accounts with the State 
of Arkansas for the five per cent. ofthe, net. pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands within its. limits, 
to which that State is, entitled under the act of 
June 23, 1836, which is presumed to be the fund. 
intended by the resolution, have been:settled by. the 
accounting. officers to the 31st December, 1844. 
By the report.of the. Commissioner of the Genera] 
Land Office this is. the latest period practicable at 
this time. 


“Of the balances stated in favor of Arkansas on 


ly: 
ntof. 
Bald: 


} 


| 
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in part of the interest due from the State as afore- 
said, there is now, so far ag the accounts of said 
fund have been adjusted, nothing due the State of 
Arkansas on that account. . 
The authority for applying these payments of 
the five per cent, fund in. the matter stated is-con- 
tained in the-joint resolution of the 3d March, 1845, 
which provides “that. whenever any State shall 
* have been or may be.in default for the payment 
‘ of interest or principal on investments in its stocks 
‘or bonds held by the United States in trust, it 
‘shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasu- 
“ry to retain the whole, or so much thereof as may 
‘be necessary, of the per centage to which such 
“State may be entitled of the proceeds of the sales 
“of the public lands within its limits, and apply 
* the same to the payment of said interest or prin- 
“cipal, or to the reimbursement of any sums of 
‘money expended by the United States for. that 
* purpose.” à ; 
In further compliance with the call, I‘have the 
honor to state, that various amounts of the per 
centage on the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands within the States of Illinois, Indiana, and 
Michigan, as’ adjusted in favor of those States 
respectively, have been carried into the Treasury 
on account of interest due and unpaid on the bonds 
of those States held by the United States upon 
various trusts, in obedience to the joint resolution 
hereinbefore set forth. I have the honor, &e., 
R.J. WALKER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. J. W. Davis, Speaker of House of Rep’s. ` 


The letter was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


II. From the Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting the information called for by the House on 
the 19th instant in relation to the agencies estab- 
lished by the Government in Kentucky and Mis- 
souri for the inspection, test, and purchase of Ame- 
rican hemp. The Secretary states that, notwith- 
standing the recent advertisement for three hundred 
tons of hemp to be delivered at St. Louis and Louis- 
ville has not been followed by.the competition ex- 
pected and desired, he still remains of the opinion 
that, by perseverance, the supplies of hemp for the 
navy may be obtained of American growth. 

By a statement accompanying the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy, it appears that these agen- 
cies have cost as follows: 

James Hamilton, agent, Louisville, from July 6, 
1843, salary, $1,752; contingencies and travelling, 
$302; rent, $150; storage and. labor, $70 ;. tools, 
c&c., $178; total, $3,063. L. Sanders, Louisville, 
to September 24, 1845—salary, 4429; contingen- 
cies ae travelling, $55; total, $644: whole amount, 
$3,708. : 

H. King, agent, St. Louis, to July 16, 1845— 
salary, $991; contingencies and travelling, $497; 
rent, $482; storage and labor, $223; tools, &c., 
$260; total, 42,454. 

John Smith, St. Louis, from July 11, 1845—no 
accounts rendered. 

The agents receive an annual salary of a thou- 
sand dollars,.with the usual allowances for trav- 
elling expenses and contingencies. The whole 
amount of hemp purchased: ig 77 tons, and cost 
$611. 

The letter and accompanying papers. were laid 
on the table, and once to be printed. 


HI. From the Secretary of the hoe trans- | 
e 


mitting estimates of contracts made by the: Trea- 
sury Department during the years 1844 and 1845. 
Also, a statement of the payments of contracts from 
‘ist January to 30th June, 1845, for the discharge 
‘of miscellaneous claims not provided for by law. 
Also, a statement of expenditures of the marine 
hospital fund for the relief of sick and disabled sea- 
men for the years ending 30th June, 1844, and 
30th June, 1845. 5 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


In the course of the day— 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correct the bill to establish a 
collection district in the State of Texas. 

And the House adjourned. 


a PETITIONS, &c. 
The following Petitions and Memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred. to the ap- 


propriate committees : 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of William Poole, 
praying fora pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. The petition of Jonathan Adams and 60 others, 
against the annexation of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Hiram Humphreys, 
praying remuneration for losses sustained by him in building 
a bridge for the United States. 

By Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON: The petition of George 
Miler, of Sullivan county, Tennessee, praying Congress to 
grant hima pension, in consequence of being disabled while 
in the service of the United States, as a private soldier; the 
petition of Joseph Bell, asking Congress to place him upon 
the roll of invalid pensioners: which were referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, JEFFERSON DAVIS: A petition in relation toa 
bar in the gulf, near Pass Christian: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The petition of John L. Allen, of 
Mississippi, praying for back pay as a pensioner: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYD: A petition for the establishment of a post 
route from Princeton, via Empire Iron Works, to Cadiz, in 
the State of Kentucky. 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of Thomas Garrett, pray- 
ing for a compensation for a vessel purchased by him for 
the transportation of provisions for the army in the late 
war: referred to the Committee of Claims. The petition of 
Eunice Starr, the widow of William Starr, a soldier of the 
Revolution, praying for a pension: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. The petition of Magdalena 
Moore, widow of Benjamin Moore, a soldier of the Revolu- 
tion, praying for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. The petition of Elizabeth Myer, 
widow of John Myer, a soldier of the Revolution, praying 

for a pension: referred to the committee on Kevolutionary 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WOOD: Two remonstrances, one of 117 citizens 
and another of 143 citizens, of Albany, against the admis- 
sion of Texas as a slave State. The remonstrance of 196 
citizens of Sand Lake, Rensselaer county, New York, for 
the same purpose. 

By Mr. YELL: The petition of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Maury, jr., for services as clerk to the Cherokee 
Indians: referred to the Committee of Claims. The peti- 


tion of David J. Wilburn, of Arkansas, praying the right | 


of pre-emption: referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 'The petition of the citizens of Independence coun- 
ty, Arkansas, praying a mail route, &e.: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Daniel Adams, 
and sundry other citizens of Cook county, for a mail route 
from Chicago via Mulford, Stebbins, Gross Point, Ellisville, 
and Littlefort, to Southport; referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: The remonstrance of John Robin- 


son and 39 others, citizens of the State of Maine, against 
the admission of Texas as a slave State. The remonstrance 
of inhabitants of St. Albans, of the State of Maine, of like 
character: whieh were ordered to lie on the table. The 
petition of Benjamin J. Porter, for an allowance of seven 
years’ balf-pay, for services rendered during the revolution- 
ary war, as a surgeon’s mate. 

By Mr. C. B. SMITH: The remonstrance of Wiliam 
Russey and 55 others, citizens of the State of Indiana, 
against the admission of ‘Texas as a slave State. The re- 
monstranee, of the same character, by J. B. Dinsmoor and 
56 others, citizens of the State of Indiana. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Theodore F. Long 
and 191 others, citizens of the land district, praying the re- 
moval of the land office from Jackson, Cape Girardeau coun- 
ty, Missouri, to Fredericktown, Madison county, in the same 
State: referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. The 
petition of Noah Reed, and 123 others, citizens of the land 
district, praying the removal of the land office of Jackson, 
as above: referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
The petition of C. H. Collier, and 56 others, citizens of the 
land district, praying the removal of the Jackson land office, 
as above: referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
The petition of John Thomas, and 58 others, citizens of the 
land district, praying the removal of the Jackson land office, 
as above: referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
The petition of Solomon D. Caruthers, and 31 others, citi- 
zens of the land district, praying the removal of the land 
office from Jackson to Fredericktown, as above: referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 31, 1845. 


Mr. LEVY moved that the memorial of the Le- 
slature of Florida, presented by him yesterday, 
e printed; which motion was agreed to. 


‘PETITIONS. 


Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Caro- 
line E. Sanders, widow of W. G. Sanders, captain 
of a company of volunteers in the Florida war, 
praying a pension ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. i 

Mr. B. also presented the petition of Frederick 
Vincent, administrator of Le Caze & Mallet, pray- 
ing the payment of a balance in favor of said com- 
pany on the books of the treasury since the revo- 
lutionary war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finanċe. “i 

Mr. B. also presented the petition of Edward 
D. Lippett, asking pay as sergeant in the United 
States Army, from the date of his discharge to the 


end of the time.for which. he was enlisted; which 


was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of John 
Brown and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 


j| the road of the said company 


ing an appropriation for the erection of a light- 
house on Brandywine shoal; which was referred 
to the Committée on Commerce. ; ps 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Missouri, praying a weekly mail route 
from St. Joseph’s, on the Missouri river, to War- 
saw, in the State. of Hlinois; which was referred 
to the Committee. on: the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 5 À 

Mr. BAGBY presented- the „petition of Joseph 
Radcliff, asking compensation for. timber lost by 
the burning of the navy-yard at Washington du- 
ring the late war with Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 5 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Adams & Co., and others; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

A bill for the relief of William Elliott, jr., of 
Illinois, was considered as in committee of the 
whole, and having been reported back to the Sen~ 
ate without amendment, was ordered to be engross- 
ed for a third reading. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


The bill reported to the Senate a few days since, 
providing for the appropriation of alternate sec- 
tions of the public domain for the completion of 
internal improvements in the State of Michigan 
and for other purposes, being taken up, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that the bill 
was one of great importance to the State of Michi- 
gan; and although it had previously been discuss- 
ed, and had twice passed the Senate, as the time 
since it was last reported was short, he hoped that 
it would be passed over informally, in order to al- 
low the Senators opportunity to fully examine into 
its merits. No objection being made, it was so 
agreed. 

“The bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
Road, coming up in its order, was also informally 
passed by. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


The bill to continue the office of Commissioner 
of Pensions, was read a third time and passed. 


On motion, it was ordered, that when the Senate 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 


FLORIDA COURTS. 


The following resolution, presented yesterday 
by Mr. Westcott, was agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be communicated to the 
Senate copies of the correspondence between the 
Attorney General and Solicitor of the Treasury 
and the judicial officers of the Territory of Florida, 
in relation to the authority of the Territorial judges 
as Federal judges, since the 3d of March, 1845. 


The following resolution, presented yesterday 
by Mr. Sevier, was’adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing five years’ pay to Mrs. Mary Jane West, wi- 
dow of Lieutenant James West, who died in the 
public service in 1834, 


The following resolution, presented yesterday 
by Mr. Jounson, of Louisiana, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire. into, the expediency of an 
appropriation for the purpose of constructing a 
canal from the Mississippi river, at New Orleans, 
to Lake Pontchartrain, so as to afford a direct 
communication to steamboats from the western 
country to the fort proposed to be erected on Ship 
Island, with a view to the military and. naval 
ae of the southern frontier of the United 

tates. 


The following resolution, presented yesterday 
by Mr. Jounsox, of Maryland, was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire whether, with a view to 
the defence of the country, it is expedient, by sub- 
scription to its stock or otherwise, and upon such 
terms and conditions as may be agreed upon by 
the: United States and the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company, to assist in the completion of 
t from its present 
western terminus to some suitable point on the 
Ohio river. 
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The following résolution, presented -yesterday 
by Mr. Bacsy, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
providing more adequate defences of the port and 
harbor of Mobile. ` : 


The following resolutions, presented yesterday 
by Mr. Haywoop, were adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
inquire into the expediency of establishing the 
warehouse system for the storage of imported 
goods, in connexion with the revenue system of | 
the United States; and that said committee shall 
have power to report by bill or otherwise. - — 

Resolved, That.so much of the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy of the United States as 
refers to the commerce of the United States, be | 
seferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


The Senate then adjourned, until Saturday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Weonespay, December 31, 1845. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 

and Means, reported the following joint resolu- 
tion: 
. Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause the estimates of appropria- 
tions, which he is by law required to prepare and 
submit to Congress, to be printed, and copies of the 
same to be delivered to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives in time for distribution at the 
commencement of each session; and that the Clerk || 
distribute the, said estimates in the manner in 
which documents printed by Congress are direct- 
ed to be distributed. 


_ The resolution was read the first and second 
time. 

Mr. McKAY said the Committee of Ways and 
Means were of opinion, in reporting this resolu- 
tion, that, if adopted, it would:Jead to a great 
saving of time and to the shortening of the ses- 
sion, They had now been in session one month, 
and the annual estimates of appropriations which 
the Secretary of the Treasury was required to lay 
before the House had only been laid before them 
in a printed form this morning. By one of the ! 
standing rules of the House, the Committee of | 
‘Ways and Means were required to report the ap- 
propriation bills within thirty days from the com- 
mencement of the session. Only six days now | 
remained of this time for the Committee of Ways |) 
and Means to examine these estimates of appro- 
priations. The object of this resolution was to 
require that the annual estimates should be print- 
ed during the recess, or at least that they should 
be laid before the House at the commencement of 
the session, so that the committee might at once 
proceed to their consideration, so far as the esti- 
mates of the public money were concerned. 

The resolution was then read ‘a. third time and 
passed. $ 


Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Joseph Kimball; |; 
which was twice read and committed. 

Mr. Œ., from the same committee, made an un- || 
favorable report in the case of William Brook and 
other citizens of Illinois, for compensation for pro 
erty destroyed by the Sac and Fox Indians in 1832: 
laid on thé table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOGE, front the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Mary 
W. Harrison, executrix of Benjamin Harrison: 
laid on the table. : 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Lyman 
King : laid on the table. : 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported a bill 
for the relief of Charles Benns; which was twice 
read and committed. 


CANAL—-FALLS OF ST. MARY'S. | 
Mr. MeCLELLAND, from the: Committee on | 


f was read the first and second time. 
i 


‘Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


! adoption. 
| derstand; for in the President’s Message’at the 


‘| country, but possibl 


The bill was then committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. aie 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF CHICAGO. 


‘Mr. McC., from the same committee, reported, 
| without amendment, the bill to establish the collec- 
tion district of Chicago. Read three times succes- 
sively and passed... -. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. TIBBATTS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred sundry memorials 
from various parts of the western section of the 
United States, praying Congress to. make provi- 
sion for the purchase of the stock held by individu- 
als and corporations in the Louisville and Portland 
| Canal, and to make the canal free of toll, made a 
| report thereon, accompanied by a resolution for 
| the purchase and free navigation, without toll, of 
| said canal; which report was committed to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


Mr. TIBBATTS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making appropriations for the im- 
| provement of certain harbors and rivers; which 


Mr. T. moved that the bill be committed to the | 


| Union. 

Mr. CROZIER inquired of the Sreaxer whether 
it would now be in order to move to recommit the 
bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER replied, that the motion to com- 
mit to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, being a privileged question, would take 
precedence. 

Mr. CROZIER inquired then if it would not be 
in order to instruct the Conimittce of the Whole to 
report certain amendments to the bill? 

he SPEAKER replied, that it was not compe- 
tent for the House, under its former usages, to in- 
struct the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union} and that the gentleman would attain his 
object by moving the amendments which he wished 
in committee. 

Mr. CROZIER, Mr. GENTRY, Mr. WIN. 
THROP, and Mr. G. DAVIS, respectively sug- 
gested to the Speaker that the motion was in order, 
and that there were various precedents for it. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF suggested to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that his object would not be 
furthered at all by this movement; but that his ob- 
ject would be effected most readily by proposing 
the amendments which he wished in Commatiiss of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. : 

The SPEAKER, on a brief examination of the 
question, reconsidered his decision, and pronounced 
the motion to instruct the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to be in order. 

Mr. CROZIER then moved his instructions, 
which were, that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union he directed to amend the bill 
by inserting therein a clause making an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 for the improvement of. the Ten- 
nessece river. i 

Mr. C. was proceeding to support his motion, 
when an earnest appeal was made to him not to in- 
terrupt the reports from other committees which į 
yet remained behind. 

Mr. C. replied that he was fully aware that 
those committees were very desirous of getting 
their turns under the rule, but it-was not without | 
reflection that he had made the motion now sub- 
mitted, and believed he was in order in addressing 
to the House some considerations in favor of its | 

He perceived in the bill which had just | 
been reported liberal appropriations to different 
western rivers—some for the Mississippi, some for 
the Missouri, and others for. the Red river, and 
others for Arkansas river. Tow these estimates 
came before the committee he was at a loss to un-} 


opening- of the session no mention was made of 
western rivers at all, unless indeed they were ùn- 
derstood to be included under the phrase “ inland 
seas.” This Mr. C. considered, to say the least, | 
as a modern phrase, if applied to the rivers of our | 
the committee might have 
so understood it; and if that was indeed its mean- 


Commerce, reported, without amendment, the. bill | 
making an appropriation for the construction of. a jj 
ship-canal‘around. the Falls of St. Mary’s, at the |} 
outlet of Lake Superior. i 


i Surprised at its omission, because the subject of its 


ing; then he must insist that the Tennessee river 
was quite as much an ‘inland séa”’ as ‘any of 
those included in the bill. And he was the more 


improvement had’ been expressly referred to the 
committee, while these other rivers had not been. 
Mr. McCLELLAND here‘rose to explain, and 
was understood to say that a report had been made 
by Colonel Abert, from the enginéer-corps, in Te- 
lation to the improvertent of the Mississippi, &c., 
which report had been referred to the: Committee 
on Military Affairs; at whose request it had after- 
wards. been sent to the Committee om Commerce. 
Mr. CROZIER resumed, and said that-he then 
supposed that the report mentioned these particu- 
lar rivers by name if it did so, and at the same 
time omitted the Tennessee river, the report was 
uilty of gross injustices A similar omission had 
Beer made last year, and elicited. great complaints 
in that part of the western country which was in- 
tefested in the subject. He had ‘hoped ‘that the 
injustice would have been corrected at the present 
session, and it was precisely because his constitu- 
ents thought they had been badly treated in the 
matter, that he had seized upon the very first mo- 
ment which presented itself to bring the subject 
before the House. i ae 
He admired the zeal which had -been ‘displayed 
by other gentlemen in favor of the Mississippi, the 
Mics mir, and the other rivers mentioned in‘ the 
bill. They had done. perfectly right in: pressing 
the claim of those important streams on the notice 
of the committee; but he considéred the Tennes- 
see river as a stream of quite as great: importance 
as most of those rivers, and even of greater conse- 
quence than some of them. In urging its impor- 
tance on the House, he did not ask gentlemen.to - 
rely merely on his own testimony. e was sup- 
ported by the official opinion of one of the first 
engineers of the country, an extract from whose 
report he would take the liberty ‘to read.: ‘[Mr. C. 
here read at considerable length from a ‘former re- 
ort made by Colonel Long, of the United States 
‘opographical Engineers, in which that gentleman 
spoke of the improvement of the Tennessee river 
as equal in importance with that of any river in 
the West. He referred, also, to another report 
from the same authority in rélation:to the location 
of a Western armory, in the ‘course of which the 
same river was referred ‘to, ani importance 


dwelt updi as forming ‘a part of a national 
thoroughfare. between Charleston ar "estern 
States.] Mr. C. commended the foresight and pen- 


etration of the enginéér, in having predicted im- 
provements which had since been actually realized ; 
for railroads had since that time been constructed 
from Charleston, from Augusta, and from: Savan- 
nah, to within thirty-five miles of the Tennessee 
river, at Chattanooga. In this improvement, all 
the Southwestern, States, as: well as Indiana and 
Illinois, were more immediately or more remotely 
interested ; because the commerce from. Indiana 
and Illinois, if enabled to ascend ‘the Tennessee 
river to Chattanooga, would at that point meet the 
nearest and most direct route to Charleston, Sa- 
vannah, and other cities on the seaboard. The ob- 
structions: in the Tennessee. river constituted, in 
fact, the chief obstacle between those States. and 
the ocean. f ' 

Mr. TIBBATTS herë called Mr. Crozier to 
order. He had no disposition to deprive that gen- 
tleman of an opportunity to speak in favor of the 
object he had in view; but he must insist that any 
discussion of its merits was ‘at this time. out of 
order. As the amendment which he had proposed 
involved of necessity an appropriation: of money 
to carry it into effect; it: must, according to. the 
rules of: the House;be first. discussed-in Commit- 
tee-of the Whole. ecese oe 5, Soa U0 ee 

Mr. GENTRY contended that Mr. Crozier was 
in oe but, after some discussion of the point of 
order—: 2 

The CHAIR decided, according to. the sugges: 


| tion of Mr. Tresarrs, that. the discussion of -the 


amendment must 
Whole. ý : ni 
„Mr. CROZIER said. that, in order to-avoid the . 
difficulty which had been raised under the ruley:he 
would modify his motion so as. to omit any sp 
sum, and leave the resolution in blanks but. 
The CHAIR considered. this „as; 
evasion of the rule, and decided: thi 
form it would not be'in order tói 
sent. Bd 
Mr. BOYD suggésted th 
recommit the bill; with “in 
amendment: 8 SNS ES URE a 
Mr. TIBBATTS appealed to “Mr. Crozier as 


first be had in Committee of ‘the 
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being friendly to this bill, not to embarass it by 
pressing his amendment. `> ~ 

Mr.CROZIER said he disliked very much to in- 
terrupt the course ofthe bill; but as other gentle- 
men had interested themselves for other States, he 
considered it eqitally his duty to press the interests 
of Tennessee. “He would, however, move to, lay 
the bill and the motion of reference, for the present, 
on the table. i s 

On this motion, Mr. TIBBATTS 
and nays, which were ordered. f 

Whereupon Mr. CROZIER withdrew his mo- 
tion, and. move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with instructions. 

The CHAIR decided that such a motion was in 
order, but that the question would first be on the 
original motion of Mr, Trssatts to refer the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. i 

After some further discussion on order— 

Mr. HAMLIN observed that there were two 
propositions, first où reference and then on instruc- 


asked the yeas 


tion. 

The CHAIR said the question could be divided. 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired whether he could speak 
to the reference ? ; 

The CHAIR deciding ingthe affirmative— 

Mr. HAMLIN said he was in favor of both 
committing and instructing, because he believed it 
one of the best modes of killing the bill forever. 
He desired: to call-the attention of the House and 
of the country to this mode of proceeding. 

Mr, CROZIER here called Mr. Hamuin to or- 
der’; insisting that, if it was out of order for him 
to enter on the merits, it must be equally so for the 
gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIR said that it was out of order to 
discuss the merits of. the instructions, but was in 
order to speak. to the question of reference. 

Mr. HAMLIN said he was desirous of tres- 
passing on no rule of the House, but he desired to 
call the attention. both of the House and the coun- 
try to the state of things presented by the report 
of a bill of this character and magnitude. The 
prospect was alarming. Mr. H. viewed this as the 
inception of a grand scheme of internal improve- 
ments, which was to deluge the country with the 
expenditure of untold millions. 

r. TIBBATTS called Mr. Hamun to order. 
If it was not in order to discuss the propriety of 
the measure, it must be equally out of order to dis- 
cuss its impropriety. : 

Mr. HAMLIN said he was not discussing it, he 
was merely referring to a fact. 

Mr. TIRBATTS insisted that he was out of 
order, and could not proceed. j 

Mr. HAMLIN said he had no desire to travel 
out of the strict line of order; he merely called the 
attention of the Flouse to the appropriations in the 
bill, but had not discussed them. 

[A voice : You certainly did denounce them.] 

Mr. H. insisted that he. had not denounced a 
single item in the bill, but had only invoked the 
attention of the House and of the country to them; 
and he now perceived, from the feverish excitement 
manifested by the gentlemen all around him, that 
he could not be mistaken im his apprehensions. It 
was an incipient measure ina great system, involv- 
ing a vastly greater expenditure than that which 
appeared on the face of the bill, for he doubted 
whether a single work of internal improvement 
could be pointed out the completion of which had 
not cost a much greater sum than had at first been | 
appropriated. 

Mr. TIBBATTS again called Mr. Hamrin to 
order. The gentleman was discussing the bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD spoke to the point of order, | 
and called for the reading of the rule of the House, 
which required all bills and resolutions appropri- 
ating money to be first discussed in Committee of 
the Whole. | 

Mr. BOYD inquired of the Chair whether, if 
the House should, instruct the Committee of the 
Whole to amend the bill by inserting this appro- 

priation, it would afterwards be competent in the 
committee to strike out the amendment? I 

The CHAIR said that would be for the commit- |! 
tee to decide. 

Mr. TIBBATTS ‘demanded. a division of the | 
question, so that it should be put first-on commit- j 
ting the bill and then on the instructions, and he | 
moved the previous question on the whole. 

On this motion Mr. GENTRY demanded the | 
yeas and nays 


i 
ji 


| with instructions to report a bill for the relief of the 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, demanded whe- 
ther, if the previous question was seconded and 
carried, it would cut off the instruction? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would- od 

And the question being on seconding the motion 
for the previous question, the vote stood: Yeas61, 
nays 51. 

o quorum having voted, tellers were demanded 
and ordered. 

And the question being taken by tellers, the ayes 
-were 75, the noes 44. So there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be taken. 

Which main question was on the commitment of 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. GENTRY rose to order, insisting that the 
previous question did not cut off the motion to in- 
struct. . 

The CHAIR replied that such had been his own 
personal conviction, and he had formerly so decid- 
ded, but his decision had been reversed by the 
House; and in making the decision he had now 
done, he had acted in conformity with the will of 
the House then expressed. 

Mr. GENTRY said that if the House had de- 
cided wrong, it was time that they corrected their 
own mistake. He thereupon took an appeal from 
the decision of the House; and, after some con- 
versation, demanded the yeas and nays on the 
epee 

But the House refused to order them. — . 

Mr. McKAY asked for the reading of the former 
decision of the Chair, which was read; when 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay the appeal on 
the table. j 

On this question Mr. GENTRY demanded the 
yeas and nays; ; 

But they were refused by the House, and the; 
motion was carried. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

And the question then recurring on committing 
the bill; it was agreed to without a count. 

So the bill was committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That when this House adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 


PRIVATE. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Sem- 
ington’ Buffenbarger, which was twice read and 
committed. 


LAND SALES AT CHOCCHUMA. 


Mr. C. also reportod a bill to legalize certain 
land sales made at Choechuma and Columbus, in 
Mississippi, and to indemnify the Chickasaw In- 
dians therefor; which bill was twice read. 

Mr. COLLAMER stated the propriety of prompt 
action on the bill. 

Mr. P. KING said he believed it contained an 
appropriation of public money, and must therefore 
be committed. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON did not think the 
appropriation contained in the bill such as came 
within the rules; it was merely to transfer money 
from one fund in the treasury to another fund. 


The report which accompanied the bill, as well | 


as the bill itself, was then read; when the bill was 
committed. 
` VARIOUS. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS SMITH, the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands was discharged from 
the memorial of the Legislature of the State of 


Arkansas against the distribution of the proceeds | 


of the sales of the public lands, and it was Jaid on 
the table. 


Tymochtee township, in Wyandott county, Ohio, 
to select lands for schools within the Wyandott 
| cession; which was twice read and committed. 


APPORTIONMENT OF OFFICES. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to regulate the appoint- 
ment of certain officers of the Departments of the 
Government in the city of Washington, and for 
the more general and equal diffusion of such offices 
among the several States and’ Territories and the 
District of Columbia; twice read ard committed 
to the Committee of the Whole one the state of 
the Union. =- 


LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the same commitiee, re- 
ported a resolution directing the Clerk of the House 
to purchase fifteen hundred copies of the 10th 
volume of the Laws of the United States, recently 
compiled and published, and to distribute the same 
(except to members of Congress) to such offices 
and officers of the Government as have received the 
8th and 9th volumes heretofore published under 
orders of the House of Representatives; the cost of 


|i the said 10th volume not to exceed $2 50 for each 


copy. : 

Mr. WINTHROP thought this resolution re- 
quired explanation.. An act was passed last session 
authorizing a subscription to the publication of an 
edition of all the Laws of the United States, with 
which this proposition would conflict, and he 
thought it probable the chairman of the Committee 


i| of Ways and Means [Mr. McKay] could give the 
|| House information on the subject. 


Mr. McK.AY went into a long explanation as to 
the origin and terms of the contract; from which it 
appeared that there had been an order directed to 
the Clerk to prepare and publish a tenth volume of 
the laws here, which order had becn subsequently 
rescinded, and a contract entered into as stated by 
Mr. Winruror. “He was understood to oppose 
the proposition made from the Committee on the 
Judiciary for purchasing the tenth volume, as lead- 
ing to an increased expenditure. 

Mr. WINTHROP went into further explana- 
tions as to the details of the contract. 

Mr. RATHBUN further explained the ground 
on which the committee had recommended the 
purchase proposed by them. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
MILTON BROWN, WINTHROP, and RATH- 
BUN, when it was finally disposed of by a refer- 
ence to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. `> f : 


PRIVATE. 


Mr. ST. JOHN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs. of Col. William Grayson. Twice read 
and committed, 

Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the Committee 
on Revohitionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the heirs of Captain Presley Thornton: 
Twice read and committed. 

Mr. D. P. KING reported, from the same com- 
mittee, that the heirs of William Pratt have leave 
to withdraw their papers. Agreed to. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill to regulate 
i trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes in the 
Territory of Oregon, and to preserve peace and 


| cultivate friendship among the said Indians: twice 


read, and committed to-the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON obtained leave, and 
moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 


Mr. ASHMUN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, made an adverse report on the case 
of Mary Ann Bruner, and moved that it be laid on 
the table. - 

Mr. McGAUGHEY moved that the report be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


claimant. The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RELFE, from the commitice on the Public 


Lands, reported a bill to authorize the removal of | 


| 


the land office from Jackson, in Missouri, to some 
more central situation in the district: twice read 
and committed. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic lands, reported a bill to authorize the trustees of ! 


a 


| 
{ 
$ 
j 
yl 
1 
i 
| 


| 


cause to be communicated to this House the num- 
ber of Indian claimants who applied for the allow- 


| ance of land to the Board of Commissioners or- 


ganized in the State of Mississippi by virtue of the 
act entitled “ An act for the appointment of com- 
mussioners to adjust the claims to reservations of 
land under the fourteenth article of the treaty of 
1830 with the Choctaw Indians,” approved March 
3, 1837, which act was continued in force until the 
lst day of August, 1838, by an act approved Feb- 
ruary 22, 1838; and also to the board organized 
in said State, in pursuance of an act approved 
August 23, 1842, in relation to the same subject; 
the number of claimants approved, and the num- 
ber rejected ; the quantity of land required to satisfy 
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all the claims allowed ; the amount of land actually 
assigned the Indians by virtue of their continued 
residence according to the requirements of the 
treaty ; the amount of scrip issued for those Indians 
who had been deprived of their lands; in’ those 
cases where lands have been assigned the Indians 
what protection against fraud and deception is af- 
forded the Indians by the Government in their 
alienation of the same; what proof is required. that 
a fair consideration has been paid by the purchaser 
to the Indian; and what is, in a majority of cases, 
deemed a fair consideration to render a deed satis- 
factory to the department; in those cases where 
scrip is issued, what guards against imposition are 
thrown around the transfer of the seme; and what 
sum is generally esiimated by the department a 
satisfactory consideration for the same;. and what 
are the regulations for the receipt: of said. serip in 
payment of lands; how much of said scrip has 

een yet received; and for what description of lands 
will the said scrip be received in payment, whether 
for “lands subject to private entry,” for payment 
of pre-emption entries, or for any lands which have 
not been offered at public sale. 


The resolution was read and adopted. 
PROTECTION TO OREGON EMIGRANTS. 


Mr. BRINK ERHOFF, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill to establish a line 
of. stockade and block-house forts on the route 
from the frontier settlements on the Missouri river 
to the Territory of Oregon; which was twice read, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union. 


PRIVATE. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFFS, from the same commit- 
tee, made an adverse report in the case of Lucien 
B. Webster Laid on the table. 

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee. on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report in the case of 
Pierre Gideon. Laid on the table. 

Mr, BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of the heirs of John Carr, and a bill for the relief | 
of Thompson Hutchinson. They were severally 
twice read, and committed. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD also made an adverse report 
in the case of John Spalding and others, and of 
William Randall. Laid on the table. 


ABSTRACT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported the following reso- 
lution, which was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to cause to be compiled an abstract of the several 
pension laws now in force for invalid, revolution- 
tionary, and other pensions; together with the |; 
constructions which have been placed upon such 
laws by the War Department or Attorney Gen- 
eral, and the forms necessary to be followed by 
the applicants for pensions under the several laws, 
and report the same to this House at the earliest 
pracucable period. : 


PRIVATE. 


Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse’ reports on the cases of 
John Napper Tandy and James Bumbaugh ; which 
were laid on the table. . 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Invalid |; 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of James Da- 
vidson; which was twice read and committed. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
made an adverse report on the case of Sherburne 
C. Blodget. Laid on the table. | 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill to provide for |! 
the payment of the passage of General Lafayette 
from France in 1824.. Twice read and commit-| 
ted. Pe. 

Mr. LIGON, from the Committee of Claims, || 
reported a bill for the relief G. D. Spencer; which | 


was twice read and committed. i 
SENATE BILLS. i 

A. bill from the Senate to organize a company of || 
sappers, miners, and pontoniers, was read the first | 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. — : | 
The bil foni the Senate to continue. the office 
of Commissioner of Pensions was read the first 


| gress. 


and second time. 


Mr. BRODHEAD said the office of Commis- i 


sioner was about to expire, and-that-it was neces- 
sary, in his opinion, to act immediately-on the 
bill; and he therefore moved that it be read a third 
time and put on its passage. —- ; 

Mr. McKAY thought, as the bill in- effect cre- 
ated a new office, and incidentally involved a 
‘charge on the Treasury, it ought to be committed; 
he. therefore moved that it be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
This motion prevailed. 

The bill from the Senate to repeal the. act to 
abolish the office of one of the Inspectors General 
of the army, and to re-establish that office, was 
read the first and. second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


COMPENSATION TO COLLECTORS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement of the compensation and emoluments 
received, and the amount of fines, penalties, and 


| forfeitures oct! the collectors of Boston, 


New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, 
Savannah, and New Orleans, during the four years 
ending 30th June, 1845. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER then announced that resolu- 
tions heretofore submitted, and laid over under the 
rues, would next come up in the regular order of 
business. 

On which the following resolution, moved by 
Mr. Diutinenam on the 19th of December, was 
read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 


viding by law for removing the place for holding 
the district and circuit courts of the United States, 
in the State of Vermont, from Rutland and Wind- 
sor, to Burlington and Chelsea, in said State. 


FREMONT’S REPORT. 


The following resolution, moved by Mr. Perry 
on the 19th instant, then came up: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House cause to 
be printed, upon the type now standing, a suffi- 
cient additional number of Fremont’s report to 
supply the members of the House who have taken 
their seats since the 4th of March last with the 
same number of copies that have been or may be 
distributed to the members who were elected prior 
to that time. 

The yeas and nays were called for by several 
members on the question to agree to the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he was unwilling to 
give five thousand copies to the new members of 
the House, when the old members had not received 
half that number. He was willing to show all 
courtesy to the new members; but he really thought 
they could not ask of the House that they should 
be put so much above an equality with their 
brethren. He thought the old and new members 
had better unite and be content to share alike. He 
believed that twenty-five thousand copies had 
already been ordered by the Senate; and if gentle- 
men would strike out the word “new” before 
« members,” and would then move for five thou- 
sand extra copies, or for ten thousand, if they 
liked better, he would be the last man to oppose 
it. He was prepared to concede to the new mem- 
bers whatever they could in reason desire. He 
moved to amend the motion by striking out the 
word “new.” 

Mr. THOMASSON inquired whether five thou- 
sand copies would be necessary to put the new 
members on an equal footing with the old. 1f so, 


| the motion should have his vote. 


Mr. McKAY was. opposed to the proposition, 
as one altogether new and unprecedented.. These 
copies, if he understood the matter, were not ask- 
ed for the use of members themselves, to furnish 


‘them with additional information to guide. their 
| course here, but for the purpose of distribution. 


among their constituents. ‘This was the first time 
within his recollection that it had ever been pro- 
posed to reprint the documents-of a former Con- 
Indeed, this whole practice of printing 
such large extra numbers of documents was. of re- 


| cent origin, for during the first thirty years of the 


Government no such thing was heard of. Never, 
til within the last. twelve or fifteen years, did any 
gentleman think of proposing. to. print five, ten, 


twenty, thirty, and (asin ‘ang ease) fifty. thousand 
copies of the same document. He was opposed 
to the practice, and thought it ought.to,be discour- 
aged. . And as to the:reprinting the documents of 
previous Congresses, if they reprinted one, why 
not all? These five thousand copies were ostensi- 
bly for the new members .of the House; but had 
not the last Congress. ordered the printing. of ‘ten 
thousand extra copies? Since.then a good many 
members:had,. goneout, and a good.many more had 
heen turned out; and if all who.came;in their places 
were to receive additional. copies, would not their 
districts get a double share in‘consequence of having 
changed their Representatives? Surely they would; 
and all such distinctions. he considered unjust. . If 
more copies. were to be printed, let there be an 
equality. His own constituents were as much en» 
“titled to the benefit.as those who had.sent new 
Representatives here.. He therefore moved to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

On this motion the yeas and nays were demand- 
ed; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ste- 

hen Adams, Barringer, Bayly, Benton, James 

lack, . Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, Cathcart, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Chase, Clarke,: Cobb; Crozier,. 
Cullom, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, Dob- 
bin, Graham, Henléy,. Hoge, Hopkins, E.. W. 
Hubard, James B. Tant: James H. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Lawrence, Lewis, Lumpkin, McClelland, Mce- 
Clernand, McKay, Barclay Martin, Morris, Moul- 
ton, Norris, Parish, Payne, Pettit, Pollock, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Scammon, Severance, 
Alexander D. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robt. Smith, 
Starkweather, St. John, Jacob Thompson, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—66... 

NAYS—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, 
Blanchard, William G. Brown, Chipman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Colin, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, 
Darragh, Delano, De. Mott, Dixon, Dongle 
Faran, Ficklin, Gentry, Giddin. 3s, Giles, Good- 
year, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Harper, Herrick, 
Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, I. E. Holmes, Hough, 
John W. Houston, Sam D..Hubbard, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt,:Chas. J. f ÜK 


OO: 
McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry; Marsh, 
John P. Martin, Miller, Niven E Perill, 
Price, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, L. H. Simms, Truman 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, ‘Thomasson, Jas. 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, ‘Toombs, 
Trumbo, Vinton, Wick, Williams; Wilmot, Win- 
throp, and Wood—77.. E RE EN 

So the motion: was not laid on the tables ooo.. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON inquired what would 
be the expense per copy of these extra numbers; 
but the Chair replied that it had no information on 
the subject. 

Mr. T. then observed that the chief item of ex- 
pense in the copy he.had received appeared to con- 
sist in the plates and in the astronomical tables 
which accompanied the report. These he had 
carefully examined, and, believing them to be. of 
little or no use, moved that. the report be printed 
without them. " 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Accounts, that 
they might ascertain. and. report what would ‘be 
the expense. o aot mony pp egy eine 

.Mr. THURMAN suggested. that. they. report 
what would be the expense with, and. what with- 
out, the plates. and tables alluded:to. 

The. question being taken.on Mr. Jones’s mo- 
tion to refer, it was negatived; and the question 
then recurring on. the. motion of Mr. WINTHROP 
to strike out the word “new?’— l 

Mr. BAKER expressed his determinationsto 
vote in favor of the motion. If any additional 
copies were printed, he hoped. there would be an 
equal distribution between all the members of the 
House; otherwise, the practical result must: be 
that some districts would get a ‘double. supply, 
these documents while others ‘did nöt: i 
were not enough copies. of this valuable report- in 
the country. ‘They were in great.demand,.as.Mr. 
B: had reason to know, for hehat > 
| letters on the subject ofthis: ont report-and 
i the document from the. Pa! e; than respecte 
ing any and all-other matt: gether. < 


Mr. B. thought that: the, - Of copies: 
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tributed, ought- to be sent not to the ex-members; 
who would have no power to frank them, but to 
the present members who could,- The object was 
distribution among the people of the districts. So 
long as.this object was secured, Mr. B. should be 
satisfied, ae i é 

Mr. CHIPMAN - suggested a modification of || 
the motion, to -this effect: that the new members || 
should receive the. copies which the ex-members 
would have got. had they been re-elected, in order |, 
that they might distribute them. With this view 
he had prepared. a resolution, by. way of substi- 

- tute, which he read, and which proposed that one 
copy should be reserved to the ex-member for his |! 
own use, but that all the rest should be delivered |; 
to the sitting members. < 

The question being taken on Mr. Winrunor’s 
motion to strike out the word “‘ new,’’ it was agreed 
to. 

The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Jacos Tuompson, that in printing these copies 
the plates and tables should be omitted— 

Mr. STANTON stated that the type of the ta- 
bles were still standing, and the copperplates ready 
tobe printed. The saving of expense would 
therefore be small, since nothing was needed but 
press-work. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, replied, that it might 
be very true that the forms of type were still stand- 
ing; but if. they were, it must be in the office of 
Blair & Rives, the former printers to the House; 
but, as Ritchie & Heiss were now the public print- 
ers, the whole would have to be set up again. > 

Mr. GORDON suggested that if the plates and 
tables were omitted in the new edition, the old 
members would get the old edition, while the new 
members got imperfect copies of the new. 

Mr. HOPKINS thoasht it better to print the 
document entire, and leta uniform copy of it go |) 
forth to the public. There was a great demand 
for it throughout the country, and he hoped it 
would be circulated without mutilation, 

Mr. SAWTELLE complained of a disposition 
which seemed to manifest itself to refuse to new 
members an equal participation in benefits enjoyed 
by the old. Ee was willing to concede rights to 
other gentlemen, but he claimed equal rights of his | 
own. 

Mr. HUDSON made some remarks, which, |) 
owing to his position, were almost inaudible at the 
reporter’s scat. 

Ar. HAMLIN disclaimed anything like a want 
of courtesy to the new members; he was incapable || 
of it. Yet still he must inquire what was the 
reason the House should make a difference be- 
tween this and all the rest of the documents print- || 
ed at the last session? For one, he could not see, 
It was known to them all that Captain Fremont was 
now out making further explorations in the West, 
and a report of his procecdings might be expected 
before the close of the session. It would of course 
be ordered to be printed. But did gentlemen ex- 
pect that a subsequent Congress would order new 
copies to be printed for any new members that 
might then be elected! He presumed not. And, 
though he admitted this report to be a valuable 
document, he thought the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents of no less value. Why not, 
then, reprint that also? He understood that each 
copy of this document would cost four dollars. 

ere gentlemen ready to incur this expense? For 
one, he was not. Nearly half the volume was 
taken up with astronomical tables and long lists of 
the names of plants; these might be useful to men 
of science, but were of little consequence for gen- 
eral distribution.. He was not in favor of the reso- 
lution; but, if it did pass, he hoped that these por- 
tions of the report would be omitted. 

Before any final question was taken, the House 
adjourned till Friday, at twelve o’clock. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following Petitions and Memorials were | 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- || 


priate committees: : i 
By Mr. CALEB B, SMITH: The remonstrance of Dudley 
Willetts and 23 others, citizens of Indiana, against the ad- 
mission of Texas as a slave State. Also the remonstrance 
of Mary Fertril! and 26 other females, citizens of Indiana, 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State. i! 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD : The. petition of inhabitants of į! 
Niagara county, New York, for the improvement of a har- 
bor at 18 Mile Creek, on Lake Ontario: referred to the Com- [| 
mittee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. CATHCART: The memorial of 750. citizens of 


; dians, 
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Indiana, praying Congress to pass an act for the protection 
of the settlers upon the lands purchased of the Miami In- 
in Indiana. 

By Mr. MOSELEY: Four several petitions of citizens of 
Buffalo and Irving, New York, for an appropriation for a 
light-house, and to complete Cattaraugus harbor. Also a peti- 
tion of citizens of Buffalo, New York, for an appropriation 
for a harbor at Martanwoe river, Wisconsin. ` Also a re- 
nionstranee of citizens of Eden, Erie eounty, New York, 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr. REID: The petition of Elizabeth Tays, praying 
the payment of certain moneys duc her grandfather, Robert 
Smith, for revolutionary services : referred to the Committee 


i on Revolutionary Claims 


By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The remonstrance of the citi- 
zens of Bloomfield, Oakland county, Michigan against the 
admission of Texas to this Union as a State, with a consti- 
tution which establishes. and perpetuates slavery and the 


i; slave trade, 


By Mr. SAWYER: Sundry petitions for the improvement 
of the Maumee bay. 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of Henry Adams and Catha- 
rine his wife, legal representatives of Francis Zock, pray- 
ing for compensation for property destroyed in the public 
service in the year 1814: referred to the Committee of 


| Claims. 


By Mr. RUSSELL: The remonstrance of 218 citizens of 
Maione, Franklin county, New York, against the annexa- 
tion of Texas asa slave State. Also the petition of Pliny 
Pierce, of Warren county, New York, asking for an inerease 


: of pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also the petition of George Pierson, of Saranac, Clinton 
county, New York, for relief: referred to the Committce of 
Claims. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of P. O.. Brown and 
other citizens of Wyandott county, Ohio, asking the passage 
of a law authorizing the sale of the residue of the Wyandott 
reserve, in the aforesaid county, at what it may bring over 


| two dollars and fifty cents per acre. The petition of B. Wil- 


liams and sixty-three other citizens of Crawtord county, 
Ohio, asking an appropriation to improve the Maumee river, 
in said State. The petition of Isaac Miller and 58 other 
citizens of Ohio, praying the extension of the pre-emption 
laws over the lands lately purchased of the Wyandott In- 
dians, in said State. ‘Che petition of Nathan J. Fay and 48 
other citizens of Wood county, Ohio, asking an appropria- 
tion to improve the Maumee river up to the rapids, 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The remonstrance of 53 citizens and 
ladies of Hartland, New York, against the admission of 
Texas as a slave State 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 2, 1846. 

The Journal of Wednesday was read and ap- 

roved, 

Mr. MILTON BROWN introduced to the House 
Mr. Epwis H. Ewine, member elect from the 
State of Tennessee, vice Josern H., Perros, de- 
ceased, who was qualified and took his seat. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 


| House a communication from the War Depart- 


ment, transmitting the annual statement of the 
Second Comptroller, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act of May 1, 1820, &c. 

On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. ; 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Clerk thereof, transmit- 
ting a statement of the officers in his department: 
laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 


OREGON. 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM rose, and asked leave to 


offer the following resolution; which was read for 
information : 

Whereas the rejection by the British Govern- 
ment of the liberal proposition lately made by the 
President of the United States to compromise and 
settle the respective claims of the two countries to 
the Oregon territory, has terminated all negotiation 
on that subject : i 

And whereas, by the extraordinary and inadmis- 
sible demands of the British Government, it is 
made manifèst that no compromise which the Uni- 
ted States ought to accept can be effected : 

And whereas the title of the United States to the 


whole of the Oregon country included within the į 


parallels of 420 and 54° 40' north latitude, and ex- 
tending from ihe Rocky mountains to the Pacific 
ocean, ‘is clear and unquestionable;’’ and that 


: any further attempt on the part of the United States 


to settle such title by a surrender of any portion 
of said country would be a surrender of the honor, 
the dignity, and the true interests of the American 
people: _ roe 
Therefore, be it resolved, That it is the imperative 
duty of Congress immediately to adopt such mea- 


| sures as will fully protect our citizens who now do, 


or may hereafter, inhabit that country, and effec- 
tually maintain our just title to the whole of the 
country of the Oregon. 


The resolutions having been read, 
Mr. I. E. HOLMES rose, and said that they 


were of an important character, and he asked, 
therefore, that they might be again read. 

Mr. McKAY rose and objected. 

Mr. HENLEY and Mr. WENT WORTH moved 
a suspension of the rules to enable Mr. Cunnine~ 
| mam to offer his resolutions. 

Mr. WINTHROP and Mr. COLLAMER asked 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. ne 

r. I, E. HOLMES rose,he said, to a privileged 

‘question. He was: now. called upon to vote on a 
suspension of the rules for the purpose of acting on 
| a particular proposition. Had he nota right to call 
for the reading of that proposition? - -> 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman had, that 
right; that the House also had the right to refuse 
the reading. The Chair, however, supposed that 
| there would. be no objection that the resolutio 
should be again read. ; 


Mr. McKAY inquired of the Speaker, whether, 
| after the committees had been called for reports, 
| resolutions would not be in order? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. McKAY hoped, he said, that the House 
would allow him to make a single remark, for the 
information especially of the new members. A 
practice had of Jate years grown up here to move a 
suspension of the rules for every proposition which 
any member might desire to introduce. The prac- 
i tice had become so general as to amount almost to 
an entire annihilation of the rules. A large portion 
of the time of the House during the last Congress 
i had been consumed in this manner. 


The SPEAKER here interposed with the re- 
mark, that the motion to suspend the rules was not 
| debatable. 

Mr. McKXAY. I hope that the House, without 
i reference to the merits of the proposition, will ad- 
| here rigidly to their rules. 

| The SPEAKER here explained, in relation to 
| his decision above given, that the resolution would 
i bein order after the committees had been called 
| for reports; that resolutions heretofore introduced, 
| but laid over for debate, and now on the Speaker's 
i table, would be first in the order of that business. 

The question now was (the Speaker said) on the 
suspension of the rules The gentleman from South 
| Caraolina [Mr. HoLmes] had asked that the reso- 
| lution might be again read. If there was no ob- 
| jection this would be done. 

The resolution was accordingly again read. 
And the question, ‘ Shall the rules of the House 
| be suspended ?”? was then taken, and decided as 
follows: f 


YEAS—Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Baker, Benton, 
James Black, Blanchard, Brinkerhof, William G. 
Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Chipman, Colin, Cul- 
ver, Cummins, Cunningham, Darragh, Delano, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Fa- 
yan, Ficklin, Fries, Giddings, Gordon, Grover, 
Hamlin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, John 
W. Houston, James B. Hunt, James H. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Mac- 
lay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, Me- 
| Dowell, McGaughey; John P. Martin, Morris, 
| Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Pollock, 
i Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Root, Rus- 
| sell, Sawyer, L. H. Simms, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. John, 
| Strong, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tibbatts, Toombs, Wentworth, Wick, Yell, 
| and Yost—75. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
| nold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Brod- 
| head, Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, Cabell, 
John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Dargin, Gar- 
|! rett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Dixon, Dobbin, Dun- 
ilap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Ewing, Gentry, Good- 
i| year, Grider, Haralson, Hilliard, Elias B, Holmes, 
i Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George S. 
| Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
iC. J. Ingersoll, J. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
l Daniel P. King, Lawrence, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, McCrate, McHenry, McKay, Marsh, 
Barclay Martin, Miller, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, 
Roberts, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Saw- 
telle, Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, A. 
| D. Sims, Truman Smith, A. Smith, Stanton, Ste- 
1 


j 
i 
| 
] 


hens, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Trumbo, Vance, 
; Vinton, White, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
| Woodward, and Young—89. 


124 


Reloads 


7 H 
_ So the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- 
tion was not introduced. 


COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. RATHBUN rose and 
addressed the Chair, each to a privileged question, 
as they stated. : 

The SPEAKER gave the floor to 

Mr. DANIEL, who called the recollection of the 
House to the fact that, on a former day, he had, 
under what he understood ‘to be the wishes or di- 
rection of the Committee of Claims, asked that the 
penueman from Georgia, [Mr. Srepuens,] a mem- 

er of that committee, but who did not attend its 
sittings, be excused from service. The motion 
was waived at the time, because the gentleman did 
not happen to be in his seat. He-(Mr. D.) had 
not been authorized by the gentleman himself to | 
make the motion; but as he now saw him in his 
seat, he (Mr. D.) would move that the gentleman | 
be excused from service, and that another member 
be appointed in his plaĉe. 

The SPEAKER said that he doubted whether 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Danrex,] 
or the committee, had the right, under the rule, to 
submit this motion. The rule itself provided that 
a member might ask to be excused from service on 
a committee, but there was no provision that an- 
other person could submit sucha motion. And 
the Chair thought that the motion legitimately 
ought to come from the member himself. 

Mr. DANIEL rising and addressing the Chair— | 

The SPEAKER said that the proceeding was an 
irregular one, and not in accordance with the prac- 
tice of the Tlouse The Chair was not aware of 
any instance in which a committee had asked that 
one of its members, who had not himself submit- 
ted the request, should be excused. $ 

Mr. POLLOCK (a member of the committee) | 
was understood to say that he had suggested this 
doubt in committee; his own opinion being that | 
the motion to be excused should come from the | 
member himself. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL (also a member 
of the committee) explained that though he was | 
‘aware that. there had been a conversation on this 
subject in the committee, yet he was not aware 
that any action had been taken upon it. 

Here the conversation ended. 


OREGON. 

Mr. G. DAVIS rose to inquire whether the bill 
heretofore reported by the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on the Territories, [Mr. Douarass,] ¢ to | 
protect the rights of American settlers in the Ter- 


of the day for the first or second Tuesday of this | 
month? 
Several voices: “ The first Tuesday.” 


Mr. DAVIS said there had been some misun- |j 


derstanding among the members of the House on | 
that point. í ; 

The SPEAKER said that the Clerk informed 
him that the first Tuesday in January was the day 
designated. 

Mr. G. DAVIS desired, he said, to offer a reso- 
lution. 

Mr. PAYNE here rose, and inquired of the 
Speaker whether he had stated that the first 'Tues- 
day was the day named? 

The SPEAKER having assented, 

Mr. PAYNE said that a number of members 
had been under the impression that. the special | 
order had been announced for the second Tuesday. | 

The SPEAKER said he had himself been under 
that impression until, the inquiry having been 


made, the Journal had been looked into, and had | 


settled the fact that the bill was made the special 


order for the first Tuesday. | 


Mr. DOUGLASS said that he had been ‘in- 
structed by the Committee on the Territories to | 


designate the first Tuesday; and hisown intention || 
and desire had been that the bill should come up || 


) t || lers in the Territory of Oregon, until the termina- 
ritory of Oregon,’’ had been made the special order || 


| of Congress, or delegates from Territories: pro- 


| that work, the completing editions that were in 
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ito the order of business be suspended, to enable 
him to offer the following. resolution; which. was 
read for information: : 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole 
House ón the state of the Union bé discharged 
from the consideration of ‘a bill. to protect. the 
‘rights of American, settlers in the Territory of 
‘Oregon until the termination of the joint occu- 
‘pancy of the same; and that the second. and | 
third sections of said bill be recommitted. to. the | 
Committee on the Judiciary; the fourth section, to | 
the Committee on Public Lands; the fifth section, 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; the sixth and 
seventh sections, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; the eighth section, to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads; the ninth section, 
| to the Committee of Ways and Means; and the 
‘tenth section, to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. 


The resolution elicited some laughter. | 
Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL iheir of the Speaker, | 
whether the motion was debatable? i 
The SPEAKER having replied in the negative, | 
a the question on the motion to suspend the | 
rules, 
| And, two-thirds not. having voted in the affirma- į 
| tive, the rules were not suspended. 

So the resolution was not received. 

Mr. PAYNE inquired what had become of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. 

OUGLASS. | 

The SPEAKER said it was yet pending. 

Mr. PAYNE inquired whether it would not be 
in order to correct the Journal in this respect? 

The SPEAKER said that there was no necessity 
for any correction, inasmuch as the Journal had 
correctly stated the fact. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I hope that the special order 
will be postponed until the second Tuesday of this 
month, and I make that motion. 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired of the Speaker, whe- 
ther such a disposition of the bill lay now within | 
the power of the House? Could the House be in 
possession of that subject, before the time to which 
its consideration had been postponed should have 
arrived ? : 

The SPEAKER said that the House could ar- 
| range its order of business at any moment, and 
| that the motion to postpone was in order. 

And the question was then taken, and decided ! 
in the affirmative without a division. 

So the bill to protect the rights of American set- | 


tion of the joint occupation of the same, was made 
the special order of the day for the second ‘Tuesday 
in J anuary, instead of the first Tusday, as hereto- 
| fore appointed. 


THE TENTH VOLUME. 

Ona former day the following resolution was 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be di- 
rected to purchase the usual number of copics— 
not toexceed fifteen hundred—of the tenth volume 
of the laws.of the United States, compiled by him | 
and published in this city, and distribute them as 
former volumes of the laws have heen distributed; 
except that none shall be distributed to members 


vided that they can be purchesed at $2 50 per vol- | 
ume. 

And this resolution, after some discussion as to’ 
the rights of parties under existing contract for 


process of publication, the cost to the Government, | 
&c., had been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. , . 
Mr. RATHBUN now rose, and, after a prelimi- 
nary inquiry on a point of order, moved that the 
vote by which the bill had been so committed be 
reconsidered, in order that the resolution might | 


at the earliest practicable day. But as he had been | 


assured round the House that there had been great |! 


$ il 
misapprehension on the subject, and that, as no i 


serious objection on the part of the House existed, | 
he would move the postponement of the special | 
order until the second Tuesday of the present | 
month. - | 

The SPEAKER said that motion was in order. | 

Mr. C. J: INGERSOLL said; he for one would | 
only say that his decided impression had-been that | 
the second Tuesday had been the day specified. | 
He had no idea that it was the first. Mans a 


come up for disposition in the House. 
[This being a privileged motion, took precedence 
of all other business. ] z 
The discussion above referred to, and directed | 
mainly to the same points, was now renewed, and | 
was participated in directly, or by way of expla- 
| nation, by Messrs. Rarusun, MeDoweri, Win- | 
| turor, M. Brown, Cosg, Dirueyenam, Rei, and | 
| Margin. É a i 
| When Mr. McDOWELL, remarking that he 
| should adopt the same principle in relation to this | 
i matter that he should in any other transaction of | 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved that the rules in relation 


life—that was, buy where he could purchase the 
cheapest—moved, with that object in’ view, the 
previous question, >- i SS AS 

There was a second: The main question’'on re> 
consideration was ordered, and -being ‘taken, the 
House refused to reconsider the. vote. BFS 

So the resolution continues to sleep comfortably 
for present-in the Committee of: the Whole on the 
state of the Union. - ee 

_ ) FOREIGN WOOL. 
Mr GORDON (leave having been refused) moved 

that the rules of the House be suspended, to enable 
him to introduce the following resolution; which 
was read for information :. . : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, requested to: inform this House, 
as soon as practicable, of the amount. and quality 
of foreign wool imported into the United States 
since August 30, 1842, in each. year ; the. rate of 
duty paid thereon, the valuation of the same at the 
last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, and the country whence exported; and also 
the. amount of domestic wool exported from the 
United States to foreign countries in the same time, 
and the quality and valuation at the port or place 


l| of exportation of such exports; and to communi- 


cate such other. facts.in. relation to ‘the wool trade 
of the United States as the department .may‘have 
the meahs of furnishing for the information of the 
House. f ; on 

The House refused to suspend the rules. So the 
resolution was not received. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees in their order for reports. ee. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee. of. Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the’ petition of Henry 
Bogardus and Ebenezer Atwell; which was laid 
upon the table. a 

Mr. D., from the same committee; reported the 
following bills : ` A 

A bill for the relief of John Anderson; 

A bill for the relief of Charles M. Gibson, ac- 
companied by a report in each case; which ‘bills 
were severally read a first and second time, and 
committed to a committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. Meee EE ee ye aS 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the samé committee, made 
a report upon thé petition of the securities of Elijah 
J. Weed, late quartermaster of marines, deceased, 
accompanied by a bill for their relief, which bill 
was read a first and second time, and committed to 
a committee of the whole House to-morrow. |. 

_ Mr. GORDON, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petition of Lyon and Howard, 
accompanied by a bill for their relief; which bill 
was read a first and second time, and committed to 
a committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, to which the, petitions upon the 
subject were referred, reported a-bill to remove the 
land office at Lebanon, in: the State of Alabama, 
from that place to Jacksonville, in said State; 
which bill was read a first and second time, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ASHMUN, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Jesse Johnson; 
which report was laid on the table. ie 

. OREGON. oe og oiL 
ue Committee on Military Affairs having: been 
called, a re ar ; E : 

Mr. HARALSON, itschairman, reported “a bill 
‘to raise two regiments of riflemen, and for other 
‘ purposes;’’ which was-read a first and second time 
by its title. 

. Mr. H. moved that the bill be committed. to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and thatit be made the special order of the 
day for Tuesday next. 

Ar. G. S. HOUSTON objected to this. system 
of making special orders; for the result, hé-said, 
would be that the House would find itself traii- 
melled and obstructed by them until itwould really 


Mr. HARALSON ‘said he 
for the motion he had mad: 
would be satisfactory.» Ttwas’ w 
bill had been reportéed:from “the Committee ön the 


1846. 
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‘Territories to organize a Government for the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon. In that bill were imbodied some 
provisions on subjects which had been referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and which in 
fact were embraced: in the bill now under consid- 
eration. If action weré to be had at the time he 
suggested, it might save the trouble of referring 
back again a'portion of the other bill—thus obvia- 
ting delay, and avoiding those discussions or con- 
troversies whieh might be likely to arise out of 
questions affecting the jurisdiction of the different 
committees, ; 

The bill provided for the organization of- two 
regiments of riflemen. It also, in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War, pro- 
vided for the increase of the existing regiments of 
infantry, artillery, and dragoons. The increase of 
military force in. the two new regiments contem- 
plated in the bill, amounted to an aggregate of one 
thousand five hundred and fifty-six, including ofii- 
cers; and, at the same timé, the bill gave a discre- 
tionary power to the President to add to each regi- 
ment of the existing establishment ten men to each 
company, If this bill should pass, there would be 
no necessity for the organization of a separate 
corps such as was provided for by the bill report- 
ed from the Committee on the Territories: because 
the President could use his’ discretion, and select 
any corps which he might. think proper for the 
particular service contemplated by that bill. 

One other remark he would make. We had been 
informed by the report of the Secretary of War, 
that the exigencies of the public service had re- 
quired him to withdraw the garrisons from almost 
all the fortifications in the North, and on the North 
Atlantic States; and that some even of the southern 
fortifications had been left without garrisons in con- 
sequence of the exigencies of the public. service in 
the South. The Secretary also said that he could 
not recall the force from that quarter at this par- 
ticular time. . Was not the House willing, by act- | 
ing on this bill at an early day, to authorize an į 
amount of force sufficient to guard the public prop- | 
erty in the different fortifications now existing? 

Mr. GEO. S. HOUSTON called the attention of 
the House to the fact that the bill reported from the 
Committee on the Territories was one special or- 
der already made, and that it was now proposed to 
make the bil from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs another. If these special orders were thus 
sanctioned on the ground of the general interest 
felt in the House or the country, or for any other 
reason—— f 

Mr. McDOWELL, Trise to a point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is too'late, or 
nearly so. Lf he will let me alone a moment, I will 
obviate the necessity of his speaking at all. 

Mr, McDOWELL. Let the Speaker decide that; 
I desire to be informed by the Chair whether it is 
in order to discuss this proposition. 

The SPEAKER explained that the question of 
making the bill a penta! order, being simply a ques- 
tion touching the priority of business, was not de- 
batable; but that there was also pending a motion 
of reference, which was debatable. 

Mr. HOUSTON continued. He would not oc- 
cupy the attention of the House long. He desired 
simply to explain his object, which was to show 
that, if the Flouse persisted in this course of pro- 
ceeding, the time was not far distant when every 
committee that made a report would at the same 
time move that it be made a special order. Thus 
the House would soon find itself with its hands 
tied; for, the special order once made, a vote of two- 
thirds would be required to get the House out of 
the difficulty in which it thus placed itself with re- 
gerd to its business. f 

He would not go into the merits of the question 
of raising these two regiments of riflemen, or of in- | 
creasing the army at all, But if he understood the | 
reason assigned by the gentleman from Georgia | 
[Mr. Haraxsow] for pressing the early considera- | 
tion of this bill, it was because it constituted one of | 
the sections of the bill reported by. the gentleman | 
from Ilinois [Mr. Doverass] from the Committee | 
on the Territories. 

Mr. HAROLSON rose to explain. The gen- | 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. G. 8. Houston] was | 
mistaken. ‘The remark which he (Mr. H.) had | 
made was this: that the bill now reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs would probably ob- | 
viate the necessity of one of the sections.of the bill 
introduced by the Committee on the Territories. 
The. bill he had reported, however, was entirely 


different, and more extensive in its provisions, 
having reference not only to matters referred to in 
the sixth and seventh sections of the territorial bill, 
but providing for the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice in other sections of the Union, besides that of 
the'line of travel to Oregon. 

Mr. HOUSTON continued. The. explanation 
of the gentleman amounts, I think, to about what I- 
supposed him to have said..-I perceive that there 
must be an intimate connexion between the two 
bills. Indeed, the. gentleman himself seems to 
think so; and that is one reason why, if a special 
order is made at all, it should come after the House 
shall have acted on the bill reported front the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, e do not know—we 
cannot know—what action this House will take on 
that bill. And Tam almost warranted in saying 
that, if the bill reported by the gentleman from Fl- 
linos, [Mr. Dovaxass,] or some other bill of the 
kind, be not passed, I take it for granted that the 
necessity for considering the bill from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs will be obviated. It seems 
to me, therefore, that the bill reported. from the 
Committee on the Territories should first be consid- 
ered and acted upon. If, after that, we desire to 
raise two regiments of riflemen, or to increase at all 
the military force of the country, we can then take 
up the other bill, accomplish the object we desire, 
and in that manner perfect such legislation as the 
best interests of the country may require. Iknow 
that there are other bills connected with this very 
| subject which have the same importance attached 
to them; and I desire, therefore, that this particu- 
lar bill should come up without any peculiar ad- 
vantage it may derive from being made a special 
order, and that it should stand upon its own 
i merits. 

Mr. DOUGLASS hoped the motion of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs would 
prevail, and that this bill would be made the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday next. It was true this bill, 
if passed, would obviate the necessity of one sec- 
tion of the bill which he (Mr. D.) had had the honor 
to report from the Committee on Territories. It 
would obviate the necessity of that one section 
| which provided for the raising two regiments of 
| dragoons. It provided for this particular, and in a 
| manner much more perfect than the bill which he 
had reported, and it came as appropriately from the 
Committce on Military Affairs. He did not see 
the necessity of the postponement of this bill until 
the other bill came up. He did not concur with the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] if the 
Oregon bill failed this session—which, he trusted, 
no gentleman in this House would admit was going 
to fail—that it would not be necessary to pass the 
present bill. This would, even then, be necessary 
for the protection of emigrants on their way to Ore- 
gon, and for settlers on. our western frontier, now 
much enlarged by the annexation of Texas. And, 
further, for the reasons specified by the chairman of 
the. Committee on Military Affairs, viz: to obviate 
| any objection to the other bill on the ground that 
the proposition for the two regiments ought to come 
| from that committee—he thought they ought to act 
on this bill first. They had no special order for 
next week; and unless they made one, they might 
| be adjourning over from day to day and doing 
nothing. He saw no reason why they should not 
take up this bill and dispose of it; and if the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs would re- 
port their bill, and the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs report their notice, he saw not 
why they might not all be taken up next week and 
| acted on at once; and then when the Oregon bill 
came up, they could modify it so as to meet those 
| bills which might have been passed. It would ob- 
viate the objections which had been, and which 
| might be raised to that bill, that it included sub- 
| jects over which other committees had jurisdiction; 
land they could meet this Oregon question face 
| to face directly on its own merits, without any 
| controversy as to whethor it ought to have come 
| from this or that committee. He hoped, therefore, 
| that this preliminary question would be settled, and 
i 
| 
i 
d 


that week after next, to which time he had con- 
sented the Oregon question should be postponed, 
| would not be occupied with the discussion of these 
| questions. 

He repeated the expression of the hope that 
not only this bill, but the bill from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and the notice from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, would be taken up next 


| weck, and disposed of. He hoped, therefore, this 
¢ 


motion would prevail.. There could be no objec- 
tion raised that it would not be necessary if no 
Oregon bill were passed. If no Oregon bill passed 
at all, it would be necessary to have. these Indian 
agencies west of the Rocky mountains; it would 
be necessary to raise this force for the protection 
of our emigrants thither; and the notice would be 
necessary. Hence the necessity of these bills did 
not depend at all upon the passage of the Oregon 
bill. He. hoped, then, that gentlemen would not 
object to these until the Oregon bill came up, and 
then say that it was not from the right commit- 
tee.. There seemed to be a game playing to ob- 
ject to the Oregon bill when it came up, and to 
say to the Committee on Territories, You have re- 
ported on subjects which you ought not to haye 
reported on, and which belong to other committees; 
and now, when the Military Committee had re- 
ported distinctly, appropriately, to object to its 
being considered until after the Oregon bill was 
acted on. : 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON (the floor being yielded 
by Mr. Doveuass for explanation) simply desired 
to say, if the gentleman thought there was any 
game playing—and certainly if there was a game 
playing he would be presumed to have a hand 
in it, as he had made the objection to making this 
bill the special order—and if the gentleman thought 
he (Mr. H.) had any hand in it, that he was, as 
usual, sadly mistaken. And furthermore, if these 
bills were all to be brought up, and. all made the 
special order—every one covering the object of 
particular clauses in the gentleman’s bill—they 
would have too little of the gentleman’s bill left ta 
occupy the next week. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, resuming, had only to say, 
if he was mistaken, it was a sad mistake; and he 
hoped that all the mistakes he made would be of 
the same character. - 

Mr. VANCE here interposed with the point of 
order, that this debate was not in order, being on, 
a question of the priority of business. 

The SPEAKER said the question of priority of 
business was not debatable; the question of refer- 
ence to the Committee of the Whole on the State 
of the Union, which was also pending, was, how- 
ever, undoubtedly debatable. 

Mr. DOUGLASS continued. He had but one 
word more to add. So far as he had spoken of 
any game being played, he had no personal allu- 
sion to any gentleman; but he did say that in this 
House every little question which could be seized 
hold of was raised.to postpone and prevent action 
on this Oregon question. There seemed to be a 
terror in the Oregon question that made gentlemen 
shrink from it, who had met. the Texas question 
boldly and without shrinking, last year. . 

<Mr. HOUSTON (Mr. D. yielding the. floor) 
simply wished to say, if-he was at all included in 
this allusion of the gentleman, that he had told the 
gentleman from Illinois that if he would bring up 
his bill to-day, he (Mr. H.) was ready to discuss 
itand vote on it. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Hence what he said; that 
he had no personal allusion when speaking of the 
game that was being played, because he knew the 
gentleman was ready to meet the question directly 
and boldly. At the same time, he repeated, there 
seemed to be some terror connected with the Ore- 
j gon question, so that gentlemen seemed to shrink 
from it; and he wished to see gentlemen meet it 
boldly, fairly. Ifthe objection was that the mili- 
tary.clause ought to have come from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, let them, have the bill as 
| now reported from that committee. He wished 
į this question brought up, and brought up at once; 
and he thought they had waited long enough on 
i this question to proceed promptly now without 
being charged with haste. The ‘Texas bill had 
first been reported, and they had sent it through 
i; with a jump—sent it through at once; and they 
had seen none of this apprehension lest the subject 
should come from some committee other than the 
right one, when the Texas bill was passed. Now, 
he repeated, with reference to this Oregon bill, 
they wished it carried through—not with the same 
rapidity, but with the same boldness, the same 
consistency—so as to show that they were twin 
measures, not only in- name, but in fact. He 
hoped this bill would be acted on, and that a bill 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs would be 
reported and acted on; and if the Chairman of the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs would report his 
l notice for the termination of the joint convention, 
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be(Mr: D.) would be in favor of pushing it through 
in the same short time; and if that did leave his 
bill without much remaining, he should be grati- 
fied that so little was left to be acted on. He had 
none of that pride. 

Mr. G.. DAVIS interposed, and remarking that 
the gentleman admitted there were certain portions 
of his bill which ought to be considered by other 
committees, wished to ask of the gentleman to be 
good enough to state what portions: of the bill 
which he had reported, in his opinion, appertained 
to other committees, and what portions to the 
Committee on Territories. - $ 

i Mr. DOUGLASS would answer the gentleman 
from Kentucky with pleasure. There was no por- 
tion at all which came inappropriately from the 
Committee -on Territories; and he did not admit— 
he never had conceived—the slightest impropriety 
in every portion of it coming from tle Committee 
on Territories. If it were true that the section on 
military affairs might not have come from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, they might make the same 
objections to that part which pertained: to Indian 
affairs, to the post office, to the notice, to the judi- 
ciary officers; and what would be left for the Com- 
mittee on Territories to report on? What should 
that committee report on? For what were they 
constituted? Tt was to take charge of the Terri- 
torial business before this House; and its province 
included military affairs, judicial affairs, post office 
affairs, and- everything else which related to the 
Territories; and he said that the Committee on 
Territories had uniformly reported on these various 
subjects. They did so the last year, including 
every oue of these subjects, except the notice to 
Great Britain; and because that committee did not 
report it, the House voted in the notice, thereby 
declaring that the Committee on Territories ought 
to have reported it. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. That notice was put 
at the eleventh hour in great confusion and ina 
very bad mode, too. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Just exactly as I stated. 
The Committee on Territories did’ not report the 
notice; and because they did not, the House put it 
in; and it was true they put it in in a very bad 
way; and the gentleman at the head of the Com- 
mittee ón Foreign Affairs did not reportit at all. 

Mr. C. Jn INGERSOLL (Mr. D. yielding) said 
if the gentleman would turn to the journal of the 
committee, he would see that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs instructed him (Mr. I.) to report 
against the notice—the reason why he was obliged 
so to report. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Exactly so. I know the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs instructed the gen- | 
tleman, and he believed that committee did report | 
so, and that against the wishes of the House. This | 
House undertook to put it into the Territorial bill, 
thereby saying it ought to be there. The Com- 
mittee on Territories of this session, therefore, 
having knowledge of the action of this House, of | 
the Committee on Territories, and of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs last year, had profited by 
their experience, and had done this year what the 
House, by a solemn vote, declared ought to have 
been done there last year. He hoped this would 
be a satisfactory answer ‘to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Davis.] i 

But while he said this, he did not pretend to say 
that the Committee on Military Affairs, that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, that the Committee | 
on Foreign Affairs, would be transcending their ; 
legitimate sphere, by reporting their various bills. 
‘There were many committees here which had con- 
current jurisdiction of the same matter. For in- 
stance: the subject of the tariff was frequently re- 
ferred and reported upon at the same time by both 
the Committee of Ways and Means and the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures.: If the Committee on 
Territories had not the right to take cognizance of 
all laws necessary to the organization of Territo- 
ries, and to the protection of our citizens there, 
they had no rights; because every branch of this 
subject might. come within the purview of other 
committees. But he thought this matter might 
be arranged, and arranged harmoniously, if this 
House would act upon this bill from the Commit- 
tee.on Military Affairs; and if they would make 
the bills -from. the Committee: on Indian Affairs 


and the Committee on Foreign Affairs the spe- | 


cial order; and act on them at the same. ime. 
They could pass these bills next week; and the 
Committee on Territories would not feel that.-their 


H 


having stepped in and passed- parts of their biH. 
All that the Comniittee on Territories wished was, 
to see that the House take the action necessary to 
protect our rights in Oregon. > ~ : 

He did hope that there would be no dodging on 
this Oregon question. Yes; that there would be no 


be no delay ; and he hoped that the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hotes] would show 
‘the same spirit and the same enthusiasm in behalf 
of Oregon that he had shown in behalf-of Texas, 
and that he would be as brave and as fearless in 
looking Great Britain in the face as he was in 
looking Mexico in the face. There was great ap- 
prehension of war here last year—but of war with 
Mexico instead of Great Britain; and they had 
| found men brave, and furious in their bravery, in de- 
| fying Mexico and her allies, England and France, 
who now had an awful horror in prospect of a 
war with Great Britain. He (Mr. D.) had felt 
pretty brave last year with reference to Mexico 
and her allies, and he felt equally so now. He 
| believed, if we wished to avoid a war upon this 
Oregon question, the only way we could avoid it 
was by preparing to give them the best fight we 
had on hand. Just give the notice; erect our mili- 
tary posts; garrison them, and do all we could 
during the continuance of the treaty; and the mo- 
ment the notice expires, have a Territorial bill 
| ready to drop in and take effect from that day, and 
the Oregon question, we would find, would be set- 
tled. -The contest would be a bloodless one; we 
should avoid war, for the reason that Great Britain 
knows too well, if she had war about Oregon, fare- 
well to her Canada. Jf this House and the other 
House acted firmly on the Oregon question—if they 
passed the military bills first, and then followed 
them up with the civil bills, showing the nerve to 
| act without talking—except they talked for the 
purpose of making men act—we should have no 
war with England on this subject. 

Mr. HOLMES confessed, whatever might be 
said of his bravery on the Texas question, that he 
did feel, on the Oregon question, grave and deep 
alarm. Yes, he was not afraid to acknowledge 
that he was alarmed to see the interests of this 
mighty Republic precipitated and plunged heed- 
lessly into a contest with Great Britain; and he 
put it to gentlemen who advocated the bill of the 
gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Doverass,] whether 
they had not better first pass the notice, if they 
could pass it, before they made any appropriation | 
for war; for he told that gentleman that if the 
bill reported to this House by him did pass, he | 
would not find him (Mr, FI.) backing out from the 
war; for he was well convinced that what he be- | 
lieved the intention of a vast body of this ELouse 
| to be, would be accomplished—that war would be 
| inevitable; and, instead of three or five regiments, 
he wished at once (and he intended to move it on 
the passage of the gentleman’s bill) that the Ex- 
ecutive be entrusted with a credit of twenty million 
of dollars, to be made instantly applicable to the 
defences of the country; for the issue could not be 
avoided if this bill were passed; and he therefore 
wished, if the bill did pass, it would pass before 
we arrayed in any manner the force of this coun- 
try, whether by regiments or by battalions. He 
said that the gentleman, as a lawyer, acquainted 
| with the law international, knew that the notice 
| would produce war. What was the object of the 
| notice? Was it not to terminate the joint occu- 

ancy? Why terminate the joint occupancy? 
Was it not, at the end of twelve months, to en- 


į force our rights over the entirety of the region 


called Oregon, unless they expected (what gentle- 
į men did not expect) that Great Britain would not 


i 
l be driven off beyond the forty-ninth degree of 


north latitude. Who was there who had watched 
the progress of the negotiation, and had not been 
| convinced of the tenacity with which she adhered 
to her supposed rights? And whether she ‘had 
| them or not, who did not see that she would not 
| be driven above forty-nine degrees? Was this 
| their object, in giving the notice, to say that she 
i Should not come to forty-nine degrees? 

Mr. C.J, INGERSOLL interposed, and called 
| the gentleman from South Carolina to order. He 
| considered these remarks not -only altogether out 
| of order, but calculated injuriously to affect the 

public interests. ; : i 


Mr. HOLMES. With the understanding that 


dodging on the Oregon question; that there would | 
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| ite mode of stopping debate—make my 


province was trenched upon at-all by the House | I have received from the chairman of the most im- 


portant committee:of the House, Iwill yield: the 
floor; and I demand the previous questioni ~ 
Mr. H:; on appeals to: that effect, withdrew. the 
demand for thé previous question.” MF 
Mr. HARALSON: rose, simultancously with 
Mr; ADAMS, ‘and addressed’ the. Speaker; but 
having spoken once upon this question, the fidor 
was awarded too > eo Jaye 
Mr: ADAMS, who said he perhaps ought to 
makean apology to the House for addressing them 
at all onthe question before;them, the state of his 
health being such as:to render it impossible for 
him to enter fully into™ the important question 
which was presented to their consideration.” He 
understood the question now before the House to 
be, whether a bill reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs for the raising two regiments of 
riflemen should be made the special order of this 
House for next Tuesday}; and he inquired of the 
Speaker if this was not the case. , EE AE, 
The SPEAKER replied that that was-one branch 
of the question; but that branch would not strictly: 
be debatable: The question of referring the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole’.on the state of the 
Union was also before the House; and that was 
debatable. : 
Mr. ADAMS. Is the 


question, whether the bill 
shall be referred at all? i ATS Bae A 

The SPEAKER re-stated that there were two 
questions pending—one on referring to the Com-.- 
mittee of the Whole on the:state of the Union, and 
the other on making the special order. i 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I ask that the question be 
divided, and that the question first be taken on re- 
ferring the subject to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. He desired this, because 
he presumed there would be no diversity of opinion 
in the House upon that subject. If there was, it 
would entirely change: the state of the argument 
and debate here. He asked: thatthe question be 
first taken on the question of reference. _ 

Mr. HOUSTON (Mr. A-still retaining the floor) 

remarked that he believed: he ‘had 'made the: objec- 
tion originally; but it was not-to the reference, but 
to the setting apart'the pill as-a sial orders’ 
’ The SPEAKER stated: that the branch of 
question which proposed thé reference to th a 
mittee of the Whole. on ‘the state of the Union, it 
was competent for a majority of the House.to de- 
termine; but the other branch, which proposed to 
make it a special order, would: require a vote of two- 
thirds. : 

Mr. ADAMS still retaining the floor, `. 

The first branch of the question was propounded. 

Mr. HARALSON wished to know. if the gentle 
man from Massachusetts had closed his remarks. « 

The SPEAKER replied’ that the gentleman still 
retained the right to the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS requested that the question be first 
taken on the reference; because, if the House re- 
fused that, he had nothing further to say. 

Mr. HARALSON objected to that question be- 
ing taken, as it would: preclude all debate—the 
other branch of the question not being debatable. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I withdraw my motion for 
the present. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can demand 
a division of the question, and that division will be 
made when the question is taken, ; : 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I suppose I am now at 


| liberty to debate whether or not the question shall - 


be made the order of thé House: for Tuesday. 
The SPEAKER. +The Chair has ‘stated that 
this question: is nöt: debatable, coming under the 
113th rule, which prescribes that ‘All questions 
‘relating to the priority of business shall be de= 
s cided without debate;*’ but the question to refer 
to the Committee of the Wholé on the state of the 
Union is. debatable, and it opens up ihe whole 
question. ` ` tat 
Mr. ADAMS. . I will, then, at the risk of being . 
arrested for irrelevancy—sometimes a very favor- 
Y argument 
altogether on the question of making this'a special 
order, while in form I appear to. be speaking’ to. the 
question of reference. rh ERE Be 
- This measure now proposed to bi 
Committee of the Whole on the sta 
(said Mr. A.) isone of a? 
surés, all of them as impor 


as any which have 


|) the debate is to cease, and with the graye rebuke 


ever come, or ever will-come, before this House, 
It is only one of them; aid ohe'on which itis per 
mitted to speak without having ‘special reference 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


127 


to all the others connected. For example: this 
is a bill, I understand, for raising two regiments 
of riflemën. I find on my‘ table here a bill already 
introduced into another part of this building, to 
provide for raising a regiment ‘of mounted rifle- 
men. The question has occurred to my mind— 
how are these two bills to go together, and whether 
they could: not and ought not tobe considered: to- 
gether? The decision of the one question will de- 
pend somewhat on the manner in which the other 


is decided. I-mention this simply-by way of illus- | 


tration of'a variety of measures connected with the 
question now before this House. I find in the 
same bill, now under consideration im another part 
of this building, a clause which. proposes to ap- 
propriate a sum of thousand dollars ‘ to 
t defray the expenses of any military defences 
£ which the President may deem necessary on the 
f line of communication with Oregon.”? Now, it 
is very evident that the importance of that section 
depends on the sum. of money to be appropriated 
and to be placed in the hands of the President for 
the expenses of any military preparations which 
the President may deem necessary. All that I 
infer from that is, from the passage of the bill— 
if any pass—it is contemplated that there will be 
other expenses; and, in my opinion, they will be 
very great CXpenses—as t concurrent measure 
with that measure of raising a regiment of mount- 
ed riflemen. Now this is not the only measure 
which will be necessary, all in connexion with 
this one subject. It appears to me very doubtful 
whether it is necessary at all to waste the time of 
this House in the discussion of the question, whe- 
ther two regiments of riflemen shall be raised or 
not, unless the necessity for raising these regiments 
shall be made apparent to this House. Why? 
What is the reason that even one regiment of 


mounted riflemen shall be raised at this time?} 


Why is it that two regiments not mounted shall 
be raised at this time? 
We have gone through some measures, the 
rospect of which presented an appearance, at | 
east, of danger of a war. We have gone through 
these measures, and no war has ensued. We are 
in profound peace with all the world. Why, | 


then, what necessity is there for an increase of || 
the military force of this country? It is within i| 


the recollection of many members of this House 
that the spirit of this House two, three, or four 
years ago, was very different from that of raising 
additional military force; and I see here, among 
others, some of those gentlemen who at that time 
opposed an increase not only, but actually carried | 
through a reduction of that same military estab- 
lishment nearly one-third. That was four years 
ago. That was a time when the prospect of war 
in this country was, Í believe, quite as great as it 


is at the present time; and I take this opportunity iH 


to say, that Ido not believe at all that we are in 
danger of a war at this time. I do not see an 
timonial of the probability. of a war now; and, sir, | 
if there is ever to be any danger of war in conse- 
quence of measures to be taken by this Congress, | 
it appears to me that the first measure is yet to be 
tuken, and that measure ought to precede all new | 
armaments,.and all new expenses whatsoever; and 
that measure is, the giving notice to Great Britain 
that we mean to terminate the convention respect- 
ing the territory of Oregon which we made some 
twenty-three pen ago, That is the first measure 
to be taken; for how is it possible that we can ap- 
prehend anything like a war so long as this state | 
of things continues? Does Great Britain tell us 
she will take offence at the termination of that 
treaty? Notatall. There has been some ques- 
tion in England whether they should not give us 
notice for the termination of that treaty, which, I 
beg leave to say, is not a convention of joint occu- | 
pation. Iam surprised to hear the words “joint | 
occupation’ used, universally used, in discussing 
what the convention was. That convention ac- | 
knewledges no occupation of territory by either. | 
It is a commeréial convention—a convention of 
free navigation for both parties—of free intercowrse 
with the Indians in a certain territory; but it does 
not admit on either paèty the occupation by the | 
other party of one inch of territory. 

occupation; nor does the treaty amount to it at all. 
But whatever it is, neither party can permanently 
occupy any portion of that territory without giving 
noticé of the termination of that convention of free 
commerce and trade, which is not. permitted be- 
tween one nation and the territory of another. It 


tes- || 


1 


There is-no |; hostility, until this step was first taken. So long 


t 
i 


i consequence of this difference of opinion. 


is not a convention or treaty of joint occupation ; 
it is a treaty authorizing the exercise of commer- 
cial right—of the right of navigation—of the right 
of treaty stipulation with the Indians on either side; 
and a treaty which precludes’ permanent and ex- 
clusive occupation by either party. It is precisely 
the exclusive occupation which cannot be assumed 
by either of the parties. without this notice is given 
twelve months beforehand. In my estimation, in 
advance -of all these other measures, it appears | 
to me that the notice must be given. When this 
notice is given, twelve months after the right will 
accrue to this country of occupying any part 
which they think proper. In the progress of the 
bill which passed this House at the last session of 
Congress, | myself moved a first section of that 
bill; and it was that this notice should be given. 
The House did not think proper to agree to it. 
The House, I believe, passed a bill without even 
including. the notice in it. The gentleman from 
Mlinois can say whether this is correct, 

Mr: DOUGLASS explained that at a subsequent 
day the gentleman from Massachusetts offered the 
amendment for the notice, and it was adopted. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. And at the very last 
moment too. 

Mr, ADAMS. However that was, it was adopt- 
ed at the close of the action on the bill; but the bill 
did not pass the Senate. Iwas the member who 
proposed itas the first section of the bill; and I then 
declared myself ready to give the notice to Great 
Britain for the termination of the convention, and I 
am ready now; and I hope this and the other House 
of Congress will do it, as the very first measure, 
which is to be followed afterwards by the real occu- 
pation of the whole territory. | 


[Applause and clapping of hands upon the floor |} 


and in the galleries, which was immediately repress- 
ed by the Speaker.] . 

Büt 1 deem it indispensable (continued Mr. A.) | 
that the notice shall be given for it; and what the 
gentleman from Illinois said is somewhat in coinci- 
dence with my own impressions—that there is a 
game playing. I know nothing about it; but Lam 
somewhat surprised to hear, at this day, that the | 
Committee on Foreign Affairs would not report 
this notice. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL interposed, remarking 
that that had been said by no member of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iheard it from none of the com- 
mittee; but the report is extremely current. 

Mr. DOUGLASS explained, lest Mr. Apams 
might have misunderstood him, that he had made 
no such declaration. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Certainly, no person 
is authorized to say So. . 

Mr. ADAMS. But TI have heard it from a great 
variety of quarters; and if itis delayed much Jong- . 
er, I shall believe it.” I should deeply regret it, if a 
majority of this committee were not now prepared 
to give this notice; and for the reason that, in my 
estimation, it is the first of all the measures to be 
taken, and all the rest depend upon it; and, while 
we are talking of regiments of infantry, and fortifi-’ 
cations, and stockade forts, and sappers and miners, 
Great Britain is arming her seamen and her ships 
of the line and frigates, and is sending on her troops | 
here to be ready for anything that may happen n 

am 
very desirous that this notice should be given im- 
mediately, without delay; and I would vote for it 
if it were brought forward to-day. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, interposing: I move that 
the rules be suspended, in order to introduce the 
notice. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that | 


the gentleman from Massachusetts had not yielded || 
i 


the floor. i 


Mr. ADAMS proceeded further to say, that he || 


scarcely felt himsclf authorized, with any prospect 
of success, to make any motion to this House. If 
it had not been so, he should on the very first day 
of the session have moved that this notice be given, 


because he had so profound a sense of the duty of || 


adherence to treaties, that he was opposed to any 
measure of hostility, or showing a disposition. for 


as the convention existed—so long as the notice is | 
not given, so long he could vote for no increase of | 
the army or navy; forall these other measures de- | 
pended on this notice. Now, if this bill was to | 
be made the special order of the day for Tuesday 


who managed the affairs of this House, that this 
question of the notice to be given to Great, Britain 
should also be the special order of that day, and 
be taken up first, before anything else. Let it be 
made the special’ order of the day; for, in his 
opinion, they were wasting time ‘in legislating or 
-talking anything about the increase of the defences 
of the country until we give this notice. 

It did not follow that there would be war; it did 
not even follow necessarily that we should take 
possession. of the country. We would only say to 
Great Britain: After negotiation twenty odd-years 
under. that: convention, made and repeated, we 
do not choose to negotiate any longer in this way. 
We choose to take possession of our own; and 
then, if we have to settle what is our own, or 
whether any portion belongs to you, we may ne- 
gotiate. We might negotiate after taking posses- 
sion. That was the military way of doing business. 
It was the way in which Frederick If. of Prus- 
sia had negotiated with the Emperor of Austria 
for Silesia. [Mr. A. gave an account of. the in- 
terview of Frederick the Great with the Austrian 
Minister, and of the fact of Frederick having sent 
his troops to take possession of that province the 
very day that he had sent his minister to Vienna 
to negotiate for it.] : 

He said he hoped the first step taken would be 
to give, in the most solemn manner, notice to Great 
Britain. Then we should have our elbows clear, 
and could do as we pleased. It did not follow as 
a necessary consequence that we should then take 
possession, but he hoped it would follow asa con- 
sequence, and a very immediate one. But whether 
we give the notice or not, it did not necessarily 
draw after it hostility or war. If Great Britain 
chose to take it as an indication of hostility, and 
| then to commence hostilities, why, we had been 
told that there would be but one heart in this 
| country; and God Almighty grant that it might 


|! be so! 


| But if this should be so, we should hear no more 
of these extraordinary terrors of war on the part of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, whose course 
on the Texas question had been contrasted with 
his position on this question. How gallant the 
gentleman was at the time that Texas wasin ques- 
tion, was not for him to say. He did not wish to 
draw any comparison between the disposition of 
members of this House for the acquisition of Tex- 
as, and the—not acquisition, but—taking our own, 
of Oregon. He said if this war came—which God 
forbid! and of which, by the way, he had no ap- 
prehension whatever—he hoped the whole country 
would go into it with one heart and one mighty 
hand; and if that were done, he presumed the ques- 
tion between us and Great Britain would not last 
long—neither Oregon nor any country north of this 
latitude would long remain to Great Britain. 
Strong as was his moral aversion to modern war 
and milttary establishments, then, if he should 
have the breath of life at the time when the war 
commences, he hoped he should be able and will- 
ing to go as far in any sacrifices necessary to make 
the war successful as any member of this House. 
He could say no more. ; 
_ He now said, and he repeated, that until the no- 
uce was given to Great Britain, he was not pre- 
pared to go for any of the subsequent measures. 
| He thought we might, with great propriety, with- 
out waiting for the effect of the notice, extend to 
| our countrymen, who are in possession of parts of 
that territory-—parts not claimed by Great Britain— 


i 
i A 
i the laws of the country, andthe protection of the 
i, country in any form which may be necessary. 


But he saw no necessity for an increase of the 
i army or navy atall. He supposed that the meas- 
| ures taken after the notice would not be offensive 
| to.Great Britain, nor did he suppose that they 
| would commence war upon it. But for the ocen- 
| pation of the territory, he did suppose some addi- 
: tonal force would be necessary for the army; and 
| however unwilling he was ever-to give his vote for 
the increase of the military forces of the country, 
he thought he should overcome the difficulties in 
the way, especially on the appearance on the part 
of Great Britain of a disposition to take offence at 
this measure. All these measures, and especially 
that of the increase of our military forces, must 
depend on the notice to Great Britain that this 
present state of things, that had existed for twenty 
or twenty-five years, should no longer continue; 


next, he hoped it would be so arranged by those 


that we would not have our hands and feet tied on 
this subject; that the notice must be given, and we 
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must: he free to act as we shall think our interest 
and the rights of the country require. 

He thought it was time for. this House to begin 
te consider what was due to. that portion: of our 
countrymen who were in one and another portion 
of that territory. They ought to know who they 
are, He confessed he was very imperfectly inform- 
ed on the subject; and neither from Lieut. Wilkes’s 
exploring expedition, or from Lieut. Fremont’s 
journal, could he gain this information, which was 
the most needed. He referred.to the memorial 
which had been presented by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs at an early day of 
the session, from American citizens in Oregon, and 
to another memorial on the subject, which had not 
been presented to the House, as promising to im- 
part something of the desired information; and he 
repeated, that he was in favor of protecting them 
as far as we could protect them. He believed he 
had said all he proposed to say on this subject. 
‘The most material thread of his observations was 
first to give the natice to Great Britain to terminate | 
this convention—this was the first measure; and 
after that would.come measures necessary for the 
protection of our citizens, such as the establish- 
ment of stockade forts and other measures rela- 
ting to the increase of our military establishments 
—tor he was against all thesc unless the conven- | 
tion was first terminated. ‘ i 

Mr. ADAMS having taken his seat— 

_ Mr. FARAN, from among a number of compe- | 
titors, obtained the floor, and asked leave to offer | 
a resolution, which he desired might be read for 
information. : 

The House was under the influence of a very | 
intense interest in the subject before it, and some 
confusion was manifest, amidst which were heard 
objections in several quarters to the introduction 
of the resolution, mingled with loud cries for an 
adjournment. . 

The hour was growing late, and the Speaker 
having entertained a motion to adjourn, the ques- 
tion was put, and decided in the atfirmative. 

So, pending the proposition of Mr. Faran, (which 
was not read for information, and of which the 
reporter, therefore, has no knowledge,) and with- 
out having taken action of any kind on the motion 
of Mr. Haraxson to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and to 
make it the special order for Tuesday next, 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. | 


The following Petitions and Memorials were | 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- | 
priate committees: 


By Mr. McCLELLAND: The remonstrance of George | 
Hill and others, citizens of Ann Arbor, Michigan, against | 
the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr. GORDON: The remonstrance of Ezra Water- 
bury and 110 other citizens of the county of Delaware, New 
York, against the admission of Texas into the United States 
as a stave State. 

By Mr. BENTON: The petition of John J. Eldridge ask- 
ing for a pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. I. E. HOLMES: The memorial of the citizens of 
Charleston for the establishment of a branch mint at Charles- 
ton. 

By. Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Orris Crosby 
for a pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions. Also 
the petition of A. Butterfield.and others for a harbor at | 
Eighteen Mile Creek, New York : referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEORGE 8. HOUSTON: The petition of J, D. 
Beauchamp, and others, of Walker county, Alabama, pray- 
ing the passage of a law by Congress allowing N. A. Pen- || 


land back pay as an invalid pensioner. Also, the petition of | 
many citizens of the same State and county, praying Con- | 
gress to pass a Jaw allowing Michael Robbins back pay as an 
invalid pensioner: which were referred to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. ot 

By Mr. WOOD: The petition of 100 merchants of the city | 
of Albany for the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin | 
rivers. 

By Mr, CALEB B. SMITIE: The remonstrance of Aaron | 
Lindley, and 105 others, citizens of the State of Indiana, | 
against the admission of Texas as a slave State. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of the legal representa- 
tives of Hugh Hughes, deceased, for the payment of certain | 
loan office certificates. The petition of Sophia Albrecht, of | 
Pennsylvania, widow of a revolutionary soldier, praying for 
relief, 5 
i By Mr, ISAAC E. HOLMES: The petition of Charles 
W. Bingley, for an act of Congress authorizing the collector 
of Charleston, South Carolina, to grant an enrolment or 
register, 

By Mr. NIVEN: The petition of Hector St. John Beetly, 
of Orange county, in the State of New York, claiming a 
pension. as.an invalid. i 

By. Mr. PAYNE: Withdrew from the files the petition 
and accompanying papers of J. W. Crane: referred io, the i 
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Committee of Claims. Also, the petition of Daniel Trunip- 
send: referred to the Committee of Claims. Also, the peti- 
tion of John Leu: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
By Mr. BAYLY: ‘The memorial of John R. Pollard, re- 
presenting that our present.militia system is very defective, 
ineflicient az a means of defence, and asking Congress to 
apply a remedy, and praying that a law may he passed which 
will enable the cominissioned officers of volunteer torps to 
assemble in sufficient. numbers. at the garrisons and other 
posts of the regular army, where they shall be instructed 


by the commander of such posts or garrisons in military 
tactics, _ 
By Mr, BUFFINGTON: The:petition of Jeremiah Mur- 
phy for a pension: Also, the petition of George Wade for a 
pension. Also, the petition of John Dull, jr., and 18 others; 
citizens of Butler county, Pa., remonstrating against the ad- 
mission.of ‘Texas as a slave State. Also, the petition of 
John Shryock, and 29 others, citizens of Butler county, Pa., 
ofthe like import. Also, the petition of Isaiah Neblock, and 
42 others, citizens of Butler county, Pennsylvania, of like 
import: i 


h 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, January 3, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port from the Secretary of War, exhibiting, agree- 
ably to law, the balances of appropriations on the 
lst July, 1844; the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending July Ist, 1845; the repayments and trans- 
fers within that year; the amount applicable to the 
service of the year; and the unexpended balances 
on the Ist day of July, 1845; which was read, and, 
on motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, it was ordered to be 
printed. 

LIVE OAK PLANTATIONS. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate of the 11th December last, in relation to 
the number of agents employed in the preservation 
of timber, the amount of salaries paid to them, the 


| allowances made for all purposes connected with 


said timber lands, &c., during the last twenty years; 
which was laid on the table. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 


A second message from the President was re- 
ceived, at the same time, announcing: that, on the 
31st of December last, he signed the “Bull to es- 
‘tablish a collection district in the State of Texas, 
‘and for other purposes.” ` 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a joint resolution relative to the printing and dis- 
tribution of the annual estimates. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF CHICAGO. 


A message was also received from the House, 
announcing that said House had passed the “Act 
to establish the collection district of Chicago;”? in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was asked. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying the location of a 
light-house.on the Brandywine shoals, in the Del- 
aware river; which was referred to the Committee, 
on Commerce. ; 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the petition of the Sa- 


vannah Chamber of Commerce, and of citizens of | 


Savannah, asking an appropriation to remove ob- 
structions to the navigation of the Savannah river, 
caused by the sinking of certain vessels in said 
river during the revolutionary war, to prevent Brit- 
ish ships from sailing up the same; which was 
referred. to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 


'| dered to be printed. 


Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, New-Hampshire, praying the 
establishment of a congress of nations, for the 
amicable adjustment of all international dificul- 
ties, without resort to war; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. > 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of the heirs 
of John Rice Jones, deceased, praying the’ con- 
firmation of their title to a tract of land ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. : . 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the petition of 
Sarah Little, praying for a pension, in considera- 
tion of the public services of her husband during 


| the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented ‘several remon- 
‘Strances against the admission of Texas into the 
Union with a constitution tolerating slavery; which 
were laid on the table. bias > 


Mr. DIX. stated, that since: the, admission of 
Texas he had received. several. remonstrances 
against the-same; which, out of respect tothe: me- 
morialists, he now preserited, and asked. that they 
be laid on the-table; which was ordered.” -°c 

Mr. BRIGHT. presented a petition. of citizens of 
Jeffersonville, Indiana, praying the construction of 
a canàl around the falls of: the Ohio river, on the 
Indiana side of said. river; which was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the memorial of James 
Bogardus, praying an extension. of his patent; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented. the. petition of 
David L. White, of Florida, praying payment of 
arrears of compensation for expenditures in the 
public. service while collector..at Apalachicola ; 
which was referred to the Committee. on Claims. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


‘Mr. BREESE, pursuant to notice, asked ‘and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to direct the Pre- 
sident of the United States to’ sell. the reserved 
mineral lands in the State of Mlinois and the Ter- 
ritories of Iowa and Wisconsin, supposed to còn- 
tain lead ore; which was read a first and sécond 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. — : 


$ IMPROVEMENT OF THE HUDSON RIVER, 


Mr. DICKINSON, pursuant to notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a “ Bill to improve 
the navigation. of the Hudson river;” which was 
read a first and, second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. . 

Mr. ASHLEY gave notice that on Monday next 
he would, by leave of the Senate, introduce.a bill 
for the relief of David M. Williamson, of Arkansas. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The joint resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives, relating to the printing and distribution. of 
the annual estimates, was taken up, and read the 
first time; when. “i 

.Mr. LEWIS said, the propriety of the resolu- 
tion was so obvious’ that he hoped it would be im- 
mediately passed. 90. A e Rs 

The joint resolution: was read a second time, 
considered as in committee of the whale, reported 
to the Senate without, amendment, ‘read a third 
time, and passed... Pte a2 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF CHICAGO. 


The ‘Act to establish a. collection district at 
Chicago”? was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce... | 

The “Act for the relief of William Elliott, of 
Fulton county, Illinois,” was read a third time 
and passed. _ . : 

On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD the Senate went 
into Executive session; and after some time spent 
therein, (during which several nominations were 
confirmed,) the doors weré opened, and the Sen- 
ate adjourned. , yO 


? 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 3, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read; and, after 
having been corrected, on motion of Mr. PRES- 
TON KING, so as to state the fact that the motion 
to. postpone the consideration of Mr. Douaiass’s 
bill fora week was hot medé (as the Journal sta- 
ted) by unanimous consent, was approved. ` 

‘OREGON. = 

The SPEAKER: announcéd that the business 
first in’ order was the report made yesterday by 
Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Milita- 
ry Affairs, providing for the organization of two 
regiments of riflemen, and for other purposes. And 
the pending question was on the motion of Mr. H. 
to commit the said bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that it be 
made the special order of the day. for Tuesday 
next. pes Ee 

Mr.C. J. INGERSOLL, chairman. of the Comi 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, took the floor.;He was 


understood, in commencing his remark: eal 
the attention of the House to the fa at the great 
question of the charter of the B the United 


States, when the present Président ‘of the United 
States was chairman ‘of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, was debated on the mere. question of 
reference; and upon that precedent hie could slate, 
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for the information of those gentlemen who desired | 
to make speeches. on this subject, that the whole 
subject-matter of this Oregon question was now 
open to debate. ‘For his own part, he did not in- 
tend at this time to exercise his full right in that 
respet “05 i 

Mr. WINTHROP rose to inquire what the pre- 
cise question before the House was. se 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL.. It is on the motion 
to refer, and to make the bill the special order for 
Tuesday next. F 

Mr. WINTHROP. The question of raising two 
regiments of dragoons 

Mr, C. J. INGERSOLL. Excuse me; I be- 
lieve I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER again announced what the pre- 
cise question was. 

Mr. WINTHROP inquired what the bill was. 

The SPEAKER said it was the bill for raising 
two regiments of dragoons, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Does that open the subject 
of Oregon? 

The SPEAKER said that, inasmuch as it looked 
to the defences of the country, the question of Ore- 
gon was connected with that matter. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then proceeded with his 
remarks. He was heard. at times very doubtfully 
at the desk on the left of the chair, but expressed | 
himself generally to the following effect: 

Having stated, he said, what he believed to be 
the extent of the liberty of speech allowed to his 
brethren and himself on this motion, he should, he 
repeated, exercise his own right only to a very 
limited extent. So much had heen said in relation | 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that it seemed 
indispensable for him not only to refer to that com- | 
mittec, but, Inasmuch as the subject involved not 
only public feeling, but expectations and calcula- 
tions, to shy now the few words he had to say. 
And here he begged leave to state that, in anything 
he might now say, he must be considered as ex- | 
pressing his own individual sentiments, and notas | 
speaking as the chairman of any committee of this | 
House. As regarded himself, it would be recol- 
lected by all gentlemen who were members of the 
last Congress, that, when the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Owen] introduced a resolution to give 
the twelve months’ notice to the British Govern- 
ment, it was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, on which he occupied the same position 
which he now held, and that he was instructed to 
report against it, ‘That resolution had been forced 
upon him by a gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Bearpsiey,}] not now a member of this House. 

But. it would also be recollected that at that 
time the Executive of the United States was indis- 
posed to give that notice. ‘It was the constant en- 
deavor of the then President to prevent the notice | 
being given. But it was now the distinctly ex- 

‘pressed opinion of the Executive that the notice 
should be promptly given; and that made the pre- 
cise difference. Having at that time submitted a 
resolution against his own judgment, and against 
which he had voted in committee, he had ‘taken 
the earliest opportunity of addressing the House; 
and the House would recollect that he had then 
the good fortune to submit the same view which 
had ‘fallen from the honorable gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that it was almost 
impossible for-us to relieve ourselves from the im- | 
ee of à perfidious action until this notice had || 
een given. f 

In the year 1818 the British Government (the 
Government, remember) restored (that was the 
word) to the American Government what was 
called the American settlement on the Columbia 
river, The British flag—that flag which had float- | 
ed in triumph on every continent, and upon every | 

wave of the universal world—was struck -by a j 
British officer with all formalities; possession was | 
surrendered, and an American officer, named Pre- | 
vost, raised the American flag there in token of an | 
| 
i 
| 
: 


unconditional surrender by the British Govern- ; 
ment—of at least the settlement on the Columbia | 
river; and the American flag, as he (Mr. I.) under- 
stood, had a right to ‘ float the sky” there: i 
At the same time, or in the same year, through |) 


ie) 
D 
&. 
< 
® 
oo 
Ea 
o 
g 
ga 
ie 
> 
[e] 
B 
a 
= 
fo) 
om 
oO 
N 
= 
> 
=, 
E 
a 
oO 
Í 
2 
= 
2 
oO 
4 
° 
fsd 
a 


2 
4 
EZ 
Q 
£ 
Q 
2, 
ae 
5 
Co 
$ 
5 
2. 
a 
2 
5 
Dea 
5 
5 
a 
2 
2 
= 
B. 
a 
zH 
i 
á 
D 
© 
3 
= 
D 
= 
2 
& 


into an unfortunate entangling alliance. We tied 
a Gordian knot by the convention in 1818, repeated 
in 1826, which that oracle of public opinion in both 
hemispheres, the press, now announced could only 
be cut by the sword. Such, however, was not 
his opinion. After the most careful consideration 
that he had been able to give to the subject, he 
concurred in the opinion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, that we wanted no Alexander to 
possess us of this modern Asia. All we wanted 
was women and children. 

{Great laughter, and cries of ‘That we can 
have.’’] 

Mr. INGERSOLL (in continuation.) We had 
but to recur to the first-born American principle— 
the principle of population. 

The House would remember that when Doctor 
Franklin became satisfied in England that there 
was an end to all possibility of a peaceful arrange- 
ment between that country and the United States, | 
he said to a friend who was with him : * Go home, | 
and tell our people to get children as fast as possi- |; 
ble; that is the only chance we have.” And that 
was precisely what we had to do now upon this 
Oregon question— get children as fast as possi- 
ble.” 

{The House, on both sides, seemed not less 
amused than delighted with this proposition, to 
which the tokens of assent were loud and numer- 
ous. 

ron asa friend of his [Mr. Gentry] very justly 
remarked, that injunction had already been ful- 
filled. 

In defining his humble position on this question, 
he begged leave to say that he was neither for a 
war of aggression nor for a peace of submission. 
He was not friendly to that “ wise and masterly 
inactivity”? which had been announced by a highly 
distinguished gentleman in another branch of this 
Capitol; nor had he (Mr. I.) any idea that we 
were to wait one minute longer than until our 
faith should be cleared by the termination of the 
joint occupancy. He was not of opinion that war 
was then to ensue. He scarcely thought it pos- 
sible. Certainly we should make no war, éxcent | 
by our women and children; and if Great Britain | 
made war upon us under such circumstances, God 
and man would alike cry out against her. Tt was | 
impossible, in his judgment, that war, under such || 
circumstances, could ensue, without some strange ! 
spirit of rapacity on one side, or some still stran- 
ger spirit of mismanagement on the other. For, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts had said, | 
there was no right of joint occupancy there. Fle; 
(Mr. I.) was aware that his Occidental friend, the ; 
chairman of the Committee on the Territories | 
(Mr. Dowerass] had, in the very front line of his 
bill, used the words “ termination of the joint oc- | 
cupation,”’ and in the very last section and line of | 


‘any portion of that territory. 
i é not in respect to any part, but to the whole, is 


the bill, the same unfortunate concession had been 
made. Why was this? For, (Mr. I. repeated,) 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts, who was 
the father of this twin, (for he begat it himself | 
when Secretary of State,) had said, there is no | 
such thing as joint occupation, i 

During the negotiations in the year 1818—nego- $i 
tiations on the part of Mr. Adams as Secretary of | 
State, and Mr. Rush as Minister to England—the 


| 
i 
` nie i 
terms “joint oceupation”? were never used. But, |i 
: 
t 
f 


in the year 1826, in the protocol to the sixth confer- ʻi 
ence between Mr. Gallatin and the British Pleni- 
potentiaries, these words, “ joint occupation,” for |! 
the first time, stole into the negotiations. And he <i 
begged leave to read the language. He quoted 
from page 446 of Greenhow’s book : 


i 
li 

t 
i 


“ As preliminary to this discussion, it is highly i 
‘desirable to mark distinctly the broad difference ” 


| were no good 


‘between the nature of the rights claimed by Great 
‘ Britain and those asserted by the United States, 


| ‘in respect to the territory in question. : 


“Over a large portion of that territory, namely, 


| ‘from the forty-second degree to the forty-ninth 
«degree of north latitude, the United States claim 


‘full and exclusive sovereignty. 
‘ Great Britain claims no exclusive sovereignty over 
Her present claim, 


‘limited to a right of joint occupancy in common 
‘with other States, leaving the right of exclusive 
‘ dominion in abeyance.” 

This was the first time that the idea of joint oc- 
eupation—which was a monstrous concession— 
occurred, as he understood it. And he was sur- 
prised that his friend, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, who was disposed to 
carry this matter vi ef armis—who had made it his 
alpha and omega, the beginning and the end of 
his bill—should concede that there was such a 
thing as joint occupation. Again he repeated there 
was no such thing. All we had to do was peace- 
ably to adhere to our rights—a course of proceed- 
ing at which no civilized nation had a right to take 
offence—at which no Christian would or could 
take offence. We had a right to say, “The time 
‘has arrived when we think this question should be 
‘settled; for that purpose we relieve ourselves, not 
‘by the sword—not by entting the Gordian knot— 
‘but in the way in which we, or we and you to- 
‘gether, have provided that it shall be done. We 
‘give you notice that the commercial and other 
‘arrangements, or whatever they were—under- 
‘standings as to commerce and navigation, as to 
‘dealing with the aboriginal tribes of the terri- 
‘tory—will be at an end in twelve months; and 
‘then, whatever is proper and right between the 
‘parties, will be done.’’ 

In the mean time, (Mr. I. asked) what would 
happen? Within the space of two years, since 
the time at which he had addressed the House on 
this subject, some seven thousand men, women, 


| and children, had gone to settle in that territory. 


How many more would settle there?) The num- 
ber might amount to millions in the course of a 
few years. The House would excuse him, but a 
little extravagance on this subject was not unna- 
tural. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Hoxumes] talked of being afraid or alarmed. He 
(Mr. I.) did not.believe anything of the kind. It 
could not be so. Fear was a feeling unknown to the 
community from which the gentleman came, and 
unknown, (Mr. I. hoped,) to this commmnity at 
large. Let us on this occasion take a little coun- 
sel from the poet: 

“Let us appear nor rash nor diffident: 
Immoderate valor swells with a fault, 


And fear admitted in the public counsels 
Betrays like treason.” 


But, in his opinion, there was no oceasion for any 
fear of war. There were already seven thousand 
settlers there with American sympathies, Ameri- 
can arms, and American hearts. Te had con- 
versed with one of those, now here, who accom- 
panied them, and who had put into his (Mr. T.’s) 
hands the memorial he had recently presented. 
That memorial had been criticised, because, like 
Charlemagne, and most of the barons of Runny- 
mede, two of the Vice Presidents had signed with 
across. But this amounted to nothing. Tt was no 
great cause of disrespect that a man could not sien 
us name. He had known many great men, who 
2 hands at chirography. The reason 
in the present case was to be found in the want 
of an original education; they had not been taught 
to write; but they were good men and true, dis- 
posed to adhere to their country. These seven 
thousand settlers had built a village which con- 
tained seventy good houses, and five or six mills. 
They raised grain, potatoes, and other means of 
subsistence. They were living there in peace and 
quietness; and, what was more, speaking of this 
maiter of war, they had more than a thousand 
good rifles with them. They had a greater mili- 
tary force, ten times told, than England had or 
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could have in the Oregon Territory; for, though 
she could go to Oregon by sea, yet, to take troops 
by land, she must traverse a distance of many 
thousand miles, at an expense and under difticul- 
ties too great to be endured. It was a question | 
of power; and, as to that, the whole pacific argu- | 
ment was with us. We bad the power now to | 
hold the country, and Great Britain knew it. He | 
disclaimed all idèa of war, unless it was forced | 
upon us. The President, or the Senate, or both | 
united, could not make war; and, as a member of 
a body which the Constitution had made a part 
of the war-making power, he was disposed to say, 
that war shall not come, unless. that war was ii 
necessary as well as just. He saw no necessity || 

} 

| 


for war. AH we had to do was to let our women | 
and children go there, and, without assistance i 
from any one, they would take possession of the | 
country, as Daniel Boon, Rogers, Clarke, and | 
other early pioneers had done—men of wonderful | 
eharacter, peculiar to the American soil, and whose 
existence it took Shakspeare to foresec. 
looking over Captain Fremont's narrative, and | 
referring to what a certain general (he meant Gen- | 
eral Othello) had said, he found that he alone had | 
discovered that country; for he spoke of men, 

“he portance of whose travels history | 

Leads them to antres vast and deserts idle, ! 

Rough quarries, rocks, and hills whose tops touch heaven ” | 


This (Mr. I. said) was Oregon as he understood |} 


it; and it required no Jessa man than Shakspeare ! 
to imagine and foresee it. And he had donc it per- | 
fectly, as Captain fremont had deseriled it. Tor i 
that Oregon he (Mr. I.) was willing to go to war, | 
but not to be the aggressor, - And he believed that | 
in a day or two (or after a very little longer indul- | 
gence) there would be a report from the committee i 
to give this notice. He spoke, however, only as an į] 
individual. He, for one, should insist—as he ob- || 
served that the English newspaper in New York /! 
had insisted—that it was a peace, and nota war || 
measure. He had so argued two years ago; and |; 
he should continue so to argue untl the very roar |! 
of the cannon of Grent Britain convinced him to |! 
the contrary. Great Britain was not about to make | 
war upon us for any such cause; and he was de- | 
lighted to see, so far as he had been able to judge, | 
in all parts of this House, though a number of his | 
Southern friends were opposed to any precipitate |! 
action, yetitscemed to him that, from the East and |} 
the West, the North and the South, there was one || 
universal sentiment prevailing here. He would re 
serve to himself the right, on some proper occasion, 
to address the Fouse on the merits of this question, 
But he would say now, that Oregon was worth a 
war, Let us compromise while we can; our Gov- 
rnment had its foundation in compromise, Men’s 
very existence rested on it. Whist, therefere, he 
was a compromiser, and willing to make great sacri- 
fices to avoid war, yet he belicved that if we were 
to surrender the north of the 49th parallel, we should 
lose by far the best half of that magnificent territo- 
ry. We should give upa country having the lati- | 
tude, the soil, and the climate of England, with a | 
million tunes more and better timber, and possess- 
ing advantages vastly greater. He flattered him- 
s+lf that two years would not elapse before the Chi- | 
nese and the Japanese—sober, industrious, and ex- | 
cellent people—would be attracted there to settle. | 
Tt was only a short voyage across the Pacific ocean. 
Millions of those starving workmen, who, in point | 
of sobriety, industry, and capacity, were among 
the best in the world—workmen from every isie of 
the Pacific—men able to outwork the English— 
would flock there. They were the laborers every- | 
where, on the soil and inthe shop. He said again, | 
therefore, that whilst he was a compromiser, and 
whilst nothing on his part should be done to pre- 
cipitate that result, yet he had no idea that a war 
could probably grow out of this matter. We should 
not make war, and it was not possible that England 
should. 

He repeated, whilst he had heard with delight i 
the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, || 
{Mr. Avams,] because, well known as that gen- ii 
tleman was both here and in Europe, his opinions 
would have an immense and inestimably pacific 
influence, no war for Oregon, if it can be avoided; 
if not, no peace whilst England has an inch of 
ground on American soil. i 

After. some difficulty as to the right to the foor— || 

Mr. HARALSON, who had reported this bill |! 
under the direction of the Committee on Military || 
Affairs, and who had yesterday made an ineffect~ !! 
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ual effort to speak im explanation (rendered net 
cessary by the course of the debate) of the action 


with that view. : 

He said that his sole object was to place himself 
and his associates on the Committee on Military 
Afairs in a right pesition before the House and 
the country. Had he supposed that the motion 
he had yesterday submitted would have led to. this 
extraordinary discussion—a discussion which was 
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not have made ìt.. But the bill contemplated an 
appropriation of money, and it was necessary, 


i therefore, that he should move its commitment to 


the Committee of the Whole on tlie state of the 

Union. He felt that this discussion was inappro- 

| priate here, and that it would more properly have. 

arisen on the bill which had been reported from the 

Committee on the Territories, w proposed to 

| Organize a government for the ‘lerritory of Ore- 
gon. 

He confessed he had some apprehensions, from 
the course the debate had taken, that England 
night suppose, if she should go into a contest with 
us in relation to Oregon, she would only have to 
contend with these two regiments of riflemen. It 
certainly was very far from the intention of the 
Committee on Military A fairs that this bill should 


| any emergency which might arse out of the Ore- 
| gon controversy. 
had had an eye solely to the peace establishment; 
and if the bill, in all its parts—as well those which 
provided for an absolute increase of the milita- 
ry force. as these which gave a discretionary pow- 
er to the President for its conditional increase— 
should be carricd into operation, we should still 
have a peace establishment of less dimension than 
that which existed in the years 1808 and 1815, un- 


' der the administrations of Mr. Jefferson and Mr. 


Madison. The provisions of the bill had relation, 
therefore, solely to a peace establishment. It did 
not even provide for the number of men recom- 
mended by the Sceretary of War, or by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, It looked solely to the defences 
of the country in time of peace. 

The Secretary of War Nad stated, in his report, 
that, in consequence of the exigencies of the public 


service last year, a large portion of the military had | 


heen withdrawn from the lakes in the North, from 
the Atlantic ceast, from the Gulf of Mexico, and 
from the western territory, and had been concen- 


| trated at Corpus Christi, where it was supposed 


some difficulties affecting our territory in that quar- 
ter might call for their services. 'Fhis withdrawal 


j had Jef many of eur military posts without the 


number of men requisite even to guard and protect 
the publie property. It was to supply this defi- 
ciency that the bill had been reported. ‘There was 


| not a word in it that had any necessary connexion 


with the Oregon question. It simply proposed 
such an increase of the army as would be neces- 
sary, whether we gave the notice or oceupied Ore- 
gon, ornot. Te said this because the Secretary of 
‘War had declared that we could not yet withdraw 
the troops from the southwest. He presumed the 
gentleman was prepared to say that the public pro- 
perty-—to say nothing of its defences—did not re- 
quire a greater force than was to be found in many 
of the forts which had hitherto been garrisoned. 
He had now stated the object of the committee in 
reporting this bill. lt authorized the organization 
of two regiments of riflemen, and it gave a discre- 
tionary power to the President to add ten men to 


each company of dragoons, artillery, and infantry, ! 


now constituting the military establishment of the 
United States. 

I do not. intend now (continued Mr. H.) to go 
into the discussion of the Oregon question. T shall 
be prepared to express my views fully on that 
subject when it is legitimately before the House. 
It is certainly true, if you raise the regiments pro- 
posed in the bill, they will be ready, if the appre- 
hensions of some gentlemen should be realized, 


and war should come. It is also true, if you. de- | 
termine to establish military posts on the line of} 


emigration to Oregon, the force will be ready with 
which to man them, without drawing from these 
points which cannot safely spare it. I repeat, sir, 
the main provisions of the bill will be found neces- 
sary for the peace establishment. I trust, not- 
withstanding our delicate relations with Great 
Britain, that every cause of difficulty between the 
two Governments may be specdily removed and 


of that committee, briefly addressed the House | 


certainly premature and out of place—he would | 


be regarded as a measure of preparation against | 


The committee, in reporting it, | 
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amicably adjusted, and. that an honorable peace 
may be maintained. This is not impossible... The 
interests of both nations, the claims of eivilization 
and Christianity, it is hoped, will eon an open 
rupture, and a resort to arms and to’ bloodshed. 
If, however, in this reasonable’ expectation: we 
should be deceived, and claims believed’ to be un 
founded are insisted on by Great Britain, at. the 
risk of war-upon us, as dear as we hold peace-and 
its blessings, the committee are prepared to report 
energetic measures to support the Government, and 
to sustain the war. They are in possession of 
all the information relating to the defences of the 
country, necessary fo their prompt action; and if 
war must come, they are ready to recommend 
measures, placing at the command of the Presi- 
dent not only our little army, with the two addi- 
tional regiments proposed to he raised, but a naum- 
ber of men sufficient to repel invasion from any 
quarter, and to defend the rights, interests, and 
honor of the nation. 

In closing his remarks, Mr, H. withdrew that 
part of his motion which proposed to make the bill 
the special order of the day for Tuesday next. 

So the only question ther left pending was the 
motion to refer the bill to. the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union.. f 

And, concerning this, Mr. H. inquired of the 
Speaker, what was the effect of the previous ques- 
tion? ‘ 
“The SPEAKER said, the effect would be to 
bring the House to a direct vole on thequestion of 
reference. i 

Mr. HARALSON therefore, with all respect; 
he said, to the feelings of the House, bùt with a 
desire that its time might not be farther consumed 
in a discussion, which must hereafter take place in 
an appropriate way, demanded the previous’ ques- 
tion. ` 

But the demand obviously could not be sus- 
tained. fake 

The vote, however, was taken, and stood—ayes 


; 35, noes 67: [No quorum voting, though an abun- 
i dant quorum was present.) 


Tellers were demanded and. ordered.; andthe 
vote having been. again taken, stood—ayes. 53, 
noes 58. " So aMke aA wen! 

Sothe House determined that it would not sec- 
ond the demand for the previous question. . 

Thereupon the question recurred on the modi- 
fied motion of Mr. Haraxson, to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. > 

Mr. DARRAGH said that this. bill was osten- 


|| sibly for the purpose of raising. two regiments of 


riflemen; and in relation to the propriety. of this 
and other measures, having more immediate or 
more remote aspect to the Oregon question, he. dif- 
fered from many of those with whom he had acted 
in the party divisions. of the country. What was 
this notice, of which so much had been said? 
Whether our convention with Great Britain was 
properly denominated a treaty of joint occupancy, 
or only a commercial convention for purposes of 
trade, what did it amount to in fact? We had the 
joint occupancy of the country, and we recognised it 
in the very fact of giving notice whether it was con- 
tained in the terms of the convention or not. The 
question of sovereignty was kept in abeyance. 
This whole subject was one to which Mr. D. had 
paid some attention, and from the best. examina- 
tion he had been able to. give it,-he.was, fally con- 
vinced that the title of the United ‘States: to -the 
whole of Oregon was clear and: indisputable; and, 
so believing, he was prepared to go as far as any 
man m melange: it. i 

Suppose these two companies of riflemen should 
be raised, and should go into Oregon; and sup- 
posing it should be proclaimed on the other side of. 
the water that this was on our part a preparation 
for hostilities, what more could Great Britain do 
than she was now doing? Was she not. arming: 
and equipping her navy? Had she not commis- 
sioners appointed to examine every steam-vessel 
which crossed the ocean from her shores: to’ the 


| West Indies or to this continent, to ascertain. whe- 
| ther they were capable of. being- convi 


red- toa 
military uše? Meanwhile what had we been doing 
ever since 1818 to protect the rights of ¢ 
citizens in Oregon? We-had. been sluggish and 
inactive; we had done little or nothing to defend 
seven thousand of our felow-eltizens who. were 
crying out to us for laws and ‘protection. °But 


i what had Great Britain done there? Had.she fallen 


` 


_these were all so many military posts, and they 
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back in any of her pretensions to the country? -Not 


at all. She had. been. doing precisely what these 
two regiments. of riflemen. were intended to do. i 
Notwithstanding the surrender im 1818, the British 
flag had been flying in Oregon since 1823, and it 
now floated. over a large number of fortifications. 
‘True, the British Government. had not done this; | 
the Government had not-itsel? taken military pos- 
session of Oregon more than they had of India; in 
both countries it. had. British companies who acted | 


nominally: or. their’ owh account, and were most |! 


convenient instruments. of British rapacity. In 
India} it was the East India Company; in Oregon, | 
it was the Northwest Company. Both had gone | 
on and made- military “advances; and when the 
British Government was questioned on the subject, | 
it disclaimed everything, and threw all the respon- 
sibility on these companies. Yet Britain could 
speak of the whole of the East Indies as her own. 
From.the days of the conquest until now she had 
exhibited in’ every age and in every. country the 
same predominating lust of dominion. 

‘What had been the actual condition of Oregon 
since 1823? The Hudson Bay Company had erect~ 
ed some twelve or fifteen forts, by which they held | 
the country. 

[Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, speaking across. 
More than that—they have twenty-two stations. ] 

Mr. D. was not aware of the exact number; but 


were erected all over the country. 

But. more than that: the British Parliament had : 
extended the laws of England over Oregon, ahd, 
if he was not misinformed, British judges and Brit- 
ish magistrates had now a right. to arrest Ameri- 
ean citizens and try them. 

(Several voices: Her own citizens—not ours.] | 

Mr. D. said he had been informed that Ameri- ; 
can citizens had been arrested and sent to Canada | 
for trial. Be this as it might, were there any ofli- | 
cers there to vindicate the rights of American citi- 
zens? Not one. The only Jaws in the country 
were British laws; the ouly officers were the ofii- | 
cers of the Fludson Bay Company; and the onl 
courts were those which sit in Canada, but extend- | 
ed their jurisdiction into Oregon. ‘This was the 
state of things which we had suffered to continue | 
since 1823, and yet we, who had thus long and 
humbly postponed a settlement of the question, j, 
were now accused of hurrying, the country into |} 
war. E Í 

And now ‘as to this question of notice. What 
was it? and how was the notice to be given? For ji 
himself, he did not. care what sort of notice was 
given; but how was it to be done? Must a con- 
vention be.provided for that purpose? Must the 
notice be given by a communication from the Prés- 
ident of the United States to Queen Victoria? Or 
was it to:be done by act.of Congress?. Or was it 
to be accomplished as a landlord would turn out 
his: tenant, by an ejectment suit? He thought we 
might do it by an act.of legislation here. 
tor letting Great Britain know that we meant to 
take the whole of the territory—every inch of it— | 
and'that at the hazard of a battle. 

Suppose these two tegiments should be raised 
and sent: what then? Had not Great Britain 
committed acts more aggressive? We sent rifle- 
mon, she built. forts—-ay, and she now depended 
on these very forts to hold Oregon. If question- 
ed, the British would admit that their reliance was 
placed on these forts; and she had twenty-two of 
them, at points judiciously selected. It had been 
snid that we, too, should try to take possession, by 
sending our citizens there ; bat we had tried that į 
experiment and could not get on. A bold and ad- 
venturous man had, in 1828, gone from Boston 


| war when it should come. 


He was |! 


| We had been told last year that the annexation 


i! of Texas would certainly lead to a war with Great 


| Britain; but it had led to no war. He never had 
believed that it would. If any glory was to be 
got by talking, he should like to hear a little now 
from gentlemen who were so valiant at that time. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, ina very 
brief explanation, said he desired to ask some of 
these vakant gentlemen, what analogy there was 
| between the case of Texas and that of Oregon? 
| Texas belonged to the people of Texas; it was in 
their possession; they asked us to admit them with- 
in the pale of our Union, and they were admitted. 
But what was the fact as to the territory of Oregon? 
! It was occupied partly by the British and partly 
by ourselves. Gentlemen talked about his being 
| alarmed—not about Mexico, for she was a mere 
wolf—but about the British lion. 

Mr. ©, J. INGERSOLL. Nobody said you 
were alarmed but yourself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMES continued. Well he was alarm- 
ed, and he acknowledged it. Suppose one of these 
| gentlemen went out with his rifle, (and a western 
rifle, as all knew, could conquer anything—a gen- 
i tleman had told him that one rifle could take a Brit- 
ish frigate,) to protect one of his sheep, to which 
he had a ‘clear and unquestionable title,” and he 
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i kil it. 
not a wolf; it was most probable that he would go 
back and get a dozen other rifles to help him. 
Mr. DARRAGH replied that he could not say 
‘how he might act when danger came; but he 
| would ask, was it manly, was it honorable, for a 
| nation like this to tremble and to skull when it 
had a clear title to its own territory?) He granted 
the case with Britain was very different from the 


|| case with Mexico. With Mexico we had nothing 


to fear, and we went forward very boldly indeed. 
But what would an impartial historian say, when 
he came to write the history of our third war with 
Great Britain? 

Mr. HOLMES. Do you expect a third war? 

Mr. DARRAGH said that be spoke of the third 
Mast not the historian 
say, that towards the weak Power we were bold 
and. prompt, while with the other we were sneak- 


| ing and cowardly, though our title was good? 


That we sought to avoid war, because we deemed 
Great Britain omnipotent? Mr. D. was not a man 
to stand by and see his country disgraced and 
dishonored. He regarded our title up. to 540 as 
perfectly clear. We had thus far postponed the 
| assertion of it, only hecause there were few of our 
people there to ask our protection; but now the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs had 
informed the House that our citizens there amount- 
ed to seven thousand. They were diligently engaged 
in carrying on the physical operation of which the 
gentleman had spoken so eloquently, and were 
crying out to us for the protection of our laws and 
‘of our arms. Should we hesitate to grant the re- 
i quest? It had been well said that this was a ques- 
tion which affected the destinies of the world. He 
was one of those who believed that there were men 
i now here who might yet live to see a continuous 
railroad extending from the mouth of the Colum- 
bia to the Atlantic. The country would soon be 
filled with a dense population, and would even- 
tually control the China trade, and affect the whole 
commerce of the Pacific. -He trusted in God there 


i 


and. settled himself: òn the north bank of the Co- 
lumbia river; and what was the consequence? The 
Hudson Bay Company soon compelled him to re- 
tire. They surrounded his fort; they undersold 
him to the Indians; and, in short, took such meas- | 
ures as compelled him to remove. Thus was an 
American citizen driven by British violence from 
our own soil. Yet gentlemen considered this as 
all very right; we must submit to it all, and not 
raise a finger to prevent it. | 

But this was not the proper occasion to discuss | 
the Oregon question. When that subject did come | 


| would be a beginning of this end. He trusted 
i that this Government would say to the despotisms 
| of Europe, Stay on your own side of the water, 
i and do not attempt to intermeddle with the balance 
of power on tins continent. Mr. D. believed it to 
be the design of God that our free institutions, or 
institutions like ours, should eventually cover this 
whole continent—a consummation which could 
not but affect every part of the world, and the 


|| prospect of which ought to fill with joy the heart 


of every philanthropic man. 


Mr. PRESTON KING remarked that the sub- 


up, if Mr. D. should succeed in gettiig the floor, i 
he would endeavor to say all he had to say on that | 


subject. And his views upon it were not new; nor | 
p 
| 


had they been shaken by the fullest examination, | 
He thought. we had delayed the settlement of the | 


ject had been precipitately laid before the House, 
and he should not now have risen to participate at 
all in the debate, had it not been for a remark 
which yesterday fell from the honorable chairman 
of the č e 


found a wolf with the sheep; he would shoot and | 
But suppose he found it was a lion, and | 
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| says: 

« A resolation for the termination of the present 
‘system of joint occupation by a twelve months’ 
‘notice will be carried by a large majority in the 
‘ House of Representatives; but itis by no means 
‘equally clear what will be the fate of such a 
‘measure in the Senate. Mr. Calhoun is a Demo- 
‘ert, and was an ardent promoter of the annexa- 
l‘ tion of Texas; but if that gentleman returns to the 
| Senate, at the present time, which it is probable 
‘he will do, he is said to be pledged to defeat the 
‘party who are clamorous for the occupation of 
‘Oregon and for war; and the Whig members of 
| «the Senate, supported by half a dozen of the De- 
t mocratic Senators from the South, would negative 
‘the resolution. 

“ This we believe to be the most probable result 
|| © of the present agitation of the question; and Pres- 
‘ident Polk looks to the conservative and pacific 
‘check of the Senate, as the means of stopping his 
‘own headlong carcer of excitement at home and 
‘averession abroad. Fe thus hopes to reap all 
‘the popularity which is to he gained in the West 
‘by the most daring declarations, while he is pre- 
‘served from the fatal consequences of his own 
“excesses by the prudence of New England, and 
|€ the reluctance of the South. Such a stroke of 
| ‘policy may be ingenious, but it is not honest, 
Sand if will not ultimately be successful. 
| «The Senate of the United States opposes no 
| € permanent or insurmountable barrier to popular 
‘agitation. It rejected annexation, yet within cight 
‘months annexation was carried. If the Execu- 
‘ tive Government thinks it can play with the most 
‘ fiery elements of the political world because the 
‘Senate is at hand to extinguish the conflagration, 
‘it is high time for the rest of the world to prepare for 
“the most disastrous consequences.” f 

Mr. DOUGLASS appealed to the gentleman to 
allow him an opportunity to explain; to which 

Mr. KING. acceding— 

Mr. DOUGLASS said that he perhaps was not 
very choice in the selection of a term, when he had 
said yesterday thatit struck him a game was play- 
ing in this House to prevent speedy action on this 
Oregon question. He would say frankly to the 
gentleman from New York and to the House, that 
| he had not scen the article now read by the gentle- 
man; and when he had made the remark alluded 
|i to—whatever foundation there might be for it—it 
had arisen from his knowledge of the efforts which 
had been making in this House to defeat action on 
the Oregon question by getting up distractions, by 
referring one part to one committce and another 
part to another committee, thus to create jealousies; 
the object being procrastination. Being fullyaware 
i that such was the object, and that such an effort 
; was making, he had made the remark which he 
j did, and without reference to any newspaper para- 
graph. 

Mr. KING said he regretted, after having heard 
the remark, that the gentleman himself had made 
the motion to postpone the bill in relation to Ore- 
gon reported by him, and of which he (Mr. K.) 
iwas in favor. The correct mode of proceeding 
was to give the notice; and. 
i 


SS 


Mr. DOUGLASS (Mr. Kine yielding) saidhe 
|i regretted making the motion to postpone as much 
as the gentleman did; but he found that half of the 
members of the House were under the apprehen- 
| sion that it was set apart for a week from Tues- 
day, instead of for next Tuesday; that it had been 
so announced by most of the reporters; and that 
some of the friends of Oregon had told him that, 
| being under that impression, they were unprepared 
|| for the discussion. Thus he had reluctantly made 
| the motion, and not in accordance with his own 


ommittee on Territories, [Mr. Dovas.ass.] |} wishes. 


Jan. 3, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 
: ING, resuming, said he could not cer: | 
tainly believe that the gentleman from IHinois had i 
any particle of faltering in him on this Oregon 
(question; and yet if he had been in his position hè 
should not have moved the postponement, but 
waited for the House to do it if they wished. Yet 
the matter was postponed; and on that subject he 
should propose, instead of going on with the des, 
bate in this nvariner, that the House go into Com- 


GLOBE. 


ceeding last year, and to add that I-intend to do so 
now. I may be allowed also to remind the House 
of a series of resolutions upon this subject which E 
offered to their consideration some days. aso: | I 
know nat whether those „resolutions will ever 
emerge from the pile of matter under which they 
now lie buried upon your table. If they should, 
however, Lam by no means sure that T ‘shall. not 

ropose to lay them down again without discussion. 


i dulgent to him. He was, then, none the less 
| ready to say that he believed the British Govern- | 
ment would rejoice—most heartily rejoice—if the 
| Settlement of the Oregon question could be effected | 
by a division of the territory; and by. the acqui- 
sition, to her, of half of it, as he believed she did | 
rejoice that the Texas question had been settled 

in the manner in which it had. Great Britain 
would be glad to sce America peopled with slaves; 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, í She would people the brave and the hardy North othing certainly was further from my purpose 
and take up the bill of the gentleman, without | with her own subjects, who admitted their alle- |] in offering them than to involve this House in a 


waiting for the day to which it was postponed as 


: stormy debate about peace and-war. Such-debates, 
a special order. 


| glance to her; and she would be glad to see the d y Srs: PUCA” 
I am quite sensible, are of most injurious influence 


| sunny and the chivalrous South peopled with a 


: But he preferred, in reference to the view which 
the British Government took upon this subject, to | 
say that they were all aware that that Government, 
whatever might be our Opinion ‘of it, was 
cious one; that it had skill and ability in those 
who administered it; that they understood the | 
nature and character of men and of republicans, 
although they disliked the latter; that the hands j! 
of Sir Robert Peel, indeed, were engaged in feel- |; 
ing the bounding pulse of those who desire liberty; | 
that Ireland hasa “Vinegar Hil,” which they may |} 
remember; and that there were hills in Seotland 
aud in Wales, and that the erust of “ merry Eng 
land’? itself might eve long show some signs of 
upheaving. But, looking at this question, they 
seem to rely with security on the action of the 
Senate. And it was a most extraordinary fact, 
that from the British organ in London the advent 
of an American Senator to the American Senate 
should be announced, and his course foreshadow- 
ed. It was a most extraordinary fact that that 
organ should claim a pledge on this subject. To 
whom could such a pledge have been given? This |! 
question had been under negotiation long. So far || 
as the present Administration was concerned, he re- 
garded that the view taken in this paragraph, of its 
position and of its views, was entirely. erroneous. 
Great Britain did not understand the character of 
the Hickory stock of this country, if she suppos- || 
ed that President Polk was playing with this ques- 
tion, and desiring to humbug the people. It was 
not so. In his judgment, however, the present 
Administration committed an error when it offered 
to the British Government to surrender the Terri- 
tory of Oregon north of 49 degrees. lt might have 
felt the embarrassment of the previous position of 
our Government on this subject; but with the re- 
sponsibility which belonged to him as an Ameri- 
an citizen, and as the representative of American 
citizens, he expressed his opinion on the subject. 
The Administration, it was said—and he was dis- 
posed to believe it—felt fully assured that the offer 
would be rejected, or that offer never would have 
been made. ` It was rejected; and the position of 
the Administration was perhaps stronger before | 
the country and before the world; and it having 
been made and rejected, the Administration was 
thus saved from injury by any such crror—if error 
there were. : 

But the British organ, in his judgment, under- 
stood the character of the American people. That 
Government had met them at various times and in 


i 
a saga- | 


i being found in the vote with the gentleman. But 


b 
i He was glad, he repeated, that this question was 


i Diplomacy established our title in this case; but 
| diplomacy then went to work to buy from Maine, 
j and from Massachusetts, the conceded title to that 


| Waste, valuable at least for nothing but its timber? 
' Great Britain desired a road—a road on which she 


| during the long northern winters that shut up the 
! mouth of the St. Lawrence. 


| diplomacy, she obtained from this Government. 


black population, and oppressed with negro slave- 
ry. She would see her own interest; her own 
comparative power in a trial of strength, in such 
a disposition of these two questions. f 

He would be most heartily glad if the discussion | 
of this question could be relieved of all extrinsic, | 
of all personal, of all party considerations, The 
Oregon question helonged to the country; it was 
ours; and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Hormes] had well stated that it was a question 
which differed from the question of the acquisition 
of ‘Texas; though on that question there was but 
one consideration, and that was paramount with 
him, which had prevented him (Mr. K.) from 


the Oregon country is ours; we had proclaimed to 
the world that the British Government had no 
right to interfere upon this continent, even in rela- | 
tion to other countries. Should she be permitted | 
here to interfere with our own territory? Was 
that the only use to which we could put our di- | 
plomacy, that it should demonstrate to ourselves 
and to the world that a territory was ours that we 
may then be enabled to show our magnanimity 
surrendering it to our enemy? He trusted not. 


out of the hands of diplomacy. Diplomacy had 
established our title to every inch of the disputed 
territory in Maine, most clearly, most ae Tt 
was afterwards, he believed, acknowledged that 
evidence of our title to that territory existed in a 
map in the possession of the British Government. 


territory, that it might surrender that territory to 
Great Britain. What did Great Britain desire of 
that country, which she designated as a barren 


might send her powder, her balls, her blankets, 
and her scalping-knives to her northwestern allies 


That was all Great 
Britain desired of that portion of country, which, by 


He had not proposed in rising to go any further 
than to call the attention of the House and the 
country to the peculiar condition of this question; 
he was prompted to do so by the fact announced 
by the chairman of the Cominittce on Territories, 
that a game was bheing played on this subject, and 


various localities. They had met the Boston boys 
on Bunker Hill; the men of Carolina and Virginia 
at Yorktown and Camden; the New Yorkers and 
citizens of the surrounding States, at Saratoga; the 
Pennsylvanians and the New Jerseymen at Mon- 
mouth; and the western people, who were younger, | 
at a later day, at New Orleans. hey understood 
the character of the American people, and they 
were right, he believed, when they said that the i 
Senate of the United States is no permanent and |; 


insurmountable barrier to the American occupa- |; 


tion of Oregon. 


| 
So much for the British view of this question i 
It had been, in his judgment, in the charge of di- l 


plomacy long enough. He was rejoiced when he 
learned from the Message of the President of the 


United States that the negotiations on the subject (1 i 
(it afforded for expressing some views upon the 


of Oregon were terminated, and that the subject 
was to be left to Congress and to the people of this 
country to determine how it should be. Great 
Britain was desirous to interfere in the arrange- 
ment of the political concerns of this country; and, | 
although he was aware that in the expression of | 
the sentiments which he should now utter, Cbo- | 
cause they were his own,) he should differ from 
many—-perhaps from more of his constituents than 
he would choose to differ with—with whom he 


agreed on Other points; but his constituents were || humbler member of the House, I may be permitted |j 
generous and patriotic, and had always been in~! to allude to the fact that I veted against that pro- 


| altogether agree in the fitness of such a decision, 


| mittee on Foreign Affairs this morning, have al- 


his chief object was to call upon that gentleman, 
and upon all the members of this House who felt 
an interest in this question, to come up and take a 
hand in this game; and to be assured themselves, 
and to be watehful of others, that the game might 
be fairly played on all hands. 

Mr. WINTHROP next obtained the floor, and 
procoeded to say that he understood the Chair to 
tave decided that, upon the pending motion to re- 
fer to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union a bill for raising two regiments of rifle- 
i men, the whole question of Oregon was open to 
debate. The House, too, had virtu ally sanctioned 


| question a few moments since. Mr. W. could not 


but was unwilling to omit the opportunity which 
_ subject. 
My honorable colleague, [Mr. Apams,] in his 


remarks yesterday, and the chairman of the Com- 


i luded to the course pursued by them last year, and 


| have told us that they both voted for giving imme- | 


| diate notice to Great Britain of our intention fo ter- 


|| minate at the earliest day what bas been called the || 


i 


|| people and our own polie 


| convention of joint occupancy. Though a much 


this decision, by declining to sustain the previous | 


on the public quiet and prosperity, and I have no 
disposition to render myself responsible for a re- 
newal of them. I desired only then, and I desire 
only now, to place before the House, and before 
the country, before it is too late, some plain and 
precise opinions, which are sincerely and strongly 
entertained by myself, and which I believe to be 
no less strongly entertained by many of those with 
whom I am politically associated, in regard to the 
present most critical state of our foreign relations. 
I desire to do this on many accounts, and. to do 
it without delay. An idea seems to have been 
gaining ground in some quarters, and to have been 
somewhat industriously propagated in all quarters, 
that there is no difference of sentiment in this House 
in reference to the course which hag been pursued, 
or which seems about to be pues hereafter; in 
regard to this unfortunate Oregon controversy. 
Now, sir, upon one or two points connected with 


| it there may be no difference of opinion. I believe 


there is none upon the point that the United States ` 
have rights in Oregon which are not to be relin- 

uished. I believe there is none upon the point 
that, if the controversy with Great Britain should 
result in war, our country, and the rights. of our 
country on both sides of the Rocky mountains, 
are to be maintained and defended with all the 
power and all the vigor we possess. I believe 
there is none either upon the point, that such is 
the state of this controversy at the present mo- 
ment, we owe it to ourselves, as guardians of the 
public safety, to bestow something more than the 
ordinary annual attention—I might better say the 
ordinary annual inattention—upon ‘our national de- 
fences, and to place our country in a posture of 
preparation for meeting the worst consequences 
which may befall it. 

So far, Mr. Speaker, I believe there are common 
opinions, united thoughts and counsels, in both 
branches of Congress, and, indeed, throughout the 
country, without distinction of party. 

But certainly there are wide differences of senti- 
ment among ourselves and among our constituents 
upon other no ‘less interesting and substantial 
points. And I am not one of those who believe 
in the necessity or in the expediency of concealing 
these differences. I have very little faith in the 
hush policy. I have very little faith in the wisdom 
of keeping up an appearence of entire unanimity 
upon a question like this, where such unanimity 
does not exist, for the sake of mere stage effeci, 
and with a view of, making a profounder impres- 
sion upon the spectators. Everybody under- 
stands such concerted arrangements, everybod 
sees through them, whether the theatre of their 
presentment be on one side of the Atlantic or the 
other. ` mers ` 

Because Sir Robert Peel and Lord John Russell, 
and Lord Aberdeen and Lord Palmerston, thought 
fit to unite in a common and coincident expression 
of sentiment, in the two Houses of Parliament, 
eight or nine months ago, during the well-remem- 
bered debate on the President’s Inaugural Address, 
I do not know; I do not believe, that the people of 
the United States were any the more awed from 
the maintenance of their own previous views anid 
purposes in regard to Oregon, than if these dis- 
tinguished leaders of opposite parties had exhibit- 
ed something less of dramatic unity; and had’ in- 
dulged rather more freely in those diversities of 
sentiment which ordinarily lend interest to their 
discussions. Nor am I of opinion, ‘on the other 
hand, that a similar course on this. side of the ot 
| 18 to have any material influence:on th 
the British Government. I hold; 
it is better for us all to speak 6 
| declare our own honest ji 

more to the influence ofo 


‘minds, to 
and. to look . 
marks upon ourown 
“than upon those of 
Great Britain. : i TE 
I may add, sir, that in presenting these resolu- 
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tions at the earliest opportunity which was afford- 
ed me, I was sree | by the desire to put my own 
views upon record before. the returning steamers. 
should bring back to us from. England the angry 
vecriminations to which the late Message of the 
President may not improbably give occasion, and 
before the passions of our eople were inflamed by 
any violent outbreaks of British feeling which that 
documentis so likely to excite. 

Tam perfectly aware, Mr. Speaker, that, ex- 
press the views. which I entertain when I may, I 
Shall not escape. reproach and imputation from 
some quarters of the House. I know that there 
are those by whom the slightest syllable of dissent. 
from the extreme views which the Administration 
would seem recently to. have adopted, will be 
eagerly seized upon as evidence of a want of what 
they call patriotism and American spirit. I spurn 
all such imputations in advance. I spurn the no- 
tion ‘that patriotism can only be manifested by 
plunging the nation into war, or that the love of 
one’s own country can only be measured by one’s 
hatred to any other country. Sir, the American 
spirit that is wanted at the present moment, want- | 
ed for our highest honor, wanted for our dearest 
interests, is that which dares to confront the mad 
impulses of a superficial popular sentiment, and to 
appeal to the sober second thoughts of moral and | 
intelligent men, Every schodiboy can declaim 
about honor and war, the British lion and the Ame- 
rican eagle; and it isa vice of our nature that the 
calmest of us have heartstrings which may vibrate 
for a moment even -to such vulgar touches, But 
{thanks to the institutions of education and reli- 
gion which our fathers founded) the great mass of 
the American people have also an intelligence and 
a moral sense which will sooner or later respond 
to eppeals of a higher and nobler sort, if we will | 
only have the firmness to make them. It was a 
remark of an old English courtier, a century and 
a half ago, to one who threatened to take the sense 
‘of the people on some important question, that he 
would take. the nonsense of the people and beat him 
twenty to one. And it might have been something 
better than a good joke in relation to the people of | 
England at the time it was uttered. But I am not | 
ready to regard it as applicable to our own intelli- | 
gent and educated American people at the present | 
day. An appeal to the nonsense of the American | 
people may succeed for an hour; but the stern 
sense of the country will soon reassert itself, and 
will carry the day in the end. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there are other reproaches, 
beside those of my opponents, to which 1 may be 
thought to subject’ myself by the formal .promul- 
gation of the views which.I entertain on this sub- 
ject. It has been said, in some quarters, that it 
was not good party policy to avow such doctrines; 
that the friends of the Administration desire noth- 
ing so much as ap excuse for branding the Whigs 
of the Union as the.péace-party; and that the only 
course for usin the minority to pursue, is, to brag 
ubout our readiness for war with those that brag 
loudest» Now, I am entirely sensible that if an 
opponent of the present Administration were will- 
ing to make a mere party instrument of this Ore- 

‘on negotiation; he might find in its most recent 
1istory the amplest materials. foy throwing back 
upon the majority in this House the imputations 
in which they have been heretofore so ready to. 
indulge. How easy and obvious it would be for 
us to ask, where, where was the heroic determin- 
ation of the Executive to vindicate our title to 
the whole of Oregon—yes, sir, “Tim WHOLE OR | 
novn’’—-when a deliberate offer of more than five 
degrees of latitude was recently made to Great 
Britain?—made, too, at a moment when the Pres- 
ident and- his Secretary of State tell you that they | 
firmly believed.that our right to the whole was | 
clear and unquestionable? How easy it would be 
to taunt the Secretary of State with the policy he || 
has pursued in his.correspondence, of keeping | 
back those convincing arguments, upon which he 
now relies to justify him in claiming the whole of 
this disputed territory, until: his last letter—until 
he had tried in vain to induee Great Britain to ac- |) 
cept a large part of it—as if he were afraid to let 
even his own country understand how. good our 
title was, in case he could ‘succeed in-effecting a 
compromise ! : ; 

For myself, however, Í utterly repudiate-all idea 
of party obligations or party views in connexion | 


mere pawn on the political chessboard, to be 
perilled for mere party triumph. We have seen 
enough of the mischief of mingling such questions 
with party politics. We see it at this moment. 
It has been openly avowed, elsewhere, and was 
repeated by the honorable member from Illinois 
[Mr. Doverass] in this House yesterday, that 
Oregon and Texas were born and cradled together 
in the Baltimore Convention; that they were the 
twin offspring of that political conclave; and in 
that avowal may be found the whole explanation 
of the difficulties and dangers with which the ques- 
tion is now attended. i 


I honor the Administration, Mr. Speaker, for 
whatever spirit of conciliation, compromise, and 
peace, it has hitherto manifested on this subject, 
and have no hesitation in sayingso. If I have 
anything to reproach them with, or taunt them 
for, it is for what appears to me as an unreason- 
able and precipitate abandonment of that spirit. 
And if anybody desires on this account, or any 
other account, to brand me as a member of the 

eace-party, I bare my bosom—I hold up both my 
handen-to receive that brand. I am willing to 
take its first and decpest impression, while the iron 
is sharpest and hottest. Ir there be anything of 
shame in such a brand, I certainly glory in my 
shame. A Cicero said, in contemplation of any 
odium which might attach to him for dealing in 
too severe or summary a manner with Catiline, 
“Eo animo semper fui, ut invidiam virtule partam, 
gloriam, non invidiam, putarem!” 

But who, who is willing to bear the brand of 
being a member of the war-party? Who will sub- 
mit to have that Cain-mark stamped upon his 
brow? I thank Heaven that all men, on all sides, 
have thus far refused to wear it, No man, of ever 
so extreme opinions, has ventured vet to speak 


upon this question without protesting, in the |; 


roundest terms, that he was for peace. isven the 
honorable member from Hlinois, [Mr. Doverass,] 
who was for giving notice to quit at the carlicst 
day, and for proceeding at once to build forts and 


|| stockades, and for asserting an exclusive jurisdic- 


tion over the whole Oregon Territory at the very 
instant at which the twelve months should expire, 
was as stout as any of us for preserving peace. 
My venerable colleague, (Mr. Apams,] too, from 
whom I always differ with great regret, but dif- 
fering from whom on the present occasion, I con- 
form not more to my own conscientious judgment 
than to the opinions of my constituents, as I un- 
derstand them—he, too, I am sure, even in that 
very torrent of eloquent indignation which cost us 
fora moment the order and dignity of the House, 
could have had nothing but the peace of the coun- 
try at heart. So far as peace, then, Is concerned, 
it seems- that we are all agreed. ‘t Only it must 
be an honorable peace; that, I think, is the ste- 
reotyped phrase of the day: and all our differences 
are thus reduced to the question, What constitutes 
an honorable peace? Undoubtedly, Mr. Speaker, 
the answer to this question must depend upon the 
peculiar circumstances of the case to which it is ap- 
plied. Yet, I will not pass to the consideration of 
that case without putting the burden of proof where 


it belongs. Peace, sir, in itself, in its own nature, |! 


and of its own original essence, is honorable. No 
individual, no nation, can lay a higher claim to the 
honor of man or the blessing of Heaven than to 
seek peace and ensue it. Louis Phillippe may 
envy no monument which ever covered human 
dust, if it may justly be inscribed on his tombstone 
(as has recently been suggested) that while he lived 
the peace of Europe was secure! And, on the other 


l hand, war, in its proper character, is disgraceful, | 


and the man or the country which shall wilfully 
and wantonly provoke it deserves the execrations 
of earth ad Haven. These, Mr. Speaker, are 
the general principles which civilization and Chris- 
tianity have at length engrafted upon the public 
code of Christendom. If there be exceptions to 
them, as I do not deny there are, they are to be 
proved specially by those who ailege them. Is 
there, then, anything in the Oregon controversy, 
as it now stands before us, which furnishes an 
exception to these general principles?—anything 
which would render a pacific policy discreditable, 
or which would invest war with any degree of true 
honor? I deny it altogether. I reiterate the propo- 
sitions of the resolutions on your table. I main- 
tain— 


with this question. I scorn the suggestion that | 
the peace of my country is to be regarded as a 


1. That this question, from its, very nature, is 


peculiarly and eminently one for negotiation, com- 
promise, and amicable adjustment. 

2. That satisfactory evidence has not yet been 
afforded. that no compromise which the United 
| States ought to accept can be cffected. 

3. That, if no other mode of amicable settlement 
remains, arbitration ought to be resorted to; and 
that this Government cannot relieve itsclf from its 
responsibility to maintain the peace of the country 
while arbitration is still untried.” À ; 

I perceive, sir, that the brief time allowed us in 
| debate will compel me to deal in the most summary 
way with these propositions, and that I must look 
to other opportunities for doing full justice either 
to them or to myself. Let me hasten, however, 
to do them what justice I may. 

There are three distinet views in which this 
question may be presented as one peculiarly for 
negotiation and compromise. In: the first place, 
there is the character of the subject-matter of the 
controversy. Unquestionably there may be rights 
and claims not of a nature to admit of compromise, 
and as to which there must be absolute and uncon- 
ditional relinquishment on one side or the other, or 
a conflict is inevitable. I may allude to the im- 
pressment of our seamen as an example—a_prac- 
tice which could not be renewed by Great Britain 
at any moment, or under any circumstances, with- 
out producing immediate hostilities. But here we 
have as the bone of our contention a vast and va- 
cant territory, thousands of miles distant from both 
| countries, entirely capable of division, and the 
|| loss of any part—I had almost said of the whole— 
¡of which would not be of the smallest practical 
| moment to either of them; a territory the sover- 
| cignty of which might remain in abeyance for 

half a century longer without serious inconveni-+ 
ence or detriment to anybody, and in reference to 
which there is certainly not the slightest pretence 
(of a necessity for summary or precipitate action. 
We need ports on the Pacific. As to land, we 
i! have millions of acres of better Jand still unoccu- 
i pied on this side of the mountains. Whata spec- 
| tacle it would be, in the sight of men and angels, 
| for the two countries which claim to have made 
the greatest advances in civilization and Christiani- 
ty, and which are bound together by so many ties 
of nature and art, of kindred and of commerce, 
each of them with possessions so vast and various, 
to be seen engaging in a conflict of brute force for 
the immediate and exclusive occupation of the 
whole of Oregon! Théannals of barbarism would 
afford no parallel to such a scene! 

In the second place, sir, there is the character of 
the title to this territory on both sides. I shall at- 
tempt no analysis or history of this title. I am 
certainly not disposed to vindicate the British title; 
and as to. the American there is nothing to be added 
to the successive expositions of the eminent states- 
men and. diplomatists by whom it has been illus- 
trated. But, after all, what a title it is to fight 
l about! Who can pretend that it is free from all 
difficulty or doubt? Who would take an acre of 
land upon such a title as an investment, without 
the warranty of something more than the two regi- 
ments of riflemen for which your bill provides? 
Of what is the title made up? Vague traditions of 
settlement, musty records of old voyages, conflict- 
iing claims of discovery, disputed principles of 
public law, acknowledged violations of the rights 
of aboriginal oceupants—these are elements out of 
which our clear and indisputable title is compound- 
ed. I declare to you, sir, that as often as I thread 
the mazes of this controversy it seems to me to be 
a dispute as to the relative rights of two parties to 
a territory, to which neither of them has any real 
right whatever; and I should hardly blame the 
other nations of the world for insisting on coming 
in for a scot and lot in the partition of it. Certain- 
ly, if we should be so false to our character as civ- 
lized nations as to fight about it, the rest of Chris- 
tendom would be justified, if they had the power, 
in treating us as we have always treated the savage 
tribes of our continent, and turning us both out 
altogether. 

Why, look ata single fact in the history of this 
controversy. In 1818 we thought our title to Or- 
egon as clear and as unquestionable as we think it 
now. We proposed then to divide it with Great 
Britain without the slightest reference to any third 
party in interest, Yet at that very moment Spain 
was in possession of those rights of discover 
| which, since they were transferred to us by the 
' treaty of Florida, we consider as one of thestrong- 


| 
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est elements in our whole case. Itisa most nota- 
ble incident that in the discussions of 1818 nota 
word was said in regard either to the righis of Spain 
or to the Nootka convention. Yet now Great Brit- 
ain and the United States are found placing their 
principal reliance on these two soureesof title. Is 


there not enough in this historical fact to lead-us | 


to distrust our own judgments and our own con- 
clusions, and to warn us of the danger of fixing 


our views so exclusively on our own real or im- | 


agined wants or interests as to overlook the rights 
of others. ; 

Let me not be misunderstood, Mr. Speaker. I 
have no hesitation in saying that I honestly think, 
upon as dispassionate a review of the cerrespon- 
dence as I am capable of, that the American title to 
Oregon is the best now in existence. But I hon- 
estly think also that the whole character of the title 
is too confused and complicated to justify any ar- 


bitrary and exclusive assertions of right, and that 


a compromise of the question is every way con- | 


sistent with reason, interest, and honor. 

There is one element in our tite, however, which 
I confess that I have not named, and to which I 
may not have done entire justice. I mean thatnew 
revelation of right which has been designated as 
the right ofour manifest destiny to spread over thiscon- 
linent, It has been openly avowed in a leading 
administration journal that this, after all, is our 
best and strongest title; one so clear, so pre-emi- 
nent, and so indisputable, that if Great Britain had 
all our titles in addition to her own, they would 
weigh nothing against it. The right of our mani- 
fest destiny! There isa right fora new chapter in 
the law of nations; or rather, for the special laws 
of our own country; for [suppose the right of a 
manifest destiny to spread, will not be admitted to 
exist in any nation except the universal Yankee 
nation! This right of our manifest destiny, Mr. 
Speaker, reminds me of another source of title 
which is worthy of being placed beside it. Spain 
and Portugal, we all know, in the early part of the 
sixteenth century, laid claim to the jurisdiction of 
this whole northern continent of America, Fran- 
cis I. is related to have replied to this pretension, 
that he should like to see the clause in Adams will 
in which their exclusive title was found. Now, 
sir, I look for an early reproduction of this idea. 
I have no doubt that, if due search be made, acopy 
of this primeval instrument, with a clause giving 
us the whole of Oregon, can be hunted up. Per- 
haps it may be found in that same Mlinois cave in 
which the Mormon Testament has been discover- 
ed. I commend the subject to the attention of those 
in thatneighborhood, and will promise to withdraw 
all my opposition to giving notice or taking posses- 
sion whenever the right of our manifest destiny 
can be fortified by the provisions of our great first 
parent’s will. . : À: ; 

Mr. Speaker, there is a third, and, In my judg- 
ment, a still more conclusive reason for regarding 
the question as one for negotiation and compro- 
mise. I refer to its history, and to the admissions 
on both sides which that history contains. For 
thirty years this question has been considercd and 
treated as one not of tiile; but of boundary. ‘Po 
ran a boundary line between Great Britain and the 
United States from the Rocky mountains to the 
ocean—this has been the avowed object of cach 
successive negotiation. Tt has been so treated by 
Mr. Monroe, and Mr. Adams, and Mr. Gallatin, 
aud Mr. Rash, and by all the other American states- 
men who have treated itat all. Offers of compro- 
mise and arrangement have been repeatedly made 
on both sides on this basis. ‘Three times we have 
offered to Great Britain to divide with her on the 
49th parallel of latitude, and to give her the navi- 
gation of the Columbia into the bargin. Mr Polk 
and Mr. Buchanan themselves have acted upon 
the same principle up 10n f 
abrapt termination of the negotiations. They have 
offered again to make the 49th parallel the boun- 
dary line between the possessions of Great Britain 
and the United States in the Northwestern Terri- 
tory. With what face, then, can we now turn 
round and declare that there 1s no boundary line 
to be run, nothing to negotiate about, and that any 
such course would involve a cession and surrender 
of American soil! Such a course would be an im- 
neachment of the conduct of the distinguished 
statesmen whose names | have mentioned. It im- 


slies-an imputation upon the present President of | 


the United States and his Secretary of State. And, 
explain it as we may, it would be regarded. as an 


to the moment of the final | 


TH 


| unwarrantable and offensive assumption by the 
whole civilized world. ` f 

Sir, I am glad to perceive that the language of 
thè President's Message is in some degree con- 
formable to this view. He tells us that the his- 
tory of the negotiation thus far “ affords satisfac- 
tory evidence,” not that no- compromise ought to 
be made, but that “no compromise which the Uni- 
ted States ought to accept can be effected,” 

And this brings me to another of my propo- 


sitions. J take issue with the Message on this 
i paint. I deny that the rejection of the precise 


offer which was made to Great Britain last sum- 
mer has furnished satisfactory evidence that no 
compromise which the United States ought to ac- 
cept can be effected. Certainly, I regret that Great 
| Britain did not accept that offer.. Certainly, I 
think that this question might fairly be settled on 
| the basis of the 49th paralicl; and I believe sin- 
cevely that, if precipitate and offensive steps be 
not taken on our part, the question will be settled 
on that basis. But there may be Jittle deviations 
from that line required to make it acceptable to 
Great Britain; and, if so, we ought not to hesitate 
in making them. 1 deny that the precise offer of 
Mr. Buchanan is the only one which the United 
States ought to accept for the sake of peace. Such 
| a suggestion is an impeachment of the wisdom 
and patriotism of men by no means his inferiors 
who have made other and more liberal offers. 


least as favorable to Great Britain as we have 
three times proposed to her. If we are unwilling 
to give her the navigation of the Columbia, we 
should provide some equivalent for it. If the 

uestion is to be amicably settled, it must be set- 
tled on terms consistent with the honor of both par- 
ties, And nobody can imagine that Great Britain 
will regard it as consistent with her honor to take 


1 a line less favorable to her interests than that which 


she has three times declined within the last thirty 
years, Let me say, however, in regard to the nav- 
igation of the Columbia, that, if I understand it 
aright, it is of very litde importance whether we 
give it or withhold it, as the river is believed not 
to be navigable at all where it is struck by the for- 
| ty-ninth parallel of latitude. T trust that we shall 
not add folly to crime, by going to war rather than 
yield the navigation of an unnavigable river. 

And here, sir, I have a word to say in reference 
to a remark made by the honorable member from 
New York who has just taken his seat, (Mr. Prus- 
ron Kixa.} 1 understood him to say that the 
Administration, in making the offer of the forty- 
i ninth parallel to Great Britain during the last sum- 
mer, did it with the porfect understanding that it 
would be rejected. 1 appeal to the honorable 
» member to say whether | have quoted him cor- 
rectly. 

Mr. KING. IJ said I had heard`it, and believed 
it to be so. 

Mr. WINTHROP. There isan admission to 
which I wish to call the solemn attention of the 
House and of the country. I trast in Heaven 
that the honorable member is mistaken. I trust, 


the Committee on Forcign Affairs will obtain offi- 
cial authority to contradict this statement. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Iwil not wait for 
any authority. 1 deny it most unqualifiedly. 

Mr. P. KING. [have no other authority on 


|i this subject than public rumor, and this I believe 


i 
| to he correct. 

| Mr. WINTHROP. It cannotbe correct, What 
| sort of an Administration are you supporting, if 
| you can believe them to have been guilty of an act 
of such gross duplicity in the face of the world, 
| in order to furnish themselves with a pretext for 
war? I would not have heard their enemy sug- 
gest such an idea, 

Mr. P. KING, (Mr. W. again yielding the floor 
for explanation.) Any man of common sense 
might have known that such a proposition to the 
British Government would be rejected, as it has 
i been, without even being remitted across the 
| water. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Better and better. I thank 
the honorable member even more: for the admis- 
sion he has now made. 

Mr. P. KING, You are welcome to it. 

Mr. WINTHROP. I am under no particular 
obligation to vindicate the course of the present 


| Administration. But, as an American citizen, 
i without regard to party, and with'a single eye to 


Į i 
think that we ought to accept a compromise at |} 7 V ” 
| “as it has been,” I trast it will bethink itself of 


for the honor of the country, that the chairman of | 


; and im 


the honor of my country; I would indignantly 
repel the idea that our Government, in whose- 
soever hands it might be, could’ be guilty:of so” 
scandalous and abominable’an actas that which: 
has now been imputed to it-by-one of its peculiar 
defenders. But- the honorable member admits 
that ary man of common sense must have under- 
stood that the Minister of Great: Britain would 
refuse the offer which was thus (hypocritically, 
as he believes) made, and would refuse it pre- 
cisely as it hay been refused, without even trans- 
mitting it across'the water. What, then, becomes 
of all the indignation which has been expressed 
pried by the Administration and its friends, 


from the Secretary of State downwards, at the 


| rejection, and. more particularly at the manner of 
i the rejection of that offer? Why, it seems, after 
i all, that the honorable member and myself-are not 


so very far apart. This admission of. his is en- 
tirely In accordance with the view which I have 
already expressed, that if any compromise what- 
ever was to be made, (and $ rejoice to find that 
even the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs has this morning emphatically denominated 


| himself a compromiser,) the rejection of this pre- 
| cise offer does not authorize us to leap at once to 


the conclusion that “no compromise which the 
United States ought io accept can be effected.’” 
Tf our Government has thus far made no offer, 
except one which “any man of common sense 
‘might have known would be rejected precisely 


making another hereafter, which will afford to 
Great Britain a Jess reasonable pretext for so sum~ 
mary a proceeding. : à 
But, Mr. Speaker, it is certainly possible that, 
with the best intentions on both sides of the water,’ 
all efforts at negotiating a compromise may fail. 
It may turn out hereafter, though I deny that it is 
yet proved, that no compromise which the United 
States ought to accept can be effected, What 
then? Ts thereé no resort but war? Yes, yes; 
there is still another easy and obvious mode of 
averting that fearful alternative. I mean arbitra- 
tion; a resort -80 reasonable, so just, so conform- 
able tothe principles which govern: us in-our.daily 
domestic affairs, so’ conformable to the spirit: of 
civilization and ‘Christianity, that no man will ven= 
ture to say one word against it in the abstract. But 
then we can find no impartial arbiter, say gentle- 
men; and, therefore, we will have no arbitration. 
Our title is so clear and so indisputable that we ean 
find nobody in the wide world impartial enough. to 
give ita fair consideration! : 
Sir, this is a ‘most unworthy pretence; un- 
worthy of us, and offensive to all mankind. [tis 
doing injustice to our own case and to our own 
character to assume that all the world are preju» 
diced against us. * Nothing but a consciousness of 
having given cause for such a state of feeling 
could have suggested its existence. The day has 
been when we could hold up our heads and ap- 
peal confidently, not merely for justice, but for 
| Sympathy and succor, if they were needed, to 
more than one gallant and generous nation. We 
may do so again, if we will not wantonly outrage 
| the feelings of the civilized world. For myself, 
| there is no monarch in Europe to whom I should 
| fear to submit this question. The King of France, 
j the King of Prussia, the Emperor of Russia, 
| either of them:would -bring-to it intelligence, im- 
partiality and ability, But if there be-a jealousy 
of crowned heads; why not propose‘a. commission 
of civilians? Tf you-will put no trust in princes, 
there are profound jurists, accomplished histo- 
rians, men of learning, philosophy, and science, 
on both sides of the water, from whom a tribunal 
might be. constituted, whose decision upon any 
question would command universal confidence and 
respect. The venerable Gallatin, (to name no 
other American name,) to whose original exposi- 
tion of this question we owe. almost: all that’ is 
| valuable in the papers by which our title has since 
| been enforced, would add the crowning grace to 
| his long life of patriotic service, by-represénting 
his country once more in a tribunal to:which her 
honor, her interests, and her peace might safely be 


| entrusted. At any rate, let us not reject the idea 


of arbitration in the abstracts and if the terms 
| cannot be agreed upon afterwards, we shall:have 
| some apology for not submitting: to it. General 

Jackson, sir, did not regard. arbitration-as-a-mea- 
| sure unfit eiteer for him-or his country fo-adopt. 
| Indeed, it is well understood that he wasiso indig- 
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nant at the ‘King of Holland’s line not 


steps On the -subject of il 
dary. | 

I cannot but regret, Mr, Speaker, that the Presi- | 
dent, in. making up- an issue before the. civilized | 


he Northeastern boun- | 


Š : ; a i 
world, upon which he: claims.to be relieved. from | 
all responsibility which may: follow the failure to | 
settle this question, has omitted all allusion to the 


fact that arbitration on this.subject of Oregon has | 
been once solemnly tendered io us by Great Bri- | 


tain. Tam ‘willing, however, to- put the very best 


constriction, on this: omission of which it is sus- | 


ceptible, andto believe that the President desired 
to leave himself still uncommitted upon the point. | 
‘Without. some. such explanation, it certainly has | 
a most unfortunate and Nigteeenapie look, This! 
omitted fact is, indeed, enough to turn the scale of : 
the public judgment upon the whole issue. Arbi- | 
tration offered by Great Britain, and persevering- | 
ly rejected by us, leaves the responsibility for the 


y 


he Administration cannot escape from the burden 
of that responsibility. And a fearful responsibility 


i 
| 
it is, both to man and to God ! 


Before concluding my remarks, as the clock ad- | 


monishes me I soon must, I desire to revert to one 
or two points to which I alluded briefly at the out- 
set. [have already declared myself opposed to the 
views of my honorable colleague, [Mr. Avams,] 
as to giving the notice to Great Britain. I honest- 
iy believe that the termination of that convention 
of joint occupation (1 eall it by this name for con- 
venience, not perceiving that it makes any material 
difference as to the real questions before us) at this 
moment, under existing circumstanees, and with 
the view, which my honorable colleague has ex- 
pressed, of following it up by the immediate occu- 
pation of the whole of Oregon, would almost un- 
avoidably terminate in war. I sce no probable, 
and hardly any possible, escape from such a conse- 
‘quence. And to what end are we to involve our 
country in such a calamity? I appeal to my hon- 
orable colleague, and to every member on this 
floor, to tell me what particular advantage is to be 
derived trom giving this notice and terminating 
this.convention at this precise moment, and in ad- | 
vance of any amicable adjustment. The honora- 
ble member from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Incer- 
$01.4] has said that this convention is the own child 
of my honorable colleague. It has been twice cs- 
tablished under his auspices, and with the advice 
and consent of statesmen as patriotic and discrimi- 
nating as any who now hold the helm of our Gov- 
ernment. What: evil has it done? What evil is it 
now doing? . 

The honorable member from Pennsylvania has 
given us a rich description of. the rapid influx of 
population into that territory. He has presented 
us with a lively picture of T know not how many 
thousand women and children on their winding 
way to this. promised land’ beyond the mountains. 
Let them go. God speed them! There is nothing | 
in the terms of this convention which impedes their | 
passage, nor anything which prevents us from 
throwing over. them the protection of a limited Ter- i 
ritorial Government... Lam ready to go as far as 
Great Britain has gone in establishing our juris- 
diction there; and no interest, either of. those who 
are going there, or of those who are staying 
here, calls-on us to go further at present. The best 
interests of both parties, on the contrary, forbid 


f 
fj 


being ac- | we might carry on the war in other quarters of the 
cepted by us, that he-declined to take any further |} world or%of our continent, the adoption of such a 


preservation of peace upon our own shoulders. |) 


F 


| course would result in the immediate loss of the 
| whole ofthat territory. This, at least, is my own 
| honest opinion. : n 
; , Asa friend, then, to Oregon, with every dispo- 
| sition to maintain our just rights to that Territory, 
| with the most sincere desire to see that Territory | 
in the possession of such of our own people as dc- | 
sire to occupy it—whether hereafter as an inde- 
pendent nation, as was originally suggested by a 
distinguished Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Bex- 
‘ron,| and more recently by a no less distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. WEBSTER,} or 
as a portion of our own wide-spread and glorious 
Republic—I am opposed to the steps which are 
now about to be so hotly pursued. 

Sir, I feel that I kave a right to express some- 
thing more than an ordinary interest in this matter. 
There is no better element in- our title to Oregon 
than that which has been contributed by Bosten 
enterprise. You ma y talk about the old navigators 
of Spain, and the F 
ment at Astoria, and the survey of Lewis and 
Clarke, as much as you please, but you all come 
back, for your best: satisfaction, to “ Auld Robin 
Gray” in the end. Captain Robert Gray, of Bos- 
ton, in the good ship Columbia, gave you your 
earliest right of foothold upon that soil. Ihave 
scen, within a few months past, the last survivor of 
his hardy crew, still living in a green old age, and 
exhibiting with a pride a few orginal sketches of 
some of the scenes of that now memorable voyage. 
My constituents feel some pride in their connexion 
with the title to this Territory. But in their name 
I protest against the result of their peaceful enter- | 
| prise being turned to the account of an unnecessary 
jand destructive war. I protest against the pure 
| current of the river which they discovered, and to 
which their ship has given its noble name, being | 


i 
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! 
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| 
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! 
lorida treaty, and the settle- ij 


land that very country she is, from day to day» 


now gradually obtaining, by means of this com- 
| vention, Is there an American settler now living 
north of the Columbia? So far as I know or be- 
licve, net one. I have recently conversed with an 
intelligent gentleman who has spent some years In 
that country; and he informs me that the moment 
a citizen of the United States attempts to settle 
north of the river—on the British vide as they per 
ist in calling it—the Hudson Bay Company—the 
| East India Company of that region—sees to it 
that they are removed,and caused to emigrate south 
of the stream. How is this done? By forcible 
;ejectment? Oh no, this agent of the British Gov- 
ernment has far too much worldly wisdom for thats 
| but by gold; by the offer, if it be. necessary, of 
large sums, as an inducement to remove. 

Mr, DOUGLASS. In one case they pulled 
down the cabins of a settler north of the Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. OWEN, On that point T cannot speaks 
ibut this I know, that one American citizen whe 
had attempted to settle near Vancouver received 
eight hundred dollars, to induce him to move into 
the Wailemette valley. What is to be the end of 
all this? Why, it must be apparent to cvery one. 
Unicss, indeed, quarrels breed war, settlement and 
public opinion in that country will alike determine 
the Columbia as the line, and Great Britain will 
i finally become the possessor of every foot north 
of the river. 

Are we prepared for this? Ts that strip of coun 
| try, as the gentleman from Massachusetts would 
intiinate, worthless and not worth contending for? 


Sir, I would as soon abandon to Great Britain 


i every foot of Cregon as to give her up the harkors 
of Puget Sound, lying as they do north of the Co- 
lumbia, but south of 499, Have you remarked, 
sir—you must have done so, if you have followed 
the course of this question—that every proposal 


i 
f 


blood. i 

But while I am thus opposed to war for Oregon, | 
or to any measures which, in my judgment, are 
likely to lead to war, I shall withhold no vote from 
any measures which the friends of the Administra- | 
tion may bring forward for the defence of the coun- | 
try. Whether the bill be for two regiments or for | 
twenty regiments, it shall pass for all me. To the 
last file, to the utmost farthing, they shall have 
mèn and money for the pablic protection. But the 
responsibility for bringing about such a state of 
things shall be theirs, and theirs only. They can 
prevent it if they please. he peace of the coun- 
try and the honor of the country are still entirely 
compatible with each other. The Oregon question 
is sull perfectly susceptible of an amicable adjust- 
ment, and J rejoice to believe that it may still be 
so adjusted. We have had omens of peace in the 
other end, of the Capitol, if none in this. But if 
war comes, the Administration must take the re- 
sponsibility for all its guilt and all its disgrace. 

Mr. W. having concluded 

Mv. OWEN said: The House need not appre- 
hend that I shall trouble them with an hour speech. | 
I have but a very few remarks to make; and I 
should not have risen to make even these few, but 
for my unwillingness that some of the statements | 
which have just fallen from a gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetis [Mr. Winrurop] whom we all respect, 
should go forth, without explanation or contradic- 
tion, 


any such proceeding. Gentlemen talk about fol- 
lowing up this notice by taking immediate posses- | 
sion of the territory. This is sooner said than: 
done. What if Great Britain should happen to, get | 
the start of us.in that proceeding? Such a thing | 
would not be-matter of very great astonishment to | 
those who remember her celerity in such move- | 
ments, and her power to sustain them when once | 
made. -Where should we be then? Would there | 
be no war? 


And what would be the consequences of a war : 


under such cireumstances—the consequences not | 


upon cotton or upon commerce—not upon Boston | 
or Charleston or New York, but. what would be ; 
the consequences so far merely-as Oregon itself is | 
concerned? The ery is now, “ The whole of Ore- | 
gon or none,” and echo would answer under such 
circumstances, ‘none!’ [see not how any man | 
in his senses can resist the conviction that, what- | 
ever compensation we might console. ourselves | 
with, by a cut out of Canada, or by the whole of 
Canada—under whatever circumstances of success 


i 


l 


| 


I come to the main point at once. The gentle- 
man asks: Why should we now give notice of the 
termination of what is popularly called the joint 
occupancy? Why desire, at this time, to termi- 
nate the convention? Or, in fact, where the neces- 
sity ever to terminate it? Why not let things re- 
! main as they are, and proceed to settle the coun- 
ity? Twill answer why; and, in so doing, shall } 
: give the reasons that induced me, two- years ago, | 
jas the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. | 
; Lycersorr] has reminded the flouse, to introduce, 
and seek to have passed, the notice in question. 

: I wished, by the notice, to terminate this con- 
| vention, because the convention is doing us, day 
i by day, much harm. ‘The convention is enabling | 
| Great Britain gradually to obtain all that, by di- 
plomacy, she has sought of us. We offered her 
the latitude of forty-nine as a boundary. She, in 
return, proposed to run that parallel to the Colum- 
bia, and then down the centre of that river to the 
Pacific, in latitude about forty-six. This last pro- 
posal would give her the country north of the river; 


| 


i 
j 


| 


i 
i 
i 


wantonly stained with either American or British H 


made by Great Britain, ofiicially or unofficially, 
is a proposal which divests us of Puget Sound? 
When hard pressed in 1826, they offered to con» 
cede a rocky peninsula lying southeast of Cape 


| 
{ 
i 


| Elattery, but wholly west of Puget Sound, which 


| was to be England’s, And recently, the Albion 
made what may perhaps be deemed a sort of 
semi-official British proposal, namely, to run 
down the Columbia to a point some ten or fifteen 
miles south of the southern extremity of Puget 
Sound, and thence due west to the Pacific; still 
leaving Puget Sound to Great Britain, Let the 
offers be varied as they will, the harbors of Puget 
Sound are not to be ours. Sir, the British Gov- 
ernment contends not for the useless and the une 
profitable. “When they adhere to unreasonable 
demands, it is always for something valuable, and 
of which they know thefvalue.. They know well 
that there is not, from the straits of Fuca clear 
down to 42°, a single harbor where a vessel of 
two hundred tons burden can ride in safety. They 
know that whoever owns these harbors has the 
key to the commerce of the whole country. They 
know, that if things are suffered to run on as at 
present they will have the maritime control of 


i Oregon. 


Such a consummation never can be permitted 
by these States. If, as every one sees must soon 
happen, a great line of communication with China 
and the Jast Indies is established through Oregon, 
i that Ime will, in all probability, terminate on the 
southern extremity of Fuget Sound, and there 
will be the point of embarcation, Needs it more 
| to prove that Oregon, without Puget Sound, is 
almost worthless to us? 

I differ from my friend from New York [Mr. 
| Kina] in the opinion, that our Government offered 
the compromise of forty-nine, with no intention 
that it should he accepted. T believe the offer was 
| made, as the President has said, in deference to 
| the action of his predecessors. I believe the offer 
| was made, in deference, also, to that which v 
may not despise, the public opinion of the world 
—a public opinion which has been mainly formed 
on this point by our own concessions and ofte 
to compromise. Nordo I agree with the gentle- 
; man from New York, that every man of common 
sense must know that Great Britain would refus 
that offer. Every one who has strictly examined 
the subject must, as [ think, come to the conclu- 
| sion, that, as a compromise, it is one far more 
| favorable to Great Britain than she, even on her 
j own grounds of pretension, had a right to expect. 
! The gentleman from Massachusetts talks of vague 
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traditionary discoveries as sources of title. Does | 
he not know that Great Britain, rejecting these, 
now founds her claim on other ground? That her | 
commissioners have officially declared that the | 
rights of the United States and of England, on tie } 
northwest coast, arc now to be traced, not in nar- } 
ratives of: early voyages, many of them apochry- 
phal, but in the text of the Nootka convention 
of 1790? That convention, she declares, contains | 
the entire title—ours and hers. Now, sir, I will 
not, at this time, go into a subject somewhat in- | 
tricate and tedious; but if the House, when the 
Oregon question comes directly before them, will 
afford me an opportunity, I promise to prove, | 
from documents official and uncontested, even if | 
we grant to England all she asserts in regard to | 
this celebrated-convention, and admit that it is in i 
force to the present day; that, even then, a com- į 
promise founded on this very document, thus 
claimed by England as the sole just foundation of 
territorial right in Oregon, would be a compromise 
at latitude fifty-two, not at latitude forty-nine; and 
that when our Government, as she has so often 
done, has. offered forty-nine, she has stricken otf, 
for the sake of peace, three entire degrees, and 
that, too, from her just demand, supposing it 
founded on the very convention are England 
sets up as the charter of her rights in Oregon. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts has said 
that peace—any peace—is in itself an honor. 1 
must differ from him in that opinion. I hope and 
believe that there is not on this floor one more 
sincerely friendly to peace, one more desirous to 
see it maintained, than myself. But there may 
be peace, not only not honorable, but utterly dis- | 
graceful; peace obtained by truckling, peace tol- 
erating gross injustice. And, more, there may 
peace for the moment, to be followed by aggra- 
vated war ere long. 
dote related by a revolutionary writer. lt was on 
the eve of the great struggle which made America 
free, that a certain. man was standing at his door, 
his little boy by his side, and engaged in conver- 
sation anche the apprehended war. It was 
argued that, sooner or later, it was evident there 
must be a rupture with Great Britain; and that all 
that could be done was to delay it for a season. 


“Wel,” said he, ‘‘at any rate, let me have peace |! 


in my day!” How just and noble the sentiment 
of the writer, who remarks, that if that man had 
felt as a parent should, his language would have 
been far different; he would have said: “Lf war | 
must come, let it come now, that my child may | 
have peace.” Hollow peace is neither honorable | 
nor profitable; and hollow that peace must be that | 
leaves the entire question of territorial right west 
of the Rocky mountains vague and open. Do 
you believe, sir, that our people—those of our 
western frontier especially—are to be tied down to 
the line of the Columbia, because Great Britain, 


or her Hudson Bay Company, sees fit to seek to || 


prevent settlement north of that river? And even 
if they were permitted to setile there, how long, 
think you, will they be content, without title to 
lands, which we cannot give, ull, by the notice, 
this convention is terminated.? It avails us little 
to postpone a declaration of war here, and-trans- 
fer war itself to Oregon. 

Sir, there is another remark of the gentleman į 
from Massachusetts, on which I have a word to 
say. The world, he says, will not hold us blame- 
less, if, in case we cannot otherwise settle this dif- 
ference, we decline to refer it toarbitration. Great 
Britain, he reminds us, has proposed to arbitrate 
If the gentleman has read the early history of the 
dispute between Spain and Great Britain in regard 
to this very territory, he knows, that, in the course 
of the negotiations of 1790, between Count Florida | 
Blanca and Alleyne Fitzherbert, this very offer to 
arbitrate was made by Spain to Great Britain; with 
the additional admission (not now made by Eng- 
land to us) that she herself might select the arbi- 
ter. Was that proposal agreed to then by Great 
Britain? No, sir. She declared that she would 
intrust the settlement of her rights to no third per- 
son. Itill becomes her, now, to find fault with our 
refusal.. The truth is, we have already offered the 
very utmost we ought, under any circumstances, 
to accede to.. To what purpose, then, an arbitra- 
tion? 

A single word more, sir, and- I shall close. it 
is in reply to the argument of the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, that our Spahish title, of which we 
say so much now-a-days, was thought so little of 


j 
{ 


|| was delivered with such exceeding animation and 


Tam reminded of an anec- |) 


| 


| of the negotiations of that year. If the gentleman | 


| by which, first and alone, we obtained the Spanish | 
tite to Oregon, he will find the date to be 1819. i 
How could we plead, in 1818, a branch of our title | 
we did not acquire until a year afterwards? The | 
gentleman must see that that argument is good for | 
nothing. During the negotiations of 1818, our coms | 
missioners were scrupuiously careful in stating, 
that they did not contend that our title to Oregon 
was perfect, but only that it was good as against | 
England. This has sometimes, by superficial ob- | 
servers, been quoted against us as a weak conces- 
sion ; whereas, in fact, it was but a just reservation 
of the rights of Spain. 

1 owe to the House an apology for the very. 
desultory character of these remarks, drawn from 
me, on the moment, by some points requiring an 
answer in the speech of the gentleman from Massa- 
| chusctts. 

Mr, BAKER, of Iinois, now obtained the floor, 
band, the hour being late, moved to adjourn; but 
| the motion was rejected by the House. So he 
| proceeded with his speech. Much of it, however, 


i rapidity as to-defy anything like an attempt to 
give a perfect report of it. We can but sketch 
i some of its prominent points. 
| Mr. B. was understood to say that he could not, 
would not, vote an appropriation for any object 
but fortifications, till he could be able to judge 
from the manifestations in that Louse whether we 
were to have peace or war, Being constrained to 
j act according to the convictions of his own mind, 
he must differ much from some things that had 
| been said in the debate. He understood it to be | 
| the chief aim of the present discussion to give the 
several committees an opportunity of knowing 
what was the temper and what would be the prob- 
able determination of the House, that they might 
shape their respective measures for a prospect of 
peace or war. Now, Mr. B. went for the whole 
of Oregon; for every grain of sand that sparkled 
in her moonlight, and every pebble on its wave- 
worn strand. ft was ours—all ours; ours by 
treaty—ours by discovery. 
Mr. B. might as well at once address himself to 

a point which had excited some sneers: namgly, 
to the doctrine that it was our manifest destiny to 
come into the ultimate possession of this territory 
| of Oregon. There was such a thing as the mani- 
| fest destiny of a nation; and Mr. B. doubted not 
that the Pilgrim ancestors of his eloquent friend 
| an Waixturor] had in their day beheld in “rapt 
| dream and solemn vision’ all that the sight of 
which now made our hearts to glow, 


That man 
must be poor in discernment who could sce nothing 
like a destiny of freedom, of wealth and power, in 
a country such as ours, inhabited by twenty mil- 
lions of such a population. It was a destiny to 
which Mr. B. could not shut his eyes; and it ap- 
plied to this question of Oregon with a force that 
deserved some better reply than a sneer. His 
friend appeared to consider this notion ofa mani- 
fest destiny, as having proceeded, like the Mormon 
bible, fom some dark hole or cavern in the State 
of Illinois. If it did, this was not the first time 
when there had broken from the deepest darkness | 
a ray of heavenly light so brilliant as to iluminate 
the world. But he could say to that gentleman 
į that this notion came from no such source, bnt | 
| was incorporated in the nature of man and in the | 
| history of nations ; it is a thought that leaps forth 
from the American heart like a bright sword from 
its scabbard. There was such a thing asa destiny | 
for this American race—a destiny that would yet | 
appear upon the great chart of human history. It 
was already fulfilling, and that was a reason wh 

we could now refuse to Great Britain that whic 

we had offered her in 1818 and 1824. Reasons 
existed now in our condition which did not exist 
then. Who at that time could have divined that our 


if not to Zacatecas, to Potosi, to California? No, 
we had a destiny, and Mr. B. felt it. 
President Monroe had declared it in his Message | 
of 1823; Mr. Webster had glanced- at it in his 
speech on the Panama mission, that, though Cuba 
was not ours, and we did not want it, yet if any 


| in 1818, that we did not even urge it in the course || 


boundary was to be extended to the Rio del Norte, || 


European Power should take forcible possession 
of it, the world would pronounce such an act.an | 
aggression on our rights. And why?- Because | 
Cuba was the “ tongue which God had placed in 


| an appeal, and would still -insis 


the Gulf of Mexico? to dictatë commercial law to 
all who" sought the Caribbean sea: . And England 


will take the trouble to refer to the date of the treaty |l was not to be allowed to take Cuba.or hold Oregon; 


because we; the people of the United. States, had 
spread, were spreading, and intended to. spread,and 
should spread, and go on to-spread. [A Jaugh.] 
Mr. B. insisted that we -had a right to look-to 
the futare, and make it a rule for the present; and 
it was our right and our duty to. provide for future 
generations as well as for ourselves.. And on this 
principle he pet the Oregon question... What had 
England to do with Oregon? What-did she want 
with it? For his own part, Mr. B. had not much 
regard on the question of title to musty. records 
and the voyages of old sea captains, or to Spanish 
treaties, because we had a higher and a better title 
under the law of nature and of nations; ‘because 
no other nation might be allowed to interfere with 
Oregon consistently with our safety. Russia, for 
example, might claim other and larger territorial 
rights than Austria or Prussia could, because Rus- 
sian population could extend, and could enlarge its 
limits, while Austria and Prussia were hemmed in 
by surrounding nations. We had a continent be- , 
fore us in which to spread our free principles, our 
language, our Jiterature,and power; and we had 
a present right to provide for this future progress. 
To do so was to secure our safety, in the widest 
and the highest sense; afd this our destiny had 
now become so manifest that it could not fail but 
by our own folly. Supposing a British captain 
could now discover some great island immediately 
on our coast, and commanding one of our harbors, 
would we allow England to take and to hold that 
island because it was a British captain. that dis» 
covered it? No; we should proceed on the prin- 
ciple of the national safety, and we should take 
and hold the island just as Great Britain now 
held Gibraltar. Divide Oregon by the Columbia 
river! Why, we could scarcely keep peace on the 
Canada line, though both nations desired it. But 
if we were to have a British territory on one side of 
the Columbia, and an American on the other, what 
could we expect but war and bloodshed, and that 
of the very worst kind, because it would arise from 
a thousand petty local causes.e 808 fo) os 
My, B. said. he’ scarcely believed’ Gre 
would make war with'us at all, but certainly every... 
argument here offered for peace couldbe better 
addressed elsewhere. “England had:no such horror 
of war as some gentlemen here seemed ‘to feel. 
But he did not think we must have war if we once 
terminated the joint occupation of: Oregon. He 
thought the best way, and surest, to bring a war 
upon ourselves was to show a cringing and.a cow- 
ardly spirit, and to hesitate in going for what was 
our own. Mr. B, here madea strong appeal to 
those gentlemen who had pledged themselves for 
Oregon in the Baltimore Convention. In that body 
they went for the whole of Oregon; but it was then 
for a political object. Would they talk as:strongly 
now? Were they ready to follow the venerable 
man (Mr. Anama] who inherited the blood of an- 
cestors who had ever been ready to resist. every 
foreign foe—a man whose strongest passion was 
his love for his country. 
Mr. B. had not advocate 


d the occupation of Ore- 


i gon in 1844, because he thought it ought not to be 


made a party question; but we-were now in differ- 
ent circumstances. Now the President had assert- 
ed our right, and negotiation was suspended... Why 
should we give it up? Were we afraid of Great 
Britain? -Would‘a war ‘hurt us amy more than it 
would hurt her?. Might wenot say to England, 
You have no need of war for-glory; you have 
gained it on every sea and-in every land; your tri- 
umphs are written in every language—have been 
celebrated by orators and sung by poets in every age 
and clime; you have triumphed. at the Nile—you 
have triumphed at Trafalgar—you have triumphed 
at Seringapatam—you have triumphed at Water- 
loo: in war, in council, in science, in the-liberal 
arts, in morals and religion—in all that can make a 
nation great, powerful, and illustrious, you have 
been pre-eminent over all the world:-and-why-do - 
you now-seek to make war with us to wrest ‘from 
us a barren territory which, though.valuable tous 
from its position, can be of but little consequence 
to you? If Great Britain shouldbe deaf-to such 
extending. her 
trusted that we 
swe had swept 
of ‘her em- 


dominion over our shores, M: 
should never sheath: the: swerd 
every trace and memorial and: footstep 
pire from this entire continents. 
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: The sentiments and feelings of the West on this 
subject were greatly misunderstood. He felt tha tI 
standing here he represented fifty. thousand Whig 
votes in Tilinois, and, unfortunately, that-he was 
the only representative of the Whig votes of the 
adjacent States of Missouri: and Arkansas and 
Michigan, and a long’ list of States besides—too 
long to'be pleasant for him to recite, [much laugh- 
ter,]—and: in their namé:he wished gentlemen to 
understand what it was that the West desired on 
the subjéct.of war.: ‘They felt the liveliest sympa- 
thy with their: brethrén in’ the East and in thé 
South in-regard tó the dangers of their commerce. 
And how could if-be otherwise? “Was it not their 
commerce that carried abroad the produce of the 
West? And he wished them to understand that 
whenever their interests were assailed, and the foe 
was to be met man to man in the open field, then 
the best blood of the West was ready to be poured 
out. Poor though they were, what better evidence | 
could they give of devotion to their country than | 
poùring out their blood upon the earth for her 

onor or defence? It was all they had. And such 
men were not to be told that because our cities on 
the seaboard were great and wealthy and powerful, 
the honor of the country must be sacrificed to their 
particular interests. Yet they were for peace, if it 

could be had with honor. 

Mr. B. was for peace, but it depended upon how 
that peace was won. Athens had peace with Phil- 
ip; but was itan honorable peace? Was it ‘in 
itself the highest of honors?” Had not Demos- 
thenes: besought them: to devote a theatrical fund 
to the support of the army, and implored in vain? 
Sir, the acts’of a dishonorable peace do but forge 
the fetters to bind a nation. How had_ every Re- 
public in history obtained her glory? Was it by | 
arts, and literature, and refinement? Or was it not 
by the stern’ spirit of freedom, which loved war į 
rather than yield to dishonor? Mr. B. considered 
that peace as the highest of honors which was 
won by arms in contending for our rights, He in- 
sisted that if we yielded for peace sake a part of 
the territory which was justly ours, it would not 
be an honorable peace. It had been said that we 
had once offered compromises, and therefore should 
do it again. Yes, we had; but that was when we 
did not see, in the same glorious light we now be- 
held it, the nation’s manifest destiny. Our offers 
of compromise had been scornfully rejected; and 
now, were we bound to repeat then? Now, Pres- 
ident Polk and Mr. Secretery Buchanan and the 
Democratie Convention of Baltimore had all pledg- 
ed themselves to the world that Oregon was ours— 
that all Oregon was ours; and now, when the eyes 
of the world were fixed upon us, must we give it 
up? He would never give it up; never, after it had 
once been offered to.a nation that was too Raugh- 
ty to accept our compromise. The West did: not 
want the notice to be given for the sake of a war; 
but they believed that there was such a thing as 
national honor, and neither Eastern commerce nor | 
pleat nde cotton should induce them ever to aban- |! 

on. ite : 

Forhimself, Mr. B: had no leaning to the pres- | 
ent Administration. If a word of his would put 
Mr. Polk out of office, he should go out to-mor- | 
row; but on a national question like this, Mr. B. 
stood ready to. sustain him. Were our negotia- 
tions closed or not? He would be glad if the gen- | 
tleman from Ilinois would inform him. 

[Mr. DOUGLASS, They are closed.] ! 

Then he wanted to know what was to be done 
with the Oregon bill. He must know this before | 
he was ready to vote any increase of our army. 
Our little army ‘of. five or six thousand men had 
been sufficient to guard our country, and the terror 
of the American name was of itself a sufficient 
safeguard without any army. And Mr. B. would 
not vote to increase our. military force until the 

President himself should tell us that war was com- i 
ing. Whenever he should say that, then Mr. B. |! 
would vote without stint for army, navy, forts, |: 
volunteers, riflemen, dragoons, Sappers, miners— it 


anything and everything that was necessary to |: 
maintain the honor of the country. i! 

It was sometimes asked, where was our title to | 
Oregon? The gentleman from Massachusetts had | 
said that echo answered, where? He was sure he | 
did not misunderstand the honorable gentleman | i 
when. he said that ours was not only the best title, j 
but one almost, if not quite, susceptible of proof 
in a court of. justice. If so, why surrender it? | 
Why divide? ‘Why arbitrate? We need 4 foot: | 


| 
| 
i 
i 


i 
i 
| 


f 
l 
i 
i 


it 
i 


hold on the Pacific; our commerce requires it; our 
present and our future interests require it. Can a 
division of territory, and such a division, secure it? 
Why arbitrate? The honorable gentleman him- 
self says he would not leave it to a crowned head, 
but rather ‘to private individuals, to eminent 
men.” Since when, sir, has a great nation divested 
itself of the emblems of its pomp and the ensigns 
of its sovereignty, and, doffing its imperial purple, 
appeared in the antechamber of some private citi- 
zen as a suppliant for conditions on which peace 
might be preserved? Did we arbitrate with Mexi- 
co for Texas? Did. Great Britain arbitrate. with 
Spain for this same territory? Did she. arbitrate 
with China, or the Affghans? No,sir. After our 
broad, deliberate reiteration of title to the whole 
territory, how can we arbitrate? Let us trust there 
will be no war; but, if it should come, how can we 
struggle in a nobler cause than for our soil and 
our honor? Mr. Speaker, if, from this claim, an 
echo shall come back, it may not come from Ore- 
gon, but it will come from the Canadas. Sir, it 
will be “the last. echo ofa host o’erthrown.”’ The 
British power will be swept from this continent 
forever; and though she may, “like the Sultan 
sun, struggle upon the fiery verge of heaven,” she 
must yield at last to the impulses of freedom, and 
to the touch of that destiny which shall crush her 
power in the Western hemisphere. 

Mr. B. having concluded, 

Mr. McDOWELL obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed to a motion for adjournment, which prevailing, 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 

Petitions, Memorials, &c., were presented, and 
referred under the rule, as follows: 

By Mr. JAMES H. JOHNSON: ‘The petition of Benja- 
min G, Perkins, praying for the allowance of a pension, as 
an invalid, in consideration of disabilities incurred during 
his service in the United States army. me 

By Mr, LEWIS: A petition of numerous citizens of New 
York, for an appropriation to build a light-house and com- 
plete the harbor at the mouth of Cattaraugus creck, New 


ork, 

i By Mr. MOSELY : A similar petition of citizens of Buf- 
ato. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of John McCord and 
190 other citizens of Jackson in the county of Butts, in 
Georgia, asking for the establishment of a tri-weekly mail 
route between Covington and Forsyth, via Loftus’s store, 
Jackson, Indian Springs, and Gullelsville. 

Also, the petition of Sylvanus Bell and 47 other citizens 
of Indian Springs and vicinity, asking for the same. 

Also, the petition of Robert Mays and 30 other citizens of 
Butts county, Georgia. asking for the same thing. 

By Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS: The petition of Jose Car- 
scillo, praying confirmation ‘for a claim to a tract.of land 
therein described. 

By Mr, MORSE: The petition of Jas. H. Caldwell, pray- 
ing for compensation for work done on the Marine Hospital 
at New Orleans not included in the contract, but ordered 
and approved by the agents of the Government. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 114 inhabitants of the town 
of Elizabeth, in the county of Jo Daviess, State of Ilinois, 
asking a grant of 120 acres of land upon which said town is 
built, under such regulations as Congress may deem neces- 
sary, the proceeds of the sale thereof to be appropriated to 
thè purposes of education in said town. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of W. B. Snow- 
hook and others, for a mail route from Chicago, via Mulford, 
Stebbins, Gross Point, Ellisville, and Litilefort, to South- 
port, Wisconsin. 
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PETITIONS. 

Mr. LEWIS asked that the petition of Charles 
G, Page, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Patents; which was ordered. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the petition of David 
Little, asking compensation for extra services per- 
formed at the Patent Office as a messenger; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of 


Hannah Atwood, widow of F. A. Drew, asking |) 


a pension; which was referred to the Committee 


; on Pensions, - 


Mr. UPHAM presented a remonstrance against 
the admission of Texas into the Union; which 
was laid on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill for the relief of James Bogardus, 
whose petition for renewal of a patent was referred 
to said committee. 

On motion of Mr. L., no objection being made, 
the bill was read a first and second time. 


'| or garrison to administer the oath 


Mr. L. moved that the bill be engrossed for a 
third reading, if there was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS remarked that, although he had no 
personal feeling with regard to the passage of the 
bill, as it involved a patent-right, which was an 
important matter, he hoped that it would lie 
over. 

The motion for the third reading of the bill was 
then withdrawn. ` 

BILLS. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported the following bill, 
which was read a first time : ‘ 


An Act establishing certain post routes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be, and is hereby estab- 
lished, a post route from New Orleans, in the State 
of Louisiana, along the Gulf coast to Galveston, 
thence to Velasco, to Matagorda, to Pass Aransas, 
and to Corpus Christi, in Texas; thata post route 
be also established from Galveston to the city of 
Houston, thence to Montgomery, to Washington, 
to Independence, to La Grange, to Bastrop, and 
thence to the city of Austin; and that it be the 
duty of the Postmaster General to contract for 
carrying a mail on said routes as soon as can con- 
veniently be done, after the passage of this act. 


| Mr. SPEIGHT said he would like to hear the 
bill presented by the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Nires] read. He believed that it was a 
standing rule of the Senate to refer bills providing 
for the establishment of post routes to the printing 
| committee; and if it was not now too late, as the 
bill introduced was an important one, he hoped it 
would be read. 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. BREESE, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce “ A bill authorizing 
‘persons to whom reservations of land had been 
‘made under Indian treaties, to alienate the same 
‘in fee;”? which was read a first and second time, 


|i and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. ASHLEY, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce “A bill for the relief 
‘of David M. Williamson, of Oak county, in the 
| * State of Arkansas;”? which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the Speaker had 
signed the joint resolution to print the annual esti- 
mates, and requesting the signature of the Vice 
| President thereto. 

The PRESIDENT having read the title of the 
| joint resolution, signed the same. 
Mr. EVANS gave notice of his intention to ask 
i leave of the Senate to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Noah Conklin. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. UPHAM presented the following resolu- 
tions of inquiry, which were adopted : 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of so amending the act entitled “ An act to regulate 
the pay of the army while on fatigue duty,” ap- 
| proved March 2, 1819, as to allow the non-comimis- 
; Sioned officers, musicians, and privates of the army 
| employed on constant labor at work on fortifica- 
tions, cutting roads, &c., eighteen cents per day, 
in licu of fifteen cents and an extra gill of spirits, 
now allowed by said act. 
| Resolved, That the said committee be further in- 
i Structed to inquire into the expediency of author- 
| izing the commanding officer of a permanent fort 
2 r required by law 
i to a recruit on his inlisting, or a soldier on re-in- 
' listing, in the service of the United states, 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on Contingent 
| Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred a 
; resolution to reduce the cost of the printing of the 
| Senate, submitted by Mr. Charron on the 10th of 
December last, reported the following joint resolu- 
i uon, as a substitute therefor; which was read a 


| first time : 


ij A Joint Resolution regulating the printing of Con- 


gress, and establishing the compensation of the 
same. 

_ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
i tives of the United States of America in Congress 


i assembled, That from and after the passage of this 
resolution, the printing of the two Houses of Con- 


TH 


E 


gress shall be subject to the following regulations: l| 
When any message, report, or document commu- | 
nicated to both- Houses of Congress, shall be or- 
dered to be printed by the Senate,-the Secretar 
shall ascertain whether. the same has been previ- | 
ously ordered to be printed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and if so, the copies ordered by the 
Senate shall be supplied by the printer of the House’ 
of Representatives, for which there shall be no 
charge for composition; and if any message, re- 
port, or document shall be ordered to be printed by 
the Fouse of Representatives, it shall be the duty 
of the Clerk to ascertain whether the same has 
been previously ordered to be printed by the Sen- 
ate; and if so, the copies ordered by the House | 
shall be furnished by the printer to the Senate, and | 
no charge for composition shall be allowed therefor; i 
and should an additional number of copies of any | 
such document be ordered by cither House, they || 
shall be furnished by the printer to the House which ‘| 
ürst ordered the printing of the document, and for | 
which no compensation for composition shall be | 
allowed: Provided, however, That if, for the purpose l 
of despatch, or any other cause, it shall be neces 
sary to fulfil any order for printing of either House |} 
of any document which had been previously order- || 
ed to be priated, the Committee on Contingent Ex. | 


a 
& 


| time, he was instructed lo offer as a substitute for 
i: > 5 ue 
the report presented by the chairman [Mr. C. J. | 


pensesof the House making such order, may direct i 
that such document be again composed, or put into || 
type; in which case composition shall be charged |! 
and allowed: and all printing ordered by either || 
Fouse of Congress, when the number of copies i 
does not exceed five thousand, shall be paid for ata || 
rate of compensation not exceeding twenty per cen- |} 
tum less than the rates fixed and established by the || 
joint resolution of 1819; and when the number of 
copies shall exceed five thousand, the compensation 
shall not exceed thirty-three and one-third per cen- | 
tum less than the rates allowed by said joint resolu- 
tion of 1819; and when the Committee on Contin- |! 
gent Expenses of cither House shall direct a sec- || 
ond composition, to execute any order for print- |} 
iag, the printing shall be done by the printer to the |; 
puse making such order: and when any order for |! 
printing requires maps or charts, the same shall be | 
if 


gotained under the direction of the Committee on | 
Contingent Expenses of the House making such |} 
order; and all expenses for printing shall be paid i 
from the contingent fand of the two Houses; each || 
Louse paying for the printing ordered by it, except || 
the expense of composition, which shall be paid |i 
by the House which first ordered the document or i} 
paper to be printed; and if there shall be second || 
composition, it shall be paid for by the House || 
whose Committee on Contingent Expenses shall 
authorize and direct the same; and when extra i| 
copies of any docament shall be ordered by both || 
JTouses, aud the same are executed by the same 
yrinter, the copies shall be delivered to the two | 
a iace simultaneously, iu proportion to the whole | 
number of copies which the Houses have respec- 
tively ordered. 
The Senate adjourned. 


an 


SE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxpay, January 5, 1846. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. f 
The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order would he the call of the States for such 
resolutions as would not give rise to debate. 
Ir, KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 


HOU 


OREGON. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee | 
on Foreign Affairs, moved that the rules of the | 
House be suspended to cnable him to make a re- | 
port. R ` N 
And the question being taken, and two-thirds 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus- 
pended. À H 

The resolution was read, and some diffculty | 
was suggested as to its form—the words ‘Senate | 
concurring,” é&c., stand in the place of the usual 
words “by the Senate and House of Representa- |! 
tives,” &. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, remarking that there 
was concurrence enough by the language of the | 
resolution, said he was instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs to move that it be referred 


i! ude of the joint resolution, | 


| tions ask permission to report, that the third arti- | 


| That any country that may be claimed by either 


Jan. 8, 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and that it be made the. special order of the 
day for the first Monday of February next, ~ 

ae of“ No—no—that is too late, say to-mor- 
row. ; 

The resolution having undergone some verbal 
alteration, had its first and second reading, in the 
following words: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States | 
forthwith cause notice to be given to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, that the convention between 
the United States and Great Britain, concerning the 
‘Territory of Oregon, of the sixth of August, T827, | 
signed at London, shall be annulled and abrogated 
twelve months after the expiration of the said term 
of notice, conformably to the second article of the 


said convention of the sixth of August, 1827. i 


Mr. G. DAVIS, a member of the committee, | 
now rose and said that he had a report from the | 
minority of the committee; which, at a proper : 


Incersou.] in behalf of the majority. As the re- | 
port was short, he (Mr. D.) hoped that the House 
would so far indulge him as to allow it to be read 
at this time. 

After some unimportant conversation as to the 


Mr. WENTWORTH rose and addressed the 
Chair. 

Mr. G. DAVIS claimed the floor; and inquired 
for what day it was proposed to make this resolu- | 
tion the special order. 

The SPEAKER explained. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he did not wish | 
to interfere with the report of the minority of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER said the motion for a special 
order was not debatable. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked leave to have the report 
of the minority read, before the question was 
taken. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped no objection 
would be made. 

[Cries fron all parts of the House, “ Read it, 
read it.” 

Mr. G. DAVIS then presented a report in be- 
half of the minority of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs; and, ascending the Clerk's platform, read 
it himself, as follows: 

The minority of the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


cle of the convention between the United States 
and Great Britain of October, 18]8, provides: 


‘party on the northwest coast of America west- 
‘ward to the Stony mountains, shall, together with 
‘its harbors, bays, and creeks, and the navigation 
‘of all rivers within the same, be free and open, 
‘for the term of ten years from the date of the sig- 
‘nature of the present convention, to the vessels, | 
‘citizens, and subjects of the two Powers,” &e. 

The convention between the same parties of Au- 
gust, 1827, in its first article, stipulates: “ AH 
‘the provisions of the third article of the conven- 
‘tion coneluded between the United States of 
‘America and his Majesty the King of the United | 
t Kingdom of Great Britain and ireland, on the j 
t 20th of October, 1818, shall be, and they are herc- | 
‘by, further indefinitely extended and continued | 
in force, in the same manner as if all the provi- 
sions of the said article were herein spccifically 
recited.” i } 

The second article of the latter convention pro- 
vides: “ft shal] he competent, however, to either 
“of the contracting parties, in case either should 
‘think fit, at any time after the 20th October, 1828, 
“on giving due notice of twelve months to the other 
‘contracting party, to annul and abrogate this con- 
‘vention: and it shall, in such case, be accordingly 
‘entirely anoulled and abrogated, after the expi- 
‘ration of the said term of notice.” 

In his Message at the beginning of the present 
session of Congress, the President states the pur- 
port of these articles, and recounts the several 
efforts made by our Government to terminate b 
negotiation our conflicting claims with England in 
the Oregon country; and premising that “ all at- 
tempts to compromise having failed,” conclides: 


G 
€ 
‘ 


«This notice it would, in my judgment, be proper i| 


“to give; and I recommend that provision be made | 


‘ by law for giving it accordingly, and terminating, 
“in this: manner, the convention of the 6th of Au- 
«gust, 1827. 82 gine ears S 

The first, and a very grave matter for inquiry 
whether the President can properly invoke Con. 
gross to aid him in giving ‘this notice; and whether 
the co-operation.of the House—a branch of the 


is, 


| law-making power, and invested by the Constitu- 


tion with no Executive function whatever—can be 
properly united with the President and the Senate 
In the act of giving this notice? Cannot the-notice 
be given without the concurrence of the House? 
If it can be, would: not such an interference be 
without the scope.of its powers? a 

The House had no agency in the formation of 
this convention with England. It is a treaty with 
a foreign Government, that. was made. properly, 
and that could only be made by the President and 
the Senate. . The sanction of the House was never 
given to it, nor was this necessary for its full and 
complete efect. There are two modes by which 
| this treaty may be terminated. First, by a decla- 
ration of war; secondly, by giving the notice. of 
twelve months, according to its stipulation. . In 
the first mode the concurrence.of the House would. 
be a necessary constituent; and if the President 
had deemed that the best, it would not only have 
been proper, but indispensable, that he should ask 
the co-operation of the House. » But what-warrant 
| has the House to act in the other modé of putting 
| an end to this treaty? The constitution no more 
| confers upon it any power, or agency, to terminate 
a treaty than to make one, except only by a decla- 
ration of war, which dissolves all subsisting trea- 
ties. The provision for the notice is a part, and 
an essential part, of this treaty. The act of giving 
the notice is a high discretionary power, created 
not by the Constitution, but, by the President. in 
negotiating, and by the Senate in ratifying, a treaty 
with such a provision. It is a treaty of indefinite, 
i but still of temporary continuance. The treaty- 
making power might, at any time, with the consent 
| of Great Britain, modify it, as once has been done. 
The same power may at any time put an end to 
it; and its existence.is but. the -operating continu- 
ous will of this power for that.purpose. [ts termi- 
nation may. at any time. be effected by the. with- 
drawal of the ‘same will for its longer existence. 
The House may be, and often is, required to exert: 
appropriate legislative powers in the execution of 
treaties; but this notice is not one of that class. 
lt has no property of a legislative power. It is 
executive in its essence, or it is, in our system, of 
the nature of, and incident to, the treaty-making 
| power. It is a high discretion, pertaining not to 
i our internal affairs, but to our relations witha for- 
eign Government, created by. this treaty-making 
power itself, resting with it, and. depending upon 
its will alone for the exercise. Suppose the Presi- 
dent, of himself, had given this notice; would it 
| have terminated the treaty? Without deciding the 
| grave problem of the validity and effect of such 
notice, no one will hardly doubt that if he had 
communicated with the Senate in secret session 
upon this subject, and he, with the concurrence of 
two-thirds of that. body, had given the notice, it 
would have been done properly and constitution- 
ally. 

To give this notice rests properly with the trea- 
ty-making power. The maintenance of all our 
foreign intercourse pertains: to the President.. He 
negotiates treaties and submits them. confidentially 
i to the Senate, which approves:.or rejects. them, 
| Secret and confidential ‘relations subsist between ` 
| him and the Senate,.such-as he does not and can- 
| not have with. the House. -A -proper judgment 
upon. the question of this. notice might depend 
upon a full knowledge, in all its minuteness, of the 
existing diplomatic correspondence, pending pro- 

ositions, verbal or written, and. all the relations 
between. our Government and that of England. 
| All this information the President might commu- 

nicate under the seal of confidence and secrecy to 
the Senate. The House would have no-right to 
; demand it of bim, and it might be improper for 
him to impart it. If he did, the House-would: be 


possessed of it, subject to no inviolabili yet 
secrecy might be. very necessary... Suppose, too: 


the House should decide against the propriety of 
giving this notice, its judgment- against that of the 
President and the Senate would effect nothing prac- | 
| tically.. He and two-thirds of that body could-give ` 
the notice in defiance. of the House; cand whatever. 
way it might act upon-the subject, they could conis 
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stitutionally disregard and overrule. . It is. then 
deemed to be cleariy established, that the House 
is not a necessary party to give this notice; thatit 
might, in fact, be- given without consulting it, and | 
against its expressed judgment. 

It is-not. deniedthat the House might, in the 
form of resolution, express. its opinion upon. the 
Subject of this notice; or any such public matter 
appertaining to the General Government; but these | 
resolutions would be merely abstract opinions, of 
no practical operation, and having no authority but 
their moral weight. The House, by its resolution, | 
might declare that it was expedient or inexpedient 
to give this notice; and if in the one form or the 
other, the President might or might not give heed 
to it. ‘But it has no power to originate, or to con- 
cur ina legislative proceeding, whether in the form 
of joint resolution or bill to authorize this notice to 
he given. It can neither give nor withhold power 
to that end. 

It is conceded, that the concurrence of the House 


in a resolution or bill authoriziug this notice į 


would not in any degree affect its validity. But 
its adoption by the two departments of Govern- 


ment, in thé form of a legislative proceeding, would | 


transfert it from the treaty-making to the law- 
making power, and in this mode the incidental 
but important question, whether the assent of two- 
thirds of the Senate would be necessary, might be 
evaded, tt would also tend to break down the par- 
tition of our Government among various branches, 
by mixing up the House in an operation which 
the Constitution had intrusted to other function- 
aries. And why should. the House, by a violation 
of all propriety in-form, and without any effective 
authority over the subject, make itself a party to 
this proceeding? If the notice be expedient and 
proper, it has become so without its act. 


arbitrate the controversy, and by his closing fur- 


ther negotiation. These were his own acts, about || 


which this (louse had no constitutional right to 
interfere. The President asked not its advice or 
interposition in them, whether they be proper or 
not. He alone was competent to their perform- | 
ance, and he alone ought to be held responsible; 
butif the House thus irregularly unite in author- | 
izing the notice, it voluntarily assumes and divides | 
this responsibility with the President. If the 
House distrusted the President in this matter, it 
might pass a monitory resolution, operating mor- 
ally, to quicken or ‘restrain: his-action.. But it is 
his business, not thatof the House. In the pres- 
ent state of the question, without expressing an 
opinion whether the notice ought or ought not to 
be given, and as the solution of that question. is 
constitutionally for him, or for him. acting with 
the Senate, the House ought. to be content to leave 
him to-his proper judgment, discretion, and respon~ 
sibility. Wherefore, . 
Resolved, That the question whether a notice to 
terminate the convention between the United States | 
of America ‘and Great Britain, of- October, 1818, 
and continued in force by the convention of Au- 
gust, 1827, ought to be given, is not a matter for | 
the decision-of Congress, and upon it. this House, 
at the present, refrains from’ the expression of any 


opinion. . : ‘ 
GARRETT DAVIS. 
TRUMAN SMITH. 
CALEB B. SMITH. 

The reading having been concluded— 

Mr. PRICE rose and suggested that the report 
of the chairman of the Committee on Forcign AF- | 
fairs. be made the special order of the day for to- | 
morrow, instead of the first Monday of Mebrnary 

Mr. P. proceeded to remark that he thought this 


resolution of notice was the main siep in the con- | 


troversy, and—« =. > i 

The SPEAKER interposing, said that the ques- | 
tion of the reference of the report was debatable ; 
but that the question of making it a special order, 
inasmuch. as it related. to priority of business, was 
not, under the rule, debstable. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked, that the minority report 
might be ordered to be. printed with that of the 
majority. 

[Cries of ‘* Let them all be.printed together.’’] 

And no objection being made, the two reports 
were ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER then said that the question on 
the special order would be‘taken first on the long- 


It isj 
rendered so by the refusal of the President to: 


i floor, he would avail himself of his present position 
to indicate the considerations that would govern | 
|| to oppose the regaining of these rights which have 


| Mr. KENNEDY rose and moved to substitute 


“to-morrow” for the first Monday in February. 

Mr. PRICE inquired whether the motion of the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Incrr- | 

SoLL] was susceptible of amendment. 

The SPEAKER having replied in the affirma- 

tive, 

Mr. PRICE moved to strike out the first Mon- 

day in February, and insert ‘‘to-morrow.’? And 

| he was proceeding to make a remark, which was 
interrupted by cries “to order,” and “ not dzbata- 

ble.” ; g 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL 

nays. 

|| Mr. SCHENCK desired to be informed by the 

| Speaker whether it was in order to. strike out a 

j 

| 


demanded the yeas and 


particular day and propose a shorier period ? 
The SPEAKER said that, by the rule, the ques- | 
tion must first be taken on the longest time; but 
that, to get at the question in a more precise form, 
| the Chair thought the motion might be amended 
by. striking out, and inserting a shorter time. 
| “Mr. SCHENCK said that was then defeating 
the rule, and getting round it. 
The SPEAKER said that, if two or more dis- | 


i 
|| tinct periods were named, the Chair would be 
|| compelled to put the question first on the longest | 
| time. - 
| Mr. SCHENCK said, that the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. IneersorL] had proposed 
one day, and the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
| Kexxepy,} whether by amendment or otherwise, 
had proposed another. {t could not be proposed 
in the way of an amendment, so as to cut off the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 


| being such, was not possible to be done. 
After a brief conversation, 
The SPEAKER said that, on deliberation, the |! 
| question on the motion for the longest time would |i 
be first put. y 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, Mr. WINTHROP, || 
and Mr. T. B. KING, asked for the yeas and || 
| nays. 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH desired the Speaker to |! 
| state whether, if this report were committed to the || 
Committee of the Whole on the state of thel: 
Union, without being made a special order, it |: 
| would not be competent for the Fouse, at any | 
time when it might go into committee, to take up 
the subject? 
The SPEAKER explained, that the committee 
| had the power to take up that or any other busi- 


ness it might think proper. 

Mr. ADAMS rose and said, that he had acci- 
dentally not been in his seat at the time this sub- | 
ject was introduced. He had not heard the reso- 
lution now under consideration, and he asked that 
it might be read. ae 

And it was accordingly read again. : 

Mr. ADAMS inquired whether the resolution | 
had been reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER and Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL 
answered affirmatively. 

And Mr. ADAMS further inquired whether the 
motion for the special order on the first Monday in | 
February had been made under the instructions of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, the committee | 
had so instructed him. 

After a suggestion of Mr. DOUGLASS, as to a 
numerical error in the resolution, 

. Mr. GIDDINGS inquired whether the motion | 
| to refer did not, open the whole subject-matter to | 
; discussion? 

The SPEAKER said it did. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. To the same extent as a 
similar motion opened the merits of the same sub- 
ject the other day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the im- | 
pression that it does. i f 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, then he claimed the floor. 

The SPEAKER. There is one part of this mo- 
tion which will require a vote of two-thirds, and 
is not debatable—that which relates to the special 
order, The motion to commit requires only the 
vote of a majority, and is debatable. 

Whereupon Mr. G. addressed the House. 

i Mr. GIDDLNGS said that, owing to the difficul- į 
| ties he had hitherto experienced in obtaining the | 


| for that would be an abrogation of the rule, and, |; 


| chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affeirs 


[Mr. C. J. Incersoun.] 

It'is due to myself (continued Mr. G.) to say 
that, im a former Congress, I was opposed to ter- 
minating the joint-oceupancy ; that vote was given 
under the cireumstances which then surrounded us. 
Now we are placed under totally different circum- 
stances. Since. this subject was before us—one 
which has been changed. in its essential elements, 
its fundamental principles—the Union founded by 
our fathers has been subverted; and a new slave- 
holding State, has been formed which has given 


! to the southern portion the balance of power, and 


subjected the free labor of the North, the dearest 
rights of the free States, to the tender mercies of a 
slave-holding oligarchy. They now have the en- 
tire direction and administration of the Govern- 
ment. The people of the free States have been 
politically bound, hand and foot, and delivered 
over to the slave-holding interest. And it is now 
worse than mockery to talk of maintaining the 
manufacturing interests of Pennsylvania and of 
Massachusetts. They are now under the mexer- 
ble power of the South. This, then, is our situa- 
tion, as we are all now perfectly conscious, ‘The 


ii nation, in being brought into this position, has 


been plunged into it net only without my aid, but 
against my will. I have believed, and still believe, 
that this policy of acquiring territory must inevit- 
ably, if. carried out, subvert the Government, and 
dissolve:the Union. 

[Interruptions on points of order occurred on 
several occasions during Mv. G.’s remarks. At 
this portion of them Mr. Curpman rose, and was 
understood to say that the subject of the disso- 
lution of the Union was irrelevant, and that the 


i discussion was throwing a fire-brand. into the 


Louse.] . 
Mr. G. not being arrested, proceeded, I was 
stating our present situation, and the liability un- 


| der whieh our Union is placed to fall asunder from 


| stances that Iam called upon to ex 


its own weight when this system of extension 
shall be carried out. And it is under these circum- 

press My opin- 
ion of the proposed policy, And { am led to the 
conclusion—to the inevitable conclusion—-that war, 
with all its horrors and its devastation of public 
morals, is infinitely preferable to a supine, inac- 
tive submission to the slave-holding power that is 
to control this nation if left in its prescat situa- 
tion. 

I wish to be distinctly understood, that I have 
seen enough of war to form an opinion of its 
effects, its miseries, and the extent of its curse. 
Yet, sir, I greatly prefer them, for a few years, to 
that quiet apathy which has already subjected us 
to a change of the Government formed by our 
fathers. ` 

The consequence of war to the various parts of 
this Union has not escaped my consideration. Tt 
must inevitably produce great destruction to the 
commercial interests of New England. And here 
let me say to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wixrnrop,| who, the other day, made so 
eloquent an appeal in favor of peace, and who rep- 
reseuts the commercial interests of that State, that 
I fully appreciate his motives and feelings. But, 
sir, this situation is one of his own choice. He 
was among the first distinguished men of that State 
who gave in his adherence to the change of Gov- 
ernment; and the leading men of Boston were 
the first in that State to declare their submission to 
the new slaveholding confederation with Texas. 
This was done with a full knowledge of the policy 
of extending our territory. That State had des 
clared her people had no obligation to unite with 
Texas in consequence of any action of Congress. 


: I then held and still hold, that the action of this 


; Government imposes no obligation, either political 


or moral, to enter into the new confederacy. No, 
sir; if she come into it, as she will, it will be the 
choice of our people, and not from any obligation 
resting upon her by reason of the joint resolutions 
of Congress, But those gentlemen of Massachu- 
setts voluntarily preferred to become a party to 
this new union. f hope they did not intend to go 
into this new union, intending to stop this policy 
of adding territory to our present confederacy. 
They could not have desired to remain under the 
despotic sway of the slave power. They must 
have expected that the balance of power was to be 
restored by the addition of territory at the North 
to counterbalance Texas. They ought not now 
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pers. 
Slave labor will be depreciated, and slave property 
depreciated, But this policy of adding territory to 
our original Government, is the offspring of the 
South. They have forced it upon the northern 
Democracy. Their objects and ends are now an- 
swered. Texas is admitted. They have attained 
their object, and they now require the party to 
face about—to stop short, and leave the power of 
the nation in their hands. They now see before 
them the black regiments of the West India Islands 
landed upon their shores, They now call to mind 
the declarations of British statesmen, that “a war 
with the United States will be a war of emancipa 

tion.” They now sce before them servile insur- 
rections, which torment their imaginations. Mu 

der, rapine, and bloodshed, now dance before their 
affrighted visions. 
is your policy—not mine. You have prepared the 
cup, and I will press it to your lips until the very 
dregs shall be drained. Let no one misunderstand 
me. Let no one say that I desirea slave insurrec- 
tion; but, sir, I doubt not that hundreds of thou- 


sands of honest and patriotic hearts will laugh at | 


your calamity, and mock when your fear cometh.” 
No, sir; should a servile insurrection take place— 
should massacre and blood mark the footsteps of 
those who have for ages been oppressed—my 
prayer to God shall be that justice—stern, unyield- 


ing, and unalterable justice—may be awarded to the | 


master and to the slave. Then, sir, we shall have 
the scenes of 1789 again acted over, when South 
Carolina sent to the Continental Congress a dele- 
gation to inform that body that it required all her 
troops to protect her people against her slaves; 
and that that chivalrous State must depend on her 
northern sisters for troops to defend her against the 


common enemy. ‘Thus, sir, the people of Ohio go | 


to the South—to Alabama, South Carolina, Missis- 
sippi, and Texas—to protect them from the eman- 
cipated slaves of the West Indics. Sir, our sons 
must go there and bare there breasts in defence 
of the slaveholding institutions of these States. 
Thus, sir, the people of the North will be compelled 
to look this institution in the face. ‘They will sce 
the degradation to which they have become sub- 
jected by this new slavcholding confederacy. 
‘And, sir, no twelve hundred thousand dollars will 
be likely to be paid to southern slaveholders by 
the British Government for the purpose of obtain- 
ing peace, ; ; 
But there is one vast and important consideration 
that ought not to eseape my notice. A war with 
England in the present state of the two nations, 
must inevitably place in our possession the Cana- 
das, Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick. Six States 


will be added to the northern portion of the Union, | 


to restore the balance of power to the free States 
This, Mr. Speaker, is the policy declared by the 
party now controlling the nation, at their Baltimore 
Convention. ? i 
icy. I demand of them not to leave the nation im 
its present state of subjugation to the South. I 
will vote to give them the means of doing so. But, 
sir, I am bound to say that I believe the northern 
Democracy to have been betrayed. 
ern slavcholding allies will now desert them. We 
see them in every part of this Hall begging and be- 
sceching Whigs and Democrats to save them from 
this dread policy which is to prostrate southern in- 
terests, and involve them in blood and mas : 
A. master-spirit of southern institutions has left 
his retirement, and taken his position in the other 


end of this Capitol, with the open and avowed pur- | 
posc of defeating the identical policy which occu- | 
cupied his gigantic intellect only twelve months | 


since. . : 
Sir, should the measure be carried through Con- 


gress, I say to northern Democrats, that the Ex- 


ecutive will saye the institutions of the South from 
the apprehended danger of a war with England. 
Yes, sir, I verily believe that he will surrender up 


Well, sir, I say to them, this | 
y 


I say. to them, carry ought that pol- | 


Their south- | 


Jan. 5, 


egon lying north of the forty- 
th parallel. Yes, gentlemen, be assured he will 
do it; and in my opinion he will effect it before 
|| the day proposed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs for discussing this reso- 
jlution, Let no man misapprehend or misrepre-] 
sentme. I say this policy is not mine. I have 
| at all times opposed it. I'am still convinced that 
j its consequences are destructive to our Govern- 
ment. Butit has been forced upon us, and those 
who have adopted it are responsible. I wash my 
i hands of all participation in it, but I prefer that 
they should carry it out. ; 
| Mr. MeDOWELL commenced by remarking 
| upon the extreme embarrassment with which he 
| always rose to address this House, and more espe- | 
ially upon the present occasion, when a subject so 
mportant as this was under consideration.. Need | 
he say this was an important subject? Cast your 
j| eye around the galleries of this House, he said, 
| and the fixed attention and earnestness there dis- 
|| played showed that there, too, it was felt to be im- | 
|| portant. Itwas a subject that to-day was agitating 
i the whole public mind of the country, from its | 
ntre to its circumference; and the people of this 
untry were looking with intense anxiety to the 
action of -this Housc on this all-important subject; 
and in the decision of this question by the Congress 
of the United States, as an humble representative 
|! from the great Mississippi valley, standing between 
| the eastern Atlantic slope and’ the great country 
; about which they were discussing here, if the great 
i; Being, the author of all existence, should give him 
ij breath, and permit him to live long enough to cast 
|| his vote in this House, he should be found on the 
side of American rights, whether there be war, or 
vhether there be no war. Hoe recollected it was 
said last winter—during the discussion of one of the 
most iniportant subjects that ever came before an 
American Congress—that the annexation of Texas 
was an issue which had been made by the Balti- 
more Convention; that it had been submitted to 
the intelligent freemen of the United States, and 
that they had decided in favor of that annexation, 
The friends of that measure from the South called 
| upon their representatives from the North, who had 
i| submitted that subject to their constituents, to come 
|| forward and respond to their appeals. ‘They did 
|! come forward and respond to them. They of the 
North stood by their Southern brethren at that im- 
[i portant crisis. He saw around him a number of 
ij that gallant band who had bared their bosoms here, 
¿and had stood by that little standard of one star, 
li and had brought it safely into the galaxy of these 
|| United States; and in relation to this important 
matier, he had had the honor of casting his vote for 
the resolution for the annexation of Texas. "hat 
important issue had been decided on by the people 
of the United States; and they, as their representa- 
tives, a few days ago, had consummated this most 
important act of Congress. It was one of the most 
| splendid moves on the political chess-board that 
this country had ever carried into execution—ex- 
| cept pera the annexation of Louisiana—a move 
which completely cheekmated that nation who had | 
been riding triumphant in every sea, and which | 
| was so indefaügable in its efforts to maintain the | 
i commercial supremacy of the world. 
| Now, was that the only issue which was decided 
by the American people in the contest of 1844? 
No; ihe question they were now discussing was 
hung out upon the banners of the Democratic 
party, and the people at that election pronounced 
lan favor of Oregon as well as of Texas; and the 
people now called upon their representatives to 
consummate the decision they had made on the 
ubject. And was there any gentleman from the 
South or from the North, who belonged to the great. 
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to falter in carrying out this important measure— 
in executing the high behests of the people? God 
rant that the history of the country might never 
be blackened by such an act, to be handed down 
| to posterity. 

He was surprised at the remarks which had fall- 
en from his colleague, |My. Gappines.} In. one 


ito Great Britain would be inevitable war, and in 
ii the next breath that there would be no war, and 
that he would vote for the notice. f 

Mr. GIDDINGS (Mr. MeD. 
|| nation) said he had stated that the policy adopted 


Democratic family, who intended on this oceasion | 


breath the gentleman had declared that the notice | 


ielding for expla- | 


by the present Administration, if carried out, would 


|| lead to the inevitable separation of this Government 


H 
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and the Union, and to war. But he had subse- 
guently stated that that’ policy would not be car- 
ried out; that his colleague and his associates had 
been betrayed,-and would be betrayed; that the 
Executive would not permit them to carry it out, 
and that the consequence of that would be that 
there would be no war. 

Mr. McDOWELL, resuming, said he hoped 
their southern friends were not prepared to make 
any league with the party to which the gentleman 
from.Ohio was attached. He hoped that they 
were not to be cajoled into this measure because.of 
his colleague’s prediction that, in case of a war, 
a regiment or two from the West Indies would 
overrun their plantations. ‘When that day ar- 
rived—when the British flag was unfurled upon 
our southern borders, and waved over a regiment 
of blacks—he told them there would be thousands 
ot northern hearts, beating with sensations of 
patriotism, ready to rush to the rescue, and com- 
pel them to strike that flag, and to surround and 
defend the standard of the country against any and 
every foe. ; i 

hat was the question now presented to this 
House? That they should decide upon our title to 
Oregon? No. e would not do. that subject the 
injustice of attempting to discuss it for a moment 
at this time. He held in his hand an argument 
wholly unanswerable—the last letter of the Secre- 
tary of State on this subject—a document which 
was characterized by more ability than any which 
had fallen from the handa of any Secretary before. 
That argument was conclusive, and was such as 
would vindicate our title before any intelligent 
body. The title was not now to be discussed; 
but the question which was now fairly before them 
was of a diilerent character. It was, first, have 
we ever had the right of possession? and have we, 
in any way, transferred that possession to Great 
Britain, or to her serfs? And, if so, what shall be 
the policy to be adopted by this Congress for up- 
rooting the jurisdiction of the British Government 
over that territory? These questions he proposed 
to discuss a few moments. 

Now, in order to ascertain what our position is- 
on this subject, it was necessary to-look back.to a 
few incidents in ‘history, to.see whether we ever 
had possession of this:territory. “We learn from 
the letter of the Secretary of State that. we had ex: 
clusive possession of that country before the de> 
claration of war with Great Britain in 1812. "We 
learned, furthermore, that Great Britain laid vio- 
lent hands on that territory, and wrested it from us 
during that war. Has. that possession been re- 
stored by any act of Great Britain? One of the 
first provisions of the treaty of Ghent was, that all 
territories taken by either nation from the other 
nation should. be immediately restored; and, in ac- 
cordance with an order of that Government from 
George HI., the possession of that country was 
delivered back to the United States in 1818. If it 
was, then, delivered by Great Britain to this Gov- 
ernment, had there been any subsequent acts on 
the part of this Government which had divested us 
of this title? There was no pretence that there 
had been any such act, unless it could be pointed 
out in this convention (of 1818) of joint occupancy, 
or whatever it might be, which was made about 
two weeks after the surrender of that territory to 
the United States, in England, by her accredited 
Minister. (My. McD read from the convention of 
1818.] Did any gentleman, he asked, say that the 
right of possession, or that possession itself, was, 
conveyed to Great Britain-or her subjects by this 
convention? - Certainly not. It was a mere trans- 
fer of individual rights to citizens of Great Britain, 
to enter that territory, to fish there, to trade with 
the Indians, and to leave the territory, at pleasure. 
He insisted, then, that the rights conveyed were 
merely individual rights, and that we never, in that 
convention, parted for a moment with the right of 
possession, or with possession itself. If that po» 
sition was correet, how did we stand in relation to 
Great Britain? Were we precluded by the'terms 
of that convention from throwing our jurisdiction 


| over that territory at once?—~from organizing.a gov- 


ernment at once to protect our citizens and. the soil 
of that territory? He denied that we were: We 
never could violate any part of it, unless we should 
prohibit the citizens of Great Britain from the in- 
dividual rights granted them, such as trading in 
that country, and navigating its waters. Then, he 
asked, whether it was not competent for this Gov- 
ernment to take possession of this territory, to èx- 
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ercise all the rights of ownership over it} so far-as 
is necessary for the protection of our citizens and 
our Soil, provided it did not interfere with the in- 
dividual rights conferred upon subjects of Great 
Britain under that convention? Undoubtedly it 
was; for there was no principle better established 
by international law than that-where a Government 
takes possession of a country, there it has empire, 
sovereignty, and the .domain, when the country 
has not been pre-occupied by anotner Power. 

‘If, then, the possession is with us, were we pro- 
hibited from the establishment. of a Government 
over Oregori for the protection..of our citizens and 
the security of our soil? We were nat. The ques- 
tion then arose, what was the best mode for the 
United States to pursue on this subject? Should 
‘We give the notice under the present circumstances, 
or proceed to the exercise of our rights over that 
territory without the notice? ‘That was the ques- 
tion for us to decide. During the last session of 
Congress he had voted against the notice; and he 
held in his hand the record of the names who voted 
in the same manner, among which were the names 
of almost_every member of the Democratic party 
from the State of Ohio, and a large majority of the 
representatives from the South; and yet he found 
for the bill, after the notice had been mcorporated 
in it, the votes of almost all his colleagues, and all 
the southern Democrats, except three or four. 

He said, then, this was a question of expediency. 
They were to settle whether they were bound to 
give notice to Great Britain that we. intended to 
take pdssession of that territory, and whether it 
should be by an abrogation of that convention or 
not. Fle held that, by taking possession without 
the notice, and by exercising the legitimate rights 
of this Government pertaining to the soil and to 


our citizens, we should not interfere with the rights || 


of British subjects, and that it could be done with- 
out offence; and that hereafter notice could be as 
well given to Great Britain that the joint occu- 
pancy, or whatever it was, should cease. He was 
not here to stickle on this point; he was here to 
represent the wishes of the people—of his own 


| their wishes. 3 A 
which would be'disastrous to the liberties of our | 


constituents; he saw by the papers recently that a 
meeting of a large number of the citizens of his 
State had passed resolutions in favor of the giving 
the notice. That being their wish, (and he hold- 
ing to the right of instructions,) and that being || 
the wish of the President of the United States, for || 
whose opinion he had the greatest respect, and for || 
whose judgment he had the highest regard, he was 
willing to surrender his humble ‘opinion, and to 
carry out the wishes of the country. Whatever 
night be the fate of this notice, he should take the 
responsibility of carrying out what he believed to, 
be the wishes of his constituents, in voting for it. 
Some gentlemen ‘said it would be a very unwise | 
policy on the part of this Government to give the |} 
notice when that notice must result in war. He 
did not. pretend to ‘say what would be the conse- |} 
quences of this act. He did not pretend to say 
what course of action the British Government 
would ‘see fit to pursue if the notice were given, || 
but certainly in itself it would not be casus belli. 
But when we-saw the course that Government had 
taken; that her subjects had erected fortifications, 
and that they ‘had’ certainly taken possession of 
that country; if, at the end of the twelve months?’ 
notice, by which we would say that the rights ex- |i 
ercised over that country should be exercised no 
longer, war was to come—let it coine; and the mo- 
ment our flag was planted on the mountains of 
Oregon, that moment there were thousands of our 
citizens who would rise in their strength and re- 
sist that Power, and stand for the defence of our || 
rights. | 


Some gentlemen in this House talked still about 
the treaty, and about negotiation. What did our 
Secretary say for himself? (Mr. McD. here read || 
an extract from the closing correspondence of |) 
Mr. Buchanan with Mr. Pakenham.}] Now, he |! 
submitted, ‘has “not the President of the United i 

States done all he can do forthe purpose of peace» 
fully settling this question? Had not- the course 
pursued by the agent of Great Britain here—who 
undoubtedly represented her truly—shown that ! 
nothing less than the whole territory would answer |; 
her purpose? Were they here to recommend to |, 
the. President of the United: States- to- make a || 
further offer of territory? ` No; all had beer done 
upon the subject ‘that ought to be done; and, as |i 
one of the humble representatives of the people of || 
the great West on this floor; lie raised his hand in |) 


j 
i 


the presence of Almighty God, protesting against 
any further. offers on the part of this Govern- 
ment. g 

There was another very important question 
which might arise in reference to this negotiation 
before the Congress of the United States. 
one, he entertained doubts, and honest. doubts, 
whether the President of the United States, and 
the Senate of the United States, had the power to 
transfer our territory and our citizens, with their 
allegiance, to another Government, contrary to 
It would be an exercise of power 


country, and to which he never could give his 
assent, so long as his heart beat with the warm 
emotions of liberty which God had given him. 
Negotiation! He had rather make that territory 
the grave of his fellow-citizens, and color its soil 
with their blood, than to surrender one inch of our 
soil to the British Government, and by that sur- 
render, forever seal our own infamy. 

But it was said by the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts, [Mr. Winrnror,] that we were charged | 


by some Governments with a lust for acquisition; 
that Great Britain charged us with 'a desire to ac- 
quire territory improperly. He proposed to read 
from the Democratic Review a few remarks, taken 
from the British papers, pertaining to the action 
of their own Government in this matter; and to 
which, calling the attention of the gentleman, he 
would ask him whether that Government was the 


proper Government to read us lessons of propriety | 


any of morality. Mr. McD. read the following: 
‘© Tn India we (the British) shall be impelled, 


| ‘irresistibly, to extend our dominions, till we have 
i © reached the natural limits of the empire, where the 


‘impulse of conquest will cease of itself.’ 

« We are further told that— 

“¢Growrn is now, and must for some time, 
‘continue to be the normal state of our (England’s) 


i © existence in the East.’ 


“In accordance with which doctrine, we (Ame- 


; Cricans) might well ask: What are those natural 


t limits of the United States, where the impulse of 
‘annexation will cease of itself? Is not growth 


| © the normal state, also, of the Federal Union? 


“And another of those, who, as Englishmen, 


‘regard with such holy horror the ambition of the |! 


< United States, proceeds, as counsellor of the East 
‘ India Company, to hold the following language : 
‘et The pear hangs mellow on the tree, ready to 
‘be shaken down. So the fate of the Punjaub is 
‘sealed. It is to be taken into subsidiary alli- 
‘ance, and to follow the steps of Hyderabad, and 
t Oude, and Gwalior, and some score other British 
allies and tributaries, if so they are to be called. 
© Of course the necessity of this movement is un- 
‘deniable. A state which cannot govern itself must 
‘be governed by its neighbors, for the interests 


| of humanity are at stake. Without an efficient 


‘government, a territory soon becomes a public 
‘nuisance, the harbor of disaffection and outrage, 
‘ the focus of intrigue, the nursery of revolutions 
‘and wars. Itis enough thata territory is in so 


| ‘disorderly a condition ‘as to entail on its neigh- 
| © bors the necessity of continual, inconvenient, and 


‘ expensive precautions. It is enough that it in- 
‘volves a more oppressive police, a large standing 


| ‘army, or any other interference with the liber- 


‘ties and immunities of peace. Such is the state 
‘ of all that region enclosed within the Upper Indus 
‘and its tributaries. Bloody revolutions, an in- 


| ‘solent and rebellious soldiery, a ruined and dis- 


‘tracted people, keep northern India in perpetual 
‘alarm. Self-preservation compels the neighbors 
‘to abate the nuisance. 
‘not the duty, which now devolves on that great 
£ power, which Providence has made the centre of 


; © unity and source of order to the whole peninsula. 


‘ Britain, which now holds the sceptre successively 
‘ wielded by so many barbarous conquerors, is the 
‘ pacifier, the uniter, in a word, the supreme Gov- 
‘ernor of Hindostan.’ 

And this Government (continued Mr. McD.) was 
to carp atus about the extension of territory! This 
Government was to place herself in the great moral 
chair of the nations, to lecture Russia upon her 
cruelties to Circassia, France upon her barbarities 
towards the Algerines, the United States. uporethe 
acquisition of Texas and the extension of her slave- 
ry system, while at the same moment she was to 
wrest from Central America the Mosquito shores, 
lay hold of Borneo, and to cut to pieces the army of 
Gwalior, to seize Chusan, and to invade Punjaub: 


For | 


Such is the necessity, if | 


thus completing her conquest of the whole of Flin- 

dostan, and literally adopting the principlesavowed 

by Sir Robert Peel, that ‘ political morality is a 

matter of geography.’ And we were to take les- 

sons of morality from such a country!—a country 

which talked aboutreligion and morality when her 

skirts were literally reeking with the blood of the 
-oppressed and down-trodden of her own country. 

It seemed to him that the time for negotiation— 
that the time for inaction had. passed; that the ex- 

posed condition of our seacoast East; West, North, 
and South, and that the threatening posture of our 

affairs, called upon us to place our-countiy in a state 

of defence. He asked of those who talked of peace 
when there was no peace, when all the clouds of 
war were thickening around us, when we were 
standing on the brink of a political volcano that 
is to convulse the nations of the civilized world, 
and whose result was to be the conflict of sys- 
tems and of Governments which were to mould 
their destinies for centuries—is it a time to be 
talking about peace and about negotiations, and. 
to be wasting our time in inaction, and without 
moving for preparation to meet whatever contin- 
gencies may befall us? It had been beautifully 
remarked, that the systems of Government in the 
moral world are very much like the system that 
i| governs the planetary world. In some extent, itis 
true, (said Mr. McI).;) they differ only in this: that 
though the orbits of nations in the former were 
as variant, they were not unchangeable. England 
has no fixed orbit in which to revolve; her revolu- 
i| tions in the last century have had a higher power 
of expansion, and in the ratio of the correspond- 
ent diminution in the spheres of the governments 
whose orbits are contiguous to hers, and where 
political and commercial vitality is literally ab- 
sorbed in the increase of her power. Who ever 
dreamed, when the East India Company was in- 
| corporated, that now, in the nineteenth century, 
it would be wielding imperial power over the 
| whole of Hindostan, comprising one hundred and 
fifty millions of inhabitants? Who could read the 
| history of the cruelties, and of the conquests of 
that company, without having his heart filled with 
indignation? The history of the Hudson Bay 
Company bears a very striking analogy to that of 
the East India Company. If we looked back to 
its creation, in the reign of Charles II., and looked 
| at its constant and gradual usurpations and pro- 
gress to the present, who could help saying that 
its policy, as an engine of the British Government, 
was a grasping policy? That-whenever it com- 
mitted an act contrary to the laws of the country, 
Great Britain denied her hand in it; but when- 
ever it gets possession of a country, by whatever 
means, she sets her foot upon it, and claims it as 
her territory? That company was confined origi- 
nally to the waters that run into Hudson's Bay. 
Where were they now? They had extended them- 
| selves into the broad region of the Oregon on the 
Pacific, and there they had reared their fortifica- 
tions, and flung out their flag, and were contesting 
| this day for empire, backed by their Government! 
And yet we talked about treaty !—about further 
negotiation !—when every day she is planting her 
foot more firmly on our soil, and hurling defiance 
at our Government. Is the American heart dead 
(asked Mr. McD.) that pulsated nobly in the war 
of the Revolution, and in the last war? Is it dead? 
Have we no regard to the liberties of our country? 
Will we permit ourselves to stand by and see that 
country, or any portion of it, wrested from us, and 
offer no resistance? Ele was glad to hear a voice 
| the other day from an aged man in this House, 
[Mr. Apams,] who had lived far back in the cigh- 
teenth century, responding to the declaration that 
all of Oregon is ours. He was one of the noble 
band who had watched over this.Government in 
its early years, and who had added Justre to its 
i history; he was one of the last of those glorious 
constellations whose light had added a glory to our 
| country which was reflected to other continents, 
and had lit up the hearts of their subjects to a just 
| appreciation of liberty; and although time had pal- 
i sied his arm—although the spray of the political 
Jordan still ruled on his locks—thank God! his 
| heart still beat with the pulsations of liberty. And 
i he (Mr. McD.) hoped that his feeling would be 
| imparted to this House, and to every individual in 
| this whole country, and that we all should be 
if Amerens in feeling and in action upon this sub- 
i| ject. 


i He fancied he could hear the voice going out in 


14 


; gs of the heart of that young 
giant, and that he could see the clouds gathermg on 
its brow, which would frown down forever the man 
or the party who would oppose the vindication of 
our clann to the whole of Oregon. The West asks 
nothing of this Government but what is right; she 
will reccive nothing that is wrong. She olfers the 
breasts of her sons as a noble, a living—he had | 
almost. said undying—bulwark against the attacks 
and the usurpations of any power on earth. She 
asks the liberty of bearing aloft the colors of our 
country, and of planting them proudly on the 
shores of the Pacific. She asks that that flac 
shall wave in triumph till liberty and Christianity 
shail have encircled the carth, and have moulded 
the opinions and the principles of men into love to | 
Ciod and universal love to man. Will you grant 
it? (asked Mr. McD.) Will you say that Oregon 
shall be ours, or not? He should deprecate the 
vote of this body that should say that this subject 
is to be left open for future negotiation. Efe re- 
peated, “millions for defence—not one cent for 
tribute.” 

Mr. MeD. having concluded— ! 

Mr. RHETT obtained the floor. He remarked | 
that the gentleman from Ohio, who had just taken 
his seat, had said that the Baltimore Convention 
determined in favor of Texas and Oregon; andi 
that any man who should fail to vote for the notice | 
of the discontinuance of the treaty of 1827, would ;i 


1a. 


he put into the black category of those who should || 
be condemned to eternal disgrace and infamy. 
Mr. McDOWELL (Mr, R. yielding for expla- 
nation) said he had made no such charge. He had | 
spoken only of those who would vote against a 
Lill for the taking possession of the whole of Ore- | 
gon, Jie would be the last man to make any such į 
insinuation against any southern man. | 
Mr. RHETT, resuming, said he was exceed- 
ingly happy to hear the explanation of the honor- 
able gentleman. The geutleman ought to be the |! 
last to make any such charge, because he voted |! 
with him (Mr. R.) against this notice at the very 
lasi session of Congress. At that time this ques- 
tion of notice had arisen, having been introduced ii 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Owen] Jt! 
had been referred to the Committee on Foreign Af: | 
tairs, of which he (Mr. R.) was a member; bu 
the committee had reported against it, "L'he Corn- 
nuttee on the Territories, of which the honorable 
Governor of ‘Tennessee was then Chairman, had 
reported a bill to this House, and that notice was | 
notin it. How did it get there? ‘he honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apans] had 
noved to insert it, and at the close of the debate it 
was inserted; asd he held the record of the yeas 
and nays, by which the bill was carried, and in fa- 
vor of which almost every southern and western : 
man had voted. Among them was the name of 
the Speaker, of the gentieman from Hlinois, [Mr. | 
Wentwortn,] of the geuileman from Missouri, |; 
{Mr. Bowriy,] and many others, who bad all vo- i 
ed against this notice. And now was the gentle- 
man trom Ohio to rise on this floor and taunt them ; 
about it, and make an issue whether they were 
faithful to their party and to the Union? tHe was 
glad, however, that the gentleman abandoned that 
ground. He (Mr. R.) stood precisely in the same | 
position at the present time that he had occupied at ; 
the last session. He had then voted in the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs against giving the notice, 
and had voted in the tlouse against it, It was | 
true he voted for the bill with the notice in it, as | 
did the gentleman from Ohio; because there were 
ether things in the bill suficient to carry it, and 
Leeause they were told that any evils resulting from 
it would be arrested in the Senate. Under these | 
cireumstances he hdd voted for the bill with the 
gentleman from Ohio, and many others who, like 
him, had at the same time voted against the notice. 
And he now stood where he then was; his opinion 
had not changed., And now let them see whether | 
there was anything in the preseat circumstances 
which should induce them to vote for it. Th 
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whole question was simply whether we should ): 


give the notice or not. ‘There was no dissent on | 
this floor concerning the other measures which the 
President had recommended. . A bill incorporating 
all the other matters he believed would pass this 
House with unanimity. The only diference was 
concerning this notice. Shall it be given? And 
that being the case, he-took it, when this conven- 


į jurisdiction, he supposed the gentleman from Ohio, 


© Pennsylvania, [Mr. ©. J. Lear 
| Raew,| would not halt in carrying them out. But 
: how was it to be done? 


| tory, and by turning every Englishman out of it, 


i were to do, According to his humble apprehen- 
sion, it was war—plain, unequivocal war, 


the aggressive position. 
i tellus to come on—-that she will act on the defen- į 
ii sive, and content herself with maintaining her 


| emme 
i and foree. 


gression, the last reluge of liberty that was left 
f among the nations of the earth would be forever 
‘Tost. 
| sons to justify us in entering upon any war, still 


_ lead to war? 


-of the convention were operating against Great 
: Britain, and in our favor. 


;, would be time enough for us to wish to terminate 


‘| in the matter, and say that the convention was op- 


į must be, to take exclusive jurisdiction of Oregon, 
ias the gentleman says, and on which be thinks the 
i patriotism of certain men on this floor implicated. 


he said we cannot gain exclusive jurisdiction un- 


less we give the notice. The object, therefore, | 


But if we begin by giving this notice, and passing 


the series of measures necessary to gain exclusive 


[Mr. McDowen,} or the gendeman from Massa- 
chusetis, [Mr. Avams,] or the gentlemen from 
out and Mr. Dar- 


There was but one way: | 
by pulling down the cross of St. George upon the 
thirty-odd forts Great Britain had in that terri- 


unless he will swear allegiance to us, ‘That was 
the only way in which we could take exclusive 
possession of it, Now, was that peace or not? 
tr wished to understand gentlemen, and what we 


Now, 
it seems to him that that would be the effect, the 
inevitable effect, of giving this notice. 

What position (said Mir. R.) will it put us in? 
We shall leave our defensive position, and take up 
Great Britain may then 


own position, She will put upon you the burden 
of waging an aggressive war. Now, sir, in all 
the contests in which the United States engage, it 
is important that she should act defensively, and 
that her course should be just, not only in her 
own eves, but those of the civilized world. Our 


it must soon give you.the empire over the whole 
country. There would be some: reason in this. 
But what reason have we to terminate a. treaty 
that was working us manifest good, and no evil? 
But he would here take-an opportunity to refer 
to one reason which had been adduced. by. the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Owsx,] who had 
spoken so eloquently on. this subject a few days 
ago. That gentleman had given us a reason why 
the convention should be terminated, and he [Mr. 
Ruetr] felt bound to notice it, and give it all the 
consideration that was due to'it. That gentleman 
had said that our people could not settle north of 
the Columbia river, and that we had not a solitary 
seitler there; that all our people went down the 
valley or somewhere, and left the British settle- 
ments north of the Columbia. But why did they 
leave that region? Not because they were driven 
away by force, but because the British bought 
them out.. British gold, said the gentleman, was 
the means of inducing them to part with their’set- 
tlements and imiprovements north of the Colum- 
bia. The gentleman mentioned, as the hardest 
case that had. occurred, that one man, who had 
built a cabin north of the Columbia, had sold out 
to the British Company for eight hundred dollars. 
That this poor frontier adventurer should so easily 
acquire such a fund in cash was deemed so intol- 
erable a hardship that, to prevent its recurrence, 
we must now, at all hazards, terminate this con- 
vention of-joint occupancy. This was the gentle- 
man’s reason for giving the notice; but, in another 
portion of his remarks, he took a position which 
destroyed it. We must give the notice, not only 


| because we cannot go over the river, but because 
| we do go over it, ‘These were the only reasons 


that he had heard why we should give the notice. 
But we will suppose the convention to be ope- 
rating injuriously upon our own interests: how 
can we improve our condition there? How can 
we gain Oregon by giving this notice? He would 
ask gentlemen to answer this question. Would 
the notice give you exclusive and entire posses- 
sion of Oregon? Fow will it effect this? We sa 


| your project is impracticable and absurd. `: How 


can you get it by this. notice? : Suppose it to lead 
to a war-—~a war for the maintenance of your exelu- 
sive possession of the territory—would : that give 


institutions are based on the best, not on the worst 
principles; they are based on truth, and justice, 
and right. ‘Phat was the basis of Republican Gov- 
is, while others were founded upon fraud 
if we should put ourselves in the at- 
titude of those nations who carry on wars of ag- 


We must bave strong and imperious rea- 


more an sive war. What reasons have 
been offered for a course of measures which may 
Has Great Britain, since 1827, vio- 
lated any of our Flas she injured any of 
our citizens in their persons or property? Is she 
making any more progress in the seidement and 
occupation of the territory than we are? On the 
contrary, we are in as good a position under the 
treaty as Great Britain is, and may enjoy all the | 
advantages which the country offers to the enter- 

prise of our citizens. We are in a better position, 

in fact, than Great Britain is; at Jeast in one re- 

spect. Until within the last five years, Great 

Uritain had move advantages over us in the terri- | 
tory; for she was making settlements, and. carry- 
ing on trade with the Indians, while we were inert. 
But the case was now very different, and the terms 


Within the last five 
years the tide of emigration had begun to roll 
steadily, and with daily inereasing strength, from 
the Western States to the Territory of Oregon. 
Our people were going there in troops; and it had 
been stated that we already had a population of 
seven thousand in the territory, who were settied, 
and engaged in agricultural pursuits and trade. 
By this process of emigration and settlement we 
re obtaining possession of the country—-obtaining | 
it quietly, peaceably, and effectively, When we 
have become numerous and strong in Oregon, it 


j 


H 
ji 
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the convention. If Great Britain should now move 


isto you? After the first gun was fired, you would 
have no more of Oregon. The people of. that. re- 
gion, if they had any good sense, would soon patch 
up a peace between themselves. "hey would not 
fight about it; they would have nothing to do with 
the conflict; they would leave the United States 
and Great Britain to fight it out, and carry. on the 
war, not only for Oregon, but, as. the gentleman 
from Illinois had intimated, for Canada, Labra- 
dor, Nova Zembla, and any region that might be- 
come the object or scene of contention. You 
must fight in every region of the world wherever 
British commerce extends, and. British power is 
felt, and British strength is accumulated. You 
must humble the British lion in the dust; you must 
tear down the pillars which support the vast struc- 
ture.of the. British empire—the most magnificent 
that the world ever beheld; and when you have 
placed your foot upon the necks of her subjects— 
when you have trampled upon her flag which is 
unfurled in every part of the earth——then, and not 
before, you will get Oregon. Does any man here 
doubt the spirit of the British people any more 
than that of our own people, who are descended of 
a common. stock, and partake of thé same blood? 
Does any one believe that:we can get Oregon with- 
out first achieving the utter déstruction of the Brit- 
ish empire? 

The Duke of Wellington had well ‘said that a 
war between the United States and Great Britain 
would not be a little war. It would be a mighty 
war—one of the most desperate that ever occurred 


iin the world. But gentlemen said it was expedient 


to have a war with Great Britain, becanse it would 
be a war between systems of Government—a war 


iin behalf of republican institutions against. the 
monarchical systems of the Old World—a.warin 


which liberty was to stand on one side and arbi- 
trary power on the other. If, sir, (said) Mr. R.,) 
we are to get into a war with . England: : 


erating injuriously to her interests, it would not 
7 ; ‘ 


be so surprising. 
We might say 


that; if we permit it to continue, | 


| be very glad, no doubt, to have. 4 portunity of 
| impressing the belief upon allth vernments of 
| Europe, that we waged the war not for. territory, 
| but for the purpose of putting down’ all fornis of 
: Government except our-own; that we are making 
| a war of fraternity, a-warfor spreading our peculiar 


war as the French. Republic. carried on. How long 
willitbe, sir, before all the nations of theearth would 
be combined ‘against us, if.. we- undertake such an 
enterprise as this? If, in the course of évents, such 
a conflict must take place, -had-we not better meet 
it inour manhood, in. the fullvigor and strength of 
maturity, than in ‘our-early days? -Fhe inevitable 
consequence ‘of-a postponement of the struggle 
would be favorable to. our triumph. in such a war. 
‘Time was as important to us ‘in. reference to that 
great struggle, as.it was now in relation. to Oregon. 
We can gain Oregon if we await our ‘time. We 
could conquer the world if we. abided our time; 
but we ought not to rush prematurely into the 
struggle, and :before we had reached: our proper 
stature and strength. If we consulted our pros- 
pects of success, we would await our time, when 
our power would be irresistible. That struggle 
between systems could not, as had been supposed, 
occur for some twenty, or fifty years hence, when 
this country would be able to withstand and defy 
the world in arms; There was now no necessity 
for such a war; neither our interests nor-our honor 
had been assailed. Why not suffer things to re- 
main.as they-are? Sir, we want time. The strug- 
gle may come, but notin Oregon. When that war 
urose, every: man, woman, and. child in the whole 
country would feel its shock. . 

Sir, (said Mr.-R.,) I am not afraid of a war 
with England, nor with any other nation. The 
United States are in a position impregnable to any 
assault, No nation can conquer us. The princi- 


ples of our Government render us as incapable of 


conquering other nitions as they are of conquer- 
ing us. But if we-did wage a war.of aggression, 
we should have great. reason to regret its success, 
Suppose we subdue England, and plant our vi 
torious banner, if you please, on the palace of St. 


James? We have got Oregon then, and ruined | 
Can any man suppose that our Gov- | 


ourselves. 

ernment, at the end of this long strugele, will be 
what it now is? Will not military rule have be- 
come substituted for constitutional order? L, sir, 


am a peaceable man. Ihave been here nine years, | 


struggling to put some Jimitations upon our Gov- 
ernment, f have ever been what has been called 
a Jefiorsonian Republican, though not under an 
October sun; and it is my sincere belief that, if 


this war should take place, it will so alter the form i 


of this Government, that it will become as despat- 
ic as that of Russia. I call.upon all those-who 
represent the democratic principles to say whether 
they wish to see our limited institutions of Gov- 
ernment ran over by military power, and subjected 
to military despotism. Our Constitution ‘would 
be utterly destroyed by wars, such as those which 
are now thought expedient. The whole system 
would cramble: into ruins. We all know how 
difficult. it has been to put any limitations upon 
the. powers of this: Government. See what a 
struggle had been continued for years between the 
federal and anti-federal principles of our institu- 
tions, and. how-.great a tendency had always ex- 
isted in our. Government towards centralization. 
‘Chere had been a strong tendency to the ageran- 
dizement of ‘the head, and the subjection. of the 
several parts-of:the'syStem.. As soon as our Con- 
stitution had: gone into operation, it assumed a mil- 
itary aspect. And why? Because of the military 
spirit which arose in the Revolution had become 
infused into it. Thus, after the late war, the war 
spirit was infused into the administration of the 
Government. -The Federal principle became pre- 
dominant, and it required a long and arduous strug- 
gle to carry it back again to the Jeffersonian prin- 
ciples... Asa Democrat, as I might be called inthe 
North, or asa Republican, as. I would be termed 
in the South, I demand (said Mr. Ruevr) that 
you give us good. reasons for urging us to a war, 
or for :putting us into.a.condition that shall make 
it inevitable... Show us that the honor of the coun- 
try requires that we-should gò to war. Show us 
that the sacrifices of war are demanded from us.by 


wrong, and sought redress in every mode, before | 


breach of faith on her part. All we had to do was 


i| - It had been remarked, that a single murder made 
a villian, millions a hero. There were gentlemen | 
who joined in this outery for war—war for honor | 
—that would consider a man worthy of a felon’s | 
| 
i 
i 
f 


t 


death who would call to private combat a fellow- 
citizen in sucha quarrel as this. But yet they 
would deem it heroism to erect a trophy of victory 
upon a, pedestal of human heads. ‘Vo kil ina 
duel, they would denounce as murderous; to wage | 
a bloody and desolating war, they would call i 
heroic. War is always an enormous crime; often | 
on both sides—always on one. Negotiations must 
| fail—absolutely fail—and the object of the war 
| must be worth. the sacrifice, betore it could be 
! honorabl y resorted to. Ater all, in such cases, 
+ the resori of war will bring with it more evils than 
| it cures. ‘This was always the case with aggres- 
sive wars. It was only when the liberties of a 
country were assailed, When its existence as a free 


its hazards and sacrifices and cyils. 


our condition in our revolutionary sim 


the favor of the West, as it secmed, was full of | 
ii chivalry, and ready to engage in the war in the | 
|} most heroic manner. ‘The gentleman from Mas 
He voted against it, and age 
carrying it on. But now he was a s 


K 
vocate for measures, the tendency of which was to 


render war inevitable. We of the South, sir, do | 
not boast of our courage. 

Mr. ADAMS here rose, and after Mr. R. had | 
yielded the floor for a brief explanation, inquired | 
whether the gentleman from South Carolina, in 
| stating that the gentleman from Massachusetts į 
j voted against the late war, had alluded to him, | 

[Mr. Apams.] F 

Mr. RHEYT. Idid. . 
| Mr. ADAMS. Then, sir, the gentleman is mis- 
| taken. 

Mr. RHETT. Well, then, the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts was opposed to the war. ; 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina will allow me, I will show that he is mis- 
taken. The late war with Great Britain was de- 
| elared in 1812. I was then in Russia, where I 
| had been sent in 1809. ‘Three years before the 
question of war arose, | was appointed by the then 
President of the United States [Mr. Madison] as 
the Minister of the United States to Russia. I 
was appointed to that mission in consequence of 


adopted by Mr. Jeflerson in opposition to Great 
Britain. ` . 

If these facts are of so little importance as to be 
little known to the rest of the world, still I might 
Í from South Carolina, who says that I voted against 
the war, or the measures for carrying it on. 

Sir, the gentleman from South Carolina, in his 


me in the same manner as, in Don Quixotte, the 


i 


| 
| 
f 
i 
H 
| 
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cinea. 


country was endangered, that war was worth all ; 
Such was i| 
vole, when | 
our fathers were compelled to stand up for their |i 
rights and liberties, But it was wise that the South |} 
was afraid of war, while the orth, which courted |} 


have supposed them to be known to the gentleman i 


anxicty to find fault with Massachusetts, has used | 


chusetts [Mr, Apams] was against the late war. || 
the supplies for |! 
uous ad- ij 


f 
i 


the support which I had given to the measures || 


knight wished to use his squire, urging him to sub- f 
mit to be bribed for the benefit of his love to Dul- ! 
The gentleman wishes, I suppose, to bribe | 
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very necessity. How has our honor been sullied? || the State of Massachusetts through me. I have | 


Honor, you say, calls us; let us go on; all who fall 
back are recreants. 
has assailed our honor orin what manner. 
not from the South that this cry of honor comes, 
else it would be denounced as exiravagant and idle. 
You have not shown that our-honor is likely so 


much to be injured as to affect our-vital liberties, | 


You ‘must make out a clear. case before “you. call 
upon us to-go to war to sustain ourhonor. Honor 


i| nothing to say, sir, as to Massachusetts. I enter- 
But still we are not-tald who i tain for her the most profound love and veneration. 
Itis || Th 


| 
at I should be charged in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States with an assent to | 
| the measures of Massachusetts against the war, I| 
atiribute to the ignorance of the gentleman, and 
not to malignant intent. : | 
Mr. RHETT resumed. No doubt, sir, not to i 


ee the whole history of the gentleman from jj story on thi 


however important may be the facts which the gen- 
tleman has set forth, or however extensively they 
may be known to the world, I did not know them. 
If this is to form a charge of ignorance against me, 
I accept the imputation. My attention was drawn 
to the gentleman in this case, from the fact that his 
course has been always hostile to South Carolina. 
My people, sir, have such ax opinion of the policy 
and character of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, that when they see him on one side of a ques- 
tion, they will very naturally take the other; and 
especially when they see the ominous conjunction 
| between him and the member from Ohio, [Mr. Giv- 
| bines,| they would be very apt to black-ball me, 
should they find me on the same side of the ques- 
tion. i 

To proceed, sir, in my view of this subject. The 
most strenuous opponents of private war, as I sad 
before, are now champions of a war which would 
| desolate the country, and involve it in the most 
| dire calamities. ‘I'he constituents of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts would consider the man who 


|| killed his fellow in a quarrel as worthy of a felon’s 
| q J 


grave; but here we have advocates for wholesale 
murder. ‘Phe people of the Westand of the North, 
who were so much opposed to private combat, 
were now the special advocates for war, whilé 
South Carolina was represented as lacking in cour- 
age to meet the dangers of a war. 

Mr. MeCLELLAND. The gentleman from 
South Carolina is too comprehensive in his re- 
marks, if he includes the West. 

Mr. RHETT. If not to the West, my remarks 
apply to the northwest. The gentleman from Mi- 
nots near him had said that a game was playing on 
this subject, and the gentleman from Rew York 
[Mr. P. Kiva] had undertaken to tell us what the 
game was. Ile pulled out a newspaper to show it 
tous. "lhe article which he read referred only to 
one individual, [Mr. Cannouns] and it was he whe 
was playing a game for the prevention of such 
measures, but how, or with whom, was not ex- 
plamed. T'he gentleman, however, intimated that 
there was some duplicity in the movements against 
this bill. For himself; he must say that no one 
who knew him, in his private or public capacity, 


i! could accuse him of seeking his objects by any but 


the most direct way. 

[A member here remarked that he had spoken 
morely of a rumor] 

Mr. RHETT. I will tell the gentleman what 
rumor says. of him. Rumor says that this ques- 
tion is agitated for the- purpose of political ambi- 
tion; that, in this pursuit of ofice and emolument, 
the gentleman’s friends are: traflicing with the life 
and liberties of the people. That, sir, is one of the 
rumors, 

[A voice. ‘Who is to have the benefit of all 
this agitation??’} 

I do not like (said Mr. R.) to name any one 
who is not here, and for whose benefit rumor says 
a fermentation is raised in the West on this ques- 
tion. Rumor, says that New York is some- 
what disaffected, in consequence of the defeat of 
her favorite son at the late election, and that she is 
now willing to seek an occasion to revenge herselt 
upon that quarter of the country to whose interpo- 
sition the defeat of her candidate was owing. They 
| would repay the South by sweeping it with deso- 
lation, ‘he gentleman’s explanation of the game 
that was playing furnished a talisman which had 
led to the discovery of his whole policy. He has a 
double game to play; by which aspirants may grasp 
at the power of the Government, and, at the same 
time, punish the South. I know (said Mr. R.) that 
my people think that this policy is dictated by those 
who, at all times, have manifested the most dire and 
unmitigated hostility against the South. Do gen- 
tlemen here suppose that the people whom I repre- 
sent, if there be nothing to justify a war, will go 
into it? When war comes, whether with or with- 
out her assent, she will be found in the front rank, 
where the battle is hottest; and where the flag is 
proudly waving, there will she be found. But 
we are Christian men; our Government is based 
on peace and justice. Ambition, which has, in all 
times, given the impulse to war, ought not to enter 
into our councils. War is a corrupt expedient of 
| legislation, resorted to by those who wish to make 
themselves masters of the destinies of their coun- 
try. No nation ever retained its liberties, if led 
Into wars of aggression, All history tells but one 
s subject. All who have left their own 
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country to make war upon another, have, in the 
end, fallen under the dominion of tyrants. I eall 
on this House to pause before they plunge us into 
such a career, I wish not such a destiny for us. 
T have been ‘struggling for nine years to restrain 
this Government within its proper and constitu- 
tional limits. A war would break down all limits. 
I consider this Government competent for all the 
purposes for which it was created. But I wish not 
to give up lightly all the glorious triumphs of peace, 
all the resulis of wisdom and experience, to follow 
the headstrong impulses of personal-and political 
ambition, Let no one suppose that I intend to in- 
tumate that the South will alone suffer in the war, 
or that the West will have little share in its calami- 
ties and sacrifices. I know that no people will be 
more self-sacrificing than the West. But we on 
the seaboard have more to suffer than they. Sull 
it is not from that we shrink from a war; but we 
would not encounter its dangers without some sub- 
stantial reasons. 

I have said nothing concerning the negotiation— | 
nothing in regard to the question which it concerns. 
I do not, however, believe that the negotiation is 
ended, The negotiation is not at an end. Iam 
willing that all the responsibility of contracting it 
shail be left with the President.” I would not take 
the matter out of his hands, and pursue such a 
eourse of measures as would lead to hostility and 
war. 

After Mr. RHETT had concluded, 

Mr. L. H. SIMMS obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House on the question. He ought | 
probably, he said, to apologize to the House for | 
claiming their attention. But on the other side of ! 
the Hall he saw a colleague who, with himsolf, re- 
sided on the western frontier of Missouri, in the 
region which was nearest the Oregon Territory; 
and it must be conceded by gentlemen that those 
who lived in that quarter took a deep interest in 
this subject. It might be recollected, too, that the 
people of Missoari, and their representatives here, 
had ever taken an anxious interest in the Oregon } 
question. He would be wanting in his duty, there- i 
fore, to the people of Missouri, if he failed to make | 
some Temara, though he did not profess to be able || 
to enlighten the House on this important subject, | 

| 


i 
i 
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Sir, the first proposition which I intend to con- 
sider, I will put in the form of an interrogatory. | 

lask this country and nation, whether Oregon || 
is ours or not? Ife had seen no man yet who |i 
dared to say that we had no right to Oregon, Now, | 
sir, if we havea right to Oregon up to the 49th par- | 
allel, we have the right to it up to the 54th. Hti 
might be true that the people of his district fell a 
more warm affection for Oregon than others in this 
nation. He could not help feeling for it the warm- 
est affection. If, therefore, said he, I should say | 
anything calculated to wound the feelings-of any | 
who hear me, I assure them that it is not my in- | 
tention. I have witnessed the tears of the mothe 
in parting with her son, or her daughter, when they 
took up the travel for Oregon, which was said by 
gentlemen to be a route so impracticable and so 
fall of dangers; and I have sympathized in the 
feelings of the aged father, when he has seen his | 
children depart for that country where they were |! 
to find a home on the borders of the Pacific. | 

I will notice what the gentleman from South Car- 
olina said, if it be in order, as to this country being 
the refuge of liberty and free to all comers from 


| renown as to desire to witness such a war, yet I 
i cannot fear it, nor doubt its suecess. 


ii several other topics into view; and | believe that 


| her and us. Al these she had steadily refused, 
and had I been with the President when he offered 
the last. compromise of the 49th parallel, I would 
have advised him against it. But, sir, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Kiwe] was mistaken 
when he said that the President had not made that 
| offer in sincerity. Sir, I have known the Presi- | 
dent intimately, and for many years, during his 
whole public and ‘private career, Ihave known 
his whole history, and have marked his devotion 
to republican principles, in every station that he 
has filled. He never made one offer in bad faith. 
He would not have withheld this offer, had he sup- 
posed that it would be accepted, and he intended to 
be bound by it. | 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired of the gentle- 
| man, if he referred to anything which he had said 
when he spoke of the faith of the Government. 
if'so, he desired to say that he (Mr. KX.) had said 
nothing on the subject of the faith of the Govern- 
ment. The question of faith, good or bad, was 
not at all involved in the offer last made by our 
Government to Great Britain. If it had been ac- 
cepted, our Government would have been bound 
by it, and the line settled at 490. It was for this 
very reason he had said he would not have made 
the ofer. The offer was rejected by the British 
Government, and we were saved from all injury. 
He (Mr. Kine) felt no sensitiveness on this sub- 
ject of the faith of the Government, The honor 
of the country was in safe hands, in the care of the 
Administration. His acts, and the votes of those 
who sent him here, were the testimonials of his faith 
for the past as they would be for the future. 

Mr. SIMMS resumed. It isso common on this 
floor for inexperienced members to make apologies 
for their embarrassment, that I will not offer any 
for mine. 1 donot intend to make any personal 
allusions to any gentleman here; and 1 find so 
much difficulty m getting along with all the ques- 
tions that may be raised by the North or by the 
South, and by lawyers, and metaphysicians, and 
learned doctors, who abound here, that £ shall be 
slow in getting along. I hope, therefore, that gen- 
tlemen will keep cool, and suffer me to get through. 
l was about to say, sir, that the fact that the Presi- 
dent offered the forty-ninth degree as a compro- 
mise, is no reason why he should make it again, 
or why he should take it if offered by the other 
party. Suppose that I have a cargo of flour in 
the port of Boston; a man may come to buy it; I 
otfer it for six dollars, and he refuses it. Suppose 
that I go out on the wharf, and find that flour is 
worth cight dollars. Am I bound to take the offer 
of six dollars, or to offer it again at that price? 
‘his is precisely an analogous case. 

A great deal had been said here about war. 
wish it to be distinctly understood what banner | 
i fight under. Itis “for Oregon, all or none, now 
or never.” Not only I myself, but all my own 
people whom I represent, will stand up to this 
motto. Around that will we rally, and for it will 
we fight, till the British lion shall trail in the dust. 
The hon has cowered before us before. Talk of 
whipping this nation! Though not, sir, brought 
up in the tented ficld, nor accustomed to make war 
an exercise, and do not so much ‘thirst for martial 


| 


H 


‘The gentleman from South Carolina had brought 


gentleman would dic if he could not say something 


every nation, who are suffering under tyranny and |: 
oppression; and I was surprised that he was will- | 
ing to Jet Oregon alone, and thus close it to those | 
who may seek, under our protection, a home m 
that country. He wouid leave our rights in Oregon | 
the subject of negotiation withanation which never | 
yielded anything in its diplomacy to us, or to any 
other people. We had here openly discussed every 
branch of this question, and our views upon 1t were | 
known to all the world. But you can never tell | 
what are the purposes of Great Britain from the 
debates in her Parliament, for the decision of such 
questions does not depend upon the small portion 
of the popular principle which is infused in her 
system of government. Being a resident of the 
frontier, where I have cast my lot in life, I feel very ji 
deeply ihe necessity of giving notice to Great Brit- || 
ain of our purpose to terminate the joint occupancy |i 
of Oregon. ‘The gentleman from South Carolina || 
asks for reasons why we should do this, and Iwill) 
give them. Proposition after proposition have. we || 
made to Great Britain for.the settlement of this 
question, and a-division of the territory between |; 


ii she has too often displayed her patriotism in the 


| ples. 


about abolition and slavery. I do not wish to say 
anything against the South. No, God forbid; for 


battle-field, and her devotion to democratic princi- 
I do not, sir, desire to witness the shock of 
war, its pomp and parade, and its bloody fields; 
nor do I even wish to hear the shouts of those tri- 
umphs which I know we shall achieve in the strug- 


gle; but I do hope that we shall never submit to | 


British dictation. 
When I was a boy, sir—a small boy—in 1815, I 


was with my father at church, where he was offer- | 


i 


I} 


|| Will she do this, when the treaty itself provides 


| that either may terminate the joint occupancy. by 
giving notice? If-she desires to“have a war, let 
war come. Still, I am for the whole of Oregon, 
and for nothing else but the whole; and in defence 
of it I will willingly see every river, from its moun- 
tain source to the ocean, reddened: with the blood 
of the contest. Talk about. this--country- being 
whipped! ‘The thing is impossible. hy did 
not Great Britain whip us long ago, if she could? 
Why should we give-up. Oregon, and cut off the 
West from the trade with China, and give it all 
to Great Britain? If we show that we are afraid 
of Great Britain, the loss of the country will be 
certain. ; 

What is peace without honor? If we once give 
way on one point, we shall soon be called to yield 
another; and so on, till we have nothing to lose. 
The situation of things on the Northeastern boun- 
dary, I do not wish to see in the West. Those 
neighbors on ove side of a line see in those onthe 
other bitter foes. Talk about dividing the territory 
by the forty-ninth parallel! That would be a pretty 
piece of business. With Great Britain on one side, 
and the United States on the other, perpetual hos- 
tilities must be expected. There never could be 
| any peace between them. : i a 

shall lose as much as any one in a war—I do 
not mean in property; but I have a wife. and chil- 
dren, and I love them with all the heart and soul 
that I possess. No one can love: his family more 
than I do mine, unless a stronger intellect may give 
him more strength of affection; and my family 
will be exposed to the merciless savages, who will, 
as ever, become the allies of Great Britain in any 
war. They will be exposed to the horrors of the 
tomahawk and scalping-knife.- But still, sir, my 
people on the frontier will press on to the mouth 
of the Columbia, and fight for Oregon. Iam not 
sure but I will go myself. 

We talk about aggression upon British rights. 
; He would like to read a paper he held in his hand. 
| Great Britain had acquired by force one million six 

hundred and twenty-four thousand square miles. 
What nation has she not plundered of her territo- 
ry? Ask France how she got the Canadas... Ask 
Spain, ask India, how she has:acquired possessions 
‘beloxiging to them. Now we would: invite Great 
Britain to come ovér here and takeaway the inherii- 
ance of our children. Tt was said that the route 
to Oregon was impracticable, and that it was: beset 
with dangerous enemies, and that we could not 
send troops over to Oregon, nor- provisions to feed 
them. Now, sir, we of Missouri can fit out ten 
thousand wagon loads of provisions for Oregon at 
any time, and ten thousand wagon-boys to drive 
them, who, with their wagon whips will ‘beat'and 
drive off all the British and Indians that they find 
in their way. Some say their ships will bring sol- 
diers and provisions, and that they will block us 
out of access to the ocean, and starve us. It wasa 
| game that two could play at. They would have a 
share in the starving, too; 

If the Pilgrims who landed at Plymouth had 
landed first at the mouth of the Columbia, the same 
necessity for occupying the whole North American 
continent would exist that exists now. We should 
have pressed eastward till we had occupied the 
shores of the Atlantic, and southward to the Gulf 
of Mexico. . 

They say the Oregon country is poor. Then 
why does Great Britain want it? “We have agricul- 
tural lands, and we would: like to'have some man- 
ufactures onthe: Pacific, and a- share: in its com- 
merce and navigation... But, sir; much of Oregon 
| is a fine grazing country.. There you will already 
see flocks ‘of sheep and herds of cattle in great 
i numbers. How is it possible, sir, that gentlemen 
| from the South should feel so indifferent to the 
acquisition of Oregon, I cannot see. I myself be- 
long, morally and geographically, to the country 
south. of Mason and Dixon’s line. . But I Jook 
upon this as an American question, and upon the 
country of Oregon as belonging to every portion of 
the American people. : 


Without speaking to the people of other States, 


| he would say that, as to the people’of Missouri, 
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The more you cry out; “war, war, we are in 
danger :of war; the stronger they will go for Ore- 
gon. -They were not to be thus intimidated. The 
western. people. had. tried their valor on the plains 
of New. Orleans; and if the venerated patriot, who 
now sleeps, in peace and honor, in the shades of 
the Hermitage—he who refused.to be buried in the 
tomb of a‘king—could be permitted to give us his 
advice, he would say, ‘Go for Oregon, and for the 
whole of Oregon.” I must be excused, Mr. Speak- 
er, for speaking of one who was my. friend, one in 
whose mansion I-was, when a. child, an inmate, 
who often, when I was sleeping, has drawn. the 
covering over. me. From that neighborhood I 
emigrated, and finally settled, with my wife and 
children, on the frontiers of Missouri, exposed to 
those Indians who are west of the Mississippi. 
We are all fond of our early associations, of our 
kin and blood, and he that does not refer to them 
with pleasure, is not a trae-hearted man. 

Mr. HILLIARD obtained the floor; and, on his 
motion, D 
The House adjourned. 


_ IN SENATE. | 
Turspay, January 6, 1846. 


" PETITIONS. . 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the pe- 
tition of Francis Summeraner, a revolutionary sol- 
dier, praying a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented the memorial of 
Preston Starritt and others, claimants under the 
Cherokee treaty of 1835-6, praying the passage of 
a law authorizing the appointment of a board of 
commissioners to adjudicate their claims; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. J.M, CLAYTON presented the petition of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the location of 
a light-house on Brandywine’ shoals, in the Dela- 
ware river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
petition of John L. Worden, an officer.in the navy, 
praying compensation for the performance of du- 
ties belonging to officers of higher grade than that 
which he holds; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ARCHER. presented the petition of Jane 
Heyl, widow of Christopher: Heyl, late-a soldier 
in the army of the United States, praying a pen- 
sion; which wag referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. anor 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, ALLEN, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported the following resolution :: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 
to be prepared for the use of the Senate ten thousand 
copies of the’ map of the Oregon Territory, com- 
piled by the United States Exploring Expedition : 
provided said maps shall not cost mere than ten 
dollars per hundred. : 

The resolution, under the rule, lies over. 


MONUMENT TO WASHINGTON. 


_ Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings, reported the following joint resolu- 
tion, which was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing: o 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 


sembled, That the Washington National Monument || 


Society be, and it is hereby authorized to erect the 
contemplated monument to the memory of Gen- 
eral Washington, upon such portion of the public 
grounds or reservations. within ‘the city of Wash- 
ington, not otherwise occupied, as shall be select- 
ed by the President of the. United States and the 
Board of Managers of said society asa suitable 
site on which to erect the said. monument; and for 
the protection thereof. : 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: i a 


10 


to- communicate to the Senate all the information in 
his department relating to the mineral lands in the 
State of Illinois, south of the base line and east of 
the third principal meridian, together with the num- 
ber of leases or permits to work the same, and the 
amount of rents, if any, received therefrom. 

Mr. EVANS, pursuant to notice, introduced “A 
bill granting a pension to Noah Conner;” which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported “A bill to pay the debt ascer- 
‘tained to be due to Texas when an independent 
t State, by the United States;’? which was read by 

hits title. 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the bill, 
and it was read accordingly. : 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the bill and accom- 
panying documents were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S. asked for the second reading of the bill, 
but objection being made, he gave notice that he 
would move to call it up some day this week. 


LIGHT-HOUSES ON COAST OF MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committce on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of erect- 
ing light-houses at the following poms on the coast 
of Mississippi: one on St. Joseph’s Island, one on 
Merriil’s Shell-Bank, one at Mississippi city op- 
posite John J. McCough’s dwelling-house, and one 
at or near Beloxi. 

Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Claims, 
presented the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to employ a clerk, 


at a rate of compensation not exceeding four dol- 
lars per day. 

Mr. B. said that the business before the commit- 
tee was accumulating very rapidly, and it would 
be impossible for them to keep pace with it unless 
the help proposed in the resolution was afforded 
them. e beligved thet four dollars per day was 
the compensation usually allowed-for the proposed 
service. : 

No. objection being made, the resolution was 
agreed to. 

‘Mi. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of David M: 
‘Williamson, of Oak county, State of Arkansas; 
which was ordered to be printed. : t 

Mt. GREENE asked to be excused from further 
service on the Committee on Enrolled Bills; which 
request, no objection being made, was granted. 

‘Mr. HANNEGAN asked to be excused from 
further service as a member of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, as he was a member of three 
other standing committees. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON. The reason. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I will cheerfully give it. 
T have been two years on this committee and am 
now on two or three other committees. There are 
gentlemen who are on no committee, 
| Mr. R. JOHNSON. Two or three years! You 
are the better qualified. 

Mr. Hannecan was then excused. 

Mr. H. moved that the vacancy in the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, caused by his (Mr. H.’s) 
resignation, be dled by nomination by the Chair; 


Mr. Brien, of Indiana. 
Claims, reported ‘* A bill for the relief of Nathaniel 


ing, and was ordered to be printed. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The act entitled ‘ An act for the relief of James 
Bogardus,’’ was called up for a third reading; when 
Mr. DAVIS said he had. asked yesterday that 
this bill should take the regular course, not be- 
cause he had any objection to the passage of the 
bill in this particular case, but because that bill in- 
| volved a principle of much importance, and which, 
in his opinion, was worthy of the deliberation of 


! beth Houses of Congress. It was a general prin- 


which was agreed to, and the President nominated | 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, from the Committee on | 


Goddard and others,” which passed a first read- 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed | 


ciple of law that a patentee had, a monopoly of his 


the benefit he deserved; it was so much so, that 
practical men did not give to it their favor, There- 
fore, the inventor ought to have an opportunity to 
realize the benefit of his invention, especially as he 
had labored under so many disadvantages. 

Mr. DAVIS remarked, if he had heard dis- 
tinctly what the Senator said, it amounted to this: 
that he differed from him on a former occasion as 
to renewal of patents. This was not a remarkable 
occurrence, {t was not very remarkable on a 
question of expediency, which depended on facts 

isclosed in a particular case, that they should 
have differed in, their conclusions. He had no 
distinct recollection of the occasion to which the 
Senator had adverted; but he thought the records 
of the country would show that they had been on 
opposite sides on more occasions than one. This, 
however, was a question depending entirely on 
„evidence. The Senator might give more weight to 
certain testimony than himself; and therefore they 
might, while exercising their duties with great 
care, very appropriately differ in opinion without 
involving questions of inconsistency. 

Mr. PHELPS asked when the original act was 
passed ? 

Mr. LEWIS. Fourteen years ago. * 

Mr. PHELPS remarked, that when this patent 
was granted there was no provision by law for 
the renewal of patents. He desired to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the consequences which 
might result from granting renewals of patents in 
the naked terms used in this bill. The inventor 
or the purchaser of a patent-right enjoyed it for 
fourteen years, after which time it became com- 
mon property to all the world. In 1836 an act 
was passed containing a provision for the renewal 
of a patent in certain cases; and also a provision 
that the transfer of a right should enure to an as- 
signee, either in whole or in part. The result of 
the mode of legislation adopted in the bill was, that 
the renewal would enure only to the patentee. 
Was it proper to introduce a mode of renewal not 
in accordance with the existing law? Great in- 
Justice might result. Whatwas the parlicular char- 
acter of this invéntion he knew not. If it should 
require extensive investments it might hereafter 
affect:assignéés:-who are not now known. 

Mx. LEWIS said he believed that the renewal 
ofany ‘patent to a patentee was a renewal to an 
assignee. The case had met with the concurrence 
of the Commissioner of Patents, and was, he 
thought, a very proper one.. The Senator from 
Vermont admitted he had no objection to this par- 
ticular case, and he hoped the bill would pass. 

Mr. CAMERON (one ofthe commitice) said 
that there had been no assignment of the patent, 
nor any part of it. 
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Mr. PHELPS asked the Senator from Alabama | 
to consent that the bill should lie over until to- 
morrow, and, in the meantime, he would endeavor 
to satisfy himself whether it was proper it should 
be passed. 

Mr. LEWIS acquiesced. 

A report, showing the number of persons em- 
ployed in the office of the Secretary of the Senate 
in 1845, was presented, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The following joint resolution, reported yester- 
day by the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, was called up, and read a second 
tune: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That from and after the passage of this res- | 
olution, the printing of the two Houses of Congress 
shall be subject to the following regulations: When 
any message, report, or document, communicated 
to both Houses of Congress, shill be ordered to be 
printed by the Senate, the Secretary shall ascertain 
whether the same has been previously ordered to 
he printed by the House of Representatives; and 
if go, the copies ordered by the Senate shall be 
supplied by the printer of the House of Represent- 
atives, for which there shall be no charge for com- | 
position; and if any message, report, or document 
shall be ordered to be printed by the House of 
Representatives, it, shall be the duty of the Clerk 
to ascertain whether the same has been previously 
ordered to be printed by the Senate; and if so, 
the copies ordered by the House shall be furnished 


} was agreed that the rates of printing were too high, 


| minous documents it was sometimes thought. ne- 
cessary to put them in type again. He thought 
too much responsibility had been thrown on the 
| Secretary with reference to this matter. As to 
| maps and charts, the heavy expenses heretofore 
incurred, might, in his opinion, be avoided. There 
had been great abuse in this department of print- 
ing. With regard te prices, ike committee had 
fixed the rates of compensation suggested in the 
resolution of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. J. 
M. Crayroy.] For himself, he thought they af- 
forded ample compensation, predicated on the rates 
established by the joint resolution of 1819, making | 
a deduction from hoes rates of 20 per cent. where 
the number of documents printed was less than 
five thousand, and thirty-three and a third per cent. 
where the number exceeded five thousand. A 
great reduction in the price of printing had gener- | 
ly been made since 1819; paper was now about 
half the price it then was, and the price of press- 
work had been very greatly lessened by machine- | 
ry. ‘There was no doubt that the reduction now 
proposed, under all the circumstances, would leave 
the compensation higher than it was at that time, 
and afford a larger profit. 

[Several messages in writing werc received from 
the President of the United States.] . 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON said that the joint reso- 
lution answered the general purposes which he had | 
in view in moving his resolution. But he under- 
stood at the time the subject was before the Senate, 
prior to the election of printer, that on both sides it 


by the printer to the Senate, and no charge for | 
composition shall be allowed therefor; and should | 
an additional number of copies of any such docu- | 
ment be ordered by either House, they shall be ! 
furnished by the printer to the House which first | 
ordered the printing of the document, and for | 
which no compensation for composition shall be 
allowed: Provided, however, That if, for the pur- 
pose of despatch, or any other cause, it shall be 
necessary to falfil any order for printing of either 
House of any document which had been previously; 
ordered to be printed, the Committee on Contin- | 
gent Expenses of the House making such order ; 
may direct that such document be again composed, | 
or put into type; in whieh case composition shall 
be charged and allowed: and all printing ordered 
by either House of Congress, when the number of 
copies does not exceed five thousand, shall be paid 
for at a rate of compensation not exceeding twenty 

er centum less than the rates fixed and estab- 
ished by the joint resolution of 1839; and when | 
the number of copies shall exceed five thousand, | 
the compensation shall not exceed thirty-three and | 
one-third per centum Jess than the rates allowed by ʻi 
said joint resolution of 1819; and when the Com- |! 
mittee on Contingent Expenses of either House i 
shall direct a second composition, to exeeute any |} 
order for printing, the printing shall be done by |; 
the printer to the House making such order; and |! 
when any order for prinung requires maps or 
charts, the same shall be obtained under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Contingent Expenses of 
the House making such order; and all expenses | 
for printing shall ke paid from the contingent fund 
of the two Houses; each House paying for the | 
printing ordered by it, except the expense of com- 
position, which shall be paid by the House which 
first ordered the document or paper to be printed; 
and if there shall be second composition, it shail 
be paid for by the House whose Committee on 
Contingent Expenses shall authorize and direct 
the same; and when extra copies of any document | 
shall be ordered by both Houses, and the same are | 
executed by the same printer, the copies shall be : 
delivered to the two Houses simultancously, in 
proportion to the whole number of copies which 
the Houses have respectively ordered. 

The question being on the third reading of the | 
Joint Resolutior— ; 

Mr. NILES submitted a few remarks in support 
of the resolution; in the course of which he advert- 
ed to the large sums which had been paid for the 
public printing during the last two or three year 
amounting to $200,000 or $300,000, and to the want | 
of a proper reciprocal understanding between the | 
two Houses, by which this cost had been greatly 
enhanced. One of the objects of this resolution 
was to place the. two Houses on an equal footing 
with reference to the printing of extra copies, by 
whichever it might be ordered. In cases of volu- |i 


| 


j 
i 
i 
j 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


l with the arrangement then to be made. 


! be amended so as to accomplish the object de- 


: States, in answer to a resolution of the Senate re- 
| questing the Executive to furnish to the Senate 
| copies of the correspondence between the Attorney 


and that they should make some arrangement to 
confine the printing to proper prices. During the 
present session, the resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Connecticut would not meet the case. 
It said ‘* from and after the passage of this resolu- 
tion” the printing should be paid for atcertain rates, 
tHe would suggest to the Senator that, according 
to the terms of his (Mr. C.’s) resolution, under 
which the printer was appointed, it was expressly 
reserved to tho Senate to fix the rate of payment 
thereafter from that day. No vested right clashed 
All he 
sked of the Senator and the committee was, that 
hey would place the matter as the Senate intended 
at the time of the appointment of the printer. ` It 
was admitted on all sides that a reduction should 
be made during his appointment, not ‘from and 
after the passage of the resolution.” For aught 
they knew, it might not be passed until the close 
of the session. It would make a difference of 
twenty thousand dollars, if it were made to take 
effect from the first day of the appointment. 

Mr. SPEIGHT understood at the time adverted 
to, that if the Senate made a law on this subject, it 
was to take cffect with the present printers. He 
had not read this resolution, but he would vote for 
it on the faith which he put in the economical pro- 
position of the Senator from Connecticut, who, 
being a practical printer, did not design to increase, 
but reduce the prices of printing. He then, as now, 
believed that the persons elected printers would 
agree to any arrangement which they might make; 
and he now moved that the resolution be amended. 
to take effect from the commencement of this ses- 
sion. 

Mr. NILES said he had no objection to the modi- 
fication suggested. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON thought the better plan 
would be to recommit the resolution, that it might 


sired. . 

And it was recommitted. 
FLORIDA COURTS. 

A message from the President of the United į 


General, the Solicitor of the Treasury, and the Ju- 
dicial officers of Florida, in relation to the authori- 
ty of the Territorial judges of Florida as Federal 
judges, since the 3d of March, 1845, communica- 
ing the information called for, was read, referred į 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the Senate then 
went into Executive session; and after some time 
spent therein, (during which a number of nomi- 
nations were confirmed,) the doors were opened; 
when aa 

The following resolution was presented by Mr. 


i 
i 
i 
H 


u 


| WOODBRIDGE, considered by unanimous con- 


sent, and agree to: . i : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the Senate such, information re~ 
lating to the mineral regions of Lake Superior as 
may remain in the Department of War; the nature 
and extent of the control exercised by the Secre 
tary of War, or the department, in relation to the 
same; the number and character of the permits ‘and 
leases supposed to have been issued to occupants 


| of, or applicants for, any of such mineral lands; 
i together with the number of applications for such 


permits, &c., which have been denied; and that he 


| report, also, to the Senate a statement of such in- 
conveniences or defects as may have been practi- 


cally experienced in the management of said lands, 
together with -his opinion of the best mode, by 
legislation or otherwise, of obviating the defects of 
the present system. , 

The Senate then adjourned: 


LHOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. — 
Turspay, January 6, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


OREGON. 
The SPEAKER said that the unfinished busi- 


ness of yesterday was the following joint resolu- 
tion, reported by Mr. C. J. Inczrsoxt, from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States 
forthwith cause notice to be given to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, that the convention between 
the United States and Great Britain, concerning the 
Territory of Oregon, of the sixth of August, 1827, 
signed at London, shall be annulled and abrogated 
twelve months after the expiration of the said term 
of notice, conformably to the second article of the 
said convention of the 6th of. August, 1827. | i 

And there were two motions pending: first, the 
motion of Mr. C. J. Incursour,. that the. resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee ‘of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and that it be made the spe- 
cial order of the day for the first Monday m Feb- 
ruary; and, second, the motion.of Mr. Prier, to 


| substitute to-morrow [t. e. this day] for the day 


esignated by Mr. INGERSOLL. 
And Mr. Hirisarp was entitled to the floor. 
THE ARMY. 


Mr. HARALSON rose and asked Mr. H. to 
yield the floor for a moment, whilst he (Mr, Han- 


| aLson) submitted a motion, having for its object 


the disposition of the bill which he had reported 
on a former day from the Committee on Militar 
Affairs, providing fer the organization of two regi= 
ments of riflemen, and for other purposes. 

Mr. Hiniiarp-yielding, under the proviso that 


| his‘right to the floor should not thereby be preju- 


diced—— -> 

Mr. HARALSON asked leave to submit hi 
motion. 

The SPEAKER said it could be done only by 
general consent. 

And no objection being made— 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the bill be com- 


j| mitted to the Committee of: the Whole on the state 
| of the Union, and that it bè printed. =. 


The motion was agreed to. 

: IRELAND. n 

Mr. McCONNELL now rose, and asked Mr. 
FHirturarp to yield the floor, to enable him to offer 
the following resolutions, which were read for in- 
formation: 

Resolved, That we hail the elevated feeling which 
now universally prevails in our glorious: confed- 
eracy to strengthen and consolidate the principles 
of republican freedom, and extend the blessings of 
our free institutions in every practicable quarter .of 
the universe, in the spirit of Christian Jove. and. 
peaceful brotherhood. ee ie Ee 

Resolved, That while we hail the admission, of 
Texas (which fought its way to independence) as 
a sister State into our Union, and view with unaf- 
fected pride and satisfaction the patriotic resolution 
of the Executive Government and Congress of the 
United States to uphold our title to Oregon, and also 
observe the growing desire to Incorporate Mexico, 
Yucatan, California, &e.; inthe confederacy, that 
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Yreland is fully entided to`sh 
our frée institutions. ~~ i 
Resolved, That the Irish péople, as a nation, have 
“Yong been ground down by the tyranny of British 
sisrule and misgorernment; and while her people for 
centuries have groaned. under a foreign monarchi- 
cal yoke, they have always cherished the demo- | 
gratie principle of republican government, the only 
civilized institution that has ever insured freedom 
$o man io 5 
: Resolved, That this House receive with due atten- 
tion and consideration any communication that 
may be forwarded. from that high-minded and lib- 
erty-loving people, witha view to effect such an 
object. |’ a Eu 
The resolutions having been read, 
Mr. MeCONNELL ‘presumed, he ‘said, that 
there would be no objection. 
But there were objections, and 
claimed his right to the floor. 


OREGON AGAIN, 


Mr. HILLIARD took the floor, (the question 
bing as above stated.) 

Mr. P. KING rose, and asked Mr. Hinuarp 
to yield for a few moments, to enable him (Mr. K.) 
to make a remark in regard to a matter relating 
personally to himself. i 

Mr. HILLIARD declined, remarking: that he 
would yield the floor again to no one. 

_. Mr. P. KING said that he was sure if the gen- 
tleman from. Alabama had heard the reason which 
he (Mr, K.) had assigned for the courtesy he had 
asked, the gentleman would most cheerfully yield 
the floor. X 

remark in relation to a matter affecting himself per- 
sonally | 
_ Mr. HILLIARD (who had now, for the first | 
time, heard the reason) yielded the floor. 

Mr. P. KING then said, that in the remarks 
made yesterday by the honorable gentleman from | 
South Carolina, (Mr. Ruerr,] as reported in the | 
Union of this morning, in that part of the report of | 


are the ‘blessings of 


Mr. Fliarp 


‘Le repeated that he desired to make a | 


made his remarks; but I understand that he said 
we would see whether there was not an under- 
standing between Mr. Calhoun and the British 
Ministry, as to the course which that gentleman 
would pursue. Is thatit? _ 

Mr. KING. The gentleman will understand me 
by what I said. 

Mr. RHETT. That is precisely what I wish to 

know. .- : 
Mr. KING. ‘If the gentieman did not hear me, I 
will endeavor to repeat what I said. -Isay that the 
gentleman may find in the circumstances and cur- 
rent events of the day stronger evidence than can 
be found in any mere rumor, that an understanding 
had been arrived at between the negotiators during 
the late Administration, thatif Great Britain would 
abandon her interference in the case of Texas, the 
Territory of Oregon might be divided. I say that 
the British Government scems to have arrived at 
such an understanding. The American negotiator 
is in the Senate, and we shall sec what course he 
will take on this question. 

Mr. RHETT. I have only to say, that if the 
gentleman means that, from the course of Mr. Car- 
nooy as a public Senator, as a statesman of the 
United States, openly avowing and proclaiming his 
| opinions, he would pursue a certain course, I have 
nothing to say. But if the gentleman intends to 
assert that there has been any personal intercourse 
or understanding, express or implied, between Mr. 
Carnoux and the British Ministry, that Mr. CAL- 
toun shall pursue a certain course—that there had 
been any combination or compact of any kind—I 
pronounce it unfounded, and absolutely untrue. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose, and said he de- 
sired to say a single word. 

There was great confusion in the Hall; but above 
it, was heard the voice of— 
| Mr. KING, (on the right,) saying: T shall not 
bandy epithets of truth or falsehood ; I leave the 
subject to the record— 

And the voice of— 

Mr. HILLIAR D, (on the left,) saying, (in re- 


the gentleman’s remarks where he alluded to what | 
had been previously said in relation to the game 

that the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. Dowerass,] 

had said, it scemed to him, was being played on | 
thé subject of Oregon, he found the following par- ; 
graph introduced: j | 
. Mr. Kina here remarked that he had spoken 
merely of a rumor.” 

I made (continued Mr. K.) no such remark. 
‘While the gentleman from South Carolina was 
speaking, in that part.of his remarks the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. DoveLass,}] who then occupied 
a seat in the-vicinityyrose'and desired an opportu- 
nity to explain. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina refused to yield the floor to him. 

On this. subject the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina may find in the circumstances and current of 
events. much. stronger evidence than mere rumor 
that.an understanding was arrived at between the 
negotiators: during the late Administration, that if 
Great Britain would abandon her interference in 
the affairs of. Mexieo in the Texas matter, Oregon | 
might be divided.: That the British Government 
got some how such an. understanding, we have 
seen. ‘The then, American. negotiator has come 
into the Senate, his advent heralded in ‘advance b 
the. British newspaper organ in London. We 
shall see what his course will be. 

As to New York, and any disappointment the 
gentleman from South Carolina supposes she may 
have felt as to the location of any Presidential can- 
didate, not one. word need he said on this floor. If 
it were necessary, it would not become me—one of 
the humblest. of her representatives here—to as- 
sume to. speak for New York. But New-York has 
no need that one word should be said.for her on 
this subject. The voices of her myriads of patri- 
otic sons have often proclaimed her devotion to 
this Republic—to the whole Union and all its parts. 
Upon any question of mere location, the same 
voices have always pronounced. her. indifference, 
whether such location was East or West, North | 
or South. | 

Mr. RHETT, (who had just entered the Hall,) |! 
now rose and expressed the hope that the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Hmurarp,) would allow 
him ‘to ask a question of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Kixa.] : 

Mr. HILLIARD still assenting— 

Mr. RHETT said, I was not in the House at the 
time the géntleman from New York, [Mr. Kive,] 


ference to the request of Mr. C. J. incersor.,) 
that he (Mr. EL.) was not willing to yield the floor 
for any third party to come in. 

Mr. KING. Uhave said what I have said. The 
gentleman from South Carolina can put his own 
construction upon it. 

[Several voices: “ We shall see what we shall 

see.” : 
Mr. HILLIARD at length took the floor. He 
said that in entering on the question at present he- 
fore the House, it would be proper for a moment 
to recur to the relations of this Government with 
that of Great Britain in regard to the Territory of 
Oregon. ` It was well known that several fruitless 
attempts. had been made to adjust. the difference 
between them in relation to the sovereignty of that 
district of country, but both Powers had at length 
agreed to adjourn the question over, and they had 
mutually entered into the convention of 1818, by 
which treaty it was understood that the two parties 
were to enjoy certain privileges in regard to that 
territory, which were clearly specified and defined 
in the convention itself, In the summer of 1827 
provision had been made to perpetuate this mutual í 
understanding, simply with the purpose of preserv- 
ing peace between the parties, and without yield- 
ing on either side any portion of the original claim 
which had been respectively put forth. {twas now 
proposed in this House to terminate that conven- 
tion, conformably to a provisional article imbodied 
in the instrument itself. 

Should that termination take place as proposed, 
what would be-the relative positions of this coun- 
| try and of Great Britain in regard to this Oregon 
Territory? To answer that question we were re- 


i 
ji 


Í ferred back to the relation subsisting originally 
between them hefore the convention was entered |: 
“hat relation must then be renewed, and |; 
i we could show to the possession of Oregon; and 


into. 
the two nations would stand as conflicting claim- 
ants before the civilized world for the entire con- 
trol over the whole territory. Here then came 
in the question as to our title—whether founded 
on discovery and settlement by our own Citizens 
or resting on the claims of Spain ; for we brought 
both our own title and the title of Spain to fortify 
our position when we should mect our competitor in | 
the presence of the civilized world. Mr. H. would 

not enter on this question of title; it had already 

been discussed with great ability, and he should 

- only render himself tedious by repeating arguments ! 
which had already been placed in the clearest light. | 


We would Simply state, that on the question of our 
title to Oregon, his reliance was on the previous 
title of Spain, although he was. far from under- 
rating the merit of its discovery and settlement by 
our own enterprising citizens. He admitted these, 
and duly appreciated them; but, as he had said, 
his main reliance was placed on the Spanish title— 
a title which we did fot possess at the time our dis- 
pute with England arose; for it was his belief that 
had this title then been ours, the convention of 1818 
would never have had an existence. So long as 
this title remained in the hands of Spain, Great 
Britain treated it with that contempt which mark- 
ed all her conduct towards that Power. Pitt’s 
rooted aversion ta Spain was well known; he had 
inherited itfrom his father, and it made itself mani- 
fest in all his public conduct; yet that title, as to its 
moral power, was just the same then as it was now, 
and it had beer by our own Secretary of State so 
convincingly, so triumphantly pleaded, as to have 
carried actual dismay into the British Cabinet, and 
had placed our own claim to the country higher 
than it had ever stood before. It was now become 
an American title, and, with whatever contempt 
Great Britain might have felt herself warranted to 
treat it when in the hands of Spain, she would not 
go treat it when it was put forth before the world 
as the claim of these United States. Mr. H. did 
not speak this boastfally, but because he desired 
‘that Great Britain should know that we were aware 
of our rights, and, he thanked God, were able to 
maintain them. 

Mr. H. would not be understood as putting out 
of the question our own American title. A late 
Secretary of State, whose fame was commensurate 
with the extent of civilization, [he was understood 
to mean Mr. Canmocy,} had placed this American 
claim on Captain Gray’s discovery of the mouth 
of Columbia river, and on that admitted principle 
of national law, that by whatsoever nation the 
mouth of a river was discovered, to that nation be- 
longed the whole of the valley which was drained 
by its waters. Mr. H. felt this claim to be of 
grcat consequence; and he must confess that he 
had felt the greatest amazement when, in the de- 
bate of Saturday, a distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Winrurop] had disclaimed 
all reliance upon it. Rich as Massachusetts was— 
and he acknowledged her rich in all that could 
give elevation to a State—he did not think her 
in circumstances to abandon such an honor as 


Í this discovery. The gentleman. had come to this 


House, as Mr. H. understood, with a large inherit- 
ance of ancestral. fame, to which he had largely 
added in well-merited reputation of his own; but 
if he thought himself entitled to disclaim and cast 
away this discovery by Captain Gray, Mr. H. 
would take it up. If Massachusetts cast him off, 
Mr. H. would claim him for the United States. 
The gentleman had said that Captain Gray, as a 
navigator in the waters of the Pacific, had had 
no thought of making discoveries on behalf of 
his country, or adding anything to her territorial 


| claims, but had simply been prosecuting a little 


harmless trade in fish and peltry. It might be so; 
but still he coasted those shores in a vessel of his 
own, with our national flag waving over his heads 
and, according to the doctrine put forth and ably 
maintained by Mr. Wessrer, an American ship 
constituted part and parcel of the American soil— 
a principle which had never been denied or dis- 
puted by the civilized world. [Mr. H. here read 
a quotation from Mr. WessTeR’s argument.] 

Mr. WINTHROP rose to explain; and the floor 
being yielded to him for that purpose, he went on 
to say that the honorable gentleman from Alabama 
scemed entirely to have misunderstood him. So 
far from disclaiming or casting away this discove- 
ry of Captain Gray, he had, on the contrary, ex- 
pressly said that he considered it, after all, as our 
best resort, and as containing in itself the best claim 


he had added, that Massachusetts, and especiall 
the people of Boston, felt proud of Gray as a fel 
low-citizen, and of his discovery as shedding a 
lustre upon the city of his birth and the State of 
which he was a citizen. 

Mr. HILLIARD resumed, and said he was 
glad to be set right, and, if he had misapprehended 
the gentleman, to have that misapprehension cor- 
rected. He certainly had not intended to misrep- 
resent him. 

[Mr. WINTHROP. Certainly not.] 

Still, however, Mr. H. must say that the gen- 
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t d to attach quite too little value and 
importance to the, title of any sort which we held 
to this country of Oregon. Again recurring to the 
language of Mr. ‘Webster, he con:mended its clear- 
ness and precision; and avowed his hearty acqui- 
escence in the position assumed, that an American 
ship was to be considered, in the view of interna- 
tional law, as a portion of the American territory. 
‘When Captain Gray trod the deck of his ship, 
having the American colors at his mast-head, what- 
ever new river or territory he discovered, was dis- 
covered for us—the people of the United States; 
and Mr. FI. congratulated the people and the State 
of Massachusetts on the fact that one of her native- 
born sons had, by his enterprise, added so much 
splendor to the records of carly discovery on this 
continent. Honored be the name of Gray! Mr. 
H. was prepared to stand by the title of which he 
had furnished so valuable an element. In regard 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. H. could 
with entire truth say, that he greatly admired his 
spirit and bearing. On most points they entirely 
agreed; but he could not consent with ihe gentle- 
man in any degree to disparage our title, because 
it was to be set against that of a powerful and im- 
perious nation. Mr. H. would not yield a tittle 
of it. The gentleman talked slightingly about mus- 
ty records, Mr. H. did not share in this feeling; 
he reverenced musty records, and held them as 
precious, With a musty record he could upturn 
the whole face of human society. With the musty 
record of Magna Charta in his hand, he could revo- 
lutionize the face of Europe, could he present it 
to the minds of her population. He trusted that, 
should the dust of age and of neglect ever gather 
on the sacred volume of our Constitution, there 
would be those among our descendants who would 
be able to call up from that musty record a moral 
power that should restore their liberties and resus- 
citate and bless the condition of society in this 
land. On the evidence contained in musty records, 
Mr. H. founded a belief that every inch of Oregon 
was ours. There was no break in our title from 
latitude 42° to latitude 549 40’ Te did not say 
that he would not arrange for any portion of the 
territory lying between those parallels, It waa 
not for him to make any such arrangement. That 
had been placed by the Constitution in the hands 
of another branch of the Government. He was 
not disposed to commit the House on that point. 
But he held our title to- be so clear and so capable 
of demonstration, that, but for the collossal power 
of Great Britain, and the haughtiness with which 
she had becn accustomed to treat all other na- 
tions in her diplomacy, he could not but believe 
that she would withdraw from the contest, over- 
whelmed by the force of arguments which she 
could not refute, 

What right had Great Britain to set up a claim 
to Oregon on the claim of continuity of territory? 
‘Was the seat of her sovereignty here? No; her 

ossessions here and her rights here were colonial. 
his continent was the seat of our empire. In 
this, the gentleman from Massachusetts himself, 
(Mr. Wintnrop,] and all who had examined the 
subject, would bear him out. The seat of her sov- 
ereignty was across the Atlantic. Holding here 
only colonial rights, she pressed them on the 
ground of continuity where territory was not necd- 
ed to be held in copartnery. And this against a 
Power to whom extension of territory was In itself 
essential, and whose claim, therefore, on the 
ground of continuity, must certainly outweigh 
hers. N 

If, then, our title, both American and Spanish, 
to the Territory of Oregon, was clear and unde- 
niable, the next question which presented itself 
was as to our wisest course to perfect that title. 
“What action ought we to take to secure the pos- 
session of that which was ours by title? In Mr. 
H.’s judgment, ‘inactivity’? in this matter was no 
longer “‘masterly.’? There were’ oceasions when 
if we saw what was dear to us in Imminent jeopar- 
dy, and it could be delivered, we ought to act 
promptly. To act with decision, and to act imme- 
diately, was often the only way to act with effect. 
If we would avoid war, we must have the causes 
of war passed upon and settled. It was not by 
adjourning great, and difficult, and delicate ques- 
tions, that war could be avoided. Our condition in 
regard to Oregon was one which demanded action 
—intelligent, prompt, decisive, comprehensive, im- 
mediate action. It was action, action, which was 
demanded, and such action must be had. Should 
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we leave this question open in the present state of 
the two countries, who could avoid seeing that war 
was Inevitable? 

‘When Lord Ashburton returned to England, 
after having successfully arranged our difficulties 
about the Northeastern boundary, and was con- 
gratulated in the British Parliament on his success, 
that experienced statesman said that the national 
sky was now clear and without a cloud, saving’one 
minute speck upon the horizon, which he trusted 
would soon disappear. But how had his predic- 
tion been fulfilled? That little speck, then no bigger 
than a man’s hand, and scarce perceptible on the 
far-off margin of the heavens, had since become a 
dark, and lowering, and portentous cloud, that 
| had swept over the face of the sky, and hung over 

all our Noptswestern frontier gloomy as night. 
The question was changed; and if we wanted now 
to maintain our position as the friends of peace, it 
was time we awoke to action, asserted our rights, 
and carried them to the very farthest verge to which 
they could be maintained without a violation of 
the terms of the convention. 

Mr. H. thought that, by adjourning this question, 
we should bring ourselves into danger of losing 
this Oregon Territory altogether, And why did he 
think so? From the whole colonial history of the 
British empire. There had been a time when 
Spain possessed great and extensive colonies, but 
they had dwindled away. There had been a time 
when France possessed colonies, but they had 
dwindled away. Holland, too, held important 
colonial possessions, but they had dwindled away; 
| while Great Britain, on the contrary, had gone on 
| growing in strength, extending her power, and 
spreading her arms abroad into every part of the 
habitable globe. Her language, her laws, her mil- 
itary prowess, filled both hemispheres; and she had 
belted the globe with her fortresses, to say noth- 
ing of her colonies. The British people and their 
Government well understood the management of 
colonies. 

When Mr. H. had been lately in Europe, a dis- 
tinguished British diplomatist had said to him, 
“Sir, France does not understand how to manage 
her colonies: we do understand it.” And he had 
| spoken the truth. Since 1607, Great Britain had 
owned no less than forty-one colonies, twenty-four. 
of which she held by treaty, nine by sufferance, 
and cight by conquest. Notsatisfied with this, she 
was now seeking Oregon. In that territory, at the 
Wallamette Falls, in latitude 45° 20', there was a 
factory of the Hudson Bay Company, under the 
care of Mr. McLaughlin, factor to that company 
and copartner therein with her Majesty the Queen 
of England. ‘There was another settlement at Or- 
egon city, containing five hundred inhabitants, of 
which this Mr. McLaughlin was chief proprietor— 
aman of fine person, of finished and winning man- 
ners, of great wealth and unbounded hospitality— 
an intelligent man, long experienced in business, 
and well-informed on all subjects connected with 
‘his position. Under the auspices of such an indi- 
vidual, had we not reason to expect that Great 
Britain would go on to plant herself in the posses- 
sion and occupancy of the country in such a man- 
| ner that we could not expel her, or not without a 
severe struggle? Should we refuse to protect the 
thousands of our own citizens who were, and the 
multitude more who soon would be in Oregon, 
| might they not conclude, as they were neglected 
by their own Government, to throw off their alle- 
glance and choose a Government which never re- 
fused or forgot to protect her citizens in every part 
of the world? Their right to do so was a recog- 
nised principle of international law. If the Gov- 
| ernment refused its protection, citizens might throw 
| off their allegiance and go over to the jurisdiction of 
a Government that would do its duty. Under cir- 
cumstances such as these, Mr. H. was clearly in 
| favor of extending to them our laws and protec- 


But now as to this question of notice. Mr. H. 
was decidedly in favor of giving the notice so often 
referred to in this debate, and giving it promptly. 
He thought we ought to do it; nay, that we must 
do it. Yet he was not for doing it either in the 
form proposed in the bill which had been reported 
by the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Territories, [Mr. Dovexass,] or in the resolution 
more recently reported by the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It was his 
| misfortune to difer in opinion from both; and be- 
i fore he resumed his seat it was his purpose to offer 


power. That was a different question, because the 
** Government of the United States,’’ according to 
the terms of the convention, was one of the high 
contracting parties; and of that Government, this: 
House, as well as the Presidentand the Senate, con- 
stituted a part. Yet there were grave reasons why 
Congress, instead of taking the power into its own 
hands, should lodge it in the hands of the President. 
Mr. H. was no exclusive friend of any particular 
President; he would not consent‘ to be; he-would 
give the present Exccutive the power which he 
asked in this matter, and of that power this was a 
mighty element. He was for giving to the Execu- 
tive power all the energy and efficiency. which was 
requisite to actin a matter of this kind. The coun- 
try had placed the President where he was, and the 
responsibility was his. He thought that when 
Great Britain should learn that he was clothed with 
such a power, they would see what a mighty ele- 
ment it was, and would be the more inclined to act 
with deference and respect to him and tous. He 
thought that all the friends of peace in that House 
should consent to such an arrangement. 

It had been said very generally that negotiations 
had been renewed at London, f 

[Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on- Foreign Affairs: 'Fhat is not a fact; they 
have not been renewed.} 0s, 

If not, they might yet be. The President had 
the whole field’ before him, and Mr... H; 
giving him the power in that form: As 
by thé bill, and by the resolution which had. 
reported, the notice is nade absolute, and ‘no choice 
is left to the President as to ‘tithes’and seasons, 
which Mr. H. considered as often of great import- 
ance. The power, if given in this way, would be 
as effectual as if in the other. ‘Yet it would leave 
to the wisdom and discretion of the Executive the 
when and the how. roy : 

Mr. H. wished to. present another view.. He 
desired the adoption of a different plan from that 
which had been proposed by the Committee on 
Territories as to extending our laws over Oregon. 
It was a part of the plan proposed by the commit- 
tee to make donations of land to actual settlers, and 
this while the convention still continued in force : 
this Mr. H. could not but consideras a violation 
of the spirit of that instrument. But he did not 
think so respecting the principle of settlement; he 
went for the establishment of a Territorial Govern- 
ment. His plan would be to send them out a gov- 
vernor—a sagacious, prudent, experienced, cau- 
tious man, who should be able to sweep the whole 
field with his eye, and give information-and coun- 
sel to the Government here as to-what ought to be 
done. This was what Mr. H. would do: But if 
any gentleman objected that we’ could not estab- 
lish such .a government over the whole of the ter- 
ritory; then he would say; place your governor 
south of the Columbia river. That at least was a 
portion of the territory which he presumed no gen- 
tleman was prepared to surrender. The language 
of evety one here, he doubted not, would be like 
that expressed by the poet: : 


“ And many a banner shall be torn, 
And many a knight to earth be borne, 
And many a sheaf of airows spent, > 
Ere Scotland’s king'shall cross the Trent.” 


The officers of the Hudson's Bay Company 
were there, and British magistrates “of some de- 
scription were there. also; why should not. our 
Officers and our magistrates be there too ?. “Would 
not their authority carry with. it respect for the 
American laws and Government?” ; ‘ 

There was another item in the resolution pro“ 
posed by the committee. to. which also Mr. H~ was 
opposed. It declared that the whole. of Oregon 
was ours up to the parallel of 540-40.. Now, 
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though that was his personal conviction, he would 

express no legislative opinion on a matter which 

belonged. to another. branch of tlie Government. ° 
Mr. Hi. admired the peace resolutions which had 

been introduced by the gentleman from Massachu- 

setts, (Mr. Winrnrop,) yet he could not consent 

they should be adopted here. He was for giving 

the Executive full discretion and the most ample | 
scope.. This was. no party question, and, in all the 
measures connected with it, party feelings and in- 
fluences should be far from every mind; The coun- 
iry was ina crisis. Mr. H. felt it to be a crisis, 
and he would say, God bless the man who should 
earry us bravely and safely through it! Atan hour 
like this he would vote for no resolutions imbody- 
ing Opinions on one hand or on the other. ‘Let the 
country take ground which was impregnable, and 
maintain it with a firmness that should command 
respect. i 

“But suppose. this should lead to war.” He 
hoped it would not lead to war. Though we were 
not at liberty, .in this matter, to look. at conse- 
quences, We were doing our duty—we were 
going onward, as we should, defending our own 
citizens. We were following the example of the 
Republic of Rome, who caused Roman laws to 
prevail and the agis of Roman protection to be 
extended wherever Roman citizens passed. “ But 
suppose there should be war.” Mr. H. abhorred 
war. . Reviews had no charms for him. Tho de- 
tailed history of battles, and all the slaughters of 
victory, did but disgust him. Nor could he bear 
to cast his eyes on scenes so bloody, unless he saw 
a brave.and suffering people; borne down by op- 
pression, rising up with united heart to bear back 
their oppressors, 

In regard to the lust of conquest, of which some 
gentlemen had spoken as being a derogation to our 
national character, he was free to confess that he 
had heard with regret the language held by some 
gentlemen here about pushing forward our acquisi- 
tions, and planting the American eagle on various 
points of this continent and all over the world. 

he expression of such sentiments was the very 
course to arm all the world against us. The 
French Revolution had operated more than all other 
things to disgrace and overthrow all Republican 
ideas in Europe. And why? Because the lust of 
conquest, which grew out of and accompanied that 
Revolution, had been so great as to become a terror 
to the world. France—Republican France—sent 
her.armies abroad in every direction.. Their move- 
ments evinced the highest military skill, and were 
followed everywhere by the most. splendid victo- 
ries, until French valor was the admiration and the 
dread of all surrounding nations, and the name of 
France was like the sound of a trumpet to the re- 
motest. bounds of the world. But what was the 
effect? A terrible retribution. -And the memory 
of those conquests and of those costly victories was 
now so linked to the notion of republicanism in 
Europe that nothing could break the association. 
Mr. H. wished for nothing of the kind among us. 
He deprecated every: indication of such a spirit. 
He believed our system of Government to be the 
wisest, and our, institutions the happiest, which 
the world. ever saw; and, regarding as he did the 
happiness of his race, he hoped they would be 
Spread throughout mankind; but let them spread 
by their own inherent moral power, until the hap- 
piness they produced should create a spectacle for 
the world to see and to admire. In the language 
of Archbishop Cranmer— 


& Wherever the bright sun of Heaven shall shine 
Her honor and the greatness of her name 
Shail be, and make new nations; she shall flourish, 
And, like a mountain cedar, reach her branches 
'To all the plains“about her— 
Our children’s children shall see this, 
And bless Heaven.” : 


Tt was peaceful triumphs which alonc he sought— 
the benign victories of reason and of truth. These | 
he desired, and ‘none other. “And if, while pur- 
suing such a policy, war should come upon us, he 
was prepared to meet it. The response in every 
American bosom must be, “ Let it come.” The 
honorable and venerable gentleman from. Massa- 
‘chusetts, near ‘him, [Mr. Apams »J in tones which 
rang on his very heart like a trumpet, had remind- 
ed him of the days of our revolutionary ‘glory. 
"The old fire which had blazed so brightly in that 
ever-memorable_ struggle seemed to be flashing u 
within him, and, while he listened to his patriotic 


i| whether it were less, he should 


strains, he felt inwardly assured that in a just cause |} 


a 


we should all act as oné man. -If we went into the 
war in this spirit, he felt little anxiety as to how 
we should come out of it. The power of England 
was now fast culminating to its highest point. She 
felt that it must soon reach that climax in the his- 
tory of nations. from which they had, one after an- 
other, commenced their decline, and she drew back 
from the thought of a contest with a great Power, 
Yet, should she be so irrational on the ground of 
such a controversy as that for Oregon, to rush into 
such a contest, he trusted we should not sheath the 
sword until we should have driven her back from 
these shores shorn of her splendor; and she might 
be very sure that when this happened, it would 
prove no temporary eclipse, but would endure for 
all time to come, and she would be left a portent in 
the political heavens, ‘‘ shedding disastrous twilight 
over half the nations.” 

He knew her power—he knew the multitude of 
her fleets—he knew the bravery and the discipline 
of her armies; yet he would not waste a moment 
in looking at these. He felt confident in our posi- | 
tion—confident in our resources—confident in the | 
patriotism of our people—confident in the blessing 
of the great Patron of Nations. With these, and 
with a just cause, his heart told him we were good 
against a world in arms. But the clock admonish- 
ed him that he must hasten to some other topics 
which yet remained. 

He now asked gentlemen to turn their attention 
to the importance of Oregon, for he believed that 
its intrinsic importance had been greatly under- 
valued. 

And first, looking atitin a political view, it must | 
be admitted to be of great value to us. England | 
had a frontier to the north of us extending three 
thousand miles, and stretching entirely across the 
continent, If we permitted her to come from that | 
line three hundred or five hundred miles down the 
coast of the Pacific, we should give her the oppor- | 
tunity of filliug up the only break which now | 
existed in that line of continuous fortification with 
which her energy and vast resources had encom- 
passed the globe. Why was it that she pressed, | 
with so much earnestness and pertinacity, for the 
possession of this strip of land along our western | 
vorder? Wasit the soil? was it the trade? No. 
She could enjoy the trade if the territory was ours; | 
and it certamly would be in that view better for | 
her to resign a strip of territory than to lose a good | 
neighbor. But no; these were not the considera- 
tions which made her so anxious and so persever- 
ing. It was the political value of the territory 
which, with her accustomed sagacity, she saw 
and duly appreciated. Statesmen ought not to 
bound their view by things at this moment present- 
ed to their eye. They should lift their vision until 
it embraced a broad view of the future also. This 
the British statesmen were in the habit of doing; 
and we, if we were wise, would follow their ex- 
ample. Before we counted the value of Oregon, 
we must look across the Pacific, and estimate that | 
trade with China and the Eastern Archipelago | 
which was soon to open on us in all its riches, gran- 
deur, and magnificence. As things now stood, our 
vessels returning from the ports of Eastern Asia į 
had, as it were, to run the gauntlet through a long į 
line of British naval posts, from every one of which 
they were exposed to attack. Her fleets were in 
every sea, and, however widely-spread this East- 
ern commerce might be, and however inestimable 
its value, it was subject in a moment to be arrest- 
ed. Butif we had our ports and our settlements 
on the shores of the Pacific, our commerce would | 
float in comparative safety over the tranquil bosom 
of that wide-spread ocean. Surely, in this view of 
the subject, it would be poor policy in us to yield 
one ioch of that which was oùr right. As to the 
extent of the territory, whether it were much or 
not now stop to 


say. 

Again: He regarded this Oregon matter as a na- | 
tional question in the strictest sense of the term. | 
He had differed from his Whig friends respecting | 
the annexation of Texas; he had ever been in fa- 
vor of it, for he viewed that, as he viewed this, as 
a national question. In adopting his conclusions, 
and in conforming to them his course of action in 
relation to that important subject, he had not been 
conscious to himself of one particle of selfish feel- | 
ing. What he did, he did for his country, for his | 
whole country—for the welfare and aggrandize- 
ment of this nation. Te had beenin Europe when | 


‘that question was first agitated, and he had wit- | 


nessed the jealousies of European Cabinets in res 
gard to it, and their intrigues and combinations to 
defeat the annexation, and he felt his American 
blood roused atthe spectacle. He now looked on 
Oregon in just the same way; with him it was no 
Northern, no Southern question. He had come 
up here as a National Representative. True, he 
could not wholly divest himself of feelings which 
were bern with. him, and of early memories which 
nothing could efface; but, God helping him, he in- 
tended to do strict and equal justice to all. In his 
course in that Hall he should look alone to the na~ 
tional agerandizement and the national glory. And 
well did he know that in such a course the people 
he represented would sustain him. He had not 
been long cnough their Representative to say, with 
John Randolph, that no man ever had such con~ 
stituents; but he had lived among them and knew 
them, and he knew they would sustain him. He 
would not enter into a combination of a merely 
party character. His political career might be 
short, but if uprightness was glory, he was re- 
solved it should be glorious. 

Gentlemen had spoken of the policy of President 
Monroe, who had warned the nations of the Old 
World that they would not be tolerated in any in- 
terference with the balance of power on this conti 
nent, and that they must establish no more colo~ 
nies on our shores. Mr. H. was in favor of this 
policy so far as it could with justice be carried 
out. Where European nations had already posses- 
sions on this continent they should be suffered to 
hold them without molestation, but ‘he was op- 
oosed to their planting new colonies in this our 

Vestern World. The honor of this sentiment, 
however, belonged justly as much to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] as it did to Mr. 
Monroe; for though the latter was the Chief Ma- 
gistrate, the former was at the same time Secretary 
of State, and if he did not suggest, had certainly 
sanctioned the policy. The present Executive 
maintained the same doctrine, and Mr. H. doubted 
not that the whole country would heartily come 
into it. 

But Mr. H. had some facts to illustrate the value 
of Oregon to us, which he deemed of the first mo- 
ment. England and the United States were the 
only competitors for the trade of Southern China; 
the trade of the northern portion of China was in 
the hands of the Russians, and was mainly con- 
ducted at two great fairs annually held, in which 
the traders of the two nations assembled and con- 
ducted their commercial transactions; but South 
China was in the hands of England and this coun- 
try, who were competitors for the profits of the 
trade. England imported every year four hundred 
and fifty thousand chests of ea, while we import- 
ed two hundred thousand, besides muslins and 
silks and other commodities of great value. In 
this gainful traffic, England regarded us as a rival 
Power, and she was by no means disposed to give 
itup. The coast of Oregon fronted that of China, 
and presented great facilities for carrying on this 
important branch of our commerce. Fully to avail 
ourselves, however, of these advantages, we cught 
to connect Oregon with the State of Missouri by 
the construction of a railroad. This was not so 
wild and visionary a scheme as at the first view 
some gentlemen might be disposed to consider it. 
Let them reflect that it was but fifteen years since 
Mr. Huskisson had lost his life between Liverpool 
and Manchester, in an experimental trip over the 
first railroad ever constructed in England. And 
what was she doing in that system now? And then 
look on the continent, and see one continuous line 
of railroad, extending twenty-seven hundred miles, 
entirely across Europe, from Odessa to Bremen, 
while another line extended from the Adriatic for 
į near a thousand miles. And yet gentlemen stood 
here and looked aghast when any one spoke of a 
railroad across our continent, as if it was some- 
thing wondrous and altogether unheard-of before. 
Should such a road be constructed, it would be- 
come the great highway of the world; we should 
before lone monopolize the trade of the eastern 
coasts of Asia. At present, the shortest possible 
voyage from London to Canton occupied seventy 
days; but, by such a railroad, a traveller might 
pass from London to Canton in forty days. There 
was no wildness, no extravagance in the idea; but 
i 1t was a matter of sober sense and plain calcula- 
tion, What a magnificent idea did it present to 
i the mind, and who could calculate the results to 
which it would lead? With a route so short and 
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so direct as this, might we not reasonably hope, 
in a great measure, to command both the trade and | 
the travel of the world. Engrafted on this plan, | 
and as its natural adjunct, was the extension of a 
magnetic telegraph, which should follow the course 
of the road; unite the two, and where was the im- 
agination which could grasp the consequences? 

In either of the views he had presented, it was 
impossible that the importance of Oregon could be 
overlooked. He trusted it would be realized by 
all, and he hoped to see a mail line, at all events, 
established across the mountains. England had 
been engaged in an experiment in ascertaining 
what was the shortest overland route through 
Germany to the East Indies, and he believed she 
had ascertained how it could best be accomplished; 
but if we constructed this railroad, she would then 
be dependant on us for the shortest and most 
direct route to China and her East India posses- 
sions. Was not the language of Berkeley in the 
progress of fulfilment, when he wrote that immor- 
tal line— ' 


« Westward the star of empire holds his way.” 


When Oregon should be fully in our possession, 
when we should have established a profitable trade 
with China through her ports, when our sails 
traversed the Pacific as they now crossed the At- 
Jantic, and all the countless consequences of such | 
a state of things began to flow in upon us, then 
would be fulfilled that vision which had wrapt and | 
filled the mind of Nunez as he gazed over the placid 
waves of the Pacific. 

Mr. H. had many facts bearing on this subject 
which he should be glad to state; but his hour was 
fast elapsing, and he must reserve them for another 
opportunity. 

He would now address himsclf to the moral 
aspect of this great question. Gentlemen had 
talked much and talked eloquently about the hor- 
rors of war. He should regret the necessity of a 
war, he should deplore its dreadful scenes; but if 
the possession of Oregon should give us a territory 
opening upon the nation prospects such as he now 
described, and if for the simple exercise of our | 
right in taking possession of it Great Britain 
should wage upon us an unjust war, the regret | 
which every one must feél would at least have 
much to counterbalance it. [Mr. H. here quoted | 
an eloquent passage from a British writer on the | 
open prospects of the United States, which the | 
reporter wishes he was here to give.] | 

Mr. EL. dwelt upon the august conception ther 
finely imbodied, and expressed his trust in God | 
that it might at no distant time become a reality. | 
He trusted thai the world might yet see our people | 
living, not indeed under the ‘laws of Alfred,” but | 
under a great Improvement of those laws, as h 
also trusted they would ever be heard to speal 
the “language of Shakspeare.”?. Above all, was i 
his prayer, that as long as our posterity shoul 
continue to inhabit these hills and valleys, they | 
might be found living under the sacred institutions | 
of Christianity. Put these things together, and | 
what a picture did they present to the mental eye! 
Civilization and intelligence had started in the Hast 
they had travelled, and were still traveling, west- 
ward; but when they should have completed the 
cireuit of the earth, and reached the extremest 
verge of the Pacific shores—when they had real- 
ized the fable of the ancients, and the bright sun 
of truth and knowledge should have dipped his 
wheels in the western wave—then might we enjoy 
the sublime destiny of returning these blessings to 
their ancient seat; then might it be ours to giv 
the priceless benefit of our free institutions, and th 
pure and healthful light of Christianity, back to 
the dark family which had so long lost both truth 
and freedom; then might happy America, while 
with one hand she pointed to the Polynesian Isles 
rejoicing in the late recovered treasure of revealed | 
truth, with the other present the Bible to the Chi- | 
nese. It was our duty to do it. He trusted we |j 
would esteem it as much our honor as our duty. | 
Let us not, like certain British missionaries, give | 
them the Bible in one hand and opium in the other, || 
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but bless them only with the pure word of truth, 
He trusted the day was not far distant: soon, soon į 
might its dawn arise, to shed upon the farthest and 
the most benighted of nations the splendors of more 
than a tropical sun. : | 


Mr. HILLIARD closed by offering an amend- | 


| dinary course of reports from committees it would 


|| suspension of the rules. 


ment, such as he had indicated in the course of his | 
remarks. i 


A CHANGE IN THE SCENE. mt 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. The 27th rule declared that | 
“Afier one hour shall have been devoted to reports 
“from committees and resolutions, it shall be in 
‘order, pending the consideration or.discussion 
‘thereof, to entertain a motion that the House do 
‘now proceed to dispose of the business on the 
‘Speaker’s table, and to the orders of the day.” 

Now, he had called the attention of the Chair to 
the rule for this purpose: He wished tò know how 
it was that this question now took up more than 
the morning hour? - 

The SPEAKER suid, that the subject had been 
brought yesterday before the House, under a sus- 
pension of the rules. If it had come up in the or- 


not have been competent for the House to discuss 
the subject beyond the morning hour; but inas- 
much as it came in under a suspension of the rules, 
the Speaker could not arrest the discussion until 
the matter was disposed of. 


Mr. THOMPSON: I make an appeal, then, to 
all sides of the House, to allow this report, by 
unanimous consent, to be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, where 
the discussion can be continued. By this means 
the committees may be called for reports during the 
morning hour; the regular business of the Housé 
can proceeds; and the discussion on the resolution | 
(which I have no doubt will be continued for several 
days) can go on after the expiration of that hour, I 
hope that this proposition will receive the favor- | 
able consideration of the House. ‘The gentleman | 
from Missouri [Mr. Bowx1y] who now holds the | 
floor, will no doubt be permitted, by general cour- 
tesy, to retain in committee the privilege of the 
floor, which he may thus lose in the House, I 
think it is very apparent that this question is now 
to be debated, until a decision of some kind or other 
is arrived at. I therefore submit the motion for the 
consideration of the House, and should it be con- 
curred in, I will then immediately follow it up by 
a motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and there resume the dis- 
cussion, 

For a few seconds, no objection seemed to be 
madle; when— | 

Mr. WINTHROP said, he was not yet quite | 
willing to assent to this arrangement. If he un- 
derstood the motion of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, (Mr. Trromrson,] it was a motion for the 


The SPEAKER said that no motion to suspend 
the rules could now be made. The gentleman trom 
Mississippi had made a proposition which, in the 
present state of things, could amount to no more 
thana suggestion that might be carried out by unan- 
jmous consent, or by a motion to postpone the con- 
sideration of the subject under discussion, These 
were the only means by which the gentleman could 
effect his object. 

Mr WINTHROP said that before he objected, ! 
he would like to understand the precise character 
of the proposition. If he understood the question 
cprecily, a motion was pending to make the reso- 
lution the special order of the day for the first 
Monday in February. The motion of the gentle- | 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Jacon Tnompsoy] was 
to put an end to that, by referring the subject to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and going into committee at once, thus fore- | 
closing the original motion, and taking it for granted į 
that the House was ready to proceed at once toa 
decision, and to give this notice. Those who were | 
in favor, therefore, of deferring the consideration of 
this subject until the first Monday in February, | 
would oppose the proposition of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, he thought if the gen- 
tleman could hear him, he would be satisfied with | 
the motion he had made. He (Mr. T.) proposed 
to refer the subject now to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. It would bein 


the power of the House to go into committee at || 


any time. The subject, it would be observed, was 
not thus made the special order of the day; but it 
was manifest that if the House insisted upon tak- 
ing the “question on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Incersoxr,] to 
make the resolution the special order for the first 
Monday in February, it would be debated until 
that time; whereas, by sending it to the committee | 


id 


it could at any time be taken up by the vote of & 
majority. Eade eet 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer to the 
Committee of the Whole on the ‘state of the Unior 
is already pending, and is in fact the motion on 
which the whole discussion has arisen; ‘because 
the mere motion to make a special order is not de+ 
batable. ees ae 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF,. Let us take the ques» 


tion. ‘ 3 

The SPEAKER. repeated, for the information 
of members, the statement he had previously on 
several occasions made, that the motion to refer 
required simply the vote of a majority, whilst the” 
motion for a special order (since it set aside all 
other business) would require a vote of two- 
thirds. ° ; 

Mr. WINTHROP said he was willing that the 
first motion should be put, if the second was to be 

ut also. 

The SPEAKER said he believed a divigion of 
the question had just been demanded: | ` ` 

It was accordingly ordered. ` 

Mr. THOMPSON said he wished to say to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, that it was now 
very evident that no business of any kind could be 
transacted till this question was finally disposed of. 
Unless the suggestion. he (Mr. T.) had made were 
adopted, everything would be dammed up... 

TheSPEAKER. The question, then, is on the 
reference. : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL suggested to Mr. 
Tompson whether his object could not at once 
and without cireuity of action, be met by a generat 
consent to receive the reports of committees’ for 
one hour. ; ee 

Mr. THOMPSON thought it would be but a 
very partial accomplishment of the object. i 

And no further objection manifesting itself— 

The question on the first branch iof the motion 
of Mr. € J. InceRgsoLL was taken, and being de- 
cided in the affirmative— ; 

The joint resolution of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs was referred’ to the Committee ‘of he 
Whole on the state of the, Union. es 

And, on the second branch of the: motion—to 
wit: on making the resolution the special*order for’ 
the first Monday-in Pebruary—the yeas, 
(which had heretofore beendemanded) * 
again asked by Mr. Jonni A. Rockwetz, and or- 
dered. E h 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. moved that the 
House now resolve itself inte Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union: 

Mr. WINTHROP rose and objected. 

{Cries: **'Take the vote,’7] E 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay on the table the 
second branch of Mr. ©. J. Incrrso.y’s motion. 

Mr. WINTHROP submitted that this could not, 
by any rule of parliamentary law, be done; inas- 
much as a division of the question having been or- 
dered, and one branch of the question having been 
taken, the question on the second branch must of 
necessity follow. : . 

The SPEAKER, so deciding, ruled the motion 
of Mr. Tisnarrs out of order. 

The question on the second branch of Mr. ©. J. 
InerrsoLy’s motion was then taken, and resulted. 
as follows: , 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adamss 
Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bay- 
ly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James A~ Black, Blanch- 
ard; Milton Brown, William Gi Brown; Buffing- 
ton, Burt, Cabell, William W. Campbell, John H> 
Campbell, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
man, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, 
Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Ewing, Foot, Giddings, 
Giles, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Har- 

er, Herrick, Elias B; Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubard, Hud- 
son, Hung 
Charles J. I 


Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, F. 
jamin Thompson, Tilden, “Treadway, Trumbo, 


ward, Yancey, and Young—100- 


| Vance, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood- 


‘honiasson, Benzo 
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_NAYS—Messrs.. Anderson, Baker, Benton, 
James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, Catchcart, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Colin, 
Culver, Cunningham, Delano, De Mott, Dilling- 
ham, Dobbin, Douglass, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erd- 
‘man, Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, 
Hoge, Hough, James B. Hunt, Jénkins, Jas. H. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Preston: King, Lawrence, ‘Levin, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, Me- 
Connell, McDowell, Barclay. Martin, Morris, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, 
Pendleton, Perrill, Pettit, Price, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Reidy Relfe, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Leon- 
ard H. Simms, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, St.J ohn, Strong, 
James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, 
‘Toombs, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wood- 
worth, Yell, and Yost—87. Le ! 

So, two-thirds not voting. therefor, the House 
decided that the resolution should not be made the 
special order for the first Monday in February. 

Mr. PRICE thereupon withdrew the amendment 
he had submitted,'to make the resolution the spe- 
‘cial order for to-morrow, [which means to-day, 
Tuesday3] and moved that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union. 


OREGON DIRECT-—AGAIN. 


The motion having prevailed, the House resolv- 
‘ed itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, Mr. Trsnarrs, of Kentucky, in the 
shair, 

And the committee, on motión of Mr. BOWLIN, 
took up the same joint resolution from the Com- 

mittee on Foreign Affairs, j 

Mr. BOWLIN, whose claim to the floor was not 
contested, rose and addressed the Committee. 

Mr. B. said he regarded this question of the oc- 
eupation of Oregon as onc of the deepest and most 
vital importance that had ever agitated this Gov- 
ernment from its very foundation. It not only in- 
volved the value of the territory under considera- 
tion, but involved principles of the most sacred 
nature—principles upon which, if this nation was 
now prepared to give way, she was prepared. to | 
draw down deep degradation upon her head in the 
bloom of youth. It was a question of the greatest 
importance, whether we regard it in reference to 
the power with which it might bring ws in collision, 
or in reference to the value of the territory, or in 
that higher character of the national honor, which 
is at stake upon it, Upon the question of our 
claims to Oregon he did not propose to trouble the 
House. His views upon it had already been fully 
submitted at a former session of Congress; and he 
should only touch upon them as they might inci- 

_ dentally be involved in the’ review of the treaties 
made upon this subject. Hé proposed to leave the 
question of title where the decision of the last Con- 
gress; in conformity with that of the Baltimore 

Convention, had placed it, and which the people of 

this nation had. ratified by a solemn and decisive 

vote—viz © that it is unquestionably in us.. 

The title of Oregon, then, is ours, and is estab- 
lished by the best authority in.this country. That 
being the case, had we donè anything to place that 
title out of our hands, or to bring it mto jeopardy? 
And here permit him to state, at the outset of his 
argument, that no act which we might possibly 
do in relation to Oregon, so long as we leave the 
rivers, bays, and creeks of that territory open to 
the subjects of Great Britain, and allow them the 
right of trading with the Indians, could be in viola- 
tion of that convention. We might establish a | 
Territorial Government. regardless of the notice; | 
we might build our forts and fortifications; we | 
might send our people there; we might organize | 
the Territory into a State; and, in his humble 
opinion, there. would be no violation of the treaty | 
stipulations between us and England. What had | 
England gained. by-treaty on this subject? The | 
first foundation of her pretended claim was the | 
treaty of Nootka Sound; and upon this her own | 
eminent statesmen had pronownced,.on thë floor |! 
of the British Parliament, that they had gained || 
nothing that they had not before... They had bul- 
lied Spain into that negotiation; they had kicked 
her into it by voting supplex to the king for ċar- 
rying on the war; but Spain out-generaled them, 

„and they gained nothing but fine words; they 


|| the South sea, and took it as a boon at the hands 


in that territory, the right to trade with the na- 
tives, and to make temporary huts and. ware- 
houses; ay, they gained a loss by that very treaty, 
for they gained the privilege of the commerce of 


of a nation which they, at the same time, held in 
a condition of scorn and degradation. The next 
thing in the history of negotiation, by which she 
pretended that she acquired any rights, was in the 
celebrated treaty with the United States in 1818. 
The terms of that treaty were, perhaps, familiar 
to every gentleman in this House; but he wished 
to call the attention of gentlemen particularly to 
it as compared with other treaties of the United 
States with Great Britain, that they might see 
whether she ever gained any more right of soil or 
other rights under it than she had gained_ under 
other treaties with regard to which she had made 
no such pretensions. What did the treaty of 1818 | 
give them? The third article of that treaty was as | 
follows: 


‘may be claimed by either party on the northwest 
‘coast of America, westward of the Stony moun- 
‘ tains, shall, together with its harbors, bays, and 
‘ creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within the 
t same, be free and open for the term of ten years | 
‘from the date of the signature of the present con- 
‘vention, to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of 
‘the two Powers; it being well understood that | 
‘ this agreement is not to be construed to the pre- | 
* judice of any claim which either of the two high 
‘ contracting parties may have to any part of the | 
‘said country; nor shall it be taken to affect the | 
‘claims of any other Power or State to any part | 
tof the said country—the only object of the high | 
‘ contracting parties, in that respect, being to pre- | 
* vent disputes and differences among themselves.” | 

Now, he contended that, while we preserve to || 
them the freedom of trade in that territory, and | 
preserve the creeks, bays, and rivers open to their 
communication with the waters of that country, | 
there was no violation of the spirit of that treaty. | 
This idea of “joint occupation,” growing out of 
that treaty, arose from the peculiar condition of | 
the case, and not from the words of the treaty or 
from any known principles of international law. | 
When we agree to let a country into commercial 
transactions with a savage people on our territory, 
it necessarily carried with it the idea that they may 
fortify themselves with stockades and temporary 
forts; and that begets the idea of permanent hab- 
itation, permanent. location; and this begets the 
idea with a grasping nation, such as Great Britain, 
that there may be some claim to territory arising 
under it. , An example of a similar treaty was that 
which was concluded with England at the peace 
of 1793, known as Jay’s treaty, by which the free 
navigation of the Mississippi river was expressly 
provided for. And the article in that treaty was 
almost in identical-terms with the article of this 
treaty in relation to Oregon. 

Mr. B. read the following extract from this 
treaty: 


“ The river Mississippi shall, however, accord- 
‘ing to the treaty of peace, be entirely open to both 
‘parties; and it is further agreed that all the ports 
‘and places on its eastern side, to whichsoever of 
‘the parties belonging, may freely be resorted to 
“and used by both parties in as ample a manner as 
‘any of the Atlantic ports or places of the United 
‘States, or any of the ports or places of his Ma- 
t jesty in Great Britain.” z 

Almost precisely the language used in relation 
to Oregon. Now suppose that Great Britain had 
created one of her great monopolizing companies, 
and had placed it on the soil of Mississippi and 


her claim to any right of territory there, under a 
treaty which gave to her the right of ingress and 
egress in that river? Who would have supposed 
that she had any right to prevent us from organiz- 
ing a civil government there? And yet the privi- 
leges conferred upon her under Jay’s treaty in re- 
lation to the Mississippi river, were just as exten- 
sive as those which this treaty in relation to Oregon 
conferred upon her, and still it never entered the 
heads of British statesmen that they had any right | 
to the territory along the shores of the Mississippi, 
the Missouri, and the Arkansas; and the idea of 
her rights in Oregon had been begotten alone by 
this continual grasping spirit on her part, fostered 


gained nothing but the right of ingress and egress 


by our own supineness and inaction, and by the 


“ Arricty 3. [tis agreed that any country that |} 


Arkansas, who would have believed for a moment |} 


remoteness of this territory. They would never 
have tried, under the treaty of 1818, to plant a ter- 
ritory under. our own view. Under the’ treaty 
which conferred upon us the right of fishing on 
the banks of Newfoundland, we were authorized 
to build huts and warehouses, to dry our fish and 
prepare and store. them for. market; and yet it 
never entered into the conception of man that be- 
cause Great Britain had given us these privileges, 
that territory or any portion of it was ours; ùn- 


| questionably it had never entered into the thoughts 


of Great Britain, that if she saw fit to organize a 
territory there she was first to come and. ask us. 
And he asked gentlemen to throw aside the idea 
which had been engendered, and which served 
only to confuse and lead astray, that Great Britain 
had any rights which would be interfered with by 
the vindication of our claims to that territory. 
Her treaty with Russia in 1825, conferred upon 
her almost the same privileges as the treaty with 
us in 1818; yet she had never dared to plant any 
colonies there ; she had never even raised the claim 
that Russia had surrendered any portion of her 
territory. 

He called gentlemen, then, to look at this sub- 


! ject in the right aspect. This is American territo- 


ry. No rights have been conceded except the 
rights of trade, and so long as our harbors, bays, 
and creeks, are left open to her citizens for this 
purpose, so long we violate no rights of hers, al- 
though we go on to take possession of it, by or- 
ganizing a Government, and taking the proper 
measures for the protection of our citizens and our 
soil. When we closed the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river to them, were we threatened with 
war? When we closed one or two other rivers to 
them, were we threatened with war? No: it had 
not been the practice of this House to anticipate 
war on such grounds. They were looked upon 
as commercial transactions. No: Great Britain 
never would have dreamed of saying that she had 
any claims upon Oregon had it not been for the 
laggard spirit of the American people, and which 
had crept into certain portions of this House, 
This was the origin of the grasping spirit manifest- 
ed by England on this subject, and which well ac- 
corded with the grasping spirit with which she 
was now fighting the New Zealanders, to strip 
them of their little territory, and was denouncing 
them as rebels. She had now drawn her fortifica- 
tions from the North of England itself in one con~ 
tinuous military line all the way around to the 
East Indies; she had fortified that route, so as to 
command the trade of China, and she does not 
want Oregon for itself. INo: she would be glad if 
the whole of Oregon were a burning voleano, as 
far as she. is concerned; because she will have to 
go on to fortify herself if we settle it. Her object 
is to keep the Yankees out of it. Ifshe can crip- 
ple us, and prevent our emigration thither, that is 
all she desires. Now she has the island of Chu- 
san, that commands Ningpoo, at the mouth of the 
Yang Zie Kiang; she captured it during her war 
with China, and sold it back for twenty millions 
of dollars. The time expired for its payment; it 
was paid; and now the English Government say 
that circumstances have changed. They have got 
the money, and they refuse to surrender back the 
island, because, they say, forsooth, ‘it would be 
‘putting it into the hands of our great rival, France. 
‘It is too important to surrender; we must keep 
‘it, and prevent France from coming in possession 
‘of it.” This is British morality! And why do 
they keep it? Because it is the nearest harbor to 
Oregon. ' 

He now called upon gentlemen to look frankly 
upon this treaty, and to say that there have been 
no rights conferred under it, as claimed by gentle- 
men in this House; and whether we give the no- 
tice or not, we have as much right to organize a 
territory, to fortify it, to put our troops in it, as 
we had in Arkansas or Mississippi under Jay’s 
treaty. Itwas no grant of territory, but merely a 
commercial treaty; and Great Britain could justly 
take no offence. at our action, so long as we pro- 
tected the rights of trade of her citizens; but if she 
saw fit to take offence at it, let it come. 

But the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Ruert] yesterday told them if war came it would 
be a war of aggression on our part. Our soil (said 
Mr. B.) is quartered upon; fortifications are erect- 
ed; and the territory is actually taken possession 
of; and because we see fit to do the same thing, in 
the exercise of our rights, are we to be told that, 
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in case the result of this action is war, it is a war 
of aggression on our part? It reminded him of the 
old fable of the poreupine and the snake. The 
porcupine, being overtaken by a storm, called at 
the den of the snake, and sought protection from 
the inclemency of the weather. He was taken in; 
and when he got tired of his company, he threw 
out his sharp quills into their soft skins. They 
invited him to retire. 4 No,” he told them “he 
thad been allowed to come in, and he was very® 
‘well satisfied; those who wished to could go 
‘out.”? So with the British traders. - They had 
been allowed to come in, and they had taken pos- 
session of this territory; and now, when we want- 
ed to get them out, they tell usthey are very well 
satisfied, and those who are dissatisfied may with- 
draw ; and when the gentleman says if we under- 
take to put the porcupine out, it is an aggressive 
war, he (Mr. B.) did not understand it so. It 
was nothing more nor less than a war of defence 
against the encroachments of an_over-grasping 
Power, An “offensive” war! -Why, one would 
suppose from the speech of the gentleman that 
we were engaged in some grand acquision of for- 
eign territory. Was that the fact? 1s not Ore- 
gon ours? Did any one doubt it at this day? And 
if it was ours, what was our duty in regard to our 
citizens and our territory? The gentleman from 
South Carolina had told them that to give this no- 
tice would be to assume exclusive jurisdiction over 
the territory, and to assume exclusive jurisdiction 
would we war; and further, that it would be a war 
of aggression on our part. He agreed with the 
gentleman, that giving the notice. was necessary to 
assume exclusive jurisdiction; but as to the remain- 
der of his positions, he differed with him in toto. 
To give the notice, and to assume exclusive juris- 
diction, he (Mr. B.) contended, did not necessarily 
invite to war; and if war should follow, it would 
be a war of aggression on the part of England, to 
take from us a part of our rightful territory; and a 
war which, he trusted, if it once was forced upon 
us by the rapacity of Great Britain, would never 
cease until she had not a foot of land upon the con- 
tinent of America. Let her distinctly understand 
that this was the sentiment of this House and of 
the other House of Congress, and that they are 
sustained in it by the American people; that we 
are not going’ to cower before her, and to surrender 
our just territory ; that we are not the poor con- 
temptible creatures that she is committing depreda- 
tions upon in South Africa, in the Isle of France, 
or New Zealand; and let her distinctly understand 
that if she makes a war of aggression in order to 
take from us any portion of our territory, it will 
never cease so long as she owns one inch upon our 
continent. The gentleman from South Carolina 
also dwelt at some length upon the policy of allow- 
ing things to remain as they now are, and of leav- 
ing to time to settle this question. We had been 
allowing it to go on in this manner for fifty years, 
and what had time accomplished? It had brought 
into question the title of a territory to which our 
claim was as good as that upon which this Capitol 
stands. Our diplomacy, our concessions, our ne- 
gotiations from time to time had brought the mat- 
ter into this position. What was time going to do? 
He would tell them: it was to leave that country 
in the possession of the British, with encourage- 
ment to fortify; and the responsibility of changing 
the state of things which we pusillanimously shrin 

from will be assumed by our posterity; and Fre- 
mont’s pass in the Rocky mountains will be an- 
other Thermopylæ to drive back the invading Per- 
sians upon the rights of freemen. The gentleman 


was mistaken in his theory. Time sufficient had |i 


already elapsed to develop what would be the re- 
sult of this policy; and it was that England has 
fifty forts in that territory, and that we had none; 
that England has an organized Government, we 
have none; that England has military forces there, 
we have none; and that she has absolute posses- 
sion ofa territory to which she has no claim but 
the pretended 
operation of timc, and time would work wonders! 


‘We would drive them off eventually, or make them | 


American citizens; but he scorned to leave to our 
posterity what we ought to do oursel ves—to vindi- 
cate our claim to a territory to which our title was 


as good as it is to the territory of Virginia. The | 


gentleman seemed to think it absurd to think of 
possessing Oregon. He (Mr. B.) differed with 
him herealso. Let them pass this measure—let us 
‘encourage our people to go there, and let the Eng- 


one under this treaty. That was the | 


lish attempt to resist us, and he would guarantee 
that one hundred thousand swords would leap from 
their scabbards, and would be wielded for the de- 
fence of our rights in Oregon by those who would 
go determined to drive off our enemies from the 
last inch of the soil of the Republic. 

The.gentleman had treated at some length of the 
effect of war upon oùr institutions; and had seemed 
to dread something like a despotism resulting from 

t. In this he differed from the gentleman. A 

war, he maintained; was no positive evil, occasion- 
ally. Chinaisan example of a nation which never 
wars—which spends millions of money to build 
walls to hedge herself around, instead of relying 
on the breasts of her sons as a bulwark of defence. 
On the contrary, England, France,and Spain; were 
nations that were prepared to defend their rights. 
He did not regard war as a positive evil, if it was 
forced upon us by aggression ànd injustice; and he 
told the gentleman he might look to the West for 
defence for any war which might come upon us. 

On the point of territory, it was a subject, as he 
had remarked, of vital importance to this nation. 
If the Territory of Oregon was a barren rock, if it 
was a burning volcano, still it was ows; and he 
trusted in God that there was in the hearts of the 
people an idea of national honor which would for- 
ever prevent them from yielding up one foot of the 
territory which rightfully belonged to us. ‘He 
knew it had been questioned, when we had seen 
Maine dismembered, and a portion of her people 
sold to despotism and tyranny; but he trusted that 
such a disgrace would not again be inflicted on our 
country. Upon this subject we might derive a 
most beautiful Jesson from the ancient Romans. 

Amongst the fabled deities of the Romans, they 
had a god of boundaries called Terminus, who was 
represented without feet, indicating that he had no 
power of retreating from the spot where Roman 
valor had placed him. To this fabled deity, the 
homage of patriotism, courage, and a sacred faith 
in the prowess of their arms, were rendered up 
with divine honors. Religion and patriotism com- 
bined in the preservation of the soil of the Repub- 
lic. In support of this sacred principle of Roman 
faith, of Roman patriotism, it was ordained that 
any one who proposed to remove this god, and dis- 
member the Republic, should be decreed infamous. 
Armed alike with religious enthusiasm, a devotion 
to this god of limits, und an ardent and burning 
patriotism, the Roman people not onl preserved 
from dismemberment the soil of the Republic for 
more than athousand years, but planted the statue 
of their favorite deity in Britain on the north, on 
the Euphrates in the east, Mauritania in the south, 
and the pillars of Hercules in the west. Roman 
arms, and Roman valor, carried him to the utmost 
limits of the then known habitable globe. In- 
spired by a holy faith in their tutelary deity, they 
could look undismayed, amidst the slaughters of 
Canne, and the ruthless plunder of the Gauls. 
Even in her greatest extremity, no Senator dared 
counsel peace at the sacrifice of an acre of her soil; 
no diplomatist had the temerity to breathe the 
thought of removing the favorite deity from his 
pedestal at any price. Where Roman genius and 
Roman enterprise erected the sacred symbol, Ro- 
man valor was there ready to defend it. Under 
the benign influence of this mingled sentiment of 
religion and patriotism, Rome grew and spread, 
until 


She veiled 
Earth with her haughty shadow, and displayed, 
Intil the o’er-canopied horizon failed, 
| Her rushing wings—Oh! she who was Almighty hailed. 


From this beautiful story of the fabled divinity, 
| let us learn to draw lessons of wisdom and patriot- 
ism. Let us, like the Romans, inculcate a sacred 
reverence for the unity of our soil, for the untar- 
| nished lustre of our honor. Let us enshrine in our 
hearts our stars and our stripes as the patriotic 
emblems of our faith. Let us plant them upon the 
utmost limits of the Republic, and invoke execra- 
tion upon the head of him who would counsel their 
withdrawal or their dishonor. 

There was still such a thing as national honor, 
| though it had been tampered with; and he differed 
| in toto from the gentleman from South Carolina, 
|| who thought there was no cause of war but to pre- 
| serve ourselves from being trodden under the foot 
of power, and to resist that aggression which strikes 
at our liberty. ‘There were cases other than these 
| of national honor as nice—ay, perhaps even nicer 
—than any case which existed in personal inter- 


{ 


course. And here let him say to the gentleman 
from South Carolina, that he was mistaken: when 
he supposed that the people of the ‘West had nota 
high sense of personal honor, and a readiness to 
vindicate it when occasion required. : r 

Mr. WOODWARD—his colleague [Mr Rnert] 
being at the moment absent from his seat—miade an 
explanation (as was inferred) of Mr. Rv's remark 
on this point, which was inaudible:at the desk on 
the left of the Speaker’s chair. z 

Mr. BOWLIN. continued. He was going on to 
show that there were. other just causes of war 
than those which had been laid down by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina as the only ones. He 
referred to the revolutionary war, as an instance in 
illustration of his position, in which our country 
had gone into a bloody conflict for the vindication 
of an abstract principle—viz: that no power on 
earth had a right to impose taxes on us-against our 
consent. It did not arise because, aceording to the 


upon us he truste ' 
found afraid to meet it, and that we should not cra- 
venly postpone it for our posterity. Let us pre- 
serve our territory from dismemberment, and our- 
selves from eternal dishonor and disgrace. ‘There 
was not a heart in the nation, he trusted, that did 
not leap at the glorious thought of meeting our ene- 
my in such a cause as this if war was forced upon 
us, and of pressing forward, not stopping until we 
should drive our British invaders from the Ameri- 
can continent. There was no difficulty on this point, 
however. Great Britain was not. going to declare 
war. Did she declare war on Russia when she re- 
sumed the territory on which she had given her the 
right to trade? or upon us, when we had resumed 
the right of the navigation of the Mississippi river, 
which we granted her under Mr. Jay’s treaty? No. 
She was not going to declare war now; and: he 
regretted that any part of the legislation of this 


| House should be tinctured with a British feeling— 


with a fear that Great Britain would not approve 
our action in regard to our own territory. He ut- . 
terly denounced and deprecated such a course: and ` 
he invoked this House to continue to legislate upon 
our own soil precisely as if Great Britain did not . 
exist asa nation—precisely as if, with an aggressive 
spirit, she-was not spreading her dominion far and, 
wide over the bounds of the habitable globe. We. 
had our rights, and let us dare maintain them. He 
referred to the same spirit of aggression on the part 
‘of England as‘exhibited towards France, and to the 


‘noble manner in which it had been resénted, when, 


instead of receiving the monarch whom English 
tyranny had attempted to force upon thêm; they. 
had thrown back the head of that monarch in'their~ 

faces, and had gallantly, bravely defended: their 
own rights and their own soil. Withthe same ob- 
ject in view, we were now to ‘be. assailed. -With 
our twenty millions of people, and: with our Tm- 
pregnable fortifications, which nature had thrown 
around us, we could not bé conquered in, battles 
but we were to be conquered by colonization—by 
wresting our territory from us; on: the pretended 
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claim to it founded: on the stipulations of a- mere | 
cornmercial treaty. “We were now to be put on a 
footing with’ Hindostan, with -Ceylon, with Aff- 
ghanistan,-and with a hundred -other countries 
where she had driven out the true owners. We 
“avere to be sunk in national character, and degraded, | 
preparatory to her assumption of Oregon; and when 
that day comes;:then there would: be: war +. then 
would come, as had been said-by gentlemen,in the 
course of this debate, the crash of systems that 
would convulse the civilized world. But the eternal | 
principles of truth and justice were. on our side; 
and’ wherever. we were forced into this conflict, 
with them we should prevail. : T 
“Mr. B. concluded, by expressing his confidence, 
that the unfeeling sentiments of the gentleman | 
from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] expressed on yester- | 
day, would have no influence upon this House. 
No true friend of Oregon entertained such feelings. 
‘When the gentleman drew his horrible picture of | 
war, of English black regiments, and.of insurrec- 
tion in the South, he (Mr. B.) could charitably 
have hoped that the ‘wish was not father to the | 
thought,’? had not the gentleman coolly remarked | 
that the South had brought this upon themselves. | 
Oregon wanted no sich advocates, upon such 
monstrous principles of inhumanity. Her true | 
friends repudiated them; and he would say, in the | 
spirit of the Litany of the Church, from such ad- | 
vocates, and from such inhumanity, good Lord | 
deliver us. 

Mr. B. having concluded— 

Mr, YANCEY obtained thë floor; but yielded 
to.a motion that the committee rise; which prevail- 
ing, the committee rose and reported progress. 

And then, at a very early hour, `- ' 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
‘Wrennespay, January 7, 1846. 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- | 


port from the Department of War, presenting a | 
statement of contracts made in said department | 
during the year 1845; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PILOT LAWS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of the pilots of Baltimore, praying the ; 
repeal of the act of the 2d of March, 1837, concern- | 
ing pilots; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. an 

Mr. J. also presented the memorial of Joseph 
H. Bradley and others, citizens of the District.of | 
Columbia, praying an extension of the powers of 
the Orphans’ court of said District; which was re- 
ee to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

Mr. BAGBY presented additional documents in 
relation to the. petition of Amos Halborn; which 
were referred.to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. B. also-presented the petition of Blair & 
Rives, praying compensation for printing the Com- 
pendium of the Sixth Census; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims... 

Mr. B. asked to be excused from further service 
as chairman of the Committee on Claims, in con- 
sequence of the pressure of his other official duties. 
No objection being made, the request was complied 
with by the Senate. . 

Mr. CALHOUN rose to ask a similar favor. 
During his absence, and before he took his seat in 
the Senate at the present session, he had been ap- | 
pointed chairman of the Committee on Finance. He | 
would be very glad indeed to render all the service | 
he could; to the best of his ability; but there were | 
several reasons for his declining the acceptance of ; 
the station. ‘Oné, however, would be sufficient. , 
he business of that committee was extensive, | 
and would require a great deal of explanation, as | 
well as argument, in defence of the measures pre- | 
sented. In all probability it would be beyond the ! 
power of his voice to undertake the duty. He had | 
for many years been subject to hoarseness, and af- : 
ter addressing the Senate, it always continued for ' 
several days; and this would. mcapacitate him. i 
Under these circumstances, without assigning any | 

i 
4 


other reason, he hoped he would bë excused. 
would add one fact: when formerly a member of 
this body, he was excused for the reason now as- | 
“signed; and -he trusted that a similar indulgence 
would not now be refused. 


f 
i 
i 
i 


Mr. CaLmoyn was then excused from serving 
on the Committee on Finance, no objection being 


made. Peni 
Mr. DIX presented the memorial of Colonel 


i| John B. Walbach, asking compensation for ser- 


vices as aid-de-camp to General Wilkinson, in 
1801, and the reimbursement of his expenses and 
losses while acting in that capacity; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the memorial of 
one hundred and seventy-five masters of vessels 
and steamers, and forwarding merchants, asking 
for the construction of a harbor at the mouth of 
the Sheboygan river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. W. also presented a similar memorial from 
citizens of Buffalo, New York; which was referred 
to the same committee. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of the heirs 
of Gilbert Denel, praying indemnity for losses by 
the depreciation of the currency in which he was 
naid for his services in the revolutionary war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. i 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial of officers 
of the army of the United States, praying the legis- 
lation of Congress on the subject of brevet and staff 
rank in the army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, to whom was referred a bill to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to make an arrange- 
ment or compromise with Mangle M. Quacken- 
boss, and his co-obligors, or any of them, for 
claims on bonds given by them as sureties to the 
United States, reported the same without amend- 
ment, recommending that it be passed. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The following resolution, reported yesterday by 
Mr. Arkey, from the Committee on I"oreign Re- 
lations, was considered and agreed to : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 
to be prepared for the use of the Senate ten thou- 
sand copies of the map of the Oregon Territory, 
compiled by the United States Exploring Expedi- 
tion: provided said maps shall not cost more than 
ten dollars per hundred. | 

The ‘* Act for the relief of James Bogardus,” 
referred to yesterday, was read a third time and 
passed. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN MICHIGAN. 


The bill granting alternate sections of ‘the pub- 
lic domain for the completion of internal improve- 
ments in the State of Michigan, was taken up for 
consideration; when 

Mr. SPEIGHT inquired if the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Woopsrier] was yet ready for 
action upon the bill. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE answered in the negative, 
and hoped the bill would be again passed by in- 
formally for a few days, when he trusted its merits 
might be fully and properly laid before the Sen- 
ate. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The ** Bill to extend the Cumberland road through 
the State of Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois,” was taken 
up, and considered as in committee of the whole, 
and reported. back to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

The question being put upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and passed to a third reading, 

Mr. DAYTON suggested a postponment of the 
consideration of the bill until this day two weeks; 
to which 
Mr. HANNEGAN, who reported the bill, as- 
senting, it was so postponed. 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 


The Senate took up, as in committee. of the 
whole, the bill to provide for raising a regiment of 
mounted riflemen. 

Mr. BENTON briefly explained the design of 
the bill. It was reported as a peace measure, and 
had no reference whatever to war, or the rumors 
of war, which agitated the whole world. In that 
oint of view he considered it ; and, so considering 
it, he would not discuss the question of our foreign 
relations. It was to constitute a portion of the 


ermanent peace establishment that the bill was 
introduced, and it grew entirely out of the present 
defenceless state of our frontier. It was so entirely 


and exclusively intended for the purpose of putting 
our frontier in a situation for defence, and for the 


protection of settlers, that if he held in his hand 


this day a bond for the-continuance of peace with 
all the world, he should have felt it his duty to 
report this bill. He believed that there were about 


<gight thousand miles of frontier unprotected; and 


it was reasonable to suppose that, with this great 
extension of frontier, atid the large number of In- 
dians with whom our people would be brought in 
contact, this additional force would be needed at 
all events. A regiment of mounted riflemen was. 
considered as the most appropriate force that could 
be raised for the service, to be employed at the 
military defences which the President may deem 
necessary on the line of communication with Ore- 
gon. The only material question, in his view, 
was, whether it would not be more advisable that 
two regiments should be employed instead of one, 
in consequence of the great extension of our south- 
western frontier. That was an open country—a 
sandy waste—a desert, where these forts were re- 
quired to be built as defences against the roving 
tribes of Indians, and mounted riflemen were the 
most efficient force which could be employed, be- 
cause it combined the advantages of cavalry and 
infantry. The President had recommended stock- 
ades and block-houses; but the bill did not fix t! e 
number; this was a matter of detail; nor was the 
material of which they should be built designated, 
as every country was governed by circumstances. 
The British posts were composed of sun-burnt 
bricks, and they made excellent buildings, either 
for defence or habitation; they were perfectly dry, 
and whitewashed inside; and impenetrable to all 
arms, even to a rifle ball. It was left open to the 
President to determine the number and situation 
of these defences. ` There was a blank left in the 
bill for arming and equipping the regiment. He 
had sent a copy of the bill to the Quartermaster 
General, asking information on the subject, and 
was informed, in reply, that $76,500 would be 
required for this purpose. He would therefore 
move to fill the blank with that sum. With respect 
to the second blank, the Quartermaster General 
had not been able to make any accurate estimate; 
but, considering the work was to be performed by 
the men themselves, he would propose $3,000 for 
the erection of each post. That would be sufi- 
cient; adding some compensation to the Indians 
for the use of their grounds, as, although we had 
the power to appropriate: private property for the 
public use, we could not occupy lands belonging 
to either white or red men without compensation; 
it would therefore be necessary to make an appro- 
priation for this object. And he proposed to fill 
the blank with the sum of $100,000. 

Mr. CALHOUN suggested to the Senator a 
modification—that $3,000 be appropriated to de- 
fray the expenses of each military station, or de- 
fence; and not exceeding $2,000 compensation to 
the Indian tribes who may possess or own the 
grounds on which each work may be erected. 
This will be better than appropriating around sum 
for the whole. 

Mr. BENTON said the suggestion was very 
good, and he was willing to accept the modifica- 
tion. 

These amendments were agreed to, and there 
being no others proposed, the bill was reported to 
the Senate, and the amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole concurred in. 

And the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. LEWIS moved that the vacancy in the 
Committee on Finance be filled by the Chair; and 
the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT then appointed Mr. Sprrcur 
as the chairman of that committee. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States. 


CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE AGAINST THE 
UNITED STATES. 


The “ Bill providing for the settlement of the 
‘claims of New Hampshire against the United 
‘ States,” heretofore reported, was taken up and 
considered as in committee of the whole; when 

Mr. PHELPS expressed his hope that the bill 
would not be passed to-day. A variety of docu- 


ments on this subject had formerly been laid be- 
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fore the Senate,.and might now be found on the 
files of the 25th or 26th Congress. Heretofore he 
had had occasion to look into these documents, and 


reluctant as he was to oppose any claims which | 


honorable Senators might deem to be good and 
valid, he should feel himself compelled, after an 
examination of those documents, to vote against 


this bill, He hoped it would be passed by forthe | 


present. 


Mr. ATHERTON said, he had no objection: 


that the bill should, for the present, be so disposed 


of, provided it were brought before the Senate at | 


an earl 


ay, so that it might undergo the action 
of the . 


Y, da 
To 
would doubtless have passed the House had there 
been sufficient time He had no objection that the 


bill be passed by, and hoped an early day would } 


be fixed for its consideration. 

. Mr. PHELPS, in reply, pledged himself not to 
interpose any obstacle to the consideration of the 
bill; but he thought the final action of the Senate 
thereon would be expedited by his proposition. 
He asked whether the gentleman had any objec- 


tion to name next Monday as the day for its fur- | 


ther consideration? 

Mr. ATHERTON assented. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished the Senator from 
New Hampshire would state the object of the bill, 
that the Senate might be better prepared for the 
subject when it should be taken up. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he would take great 
pleasure in doing so. In the winter of 1835, the 
State of New Hampshire found it necessary to 


send a large force to sustain the authority of that | 


State over that portion of her northeastern border 
contiguous to Canada, near the line of 459,.and 
known as the Indian-stream territory, This ne- 
cessity arose from the fact of jarisiie 

claimed there by the Canadian authorities; whence 
arose a conflict between the British authorities and 
those of New Hampshire; and this conflict arose, 
in reality, from the action of the General Govern- 
ment on that subject. The facts of the case are 
to be found in the award of the King of the Neth- 
erlands, as arbitrator between the General Govern- 
ment and Great Britain, and are fully set forth in 
the report made thereon to the House by Mr. How- 
ard, then chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs in the House of Representatives, and now 
a reporter in the Supreme Court—a man, he be- 
lieved, of great accuracy. In that report it was 
shown that, in the winter of 1835-6, that part of 
New Hampshire lying on the Canadian border 
became much disturbed; so much so that bands 
of armed men, were found opposed to each other 
to sustain the authority of the respective Govern- 
ments. That of New Hampshire called upon a 
small body of its militia; in doing which, the 
expenses she now sought a reimbursement of 
were incurred. One ground which is stated in the 
report in favor of the claim of New Hampshire, 
was the. extraordinary position in which that part 
of New Hampshire was thrown by the Federal 
Goverument, in its negotiations with that of Great 


Britain, and over which New Hampshire could | 


exercise no control. During the pendency of the 
award of the King of the Netherlands, which gave 
the disputed territory to the British, it was of 


course impossible for New Hampshire to interfere, | 
while, during that period, there was no settled gov- | 
When the award was |! 
refused, New Hampshire was thrown back on her || 


ernment in that territory. 


original rights, and it became necessary for her to 
maintain her jurisdiction. 


Flampshire—formed a portion of one of its coun- 
ties, where legal process had been always served, 


without any interference of the Canadian author- | 1 y 
i! € of actual settlers on the public lands,” introduced 


ities with the State jurisdiction. Bat upon the an- 
nouncement of the award of the King of the Neth- 


erlands, a different state of things arose. Persons | ł ; 
i| consideration be postponed, Mr. A. assenting there- 
In 1835, a Canadian i 


appeared there, claiming to act under the authority 
of the Governor of Canada. A n 
officer undertook to arrest one of the inhabitants, 


who was rescued. The men who interfered to res- į 
cue him from the hands of an officer who had no 

right to arrest him, were also arrested for resisting | 
the Canadian authorities, and it became a matter | 


of necessity for New Hampshire to interfere, in 


E ees F aa | 
order to sustain her jurisdiction. By the unani- į 


use. It had, on a former occasion, once | 
passed the Senate, after a full consideration, and | 


es 


It was a portion of the |! 
continent over which she had exercised undisputed | 
jurisdiction from the first settlement of the State, |i 
and up to that time there had been no dispute. Ht: 
had been duly incorporated into the State of New | 


l |i into the Atlantic ocean. 
tion being | 


i! dollars. 


— aaee 
mous conturrence. of her Legislature, an armed 
force was sent and maintained there. To show 
thatthe Canadian authorities claimed jurisdiction 
there, he would refer to certain complaints which 
Were filed in the office of the. Secretary of State, 
made by the Attorney-General of Lower Ganada, 
and transmitted to the Governor of New Hamp- 
shire. These charges were made in 1836, by di- 
rection of Lord Gosford, Governor-General of Can- 
ada; and, upon their being transmitted to the au- 
thorities of New Hampshire, commissioners were 
appointed to investigate the matter and report 
thereupon. The second charge was, ‘‘ The. con- 
* tinued advance of the State of New Hampshire~ 
‘of her laws and jurisdiction—into a territory 
‘which, by the treaty of 1783, was not designated 
‘as a part of the United States, and which should 
* be considered as still undetached from Great Brit- 
tain, and its inhabitants still under her Govern- 
tment.” The third charge was, “ The military 
t occupation by New Hampshire of the territory 
‘in question.” That showed the Canadian Gov- 
ernment did interfere to extend its authority over 
that territory. The New Hampshire commis- 
sioners procecded to investigate the subject, and 
the map they were enabled to make was of great 
importance, in showing most conclusively that 
i the claim of the British authorities was entirely 
| without foundation, and that the territory in 
dispute belonged unquestionably to New Hamp- 
| shire. 


| The dispute relative to this portion of territory 


arose from that part of the treaty of 1783 which re- 
fers to the northwestern source of the Connecticut 
river. By that treaty, the line of boundary was to 
run along the highlands dividing the waters which 
flow into the St. Lawrence from those which fall 
Now it could only be 
owing to a complete ignorance of the geography of 
the country that that line established by the King 
of the Netherlands, instead of going to the north- 
west branch of the Connecticut river, left the high- 
Jands and struck the Connecticut. That would be 
obvious to any Senator who examined the map ac- 
companying the report. The dispute grew out of 
the question, “which was the northwest branch of 
the Connecticut river?’ Of that there-could be no 
manner of doubt. So satisfied were those that ex- 
amined it, that upon representations being made to 
Mr. Websier, when engaged in negotiation upon 
the northwest boundary, by the New Hampshire 
delegation, the British surrendered their claims to 
all the territory in dispute, which is now within 
the limits of New Hampshire. He conceived there 
could be no objection made to the principle upon 
which New Hampshire acted in carrying out her 
purpose to sustain her jurisdiction. The State of 
| Maine did the same thing. Her claims, which rest- 
ed on precisely the same ground, were already paid. 
THe believed they had been paid since their recogni- 
tion by the treaty; but they were recognised in the 
treaty, because they were due, and for no other 
reason. Hewould, then, remark, that the amount 
named by New Hampshire was trifling—only six 
or seven thousand and about one hundred dollars; 
whilst, if he recollected right, the claims of Maine 
i for military services amounted to seventy thousand 
The claims of Maine were of a similar 
| kind to the present; they were recognised and paid. 
There was no difference between them, except as 
to the greater magnitude of those of Maine, which, 
by the zeal of her authorities, and those who ne- 
gotiated the treaty, were paid; whereas those of 
| New Hampshire, being smaller, were not yet dis- 
charged. 

Inaccordance with the suggestion of Mr. PuELPs, 


of the bill was postponed until Monday next. 


PRE-EMPTION SYSTEM. 


The ‘‘ Bill providing for the establishment of a 
‘ permanent prospective pre-emption law, in favor 


: several days since by Mr. Asuiey, was then taken 
i up; but by request of several Senators, that its 


to, it was passed by informally for the present. 
POST ROUTES IN TEXAS, 


| back to the Senate with amendment. - ; 
“The question being called, on ordering the bill to 


and the assent of Mr. AtHerton, the consideration | 
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be engrossed for a third reading,.a brief conversa- 
tion ensued between Messrs. WESTCOTT, ASH- 
LEY, SEVIER, JARNAGIN, HUN TINGTON 3 
and NILES, as to the proposed mail routes; which 
resulted in the recommitial of the bill to. the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and: Post Roads for the 
purpose of amendment. f - 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL WASHINGTON: 


The following joint resolution, a pales yestere 
day. by Mr. Camuron, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings, was taken up, and read a second 
time : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress ussembled, 
That the Washington National Monument Socie- 
ty be, and it is hereby authorized to erect the con- 
templated monument to the memory of General 
Washington, upon such portion of the publié 
grounds or reservations within the city of Wash- 
ington, not otherwise occupied, as shall be selected 
by the President of the United States and the Board 
of Managers of said society as a suitable site on 
which to erect the said monument, and for the pro- 
tection thereof. a i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested that the joint 
resolution be laid on the table for the present, as 
he believed thata similar resolution had passed the 
House of Representatives; and it was so ordered, 


LIGHT-HOUSE IN THE DELAWARE: RIVER. 


A report from the Secretary of the Treasury, con+ 
taining information in relation to the erection of à 
light-house on the stone pier, near Fort Mifflin, in 


i| the Delaware river, in compliance with a resolu- 


tion of the Senate calling for the same, was pre- 
sented, referred to the: Committee on, Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. Ben a 


House of Representatives, it shall be the duty of 
the Clerk to ascertain whether the same has been 

previously ordered to. be printed by the Senate; 
and if so, the copies ordered by the House shall 

be furnished by the printer to the Senate, and no 
charge for composition. shall be allowed therefor; 
and should an additional number of copies of any 
such document be ordered by either, House, they 
shall be furnished by the printer to the House 
which first ordered the printing of the document, 
and for which no compensation for composition 
shall be allowed: Provided, however, That if, for the 
purpose of despatch, or any other cause, it shall be 
necessary to fulfil any order for: printing of either 
Housc of any. document which had:been previously 
ordered to be printed,.the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses of ‘the House making such order, may 
direct that such document be again composed, or 
put into type, in which case composition shall be 
charged and allowed: and from the commencement 
of the present session of Congress, all printing or- 
dered by either House of Congress, when the num- 
ber-of copies does not exceed five thousand, shall 
be paid for ata rate of compensation not exceeding 
twenty. per centum less than the rates fixed and es- 
tablished by the joint resolution of 1819; and when 


ithe number of copies shall exceed. five thousand, 


the compensation shall not exceed. thirty-three and 
one-third per centum less than the rates allowed. by 
said joint resolution of 1819;-and.when. the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses.of. either House 
shall direct a second composition, to execute. ahy 
| order for printing, the printing. shall be done by.the 


any order for printing-requires.m: 


i one or. charts, the 
i same shall be obtained. uyder the 


direction -of the 
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Committee on Contingent Expenses of. the House 
making such order; and-all expenses -for printing 
shall be. paid. from the contingent fund of the two 
- Houses, each House paying for the printing. or- 
dered by it, excépt the expense of composition, 
which shall be paid by the House which first or- 
. dered the document.or paper to. be printed; and if 
there shall be second composition, it shall be paid 
for.by the House whose Committee on Contingent 
Expenses shall-authorize and direct the same; and 
when. extra. copies of any document shall be order- 
ed by both Houses, and the same are executed by 
the same printer, the copies shall be delivered: to 
the two. Houses simultaneously, in proportion to 
the whole, number of copies which the Houses 
have'respectively ordered. : 
The joint resolution was then considered as in 
committee of the whole; when 
Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the 
amendment. ~- 
‘Mr. NILES said, that the object of the resolu- 
tion was two-fold: 1st, to regulate the manner in 
which the public printing should be executed; and 
2d, to regulate the price. The change proposed by | 
the: amendment would of course affect the second 
object of the resolution only. 
hê amendment was adopted in the committee 
of the whole; thé joint resolution, as amended, was 
reported: back to the Senate, which concurred in 
the said amendment, and the joint-resolution was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, to whom was referred abill for the relief 
of Mrs. Mary McRea, reported the same without 
amendment, recommending that it be passed, Mr. 
B, also moved that the report be printed; which 


motion was agreed to, 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that that Elouse had 
passed-a joint resolution authorizing the erection | 
of amonument to George Washington, on the pub- | 
lic grounds of the city of Washington, D. C,; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested. 

On motion of Mr. 8 
went into Executive session; and after some time 
spent therein, (during which several nominations | 
were confirmed,) the doors were opened, and the 
Senate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
. | WEDNESDAY, January 7, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. à ; 
‘The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the call of the committees for reports, 


< MAP OF OREGON AND PUBLIC. PRINTING. 


Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked leave to offer the 
' following resolution; which was read for informa- 
tion: : i 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be directed to furnish, with all possible 
` despatch, a map’ of the ‘Territory of Oregon, to 
accompany the President’s Message; provided the 
cost of the same shall not exceed eight cents per 
copy, all expenses included. 


Mr..G. S. HOUSTON objected. : 
Mr. SMITH said the gentleman certainly must 
have misunderstood the object of the resolution. It 
provided merely for the printing of a map of Ore- 
gon to accompany the President’s Message. 
The SPEAKER said the resolution could only 
be-received by general consent. 
Mr. SMITH supposed, he said, that no objec- | 
tion could be made 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested that at the last 
Congress each of the members had been furnished | 
with such a map... Besides, it might create delay 
in the furnishing of the documents. 
The SPEAKER ‘said no debate was in order. 
Mr. HOUSTON withdrew his objection, 
And the resolution being thus before the House— 


Mr. HUDSON (after. some conversation on a 
point of order) said that he had not the least ob- 
jection to its adoption, so faras. the furnishing of 
the map was concerned; but he objected to. haying 
the. President’s Message. delayed’ another. month 
for the.purpose of getting these maps engraved, 
As all the old’ members knew, it was now. some 


PEIGELT, the Senate then | 


‘tion to the amendment, that it seemed to him that 


j ately elected, otherwise that great de 
| follow; but th 


the exception of the last session, when. there was 
a great delay in furnishing the message, that docu- 
ment had generally been delivered within the first 
fortnight of the. session. We were now, he be- 
lieved, in the sixth week, and only two. or three 
copies had been furnished to each member. He 
had an amendment which he desired to offer, pro- 
viding for an inquiry into the cause of the delay in 
the printing of this and other documents. If these 
new maps were ordered, the probability was that 
we should have to wait three or four weeks longer. 


Mr. SMITH said he could, he thought, obviate 
this. objection on the part of the gentleman, by 
stating that the maps could be furnished in two 
days. And as to the expense, the time already 
occupied by the House in the discussion of the 
resolution had cost more than maps to accompany 
every copy of the Message would amount to. 


Mr. HUDSON was not at all opposed, he said, 
to the printing of the maps, but to the delay which 
might result. Ele supposed that many of the co- 
pies of the Message had already been stitched: to 
insert a new map would involve the trouble of re- 
stitching, and delay must necessarily follow. And 
he would here take occasion to say that he thought | 
all the extra efforts which had been made in this 
and in the last Congress, to save a little expense, 
by means of a Committee on Engraving, had been 
attended with inconvenience, greater ten times than 
would counterbalance all the saving that had been 
made. 

It was well known that at the last session of 
Congress the printing of Fremont’s report had 
been ordered. Out of the thirty or forty numbers 
to which they were entitled, they had received but 
two or three; and he understood that some one 
was delaying the work for the purpose of getting | 
some map engraved. He thought if the House 
knew the inconvenience which had been experi- 
enced during the last session, and which would 
again be experienced, in consequence of this dab- | 
bling with engraving, they would be disposed to 
discharge the Committee on Engraving altogether 
from further service. He made no complaint of 
negligence on the part of that committee. He pre- 
sumed that they had been as active as it was pos- | 
sible for them to be. But if they were under the | 
necessity of examining the maps, &c., and then 
corresponding with half the engravers in the coun- | 
try to see upon what terms the work could be done, 
delay was inevitable. The fault was not in the 
committee ; it was in the system itself. 

He moved to amend the resolution, by adding 
thereto the following words: 


‘« And that the Clerk be requested to inform the 
< House as early as practicable why the public 
‘ printing has been so long delayed; also, when the 
‘ printer will be able to supply the members with 
‘the President's Message and the accompanying 
< documents, and the report of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury; and also, that the Clerk inform the 
‘ House whether the public printers have given 
‘bonds for the faithful discharge of their duties; 
‘and, if so, when that bond was executed.” 

, Mr. HOGE rose and moved the previous ques- | 
tion, 

Mr. HUDSON continued, He had not, he said, 
yielded the floor, He had simply to say in rela- 


the inquiries which it contemplated were proper. 
There certainly had been unusual delay. The re- 
port ofthe Secretary of the Treasury, with which 
we were generally furnished during the first week 
of the session, had not, Mr. H. believed, been 
heard of since. it went into the printer’s hands. 
Why this delay? , This House had been told upon 
one of the first days of the session, that it was ne- | 
cessary that a public printer should be immedi- 
lay would 
atif he were chosen, he would enter 
at once upon the discharge of his duties, and that 
we should have all the documents forthwith. That 
argument prevailed. The public printers were 
elected. The documents had been sent down. 
And he had been informed that at least one month 
from the time at which the printers had been 
elected, they had not entered into the requisite 
bonds. Certain he was that. many of the docu- 
ments which usually came in during the first week 
of the session, had not been delivered to this day. 
Gentlemen all about him said that such was not 


three or four weeks later than the time at which 
these documenta were usually furnished.. With 


only the fact with regard to the report of the Sec- 
retary of the-Treasury, but that other documents, 


usually delivered within the first ten days of the 
session, had not yet been furnished. : 

It was time to inquire into the cause of this de- 
lay. If the public printers were incompetent—if 
they had not force or type enough to execute the 
public printing in season—the House ought to be 
informed of the fact, so that the duty might be 
assigned to some other person. If the documents 
were not to be furnished until two or three months 
after the meeting of Congress, it would become `a 
matter of indifference whether they were furnish~ 
ed atall or not. During the recent holydays the 
members—especially those who had remained in 
the city—had had more leisure to examine the doc- 
uments than they could hope to have‘at any subse- 
quent period of the session; and he, for one, had 
been greatly disappointed that they had not been 
furnished. He had inquired for them at the fold- 
ing-room from day to day; and the answer as often 
had been ‘‘ to-morrow or next day.” Six weeks 


|| of the session, he repeated, were now nearly over, 
i| and scarcely a document, with a few exceptions of 


a very unimportant character, had been received. 
He wished that the House should be informed of 


| the cause of the delay; and if it thought proper to 
| adopt the resolution of the gentleman from IHlinois, 
| [Mr. Smra,] he (Mr. H.) hoped it would be so 


amended as to provide that the maps might not be 
attached to the President’s Message. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired to know 
what this map was, and under what authority it 
had been prepared; for he must confess he was 


i| unwilling to take the map which any man might 


furnish, unless he knew that it came from a re- 
sponsible source. He was anxious to have such a 


| map; and at this cheap rate he believed the House 


might afford to publish a large number. But, at the 
same time, it should be a map published under pro- 
per authority; for it was well known that any map 
which this House might order to be engraved would 


i| go abroad with its sanction upon it. He would like 


to know whether the House was willing to publish 
any man’s map, when its publication might have 
been begun on mere speculation? If it came from 


i any of the departments or from any of the officers 


or bureaus of the Government, he would cheer- 
fully vote for it; but he would not take a map 
which any one might furnish on mere speculation, 


jand without the proper extent of knowledge re- 


quisite for the undertaking. He would like the 
gentleman who introduced the resolution to state 
by whom the map had been executed, and whether 
it was endorsed by any competent authority. 

Mr. SMITH said he was willing so. to modify 
the resolution as to provide that, before being en- 
graved, the map should be. subject to the inspec- 


| Uon.of any committce of the House, who should, 


if it was not right, make the proper correction. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he understood, from the 
tenor of the gentieman’s reply, that this map did 
not come here under the authority of any of the de- 
partments. He (Mr. T.) knew no committee of 
this Flouse that could decide on its correctness or 
justice. He could not vote for the resolution in 
the absence of such authority. 

Mr. COBB inquired of the Speaker whether the 
morning hour had commenced. 

The SPEAKER said not yet: it would not com- 
mence until this resolution had been disposed of. 

Mr. COBB said that if this discussion were con- 
tinued, the whole morning would be consumed, 
and the House would thus be prevented for some 
time from going into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, to resume tht discussion of 
the Oregon question, He therefore moved that 
the resolution be laid on the table, whence it might 
hereafter be called up, if the House should think 


i| proper. 


And the 
vailed. 

So the resolution and amendment were laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business first in 
order would be the call of the committees for re- 
ports. 4 


MINERAL LANDS, DES MOINES RAPIDS, ETC, 
Mr. HOGE was here permitted to give notice of 
a motion hereafter. to he made for leave to intro- . 
duce a joint resolution transferring the management 
and control of the United States mineral lands from 
the War Department to the General Land Office; 

Also, of a bill to provide for the effectual im- 
provement of the Des Moines and Rock River 
Rapids of the Mississippi. 


question being taken, the motion pre- 
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PERSONAL AND HISTORICAL. 


Mr. RHETT rose, and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. 

Assent having been given— - 

-Mr. RHETT said that he held in his hand the 
report in a city paper of a colloquy between the 
venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] and himself, which took place yester- 
day. 

Mr. R. read from the Union as follows: 

“Mr. Apams here rose, and after Mr. R. had 
‘ yielded the floor for a brief explanation, inquired 
‘ whether the gentleman from South Carolina, in 
‘stating that: the gentleman from Massachusetts 
‘ voted against the late war had alluded to him, 
‘[Mr. Apams.] 

“Mr. Ruger. I did. 

“Mr. Apams. Then, sir, the gentleman is mis- 
t taken. 3 

“Mr. Rusrr. Well, then, the gentleman from 
< Massachusetts was opposed to the war. 

“Mr. Apams. If the gentleman from South 
* Carolina will allow me, I will show that he was 
‘mistaken, ” 

Mr. R. continued. This is the substance of 
what occurred, although not the exact words. In 
saying that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Anams] voted against the war, L admit I was 
in error, and I promptly retracted it. The expres- 
sion escaped me in the heat of debate. But [havo 
always been under the impression that the gentle- 
man was opposed to the war; but not having with 
me the documents upon which my opinions and 
impressions were founded, I acquiesced at the time 
of the gentleman’s denial, because to have said 
anything without proof, would have been use- 
less. 

Since then, however, I have recurred to these 
sources from which my original impression was 
produced.. I have before me a letter written by 
the gentleman to Mr, Monroe, as Secretary of 
State, dated September 3, 1813, detailing a conver- 
sation between himself and the Chancellor Roman- 
zolf, the Russian Minister of State. In this letter 
the gentleman says: 


“I knew the war would affect unfavorably the 
‘interests of Russia, I knew it. must be highly 
‘injurious to the United States and England. T 
‘could see no good as likely to arise from it to any 
one.” 


If (continued Mr. R.) the war was likely to re- 
sult in good to no one, I should of course suppose 
the gentleman would be opposed to it. r 
likely that he would be in favor of a war which 
could not result in good to any one, and certainly 
could not result in good to the United States. 
Surely some good must be expected from a war by 
any one who supports it; for otherwise he would 
be deliberately opposing the interests of his own 
country. 

This letter is also referred to in the History of 
the War of 1812-713, by C. J. Ingersoll, 

“ [Here Mr. R. quoted Mr. Avams’s words from 
the History, with an account of the conference and 
` transactions. ] 

In addition to this, (continued Mr. R.,) I recol- 
lected an extract from a letter which the gentleman 
had written to Mr. Leavitt Harris when at. Ghent, 
who had formerly been consul of the United States 
at St. Petersburgh, and was Secretary of the Com- 
missioners at Ghent. Speaking of the war, the 


gentleman holds the following language: ‘With | 


“a weak and penurious Government—having three 
‘frigates for a navy and five regiments for an 


‘army—what could we expect but defeat and dis- | 


t grace??? 


Now (continued Mr. ae 
that, as the gentleman coul 
try to be defeated and disgraced, he could not be 
in favor of a war from which he supposed that no 
other result could be anticipated. r , 

These are the grounds on which my impression 
had heen formed. I state them frankly to the gen- 
tleman and to the House; not that I wish to con- 
trovert any position which the gentleman may 
think proper to assume. If he says he was in 
favor of the war, or opposed to it, I have nothing 
to say. 

But it was due to myself to show that I had not 
made. this. assertion—or charge, as the gentleman 
calls it—without having- reasons and good grounds, 
which were at least satisfactory to my own judg- 


It was not | 


I naturally inferred 
not desire our coun- į 


| 
| 
| 


ment, tojustify the opinion that he was opposed to 
the war. Sik ` 

Mr. ADAMS (under leave) rose and said: Mr. 
Speaker, I did not expect, after what had passed 
the other day, when the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] had made a positive charge 
against me of having voted against the late war 
with Great Britain; and after I had, in the most 


‘explicit manner, denied the fact; and when the 


gentleman. fell back upon an intimation that if I 
had not voted against it, I had not voted to sup- 
port it; and when I had proved that the charge 
was as unfounded as the other which he had with- 
drawn; and when I had said that I imputed his 
error to ignorance, and not to malignity—the gen- 
tleman acknowledging he was chargeable with 
ignorance—and intimating to this House that I 
was not of importance enough for him to know 
what my course had been in relation to that 
war ;—I say, I did not expect that the gentleman 
would have renewed the charge in another form 
at present. The gentleman, however, seems to be 
attached to this idea; and prehably it may be a 
portion of the result of that other false charge 
which he made against me, of inveterate hostility 
to the South, and in expectation that, whenever 
his constituents see my name on the one side of 
the question, they would of course see his name 
on the other. After that, I did not expect that 
this charge woald be renewed in the form in which 
he has now produced it again. 

I stated the other day, that the war commenced 
with Great Britain in the year 1812; that I had 
been at that. time three years absent from -the 
country in the service of the nation; that I had 
been so in a situation assigned to me by Mr. Mad- 
ison on the very day on which he took the oath 
of office as President of the United States in that 
chair (pointing to the Speaker’s chair,) or in the 
chair which then corresponded to it; and that 
whilst absent, E had been supporting, so far as 
was in my power, those measures of his Adminis- 
tration which led to the war. It was my fortune, 
during that time, to he placed in opposition not 
only to Great Britain, but to France, at two differ- 
ent periods; and during that time, during these | 
three yews of that Administration, I was placed 
in the position of supporting the interests and the, 
honor of my country—first, against France, with 
whom the Emperor of Russia was at that time in 
close alliance ; and neXt, against Great Britain, the 
state of things having then changed, Russia having 
become the enemy of France and the ally of Great 
Britain. 

The question of peace or war, therefore, was 
determined altogether independently of any action 
of mine. Within the same weck that a declara- 
tion of war against Great Britain was made by the 
United States, a declaration of war was also made 
against her by France. I found myself then a 
representative of this country, at war with Great 
Britain, and Great Britain an ally of the Emperor 
Alexander. Under these circumstances, it was 
my duty to support the interests of my country 
against that ally; which I did to the utmost extent 
of my power, as the records in the archives of 
the Department of State will show. 

Shortly after war had been declared, the Chan- 
cellor Romanzoff sent to me requesting an inter- 
view. He then said to me, that by the express 
direction of the Emperor Alexander he had applied 
to me; that the Emperor had seen with deep regret 
that at the moment he was entering into close 
alliance with Great Britain, Great Britain and the 
United States had gone to war with one another; 


| that he thought such a war would be very inju- 


rious to him, and that it would also be injurious to 
the United States. He then stated that the Em- 
ag had directed him to inquire from me, whether 
i 


e should offer his mediation between the United 


States and Great Britain; and that if it would be 
accepted by the United States, such was his inten- 
tion. Then it was that I made the observations 
to Chancellor Romanzoff, part of which the gen- 
tleman read. I stated to him that I was not, and 
could not be, authorized to say that the Govern- 
ment of the United States would accept the media- 
tion; but that that Government had entered upon 
the war with great reluctance; that they, as well 
as yourself, believed that the result of the war 
would be advantageous to neither party; and that, 
m my-opinion, the mediation of the Emperor 
Alexander would be accepted by the Government 
of the United States; and that I was ready imme- 


i 
j 


diately to communicate to my Government the offer 
that had been made, which I thought would be 
accepted, inasmuch: as the unanimous opinion of 
the people of the United States:-was, that the sooner 
the war was ended, the better it would be for both 
parties. That was the amount of what the gentle- 
man’ from South Carolina says: he ‘considers an 
opinion on my patt in opposition to‘ the war. 

nder the circumstances in which the offer was 
made, I leave it to the impartial opinion of all 
mankind, whether such an inference can be drawn 
from what F said on that occasion. ` 

The United States and Great Britain were then 
at war. The Russian Government furnished me 
with a neutral cartel, by which this communica- 
tion could be made to the United States Govern- 
ment as soon as possible.: Passports were obtain- 
ed from the British Admiral; but when the: offer 
was made to Great Britain, which the Chancellor 
Romanzoff told me was made precisely at the same 
time as to the United’ States, Great. Britain, as. is 
well known, declined the mediation. ‘But the 
communication was made to the President of the 


United States, and on the part of the United States 


the mediation was accepted. Have I not a right 
to infer that the immediate.and grateful acceptance 
of the mediation of the Emperor Alexander, on 


‘the part-of the United States, was proof that the 


President and Congress were opposed to the war? 
for if it was proof against me, I take it for granted 
it was proof against Mr. Madison and his Cabinet, 
and against Congress, which supported the meas- 
ures he took on that occasion. They accepted the 
mediation; and not only so, but immediately. af- 
terwards a commission of three citizens of ‘the 
United States, of which I was one, was appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate; and that commission was sént’ to: the 
Emperor Alexander, in consequence of this. pro- 
posal for mediation. The three commissioners 
were Albert Gallatin, then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; James A. Bayard, then a conspicuous and 
distinguished member of the Senate; and myself. 
These gentlemeh came to St. Petersburgh under 
the expectation that it was possible that the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain might have. accepted the 


mediation. . But the Government of Great Britain, 
as I have said, declined it.” In doing owever, 
it declared itself ready and ‘willing’ to negotiate 


either at London, or in any neutral country, for 
the conclusion of peace. In consequence of this, 
the proposition, on the part of Great, Britain, was 
accepted ; two additional commissioners ar ae 
pointed, and negotiated under the mediation of the 
Emperor Alexander, and a peace was concluded in 
the neutral territory of Ghent. `- This-is'a matter 
which, ignorant as the gentleman from ;Sowth 
Carolina avows himself to be of my course, I 
presume he, as well asthe rest of the country, is 
acquainted with. There is no child of twelve years 
of age that ever had a spelling-baok ‘in his hand, 
that is not acquainted with it. 

The substance of the charge now brought against 
me is, not that I was opposed to the war when it 
was declared, but that T contributed to the conclu- 
sion of the peace.. What the nature of that peace 
was, is.well known to the country. Thave never 
seen or heard. of any extensive dissatisfaction with 
it; and I believe it was generally, hailed as satis- 
factory: in this country, as well ag to the other 
party to the war. Ee Ug tie ; 

Among the other articles of the treaty, there was 
one which stipulated for the restoration Of certain 
slaves—for compensation for taking and carrying 
them away. After: the close of the war, Great 
Britain was ‘called upon to make ‘satisfaction. and 


-indemnity to the sufferers—of course, citizens of 


the South. So well satisfied was the Government 


nation—which are ‘to be found im all the public 
documents of -that period in which the correspon- 
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dence is contained.. I say that, during these. two 
years, I maintained the cause of the South. And, 
if. gentlemen will allow me to say it, I maintained 
their cause in such a way as to receive from South-- 
ern men, and from publie meetings, expressions of 
their gratitude for the service I had rendered. Du- 
ring these two years this quéstion was not settled. 
The two high contracting partiés differed entirely 
in their construction of the article in relation to the 
restitution of. slaves—of. compensation for colored 
property—in the treaty of peace. 

In the negotiation of the treaty, the article which 
stipulated for this restoration was by me, together 
with the other commissioners, maintained in such a 
manner as to have it inserted, exceedingly against 
the disposition of the British commissioners and 
the British Government. And when it was insert- 
ed, the British Government endeavored to escape’ 
its effects. They denied the construction. The 
matter was discussed between the two Govern- 
ments by myself and the British Government, in 
England, and by Mr. Monroe and his Cabinet and 
the British Minister here, until the close of my mis- 
sion, During that time, after I found that the two 
Governments could not come to a common under- 
standing, a proposition was made through me to 
the British Government to refer the matter to arbi- 
tration, and it was accepted. By common consent, 
the Emperor Alexander was agreed upon as the 
arbitrator, and’a succession of treaties between the 
three parties—Great Britain, the United States, and 
the Russian empire—finally terminated in a sen- 
tence of the Emperor in favor of the claim of the 
United States—in. favor of the holders of slaves in 
the South, who had lost their property in conse- 
quence of the war. I hope the House will not con- 
sider that I am claiming credit which is not due to 
me, when I say, that the whole management of that 
negotiation—in the first place with the British Gov- 
ernment, and in the second place with the Minis- 
ters of Great Britain and of Russia—was conduct- 
ed by me, first as Minister of the United States at 
the Court of Great Britain; and, secondly, as Secre- 
tary of State here. T desire that any member who 
has any doubt of the state of facts which I have 
here given, would recur to the public documents 
published by Gales & Seaton, and see the whole 
course of that correspondence, from the time when 
the first negotiation of the treaty of peace com- 
menced, when. the first proposition was made by 
Chancellor Ramanzoff, to the time when. the own- 
ers of the slaves received their indemnity for slaves 
they had lost in the course of the war, and then 
ask himself whether the part I had. in that nego- 
tiation was evidence.of hostility to the South. 

_ Mr. Speaker, it has happened to me once before 
in this House, many years ago, to have'some dif- 
ference with a gentleman, a member from South 
Carélina, a very distinguished man, who’ made 
some intimation of this sort; and.I then referred 
to all these transactions, although in a much more 
limited manner. than I have now done. And the 
gentleman acknowledged his mistake, and came to 
me and thanked me for the service I had rendered 
to the South in the whole course of that negotia- 
tion. ` a te 

Bat the gentleman from.South Carolina [Mr. 
Ruert] has cited anothér authority—a letter writ- 
ten by me to Leavitt Harris, at St. Petersburgh, 
during the course and progress of the negotiation 
at Ghent—in which letter I spoke somewhat slight- 
ingly of the state of preparation in which we were 
in October and November, 1814, for another cam- 
paign. Sir, I did in that letter state that it was ex- 
ceedingly probable that, in the event of another 
campaign, it would prove exceedingly calamitous, 
and most particularly so to the South. I said 
nothing there but what Mr. Monroe—the then 
Secretary of State, or rather the then Secretary of 
War—had;.I believegrepresented to Congress in 
much stronger terms than I had used—language 
which Congress had received without believing 
that he was opposed: to the war. But the gentle- 
man from South Carolina should have read the re- 

mainder of the letter. Whether that has come to 
his knowledge, or not, I will not undertake to say. 
If he had read it, he’ probably would have found 
a full and explicit declaration on my part, that, 
notwithstanding the inequality: in the forces of the 
two countries for the next campaign, I had no 
doubt but that the valor and the public: spirit of | 
‘the people of the United States would bring them | 


out of it with honorand glory. In that very iden- | 
tical letter, I say so. The gentleman has not 


thought proper to read it. I do not desire him to 
do so, because it would not have suited very well 
with the opinions which he has expressed. 

It has been my fortune before this time, on more 
than one occasion, to be brought before this House. 
as a sort of culprit, to be tried for my sentiments 
and feelings as they related to the interests and the 
honor.of the country. Other occasions than this 
have.been sought. At the time the gentleman dis- 
avowed his knowledge of my history, after making 
apositive charge agaist me of having voted against 
the war, instead of doing as, in my opinion, a 
Christian and a gentleman should have done— 
withdrawn his charge, and apologized for having 
made it; when he only varied it, by putting it in 
a different form, and finally came to what I sup- 
pose is the immedicabile vudnus—the disastrous con- 
junction between me and my friend from Ohio, 
{Mr. Gippives.] He touched upon wliat I sup- 

pose was the chief motive for his charge—his orig- 

inal charge—the probability which he sees of giv- 
ing great satisfaction to his constituents, not only 
by voting against me on every occurrence, but by 
bringing these false charges against me. | 

In the sentiments I have expressed in this House 
in relation to the great question now before it— 
namely, the giving the twelve months’ notice to 
the British Government—of the termination of the 
convention by which our hands and feet are mana- 
cled and fettered from the assertion of our unques- 
tionable right—I abstained purposely from any 
reference whatever to northern or southern inte- 
rests on this question. I abstained from inquir 
into any of the consequences which a war with 
Great Britain would bring on the North or on the 
South. I know very well that calamitous conse- 
quences will be the result, both to the North and 
the South, if that war should take place. I de- 
clared that I did not believe it would take place. I 
repeat, I do not believe that it will occur under 
any circumstances. I do not believe that it would 
occur if, the very day after the notice shall have 
been given, we should send a body of troops to 
take possession of the whole territory. I do not. he- 
lieve that the Government of Great Britain or the 
people of Great Britain will ever make a war, or 
support a Ministry that would make a war, for 
Oregon, as part of the territory of Great Britain. 

But, sir, there are other circumstances which I 
apprehend will prevent the occurrence, of War; 
and my greatest apprehension is, that it will be 
by- the ultimate backing out of the present Ad- 
ministration and its supporters from the ground it 
has taken. 

[Great confusion in the Hall.] 

Mr. YANCEY rose to a question of order. 

Cries of ‘Go on—let him go on.” > 

Mr. ADAMS, pending the question of order, 
took his seat, 

Mr. YANCEY stated his point of order. The 
gentleman, he said, had risen, by permission of the 
House, to make a personal explanation. He was 
now discussing an entirely different question—the 
question of Oregon, the probability of war, and 
the course of the Administration, and making his 
reflections upon that Administration. He (Mr. 
Y.) felt it his imperative duty to call that gentle- 
man to order, and to insist that he should not be 
allowed to proceed except in order. 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair was certainly 
under the-impression that the gentleman was dis- 
cussing matters irrelevant to a personal explana- 
tion. 

Several members having submitted a motion that 
Mr. Apams have leave to proceed, and the motion 
having been almost (but not quite) unanimously 


agreed to—for there was one hearty deep-toned į 


No, that set the House into a roar of laughter— 
Mr. ADAMS proceeded. I am sorry that the 
gentleman is so very averse to my continuing, [al- 


luding, apparently, to the solitary member on the || 


other side of the Hall,] but he need not be afraid ; 
there is no necessity for a panic on this occasion. 
I have done, or at least I should have been done in 


the course of one or two more sentences, if the gen- | 


tleman had not interrupted me. I was simply 
answering one of the charges which the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] had made 
against me—that notwithstanding what I had 
said here, although I have declared I was averse 
to war, the gentleman asserted—although I made 
such a declaration—that everybody knew what I 
said had a tendency to war. He not only made a 


l false charge against me, but he gave this construc- 


tion to what I said; and he declared that was the 
construction which all the world would put upon 
it. Iwas therefore strictly and closely adhering to 
the personal explanation he had called forth. He 
said that, although I disclaimed all intention of 
war, and declared my abhorrence of it, yet that, 
because what I said, in his opinion, had a ten- 
dency to war, he did not believe a word of what I 
said. : 

Mr. RHETT. I said no such thing. Let the 
gentleman show that I did. I deny it. 

Mr. HOLMES rose, and expressed the hope 
that the House would allow him five minutes to 
offer a resolution. ` 

The SPEAKER interposed to order. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave not before me the report 
of the gentleman’s remarks in the National Intel- 
| ligencer, which agrees with what I myself under- 

stood the gentleman to say. Á : 

Mr. RHETT. Ihave got it, and will send it 


to you. 
Mr. ADAMS. Have the goodness to read it. 
Mr. RHETT. Iam not bound to read it to the 
gentleman. I would rather he would read it him- 
self. 


Mr. ADAMS [having been furnished with the 
Intelligencer by. Mr. Rugrr] read as follows: 

* Now it was said that the South was afraid of 
‘war. {I, said Mr. Apams, never said so.] Tt 
‘could not support the President in a war, The 
‘North was valorous; the North was chivalric; 
‘the North was ready, prompt, and brave. It was 
|| € the South that hung back. In the last war, the 
i| € gentleman from Massachusetts across the way 
‘had shown himself a hero by voting against it, 
‘but now he was rabid for war with Great Brit- 
‘ain. Though he said he was for peace, all knew 
‘that the tendency and eflect of his policy was 
“war”? 

Mr. ADAMS having read the paragraph— 

Mr. RHETT remarked, that is what l said. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; and I infer from this lan- 
guage that the gentleman does not believe a word 
of what I said. F leave it to the understanding of 
every one who heard it whether I draw the infer- 
ence correctly. 

Mr. RHETT. I do not object to the inference. 
It was to the fact asserted by the gentleman, that 
I bad said that I did not believe a word he said, 
that I objected to. That I deny. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; the gentleman denies. the 
words. He did not use them; but if any man can 
take the two parts of the sentence together and not 
conclude that he did mean to say he did not believe 
my professions of being opposed to war, I then say 
that I am willing to leave the matter to the under- 
standing of this House and of mankind. I profess- 
ed and declared that I was not for war; that I did 
not believe war could take place; that 1 was as sen~ 
sible of its horrors, and had as deep an abhorrence 
of them, as any member of this House; but, I re- 
peat, I said that I did not believe it could follow, I 
repeat it. Then comes the gentleman, and says that, 
notwithstandmg my professions, everybody knows 
that what I said had the tendency and effect of pro- 
moting war. i 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that it is necessary 
for me to say anything further. I regret exceed- 
i| ingly that the gentleman should havethought proper 
i| to make this a personal affair with me. He was 
under no necessity of appealing to me; and, in fact, 
in this very same spirit of his, he disavows person- 
al reflections. But he did so. - He made a charge 
against me which was false; and, instead of recant- 
ing it, persists in it to this hour. I wish to have no 
more to do with the gentleman. 

Mr. RHETT asked leave to make a personal 
explanation, which having been granted, 
| Mr. R. said, I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that every 
i; one who has had any experience in this Hall, must 
i 


be aware that no one would be desirous to have 
| anything to do with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. It was impossible that he [Mr. Apams] 
ii could have a greater desire to have nothing to do 
with others than others desire to have nothing to 
do with him. 
|, Every one understood the adroitness, in matters 
of controversy of this kind, which the gentleman 
|| possessed. For nine years, while he (Mr. R.) had 
had the honor of a seat in this House, he had 
avoided all controversies of this kind with any one. 
And if he had said anything in regard to the gen- 
i teman’s position, it was not to him personally, but 


lhe had reference to the gentleman in his publie 
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character, and to the position which he had takea 
before the country; and he was entirely unable to 
see that it was by any means a departure from the 
course which every representative ought to pursue. 

The gentleman said that he, (Mr. R.) as a gentle- 
manand a Christian, ought to have retracted what he 
had statederroneously. Mr. R. said he had prompt- 
ly retracted what he had said erroneously, in sta- 
ting that the gentleman had voted against the war, 
but he would not retract what he had not believed. 
‘When he asserted that the gentleman was opposed 
to the war, and the gentleman denied it, he (Mr. 
R.) not being prepared with the grounds upon 
which he had been led to this conclusion, could 
only let it go by, until he was able to show the 
House and the country the ground on which he 
had made it. Now, in making the statement this 
morning of those grounds, he had not done it to 
make an issue with the gentleman, but to justify him- 
self before this House, and to show that he would 
notlightly make a statement of this kind, aboutany 
member of this House, without having good rea- 
sons therefor; and he had done it that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts himself might have an 
opportunity of meeting it, if erroneous, and of re- 
butting it. And he now stated that, although the 
gentleman, in some respects, had rebutted it pretty 
successfully, in others he had not. Fe did not see 
that the gentleman was correct when he said that 
Congress, in assenting to the mediation of Russia, 
stood precisely in the same position as he himself’ 
ocoupied; and that if he [Mr. A.}] was opposed to 
the war, the Congress of that time and the Presi- 
dent were equaliy opposed to it. ‘The Russian 
mediation had nothing to do with the matter, nor 
his desire of peace. It was not the part which 
the gentleman had taken respecting that negotia- 
tion, or to promote peace, from which he had 
drawn the inference that the gentleman was op- 
posed to the war. It was that he had asserted to 
Count Romanzoff that “he could sce no good re- 
‘sult that was likely to arise from the war to any 
tone”? Now, was not the inference strong, that 
because the gentleman had said the war would re- 
sult in no good to any one, therefore he was op- 
posed to it? Because peace was desirable, it by no 
means followed that the war could produce no good 
result. If the motive for peace or negotiation was 
that the war could produce no good result to any 
one, how could any one be in favor of ils exist- 
ence or continuance? 

With reference to the letter of the gentleman to 
Mr. Leavitt Harris, which had been spoken of, he 
(Mr, R.) confessed that he had never seen the 
whole of it. He had seen extracts from it. An 
extract was all he proposed to read. Ele recollect- 
ed, when the'gentleman was the candidate for the 
Presidency, he saw extracts from it. He had never 
seen the whole letter, But certainly, smee the gen- 
tleman had alluded to the concluding part of it, he 
(Mr. R.) would get it, and read it; and if it sus- 
tained the gentleman, or showed that he (Mr. R.) 
had not done him full justice, he would take the 
opportunity to read it fully to the House, that its 
full bearing might be understood. 

The gentleman, because, from these grounds, he 
had inferred that the gentleman was opposed to the 
war, said that this was a false charge; and it 
would seem that if any gentleman made an infer- 
ence from the gentleman’s conduct which he con- 
ecived to be incorrect, it was perfectly agreeable 
to him to say that that gentleman had made a false 
charge, If the gentleman had said that he (Mr. 
R.) had made a false inference, it would have been 
well enough. But, after all the gentleman had 
said, he (Mr. R.) very much doubted whether the 
gentleman’s heart was in that war, or in reality 
approved of it. And although the gentleman says 
he was for peace, (and the whole country, he be- 
lieved, were in favor of it,) and that he exerted 
himself to bring it about, he (Mr. R.) did not 
think it proved at all that the gentleman was in 
favor of sustaining our country in that war, He 
said, then, that these were inferences. _ They 
might all be wrong in the gentleman’s estimation, 
and wrong in fact; yet it by no means followed, 
because a gentleman made an inference which was 
incorrect, that he had asserted what was false. If 
there be good grounds for an inference, it may be 


true so far as oné gentleman is concerned, although | 


erroneous in the opinion of another. 

As to the gentleman’s being in favor of southern 
interests in 1812 and 1813, that may be all true of 
that time, and the South repaid him with her con- 


| was hostile to the South, he only charged what 
‘facts have justified and appeared to him fully to 


feeling was any other? The geneman himself, 
as great as may be his power of self-deception, 
would scarcely deny that his course on this floor | 
had been such as to give but one impression to all 
—that the gentleman’s feelings towards the South 
were those of dire, unmitigated enmity and hos- 
ulity. In charging, therefore, that the gentleman 


jusuty. ‘ 

That the gentleman ought to be somewhat carc- 
ful when he spoke so warmly against gentlemen 
drawing inferences from his words, which they 


did not justify, he had clearly shown by his con- || 


duct to-day. He had openly charged him (Mr. R.) | 
with using words which he did not use; and had de- 
duced inferences from his words far more strained 
than any he had made. ‘The House had witnessed it. 
But he did not mean to say that the gentleman had 
done what was culpable. He did not charge him 
with dishonor, with falsehood; but he did mean to 
show that, as he had thought proper to make in- 
ference from his (Mr. R.’s) language, he (Mr. R.) 
had but made an inference from the gentleman’s 
language and conduct far more reasonable, in his 
opinion, and far more consistent with truth. What 
he had done he had done with no disposition to 
wound or to injure the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis, but as a representative discussing great 
measures, and the course of others implicated with 
them. 
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Mr. HOLMES now rose, as he said, not to 
mingle at all in this grave conflict of mind, or this 
altercation of wits, but to offer a resolution which 
must now be offered to be available; and which, 
amidst all the strife and confusion in which they 
were involved, would come gratefully over the 
heart of every member. of this House. He held 
in his hand a resolution to authorize a committee 
of the Washington National Monument Society, 
in conjunction with the President of the United 
States, to fix upon a site to erect, upon the 22d of | 
February, a monument to the Father of his Coun- 
try. It was known that already, by a grateful | 
country, a large sum had been raised for that pur- 
pose. ‘Lhey were now about to carry this project 
mto execution; and he trusted that, amid all this 
strife of party, there would be one unanimous 
pulsation of gratitude towards General Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. H. sent up the resolution to the Clerk’s 
table, where it was read, as follows: - 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Washington National Mon- 


erect the proposen monument to the memory of 
George Washington upon such portion of’ the 
public grounds or reservations within the city of 
Washington, not otherwise occupied, as shall be 
selected and designated by the President of the 
United States and the Board of Managers of said | 
society, as a suitable site on which to erect the | 
said monument, and for the necessary protection | 
thereof. j 


_ The resolution was read a second time by its | 
title, and (by general consent) was read a third 
time and passed. | 

The SPEAKER was proceeding to call the com- 
mittees for reports, when 


CONTESTED ELECTION IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. HAMLIN (the question being one of privi- 
lege) rose, and made a report from the Committee 
on Elections, in the case of the contested election 
from Florida, i 

Mr. H. stated that the report concludes with two 
resolutions: the first declaring that Mr. CABELL 
(the sitting member) is nož entitled to his seat; and 
the second, that Mr. Brocxennroven (the con- 


|i not onl 


ument Society be, and it is hereby authorized to || States. 


disposed of. 
- OREGON. oe Hee a | 

On motion of Mr. YANCEY, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Tissarrs, of Kentucky, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution providing for the twelve months’ 
notice of the termination of the convention of 1827. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL wished to ‘correct an 
error in the resolution... The résolution was now 
drawn so as to leave it extremely doubtful whether 
the notice would not be given for two years. He 
wished to correct it by striking out all after the 
words ‘‘shall be annulled and abrogated,” and in- 
inserting, in lieu thereof, “ at the expiration of the 
‘term of twelve months from and after said notice 
‘shall be given, conformably to the second article 


| ‘of the said convention of the 6th August, 1827.” 


Mr. I. moved to amend the resolution accord- 
ingly. ee ae ; 

Mr. HILLIARD now moved the amendment 
which he had previously indicated; as follows : ’ 

Strike out the words © forthwith cause. notice to 
be given,” and insert, * be empowered‘ whenever, 
‘in his judgment, the public welfare may require 
‘it, to give notice.” 

Mr. YANCEY addressed. the Committee at 
some length on the general merits of the question 
j under consideration in relation to Oregon. He 
was opposed to giving the notice to Great Britain, 
at the present time, for the termination of the con- 
vention, because he went for the whole of Oregon, 
| because he considered war the inevitable result of 
the notice, and because the adoption of another 
system of measures, which he indicated, would 
with greater certainty in a peaceful manner secure 
our rights to the whole of that territory. [An ex- 
tended report of his remarks, which is deferred at 
Mr. Yancey’s request, will be published in the 
Appendix.) a ‘ 

Mr. CALEB B: SMITH: obta 
He had found, he said, thatit had’ 
considered here and elsewhere: in ‘the ¢ y tha 
the- Oregon question was a‘western question, and 
that the West had a deeper interest in it than any 
other portion of the country. A's one of the west- 
ern people, hë would disclaim any such considera- 
tion for himself, and in behalf of ‘the western peo- 
ple he disclaimed it. The people of the: West had. 
no other than a common interest in this question, 
which belonged to every portion ‘of the. country. 
The question was not sectional in its character; and 
was not to be determined in reference to sectional 
| interests. The gentleman from Alabama. [Mr. 
| Yancey] had appealed to the West, as if the west- 
| ern people were endeavoring to urge the countr 
into a war with Great Britain on this question. 

i say (said Mr. S.) that we have no desire to plunge 
the country into a war. The gentleman may be. 
well assured, however, that there pervades the 
West a deep anxiety that this question should be 
| settled in such a manner as will preserve the rights 
y of the West, but of the whole United 


I, for one, (said Mr. S$.) am not willing to 
| plunge the country into hostilities with Great Brit- 
ain, and to submit the question ‘at once to the ar- 
bitrament of war. I believe that this’is not the 
most certain way of securing:our right’ in Oregon. 
I believe that if we force the question to a-war, it 
will be the means of delaying our possession of 
Oregon for years, It might not be the means of 
wholly losing it forever. He would not believe 
that the patriotism and energy of the American 
people would ever permit fie loss and’ alienation 
| of Oregon; but a war at this time would certainly 
| hazard it. me 
I do not believe (said Mr. Sam) that there is 
among the western people any special. desire. for 
war, They have no peculiar thirst forthe destruc- 
| tion of the publie peace. I can speak, at all events, 
| with confidence, as to those whom. T immediately 
; represent, but I do not undertake to’ answer for 
other States. I cannot ansv ‘or: Kentucky, 
Ohio, Missouri, nor for H} Tt may. be, sir, 
| that in the State of Illinois there is a vehement 
desire existing for the trophies and laurels of victo- 
rious war. The shouts of victory are to’ them of 


testant) is entitled to his seat, 


/ no unusual or unwelcome sound. Sir, the people 
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of that gallant State have had experience in war; 
and. some of its: patriotic representatives’ on this 
floor can show thelr scars-and point to their wounds 
received in many a gory and -well-fought battle. 
There, sir, once raged the war in which the great 
Mormon. nation. was.unhorsed; and there, too, was 
waged the great Black Hawk war;.which contests, 
known to fame, haye rendéred famous several gen- 
tlemen whom: Tnow have in-my eye: : 
{Hema member from Illinois rose and asked. 
who was alluded to. in:the Illinois delegation.].~ 
I would -spare the gentleman’s. blushes, (said 
Mr. S.) but T ronid reite some- of his own deeds 
of valor that will give him unfading and merited 
YENOWNe oe Eo E : T 
~ My friend, too, the chairman of the Committee 
on: the Territories, [Mr. Douciass,] whose well- 
known. modesty ‘will obscure his worth, has parti- 
cipated in many gallant achievements. The coun- 


try might be assured that, in that honorable gen-’ 


tleman, they would find one who had served with 
distinguished credit in the glorious wars of Mi- 
Nois. ; 

. But, sir, the second Punic war is ended. His- 
tory has told us that the third Punic war was the 
most disastrous, and upon that we are about to en- 
ter; and, sir, it is not unreasonable to expect that 
those who have been so much distinguished in the 
second, will be equally `so in the third. 

But he had only intended to say that this was 
nota sectional question, and that, among the west- 
ern people, there was not, so far as he knew, any 

eculiar desire for pressing this question to à war. 
Te hoped there was not one man, either in the 
West or in any section of the Union, who would 
not stand up in defence of the rights of the coun- 
try to the Oregon Territory. He had no reason 
to think, and did not believe, that the people cast 
of the Alleghany range would he any ae prompt 
to maintain our rights in Oregon than the people 
west of the Alleghanies. An idea seemed to pre- 
vail that the western people were not to suffer ina 
war to the extent that other parts of the country 
would suffer. But would not the people west of 
the mountains be taxed at a higher rate than those 
west of them? The western people would pour 
out as much treasure and as much blood in the 
contest as any other portion of the people. We, 
sir, are not so remote from the scene of danger as 
to have no participation in it. Hostilities would 
necessarily occur: near our borders, We would 
furnish our men in great numbers for the; war— 
men who would be willing to shed their blood 
freely in the cause. ° 

But it was said that the people of the West would 
sell their provisions at a histien rate during a war, 
and that, therefore, they wanted one. They would, 
it wag said, rush into a war upon a sordid specu- 
lation, and thus traffic in the blood of their fellow- 
citizens, and. the honor of their country. No such 
sordid and mercenary motives actuate the West. 
They had, it was true, a desire—one, he hoped, in 
common with ‘all other portions of the people of 
the United‘States—to sustain the honor and rights 
of the country, and to see the American flag waving 
in triumph; but they had no desire to see the coun- 
try involved in,a war: 
` Tehad desired:to make a few remarks upon the 
points of controversy in this question; but-he would 
not go into them, for the reason that they had been 
sò well considered by others, and nothing that he 
could add would strengthen the arguments already 
advanced. He had given much attention to the 
question and had carefully considered the whole of 
the correspondence. 


He thought that the Secreta- | 


ry of State had presented our title in so clear and | 
able a manner, that. nothing. further need be said. | 


‘he Secretary had shown our sources of title, as 
he (Mr. S.) had supposed. But the Secretary 
knew nothing about one-great source of title that 
had lately been discovered... Atleast, he had made 
no allusion to this new-title, tò wit: the title of 
‘manifest destiny, ”? which was somuch relied upon 
by the gentleman from Illinois. He (Mr. S.) could 
not consent that our claims should. be made to 
appear absurd. before the world by the assertion of 
such a title as this. What our destiny might be, 
was-known only to’ higher. powers. than those of 
earth... It was not permitted to: us to read-the des- 
tiny. of individuals or.of nations. > Our. ultimate 
destiny: was not yet manifested. ` He apprehend- 
ed, however, that the people of this. country were 
imbued: with: toop- strong a belief that it was their 
destiny, as the gentleman from Illinois had said, 


} 


|| tion of our right to all of Oregon. 


to conquer or overrun the whole continent, at least 
of North America. This wild idea had extensive- 
ly.prevailed, and been much encouraged. If we 
assented to this declaration of a determination to 
pursue our destinies by taking the Canadas, and 
Mexico, and California, and Cuba, and the other 
places named by:the gentleman from Illinois, we 
should soon excite against the American Govern- 
ment the hostility of the whole world, and bring 
upon us their united forces ‘in arms. It might be 
that the result. of our progress would be the great 
‘extension of our territory; but if this ery of des- 
tiny was much further encouraged and promoted, 


heart of Mexico for the protection of a band of 
robbers, who would be plundering that nation in 
the name of liberty. Taving said thus much, sir, 
of this new title, I will add, (said Mr. S.,) that 1 
consider our title to Oregon much better than that 
of Great Britain, or any other nation. 

I have never desired (continued Mr. S.) to min- 


uestions, I hope, are of so general, so national a 
character, as to be entitled to be considered in- 
dependently of party contests and party victories, 
| and with a view solely to the national interests. 
|| If there could be any such question, this was one. 
Mr. S. alluded to the celebrated Baltimore Con- 
vention, which nominated Mr. Polk as the Demo- 
cratic candidate for the Presidency, and to two re- 
solutions which were there proclaimed, and which 
were heralded, he said, as twin scions of the true 


we should. soon.be obliged to send troops into the | 


gle this question with party considerations. Some | 


ists. It is still in force. But this is a proposition 
to modify it or annul it. Will any one say that a 
treaty can be terminated or changed by the action 
of the House of. Representatives? The first con- 
vention was limited: to ten years. Before its ex~ 
piration it was renewed indefinitely. It would have 
expired if it had not been renewed. Suppose that 
it had expired, would it have been competent for 
| Congress to renew it? ~Itcould be done only by 
the Executive. But the convention is now in full 
force. Can this House, with the aid of the Senate, 
annul or modify it? 7 

To my view (said Mr. Smirn) it is inexpedient 
| to give the notice, or to instruct the President in 
| regard to his:duty on the subject. This is a duty 
| that belongs to the President, and he is responsible 
to the people for his discharge of it. 

All, sir, desire peace. If there is any one here 
| who is ready to say, “ My voice is still for war!?’ 
i he had not opened his lips on this floor. If we 
are all for peace, then I contend this measure is of 
a character which, in the present emergency, will 
‘be the first step to bring war upon the country, 
The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Yancey] had 
| anticipated him in bringing to the notice of the 
|| House two passages in the Prgsident’s Message, 
and, by remarking upon them, had superseded the 
necessity of further notice. No matter what might 
be the individual opinions of the President, at pres- 
ent there was no doubt that he regarded this notice, 
when he recommended it, as a war measure. He 
had said that the question could not be compro- 


Democracy—one being for the re-annexation of 
Texas, and the other for the re-occupation of all 
Oregon. We were now told that, by these resolu- 
tions, the Democracy had determined that Oregon 
should be retained at all hazards. ‘Che resolutions 
| declare that our title was full, clear, and unques- 
tionable. All know that the candidate nominated 
by this convention was clected: all know the anxi- 
ety which was felt to ascertain his sentiments upon 
this subject; all know how unequivocally he ex- 
essed his sentiments in his Inaugural Address. 
it is not forgotten how great a sensation was pro- 
| duced in Europe by his declaration that our title to 
Oregon was clear and unquestionable, and that it 
was considered, abroad and at home, as a declara- 


this declaration was repeated and sustained by the 
official organ of the Administration, which claim- 
ed for the United States ‘¢ atl of Oregon, or none.” 
Soon, following this claim, was the declaration of 
a determination to sustain it at all hazards, and 
under all circumstances. 

A rumor came to us (said Mr. S.) inthe West, 
that the President had, after all these strong and 
decided assertions of cur absolute title to Oregon, 
offered to give up to Great Britain the whole coun- 
try north of the 49th parallel. Inwas said that this 
offer had been made as a compromise in the course 
of the negotiation. I remember well (said Mr. S.) 
how bitterly the Administration was denounced by 
some of its supporters for having made this offer. 
I could not be induced to believe (said Mr. S.) that 
such an offer had been made; nor did I believe it 
till I arrived here, and learned it officially from the 
‘Message. But I do not denounce nor condemn 
Mr. Polk for having offered this compromise for 
the sake of peace. I allude to it only to show 
what were the sentiments of his friends on the 
subject. 

lt was remarked by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Apams] that he had fears that the 
Administration would back out upon this question. 
But whatever the President did,-he must do in the 
face of the world, with all eyes upon him; and he 
must be judged of by the character of his acts, 
Ought we now to pass the resolution before the 


give the notice for the termination of the convention 
of 1827? I think not. I was among those who 
signed their names to the report of the minority 
of the Committee of Foreign Affairs, which holds 
| that this duty belongs to a different department of 
the Government exclusively, and that the legisla- 
i tive branch has no concern with it. I believe the 
| principle of that report to be correct. The Consti- 
tution draws a line of separation between the Ex- 
ecutive and Legislative departments; and neither of 
these departments should trench upon the powers 
ofthe other. The House of Representatives (Mr. 
S. contended) had no right to instruct the Pre- 
sident as to his duty in this case, nor to do more 


jthan offer their advice. The convention still ex- 


|i mised, and he therefore had recommended this 
|| step for the assertion of our rights. At the expi- 
i ration of the twelve months, he tells us that we 
l; must be prepared to maintain our rights, or aban- 
‘don them. If this notice was now given, it was 
i his opinion that there would be war in twelve 
|| months’ time. He could not bring himself to any 
|; other conclusion, unless Great Britain should back 
i| out and abandon her pretensions. But did her past 
i| history show that she had ever pursued such a 


Subsequently, | 


|} committee, and say to the President that he must |; 


l; course? He believed that she had never been 
i| known to recede from any position she had once 
|: taken. Butif we pass this notice, she cannot re- 
i cede without being disgraced in the eyes of the 
universal world. 

I do not think, sir, that we shall back out. No 
portion of the American people can submit to see 
Oregon in foreign hands. We cannot and will 
not yield, except to the decision of arbitration, 
| should the question be submitted to arbitration, 
Can we stop at the end of. the year, and let the 
| country still remain in the hands of Great. Britain? 
No. re must proceed, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts says, and take possession of it in 
military style. He was not disposed to yield to 
the pretensions of Great’ Britain; but he thought 
it ill became us to make these Halls the theatre of 
| national reproaches. We ought rather to approach 
| this great subject in a spirit of moderation and 
courtesy. If we intended to assert our title to 
Oregon by force, it would be discreet now to be- 
gin to put the country in a position to meet such 
|; an emergency, ‘We went into the late war unpre- 
i| pared; and although our people on the frontier did 
|, all that could be expected from bold and. patriotic 
i hearts, yet they were crippled and defeated by 
| the want of necessary supplies and munitions of 
|| war. He would ask gentlemen who were in favor 
| of this measure, why they did not take steps to 
| put the country in a state of defence? England 
li was not now at war-with France, as she was at the 
i time when we declared war against her in 1812. 
| Now she was at peace with all the world, and, at 
| brief notice, could turn the whole of her fleets and 
H 
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| armies against us. Our duty to the country re- 
ii quired that we should, if this notice was given, 
putit in a posture of'defence. He would be found 
| ready and willing to vote for the most ample pro- 
|i vision to defend the country. It was time that the 
i, people should be notified of their danger, if there 
was a purpose to pass this resolution; not that the 
| hearts of the people should be prepared for war, 
but that their means of defence should be increased, 
|| and that they should not be exposed, without some 
i eens to the assaults of an enemy. It had 

been well said by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] that, while we were talking 
about one regiment of riflemen, and one company 
of sappers and miners, and a line of stockade forts 
in Oregon, the British Government was arming 
and preparing its war-steamers, presenting a naval 
force far more powerful than any that was ever 
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before seen. Shall we neglect our defences till 
the British artillery is heard on our coasts—until 
we see our cities wrapt in flames? 

He trusted that he would be found willing to go 
as far as any one in the making provision for the 
public defences. Although direct taxes were ex- 
tremely odious in his part of the country, he would 
vote for them, or for any other equal mode of rais- 
ing the necessary means for this purpose. If we 
must have a contest, then let it come. Ifany one 
now imagincd that there was a British party in this 
country, they would then find there was none. 
There was no party here that would not sustain the 
country in all its hazards and dangers. But (said 
Mr. 8.) I will ask, what injury will result from 
a continuance of this convention, call. it a joint- 
occupancy, or whatever you will? What injury 
will it do? 

His honorable colleague [Mr. Owen] had men- 
tioned as one of the grievances to be complained 
of, that a settler from the United States had receiv- 
ed cight hundred dollars to remove from the north 
side of the Columbia to the south side. He (Mr. 
S.) could not conceive what injury was to result 
from that. He regarded it equal to a gold mine 
for the settler; for qe could go back and make ano- 
ther settlement, and get eight hundred dollars more, 
and so repeat the operation until he had exhausted 
the Hudson Bay Company of all their gold. All 
know that our settlements are rapidly and steadily 
on the increase, and that our people are going out 
to Oregon in great numbers. Such is not the case 
with the British settlements. Great Britain had 
made no efforts to colonize Oregon. The Hudson 
Bay Company were only engaged in trading, and 
were not planting any colonies. The British were 
not filling up their settlements, while we were rap- 
idly increasing ours. Let us continue this opera- 
tion, and but a few years can elapse before we shall 
be strong enough in Oregon to maintain our claims 
to the whole territory. 

But I am willing (said Mr. Smir) to extend our 
laws over the American settlers in Oregon, and pro- 


vide for their adequate protection; and more than || 


this they cannot ask for. He hoped he was not 
insensible to the demands of national honor; but in 
what manner was the national honor to suffer from 
the continuance of this joint convention? He could 
not discover how our honor should require its ter- 
mination. Great Britain was more prejudiced by 
its continuance than we were. Her honor required 
its termination as muchas ours. For twenty years 
it had been in force, and we had never, until lately, 
found that our honor required us to terminate 1t. 
Our honor would not be tarnished in the eyes of 
the world, nor our rights injured, if we should suf- 
fer the convention to remain as itis, It was very 
certain that we could effect nothing by menace. 
Something more than that would be necessary to 
take forcible possession of Oregon. He did not 
know that, beeanse the rule allowed a member to 
speak but one hour, he was therefore obliged by 
the rule to occupy an hour. He had made the 
few remarks which he had proposed to offer; and 
now would leave the subject, not desiring to make 
a long speech. 

Mr. COBB obtained the floor. 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
committee then rose. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON (on leave given) 
gave notice of a bill to amend the act entitled “ An 
“act to confirm the sale of public lands in certain 
‘eases, and for other purposes. ” 

And, after an ineffectual effort on the part of 
Mr. McKAY to make certain reports from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 8, 1846. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr, PEARCE presented the petition of Mary 
Williams, praying compensation for property de- 
stroyed by Seminole Indians, in consequence, of 
its military occapation by the troops of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 32 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Jonathan 
Thompson, praying the reimbursement of certain 
moneys illegally charged against him in the settle- 
ment of his accounts as collector of the port of New 


ae 
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York; which was. referred to the Committee on 
Finance. - 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of Hugh Mun- 
roe McLean, praying the payment of certain out- 
standing loan certificates; which was referred to 
the.Committe on Finance. 


Mr. HAYWOOD presented the memorial of 
Sally Boss, daughter and heiress of Charles Pos- 
tener, deceased, a surgeon of the revolutionary 
army, praying to be allowed commutation pay, and 
compensation for the loss of his medical stores at 
the battle of Camden; which, together with her pe- 
tition on the files of the Senate, was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ` 

Mr. H. also presented the memorial of William 
H. Thomas, praying payment for provisions fur- 
nished the Cherokee Indians, during the year 1836; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. CORWIN presented the memorial of the 
representatives of William A. Slacum, praying 
compensation for his services in obtaining inform- 
ation in relation to the settlements of the Oregon 
river; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE STATE LEGISLATURE 
OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. SEVIER presented a resolution of the Gen- 
cral Assembly of Arkansas, for the establishment 
of a mail route from Little Rock to Fort Smith, in 
Crawford county; also, from Perrysville, in Perry 


to Park’s Post Office, in Scott county; also | 


county, 
from Benton, Saline county, to Perrysville, in Per- 
ry county; and from Benton, in Saline county, to 

Varren’s, in Bradley county; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. S. also presented resolutions of the General 
Assembly of Arkansas against the incorporation of 
a National Bank; against a system of internal im- 
provement other than for purposes clearly national 
in their nature and character, and in favor of a 
modification of the present tariff, so as to reduce it 
to the necessary wants of an economical adminis- 
tration of the Government; which were ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. S. further presented resolutions of the same 
Legislature, against the passage of any law for the 
distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
liclands; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr.S. still further presented a resolution, passed 
by the Legislature of Arkansas, instructing their 
Senators and requesting their Representatives in 
Congress to use their influence to procure the pas- 
sage of a law authorizing the appropriation of the 
lands heretofore granted to that State for a semina- 
ry of learning, to the purposes of common schools; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

- Mr. S. presented a resolution, emanating from 
the same body, in favor of a reduction of the rates 
of postage; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Iso, a resolution in favor of a law securing to 
settlers on lands covered by confirmed Spanish or 
French grants, their rights of pre-emption to those 
lands, and authorizing the proprietors of those 
grants to locate other lands in lieu thereof; and 
also confirming the innocent purchasers of lands, 
commonly called “ Bowie lands,”’ in their titles; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Pab- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S. still further presented a resolution by the 


Legislature of Arkansas, in favor of the passage of 


a law authorizing the sales of the public lands, in 
half-quarter sections, to actual settlers; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of mem- 
bers of the Bar of Washington, praying the repeal 
of the law requiring one of the Judges of the Cir- 
cuit Court for the District of Columbia to reside in 
the county of Alexandria, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DIX presented the memorial. of merchants 


| of New York, praying an amendment of the law 


reguiating the practice of admiralty courte in the 
‘prosecution of suits for the collection of seamen’s 
wages; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


` MONUMENT TO WASHINGTON. 
-The joint resolution from the House of : Repre- 
sentatives, in relation to the erection of & monu- 
ment tò George Washington, by’ the National 
Monument Association, was taken up: for consid- 


eration, and read a first and second time.” ‘The 
question being on the third reading—" 7 - 
Mr. CAMERON said that, if there was no ob- 


jection, he would ask for the third reading of the 
resolution, as the association designed to lay the 
corner stone of the monument on the 92d. of Feb- 
ruary, the anniversary of the birthday of Wash- 
ington, if a selection of a site. could be made by the 
President before that time. 7 itch 

Mr. DAYTON said that the resolution of the 
Senate had been laid upon the table, with a view of 
considering that now under consideration, which 
was substantially the same, and which had then 
passed the House of Representatives. os 

Mr. SEVIER inquired of the Chair the pending 
question; and, having been informed, he moved to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on-the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, that they might report as to the, 
manner of the erection of a monument, and the 
proper grounds tö be selected. He desired to see 
a monument erected which would not be a dis- 
grace, but one which would be worthy of the nat 
tion. : 

Mr. BERRIEN inquired whether the resolution 
which had been read was the same that originated 
in the Senate, or that which had been sent from 
the House? 2 

The PRESIDENT replied, the resolution from 
the House. f 

Mr. BERRIEN said he hoped, without regard 
to reference, that it would be passed. The sub- 
ject had already been reported on ‘by a committee 
of the Senate. He appealed to thé Senator from 
Arkansas to withdraw his motion, that the Senate 
might now act, and, as he trusted, unanimously. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that he would votè for 
the resolution with great pleasure; but it was vague 
and indefinite, and for that reason alone he desired 
it to be referred to the committee, that they. might 
report a plan and select æ site for a monument wor- 
thy of and creditable to the nation. Mes 

r, BERRIEN would respectfu 
the Senator from Arkansas that they: ha y 
to control the erection of the monument—that be- 
longed to the association, who asked for a site a 
portion of the public grounds. The resolution of 
the House, as had been observed, was precisely 
the same, in meaning, as that which had already 
been reported by the Senate’s own committee, and 
which had. been laid on the table, because the 
House had then the subject before them. It merely 
provided for the selection of a site on which the 
monument could be erected. : 

Mr. SEVIER replied that, if he understood the 
resolution, it did not definitively specify the kind 
of monument, or where it was to be erected. His 
object in desiring a reference is to have the resolu- 
tion made more specific: 

The resolution, at the request of several Sena- 
tors, was réad, as follows, viz: j 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represenia- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Washington . National Mon- 
ument Society be, and it is hereby authorized to 
erect the proposed monument. to. the memory. of 
George Washington upon. such portion of the 
publie grounds or reservations within the city of 

ashington; not. otherwise occupied, as. shall be 
selected and’ designated by the President of the 
United States and the Board of Managers of said 
society as a suitable site on which to erect the 
said monument, and for the necessary protection 
thereof. 


.Mr. NILES said, if anything was to be done in 
this matter, he was decidedly in favor of the mo- 
tion of reference, with a view, as they could. not 
control the erection of the monument, that they 
might not too hastily give their sanction: to: it: 
There was a degree of. responsibility attached to 
their action on the subject. . If a corporation was 
to erect the monument, we ought. tobe informed - 
what its purpose was, and what. sort of amonu- 
ment was to be erected—if it would bean honor to 
the nation or not. ET 

Mr. CALHOUN inquired whether the 
was now on the resolution; and: 


question 
The PRESIDENT having informed him that it 
was on the reference 00." eer 
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2 Mr CALHOUN expressed’a hope that the mo- 


tior would prevail. “If he understood the resolu- 
tion correctly, it provided -for the erection of a 
rionument by an association; but he knew of no 
association.’ He trusted that, whenever a monu- 
ment was erected to Washington, it would. be by 
Corigress, and not by: an association.: ` 

Mr, DAYTON dësi ; 


sired ‘to say one wòrd-on the 
subjéct. “He was not very familiar with details, 
but: there was’ a ‘society in existence which was 
called the Washington Monument Association, if 
he understood it.. He did not know whether’ the 
association was incorporated or not: he was in- 
clined to believe it was. It had‘been in existence 
some years, and had already collected a considera- 
ble sum of money—thousands of dollars—the free 
offerings of citizens of the country, (the amount 
being limited to one dollar for each donor.) It was 
with this money, together with such additional sum 
as the association may derive from like sources, 
that they wished to erect a monument; asking of 
the Government simply asite on the public grounds, 
and not an appropriation of a dollar. He could 
conceive no benefit that would be derived from a 
reference of this resolution to the committee; the 
subject had already been before the Committee on 
Public Buildings of the Senate, and had been acted 
on during the present session: he would not say 
identically the same resolution, but one substan- | 
tially the same. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said that if the object of the 
motion of reference was that Congress should, in | 
anywise, control the manner in which the monu- 
ment was to be erected, it would be an additional | 
reason with him why he would vote against it. 
Directly after the decease of Washington, Congress | 
declared that a monument should be erected to his 
memory; and efforts had been subsequently, and at 
ditierent times, made in one or the other branch of | 
Congress to do so, but without success. Twice had 
Congress refused to carry out the resolution passed |} 
a few weeks after the death of that great man. But | 
a number of patriotic citizens had undertaken the 
work, limiting subscriptions to one dollar for each 
individual. He did not know whether the associa- 
tion was incorporated or not; he hoped not. They 
had raised a large amount, fifty or sixty thousand 
dollars, or upwards, to build a monument;. not to 
carry out, however, the resolution of 1799, buta 
private monument, to-be built by the people of the 

nited States, without reference to Congress. All 
that they asked was, thata site should be given 
them for the purpose, to be designated by the Pres- 
ident, on which to build their monument, to be 
erected by their private funds. Congress ought not 
to.interfere with the character of the monument. 
He repeated, if the object of the reference was to 
interfere with, its erection, it was an additional rea- 

son why he would vote against the motion. 

Mr. CALHOUN asked ‘that the resolution be 
read; and it having been read, Mr. C. said that, as 
he understood the resolution, it involved no respon- 
sibility on the part of Congress. It was merely a 
private association. He would, therefore, urge no 
further. objection to it. ` 

Mr. CAMERON said that the plan of the monu- | 
ment had been shown to the Committee on the Pub- | 
lic Buildings, and that the affairs of the association 
had becn managed with care. He was understood 
to remark that‘an interest of $3,000 had accumu- 
lated on the principal, and that the association de- 
sired to make a commencement of the monument. 
The President, by the resolution, was to select. the 
site. As it was designed to lay the corner-stone 
on the birth-day. of- Washington, and the time |) 
would:soon be-here, it would: be better to pass the | 
resolution now.. => : 

Mr. BENTON was sorry to find himself alone. i 
He was contemporaneous with all the operations | 
for raising moncy by individuals for the erection | 
of a monument to Washington. ° The subject had 

attracted the attention of Congress for ,years, and 
levies had been made throughout the United States 


ries had been made as to how much had ‘been col- 
lected, and the amount paid to collectors-for the 


! had been before Congress for forty years. 


them were ‘still’ here, 
and could speak for themselves, and others were 
gone; but he spoke for himself when he: asserted 
the fact, and he could prove it, that the amount 
éollected in the State of Missouri had not been 
accounted for. 


ciation of individuals could lay hold of the name 
of the United States, for the purpose of going 
abroad to levy contributions on. the human race. 
If individuals assume to erect a monument, let 
them do itas individuals, but let no opportunity be 
afforded them of using the name of the Congress 
of the United States in furtherance of their individ- 
ual schemes. If Congress put but one single word 
in the bill—if only an inch square of ground were 
to be given—it would be published all over this 
country, and throughout Europe, that the associa- 
tion had the authority and sanction of the United 
States, and that they were responsible for the ap- 
plication of the funds. On this assumption, money 
would be raised wherever a human being could be 
found. Where was there an individual who would 


| not subscribe a dollar? ‘That was the amount pro- 


posed to be collected from each person for the erec- 
tion of a monument in this city. But how many 
dollars had been collected? Ele would refer to the 
case of Missouri. Nearly every man, woman, and 
child jn that State subscribed—sometimes twenty 
in a single family; and he knew the fact, and could 


not been accounted for. Were Senators willing to 


li affix the name of the United States to a company 


of individuals of whom they knew nothing, and 
who were in no way responsible to them for the 
selection of directors, the application of the money, 
or the plan of the monument? He asked, were 
they going to admit such a proceeding at all, by 
giving to them the name of the United States to 


| sanction the means of levying contributions on 


those who would give them, under the belief that 
it was with the understanding and under the au- 
thority of the United States, and that the United 
States would know how it was to be applied? He 
was utterly against mixing up the name of the 
United States with any such project. He had no 
great opinion of inonuments any way. Roger Sher- 
man spoke well and truly the words of wisdom 
when he said, “ The vote of Congress would be the 
monument.” That would endure when ‘all mon- 
uments shall have crumbled into dust. Where 
were the monaments of antiquity, erected to pa- 
triots and philosophers? They had all gone! But 
were the names of the men, to whose memory they 
were erected, forgotten? No! they were known 
throughout the world, and would live forever in 
the remembrance of mankind. The brass and mar- 
ble had perished hundreds and hundreds of years 
ago, but their deeds had been preserved by lan- 
guage before the art of printing was known. ‘Their 
fame was still green, fresh, and vigorous. If it 
was designed at all to countenance the scheme, let 
Congress take it into their own hands, and not 
give their sanction to a private company. ‘These 
were his sentiments. 

‘The proposition for a monument to Washington 
It had 
not been voted, on the ground that his name and 
fame required no monument. If we touch this 
matter danger will follow. The agents would not 


| be responsible to us. Let the two Elouses of Con- 


gress do it, if it is to be done, and not leave it in 


: the hands of fad individuals. 


Mr. DAYTON said that he had not anticipated 


Missouri. It seemed to him that the Senator was 
up the name of this Government with this enter- 

rise. The resolution, on its face, simply author- 
ized the President of the United States to select a 
site on which citizens of the country may erect a 
monument. And would this be mixing up the 
name, the credit of this country, with the matter 
of a private association, if he might‘so call. it, as 
contradistinguished from. the action of Govern- 
ment? He apprehended not. The Senator was 


i 
i 
| 
to raise money for this purpose... Repeated inqui- | 
| 


service rendered. Ee would not repeat what other 


“WL 


He was entirely opposed. to any” 
| action on the-part of Congress, by which an asso- 


prove it in a court of justice, that that money had | 


objection, and least of all from the Senator from i 


nnecessarily sensitive as to the matter of mixing | 


unnecessarily sensitive on this point. It seemed i 


to him that-this was-a subject which commended 
itself to the hearts and feelings of all. The asso- 
ciation asked for no contribution.or appropriation, 
but only a place on which the free offerings of the 
patriotie citizens of the Union may ‘be placed. 
They could not come here and offer. to buy it. 
There was not a member of this body—scarcely a 
citizen of this country—who would respond favor- 
ably to an offer of this kind, and it would be repug- 
nant to the feelings ofall. Ifa monument were to 
be placed on the public grounds, it must be the 
free offering of the country, end not to be paid for 
in dollars and cenis. With regard to certain re- 
marks made by the Senator from Missouri as to the 
amount of money which had been raised, he could 
say but. little. He regretted to hear the fact, if 
80 

Mr. BENTON. It is so. 

Mr. DAYTON. No doubt the Senator believes 


o. 

Mr. BENTON. I know it. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, then, as the Senator 
says he knows it, it must be so. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, let me say, it so hap- 
pens that there are, in fire-proof vaults of this city, 
the original books containing the names of every 
subscriber in the State of Missouri—every man, 
woman, and child. I have been informed from 
high authority, that the names of those who con- 
tributed in that State could there be found. And 
Tam further informed that the money can be ac- 
counted for to the last dollar, As respectable a 
gentleman as could be found in this District was 
appointed the agent for that State—Mr. Brecken- 
ridge. 

Mr. BENTON. Tam sorry for it. I gave him 
a letter. 

Mr. DAYTON. After making collections in 
that State, he was so illy advised as to loan thir- 
teen hundred dollars of the money. 

Mr. BENTON. Oh! 

Mr. DAYTON. ‘Ihe money has been refund- 
ed, out of his private funds, to the society. He 
has since accounted for every dollar of it. These 
were facts, however, of which he had no personal 
knowledge. But it does not seem to me that this 
has much to do with the question before the Senate 
—which ‘is, whether we will appropriate a small 
spot of public ground on which to erecta monu- 
ment; and he hoped it would be done. 

Mr. BENTON.. The gentleman from New Jer- 

sey appeared to know a little about the subject be- 
fore the Senate, but it was only alittle. There was 
a great deal more to be said about the matter. 
There was much more to be disclosed than he had 
stated: that was well known. Everybody knew 
that thirteen hundred dollars was not the amount 
of the sum collected by the association in the State 
of Missouri. Many families had contributed ten, 
twelve, fifteen, or twenty dollars. It was true that 
he (Mr. B.) had given a letter to the gentleman 
who had gone to that State for the purpose of so- 
iciting contributions. He gave it, however, not 
without some reluctance. ‘That letter— 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Willthe gentleman pardon 
me for interrupting him for a moment? It seems 
hat the letter to which allusion has been made was 
given to a gentleman named Breckenridge, a minis- 
|| ter of the gospel. He (Mr. C.) had several very 
|| respectable acquaintances of that name, all minis- 
ters of the gospel—Robert, William, and the. late 
Mr. John Breckenridge. He hoped that the gen- 
tleman would so explain, that the public would not 
be liable to fall into any mistake about the individ- 
| ual in question. 

Mr. BENTON. It was neither of the gentle- 
men alluded to by the Senator. He had mentioned 
the case of his own State, as an instance of the mis- 
management of irresponsible bodies. He did not 
desire to go into the matter in its details. He had 
referred to the State of Missouri merely as afford- 
‘ing a flagrant instance in which the moneys col- 
lected had not been accounted for. The old gen- 
tleman to whom he had given the letter appeared 
io be respectable: otherwise he (Mr. B.) would 
not have given him any such credentials. Yet he 
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had certainly been. remiss 
the funds collected by him. 

The question was then put on referring the reso- 
lation to the Committee for the Distriet of Colum- 
bia; and decided in the aflirmative—yeas 22, nays 
15. - 

So the resolution was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. : 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 


The bill to raise a regiment of mounted riflemen 
was taken up, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN arose and suggested that 
there ought to be some limitation of the appropria- 
tion called for by the bill. He thought it was a 
departure from the usual course to leave it discre- 
tionary with the party who was to carry out the 
objects of the bill to appropriate any amount—it 
might be 50,000, 500,000, or 1,000,000 of dollars. 
According to the usual course of legislation, it was 
clear some limit ought to be fixed, beyond which 
the expenditure ought not to go. He wished to see 
& certain sum named for each specifie purpose—as 
for example, the purchase of land for the establish- 
ments of the proposed courts. It was not at all 
proper, that under that bill the President could 
direct an expenditure to whatever amount appear- | 
ed best to him; and. he therefore would move an 


amendment, that there should be inserted in the |! 


bill this sentence; “A sum not exe 
$100,000.” 
Mr. BENTON expressed his opinion that the | 


eeding in all ! 


q 
in the management of 


full liquidation of the debt ascertained to be due 
from ne United States to Texas, when an inde- 
pendent State; which said debt arose out of the 
disarming of a body of Texian troops, under the 
command of Major Snively, by an officer in the 
service of the United States, acting under the orders 
of. the Government of the United States; and also 
for the forcible entry into the custom-house at Bry- 
aly’s Landing, on Red river, by certain citizens of 
the United States, anid taking away therefrom the 
goods seized by the collector of the customs as for- 
feited under the laws of Texas.” ` 


Mr. SEVIER moved to fill the blank with §55,- 
975. 

Mr. S. supported the bill, and entered into a 
statement of the grounds upon which the claim of 
Texas rested. He showed that the arms were 


f 
| 


| under orders from competent authority; that they 
| were stored up and retained in the possession of 
dent referred to the transaction in messages to Con- 
; gress; and that the claims were duly recognised, if 
i Not liquidated. . 

| Afiera short time spent in a colloquial discussion 
| as to the value of the arms and goods seized, and 
| the manner in which that value had been estima- 
| ted, Messrs. JARNAGIN and EVANS contending 
hat there was a want of official authority, and 
: Messrs. CALHOUN and SEVIER taking the op- 


| posite view— 


i, On motion of Mr. EVANS, the bill was post- 


number of stations would not exceed ten, and 
that probably not more than fifty thousand dollars | 
would be required. i 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, Then I move it be | 
$50,000. 
Mr. BENTON repeated his belief thata less sum | 


lars, ‘The defences would be erected by the sob | 
diers themselves. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then observed that he | 
had, from what he heard on the day previous, been | 
mistaken in thinking the sum contemplated by the | 
committee to be much larger than stated by the | 
gentleman; he therefore would modify his amend- | 
ment by the substitution of the words “ not ex- 
ceeding?” a certain amount—the sum to be subse- 
quently specified; however, he did not intend to be i 
very strenuous, as the question was not one which | 
required it. 

Mr. BENTON again addressed the Senate, 
briefly, and corrected a report of his remarks on | 
the day before, wherein he was made to say that 
the materials for fortification, of which he spoke, 
were impenetrable to all arms; what he said was, 
that they were impenetrable to rifle-bally. 

_ The bill, after undergoing a slight amendment 
of its title by the addition of the words “and for 
< the establishment of military stations on the route 
‘ to Oregon,” was passed. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. i 


joint resolution to regulate the public print- | 
ing, reported by the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, and yesterday ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read a third 
time, and passed. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


The bill granting certain alternate sections of the 
public lands for the completion of internal improve- 
ments in the State of Michigan, was, in the absence 
of Mr. Woopgriper, who introduced the same, 
passed by informally. i 


PRE-EMPTION SYSTEM. 


The 


The consideration of the bill to establish a per- |, 


manent prospective pre-emption law in favor of 
actual settlers on the public lands, was also infor- 
mally postponed. 


TEXAS. 


The following “ Bill to pay the debt ascertained 
‘to be due to Texas, when an independent State, 
‘by the United States,” was then taken up, read 
a second time, and considered as in committee of | 
the whole: 


“* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen- | 
tatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, ‘That there be paid to the proper author- 
ity of the State of Tex 

reasury, 
otherwise 


out of any moneys in the treasury not 
appropriated, the sum of —— dollars, in | 


fi 


as, by the Secretary of the i 


; ordered to be printed. , 
A message was received from the House of Rep- 


ij resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ji ed the «Bill to repeal the act which abolished the 


ae - |! © office of one Ingpector-General of the army, and 
would probably be sutficient; but, at all events, it |) P z y 


would scarcely exceed one hundred thousand dol- f 


‘to revive and establish said ofice.” 

The “Bill for the relief of David F. William- 
a of Pope county, Arkansas,” was taken up; 
when 

My, ASHLEY suggested that it be again passed 
by informally, in order to allow time to present the 
whole merits of the case to the Senate. 


the land was contested, or whether there was any 
ther claimant. 

Mr. ASHLEY replied in the negative. 

After some further conversation between the 
ubove gentlemen, the bill was considered as in com- 
i mittee of the whole, reported back to the Senate 
i without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

On motion, it was 
Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
‘journ to Monday next. 


COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER moved that the vacancy 
occasioned in the Committee of Claims by the rè- 
signation of Mr. Bagsy be filled by nomination by 
the Chair; which motion was adopted; and 

The PRESIDENT nominated Mr. Drcxiyson. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion presented by him some time since, advising 
the President of the United States to give notice 
to Great Britain of the cessation of the joint occu- 
| pation of the Oregon Territory, reported the same, 
| with an amendment, to read as follows: 


Joint Resolution to annul and abrogate the conven- 
tion of the 6th day of August, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-seven, between the United States of 
America and Great Britain, relative to the coun- 
try westward of the Stony or Rocky mountains. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That, in virtue of the second. article of the 
convention of the sixth of August, cighteen hun- 
-dred and twenty-seven, between. the United States 
“of America and Great Britain, relative to the coun- 
| try westward of the Stony or Rocky mountains 


the United States of America do now think fit to 


H 


į seized by an officer of the United States, acting | 


| the United States; that the last and present Presi- ! 


| poned, and certain papers accompanying it were | 


Mr. ATCHISON inquired whether the title to | 


|| annul and abrogate that’ convertion, andthe said : 
convention is hereby actordingly entirely annulled 
: and abrogated: Provided, That this resolution shall 
take effect after the expiration of the term of twelve 
months from the day on. whieh .due notice shall 
have been given to Great Britain of the passage of . 
this ‘resolution. And the President of the United © 
States is hereby autliorized” and required to give. 
i such notice; and ‘also, at the expiration of said” 
| convention, to issue his proclamation setting forth 
| that fact. ; ae a 

My. A. said he was. further instructed to move. 
the Senate to fix an early day next week to take up 
this resolution, for the purpose of fixing a day for 
| its discussion, The reason he did not now do this 
| was, that an honorable Senator had intimated to 
| him his intention to raise a preliminary question. 
It would be better, therefore, in the first. place, to 
|| dispose of that question, so as to keep the. two 
questions distinct. : 

He would on Monday next propose to take. up 
ihe joint resolution, with a view to fix a day for its 
consideration. Then the preliminary question may 
be stated; and when that shall have been disposed 
of, the Senate may agree on a certain day for the 
consideration of the joint resolution. ° ; 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the joint resolution, 
as amended, was ordered to be printed. : 


Mr. A.also presented the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate.pro- 
cure and place in the room of the Committee.on 
1: Foreign Relations, for the use of the committee, a 
connected series of Government maps, a set of 
globes, and such books as the committee may di- 
| rect, and pay for them out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, provided the expenditure ‘for. this 
purpose shall not exgeed five hundred, dollars. * 

Mr. A. hoped that there would be no objection 
| to the adoption: of the resolution, and ‘observed it 
was a remarkable fact that, whilst other rooms 


Houses, no 
e business 


| tequired, in order that they might be able to. dis- 
| charge théir duties, and in that view he acqui- 
| esced. : f i 
Mr. DAYTON would interpose no objection; 
i but as he heard the resolution, it appeared ‘to him 
į to be too indefinite. He could not tell what globes 
| were contemplated. Were they celestial as well 
| as terrestrial? Beh 
| Mr. ALLEN. Not the Congressional Globe. 
Mr. DAVIS stated that the committee to which 
he belonged (on Commerce) felt the same incon- 
venience for want of books, &c.; and such was the 
difficulty of procuring them, that they were a long 
time before they could get a digest of the laws of 
the United States; and he was not sure but even 
that had disappeared from the room. . Now, they 
felt strongly the inconvenience of that’ state òf 
‘things. They were every day obliged to seek’ in- 
| formation where they could get’it;and-he thought 
! something ought to be added “tothe furniture of 
i that room in the way of ‘books,’ &e. “He -would 
be glad to see some measures taken to furnish’ not 
only the room of the‘Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, but all the rest with such ‘books, maps, &c., 
as were- requisite. i i 
- The question bein: 
was agreed to. i 
On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Senate then 
| went into Executive session; and after some time 
spent therein, (during which several nominations 
by the President of the United States’ were con- 
firmed,) the doors were opened, and the Senate ad- 
| journed. meee 


f 


g called on the resolution, it 


HOUSE OF REPRESENT, 
Tuvrspay, January 8; 184 : 
The Journal of yesterday. ha been read- 
Mr. ITAMLIN desired to-6fer an amendment. 
The Jourdal did not show, he said, that the report 
made yesterday from, ihe Committee on Elections 
i had been ordered to be printed... ~ cae 


| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
i 
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The SPEAKER said it was not usual to put 
that fact Ow the Journal, because it was a matter of | 
course. © we oe ee 

The Journal was thereupon approved. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 

. House the following Executive communications: 

I. From the War Department, covering a state- 
ment of the contracts madé by the authority of that 
department during the year 1845. : 

TA statement from the Clerk of this House of 
the manner in which contracts for stationery werè 
made, ; : i 

HI: A. report from the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings of: the annual expenditures for the year 
1845, and of the manner in which the appropria- 
tions'for public buildings and grounds. had been 
applied. ` 

All which communications were laid on the ta- 
ble, and:ordered to be printed. 

By general consent, the bill from the Senate on 
the Speaker's table for the relief of William Elli- | 
ott, jr, was put on its first and second reading, 
and appropriate! referred. 

Mr. DARGIN, on leave, gave notice of a bill to 
regulate writs of error and-appeals from the district 
court of the United States for the middle district of 
Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. said that the first business in 


order would be the call of the committee for re- || 


ports, and proceeded with the call—commencing 
where it had been suspended ona former day. 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 
Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which had been referred. the bill 
from the Senate entitled “ An act to repeal the act 
‘which abolished the office of one of the Inspect- 
‘ ors-General of the army, and to revive and estab- 


ment, 

Mr. HARALSON said that, in order that the | 
House might understand upon what it was about | 
to vote, he would ask that the Clerk read a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, and alsoaletter 
from the Commander-in Chief on this subject, 

Mr. IT. would simply remark that the repeal of | 
this law had been recommended by every Secretary |} 
of War since its passage. And the Committee on |} 
Military Affairs, in recommending the passage of | 
the bill from the Senate, had not gone to the fall | 
extent of the inquiries which, by a resolution of this 
Ffouse, they had been instructed to go into relative 
to the restoration of the officer. I'he committee | 
had before them abundant evidence tliat the officer l 
discharged was not only a worthy officer, but that 
he was one whose conduct had met the approba- | 
tion both of the Secretary of War and of the Presi- 
dent of the United States; and the committee would 
be pleased to sée him restored to the rank he for- 
merly held. It would, probably, however, be an 
unsafe precedent for the committee to make any | 
specific recommendation of that kind; and the cow- | 
mittee; therefore, contented themselves with in- 
structing him to report in favor of the repeal of the 
act, £ 
_ The bill, -without further delay, was read a third | 
time, and passcd. 


SAPPERS, MINERS, AND PONTONIERS. | 


Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was ‘referred the bill from the | 
Senate entitled “ An act for the organization of a 
company of sappers, miners, and pontoniers,”’ re- 
ported the same, with the following amendment: 

‘In the third line of the sixth section, strike out 
the word ¢ forty-seven’ and insert § forty-six. ” 


Mr. B. (imperfectly heard) was understood to 
niove that the bill be put omits third reading at this | 
time. i 

Mr. McK AY hoped (he-said) that the bil would 
not be passed in this haste, but that it be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, oe : 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he hoped. no delay 
would take place in the passage of this bill. Tt was 
well known that the organization of a corps of 
sappers, miners, and pontoniers, had long been 

held necessary by every héad of the War epart- 
ment and President of the United States; that it 

“had ‘been held’ necessary to the complete and effi- | 
cient organization of the-army: “It was also well 
known. at: this time to the House, through ‘the re- | 


‘lish said office, reported the same without amend- |! 
f 


i 
if 


supply it. It was known that, from the character 
of the country in which he would have to operate, 
(should active operations become necessary at all,) 
crossed as it was by rivers, and destitute of tim- 
ber for bridges, the army would be unable to move 
without such a corps. Some time would be re- 
quired to organize and put it into a proper state of 

iscipline. The condition of our relations with 
Mexico was uncertain. If any reliance was to be 
placed on the recent news from that country as to 
the progress of a new revolution, based upon hos- 
tility to an amicable settlement of the pending dif- 
ficulties with the United States, active operations 
might become necessary. If so, the corps contem- 
plated by this bill would become necessary as an 
auxiliary. 

The sum appropriated by the bill, and neces- 
sary to sustain this corps, amounted only to $25,000 
The report of the Chief Engineer at the present 
session of Congress showed, that so far from the 
expenses of the army being increased by this bill, 
they would, in point of fact, be diminished, by en- 
abling us to dispense with the services of men 
who were now employed as mechanics in the 
species of service which it would become the duty 
of this corps to perform, and whose pay amounted 
to some three thousand dollars more than the cost 
of such a corps. . 

The bill had been maturely considered in the 
| Senate; and, in order that the department. might 
immediately proceed to the organization and dis- 
cipline of this corps, in case its services should be- 
come necessary for active operations in the spring, 
| he hoped that the House would pass the bill with- 
out further delay. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD inquired of the Speaker 
whether the bill did not contain an appropriation ? 


ative— 

Mr. HHUNGERFORD submitted that the bill 
must of necessity, therefore, be committed. 

And the SPEAKER having so decided— 

‘Lhe Lill, without further discussion, was refer- 
red to the Commiticc of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 


M. Rhea. 


it as to provide that the pension should commence 
from the date of the application, instead of the first 
Monday in January, (as provided by the bill.) 
And Mr. J. proceeded to make an earnest appeal 
to the Flouse in behalf of the justice of the claim, 


|| and of the propriety of the amendment. 


Tn the course of his remarks~ 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose to a question of order. 
He submitted to the Chair, that Friday and Satur- 
day, being specifically set apart by the rules for 


kind was not now in order. 


were not necessarily set apart for the discussion, 
but for the consideration of private bills. The usual 
course was, to commit bills reported; but in this 


amendment was open to discussion. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he felt under obligation to 
the Chair for so deciding. It was a wonder that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippryes] had not 
proceeded to discuss abolition or the slave trade. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called the gentleman from 
Tennessee to order. 


Ohio [Mr. Gippivgs] would state what his point 
of order war. 

Mr. GIDDINGS submitted that this was a pri- 
vate claim, and that the course pursued by the gen- 


| tleman was not the right mode of discussing the 


subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON insisted that the gentleman 
should reduce his point of order to writing. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that, whether he should 
do so or not, was a question for the Chair and not 
for the gentleman from Tennessee to determine. 
He (Mr. G.) called the gentleman again to order, 
and insisted that he should take his seat until the 


port.ef the Secretary of War, that the command- 
ing general of the:army of occupation in Texashad |! 


question of order was disposed of. 
The SPEAKER so decided. 


: T 
made a requisition upon the Government for such || 
a corps, and that the Government was unable to į 


The SPEAKER having answered in the afirm- | 


INVALID PENSIONS AND POINTS OF ORDER. f 


Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph | 


Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON moved so to amend | 


the discussion of private bills, a discussion of that || 


The SPEAKER said that Friday and Saturday | 


case an amendment had been proposed, and that | 


And the SPEAKER ‘said that that gentleman į 
|| would take his seat, and that the gentleman from 


Mr. JOHNSON said he wanted to see the point 
of order reduced to writing. , 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would do it under the 
direction of the Chair, but not of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER directed Mr. Gwpines to re- 
duce the point to writing. 

Mr. GIDDINGS proceeded so to do. . 

Mr. JOHNSON said that he.could go on making 
his speech, whilst the-gentleman was writing. 

The SPEAKER interposed to order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, if the gentleman would 
sit down, he (Mr. G.) would reduce his point of 
i order to writing. oe as 

Mr. JOHNSON said he would waive the de- 
mond. But he wished the gentleman to state what 
his question of order was. 

Mr. GIDDENGS hoped, he said, that the gen- 
tleman would give him time to do so. Tf the gen- 
tleman would take his seat, he (Mr. G.) would 
state what his point of order was. 

The SPEAKER inquired of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, whether he withdrew his requisifion for 
i the writing? 
| Mr. JOHNSON assented; but-— 
| Mr. McCONNELL asked for the writing. 

ii Mr. GIDDINGS said his point was this: that 
| 
i 


this being a discussion on a private claim, the man- 
i ner of any gentleman in discussing any other sub- 
1 ject, or the mode in which he might discuss if, was 
li not relevant. He stated that the words to which 
|| he took exception were ‘ that the gentleman was 
|| ‘obliged to the gentleman from Ohio for nót dis 
| cussing the subject of abolition.” This was irrel- 
| evant, because it did not go to demonstrate the 
i right of the individual provided for in the bill to 
the pension he claimed. ‘The gentleman’s allusions 
were no evidence of the justice of the claim. 

The SPEAKER said that the remarks of the 
gevtleman from Tennessee [Mr. A. Jonnson] in 
relation to slavery, were certainly irrelevant. “As 
to the point of order first raised, the rule did not 
necessarily preclude discussion. The gentleman 
would proceed in order. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON avowed that he was not dis- 
cussing the question of slavery. He was merely 
| expressing his gratification that the gentleman had 
not procecded to discuss it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS objected, he said, to the gen- 
tleman resuming the floor, except by leave of the 
House, to proceed in order, 

Mr. A. JOHNSON said he understood the 
Chair to say that he was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Ten- 
nessec must take his seat, until the gentleman from 
Ohio had stated his point of order. l 

In reply to-an inquiry of Mr. GIDDINGS, 

The SPEAKER stated his decision to have 
been, that the gentleman was at liberty to proceed 
in order, but not to refer to the subject of slavery, 
or any other extraneous matter.’ 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Was the gentleman in order, 
or was he out of order? 

The SPEAKER. In referring to the subject of 
slavery, he was not in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS objected, then, to the. gentle- 
man’s proceeding, except by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that in re- 
ferring to the subject of slavery, the gentleman 
was out of order; and, under the supposition that 
the House would give him leave to proceed, the 
Chair had said the gentleman might go on. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iso understood the Chair, 
and I now demand that the gentleman shall not 
proceed, except by leave of the House. 

The leave was granted. 

And the pleasant little episode on the point of 
order, not however without some further interrup- 
| tions to the same effect, terminated. 

Mr. JOHNSON sustained his amendment in 
some further remarks, 

Mr. COCKE opposed it, explaining that the 
committee had, in its action, adopted the principle 
that the first day of January, 1846, and not the 

date of the application, should be the time from 
i| which these pensions should commence. And he 
| briefly argued the expediency and propriety of 
the ratification of that principle by the House. 
|| . The result was, that the bill, on motion of Mr. 
| COCKE, (submitted also, the reporter thinks, by 
i| Mr. TIBBATTS,) was referred to the Committee 
| of the Whoie; and made the order of the day for 
| to-morrow. : . 
# [A message was received from the Senate by 


i 
i 
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Mr. Dickens, their Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed bills and a resolution 
of the following titles, viz: ; 

An act to provide for raising a regiment of 
mounted riflemen, and for establishing military 
stations on the route to Oregon. 

An act for the relief of James Bogardus. 

A resolution for regulating the printing of Con- 
gress and establishing the compensation of the 
same. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, made an adverse report upon 
the petition of Seth Sweetzer; which report was 
laid upon the table, ' 

Mr, GOODYEAR, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made adverse reports upon the pe- 
tition of Elisha Foster and Alexander Jackson; 
which reports were laid upon the rable. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made adverse reports upon the 
petitions of Samuel S. Smith and Ordnance Por- 
ter; which reports were laid upon the table. ! 

Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, made adverse reports upon the peti- 
tions of James Barker, Aaron Rollins, John Stone, 


and Julia Birchmore, widow of Wiliam Birch- | 


more; which reports were laid upon the table. 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of James Mains, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which bill was read 
a first and second time, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, reported 
bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Tames Wyman; 

A bill for the relief of William: McCauley, ac- 
companied by a report in each case; which hills 
were severally read a first and second time, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow. 


Mr. DELANO, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon theg 
gett; which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. COCKE, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of Thomas H. 
Brown, Theophilus Somerly, Jesse Ellis, and Lu- 
cy O'Bryan; which reports were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, made n 
report upon the petition of Arthur R. Frogge, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which. bill was 
read a first and second time, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. BURT, J 
Ordered, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be discharged from the consideration of the 
e laid upon the table. 


j 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported the following 
resolution; which, by consent, was considered and 
adopted: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to inform the FTouse what number of leases are 
now on the mineral lands of the United States; the 
quantity of land in each lease, as well as the date 
and duration of each; also, the amount of money 
the Government has expended on, as well as the 
income or profits received by, the Government 
from said leases, specifying, in each case, the char- 
acter of said mineral. 


Mr. R. SMITH, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to provide for the con- 
tinuation of the Cumberland road, in the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois; which bill was read 
a first and second time, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported bills of the following titles 
Viz: 

A bill making appropriations for certain fortifi- 
cations of the United States for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1847. wae 

A. bill making appropriation for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various In- 


1847. 
A bill making- appropriation for the civil and, 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for’ the 


velition of Elijah Blad- |} 


ctition of Archibald M, Kitzmiller, and that it || 


qee e e 


| year ending.on the 30th June, 1847, and for other 
purposes.. as Í f . 

A bill making appropriation for the naval service 
for the year ending on the 30th June, 1847.. 

Which bills were severally. read a first and sec- 
ond time, and committed to ‘the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on. Foreign Affairs, reported bills of the following 
titles, viz: P . f 

A bill for the relief of Samuel D. Walker, of 
Baltimore. 

A bill to provide for the payment of evidences 
of public debt in certain cases; which bills were 
severally read a first and second time, and No. 52 
| committed to a Committee of the Whole House to- 
morrow, and No. 53 to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


fr, GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of Smith, Thrager, 
& Co., accompanied by a bill for their relief; which 
bill was read a first and second time, and commit- 
ted to a committee of the Whole House to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. G., from the same commitiee, made an ad- 
verse report upon the petition of Charles Foreman; 
which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, made a report upon the peti- 
tion of William Culver, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief; which bill was read a first and second 
time, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the Committee of Claims, 
i made a report upon the petition of John J. Pierre, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which bill was 
read’a first and second tine, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

Ordered, ‘That the Conunittce ou Commerce be 
discharged from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of citizens of New York fora branch mint in 
the city of New York, and that it be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; the petition of 
merchants of Albany for the improvement of the 
| Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and the memorial of cit- 
izens of Marquette county, Wisconsin, for the im- 
provement of said rivers, and that they be referred 
i} to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. McC., also, from the Committee on Com- 
meree, made a report upon the petition of Asa 
Armington, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
| which bill was read a first and second time, and 
¿committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


t 


! to-morrow. 
Mr, McC., also, from the same committee, made 
| an adverse report upon the petition of George M. 


; Fowle; which report was laid upon the table. 
| Mr. McC., also, (chairman of the Committee on 
| Commerce,) gave notice that he would at an early 
i day call up the bill making appropriations for the 
| improvement of certain harbors and rivers. 
| . Mr. JOSEPH MORRIS, from the Committee 
jon the Public Lands, reported a bill authorizing 
the inhabitants of towns up one of range thirteen 
east, in Seneca county, Olno, to relinquish certain 
lands selected for schools, and to obtain others in 
lieu of them, accompanied by a report; which bill 
was read a first and second time, and committed to 
l the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. ASHMUN, from the same committee, to 

which was recommitted, on the 30th ult., the ad- 
| verse report of said committee upon the petition of 
Mary Ann Bruner, with instructions to report a 
bill, reported a bill accordingly; which was read a 
| first and second time, und commitied to a Commit- 
i tee of the Whole House to-morrow. 
Mr. RELFE, from the Committee on the Public | 
. Lands, made a report upon the petition of Moses 
| George, Joseph Ramey, and William Ramey, rep- 
_rescntatives of Absalom Link, accompanied by a 
| bill to revive the act entitled “An act for the final 
| adjustment of private land claims in Missouri,” ap- 
proved 9th July, 1832, so far as the same relates to 
| pre-emption claims provided for in the third-section 
: of that act, to inhabitants and cultivators; which. 
| bill was read a first and- second time, and- commit- 
; ted to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, ; 

The morning hour had now expired. 


OREGON. — 
On motion of Mr. COBB, the House resolved | 


the Union, Mr. TIBBATTS, of. Ke 
chair. ; a ; 

Mr. PETTIT. made an ineffectual. € 
duce the committee to rise, with a view to an ad- 
journment in honor of the 8th of January. : 

“The committee then resumed the consideration 
of“ The joint resolution of notice to Great Britain 
‘to annul. and abrogate the convention between 
‘Great Britain and the United States, of August 
‘6th, 1827, relative to the country on the north- 
‘west coast of America, westward of the Stony 
‘mountains, commonly called Oregon.” 

Mr. COBB (who held the right to the floor from 
yesterday) addressed the committee. Itis not my 
purpose, sir, (said he,) to detain the committee 
with a lengthened argument upon the Oregon ques- 
tion. I feel, however, that, under the peculiar cir- 
cumstances. by which this subject is surrounded, I 
owe it to myself, and to those whom I represent 
upon this floor, to submit to the House the reasons 
which have induced me to that course which Tin- 
tend to pursue in reference to this question, It is 
my misfortune, perhaps, upon so grave and im- 
portant a question, involving so much for weal or 
for wo to our country, to differ with many of my 
political friends from the section of the country 
from which I came, and to differ with a distin- 
guished Southern statesman—a man whose voice 
is generally considered expressive of the feelings 
of the southern portion of the sountry; and I ma 
be permitted to remark, for that individual, for his 
patriotism as a man and his ability as a statesman, 
Į have ever entertained, and still -do entertain, the . 
highest regard. But when considering a question 
of this character, I_am compelled, by a sense of 
duty I owe to myself and to my constituents, to 
disregard every consideration. save that of. the 
honor and the interest of the country, so far as 
they are involved in the issue. I alone am respon- 
sible to that constituency for the course I may pur- 
sue here. If it differs from that which others sce 
fit to take, they partake not of the responsibility. 
It falls alone upon my shoulders. I assume it, 
Mr, Chairman. The policy I conceive it to be the 
duty of this country to pursue, in reference to the 
subject brought forward by the resolution reported 
by the Committee. on Foreign Affairs, is already 
indicated to the House by the fact that-I have 
concurred in the propriety of that report.* And 
my purpose is now to submit to this House and 
to the country, the reasons which have induced 
me to believe that that policy must-be carried out, 
or the interests of the country weakened—I will 
not say destroyed. ; sate 

At this period of time, Mr. Chairman, I should 
consider I was inflicting upon the House an un- 
necessary and an unpalatable argument if I were to 
attempt to sustain the title by which this country 
possesses and holds a just claim to the Oregon Ter- 
ritory—to the whole of the Oregon Territory. What- 
ever opinions may be entertained in other portions 
of the civilized world—whatever opinions may be 
entertained by that master-spirit of the nations of 
the other world, with whom we are now thrown 
into a contest on the question—in this country but 
one voice falls upon the ear—but one deep, well- 
founded opinion exists. No doubis now remain 
on the minds of American statesmen that the:Gov- 
ernment of the United States holds a. clear and un- 
questionable title to. the whole: of the Oregon Ter= 
ritory. noon u Seto oh y AEE 

I propose not to, discuss it, but .[-desiré that this 
proposition may. be considered.as admitted; that it 
shall go before the country-in connexion with: the 
argument I propose to make in favor of the polic 
suggested by the resolution on your table; that it 
may go to the country as the admitted and indispu- 
table opinion of American statesmen, with scarcely 
any—if, indeed, any—dissenting voice; and that 
this title to the Oregon Territory is thus considered 
‘by us clear-and wnquestionable. . 

There is another proposition, Mr. Chairman, 
which I will not stop to discuss; but I desire to 
place it, like the one to which I have just alluded, 
on the footing of an axiomatic fact, that the im- 
portance of this territory to our Government: and 
our people—whether it is considered. in: réference 
to agriculture, to manufactiires, or to coémmerce— 
is no longer a debatable issue, Not that I consider 


* Mr. Corg is a member of the majority of the Commit- 
tee a Foreign Affairs: froth whom this <resolution-was-re- 
ported. $ : 
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it a sub ymmanding the clear approbation and 
the warm feelings of the West in its behalf, but I 
desire to raise it higher, and to place it on a loftier 
pinnacle. “It-is-a national question, side by. side 


with that important. national question, the annex- 
ation of Texas, which has already received the 
sanction of this Government.. For myself, then, and 
my constituents, I énter a solemn protest against 
the opinions which may have been advanced here 
or elsewhere, that the question of Oregon is a west- 
ern question, or any other sectional question. It 
is one in’ which the whole nation feels a deep and 
a lively interest, and one upon which the whole 
nation will, sooner or later, speak with a voice ap- 
proximating unanimity, if we, sir, do our duty. 
‘Ido not proposé, Mr. Chairman, to detain you, 
either, with a recital of the long-pending negotia- 
tion which has been carried on between the British 
Government and our own, in reference to the adjust- 
ment of this perplexing and vexed question. I de- 
sire, however, as preliminary to the first, and per- 
haps the most important reason which I shall sub- 
mit to you for my support of this measure, to refer 
very briefly to the ‘state of the negotiation as it 
now stands between this Government and Great 
Britain. In 1818 our Government and the British 
Government entered into aconvention, by which it 
was agreed that, for certain purposes, each of these 
Governments should be entitled to equal privileges 
within this disputed territory; whether you term 
it.a convention for the purpose of joint occupation, 
or for the purpose of commerce, navigation, and 
settlement, (as that is the language of the conven- 
tion,) is immaterial to my purpose. Subsequently 
to this convention of 1818, which was to expire by 
its own limitation in ten years, the convention was 
renewed, and the convention renewing the former 
one, continues it in force forever, unless the one or 
the other Government, by giving twelve months’ 
notice of its desire to do so, shall terminate it. 
During the pendency of this convention, there 
have. been efforts made to settle and adjust this 
uestion, The claims of the British Government 
rave been urged with great power by her states- 
men; the claims of our Government to the title 
have been discussed also, and a satisfactory con- 
clusion has been reached in the minds of American 
statesmen. What are these propositions? Our 
Government has proposed, on more than one occa- 
sion, to divide the territory at the 49th degree of 
north latitude. Some years back, we did, in con - 
nexion with this proposition, agree to grant to 
Great Britain the navigation of the Columbia river. 
This has been repeated twice, if not oftener. But 
a few months ago our Government proposed that 
this question should be settled on the 49th degree, 
but withheld any offer as to the navigation of the 
Columbia river. . During that same period of time, 
the British Govemment have submitted to our con- 
sideration a proposition on which they are willing | 
“to adjust this difficulty. “That proposition, recent- 
ly submitted to our Government, is a proposition 
which takes the same parallel of 49° until you 
reach a‘certain point on the Columbia river, and 
then she travels down the main stream of that river 
to the point where it enters the ocean. “When the 
proposition was last submitted by the Government 
of the United States, (and submitted, sir, as I be- 
lieve, and as the country believes, in the utmost 
good faith, and with a sincere desire on the part of 
our Government. to settle and adjust the difficult ») 
when that proposition was submitted to the Britis 
Minister, it was not by him referred to his Govern- 
ment, but the reply was made that the British Gov- 
vernment will wait for a more liberal proposition 
to proceed from the American Government. And 
here we have reached the crisis, as I conceive it, in 
the adjustinent of this Oregon question. We have 
here presented before us the grounds on which 
England has proposed to settle the Oregon diffi- 
culty; we have before us the proposition. on which 
our Government has heretofore agreed to adjust | 
this difficulty. The refusal, and the manner of 
the refusal, on the part of the British Government, 
will leave no doubt, as it seems to me, on the mind 
of any of us, that our proposition, which, to say 
the least of it, is the ultimatum, beyond all dispute, 
of the American Government, will never receive 
the sanction of the British Government. It has so 
been declared to the British Government by the 
Executive of this Government, that thisis the utti- 
matum, beyond: which we cannot gò. ` 
Now, if you refuse to carry out the recommenda- 


veral 


tion of the President, to give notice to Great Britain || 


to bring to a close this joint occupancy of the Ore- 
gon Territory, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the inference and conclusion which must 
inevitably be drawn by the British Government. 
‘Your President has declared that the ultimatum has 


been reached; in the same communication in which || 


he transmits this information to Congress, he in- 
forms you that from his knowledge of this negotia- 
tion, from the view which he has been enabled to 
take of all the matters in connexion with the contro- 
versy, it is his deliberate conviction that no propo- 
sition will ever be made by the British Government 
to which this country can accede, and preserve its 
national honor and its national faith. In connexion 
with his Message he recommends to you to give 
the'notice: you refuse to doit. Mr. Chairman, will 
any friend, or rather will any opponent of this ! 
measure, answer me this question: let him place 
himself, in imagination, in the British Parliament; 
carry the information to that Parliament which the 
Executive has communicated to Congress; let that 
be followed by a vote on the part of Congress, re- 
fusing to carry out the recommendation of the Pres- 
ident in giving the notice, and will he not say that 
British statesmen will be fully authorized to draw 
the inference that the Congress of the United States | 
is not prepared to go with the President in his de- 
claration that the proposition submitted, rejected, 
and now withdrawn, is the ultimatum of the Ameri- 
can Government? It does strike my mind, Mr. 
Chairman, if I occupied the position which I have 
supposed British statesmen to occupy, that my 
mind would be drawn very clearly to the conclu- 
sion that the American Congress are not prepared 
to concur in the opinion expressed by the Execu- 
tive of the United States; and that, refusing to give | 
the notice for the termination of the joint occupancy, 


the American Congress has brought itself to one of || 


two conclusions, viz: either that the title on which 
the President so confidently relics is not clear to 
the mind of Congress, or else that the Congress of | 
the United States is of the opinion that the Execu- į 
tive should submit, in conformity with the sugges- 
tion of the British Minister in the close of his last 
communication, a more favorable proposition to the | 
British Government. Well, sir, I submit not to the 
American Congress, but to any member of it, whe- 
ther he is prepared, by his course of conduct, to jus- 
tify, on the part of Great Britain, an inference so 
cleirly deducible from the course of conduct which 
we are called upon to pursue by those who oppose 
the giving this notice, and which is so manifestly 
opposed to.the known sentiments and opinions of 
the American people? If we are determined, then, 
Mr. Chairman, not to sacrifice this territory, and 
not to submit to the British Government a more lib- 

proposition than ‘the one which has been re- 
jected, is it not due to the American Government— 
is it not due to her national character, to her na- 
tional feelings, that she should no longer permit 
another Power, however great, however haughty, 
however domineering, to enjoy, in common with 


her, rights to which she has no clear title, or to | 


which she has no title whatever? 

Mr. Chairman: Has Great Britain ever made a 
proposition to the United States—have her states- 
men ever suggested a proposition of compromise 
upon this Oregon question which would meet the 
response of an isolated voice in the American Con- 
gress? Do gentlemen anticipate a more favorable 
proposition than the one which the British Gov- 
ernment has submitted to us? If so, I desire to be 
furnished with the reasons for that opinion. Here 
is her ultimatum, as her whole course of policy has 
evidenced. Thereis the ultimatum—perhaps, sir, be- 
yond the ultimatum—of the American people, which 
has been submitted by our Government. We are 
divided by a gulf; we will not cross it; and we have 
no reason to believe that the British Government 
is prepared to meet us on our side. Our title is 
clear; our rights are unquestionable; hers are the 
reverse. Unless, then, you intend to hold out in- 
ducements to the British Government to anticipate 
a falling back, a surrender, a still further surrender 
on the part of the American Government, it strikes 
my mind that the question requires prompt, ener- 
getic, decisive action on the part of our Govern- 
ment—such action as is recommended in the Pres- 
ident’s Message; such as is contemplated by the 
resolution on your table. 

But there is another view, Mr. Chairman, in 
connexion with the state of the negotiation, which 


powered to give this notice for the termination of 
the joint occupancy, there is another inference 
which may be very clearly and distinctly drawn 
by the people and the Government of Great Bri- 
tain. Will they not be prepared to say to them- 
selves and to the world, that there exists in the 
American Government a division of opinion be~ 
tween these two departments of that Government— 
| the Executive and the Legislative—which weakens 
the action of the Government, and enervates her 
energy and ability? The Executive marks out a 
course of policy evidencing a disposition on the 
| part of that department of the Government firmly, 
energetically to assert and maintain the rights of 
the Government; Congress falters, falls back: Great 
Britain infers, and jusily infers, that there exists on 
the part of our Government such a diversity of sen- 
timent between the two different departments of the 
Government, that it is impossible for that energet- 
ie action which the occasion requires to be carried 
out, and those clear rights of our Government pro- 
perly to be maintained. Are gentlemen prepared 
y their policy and course of conduct, to authorize 
an inference of this character on the part of the 
British Government? Mr. Chairman, I am not in- 
dulging in this course of reflection so much from 
the apprehension that the British Government -will 
make these inferences; if itwere not that in my hum- 
ble judgment our course of conduct would author- 
ize them to infer, and give the inference strength 
and importance, I would disregard such consider- 
ations. But I cannot say that such a course of 
| conduct on our part would not authorize and jus- 
í tify an inference of this sort on the part of our op- 
ponents in this contest. Let Congress adjourn with -= 
out giving the notice under this state of the facts 
{connected with negotiation—under the fact that 
the recommendation has been made by the Execu- 
| tive—and if Congress fails to comply with it, will 
not both Great Britain, and the civilized world who 
fecl any interest in it, be authorized to draw this 
inference, that the “ clear,” indisputable, and “ un- 
questionable” title of our Government to the whole 
of Oregon, is not so strong and forcible as we have 
attempted to make it? But why, sir, after twenty- 
five years or more of negotiation, when the Amer- 
ican Congress have before them the proposition 
which has been made upon the other side, and no 
substantial reason can be given why any other 
proposition will be finally agreed upon; when you 
ave been informed by the Executive department 
of the Government (to whose hands this is spe- 
cially committed) that no proposition will be made 
which this Government ought to accept; when, 
under all these circumstances, you declare first 
your clear and indisputable title and right, and then. 
refuse to assert that right, or to adopt measures 
for the preservation of that right—will it not, in 
the eyes of the world, weaken our title to Oregon, 
and throw a veil—~I care not how thin—over that 
which we now consider so bright and clear, to 
our conception at least? Go to the French Gov- 
ernment, to the British Government, or to any 
other Government, and, after the action of Con~ 
gress, refusing to give this notice—refusing to 
take possession of what we declare and believe 
to be ours, and then tell me whether our rights are 
not weakened in the estimation of those Govern- 
ments; tell me whether our hand is not less strong 
than when we first entered into the contest. The 
world will so consider it, and will say that so far 
from it, there are shrinkings back, and misgivings 
among us; and we ourselves will look back to the 
crisis, which I consider the present moment to be, 
with regret that we allowed it to pass by without 
doing justice to ourselves, and withoui doing jus- 
tice to the honor of our own nation. 
| dt is with me, Mr. Chairman, a question in- 
| volving our rights, and our final—I will not say 
acquisition—but our final, complete possession of 
the whole of this our own territory. 

There is another view in reference to the nego- 
tiation, which I propose to submit to you, Mr. 
Chairman, and to this House. If gentlemen will 
put themselves to the trouble to investigate the 
negotiation hetween this Government and the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain on the subject of Oregon, 
commencing with its earliest inception, and coming 
down to the present time,they will find that the 
same reasons which control the conduct of an in- 
dividual in the management of his private affairs, 
| ought sometimes to be applied to a nation in con- 


L desire to submit to this House, If this Congress 
should adjourn without having authorized and em- 


| ducting affairs of national importance; and the very 
| reasons which are now urged for the further post- 
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ponement of action, efficient action, on the part of | 
our Government, will be found to have exercised 
an undue influence in times gone by. Ido not say, 
nor do I wish to be understood, as intimating that 
there ever has been a period, in the history of this 
nogotiation, when action of this character has been 
so Imperatively required on the part of our Gov- 
ernment as at the present moment; but I do be- 
lieve that ihe settlement of this Oregon contro- 
versy could have been made with less excitement, 
with less trouble, with less diliculty in past periods 
of our history, than it can be made at the present 
time. i 

Mr. Chairman, there is no greater error in the 
conduct of Government, or in the conduct of pri- 
vate affairs, than giving way to the disposition of 
our nature to postpone “the evil day,” as it is 
sometimes termed, You wil find that the post- 
ponement of the Oregon controversy, instead of 
opening the door for its amicable adjustment, on 
terms more satisfactory, and less calculated to |! 
create excitement, has, in each step of Us progress, | 
accumulated new and more insurmountable dif- 
culties; and to-day we arè perhaps further from 
an amicable adjustment of it than we have been in 
any past period of our history, unless decided, 
energetic action is taken to bring it aboun What 
are the reasons urged for the postponement of ae- 
tion? Why, the precedent that it was postponed į 
jn 1818 and 1827, when this convention was made 


| 
| 


submit to my mind a course of reasoning which will ! 


increase the difficulty, heighten the excitement, and 
further prolong the period before a rair and final 
settlement can be effected. Will gentlemen listen | 
to me when I allude to a discussion familiar, very 
familiar, to the-older heads in this House, and a | 
discussion not very unfamiliar to those who, in 
common with myself, took their seats two years || 
ago in this House? At that time the Oregon ques- || 
tion attracted discussion not only here but in the | 
other branch of Congress. Do you recollect the | 
reasons then urged for the further postponement |! 
of energetic action on the part of our Government? ;} 
At was but a repetition of the argument made years || 
before, as the history of the debates will show. {| 
You were told that negotiation was pending; that | 
it would be improper for the legiskuive department | 
“of the Government to interfere when the matter | 
was in the hands of that branch of the Govern- | 
ment, which ought properly to consider it; and | 
that when it was ascertained that negotiation could 
hot be effected, then, and not till then, would be | 
the time for the Congress of the United States to 
act. Lrecollect, whilst listening to remarks of this | 
character that fell from the lips of a distinguished | 
Senator—one whose voice always is listencd to 
with attention and respect—that he told us (and 
others concurred with him) that the British Gov- 
ernment had reasons. why the Oregon question 
should go on and be postponed to a later day, and 
that the British Government never looked forward 
to the settlement of the Oregon ‘Territory as an | 
agricultural territory, or with a view to manufac- 
tures, or to make it a permanent settlement; that j 
they only wanted the right to the fur trade; that it 
was being exhausted and passing by; that at pres- 
ent it would bear but a small comparison to what |) 
it had been in former years; and that as soon as 
this interest on the part of the British Government | 
had ceased, we would have no difculty in assert- 
ing the whole of our rights to Oregon. Weil, sir, 
“this argument is now at an end. You will not in- 
terfere with the Executive department in determin- 
„iag in favor of this notice, because you will but 
carry out its recommendations; and I trust that 
| American statesmen will no longer ask that this 
important result be postponed on the ground that 
_the British Government, when it has exhausted its 
interest in the far trade, will voluntarily render and 
‘yield-us up our own. No, Mr. Chairman; our 
right to Oregon—to the whole of Oregon—is clear 
and unquestionable; and I desire to see it main- 
tained to the letter and the spirit by the energetic, 
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| House of Congress. 


|| emigrating to Oregon; that we will be building up 
| our defence in the hard y sons of the West who shall 
© have gone there for the purpose of finding a perma- 
ponent home; that we will be adding barrie 
defences to our possession of the Oregon Te 


i} A > oe 
| Territory intil we shall have taken possession of it 


| consecrated to American freedom, and which shall 


j 


| consistently with our treaty stipulations. 


j tion over this territory; you pass your laws, ex- 


| and south pole. Here are the principles of Ameri- 


Íi cers of the American Government; 


efficient action of this House, and of the other 


_ Weare told, Mr. Chairman, that there are not 
inducements sufficient to carry ow Government 
rashly into a contest for this territory... I go not 
rashly. _ Sir, twenty-five years and more of negoti- 
ation, of reflection, of standing still, (if I may man- 
ufacture the term,) cannot be considered rash or 
heedless. There is a duty which we owe not only 
to our Government, as a Government, but a duty 
which we owe to the people who have emigrated to 
the Oregon Territory. Pardon me fora very few 
remarks on this branch of the subject. We are told, 
if you postpone giving the notice—if you allow this 
jeint occupation to continue—our people will be 


ory; 
and we are told in substantiation of this, that within 
the last two years the emigration thither has greatly 
increased in proportion to what it was afew years 
back; and that, drawing the fair inference from the 
rast, We may conclude that, for the future, this tide 
f nigration will continue to roll into the Oregon | 


to those people who have emigrated to Oregon, and 
ask them if they belleved, at the time that they 


left there without the protection of the laws of their | 
country; that they would be left there with the title 
to every foot of land on which they have so located 
themselves uncertain and insuficient, They settle 
there not temporarily, but they build up for them- 
selves a home in that territory, which we say is 
ows, but which we fear to deel in such terms as 
shall authorize that emigrant people, when they 
plant themselves on any portion of the Oregon Ter- | 
ritory, to feel confidence that they are on ground 


vever cease to be made prosperous and happy by 
the prevalence of republican principles. I ask 
you, if this is not the feeling under which this em- | 
igration is carried on to Oregon? Mr. Chairman, 
let this Congress adjourn without giving the notice 
-—instead of it, procluim by a joint resolution that 
it is the opinion of Congress that this joint occu- 
pancy shall continue from time to time—that we are 
not prepared to maintain and assert our unques- 
tionable rights, nit that we propose to do it at some 
future pertod—then, if 1 mistake not the spirit of 
the West, that emigration is at an end. Can you 
induce.a western man, when we have so much pub- 
lic land, when there are so many inducements held 
out to him to emigrate where his settlement will be 
perfectly secure, and where the Government will 
guaranty to them the title to the land, to abandon 
all this to go to a country which we have asserted, 
by a mere declaratory resolution, to be ours, but 
our, rights to which we are not yet prepared to 
maintain and defend ? 

But it is said we shall have gone far enough 
when we have passed our laws extending the juris- 
diction of our courts over the Oregon Territory, for 
the protection of the citizens of the United States 
who may go to that country. I desire gentlemen. 
to direct their attention, for a single moment, to the 
effect of the passage of such laws. For one, I am 
in favor of it. I desire to see the laws of the Uni- 
ted States extended over the Oregon Territory, so 
far as we can do it consistently with our rights— 
But 
how long can such a state of things remain? Great 
Britain passes her laws, extending her jurisdic- 


tending your jurisdiction; and here is a territory 
under the operation of two systems of government, 
as widely separated from each other as the north 


by the offi- 


can freedom, carried and borne along 
here are the 


i 
| rights. I will ask gentlemen when will this Gov- 


citizens of the British Government, mingling with 


i It is impossible 


of their monarchical or despotic G ent, un- 
der which they seek protection. <; Can ‘these differ- 
ent systems—can these laws of different countries, 
like the citizens of those countries, commingle one 
with the other, all going on in sweet and pleasant 
harmony? (Can it beso? Must there not be per- 
petual collisions and difficulties resulting from this 


i simultaneous apèranion of two different systems of 


laws? It.may be that sucha state of things may 
continue during the twelve months for which your 
notice is given; but to say that this is asserting our 
rights, and doing justice to those who have settled 
in the Oregon Territory, in the indulgence of the 
reasonable expectation that they shall be protected, 


| does not strike my mind as bearing the force of rea- 


son or of justice. Mr. Chairman, it cannot be done. 
that these two systems can.con- 
tinue to operate together for any great length of time. 
From this I infer thaf it is the duty of this Govern- 
ment to show that we believe Oregon is ours, and 
that we are determined to retain it; that it is our 
duty immediately to place the people of that coun- 
iry under the protection, the sole protection of the 
laws of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one objection ur ed, and 
one perhaps relied on with greater force than any 
other—one to which our attention has, been drawn 
by the most of those who have discussed this sub- 
ject on the other side: we are told that, by with- 
folding the giving the notice first, our emigration 
will go there, and, by that means, that the coun- 
try will be taken possession of, and our title be 
quietly setted; and next, that we are not now In 
a condition to defend our title and maintain our 


ernment be ready? When will this Government 
be prepared to maintain our just rights in the Ore- 
gon Territory? Will gentlemen who follow me in 
this debate, be so good as to inform the country to 
what period of time they look forward when the 
United States will bein à proper condition to de- 
fend her national rights in the Oregon Territory? 
Where is the difficulty? Why are you not prepared 
to defend the Oregon Territory and your rights. in 
the territory? Is it owing to the condition of your 
army, or of your navy? So far as-your, army is 
concerned, it is, a settled principle in, the Gover 
ment, if I understand atid, Eppreciate Out people 
aright, that the Government never shall be depend- 
ent ona standing army. for the protection of the 
rights of the people. You can never induce, and 
I trust you will never desire to induce, this Goy- 
ernment to create a large standing army in time of 
peace as preparatory to some future emergency 
which may require it. The- bulwark of the defence 
of our country lies in the hearts and the spirit of 
the American people. It is to the citizen-soldier, 
and not the mercenary hireling, that the American 
people look for the defence of their nights in an 
emergency of this kind. Is your navy not pre- 
pared? Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared, nor 
should.I detain you if I was prepared, to go into 
a discussion of the condition and character of our 
navy. But tell me when we will be better prepar- 
ed than we are now? ‘Will it be at some future 
period? Are you prepared at once to make a 
heavy appropriation for the increase of your navy? 
Will this Government ever be prepared, in-a time 
of peace, to pursue a policy of this kind? If so, 
it will differ widely from. the history of the past or 
of Congresses. preceding: : ~ And. those who. are 
most anxious now for the settlement of the Oregon 
question, and. those-who.are.in. favor of postpon- 
ing it to a future period, many of them, will be 
found on common ground in warfare upon our lit- 
tle navy—that gallant navy which needs no praise 
from my hands; it is written in the history of the 
country. ` 
[Mr C. here paused for a moment, to inquire 
how much of his hour was still unexhausted; and 
having ascertained that he had but about ten min- 
utes more, proceeded as follows:} cee 
Mr. Chairman, I have exhausted more time upon 
the discussion of these one or two points-than I had 
intended, and I fear I must pass by somé others:to 
which I had intended to refers. There was, how- 
ever, one prominently brought forward in this dis- 
cussion upon which I must bestow at least a pass- 
ing thought. Itis said by those: who advocate it, 
that this is a peace measure; and-by those who op- 
ose it, that it is a war meas r: Chairman, 
am not prepared .te.go 


the full-extent-with some 


who declare that the inevitable result of the pas- 
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pared, on the other hand; to go with those who fear- 
e 


the policy best calculated to- secure this end. If || 


peace be the result, T shall gladly welcome it. If || 


war be the cénsequenée, we must meet it, It isa 
crisis not to be avoided, not to be evaded, but 
to be mèt with boldness, firmness, and decision. 
When we have discharged our duties, then, sir, it 
will be for another department of our Government, 
and for the Government with whom we are in col- 
lision;upon this subject, to do what they may con- 
ceive to be their duty. If, Mr. Chairman, the re- | 
sult shall be inauspicious—if it shall involve us in | 
war-—I will have the consoling reflection left that I 
have pursued a course of policy dictated by the 
best interests of my country, as far as I have been | 
enabled to appreciate those interests. That we | 
should suffer from a war, Ido not pretend to deny; | 
that we shall lose the Oregon Territory by resort- 
ing to war, I utterly, but respectfully repudiate the | 
idea, Whenever this Government shall be engaged 
in a conflict of this kind with the British Govern- 
ment, or with any other Government on earth, peace 
will never be declared upon terms leaving one foot 
of territory which has ever been consecrated to 
American freédom and American rinciples, after- 
wards to be profaned by monarchical or despotic 
principles. 
dispute that position of gentlemen who have argued 
this proposition before the House; but that Oregon | 


will ever be abandoned peacefully, or in the strug- || 
gle of wat, my mind has never been brought to |} 


that conclusion, nor will it be. Sir, upon this day, | 
this memorable, glorious 8th of January, let itnot 
be said by American statesmen, in an American 
Congress, that this Government can be injured, | 
can be deprived, can be weakened in ber just and |! 
unquestionable rights by a conflict with Great Bri- | 
tain, or with any other Government. If war come, 
I venture the prediction that when it terminates we | 
will have the consolation of knowing that not a jl 
British flag floats on an American breeze; that not 
a British subject treads on American soil. There 
is ‘where war ought to terminate, if come it must; 
there is where I believe and trust in Heaven it will 
terminate. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to consider the proposi- 
tion which, has been submitted to us in the form of 
an amendment by thé gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. Hintrarp,] to whose remarks, in support of 
the views he presented to the House, I listened 
with deep interest, and with the course of whose 
argument 1 was gratified and instructed. Iam not 
willing, however, to abandon the proposition re- || 
commended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, || 
and to substitute, in lieu of it, the one submitted by H 
the honorable gentleman from Alabama; and T! 
will, with the utmost deference to that gentleman, || 
give one or two reasons why I think that, with the 
views he has éxpressed—-gso nobly and so eloquent- | 
ly expressed—he ought to be willing to give the || 
go-by to his amendment, and to stand with us. 

et us, who agree on this subject, meet on common 
ground in support of the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. What is the | 
difference in these propositions? The resolution | 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs recommends 
‘that the President forthwith give the notice. The | 
‘gentleman proposes, in lieu of that, to assert that || 
the President be requested to give the notice; when- |, 
ever the public interests, in his judgment, may re- || 
quire it. Mr. Chairman, I consider that this pro- |! 
position is evasive; and I aver that it must be so |! 
considered by this country, and by the British |) 
Government. “Why do you wish to empower the || 
Executive to-give the notice when the public inter- | 
"est requires it, if, at the same time, we are not pre- |i 
pared to express the opinion that the public inter- |: 
est now requires it? E 
Sir, the President of. the United States has sub- 


which, in his opinion, may ‘have any ‘influence |; 


i 


o; Canada may be acquired; I do not |] 


Is it the 
object of the gentleman from Alabama to place up- 
on the Executive the responsibility of giving the 
notice when the public interest requires it? If so, 
the Executive has already taken that responsibility, 
so far as it can be placed upon the shoulders of any 


T 


the attention of the friends of this measure to the 
| distinction which I draw—if Congress is willing to 
assume the responsibility: if you believe the time 
has arrived when this notice should be given, when 
| this joint occupancy should cease, when the rights 
| of the Government should be declared and main- 
| tained, cost what it may, then meet it boldly face 
to face: come up to the question, as presented by 
the report of the committee, and say to the Presi- 
dent, ‘ Cause the notice to be given.” But do not 
| avoid the responsibility; do not step gently behind 
the screen, and say to the President, “ We decline 
‘ giving an opinion ourselves as to the proper policy 
“to be pursued at this time; but we will give you 
| tthe power, (which perhaps he may already pos- 
‘sess,) if, in your judgment, the interest of the 
‘country requires it, to give the notice hereafter.” 
l say, let us have no evading of this question. If 
we believe the notice ought to be given, let us so 
declare by our actions. 

The hammer of the Chairman suddenly fell, ter- 
| minating Mr. C.’s remarks at this point, and the 


man, by the recommendation which he has sub- į 
lieve yourselves from the responsibility—and I call ; 
| mitted in his Message. If you desire, then) not to re- į 


f a | ` . . 
| to be proper that the law-making power should have || olies of trade, worth more than bounties, to stimu- 


| in making them. 


| ‘eluded with France no longer obligatory on the: 
i < United States.” 


sharp sound © Mr, Chairman” rang from twenty <| 
earnest applicants for the floor. n 

Mr. MeCLERNAND having obtained the floor, ! 
addressed the committee, i} 

It had been objected (he said) by the minority of |! 
the Committee of Foreign Affairs in their report, | 
that Congress has no rightful jurisdiction of the res- | 
olution under consideration. he resolution directs jj 
the President to notify Great Britain that the con- || 
vention of 1827, in regard to the Northwest coast, | 
will be anuulled and abrogated by the act of the 
United Statesat the end of twelve months after such || 
notification, To pass such a resolution, it is con- | 
tended, would be to usurp the peculiar prerogative |) 
of other branches of the Government, and to violate || 
the adjustment of powers by the Constitution. Mr. | 
McC. denied that such would be the effect, and con- | 
fidently affirmed the competency of Congress by law | 


to annul the convention. Not having time to en- || 
large upon his position, he would state the principle | 
involved by it, with a precedent to support it, and | 
pass on for the present. ‘The Constitution declares 

that ‘ the laws of the United States which shall be | 
t made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or | 
< which shall be made, under the authority ofthe Uni- | 
‘ted States, shall be the supreme law of-the land.” i 
Congress is vested with ‘all legislative powers” 
granted by the Constitution. Congress, therefore, | 
may annul a treaty—being a law—although ex- 
pressly excluded by the Constitution from any par- 
ticipation in the formation of treaties. It seemed | 


a voice in annulling such laws as consist in treaties, | 
as a compensation for the deprivation of a voice || 
This view derived additional || 
force from the reflection that the power to make 
treaties partook as much of the essence of the law- 
making as of the executive power; and he doubted |! 
not that, although convenience might elect the Exec- 
utive and Senate as the agents to make treaties, yet 
the interests of the country and the safety of its in- 
stitutions would be as well subserved by leaving a || 
co-ordinate power to annul them to the exercise of || 
Congress. It was in the exercise of such a power || 
that Congress, in 1798, annulled, by legislative en- | 
actment, the treaties of alliance and commerce previ- || 
ously entered into with France. (See the act enti- | 
‘tled ‘* An actto declare the treaties heretofore con- | 


Laws U. S., vol. 3, p. 76.) 


|| would effect everything for us. 
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Again: Congress was vested with the power 
** to declare war, and grant letters of marque and 
reprisal.” This power evidently carried with it 
that of annulling treaties, for war and a treaty of 
amity could not exist at the same time. 

i! My. McC. said he was in favor of vepeal—yes, 
|| legislative repeal—of the convention. The Presi- 
dent had recommended, in his Message, that no- 
i tice be given; and also “ that. provision, by lew, 
ibe made for giving it;? and he was prepared for 

| one to make it. : 
| ‘The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr, Ruert} 

i asked, the other day, what reason there was for the 

ij notice. Mr. McC. said there were many, some 

: of which he would briefly recount. The first of 
‘| all was, that Oregon was ours-—every inch ows—- 
from the 42° to the 54° 40! north latitude inclusive; 
and being ours, under existing cireumstances, the 
honor and the interest of the country required that 
we should exclude all foreign. and antagonistical 
jurisdiction from it. It was a fact that, under the 
| convention, Great Britain was attaining all that she 
| could attain independent of it. An idea was pur- 
; posely inculeated in Oregon, by the British authori- 
ii ties, that the settlements of the Americans south 
of the Columbia would be aequicsecd in by that 
| Government; but that all such north of that stream 
would be contested, if needs he, at the point of the 
bayonet, This idea was attended with the effect 
of restricting the settlements of the two countries 
to different sides of the river. While the Ameri- 
cans were settling the south, Great Britain, as a 
counterpoise, would fill up the north—convert her 
temporary settlements, for the purposes of trading 
and fishing, under the convention, into permanent 
agricultural and commercial communities, and 
strengthen her numerous trading posts, by arming 
them for the permanent occupation and mainte- 
nance of two-thirds of the conntry, and much the 
better portion in many respects. 

The continued operation of such causes would 
divest, or tend to divest, the American emigrants 
of all interest and concern about the jurisdiction 
of the country north of the Columbia; ‘and for the 


4 


i 
i 
i 


i| same reason that some of the cities on the sea- 


board were opposed: to war, the loss of property 
would array their interests against any measures for 
the exclusive appropriation of the country which 
might lead to war. -Tt had been urged that time 
Unul now, it had 
effected everything against us. The policy of in- 
activity, or a state of vis inertie, when understood 
by Great Britain to be our policy, would avail 


| nothing against her more active means, 


We might encourage emigration thither; but if 
that should become the policy of the United States 
to save the country, we must fail in the race. 
Great Britain granted chartered privileges, monop~ 


late and augment emigration. We could not; our 
institutions forbade it. Neither would we grant 
bounties of money, a rifle, an axe, a spade, &c. 
We were too economical for that. Nor would we 
give anything more than a promise to give land 
when the controversy was settled in our favor. 
The inducements to emigration, therefore, were in 
the hands of Great Britain rather than in our own. 


|; perhaps, of the number from the British Empire. 


1839, perhaps, resolved that they would not part || With a small inducement, no doubt, a consider- 
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` z 
able portion of that immigration could have been | 
turned to Oregon. -The American settlers in Oregon 
had also petitioned us in favor of the notice. They 
were tired and wearied with the excitements and 
agitations of the present state of things. It was 
also objected by some that, during the continuance 
of the convention, we could not, without militating 
against the spirit of the convention, establish mili- } 
tary fortifications in the country—even for the pro- 
tection of our-citizens there, who were surrounded 
by numerous bands of warlike savages. We owed 
such protection to them as the consideration for 
their allegiance; and if there were obstacles to ex- 
tending it in the treaty, the treaty should be termi- 
nated. Why, then, not meet the question directly 
bravely? Why hesitate to give the notice when and 
so many reasons concur in favor of it? The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Yancey] had said that | 
the convention was agreed upon as the “ substi- | 
tute for war’’—as the alternative of war; and that 
to terminate it by notice was to bring war. He 
also admitted our title to the whole of Oregon to be || 
valid and exclusive. What, then; is the effect of | 
his argument? Nothing more, it appeared, than 
that we had admitted England to the freedom of | 
Oregon as the condition of her peace, and that we | 
should continue to do so for the same object. This | 
was buying peace upon costly terms. We might | 
be called upon to concede the same freedom in re- | 
gard to the Mississippi river, as the condition of | 
peace; and yet, could or would we do it? 

Mr. McC. said, for himself, he would have been |; 

leased when the negotiation for a compromise was || 
broken off by the rejection of the British Minister, 
if Mr. Polk had said to him, Here, sir; we cannot j! 
agree upon a line, let us agree to terminate the con- 
vention. Such a course, it appeared to him, under 
the cireumstances, would have been consisient with | 
the President’s opinion of our title, and with the | 
dignity and temper of. the country. | 

"The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Rutt] | 
objected to the notice because war would cnsue— | 
perhaps inevitably; and war had “ landed’? us in | 
federalism in the organization of the Government | 
at the close of the Revolution, and also in 1815. 
He deprecated war because it strengthened the | 
already too strong tendencies of our system of 
Government towards centralization and consolida- | 
tion. Without undertaking to deny these asser- 
tions, Mr. McC. asked whether they would not 
be equally operative against any war?—whether | 
against the Revolution by which we won our inde- į 
pendence, or against the last war by which we vin- | 
dicated our flag upon the high seas from national į 
insult, and our seamen from impressment? And | 
yet, no gentleman would say that, because the | 
Government may have fallen, to some extent, under | 
federal influences after the Revolution, or because it | 
cost us high taxes and a national debt, it cost us too | 
much. Nor would any one say that, because the | 
vindication of our national rights and honor during 
the last war added to the pension list, and begat a 
National Bank, that for that reason it would have 
been better to have acquiesced in the wrong and 
insult inflicted upon us. The true maxim is not 
so much to weigh consequences as to “be sure you 
are right, and then go ahead’’—to ‘asi nothing 
that 19 not right, and submit. to nothing that is 
wrong.” If Oregon was ours, let us have it, and 
not lose it because, by securing it, we may elevate 
one party or another. Negotiation, however, was 
the means upon which some rested their hopes to 
get the country. How? Negotiation had already 
offered the 49th parallel, which would have lost to 
us the better part of it. Fortunately it had failed; 
and he did not wish to see it renewed, Nego- 
tiation had lost us Texas in 1819, dismembered 
Maine, and ostracised her free citizens, in 1842, | 
and had admitted England, in 1818 and 1827, to 
the freedom of Oregon. It had also, by its mysti- 
fications and complexities, wove a pretended title 
in favor of England to the joint occupancy of Ore- 
gon; for, it would be remembered, that, in 1818, 
she set up no such title. M: 

Oregon was not a case for negotiation. The 
country en masse were convinced of the validity 
of our title to the whole of Oregon. Govern- 
ment had no right, therefore, to disintegrate any 

ortion. of the territory or the citizens who in- 
habited it from the Union or the nation. The 
elements of Government were land and people. It 
was instituted to. protect both, not to trade away 
or give away-either. For it to do. so would be to 
lend its own agency to its own destruction. Mr. 
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Clay asserted the same doctrine upon the question 
of the alienation of Texas, so far as the Presidem 
and Senate were concerned... As a member of this 
body, in 1821, he submitted the following resolu- 
tion, as expressive of his view of the subject: 

“ Resolved, That the Constitution of the United 
‘ States vests in Congress the power to dispose of 
‘ the territory belonging to them; and that no treaty, 
‘ purporting to alienate any portion thereof is valid, 
‘ without the concurrence of Congress.” 

_ Mr. Polk also-held the following views in 1829, 
as a member of this body, upon the Oregon ques- 
tion: 

“If it shall, at any time, be deemed expedient 
‘by the American Congress to pass this bill, or one 
‘ of its import, the course is a plain one: First, give 
‘the twelve months’ notice that these treaties (1818 
‘and 1827) are annulled and abrogated, and then 
‘adopt the measure. No national treaty would 
‘then be violated, because none would exist. ‘The 
‘national power is pledged not to violate the na- 
‘tional engagements, In the meantime, he would 
‘not permit Great Britain, or any power on earth, 
‘to take exclusive possession of any portion of the 
‘country. No foreign power should be permitted 
“to colonize there. He would protect the rights of 
‘American citizens there.” 

a 1844, in a letter to a meeting in Cincinnati, he 
sud: 

“Let Texas be annexed, and the authority and 
‘laws of the United States be established and main- 
‘tained within her limits, as also in the Oregon 
‘€ Territory; and let the fixed policy of our Govern- 


| < ment be, not to permit Great Britain, or any other 


‘foreign power, to plant a colony, or hold dominion 
“over any portion of the people or territory of either. ™ 

In addition, he proclaimed, in his Inaugural Ad- 
dress, on the 4th of March last, that. our title to 
Oregon was ‘clear and unquestionable.” He can- 
not, therefore, recede to the 49th parallel, disem- 
barrassed of the previous transactions of his pre- 


decessors, without perpeiimeng an inconsistency; | 


and it could only have been because, as he says in 
his Message, that “in October, 1843, the Envoy 
t Extrordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the 
t United States in London was authorized to make 
‘a similar offer to those made in 1818 and 1826” 
by his predecessor, which were the 49th parallel, 


together with the free navigation of the Columbia, | 


that he felt himself at liberty to offer as much as 
the 49th. In explanation in his Message, he de- 
clares: 

“Flad this been a new question, coming under 
‘ discussion for the first time, this proposition would 
‘not have been made. The extraordinary and 
‘wholly inadmissible demands of the British Gov- 
‘ernment, and the rejection of the proposition made 
‘in deference alone to what had been done by my 
‘ predecessors, and the implied obligations which 
‘their acts seemed to impose, afford satisfactory 
‘evidence that no compromise which the United 
‘States ought to accept can be effected. With this 
‘conviction, the proposition of compromise which 
‘had been made and rejected was, by my direc- 
‘tion, subsequently withdrawn, and our title to the 


| ‘ whole Oregon ‘Territory asserted, and, as it is be- 


‘lieved, maintained by irrefragable facts and argu- 
€ ments. ”? 

‘This declaration made, he proceeds to recom- 
mend, as a preliminary and necessary measure, the 
giving of the notice, and the taking of such other 


| measures after as may be deemed necessary to as- 


sert our exclusive title. 

Mr. McC. said, no man had more confidence in 
Mr. Polk than himself. His constituents also 
loved him; they had polled a larger majority: for 
him than perhaps any other district in the United 
States; yet, if they believed that he was at heart in 
favor of the forty-ninth parallel as an original pro- 
position, he doubted not that their partiality would 


| undergo a change. Oregon was stronger than any 


combination of politicians, or any Administration; 
it involved the great principle of progression, ex- 
tension, and expansion, which distinguished the 
age, and particularly the American people. He 
had seen a beautiful vessel sailing proudly and 
hopefully, with her canvass spread to-a propitious 
wind upon the Potomac; and again hehad seen her 
suddenly broken into pieces by the explosion of 
Colt’s submarine battery. Oregon would prove a 
submarine battery to any man, or association of 


| men, who might try to compromise the country by 
the forty-ninth parallel. 


Why, then, negotiate? It was admitted that the 


title was in us, nor could it be denied that diplo- 
macy, so far, had done us more harm than good. 
There can be but one object for further negotia- 
tion, and that was, to secure peace, by giving more 
than the 49th parallel. And was the Government 
or the country prepared to make further conces- 
sions? Why should we yield all and Britain 
nothing? It had been said that war would ensue 
if we refused. to compromise, and that the preser- 
vation of peace is of the first importance; but (said 
Mr. McC.) not without honor. Peace had done 
much for us; it had extended our settlements from 
the Atlantic, far upon the prairies of the ‘ Far 
‘West;” it had enabled us to. grow with a rapid 
growth from infancy to the vigor and strengih of 
young manhood; it had raised us from feebleness 
to the rank and power of the first nations of the 
globe; but that peace which had done so much was 
the fruit of two wars—the war of the Revolution and 
of 1812. Nations could only secure the blessings 
of peace by recurring to the strong arm of war to 
preserve their rights whén occasions required. 
Great Britain would lose as much by war as we 
would. War would cut off her supplies of cotton; 
thus stop her spindles, and turn thousands of her 
operatives out of employment. These operatives 
would have to be ge by large concessions, 
otherwise they would, in the very heart of our 


| enemy, become our active and efficient allies: 


Whiere, also, would be O’Connell and Ireland 
in case of war? If they struck for repeal, Great 
Britain would feel the necessity of exerting her 
greatest strength to preserve peace and her posses- 
sions at home. Mr. McC. said, he would avert 
war by every proper precaution; but if it must 
come, as the only means of preserving our whole 
territory, then Jet it come. In the language of 
Camille Desmoulins, a great revolutionary charac- 
ter of france, he would say: “ Us, messieurs, one 
cry befits: To arms!” Let Americans, as with the 
throat of the whirlwind, sound only ‘‘To arms!” 

‘Mr. McC. next proceeded to speak of the allu- 
sions which had been made to the course of some 


| of the members from the southern States, and 


said, if some of them felt it their duty to oppose 
the notice, he would not find fault wih: them for 
so doing. sy siege Salen te ee 

As a western man, he had voted’ for Texas, the 
modification of the tariff, and the 21st rule, because 
he believed it was right so to vote. If southern 
gentlemen saw fit to differ from him in the case of 
Oregon, it was doubtless because they felt it to be 
their duty to do so. 

Mr. McC, said, he was utterly and inexorabl 
opposed to the compromise of the 49th parallel, 
and he had risen to resist that project more than for 
any other purpose. He was opposed to it; first, 
because it would be, as-he thought, a surrender 
of right and a compromise of honor; because it 
would lose to us half, and much the best portion, 
of Oregon, in some respects; because it would lose 
to us nearly all of the great Island of Vancouver, 
all of Washington’s Island, the stately and valua- 
ble forests which cover them, together with the 
numerous smaller islands which mask the coast, 
and the bays, harbors, and inlets, which indent 
it; and because,.too, it leaves us without'a harbor 
in Oregon save and except the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia river, and the unimportant one known as 
Bulfinch’s harbor. Nor were these all ‘the objec- 
tions in’a commercial aspect.: We would.lose that 
portion of Oregon which otherwise would bear the 
same relation to the Pacific coàst; in furnishing the 
mercantile marine to navigate that ocean, that New 
England bore towards the Gulf of Mexico.. The 
| marine that floated in the Gulf was owned in the 
East Adantic.States—New England; and the ma- 
rine that was to float upon the. coasts of Oregon 
and California, would be owned by the people who 
should inhabit the country north of the 49th paral- 
lel. This would be the case, because the harbors, 
bays, and timber, that were to furnish a marine, 
and become the nursery of seamen, were north of 
49°, With northern Oregon, California ‘would 
eventually and naturally fall into our hands. 

‘There was also another objection, equally if not 
still more important to that line. It would ‘be se 
from the map [exhibited by Mr: * 
island of Vancouver and the, straits of 
the most part, would fall inte the possession. of 
Great Britain, “With. these. shé would be able to 


command the mouth of the Columbia; and, ¢om- 
| manding that point, she would be able. to. eoni- 
‘mand the Valley of the Columbia, which afforđed 
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the only discovered access from the interior to the 
heart of Oregon. i f 
These were some of the positive and inevitable 
disadvantages; hastily sketched, we would incur 
by the line of the forty-ninth parallel. But the sub- 
ject presented itself in other important aspects. 
Great Britain owned eight provinces upon this 
continent, containing 2,800,000 square miles. The 
area of the United States; including Texas and 
Oregon, was perhaps but 2,318,000-square miles— 
482,000 square miles less than the British posses- 
sions on this continent. Two of these provinces 
(Upper and Lower Oanada) stretched, coterminous 
with the. territory of the United States, from the 
Gulf. of ‘St: Lawrence to the northwestern lakes, 
and thence onward, in part by the 49th parallel, to 
the Rocky mountains. Through this extent of 
country, for a great distance, she had fortified her- 
self for either defensive or aggressive measures, by 
a cordon of posts; and for the residue of the dis- 
tance, the Hudson Bay Company had established 
trading posts, easily convertible into military posts. 
‘This was our geographical relation on the North 
and West; and the danger to which it exposed us 
might be judged of from the events of the last war. 
Then, without ship canals to admit her war steam- | 
‘ers into Our inland seas, she destroyed Oswego, 
burnt Buffalo, by her savage allies reduced Chica- |! 
goi and, by. Brock, conquered all of Michigan. 
Nhat would she be able to do. now, admitting her 
into the possession of northern Oregon, whence she 
might co-operate, in the most effective manner, with 
` the hostile measures of the Canadas? Great Britain 
opposed, as far as she could, the annexation of Tex- 
as;and why? Because, by a treaty of alliance and 
commerce with that State, she hoped to be able to 
obtain an overland communication from her pos- 
sessions in the West Indies with Oregon, and thus | 
environ our southern frontier, as she has already 
our northern. This (said Mr. C.) was a brief |! 
view of the geographical aspect of the question. || 
What now was the commercial view? T'o under- | 
stand this, it was necessary to look abroad across 
the world, to note the footsteps the bloody foot- || 
steps—of British conquest and acquisition. Look- | 
ing to the Atlantic, we find her there established || 
in ascendant power. She owned Newfoundland, |} 
Nova Scotia, Bermuda, and a number of islands in 
the Gulf of Mexico. She had also established || 
herself at Honduras, in Guatemala; thus extend- 
ing the line of her possessions co-extensive with 
the North American continent on that side. By 
the advantages of these possessions, she com- 
manded the commerce of the. Atlantic, in a great 
measure, In the Mediterranean, she owned Gi- 
braltar, also Malta, and thus controlled. the com- 
merce of that sea, The Indian sea and the route to 
China is subjected to her sway, by the possession 
of St, Helena, the Cape of Good Hope, the Mau- 
ritius Isle, Ceylon, Madras, Singapore, Hindos- | 
tan, and other places. Thus it appeared that Eng- 
land had intrenched herself in impregnable power | 
in.almost every sea and part of the world. What | 
was lefi'to contest with her? ‘The great ocean, the 
Pacific, and the-commerce of parts, at least, of two | 
great continents—Asia and America. And in re- | 
gard to this field, England was persevering, with 
a steady step, to establish her dominion there. She 
had compassed Cape. Horn, by the seizure of the | 
Falkland Islands, and by the appropriation of the 
South Shetland Islands; and tea even extended 
her grep as far as the Isthmus of Panama, where 
she had located at Mosquito. Give her the north 
of Oregon, and her dominion over the Pacific 1s 
made complete. The Sandwich Islands fall next 
into her grasp; and thus she has consummated her 
‘great policy of conquering all rivalry, either in arms | 
or commerce, upon the high seas. But the north 
‘of Oregon ours, we become masters of the north 
Pacific; andthe largest recipients of the wealth of || 
the commerce of ‘Asia. | 
Mr. McC. here exhibited a-map, showing the | 


distances from England “to China by the Cape of || 
Good.Hope, and over land by the Mediterranean || 
and Red sea to India, and the distance from Eng- 
land across the Atlantic over the United States, | 
and across the Pacific to China. and the East In- |! 
dies—proving that the latter route was the nearest || 
and best, avoiding the crossing of the equator, an 
object most essential toa successful trade with the 
countries of Asia, in provisions, a principal article 
with us. i 

The importance of an extensive trade with China 


| half of Oregon as the price of that peace with Eng- | 
j land, which China first defied, and only sought 


į either side, by the Atlantic and Rocky mountains, 
į thus designed by God for oneand a common coun- | 


: stitutions. 


| tion, the committee rose, and 


wealth. The trade of the nations of Europe, who 
raised what we did in part, was considered a great 
stake; yet it was stated to be a fact that China, in 
population, extent, and resources, was equal to the 

gregate amount of all the nations of Europe. 
She fronted 5,000 miles upon the Pacific; her out- 
line was 12,000 miles; covered an area of 5,000,000 
sqùare miles; and contained a population of more 
than 300,000,000 of souls. ith a country of 
such vast wealth, far advanced in the manufactur- 
ing arts, furnishing tca, porcelain, silk raw and 
manufactured, satins, velvets, crapes, ivory, fine 
woollens, metals, white copper, the rare iron of 
Formosa, and valuable gums and paints, but 
wanting many of the productions of owr coun- 
try, it is clear that an extensive commerce, 
equally advantageous to both parties, might be 
opened. Nor would the commerce of China be 
all. There is Japan, with a population of 41,000- 
000; Cochin China, with 31,000,000; the Birman 
empire, with 13,000,000; and British India, with a 
population of 145,000,000;——-with all of whom, in 
the course of events, we might be enabled to open 
and prosecute a valuable trade. 

But, without pausing to dwell upon particulars, 
what did history teach us in regard to the trade of 
the East? When confined to the narrow limits of 
caravans, it elevated feeble States into powerful 
ones; it contributed largely to the support of the 
Grecian monarchies, both in Syria and Egypt; it 
retarded the downfall of Constantinople for a long 
succession of years; and it raised Venice from an 
otherwise obscure republic, to the rank and power 
of the most potent kingdoms. 

Great Britain was aware of all these things; and | 
hence, having no better excuse fur waging war 
upon China than the refusal of her Emperor to | 
pernut her to poison his subjects with opium, avail- 
ed herself of that, and forced her to open her ports, 
and to pay $25,000,000 for the task. We com- 
miserated, with feelings bordering on piteous con- 
tempt, the efleminacy and want of publie spirit of | 
China, in submitting to this wrong, this indignity ; 
but what was the difference between China and 
the United States? We submitted to the dismem- 
berment of Maine, and have offered to give away 


when she could do no better. China—a power 
that escaped the world-conquest of Alexander the 
Great—has been made to bow before the lion of 
the petty, barren island of England. Yes, China 
—with her antiquity preceding the Christian era, 
according to her own accounts, more than 2,000 
years; with her 4,402 walled cities; with her 439 
castles to guard her frontiers; and her 1,159 tri- 
umphal arches—has been humbled before the cross 
of St. George. Was it not time for the nations of 
the world, animated by a common: sentiment of 
danger and sclf-preservation, to rise up and resist 
her onward and conquering march? Shall we give 
away our territory to her, still further to swell the 
measure of her overshadowing and portentous 
power? In India, where, in 1612, she begged the 
permission of the Emperor of one of the most 
splendid and extensive monarchies in the world, 
to found a factory, she now owns four empires 
and six provinces, containing 100,000 square miles, 
and a populatien of 100,000,000 of souls. Admit 
her now on the northwest, as she is already estab- 
lished on the northeast, and may we not read our 
fate in the bloody and tragical history of other 
countries? ; 

The geography of North America was unlike that 
of any other extensive portion ofthe globe. Itcon- 
sisted mainly of a vast plain, extending from the 
Gulf of Mexico to the Arctic ocean, skirted, on 


try, inhabited by millions, and blessed with free in- 
The great mountains on the east and | 
the west were the granite bands formed by an Al- 
mighty hand to bind the numerous States which 
were to be spread out in beautiful and glorious | 
prospect over the intervening space together as one 
firm and cemented Unron. 


Mr. GILES obtained the floor; and, on his mo- 


The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


would become ‘evident from a view of her vast 


The following Petitions and Memorials were 


presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of Daniel G. Garnsey and 
numerous other citizens of New York, for an appropriation 
for the erection’ of a light-house and beacon light at Catta- 
yaugus harbor, on Lake Erie: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. - ` A 

By Mí. HERRICK: The memorial of Passed Midshipman 
Jonn L. Worden, of the United States Navy, for compensa- 
tion for performing duties: belonging to those of a higher 
grade, from the Ist of December, 1840, to the 30th of May, 
1842, inclusive, on board the United States ship Relief, un- 
der the command of (now) Commander John 8. Nicholas + 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RITTER: The memorial of citizens of the bo- 
rough of Reading, Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the location of a national foundry at Reading. e 

By Mr. BIGGS : The petition of the citizens of. Elizabeth 
City, North Carolina, praying the erection ofa marine hos- 
pitalat that port: referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. J. G CHAPMAN: The memorial of citizens of 
the District of Columbia, stating grievances under which 
they labor, and asking that the bridges over the Eastern 
Branch may be made free. The memoria} and proceedings 
of a large public meeting held at Good Hope, of citizens of 
Washington county, District of Columbia, asking for changes 
in the organization of the Levy Court, and for an enlarge- 
ment ofits powers; and also for an appropriation of a part 
ot the public lands for the establishment of public schools in 
the county part of that county. , 

By Mr.C. B. SMITH : The petition of Thomas Smith and 
64 others, citizens of the State of Indiana, praying the passage 
of a law to protect the settlers on the Great Miami reserva- 
tion in their improvements: referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. i 

By Mr. EDSALL: Papers relating to the contested elec- 
tion of the third congressional district of New Jersey: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Daniel H. Mansfield 
and 38 others, requesting Congress to provide by law, or in 
any constitutional way, tor a proposal to other Governments 
that a congress of nations may be assembled to form a code 
of international Jaws, by which varying interests may be de- 
termined without the evils of war: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. R. SMITH. A remonstrance from Sparta, Ran- 
doiph county, Illinois, signed by 98 persons, against the ad~ 
mission of ‘Texas as a State of this Union, because its con- 
stitution tends to support and perpetuate slavery.. Also, a 


j petition from 108 citizens of Raudolpa county, Illinois, 


praying Congress to repeal a) laws in the District of Co- 
lumbia permitting the existence of slavery, and the buying 
and selling of slaves; or otherwise remove the seat of Gov- 
ernment to some place where slavery does not exist. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: The petition of William McCauslin 
and 167 otver citizens of Jefferson county, Ohio, asking for 
the establishment of a daily mail route from Steubenville, 
Obio, by way of Cadiz, Cambridge, and other intermediate 
points, to Zanesville, ohio. Also, the petition of Richard 
Donaldson and 72 other citizens of Washington county, 
Pennsylvania, asking for the same : referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of E. D. Ely and 
390 other citizens of Littlefort, for a light-house and harbor 
at Littlefort, Lake county, Ilinois : referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. J 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of John Owen, of 
Solomon Russell, and of Isaac Davenport, which were seve- 
rally referred. The remonstrance of William Kelbum and 
23 others of Wilton, Maine; of George Gage and 36 others 
of Wilton, Maine ; of J Stockbridge and 16 others of Bath, 
Maine; of Gershom Hyde and. 51 others of Bath, Maine; of 
John Henkley and 38 others of Georgetown, Maine, against 
the admission Of Tèxas as a slave State. 

By Mr. PERRILL: The petition of Gardner Berrings 


praying for a pension: referred to the Committee ou Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The protest (received after the reso- 
lutions of admission had passed) of H. L. Brown, ‘Thomas 
Clegg, and 121 other citizens of Ohio, against the admisaion 
of Texas as aslave State: laid. on the table. The petition 
of James Penine, George B. Holt, and 423 other citizens of 
Montgomery county, Ohio, praying for one uniform rate of 
postage, of two cents, throughout the Union, on each letter 
not exceeding half an ounce in weight; and that the frank- 
ing privilege be entirely abolished: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of citizens of Pulaski 
county, Indiana, praying the establishment of a post route 
from Monticello, in White county, to South Bend, in St. Jo- 
seph’s county: referred to the Committee on the Post Of 
fice and Post Roads. 7 

By Mr. YOST: The memorial of the heirs of Robert 
Fuiton, praying the attention of Congress to their claim 
against the Government of the United States, in consid- 
eration of the use of his invention of the application of 
steam power to vessels: referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN A, ROCKWELL: The petition of George 
Lee, of Norwich, Connecticut, to have refunded to him the 
proceeds of the wreck of the brig Plato, paid into the treas- 
ury of the United States; also for money expended for the 
shipwrecked seamen on board the said brig : referred to the 
Committee of Claims. $ 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of H. H. Kellogg 


i| and others, inhabitants of Tompkins county, New York, in 


relation to duties on soda ash, barilla, and sal soda: referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRIES: The petition of William Snyder, of Co- 
lumbia county, Ohio, for an increase of pension, for services 
rendered during the last war: referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHN G. CHAPMAN: The petition of citizens.of 
Maryland, for a free bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac river, was withdrawn, and referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. B. R. YOUNG: The petition of Mrs. Catharine 
Adair, widow of the late Gen. John Adair, asking a pension, 


lutionary Claims. Also, the memorial and accompanying 
papers of Christopher Miller’s heirs, of Hardin county, Ken- 
tucky, praying compensation for se s rendered by said 
Miller in ‘the northwestern army: referred to the Commnit- 
tee on Claims. Also, the petition of Isaac Davis, of Nelson 
county, Kentucky, asking compensation for services ren- 
dered by his father (Cornelius Davis) during the revolu 
tionary war, and for property lost in the early settlement of 
Kentucky: referred to the Committee of Claims. ‘fhe pe- 
tition and accompanying papers of Catharine Fulton, of 
Washington couuty, Pennsylvania, prayiug a pension for 
the services of her deceased husband during the revolu- 
Honary war: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
aims. 

By Mr. McCLEAN : The petition and accompanying doc- 
uments of Jacob Stonecipher, for compensation for a horse 
Jost whilst engaged in the service of the United States du- 
ring the late war with Great Britains referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of Esther Russell, praying 
for an inerease of pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Peusions. The petition of Levi Coleanus, 
praying that a pension. may be allowed him from 1814 to || 


i : ae : 

; member absent from sickness or. other-cause may | ; 
have his name inserted in said list at any time be- is for the benefit of subscribers should be rated with, 
fore Tuesday next; and also, that any member may || ‘ postage as if directed to the subseriber. ` 
exchange his position on said list with any other || ‘In all cases newspapérs passing through the 
member: And provided, further, That this resolution || ‘mails over thirty miles from the real place of pub- 
shall not be construed to-abrogate or modify any || ‘ lication should be charged with postage. 
other rule of the House than the 32d. 


Mr. SCHENCK desired to suggest a difficulty || ‘ prosecute for such violations of the law, it is ex- 


| which occurred to-his mind in case such a resolu- |‘ pected that you will watch with the utmost care 


tion should be adopted. Suppose, he said, that a || ‘against these unlawful practices; ‘and whenever 
member wh tad S 1 et ki hen his || “ye 
r who had thought of speaking, when his y : i 
turn came should not desire to be heard, but that || ¢ to obtain evidence against the, offender. Let no 
after his turn should have passed, something might | ‘ effort be remitted, let ño dignity ot station aeter 
be said by others in the course of the debate to | you; but, however exalted may be the rank o 
which he might wish to reply; what was to be || ‘ the officer who shall violate the law, in the abuse 
done in such a case? | © of the franking privilege, never fail to enforce the 
The SPEAKER said the resolution was not yet || © penalty by legal process, and report each case to 


© 
= 
= 
P 
< 
o 
Q 
S] 
E 
Ta 
D 
S 
h 
am 
cs 
T 
“5 
g 
g. 
© 
5 
g 
no 
© 
È 
= 
E 
~ 
= 
E 
3 
OQ 
= 
= 
@ 


| before the House, and could not therefore be de- || the department.’ Cc. JOHNSON, ae 
bated. i “Postmaster General. 
And objections being made to its reception, os a : 
A A e $ t that those 
Mr. SMITH moved a suspension of the rules. And whereas it is manifestly unjus 


à N f ; i| who exercise the franking privilege under the pro- 
Mr. HAMLIN said that, should the rules be || visions of the act of the 34 of March, 1845, should 


i844, when he was placed: on the pension roll: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin. The petition of citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, for an appropriation on the road from 
Milwaukie to Green Bay: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. The memorial of citizens of the city 
and State of New York, for the improvement ot Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers. The memorial of citizens of Marquette 
county, Wisconsin, for the improvement of Pox and Wis- ; 
consin rivers. The memorial of heirs of Matthew Jack, 
asking for retained invalid pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RITTER: The memorial of Henry Shubart, from i! 
Bethel township, Berks county, ex-officer of artillery of the i 
French army, proposing a plan for national defence: refer- | 

| 


red to the Coummittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: The petition of Alexander C. Mulliner, 
and many other citizens of Wisconsin, asking an appro- i 
priation to repair the road leading trom Milwaukie to Green |! 


aye 

By Mr. RELVE: The petition of James Journey, of Mis- || 
souri, asking Congress to confirm to him a tract of laud in || 
suid State; favorably reported on, and placed in the first ij 
class by report of commissioners appointed under the act of 
Yth July, £532. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Reuben Tay- |} 
Tor for relief: referred to the Committee of Revolutionary 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of sundry citizens of |! 
Indiana, praying the consolidation of the land offices at Fort 
Wayne and Winamac, and their location at Peru, in Miami | 
county, 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of sundry mariners 
of the lakes, in favor of an appropriation for a harbor at 
Cattaraugus, New York. 

By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of Timothy Gilbert, and 
298 other citizens of the county of Pasquotank, North Caro- 
lina, praying an appropriation to reopen Roanoke Inlet at 
Nag’s Head. 


t 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ' 
Pripay, January 9, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- | 
roved, 
The SPEAKER said, the first business in order 
would be the call of the committees for reports. | 
Mr. WENTWORTH made an ineffectual mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, for the purpose of en- 
abling members to introduce bills of which notice 
had been given, and which would not give rise to 
debate. 
The House refused to suspend the rules. 


THE FLOOR. 
Mr. TRUMAN SMITH asked leave to offer a | 


resolution, which, he said, he thought would re- | 
ceive the general assent of the House. | 
Mr. WENTWORTH objected. i 
{Several voices: Let them speak alphabetically.] 
Mr. SMITH said that the object of the resolu- 
tion was to relieve the House from the disgrace at- 
taching to its deliberations, in consequence of the 
scramble that daily took place in this Hall for the 
floor, He hoped that the resolution might be read | 
for information. And it was read as follows: 
Resolved, That the members of this House who 
have not already addressed the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the resolution 
for giving notice to Great Britain to abrogate the 
convention between that Power and the United 
States, of the 6th of August, 1827, may this day 
hand their names to the chairman of said commit- į 
tee, who shall arrange the same in such order as he 
may see fit, and shall report the same to the com- 
mittee when he shall next take the chair after this | 
day; and.the members on said list shall be entitled 
_ to the floor in the consideration of said resolution 
in the order therein set down: Provided, That any 


| suspended, he should make a point of order on the || 


| (proving to be the letter of a person entitled to i 


resolution itself. stand accused generally and indiscriminately. be- 


PRETTY i nion | fore the public with the abuse of that privilege, 
etal a that the proposition || without having an opportunity of defending them- 


: ee ` F ; therefore 
The SPEAKER said the question before the selves; 2 ; 
e ‘ That the Post Office 
House was not on the resolution, but on the mo- Resolved, That the Committee on 


i SNS tila and Post Roads inquire into the abuse (if any) 
aN She austen uea taken, the House re- || 8/luded to in the letter aforesaid of the Postmaster 
fused to suspend the ales : General, and report them to this House; and that 

So the resolution was not received. the said committee be, and they are hereby, em- 
| powered to send for persons and papers for that 
THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE, purpose. And whereas it would appear by the let- 


Mr. W. G. BROWN asked leave to offer the || ter of the Postmaster General aforesaid that he un- 
following resolution, (having reference, he said, to || derstands the franking privilege of letters to extend 


| a recent letter of the Postmaster General,) which only to such letters as may be written by the-indi- 


was read for information: vidual entitled to exercise the said privilege, or by 
Whereas the members of this House have seen || his order, on the business of his office: and where- 
with surprise a letter published in the Daily || as great doubt exists whether the Postmaster Gen- 


| Union” of the 6th instant, signed by the Postmas- || eral has given the law, as it now stands, the proper 


ter General of the United States, in the following || construction: A 
words: i E Be it therefore further resolved, That the said com 
‘ py , x mittee report to this House their opinion of the 
TO DEPUTY POSTMASTERS. aks : d Rs 
“Information has been recently furnished the || ae fonsuruchon oe on of ie aot KERA 
‘department, from official as well as other sources, pee or me 3d o d arch, 1845, an Pe meni M 
“that various devices are daily resorted to to evade || Y icther the same does not secure to the ‘members 


| © even the present low rates of postage, by an abuse and Clerk of this House, during the session of 


‘ of the privilege of franking; that letters are daily Congress; md ora Timire hred tribes he 
* put into the mails, having the frank of individuals 5 & g throug: m y 


| publicly known to be many miles distant from letter, the weight of which does not exceed two 


“the office in which they are placed; that blank en- ne Sh ee reference to the official character 
‘ velopes, in large numbers, are known to be in the || OF Such tetter. f i 

t possession of individuals having no right to frank, Objections were made. 

‘and constantly used to evade the payment of post- || Mr. McHIENRY called for the reading. of the 
“age, when the person franking is known to be at || letter; which was read, eget 


ii a distance from the place; that the letters of third And the question being about to be taken, 


‘ persons are daily franked by those entitled to the || Mr. VANCE said he thought it wasa matter of 
‘ privilege; that under the pretence of exchange, edi- || Some importance that this resolution should be 
“tors ofien reccive newspapers free of postage, for || adopted; he would therefore demand the yeas and 
‘subscribers; that newspapers published in one || nays on the motion to suspend the rules; and they 
‘city, purport on their face to be published at sev- || were ordered. < 
‘eral other cities at the same time, so that they Mr. G. W. JONES suggested that one of the 
‘may go free of postage within thirty miles of each select committees already had this subject under 
‘place where they purport to be published; that consideration. . 
‘ correspondence is often kept up between individ- “The question was then taken, and resulted as 
‘uals through the medium of those entitled to the || follows: i 
‘ privilege, and the letters so received not returned i . YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Baker, Bar- 
t to the office to be charged as required by law.. || ringer, Bayly, Bedinger, James Black, James A. 
“ The 28th section of the act of 1825 imposes a | Black, Blanchard, Boyd, William G. Brown, John 
‘penalty of ten dollars on any person ‘ who shall | G, Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cocke, 
‘ frank any letter or letters other than those written by | Cranston, Crozier, Cummins,’ Dargin, Garrett 
‘ himself or by his order, on the business of his office.’ || Davis, Jefferson Dayis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, 
‘The 24th section of the same law imposes the Dromgoole, Edsall, J. H, Ewing, Fries, Garvin, 
‘same penalty on any person ‘who shall procure, | Gentry, Graham, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, 
‘ aid, advise, or assist,’ in such violation of the post || Hoge, Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. 
‘ office laws, and it is made the ‘especial duty of || Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, 
‘ postinasters to prosecute for said offences.’ Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
“It becomes my duty, therefore, to direct that || Joseph _ Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. 
‘in all cases where a letter is delivered at. your King, Thomas B. King, Leake, Lewis,. Levin, 
‘ office having a frank on it, and is accompanied by | Long, Lumpkin, McClean, McCrate, McHenry, 
‘such circumstances as clearly show that it is not |; Mclivaine, Marsh, Barclay Martin, Miller, Morris, 
‘the letter of the individual whose frank it bears, | Niven, Pendleton, Perrill, Pettit, Pollock Price, 
‘the frank is in. effect a false certificate; that the || Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
‘same should be charged with postage, and the || well, Root, Scheack, Seaman, Alexander D. Sins, 
‘names of the parties thus violating the law, and || Leonard H. Simms, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
‘the witnesses by whom the offence can be proven, | Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Stew- 
‘ be reported to the district attorney for prosecu- | art, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, 
‘tion in the Federal courts. || James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
‘Should postage be in any case erroneously || Tilden, Treadway, Trumbo; Vance, Vinton 
‘charged, the same will be remitted at the office || White, Winthrop Wood Woodruff Woodward. 
‘ where received, upon the letter being opened, and || Woodworth, Wright, Yeu, and Young—101. ‘ 
| NAYS—Messrs.J..Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, 
| Anderson, Arnold, Benton, Biggs, Bowlin, Brink- 


t frank. 
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erhoff, Brodhead, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Colin, Cullom, Culver, Cunning- 
ham, Daniel, Darragh, Dillingham, Erdman, Ed- 
win H. Ewing, Ficklin, Giles, Goodyear, Gor- 
don, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Harper, 
I. E. Holmes, George: S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, James H. 
Johnson, George. W ` Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Gaughey, McKay, Morse, Norris, Owen, Parish, 
Reid, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Tho- 
mas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, 
Tibbatts, : Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, and 
Wiliams—63. 

So, two-thirds not voting in. the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolutions were 
not introduced. t 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call for 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. THOMAS B. KING, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Wiliam Fuller, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, from the Committee |! 
on Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon the 
i 


petition of the heirs of Larkin Smith, accompanied 
y a bill for their relief; which bill was read a first 
and second time, and committed to a Committee | 
of the Whole House to-morrow. l 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition || 
of Margaret C. Hanson, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon the memorial of John 
E. Holland, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which bill was read a first and second time, and 
committed to a committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. > ji 

Mr, GOODYEAR, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made an adverse report upon the 
peitien of John Martin; which was laid upon the |! 
table. f 

Mr. OWEN, from the Select Committee on the li 
subject of the Smithsonian Institution, reported 

„the following resolution; which was read and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill organizing a Smithsonian 
Insutution, heretofore referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on that subject, be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of the moneys appropriated for the contingent ex- 
penses of the, military establishment for the year 
1845, in pursuance of ‘the 5th section of the act of 
3d March, 1845. 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, made a report upon the petition of the sure- 
ties of William Estis, accompanied,by a bill for his 
relief; which bill was read a first and second time, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


PENSION BILL. _ li 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making appropriation for the 
payment of revolutionary and other pensioners of 
the United States for the year ending the 30th June, | 
1847; which bill was read a first and second time, 
and committed to the Committee of the whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

< NAVAL PENSIONS. 

Mr. MeKAY, from.the same committee, report- 
ed a bill making appropriation for the payment of 
navy pensions for. the year ending the 30th June, | 
1847; ‘which. bill was read a first and second time, f 
and committed to-the Conmmittee of the Whole |] 
House on the state of the Union, to-morrow. Hi 

On motion of Mr. J. R, INGERSOLL, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition | 
of Samuel Smith ‘and Jewett’ March, and that it be | 
referred to the Committée on Foreign Affairs. | 

Mr. M. L. MARTIN gave nétice of a motion | 
for leave to introduce a bill to enable the people of | 
Wisconsin to form a constitution and State Govern- |, 

f 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 


ment, and for the admission of such State into the |! 
Union. - l N, 

Mr. LEAKE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Elbert 


V. Hungerford; which report was laid upon the 
table. : 

On motion of Mr. GORDON, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Hayne M. Salmon, of the city of New York, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 


THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. HOGE 
asked, and obtained leave, and introduced a bill for 
the improvement of the Mississippi river; which 
-was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. DARGIN 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill to re- 
gulate writs of error and appeals from the district 


| court of the United States for the middle district of 


Alabama; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. ROBERTS 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill in re- 
gard to the railroad leading from Jackson, through 
Brandon, to the western boundary of Alabama; 


| which was read a first and second time, and refer- 


red to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

In pursuance of ‘previous notice, Mr. RATH- 
BUN asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
to regulate the time of holding the courts of the 
United States in the northern and southern districts 


| of New York, and for other purposes; which was 
: read a first and second time, and referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 


NATIONAL FOUNDRIES. 


Tn pursuance of previous notice, Mr. BROD- | 


HEAD asked, obtained leave, and introduced a 
bill to provide for the establishment of national 
foundries; which bill was read a first and second 


| time, and referred to the Committee on the Militia. 


Mr. SEAMAN gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of J. Chasseaud, American 
consul in Syria and Palestine. 

A. bill for the relief of Imanuel Berri and John 
W. Reese, of the city of New York. 

Mr. TIBBATTS gave notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill making appropriation for the improvement 
of the harbor at the city of Cincinnati, and the con- 
struction of a channel-way between the samé and 
the cities of Covington and Newport, to render the 
more accessible the military depét, and for the pro- 
tection of the public property at the latter place. 

A bill making an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a canal ‘around the Falls of the Ohio river, 
on the Indiana side, so as.to have an ascending 
navigation on the one side, and a descending navi- 
gation on the other side of said falls, free from toll. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. WENT- 
WORTH asked, obtained leave, and introduced a 
bill granting a quantity of land to the State of IHi- 
nois to aid in the completion of the Illinois and 
Michigan canal; which bill was read a first and 


second time, and referred to the Committee on |! 


Roads and Canals. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. HUB- 
BARD asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
authorizing the issue of scrip in exchange for rev- 
olutionary military land bounty warrants; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. STAN- 
TON asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill 


i to establish a port of entry at Memphis, in Tennes- 
; see; which was read a first and second time, and 
' referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. BOYD, by leave, 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 


Mcans be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
pital on the site no by the Government for 
aducah, Kentneky. 


On motion of Mr. B., on leave, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instrueted to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-read from Smith- 
land via Burton, to Mayfield, in the State of Ken- 
tucky. 

Bills and resolution from the Senate of the fol- 
Towing titles, viz: 

An act to provide for raising a regiment of 


l: of making an appropriation to build a marine hos- |i 


mounted riflemen, and for establishing military sta- 
tions on the route to Oregon; 

An act for the relief of James Bogardus; and 

Resolution, regulating the printing of Congress 
and establishing the compensation of the same ; all 
which said bills were severally read twice and ap- 
propriately referred. = i : 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. JAMES 
B. HUNT asked, obtained leave, and introduced 
a bill, to apply certain alternate sections of the pub- 
lic domain towards the completion of certain works 
| of internal improvement in the State of Michigan, 

and for other purposes; which bill was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. : 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. FICK LIN 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill to 
grant to the States of Indiana and Ilinois a portion 
of the unsold lands in the Vincennes, Palestine, 
and Shawneetown Jand districts, for the completion 
of the national thoroughfare connecting Lake Erie 
with the Ohio river, by the improvement of the 
navigation of the Wabash; which bill was read a 
first and second time, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. : 

On motion of Mr. LUMPKIN, by leave, 

Resolved, That-the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of in- 
creasing the salaries of the District Attorney and 
Marshal of the United States for the district of 
Georgia; and that they report to this House by 
bill or otherwise. ` 


NAVAL DEPÔT ON LAKE ERIE. 


On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
i be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a naval depét on Lake Erie. 

Mr. LAWRENCE guyve notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce a bill further to amend an act 
| supplementary to an act entitled ‘An act to fix 
| ‘the value of certain foreign moneys of account in 
| t computation at the custom-house.”? 

Mr. BOWL IN gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill granting certain alternate sec- 
tions of land, in and near the New Madrid and St. 
| Francois river swamps, for the putpose of reclaim- 
ing said lands, and increasing the value of the pub- 
lic land in the vicinity thereof. 

Mr. COCKE gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
| sentatives of John Lawson, deceased. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. CULVER gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill for the prospective abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 


NAVAL DEPOT AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. DOUGLASS gave notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce bills of the following titles: 
| A bill to establish a naval depôt at Chicago on 
lake Michigan; 
A bill to improve the navigation of the Hinois 
river, with a view to aship-canal between the Mis- 
sissippi and the northern lakes. 


| THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. YELL gave notice of a motion for leave to 
| introduce a bill to change the manner of sale of 
! the public lands. ‘ 

| In pursuance of notice, Mr. KENNEDY asked, 
‘obtained leave, and introduced ‘a bill to attach to 
the Fort Wayne land district certain tracts of land 
lying within the limits of that district which ave 


i| not now attached to any land district; which bill 


was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public lands. 

In pursuance to previous notice, Mr. ROBERT 
SMITH asked, obtained leave, and introduced a 
bill to create the city of Alton a port of delivery; 
| which bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


`n pursuance of previous notice, Mr. HOGE 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a joint reso- 
lution in relation to mineral lands; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 
| In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. McCLEL- 
| LAND asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill 


i for the relief of Jeremiah Moors; which bill was 
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read a first and second time, and referred to the 


Committee of Claims. 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. JAMES B. 
HUNT asked, obtained leave, and introduced a | 
bill to change the mode of selecting certain school 
landa; which was read a first and second time, and 


referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. MORGAN 
L. MARTIN asked, obtained leave, and introduced | 
a bill to provide for continuing certain public works | 


in the Territory of Wisconsin; which bill was read 


a first and second time, and committed to a Com- 


mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. DAR- 
RAGH asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
authorizing the payment to the judges of district 
courts for the eastern and western districts of Penn- 
sylvania, and the district of New Jersey, the salary 
which has accrued to the circuit judges of the 
United States for the district of Pennsylvania and 


New Jersey, since the death of said circuit judge; | 


which bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion of Mr. THIBODEAUX, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, 
and is hereby, instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of extending the port of New Orleans to the 
upper limits of the city of Lafayette. 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. GENTRY || 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill pro- | 


viding for a survey to ascertain the proper location 


and cost of constructing a railroad from Chatta- | 
nooga to Nashville; which bill was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Tn pursuance of previous notice, Mr. JOLIN A. 
ROCKWELL asked, obtained leave, and intro- 


duced a bill to appropriate an additional section in | 
each township of the public lands of the United | 


States, in support of common schools; which bill 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr, TIB- 
BATTS asked, obtained leave, and introduced a 
bill to authorize the purchase of the residue of the 
stock held by individual stockholders in the Louis- 
ville and Portland Canal Company, and the Loui 
ville Dry Dock Company, and to make the navi- 


read a first and sccond time, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

In pursuance of notice, Mr. MeGAUGHEY 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill to con- 
firm to the State of Indiana certain lands for the 
continuation of the Wabash and Erie canal, and 
for other purposes; which bill was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

The committees having been called through— 

Mr. WENTWORTH, on leave, and in pursu- 
ance of notice heretofore given, introduced a bill 


to cede the public lands within the limits of the 
new States to the States in which they lie, on cer- 


tain conditions; read twiee, and referred to the |! 


Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOGE asked leave to introduce a bill. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER said that the business first in 
order during the unfinished portion of the morning 
hour would be, the resolution in relation to the 
printing of Captain Fremont’s report. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to introduce a 
bill. 

Objections were made. i 

Mr. HOGE announced his motion of leave for a 
similar purpose. 

Objections were made. 


Mr. T. B. KING asked leave to introduce a me- | 


morial from the Chamber of Commerce of the city 
of Savannah. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. HOGE moved that the rules be suspended 
for half an hour, to admit of the introduction of 
bills, of which notice had heretofore been given, 
and which should not give rise to debate. ; 

Several members suggested that the motion 
should be so modified as to include resolutions. 

And two-thirds voting in the affirmative— _ 

The original motion, without the modification, 
was agreed to. 
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i| _ [Several resolutions hereafter given, were intro- 
duced by special permission, “All these matters, 
|; except such as gave rise to other than the ordinar 
motions, will be found among the general busi- 


ness.] 


THE TARIFF. 
Mr. McCONNELL rose and-said that he gave 
Notice that he would to-morrow, or on some subse- 


reer day, ask leave to introduce a bill to repeal 
| the tariff act of 1842, with all its iniquities. 


f 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

| Mr.C. B. SMITH, in pete of previous 
|| notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
| to provide for the completion of the Cumberland 


i| same to the State. 
4 Mr. McCONNELL moved that the bill be laid 
on the table. 
i Mr. C. B. SMITH moved that it be referred to 
| the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. STEWART asked the yeas and nays on 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. McCONNELL withdrew his motion. 

And then the bill was referred to the Committee 


i 
t 

i! SINGLE DISTRICT SYSTEM. 
j 


Mr. NORRIS, in pursuance of previous notice, 
i asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to re- 
j; peal the second section of the act approved June 
/ 25, 1842, entided “ An act for the apportionment 
j| ‘of representatives among the several States ac- 
i| € cording to the sixth census,” 
bill. 

And it was read. 
| Mr. McCONNELL moved that the bill be laid 
| under the table. 


‘The SPEAKER said that the motion was not in 

i order. 

i Mr. McCONNELL then moved that the bill be 

i laid on the table, 

i} The SPEAKER said that motion was in order. 
Mr. McCONNELL was proceeding to make a 


{ 
s} 
if 
i! 
i remark— 


ji p 
|! debate could not be entertained. 


ii give the ordinary reference to the bill, and not to 
4 dispose of it in this summary way. 

i Tee a brief conversation, the question on the 
ii motion of Mr. McCoxne.. was taken, and de- 
i| cided in the negative. 

| So the House decided that the bill should not be 
ii lanl on the table. 


i Judiciary. 
i TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF OREGON. 
| Mr. BOWLIN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to \introduce a bill to or- 
ganize a Territorial Goversindit inthe Territory of 
Oregon, and for other purposes. 
The bill having been read twice by its title, 
Mr. BOWLIN moved that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. DOUGLASS suggested its commitment to 
| the Committee on the Territories; for the reason, 
he said, that the committee had the subject of a 
; Territorial Government before them, and that it 
i| was their intention very shortly to report a bill. 
| Mr. BOWLIN said he would not. object, 
; Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of the bill; 
| which was ordered. 
i 
t 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
ł 
| 


| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
{ 
i 
| 


1 
| 
ji And the Clerk proceeded to read it; when 
‘|| Mr. BOWLIN suggested that the bill was identi- 
cal with thatwhich had passed the House atthe last 
session, excepting only one or two slight amend- 
ments. 

Mr. ADAMS withdrew his demand. 

And the bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Territories. 


i 
i PUBLIC EXECUTIONS AND CUSTOM-HOUSE 


i OATHS. 
Mr. J. R, INGERSOLL asked leave to give no- 
tice of a bill. s 
No objection being made, the notice was given; 
but had not been read, when 


i 
| 
| 


tice should be read, so that the House might know 


ii road in the State of Indiana, and to surrender the || 


Mr, McCONNELL called for the reading of the | 


i When the SPEAKER interposed, and said that | 


i Mr. G. S. HOUSTON submitted to his col- | 


: at ` : : = league [Mr. MeConxeat]} that it would be best to | 
gation of said canal free from toll; which bill was H pno [ 5 ] 


And it was then referred to the Committee on the | 


Mr. ADAMS suggested to the Chair that the no~- | 


what the bill was. For otherwise, it was no notice 
at all. 3 fa te : 
The SPEAKER said these notices were always 
entered on the Journal. i 
Mr. ADAMS repeated his request that the no- 
tice might bé read. Ifnot read, it was no notice 
atall; and the members of the House could know 
nothing about the matter until.some days after- 
wards, when the bill might be introduced. 
The notice was then read as a notice of two bills: 
A bill for the abolition of custom-house or other 
oaths extra-judicially administered under the au- 
thority and laws of the United States; . ; 
Also, a bill to prohibit the public execution of 
criminals under the laws of the United States. 
Ordered to be entered on the Journal. 
Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL asked leave to offer 


| a resolution. 


Objections were made. i 

Mr. GROVER moved (the half-hour ‘having 
almost, but not altogether, then expired) that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. ta 

The vote stood—ayes 78, noes 84. 

So the motion was rejected. : 

And, after the transaction of some further busi- 
ness, which will be found amongst the general 
details, ; ae 

The SPEAKER announced the expiration of 
the half-hour. . ` 

Mr. McCONNELL moved further to suspend 
the rule, for the purpose of proceeding with the 
particular class of business for the introduction 
of which the half-hour had been allowed. i 

Mr. COBB moved that the House. resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The affirmative vote was 88. 

Tellers were demanded, and ordered. 

Mr. COBB suggested that, as the gentleman 
from Maryland, (Mr. Gi.us,] who held the floor, 
would not be here to-morrow, it was a matter of 
courtesy to him to give him an opportunity to 
make his remarks to-day. 

The vote was then again taken, and the ayes 
were 95. f 

The noes 
agreed to. 

Mr. ASHMUN (too late) 
the claim of the’ 
day. 


gaveitup. And so the motion was 


made’ an inquiry as to 
private calendar to precedence this 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. McCONNELL rose and said he desired to 
give notice that he would to-morrow, or on some 
future day, ask leave to introduce a bill giving to 
every white man one hundred and sixty acres of 
ground, provided he would work it. 


OREGON. 


The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Trs- 
Barts of Kentucky in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of “The joint resolution of notice to 
‘Great Britain to annul and abrogate the conven- 
‘ tion between Great Britain and the United States, 


| ‘ of August 6, 1827, relative to the country on the 


‘Northwest coast of America westward of the 


| ‘Stony mountains, commonly called Oregon.” 


Mr. GILES, who was entitled to the floor, rose 
and said: Poe Á 


Mr. Cuainman: There are some questions whose 
importance and whose greathess are such as to 
swallow up for a time all others, to chain the minds 
of men to their consideration, and to compel them 
to yield their undivided attention. Of such a char- 
acter is-the subject which we are now discussing. 

Its importance is coextensive with the American 
continent, and lasting asthe American name. Tis 
interest is felt, and its decision anxiously looked 


| for, upon every spot where live the principles of 


American liberty. The merchant in his counting- 
house—the mechanic at his daily toil—the farmer 


| as he tends the field of promise—the hunter as he 


presses over the boundless prairie—even the travel- 
ler as he pursues his solitary way by the banks of 
the Columbia—feels its interest and looks anxiously 
for our decision. Senet i 

But, sir, its importance goes further. Asit re- 
lates to peace or war, it affects all Christendom. 
As it may involve two of the greatest’ commercial 
nations on the earth in war, it interests and affects 
every man—every civilized man—on whatever spot 
he may dwell. ‘To-day, sir, our commerce whitens 
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every sea. - The industry and the enterprise of our 
countrymen have been made known in every part 
of the habitable globe, Our Christian philanthropy. 
has planted the. institutions of redeeming mercy in 
the centre of the great’continent of Asia, in the isles 
of the Pacific, and. even on the dark and dreary 
coast of. western Africa, so cursed‘ by man’s in- 
humanity to man,” Am Tin error, then, in say- 
ing’ that this question interests every civilized man? 
Or is it'strange that'an interest. should be excited 
in this Hall-which betokens the greatness and im- | 
portance of the subject, and that even beauty should 
forsake for a season her gay and flowery walls to 
smile upon our deliberations? i 

_ It is a question which outrides all party distine- 
tions, which sweeps away all party lines, and 
Shows us that upon all great questions of foreign 
policy we are, as a people, one in sentiment, as we 
are in history, and shall be one in destiny. I be- 
lieve that when this great. question comes up for 
final action, this House will be found, as the Amer- 
ican people will be found, unanimous in the pur- 
suit of such measures as may be deemed necessary 
to meet the exigencies of the occasion. 

However we may differ as to the initiatory steps 
proper for the assertion of our title, (and these are 
points on which I know there are honest differences 
of opinion amongst men of all parties,) yet, when 
no other resource is left—when ‘all negotiations 
fail—when all hope of settling the matter by treaty 
shall have passed away, and men come to consider 
what course we ought to take for the maintenance 
of that title, they will throw off the faded livery 
of party and put on the uniform of our common 
country. 

Sir, the debate which we have had in this Hall has 
been gratifying to every American heart. There 
was only one portion of the argument which I re- 
gretted, I did deeply regret that the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Gwpies,] who first 
addressed the committee, should have permitted | 
himself to turn aside. from this lofty theme, and 
hurl a shaft at one of the institutions of the coun- 
try. But, sir, during this debate we have heard a 
voice, I might almost say, from the past, The 
venerable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. An- 
ams] has spoken out; and I for one rejoiced to sce 
that, although his locks are bleached with the 
frosts of more than seventy winters, yet that the 
fires of patriotism still burn brightly’ on that an- 
cient altar, 

Mr. Chairman, I was one of those who were.in 
favor of postponing the discussion of this great 
question, as proposed by the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. C.J. 
Incrersoi..] I wished to see what would be the 
effect in England of the present aspect of the ques- 
tion, as it is presented in the late correspondence, 
which has brought from the archives of diplomacy, 
into, the full light of day, the fulness and clearness 
of our title—a correspondence which will add to 
the heretofore wide-spread fame of the Secretary 
of State; a fame whose laurels time, which cor- 
rodes and destroys so much of human achieve- 
ment, will, year after year, only freshen and re- 
new. After that correspondence, if we must go 
into this contest, we shall feel the full force of the 
sentiment— : 


“Thrice is he armed who hath his. quarrel just”? 


If this contest is to come-—for we are not per- 
mitted to lift the veil of futurity, and see what is 
in reserve for us—humanity will weep; the angel 
of ‘peace will unfurl ‘his fairy wing, and take his 
eagle-flight to the sky. It will be a contest that 
will not only sweep from the ocean a vast portion 
of commerce, but will retard: the great benevolent 
operations of ‘the day, and, as I believe, arrest the 
march of ‘civilization for more than half a century. 
it was for considerations such as these that I was 
anxious to pause, that we might see whether our 
opponents would’ plant themselves directly in the 
face óf the President’s Message, of our title and || 
of the ‘correspondence. “But the House has de- |! 
cided otherwise. Weare here discussing this great i 

úėstion, and in a few days we must vote upon it. |! 
Ishall now, therefore, briefly and plainly give to || 
the committee the reasons which have operated on || 
my mind} and which will induce‘mé to vote for the f 
resolation which the chairman of the Committee |! 
on Foreign Affairs submitted, i 
“Much has been said about the consequences of a || 
conflict between Great Britain and this country. If || 
“it comes, (and I, for one, covet not for my country, | 


i 


i 


| 


lip 
i 


f 
j} 


“ the plumed troop, the big wars, theshrill trump, 
the spirit-stirring drum, the. ear-piercing fife, and 
all the pride, pomp, and- circumstance of glorious 


| wars”) but, if it comes, it will do one thing for us 


that has not yet been mentioned: it will free us 
forever from the looms of Manchester and the 
workshops of Birmingham. It will emancipate 
us forever from the manufactures of Great Britain. 
She will lose one of her best customers; and that I 
believe to have been one of the great prevailing con- 
siderations which have hitherto held her in peaceful 
relations with us. 

Mr. Chairman, after the most careful considera- 
tion which 1 have been able to give to this question, 
I conscientiously believe that, if war is to come, it 
will come whether you give this notice or not. I 
believe that we have now reached a point in the 
history of the Oregon Territory which will no longer 
admit of this joint oceupation. I should like to 
know from British statesmen how long this chry- 
salis state of civilization—this inchoate system of 
Government—is, in this state of things, to last. It 
was very well in 1818—it was well in 1827—when 
this great country was used only as a place to 
receive from the Indian tribes the furs they col- 
lected, and as a place at which our whalemen and 
other ships might water. It was very well whilst 
Great Britain and ourselves merely used the terri- 
tory for the purposes of commerce, without refer- 
ence to actual settlement. But, sir, in pursuance, 
I suppose, of that destiny to which my eloquent 
friend from Indiana referred the other day, whose 
onward progress we cannot resist, our people rap- 
idly have passed to Oregon, not for the purpose 
of commerce, not to obtain the furs of that vast 
country, but to settle, to build houses, and to 
ull the soil. In this state of things, look for a 
| moment at the condition of Oregon. Our citizens 
| are now there without a government, and without 
rotection from the country. They are entitled to 
oth. Refuse to pass a bill to provide that gov- 


i| ernment and to give that protection, and what 


| condition are youin? Why, if a British subject 
assaults and beats an American citizen, by whom, 
p under the present system, (which some gentlemen 
i wish to continue,) is he to be tried? By your 
American judiciary? No; but by a British court. 
If there is no British court near, then he is sent to | 
some distant establishment of the Hudson Bay 
Company. Can any man believ@ that, looking to 
this conflict of jurisdiction, if it is continued, peace 
can longer be maintained? Daily and hourly must 
be the conflict. An American citizen is indebted 
to a citizen of Great Britain. Where is he to be 
sued? In an American court. Ifa British subject 
is indebted, he must be sued in'a British court. 

But the absurdity of the thing doesnot stop here. 
Our citizens have gone to that territory for the pur- 
| pose of settlement. From whom are they to ob- 
tain their titles to the soil? The treaty says that 
the sovereignty is in abeyance. I appeal to the 
| good sense of gentlemen to say, whether it can 
| longer be left so? It has been said by travellers, 
that the coffin of Mahomet is suspended between 
| heaven and carth; but a greater miracle will be 
seen, if this matter of title to the sovereignty of 
this soil can'longer be kept in abeyance. Whether 
| you give the notice or abstain from giving it, a 
conflict, must come, unless this matter is arranged 
| by treaty. ‘That it may be so arranged, I fervent- 
| 1y and sincerely hope. “I do not see that the giving 
this notice can, in any manner, either advance or 
| retard a settlement by treaty. I am for giving the 
notice, because we are bound to protect our citizens 
who have gone to that country upon the faith of 
that title which we'have again and again asserted. 
| Tam in favor of giving it, because we must follow 
it up by provision for a government to protect and 
| defend our citizens, who have planted our banner 
on the shores of the Pacific. I am in favor of ter- 
minating this joint occupancy, because we cannot 
give an efficient government and a proper protec- 
tion to our citizens whilst it remains. 

But I am in favor of it for another reason. How 
many citizens, to-day, of the United States, are on | 
the northern bank of the Columbia river? Not 
one, of whom I have any information! What is 
the reason? The British Government has now es- 
iablished there a regular system of government— 
the Hudson Bay Company, with their forts erect- 
ed on the northern side of the Columbia, who so | 
arrange matters that no American citizen shall | 


i 


| 
i 
i 
i 


‘make a permanent settlement on the northern side | 
of that river. „They have not, as I ain aware, in- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ji or contended for. 


fringed the treaty; but with their great power and 
wealth, and looking to the secrecy with which that 
company.operates over the whole North American 
continent, they have brought other means to bear 


| than that of force, to turn the emigration from the 


United States south of the Columbia river. I will 
read an extract from a work which describes this 
organization. I quote from Greenhow : ; 

“In addition to-thé assistance and protection 
‘thus received from the British Government, the 
‘ constitution of the Hudson Bay Company is such: 
‘as to secure the utmost degree of knowledge and 
‘ prudence in its councils, and of readiness and ex- 
‘aciness in the execution of its orders. Its affairs 
‘are superintended by a Governor, a Deputy Gov- 
‘emor, and a Committee of Directors, established 
‘at London, by whom all general orders and regu- 
‘lations are devised and issued, and all reports and 
‘accounts are examined and controlled. The pro- 
‘ceedings of this body are enveloped in profound 
‘secrecy, and the communications made to the 
‘Government in writing, which are likely to be 
‘published, are expressed in terms of studied cau- 
‘tion, and afford only the details absolutely re- 
€ quired. ”? 

Here, then, (continued Mr. G.,) is a perfect or- 
ganization—an established Government operating 
in favor of British subjects on the northern bank of 
the Columbia. i 

Tam in favor of giving the notice for another and 
yet stronger reason. ‘This matter has been again. 
opened by negotiation. The American Govern- 
ment, in that spirit of liberality which has ever 
characterized its intercourse with foreign nations, 
has again, and for the fourth time, made the most 
liberal offers for a settlement of the controversy by 
compromise. The American Government has again 
proposer to divide this territory by the 49th paral- 
el of latitude, which, in reference to the extent of 
territory on the northern and southern side, is a 
most liberal offer of compromise, and will be so 
pronounced by the diplomatists of Europe. Jt 
gives England nearly one-half of that magnificent 
territory. Did not the offer go even further than 
that? on me read an extract from the letter of 
the Secretary of State of the 12th of July, to the 
British Minister. 

Mr. Buchanan says: 

“He [the President] has therefore instructed the 


| ‘undersigned again to propose to the Government 
| ‘of Great Britain that the Oregon Territory shall 


‘ be divided between the two countries by the 49th 
‘ parallel of north latitude, from the Rocky moun- ` 
‘tains to the Pacific ocean.” 

“That (said Mr. G.) was a most liberal offer, but 
it did not stop there. It further says: 

“Offering, at the same time, to make free to 
‘Great Britain any port or ports on Vancouver's 
“Island, south of this parallel, which the British 
‘Government may desire.” 

Can there (said Mr. G.) be a more liberal pro- 
position than that which our Government thus sub- 
mitted? 

Why, sir, if one were unacquainted with the 
history of Great Britain, he would be struck with 
amazement that such a proposition should be re- 
jected. But when we trace her history from the 
day that the Norman conġueror planted his own 
heel upon that sea-girt isle, down the stream of 
time until the day that she chained her honor to 
the rock at St. Helena with its royal captive, when 


| has Great: Britain ever abandoned any claim of 


territory she has made, except she has obtained 
the lion’s share b treaty, or has first tried the 
wager of battle? What is her proposition now? 
What has it always been? ** Give me the north 
‘of the Columbia river. Give me two-thirds of 
‘this territory, to which I acknowledge I have no 
‘claim; give me more than two-thirds of that ter- 
‘ ritory, in which I have never claimed the sover- 
‘ eignty of the soil!’? Now, sir, however we differ 
upon her offer, or her acceptance of the parallel 
of forty-nine degrees, I do not believe that, from 
Nova Scotia to Texas—from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific—there breathes a single man this day who 


| will ever permit Great Britain to come south of 


the forty-ninth parallel. 
Mr. Chairman, Great Britain is perfectly con- 
tent with the joint occupancy. It effects all her 


! objects; and she is willing to trust to time to give 


her all she wants. It gives her, Mr. Chairman, 
all she ever asked or contended for, as I shall 
show. The joint occupancy is all she ever asked 
Now, what is the basis of her 
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title? Why, sir, in the negotiation at London be- 
tween Mr. Gallatin and the British Plenipotentia- 
ries, in 1827, what was the claim then advanced | 
by Great Britain? Did she dream at that day of 
claiming the sovereignty of title to any part of the 
soil of Oregon? Let us hear her own Plenipoten. 
tiary, In his protocol he holds this language: 

“ Great Britain claims no exclusive sovereignty over 
‘any portion of thal territory. Her present claim, 
€ not in respect to any part, but to the whole, is lim- 
“ited to a right of joint occupancy, in common with | 
t other States, leaving the right of exclusive domi- 
‘nion in abeyance,” 

There is where she wants to leave itnow. Why, 
sir? Why? Because she has no title beyond that. | 
She never asked for anything but the joint occu- | 
pancy. Well, upon what has she founded this | 


pounded the question, whether any buildings or 
lands were owned by Captain Meares, who was 
the complainant. Now, what did they say? Here 
is what they say. [Mr. G. read an extract (which 
the reporter has. unfortunately mislaid) from the 
certificates to which he. had referred, in which no, 
claim was made or alluded to for anything other 
than the vessels and their cargoes.] ‘They had no 
land, nor any title to the soil. - And yet you find, 
when the Nootka Sound treaty came to be made— 
made, no doubt, under the menace of a British 
fleet—that the word * lands*’ is introduced. But, 
taking that treaty—the whole and entire treaty 
together—it gives nothing, as I have said before, to 
the British Government but what her Minister in 


|i 1827 termed “qualified rights.” Well now, sir, 


here is a view that has struck my mind, indepen- 


claim? Why, at the close of this protocol she | 
holds this language: 

_ Such being the result of the recent negotiation, 
‘it only remains for Great Britain to maintain and 
‘uphold the qualified rights which she now pos- 
‘ sesses over the whole of the territory in question. 
“These rights are recorded and defined in the con- 
‘vention of Nootka. ‘They embrace the right to 
‘navigate the waters of those countries, the right 
‘to settle in and over any part of them, and the | 
‘right freely to trade with the inhabitants and oc- | 
‘cupiers of the same.” 

She claimed, then, no sovercignty, no title to the 


usual purposes of commerce—a right there to pur- | 
sue her commercial operations, founded upon the | 
treaty of Nootka Sound. 

Well now, sir, that was her claim in 1827. That 
was the opinion of her Minister of her claim. Was 
it correct, or was it not? Can any man believe, if | 
at that day she believed herself to possess any title | 

t 


to the soil of Oregon, it would not have been em- || 


braced in the protocol of her Plenipotentiary? She | 
founded her claim upon the Nootka Sound treaty. | 


i 
i 

Ay . . soe H 

Now, this protocol gives you the opinion of her | 
i 


Minister in 1827, that that treaty gave her no right | 
to the soil—that it gave her buta “qualified” right. 
Was it in existence in 1827? 
grow? There is something about the history of 


] 
that treaty which speaks a lesson as to the foreign || 


policy of Great Britain. Why, sir, in 1790, the 
King of Great Britain made a communication to 
his Parliament, that two British vessels had been 
seized by the Spanish Governor upon the North- 
western coast of America. 
to look at the communication made to the Parlia- | 
ment of Great Britain upon the 5th day of May, | 


1790, and which was the commencement of the |) 


Nootka Sound difficulty, Does any gentleman 
suppose, if Creat Britain at that day believed she | 


had any claim to the soil, that when her King was i] 


speaking to his own Parliament he would not have , 
alluded to it?) That when he was calling down | 
attention to an outrage committed on a portion of | 
the citizens of his kingdom, he would not have 

spoken of it as being committed in a country over | 


claimed the right of soil? 
word of this. He speaks of the injury to the ves- 
sels; but in the whole communication there is not 
one word that upon the soil of the country Great 
Britain had any claim. He does not speak of the | 
loss of lands. No, sir. He does not speak of the | 
destruction of houses; but he complains of the 
capture of two ships and their cargoes. 
Spain took great pains to clear up this matter, She | 
behaved in a liberal and noble way; and she ad- 


dressed a memorial to the courts of Europe in | 


ustification of her conduet, in which she holds this 


Teue : 1 


“The high and menacing tone and manner in | 
‘which the answer of the British Minister was | 
‘couched, at a time when no certain information | 
t of the particulars had arrived, made the Spanish | 
* cabinet entertain some suspicions that it was made | 
‘not so much for the purpose of the dispute in | 
t question as a pretext to break entirely with our 
t court; for which reason it was thought necessary 


t ject.” 

Well, sir, when affidavits came to be made in 
London to bring this claim properly before Parlia- 
ment, the word “ lands” is for the first time intro- | 
duced. The Spanish Government took great pains; | 
it obtained certificates of two American captains | 
who were there at the time, not only giving the 
details of all the transactions, but to them is pro- | 


i 4 7 p 
A t > || to any portion of its sovereignty. 
soil, but a right in that territory merely for the |j 


Now, I ask gentlemen |} 


| 
i 
| 
1 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
; : . : y | 
which he claimed the sovereignty, or in which he |! 
But we hear not one | 
i 
f 
| 


| statesman should be. 
‘to take some precautions relative to the sub- , 


| dent of the argument which is put forward by the 
| Secretary of State, that this treaty was entirely ab- 
| ragated by the war which ensued between Spain 


| and it is this: that any grant from any Power to 
| another, of a qualified right of that kind, must be 
| taken to continue only so long as that qualified 
right can be fairly exercised in reference to the pro- 
gress and settlement of the country. Spain never 
could have intended, and never did intend, to give 
to Great Britain, by that treaty, the right, if she 
| should hereafter settle and cultivate that country, 

It was a right 
to wade on an uncivilized coast—a right for pro- 
tection for her ships in storms—a right only which 
could be exercised without injury to Spain, while 
Spain had not yet settled upon the territory, but 
which could not be considered to extend beyond 
the period when Spain, or any other Power to 
whom she should transfer her sovereignty, should 
settle and cultivate that soil. So I read that treaty, 
sir. It is temporary from the very nature of things, 
| and must have been intended to be ended when the 
state of the country had become entirely changed 
from what it was when the treaty was made. 
Now, upon that treaty of Nootka Sound Great 


i} Britain plants herself, not claiming, as I said be- 
Out of what did it |i 


| 
fore, the sovereignty to one foot of the soil, but 
| merely the right jointly to occupy it for the pur- 
i poses of trade. 

: Mr. Chairman, in 1818, when the convention of 
i that day was made, joint occupancy suited both 
| the high contracting parties. In 1818, no citizen of 
| the United States, except possibly those connected 
with the fur trade at Astoria, had become an in- 
habitant of that territory. Great Britain and the 
United States looked to its use merely as a place 
for carrying on the fur trade, and possibly as a 
place for watering their ships engaged in the whale 
fishery in the Pacific. Joint occupancy, then, 
was all that the United States Sania: joint occu- 
pancy was then, and is now, all that Great Britain 
wants, In 1727, things remained in the same con- 


|| dition; and that which was but temporary by its 


own limitation, was made to continue during the 
pleasure of both parties. But what does it bear on 
its face? Why, it bears on its face the opinion of 
both the high contracting parties, that a period 
would come when this joint occupancy would no 
longer be advisable. It reserves the right for either 
party to terminate this joint occupancy upon twelve 
months’ notice. They looked then, as they did in 
1818, when they made this convention temporarily 


|| —they looked to the fact that the day would come 
Weil, | 


when this joint occupancy would no longer exist. 
Now, I may he in error—we are all liable to error— 
but I think, sir, that that day has arrived. Now, 
as I said before, upon this subject we differ upon 
| this initiatory step towards the assertion of our 
title. And I regret, Mr. Chairman, exceed- 
ingly, that I differ in opinion with a distinguished 
statesman in the other end of this Capitol, whose 


ave marked him as one of the master-spirits of 
the age, and who has shed a halo around the Amer- 


j 
yf ; 
| ican name—a man to whom the American people 


can point as the living model of what an American 
But we have all our individ- 
ual responsibility. We are all bound to bring to 
the consideration of this question the best intelli- 
gence which nature and education have brought 
within our reach, and to follow out, after patient 
and retired study, the dictates of our own judg- 
ments. I believe, sir, the day has come for the 
cessation of this joint occupancy. Your Govern- 
ment has thought so too. She has again held out 


i : 
|l the olive-branch of peace to the Government across 


and Great Britain. But there is another argument, | 


paniy of life and comprehensiveness of intellect | 


| power will sanction. 


| constituents need no eulogium from me. 


the water. She has again suid to her opponent. in 


this question, although we believe ‘our title clear 
“to the whole of this'territory, yet we will, for the 
fourth time, offer to divide it with you bya par- 
: allel of latitude whichis the same that divides our 
t territory from the Lake of the Woods to the West- 
‘ern mountains. - We will extend this parallel to the 
‘ Pacfic ocean, and give you nearly one-half of this 
‘ magnificent territory. We will give it to you, 
‘too, when you never claimed the sovereignty of 
‘the soil, but claimed merely its teniporary occu- 
‘pancy.’”? Sir, T believe that the rejection of that 
offer by the British Minister was rash and impoli- 
tic; and, I believe, over it humanity will weep. 
Sir, the gentleman from Indiana who addressed 


| the committee a day or two ago, asked where was 


the power of Congress, under the Constitution, to 
pass this resolution. I point him to section third, 
article fourth, of the Constitution, which reads 
thus: 5 : 
“ The Congress'shall have power to dispose of, 
‘and make all needful rules and regulations. re- 
‘ specting the territory or other property belonging 
‘to the United States.” : Be File g 
Yow, here is a power given in the Constitution 
to pass all rules and regulations respecting our ter- 
ritory. O, but, says the gentleman, it belongs to 
the treaty-making power... But no conflict can 
ever comè between Congress.and thé treaty-making 
power ona question of this- kind ‘to which Con- 
gress agrees’ ‘To whom is the power given under 
this resolution? To the House of Representatives, 
the President, and the Senate. Who is the treaty- 


; making power? The President and Senate. What- 


ever, then, Congress approves, the treaty-making 
There can be no conflict be- 
tween them. There is the treaty-making power. 
The honorable gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
vend to whose remarks I listened with: so 
much delight—it was the glowing eloquence of 
the sunny South—asked what the late war had 
achieved? Sir, that war was not a war for terri- 
tory; it was a war for the freedom of the sea. 
Great Britain had claimed supremacy upon the 
sea, and her poet had boastingly said of her— 
« Britannia needs no bulwark, 
No towers along the steep; i 
Her march is o’er the mountain wave, 
Her home is on the deep,” AKOE 


We met her on that clement; and again and again 
and again was the red cross of St. George struck 
before that starry banner around which cluster. the 
gushing affections of our hearts. Yes, sir; upon it, 
before we entered that struggle, we inseribed ‘ Free 


| Trade and Sailors’ Rights.”” They were gloriously, 


nobly maintained; and, at the treaty of Ghent— 
over which was placed, as one of its ministering 


| spirits, the venerable gentleman from Massachu- 


setts, [Mr. Apams|]—the American eagle flapped 
its wings triumphantly over the crouching lion. 
Mr. Chairman, much has been said of what. the 
West will do in case of a contest. I-hope, I fer- 
vently hope, that this contest may not come; but 
if we are to have it—if we are to have the battle of 
the warrior, “with confused noise, and garments 
rolled in blood”—I tell my friends from the rich 
and.glorious West, that those I have the honor to 
represent will not be found last when the muster- 
roll calls. Sir, the patriotism and the valor of my 
They 
have been written on the field of battle with the’ 
heart’s blood. of the proud invader; and the same 
valor and same patriotism which, more than thirty 
years ago, impelled them ‘to throw themselves be- 
tween. their own loved homes and the warrior’s 


| desolation—which led them to encounter the vet- 


erans of Wellington, flushed with the victories of 
the: Peninsula—animates their bosoms, and will 
again nerve their arms. Sir, in our infant strug- 
gle for ‘liberty, in the army which carried us so 
successfully through that trying crisis, there was 
one division whose. name has become an epitaph 
of glory. It was the Maryland line-—* first ‘in. the 
fight, and last in the retreat.” Although Howard, 
of Eutaw, and the gallant Smith, now sleep beneath 
the soil of that country which their efforts aided to 
redeem from a foreign bondage, their spirit walks 
abroad. eee 

Mr. Chairman, I believe if this contest is to 
come, it will not be fora few. miles of-territory, It 
will be a strife between.the mionarchical principles 
of the Old World and the rising greatness of the 


| Western Empire. “Our light has become so bright 


as to be flashed across the ocean, and-to light up 
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the dark places of Europe. Our glorious republi- 
can institutions have engendered a jealousy beyond | 
the waters; and if the contest comes, it will De an 
effort to break down the resources, and to cripple 
the energies, of this mighty nation. Sir, if this 
contest comes, Fook: down the distant future, and 
I see no speck of cloud upon our political horizon: 
no shade of doubt crosses my mind'as to the final 
issue of that conflict; for i ` 
« Freedom’s battle, once begun, 
Bequeathed from bleeding sire to son 
Though baffled oft, is ever won ” 
Mr,’ LEVIN here obtained the floor, and pro- 
ceeded to show our claim. to the whole of the Ore- 
gon’ Territory. He quoted the Message of Mr. 
Monroe, denying the right of foreign powers to 
colonize any portion of the continent of North 
America. He founded this principle of inherent 
right upon the genius of American institutions, 
which permits not the proximity of monarchies 
upon our soil—on the laws of God, which have 
given the earth to man as his habitation, and told 
him that the boundaries of a country terminate 
only where oceans intervene, and contiguity is ob- 
structed by some formidable obstacle. He pointed | 
to the possessions of England, which were obtained 
by physical force, and not by justice of claim, de- 
rived from treaty, cultivation, or occupation. On 
our part (said Mr. L.) we start with the natural 
foundation of all legitimate claims to national ter- 
ritory, and if that principle pushes our adversary 
from every foot of American soil, it is a conse- 
quence to be neither feared nor regretted. The 
portion here laid down, was happily illustrated 
y allusions to Louisiana, Florida, and Texas. In 
introducing an allusion to the annexation of Tex- 
as, however, Mr. Li hoped he would not be mis- 
understood. I was not (said Mr. L.) an advocate 
for the annexation of Texas as a State, though 
willing to sec her annexed as a Territory of the | 
United States; and when I recorded my ‘vote on | 
that question, I fixed my eye upon the probable | 
day when Canada would point to the precedent 
you have established, and ask for a representation 


. 


on this floor—a representation from the most in- |! 


veterate and uncompromising monarchists on the 
face of the earth. Look to the consequences that 


may result from such procedure, and then southern li 


gentlemen will do me the justice to believe that, if 
J seemed to be indifferent to southern interests, I 
was, at least, watching over the welfare of their 
children. . 

The argument which I have endeavored to make, 
(said Mr. Iu.,) may be opposed by the fact of her 
‘Britannic Majesty now having actual possession of 
a large amount of territory in the North, and that 
a tract of Maine had been ‘ceded to her. This is 
accident of time and occasion, having no applica- | 
tion toa principle in nature, which is eternal and 
must triumph. ; . 

Ifwe have rights, (said Mr. L.,) we are bound 
by every solemn obligation to assert them; for | 
while I-would avoid precipitation on the one hand, 
I would equally steer clear of that vexatious delay | 
which is the next thing to defeat, and. which too 
often passes ‘under the name of deliberation. The 
argument.to defer the assertion of our right over 
that.territory, that we may have an opportunity to 

opulate the country, would be a good one if Eng- 

and would promise to go to sleep, while we are 
active in making our settlements. But is she de- 
‘ficient in the elements of settlement? Is Europe 

deficient in the means of populating this country? 
Let us look at facts; she is even now sending an- 
nually to this country five hundred thousand per- 
sons—d large proportion of them her refuse pop- | 
ulation. -Yes,-sir, (said Mr. L.,) estimating our 
present population at twenty millions, she sends ; 
In one. year one-fortieth as many as our entire 
population; in two. years. one-twentieth, in four 
years one-tenth, and in eight: years one-fifth, 
which, added to her present population, will en- 
able gentlemen: to ascertain how long it will take 
to place her in the ascendant, and enable her to | 
forge chains for our children’s necks. | 

Tam not in favor of Oregon because I wish to 
see a settlement there of Chinese, or Japanese, as 
has been intimated on this floor. I believe we have 
miore than enough in any three of our oldest- western 
States, to people more land than we shall’ ever ac- |! 
quire; and all history tell us that two distinct peo- 
ple, natives and strangers, cannot subsist togethér 


or foreigners will, and it is for this very reason that 
I go for Oregon. 

I go for the notice, sir, (said Mr. L.,) because 
I consider it a peace measure—because I believe it 
will lead to an adjustment of this vexed question 
in six months. Iamnot for war. I desire not to 
see our hills blazing with watch-fires—our cottages 
wrapt in flames—our mothers and wives flying 
with horror from the scene, and hugging to their 
bosoms their shrieking infants. No, sir; there is 
but one voice in this country that asks for havoc; 
there is but one party that is anxious to let slip 
the dogs of war; and that is, the foreign party of 
repealers, who think that if they could involve us 
in a war with Great Britain, it would enable them 
to accomplish Irish repeal, and thus nerve Daniel 
O’Connell in his effort to bring down the Ameri- 
can eagle in its pride of flight. 
| But if war must come, (which God forbid, said 

Mr. L.,) let it find us defending the integrity of 
| American soil, which no foreign monarch must 
ever be permitted to pollute by his daring tread. 

Mr. L. continued to speak till the close of his 
hour, when Mr. HUNTER obtained the floor. All 
who are familiar with Mr. L.’s rapid style of ora- 
| tory, know the difficulties which surround the re- 
porter in his effort to follow him; but we shall 
write out our notes in a day or two, and publish 
the speech in full in the Appendix. 

Mr. HUNTER obtained the floor, and. moved 
that the committee rise; but waived the motion at 
the request of— 

Mr. BRODHEAD, on whose motion the joint 
resolution was laid aside for the present. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


And on motion of Mr. B., the committee took 
| up the bill from the Senate, entitled “ An act to 
continue the office of the Commissioner of Pen- 
| sions.” 

The bill was read, and (no amendment having 
been offered) was laid aside to be reported. 


MISSISSIPPI LAND CLAIMS. 


On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the 
committee proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill ** to legalize certain land sales, made at Choc- 
‘chuma and Columbus, in the State of Mississippi, 
“and to indemnify the Chickasaws therefor.” 
| ‘The bill having been read— 

My. McKAY desired to know what would be 
me amoun of money required to pay for these 
ands. : 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON referred for the ne- 
cessary explanations to— 

Mr. COLLAMER, who said he would explain 
the object of the bill. In the first place, the United 


to their lands. After their title had become vested 
in the Government, the Chickasaw title was also 
extinguished. The sum agreed to be paid for the 
Chickasaw lands was to be invested in a fund for 
| their benefit. The line had been run when the 


wards found that the line run over into the Chick- 
asaw country. Patents could not, therefore, be 


The money received from these sales, 
when confirmed by this bill, was to go to the 
| Chickasaw fund. Phe whole amount did not ex- 
‘ceed five thousand dollars. 

On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the 
committee then rose and reported. 

Whereupon, by common consent, the two said 
bills were severally read a third time and passed. 


Mr. THOMAS B. KING, by leave, presented a 
memorial of the Savannah Chamber of Commerce, 
for the removal of obstructions at the mouth of the 
Savannah river; which memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL asked leave to offer 
a resolution. : 

But a motion to adjourn was made, and agreed 
to. 

So the House adjourned. 


ernment. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following Petitions and Memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees : 


Apollo Cooper, for seven years?’ half-pay: referred to the 


-without one obtaining and maintaining an ascend- 
ency over the other. Americatis must rule America, || 


Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
By Mr i. E. HOLMES: The petition of John Strohecker, 


States purchased the title of the Choctaw Indians ! 


Chickasaw cession was made; but it was after- | 


issued for lands which had been sold by the Gov- || 


By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of the children of į 


and others, praying to be indemnified for losses by insurance 
ou: the schooner Enterprise, driven by stress of weather 
into Burmuda, and forcibly detained by the authorities of the 
island. 

By Mr, ABBOTT: The petition of Nathan Monroe and 
65 others, citizens of Bradford, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying that a congress of nations may be assembled, 
to form 2 code of international law by which their varying 
interests may be determined. a 


f By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The memorial of the Milwau- 


kie and Rock River Canal Company, praying Congress to 
give its assent to a law of the Legislature of Wisconsin: re- 
erred to the Committee on Public Lands. The petition of 
citizens of Wisconsin, for a harbor at Sheboygan: referred. 
to the Committee on Commerce: The petition: of citizens 
of Sheboygan, for an appropriation on a road to Fox river : 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of William H. Don- 
aldson and other citizens of Miami county, Indiana, pray- 
ing the extension of the right of pre-emption, or other pro- 
i tecve measures, to their improvements pon the public 
ands. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Hannah Nesten, 
fora pension. The petition of Mary Breck, for a pension : 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CROZIER: The papers relating to the claim of 
Daniel Broyles, fora pension. The papers relating to the 
claim of the widow of Seth Babb, senior, deceased, for ar- 
rears of pension: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of Mary Nations to have 
her title confirmed to lands therein described: referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Joseph Wilson, 
for relief : referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Alfred E. Ames and 126 
others, citizens of the State of Dinois, asking that the mait 
toute from Chicago to Ronor be continued on to Galena, via 
Rock Grove, Onico, and Winslow, in said State of IMlinois. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The memorial of 350 citizens of the 
city of Cincinnati, praving that Congress may pass, at as early 
a day as practicable, in order that it may become the law of 
the Jand, the bill to guard against steam-boiler explosions, 
(amendatory of the Jaw of 1838,) reported hy the Committee 
on Commerce in the Ilonse of Representatives at the Ist ses- 
sion of the th Congress. 

By Mr. DODGE: A preamble and joint resolutions of the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Territory of 
Towa, praying of Congress an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the © Agency Road,” so called, in the Territory of 
Iowa: referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. A 
joint resolution from the same body, asking an appropriation 
to repair the bridge on Devil creek, in Lee eouuty, in said 
Territory: referred to same committee. A joint resolution 
i| from the same body, instructing the delegate from Lowa to 
insist upon the boundaries forthe future State of lowaadopt- 
ed by the convention that framed its constitution: referred 
to the Committee on Territories. A joint resolution from 
the same body, instructing said delegate to procure from Con- 
gress an increase of facility on mail route No, referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Ronds. A 
Joint resolution from the same body, requesting said delegate 
i; to endeavor to procure the establishment of a mail route 
from Burlington, via Lowell, Salem, and Washington, in 
Henry county, in said Territory, to the county seat of Ma- 
haska county: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: The petition of Luke Hilton, of 
Canada Line, State of Maine, for injuries sustained while 
in the service and employ of the Government in hauling and 
distributing the monuments on the boundary line, in March, 
; 1845: referred to the Committee of Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
(its further reading having by general consent been 
dispensed with) was approved. 


| BOUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. McCONNELL rose and moved that the 
Journal be so amended as to state the fact, that he 
had yesterday given notice that he would hereafter 
| ask leave to introduce a bill giving one hundred 
| and sixty acres of land to every white man who 
| would work it for five years. 

The reporter did not understand that any order 
was taken on the subject. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call for reports 
| from committees. 
j| Mr. POLLOCK, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Patrick 
Smith; which was laid upon the table. 

: On motion of Mr. BEDINGER, 

|| Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
| be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
| of Clement Sewall, and that it be referred to the 
| Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

i Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
| to which was referred the bill from the Senate en- 
titled an ‘‘Act for the relief of James Bogardus,” 
| reported the same without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be read the third time 
to-day. The said bill was accordingly read the 
third time and passed. 

Ordered, ‘That the Clerk acquaint the Senate 
| thereof, 

H Mr. COCKE presented a letter from the Adju- 
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tant General in relation to the case of James Bum- 
bough, which was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Qn motion of Mr. C., 

Ordered, That the petition and papers.in.the case 
of James’ Bumbough be recommitied to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC DEFENCES. 


Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill making appropriation for | 
defensive works in the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, and committed to a | 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of ; 
the Union. | 


THE REVENUE SERVICE. 


‘| port made at the last session, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, was ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER now stated that he understood 
from the Clerk that a resolution, offered immedi- 
ately before the adjournment of the House last 
| evening, had been received. ‘That resolution, there- 

fore, would now be the first business in order, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to inform this House what amount of 
money is now in the Treasury of the United States; 
where the same is deposited, specil'ying the respec- 
tive amounts in each depository, andalso what se- 
| curity, if any, the Government has for the safe- 
keeping of the public moneys, specifying the na- 
ture and amount of such security given by each 


The Committee on Naval Affairs having been 
called, 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES, its chairman, report- 
ed ‘* A bill to regulate the appointment and pro- 
motion of officers of the United States revenue ser- 
vice, and for other purposes.” 

The bill having been read twice by its title, 

Mr. HOLMES asked that it be put on its third 
reading at this time. 

Mr. McK AY, and several other members, called 
for io reading of the bill; which was accordingly | 
read. 

Mr. G DAVIS said, he did not think that a bill | 
of this kind, of so much importance, and contain- | 
ing such a variety of provisions, should be passed 
in this way. And he inquired whether it had 
been printed ? 

The SPEAKER said the Chair thought not, 

Mr. G. DAVIS said he thought it should be 
printed, and that the House should take time to 
consider it, It might be right, but the House 
should have time to examine it. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES briefly explained the ne- | 
cessity of its passage. It contained nothing, he? 
said, which interfered at all with the regulations 
now existing, so far as the department was con- 
cerned. he appointment of the officers hitherto 
had been mide without,the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The irresponsibility of this course 
had been such, that appointments had been made 
which never ought to have been made; and it was 
proper, therefore, that a check should be put upon | 
them. Congress had appropriated large sums of ; 
money to build steamers. It was the most eflicient || 
armament for the coast service, but engineers 
were wanted; so that really, after the steamers 
had been built, and were otherwise ready for sea, } 
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they had not got,the personnel that was essential |) 
to the materiel. “Nhe bill did not infringe on the 
rights of the department; and the department had : 
no objection to its passage, as a letter which ac- , 
companied the bill shows. Hs passage would 
enable us at once to appoint engincers. : 

Mr. G. DAVIS suggested that, without inter: 
fering with the position of the bill on the calendar, 
he would ask that it be informally passed over, 
and that itbe printed; but, ; 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MeCONNELL made an ineffectual motion 
to suspend the rules, to enable him to introduce a 
resolution, which was read for information, pro- i 
viding for the appointment of two boys as pages. 

"The resolution (of which the reporter has nota 
copy) was not received—the House having refused 
to suspend the rules. ; 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS moved a suspension 
of the rules, for the purpose of receiving such pe- 
titions and resolutions as might not give rise to 
debate. 

Mr. COLLAMER suggested to Mr. Apams so 
to modify his motion as that the States should be 
called in their order. 

The SPEAKER suggested that Monday next 
would, in the regular order of business, be petition 
day. 

‘Whe 


reupon Mr. ADAMS waived his motion. 


CLAIMS OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE, in pursuance of notice | 
heretofore given, introduced a bill amendatory of | 
the act to provide for liquidating and paying certam 
claims of the State of Virginia, approved July 5, 
1832 : read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

And, on motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the re- 
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| 
| depository, and giving, also, his opinion as to the 
sulliciency of such security. 

‘The SPEAKER said that this resolution, being 
a call for information, must, by the rule, he over 
one day, except by unanimous consent or a sus- 
pension of the rule. 

‘Lhe resolution lies over. 


A MARITIME MILITIA. 


Mr. McDOWELL rose and said that he desired 
to offer a resolution of instruction, which was of 
| some importance. lt would occupy but a moment, 
; and he hoped that no objection would be made to 
j its reception. 

‘Che resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to obtain, through the agency of the 
Secretary of the ‘L'reasury, or otherwise, state- 
ments from the several collectors of the customs in 
the United States, of the steam and other vessels 
enrolled and revistered in the respective districts, 
whether employed in the fisheries or on the lakes, 
coastwise or foreign navigation, which may be of 
i the burden of two hundred tons and upwards; giv- 
ing, in such statement, the age and present condi- 
tion of each vessel; her buruen; her general con- 
struction, both for strength and sailing; the trade 
she is employed in; whether in port, or the usual 
time of her return to port; the estimated value of 
sach vessel; the name of her owner or owners, and 
commanders, and the number of her crew. 

That the said committee be further instructed to 
inquire into the expediency, practicability, and 
best mode of rendering available to the Govern- 
ment, iu the event of any exigency or necessity, 
the use of ail such vessels as may be suitable to 
its purposes, and the employment of the same, of 
their existing officers and crews, either upon the 
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i| priuciple of a maritime militia for the United 


States, or otherwise providing for the purchase of 
such of said vessels as they may at any time de- 
sire to take into their service, or for suitable com- 
pensation to the owners during the period of such 
service, and for granting such commissions to their 


+ commanders and other officers, and such pay to 


them and their crews, as would be suitable and 
| proper—having regard to the size of such vessels, 
according to the rules and practice now in force in 
the navy. 

That the said committee be further instructed, 
upon receiving such statements or reports, anu 
classifying the diflerent vessels according to their 


| size and qualities, whether for defence on the lakes 


or the coast, or for service in fleets, or singly on the 


! ocean, to inquire into the most effective description 


of armament for such vessels, and whether such 
as may be deemed most suitable and proper be 
now on hand and in a state of readiness for such 


| purpose; and report to this House at as early a 


day as practicable the result of such inquiry. 

Mr. 1. E. HOLMES suggested a change of phra- 
seology. The resolution spoke of a maritime mili- 
tia. He (Mr. H.) thought that the word “ militia” 
was derived from the word miles, a foot soldier. 
fe could not, therefore, conceive how there should 
be a maritime militia. 

Mr. McDOWELL said, if the gentleman could 
| suggest a better phrase, he (Mr. McD.) was wil- 
. ling to adopt it. 

‘the resolution, by general consent, was adopted. 


OREGON. 
Mr. HAMLIN moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, [which is a privileged motion.] 


A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


t 


! 
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| 


personal explanation. 


Mr. HUDSON rose and asked leave to make a | 


And the leave having been given, 

Mr. HUDSON said he desired to call the atten- 
tion of the House to an article in. the ‘“ Union” of 
Thursday evening. It would be recollected that a 
few days ago a resolution was introduced by the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Rogert Surru,] in 
relation to certain maps of the Territory of Oregon, . 
and that he (Mr. H.) took the liberty at that time 
to call the attention of the House io the delay 
which would probably be occasioned by the en- 
graving, if, as was proposed, the maps should be 
attached to the President’s Message.: He had. also 
presented an amendment to the resolution; calling 
| upon the Clerk to inform the House why there was 
delay in the printing of the Message and accompa- 
nying documents, and also the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. He had stated, as he felt 
bound to do, having presented the amendment, 
that there had been, as he understood the matter, an 
unusual delay in the delivery of these documents. 
ile had imputed no bad motives to the public 

vinters. He thought there had been delay, and 
he had asked for information as to the cause of 
that delay. He had stated, also, that he believed 
that heretofore these documents had been delivered 
at an carlier period; and that was another reason 
why he wished an inquiry into the cause. He had 
algo stated that a fact had come to his knowledge, 
(and which had not been denied in the-article to 
which he referred,) that the public: printers, for 
some three or four weeks probably after the period 
of their election, had not given the necessary bonds 
for the discharge of their duty. But he had im- 
puted nothing—no bad motives. 

Mr. McCONNELL rose to order. ae 

Mr. HUDSON (not being arrested by.the Speak- 
cr) proceeded., He had simply stated these facts 
as he believed them to exist. i 

Mr. McCONNELL said he called the gentle- 
man to order. ; 

The SPEAKER said, the ge 
his point of order. : 

Mr. McCONNELL was understood to say 
(though the reporter, catching only one word in 
three, owing to the position of Mr. McC., rather 
conjectures than knows,) that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] could not tell whe- 
ther the public printers had, or had: not, given 
bonds. He (Mr. McC.) asserted that they had 
given the bonds. 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair thought that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts was proceeding 
in order. 

After a remark by Mr. McCONNELL, 

Mr. HUDSON continued. I stated what I be- 
lieved to be a fact. I received my information 
from one of the officers of the House; and the 
public printers themselves have not denied that, at 
the time I spoke of, they had not executed „their 
bonds. E 

For making these remarks, which I thought I 
had a right to make, and which I felt it my duty 
to make in order to support the amendment which 
I had presented, and not for the purpose of attack- 
ing the public printers, or casting imputation upon 
them—for making. these remarks the article to 
which I allude, and which I will ask may be read 
by the Clerk, has been published. 

(The article from the ‘‘ Union?’.of the day re- 
|| ferred to, over the signature of Major Heiss, was 

here read by the Clerk.] ` : Ss f 

_ Mr, H, proceeded... It will be seen. by. this ‘ar- 
ticle that 1 am charged with exercising.a natrow, 
uncandid, illiberal spirit habitually; and that it is 
also charged that, in this case, as in many others, 
my statements are not founded in truth. The 
other rhetorical flourishes of the article I will let 

ass, 

.With regard to the candor I have manifested 
-here and elsewhere, I have nothing to say. Those 
į who have acted with me are competent to judge. 

But in relation to the “falsehood”? in this case, I 
have a word to. say. I stated in substance, and, 
| of course, in round numbers, that the Message and 
| anes pees documents had generally been. de- 
i livered within a fortnight of the commencement of 
the session—meaning, of conrse, within.a fortnight 
| from the time of their delivery to the printer.” I 

find, on inquiry into this subject, (although we 
have no exact means, so.far.as J:-can ascertain, of 
| determining the precise day.on which these docu- 
ments have usually. been sent up. here reaching 
| back beyond last year,) but it seers that the Presi- 
' dent’s Message last year was delivered tothe printer 


ntleman would state 
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“were returned on the 16th, By conversing with 
those who have herétofore done the public print- 
ing, I am inforthed that this is about the usual 
time—that is, from eight to eleven, or fifteen days 
from the time.at which the documents are deliver- 
ed.to the public printer. ` E said in two weeks. I 


had ‘also intimated that a similar delay had taken ` 


place as regarded other documents. I cannot as- 
certain the dates at which other documents were 
usually delivered; but by inquiring of those who 
are engaged in the folding-room, I learn that they 
generally come in as early as the holydays; and 
that the folders are usually engaged during the 
holydays in folding them. This year the holydays 
came, so far as all practical purposes are concern- 
ed, several days later than usual; because the ses- 
sion commenced on the first day of the month, 
whereas in some years it does not commence until 
the 6th or 7th—the first Monday not happening 
until then; so that the holydays were, compara- 
tively speaking, one, two, or three days, at the 
least, later than usual. 

Some further interruption took place on a point 
of order, raised by Mr. McCONNELL; after 
which— . 

Mr. H. proceeded. The report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury at the last session was delivered 
to the printer on the 16th, and was returned on the 
18th; and I now submit to the House whether the 
statement I made is not sustained by this fact, that 
these documents have tisually been delivered within 
a fortnight. And this is one of the charges of false- 
hood that is brought against me. 
~~ Tam not disposed to detain the House on this 
subject; and I declare, Mr. Speaker, to you and to 
the House, that personally F have no feeling at all 
in relation to it. I care nothing about any remarks 
of this character, whether they appear in this or 
any other paper. Y simply rose to call the atten- 


tion of the House to the subject; and the light | 


ju which I view it is this: an officer of this 
Flouse—for so, I suppose, I may call the public 
printers, for I perceive that they take the hberty 
of walking within the bar and select some of the 
most conspicuous seats in the House, and are 
usually, I presume, regarded as officers—an ofti- 
cer of this House is supposed by numerous mem- 
bers to be delinquent in the discharge of his duty; 
a member rises 1m his place, and submits a resolu- 
tion of inquiry, to ascertain why there has been 
delay in furnishing the printed documents, or 
whether there has been any. The question I wish 
to submit is this: Will the House, when one of its 
officers is called to an, account—if an inquiry is 
instituted in relation to the discharge of his official 
duty—tolerate and justify that officer in attempting 
to Browbeat the member and stifle the inquiry? It 
is but afew days since that some remarks were 
made in relation to the door-keeper, on the subject 
of folding, and that some imputation was made on 
him. Suppose he had come out in a newspaper 
and denounced the member who had the daring or 
impudence to call him to account; or suppose 
that a member complains of one of the little mes- 
sengers, that he is dilatory, or negligent: will the 
House tolerate that the person—an officer of this 
House—when thus civilly called to account, shall 
attack the member who does it, thus virtually at- 
tacking the House itself? 

If suéh things are to be tolerated, we shall in a 
short time come to this: that the officers of this 
House—the pensioners of the Government—shall 
dictate to the House, and to its members, the course 
they must pursue, and the language they must ut- 


ter;’and that if any member shall have the inde- 


pendence to express his own convictions, or to offer 
a resolution of inquiry-as tô the manner in which 
certain duties have been discharged, he must expect 
to be attacked, bullied, and browbeaten. 

Task no protection from the House. “I repeat 
that I care nothing personally about these scurril- 
ous remarks, whether they come from the official 
organ or any other paper. ‘ ` 


Aftér some further interruptions on a point of 


order by Mr. McCoNNELL— 
Mr. H. proceeded. I have but afew words 


12 


on the 3d of December, and that the first copies 


| tified in making an attack upon any member who 
| dares to rise in his place here, and institute an 1n- 
| their duties? 

| stated the other day that there had been great de- 


| of the policy which had been adopted by it in re- 


| desirous of enlisting the sympathies of the printers 


| proposition to offer. 


| the question was one of privilege, and must over- 


| with the gentleman that a member on this floor had | 
the privilege of making injurious statements in re- i 
| lation to the manner in which avy one of the offi- | 
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more to say, for which I hope I may have the in- 
dulgence of the House. I have already said that, 
personally, I pay no regard—that Thave little or no 
feeling—in relation to disrespectful language, let it 
come from a newspaper or any other source. 

submit the question for the consideration of the 
House. Itis for the House to pass upon it. It 
is simply this: whether the officers of the House— 
elected. Dy the House—dependant upon it, and sus- 
tained by its support and patronage—are to be jus- 


quiry into the manner in which they discharge 


I have one word to say in relation to the printers 
of the last Congress, (Messrs. Blair & Rives.) I 


lay in the delivery of the President’s Message last 
year. But at that time I knew that the fault was 
not the fault of the printers, but of the Fouse, and 


lation to inquiry. And although this article seems 


of the last Congress, I say now—as I believe I said 
then—that I had no imputation to make upon 
them. I believe the delay—and gross delay there 
was in some cases—was not te be attributed to 
them, but to the policy which the House itself had 
adopted. 

Beyond this [ have no remark to make, nor any 
Let the House do as it 
pleases, 

Mr. G. DAVIS rose and said that, in connexion 
with this subject, he desired to offer a resolution. 

Mr, McCONNELL objected, he said, to the in- 
troduction of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER said that, as a question of privi- 
lege, if it was such as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. EIvpsox] contended, this subject 
would override every other question. 

The resolution was then read as follows: 

Whereas John P. Heiss, a person in the employ- 
ment of this Louse, having in a newspaper charged 
Charles Hudson, a member of this House, with 
falsehood in debate: therefore, 

Resolved, That the said John P. Heiss be dis- 
missed from the employment of the House as one 
of its printers. 

Mr. PETTIT objected. 

Mr. McCONNELJ.-said he had already object- 
ed, and that he moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. HAMLIN desired ‘the Speaker to state 
whether this was a privileged motion beyond that 
which he had submitted to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. He did not 
intend to interpose any objection; he was willing 
that the resolution should be submitted at any time; 
butif he was in order, he would submit his mo- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion submitted 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hamrin] was 
undoubtedly a privileged motion, which could at 
any time be made by the rule; but that thore was 
this difference between the two motions: that of the 
gentleman from Maine was a privileged question, 
and the other was a question of privilege, and must | 
put everything else aside. 

Mr. HAMLIN concurred, he said, in the idea of | 
the Chair, but could not regard the question before 
the House asa question of privilege. There was a 
difference between that which pertained to a mem- 
ber of this House and his rights and that which 


| pertained merely to an officer of the House, whom || 
| the House might at any time discharge. | 


The SPEAKER intimated his impression that | 


ride all other questions. 
Mr. BAYLY said he had not risen to take part 
in the quarrel between the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. Hupsoxn] and Major Heiss, one of |; 


the firm of Ritchie & Heiss, who were the public 
printers; but he must say that he did not concur 


cers of this House discharged his duty, and that | 


| that officer was not to be gale to correct these 


i had charged him; 


| constituents and the country. 


| New Seres.. No: 


statements in the only mode in which the could be 
corrected—through the public ‘press. They had 
no seats here; they had not the privilege to defend 
themselves on this floor; and if they were not to 
be permitted to put themselves right- before the 
country through the press, they would be deprived 
of the privilege altogether. , 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN rose to a question of order. 
He had no disposition, he said, to prevent the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayzy] from making 
his remarks; but if that gentleman did so, others 
must. He (Mr. C.) did not understand that there 
was any question before the House. 

The SPEAKER said that the question was on 
the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. G. Davis.] : 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN. But, sir, the resolution 
has not been received. S 

The SPEAKER said that if this was a question 
of privilege, the question on the introduction of the 
resolution need not be taken. Any question which 
conveyed an imputation on à member, as touching 
his integrity, was necessarily a question of privi- 
lege, and must override all others. i 

Mr. CHAPMAN, not believing this (he said) to 
be a question of that character, indicated an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. Whereupon, | 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair does not desire 
to be considered as saying what shall constitute a 
question of privilege. “That is a matter which must 
be determined by the House. But the Chair states 
that, if it is a question of privilege, it necessarily 
overrides all others. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he did not understand, 
from the language of the resolution, that the privi- 
lege of any member of the House was involved. 
"T'he gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hunsonj 
had made his personal explanation by the courtesy 
of the House; but this resolution was a proposition 
to expel one of the officers of the House. Cer 


| tainly that did not involve either the privilege of the 


gentleman from Massachusetts, or his (Mr. D.’s) 
own, He, therefore, submitted to the Chair that 
this resolution, like any other, must be received or 
refused by the House. 

“Mr. G. DAVIS submitted that this was a matter 
of personal privilege. Here was a man in the em- 
ploy of the House. A member rose in his seat and 
made a respectful and unexceptionable inquiry as 
to the manner and the time in which one of its offi- 
cers had performed the duty with which the House 
and that man had the auda- 


city: 

Mr. McCONNELL. 
order. 

Mr. DAVIS. To go 

Mr. McCONNELL, 
order, 

Mr. DAVIS. To the public papers and charge 
amember of Congress with 

Mr. McCONNELL again called to order. 

Some confusion followed, and words of excite- 
ment and recrimination passed between Mr. DA- 
VIS and Mr. McCONNELL. 

After which, 

Mr. DAVIS proceeded. The freedom of debate 
as to the manner in which the public printers and 
the officers of the House. discharged their duties, 
was one of the highest privileges pertaining to 
every member. Itwasa question not only material 
to himself, but one which decply concerned his 
He repeated that 
this was a personal privilege, and the freedom of 
debate had been grossly and wantonly violated — 

Mr. BAYLY rose to a question of order. He 
desired, in the first place, to know whether a point 
of order was debatable? 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN said that he had certainly 
intended to call the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
but that he (Mr. C.) had not 
the decision of the Chair; 


I call the gentleman to 


I call the gentleman to 
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here, called me to order. The Speaker said that 1 
was not out of order. I did not understand the 


gentleman as taking an appeal. And I donot see, | 


therefore, how my colleague, [Mr. Dromeoore,| 
who is so au fait at questions of order, or the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] took the floor 
from me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under theim- 
pression that the gentleman had concluded his re- 
marks before taking his seat. 

Mr. BAYLY. No, sir. 

Mr, R. CHAPMAN said he had called the gen- 
tleman to order; but that as the Chair did not de- 
cide that this was a question of privilege, but had 


left that matter to the decision of the House, he | 


(Mr. C.) had not taken an appeal. 
Mr. BAYLY. So far from havin 

my remarks, I had but just commenced them. Am | 

T entitled to the floor? [addressing the Chair.] 


Mr. G. DAVIS said, he had understood the gen- |) 


concluded ! 
i 


| resolution is offered, and the House will now de- 
cide whether it is one of privilege or not, 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. ; : 

And the question, ‘Is this resolution a question 
of privilege,” was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, | 
Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Bar- | 
ringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brinkerhofl, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, 
Burt, Cabell, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, John G. Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 
Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Colin, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Cullom, Culver, Danicl, Garrett Davis, Dela- 
no, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, John H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Giddings, 
Goodyear, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, 
Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, [saac 
E. Holmes, John W. Houston, George S. Hous- 


tleman from Virginia [Mr. Bary] 
floor. 
Mr. BAYLY said he had merely yielded the 


i 

: | 

floor on the ground that the resolution was not de- | 
i 

| 


as yielding the | 


batable. The Speaker had said that the resolution 
was debatable, and that he (Mr. B.) was in order. | 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cuarman] had | 
spoken of an appeal, and then came the question i 
on the point of order. | 
Mr. CHAPMAN said, that the point of order i 
-he had made was this : that the resolution did not | 
involve a question of privilege, and did not, there- | 
fore, overrule the motion of the gentleman from | 
Maine, (Mr. Hamiin.] The Speaker, however, | 
had stated that he had not decided that this was a! 
question of privilege, but had left it to the House 
to determine. Now, if it was not a question of 
privilege, it did not override the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 
lege, it did override it. 
not decided whether it was or was not, he (Mr. C.) | 
had nothing from which to appeal. He desired to | 
| 
| 


know, however, how it was, if the Chair did not 
decide the question, that a debate had sprung up | 
on a question which, by Parliamentary law, was ; 
not before the House? 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL suggested that the gen- 
‘tleman from Massachusetts [Mr, [Iupson] and the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Davis] had based 
their proceeding on a clear privilege found in the | 
Constitution of the United States: “ For any | 
‘ speech or debate in either House, they [Senators | 
‘or Representatives] shall not be questioned in 
‘any other place.” Without entering into the | 


merits, this was a clear question of privilege— |i 


. 5 i 
much higher than the one that was created by the | 
rules of the Hlouse, inasmuch as it was created by | 
the Constitution. Who could doubt that the gen- | 


on Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] had || : ; ia 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] ha | acquiesced in the position taken by the honorable 


i! gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Honson,] 
ii that an officer of this House, whose conduct was 


been questioned in another place for what he had 
said here? He had been taunted, vilified 


Mr. BAYLY rose and called the gentleman from 


| 
| 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ivcersoit] to order, not he- | 
cause of the course of his remarks, but because | 
there was no question of order before the House— | 
the Speaker having decided that the question was | 
debatable, and no appeal having been taken. He 
(Mr. B.) hoped, therefore, that he would be per- 
mitted to proceed with the few remarks he was dis- | 
posed to submit, 


Mr. CHAPMAN (to the Chair.) What is the | 


question before the House? _ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Davis.] , | 
Mr. CHAPMAN. Ts it received ? l 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. | 
Mr. CHAPMAN. By unanimous consent, or | 
by the decision of the Chair that it is in order? 
The SPEAKER. The resolution has been of- 
fered, and it is competent for the House to decide 
whether it is, or is not, a question of privilege. _ 
Mr. CHAPMAN. Tappeal from the decision 


that this resolution is received as a question of |l ; ; 
| misstatement of the gentleman, he did not do itin 


privilege. ; 

Mr. G. DAVIS. I submit that the appeal comes 
too late. ‘The Chair had announced his decision. 
The House acquiesced, and the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayty] was proceeding to make an | 
argument on the resolution, and as to the propriety | 
of its adoption. . 

The SPEAKER. It is not for the Chair to de- | 
cide what is, or is not, a question of privilege. The | 


If it was a question of privi- || 
But as the Speaker had ji 


ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 


i| Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
H ; j N 
i Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, D. P. King, 


| Thomas Butler King, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Long, 
McClean, McClelland, MeGaughey, McHenry, | 
Mellvane, Marsh, Miller, Niven, Norris, Pendle- 
ton, Perrill, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, 
Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
| Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Truman 
| Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stark- 
weather, Stephens, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin, Thompson, 
James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Tilden, 
Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodruil, Woodward, 


| Wright, Yancey, and Young—H6. ~ 


NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Bayly, Bedinger, 
| Benton, Biggs, James Black, Boyd, Augustus A. 
| Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cob, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdman, icklin, 
Fries, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Henley, Hough, 
| Edmund W, Hubard, Hungerford, James B. 


F 
j 
S Huut, James H. Johnson, George W. Jones, 


| Komedy, Preston King, McClay, McDowell, 
McKay, John P. Martin, Barelay Martin, Moul- 
ton, Parish, Payne, Perry, Price, Reid, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Simpson, Stanton, Strong, 
Thurman, ‘Vibbatts, Treadway, Williams, Wood- 
worth, Yell, and Yost—57. i 
| So the House decided that the resolution of Mr. 
G. Davis was a question of privilege. 

Whereupon the SPEAKER stated that the 
question would override all others. 
| And the question now being, ‘Shall the resolu- 
| tion be adopted ?” 
Mr. BAYLY now resumed the floor. 
I was going on to say, sir, (said he,) when this 
| question of order was raised, that I by no means 


impugned by a member of this LIouse whose re- 


‘| marks and statements were given by the press to 


the four winds of heaven, could not, without vio- 
lating the privileges of this Louse, set himself right 


|j in that very press which had given currency to that 


i charge. That officer has not the right to be heard 
on this floor; he is entitled to no such privilege. 
Mr. HUDSON interposed, and (Mr. Bayty 
| yielding the floor) said that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had misunderstood him. He did not deny 
| that the officer alluded to had the privilege of reply- 
| ing through the press, but he objected to his making 
personal imputations, such as would not be tolera- 
į ted upon this floor from one member to another— 
to his making chages of falsehood. an 
Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman, I understand 


i! now, does not complain of the fact that a correc- 


| tion was made in the press of his statements, but 
only of the manner in which it was done. In other 
| words, he complains here, and asks the Congress 
of the United States deliberately to take up one of 
its own officers, because, in an article in a news- 
paper, correcting what that officer believed to be a 


as good taste, perhans, as the gentleman himself 
would have observed; in other words, that the ar- 
ticle was not one of correction of a misstatement, 
but that it deals in abusive epithets, Well, I do 
not mean to stand here to justify that officer, or any 
other person, in the use of terms of low abuse. I 
am the last man to do it. Low and vulgar abuse 


BE. 


always evidences, in my opinion, a vulgar mind; 
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and I should be very sorry to defend it in any-one. 
I do not mean to say, either, that this reply of this 
officer was any more pointed than the charge justi- 
fied. This is a question, as I have already said, 
hetween the gentleman from Massachusetts and 
the officer himself. ‘It is a personal matter of their 
own, with which, in my humble. opinion, this 
House has nothingto do. I have no doubt that the 
officer will find his defence, if he undertakes to 
make it, in the belief, which I have no doubt he 
honestly entertained, that so far from the intention 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts being a bona 
Jide intention to look into the facts of the case, it 
was designed as a partisan assault upon the prin- 
ters of Congress, who are of opposite politics to 
those of the gentleman. 7 

But as much as I differ with the gentleman on 
this point, I differ still more with the learned gen- 
tileman from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R; INceRsoLL} 
and with the gentleman from Kentucky. [Mr. G. 
Davis.] They have maintained, in reference to 
this matter, the monstrous proposition—they have 
boldly taken the ground, that the course of mem- 
bers Kere is not open to criticism. 

Mr. G. DAVIS. Ihave taken no such ground. 

Mr. BAYLY. Iam glad to hear that the gen- 
teman abandons that proposition, The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (continued Mr. B.,) referring 
to the Constitution, said that the ‘members of. this 
House were by it privileged from being questioned 
for words spoken in debate, and maintained that 
this immunity: of members had been violated by 
the editorial article of which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts complains. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. I used the very words 
of the Constitution, They were not my own 
words, ae 

Mr. BAYLY. IUknow that the gentleman used 
the words of the Constitution; and the gentleman 
maintained that this editorial criticism of the 
“Union ” editor was a violation of that Constitu- 
tion. I say it is a monstrous position, a perver- 
sion of the meaning of that clause of the Con- 
stitution; and though Ido not mean to go into any 
lengthened discussion in reference to it, I protest, 
in the onset, against the correctness of the gentle- 
man’s construction of it, What is the language 
of that clause to which he referred? The sixth 
section of the first article of the Constitution de-. 
clares that— 

“They [the Senators and Representatives] shall 
fin all cases, except treason, felony, and breach of 
‘ the peace, be privileged from arrest during their at- 
‘ tendance at the session of their respective Houses 
‘and in going to or returning from the same; an 
‘ for any speech or debate in either House they shall 
‘not be questioned in any other place,’’ 

What does that provision of the Constitution 
mean? Does it mean that we shall not be criti- 
cised for anything we say or do here? Does it 
mean that we shall not be held amenable to pub- 
lic opinion for our conduct upon this floor? Sir, 
it is a monstrous perversion of the provision, to 
maintain any such proposition. All that it means 
is, that members are not to be questioned by legal 
proceeding; that they are not to be held personally 
responsible. It does not mean, however, that their 
conduct is to be exempted from criticism; and, if 
it be such as to justify it, criticism of the most 
caustic kind. Why, if this view of the Constitu- 
tion be correct, how many presses are there in the 
country that are not daily violating this provision? 
How many of these gentlemen letter-writers, oc- 
cupying seats in this Hall by the courtesy of the 
House, that are not daily violating it? They are 
constantly criticising members’ conduct, although 
they occupy their place here by our courtesy. It 
is very frequently—although [have not observed 
it at this session, but I have at former scssions— 
that they employ terms of vituperation arid abuse 
at least equal to those used upon this occasion. 
But I do not maintain that they have violated this 
provision of the Constitution. ` I utterly deny. that 
it has been violated by our public printer. If his 
conduct is offensive, if his demeanor is so disre- 
speciful as to make him an unfit officer öf this 
House, and if you have the power-——which Tam 
not prepared at this moment to admit or to question 
—dismiss him by joint resolution. Do it at once. 
But I utterly repudiate the idea that he is violating 
any of the privileges of this House by this article. 
I am not. prepared to admit that: this House can 
punish, as the gentleman presumes, for a violation 
of its privileges of this sort, if violation. itis. It 
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unquestionably has the right to protect its order; 
it may punish, perhaps, for the contempts com- 
mitted in its face; but I utterly deny the right of 
this House to assume the jurisdiction to-bring pèr- 
sons, perhaps miles from the Capitol, before them 
on a fancied contempt or a violation of our pri- 
vileges. . 

These views, thus briefly expressed, are those 
which bring -my mind clearly to the conclusion 
that the proposed. mode of proceeding is improper; 
and if it is designed to rest on the assumed viola- 
tion of privilege—if it is designed as a punishment 
of contempt of a member of this House—I utterly 
deny that we have any right to punish or disgrace 
on sucha ground. So much as to this matter. 

Tn reference to the question of printing, I am 
told that the public documents at this session are 
more voluminous 

Mr. G. DAVIS, interposing, submitted that the 
topic the gentleman was now discussing had noth- 
ing to do with the question before the House. 

Mr. BAYLY, resuming. Well, sir, from the 
brief exposition I have made of the ground on 
which both the gentleman himself, and the learned 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, have placed this mat- 
ter, I leave it to the House to determine whether 
the remarks I have made are irrelevant or not. If 
they are irrelevant, I acknowledge it is out of my 
capacity to understand what is pertinent to the 
Subject. 

hen the gentleman interrupted me, I was about 
to say that, as far as the charge of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts went, I understand that the 
documents ordered at this session. are more vol- 
uminous than they ever have been. . 

Mr. G. DAVIS. It was not to the remarks the 
gentleman had made that I took any exception for 
irrelevancy, but to the very topic he is now intro- 
ducing —- 

. Mr. BAYLY. I misunderstood the gentleman 
in reference to the matter, and I regret exceedingly 
that—— ° 

Mr. G. DAVIS, again intérposing. - I ask this 
question of the gentleman: Whether the manner 
and the time in which the public printers have dis- 
charged their duties have anything to do with the 
business before the Fouse? 

Mr. BAYLY, resuming. I regret very much, 
afier the gentleman, by the interposition of the res- 
olution which. he has introduced, deprived me of 
the privilege I then asked, of replying to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, that he should now 
object to a simple statement, which may; perhaps, 
contain a single sentence in reference to this matter. 
But, sir, if in this House, where such a constant 
latitude of debate is indulged in- 

Mr. G. DAVIS. again. interposed with a word, 
which was lost to the reporter. : 

Mr. BAYLY. I did not mean-to detain the 
House with a lengthened discussion about this 
matter. All I mean to say, and which I should 
have finished long ago had it not been for the un- 
timely interposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, is, that-thé delay, in this instance, if there 
has been any delay, has grown out of the volumi- 
nous character of the documents ordered, and that 
the public printing has been conducted with as 
much despatch as has usually, or, I may say, ever, 
been done. ‘But, as I said before, this is a person- 
al contest between Mr. Heiss and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, and it is one with which I 
desire to have nothing to do, and one with which, 
as a member upon this floor, I certainly shall have 
nothing to do. ` 

I have but one other remark to make in reference 
to this resolution. Iam not now prepared to de- 
cide whether-you have the power to expel one of 
your officers, whose place, in some sort, is a con- 
tract-office, when he has given’ bonds for the faith- 
ful performance of his duties, and when he has 
entered upon them. Where is your right to dis- 
miss him, in this summary way, by resolution ? 
But if it is designed asa punishment for what is 
considered’a contempt bya member of this House, 
I utterly deny the right of this House to punish in 
this mode. But as these are grave questions, 
which this House, I presume, is no better prepared 
to decide than I am, I shall conclude by moving to 
lay this subject upon the table, that on Monday, 
or some subsequent day; it maybe called-up.  - 

Mr. B. mentioned, as another réason why this 
subject should be disposed of as he proposed, the 
fact that his honorable colleague [Mr. Huxrer] 
had the floor this morning to address the House 


on the momentous subject of the national policy 
which was under consideration; and he did not 
wish to see him deprived of that opportunity by a 
question of this sort, which, it did seem to him, 
was. purely a private quarrel between the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts and one of the public 
printers of Congress, 

He therefore concluded by moving to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. G. DAVIS rose and (addressing his. re- 
marks to Mr. Bayiy) said the gentleman had made 
a lengthened speech upon the subject, and, at the | 
conclusion of it, moved to lay it on the table, there- | 
by depriving gentlemen of the opportunity to re- 


ly. 
The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the motion to lay on the table was 
not debatable. 

Mr. G. DAVIS continuing, was understood to 
ask if that was consistent with the usual course of 
Virginians, and to appeal to the gentleman’s cour- | 
tesy to withdraw the motion. 7 

Mr. BAYLY said, if the character of his re- į 
marks had been such as to do injustice to the gen- : 
tleman unless he were allowed to reply, he would 
willingly withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER again called to order, on the 
ground that this was not a debatable question. 

Mr. BAYLY. ‘Well, all I have to say is, that 
Virginians will judge for themselves what is right; 
and I shall not withdraw the motion. 

Mr. THOMASSON asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted as | 
follows : | 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Stephen Ad- | 
ams, Anderson, Atkiuson, Bayly, Benton, Biggs, : 
James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Wiliam | 
G. Brown, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, Chip- 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Colin, Cullom, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Danicl, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dobbin, Donglass, Dunlap, Edsall, Ells- | 
worth, Erdman, Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Good- | 

ear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Elen- i 

ey, Hoge, Isaac L. Holmes, Hough, E. W. Hub- `; 
ard, Hungerford, J. HE. Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones. Kennedy, Preston King, | 
Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Lumpkin, Maclay, Me- ; 
Clean, McClelland, McDowell, McKay, John P. | 
Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Moulton, Nor- | 
ris, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Pettit, Price, Reid, i 
Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Saw- 
yer, Seammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- 
gon, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Ste- | 
phens, Strong, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- | 
son, Thurman, Toombs, Treadway, Wentworth, | 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, | 


Yancey, Yell, and Yost—100. ij 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Ba- 
ker, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, 
Buffington, Burt, Cabell, John H. Campbell, 
John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Drom- 
goole, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Gentry, 
Giddings, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, | 
Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, G. | 
S. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thom- 
as B. King, Lewis, Long, McCrate, MeGaughey, 
McHenry, Mclivaine, M: rsh, Miller, Niven, Pen- 
dleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ju- 
lius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Al- 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, 
Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, and 
Young—85. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on thefmotion of 
Mr. HAMLIN, and was decided in the affirma- 
tive. 


OREGON. 


So the House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Tisparts, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the joint resolution of “ Notice 
‘to Great Britain to annul and abrogate the con- 
‘vention between Great Britain and the United | 
t States, of August 6, 1827, relative to the country | 
£ on the Northwest coast of America, westward of | 


Mr. HUNTER, who was entitled to the floor, 
spoke during the hour in opposition to the res- 
olution. [The. publication of this speech is de- 
ferred at Mr. H.'s request.] 

Mr. KENNEDY addressed the committee. If 
any one (Mr. K. said) had listened to this dis- 
cussion, without knowing. what was the proposi- 
tion before the House, he would have supposed 
that it was upon a question of a war with Great 
Britain. All who argued against the notice to 
Great Britain had considered that it would inevit- 
ably lead to a war. a 

T contend (said Mr. K.) that it is not a question 
of war; and that the measure proposed, if adopted, 
will not necessarily lead toit. But has it come to 
this, that to give a notice which, by the terms of 
the convention, may be given by either party at 
any time, shall be considered as a declaration of 
war? I cannot assent to such a proposition as 
that. But be that as it may, the western gentle- 
men here are disposed to look, not to the conse- 
quences of the act proposed, but to its propriety; 
and to view it, not as a question of war, but of 
right. Does the Oregon Territory belong to the 
United States? That, sir, is the principal question. 
That is the question that we look to, no matter 
whether peace or war be the result. 

If we had slept long over our rights, as some 
gentlemen had said, it was because the people had 
not become acquainted with them. But now the 
people of the West have examined the question, 
and with the aid that you have afforded them by 
the publication of documents and arguments, they 
have become convinced that the whole of Oregon 
belongs to us. — 

The people of the western country did not in- 
quire whether war was to follow from the assertion 
of their just rights. While the question was in 
doubt whether the whole of Oregon was ours or 
not, they were willing to stand by and wait fora 
while; but now you have convinced us that every 
inch of Oregon between the forty-second parallel 
and the line of 54° 40’ belongs to us. en we 
had settled that question, we settled what was our 
duty. You slander us when you say that we seek 
awar, and delight in blood and carnage. We are 
a peace-loving people. We know that we owe 
our Jong-continued and unparalleled prosperity ta 
peace, and will not go out of our way to wage an 
unnecessary war upon any nation. But, sir, when 
the British lion, or any other lion, lies down in our 
path, we will not travel around the world in blood 
and fire, but we will make him leave that lair. 

The consequences could not be the subject of 
consideration, when any foreign government un- 
dertook to plant itself upon our territory, and ex- 
clude us from the. occupation of our own soil. I 
put it to the gentlemen from the South, or any 
other quarter, whether. they believe our title to 
Oregon to ‘be unquestionable; and if they do, 
whether they can oppose any measure for assert- 
ing it. If they believe ‘that it is not good, then 
there is some excuse for them in opposing this 
measure. But, say these gentlemen, no; we be- 
lieve it to be good. Then why. not pass this res- 
olution for the purpose of enabling us to take pos- 
session of what is our own? 

Was it not a buming, blistering, withering 
shame that the cross of St. George should be found 
floating on American soil? 

(Here Mr. L. H. Simms exclaimed, Yes, and 
it will blister our foreheads, like the mark on 
Cain !] : À 

Must this reproach be endured, because, for- 
sooth, if we undertake to remove it, we shall en- 
counter the danger of war? If you will give the 
people bayonets, they will defend their soil. 

This, sir, is no western question. I recollect 
that we had one question before us here about 
yielding up American soil, and, after declarin 
unanimously that it was ours, we did yield it. It 
was given up by treaty. The West submitted to 


j| this alienation of our territory, because the part of 


the country which.was most immediately interest- 
ed in it were willing to give it up for dollars and 
cents. But such will never be the case when west- 
ern territory is in question. The western people 
will never yield their soil. They will not purchase 
a peace by yielding their territory, nor sell their 
rights for all the gold that could be offered for them. 
All the mines of Peru would not buy from them 
one inch of their land, inherited from their fathers. 
Notwithstanding all that was said as to the dan- 


‘ the Stony mountains, commonly called Oregon.” ij gers of war, he had yet to learn that, if it was 
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forced upon us, the American people were not able į| offer will never again be made, and, situated as. we 


to sustain it with vigor, and come out of it with | 


honor. 


If the question is to be considered as a local 
question, then I ask that we may be the judges of 
the course that isto be pursued. That is what we 


did when the South came here and asked us, pot to 
defend their own soil, but to admit into the Union 
a foreign territory—an independent nation. If, 
upon that question, we had hesitated, it’ would 
have been said that we wished to back out. If we 


had asked for a postponement of it, it would have ij 


been considered that we had abandoned it. You 
said, this is the golden moment. We can now 
obtain the country which naturally belongs to us. 


If you do not follow us now, then it is because ' 


you wish to back out. We have a just right to 


Oregon, as a part of our own country. Then why | 
give it up? You say that we cannot obtain it now | 


without a war, and that we must wait. What pro- 
priety is there in postponing this question, when 
the other was pressed to so speedy an issue? | live 


in a country where ‘the people are not in the habit !! 
of yielding anything to the arrogance of a foreign |; 


Power. Sir, [do not know exactly what is meant 
by nationa? honor, of which gentlemen have been 
speaking; but I do know what is a national dis- 
honor, and it is to suffer the British Government 


to take Oregon, after we have become satisfied that | 
we have exclusive rights in that territory. We } 
say that Great Britain has no right there, and why || 


should we not now tell her so by giving this 
notice? 


I see no propriety (said Mr. K.) in taking Ore- | 


gon by stealth. If itis our own, why steal it? But 
the policy recommended to us is to be quiescent— 
to suffer the country to be settled, and then take 
possession of it. This is what was called “a wise 
and masterly inactivity.” I prefer a more open 
and direct course. I know the people of Oregon. 
‘Che same blood courses through my veins that is 
in theirs.. There are some of them who have 
warmed their feet at the same family hearth with 
mine, and learned their letters in the same log 
school-house. They do not ask you to defend 
them, but to unshackle their arms and untie their 
legs. Disentangle them from the perplexities of 
this negotiation—of this convention which gives 
rights there to British subjects. Let them protect 
themselves, or fall in the conflict. In such a con- 
flict, sir, victory will be certain, as we are assured 
by the deeds of their fathers who went before them 
in the defence of the frontier. ‘These were the peo- 
ple who went before you, like the cloud by day 


and the pillar of fire by night, rolling back the red | 


men of the woods to give passage to civilization, 
as the waters of the Red sea were rolled back by 


the Great Jehovah, to give passage to the children | 


of Israel. These men had been accused ofa de- 
sire to plunge the country into a war. ‘They did 


not desire war; all they asked was an opportunity |) 


to cultivate their own soilin peace, They asked 
to be let alone to enjoy their rights. But if their 
rights were invaded, they would be the last people 
in the world to shrink from their defence. They 
scorn all pretences. They know little of your di- 
plomatic way of doing things. If you will only 
untie their hands, they will let proud England 
know that they are able to defend Oregon. But 
they will not take possession of a territory with the 
forms and pretence of peace, with a view to for- 
tify themselves for war. They had read carefully 
everything that had been written on the subject of 
the utle. 
scholars, have had these documents read to them 
by their firesides. They had thus become well ac- 
quainted with the subject. They were satisfied 
that Oregon belonged to us, and it was no longer a 
question with them whether you should give this 
notice. The question of title being settled, there 
remains but one duty for us to perform (said Mr. 
K.)—to pass this notice ending the joint occupa- 


tion. 


The Executive made a proposition to Great | 


Britain to compromise this question by dividing 
the territory by the forty-ninth parallel. Tam not 
disposed to censure the Executive for having made 
such a proposition, surrounded as he was with 
embarrassments growing out of former negotia- 


tions, and the position in which he found the ques- | 


tion when he came into power; but Fam free to 
say, that | congratulate him, not only for his own 


sake, but that of the country, that his offer was 


rejected. Yet I venture to predict, that such an 


Some of them, who were not very good | 


i now are, the country will never sustain any Exec- 
7) ative in making it. - No entbarrassment can be 
|i thrown in our way to prevent us from holding our 


l Claim to the whole country up to 54° 40’, unless 
i the British Government should disown the act of 
| their Minister in rejecting our offer, and propose 
| now fo accept it. ‘This, [ think, that Government 
will not do; and, if not, we shallat length find our- 
i selves clear of the shackles of negotiation, and free 
|| to exercise our full rights, 
ji © But,at all events, the President has now recom- 
‘i mended that we give this notice. Suppose we do 
| not do it: will it not be an intimation to the Brit- 
ish Government that Congress does sot concur with 
the President in his views as to the validity of our 
title? And will it not conveya more humiliating ac- 
knowledement, that we did not feel ourselves able 
to vindicate our title? Great Britain was now in 
the possession of all the right that she claimed— 
that of joint occupancy; and, until this notice was 
riven, She would never settle the question by nego- 
tiation, because negotiation would not probably so 
| terminate as to place her in a better condition.” It 
|l is my opinion that, if you will end this convention, 
| the question will then he brought up with an inten- 
‘tion to do something with it: but until then, ne- 
! gotiation will be all twaddle. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Rarerr] had argued against 
this policy of taking any steps, at this time, which 
s might lead toa war with Great Britain, lest we 
| should be considered by the nations of Europe as 
ropagandists, and thus bring upon ourselves the 
nostility of all the world. But we have no desire 
to go beyond our own territories, We confine our- 
selves to our own soil; snd ought we not to incul- 
eate our principles and establish our institutions 
there, fearless of consequences? Tt was our duty 
to see our own country covered with our own in- 
stitutions; and it was our privilege to admit other 
| communities to a participation with us in the ben- 
| efits of free government, regardless of any combi- 
nations that might be formed by monarchs to stran- 
i gle our institutions, : 
| We have no right to go to Canada and endeavor 
| 
| 
i 
| 
t 
| 
| 
| 
| 


to force her into our Umon; but if she should seek 
shelter under our Government, it would be per- 

fectly proper for us to pull up the Intech and let her 

in. So far from being weakened by those acqui- 
sitions, every new State added another pillar to 

the temple of liberty. ‘They will never have any 
| desire to break off from us, because they come in 
by their own consent. ‘The Roman empire ex- 
nded itself by conquest; nations were forced 
under its yoke by the strong arm of power. The 
consequence was, that what was acquired by the 
vord must be maintained by the sword. When 
| this power could not be continued, the empire fell 
| to pieces. Hence some gentlemen had drawn the 
| argument, that by an extension of territory, we 
i should ultimately be weakencd, and be broken into 
| fragments. But this would not be the result, be- 
| cause, whilst their constant tendency was to sepa- 
| 
} 
| 
$ 
| 


l] 
} 
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| ration, ours was to cohesion. 
Gentlemen bad areued that war would be at- 
tended with great evils; that it would corrupt or 
| change our republican institutions, and lead to a 
I| heavy debt, the black tariff, and to paper money. 
| Sir, I am considered a Democrat dyed in the 
wool. It bas been thought, generally, that I am 
one hundred and fifty yards ahead of my party. 
I have always opposed the protective tarif, and 
ithe whole funding system. But if going to war 
! for the protection of our soil and the defence of 
| our national rights and honor necessarily leads to 
| the depression of the party with which I act, and 
i the building up of those of an opposite faith, I am 
|| prepared to make the sacrifice—believing, as I do, 
|| that under the administration of any party, our in- 
| stitutions would flourish, each party being equally 
|| desirous to promote the public good. But I deny 
| that these results will follow from a war. Iden 
| that the doctrines of republicanism cannot fiourish 
i in the storm of war,as well as in the calm of 


pes The assertion we disprove by facts in our 
ii history. Every field in the western country had 


|| been stained by the blood of our fathers, the early 
| pioneers; and yet there liberty had flourished in 
|| the wildest luxuriance, and with the least national 

| protection. Our institutions were born in the shock 
| of the American Revolution, and reared in the con- 

flict of arms that followed. I do not desire war; 
| peace is our forte. But if war come, we must as- 
| sert our rights, regardless of consequences. I do 


OBE. 


not desire to.denounce the British Government; 
but I despise this constant vaunting of British 
nower in the American. Congress, hat is Eng- 
hnd? The government whose seat of empire is 
found on a little island anchored in the North sea. 
True, she has spread her wings. around the earth; 
but all her greatness is based on her commerce. 
Clip the wings of her commerce, and you. soon 
| bring her bacit to the insignificance of an island 
Government. If destiny intends that this nation 
shall be the means of overthrowing her power, L 
am glad to belong to the nation that will be the in- 
strument, and to live in the age that will witness 
the curtailment of her haughty power. This was 
nota war measure. There would be no war, unless 
Engeland made it. If her destiny should urge her 
to that course, it might be the first step towards 
her downfall. Some gentlemen have scoffed at des- 
tiny, as governing the fate of nations. Sir, where 
| were we two centuries ago? We were-a feeble 
| band of pilgrims on Plymouth rock, and a smalt 
body of cavaliers on the southern sands. From 
this small beginning, and in this short time, we 
have gone on, step by step, multiplying and ad- 
vancing towards the Pacific, till the aboriginees of 
the country had disappeared before us, like the 
| mists of morning before the sun, until they now 
rest a small cloud on the shores of the Western 
ocean. Was not the hand of destiny seen in that? 
Ile who did not see it must be an infidel, or stone- 
blind. To the Pacific ocean it is our destiny to go. 
The hand of Providence pointed us onward. 

Shall. we pause in our career, or retrace our steps 
because the Pritish lion has chosen to place himself 
in our path? Had our blood already become so 
pale that we should tremble at the roar of the king 
of beasts? We will not go out of our way to seek 
a conflict with him; but if he crosses our path, and 
refuses to move at a peaceful command, he will run 
his nose in the talons of the American eagle, and 
his blood will spout as from a harpooned whale. Lf 
Great Britain was mad enough to attempt this con- 
flict—and it was said that “whom the gods intend 
to destroy they first deménted”—let her commence 
the contest. ‘The spectators who look on upon the 
struggle may prepare to hear a crash, asif the very 
ribs of nature had broke. l 

Our people are spreading out with the aid of the 
American multiplication table. Go to the West 
and see a young man with his mate of eighteen; 
after the lapse of thirty years, visit him again, and 
instead of two, you will find twenty-two. Thatis 
what I call the American multiplication table. We 
are now twenty millions strong; and how long, un- 
der this procese of multiplication, will it take to 
cover the continent with our posterity, from the 
Isthmus of Darien to Behring’s straits? The great- 
er portion of this vast multitude always had their 
faces set towards the West. Westward, ho! was 
their cry. You could no more arrest their progress 
than you can closeup the Missouri while the shows 
are melting on the mountains in which it has its 
LISe. r 
Where shall we find room for all our people, un- 
less we have Oregon? What shall we do with all 
those little white-headed boys and girls—God bless 
them !—that cover the Mississippi valley, as the 
flowers cover the western prairies? Their inter- 
ests all lead them that way. It was true, as the 
gentleman from South Carolina had said, that 
there might be danger in a combination of Eu- 
ropean powers against us. They may feel dis- 
posed to combine in an: unholy alliance to check 
the growth of free institutions. . If there is any dan- 
ger at all, it is from that cause; and Oregon may be 
put forward as the pretext for commencing an 
onset upon us. Our revolutionary fathers planted 
the tree of liberty in American soil, and watered it 
with their blood. They had linked these States 
together in a confederated: system, to protect them 
from danger from without. ‘The representatives of 
legitimacy looked on upon this experiment with 
great concern, and nota little fear of its ultimate 
consequences, Fora long time they flattered them- 
selves that it would prove a failure—hoping that a, 
spirit of rivalry might grow up between the North 
and the South, and the East and the West, that 
might destroy the Union. But within the last ten 
or fifteen years, they have become satisfied that.our 
| Institutions were as firm as the granite hills. Hav- 
| ing become satisfied of the firmness.and stability of 
our system, they were again startled by the exhi- 
|| bition of our principle of expansion, as shown in 
i} the admission of a free and independent nation into 


1846. 


That was the beginning of a movement the end of || 
‘which. will be to place under the protection of the : 
American eagle that vast American continent which | 
‘stretches from Cape Florn to Behring’s Straits. If | 

| 


the circle of the Union. This was with the Eu- f 
‘ropean Governments the passage of the Rubicon. || 


the representatives of legitimacy in the Old World, | 
for the purpose of preventing the consummation of 
this our inevitable destiny, choose to put themselves | 
in battle array against us, either singly or collec- | 
tively, let them do so, and upon their heads be the | 
consequences. : This nation and this generation | 
will neither seek nor avoid such a contest; butif it | 
comes, the crisis would, as in the events of our Rev- | 
olution and of the French Revolution, raise up a kost | 
of men who were equal to it, and able to carry us 
through it in safety. Why is it that, after all, we | 
1 
| 
| 
| 
$ 
| 
| 
| 
f 
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should so dread the shock of war? -We all have 
to die, whether in our beds or ‘in the battle-field. 
Who of you all, when roused by the clangor of 
` Gabriels trump, would not rather appear in all the 
bloom of youth, bearing upon your front the scar 
of the death-wound, received in the defence of your 
country’s rights, than with the wrinkled front of 
dishonored age? 

Where I live, (said Mr, K.) this is no party 
question. There is no difference between Whigs 
and Democrats on this subject. In a question in- 

-volving national rights, we know no party dif- 
ferences. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Yancey] had suggested that, if we went into this 
struggle, it would result in our taking possession 
of Canada, and in leaving Oregon in the hands of | 
Great Britain. The gentleman seemed to suppose | 
that we of the West would demur to any result | 
which would add to the power and arrogance of |) 

‘New England. Not so, sir. f 

Ia patch of territory should be added to New 
England, let her have it. Should the West seck ji 
to enlarge and extend her field, let her do so. ij 
Should the South choose to take in Cuba, let her | 

-follow on. Ido not go for the aggrandizement of | 
any particular geographical section, and I fear not |! 
the preponderating influence of any particular sec- | 
tion; for we are one country, and one people, and | 
have one interest, and one destiny, which, if we | 
live up to, though it may not force us to follow the 
British lion around the world in blood and slaver, |; 
will end in her expulsion from this continent, which || 
he rests not upon but to pollute. 

Our first conflict with Great Britain was in the 
war of the Revolution, which ended in tearing from 

: the British crown thirteen of its superb jewels— 
wringing from her stubborn heart the acknowledg- 
ment that these colonies were, and of right ought 
to’ be, free and independent. ‘The second was the 
war of 1812, which has been called the second war 
of American independence, in the course of which 
we humbled the pride of her navy, and ended ina 
blaze of glory in the plains of New Orleans, where | 
thousands of her bravest troops were made to bite || 

- the dust in conflict with the raw militia of the Mis- į 
sissippi valley. ` The third. and last conflict is not | 

et. But no- man can doubt that it is to come. | 
hen the history of that war is written it will re- | 
cord the downfall of the British empire. Fall she | 
must, and fall she will, as sure as Adam fell. | 
Against the people of England I have no feeling; | 
on the contrary, I love them for their aspirations į 
after liberty; and I only reproach them that they | 
| 

I 

i 
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| 

t 


i 
pi 
i: 


do not arouse and turn into the storehouse of ages 
the lumber of their principles of legitimacy. But 
the British Government is a different. thing. It was 
the greatest Government on earth; for it had some 
pretence to liberty, but nothing of its substance. | 
Cannibal-like, it fed one part of its subjects upon 
the other. She drinks the blood and sweat, and ! 
tears the sinews of its laboring millions, to fatten a | 
miserable aristocracy. England is now seen stand- 
ing in the twilight of her glory: but a sharp vision 
may see written upon her walls the warning that 
Danicl interpreted for the Babylonish king, ‘ Mene, 
mene, tekel; upharsin.”” 

England’s greatness rests upon her commerce. 
She has three hundred millions tons of shipping. 
We already have two hundred millions, and are 
gathering upon her with the strides of a swift cours- 
er.. When we pass her, her downfall, by peace- 
able means, will be rapid and sudden. dregon 
was, therefore, all-important to us in a commercial | 
point-of view.. It is the inch of ground upon which | 
we can plant a fulcrum, giving us a lever that will | 
overturn the world. It will give us a cluster of | 


manufacturing and navigating States on the Paci- | 


fic, united to the New England States on the At- 
lantic. Then the inhabitants- of the Mississippi 
valley—-who have in their possession the garden 
of the world and the granary of the universe—will 
stretch one hand to the Eastern world through the 
Pacific chain, and the other to Europe through the 
Atlantic chain, grasping the trade of the world, as 
we now hold in possession the means of subsist- 
ence for the whole human family. are 

It is grateful to my feelings to find, from indica- 
tions that have appeared, that this question will 
not be a party question. Old and venerable men 
of the Whig party have spoken, and will vote, 
with us; and for the reason that they feel it their 
duty to do so; whilst equally respectable members 
of the Democratic party have spoken, and will vote, 
against us, for the reason that duty seemed to them 
to point that way. So I would have it, that the 
world may know that this is not a question of party 
in America, but an American question. I have 


| attempted to show (concluded Mr. K.) that duty 


calls, and interest points, to the assertion of our 
rights to all of Oregon. J cannot doubt that the 
American Congress will respond affirmatively. 
This is the war feeling, and the only war feel- 
ing, in the West. If war does come, let those 
who provoke it abide its consequences. 

Mr. K. having concluded, 

Mr. TOOMBS obtained the floor, but yielded 


to a motion that the committee rise; which prevail- 


ing, 

Phe committee rose, and reported. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications, viz: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting the annual statement of the contingent ex- 
penses of the office of the Secretary of the Navy 


and of the bureaus of that department; which let- | 


ter and statement were laid upon the table. 
A letter from the Seeretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with the acts of April 20, 1818, 


and August 26, 1842, a report of the names of |} 


clerks and other persons employed in his depart- 
ment during the year 1845; which letter and state- 
ment were laid upon the table. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, January 12, 1846. 
COMMUNICATIONS FROM DEPARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Department of War, exhibit- 
ing the expenditures made from the appropriation 
for the contingent expenses of the military estab- 
lishment for the year 1845; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

isn, a communication from the same depart- 

ment, showing the names of the clerks and other 
persons, other than officers of the army, employed 
m the War Department and its branches during 
the year 1845; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of Joshua Dodge, for further 
compensation for services and expenses as special 
agent of the United States to negotiate with certain 


| European Governments for a modification of the 


duties imposed by them on tobacco, and for attend- 
ance on, and information forwarded to, the select 
committee of the House of Representatives of the 
ist session of the 26th Congress on the tobacco 
trade; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that the name of his 
colleague [the Honorable Davin Levy] had been 
allowed to be changed, by act of the Legislature 
of Florida, to that of Daviy Levy YuLes, the lat- 
ter being his patronymic, dropped by his father 
prior to the birth of Mr. Levy, and which patro- 
nymic-he was desirous of assuming. He pro- 
duced the Journals of the Legislature showing the 


passage of the act; and, in behalf of his colleague, || 


he would move that hereafter the Secretary of the 
Senate, when he should have occasion to use the 
name of that gentleman, would designate him as 
Mr. Yours. : 

The motion was agreed to 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the said House 
had. passed an act to continue the office of Com- 
missioner of Pensions; i 

Also, an act for the relief of James Bogardus; 


Senate. é 9 ‘ 
Also, announcing that the President of the Uni- 


ted States had signed the joint resolution relative 
to the printing and distribution of the annual esti- 
mates. Š 
Also, that the Speaker of the House had signed 
an enrolled bill to repeal the act to abolish the office 


|! of one Inspector-General of the army, and Jo revive 


the same; to which the signature of the Vice Pre- 
SIDENT was requested. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. HANNEGAN presented a resolution by 
the Legislature of Indiana, in favor of a law pro- 
viding for the payment of the claims of the repre- 
sentatives of Francis Vigo, for advances to the 
troops under the command of General George M, 
Clarke, in the Illinois campaign, in the years 1778 
and 1779; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


TARIFF AND WAREHOUSE SYSTEM. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of citizens of Georgetown, South Carolina, 
in favor of repealing the tariff act of 1842, and of 
establishing the warehouse system; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Joseph 
Wilson, a purser in the navy, praying to be re- 
leased from responsibility for public money depos- 
ited in a banking institution which suspended 
specie payment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. B. also presented additional documents in 
relation to the petition of Emeline Owens; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Sylvia Wood 
and others, executors of Jethro Wood, praying 
for the renewal of a patent right for certain im- 
provements in the plough; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. D. also presented the memorial of the widow 
of General Alexander Hamilton, praying the pa- 
tronage of Congress in the publication of the 


| papers of her late husband; which was ordered to 


e printed and referred to the Joint Committee on 
the Library. , $ 
Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Angier M. 
Perkins, a citizen of the United States, now resident 
in London, who claims to be the inventor of an 
improved method of warming public buildings, 
asking the extension of his patent; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, 

Mr. D. also presented the remonstrance of citi- 
zens of Illinois, against the admission of Texas 
into the Union as a slave State; which was laid on 
the table. i 

[Severa] messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the remonstrance 
of citizens of New York against the admission of 
Texas into the Union; which was laid on the 


| table. 


ITARBOR OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. D. also presented the memorial of Jonathan 
Thompson and others, citizens of New York, pray- 
ing the removal of obstructions in the harbor of 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented documents in rela- 
tion to the claim of Andrew Moore, a captain in 
the late war with Great Britain, to a pension; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURNEY presented the petition of E. A. 
Sevier, widow of Alexander S. Sevier, deceased, 
late an officer in the United States marine corps, 
praying to be alowed arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


NATIONAL ARMORY. 


Mr. T. also gave notice that, at an early day, he 
would, by leave of the Senate, introduce a bill to 
establish a national armory at the Suck, on the 
‘Tennessee river, inthe State of Tennessee. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying the location of a 
light-house on the Brandy wine Shoals, in the Dela- 
ware river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a joint resolution of 


Jan. 12, 


the Legislature of Indiana, in favor of an appro- 
priation for improving the western rivers; which 
was ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. . 

Mr. B. also presented a resolution from the Le- 
gislature of Indiana, in favor of a law granting pre- 
emption rights to the settlers of the Miami reserve 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of the legal representatives of Charles C. 

3. Thompson, deceased, praying compensation 
for his diplomatic services near the Governments 
of Chili and Peru, while in command of the United 
States squadron on the Pacific station ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. J. also presented the petition of Wiliam 
Pumphrey, praying the confirmation of certain 
land claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of W. B. 
Bend, praying the repayment of certain duties ille- 
gally exacted of him by the collector of the port of 
New. York; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
protest of citizens of Ohio, against the admission 
of the Representatives from Texas to seats in Con- 
gress; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER presented the petition 
of the legal representatives of Moses Shepherd, de- 
ceased, praying compensation for work done by 
him on the Cumberland road; which was referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Finance, 
asked that said committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of Frederick 
Vincent, and that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill in favor of Elijah 
White; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of George Duval, a Cherokee In- 
dian; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BAGBY, from, the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Catlin, Peoples, & Co., to be indemnified for pro- 
perty destroyed by hostile Creek Indians in 1836, 
made an adverse report thereon; which was order- 
ed to be printed. 


NAVAL DEFENCES. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, in answer to a resolution of inquiry, 
adopted by the Senate, in relation to the state of 
the navy of the United States, reported the follow- 
ing bill; which was read a first time, and ordered 
to asecond reading: 


A Bill providing for the augmentation of the naval force of 
the United States, and for other purposes. 


of war, and two of a smaller ela 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, further authorized, if in his opinion, at 
any time before the commencement of the next regular ses- 
sion of Congress, the publie e i ould require it, to 
cause to be completed all the frigates a oops of war now 
upon the stocks, and to repair and put into active service 
all the sloops or vessels of war now in ordina 

Suc. 3. And be tt further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to purchase or collect such 
naval supplies, materials, and ordnance, as his judgnent 


may deem the public interest requires, limiting the amount ; 


to the appropriation for this purpose hereinafterwards made. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, in carrying into 
effect the first section of this bill, the President be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to cause said ships or vessels to be 
built under contract, if, in his opinion, the pubiie interest 
would thereby be promoted. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That, for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the foregoing provisions, the stun of five 
millions six hundred and twenty-five. thousand dollars—to 
wit: for the building and equipping the ships and vessels 
provided for in the first section of this bill, two millions 
uine hundred and twenty thousand dollars; for conipleting 
the ships and vessels now upon the stocks, one million five 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars; for repairs of ships 
and vessels in ordinary, six hundred and twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars; for the purchase of naval supplies, materials, 


and ordnance, five hundred thousand. dollars—be, and the 


same is hereby appropriated, to be paid out ofany money” 


in the treasury not otherwise appropriated. : 

Sec. 6 And be it further enacted, That so much of the first 
section of the act approved March 3d, 1845, entitled «An 
‘act making appropriations for the naval service for the year 
‘ending the 30th of June, 1846,” as limits the whole num- 


ber of petty officers, seamen or ordinary seamen; landsmen, | 


and boys, in the naval service, to Seven thousand five’ bun- 
dred, be, and the same.is hereby, repealed, 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee’ on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred a resolution passed 
by the Legislature of. Arkansas, asking for a law 
to authorize the sale of the public lands in half 
quarter sections, to actual settlers, reported an. act 
to repeal a part of the act entitled ‘An act supple- 
‘mentary to the several laws for the sale of the 
‘ public lands, approved 5th April, 1832, and for 
‘ other purposes;” which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. ; 

Mr. SPEIGHT, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back the bill referred to said com- 
mittee, to aid the State of Mississippi in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Jackson, through 
Brandon, to the western boundary of Alabama, 
without amendment, 

Mr. S, also submitted a report on ‘the subject, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice of his intention, b 
leave of the Senate, to introduce a bill to abolish 
the duty on salt. 

Mr. DICKINSON gave notice of his intention, 
by leave of the Senate, to introduce a bill to amend 
the act entitled “An act for the regulation of sea- 
‘men on board the public and private vessels of 
‘the United States. ” 


POST ROUTES IN TEXAS. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post. 


Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 

bill establishing certain post-routes in Texas, [pub- 

lished a few days since,] reported the same with 

amendments. ; 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Mr. LEWIS presented the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Phat the Committce on Finance be 
allowed a clerk, to be paid the usual compensation 
by the Secretary out of the contingent fund of the 
Scnate. 

JUDICIARY. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
modifying an act entitled “An act to establish the 


judicial courts of the United States,” approved | 


September 24, 1789, and of the different acts sup- 
plementary thereto, so as to relieve the judges of 
the Supreme Court from the performance of cir- 
cuit duties, and to reduce the number of said 
judges; or the expediency of modifying the said 
acts so as to pos for a new ciremt, to be com- 


posed of the States of Louisiana and Texas. 
Mr. YULEE presented the following resolu- 


tions, which were agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to make inquiry as to the various late 
a ote in the construction of war steamers, 
and particularly to examine into the advantages of 
the late improvements made by Lieutenant Hunter 
in his submerged horizontal propellers, and the 
adoption of his plan of propulsion and construction 
for cruising and defensive purposes. ` 

Resolved, further, That the same committee ex- 
amine into the condition of the naval defences of 
the Gulf of Mexico, and report what further legis- 
lation is required to give full security to the Ameri- 
can coast and commerce of that sea. 


OREGON. 


Mr. ALLEN roseand said: Some days ago, sir, 


instructed by the Conmiittee on Foreign Relations, 
I reported a resolution from that committee to an- 
nul and abrogate the convention of the 6th of Au- 
gust, 1827, between the United States and Great 
Britain, relative to the Oregon Territory. T stated 
at the time when I made that report that I would at 
some early day of the session move the Senate to 


take it up with the view of fixing some future day | 


for its discussion and decision. According to that 


notice which I then gave, sir, I now rise and ask | 


the Senate to take up that resolution with that 
view; and when it is taken up, if it should be the 
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pleasure of the Senate-so to. take ‘it. up, Ishall move 
that it be postponed to, and made: the special order 
of the day for Tuesday; the 27th instant, ira 

The resolution reported by Mr. ALLeN was then 
taken up, and the reading of it called fory but,’ < 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the reading 
was dispensed with. . -: T ; 

Mr. ALLEN. then moved that the consideration 
of the resolution be postponed to; and, made the 
order ofthe day for Tuesday, the 27th instant. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. I would greatly prefer that 
the postponement extend a week later; and I there- 
fore move that the consideration of the resolution 
be postponed till Tuesday, the 3d of February. I 
offer this motion by way of a compromise all 
round, 

Mr. ALLEN. When agrave question like that 
submitted by the resolution before the Senate is ‘to 
be passed upon, it is very natural to suppose that 
there should be some diversities of desire, if not of 
opinion, as to the time of proceeding to the consid- 
eration of it—diversities arising out of the personal 
convenience or inconvenience ‘of particular mem- 
bers of the body.. l was aware of circumstances 
which would very naturally make it, on the part of 
my friend from North Carolina, extremely desir- 
able that the consideration of. this grave and great 
subject should be postponed to the day. that is 
named. On. the other hand, other, Senators de- 
sired that it should: be considered ata day much 
earlier than that which Ihave named.. Some Sen- 
ators were for one day, others. for another, and in 
the general desire which was felt by the commit- 
tee to accommodate all as far as possible, the ma- 
jority of the committee—indeed f do not know but 
ii might say the decision was unanimous—settled 
down on the day which I have named. -Textreme- 
ly regret, sir, that I cannot acquiesce in the mo- 
tion made by my friend from North Carolina. I 
regret it on account of the estimate which I put 
upon the value of his presence here at the com- 
mencement as. well as during the continuance of 
this discussion. But, sir, the present is one of 
those cases which it is ‘utterly impossible for us 
entirely to reconcile to the wishes and convenience- 
of every particular member of the body. I have 
only to add that I shall be compelled.to adhere to 
the date named from necessity, and certainly; as I 
hope I need hardly say, not from any disposition 
to thwart the wishes of the Senator from North 
Carolina, : 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Ido not wish the Senator 
to suppose that I am actuated merely by a motive 
of personal convenience. Itis true, I do not ex- 
pect to be here onthe day named, but certainly 
that consideration did not influence me to do any- 
thing more. than to make the personal appeal to 
the Senate which has been already made. The 
reason why I think the consideration of this sub- 
ject should be postponed, is because I regard the 
question as one to be thought upon, to be reflected 
upon, to-be acted upon, not one to be talked about. 
And, in this view of the case, I think three weeks, 
or four weeks, will afford litle enough time to 
Senators for consultation with their constituencies, 
and with their own calm and deliberate judgments. 
Besides, by that postponement, time will be af- 
forded for a development of events which may, or 
may not, influence the action of the body when 
the question comes up. I propose. to. defer the 
consideration of the subject only . one week. later 
than the date proposed. by the Senator from Ohio. 
When I talk of time for reflection, I.do not mean 
time merely for Senators to make up. their minds 
| on any particular point, or where the line ought to 
be—whether it ought to be 49°, or 54° 40’, or some~ 
where between. But inasmuch as the resolution 
presents.a very important subject—in some aspects 
an all:important subject—I do think, and I repeat 
it, that we would benefit our action, certainly not 
injure it, if we take three weeks time for reflection” 
before the talking commences. I mean no: disre- 
spect to this body, or any member of it; but-Ido 
| maintain that speech-making is intended: more to 
direct the public mind, than to enlighten. ourselves. 
Let us ‘therefore think rather than: talk; and, to 
do so, let us give ourselves time sufficient for de- 
liberate reflection. f O 

Mr. WESTCOTT.:..I desive‘the postponement 
of this question to a still later period than that sug- 
gested by the Senator from North Carolina, and 
for another consideration; which will have, I think, 


|| due weight with the Senate. If it was a question, 
|i as had been alleged, of peace or war, it was de~ 
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serving of more deliberation than could be Siven to 
it before the period named. > Besides, there was 
another reason which would be admitted as soon 
as he should name it. It is this: the propriety. 
and expediency of deferring the consideration of 
the question until we have the Senators from Texas 
admitted amongst us... This question is of vast 
importance. ~ If it be in fact, as it has been repre- 
sented, a-question of ‘peace or of war, it certainly 
is one on which the Senators from the new State 
have a right to be heard—in the decision of which 
they havea ‘right to have their votes- recorded. 
Tf war is dependent, on the favorable action of Con- 
gress on this motion—I do not now express any 
opinion on that matter—the Senators from the new 
State ‘are more deeply interested ‘than any others | 
in this body—as much so, at any rate. can see 
no reason why the discussion should be pressed— 
why the decision of the question should be pressed. 
If it be pressed before reasonable opportunity were 

afforded for full deliberation, my vote may be en- 
tirely different from what it might be if the ques- 
tion be postponed till after what I conceive a rea- 
sonable time had been permitted to elapse; until 
the people from any section of the Union—from 
the remotest sections—from that section which I 
have the honor partly to represent—from the ex- 
treme South, have had adequate time in which to 
communicate to their representatives in this and 
the other House of Congress the result of their 
reflection. With the acquiescence of the Senator 
from North Carolina, I would then name the 10th 
of February as the date of the postponement. 

Mr. MANGUM called for the yeas and nays 
on the question; they were ordered, and the ques- 
tion on the adoption of Mr. Haywoon’s motion, 
as modified by Mr. Westcorr, was about to be 
put; when— 

Mr. CALHIOUN rose and said, that as regarded | 
himself personally, it was a matter of entire indif- | 
ference to what day the question should be post- | 
poned. If any Senator desired to delay the con- 
sideration of this or any other grave question for 
the purpose of deliberation or any other cause, he 
auld be unwilling to make any opposition. But | 
in voting for the most distant day, as he now 
should, he desired it to be understood that he was | 

influenced solely by a desire to accommodate other | 
Senators round him. 

Mr. ARCHER. Ishall vote for the: postpone- | 
ment, because, in my opinion, the more this ques- 
tion. remains under the control and discretion of 
Congress, the better for the country. If we pre- 
cipitate the discussion and decision of this ques- 
tion, pray what good object do we accomplish? 
After we have decided the question, nows might 
be wafted to us from the other side of the Atlantic, 
showing how inconsiderate had been our action. 
I confess very frankly that, in my judgment, the | 
subject should be. kept under our control till very 
near the close of the present Congress. Every 
purpose which honorable Senators in favor of the 
notice have in view would be just as effectually 
served, by giving the notice at the close, as if given 
atan earlier period. For these reasons, although || 
compelled fo assent in the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to the naming of an early day, I shall | 
vote forthe postponement moved by the Senator 
from Florida. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. WESTCOTT, to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the question until the 10th day of Feb- 
ruary next, and decided in the aflirmative, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Benton, Ber- 
xien, Calhoun, Chalmers, T. Clayton, J. M. Clay- 
ton, Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Evans, Greene, Haywood, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuf- 
fie, Mangum, Miller, Pearce, Pennybacker, Phelps, 
Speight, Upham, Webster, Westcott, Woodbridge, 
and Yulee—32. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Bright, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Dickinson, 
Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Jenness, Niles, Semple, 
Sevier, Sturgeon, and Turney—18. j 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to take up the fol- 
lowing resolutions, submitted by him several days 
since; which motion was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the country included within the 
parallels of 42° and 54° 40" north latitude, and ex- 
tending from the Rocky mountains t6 the Pacific | 
ocean, known as the Territory of Oregon, is the pro» | 
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Resolved, That there exists no power in this 
‘Government to transfer its soil, and the allegiance 
of its citizens, to the dominion, authority, control, 
and subjection of any foreign prince, state, or sov- 
ereignty. Pa 

Resolved, That the abandonment òr surrender of 
any portion of the Territory of Oregon, would be 


the best interests of the American people. 


Mr. H. moved that the above resolutions be made 
the special order for the 10th of February next; 
which motion was adopted. 


Mr. ATHERTON presented the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to.: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so far 
amending the seventh section of the ‘‘ Act making 
“appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
£ penses of Government for the fiscal year ending 
‘the 30th day of June, 1845, and for other pur- 
€ poses,” approved June 17, 1844, as to permit the 
appointment of such officers as may be necessary 
to protect the revenue on the northern and lake 
frontier. ; 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The “ Act for the relief of David F. Williamson, 
of Pope county, Arkansas,” was taken up, read 
a third time, and passed. 

The act entitled “ An act to legalize certain land 
€ sales made at Chocchuma and Columbus, in the 
t State of Mississippi, and to indemnify the Chick- 
‘asaws therefor,” was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The act to repeal the act abolishing the office of 
| one Inspector-General of the army, and to revive 
and establish said office, was taken up. 

The bill to apply certain alternate sections of the 
public lands to the completion of internal imprave- 
ments in the State of Michigan, was taken up and 
considered as in committee of the whole; when 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the said bill be made 
the special order for Thursday next; which motion 
was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The “Bill for the settlement of the claims of 
‘the State of New Hampshire against the United 
$ States,” was taken up, and considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole; when 

Mr. PHELPS said that the claim involved in 
this bill was of no great amount; but, in his judg- 
ment, it involved a principle of great importance, 
and he was not willing that a precedent should be 
set without calling the attention of the Senate to 
the subject. It involved the inquiry, how far the 
duty of the Government was to be construed as 
requiring it to defray the expenses incurred by a 
State Government in enforcing its own authority 
within its own jurisdiction. He had had occasion 
heretofore to refer to this subject. He was not 
aware that the Ganadian Government had ever at- 
tempted to exercise jurisdiction over thé section of 
and heretofore in controversy between Great Brit- 
ain and this country. The settlement of the dis- 
trict commenced under these circumstances: It 
was well known that a class of people on the fron- 
tier séttled there, because they believed they would 
be out of and beyond the reach of criminal. juris- 
diction; in process of time they set up for them- 
selves, defying the Government of New Hamp- 
shire, and that of the United States, and the Gov- 
ernment of Canada, placing themselves in this 
position: whenever an attempt was made to en- 
force the authority of New Hampshire, they be- 
longed to Canada; and whenever an attempt was 
made to enforce the authority of Canada, they 
belonged to the United States territory. In this 
state of things, an application was made to the 
President of the United States for the interference 


| of the General Government to put down this op- 
| position to the authority of the State of New 


Hampshire. On an investigation of the subject, 
an answer was returned that the President saw no 
reason for interference on the part of the General 


| Government, and of course he declined acting in 


the premises. The next step was, the State of 
New Hampshire ordered out a military force to 
suppress opposition to its Government, which was 
done. He was not aware that any opposition had 
been made by the Government of Canada to the 
elaims of New Hampshire. And for the expenses 


perty; and part and parcel of the United States. 


| thus incurred, the bill now before them provided. 


an abandonment of the honor, the character, and 


The question, therefore, was, whether this Gov- 
ernment will assume the payment of expenses in- 
curred by a State in enforcing its own authority 
within its acknowledged jurisdiction. It seems 
that, on one occasion, an officer, acting under the 
authority of New Hampshire, as sheriff, in endea- 
voring to serve a process within the territory, was 
seized and carried into Canada. On information 
being given, the people of that State rallied, pur- 
sued the aggressors into that province, and effect- 
ed a rescue of the prisoner. - This act was com- 
| plained of by the Governor of Canada as an un- 
warrantable exercise of authority on the part.of 
New Hampshire. It turned out, from an exami- 
nation of documents, that the sheriff had a ficti- 
į tious warrant for the arrest, not authorized by a 
magistrate; it was merely a fiction, for the purpose 
of enforcing the authority of New Hampshire. 
As to the amount in the bill for the whole expenses, 
it did not exceed six or seven thousand dollars, 
but it involved a question worthy the attention of 
the Senate. He was not exactly prepared to vote 
onthis measure. Those internal disturbances were 
becoming frequent, and, for what he knew, the 
people of Rhode Island may present a claim against 
the Government for suppressing their internal dis- 
turbances. If it was proper for Congress to assume 
these expenses, let them be paid; but, before they 
were, it should be ascertained how far legislation 
should extend. 

Mr. SPEIGHT inquired in what shape this 
subject had been brought before the Senate. 

Mr. ATHERTON replied that, in 1837, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in the House, 
after a full investigation of the subject, (of which 
Mr. Howard, of Maryland, now the reporter of 
the Supreme Court, was the chairman,) made a 
full report in favor of the claim. This subject was 
also brought to the consideration of the Senate 
| during the twenty-sixth Congress, and a bill passed, 
after full explanation. The present bill was intro- 
duced by him [Mr. Arnenron] this session, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
With a knowledge that a report had becn made in 
the House of Representatives, and seeing the doc- 
uments on the files of the Senate, it was not thought 
necessary by the committee to make a written re- 
port on the subject. He would merely remark 
that it did not seem to him the Senator from Ver- 
mont stated the question correctly, when he said 
the bill involved the principle whether a State 
should be allowed for expenses incurred. in sus- 
taining its jurisdiction within its acknowledged 
limits. Now. the fact was, which was proven be- 
yond all dispute by documents, that the juris- 
diction of the State over the territory was not 
acknowledged by the Canadian Government; and 
further, the report’ in the House of Representa- 
tives, and documents, show most conclusively that 
the condition in which New Hampshire was then. 
placed, was caused by the action of the Federal 
Government in submitting the question of the north- 
eastern boundary to the arbitration of the King of 
the Netherlands. And what was that decision? 
It was a decision taking the territory from New 
Hampshire and the United States. "Che line run 
by that king deprived us ‘of from ten to fifteen 
miles square of territory, amounting to about a 
hundred thousand acres. It was a valuable terri- 
tory, containing tillable soil well adapted for farms. 
There were many substantial farmers residing 
| thereon, The population at the time was from 

four to five hundred persons. The King of the 
Netherlands run the line between this country and 
the Canadian provinces in such a way as to de- 
prive New Hampshire of this territory, over which 
she had always exercised jurisdiction since 1790. 
In 1835, one of the officers of the State of New 
Hampshire was arrested. And what could she 
do? He knew—and thanked the Senator for re- 
minding him of the circumstance—he knew that 
the State of New Hampshire did apply to the 
United States Government to sustain the jurisdic- 
tion of the State against the Canadian authorities! 
Senators were aware that, at that time, there was 
| agreat aversion to interfere with the Canadian dis- 
putes, as it was apprehended that we might thus 
become involved in a general war. And when the 
General Government did refuse, the State had to 
| Sustain its own jurisdiction; as she could not allow 
| her citizens to be carried into Canada. It saved 
bloodshed; for if the inhabitants had gone on to 


erect a government of their own, there would have 
i been a serious encounter. New Hampshire sent 


184 


the Legislature of New 


Hampshire, who appointed a commissioner to | 


proceed to the spot and report as to the claim of 
Great Britain, and they ascertained that the award 
of the King of the Netherlands was founded in an 
entire misapprehension. In the winter of 1835- 
°36, the State found it necessary to send an armed 
force to sustain her jurisdiction. And what was 
the result? Did it show that the Senator from 
Vermont was correct in the views he advanced, 
that the claim was for services within the ac- 
knowledged Hmits of the State? No; the Cana- 
dian authorities filed complaints against New 
Hampshire for undertaking to exercise jurisdiction 
in that territory by a strong armed force. How, 
then, could the Senator say that this was a claim 
on the General Government by New Hampshire 
for exercising jurisdiction within her own limits? 
It was forced on her by the question of disputed 
boundary—with no reason in reality to dispute, 
but which British authority claimed—thereby ac- 
knowledging that New Hampshire was right in 
sustaining jurisdiction. Mr. A. quoted from Lord 
Gosford, governor of Canada, to show that that 


gentleman complained of the military movement | 


of New Hampshire within the territory; and he 
asked whether States had to go forward and pro- 
tect territory, and yet have no claim, when such a 
duty was forced on them by the action of the Gen- 
eral Government? It seemed to him that there 
was the same reason for allowing this claim as 
that of the State of Maine. The bills passed thiy 
body at the same time; bul New Hampshire had 
not yet been satisfied. He believed that the bill 
was just the same in principle, and he saw no rea- 
son why it should not pass. 


My. PHELPS arose and said he neither felt dis- | 


posed, nor thought it necessary, to prolong the dis- 
cussion, but felt it to be his duty to say afew words. 
The distinction between the case of Maine to which 
the Senator from New Hampshire had alluded, and 
that then before them was this—that the State of 
Maine was, in the course attributed to her, defend- 
ing her territory from the unjust pretensions of a 
foreign power, whilst that of New Hampshire, in 
this case, was asserting its jurisdiction against the 
opposition of its own citizens, That was the im- 
portant distinction to which he desired to call the 
attention of the Senator. Now, here he might he 
permitted to remark that the bill before them had 

een framed on the strength of the report made to 
the Elouse of Representatives in 1839. That report 
took substantially the same views as he (Mr. P.) 
had already expressed; but recommended a payment 
of the claim of the State of New Hampshire, on the 
ground that the award of the King of the Nether- 
lands interfered with New Hampshire in the exer- 
cise of that jurisdiction. 
same document alluded to by the Senator, to show 
that the award of the King of the Netherlands had 
been rejected by the Government of the United 
States before the transactions in question took place, 
and New Hampshire had been admitted to her ori- 
ginal rights and jurisdiction. It appeared from the 
report to the other House, as well as that made to 
the Legislature of New Hampshire, that down to 


the period of the award, New Hampshire had ex- | 


ercised her jurisdiction over that territory. It ap- 
peared further from the report, that the inhabitants 
of that section availed themselves of the award of 
the King of the Netherlands for their own purposes, 
Now, upon the rejection of that award, New Hamp- 
shire asserted her jurisdiction, and maintained it; 
and he was not aware that any opposition took 
place by the provincial authorities against it on that 
occasion. The opposition, he repeated, came from 
the inhabitants, not from foreigners; and that op- 
position was based on the considerations he had 
already stated. The matter, then, resolved itself 
into the simple question of restoring the territory 
and the inhabitants themselves to the jurisdiction 
of the State. 

The gentleman had adverted to the fact that per- 
sons assuming to be officers of the Canadian Gov- 
ernment had appeared there, acting under its sanc- 
tion; but he thought the Senator would agree with 
him that those persons had never been authorized 
by the Canadian authorities, but that they were 
then engaged in a proceeding got up for the pur- 
pose of carrying out their projects of opposition 
against all jurisdiction, whether of New Hamp- 
shire or Canada. It was stated in the report that 
the opposition was got up by an individual who 


He would refer to the | 


[i have arisen from that fact. 


|| ment, and who attempted to exercise authority on 


that ground. He was not disposed to prolong the 
matter; but he wished—what it was in the power 
of the Senator te procure—that all the documents 
relating to the case shall be before them, including 
those accompanying the report made to the House 
of Representatives in 1839. He was not disposed 
to take up the time of the Senate by any length- 
ened argument, but merely to call the attention of 
the geneman to the simple question whether it 
was the duty of Government to take upon itself the 
decision of the matter. If so, it could be the duty 
of Government, when other cases of the kind came 
up, to pass upon them too. 

Mr. ATHERTON, in reply, observed that it 
was his belief that the person who was the mover 
and principal instigator of the opposition had a 
commission trom the Government of Lower Cana- 
da. Hie believed that to be a fact; but whether he 
had a commission or not, he assumed the functions 
of a magistrate, and, in so doing, assumed to act 
by authority of the Canadian Government, and 
claimed jurisdiction over the territory in question. 
Vhe gentleman had not referred to the Hawn of 
Lower Canada. He had passed over entirely the 
papers filed in the office of the Secretary of State, 
containing charges made by direction of the Gov- 
emor of Canada against New Hampshire. These 
charges, among others, were, that the territory of 
| Canada had been invaded; that military forces 
were stationed on it; and that the jurisdiction of 
that State was extended over it. hese charges 
were deliberately and solemnly made, Tow, then, 
could it be said by the Senator that the British 
authorities did net claim to exercise jurisdiction 
there? 

Mr. PHELPS replied that he would, if the Sen- 
ator allowed Jian, hs ees to that point. On refer- 
ring to the report made to the Legislature of New 
Uiuupshire on that subject, [from which he read an 
| extract] he found it asserted that New Hampshire 
had claimed jurisdiction over that territory at the 
; period of the award of the King of the Netherlands; 
| that very soon after the rejection of the award, some 
mischievous and reckless individual, such as are 
too often found among a border population, started 
up, claiming to be a magistrate of Lower Canada, 
and to exercise entire authority under that Gov- 
ernment, to whieh he pretended the territory be- 
longed. "This authority was exercised in different 
ways—such as the issuing of warrants, and the 
calling upon the inhabitants to assemble in a 
school-house, for (he purpose of resisting the Gov- 
ernment of New Hampshire. Now, that was the 
only proof of an attempt, on the part of the Cana- 
dian authorities, lo exercise jurisdiction over that 
territory. 

Mr, ATHERTON said, in reply to the Senator 
from Vermont, that whether a commission really 
| was or was not given by the Canadian Govern- 
| ment to that individual, could not possibly in any 

way affect the question. Certain it was, that juris- 
i diction was claimed by the Canadian authorities, 
| for the difficulty under consideration could only 
žut there was another 
i fact to which the Senator had not referred—name- 
; Ly, that an officer from Canada had come upon the 
| territory, and had arrested an American citizen, 


| 


1; who was in turn rescued by the citizens of New 


! Hampshire. Well, it was necessary for New 


i| Hampshire to provide a military guard, in order to 


| protect that person. Certainly they could not 
allow their citizens to be carried out of the State 
into Canada. It was their duty, and also the duty 
of the United States, to sustain the action of New 
Hampshire. He would again say that, in refer- 
ring to the documents bearing on the case, the 
Senator [Mr. Purtrs] had not noticed those which 
clearly showed that the British authorities did 
complain against the State of New Hampshire for 
maintaining troops in, and effecting a military oc- 
cupation of, that territory. 

Mr. MANGUM. I move that the bill be laid 
on the table; and on that question I ask the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. DAVIS expressed a wish for time to ex- 
amine the question before he could vote for or 
against the bill. He found two respectable Sen- 


i 
H 
i 


venture to give his judgment without more con- 
sideration. 

It was then suggested that the question be post- 
} poned for the present, 


j ators taking opposite grounds, and he could not | 


t 
i 


the slightest’ 
objection to the Senator’s naming a future day for 
its action on the bill, in order that it might be fully 
understood. wie aes 

Mr. MANGUM said he could only withdraw 
his motion, having demanded the yeas and nays, 
by the unanimous consent of the Senate. -If such 
was the sense of the Senate, he would withdraw it. 

The motion to lay on the table being with- 
drawn— 

After a few words from Mr. ATHERTON, the 
subject was postponed to this day week. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time had. elapsed, (during which 
several nominations were confirmed,) the doors 
were re-opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
į Monvay, January 12, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose and inquired of the 
Chair whether it appeared that the bill introduced 
by him on Saturday, in relation to Virginia claims, 
had been ordered to be printed ? ar 

The Clerk stated (through the Chair) that the 
printing had been ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced that the regular 
business would be the call of the States for peti- 
tions. 

THE NATIONAL DEFENCES. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH rose and said, that as 
to-day was petition day, but as that order of busi- 
ness would probably be set aside for the purpose 
of resuming the discussion in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, he would ask 
leave at this time to present certain papers in the 
form of a memorial, connected with the defences 
of the country. 

The SPEAKER said that it could only be done 
by general consent. 

Mr. SMITH presumed, he said, that there 
would be no objection. 

But objections were made. ` PENS 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the States 
in their order for i 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


, And they were presented by the following mem- 
bers: 

From Maine: Mr. DUNLAP. 

Trom New Hampshire: Mr. NORRIS. , 

(Mr. NORRIS introduced resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, re- 
commending a modification of the post office law 
so that newspapers may pass through the mail, in 
the State in which they are printed, free of postage; 
and instructing their Senators, and requesting their 
Representatives, to use their influence to procure 
such modification.] 

From Massachusetts: Messrs. ROCKWELL, 
ADAMS, ASHMUN, and ABBOTT. 


TEXAS. 


[Amongst a number of other petitions, Mr. AD- 
AMS presented one from citizens of North Caro- 
lina, praying that Texas might. not be admitted 
into the Union as‘a slave State.] eae 

_ Mr. CULVER called for thé reading of the pe- 
tition. : ` 

And it was read. It is confined simply to the 
prayer abovementioned. 

_Mr. GRAHAM called for the reading of the 
signatures. 

They were read, and afterwards examined criti- 
cally by Mr. G. And, on his motion, the petition 
was laid on the table. : í 


MAIL TO THE PACIFIC. 
Mr. ADAMS, by way of episode, (he. said,) 


; presented the petition of Charles Fletcher, request- 


ing the establishment of a mail route tothe Pacific: 
referred, on motion of Mr. A., to the Committée 
on the Post Office and Post Roads: 2.05: 
From Rhode Island: Mr. ARNOLD: 
OREGON. ; 


Without proceeding further in the call of the 


| States, (a motion therefor having been. submitted 
by Mr. DANIEL, and agreed to,) the House again 


resolved itself into Committee.of the Whole on the 
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‘state “of the Union, Mr. Tissarrs in the -chair, 


and resumed the consideration of the joint resolu* 4} 


“ton heretofore reported from the Committee on 
Foreign. Affairs, for giving twelve months’ notice 
to Great Britain of. the. termination of the conven- 
tion of the’6th: of August, 1827, respecting the ter- 
ritory of Oregon. 
- Mr. TOOMBS was entitled to the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee during the allotted hour. 
He said, that-he had listened with attention and 
interest to the progress of the debate; for, intend- 
ing to record. Jis opinion on the subject, he had 
endeavored to get a knowledge of it from all ac- 
cessible sources, There were but two questions 
which.. presented themselves: for consideration : 
First, what were our rights in Oregon? And, 
second, was it expedient now to assert, or rather 
to begin to assert them, by terminating the con- 
vention of 1818? All the other questions which 
had been presented were merely incidental and 
subordinate, although such great importance had 
heen attempted to be given them during the course 
of the present discussion. They were all second- 
ary, and should be so treated. . From the course 
of this. debate, any one previously unacquainted 
with the subject of discussion would have supposed 
that the House of Representatives was engaged in 
debating the question of peace or war; for all 
those gentlemen who had opposed giving the pro- 
posed notice had treated the question in that light. 
his was. an adroit move, and. gave them a great 
advantage as well here-as out of doors. ‘The pub- 
lic press, that potent engine of public opinion, had 
joined them in the ery for peace, Mr. T. was 
for peace—for honorable peace, Peace—honorable 
par an the mother of all the virtues and all the 
hopes of mankind, and was the efficient promoter 
of the progress of human civilization; but dishon- 
orable peace was worse than war—it was the worst 
of all evils. No man would go further than he to 


maintain an honorable peace. But in this discus- | 


sion there was one question which seemed to him 
to have been greatly overlooked, and it was this: 
What is an honorable peace? Mr. ‘I’. would first 
define what he considered it to be, and then on that 
ground would take his stand. An honorable 
peace, then, was such a peace as could be main- 
tained without the surrender of clear, unquestion- 
able, and important national rights. ‘To maintain 
such a peace, he would go as far as he who went 
farthest. And, further, he would not give just of- 
fence to any; but neither clamorers within that 
Hall nor without that. Hall, nor the ten thousand 
of British cannon, which were floating on ever 
wave or mounted on every continent and island, 
should influence him in the decision of a question 
like this; nor ought they, in -his opinion, to exert 
the slightest infiuence on any man chosen as a 
representative ofthe American people, and honored 
by them with a seat on that floor. 

The time had been when inactivity was master- 
ly; it was not so now, That time was past—when 
and how, it was bootless now to tell. He left it to 
our enemies, or rather, he would say, to our adver- 
saries in this mattet, to seek out and to profit by 
our blunders.” "Ihe present position of affairs must 
form the basis of the action of the House. The 
current of events’ had brought us into a defile, 
where, if we could not with safety advance, we 
certainly could not retreat with honor, A masterly 
activity alone could relieve us in such a crisis. 

What ought it to be? That was the momentous 

uestion now presented to the American Congress. 

erhaps.the fate of an empire might be suspended 
upon it. We must. decide it now, and decide it for 
future ages ‘and for unborn millions. Let the com- 
mittee, then, endeavor to elevate themselves to the 
true magnitude of this question; and let them en- 
deavor to repress that intense sectional feeling 
which looked only to the attainment of sectional 
power; and let them. bring whatever of wisdom 
and of patriotism they could command to the con- 
sideration of a question so-deeply affecting the wel- 
fare of our common country. ` If they approached 
the question in this spirit, they might console them- 
selves in the possession of a conscience void of of- 
fence toward God and toward man. i 

Mr. T. had no reproaches to cast, no complaints 
to make, anywhere. He looked upon this as a 
national question. We were all embarked in the 

same ship, and we ought all to make common cause 
when it was threatened with danger. We were 
watched in every traverse of our course by a sleep- 
less and a powerful adversary. i 


Under these circumstances Mr. T. would speak 
out; and he now declared it to be his opinion that 
we ought, in some form, to terminate the existing 
convention of joint occupancy in Oregon. 

As to the question of title, he did not know that 


He might content himself with the admission which 
had been made by gentlemen all round the House, 
that our title was good up to 54° 40’. But he should 
waive that advantage, and plant himself only on 


some reason or other, seemed to be fearful of touch- 


in Oregon; they contented themselves for the most 
part with saying that they went as far as 54° 40. 
Mr. T. would go as far as that too, if he thought 


clear to his mind that our title was unexceptionable 
up to that parallel. No man could sustain our claim 


point of priority of discovery, apart from coloniza- 
tion and settlement. If priority of discovery sim- 
ply and exclusively gave a right to the country dis- 
covered, then most certainly we were entitled to the 
possession of Oregon up to 549 40’; but Mr. T. 
knew of no rule of international law which de- 
clared that discovery alone conferred a perfect title. 


of the Columbia river was the Spanish tide, and 
the Spanish title only. That portion of the coast 
had been discovered as carly as 1592 by Spanish 
navigators and expeditions of Spanish explorers. 
In 1775 and 1776 a thorough exploration had been 
made of that part of the shores of the Pacific, and 
Spain had all thatamount of title which discovery 
could give; but she had no more. 

Now, looking through the whole course of ne- 
gotiation between ourselves and Great Britain on 
this Oregon question, it would be found that no 
one American negotiator had attempted to set up 
any other than the Spanish title, based on discov- 
ery. It was true that the British negotiators had 
been careful to say but little with respect to the 
goodness of their title on the ground of discovery; 


, Astoria were Intrusions. 


in fact, by the laws of nations they had none. It 
was true they asserted that their navigators had 
discovered the coast, but others had discovered it 
long before them. They rested on the voyage of 
Cook in 1778, and then on that of Vancouver at a 
later date; but these celebrated navigators had dis- 
covered only what the Spaniards had discovered 
two hundred years before. The British batteries 
were not mainly directed against the right of dis- 
covery, because on that point we had the advan- 
tage of them. The discoveries of Captain Gray, 
who had not only found the mouth of the river, 
but ascended it for a considerable distance, and 
the discovery by Lewis and Clarke on the various 
branches of the river, gave us the right to the whole 
country drained by the Columbia and its tributa- 
ries, provided the establishment at Astoria amount- 
ed under the law of nations to an act of coloniza- 
tion and setilement. These rights possessed by 
us in 1818 had been preserved to us by the con- 
vention of joint occupation then entered into. 
That was one very good thing, and he believed it 
was the only good thing which that convention 
had done for us. If, however, the Spanish title 
from discovery was good, then the settlement at 
Astoria was oleatly an act of violation: for two bad 
titles did not make one good one. In Mr. T.’s 
estimation contradictory titles which conflicted with 
each other could not both be pleaded and admitted as 
valid: if the Spanish title by discovery to the shores 
on the Northwest was good, then the discovery of 
Captain Gray and the subsequent settlement at 
But Mr. T. held that the 
Spanish title by discovery was not good; it gave 
to Spain at the utmost but an inchoate right, to be 
perfected by subsequent settlement, but Spain did 
not settle what she had discovered. Our title, on 
the contrary, consisting both of discovery and sub- 
sequent settlement, was undoubtedly good to all of 
Oregon south of the Columbia river: as far south 
as the southernmost branch of that stream; and 
this branch extended, as he believed, as far down 
as latitude 43°, or even 42°. 

It was difficult to tell, when the title of two dif- 
ferent countries rested on vague and imperfect ac- 
counts of early voyages often conflicting with each 
other, where the boundary of one began and that 
of the other ended. The boundary between them 
must necessarily be a matter of compromise. Such 
difficulties had formerly been causes of war, and 


he entirely agreed with any one who had spoken. | 


that which he believed to be truth. Gentlemen, for || 


ing the question as to what were actually our rights | 


he could do it fairly and honestly. But it was not | 


as far as 549 40’, unless he rested on the simple | 


| Our tide to all that portion of Oregon lying north | 


| the boundary between conflicting countries had in 
|: most cases been established by the sword. There 
ii was no settled rule in the law of nations which 
|i would apply to every case., The general rule upon 
if the subject, viz.: that a nation first discovering the 
mouth ofa river was entitled to all that portion of 
the country drained by such river and its branch- 
es, was more generally admitted than any other, 
| and, under that rule, we were clearly entitled to all 
{| that portion of Oregon drained by the Columbia 
and its tributaries. 

|| What was the British title? Setting aside the 
Spanish title as imperfect, and estimating the Brit- 
i ish discoveries on Fraser’s river, she was entitled. 
to that portion of the country. She was entitled . 
i to colonize it. Butneither England nor the United 
States had bettered their respective titles since the 
treaty of 1818. The only reason, then, given for 
continuing the convention, viz. that if the conven- 
tion continued we should obtain Oregon by settle- 
ment, amounted to nothing. We might pour into 
that region an incessant tide of emigrants until we 
should have covered the soil with our people; we 
might fill it with towns and villages; erect palaces 
of government; raise temples to justice and to the 
living God; but we should get no further title there- 
by to the country than we had previous to the title 
of joint occupancy. Our rights would stand just 
where they had stood in 1818. Such an occupa- 
tion might indeed increase our difficulties, and it 
might put us into a position in which we would 
more readily plunder the country or take it by 
force, It might render somewhat more clear our 
| title from manifest destiny, but all we gained in 
li that way would be in derogation of our own plight- 
|| ed honor. Should we settle the country a thou- 
| sand years hence, we must still come back on the 
| question of title to the convention of 1818. 

i| The American Secretary of State had put this 
whole question on the ground insisted on by Great 
Britain, under the treaty of Nootka Sound. This 
was a sound rule both for them and for us. We 
could get nothing, even by manifest destiny, from 
the settlement of the country, unless by violation 
of our plighted honor. 

There was another point which he would no- 
tice, and respecting which he might differ from 
i| many other gentlemen, and that was as to our title 
by contiguity. Here Mr. T. was but imperfectly 
heard by the reporter, but he was understood to 
say that he did not condemn the Executive for 
proposing to the commissioner the parallel of 499; 
on the contrary, he approved of that offer, and 
thought it ought to have been made, as the nearest 
practicable approximation to the rights of the par- 
ties. ‘The British rested on the treaty of Nootka 
Sound, but they themselves admitted that by that 
treaty they acquired only qualified rights, Spain, 
in the convention of Nootka, could convey to ling- 
land no better title than she had, which amount- 
ed to nothing, never having been perfected. Tt 
might do very well for us now to talk about the 
Spanish title, and magnify itinto great importance; 
but in 1818, when entering into the convention of 
joint occupancy with Great Britain, we had very 
coolly overlooked it entirely, and had proposed 
to divide with Great Britain by the latitude of 49°, 
at the very moment when we were endeavoring to 
get the title of Spain, although we now insisted that 
our title was irrefragable up to 54° 40’. The Brit- 
ish title was based on their setitlement of Fraser’s 
river in 1806, and Mr. T. did not know that our 
claim from the settlement of Astoria stood on any 
higher ground: though on that question he did not 
possess sufficient information to speak very posi- 
tively. Having made this discovery and settle- 
ment on Fraser’s river, Britain claimed by the 
right of contiguity; but her claim, as respected the 
head-waters of the Columbia river, was encounter- 
ed by ours, which was clearly good. After twen- 
ty-seven years of joint occupancy, as it had some- 
times been called, by which he meant the right of 
| free ingress and egress, and the right of settlement, 
those rights became hers and ours by our consent, 
When the convention of Nootka was entered into, 
Spain possessed a title which was acknowledged 
by Russia. She had made the discoveries, but 
had not enjoyed the usufruct. Her title was good 
against England as far as 499. In 1818 we were 
in the condition both of England and of Spain, de- 
i siring only the right of trade. We then made a 
convention of joint occupation. It was a wise 
measure, and saved our rights. We were now 
prepared to colonize; the vast numbers of cur peo- 
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pie who had gone there proved this, and therefore 
Mr. T. was for terminating the joint occupancy. 

Mr. T. would inquire, before entering on the sec- 
ond branch of this subject, how this question had 
obtained such great magnitude since the last twelve 
months. On this point he was not informed. He 
believed an honorable gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ruerr] had declared to the House that 
he had voted for the Oregon bill of the last session, 
notwithstanding it contained a provision for giving 
the notice now proposed. The gentleman seemed 
then to have considered the question as of less con- 
sequence. Provided the laws of the United States 
could be extended over Oregon, and a territorial 
government established there, the gentleman would 
not stickle on this question of notice, but voted 
the bill with the notice inserted in it; but now, a 
question which then seemed to him of compara- 
tively subordinate importance, had become the 
question of questions, and, like Aaron’s rod, had 
swallowed up all the rest. Yet our rights and our 
remedies remained precisely the same now as they 
had been Iast year. We hed made an effort to 
settle our difficulties by a treaty; that effort had 
failed. The President had informed the House 
that there was no prospect that it could be hon- 
orably and successfully renewed, and therefore Mr. 
T. thought that it was time to terminate the con- 
vention for joint occupancy. 

Whether our title stopped at the Columbia river, 
or extended to 49° north, or reached up to 549 40’, 
in either case Mr. T. was in favor of giving notice, 
But he was for doing it as proposed by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Bornai he was for 
authorizing the President to give the notice to Great 
Britain whenever in his opinion such notice should 
be expedient, Such a mode of proceeding would 
be no dishonorable avoidance of responsibility by 
the House; it would give the President no more 
responsibility than he had already assumed in re- 
commending the measure. It was no evasion of 
the measure; but there were strong reasons of a} 
public nature why this mode of giving the notice 
was preferable to the other. | 

Mr. T. had been amazed that gentlemen who | 
were in favor of the notice being given should ob- 
ject to placing it in the President’s hands, unless | 
they felt no confidence in the Administration. Mr. | 
‘I. would strengthen the President, not embarrass | 
him. The foreign relations of the country had, 
by the Constitution, been committed to his hands, 
and from his position he was the best judge as to 
when and how the notice should be given. It was 
conferring on him no extraordinary power; it was 
merely carrying out a power with whick the Con- 
stitution had clothed him. In the case of the North- 
eastern boundary such a power had been exercis- 
ed, although there then had been no convention, 
and yet war had not been the consequence. When 
once the notice was given, we shouid be unshack- 
led, and we might, without dishonor, pursue any 
course which appeared to us most expedient. Mr, 
T. was not afraid of giving the President all the 
power which the Constitution consigned to his 
fanda: he was not willing to condemn the Exc- 
cutive in advance as incompetent to the duty im- 
posed upon him; and, before God, he trusted that 
the President would not give just cause of com- 
plaint in the use of the power, should it be confer- 
red. He did not believe that in the case of Texas 
the House had very clearly settled our rights in | 
the Southwest; he believed that a portion of what 
we claimed on this side the Rio del Norte had been ; 
in the actual occupany of our neighbors on the 


he wanted to know where and what our country 
was, how far it extended, and what was its boun- 
dary? He wanted to know where to put the god 
Terminus, of whom something had been heard in: 
this debate, A gentleman had said that the Roman 
god: Terminus had no feet; if so, the American 
god was very different from him, for he had not 
Only feet, but legs, and very long ones; and, being 
democratic, of course he acted up to his character 
in being a progressive god. [A laugh.] Now, a 
locomotive deity of this kind might chance to set 
his feet on some territory which would get us into 
great trouble. Our people were constantly mov- 
ing him forward, and causing him to take posses- 
sion of new soil. They had now got him as far 
as Oregon; they were settling fast in that territory, 
and were justly entitled to the enjoyment and pro- 
tection of our laws. 

This influx of our citizens into the Territory of 
Oregon, which Mr. T, employed as an argument 
why the notice should be given, had been urged 
by gentlemen on the other side as the best of rea- 
sons why itshould not be given, because it would 
of itself secure to us the possession of the country 
without giving any notice. This was the turning 
pointin the case. Mr. 'F. insisted that, by this 
flocking of our people into Oregon, we should 
acquire, in point of title only, an increase of the 
difficulty; for a question would soon arise as to 
how far Congress might dispossess American citi- 
zens, and transfer them to the jurisdiction of ano- 
ther Government; therefore, he said, let the ques- 
tion be settled now. He urged that the notice 
should be immediately given for peace’s sake. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Ruerr] had told the House that we should not 
get it by giving notice; but Mr. T. believed, on 
| the other hand, that it was the only way in which 
we could get it. We never should obtain posses- 
sion of Oregon by refusing it. The ad vancing 
wave of our enterprising population pouring over 
the mountains and filling Oregon might, indeed, 
give us power, but it gave us no rights, and would 
multiply our difficulties. The rapid settlement of 
the country was the very reason why notice should 
be given. ` Let our people know what they had to 
calculate upon. Let them understand where they 
were going to settle—whether in the United States, 
or out of them. Rapidly as they were now enter- 
ing the territory, he believed they would emigrate 
in much larger numbers if they knew that when 
they got there they could enjoy the quiet and stable 
possession of their new homes. They came with, 
the purpose of permanent settlement; they wanted 
to build houses, to bring their flocks and herds, 
to enclose and cultivate their farms, and to perform 
all the acts and enjoy all the priviloges of owners 
of the soil. But they could not do this so long as 
the very soil on which they built might the next 
year be surrendered to a foreign Government. lt 
was of primary importance that the boundaries 
of the territory should be settled as soon as pos- 
sible. 

The President had given to the House the most 
abundant reasons why the contemplated notice 
should be given. He told the House, in the first 
place, that the negotiation had failed. In this, 
however, Mr. T. did not agree with him. The 
President seemed certain that no proposition would 
probably be offered us which we ought to accept. 
Of this Mr. T. was satisfied, that none would be 
offered which the President would accept. But 
that was a matter not in the power of the House, 
butof the Executive. But, after such an assurance 


other side. By refusing to confide this power of 
giving notice to the President did not gentlemen 
say virtually that it was a blessing that the joint 
occupancy should continue? He believed that no | 
gentleman would admit that, and therefore he | 
would unshackle the President. 

Bat what were the reasons in favor of giving 
this notice? Instead of giving these, he mightin- | 
deed content himself with asking for reasons why ! 
it should not be given. J v 
not on those who were in favor of its being termi- 
nated, but on those who wished it continued, be- 
cause the laws of every country in the world ought | 
of right to extend to the utmost limits of the coun- ! 

i 
| 


try. Reasons which did not exist in 1824 did now 
exist. Our people had gone into Oregon; they | 
were now there; they were American citizens, and 
as such were entitled to the protection of the laws | 
of the United States. 

The first reason Mr. T. would state was, that | 


The burden of proof was } 


| That was not his position. 


from the official organ of the Government for con- 
ducting our foreign relations, it was time to put 
an end to the existing convention. Should such 
notice be given, it would be no reason against any 
mode of settling the difficulty. Mr. T. considered 


to us, and he would put the whole matter in the 
President’s hands. When negotiation should have 
failed, it would not exclude any other mode of pro- 
ceeding, not even the proposition of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts itself. It gave the President 
power for good, but none for evil. Mr. T. did 


! hausted, and that we must stand to our arms. 


He proposed a peace- 
| ful measure, and one that was in strict conformity 
| with the Constitution. 

| How, then, could the advocates of the notice be 
| charged with loving and seeking a war? War, he 
| believed, was not desired by any; he viewed it as 


every honorable mode of settlement as still open | 


| not, for one, believe that the argument was ex- j 
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the greatest and the most -horrible of all calamities. 
Even a war for liberty itself was rarely compensa- 
ted by the consequences. Yet the common judg- 
ment of mankind consigned to lasting infamy the 
eople who would surrender their tights and free- 
aes for the sake of a dishonorable peace... In.this 
matter, however, the question of peace or war did 
| not weigh a feather; it had nothing to do with it; 
and therefore he entreated gentlemen not to suffer 
it to weigh upon their minds in coming to a de- 
cision on the subject before them. 
In conclusion, Mr. T. observed that he had thus 
| given, with all candor and frankness, and as suc- 
cinctly as he was able, the reasons that would ac- 
tuate fim in the conclusion he should adopt. He 
would say, however, while he left to others the in- 
| fated eulogiums and the bitter denunciations to 
which it had been his task to listen, that it was 
due to candor to admit that, although he thought 
| that such denunciations were out of place here, he 
i felt, at the same time, that they had their response 
| within him. Though the feeling was one which 
| he could not approve, yet it was an American feel- 
ing, and one but too natural under the circum- 
į stances. The pent-up reoollections of the wrongs 
perpetrated by that great and haughty Power upon 
the human race would find some: outlet in words, 
That human dust which had so long been trampled 
upon in the form of subject millions defrauded of 
rights, of freedom, of property, of life itself, had 
at length found a human voice: it had. elevated 
itself on this. continent to the possession of both 
property and power; it had achieved the victory of 
equality, and its ancient wrongs were not forgotten. 
And the remembrance had constantly produced a 
secret struggling desire, felt not only in this Hall, 
but all over the country, to hurl back defiance and 
menace against our ancient enemy. ; 
Meanwhile, Georgia wanted’ peace; but she 
would not for peace sake yield either her own or 
the nation’s rights. A new career of prosperity 
was now before her; new prospects, bright and 
| fuir, opened to her vision, and lay ready for her 
grasp; and she fully appreciated her position. She 
had at length begun to avail herself of its advanta- 
ges by forming a great communicating line between 
the Atlantic and the Weste She was embarking 
in enterprises of internal improvement, and was 
beginning to provide manufactories for the employ- 
ment of her underpaid laborer. She saw nothing 
| but prosperity ahead, and peace was necessary in 
order to realize it; but still, if war must come—if 
ithad been decreed of Heaven that Oregon must 
be consecrated to liberty in the blood of the brave 
and the sufferings of the free—Georgia would-be 
found ready with her share of the offering; and, 
whatever might be her sacrifices, she would dis- 
lay a magnanimity great as the occasion and pro- 
onged as the conflict 


Mr. HAMLIN obtained the floor, but yielded 
it for a moment to 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, who gave notice. of 
an amendment which he should offer when in 
order; which was read as follows: 


“ Resolved by the Senate and. House of Representa- 
‘ tives of the United States of America in Congress 
‘ assembled, That the President of the United States 
‘be, and he hereby is, authorized to open, at such 
‘ time as he may deem expedient, a negotiation 
‘with the Government of Great. Britain for- the 
| ‘ purpose of terminating, by mutual consent, the 
‘convention which was entered into between the 
‘two Governments on the 6th of August, 1827.” 


Mr. HAMLIN resumed the floor, and address- 
ed the committee during the allotted hour.. He 
; came to the consideration of the question now pre- 

sented to them, he trusted, with a full understand- 
ing of its momentous importance, and of the mag- 
nitude of the interests that were committed to their 
|| hands to be affected for weal or for wo by the right 
| or the wrong decision of this question. `The eyes 
| of twenty millions of people were: watching their 
action here, and the hearts of twenty. millions’ of 
| freemen were beating with anxiety as to the action 
at which they were finally to arrives-and it had 
been well said by the venerable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,]} that for years that 
| were past there had not been, and: for years to 
come there would not be, a question submitted. to 
|, the American Congress equal inits moment, equal 

in its importance. ; RES : 
| Before proceeding: directly to the disevssion of 
this question, he designed:to: réfer; and in'a few 
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remarks to reply, to positions which had been 
taken by gentlemen who had preceded him in this 
debate.” And first, he: concurred most cheerfully 
and most heartily. in the sentiments. of the gentle- 
man who had immediately preceded him. in rela- 
tion to.the character and the course the debate had 
assumed, and by him it should be diverted to no 
improper direction. .-War, war, had been shouted 
within these walls and echoed over our vast coun- 
try, to react again upon this body: and by whom, 
and on what authority were these echoes sent 
abroad.through the tand? He cared not whether 
the shout came up within these. walls—whether it 
was manufactured here or elsewhere—he should 
not be diverted from his path of duty by that stale 
and senseless cry. He had heard it before, and 
upon this same subject years. ago in the other end 
of this Capitol. . When this subject was there under 
discussion, it was the same master-spirit that had 
then raised this cry of war, war, to defeat this 
measure. Why was it that gentlemen assumed | 
this position >—~a position which neither the facts 
here or elsewhere justified, and a position taken in 
order to produce a panic. Rome had her Punic war, 
but it was reserved for us to have our panie war. 

Let us examine (continued Mr. FL.) briefly the | 
position of the question before us. In 1818, a cer- | 
tain convention was entered into between the re- 
spective Governments ofthe United States and 

reat Britain, relative to the. territory upon our 
northwest coast, known as the Oregon Territory. 
That treaty was, by ils own limitations, to remain 
in force but ten years. In 1827 it was renewed | 
by atreaty which was to be terminated whenever | 
either of the two high contracting parties should 
give twelve months’ notice of their desire for it. 
And now, forsooth, because we come here in the 
way marked out by the treaty to exercise the | 
power thus specially provided for in that treaty, | 
we are to be met as the war party! I repel the | 
imputation, and I hurl it back again, (said Mr. H.) | 
Tt is that very cry in and of itself’ that tends more | 
to produce a war than any other course which can | 
be taken here. We on this side of the House are | 
the peace party. Timid counsels tend to war— | 
«fear admitted to our councils betrays like trea- 
son.” I cannot sympathize, then, with gentlemen | 
who use this argument, although they may use it | 
honestly; nor will I permit it to divert this discus- 
tion, so far as I am concerned, from its true and 
legitimate track. We ask nothing on this side of 
the Fouse but the exercise of our constitutional į 
rights—rights that are pointed out-and defined by 
the very treaty under which we are acting. And 
is it true that the exercise of these rights, as we 
propose it, is any cause of war? No, sir. “Old 
men see visions, and young men dream dreams,” 
the gentleman from Vivpinie (Mr. Hunrerptells 
us; and my word for it, it was but the dream of 
the gentleman’s waking hours when he made his | 
anti-war speech, on ‘the ground that this notice | 
was à measure designed in any way or calculated | 
to be a war measure, While with gentlemen in 
all parts of the House he most cheerfully concur- 
red that peace was to be desired above everything 
else, save the preservation of our national rights 
and our national honor, he (Mr. HH.) did not hold 
war to bean evil from which they should shrink, 
when the preservation of our national rights and 
our national honor demanded it. If we were-to be 
ideterred from exercising our constitutional rights į 
by that stale clamor, then how long would it be 
before we would be stripped of every right we do | 
possess, by inviting other Governments to aggres- | 
sions upon us? 

There was another remark to which he wished | 
to allude. . Too often within these walls, in the dis- | 
cussion of various measures, had he heard taunts | 


and reproaches; either directly or by implication, 
cast upon various sections of this Union; and when | 
they had been directed to that section where it was | 
his pride and. his-pleasure to reside, he had felt | 
them thrill along his nerves like an electric shock, | 
and the impulses of his heart had been upon his | 
lips to hurl them back again: . But time and reflec- | 
tion had chastened. these feelings, and he passed || 
them by in sorrow that they should come from the 
lips of any individual on: this. floor; and while it 
was-his glory and his pride tobe an inhabitant of 
that section whose motives. were so often ques- | 
tioned here, he had a single word to say in behalf 
of that-people. He had no objections to-interpose 
here in defence of what may have been the errors 
or'the wickedness of her politicians; but in behalf. | 


| people. 


of her citizens he had a word to say, He believed 
them to be as patriotic as any other class of citi- 
zens to be found in our Union. They had exhib- 
ited their patriotism and their valor on many a 
well-fought field. Their bones had bleached on 
many a northern hill, and'the barren sands of the 
South had drunk in their best blood. Sir, (said 
Mr. H.,) I point with pride to the North, and in- 
vite you there to witness asystem which has grown 
up with us, and which is our ornament. l point 
you to our system of free labor. Ipoint you to 
our common schools—to our churches, with their 
spires pointing towards heaven—and I glory in 
them. They are the monuments that belong to a 
people who hate the true spirit of citizens of a free 
Government. But I stop not there; I ask you to 
go with me throughout this whole broad nation, 


nion—as a monument of political grandeur tow- 
ering towards the heavens; upon which the friend 
of freedom, wherever upon our globe he may be, 


|| may gaze; around whose highest summit the sun- 


light of glory forever shines, and at whose base a 
free people reposes, and, I trust, forever will re- 
pose. So much for New England, my home; so 
much for the Union, my country. 

Mr. H. now advanced to a more direct discus- 
sion of the question. immediately before them; and 
he first asked the attention of the House to the 
duty which they, as guardians of the public weal, 
owed to themselves and to their common country. 
He called their attention to the duty which, asa 
component part of this Government, they owed to 
its citizens wherever they may be found. If there 
was a single duty which rises over, above, and 
beyond all others, it was that of the American Re- 
public to afford protection to the American citizen 
wherever he may be found upon the American 
soil. It was one of the highest duties incident to the 
charge committed to their hands; wherever our na- 
tional flag floats upon the breeze, it should be a 
certain index of ample protection to the American 
citizen in all his rights of person and of property. 
Why, is it true (asked Mr. T.) that, in the ninc- 
teenth century, under this Government, which we 
believe to be the best the world has ever seen—is 
it true that the ery, “I am an American citizen,” 
shall not be as sure a safeguard, and a pledge of 
protection, as the cry, “I am a Roman citizen,” 
was in the palmy days of Rome? It was said by 
an ancient philosopher that the Government which 
feels most sensibly, and which redresses most 
promptly, every injury visited by a foreign Power 
upon its most humble citizen, but discharged the 
duties incumbent upon it. And is it not truly so? 
‘What, in a greater degree than the strict discharge 
of its duty to its citizens, will call forth their affec- 
tions and their loyalty, and will draw them forth to 
protect the institutions and defend the standard of 
their common country in the hour of their coun- 
try’s peril? The citizen who realizes the full as- 
surance that his rights will always be defended 
with a sleepless vigilance, will, in his turn, ever be 
ready to discharge with promptness and fidelity all 
the duties that country may require of him, 

How, then, is our Government to extend that 
protection and that aid which are required from it 
to its citizens—to those wanderers to the distant 
portion of its territory westward of the Rocky 
mountains?. Sir, those citizens have been wrested 
from American soil to be tried for alleged offences 
by foreign laws. They have been dragged from 
their peaceful homes—from their own domestic 
firesides—and have been tried and held amenable 
to the laws of British provinces; and here, in the 
nineteenth century, from this stale clamor of war 
ringing in our ears, are we to stop and fold our 
arms about us, and say, ‘* We will. pause a while 
before we give this nétice—we may rouse the 
lion in his lair—England, with her chain of mili- 
tary posts around the world, may be aroused— 
and we do not precisely foresee what will be the 


now, and protection to American citizens should 
be extended wherever they are found on American 
soil; and then that flag that had been borne aloft 
in triumph in the battle and in the breeze, upon 
the ocean and upon the lakes, the emblem of pro- 


float forever over the homes of a free and happy 
That flag which now 


« So proudly drinks the morning light 
Over ocean’s wave in foreign clime, 


A symbol of our might.” 


I point you to her—I point you to the whole | 


consequences?’ No; the notice should be given | 


tection to each and to every of our citizens, will | 


This:.faithful discharge of governmental duties 
will be oné‘of the strongest arguments in favor of 
the advancement.of the principles of our own free 
Government. The feeling of every citizen that 
protection in person and property is secured to him 
by the laws and by the flag of his country, will 
serve more surely than aught else to extend and 
widen our broad domain. Let it be done, and our 
Government will pursue its onward course by its 
moral power, until it shall extend from the Isthmus 
of Darien to the frozen regions. of the North—from 
the rough, rock-bound coast of the Alantic, back 
to the gentle murmurs of the Pacific. Then, in 
the inimitable language of our own distinguished 
poet— 

« Wide shall our own free race increase, 
And wide extend the elastic chain 
That binds in everlasting peace 
State after State—a mighty train.” 

Mr. H. next proceeded to the consideration of 
this question ina commercial point of view. Ore- 
gon was ours; it belongs to us; and the question 
of title he had no disposition here to examine. It 
had been thoroughly, ably examined by those who 
are in authority, and the result has been presented 
to the American Republic. He had no disposi- 
tion to go into that examination. He should be 
well satisfied to rest himself on him who at least 
might be considered the Achilles of this question, 
in the position that our title was better than that 
of England. It was more: it was a perfect title. 
This being our territory, then, by laws and rules 
established by Great Britain herself, let them ex- 
amine carefully into its importance in a commer- 
cial point of view. They were told on another oc- 
casion within these walls that it was necessary to 
extend our public domain in the southwest for the 
purpose of securing to our country a monopoly of 
the cotton-growing interest; and the argument was 
as broad as our Union; it came home to the feel- 
ings, to the interests, and to the principles of ac- 
tion of the Representatives from every section of ° 
| our country. Let them now weigh by the same 
rucs—the rules established on that occasion—the 
commercial considerations involved in this ques- 
tion. The Northern and the Middle States are 
essentially manufacturing States—the Northern 
States particularly; they are situated in a high 
latitude, under a forbidding climate, and yet they 
have the industry of their citizens, the water-pow- 
er, and the facilities given them by nature to ren- 
der them a manufacturing people: The South— 
the “sunny South’*—may grow the staple pro~ 
duce of that country; and the West may be the 
granary not only of our own couniry, but, give it 
an outlet, the granary of the world. Then, he 
said, in a commercial point of view, this matter 
came home to the feelings and the interests of eve- 
ry citizen of every section of our widely-extended 
country. The North must necessarily be the man- 
ufacturing section of this Union; let them have an 
outlet; let there be an easy mode of transportation 
and communication to the far West, and we would 
become the manufacturers almost of the world. 
The Northern and the Middle States must be that 
pòion of our Union, which will supply not only 

ndia but China, and all the Eastern portions of 
the world, with their manufactured articles. But 
he stopped not here. The matter came home 
equally to the interests of the South, because for 
the supply of those manufactured articles the South 
would be called upon for their staple, for increased 
production of that staple, which in its manufac- 
tured form is thus destined to find its way to the 
markets of the East. It was a question in which 
i the West had no right to assume a particular in- 
terest. It was a question which came home equal- 
ly to the North, the South, the Hast, and the West. 
It wasa great national question, co-extensive with 
our Union. Why, we were already opening our 
markets in the East; we have eae established 
our treaty stipulations with China; we have al- 
ready sont our cotton and manufactured goods into 
the Eastern Empire. Last year more than six 
millions of American manufactures were sent to 
the Eastern continent, and of that amount more 
than four millions of dollars is believed to have 
been of cotton goods. We have opened the Chi- 
nese market, and in opening that market, with the 
advance which commerce will give in that distant 
portion of the globe to civilization, to refinement, 
and to Christianity, we have opened a market 
which will call for untold millions of the manufac- 


i tured articles of the Northern and Middle States— 
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annually. 

Mr. H. proceeded to enlarge upon the value and 
extent of the commerce which would grow up be- 
tween the East Indies and our Pacific country, 1f 
we had possession of Oregon. The trade between 
the United States and the East Indies was already 
yey important. But it would be vastly increased 
when we should find a route for that trade overland 
to the Pacific and across that ocean to India. 
Wherever commerce went, there the lights of civ- 
ilization and Christianity would soon be found. 
Wherever the people of the East have become en- 
lightened by commercial intercourse with us, she 
would consume a vast quantity of our products, 
while they would supply us liberally with theirs. 
Who could tell what uncounted millions of manu- 


factured goods from the United States would be |! 


marketed in the East Indies? Commerce was there- 
fore deeply interested in preserving the integrity of 
our domain. y 
further if tine was allowed, and show that this 
question was one that concerned the commerce of 
the whole country, and that the whole people of 
the United States were interested in it. But he was 
limited in time, and he could not pursue the subject 
in all its details. 

He was in favor of giving this notice, as he had 
already declared. Ee was in favor of giving it now. 
For this course he would give reasons. 


viated. The gentleman who had immediately pre- 
ceded him in the debate [Mr. Toomes] preferred the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, {Mr, 
Hinzrarp,] which left it discretionary with the 
President to give the notice at such time as he might 
see fit. That would lead to serious difficulties. He 
would say that this proposition came with no good 
design, so far as he could judge of it, though he 


had no doubt of the honorable motives of the gen- || 


tleman who offered it. It would change the issue 
which ought to be made. Instead of inquiring whe- 
ther we would act and act now, we would, by this 
course, pive a discretionary power to the Exeeutive 
to act or not, and either now or at a later period. 
Some would think that. the President had acted too 
soon if he acted now, Others would think that he 
had acted too late if he postponed it, It would give 
an opportunity to many to shelter themselves from 
responsibility, and to reproach the President with 
having acted out of time, The true question was, 
whether we should give the notice now? Should 
we assume the responsibility of action, or throw it 
upon the President? That was an important ques- 
tion. Why should not we take upon ourselves the 
responsibility of action in the matter? : 
Many gentlemen wished to shift the responsi- 
bility off from themselves; and then, if the Presi- 
dent should aet promptly, they would say he was 
rash, imprudent, hasty; and if he waited for a 
while, they would say that he had let slip the 
golden moment. Why, if the subject had been 
referred to us, and if the power belonged to us, 
should we not exercise the power and give the no- 
tice at once? If there was any advantage in giving 
the notice at all, it was proper to give it at the ear- 
liest moment, without loss of time. 
give it now, in what position should we he left 
‘Phe whole subject would be suffered to take its 
chance, without an effort on our part to maintain 
our rights. He knew that it had been recommend- 
ed to us to adopt ‘a wise and masterly inactivity ” 
that was, to do nothing. He would rather call 
it masterly duplicity, or masterly dishonesty, to 
take m 
sion © 
to be known. 


the country, without suffering our object 
Fow long did gentlemen wish to 
carry on this masterly duplicity? Some of them 
had fixed a limit to it of twenty years. Sir, (said 
Mr. H.) I have a single idea on that point. We 
had to 
country. Were they to be thus encouraged to go 
there and settle, and yet not be entitled to our pro- 
tection? 1f you do not take them under your wing, 
can you expect to retain their affection? No: they 
would be faithless to themselves if they gave you 
any confidence or affection after such treatment. 


He would gladly pursue this subject | 


: First, he | 
trusted that by giving the notice, the danger of de- | 
lay and of obstruction in our councils would be ob- | 


If we did not | 


easures, in an indirect way, to get posses- | 


å our people that they might occupy that | 


s ght a mother expect the love of her | 
‘| children whom she repelled from her bosom, and 
cast out into the world without protection. it 
would be a most unnatural mother that would cast 
off her children, as we would do were we not to give 
this notice. Should we acquire a colony by this 
course of masterly dishonesty, it would make us 
the reproach of all nations. There was one thing 
in the British Government that he admired, much 
as he despised all the vaunting about her power, 
| and greatness, and glory. He admired it for one 
special quality—its care of its subjects. It gave 

rotection to its subjects all over the world, 
Vherever the subject of England might be, he was | 


British power. ‘This, in his opinion, was an ex- 
ample worthy of imitation. 

He would go a step farther than the notice, and | 
i extend the protection of our laws over our citizens 
iin Oregon. If we did not, we should fall short of 
{ our duty. After doing this, he would go still fur- | 
} 
i 
I 


i ther, and create those bands of iron which were to 
| bind indissohibly together in one union the people 
of the Atlantic and the people of the Pacific. He | 
would go for a railroad across the Rocky moun- 
tains—for annihilating time and space between us 
and the inhabitants of the Pacific coast. - In a mili- 
tary point of view, this railroad would be neces- 
sary. We should be obliged, for the protection 
and defence of the country, to establish this mode 
ofeommunication. While it would afford military 
rotection for the defence of the country, it would 
De the means of creating a vast trade between the | 


i| would, by means o 
be soon able to create immense commercial depôts 
j We could make voy- 
ij ages to the East Indies in half the time that Great | 


I! Britain could. Our manufactures would thus com- 


competition; and thus they would become estab- 
lj lished on a firm foundation, without the aid of a 
| black tariff to maintain them. He had always op- 
| posed internal improvements by the General Gov- | 
| ernment; but he would adopt this improvement as 
| a military work—one necessary for the public de- | 
i fence, though it would be used for civil and com- 


| 
i mercial purposes. Should the United States delay | 
‘todo their duty to their citizens in Oregon, the | 
, British Government would avail themselves of the | 
delay to take measures for securing the territory | 
to her subjects, Great Britain had already, by | 
force and fraud, covered the world with more than | 
a hundred colonies. 
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ally, or opposed to as a foe. ‘The history of India 
would tell the whole story. In the year 1600, 
during the reign of Queen Elizabeth, a charter for 
commercial purposes was granted to some private | 
trading adventurers, ‘This company have spread | 
death and desolation over the Mast. Under War- | 
ren Hastings every crime, every species of perfidy | 
and cruelty and rapine was perpetrated for the 
acquisition of territory and of wealth by the com- 
pany. So fearful and prodigious was his rapacity 
and cruelty, that he became the theme of univer- 
sal execration by orators and poets. It had been 
remarked, in one of the invectives against him, 
4 that when some wretch, laden with horrid crimes 
4 without a name, should stalk through earth, and 
we want curses for him— 


« We'd torture thought to curse the wretch ; 
And then, to damn him most supreme, 
We'd call him Hastings.” 

Tt would be easy to run a parallel between the 
East India Company and the Hudson Bay Cor- | 
pany. lt would show us the necessity of taking | 
hold of this matter in due time, and of giving this 
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covered with the protection of British laws and |) 


i| even if she is not there now. 


| our early action upon it. 
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was stamped with infamy. He called the atten- 
tion of the ‘committee to these: facts, inorder to 
show that unless we gave the notice, the Hudson 
Bay Company, which was formed upon principles 
akin to that`in the East, would, by gradual en- 
croachments, become possessed: of all the strong 
positions in Oregon, and be more difficult to dis- 
lodge. We might, as he said again, find a parallel 
in their progress to the corporation that has so 
long oppressed and devastated the East. By what 
walters were the Hudson Bay Company. originally 
bounded? By those waters that emptied into Hud- 
son’s bay. ‘But still that company had, by virtue 
of a connexion with the Northwestern Company, 
stretched across to the Pacific. It was the policy 
of Great Britain to plant and maintain colonies; 


l| and one of the modes of doing it was to operate 


through chartered companies. This policy she 
was now applying to the Territory of Oregon; and 
it would succeed there as well as it had done else- 
where, unless we should interfere in behalf of our 
settlers to protect them, and give the notice of the 
termination of the joint convention. leas 

No longer ago than the year 1790, the British 
Government claimed the right to make settlements 
on the Pacific coast, north of the Spann settle- 
menis, Delay had taken place on the other side, 
and the encroachments of Great Britain were not 
observed. At length Great Britain had not only 
made settlements above the oldest. Spanish settle- 
ments, but also far below them, and had now 
come down to the Columbia river. Originally her 
territorial pretensions were only to points beyond 
the old Spanish settlements; but soon she would 
come down to forty-seven. - 

[A member here said, She is nearly there now.] 

Yes, sir, (said Mr. H.,) she will soon be there, 
What, then, can be 
gained by delaying the notice, which is the only 
means by which we can arrest her progress? 

While gentlemen talked of war, which only ex- 
isted in the visions of old men, or the dreams of 
young ones—while this bugbear was held up, we 
were losing the opportunity to secure for our- 
selves and our children this most important and 
valuable country. What now would arise, was 
only an inference on the part of these gentlemen. 
They had not shown how it would arise: They 
had not shown us the modus operandi. But we 
well knew that the British pretensions would be 
strengthened by our eternal delay. The longer 
we delayed the notice, the more arrogant would 
the British pretensions become. _ One point more. 
Our old men, the gentleman from Virginia says, 
see visions, our young men dream dreams. He 
was not old, and he could see visions; and the 
dreams he left to the gentleman from Virginia. 
Let those who dreamed imagine that a war will 
arise from our assertion of our rights; he did not 
believe it. But the vision he saw was that of a 
populous and enterprising State on the slope of the 
Pacific, with manufactures, and commerce, and 
navigation. The waters rushing down to the Pa- 
cific would turn thousands of wheels and spindles. 
Our people would move to that region, and carry 
with them all their arts and skill in all the various 
branches of manufactures which we have estab- 
lished in this region. In due time they will supply 
a large portion of America, as well as Asia, with 
their fabrics. 

It would not be long before ‘our settlements 
would extend down tothe Mexican boundary. 
He appealed to gentlemen from the South to come 
up to the rescue, and avail themselves of this fair 
opportunity to obtain Oregon. He asked their 
attention to the position we occupied before the 
American people and the world, in regard to this 
subject, and assured them that for us. there was no 
retreat from the responsibility of this act, without 
incurring the just reproach ‘of the people of the 
United States, and, indeed, of the whole world. 
The Executive had presented his views to Con- 
gress, and had recommended to us the passage of 
the measure now before us. He had asked for 
The stale cry of war 
ought not to prevent us from: discharging’ this 
duty; and if we should falter in performing it, we 
should be branded as-unfaithful to.our trust..."Phe 
Executive had laid before ais a, statement of our 
| just claims, showing that: they hada solid and 
| stable. basis. The whole world would‘ be con- 


American Congress ‘be found slow-to defend and 


assert them?. He (Mr: H.) would appeal again to 
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the South, and to the spirit of their fathers—of 
Sumter, Marion, and Pinckney—and call upon 
them to come up to this duty of defending our soil. 
Should fear of consequerices prevent us from vindi- 
cating our rights from foreign aggression? - Should 
the horrors of war deter them from pursuing their 
line- of duty? Will they not come up-to the strug- 
gle, if need be, and. like “reapers descend to the 
‘harvest of death?” . True, the South has peculiar 
interests that would be hazarded in a war; but has 
not the whole Atlantic border a deep stake in the 
continuance of. peace? . We, sir, in the northeast 
havs an extensive commerce. Our ships are found | 
ih every sea, and we have cities on the seaboard 
exposed to the assaults of an enemy. But, sir, we 
are willing to hazard everything in the defence of | 
our country, and to lay all our wealth as an offer- 
ing on the altar of the public safety, But who 
can believe, sir, that England will go to war be- 
cause we do an act that we are entitled to do by 
treaty stipulations? This was too absurd an idea 
to be for a moment entertained by any one. 
. But there was another view of the subject. He 
did not pretend to be a wizzard, nor to foretell future 
events; but coming events sometimes cast their 
shadows before them. Judging of the future by | 
the past, he would say that the moral force of our | 
institutions would spread themselves over every | 
portion of this continent. Their progress was as 
certain as destiny. He could not be mistaken in 
the idea that our flag was destined to shed its lustre | 
over every hill and plain on the Pacific slope, and 
on every stream that mingles with the Pacific. 
‘What would monarchical institutions do—what 
would tyrants do—in this age of improvement— 
this age of steam and of lightning? The still small | 
voice in our legislative halls and seminaries of 
learning would soon be reéchoed in distant lands. | 
Should we fold our hands and refuse, under all | 
these circumstances, to discharge our duty? 
let us march steadily up to this duty, and discharge ; 
it like men: 
« And the gun of our nation’s natal day, 
At the rise and set of sun, 
Shall boom from the far northeast away 
To the vales of Oregon; 
And ships on the seashore Inf! and tack, 
And send the peal of triumph back. ?”? 


The committee then rose and reported. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committtee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported corect the ‘* Bill to repeal the 
“act which abolished the office of one of the In- 
‘ spectors-General of the army, and to revive and 
‘ establish said office.” 

Mr, WHEATON, from the same committee, 
reported correct the ‘* Act to continue the office of 
the Commissioner of Pensions,” and the act for 
the relief of James Bogardus. 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dickens, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill entitled “An act 
‘for the relief of David T. Williamson, of Pope 
‘ county, State of Arkansas.” 


AMERICAN SETTLERS IN OREGON. 


Mr. DOUGLASS rose and said that he wished | 
to submit.a motion which he supposed would meet 
with unanimous concurrence, inasmuch as it would 
remove the obstacles which would otherwise pre- | 
sent themselves to-morrow to the continuation of 
the debate which had been going on for some days 
on the resolution of notice. 

The House would recollect that the bill which 


p + a . i 
he had some time since reported from the Commit- 


No; ji 


The House refused to suspend the rules, 
But forthwith adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvurspar, January 13, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting information called for by the resolution of the 
Senate in relation to the mineral lands in the State 


i of Illinois. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. CASS presented the memorial of the Na- 

tional Institute for the Promotion of Science, 
x 

Feraye the expenses incident to the custody and 

preservation of the property committed to their 

charge; which was referred to the Committee on 

the Library. 

Mr. C. also presented a remonstrance of citi- 
zens of Michigan, against the admission of Texas 
into the Union asa slave State; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. C. further presented the petition of Deliver- 
ance Slasson, a revolutionary soldier, praying an 
increase of his pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented the memorial of Wil- 
| lam R. B. Gale, praying compensation for his ser- 
vices as bearer of despatches from the American 
consulate at Tunis to the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forcign Relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a 
memorial of citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, 
praying that States hereafter applying for admis- 
| sion into the Union be required by law to make a 
declaration of their assent to certain principles con- 
tained in the Declaration of Independence; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr, J. also presented the petition of Hector Per- 
kins, praying to be allowed arrears of pension; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GREENE presented the petition of James 
Updike, an officer in the revolutionary army, pray- 
| ing a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the memorial 
of Simeon Hubbard, in behalf of Cooper Poly reen, 
a musician in the revolutionary army, praying that 
he may be allowed bounty land in remuneration of 
his revolutionary services; which was referred to 
the Commitice on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of Vermont, directing their Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress to use their 
exertions to obtain authority from the Government 
for the delivery of the cannon taken from the ene- 
my at the batle of Bennington, in 1777, to be de- 
posited in the State-house of said State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Cadwal- 
lader Wallace, praying compensation for certain 
outstanding Virginia military bounty land war- 
rants; which, on his motion, was ordered to be 
pma and referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 


H 
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NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. MILLER gave notice of his intention, by 
leave of the Senate, to introduce a bill explanatory 
of the 4th section of “An act making appropria- 
‘tions. for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
‘Government for the ycar ending the 30th day of 


tee on the Territories, “to protect the rights of 
American settlers in the Territory of Oregon, until | 
the termination of the joint occupation of the 
same,” had been. made the special order for to- 
morrow. The committee were of opinion, so he 


believed was the Efouse, that this discussion, as it || 
And for that |) 


had conimenced, had better go on. 
purpose, and with a view that certain slight alter- 
ations might-be made in the bill, he would move 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union be discharged from the consideration a 
present of that bill, and that it be recommitted to 
the Committee on the Territories. 
The motion was unanimously agreed to. 


COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 


ht 
fi 
i 

| 
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Mr. WICK, leave having been denied, moved | 


| 


a suspension of the rules, to enable him to introduce 
a resolution giving the use of the Hall, on the even- 
ing of the 20th instant, to the Colonization Society. || 


‘June, 1846, and for other purposes,” approved 
3d March, 1845. 

Also, ‘A bill to incorporate the Columbian Mu- 
tual Fire Insurance Company.” 

Mr. BAGBY gave notice of his intention, by 
leave of the Senate, to introduce a joint resolution 
to amend the Constitution in relation to the election 
of President and Vice President of the United 


li 


ernment. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the memorial of 
citizens of Eastern Pennsylvania, asking that the 
independence of the colony of Liberia might be ac- 
knowledged by the United States, asked that said 
committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject, and that the memorial be laid 
upon the table; which, on motion, was agreed to. 


aying that an appropriation may be made for- 


States, and other officers under the Federal Gov- || 


Mr 
Affair 


SPEIGHT, from the Committee on Military 
sato whom was referred the communication 
| from-the Secretary of War made on the 12th in- 
stant, asked that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject, and that 
the communication be laid upon the table; which, 
on motion to that effect, was so ordered. 
~ Mr. S. also, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
‘reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to cause an examination to be made of the 
public lands subject to the overflowing of the Mis- 
sissippi river between Memphis and Vicksburg, 
with an estimate of the probable amount required to 
protect them from such overflow, and the quantity 
of lands which will thereby become saleable; and re- 
porta plan for such protection, if practicable, at the 
present session of Congress, or at an early day of 
the next session. 

The resolution lies over. 

Mr. PENNY BACKER, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Pierre Menard and 
others, sureties of Felix St. Vrain, late Indian agent, 
deceased, reported the same without amendment, 
and submitted a special report on the subject; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Da- 
vid D. Porter, in behalf of Evelina Porter, for a 
pension, made an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee 
on Claims, to whom was referred the bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Wm. D. Chee- 
ver, deceased, reported the same with amendment, 
and submitted a special report on the subject; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTIONS FOR THE MONUMENT TO 
WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BENTON said that some days ago, when 
the resolutions from the House of Representatives 
in relation to the erection of a monument to General 
Washington was before the Senate, he made ob- 
jections to it on acccount of what he well knew, of 
‘his own knowledge, as to the mannner of the col- 
‘lections for that purpose in Missouri. He at that 
time confined himself to that State, because the 
| facts were within his recollection; but some person 
to him unknown had since placed in his posses- 
sion a printed report, made by the Board of Mana- 
| gers, in which was stated what had been done in 
the way of collections during the three years the 
association had then been in operation. He would 
read some of the items, for the purpose of letting 
the Senate see that, as strongly as he condemned 
the proceeding, it fell far below what he had sub- 
sequently learned; and he would ask to refer the 
document to the committee who had the resolution 
of the Louse before them, that they might see the 
consummate folly and wastefulness of thisscheme. 
He then read from the report to which he alluded 
and commenced with Masgachsetts: after three 
years, ‘no collections made.” Rhode Island : 
$145 50, $123 68 accounted for. New Hampshire: 
$116 50 collected, $4 59 accounted for, and a note 
well secured for ninety dollars, which, with five 
dollars counterfeit bank note received by him, [the 
collector,] will settle the account. Maine: $1,895 89 
collected, $1,608 97 received. Vermont: $35 50 
collected, $81 95 received. Connecticut: $1,740 36 
collected, $1,438 61 received. New York: $1,892 12 
i, collected, $1,167 21 received; ‘‘ balance due of 
$441 10, after allowing commission; books of sub- 
scription not received.” New Jersey: $1,656 92 
collected, $1,419 61 received; twenty dollars and 
fifty cents in counterfeits. Pennsylvania: $2,897 19 
collected, $2,294 24 received; balance due, $168 39. 
; Delaware: $123 40 reccived; no account rendered; 
and by another collector in that State $269 53 col- 
lected, 239 58 received. Maryland: $3,057 99 re- 
ceived; no accounts rendered. Virginia: plaoo 
received; “accounts not fully rendered.” North 
Carolina: $515 18 collected, $436 received. South 
Carolina: $720 collected, $612 received. Kentucky: 
$2,071 50 collected, $1,610 received, Ohio: $8,535 41 
collected, $5,952 24 received; <‘ balance due of $1,- 
132 86, after deducting commission, for which suit 
is. brought,” and $438 95 “ received, but books of 
subscription not yet received.” ‘Tennessee: no 
| receipts or accounts rendered. Louisiana: $701 25 
| received; ** accounts but partially rendered, show- 
| ing a collection of $561. Indiana: $340 received; 
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no accounts rendered. Ilinois: $700; no accounts 
rendered. Missouri: no regular accounts rendered. 
The collector “ acknowledges the receipt of $1,599, 
apart of which he has applied to expenses, and 
deposited the balance in the hands of individuals, 
for want of banks, subject to his order.” Alaba- 
ma:no account. Mississippi: no account render- 
ed. Florida: no account rendered. District of 
Columbia: $1,057 28 collected, $890 02 received; 
balance due, after deducting commission, $8 68;” 
‘about #450 remain to be collected from subscri- 
bers. Since the statement was made out, ten dol- 
lars have been received.” 

Mr. B. abstained from naming the agents, be- 
cause he aimed at the system, not at individuals; 
and he would only add, that he was entirely op- 
posed to giving the sanction of the Government to 
any individual, or set of individuals, on the face of 
the earth, to the sending out persons into collection 
districts for the purpose of raising funds—a sys- 
tem which would be productive of nothing more 
than ‘* a beggerly account of empty boxes.” He 
moved to refer the report to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

[A message was received from the President of 
the United States, communicating several mes- 
sages in writing, and informing the Senate that he 
has approved and signed the act repealing the act 
abolishing the office of one Inspector-General of 
the army.] 

Mr. DAYTON said thatas this was but a prelimi- 
nary matter, it was scarcely necessary to remark 
much on what had been brought before the Senate. 
It would be sufficient for him to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact, that the report from 
which the Senator from Missouri read was made 
jn 1838, and that subsequent to the date of the 
report the whole matter had been settled satisfac- 
torily to those interested in it. The report showed 
that every collector entered into a bond of five thou- 
sand dollars, conditioned for the faithful perform- 
ance of his duty; and in every instance where 
there was a failure, prosecution had ensued, and 
the money acquired, with a single exception, (in 
the State of Alabama,) where the security himself 
was utterly insolvent. He begged leave to present 
a report from Mr. George Watterston, the secre- 
tary of the association, enclosing a statement from 
the treasurer, giving a satisfactory account of the 
transactions, and showing that even the amount 
collected in Missouri had been accounted for; and 
although it had been loaned by the collector, it had 
since heen paid out of private funds. 

In connexion with this matter, he would move | 
that the letter of the secretary of this association 
be also referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr, BENTON inquired whether the money had 
been paid out of the collector’s private funds, 

Mr. DAYTON replied that the money had been | 
paid, either by the collector or in his behalf. At 
all events, the money had come into the possession 
of the association. 

The report presented by Mr. Bewron, and the 
letter presented by Mr. Dayron, were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


INTERPOSITION OF FOREIGN POWERS. 


Mr. ALLEN gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row, or on some day thereafter, ask leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution declaratory of the principle 
by which the United States will be governed in re- 
gard to the interposition of the Powers of Europe 
in the political affairs of the independent nations of 
America. 


NATIONAL ARMORY. 


Mr. TURNEY, pursuant to notice, asked, ob- 
tained leave, and introduced “a bill to establish a 
‘national armory at the Suck on the Tennessee 
‘river, in the State of Tennessee;’”? which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 


SALT, &e. 

Mr. BENTON, pursuant to notice, asked, ob- 
tained leave, and introduced “A bill to repeal the 
‘acts levying a duty on imported salt, and granting 
‘certain fishing bounties and allowances to fishing 
< vessels, in lieu of a drawback of the duties paid 
‘ on foreign salt used on fish exported;” which was | 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the following resolu- 

tion; which was agreed to: 
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Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed . to inquire whether 
any, and what, legislation by Congress is neces- 
sary to enforce the provisions of the act approved 
3d day of March, 1845. establishing a post route 
between the cities of Savannah, in the State of 
Georgia, and Charleston, in the State of South 
Carolina, by sea. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for the payment of the balance 
of certain claims ascertained and reported by the 
then agent to be due to certain persons for losses 
sustained during the Creek war. 

Mr. PHELPS presented the following resolu- 
tion; which, after a brie? explanation from Mr. 
PueLrs, to the effect that, in consequence of this 
message being communicated to the Senate just on 
the eve of the close of the session, no action had 
taken place upon it, was referred to the Printing 
Committee: 

Resolved, That the message of the President of 
the United States, communicated to the Senate the 
13th of September, 1841, in answer to a resolution 
of that body, with copies of the correspondence 
touching the origin, progress, and eoneludion of 
the late convention between the United States and 
the kingdom of Sardinia, be printed. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The bill to pay the debt due by the United States 
to'Texas, when the latter was aaindlenenitent State, 
was taken up; but, on motion of Mr. SEVIER, 
was passed over informally for the present. 

On motion of Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, the bill 
for the relief of Nathanicl Goddard was also pass- 
ed by informally, at the request of Mr. Turney, 
who desired further time to satisfy himsclf of the 
justness of the chim, 

The bil for the relief of the widow of Colonel 
William McRea was taken up, and considered as 


| in committee of the whole. 


Mr. BENTON called for the reading of the re- 
port accompanying the bill; which being ordered, 
the same was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. B. referred to the long-continued faithful ser- 
vices of the deceased, who entered the service of 
his country in the year 1791, and continued therein 
for a period of forty-one years. His life (Mr. B. 
said) was literally worn out in the public service, 
and the question now was, whether a distinction 
should be kept up between the widows of naval 


|| officers and the widows of officers of the army. 


While the navy pension fund was in existence, 

Congress was free from these applications; since 

it had been abolished, the business of naval pen- 

sions had been transferred to the Commissioner 

of Pensions, who estimated that $33,000 would be 
aid to widows during the present year. 

Mr. SEVIER said that he had not the least ob- 
jection to the passage of the bill in this particular 
case; but he feared it would be a dangerous pre- 
cedent, and that the effect of the passage of this 
bill might be to bring in the cases of all widows of 
officers during the late war with Great Britain for 
pensions for five years. 
this? If the gentleman [Mr. Bewron] had no ok- 


jection, he hoped that the consideration of the bill |) 


would be postponed for a day or two. 

No objection being made, 11 was so ordered. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that the Speaker of said 
House had signed several enrolled bills, to which 
the Vice President was requested to affix his sig- 
nature. 

The bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to effect a compromise with Mangle M. 
Quackenboss, was passed over informally; and, 
on motion of 

Mr. SPEIGHT, the Senate proceeded into Ex- 
ecutive session; and, after some time spent therein, 
the doors were opened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 13, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday having been read in 
art— 
On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the further read- 
ing thereof was dispensed with. 
And then the Journal was approved. 


Could the treasury stand | 


The SPEAKER 
tees for reports, 


INDIAN TRIBES IN TEXAS. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, reported the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to communicate to this House all the informa- 
tion in his possession touching and relating to the 
relation of this Government with the Indian tribes 
residing in the State of Texas ; what are their sup- 
posed numbers; what extent of territory do they 
occupy, giving as definitely as may be the bounda- 
ries of their country; what treaties have been made 
with said Indians, and what efforts to make trea- 
ties with the same, and what disposition to treat 
with this Government have they manifested, and 
what necessity of establishing an agency exists, 
and what, in the opinion of the department, would 
be the grade of such agency. 


The SPEAKER said that the resolution, being 
a call for information, must, by the rule, lie over 
one day. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON thought there could 
be no objection to its present adoption. 

And no objection being made, the resolution was 
considered, and, without debate, adopted. 

My. I. E. HOLMES, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made a report upon the memorial 
of the widow of Mervin P. Mix, accompanied by 
a bill to enable the Secretary of the Navy to pur- 
chase the right of using Mix’s patent manger-stop- 
per; which bill was read a first and second time, 
and committed to aCommittee of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 


proceeded to call the: commit- 


PRIVATE. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made an adverse report 
upon the petition of the heirs of Bartholomew 
Braddock; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, made areport 
upon the petition of James Hillman, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief; which bill was read a first 
and second time, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petition of Daniel Ingalls, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which bill was read 
a first and second time, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse repòrt upon the peti- 
tion of Nathan Ashley; which report was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. GOODYEAR, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Sam- 
uel Cochran and Dennis Doggert; which was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. DELANO, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petition of John L. Allen, 
Elias Carpenter, lector St. John Beetly, and Eli- 
Ma Buchanan ; which reports were laid upon the 
table, 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, made a report upon the petition of the heirs 
of William Evans, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which bill was read a first and second time, 
and committed to acommittee of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER, from the same com- 
mittee, made adverse reports upon the petitions of 
Aaron Tucker and of Andrew and John Moddrell; 
which reports were laid on the table. 


On motion. of Mr. STARK WEATHER, 
Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 
etition of Sally Thomas, the widow of Cornelius 


homas, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, made adverse reports upon 


| the petition of Eli West and Jesse Biddle; which 


reports were laid on the table. : 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of Josephine Nourse, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs: = ` i 

Mr. RELFE, from the Committese on Public 
Lands, to which the subjéct was referred, reported 
a hill granting to the States of Missouri and Ar-- 
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kansas certain alternate sections of land in and near 
the New Madrid and St. Francis river swamps, 
for the purpose of reclaiming said lands, and in- 
creasing the value of the public lands in the vicinity 
thereof, accompanied by a report in writing; which 
bill was read a first and second time, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. JAMES. B. HUNT, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill 
to apply certain alternate: sections of the public 
domain toward the..completion of works of inter- 
nal improvement in the State of Michigan, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 


Union. 
OLD INDIAN FIGHTERS. 


Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, from the select com- 
mittee appointed on the subject, reported a bill to 
extend the provisions of an act entited “An act 
t supplementary to the act for the relief of certain 
* surviving officers and soldiers of the Revolution,” 
approved the 7th June, 1832; read twice and com- 
mitted. 

The committees having been called through, 


The SPEAKER stated that the unfinished busi- |! 


ness of the morning hour would be the resolution 
in relation to the printing of Captain Fremont’s 
report, 

FALLS OF THE OHIO. 


Mr. HENLEY rose and, said that he had had 


in his possession for the last two weeks a petition |j 


raying for the construction of a canal round the 
Falis of the Ohio near Louisville. 
this petition might be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD made a suggestion, which 
was not heard, but the purport of which seemed 
to be, that if the Hlouse once began to order the 
printing of petitions, it would be difficult to say 
where it would stop. 

Mr. TBBATTS moved the reference of the pe~ 
tition to the Committee on Commerce, and that it 
be printed, 

Mr. COBB inquired of the Speaker whether the 
petition came from private individuals. 

The SPEAKER referred the gentleman to Mr. 
Henury for the information. 

Mr. COBB inquired if it was usual to print pe- 
titions, 

Mr. HENLEY, as to the first inquiry of Mr, 
Cons, explained that the petition came from citi- 
zens. And Mr. H. said he preferred a-reference to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, rather than 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A division of the question was ordered. 

And the petition was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, but the printing was re- 
fused. ‘ 

Mr, PETTIT, on leave given, presented sun- 
dry joint resolutions of the Legislature of Indiana; 
which, on-his motion, were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, the petition of J. G. Pollock, and one hun- 
dred and twenty-four. others, citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the improvement of the Maumee river; 
which was referred- to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Olinger, a revolution- 
ary soldier, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


INDIAN MISSION ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. THOMASSON rose and stated, that he had 
hitherto been: unfortunate in his efforts to obtain 
the floor, He had had in his possesssion for 
some time a petition or memorial fromthe Board 


of Managers of the Indian. Mission Association— || 


which was doing much good to the aborigines of 
this country. They were very anxious that the 
memorial should be printed. He-would have pre- 
sented it under the rule, but for the desire which 
he felt that it should be printed. 


He moved that it be. referred to the Committee |: 


on Indian Affairs, and that it be printed. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON inquired. whether 
the memorial tended to legislation, or whether it 
merely gave general information. 

Mr. THOMASSON said he thought. that the 
memorial asked for a portion of the Indian annu- 
ities to be given to certain Indian tribes west. of 
he Mississippi: river, in the ratio in which they 


He desired that |} 


are entitled to them, and complaining somewhat 
of the manner in which that fund had been dis- 
tributed. 


the question, which was ordered, 

And then the memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and was ordered to be 
printed. 

FORWARD OFFICERS. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING, on leave given, pre- 
sented a memorial of the forward officers of the 
Exploring Expedition; which, on his motion, was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, __ 

Mr. K. also presented the memorial of Captain 
Thomas Newell: referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. WOODWORTH, on leave given, pesented 


certain petitions and remonstrances. 


_ Mr. DARRAGH asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

And leave having been granted, 

Mr. D. introduced the resolution, which, after 
having been so modified by him, (at the suggest- 
ion of Mr. MeCLERNAND and Mr. THOMAS 
B. KING, as to take the form of an inquiry into 
| the expediency of the measure, instead of that of 
| positive instruction,) was adopted, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
| instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing a bill atas early a day as practicable, provi- 
ding for the appropriation of a sufficient sum of 
money to complete the marine hospital, com- 
menced on the sites owned by the United States 
near Pittsburg, in Pennsylvania, Louisville, in 
Kentucky, and Cleveland, in Ohio. 


| following resolution; which was read and agreed 
to: 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing a bill for the relief of General Hugh W. Dun- 
lap, for mustering the militia into the service of 


| a requisition made upon the Executive of Missis- 
‘ sippt by Major General Gaines. 

| Mr. WOODRUFF presented the memorial of 
| a large number of citizens of the city of New York 
| against the repeal of the act of 1837, enlarging the 
! right of pilotage into the port of New York: refer- 
i red to the Committee on Commerce. 


of the Board of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, 
relative to the improvement of the Ohio river, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into and report 
upon the application of John Bozeman, a soldier 
of the Revolution, now a citizen of Mississippi, 
to be placed on the pension roll. 

Mr. E. W. HUBARD obtained leave to intro- 
duce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Li- 
brary be instructed to inquire into and report to 
this House, at the earliest practicable time, the 
amount. of money expended on Captain Wilkes’s 
Exploring Expedition in the South Seas, and the 


and the progress and cost of those now in a course 
of publication, descriptive of the same and its 
results; and the name, number, and pay of the 
several persons engaged as superintendents and 
undertakers of said publications; and whether the 
said works have been published from the Govern- 
ment plates for the use and benefit of private indi- 
viduals; and also, the number and description of 
all works thus ee and the authority for so 
| doing. And also whether it is expedient to order 
any changes in any of said publications, or in the 
superintendents or agents of the same. 
he resolution was read and agreed to. 

_ On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, on leave, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of allowing the present Commissioner to the Sand- 
wich Islands an outfit. 

On motion of Mr. YELL, on leave, it was... 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
foirs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a national armory on the western 
waters. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked a division of į 


Mr, THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved the | 


the United States in the year 1836, in obedience to | 


On motion of Mr. DARRAGH, the memorial | 


cost of the several works which may have been, | 


Mr. €. J. INGERSOLL, on leave, introduced 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House a plan for a Consti- 
tutional Treasury, as suggested by the President’s 
Message, by supplementary provisions to the or- 
ganic act of 1789, without the unnecessary machin- 
ery and expense of the repealed sub-Treasury law, 
and with an earlier establishment of coin payments 
than proposed by the bill reported on the 19th De- 
cember of this session of Congress by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. i : 

The resolution was read, and laid over for con- 
sideration, one day, under the rule. ` 


RESOLUTIONS GENERALLY. 

The preceding resolutions had been introduced 
on leave obtained in each case, At this point— 

Mr. VINTON moved that the rules establishing 
the order of business be suspended, and that the 
States be called regularly for the presentation of 
resolutions; those giving rise to debate, if any 
such should be presented, to be laid over for con- 
sideration, according to the rules. 

This motion was adopted, two-thirds voting for 
it, 
The States were called accordingly; and a very 
large number of resolutions were moved, as fol- 
low: 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the act of Congress of April 2, 1844, 
providing for the disposition of certain goods seized 


i for breach of the revenue laws as to include boats 


of a less value than one hundred dollars. 


On motion of Mr. ROCK WELL, of Massachu- 
setts, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish this House with a statement 
showing the quantity of ‘coarse wool” unmanu- 


| factured, the value whereof at the last port or 


place whence exported to the United States is seven 
cents or under per pound, which has been import- 
edinto the United States and paid duties during the 
year ending June 30, 1845; also, during the quar- 
ter ending September 30, 1845. 

On motion of Mr. ASHMUN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings be instructed to inquire and report whataltera- 
tions can be made in the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, so as to render it suitable for the 
transaction of the public business. 

Mr. ASHMUN also moved the following reso- 
lution; and, debate arising, it was laid over under 
the rule: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency and ne- ` 
cessity of diminishing the corrupting patronage of 
the Executive of the United States. 

On motion of Mr. D. P. KING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to consider the expediency of reporting 
appropriations for the completion of the break- 
water at Sandy Bay, and for the protection of Lynn 
harbor. 

On motion of Mr. CRANSTON, it was 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
appropriations for placing proper buoys on Brent- 
ant’s Reef, near the entrance of the harbor of New- 

ort, in the State of Rhode Island; on the Middle 

round, near the Dutch Island, in Narragansett 
Bay; on Charles’s Ledge, in the Fast river; on a 
ledge of rocks half a mile from the Half Rock, in 
Narragansett Bay; and on a new shoal making off 
from the south point of Goat Island, in the harbor 
of Newport, all in said State. 

2. Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to clear out and deepen 
Providence river, to Weybassett bridge, in said 


| city, and also to clear out and deepen the harbor of 


Providence. 

On motion of Mr. E. B. HOLMES, it was 

Resolved; That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing suitable fortifications for a military 
station at or near the mouth of the Genesee river, 
in the State of New York. 

Mr. H. WHITE moved the following resolu- 
tion; and, debate arising, it was laid over under 
the rule: 
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Resolved, That a survey and estimate of a ship- 
canal from the Gulf of Mexico across the peninsu- 
la of Florida to some suitable point upon the At- 
lantic ocean, be made by the Engineer Depart- 
ment, and their report to be delivered at the ear- 
liest practicable period. 

Mr. GRIDER offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to report a bill authorizing 
the widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers, 
who were married after 1794, and before 1800, to 
draw pensions, according to the present laws upon 
the subject of pensions for the benefit of the wi- 
dows of said officers and soldiers married previous 
to 1794. 

Mr. BRODHEAD suggested that the resolution 
should be so amended as not to be imperative, but 


to direct an inquiry into the expediency of such a | 
measure. ji 
i 
f 
f 


Mr. J. Q. ADAMS said the subject had been a | 
long time before the House, and he hoped that the 
resolution would pass in the form of instructions || 
to report a bill. 

Mr. McKAY objected to the consideration of 
the resolution at this time. 

And Mr. BRINIKERELOFF indicated his inten- 
tion to debate it. | 

So the resolution lies over. 


CINCINNATI, COVINGTON, AND NEWPORT. 
Mr. TIBBATTS, on leave given, introduced a | 
bill of the following tide: “A bill making an ap- 
‘ propriation for the improvement of the harbor at | 
‘the city of Cincinnati, and the construction of a | 
‘channel-way between the same and the cities of || 
‘Covington and Newport, to render the more ac- 
‘cessible the military depét, and for the protection 
‘ofthe public property at the latter place.” 
‘The bill having been read a first time by its 
title, 
Objection was made by Mr. S. ADAMS, and 
in other quarters. | 
Whereupon the SPEAKER (Mr. Linn Born, f 
pro tem.) said that the question would be, “Shall | 
this bill be rejected?” i 
After some unimportant conversation, | 
Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays, but | 
withdrew the demand. 
Mr. STEWART renewed the demand, and the | 
yeas and nays were ordered, a 
Whereupon the question, Shall this bill be 
rejected??? was taken, and decided in the negative 
as follows: | 
YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, | 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Burt, | 
Augustus A, Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Difingham, Dobbin, Doek- 
ery, Ellsworth, Graham, Grover, Tamlin, Haral- | 
son, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Geo. S. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, James | 
H. Johnson, Joseph Jonnson, Andrew Johnson, | 
George W. Jones, Lawrence, Leake, Maclay, i| 
McClernand, McCrate, McKay, John P. Martin, | 
Barclay Martin, Moulton, Niven, Payne, Price, | 
Reid, Ritter, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- | 
son, Truman Smith, Strong, Jacob Thompson, 
Treadway, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, 
and Yost—57. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, James Black, Blanchard, 
Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Buffington, Wm. W. Camp- 
bell, Catheart, J. G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, 


|| Wood, Woodruff, Wright; 
i; —109. 


| of this House the right. 


Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cummins, Cunning- | 
ham, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Delano, į 
Dixon, Douglass, Erdman, John H. Ewing, | 
Edwin H. Ewing, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, | 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Hamp- | 
ton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, | 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- | 
son, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles | 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, | 
Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Levin, Long, Me- || 
Clean, McClelland, McDowell, McGaughey, H 
MeHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Morris, Owen, f 
Parish, Perill, Pettit, Pollock, Rathbun, Relfe, || 
Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Schenck, | 
Seaman, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, || 
Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, 
Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 


| 
i 
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Yell, and Young 
So the House decided that the bill should not be 
rejected. ` i 


And it then received its second reading. 

And, on motion, was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FREMONT’S REPORT. 

Mr. G. W. JONES offered the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and 
he hereby 1s directed to distribute the extra copies 
of Lieutenant Fremont’s report ordered to be print- 
ed by the last House amongst the members of the 
present House. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. J. demanded the previous question, 

Mr. McHIENRY submitted an inquiry, having 
reference to the order of this proceeding: under a 
motion of suspension to receive such resolutions as 
would not give rise to debate ; but the Speaker hav- 
ing explained that, under the uniform decisions of 
former years, it was in order for the mover of a 
resolution to submit a contemporaneous demand 
for the previous question, Mr. MeH. did not pur- 
sue the point of order further, but expressed the 
hope that the resolution would not be adopted. 

And the question being taken on the demand for 
the previous question, the vote stood ayes 49, noes 
43; (no quorum voting.) 

Mr. JONES demanded tellers; and they were 
appointed, 


And the question being again taken, the affirma- | 


tive vote stood ayes 89; and the noes having “ given 


| it up,” there was a second to the demand for the 


previous question, 

Mr. EWING rose to inquire whether it was in 
order to repeal a resolution of the last session by 
another resolution, by a vote of the majority of 
this Flouse? 

The CHAIR said, that was a question for the 
decision of the Honse. 


Mr. G. W. JONES desired to be informed for | 
| whose benefit these copies had been ordered to be 


printed, 
The CHAIR said, that that also was a question 


|| for the consideration of the House. 


Mr. JONES. ‘Then, sir, have the old members 


[Loud evies to order.] 

Mr. JONES, I only wish to ask a question. 

[Renewed cries to order,] 

Mr. JONES. When the Clerk of the House 
shall send these reports to the old members—— 

[Vociferous cries to order.] 

Mr. JONES. Can they frank them? 

[Cries to order.] 


The CHAIR said that all these remarks were | 


out of order. The question must be taken. 

Mr. T. B. KING. What is the question? 

The CHAIR said it was on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr, T. B. KENG said he understood that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ewixe] sup- 


posed that a resolution of this session could not | 


repeal a resolution of the last Congress 

The CHAIR said debate was not in order. 

Mr. 'T. B. KING. Unless we give the members 
of the last Congress the franking privilege, they 
would only have the copies to sell or distribute. 

{Cries to order. 

The CHAIR said the gentleman was notin order 
in debating the question. 

Mr. SCHIENCK said he rose, not to debate, 
but to make an inquiry. He had not distinctly 
heard the reading of the resolution. He desired 


to know whether there was anything in it to prevent | 


the next Congress from giving to themselves what- 
ever documents this Congress might have ordered, 
but which might not have been received. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire |! 


the resolution to be read? 

Mr. SCHENCK said he did. 

So the resolution. was again read. 

Mr. SCHENCK. There is nothing in it to 
prevent the next Congress from taking our docu- 
ments. ` 


The CHAIR interposed to order. 


Mr. T. B. KING rose and addressed the Chair. | 


The SPEAKER said it was out of order 

Mr. KING said he knew that—— 

The SPEAKER. To discuss the resolution in 
any form; and the Chair has to inform the gentle- 


man from Georgia, [Mr. Kina,] and all other mem- 
bers, that the rule must be enforced. 

Mr. RATHBUN demanded the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the resolution.” : 

Mr. W. HUNT moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. : 

Mr. SCHENCK said he wished to ask the gen- 
tleman who had demanded the previous question 
to withdraw it, with a view to admit such a modi- 
fication of the resolution as would enable the next 
Congress to take any mileage that might be left-——— 

The CHAIR said this was all out of order. 

| Whereupon Mr. Scuencx sat down: 
Mr. HAMLIN demanded the yeas and nays on 
‘| the motion of Mr. W. Hunt that the resolution be 
laid on the table; which were ordered, and, being 
taken, résulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Ander- 
son, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayley, Bell, Biggs, 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Au- 
gustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cathcart, 
Cobb, Cranston, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Jefferson Davis, Delano, Dillingham, Dromgoole, 
Dixon, John H. Ewing, Grider, Hamlin, Harper, 
iE. B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hun- 
gerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Hun- 
ter, James EI. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Lumpkin, McClean, McDowell, Metten- 
ry, Melilvaine, Marsh, Barclay Martin, Pollock, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Roberts, Julius Rock- 
well, Shenck, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, 
Benjamin Thompson, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wheaton, Winthrop, and Wright—62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
i| mun, Baker, Benton, James Black, Bowlin, Wm. 
i| Q. Brown, Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell; John 
1G. Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cocke, 
| Collin, Constable, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cum- 
|| mins, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, 
|| Dockery, Douglass, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
i| Edwin A. Ewing. Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Gen- 
li try, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 
| Grover, Haralson, Herrick, GQ. S. Houston, 8. D. 
Hubbard, C. J. Ingersoll, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Lawrence, 
Leake, Leib, Lewis, Ligon, Long, Maclay, Mc- 
| Clelland, McCrate,; McGaughey, McKay, John P. 
| Martin, Miller, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Parish, Payne, Perrill, Price, Reid, Ritter, J; A. 
Rockwell, Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam- 
mon, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, L. H. Sims, 
; Simpson, ‘Truman Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
| Starkweather, Stephens, Strong, Sykes, Thibo- 
deaux, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Treadway, 
Wentworth, White, Wilmot, Woodruff, Wood- 
worth, Yancey, Yell, Young, and Yost—-107. 

: So the House decided that the resolution should 
| not be laid on the table. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES declined to vote; on the 
| ground that he was interested. 

And the question then recurred on ordering the 
; main question. 

The SPEAKER resumed his chair. 

And the House having ordered that the main 
|| question (which was on the adoption of the reso- 
lation) be now taken, 

|| Mr. RATHBUN and Mr. McHLENRY demand- 
ied the yeas and nays; which were refused. 

; The question was then taken; and the resolution 
|| was adopted. 


ROTATION IN OFFICE. 


Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON offered the follow- 
| ing resolutions, on which he demanded the previous 
| question: 
Resolved, That rotation in office, in the opinion 
| of this House, is one of the cardinal tenets in a 
Republican form of Government, and ought-never 
to be violated on any pretence whatever, and should 
be practised upon by all Administrations, regard- 
less of their party names. 
| Resolved, That eight years, in the opinion of this 
| House, is the longest term any individual ought to . 
| be permitted to remain in office, whose appoimt- 
| ment is conferred upon the President of the United 
States and the Heads of Departments, either by the 
| Constitution or by law; and at the- expiration of 
| said term of service, they should be considered in- 
ii eligible to reappointment. . eins o, 
Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the 
appointment of persons. to office should be made 
upon the basis of ‘representation from the. several 
States in the Congress of the United States; that 
is to say, the whole numberof persons ‘appointed 
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to office should he divided by the whole number 
of representatives; giving to. cach Congressional 
district iù the Union its fair ratio of officers under 
the Federal Government. 0 055 oo 
Resolved; Thatin the. opinion of. this House, 
every Congressional district in the Union is more 
“than competent to furnish its full quota of officers, 
upon the principle-as laid down in the foregoing 
resolutions, who would be honest, capable, and 
faithful tò: the Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, im- 
mediately after all the offices shall be filled upon 
the principle ás laid down in these resolutions, the 
President and. Heads of Departments should divide 
the whole number of Congressional districts into 
four equal divisions, or as near so as may be prac- 
ticable, classing them one, two, three, and four; 
the officers belonging to the first district falling into 
the first class, shall be vacated at the expiration of 
eight years; those falling into the second class shall 
he vacated at the expiration of six years; those 
falling into. the third class shall be vacated at the 
expiration of four years; those falling into the 
fourth class shall be vacated at the expiration of 
two years; so that-one-fourth ofthe whole number 
of officers. thus appointed would. be retiring from 
office every two years, anda new sel coming in to 
fill the vacancies thus occasioned. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, in 
the selection of individuals to fill the offices under 
the Federal Government, due regard should be had 
to the farmers and mechanics of the country, so as 
to give them their fair proportion of said offices. 

- Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the | 
People, the principles of the Constitution, the spirit 
of the times, and justice, all demand at the hands 
the P.esident and Heads of Departments, so soon 
as may be practicable, to carry into full and fair 
effect the principles and doctrines as laid down in 
the foregoing resolutions. 

Mr. T. E. HOLMES proposed the following | 
amen Ilment: 

«hat oflices were created for Government, and 
not for spoils.”? 

The resolution, giving rise to debate, lies over. 


_ FREMONT’S REPORT——AGAIN. 
Mr. DELANO offered the following resolution; 
on which he demanded the previous question: 
Resolved; That the Clerk be directed to procure 
five thousand additional copies of Captain. Fre- 
mont’s report for the use of the members of this 
House, provided they can be procured without any 
charge. for composition. 
The question on the demand for the previous 
uestion was taken, and the Chair had announced 
the afirmative vote; when 
Mr. RATHBUN demanded tellers, who were 
appointed; but’... 
Ar. Gs W.JONES. moved that the resolution 
be laid onthe table., 
On which motion the vote was ayes 49, noes 79. 
So the resolution was not laid on the table. 
Mr. RATHBUN moved that the House adjourn, 
But the House declared it would not adjourn. 
The question then recurred and was taken on the 
demand for the previous question; and the vote 
stood, ayes 79, noes 41. 
So there was a second. 
And the. main question (on the adoption of the 
resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, and many others, de- į 
manded the yeas.and nays; which were ordered. 
Mr. McK AY suggested that a resolution of this 
kind had been introduced:some days ago, and was | 
now subject.to. debate asthe unfinished business of 
the morning hour. He submitted whether it was 
in order to offer -a resolution “of the same charac- 


ter. ars 
The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
And the question, “ Shall the resolution be adopt- 
ed?” was then taken, and decided in the negative, 
as follows: _ zi ees ` 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q:Adams, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Blanchard, Brodhead; W; G. Brown, 


on William W. Campbell, John G. Chap- 
man, Collin, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Dar- ! 
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razh, Delano, DeMott, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, 
Edsall; Ellsworth, John H.. Ewing, Ficklin, Fos- 
ter, Giddings, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Har- 
per, Elias B Holmes, Hough, J. W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, W. Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, ‘Thomas 
B: King, Levin; Long, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mellvaine, Marsh, John P. Martin, Miller, Owen, 
Perrill, Pollock, Ramsey; Julius Rockwell, J. A. 
Rockwell, Runk, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Sea- 
man, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, 
Stephens, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benja- 
min Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, 
Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Wilmot, Win- 
throp, Woodruff, Wright, and Young,—89. 

` NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, J. H. Ander- 
son, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, : Benton, 
Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, 
Milton Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dar- 
gan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Erdman, Edwin H, Ewing, Gen- 
try, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Herrick, Hoge, 1. E. Holmes, 
George S. Houston, S. W, Hubard, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Jo- 
seph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo.W. Jones, 


Kennedy, Preston Kine, Lawrence, Leib, Ligon, | 


Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, 
McCrate, McDowell, McKay, B. Martin, Mor- 
ris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Payne, Pettit, Price, 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawtelle, Scam- 
mon, Seddon, Severance, L. TI. Sims, Simpson, 
Robt. Smitly, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thomp- 


son, Thurman, Tredway, Wheaton, Williams, | 


Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—97. 
So the resolution was laid on the table. 
OREGON. 


Mr. BAKER offered the following resolution, 
on which he demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the 
President of the United States cannot, consistently 
with a just regard to the honor of the nation, offer 
to surrender to any foreign Power any territory to 
which, in his opinion, we have a clear and unques- 
tionable title. 


Mr. PAYNE objected, and asked that the reso- 
lution should lie over. el 

The SPEAKER said that the previous question 
had been demanded, and that the question on that 
domand must first be taken. If the House refused 
asecond, the resolution would lie over. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved thatthe resolution be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas and 


nays. 

But the SPEAKER had put the question ad in- 
terim, and announced that the demand came too 
late. 

The resolution, was laid on the table. 

Some other business (of which an account is 
given-in another piace) having intervened, ; 

Mr. BAKER, remarking that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wintnror,] by his su- 
perior knowledge of Parliamentary tactics, had got 
the better of him, moved to reconsider this vote. 


FIRE-SHIPS. 


Mr. ROBERT SMITH, on leave given, pre- | 


sented the memorial and papers of Uriah Brown, 


i| submitting his system for the defence of bays and 
| harbors, by means of impregnable and irresistible 


fire-ships. Mr. S., on presenting these papers, 
desired to remark, that the invention of Mr. Brown 
was tested -by several satisfactory experiments 
made in the presence of a large assemblage of the 


| citizens of Baltimore in 1814, and a model of his || 
boat was examined by a number of eminent eiti- 


zens, by officers of the army and navy, naval 
architects and civil engineers, and'by. them. highly 
approved. This. invention was brought to the 
notice of Congress in 1814, and by the House re- 
ferred to the Secretary of the Navy, who made a 
favorable report on the subject. 

In 1897, the Secretary of War transmitted to the 
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ort fromthe Chief Engineer, and ano- 
ther from General Bernard; both of which were 
favorable to the invention.” In 1828; the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs reported ‘a bill making-an ap- 
propriation, and recommended that- experiments 


e 


| should be made to test its practicat utility-for:-har- — 


bor and coast defence. Again, in 1836, the Corn- 
mittee on Naval Affairs reported a bill-for the 
same object; but none of these bills passed both 
Houses. 

Mr. S. did not think our Government had shown 
itself liberal towards men of genius who had spent . 
whole lives in bringing to light new and valuable 
‘inventions. He believed we were behind every 
other civilized Government on earth in this respect; 
and while he was in favor of the most rigid econ- 
omy in the expenditures of the public funds, he 
nevertheless believed. that sound policy dictated a 
reasonable expenditure to test such inventions as 
would tend to benefit the whole country, and more 
particularly. so when the invention is for the de- 
fence of our towns and cities in time of war.. If 
Mr. Brown’s invention answers the purposes 
claimed for it by its advocates, we might, in twelve 
months, put our whole seacoast and lake harbors 
in a condition to defy the combined navies of Eu- 
rope. If (said Mr. S.) we would act upon the old 
and wise maxim, “In time of peace prepare for 
war,” there was, in his opinion, no time to lose, 
Believing that the Naval Committee would give 
this subject an early and favorable investigation, 
he moved a reference to that committee, 

Ordered accordingly. 


Mr. GORDON moved the following resolution; 
and debate arising, it was laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That a select committee of three be 
appointed to inquire into the publication of, the 
tenth volume of the laws of the United States, and 
of the copy of said laws as authorized by the last 
Congress; and to purchase the usual number of 
copies of said volume where they can procure the 
best edition at the lowest price. 


On motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, it was ` 

1: Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of equal- 
izing the compensation now paid to custom-house 
officers on our northern, northeastern, and: north- 
western lakes and rivers. 

Q. Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Naval. Af- 
fairs be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing: the sale of a certain lot owned by the 
Government in the village of Sackett’s Harbor, in 
New York, known and distinguished as lot No. 13 
on a map or plot of said village. 


Mr. GORDON moved the following resolution; 
and, debate arising, it was laid over under the 
rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, requested to inform this House, 
as soon as practicable, of the amount and quality 
of foreign wool imported into the United States 
since August 30, 1842, in each year; the rate’ of 

duty paid thereon; the valuation of the same-at- 
| the last port or place whence exported té ‘the 
United States, and the country whence exported; 
and also the amount of domestic wool exported 
from the United States to foreign countries in the 
| same time, and the quality and valuation at the 
i port or place of exportation of such exports; and. 
to communicate such other facts in relation to the 


i! wool trade of the United States as the Department 


may have the means of furnishing, for the informa- 
tion of the House. ere i 
On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, it was : 
Resolved, That the Secretaries of State, Treasu- 
ry, War, and Navy, and thé Postmaster General, 
in addition to their-several reports to Congres, in 


i compliance with the eleventh section of an act 


. passed August 26, 1842, be required to affix to the 
name of each clerk or person therein named, the 
State or Territory of his residence at the time of 
his appointment. 

Mr. MILLER moved the following resolution; 
and, debate arising, it was laid over under the rule: 
Resolved, That the memorial of sundry mer 
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p 
chants of the city of New York, praying for the 


return of duties on goods destroyed by fire in that 
city on the 19th July last, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. CULVER moved the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be 
instructed to inquire into and report whether cer- 
tain persons claiming to be members of this House 
from the State of New Hampshire, were not elect- 
ed in violation of the law of Congress requiring 
the elections to be held by single districts. 

The resolution was read; when 

Mr. BOYD moved that it lie on the table; and 
the question being put, the motion prevailed, and 
the resolution was laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. BUFFINGTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of regulating by law 
the fees to be received by the clerks, marshals, 
and attorneys, in the Circuit and District Courts 
of the United States. 

Mr. WRIGHT, on leave, presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of New Jersey, asking for an 
appropriation to remove obstructions in the free 
navigation of the river Passaic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. WILMOT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route direct be- 
tween Montrose and New Milford, in Susquehan- 
nah county, Pennsylvania; and also to inquire into 


the expediency of establishing a mail route direct | 


between Athens and Troy, in Bradford county, 
Pennsylvania, through the towns of Smithfield 
and Springfield, in said last mentioned county. 


On motion of Mr, C. J. INGERSOLL, it was 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to furnish 
this House, without delay, ten thousand copies of 
maps of Oregon, to be copied from maps of Cap- 
tain Wilkes’s Exploring Expedition, provided the 
cost does not exceed ten cents per copy, all ex- 
penses included. 


_ On motion of Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, 
it was 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on the Rules be 
instructed to consider the power and expediency 
of reducing the number of members requisite in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DARRAGH moved the following resolu- 
tion: i 

Resolved, That the Clerk be authorized. to fur- 
nish cach of the Reporters of the proceedings of 
the House with one copy of the public documents 
printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, objected to the 
resolution, and it was laid over under the rule. 


Mr. SEAMAN moved the following resolution: 
Whereas the House of Representatives did, on 


the 25th February, 1845, adopt a resolution direct- | 


ing the Clerk of the House to have printed during 


the recess of Congress 10,000 extra copies of the | 
Report of Fremont’s expedition to Oregon and Cal- į 
ifornia, for the use of the members of the Twenty- | 


eighth Congress; and whereas it appears by the 
said resolution that new members of 
Congress will not receive any of said reports; and 
whereas it is obviously right and proper that the 
sitting members of Congress should be provided 
with all the Congressional documents upon a sub- 
ject so deeply interesting to the people of the Uni- 
ted States as the ‘Oregon question,” and which 
they will not_be provided with if the resolution of 
the 25th of February, 1845, is. carried into effect: 
therefore, 

Resolved, That so much of said resolution as di- 


rects the Clerk to distribute said reports to the mem- || 
bers of the Twenty-eighth Congress be, and the | 


same is hereby repealed, and that the Clerk be and 


he is hereby directed, whenever said reports are | 


completed and ready for distribution, to distribute 
them to the members of the House of Represent- 
atives of the present Congress; and that he also 
have printed five thousand additional copies for 
the use of the members of this House. 

Mr. SEAMAN, at the same time, moved the 
previous question, which was not seconded; and 
debate arising on the resolution, it was laid over 
under the rule. 


the present | 


i 
| 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, -= 
Resolved, That a committee be: appointed to in- 
uire into the expediency of providi 
e purchase and publication of the writings of 
James Madison, late President of the United 
States, not heretofore published. <> 


On motion of Mr, BROWN, of Virginia, it was 
. Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of establishing by law 
the right of challenge ‘to jurors ‘in. criminal. prose- 
cutions in the courts of the United States, so as to 
make the same.conform. to the laws and usages of 
the. respective State courts within the limits of 
which such criminal. prosecutions may be had. 

On motion of Mr. HUBARD, of Virginia, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing two national foundries, 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a national foundry in the western 
part of North Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. BIGGS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committce on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route.from Eliz- 
abeth city, or Powell’s Point, to Roanoke Island 
and Nag’s Head, in North Carolina. 

Mr. BIGGS, on leave, also presented a memo- 
rial, very numerously signed, from citizens of 
Chowan county, North Carolina, praying that an 
adequate appropriation may be immediately made 
to open Roinoke Inlet at Nag’s Head. ‘It was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 


| directed to report to this House the progress and 


condition of the Marine Hospital at or near Ocra- 
coke, in the State of North Carolina, provided to 
be erected by an act of Congress of the 29th of Au- 
gust, 1842; and also, whether, in his opinion, any 
further legislation is required at this time in order 
to facilitate its completion. 

On motion of Mr. TOOMBS, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the petition and documents of 
John B. Denton and Curtis Humphreys, of Geor- 
gia, presented to the T'wenty-eighth Congress, 
praying to be relieved from the penalties incurred 
on account of a mail contract, be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. J. P. MARTIN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Pres- 
tonsburg, Kentucky, to Hazard, in Perry county. 

On motion of Mr. THOMASSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law to pension the surviving officers and sol- 
diers of the Illinois regiment, and those under 
General Wayne, during the Indian wars, at the 
close of the Revolution. 

On motion of Mr. CROZIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads.and Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation to complete the canal 
around the Muscle Shoals, in the Tennessee river; 
and also to inquire whether it is more expedient to 
complete said canal, or to improve the channel at 
the head of said river. 


On motion of Mr. STANTON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 


reorganizing the Bureaus of the Navy Department 
as to have a separate Bureau of Ordnance, and 
also one of Hydrography. f 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals inquire into the expediency of erecting a bridge 
over the Ohio river, from Wheeling, in Virginia, 
to the island in said river, at or near where the Na- 
tional road crosses the said river. 

On motion of Mr. TILDEN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of printing ten thousand extra copies of the pen- | 


sion laws. 


On motion of Mr. G. W. JONES, it was 


AL GLOBE 


ing by lew for: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary. 
be instructed: to-ingùire- into: tho propriety of rè- 
pealing the- fourth section of the: bilim appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatė s of the 
year ending 30th June,.1846, pas second 


the 


l sedat 

session of the Twenty-sighth Congress. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. moved the following resolu- 

tion; and, debate arising, it was laid over under the 


i! rule: : 


Resolved, That so much ofthe resolution of the 
Twenty-eighth Congress which directs the printing 
and distribution: of Fremont’s report, as shall or 
| may. be construed in such manner as to require the. 
dividend of the undelivered: numbers to be made 
‘amongst such persons ‘as: were. members of the 
| Twenty-eighth Congress, and who are not members 
| of the ‘I'wenty-ninth Congress, be, and the same:is 
| hereby rescinded. 0 : i 
i Mr. SAWYER moved the following resolution; 
and, debate arising, it was laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House as soon: 
as possible (provided in his opinion:the same shall - 
not interfere with our present foreign relations) 
| whether there is.at this time, or whether there has 
| been since the delivery of his last Annual Message, 
negotiations going, on ‘between: this Government 
| and that. of Great Britain in relation.to the settle- 
i ment of the Oregon question. ee 


On motion of Mr. CUNNINGHAM, it was 

Resolved, That z Flannagan have leave. to 
withdraw his papers, which were presented with 
his petition, and referred to the Committee on In- | 
valid Pensions, who have agreed to make an un- 
favorable report. s Patni 

On motion of Mr. PERRILL, it was. 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General is: hereby 
required to report to. this House without delay the 
time at which the eastern and western mail is usu- 
ally received at the City Post Office, which arrives 
in the evening train of cars; the time at which the 
letters and papers received by that mai] for the 
members of this House are delivered to the mes- 
senger who conveys them to the post office of this 
House; and why the Jetters and papers. belonging 
to the members of this. House arë not now deliv- 
ered to the messenger as soon. after the mail arrives 
in the evening as they were during the last session, ... 
of Congress; and further to report if the delay of 
the eastern mail at Baltimore cannot be remedied, 
and the mail continued to Washington direct with- 
out such delay. , E 

Mr. VINTON, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, obtained leave and introduced, the. fol- 
lowing proposition of amendment. to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. It was read the first'and 
second time, and committed.to the Committee: of 
the Whole on the state of.the Union: 


Joint Resolution to amend: the Constitution of the 
: © United States. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
(two-thirds of both Houses conewrring,) That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures:.of 
the several States as an amendment to the Coiisti- 
tution of the United States, which, when ratified 
by three-fourths of said Legislatures, shall become 
a part of said Constitution, viz:. ae 

ARTICLE —. In and after the. year one thousand 
eight hundred and sixty, ther people ih each. State 
| entitled to vote for members of the House ‘of Rep- 
resentatives of the United. States,.shall elect from 
| among its citizens-a candidate for the Presidency 
| of the United States, in which election a majority of 
| all the votes given shall be necessary to'a choice. If, 
upon the first vote in any State, no one person shall 
| have a majority of all the votes given, another vote: 
shall be had, which shall. be confined to the two. 
| persons having the greatest number of votes.at the 
| former voting ; and if, upon such second vote, the 
two persons voted for shall have:an. equal: rumber 
of votes, the choice between them shall be.deter- 
mined by lot. The election of candidates:in-each 
State shall be certified to the Congress. of ‘the Un 
| ted States, and after the certificates of electic 
| the States shall have been transmitted t 


of said balls as-shall be 


|| in the United States shall be. 
i qual 
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of its members in both branches of Congress, and, 
‘in the presence of both Houses of Congress, a bali 
“shall be drawn. out by lot, and the candidate elect- 
ed by the State.the. name of which is upon the ball 
drawn out, shall be the President: Ali of the re- 
maining balls having upon them the name of that 
State shall then be withdrawn from the urn, when, 
from those still remaining, another’ ball shall be 
immediately drawn out, in like manner as the first, 
and the candidate elected by the State the name of 
which is on that ball, shall be the Vice President. 

“ The times, places, and manner of holding elec- 
tions in the several States for candidates, the man- 
ner of ascertaining the result, and'of choosing by 
lot, when, on a second vote, the two persons voted 
for shall have an equal number of votes, shall be 
pea bed in each State by the Legislature thereof; 

ut the Congress may, at any time, by law, make 
or alter such regulations, or any part thereof. Con- 
gress shall, by law, regulate the mode of certifying 
to it the election of candidates, and of conducting 
the choice by lot of the President and Vice Presi- 
dent in the presence of the two Houses thereof. 

“ The second and fourth sections of the second 
article of the Constitution of the United States, 
and the twelfth article of the Amendments thereto, 
shall become null and void on the taking effect of 
this amendment.” 


: On motion of Mr, THIBODEAUX, it was 
Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury 
inform this House whether frauds have been com- 
mitted on the revenue laws by the importation of 
sirups designated and entered in our custom-houses 
as molasses; and, if so, what steps have been or 
ought to be taken to prevent them. 


On motion of Mr. OWEN, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Public 
Buildings be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making to the present Capitol an addi- 
tion, which shall contain a new Chamber of Rep- 
resentatives, the present Chamber to be converted 
mto the Library of Congress, and the present Li- 
brary to be appropriated as a Supreme Court room, 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion of Mr. CATHCART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of declar- 
ing Michigan city, in the State of Indiana, a port 
of entry. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH moved the following 
resolution; and, debate arising, it was laid over 
under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 

ested to communicate to this House a statement 
showing the amount which has heretofore been 
expended on the Cumberland road in each of the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Minois; and also the 
estimates: heretofore made by the Department of 
the amount necessary to complete said road in cach 
State. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, it 
was | : ‘ 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency. of . establishing a mail route from 
Starkeville to Houston; also, from Cartersville to 
Yaconey, in Mississippi. ‘ 


On motion of Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to furnish this House with such information 
as he may possess in relation to the ship channel 
at and near to Ship Island, in the Gulf of Mexico, 
off the coast of Mississippi; also, the capacity of 
the harbor at Ship Island for a navy yard; also, an 
estimate for the fortifications which, in his opin- 
ion, may be “necessary to defend the entrance be- 
tween Ship and Cat Islands; together with an 
other information he may believe connected with 
the subject-matter of this resolution 

Mr. FICKLIN moved the following resolution; 
ents debate arising, it was laid over under the 
rule: 

Whereas the Cumberland road has been regard- 
ed as a national work since the administration of 
President Jefferson; and whereas it has been com- 
pleted through the old States of Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, and Pennsylvania, at a heavy cost to the 
Government; and whereas the work. has been sus- 
pended on said road for a number of years in the 
western part of Ohio, and in the States of Indiana 
and Illinois, so that the work which has already 


been done in the new States is in a rapidly dilapi- 
dating condition; and whereas even-handed justice 
requires that the same amount of improvement 
should be made in the new as in the old States ; 
and whereas the faith of the Government is pledged 
for the completion of said road; and whereas it 
would be obviously unjust to involve the comple- 
tion of said road in any general system of internal 
improvement, or any new-fangled schemes of river 
and harbor improvements; and whereas many 


persons purchased second-rate land on the line of, | 


and near to said road, on the faith that the Gov- 
ernment would complete the same ; therefore, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
inquire into the expediency of donating to the new 
States a ey of land equal in value to the 
amount of money expended per mile on said road 
in the old States, in proportion to the distance that 
said road may run in said new States, so as to en- 
sure the progress of the work from year to year, 
until said work is completed, without further ex- 
penditure of money from the National Treasury. 


On motion of Mr. DOUGLASS, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of providing by law for the coinage at the United || 


States Mint of one dollar gold pieces. 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, it was 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the propriety of relieving Martin O. Walker from 


certain restrictions imposed upon him in relation || 


to bidding for mail contracts. 

2. Resolved, That the Committee on Militar 
Affairs be instructed to inquire into the ability of 
the fort at Mackinaw to command the entrance 
into Lake Michigan, and the best means of defend- 
ine the commerce and the towns on said lake; 
whether there is now any point at which a vessel 
of war could safely be built ; and whether, on the 
thousand miles of dangerous lake-coast, there is 


now a single harbor capable of sheltering such a |} 


vessel in the very numerous, sudden, and severe 
gales which are incident to said lake, and annually 
destroy alarge amount of lifeand property. 


3. Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs be directed to inquire into the expediency of | 


opening a direct communication for the largest 
class of vessels of war from Lake Michigan to the 
Mississippi river, so as to render the naval depét 
at Memphis available for the defence of said lake; 
and, also, into the expediency of constructing a 
naval depét at Chicago. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved the following resolution; 
and, debate arising, it was laid over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasurbe 
required to communicate to this House, if in his 


| possession, the following information : 


1. The aggregate value of the commerce, agri- 
culture, and manufactures, or cither of them, of 
those nations situated between the Cape of Good 
Hope and Cape Horn, along the Atlantic coast, on 
both sides. ` 

2. The aggregate value of the commerce, agri- 
culture, and manufactures, or either of them, of 
those countries situated between the Cape of Good 
Hope and Cape Horn, along the coast of the In- 
dian and Pacific oceans. 

3. All other information going to show the com- 
parative value of the trade and commerce of those 
countries most nearly approximating to the Ore- 
gon Territory, and those countries most nearly 
approximating the eastern portion of the confede- 
racy, SO as to contrast the value of each. 

On motion of Mr. RELI‘E, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding for the establishment ofa marine hospital 
at the city of St. Louis, Missouri, at or near the 
site selected by the Board of Surgeons appointed 
to make selections under the provisions of the act 


of 3d March, 1837. 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, it 


was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce in- 
quire into the expediency of re-appropriating the 
sum of money appropriated by act of July 7, 1838, 
to build alight-house near the mouth of Fox river, 
in the Territory of Wisconsin, and of changing 
the site on which the said light-heuse was to be 
built. 


On motion of Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following mail routes: 

From Knoxville, Illinois, to Phillips’s Ferry, to 
Bloomington, lowa. = - a 

From Oquawka, Illinois, to Phillips’s Ferry, op- 

osite to Bloomington, Iowa, and from thence to 
Rock Island, Ilinois.. 

From Peoria, Ilinois, to Phillips’s Ferry, oppo- 

site to Bloomington, Iowa. : 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL moved the fol- 
lowing joint resolution; which was read the first 
and second time, and left upon the Speaker’s table, 
to be taken up for a third reading upon the clear- 
! ing of his table, under the rule: j 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the joint resolution, adopted December 
13, 1813, entitled “ A resolution for the printing 
| ‘and distribution of an additional number. of the 
| ‘Journals of Congress and of the documents printed 
i 
| 
| 


| ‘by their order,” be so construed as to authorize 
a copy of the public documents therein mentioned 
to be furnished hereafter to the American Philo- 
| sophical Society. 

On motion of Mr. PRICE, it was z 

Resolved, ‘That the Committec on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Quincy, Illinois, to St. Joseph, in Missouri. 

On motion of Mr. YELL, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Public 
| Lands be instructed to inquire into the propriety 


H 


Y |! of granting to the State of Arkansns in trust the 


| Hot Springs, and the reservation of six sections 
| of land around said springs, in the Stateof Arkan- 

) sas, the proceeds of sale to be applied to the sup- 
port of all poor and indigent invalids attending said 

| Springs. 

On motion of Mr. CHIPMAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing: lizht-houses on Lake Superior, at Round 
Island, Whitefish Point, and Haze’s Point, at 
Copper Harbor. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved the following res- 
| olution; and, debate arising, it was laid over under 
the rule: i 

Resolved, That the several heads of departments 
report to this House, in addition to the require- 
| ments of the resolution this day adopted in rela- 
| tion to the clerks in the several denarihientay the 
| date of the first appointment of all such clerks. 


On motion of Mr. THIBODEAUX, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of extend- 
ing the limits of the port of New Orleans to the up- 
per limits of the city of Lafayette. 


On motion of Mr. DODGE, it was 

1. Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
| of establishing two additional land offices in the 
| Territory of lowa. 

2. Resolved, That the said committee be further 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
|! ing to the Territory of Iowa alternate sections of 
į the public lands from the mouth of the Muscatine 
Slough to the head thereof, the proceeds of which 
to be applied in reclaiming said lands, and other 
lands contiguous thereto, from inundation. 


Mr. DODGE moved the following resolution; 

| and, debate arising, it was laid over under the rule: 
| Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to report to this House whatever inform- 
ation he may be in possession of touching the 
| manner and circumstances under which certain 
i sums of money were deposited with the late re- 
| gister of the land office (William Ross) at Fair- 
‘field, in Iowa, for the purchase of public lands; 
and, if he be not in possession of such information, 
that he direct the present register and receiver at 
Fairfield to collect and transmit the same, and also 
to report on the case; and, further, whether or 
not, in his opinion, the persons thus depositing 
their money have not an equitable claim on the 
United States to refund it, or allow them to enter 
aquantity of public land at $1 25 per acre equiv- 
alent thereto. ` 


| Mr. MOULTON presented resolutions of the 


Legislature of the State of New Hampshire in op- 
position to the act of Congress passed on the 4th 


merce, 

Also, a resolution of the same Legislature, ask- 
ing that provision be made for a more extended 
distribution of the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


MR. MADISON’S WRITINGS, 

The Select Committee raised, on motion of Mr. 
Dnomeooin, to inquire into the propriety of pro- | 
viding for the purchase and publication of the 
writings of the late President Madison not hereto- 
fore published, consists of Messrs. DROMGOOLE, 
Cuarius J. INGERSOLL, OWEN, STEPHENS, NOR- 
RIS, Vance, and Bayny. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE, 

Bills were introduced on leave, on notice of mo- 
tions heretofore given, as follows: 

By Mr. CRANSTON: A bill to construct a 
military road from Fort Adams to Newport, in 
Rhode Island ; twice read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: A bill to grant 
land titles in certain cases; twice read, and referred | 
to the Committce on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: A bill to establish 
an armory and foundry at Massac, on the Ohio 
river; twice read, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: A bill for the relief 
of Charles M. McKenzie; twice read, and referred | 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: A bill to extend | 
the mits of the Grand River and Saganaw land 
districts, in the State of Michigan; twice read, and 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN L. MARTIN: A bill to en- 
able the oe of Wisconsin to form a constitu- 
tion and State government; twice read, and refer- 
red to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DODGE: A bill granting certain lands 
to the Territory of lowa to aid in the improvement 
of the navigation of the Des Moines river, in said 
territory; twice read, and referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Public Lands. i 


THE GREEN-MOUNTAIN BOYS. 

Mr. COLLAMER presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Vermont, requesting | 
the United States to give up to that State the four 
pieces of brass cannon taken by the Green-Moun- | 
tain Boys from the British army at Bennington on | 
the 16th of August, 1777, for the purpose of depos- 
iting the same in the State House at Montpelier, 
as a memorial of the valor which achieved a vic- 
tory so honorable to those brave boys, and so sig- 
nally important in effecting the liberties of our na- 
tion. Referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


The following notices were given of motions | 
hereafter to be made for leave to introduce bills, | 
viz. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill for the relief of 
Thomas Copeland, on account of services rendered 
at the United States arsenal near Pittsburg. 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: A bill to amend the sev- 
eral acts making provision for the payment to vol- |) 
unteer troops in the Florida campaign of 1837 and | 
1838, for losses sustained by them. 1 
By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill to regulate the ap- || 

i 


pointment of cadets in the Military Academy of || 
the United States at West Point, and for other |i 
purposes. : , Bo 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut: A bill f 
in relation to assignees in bankruptcy. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill for the relief of the 
Winnebago Indians. 

By Mr. WOODWORTE: A bill to establish an 
Executive Bureau. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill to continue in force an 
act entitled “ An act making an appropriation for 
“the payment for horses lost by the Missouri vol- 
‘unteers in the Florida war,” approved June 15, 
1844. 


f 
{i 
| 


R 


i ton river at the falls, 
¡i the Committee on Commere 


herokee 
treaty of 1835. Referred to the Committee.on In- 
dian Affairs. Se 


The House adjourned. 


rd 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following Petitions and Memorials. were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: i 


By Mr. WICK: A joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Indiana, on the subject of the claim of 
Col. Francis Vigo, A joint resolution of the same, on the 
subject of pre-emptions in the Miami reserve. A joint re- 
solution of the same, on the subject of the Michigan city 
harbor. A joint resolution of the same, on the subject of 
improving western rivers, A memorial of the American 
Indian Mission Association, Additional papers in support 
of the clirim of James MeAvoy, of Indiana, now pending 
before the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr R. SMITH: The memorial of 254 citizens of the 
State of New York, in favor of making the public lands 
free to actual settlers in limited quantities: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 


By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Francis D. Murphy, |} 


of Newark, New Jersey, in reference to a new method of 
surveying: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SAWPELLE: The petition of Nathaniel Cole, 
jr., of Palmyra, State of Maine, for a pension on account 
of injuries sustained in the late war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS ; The memorial of 983 citizens of the 
city of Covington, praying that Congress muy pass, at as 
ely a duy as practicable, in order that it may become the 
law of the land, the bill to guard against steam-boiler ex- 
plosions, (amendatory of the law of 1838,) reported by the 
Committee on Commerce, in the House of Representutives, 
at the Ist session of the Rth Congress. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Wm. Turney, of St, 
Charies county, Missouri, praying compensation for back 
pension hetween 1822 and 1828; referred to the Committee 
on Lavalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of Hector Perkins, prayin 
for arrears of pension; referred to the Committee on Tnvali 
Pensions, 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The proceedings of a public meeting 
at Oleott, New York, asking Congress to improve the har- 
bor of Kighteen-Mile creek, A petition from citizens of 
Niagara county, New York, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. WILMOT: The petition of John C. Vansiee, a 
revolutionary soldier, asking for an increase of pension ; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODYEAR: The remonstrance of A. C. Parker 
and 37 other citizens of Otsego county, New York, protest- 
ing against the admission of Sexas into the Union as a 
slave State. A like remonstrance of James Van Valken- 


| burgh and 20 others. A like remonstrance of Henry J. 


Smith and 25 others. The petition of Joseph B. North, 
praying for a pension: referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSELEY: The proceedings and petition of a 
publie meeting of citizens at the port of Cattaraugus creek, 
New York, praying for an appropriation to complete Cat- 
tar@ugus barbor: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SEDDON; ‘The petition of George B. Read, of 
Richmond, Virginia, for allowance of compensation for ser- 
es us inspector, alleged to have been withheld by the 
former collector of he port of Richmond: referred to the 
Committee ou Claims- 

By Mr. DELLETT: The petition of citizens of William- 
son, New York, praying that measures.be taken to estab- 
lish a congress of nations for the settlement of national dis- 
putes. 

By Mr. STANTON: The petition of James Montgomery, 
for the adoption of certain improvements in the use of steain 
in the naval and revenue service: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. ‘The petition of William Lamphier 
and Joseph Harris, for compensation for certain services 
performed in the custom-house of Alexandria: referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of Ray Tompking, in 
behalf of himself and others, asking remuneration for 
money due to Danicl D. Tompkins (deceased) for services 
during the late war: referred to the Committee on the Jie 

UClary. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of Thomas Grigg, of 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to authorize an experiment 
to test the value of a model, invented by him, of ball-proof 
vessels for the raval service: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Atthirs. 

By Mr. WOOD: The petitions of Nancy G. Van Rens- 


| selacr, and of Jonas D. Platt, for pensions. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: ‘Phe petition of Nehemiah Small, 
of Luhec, Maine, for payment of fishing bounty due schooner 
Argus. The petition of citizens of the State of Maine, ask- 
ing an appropriation for improving the navigation of Taun- 
sin Sullivan, in said State: referred to 


By Mr.J. A, ROCKWELL: The petition of Anna Bissel, 


i widow of Samuel Bissel, praying for a pension: referred to 


the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: 'The petition of William 
Briscoe, and Eliza, his wife, heirs of Peter B. Bruen, of the 
State of ¥ ppi, for arrears of pension: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. W. G BROWN: The petition of G. W. Stewart 
and 620 others, citizens of Brooke county, in the State of 
Virginia, praying Congress to extend to the manufacturers 
of fire brick the same protection that is given to other 
branches of American industry: referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. : 


i ByMr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of 


the Committee on Roads and Canals; ° BRE UR Se 
zens of New 


| York, for the erection of. three light-houses on the river Str, 


| 


' them: which was referred 


Lawrence. ‘The petition of citizens of New York, for the 
construction of a dredging machine for the use of Lake On- 
tarjo and the river Ste Lawrence: each referred to the Com- 


: mittee on Commerce. » : 


IN SENATE. i 
Weonespay, January 14, 1846. 
PETITIONS. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate an ad- 
ditional document in relation to the memorial of 
officers of the army, on the subject of brevet and. 
staff rank; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. a a 

Mr. SEVIER presented the memorial” of the 
chiefs of the Seneca nation of Indians, praying that 
the annuities due to them under treaties with the 
United States, and of which ‘they have been de- 
franded by Government agents, may be paid to 
to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. l rE i 

Mr. S. also presented a memorial of the same 
party, praying that authority may be conferred 
upon the trustees of certain funds invested'for their 
benefit, to transfer said funds to the United States 
for the better security of their annuities; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a remonstrance of citi- 
zens of New Jersey, against the. admission. of 
Texas into the Union as a slave State; which was 
laid on the table. peitai 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the. petition of citi- 
zensof York, Maine, praying indemnity for French 
spoliations prior to 1800; which was referred to 
the Select Committee to whom matters of the 
same kind were referred. : 

Mr. F. also presented the memorial of Jemima 
Flood, widow of a deceased revolutionary soldier, 
praying a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. rere Rowe 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Philip 
Pearce, praying the right of pre-emption toa tract 
of land; which was referred tothe Committee on _ 
Public Lands. ` a LE ae 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the memorial 
of citizens of Connecticut, praying the adoption of 
measures to settle all international difficulties with- 
out recourse to war; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a jomit resolution, pass- 
ed by the Legislature of Indiana, in favor ofan 


| appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 


of Michigan city, in said State; which was rë- 
ferred to the Committee: on Commerce. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of 

Edward Bolon, praymg compensation for his 
trouble and expense in keeping in confinement cer- 
tain persons charged with the violation of the laws 
| of the United States; which was referred to the 
| Committce on Claims. 
Mr. W. also presented a resolution, passed by 
i the Legislature of Florida, in favor of the passage 
of a law authorizing that State to relinquish a cer- 
tain township of land, by legal subdivisions, and 
to enter other lands in lieu thereof, and to select 
i any portion of the lands granted for seminaries’ of 
| Jearning, public schools, fixing the seat of Govern- 
| ment, or internal: improvement, in: legal subdivi- 
| sions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE submitted a document relative to 
the use of the United States property as a court- 
| house for the circuit and county courts in Florida, 
the establishment of a jail in St. John’s county, 
and the repair of the bridge across the St: Sebas- 
| tian river, in that State; which was referred to the . 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. ~ Lies 

Mr. SEVIER presented the memorial of ‘the 
chiefs of the Seneca nation of Indians, piaying that 


the United States will secure to them thé full 


1846. 
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Mr. NILES presented the petition of Mary, the 
widow of Jeremiah Ripley, asking a pension in 
consideration of the revolutionary services of her 
husband; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ` : 

Mr. N: also presented the petition of the heir of 
Zephaniah Sampson, a revolutionary soldier, pray- 
ing a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr: DICKINSON, pursuant to- notice, asked 
and ‘obtained leave, and introduced “A bill to 
“amend the act entitled ‘An act for the regulation 
‘of seamen on board the public and private vessels 
tof the United States; ° which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave, and introduced “A bill explanatory 
‘ofthe 4th section of ‘An act making appropria- 
‘ tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
‘ Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
£1846, and for other purposes,’ approved March 
* 3d, 1845: which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, M. also, pursuant to notice, asked, obtain- 
ed leave, and introduced “A bill to incorporate the 
Columbian Fire Insurance Company ;” which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 


INTERFERENCE OF EUROPEAN NATIONS 
WITH AMERICAN STATES. 


Mr. ALLEN asked leave to introduce the Joint 
Resolution of which he gave notice yesterday, 
declaratory of the principle by which the United 
States will be governed in regard to the interposi- 
tion of the Powers of Europe in the political affairs 
of the independent nations of America. 

The pesslation was then read, as follows: 


JOINT RESOLUTION declaratory of the principles. by 
which the Government of the United States will be gov- 
erned in regard to the interposition of the Powers of Du- 
rope in the politica! athurs of America, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in. Congress assembled, That recent 
manifestations of a disposition by certain Powers of Europe 
to interfere in the, political arrangements of this continent, 
witha view to the enforcement of the European principle 
of the “balance of power,” upon the independent nations 
of America, having made it, in his judgment, the duty of 
the President of the United States to call the attention of 
Congress to this subject in his Annual Message, and to an- 
nounce, on the part of tho United States, the counter prin- 
eiple of non-intervention, it is the judginont of Congress 
that the announcement thus made by the President was 
demanded: by the. manifest hazard to which such interfer- 
ence would inevitably expose the relations of peace now 
subsisting between the Old World and the New, 

Resolved, That Congress thus concurring with the Presi- 
dent, and sensible that this subject has been forced upon the 
attention of the United States by recent events so signifi- 
cant as to. make it impossible for this Government longer to 
remain. silent, without being ready to submit to, and even 
to invite, the enforcement of this dangerous doctrine, do 
hereby solemnly declure to the civilized world the unalter- 
-able resolution of the United States to adhere to aud to en- 
force the principle, that any effort of the Powers of Europe 
to intermeddie in the social organization or political arrange- 
ments of the Independent nations of America, or further to 
extend the European system of Government upon this con- 
tinent by the establishment. or new Colonies, would be iu- 
compatible with the independent existence of the nations 
and dangerous to the liberties of the people of America, 
and therefore woul incur, as by the right of selpreserva- 
tion it would justify, the prompt resistance of the United 
States, 

Objections were heard from several quarters, as 
the question was about to be put on its first read- 
ing; when 

Mr. JARNAGIN asked if leave to introduce 
the resolution had been granted. 

The CHAIR. replied that the question of leave 
had been taken for granted. 


Mr. ALLEN asked that it might be read a first | 


and second time, for the purpose of reference. 
Objections were again made, when 
Mr. CALHOUN expressed a hope that a reso- 
lution which appeared to be of great importance 
would not be introduced without the question of 
leave being first decided. He trusted that it would 
not be taken for granted. He. did not himself com- 
rehend the full import of the resolution; and he 
elieved there were not five Senators who did. He 
called for the reading. 
The resolution was again read; when 
Mr EVANS asked what was the question be- 
fore the Senate? i 


The CHAIR. Ifthe Senator from Ohio shall 
have leave to introduce his resolution. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that every Senator must 
be aware, in the present situation of the country, 
that this resolution called on the Senate to make a 
declaration which called for the most solemn delib- 
eration. It would be matter for serious considera- 
tion, if this resolution was introduced-and acted on, 
how far we are disposed to give effect to this decla- 
ration. Nomancould view with stronger feelings 
of indignation than he did the improper interference 
of the European Powers with the nations of this 
continent. And he would take this occasion to say 
that, as far as his information went, the interference 
of France and England with the concerns of the 
Government of Buenos Ayres was an outrage, high- 
handed in its character, and without precedent in the 
| history of nations. But the great question presented 
by this resolution was, whether we should take un- 
der our guardianship the whole family of American 
States, and pledge ourselves to extend to them our 
protection against all foreign aggression. Had we 
arrived at thatstate of maturity when we could wise- 
ly and effectually do so? Was this to be the under- 
stood and settled policy of our Government? Ifso,it 
would become necessary for us to pursue a differ- 
ent course from that we have heretofore adopted. 
The entire energics of the country must be concen. 
| trated and put forth to enable us to carry out this 
i| policy, if we intend that our declaration shall mean 
anything. He regretted that, at this moment, such 
a question should be urged on the Senate. He was 
fearful that, in the eyes of the world, it would have 
the eflect of injuring our character for wisdom and 
moderation, and of still further perplexing other 


had, in his message to Congress, made the same 


announcementas is made by this resolution. Why 
should we not, for the present, be satisfied with this 
announcement? He knew that the views thrown 
out by Mr. Monroe, on this subject, did not meet 
with the approval of some wise heads in this coun- 
try. He was then comparatively young in expe- 
rience, and they were approved by him; but he had 
understood that negotiators who were then abroad 
complained that it had produced an unfavorable 
effect on certain claims which were awaiting ad- 
justment. Certainly, no practical benefit had re- 
sulted from the declaration, as it had been followed 
by no action on the part of our Government. In 
a great crisis, like the present, he was afraid that 
we were disposed to act without that solemn delib- 
eration and forethought which the exigencies of 
the times required of us. We appear to have reach- 
eda point at which two roads branch off before us, 
the one leading to the right, and the other to the 
left, and fatal may be the consequencesif, instead of 
a wise and well considered selection of our course, 
we hastily and rashly choose the path of error and 
danger. On the measures of this session may de- 
pend the destiny of our country. He was for sol- 
emn deliberation even on the question of receiving 
such a resolution as this. He regretted that the 
chairman on Foreign Relations had introduced it, 
as he would prefer to leave the matter where the 
President had placed it. He hoped, therefore, that 
the Senator from Ohio would not urge the introduc- 
tion of his resolution at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had not been without ap- 
prehension that even this proposition might en- 
counter opposition. But he was certainly not pre- 
pared to believe that on the mere question of leave 
to introduce his resolution, he should meet with 
this opposition. It was not his purpose, at this 
time, to go into a discussion of the principles im- 
bodied in the resolution, or to reply to the sugges- 
| tions which had been urged by the Senator from 
South Carolina, further than to say, that the Presi- 
dent having recommended this subject to the con- 
sideration of Congress, if Congress should remain 
silent, and thus leave the declaration of the Pres- 
| ident unsupported by the balance of the Govern- 
ment, what then would be the condition of the 
case? The President acting in conformity with the 
obligations of the Constitution, which require him 
‘annually to communicate his views relating to 
| public affairs to Congress, communicates to Con- 
gress, in his Annual Message, certain acts of for- 
eign powers calculated injuriously to affect the in- 
terests of our country and which he regards as of 
sufficient importance to require a specific announce- 
ment. By the Constitution he is required to make 
this communication to Congress. Therefore he 


has addressed himself to Congress; and having so 


questions which were now pending, T'he President | 


addressed Congress, should Congress remain si- 
lent, that silence would be a negation of what the 
President has laid down—a declaration to all Eu- 
rope that, as far.as this principle is in question, it 
is not recognised by the people of the United 
States, so far as the legislative branch is concern- 
ed. This isa proposition not found floating. in 
the air, liable to be caught up at random, and 
brought before the Senate, but presented by the 
President, in the performance of the duty specifi- 
cally enjoined on him by. a clause.in the Constitu- 
tion, for the consideration and sanction of Con- 
gress, It is, therefore, substantially. before Con- 
gress—before Congress,under circumstances which 
will make the silence of Congress amount to a ne- 
gation of the principle laid down by the President. 
How far this principle ought to be extended, and 
what is the precise character of the interference 
which ought to be deemed sufficient to justify this 
declaration onour part, are subjects for the delib- 
eration and decision of this body. These will 
properly arise, whenever the Senate shall think 
proper to take ap the subject for consideration, and 
then Senators who may entertain diverse opinions 
on these points, will have the opportunity of illus- 
trating their views in propositions to amend the 
resolution, if it shall be deemed amendable. 

But in regard to the material principle laid down 
in the Message of President Monroe, twenty-one 
years ago, which had been before the people, and 
which was sanctioned by President Polk in his 
Message, as to the propriety of that principle, he 
believed there could be no hesitation, even oa the 
part of the scrupulous Senator from South Caro- 
lina. But he (Mr. A.) felt he was.not at liberty 
to go into this question at large, nor was it his in- 
tention to do so. He had not asked the immediate 
action of the Senate upon the resolutions. He 
had merely introduced hein in the form of a joint 
resolution, which would come up in its natural 
order in a day or two, in the form of a law, which 
would require all the tardy solemnity of the law 
before it should reach its consummation. He de- 
signed, if the Senate did not turn his proposition 
out of doors, to move its reference to the Commit« 
tee on Foreign Relations, where he desired that 
itshould receive the investigation the gravity of the 
subject deserved; and that a report should be made 
indicative of the sense of the Senate on the sub- 
ject. It would then come to the Senate for its final 
consideration and action. That was all he desired. 
He had never before heard of any objection to the 
introduction of a measure which had been brought 
to the attention of Congress in the solemn form of 
an Executive message. One case, he believed, had 
occurred, in which objection was made to a bill 
relative to something connected with the Bank of 
the United States. That was a totally different 
affair. He had never heard objections stated to 
the introduction of a measure recommended by an 
Executive message, so as to prevent the considera- 
tion due to its source. The Senator from South 
Carolina thought that, at that particular time, they 
should remain silent; but in his (Mr. A.’a) judg- 
ment, this was the particular time when a consid- 
eration of the resolutions was called for. He 
believed the Annual Message of Mr. Polk had re- 
ceived the approbation of the American people to 
as great an extent as any document which ever 
emanated from a public functionary of the United 
States. His declaration on the subject would be 
found substantially a reiteration of the declaration 
made by Mr. Monroe; and, as far as his. observa- 
tion went, it never had encountered opposition 
from any American mind. That he conceived a 
very substantial reason for the presentation of the 
subject. 

And now a word as to the timing of the matter. 
The language of the President is as follows : 


“ Jn the existing circumstances of the world, the 
‘present is deemed a proper occasion to reiterate 
‘and reaffirm the principle avowed by Mr. Mon- 
‘roe, and to state my cordial concurrence in its 
‘wisdom and sound policy. The reassertion of 
‘this principle, especially in reference to North 
‘ America, is at this day but the promulgation of a 
‘policy which no European Power should cherish 
‘the disposition to resist.’’"—President Polk’s Mes- 
sage. 


The President, (continued Mr. A.,) in his Mes- 
sage to Congress, said he deemed it imperative on 
him, in the existing circumstances of the world, to 
reiterate the principle—to call the attention of Con- 
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ress to the subject, not a century hence, but now. 

ut he (Mr. A.) would not go into the deep waters 
which the question opens up; he would not go into 
ihe deep reasons of state founded upon the necessity 
of looking to the preservation of national existence, 
which arise out of the consideration of this great 
and momentous subject. He would not now un- 
dertake to review the present system of European 
policy in rełation to this continent, and the views 
of their statesmen in reference to the balance of 
power. Those were questions which, he trusted, 
would subsequently receive, during the present 
session, the consideration of the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States. If there was a disposition not to re- 
ceive the resolutions—if there was any feeling of 
resistence to them—he would be content with the 
decision in the form of the ayes and noes of the 
body, so that the resolution and the votes should 
stand on record, in the Journal of this body, as tes- 
tumony of his own views of the matters embraced 
in his proposition. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that the manner in 
which the resolution was introduced struck him as 
extraordinary. Notwithstanding the Senator from 
Ohio was the chairman of the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, to which that part of the President's | 
Message had been referred, he had introduced, as ! 
he (Mr. C.) understood, the resolution on his own | 
authority, without consultation with the other mem- | 
bers on the subject referred. | 

Mr. ALLEN said it was his own proposition. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that there was no pre- 
cedent to be found, and he questioned whether the 
resolution was not entirely out of order. Had other | 
members of the committee been consulted? Had 
the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Gass] the oldest 
member of the committee, and whose long expe- | 
rience in our foreign affairs entitled his opinions to 
xespect? Had his gallant friend from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Sevier,] or any other member? No. The 
resolution was introduced on the authority of the 
chairman of the committee, as he had justacknow- 
ledged, without consulting a single member. He 

Mr. Areen] had taken up a part of the Annual 
essage on his own authority, and that, too, com- 
rising one of the greatest subjects in the Message. 
f this course were proper, why not take up every 
other subject in the same manner? If there were | 
no other reasons why we should not give leave for 
the introduction of the resolution, this of itself would | 
be sufficient. The chairman had asserted that 
twenty-one years had elapsed since Mr. Monroe 
had announced a similar opinion; and that it had 
settled the opinion of the American people with 
reference to it. Why, then, was this resolution 
introduced, unless it was designed to produce effect | 
on other questions? For himself he intended to | 
speak without disguise. He knew the bearing the | 
resolution was designed to have, and he well knew 
where he stood on the questions involved. He had | 
taken his stand on the questions intended to be af- 
fected. He was for peace, if it could be honorably 
preserved; and he would not be forced to counte- 
nance any measure which would render more diffi- 
cultan honorable adjustment between the two coun- | 
tries on the Oregon question. 

He was against the resolution, unless Senators f 
were prepared to go on and meet all contingencies 
which might result. If so, we would be com peled i 
to take this stand: put forth all our strength, be- 
come a great military Government, and take meas- į 
ures to repel all foreign interference with the affairs 
of this continent, With great deference to the | 
Senator from Ohio, if he was really in earnest in | 
his desire to carry into effect the principle involved 
in his resolution, instead of introducing it in a gen- 
eral form, he ought to introduce one calling on the 
Government at once to interfere in behalf of Bue- 
nos Ayres, to be prepared to take that Republic 
under our protection, and repel the interference of | 
France in her concerns. It was the part of wis- 
dom to select wise ends in a wise manner. No | 
wise man, with a full understanding of the subject, | 
would pledge himself, by declaration, to do that ij 

-which was beyond the power of execution, and | 
‘without mature reflection as to the consequences. | 
There would be no dignity in it. rue dignity | 

| 


consists in making no declaration which we are 
not prepared to maintain. If we make the declara- 
tion, we ought to be prepared to carry it into effect 
against all opposition. He was directly opposed 


to granting leave to introduce the resolution; and 
before he resumed. his seat, he would ask for the 
eas and nays. 


l 
i 
i 
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i 
i 
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| 
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| 


Jani: 14; 


Mr. JARNAGIN said that-his objection. to the 
resolution originated in no disposition to show a 
want of courtesy towards the Senator from Ohio. 
He was not prepares at this time to vote on the ap- 
plication for leave to introduce itghe did not know 
what might be the effect of the vote. That he | 
might have time to make inquiry and reflect upon | 
the subject, he moved that the motion for leave be 
laid upon the table, and asked for the yeas and 
nays 

r. CASS inquired whether this did not pre- 
clude discussion; and 

The PRESIDENT replied that the motion was 
not debatable. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that this would | 
not prevent the Senator from calling it up here 
after. . 

Mr. ALLEN said he wished it to be understood 
that he should consider the vote to be taken as final 
on the resolution. j 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Jarnaain, and was decided as follows: ` | 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cal- 
houn, Chalmers, T. Clayton, J. M. Clayton, Cor- | 
win, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, | 
Haywood, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Ma- | 
ryland, Johnson of Louisiana, McDuffic, Man- | 
gum, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, | 
Webster, Westcott, and W oodbridge—28. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Ben- | 
ton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Colquitt, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Jenness, |i 
Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, Semple, Sevier, Stur- 
geon, Turney, and Yulee—23. 

So the motion for leave was laid on the table. 

OREGON. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he wished to obtain 
the leave of the Senate to introduce a resolution. 
He had given no notice, it was true; and he de- 
signed to make no remarks at present, If leave 
should he granted, he would move to have the 
resolution printed, and postpone its consideration | 
until the 10th of February, that it might be taken | 
up with the other propositions on that day. The | 
resolution was read as follows ; 


A Resolution concerning the Territory of Oregon. 
Whereas, by the convention concluded the 20th day of 
October, 1818, between the United States of America and 
the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land, for the period of ten years, and afterwards indefinitely | 
extended and continued in force by another convention of 


the same parties, concluded the 6th day of August, 1827, it i 
was agreed thatany country that was claimed by either party [| 


on the northwest coast of America, west of the Stony or 
Rocky mountains, commonly called the Oregon Territory, 
should, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, and the 
navigation of all rivers within the samce, be “ free and open?” į 
to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the two Powers, but 
without prejudice to any claim which either of the parties 


might have to any partof said country; and with this further | 


provision iu the third article of the said convention of the 
6th of August, 1827, that cither party might abrogate and 
annul the said convention, on giving due notice of twelve 
months to the other contracting party: 

And whereasit has now become desirable that the respec- 
tive claims of the United States and Great Britain should be 
definitely settied; and that said territory may no longer than 
need be remain subject to the evil consequences of the di- 
vided allegiance of its Amcrican and British population, and 
of the confusion and conflicts of national jurisdictions, dan- 
gerous to the cherished peace and good understanding of the 
two countries: 

With a view, therefore, that steps be taken for the abroga- 
tion of the said convention of the 6th of August, 1827, in | 
the mode prescribed in its second article, and that the atten- | 
tion of the Governments of both may be the more earnestly 
and immediately directed to renewed efforts for the settle- | 
ment of all their differences and disputes in respect to said 
territory : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives | 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized at his discretion to give to the British Government 
the notice required by its said second article for the abro- | 
gation of said convention of the 6th Angust, 1827: Provided, 
however, Thut in orderto afford ample time and opportunity 
for the amicable settlement and adjustment of all their dif- 
ferences and disputes in respect to said territory, said notice 
ought not to be given till after the close of the present ses- 
sion of Congress. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN asked leave of the Senate | 


to introduce the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT remarked that it required the | 
unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN merely made a suggestion on 
the question of order. He considered the parlia- 
mentary rule as established, that when a question | 
was in the possession of the House, no other prop- 
osition on the same subject could be received un- 
ul that was disposed of; and that the only way a 
similar proposition could be brought up was in ihe | 


form of an amendment. to- the original measure. 
This rule had been departed from, he knew, in 
the other House, and to a certain extent in this, 
to the great inconvenience of the proceedings of 
each. He would suggest to the Senator, in. lieu 
of introducing thie resolution as an independent 
measuré, to give notice that when the resolutions 
from the Committee on. Foreign Relations shall 
come up, he will move his resolution as an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that he was not 
much acquainted with questions of order; but he 
merely intended, if the Senate gave him leave to 
introduce the resolution, to move that. it be print- 
ed, and that it be postponed till the 10th. of Febru- 
ary, or whenever the resolutions of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations should be taken up for 
consideration, when he would move his proposi- 
tion as au amendment or substitute. f 

Mr. CALHOUN made no objection, but had 
‘merely suggested the parliamentary course. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he intended. to- con- 
form to the course, in substance, as proposed by 
the gentleman from South Carolina. 

‘the resolution: was, by unanimous consent, re- 
ceived, read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and made the order of the day for the 10th 
of February. 


RESOLUTIONS. | : 
Mr. BREESE moved that the ‘report of the 


Secretary of War in relation to the mineral lands 
i in the State of Ilinois, communidated yesterday, 
| be printed, and referred to the Committee on Pab» 
i lic 


ands; which motion was adopted. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER presented the following 
resolution, which was agreed to: y Eiai 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the act entided ‘An act making pro- 


‘ vision for the payment of pensions to the execu- 


| ‘tors or administrators of deceased pensioners, in 


‘certain cases,” approved June 19, 1840, as to ex- 
tend the provisions of the same to the cases of 
persons entitled to pensions, but who have, died 
or shall die before their claims for pensions have 
been allowed or shall be allowed by the War De- 
| partment. i ea : ; 

Mr. BREESE presented the following: resolu; 
tion; which was agreed to: . we 

Resolved, That, the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and, if any, 
what further legislation is necessary to secure the 
tile in the confirmees, or their heirs respectively, 
| to certain lands confirmed by the Governors of the 
Northwestern, Indiana, and Ilinois Territories, 
and to report by bill or otherwise; and. ‘also to in- 
quire into the expediency of establishing a Board 
of Commissioners, with power to examine and de= 
termine all cases of suspended patents, where, un- 
i der the existing laws, the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office is not allowed to act. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to 
the Senate what further measures are necessary, if 
any, in order to secure the inland communication 
from Fort Gratiot and the works now in progress 
of completion at Sand Hill, on the Detroit-river; 
and also, with that view, as to the expediency of 
rendering more permanently convenient and avail- 
able the military road formerly laid:out from Fort 
Gratiot to Detroit; and of extending the sanie to 
said military works: at. Sandy Hill, and ‘thence to 
the United States arsenal at Dearbomville. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


|. Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Pey- 
; sions, to which was referred the petitions of Wil- 
liam Butterfield, James Robinson, and Talcott Read, 
asking pensions, made adverse reports. thereon; 
| which were ordered to be printed. fo fies 
| Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, réported a bill granting a pension to Richard 
| Elliott; which was read, and the accompanying 
report was ordered to be printed. Lape 
| Mr. SEVIER rose and said thatya day or two 
since, he had objected to the proposition lo excuse 

| Mr. Turney from further service on the Committee 

| on Claims, and he stil hoped that-he [Mr. T. 

| would reconsider his intention, and remain on said 
committee. In compliance, however, with the re- 

, quest of the gentleman from: ‘Tennessee, [Mr T} 


' he withdrew his objection. - 
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The 
excuse 

Mr, SEVIER. moved that the vacancy occa~ 
sioned on the Committee on Claims by the resig- 
nation of Mr. Turney, be filled by nomination by 
the Chair; which motion was agreed to. The Pres- 
ident did not, however, make an ‘appointment, 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The adverse report. made by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs on the petition of Catlin, Peoples, 
'& Coi, asking remuneration for loss sustained by 
them from Creek Indians in 1836, was taken u 
for action; when + 

Mr. BAGBY said that the committee were sat- 
isfied that the petitioners had sustained loss to the 
amount nanied in their petition, but not under cir- 
cumstances which would entitle them to the relief 
sought. 

i Ths report was adopted, and the claim disal- 
owed. 


INUNDATED LANDS ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
The following resolution, reported yesterday by 


question being then taken, Mr. Turney was | 


the Committee on the Public Lands, was taken up || 


for action: 

Resolved; That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to cause an examination to be made of the | 
public lands subject to the overflowing of the Mis- | 
sissippi river between Memphis and Vicksburg, 
with an estimate of the probable amount required 
to protect them from such overflow, and the quan- į 
tity of lands which will thereby become saleable, 
and report a plan for such protection, if practicable, 
at the present session of Congress, or at an early 
day of the next session. 

On the suggestion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louis- 
inna, the consideration of the resolution was post- | 
poned. 

NATIONAL ARMORY. 


Mr. STANTON was entitled to the floor, and 
(after a moment’s interruption) proceeded to ad- 
dress the committee. He said— 

Mr. Cuainman: In the intense anxiety of nu- 
merous members of the House to address the 
committee upon this momentous question, a pro- 
per estimate of my personal position and influ- 
ence would require me to listen rather than to 
speak. A discussion of this character, main- 
tained for so long a time, must have an impor- 
tant and immediate influence upon the business 
occupations and interests of the people of this 
vast country. But this influence, great as it is, 
and by no means to be overlooked or despised, is 
but dust in the balance, compared with those graver 
consequences which will result to this country and 
the world, if the fears of many gentlemen should 
| be realized, and war should follow. Stupendous 
conflicts of nations and systems—conflicts which 
| will shake, not only this country, but this globe to 
its centre—may possibly hang upon the issue of 
| this debate. 

T approach this subject of overwhelming mag- 
nitude with a perfect knowledge of the slight influ- 
ence my opinions can be expected to have, either 
upon this House or the country; yet, representing 
a district of some importance, both in its agricul- 
tural and commercial interests—a district compris- 
i ing a portion of the people of a State whose sons 
have acquired some laurels in war, as well as some 
distinction in the more quiet walks of peaceful 
statesmanship—lI feel it to be my duty to trouble 
the committee with my views upon the subject now 
under discussion. The people of Tennessee will 
not be backward to express their opinions—they 
will not be fearful to maintain them, in whatever 
manner and to whatever extent the occasion may 
require. I speak for myself. I think I can speak 
for those of my colleagues with whom I am asso- 
ciated as a member of the same party. I hope I 


The ‘ Bill to establish a national armory at the 
* Suck on the Tennessee river, in the State of Ten- 
* neasee,” was read a second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRE-EMPTION SYSTEM, &e. 


The “ Bill to establish a general pre-emption 
“system in favor of actual scttlers on the public 
< lands,” was, on motion of Mr. BREESE, passed 
by informally. i 

The “ Bill for the relief of Nathaniel Goddard & | 
Co.” was read a second time, and considered as 
in committee of the whole. 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the re- 
port made thereon by the Committee on Claims ; 
which was ordered. 

After some desultory debate between Messrs. J. | 
M.CLAYTON,TURNEY, BAGBY,SPEIGHT, 
and JOHNSON of Maryland, 

Mr. ALLEN moved to lay the bill on the table, 
in order to enable the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Executive business; which motion was 
negatived, and the bill was, by consent, passed by 
informally. 

The Senate proceeded into Executive session; 
and, after some time spent therein, (during which 
one or two nominations were confirmed,) the doors | 
were opened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, January 14, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
{the further reading having been dispensed with) 
approved. | 

Mr. Puzirs, member elect from the State of | 
Missouri, appeared, was qualified, and took his 
seat. 

The SPEAKER announced that the business 
first in order. would be the call of the committees | 
for reports. 


OREGON. | 
On motion of Mr. PETTIT, the House resolved | 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, Mr. Tisbarrs in the chair, and resumed | 
the consideration of the joint resolution heretofore 

reported by Mr. C. J. Incersoiz, from the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, providing for the twelve |! 
months’ notice to Great Britain of the termination | 
of the convention between that Government and | 
the United States respecting the Oregon Territory ; 

and of the amendments thereto pending. 


ean speak also for those with whom I am not thus 
associated. Atany rate, I hope at least to hear 
from them before this discussion shall close, and 
that their views will exhibit a noble patriotism, 
which, upon a great question, involving the honor 


cause of their country with all their known tal- 


nesseeans, 

Mr. Chairman, there seems to be little diversity 
of opinion here as to the question of title between 
Great Britain and the United States. I believe the 
recent correspondence between the respective Pleni. 

otentiaries of the two countries, will convince the 
i aaa judgment of the world that we are right- 
fully entitled to the whole Territory of Oregon, 
| according to the principles adopted by European 
| nations in reference to the appropriation of the 
American continent. 1 express no opinion as to the 
justice of those principles; I assert only, that even 
according to them, the whole of Oregon is ours. I 
shall follow the example of nearly all the gentle- 
men who have preceded me in this discussion, in 
omitting any argument on the question of title, ex- 
cept incidentally, in another part of my remarks. 

The only question which has given rise to any 
| serious debate here, is that which properly arises 
upon these resolutions—the propriety or impro- 
priety of giving notice to Great Britain of the ter- 
mination of the existing convention between the 
two Powers after a period of twelve months. 


| This is the vital point of difference—the very 


| hinge upon which our deliberations must event- 
ually turn. And upon tkis great question, the 


It is asserted, and vehemently maintained, on one 
side of the House, that to give this notice will in- 
| evitably involve the two nationsin war; on the other, 
| it is maintained, with equal earnestness, that the 
measure proposed will not lead to war—that it is 
the only possible means of bringing the matter 
speedily to a favorable and peaceful termination. On 
the one hand gentlemen declare that they will take 
no step for the extension of our laws or the security 
of our citizens in Oregon, unless this notice be 
given; while, on the other hand, gentlemen say 
they will do all these things—they will extend our 


| laws, erect forts, provide men and arms, establish 


Indian agencies and post-routes—in short, they will 
do everything else, but they will not give this no- 
tice. Sir, these are grave questions—questions 
upon which gentlemen may well differ without any 
just imputation upon their patriotism. 


and interest of the whole nation, will forget all | 
i! personal and party distinctions, and support the 


ents, and with all the ardor and devotion of T'en- | 


widest and most irreconcilable differences prevail. | 


| these resolutions are designed to effect. 


is called a war measure. 
; attempt at plausible reasoning to sustain the asser 


| parties, can be 


Itis my intention, for the time allotted me by the 
rules of the House, to endeavor to discuss these 
questions, stripping them of every irrelevant con- 
sideration, and, to the best of my ability, to arrive 
ata conclusion which shall be supported by reason 
and fortified by argument. 

I maintain, sir, that the notice proposed to be 
given to Great Britain cannot, of itself, be consid- 
ered a war measuré. The rival claimants them- 
selves have incorporated into the convention which 
we seek to terminate, a provision authorizing either ` 
party, at any moment, to do the very act which 
How can 
it be a war measure simply to perform the solemn 
stipulations of an existing treaty? So far from 
such a conclusion being at all justifiable, there.is, 
on the contrary, not the least unfriendliness in the 
measure recommended by the President, and re- 
ported by the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. It is a stipulated right, 


| which England may exercise at any moment with- 


out any provocation to us, and which we may like- 
wise claim without giving her any just cause of 
offence. Is not this proposition clear? And yet 
gentlemen have repeatedly and boldly asserted the 
contrary. I demand to know why this measure 
I require, at least, some 


tion. I have listened with the utmost attention to 


i the arguments of some of the most distinguished 


gentlemen on this floor. I heard them assert again 
and again, that this measure is equivalent to war, 


i and I hoped they would allege some reason for the 
| assertion. 


I was wholly disappointed. This as- 
sumption was made the basis of almost the whole 
of their arguments; and yet, I must confess, I was 
unable to see the strength of the foundation upon 
which their beautiful superstructures were reared. 
I maintain, sir, that the burden of proof and of ar- 
gument rests upon them. Before we can assent to 
their proposition, they must make at least a prima 
facie case, and show why a measure provided for 
in the existing convention between the contendin 
considered a warlike procedure. 

invite any gentleman to take up the argument where 
they have leftit, andmakegood the assertion which 
they have evidently failed to sustain. 

The distinguished and eloquent gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Yancey] asserted that the conven- 
tion was adopted as a substitute for war, leavin 
the inference to be drawn, that in the absence o 
the convention, war must necessarily have follow- 
ed. Jcannot admit either the statement or the in- 
ference. It does by no means follow, that because 
the two nations could not immediately agree upon 
terms of adjustment, war must necessarily ensue, 


| without an agreement for joint rights within the 


disputed territory. I consider the conventions to 
have been unfortunate concessions on our part, 
tending to lengthen and complicate the negotia- 
tions, and to delay and render more difficult and 
dangerous the final adjustment of the question. It 
was an expedient, adopted in an evil hour, to put 


! off a matter which must have forced a speedy and 


peaceable settlement of itself, had it not been the 
subject of these unfortunate agreements. 

The same gentleman also declared that “ Eng- 
‘Jand’s rejection of our offers proves that war 
“would have followed but for the conventions.” 
There is as little foundation for this assertion as 
for the other. If this proposition be true, its con- 
verse may likewise be affirmed; and it follows that 
we would have gone to war upon our own rejection 
of England’s offers. But, sir, the rejection of an 
offer, on one side or the other, does not preclude 
further offers, nor does it necessarily imply that 
the parties will then resort to the last dread alter- 
native of war. It does not preclude the possibility 
that one party will, at the critical moment, abandon 
its unjust claims, and leave the other to the enjoy- 
ment of its rights. Surely, sir, there is nothing in 


| these assertions which can establish the propriety 


of entering into, or continuing, an agreement, the 
only effect of which has been, and will continue to 
be, to involve the parties in relations more complex 
and difficult of settlement than before. 
Nevertheless, sir, I must acknowledge that, if 
England persists in attempting to hold all the ter- 
ritory north of the Columbia river, or any portion 
of it south of the 49th parallel of latitude, war must 
necessarily come. But this will not be on account 
of notice; war will ensue under these circumstan- 
ces, with or without notice. We can never submit 
to such a claim on the part of England. The war 
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which she may wage in asserting that claim will 
be a war of aggression and invasion—a war which 
we must meet, as we would surely meet the inva- 
der of this Capitol. I say it would be a war of in- 
vasion. And to show my exact meaning, I must 
be permitted to digress here for a while, to make 
some statements in reference to the title. I hold 
that England has no just title to any portion of Ore- 
gon. But her most plausible ground of pretension 
would be by that of contiguity, extending her pos- 
sessions in North America by the 49th parallel to 
the Pacific. Now, if the Canadas actualiy extend- 
ed on the line of 49° to the Rocky mountains, and 
the English Government were actually present with 
its people and its power on the north of that line, 
and the two nations stood upon equal footing in 
regard to other sources of title, then England might 


justly claim to extend her territory an that line to | 


the ocean. But none of these conditions actually 
exist. The Canadas do not extend on that line 
to the Rocky mountains ; England is not present 
with her people and her government on this conti- 
nent; and she does not stand upon an equal footing 
as to other grounds of title. The country contigu- 
ous to that part of Oregon north of 49°, is the 
possession of the Hudson Bay Company, and 
cannot be extended by this principle of contiguity. 
The argument in this respect has lately been placed 
in a strong light. That company is a mere incor- 
poration, and is subject to the limits prescribed by 
ats charter, which is the law of its creation, That 
charter originally confined the company to Hud- 
son’s bay and its tributaries; and these limits can- 
not by any torture of construction be extended to 
those waters which fall over on the other side of 
the Rocky mountains into the Pacific ocean. An 
artificial person, a corporation, cannot overleap jts 
prescribed powers; it cannot, therefore, extend its 
territories by the principle of contiguity. This is 
a well-settled principle of English common law; it 
is a principle which may well be adopted—indeed 
must be admitted—into the law of nations. 

But I assume higher ground: I maintain, if this 
principle did not stand in the way—if the charter 
of the a ead as originally granted did not cir- 
cumscribe its limits within that vast basin in the 
upper part of North America of which Hudson’s 
bay is the centre, still it is not just, it never can be 
admitted, that a nation on another continent shall 
extend its possessions on this by contiguity. If 
the Canadas themselves bordered on this disputed 
country, and the circumstances of the two coun- 
tries were otherwise equal, I should earnestly dis- 
pute theapplicability of this principle. In the very 
nature of things it is wrong. Sir, the magnetic 
wires cannot be extended across the Atlantic ocean 
——the all pervading influence of electricity is stopped 
there, and its mysterious voice is drowned in the 
noise of the surge that beats our shore. Is the in- 
visible power of England more penctrating and 
pervading than the universal agent I have named? 
Or rather, do the silent emanations of her power 
circulate around the whole globe, (like those mighty 
currents which give polarity to the earth and direct 
the needle,) causing every interest in every land, 
to turn trembling upon its centre, and point to 
London as its pole? Are there no barriers? Do 
its intangible lmks extend through all oceans, over 
all lands, enabling her to grasp new countries, and 
divide them with contiguous powers, because she 
has a foothold by their side? The law which 
makes the ocean a barrier to instantaneous com- 

` munication between nations—the law of nature, 
which has separated continents by interposing vast 
abysses, forbids that nations on one continent shall 
have rights on another by implication, extension, 
contiguity, or by any other Invisible, intangible, 
metaphysical principle whatever. England _ has 
attempted to carry out on this continent, by diplo- 
macy, the principles which she has established by 
the sword in her East India aggression. It re- 
mains to be seen whether, when diplomacy fails, 
she will attempt to use the same means here. ‘The 


United States owe it to themselves—they owe it to | 


this continent, and the world—to resist the appli- 
cation of those principles. ‘The powers of the Old 
‘World, upon the discovery of this continent, 
adopted principles for its division among them- 


selves; they may have been bound to each other | 


for the maintenance of those principles. Nay, 
those principles may have been just and wise in 
their applicatlon to such nations, distant as they 
were from the wild and uncultivated countries 
which they sought to appropriate. Yet it does not 
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| nary war—it will be a war in which the despot- 


! flict with the freedom of the New. 


| shall have the sympathies of the masses in all na- 


| ing armies, will not willingly battle in the cause of 


j of bread, and at the same time exact from them 
| interest upon a debt of four thousand millions of 


; of that haughty nation, and tell us it will blow our-| 


follow that we are to be bound by these conven- 
tional arrangements. Our relations to this conti- 
nent are widely different. . We. have arisén. here, 
a mighty nation, fast approaching, and destined 
soon to surpass, the greatness of any European 
power. We have undisputed rightful possession 
of a large portion of this continent, and. neither rea- 
son nor authority will admit that the government 
of any unappropriated portion of it should be trans- 
ferred to a distant nation. 

I hope I shall be understood. I do not mean to 
adopt that ground of title which had been assum- 
ed here by some gentlemen, under the imposing 
name of manifest destiny. It was the manifest des- 
tiny of England to spread her empire over a large 
portion of this continent, and of Asia. But that 
destiny, made manifest by complete fulfilment and 
perfect realization, neither commends itself to our 
minds as right, nor does it justify the arbitrary and 
oppressive measures by which it has been achieved. 
I believe it is our destiny to possess the whole of 
Oregon; but this destiny does not make it right; it 
is our destiny, because it is right. It is not neces- 
sary to name the principle I have attempted to state, 
nor does it require any course of reasoning to es- 
tablish it. It is one of those prepositions of which 
the bare statement carries conviction to the mind. 
It is an axiom in political science, as applied to this 
continent, and must receive universal assent, be- 
cause it is based upon the law of nature. It is the 
same principle, in effect, which Mr. Monroe stated 
when he denied the right of European nations to 
make further colonies on this continent, and which 
the President, in his late Message, has again so 
appropriately and opportunely asserted in the face 
of the world. 

If there be any force in my reasoning, Mr. 
Chairman, it follows as a clear inference that a 
war prosecuted by Great Britain Jor any part of 
Oregon would be a war of aggression, And it 
would be a monstrous usurpation, a gross and 
blasting shame to humanity, surpassing all the 
bounds of ordinary crime, if England should de- 
termine to wage war upon us for any part of the 
territory below the 49th parallel. And, sir, I repeat, 
if such be the disposition of the British Govern- 
ment, if such be her foregone determination, the 
war must and. will come, with or without notice. 
England would be responsible to the world—to 
Heaven—for the disastrous consequences of such 
awar. It would be but another crime of fearful 
magnitude added to that already mountainous mass 
of fraud and havoc by which England has hereto- 
fore extended her power, and by which she now 
maintains it. Did some gentleman say her crimes 
were represented by a vast pyramid of human 
skulls? I say, sir, rather by a huge pyramid of 
human hearts, living, yet bleeding in agony, as 
they are torn from the recking bosoms of the toil- 
ing, fighting millions! 

It is said, if this war comes, it will be no ordi- 


isms of the Old World will struggle in deadly con- 
And it has been 
asserted here that in this contest liberty will bite 
the ground, and go down forever. Sir, those who 
take this view leave out of the calculation one most 
important element. They seem to forget that we 


tions—that the people who bear the burden of op- 
pression, and who so frequently scek to escape to 
this country from the merciless exactions of Gov- 
ernments that sustain themselves by immense stand- 


tyranny against that of freedom. They forget that 
Treland is tumultuous; that Canada only waits fora 
fair opportunity to throw off the British yoke; that 
Louis Philippe cannot be expected to live much 
longer; and that the British Pee themselves are 

roaning restlessly under laws which deprive them 


o 
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dollars, as well as revenues to support a vast and 
splendid Government, Sir, when these things are 
duly weighed, the termination of such a contest may 
not be quite so unfavorable to us as some. gentle- 
men imagine. If war be fearful to us, it is equally 
formidable to England. She is not ina situation | 
to court- war. We never have, we never shall court 
it. 

Gentlemen speak of the preparation of England, 
and our want ofit. They point to the steam fleet | 


navy out of the water, and demolish our cities. 


1} no progress whatever in thè busines: 


| shall make but one remark on this subject, Tt is 


fortunate for us that we. have not frittered away. 
our strength and our means in maintaining large 
standing armies and ‘building mighty. fleets;;for 
this is the age in which great inventions have been 
made. Man has been calling to his aid ‘and sub» 
duing to his purposes the tremendous powers of 
elemental nature; and if I am not greatly mistaken, * 
there are now spirits at work in this Capitol whose 
inventions, sanctioned by scientific minds and ‘aps 
proved by practical men, will supersede any former 
combination of forces, and render the boasted Brit- 
ish navy comparatively clumsy and powerless. 
This Government may not have the wisdom to 
adopt them. That remains to be seen. At. all 
events, sir, we never can, perhaps we never ought, 
to be better prepared for war than we are at pre- 
sent, except when the occasion itself shall impe- 
riously demand the preparation, It- is only ata 
crisis like this, when we shall be suddenly brought 
into danger of conflict-with other Powers, that our 
sluggish energies will be awakened. Let the-hour 
of action come, and this great nation will create 
fleets and collect armies, with a celerity which will 
astonish the world.. Sir, I hope the occasion will 
not come; I believe it will not, I Know it. cannot, 


i unless England shall wantonly invade our rights, 


But gentlemen in this debate have endeavored 
to look into the future, and calculate the conse- 
quences of war to our free institutions. - Doubtless 
war must tend to strengthen the central power, and 
it cannot by any means be the element. in which 
our institutions will flourish best... I deplore the 
havoe, the exhaustion, the taxes, the debt, that 
must be the result of such a struggle. Yet our 
country was nurtured in war. . Our. institutions 
took their very start from the tumult of the. bate 
tle-field, and they have since been tried by an- 
other stern ordeal, in a conflict with the same pow- 
erful people. Ifit should be our fate again to be 
involved m the same calamity, does any gentleman 
believe the result will be the less glorious than in 
the two former wars? If such fears steal into our 
hearts, the battle is already lost. If we must go 
into the conflict, let us at least go with our usual 
confidence in the stars which have ever. led:us to 

osed notice is notin.” 


victory. 
hink I have fully sug- 


I have argued that the pro 
itself a cause of war, and It 
But gentlemen may say, al~ 


tained the position. 


| though notice itself may not be a sufficient provo- 


cation, the measures contemplated afterwards will 
be the cause of hostilities. hat measures? Will 
it be the extension of our laws over our citizensin 
Oregon? England has long since done the same 
thing. Will it be the erection of forts within the 
territory? England already has there her fortified 
stations. What measures have been proposed 
which can possibly be objected to? Is it the occu- 
pation of Oregon by emigration from the United 
States? If this be the fancied cause of war, I do 
not see why we, who desire to give the notice, can 
be more responsible for it than thee who oppose its 
for not one of the opponents of this measure hag 
failed to say that our population would finally settle 
the right to the whole of Oregon. Then, if I under- 
stand them correctly, they are for occupying the 
whole of Oregon as well as we. Some of them, in- 
deed, have expressed a perfect willingness to do 
everything that has been proposed, except the giv- 
ing of thisnotice. I.cannot but-think there is some 
| little inconsistency in these two positions. If those 
measures’ will excite England to war with notice, 
will they not do°so ‘without: notice ?- Might not 
England, perhaps, complain of a violation on our 
| part of existing treaty stipulations? And would 
not this be a pretext for war, which would not ex- 
ist after the treaty shall have been terminated by 
the stipulated notice? I ask, sir, what wehave 
proposed ‘to do, that all other gentlemën in this 
House are not willing to do, leaving out of view 
the notice? There is nothing, sir; and as the:no- 
tice, of itself, is evidently not war, those gentlemen 
are as ready to plunge the country into a war. as 
we, for they would do everything of a warlike na~ 
ture which we propose to do. Oe hee 
Mr. Chairman, I do not believe: this notice: 
produce war. I believe, on the contrary, it will 
tend to hasten the peaceable. adjustment of the 
question. Am I required to say- why- T believe 
this? I mightywell answer, that we have been ne- 
gotiating under the existing convention for more 
than a quarter of-a century, and yet we have made 
TD might 
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well argue that our-experience has proved that the 
conventions, so far from assisting the negotiations, 
have retarded them. Sir, during this long period, 
the life of'a generation, diplomacy has exhausted 
itself. Itis time to cease this diplomatic trifling. 
It is time to assert our rights, and firmly to main- 
tain them. In order to do this, we must change 
the face of things. We must alter the circumatan- 
ces by which we havé herétofore been fettered. 
‘We must brush away the. cobwebs which have been 
suffered to be woven over the subject, obscuring 
the vision both of England and ourselves. I ask 
if there be not force in this position? We have 
tried negotiation under these conventions for a 
period long enough to have settled a dozen such 
questions, if there had been any real disposition on 
both sides to settle it. Shall we not now try what 
success we shall have in the absence of these 
conventions? ‘This course commends itself to our 
judgment. We have tried the one with complete 
failure—now let us try the other. May we not at 
least hope for better success in the altered circum- 
stances? What will be the force and power of the 
new circumstances which we propose to bring 
about? When this notice shall have been given, the 
United States and England will stand untrammelled 
relieved from all embarrassing agreements what- 
ever—naked before the world—each standing upon 
its own proper tights. They will stand face to 
face, looking each other in the eye, and perfectly 
conscious of the dread alternative which will fol- 
low a failure to adjust the dispute by a treaty, 
They, will deeply feel the absolute and pressing | 
necessity of amicable action, Shall we not bring 
it to this crisis.: Does any one fear it? Iac 
knowledge it is dangerous; but not more danger- 
ous than a tardy and temporizing policy. Here 
are Sylla and Charybdis, We must pass. Shall | 
we not grasp the helm sternly and firmly, trusting 
to our prudence and skill to guide us through the 
dangerous abyss ?—or shall we beat about listless- 
ly, backwards and forwards, uncertain what shall | 
be our course, yet perfectly conscious that sooner | 
or later we must endure the peril? 

Sir, when things shall be brought to this point, 
must war necessarily follow? In the nineteenth 
century, with all its boasted civilization and moral- 
ity, must two great nations fear to come up boldly 
to the adjustment of a great question, lest a deadly 
conflict may ensue? Can England go to war in the 
face of the late correspondence between her Min- 
ister and ours? I assert she cannot, she will not, 
To maintain that she will, argues a want of con- 
fidence in the strength of our title, which nearly 
every gentleman here has admitted to be clear and 
unquestionable, When England shall sce that 
this long-existing negotiation must be settled, 
promptly and fairly, she will be willing to make a 
settlement of it which we may honorably accept. | 
The honorable gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. | 
Cons,] who comes to the same conclusion that I | 
do, said the other day that England would never 
accept the proposition made by Mr. Polk. Doubt- 
less she will not, so long as this convention shall | 
remain. Perhaps it is not her interest to do so. 
Neither will she, as Mr, Polk in his Message 
declares, make any offer which we could possibly 
accept. But, sir, I have but little judgment if, 
when the convention shall be terminated, and this 
great question shall press upon her with the weight 
of a dreadful alternative, she do not then agree 


‘entitled to more. 


| possible. 


to settle it upon terms which ought to be satisfac- 
tory tous. Ido not mean that she will be fright- 
ened or bullied into terms; but I mean that she 
will be swayed by the same motives which ought | 
to sway us—a desire to avoid war, and to adjust | 
the difficulty upon a basis that shall be fair and | 
honest. A distinguished genileman from Virginia 
[Mr. Hunter] has said he will not agree to give 
this notice, because, if it will not bring war, it will 
force the settlement of the question upon the basis |! 
of the 49th parallel, and he is so well satisfied of |! 
the strength of our title to the whole, that he would || 
deplore such a settlement of the dispute. Sup- 
ose, sir, the next steamer from England Should 
ring the news, in authentic form, that the British | 
Government had instructed Mr. Pakenham to ac- 
cept the late offer of our Government, which he 
did not accept when made: what would we then 
do? Would that gentleman—would any other 
gentleman on this floor—take the responsibility of 
refusing such an opportuity to dispose of this dan- 
gerous business? Could any Administration jus- 
tify itself before the country by such action in 


f 


such an emergency? I know not what may be 
the feelings of the President on this subject; but 
for my own part, I should hesitate long, I should 
reflect deeply, before I would sacrifice the peace 
and prosperity of two great nations, upon such 
a point. But England must act promptly and 


speedily. Delay will justly justify us in asserting | 
our right to the whole pea ey And if we fight, | 


we shall certainly fight for the whole—ay, sir, for 
more. We can make no more offers. Our Pres- 
ident has offered as much as any President ought 
ever to have offered—more. than one should offer 
again. 

But, sir, how do these gentlemen propose to get 
the whole of Oregon by maintaining the present 


. ‘eae . 4 
posture of affairs? Is the existing convention most 


favorable to us or to England, so far as the posses- 
sion of the country is concerned? In my judg- 
ment, England is strengthening herself every day. 
This she is doing in a double aspect. She is 
strengthening her pretended claim of title; for 
however well we may be satisfied that neither our 
offers of half the country to England by way of 
compromise, nor these conventions which express- 
ly reserve the rights of each, affect unfavorably 
our title; yet I aver there is not a gentleman on 
this floor who, upon the naked question of title, 
would not wish that these offers had never been 
made—that the two conventions had never been 
adopted. We may say that the treaty does not 
recognise the “joint occupation,” yet we cannot 
rid ourselves of the feeling that some sort of joint 
rights are acknowledged. I believe, sir, the strong- 
est show of right which England can present is 
that which arises from this very thing. She argues, 
because we have offered her much, she must be 
And she can say, with great 
plausibility, she is at least entitled to as much as 
we have oflered her. 

Now, sir, the longer this convention exists, and 
the more frequent offers we make her, the stronger 
will be her pretended claim. She will presently 


{| it be remembered, however, that this tide cannot 


advance over the Rocky mountains. The Pacific 

coast must first: be settled, long before the in- 

tervening space-can possibly be filled up. The 

tide that will roll onward from that quarter will 

meet the advancing tide from this. In my judg- 

ment, it isa chimera to suppose that the settle- 

ment of the country will be effected in any other 

way. Then, sir, the difficulty remains, how shall 

our people get a firm foothold in that. territory? 

You must clear the way for them; you must. re- 
move the British forts from the north side of the. 
Columbia river; or,as has been forcibly observed, 
you must at least untie the hands of those who go” 
there. 
- But, sir, suppose the convention continued; and 
suppose, against all the obstacles I have named, 
| our people should continue to flow into that coun- 
try: what is to be the result? If England will not 
give us the country without the existing conven- 
tion: will she give it to us with it? Will she re- 
move her forts? Wil her people quietly abandon 
their stations to ours? Will England—will the 
Hudson Bay Company—calmly look on and see 
our people silently or forcibly supplanting them— 
and that, too, when a convention exists between 
the two countries, guarantying some sort of equal 
rights to the citizens of both? By what sort of a 
process are our people to root out the British? Do 
not gentlemen know what the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany is doing? Do not gentlemen know the mili- 
tary organization and formidable power of that 
monstrous corporation which seeks to run the ca- 


set up a prescriptive right under the operation of | 


the convention. I desire to prevent this as far as 
Let us give the notice, in order to pre- 


vent things from growing worse with us. Let 


things at least remain as they will be now upon the | 
termimation of this convention, since it will not i 


better them to continue it. 

But itis not only in this manner that England 
is strengthening herself in the Oregon Territory: 
she is increasing her population; she is erecting 
fortifications; she is arming and manning them. It 
is well known there are no American settlements 
north of the Columbia river, and American citi- 
zens will not be permitted to settle there, if they 
should, under present circumstances, even desire 
todo so, But they will not do so, for the simple 
reason that they do not feel secure. They are not 
satisfied of the policy of this Government, in refer- 
ence to that part of the territory. Sir, they will 
not settle there until this Government shall take 
some step which will assure them of its aid and 
protection against British power. : 

I have already said we could never consent to 
surrender any portion of the territory below the 
forty-ninth parallel, and I have attempted to give 
my reasons for believing that England has no 


|| plausible pretext whatever for any claim of title 


south of that line. Now, it is well known, and I 
believe fully admitted, that unless we obtain the 


i country at least to that line, we lose the most valu- 


able part of it; we get no valuable harbors; and, 
so far as the commercial importance of the region 
is concerned, we might as well give up the whole 
territory. This being the state of things, and Eng- 
land, through the Hudson Bay Company, having 
possession of that part of the territory, what is to 
be the course of our emigration, if things remain 


as they are? I believe emigration will in a great 


measure cease. It has been only the hope that our 
Government would take this great step, and assert 
our title at Jeast to some valuable portion, if not to 
all the territory, which has caused the stream of 


emigration to set in that direction. Can our people | 


become strong there if they are shut out from the 
harbors, and in that way deprived of any partici- 
pation in the advantages of commerce? What in- 
ducement is there for emigrants from the United 
States to seek that country under such disadvan- 
tages? The gentleman from Virginia spoke of the 
advancing population of our country proceeding 
westward, on a line of a thousand leagues, at the 
rate of half a degree of longitude every year. Let 


reer of its great prototype—the East India Com- 
pany—that operates just over on the other side of 
the Pacific? 

I find, sir, in the fourth volume of the narrative 
of the Exploring Expedition, a copy of the obliga- 
tion which the Hudson Bay Company requires of 
all its servants. They give their bonds “to de- 
vote their whole time and labor to the service of 
the company;”’ * to perform all work or service, 
by day or by night;” * to obey all orders,” ‘with 
courage and fidelity to defend the property of said 
company, their territories and factories;’” “ to de- 
fend the rights and privileges of said company ;” 
“and, if required, to enrol as soldiers, and attend 
all drills and exercises necessary to acquire a 
knowledge of the duties required,” &c. Here ig 
a perfect military organization, and it exhibits very 
plainly what are the designs of that monstrous 
company. It warns us that our advancing tide of 
population will not be permitted to trespass upon 
what it considers its territories. : 

Is not this the true state of things in that distant 
region? Ifitbe not, why are our people calling 
upon us for aid and protection? Why do our peo- 
ple all settle south of the Columbia? and why are 
they dependent upon the Hudson Bay Company 
for all their commerce? When will these things 
be altered, if this convention shall continue? When 
will our people begin to settle north of the Colum- 
bia river? 

But, sir, England knows very well the situation 
of things in Oregon. She is, perhaps, better in- 
formed than we. If she is ready now to fight for 
this country—if she has made her determination 
not to give it up without a great contest—and if we, 
i| as gentlemen suppose, are gaining by the existing 
arrangement—will she not terminate it herself? But 
when did England ever make the first movement 
towards that measure? Now, this is a plain prop- 
osition : if England will go to war rather than 
yield us our nights, and if we shall certainly ad- 
vance towards the acquisition of the territory by 
the existing convention, then she will herself give 
us the notice, which we hesitate to give her. Far- 
sighted as she is, she will bring on the contest now, 
before we shall have grown strong enough in that 
quarter to accomplish our stealthy design. If Eng- 
land does not now pursue this course, if she holds 
on to the convention, I argue that she, at least, does 
not believe time will benefit us more than her. 
And I, sir, am disposed to learn wisdom from her 
example, believing that where our interests are op- 
posite, our policy ought to be also. If she would 

old on to the convention, I would instantly termi- 
nate it, 

It is, perhaps, scarcely necessary to say anything 
of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hiuiiarp]. I consider it of no con- 
sequence. If its object or its effect be, as some gen- 
tlemen allege, to throw the responsibility off the 
shoulders of this House, I Have no disposition 
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thus to evade a duty which belongs to me. Iac- 
cept my share of the responsibility, knowing that 


whatever may be the consequence—whether peace | 


or war ensue—the cause of our country is just in 
the sight of God and man. But the amendment is 
of little importance, since the President hasalready, 
in his Message, told us he believes now is the ap- 
propriate time to give the notice. Should the reso- 
lution, with the amendment, be adopted to-day, he 
would give the notice to-morrow. Ti might weak- 
en the influence of the measure upon. the action of 
Britain. She might well suppose that the Legisla- 
ture of the nation had exhibited less firmness than 
the Executive, and that it would tremble, in a cer- 
tain contingency, to sustain him by those ulterior 
measures which the crisis might render indispensa- 
ble. I hope we shall present an unbroken font 
that we shall fully sustain the President, not only 
in the noble stand he has already taken, but in ail 
other measures which the honor and security of 
our common country may at any time require. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said all I have to say on 
this subject. I cannot lay claim to any practical ex- 
perience in statesmanship. The reasoning I have 
attempted has satisfied me that the proposed notice 
cannot, of itself, affect the question of peace or war, 
and that every consideration of policy and interest 
requires us to give it without delay. I respect the 
opinions of those who differ from me, and J sin- | 
cerely regret that such differences exist. I shall 
follow my own convictions with a due sense of the 
solemn responsibilities under which I act, leaving 
others the same liberty which I claim, without suf 
fering myself for a moment to doubt their integrity | 
and patriotism. 

I solemnly believe that gentlemen who think war 
will come are mistaken. Il earnestly pray that peace | 
may continue to wave her golden wings, and scat- 
ter her rich blessings over our happy country, and 
that those bright visions, which gentlemen have | 
pictured as destined to gladden our hearts, under 
the auspicious eye of this hovering angel, may never 
be blasted by the blood-stained demon of war. I 
woo the favor and the continued presence of this 
guardian spirit with my deepest devotion. I would 
sacrifice much, I would suffer much to detain her. 
But if she must depart—if she is destined to take | 
her sad “ flight from earth to heaven again,” then 
welcome the black tempest of war! Welcome its 
terrors, its privations, its wounds, and deaths! We 
wiil sternly bare our bosoms to its deadliest shock, | 
and trust in God for the result, 

Mr. 8. having concluded— 

Mr. GORDON obtained the floor, and spoke for į 
about half of his privileged hour, 
at this late and protracted stage of the debate, his | 
disposition to take part in it was much less than it | 
had been at its commencement. Indeed, so much 
had been said, in such a variety of forms—from 
the grave to the gay, and from the sublime to the 
ridiculous—that it was almost impossible to say 
anything new, or anything old in a new form. 
Still, having manifested quite an early disposition 
to address the committee, he had a few words to | 
say. He had a vote to give, and reasons to assign 
for that vote, for which he alone was responsible. 

The President of the United States (continued 
Mr. G.) has recommended to Congress the termi- 
nation of the joint convention of 1827, by the giv- 
ing of the twelve months’ notice provided for by 
that convention; and, in order to justify that recom- 
mendation, he has stated his reasons for it. 


{ 
to the British Government, through her Minister | 
resident here; and he has also reviewed the whole | 
history of the negotiation, from the year 1818 down 
to the date of his Message; and the question now | 
is, shall Congress adopt the recommendation of the | 
President? Shall we direct that notice to be given 

which he believes necessary to be given, to secure 

the rights of the United States in the Oregon Ter- 

ritory? Or shall we decline, and refuse to execute 

and carry out the recommendation of the President, | 
and present to the civilized world the spectacle of 
a great nation divided in its counciis— ivided not 
only among ourselves into parties, but even the 


i 


Democratic party split up into factions on so great |! 


and grave a subject? S 
Gentlemen say that the notice is cause and ground | 
of war, and that we are not prepared for war- I 


|| in the establishment of these Unite 


| 

w i t 
He said that, || 

| 


He | 
has informed us of the offer of compromise made || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| that convention that Great Britain herself has; and 

who will dare to say, here or elsewhere, in solemn 
and serious argument, that if Great Britain gives 
us notice, we have a right to declare war against 
that Power for the adoption of a measure provided 
for in the very treaty now under consideration? Sir, 
it is not this notice which would lead to war, or 
that would be the cause of war. If waris to grow 
out of this controversy in the Oregon Territory, it 
will come of these measures whic everybody 
avows himself ready to go for; which measures, in 
that distant region, would bring British subjects 
into conflict with American citizens, and the Amer- 
ican Government with the British Government. 
This it is that will enkindle the flame of war, if 
war is to grow out of the controversy between 
these two Powers. 

Gentlemen have painted the horrors of war in 
the most vivid colors and the most haggard fea- 
tures. But what have we ever lost by war that we 
should disparage it? Nothing. On ‘the contrary, 
we have gained everything by it. For what we 
are, and what we possess, we are indebted to war. 
The old French war nursed in its tent the young 
Hereules of America, and trained him up for the 
Revolution—a general the bravest of the brave, 
whose fame as a warrior outshines that of Alex- 
ander, Casar, or Napoleon. His deeds in arms 
are the pride and boast and honor of the great na- 
tion he founded. The revolutionary war resulted 
States. The 
last war with Great Britain gave the freedom of 
the seas to the commerce of the world. The next 
war with that power will expel her from this conti- 
nent. Though a peace-loving people, we are, 
when aroused in defensive war, the most warlike 
| race ever clad in armor. Let war come, if it will 
i come; boldly and firmly we will meet its shock, 
and roll back its wave on the ‘fast-anchored isle 
of Britain,” and dash its furious flood over those 
who raised the storm but could not directits course. 
Ours is the last people, in a craven spirit, to beg for 
| peace. In a just war, as this would be, on our 


|i part, the sound of the clarion would be the sweet- 


| est music that could greet our ears. Jt will not do 
to attempt to intimidate the citizen soldiers of this 
| great Republic with threats of aggressive war, if 
j you mean to preserve the peace of nations. 

Should war be declared, New York would not 
be absent at the call of the roll. Her position, 
commercial and geographical, is such that she must 
sustain the brunt. From that responsibility she 
would not shrink, but freely and fearlessly assume 
it. She prefers peace to war, but war to dishonor. 
But, sir, there will be no war-—there will be no war, 
because our rights are paramount to Great Brit- 
ain’s, and because Great Britain is aware of our 
determination, our valor, and our resources. 

But it is said we are not prepared for war. Sir, 
we are as much prepared as we ever were in time 
of peace, or as, Í trust, we ever shall be in time 
of peace. We are as much prepared now as we 
were when the Revolution broke out; we are as 
much prepared as we were when war with Great 
Britain was last declared. If love of country and 
a devotion to republican institutions—if the right 
of citizens to bear arms in time of peace—is pre- 
paration for war, then are we prepared. We have 


in their hands, sleeping on their guns, and we have 
eighteen millions of people, ready and able to feed 
and clothe and sustain them in the conflict. We 
have all the raw materiel of war; we have the re- 
| guisite skill, capital, and machinery to make that 
;: materiel useful, and to convert it into instruments 
| of defence. We are prepared for war—not, to be 


| sure, by a large expensive navy, nor bya standing 


‘army. Itis not our policy to suckle armies and 
; dry-nurse the land; and until I shall be satisfied 
| that war is to come, and that we are to have an 
| aggressive war by Great Britain, I shall not be pre- 
| pared much to enlarge either the army or the navy. 


| L repeat, then, we are as much prepared for war 


|| to-day as we ever shall be, or ever ought to be, in 


time of peace. {would rather lose battles during 
campaigns for the first year, than I would consent, 
in time of peace, to build up a large and expensive 
inavy, or to establish a standing army, when no 
| war might come. The cost of the army and the 


deny that the giving this notice is either a just 
cause of war, or any ground whatsoever of war. 
It is provided for in the convention itself. We | 


have ihe same right to give the notice to terminate | 


| navy, the injury to our free institutions, would be 
| greater far than any declaration of war, coming un- 
‘expected upon us, even though for the first year 
| we might suffer defeat. But,sir, l repeat, we are 


more than two millions of fighting men, with arms | 


the first year of a war—I would rather lose all the | 
i 
l 


ready; we have two millions of fighting men, with 
arms in their hands, ready at the call of their coun- 


| try to march to the front of the battle whenever and 


wherever the cloud of war might lower, i i 

In order to ascertain whether this notice should 
be given or not, it is necessary to understand what 
are the rights of Great Britain, and what the rights 
of the United States, under: this joint convention 
of 1818, indefinitely continued by the convention 
of 1827.. By this convention it was provided. that 
the citizens, subjects, and vessels of Great. Britain 
and the United States should be free to enter this 
territory, its bays, harbors, creeks, and rivers, there 
to trade and traffic with the natives. There is no 
power given to Great Britain to exercise sovereign 
acts of authority ; but under this treaty, which gave 
certain privileges to British subjects, but. none to 
the British Government, what has that Govern- 
ment done? In the first place, she has incorporated 
the Hudson Bay Company, or rather the North- 
western Company- a second East India Compa- 
ny—and she has given to ìt the monopoly of the 
whole trade of this Northwestern territory—thus 
denying to her own subjects those very rights and 
privileges which were ceded to them by this con- 
vention. She has gone on, in violation and in de- 
fiance of this treaty, to establish courts of civil and 
criminal jurisdiction, to build her forts in every 
section, and to establish a military government 
over the entire territory. The Government of 
Great Britain is at this moment firmly established 
in all that territory. Under this joint treaty, which 
gave to her subjects certain trading privileges, of 
which she has deprived them, and conferred upon 
a corporation, Great Britain has gone on: to estab- 
lish a government—military, civil, and political, 
Her flag is erected on every fort—numbering some 
thirty—and she is now, by her flag, proclaimin 
her right of dominion over this territory. An 
what, in the mean time, have we done? Nothing. 
While we have been sleeping, under the influence 
of this “masterly inactivity,” she, step by step, 
has been encroaching upon this territory, and 
claiming it as her own, Whilst we have had scru- 
ples about this treaty, she has violated it at every 
point; and instead of suffering her subjects to go 
there and trade, she, under the pretence ‘of taking 
care of them, and keeping in: check. the saragé In- 
dian tribes, has- established a government’ there as: 
complete and as perfect as that existing under the 
East India Company charter. It may be said that ` 
this government is necessary to control these In- 
dian tribes, to teguiate trade, and. to protect her 
own subjects. If, in connection with these acts 
of sovereign power, she had not claimed the terri-, 
tory itself, there might be some pretext for the ar- 
gument. But the quo animo of these acts had been 
made manifest by her claim to the territory itself. 
She has exercised the highest. sovereign power, 
and, at the same time, has claimed the territory 
and the soil, and refuses to acknowledge our rights 
within it. f 

I believe that no gentleman who has spoken in 
this House, nor any one out of it, has pretended 
that we are to surrender any territory south of 499, 
And yet, unless we give this notice, and extend our 
laws and jurisdiction over this territory, all the ter- 
ritory south of 49°, and north and west of the Co- 
lumbia river, is as certain to fall into the hands: of 
Great Britain, as it is certain that she-is now there 
asserting her claim. Until the notice is given, and 
suitable measures are adopted for their protection, 
I will venture to say that no American ‘citizen for 
one hundred ‘years to. come, will undertake to set- 
tle north of the Columbia. The territory north of 
the Columbia has been occupied by British forts, 
and settlements, and subjects; and not an American 
citizen has gone, or will dare to go, north of the 
Columbia. : Whether they are to be bought up, or 
tomahawked, or to have the Indians set upon them, « 
isimmatetial. Go there they will not, until such 
time as this Government shall assert its just righta, 
and show the people there that they are to be pro- 
tected by all its power, under the just claim which 
We possess. aE R 

What will be the effect of continuing: this. con- 
vention? It will give all this territory south of 49° 
and north and west of the Columbia river, tô Great 
Britain; and this is what is called’ “masterly inac- 
tivity.’ Oregon on time! the South Carolina poli- 
cy! which would to-morrow: fiercely’ wate: war 
against the world for the conquest of Cuba or Cali- 


1 
| 


fornia, (I will not, say Mexicos. because Ido not 
i believe she wants it,) but would rather that. the 
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whole of Oregon down to 42° should belong to 
Great Britain than to the United States. Yes, sir; 
this is the Sonth Carolina policy! Oregon on time! 
a policy identical, in regard to that. territory, with 
the British policy itself. 

Great Britain has numerous forts south of 49°, 
or in that.part, of the territory which lies north of 
the Columbia; and she even: has one fort two hun- 
dred miles south -of the Columbia river—Fort 
Umqua—south of Fort Astoria, or Fort George. 
Are gentlemen prepared to give up. this territory 
south. of 499? . Gentlemen say this subject. should 
be left-in the hands of the President—that it is an 
executive concern. But, sir, the giving this notice 
will not take from the Executive department of the 
Government its proper, independent jurisdiction. 
‘Phat will remain where it is, in statu quo. Whether 
any treaty is to be ratified between this Govern- 
ment and Great Britain, or whether any offers are 
to be made on the part of Great Britain, I know 
not, nor do I care. I will not interfere with that 
question. Iwill not inquire, nor anticipate what 
offer the Executive would receive, or Great Britain 
make. I know not, nor will I undertake to ascer- 
tain. But if any offer should be made, I trust that 
the Executive will ratify no treaty that would net 
receive the sanction of the nation, and accord with 
the just rights of our people. I am willing to leave 
that matter in the hands of the Executive, where 
this notice would leave it, where it now is, and 
with which we cannot interfere. 

Great Britain has manifested a disposition to 
contend not only for the territory north of forty- 
nine degrees, but for that north of the Columbia 
river. And if we are to contend for any part of 
this territory, we may as well, if the conflict is to 
come, contend for that north of forty-nine degrees 
as for that between forty-nine degrees and the 
Columbia river, 

I believe our title to the whole of Oregon up to | 
540 40' is “clear and anquestionable;”? and that 
below 49°, under no circumstances, is an inch of 
this territory to be surrendered to the British Gov- | 
ernment. Whether the territory north of 49° and 
south of 54° 40! is a matter of compromise, nego- 
tiation, and settlement between the two Govern- ; 
ments, 1 will net now undertake to say, Itis sutli- 
cient for me to repeat the expression of my belief | 
that our title up to 54° 40’ is “clear and ungues- 
tionable.”’ 

Much has been said about the power of Great 
Britain, and the danger of entering upon a war 
with her; that we must forego our treaty rights, 
because she is a powerful and a dangerous foe; 
that her colonics and her possessions encircle the 
world from north to south, from. east to west; and 
that this would be no little war, but a contest be- 
tween systems—a long, protracted, arduous, and 
bloody war. Now, if Great Britain encircles the | 
world. with her possessions, it only argues her 
weakness, not her strength. She has to maintain | 
large armies in the East Indies, and a military | 
force in Canada. In all her settlements, it is ne- 
cessary for her to maintain a military establish- | 
ment; and, therefore, I say that her extended col- | 
onies, her vast power in that respect, is, in fact, 
only her weakness. And if a declaration of war 
should come—and if it comes at all, it must be | 
from her and not from us—it will be the signal of 
her dissolution. Her restless colonies would then 
have an opportunity to strike a blow; and at this 
moment she is weaker than she ever was at any | 
time since she became mistress of the seas. The | 


defeat of her aggressive attack upon the Chinese || 


would have proved her downfall. Let her once | 
become engaged in war, and let Canada or Ireland | 
evince a disposition to regain their lost independ- | 
ence, and the British empire will be at an end. | 
She knows it. She is less ready to go to war, and | 
less able to maintain. a war, either offensive or || 
defensive, than either France, Russia, or the United | 
States. She has too many colonics. She wants | 
more concentrated’ power. The extended cam- | 
paigns and the numerous: conquests of Napoleon 
consigned him to banishment at St. Helena; and 
the extensive conquests of Great Britain will be 
her grave. 

[do not know that I shall dread the conflict, if 
it come; and I venture to say that Great Britain 
dreads it more than the United States. Sir Robert 
Peel, indeed, in a speech made in the British Par- 
liament responsive to the Inaugural Address of the 
President, blustered about war; but it was intended 
to.operate on the weak nerves of the American peo- 


ple and Government. He had tried this course of | € li ; 
i| river, will eventually go down to California, and 


action in the case of McLeod, and in the contro- 
versy about the Northeastern boundary treaty, 
when other men were at the helm of this Govern- 
ment; and he had found that bluster and bravado 
had had their effect upon the men then in power. 
The British Government was now resorting to the 
same means of intimidation; but, thank God, the 

had to deal with different agents on the part of this 

cople. 

P I have no prejudice against the British—I mean 
against the British people. I admire them; I ad- 
mire those who toil in her work-shops and her 
fields of agriculture; nay, if you please, I admire 
her armies and her navy. {like them for their 
bravery—for their love of liberty—their virtue— 
their industry. Why should I not? They are 
blood of our blood, bone of our bone, and flesh of 
our flesh; we speak the same language; we are 
descended from the same common ancestry. But E 
must hold them, asI hold the rest of the world, 
“ Friends in peace, enemies in war.” But I draw a 
distinction between the British people and the Brit- 
ish Government. I abhor and detest the Brit- 
ish Government. 


small parcels among the people. 
world, will they reach the promised land of equal 
rights except through this Rea sea of blood. Let 
Great Britain declare war, and I fervently hope that 


the British people—at least the Ivish—will seize | 
the occasion to rise and assert their independence. į 


This was the sentiment of the illustrious Emmet, 


when, on his trial, he declared ‘if the French |j 
‘came as invaders, he would meet them on the i; 
|| that, consulting m 


“beach with a sword iu one hand and a torch in 


‘the other; he would raze every house, and burn H 
‘every blade of grass, and the last intrenchment of 


‘freedom should be his grave.” 

Such are my sentiments in relation to the British 
Government and the British people. In the con- 
troversy between France and 
Russia and Great Britain, I would rather that the 


subjects of France or the serfs of Russia. 


lieve they are better off under the British Govern- | 


ment than they would be under a forejgn yoke; 
but I again repeat that I abhor that Government; 
Labhor that purse-proud and pampered aristocracy, 
with its bloated pension list, which, for centuries 
past, has wrung its being from the toil, the sweat, 
and the blood of that people. 

Now why do we want Oregon? It is a large 
country, extending some twelve and a half degrees 


north and south, and some seven hundred miles in | 
breadth from east to west, with a salubrious cli- 


mate and a fertile soil. It is the key of the Pacific. 
It will command the trade of the isles of the Paci- 
fie, of the East, and of China. We want Oregon, 


because it is contiguous to the United States; to | 


establish there the Institutions of freedom; to plant 
there the tree of liberty; to erect there our standard; 
and to wave there the star-spangled banner upon 
the highest and most remote boundaries of that 
territory, in honor of those institutions consecrated 
by the blood of the Revolution, and founded by 
our Washington, our Franklin, our Jefferson, and 
our Adams. We want it, sir, because it is ours; 
ye want it because the British want it; we want 
it hecause it will make a happy home for unborn 


millions who are to emigrate from these States to | 
the west of the Rocky mountains; we want it be- . 
cause our people have gone there, wish to go there, ; 
and will go there, to make permanent settlements, | 
to establish homes for themselves and their pos- | 


terity forever. With Oregon, we command the 
trade of the Pacific and the trade of the Atlantic. 

I repeat, sir, unless we give this notice and fol- 
low up the giving this notice, by the extension 
of our laws and protection over our settlers in 
Oregon, that they never will go north of the Co- 
lumbia river to settle; that the whole territory 
north of the Columbia river is certain, in the 
end, to fall into the hands of Great Britain. 
now has Fort Vancouver, Fort George, and vari- 


ous other forts located on the Columbia river, with | 
her setUements ebout them; and our citizens will : 


not go there. If we fail to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Executive, which to me seem 
reasonable and just, our citizens, instead of bend- 


Would to God that the British | 

eople—the Irish, the Scotch, the Welch, and the | 
English—would rise up in rebellion, sponge out the | 
national debt, confiscate the land, and sell it in | 
Never, in the | 


Se ns a Rais 


She | 


ing their course to the northward of the Columbia 


make their settlement in the south; and thus will 
carry out. that ‘‘mastely inactivity’? policy to 
which I have adverted. i 

When I rose, Mr. Chairman, I did not expect 
to occupy the full time allowed me. I have briefly 
glanced at the leading considerations that have 
governed me and brought me to the conclusion I 
have attained, that we are bound—bound by the 
honor of this nation, and by that justice which is 
due to our settlers in Oregon—to give this notice; 
to unfetter ourselves, and to extend our laws and 


ji our jurisdiction over this people, that they may 


receive that encouragement which is necessary for 
the occupation and the peopling of this territory. 
It appears to me—and so I think the British Gov- 
ernment will regard it—that if we fuil to give this 
notice, and to pass those measures which are re- 
commended to us, and which gentlemen say they 
will pass, that the British Government will regard 
it as an indication on the part of Congress, at least, 
that the territory south of 49° as well as north of 
49°, is a matter for negotiation, for compromise, 
and for division. Now, is there any gentleman on 
this floor who is prepared to say that the terri- 
tory south of 49° does not belong to us? And is 
there any one on this floor prepared. to intimate 
to the Executive or to Great Britain that the ter- 
ritory south of that parallel is open for negotia- 
tion? I trust not; and, having submitted these 
views, I yield the floor. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF next obtained the floor, 
and addressed the committee. 

Mr. Cuamaan: When I declare that it is with 
vreat reluctance that I have brought my mind to 
he conclusion to take part at all in this debate, and 
own feclings alone, I should 
not have attempted to do so, it will probably gain 
very little credence here. It is, nevertheless, truc. 
I design, however, to say a few words, and but 
avery few words, on the resolution before the 


the || House, and that solely for the purpose of placing 
Great Britain, or | 


the ground of my action, upon a question which is 


j admitted to be one of so much moment, before my 
British Government should triumph than that she || 
should fall; 1I would rather see the British people | 
the subjects of the British Government than the ; 


I be- |} tion, which have occupied the public press through- 


own immediate constituents. 
Throughout the whole course of this debate here, 
sir, and in all the discussions on this Oregon ques- 


out the country, one gratifying fact has manifested 
itself and that is, the entire unanimity of Congress 
and of the country as to the validity of the Ameri- 
can title to Oregon. 

From the venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] who has, with so much. spirit 
and energy, advocated giving notice, to the. gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Ruerr,] who with 
such impassioned vehemence opposed it—on every 
hand, and upon all sides, it is not only admitted, 
but insisted, that the Amertcan title to Oregon is 
‘clear and unquestionable,” indicating that, what- 


| ever may be the consequences to arise from our ac- 


tion here, we shall present to the country and to 
the world a united, an unbroken front. 

tl have just risen from a somewhat careful read- 
ing of the correspondence between the plenipoten- 
tiaries of the two nations in regard to this contro- 
versy. I had been told, previous to the reading, 
of the triumph of the American negotiator—of the 
conviction, amounting almost to absolute demon- 
stration, which his clear and masterly expose of 
our rights was calculated to produce—of the per- 
fection of our title, as against Great Britain, to that 
country; but I must say, like the Queen of Sheba, 
when gazing on the architectural wonders of Jeru- 
salem, that I had not heard the half of it; and I þe- 
lieve that any unprejudiced man, of any country or 
of any party, who will read that correspondence, 
must feel that the honor of our country Js enlisted 
in the maintenance of our posessions there, be- 
cause—and that is reason enough—becatise that 
country is of right our own. Lagree with the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Keyyepy] upon this point— 
and not upon this only, but upon many others, 
I may say upon all other points 1 agree with him— 
that when, for all the purposes of this debate, it is 
admitted. that Oregon is ours, we may make our- 
selves easy as to the consequences that are to fol- 
low from the assertion of our title; for, whatever 
these consequences may be, we, who take the re- 
sponsibility of that action, may fall back, with con- 
sciences quiet and easy, upon the consciousness of 


| having been actuated by a sense of duty, and by a 


regard to the rights and the honor of the country. 
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I go for the notice, sir. I have all along been of 


the opinion that the notice should be given; but I: 
will say that I am extremely gratified to find my- | 
self in this position, in the company with which I | 
am surrounded. I was extremely happy to learn, | 
from the report of the debate on this floor, (for I: 


had not the pleasure of listening to the gentleman,) 
that the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts 
had taken that position. Firm as are my own con- 
victions, I confess I am glad to fortify them by so 
high authority; and I am glad, further, that the 
reproach which had begun so extensively io be 
insinuated through the couhtry, thatall this move- 
ment is the result of the action of hair-brained, hot- 
headed young men, trying to play the statesman, 


has been removed by the stand which that gentle- | 


man has taken upon that question. It is not these 


hair-brained, hot-headed young men alone that ad- : 
vocate this measure. ` It has the advocacy of sage | 
experience—of a man, who literally stauds in the ` 


midst of posterity, whose life is in the past, whose 
only ambition is not for the future, but for the cor- 
rect discharge of those responsibilities which at- 
tend the close of human existence. 

But although it is admitted throughout that the 


American title to Oregon “is clear and unquestion- | 
able,” yet the fact of’ the joint convention of 1827 | 
We have by the terms of that convention - 


exists, 
admitted Great Britain to a kind of partnership in 


it; she has a recognised tenancy there which can | 


only be terminated by one year’s notice; and the 
question is not as to the original propriety and pol- 
ley of this convention, It exists; and the question 
is, Shall we dissolve this partnership? Shall we 
get rid of this tenancy, by giving the other party 
notice to quit? It is said this is a warlike measure, 
But I repeat what others have said who have spo- 


ken before me, that I cannot discover anything of il 


that character in it. We dissolve the partnership, 


sir; but we do it in strict conformity with the į 
stipulations of the articles of partnership; we give | 


the tenant notice to quit, but itis in accordance 


with the express provisions of the lease. So far | 


from violating any treaty—which everybody 
knows would be a cause of war—we are, in giving 
notice, acting in strict conformity with the provis- 
ions of the treaty, and are carr ing out a measure, 
foreseen, anticipated, provided for by the treaty 
which is to beabrogated. It is not then a warlike, 
it isa treaty measure, a peace measure, and nothing 
else. 

“ But,” ask gentlemen, “ why should the part- 
nership be terminated? Why should the conven- 
tion be abrogated? What reason exists for it?” 
‘We might properly ask them to advance positively 
what reasons exist for its continuance. They have 
given no satisfactory reason of that kind—at least 
no satisfactory reason to my mind, TI will, how- 
ever, state briefly the reasons why T am in favor 
of abrogating the convention. And, in the first 


place, I am in favor of it—in favor of giving this | 


notice—because Great Britain, as a matter of fact, 
has under this convention all she asks. Great Brit- 
ain has offered to compromise on the line of the 
Columbia river. We have offered the line of 49°. 
‘Who has the intervening territory between these 
two points? Task you, sir: Have we? If, asa 
matter of fact, we had the possession and occu- 
pancy and the usufruct of the disputed territory 
between the Columbia river, which was her offer, 
and the line of 49°, which was ours, then there 
might be a cause for continuing the convention in 
force. But she has it, as a matter of fact; and thus 
she is actually in possession of all she claims and 
all she asks. ] L 
territory, I grant; but none of it north of 46°. We 
have not a solitary family north of the Columbia 
river. They are excluded from it by the circum- 
stances of the case, by the British occupancy of 
the northern bank of that river, by the adverse in- 
fluences which are brought to bear on American 
settlers there. The fact stated by the honorable 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Owew,] that an 
American settler, who had undertaken to plant 
himself on the northern bank, had been bought 
out by the Hudson Bay Company by the payment, 
, on its part, of a liberal sum—that fact speaks vol- 
umes on this subject. Itis true that the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] undertook to 
ridicule this, when considered as an objectionable 
fact, by intimating that it was a favorable specula- 
tion for the settler. But suppose that you admit 
that it was advantageous to the individual settler, 
the question is, whether it is policy for us to per- 


‘We have a small population in that | 


mit such influences to exist-there? It may be fa- 
vorable to the individual settler, but is it favorable 
to the American interests in Oregon?. And when 
H the Hudson Bay Company—unquestionably desir- 

ous of peace, so long as their interests can be main- 
tained to the full extent by peaceful measures—are 
willing thus to sacrifice their money to retain the 
territory north of the Columbia river, what meas- 
ures would they not be willing to resort to, if these 
peaceful measures should fail to accomplish their 
ends. ‘This fact shows the existence of a determi- 
nation on the part of Great Britain, or of her agent, 
the Hudson Bay Company, “ peaceably if they 


the northern bank of that river. And this is all 
Great Britain asks even when treating upon that 
subject. Our position, therefore, cannot be made 
worse by giving this notice. Great Britain desires 
the continuance of this convention; and the suppo~- 
sition on her part that the notice will not be given, 
that the convention will be preserved in force—that 
she can thus continue to derive all the advantages 
| from the existing convention that she would derive 
from a treaty on the basis of the Columbia river, 
is a reason why our liberal and generous—too lib- 
eral and generous—offer of compromise on the 49th 
degree was so summarily rejected by her. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Ruerr,] in attempting to frighten us and the coun- 
try from the vigorous exertion of our rights in 
Oregon, tells us that the cross of St. George waves 
over thirty British forts in Oregon, and that when 
you assert these rights you must tear down the 
cross and place our flag there in its stead. A 
; strange argument this for a gentleman to use who 
advocates the continuance of this convention! This 
has occurred under the existence of this conven- 
tion; it was while this convention has been in force 
i that these forts have been planted, erected, and 
| maintained; and if twenty years have resulted in 
the erection and manning of thirty British semi- 
| military posts there, while we have not one, what 
are we to expect from the further continuance of it? 
||. But, sir, there is another reason why this notice 
should be given. Our people are in Oregon; they 
demand to be protected there. They have gone 
| there without see they have none, except such 
as they have temporarily established. They ask 
the extension of our laws over them; they ask to 
he proteeted in ‘* life, liberty, and the pursuit of ” 


and we cannot deny that request without aliena- 
i| ting their affections from us. Can we? Lask any 

gentleman, whatever his opinion on this subject, 
| to answer me this question: can you continue to 
retain the allegiance of those scttlers in Oregon, 
if you refuse to protect them? The Hudson Bay 
Company—we have it officially—are already urg- 
ing these settlers to set up for themselves, and to 
declare themselves independent alike of us and of 
every other nation. Let us delay a little longer, 
and that appeal will acquire force. 

“ But,” say gentlemen, ‘we intend to extend 
our laws over our citizens in that territory. Great 
Britain has done the same thing. We have a right 
to the same action.” Very well; some are of 
opinion that we have not that right. But suppose 
we do thus extend our laws; you willhavea king- 
dom within a kingdom; you will have the laws 
and jurisdictions of two nations overlapping each 
othe:; you will have the British laws over one 
man, and the American laws over another, in the 
same cabin; and how will you prevent the conflict 
of jurisdiction, resulting inevitably, necessarily, 
speedily, in the conflict of men, of force, of power. 
I think the argument of a distinguished Senator 
|| from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] as reported in the pub- 
lic papers to have-been made upon his resolution 
|| Of inquiry into the state of the public defences, 


| upon this point is conclusive and unanswerable. 
! 


| 
į 


Extend your jurisdiction over American citizens 
iin Oregon, and it necessarily comes in conflict 


| tory. And this conflict of jurisdiction will inevit- 
| ably bring on a conflict of a different and more 
| serlous character. 

| The question, then, must be settled, matters 
| must be brought to a crisis—not necessarily or 
i even probably to a warlike crisis, but to a crisis. 
|| It must be met. Great Britain is monopolizing the 
| whole trade of that country. . Her representative 
| there is the Hudson Bay Company. She is ready 
Íl to adopt the acts of that corporation, for corpora- 
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| can, forcibly i? they must,” to keep possession of | 


property.and “ happiness’’—to be protected by us. | 
They have hearts of true allegiance towards us; | 


i with the British jurisdiction over the same. terri- || 


tions are the favorite instruments of British ageres: 
sion, and for the extension of-her power. ‘The 
Hudson Bay Company, then, and the British Gov- 
ernment, are; forall the purposes of this debate, 
one and identical. They have monopolized. the 
trade of the country; they have subsidized the In- 
dians; the half-breeds are- under their control; they 
have military possessions north of the Columbia 
rivér, not only between the Columbia river and the 
parallel of forty-nine degrees, which is the territory 
actually in dispute, but ‘they have brought down 
their military posts to within thirty miles of the 
southern boundary of the American claim in ®re- 
gon. Look at Fort Hall. It. is directly on the 
route of American emigration to Oregon; com- 
manding that route; and from which (we have it 
authentically) the British emissaries have, during 
the last summer, met our emigrants, and have at- 
| tempted, and in many instances ‘successfully at- 
tempted, to divert them into California, and ‘that 
direction, by false accounts of Indian hostilities on 
the lower Columbia. Fort Hall. is within thirty 
miles of the southern boundary of Oregon. . They 
have thus not only got the whole: of the territory 
actually in dispute, but they have got military pos+ 
session of the whole of it; and if, in order to assert 
our rights, we have got to tear down the cross of 
St. George from thirty British forts, as the gentle- 
man from South Carolina says, we had better be- 
| gin quick, or we will have double that:-number 
soon; they have got the whole of them; we have 
none there. : 

“ But,” say gentlemen, “all this will resultin 
war.” War! By whom? By the United States? 
‘We begin no war; we declare no war; we propose 
no war; we deprecate all war; but we assert our 
rights—rights which we have demonstrated, so far 
i as diplomacy can do it. Great Britain has taken 
military possession of the country, alike opèn to 
ius and to her; and if war come from the assertion 
of our rights, we will not make it. I deny the po- 
| sition of the gentleman from South Carolina, that 
the war—if war come—will be a war of aggression 
on our part. It isnot so. It would be a war of 
aggression on her part; and: on her would-rest the 
responsibility ; upon. her- the judgment of God 
and the anathemas of the world. os) 

What do gentlemen’ on ‘the other side propose to 
do? Thegentleman from Massachusetts Me Wan. 
Turor) has hinted at arbitration. Very well; can- 
not we arbitrate as well after the notice'as before ? 
But I, for one, do not propose to submit the ques- 
tion to arbitration. Is it possible for a crowned 
head to be impartial between a brother monarch on 
the one hand and a Republic on the other? Doubt- 
ful, sir. But suppose it possible; where will you 
look for an impartial arbitrator? Louis Philippe, 
regardless of the sympathies of his people, and in- 
tent only on the perpetuation of his dynasty on the 
throne of France, is sacrificing the dignity of his 
nation in the cultivation of a “ cordial understand- 
ing’? with her ancient enemy, for the purpose of 
securing her influence in favor of that dynasty on 
| his own demise, Austria and Prussia, dreading the 
ambition of France on the west, and the colossal 
power of Russia on the north, are pursuing the same 
policy; and Russia herself, having large territory on 
the northwest coast of America, cannot be impar- 
tial, for the reason that she must greatly prefer the 
i British fur-trader and the Bois brute for her neigh- 
hor, rather than the active, enterprising, indefatiga- 
ble, and. multiplying Yankee. “The secondary Pow- 
ers of: Europe are Pat Puppets in the hands of the 
| five greatPowers; and the Republics of Mexico and 
South America are in convulsions. I know of no 
| arbiter, therefore, to which the adjustment of this 
question could be safely committed. We onee tried 


ii this project of arbitration, sir, in the case of the 


; Northeastern boundary; and the award of the King 
| of the Netherlands presented a decision só utterly 
| regardless of treaty stipulations, and se ‘absurd in 
itself, as to be instantly rejected: ‘We, sir, are our- 
|| selves the best guardians of our own righis. 

What de gentlemen expect? let me again ask. Do 
| you expect your Government will offér anything 
| more favorable than the parallel of 490.: Where is 
| thegentleman in this House that would set. up-and 
say that he expects or wishes his Government to 
| ofter anything more favorable than that? . There is 
| not one, I venture to say; not-one. - Is Great, Brit- 
| ain going to offer anything more favorable than she 
has already done? -‘Is‘she going to offer: anything 
we can reasonably and consistently with our honor 
accept? -She never wildo it, while, by the con- 
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tinuance of this convention, she gets all she asks: 
never. Abrogate the convention; then, if she has 
made up her mind—and she doubtless has long ago 
made up her mind specifically what she is goingto 
do: on this subject—abrogate the convention, and 
then-if she has made up her mind to offer such terms 
as we.can accept; she will do it, and-do itat once. 


Butif not~if-she has not made up her mind that | 


she will offer. us anything wè can accept—give this 
noticé, abrogate this convention; and does it bring 
war?’ No; the very worst it-can do is to hasten a 
little—and. but ‘very’ little—the war which must 
come at all events: : I repeat, if Great Britain has 
made up her mind that she will not offer anything 
we can accept, we having irrevocably made up our 
minds (as we have) that we will not offer anything 
better than 49°, the notice cannot produce war; the 
worst it can do is to hasten, and hasten a very lit- 
tle, the war thatis inevitable. So that, unless gen- 
tlemen have made up their minds to back out of 
our position, to offer something more favorable to 
her than 499, (when all feel that we have a better 
title than she has to 549 40',) we must meet the 
question directly; and war, either directly or con- 
sequentially, cannot be chargeable upon us—for it 

must come at all events. 
“ But,” say gentlemen, “ postpone it. We are 
has fleets and ar- 


not ready now. Great Britain 

maments.” Well, fleets and armaments she al- 
ways will have. We have no fleets and arma- 
ments. Well; when have we ever had fleets and 
armaments before when war came? Is there any 
gentleman. upon this: floor who dreams that we 
ever shall: be ‘ready for a vigorous prosecution of 
war before it is upon us? If so, it strikes me that 
he has studied with little attention the history of 
the country on this point. We have heard gen- 
tlemen talk of our “ manifest destiny;”. but it 
strikes me that our “ manifest destiny” is never to 
prepare for war till war comes, Tt arises from the 
character of our institutions—from the character 
and habits of our 
people. and devoted to the industrious pursuit of 


cople, who are a peace-loving || 


Because there were all his resources. Great Brit- 
ain may keep her Chusan, her India, her Mediter- 
ranean possessions; she may keep them all. Does 
it follow that we cannot beat her on this continent? 
It does not; for here are our resources, and hers 
are distant. . 

** But,” say gentlemen, “ this battle for Oregon, 
if it come at all, is to be fought in Canada.” I be- 
lieve it; and Iam glad that Great Britain has, in 
the present conjuncture, an assailable point here, 
where we can reach her. And the gentleman takes 
especial pains to arouse the jealousy of western 
men by telling us that “* we will get Canada, and 
then Oregon must be given up.” Now, does any 
man suppose that the present Administration, or 
that any Administration possible, holding Canada 
as a conquered pledge, would give up Oregon? I 
do not. I do not believe that there is a man in the 
United States, capable of peing elected President— 
or of getting there either by ‘accident,’ as has 
been said of one, or “< by the grace of God’”’—who 
would be either such a fool or such a knave. It is 
i| impossible, "Take Canada, and Oregon would fall 
into our hands as a matter of course. But T do not 
apprehend any difficulty of this kind. I believe 
| that Great Britain withholds an amicable settlement 
i! because she is satisfied with her present position. 
|| Abrogate the present convention; throw your laws 
| over your citizens in that territory, and manifest a 
| disposition to assertand maintain your rights there, 
, and then she will come up to the work of negotia- 
tion and settlement in earnest. She is vulnerable, 
and she knows it, as well as we. War would bring | 
her calamities as great as it would be to us, and | 
greater. We can live without her: she cannot 
withoutus. Weean do without her manufactures, 
¿and have none of her raw material; she depends 
ii upon our raw material for her manufactures; it is 
i; the very breath of her existence, and without it her 
|, people would die from starvation. Where is our | 
i fear of war? T have none; and yet Tam no advo- 
cate for war. God knows, I appreciate its horrors 


the arts of pme But a few days ago there was 
introduced from the Senate into this Flouse a bill |; 


has keenly as any man that lives; for my very car- 
|} Hest recollections are of the scenes war brings—the 
tears of the young wife, of the mother, of the sis- 


to raise a company of one hundred men—of' one |; 
hundred sappers, miners, and pontoniers—with a | 
view to complete the mere skeleton organization of | 
our army, which proposed to create no additional ; 


expense for our army; and yet I venture to say |j 


that it will be opposed here, and perhaps success- 
fully. . The Committee on Military Affairs, of 
which I have the honor to be a member, reported 
a few days since a bill for the raising of two regi- | 
ments of riflemen, (not mounted;) and on all sides | 
of the House I heard the exclamation, “TI go for 
no such measure.” That is the spirit that pre- 
vails here, It always will prevail. You never 
will prepare for war unless war is upon you; and 
you may postpone it “ from July to etermty,” and 
still war will find us unprepared. ‘Shall we there- 
fore surrender our rights? Shall we therefore ex- 
pect disaster and. defeat? No. We may expe- 
rience it at first; but the recuperative energies of 
our people, animated by their undying love of 
country, their attachment to its institutions, their 
determination to maintain inviolate every foot of 
our soil—having within them a burning hatred of 
the tyrannies. of the Old World, from the galling 
bonds of which their forefathers freed themsel ves— 
will be sufficient to meet and to bear us triumph- 
antly out of any emergencies. But that we shall 
be technically prepared for war until war comes, 


ter; the partings which break young hearts. ‘These | 
| E remember, and I have no wish, as God is my | 
| judge, to see them repeated. But yet, looking war | 
| calmly in the faec, L say, “ Be just and fear not.” 
I know the consequences which may result, per- 
| haps, (only perhaps, sir)—I know, and I should 
| deprecate the consequences which may perhaps 
| result from the vigorous assertion of American 
rights. War, if it should be the result, would 
bring with it the destruction of trade, heavy taxa- 
| tion, heavy losses, the necessity of personal ser- 
| vices. You and I, perhaps, might be called to 
leave the peaceful walks of civil life, and to parti- 
|i cipate in the hardships and the dangers of the camp 
l; and of the tented field. What then? Are we Ame- 
| ricans? Are we the descendants of men cotempo- 
| rary with the youth of the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts? or are we the cowardly, cra- 
į ven wretches, that would not dare to do what our 
| feeble colonies—altogether not equal in strength to 
the single State of New York at this moment—did 
| lo assert and maintain our rights? I think not. 
That is not the spirit of the people I have the ho- 
nor to represent. I have not them before me, but 
| I have in my room, resolutions deliberately adopt- 
ed by a recent convention of that part of the peo- 
| ple of Ohio with whom I act politically, declaring 
|| the expectations they have of the action of their 


| 
| 
j 


no man can believe. We shall therefore gain noth- 
ing, in this respect, by postponement—nothing at 
all, 

But, said the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Hox- 
reR,| before you think of war, you must think of 
tracking Great Britain with a stream of fire and 


blood around the world; you must meet her on ev- |i other Powers, for we do not love her, 


ery sea, and in all her possessions—all her colonies, | 
from Aden to the Ionian Isles, from India to God 
knows where. We must exhaust and conquer 
British power everywhere, before we can expect to 
take or to keep either Oregon or Canada. Well, 
now, I believe in no such doctrine as that. 


His- |! 
tory teaches no such doctrine; it leads us to no 


such ¢onclusion. Great Britain deprived France | 
of all her colonial possessions; she left Napoleon 
without a solitary colony on the face of the globe; 
she confined him to the continent of Europe; and | 
at that very time he rode triumphant and irresisti- : 
bie over that continent, and trampled in the dust! 
the subsidized allies of the imperial pirate. Why? : 


i 
i 
| 


; representatives here, for the vigorous maintenance 
|| of our rights to Oregon, and pledging ‘ their lives, 
|| their fortunes, and their sacred honor” (such is the 
i language used) to sustain them. Sir, we do not 
| want war, but if we must have it, we would a 
great deal rather fight Great Britain than some | 
We hear 


1 

| A ‘common language!” It has been made the 
: vehicle of an incessant torrent of abuse and mis- 
| representation of our men, our manners, and our 
| institutions; and even our women—it might be vul- 
: gar to designate our plebeian girls as ladies—have 
i not escaped it; and all this is popular, and is en- 


‘couraged in high places. We have a “ common | 
| origin!” though, pe numerically, one-half | 
i of the people of this country are not English by | 


descent; but a‘ common origin” did not prevent 
that infamous power from employing the savage 
to tomahawk our old men, to scalp our women, 
and to brain our infants, and from paying them for 
these barbarous deeds and infernal trophies. The 
British Government, (against the British people I 
have no animosity,) I-confess, I do not love; and 
while, for the sake of the British: people, and of my 
own country, I would avoid. war, yet, if war must 
come, let her be our enemy by all means. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have been led‘ off upon 
these points, not because I conceive them to be 
necessarily connected with the discussion, but be- 
cause gentlemen upon the other side have lugged 
them in, and attempted to frighten us from giving 
this notice; and when I reply to them as I have 
done—and in so doing, I speak, I am persuaded, 
the sentiments of the people of Ohio—I do it to 
show that no such considerations can move us, and 
for no other purpose. 

Mr. B. concluded by repeating, as he had stated 
at the outset of his remarks, that he had risen for 
the purpose of saying but a few words. He was 
not in the predicament of the gentleman from 
Michigan, (Mr. Curpman,) who felt that the hour- 
rule was an intellectual straight-jacket; and having 
said all that now occurred to his mind, begging the 
pardon of the House for having occupied so much 
of its time, he would yield the floor to some of 
those around him, who were so anxious to distin- 
guish themselves in the rising en masse which was 
sure to follow his conclusion. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said it was easy for gen- 
tlemen to rise on this floor and descant upon the 
glories of war, or the blessings of peace. For one, 
he had nothing to say upon either. He would 
avoid the charge of bravado on one side, and timid- 
ity on the other. The question of declaring’ war 


| was not before Congress; and we were at amity 


with all the nations of the earth, and consequently 
we had no peace to make. He had expressed his 
views in relation to this matter on several occasions 


| before this, and it was difficult to find a politician 


who had not. For nearly thirty years the matter 
has been in agitation; and during the whole time 
the extrinsic considerations of peace or war had 
been dragged in, and used to retard the assertion of 
American rights. In all this controversy there 
was but one question, and that was, ‘‘ Is Oregon 
ours??? Ifit is, we but act the part of justice when 
we claim our own; if it is not, then we should 
make no pretensions adversely to the party justly 
entitled to it. “If it is all ours, then we should 
boldly, but respectfully, assert our rights to it all; 
if not all ours, then we should only take what is 
ours. This course would be alike honorable to us 
as men, as Christians, and as a nation. There was 
but one high-minded course to pursue, and that 
was, to do right, and leave consequences to them- 
selves, to be provided for as they arose. 
Entertaining these views, he had resolved to 
manifest his attachment to American rights by a 
silent vote on this question at this session; and 
should have done so, but for the allusion to him by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Rarr,] 
in relation to the vote given by him, the present 
Speaker, [Mr. Davis,] and the present presiding 
officer, [Mr. Trszparts,] and about sixty other 
Democrats, against inserting this notice with the 
Oregon bill, and which no gentleman yet having 
spoken had explained. He would here state, how- 
ever, that the reason for his silence was that the 
people were beginning to believe that this subject 
was one that was forever to be talked about and 
never to be acted upon. He was afraid that the 
Oregon excitement was to be considered the Amer- 
ican humhug, used to make Presidents and to get 
men into Congress; but to go no further, because 
there was “a lion in the path.” As long ago as 


| he could remember, the politicians were talking, 


and diplomatists negotiating, on this subject; and 
the advances, if any, all the while, have been the 
wrong way. As Texas (the twin measure with 
this at the last session) was passed without dis- 
cussion, he certainly hoped that Oregon would 
have secured the same courtesy; and he was at 
the commencement of this debate, as he now was, 
ready and anxious to limit the debate to a single 
day. Gentlemen were anxious to define their 
positions, and therefore were delaying this meas- 
ure for weeks, and perhaps for months, when they 
could but know that their votes, ay or no, on the 
question of this notice, and upon a bill extending 

merican jurisdiction to the Russian boundary, 
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asserting them, is nothing more nor less than na- 
tional cowardice. 

Whena party cannot cny, its points in one way, 
it is apt to try another; and 1 have noticed that the 
Opposition here, when they cannot reach our bet- 
ter judgments, from the weakness of their argu- 
ments, always try to affect our nerves by their pan- 


ies; and it is but natural for them to do sa, since | 


they have failed in their trial of all other means. 
But the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts 
has told us that there would be no war; and he, 
from his superior knowledge, age, and experience, 
should be good authority with them. So that it 
need not operate onus. But war or no war, is not 
the question, and it should not be considered for 
one moment, Let us take Oregon now, and look 
to war when it arises. It is not for us to fear it, 
when the people, who sent us here, and who will 
have to lose their money and lives in consequence 
of it, bid us onward in the execution of their own 
will. 

When the admission of Texas was before us, 
(a country to which we had acquired no right ex- 
cept by the will of the occupants of the soil who 
had revolted from their rightful Government,) the 
question was not how shall we compromise this 
difficulty with Mexico, how much of Texas shall 


we have—but all said the whole or none; and we | 


took it all; and the story is, that we took more 
than all, by running to the Rio del Norte, for the 
sake of good boundary. This I sanctioned with 
my vote; and Į now wish, and I call upon m 

southern Texas friends to aid me, to let my patri- 
otism have as full scope on our northern frontier 
as it had on the South. 
away Texas in 1819, is it not equally so to cede 
away any portion of Oregon now? And if we 
have had such a struggle, as is too recent in our 


experience to describe now, to re-annex that coun- | 


try against the will of the weak and distracted 
Government of Mexico, what will be the mighty 
straggle when the future inhabitants of surrender- 
ed Oregon, groaning under British oppression, 
shall demand this same just privilege? And such 
a demand is.sure to come. My doctrine is—* put 


not of the evil day’’—meet the crisis in the face— | 
do justice whilst itis in your power, and leave con- | 


sequences to consequences. f 

Mr. W. wanted to call the attention of the 
. House—and, indeed, that was the main object of 
his rising—and more particularly of the new mem- 


bers, to an explanation of the occurrence in the last | 
Congress, alluded to by the gentleman from South | 


Carolina, [Mr. Rugerr.] Mr. W. said it was his 


If it was wrong to cede | 


| 
H 


| who went with him regrets it, whilst there are 


| so again if they had the matter to do over again, 


i of capil out of it. The non-slaveholding Demo- 


| course pursued by the opponents of the annexation 


opinion, and that of a majority of the party with 
which he had ever acted; that ifthe notice and the 
bill were sent to the Senate Separately, one, if not 
both, would pass. There were some Senators who 
would vote for one and-not the other; He was for 
both, and wanted that course pursued that would 
secure both. But if-he could not have one, he 
did not wish to. prejudice the other. By looking 
at the Journals, it will be seen that all who vote 

against putting the notice in the bill were Demo- 
crats. After the notice-was in the bill, they how- 
ever-did not forsake the bill on thataccount.. Now 
look at those who voted against the bill on its final 
passage. All their names are recorded'in favor of 
inserting this notice. Several Democrats voted to 
put the notice in the bill, because they did not wish 
to be put in a false position at home, where the 
cireumstances could not be explained, but yet en- 
tertaining serious doubts as to its propriety, for 
fear of its endangering the passage of the bill. 
Here, then, are the facts: all those who went 
against putting the notice in the bill, finally went 
for it, whilst all those who finally went against the 
bill, went for inserting the notice, The fears of its 
friends were realized, and the bill was defeated in 
the Senate. : 

Mr. HOLMES called Mr. W. to order. 

M r. W. sat down, and demanded the point of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN desired the gentleman from 
South Carolina to state his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMES stated, that it was out of order 
to allude to the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled him, and said the 
gentleman was alluding to the Senate of the last 
session. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said that was the gentle- 
man’s point ‘probably: “De mortuis nil nisi bo- 
num?” 

Mr. HOLMES. “Nil mortuis ?” 

Mr. WENTWORTH would leave the Latin 
with the gentleman, and go to Oregon ngain. Wel, 
sir, after passing this House by an overwhelming 
majority, the bill was lost in the Senate by two 
votes only, and those two were the votes from 
South Carolina; and he presumed there was not a 
gentleman in this House but believed that, if the 
two measures had been kept separate, one or both 
would have passed. On mature deliberation, he 
was satisfied he pursued the proper course in vo- 
ting to keep the two measures separate. No man 


those who voted to unite them who would not do 


Mr. W. alluded to the fact that the South and 
West went together for Texas, and he hoped they 
would go together for Oregon. The West certainly 
so expected, If they did not go together there was 
a class of politicians who would make a great deal 


crats had gone for Texas—Mr. W. among them. 
He was sorry there were slaves there. But, not- 
withstanding, he was glad he voted for it.. Oregon 
was free from slaves, and he loved it the more be- 
cause it was so. Now, after annexing a foreign 
slave community, what would be said of us if we 
giveup five degrees and forty minutes of a non- 
slavcholding country, which every member who 
had spoken conceded to belong to us? Already 
have certain politicians and papers begun to pre- 
dict the South, having used the West to get Texas, 
would now abandon it, and go against Oregon. 

Mr. YANCEY here inquired whether the gen- 
tleman from Illinois meant to intimate that there 
was any bargain between the South and West— 
thatthe South should vote for Qregon if the West 
would vote for Texas? He would ask him, asa 
gentleman, to say whether he (Mr. Yancey) was 
implicated in any such bargain? 

Mr. WENTWORTH replicd that he had not 
said that there was any such bargain. To do.so 
would only implicate himself as a party to it, after 
having voted for Texas. He only alluded to the 


of Texas, to ruin politically every non-slavehold- 
ing Democrat who had supported it. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama. If it will not 
be too much trouble to the gentleman from Illinois, 
I would thank him, when he speaks of ‘* the 
South,” to define fully and precisely. what he 
means—where he locates it—-what and who he in- 
tends to include. But few Southern members had 
as yet spoken upon this question, and certainly no 
one was authorized to say what“ the South’? would | 


do in regard to-it. Some. votes from. the South 
will be cast in favor-of. the notice; and he would 
therefore thank gentlemen to specify who and what 
they mean when:they may have occasion to speak: 
of the action ofthe South, or. Southern. members: 

Mr. WENTWORTH -had made no charge of 
bargaining, nor-charge of any-kind. .He would 
impeach acts, but-never motives, leaving them to the 
God of Heaven, who alone knew them. What he 
had said was rather an-exhortation to the. South 
than a charge upon it. He-exhorted-it-to. come 
up and meet the Oregon question fully and frankly, 
and so belie the charge that it would not as quick 
extend the area of freedom on the North as. the 
South. i 

Mr. HOUSTON rose to explain: 

[A voice. “ Don’t be interrupted. They will 
consume your hour.” 

Mr. WENTWORTH. It is no interruption.’ 
I have said all I wished; and if the gentlemen wish 
to turn the remainder of the hour allotted to me 
into an inquiry meeting, I am willing. ‘Iwill hear 
the gentleman with pleasure... : 

Mr. HOUSTON. What I did in relation -to 
the annexation of 'Texas I did for the question and 
for the good: of the country. What I may do in 
relation to Oregon I will do in a like spirit, in- 
fluenced by similar motives and considerations. 
I then acted, and am now acting’: for the good. of 
the whole country, and no particular section or divi- 
sion of it. I had then, and will have now, nothing 
to do with any compacts or understandings. be- 
tween sections of the country for the adoption ‘of 
any particular measures. I do not, recognise: the 
Oregon as a western but as a national question, 
involving alike the honor and the interests of ‘the 
whole country, and as such, am prepared to meet 
and act upon it. x 

Mr. WENTWORTH. T think my remarks 
are productive of good, and I would gladiy hear 
the whole South in the brief space remaining to 
me, if possible. If the Southern Democrats now 
went against Oregon, it might not injure them; but 
it would seriously injure their Northern brethren 
who had aided them in getting Texas, supposing 
there was no doubt of their fidelity.on the Oregon 
question. ieee a 

Mr..W.. said the whole-South, and more:partic- 
ularly South Carolina, prided itself on its consist- 
ency. He now wished to call the attention of his 
Southern friends to one fact, and he was willing 
to yield the floor for an explanation. By looking 
at the bill that passed the House at the last session 
of Congress, it will be seen that it extended our 
jurisdiction to fifty-four degrees and forty minutes, 
and had this notice in besides. Now, how.could 
a Southern man preserve his prided consistency 
by going for forty-nine degrees, and against, the 
notice, after having voted for that bill? What has 
occurred to lessen our title since, whilst we have 
had the masterly and irrefutable argument of the 
Secretary of State to strengthen it? 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN, to whom Mr. Werr- 
worth yielded the floor for explanation, said, that 
he had often, during this debate, heard the charge 
intimated of a bargain between the South and the 
West; that the South was to go for the whole of 
Oregon now, because the West went for. Texas: 
He had not considered this imputation heretofore 
worthy of notice; but as others had considered the 
charge worthy. of explanation; he: considered it 
due to himself to say. that-he never heard of such 
an understanding. or bargain. He certainly had 
no part in. such an understanding: He opposed 
all such, and would now. denounce it as corrupt, 
if he believed any such existed; but this he could 
not believe for a moment. Mr. C. said, that-so 
far from having had anything to do with such an 
agreement, he had (almost alone of his party) voted 
at the last session, not only against the notice, but 
the bill that passed this House. He voted against 
it mainly on account of the notice, though there 
were other provisions very objectionable... Mr.C. 
said that he hoped this disclaimer. would; in fa- 
ture, acquit him from such a_charge.:As:one of 
the friends of Texas, he felt it his duty to protest 
against such an imputation. Jthad not been made 
against him on account of- his: vote last year, nor 


|| would he subject. himself to such an imputation by 


| any vote he might give onthe question now. under 

consideration, SESS albeit e 
Mr. WENTWORTH knew. well :the:course of 

the gentleman. from Alabama... He -was-one of the 


very few. southern democrats who voted against 


oe 
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the bill: of the last session. It was to others that 
he ‘spoke. He wanted those who voted for the 
bill ‘of last session to be consistent, and demand 
now all they did then. “He did not want to have 
it said that, upon the question of adding territory 
to the South, they ‘were the most. ultra democrats 
and real propagandists; whilst, when you only ask- 
ed them. to claim our own onthe North, even J oun 
Quincy Adams, with all the charges of federalism 

gainst- him, was. more of.a democrat than they. 

e had made no- charge of a violated bargain, for 
he knew-of none. What he had’said was to.make 
the South consistent with itself, and not to furnish 
arguments to northern abolitionists, with which 
they might injure its northern allies in the glorious 
acquisition of Texas.. If there was any censure 
in this: matter, it was not for him or any member 
on this-floor to inflict it, but it was for gentlemen 
to censure themselves by their own votes when the 
day of trial comes, if ever it does, and the pros- 
pect for it seems rather poor now. 

Mr. W. differed with some members as to the 
result of a war, if one should come. He thought 
the Canadians would be the principal sufferers; but 
he would not allude to this subject. He had no 
right to anticipate a war whilst we were in the dis- 
charge of our rightful duties. The goddess of Jus- 
tice is represented as being blind. She is just, and 
fears not. She can see no British lion, nor British 
bayonets, nor British war-steamers. Her decrees 
go forth, affect whom they will; weakness and 
strength are alike to her. And we should consider 
ourselves as sworn jurors, to try the claims of our 
country to Oregon, and should be blind to all the 
consequences of our verdict, provided that it is 
only a just one. Knowing our rights, which all 
here admit to be unquestionable, we would dare 
maintain them. 

After Mr. Wenrworra had yielded the floor, 
it was obtained by My. Curman, of Michigan. | 
There were some cries of “ rise, rise.” 

My. CHIPMAN said he would go on, if it was į 
the pleneute of the Committee; and, if not, he 
would not persist in addressing it. 

The, motion for the committee to rise not being | 
insisted upon— 

Mr. C. said his locality in the louse was well | 
known everywhere; but the shrill clarion of war 
had aroused even the occupants of Sleepy [ollow. | 
He had been slow to speak on a question of such 
importance, and he had deeply and seriously medi- 
tated upon it. It was true hat he had a reputation 
to win here, and none to lose in his representative 
capacity, Days and weeks he had employed in 
contemplating the character of the question which 
now absorbed the attention of the American people, 
and he viewed it as a struggle between a free people 
and those institutions which had, in other nations, 
ground the people in the dust, If a conflict was 
to take place. between republican and monarchical | 
systems, he would be glad to see it. in his day. Tn 
rising at this late hour, he felt that he could not 
permit that the views and feelings of the people of 
the Peninsula State on this subject should remain 
unrepresented, He felt embarrassed, he must con- 
fess, while he attempted to discharge this duty; 
for he was in the situation of the poor beggar girl, 
whom he had seen sitting and weeping on the cold 
pavement in the streets of New York, who, being 
asked what was the matter, replied, that another 
beggar girl had stolen her story. Those who had 
preceded him in the discussion had anticipated 
many of the views that he would have expressed, 

Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. C.,) this is not a tri- 
fling question. War has come floating on the 
breeze among the busy and patriotic people of 
Michigan, and his immediate constituents would 
expect him to say something here in defence of 
their honor and interests under these circumstances. 
He had ever deprecated: any epithets which con- 
tradistinguished one portion of the people from 


another—the South from the North—for they || 
tended to create heartburning and jealousy; and if jj 


our Union should ever be destroyed, it would be 
from that cause. 

‘There were some here who had avowed a deter- | 
mination to go for Oregon, though hitherto hostile 
to it, merely because Texas had been brought into 
the Union, pense with it, as it was alleged, moral 
death. These. men would go for Oregon out of |! 
malice against the South, even though it would | 
apply no remedy to what they deemed to be the i 
festering disease of the Republic. Those who en- 
tertained such views, and pursued such a course, !i 


| gave a history of the convention wit 


must have hearts as cold as the icy regions from 
which they sprung. He was opposed to any dis- 
criminating epithets, as applied to different sections 
ofthe Union. He was himself partly ofthe north 
and partly of the south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line. He was born in the cold climate of Vermont, 
and at an early age became acclimated in the sunny 
South, where the best lessons of his heart had been 
learned. He had therefore come to the conclusion 
that this Union should be one or nothing. 

Gentlemen. from the South, he would. remark, 
had advised us to be cool and dispassionate, and 
bewaré how we gave occasion to Great Britain to 
declare war against us. They ask us to postpone 
and procrastinate, and not to be in haste to give 
this notice of the termination of the convention 
with Great Britain, It had been justly remarked 
in this debate that procrastination was the thief not 
only of time, but of national honor. We had been 
advised to pursue the course that was recommend- 
ed some years ago by a vencrable personage in Ver- 
mont—yes, he was compelled again to speak of 
Vermont, for he held itin high respect, and was 
glad that he was born in a State whose valor and 
genius had been so justly renowned, notwithstand- 
| ing the influence of a false system of education, as 
| to which he would speak farther presently. But 
among the early pioneers of Vermont was one 
who, in counselling upon an important subject 
with the sages of the day, gave the same advice 
that the South now gave to us. It was, that they 
should pursue “a middle extreme,” and “in shun- 
ning Hella, take care not to fall into Tartarabo- 
gus!’ This advice to take care not to lose Ore- 
gon, and yet not to provoke a war, was the “ middle 
extreme’ held up for our adoption. But was this 
a question of peace or war? Let us examine it 
carefully, and see, 

The question of title he would not discuss. That 
| matter had been clearly set forth by others, and in 
| a most able manner. Indeed, there was no neces- 
sity of wasting words upon a self-evident proposi- 
tion. Why, then, shonld we dread a war for 
| taking a course that we know to be right? In the 
Texas aflair we acted without reference to the ap- 
prehension of a war; there was a “ middle ex- 
treme” recommended to us in that case; but a story 
had been brought to our recollection by a gentle- 
man from South Carolina in illustration of the 
views of the South on this subject. The shepherd 
took his rifle and went out to shoot the wolf which 
was depradating on his fold; but this was a differ- 
ent thing, as the gentleman showed, from going 
out to shoot the British lion. Yes, it was evidently 
the fear of the lion that had such influence upon 
this question, and which caused hesitation as to 
giving this notice. The question of title, as he had 
said, was settled. We were convinced on all sides 


|| of the validity of our title to the whole of Oregon. 


If there was no question as to our title, then arose 
| the question, what course was to be pursued by us 
to obtain possession of Oregon? There was but 
| one course for the patriot to pursue, according to 
his opinion, and that was, to assert our title to the 
territory, Fiere he would remark that, if he had 
| ever entertained any prejudices against the venera- 
ble gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] 
—and he admitted that he had some—when that 
fen eman rose here, with the snows of age on his 
vead, and the fire of American patriotism in his 
heart—when, having nothing to gain, and every- 
thing to loose—standing but a few steps from the 
grave,—when that venerable gentleman, he said, 
came forward to pledge his life and fortune in 
Support of the honor of his country, he could no 
| longer entertain any prejudices against him. As 
| an American, he could not stand here and indulge 
iin any feelings of bitterness against any one who 
| came forward to sustain the honor and interest of 
the nation at such a crisis. Henceforth there 
could not be any dispute about the title; and that 
being the case, why should not the notice be given 
immediately? 
He thanked the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,] for that part of his speech which 
i Great Brit- 
ain relating to the Northwest coast. The gentle- 


; man was, in fact, a living record of his country’s 
i history. That gentleman had told us that what we 


had so long considered as a treaty of joint occu- 
pancy, was not so in point of fact; thatit was a 
mere commercial treaty. Now, he submitted 
whether.a mere convention of commercial inter- 
course would touch the title to the territory? We 


have aright to take possession of the territory, 
notice or no notice, and to extend our laws and ju- 
risdiction over it. - No commercial treaty can affect 
the right to the soil’. If it did, then we would now 
own one-half of Newfoundland; for, by treaty with 
Great Britain, they gave us a joint right to fish 
there. But, suppose we should set up a title to 
half of Newfoundland, on the pretence that we ac- 
quired it by this treaty which gave us a privilege 
to fish on its banks, would it not be deemed absurd 
by all the world? He did not belong to a war 
party but toa peace party; but he must be allowed 
to say that he was not in favor of such a treaty as 
that which had dismembered the State of Maine, 
and dishonored the nation. We did not need any 
more diplomacy in this matter--no further negotia- 
tion nor arbitration. 

Suppose a neighbor were to meet me in the 
street, and say, oblige me by taking off your coat 
and laying it down. IfI submit to that, he would 
want my other garments; and when I was stripped, 
my neighbor should propose an arbitration. I 
would not submit to it, whether there are any on 
this floor who would or not. If, because I would 
not arbitrate, my neighbor should propose to whip 
me, this would be a parallel case to the one before 
us. 

There were other reasons why he would not ne- 
gotiate longer. Great Britain had no claim to the 
territory. There was still another reason, which 
was found, not in Adam’s will, as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Winturop] had sug- 
| gested, but in the will of Providence, and in the 
destiny of this country, which had directed that 


the whole territory from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
i and from the Frozen ocean to the Isthmus of Pan- 
| ama or the Straits of Magellan, if gentlemen pleas- 
| ed, should belong to a free people. It was destined 
| that this country should belong to one people and 
be under one government, and that they should 
| exercise jurisdiction over the whole continent. 
| Looking through the vista of coming years, and 
| reflecting what we were fifty years ago, and what 
| we are now-—reflecting that from three millions we 
| had inereased to twenty millions, we could not re- 


i sist the conclusion that Yankee enterprise and vigor 


—he used the term Yankee in reference to the 
whole country—were destined to spread our pos- 
sessions and institutions over the whole continent. 
Could any act of the Government prevent this? 


| He must be allowed to say that wherever the Yan- 
| kee slept for a night, there he would rule. What 


part of the globe had not been a witness of their 
moral power, and to the light reflected from their 
free institutions? Their progress could not be any- 
where resisted. This continent will he our own; 
and gentlemen may say it is by manifest destiny, 
or by Adam’s will, or by whatever else they will. 
That destiny was found written in every page of 
our history. But the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Winrnrop] had enlarged upon the bless- 
ings of peace and the dangers of war. He put the 
commercial interests in one scale, and the honor 
of the country in the other, and the latter kicked 
the beam. 

Now, he (Mr C.) lived on the frontier too. He 
remembered when Detroit was sacked. Then we 
i had a Hull in Michigan; but now, thank God, we 
had a Lewis Cass, who would protect the border 
if war should come, which, in his opinion, would 
not come. 

There were millions on the lake frontier who 
would, in case of a war, rush over into Canada— 
the vulnerable point that was exposed tous. He 
would pledge himself that, upon a contract with 
the Government, Michigan alone would take Can- 
ada in ninety days: and if that would not do, they 
would give it up, and take it in ninety days again. 
| The Government of the United States had only to 
give the frontier people leave to take Canada. 

Owing to a very absurd and impolitic treaty that 


| we had made with Great Britain, we were not now 


allowed to have a vessel on the lakes—he must not 
call them “inland seas’-—carrying more than one 
gun. This was a specimen of British diplomacy. 
The advantage of the agreement was on her side 


| altogether. Great Britain kept up a standing army, 
and possessed an immense collection of materials 


for ship-building; and she could at any moment 


| launch any number of vessels and guns upon the 


lakes, to meet what ?—our vessels with a single 


| pop-gun on board! We could not always be pre- 
| pared for war, for it was a violation of our princi- 
i ples to sustain 


a large standing army. 
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The charge (said Mr. C.) that we are advo- 
cates of a war comes with an ill grace from the 
other side, We did not yield Texas to her denun- 
ciations, when the South wanted that addition to 
her territory, and we are now ready to teach her 
that the line of 54° 40’ shall be the boundary of her 
rule and her rapacity. We are, in fact, the peace 
party, because we are disposed to meet this ques- 
tion on the threshold, and to meet our enemy, 
though he be armed to the teeth. This is the best 
way to avoid a war: to take the matter in time, 
The horrors of war had been so strongly depicted 
by the eloquent gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. 
Yancrr,]| that he had almost melted the heart of 
one of the war-party. The gentleman had point- 
ed to what peace had done for us in the last thirty 
years. He had told us of the progress we had 
made in science. We had not stopped, he said, 
with the discoveries of Franklin, but had gone on, 
and made the red artillery of heaven subservient 
to the uses of life. Steam, too, had annihilated 
space. And we are asked now to be content, and 
do nothing. 

But should we crouch to the British lion because 
we had been thus prosperous? He remembered 
the time when education, the pride of modern 


‘Whigs, was made the means of opposition to the 
Democracy. He recollected the long agony that 


it cost him to relieve his mind from Federal thral- 
. dom. Education was an instrument to ridicule 
and put down Democracy, 

The gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Yancey,] 
having contrasted the navy of Great Britain with 
that of the United States, brought to his recollec- 
tion a chapter in that Vermont education, to which 
he had heretofore alluded, as making modern 
Whigs. In the last war, this doggrel was sung 
around the domestic altar : 


“High, dry, in the cornfield stood, 
Gun-boat, No. 1, 
Wig-wag went her tail, 
Pop, went her gun.” 


Also this : 


¢ James Madison my Jo, Jim, 
J wonder what you mean, 
You proclamate in chair of State, 
A vision or a dream.” 


What was the education of the Whigs? He 
did not wish to do any injustice to Vermont; he 
alluded to that spirit of hostility to republicanism 
which was manifested at the Hartford Convention. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wix- 
Titor] had referred to a remark which illustrated 
his (Mr. C.’s) views of a false education and its 
results. Speaking of submitting a question to the 
common sense of the people, it had been said, “ I 
will leave it to their nonsense, and beat you ten to 
one.” That was the sort of education against 
which he protested. It assumed that the people 
were not capable of self-government; it revived the 
stale charge that the people were their own worst 
enemies. If he had had the opportunity, at the 
proper time, to repel that charge, he would. have 
done it in the most caustic manner that the Eng- 
lish language afforded him. 

Shall we (said Mr. ©.) take peace as the price 
of conceding our rights? I appeal to high Heaven 
that, ifa British fleet were anchored off here in the 
Potomac, and demanded of us one inch of terri- 
tory, or one pebble that was smoothed by the 
Pacific wave into a child’s toy, upon penalty ofan 
instant bombardment, I would say, fire! 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, to whom 
he had before referred, said that peace was honor. 
Well, peace was honorable, if honorably won. | 
But not so, if otherwise. If we yielded Oregon to 
the forty-ninth, we should soon be called upon 
to yield the other half. : If Great Britain went to 
war for Oregon, how long would it be before her 
starving millions would rise in infuriated. masses 
and overwhelm their bloated aristocracy? We | 
were no feeble power. We had proved in the 
war of the Revolution, and the late war not with- 
standing our want of preparation, that we were 
equal to the contest. We had no navy during the 
Revolution; but we appealed to the God of battles, 
and Heaven blessed us with victory. The last war, 
too, which was so glorious, was resisted on every 
ground. [twas said then that we were unprepared, 
and that it was absurd to go to war for the assertion 
of the rights of a few hundred poor sailors, whose 
home was everywhere and nowhere. He had never | 
aurstioned the magnanimity of the South nor 
that of any gentleman from the South, and he would | 


| a remonstrance against a petition presented by the | 


allow no one to question ‘his. Every. man. must 
nieet the question in such manner as his conscience 
shall dictate to him, and give an honest and honor- 
able vote. There was no danger that Oregon would 
be lost to us by. giving this notice. . Whether we 

ave it or not, the-people from the western frontier 
States would rush thto it. Would Oregon. be lost 
by a war? No,» Gentlemen said that it would be 
a war to thedeath.. Was it so in 1812? We should 
learn wisdom from the past, and act without regard 
to hazard, when we. have once found. what is our 
duty.. Oregon must and would be ours. . He con- 
tended, however, that the notice was not a war 
| measure, and: that it would not be so considered b 
| Great Britain, unless she was disposed to make it 
a mere pretext. Mr. C, said that he had alluded 
to some remarks that he had made on a former oc- 
casion in reference to the State of Vermont; and, 
in closing, he wished to balance the account with 
that State—if he owed her anything—and to ex- 
press his opinion of the military prowess of Ameri- 
can citizen soldiers. He would say, then, if war 
should come— 

Hurrah for Vermont! for the land which we till 
Will have some to defend her, from valley and bill, 


Leave the harvest to rot on the field which it grows, 
And the reaping of wheat for the reaping of foes. 


Come Mexico, Englnnd—come tyrant, come knave, 
If you rule o’er our land, ye shall rule o’er our grave; 
Our vow is recorded—our banner unfurled ; 

In the name of Vermont, we defy all the world, 


_ Mr. COCKE obtained the floor, and, on his mo- 
tion, the committee rose. 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. HAMLIN, chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, rose and gave notice that he would, on 
Friday morning, call up the report in relation to 
this contested election. 

He also stated that the printed report in the case 
had been in the document-room for two days. He 
stated this, as he did not know whether members 
might have noticed them. 

Mr. IIUNT, of Michigan, gave notice of a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote of yesterday on the re- 
solution (as the reporter understood) of Mr C.J. 
Ingersou, calling for information in relation to a 
Constitutional Treasury. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correct “An act to continue 
the ofice of Commissioner of Pensions,” and “An 
act for the relief of James Bogardus.”’ 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. : 
Tuurspay, January 15, 1846. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report from the Secretary of the Navy, accom- 
panying an abstract of the contingent expenses of 
that department during the year 1845. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. BARROW presented the petition of Benja- 
min Ballard, praying the confirmation of his title 
to certain lands in the State of Louisiana; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land | 
Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented further documentary 
evidence in relation to the claim of Peter Ingles for 
a pension; which, together with the papers former- 
ly presented on the subject, were referred to the 

ommittee on Pensions. 


NEW YORK PILOTS. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial in behalf of the 
marine insurance companies of New York, being ! 


New York pilots for a repeal of certain pilot laws; 
which, on motion of Mr. D., was. ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom the petition of the pilots was pre- 
viously referred. 

A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, announcing that, on the 14th 
instant, he signed the bill to continue the office of 
Commissioner of Pensions; also, an act for the re- 
lief of James Bogardus. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BREESE, pursuant to notice, asked, ob- 
tained leave, and introduced. “ A bill granting to 
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|< the State of Ilinois certain alternate sections of 


< the public lands to aid in the construction of the |! Committee on the Judiciary. 


‘Northern Cross. and. Central railroads in-that 
t State;” which was read.a first and second time, 
and referred. to. the Committee on Public Lands. © 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, pursuant:to no- 
tice, asked, obtained leave, and introduced “«A. bill 
‘to provide for the payment of the evidences. of 
‘public debt in certain cases;’’ which was. read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. © 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.” 


Mr: JARNAGIN, from the Committee on, In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the subject of 
publishing certain: Indian histories, reported the 
following resolution; which. was. ordered to, be 

rinted: : 
p Resolved, That the Secretary of War prepare, or 
cause to be prepared under his direction, a state- 
ment exhibiting a true history of the relations be- 
tween the United States and the several Indian 
tribes or nations, from the revolutionary war down 
to the extinction of the Indian title eastward of the 
Mississippi river; also a statement, in tabular form, 
of all the sums paid to different Indian. tribes for 
the purchases of their lands, designating each tribe, 
the ate of purchase, amount of land ceded or per- 
chased, the annuities given to each tribe, the du- 
ration of such annuities, the amount held in trust 
by the United States Government for any of such 
tribes, how much thereof has been invested in 
stocks, and the authority for investing the same, 
and the number of persons in each tribe among 
whom such sums or annuities were or are divided. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Pen+ 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of James 
Morgan, of Virginia, for a. pension, made an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was ordered to. be 

rinted. ees i 
p Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Mrs. 
Pike, widow of the late General Pike, asking com- 

ensation for the publie services of her deceased 
[isbana presented a report thereon; which- was 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a bill for her relief wh 
passed to a second reading: oco i E 

Mr. NILES, from ‘the. Committee on the Post 
Office: and Post. Roads; to whom was referred the 
joint resolution in favor of relieving’ David Shaw 
and Solomon 'T'. Corser, reported. the same, with 
amendments. Í 

Mr. PENNYBACKER moved that the vacancy 
in the Committee on Claims, ‘caused. by: the with- 
drawal of Mr. Turney, be now filled by the Chair; 
which motion was agreed to, and.» 

The CHAIR reappointed Mr. Turney; lie hav- 
ing consented to serve. ; 


jeh was: read, and 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
resolution reported yesterday by Mr. Speier, in 
relation to the inundated lands on the banks of the 
Mississippi, was taken up for action; when Mr. J. 
moved that itbe amended to read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to cause an examination to be made of the 
public lands subject to the overflow of the Missis- 
sippi river, between Memphis and Vicksburg, in 
the State of Mississippi, and those lands subject to 
inundation on the west side of the Mississippi river, 
in the State of Louisiana, from the upper limits of 
the State to the mouth of the Redriver, with an 
estimate of the probable amount. required to pro- 
tect them from. such overflow, and the quantity of 
lands which will thereby become saleable; and re- 
porta plan for such’ protection, if practicable, at 
the present session of Congress, or at an early day 
of the next session. : 

The amendment was agreed to, and thé. resolu 
tion, as amended, was adopted. 

_ Mr. ASHLEY submitted the. following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to:. eae es 

Resolved, That the Committee on. Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency. of.re- 
moving the restriction on the salé of certain Jands 
in the State of Arkansas, supposed. to contain lead 
ore, T t 


Mr. A. also submitted the: 


Judiciary of the United: States; be 
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before them. : 

Mri- BERRIEN ‘présented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature: of the State of Georgia, upon the | 
several following subjects: i 

A resolution requesting the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from that State to urge the propriety of 
establishing a national armory and foundry in said 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, resolutions in-favor of the settlement of 
the claims of ‘that State against the United States 
for services of her milita; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a resolution requesting the Senators and 
Representatives of the State of Georgia to use their 
exertions to procure the repayment of the duties | 
poq by her on iron used in the construction of the 
‘Western and Atlantic railroad; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Also, resolutions in favor of a division of that 
State into two judicial districts; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Also, resolutions in favor of the publication of, 
and distribution by Congress among the several | 
States of the Union, of the reports of the decisions į; 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; which ij 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, | 


i 


f 


! adverse report upon the petition of Peter Shaffer. 


ginia continental line, and. who. was killed in the 
battle of Brandywine; which bill was read and 
committed, = : ; 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of Deerin 
Farrar and Robert Brady 3 which reports were laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made a 
report in the case of Mr. Frost; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made an | 


Mr. ROBERT SMITH moved that the said re- 
port be committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow: agreed to. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill to re- 
duce and graduate the price of public lands to ac- 
tual settlers, reported an amendatory bill in the 
following form, to wit: 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, That 
all of the lands of the United States which shall have been 
in market for ten, or more than ten years prior to the time 
of application to enter the same wider the provisions of this 
act, and stil remaining unsold, shall he subject to sale at 
the price oP one dollar per acre 3 and all of the Jands of the 
United States which shall have been in market for fifteen, 
or more than fifteen years, as aforesaid, and still remaining | 
unsold, shall be subject to sale at the price of seventy-five | 
| cents per aere; and all of the lands of the United states 
Which shall have been in market for twenty, or more tian } 
twenty years, as wioresaid, and still reumining uasotd, shall f 
be: subject to sale at the price of fit ents per acre; and 
all or the lands of the United States which shall have been 
in market for twenty-five, or more than twenty-five vears, 
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and ordered to be printed, 

Also,.a resolution in favor of the establishment [i 
of the following mail-routes, viz: from La Grange, | 
Goorgia, to Chambers Court-house, Alabama; |) 
from La G range, by Franklin, to Wedomee, Ala 
bama; from La Grange to Franklin, in Georgia; | 
from La Grange, Georgia, to 'Tallbottomy from La |! 
Grange to Columbus, Cleorgia, and in favor ofad- | 


i period of thirty, or more than th 


as aforesaid, and stil] remaining unsold all be subject to 
sale at the price af twenty-five cents por acre; and all of 
the lands of the United States whieh shail have begn in mar- 
ket at the passage of this act, or any time thereafter, forany 
irty ye: and still remain- 
1e are hereby, ecded and 
ates respectively in which 


Ing unsold, shall be, and the 
x Wbsolutely vested in the 


they 
66s 2. And be it further enacted, That every person ap- 
plying for any of the aforesaid lands of the United States, 


under the provisions of this act, shall be required first to make 
afidavit, before the re or receiver of the proper land 
ofice, that he or she enters the same for his or ber own use 
for the purposes of actual settlement and cultivation by and 
for him or herself, or for the use of an adjacent farin or plan- 
tation owned and occupied by him or herself, and that, to- 
gether with said entry, he or she has nat acquired trom the 
United States under the provisions of this act more than 
three hundred and twenty acres of land, according to the 
public surveys thereof; and if any person taking such oath 
by affidavit, shalt swear falsely in. the premises, he or she 
shail be subject to all of the pains and penalties of perjury: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
i to prevent any person from entering or purchasing the land 
of the United States, at the price of one dollar and twenty- 
| five cents per acre as now authorized and provided by law : 
| Mind provided, also, That the quantity of laud, which the 
+ President of the United States shall hereafter proclaim and | 
offer for sale in any one year shall not éxeced five millions 
of aeres, ‘This act shall take effect six months from and 
alter its passage.” 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed to a 
| Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. McHENRY, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, made a report upon the peti- | 
tion of James Dixon, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which bill was read a first and second time, || 
and committed to a Committee of the W hole House 


ditional facilities in other mail-routes; which was | 
referred to the Commitice on the Post Office and | 
Poat Roads. 

Also, a resolution in favor of removing the post 
office at Stateshorough to the court-house in Bul- 
loch county, in that State, and the establishment 
of a mail-route from Dahlonega, Georgia, to Ben- 
ton, Tennessee; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Oflice and Post Roads. 

Also, aresolution in favor of the establishment 
of a mail-route from Marietta to Dahlonega, and 
from. Cassville to Holly Creek, in said State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Odice 
and Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive. business; and, after some time spent | 
therein, the doors were reépened, when 

The Senate adjourned ail Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuunspay, January 15, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, to-morrow. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- | „Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on In- 
tees in their order, for reports. i dian Affairs, made an adverse report upon the peti- 

Mr. BOYD moved that the House resolve itself || ton of L. T. Pease and James M. Smith; which 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the | YPort was laid upon the table 


Union; but withdrew the motion on the request of i| Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian |! 
a number of members, so as to enable the commit- | Afairs, reported a bili to enable the President of | 
tees tọ be called throteh. į: the United States to hold a treaty with the Meno- 
= : i monie Indians in the Territory of Wisconsin, ac- 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. © companied by a report in writing; which bill was 
Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on Inva- || read and committed. X 
lid Pensions, made adverse reports upon the peti- | Mr. B. aiso, from the same committee, made |: 
tions of Benjamin Hunt, and of John Farnham; || adverse reports upon the petitions of Chas. Robey || 
whieh reports were laid upon the table. ‘| and Willis Stephens; which reports were laid upon |} 
Mr: JOSEPH JOTLINSON, from the Committee | the table. 3 
on Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon the jj Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on |! 
case of the late Jonathan Dye, accompanied by a | Commerce, _made a report upon the petition of |; 
bill to authorize the payment of seven years’ half- 1 Ebenezer W heelwright, accompanied by a bill for jf 
ay ofa lieutenant, due on account of the death of || his relief; which was read and committed. j! 
ieutenånt Jonathan Dye, an officer in the Vir- On motion of Mr. GORDON, ji 


14 . 


i 
if 


i ly maintaining 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged. from the consideration of the petition of 
A. Hathaway, and that’ it be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House- on the state of 
the Union. : 

On motion of Mr. HOGE, ! P 

Ordered, That the Commtttee of Claims: bé-dis+ 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Wm. J. A. Bradford, and that it be laid upon the 
table. 


- Mr. D. P. KING, from the Committée on Rev- 


| olutionary Claims, made a report upon the case 


of Nathaniel Bird, accompanied by a. bill for his 
relief; which was read and committed. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported bills of the following titles, 


| viz: 


A. bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner Tancred; > 

A bill for the relief of théiov 
the schooner Florilla; Se > 

A bill for the relief of the owners and-crew of 
the schooner Henrietta, accompanied by reports in 
each case; which bills weré severally: read, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HOGE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Robert 
Sewall; which was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. THOMASSON, 

Resolved, That that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions inquire-into tbe propriety and expedi- 
cney of placing Benjamin Kerlin, of Kentucky, 


REN d erew of 


| upon the pension roll. 


The bill from the Senate, entitled “ An act for 
the relief of David F. Williamson, of Pope county, 
State of Arkansas,” was read, and referred to the 
Committce on Publie Lands. 


CONVENTION WITH PERU. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill to carry into 
eflect the convention between the United States 
and the Republic of Peru, concluded at Lima on 
the 17th day of March, 1841. 

‘The bill having been read twice by its title, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL desired “that it might 
be put on its third reading. Its object was merely 
to authorize the payment'out of the treasury of 
money paid into 1t by the republic of Peru, and 
which could not be drawn out of the treasury with- 
out an act of Congress. 

Mr. TIBBATTS suggested the necessity, under 
the rule, of the commitment of the bill, inasmuch 
as it proposed to appropriate money. 

Some conversation on that point (after the bill 
had been read through) took place. 

After which, the SPEAKER having expressed 


| his opinion that commitment was necessary, 


The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


OREGON. 


_ On motion of Mr. BOYD, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


i the Union, (Mr. Tinzarrs, of Kentucky, in the 


chair,) and resumed the consideration of ‘the joint 
resolution from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
providing for giving the twelve months? notice to 
Great Britain of the termination of the convention 
of 1827, respecting the Oregon Territory. 

Mr. COCKE was entitled to the floor, and’ ad- 
Iressed the committee in opposition to the resolu- 


| tion of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. He 


declared himself in favor of a peaceful policy, firm- 
ng all rights fairly ours, holding our 
own, but doing injustice to none. . He contended 


| that, inasmuch as neither our honor had been in- 


volved, nor our flag been insulted, it was proper for 
Congress to pause—to reflect well upon the meas- 
ures 1t would adopt, and see what effect they would 
have upon the great interests of the country. 

[As this speech is in course of preparation, a 
more extended report of it is, at the request of 
Mr. C., omitted for to-day.] 


Mr. C. having concluded, 
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Mr. BEDINGER obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee throughout his hour. 

[At the request of Mr. B., the report of his re- 
marks is also withheld. His speech, is in course 
of preparation, and will be given at an early day.] 

Mr, MORSE followed. He said: 

Mr. Cuamman: I had hoped that the committee 
would have risen; first, for the few hours of prepa- | 
ration it would have afforded me; and secondly, 
not to have been compelled immediately to follow | 
the eloquent gentleman from Virginia; but as the 
House desire to hear another speech, I will go on. 

Mr. Chairman, as I may possibly separate from 
some of those friends with whom I have been in 
the habit of acting in this House, and as I shall 
give a different vote from the one I gave on asimi- 
lar proposition last year, I desire to state briefly 
the reasons which have influenced me in the deter- | 
mination to vote for this notice; and I state in all | 
frankness that it is with reluctance that I follow 
the gentleman from Virginia, for it is not an affec- 
tation of modesty when I assure you that it is not | 
in my power to entertain the House with any of | 
those elequent and patriotic appeals, those meteor- 
ic flashes of wit, or that strong vein of humor, 


with which this discussion has been from time to 
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| able to effect anything more than it has done? But, 
ii say gentlemen on the other side, this will bring on 
į the war. 


i} answer the question of the gentleman from Virgin- 


| and propose to accept the forty-ninth degree? and 
liitis this: If this joint occupancy still continues, 


time enlivened by so many gentlemen who have 
preceded me in the argunient on the resolutions 
upon your table, 

Nor is it my intention to make a speech to pre 


It 
t4 


pare the minds and hearts of the American people || day, tomorrow, or in five years? The American 
for war. I yield to no man in my admiration of || people will never in time of peace consent to tax 
the policy of peace, which has, in the short period || themselves to support large standing armies or 


lIR 


of thirty years, advanced our country almost to 
the front rank in agriculture, commerce, and man- | 
ufactures, and which, if persevered in for thirty | 
years more, must place her first in all those great | 
elements of national wealth. i 

And while I believe, in a just quarrel, these 
United States ‘are confident against the world in || 
arms,” I cannot agree with some of our western 
friends, that the American eagle will sweep the |) 
cross of St. George from this continent, and throw |i 
the British lion into the Pacific, without the ruffle 
of a single feather. 

Sir, this notice will never be the cause of war. 
Oregon will never be the cause of war. It may be 
the pretence; and if so, it will be a war of princi- | 
ple—monarchy against republicanism, the aristo 
cratic few of God’s anointed against the Oi polloù 
of the democracy—and it cannot but be a bloody 
war; but with a firm reliance on the continuance 
of that Divino protection, and the trusty blades of | 
millions of freemen, who own no rulers but of 
their choice, I have no fears for the ultimate result, | 

{t seems, then, to be conceded, with perfect una- | 
nimity, that we have a clear title to the territory | 
of Oregon up to 49°, and by a very large major- 
ity of this House, to the whole country up to 
54° 40’. Every member, I believe, who has thus 
far addressed the committee, has satisfied himself 
that Oregon is ours.. Whether deducing our right 
from the discovery of Captain Gray in 1790; from 
the exploration of Lewis and Clark; from the | 
treaty with Spain in 1819; from contiguity of terri- 
tory; or from manifest necessity, that fact may be 
assumed in this discussion. I shall, therefore, | 
leave the title out of view, and. proceed to offer a 
few remarks on the course which, in my judgment, 
it becomes the Government to pursue 1n the main- 
tenance of its just rights, and the steps necessary | 
to be taken to put our citizens in possession of 
that territory which all admit belongs to us, but 
which, by some diplomatic legerdemain, seems 
now more to belong to Great Britain, or rather the 
Hudson Bay Company. 

What is the present condition of this question? 
After a fruitless negotiation for a number of years, 
the President informs us that he offered a compro-~ 
mise on the parallel of 49°, which was ‘instantly 
refused, and that he has withdrawn, the proposi- 
tion; and negotiation, if it has not.come to a close, 
has at least made a very sudden halt. Shall we 
redpen this vexed question—reargue the same old 
propositions—go through the same diplomatic twist- 
ings and turnings, without the least hope of ever 
reaching the end proposed? 

Tf the success of our negotiations on the north- 
ern frontier afford us any standard to judge of | 
the advantages of prolonging this—if the right to | 
trade and establish trading positions, without a | 
claim to a single foot of the soil in fee-simple, has 
grown so strong by the national laws of prescrip- | 
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i Sir, we all have read the: story of a people— 
į tea or paper, which they might use or not—when 


|i eredit; b®anded wi 
l ened with a felon’s grave, —defed that Power who 
l had studded the es 


one-half of the whole territory, with the navigation | 
of the Columbia river twice superadded, T concur 
heartily with the President, that the ‘sooner the 
notice for the cessation of. the joint occupancy is 
given, the better; and this-brings me to the discus- 
sion of the measure immediately before the House. j 

Is it proper to give this notice at this time ? 
The President thinks so, and has so recommend- 
ed in his message. Has one single argument been 
adduced to justify the postponement of this’ notice? 
Have gentlemen any hope that negotiation will be 


I draw no. such inference. The only effect will 
be, to get the ultimatum of England. “And here I 


ia—If England were now to reconsider her refusal, 


we are bound, in furo conscientia, to accept it. But 
once give this notice, and this Government may 
take 49°, or refuse it, without the violation of any 
international good faith, express or implied. 

The principal~-indeed, I may say the only—ob- 
jection which I have heard urged by any member 
bis floor is, (assuming this to be a war meas- 
ure, which F utterly deny,) that we are not suffi- 
dently prepared to maintain our rights at this mo- 
meut. When will we be stronger? Will it be to- 


owerfal fleets for an emergeney that may never |! 
appen—for a war in futuro. It must be a war in 
esse, and then their purses and swords will always 
he freely placed at the disposal of your President. 


scarcely three millions of souls—who, in resisting |i 
a simple Parliamentary enactment touching some 


a large minority of that people were, if not op- 
posed, disposed to be neutral; without money or 
ith a traitor’s name, and threat- 


th with fortifications, and 
whitened the ocean with her sails, and for a prin- 
ciple, cngaged in an eight years’ war with that na- 
tion, upon: whose dominions the sun never sets,” || 
and “ foreed the English lion to acknowledge the 
independence of the American eagle.” Sir, it was 
then proposed to delay this question of principle. 
What Virginian—nay, sir, what American—has j 
not felt his heart bound in his school-boy days | 
at the indignant rebuke of the forest-born Demos- 
thenes? 

Sir, there is a more recent event, quorum minima | 
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| pex Texas was considered a violation of the treaty 


| there was to compromise, if, as gentlemen say, the 


| to the President, I would not interfere with his 
| policy on that subject. But now, tempora mutan- |! 
| dur, ef, &c. When negotiation is virtually at an 


|i pars fui, when it was proposed to admit a revolted | 
‘| province of a sister Republic into this Union; and | 
| great and wise politicians discoursed most learn- 
| edly about the advantages of delay; that it must 
ulumately certainly be yours; and although the ac- 
credited minister of that sister Republic demanded 
his passports, and threatened war, we did what we 
thought our duty, regardless of all. consequences. 
What constitutes the difference between the cases 
now, and then? Was it because our right to an- 


with Mexico? I will not pursue this inquiry far- 


hare.” 

But I will pursue the argument for this notice. 
F would not vote for the notice last year, because 
we were hourly expceting an amicable compro- 
mise, although I could not well understand what 


title to the whole of Oregon is ours, and because 
I would not willingly give either the strongest or 
the weakest nation any reasonable grounds of of- 
fence; because I would uot lightly hazard the 
hope of a satisfactory settlement of this question; 
because, not having the same means of ascertain- 
ing the situation of the negotiation which belongs | 


him,—shall we grow circumspect at | 
throw distrust upon our title, not only. up-to Alt 
‘four deerces, but even to forty-nine degrees? or 
shall we- lead the English Government and the 
world at large to believe that we will ever. offer a 
better compromise than we have before offered— 
forty -niné degrees twice, with the navigation of thi 
Columbia river superadded? “Perish the thought 
never, never, never. Iago-like, ‘to the Pontic sea, 
whose icy current and compulsive ‘course knows no 
returning ebb, we will never recede one inch from 
our just pretensions to Oregon, TER 

Sir, this notice does not invele a war. Is isnot 
provided for in the convention? Is it not-carrying 
out the treaty? Did the contracting Powers so 
deem it when'the treaty was made? -On the. con- 
trary, would not the arming of your additional 
regiments, building your stockades, and all and 
each of the acts for which those gentlemen, who 


| call themselves peculiarly the. peace party on this 


question, be a violation, if not of the letter, at least 
of the spirit of the treaty? This, I apprehend, 
was the intention of both the high. contracting 
Powers, that whenever each Government should 
have offered its ultimatum, and whenever? it was. 
ascertained that this vexed. question could not be 
settled by negotiation, that at least a year’s notice: 
should be given, thata suficient. time. should be 
given to both countries to prepare to. withdraw 


| their commerce from each other’s ports.as much as 
| possible; in short, to give time for reflection to 


both countries to determine. whether their titles 


feelings, interests, sympathies, and- everything, 
lead them to attach themselves to you; and unless 
you throw over them the egis of American liberty, 
you cannot expect that they will wait forever the 
termination of a negotiation, which England never 
will put an end to, and which you seem equally dis- 
posed to continue, without the least expectation of 
a satisfactory adjustment. 

England don’t-desire Oregon; she may desire such 
| colonists as she has in the East; the population 


i of Oregon would require too much trouble to keep 
|| quiet under her monarchical institutions. 
ther; but, for my single self, { have a little of that |i 
feeling “that would rather rouse « Kon than start. a i| 


They 
are made of sterner stuff than to be moulded. to her 
iron will. Nor did she want Texas} shë would not 
have taken it for a gracious gift... But she desired. 
to see Texas an: independent Government, and an 
adjournment of the last ‘Congress, ‘without -the 
; passage of the Texas resolutions, would have lost 
i that beautiful ‘star in our glorious confederacy. I 
need not recapitulate the arguments. Had I been 


a Texian, J would never, after being twice rejected, 
i have applied again for admission. The recognition 
i of her independence by Mexico—national pride— 


‘| wish to give this notice, and has. called upon this | 


tion, that England now: indignantly refuses nearly il House to show by their vote that they think with | 


will never recede from 490; but 
that there are men of high #! 

who have expressed .themse. r 
independence of Oregon, and she is perfectly wi- 
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ling: to ‘bide her time,” and if this is left an open 
question, some lucky moment may be seized upon 
to induce. us to consent to the independence of 
Oregon. ‘ : 

As regards’ the inhabitants of that territory, in- 
dependence is certainly more desirable than any 
connexion with England; but in relation to us, for 
all practical ‘purposes, Fhad almost as soon. see 
Oregon belonging to England as to sec her inde- 
pendent. All’ the advantages of the China trade 
would be lost to. us forever. For these reasons, I 
helieve that a delay will be fatal to our rights in 
Oregon, and will give Great Britain all that she 
desires, 

Ifthe view. that lL -have taken be correct, will 
England find any just cause of war in this notice, 
or in our taking possession of the whole country ? 
F think not. England had a much stronger inter- 


est in maintaining the independence of Texas than | 


she has for that of Oregon, and fully as much 
vight; and yet she neither made war upon us for 
this wholesale annexation of ‘Texas, and I have 
no doubt that she prevented Mexico from decla- 
ring war ; for she’ knows full well that with, the 
United States that ‘le jew ne vat pas la chandelle.”’ 
War with the Chinese, where the loser pays all 
expenses, is a different thing from a war with the 
United States, yhen all that she could gain would 
not pay for the ammunition that it cost; and my 
life upon it, Mr. Chairman, England is not going 
to have a war with the United States for the sake 
of the Fludson Bay Company, or fora fur trade 
“that is said to be diminishing in value very ra- 
pidly. : 

But if the President should be mistaken, and the 

venerable statesman over the way, and the chair. 
man of the Committee on Foreien Affairs, and all 
of us who are in favor of this notice, it ought not 
to affect the action of this Fouse upon these reso- 
lutions. There was a time when it became our 
duty to pause and reflect upon the consequences 
of any particular measure, (where principle was 
not invelved,) and the sternest statesman might 

well ask, what would England or France say upon 

this subject? Happily that time has long since 

passed, and our affairs are administered without 
the least reference to the opinions of any nation 

on the globe—peaceably, but firmly pursuing such 

a course as in our best judgment is calculated to | 
scoure liberty and the pursuit of happiness; and | 
whatever others may think, I have yet to learn 

one single act connected with our foreign policy 

that I would wish undone; and, as a proof of the 

integrity of our course, while we exacted and re- 

ceived compensation for injustice from the hands | 
of nearly every foreign government, I believe the 

first claim has yet to be made against this Govern- 

ment for any mjustice done to the weakest or the 

strongest power. Acts of individual wrong there 

may have been; but I cannot recollect one single 

act of our Government for which we have been 

called upon to make reparation, 

Asan American, asa citizen of the world, it is | 
a source of the most sincere satisfaction, and more | 
than all things else makes. me admire the wisdom 
of our forefathers, who transmitted this rich herit- 
nge, and when rightly and universally understood, | 
will do’ more in’ favor of republican institutions | 
than all the disquisitions of essayists that have 
ever been written on the science of government. 
This fact is worth more than all the theory upon | 
the subject for two thousand years. 

What reasons have been given to induce the be- 
lief that the passage of these resolutions will pre- 
eipitate a war? {t resolves itself simply into an 
expression of opinion, Tt was one of the happiest 
of Sir Boyle Reach’s bulls, when he said ‘the best 
way to ovoid danger was to meet it plump in the 
face.” Every man on this floor has found or will | 
find it so’ in private life, and it is equally true in | 
relation to nations. Having no aristocracy to sup- | 
port, or favorite family to: keep in the ascendant, | 
the world. has. become satisfied that individually 
and collectively the American people, upon the | 
slightest encroachment on their rights, would al- | 
most.as soon. fight as not. That idea has kept 
them from many a collision. I recollect when Qen- | 
eral Jackson informed the French Governmient that | 
if they did not pay the money they owed us he 
would cause himself to be paid in a summary man- 
ner, war'was considered inevitable... We were no 
more prepared then. than now}. but.the French 
Government saw that the people were ready to 
support the. President, the money was: promptly 
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paid, and the harmony of the two nations re- 
: mained undisturbed. 

| -For these reasons, and others which have been 
adduced by the friends of this measure, which I 
will not trespass on the attention of the committee to 
recapitulate, I shali vote for the passage of these 
resolutions; not because I am in favor of a war, 
but because T believe that we are strictly within 
the stipulations of the treaty; because I hold it to 
be the most certain means of getting Oregon; be~ 


|| use as effectual means to obtain Oregon as they did 
| to obtain Texas; because I do notindalge for a 
i moment the idea that their passage can involve this 


i cessity of a different course where England is con- 
| cerned from that pursued in relation to Mexico. 
Before I could consent to sanction by my vote 
any policy which might be interpreted into a fal- 
tering hesitancy, I must be entirely satisfied that 
ji there is not substantial danger of losing Oregon 
and involving my country ina war; Í must have 
“confirmation strong as proofs of Holy Writ.” 
“ Make me to see it, or so prove it that the proba- 
| tion bears no hinge-loop to hang a doubt upon,” 
i or J will none of it. 
| There is one thing that cannot fail to gratify 
every true American heart, which this discussion 
has elicited, and which even more than the Texian 
| question, shows this to be purely a national one. 
The advocatos of this measure are not confined to 
i the supporters of the Administration; nor are they 
influenced by sectional feelings in the views which 
i they take of this great continental question. Whigs 
jand Democrats frou: the North, the South, the 
| East, and the West, bave buried their pitival party 
|| antmosities and loveal j i vie wi 
F eaeh other as to the most eflicient manner in which 
i they will support an American President in his 
i manly and patriotic attenipt to settle this American 
i! question; and if, gle manner of acquiring Oregon, 
pwe differ, it onl 
deuce that characterize an American statesman and 
| a republican Cong 


|i nity ofthe subje 
‘idea that Presi 
į fluences the action or the vote ofa solitary member 


| termined upon, and should a collision with any 
i for country unfortunately ensue, let this senti- 
ment meet a unanimous response from every mem- 
ber of this Congress, and the people from the St. 
Lawrence to the Rio Grande will re-echo it back : 
“Our country—our whole country—right or 
wrong.” 

Mr. DOBBIN addressed the committee. He did 
not, he said, consider that he was bound by the 
hour-rule to make an hour speech, and, therefore, 
if he were allowed a few-moments, he would re- 
linquish the floor to others, 

Mr. D. did not, he said, entertain the hope that 
he would be able to enlighten the House on this 
| subject, after all the display of ability and eloquence 
iin this discussion, but such was the magnitude of 


I 


: 
| 
| 
| 


|| the question, and such its universal interest, that he 
felt constrained to give his opinion in regard to it. | 


He was gratified to find that the crisis was met ina 


every portion of the country with an American 
| spirit, without regard to party lines. Much had 
been said in regard to a war party and a peace 
party. He was from North Carolina, and was of 
a peace party; but still he would go for the notice 
to Great Britain of the termination of the conyen- 
tion. Good policy and justice required that the 
notice should be given, and by giving it now, we 
should best promote the peace of the country. He 
helieved that those who opposed this measure were 
' pursuing a policy that would plunge this country 
| into a war. The measure now proposed was more 
| peaceful, more open and honorable, and more con- 
| formable with the existing convention, than the 
| policy recommended on the other side. 

| But he was charged with being of the war party. 
| Let us see which is the war party. I (said Mr. 
D.) am for the notice. On the other side, inactiv- 
ity was recommended. 
| time, favorable to that inactivity. But that time 
; had passed. At the present time it would be seen 
that all were in favor of action. Inactivity was no 
longer deemed masterly or expedient by either 
side. Both parties now preferred action. Their 
inactivity professed peace, but led to war; and it 


t 
i 
1 
i 
| 
H 
i 
i 


cause I believe this Administration is pledged to ! 


| country in a war; and because I cannot see the ne- | 


lousies, and only vie with į 


y proves the freedom and indepen- : 
ress. Let us not degrade the dig- || 
t, hy harboring for an instant the | 


ent-making, or political capital, in- |! 


on this foor; and whatever plan shall be finally de- | 


proper spirit; that all sectional and party spirit was | 
| discarded; and that members had come here from li 
I 


He was himself, for a į 


was deceptive on its very face. What was the 
| policy: recommended to us by the gentleman from 
| Virginia on his right? It was, to press our setile~ 
iments in Oregon; to obtain the possession. of the 
eéuntry through them; to send our people to-Ore- 
gon with their axes and rifles as settlers. Was 
i this peace? ‘These’ settlers, we were told, would 
| soòn press beyond the Columbia, though’ at first 
| confined to its south side; and that, in a few years, 
| they would acquire the country for us. They were 
to go there with their axes, but they.were to. carry 
riflestoo. Presently they were. to‘ drop/the axe; 
i and we were to hear the crack of the rifes «First 
| it was to be heard on the south side of the Colum- 
| bia, but soon on the north side. As one gentleman 
‘| had stated in debate, we might soon have a hun- 
i dred thousand settlers in Oregon ; and among them 
i| there would be twenty thousand good rifles. Uf 
| peace was intended, why should not. the instru< 
ments of peace be used ? 


! 
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i 
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{ But no; the rifle was the instrument that was to 
i 


|! establish our settlers in Oregon, both on the south 
Was this 


What would the Hudson Bay ~ 


| 

i 

i and the north side of the Columbia. 
t 

v 

| 


| ; 
| tle the south side of the Columbia, 
| 


| 
} 
| atall. All the world would say that it was an art- 
i, ful scheme to get possession of Oregon. 
| Suppose (said Mr. D.) the British statesmen 
|| were assembled in solemn council on this subject, 
i and it should be made known to them what our 
fi policy was; would it not be said to them: do not 
| be lulled to sleep—look out—the Americans have 
gone to Oregon with axes, but with rifles too—it is 
| but a semblance of peace that they offer you? 
i| What would be their decision? ‘Would they not 
| say, we thought the Americans a proud pee 
we thought that they would give notice when they 
wanted this territory? What would be the next 
thing? The cross of St. George would be floating 
on one side, and the stars and stripes on the othe. 
svitish soldiers would be arrayed on one side with 
their bayonets, and American settlers on the other, 
with their axes and rifles. Bickerings and jealous- 
ies would ensue, and then collisions; at length, 
the noise of the skirmishes would come across the 
mountains and inflame the western people; and, at 
the same time, it would cross the Atlantic and: pro-, 
duce the same irritation there... The circle of com- 
motion would increase, untilit had: spread far 
enough to include both countries“in open, flagrant, 
general war. ~ : 

Had it not been shown that this was not a treaty 
j| of joint occupation, but of trade, commerce, navi- 
gation, and settlement? Then the proposition of 
| the exclusive advocates of peace was not conform- 
| able with the treaty. We could not undertake to 
| colonize the country, if the treaty did not allow of 
| jomt occupation. We might have.it-for the pur- 
|| poses of trade, but not for the purpose of taking it 
|| away from Great Britain through the medium of 
|| an armed accupation. "The project was, therefore, 
| 
| 


la violation of the spirit of the treaty. Were we 
| to steal into the territory, or seize it ike men? To 
i send over men to take it under pretences of peace 
|| was unbecoming a people of proud and determined 
spi it. The eloquent gentleman from’ Virginia, 
{Mr. Bepineer,| who had-last spoken, had both 
tne and pained him with his remarks. He had 
istened to him with deep interest. The gentleman 
had wished that time should settle the question. 
John Bull was growing old, and his hair was be- 
coming gray. He would soon be in such a situa- 
tion that he could be easily. overcome. Would 
| any one, in private life, ever resort to such an argu- 
iment? Would any one wait till an enemy had be- 
|| come superannuated before he demanded redress 
i| from him? Would it be the course of honor to 
wait till the adversary was in his dotage, and then 
take the old man and gouge him? That was not 
the case in the revolutionary conflict. When Great 
Britain was oppressing us, was it proposed by 
Washington and Hamilton to wait till the oppres- 
i, sor had become old and decrepid before we asserted 
i| our rights? When they felt that their rights were 
|| violated, they subjected their cause to the test of 
war—holding to the injunction, “Be just and fear 
not. 

Suppose it had been said on the occurrence of 
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the late war, let us wait till Great Britain falls into 
a state of decrepitade: then would we have lost 


all the glories and advantages of the contest that ; | ministrator of Jared Gossage, p 


ensued. It was a policy that would subject us to 
the contempt of the world and to self-degradation. 
Peace had charms, and war, horrors. He delighted 
to contemplate the blessings of peace. But if the 
country belonged to us, did not the spirit of our 


fathers call upon us to maintain our rights to it? |; 


Gentlemen argue that we must wait, or we must 
have war. Let us try negotiation again, they said; 
but negotiation has been tried in vain, and the only 
course was, to give the notice, which would compel 
Great Britain to make more arrangements for the | 
adjustment of the question, 

Had not this negotiation baiiled all the skill of our 
eminent statesmen? [fad it not been tried by Mr. 
Clay and Mr. Calhoun, and more recently by the 


present very able Secretary of State? Had not all | 


attempts at negotiation failed? When Lord Ash- 
burton came here, the question, it was said, was to | 
be settled. But he was content with the fume and | 
the laurels which he won in the Northeast, and he | 
left it to others to win fame and laurels in the North- 
west. It was then said, do not give the notice; be 
silent till negotiation has heen tried. Mr, Paken- 
ham came to settle the dificuliy, and then, again, 
it was said, do not move in the matter, be silent, 
for the negotiation is pending, But nothing had 
resulted from the negotiation, T believe (said Mr 
D.) that justice, 
faith, demand that we should give this notice. Te 
believed that it would promote peace; for, if we 
gave it, the sense of the whole world would de- ; 
mand that Great Britain should concede to us our | 
justrights, Lhe party thateried out so vehemently 
for peace, proposed more uncompromising menus 
than we did. ‘hey (said Mr. D.) propose to take 
Oregon by peaceable means, up to 54° 40. Did 
that look like peace? Was it not telling Great | 
‘Britain that we were determined to have the whole | 
of Oregon or none? ! 


i 
i 


It was said that we were not prepared for war. j; 


Does a republic ever prepare for war? Lt was con- | 


trary to the genius of our institutions to maintain || 


standing armies and large fleets for 
war. But our fortifications were found in the free- 
man’s breast. All we had to do was to let the peo- 
ple know their rights, and they would maintain 
them. For all the reasons which he had given, he 
was induced to vote for the notice, I£ war come, 
we cannot help it. We should be subjected, in 
that event, to some hardships and distresses, but 
they would not last long. As in the late war, so 
in this—a host of able and victorious commanders 


pie of 


the land, and Perry, Hall, and Decatur, on the | 
sea. Has our spirit become so we 
dued, and our blood so pale, that we cannot defend i 
ourselves as in the days of our predecessors? Our 
success in the conilict, he believed, would be inev 
jtable. Expressing his regret to difer from gentle- 


t 


men from the South for whom he entertained the : 


. highest respect, he again urged that we should give 
the notice; and he would close his remarks by say- 
ing to every member of this body, 
“Be just, and fear not; 
Tet all the ends thon aimlst at be thy country’s, 
Thy God’s, and truta., ‘Phen, if tou st, 
Poon asta blessed martyr?! 

When Mr. Dossis yielded the floor, it was ob- 
tained by Mr. Rockwerr, of Connecticut; on 
whose motion the committee rose. 

DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. THURMAN, on leave given, introduced 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, ‘Chat the Seeretary of the Treasury is 
hereby requested to inform this House, at the car- | 
liest practicable moment, the aggregate compensa- 
tion (salaries, fees, and allowances, of all kinds, 
included ) received by each district attorney of the 
United States during the last year, of which re 
turns have been made to the Treasury Department. 


And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following Petitions and Memorials were 

resented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The memorial of Lowry Willams, 
of Gass county, Georgia, who seeks to be indemnified for i 
damages sustained by him in being deprived of his improve- 
ments, contrary to the provisions 
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good policy, and even, publie i 
© of duties paid on the iron for the use of said ron 


rk and sub- |! 
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i 
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i} tionary soldicr, tora pension: referred to the Cosnniittee on 
| Revolutionary Pensions, 


| Also the petition of M 


| sion for injurier 
ii duriug the bite 


. ye On H a pee 
would rise up, like Jackson, Brown, and Seott, on | ays 
Po , $ , int 


“ty, Virginia, praying for a nud 


: ferred to the Coram 


1. 168 other eitizens of 


i 


i; and 80 other ci 
of the treaty concluded è purpose. 


i praying for an inerease of anty on soda-ash, barita, and sal- 


: zens of Sununit county, Olio, praying an np 
i the improvement at t 


; county, Ohio, a 
ing the abolition of the internal slave trade. Alsa, the re- 


i subject. 


; charge datfaires of the United States at New Grenada: re 


of Belmont county, in the 
iof kinis for the consire 
H of Oregon: 


dred seamen of Chicago, in favor of a marine hospital at that 


i inga pa 
lutionary Pens 


other eiti 


: Moorfield,S 


oS Jan. 


with the Cherokee Indians in 1835; referred. Commit: |} -By Mr. 
tee on Indian Athiirs. tonie ee ties of -Oswego and Jefferson, New York; akd masters and 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of James Ae owners of vessels on: Lake Ontario; for an appropralion for 

aying the continuation of the ‘public works at the mouthjor Sal- 
mon river, in the county. of Oswego: referred to the Com~ 
mittee on Commerce. The petition of millers, maistéerssand. 
owners of vessels, and citizens of Oswego, New York, for.’ 
an appropriation for the improvement. of the- harbor: at the 
mouth of Bighteen Mile creel, on Lake Ontario referred 
to the same committes, ‘The petition of citizens of the coun- 
ties of Oawego and Jefferson, New York, and masters and 
oywners of vessels on Lake Ontario, for an appropriation tor. 
the completion of the public works and’ harbor of Port On- 
tnrio: referred to the same committee of the Whole House 
to which was referred te approprintion bill for the -improve- 
ment-of harbors and-rivers, | i i 

By Mr RELEE: The petition of Joseph Thomure, of 
Missouri, legal representative of Nicholas Janis, praying 
the confirmation of a tract of land granted to said Janis by 
Don Henry Peyrous, civil and military commandant of the 

port of St. Genevieve on the 9th April, 1800. ; 

i” py Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of Thomas Y. How, jr, 
asking for remuneration for losses for the withholding.a pa- 
tent for lands purchased by him in Minois: referred to the 
Committee onthe Judiciary. $ 

By Mr. GARVIN: The remonstrance of John Pray md 79 
other citizens of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, against the 
ndmiasion of ‘Texas with a constitution permitting slavery 3 
of James Sheriff and 82 others, of the like import; of J. H. 
Harrah and 21 others of like import; of Hiram White and 
39 othexs, of like imports of Jmnes Couse and.32 others, of 
like import; of James Condit and Q9 others, of like import : 
‘all oť which were laid upon the table; The petition of eiti- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying. for the construction of a 
Macadamized road from the town of Erie, Pennsylvania, to 
intersect the national road at or near BrBwasville : referred, 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, The’ petition of 
citizens of Crawford county, Pennsylvania, praying for’ the 
establishment of a post road between Meadville, Pennsylva- 
nia, and Cooperstown, Venango county, Pennsylvania: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The petition and papers of John Rudolph, a sub contractor 
during the late war, praying for relief: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Chains. : 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of the. adminis 
trators of Col. Jobn Anderson, for compensation for pro- 
perty destroyed by the British and Indians during the last 
wu. $ $ " 


HOUGH: The petition of the citizens of the coun- 


Sel a H, Cansien, ad- i 
x ssion duc 
deceased: referred to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HENLEY: ‘The petition of Daniel Spencer, at- 
companied by additional evidence i referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. tae 
By Mr, MORSE: The petition. and accompanying doeu- 
ments of James H. Brigham, praying: Tor the confirmation 
of a tract of land: referred to the -Committee on Private 
Land Clainis. r 
By Mr. HOUGH: The petition and other 


> HOLI pavers of Jacob | 
Patook, of Sullivan, Madison county, New 


ark, a revolu- 


By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of C. Halsey and 63 oth- 
ers, of the town of Plattsburg, Clinton county, New York; 


oda: referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr ‘TILDEN: ‘Che petition of Jolm H. Horner and 
others, citizens of Gustavus, 'frambull county, Ohio, pray- 
ing the establishmentof a mail route from Kinsman to WRT- 
ren. Also, the petition of Heman Oaviett and others, citi- 
ypropriation for | 
ie Maumee river. Also, the remon- ij 
anee of Asahel Wilcox and others, citizens of Wayne | 
gainst tbe annexation of Texns, and alse pray: 
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monstrance of B. B. Chamberlain and others, citizens of 
Hrombull county, Ohio, against the annexation of ‘Texas. 
Also, the petition of George Uazlip and others, on the sane 


By Mr. R. M. T. HUNPER: The petition of Wiliam M., 
Blaċkiord, for a yuarters salary due to him for services as 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Anlnirs. H 

By Mr. AERRICR: ‘Phe petition of the ‘Troy and Green- 
bush Railroad Association, asking tò be refanded the amount 
: referred 
to the Committee on Coimmeree. Also the petition ef the 
heirs of Lott Hall, deceased, for remuneration for revojn- 
tionary services, and prize money: referred to the Commit 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. GRIDER The petition of the heirs of James 
Williams for a pension; reterred to the Canmittee on Rev- 
olutionary Peusions, Mr. G. askel Jeave te withdraw trom 
the files of the House the petition of James Conway, aud 
refer to the Committee on Revolutionary Chains. 

Ry Mr. HUNGERFORD: ‘Phe petition of citizens of det 
ferson county, New York, who are vessel owners, masters, 
and forwarders, oa Lake Ontario, Ta@ tke itprovement of 
tite harbor of (mile ereck, in Niagara county, New York: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. POSTER: ‘The petition of the heirs of General 
Artiur St. Chair, for the payment of moneys advanced by 
him for the use of the Govermment in the revolationary wir. | 
atthesy ‘Thompson for u pension: re- 
{erred fo the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. Also the 
petition of Mot Wilkinson for n pension: ròferred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensious. 

By Mr. MORSE. ‘The petition and accompinying docu~ 
ments of Andrew O. Armstrong, prayitg a readjustment of 
his neconuts as navy agen, &es referred to the Committee 
on Naval Aitirs, 

By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of Moses Davis for a pen- 
seoivel in the service of the United States 
r with Great Britain, 

By Mr. He VY: Phe memoriat of Jobn Taylor, asking | 
ion for serviecs as a soldier in the Jadian wars of 
“ts referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
H Enpay, January 16, 1846. 
"T'he Joumnalof yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communications to. ie 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
in obedience to the resolutions of the 8th. instant, a 
report of the number of | ë mineral- 


eases Now on th 
lands of the United States, the quantity of land in 
cach lease, with the date and duration of each; also 
the amount of money Government has. expended 
on, as well as the income or profits received. by the 
! Government from, said leases, together with: the 


7 


sions, 
Ly Mr, SAWYER: The petition from Di citizens of Pauld- 
ing county, Ohio, paying a reduetion in the price of the 
pable kunds: referred to the Connwittes on Publie Linds. 
The petition ofeitizens of Ohio, for maval depots at ‘Toledo, 
Ohio, and at Chicago, Minors: referred to the Conmnittec on 
Naval Affairs. ‘She petition froin citizens of Ohio for the 
improvement of the Maumee bay, on Lake Erie: referred 
o the Committee on Corns z E n ae a ` 
O ie Me JAMES IL SOMNSON: "he petition of Beriah |! g A letter from igi T osiminnler Genea wansi- 
Wright, a xoldier of the tato war with Great Britain, pray- || ting NONE Wo to the resolution of the House of 
pata pension be granted him, for disabilities incurred |; the 13th instant, relating to the arrival and assort- 
i anana „| ment of the northern and western. mails, and the 
A A eaminerution: anena of i| delivery of the mail for the Capitol, &e.; which let- 
llege they were defrauded. il ter was referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
oria) ofa number of eitize fice and Post Roads. : 
», praying for agrant |! A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,,:trans- 
on of a railroad to the Verritory j| witii iy OC) ` 7 wat + 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, || MU tng, M compliance with the provisions of an act 
n The petition of Polly Mahl, of Vin- |) of 3d March, 1809, an abstract: of expenditures 
under the head of contingent expenses of that de- 
| partment; which letter and-abstract were laid upon 
the table 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 


| Mr. HAMLIN, chairman of the Committee or 
| Elections, rose and said, it would be recollected 
i that he had, some days since, given notice.of his 

intention to call up the case of the contested elec- 
tion from Florida to-day. He had now risen for 
g, that he did not propose to 
And he would take this 


| whose claims have been rejected, with the reasons: 
for their rejection; which letter and report were 
laid upon the table. 
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gunty land, 
By Me. MORROS: The 


Hy Mr. HENGE 
rennes, FOF A pension, 
By Ais. WENTWORTII: The petition of several hun- 
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places referred Lo the Committee of | 
by Mr, PERRY: Phe petition of Clan, pray- | 
i 


ioa on account of the services of ker husband, a 
revalntionary soldier: referred to the Commuttee on Revo- 
m 
By Mr. CATIH RT: The petition of Wilson Blain and 
ys of Indiana, asking a donation of Jand to ton- į 
aiy road, and thereby to facilitate the sale of the i 
d public lands: referred to the Committee on 
Lands. 
By Mr. Lise 
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tition of citizens of Amherst coun- 
-route from Pediar Mills, in 
y of Virginia: referred to the Cor 
nd Post Road=. ‘The memorial 
g for arrcarages of pensions: re- | 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

ie petition of James R. Moss and 
Tuernsey county, Ohio, praynig for the 
tablishmentt of a daily line of four-horse post coaches from 
enbenvilie, in Jefferson cowity, Ohio, by way of Cadiz, 
nyrna,Cambridge, and other intermediate points, 
to Evansville, Ohio. Also, the petition of Francis Calvert 
tizens of tue same county, and for the same | 


wa county, to the Valle 
ittee on the Post Ofe 


occasion to say 


By Mr. COMM 
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night, he should call it up.to-morrow. | If the gen- 
tileman did not return in-all this week, the commit- 
tee had come. to the conclusion that no additional 
delay should take place beyond that time, whether 
the. gentleman. returned or not. And, in either 
event, he (Mr. H.) should call up the report on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. was about to proceed to call 
the committees for reports, when 

Mr. McDOWELL moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee. of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. ; 

A. strong desire was manifested in all parts of 
the House that the committees should be called. 

And the question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. McDowexx, it was rejected. 

Whereupon, the SPEAKER proceeded to call 
the committees in their order. 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the support. of the Military Academy for the 
year ending on the 30th June, 1847; which bill 
was read twice, and committed. 


PRIVATE. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Mary 
Bower; which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. DARGAN, from the same committee, made 


a report upon the petition of Alborne Allen, ac- |! 


companied by a bill for his relief; 


, ; which bill was 
read, and committed, A 


Mr. D., from the same committee, made an ad- | 


verse report upon the petition of William Ð. Aus- 
ment; which report was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr, McCLERNAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be discharged from the consideration of the 
memorial from citizens of New York, in favor of 
making the public lands free to actual settlers, and 
that it be committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. A. D. SIMS, from the Committee for the} 


Distriet of Columbia, made a report upon the case 
of J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., ac- | 
companied by a bill for his relief; which bill was 


read, and committed. | 


Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the |! 


Judiciary, reported a bill to settle the title to the | 
Pea Patch island, in the river Delaware, accompa- 
nied bya report in writing; which bill was read | 


twice, and (after an ineffectual effort-by Mr. J. R. | 


INGERSOLL to have it put on its third reading) 
was committed. 


DISTRICT OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. LUMPKIN; from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill to regu- 
late writs of error, and appeals from the district 
courtof the United States for the middle district of 
Alabama, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report in writing. 


Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and | 


read a third time to-day. 

The said bill, being engrossed, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THURMAN, from. the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill author- 
izing the payment to the judges of district courts 
for the eastern and western districts of Pennsyl- 
vania, and the district of New Jersey, the salar 


which has accrued to the circuit judge of the Uni- ji 


ted States for the district of Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey, since the death of said judge, report- 
ed the same without amendment, accompanied b 
a report in writing, with a recommendation that it 
do not pass. 

Ordered, That the said bill be laid upon the table. 


Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 


i; relief; which bill was read and committed, 


j 

| 

Vii CONVENTION WITH PERU. | 
j 

| 

| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- | 
mitttee, reported a bill-to repeal that part of the act 
of 30th August, 1842, which imposes a duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem on Java coffee, and to refund 
the discriminating tonnage duties levied on Spanish 
vessels (except those from Cuba and Porto Rico) 
by the act of the 13th July, 1832; which bill was 
read, and committed. ‘ 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill directing the mode of settle- 
ment of the accounts of Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, 
accompanied by a report; which bill was read, and 
committed. 


On motion of Mr. SAMUEL D. HUBBARD, 
Ordered, That the Committee on the Militia be 
| discharged from the consideration of the petition of | 
| John R. Pollard, and that it be laid upon the table. 
Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made a report upon the 
i| petition of Samuel Jordan, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read, and committed. 
Mr. BARRINGER, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the petition of Judith Keith, 
accompanied by the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and adopted: 
I| Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be di- 
rected to transmit to the Secretary of War the pe- 
tition of Judith Keith, with the proofs accom- 
panying it. 
| Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Catharine | 
Kellar; which was laid upon the table. | 
On motion of Mr. GORDON, it was | 
Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
! Captain Tra Baldwin, and that it be referred to the 
| Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Naval 
Afairs, to which petitions upon the subject were 
referred, reported a bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to take preliminary measures for the 
| construction of a dry-dock at Philadelphia; which 
bill was read. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, made 
‘La report upon the petition of Philip P. Holmes and 
William Pedrick, accompanied by a bill for their 


| On motion of Mr. T. B. KING, submitted on į 
| leave, it was 

| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
| and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
| expediency of establishing a post-route from Haw- 
i| kinsville to Troupville, in the State of Georgia. 


| Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, on leave given, and 
| in pursuance of previous notice, reported bills of 
the following titles, viz: 

A bill to abolish the use of certain oaths at the 
i custom-houses of the United States, and for other 
1| purposes; 
O A hill to abolish executions in capital cases; | 


li which bills were severally read twice, and com- | 
i! mitted. e 
'The committees having been callcd through, | 


The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- | 


| ness in order would be the consideration of resolu- 
ions which had been laid over for debate. 


Hl 
p 
il 
il 
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i Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
il Mr. Trenarts, of Kentucky, in the chair. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and suid, that, as | 
|! the gentleman who was entitled to the floor [Mr. 


|; RocxwerL] had consented to yield it for the pur- 


Y |! pose, he (Mr. I.) would ask the committee to take | 


i up the bill which he had yesterday reported from 
‘the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to carry into 
‘effect the convention between the United States 
|i and the Republic of Peru. 


tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill from} The CHAIRMAN said that the bill could only 

the Senate entitled “An act to provide for raising a |; be taken up by unanimous consent, or by a post- 

regiment of mounted riflemen, and for establishing |; ponement of the subject last under considera- 

military stations on the route to Oregon,” reported ii tion. 

the same without amendment. i Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said, he supposed that | 
Ordered, That the said bill be committed to the | no objection would be made. A large sum of | 

Committee of the Whole House onthe state of the | money was payable to the merchants of the North | 


Union. |! under this convention, and the bill merely provided | 
| 


Mr. C. J, INGERSOLL, from the Committee || that the moneys paid into the treasury by the Re- 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill to regulate the i public of Peru should be drawn out and paid over || 
allowance for extra services rendered by secretaries || to those to whom it was due. 
of legations and consuls; which was read and com- | ‘The bill not being at the moment at hand, the 
mitted. |! motion of Mr. IxNcERsoLL was not pressed. j 


‘men who had spoken. 


OREGON. i 
So the committee resumed the consideration of 
the joint resolution of notice, and of the amend- 
ments thereto pending. a 
Mr. JOHN A: ROCK WELL was entitled to the 
floor, and addressed the committee during the hour, 
in a speech which is in the course of preparation. 
After alluding to the importance of ‘the question, 
he directed his attention to the following pone 
to the interest which his constituents had in its 
result; to the number of alipe sent out to the Pa- 
cific ocean from the district he represented; to the 
vast amount of capital invested in shipping at the 
ports of New London and Stonington, all of which 
was, in case of war, to be exposed to entire de- 
struction. 7 3 
Mr. R. proceeded to refer to a-petition which 
had been sent to him from New London, signed 
by men of all parties, asking Congress to adopt 
peaceable measures for the settlement of difficul- 
ties, existing or apprehended, between the United 
States and Great Bitan, And he read an extract 
from a letter from another port, showing the de- 


| structive effects upon that section of country ofa 


hostile collision; but declaring that if war must 
come, the people there would be found as ready to 
defend the country as other citizens in Congress, 
who boasted so loudly about shedding the last drop 
of their blood. 

(Mr. ANDREW JOLINSON and others ex- 


| pressed the hope that the fact might prove to be 


so. 

Mr. ROCKWELL said that the people of that 
section were not a timid people; and that he could 
refer to the history recently published by a dis- 


| tinguished gentleman [Mr. Cuaries J. INGERsoLL] 
‘near him, to show what they had done in time of 


trial. 

All parties in this Flouse (Mr. R. said) seemed 
to desire peace. There was no diversity of opin- 
ion on that point. All gentlemen, or nearly all, 
agreed that the notice was desirable, in order that 
we might have peace; and those who opposed the 
notice did so, they said, that we might not have 
war. In addition to this, there had been a univer- 
sal declaration of patriotism on the part of gentle- 
They all seemed to con- 
sider it necessary to declare how patriotic they 
were, and how ready, if war should come, to shed 


i! their last drop of blood in the cause. These were 


very harmless declarations, since the probability 


| was, that whatever blood was to be shed, would 


come from the veins of others, not of them.’ They 
might do the talking, others. would do the fight- 
ing. Aea 

‘As to the claim of the United States to this ter- 


-ritory, he did not think it was either necessary or 
His > 


desirable for him to go into its discussion. 
own idea was, that our claim was the best. None 
of us were disposed, however, to make a claim 
against our own country, where another country 


il was concerned. On the contrary, it was natural 


that we should be disposed to make the best of our 
own. He accorded the praise that. was claimed 
for the Secretary of State in his exposition of the 


:| justice of our claim, and expressed his own strong 


confidence in the character of that claim. 
He rejoiced to find that this was not made a 


i| party question. He would deeply regret to see a 


question affecting so deeply the interests of this 


i nation, not only for the present, but for all future 


time, decided on party considerations. 

It had been said, in the course of a former dis- 
cussion, that our true policy was “a wise and 
masterly inactivity.” It was a happy remark, 
made, he believed, at an earlier period by John 
Randolph, and before him, he believed, by Burke. 
For his (Mr. R.’s) part, he not only thought the 
remark a happy one, but he believed that at the 
time it was made it was the true policy of our 
country. He did not believe, however, that it was 
any longer so, and he could not but think that the 
chairman of the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs 
was rather inconsistent when, in the same breath 
in which he advocated the policy of sending our 
people there that they might increase and multi- 
ply as fast as possible, he declared himself in fa- 
vor of a course of proceeding which could not fail 
to put a stop to that state of things. Mr. R. 
thought that the time for that “wise and masterly 
inactivity”? had passed. He thought it apparent 
that we could no longer pursue that course ; that 
we could not now leave the question where it stood, 
or postpone its decision indefinitely, that our peo- 
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Jon: 


ple might go to that territory, and settle in the | 
“way that had been suggested. In the present ex- 
cited state of the public mind, there was danger 
that the question, if left open, would lead to a col- 
lision between the two Governments—that it would 
lead to a collision in Oregon; and we all knew 
that the death of the first individual who might be 
killed there would surely bring about a collision 
between the two counties. 

Another question had occurred to his mind in 
relation to the existiug British laws in relation to | 
this territory; and also as to those proposed by | 
our own Government. On this point, he thought | 
there had been decided misapprehension. The 
impression had been universal that the law of} 


| 


As to the notice, aside from the aéts of our Gov- | 
ernment, the notice itself was no war measure. 
It was provided for in the convention’ But, con- 
| nected as it was with what the President had said, 
and with the running commentary which had been 
made on it here by those holding high stations— 
such as the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs—and ‘from other soirees, it was awar 
measure, or most probably so. It was not a de- 
claration of war, but it presented a certain impedi- 
ment to negotiation. And what did the President 
himself say on this subject? 

“The extraordinary and wholly inadmissible 
‘demands of the British Government, and the re- 
‘ jection of the proposition made in deference alone 


i 
t 


Great Britain referred to by the President—the act 
of 1821—applied only to Š 

gon. Such was not the fact. The Jaw of 1821, ' 
so far as all contracts and all civil injuries, and, | 


for aught he knew, all causes, were concemed, ap- | 
plied to the whole population of the country— | 
American and British. So far as these subjects 
were concerned, its operation was as general as i 
in Canada; and for twenty-four years Great Brit- | 
ain had exercised a direct suvercignty over the ter- | 
ritory—for there was no higher exercise of sover- | 
eignty than the law-making power; it included all 

others; and, according to the very definition of the - 
term, was a rule of aetion preseribed by the su- | 
preme law of the state. 

Mr. R. here quoted from the President’s Mos- | 
sage, and from the British acts of Ist and 2d of | 
George IH, and 43 of George HI, to sustain his | 
views, and referred to the act reported from the | 
Committee on the Territories, to show that as to 
civil offences the same provisions existed. 

Here, then, (Mr. R. said,) there were to be two | 
systems of law extended over the same territory | 
and people, and coming directly in coutlict wilh 
each other, This idea of a joint sovereignty was 
perfectly impracticable. There might be a joint pos- | 
session, or a joint occupation; but certainly there |) 
could not be a joint sovereignty. Hicherto, deed, i 
no difficulty had arisen, sause there had been a || 


| 
j 
| 


{ 
j 
[i 


g 
icu bee 
disposition on either side that there should he | 
none. But it was manifest that, looking to the |! 
excitement that prevailed-on this subject, and after || 
we should have sent out large numbers of our peo» || 


ritish subjects in Ore- |i 


ir 


fwateh-word,) was Great Britain gome to stand | 
J m ẹ i $ 
ia tut 


tto what had been done by my predecessors, and 
‘the implied obligation which their acts seem to 
“impose, afford satisfactory evidence that na com- 
© promise which the United States ought to accept 
ean be effected. With this conviction, the pro- 
position of compromise which had been made 
and rejected, was, by my direction, subsequently 
withdrawn, and our title to the whole Qregon 
territory asserted, and, as is believed, maintain- 
ed by irrefragable facts and arguments.” 

And again: 

“ At the end of the year’s notice, should Con- ; 
t gress think proper to make provision for giving | 
| that notice, we shall have reached a period when 

the national rights in Oregon must aie be aban- 
doned or firmly maintained. That they cannot 
i (be abandoned without a sacrifice of both national 
t honor and interest, is too elerr to admit of doubt.” 


i 
j 


ł 


What nation (Mr. R. asked) was it supposed 
| that we were dealing with, when this language 
was used? If we took possession of the whole 
country, (and “the whole or none” was now the |} 


quietly by and see us do ik? Gentlemen might 
desin upon it that those whom Wwe should bav 

to turn ont would be apt to give us some trouble. 
The idea of Great Britain allowing her citizens to 
be thus turned ont of the territory she clabned, 
without a struggle, was perfectly idle. What na- 
tion on the free of the globe wave to her citizens a 
protection so perfect and efficient as England gave? 
And yet gentlemen supposed that there was to be 


i 
i 
| 
| 


ple, and they themselves should have increased in 
number, such cases would arise; and the first that | 
happened would produce collision, ‘Thus it ap- 

eared that Great Britain sud silentio, without chal 
enge or inquiry, exercised exclusive jurisdiction 
and sovereignty over the whole of Oregon, in vio- 


: EDA : Mea | 
lation of the spirit of the convention of 1818, and | 


in express violation of their own agreement of 2 


1826; and that all American citizens there were | 
subject to be tried by British courts. In proof of: 
this, Mr. R. referred to the diplomatic papers of | 
that date. gi 

tie then proceeded to touch on the origin and | 
history of the Hudson Bay Company, and of the 
powers which it exercised, and to show that there | 
were several provisions of Mr. Doucrass’s bill, | 
besides that relating to civil inj s, which would 
have a tendeney to produce collision. 

What, then, (Mr. R. inquired,) was to be done? | 
Peace was desired by all. How was it to be ob- 
tained? Not by declamation, on the part of thi 
House, about driving the British from the conti- 
nent, and sweeping British vessels entirely from |! 
the sea in a few days, as he believed some very ;i 
valiant gentlemen proposed; not by bidding. de 
fiance to the whole world, nor by undertaking, by 
one violent stroke, to extend our territory and our ; 
laws over the whole continent. Some gentlemen 4 
indeed, talked about our manifest destiny being to | 
extend our limits until we were ocean-bound, but | 
by what right or patent, whether received from , 
the Almighty or any other source, he had not yet | 
found out. Not by means such as these could 
peace be preserved. And in this connexion, Mr 
R. took occasion to descant freely and jocosely on 
the part which some of the beasts of the field and `i 
the fowls of the air had been made to play in this | 
debate—especially the éagle and the lion; and he |, 
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i 
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reminded gentlemen, as to the former, that there ii 
were two other instances, one in ancient and the || 


other in modern history—Rome and France— 
where the eagle had been the emblem of empires— 
the one falling to pieces by its own weight, and | 
the other grasping every inch of territory, until | 
it had come to be regarded as hostis humani generis, ; 
and had arrayed the world against it. 


i 


lis was intended to adopt only such me 


| that might be required with a view to place the 


no war growing out of these hostile acts. 
Allusions had been made in the course of the 
debate to the large army that the British had in 
Oregon. He was informed that there was not a 
British soldier in the whole territory. There were 
persons connected with the Government in the 
forts and stockades, but not a single soldier, 
Gentlemen labored under a great misapprehension 
on this point. The course of Great Britain in that 
territory had been of the most pacific character. 
No violence of any hind had ever been committed | 
by those connected with the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany. On the contrary, it was said by that his- 
torian who had given the best account of the state 
of things in Oregon, that those who arrived there 
met with the kindest and most cordial reception. 
it certainly seemed to him that there had been | 
something wrong, or deficient atleast, in the course | 
of the Administration, or its leading supporters, on | 
this question. "Phe cry on their part, or on the 
part of many of them, had heen ail peace. Yet the 
measures brought forward here did not wear the 
aspect of peace, Jf there was to be peace, and if 
ures as 
would tend to its preservation, why were we to 
have these false alarms? If there was danger of 
war-—imminent danger—(and such he believed 
there would be, if the measures introduced here 
were to be carried out)—he wondered why it was 
that some provision had not been reported for arm- 
g our fortifications, and for increasing our army, 
s there had been for an increase of our navy. For 
ris own part, lie would oppose no appropriations 


a i 
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suntry in a state of defence. Prudence required 
that much at our hands. If, as appeared to be the 
ease, the whole negotiation wasat an end, it seemed | 
to him that measu i 
country in a proper state of defence. i 
Mr. R. concinded his remarks by a eulogy onthe į 
patriotism and fidelity of his constituents, who, (he | 
aid,) though they were opposed to war, and be- | 
lieved it unnecessary, and would hold to strict re- 
i 

H 

i 


i 
i 
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sponsibility those who might unnecessarily bring 
that scourge upon us, would be found faithful 
when the struggic came. 


i 
i 
i 
i] 
i 
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las to the extent of those rights. 
! they can never be abandoned, 


| question of title. 


it 


ought to be taken to put the); 


Before taking. his seat, Mri R indicated” ati. 
amendment which he proposed, when et, Lo 
offer, and which was read for information. [itis 
the proposition introduced by, Mr. CRITTENDEN 
into the Senate, proposing, safter setting: forth jü 
the face of the joint resolution the amicable design 
of the notice on the part of this Government, to 
confer upon ‘the. President discretionary power to 
give it, under. the reservation, as to time, that it 
should not be given until after. the close of the 
present session of Congress} >, ; 

Mr. POLLOCK desired to discuss very briefly 
the subject ander consideration; and. although he 
believed he had a ** clear and unquestionable” title 
to the whole hour, he might © compromise?’ with x 
the House, and perhaps not go +t beyond 49” min- 
utes, or at farthest, upon the principle of progres- 
sion and expansion, he might be inclined. to occupy 
“54 40." 

In common with many gentlemen who had pre- 
ceded him, he congratulated the House and the 
country that this question had now risen ‘above 
purty considerations. Parties, he acknowledged, 
were not without their uses in republican, Govern- 
ments; they were as necessary for the preservation 
and purity of republican institutions as the storms 
that agitate old ocean are for the purification of its 
mighty mass of waters. But this question was an 
American question; a question of American sove- 
reiguty; a question of American rights of soil; and 
he for one would protest against its being degraded 
toa mere party question. We have rights in Ore+ 
ron; we have rights to Oregon; this will be admit- 
ted by all, although gentlemen may honestly differ 
į ur rights, then, 
must be maintained; 


whatever they are, to Oregon, 


Mr. P. proceeded very briefly to refer to the 
In his humble opinion, we had 
cto the whole of Oregon, superior to that of 
any other nation on the face of the globe.. Our title 
to 49° was clear, and ought to be unquestionable. 
Between 49° and 54° 40" there was, he admiited, 
some room for cavil. No gentleman in this House 
pretended to deny that Great Britain had-elaims to 
the country north of 499. :: Whether these Cla} 
amounted to rights—-rights to. be regarded byt 
United States, and to be enforced by Great: B: d 
tain—was another question. And that these claims” 
had been, to some considerable extent, recognised 
by the Government of the United States, must also 
be adinitted with equal unanimity. Our title to Ore- 
gon had been set forth and maintained by honor- 
able and most talented men, from the venerable 
Gallatin down to the present Secretary of State; 
and that, with as much talent, skill, and profound 
knowledge of the subject,.as had characterized the 
discussion of any other question between our Gov- 
ernment and other nations. The question of title, 
thus determined, thus spread out upon the record, 
has been submitted to the country. The argument 
of the Sccretary of State was conclusive, so far as 
regards. the claim of Great Britain; and the only 
right she had to claim anything from the United 
States vests exclusively on the fact, that we have 
recognised that claim in our negotiations with her 
in 1818, 1824, 1826, 1897, and 1845, in various 
ways, Setting aside our claim growing out of the 
Spanish tite, Mr. P. considered that our right, by 
the discovery of Captain Gray of the mouth of the 
Columbia, followed hy our subsequent settlement 
at Astoria and elsewhere, taken’ together With the 
exploration of Lewis and Clarke; and ‘with’ our 
; contiguity of possession, was such a tight, on the 
| part of the United States, as would be good against 
i the world. By the principle of national law, that 
ithe discovery of the mouth of a river, when fol- 
i lowed by a settlement in a proper time, it was his 
| opinion, that our discovery of the mouth of the 


| Columbia gives us a title to 5830—for geographers 
‘ had established the fact that that river drains the 


country up to 530—thus leaving but 1° 40! of, dise 
puted territory. But, in addition, the Spanish 
; title acquired by the United States, which,-al-. 
_ though it might have been considered antagoristis: 
eal to ours, in our hands was united. and merged:.. 
i with, and strengthened, if need be, our own’ title, 
į rendered the American title certainly. unqualifiedly: 
| better than the British title. Mr. Pualluded tothe 
| claim on the part of the British Government of that 
| 

i 

i 


portion of the territory drained by. Fraser’s. river 

from the British discovery of the mouth of that tive. 
; and referring to the fact that that discovery was: 
made during the continuance of hér Nootka Sound: 
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uncompromising advocate of that policy. He re- 
ferred to various considerations; to the remoteness 
of the territory, being three thousand miles dis- 
tant; to its:comparative worthlessness, except for 
traders. and trappérss, to the fact that, in pursuing 
this policy, the nevitable laws of population would 
soon secure itto us, and place itso firmly in our 
possession that no: nation could take it from us; 
that the onward progress of our population (which 
had increased, in less than half a century, from 
five millions until we now numbered over twenty 
millions) would soon roll its resistless tide over the 
Rocky mountains, and’ flood that territory, as it 
had already dotted. it over with seven thousand of 
our citizens—all appealing with irresistible power 
in years past in favor of this system of ** masterly 
inactivity.” Bat circumstances had now changed. 
It was a wise policy; but now that wisdom had 
veused to bewise.” We were now compelled to 
action, from the existence of circumstances over 
which we had no control. Out of this question 
had been produced—as. he must believe, by the 
action of the present dominant party—another ele- 
Ment of excitement which was now agitating this 


‘entire country. Since the ill-starved connexion of || 


the questions of Oregon and Texas at the late | 


Baltimore convention, a new element had been |} 


introduced into the political controversies of the 
United States. The idea of territorial aggrandize- 
ment had seemed to become populat; pattioue ap- 
peals were made to the people; and a change had 
taken place in the policy of the country--a change 
that must be met by correspondent action, prompt, 
éficient, without delay. Fle was not an advocate 
for the extension of our territory, unless in a man- 
ner perfectly in accordance with the Constitution 
of our country, perfectly in’ accordance with the 
' spirit of our institutions. © While he believed that 
republican principles must and will spread, yet he 
did not hold ‘to the doctrine that we were bound 
to extend our country with them. Nothing can 
resist the spread of republican principles. “You 
wnighit’as ‘well attempt to chain the lightning as to 
arrest the onward march of liberty. ‘The glorious 
principles of freedomwill continue to spread, and 
the time is not far distant when every part of the 
world will feel and will acknowledge their power. 
But he could nöt consent to join the ery that the 
whole ‘continent must come Into our confederacy ; 
‘that: the United States must be extended from sea 
to sta fromm the rivers to the ends of the earth. ”? 
{tis impracticable; it is dangerous to the integrity 
ofthe Union ; and such ‘an extension must burst | 
‘the cords that bind us. Let our printiples extend; 
give them ‘* the wings of the morning, let- them: fl 
to the uttermost parts of thie sea;’’ but I beseec. 
gentlemen (said he) to stop in their career, The 
“spirit of conquest is abroad .over the land; it must 
-yesisted, or it will: forever ruin our country. 
We have territory enough—a territory the most 
“magnificent the world ever saw. Why, then, seek, 
in this spirit of aggrandizement, to extend our ter- 
ritorial limits? ‘Fie was.in favor of a proper degree | 
of national pride... It was essential to the preser- 
yation of national- rights and national honor; but 
‘as with individuals; so with nations—there is a 
‘pride which goeth before destruction, a haughty 
spirit which goeth before afall.”? If we have not 
‘reached that eminence, he feared, at least, that we 
Were approaching it very rapidly. In the natural | 
history of man, we are told that when an individual | 
is 'raised to a gréat elevation, there is an almost 
irresistible impulse to dash himself from the giddy 
“height. into ruin.. So with nations, ‘as all’ history 
“abundantly showed. ; 
In addition to the state of our country, Mr. P. 


‘referred to the state of our foreign relations as año- 


ERIR i 
ther reason making it necessary to abandon this 


policy of “masterly inactivity,” and to adopt some 


other. We are informed by the President of the 


United States that negotiations are abandoned; that 
the English Government will make no proposition 
which we can accept; that our rights in Oregon 
must be abandoned or firmly maintained. Now, 
this being the fact, what is to be done? Are we to 
fold our arms and permit England to remain in 
quiet possession of the whole of Oregon? The pres- 


entis a crisis which demands prompt, united, ur- | 


gent action. The President recommends that the 
notice bè given, Now, although he happened to 
differ with the President in political opinions, yet, 
this being an American question, it became the duty 


of every American. citizen to unite in giving him | 


that prompt, efficient support in this measure that 
shall give hi 
end of this continent to the other not only, but from 
one end of the British dominions to the other. He 
did not wish, ona guestion like this, to see the 
American Congress standing in opposition to the 
American President. Hie was in favor of the pro- 
osition ofthe honorable gentleman from Alabama, 


Ar. HiLitard,} or that portion of the proposition | 


of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, [Mr. C. J. Incersons;] but he preferred the 
proposition of the gentleman from Alabama, refer- 
ring this notice to the President of the United States, 
with authority to give it, whenever in his judg- 
ment the interests of the country required it. Tt 


| might be said that they were not sincere in the ad- 


vocacy of the notice, when the notice, as proposed 


by this amendment of the gentleman from Alaba- | 
ma, devolved the responsibility on the President of į 
Put he contended it was but | 


the United States, 
devolving upon him the cxereise of his constitu- 
tional rights, aud no greater responsibility than 


i g 
properly pertained to the high ofice which the peo- 
ple of this counwy had conferred upon him, 
President, aided by his Cabinet, he contended was 
the proper power to decide upon the propriety or 
impropriety of giving this notice, as they were ac- 
quainted with the whole course of our negotiations 
on this subject. 

Another reason why he was opposed to passing 
the resolution declaring absolutely that the notice 


should be given, was, that thereby the President 


would be deprived of the exercise of his discretion 
in case circumstances should hereafter be so chang- 


| ed as to render it unadvisable to give it. But if the 


House should not concur in these views, he should 
go for the proposition of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs for the giving this notice without the inter- 
vention of the discretion of the President. 
Advaneing now to the more direct arguments in 
favor of the notice, he vindicated it from the charge 
so often made, that it is a war measure. It was 
not a war measure, but simply the exercise of our 
rights; Which exercise. on the part of England, all 
would admit, would be no offence to us. © What 
might be the result after the expiration of the 
year’s notice, was another question; and all the pre- 
dictions as to what Would be its effeet were mere 
speculations. No member of this House, no in- 
dividual of this nation, could pretend to pronounce 
the result of it. It did not follow as a matter of 
course that we were to take armed. possession of 
Oregon: it did not follow that we were to attempt 


so as to give offence to England. But he was in 
favor of the notice as a measure of peace. 


peace, and not of war. 


great question. Both parties were engaged in it. 
We stood here this side of the water, and shook 
our fists to John Bull; and John Bull, in return, 
hurled back defiance upon us. This was the re- 
lation of the parties, both knowing and understand- 


ing well the trickery attempted to be played off | 
He was for the notice, because | 
he wanted to prove to ourselves that we are in | 


upon each other. 


earnest ; that this system of bullying is at an end; 


| that this question has assumed a magnitude which 


demands that. our rights to Oregon shall be main- 
tained; that the attempts to make it a party ques- 
tion may be defeated and abandoned, and it be 
placed before the country in its true, its national 
character. He was for the. notice, to make Eng- 
land believe we were in earnest. She has never 
believed it—she never will believe it, until she re- 


m a power which will be felt from one | 


The; 


| parations. 


States:that we no longer desire to hold that terri- 
tory in‘the manner we now hold it- Let England 
be convinced we are in earnest; let our people be 
so convinced also; and his word for it, negotia- 
tions, when redpened, would be conducted in a 
very different spirit from that which had heretofore 
characterized them. . He went for notice, also, to 


| prove to the world:that we are in earnest... The 


world is standing looking on with anxious expec- 
tation; for, if war should come: between .the twe 
greatest nations of the globe—nations which are 
the bulwarks of Christianity, and of moral and re- 
ligious civilization—it will not be confined ‘to the 
United States and Great Britain: it will be the 
match to explode the mine which will convulse the 
world, Another reason: The whole country. is 
now agitated upon this absorbing subject; the 


| business of the country is in a state of paralysis, 


This uncertainty, this quasi war, he wished to re- 
move. Give us peace—peace which we can. de- 


| pend upon. Let the country be satisfied whether 


there is to be a war; and if war must come, let it 
come now. Ido not desire to delay it; I do not 
wish to reserve its horrors for my posterity. That 
would be cowardice. Ifit was to come, let it fall 
on our own heads—on the heads of those who had 
occasioned it. This cowardly shrinking from re- 
sponsibility is incompatible with the honor of the 
American character. But there will be no war. 
He wished to give the notice for the further rea- 
son that we might perfect our title to Oregon, which 
could not be done under the existing convention. 
Terminate this convention of joint occupancy, or 
whatever you may call it, and the American settler, 
as he wends hbis way to the Rocky mountains and 
takes up his abode in that far-off country, will find 


| going with him the protection of American laws; 


the protection of American laws will be with him 
on his way to Oregon, in his slumbers in the dark 
defiles of the Rocky mountains; will be with and 


| aronnd him when in the valleys of Oregon he may 
pitch his tent, and build his cabin, to remain there 
| an American citizen west of the Rocky mountains. 


But there would be no war. The mutual inter- 
ests of both countries forbid it. England, notwith- 
sanding her extensive warlike preparations, would 
not enter into this contest: although England might 
be manning her fleets and floating on the ocean her 
steamers by hundreds, he did not believe that all 
this was intended for the American nation. An- 
other question is soon to be solved in Europe; there 
is another struggle soon to come that will require 
all her force. He referred to the death of Louis 
Philippe of France. ‘The moment he shall have 
possed from the earth—it is the opinion of all—will 

e the signal fora great, struggle throughout. the 
whole of ‘Europe. hat is the contingency which 
the English dread more than they do the Oregon 
question; that is the reason for her immense pre- 
But he argued that it would be the 
prudent course for us to arm also, to prepare to 
meet her, and defend ourselves from the first blow 


| which it was Great Britain’s policy to strike vig- 


orously. ; 
Again: as a proof that there would: be no war, 


| he referred to the fact that although the Adminis- 


tration had told us that negotiations are ended, yet 


¢ | no preparations were recommended or asked for 
to drive out every English settler, or even that we |; 
were to take military possession up to 49 degrees, | 


the navy or for the army; that no step was taken 
to place the country in a state of defence; to the 


| fact that the Secretary of the Treasury sits down 
He be- | 
; lieved conscientiously that it was a measure of 
A system of braggadocio | 
and gasconading had been practised, not only in | 
the United’States, but in England, in relation to this | 


deliberately and computes that, after a certain num- 


| ber of years, there-will be a certain sum in the treas- 


ury—a fact inconsistent with the idea of war. 

The notice being given, the racy being ready, 
he believed negotiations would be gone into; and 
we should be bound by the honor of our nation, if 
an offer came from England, to accept any propo- 
sition which shall be as good.as we ourselves have 
offered. He believed were this measure adopted, 
negotiations would be reépened, and. some amica- 
ble mode of adjustment would be hit upon. It 
could not be that two countries elevated for civili- 
zation, distinguished for everything that adorns the 
national character, would rush blindly into war— 
which would-be a war of horrors beyond all com- 
putation. He regretted to have heard gentlemen 


| in the course of this discussion talk so flippantly 
; of war. 


Of its horrors he gave a glowing picture, 
and he declared himself an advocate of the preser- 
vation of our national honor and our national rights 
at every cost and at every sacrifice; but war to be 
just must be necessary. We must, in accordance 


216 


asked. The question was still open; the honor of 


the country was not involved so as to prevent its 
amicable adjustment. ‘What was national honor? 
It was, to do to others as we would that others 
should do unto us. National honor must have its 


foundations deep on the eternal principles of truth | 


and justice. 

There were other considerations which, to his 
judgment, were satisfactory to induce him to the 
course of policy he had indicated, but he forebore 
to detain the committee longer. Were there doubts 


about it? He was always in favor of resolving | 


such doubts in such a manner as to protect and de- 
fend the rights and interests of this country. To 
doubt on this question was to betray the interests 
of the country. 
& Our doubts are traitors, 
And make us lose the good we might attain, 
By fearing to attempt—” . 

He believed the issue of our present diffentties 
on this subject would be peace—an honorable 
peace; but while he thought so, he was an‘ adyo- 
cate of preparation for every contingency, 
we in that condition now? ` He did not wish un- 
necessarily to disclose our want of preparation to 
the world, It was known, however, to be our ac- 
tual condition; and he was willing, to-morrow, to 
vote appropriations for building forty iron steam- 
ers-of-war, 

[A voice: “Of Pennsylvania tron??? 

Yes; of Pennsylvania iron, (continued Mr. P.,) 
thus affording incidental protection to Pennsylva- 
nia. To-morrow he was ready to vote appropria- 
tions of fifty millions of dollars to place our coun- 
try in a state of readiness to meet every coutinzen- 
ey, although direct taxation might be the result. 
Tie assured gentlemen of the readiness of the eiti- 


zens of Pennsylvania, although now pressed down | 
with a burden of taxation, to meet this additional | 


burden if it was necessary for the defence of the 


interests and the honor of the country. ‘Their pa- 


triotism and their valor needed no praise from him. 

In the day of trial they would be found atthe post 

of danger; in the ficld of battle they would be 

found “first in the fight and last in the retreat.” 
Mr. P. having coucluded— 


Mr. GOODYEAR obtained the floor, and spoke | 


at length in favor of the joint resohition. As this 
speech, also, is in course of preparation, we lay 
over, by Mr. G.’s request, any farther notice of it. 
Mr. PENDLETON then obtained the floor; 
and yielded to a motion that the committee rise 
which prevailing, the committee rose and reported. 
And then the Flouse adjourned. 
aaa j 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following Petitions and Memorials wer 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro 
priate commiltees : 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of 
Dodge county, Wisconsin, praying an appropriation for 
road from, the seat of justice of said county to Milwauki 
the petition of citizens of Milwaukie, for the same object 
both of which were referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canais. ‘he memorial of citizens of Maintowoe county, 
Wisconsin, for the improvement of Fox and Wisconsin 
TIvers, 

Mr. RELFE withdrew from the files 
the petition and papers of Jo! 
tion for the use of the pereuss 
vented by him, and used by the 
his letters patent. 

By Mr. MOULTON: The petition of Daniel B. Perkins 
praying for an allowance in consideration of injurie 
ceived in preserving the property of the United States 
the armory at Springficld, Massachusetts, from destruction 
by fire: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. BLACK: The petition and papers of John Kiine, 
a soldier of the late war, asking relief: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYD: ‘The papers of the heirs of John Vice, de- 
ceased, asking that the pension money duce for the revolu- 
tionary services of their deceased father be paid to them. 

By Mr. HENLEY: The application of the widow John- 
son, widow of Homer Johnson, laic of Indiana, asking com- 

ensation for certain extra services rendered by her late 
Tusband as superintendent on the Cumberland road. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 17, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read, 
Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL moved so to 


proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 


i| Communications. 

_ I. Allettor from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Inanswer to the resolution of the House im rela- 
tion to the condition of the marine hospital at or 
near Ocracoke, in the State of North Carolina, 
provided to be erected by an act of Angust 29, 
i 1842; which letter was laid upon the table, 

IL. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, 


i 

H 43th inst., in relation to the commission of frauds 

Upon the revenue by the importation of syrups, 
designated and entered in our customs as molasses; 

i] Which letter was Jaid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. MeCLELLAND, the resolu- 
tion heretofore introduced by him, imrelation to an 
outfit to the commissioner to the Sandwich ishuds, 
and referred to the Committee of Waysand Means, 


| 
i 
! 
j 
' 
t 
| 
| 
i 
J 
i 
| 


i being a more appropriate disposition) to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Afairs, 

The SPEAKER proceeded to eall the commit- 
tees for reports, but none were made. 

On motion of Mr. DODGE, the House took up, 
considered, and adopted, the following resolution, 
| heretofore offered by him: 

Resolved, Lhat the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested fo communicate to this House whatever 
information he may be in possession of, touching 
| the manner and circumstances under which certain 
| sums of money were deposited with the late regis- 
ter of the land office, Ross, (William,) at Fairfield, 
| fowa, for the purchase of public lands; and if he | 
be not in possession of such mformation, that he 
|| direct the present register and receiver at Fairfield, 
to collect aud transmit the same, and alse to report 


le 
on the case; and further, whether or not, in his 
opinion, the persons thus depositing their money 
have not an equitable claim on the United States to | 
j| refund it, or allow them to entera quantity of pub- 

| lie land, at $1 25 per acre, equivalent thereto. 

io Mr. © J. INGERSOLL moved that the House 
resolve itxelf into Committee of the Whole on the | 
i state of the Union, with a view to take up the 
{| Peruvian bill, but waived the motion for a mo- 
U ment 

HO Mr, CABELL, on leave, presented a memorial 

j and resolutions of the State of Florida, relative to 
i} the appointment of a board of commissioners to 
(| @secrtain losses sustained by citizens of Florida, in 
consequence of the destruction of their property 
during the Seminole war; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CABELL also presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Florida, relative to a 
granit of lands for a seminary of learning; which 
solutions were referred to the Committee on the 
Juibrary. 

Mr. CABELL also presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Florida, relative to the appointment 
of engineers to examine and survey the everglades, 
[| with a view of draining them; which resolutions 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

On motion of Mr. CABELL, 

Resolved, That the letter from the late Secretary 
of the Navy, transynitting a report of officers and 
engincers, relative to the propriety and advantages 
ofa dry-dock at Pensacola, &e., submitted to this 
Touse on the 3d of March, 1845, be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


i 

| Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, on leave given, sub- 
{| mitted the following resolution; which was adopt- 
i} ed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instruct- 
i| ed Lo communicate to this House a copy of all the 
|| documents and papers in his department, ilustra- 
|| tive of the daring acts and outrages which have 
fi been lately committed in the Cherokee nation by 
| 

| 

i 


the advice or with the consent of the dominant 
party, resulting from the domestice strife and feuds 
which now exist among the Cherokees. © - 

Mr. McCONNELL, on leave given, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read for infor- 
mation: 


in answer to the resolution of the House of the | 


i| was taken from that committee and referred (as |! 
Were | 


Resolved, That the Committee “of Ways and 

Means be requested to inquire into the expediency 

of reducing or repealing the import duty: (on two. 

of the prime necessaries of life) on salf and iron 

Mr. C. J; INGERSOLL said. he would, 

: debate this resolution. |. peel Ta 
So.it was laid over. eines Cae STS 
Mr, HARALSON, on leave given, presented 

certain resolutions of the Legislature of the State 

of Georgia, relating to the establishment of certain 
post-routes from La Grange, Atlanta, and-other 
points therein named, in said State; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 

Post Roads. : . 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of John 
Robinson, of Carroll county, Georgia, administra- 
tor of George M. Lavinder, deceased; which.were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of Johnson 
Frost, of ‘Troup county, Georgia; which were ye- 
ferred ta the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Gray, of Campbell 
county, Georgia, heir at Jaw of James Heath, 
| praying remuneration for property. carried away 
by ‘the Cherokee Indians. during the years 1791 
and 1792; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Afairs IR ! 

Mr. LUMPKIN, on leave given, presented. ‘a 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of.Geor- 
legia, relative to the establishment of a national arm- 
ory and foundry at some suitable point in that 
State; which resolution was laid on the table. 

i Mr. LUMPKIN also presented resolutions of 

the Legislature of the State of Georgia, relative to 

| a removal of the post office at Statesboro’, in Bul- 
| lock, to the court house in said county; also, pray- 


i| ing the establishment of the following mail-routes, 


viz: Age 
From Dahlonega, by the way of Skeenertown 
and Luccoa, to Benton, in Polk county, in the 
State of Tennessee; from Cassville, by the way of 
i Felix G. Bruman’s, Joseph M. Terril’s, and Tow- 
ry’s Bridge, to Holly. Creek, in Murray. county, 
Georgia; from Dahlonega, in Lumpkin county, by 
the way of Elligate, in Gilmer county, to Spring 
Place, in Murray county, Georgia.. : ‘ed. a 


CONVENTION WITH PERU. 


On motion of Mr, C., J. INGERSOLL, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union, Mr. Cuarman, of Ala- 
bama, in the chair. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the com- 
mittce took up the bill to carry into effect the con- 
vention between the United States and the Repub- 
lic of Peru, concluded at Lima, the 17th day of 
March, 1841. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. said that there were 
three hundred thousand dollars inthe Treasury re- 
quiring an act of Congress to draw it out. But 
he bill, if read, would speak for itself. 

The bill was read, in part; when 

Mr. PETTIT submitted, as a point of order, 
that it had not been decided by a vote of the com- 
mittee whether this bill should be taken up, or not. 

Some conversation followed. as to the fact, and 
an es was indicated, but not taken. 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the bill be laid aside; 
which motion was rejected. 

T een first read through, was 


he bill, having 
taken up by sections. 

Mr. PEYTIT inquired ‘if there: 
accompanying the bill? = 

Mr. C, J. INGERSOLL said there-was not. 

Mr. PETTIT. How much money is appro- 
priated ? 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. Three hundred thou- 
sand dollars, f 

Mr. PETTIT. And no report. 

Mr. G. W. JONES, alluding to the appropria- 
| tion proposed by this bill of $2,000 compensation 
to the Attorney General of the United States for 
adjudicating these claims, said the Attorney Gen- 
eral was now a salaried officer of this Government, 


he thought was sufficient for his services. I£ he 
was able, in addition to the duties already required 
of him, to perform these duties, in his (Mr. J.’s) 
opinion, he should receive no additional compen- 
sation, the Government being entitled: to. all the 


ceived. Ve Gee 7 
Again: he did not think it altogether right that 


! this Government should be obliged.to pay for the 


was any report : 


services of this officer for the salary which. here- 


| receiving, he believed, 84,000. per annum, which: E; 
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v adjudication of ‘these claims. If the Government 
had collected this money for the individual citizens 
: of the country, they. themselves should ‘defray. the 
farther expenses incurred in determining'to whom 
it belonged, and how it:should be divided. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the 
Tevinessee submit any motion? eee 
Mr. JONES moved to strike out the $2,000.pro- 
posed to be paid to the.Attorney General ‘for his 
adjudication; but, at the suggestion of gentlemen 
around him, modified: his motion so, as. to strike 


out the éfitire fourth section. 
Mi. C, J; INGERSOLL, in explanation of the 
object of thé bill, stated that the Republic of Peru 


gentleman: from. 


had paid to the United States, for spoliations upon | 


our commerce, three hundred. thousand’ dollars, 
which was now.in the treasury of the United States, 
and had been there for more than twelve months, 
payable to certain claimants for whom this Gov- 
ernment had received it. In the case of the re- 
coveries from Spain, from, France, from Mexico, 
and, if he mistook not, from several other Powers, 
the method had been to organize a Board of 
Commissioners—three’ Commissioners, with a 
salary of three thousand. dollars cach, and a 
clerk, with a ‘salary of two thousand dollars— 
for the purpose of adjudicating these claims, 
and determining to whom the money should be 
paid, In this instance, it being but a small sum— 
three hundred thousand dollars—it was thought 
better economy that this should be done by the 
Attorney General, by.allowing him the compensa- 
tion of two thousand dollars for performing this 
ai instead of appointing three commissioners, 
with a salary of nine thousand: dollars; and by 
allowing the clerk of the Ayorney General one 
thousand dollars, instead of two thousand dollars, 
the sum paid to the clerk of the Board of Commis- 


sioners. The very distinguished gentleman, the! 


Attorney General ‘of the United States, had had 
nothing to do with the business—he (Mr. 1.) had 
had no conversation with him about it. The bil 
had been prepared at the last session of Congress, 


| 


and then the whole matter had been arranged be- | 


tween him 


(Mr T.) and the then Attorney Gen- | 


eral of the United States, and that without a dis- j 


senting voice in the Committee on Foreign A fairs. 
Ti was necessary that some person should be quali- 
fied with judicial faculties and powers to adjudicate 
it, The Attorney General was supposed to be the 
proper person; and as to the objection of the gen- 
Ueman from Tennessee, that the Attorney General 
reccives a specified salary, he had to'staté that nei- 
ther by law, by practice, or by principle, were du- 
ties of this kind required of him as Attorney Gen- 
eral. Itwas no more a part of his duty than it was 
of the duty of the gentleman from Tennessee or of 
himself, (Mr. T.) {t was an extra duty; and a case 
in pomt was thai ofa bill which was now on their 


table, giving a compensation to the Chief Justice of | 
the United States: for extra business, for passing | 


upon the title to the Pea Patch island. The Attor- 
ney General might take fees from any client; and 
the United States might'as well employ him as to 
employ any one else. [twas due that the Govern- 
ment should protect its own citizens, and recover 
from other Governments indemnities for spoliations 
committed; and it-would be very hard for those citi- 
zens-cwho, he would say to the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Gorpon,} were principally mer- 
chants of New York—to be at the expense of the 
adjudication, It had always been customary to 
pay the money out of the treasury, and not make 
the fund bear the charges. It would be contrary to 
every precedent-and to all principle, And. surely 
the sum proposed wag a very: small one. It was 
impossible to procure any qualified person for a 
smaller sum. e flattered himself that. there was 
no reason for the objection; ‘and he hoped the gen- 
tleman'from- Tennessee would not persist in it. 
Mr. GES HOUSTON, with- reference to that 
portion of ‘the “remarks of Mr.. Ineersox. in 
which he based the proposed mode of proceeding 
upon the precedents in relation to the adjudica- 
‘tion of claims of our citizens upon Mexico, Spain, 
and other Powers, argued that there was no par- 
allel between the cases. - Here the sum of $300,000 
had been ‘collected by our Government from ano- 
ther Government, for a portion. of our citizens. 
The iba of -its. collection had: already ‘been 
incurred -by this Government. The Government 
had protected its citizens by extending its author- 
ity-and the strong arm over them; it had collected 
“the'money, and the proposition was now to dis- 


t 


i 


tribute it. For whose benefit was this distribu- 
tion? In the case of Mexico, the commission, it 
would be remembered, was appointed for the pur- 
pose of adjudicating the claims with her, and not 
for distributing the money after it was obtained. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. That was the case of 
the French and Spanish claims. 

‘Mr. HOUSTON, in continuation, remarked that 
he was not as familiar with the precedents as was 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
But the case referred to, as well as the other cases, 
as far as his knowledge of them extended, did not 
bear out the gentleman in his position; and-as the 
Government had been at the expense of collecting 
the money for its citizens, it seemed to him that 
the fund itself should be chargeable with any other 
expenses incurred in its distribution. 

Ir. RHETT had no objection to the views of 
Mr. Houston being supported by the House, in 
case the whole section were not stricken out, as 
was proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Jonss.] The bill proposed that the Attor- 
ney General should adjudicate these claims, and 
distribute this money, instead of having a board 
of commissioners appointed. It was no duty of 
the Attorney General; the gentleman could not 
find in any book, or any law, that the Attorney 
General was hound to distribute, as Attorney Gen- 
eral, all the claims which may be recovered by this 
Government for its citizens. This bill imposed 
that duty on the Attorney General, and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee proposed to strike out the 
clause, giving him compensation for this service. 
Tt was a new duty; and the gentleman ought to be 
prepared, when by law he put new duties on the 


Attorney General, at least to give him additional | 


compensation. Whether this charge came out of 
the Government, or out of the fund to be distrib- 
uted, was to bim (Mr, R.) immaterial. But he ob- 


jected to this new and extra duty being imposed | 


upon this officer without any compensation there- 
for. 
He referred to the precedents mentioned by Mr, 


Tvewrsoun, of the adjudications with France and | 
, f 


Spain, and sustained him as to the fact of three 
commissioners, in those cases, having been ap- 
pointed, with salaries of $3,000 each, beside a 
clerk, If the gentleman from Tennessce, or the 
gentleman from Alabama, preferred this course, 
let them bring forward a proposition to adopt it; 
but it was the opinion of the Committee on For- 
cign Affairs; as he thought it must seem evident 
to any gentleman who would look into the sub- 
ject, that the better and the more economical 
course in this case was for the Attorney General 
to transact this business; and he trusted that no 
gentleman would object to his receiving for it this 
small compensation, however they might differ as 
to whether it should be taken from the treasury, 
or from the fund itself. These citizens to whom 
the money was due had been kept out of it for 
four years, during which time it had been lying 
in the treasury; and he hoped this House would 
not do as had been done at the last Congress—re- 
commit this bill, but that they would pass it, so 
that this money might go to these io whom it 
justly belonged. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend the bill by | 


striking out, in the 4th section, the words ‘and 
‘the said amount shall be paid out of any money 
‘in the treasury not otherwise appropriated. And 
‘such contingent expenses as may be necessary 
‘shall be paid out of the fund for the contingent 
‘expenses of the office of the Attorney General;’’ 
and. by inserting in. Heu thereof, the words ‘and 
‘the said amount, as well as the contingent ex- 
‘penses, shall be paid out of the fund proposed 
‘hereby to be distributed.’? 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL observed that | 


the objections to the bill were founded on the idea 
imbodied in the amendment just offered, viz: the 
impropriety of paying for the distribution of this 
money by the Government, and the equity and 


expediency of taking such allowance out of the | 


fund itself. Mr, I. would only remark in reply, 
how extravagant and almost absird the principle 
of that objection might become, if carried fairly 
out. The Government was bound to afford protec- 
tion to its own citizens; and when a foreign Gov- 
ernment was indebted to them, the only mode of 
redress was through the diplomatic: agencies of 
our own Government, or at the mouth of the can- 
non... Now, it was easy to see to what a sum the 
expenses of making such a demand might arise. 


Tt might be necessary even to go to war m sup- 
port of it. Would gentlemen have the whole cost 
of a war to be. paid forby the claimants for whose 
relief the war hat þeer entered into? They could 
not themselves sue a foreign Government for what 
was due them, be their. claim ever so just. And 
if the Government made the ‘demand in their 
name, and should put itself to‘ever so great an 
expense in supporting that demand, still, all that 
expense was incurred only im the performance of 
the bounden duty of every Government, the pro- 
tection of its citizens. -It might cost millions, ifa 
war was necessary, or it might, and certainly 
would, cost thousands if it were done by diplo- 
| macy. In this case the money had been obtained, 
and only needed distribution; and was it possible 
that when it came to providing for this, gentlemen 
would strain at a gnat after having swallowed a 
camel? Where was the difference in principle? 
It was as just to charge the Government with the 
cost of distributing this money as it was to charge 
it with the cost of all the diplomacy which had 
been necessary to its obtainment, `~ ; 

And on the question of pec the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affaits might 
have cited, in addition to the cases he had men- 
tioned, those of Naples, and Denmark, and Bel- 
gium, all of which were of a similar character with 
this of Peru. i 

But, if the amendment of the gentleman: from 
Alabama should prevail, and the principle be cs- 
tablished on which it proceeded, Mr. I. feared that 
future sufferers by foreign depredation would dread 
the interference of Government in their behalf, lest 
it should result in their being mulcted in a sum 
they were not able to pay;and, instead of petition- 
ing the Government for indemnit} for their griev- 
ances, would be much more likely to petition that 
| it would let them alone. He trusted that an argu- 
ment, which proceeded on a principle like this, 
| would not be pressed, but that the amendment 
would be withdrawn, and the bill cheerfully ac- 
quiesced in, 

Mr. GORDON said it seemed just and proper 
that, now that the money had heen obtained by 
the Government, the claimants should pay the 


| expenses of its distribution, which was for their 


benefit. - 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL desired to know of the 
gentleman, as a lawyer, whether his clients paid 
the salaries of the judges by whom their causes 
were tried ? 

Mr. GORDON. The gentleman. puts a question 
which has no analogy at all to the case under con- 
sideration. 

The Government (he continued) was ungues- 
tionably bound to protect its citizens as was claim- 
ed by'the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. 
R: Ingersoiy.] It had done so; it had obtained 
the money at a vast expense, and had safely 
rought it into the treasury. Here were a num- 
ber of claimants. What portion belonged to them 
individually was a question between themselves, 
If they had a mind to sit down and agree toa di- 
vision, very well; if they arewt loggerheads, let the 
Attorney General decide the question for them, and 
et them pay the expense. It was said by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs that 
there were precedents to justify the course proposed 
y that committee in this bill; but bad customs 
were bad laws; and bad precedents, if they had 
occurred, it was time to stop. Hewished: to'es- 
tablish here a new and correct precedent. 

The gentleman asked him whether litigant parties 
paid the judges in the courts of the United States ? 
No; but they have to pay the lawyers or the arbi- 
trators, Precisely so here. But the gentleman said 
these claims belong to merchants in the city of New 
York. It made no difference with him from what 
partof the Union they came; he would vote against 
unjust claims from his constituents as quickly as 
from any other portion of the Union. Ge hoped. 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
would be adopted. 

Mr. EWING, of Tennessee, was opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, as well 
as to the amendment of his colleague. He did not 
say that it was true in regard to either of the gen- 


| tlemen in this case, but it was in general true in re~ 


gard to propositions of this description that came 
before deliberative bodies, that they were for domes- 
tie consumption. He considered this question of 
importance as regarded this case and those cases 
which might arise heréafter under the treaties and 
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conventions of our Government. He knew nothing 
of the precedents which had been alluded to; but 
there seemed to him to be some principle of com- 
mon justice, and some principle of the relations be- 
tween the citizens of this Government, that should 
determine this question. He agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. Incerso.n] 
that the Government was bound to yield plenary 
protection. What was this protection in’ case of 
Spoliations? It was to recover the money, and to 
place the citizen, as nearly as could be, in the posi- 
tion which he occupied before the loss was.sustain- 
ed. Hence, their ships having been taken by the 
enemy, he argued that the recompense for them 
should be placed in the hands of ‘the claimants, 
without expense to them. But more especially 
should this be done, as the indemnities received 
were never fully equal to the losses sustained. It 
was not the duty. of the Attorney General to make 
this adjudication and distribution; and if this addi- 
tional duty was imposed upon him, common jus 

tice required that he should be paid for it. While 
on this point, he would mention what he had just 
been informed by the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, that there was a large amount 
of interest aceruing upon this money, which would 
he an amount fully equal to the expenses of distri- 
bution. In reference to the ease presented as analo- 
gous, of the payment or non-payment of costs by 
panties litigant in courts of justice, he said that in 
uis State, upon the unsuccessful party in the case 


was devolved the payment of the costs; and he | 


urged the impropriety of these claimants, whose 
claims were ascertained and found good to their 
ful extent, in controversion of this principle, be- 
ing obliged to pay the costs, He further urged the 
propriety, the economy, and the justice of the ad- 


Judication and distribution being made by the At- | 


torney General, and of his being compensated from 
the treasury, as proposed by the bill. 

Mr. G. W. JONES, referring to the statement 
of his colleague, Mr. Ewixe, that such motions as 
the present were generally made for “Buncombe,” 
although he acquitted him (Mr. J.) as well as the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Housrox] of any 
such motives, said, for himself he could say, du- 
riag his whole public course he had never made a 
motion, nor attempted to make a speech, for what 
was generally understood by the term “ Bun- 
combe;”? and such a thing as this never had been, 
aad he thought it never would be used by him in 
political canvasses. He had made the motion be- 
canse he believed it was right—right on priuciple, 
right on economical grounds, Butit would be for 
tunate for that ‘Buncombe,’ if all their publie ser 
vants were as much devoted to the interests of 
“Buncombe”? after they had received the cont 
dence of “Buncombe,” as they professed to be he 
tore that confidence had heen bestowed upon them, 

Mr. J. further briefly sustained the amendment 
he had made, in reply to Mr. C. J. Incursou, Mi 


“ay 
at 


Rugrr, and other gentlemen, dissenting from the | 


position that the Government was not entitled to 
the time of the Attorney General, arguing that 
these services should be performed by him, in case 
his other duties permitted, without specific com- 
pensation; that, if his compensation was not suffi- 
cient, his regular salary should be increased; und 
ridiculing the idea that this officer was authorized, 
in account eurvent with the General Government, 
to charge for every individual act performed which 


was not specifically included in the purview of his | 


duties when the offic ted, 


Was e 


Mr. HOUSTON said he had not intended to | 


trouble the committee with any additional obser- 
vations but for the remarks which had fallen from 


others, to which he would very briefly reply. [fe i; 


said his honorable friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
J. R. IxesrsorL] had indirectly charged upon 


those who opposed this expenditure that they had |) 
swallowed a camel, and were now straining at aj! 


gnat; he could say for his friend, by way of conso- 
lation to him, that such a charge would never be 
brought against him. All who have made them- 
selves at all acquainted with his legislative history 
would agree very readily in the statement, that he 
[Mr. I] has never been known to strain at either 
a gnat or a.camel; nor would it in the least strain 
him. to také down both at once. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ewrve] 
had called this a small business, ‘too little” to 
He had heard that 


strongly of the practice of a court he ha heard. of, 
dgement 


to evade the proper investigation of an expenditure 
proposed to be made.. Tt was known to all who 
| had been long in this House, and to no one better 
than yourself, Mr. Chairman, [Mr. CHAPMAN of 
/| Alabamia, being in the chair,] that this stale, worn | 
| out cry of < itle business,’ was that which was 
too often if not always: resorted to by mem- 
I| bers whose gigantic minds could. not be brought 
to see or contemplate a few. thousand. or a few 
hundred thousand dollars. This croaking of © lie | 
He business’ —** trifling considerations,” for the. pur- | 
pose of ridicule, was the weapon. generally used 


con- 


| par- 


against reforms proposed by a distinguished mem- 
ber of the last Congress from Tennessee, [Mr. Cave 
Jounson,] than whom a more faithful or useful |} 
i member had never had a seat inthis Hall. It may ji 
|i be intended as a sort of shield to those who em- 


ji 
Hi 
i 


+ 


pley it; he would tell them it was too shallow; | 
owever efficient it may have been heretofore, it | 
vould notnow do. Tntelligent constituency would 
vok into these questions for themselves, and de 
ermine whether it was a little business for their 
representatives to throw away thousands after 
| thousands of their money upon undeserving ob- | 
| Jects, or give it to persons not entitled to it, “The 
l gentleman from ‘Tennessee had spoken of his legis- 
_ lative experience, Mr. FI. did not question it; but 
| with all proper deference he would say, that if he 
|] came here intending, by giving in such experience 
i to drive others from a course In which they think 
i their duty directs them, he would be met at all 
i penis with determined resistance; they may give 
lint full credit for his experience, but doubt whe- 
ther it has been very profitable to him in inducing 
him to economize the public money. He (Mr. H.) 
would say for himself that he was not governed | 
| by amount, but by principle. If the waste should 
not exceed a farthing he would not give it his 


i 


on this bill, Ele-could see no reason why the Gov- 
ernment should pay this ‘expense; it had. already 
collected the money: for its citizens at its own ‘cost 
and charges, and now they demand that it shall pay 
the expenses of a tribunal to determine upon, the 
| distribution—how much shall go to A and how 
nueh to B. Who ever heard of such a proposition? 
If they could agree amongst. themselves as to the 
| amount each one was entitled to receive, then the 
| Government could pay it over free of costs. They 
cannot do that, they disagree, and therefore must 
anetion, if it violated principle. The gentleman || litignte with cach other before some court, to settle 
says such things (as resisting this expenditure) are || their own difficulties; and, strange to say, the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs have said that this Gov- 
| 

t 

| 


| 


[i 
t 
i! 
iH 
Ht 
1) 
f: 
if 
if 


i generally done for “domestic eonsumption;’? true, | 
jhe had the goodness to exempt by express decla- i 
p ration himself [Mr. Tousron] and his own col- 

so ably re- 


erument must pay the expenses of these suits, one 
with another, Mr. H. said he could illustrate by 
assimilating this to a case of very common occur- 
rence, and with which all lawyers are acquainted. 
Here is the Government with'¢$300,000, belonging 
to ten of its citizens, (the number as taken for il- 
| lustration,) which it collected. for‘ them; as their 
friend, free of charge—-it paying all the expenses 
of collection and transfer to its own treasury; the 
Jaimants appear and demand the money; the Gov- 
| ernment goes to pay it, but they differ us to the dis- 


:| league, [Mr. G. W, Joxes,] who had 
(i plied to him, from his remark; yet, if it had no 
i apjilicatian to this case, why allude to it? He was 
i| willing to avail himself of the disclaimer, but hoped 
ii he would he allowed to say, that in that state of 
|, the case the insinuation was entirely out of place 
i| and improper 
Je alluded to the remark made by the gentle- | 
i} man, atthe suggestion of the chairman of the Com. || emme 5 i 
|; mittee on Foreign Affairs, that the interest which | wibutive share of each. Of course, then, they dis- 
had accrued on this fund was sufficient to meet the || agreeing, the Government was not authotized to 
| pay it over to any of them with safety to itself. It 
| so remains until the Government, in order to setde 
| it up and obtain a proper discharge, files its bill Gf 
interpleader, requiring the ten claimants; by name, 
to be made parties, brought into court, and show 
who has the true interest in the fund, and the, 
| amount, cach one is entitled to receive. Then the 
| court would render its decree of distribution, at the 
|| manner? same time directing that the costs shall be paid out 
| Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. The gentleman mis- || of the fund to be distributed; unless the conduct of 
|, takes me altogether, What he had said was, that || Some of the parties may have, without the sem- 
ithe Government had had the enjoyment of the | blance of reason, produced the necessity for incur- 
|| money so long that $20,000 was the amount of the || ring the costs; but in no event would any part of 
i} interest that would have acerucd upon it. | the costs or expenses come out of the Government, 
1 Mr. HOUSTON continuing, said the explana- |! who is, in truth, a mere trustee for the claimants, 
l tion made no difference. If we had a right to refer || and entirely faultless in the transaction: .Who ever 
| to or consider ef the interest in this case, w hoard of a wustee, who had been prompt and faith- 
should do it in all other claims against the Govern- || ful to his trust, being made-to pay the expenses in- 
ment. Would the gentleman (Mr. I.) advocate a || cident to the. distribution of a trust fund amongst 
proposition like that? Does he think that the Gov- || various claimants? “No one; the case could not be 
ernment should pay interest on the claims for || found. . Then how unjust and improper would it be 
‘| French spoliations, in the event of appropriation to || for us to make the Government pay this expense, 
pay those claims? Docs not the chairman. of For- | to distribute a fund which it had collected for the 
_ eign Affairs sce that such a doctrine applied to this || claimants, not only free of charge and at its own 
|; Government would be monstrous; then why speak | tisk, but actually at its own expense!.. He.hoped 
| of itatall? Before we pay interest we had first |! the committee would agree to his amendment, and 
better pay the “maltitude” of just claims now be- || refuse to involve the Government further about a 
| fore us for horses lost in defending the country: |; Matter in which it had no interest other. than: the 
we had much better pay our citizens who were || protection of its citizens, which had been already 
maimed, wounded, in fighting for their country, | amply given. The Government might -with the 
i than to give it to those who live by trade, and |; same propriety be made to pay. the..expense “inci- 
without one particle of claim to it, either legal or i dent to a transfer of the respective amount. from: its 
equitable. ¡Own treasury to each claimant.to a remote part of 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Ewe) | the country; if indeed it should -cost anything to 
likens this to a suit at law, in which he says, as a : 
universal rule, the unsuccessful party has to pay || 
the costs. if he intended i| 


expenses proposed, Fe did not believe that the 
conteman would have given utterance to it had 
it not been for the prompting of the chairman 
of the committee. Talk about interest being paid | 
‘| by this Government! Did not that gentleman 
p know, with all his legislative experience and gene- 
ii ra} knowledge, that the Government did not pay 
interest on sume received at the treasury in this 


| 
|| 


Mr. H. would ask him, i 


~ 
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commitment of tie billto thè Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, with. instructions to:report’all the facts-of 
the tàgei ody PEER ATHS ee Cea dT SES Moe! 


“The first amendmen 


And the question being on: the second, 

Mr. CHIPMAN objected to the whole tenor and 
object’ of- the bils and that for the. same’ reason 
which had induced the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ‘Ratusun]' to move. to reduce the salaries. 
a ppproved the position that the whole time of 
the A 
ment, and that he ought to adjudicate these claims 
for nothing. “But he ‘would. not confer the power 
on him or on any other present officer of the Gov- 
ernment, because it would not be economical to do 
so. He denied the applicability of the doctrine of 
costs in court; and scouted ‘the. idea that because 
this money had lain long in-the treasury'and the 
claimants 
ernment ought to pay the cost of distribution. 
How many honest claimants had lain for years out 


ttomney General. belonged. to. the. Govern- |! 


ad lost the interest, therefore’ the Gov- 


| of his public. duties, or in his fair and honorable 
| intercourse with his fellow-men, or as an exem- 
plary husband and. father, reposing in tranquil 
| happiness. by his own fireside, m company with an 
_ affectionate wife and children—in.whatever scene, 
| or under whatever aspect. we may examine the 
| character of my departed colleague, he will be em- 
| phatically pronounced, in the most dignified and 
| refined definition of the term, a gentleman. 
| Such, sir, was the man who, tn the wise dispen- 
sation. of an- inscrutable Providence, has been re- 
| moved from his country and his family before he 
| had attained an old age. 
Of the grief. of his bereaved companion, and his 
| now fatherless children, it does not become me to 
attempt a degcription. Into that private and sacred 
i scene of mourning I will not, even by imagination, 
i intrude. 


Whether contemplated: in the faithful discharge | 


} 


nington and 920-others, citizens of the city of Newark, New 
Jersey, praying for an appropriation for tle im provement of 
Newark harbor. Also, the resolutions of the Common Coun- 
cil of the city of Newark, New Jersey, in reference to an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of Newark harbor, 

By Mr. HARALSON :. The papers relating to the claim of 
John Robinson, of Carroll county, Georgia, administrator of 
George M. Lavender, deceased.’ ‘Also, the papers relating to 
the claim of Johnson Frost, of Troup county, Georgia. Also, 
the petition of Isaac Gray, of Campbell county, Georgia, 
heir at Jaw of James Heath, praying remuneration for prop- 
erty carried away by the Cherokee Indians during the years 
1791 and 1792. . : REN 

By Mr. SAWYER: The memorial of Conrad, House, of 
Wood county, Ohio, heretofore referred, January, 16; 1837. - 
Also, the memorial of D, and J: Wilkinson, 'heirs:of Jolin 
Wilkinson, deceased, of Wood county, Ohio, heretofore 
referred January 16, 1837. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Joseph T. Atech- 
ison, of Hamilton county, INinois, praying compensation in 
land or otherwise for services as a soldier during. the. last 
war: referred to the Cominittee of Claims. 


IN SENATE, 
Monnay, January 19, 1846. 
On motion of Mr. PENNYBACKER, the read- 


i 
i 


of theii just-claims, and yet nobody dreamed of 
allowing them interest. 

Mr: EWING said he wished to be understood. 
He had notcontended that the Government ought 


to pay interest to these claimants; but that interest 


had ‘accumulated; and ‘that’ the claimants had lain |, 


out-of their money. : 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. That had been his 
ground, and all his ground. Perhaps the Govern- 
ment might with part of this money have been 
building forts in Michigan. [A laugh.) 

Mr, CHIPMAN said that he should think no 
forts could have been built in Michigan out of mo- 
ney not received by the Government, but lying in 
the coffers of thesGovernment of Peru. There 
seemed to he some strange solicitude for (he pas- 
sage of this bill. 

At this stage of the proceedings, and without 
any uction, 

The committee, on motion of Mr. HUNTER, 
rose and reported progress. 


OBITUARY. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE rose and: addressed. the 
House as- follows: : eb es Ua E 

Mr, Srzaxer: To me; sir, has: this day been 
assigned the: melancholy duty:of making the: so: 
jemn announcement to this House, that death is-in 
our midst. » Wittiam Tayo, a representative in 
Congress from the State of Virginia, is no more. 
He died at his own chambers, ‘in this city, this 
morning, atd odok, 

The brief time which has elapsed since his de- 
cease hasanot allowed msan opportunity of ascer- 
taining: the circumstances” attending’. that event. 
Since he reached. Washington, at the commence- 
iment of our’ ses jhe has labored under constant 
indisposition.. A’ general ‘debility pervaded. his 
physical frame; und this morning fe suddenly ex- 
pired. He sunk suddenly, and ina moment life 
was extinct. 
he sunk to. rest—evincing; at his departure from: 
this world, a calm composure, a quiet resignation, 
which admirably corresponded with the smooth 
progress of his previous life, 

Fle was born in Alexandriayin this District. In 
euly life, he ‘removed to. the Valley of Virginia; 
and, having married, located himself'in Rockbridge 
county, where-he has ever since resided. Blest in 


Without a murmur, without a sigh, |! 


; exchanged for one of immortal bliss. 
| Mr. D. concluded by offering the following reso- 
lutions, which were adopted: 


Reale ` 2 x 
' William Tuylor, a member from the State of Vir 


Stee tiie 

8 Resolved, That this House tenders to the rela- 
i tives of the deceased the expression of its sympa- 
: thy on this aflecting event, and, as a testimony of 
“respect for the memory of the deceased, the mem- 
Í bers and officers ofthe Flouse will go into mourning, 
| by wearing crape on the Jett arm for thirty days, 

} Resoteed, That the members and officers of the 
House will attend the funeral of the Ton, William 


12 o'clock, p. m. f ; 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed for su- 
, perintending the funeral of the deceased. 
ji 
| 


‘tonotify that body of the death of the Hon. Wm. 
| Taylor, late one of the representatives from the State 
of Virginia, that his funeral will take place from 
the Hall ofthe’ House on Monday next, at half- 
past 12 o'clock, p. m., and that the Senate be in- 
vited to attend the same. 

| Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect for 
i the memory of the deceased, this House do now 
Padjourn, 

‘Whereupon the House adjourned. 


i 
i 
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COMMITTEE OF ARRANGEMENTS, 
| The following members compose the committee 
i @ppor 
‘ ceased: 

Messrs. Dromcoorg, Duntar, McKay, ABBOTT, 
Huneerrony, Vance, and Tuomas B. Krve. 


i 
fi 


~ PETTTIONS, &c. 


{ 

| v 

| The following Petitions and Memorials were 
| presented: ander, the rule, and referred:to the ap- 
| propriate committees: : 


) By Mr. McDOWRBLL:«. The petition of William Cherry, 


his domestic relations, happiness and contentment 
have been his good. fortune, 

If, sir, his life hag been: marked by no extraor- 
dinary incidents, that fact-constitutes.an encomium 
on the moral -heauty of his character... Although 
a well-educated. lawyer, and highly reputable mem- 
her of the Bar, he manifested no restless eagerness 
for distinction, and suffered not the promptings of 
worldly ambition to disturb. the evenness: of his 
temper, and betray him into uncongénial, contro- 
versy. Remarkable. throughout life for his unine 
terrupted equanimity, nevertheless he was; in his 
public capacity, firm and decided in his opinions; 
andin: the conscientious discharge of his duties. he 
was inflexibly upright. : 
Justice and integrity € 
reourse with his fellow-men. 
sense, regulated his conduct. 


haracterized his entire in- 
Honer, in its best 


| 
for one year’s full pay: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, A 
By Mr. TILDEN: The petition of John H. Horner and 
others, citizens of Gustavus, Trumbull county, Olio, pray- 
ing the establishment of amail route from Kinsman to. War- 
ren. Algo, the petition of Heman Ovaitt and others, citi- 
zens of Summit county, Ohio, praying Jor an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Maumee river. Also, the pet 
| tion of Asahel Wilcox aud others, citizens of Wayne coun- 
| ty, Ohio, praying the abolition. of the internal slave trade 
| Also, the remonstrance of B. B. Chamberlain aad others, 
citizens of Summit county, Ohio, against the annexation of 
Texas, und that of George Hezlip on the same subject. 
By Mr. GORDON: The petition of John Ingraham for an 
increase of his pension. 
: The petition of Lemuel Cushman, of 


| praying Congress to make the public lands free (in 
quantities) to the actual settlers. 
By Mr. Wi WRIGHT: The petition of Wiliam Pen- 


limited 


Resolved, That this Flouse has heard with deep i 
! emotion the annunciation of the death of the Flon. | 


Taylor, deceased, on Monday next, at half-past 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the Senate, | 


nted to superintend the funeral of the de- ; 


l when 

l Mr. PENNYBACKER rose and said : 

Mr. Presipenr: It becomes my duty to an- 
‘nounce to the Senate the melancholy truth that 
i Wii Tavor, a representative from Virginia, 
jis no more. He died very suddenly at his resi- 
© dence in this city on Saturday morning last, about 
i; four o'clock, in the maturity of age and the fulness 
iL of usefulness. For some time previous to the 
|) period of his death, he had been indisposed, but 
J} not very seriously, as his friends had hoped; com- 
|| plaining only of great debility. But, alas! how 
ji fuse are the hopes of men! The hand of dcath 
i was then upon him, and kindred spirits were whis- 
; pering to his soul, 

j « Gontle spirit, come away 1? 

Though his exit was sudden, he died, as he had 
| lived, calmly and quietly; and without a pang, a 
groan, or a struggle, his soul ascended to its God, 
There may it rest forever and forever ! Le 

But melancholy as is. the announcement [have 
made, there were circumstances ‘attending the sad 
bereavement which were calculated to ‘mitigate'the - 
blow. My. deceased friend died..surrounded by ~ 
his family, and in thé midst of dear and cherished 

friends.. -Mis.it was not to die in a'straigerland, 
| “Without a friend to close ‘his eyes”? 
| Where he breathed his last was near the spot 

where the light of heaven first met his eyes. Be 
was born and reared in the city of Alexandria. 
Woman, too, was near his couch—his devoted 
wife, and other friends. May the God of mercy; 
in his infinite goodness, bind up the wounds which 
death has made! 

With the deceased I was not intimately ac- 
quainted, though E knew him well in person and 
by character. He was the representative of my 
immediate district, and had been during the Twen- 
ty-eighth Congress. A purer man: never ‘lived 
upon carth. He was remarkable fo: modesty 
and courtesy s and no one excelled H è 
ity and honor.” A lawyer, be stood vety well at 
the. barya member of Congress; he. discharged his 
duties; -a hushand; a father, a neighbor, and à 
friend—nothing was wanting. He was respectably 
connected in all branches of his family. x genile- 
| man in every sense of the word, ke was an ornament 
to human nature itself. ; 

In his life there was no striking incident. “Like 
a placid stream, it flowed smoothly. on, until it was 
lost in the ocean of eternity, i 

What I have seid, Mr. President, is not the lan- 
guage of mere. panegyric: = T have said but that 
whieh. I do know; and: they who. knew him best and 
well will acknowledge the ‘truth-of the picture I 
have drawn, how imperfectly soever the task hag 
| been done, 

Without further remark, sir; I move you that 
the Senate adopt the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with deep 
sensibility the message from the House of Repre- 
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sentatives announcing the death of the Hon. Wir- 
Liam Tarog, a Representative from the State of 
Virginia, 

Resolved, That, in token of respect for the mem- 
ory of the deceased, the Senate will attend his.fu- 
neral this day at the hour appointed by the House 
of Representatives, and will wear the usual badge 
of mourning. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, 

The Senate proceeded, in conformity with. the | 
second of the above resolutions, to-attend the fune- | 
ral; on their return from which, they immediately ; 
adjourned, | 


i 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 19, 1846. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, pursuant to | 
the order of Saturday, for the purpose of attending 
the funeral of the Hon. Witiiam ‘Taynor, deceas- 
ed, one of the Representatives from the State of 
Virginia, who died at his Jodgings, at the seat of 
Government, on Friday night. After prayer by | 
the Rev. Chaplain MıLBuRN, appropriate to the 
mournful ceremonies about to commence— 

The SPEAKER took the Chair, and the Mem- 
bers their scats. 

At twenty minutes past twelve o’clock the Sen- 
ate entered the Hall, preceded by the Vice Presi- 
dent, the Secretary, and other officers. The Vice 
President was conducted by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to the Speaker’s stand and took a seat by the side 
of the Speaker. 

Then came the Judges and officers of the Su- 


i 
| 
i 


i 
| 


preme Court, i 
The General-in-Chief of the army, with other 
military officers. | 


| 
j 
| 
H 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
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At half-past twelve, the corpse was brought into 
the House, preceded by the committee of arrange- 
ment and pall-hearers, and followed hy the family 
and friends of the deceased, and the Virginia dele- 
gation, as mourners, 

All of whom took the seats specially provided 
for them. 

A few minutes afterwards the President of the 
United States, with his Cabinet Ministers, entered ; 
the Hall, and were conducted to seats set apart for 
them. 

The remains of the deceased were placed in the 
centre of the circular space in front of the Clerk’s 
table. 

The religious services were opened by the Rev 
Mr. Tusron, by the reading of one of the Psalms. | 

Then prayer by the Rev. Mr. Mi.nunn. 

After which an address by the Rev. Mr. Tus- 
TON, 

The ceremonies were concluded at half past one 
o’clock, when the procession moved from the Hall 
in the order established by the committee of arrange- 
ment, At the front of the Capitol, the procession 
took carriages, and proceeded in regular order to 
the Congress cemetery, where the body was de- | 
posited in the vault erected for the reception of the 
remains of deceascd members of Congress and 
other public officers dying at the seat of Govern- 
ment. 
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IN SENATE. 


Tourspay, January 20, 1846. i 
| 


COMMUNICATIONS FROM DEPARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Navy Department, transmit- 
ting, in conformity to the requirements of a resolu- 


tion passed by the Senate, a report from the Com- |: 


missioner of Pensions, in relation to the number 
of applications for pensions that have been reject- 
ed, and the reasons therefor; which was ordered | 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a communication from the Department of 
War, in answer to a resolution by the Senate, in 
relation to the measures necessary to be taken to 
secure the inland communication between Fort 
Gratiot and the works now in progress of com- 
pletion at Sand Hill, on the Detroit river. 

Alsó, a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a statement, from the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury of the appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30th, 1845. 


THE CON 


| 
| 


| 
| 
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PETITIONS. ‘ 


Mr. ALLEN: presented the memorial. of the 
chiefs and delegates of the Wyandott nation of 
Indians, praying payment of the value of their 
improvements ceded to the United States by treaty 
of March 17, 1842; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. m 

Mr. ARCHER presented four memorials of eiti- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying a modification of the 
naturalization laws, requiring a residence of twenty- 
one years previous to acquiring the rights of citi- 
zenship; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEX presented the memorial of citizens of 
| Cayuga county, New York, praying that the frank- 
ing privilege may be abolished, and the postage 
on all half-ounce letters be reduced to two cents; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post, 


Mr. D, also presented the memorial of the Cham- 


| ber of Commerce of New York city, praying the 


establishment of a branch of the United States mint 
in said city; which was referred to the Committee 
Hon Finance. 

| Mr, D. further presented the memorial of Brown 


1 & Neilson, importing merchants in the city of New f 


| York, asking that duties paid by them on certain 


|| importations of cotton from ‘Texas prior to the 31st 


December, 1845, may be refunded; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WEBSTER. presented the petition of Asa 
Andrews, late collector of customs for the district of 

pswich, Massachusetts, praying the payment ofa 
balance ascertained to be due him ina suit brought 
against him by the United States for an alleged de- 
ficiency in his accounts; which was referred to the 
: Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented the petition. of Wel- 
come Parmenter, praying a pension for an injary 
received in the military service of the United 
States: which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. STURGEON presented the remonstrance 
of citizens of northern Pennsylvania against any 
aeons of the Oregon boundary short of the 
t 


| 


| 
i 


R 
i 
i 
| 
| ine of 54040; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. S. also presented the petition of the legal 
representatives af Richard Butler, deceased, pray- 
ing the payment of a balance standing to his credit 
on the books of the treasury, for advances in the 
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|| revolutionary war; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


[A message from the President. of the United 
Suutes was here received, by Mr. Walker, his pri- 
vate secretary. ] 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a communication 
signed by Samuel Martin, proposing a plan for the 
defence of the lakes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Afairs. 

Mr. J. also presented a communication from the 
same Individual, proposing certain modifications of 
the currency of the country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr, CAMERON presented the memorial of mer- 
i chants of Philadelphia, praying the construction of 
harbors ou the eastern side of Reedy island, and at 
Bomba Hook, in the Delaware river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of eiti- 
i zens of Mercer county, Missouri, praying the es- 
| tablishment of a weekly mail from Trenton to the 
| county seat of said county, when located, but pre- 
| viously to the village of Warsaw; which was re- 
i ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
i Roads, 
| Mr. PENNYBACKER presented the memorial 
‘of the Board of Trade of Wheeling, Virginia, set- 
ling forth the advantages, and asking the construc- 
‘tion of abridge across the Ohio, to connect the 


national road through the latter State with that of 


| Virginia. 

_ Mr. P. gaid that the subject was one of much 
importance. Without going into the question as 
| to the constitutional power of Congress to give the 
‘aid asked for in the memorial, he presumed he 


| by asking for the reading of the memorial. The 
memorial was then read, and referred to the Com- 
j mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

| Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of James 
| Bigelow, administrator of the estate of Francis Ca- 


zeau, praying a remuneration for supplies furnish- 
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ed to the United States:army during the Revolu-. = 
tion, and: other. sacrifices. made in the cause of 
American independence; which was referred ‘to the 
Conimittee on ‘the Judiciary. 0%. Beye A 

[A message was. received: from 
Representatives, announcing: the passage, by s 
House, of a bill to regulate writs-of error and 
peals from the United States cireuit court for 
middle district of Alabama; a concurrent action. on 
which was asked of the Senate.] E 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the memorial of 
Bailie Peyton, praying the purchase by the United 
States. of his individual moiety of a tract-of. land 
in the south west pass of the Mississippi river, occu- 
pied by the United States for public purposes, and 
compensation. for the time they have already had 
the use of it; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. . 

Mr. YULEE presented thè: memorial of J. C. 
Baldwin, praying indemnity for loss. sustained in 
consequence of the burning of his vessel (the. Gil 
Blas) containing lead ore, which had been: wreck- 
ed on the coast of Florida, north of Cape Fear, and 
burnt by direction of the United States officer com- 
manding that station; which was. referred ‘to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : . 

Mr. Y. further presented -the memorial. of So- 

Ihia Fleming and others, citizens of Florida, pray- 
ing the appointment of a board ‘of commissioners 
to adjudicate claims for losses sustained in conse- 
quence of the late Indian wars in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also the petition of the administrator of Andrew 
Capello, deceased, praying compensation for losses 
sustained by the occupation of Florida by the Uni- 
ted States troops in 1812 and 1813, with interest; 
which was referred to the same committee. 

Mr. BRIGHT. presented a joint. resolution, 
passed by the Legislature of Indiana, ‘in favor of 
the. improvement. of the Ohio river by the con- 
struction of a canal around the falls of said: rivers. 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also presented resolutions.of the General 
Assembly of Indiana, relative to the overflowed 
public lands, and the granting of those in Indiana 
to that State; which was referred € Committee 


on the Public Lands, and: ordered tobe printed. 
Mr, CALHOUN present tition: of John 


Strehioker and others, praying ‘to be indemnified 
for'loss in consequence of thé illegal seizure and 
detention, on the part of the local authorities of the 
island of Bermuda, of a ship and cargo, which was 
forced by stress of weather into their port; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign. Rela- 
tions. : ; : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
veprenentaiiveg of John J. Bulow, jr., deceased; 
which was read a first time. 

On motion, the report of the above conimittee 
was ordered to be printed. 
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i l l val Affairs, forth 
| should best consult the wishes of the memorialists | Unie tne aa 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Nathaniel Phillips, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for his relief; which bill was. read 
and passed to a second reading, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the “Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred’ the ‘petition of J. 
Throckmorton, praying relief for loss sustained in 
consequence of the recision of a contract made by 
him with the United States, made a report thereon; 
which was ordered. to be printed, and reported a 
bill for his relief, which was read a, first tine. 

_Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee: on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred a petition of citizens 


| of Ascension and Iberville, and also a report of the 


H 
|; Secretary of the Treasury of the 13th of January, 
reported a joint resolution in relation to the issuing 


| of grants of certain lands in Lowisiaiay which was 
read a first time, and ordered to be printed. 
RESOLUTIONS... 3 : 
Mr. HANNEGAN offered the following amend- 
ment to the bill reported by the Cormitteeon Na- 
gmentation of the-naval force 


li 
i 


| of the United States: EEE Ae, i 
„Sec. T. And be it further. enacted, That the-en- 
itre proceeds from the sales: öf the public-lands 
i accruing’to the United States be,-aiid the same are 
_ hereby, appropriated to the immediate building and 
| equipment, of ten additional: steam vessels of war 
of the first class of frigates; and for this purpose, 
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the President’ of ‘the United. States’ is ‘herehy au- 
thorized: to: apply forthwith the sum. of two mil- 
lioris: and “seventy-seven thousand: dollars, being || 
the amouint ‘received: during’ the past year from 
land: sales, out of any money in, the. treasury not 
otherwise. appropriated; said: vessels: to be con- || 
structed of the ‘same niatérialsas- the: vessels: pro- || 
vided: for in the first section of this billy... 

The amendment having been’ read for informa- 
tion, was:ordered'to be printed. : 

Mr. BAGBY. presented: the following. resolu- || 
tion: ae ae : 

"Resolved, That tho Committee on Naval Affairs 

be directed’ to inquire into Dr. William P. Moe- 
Connell’s submerged propeller and other improve- 
nents; and report.on Meir utility and practicability 
to prope agdr-steamers, 

r.. YULEE suggested that, as this whole sub- 
ject was already before the Naval Committee, who 
were. taking measures to inquire into the practica~ 
bility and adaptation ‘and merits of all: improve- 
ments of this nature, the resolution was, perhaps, 
superfluous. s 

r. BAGBY, in reply, remarked that he had 
no knowledge of a general reference of this subject 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. He had un- 
derstood, however, that Mr, McConnell’s inven- | 
tion was one of great value, and he had introduced | 
the resolution at the request of one of the com- | 
mittee. ‘ , 

. Mr. FAIRFIELD observed that'the whole was 
before the committee, but informally. Tle had 


would be better to bring the matter especially be- 
fore the committee. by resolution ; And therefore it 
was submitted. 

The resolution was then considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to. 


INTERPOSITION OF FOREIGN POWERS. 


Mr, ALLEN rose, and said that, some days ngo, 
he submitted, or proposed to submit, to the Sen- | 
ate a joint. resolution in reference to the interposi- | 


that point for their relief, and if so, when, and to 
whom, and the specific amount to each man. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call for reports 
from committees. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the-31st ultimo, rela- 
tive to compensation and emoluments of collectors 
of the customs, reported a bill relative to. collectors 
and other officers of the customs; which was read 
twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration. of the petition of the New 
Jersey Steam Navigation Company, and New 
York, Providence, and Boston Railroad Company, 
for expenses in maintaining a certain light on Eel 
Grass Shoal, and that it be laid on the table. 


Mr. ASHMUN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate, entitled “ An act for the relief of William 
Elliott, Jr., of Fulton county, in the State of Ii- 
nois,” reported the same without amendment. 

Ordercd, That the said bill be committed to a 
Committe of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Mr. BAKER presented a petition of citizens of 
the State of Tinois, remonstrating agajnst the ad- 
mission of Texas into the Union, 

Also, one of citizens of the State of Ilinois, for 
the amendment to the Constitution, to provide for 
i the election of President of the United States, and 


in the year 1860, and that no slaveholder or duellist 
shall hereafter be qualified to hold any office. 

Also, one from the same, to abolish slavery in 
the District. of Columbia. 

Ordered, That the said memorials be laid on the 
table, 

Mr. FRIES presented a petition of citizens of 
Harrison county; in the State of Ohio, praying for 
the establishment of a daily four-horse post-coach 
mail ronte from Zanesville to Pittsburg; which 


tion of European Powers in the political affairs of 
America, A question arose on leave to introduce 
this resolution, and, pending the question, a mo- 
tion was made to lay the motion for leave to pre- 
sent the resolution on the tahle. ‘The state of the 
question, therefore, was, the motion for leave was | 
laid on. the table by a vote of the Senate. He 
aroso naw to. give notice, that nobody might be 
taken. by surprise, that, on Friday morning next, 
as soon as mey be after the reading of the journal, 
he would move the Senate to take up the motion. 

Mr. DICKINSON gave notice of his intention, 
hy leave of the Senate, to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion to provide for the: preservation ‘of petitions 
and other papers presented to the Senate. 

Mr. GREENE moved that the resolution pre- 
sented by him several days since, in favor of a dis- 
tribution of the decisions of the Supreme Court, be 
printed; which motion was agreed to. 

= On motion of Mr. ALLEN, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration. of 
exectitive business; and, aftersome time so spent, || 
the doors were ‘opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, | 
Torspay, January 20, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was road, and ap- 
proved. 
COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 


Mr. HUNTER rose and asked the unanimous || 
consent, of the House to submit a motion, that the | 
use of this Hall be granted to the Colonization So- | 
éiety- this evening. i | 
Mr. MeCONNELE and other. members object- į 
ing, the miotion was not entertained, 


Mr. WENTWORTH, ‘on. leave given, offered | 
the following resolution, which was adopted: | 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
instructed: to:farnish: this House with a statement 
of the amount of hospital: money paid by the offi- 
cers and. seamen- in- the merchant service on-lakes 
Erie, Michigan, Ontario, and: Champlain; and-in- | 
tervening Waters, separating thé amount. paid on || 
each lake; at-what custom-house paid; and-how it 
has been expended; and what-amount-is:yet-un- 


| 
{ 


was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of Jeha- 
hod Peck, the widow of Samnel Scott, and the 
heirs of ‘Thomas Underhill; which reports were 
laid upon the table, 

Mr. HOGE, from the Committee of Claims, re- 


ported a bill authorizing the payment of certain | 


claims of the State of Alabama, accompanied by a 
report in writing; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, 

Mr, POLLOCK, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of John Boden 
Fitch and others, heirs of John Fitch, which, re- 
port was laid upon the table. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL, from the same com- 
mittee, made a report upon the petition of Nathan 
Smith and Charles K, Smith, accompanied by a 
bil for their relief; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revo- || 
Intionary Claims, made an adverse report upon the | 


etitions of Samuel Frothingham, and Chauncey 

etmore, administrator of Elisha Hubbard, de- 
ceased; which reports were laid upon the table. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of Adam McCul- 
loh, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the hill for the relief of Jere- 
miah Moors, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report adverse to the pas- 


i sage of said bill, 
Mr. D. moved that the said bill be laid upon the || 


table. 
And the 

affirmative. 
So the bill was laid upon the table. 


Mr. HARALSON laid before the House a let- | 


ter from the Secretary of War to the Committce 
on Military Affairs, transmitting a report of the 
Paymaster General of the army, showing the com- 
parative annual expense of a dragoon regiment, a 
regiment of riflemen, with infantry pay and forage 
as. dragoons, and a regiment of riflemen serving 
on foot, with their usual infantry pay; which com- 


expended; and whether, out‘of the 1500 seamen 
arriving at Chicago snonthly, and paying hospital 
‘taoney, there-has beer disbursed ‘a single cent: at 


munication was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole.on the state of the Union. 
Mro GORDON, from the Commitiee of Claims, 


{i for the emancipation of all persons held in slavery | 
suggested to the. Senator from. Alabama that it |! p R y 


question being put, it was decided in the | 


made an‘adverse report on the petition of Thomas 
F. Harkness; which wag laid upon the table, 

Mr. GORDON, from the same committee, re+ 
ported the following resolution; which was read 
and agreed. to: . i i 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the claim 
of Matthews, Wood, & Hall, and the petition and 
papers of said claimants be referred to the Solicitor 
of the Treasury, with instructions. forthwith: to 
take sworn testimony in New-York oñ behalf of 
the United States, and also of the petitioners, as to 
the truth of the various facts alleged; and that he. 
report said testimony, with his opinion thereon,at 
as early a day as practicable, 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Roads and Ca 
nals be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of citizehs of Indiana for the improvement 
of the Maumee river, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made a report upon the 
petition of Seth M. Leavenworth, accompanied by 
a joint resolution for his relief; which resolution 
was read twice and committed. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. SEAMAN 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill! for the 
relief of Emanuel Berry and John M. Reese; which 
was read twice and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. PRICE 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to con- 
tinue in force an act making an appropriation for 
the payment of horses lost by the Missouri volun- 
teers in the Florida war; which bill was read twice 
and committed. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. JOHN A. 
ROCKWELL asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill in relation to assignees in bankruptey; 
which bill was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice of a motion 
for leave to introduce a bill to authorize the State 
of Illinois to tax the lands within her limits eg 
soon as gold, 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. HAMLIN, chairman of the Committee of 
Elections, in pursuance of the notice he had here- 
tofore given, rose and moved that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report of that com- 
mittee in the case of the contested election from 
the State of Florida. : 

And this is a question of privilege. 

PERSONAL: N: 

Mr. CABELL (the sitting: member from Flor- 
ida) rose and asked leave to make.a personal ex- 
planation. 

Leavé having been granted, 

Mr. CABELL said that he wished to call the 
attention of the House to certain reports, pub- 
lished in the newspapers of Friday last, of a state- 
ment purporting to be made by the. chairman of 
the Committee of Elections, and which he would 
| ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk then read the following statements: 
From the Baltimore Patriot of Jan. 17. 


“Mr. Hami, chairman of the Committee of 
t Elections, rose and remarked to the Chair that 
‘ this was the day assigned for the House to con- 
‘sider the Florida election case. . But, he under- 
‘stood that the member now holding the seat was 
‘absent from the city, and expected to return to- 
‘night. As soon as he should retin, Mr. EL. would 
‘call-up the subject of the election for considera- 
‘tion; and if he did not return by Monday next, 
‘then Mr. H. would make a proposition to the 
| ‘ House on the subject of that gentleman’s ab- 
€ gence.”’ ` 

From the Union of Friday evening last. 

‘t CONTESTED ELECTION FROM Fioriwa.—Mr, 
‘Hamun, chairman of the Committee on Elec- 
€ tions, rose and said, it would be recollected that 
‘he had, some days since, given notice of his in- 
‘tention to call up the case of contested election 
‘from Florida to-day. He had ‘now risen for the 
‘ purpose of saying that he did not propose to call 
‘up that case to-day; and he would take this occa- 
| ‘sion to say, that when he had given this notice 
| ‘ the other day, he did not know, nor did he believe 
‘any individual in this House, with one exception, 
' ‘knew that the sitting member was absent. He 
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$ (Mr. H.) had not learned this fact until last even- 
“ing. He understood, however, that the gentleman 
* proposed to return this evening. The matter had 
‘now been delayed a number of days. He should 
‘ propose to take it up at the earliest period after 
‘the gentleman’s return. If he returned to-night, 


‘he should call it up to-morrow. If the gentleman | 


‘did not return in all this week, the committee had 
“come to the conclusion that no additional delay 


‘should take place beyond that time, whether the | 


‘gentleman returned or not; and, in either event 
‘he (Mr, FT.) should call up the report on ; 
tnext.” 

The extracts having been read, 

Mr. CABELL proceeded to say that he was not 
resent when these remarks had been made: and 
he was not, therefore, prepared to say which of 

these two reports was tue. He understood the 
chairman of the committee to say, however, that 
the first of the two reports (that from the © Balti- 
more Patriot”) was more particularly incorrect— 


especially as to that part of it which spoke of a | 


resolution of inquiry asto his (Mr. C.'s) absenee— 
no such intimation having been given by that gen- 
tleman, i 

` In reference to the report in the “ Union,” it 
certainly placed him in a false position, inasmuch 
as an inference might be drawn from the remar| 


of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hamun] that : 
efforts had been made by him (Mr. C.) to protract | 
a decision, or postpone the consideration of this | 


question, ‘The report stated that the report of the 
committee had been made some days since, and 
that its consideration had heen delayed, but would 
no longer be delayed, and that it would be taken 
up on a particular day in his absence, 

The report of the committee was made about ten 
days ago. Whether it was printed at the time the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hamu] made his 
remarks, or on the day which the gentleman had 
first fixed for its consideration, he (Mr. C.) did 
not know. Certain it was, however, that there 


were but few members of the House who had yet | 


seen this report. T'o this hour it had not been laid 
on their tables; and when, therefore, the gentleman 
spoke of delay, he (Mr. ©.) must insist that the 


inference should not thence be drawn that he had |: 
caused that delay. The report was made only | 
It had not yet, he repeated, i| 
been laid on the tables; and if there had heen de- | 


about ten days ago. 


lay, it was not to him it should be attributed. 


As to his absence from the House, he would | 


state that he had been unexpectedly called away 
from the city; and it was not true that he had not 
notified the members of the committee of his con- 


templated absence. On the contrary, he had spoken | 
to several members of the committee, and all of | 
them had said that the case could not come up un- | 


til the present week. He had also spoken to other 
members of the House. Tle had also intended to 
speak to the chairman of the committee, but he did 
not see him; and he (Mr. C.) requested a friend of 
his to make to the chairman a statement of the fact 
of his intended absence. Judge, then, of his sur- 
prise when he read that the ease had been brought 


up; thata day had been set apart for its considera- |! 


tion, and that something in the nature of a threat 
had been held out, that the case would he taken 
upat a certain time whether he- was present or 
not. 


He had felt it to be his duty to briefly make | 


these remarks. 

Mr. HAMLIN rose and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. 

Aud leave having been granted— 

Mr. HAMLIN said he hardly knew that any of 
the suggestions made by the gentleman from Flori- 
da [Mr. Capen] necessarily called for any ex 
planation from him (Mr. HL.); yet, inasmuch as 
there might apparently be a little misunderstand- 
ing between them as to what he did say, and as to 


the manner in which the subject had been present- i| 


ed to the House, he thought it proper to explain 


any real or imaginary misunderstanding between ; 


the gentleman and himself, or the committee of 
which he was a member. 

He had only to say that the reports read from 
the papers were both incorrect. They were both, 
however, mainly correct. : x 

It might be proper for him, in this connexion, to 


state what was the understanding between the gen- | 


tleman from Florida and himself. ‘The gentleman 
might recollect that he (Mr. H.) had given him 
his personal assurance, that the report would not 


Monday | 


be called up by him until atleast one day after it 
had been printed, and laid on the tables of. th 
members, -fe had made no effort to call it up ull 
three days after its deliveryat the Capitol. Whether 
it had been laid on the tables of members or not, he 
could not tell. Whether gentlemen had placed a 
magic star on their desks, by which notice was 
|| given that these reports were. detained in the docu- 
| ment room, it was not for him to suy. The report, 
ji however, had. been delivered to this House, to be 
laid on the tables of members; they were in the 
document room, and had been Jaid on the tables of 
| thase members on whose desks the magic star to 
! which he had alluded was not found. 


{ 

H 

1 i } 

| ing of the gentleman’s absence, he (Mr. H.) had 
| > 

} 

I 


i subject. Subsequently to giving that notice, the 
| gentleman from New York (Mr. Curver] called 
| on him, (Mr. H.,)and said that he had just learned 
i that his friend from Florida [Mr. Canetti] was 
l absen. He (Mr. H.) did not know that fact 
! when he gave the notice that he would call up the 
| report. 
ihe had seen stated that he knew nothing of the 
1) genileman’s absence. He (Mr. H.) then referred 
| 


| to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. MeGauenry,] 
| who said that the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
eA had notified him of his intended absence. 

the fret. He (Mr. H.) had not given the notice 
| to the House until the third day; and when he did 
give it, he did not know the fact of the gentleman’s 
absence. 

When he had given the notice, and when it had 
been printed, and would, in the due course of mail, 
reach New York, whither the gentleman had gone, 
he (Mr. H.) had supposed it would be sufficient | 
li notice to the gentleman to he here in the early part | 
| of the present week. And he (Mr. H.) thonght 
i| that he might properly infer that: if the gentleman | 
ii did not return as early as the first day of the week, | 


| ticipating in the settlement of the question. He 
I (Mr. FL.) had not supposed there was anything 
l wrong in the matter—any improper motive. He 
had not imputed anything of that kind, nor that 
the gentleman in any manner shrunk from the in- 
vestigation. Fle could not see, therefore, that there 
was any disagreement between them. 
CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 
| The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of this subject, 

Mr. HARPER made an ineffectual effort to 
postpone it, for a reason which the reporter could 
not hear. 


Mr. AUGUSTUS A. CHAPMAN offered the 
following resolutions which was adopted: 
Resolved, That William TH. Brockenhrough, who 


have leave to be heard in person at the bar of this 

i House. 

‘| The reading of the report was called for by Mr. 
THOMASSON and others, and the Clerk proceed- 

i ed to read it, 

Several attempts were made to suspend the read- 

i ing, which were ineffectual; and a similarly unsuc- 


| 
| 


ji pend it, with a view to move the postponement of 
the subject, so as to give the members (but few of 
p Whom had read it) an opportunity to read it for 
themselves, 

The reporis of the majority and minority were 
‘i then severally read. 
| [Mr. HAMLIN corrected an error in the tabu- 
lar statement.] 

The report of the majority of the committee 
concludes with the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That E. Carrington Cabell, returned 


of Florida, is not entitled to his seat. 

i) Resolved, That William H. Brockenbrough is 
titled to a seat in this House, as a Representa- 
e from the State of Florida. 

And the report of the mmority concludes with 
the following resolution: 

| Resolved, That William H. Brockenbrouch has 
not supported his petition, and that Edward C. 
Cabell is entitled to his seat in this House. 

Mr. HAMLIN then rose, and addressed the 
House in favor of the resolution of the majority of 
| the committee. 
| He said that though, in obedience to the demand 
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On the third day from their delivery, not know- 


| risen, and fixed a day for the consideration of the ; 


Every member of the committee whom | 


his was the first notice he (Mr. FI.) had had of |i 


either that he did not eare about remaining, or par- || 


contests the seat of Edward Carrington Cabell, ii 


cessful effort was made by Mr. Srupuens to sus- | 


to this House as a member thereof from the State | 


| of the House, the report of the committee-had been 
li read, yet he would, for a short time, trespass: ori 
lits patience, whilst-he. called-attention. to: some 
facts and to certain points of law and of evidence 
lembraced in it; He. thought’ that, so far asthe 
ilaw; and the evidence apphicable-to that law, were: 
i concerned, there would be found: no disagreement 
on. the part of the committee. And, In order: to 
i give gentlemen.a. more. clear and. definite idea of 
i| the law, and of the case.as it was presented, he 
l would call their attention, somewhat in: detail, to 
ithe facts and the law as they had been’ already 
i read, but more succinctly, and in another way; and 
| probably in a manner that would more clearly ex- 
i hibit the law as it was, and the evidence as it ap- 
| plied to that Jaw. : 

First, then, came the law of the Territory of 
Florida, passed in 1843.. That law regulated the 
mode and the manner of holding elections. It made 
it the duty of the county clerks to appoint inspect- 
ors of election for the election of Territorial and 
county officers. The clerk, after he had appointed 
inspectors, received the returns from’ them in the 
various precincts where elections were held. The 
| law provided fully for the’ mode. and, manner in 
iwhich county and Territorial officers should be 
elected. It made it the duty. of the county clerks 
to appoint these inspectors, and to receive returns. 

The constitution of the State of Florida provided 
that all officers, civil and military, holding office in 
the Territory of Florida at the time that. constitu- 
| tion was adopted, should hold over and discharge 
their respective duties until other officers, required 
bylaw, should have been appointed. ‘ 

“The Jaw of 1845, passed after Florida-became 
a State, changed the duty of the county clerks. It 
| provided that judges of probate should peform the 
same duties in the State of Florida that were origi- 
nally performed in the Territory ‘by the. county 
clerks. If the matter had been left there, and there 


| law of the State imposed upon the judges of pe: 
bate, when appointed, the same duties that nad 
| been performed. by the county clerks. ‘They were 


to order. elections. law 
resentative in Congress should | 
same way and manner.as the. cou 
therefore, these. were the ‘onl 
cowld be no doubt that the judges 
1845 were the same officers who, un 
; 1843, were to discharge the duties of county clerk. 

But in the month of May, 1845, the Legislature 
of Florida (before she becaine ‘a State)” passed 
| another law—a law. “ to facilitate the admission 
of Florida into the Union.” . ‘The committee were 
of opinion that it was a law designed expressly for 
that purpose, and none other; and that, after: that 
event had taken place, it ceased to have any legal 
vitality. Indeed, it must be so, because the law 
| passed in July, 1845, did not refer to the Territorial 
| law of May, 1845, for there was no provision in’ 
that Territorial law to regulate the mode and man- 
ner of clecting county officers. The law itself, in 
every form, by its caption and its preamble, was a 
speciallaw, designed for the sole purpose of facil- 
itating the admission of the Territory as. a State 
i into the Union, and of electing a Representative in 
Congress at that time. 

Under that Jaw a Representative was elected. 
He resigned. The Legislature met and adopted 
| the law of July, prescribing the mode.and manner 
| of electing members of Congress—that was to say, 
| in the same way as county: officers; and the judges 
| of probate were to exercis2 the’ same powers and 
| duties that county clerks originally had exercised. 
i Hence.the only conclusion to be drawn was, that 
judges of probate were now to appoint inspectors 
i| and to receive returns, and to make. these returns 
| to the Secretary of State. ‘The Secretary-of State, 
in tum, was to certify the aggregate. of votes re- 
i| ceived at his office, within thirty days, tothe 
|, Governor; and on that certificate, the Governor 
i! was to issue his commission. ; 

Such was the opinion of the committee; ànd it- 
| was believed that, on a careful examination ofthe 
| matter, gentlemen on all sides couldscome: to no 
| other conclusion. Once having-arrived ‘at the cona 
| clusion that the judges of probate were the legal. 
li returning officers, that they were'the officers. point- 
i ed out by law, through whom the-votes shall reach 
|| the office of the Secretary of State,.we might settle 
|! down upon a strict legal principle, that the number 
4 of votes received at~his ‘office. within thirty days 
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would be ihe only. strict legal mode of ascertaining 


who was entitled, -at the expiration of that-thirty 
days, to the commission. of the Governor. | And if 
this rule was taken as the basis. of ‘action, if we 
stopped there, then Mr..Brockenbrough was elect- 
ed by a majority. of one hundred and fourteen votes; 


that was-to’say, votes: returned within thirty days.|| 


by judges of probate and one county. clerk, would 

give lim that majority. County clerks, gentlemen 

would bear in mind, stood: precisely in the same 

condition as judges of probate, because they origi- 

nally performed: that duty; and the constitution 
y. hat thev 


provided t should continue to’ discharge 
their ‘duties. till judges of probate should be ap- 
pointed.” eee Zoia as 

But, sir, as an individual member of that com- 


mittee, I could not consent .to fetter down and in- 
fringe upon the rights ‘of the people of Florida b 
the. provisions o any law simply directory. It 
must necessarily result in ihis, that the officers ap- 
pointed to do certain duties, in making returns, are 
in fact made. electing officers; itis no longer an 
election of the people of the State, but an election 
of the returning officers. “What is the true state of 
the votes given at the polls by the legal voters of 
the State, is. the true question before the House, | 
on the decision of which I trust they will make | 
the decision ‘of this question depend. I care not | 
through what channel the votes thus legally cast 
reach the Secretary of State, or reach us here; that 
question would not have the weight of a single 
feather with Mme; it has not the power to be gal- 
vanized into’ life by all the eloquence and all the 
ingenuity which gentlemen can‘ bring to bear upon 
it; for the moment ‘you depart from this rule for 
which I contend, you make the result of the elec- 
tion depend, not on the elector, but poh the cor- 
rupt oficer, upon necidental loss, and upon every 
other. incidental circumstance which may come in 
to defeat the will of the people; and I have learned 
the lesson, which I shall not soon forget, that it is 
the true expression of the legal voters of this coun- | 
try which is to be heard. “Chere, and there alone, | 
reposes the sovereignty, regardless of all tlie paper 
forms that can be thrown around it, ‘These laws 
are regarded as directory only, and intended to se- 
cure, and not defeat, the will of the majority. 
Mr. H., remarking that he had not time to ex- 
amine all the various grounds taken by individual | 
members of the committee, proceeded to consider | 
the evidence which had been presented, and on 
which the committee had based their action, The | 
first paper was a statement, certified: by. the Secre- 
tary of State as being an exact copy of. that state- 
ment which he had sent to the Governor within the 
thirty days required by law after the election, and 
ov which statement the Governor had issued his 
commission to the sitting member. ‘This paper pre- 
sented returns from three classes of officers. It was 
true, the law of Florida provides by what class of 
officers the returns shall be made. A portion of 
these returns. were made by judges of probate; the 
majority of the committee say they are legal re- 
turns; another portion were made by county clerks; 
the majority of the’ committee ‘said they were le- 
gal; and another portion, giving to the sitting mem- 
ber [Mr Canut) 310, ‘odd votes, and to the cons 
testing member [Mr, Brockensrovcn] some 180 
votes, Which were made by inspectors directly to 
the: Secretary of State... Fle was for receiving aud 
counti ery vote of all these returns, ‘no matter 
what was the result which was arrived at thereby. 
There were additional returns made by judges of 
probate to the Secretary ’s office after the thirty days; 
the contesting member presented certified copies 
of them, and they were allowed by the committee. 
The contesting member. also presented . returns | 
made by inspectors of elections in Monroe county. | 
These.were made directly to the Secretary of State, | 
but after the thirty days, and were by the Secretary | 
certified to this House; and as.one of the commit- 
tee, arriving at the conclusion, of the Secretary of | 
State, he (Mr. H..) went for counting these votes, 
and for-his life he could see no distinction between 
counting the same: class returned to the Governor 
within the thirty days, or those which were re- | 
turned after the thirty days. But they were: told 
by. the minority that the first paper was offered by 
the-cotifestant as a whole, a that all its contents 
Should be received. - Both, gentlemen, he granted, 
had a remote interest in this question, but.it-was | 
the people of Florida: principally who were inter- 
ested, and any admissions or.objections which were 


| 


| 


the weight of a single feather. The gentlemen 
themselves.could not have considered the force of 
such an argument; and when they fairly looked at 
it, it would not be found to have strength enough | 
to stand alone, and it really required the minority | 
report to give it'strength to stand up to be kicked 
over. Further, inorder to show the inconsistency 
of this position of the minority of the committee, 
he reminded them that they received the certificate || 
of the same Secretary of State on which the com- 
mission was issued, whose certificate in the other 
case they objected to as extra-official, and to be 
considered only in the nature of an affidavit. It 
certainly required perception much nicer than his 
to understand the justice of such a distinction. 

He further urged, in reply to the argument of 
the minority, that the committee were not necessa- 
rily bound to take the whole of the paper; in the |; 
view that they were narrowing the matter down to 
a mere individual concern—which,in case of book 
account, he admitted would be correct—-but here 
the people mainly were interested; and, although 
the paper had been introduced by the contesting 
member, the committee were not bound to take 
such parts of it as were inconsistent with common 
sens¢ or with law; the committee was judge of its 
force and effect. Again: the Secretary of State 
was bound to certify all papers coming legally into 
his possession The constitution did not provide 
that they should be legal papers in his possession; 
but that any paper legally in the possession of the 
Secretary of State, may be certified, and the paper 
thus certified, have all the power of the original 
paper. He (Mr. H.) would have taken these re- 
turns from Monroe if they had never gone to the 
Secretary of State; he would have traced back to | 
thatcounty and ascertained what were the returns | 
made by the inspectors of the votes legally cast, || 
and he would have received them in evidence. 
The strictly legal channel would have been for 
them to have gone through the judge of probate; | 
but nevertheless, they bad been received, and le- | 
gally received, by the Seeretary of State, and when 
cerufied by him, they had all the effect of original 
papers. ‘They were papers relating to the election 
of that State; they had gone to the Secretary of 
State ina legal manner, and were certified to by hin, 
Why, then, should not these votes, certified to in 
this evidence, be taken equally with the same class 
certified by the same officer to the governor, on 
which the commission had issued, and which had 
been received by the minority of the committee ?. 

Then, if they confined themselves strictly to the 
returns made by the proper returning officers, Mr. 
Brocxensrouen was elected; if they took the ag- 
gregate of the votes cast at the polls and returned, 
Mr. Brockxensroucu was elected; and it would 
seem that they should at least have the consistency 
of taking one ground or the other. 

But the minority say that the majority are bound 
to draw their conclusions from minority premises. 
Gentlemen labored under a mistake there. Tt was 
not so. If it was proper to refer to the proceed- 
ings of the committee, he could very eaaiy show 
who had changed fronts upon the committee, and 
to show that there was no drawing conclusions 
from minority premises. A majority of the com- 
mittee concurred in the conclusions of the report. 
To be sure, different gentlemen took different 
views, and had travelled different ways in arriving 
at that conclusion. The gentleman from Tennes 
see [Mr. Cuase] took a mire technical view than 
he; (Mr. H.,) but he arrived at the same conclu- 
sion. 

The minority also stated that the committee di- 
rected oné of their number to draw a report stating 
that Mr. Case. was elected. Such was not the 
fact. The journal of the committee would show it. 

[A voice: “Perhaps the journal of the commit- 
tee shows false.”’| ‘ 

The gentleman on my left (said Mr. H.) says 
that the journal of the committee shows false. æ It 
does not; and Mr. H. appealed to the majority of 
the committee to say if such a vote was passed. 
Mr. H. here gave his statement of what had pass- 
ed in committee, and of the vote which had thus 
been referred to by the minority, showing that it 
was not a vote directing a report to be drawn 
which should conclude by declaring that Mr. Ca- 
BELL was elected, referring tò Mr. Cuase (who 
assented) and to other members of that committee 
to sustain him in regard to the fact. ` 


| 
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| contesting member entitled to his seat, 
| should new issues be opened? 


i election was held. 


might tell them that there was no evidence in that 
paper that any returns were included in it which 
were made by inspectors; but that paper show- 
ed that the returns weré made by judges of 
probate, by county clerks, and there were other 
returns, with the names on each precinct, which 
they were justified in saying were the returns of 
inspectors. If they were not inspectors, they had 


| no right there at all; and there was no reason why 


they should include them; and exclude returns of 
precisely the same character from Monroe. *. ; 

In relation to the matter of the notice which was. 
given by the contestant to the sitting meniber, he 
had one word to say. This matter: was strictly 
confined to record evidence. ‘The notice orginally 
given was not, perhaps, sufficiently broad and sper 
cific to include any particular vote or precinct; but 
it sufficiently covered every fact which could be 


ii proved by record, as a notice, general in its char- 


acter, would put the gentleman on his guard, whilst 
a specification as to record evidence would by no 
means change that record. i 

The minority conclude their report by asking 
for delay, and the statement of the sitting member, 
he understood, had been printed and placed on the 
tables of the members of this House.. By the 
record, and by all the evidence, he hongi the 

OW, 


Mr. M. BROWN interposed to inquire of the 


| gentleman whether the returns were all in, as he- 


understood, from a remark of the gentleman, that 
this might. not be the case in regard to them all. 
Mr. HAMLIN replied that he could only say 
that there was no definite information before the 
committee, although it had been sought by various 
members of it from both gentlemen, as to how 
maay counties there were in Florida, or how many 
prec but he understood from conversation 
etweer the respective parties, that there was one 


| county, he was certain, and perhaps another, from 


which no returns were in, 

Mr. BROWN. At this time? f 

Mr. HAMLIN. At this time. And (Mr. H. 
continued) he believed that in that one county no 
There was also one precinct, 
the returns of which had been certified by the Sec- 
retary of State in an additional statement, which 
they had not counted, and which gave to Mn 
Brocxensroven some six or eight majority 
There was also a paper annexed (No. 6) from an 
additional precinct, which gives to Mr. B. twenty 
majority, which they had not counted,-as it was 
not clear to their minds that the returns of that. 
prene had not been made bythe judges of pro- 

ate. i : $ 

The matter was, then, presented’ upon record 
evidence: The- minority asked additional time: 
That was a question for the House inits wisdom 
to settle; but before they settled itaffirmatively, he 
asked, where was this controversy to end in case 
thie mode of procedure was allowed? It was a 
matter of record evidence; and now, if the other 
party gave notice that he wished to change the 
i issue from the record to the polls, and upon that 
notice, if time was given to the sitting member for 
the purpose of showing that ilegal votes. were 
given, and by rejecting which he would be enti- 
tled to the seat, then, by the same rule, after the 
result had heen thus changed, the other party . 


i| might ask time to go home and ascertain what 


votes had been illegally given for his’ ‘opponent; 
and where would the matter cnd? It was now.con= 
fined strictly to the returns; neither party had no- 
tified the other of his desire to go behind those re- 
tums; and it was for the House to say whether 
justice required that this new field should be open- 
ed upon the conjecture of either party. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY (of the minority. of the 
committee) explained that the minority did not un- 
| conditionally ask for delay, but only that, if either 
party desired time, it should be given. 

Mr. HAMLIN, continuing, confessed that, accor- 
ding to the explanation, he had misunderstood the 
concluding paragraph of the minority report. He 
had supposed they desired more time, and in this 
way new issues might be opened, and the position 
of the parties. be entirely changed. In this case, 
the opinion of the gentleman from. Virginia, [Mr. 
EHounrer,| expressed at the commencement of the 
session, should be adopted, and the laboring oar 
should be taken by the man who appears to have 


One single remark further, with reference to 


made by either of these gentlemen could not have 


+ 


bstatement No. 1. Gentlemen on the other side 


a minority of the votes, and the man apparenily 
elected should be allowed to take the place of the 
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sitting member, while the other should be the con- 
testant. ‘That man who had a majority of the re- 


turns should atleast have his seat, and let the other | 


party become the contestant. 

e had thus stated briefly the reasons which had 
led his mind to the conclusion to which the com- 
mittee had come. He could arrive at no other con- 


clusion than that they must either confine them 


selves strictly to the legal returns, and then the con- 
testing member was elected, or that they must take 
the broader ground, (which was supported by the 
precedents of this [louse,) and go to the actual state 
of the polls, in which case also they could come to 
no other conclusion than that the contesting mem- 
ber was entitled to the seat. ° 

Mr. CHIPMAN, (a member 
the committee,) referring to this fact, 
show, ina few remarks, how he had been forced 
into this position. Whether the report of what was 


called the minority of the committee had suficient ! 
be in a position | 
by the pretended majority, he would | 


life and vigor to stand alone, so as to b 
to be*‘kicked” 
not undertake to discuss, He had no feeling as be- 


tween the respective parties in this question. If his į 


political prejudices could have led him either way, 
certainly he would have been likely to be biased in 
favor of the contestant. But in every vote which he 


had given in the progress of the investigation, he | 


had gone blindfolded as to the consequences—with 


no knowledge as to its influence upon the final re- ; 
sult; and he would here say, that at the time the | 


final vote was given which determined this ques 
tion, he had no knowledge as to what would be i 
consequence; but on the contrary he had surmised 
that the effect of it would be to give the seat on 
this floor to the contestant. The committee (he 
said) had proceeded to investigate this case on the 
principles set forth in a resolution which had been 
drawn up by him—on the broadest principles of 
democratic right—in order to determine, when it 
should be ascertained which of the parties had re- 
_ecived the greatest number of votes, that he was 
entitled to the seat. 


of the minority of i 
proposed to 


i! mittee, that one of their number had 
But he did not understand, in! 


coming to this determination, that they were to | 
take anything and everything for evidences he did | 


not understand that, in the language of one of the 
committee, they were to receive thal which would 
be considered illegal evidence in a court of justice, 
and which would be rejected; that as they were 
seking for truth, they had better take such evidence. 
he committee, in advancing in its investigation, 
proposed that the contestant and the sitting mem- 
ber should submit the evidence on which they 
founded their respective claims. The first paper 


offered was the paper No. 1, to which the honor- |) 


alle chairman of the committee had alluded, Aud 
here he begged leave to state, that. on an inspec- 


tion of that paper, it would be found that there | 


were no returns in i, as certified by the Secretary 
of State, except returns made by probate judges 
That might, perhaps, seem a broad assertion, after 
the declaration of the chairman of the committee; 
but he should attempt to substantiate it. There 
was one return purporting to have been made by 
a county clerk, which the Secretary of State had 
expressly excepted and rejected. He wished the 
House, then, to bear in mind this fact, that there 
was no Yeturn in statement No. 1, on which the 


commission was issued, except returns by judges || 


| thy 


obate, 
e ‘A. A. CHAPMAN, (a member of the com- 


mittee,) was understood to inquire if the returns i 


+ 


of the county of N 
judges of probate ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. 
and hear me through, I will explain the matter 
fally to the House. Fe had no particular feeling 
on this subject, (he continued)—none; and not- 
withstanding it had been said by the honorable 
chairman, and by other gentlemen, that the mi- 
nority of the committee, as they called it, had ar- 


assau, were not other than by 


rived at an absurdity in their conclusions, they 
would see where the absurdity lay before he got 


through. The gentleman, therefore, he hoped, 
2 
would keep cool. 


The paper No. 1, he was about to remark, was `: 


o Tered to the committee by the contestant, and was ji 
t being objected to by the , 


received by them withou e } 

sitting aem oer; or by any member of the commit- 
e, he next paper p il 

His nie by Fepectars of elections directly to 

the Secretary of State. The committee had ger 

mined that the proper returns were those legally 

placed in the office of the Secretary of State, an 


| to which his certificate would give the force of evi- 
| dence; that these were to be received as good te- 
turns, and these alone; and hence that inspectors’ 
returns were not admissible. The question arose 
whether these inspectors, under their official oaths, 
| could make these returns, and give them, when 
backed by the certificate of the Secretary, the force 
and effect of legal evidence. The majority of the 
committee decided that they were illegal; that the 
inspectors had no right to send up such returns to 
the Secretary of State, and, to use the language of 
the constitution, that they were not papers. legal] 
in the possession of the Secretary of State, and, 
therefore, that his certificate could not give them 
the force of evidence. Under this rule of proceed- 
ing, the decision would have given the election to 
the sitting member upon the evidence before the 
committee; and soit was declared, not by the now 
minority of the committee, but by the then majority 
of the committee. Mr. C. gave the details of the 


i 
i 
i 
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No. 1 should be received, Fle had supposed from 
the statements concerning it that the returns had 
been made pny by judges of probate, partly by 
; Inspectors of election, &e.; but upon examination, 
' he found the state of the case the reverse of this, 
and that all the returns were made by judges of 
probate, He gave the facts which had led him to 
this conclusion, from which it appeared that, for 
several counties, the returns were made without 
specifying by whom made; and that, after tracing 
down some four or five counties returned in this 
vay, they came to one, annexed to which was the 
atement of having been made by the judge of pro- 
i bate; he thence inferred, and he appealed to sen- 
| Hemen if this was not a fair rule of constraction, 


i same officers, viz: judges of probate. He also re- 
‘ferred to details of facts in substantiation of the 
statement of the report of the a of the com- 

deen directed 
to draw up a report, coming to the conclusion that 
; Mr, Capen. was entitled to his seat. He had con- 
| curred in this order of the then majority; he had 
never been into the committee since, and he never 
would meet them again to act on that business. 
He stood here to-day the advocate not of the mi- 
nority report, but of the majority report. He had 
i learned. since, out of doors, that by the secession 
i of one of the majority (on grounds which he stated) 
the committee had subsequently reversed their de- 
cision, and thus they who were of the then majority 
; were now left m the minority. 


5 Mr. COBB rose for information of the gentle- 
pian, and remarking that he waiderstood him to say | 


E that in tabular statement No. 1, on which the com- 


If the gentleman will wait ' 


(No. 2) purported to be re- | 


mission was issued, were included no returns by 
inspectors, he wished to know how the gentleman 
reconciled his statement with the following pas- 
sage of the report of the minority of the cummit- 
tee, among whom was found the name of the gen- 
tleman, viz: 

This statement [paper No. 1] the House will 
€ perceive includes all the votes returned to the of- 
‘fice of the Sceretary of State at the expiration of 
i ‘thirty days, both those returned by inspectors, 
| and those returned by judges of probate: count- 
‘ing those returned by the judges alone, the con- 
ant has 114 majority; counting those returned 
the inspectors, the sitting member has 165 
| ‘majority; counting all the votes returned by both 


| &sets of officers, the sitting member has 51 ma- 
' jority.” 

' "Mr. CHIPMAN, in reply, stated that that por- 
| tion of the report proceeded on the assumption of 
|; the now majority of the committee, by which they 
‘laimed that a portion of thesc returns came from 
: Inspectors, 

Mr. COBB. It seems, from the report, that the 
minority agree to that suement. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I think the gentleman will 
ad, on examining the whole report, that that po- 
sition is repudiated by the now minority of the 
ji committee, and that in the passage he hag read 
: they are treauing it as the assumption of the now 

majority, and not acceding to the correctness of i 
If the report is not so drawn as to express this 
idea, it oucht to have been. 

Mr. COBB, Ido not find it, sir. The mmo 
ity of the committee do not repudiate this idea; 
but"they expressly recognise it in the extract I 
have read, and elsewhere. : 


Mr. CULVER (of the minority of the commit- 


J 


progress of the deliberations of the committee as | 
to whether the whole returns in tabular statement || 


i that the respective returns above were made by the | 


! 
3 


H 


ie 


H 


| tee—Mr, CHIPMAN stil 
derstood ` to éxplain ‘ 
the gentleman ‘from. Georgi 
have arisen from the fact that: 
ments. marked No. 1 

Mr. COBB inquired if he: 
that the gentleman from New York 
agreed with the gentleman: from: Mic 
the paper No. 1, upon which the commissior 
issued, included only. the returns’ of judges of 
probate? Sees : 

Here followed several interrogatories on the part 
of Mr. Coss, substantially repetitions of: the -one 
above given, and replies by Mr. Cunver, which 
had not reached the point,: apparently, satisfac- 
tory to Mr. Cosg, when the colloquy was inter- 
| rupted by 


[Mr Conver] 
, that 


| r. McGAUGHEY, who remarked that the 


| gentleman from Georgia seemed desirous of sub- 
| mitting the members composing the minority of 
| the committee individually to. an examination. “He 
(Mr. McG.) was ready to take his turn} but, as 
| the gentleman had now the gentleman from: Michi- 
gan [Mr. Cureman] under examination, he hoped 
he would finish with him, and then he might after- 
wards come to the gentleman from New York and 
| himself. : 
| Mr. COBB replied that he had not called the 
| gentleman from New York. to. the stand; he had 
volunteered his testimony; but he was questioning 
the gentleman from Michigan for information upon 
i this point, being unable himself to reconcile the 
verbal statement of the gentleman with the report. 
Tie should be happy to hear from the gentleman 
(Mr. McGaveney] in due time, and would like to 
i have him undertake to reconcile the statement of 
the gentleman from Michigan with the réport of 
the minority of the committee. ER 
Mr. CHIPMAN, who, during all this time, had 
i quietly occupied his seat, now resumed: the floor. 

He repeated the expression of his belief that the 
report of the now minority, taken entire, treated 
this position, that a portion of the returns in paper 
No. 1 were by inspectors of elections, as the as- 
sumption of the present majority, and that it car- 
ried on its face sufficient explanation to satisfy any 
gentleman not disposed to bë ca that tabular 
statement No. 1 was claimed by 1 j 
| composed entirely of judges of probate returns. ` It 
might be true that this report was not sufficiently 
explicit in exhibiting this ‘as the’ position assumed 
by the then minority. of the committee; and this 
might be the reason why the present minority had 
been represented to be in the dilemma of having 
reported an absurdity. 

Could the committee know the wishes. of the 
cople of Florida? How were they to be made 
nown? Was the committee, he asked, bound to 
| receive papers as evidence which were not duly au- 
| thenticated? Must not the facts narrated by both 
parties be acted on? If not, both parties must be 
defeated, and the election set aside. If both parties 
assented to certain facts, why should not such facts 
be taken as testimony? No question arose in the 
| committee as to tabular statement No. 1. It was 
not till No. 2 was taken up, that any difference 
arose in the committee. For the purpose of arriv- 
ing at the truth, the committee had‘ taken’ as evi- 

dence what was known not to be true. The elec- 
| tions to Congress were held under the State law. 
Was the election to be determined by the returns 
of officers who were not acting under the sanction 
of an oath? . If the ‘inspectors acted without: au- 
thority, their returns: ought not: to be: réceived: 
The majority of the committee had considered that 
the inspector’s return was not evidence. He sub- 
mitted that no evidence ought to be taken. by Coy- 
gress: which was not sanctioned hy an oath; for, 
otherwise, there would be no security for the rizhis 
of any one. The committee, it seemed. to him, 
had jumped at conclusions haphazard: “When 
this offset against the votes of the sitting member’ 
was spoken of, he moved a notice in committee. for 
the parties, in order that the returns.of the inspect- 


j 
| 
| 
i 
| 
ji 
| 
| 


ors might be verified by oath; for it would not 
have produced much delay in the casé to send to 
Florida for this authentication. But the majority 
of the committee overruled this motion. In state- 
ment No. 1, a certifieaté made by the clerk of the 
election was, that the election was held on the 7th 
| of October, whereas it was held on the 6th; and 
| that certificate was rejected as illegal. Fle repeated 
| that he was a little surprised at the manner in which 


l the minority report had béen” treated. He was 
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much: surprised at the: conduct of: the ‘majority of 
. the committee, ina- casé that-caused: so much so- 
tcitude. He would be very happy, if; consistently 
With the obligations imposed upon him, he could 
_ decide in’ favor of the contestant; but, on such a 
“Subject, he must divest himself of all prejudice, and 
do, justice. His’ motto was, fiat justitia, ruat cæ- 
-dum-—let justice be done, though. the heavens fall. 
He protested against the argument of the majority 
of. the committee—that isto. say, of the falsely 
called: majority., He was sorry that the chairman 
of a dignified committee’ had allowed himself to 
treat in so discourteous a-manner the views of the 
minority of the committee. He concluded by pro- 
testing against the action of the committee, in seek- 
ing evidence through illegal channels. It was a 
new mode, and one that he could not adopt. 
, Mr. 8. JONES. would be able (he said) to sat- 
isfy the gentleman from Michigan as to the cor- 
rectnéss of the course of the majority of the com- 
mittee, and especially.as.to their decisions upon 
No. Land No. 2; after. which, he hoped the gen- 
teman would agree with him that the contestant 
was entitled to the seat. It would be found, by 
‘the.caption of No. 1, that it contained the returns 
of the judges of probate to the Secretary of State. 
No. 2 contained the returns made by the inspect- 
ors of the election. He proceeded to read portions 
of these returns, and. to explain their character, 


and to argue from them that the contestant was 
entitled to the seat, 


At half-past three o’clock, Mx. J., without con- 
cluding, yielded the floor to a motion that the 
«committee rise; and the committee rose, 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of James MeCutcheon, 
praying compensation for lesses sustained during the yeat 
812 by General Hopkins’s army: referred to the Committee 

of Claims. The petition of Caleb Bell, administrator of 
Matthew Bell, deceased, late of Indiana, asking Congress to 
pay the heirs of said Matthew a balance due at the time of 
hiy death, as-a-dragoon in the Black Hawk campaign. 

By Mr, POLLOCK: The petition of Witham Á. Lloyd 
‘and 156 others. citizens of Northumberland county, Pem- 
sylvania, praying that the postmaster at the town of North- 
umberland, Pennsylvania, be allowed an annual salary in 
ticu of the compensation now received by law—the post 
office at that place being a distributing office, and the com- 
pensation insufficient, &c. 

By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of citizens of New York, 
praying for the restoration of the duty on soda ash, &e. 

o By Mn. G. CHAPMAN : The memorial of James Meads 
„for remuneration for property lost and destroyed by the en- 
emy in thè last war. 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Mil- 
‘wiukie and Washington counties, Wisconsin, for a past- 
route from Prairieville tò Limestone; referred to the Com- 
mittee, on. pe Post. Office and Post Roads. The petition of 
citizens of’ Washington county for a harbor and light-house 
at Sauk harbor, in. Wisconsin: referred to the Committee 
‘on Commerce. The petition of citizens of Sheboygan coun- 
KA Wisconsin, fora harbor at Sheboygan: referred to the 

ommittee on Commerce. The petition of citizens of Wis- 
consin for nn appropriation on road from Milwaukie to 
Madison. The petition of citizens of Washington county 
‘for ni appropriation on road from Sauk harbor to Dekowa, 
in Wisconsin. The petition of citizens of Milwaukie and 
other counties, Wisconsin, for an appropriation on road 
from Milwaukie to Fond du Lac. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of Charles Cartwrite, of 
Clinton county, New York, for an inerease of pension, &c. : 
-referred te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. By Mr. JULIUS ROCKWELL: ‘The petition of G, F. 
Dehenen, and 19 others, citizens of La Fayette, Onondaga 
‘county, New York, praying that provision may be made for 
‘the settlement of national differences withont resort to war. 

By Mr. DE. MOTT: The petition of citizens of Wayne 
county, New York, for improving the harbor at Pultney- 
ville, on Lake Ontario. à i 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of 350 citizens of Ohio, 
for the.completion: of the national road in said State: re- 
ferred to the. Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By. Mr. WILLIAM G: BROWN: The memorial of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Wheeling, praying Congress 

“to provide against the great delay and danger attending the 
transportation..of the mattis of the United States, by bridg- 
ing the Ohio river at Wheelifig. Also, the petition of Arch 
Woods, and six hundred others, citizens. of Ohio county, 
Virginia, praying Congress to bridge the Ohio river at rs 
city of Wheeling, accompanied with a draught of the prò- 

xposed bridge. $ i 

< By: Mr. MORRIS: The 

- Ohio, for a pension, 


petition of John Brookoon, of 


15 


By Mr..J. B. HUNT : The petitio: 
of Michigan, a revolutionary soldier, fi 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. A 

By Mr. FICKLIN ; ‘The resolutions from the Legislature 
of the: State of Indiana, for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi, Ohio, and Wabash rivers. 

By Mr. MOSELEY : The petition and proofs of Amanda 
‘King, widow of John W. Fox, deceased, for compensation 


-e pension : referred 


| for property destroyed- at Buffalo during the late war with 


Great Britain. . 

By Mr. DODGE: The joint resolution of the Council and 
House of Representatives of tie Territory of Iowa, instruct- 
ing the Delegate in Congress to use his influence in procu- 
ring the establishment of an additional land office in said 
Territory: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. Al- 
so, another joint resolution from the same body instructing 
the Delegate in Congress to use his influence in obtaining 
an appropriation of &3,000, to build a bridge over Flint river 
in said ‘Lerritory: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals Also, the petition of Daniel T. Furguson, and one 
hundred and sixteen others, citizens of Iowa, praying for an 
appropriation of $15,000 for the improvement of the naviga- 
ion of Wapsipmecon river: referred fo the Committee on 
Commerce. Also, the petition of P. Prescott, Indian inter- 
preter for the United States at Saint Peter’s, praying an 
increase of compensation: referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenvespay, January 21, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT Inid before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
enclosing a report, showing the names of clerks 
and other persons employed in that department 
during the year 1845, together with the several 
amounts paid to them, &c.; also, in relation to the 
employment of extra clerks in that office; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TURNEY presented the petition of John 
A. Rogers, praying compensation for his services 
as inspector and examiner of the several land 
offices in Alabama and Mississippi; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the city of New York, praying 
the pilot laws passed on the 2d of March, 1837, 
may not be repealed, as asked by petition of the 
pilots a few days since; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. I. also presented the petition of Godfrey 
Pattison, for himself and others, merchants in the 
city of New York, praying the reimbursement of 
certain duties legally exacted of them by the col- 
lector for that port; which .was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition. of 
Samuel A. Morse, praying to be allowed a credit 
for several items rejected by the accounting 
officers in the settlement of his accounts as col- 
lector for the district of Passamaquoddy in the 
State of Maine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittce on Claims. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
citizens of Portland, New York, praying an in- 
crease of the duties on.soda ash, barilla, and sal- 
soda; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of masters of 
vessels engaged in navigation on Lake Erie, pray- 
ing an appropriation for the completion and light- 
ing of Cattaraugus harbor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. D. further presented the memorial of the 
Long Island Railroad Company, praying that cer- 
tain duties paid by them on railroad iron may be 
refunded; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
petition of S. D. Duvall, praying for remunération 
for loss of property, and imprisonment by the en- 
emy, during the last war with Great Britain; which 
was referred io the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. JIENNESS presented the petition of Benja- | 


min Watson, praying a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presenied the petition of Geo. 
W. Walton, praying compénsation for timber fur- 
nished for the erection of a-fort at Mandarin, in 
the State of Florida, under a contract with an of- 
cer of the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


nor Samuel Gregory, | 
ts 


i 


i Public Lands; whereu 


Mr. W. also presented the petition of Calvin 
Read, for compensation for timber under the same 
transaction; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. f E ee 

Mr. NILES presented additional documents rê- 
lating to the petition of Wm. Pennoyer fora pen- 
sion; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 5 ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, ‘of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of the heirs of the late Abner L. Duncan, 
praying indemnity for loss by the seizure and coñ- 
demnation of a vessel and cargo, by the United 
States brig Saranac, in the year 1827, for an: àl- 
leged violation of the neutrality laws of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPEIGHT stated that at the time of the ap- 
pointment of standing committees, he was -placed 
upon the Committee on Military Affairs, and the 
Committee on Public. Lands, and subsequently on 
the Committee on Finance; his health, however, 
would not permit him to discharge the duties of 
these several committees, and he was therefore un- 
der the necessity of asking to be discharged from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

No objection being made, Mr. S. was excused. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the Chair was em- 
powered to fill the vacancy in the Committee on 
n : 

The PRESIDENT appointed Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred a resolution passed 
by the Legislature of Arkansas on the subject, re- 
ported a bill giving the assent of Congress to a 
change of the compact entered into between the 
United States and the State of Arkansas, on her 
admission into the Union; which was read a first 
time, and ordered to be printed. 4 

Mr. YOLEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill providing for the adjustment of ail 
suspended land claims in the United States and 
Territories, without amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Adams and others, reported the: same with- 
out amendment. i CLE ; 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on ‘Commerce, 
reported a bill'to amend an act entitled’ “An act to 
provide a revenue from imports, and to change and 
modify existing laws imposing duties on imports, 
and for other purposes.” 

Mr. D. mid: this bill was reported in pursuance 
of a resolution referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, to inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a warehouse system for the storage of imported 
goods, and authorizing them to report by: bill. 
‘The committee did not recommend a new or com- 
plex system; but they believed that the objects in 
view might be accomplished bya simple amend- 
ment of the act of the 30th August, 1849—the tariff 
act of that year; the bill had been framed accord- 
ingly. It would be printed under the rules ‘of the 
Senate; Senators would have an opportunity of 
examining the subject. with thé. deliberation’ its 
importance required; and as its provisions would 
be fully explained when it should come up for 
consideration, he would confine himself to stating 
now, as he had done, its general purpose. 

The bill was read a first time. 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint résolution 
for the relief of Orlando Saltmarsh and William 
Fuller, accompanied by a report; which was or- 
dered to be printed. The joint resolution was read 
a first time. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana; from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, made a report adverse to the 
petition of Zadok Huntley; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. J. also asked that the Committee on Pen- 
sions be discharged from the further consideration 


| of the petition of —— Ramsey, and that the same 


H be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; 


: which was ordered, no objection being madé. 
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Mr. TURNEY;; from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorials of Joseph 
Radcliff and of Amos Huntly, reported ** that the 
committee be discharged from their further con- 
sideration.”? 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediensy of pro- 
viding by law for the more effectual publication of 
the laws of the United States, throughout the sev- 
eral States and Territories. 


Mr. DICKINSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of remitting 
to the Mohawk and Hudson Railroad Company 
the duty paid by them, or on their account, on cer- 
tain iron rails, imported and laid down permanendy 
on said railroad since the year 1832. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. BAGBY, in pursuance of notice heretofore 
given, introduced the following joint resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, two thirds of both Houses concurring, ‘That the 
following amendments, when ratified in the man- 
ner provided for in the 5th article, shall be ad ded to, 
and form a-part of, the Constitution of the United 
States, that is to say: 

1. The President and Vice President shall be 
elected for the term of six years, but neither of them 
shall be eligible to either of said offices after the ex- 
piration of the term for which they shall have been 
elected. 


2. No member of either House of Congress shall, | 


during the time for which he is elected, nor for four 
years thereafter, be eligible to the office of Presi- 
dent or Vice President of the United States 
3. Nomember of either House of Congress shall, 
during the time for which he is elected, be eligible 
to either of the following offices under the Govern- 
ment of the United States, that is to say: the office 
of Secretary of State; the office of Secretary of the 
Treasury; the office of Secretary of War; the office 
of Secretary of the Navy; the office of Attorney 
General; or the office of Postmaster General. 
Mr. BAGBY said, in presenting these resolu- 
tions I desire to be understood that they have not 
been the result of any conference with any human 
being, but that they are the result of my own de- 
liberate reflection, aided by some little experience 
of the nature and tendency of our political system. 
'The first of the series of propositions which I have 
the honor to submit contains no new matter. 


ple, and to extend the Presidential term to six 
years, instead of four years, as now limited by the 
Constitution of the United States. I deem it wn- 
necessary to say anything in favor of that propo- 
sition, because £ beleve it has received the general 
sanction of public men of all parties, and of the 
country at large. 


though propositions have been hitherto made to 
both Houses of Congress, having for the object 
the purification of the administration of the Gov- 
ernment, and the establishment of the vital princi- 
ples of the Government itself on a more secure and 
permanent foundation; but so far as my recollec- 
tion goes, the proposition which Ihave now the 
honor to offer has not been submitted before this 
time to the consideration of Congress or of the 
people of the United States. Of all the objects 
that occupied the attention of the framers of the 
Constitution, no one obtained a larger portion of 
itthan the separation—the permanent separation— 
of the several powers of the Government, and the 
distribution of them to three separate and distinct 


bodies. As it now stands, the Constitution carries | 


out that great vital principle in theory. The ob- 
ject of my proposition is to carry out that princi- 
ple in practice. It is designed to establish a per- 
manent barrier between the Executive and the 
Legislative departments of the Government. The 
third proposition has been submitted to the consid- 
eration of Congress and the country, and it is this: 
_ to render members of both houses of Congress in- 
eligible to certain specified offices during the time 
for which they have been elected members of Con- 
gress, to wit; the office of Secretary of State, of 


it 
: wate | 
proposes the establishment of the one-term princi- | 


The second serics of proposi- | 
tions I regard as the most important of all. Al- |: 
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Secretary of the Navy, of the Attorney General of 
the United States, ant of the Pastmaster General of 
the United States. The object of that_provision is to 
carry out still further the great line of separation 
and of demarcation between the different depart- 
ments of this Government. In submitting this 
resolution, I wish to be indulged with another 
remark. I have not been influenced by any un- 
generous, any unkind, any improper feeling towards 
the present, orany past Administration of the Gov- 
ernment. The cries of intrigue, and treachery, 
and corruption—whatever influence they may have 
exercised in other quarters—have made no impres- 
sion on my mind. On looking back to the founda- 
tion of the Government, I find much to approve, 
to commend, and to admire in the practice and 
conduct of every Administration. By their suc- 
cessive efforts they have elevated us from the hum- 
ble and dependent condition of a handful of perse- 
cuted colonists, to the highest rank amongst the 
nations of the carth, One other remark I desire 
to make. I have not been influenced by any mis- 
appreciation of the talents, patriotism, or purity 
which have always pervaded the councils of the 
nation since I have ind the honor of a participa- 
tion in the direction of public affairs. On the con- 
trary, I am free to aekuolelsa that at all times 
there have been members of Congress who, with 
my fullest approbation, might have been elevated 
to the highest oflices in the gift of the country; and 
} amongst the men whom F regard as thus qualified 
on account of their talents, patriotism, statesman- 
ship, and everything that fits man for high office, 
I recognise with perfect. sincerity gentlemen who 


ward this resolution irrespective of men, of par- 


foundations of our system, and carrying out that 
great prineiple—I mean the separation of the de- 
partments of the Government ; a principle, in the 
faithful adherence to which depends, in my hum- 
ble opinion, not only the purity, but the very 
existence of that Government. 

The joint resolution was then read a first time, 
and passed to a second reading. 

It was also, on motion of Mr. B., ordered to be 


| future day. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


district court of the United States for the middle 


first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 
AUGMENTATION OF THE NAVY. 
On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the bill hereto- 
fore reported by him, from the Committee on Na- 


poses, was taken up, with a view to assign a day 
i for its consideration. 

The bill was read a second time, and is as fol- 
lows, viz: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, Tat the 

President of the United suites be, and he is hereby, author- 
| ized to canse to be built, equipped, and employed in the 
naval service of the United States, SEN sreaM-sutps, or 
of war, to be constructed of iron, if practicable, to 
Three of the class of frigates, five of the class of sloops 
of war, and two of a smaller class. 

Src, 2, And leit further enacted, That the President be, 
and be is hereby, further authorized, if in his opinion, at 
| any time before the commencement of the next regular ses- 
| sion of Congress, the publie exigencies should require it, to 
1 eause to be completed all the frigates and sloops of war now 
| upon the stocks, and to repair and put into active service 
all the sloops or vessels of war now in ordinary. 

ec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to purehase or collect such 
naval supplies, materials, and ordnance, as his judgment 
may deem the public interest requires, limiting the amount 
to the appropriation for this purpose hereinafterwards made. 

Sec. 4. And be il further enacted, That, in carrying into 
effect the first section of this bill, the President be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to cause eaid ships or vessels to be 
built under contract, if, in his opinion, the public interest 
would thereby be promoted. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That, for the purpose of 


millions six hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars—to 
wit: for the bwiding and equipping the ships and vessels 
provided for in the first section of this bill, two millions 
nine hundred and twenty thousand dollars; for completing 
the ships and vessels now upon the stocks, one million five 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars; for repairs of ships 
and vessels in ordinary, six hundred and twenty-five thou- 


Secretary of the Treasury, of Secretary of War, of | 


are opposed to me in politics. T have brought for- | 


ties, and with the sole view of laying deeper the | 


printed and laid on the table, to be considered at a | 


The act from the House of Representatives en- | 
tiled “An act to regulate writs of error from the | 


district of Alabama,” was then taken up, read a | 


val Affairs, providing for the augmentation of the j 
naval foree of the United States, and for other pur- | 


carrying into eflect the foregoing provisions, the sum of five |; 


} sand dollars; for the purchase of naval supplies, materials, | 


i 


| and ordnance, five hundred: thousaiid dollars—be; 3 


‘| same is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of an, € 
[| in the treasury not otherwise appropriated. °°" : 
Seo. 6 and be it further macted, ‘That so auch of the first 
i section of the act approved March 3d; 1845, entitled * An 
| sacot making appropriations for the naval service for the year 
‘| < ending the 30th of June, 1846,” as: limits the whole num 
ber of petty officers, seamen or ordinary seamen, landsrnen, 
| aud boys, 0 the naval service, to seven thousand five Bun- 


m 
| dred, be, and the same is hereby, repealed; 
| The PRESIDENT announced that it was now - 
|! before the Senate as in committee of the whole. 

| Mr. FAIRFIELD: remarked, that when he 
li called up the bill, he designed to. name a day for 
lits consideration; but from: the diversity of opin- 
jon which he had heard expressed in this particu- 
lar, and considering the time named. by some of 
| his friends as too far distant, he was willing to let 

| the bill stand in its place onthe calendar in regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. SPEIGHT inquired whether he understood 
the Senator from Maine as not pressing the con- 
| sideration of the bill at this time. = 

Mr. FAIRFIELD replied affirmatively. 

Mr. SPEIGHT had no general. remarks: to 
make. He, however, considered this to be ‘one 
i of the most important measures introduced. during 
| this session. Pre was opposed to the bill at this 
time; but not for reasons, perhaps: which woulg 
operate on other Senators who might oppose it. it 
we were to have war, let us go the whole hog. In 
that case he would vote for ample supphes. But 
first let us wait to see whether this evil was to 
|| come upon us, and then equip the army and navy. 
He was opposed to taking up the subject by piece- 
meal. In the opinion of Senators, nothing was 
known with certainty. Therefore he was willing 
for the postponement of the bill; and moved that 
I| it be laid upon the table. : 

Mr. EVANS inquired how the bill came before 
the Senate, and whether it had been taken up in 
lI its order on the calendar? ý 
Mr. SPEIGHT would inform the Senator. The 
|| Senator from Maine called it up for the purpose of 
naming a day for its consideration. 

Mr. EVANS said that he understood the bill 
had been taken up ostensibly for that purpose; 
but he did not know that any vote had been taken 
i| on the question of considering it, 08 os 

Mr. SIMMONS remarked, that he understood 
the Senator. from Maine to express a willingness 
for the bill to remain in its order on’ the calendar. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said that when he moved to | 
|! take up the bill, it was his intention to name Mon- 
| day or "Tuesday next for its consideration; but 
some Senators around him having evinced a dis- 
position to postpone it to a more distant day, he 
|| thought that the bill would stand a better. chance 
i on the calendar in its regular order. Therefore he 
had declined making any motion. 

m SPEIGHT moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

‘The question was taken on the motion to lay the 
bill on the table, and it was decided in the nega- 
tive-—ayes 12, noes 23. 

Mr. SEVIER then moved to postpone the con- 
sideration of the bill to the 10th of February. 

Mr. WESTCOTT expressed the hope that the 
Senator from Maine would name some early day. 
He thought the measure important, whether or 
| not we were to have war with Mexico, England, 
or any other power, ; 
| Mr. FAIRFIELD named next Tuesday. - 

The PRESIDENT inquired of the Senator from 
Arkansas whether-he insisted on his motion? 

Mr. SEVIER said he did, so that they might 
| consider this with the bills made the order for that 
i day. 

Mr. YULEE remarked that it was distinctly un- 
derstood by the committee, when the bill was re- 
ported, that it was not presented as a war measure. 
Therefore, to view it in that light, would be im- 
proper. The main purpose of the bill was to-au- 
thorize,in part, a steam navy for the defence of the 
country, including more especially that of the Gulf 
of Mexico, for which at present there was no ade- 
quate force. There was another clause of the bill 
which gave authority, if the emergency required 
it, to complete the ships and vessels now on. the 
| Stocks, and call into requisitio& those in ordinary. 
| If it was the opinion of the Senate that this would 

ot be necessary before the next session, they could 
strike out this section. -The bill proposed to:in- 
crease the steam branch of our navy. If the vessels 
were to be built, the material used in their construc- 
ion would be iren, and for ihe express purpose of 


| 
| 
| 


a 
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domestic, home. defence, adapted. to the shallow 
waters of the Gulf of: Mexico. and. the: western 
waters. . Some, auch measure, in our present ĉon- 
dition, it was: proper should be brought forward. 
It was the most.economical. means to increase the 
navy. ever presented, : Vessels built of iron would 
last for a: hundned ‘years, and, if they were not: re- 
quired, could be laid-by without the necessity of 
expending a:dollar to keep them-in condition for ser- 
vice.: -It was merely an extension of the. course 
-heretofore pursued. of. collecting materials for ma- 
king a navy. incase of emergency. Live oak, asa 
material for this purpose, was cut and put in shape 
for the construction of vessels, and, by passing this 
bill, we would merely put iron in the shape of ves 
sels, and keep them until it should be necessary to 
call them into use. He hoped the , bill would take 
the ordinary course, if it was not the pleasure of 
the Senate: to name an early day for its considera- 
tion. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD said it seemed to him that ali 
this discussion was out of place and out of order, 


and he did not rise- to precipitate debate at this, 


time. He merely wished to remark, that he-dif- 
fered from his friend on the committee, who had 
undertaken to assign the views and the grounds on 
which the bill had been presented. He regarded 
the bill as having no reference to the question of 
peace or war; hence no report accompanied it; but 
it was left to Senators to place their support of the 
bill on such grounds as they might prefer. The 
bill. spoke the language of the committee; and 
there was no. distinction. or particular. service 
named for» the proposed additional naval force 
either in whole or in part. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked, that if this was a peace 
measure, there was no occasion for naming an early 
day for its consideration, and he suggested to his 
friend from Maine that the bill might be endanger- 
ed by any precipitate action. For his own part, 
in case the notice to Great Britain should be agreed 
on, he would vote for the bill, but not otherwise. 

Mr. WESTCOTT objected to the postponement 

until February. On the 10th of that mouth other 
matters would be considered relating entircly to 
Oregon; and he could not conceive how this could 
also then be discussed, Tle hoped that the meas- 
ures would not be mixed up together, He repeated 
that he hoped the Senator from Maine would ad- 
here to the day, a day early next week, already 
suggested, and that the Senator from Arkansas 
would not-press his motion, - 
. My. Jo M. CLAYTON said he did- not under- 
gtand very clearly the course of the Senator. from 
Arkansas. An early day in the past month, the 
Senator from. Arkansas [Mr. Suvmn)]. distinetly 
told the Senate: that a war with England was. in- 
evitable. Now, when the first effective prepara- 
tion for such an. event was to. be made in the 
chamber, they found the Senator not ready and 
willing to meet it! On the contrary, the Senator had 
proposed to. postpone the consideration of the bill 
to the 10th of February... He would inquire of the 
Senator whether-he had changed his opinion? Did 
he now. believe war was inevitable or not? If he 
believed war was inevitable, why not prepare for 
it? Why oppose or delay the first effective move- 
ment to place usin a state. of preparation? He 
(Mr. ©.) looked ‘onthe bil as very important, 
with reference to either peace or war. In any 
event, the bill should have his support. He did 
not view it necessarily as a war measure, but for 
the defence ofour country, not as to circumstances 
to come now, but hereafter. Ele asked the Sena- 
tor whether they were to entertain the opinion that 
he would not go with them to prepare for war? 

Mr. SEVIER said that his opinions had under- 
gone no change; but he desired, so far as practica- 
ble, to consider the measures made the order of the 
day for the 10th of February and this bill together, 
in connexion. The Senate should have his vote 
to pass the:resolution giving notice for the termi- 
nation of the convention between this country and 
Great Britain. -Could they depend on the co-ope- 

ration, for this purpose, of the Senator from Dela- 
ware? He was inclined..to believe, however, the 
notice would not pass... Two or three propositions 
of the Senator from Ohio {Mr. Arreny had been 


voted: down by yeas and nays; and could he not h 


form some. opinion from what he: had- seen and 
heard? He feared they would go home as they 
came here—doing nothing in relation to Oregon, 


and not supporting the President in his recommen- | 


dation. And did the Senator suppese that he (Mr. 


S.)} would vote millions for.the navy in.a time of 
profound peace? He was willing to vote for a par- 
tial increase of the navy; but he thought it betrayed 
inconsistency to sce Senators not sianding up for 
the notice—from which they apprehended war 
would result—yet calling upon him. to vote for ap- 
propriations to prepare for war! If they would 
vote for the notice, tenon vote for.the bill to the 
fullest extent. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON asked whether he had 
not correctly understood the Senator’s former 
‘views. as having undergone some little variation? 
He [Mr. Sevier} no longer thought that war was 
inevitable, but that it depended on the passage of 
the joint resolution to give the notice to England. 
Did he so understand the Senator? 

Mr. SEVIER replied, Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON remarked, then the Senator’s 
position was somewhat different now. War was 
not now inevitable, but it depended on the contin- 
gency whether Congress shall give, or shall not 
give the notice! The Senator had asked him (Mr. 
Crayton) whether he would go for the notice. In 
reply, he would say that when the question should 
be presented, he would respond to the question with- 
out hesitation. For the present, he desired to look 
forward and see what course some other matters 
took. He did not inform the Senator that he would 
not vote for the notice. Butif he understood, as the 
Senator did, that the notice would bring on war, he 
would, without the slightest hesitation, oppose the 
notice; and he would only vote for the notice in 
case he should consider it a pacific measure, tend- 
ing to a continuation of a negotiation between this 
country and England—a measure not leading to 
war, but preventing war. The honorable Senator 
and himself might entertain different views as to 
the effect of the notice, but it would now be out of 
place to go into this question. He would do so 
hereafter. As to the proposition to postpone the 
consideration of the bill, he would regretit if it was 
put off until the 10th of February, and he hoped 
that the motion of the Senator from Maine would 
prevail. When it should come up, he would sup- 
port the bill, whether there was to be war or not. 

Mr. SEVIER. My opinion is, that the Senator 
has not walked up to the mark I expected. I sup- 
posed every man would stand up to the notice. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to ascertain from the 
gentleman whether anything has fallen from me, 
here or elsewhere, justifying his opinion that I will | 
not walk up to the notice? He will see at the 
proper time how I will walk up to the notice. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I regard the question pre- 
cisely as stated by my friend from Delaware, and 
dissent entirely from the opinion expressed by my 
friend from Arkansas. In the first place, he says 
he has heard intimations that the notice will not 
pass. T-apprehend an entirely different result from 
all that has been said, and from every demonstra- 
ae that has been made on both sides of the cham- 
per, 

Mr. SEVIER. T have my doubts. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas apprchends war as inevitable from giving the 
notice. I hold that the passage of the notice will 
be the great peace measure—the great measure 
which alone can result in peace between the two 
countries in their existing relations. If that notice 
is not given, I can see but one result, and that is, 
that England will become more arrogant and more 
domineering in her demands on our Pacific border. 
So far as the hill now before the Senate is con- 
cerned, I regard it not as a war, but as a peace 
measure. What has been our history for the last 
twelve years, since I became a member of the Con- 
gress of the United States? Do we not recollect 
when @ifficulty was anticipated from France, the 
| ery was, “ Oh, we must wait, we must hold back!” 
Although at that time the destinies of the country 
were in the hands of that man of mighty soul and 
| iron will, yet the cry of both Houses was, ‘* Fold 
back, and get ready!” And now, when difficulty 
with England was anticipated by some, when the 
President has sent forth a proclamation to the 
whole civilized world that the American republic 
will not tolerate any further interference with the 
affairs of this continent, or any further settlement 
by foreign Powers—in view of all these things, 
and with difficulty staring us in the face, gentle- 
men are unwilling to go on and appropriate one 
dollar for the purpose of putting the country in a 
proper posture of defence. When we are told 
from the seaboard that the houses and property of i 


Lour citizens are subject to desolation the very mo- 
ment that the war-trump sounds, is it not time to 


prepare ‘for defence? If we do not now prepare 
for the defence of our seaboard, when will- we- pre~ 
pare? With an‘overflowing treasury—a surplus 
of more than seven. millions—the country ina 
state of prosperity altogether unparalleled inthe 
history of nations—l ask, is it not the part of wise 
men—is it- not car solemn: and pressing duty to 
pace ourselves in a posture to strike a, decisive 

low, if a blow should be required? . Ts not this 
the proper course to be pursued at this crisis, 10- 
stead of talking and talking of war in both Houses, 
but never intending to act, never, getting ready to 
act? I say again, this is a peace measure... Let 
the world ‘see that we are ready to repel any act 
of aggression, come from what quarter It may, and 
my life for it, by so doing you afford the best 
guaranty of continued peace. I dislike, sir, to 

ear war talked about—to see the subject bandied 
about as boys play at marbles—treated with so 
much indifference.  “ Let not the trump be sound- 
ed till the sword be drawn.” That is the moral of 
a beautiful allegory which deeply impressed my 
mind. I would be governed by it. o to him 
who sounds the trumpet before he draws the 
sword! Let us be ready, with the sword in our 
hand, to defend ourselves. -I amin favor of en- 
tering, at the earliest possible day, on the consid- 
eration of this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The question before the Senate 
is not whether this bill shall become a law, but it 
is, on what day will the Senate proceed to consider 
that question. A bill is introduced which pro- 
poses to appropriate, I believe, five and a half 
millions of dollars in connexion with the public 
defences of the country. It is proposed at a time 
when the question of peace or war--however 
wisely or unwisely—is discussed in the two 
Houses of Congress and in the country. That 
discussion of the question of peace or war has 
arisen out of the character of measures introduced. 
into both Houses of Congress relative to the ex- 
tension of the laws of the United States over a 
territory rightfully belonging to the United States 
on the Pacific ocean. It has been in that discus- 
sion that this question of peace or war has been 
agitated. Whether rightfully or wrongfully, the 
introduction of these measures has given rise to 
this discussion—some Senators arguing that the 
adoption of these measures must necessarily ‘lead 
to war, other Senators doubting the accuracy of 
that opinion. The measures have been opposed, 
upon the ground, by some. Senators, that they: 
might, by some Senators that: they inevitably 
would, lead to a state. of- war between the two 
countries. The introduction of these measures—. 
the proposition to give notice, and the. bill to ex- 
tend. the laws of the. United States over this terri- 
tory—has, then, I say, given rise, whether right- 
fully or wrongfully, to a discussion of the question 
of peace or war. Now: ; 

Mr. MANGUM. I rise to a point of order.. I 
submit to the Chair, without any remark,. whether 
a discussion of this range, on a-mere question to 
postpone the consideration of a bill to'a day desig- 
nated, is in order. I submit that without a word 
of remark. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator, and I presume the. 
Senate, must perceive that I am not going into 
any discussion of the question of war. Lam merely, 
alluding to the circumstances which, in :my opin-. 
ion, ought to influence the Senate in fixing a day.: 

The PRESIDENT. stated: that- he: considered 
the discussion as having taken. too wide a range. 
He had not hitherto interfered, but he hoped Sen- 
ators would confine themselves to the question of 
postponement. 

Mr. ALLEN proceeded Now, sir, I am of 
opinion, and I believe I may safely say that every 
Senator is of opinion, that the passage of this no- 
tice, the passage of the bill-which itis. proposed 
to submit to the consideration ofthe Senate, will 
give no rightful cause of war; that in those meas- 
ures there will be nothing found to. justify Great 
Britain. in a declaration of war... But what will 
be her course of conduct.on. the passage of these 
measures is another question, and one about which, 
Senators are divided in opinion. But what I start- 
ed with the design to say was. this: that inasmuch 
as the discussion with regard to the question of 
peace or war has arisen on the presentation of 
measures in relation to the Oregon Territory, it 
seems to me that these two subjects of giving the 
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notice’ and of extending the laws of the United 
States over the Oregon Territory, and that of ma- 
king the preparations necessary to meet that con- 


tingency which may arise upon this giving of the || 
notice, are subjects to be properly considered at |} 


one and the same time. Some Senators may ini- 
agine, as probably they do, that notwithstanding 
the passage of these measures will constitute no 
just ground of war, yet Great Britain may think 
proper to goto war. Some Senators are willing 
to vote five or one hundred millions, the notice 
being given, who would not vote a farthing, the 
notice being refused. Yet these Senators may be- 
lieve—sincerely believe—that he passage of the 
notice gives Great Britain no just cause of war; 
but she may think otherwise; and therefore, on 
the passage of the notice, we ought to prepare for 
every contingency that may arise. Well, I think | 
these measures are part and parcel of the same | 
thing; for, say what you will, I ask the Senate to | 
put this question deliberately to itself: Suppose 
there existed. no controversy about the Oregon 
Territory, would this body vote an appropriation | 
in one year to swell the naval estimates to the 
amount of five millions? [A voice: “ Five and a 
half millions..’] I presume not. I presume no 
Senator would feel justified in so voting. Well, 
then, I put another question: Suppose nothing be 
done relative to the Oregon Territory, Great Bri- 
tain will enjoy all the advantages of our “ masterly 
inactivity,” and she will be content—quite con- 
tent—to let things remain as they are: Where- 
fore, then, make an appropriation of five millions 
and a halfto meet an unchanged condition of af- 
fairs? Why make such an appropriation to meet 
a contingency that does not exist, and to which 
your measures cannot give rise? "These are the 
two views of the subject which I designed to 
resent; and I repeat them: Ifno difficulty arises 
etween the two countries on the subject of the 
Progon Territory, would any man vote five mil- 
ions——— 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Yes, sir, I would. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, sir, you would throw away 
the money, and this, after all, is only one vote out 
of fifty-four. Iask the other question: If we do 
nothing—if we truckle to Great Britain—if we get 
on our knees and beg Her Britannic Majesty's par- 
don for having dared to agitate the question of our 
right to this territory—if we adjourn without doing 
anything—are Senators prepared to vote for this 
appropriation? There is no danger of any attack 
from Great Britain if we allow her the benefit of 
this convention of “masterly inactivity’*—none | 
whatever. Sheis content. She has all the benefit 
of it. She has her laws there: we have none. 
She has a political jurisdiction there: we have 
none. She has all this under the convention; and 
if we let it continue, she will never put an end to 
it. She is satisfied with the state of things there, 
‘Well, then, if we do not pass the Oregon bill, what 
danger is there of any collision? The measure of | 
augmenting the national defences was introduced 
at the commencement of the session by the dis- | 
tinguished Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
not now in his seat; and the necessity of that aug- 


mentation was suggested by the state of the Ore- || 
I want the Oregon measures to pre- | 


gon question. meas 
cede appropriation. T do not wish it to be said 
that I voted five millions, and came away without || 
asserting our-rights, leaving Great Britain in un- |; 
disturbed enjoyment of the full bencfits of “ mas- |} 
terly inactivity.” i ey 4 
Mr. FAIRFIELD did not rise to participate in || 
the discussion, but to make one single remark. |; 
The Senator from Ohio seemed to argue as if the | 
whole appropriation in this bill was to be spent 
unconditionally, under any circumstances, and in 
any event, About two millions would be thus ex- 
pended, the rest was placed at the discretion of 
the President to expend it or not, as the exigences 
of the times might require. 3 
to show that the question was not necessarily con- 
nected with Oregon. i 
Mr. CALHOUN thea arose, and expressed his 
wish that the motion of his friend, the Senator 
from Arkansas, would prevail. Whatever might ! 
be the opinion of the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, [Mr. Avven,] the bill before 
them had an intimate connexion with the other 


questions now pending. He had heard the debate |! 


with great reluctance, and differed much with the 
gentleman from Ohio in his views of the matter. | 
‘He had, however, heard with pleasure the Senator 


| ing merely a declaration of opinion. 


f towards the Presidency. 


| tory on the shores of the Pacific. 
j! ject in view, they should vote the appropriation, 


He made this remark |) 


from Indiana, [Mr. HANNEGAN,} say that he was 
| for peace. I am (said Mr. Caruoun) for peace ; 
for peace on honorable conditions. The question 
has been reduced to that, and I hope to see it still 
more narrowed. I was happy also to hear from 
the chairman. of the committee that a ‘ masterly 


| inactivity’? would not lead to war, but that the 


course he [Mr. ALLEN] recommended might lead 
to war. : 

Mr. ALLEN. Any yation can avoid a war by 
giving up its rights, 

Mr. HANNEGAN abserved, he was not, he 
thought, the only man there who would vote for 
the defence of the country, whether the Oregon 
question was before them or net. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON. Here is another. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, Yes, he would stake his life 
on it, the whole Senate would do it. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Arex] bad taken them to task 
rather irregularly for their action on measures 


| which he was pleased to term barren, and at other 
| times, destitute of substance. Which of the measures 


possessed the substance then ?—to place ourselves 
m a position to resent injury, to stike a blow 
against an enemy; or stop at his proposed involv- 
Where, he 
would ask, was the substance to be found ? Which 
of those two courses had it? He would vote for 
that measure that would establish confidence, and 
provide full security for all the inhabitants of the 
coast and cities; so that when they lay down at 
night, whether the dark cloud of war was above 


put the country in a proper state of defence for 
another purpose; he was siek of that windy, wordy 
war continually inflicted upon them, He was, he 
| would repeat, sick of it. Should they vote for the 
measure they would have fewer speeches looking 
So long as he held a 
| seat in that Senate, which he prized more than any 
| earthly possexsion—regarding it, as he did, both in 
its organization and practice, the most august body 
the world ever saw—so long as he had a seat there 
he would vote in reference, not to the present alone, 
but to posterity, a word almost forgotten while our 
vision 1s so intently fixed on the five year term; not 
| looking only to what effect it might have now, 
but to the inquiry as to how it should affect pos- 
terity. That was all he had to sey. 

Me. SEMMONS said he was delighted and 
instructed with the remarks he had heard from 
various quarters; at the same time he could not sce 
how they applied to the question of appropriation. 
There were many important measures on the table, 
and he believed the 10th of February was the day 
assigned to them; that he thought a suficient rea- 
| son why they should not bring up another impor- 
tant bill on that day. 

Mr. ALLEN again rose to make a few remarks 
in reply to the Serer from Indiana. Ie was not 
| at all offended with his remarks—regarding then 
merely as the effect of strong excitement. But his 
| friend from Indiana had unfortunately altogether 
| overlooked the fact that the safety of the Oregon 
Territory was periled by making the measures dis- 
tinct and unconnected. Ife wanted no additional 
strength to the Oregon question by connecting it 
with others. He knew that, in all human proba- 
bility, the question of appropriation would affect 
Oregon; nay, he would say, it was impossible it 
should net. He wanted them to go together, be- 
cause he wanted the Oregon question to succeed. 
Before they voted that appropriation, they should 
have in view some great. object to accomplish, and 
that object ought to be the extension of their terri- 
With that ob- 


| not that it must necessarily superinduce a state of 
war, but that it might do so. His friend from Fn- 


| diana had forgot his (Mr. A.’s) statement, that he 


was not opposed to the appropriation, but wanted 
_ it to be fixed for that day on which the Oregon no- 
ticecameup. ‘The Oregon notice the Senator would 
hardly characterize as a “ barren measure.” He 
thought it had quite as much substance in itas any 
other, because it would have all the effect of the 
law of the land. So with the bill extending the ju- 
risdiction of the laws of the United States over 


abstractions; they were substantial; and those 
which he meant to promote by the appropriation; 
for on that he thought would mainly depend the 
passage of these measures. As to the question 


them or not, the strong arm of their country should | 
be stretched over them to protect them. die would | 


the Oregon Territory. These measures were not | 


of war or peace, it was to he viewed in the ordmary 
way. There might: be war or theré-might: not. 
One thing he was. sure.of—in: this: question: there 
could: be no cause of war. Bat what construction 
the British Government: might ‘puton-it was :& 
question for their consideration, and one upon which 
Senators might very properly entertain vay ead 
site: opinions. -The Senator, then, he would say, 
did him wrong in saying he (Mr.-A.) did not want 
the appropriation. [le did want it, and hé wanted 
it in connexion with the measures relating to: the 
Oregon question... But he would tell -his friend 
from Indiana that from his.own experience, as well 
as his, it had been. proved that we were so consti- 
tuted that we could not avoid the influence of local 
interests and considerations; and it was by. the 
operation of this principle that we found sections 
of country desiring to exhaust the. treasury that 
they might be benefited by-the expenditures. ` He 
wanted to take advantage of the feeling prevalent 
throughout the land on the Oregon question. All 
he wanted was, that before they began making ap- 
propriations they should contemplate those meas 

wes. He had been forced to speak candidly. 
There was no difference between the. Senator and 
himself but in the mode of doing the thing. He 
(Mr. A.) wanted to do it soas to pass those meas- 
ures in connexion; the Senator from Indiana wanted 
to do it in such a manner as to exclude the Oregon 
question. : 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he thanked his. honor- 
able friend from Indiana for his views on the ques+ 
tion. He thought he could follow him in: the 
course he had marked out for himself in those re» 
marks, and take him for the Jeader. "With the 
Senator from Ohio he could not agree. He could 
not follow that Senator. ‘The honorable Senator 
from Ohio said that he wanted the. two questions, 
viz: the question of appropriation for. the defence 
of the seaboard, and the Oregon question, discuss- 
ed together; or rather, that the Oregon question 
should be settled first. That was his candid ex- 
planation to the Senate. With equal candor he 
(Mr. W.) would tell the Senator that his vote for 
any measure that would probably lead to war 
would not be given till he saw: this. bill pass: both 
Houses of Congress, and. the country put ina state 
of defence. ‘The honorable Senator Eom Indiana 
had urged all the arguments in favor-of this bill 
necessary or proper to be advanced on this mo- 
tion; he would not reiterate them. In reply to the 
candid avowal of the Senator from Ohio, that he 
would not vote for this bill till the Oregon notice 
had passed, he would, with equal candor, declare 
that he desired the subject of the defence of the 
Atlantic and gulf coast to be first settled; and he 
would never vote for the notice (avowedly, as it 
now was, to bea measure probably leading to war) 
until that coast was placed in a proper state of de- 
fence by the passage of this bill, and the erection of 
necessary fortifications. 

The difference between them as to which ques- 
tion should be decided first, was one made more 
important by the avowal of the Senator from Ohio, 
and induced him (Mr, W.) to adhere more firmly 
to his opinion, that this bill should be passed at an 
early day. 

Mr. YULEE did not wish to see the favorable 
action of the Senate on the bill jeopardized by. any 
unnecessary connexion of it with other measures, 
the resultof which was as yet altogether problem- 
atical, He begged those. gentlemen who were. 
disposed to connect this with a question of war, to 
reserve the display of their bellicose propensities 
for Great Britain, and. not to allow them to inter- 
fere with this little domestic measure. He protest- 
ed against the application of the principle of “mas- 
terly inactivity’? to this measure. He did not 
mean to discuss the question of war or of notice. 
He left that entirely for the “ masterly” spirits: of. 
that body. But he did desire that the favorable. 
attention of the Senate—that the favorable and: 


| hearty support of the Senate, might be given to.this 


measure, not as a war measure—not as. one con- 
nected with the Oregon measure—but simply as it. 
stood upon its own merits as a domestic measure, 
connected with the interests and security of the. 
country. Gentlemen were mistaken. when ‘they 
supposed that the. bill provided for an- absolute 
appropriation of five or six. millions: The only 
imperative appropriation was for an. augmentation: 
of the steam marine of the country, at an expense. 
of one or two millions of ‘dollars; and although :i 

was not admissible for him. to. advert-to.proceed . 
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ings’ which -took place -in committee, he begged 
leave to aay to the honorable chairman of the Naval 
Committee, in reply.to so much as he had thought 
proper to allude ‘to, that-he (Mr. Y.) for his own 
pan at least, was governed in his advocacy of this 
ill bya regard to: principles of economy, and of 
permanent necessity. -He-had taken some pains 
to examine the naval-statistics-of. the country for 
the last tett: or: twenty. years, and to his utter as- 
tonishnrent he -had:found, by tables prepared from 
official: reports, that in a list of all the vessels built 
for the navy within. the last twenty years, and in 
another list of all vessels built within the last ten 
years, the cost of repairs actually amounted to with- 
ina few hundred thousand dollars of a sum equal to 
the original expenditure for their construction! To 
his utter amazement, he had found that, within 
three years after the completion of a vessel of war, 
the sum of $75,000 over the original cost has been 
expended for repairs—repairs rendered necessary 
in consequence of the defective, although extrava- 
gant, manner in which the vessel had been built, 
under the present bad system at the public yards, 
or by the liability of the materials to decay. Now, 
the bill proposed two points, addressing them- 
selves to the economical propensities of gentlemen; 
which were, he trusted, quite as strong as their 
warlike propensities. It proposed that these ves- 
sels should be built by contract, in order that the 
mechanics of the country, who. help to sustain the 
public defences, should have a fair chance of en- 
tering into successful competition for the execution 
of this department of the public work, and in order 
thatthe cost may be as reasonable as good mate- 
rials and good workmanship will allow. By such 
a system millions would be annually saved, instead 
of being squandered under the present system, 
which actually gave a premium to slovenly and 
lazy execution of the work. Again: It was proposed 
by the bill to add a class of vessels to the navy 
which could be put into service or not, just as cir- 
cumstances demanded. But he would not ask for a 
favorable consideration of the bill, were it not that 
the public necessity called for the proposed in- 
crease of the navy. The navy, it was true, was 
large enough and costly enough; but it did not con- 
sist of that material which the present necessities 
of the country required. Located as he himself was, 
immediately on the Mexican gulf, and on a most 
important point, he had, for the last three or four 
years, felt bound to interest himself in the subject 
of the defences of that great sea—a sea upon the 
security of which depended the safety of the whole 
rich valley of the Mississippi, and a vast portion 
of the South, approachable, as it was, from the 
bordering islands, of other nations. But what had 
been done to secure the defence of that sea ? While 
millions upon millions had been expended north of 
the capes of the Chesapeake, the seaboard south of 
that: point had been almost altogether neglected, 


And.when he spoke of that, it was not at all with | 


any sectional. feeling, or with any views of mere 
sectional interest; but mainly to call the attention of 
the country to the simple fact. That part of the 
country was in & quite defenceless state, It might 
have been otherwise. But they had gone on im- 
proving- the navy-yards north of. that line, upon 
which there had been expended millions, whilst the 
navy-yard of Pensacola, one of the means of defence 
of that gulf, had received, since its establishment, 
appropriations to the amount only of $800,000— 
one half of which sum was never expended upon 
it; and why not? By the official reports it ap- 
ears that the money was transferred from that 
ig and expended in other parts of the coun- 
try. hat was the condition of their fortifica- 
tions at the mouth of the galf—which is, in fact, 
the mouth of the Mississippi river? After years 
and: years of appeal against the system of the 
War Department, and as a matter of special fa- 
vor, last. year the small-sum of $50,000 was con- 
sented to be appropriated to commence works 
there; but which, after the lapse of twelve months, 


has not yet. been applied for that purpose; the į 


commencement of the works being still delayed on 
some flimsy pretext. Without either a’navy-yard 
on the gulf at which a long-boat. may be. repair- 
ed—without fortifications to defend the. mouth of 
the gulf—with British islands bordering the mouth 
of that strait, at which have been collected -mate- 
rials of war sufficient to last five years—with steam- 
Lers plying there having cannon as ballast, and 
British naval officers as passengers, ready, at any 
time; to: take. command, the condition of the na- 


tional defences in that important locality might 
be readily imagined. They had no vessels in 
the navy of that description which were adapted 
for efficient service in defence of the gulf. What, 
then, was wanted? The addition to the navy 
of steam vessels, that by their light draught 
of water would be suited for the shallow wa- 
ters of that sea, and at the same time con- 
structed on such principles of. propulsion as 
would enable them to speed hastily from one 
position to another as emergency required. Re- 
garding this, then, as a necessary measure, not 
with reference to war, but as a proper and per- 
manent provision for the defence of a portion of 
the country now entirely defenceless, he considered 
that the bill was justly entitled to the favorable con- 
sideration of the Senate. On the other grounds to 
which he had alluded—the economical and efficient 
system which the bill sought to introduce—it was 
entitled to consideration. One of the great princi- 
ples on which its provisions were founded, was, that 
the vessels should be built by contract. By that 
system the cost of construction would be reduced 
one-half. And the bill also provided for the aug- 
mentation of the naval force, by constructing ves- 
sels of such material as were not liable to decay. 
They would not be obliged to expend in continual 
repairs, inthe course of a few years, a sum equal to 
the original cost of construction. The vessels pro- 
posed to be built would not become entirely useless 
m ten or fifteen years. He begged, then, that the 
Senate would recur to the question particularly be- 
fore them—that the gentleman from Arkansas will 
withdraw his motion. Fle would prefer, likewisc, 
that the motion to take it up as carly as ‘Tuesday 


next be withdrawn also, and that the bill would be i 
But whatever course | 


allowed to take its course. 
was taken by the Senate, he would protest against 
the bill being classed as a war measure, or thrown 
into the trail of the Oregon question. He did 
not see the propriety of the reason advanced 
by his friend from Ohio. 


be permitted to attribute his remark, and, indeed, 
he might say, with propriety, his Hopuration upon 
honorable Senators on that floor, to the same cause 
to which he [Mr. Arren] had attributed the re- 
marks of the Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Hanne- 
Gan]—a somewhat over-excited imagination. He 
would ask him, did he [Mr. Auren] really believe 
that any Senator could possibly, ona question in- 
volving the peace and destiny of the country, be 
influenced by so lowa motive as a selfish jealousy 
with regard to the share which his section of the 
country might have in the expenditure of the pub- 
lic money? Let him tell the gentleman from Ohio 
that the thrust which he made struck at his own 
friends in the West; and why so? It was a west- 
ern measure, made so by the bill specifying the ma- 
terials to be employed—which provision fad been 
introduced forthe very purpose, among others, of 
securing the construction of these vessels for the 
western people and the western waters. But let 
him ask the honorable gentleman, as a friend of 
Oregon—as a friend of notice—as one desirous that 
the country should assume an attitude of manly re- 
soluteness, which will secure to it the right position 
in: the further prosecution of this question with 
Great Britain—let him ask him whether he [Mr. 
Arten] was prepared to go forward with the notice, 
which he thinks may lead to war, in one hand, and 
in the other the petty, the Lilliputian provision of 


three steam frigates and five smaller vessels. Was | 


that the preparation which the gentleman from Ohio 
would make? Was he indeed willing to make 
this a war question, and present to Great Britain 
the vast provision of three frigates and five sloops? 
No! If there is to be war, throw open the Ameri- 
can treasury—not the publie treasury alone, but 
the private coffers of all our countrymen—to pro- 
cure the necessary means, naval and military, for 
the prosecution of a vigorous, and, therefore, suc- 
cessful war. He trusted, in conclusion, that the 
propositions would be withdrawn, and that they 
would be permitted to act on the bill in the ordina- 
ry course of legislation, when it came up on the 
calendar for examination; or if not. withdrawn, 
that the earliest day would be adopted. 

The question being demanded, 

The PRESIDENT stated that it would be taken 
first upon the motion of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, [Mr. Szvier,] to postpone the consideration 
of the bill to the 10th of February, that being the 
longest time asked. 


1 
He believed that he |} 
might, with all due deference to him, [Mr. ALLEN,] 


Mr, ALLEN asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. ; 


then appeared to -him (Mr. W.) that the motion, 
should be withdrawn, as it was, after all, only a. 
matter of seven days. ieee O dead 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said that a day or two would 
make no difference to him personally, but he was 
desirous that the bill should be considered of some 
day previous to the tenth of February, not wishing 
| it to be made a part and parcel of the other ques- 
tions (Oregon notice, &c.) which had been made 
the special order for that day, and he was there- 
fore not disposed to withdraw his motion. 

The yeas and nays were then called upon the 
motion made by Mr. Sevier. and resulted yeas 19, 
nays 26, as follows: 

EAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Archer, Bag 
by, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, 
Cameron, Corwin, Crittenden, Evans, Jenness, 
Niles, Pennybacker, Sevier, Speight, and Tur- 
ney—19. . 

K AYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atchison, Barrow, 
Chalmers, J. M. Clayton, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dix, Fairfield, Greene, Hannegan, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louis- 
iana, Lewis, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, 
Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, Westcott, Wood- 
| bridge, and Yulee—26. : 

So the motion was not agreed to. oe 

The question being then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Farrier to postpone the consideration of 
! the bill to Tuesday next, resulted in the affirmative 
; without a division. 


POST ROUTES IN TEXAS. 


Mr. ASHLEY moved that the previous order of 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate take up 
for consideration the bill to establish certain post, 
routes in Texas, and for other purposes; which 
was agreed to. f 3 

The bill was then read a second time, consider- 
ed as in committee of the whole, and amended to 
read as follows: f ` 5 

A BILL establishing certain post routes, ; 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 


the United States of America in Congress dssembled, That 
there be, and is hereby, established ‘a ‘post route from New 
Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, along the, gulf coast, to 
Galveston, thence to Velasco, to Matagorda, to. Pass Aran- 
sas, and to Corpus Christi, in ‘Texas, by land or water, as 
the Postmaster General may deom expedient; that a post 
route be also established from: Galveston to: the city of 
Houston, thence to Montgomery, to Washington, to Inde- 
pendence, to La Grange, to Bastrop, and thence to the city 
of Austin; from Galveston, via the city of Houston, San 
Felipe de Austin, La Grange, and Bastrop, to Austin; and 
that it be the duty of the Postmaster General to contract 
for carrying the mail on said routes as soon as can conve- 
niently be done after the passage of this act... Also the fol- 
lowing routes: from Fulton, in the State of Arkansas, via 
Boston, Clarksville, Bonham, and Falls of the Brazos, to 
Austin; from Natchitoches, via Sabinétown, Nacogdoches; 
Crockett, and Washington, to LaGrange; from Shreveport, 
in the State of Louisiana, via Pulaski, to Nacogdoches $ 
from Velasco, via Brazoria, Texana, Victoria, and Goliad, 
to San Antonio de Bexar; from the city of Houston to Ro. 

bin’s Ferry; from Austin to St. Antonio de Bexar. eee 


The bill being reported to the Senate, the amend- 
ments were concurred in, and the bill, as amended, 
was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. ` 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded into Executive session; and after some time 
spent therein, the doors were opened, and the Sen- 
| ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpvespay, January 21, 1846. 


A Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions in the case of the contested. election from 
Florida. . 

Mr. SEABORN JONES was entitled to the floor, 
but yielded on the request of— 

Mr. HAMLIN, who asked. leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the case 
of Samuel H. Morse. 

Ordered accordingly. . 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, it 
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Ordered, That the vacancy occasioned by the | 
death of Mr. Tayior, on the Committee on Ae- 
counts, be supplied. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, asked and obtained 
leave to offer the following resolution; which was 
bi for information, and lies over one day by the 
rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House the quantity, in- 
voice value or cost, amount of duties actually paid, 
the rate of duty, and the equivalent ad valorem 
duty per cent. of all articles, both free or dutiable, 
imported into the United States during the year 
ending the 30th January, 1845. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH asked leave at this | 
time to give a notice. 
Mr. CULVER objected. i 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol. | 
lowing communications : 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with the act of the 26th 
August, 1842, and a resolution of the House of the | 
73th instant, a statement showing the names of! 
clerks and other persons employed in this depart- | 
ment during the year 1845, with the time each | 
person was actually employed, the sum paid, and | 
the residence of each at the time of his appoint- | 
ment; which letter and statement were laid upon 
the table. i 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Elouse of Representatives of the 13th of January 
instant, a report in relation to the ship canal at and | 
near the Ship island, in the Gulf of Mexico, off the | 
coast of Mississippi; which letter and report were | 
laid upon the table. t 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- į 
mitting, in compliance with an act of May Ist, | 
1820, a statement of the appropriations for the | 
naval service for the year ending June 30th, 1845; 
which letter and statement were laid upon the table. 


| 
i 
, CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. | 
| 
i 


| 
i 
l 
j 


The House resumed the consideration of this | 
case. 
The report of the majority of the committee con- 
eludes with the following resolutions: | 
Resolved, That Edward C. Cabell, returned to | 
this House as a member thereof, from the State of | 
Florida, is not entitled to his seat. i 
| 
H 


Resolved, That W. H. Brockenbrough is en- ; 
titled to a seat in this House, as a Representative 
from the State of Florida. 

The report of the minority concludes with the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That William H. Brockenbrough has 
not supported his petition, and that Edward C. Ca- i 
bell is entitled to his seat in this House. 


| 
| 
Mr. S. JONES resumed and concluded his re- | 
marks (commenced yesterday) in vindication of | 
the result at which a majority of the committee had | 
arrived, and in support of the position he had as- | 
sumed, that the contestant [Mr. Pnoorevarojan) | 
had the largest number of votes, and was entitled | 
to his seat. In doing this, Mr. J. entered into a ) 
minute examination and comparison of the tabular | 
statements of votes accompanying the report of the | 

| 

1 

| 

| 


i 


committee, and of which a report could scarcely | 
be made intelligible to the general reader. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY, a member of the commit- 
tee, followed in favor of the minority report. He | 
contended that there was not evidence,enough be- i 
fore the committee to satisfy the minds of any im- | 
partial man that either of the two gentlemen was | 
elected; but he thought that the onus of proof was : 
upon the the contestant, [Mr Brocxensroven,] | 
and that the commission of the Governor ought to | 
protect the sitting member in his place, until such | 
‘time as the contestant should bring evidence to | 
show that he himself had a majority of all the i 
legal votes. He (Mr. McG.) did not mean to he | 
understood as insisting that Mr. CasELL was elect- | 
ed; but he meant to say that there was as little | 
evidence that the other gentleman was elected. i 

Mr. CHASE, also a member of the committee, | 
next obtained the floor. After deprecating the feel- | 
ing which had been manifested on the part of the | 
members of the committee, which he regretted be- | 
cause he said the question was purely a legal ques- 
tion for the decision of the House, he proceeded to | 
examine the laws of Florida for the purpose of as- || 


|| been made, but were understood to give a majority 


i if there was not a vote of the House that the con- 


i} til the contestant had been heard. 


certaining who the proper returning officers were. l 


The decision to which his own judgment had 
brought him was,:that the returns of judges of pro- 
bate were the correct returns; that where there was 
no judge of probate the county clerk was the au- 
thorized officer; and that all other returns ought 
to'be rejected. In this way he had arrived at the 
same conclusion, though by a different course of 
reasoning, as that at which the majority of the com- 
mittee had arrived—that Mr. BROCKENBROUGH was 
entitled to his seat. 

Mr. C, also adverted at some length to the pro- 
ceedings in committee, and gave way for incidental 
explanation to Mr, CHIPMAN. 

Ar. SIMS spoke briefly in advocacy of the pro- 
priety of sending back for further evidence before 
they came to the decision of the case, especially as 
there was one county and certain precincts the | 
returns from which had not been received. He | 
adverted to the importance of the question, as con- 
nected with the right of the elective franchise, and 
considered the evidence at present before the House 
and the committee insuficient to counterbalance 
the prima fucie evidence of the right of the sitting 
member as exhibited in his commission, bearing 
the great seal of the State, and in the retums on 
which it issued. He concluded his remarks by 
offering the following substitute for the resolutions | 
of the committee: 

t Whereas the returns from all the election pre- 
‘eincts in the State of Florida have not been re- 
‘t ceived, and it is absolutely necessary to a just and 
‘ proper decision in the case of the contested elec- 
‘tion from that State that all the returns of all the | 
‘votes taken in said election shall be received be | 
‘fore a final vole of the House is taken: there- 
* fore, f 

# Resolved, That the case of the contested elec- | 
‘tion from the State of Florida, now before the | 

if 
i 
i 


t House, be recommitted to the Committee of Elec- | 
“tions, in order that the evidence of all the returns 
‘from all the election precincts of said State may 
‘be received and reported to the House. 

** Resolved, That the contestants in said case 
‘have leave to take testimony touching the said 
‘returns and election, giving to cach other respect- 
‘ively due notice thereof.” 

No gentleman rising, the question was about to 
be taken, when— i 

„Mr. HAMLIN rose and said, he should move | 
cither to postpone the question, or he should move 
a enll of ie House, as the House was very thin at 
this time. 

Mr. COBB moved a call of the House, but sub- 
sequently withdrew it. | 

Mr. HAMLIN, in reply to the remark of Mr. | 
Sins, that there was no evidence that all the returns | 
from Florida were received, said, while it was true | 
that it was stated by the respective parties before | 
the committee that there was one county from | 
which no returns had been received, the gentleman |! 
should have been frank enough to have stated that 
it was also said by one of the parties that there had 
been no election in this comty. He agreed with 
the gentleman in his statement that there were one 
or two precincts from which the returns had not |i 


for Mr. Brocwensnoven. 
The question was again propounded upon the | 
amendment of Mr, Sims, when— 
Mr. ADAMS rose, and inquired of the Speaker | 


testant should be heard ? 

The SPEAKER replied that there was, if the 
ecentleman chose to avail himself of it. 

Mr. ADAMS said the question presented itself 
to his mind, whether the vote should be taken un- 


Mr. SIMS said he did not wish it to be taken 
until the sentleman was heard. 

The SPEAKER said the question was still open 
for discussion; the motion of the gentleman from | 
South Carolina was a mere motion to amend, and į 

{ 
| 


| jority. 


Mr. SIMS said, if either of the parties wished to į 


= Saree 
The SPEAKER. repeated, that the gentleman’s 
proposition did not cut off discussion; but. that it 
rather enlarged:the range of it. Either of the par- 
ties could be heard as the question now stood... 
After.a further remark ‘by-Mr.Apams-on this 
oint— oe : 
p Mr. CABELL rose; notito discuss the quéstion. 
at present, but:to correct. a. misapprehension which 
might have arisen from ‘the remarks of: the chair- 
man of the Committee of Elections, [Mr. HAM- 
LIN,] that there was no-evidence that all the votes 
had not been given. The gentleman would re~ 
member, he thought, if he taxed his memory:a 
little, that the contestant admitted that there were 
no returns from St. Lucie, and said he had-a letter 
from a friend stating that he had a majority of all 
the votes there cast.. He (Mr. C.) made the as- 
sertion, with all the responsibility that attached to 
him asa gentleman, that there were elections in 
other precints from which no returns had been re- 
ceived by the Committee of Elections. With 
reference to St. Lucie, he could not. say-on his 
own knowledge; but he appealed to gentlemen of 
the committee for the fact that it was admitted ‘by 
the contestant that there was an election in St. 
Lucie. At all events, there was no proof that no 
election was held there; the probability was, that 
there was an election held. 
Mr. HAMLIN agreed very nearly with the 


| gentleman from Florida; but he differed with him 


on one point. He recollected that the gentleman 
had suggested to the committee that there was one 
county from which no returns had been made; and 
that, in the same conversation, Mr. Brocken- 
proven replied, that there was no election held in 
that county; and such was the understanding to 
which he (Mr. H.) supposed both parties. came, 
At the same time, it was remarked by the sitting 
member that there were other precincts from which 
there were no returns; and, in reply to that, the 
contestant said he had letters from his friends, 
saying that these same precincts gave hima ma- 
This was his recollection of the case. 

Mr, HARPER (of the minority of the commit- 
tec) was understood to sustain the recollection .of 
Mr. Canexr upon this point. : 

Mr. SCHENCK briefly stated his views of the 
propriety of sending back the matter for further 
proof, inasmuch as there was no clear showing on 
the part of the contestant that he had received a 
majority of the votes legally given in the State of 
Flórida, inasmuch as both parties believed there 
were counties or precincts which had not been 
heard from, and inasmuch as, of other counties 
and precincts which had been heard from, the re- 
turns were irregularly made, and should not. be 
received. 

Mr. GRAHAM was expressing his opinion of 
the propriety of both parties being heard, when, 
being informed that Mr. BrockenBrovenr was en- 
deavoring at the time he had risen to obtain the 
floor, he yielded to that gentleman; but before Mr. 
Brocxensrovern had addressed the Chair, 

Mr. CABELL rose, and moved the suspension 
of the hour rule in the case of the gentleman’s 


| speech. 


Mr. SCHENCK demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend. 

Mr. DOBBIN moved an amendment, so as to 
suspend the rules also in regard to the remarks of 
the sitting member, [Mr. Casexu.] ri ; 

Mr. TIBBATTS and other gentlemen raised the 
point of order, whether the motion to suspend, as 
going to change one of the standing rules of the 
House, could be acted upon without one day’s 
notice. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion to sus- 
pend was in order, and could be carried by a vote 
of two-thirds, as the rule requiring one day’s no- 
tice, in case of a motion to change the rules, could 
itself be suspended, as well as the other rules. 

The question then recurring on the motion-to 
suspend, ` 

Some conversation arose, in which Messrs. 
SCHENCK, ADAMS, C. J. INGERSOLL; and 
other gentlemen participated, upon the point wheth- 
er the one-hour rule would apply tothe contestant, 
as not being a member of the House. ; 

The SPEAKER stated, that by reference to the 
Journal, it was found that, in the last Congress, 
[in the case of Mr. Botts and the late Speaker,.Mr. 
Jones,] both parties were confined.in their remarks 


be heard on the original proposition, he would || to the hour-rule; and that although the rule would 


withdraw for the present his amendment. 


ii not strictly apply to Mr. Brockensroven, incon- 
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formity with the 


athe 


precedent he should feel bound | 
y the rule. =o f 
yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to. suspend, and, being taken, resulted—yeas 89, 
nays 74, as follows: = ; 
EAS—Messrs. J: Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Arnold; Ashmun, ‘Baker, Barringer, Bell, Milton 
Brown; Wm. G. Brown, Buffington, Cabell, John 
. H; Campbell, John G. Chapman; Chipman, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Cro- 
gier; Culver, Dargan,. Garrett Davis, Delano, De 
Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Gordon, Har- 
manson, Harper, Hilliard, Hoge, E. B. Holmes, 
John W: Houston, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hunter, C.J. Ingersoll, J. R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. 
King, Leake, Lewis, Ligon, McClean, McHenry, 
Mcelivaine, Marsh, Miller; Morse, Payne, Perry, 
Pollock, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, 
Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander D, Sims, Leonard I. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Ben- 
jamin ‘Thompson, James Thompson, Thorman, 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Win- 
throp, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, and Young— 


NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Bedinger, Benton, 
Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Brinkerhof, 
Brodhead, Burt, William W. Campbell, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Clarice, Dilling- 
ham, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Foster, Goodyear, Graham, Grinnell, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Hopkins, 
Tough, G. S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Pres- 
ton King, Lawrence, Long, Lumpkin, McClelland, 
McConnell, McCrate, McDowell, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barclay’ Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
Norris, Owen, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Rit- 
ter; Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, ‘Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strong, Jacob 
Thompson, Tibbatis, Treadway, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Wick, Wood, and Yost—74, 

_ So, then, two-thirds not voting in the afirma- 
tive, the House refused to suspend the hour-rule, 
in relation to the contestant and to the sitting mem- 

er. 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
aented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


- By Mr. W. G. BROWN: The petition of the widow of 

Jolin Alexander and others, asking a pension for said widow 

for à limited time, Also, the petition of John Merrill, ask- 
ing Congress to allow the petitioner a sum of money due 
{row the Government.to V. Merrill, the father of the peti- 
ioner: 

By Mr EWING: The petition of S. B. Hays, asking for 
compensation trom. the Post Office Department for services 
rendered, i 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of Daniel Witt, of Jeffor- 
son county, Tennessee, praying Congress to grant him a 
pension for disabilities incurred as a soldier in the late war 
with Great Britain. Aldo, the petition of James P, H. Por- 
ter, of Sevier county, Tennessee, with a similar prayer. 
Also, the petition of Luke Stansberry, of Blount county, 
‘Tennessee, praying Congress for an increase of pension as 
a revolutionary soldier: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEAN: The petition and accompanying doc- 
uments of Michael Weidner, asking for a pension in con- 
sideration of his services as a soldier in the war of the Rev- 
olution: referred to. the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 


sions. ” 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The petition of John Reed 
of Deentur county, Indiana, and signed by 72 others, citi- 
zens of said county, representing that said Recd served as a 
soldier thirteen months in ‘the years 1789 and 1790, in the 
State of Kentucky, in & company of horse commanded by 
Captain Jesse Crovins, and that said Reed never received 
any pay; tbat he has rendered to the country numerous and 
important services, He is now very old and needy, there- 
fore they pray Congress to allow. him such pension as, in 
their wisdom, they shall see proper: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The memorial of Theodore 
Foster, and other citizens of Michigan, for a post-road from 
Ann Arbor, Washtenaw county, to Flint, Genesee county, 
Michigan. Also, the memorial of forwarding merchants, 
ship.and steamboat owners and masters on Lake Erie, for 
a beacon-light at River Raisin harbor, Michigan. 

By Mr. G. W. JONES: The petition of Zadoe Motlow 
and others, heirs of. John Motlow, deceased, heretofore re- 
ferred, January 20, 1830: referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Lydia Gordon and 


“Thankful Penly, praying for the passage of an act granting 
a pension to such widows of soldiers of the revolution as 


were married prior to-the 18th March, 1818; referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUGH : The petition of ship owners and per- 
sons engaged in navigating the lakes and river St. Law- 
renee, praying an appropriation for the erection of beacon- 
lights on certain points on said river: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. ‘The petition of merchants and ship- 
owners of Oswego, New York, for an appropriation for the 
building of a dredge-boat on Lake Ontario and the river St. 
Lawrence: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of Samuel Reed, of 
Pike. county, Ohio, praying compensation: for the loss, by 
him, of certain lands in Ohio, sold by the United States, and | 
immediately purchased by him, the tide to which, derived 
from the United States, has failed: referred to the Commit- | 
tee of Claims. : 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of J. Bradbury and 
others, for remuneration for goods released from forfeiture ; 
by special act of Congress: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. Also, the petition of residents on the late dis- 
puted territory in the State of Maine, for an equitable ad- i 
justment of their claims to the land on which they reside 
under the treaty of Washington : referred to the Conunittee 
on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
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PETITIONS. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of Philip 
Pollard and others, praying to be confirmed in 
their purchases of certain Indian reservations, un- 
der the treaty of 1832, with the Pottawatomie In- | 
dians; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. | 

Mr. i UNTINGTON presented the petition of ! 
citizens of Mystic, Connecticut, praying the adop- | 
tion of measures for effecting a peaceful adjustment į 
of all international difficulties and disputes ; which 
was laid on the table. 


HARBORS IN THE DELAWARE RIVER. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying the construction of har- j 
bors on the eastern side of Reedy island and Bom- | 
ba hook, in the Delaware river; which was refer- | 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Thomas F. | 
Gordon, praying the aid of the Government in a | 
proposed publication of indexes to the Congres- | 
sional records; which was referred to the Commit» | 
tee on the Library. 

Mr. STURGEON presented another petition of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the construction 
of harbors on the eastern side of Reedy island and 
Bomba hook, in the Delaware river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. S., on presenting this petition, stated that 
it deserved the favorable attention of Congress, 
in consequence of the important strength which 
would be added to the defence of the city of 
Philadelphia by the construction of these works. 
In consequence of the exposed condition of these 
harbors on the Delaware, they were incapable of 
affording protection to vessels, if chased by a su- 
perior hostile force, or endangered by the floating 
ice which periodically obstructs the navigation of 
the Delaware. Against either of these dangers, 
their only course now was to run up to Newcastle, 
within forty miles of Philadelphia. The impor- 
tant interests involved in the petition would, he 
trusted, commend it to the favorable consideration 
of the Senate. 

Mr. YULEE presented documents relating to the 
claim of È. A. Ware, to compensation for printing 
the acts and resolutions of the Legislative Council 
of the Territory of Florida, under an order of that | 
body; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of | 
the Long Island Railroad Company, praying a re- 
mission of the duties paid by said company on cer- 
tain railroad iron imported for the use of their rail- į 
road; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of the heirs 
of Richard McCarty, deceased, a revolutionary offi- 
cer, praying the repayment of advances made by 
their ancestor during the revolutionary war; which ! 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of the heirs and 
legal representatives of John Campbell, deceased, 
an assistant deputy quartermaster general in the 
revolutionary army, praying an equitable settle- 
ment of his accounts, and an allowance of commu- 
tation pay for his military services; which was re- 
ferréd to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 


t 


mittes on Pensions, to which was referred the pe- 
tition of Clara R. Cobb, made an adverse reports 
which was ordered tobe printed. —— — — 

Mr. SIMMONS gave notice of his intention, at 
some early day; to ask leave to introduce a bill 
granting compensation to Robert Perkins, a citizen 
of Rhode Island , for the capture of prisoners during 
the late war with Great Britain. ~ | ` 

[A message in writing was received: from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. WALKER, 


|i his private secretary] ts 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report made by the Committee on Pen- 
sions on the petition of Evelina Porter, but— 

Mr. WESTCOTT expressing a wish for furthe 
time to examine the subject, : 

The report was informally passed over. i 

Also, the adverse report on the petition of Wil- 
liam Butterfield; and in concurrence therewith, it 


: was 


Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioner be not 
granted. 

Also, the adverse report made by the same com- 
mittee on the petition of James Robinson; and in 
concurrence therewith it was ore 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioner be 
not granted. , ; : 

Also, the report of the Committee on Pensions, 
adverse to the petition of James Morgan, of Vir- 
ginia, for a pension; and in concurrence therewith 
it was 

Resolved, That the prayer ‘of the petitioner be 
not granted. 

THE INDIAN TRIBES. 


The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Jarnaain, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
on the 15th instant, came up in its order on the 
calendar for consideration, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War prepare, or 
cause to be prepared under his direction, a state- 
ment exhibiting a true history of the relations be- 
tween the United States and the several Indian 
tribes or nations, from the revolutionary war down 
to the extinction of the Indian title eastward of the 
Mississippi. Also, a statement, in tabular form, of 
all the sums paid to different Indian tribes for the 
purchase of their lands, designating each tribe, the 
date of purchase, amount paid, amount. of land 
ceded or purchased, the annuities given to each 
tribe, the duration of such annuities, the amount 
held in trust by the United States Government for 
any of such tribes, how much. thereof has ‘been 


| invested in stocks, and the authority for investing 


the same, and the number of persons ineach tribe 
among whom such sums or annuities were or are 
divided. 

Mr. PHELPS said that, in looking at the resolu- 
tion, it appeared to him it hardly covered the 
ground intended. He therefore proposed to insert 
after the words “how much thereof has been in- 
vested in stocks,” the words “and in what stocks 
invested.” They should know what the fund was, 
and that was the object of the amendment which 
he had submitted. 

Mr. CASS had not the slightest objection to the 
inquiry; but he would suggest whether the first 
part of the resolution did not go much farther than 
was designed. No one could tell‘ the amount of 
labor which was requisite to obtain the informa- 
tion. On a motion of the Senator from Mississippi, 
a subject had been presented to the War Depart- 
ment the other day, and for the purpose of fur- 
nishing a reply, six clerks were employed upon 
the work. The quantity of matter required to be 
published by this resolution would put the country 
to a cost of a thousand dollars, because it called 
for all the facts and circumstanc2s connected with 


li the intercourse between the Government. agents 


and the Indian tribes, from the foundation of the 
Government to the present time. . There had been, 
but a few years since, a quarto volume published 
on this subject, which either was in the hands of, 
or was accessible to, every petson. This volume 
contained all the various treaties made with the 
Indians, and the other facts called for. He sug- 
gested, therefore, to the Senator from Tennessee 
to modify the first part of the resolution, so as to 
limit its operation. To the residue he had no ob-~ 
jection. 

Mr. JARNAGIN remarked that a resolution of 
inquiry was submitted by a Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Dicxinson,] twelve months ago; it 
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was referred to the Committee on Indian Afiairs, 
and the resolution now before the Senate was. the 
response made to it. He was aware that they 
had a work containing all the Indian treaties made 
before 1837; but the treaties themselves, as con- 
tained in that work, did uot give the information 
which the Committee on Indian Affairs desired. 
It was true, that by turning to the work, and to 
the several treaties with the various tribes, the 

could get information; but the first object ‘which 
the commitiee had in view was this: that every 
treaty made with the several tribes should follow 
each other, and thus avoid the disconnexion 
which now existed. The second object was, 
that there should be a tabular statement, showing 
what sums had been paid to the several tribes from 
time to time, the amount of stocks, and annuities. 
He was apprised that immense sums of money 
had been paid to the Indian tribes, and that it had 
almost all been expended by way of annuities. 
Few would believe what a large amount had been 
paid in the shape of annuities to tribes of Indians 
which were almost extinct. ‘The information 
called for by the resolution, if obtained, would 
greatly aid the Committee on Indian Affairs in the 
consideration of the business referred to it from 
year to year. Although it would be expensive to 
publish a work. of this description, he believed the 
facilities thus afforded to the committee, for sever- 
al reasons, would ultimately be a saving to the 
Government. The committee had directed him, 
with this view, to report the resolution now under 
consideration. The object was not to have a gen- 
eral history of the, various tribes, but only so far 
as to show the connexion between them and the 
United States since the revolutionary war. The 
language of the resolution did not call for, nor did 
it embrace, the speeches made by the negotiators 
of the treaties, and the eloquent responses of the 
Indian orators. They had passed to the pages of 
history, and had been made the subjects of song. 
It was to ascertain when the treaties were made, 
how much land had been acquired, how much 
money had been invested in stocks, &c. The reso- | 
lution precluded the introduction of fancy and fic- 


as to what was required. He had no particular 
desire that the phraseology should be retained; if 
Senators wished anything more specific, he should 
vote for it. i 

Mr. CASS said, that in the answers to inquiries 
made in 1839 and ’40 would be found almost all 
the information called for by this resolution. There 
was a detailed report of our intercourse with the 
various tribes, annuities paid, lands purchased, and 
lands ceded. He would merely suggest that the 
resolution be modified in accordance with this fact, 
as, in its present shape, the information called for 
could only be furnished at a heavy cost to the | 
Government. 

Mr. SPEIGHT asked for the reading of the res- 
olution as it was proposed to be amended by the 
Senator from Vermont, and it was again read; 
when 

Mr. BENTON remarked that there were three 
distinct subjects embraced in the resolution. One 
of them related to stocks belonging to the Indians, 
and how much money had been ‘invested. It was 


proper they should have a full report on this sub- 
ject; and he concurred heartily with the Senator 
from Tennessee, that they should have as ample 
returns as they could obtain. The next was the 
purchase made of the Indians, and the amounts 
paid them; this information was obtained, in the 
fullest form, on his motion, four or five years ago. 
If they now called for it again, they would merely 
get a copy of one of their own documents. There 
was not much necessity for that. In respect to 
the first part of the resolution, he objected to it. 
He was opposed to employing persons to write 
histories, for he believed all our papers were teem- 
ing with all sorts of information that everybody 
had ever dreamed of. He believed that the gro- | 
cers—not to speak of the trunk-makers, who had 
enjoyed the prerogative time out of mind—and the 
dry-goods merchants, were now supplied, by the 

ound, with the printed matter of Congress. When 
he first came to Congress, documents were sold for 
four cents a pound to the grocers and dry-goods 
merchants. Fhe market became glutted, and the | 
price then fell to two cents. The servants employed 
about the Capitol, whose perquisites the surplus 
documents were, had complained of this fall in the 


i 


| 


| the introduction of an 


| of amendment. 


| money invested in stocks. 


| tory to which allusion had been made was partially 


? 3 fic- |! tained deficiency, and not to encourage book-ma- 
tion by way of embellishment, and was explicit |j 


! abuse to which be bad alluded; but the remarks 
i under the counter. The observations were good, | 
| ports, which were ordered to be printed; but if 
| members of Congress placed no more estimate upon 


| He believed 


| had been treated with great kindness by our Gov- 


| of it. 


price. For their benefit, he hoped there would be | 


a less number printed, so as to re-establish the: 
former rate of value. ; 
[Several Senators inquired, “ What is the price 


hte’ 

Mr. BENTON said he did not know. But he 
was certain that the public documents had so much 
depreciated in value, that they had been at last 
made use of as wrapping-paper. Yes, sir, they 
had become an article of export, and still the price 
could not be kept up above two cents per pound. 
He suggested a modification of the latter part of 
the resolution, but repeated that he was against the 
first, for the reasons which he had already stated. 


Mr. JARNAGIN had no objection to the reso- 
lution lying on the table for the present. The word 
history was not intended in an unlimited sense by 
the committee, lt was not intended to sanction 
extraneous matter. It was 
high time that we had the information relative to 
Indian affairs which the resolution called for. He 
regretted the fll in the price of public documents, 
an evil which could not be incrensed by this reso- 
lution, which would require the information asked 
for to be compressed in a volume something like 
the Revised Code. He had not called up this roso- 
lution, but, he repeated, that an answer to the reso- 
lution would save much expense, by obviating, in 
a great degree, the frequent calls upon the depart- 
ment. As to the phraseology of the resolution he 
did not care; if it were not acceptable to Senators, 
he would be happy to hear from them suggestions 


Mr. DICKINSON said that, a year ago, he in- 
troduced a resolution of inquiry on this subject; 
but it had been so long since, that it had almost 
assed from his mind. He believed that the reso- 
ution, as offered, did not embrace the amount of | 
It was designed more 
as a matter of Inquiry, and was not pressed on the 
Senate; but at the time, according to his recellec- 
tion, it was laid on the table for future action, as 
there was some reason for believing that the his- 
imperfect. The object was to supply any ascer- 
king; for no one was more opposed to congressional 
book-making than he. We concurred in the views 
expressed by the Senator from Missouri as to the 


were as applicable to one document as to another. 
Some printed during the last session were found 


but should not be viewed a 
tion. Gendemen of se 


general in their applica- 
mee had made valuable re- į 


them than to sell them by the pound, they ought 
to be privileged to do so. Valuable documents, 
however, ought not to be withheld from the people. 

that our relations with the Indian 
tribes had been placed in a false light by Govern- 
ments abroad and by philanthropists at homey and 
his object was, to show that this interesting people 


ernment: therefore, his design was, not to present 
a one-sided or partial statement, but a connected 
history from the Revolution to this moment, ex- 
hibiting the exact relations between the United 
States and this unfortunate race. If the resolution 
went beyond this, he had no objection to its being 
circumscribed; it would be very easy to amend it. 
He hoped the resolution would receive the consid- 
eration of the Senate. Hie had submitted the in- 
quiry which had given rise to it from no wish to 
allow any one to figure in this matter—to make 
books or worthless documenis; and he would be | 
well contented if any disposition should be made 


Mr. BENTON. Let it He on the table. 
The resolutions were then laid on the table for 
the present. 


PERSONAL AND EXPLANATORY. 


Mr. ALLEN here rose, and said that he de- 
sired to ask the indulgence of tne Senate to make 
a correction of what he conceived to be a material 
error in the remarks of Senators yesterday, as re- 
ported in the papers of the day. The remarks of 
onc of the Senators—the Senator from South Car- 
olina—as reported, concluded thus: “ I was hap- 
‘py, also, to hear from the chairman of the com- 
¢ mittee that a ‘ masterly inactivity’ would not lead 
“to war, but that the course he [Mr. A.] recom- 
‘mended would lead to war.’ In the remarks of | 


the Senator from Florida, as. reported, he found: 
this sentiment: “Let him ask himself (Mr. A] 
< whether he was prepared to go forward with the 
‘notice, which he says will lead to war,’ &c. : 
Now he (Mr. A.) desired to say that-he made- no: 
such declarations. as were-ascribed to him in the re~ 
marks of Senators, as reported inthe newspapers. _ It 
seemed important, in view of every interest, that. 
he (Mr. A-) should be distinctly ‘understood or 
this subject, and therefore he wished to explain 
what he did say. He said that he did not believe, 
and that no Senator on that floor, so far as he 
could understand, did believe, that in the measures: 
proposed relative to the Oregon territory, there 
would be any just cause of war on the part of 
Great Britain.” That was one statement, The 
other statement was, that notwithstanding they 
were all of that opinion, yet they were divided in 
opinion—if he could judge of the sentiments ex- 
pressed by Senators who had spoken—as to the 
probability of Great Britain viewing these meas- 
ures as they did, or the reverse. They differed. 
as to the probability of Great Britain viewing these 
measures in the one light or the other; and there- 
fore Senators might very justly differ upon the 
uestion as to the probability of the occurrence of 
ihe contingency of war. That was what he said, 
Tc expressed no opinion as to what course Great 
Britain would pursue; but he did express his opin- 


| ion that she would find in their legislation no just 
| cause for war. What construction she might deeny 


proper to put upon our legislation—what course 
she might think herself justified in pursuing, was 
a matter which he could not undertake to solve, 
and on which he then expressed no opinion, But 
whilst up, he would express an opinion. He 
would say this: that he did not believe—(all other. 
matiers out of consideration—other state reasons 


| thrown out of the connexion)—he did not believe 


that Great Britain would go to war solely and ex- 
clusively for the possession of Oregon, and there- 
fore our measures in reference to Oregon will not 
only afford her no just ground of war, but will not 
lead to war, without, she had other: state reasons 
for desiring a conflict with the United States, |. 

He (Mr. A.) deemed it proper, in. view of all 
the interests concerned, to make this statement. 
Without pretending or designing to cast any censure; 
anywhere, he deemed it right and proper, and even 
necessary, in view of all concerned, to make this 
a ares 

r. CALHOUN,. Irise simply with reference 
to the remarks of the Senator applicable to what I. 
said yesterday. I did not hear the Senator read 
the extract from the report, as I then happened to 
be behind the chair. Will he read it again. i 

Mr. ALLE read the extract already given. 

Mr. CALHOUN. My expression was “ might 
occur,” not “* would occur.” 

A Senator, (whose name we did not learn,) asked: 
What paper do you read from? 

Mr. ALLEN. The“ Union.” 

Mr. YULEE inquired whether, in speaking of 
the Senator from Florida, the Senator from Ohio. 
had reference to him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. YULEE had then only to remark, that he 
felt himself warranted in the inference that the 
Senator from Ohio did expect that war would re- 


i sult from giving the notice—at all events. that he 


deemed that that would be a probable result of the 
notice being given by this Government, That in- 
ference he felt justified in. drawing, from the fact 


|i that the Senator was willing, only on the contin- 


gency of the passage of that resolution, directing 
the President to give notice of the termination of 
the joint occupancy under that convention, to vote 
for the proposed increase of the navy, and did re~ 
gard that bill as a war measure. He had no doubt 
that the gentleman: would regard him (Mr. Y.) as 


| warranted in drawing the inference.that he did.ex- 


pect war as a probable, or at all events a very, pos- 
sible, contingency to result from the passage ofthe 
Oregon resolution; else he [Mr. Anew] would.not 
have been willing to make the appropriation asked 
for, with a view to increase our naval force cuntin- 
genton the passage of that resolution, and thus 
given it the aspect of a war measure., He (Mr. 
Y.) was endeavoring to resist the assumption by 
the gentleman that this was a War measure,- He 
had thus stated the grounds.on-which he had drawn 
his inference, and if he were wrong, he would be 
very glad to be set right by the gentleman.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Sir, I eave nothing for your in- 


1846... 


our inferen- 


ferences. -Ihave nothing to do with 
ces: Itis with. the statements that 
I made no-such statement as-is:represented to have 
been made by me in the reported speech of the 
gentleman. ; ` . 
„Mr. YULEE.. ‘Well, I did. not assert that you 

did—but I considered myself. quite justified in 
drawing the inference which I-have stated. 

Mr. ALLEN. -T care not what.your inferences 
‘were, : 

On motion, it was 
_ Ordered, That when, the Senate -adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, ae 

‘The. Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, the doors being re-opened, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, January 22, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. G. S$. HOUSTON, on leave given, offered 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
‘ Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
‘ the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
‘Decatur, in Morgan county, Alabama, to Moul- 
‘ton, in Lawrence county, Alabama. ’’ 

Mr. GoW. JONES asked the House at this 
time to take up and consider the resolution offered 
by him yesterday, and then laid over by the rule. 
He did not suppose that it could give rise to any 
debate; but if it did, he would withdraw his mo- 
tion. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
read as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
“be directed to report to this House the quantity, 
‘invoice value or cost, amount of duties actually 


apea, the rate of duty, and the equivalent ad va- | 
‘ 


orem duty per cent. ofall articles, both free and 
‘dutiable, imported into the United States during 
‘the year ending January 30, 1845.” 

No amendment having been offered, the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report from the Register. of the Treasury, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Flouse of the 
19th instant, showing the amount expended annu- 
ally for the printing of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, from the first to the last Congress inclusive; 
which, letter and report were referred to. the select 
committee on the subject of printing. 


FREMONT’S REPORT. 


The SPEAKER also presented the following 
communication from B. B. Frenen, esq., Clerk of 
the House; which was read: 


Orricy or tag CLenk House Rers. U, S., 
° January 21, 1846. 
To the Speaker of the House af Representatives: 

Sir: On, the 13th instant, the House passed a 
resolution in the following words: 

“Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and 
‘ hehereby is, directed to distribute the extra copies 
‘of Lieutenant Fremont’s reports, ordered. to be 
‘ printed by the last House, amongst the members 
cof the present House.’’ 

The document which the undersigned was thus 
directed to distribute to the members of this House 
was ordered to. be printed and distributed by a res- 
olution of the last House of Representatives, adopt 
ed on the 25th day.of February, 1845, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


t he is hereby, directed to’ receive, in the recess of 
‘ Congress, the reports of Lieutenant (now brevet 
‘ Captain) Fremont’s expedition of 1843 and 1844 
“to Oregon and North California, as the same shall 
“be published frem the War Department; and that 
‘ten thousand extra copies thereof be. printed, to- 
‘gether with the lithrographed maps and drawings 
‘accompanying the same, for the use.of the mem- 
‘bers of the present Congress; and. also the report 
t of the. same officer of his expedition to: the Rock 
‘mountains in the year 1842, be re-printed, -wit 
‘the report of the last expedition, without. the ap- 
£ pendix of astronomical and meteorological obser- 
‘vations, ”? 


have to do.+| 
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In view of the contradiction in terms contained 
in the foregoing resolutions, the undersigned enter- 
tained dabis as-tọ the effect of the resolution pass- 
ed by the last House. It became a question in his 
mind whether that resolution did not vest a right 
of property in the document ordered by that reso- 
lution to be distributed, in- the members of that 
‘Congress, of which those -persons. alone could di- 
vest themselves. And the Clerk having them in. 
his possession, an order of a member of the last 
Congress, dated. March 1, 1845, to deliver. “ all 

ublic documents or books” due to him as a mem- 
Per of the 28th Congress, to a gentleman in this 
city, deemed it proper, on the day of the adoption 
of the resolution of the 13th instant, by the present 
House, to address a letter to the Attorney General 
of the United States, setting out the facts, and re- 
spectfully requesting his opinion, whether the Clerk 
could deliver the copies of Fremont’s Report, still 
undelivered, to the members of this House, without 
subjecting himself to a legal prosecution by mem- 
bers of the last House, for thus disposing of books 
which they claimed as their property. And also 
whether by the passage of the resolution of the 
25th of February, 1845, the property of the books 
ordered vested in the members of the House which 
passed the resolution. 42h T 

The Attorney General has not replied in writing, 
or officially, to the letter of the undersigned; but at 
a personal interview with that officer, he declined 
giving an opinion, and advised the undersigned to 
bring all the facts before the House, through the 
Speaker. 

The undersigned respectfully states that no 
question has ever heretofore been made, within 
his knowledge, as to the private and personal right 
of a member to such books and documents as the 
Tlouse have by resolution ordered to be distrib- 
uted amongst the members; and there are man 
cases on the files of the office where executors, ad- 
ministrators, and assignees have applied for, and 
received, the books and documents of their testa- 
tors, intestates, or assignors; and there are now in 
the possession of the undersigned, as Clerk of this 
House, hundreds of volumes of books belonging 
to members of former Congresses, which he has 
ever held to be as sacredly their private property 
as he would the value in money of those same 
books deposited with him in trust. 

There is no question that the members of the 
last House of Representatives, who are not mem- 
bers of this House, consider themselves entitled 
each to his proportion of the ten thousand copies 
of Freemont’s Report, ordered by the resolution of 
last House; and many of those members have sent 
to. their successors. in the present House orders 
upon the: Clerk to deliver the copies to which they 
are entitled, to. those successors, for distribution 
among their common constituents. Since the adop- 
tion by the House of the resolution of the 13th in- 
stant, the undersigned has received letters from sev- 
eral members of the last House of Representatives, 
who are not members of this House, protesting 
against the delivery of the copies of Fremont’s Re- 
port, claimed by them, to any person other than 
themselves, except by their order. ‘Those letters 
are communicated herewith, together with a letter 
from.a highly respectable member of this House, 
protesting generally “in behalf of those who are 
‘absent, to my taking any step whatever to deprive 
‘them of Fremont’s Journal, to which they are en- 
€ titled by virtuc of a solemn, a legal, and a valid act 
‘of the last House of Representatives.” 


Under these circumstances, the undersigned feels | 


that he is placed in a most unpleasant dilemma. 
While he may subject himself, on the one hand, to 
legal prosecution by complying with the order of 
the 13th instant, he is aware that he may, on the 


i : ; i| other hand, incur blame and censure by failing to 
“Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and | 


do so. 

He knows, however, that in appealing through 
you to the House of Representatives to relieve him 
in some way from the embarrassment in which he 
is pacs he appeals to a body composed of indi- 
viduals not one of whom would require him to do 
an act which would have the remotest tendency to 
involve him in personal difficulty. 

He therefore most respectfully, but earnestly, 
prays that the House may take such order in the 
premises as will relieve him from the unpleasant 
situation in which the conflicting resolutions of the 
last and the present sessions, above. referred to, 
have placed him. 


‘With the disposition to carry out promptly and 


| Congress? 


faithfully every order of the House of Representa- 
tives of which he may be made the Higbee 
subscribes himself, most respectfully, your obe~ 
dient servant, Li oi B. TPENOH, Es 
e guse of Representatives 
Clerk oft A Cr the United States. 
Hon. Jonn W. Davis; ae 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. i 

After an inquiry by Mr. JENKINS in relation, 
to the number of copies of the report which had 
been presented to the members of the last e885 
the reply to which, by the Clerk, the repórter could, 
not hear— r 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON offered the follow- 
ing resolution: aE 

Resolved, That the Clerk forthwith distribute the 
report of Fremont according to the order of the 
House of 13th January instant. ‘ 

The SPEAKER said the resolution was not in. 
order except by general consent. . 

And no objection being made, the resolution was 
entertained. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that he did not object to 
the course pursued by the Clerk in submitting this 
subject to the House, but he objected to his reason- 
ing in the communication just read, and he would 
undertake to show that it is erroneous in, every 

rinciple. The Clerk takes the ground (continued 
Mr. T.) that the former House having directed the 
printing and distribution of Captain Fremont’s re-, 
port, the books belonged to the members of that 
House, and cannot now be authorized to, be de- 
livered to the members of this House; and that by 
doing so, he (the Clerk) would be subjecting himself 
to suits or actions for so doing. I would.ask, if we 
have no power to recall a mere order of a former 
It is assumed that there is a vested 
right in these books, printed for distribution, in the 
members of the Congress who made the order. Sir, 
will it be pretended that they have an absolute prop- 
erty in the book? Let us see how this is. Could 
the number to which a member is entitled to be 
levied on and sold for his debts? Could they be 
attached? Is it possible that these books, printed 
for distribution, and paid for out of the money of 
the treasury, is the personal property of the mem- 
ber, and that they would descend to his heirs, or go 
to his executors to pay his debts? If this would not 
follow, then is there no vested rights to be infringed 
by this order. Sir, this question has been decided, 
already decided, at this session of Congress. Mem- 
bers had come on here, and taken: their seats ac- 
cording to the rules and usages of this House. 
Notwithstanding this, sir, and notwithstanding it 
was claimed that the members had vested rights by 
virtue of the rules of the House, and by the act of 
taking their seats, still the House rescinded the or- 
der, and removed members from their seats, and 
submitted them to a new appropriation by lottery. 
The vested right, under the rules of the House, 
was just as strong in the case of the seats as in this 
case of the books.: On that question it was-object- 
ed, that members could not vote, béecause prohibits 
ed by rules of the House from voting in cases in 
which they were personally interested. The Chair 
promptly decided that the interest was as a repre- 
sentative, and not as an individual. Now, if these 
books are individual property, then, by the rules 
of the House, the members could not have voted 
on the subject, because of the rule which prohibits 
a member from voting when he is personally in- 
terested. He could not have voted under: these 
circumstances. It is simply on the ground that he 
is not voting for himself, but as a representative, 
for the benefit and use of his constituents, that hè 
could vote for his own use. This is monstrous! 
Why, what would be thought of a member who 
should set up a shop, and sell the books voted by 
the House? Would the Clerk distribute books to 
such a one for such a purpose? Could not the 
House prevent such conduct ? “If there be a vested 
right, this could not be prevented; you would have 
tolet us go on. 

Sir, the representative is a trustee. for his con- 
stituents. Cannot the trustee be changed, for the 
purpose of executing the trust, to prevent the trust 
from failing? Why, sir, it is. every day’s. practice 
to change a trustee for the benefit of the cestuy que 
trust. -Linsist (said Mr. T.) that the members 
here have only a qualified property in. these books, 
and all furnished by the same process. Their 
property is only to receive and distribute them to 
the people. They are trustees for this purpose. 
The order of the 13th instant only changes the 
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trustee; the party beneficially interested—the peo- | 
ple—remain as before, and their interests remain 
untouched. 

_Why, sir, what contract does this order for dis- 
tribution violate? If it violates no contract, it 
Violates no vested right. What contract was there 
with the members of the last Congress for these 
books? What did they give for them? A mem- 
ber has a contract for $8 per day; this cannot be 
taken away: did he come here under any contract 
to receive anything more by way of compensation? 
Certainly not. What contractis there, then, that 
the constitutional provision interposes to protect? 
I can see none whatever. There is no contract, 
then; and there is no law under which the position 
can be maintained, because. the order is not in the 
shape of a law; it is a rule, or order of this House. 
Jt is not a vested right under a law, because, to be 
such, it would have required the action of all the | 
branches of the Government to make the law. | 
But here this was not the case; only this House } 
acted in making the order; it was not a law, there- 
fore; it was but an order, and does not come at all i 
within the alleged operation of the constitutional | 
protection. The resolution, in fairness and jus- | 
tice, ought to pass, and I hope it will pass. i 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL replied brief- 
ly to the remarks of Mr. Tuonrson, contending | 
that this was a high and sacred trust, which should | 
not be violated by this House without very strong i 
reasons. And he referred to the statement of the | 
Clerk as to what had been the unanimous practice | 
and usage of the House in such cases, 

Mr. SCHENCK opposed the resolution, as well | 
on the arguments of courtesy, convenience, and | 
common justice, as of the precedent which its 
adoption would establish, The course of proceed- 
ing was one which would effect this object—that | 
any odium attached to voting appropriations of | 
money to print documents by one Congress would 
attach to that Congress, whilst another Congress, 
shrinking from the responsibility of making the ap- 
propriations, would take to themselves the books, 

My. S. offered the following as a substitute for 
the resolution offered by Mr. Tompson: 

Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of 
Captain Fremont’s Report be printed for the use of | 
the members of this House; and that the resolu- 
tion of the 13th of January instant, proposed by 
this House, in relation to said report, be rescinded, 

Mr. SAWTELLE rose to inquire, for his own 
information and for the information of the new 
members of this ITouse, whether any member of 
the last Congress had sold or disposed of his por- | 
tion of thése reports; and whether any order had | 
been drawn upon the Clerk to deliver them to any || 
book store in Washington? 
Mr. RATHBUN rose, he said, to inquire wheth- | 
er the gentleman from Maine [Mr. SawrteLLE] had | 
received any information of that character which || 
was to be relied upon? 
Mr. SAWTELLE. Ihave. | 
Mr. RATHBUN. Then move for a committee 
to investigate the facts, and report them to this 
House. . 
Mr. SAWTELLE. I suppose the Clerk is || 
epared to give the information. 

Mr. RATHBUN said he objected; and he rose |! 
to this point of order: that it was not in order for || 
an imputation to be cast by the gentleman from | 

i 


A 


P 


Maine, through the Clerk, or any other person, on 
any member of this Fiouse, and (he was under- 
stood to say) that the reputation of every member 
should be protected, unless first convicted througn 
the investigation of a committee. 


Mr, SAWTELLE. I am credibly informed || 
I 


that itis a fact (and, if I mistake not, I was so 
told by the Clerk) that an order had been drawn 
upon him by one individual to deliver these books 
to a third party. That was the reason I made the 
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the Speaker to the Clerk; and that the Clerk now 
Stated that no such information as that mentioned 
by «the gentleman from Maine (Mr. SAWTELLE] 
was in his possession, : : 

Mr. SAWTELLE. Then I move that a select 
committec be raised to investigate the matter. 

‘The SPEAKER said ice ald not be competent 
to submit such a motion, until the resolution now 
under consideration had been disposed of. 

Mr. SAWTELLE. Ido not intend to debate 
the question. Iam not afflicted with that disease, 
that malady which has been raging here for some 
days, denominated, sometimes, cacoéthes loquendi. 
I hope I never may be afflicted with it, although, 
from the disposition 1 have manifested for several 
days past to get the floor in committee, the chair- 
man and some other members may have been in- 
duced to suppose that I have at least exhibited its 
premonitory symptoms. I therefore move the 
previous question on the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tiompson.] 

Mr. NORRIS moved that the whole subject be 
laid on table. 

Which motion was rejected. 

And the question recurring, and being taken, on 
the demand of Mr. SAwTELLE for the previous 
question; 

There was a second. 

And the main question (being first on the sub- 
stitute amendment of Mr. Scuencx) was ordered 
to be now taken, 

After some unimportant conversation on a point 


i of order— | 
Mr. PAYNE asked the yeas and nays on the 


amendment, which were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Abbott, John Q. Adams, An- 
derson, Arnold, Ashmum, Blanchard, Boyd, Brink- 
crhoff, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. 


| Chapman, Cobb, Collamer, Cranston, Culver, Dar- 
} : , 


ragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dunlap, Tohn 
H. Ewing, Giddings, Giles, Hampton, Harper, 
Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Jas. B. Hunt, Chas. 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James H. John- 
son, Daniel P. Ring, Thomas B. Kine, Lewis, 
Long, Maclay, MeClernand, McHenry, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Morse, Mosely, Norris, Perrill, Pollock, 
Julius Roekwell, John A. Rockwell, Runk, Rus- 
sell, Schenck, Alexander D. Sims, Albert Smith, 
C. B. Smith, Stephens, St. John, Sirohm, Thom- 


asson, Benjamin Thompson, ‘Thurman, Tibbatts, | 
i Tilden, Toombs, ‘Trumbo, Vance, Wentworth, 


Wick, Williams, Winthrop, Wright, Young, and 
Yost—75. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Baker, Bedin- 
ger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William W. Camp- 
hell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cocke, 
Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, De Mott, Dil- 
lingham, Dobbin, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Ed- 
win H. Ewing, Picklin, Garvin, Gentry, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Graham, Grover, Flarmanson, Henley, 


| Herrick, Hoge, Hough, John W. Houston, Geo. 


S, Houston, E. W, Hubard, Hungerford, Jenkins, 
Jos. Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kennedy, Leake, Leib, 
Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeClelland, McConnell, 
MeCrate, MeDowell, McGaughey, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Owen, Parish, 


| Payne, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Price, 
| Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Seaman, Severance, Leonard H, | 


Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Sykes, Jas. Thomp- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Vinton, Whea- 
ton, Wilmot, Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, 


| Wood worth, Yancey, and Yell—106. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution. 


inquiry, and I supposed that the Clerk would give 
a categorical answer. ; ; 

Mr. RATHBUN submitted, as a question of 
order, that it was not proper for a member to call | 
on the Clerk to answer a question before the House, 
and that it was not proper for any member to de- | 
tail to the House what the Clerk had told him. | 

Mr. SAWTELLE said the Clerk had presented 
the information this morning—i. e. in the state- 
ment, as the reporter understood. i | 

The SPEAKER, in reference to the last point of | 
order raised by Mr. Rarnsun—ti. e. as to the in- | 
terrogation of the Clerk—said, that it had been the |; 


Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. 
Black, Blanchard, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Buffington, Burt, Cabell, William W. Campbell, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Cul- 
lom, Culver, Cummins, Daniel, De Mott, Dilling- 
ham, Dobbin, Douglass, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erd- 
man, Edwin H. Ewing, Fieklin, Foster, Garvin, 


Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Gro- | 
habit of the House to put interrogatories through “ ver, Harmanson, Hough, S. D. Hubbard, C.J. i 


i| posed by the gentleman from Illinois. 


Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, George W: 
Jones, Thos. B; King, Leake; Ligon, Long, Mc- 
Clelland, McCrate, McGaughey, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Miller, . Morris, Parish, Payne; Perrys 
Phelps, Price, Rhett, Roberts, Runk, Russell Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Seaman, Severance; L.H. Sims, 
Simpson, Truman Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Strong, Sykes, James ‘Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Til- 
den, Tredway, Vinton, Wick, Wilmot, Woodruff, 
Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, Young, 
and Yost-—94. : f 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Ander- 
son, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Cathcart, John G. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Col- 
lamer, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, 
Dunlap, John H. Ewing, Hamlin, Henley, Hil- 
lard, Hoge, E. B. Holmes, G. S. Houston, Ed- 
mund W. Hubard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, James. B. Hunt, Hunter, J. R. In- 
gersoll, James H. Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Tumpkin, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McHenry, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Barclay Martin, Morse, Mosely, 
Moulton, Norris, Perrill, Pettit, Rathbun, Reid, 
Relfe, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, 
Schenck, A.. D. Sims, Albert. Smith, ‘Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Strohm, St 
John, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, 
Trumbo, Vance, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wood, 
Winthrop, and Wright—81. 

So the resolution was adopted, i 
And, on motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the com- 
munication of the Clerk was ordered to be laid on 
the table. : 

The SPEAKER announced that the unfinished 
husiness was the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions in the case of the Florida contested election. 

Mr. SAWTELLE rose and asked leave to offer 
the following resolution, which was read for infor- 
mation: ; 

Resolved, That a committee of five members be 
appointed, with power to send for persons or pa- 
pers, to inquire whether any member or members. 
of the 28th Congress, or any other Congress, have 
sold or otherwise disposed of Fremont’s Report, or 
other books, printed, purchased, or distributed by 
order of Congress for valuable considerations; and 
whether any orders have been drawn ee the 
Clerk for the delivery of said books; and that said 
committee report to this House the name of said 
person or persons engaged in said transactions, 
and all the facts thereof. ; 

Objections having been made, a motion to sus- 
pend the rules was agreed to. 

And the resolution being thus before the House, 
and the question being on lis adoption— 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL moved to amend it 
by adding thereto the following: 

And that they examine into and report to this 
House what order ought to be taken in relation to 
books and documents other than Fremont’s Report, 
now in possession of the Clerk of this House, and 
referred to in his communication of this days and 
also to report for the~consideration of the House 
some rule or order regulating the disposition of 
documents and books which may hereafter be pub- 
lished by order of this House. 

Mr. WENTWORTH suggested to the gentle- 
man so to modify his resolution as to include the 
members of previous Congresses, and notto confine 
it to the 28th Congress. 

Mr. SAWTELLE declined to accept the modi- 
fication. ; ; 

Mr. PAYNE expressed the hope that his friend 
from Maine would not accept the modification pro- 
The object 
which the gentleman had in offering the resolution, 
and which he (Mr. P.) most sincerely wished to 
he carried out, was to examine into: the state of 
facts, and ascertain whether any member of this 
Congress has sold books given to him by this body; 


jand Jet him tell them, he deemed. it due’ to-this 


House, due to the honor of its members, that: the 
examination should be made. No report was more 
common than that which went out among the peo- 
ple that they were in the habit of appropriating for 
books, of converting them into money, and -of 
pocketing the proceeds. He had no right to speak 
of any gentleman except himself; but so faras he 
was concerned, he should ‘feel-that he was-just as 
guilty, as basely guilty, in'a transaction of this sort 
as though he should put his arm into ‘the public 
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treasury and:purloin the-public funds. . Now, in- 
asmuch as this.report had gone out throughout the- 
country—inasmuch= as. they met it everywhere— 
inasmuch: ashe had- heard it again and. again re- 

gated—it was due-tothe honor of this- House— 
it wasdue’to thé-members of this body—that the 
¥esolution should be adopted; and that they- should 
stand’ up ‘against the imputation if there be no 
grounds for it but, on the other hand,. if there 
were grounds for it—if there was.a.member on this 
floor who-had so. far forgotten what.was due to the 
honor of this body, what was due to those rules 
of honesty of moral honesty, which should gov- 
ern him in the discharge of his legislative duties— 
then let his name be'exposed.to the public, that the 
finger of scorn might point him out to that publie. 

For these reasons, Mr. P. wished to see the 
resolution passed; and he told the gentleman from 
Maine, if he admitted the modification of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, the result would be, that they 
would have no examination. ‘They could not ar- 
rive at the facts; if they could, he would be will- 
ing to go back to any extent, he cared not how 
far. But let them go back to the Congress con- 
cerning which they could ascertain the facts, and 
let them see whether these peculations had oc- 
curred. The modification would defeat the ob- 
ject of the resolution; and he therefore hoped the 
gentleman would not adopt it. 

Mr. LEAKE demanded the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

And there was a second, | 

And the main question was ordered. to be now 
taken. 

After a suggestion by Mr. CROZIER, and Mr. 
HOUSTON of Alabaina, as to the phraseology 
of the resolution, 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

And the resolution, as thus amended, was 
adopted. 

r. SCHENCK moved that the rules of the 
FIonse be suspended for the purpose of calling the 
committees for reports, that the bills aud reports 
might go to the printers. 

‘he motion was rejected 

CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report- of the Committee of Elections in this case, 
and of the several: propositions thereon pending. 

Mr. BIGGS, referring to the allusions which 
had been. made. in the course of the previous de- 
bate to the proceedings in the Committee of Elec- 
tions, was understood to inquire of the Speaker 
whether such allusions were in order? À 

The SPEAKER said they were not in order. 

Mr: BIGGS was understood to say, then, that 
asno good, but much mischief might result from 
its violation, he should hereafter insist on a strict 
adherence. to the rules, 

Mr: Brocksnproven, the contestant, held the 
fl f 


oor: . 

Mr. CABELL rose and said, that he had risen 
for the purpose of making a proposition, which 
would probably save much time. It had been in- 
timated by the: friends of the contestant that his 
desire was that the voice of the people, as given at 
the polls, should be heard, and should prevail; that 
he did not wish to avail himself of any technical 
advantage, but that he was ready to adopt such a 
course as would enable the House to ascertain how 
the people had voted. That was precisely his 
(Mr. C.48). object; and it could be accomplished, 
as he ‘understood, by the adoption of the resolu- 
tion-of- the gentleman. from South Carolina, [Mr. 
A.D. Sims.) > Ifthe friends of the gentleman [Mr. 
Brockenrroven]. were sincere—orrather, if the 
friends of the gentleman spoke for him—and such 
was his object, it- could. (Mr. C. repeated).be at- 
tained by that resolution... To test the matter, he 
would therefore propose that the resolution should 
‘be submitted to the House without further debate. 
And, if it was the object of all parties—as it 
certainly was his—to arrive at a knowledge of the 
facts, this was a mode by which it could be ef- 
fecied. j 


I will also (continued Mr. C.) offer an alterna- | 


tive proposition. If the gentleman [Mr. Brocken- 
sroven| will not-meet.me on this point—if the res- 
olution is not acceptable to him or to his friends—I 
vill propose. that, inasmuch as it- is doubtful which 
of the two have received a majority of the votes of 
the-people of Florida, (and I admit that it is doubt- 


fal, although I believe that I have myself received 


that majority) yet I propose to him that we give 
this House no further trouble, but. that we go back 
to the people—the fountain-source from which we 
claim our rights. They are the proper tribunal. I 
am not afraid of them... I. believe that they have 
once elected: me, and that they. will elect. me again. 
Iam willing to trust wiyself in their hands, and I 
believe that they will at once confer a. majority of 
their suffrages upon me. E i 
It has been said by those who differ with me in 
olitical opinion, that. Florida is a Democratic 
State. ell, I acknowledge myself a ‘Whig. It 
is true that, a few months ago, the Democratic 
party swept gur entire State; itis true that mem- 
ers of that party were elected to the various State 
offices by a very large majority; and that the mem- 
ber elect to this Congress [Mr. YuLer, since elect- 
ed Senator of the United States] was retured by a 
majority of about one-fourth of the entire vote. 
It is said that I took the Democratic party by sur- 
prise; that I caught them napping, But they are 
wide awake now; and I propose that before they 
go to sleep again we should go back to the people, 
and let them decide on our respective claims. The 
gentleman can accept either of these propositions 
that he may choose; and if either is accepted, there 
will of course be no further necessity for the action 
of this House. 

Mr. BROCK ENBROUGHL rose and said: The 
question before this House was not what might 
have been the cause why so much larger a vote 
was given to his opponent than was given to the 
gentleman of the same political party at the pre- 
vious election. He was willing to concede to the 
Flouse that it was the transcendant abilities of the 
gentleman contrasted with the abilities of the pre- 
vious candidate; although many of the people of 
his State had said it was not owing to this cause, 


but to the transcendant falsehoods of the political || 


press which had slandered him (Mr. B.) when his 
back was turned, and he was at so great a distance 
that it was impossible for him to answer them. 
But he had done with that. 

Was it any great matter, (he asked,) after he 
had clearly proved before the ‘committee of this 
EIouse that he had such a majority as had been 
shown, notwithstanding all the technical objections 
that had been raised—was it a matter of particular 
courtesy, of particular generosity or friendliness, 
for the gentleman now to come forward and offer 
this proposition to him? In the very printed doc- 
ument which his competitor had thought proper 
to lay before the House, he had declared it out of 
his power to give him (Mr. B.) notice. of the 
grounds on which he meant to meet: him in con- 
testing the election; and in the committee room, 
as well as in this paper, (for he spoke not alone 
of what took place in the committee room,) after 
he (Mr. B.) had proved his majority, the propo- 
sition was then for the first time intimated by the 
gentleman to lay the subject before the people. 
After much time had been spent, after. arguments 
had been made before the committee, it was said, 
to save the committee any further trouble, Ict us 
refer this question back to the people, to whom 
it properly belongs. His (Mr. B.’s) prompt 
reply was, that as the committee had already had 
the trouble of. the investigation, it was as well to 
save the people the trouble of a new election, as 
it was to save the committee and the House the 
trouble of deciding this question, which had been 
thus presented. to them. A Florida Whig paper 
brought here the information as soon as the mail 
could bring it, that that proposition was made by 
his competitor, and by him (Mr. B.) was prompt- 
ly rejected, adding insult to the committee and to 
the House. It was said that it was promptly re- 
jected by Mr. Brocxensroven because he had 
rather trust to a “ Locofoco”’ committee and “ Lo- 
cofoco™ House of Representatives, than to go be- 
fore the people. He could not see, then, that his 
competitor could claim to have been particularly 
generous in this matter. If the gentleman was, as 


į! he alleged, so hurried to come here to perform the 


duties which he owed to his constituents, that he 
could not find the time to state to him (Mr. B.) the 
grounds upon which he meant to meet the issue, 
he asked him, what had he done since he had been 
here, that he was now willing to deprive the State 
of Florida of her elected Representative? Had he 
fortified her harbors? Had he protected her coasts? 
Had he regulated her land system? What stu- 
pendous work had he done, that he should be 


willing to leave that State for several months of 
this important Congress without a Representative, 
when he had been.in such a hurry to come.on here? 
No; these were very ingenious movements—move- 
ments which showed apart. of the same ability by 
means of which ‘lie (Mr. B.) had come so near: 
being defeated.. The gentleman might be willing 
to abandon a seat proved. to-belong.to him, (Mr. 
B.,) but he (Mr. B.) could-not abandon the: duties 
which he owed to his constituents here." j 

The other proposition `of. his competitor was, 
that the proposition of the gentleman-fram South 
Carolina [Mr. A. D. ie should: bë adopted, and 
that he [Mr. Canett] should be retained in his seat, 
in the face of the majority which he (Mr. B.) had 
clearly proved, both by the report of the minority 
and the majority of the committee, while he (Mr, 
B.) was despatched on the Quixotic expedition to 
Florida to try to find out if there were.not some 
returns which, by some possibility, might give the 
election to his opponent. 

Mr. Speaker, (said he,) I have brought forward 
all the returns which have come to my knowledge; 
I have brought forward all the returns, as I verily 
believe, which have come to the office of the Secre- 
tary of State. I asked for all; I demanded all; I 
am incapable of having demanded only a part. 
The gentleman insinuated (Mr: B. continued) in 
his printed address, that he (Mr. B.) had asked 
| only for such part of the returns as were favorable 
to him; but the gentleman had not asserted it, be- 
cause he knew that he (Mr. B.) was incapable of 
such an act, and because he knew that that officer 
was incapable of lending his aid to any such scheme. 
| If there were any precincts in Florida which were 
yet to be heard from, he was not acquainted with 
them officially; his competitor said ‘there were 
some still to be heard from, but the gentleman 
could not even claim that these votes were suf- 
ficient to overcome his (Mr. B.'s) ascertained ma~ 
i jority. Now, he submitted to the gentleman from 
| South Carolina, if the position which he had taken 
ij in his resolution was not a strange and extraordi- 
| nary one, The very ingenious gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. McGavenny] admitted that there 
|| were doubts as to the election of his competitor, 
+ and the gentleman himself admitted it. He (Mr. 
|| B.) had never doubted as to the result of the elec- 
tion; but doubts had arisen on the mind of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. „Why? Because he (Mr. 
B.) had proved that he had a.majority;:and if he 
had proved that he had a majority, where was the 
inference. that he was not elected ? Was it not-a 
novel proposition that after he had proved.an af- 
firmative, he should. now go forward and prove a 
negative? Was it not an anomaly.in.all rules of 
reasoning ? 

Mr. B. having thus stated his reasons for de- 
clining to accede to the propositions made by Mr. 
CasBsLL, proceeded to a general investigation of 
the case, and a vindication of his claims to the seat 
as representative from Florida. 

A motion to adjourn was then made; which 
having been agreed to by yeas and nays, 

The House adjourned. ; 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
| sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: : 


By Mr. JENKINS: The petition of Elijah Brown, for the 
payment of a revolutionary claim: referred to the Commit~ 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. - The petition of Elizabeth 
Grinnell, for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. The petition of Savi] Moores for a 
pension; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. WM. G. BROWN: The petition of Joseph G. Hill, 
of Virginia, praying Congress to relieve him from the pay- 
ment of a certain single bill therein named, on the ground 
that it had been executed to the United States through mis- 
take. Also, the petition of Abraham Brown, asking the 
same relief. 

| By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: The petition of Mr. Sant Angelo, 
in regard to the Mexican indemnity: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The application of Jonathan Slyter, of 
Clinton county, New York, for an invalid pension; referred 
i to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of the officers 
and managers of the Orphan Asylum and Alexandria Fe- 
male Free school, asking an act of incorporation. 

_ By Mr. CULLOM: The petition of Paul Chappin, pray- 
i ing to be placed on the revolutionary pension roll: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. The petition 
of Naney Armstrong, praying to be placed on the pension 
roll: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

_By Mr. R. SMITH: The memorial of a large number of 
citizens of Washington county, Pennsylvania, praying 
' Congress to make the public lands free to actual settlers, in 


a 


limited quantities : referred to the Committee of th 
on the state of the Union. eas 

By Mr. BENTON: The papers and proofs of John Van 
Slyke, of Montgomery county, New York, asking for a pen- 
sion : referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of Jane Rankin, of Jeffer- 
son county, Tennessee, widow of Reid Rankin, deceased 
asking Congress to grant her a pension. A 

By Mr. HENLEY: The applieation of the heirs of Mat- 
thew Stewart, of Indiana, for money due said Matthew for 
work done on the Cumberland road: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. CATHCART: The memorial of È. M. Chamber- 
lain and E. W., N. Ellis, of Goshen, Indiana, asking that a 
donation of land be made to the State aforesaid, to aid in the 
construction of a railroad therein specified, as a connecting 
Hink inthe contemplated route across the cantinent: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands, Also, the memorial 
of sundry citizens of Elkhart county, Indiana, asking Con- 
gress to construct a railroad to Oregon: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, Also, ‘the memorial of Wm. 
H. Topping: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

_By Mr. M.L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Ra- 
cine, for a harbor appropriation at that place. The petition 
of George E. Graves, for payment of certain losses sustained 
by him as mail contractor. The petition of citizens ot 
Wisconsin, for appropriation on road from Milwaukie to 
Fond du Lac, Wisconsin. The petition of citizens of Ra- 
eine, for an appropriation on road from that place to Madi- 
son, Wisconsin. The petition of citizens of Racine, Wis- 
consin; for an appropriation on rond from that place to 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 23, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap-; 


proved. 

The following are the members composing the 
committee ordered yesterday to be appointed on 
the motion of Mr. SAWTELLE: 

Messrs. BAWTELLE, HOPKINS, SYRES, STEWART, 
and Wick. 

The SPEAKER announced that the business 
first in order would be the report of the Commit- 
tee of Elections in the case of the contested elec- 
tion from Florida. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GIDDINGS said he rose to a question of 

rivilege, 

The SPEAKER said there was no motion be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. VANCE moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable his colleague to make a personal explana- 
tion. 

Leave was granted. 

Mr. GIDDINGS sent to the Chair the follow- 
ing paragraph, contained in the speech of Mr. 
Bepineer, of Virginia, which was read by the 
Clerk: 

“ The South dreads not this contest on ber own 
account more than other portions of this Union, 
and possibly not half so much as some. And it 
is a foul aspersion upon her character to say that 
she trembles because she is ‘ weak and helpless, 
defenceless and slaveholding.’ And I will say to 
the person [Mr. Gippinas, of Ohio} who threw 
out the base suggestion, that the South is able to 
defend her rights, not only on her own sunny 
plains, against the bloody efforts of reckless incen- 
diaries, but on this floor and elsewhere, against 
the Federal encroachments of him and his party 
upon the Constitution of the country. And I 
say to him further, that there are. bondsmen in 
the South—negro slaves there—who have ever 
been more true and more faithful to their mas- 
ters—to the hands which feed and cherish them— 
than he has ever been to his country or its Con- 
stitution. And should he and his cherished allies 
and friends, the ‘ black regiments from the West 
Tndies,’ attempt an invasion of Southern soil, 


at the thresholds of their masters’ dwellings, and 
scourge him home.” i 
These remarks were made on the 15th instant, 
while I was absent from the Hall, but did not ap- 
pear in print until yesterday. I now embrace the 
earliest opportunity of calling the attention of the 
House and of the country to them. Their charac- 
ter is obvious. They were intended to be grossly 
offensive, They. are as great a violation of the 
rules of this House, of parliamentary decorum, as 
they are of gentlemanly propriety. I, sir, can 
enter into no personal altercation in this Hall. I 
was not commissioned: for that purpose. Were I 
to do so I should forfeit my self-respect, and the 
confidence of a high-minded and patriotic constit- 
ney. ` f 

Ae explanatory of this personal attack, I will 
call to the notice of the House some suggestions 
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there are negro slaves there who would meet him į 
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| tlemen on whom 
H 
H 


i breeding overseer. 


; non-slaveholding States,” the “anti-slavery 
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put forth in a late number of the “ Savannah Re- 
publican.” The editor of that paper, who I ùn- 
derstand to be one of those Southern gentlemen who 
occasionally trafic in the bodies of women and chil- 
dren, says: i 

č fc Can any true patriot sanction such remarks as 
‘those uttered by Mr. Gmpines.on the floor of 
‘Congress? The time has been, when the man 
‘who dared to utter sueh sentiments would have 
‘been hooted, not only out of Congress, but out of 
‘the society of all men of patriotic feelings. It 
‘would be useless to expel him again from the 
“House for the utterance of treasonable words, 
* because he would doubtless be returned again by his 
‘ constituents. The only course, therefore, is, for 
* the members of Congress and the conductors of 
€ the press to treat him with contempt at the Capi- 
‘tol, and hold him up to the scorn of the people 
‘throughout the length and breadth of the land. 
‘Though it may not change his views, it will de- 
‘ stroy his influence, and deter others from coming 
‘to his support.” 

The striking coincidence between the sugees- 
tions of this editor and the attack of the member 
from Virginia renders further remark on that point 
unnecessary. 

For the purpnse of carrying out the object an- 
nounced in the “Savannah Republican,” a letter 
was published in the Union of yesterday, pur- 
porting to be written by the New York corres- 
pondent of that paper, in which the writer says! 

“ The late vile and wicked speech of Gropinas 
‘in the House, appears to be calling forth most 
‘scorching rebukes from his own friends. The 
t New York Observer, a religious paper of this 
‘city of wide circulation, and an advocate for the 
‘final abolition of slavery, in speaking of the infa- 
| £ mous tone of the Emancipator, the Liberator, and 
| € Gronines, says: ‘In placing these ominous pas- 
‘sages from the Emancipator, the Liberator, and 
‘speeches in Congress, in their connexion, we 
‘have a distinct object. It is to declare to the 
‘ world that these are not the sentiments of the non- 
‘slaveholding States, and they are not the senti- 
‘ments of the anti-slavery Christians of the free 
‘States. They are the sentiments of a portion only 
‘of those who are technically called abolitionists, 
t and who submit to the teachings of Messrs. Lea- 
| * vitt and Garrison, each of whom, at the head of 
| ‘his respective school, inculeates his peculiar 
‘opinions But the Christian abolitionists, or 
‘anti-slavery citizens of the North, desire no such 
‘means to be resorted to by Great Britain or the 
‘United States to deliver the slaves of the South 
‘from their bondage, The work of emancipation 
‘is to be effected, and, unless by such a catastro- 
‘phe as Mr. Gippiwes invokes, will be effected by 
‘the power of truth working in the minds and 
| ‘hearts of the southern people.’ ”? 

Thus the epithets and denunciations of this cor- 
respondent are sent forth “throughout the length 
j and breadth of the land” by means of the Execu- 
i tive organ in this city. Nor is this all: the writer 

has quoted the wiifll alter pis of a New York edi- 
tor to associate my name with those of other gen- 
le appears to think a degree of 
odium rests; and by that means to effect his por- 
tion of the work assigned to him by his slave- 
While he is doing this, he 
sacrilegiously attempts to pledge the Christian 
public of the North in favor of an indefinite con- 
linuation of the crime of slavery. 

I shall not attempt to say whether myself, “the 
Chris- 


tians of the free States,” or our holy religion, is 


l| most slandered by this profoundly ‘ religious” 
| paper. 
| House has sent it forth “ throughout the length 
| and breadth of the land.” 


However that may he, an officer of this 


In this connexion Tam told that I ought to no- 
tice another coadjutor in this work A. person ad- 
mitted upon this floor under the rules of the House, 
in consequence of his connexion as a reporter to 
the leading Whig paper of this city, was seen at 
his desk yesterday hawking a certain caricature 
designed to aid the more elevated calumniators in 
| their work of detraction. Now, sir, I wish to say 


| to the House that this vender of caricatures, the 


New York correspondent of the “Union,” the 
“religious newspaper’? referred to, the editor of 
the Executive organ, the editor of the “Savannah 
Republican,” and the member from Virginia, are 
‘too late in entering upon their work. I feel no ap- 
| prehension of danger from their shafts. They do 


not possess the power necessary'to hurl them with 
sufficient force to-reach me; and my: object in thus: 
detaining the House is to: call public attention to 
some of the parties combined together forthe pur- 
pose of overawing members of this House, and to 
revent them from a discharge of their official duty. 
ir, I must in God there are many members of 
both political parties who, ere long, will hurl defi- 
ance at such combinations, and who will put forth 
their utmost. power to redeem. this: Elouse and: the 
country from the: supercilious: contro} of a:slave- 
holding faction. a 
Mr. BEDINGER (leave having been granted to 
him for an explanation in reply) rose and said: I 
was not aware, when I’ made the. remarks the 
other day to which the gentleman. from Ohio has 
alluded, that he was not in his seat. It is well 
known to those who are well acquainted with me 
that I do not see very well without my glasses, 
and I did_not wear them when Ivspoke. When I 
first rose I was near his seat, and T thought, and 
still think, he was in it at that moment; but I take 
this opportunity to say, that the same words 
would fave been uttered by me if I had been cer- 
tain he was in his seat. “As. to the gentleman’s 
not desiring any controversy with me, I can say, 
from the bottom of my heart, that I have quite as 
little desire to have anything like a controversy. 
with him. Though I ‘may be ambitious, I cer- 
tainly have no ambition which would prompt me 
to tilt with windmills. : 
l regret not that the remarks were made, but 
that they may have aided that gentleman in the 
smallest degree to obtain that notoriety which 
seems to be hia whole object here. s : 


DEFENCES OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr. WARALSON rose and said, that, by leave 
of the gentleman who was entitled to the floor, 
[Mr. Canett,] and to whom he (Mr. H.) had 
spoken privately, he had risen for the purpose of 
asking the unanimous consent of the House to 
make a report from the Committee on Military 

airs, cea. 

Mr, SCHENCK rose to. move thatthe rules be 
suspended for the purpose of calling the commit- 
tees generally for reports. : 

The SPEAKER said, that the question way: on 
granting the unanimous consent asked for by the 
gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Harason.] 

Mr. SCHENCK objected; and again submitted 
his motion. 

The SPEAKER said, there was no rule at pre- 
sent in force that could be suspended.’ The un- 
finished business on which the House was engaged. 
was a question of privilege, and, as such, would 
override everything else. The House could only 
entertain any other matter by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARALSON inquired whether he under- 
stood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] as 
objecting to his (Mr. H.'s) motion. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he did object, because 
there were a number of members who desired to 
make reports from committees. 

an SPEAKER said debate could not be enter- 
tained. f . 

Mr. HARALSON would only remark, he said, 
that the bill which he desired to report: related to 
the defences of the country, and that he would 
have been pleased to present it at this time. 

So the report was not.made. ar 4 

Mr, SCHENCK (the floor having been yielded 
for the purpose by Mr. Casen., and the Spraxer 
having intimated that the object which Mr. S. had 
in view might, under the rules, be accomplished 
in such a way) moved to postpone the consideration 
of the unfinished business until the committees 
shall have been called for reports. . 

But the motion was rejected. 

CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 

So the House resumed the consideration of the 
unfinished business of yesterday, being the report 
of the Committee of Elections, on the subject of 
the contested election from Florida: 

Mr. CABELL, the sitting member, was ‘entitled 
to the floor. . ; 

Before commencing his remarks, 

Mr. C. inquired of the Speaker: whether any’ 
intervals of time that might be occupied in-expla= 
nations by other gentlemen, should he. (Mr: C.) 
yield the floor for that purpose, would bé-consid- 
ered as a part of the hour to which therule would 
confine him? j ae: 


The SPEAKER. It is usual so todo. 
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“Mr KING. But- you- are not obliged to give 
way s 

Mr. CABELL merely wished, he. said, to un- 
derstand the matter... =: patsy oe, 

Mr. C.: then. proceeded: to address the Flouse at 
length in support of hisright:to the seat he held. 

;: Ng report. of this speech: is.in course of prepara- 

Mr, C: had not-concluded. his argument-when 
the SPEAKER announced the expiration. of the 

OUTS ee i . 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH, leave being. grant- 
ed, made a-biief explanation pertaining to certain 
remarks of Mr. CABELL: : 

After some conversption.on the part of several 
gentlemen asto this subject ` `. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of allowing both the sitting mem- 
ber'and the contestant to continue their arguments 
without limitation of time. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CULVER (of the minority of the commit- 
ie addressed the House at some length in reply 
to Mr. Hamu, and in explanation and defence of 
the positions of the minority report. That report, 
(he stated at the outset of his remarks,) which 
seemed to:have been made the target for the shots 
of gentlemen who had participated in the debate, 
was originally drawn up by himself under the or- 
der of the committee as a majority report; but on 
the change of positions of gentlemen members of 
that committee which had been frequently alluded 
to, it was only necessary to alter its title and it þe- 
came the minority report. ELence it was due to 
thegentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Currman,] who 
was one of the gentlemen whose signature was at- 
tached to it, to state that when it was announced 
that the chairman of the committee [Mr. Hamu] 
intended to bring in his report as the majority re- 
port, the gentleman had not time to look over the 
minority report, but agreeing to its premises and 
its conclusions, he had concurred in it. 

Mr. C. argued that there had not been received 
sufficient evidence to counterbalance the prima facie 
evidence of the commission of Mr. CABELL; that 
the evidence of the returns subsequent to those 
made to the Secretary of State within the thirty 
days required by law, brought forward by Mr. 
Brockensrouan, was to be considered as ex parte 
and inadmissible—specific notice not having been 
given to Mr. CasgLL; and that Mr, BROCKEN- 
wrovait had failed to substantiate the position he 
had taken, that he had received a majority of all 
the legal votes cast, all ihe returns not having been 
received up to this time. “He adverted to the im- 
portance. of arriving at a correct conclusion, not 
only as regarded the case itself, but in view of the 
precedent which its decision would. establish, and 
maintained the propriety of postponing action un- 
til further proot. could be brought forward. If it 
should then appéar that Mr, BROCKENBROUGH was 
entitled to the seat, he should be as ready as any 
gentleman to yield'it to him. © , : 

Mr. ©. yielded in the course of his remarks for 

urposes of explanation to Messrs. Hamiin and 
eae Jonesy ad having concluded— 

Mr. HAMLIN pade further explanation of cer- 
tain detàils of the detion of the committee alluded 
to. by Mr, Curver.? ) ; 

My. DOBBIN (of the majority of the commit- 
tee) defended the action of the committee, and the 
claim of Mr. Brocxensrover to the seat, on the 
ground that he had alike received a majority of 
the-votes returned to the office of the Secretary of 
State, according to the strict requirements of the law, 
within the thirty days, and of all the votes, inclu- 
ding those cubesquendly returned. He sustained 
the propriety of the division of the question of re- 
turns and of election,.maintaining that Mr. B. 
should have received. the commission—the true pri- 
ma facie evidence being in his favor—and that the 
House should. now -give~him the seat, as, under 
that state- of the. case, they could:do without dis- 
respect to the great seal of the State. The pres- 
ent sitting member would then become: the con- 
testant, in case the matter were further prosecuted; 
and if he succeeded in establishing the fact of his 
election, Mr. D. would cheerfully unite with gen- 
tlemen in the vindication of his right to the seat. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFYF' obtained: the. floor, and 
moved. the. previous question. s si oT gii e i 

Mr. STEPHENS signifying his desire to ad- 
dress. the House, appealed to: the gentlemen to 
withdraw his motion z 


= Mr. BRINKERHOFF declining to accede to 
the request— ace i 

The question was. taken, and the House refused 
to second the demand for the previous question— 
ayes 74, noes 78. : 

Mr. STEPHENS then obtained the floor, and 
yielded to a motion to adjourn; which being agreed 
to, ` : 
The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

: By Mr. LIGON: The memorial of John S. Tyson, admin- 
istrator of Jonathan W. Sherburne, praying compensation 
for services rendered by said Sherburne in constructing a 
buoy at the entrance of Port Royal sound: referred to the 
Committee of Claims. Also, the memorial of Charles Reed- 
er, a member of the board of examiners to make experi- 
mental trials in relation to the explosion of steam boilers, 


praying Congress to make provision for the liquidation of | 


his claim against the Government for services rendered while 
a meme of said board: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WICK: The memorial of Raymond W. Clark, 
praying. a grant of lands to uid the State of Indiana in the 
completion of the Central canal in that State: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CULLOM: The petition of Polly Owens, pray- 
ing to be placed on the pension. roll: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of Mathias Gish, and 
103 other citizens of western Ohio, praying for an appropria- 
tion for the continuance of the Cumberland road. 

By Mr. JAMES THOMPSON: ‘I'he petition of John Pom- 
roy, of Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying to be released 
from a claim on the part of the United States against him as 
bail of Fowle Crane, deceased; referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCRATE: The petition of Freeman Harden 
and 271 others, asking for an appropriation to buoy out and 
mark the ship channel, commonly called the Muscle Ledge 
channel, in the State of Maine ; referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. PRICE: The memorial of R. P. Hayenkany, and 
others, citizens of the State of Missouri, praying for the 
establishment of a mail route from Jacksonville, Mlinois, to 
Hannibal, in Missonri. 

By Mr. HONGERVORD: The petition of John Felt, for 
relief; referred to the Committee of Claims. Also, three 
petitions from citizens of Jefferson county, New York, tor 
the erection of suitable fortifications at Sackett’s Harbor, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 24, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved, 


p The SPEAKER announced that the unfinished | 


business of yesterday -was the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections in the case of the contested elec- 
tion from Florida. 

Mr. POLLOCK, on leave.given, withdrew from 
the files of the House the papers in ‘the case of 
‘William Norris, executor of John Norris, and 
moved their reference to the Committee of Claims. 
Ordered accordingly. 

CONTESTED ELECTION FROM FLORIDA. 


The House resumed the consideration of the re- 

ort of the Committee of Elections in this case. 

Mr. STEPHENS was entitled to the floor, and 
addressed the House on the general merits of the 
case, and in favor of Mr, CaseLw’s right to his- 
seat. If the House did not concur with himin 
this view, then he thought that they could come to 
no other conclusion than to adopt the resolution of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Sims,] 
thus giving an opportunity for further investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. SEDDON obtained the fioor. 

Mr. HAMLIN desired to say a few words in 
explanation of the course of the committee as to 
certain points of law. 

After some conversation, 


Mr. SEDDON proceeded with his remarks, and || 


spoke during the hour in support of the claims of 
Mr. BrocKxensrover. 

Mr. S. having concluded, 

Mr. SAWYER rose, and said that the House 
had now listened to a very long discussion on this 
question. A number of members, and the con- 
testing parties themselves, had been heard in favor 
of their respective claims, and about an equal num- 
ber of speeches, he thought, had. been made on 
both sides. The House had a vast deal of other 
important business awaiting its: action; and he 
would therefore move the previous question. 

Mr. G: DAVIS appealed. to Mr. Sawyer to 
withdraw. the motion. a 


Mr. SAWYER. I should be glad to accom- 
modate. the gentleman, but I cannot and wil not 
withdraw: the: demand. 

Mr. CABELL inquired of the Speaker, whether 
the effect of the-previous.question would be to cut 
off debate on all propositions ? 

The SPEAK ER said-such would be the effect. 

Mr. CABELL. If the vote were taken-on the 
proposition of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. A. D. Sims,] will itthen be ‘in order to-debate 
any other proposition? — - ee 

The SPEAKER. It wilt not. Regence 

Mr. CABELL was understood to’say-he wouldy. 
then; make an appeal in his own ‘behalf, that “he : 
might be heard. i ù 

Mr. DOBBIN asked Mr. Sawyer to withdraw 
the previous question for a moment, to enable hini 
(Mr. D.) to add a third resolution to these which 
| had been reported from the Commnittee of Elec- 
tions. ; 
[Cries of “ No, no; let the. gentleman from Ohio 
| [Mr. Sawyer] offer it himself.’’] $ 

Mr. SAWYER then took in his hand the pro+ 
position of Mr. Dogsiy, and said, I withdraw the 

emand for the previous question; I offer this pro- 
position, and I renew the demand for the previous 
question, 

[This was done amidst very great confusion and 
uproar.] eee © i 
The proposition was read. It declares that the 
adoption of the resolutions of the committee shall 
not preclude Mr. Cazexy from contesting his seat. 

r. THOMAS B. KING rose and submitted 
that the contesting member [Mr. BrocxenprovucH] 
had been allowed to speak twenty. minutes. over 
and above his allotted hour, with the distinct un- 
derstanding that a similar privilege should be al- 
lowed to the sitting member, [Mr. Caseun.] > 

The SPEAKER (addressing Mr. Sawysr:) 

, Does the gentleman demand the previous question? 
| Mr. SAWYER. Ido. T 

i Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. Iwill not vote for 
: the previous question, if the gentleman from Flori- 
; da will occupy only twenty minutes, 

{| The SPEAKER. The question is on the de- 

mand for the previous question. 

| Mr. J. H. EWING rose to a question of order. 
, Was it in order for the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

Sawyer] to withdraw the demand for the previous 
` question, then to submita distinct proposition, and 
; renew the demand. for the previous question, with- 

out affording an opporiuniiy to.a gentleman who 
was on the floor, and. who had been recognised by 
the Speaker, to make ‘any remarks? “When ‘the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sawyer] withdrew thé 
demand for the previous question, was not the gen- 
tleman who had. been recognised by the Speaker 
entitled to the floor ? ois : 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman. from Ohio 
(Mr. Sawyer] has no power to submit any prop- 
osition subsequent to the demand for the previous 

uestion. The proposition of the gentleman from 

hio is not in order. The previous question is 
still pending, and is the question before the House: 

Mr. G. DAVIS. I understand. that. the gentle- 
man from Ohio had withdrawn the demand. 

Mr. SAWYER. J adhere to it. : 7 

„Mr. G. DAVIS said, if the House would allow 
him one moment, he would suggest that all gen- 
tlemen, he presumed, expected the question to be 
taken to-day, and, if that object was. effected, he 
supposed it would be.enough, without pressing the 
question to an instantaneous decision in this way: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Ohio to say that he has not with- 
drawn the demand for the previous question. 

3 Mr. G. DAVIS. Then I hope it will be voted 
own. 

Mr. HOUSTON expressed the hope that the 
demand would be withdrawn, for the purpose. of 
allowing the sitting member to be heard in expla- 
nation, 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON called for the: vote. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he had understood. the 
gentleman from Onio [Mr. Sawyer] first to with- 
draw the demand: for the. previous. question, then 
to offer another proposition— = ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
moved the previous question. 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] was. recognised 
by the Chair. If the gentleman from Ohio with- 
draws the demand for the previous: question, then 


from Ohio 
Then the gentle- 


the gentleman from Kentucky is. entitled to the 
floor. : ; a 


238 


:Mr, SAWYER called forthe question. 

The result of a good deal of conversation, and 
of much confusion, on points of order, was, that - 

Mr. SAWYER insisted on his original demand 
vor the previous question, (which excluded the 
proposition of Mr. Dosim.) eR 

And the question being taken on the demand for 
the previous question, the vote stood—ayes 68, 
noes 95. ; 

So there was not a second, . 

Mr. G. DAVIS then took the floor, and spoke 
in favor of the present right of Mr. Capexs to his 
seat, ; f 
Me GORDON next obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed to 

Mr. CABELL, who addressed the House part- 
ly in further support of his claim, and partly in 
personal explanation. In the course of his remarks 
some conversation occurred on.questions of order. 

Mr. GORDON, after a few remarks, demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING asked leave to offer 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER said it would not. be in order. 

Mr. THURMAN moved a call of the House, 
which was ordered. 

And the roll having been called, 188 members 
answered to their names. 

Whereupon further proceedings on the call were 
dispensed with. 

Mr. T. B. KING renewed his motion for leave 
to offer an amendment; which was refused. 

And the question recurring on the demand for 
the previous question, there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

‘Which main question was first on the two reso- 
lutions reported from the majority of the Commit- 
tee of Elections. 

And the SPEAKER having so stated— 

Mr. McGAUGHEY asked a division of the 
question; which was ordered, 

Mr. W. HUNT inquired of the Chair whether 

the main question would not be first on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Sims. 
. The SPEAKER said that the proposition of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. [Mr. Sims] was 
a motiont to recommit, and had therefore been cut 
off by the previous question. 

Mr. MeGAUGHEY, Mr. VANCE, and other 
members, demanded the yeas and nays on the main 
question; which were ordered 

And the question was then taken—first, on the 
following resolution, to wit: 

Resolved, That Edward ©. Cabell, returned to 
this House as a member thereof from the State of 
Florida, is not entitled to his seat. : 

And it was decided in the affirmative, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Bedinger, Benton, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, Wiliam G. Brown, Cathcart, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, 
Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, Ed- 
sall, Elsworth, Erdman, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, 
Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James 
FI. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Leake, 
Leib, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, Me- 
Clelland, McClernand, McConnell, McCrate, Mc- 
Dowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay Mar- i 
tin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Per- 
rill, Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seddon, Leonard 
H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Sykes, 
James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, | 
‘Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yell, and Yost—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, William 
W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, J ohn G. Chap- 
man, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dix- 
on, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Gentry, 
Giddings, Graham, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, 


i Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W.| 
a Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Wash- | 


ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew John- 
son, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, 
Levin, Long, McGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendiotn , Pollock, Ram- 
Sy Julius Rockwell, John A, Rockwell, Root, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Ben- 
jamin Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, 

ance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, 
Wright, and Youne—79, 

So the House decided that Mr. CaseLL was not 


4 entitled to a seat in this House. 


And the question was then taken on the second 
resolution, to wit : 

Resolved, That Wiruiam H. Broceenrrovan is 
entitled to a seat in this House as a representative 
from the State of Florida. 

And it was decided in the aflirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Bedinger, Biggs, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Da ygan, Jeffer- 
son Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, 
Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, James H. 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Leake, Leib, 
Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, McClolland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McCrate, McDowell, 
McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Mor- 
ris, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, 
Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Strong, Sykes, James ‘Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tredway, Went- 
| worth, Wheaton, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, 
Yell, and Yost—100. 

NAYS—Messts. Abbou, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, James A. 
Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buñington, Burt, 
Wiliam W., Campbell, John H. Campbell, John 
G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Delano, Dixon, Douglass, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
H. Ewing, Genuy, Giddings, Graham, Hampton, 
Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John 
W. Houston, E. W. Wubard, Samuel D. Lub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Haunter, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. 
King, Thomas B. King, Lewis, Levin, Long, 
McGaughey, MeHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Norris, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Julius Rock well, John A. Rockwell, Root,Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
St. John, Strom, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Toombs, ‘rumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, and Young 
—84, 


So the House decided that Mr. Brockennroven 
was entitled to a seat in this House. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved a reconsider- 
ation of the vote on the second resolution, with 
the intention (as he subsequently explained) of 
moving a reconsideration of the first resolution, so 
as to leave matters for the present in statu quo. 
And Mr. T. sent to the Clerk’s table the follow- 
! ing proposition, which he intended to offer, should 
i the motion for reconsideration prevail. 

Whereas B. C. Canety having stated to this 
| House that there are other precincts in the State 
j of Florida, at which an election was held on the 
| 6th day of October, 1845, for representative in 
| Congress from said State, and that no return has 
! been made of said votes; that he has reason to be- 
lieve, and does believe, that if said votes had been 
| returned and counted, he would have had the ma- 
| jority of the legally qualified voters of said State; 
i that he has reason to believe, and does believe, 
that if time were allowed him he could make such 
| roof of the election of votes as would satisfy this 
| House that he is entitled to the seat he now occu- 
| pies for and during the term of the 29th Congress: 
Be it, therefore, 
Resolved, That the case of the contested election 


29th Congress be continued until the day of 
February, 1846: that the parties have leave to take 


from the State of Florida for Representative in the | 
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proof upon:due notice given; and thatthe saig E. 
C. Capeuy be not precluded from. contesting the 
seat of said Brocrensroven: o ioon 

Mr. T, briefly supported ‘his’ motion; 
manded the previous question. © es 

There was a second. : Sed GHG UE Pa 

And the main question ‘was ordered tobé taken. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked the yeas:and ‘nays on the 
main question; which were ordered... 

And (after some conversation, and an ineffectual 
motion to adjourn) the question, Will the House 
reconsider the vote by which the second resolution 
was adopted,” was taken, and decided as follows: 


* YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Benton, 
James A. Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, But 
fington, Burt, William W. Campbell, John G. 
Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Darragh, Garrett, Davis, Delano, Dixon, 
Douglass, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grinnell, Hampton, 
Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes; John 
Ww. louston, G. S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, 
Samuel D, Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Mose- 
ley, Norris, Pendleton, Pollock,’ Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Sea- 
man, Severance, A. D. Sims, Truman Smith, Al- 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stephens, St. John, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thom- 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, 
Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, and Young—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Bedinger, Biggs, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
William G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Collin, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Dargan, Jeffer- 
son Davis, De Mott, Dillmgham, Dobbin, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, Ficklin, Fries, Gar- 
vin, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haral- 
son, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough; Hunger- 
ford, James B. Hunt, Jorkins. J. H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Seabori Jones, 
Kennedy, Preston King, Leake, Leib, Lampkin, 
Maclay, McClean, McClelland McClernand, Me- 
Crate, McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Bar- 
clay Martin, Morris, Moulton, Pervrill, Perry, 
Pettit, Phelps, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seddon, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yell, and Yost 
—91. 

So the vote was not reconsidered. 


Mr. HAMLIN having risen and stated that: Mr. 
Brocxennroven was in attendance, and ready to 
take the oath, 

Mr. B. appeared, was qualified, and took his 
seat, 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON (leave having been 
denied) moved a suspension of the rules to enable 
him to offer a resolution; which, after a recital of 
a similar character to that above given, concludes 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the said Epwarp C. CABELL 
be not precluded from contesting the seat of the 
said Brocxensroven, if he shall hereafter think 
proper to do so. 


And pending this motion the House, at a very 
late hour, adjourned. 


and de 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Guy Carpenter, 
praying Congress to appropriate land ‘for draining Cotton- 
wood Swamp, Lenawee county, Michigan. ‘I'he petition of 
Henry Dishow, for compensation for losses, &c., during the 
last war. ‘The claim of Guy Carpenter, for expetises, &c., 
incurred on account of sickness during his servicés‘in the 
Black Hawk war as a volunteer, re gs 

By Mc. RUSSELL: The petition. of Thomas Badger, of 
Clinton county, New York, for an invalid pension :. referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A resolution. that 
the petition of Thomas: Badger for an invalid pension, here- 
tofore presented to the House, be-taken from. the files,.and 
referred to the same committee. 4 mG 

By Mr. SEAMAN: The. petition. of John Murphy for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Per- 


t ions, 
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By Mr- THURMAN; ‘The petition of Thomas. Scott, of 

Ohio: referred. to the Committee of Claims. an 

By Mr: WENTWORTH: The petition of Mary Stanton, |! 
of Kane county, IMinois, for a: pensions. referred: to: the 

Conimittee. on: evolutionary. -Pensions.. The petition of 

sundry citizens of Dii Page county, Dlinois, for abolishing 

„ Slavery in the District of Columbia. From the same; against 
the annexation of Texas : referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. . The. petition: of sundry citizens of Bloomington. 
McLean county, Mlinois, fora congress of nations: referred 
to the. Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: ‘The petition of Samuel C. Jackson 
and forty-nine others; citizens of West Andover, in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying that, for the settlement of national 
disputes, provision may be made by law, or in any constitu- 
tional way, fora proposal to other Governments that a con- 
gress of nations may. be assembled, to form a code ‘of inter- 
cate law, by whieh their varying interests may be deter- 
minedw: : ; 


IN SENATE. 


z Mownpay, January 26, 1846. 
r The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate an 


additional document in relation to the memorial of || 


certain officers of the army on the subject of bre- 
vet and staff rank; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee. on Naval Affairs. 

PETITIONS. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER presented the petition 


of the administrators of Richard Harris and of |} 


Nimrod Farrow, deceased, praying for remunera- 
tion for loss sustained in consequence of the breach 
of their contract with the United States Govern- 
ment by said Government, in the erection of a 
fort on Dauphin island; which was referred to the 
Committee on: Claims. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorinls of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the construction 
of harbors on the eastern side of Reedy island 
and at Bomba Hook, in the Delaware river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the: petition of Wil- 
liam Stark Jett, administrator of Thomas Jett, de- 
ceased, praying the payment of certain outstand- 
ing loan-office certificates said to have been lost or 
destroyed; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of James || 
L. Sawyer, praying compensation for services || 
yendered as clei in the office of the collector of ji 
the port of New York; which was referred to the || 
Sommittee on Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Henry 
Northrup, praying compensation for a horse, sad- | 
dle, and Paidle. lost in the military service of the 
United: States; which was referred to the Con- 
mitteo-on Claims. ; : 

Mr. BENTON submitted a document exhibit- 
ing the amount of bounties on. exported salt pro- 
visions and pickled fish, allowances to vessels 
employed in the fisheries, and drawback on do- 
mestie. refined sugar. exported, and net duty on 
salt imported from the commencement of the Gov- || 
ernment'to. the 20th-of June, 1845; which was re- 
ferred to thé‘ Committee on. Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. =": O 

Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of James 
H. Causten and others, praying the payment of 
the certificates issued ‘by the United States, under 
the Mexican convention, to claimants: in whose 
favor awards have been made by said convention; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to he printed. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the petition of citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, N. H., and others, asking for 
the adoption-of: measures to secure the amicable 
adjustment ‘of: all-intemnational difficulties, asked 


referred the petition of Thomas Cowperthwaite, 
together with certain resolations- passed. by the 
Legislatures of New Hampshire and. Georgia, peti- 
tioning Congress to. take measures for the publica- 
tion of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and their distribution among the 
several States and Territories of the Union, report- 
ed a bill to effect said object; which was read and 
passed to a second reading... - 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee. on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred a pe- 
tition of the inhabitants of Paducah, Kentucky, 
praying that Francis A. Harrison, postmaster at 
Paducah, may not be allowed to suffer loss in 
cönşeguence of the burning of the Post Office at 
that place, reported a bill for the relief of said post- 
j master ; which was read, and passed to a second 
| reading, 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following res- 
olution, which was agreed to : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be directed to inquire into: the merits and advan- 
| tages of Richard F, Loper’s patent submerged pro- 
peller; his improved patent mode of elevating and 
depressing propellers of steam vessels, when sail- 
ing at sea, or laying-to in a gale of wind; also his 
patent improved propeller steam engine; and report 
upon the adaptation of the same for naval purposes, 
especially for speedily converting sailing ships into 
the most effective class of war-steamers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pur- 
chasing for the ase of the Senate number of 
a book entitled An Accountof the Condition of the 
Oregon Territory, its soil, climate, and geographi- 
cal position, together with a statement of the claims 
l of Russia, Span, Great Britain, and the United 
States, recently published in this city by Wyndham 
Robinson, jr. 


OREGON. 


Mr. MANGUM rose to offer, or rather to give 
notice of an amendment which he proposed to 
offer, to the resolution, in the form of an amend- 
mont, which had been submitted by his honorable 
friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] and 
which was before the Senate. In doing so, he 
adopted but the conception of an honorable friend 
in the other House, Mr. Kine, of Georgia. On 
consultation with that gentleman, he found his 
views to approximate with those which he himself 
entertained, with but a slight disagreement only. 
He hoped that the resolution would be now read, 
so that, in: connexion, the amendment which he 
proposed to submit would be properly understood. 

‘he question, In his opinion, was one of great 
importance. The resolution which had been offer- 
ed by the Senator from Kentucky, as far as it 
went, was in coincidence, at least, with his own 
views; but he thought it stopped short of the ne- 
cessities of the case. At all events, he desired that 
his own views should be presented to his own 
constituents. He asked that, by the courtesy of 
the Senate, the resolution of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky be first read; and it was read, as follows, 
VIZ: - 

“A Resolution concerning the Territory of Oregon. 


‘Whereas, by the convention concluded the 20th 
day of October, 1818, between the United States of 
America and the King of the United Kingdom of 


|! Great Britain and Ireland, for the period of ten 


years, and afterwards indefinitely extended and 
continued in force by another convention of the 


that said committee: be discharged from the further 
consideration of said.petition; which was granted. |i 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, to whom |i 
was referred the petition: of John A. Ragan, ask- || 
ing compensation for acting.as counsel of the Uni- || 
ted: States in a certain suit, asked that said commit- 
tee be discharged from the further consideration of |! 
the petition, and that it-be referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs; which request was agreed to. 

Mr.A. also, from the same commiitteé, to whom 
was referred the -petition of sundry merchants of 
the city.of New. York in relation to seamen’s wa- 
ges, further reported “A bill in:relation to seamen’s 
wages;” which was read and passed to a-second 
reading; the petition accompanying: the bill was 
ordered to-be printed: : vgs 

Mr.A., fromthe. same commiitiee, to whom was 


| same parties, concluded the Gth day of August, 


827, it was agreed that any country that was 
claimed by either party on the northwest coast of 
America, west of the Stony or Rocky mountains, 
commonly called the Oregon Territory, should, to- 
gether with its harbors, bays, and creeks, and the 
navigation of all rivers within the same, be ‘free 
and open’ to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of 
the two powers, but without prejudice to any claim 
which either of the porties might have to any part 
of said country; and with this further provision in 
the 3d article of the said convention of the 6th. of 
August, 1827, that either party might abrogate and 

-annul the said convention, on giving due notice of 
twelve months to the other contracting party: 
> “And whereas it has now become desirable that 
the-respective claims ef the United States and 


Great Britain should be definitely settled; and that 
said territory may no:longer than need be remain 
subject to the evil consequences of the divided al-_ 
legiance of its American and British population, 
and of the confusion. and conflicts of national juris-: 
dictions, dangerous to the cherished peace and good 
understanding of the-two countrics: : 

“« With a view, therefore, that steps be taken for 
the abrogation of the said convention. of the 6th 
August, 1827, in the mode’ prescribed. in: the: 2d 
article, and that the attention of the Governments 
of both countries may be the more earnestly and 
immediately directed to renewed efforts for the set-. 
tlement of all their differences and disputes iire- 
spect to said territory : ý 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized, at his discretion, to 
give to the British Government the notice required 
by its said 2d article for the abrogation of said con- 
vention ‘of the 6th August, 1827: Provided, how- 


| ever, That, in order to afford ample time.and op- 


portunity for the amicable settlement and adjust- 
ment of all their differences and disputes in respect 
to said territory, said notice ought not to be given 
till after the close of the present session of Con- 
gress.” ; ed 

The following is the améndment which Mr. 
Maxcom proposes to submit, viz: 

Provided further, That the said notice shall be 
accompanied with a proposition from this Govern- 
ment to submit the claims of the United States and 
Great Britain to said territory, to the arbitration of 
ia person or persons qualified to determine upon 
their respective rights in and tothe same, whose 
decision shall be binding upon both nations, 

** Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, 
and hereby is, instructed (the Fouse of Represen- 
tatives concurring) to report a bill organizing a 
territorial government in Oregon, to go into opera- 
tion at the expiration of the notice aforesaid, ter- 
minating the existing convention between the two 
governments, unless the President, in his discre- 
tion and by proclamation, shall suspend the same, 
which he is authorized to do, until a reasonable 
time after the meeting of the next session of Con- 
gress thereafter: Provided, That, at that time, the 
rights of the respective nations to the territory in 
dispute shall not have been definitely determined 
by negotiation or arbitration: And, further, That a 
copy of the foregoing preamble ‘and’ resolutions 
shall accompany the notice to.the Government of 
Great Britain herein provided for:” Bey 

The amendment was ordered to 
the use of the Senate. i Be 5 
EUROPEAN. INTERFERENCE IN AMERICAN 

AFFAIRS, 

Mr. ALLEN rose to call up the motion laying on 
the tablea motion made by him some days previous 
for leave to introduce a joint resolution in refer- 
ence to the interference of: foreign Powers in. the 
affairs of this continent. Ie reminded the Senate 
that he had given notice that on last’ Friday he 
would move the Senate to. take up that motion; 
but, as the Senate had adjourned over on Thuis- 
day last till this day, (Monday,) he had not had 
the opportunity of making this motion at the time 
he had amed. He therefore embraced the. pre- 
sent occasion of submitting to the Senate the mo- 
tion to take from the table ihe motion submitted by 
him on a previous day... He called for ‘the yeas 
and nays on the question.» fs © ene 

Mr. BAGBY wished to: know what was the mo- 
tion that Jay on the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion for leave tò 
introduce a joint resolution. 

After a short conversation, in which Messrs. 
BAGBY, SPEIGHT, and MANGUM took part, 
relative to the precise nature of the question be- 
fore the Senate, and the presiding officer having 
stated it ta be on the taking up from‘the table the 
consideration of a motion:for Teave to: introduce a 
resolution, notice of the introduction of which had 
been given by the Senator from Ohio, the calling 
of the yeas and nays was proceeded with, and re- 
sulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton; Bagby, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cass, Chal- 
mers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Han- 
negan, Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, Simmons, 
Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, and Woodbridge—23; 


be printed for 


NAYS—Mesers. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cal- 
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houn, Cameron, T. Clayton, J. M. Clayton, Cor- 


win, Crittenden, ‘Davis, Evans, Greene, Hunting: | 


ton, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, 


Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Upham, and Webster—21, 


So the motion was taken up for consideration: 

. Mr. CASS then rose, and was proceeding to.ad- 
dress:the Senate, when he was interrupted by ` 

Mr. WEBSTER, who inguired if the question 
now before the Senate was, whether leave’ should 
be given to the Senator from Ohio to introduce his 
resolution. ere oan aa 

This question. being answered in the affirmative, 

Mr. CASS proceeded as follows: 

Mr. Presipenr: When this subject was before 
the Senate a few days since, I rose forthe pur 
pose of expressing my views briefly upon some 
points presented for consideration; but I was pre- 
vented by the form which the question assumed. 
I beg leave to do now what I-wished to do then, 
and to remind. the Senate that the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, whose enlarged expe- 


rience, and whose far higher qualities than expe- | 


rience, demand. and command the attention of the 
Senate and the country, expressed the opinion, that, 
by the mode of introduction, in passing over the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the honorable 
chairman of that committee, the introducer of the 
subject, had been wanting in courtesy to the com- 
mittee, and perhaps in his duty to the Senate. I 
cannot thus view this proceeding. ‘The rights of 
the member from Ohio, as one of the representa- 
tives of that State, are not diminished by his po- 
sition upon the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He may at any time bring forward any measure 
he thinks proper upon his own individual. respon- 
sibility. And there may well be questions which, 
from their nature, require unusual solemnity, which 
may demand a more formal mode of introduction, 
and to which it may be proper to call the attention 
of the Senate, in order that the attention of the com- 
mittee may be more seriously directed to them. 
This mode of proceeding does not preclude the 
action of the committee. The very proposition of 
the Senator from Ohio is that his resolution be re- 
ferred to the committee, that it may be there con- 
sidered and changed, if change be deemed neces- 
sary, and then. be brought forward for discussion 
here. All this, it seems to me, is courteous to- 
wards the committee, and not liable to the censure 
of the Senate. It is due to the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to say that he did 
mention to myself, and I imagine to other mem- 
bers, his intention to introduce a resolution upon 
this subject as an individual member of this body. 
I will add too, sir, that I fully approve the general 
object of protesting against the applteation of a 
false and dangerous doctrine to the frce States of 
this continent, though I do not commit myself to 
any specific course of action, nor to any particular 
phraseology; and I have no doubt such are the 
views of the honorable mover of the resolution; 
and it is very easy for him, if he thinks proper, 
with a view to greater unanimity, to make a modi- 


fication of a part of his resolution, which will leave | 
wholly untouched its general purport, but which | 


will obviate the principal, and, as it strikes me, 


the only substantial objection Ihave heard to his | 


proposition. 


It seems to me, sir, it will very rarely happen | 
that a subject will be proposed by a member of | 
this body for the consideration of the Senate, and 1 | 


may add, of the nation, which is not worthy of a 
passing thought, or word, or action—which ought 
to be instantly, and in fact thereby indignantly re- 
pelled, without consideration, But most certainly 
if a subject is sufficiently important to demand at- 
tention, and opportune in point of time, it ought 
not to be thrown under your desks, and then trod- 
den under your feet. Is this matter important? 
Ig its presentation opportune? I suppose no one 
will question its ifnportance. It involves a subject 
whose limit in space is the boundaries of this con- 
tinent, and whose limit in time is perhaps the du- 
vation of the destinies of the people who may in- 
habit it, And as to opportunity, such a question 
finds itor makes it. It is always a proper one. It 
has been opportune for twenty years—ever since 
Mr. Monroe first denounced this European inter- 
ference, and presented it to the consideration of 
Congress, when the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina occupied a distinguished place in his cab- 
inet, with so much honor to himself and advantage 
to his country—a measure, I presume, which met 
his cordial concurrence, as it did that of the nation. 


Büt no response was made to it by Congress, and 
it-has therefore remained a dead: letter upon the 
history of our intercourse with other nations: But 
itis peculiarly opportune at this time, because it 
has been presented to our consideration in the 
‘Message of the President; because it has recently 
‘been presented to the Chamber of Deputies by the 
Prime Minister of France; and because it isy at this 
moment, practically enforced-by French ‘and Brit- 
ish fleets and armies in South-America. It is the 
assertion of a great principle—of an everlasting 
principle—of the right of the independent nations 
upon this hemisphere to be.free from the control 
of the powers of Europe, and an assertion by the 
oldest of the family of nations upon this continent, 
made by one for the benefit of all. Nor do I sce 
that it has the least connexion with our controversy 
with England. That is a question of title. She 
| has got possession, by an improvident act of ours, 
of a portion of our territory, and we propose to 
serve her with a notice which may become a notice 
to quit. But this is quite another matter, having 
no exclusive relation to England, but involving far 
other considerations, and leading to far other re- 
sults, And the English papers which arrived by the 
mail of yesterday morning show the necessity of 
putting ourselves right upon this great question, 
The strangest misapprehension, or 1 might rather 
say misrepresentation, prevails on this subject in 
england. TheSpectator and the'l'imes—the former 
rather fairly disposed, and the latter disposed for all 
mischief—both representthe President’s declaration 
upon this subject asa direct interference with the 
rights of European Powers holding possessions 
upon this continent. And stranger yet, the Spec- 
tator represents the measures proposed by the Pre- 
sident, as the consequence of the very principle 
denounced by him. Lt states “that the immediate 
‘application of the abstract principle is made to 
t Oregon;”’ and then adds, that ‘* the President ad- 
s vises Congress to arm and organize the militia 
“that they may be prepared to receive all commu- 
‘nities already settled on the North American con- 
€ tinent into the bosom of the Union, and prevent 
‘the colonization of any part of the continent by 
€ European nations.” A more impudent perver- 
sion of a public document was never made; but it 
will run its race, and fulfil its task, and many an 
| honest Englishman will believe that this Govern- 
| ment is seeking with the strong hand to seize the 
| British colonics. ‘he 'Limes, as usual, is yet bolder 
‘in its denunciation, and more reckless in its asser- 
| tions. It says: “ Mr. Polk declares, in the most ex- 
‘ plicit language, that so far as the continent of North 
‘America extends, the United States are deter- 
‘mined to warn off every intruder.” ‘* Hence they 
t not only assail the particular rights and posses- 
t sions of their neighbors, upon which at one time 
‘or another they chance to have cast their furtive 
‘eyes, but they violate the whole system of the po- 
«litical economy of the world, and proclaim a direct 
‘hostility to all the principles of civilized nations.’ 
“ Nay, wo must also infer from the language of 
‘the President that existing rights and settlements 
‘are held by a questionable tenure, and that all the 
‘various dependencies of Britain, Russia, Spain, 
t France, Holland, Belgium, and the Baltic Powers, 
I| <in and about the soil of North America, await the 
* application of the grand principle of absorption; 
‘whilst the independent Governments of a purely 
* American character, such as Mexico and Guate~ 
< mala, are already condemned to successive spolia- 
“tions. We are not now picading our own cause 
‘in the question of Oregon, or writing with refer- 
“ence to the encroachments which must ere long 
‘ be directed against the oldest British settlements 
“in North America, if such a principle as this is al- 
“lowed to prevail, For the maintenance of those 
‘rights we are to look directly to the strength of 
¢ England, which inspires a secret dread, even to 
‘ those who have ceased to acknowledge the obli- 
t gations of faith and justice.” ‘ If such princi- 
‘ples as these are to regulate the policy of Ameri- 


‘how long will they be excluded from Europe? 


‘ing the helpless, and exalting dubious claims into 


< spirit of the factious minority which deliberates 


* Chambers: it is the nature of unscrupulous poli- 
‘ticlans all over the world. In Europe we see it 
‘happily crushed and imprisoned; but in the Uni- 
1 © ted States, it speaks with the voice of the Exec- 


“ca, and the relations of States on that continent, ! 
‘The fashion of attacking the weak, and plunder- | 
‘rights, will soon find its application here in the | 


‘about war and national honor in the French j 


H í rE p = ` 
i to the very consideration of this- subject, t 


H 


{ 


panesyri 


with remarking, that: the ex 
the proofof her moderation, i 
acquisition of. her justice... 1 HO: l 
to engage.in this war of abuse.: I leave that in. 
abler.hands—in the hands ofthe British. press, ca- 
rae I ani afraid; for the appetite of the British 
ublic. ; T AEE A 
p But, Mr. President, how stand. the facts thus 
announced and falsified? .“Mr. Monroe, in “his 
Message in 1823, expressly said, ‘with: the. ex- 
‘isting colonies or dependencies of any European 
‘Power, we have not interfered,-and. shall not in- 
tterfere.” ** But with the Governments who have 
‘declared their. independence, and-maintained it, 
“and whose independence we have, on great ¢con- 
‘sideration and just principles, acknowledged; we 
‘could not view any interference : for “the purpose . 
‘of oppressing them, or controlling in any ‘other 
‘manner their destiny. by any European Power in 
‘any other light than as a manifestation’ of an un- 
‘ friendly disposition towards the United States.” 
Mr, Polk says:. {Existing rights of European 
nations should be respected.” hat can be more 
just or. more explicit? As to what. is ‘called the 
principle of anti-colonization, it is-thus announced. 
by Mr. Monroe, and repeated by Mr. Polk: “The 
< American continents, by the free and independent 
‘condition which ‘they. have assumed and main- 
‘tained, are henceforth not to be considered. as sub- - 
‘jects for future colonization by any European 
“Power.” All this is very clear andi very: justs. It 
means that the independent States upon this con- 
tinent are not again tobe reduced- to European 
colonies. ‘*'The people of the United States,” 
says Mr, Polk, “ cannot, therefore, view with in- 
‘ difference attempts of European Powers to inter- 
€ fere with the independent ‘action of ihe. nations 
‘on this continent.’ 


y: 


peace 
‘happiness. Nor. can. any one believe that our 
“southern brethren, if left to themselves, would 
‘adopt it of their own accord, It is equally im- 
‘ possible, therefore, that we should behold such 

‘ interference in any form with indifference,” 
And yet two eminent English joumals, and very 
probably more, have, with great obtuseness:of in- 


|| tellect, or from some worse motive, represented 


the doctrine thus laid down as the assertion of a 
principle which would not only prevent European 
Powers, possessing colonies upon this hemisphere, 
from improving them and augmenting their popu- 
lation by emigration, but also from holding them. 
Both Mr. Monroe and Mr. Polk well ‘knew that 
from the arctic circle to Cape Horn, this continent 
was divided into independent States and European 
colonies. There is nota foot of it which is not 
thus held or claimed. They both disclaimed’ all 
interference. with European rights; and in. the 
very message of Mr. Polk announcing this doc- 
trine, he announces also that he had made a pro- 
position to England by which, -if accepted, she 
would have secured:a most extensive and valuable 
region upon the Pacifc.. No one out ofa lunatic 
asylum, or who ought to. be out of it, can suppose 
that while stating this offer, he could state also 
that England could not occupy, nor settle, nor im- 
prove the country. His views, as well as those 
of his predecessor, are clear enough if no perver- 
sion is sought. The status quo of the independent 
nations is to exist. They are not to be converted. 
into colonies. No system of colonization is to-be 
again applied to them. Mr. Monroe’s principle 
of non-interference éxtends to the whole continent. 
Mr. Polk’s, with more caution, is limited’'to North 
America, as that portion of the continent more 
immediately connected with our rights and ourin- | 
terests. But both proceed upon the same general 
principle, that such an interference cannot take 
place without injury to us, and thatwe may there- 
fore justly protest against it. And itis not a little 
singular, considering. the opposition in the Penate 
Le 


Monroe should have stated that, It f 
‘to know that some of ‘the. Rowers, wit 
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‘we enjoy. a very friendly intercourse, and to 
t whom these views [reférring to the condition of 
< the South. American states] have been. communi- 
‘cated, have appeared to acquiesce in them.” 
Tam sure I hazard nothing in stating the views 
of the: present President. Elis anti-colonization 
system has reference to every attempt to convert 


into a European colony any of the independent | 


states of America or any portion of them. And I 
will add, that in looking to the present state of 
things, or in looking forward prospectively, as he 
must have done, as far as a practical statesman may 
look forward, I have as little doubt that any attempt 
to make an English colony of California, would pre- 
sent the very case against which he thus warns his 
countrymen and the world. He may well be un- 
willing to see the United States belted round by 
the fleets, and armies, and territories, and power 
of England. ‘Already she is coterminous with us 
from the Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific ocean: be- 


ginning at the Bermudas, a most important naval- 


station upon our right Atlantic flank, and thence 
passing to Newfoundland, to Nova Scotia, to New 
runswick, to Canada, east and west, and to the 
immense countries extending thence across the con- 
tinent, and running far within the arctic circle, and 
governed by a great trading corporation, which ex- 
ercises a preponderating influence over the Indians 
Inhahiting those regions. Oregon and California, 
if gained, and Mexico influenced, if not ruled, 
would complete the circle, and would place our 
boundaries everywhere in contact with the territo- 
rics of a great power, or with those of an ally in 
name, but a dependantin fact, or looking out upon 
the ocean, where her power is so strong, and her 
pretensions so unlimited. 
Bat whatever views may be entertained of the 
policy of introducing this resolution, the question 
now assumes n wholly different aspect. It is now 
here. It is before the Senate, before the country, 
and before the world. It is not a proposition to 
establish a principle, nor to dictate a course of pol- 
icy; but simply to ask the Senate if this great mat- 
ter is worthy of reference to the Committee of For- 
eign Relations, and worthy afterwards to be taken 
up for the consideration and action of the Senate. 
Do what we may, one effect of this question is be- 
yond our reach: It is already flying upon the 
wings of the wind, and will be carried to the far- 
thest boundary of the Republic, and to every log- 
cabin upan the verge of civilization, which dots the 
prairies, or is lost in the forest. And yet more: it 
18 crossing the ocean, and will pass to the Old 
World; and wherever it goes, what will be said of 
our refusal to consider it? T'o what motive will 
this refusal be ascribed? To timidity, Mr. Presi- 
dent—unjustly, we all know; for no such motive 
has had the slightest influence upon a single mem- 
her of this bodys But we shall not the less be 
charged with it, nor will it the less injuriously af- 
fect us., There is not a journal from Johnny 
Croats’ House to the Lands End, which will not 
have its fling at the disposition we make of this 
subject, and of all times this is the worst to halt 
in our course, and of all nations England is the last 
before whom we should exhibit any conduct that 
may be tortured into the appearance of doubt or 
apprehension. 
ut what is proposed by this resolution? It 
proposes, Mr. President, to repel a principle which 
two of the greatest powers of the earth are now 


carrying into practice upon this. continent, so far | 


as we can discover any principle. involved in the 
war which the French and British are now waging 
against Buenos Ayres; and a principle solemnly 
announced by the French prime. minister in the 
Chamber of: Deputies, clearly in doctrine, but cau- 
tiously in the remedy.. I need not advert to the 
declaration made upon that occasion by Mr. Guizot, 


a declaration equally extraordinary and memora- | 


ble.An honorable member of this body has the 
debate.in full; and I trust that, in the further discus- 
sion which this subject must undergo, and will un- 


dergo in this body in one form or another, he will || 


read the remarks of the French premier, and give us 
the able views I know he entertains of them. Iwill 
only add that these remarks are eminently charac-. 
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teristic of a peculiar class of statesmen, who are 
always seeking some new and. brilliant thought, 
something with which to dazzle the world as much 
as it dazzles themselves—some paradox or other 
as a shroud wherewith to wrap their dying frame. 


men and communities, are lost in diplomatic sub- 
tleties. 

Bat what is this balance of power which is to 
cross the Atlantic and take up its abode in this 
New World? Itis the assumption of a power which 
has deluged Europe in blood, and which has at- 
tempted to stifle the first germs of freedom in every 
| land where they have started up; which has bloi- 
ted Poland from the map of nations; which has 
given a moiety of Saxony, in apite of the prayers 
of the people, to Prussia; which has extinguished 
i Venice and Genoa; which added Belgium to Hol- 
land, notwithstanding the repugnance of its inhab- 
itants, who eventually rose in their revolutionary 
might, and asserted and achieved their own inde- 
pendence; which transferred Norway from Den- 
mark, to which it was attached by old ties and by 
amild government, to Sweden, who had to send 
anarmy, and to call upon the navy of England to 
aid her to take possession of this gift of the holy 
alliance; which keeps Switzerland in eternal tur- 
moil, and which sent a French army into Spain to 
put down the spirit of liberty, and an Austrian 
army to Italy for the same purpose; and whieh 
| watches and wards off the very first instincts of 
human nature to meliorate its social and political 
condition. 

It is the assumption of a power which enables 
i| five great nations of Europe—they are quintuple 
at present—to govern just as much of the world as 
will not_or cannot resist their cypidity and ambi- 
tion, and to introduce new principles at their pleas- 
ure, and to their profit, into the code of nations. 
To proclaim that the slave trade is piracy by virtue 
of their proclamation, and that their cruisers may 
sweep the ocean, seizing vessels, and crews, and 
cargoes, and committing them to that great vortex 
which has swallowed up such a vast amount of 
our property, and issued so many decrecs against 
our rights—a court of admiralty; and, by-and-by, 
will enable them to proclaim, if not resisted, that 
the cotton trade shall be piracy, or that the tobac- 
co trade shall be piracy, or that anything else shall 
be piracy which ministers to our power and inter- 
est, and does not minister to theirs. 

The question is not as. to the specific language 
or proposition of this resolution, but as to its con- 
sideration, That measure, if carried, commits the 
Senate to nothing. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and this body subsequently, may make 
such modifications as they please; and ultimately 
the whole matter may be rejected. Certainly this 
process ensures caution, and is a safe guaranty 
that the subject will be maturely considered, and 
wisely decided. It ought not to be overlooked 
that this subject is specially recommended to our 
attention by the President. It is not gratuitously 
introduced by the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
+ though he had a clear right so to introduce it, and 
in my opinion would have done wisely had he done 
; so, even if it had not been presented to the atten- 
tion of Congress by higher authority. 

T understand the measure proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio is a protest against the establish- 
ment of anew and dangerous principle, affecting 
ourselves, and with us the other independent na- 
tions inhabiting this continent. It does fot neces- 
sarily involve any question of war. Such a protest 
| is a common mode of procedure in the intercourse 
of nations, It is the exclusion of a conclusion. 
It is saying to the world, that the Government 
i making the protest does not recognise a certain 
| claim or principle, and does not intend to be bound 
by it. It commits such Government to no spe- 
| cific course of action. It merely expresses its dis- 
sent, leaving to future circumstances its conduct, 
| Should the protest be found inefficient. Such I 
know to be the views of the Senator from Ohio; 
and if the phraseology of the resolutions may ap- 
pear to some Senators to carry the Government 
too: far, it is easy to adapt it to a sense of the Sen- 


Plain common sense, and the true condition of: 


ate upon the subject. That is a reason for consid- 
eration, but not for rejection. Weare young, but 
we are every day becoming stronger as we become 
older. Time is dealing well by us. “What we now 
want is to prevent any future pretence-that by our 
acquiescence we have recognised this.sew-fangled 
doctrine of interference. Let us say'to the world, 
we have no lot nor part in it; but we need not say 
that we shall this year or next year adopt this or 
that course of action if there is any attempt practi- 
cally to apply the doctrine. . “Sufficient unto the 
day is the evil thereof.” Let it suffice for us to 
decide when the time for decision comes; and then, 
if we are committed by nothing but a protest, we 
may sit still honorably, taking no part in the trans- 
action, or we may place ourselves between Europe 
and America, and commit this great question to 
the issue of war—and to that issue it will finally 
come if not abandoned—and be resisted, in. the 
words of the President’s Message, stronger than 
the language used hy the member from Ohio in his 
resolutions, “ at any and at all hazards. ”.. 

I have already alluded to Buenos Ayres, where 
France and England’ are now interfering to their 
heart’s content. Their conduct upon the La Plata 
is among the most outrageous acts of modern times. 
i If I understand their professions, they wage war 
against Buenos Ayres because Buenos Ayres is at 
{war with Montevideo. They are fighting for 
| peace; doing evil that good may come. But what 
| right have they to interfere in the quarrel between 
two independent nations, except as the friend of 
both, and in the interest of boih? They come not, 
however, with the olive-branch, but with fleets and 
armies. They carry on open war; they preach a: 
crusade of philanthropy from the quarter-decks of 
ships of the line, and from the midst of regiments 
of soldiers. Now all this is a flimsy veil to conceal 
far other designs; designs of commercial and polit- 
ical ascendancy upor the immense and productive 
countries of that great river. They seek the es- 
tablishment of a balance of power, which shall es- 
tablish their own power, and enable them to hold 
in subjection one of the most magnificent regions 
upon the face of the earth. To give proper weight 
and solemnity to any measure upon this great 
question under consideration, requires the action 
of Congress. The declaration of the President will 
be as barren as was that of Mr. Monroe unless 
adopted by the national legislature. The Presi- 
dent is the organ of communication with other gov- 
ernments. But the establishment of a great line 
of policy calls into action powers not committed to 
him, and which can only be exercised by the rep- 
resentatives of the States and the representatives of 
the people assembled in Congress, 

Mr. President, we shall lose nothing at home or 
abroad, now or hereafter, by establishing and 
maintaining an American policy—a policy decisive 
-in its spirit, moderate in its tone, and just in its 
objects—proclaimed and supported firmly, but tem- 
| perately. Providence has placed us at the head of 
the family of nations upon this continent. We 
| have passed safely through the great revolutionary 
| trial from a colonial to an independent condition. 
We entered upon it with great advantages. . The 
principles of true freedom were brought by our 
forefathers to the New World, and when the 
struggle for independence commenced, it found us 
not only ready for the issue, but ripe for the bless- 
ings of self-government. But the colonies of Span- 
ish descent had not served, as we had done, the 
apprenticeship of liberty; and when they were sud- 
denly called to dissolve their original. political con- 
nexion, and to reconstruct their civil institutions, 
they encountered difficulties. which seemed at times 
to threaten the overthrow of all their hopes. Their 
state of transition is not yet fully over; but the 
will struggle on till their work ‘is crowned vil 
success. In the meantime, it is equally our policy 
and our duty to preserve the continent as free from 
European influence as is compatible with the ac- 
knowledged principles of the laws. of nations. The 
community of States inhabiting it have interests of 
their own, independent of the peculiar state of 
things which is established in Europe. There 
li is here no question touching the joint rights of 
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others—none of interfering with the colonial pos- 
sessions of the European Powers—none of denying 
their right to establish all the relations of peace 
they please with this. continent; nor of changing 
these to relations of war when they. think just 
cause of war exists, followed, in that case, by all 
the rights which a state of hostilities brings with 
it. But it is a question of applying to America an 
artificial system built up in Europe within the last 
century and a half, which the most careless obser- 
ver of history well knows has neither diminished 
the number nor the extent of wars, nor increased 
the stability of independent States, nor promoted 
the happiness of mankind. A system of power 
built up in reality for the maintenance of monarch- 
ical institutions, under the guise of maintaining a 
necessary political equilibrium. Now, sir, I hope 
we shall be satisfied with our own good things, 
without preaching any system of political propa- 
gandism. If other people prefer monarchical to 
republican institutions, so be it. We have no right 
to quarrel with their decision, however much we | 
may differ from their views. The world is wide | 
enough for them and us. But we have a right to 
expect that no undue means be taken, under any | 
pretence whatever, to assail the existing institu- | 
tions upon this hemisphere, or to exert any influ- | 
ence to change them, or to interfere at all with its | 
political condition, ‘This is the object of the Sen- | 
ator from Ohio; and it is an object worthy of the ; 
attention and action of Congress, and of the ap- | 
probation of the country. | 
Why need we be so peculiarly sensitive upon | 
this question ?—for I see it has excited some sen- | 
sation in various quarters. No one doubts our | 
right to respond to the declaration of the President. | 
No one can dispute its importance. No gentleman, |! 
Tam sure, upon the floor of the Senate, has the 
least wish to conciliate England by a self-restrain- | 
ing policy. Mild words, we are told by the wise į 
man, turn away wrath. It may be so; but they | 
| 
t 


never yet turned away cupidity or ambition. I do 
not see that the English statesmen are very regard- 
ful of the feelings of this country, cither in the 
measures they adopt or in the language they em- | 
ploy. Lord John Lussell, who has recently. been 
called to the head of the British Administration, | 
but which position he could not hold, in his com- 
ments upon the President’s declaration respecting | 
Oregon, in April last, called it blustering; and E did 
not observe that this coarse epithet drew upon the 
speaker the least censure from Parliament, or the 
reoni or the press, Ihave seen no such epithet 
applied here to the language of the British Queen, 
nor even of the British Cabinet, though my expe- į 
rience tells me that, had such been the case, there | 
is many a journal in this country which would |! 
have visited it with strong rebuke. But Lord 
John Russell lays himself liable to a severe retort | 
when he says, in that very speech: “For my | 
own part, I will say, in all moderation, that I an | 
not prepared to say that this country ought to put | 
forward any arrogant pretensions.” | 
Precious moderation this! What can be more |j 
arrogant than to claim moderation because a coun- 
try is not prepared to put forward arrogant prelen- | 
sions? If this be the moderation of England, what | 
would be her arrogance? . | 
Look at the state òf things in Brazil! The treaty | 
between that country and England on the subject | 
of the right of search has expired. But has the | 
right expired also? It has, but not the practice. | 
England yet stops, with the strong hand, Brazilian | 
ships, wherever*she finds them in tropical lati- | 
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tudes, and seizes and sends them to her own courts || 
of admiralty for condemnation. And this in ut- f 
ter contempt of all the laws regulating the rights 
of independent nations. | 

I allude to all these facts, because they ought to | 
warn us of our duty. I allude to them, in despite | 
of the charge, which has been, and will again he | 
made—out of the Senate, not in it—of a desire to | 
excite undue prejudice against England. | 
no such desire. But I have a desire that my own | 
country should be aware of her true position, and | 


i 


should be prepared to meet her responsibility, |; 
whatever difficulties may beset her path—prepared, | 
sir, in héad, in hand, and in heart, Yes, sir, not- | 
withstanding the severe commentaries which a cas- 

ual expression of the honorable Senator from Ohio 
has encountered froma. portion of the public press, I | 
will repeat the expression—prepared in the heart. | 
For if war should come, which may Providence | 
avert, I trust the hearts of our countrymen will be | 
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When I read the President’s Message, sir, I 
found four principal statements: or- suggestions 
which seemed to me to render our relations with 
England exceedingly critical; so critical, indeed, as 
to demand: the immediate attention and action of 
Congress, and the solemn’ consideration of. the 
country. The President stated; in effect, that the 
negotiations with England on the subject of Oregon 
were closed; that we had a clear title to the whole 
of it; that the year’s notice for the termination 
of the convention ought be given; and that we 
should then take exclusive possession of the whole 
country. I do not quote the words, but these are 
substantially the views of the President. Now, 
sir, it was clear to me that*here was a state of 
things which might well excite the solicitude of 
any man in the unprepared condition of the coun- 
try. And yet what vials of wrath have been poured 
out upon the heads of all the Senators whose meas- 
ures really tended to avert war by preparing for it. 
The mails are loaded with abusive anonymous 
letters, because they believe the country is in 
danger, and believing so, say so, and thus saying 
and believing, strive to prepare for the worst, sti 
hoping, though sometimes against hope, for the 

est, 

The honorable Senators on the other side, who 
took part in the discussion respecting the national 
defences, I believe, without exception, expressed 
their satisfaction at the President’s Message. And 
yet no man can doubt that, if the measures suggest- 
ed by him are carried into effect, and if England 
does not recede greatly from all her former posi- 
tions, war must come. Still we are called panic- 
makers and seckers of war. As the thermometer 
of the stock exchange rises and falls, a representa- 
tive of the people is wise or rash in the measures 
he proposes, or honest or dishonest in the motives 
that actuate him. lt is not my habit to cast reflec- 
ions upon avy class of employment; but without 
violating this rule, ] may express the gratification 
that there are higher interests than those of stock- 
Jobbing in this country, and a mighty mass who 
control its destinies, and who know nothing of the 
operations of a Wall-street financier. 

T expressed my approbation of the President's 
Message; but on the subject of the state of the 
country, I did not say one word more than I in- 
tended and intend now. Lam no lover of war. 
lam no secker of it. But I have to learn that it 
is hastened by adequate preparation. [have passed 
through one war, and hope never to see another. 
Still} shall never cry peace, peace, unless 1 be- 
lieve there istruly peace. The honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, whom I first met many years 
ago, marching to the battle-ficld, and who will 
always be found on the side of his country, sup- 
posed, when the question of the national defence 
was under discussion, | had said war was inevit- 
able. He misunderstood me. I considered the 
danger of war imminent, not inevitable. Had I 
thought it inevitable, I should not have submitted 
propositions for inquiry, but decisive measures for 
adoption. I hold on firmly, sir, to every word J 
aid befor neither softening nor explaining; but 
denying, because I apprehended: we might have 
war, therefore I desired it. And I still consider 
danger imminent, not diminished, so far as I 
know, by the recent arrival. The subject in con- 
troversy remains precisely as it was. The ques- 
tion was, and is, whether we shall surrender to 
the British demands, or whether the British Gov- 
ernment shall surrender to ours. Tfno such cession 
is made by cither party, the two countries will be 
brought into conflict. I sce no indication that one 
or the other will sufficiently yield. And there is 
an article in the London Times, of January 2, 


| which does not look as though England would go 


farther in her offers than she had already gone. 
It is unequivocal and decisive. 

‘Equality of holding is dictated by justice. 
‘Equality of partition between England and. the 
* United States is dictated by the convenience of 
‘both. What the conditions of this partition ought 
‘to be we shall consider on another occasion; but 
‘wecontend that both suggestions of strict right, 
‘and those higher considerations of comprehen- 
‘sive equity, forbid us to concede, for one mo- 
‘ment, one jot of those advantages, whether of 
‘soil, rivers, or harbors, which, for half a century, 
“have been shared, with equal security and equal 


ing or 
vir. 
vices'at all? o oe i 7 

Mr. CASS, -They have. 0ni 

Mr. WEBSTER. Have they received any gd- 
vices. creating any additional. necessity ‘for aug- 
menting the defences of the country 9 8°" Fo 

Mr. CASS. I do not know that any of that. 
purport have been received; if F did, T'do not. know | 
that I should be at liberty to state. them. All I 
know is, that the character of ‘the advices is such. 
as cannot justify any change in ‘our policy. : 

Mr. WEBSTER... ‘Well, that is all that T un- 
derstood. s i A 

Mr. CASS. It is not men, but fears and facts, ~ 
that make panics inthis country, if I must adopt 
that word. But I repudiate itas. applicable to the 
great body of the American people. “They. feel ` 
no panic. They feel anxiety, no doub 
termination also—a hope that England wi 
justice, and, if not, a determination to do jù 
themselves. i ` . 

I must ask the indulgence of the Senate for al- 
luding to this topic at.this time. T do's with the. 
deep:conviction that all other legislative measures. 
should give way to measures of defence, and inthe 
hope that such will be the action of Congress.’ 
Then, if war comes, we shall have no self-reproach 
to meet, and if peace is preserved, what we do will: 
be well done for a similar future contingency, which. 
no nation can expect long to avoid. ee eueneeee 

One word more. Much has been said of the ac- 
tivity going on in the arsenals: and dock-yards of. 
England, and of the augmentation she is making in 
her military and naval means. Of the fact itself 
there is no doubt, though various motives have 
been assigned for her conduct. [hold in my hand 
an extract from the Journal des Debats of the Ist: 
of December last. The character of that journal is 
well known, : It enjoys the full confidence! of the 
French ministry. Tt is cautious in its statemeé 
facts, and especially of gréat pi 
cautious in its speculations. “It ‘se 

“ Thus the British and “Americ é 
‘very widely separated in’ opinion; the concern of 
‘mere interest has become sécondary; the point of 
‘honor rises and rules. Sir Robert Peel and Lord 
‘ Aberdeen are equally pledged. Their declarations 
“are not all: England has gone further; and has 
‘continued, with an outlay of many millions, her 
‘maritime preparations, at which France took wm- 
‘brage mal & propos; and her naval materiel has 
‘been augmented to. the most formidable degree of’ 
‘power. At this moment she is prepared for any 
‘issue; she has taken her precautions, as ifa war: 
‘might break out in 1846.. ‘The United States, on 
‘the contrary, have not prepared themselves for 
‘ this fearful event.” ; f 

Now, sir, all this coming from the quarter from 
whence it comes, is very significant; and when 
cleared of the little mystery about it, it says in ef» 
fect that France, seeing these immense prepara~ 
tions, has taken the alarm, and has done what the 
European Governments always do, when extraor- 
dinary armaments are making in other countries 
around them, has demanded ‘explanations of Eng- 
land, who had’ satisfactorily given them, so that 
France found she had taken umbrage mal @ propos, 
These armaments ‘were ‘not, and arè not, directed 
against her, nor against any quarter interesting to 
her. Where they were and are directed, needs no 
prophet to tell; and if it did, this prophet presenta’ 

imself in the Journal des Debats. 

And IT will add, sir, that the most recent and:au- 
thoritative advices from England state that the 
same activity yet prevails in all branches of the. 
service connected with the offensive and defensive’ 
measures of the country. Fo 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that he did not know: 
whether it was material or not that the disc 
should take place on the moti 
merits of the resolution itself. 


Mr. ALLEN. ` I entertain the same desire Text 
pressed at the time T-asked Jeave to in ace d 
resolution, that the said resolution be receive 
referred to: the Committee on Foreign Rek 
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That was my desire, and no other. Being up, 
however, and without intending to go into any of 
the many matters mentioned the other day in jus- 
tification of my own course, I will make some re- 
marks and read from some books. The first ob- 
jection of. the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
CaLuoun] to the introduction -of this resolution 
was based on the principles themselves embraced 
in the resolition. Afterwards, however, he made 
another objection, which was personal to myself; 
and it is to. the latter objection that I propose to 
make a few observations to the-Senate. The ob- 
jection of the Senator was that Thad taken on my- 

` self, q use his own language,) on my own indi -~ 
vidual responsibility, to present to the considera- 
tion of the Senate, in the form of a joint resolution, 
a subject which, among others in the President's 
Mossage, had been already referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; and the Senator from 
South Carolina seemed—I will not say had—seem- 
ed to have a desire to excite some unkindness 
against me in the committee as an individual, or 
exhibit me as having treated them with disrespect, 
by not consulting them as to the propriety of the 
resolution. This was clearly an mference which 
every Senator drew from the remark of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. Now, sir, it is to this 
personal allusion made by the Senator that I will 
offer a few observations. 

In the first place, I did, in this particular, what 
the uniform practice of the body has permitted, 
and what the members of this body have uniform- 
ly practised from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, and no more. As a member of the Com- 
mitice on Foreign Relations, I lose no right, nor 
acquire any right, as an individual Senator. I 
lose no right whieh I had before of introducing to 
the consideration of the Senate any subject which 
my judgment may indicate as proper to be intro- 
duced. As a matter of right, then, I ask the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina whether I have not a 
right to move this resolution? And Task him to 
answer the question definitely. 

Mr. CALHOUN. "The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. ALLIEN, T desire to be answered now, 
before proceeding farther. ` 

Mr, CALHOUN. J will answer when I think 
proper. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator will not reply. 
But 1 say I had a right—I say my honorable col- 
leagues, each one, had a right to introduce the 
resolution, if they had thonght proper to do so. 
I say every Senator on this floor has a similar 
right, and the practice of the Government, from its 
foundation to As moment, gives the right. And 
what has been the case during this very session? 
The various portions of the President’s Message 
have been referred to the several standing com- 

mittees; the whole matter relating to Oregon, and 
to what course the Government ought to take with 
regard to the claim of Great Britain, has been re- 
ferred to» the Committee, on Foreign Relations; 
et, notwithstanding, the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. Wanwnean] introduced u series of resolutions 
on the subjèct and had the right todo so. The 
Senator frota: South Carolina himself introduced 
resolutions on the same subject, and had the right. 
And can any mau rise here and gainsay the right? 
Not one, Where, then, is the difference in the 
case? There is no difference in the case—none 
whatever. And the effort, if it wag designed to 
excite unkindness towards me on the part of my 
honorable friends on the committee, by a personal 
allusion to me on this floor by the Senator from 
South Carolina, the effort, T believe my colleagues 
will bear me out in saying, has utterly failed. 
But let us look into the books, for type and paper 
are terrible things to men of short memories and 
devious ways. “It should be remembered by the 
Senate, that in the year 1840 there was pending 
between the Government of the United States and 
that of Great Britain a difficulty arising out of the 
fact that an American vessel, in passing from one 
to another of the ports of the United States, had 
been driven by stréss of weather into a British 
port in the West Indies; and pending this matter, 
the Senator from South Carolina twill not ‘sa 
“took” on himself—took “ the responsibility ’’—. 
because I do not intend to use terms of implied re- 
proach, as he has done—but I will say that the 
enator from South Carolina, as a Senator, and 
not as the chairman. of a committée, rose. on 
this floor, and introduced the subject here for the 
deliberation of this body. And in what form did 


he introduce it? In the form of a series of reso- 
lutions declaring the law of nations to the whole 
civilized world. Yes; he called on the Senate of the 
United States to lay down and to prescribe to the 
world what the law of nations should be according 
to the interpretation of the American Government! 
Yes, sir, the resolutions of the honorable Senator 
were met not at the threshold. No man-then sup- 
posed that the honorable Senator was transcending 
the limits of propriety. His motion was not met at 
the threshold with any objection to the reception 
of his resolutions, but upon the discussion which 
arose upon the passage of the resolutions, a dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky, now not in 
his seat, intimated that although he had no objec- 
tion to the resolutions, yet he did not exactly sce 
the necessity for the expression of the views of 
the Senate of the United States on what he regard- 
ed as abstractions. What reply did the’ Senator 
from Kentucky receive to that objection? What 
reply did he receive to the question, Are you going 
to war to enforce the doctrine you propose this 
day to lay down in the form ofa law of nations? 
What response did he then receive to this objec- 
tion from the Senator from South Carolina? I 
will read you the response, at least those parts of 
it that apply to this matter. And here permit’ me 
to say, that these resolutions lay down principles 
even broader than those laid down in the resolu- 
tion now before the Senate. 

Making the most of it, the language of this reso- 
lution applies only to two continents—Europe and 
America; but his law was to extend to the mouth 
of the Thames and the banks of the Ganges. His 
law of nations would have been found amid the 
icebergs of the north pole, and under the burning 
sun of the equator, His resolutions would have 
been en Fareed wherever there was water and wind 
enough to float an Ameriean vessel, especially if 
she had slaves on board. His resolutions were 
then surely as comprehensive as mine. Mine cover 
only one-half of the world—his covered the whole 
terrestrial globe. Mine apply to land only—his 
applied both to sea and land. The argument of 
the gentleman, from which I am about to read, was 


| in answer to the objections raised by the Senator 


from Kentucky, Let us hear how he dealt with 
those ohjections. 

[Mr. A. here read the following extract from Mr. 
Catmoun’s speech on the occasion, as reported in 
the Congressional Globe:] 

‘He admits there would have been no impro- 

‘ priety in introducing them, had there been a pend- 
‘mg negotiation; but thinks there is, because the 
‘British Minister had closed the door of negotia- 
‘tion. He (Mr. C.) took the very opposite view. 
‘Pending the negotiation, and before the decision 
‘was known, the propriety of a movement of the 
‘kind would, to say the least, be doubtful; but 
‘now that it has been made and justice refused, 
‘silence would be construed into an abandonment 
“of the claim of our citizens, and an acquiescence 
‘in the dangerous principle on which it was re- 
‘jected. It was to repel such inference that he de- 
“sired to take the sense of the Senate. If the res- 
‘olutions should receive the vote of the body, it 
‘would keep alive the claim, and, what was still 
t more important, rebut any inferred abandonment 
‘of the principle on which it rests. He hoped 
‘that it never would be surrendered. Justice was 
‘on our side, and if we cannot succeed in estab- 
‘lishing it now, there is no reason why we may 
‘not hereafter. He trusted that the strong expres- 
‘sion of opinion by the Senate, which he this day 
‘anticipated, would rouse an attention to the sub- 
‘ject that might lead to a happy termination of a 
t controversy which could not be safely kept open. 
‘Be that as it may, it is our duty to maintain our 
t ground. Ifwe now yield—if the Senate should 
‘yefuse to act on the resolutions, or vote them 
‘down, we surrender both right and principle. 

‘¢ Hie would appeal to the Senate, and ask if it is 
‘ready to say that the rights of the South to 
‘ the great mass of its property, that which enters 
‘so deeply into their political and social institu- 
‘tions, and on the maintenance of which not only 
‘their wealth and their prosperity, but peace and 
‘safety depend, shall be outlawed and placed be- 
‘yond the pale of protection? Is it prepared to 
t distinguish between this and every other descrip- 
“tion of property so as to leave this alone unde- 


‘fended? The British Minister acknowledges that 


“compensation ought to be made for every other 
‘description under similar circumstances, and 


‘ places the distinction between this and others, on 
‘ grounds fatal to its existence if it be admitted. Is 
‘she right? that is the question; and are you ready 
‘to say so by your votes? If so, it is time we 
‘should know it; and if not, you should speak out 
‘ plainly and distinctly... 

‘ FJe had not supposed that there was a member 

‘of the body that would be embarrassed by the 
‘resolutions; on the contrary, he had hoped that 
‘all would have been pleased with the opportunity 
‘in a case so strong and clear of recording their 
‘votes in our favor, and stand by us on this great 
‘ question in which we are particularly concerned, 
‘as we have stood by them on a recent, occasion 
‘ where they were. 
“It is a proud recollection for the South that she 
‘never halted to count the cost or danger when the 
‘interest of any portion of the Union, the most re- 
‘mote, called for defence. This is the first diff- 
‘culty with Great Britain in which we have been 
‘immediately interested. The war of the Revolu- 
‘tion originated in causes much more northern 
‘than southern; and still more strikingly was that 
‘the cage in the last war. Did we hesitate in 
‘either? No; the generous South, ever devoted to 
‘the liberty and honor of the country, and true to 
‘its engagements, poured out freely her means, in 
‘blood and money, for the common cause, without 
‘asking whether she was to be the gainer or loser. 
‘What he asked was, that the same zealous and 
‘ardent support that we have extended to other 
‘ portions of the Union should now be extended to 
‘us on this occasion.” 

The gentleman (Mr. A. then went on to say) 
had got his resolutions in—resolutions laying down 
a law co-extensive with the globe itself; stretching 
over land and sea; applicable alike to every barba- 
rous power and every civilized nation; applicable 
to all places and in all time. He had got these 
resolutions in with a view of their being incorpo- 
rated as the American interpretation of the law of 
nations. He had got them in to regulate the mari- 
time intercourse of the universe—to operate more 
extensively than had the British orders in council, 
or the decrees of Napoleon, because these extended 
only to the commerce of belligerent nations. But 
the resolutions were more extensive than these de- 
crees or the orders in council; and that being so, 
when the Senator had got his resolutions in, he 
cried aloud, “ Now that they are here, if you do not 
pass them you surrender the principle—not only 
the right, but the principle—and therefore you 
must mark well what you are about.’? Well, now, 
the Senator from South Carolina was not content 
with making that short speech which he deliv- 
ered in the running discussion on the introduction 
of the resolutions, but he also made an elaborate 
speech on the passage of the resolutions. The 
resolutions having been referred to the Committee 

on Foreign Relations, who had charge of the sub- 
ject—though he introduced them not as from that 
committee, but had them referred to it, just as I 
now propor to do with regard to the resolutions 
now before the Senate—and having undergone a 
| slight modification, which went to limit'the extent 
of jurisdiction, they were reported back by the 
Commiitee on Foreign Relations, and were passed 
by the unanimous vote of the Senate of the United 
States. Here I find the vote—“ Ayes: Allen, &c. 
Nays: none.” Now, this was upon a point of mari- 
time law—that law by which the British empire is 
sustained, far more than by that thing which is 
called the British constitution—that law which 
holds her vast commercial system together—that 
maritime law was to be affected by this inter- 
pretation of it. But it was all harmless then!— 
nay, the Senator from South Carolina was so ar- 
dent in his advocacy of the resolutions, that he 
took occasion to call on all other parts of the Union 
to come to their support, claiming especial credit 
| for the South—that’s the word—for having gone 
into two wars upon what he was pleased to call 
more northern than southern questions. You 
have heard, in the extract just read, how the Sen- 
ator had spoken of the gallant devotion of the 
South—how they had perilled everything they 
held dear—that the were always ready to fight— 
and therefore he called upon all to come and stand 
up with the South in defence of the resolutions, 
and sustain this great southern question, fight or 
no fight. All this was perfectly right then. But 
it seems to be quite wrong in me now. But no-: 
body complained of the Senator. I did not com- 


plain of it then. I do not complain of it now. 
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But I do complain of the unheard-of, unparalleled 
course. which he has undertaken to pursue in re- 
gard to me—particularly in this business. -And 
now for another precedent. I will not undertake 
to read this long speech of the Senator, which 
teems with more matter calculated to excite the 
wrath of Great Britain than all the speeches made 
on this floor since—a speech which went into. the 
social organization of the British empire—dis- 
sected her population, and held it up as compris- 
img so much slavery and so much. freedom—a 
speech that denounced her for holding one-eighth 
of the human race in subjection’ as base as that in 
which a certain class of persons in the South are 
held—a speech more calculated to stir up. the war 
fecling than any which had now been delivered, 
or were likely to be delivered on Oregon. The 
condition to which England had reduced poor Ire- 
land was glowingly depicted by the Senator in 
that speech; the wretched condition of her own 
people at home was portrayed, and the great mass 
of the population of the empire were denominated 
slaves, all slaves with the exception of some three 
or four hundred thousand in England, who held 
the elective franchise. But Igo not into that; and, 
let me repeat, I do not indulge in these reminiscen- 
ces by way of censure. I state these things in orde 


that the language and spirit of the Senator himself j 


may justify me against that very Senator’s censure 
now. But I will go to other authorities—to cases 
that, fortunately for me, touch the matter in hand 
exactly—to cases that look directly to the princi- 
ples involved in this resolution—both cases occur- 
ring in the House of Representatives, when there 
were, perhaps, as many strong men in that body 
as at any former or subsequent period. 


Monroe, from which my friend from Michigan 


has just cited a memorable passage. In that mes- | 
sage this very subject of European interference | 
was presented to Congress, and a resolution was 


based upon that, calling on the President to state 
the particulars. Here is the minute of the pro- 
ceeding: $ 

(From Journal House of Reps., December 1, 1823.] 


“Mr. Mallory t | 
‘the table for consideration to-morrow, viz: 


“ Resolved, That the President of the United 
‘States be requested to lay before this House such 
‘information as he may possess (which may be 
‘ disclosed without injury to the publie good) rel- 
‘ative to the determination of any sovereign or 
‘combination of sovereigns to assist Spain in the 


t subjugation of her late colonies on the American | 
‘continent; and whether any Government of Eu- |! 


‘rope is disposed or determined to oppose any 
‘aid or assistance which such sovercign or com- 
‘bination of sovercigns may afford to Spain for 
‘the subjugation of her late colonies above men- 
‘tioned. 

“ The resolution was agreed to.” 


Well, that resolution passed the House of Rep- |; 
resentatives, as far as I can sce, without a dissen- |! 
The Pres- | 
ident answered the resolution, stating that he had | 
no information not already communicated to Con- | 
gress, which he could communicate with safety to |! 


id | 


tient voice. It went to the President. 


the public interests.. That’s what he stated. 
any man imagine at the time this resolution was 
introduced by a mere member of the House of 
Representatives—not as the chairman of a com- 
mittee, nor as the organ of a committee, but on his 
own individual responsibility—a resolution which 
went to direct action, which proposed to do some- 
thing on the instant—which called for facts which 
had not been communicated in relation to this very 
same subject embraced in the resolution now be- 
fore this body—that any impropriety was com- 


mitted? Well, the House of Representatives, as | 


Ihave stated, passed that resolution. I have not 
had time to examine the Journal of the House. 
critically; but, so faras my examination has ex- 
tended, I find that there was no opposition to the 
resolution. And now i come to another precedent; 
because, if there are to be any personal attacks 
made upon me as chairman of the committee, I 
shall brace myself up for a defence. The meas- 
ures of the Administration are not to be struck at 
through a disguised attack upon a member of this 
body. Phe blow shall reach the object at which 
it is aimed, and not be intercepted by my bosom. 


These measures have been recommended by a; 


democratie President as democratic measures ; 


One of | 
these occurrences arose upon the message of Mr. | 


laid the following resolution on | 


i! 
| 
i 
| 
| 
j 
| 
j 
i 
t 
[i 
i 


and the opposition to them shall not conceal its 
aim by a feigned assault upon an individual on 
this floor. Iwill then read another passage with 
which the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts-stands closely connected. It has reference 
to a resolution introduced by him in the year 1824 
~—in the same year, and in’ reference to:the same 
measure to which I have just alluded—the Mes- 
sage of President Monroe. A resolution was intro- 
duced by the Senator. from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Weasrer,] then a distinguished member. of the 
House of Representatives, in reference tothe con- 
dition of Greece—not a South American State— 
no, sir; not a State having any political affinity 
by geographical proximity to the American sys- 
tem; but a State in the very midst of the political 
systems of the Old World—surrounded on all sides 
by the sternest despotisms the world’s bosom now 
contains; it was to that State the resolution offer- 
ed by the honorable Senator applied. The res- 
olution was to the effect that an appropriation 
should be made of money to defray ie expenses 
of a mission to Greece; which was, to all intents 
and purposes, a voluntary recognition of the inde- 
pendence of Greece by the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. That resolution was introduced into 
the House of Representatives. What became of 
it, itis not my business to inquire. The point in- 


presenting such a subject to the consideration of 
| Congress. Well, in a speech made on that ocea- 
sion—I tried to find the whole of the debate, but 
could find but one or two specehes—by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, then a distinguished mem- 
ber of that House, in support of the resolution— 
a speech recorded, and allow me to say that I will 
hazard the opinion that it will stay recorded so 
long as types and paper exist to record anything 
in the English language—in that speech the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts justified his course upon 
the ground that the new and dangerous condition 
of the world, brought about by that combination 


| of powerful European sovereigns called the Hol 
l | ; y 


Alliance, required some action by our Govem- 
ment. He contended that we, as a free and in- 
dependent people, and as holding the lead in the 
great work of the world’s deliverance from bond-. 
age, were bound to speak out in terms that 
could not be mistaken. He predicated this move- 
ment on the Message of Mr. Monroe, not, sir, on 
his being chairman of the Committee of Foreign 


| 
| 
! 
| 
i 
j 
{ 
{ 
} 
ji 


j 
! ` 

ii ELouse, and he had a right to do so. 
[i 


| Relations in the House, but simply as a member 
i from the State of Massachusetts, the whole matter 
1aving been previously referred, just as it has been 
n this casc, to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
i tions of that body. He offered the resolution in 
his own individual character as a member of that 
It was not 
i even referred, so far as I can perceive, to the Com- 
i mittee on Foreign Relations, but was debated in 
' Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
i Now, it is well to look back to these times of a 
quarter of a century ago. Jt is well for us to look 
back to those days, and see what an American 
President, and an American legislature, and the 
country had the courage to do—to ascertain what 
sort of sentiments it was not then deemed disrep- 
utable to utter. F will not undertake to read all 
the passages of this speech, as | find it very im- 
i perfectly reported in Niles’s Register. I will not 
read all the passages I have marked, but merely 

one or two of the most pointed: 
“ At the commencement of the present session 


f! eof Congress, (Mr. Webster said,) the President 


‘of the United States, in the discharge of the high 
t duties of his station, deemed it incumbent on him 
t to introduce the subject to the consideration of 
t the National Legislature; and in his communica- 
‘tion he had expressed an opinion that there was 
‘reason to hope that the Greeks would be success- 
‘ful inthe present strugele with their oppressors, 
‘and that the Power that had so long oppressed them 
‘had lost its dominion over them forever. The 
“same communication contained other matters of 
‘ great importance in relation to a rumored combi- 
‘nation of forcign sovereigns to interfere in the 
‘concerns of South America. Under these cir- 
‘cumstances, (said Mr. W.,) I thought it was 
‘proper and becoming that the communication 
t should receive a response from this House. I 
‘am aware that the practice of a general answer 
‘from the Legislature to the annual message or 
‘ speech of the President has, for more than twenty 
s years past, been disused; nor do I complain of 


- ‘express its.opinions.as to pass the necessa 


volved at present is the propriety of an individual, 


s such disuse; but Lam-alsoof opinion that the prac~: 
‘tice was not without its positive advantag Tt ia 
‘my conviction. that, in any. Governn 
‘contains a popular branch, it is; the du 
portion of the popularGovernment as muc 


t L-introduce the present resolution under th 
‘ viction, as well. as that I might have: an. opportu 
‘nity to give my vote: directly.on one of the sub- 
‘jects adverted to by the Executive; and 1 shall 
‘think that if it was proper. in the President to. ad-, 
‘vert to these subjects, it is equally proper in us 
‘to take notice of what he has. addressed to'ug.xe~ 
*specting them. ?? i opui E EEAS SA E 
he propriety of.introducing the resolution, then,, 
was not only felt and vindicated by the gentleman; 
but he contends that it was: the ‘duty of Con-. 
gress” to- respond. „And. then, after citing some 
beautiful poetry in- which the law. of opinion ‘is 
represented as very potential in the world, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts proceeds to sayra 0s: 
“ But now, it may be asked, what.is all that ta 
tus? The question is easily answered. We are 
‘one of the nations. Our system. of.Government, 
‘is, throughout, hostile to that system; and if we. 
‘are safe from its effects, we may thank our 
‘ation or our courage. The age we live in, and. 
‘our own active character, have connected us with 
‘all the nations of the world; and we,.as a nation, 
‘have precisely the same interest in international 
‘law as a private individual has in the laws of-his 
country.” : PEN 
* 


* # * ¥ x 


(gontinued Mr. Ai- 
ings, as I stated at, 
bw 


And now, Mr. President, 
LEN,) F have referred to these. t 
the outset, to justify. myself. fr ty 
cast upon me of arrogating to inyself th usie; 
of the committee, by the presentation ofthis res 


lution, And now I will conclude’ by statine why. 
I did not do this on the instant. I should, have, 
done it in that, case with more imprudent ardor 
than now, had not the motion to lay on the table 

precluded debate, and, of course, precluded me 

from the opportunity of repelling the imputations| 
to which T have alluded. I have now, sir, said-all 

that I deem necessary on the subject. `.. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Mr. President, I trust, Ihave 
too much self-respect, too great a regard for the 
subject-matter before the Senate, to follow the ex- 
ample of the Senator from Ohio in giving this dis- 
cussion a personal direction. ` I had not the slight- 
est idea in the world, When I simply stated m 
views in mere detail, to which the Senator has ad- 
verted, to give any offence by saying that the Sen- 
ator had not consulted the Senator from Michigan, 
(Mr. Cass,] the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr, Sr- 
viER,] or any other member of the committee, and 
had introduced the resolutions on his-own respon- 
sibility. I made no such insinuations for the pur- 
pose imputed. I never make them. What Ihave 
to offer, is offered openly and direct. The'fact has 
wounded the Senator. most.déeply, which I very: 
much regret. Ishall be very brief in: my remarks 
on this occasion, and on the various topics present- 
ed. I must say, in the first place, that the Senator 
from Ohio has utterly failed’in his effort. ~A. chair« 
man of a committee, with subject-matter contain- 
ed in the President’s Message already beforethem, 
moving a resolution on it here, or getting a vote of 
the Senate, and thus acting on it!. I say the ques- 
tion is without precedent, because, I presume the 
Senator has made a careful search, and has not.. 
found an analogous case. I intimated that I con- 
sidered the resolution out ‘of order; it was: butan 
intimation, but I now say more boldly that it was 
clearly out of the parliamentary rule; for whenever, 
any specific matter is. referred to a committee, it is, 
withdrawn from the Senate, and cannot be made a 
subject of action by the Senate. Not expecting 
this question to arise, I did not ‘turn tò the parli 
mentary rule, but stated it from my recollec 
However, it can easily be found.’ As to thé- 
lutions of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Ha 


1846. = . 


cax,] to which the Senator has alluded, they de- 
nied the right to settle the boundary between the 
United States and Great Britain by treaty. Did 
the President say anything about that in his mes- 
sage? It was legitimate under the rule laid down. 
As tomy amendment, if that of the Senator from 
Indiana was not out of order, certainly mine was 
not. 

I believe that the next subject is that of the case 
of the brig Enterprise. The three resolutions I 
moved were in relation to it.. All will remember 
that an American vessel at the Bahamaislands, was 
treated, in my opinion, and in the unanimous opin- 
ion of the Senate, in a manner‘not consistent with 
the law of nations.. What did Ido on that ocea- 
sion? Was I out of order? Has the Senator shown 
anything in the message of the then Executive in 
relation to this affair? Not a word. And it is 
strange that four or five similar. cases received not 
the slightest notice in the Executive message. 
"There was no question of order in that case; it was 
a clear case; a movement on an independent sub- 
ject, not referred to a committee. I did not, as the 
Senator says, submit resolutions affirming univer- 
sal principles, comprehending all times and places, 
but resolutions affirming what the laws of nations 
were; and I had the honor of receiving a unani- 
mous vote. I doubt whether the Senator will in 
this case. 

What is the next cage? 
by Mr. Mallory, and alluded to by the Senator 
from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] when up. Did that 
come under tho rule? His call was for information 
in reference to the declaration made by Mr. Mon- 
roo. The House did not take up the subject-mat- 
ter. As to the last fact, it was not sufficiently 


stated to enable me to judge. The Senator from | 


Massachusetts, however, is acquainted with the 
circumstances, I was not then a member of the 
House. But I doubt whether there was any spe- 
cific reference of the subject to.a committee when 
the honorable member moved the resolution, If 
80, it was one of those accidental eases where there 
is a departure from the rules as the best meang of 
obtaining information. These are all the cases pro- 
duced, after deliberate search; and not one is ap- 
plicable to the present occasion. I believe I have 
said enough for this purpose. I will now pass on, 
and make a few remarks on a subject touched by 
the Senator from Michigan, 

The Senator justified the course pursued by Mr. 
Monroe in 1823 and 1824. ‘The case was not anal- 
ogous. I do not remember whether the injunction 
of secrecy was removed. A friend said last even- 
ing it had been. However, I presume, after so 
great a lapse of time, it will not be considered any 
violation of confidence to state briefly the question 
which led to the declaration. We all remember 
the Holy Alliance to overthrow Bonaparte. Eng- 
land refused to join it, although she acted with it. 
In the process of time, the Holy Alliance contem- 
plated an’ interference with the affairs of South 
Amorica, in order to restore the dominion of Spain 
over her revolted provinces. Our Government re- 
ceived an intimation from Mr. Canning, who waa 
then at the head of the British Ministry—a man of 
extraordinary sagacity and talent—stating at the 
same time, that if the American Government would 
back tho British Government, she would discoun- 
tenance such interference. And this general dec- 
laration had reference to a specific case, and stopped 
there. Mr. Monroe was a wise man, and had no 
design of burdening the country with a task which 
it could not perform. He knew there was a 
broader declaration made by the gentleman then 
Secretary of State. As far as my knowledge ex- 
tends, it was hever brought forward for Cabinet 
deliberation, It has been along time since, and I 
will not be positive. I have no doubt that the gen- 
tleman to whom reference has been made is en- 
titled to the paternity... I say so, because out of 
this grew the Panama convention, although it was 
not-legitimately an offspring. | But, if this declara- 
tion was right, the Panama convention was no bad 
conception, and the propriety of our sending a 
Minister could hardly be resisted.. -It was a more 
sensible form of carrying out a broad proposition. 
But, Mr. President, you and all-the older Senators 
know what would have been the result. If, when 
we were called on, we had said we would join 
Great Britain against the rest of the world, we 
would have been speedily called on to act tdid, 
when the proposition first came up, give my as- 
sent to it; but, after reflection, thought that it had 
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The resolution moved | 


j| to make that interference influential? Why make 


a pernicious effect elsewhere; and would have it 
now. I made no opposition to this in consequence 
of a deference to Great Britain or the other Euro- 
pean Powers, but a deference to ourselves. Our 
own good sense should teach us that we ought not 
to undertake what we cannot perform. It should 
be so with individuals and with nations. By the 
adoption of the principle of the resolution, we 
would be called on to interfere whenever a Euro- 
pean nation, right or wrong, should bring on a 
conflict of arms between one or another nation on 
this continent. I would ask the Senator from 
Michigan, where is the limitation? 

Mr. CASS. Will the gentleman allow me to ex- 
plain? The principle for which I contend is this: 
by such a declaration as that contemplated in the 
resolution, we would merely place our protest on 
record, not heing thereby bound to any definite 
course of action, but being left free to maintain neu- 
trality or actively engage in enforcing the principle, 
as we micht see fil. | 

Mr. CALHOUN. Well, would it not be better 
to wait for the emergency in which we would have 
suflicientainterest to interfere, and suflicient power 


any such declaration now? What good purpose 
can it serve? Only to show to the men that are to 
come after us that we were wiser and more patriotic 
than we feared they might be! F cannot, for my 
life, see a single good likely to result from this | 
measure. Will it have a tendency to conciliate 
European powers, who, in case of a collision with | 
Great Britain, might be friendly to us? or will such a 
declaration prevent these five great European pow- 
ers, Who, lie says, have the regulation of the balance 
of power, and can do their fiat in Enrope, from at- 
tempting the execution of any of their schemes? 
Will mere vaporing bravado have any practical ef- 
fect? No. You must adopt a very different course 
of policy. You must arm, equip, fit out your na- 
vies, raise a powerful revenue, and resist them by 
practical measures, if you think proper to resist 
them. Will not the effect of such a declaration be 
the very reverse of all this practical course of poli- 
ey? Will it not create jealousy on the part of Eng- 
land? ‘Will it not militate against the formation of 
alliances on the part of nations favorably disposed 
towards us? No good effects can come from it. 
From first to last, in my opinion, it will be follow- 
ed by unqualified evil consequences. In this spirit 
I resisted it on a former occasion; in this spirit I 
resist it now. 
Mr. ALLEN rose and said, that as to the prece- 
dents—so many of which were on record, but of 
which he had been content to quote half a dozen— 
they still stood there unreplied to. . The assertion 
of the Senator from South Carolina, that they did 
not apply in the present case, was the most extra- 
ordinary way of answering them, He- did, not 
think it requisite to go over all the gentleman said; 
but one principle he would notice which was laid 
down by him, and that was in regard to the con- 
finement of the powers of the Senate until com- 
mittees should report on matters referred to them. 
Now what would be the state of the question by 
the application of such a principle as that? The 
Constitution required the President to communicate 
to Congress, at the opening of the session, his views 
ofour affairs, internal and external. If the Presi- 
dent’s Message comprehends all those subjects, as 
it ought to do, its different portions are referred (as 
a matter of course) to their respective committees. 
Whatthen? Why, asa matter of course, the Sen- 
ate must sit dumb until it may please the several 
committees to report. The Senate loses its power 
over those subjects, and every one of its members 
is gageed—all are muzzled by the President’s Mes- 
sage, which happens to allude incidentally to the 
matter. The President’s Message recommended 
appropriations for the army and for the navy, and 
‘that portion of it is referred to the Committees on 
Military and on Naval Affairs; therefore, according 
to the Senator from South Carolina, no Senator can 
originate a bill, or make a motion on the subject, be- 
cause that reference extracts out of the Senate that 
principle of vitality giving it control over the legisla- 
tive field; it paralyzes the Senate, and, according to 
his doctrine, no member of that body could originate 
amotion. Nowhere else but in the President’s Mes- 
sage are there to be introduced great questions of 
national interest. Well, the question is referred, 
and being referred, not a member of that body 


was to make a solitary motion, because the matter 
is sent to a committee. Now, suppose a mischiey- 


ous man should happen to get into power, and take 
up every subject-matter his imagination could sug- 
gest as possible for Congress to touch; that his 
message came there and was referred: why then, . 
according to him, not a man could offer a resolu- 
tion because the President’s message had taken the 
matter up already. There was something so mon- 
strous in that doctrine, that it was quite unneces- 
sary to say another word on it. . 

r. CALHOUN here arose under.the impres- ` 
sion that Mr. A. had finished, but immediately. 
gaye way.] COE ae 

The Senator from South Carolina, in speaking ` 
of the declaration of Mr. Monroe in his message, 
had said that it was a specific case, and that there 
was no specific case contained in the Message of 
Mr. Polk. To that he (Mr. A.) would answer, 
that the President did not only name a specific case 
in words; but there was something named in words 
that came more home to us than the case of the 
South American republics; he alluded to the men- 
tion made of the interference of the British and 
French Goverments to prevent the annexation of 
Texas to the United States. That wasa case of 
interference—of palpable, political interference. 
Yes, those powers had endeavored to.come be- 
tween us and Texas, and had offered a high boon 
to bribe that gallant people; and the people of the 
United States were now under obligation, not to 
the prompt energy of their own Government alone, 
but to the incorruptible honesty and stern patriot- 
ism of the people of Texas, who had large boons 
offered them to become, not nominally, but sub- 
stantially, a British province. Why, did not 
every one sec why Great Britain and France 
should wish to sce Texas become a dependant 
province? On the part of these powers, there 
was no offer made to the governments of Mex- 
ico and Texas to compromise their difficulties, 
nor that Texas should annex herself to Mex- 
ico; but they did propose to Texas, that if ‘she 
should stay out of this Union, they would recog- 
nise and sustain herindependence. Why? Because 
she would then be a feeble power upon our fron- 
tier, which would have to look abroad for pro- 
tection, and necessarily put herself under the pro- 
tection of France and England. It was on that 
ground he (Mr. A.) had said that a protest ought 
to have been laid before the Cabinets of France 
and England against such interference; and, if” 
they had still persisted, that war ought to have 
been declared. Those matters were alluded to in 
the President’s Message. The object. of that in- 
terference of France and England, was to. keep a 
member out of the Union.. They would have had’ 
as much right to induce a member to go out of 
the Union as to prevent one coming in; and Great 
Britain and France would have as great a right to 
hold out an inducement to one of our discontented 
States to leave the Union as prevent Texas from 
coming in. Well, there was the subject alluded to 
in the President’s Message, in so many words. ` 
Mexico and Texas were called by their names; and. 
still the gentleman asked, Where was there an 
allusion to a specific case? 

He (Mr. A.) had stated the case of Texas. And 
now he asked to be allowed—since the discussion 
had spread out further than he wished it—to say,’ 
in reference to the condition of Mexico, that if the 
British or French Government was at the bottom: 
of the present movements in Mexico, to. distract 
the present order of things there, with a view to 
bringing about a state of things which would af- 
ford them an excuse for placing a French prince 
upon the throne of Mexico, or of reducing that 
country to the condition of a ao subject to 
either of those Powers—if such should be the re- 
sult, it would justify a declaration of war against 
these Powers by the United States. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Canuoun,] to 
strengthen his views of the question, took care 
to get on the other side of the globe. He went all 
the way to Patagonia, whilst he (Mr. A.) staid at 
home, at the mouth of the Mississippi; he kept by 
our own shores, to show that there were matters 
occurring here so solemn as to claim the attention of 
the President of the United States—occurrences no 
less important than the interference of two Powers 
of the Holy Alliance with this Government within 
a couple of years past. When he said that these 
Powers were both members of the Holy Alliance, he 
did not say England was so on paper, or that Lord 
Castlereagh signed the articles agreed to by the 


Emperors of Russia and Austria and the King of 
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Prussia, in 1814. Great Britain did not sign it, 
neither did her minister; but the fact is, the only 
reason, as Stated by the minister, why it was not 
done, was, that while the other sovereigns signed 
itin person, that thing called the British constitu- 
tion required the signature of a responsible min- 
ister, thereby causing an incongruity which alone 
prevented the signature. But, substantially for 
iving effect to the project put forward by. the 
Joly Alliance, Great Britain was as much a mem- 
ber then and now as the other sovereigns; and 
France had adhered, after the restoration of the 
Bourbons, to the principles of the Holy Alfi- 
ance. He (Mr. A.) was not, then, mistaken in 
saying that two members of the Holy Alliance 
had, within three, two, even one year, interfered to 
change our political organization, and interfered 
to prevent the admission of a State into the Union; 
and that upon that ground it was necessary to 
check it. Now, if the gentleman wanted a case, 
Jet him look at home. He was not going to take | 
him (Mr. A.) to Patagonia for an example. He 
knew the strength of his position, and he would 
adhere to it. These resolutions looked to that in- 
terference, and when they came to be discussed, 
they would see who made out the strongest case in 
the matter. Why, we saw that, but year ago, the j 
British Government were charged to their-.teeth by 
the Senator from South Carolina himself, with in- 
terfering in the most outrageous manner; and he 
gave that fact as a reason for the hurry ene expedi- 
tion we should exercise in the case of Texas, whilst 
Great was Britain interfering. He (Mr. A.) then 
went for Texas with all his heart, not upon princi- 
ple of local advantage; he went for it to gratify no | 
rejudice—to strengthen no sectional interest-—but | 
ecause he believed the happiness and prosperity | 
of the great mass of the people of this country | 
would be increased by it. He again said that they | 
then had a case of interference, and they allowed 
the time to go by; but there was another time ap- 
proaching which by improving they might do ser- 
vice. When they came to mediate in the affairs of 
Europe at the Congress of Vienna, they mediated 
by subdividing the masses of the European people 
among themselves, transferring the people from 
one sovereign to another in “bodies of unequal 
sizes, as a drove of hogs is subdivided into un- 
equal portions, to suit the purposes of the sev- 
eral purchasers. Those powers are at liberty to 
come on lawful business, in pursuit of their 
commercial traffic—to buy and sell—but in our 
olitical affairs they must keep their distance. 
he people of this continent wanted none of their 
arbitration—they would have none of it. Their 
own differences they might have, but they called 
upon no European sovereign to arbitrate. They 
commenced with mediation in this very matter be- 
tween Mexico and ‘Texas, and ended with an open 
struggle to prevent the annexation of Texas to this 
nion. Now, of this the President of the United 
States was satisfied; he had stated it wisely, and 
in accordance with the wishes of the people of the 
United States. ; , 
“And now he would again say, what he had said 
long before, that neither the case of Texas nor that 
of Oregon would ever be the real cause of war 
to Great Britain. She was looking at the struc- 
ture of our system, which was attracting to it 
all the weary of the world; whose example was 
doing more to overthrow the dynasties of two 
thousand years than all the armies that poured 
into France under the allied sovereigns, could 
do, if marshalled and brought into array against 
those thrones. It was that system; 1t was the 
New World that was affrighting the Old; it was 
the new idea which had emanated from the bosom | 
of the New World, and flashes like the benefi- 
cent light of day through the night of European 
tyranny, proclaiming to the masses that they were 
Born to live and be happy, not with saddles on 
their backs, nor with masters booted and spurred 
to ride them from the cradle to the grave. These 
were the questions which twenty-five years of 
peace had produced in the world, and whose agi- 
tation was enabling the people of Europe to go to 
work and accumulate large masses of wealth in 
their hands, thereby making themselves felt in the 
administration of political power. It was that un- 
conquerable spirit which 1s established and cher- 
ished by our example which was giving Great 
Britain and the allied sovereigns of Europe more 
concern than a patch of snow-covered soil on the 


| rations, sir, are casily made. 


frontier of Maine, or on the shore of the Pacific 


ocean, -She may use these subjects as: pretexts} 
perhaps she may find them large enough to form 
the basis of a European confederation against this 
Republic. Should that be the case, we can never 
defeat such confederations by showing the white 
feather. When we talk of preparation, we are 
charged with a desire for war, as if there existed 
in the couniry a single man who would desire war 
so long as it could be avoided or postponed- with 


proprieiy, ; i 
e (Mr. A.) would not have alluded to. the in- 
terference in the affairs of Texas, but for the re- 


marks of the Senator from South Carolina, that no. 


specific case had been named in the President’s 
Message, inasmuch as he did not mention that of 
the South American republics. He (Mr. A.) had 
spoken of that of Texas as one much more nearly 
connected with their own firesides. That interfer- 
ence should cease; it must cease; and they might 
as well tell Europe calmly and mildly in the form 
of those resolutions, at the beginning, as by a dec- 
laration of war. ‘The sovereigns of Europe could 
not be allowed to interfere in the affairs of this con- 
tinent as they had done in the case of Texas and 
Mexico. The thing cannot be tolerated; and if 
this Congress takes upon itself to negative the dec- 
larations of the President, and by that negation to 
hold out an encouragement for European interfer- 
ence in our afluirs, the people will send a Congress 
that will not do it. This matter has not sprung up 
in an hour—it is not to be decided in an hour. 
These resolutions must be before Congress till 
they receive its sanction. This is not child’s pla 
that it can be scouted out in this way. It sald 
receive that attention from me, at least, which I 
believe every feeling of patriotism requires that I 
should bestow upon it. 

Mr. CALHOUN. The Senator supposes that 
I would have transferred the whole power on this 
subject to the committee, It is hardly necessary 
to reply to that. Committees are but the creatures 
of the Senate. As to Texas, Mr. President, as far 
as I had any share in the management of that par- 
tieular guestion, I can only say that the declaration 
of Mr. Monroe had not the weight of that piece of 
paper; und ifa thousand such declarations, in even 
stronger terms, had been made and passed the Sen- 
ate, they would not have had that weight. Decla- 
The affairs of na- 
tions are not controlled by mere declarations. Ifa 
declaration of opinion were sufficient to change the 
whole cowse of events, no nation would be more 
prompt than we. But we must meet interference 
in our affairs in another way. We must meet it 
as it was met in the case of Texas—decidedly, 
boldly, and practically. We must meet each par- 
ticular case by itself, and according to its own 
merits, always taking care not to assert our rights 
until we feel ourselves able to sustain our asser- 
tions. As to general abstract declarations of that 
kind, I would not give a farthing fora thousand of 
them. They do more harm than good, or rather 
no good at all, but a great deal of harm. While 
up, I wish to allude to some remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan. He scems to think that the 
news by the last steamer was as belligerent as he 
could have anticipated. 

Mr. CASS was understood to say that he did not 
regard the character of the late news to be such as 
to warrant any relaxation of our efforts to place the 
country in a posture of defence. 

Mr. CALHOUN proceeded. Such an opinion 
coming from such a high authority, it is proper, 
perhaps, that I givemine. [have read the articles 
in the papers, and, as far as I am capable, I have 
endeavored to trace in my mind the effects which 
the final change of the ministry forming under Sir 
Robert Peel are likely to exercise on our affairs. 
The result of the reflection is the opinion that the 
change in the ministry is likely to be highly pro- 
pitious. The few words read by the Senator from 
one of the articles might seem to bear against. this 
conclusion ; but not so, I think, if taken in con- 
nexion with other articles. The whole tone of 
the English press, without a single exception, so 
far as I have seen, indicates an anxious desire to 
adjust this question with the United States in a 
peaceful manner. But at the same time the whole 
tone and spirit of that press shows that Great Bri- 
tain thinks she has some rights in Oregon; and if 
the United States undertake to assert her exclusive 
right to the whole, without consulting her, the 
issue must be an appeal to arms, On ascertaining 
the news brought by the ** Liberty,” my first im- 


| pression: was that: Lord John Russell: could’ not: 
stand, and that conviction’ I intimated’ to.some= 
friends. But I hardly: anticipated the return’ of 
Sir Robert Peel: . Yet I must say. that’ that i 
of Sir Robert Peel; and with more vigorous powers: 
I. regard as one of the most: aus scious circums; 
stances possible for this country: There must be. 
a very great change. since I had ‘9 share. in the 
management of public. affairs, if the British Gov- 
ernment he not anxious to settle this ‘difficulty: in 
an amicable manner. My convictions are’ now 
stronger—much stronger, Sir—than’ they were, 
that this question can be honorably settled by ne- 
gotiation. Myr President, if it: should: not be so 
settled, I fear much of the responsibility will ‘rest 
upon us, Instead of engaging in these agitating 
discussions in the front of these indications being 
a wise course, I: regard it as anything but -wise: 
That quietness with whith the whole British press 
has received the President’s Message appears to 
me to set a proper example to us. We ought: to 
receive the  information—information, I ‘think, 
highly favorable to an honorable settlement of this: 
question, and to none other than: an honorable 
settlement would I ever agree-—we ought to receive 
If.so received and acted ‘on, 


is nota mere question of languagé—of phraseology = 


The great question is, whether one ‘or: other, or 
both nations, are disposed to yield so as to: meet on 


common ground. Now, one word more if you 
please. The gentleman from South Carolina has 
said that a declaration isa mere piece.of paper. Sir, 
paper bullets may sometimes be as mischievous as 
fonden ones. l have no idea, however, that if'yòu 
adopt this resolution, we must go to war. | Itis a 
protest that we do not recognise their claims ang 
rineiples—and why? That some twenty years 
hence the world should not get up and say you are 
bound by your tacit acquiescence. It is the prac- 
tice of nations that makes the law of nations; that 
is certain ina political sense.. The practice of yes- 
terday is. the principle of to-morrow. Now we 
ought to say to England and the world, “we. ac- 
knowledge no such principle.. We are growing 
stronger every day. Time is dealing well by us. 
We do not want, however, to assume the charac- 
ter of propagandists, b secre this declaration. 
We all know that this balance of powerin Europe 
is nothing more nor less than, balance to maintain 
monarchical institutions under the guise of ‘sup- 
porting a necessary equality. 2 290. gn 
Now I do hope:that we: shall be:contented ‘with. 
our own good things, and not practice a system of 
political -propagandism.. ‘If-other nations prefer 
monarchical governments to republicanism, we 
have no right to complain of their decision, how- 
ever much they differ fromus. The world is wide 
enough for them and for us. But we do.ask that 
these monarchical institutions shall not be extended 
to this continent by any influence, direct or indi- 
rect. We say that that would be dangerous to. our 
progress, to our peace, and to the extension of the 
area of liberty. The honorable Senator fron: South 


Carolina alluded to a great: contest of principles 
which was, sometime or other, to také place: There 
are antagonist principles at work, which the most 
superficial observer cannot ‘fail-to perceive. The 
contest niust come. -Whether the present or the: 
succeeding generation will»seé.ity E know- nots but. 
come that contest will. .T.have no desire; lèt me’ 
repeat, to go to: war-for. purposes-of’ olitical-pro~ 
pagandism. All I maintain is, the right to support 


our own institutions, and: toward off opposition. 
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Ït is in this order of things that I have alluded to 
facts connected. with the operations of European 
Powers on this continent. I have been actuated 
by no desire to excite prejudice against foreign gov- 

rnoments. My sole desire is, that the American 
people should be fully awake to the nature of their 
own condition, and:be prepared to meet all the re- 
sponsibilities that devolve upon them, whatever dif- 
ficulties or dangers may surround them. Notwith- 
standing the censure thrown upon a casual expres- 
sion of the honorable gentleman from Ohio, I am 
induced to repeat it. It was to the effect that we 
should be prepared in heart as well as in arms. 
And, sir, I do hope that if war comes, it will find 
every citizen of the United States prepared in 
heart. Such preparation is the surest augury of 
success, 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON stated that he would con- 
fine himself to the question of leave. Honorable 
gentlemen (said he) have gone into this debate on 
many subjects which Ido not propose to touch. I 
desire to confine myself to the question, whether 
the resolution oughtor ought not to be received by 
the Senate. Itis admitted on all sides that the por. 
tion of the President’s Message, which covers the 
whole ground, has been referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. The committee, then, we 
are bound to suppose, has the subject under con- 
sideration. The honorable Senator from Ohio, 
(Mr. ALLEN] on his own responsibility, not as a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
offered this resolution, and avowed his design of 
moving its reference to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. "The whole subject has been laid before 
the committee, and the gentleman is not satisfied 
with that. Fe is not satisfied with the reference 
which covers all that the resolution asserts, but 
wishes to refer the whole subject overagain. What 
good can be obtained by this course? Ts it not 
competent for the Commitice on Forcign Relations 
to report now, to-morrow, or at any time, if they 
think proper, this or any other resolution on the 
same subject? If it should be referred to the com- 
mittee, will it give them an increase of power or 
authority not now possessed? Certainly not. En- 
tertaining this opinion, however, I believe the prop- 
osition to introduce this resolution by the Senator 
from Ohio, to be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, is unparliamentary and out of. or- 
der. On that ground, independently of any other, 
I feel myself justified in voting against the recep- 
tion of the resolution. But I protest against any 
inference which may be drawn from the ‘vote, 
touching the great principles which are considered 
to be involved in the resolution. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio—pardon me 
for saying—told us that he had thoroughiy con- 
sidered the resolution before he brought it here— 
that he had duty weighed it, took the responsibili- 
ty of it; and did not intend to abandon it. It was 
40 important that he would press it from time to 
time; not ‘merely at the present session of Con- 
gress, hut during ‘future sessions. Years will roll 
away before he abandons the darling object he has 
in views we are not, therefore, likely to hear the end 
of it very soon, let us dispose of itas we will. The 
Senator, if -rightly understood him, had declared 
this new policy to be one of the leading principles 
of the Democratic party; that opposition to it 
was opposition to that party. If I understood the 
Senator, does he mean to make new points of par- 
ty division? I desire to ask the Benator from 
Ohio, or any other who can answer the question, 
if this is a great and predominant democratic doc- 
trine, when did it become so? At what period did 
it become a principle of the democratic creed? I 
say, so far as T understand the history of this coun- 
try, it was perfectly new. So far as I can read or 
learn from the documents of Congress, the party 
never took this ground before. Twill go back to 


the origin of the present party, and refer to the | 


Journals, when the House was engaged on the 
important question of sending a Minister to Pana- 
ma, to ascertain what was the opinion of the De- 
moeratic party then. In April, 1826, a resolution 
to pay a Minister was before the House of Repre- 
sentatives. -A member from my own State moved 
an amendment, that “the House, in expressing 
‘this opinion, did not intend to satiction any đe- 
‘parture from the settled policy of this Govern- 


‘ment, in extending our commercial relations with | 


‘foreign nations; that we should have with them 
‘as little political connexion as possible; that we 
‘should preserve peace, commerce, and friendship, 


‘with all nations, and form entangling alliances 
«with none; that we should not form any alliances, 
t offensive or defensive, or negotiate respecting such 
‘alliances with all or any of the South American 
‘republics. It is therefore the opinion of this 
* House that the Government of the United States 
Sought not to be represented at the Congress of 
t Panama, except in a diplomatic character, nor 
‘ ought they to Porm any alliance, offensive or de- 
* fensive, or negotiate respecting such alliance with 
“all or any of the South American republics; nor 
t ought they to become parties with them, or either 
‘ of them, to any joint declaration for the purpose 
‘ of preventing the interference of any of the Euro- 
* pean powers with their independence or form of 
“government, or to any compact for the purpose 
‘of preventing colonization upon the continent of 
t America.” 

This, sir, was the leading policy of Mr. Mc- 
Lane, of Delaware. What was the vote? The 
democratic party all voted in favor of the amend- 
ment, as I have read it precisely. The party then 
took ground different from that avowed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. Who are the gentlemen who 
voted in favor of this declaration? Who are they ? 
I find the name of Mr. Buchanan, the present Sec- 
retary of State, among the yeas, and a name of 
more importance, Mr. Polk, of Tennessee, the ver 
identical man who is now the President of the Uni- 
ted States, with the numes of other distinguished 
Democrats. This was the party creed, so far as 
their action could establish a ereed. After looking 
at this, it strikes me it may not be unimportant to 
refer to the language of gentlemen who figured in 
the debate, and T find, among other things, a speech 
from one Mr. Polk in favor of the amendment, and 
commend it to the favorable consideration of the 
Senator from Ohio. He will sce whether the Dem- 
oeratic party of that day coincided in views with 
what he considers the principle now. Mr. Poll 
said: 

“Wo have declared it as our opinion, by the 
“adoption of the amendment, that our policy was 
‘now, as it ever had been, to observe a strict neu- 
“trality between all belligerent powers; that ‘in 
“extending our commercial relations with foreign 
“nations, we should have with them as little politi- 
‘cal connexion as possible;’ that we should ¢ pre- 
‘serve peace, commerce, and friendship with all 
‘nations, and form entangling alliances with none;’ 
‘that we should not ‘form any alliance, offensive 
‘or defensive, or negotiate respecting such alliance 
t with all or any of the South American republics;’ 
© ‘nor should we become parties with them, oreither 
tof them, to any joint declaration, for the purpose 
t of preventing the interference of any of the Euro- 
‘pean powers, with their independence or form of 
‘government,’ or ‘to any compact for the purpose 
tof preventing colonization on the continent of 
‘America,’ These are sentiments (Mr. P. said) 
‘to which he most heartily subscribed. However 
‘strong his sympathies might be in favor of liberty 
‘and republican institutions, in whatever part of 
‘the world they might make their appearance, the 
‘peace, the quiet, and prosperity of his country 
‘were paramount to every other comsideration.” 

Tdo not, Mr. President, (said Mr. C.) intend to 
commit myself for or against the doctrine avowed 
in this resolution. I do protest, however, against 
these frequent changes as forming the foundation 
of the democratic principle. I do not see how 
any statesman can reconcile these opinions with 
those advanced by the Senator from Ohio, contra- 
dicting each other; but { leave this to the gentle- 
men on the other side. If they make it a part: 
question, they must take the consequences, y 
must consider and consult much before I can ar- 
rive at any definite opinion on the whole subject. 
Į will now content myself by saying I shall vote 
against the proposition of the Senator from Ohio, 
because it is against the rule,as I understand it, in 
the practice of the Senate, while the subject is 
pending before a committee. Having been referred 
to a committee, itis competent for the committee 
to report. It was unparlamentary and out of or- 
der to offer a resolution for the purpose of referring 
the same subject to that very committee. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked: The question, 
Mr. President, does not so much involve the mer- 
its of the resolation as the propriety of its recep- 
tion. If the proposition submitted is offensive to 
decorum, it is certainly proper not to receive it. 
If a proposition be introduced touching a subject 
of which the Senate cannot constitutionally take 


| 


i 


| Senate, the resolution should be received. 


| ation, I voted to take up the subject. 


cognizance, it would be highly proper that a mo- 
tion be made to lay it on the table. With regard 
to this proposition, it cannot be considered as com- 
ing within the scope of this principle. The reso- 
lution, it is said, offends against one rule, because 
the subject was already referred. It seems to me 
such a reading of the rule is violated every day. 
The whole subject of finance was referred to the 
Finance Committee; the subject of the public lands 
to the Committee on Public Lands; but has it 
ever been refused to refer separan propositions 
touching the same subject? I believe it is pet- 
fectly competent for the Senate to receive proposi- 
tions which may be presented. Believing this, I 
think that, in accordance with the courtesy of the 
As to 
the disposition which it may be proper to make of 
it, when it shall have been received, being in the 
power of the Senate, it would become pora for 
the Senate to dispose of it as their wisdom might 
suggest. I will consider it my duty to vote tò 
take it up, although I am opposed to stirring up 
the subject; for we have difficultics enough without 
adding to or increasing them. It is the part of wis- 
dom to settle one first, and then go on with the 
others. If the resolution should be referred to a 
committee, what practical good will result? In the 
view T take of it, I consider it no more than a mat- 
ter of courtesy. I would dispose of the resolution 
by a motion of indefinite postponement. If the 
committee shall think proper to submit a similar 
resolution, then do so. I distinctly understood the 
honorable Senator who moved to lay the resolution 
on the tables that he did not consider it a definite 
and final disposition of the matter. Afterwards, I 
know, my konotablé colleague [Mr. Cass] ob- 
tained the floor, but was then precluded from ad- 
dressing the Senate. Influenced by this consider- 
I will go 
with Senators for such a disposition of it as the 
good of the country may dictate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was anticipated in most of 
the few remarks that I intended to offer by my 
friend near me. I considered that it was only an 
act of courtesy due to any Senator to receive any 
proposition couched in proper language and rela- 


| ting to a subject proper for the consideration of the 
| body. 


And although I might have anticipated 
what has actually occurred, a debate of very wide 
range, and although I have deprecated as much as 
any Senator the effect of that, debate, yet still I 
would have voted for taking up the motion to re- 
ceive that resolution, And, sir, I do believe that if 
any ill consequences result from this debate—which 
I certainly do not apprehend—it will be because all 
sorts of questions have been brought within and 
fastened upon a mere proposition to receive a reso- 
lution from the Senator. And, to my utter sur- 
prise, the very men who have thus gone out of the 
record are those who seem to reflect upon. me for 
giving that vote. But my experience has con- 
vinced. me long since that it is worse than useless 
to undertake to prevent a free expression of opin- 
ion on topics interesting to public bodies and to the 
country at large, and no vote of mine shall ever be 
taken in this body with favorable reference to any 
such result. I believe that we are bound—and I 
believe that the Senate of the United States feel thè 
duty incumbent upon them—to treat all questions 
touching our foreign relations with a proper degree 
of respect to the feelings and wishes of other na- 
tions as well as those of our own;.and Lam not at 
all alarmed for the result of any warmth of expres- 
sion into which Senators may be betrayed in the 
intensity of their feelings in a debate of this sort. 
It will be for the acts of this body—for the final 
action of the Senate upon this proposition—that the 
nation will be held res cnable, and not for their 
words. And I should be very sorry to see a ques- 
tion of this grave magnitude—a question presented 
to us in the Message of the President of the United 
States, and one which had, I supposed, been ac- 
quiesced in by the whole civilized world for the 
last twenty-five years—stifled by the suggestion 
that an expression of our opinion on it would in- 
volve this country in difficulties with foreign Pow- 
ers. If there be any such difficulty apprehended 
on this question, it may be in reference to the lan- 
guage employed in giving expression to our views, 
and the direction of my vote will greatly depend 
on the tone, and temper, and spirit exhibited in the 
resolutions when they come up for final action. . 

I can perceive that, inasmuch as these things 
have been gone into, it would be giving in some sort 
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OBE: 


an opinion upon the merits of the question itself. | 


Well, I agree that this may be; and, let me add, 
that almost in all such. cases there is a very great 
difference in men’s action when out of power from 
what itis when they arein power. I regretted very 
much to hear the gentleman from Ohio declare that 
this wasa great party doctrine. I do not so regard 
it. If there be anything in the sentiment at all, it 
is a great American doctrine, and no Administra- 
tion of this Government, so far as my knowledge 
extends, has ever blinked that question. They 
have all, whenever it came up, asserted the doc- 
trine, When they had the responsibility of office 
upon them they always asserted it. “Whether 
this is a proper time to go into it or not, I am 
not going to say. The only question in my mind 
that will come up, will be after we have received 
the resolutions. After that be done, I myself have 
some misgivings as to what should be the proper 
course; but on that question I am not prepared to 
make any remarks until after the question imme- 
diately before us be decided. As for myself, I 
give my vote on the reception of the besclalions; 
without any reference as to the final action of the 
Senate upon them. 

_ Mr. CHALMERS desired to make the explana- || 
tion which he was about to offer when the yeas 
and nays were called. Ina former case, when this 
motion for leave was before the Senate, the vote 
was described by the mover as a test vote, and he 
had therefore been compelled to vote in the nega- 
tive—not from any desire to cut off free discussion, 
as would be evident from his giving his vote in 
favor of their reception; but he did not wish any 
inference to be drawn as to his opinion on the 
merits of the question from that vote. He would 
only add that he was opposed to add, in any way, 
to the causes of embarrassment at present existing 
between the two countries. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER had voted for taking up 
the motion for leave to introduce the resolution out 
of courtesy to the Senator. He reserved to himself 
the right to express his opinion on the merits of the || 

uestion when it came up for discussion, He was 

esirous, however, as he would then take the op- | 
portunity of stating, to sce the Oregon question set- 
tled before the action of Congress was embarrassed 
by any other discussion involving the relations of | 
the two countries. 

Mr. ARCHER had only a sentence to say. The 
subject-matter of the resolution was identical with 
that of the Panama discussion. That discussion 
lasted sim weeks. The question was of much greater | 
magnitude than one involving, as had been stated, 
merely the exercise of ordinary courtesy toa brother 
member. It was neither more nor less than this: | 
whether the Senate, at this particular stave in the || 
politics and history of the country——at this critical 
moment—would do—what? Why, plungeat once 
into this great ocean of tempestuous debate which 
was encountered on the Panama discussion. Now, 
although he was disposed to be as courteous as any 
Senator in that chamber, yet he could not consent 
to extend courtesy so far as to put in jeopardy, in 
the slightest degree, the best interests of the coun- 
try. He hoped, therefore, that the motion for the 
reception of the resolution would not prevail—that 
the condemning hand of the Senate would be placed 
upon that attempt to introduce heedlessly and inop- 
portunely a subject of irritating and unprofitable 
discussion. 

Mr. BREESE had been very much surprised to 
hear the Senator from South Carolina assert that 
there was no precedent for the movement of the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio. Perhaps the fact 
that he was unable to find a precedent for the ob- 
jection by one Senator to the introduction by 
another of a resolution expressed in respectful lan- 
guage, and relating to the business of the Senate, 
or any subject of national concernment, whether 
embraced or not in the President’s Message, had 
induced that opinion. ‘They had also been told 
by the Senator from South Corolina, that the dec- 
laration made by Mr. Monroe in 1823, and in which 
the honorable Senator, as a member of the Cabinet, 
must have himself participated, had had no force 
and no effect. He did not know by what authori- 
ty the Senator hada right so to pronounce that 
opinion. How was it possible for the Senator to 
estimate the moral effect already produced by such 
a declaration upon the powers of the world, in- 
spired as they are by ambitious desires for territo- 
rial aggrandizement? They could not estimate that 
effect. It was impossible, in the very nature of 


į the same means. 


things, that the Senator could estimate it. But one 
thing they could estimate. The motion, as he un- 
derstood it, was a motion for leave on. the part of 
the Senator from Ohio, to introduce this resolution: 
Suppose that the House refused to grant that 
leave: could they not estimate the moral effect of 
that throughout this nation and elsewhere? It did 
appear to him that the Senate should pause before 
it refused leave to introduce this resolution. Again, 
he (Mr. B.) was by no means disposed to agree 
with the doctrine, that because any particular sub- 
ject happens to be referred to in the President’s 

essage, and is committed to the appropriate com- 
mittee, that therefore any Senator is debarred from 
the privilege of directing to it the attention of the 
Senate by resolution. Suppose that Congress had 
united, in 1893, by joint resolution with President 
Monroe, could any one fail to see the moral effect 
that would have been produced by such a declara- 
tion? ‘Talk of the want of force and power in 
mere declarations! There had been a declaration 
made by the American people in 1776, that carried 
with ita moral force which they had been enabled 
fully to sustain by physical force; and it might be 
that they would be enabled to sustain this resolu- 
tion, or any declaration of a similar character, by 
It was anything but improper 
to prepare the hearts and spirits of the nation to 
maintain its principles and rights, and therefore he 
would cordially vote for the reception of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CALHOUN here remarked that his expres- 
sion with respect to the point of order was, that if 
any resolution were offered embracing subject- 
matter already in the hands of a committee, it was 
unparliamentury. Tn voting against this motion 
they who voted with him would not thus evince 
that they were not disposed to resist aggression; 


| but that they only advocated the policy of refrain- 


ing from declarations which we were not prepared 
to carry out. Those who voted with him would 
be as strongly opposed as any to European inno- 
vation. 

The question was then put, and the yeas and 
nays being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, 
Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fair- 
field, Hannegan, Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, Sem- 
ple, Simmons, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Wood- 
bridge, and Yulee—6. > 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cal- 
houn, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Cor- 
win, Crittenden, Davis, Evans, Greene, [Tunting- 
ton, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, McDuffie, 
Mangum, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Upham, and 
W ebster—21. 

So leave was granted to introduce the resolution; 
which was then read, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

Mr. SEVIER wished to state, in explanation of 
his not voting, that he had paired off witha friend, 
otherwise he would have voted for the reception of 
the resolution. 

Mr. WEBSTER rose to ask leave to introduce 
a resolution which was of much importance, and 
which, under the rale of the Senate, would lie over 
until to-morrow. 

Leave having been given, 

Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 
lution : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate any 
correspondence which may have taken place be- 
tween the Government of the United States and 
that of England or its Minister, or between the 
Government of the United States and Ministers of 
the United States abroad, on the subject of Ore- 
gon, since the Jast communication from the Presi- 
dent, so far as, in his judgment, such communica- 
tion may be made without prejudice to the public 
interests. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 26, 1846. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 

roved. 

The SPEAKER announced that the business 
first in order would be the call of the States for 
petitions, commencing where the call was last ar- 
rested, with the State of Rhode Island. 


OREGON) oon hes 
Mr. T. B. KING ‘rose. and asked: leave that: a 
certain paper, which (he said) he would send 4 
the Glerk’s table, might be reads = 05) ‘ 
The SPEAKER. -Does the gentleman submit 
any motion? i RSG De P e 
r. KING. © No;sir. -But Fask thatthe paper, 
be read for information. =- `” : f ae 
No objection having been made, 
read, as follows :° 
Joint Resolution concerning the Oregon Terrftory. 
Whereas, by the convention concluded the 
twentieth day of October, eighteen hundred and 
eighteen, between the. United. States of America 
and the King of the United. Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, for the period of ten years, 
and afterwards indefinitely extended and continued 
in force by another convention of the same parties, 
concluded the sixth day of August, in the. year of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
seven, it was agreed that any country. that, may be 
claimed by either party on the north west..coast: of 
America westward of the Stony or' Rocky moun- 
tains, now commonly called. the Oregon territory, 
should, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, ` 
and the navigation of all rivers within the same, 
be “free and open’? to the vessels, citizens, and 
subjects of the two Powers, but without prejudice 
to any claim which either of the parties, might 
have to any part of said country; and. with this 
further provision, in the second article of the said 
convention of the sixth of August, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-seven, that either party might 
abrogate and annul said convention on giving due 
notice of twelve months to the other contracting 
party + . 
: ‘And whereas it has now become desirable thatthe 
respective claims of the United States’ and Great 
Britain should be definitely settled, and that said 
territory may no longer than need be remain sub- 


the paper was” 


ject to the evil consequences of the divided alle- 


giance of its'American and British population, and 
of the confusion and conflict.of national jurisdic- 
tions, dangerous to the cherished peace and good 
understanding of the two:countiies:. 5... hes 
‘With a view, therefore; that. steps. 
the abrogation of: the said convention ixth 
of August, eighteen hundred and.twenty-seven,.in 
the mode prescribed in its second article, and that 
the attention of the Governments of both countries 
may be the more carnestly and immediately directed 
to renewed efforts for the settlement of all their dif- 
ferences and disputes in respect. to said territory: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa-_ 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized, at his discretion, 
to give to the British Government the notice re- 
quired by its said second article for the abrogation | 
of the said convention of the sixth of August, 
eighteen hundred. and twenty-seven: Provided, 
however, That, in order to afford ample time and 
opportunity for the amicable settlement and adjust- 
ment of all their differences and disputes in respect 
to said territory, said notice ought not to be given 
till after the clase of the present session of Congress: 
Provided, further, That the said notice shall be ac. 
companied with a proposition from. this Govern: 
ment to submit the claims of the United States and 
Great Britain to said. territory to. the arbitration of 
a person or..persons qualified..to determine. upon 
their respective rights in and to the same, whose 
decision shall be binding upon both nations. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, 
and is hereby, instructed. to report a bill organ- `. 
izing a Territorial Government in Oregon, to go into 
operation at the expiration of the notice aforesaid 
terminating the existing convention between the 
two Governments, unless the President; in his dis- 
cretion, and by proclamation, shall suspend the. 
same, (which he is authorized to do,) until a:reas- 
onable time after the meeting of the next session _ 
of Congress thereafter: Provided, That at that 
time the rights of the respective nations to the. ter: 
ritory In dispute shall not have been:definitely 
minated by negotiation or arbitration: And 


That a copy of the foregoing preanible ‘and reso- 
lutions shall accompany the notice to the Govern- : 


ment of Great Britain herein provided for.” 
The reading having been concluded, 2 
Mr. KING said that his ‘intention was to. offer. 

this at the proper time as an amendment to. eve, 

eral pending propositions on the Orego l 
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Mr: WENTWORTH. gave notice that he 
should, when the proposition came up, ask leave 
to amend, as follows: : 

« But no proposition for arbitration concerning 
‘the said territory shall be made by the Govern- 
t ment of the United. States, until it shall be satisfied 
‘that the markets of Great Britain shall be per- 
Smanently open to the breadstuffs of the United 
“States. ooe : 

The SPEAKER (addressing Mr. Kiwe) said 
that the proposition -could only be received by 
unanimous consent, or by a suspension of the 
rules... l 

Mr, KING said, he presumed there would be 
no objection; He merely wished that the prepo- 
sition should lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was understood to say 
that the original resolution had not yet (he be- 
lieved) been printed, and to suggest that that and 
all the proposed amendments should be printed 
together. 

The suggestion having been assented to, the 
printing was ordered accordingly. 


THE OREGON DEBATE. 


Mr. PRESTON KING rose and asked leave to 
offer the following resolution; which was read for 
information : 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union on 
joint resolution No. 5, relating to Oregon, shall 
cease at two o'clock, p. m., om Monday next, (if 
the committee shall not sooner come to a conclu- 
sion upon the same;) and the committee shall then 
proceed to vote on such amendments as may be 
pending, or offered to the same, and shall then 
report it to the House, with such amendments as 
may have been agreed to by the committee. 


Mr. P. KING said he did not propose to ask |i 
the House to adopt the resolution now. He merely 
offered it by way of notice, and asked that it might 
lie on the table. i 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL was understood to ask 
whether the gentleman from New York [Mr. P. 
Kine] had informed any member of the Commit- || 
tee on Foreign Affairs of his intention to offer this 
resolution? 

Mr, P, KING was understood to say that (the 
resolution having been read) those gentlemen had 
all of them now the information before them. 

Mr: C. J. INGERSOLL. That, then, is all the 
information they have had. 

The resolution was Jaid on the table, 

Mr. P. KING moved that the House now re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of.the Union. 

The question was taken, and the motion seemed 
on the point of being rejected; when 

Mr. COBB demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered... ~ : 

And the question was: taken; but before it was 
announced; a great number of members changed 
theit votes from nay to-yea. 

The. vote was then announced as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Stephen Adams, Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, At- 
kinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, 
Bowlin, Boyd; Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, John H. Campbell, Cathcart, 
Augustus. A. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Cullom, Cul- 
ver, Daniel, Darragh, De Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Edsall, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Foster, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Grover, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Herrick, Flilbard, Hoge, E. B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Heughy George S. Houston, Washing- 
ton Hunt, James: B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Jas. He Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Geo. 
‘W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
Lawrence, Leake, Lewis, Levin, Long, Lump- 
kin, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell, McDow- 
ell, McIlvaine, McKay, Moulton, Norris, Ow- 
en, Parish, Payne; Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, |! 
Phelps, Pollock, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, John 
A. Rockwell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Leonard H |} 
Sims, Truman. Smith, Thomas. Smith,- Robert | 
Smith; Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Thomas- 
son, Jacob: Thompson, ‘Thurman, Tibbatts; Til- 
den,-Toombs, Tredway, Vinton, White, Win- 

throp, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yell—112. - 
-NAYS—Messrs.. Biggs, J. A. Black, Brocken- i| 

brough, William G. Brown, Burt, William W. | 

Campbell, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Collamer, 
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Jno. H. Ewing, Fries, Goodyear, Graham, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Henley, John W. Houston, Samuel 
D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Hunter, J. R. Ingersoll, 
Daniel P. King, Leib, McClean, McGaughey, Me- 
Henry, Marsh, Barclay Martin, Miller, Moseley, 
Rhett, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, A. D. Sims, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, Vance, Wentworth, Wilmot, and Young—53. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


‘Whereupon the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


Tissarts, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed. |! 


the consideration of the joint résolution heretofore 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
providing for the termination of the convention be- 


tween the United States and Great Britain respect- || 


ing the Territory of Oregon, together with the sev- 
eral amendments thereto pending. 

Mr..PENDLETON was entitled to the floor, 
and addressed the committee during the hour. At 
his request, a report of his speech (in preparation) 
is postponed. , 

Mr. P. spoke in opposition to the joint resolu- 
tion, contending that the giving of the notice, in the 
manner proposed, would be equivalent to war; that 
war would not only be inevitable, but immediate. 
Even, however, if he was mistaken in this position, 
he was opposed to the notice as a measure of peace, 
not believing that it would accomplish the object 
designed, 

Mr. P. having concluded, 

Mr. SAW'TELLE obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed for a moment to 

Mr. TREDWAY, who sent to the Clerk’s ta- 
ble, the following amendment, which he said he 
would offer when in order: 


“That the President of the United States shall, | 


“as soon as he may deem it advisable, consistently 
‘with our treaty stipulations, cause notice to be 
t given to the Government of Great Britain, that 
‘the convention between the United States and 


‘Great Britain, concerning the country on the 
‘northwest coast of America, west of the Stony | 


‘mountains, entered into on the 6th August, 1827, 
‘shall, in conformity with the second article of said 
‘convention, be annulled and abrogated from and 
‘aftetwo years from the time of the approval of 
‘this resolution: Provided, That nothing herein 


t contained shall restrict the President from termina- |! 


‘ting said convention by negotiation, and agreeing 
“to a boundary line between the possessions of 
‘Great Britain and the United States, in said terri- 
‘tory, at any point not south of forty-nine degrees 
t north latitude.” 

Mr. SAWTELLE then resumed the floor, and 
addressed the committee, 

I. do not desire, Mr. Chairman, or design, (said 
he,) at this late day of this discussion, to make an 
elaborate speech, or long detain the committee with 
any remarks which I.may offer on the resolution 
under consideration. So much has already been 
said, and been so well said, by gentlemen all around 
me, that I should hardly know where to begin or 
where to end should I attempt to fill out the hour 
which is allowed to gentlemen on this floor. But 
as that rule is not construed to be, obligatory upon 
gentlemen to consume the entire hour; as the 
whole ground has been literally covered, and every 
argument adduced which the ingenuity of man can 
devise; as the merits of this question have been 
ably, faithfully, and eloquently discussed, I shall 
detain the committee but a few moments. Had I 
been so fortunate, sir, as to have obtained the ear 
of the Chair at an earlier moment, I, too, might 
have gone fully into the subject, as I had the van- 
ity to believe that I had blocked out a pretty good 
speech; and, although I cannot charge any gentle- 
man with having intentionally stolen my story, 
still there has been so constant a peculation upon 
my capital that I find I have little, very little, of it 
now left; and I must therefore be content with 


| briefly defining my position upon the question on 


which I shall soon be called to give my vote. 

I admire, Mr. Chairman, the frank, manly, and 
truly democratic message of our President; and I 
believe that the recommendations therein contained 
find an enthusiastic response in the hearts of the 
people in every portion of our land, and that there 
is not a mere willingness manifested by the people, 
but a desire—a strong, a deep, and a patriotic de- 
sire—that the enterprising pioneer, who makes his 


Crozier, Cummins, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Delano, 


new honie in the Far West, shall receive alike with 


our citizens who remain the protection of our Gov- 
ernment and our laws. And I cannot coincide with 
the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
| Apams,] who on a former occasion expressed his 
fearful forebodings that the President of the United 
States would “ back out” from the position he has 
assumed. Sir, I believe that-he is made of sterner 
stuff, and that he has too much of the hickory in 
| him—of firmness and dauntless courage—to be 
swerved from the straight line of his duty; I be- 
| lieve that he will be found true to the principles 
upon which he has been elevated by the people to 
| the highest office within their gift—to the most 
elevated station within the reach of man; and that, 
in his firm maintenance of those principles, in his 
| firm defence of the interests and honor of the coun- 
try, he will find the approbation of that people, 
| who arc ever true to those who are true to them. 
| And now, Mr. Chairman, allow me to inquire, 
| what does the resolution upon your table propose 
todo? Why, merely “that the President of the 
United States forthwith cause notice to be given to 
the government of Great Britain, that the conven- 
| tion between the United States and Great Britain, 
| concerning the territory of Oregon of the 6th of 
August, 1827, signed at London, shall be annulled 
and abrogated, at the expiration.of the term of 
twelve months from and after said notice shall be 
given, conformably to the second artic’e of the said 
convention of the 6th of August, 1827.’’ And yet 
| we are told in this Hall, if you adopt that resolution, 
‘if you take this measure which is thus in express 
| terms provided for in the convention between the 
| United States and Great Britain, that war must in- 
| evitably ensue: that the sword must be drawn, and 
|| that the “British lion” is at this moment whetting 
| his teeth, and placing himself in an attitude of rea- 
i diness for this quarrel ! Sir, there is no occasion for 
| all this high-sounding and warlike declamation. Is 
| there anything belligerent in the tone, the language, 
| or the spirit of the resolution? Not atall. Why, 
| then, this flourish, this vaporing, this gasconading, 
and these mock heroics, to which we have listen- 
ed fora few days past, in relation toa war thut 
the excessive sensibilities of some gentlemen ima- 
gine may arise from this action on our part? Sir, 
l| pass your resolutions, and if war comes, it is a war 
of aggression on the part of Great Britain—a war 
| wholly unprovoked by us; and when that event: 
| happens, if I may judge from the tone and temper 
of gentlemen in this Hall and elsewhere, we will 
have but one single feeling, we will have the beat- 
ings of but one heart among the entire people of 
this country; then we will draw the sword, and 
fling the scabbard away. 

But I hear it whispered, ‘‘ suspend action for 
the present; delay to take any step; we must 
people Oregon; we must float in emigration there; 
we must creep into this beautiful and this fertile 
region by stealth;’’ and when we are once firmly 
planted there, when we are multiplied, as the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Kenwnepy] has it, by the 
‘American multiplication table,” then, porcupine- 
like, we must thrust out our quills and drive out 
all intruders; or, if we cannot thus effect our pur- 
| pose, then, in the language of the gentleman who 
has just addressed the committee, we must resort 
to settlement, to‘negotiation, to diplomacy or com- 
| promise—ay, that is the word; and, sir, if I under- 
stand the meaning of that term to be the way and 
the manner in which the State of Maine, which I 
have the honor here in part to represent, was re- 
cently “ compromised,” yes, victimized, to satisfy 
the grasping avarice and rapacity of Great Britain 
and her minister, Lord Ashburton, then I want to 
hear no more of that word, for it is the vilest term 
in the whole vocabulary. The fruit of that com- 
promise ‘was rotten before it was ripe.” We 
want no more half-English halfAmerican secre- 
taries to barter away any other portion of our ter- 
ij ritory. We were torn limb from limb, despoiled 
| of a part of our rightful possession, and my con- 
| Stituency will never consent to see any other por- 
tion of our Union visited by a like outrage. 

As has been very properly remarked, this I 
conceive to be a great national question—a ques- 
| tion of equal interest to us all in every portion of 
i this wide-spread confederacy. Where is the Amer- 
ican citizen who can say, I have no part or lot, no 
interest in this matter? Is there any? No, not 
one. The hardy fisherman on our eastern shores, 
the lumberman on our northern pine-clad moun- 
| tains, the husbandman who turns up the glebe of 
our western prairies, and the cotton-grower of the 
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South, all are alike interested; and I deeply regret 
to have witnessed on this. floor a disposition to ex- 
cite sectional jealousies, to array one portion of 
the country against another. Gentlemen of the 
‘West. complain of the South because they do not 
come up to this work with all the warmth and 
energy with which they aided in the consumma- 
tion of the annexation of Texas. What has. that 
to do with this question? The question of Texas 
was settled on its merits, and I would see this 
question treated in the same way. The Jone star 
of Texas now shines brightly in’ our galaxy, and 
still there is room for the star of Oregon, Yes; 
and a charge is made against the South of ingrati- 
tude. Sir, I have in former life had the gratifica- 
tion of cultivating, during a brief residence in the 
South, many friendships with its high-minded and 
generous inhabitants, and have familiarized myself 
somewhat with the southern character; and in 
justice to the South, I must say that they are never | 
amenable to the chargé of ingratitude; for if there 
is a trait in their character of which they may well 
feel proud even to boasting, it is, that they are 
ever and always true to their friends, and magnan- 
imous to their enemies. 

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Kewxepy] informed this House that the patriotism | 
of the North, too, was measured by dollars and 
cents. Sir, I would say to that honorable gentle- 
man, that he knows very little of the character of 
our people if he epee that we are governed by 
such grovelling, sordid motives. Who, I ask you, 
in the war of the Revolution, and in the later war 
with Great Britain, were found in the thickest of 
the fight? Want you proof of the gallant patriot- 
ism of New England’s sons? Go to. Lexington, 
to Concord, to Bunker Hill, and to the scenes of | 
hundreds of other hard-fought battles, and even 
now you may seé the bones of the enemy bleach- 
ing in the sun—-as monuments of their valor. Yes, | 
let war come again with Great Britain, or any |; 
other nation on the face of the globe, then go and 
ask your Secretary of the Navy where he will look 
for seamen to man your national ships—for men | 
who know and dare do their duty—and he will tell | 
you that he would give more for one crew of east- | 
ern fishermen than for all your landsmen put to- | 
gether, although, as the honorable gentleman face- | 
tiowsly remarks, they are schooled to fighting in 
the West—they have been cradled in the sycamore, 
and have wrestled with the bear. Again, sir, let war 
come, and who make greater sacrifices than the 
North? We build, own, man, and sail our ships, 
whose canvass whitens every sea upon the habita- 
ble globe; and we are willing to give them up when 
the exigencies of the country call for the sacrifice, 
we surrender them cheerfully, and without reserve, 
in defence of our national honor, and for the pro- 
tection of our national rights: and is there no patri- 
otism in this? Is there no love of country here ? 

Tremarked, Mr. Chairman, that I did not intend 
to punish my friends with a long speech, and I will 
redeem my pledge. I will only add that I shall go |, 
for the notice—for the adoption of the resolution— ! 
cheerfully, cordially, and I intend to back up my 
position by all necessary subsequent action. 

Mr. GROVER obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee at some length in favor of the adop- 
tion of the resolution giving the notice to Great 
Britain, and in reply to remarks of gentlemen who 
had preceded him. [A report of his speech is de- fi 
ferred at his request.] 

Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor, and he re- |) 
marked that he had supposed, when he came to the | 
Fouse this morning, that the day would be occu- | 

ied as petition-day. He had not, therefore, 
brousit with him some authorities and papers |; 


| 
{ 
1 
{ 
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which he wished to use. He would move, as the |! 


hour was late, that the committee rise. 

Mr. McKAY asked thé committee to tak 

the fortification bill.. f i 

The CHAIRMAN said that i 
7 by general consent. 

oie BRODHEAD and other members objected. i 

Mr. McKAY moved that the consideration of | 


i 
cup) 


t could be done | 


present, with a view to take up the ordinary forti- | 


tion bill. : 
iets, DOUGLASS, adverting to the obvious fact 


that there was not a quorum present, moved that 
the committee rise. 


the joint resolution of notice be postponed for the || 38 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL suggested that a quo- | 
rum could be obtained. in a few minutes by going 
to the Senate. ` 
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The CHAIRMAN, remarking that it was mani- 
fest that no-quorum was present, was about to put 
the motion that the committee rise; when 

Mr. PRESTON KING suggested that, in that 
event, it would be the duty of the Chairman -to 
report the fact that there was no quorum in the 
House. ` 

The committee then rose, and the Chairman re- 
ported tò the House that the committee had had 
under consideration the state of the Union gen- 
erally, and especially the joint resolution respect- 
ing the territory of Oregon; but that, finding itself 
without a quorum, the committee had risen, &c. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that there be a call of 
the House. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH and Mr. VANCE 
moved that the House adjourn. 

_ The yeas and nays having been asked, the mo- 
tion was withdrawn: 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the motion that there be a call of the House, and 
it was decided in the negative without a division. 

So a call of the House was refused. - 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL now moved that 


ithe House resolve itsclf into a Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (with a view to 
take up the fortification bill.) 
Mr. WENTWORTH was understood to ex- 


| press his intention to object to the consideration of 


the bill, until the harbor bill should have been con- 
sidered. 

The question on the motion of Mr. J. R.Inerr- 
sour, was then taken, and decided in the negative. 

So the Fouse refused to go into committee. 

Mr. GRAHAM moved that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered ; 
and being taken, were [the reporter thinks, though 
he could not hear the annunciation of the Chair,} 
yeas 50, nays 77. 

So the House (a quorum being now present) re- 
fused to adjourn. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 


House the following Executive communications: 
A communication from the Post Office Depart- 


ment, transmitting a copy of the abstract of the 
offers for carrying the mails made within the year 


preceding the Ist of July, 1845. 

A. statement of all such land and water mails as 
have been established or ordered within the said 

ear. 
y A report of all contracts made for the transport- 
ation of the mail within the year aforesaid. 

A report of all auldiiannl allowances made to 
mail contractors within the said year, 

And a report of curtailments of mail service and 
pay, ordered with the same time. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


transmitting statements giving information called | 
i for in the first branch of the resolution of the 


House in relation to the amount of hospital mon- 


l ey paid by the officers and seamen in the mer- 


chant service on lakes Erie, Michigan, Ontario, 
and Champlain, &c., separating the amount pag 
on each lake, at what custom-house paid, and how 
expended; whether among the fifteen hundred sea- 
men arriving at Chicago monthly, therc has been 
any disbursed. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, | 


transmitting a report from the Register of the 


| Treasury, in pursuance of the resolution of the 
| House of the 15th instant, relative to the salary, 


fees, and allowances, received by cach district at- 
torney of the United States during the last year. 


A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- f ; ; 
Ale s Anst which was read a first and second time, and. re- 


ting, in obedience to the 22d section of the act to 


| ment, a report of all fines imposed, and deductions | 


made, from the pay of contractors during the year 


|; ending 30th June, 1845. 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the House re- 


| solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union. 

But a motion to adjourn having been madé and 
reed to, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 27, 1846. 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 


| munication from the Commissioner of Public Build- i 
Il ings in relation to the correction of an error in his E 


| change the organization of the Post Office Depart- ||- 


i 


report of the 2d ultima; which was referred to'th. 
Committee on Public: Buildings.’ 9. Soe 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting-a report of the Second Au- 
ditor of the Treasury, agreeably to law, exhibiting 
the disbursement or application of morieys, goods, 
and effects for the benefit. of ‘the Indians, from’ Oc- 
tober 1, 1844, to the 30th Septermber, 1845; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

PETITIONS: Me SeS 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial-of: Benja» 
min E. Greéne, praying to be allowed the usual 
pay and allowances of a chargé d’affaires for ser- 
vices rendered by him in that. capacity near. the 
Mexican Government in the year 1844; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DIX presented three petitions from citizens 
of Cayuga county, New York,.in relation to cer- 
tain treaties with the Seneca Indians;. which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented further documents 
in relation to the claim of David Robb, late Indian 
agent, to compensation for certain services; which, 
together with certain papérs on the ‘same subject 
now on file in the Senate, were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. ` ` 

Mr. CAMERON presented. several petitions 
from citizens of Pennsylvania; praying theim- 

rovement of the harbors of the Delaware river at 
omha hook; which were referred tothe Commit» 
tce on Commerce. E : 

Mr. STURGEON presented further petitions on 
the same subject; which were also referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. fo 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, «presented the 
petition of James B. Bavenport, praying the con- 
firmation of his. claim to certain land in: the State 
of Louisiana; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of Charles 
Larabee, late a major in the United States army, 
praying to be granted arrears of pension. 

In presenting the petition, Mr. N. made a few 
remarks in support of the petitioner’s claim, in the 
course of which he stated: that he. (Myr. N.) had 
known Major Larabee long and well}: he-was-one 
of those meritorioùs: officers -in: the last:war:with 
Great Britain who entered into the service:as.a pri- 
vate soldier, and for his courageous and merito- 
rious conduct was promoted, and presented with 
the commission of a major. . At. the desperate 
struggle at Lundy’s Lane the petitioner lost his 
right arm, and he (Mr. N.) considered that his 
case was one which well. deserved: the favorable 
consideration of the Senate. The petition was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: , 

Mr. ARCHER presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying a modification of 
the laws of naturalization; which were referred to 
the Committce on the Judiciary. ... 

Mr. BENTON presented two reports, made in 
1841, by the majority and minority of the select 
committee on the origin and character of fishing 
bounties. and allowances; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the subject of repealing the duty on salt. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Lewis 
Evans, a licensed Indian trader, praying compen- 
sation for loss sustained. in consequence. of the 


| seizure of his property by. certain Cherokee In- 


dians; which. was. referret 
Indian Affairs... 2. 1. Shaggy 

Mr. BREESE, pursuant. to “notice, asked, ob- 
tained leave, and introduced: a bill for the relief-of 
Benjamin Harris, of La Salle county, Illinois; 


_ to the Committee on 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands... 

Mr. DICKINSON, pursuant to notice, asked, 
obtained leave, and introduced a joint resolution 
providing for the preservation of petitions and pa- 
pers presented to Congress; which was read’ a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ns : 

„Mr. ASHLEY, from the, Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom the subject was referred, report- 
ed “A bill to provide for the more effectual publi- 
cation of the laws of the United States;” which 
was read a first time, and. passed to..asecond 
reading. Boule a eee 
Mr. WEBSTER, from. the Committee on. the 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief-of Henry 
Gardiner and others, directors of the New England 
and Mississippi Land. Company ;.which was read, 
and passed tòa second readings ==) 
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«Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on. Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the. bill to direct the 
President of the United States to sell the ‘reserved 
mineral lands ‘in the. State of Tlinois, and Territo- 
ries of Wisconsin and Lowa, supposed. to contain 
lead ore, reported. the same Wack, without amend- 
ment, Mr. Balso submitted a report on the sub- 
ject; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
petition of Charles Gs Page, reported a bill for his 
relief; which was read a first and second time, by 
unanimous. consent, considered as in committee 
of the whole, reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
following resolutions; which were agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be 
instructed to inquire into the expedieney of pro- 
viding additional subordinate officers of the cus- 
toms at the port of New Orleans, for the better 
security and protection of the revenue at that port. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of ex- 
tending the port of New Orleans so as to include 
the city of Ë aluyette. 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved that the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Indian. Affairs, in 
relation to the publication of a history of the re- 
lations of the United. States Government with va- 
rious Indian tribes, be taken from the table for 
action. 

Mr. J. said. he made the mation, in order to fol- 
low it by a motion Tor a recommittal of the reso- 
lution, ait the committee might modify it so as to 
avoid the objections made to it by some of the 
Senators a few days since, and also to make it a 
joint resolution. 

The motion to take up was agreed to, and the 
resolution was recominitted to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate take up 
for consideration the following resolution, intro- 
duced by him yesterday: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate any 
correspondence which may have taken place be- 
tween the Government of the United States and 
ministers of the United States abroad, on the sub- 
ject of Oregon, since the last communication of the 
President, so far as, ih his judgment, such commu- 
nication may be made without prejudice to the pub- 
lic interests. 

Mr. SEVIER expressed. a hope that the resolu- 
tion might be permitted to lic over for a day or two. 

Mr. WEBSTER had no objection to'the delay. 
But he had learned yesterday, in the course of de- 
hate, that despatches had been received by our 
Government since the last correspondence, which 
had been publicly communicated ; and his object 
was merely to obtain what might be properly com- 
municated’ hefore the discussion on the subject 
came up. The President could return his answer 
whenever he thought it proper to do so. 

Mr. SEVIER. still hoped that the resolution 
would be allowed to lie over for a day or two, 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, then, I shall call up 
the resolution on the day after to-morrow. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved that the regular orders of 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate take up 
for consideration the following bill, which had been 
engrosssed for a third reading: 


A BILIc establishing certain post-routes. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Oongress assembled, That 
there be, and is hereby, established a pose-route from New 
Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, along the gulf coast, to 
Galveston, thence to: Velasco, to Matagorda, to Pass Aran- 
sas, and to Corpus Christi, in Texas, by land or water, as 
the Postmaster General may deem expedient; that a post- 
route be also established irom Galveston to the city of 
Houston, thence to Montgomery, to ‘Washington, to Inde- 
pendence, to La Grange, to Bastrop, and thence to the city 
of Austin; from Galveston, via the city of Houston, San 
Felipé de Austin, La Grange, and Bastrop to Austin. Also 
the following routes: from Fulton, in the State‘of Arkansas, 
via Boston, Clarksville, Bonham, and Falls of. the Brazos, 
to Austin; from Natchitoches, via Sabinetown, Nacog 
doches,- Crockett, and Washington, to La Grange; from 
Shreveport, in. the State of Louisiana, via Pulaski, to Na- 
eogdoches ; from Velasco, via Brazoria, Texana, Victoria, 
and Goliad, to San’ Antomo de Bexar; from the city of 
Houston to Robin’s Ferry; from Austin to San Antonio de 
Bexar, And that it bë the duty of the Postmaster General 
to contract for carrying a mail on said routes as soon as 
can conveniently be done after the passage of this act. 


} 
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Mr. FAIRFIELD proposed that the bill for the 
augmentation of the navy, which was made the 
special order for to-day, ba taken up; but, at the 
request of Messrs. AsnLey and Sevier, he with- 
drew his suggestion. The bill above published 
was considered, and passed unanimously. 


+ 
AUGMENTATION OF THE NAVY. 


The bill providing for the augmentation of the 
naval force of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, was then taken up for consideration. 


Mr. HANNEGAN presented the following 
amendment, offered by him several days since, 
and which was also made a portion of the special 
order of this day: 


‘tire proceeds from the sales of the public lands 
‘accruing to the United States be, and the same 
‘ are hereby, appropriated to the immediate building 
‘and equipment of ten additional steam vessels of 
| ‘war of the first class of frigates: and for this pur- 
‘pose, the President of the United States is hereby 
‘authorized to apply forthwith the sum of two 
| ¢ millions and seventy-seven thousand dollars, 
| * being the amount received during the past year 
‘from land sales, out of any money in the treas- 
| ‘ury not otherwise appropriated; said vessels to 
‘he constructed of the same material as the vessels 
* provided for in the first section of this bill.” 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said, this bill having been 
presented to the Senate unaccompanied by a report 
| from the Committee on Naval Affairs, some ex- 
planation of its principles and details, and of the 


of the case would admit, and without any attempt 
| at elaboration or ornament. 


naval force; and though all should concur in its 
| propraty, or m an merease to some extent at 
east, the reasons for such assent may be various 


the presentation of the bill was not accompanied 
| by a report from the committee, They preferred 
| that not only each member of the committec, but 
| that each member of the Senate might be at full 
| liberty to give his support to the bill without com- 
| mitting himself to any particular views, whether 
| bellicose or peaceful, though for himself, he (Mr. 
F.) could conceive of no view of the subject in- 
compatible with a ready support of the measure 
now proposed, 

To those who are averse to war under any cir- 
cumstances, and to those who cannot and will not 
discern any specks of war in the distant horizon, 
‘this bill may still commend itself. Our unexam- 
pled increase of population, business, and wealth 
—our widely-extended and growing commerce— 
the respect with which we should endeavor, as a 
matter of interest at least, if from no higher con- 
sideration, to inspire forcign nations, will afford 
abundant justification for the measure now pro- 
posed, The commerce of the country is no sec- 
| tional or partial interest. Through this, nearly 
the whole revenues of the country are derived; and 
every man who is liable to pay a tax is, more or 
i less, directly interested in its protection and its 
success, and this commerce is almost entirely with- 
| out protection. The committee have not, therc- 
fore, hesitated in coming to the conclusion—or 
| rather he should speak for himself as a member 
| of it—that, independently of any anticipated early 
| rupture of the peaceful and friendly relations sub- 
sisting between this and foreign countries, an in- 
crease of our naval force is highly expedient, if not 
| absolutely necessary. At the worst, in the lan- 
; guage of the Secretary, it will be but an “ anticipa- 
tion of what at an early day would he required 
ven in casc of the establishment of harmony with 
lL nations.” 

But other views may be taken, and for one he 
was not disposed to blink them. It cannot be the 
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| tion of things. Dangers are not avoided or dimin- 
| ished by refusing to look them resolutely in the 
face. For himsclf, he might indulge unnecessary 
apprehensions; but he thought he saw a spirit 
a 

whatever may be our notions of war, and however 


to fight for our very political existence. 
It is true that the principles and policy of our 


“ Sec. 7, And be it further enacted, That the en- | 


views in which it originated, will probably be ex- | 
pected. ‘What duty, devolving as it did upon him- | 
self, should be performed as briefly as the nature | 


‘The bill provides for an augmentation of our jj 


Government, the character, pursuits, and senti- 
ments of our péople, all tend, in an eminent and 
almost irresistible: degree, to the maintenance of 
peace and good-fellowship with the whole world; 
yet no one can fail to-perceive that the elements of 
war, now apparently slumbering, may be set in 
commotion by a word or a breath. ‘The demo- 
cratic principle—the principle of self-government— 
is making a sure, if not rapid. progress in the 
world. If the rotten governments of the Old 
World are not now reeling under its influence, the 
time is not far distant when they will be shaken to 
their very centre. And when they shall topple and 
| fall, as he religiously believed they would, the 


{i shouts of joy that would go up from the down- 


trodden and oppressed millions would not be more 
distinctly heard, than the principle of eternal pro- 
gress would be distinctly visible. But this is not 
to be accomplished without a struggle. No one is 
so weak asto suppose it. The pleasures of power 
are never voluntarily relinquished. Too long have 
a small portion of the human race rioted upon the 
the spoils wrung from the toil and sweat, and from 
the blood even, of the masses, to relinquish them 
without a long, a desperate, and an agonizing 
struggle. And in this struggle, will the altar from 
which this democratic fire is kindled be overlook- 
ed? Will democratic America, from which these 
glorious influences are constantly emanating, be 
i| regarded with a friendly eye? Will there be no 
| attempt to extinguish the sun which has thus been 
illuminating all the dark places of the earth, and 
carrying light and life to poor, crushed, down- 
| trodden humanity? For one, he could not doubt, 
with the distinguished Senator from Michigan, that 
the conflict was to come; and when, on our side, 
it is for truth, for liberty, for humanity—for the 
great principles that lie at the foundation of the 
well-being of man---when it is for the preservation 
and maintenance of our own free institutions ,—in 


if not diverse, And for this, among other reasons, |! 


part of wisdom to shut our eyes to the true condi- i 


oroad in the earth that would yet compel us, | 


peaceful our inclinations, to arm in self-defence— ! 


the result of such a contest, an infidel only could 
doubt. The progress of humanity is a decree 
which humanity itself cannot resist. He who at- 
| tempts it, attempts it but to be crushed and over- 
| whelmed. In that great contest, it is clear that the 
| only true republic upon earth—we, the people of 
the United States—will have to play a conspicuous 
i part, Our destiny must be fulfilled ; and he who 
would shrink from the responsibilities and duties 
which the enjoyment of liberty imposes, is un- 
worthy of those enjoyments. 

To many, these views and apprehensions might 
| appear to be farfetched, if not visionary. He 
could not regard them so. He could not regard 
them as entirely unworthy of consideration, even 
when regulating our military and naval establish- 
ments, especially when we hear from across the 
waters the doctrine of the balance of power so 
avowed and extended as to embrace the continent 
of America; and when we see so flagrant an in- 
stance of unauthorized and unjustifiable interfer- 
ence with the affairs of this continent as that lately 
witnessed at Buenos Ayres. For one, he would 
like to see that act properly rebuked, and the par- 
ties be made to understand that it was not to be, 
and would not be, tolerated. The same remarks 
would apply to the interference of the same parties 
in our negotiations with Texas. 

But he would pass to matters that no one could 
regard as of remote interest to us, or in any sense 
visionary. He would refer tô the present existing 
difficulties between this country and England, and 
he did not usé the plural tense accidentally. He 
knew that to the eyes of many but one subject of 
difficulty presents itself. He wished it were go. 
But the hardy fishermen and Jumbermen know 
j that it is not so. Difficulties now scarcely known 
beyond the boundaries of Maine, and which, if 
known, may be regarded as of very little impor- 
tance, may yet assume a magnitude now little 
dreamed of. The speck no bigger than a man’s 
hand may yet swell into a dark and portentous 
l! cloud. $ 

By the convention concluded at London on the 
20th of October, 1818, the right of fishing on the 
coasts of Labrador and New Foundland was sup- 
|i posed to have been secured to the United States; 
and yet, by a construction grossly erroneous and 
unjustifiable, the fishing vessels of Maine are al- 
most daily seized and confiscated under the de- 
crees of petty provincial courts, while in the en- 
i Joyment of clear treaty privileges, if not of their 
‘clear natural rights. By the convention alluded 


| 
t 
| God’s name let it come—the sooner, the better. Of 
| 
j 
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to, the citizens of the United States were prohib- 
ited only from taking fish within three miles of the 
coast. To acommon mind this would seem to 
present no difficulty. _ Three miles from the coast 
or shore. is a phrase involving no ambiguity, and 
ought not to be a subject of difference between 
parties of any intelligence and uprightness of in- 
tention. British ingenuity, however—he would 
not say stimulated by British rapacity—has dis- 
covered that the proper mode of ascertaining this 
distance is to draw a direct line from a point three 
miles outside of one cape or headland to a point 
three miles outside of another cape or headland— 
thereby entirely excluding our vessels from fishing 
within any of the deep indentations or bays which 
abound on the coast; so that, under this construc- 
tion, our vessels have been seized when actually 
more than fifteen miles from any coast or shore, 
and subsequently condemned for that cause in the 
provincial courts, 

More than one Secretary of State, he had under- 
stood, had remonstrated with the British Govern- 
ment for this unjustifiable course, and had de- 
manded remuneration for the suffering fishermen. 
Thus far, however, our remonstrances and our 
demands have been treated with the coolest neglect, 
if not with the most sovereign contempt. ‘To some 
this may appear a small matter. To Maine itis a 
great mutter. It is a grievance to which she will 
not silently submit. 

But, sir, this is not all of which Maine has to 
complain, and which should be regarded too as mat- 
ters of national offence, and for which the fullest 
and most satisfactory reparation should be de- 
manded, All will recollect that by the late treaty 
of Washington, or Ashburton treaty, this Govern- 
ment was supposed to have secured for Maine the 
free navigation of the river St. John. But let me 
tell you, sir, (said Mr. F.,) it is all moonshine. 
‘That provision in the treaty has been evaded by a 
subterfuge gross and unjustifiable—a subterfuge 
utterly uaworthy even of the nation practising it. 
By the third arucle of that treaty it is substantially 
stipulated that all the productions of that part of 
the State of Maine watered by the St. John, wans- 
ported down that river, should be dealt with as if 
they were the productions of the British provinces; 
that no higher duty should be imposed upon the 
former than upon the latter. To evade this pro- 
vision, and prevent Maine from deriving any ad- 
vantage under it, this device is resorted to: A 
heavy duty is imposed upon timber passing down 
the river, alike upon that cut upon the British and 
American sides of the line, adhering, it was ad- 
mitted, to the letter of the treaty. But to compen- 
sate the provincial operator for this exorbitant de- 
mand upon his profits, or to render the tax a nul- 
lity to him, and to render the treaty privilege en- 
tirely nugatory and valucless to the citizens of 
Maine, the Government charges the provincial op- 
erator nothing for “ stumpage,” in down-east lan- 
guage—or, in other words, for the privilege of cut- 
ting the timber upon the crown lands. : 

You may, perhaps, recollect the story, sir, of an 
old money-lender, who (having conscientious seru- 
ples, no doubt) would never violate the law by 
taking usurious interest. Oh, no; not he. The 
note was always written for the precise amount of 
money loaned, with legal interest; but then the old 
Shylock always had an old hat hanging in the en- 
try, which he was willing to sell to the poor bor- 
rower for twenty, fifty, or a hundred dollars, as 
the case might be, and thus secure his usurious in- 
terest without violating the letler of the law. The 
trick resorted to by the British Government, under 
the treaty of Washington, if not exactly parallel, 
at least falls within the same category. By this | 
device, the provincial lumber-man has an advantage | 
over the Maine lumber-man just equivalent to the 
full value of the timber in the forest. 

This may also be regarded by many as a matter 
of small moment. To Maine it is a matter of much 
moment, not only as it affects her interests, but for 
the principle involved. It isan important ques- 
tion, how far bad faith and a violation of treaty en- 
gagements.on one side will release the other side 
from its obligations. At all events, this question, 
though now apparently so small, may yet create 
something of a ripple upon the great ocean of in- 
ternational affairs. et os P 

But to pass over these and similar questions, 
which, as he had said before, some may be dis- 
posed to regard as unimportant, we come to ue 
all regard as the great question of difference be- 


| promise, then, has failed. 


| infinitely short of what it should he. 


tween this country and England; he meant the Or- 
egon question.. This may be setiled amicably, and 
itmay not. . Let us see how it stands at the pres- 
ent moment. Our right and title to this territory— 
to the whole of iti—from 42° up to 54° 40'—hes 
been demonstrated. 
distinguished Seeretaries (Messrs. CaLHoun and 
Bucnanay) are irrefragable and conclusive. They 
are not only unanswered, but unanswerable. The 
man who should now question our title would find 
himself subjected to the imputation of having either 
a weak head or an unpatriotic heart. 

But of this territory, thus incontestably ours, 
England claims over nine degrees, or what lies 
north of the Columbia river; and has never, upon 
any occasion, or under any circumstances, mani- 
fested a disposition to take less, Will she take 
less? Thrice has the relinquishment of over five 
degrecs—more than onesie of the whole territo- 
ky—beeti offered to her, and thrice has it been re- 
fused, peremptorily, if not contemptuously. Com- 

Liberality and conces- 
sion have been met by illiberality and obstinacy. 
The parties now stand upon their rights. Nation- 
al honor and national disgrace are now involved 
in the issue. That England intends to maintain 
her claims, and is preparing for the result to which 
it inevitably tends, is manifest. Eminent British 
statesmen, embracing the different shades of party 
organization, have spoken in the British Parlia- 


-ment of an ulumatum on their part, which, if ad- 


hered to, admits of but one alternative on ours— 
assent with disgrace, or dissent with war. It is 
true the voice of an individual, or of a few indi- 
viduals, however exalted in station, is not always 
the voice of the nation. But regarding the debate 
in the Briish Parliament, in connexion with the 
tone of the public press, the feeling manifested by 
the people at large, the military and naval prepa- 
rations for war which are being vigorously pushed 
by the British Government, and who can doubt 
their design, and to what itfall necessarily tends. 


| Sir, it would be worse than folly, it would be 


criminal, to shut our eyes to passing events, and 


| the portentous consequences necessarily connected 


with theni, 

The parties, then, having taken their respective 
grounds, what is to follow? Are we, as the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Michigan asks, to recede? 
Shall we yield to the threats of power what we 
have denied on the score of justice and equity? 


Shall our fears be made to pander to our disgrace? 


Never! The spirit of our fathers must have ceased 
to animate us ere we can submit to disgrace so 
marked, so indclibly burnt, as it would be, into 
our very forcheads. Much as war is dreaded by 
the American people—dreadful and disastrous as 


are its consequences, there is yet a spirit in our: 


people that would court it as a boon and a bless- 
ing, rather than incur the blighting and scathing 
eflect of dishonor and disgrace. For war, under 
such circumstances, we are always prepared, 
though we had nota gun mounted nor a soldier 
enlisted. If he knew his own heart, this was said 
in no vain and boasting spirit. ‘To boast of our 
prowess, would but portray our weakness. To 
attempt to influence such a power as England by 
gasconade, would be idle and ridiculous. But to 
rely with calm, steady, sagacious, and firm confi- 
dence in our capacities and our power—in the jus- 
tice of our cause—in the warm hearts, strong arms, 
and sound patriotism of our people; and in the 
blessings of Providence, could neither be weak 
nor presumptuous. 

nder all the circumstances of the case, then, 
what is it our duty to do? Should we go upon 
the ground that war is inevitable, and make suita- 
ble preparations to meet it? If so, this bill falls 
Should we, 
on the other hand, regard peace as certain, and be- 
yond the posibil of a rupture, and so do no- 
thing? This, he apprehended, would be equally 
erroneous and short-sighted. The wise course, 
then, it appeared to him, was, to make such a be- 
ginning, as, while it may not be entirely incom- 


patible with a state of peace, may yet afford to the | 


country some sense of security against sudden at- 
tacks of the enemy upon our seaport towns. This 
medium, the Committee on Naval Affairs have 


| endeavored to attain in the present bill, and they 


cannot but entertain the hope that a large majori- 
ty of the Senate will be found to concur with 
them. 

Thus far, no reference has been made to our ex- 


The. arguments of the two. 


-isting relations with Mexico; and yet in these:rela- 

tions some may find their strongest reasons for the: 
support of this bill. In case of actual hostilities” 
between the United States and Mexico, there could: 
be no doubt, he apprehended, that ‘an additional 
steam force would De absolutely indispensable. To. 
encounter the winds and currents of the Gulf of 
Mexico, and to. meet the kind of service that: would 
be required on the Mexican. coast, steam-ships ” 
would be peculiarly adapted. Whether that power.: 
would yet manifest the fatuity and folly.of pro- 
voking a war with us, remained to ‘be. seen. 
Enough, however, he apprehended, was seen to 
justify us in-increasing our force to the extent pro- 
vided in this bill. ‘ 

An additional consideration in favor of this bill, 
and one entitled to no little weight, may be found 
in the fact that it is drawn, substantially, in con- 
formity with the recommendations of the distin- 
guished gentleman. at the. head of the Navy De- 
partment. The Secretary of the Senate will please 
to read the communication addressed to the com- 
mittee in reply to their inquiries. 


t Navy DEPARTMENT, January 8, 1846. 

“Sir: In reply to the inquiries proposed in your letter of- 
the 22d ultimo, i have the. honor to enclose to you a very 
full report ‘from the- heads of bureaux of this depart- 
ment. 

« Although the naval preparations of commercial nations 
which are struggling to maintain: themselves in an unnatu- 
ral position of greatness, is no criterion for a country like: 
ours, which seeks only the occupation and defence of its 
own territory, the protection of its citizens and their inter-: 
ests, and the development of its own resources: and al- 
though the existing naval establishment of the United States. 
appears suflicient in all but sea-going steamers, for a Con- 
dition of ascertained and undisturbed peace, yet the present 
aspect of our foreign relations makes ita duty to suggest to 
the Committee on Naval Aflairs the propriety of greater 
preparations than the ordinary annual appropriations. con-. 
template. i E ESE ait 

« These greater preparations should i = pos- 
sible, of such expenditures as will be but anticipations of 
what, at an carly day, would be required, even in case of 
the establishment of harmony with all nations. A 

“They should consist, first, of an accumulation of naval 
materials and stores necessary for the rapid equipment of 
the vessels which are afloat, for such of those on the stocks 
as it may be desirable to employ,.and for ‘such others as 
Congress may authorize to be buit.: Lf means:are granted, 
immediate ‘measures ‘can be adopted for the collection of 
such materials and stores; ‘and the: early purchase any 
of them would be butan anticipation of what would soon’: 
be required for ordinary expenditures. : 

“The second branch of expense that should. at once be 
authorized at the discretion of the President, should be the 
repair and equipment of all the vessels in ordinary, and of 
the frigates and sloops on the stocks.’ Were such authority 
and means granted, the President could exercise a more free 
judgment in the selection of vessels for immediate prepara- - 
tion, whilst the actual expenditure could be limited to ex- 
isting urgencies for the vessels, and unprofitable ‘outlays be: 
avoided, if peace should continue. 7 fé 

“It is also advisable that the. limitation, heretofore im- 
posed on enlistments in the navy, by which the number is 
confined to. 7,500 seamen, be suspended’ for a definite. pe~ 
riod, and that further enlistments. be authorized and pro- 
vided for. : 

“Jt is further proper, even in the event of peace, to in- 
crease our sea-going steamers. At present, the United States 
have but two, the Princeton and tne Mississippi, that can 
cruise atsea. I would recommend that authority be granted 
for the construction of three steam-frigates, five steam-sloops, 
and two steamers of a smaller class. Such an increase 
would not be disproportionate to our resources or wants in: 
a time of profound tranquillity. , p 

“ It will also become necessary to inerease the ordnance 
and ordnance stores. This again would be but an anticipa- 
tion of expense, which at an early day must in any contin- 
gency be required. : 

“A system of steamers for harbor ‘defence; to be tho- 
roughly effectual, would involve the. necessity of a fleet of 
steamers for each harbor in the country. The enormous 
expense would be further increased by the annual repairs 
which would require a repetition of the whole outlay once 
in seven or eight years. Jt is still further to'be considered, 
that these steamers, being oniy for harbors and coasts, 
would, in time of peacé, prove ‘a costly burden without an 
adeguate equivalent. In the event of war, the immediate- 
employment of mercantile ships and steamers, for the de- 
fence of ports, in co-operation with resident citizens, would, 
be attended with a less aggregate cost, and the facility of 
invention and activity of patriotism would, as danger ap- 
proached, be quickened. to devise methods of defence, 
which, though somewhat irregular, would prove effective 
till a force could be organized Suited to the emergency. 

“ Inquiries are now making into the caphcity of our mer- 
cantile steamers for being thus employed, and the result shail 
be communicated to you so soon as received. . i 

“The danger to be apprehended from inroads. upon our 
territory by hostile ficets will be greatly diminished. by the 
disasters consequent on storms; the nécessit’ frequent’ 
returns to port for supplies of provisions ‘and water, the su- 
peradded want to steamships of fuel, the general inaccessi- 
bility of the coast from shallowness of water, the certainty. 
of vigorous resistance on the part of-our citizens in the.more 
densely peopled regions, and the uselessnéss of naval attacks 

on a sparsely settled: coast. for-any permanent influence- on, 
the issue of a war. These cirétunsiances have, in all.thnes 
past, made great naval expeditions almost fruitless of results 


against remote settlements on land... 
“ The measures recommended, if adopted, v 


not involve 
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useless expense even on the eontinuance of tranquillity, and 
seem to be suficient as precautionary against any contin- 
gency that is likely to occur, and ‘as preliminary to a more 
extended organization in ‘the event it. should become ne- 
cessary. It will place the navyin a condition to-inspire 
respect, to render aid in protecting our commerce, and to 
contribute effectively towards the preservarion of peace. 
“GEORGE BANCROFT.” 


This document (continued Mr: F.) ‘speaks for 
itself, and needs no.comment of mine. It bears 
the characteristics of its origin. It is brief, com- 
prehensive, clear, forcible, and. just. The com- 
mittee have substantially complied with its recom- 
mendations, and, they hope, with the approbation 
of the Senate. -~ 

It might-not perhaps be improper, if the Senate 
would have patience with him, to furnish precise 
and accurate information in regard to the condition 
of our navy, which he was enabled to do by in- 
formation communicated by the heads of the naval 
bureaus. 

‘We have now at sea, or in port ready for ser- 
vice, one ship of the line, six frigates, fiftcen sloops 
of war, six brigs or schooners, four armed store- 
şhips, one sea-steamer, and one steamer on Lake 

ue. 

In ordinary, and which can be equipped in three 
months, two ships-of-the-linc, one razee, two frig- 
ates, four sloops, one sea-steamer, two const- 
steamers, and two brigs; and one ship-of-the-line 
for harbor service. In ordinary, and that can be 
equipped in siz months, another ship-of-the-line, 
one frigate, and two sloops. And in twelve months, 
two small frigates could be razeed to large corvette 
sloops, 

This would give an aggregate force of five ships- 
of-the-line, one razee, nine fngates, two sea-steam- 
ers, twenty-three sloops, eight brigs and schoon- 
ers, two harbor-steamers, and four armed store- 
ships. 

In addition to the foregoing, there are upon the 
stocks of the different navy-yards, four ships-of- 
the-line, three frigates, and two sloops-of-war; one 
iron steamer building at Pittsburg, one for har- 
bor defence contracted for at New York, and one 
ship-of-the-line, partially finished, at Sackett’s 
Harbor, on Lake Ontario. 


OF these, there could be completed in three | 


months one frigate and one sloop; in six monihs, 
two frigates, one sloop, and the steamer at Pilts- 
burg; in heelve months, two ships-of-the-line; in 
Jifleen months, two more ships-of-the-line; which, 
added to the aggregate number of those afloat and 
in ordinary, would give us a navy of nine ships- 
of-the-line, one razee, twelve frigates, three. sen- 
steamers, twenty-five sloops, eight. brigs and 
schooners, two harbor-steamers, and four armed 
store-ships, We have also on hand, and in good 
condition, complete live-oak frames for twelve 
ships-of-the-ling, twelve frigates, five sloops-of- 
war, three smaller sailing vesscls, two sea-steamers, 
and one. coast-steamer; and incomplete live-oak 
frames for three ships-of-the-line, four frigates, 
three sloops, and two smaller suiling-vessels, two 
sea and two coast-steamers, and a white oak frame 
for a coast steamer. Contracts, it is understood, 
have been made for completing the frames of the 
ships-of-the-line and frigates. 

he other materials on hand it may not be ne- 
cessary at this time to enumerate. 

In view of these statementa, it will be perceived 
that the country is not quite so destitute, he would 
not say of resources, but of almost immediate means, 
of defence, as many have seemed to suppose. Jt 
has become fashionable of late, in certain quarters, 
to decry and undervalue our own means and re- 
sources, and to magnify those of England. Com- 
paring the condition of the two countries now with 
what they were at the commencement of the last 
war, the advantage will be perceived to be infinite- 
ly in our favor. ` At all events, no reason can be 
perceived for yielding any of our just rights to a 
foreign Power, or of submitting to national indig- 
nity and wrong, because we are incapable of pro- 
tecting the-one or of resenting the other. A just 
estimation of our. means will not be likely to im- 
pair a just appreciation of our rights, 

But notwithstanding this favorable view. of our 
present condition and resources, it is- clear that 
something further should be done. In regard to 
our vessels. upon the stocks, and those in ordinary, 
this bill invests the President with power to com- 

lete the one class and repair the other, as he may 
Tien the exigencies of the country to require. 
‘The sum proposed to be appropriated for this pur-. 


pose is, to be sure, somewhat large. But surely 
this need not create alarm to those who have con- 
fidence in the President. If there shall be no pros- 
pect of war, as many insist, why, then, this ap- 
propriation amounts to nothing. -It stands upon 
the statute book, but not a dollar is taken from the 
treasury. But if Senators should be mistaken, 
and war should actually occur, or its near ap- 
proach be perceived to be inevitable, surely all 
would then admit the propriety of the appropria- 
tion for the purposes named. Ifthe appropriation 
was outright, depending upon no contingency, but 
to be expended at all events, he admitted that we 
might well hesitate to make it; but as it is contin- 
gent, and only to be used in case of necessity, he 
trusted the Senate would not withhold it. 

The naval supplies, materials, and ordnance 
provided for, it is believed will be needed under 
any circumstances. The appropriation for this 
| porpose is much smaller than that recommended 
| by the chiefs of the bureaus; but, under all the 
circumstances, it is hoped will prove sufficient. At 
all events, he could not think the Senate would re- 
gard this amount as unreasonably large, but would 
cheerfully vote it. 

The building of the steamers provided for in the 
first section is, at the worst, but an anticipation 
| of what will he required at an early day, should 
our peaceful relations with all nations remain en- 
tirely undisturbed; and, under any circumstances, 
1 it is believed that this kind of naval force will be 
found peculiarly adapted to the wants of the coun- 
try. England and France have a long start of us 
in this respect; and though he would not propose 
| a vivalship with either in regard to number and 
force of war-sicamers, or in amount of expendi- 
ture, yet he was persuaded that some approxima- 


ij tion to a medium point ought to he at once at- 


tempted. Having no colonies in distant parts of 
| the world to look after, or rebellious subjects 
abroad and at home to control, but operating at a 
point, as it were—for by the rapidity of steam 
navigation, our whole coast is reduced to a point— 
and abounding in facilities of every description, our 
p naval power might be equal, for all practical and 
| valuable purposes, to that of Eneland, though far 
inferior in a numerical point of view. 

As a last suggestion in favor of this bill, he de- 
sired permission to say, that all the indications he 


i had seen or heard of popular expectation upon this 


subject—and he had taken some pains to inform 
himself, not relying upon the public prints—were 
decidedly in favor of this or some similar measure. 
There is a strong feeling among the people in favor 
of putting the country in a posture of defence; and 
especially are their eyes turned towards the navy. 
The navy has ever been, and justly so, a favorite 
with the country. Its gallant services through the 
Tnipolitan difficulties, its brilliant and glorious ca- 
reer during the war of 1812, will never be forgotten 
by the American people. Its glorious achieve- 
ments are not only graven upon our memories, but 
| are consecrated by our love of country, and by the 
noblest attributes that dignify and adorn the char- 
acter of the man and the patriot. 

It is true, there may have been, and still are, 
abuses that need correction, No human institu- 
tion is perfect. They are, however, but spots upon 
the sun; and even these, under the wise, sagacious, 
and energetic administration of dur present able 
and distinguished Secretary, are fast disappearing. 

One word in regard to the amendment proposed 


done. He wished he could regard it with more 
| favor, knowing the spirit with which itwas offered. 
| That gentleman is always actuated by noble and 
patriotic impulses. In this case, however, Mr. F. 
| feared his zeal needed to be tempered by discretion. 
Should this amendment be adopted, it might have 
the effect of breaking down the bill. He should 
therefore feel compelled to vote against it. 

Mr. BENTON said that he had not made any 
war specches because he had not seen anything to 
justify it. He had not seen anything to justify 
war speeches or war measures. The bill which 
was now before the Senate was brought forward 
as a war measure. It was so intimated by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy; it was so advocated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs; and 
it so appears on the face of the bill itself, It was 
a war measure. We were now brought to the 
point when the Senate of the United States were 
called on to present, in the face of Europe and the 


by his friend from Indiana, and he would have | 


‘American people, their opinion of approaching | 


war. That was the question which we were now 
to present in the face of Europe and America. He 
apprehended that they had not reached that ques- 
tion, and for himself he was ready to pronounce 
against it, going in toto against the bill framed in 
accordance with the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. What was the bill? The first 
section authorized the building of ten steam-ships, 
or vessels of war, three of them of the class of fri- 
gates. The second section gave an absolute power 
to the President, authorizing him to put into Instant 
active service all the vessels now on the stocks. 
The contingency on which the President was to 
exercise this discretion was not even stated, and 
therefore the authority was absolute. The section 
authorized the President to bring into active and 
immediate service every ship on the stocks and in 
ordinary, without stating the contingency which 
should take the authority from Congress. Another 
section, the last, proposed to abolish the limitation 
as to the number of men, and the amount of naval 
force was to be left without any limitation what- 
ever. For the purpose of carrying out the object 
of the bill, five millions and three-quarters were to 
be-appropriated. In addition to the ten steam-ships 
of war, two millions were proposed to be added by 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
THannecan.] It was not, however, in the bill; and 
he would not further allude to it. But here was an 
amount of five millions and three-quarters to be 
added to the naval establishment of the year, What 
were these expenses now? They were six million 
three hundred and ninety thousand dollars; and it 
was proposed to add five millions and three-quar- 
ters—making, in all, twelve millions in one year for 
the navy of the United States ! 

Were we, after our experience six years ago, 
when a great party was overturned, and when 
the argument was used that the Government 
should be administered for thirteen millions, and 
that it would be wasteful and extravagant to go 
beyond that amount, were we now to vote twelve 
millions for the navy? But did we stop here? We 
must have our armament, our guns; and every 
gun required at least ten men, and every man re- 
quired two hundred and twenty-six dollars for his 
support. So that, when we vote for a certain 
number of guns, we vote for a certain number of 
men, and ten men for every gun. If, then, we 
vote an addition to our navy to-day of five hun- 
dred guns, we vote for the addition of five thou- 
sand men to the naval establishment. With this 
there was to be a repeal of the limit of enlistment. 
The bill came forward as a war measure; for, he 
asked, could anybody point to a naval peace estab- 
lishment which required twelve millions per an- 
num, without counting the men to be enlisted after- 
wards, swelling the entire amount to $13,000,000, 
when the expenses of the whole Government, 
according to the estimates, were but twentv-one 
millions? If the bill reported by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Farrrretp] should be adopted, leav- 
ing out the proposition of the Senator from Indiana, 
[Mr. Hawnecan,] we should have this amount of 
thirteen millions, out of the twenty-one millions, 
for naval defence. He was opposed to the bill, 
on account of the enormity of appropriation for 
any single arm of national defence; more than that, 
he was opposed to it as a war measure. He was 
opposed to it, because he was not willing that the 
American Senate should, by passing it, declare 
to the American people and to Europe, that 
we had an idea of war, and therefore deemed it 
necessary to make warlike preparations, He 
trusted that he had some fair perception of what 
every nation was bound to do for itself. He had 
given some proof of this heretofore. He had voted 
for appropriations for a judicious increase of the 
navy of the United States, according to the ma- 
tured policy which was adopted; and that was, to 
appropriate about a million a year for a gradual 
and regular increase of the navy, and its armament 
and equipment, He had heretofore voted for this 
appropriation; and as a similar amount appeared 
in the estimate for the present year, he expected 
to vote for it again, He had, then, in specific ap- 
propriations, shown that he was not at all blind to 
the propriety of defence. We could all recollect 
that, ten years ago, we had a large surplus of 
money, and that various plans were presented for 
disposing of it, He, at that time, presented one 
for the permanent defence of the country, appro- 
priating the whole amount for this purpose; but it 
was subsequently divided among the States. He 
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was not unmindful of the duly of preparing in times 
of peace for war; and was now ready, as he al- 
ready had said; to go on with an appropriation for 
the permanent defence of the country, according to 
the matured. policy and system on which the Gov 
ernment had acted for thirty years. From the 
conclusion of the late war down to this time, the 
Government had acted on this policy, duly ma 
tured and considered. This he was ready to carry 
forward; but he was not willing to depart. from 
this policy, this system, and plunge: into a war 
measure, when everything around us “indicated 
peace. If war should come, then he would vote 
adequately, with no stinted hand, everything which 
the service of the country required.’ He was against 
increasing the navy beyond the limit adverted to, 
in time of peace. If war should come—and he 
would do nothing which seemed to announce it— 
it would be seen that. he was not disposed for half- 
way measures. But. he was against any measure 
which was questionable or debatable on its fice; 
and he hoped that his position, in war or peace, 
would never be questionable or debatable. We 
should, with regard to this subject, act clearly, dis- 
tinctly, and definitively, that the country may not 
be deceived. We have not precisely a naval peace | 
establishment. Since he had been here, various 
bills had been brought in for this purpose, and the 
question discussed, 

In 1841, the Senator from Virginia,[Mr. Ancurr,] 
reported a bill for the organization of a permanent 

eace establishment. Restriction after restriction 
aad been prescribed by Congress. ‘Then the whole 
number was eight thousand men, and the estimates | 
six millions of dollars; but the Administration of 
that period run up the number of men and officers, 


in the twinkling of an eye, to eleven or twelve || 


thousand, at an expense of eight millions of dol- | 
lars; and a plan was sent in by which the number į 
might be carried up to fifteen thousand, by adding | 
an additional number of guns to the navy; and for | 


what purpose? That of putting a squadron, con- || 


sisting of two ships-of-the-line and eight smaller 
vessels—where? In the Mediterranean sea, and | 
for the avowed purpose of protection, where, when | 
the right bank was held by piratical vessels, a few | 
small vessels were found suflicient for the protec- 


tion of the British revenue, Subsequently, how- | 
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| partment, one million and fifty thousand-dollars for 
the increase, repair, and armament of the navy. 
He would vote for that with pleasure. And with 
this regular increase, he thought that we were. go- 
Ing on as fast as the country increased, anda ‘great 
deal. faster. The Sond. ted changed..." Thirty 
years ago the West Indies and the Mediterranean 
were infested by pirates; but now the whole world 
was reduced to order, and commerce: was safe 
everywhere. In the Mediterranean sca there was 
no more danger than in the Chesapeake bay. ` And 
it would be far better that our ships should remain 
in the Chesapeake bay, that the money might be 
spent at-home and not abroad.. If they were not 
to remain in the Chesapeake bay, let them be dis- 
|| tributed, according to the idea of distributing offi- 
|| Ces, to the seaboard towns, that every one may 
have his share. There was no more necessity for 
| a squadron in the Mediterranean than in the Ches- 
| apeake bay to protect our commerce. ‘There was 
| no necessity, in a peace point of view, or a war 
| point of view, for doubling our navy, as now pro- 
| posed by this bill. He would go against it as a 
war measure. The motion which he should make 
was, that the bill be postponed to some day far 
distant in the session. Everybody said they would 
! not want the vessels for some time, and therefore 
| he saw no necessity for a war measure to-day. If 
gentlemen were ready for the question he would 
vote against the bill; if they were disposed to lay 
it over for a few months, to sce what will turn up, 
he had no objection. Mr. B. (at the suggestion of 
several Senators) moved that. the bill he postponed 
until the first Monday in May. 

Mr. DICKINSON rose and said that, at a very 
i early stage of the session, resolutions were brought 
forward by the Senator from Michigan, instituting 
an inquiry into the state of the public defences of 
the country, and received nearly the unanimous 
vote of the Senate. A portion of the subject- 
matter related to the naval defences, and was ac- 
cordingly referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
| fairs, of which he (Mr. D.) had the honor of being 
a member. ‘the bill reported by the Senator from 
| Maine was the result of the labors of that com- 
mittee, After the minute and detailed statement 
made by the Senator, [Mr. Farmrweio,) and the 
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ever, the naval establishment was required to fall 
back to eight thousand men by the expiration of | 
the period of enlistment, The expenditure had | 
been diminished to what it was in 1841. Con-! 
gress took the Secretary and the navy, turned | 
them round, and walked them back to what they | 
had previously been. Since that period, the estab- | 
lishment had been carried up about a thousand; | 
and let but an order issue from the department | 
and five thousand may be added to it, and thus | 
would have to be added—ten men to a gun—ifty 
guns and five hundred men to every frigate. The 
ships were now building, although some time must | 
yet elapse before they would be ready for their | 
armament. He asked the “friends of the navy,’ 
those called so by way of pre-eminence, (though | 
he was himself a friend of the navy,) what they 
conceived would be the consequence of keeping up | 
so large a naval establishment in the country? | 
What would be the effect of such a war establish- | 
ment, when our destiny, resulting from the laws | 
of God and from geographical position, as well | 
as our institutions, is peace? Did gentlemen con- | 
sider what would be the effect of a permanent na- | 
val war establishment in time of peace? Great | 
Britain had no idea of such a thing as thats she | 
who keeps up a navy for the purpose of oftence as | 
well as defence over the four quarters of the i 
globe. € ad t | 
war establishment in time of peace. i 
dinary expenses of her navy .were from ae n | 
six millions sterling, or less. than: one-third the | 
i 
| 
| 


amount of her war establishment. And were we | 
to have a navy at the same expense in peace as m 
war ?—inereased twice the amount of what it was? 
Were we to double, and take one jump from six 
millions to twelve? He was utterly opposed to ity | 
and he wished gentlemen to look to the organiza- 


: Á S i 
tion of a naval peace establishment, = — , | 
Attheclose of General Jackson’s administration, 


| 

| 

| arguments as to its utility, he did’not feel called 
| upon to go into any defence of the bill; he would 
rather confine himself more particularly to the ex- 
| traordinary position taken by the Senator from 
| Missouri, [Mr. Bexron.] He told them that that 
| Was a war measure, and a war measure for the first 
| time officially recommended as such, Now, whe- 
ther it was a war measure or a peace measure, 
| was perfectly immaterial to him; so long as he be- 
lieved it a just one, he would inquire no further. 
Lt was not material to him whether a small amount 
or Jarge one of money, whether a greater or small- 
er number of men, were required. For his part, 
he would never open a leger account between na- 
tional interest and national honor, nor reduce it 
in any shape to a question of pounds, shillings, 
and pence. There was a large sum of money, 
and a large number of men called for: and the 
Senator. told them of the overthrow of a distin- 
guished party beeause it asked thirteen millions 
of dollars for the defences of the country. They 
| were swept out of power, and, like the children of 
i Israel, they were wanderers and sojourners, but 
| 
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without the hope that they should return to Jeru- 
| saler, or receive the looked-for Messiah. Not 
| one of them was to be found; they had disap- 
peared like the foam of the ocean. But did the 
Senator recollect that party which stood, like the 
oak, high in the pride of its strength, but now 
humbled to the dust before public opinion, for 
not putting the country in a state of defence? Ele 
said that was a war measure, and although con- 
tingent to a great extent, yet it was a war mcas- 
ure, because it was by authority. The Senator 


| with him, if he proved the same circumstances ex- 
| isted now—that there was no alteration in that 
| thirty years to warrant a change in that proposed 

systum—if he could show there were no clouds 


j 
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four thousand men and an expenditure of three or | of war hovering above us—nothing threatening in 

| 


y illi r re sidercd extrav- 
‘our millions for the navy were cons? 

azani. But they had doubled since. And were 
we prepared to double and double, and carry six 


our foreign relations. 


But he (Mr. D.) thought 
there was such a change im the state of affairs du- 


ator from Missouri to depart from his plan. He 


millions to twelve millions? He: repeated, that 
there was now in the estimates from the Navy De- 


| 
| ring the last thirty years as caled upon the Sen- 
| 

} 


believed the Senator had during that period seen 


| almost limitless. 


fit occasions ‘to deviate 


at the time, but he “be the Se ig: 
the discussion of the northeastern, boundary. quess, 
tion, voted for giving the President: bow: 


thority and control over the 
But they were:told: it required’ too. grea 
amount of money—a great expenditure 
out the bill. Were they tobe ‘frighten 
their propriety because they were going to'e 
money? Wasan individual to reject his food arid: 
raiment bacause of the cost? = Who would:consent: 
to such paltry computation ‘as that? He doubted 
very much whether, after-doing'so, the globe itself 
should be found worth having. . There was no-- 
thing in his view of their foreign: relations that 
necessarily looked to war; but there was much 
that might, or might not, lead to'it. If the Sena- 
tor was right in saying that ‘ours is, and ought to: 
be, a peace establishment, ought ‘Congress to be 
deaf to the calls upon it to take such measures as 
would defend the coast, particularly the seaports, 
and make them respected abroad and secure’ at’ 
home? The Senator from Missouri said, ‘that 
some years ago, a ba was sufficient to protect 
our commerce in the Mediterranean; but why did 
he ‘not tell. them at. the same time. that all the 
Powers of Christendom were ‘then ‘in the habit 
of paying tribute to the piratical corsairs that in- 
fested the coasts? Why did he not recommend 
the like course now? ` Because, perhaps, it would 
cost money. He was aware that one. of those 
Powers had said, looking at the naval force of the’ 
United States, that if he had two frigates and two 
brigs he would blockade the coast of America.’ 
They were told, however, that their commercial 
marine was respected in the Mediterranean; but 
had the gentleman who said so anything to show 
that it would be respected without any protection 
whatever, in case of war? He also said thatyin 
case war was fastened upon theii, te would go for 
placing the country in a state of defence; but that 
now he would not vote for five millions for what 
he regarded as an equivocal measure. . It confer- 
red too unlimited powers on the President of the 
United States, at one time, at another it was equiv- 
ocal; now it placed a uséless’ authority. in: the 
hands of the President, again jiy 
He (Mr:-D:) would prefer not: speaking of wa 
as he did, but he couldn oid it; but he would 
nevertheless prepare for it; he would put the coun- 
try in a state of defence. It was demanded ‘by 
their constituents; they expected the country’ to’ 
be put in a condition to resist aggresssion, come 
from what quarter it might; and yet the Senator 
would not grant a few millions because it was 
required to support what he considered. a war 
measure. He trusted the Senator would come 
back to his former position, But were'they not to 
prepare for war? Had they not learned, from the 
teachings of experience, that in peace it was well 
to prepare for war? Had the Senator so little con- 
fidence in the Executive as to doubt the expendi- 
ture of such an amount of money wisely? He 
trusted not. The amount was inconsiderable com- 
pared with the vast population and great extent. of 
our territory. It was little over the peace estab- 
lishment of the last twenty years, and during that 
time a third had been added tothe sovereign States 
of the Union, and two-thirds to the population of’ 
the country, whilst their commerce ‘had become 


He had heen informed that; at the commience- 
ment of the lastavar, it was proposed. that their 
gallant little navy should not go to séa, but take 
shelter in port, and serve as harbor defences; but it 


| went forth and covered itself with glory, .. Who 
did not recollect how many thousand hearts warmed 


up with patriotism during that second revolution* 
ary struggle? And now, if he understood the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, it was proposed” that they 
should remain as they were until war was forced. 
upon them, when he would go for measures. that 
were not equivocal. They often had heard‘allusions 
made to that great Power which; if remarkable for 
anything beyond her constant aggressions on every 
Power upon earth, it was her knowledge of the po- 
sition of every people she had to deat with; ‘she 
understood them better’ than they did themselves.’ 
They could gain nothing by blinking that question: 
By doing so they would ‘lose the respect of the 
world, including the people who wére now altempe 
ing to lord ‘it over them, | Nations, likeindividu 

as they became cultivated, ‘refined; humanized, ar 
Christianized, do not acquire a prop 
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precipitately into, war. Great- Britain did not in- 
tend. to rush: into war.if she could avoid it. He. 
agreed ‘with the Senator: that the last advices were 
decidedly. pacific; even the circumstance of the ex- 
clusion of Lord. Palmerston from the, Foreign Of- 
fice showed that no person would be placed there 
who would precipitate war. He cared not what 
their motives might be, but he hardly thought they 
would get:into a quarrel with a-nation that furnish- 
ed:them.with their daily bread. It had. heen said 
that nation: was:looking to the balance of power on 
this continent; and well-she might, having acquired 
a greater extent of territory in the settlement of the 
northeastern boundary question. than King George 
marked out with his own hands.. He would say 
nothing on the subject of Oregon. now, further than 
this, that if they believed all that country belonged 
to. Great Britain, they ought to yield it up at once. 
If their title was questionable, he would say dis- 
pose of it almost a way; he would not say by 
arbitration, bùt at all events negotiate forit. But, 
on the other hand, if the title was ‘clear and un- 
questionable,” he would not yield the most barren 
and rocky island on the shore of the Pacific, If 
they were to purchase peace, lct them do it. If 
they are not disposed to believe that dollars and | 
cents could sausfy the exorbitant demands of 

Great Britain, they ought to be prepared for the 

issue. 

As to the bill, there was nothing in it that should 
call forth the indignation of nations abroad, or 
cause alarm here. ‘The matter was simple, plain, 
and obvious, and sustained by a precedent m the 
case of the northeastern boundary affair which re- 
ecived the unanimous concurrence of the Senate. 
He wanted no such war as the last, with its scenes 
of horror and blood; no desolated coasts or flaming 
cities. He would put it to the Senator if he would 
not go for the defence of the country ina war 
brought on by his own party, How long would 
an Administration stand that would refuse to do 
so? Nota month, 

One word as to the question itself Tt was no 
party one; it addressed itself to all. He had never 
even dreamed of its being a party question, and he | 
utterly repudiated the thought. It was a mighty | 
American question, which, reared proudly on its 
own pedestal, overlooked all others; simple and 
grand, it reared its head aloft, similar to its own 
snow-covered mountains, It had nothing of a 
party caste in it; it came home to the breast of 
every man in whose veins ran American blood; it 
struck a chord in the hearts of all who were attach- 
ed to their country. He (Mr. D.) went for Oregon 
for every inch of it—and for putting the country 
in a posture of defence against the desolating con- 
sequences of war. He would go for avoiding the 
possibility that. ever hereafter an enemy’s. foot 
should pollute this honored soil, or an enemy’s 
hand-ever mutilate and defile the silent yet cloquent 
monuments of the: illustrious. dead, and that no 
hostile hand. would cast to the flames the archives 
of the country, ° Ele would go for all that—for pro- 
tecting the land, and. every foot of the land; from 
rapine, and ‘its fair daughters from insult and bru- 
tal violation. 

It was not the way to gain respect from abroad 
to exhibitan indifference to our rights. It waa not 
the way to avoid alk the horrors of war to appear | 
fame and spiritless the moment that the contest 
wasapprehended, No. ‘The proper attitude to be 
assumed was that of a united and powerful people 
that © knew their rights, and, knowing, dare main- 
tain them.” War, to be sure, occasioned great 
destruction. of human life, But let them look 
around, and did they not see the children of men Í 
descending to their graves without the operation of | 
war? It led also, it was said, to great destruction 
of business—the business ofthe country would be | 
deranged—commerce would be injured—and, therc- 
fore, there must be no-war.. Let them. look at that 
bloodless revolution. that.passed-over-the land like 
a wild and feverish dream afew years since, cre- 
ating more destruction,-more derangement, more 
distress, if he might be allowed. the expression, 
than all the horrors of war ever entailed upon all 
the commercial communities of Christendom.. He 
had. not. intended to trespass so-long on the atten- 
tion ofthe Senate. All he had designed. was merely 
to defend the positions of the Committee on Naval | 

Affairs. It was- conceded on all hands -that’the 
present naval establishment was. emphatically an 
establishment of peace. Let it be so regarded, and 


| I do not mean to make—but in explanation of | 


let-them prepare for the contingency which might 


be fastened upon them, and whieh will certainly 
arise if they did not show that they were deter- 
mined to resist aggression. 

Look at the history of Great Britain for the last 
two hundred years; and was it not true that, 
whenever she had dealt with a Power that showed 
itself timid, vacillating, yielding, she had raised her 
mailed arm upon the victim? Butwhen met atthe 
threshold—when anét by a spirit that would not 
submit to anything that was wrong—has she not 
at once concluded that it was best for the commer- 
cial interests and the Christianity of the world, not 
to involve it in the horrors of war? That had been 
the uniform course of policy pursued by Great 
Britain; and he contended if she understood any- 
thing better than another, it was the temper of the 
people with whom she had to deal. She was look- 
Ing on and-understood the position of the United 
States much better than they themselves understood 
it. Great Britain would be influenced by the action 
of the American people. She saw full well thatin | 
this controversy there were new elerhents at work. 
They had heard from high authority that there 
would be no division in their ranks if a war were 
fastened upon us. Well might they then say that 
the patriotic fires would burn as brightly as of old. 
They had a moral element in the controversy that 
would silence all opposition, even from the Govern- 
ments of Europe. It was said that they had no 
standing army. They had the greatest army on 
earth, Every man within their widely-cxtended 
territories was a soldier, who literally slept upon 
hisarms. What was the condition of Great Brit- 
ain? She was rich in power and physical force, 
but where were her moral elements of strength? 
For ever 
warm and generous spirit to defend her, were there | 
not thousands who would gladly join in the strug- | 
gle against her? Great Britain was making naval. 
preparations, but whether to keep down her starv- 
ing millions, or to perpetuate her government over 
the opproasd and down-trodden people of Ireland, 
or to plant her foot still further in Asia, was per- 
feetly immaterial. 


country be placed in a proper state of defence—if | 
a just and proper spirit were manifested—if the 
whole people would march shoulder to shoulder, | 
as they ought in this great moral struggle—there Í 
never will hea struggle of force. The Oregon ques- | 
tion will be disposed of, and with it all other ques- | 
tions in controversy between the two nations. 

He had detained the Senate longer than he had in- 
tended. He had but one request to make, and that 
was, that a vote of the Senate might be given directly | 
on the bill. He was not prepared to say whether 
he would go with the Senator from Indiana in his 
amendment or not. Having given his. assent to 
the bill introduced. by the Senator from Maine in 
the Committee of Naval Affairs, be felt bound to 
support that, and it would perhaps be best to rest 
at present satisfied with the extent of its provisions, 
TIe was opposed to silencing their public creditors 
by payments of land. He was opposed to silencing 
Great Britain by giving her land, either on the north- 
west or northeastern boundary. If tribute was to 
be paid, let us Bea up a show of national solvency 
by paying national expenses in dollars and cents. 

Here there was a call for an adjournment, it be- 
ing now a oid) past two o rock; but before any 
motion to that effect was offered, 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose and said, that it had 
been suggested-that he should move an adjourn- 
ment; but he would prefer not doing so— 

[Cries of  Adjourn”—* Go on.”’] 

Mr. HANNEGAN, I would rather go on now. 
I have a single word to say, not in reply—for such | 


something that. has fallen from my friend from 
New York, who talks of purchasing peace, if it 
must be purchased, by dollars. No purchased | 
peace with dollars or land, sir. If purchascd at | 
all, it must be with blood and with steel alone. | 
In the next place, a single word of reply—and I 
do it with kindess, notwithstanding the manner in 
which the atiack came—a single word of reply to 
one whom for twelve years past I have been accus- 
tomed to hold in high respect, and whom I have 
ever during that period regarded as my friend. 
He at least has had from me this feeling, whatever 
feelings he may have cherished in his bosom with 
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| 
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that I thought proper to offer this amendment; and | 
also, with a smile, expresses his sorrow that my | 


man that would raise his arm with a || 
i) that 


One thing, however, was as | 
clear as the sun”at noonday to his mind: if this |} 


| 
t 
i 


regard to me. The Senator from Maine regrets || 


|| manner he warm, I cannot help it. 


zeal is“not at all times tempered with, discretion, 
Now, let me state the simple facts of the case. I 
went to the Senator from Maine before I had even 


i| committed that amendment to paper, and told him 


what I intended. After I had drawn up the amend- 
ment, I offered to read it to him, if I did not read 
it. Not one word of opposition did I hear from 
him; but, on the contrary, unless my memory 
fails, his reply was, “Very well”’—‘* Go ahead.’ 
Mr. FAIRFIELD rose to explain. I admit 
that the Senator frequently spoke to me on: the 
subject of his amendment, and that L had not 
made any objection to it, But I never assented to 
it; and the reason assigned by me for not voting: 
for it was, that I feared it would break down the 
bill. And here let me say that my bill, as origin- 
ally drawn, provided for a larger force than is 
now provided, for; but that was before we had re- 
ceived the communication from the Sceretary of the 
Navy. After the receipt of that communication, 
the bill was drawn in accordance with its recom- 
mendations. I was myself in favor of providing 
for a larger additional force than that provided for 
by the bill; and when the Senator from Indiana— 
whom I have always regarded as my friend, and 


| still so regard him, though he has taken umbrage 


ata remark meant in perfect kindness—spoke to 
me of his amendment, I did not directly express 
any dissent from it. i 
fr. HANNEGAN. That will do, sir. He 

admits that he made no objection; and he even 
goes so far as to imply an approval of the propo- 
sition I submitted to him in his capacity of chair- 
man of the Naval Committee. Tiis language was 
meant in kindness, he says. What did it imply? 
It implies, simply, that [act without reflection— 
press forward without consideration—that I 
have no consultation with experience. That, sir, 
can be implied only from the ardor of my manner, 
which God gave me, and which I did not bestow 
upon myself. I have on one or two occasions 
been taken to task here for this ardor of manner. 
Let me, once for all, say, look at the language— 
look not at the manner. Who is there that can 
say tome, You have planted a thorn, or thrust 
with a dagger? Is there malice in me? If my 
If it be a 
crime and an offence to carry a warm heart—and 
although I say it myself—an honest one, then am 
I subject to the reproach which fell from the Sen- 
ator from Maine.- But, sir, I, at least, am inca- 
pable of smiling when I stab, 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, Sir—— | 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I don’t give way. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Very well, sir; i—— | 

The PRESIDENT, The Senators will come 
to order. i i 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I look not at his manner, 
but at-his words. Let the Senate notice the steps 
T have taken in this matter. I will never take a 
step here but with the most profound deference to 
the Senate as a body, and the most sincere respect 
for every individual member of it. If my mea~. 
sures are without system, then I might be amena- 
ble to censure. But, sir, I say they have system. 
Before I moved in this mattor —before I blackened 
paper—I consulted several of the most experienced 
and gallant officers in the navy, with whom I am 
on terms of intimacy. I asked their opinion; I 


| asked if they considered that bill as providing ad- 


equate naval defences. They said “ No.” Task- 
ed if my amendment made suitable provision; and 
with one accord they said “ Yes;’’ that it provided. 


; Such a defence as would effectually ward off any 


force that might be brought against us. On the 
day after I introduced this amendment, I passed 
the Secretary of the Navy in a crowd; I stopped. 
him, however, and alluded to my amendment, 
He used the words, “You are right, go on.” I 
took all these precautions, before my “ zeal with- 
out discretion”’ impelled me to bring forward the 
measure, 

A word or two in reply to my distinguished: and 
my most valued friend, the Senator from Missouri 
—one whom I have followed through life as a po- 
litical model. I regret that I differ with him to- 
day, because there breathes nota man from whom 
I differ with more. deference and more regret, The 
Senator from Migsourt opposes the entire proposi- . 
tion—bill and amendment, as a matter of course— 
and gives as.a reason that there are no signs of wag. 
ahead-—that all is peace, all is quiet; and such will 
be the continued state of things. The Senator tells 
us that he goes. for that matured plan, to which the. 
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Government has: adhered for the last thirty years 
and more. And now let me ask the Senator from 
Missouri most respectfully, what has been the re- 
sult.of that matured plan? Have you a tenable 
fortification on your seaboard? If you have, I am 

altogether misinformed. Are not those great 
mouths, the Delaware and Chesapeake, open for 
the entrance of any enemy who may seek us? I 

have the authority of military and naval men ofthe 

highest standing for saying that an invading army 

could find no serious obstacle to their entrance into 

this city, save that alone which would “be present- 

ed by the patriotic hearts and-strong arms-of our 

hastily summoned countrymen! .'This, sir, is the 

result of that ‘‘matured plan.”?. The city of New 

York, as I am informed by one of. her representa- 

tives, lies exposed. Philadelphia and Boston are 

comparatively quite defenceless. And yet we are 

not authorized, at the present crisis, to take any 

steps for the better defence of the country! Sir, T| 
ask, can we indeed be blind to those signs, full of | 
threatening, which now darken the horizon, and to 
which allusion has been so frequently made that 
to describe them were almost an idle repetition? 
The single circumstance that England and France 
are at this time creating a marine force greater than 
that existing at any antecedent period of their his- 
tory, has surely some significance. They are in- 
creasing their naval force with unexampled celeri- 
ty. And not only is she increasing her marine, 
but England is also fortifying her coast. Who 
will tell me of an existing difficulty between 
England and France? Against whom but the 
United States does Great Britain fortify her 
coast? Does she dread a French invasion? “Who 
would heed it? A French invasion! The thought | 
is idle, Speaking a different language—cherishing | 
the hostility of centuries—inspired by hereditary 

prejudice and hatred—a French army in England, 

though headed by Napoleon, would be annihilated | 
in less than twenty days. It is from this Union | 
alone that England can dread an invasion. Speak- 
ing the same language—descended from the same 
common stock—possessing institutions which ap- || 
proximate more closely than those of any other | 
nation on earth to hers, and to which a large por- 

tion of her people are ready to yield their sympa- į; 
thies, being now almost in a condition of revolt— | 
we present: the only quarter from which England 

dreads. an invasion. [Ter wise and sagacious states- | 
men—she has had many such, and still can point to 

many such—would laugh to scorn the idea of a | 
successful invasion of her soil by any European | 
power. ; 

But it is said there is no cause of difficulty—no 
prospect, no dread of a difficulty growing out of 
this Oregon question. If no difficulty grows out | 
of it, England will assume a ground which never | 
before in her history she has assumed. Perhaps 
Iam indiscreet in my movement; but] compre: ; 
hend the past history of England; I have read and || 


studied it from childhood, and in no one in-i} 
stance has she ever receded from a high position | 
which she has assumed. This country will not | 
recede. Ohio, Western Pennsylvania, Western | 
New York, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, Missouri, | 
Kentucky, Tennessee—will never surrender one | 
jot nor tittle—-never! We-hear from home, daily ; 
‘and nightly, messages of the spirit that stirs the | 
people. But this morning the mail brought us in- 

telligence that the Missouri convention had unani- | 
mously adopted, as I was informed by my friend | 
from Missouri, who usually sits here, (Mr. Arcen- | 


ss0N,] the resolution fixing our boundary at 549 40" i! 
now and forever. Indiana is of the same mind, I 
‘venture to say, and so is Ohio, and so—lI like not 
to speak in lieu of my friend from Kentucky over 
the way—but such I gather from every account 1s 
the state of feeling in that gallant State. But will 
England recede so-far as even to accept the propo- | 
sition of 499? Her history teaches us that she will 
not. I say it would be an anomaly in English 
policy if she would so recede. Is there no pros- 
pect of a difficulty with Mexico? Is there truth or 
falsehood in the statements. we hear of the con- 
temptuous reception of our Minister? Has he suc- 
ceeded in his designs or intentions? We know he 
has not; we know he cannot; we know—every i 
man of us must know—that it is utterly impossible || 
to adjust our difficulties with Mexico while France | 
and England maintain their present position to- | 
wards us. And if Mexico strikes a blow against | 
ua, it will be only because she knows sheis backed | 
by them, We are acquainted with the declaration |i 


pút forth by Guizot. Do we imagine that France 
and England will permit the United States to anni- 
hilate Mexico? They cannot—they will not. They 
would be false to their own professions—to the po- 
sition they assume towards her—if they do. Bat 
who shall pretend to say that. England and France 
are not holding Mexico in her present position? 
‘Who is there that can penetrate their policy, or di- 
vide the impenetrable veil whieh shrouds their 
schemes? None, sir, none. There is one feature 
in English policy to which her bitterest. enemy 
must. yield his greatest admiration: It is thé se- 
eresy with which her designs are ever cloaked; 
whilst she is preparing for their execution—so es- 
sential to the celerity of her movements, and the 
overwhelming force of her blow when these de- 
signs are matured for execution. 

Sir, | maintain that*we should at once begin to 
put our country in a proper state of defence. Our 
commerce is on every sea. We hold intercourse 
with every nation, Our enterprising fellow-citi- 
zens are in evtry clime, nobly illustrating the ex- 
pansiye energies of their native country, and, as I 

elieve, pioneers of liberty in all lands. You have 
all these to protect. I amnotfor war. As a rep- 
resentative of the great and growing West, Iam 
not for war. Tam for peace. But it must be an 
honorable peace. F am for preserving the integ- 
rity of our soil at every hazard, So far am I for 
war and no farther. It has been charged that we 
in the West desire war for war’s sake. I repel the 
infamous insinuation, I repel the foul charge. We 
are as much opposed to war for war’s sake as he 
who dwells on the farthest point of land that juts 
out into the Atlantic. But we are united in an ear- 
nest determination to preserve that which involves 
our honor; and as one of the representatives of the 
western people, when I press for measures that go 
to the ascertaining and maintenance of that honor 
and our territory, I am bound to offer something 
substantial. I want no war to come such as the 
last war. I want no repetition of the scenes wit- 
nessed at Elampton and Havre de Grace! I want 
the coast defended by an adequate force. And 
here, let me ask, how long this or any Adminis- 
tration would stand that would enter on a war, 
and yet neglect to make proper preparation? Not 
a month would it last. Let me say one word in 
relation to the “partyism” of this question. [tis 
no party question, sir, It addresses itself to all. 
It is a mighty American question, rising proudly 
from its pedestal, and overshadowing all other 
questions. It is one clevated far above the dust 
and turmoil of party conflict, like the snow-clad 
peaks of one of our own mountains—that lifts itself 
up above the heavy fogs which overhang the plains 
beneath, and reposes serenely in the pure and 
cloudless ether. ‘This question addresses itself not 
to party, but to that common love of a common 
country which exists in every true American heart. 
I go for the country, and every foot of it; and I 


i go for putting the country in a proper state of de- 
; fence, so as to prevent the desolating consequences 


of war. I would avoid the possibility that ever 
again an enemy’s foot should press and pollute this 
carpet; that ever hereafter an enemy’s hand should 
deface these silent, but ever-eloquent monuments 
of our glorious progress; that ever hereafter an 
invader’s hand should give to the flames the build- 
ings containing the archives of the Republic. I go 
for protecting this land, and every foot of this land, 
from the footsteps of the invader. I go for pro- 
tecting our fair daughters from insult and brutal 


i! violation; and for the accomplishment of that, what 


is the whole round sum proposed? Can you weigh 
against that sum one single American life, be it 


i the fair and feeble form of woman, or the athletic 


form of man? I know not the value of a single 
American life, though it be that of the poorest, the. 
meanest, and most obscure. It is priceless, un- 
charged with crime, let it belong to whom it may. 

Mr. BAGBY obtained the floor, and moved an 
adjournment; but yielded to a motion by 

fr, BERRIEN, that the Senate proceed. to the 

consideration of Executive business; which motion 
was agreed to. The Senate went into Executive 
session, and, after a short time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuxspay, January 27, 1846, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Mr. G. W. B To ember elect 
State of Georgia, appeared; was qualified 
his seat. ; E ESR ae 

The SPEAKER. announced: that the fir 
ness in order would ‘be: the ‘call of ‘th 


petitions: < 55o opri 
Mr. CULVER, on leave: given; -prè 
petition of Samuel 8, ‘Clark.and 43 ‘other 
voters of Dover, inthe State-of New Hampshire, 
raying that the seats occupied by persons claim~ 
ing to be: representatives in. Congress “from that 
State be vacated, on: the «ground that they were 
elected by generalticket, in violation:of the law 
of Congress: referred to the Committee of Elec- 


tions. ; : ; , 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the:com- 

mittees in their order for reports. : : 
Mr. LIGON, from the Committee of Claims, 

reported bills of the. following titles, viz t:> -< 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Dr. John Gray, 
deceased; E j ot 

A bill for the relief of Matilda Drury, accom- 
panied by a report in each case; which bills were 
severally read a first and second time, and com- 
mitted. hh ; 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from: the . same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the case 
of William A. Duer; which report was laid upon 
the table. 3 Sia . 

On motion of Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
the President, Directors, and Company of the Union” 
Bank of the State of Rhode Island, and thatit be 
‘committed. : : 

Mr. GILES, from the Committce.on Commerce, 
reported a bill authorizing the erection of: certain 
light-houses,.and for other purposes; which? bill 
was read twicé and’tommitted... eer 

Mr. G. also, fromthe Committee ôn 


inpe 
Commerce, 


made an adverse report upon the memorials of 
Walter Titus & Co., and Thomas H. Leggett & 
Co., merchants of the city of New York, for a 
reen of duties; which report was laid upon the 
table. f a E a 


Mr. TIBBATTS, from the Committee on. Com- 
merce, to which the- petition upon. the subject was 
referred, reported.a bin making an appropriation 
for the improvement-of Newark bay; which bill 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. EDSALL presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of New Jersey, relative to 
the navigation of the Passaic river. 

Also a petition of the citizens of the same State, 
praying an appropriation for the. improvement o 
the same river. ; ny 

Ordered, That the said resolution and petition be 
committed. ‘ 


On motion of Mr. MCLELLAN D; 

Ordered, That, the Committee:on:-Commerce. be 
discharged from the consideration of the resolution 
of the House of Representatives: of the 13th in- 
stant, relative. tothe completion of the marine 
hospitals. at: Pittsburg, Louisville, and Cleveland, 
and that it-be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. : ; i 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported. a bill. to cede: certain 
land in the State of Tennessee to that:State, and 
for other purposes, accompanied: by.:a. report in 
writing; which bill was read twice and: committed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the’ same commit- 
tee, reported a bill to repeal a part. of the.act-en- 
titled “An act supplementary to the. several laws 
for the sale of petlik lands,” approved Sth:April, 


1832, and for other purposes, accompanied. by a` 
report in writing; which bill was reas 
committed. . MA E E ee ae 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH; from the same com- 
Filey 


‘twice: and 


mittee, made a report upon the -petition:o 


B. Parnell, accompanied “bya: bill ‘fo 
which was read twice and committed 
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Mr. RELTE, from the Committee on the Pub- 


lic Lands, ta which was referred the joint resolu- 
tion in “relationto- mineral lands, ‘reported an 
amendatory resolution; ordered that the said reso- 
lution be. committed. ; 

Mr. JOHN: G. CHAPMAN, from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, reported a bill 
to provide a free bridge across the Eastern branch 
of the river Potomac, in the city of Washington, 
accompanied by a report in writing; which. bill 
was read twice, and committed, 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made a report upon the memorial of Wil- 
liam Lanphier and Joseph Harris, accompanied 
by the following resolution; which was read, and 
considered, and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the said William Lanphier and 
Joseph Harris are not entitled to any relicf. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Harry 
Richardson; which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the same committee, to 
which was referred, the bill to regulate the times 
of holding the courts of the United States in the 
northern and southern districts of New York, and 
for other purposes, reported an amendatory bill; 
ordered that iNe said bill be committed. 


_ Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported against the 
claim of Isaac Davis. “Laid on the table. 


Also, a bill for the relief of the heirs of Lieuten- | 


ant Thomas Wishart. Read and committed. 

Mr. ST. JOHN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported against the claims of 
Henrietta Barnes, one of the heirs of Lathrop Al- 
Jen, and the heirs of Gustavus B. Forner y Laid 
on the table. 


Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Revo- || 


lutionary Claims, reported against the petition of 
the heirs of Count de Grasse, and the heirs of | 
Christopher Miller. Laid on the table. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Military 

Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John Stock- 
ton, late a lieutenant in the army. Committed. 
_ My. BLACK, of South Carolina, from the Com- 
mittee on the Militia, reporied’a bill to provide 
more effectually for the national defence, by organ- 
izing ond Ean the militia of the’ United 
States, and providing for culling them into the seri 
vite of the United: States; and for other purposes, 
Read anid committed. 

“Mr. THOMAS B. KING, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Captain John Ericson, “Committed. 

Also, a joint resolution directing the Secretary ; 
of the Navy and the Seuretiry of the ‘Treasury to | 
Appoint five’ scientific persons to examine the in- | 
vention of James Montgomery, called the “ Safety | 
Guard, to “prevent the explosion and burning of | 
steam-boilers, and to save fuel in their uses” and, 
if it should be reported that it is expedient to use 
the said invention in the naval and revenue service, 
to pay said Montgomery such sum as it shall be 
adjudged to be worth to the Government. Read 
and committed. i 

Mr. HOGE, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported against the petition of John Otis. Laid 
on the table, ` 

My, SCHENCK, from the Committee on Na- 
yal Affairs, reported abill for the relief of the heirs | 
of Robert Fulton. Committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval | 
Afairs, reported “a bill ‘for the relief of Francis | 
Martin. EE E S . 

A bill renewing widows” naval pensions for an 
additional period of five yéarso. 7 

Both bills were twice réad, and committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from thësame committee, to 
which was referred the. petition of James F. Mil- | 
ler, reported a bill to. repeal the fourth section of | 
the act making appropriations’ for the civil and di- | 
plomatic expenses of Government for the year end- | 
ig 30th June, 1846. Read and committed. ; 

Mr. C. J: INGERSOLL, from ‘tlie Committee | 


“FRIDAY, JANUARY 30, 1846. 
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State of Pennsylvania, complaining of the conduct 
of the commander of a British man-of-war towards 
the colony of Liberia, on the coast of Africa, and 
asking Congress to recognise the said colony and 
government of Liberia as a sovereign and inde- 
pendent government. The committee ask to be 
discharged from the consideration of the subject— 

1. Because the application for relief or protec- 
| tion does not come from the colony of Liberia, but 
certain citizens of this country. 7 

2. Because it does not appear that the colony of 
Liberia is in that state of national power and ca- 
pacity, such as heretofore have been deemed sufti- 
cient to authorize our Government in acknowledg- 
ing any foreign country as independent. > 

3. Because the correspondence on the subject 
between the American and British Governments 
proves that the colony of Liberia is now an ob- 
ject of the good will of the Government of the 
United States, more available for their protection 
than its acknowledgment of independence. 

The report was ordered to lic on the table and to 
be printed, 


On motion of Mr. DODGE, it was ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to transmit to this House the report of Captain 
Joshua Barney, the otlicer having charge of the 
public works in the Territory of lowa. 

On motion of Mr. R. SMITH, the bill to in- 
|| corporate the Washington Mutual lire Insurance 
| Company,” was withdrawn frém the files of the 
House, and referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


THE CHEROKEES. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Aflairs, reported the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to report to this House a detailed statement of the 
| investment and disbursement of the several sums 
of money set apart by the treaty made with the 
Cherokees at New Echota, in the year 1835, and 
the further sum of $1,047,067, appropriated in the 
second section of the act approved June 12, 1838, 
so as to exhibit the disposition which has been 
made of the $5,000,000 provided for under the first 
article of the said treaty; how much of said fund 
has been permanently invested, and in what stocks; 
how much has been paid to individuals, and: to 
whom paid, andon and. by whose account, by vir- 
| tue of what article in the treaty, or under what law 
has the same been done; and, also, to exhibit the 
| disposition of the $6,000,000 provided for in the 
' third article of the supplementary treaty, and the 
| $1,047,767 provided for in the act of 1838, above 
referred to, and how much of said sums yet re- 
main undisbursed, distinguishing in each case the 
article in the treaty by virtue of which the dis- 
bursements were made, and out of what funds the 
claims arising under the 9th, 13th, and 16th arti- 
cles have been satisfied, respectively. 


The SPEAKER said the resolution, as it called 
for information, must by the rule He over one day. 

Mr. THOMPSON thought that no objection 
would be made to the present consideration of the 
resolution: j 

Mr. GRAHAM desired the gentleman from 
; Mississippi [Mr. Tyrompson] so to modify the res- 
olution asto include an inquiry as to the disposi- 
tion which was intended to be made of the balance 
of the fimds on hand. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that was the very ques- 
tion to which the committee was now directing its 
consideration. The committee had before it these 
Cherokee difficulties; it had also before it a memo- 
rial from divers claimants, asking for a renewal of 
the commission. They had also divers claims be- 
fore them. The committee could not act intel- 
ligibly on any of these matters. until they knew 
how much was expended, and how much remained 
on hand. The object of this resolution was pre- 
cisely to get such information as would enable the 
committee to act. He thought that every neces- 


on Foreign Affairs, reported on the mediorial of 
certain citizens of the borough of Eastonin the 
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| sary object would be accomplished by the adop- | 


tion of the ‘resolution in its present form 


Whereupon, no objection iaving been made, the 
resolution was adopted. 
THE PUBLIC DEFENCES. 


The Committee on Military Affairs having been 
called— ; orh 

Mr. HARALSON, its chairman, rose and re- 
ported the following bill : 


A BILL to authorize the President of the United States, 
under certain contingencies therein. named, to accept the 
services of volunteers, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au~ 
thorized to resist any attempt which may be, made on the 
part of any foreign nation to exclusive jurisdiction over any 
part of the territory of the United States, or any territory in 
dispute between the United States and any forcign Govern. 
ment; as well as also to sustain the rights of the United 
States to, and to repel invasion upon, the said territory; and 
for this purpose, to employ the naval and military forces of 
the United States, and such portions of the militia as he may 
deem it advisable to call into service. . 

Sec. 2 And beit further enacted, ‘That the militia, when 
called into the service of the United States by virtue of this 
act, or any other act, may, if in the opinion of the President 
of the United States the public interest requires it, be com- 
pelled to serve for a term not exceeding six months after 
their arrival atthe place of rendezvous in any one year, un- 
less sooner discharged, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in the event of ac- 
tual invasion of the territory of the United States by any 
foreign power, or if, in the opinion of the President, there be 
imminent danger of such invasion, or of hostilities with any 
forcign power, he be, and is hereby authorized, if he deems 
the same expedient, to call for and accept the services of 
any number of volunteers not exceeding thousand, 
who may offer their services cither as cavalry, artillery, in- 
fantry, or riflemen, to serve six or twelve months after they 
shall have arrived at the place of rendezvous, unless sooner, 
discharged; and the said volunteers shal) furnish their own 
clothes, and if cavalry, their own horses, and, when mus- 
tered into service, shall be armed and equipped at the ex- 
pense of the United States. 

Sec, 4. And he it further enacted, That said volunteers shall 
be liable to be called upon to do military duty only in cases 
suchas are mentioned in the first and third sections of this 
act; and when called into actual service, and while remain- 
ing therein, shall be subject to the rules and articles of war, 
and shall be in all respects, except as to clothing and pay. 
placed on the same footing with similar corps of the United 
States army, and in lieu of clothing, every non-commission~ 
ed officer and private in any company who. may thus offer 
themselves, shall be entitled when called into actual service. 
to receive in money asum equal to the cost of the clothing 


of a non-commissioned officer or private (as the may. 
be) in the regular troops of the United States. -> : 
Sec. 5.. And be it further enacted, That the said volunteers 


so offering their services, shall be accepted by the President 

in companies, battalions, squadrons, and regiments, whose 

officers shall be apptinted in the manner prescribed by law, 

in the several States‘and Territorics to which such compa- 

pies, battalions, squadrons, and regiments shall respectively 
ong. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to or- 
ganize companies so tendering their services into battalions 
or squadrons, battalions and squadrons into regiments, regi- 
ments into brigades, and brigades into divisions, as.s0on as 
the number of volunteers shli render such organization, in 
his judgment, expedient; and shall, hy and'with the advice 
of be Senate, appoint the generals of brigade and division, 
and the general stafi, as now authorized by law: Provided, 
however, That the major generals and brigadier generals 
shall have the appointment of their own aids-de-camp; and 
the President shall, if necessary, apportion the staf, field, 
and general officers among the respective States and Terri- 
tories from which the volunteers shail tender their, services, 
as he may deem proper. Cate rome eae ʻi 

Sec. 7. And. be it further enacted, That the ‘volunteers 
who may be received into the service of the United States 
by virtue of the provisions of this-act, ‘shall be entitled to 
ail the benefit which inay be conferred on persons wounded 
in the service of the United States. ag do 3 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That, in the event of 
either of the contingencies mentioned in the first and thitd 
sections of this act, the President of the United. States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized forthwith to. complete all. the 
public armed vessels now authorized by law, and to pur- 


chase, or charter, arm, equip, and man such merchant ves- i= 


scls and steamboats as npon examination. may be found fit 
or easily converted into armed vessels fit for the public ser~ 
vice, and in such number as he may deem necessary for the 
protection of our seaboard, lake coast, andthe general dé- 
fence of the country. ` 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
millions of dollars out of any moneys in the treasury, or. to 
come into the treasury, not otherwise appropriated, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated for the purpose of éarrying 
the provisions of this act into effect; and that thé President 
be.authorized to use the same as soon as, in his opinion, the 
same may become necessary. sea 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
militia or volunteers are called and received into the. Ser~ ` 
vice of the United States, under the provisions of this dct, 
they shail ‘have the organization. of the army of the United 
States; and shall have the same pay and allowances, except . 
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as follows, to wit: privates of infantry, artillery, and rifle- 
men shall receive eight dollars per month; and privates of 
volunteer mounted‘ corps; twenty dollars per month for 
their services and the use and risk of their horses. 

Sec. H. Aud be it further enacted, That the several pro- 
visions of this act shall be in. force for the term of two years 
from the date of the passage thereof, and no longer. 


The bill having been read twice by its title, was, 
on motion of Mr. H., referred to the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 


to be printed. 


Mr. SEABORN JONES asked leave, at this 
time, to introduce certain joint resolutions from the 
Legislature of Georgia. ` 

Objected to. 

OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Tissatrs, of Kentucky, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution of notice. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, (chairman of the Committee 
on Territories,) who was entitled to the floor from 
yesterday, addressed the committee. 

Mr. Cuarrman: Had a foreigner been present 
during the progress of our proceedings, and listen- 
ed to the debate which has taken place in this 
House upon the pending question, he would have 
come to the conclusion that we were gravely dis- 
cussing the propriety and policy of a declaration of 
war with Great Britain. Gentlemen who have 
spoken in opposition to giving the notice have al- 
most invariably placed their opposition on the 
ground that it was a hostile measure, and tanta- 
mount to a declaration of war. They have de- 
nounced those of us who advocate the notice as the 
war party, and then they have been eloquent in 
their descriptions of the blessings of peace, and 
they have drawn frightful pictures of the horrors of 
war. Sir, I am unable to coincide in opinion with 
these gentlemen, that the convention of 1818 was a 
substitute for war, and that its annulment would 
be the dissolution of the amicable relations sub- 
sisting between the two countries. Ido not un- 
derstand such to be the object, or the effect, or the 
history of that measure. If gentlemen will but re- 
flect for a moment, they will find that the conven- 
tion of 1818, which, renewed by the convention of 
1827, we now propose: to: terminate, was entered 
into more than three years after the close of the 
last war, at a time when this country was at peace 
with the whole world, and when there was nol 
even a cloud to darken our national herizon—-when 
there was neither wars, nor the fears, nor the pan- 
ics of war. It was a mere peace measure—a regu- 
lation for the government of certain interests be- 
tween the citizens of the two countries, without 
having any reference to war or relation at all to 
war. The treaty itself shows that such was its 


object; and it shows another fact, which is more | 


important in the discussion of this question, which 
is, that the parties to the treaty or convention never 
intended that it should be a permanent measure in 
regard to that country. . First, the convention of 
1818, by its own terms, was to terminate in ten 
years from its date, and at the end of that period 
of course the two parties would stand in precisely 
the same relation to each other in respect to their 
rights as they did before it was formed. Then, 
suppose the treaty of 1818 had been suffered to-ex- 
pire by its own termination in 1828, I ask gentle- 
men whether the two countries would then have 
been at war with each other? Or would they not, 
in other words, have been in a state of peace, with 
their rights situated precisely as they were before 
that convention was. formed, and as they would 
have been if that convention had never been. en- 


tered into? But, sir, unfortunately, in my opinion, | 


(and I say this in no terms of reproach )—unfortu- 
nately by the treaty of 1827, that convention was 
continued in force indefinitely, with the right to 
either party to terminate it whenever either should 
think it for their interest toannulit. And, sir, that 
clause for its termination was put into that conven- 
tion for the very reason that the two. Powers saw 
at the time that the convention was intended for 
the regulation of a country and of interests which 
would undergo rapid changes, and that that coun- 
try and those interests would require such changes 
for their government'as the condition of that coun- 
try and of those interests themselves underwent. 


They foresaw these changes which were to take | 


place, and they. therefore made provision for the 
termination of this treaty whenever, in’ the judg- 


1 


ment of either party, it- should. fail to be beneficial 
to either country. : j 
_ We now propose, on the part of the United 
Statés, to give notice for the termination of that 
treaty of 1827, which continued in force the con-_ 
vention of 1818; and we are met by the declaration 


| that this notice is a hostile movement—that it is.a 


war ineasure—that it is equivalent to.a declaration 
of war by this country against Great Britain; and 
hence we are called upon to pause and reflect be- 
fore we make this movement, which may bring the 
thunders of the British fleet and ofthe Britisharmy 
to our shores; and appeals are made to our fears 
in order to deter us from adopting this’ measure. 
Sir, I know not whether the giving this notice and 
the annulment of the treaty may lead to war or 
not; I know not whether war will be the result. 
But, sir, there is one thing which I do know—and 
a thing which is far more important in the decision 
of this question than the other—and that one 
thing is this: that the giving of this notice will afford 
no just cause of war. It is immaterial with refer- 
ence to influencing our decision of this question, 
whether war is to be the consequence or not; but 
it is important for us to inquire whether the act- 
we are about to perform will give good ground of 
offence—just cause of war. If it will, we ought 
to pause and consider well before we proceed. But 
if it give no just canse of war, it is no argument 
that Great Britain will choose to make it a cause of 
war, 

Then let me inquire of gentlemen, what treat 
stipulation docs this notice violate? What princi- 
ple of the two nations does it infringe? What es- 
tablished right does it invade? > I -apprehend no 
gentleman will attempt to point out the right, the 
treaty, or the law, to be violated by it, What 
cause of offence, then, Task, does.it aiford? None 
atall. ‘The giving this notice is an exercise of the 
right secured by the treaty itself, Ttis the execu- 
tion of the very treaty. And will it be said that 
the carrying that treaty into effect, in the mode 
prescribed by its own terms, will be a cause of 
war? No, sir; no gentleman will pretend, in this 
argument, that the giving this notice is a cause of 
war, But, say they, (it will lead to WAY? >on 
yes, ‘lead to war—and therefore the notice ought 
n. 


not to be giver i 

Having, as I think, shown by a reference to the 
treaty that we have the right to give the notice, as 
a peaceful remedy, I now propose to inquire, for a 


moment, what will be the effect of that notice, not 


only upon the rights of the parties, but upon the 


relative position of the parties to cach other, 

Sir, when the notice shall have been given, and | 
when the convention shall have been terminated, 
the United States and Great Britain will occupy 
the same relative position to each other that they 
occupied before the convention of 1818 was entered 
into. What was that position? A position, sir, of 
profound peace. Itwas nota state of war, but a po- 
sition of profound peace towards cach other. But 
what will be the rights of the United States then? 
The rights then will be these: Thé United States 
will be entitled to the actual exclusive possession of 
the valley af the Columbia river, and will be. enti- 
tled to continue in possession of that valley while 
treating of the question of title. I wish gentlemen 
to understand me in this position. The effect of 
giving this notice will be to give to the United States 


the undeniable right to the exclusive possession of the | 


valley of the Columbia river, and the right to hold 
that possession while treating of the title. 
right was sceured by the treaty of Ghent. If 
gentlemen will reflect a moment on the history of 
this question, they will find that, at the breaking 
out of the late war, the valley of the Columbia 
river was in the possession of citizens of the United 
States; that, during that war, it was captured. by 
Great Britain; and that by the treaty of peace: it 
was provided that all countries captured. by Great 
Britain should be restored to us. I hold in my 
hand the first article of the treaty of Ghent. In it, 
it was agreed that ‘all territory, places, and. pos- 
sessions, whatsoever, taken by either party from the 
other during the war, or which may be taken after 
the signing the treaty, excepting only the islands here-. 
inafler mentioned, [in the Bay of Fundy,] shall: be 
restored without delay.” 

The treaty of peace then provided for the resto- 


ration of all places, possessions, or territories cap- | 


tured by either party.. Sir, as quick as that treaty 
was ratified and published to the world, the Ameri- 


Sir, that | 


‘can Government demanded of Great Britain the res- 


| Astoria ‘and 


She ob} 


Mr, Rush replied: to. them, that.by thet 
were entitled to.the full possession, or reposs' 
(in his own languages) she admitted that rig 
she acknowledged that the United $ 1 


treaty of Ghent were. entitled to the actual,.the full 


repossession of the ‘valley “of the Columbia, and: 
that we had the right to.remain in possession while 
negotiating of the title. Yes; Great Britain not only 
made that acknowledgment, but she sent: her fleet 
armed into the Pacific ocean, she took on board the 
United States agent, and there ‘actually surrendered 
up the country to. the United States, in conformity 
with the treaty. Sir, propose now to read that 
surrender, that the House may understand what 
are our rights under the treaty of Ghent, by the ac- 
knowledgment.of the British Government erself 
[Nore.—The. reporter. regrets that he has not 
been furnished with the extractsin this speech. He 
is therefore obliged to omit-a portion of them.] 
This, Mr. Chairman, it: will- be. seen,.1s ‘the-ac-. 
knowledgment—the certificate of surrender by the 
British Governmentof the settlementof Fort George 
on the Columbia river in pursuance of the treaty of 
Ghent. That.surrender refers to the first article of 
the treaty of Ghent as the:clause of the treaty un- 
der which, that surrender was made. The first 
clause of the treaty of Ghent provides for the full 
restoration, without delay, of any country captured 
during the war... Then, Great Britain, in pursa+ 
ance of that treaty, did surrender the’ settlement 
of Fort George in the Columbia valley.” ‘That-set- 
tlement. was not. merely a fort; not merely a fort 
was surrendered, but the setdement:: coniprising: 
d several other posts, ‘and ‘that settle- 
ment commanding the whole valley of he Colombia 
river. Tt was, then, the valley éf the Columbia that 
was surrendered by the British Government, which 
Government, then acknowledged the right of the 
American ‘Government “to. be’ reinstated and to 
be the partyin, po ‘hil the 
question of title 
That was'th 
rior to: entering: i 
Fom—the United States in possession, Great Bi 
ain sétting upd claim, but acknowledging our right 
to the possession while adjudicating the claims ‘of 
the respective parties. That would have been. our 
right had it not been for that treaty. That treaty 
suspends that right; but it provides.that, nothing 
in it shall be construed to impair or affect thé rights 
of either party.. Hence, if you terminate the 
treaty, if you, annul the treaty, the right of :the 
United States to exclisiye possession under. the 


‘treaty of Ghent is revived, and Great Britain cans 


not--dare not-—resist the restitution of shat valley. 
Tt is no cause of war—no war movement. It is 


history shall exist, she has. 
denying our right to the posses 
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acknowledged it,.and has.oncé restored posses- 
sion under that acknowledgment. Can.she refuse 
again to make a similar restoration, when the par- 
ties, in respect of their rights, are similarly situ- 
ated? If she-does refuse to make that restoration 
when the notice-shall have been given, and shall 


have expired, she will. have to violate her solemn 
treaty stipulations; she will become: the aggressor; 
‘she willbe violating her plighted faith in the cyes 
of. the civilized world; and. she. dare not take the 
responsibility. of such an act of perfidy and. bad 
faith, after'she. herself:has once acknowledged her 
obligations by performing: the same act of sur- 
vender: 

Hence I insist that the notice is the rightful rem- 
edy, that it isthe peaceable remedy, that itis the 
only peaceable remedy by which we can get pos- 
session. of the valley of ihe Columbia. It is the 
only one; and any man who refusés to go for this | 
peaceful remedy, must either avow himself against 
the possession of the valley of the Columbia, or he 
must avow himself in favor of war as a substitute 
for this peaceful remedy. 

Gentlemen who oppose giving the notice say that 
they are for getting possession. But how getting 
possession? Why they are for continuing the 
treaty of joint occupation in force, and then far | 
stealing possession in violation of that treaty o 
joint occupation, Yes; they are for adopting the | 
hich, the chivalrous course of stealing into that | 
country under a treaty of joint occupation, and 
then seizing it in violation of the treaty itself. “Will 
that not lead to war? Is that the peaceful remedy? 
‘Will not that wound the pride of the British Gov- | 
ernment? Sir, I aver that the attempt to carry that | 
policy out leads inevitably to war; and not only to 
war, but it puts us on the wrong side, Ft convicts 
our Government of an act of duplicity and perfidy. 
It arrays the whole civilized world against us, 
and renders us subject to the charee that we are 
faithless and dishonorable, But if we rely on the 
wweaty stipulations of the country—if we stand high 
on our undeniable rights, and give the notice ac- 
cording to the treaty, and demand possession un- 
der the treaty of Ghent, and insist upon it—if we | 
require the surrender, as we have done once before 
—then, sir, we get peaceful possession of that 
country; and when in peaceful possession, we ean | 
then stand on high ground and say to Great Britain, 
“Certainly we deprecate war; we are ready to ne- 
goliate, and are willing you should take your own 
time to bring that negotiation to a determination. 
You may do it with all the care, with all the delib- 
eration you may desire; and you: can take your 
own time to terminate it.. But, inthe mean time, 
we are in possession, with the acknowledged right 
of possession, until we arrive at an amicable ad- 

justment. x 
Such I conceive to be our rights under the con- | 
vention. between us and. Great Britain, and such 
_ The reason which. should impel us to pursue those 
nights strictly, and not be guilty of any violation 
of right. which would put. us in the wrong. Sir, | 
when, we shall have recovered the possession of | 
the valley of the Columbia under this peaceful | 
remedy, and our people shall be there in the un- 
molested enjoyment of their rights, their settlements 
spreading both on the north aswell as the south side 
of that river, and upon all its different branches | 
aod tributarics(while these negotiations for the 
settlement of the title are proceeding, we find that 
our interests wre not only becoming more important, 
but that our power is becoming swelled and tripled, 
and that, too, by a fair, straightforward, honora- 
ble course of proceeding)\—Great Britain will dis- 


f 


f 
i 
i 


cover then that it is impossible to turn us out of | 


that valley, even if she should try. She will sce 
them that this people are strong enough to maintain 
their rights; and she will that moment relinquish 
all claim tö the valley of the Columbia. 

But. I choose to be frank and candid in the dec- 
laration of my sentiments. on. this question. For 


always held that. England had no title to it. In 
1826, Mr. Clay, in his despatches to Mr. Gallatin, 
said: “Itis not conceived that the British Gov- 
‘ernment can make out even a colorable title to 
ahy part-of the northwest coast.’? Not that she 
could not make outa title; not that she could not 
make out an incentrovertible. title; but that she 
| could not make out a colorable title—not a shadow 
of a title—not so much of a shadow as would give 
coloring to the transaction. That was the doctrine 
of our Government twenty years ago. That title 
has undergone no changes since, for the joint oc- 
cupation has been in force; and the treaty of joint 
occupation provided that the rights af neither party 
should be affected or impaired thereby. Our Gov- 
ernment has held ever since that our title is clear 
and unquestionable. 

Tdo not propose to go into the history of that 
title. Ido not deem it necessary to go into an 
elaborate discussion of the various modes by which 
title to an unoccupied country may begacquired; 
nor do I deem it necessary to trace the devious 
course of diplomacy and discovery upon that coast 
for the last three centuries. [am willing to leave 
the question of title upon the discussions that have 
taken place between the accredited agents of the 
two Governments, and invite the enlightened judg- 
ment of the civilized world upon that utle as shown 
by the two Governments themselves. I will only 
say that we do hold the valley of the Columbia in 
our own right by virtue of discovery, exploration, 
and occupation, and that we have a treaty-right in 
addition through the Louisiana and Florida treaty. 
Tn olden times, the English colonies on the Atlan- 
tic coast extended, by virtue of their charters, to 


} coast in-fofo. ° 


involves all these interests. And in order to main- 
tain these interests, and secure all the benefits re- 
sulting from them, we must not only go to 52° 40’, 
but we have got to exclude Great Britain from the 


Our ‘Spanish title is valid enough, it is broad 
enough, and long enough, to caver the whole coun- 
try and atcomplish that object. Sir, Ido not pur- 
pose to argue the Spanish title. There is another 
principle which has been advanced by this Govern- 
ment as the settled. policy of this country, which is 
sufficient for my purpose. to.settle this.whole ques- 
tion. I allude to the memorable declaration of Mr. 
Monroe, that “the American continents are hence- 
‘forth not to be considered as subjects for future 
‘ colonization by any European Power,” and to the 
repetition of that declaration by Mr. Polk, to which 
I wish particularly to call the attention of gentle- 
men—“ that it should be distinctly announced to 
‘the world as our settled policy, that no future 
‘European colony or dommion shall, with our 
‘consent, be planted or established on any part of 
‘the North American continent.” Sir, when I 
saw that declaration in the President’s message, I 
was willing to forgive him from the bottom of my 
heart for the offer of the 49th parallel in August 
last—when I saw that he withdrew that proposi- 
tion, after it had been rudely rejected by England, 
that he asserted our title to the whole country, that 
he recommended the notice, the extension of. our 
laws, the establishment of forts, the raising. of 
mounted men, the establishment of mail lines, and, 
what was better than all, that he laid down the 
great American principle, that it “should be dis- 
“unetly announced to the world as our settled pol- 


the Pacifie oceans but by the treaty of 1763 the 
Mississippi was fixed as the irrevocable boundary 
between the French and English possessions in 
North America, and England relinquished her 
claims upon this continent west of that river to 
France; France transferred them to Spain; and, 
by the treaties of Louisiana and Florida, the Span- 
ish title, the French claim, and the British pre- || 
tensions, were all united and vested in the United || 
States, and added to our title to the valley of the 
Columbia by discovery. Sir, that Spanish title, 
extinguishing the English and French title, was 
valid from California to the Russian possessions. 
Itis true that it remained a question of dispute 
between Russia and the United States as to where 
the northern boundary was, but it is indisputable |; 
that the Spanish tide, by discovery, extended as 
far north as Mount St. Elias, in latitude 619; and 
itis indisputable that our title now is valid to that 
mountain, unless we have surrendered it by sub- 
sequent treaty stipulations. The joint occupancy, 
it-is acknowledged, did not surrender: it. The 
only:treaty, then, which it is pretended can sur- 
render it atall, is the treaty with Russia. in 1824. 
ĮI will not go into the discussion: of: this question, 
but T will invite the attention of gentlemen to the 


the treaty with Russia fixing the boundary at 54° 
40! is not a treaty of boundary, not a treaty for 
the settlement of territorial limits, but a treaty of 
navigation and trade witk the Indians, precisely 
the same as the Nootka Sound treaty—almost 
word for word, and letter for letter, the Nootka’ 
Sound treaty repeated; and any man who believes 
the Nootka Sound treaty not binding, is impelled 
to.the conclusion that we have a right to give this 
notice, and to terminate the treaty with Russia, 
fixing the boundary of 54° 40 any day we please. 
I do not now intend to raise that question, but I 
would do no act which will compromise our rights 
in fature for the purpose, if it becomes necessary 
to assert that claim, to keep Great Britain off the 
northwest coast; then, F say, I will raise it, and I 
can demonstrate our rights beyond that line, and 
far enough to exclude Great Britain from that 
coast. 


one, E never will be'satisfied with the valley of the 
Columbia; nor with 49°,nor with 54° 40°; nor will 
Tbe, while Great Britain shall, hold. possession of 
one acre on the northwest coast of America. And, 
. sir, I will never agree to any arrangement that shall 
recognise her right to one inch of soil upon the 
. northwest coast; and for this simple reason: Great 
Britain never did own, she never did have a valid 
lille to one inch of that country. The question 
was only one of dispute between. Russia, Spain, 
and the United States. England never had a title 
any part of the country. Our Government has 


| 
| 


| 


Sir, the value of the Oregon territory is not to be 
measured by the number of miles upon the coast, | 
whether it shall terminate at 49°, or at 54° 40", or 
reach to 61° and the arctic ocean. It does not de- 
pend on the character of the country nor the qual- 
ity of the soil. Tt is truc, that consideration is not 
unworthy of attention; but the great point at issue, 
the great struggle between us and Great Britain, is 
for the freedom of the Pacific ocean, for. the trade 
of China and of Japan, of the East Indies, and for 
the maritime ascendency on all-these waters. That 


tries; and. the settlement of this Oregon question 


; American continent.” What part of it? 


| or to the Hudson bay, as well as to Oregon. 


fact, which they will find, by examination, that H 


isthe great point at issue-bétween the two coun- i 
| Oregon would be an act, a solemn act of consent’? 


‘icy, that no future European colony or dominion 
‘shall, with our consent, be planted or established 
‘on any part of the North American continent.’ 
To what did the President refer in this declara- 
tion? Why, he says he refers to the en 
er- 
tainly not to Mexico or California, for they are 
not European colonies, Certainly not to Canada, 
Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick, for they are 
old colonies long since established; and the Pre- 
sident says that “the existing rights of every 
European nation should be respected,” Certain- 
ly not to the Hudson Bay Company ; if he did, 
it would then extend the principle a little ee 
o 
what did he refer? Why, evidently to that part 
of the North American continent which now 
remains vacant and unoccupied; for he says 
“that no future European colony ”? shall:be plant- 
ed, with our consent, on any part.of the North 
American continent. If he. had -referred tö the 
old-colonies, he would not have spoken of * future’? 
ones; if he had referred to those long since planted, 
he would not have spoken of colonies hereafter to 
be planted. He, then, referred to the vacant and 
unoccupied part of North America; and the west 
of the Rocky mountains is that vacant and unoe- 
cupied part in reference to which he says “ no fu- 
“tare European colony or dominion shall, with 
‘our consent, be planted or established ” there, or 
on our northwest coast. And here let me remark 
that there is no chance for equivocation, for eva- 
ding the position, because England has now no 
colony on the northwest coast. She says she has 
no colony there. If you look into the act of Par- 
liament extending her laws there, you will see she 
uses very emphatic language. She says it is an 
indian country. : : 
[Mr: D. read the extract from the actof Parlia- 
ment referred to.} i 
Yes; she then spoke, when she extended her laws 
over Oregon, of it as being an Indian territory not 
within the Canadas, not within the Hudson’ Bay 
Company’s jurisdiction, and not within any of the 
British colonies n North America; and this is the 
very section of country to which Mr. Polk refers 
when he says that ‘*no future European colony or 
‘dominion shall, with our consent, be planted or 
‘established on any part of the North Americar 
“continent.” Now, suppose you formed a treaty 
on the line of 49°, and. establish that as the boun 


ture European colony?’ north of that line, and yet 
upon the North American continent? Clearly, sir. 
Any treaty of boundary on the northern part o. 
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by. this Government to the establishment of a fu- 
ture. anes colony on this continent. But the 
President has announced distinctly to the world, as 
our settled policy, that that consent cannot be giv- 
en. Sir, he who knows the character of the man— 


he.who knows the. stern integrity of his"political’ 
character—he who knows the consistency of his: 


whole, public life—he who knows his fidelity.to bis 
principles, must know that, during his four years, 
this ‘settled policy’? will not be unsettled by him. 
Sir, he is not the man to put the distinct declara- 
tion forth to the world in the name of his Govern- 
ment of a settled policy, and: then to'snéak back 
from it, to violate it, to disgrace himself and his 
nation during that very presidential term in which 
he gave the notice. Then, I say, that during these 
four years, it is a settled, irrevocably settled ques- 
tion, that no treaty fixing a boundary for the north- 
ern part of Oregon can be made. Sir, the making 
of any treaty fixing a boundary, would be a pal- 
pable violation of the very principle the President 

as put forth in his message: Bearing this point 
in mind, gentlemen will easily understand the 
meaning of the President in all his recommenda- 
tions—when lie said that no compromise of this 


question could be made which the United States | 


ought to accept—when he said that he reasserted 
our claim to the whole continent, and maintained 
it by irrefragable facts and arguments—when he 
said that the notice must be given, and the exclusive 

ossession regained—when he said our Jaws must 

e extended there—when he said that at the end 
of the year the time would have arrived when we 
must either maintain our claim or, abandon the 
whole of it. 

But gentlemen say we must not assert this broad 
doctrine—this principle of American independence 
of all European crowns—because they say it will 
lead to war. Well, sir, as I before remarked, I 
know not whether it will produce war or not; I 
care not whether it will produce war, so far as it 
will have an influence upon our action ; although 
Tam not for war, I prefer war to the abandonment 
of duty and honor. Did our forefathers abandon 
their resistance to the stamp act. because it would 
lead to war? There was a panic party in the coun- 
try then as now—a peace party ; but they did not 
abandon their resistance, nor did they abandon the 
declaration of independence because it would lead 
to war. They only stopped to inguire as to the 


question of right : ‘* Does our duty to ourselves | 


and to our country require us to do it? and if so, 
we will do it at the hazard of life, property, and 
sacred honor.” ‘That was the principle that ani- 
mated them. : 

Sir, at a later period the States of this country 
did not abandon the embargo because it would lead 
to war. They did not relinquish their opposition 
to the impressment of American seamen because 
it would lead to war. Ata later date they did not 
falter on the French indemnity because it would 
lead to war; nor upon the right of search, nor at 
a still later day on the Texas annexation. Sir, the 
war argument, the war panic—that stereotyped 
argument of all men that predicate their action 
upon the timidity of the people—their war argu- 
ment was used then as itis now. . The only ques- 

. tion, then, for us to determine, is, as our forefathers 
did, Is this policy right? Have we the right to 
maintain it? Ifwe have the right, it is our duty 
to maintain it at the hazard of war: Ist, sir, in 
demanding and obtaining exclusive possession of 


the valley of the Columbia river, as a peace-meas- | 


ure under the treaty of Ghent ; 2d, in refraining 
from all and any negotiation about title until our 
ossession shall be restored; and 3dly, in maintain- 
ing this position of undying, unyielding opposition 
to any future European colonization on the Ameri- 
can continent. Do this firmly, boldly, unitedly, 
and let the consequences, sir, take care of them- 
selves. ; 

Sir, I have one word to say upon the subject of 
arbitration, as I had the fortune at an early part of 
the session to introduce a resolution against arbi- 
tration, I announced my a to arbitration 
then. Why? Because I believe that the Ameri- 

. can people, being a peculiar people, with a peculiar 
system of government unlike that of the balance 
of the world, which excites the prejudices of the 
other nations of the world against us, it would be 
unsafe trusting: our rights in. their hands. But, 
say gentleman, ‘we dare not, in the eyes of the 
civilized world, refuse arbitration.” Ss f 

But did not Great Britain refuse arbitration with 
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Spain in regard to this same Oregon territory in 
1790? Again: Did not our Government refuse at- 
bitration in 1815, as to the point. whether Great 
Britain should restore us possession under the 
treaty of Ghent? Yes; England refused it in 1790, 
and then offered it in 1815, and we refused. -Can 
it be said, after these two refusals by the two gov- 
-ernments, that we cannot hereafter refuse arbitra 
tion? No, sir. ; 

` Mr. D. proceeded to say one word as to the im- 
portance of Oregon, and in relation to the aggres- 
sions of England, and he had done. He had al- 
ready remarked that the greatissue dependini on 
this Oregon question was the right of the freedom 
of the seas. It has been the policy of Great Brit- 
ain for the last century to seize upon every strong 
point, maritime and military, over the whole 
world; and it has been the means by which she 
has maintained her ascendency. Her own insu- 
lated position and her geographical location natu- į 
rally controls the trade of the Baltic and of north- | 
ern Europe. By her Gibraltar, Malta, and the 
Tonian iden, she controls the trade of southern | 
Europe, of northern Africa, and western Asia, and 
converts the Mediterranean sea into a British lake. 
By her possession of St. Helena, she commands 
the African coast. By her Falkland isles and the 
Cape of Good Hope, she guards the only naviga- 
ble avenues to the Indies. By her possessions of 
Canada, New Brunswick, and Nova Scotia, of the 
Bahamas and the Bermudas, she stretches almost 
around the United States, prescribing limits to our 
improvements and growth, and dictating terms to 
our intercourse with foreign nations. She has 
already stretched her military network nearly 
around the continent of North America, and has 
innumerable fortified islands on the Pacific—each | 
island a British garrison, dictating terms lo com- 
merce, and allowmg no ship to sail or flag to wave, 
except at the dictauon of a British governor, or a 
British flest. 'This system of British policy is 
now progressing, She has got almost exclusive 
control of the Atlantic, and now is endeavoring to 
geta like preponderance in the Pacific. But by 
this Oregon territory you open an overland com- 
munication to China—a route that can be run in 
half the time, and by which we can reach the East 
Indies and all the lands of that ocean through 
Oregon, across the mountains—-and you destréy. 
her whole policy, and her ascendency on the seas. 
But this policy of hers is only to be carried out 
and perfected, by having possession of Oregon, and 
the maritime portion too; and I need not tell gen- 
tlemen that that maritime portion is north of 499, | 
in the Straits of Fuca, Vancouver's island, and the 
innumerable islands of that coast. Why, the | 
maritime power of the world, from the Newfound- 
land fisheries on the Atlantic to the islands in the 
China seas, he need not tell gentlemen, is north of 
49°, Surrender that line, and we surrender the 
maritime power of the Pacific into the hands of 
Great Britain; and we make her ascendency com- 

lete over the seas, and then we should find that 
it would also be complete upon the land. 

These were the considerations which lent im- 
portance to the Oregen question—the considera- 
tions which make Great Britain, while she says 
that Oregon is a barren rock, a waste desert not 
worth having, so tenacious, nevertheless, that she 
will not divide it, and take one-half when it is of- 
fered to her, because she wants the whole of it. 
lt is of no importance to her whether it is a barren 
rock or a fertile garden. What matter is it to her 
whether the Bahamas, the Bermudas, Malta, St. 
Helena, and the rock of Gibraltar, are each a bar- 
ren rock or a fertile garden? They are each and 
all great military and maritime stations, command- 
ing the commerce of the world, protecting and sup- 
plying the navies of the seas. Give up to this 
power, which holds this control over all the balance 
of the globe, this Oregon territory, the key to the 
Pacific, with its harbors, its islands, and its bays, 
and she is in a position to hold in check all the na- 
vies of the world, and that, too, while we will 
have the opportunity to reap all these advantages, | 
and that by pursuing the peaceful policy which he 
advocated, by. termmating this treaty, by giving 
the notice, by demanding exclusive possession’ of | 
the valley of the Columbia under the treaty of | 
Ghent—placing our demand on the impregnable 

osition which she cannot refuse—which she will | 
be compelled to surrender.. When she surrenders 
that, she breaks up the headquarters of the Hud- | 
son Bay Company; their headquarters broken up, | 


their settlements ‘will be dispersed a 


eople will grow up; the: pam 
Vanuh, and we bè left i exclu 
of the country by the natural proste: 
without war, without force, 
treaty, and without infringement of ng 
others. All’ these things natural} 


of Pensions; f i ; 
An act tò repeal the act amending the act ap- 
pointing two inspectors-general of the army.“ 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, ‘submitted on 
leave, the bill in relation to establishing certain 
post routes [in Texas,] was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee’on ‘the Post Office 
and Post Roads. pee SEE A G8 
Mr. BAYLY then obtained the floor, and spoke 
during the howr (without: concluding his argu- 
ment) on the general merits of the question. ~~ 
[A report of this speech is in’ course of prepara- 
tion, and will be published in the, Appendix.| `. 
The floor was then given to 0" oes e Sie 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, who ‘yielded 
toa motion by oe sacra! 
Mr. BRODHEAD that the committee rise. 
The motion was rejected. 
Mr. CAMPBELL then proceeded with his rë- 
marks, which he directed to the following points: 
Mr. C. alluded to the reasons which Fea in- 
duced him to address the committee’ on this‘im- 
portant subject. Ele represented the largest. and 


wealthiest district in the Union“adistric: 


the head’ of ‘its citizens stood 
century ago, came to Ameria 
who now, in point of we 
with the richest princes ‘in ‘the wort 
the man who. planted the first colony at 


early negotiations respecting it. 
e had said that his district was extensively en- 
gaged in commerce, and for that reason it might 
be peculiarly exposed. to the dangers and disasters 
of war. If war should come, it has been said its 
harbor would be filled with armed and hostile fleets 
—its commerce destroyed—its industry paralyzed 
—its splendid mansions and warehouses levelled 
with the dust. This might beso; but he would 
say that, in whatever emergency she might be 
placed, she would do her duty. ee 
He knew that it was the habit to'speak lightly of 
commercial interests and commercial men, but it 
was to be considered that commerce suffered great- 
ly from a war, and even from rumors of war; the 
slightest breath of a hostile kind affected ‘its ener- 
gies. At this time ships were lying in the harbor 
of New York, which were intended: for’ sea, but 
were detained in consequence of the hesitation 
roduced by the aspect of our relations with Great 
ritain. Ifa war should take place, the people-of 
New York would be as ready as the people of any 
portion of this Union tô contribute the needful, 
capital to sustain it; but they must be convinced 
that it isa necessary war, and that it was resorted 
to only after all efforts for a compromise. were: ex- 
hausted. He intended to offer a resolution, or sé 
nies of resolutions, expressing his views: é 
course that ought to be taken of the subject. 
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time had come, in his opinion, when the joint oc- 
cupation should end; and it was also hia opinion 
that we ought to. accept the 49th parallel as a com- 
promise, should it be offered to us by Great Brit- 
ain. The. time, he believed, had come for the 
United States to give the notice of the termination 
of the. convention. The public mind: had been 
greatly agitated with the question of late, and 
would continue to be so toa still greater extent if 
it should longer remain unsettled,- It could not 
escape the. attention of any individual that many 
causes existed for increasing agitation, if the no- 
fice should’ not be given. He adverted to. the 
Texan question and its combination with party 
movements. When the Texan banner was un- 
furled, during the late political canvass, it was car- 
ried everywhere in triumph, and he could not 
avoid the conclusion that the Oregon banner would 
also soon be spread out, and wiumphantly sustain- 
ed. When that great issue should be made before 
the people—when “ all or none of Oregon ” should 
become the watchword—how would it he possible 
to avoid a conflict with Great Britain, cites she 
should consent to give up her whole claim to any 
right in that territory, Therefore, he said that the 
time had come in which the question should be 
settled, if it was to be settled amicably. If in past 
years this question had been presented to us, 
a different action on the part of the representatives 
of the people of the United States might have been 
proper, but, among other reasons why he would 
now vote for the notice of the termination of the 
joint occupancy was, that delay would strengthen 
the adverse title of Great Britain. The laws of 
Great Britain had been extended over the whole 
territory, over every individual in it, whether he 
was born undor the cross of St. George, or the 
stars and stripes. In the year 1838, also, the Elud- 
son Bay Company claimed and obtained a renewal 
of its charter on the ground that it was engaged in 
settling and colonizing the country. Could not 
Great Britain theretore suy, with great propriety, 
in support of her tile, that for more than twenty 
years she had extended laws over the territory, by 
which she assumed her title to be exelusive? Could 

she not say that, in 1838, she had renewed a char- 

ter to the Hudson Bay Company, on the express 

ground that this company was engaged in coloniz- 

Ing the country? For this reason, therefore, the 

time had come for terminating the convention. 

‘But he had another reason based on the charac- 
ter of the recent intelligence from England; and 
here he would say, in reply to a remark made by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy,] that 
he was disposed to adopt the precept, * agree with 
thine adversary. quickly, while in the way with 
him,” The articles which he had read in the 
British papers showed that great efforts were ma- 
King there to prepare the publie mind for a com- 
promise. The Times, which: was the most influ- 
ential paper im England, and was the organ of 
Lord Aberdeen, was employed with its usual abil- 
ity in gradually removing the prejudices from the 
English mind against. the establishment of the 49th 
degree as the boundary. The London Mornin, 
Chronicle, the organ of Lord Palmerston, an 
many provincial papers, were engaged in working 
up the British mind to this ground of compromise, 
‘Therefore, he would say that the question ought 
now to be settled, in view of the interests and 
wishes of both nations. Though we were two na- 
tions, we were of the same family—speaking the 
same language, and partaking of the same desti- 
ny, at least.so far as it was our destiny to colonize 
and Christianize the world. These two nations 
had done more than all others in the world to civ- 
ilize and Christianize it... In giving this notice, he 
would accompany it with a signification of our 
willingness to accept the ‘compromise of the 49th 
parallel. ` This we could do without dishonor, or 
the abandonment of any important interest. 

It had been argued that our acquisition of the 
Spanish title did not strengthen ourtitle to Oregon. 
No lawyer or historian, he said, could come to 
such a conclusion. In the earliest periods of Amer- 
ican history, the Spaniards ‘were engaged in press- 
ing their ae eae on the Pacific coast of North 
America, hile Ponce de Leon, listening to the 
wild Indian story of the magic waters which would 
restore his enfeebled frame to its youthful vigor, 
was coasting the country on one side, the Spanish 
adventurers. were: looking on the other-side for the 
waters of the Pacific. Some of them were explor- 
ing: the coasts of Oregon long before any one of its 


headlands or bays re-echoed to the English sail- 
ors’ “ yo-heave-yo.”. That title we purchased 
by a valuable consideration, and the whole of it 

assed to us. Though Spain had not perfected 
ber title by reason that she had not followed it u 
by occupation, yet it was good to some extent. If 
accompanied by her own discoveries and explora- 
tions, it would present a title, if not exclusive, b 
far the best that any other nation possessed. Still 
it could not be denied that Great Britain had no 
rights in Oregon. In this opinion he concurred 
with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayry,] 
who had just taken his seat. Even if we admitted 
the argument that our right was the best, it did 
not follow that Great Britain had no right at all, 
It did not follow, either in justice or equity, that she 
had no rights, because ours was a better right. 
Admitting that the rights acquired by Great Britain 
from Spain by the treaty of 1790 had been abro- 
gated by a subsequent war; admitting that the 
treaty of 1816 revived only the commercial treaties 
relating to the direct trade between Great Britain 
and Spain, and not the colonial trade; still it did 
not follow that Great Britain had no title. If the 
argument was just that we were destined by Prov- 
idence to occupy the whole of the Oregon territo- 
ry, how long would it be after we had planted our- 
selves along the parallel of 49° before that inevita- 
ble destiny would give us the whole remaining 
portion of the territory? Why should we put the 
country in a position in which we must either fight 
or abandon our grounds? For these reasons, in 
his opinion, we ought to accompany the notice 
with an offer to accept as a compromise the forty- 
ninth parallel. 

His triend from Pennsylvania (Mr. Levin] had 
spoken of this question as an American queston— 
a Native American question, It might be well 
while we were considering the question of the in- 
tegrity of our territory, to bestow some attention 
also upon the integrity and union of its inhabitants. 


Fle confessed that he had heard with regret the dec- 
luration, on this floor, that persons of foreign birth 
ought be preferred to native citizens, He could not 
concur in such asentiment. He valued too highly 
his American birthright to surrender it for a mess 
of pottage, The blood in his veins was derived 
from those who had fought for American liberty 
and independence. Such a birthright he would not 
barter away nor abandon, though it should consign 
him to political dblivion. 

‘When Paul was brought before a tribunal on a 
charge involving his life, he plead his Roman citi- 
zenship. Nay, said he, ‘1 was free-born.”” The 
man who boasted of nothing save of the Cross of 
the Redeemer, yet. boasted that he was a native- 
born citizen of Rome. Ì 

So he (Mr. C.) would boast that he was a free- 
born citizen. He was not speaking of existing in- 
stitutions which ought to be recognised; but, so far 
as it might be consjstent with constitutional pro- 
visions, he would have every man who exercised 
the rights of citizenship say that he was free-born, 
or had been so long a resident as to be permanently 
identified with the country and its institutions, 

He recollected that, many years.ago, he listened 
to the language of a distinguished Indian chief, who 
had come up here to ask protection for his people. 
He knew the history of his nation’s wrongs, and 
felt his blood tingle at its recital. The chief said 
that he had gone to the President’s mansion, and 
had asked for protection, but his voice was borne 
away down the Pennsylvania avenue, and was lost. 
He (Mr. C.) could riot help thinking of the elo- 
quent language of that native chief, when he him- 
self had stood before this House, a few days ago, 
and asked that the little body of Native Americans 
here might be heard, and when he saw his appeal 
made in vain, and his voice borne away on the 
Pennsylvania avenue, and lost in the air, 

He hoped, however, to be able, on some occa- 
sion, to lay before this House his views on this 
important question. Standing here, not as a repre- 
sentative of the Native American party, nor even 
of the sixth congressional district of New York, 
but as -a representative of the people of the Uni- 
ted States, he had now asked to be heard on the 
question of peace or war. Standing here in this 
attitude, he would urge upon the House the expe- 
diency of accompanying the notice (in the pro- 
priety of giving which he concurred) with an invi- 


tation to a compromise. This was the only mea-. 


sure that would settle the controversy; and, until 
it was adopted, and the question settled, we should 


have. wars end rumors of wars. . This. measure 
would prevent any.agitation or any apprehension 
of a war for long years to come. It would do so, 
because the. American people being one and to 
themselves, need apprehend no collision with any 
powerful and rival neighbors. : ae 

He would go for peace, because it was the inter- 
est of this country to remain at. peace; and the. 
measure which he had suggested would procure 
almost certain peace, thus enabling us ‘to. agree 
with our adversary while in the way: with him.”? 

This course he believed would put us in. the 
right, in the opinion of al] our own citizens, in the 
judgment of all nations, and in the estimation of 
Flim who controls the destiny of nations.. | 

Mr. OWEN obtained the floor; and, on his mo- 
tion, the committee rose. 

Mr. W. HUNT asked leave to offer 
tion calling for information. 

Pending which motion, 

The House adjourned. 


a resolu- 


IN SENATE. 
Weovespay, January 28, 1846. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the petition of 
citizeus of Michigan, praying the erection of a 
light-house at the mouth of the White river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of 200 citizens 
of Cayuga county, New York, in relation to cer- 
tain treaties made with the Seneca Indians. in 1838 
and 1842, praying the abrogation of said treaties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


| Affairs. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of Charles 
Stearns, asking to be reimbursed for expenses: in- 
curred hy him in consequence of legal proceedings 
in which he was involved, on complaint of an offi- 
cer of the United States, growing out of a contest 
as to the ownership or title to certain lands, of 
which he was a coterminous proprietor with the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of citizens of 
Northborough, Massachusetts, who, representing 
war as a great evil, pray Congress to adopt meas- 
ures for an amicable adjustment of all international 
difficulties; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Oneida county, New York, remonstrating 
against the treaties of 1638 and 1842, between’ the 
United States and the Sencca Indians, and praying 
their abrogation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, rose and stated, 
that some time since he had offered a resolution 
instructing the Committee on the Judiciary to in- 
quire into the expediency of modifying the judi- 
ciary system of the United States, so as to relieve 
the judges of the Supreme Court from circuit du- 
ties, and to reduce the number of the judges of 
said court; or into the expediency of forming a 
new circuit, to be composed of the States of Louis- 
iana and Texas; which was adopted by the Senate, 
and is now before the said committee. He was 
of the opinion that the time had arrived when the 
public interest required that the Supreme Court 
should be relieved from circuit. duties; that from 
the vast accumulation of business before that court 
within the last few years, a large portion of the 
suits have been continued from. time: to: time, the 
court not being enabled to decide half of the num- 
ber of suits pending. Such a postponement of the. 
business of the court, from time to time, amounts 
almost to a denial of justice. He had obtained 
from the clerk of the Supreme Court a statement 
in writing, showing the state of business before 
the Supreme Court for a series of years—the num- 
ber of cases on each docket, the number of caseg 
disposed of annually, and the number left on. the 
docket annually—from which it appears, that at. 
the adjournment of the last term of the Supreme 
Court, there remained on the docket, undecided, 
109 cases. Mr. J. argued to show that, in conse~. 

uence of the admission of new States into the 

nion, the business would continue to accumulate 
inthe Supreme Court to such an extent as to ren- 
der it utterly impracticable for the court to dispose. 
of it. He said that two new States had been al- 
ready admitted into the Union, to which the judi- 
cial system of the United States had not been ex- 


tended; that the Territories of Iowa and Wiscon+ 
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sm would soon be admitted into the Union as 
States; that if the system should not be modified, 
as proposed, it would be necessary, during the 
present session, to form a new circuit, composed 
of the States of Louisiana and Texas; and prob- 
ably, at the next session, another circuit, i”! con- 
sequence of the admission of Iowa and Wisconsin. 
Thus the Supreme Court, already too. numerous, 
will be increased by the appointment of two ad- 
ditional judges, making eleven in all. ‘It appears 
to be the general impression (said Mr. J.) that if 
the Supreme Court shall be relieved from the per- 
formance of circuit duties, the number of judges 
of the court should be reduced to. seven. The 
vacancy now existing in the court, therefore, 
should not be filled, in his opinion, until the ques- 
tion of modifying the system, as proposed, shall 
have been acted on by Congress. : 

He called the attention of the Conmittee on the |! 
Judiciary particularly to the question, and urged |} 
the importance of prompt action upon the subject. 

On motion of .Mr. J., the statement of the clerk 
of the Supreme Court, to which he had alluded, 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, |! 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, | 
to whom was referred the petitions of citizens of |} 
St. Clair county, Michigan, asking that alaw may | 
be passed by Congress to prevent American steam- į 
ers from purchasing fuel for their use in Canada, 
and thus avoiding the payment of duty thereon, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which, by the unanimous vote of the Senate, | 
was granted. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on. Pen- | 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Lydia ;i 
Rush, made an adverse report thereon; which was | 
ordered to be printed. 


| 
Mr. BARROW presented the following resolu- f 
tion; which was agreed to: | 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-route from the || 
town of Plaquemine, parish of Iberville, in the | 
State of Louisiana, to some central pointin the set- | 
tlement on Bayou Gross Tete. | 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which was agreed to: | 
. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be | 
directed to inform the Senate whether any, and if 
any, what amount, of the net proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands, situate in the State of Ilinois, 
but sold in the Vincennes district, north and south 
of the base line, and west of the second principal 
meridian, to which that State is entitled, has becn 
paid over to the State of Indiana, or what disposi- | 
tion has been made of the same. 


.Mr. DEX gave notice of his intention, by leave 
of the Senate, to introduce a bill fðr the relief of 
Sally Lockwood. f ; 

Mr. SIMMONS, pursuant to notice, asked, and 
obtained leave, and introduced a bill authorizing 
the payment of a sum of money to Robert Perkins; 
which was read a first and second time, and refer- 
red to the Committee- of Claims. ; 

Several messages, in writing, were received from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. Warr- 
er, his private secretary. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved that the previous or- | 
ders of the day be postponed, and that the Senate 
take up for consideration the * bill providing for 
the settlement of the claims of the State of New | 
Hampshire against the United States,” which mo- 
tion was- agreed to. i . , | 

The bill was then considered as in committee of | 
the whole, and.no amendments being offered, it | 
was reported back tothe Senate without amend- 

: 7 . 

mont TETENDEN said that, as to the amount 
in the bill, it was a matter of small moment, but 
the principle involved was of infinite magnitude, 
and worthy of consideration. If he understood 
the object of the measure, it was to reimburse N ew 
Hampshire for the ordinary expenses which might | 
be incurred by any State occasionally for main- 
taining its own jurisdiction and enforcing. its own 
laws. It seemed, as far as be could learn from the | 
Senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. ATHERTON,] 
that, on a little point of territory adjoining the | 
Canadian border, a parcel of lawless men had col- 

lected together for a refuge or asylum, caning is 

pelong to one jurisdiction or the other, as lega | 
process was pressed on them; that they were eiti- ii 


i 
| 


j aid in the execution of the laws. 


‘sort of thing. 


zens of New Hampshire, and’ had endeavored. to 
secure: themselves against the process of their own 
State. “There may have been on the Canadian 
line: persons similarly ‘situated, taking refuge on 
the same spot of ground, claiming alternately, as 
the. exigency occurred, to belong to one or the 
other country. If he understood the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. Puerrs] the other day, it appear- 
ed-that from the reports made in the Legislature 
of New Hampshire, from official communications, 
the subject rose to the dignity of a question.of 
invasion by a foreign Power! If thisGovernment 
was responsible for a posse aiding an. officer in 
enforcing process, it was a new principle, leading 
directly to the public treasury to defray the ex- 
penses of a State, and all hands to be thrust into 
itto pay the county expenses. He lived in one 
of the most law-abiding and patriotic States, in 
which there were occasional excitements and agi- 
tations, and, within a year past, more than a hun- 
dred men, or two hundred, had been called out to 
Zut he hoped 
and trusted in God that Kentucky would never 
be found here, asking the Government to maintain 
her jurisdiction, She was competent enough to 
do it herself, and too proud to ask for assistance; 
and she would never call on Congress lo pay ex- 
penses for that’ purpose. ‘There were some little 
circumstances mixed up with this little insurrec- 


| tion at home, to give color of ground to the plaus- 


ibility that it was a foreign invasion. But the 
great State of New Hampshire did not require this 
He hoped the bill would not pass; 
it was somewhat of an old acquaintance, and had 
been here, off and on, for many years, It may 
have heretofore escaped particular notice, and 
passed; but he thought never, at any time, when 


| proper attention was called to the subject, had it 


met the sanetion of the Senate, and never could, 
unless, by that perseverance which overcomes all 


| sorts of resistance, it shall wear itself, by the force 


of attrition, through this Fouse. 

Mr. ATHERTON supposed that this claim, 
though small in amount, for that reason was none 
the less deserving of the serious consideration of 
the Senate; nor was he aware that it was less de- 
serving of consideration because it was a claim pre- 
sented from the State of New Hampshire. If he 
understood the Senator from Kentucky, he [Mr. 
Carrrennen] grounded his remarks on the infor- 
mation which he drew from the observations of the 
Senator from Vermont, (Mr. Prerrs.] ‘ThatSena- 
tor placed his objections to the bill on one ground 
alone, so far as he (Mr. A.) was aware. His ob- 
jection was, that this was a claim of New Hamp- 
shire for sustaining the jurisdiction of the State 
within a territory where her jurisdiction was not 
disputed. ‘Now, if the ground taken by the Sena- 
tor failed, the objection to this bill failed. To 
show conclusively to the Senate that the Senator 


| from Vermont was mistaken in his views, he (Mr. 
A.) had applied to the State Department, and ob- 
! tained copies of a correspondence which took place 


between itand the Canadian authorities, from which 
it appeared that two diflicultics grew out of the at- 
tempt on the part of the Canadian authorities to 
exercise jurisdiction over territory which had never 


been disputed, until the King of the Netherlands | 


had awarded it to Great Britain. From the time 
of its settlement, New Hampshire had always ex- 
ercised her jurisdiction. It appeared that the officer 
not only undertook to serve the warrant from the 
Canadian magistrate, but undertook to arrest the 
persons who had served the process of the State of 
New Hampshire. A warrant was issued by Mr. 
Rae,-a magistrate of Canada, for the apprehension 
of three persons—two of them citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, the other an inhabitant of Graven, or 
Indian stream territory. Blanchard was arrested 
on this warrant, issuing from the Canadian magis- 
trate, and rescued by the inhabitants. How, then, 


| could it be said the difficulty did not grow out_of 
| the attempt to exercise jurisdiction by the Canadian 


authorities? ‘There was no * pretended”? warrant, 
as intimated by the Senator from Vermont, so far 
as the facts were concerned. Commissioners were 
appointed by the Governor of Canada to inquire 
into the circumstances, and they reported that the 
difficulty grew out of the fact that.a warrant was 
issued by a Canadian magistrate for the arrest of 
Blanchard; and Lord Gosford, and others, said 
that it grew out of the attempts of New Hamp- 
shire, notwithstanding repeated remonstrances of 


the British Government, to enforce its laws and | 


j tory. 


sovereignty over:territory: never yielded b 
Britain, its: ‘original. possessor. 
from documents M proof of this; 
remarks, asked whether it could be dei 
difficulty arose from the-assertion of: 


the Canadian authorities: to exercise jurisdictio 
„over the territory. He proceeded to show:that the.’ 


ground taken by thé Senator from. Vermont, was 
unsupported. by the facts “of the case. Here was’ 
a conflict. of jurisdiction—not -a't pretended war~ 
rant;?” it was recognised as a real warrant, issued - 
by the Canadian magistrate, and had been -so.pro~: : 
nounced by the British minister, and- bythe Gov- 
ernomGeneral of Canada. -En conclusion, he ask- 
ed for the yeas and nays. oe EEE 

Mr. PHELPS was not dispesed .to’go into’ the’ 
discussion of the subject again. “A few days since: 
he made some remarks, putting ‘his: objection’ to: 
the bill on the ground that it was. simply to defray: 
the expense: incurred by New Hampshire-in en- 
forcing its authority or jurisdiction over the terri- 
He had. nothing to add to what he-then 
said, except to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that, pending the controversy, an applicà- 
tion was made to the General Government, desiring 
ns interference in the matter. He had before hins 
the response of the Secretary of State, dated. the 
2d of January, 1836, in which. that. gentleman - 
said: “I have to add, in answer to the suggestion. 
t contained in your communication, that no necesse: 
‘sity is believed to exist at present for’ the inter- 
‘ ference of the General Government in the manner 
‘ proposed.” Now, in this aspect of' the. subject, 
the question arose, whether the General Govern= 
ment would assume the expense of the military 
expedition, when an application had heen made to: 
the General Government, in the first instance, and 
declined. It seemed to him, after. this. most dé- 
cisive answer given by the Secretary of State, after 
the General Government had. declined to interfere 
in the matter, New Hampshire had no claim. © ». 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he. found, by. the 
statement of the Senator. from: New Hampshire, 
that the dispute about. the:territory was accompa 
nied by nothing of a hostile or military character, 
but a civil strife by officers of the law.’ ny call 
out the military ? To: resist the invasion of g i 
ficer, with the warrantin his:hand as'a‘prodlamas : 
tion, and we tò pay the fee-bill? That was’ the’ 
amount of it. Ifwe were to pay this claim, he 
did not know where the matter was to end. His 
friends from Rhode Island, New Jersey, &c., had 
had internal troubles, and about jurisdiction, We 
had been told, too, of naval engagements, in which 
a whole flotilla had been captured: by the enemy;: 
and this was far more important than the border’ 
war of New Hampshire. He hoped we would not 
undertake,to pay the claim. ‘Ifa bill was brought 
in for every time Kentuckians were called out to 
resist invasion—not. by ‘a constabulary force, but 
by Indians, with tomahawks and guns——it would 
amount to a pretty good sum. He would make it 
a point of honor and right,and stand on-the ninth 
part of a hair—he would not vote a cent, nota 
stiver. Missouri had had her Mormon war; but 
had she asked the Government to defray her èx“ 

enses? The invasion was. carried on’ in. New 
'Lampshire by constables and refugees, who claim: 
ed an asylum under one government or the other, 
as suited their purposes. “When:the military were 
called out, in. the face of: the refusal ofthe Gen- 
eral Government:-to‘interfere, theré was. nio neces- 
sity for it, In this. case, nota human’ being was 
called to arms:on-the side of the invaders. It was 
an invasion bya warrant and a constable! No 
matter what ihe Governor General said, we could 
not be made to pay.. He was glad the yeas and 
nays had been called, and. expressed the hope that 
there would be-a final decision on this matter. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said that, from all'the infor- 
mation he could gather, he was satisfied this claim 
was just, and should be paid by the Federal:Gov- 
ernment. He did not agree with the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Carrrenpen}as to. 
the facts upon which the claim was founded, or 
the principles which should govern as toats séttle= 
ment here. He,would not. go into detail; but it 
was manifest to him that these expenses were ne- 
cessarily incurred in resisting an“attempt of the 
British Canadian authorities . over. a’ portion -of* 
country indisputably within: the -limits “of =that* 
State. It was-not, as the honorable-Senator from 
Kentucky seemed to suppose, a dispute of-a local 
and domestic character merely—an ordinary tres- - 
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“pass—a trivial affair—or an attempt by a mere 
constable to serve, on the American side of the 
line, a civil. process issued by a Canadian magis- 
trate, unsupported and unsanctioned by the British 
Canadian authorities. The acts. of the. Canadian 
officers were authorized and sustained by the Brit- 
ish Canadian Government, and justified on a pre- 
tence of claim to the soil. The Government of 
the State of New Hampshire was bound to defend 
its citizens against this aggression.. It had the 
right, and it was its duty, to invoke military force 
to defend. this invasion of the rights of the State 
‘and its citizens. It was.not bound to wait till the 
State was invaded. by an army. It was not only 
wise, but it was its duty, to resist the very first at- 
tempt to encroach upon its territory by the officers, 
civil or military, of a foreign Government. Such 
encroachments, properly repelled in the outset, are 
not as likely to be repeated. It applied to the Fed- 
eral Government to perform its constitutional duty 
in the matter, and the unaccountable refusal of that 
Government to fulfil such duty made the action of 
the State authorities more imperatively necessary. 
Fle was sdrry to see this case likened to the oyster 
war of New Feray, the Mormon war of Missouri, 
the late disturbances in Rhode Island, the Native 
American riots in Philadelphia pand other local and 
domestic disputes in, other States. It is not at all 
analogous to them. It is a case of attempted ag- 
gression by a foreign Power. Even in the other 
cases referred to, it was the duty of a Federal Gov- 
ernment to interfore if their aid was properly in- 
voked by the State authorities, and to fulfil the 
guaranty of a constitution by which the Federal 
Government are to protect the States from domes- 
tie insurrection, and in most cases, under this 
guaranty, the General Government are justly lia- 
Dle for the expenses incident to the preservation of 
the peace and quict of the country and its immunity 
from domestic vidlence. 

He had been informed that in the Southampion 
(Virginia) affair the United States did defray a por- 
tion of the expenses of putting down that insurree 
tion, Federal troops were certainly employed. 
But this, he repeated, being a case of contest as 
to jurisdiction with a foreign Power, it was the 
bounden duty of a Federal Government to defray 
these expenses. New Hampshire was a frontier 
State. The State of the honorable Senator [Mr. 
ee was one of the only two States of the 
Union that had no foreign boundary of any sort. 
That State could therefore never bring forward 
such a claim as this, He (Mr. W.) was from a 
State at the extremity of the Union distant from 
New Hampshire, with nearly two thousand miles 
of seacoast exposed to the depredations of foreign 
Powers inimical to us, and he felt the justice and 
propriety of the General Government paying this 
claim, It was the constitutional duty of the Fed- 
eral Government to prolevt the frontier States from 
every attempted aggression, whether by a civil 
posse or a military force of a foreign Power. It 
should extend the broad ægis of the Constitu- 
tion—the protection guarantied by that com- 
pact—to the ‘remotest sections of the Union, and 
to every citizen within its limits. Unless we did, 
it would invite foreign Powers to commit aggres- 
sions upon the States. Establish the principle that 
the frontier States must protect themselves, and 
are to bear all the burden of the expenses of resist- 
ing encroachments, and as to them one great object 
in forming the constitutional compact would be 
nullified. The citizens of the frontier States would 
then cease to fecl confidence in the Federal Gov- 
ernment*ceuse to respect it; their attachment to 
it would be weakened, and their affections would 
be alienated from it. Do our constitutional duty, 
and you will cherish those feelings which all should 
have for the Union. 

As to the amount of this claim, he was not dis- 
posed to be suspicious of the constituted. authori- 
ties of the State of New Hampshire. He regretted 
the course pursued against the claim. Even the 
smatiness of the amount claimed (which he regard- 
ed as some evidence of its being bona fide) had been 
commented upon, aid paconied as a ground where- 
on to denounce thé claim as-trifling. He did not 
think so. Some expenses were undeniably incur- 
red. He was satisfied the items were reasonable 
and just. A sovereign State of the confederacy 
had preferred this claim. Some credit was die to 
her statement, It should not be assumed that it 
was unfounded, or unjust, or trifling.’ “Such ‘rule 
would not be in accordance with the principles of 


comity which should regulate the Government of 
the confederacy in its course towards one of the 
members of that confederacy. He said he should 
vote for the bill. ` À 

The PRESIDENT announced the question, 
Shall this bill be engrossed for a third reading? 
And. the question being taken, it was decided in 
the negative; ycas 18, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ather- 
ton, Benton, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, 
Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Lewis, Niles, 
Speight, Westcott, and Yulec—18. 

AYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Thom- 
as Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Evans, Greene, Hannegan, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson of Louisiana, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, 
Pearce, Pennyhacker, Phelps, Sturgeon, Turney, 
and Upham—22, 

AUGMENTATION OF THE NAVAL FORCE 

OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the following bill reported by Mr. Fainrievp from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the amend- 
ment offered thereto by Mr. Hanneaan. 


A BILL providing for the augmentation of the naval force 
of the United States, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, hat 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized to eause to be built, equipped, and employed in the 
naval service of the United States, TEN sreax-suips, or 
vessels of war, to be constructed of iron, if practicable, to 
wit: three of the class of friga five of the Glass of sloops 
of war, and two oña smaller 

Bec. 2. And he it farther enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, farther authorized, if, in his opinion, at i 
any time before the conmmencement of the next remular ses- | 
sion of Congress the public exigencies should require it, to 
tiure to be completed all the f s and sloops of war now 
upon the stocks, aad to repair and put into active service all 
the sloops or vessels of war now in ordinary. 

Rec. D, And be tt further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to purchase or collect: such 
naval supplies, materials, and ordnance as his judgment 
may deem the publie interest requires, limiting the amount 
to the appropriation for this purpose hereinatterwards 
made, 

BSEC. 4. And be it further enacted, That, in carrying into 
effect the first section of this bill, the President be, and he | 
is herehy, authorized to cause said ships or vessels to be 
built under contract, if, in his opinion, the public interest 
would thereby be promoted. . 

Sre., 5, And he it further enacted, That for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the foregoing provisions, the sum of five 
millions six hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars—to 
wit: for the building and equipping the ships and vessels 
provided for in the first section of this bill, two millions nine 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars; for completing the 
ships and vessels now upon the stocks, one million five 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars ; for repairs of ships 
and vessels in ordinary, six hundred and twenty-five thou- 
Bnd dollars; for the purchase of naval supplies materials, 
and ordnance, five hundred thousand dollars—be, and the 
same is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any money in 
the treasury not otherwise appropriated. i 

Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That so much of the first 
section of the act approved March 3d, 1845, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1846,” as limits the whole number 
of petty officers, seamen, or ordinary seamen, landsmen, 
and boys in the naval service, to seven thousand five hun- 
dred, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HANNEGAN’ presented the following 
amendment, offered by him several days since, and 
which was also made a portion of the special order 
of this day: 

“Sro, 7. And be it further enacted, That the entire pro- 
$ ceeds from the sales of the public lands accruing to the 
‘United States be, and the same are hereby, appropriated to 
‘the immediate building and equipment of ten additional 
steam vessels of war of the first class of frigates; and for 
‘this purpose, the President of the United States is hereby 
‘authorized to apply forthwith the sum of two millions and 
t seventy-seven thousand dollars, being the amount received 
‘ during the past year from land sales, out of any money in 
€ the treasury not otherwise appropriated ; said vessels to be 
“constructed of the same material as the vessels provided 
€ for in the first section of this bill.” 

The PRESIDENT stated that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Bacny] held the floor. 

Mr. BAGBY arose, but yielded to 

Mr. HANNEGAN, who said he desired to make 
an explanation of a single remark made by him 
yesterday. He had stated to the Senate that the 
convention now in session in Missouri for the 
purpose of remodeliing the constitution of that 

tate, had unanimously expressed their opinions | 
on the Oregon question. He remarked at the time 
that he had received the information from a friend 
now in his seat, [Mr. Arcuison.] In passing 
through that gentleman’s room, he found that he 
[Mr. A.] had just opened a paper. from home, and 

In it was contained the resolution which both sup- 
posed had emanated from the convention. It was 


not so, however. The resolution had been adopt- 
ed by a body as high as the convention, and over 
whose deliberations a distinguished member of the 
convention had presided. The meeting was held 
at the seat of Government, and was attended by a 
large concourse of the most-respectable citizens of 


` Missouri, collected from every quarter of the State. 


That was the body which had given the expres- 
sion of popular sentiment and feeling to which he 
had alluded yesterday. a 

Mr. EVANS desired to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs if he had any objec- 
tion to lay on the table the papers from which he 
had yesterday read, and to move that they be 
printed. He believed that the bill had been drawn 
m accordance with the recommendations of the 
honorable Secretary of the Navy. and the heads 
of the different bureaus, and he was of opinion 
that the documents should be put in possession of 
the Senate. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD remarked, in reply, that the 
bill had been drawn in conformity with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Navy, but not 
those of the heads of bureaus. He apprehended 
that there might be some impropriety in printing 
all these papers, but there was the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy, to which the objection 
would not apply. That letter he would send to 
the Chair, with a motion that it be printed. 

Mr. EVANS, Was that communication in rè- 
ly to a letter? If so, I could wish the original 
fetter to be included in the motion. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. I have not that letter at 
hand, but will look for it, and send it also. 

The communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy was then handed to the Clerk, and ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. BAGBY then proceeded, and said: I would 
have contented myself with giving a silent vote on 
the bill now before the Senate, had it not been for 
the basis on which the committee had rested its 
claims to adoption by the body, as well as for 
those measures of which it formed apart. It will 
he recollected by the Senate that early in the ses- 
sion the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] intro- 
duced a series of resolutions of inquiry relative to 
the propriety and necessity of augmenting the de- 
fences of the country; resolutions quite roper in 


‘themselves, and which were referred to the appro- 
priate committees of this body—one portion. of 
them to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
another to that on Naval Affairs. 
before you is, I understand, an emanation from 
the last named committee. 


The bill now 


Thave two objections 
to the bill before you. I object to it, first, asa 
peace measure, on the score of economy; it is too 
large for a peace measure. And I object to it, 
secondly, as a war measure, because it is entirely 
too small. The great point, however, for the con- 
sideration of the Senate in the discussion of this 
question, to which the arguments of all—and es- 
pecially of my friend from Maine—seem to have 
been directed, is, whether there is anything in the 
situation of this country at present—whether there 
is anything in the present aspect of our foreign re- 
lations, either with Great Britain or other powers, 
which renders such an augmentation of the naval 
force as is contemplated by the bill, necessary and 
proper. In determining this question, it will be 
proper for the Senate to take a much wider range 
than the mere examination of the provisions of the 
bill. If this isa war measure—if its object be to 
provide for the naval defences of the country—I 
ask if it will not become indispensably necessary, 
in carrying out the presumption. that an augmenta- 
tion of the national defences is required by the exi- 
gency of the times, also to increase the army, and 
put the militiain a condition for immediate ser- 
vice? 

I object to the bill first, then, as a peace meas- 
ure, on the score of economy. You were told yes- 
terday, and told properly, by the Senator from 
Missouri, that the expense of your naval peace es- 
tablishment is now about six millions—upwards 
of six millions. The bill reported by the distin- 
guished chairman of the Committee on Naval Af. 
fairs proposes to increase that amount about five 
millions ‘and three quarters, making the whole 
round sum of twelve millions of dollars. I find by 
reference to proper sources of information on that 
subject, that the expenses of the peace establish- 
ment of your war department are about eight mil- 
lions. Ido not deal in fractions, but speak in 
round numbers, which approximate, however, 
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pretty closely to the actual amount. If, then, sir, 
that state of danger exisis—if that state of alarm 
and apprebenaion described so often on this floor 
be well founded—if it really exist—why, then, in 
furtherance of that system of defence which is now 
represented as absolutely necessary, you will be 
required to increase your army establishment in 
the same ratio, and thus at the very outset you 
will have, at two single jumps, an addition of eight 
millions to your army establishment, and six mil- 
lions to your navy establishment, amounting in all 
to fourteen millions of dollars. What my friend 
from: Missouri will require for the purpose of ef 
fecting a better organization of this Beaner of the 
service Lam not informed; but if the appropria- 
tions for that branch be on the same scale. with 
those for the others, I do not hesitate to say that 
you will, before the end of the session, be called 
on to. appropriate more money for these three 
branches of the public service than is required for 
the whole current expenses of the Government. 
Instead of twenty one millions which, according to 
our estimates, will be sufficient for defraying the 
actual expenses of the Government, you will have, 
in the first two months of the session, chalked out 
a line of policy which will inevitably, beyond all 
doubt, run the expenses of the Government up to 
forty millions! If the country be prepared for 
that—if this system of expenditure is to be carried 
out—if this is the time and this the bill on which 
‘to, settle—-we have been for almost seven.weeks 
pretty much at sea, without rudder or compass; 

ut the-proposition brought forward by the Senator 
from Maine presents an act, and „by that act the 
policy of the Government is clearly indicated and 
marked out. The answer to this may be, that 
this is a peace establishment. We have been told, 
over and over again, that it was in vain for the 
members of this body to attempt to shut their eyes 
to the threatening aspect of our foreign relations. 
it becomes the duty of the Senate, therefore, to 
look closely at the aspect of these foreign relations, 
and to finda conclusion to which they may come 
in regard to this bill, and see if all this be so. I 
understand that the Oregon question is the only 
one with regard to which any apprehension exists 
of serious collision between this country and Great 
Britain: I understand ‘that it is in consequence of 
the unsettled condition of that question that a dis- 
tinguished Senator—yes, sir, not only distinguished 
by a long course of public service, but whose views 
upon all occasions are entitled to the most grave 
and respectful consideration—entertains apprehen- 
sions of danger. Sir, in relation to the aspect of 
our foreign relations, it has been my misfortune 
from the beginning—and that misfortune still ex- 
ists—to differ entirely, and totally, and fundamen- 
tally from all the views which have a tendency to 
conduct the Senate to the conclusion that a war be- 
tween this country and Great Britain is inevitable. 
Let me fora moment inquire into the causes which 
are to produce such a result. Ishall not travel into 
the columns of the British press, for the purpose of 
analyzing and commenting on the remarks on the 
state of our foreign relations, or of our relations 
with the Government of Great Britain. I shall take 
the acts of the Government from the formation of 
the convention of 1818, with all the subsequent acts 
of both Governments, and then I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to determine whether, from the whole history 
of that convention down to the present day, any 
danger of war is justly to be apprehended. efore 
I proceed in this inquiry, I wish to relieve myself 
from all connexion with peace or war parties. I 
make the declaration in the outset, that if ever that 
disastroug period in our history should arrive, 
when we would be involved in war, if still in the 
land of the living, I shall not stop one moment to 


inquire. whether that war be right or wrong— | 


have been involved in it by righteous 
or unrighteous counsels. But the question here 
is, not whether we are to have, actually to have, 
peace or war. Our duty now is, like rational men; 
to inquire into the causes by the operation of which 
that war is to be produced. I go back, then, to 
1818; and, unless the Senate of the United States 
come to the conclusion, the extraordinary conclu- 
sion, that two of thé most enlightened nations ex- 
isting on the face of this earth, or that ever did ex- 
ist upon the globe, did, at that period, see a siate 
of things out of which war must grow, I cannot 
possibly perceive how the conclusion to which 
certain honorable Senators come can be properly 
sustained. When the convention of 1818 provided 


whether we 


i 


| things, and with what view? Surely not with the 


i that the relation of the partics—I mean the tide of 


| Great Britain, and why be in a hurry to putan end 


necessarily lead to war? “Certainly not, sir. 
as to the *‘ notice”? —that, Mr. President, is, I be- 
lieve, the great point on which the whole question 
turns; and we are told that that notice, which was 
expressly provided for in solemn convention near- 
ly thirty years ago—a matter of compact, of ami- 
cable arrangement—that the giving of that notice, 
which was anticipated from the beginning, is to 
involve this country in a war with Great Britain ! 
Let us look at that fora moment. Cai it be be- 
lieved that intelligent parties to a compact—a com- 
pact or a conveption—would consider their rights 
violated by the termination of that convention by 
the very means and according to the very mode 
proposed in the provisions of the compact itself? 
Upon what ground, I ask, is it presumed that either 
this Government, or that of Great Britain, or any 
Power of the civilized world, can regard the giving 
of this notice as a hostile mensure? Is there any- 
thing in that for which we have not bargained? 
Nothing, We fall back on the express stipula- 
tions of the compact into which we originally en- 
tered. We propose to terminate this state of 


design of involving the two countries in all the 
misery and untold horrors of war. But we do it 
for the purpose of establishing the relations of the 
two countries, so far as that convention is involved, 
ona permanent basis, with a view of removing 
them from that temporary ground on which they 
have stod for nearly a quarter of a century, and 
establishing them on a permanent foundation. 
From all the examination which I have been able 
to bestow on this part of the subject, L have been 
unable to come to any other conclusion than this: 


the two parties—can never be so properly settled 
as by giving the notice, and so abrogating the con- 
vention, I think the case a very plain one. Two 
martics claim title to a certain tract of land; but, 
efore settling the question, agree to occupy it 
conjointly for a season. They do not thereby, 
by any means, determine that one or the other 
must be regarded as a trespasser, to be removed 
by force. 

I believe further, as I have said, that the. only 
means by which this question can ever be peace- 
ably settled will be by giving the notice—and why? 
The arrangement has been a satisfactory one to 


to it? She gets all she desires, and therefore is not 
disposed to abandon it. The signs at home and 
abroad in regard to war appear to have changed in 
every quarter except a certain quarter of our own 
country. Before we were informed of the failure 
to establish a new ministry in England, everybody 
said that with the Peel administration there had 
been some chance of a settlement, but that with 
Lord John Russell there would be no chance of a 
‘settlement without recourse to the last resort—a 
resort to arms. But that case has not been pre- 
sented; and it should be borne in mind by the Sen- 
ate, especially by that portion of it which regards 


war as inevitable and not to be averted—that the | 
British Government—I do not speak of the British 


press; that is not the Government—has 
riod placed this subject-he à 
tiation. At the time when Re 
his position, and took distinct and 
on this question, what did he say? -4 
twice repeated, what was his. answer 
they held their tile to Oregon—no, the 
tle” was never sed: burthgthey had rights there, 
«clear and unquestionable,” and when it became - 
necessary to defend those rights they were pts- 
pared to maintain them. “Was thata warlike dèe- 
aration? , Not a word was uttered about the. ‘‘ti- 
tle’—it was only affirmed that they had righis 
there which they were resolved to maintain. But 
whatever danger: of war might have been appre- 
hended ‘from the going out of the Peel ministry and 


į the coming in of the Russell ministry, itis now al- 


together dispelled. The Russell ministry. failed in 
its formation,and the Peel administration has beer 
reinstated in power. - °° eae 
There have been various other topics connected `; 
with the discussion of this question, and all of 
which have entered properly enough into the con- 
sideration of this bill. Ihave been told——ina spirit 
of fervent patriotism no. doubt—that in reference to 
this great existing controversy between’ the: two 
nations, it was necessary to prepare the hearts.of 
the people of this country for war... Upon ‘that 
voint, also, I difer totally with certain: honorable 
enators. Task if the improvement, the civiliza- 
tion, the Christianity of eighteen centuries are now 
to be enveloped in a dark and portentous eload? - 
Are weto be driven back tothe horrors of the dark 
ages? IfI had'the power to speak by authority, I 


would endeavor to prepare the hearts not only of 
the people of this country, but of all countries, for 
peace. My exertions would be to bring about that 
glorious period—that latter day of perfect lightand 
liberty—when, as the inapired. seer ha : foretold, 
the nations of the earth shall learn war no more, 
An honorable friend near me, (Mr. Fapuieco,) in 
the ardor of the debate yésterday, intimated’ that 
there must be a lack of patriotism on the part..of - 
those who did not exactly. go with hint in his: ad- 
vocacy of this measure; and Lpre i il- 
lusion was to the. question. ò; 
He was entirely mistaken, I rega 
best patriotism which, preserves th 
United States in the.puranit of th 
in that course of policy which has already conduct- 
ed them to great prosperity. and glory, and on va 
continued adherence to which the fulfilment of their 
destiny depends. I say to my honorable friend on 
the lef, [Mr. Farmrizzp,] and to the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan on the right, [Mr.-Cass,] 
that it is not by preparing the hearts of: the people 
of this or any other country for war, that the grand 
objects of humanity—of civihzation—the great 
cause of mankind itself may be best. advanced. I 
incline entirely and totally to a. different opinion. 
But I must be distinctly understood on that point. 
I admit that when the struggle comes, it shall not 
only be for war, but for war to the knife. But that 
is not the question which we are_now called on to 
entertain. The great question to-day, in the dispo- 
sal of this bill is, first, whether there is sucha prob 
ability of a war as will justify the Government of 
the United States in running into an enormous. ex- 
penditure? That question being decided in the 
negative, as I think it. must, be, there. remains no 
question about patriotism in our action. on 
Let us look at this business in: a calm, and: can- 
| did spirit. Let it be so-regarded. by. both. bodies’ 
of the chamber. And now, is war likely to occur? 
Ave there. no means left to avert the difficulties 
which seem now to be so. threatening; and can 
that. prevention be effected consistently with the 
honor of the country?) Upon that point also I 
wish to'be understood., In the settlement.of this 
and all other questions with foreign Powers,:I-go 
for the honor first, for the rights next, and for the 
peace last. I go for these great objects in the-ore 
der in which I have stated them. I'am not, there- 
i fore, to be understood as exhibiting a willingness 
to abandon one jot or tittle of the honor of the 
country—to yield the title to one inch of that soil: 
which properly belongs to- us. But the great lead- 
ing Inquiry should be, whether that, honor and 
these nights cannot be maintained in ‘all their plenis. 
tude and purity without the cost of that extraorai-~ 
nary expenditure to which the.adoption-on: this,’ 
bill would lead? -T think, they. can, Mr. Bresis 
dent, ‘there seems. to bé-a little .coyness 
| part of Senators in the €xpréssion—not lately, but 
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Itis an emanation, as I have 
already remarked, from the resolutions introduced 
by the Senator from. Michigan, and brought into 


ernment measure. 


lite by the fostering attention of my honorable 
friend from Maine. 1 have no idea, Mr. President, 
of relinquishing any portion of our territory. This 
is not the first time I haye been culled on to speak 
that question, 

When a measure, much more interesting to the 
honorable Senator from Maine and the people 
whom he represents with so much ability here, 
was hefore this body, I believe I was one of 
nine who voted against the ratification of that 
treaty; and I voted go, not because L believed that 
the treaty had not been negotiated with the best 
and purest intentions on both sides, but because 
the ratification involved the great principle whe- 
ther we were at liberty, by treaty negotiation and 
stipulations, to cede away a portion of the territory 
of the United States, But now we have been for 
two months discussing a state of things not likely 
to occur, I tell my friend from Indiana [Mr. JLax- 
NEGAN] that E shall be as warmly resolved, as 
determined not to surrender any portion of our 
rights to Oregon, as L was on the northeast boun- 
dary question. But, sir, day after day we have 
been involving this question in greater. difficulty 
by looking at.a state of things not likely to occur. 
have no doubt that if the notice bo given we 
shall get Oregon, and in vo far contribute to that 
onward progress of our free institutions, which 
they are, I hope, under the providence of God, 
destined to pursue for ages to come. F therefore 
gay, that from my opposition to this bill no m- 
ference is to be drawn that I am opposed to the 
notice, or to any other. measure necessary for the 
protection of our rights, in that territory, and for 
taking possession of it tao. But I am not for put- 
ting ihe cart before the horse. I am notin favor 

of incurring ‘enormous exXpense—of running. the 
exponses of the Government u p to forty millions 
by an unnecessary increase of the army and navy 
— when T can see no probability of the occurrence 
of any justifying contingency. I am for holding 
on to the money until the emergency arises, and 
then if necessary Lam for applying every dollar— 
not only every dollw in the treasury, but every 
dollar that can be raised by a great, intelligent, 
and patriotic people. I ask the friends of this bill, 
what would he the condition of this country, if, 
after augmenting the navy as it proposes, and also 
augmenting the army in a corresponding ratio, and 
running the. expenses of the Government up to 
forty millions, it would be found ninety days after- 
wards that all the difficulty about the Oregon ques- 
tion had been finally and honorably settled? In 
that case we should’ have a Government saddled 
with an expense of forty millions, without any- 
thing to justify the enormous expenditure, 

There is another objection to the bill. I have 
been satisfied for years that the time had come 
when it was necessary to put the naval establish- 
ment of this country on a permanent footing, and 
to regulate it by law. That. conclusion seems to 
have been fully attained, In 1842, the eyes of the 
whole country appeared to be opened, and after 
protracted, able, and laborious investigation, it 
was determined to reduce the navy, instead of aug- 
menting it. That measure was carried by a vote | 
of this body—twenty-seven to seventeen. It is | 


| of all the commerce of the country ! 


not, therefore, necessary, as a.peace measure, to 
augment the navy cialiahtent: and if war is to 
come, why (I say it with all respect for my friend 
from Maine) this bill would be but as Lilliput ar- 


ator from Missouri desires to postpone the bill toa 
distant day. I should greatly prefer laying it on 
the table, there to sleep until events showed whe- 
ther or not it ought to remain in perpetual oblivion. 
But if, on the other hand, it should become neces- 
sary to make war preparations, then we could 
bring forward measures adapted to the object and 
the emergency. That was the view which I took 
of the matter on its first introduction here. I 
wished neither to postpone nor to reject it, but 
simply to lay it on the table, and await the pro- 
gress of events. I am still of the same opinion. 
At all events, in the present aspect of our for- 
eign relations—if no new light has been emitted 
tending to lead to a different conclusion—I state 
now, without allusion to the Oregon question, that 
the time cannot arrive, in the progress of this ses- 
sion, when I can vote for that bill, or anything 
like it, If there be no danger of war, I will not 
vote one dollar for the increase of the navy; if 
there be reasonable danger of war, I shall vote 
whatever may be necessary, although it should 
take the last dollar in the treasury. It is too large, 
or itis too small, It is net good for peace—it is 
not good for war. l hope, therefore, the Senate, 
if they should conclude to retain the control of this 
subject at all, will postpone it till the most distant 
day ; if not, to lay it on the table, there to sleep ull 
we find a necessity for taking it up. 

I have another view to ofter connected with the 
general subject of this bill, A portion of the 
! country which J have the honor to represent, and 
the whole section to which, locally, 1 belong, 
jis peculiarly exposed and defenceless. If we 
j are threatened by foreign invasion, there is no 
portion of the continent more exposed, nor any 


| that would more imperatively require an increase 


of the navy, than that section to which I belong. 
But the experience of the past has satisfied me 


j that that section of the country is not likely to 


come in for its fall and appropriate share of these 
general and abundant appropriations of the public 
money, cither for ove branch or the other of the 
public service. Although we pay into the treasury 
infinitely more than our just proportion of the ex- 
pense of the Government, yet I have noticed with 
mortification and regret, too, that when the im- 
portant day of distribution came, the lion’s share 
has been granted to others, and we have been put 
off with a pittance. Itis a remarkable fact, and I 
ask the champions of the navy, I ask. the adyo- 
cales of commerce, and. of all the great interests of 
the country, to look for a moment at the expendi- 
tures for the navy and promotion of commercial 
interests, and then see that one.of the most import- 
ant cities of this Union has received within the last 
five years the enormous sum of just $15,000! The 
city of Mobile has received, within the last five 
years, from all these moustrous expenditures for 
the navy and for the advancement of commerce, 
the enormous and liberal amount of $15,000; and 
that, too, whilst she has been contributing one-fifth 
And I relate 
it with perfect good nature, when asked for ano- 
ther small appropriation by a distinguished gen- 
tileman, not now a member of this body, it was 
refused by a respected friend on the other side of 
the way, then, I think, at the head of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, on the ground that we had 
already received $15,000! Icannot, therefore, for 
that reason, consent to vote this general appropria- 
tion, when } see how miserably we have fared in 
the day of distribution. Iam not, however, self- 
ish on that point. If any other portion of our 
coast, more defenceless than ours, can be pointed 
out, I will vote cheerfully for whatever appropria- 
tions may be requisite; but in return I shall ex- 
pect, not as a matter of favor, but of justice, that 
when I point outthe exposed condition of another 
and most importaut vulnerable point, I shall be 
met in a corresponding spirit. But as for these 
general appropriations, either for naval or for com- 
mercial purposes, I shall go for them with great 
caution, with great deliberation, if I go for them 
at all. In every light, therefore, in which I can 
regard this bill, I cannot-vote for it either now or 
hereafier. I cannot vote for it as a peace measure, 
because if we are to have peace we want. no in- 
crease of the navy. The Senator from Maine re- 


rayed against Gulliver. It is too small. The Sen- ! 


marked that.our commerce was.on every ocean, 
and that our sails whitened every sea. Why that 
is the very- strongest argument that human inge- 
nuity could devise—the extent of that commerce— 
the uninterrupted prosperity: of that commerce— 
for the purpose of showing that, for the protection 
of that commerce, an augmentation of our navy 
was not necessary. . 

* I have regretted, and must be permitted to ex- 
press that regret, with entire respect, that a wrong 
complexion has been stamped upon the whole 
series of the measures presented since the opening 
of Congress. I ask you, in the name of all that is 
sensible, what is the condition of the country now? 
You find trepidation and alarm among the people 
of the United States from one end of the country 
to the other; and I ask how has this state of things 
been produced? What measures have you had 
before this body calculated to excite the country 
to this state of fever heat? What measures are 
now before you calculated to create such appre- 
hension and alarm? This is the first measure call- 
ing for the general action of the Congress of the 
United States which has been at all calculated to 
excite any alarm, and yet we have heard every 
day—in every quarter—the inquiry coming up, 
“are we to have war?” And yet, though there 
has been a response in some quarters that war ig 
inevitable, what preparations have been made? 
None atall. But it has been represented that pre- 
parations are necessary, and that has produced 
this state of things—a state of things more mischie- 
vous than any circumstance which has occurred 
within the last twenty years. Some gentlemen say 


| that they have nothing to do with the sensitiveness 


of the commercial pulse, or of the stock-jobbing 
pulse. Neither have I, sir, But I desire to see 
the public pulse, throughout all the ramifications 
of society, beat temperately, I do not wish to see 
any poruons of the arterial system disturbed—un- 
necessarily disturbed. Yet, I conceive that the 
events of this session of Congress have been cal- 
culated to produce that state of feeling, which I 
regard as not only very unnecessary, but, I must 
be permitted to say, very improper. ‘The hearts 
of the people of this country, sir, do not need to 
be prepared for war. That is a subject on which 
they have but one heart. No preparation of that 
mighty popular heart is necessary for the work of 
war, When war is inevitable. And if I were dis- 
posed to take the popular side of this or any other 
question, merely for the sake of popularity, I 
should feel myself bouhd to step forward, and de- 
fend the people of the United States against the in- 
sinuation that they require to. be prepared for war. 
Prepared by whom? Prepared in what manner? 
By what process? By speeches in the two Houses 
of Congress? Indeed! Do they, who contribute 
the means of defending the country, but not the 
oratory of Congress, need to have their hearts pre- 
pared for war? No, sir. They require no such 
preparation, Convince them that their rights have 
been assailed, that their honor has been threatened. 
with disgrace, and from the Kast, the West, the 
North, and the South, you will see them hurrying 
to the support of the Government as one man! 

I trust, sir, that in all the steps that we take in 
relation to this question, or any other question con- 
nected with our foreign relations, we will proceed 
calnfty, but firmly; that we will investigate the 
subject properly, and when the issue comes up, 
that we will plant ourselves on the side of the coun- 
try, and I am confident that no want of preparation 
on its part will be wanting. I have. never, sir, I 
believe, been found advocating British policy, and 
if I could be indulged in one aspiration more than 
another, it would be that the standard of British 
political morality might never be raised in this 
country. ButI am bound to regard Great Britain 
as a great and intelligent nation. I cannot'shut my 
eyes to the fact, that we have stronger and closer 
relations with her, that our interests are more inti- 
mately interwoven with hers, than with. any other 
nation on the face of the globe.. Aud I say in my 
place, as a man, that if I entertained the opinion of 
the British Government and people which. has 
been ce Beas here from day to day, I should be 
ashamed to be in alliance with her. ” If I believed 
that Government to be the despotic, overbearing, 
and cruel Power which it has been described to be 
here, I should at once dissolve all commercial. cona 
nexion with her forever. But that happens not to 
be precisely the state of the case. What is the 
state of the case? We-have an important unsettled 
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question with one of the most intelligent, most en- 
lightened, most. Christian nations of the earth. 
Now is it wise—is it statesmanlikte—does it dis- 
covermuch common sense, to pour out unceasingly, 
untiringly, the most bitter abuse of that Power—a 
Power to whom we have over and over again made 
proposals for a just and amicable settlement of the 
controversy between us? Do we expect to attain a 
peaceful and honorable result by the constant and 
vain abuse of that Power with whom we have this 
controversy? Why, if our patriotism—if our iñ- 
telligence—if our love of country, and our common 
sense, were in proportion to the abuse which we 
pour out upon Great Britain, beyond: all doubt we 
should be the most enlightened and patriotic nation 
under the sun! And in all this is it to be fora 
moment supposed that I entertain any fear of Great 
Britain? No, sir; whatever opinion we may enter- 
tain of that nation or her Government—we owe it 


to ourselves, to the present generation, and to all | 


future time, to discharge the duties devolving upon 
us, not from the fear of Great Britain—I do not sup- 
pose that thereis a man in America, there is no 
one at least who possesses an American heart, who 
can ever know such a feeling—but we must look to 
what is due to ourselves as one of the great family 
of nations, as well as what is due to Great Britain. 
What is due? Settle your difficulties honorably 
and peaceably if you can; but raise no war-cry 
until facts show that it is necessary to go to war. 
If gentlemen are so well satisficd—if the Senator 
from Maine, as he stated yesterday, is convinced 
beyond all doubt that a war is inevitable, I ask 
him—with all his sagacity, his statesmanlike sa- 
gacity, of which he possesses a large share—if he 
has made an adequate provision for that state of 
things which he professes to see before him, even 
with the clearness of the sun at noonday? Will 
that suffice? No. It cannot, in the calm judgment 
of any Senator, be at all adequate to the object 
which gentlemen appear to place before them. 
One of two things is certain, We must have 
war or peace. We have peace now, and for that 
reason Iam opposed to an increase of the navy. 


Again: if war comes, it must be met by an ade- | 


quate provision, and by the whole force of the 
country. Do not let us march out with Falstaff’s 


charge of foot. Adapt your measures in coinci- | 


dence with the importance of the emergency, and 
then you show the best disposition to inspire uni- 
gered canddence. Possibly I may be mistaken in 
the view which I take of the Oregon controversy; 
but suppose that Tam? Suppose that war—the 
direst of all calamities—should come?  ‘Sufii- 
cient,” Mr. President, “unto the day is the evil 
thereof;” because that will be an evil the conse- 
quences of which no man can caleulate—that is 
not to be estimated in dollars and cents: it is to 


be calculated by the sufferings of the whole coun- | 


try. The question, then, will not be, what will 
ou take from the national treasury, or by the 
and of taxation; but when you see the gloom and 
sickening desolation—I do not mean the fear—con- 
sequent upon the state of things produced. by the 
most honest war, then you will begin to realize the 
consequences of what has been said and done here, 
and perhaps not till then. If it be the pleasure of 
the Senate to lay this bill on the table, or to post- 
pone till the first Monday in May, I have n ob- 
jection. As I remarked before, I. should prefer 
laying it on the table, so as to keep it in the power 
of the Senate. n really su 
that war between the two countries is inevitable, I 
ask him to bring forward measures adequate to the 
prosecution of such a war, $0 that the people of the 
country may know what you are about, and what 
they have a right to expect. It is due to the peo- 


ple; not to prepare their hearts but to prepare their į 


rms—to prepare the fireside and domestic cirele. 
if in He opinion of the Senate of the United 
States, there is danger of war; which makes it ne- 
cessary for our Government and people to prepare 
for such an event, now 1s the tume to commence; 
but do not let us commence with a corporal’s guard 
Zdo not let us commence with five frigates and five 
ox six millions. of dollars; but let us estimate the 
whole amount, that the country may know what 
it will be called upon to do. crying peace, 
eo. there is: no peace,” has been repro- 


ated by the highest authority. Reprobation, as || 


sevére and pointed, is equally merited by the cry 


of “war, war,” when i 
Mr. President, in conclusion, let me say that I 
shall vote for the notice. Do not be alarmed about 


If any gentleman really supposes f 


there is no danger of war. | 


that! (turning to Mr. Hanweean.] But Ido not 
wish to exhaust the treasury, and exhaust the na- 
tion, by making preparations not warranted—not 
called for by facts. > : : 

Mr. MILLER said that he was in favor of an aug- 
mentation of the steam-power of our navy, for the 
purpose of coast and harbor defence. He thought, 

ya poniponement of the bill, as suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri, they would have time to 
consider, and so amend its provisions as to make 
it acceptable to a majority of the Senate. He 
had long been of the opinion that it was necessary 
for us to expend more money than had heretofore 
been expended for putting our coasts, our harbors, 
and rivers in a state of defence, not for the purpose 
| of preparing for a war, supposed to be now proba- 
ble by some, but in the exercise of the general prin- 
ciple that should govern us— in time of peace to 
prepare for war.’ He thought that the best and 
most economical defence for our harbors and riv- 
ers was steam-vessels of the lower class, The 
present plan of coast defence consisted of two lines 
of defence, exterior and interior, of fortifications 
atthe mouths of our bays and rivers, and of harbor 
fortifications, for the more immediate defence of our 
cites. Theexterior line of defences must of course 
be kept up by fortifications. But he believed that 
since steam-power had been applied to war pur- 
poses, we might lessen the expense of defending 
our harbors by applying floating batteries, or 
steam war-ships of the lower class, for this purpose, 
As far, therefore, as the bill proposed to build steam- 
ships for our harbors and rivers, he would go most 
heartily; but so far as it went to build steam-ships 
| of the larger class—sea-going vesscls—he was op- 
posed to it. There was no necessity for it, unless 
we werc to have a war of aggression, a war which 
gentlemen have discovered in the futwwe—fighting 
| the battles of all the nations of the earth, defending 
the tottering republics of South America, and in- 
terfering in their disputes, He would enter into 
no such quixotic scheme. Our true policy was to 
keep the country in a proper state of defence against 
foreign aggression, resting under the glorious prin- 
ciples of our free institutions, and enjoying the 
blessings of peace. Sitting under our own vine 
and fig trec, we might leave to other nations the 
work of preserving their own independence, and 
permit them to look to us as a nation preferring 
the blessings of peace, yet prepared to defend itself’ 
in war. 
| The larger class of steam-vessels would be of no 
service tous. With England the case was differ- 
vent. She employed the larger class of steamers for 
| the use and defence of her numerous colonies, and 
i she was able to supply them with fuel by her depots 
| of coal now established in almost every sea, It 
; was well known that the class of steamers such 

as the. Princeton, could only carry fuel for eight 
days; and the largest class, for twenty-two days. 
Now, he would ask, what service would the larger 
steam-vessels be to us? We could not send them 
abroad to protect our commerce, because we can- 
not, at the extent, fit them out with fuel to last over 
twenty-two days. ‘There were no places for depots 
of coal, unless on our own territory. Therefore, 
Phe hoped that when the bill came to be amended, 
we would decide on war-steamers of the smaller 
i| class for our harbors and rivers. We might de- 
| pend on it that no squadron of the enemy could en- 
i ter our bays or rivers, if they were filled with an 
| adequate number of these floating batteries—ships 
| of the smaller class, drawing a small quantity of 
| water. 

| Ie would vote for the bill as a peace measure; 
i and in giving this vote, he would not for a moment 
i 

d 

i 

i 

| 

| 

i 


consider that he was voting to prepare for war. He 

wanted to have more evidence to satisfy him that 
; we were in the imminent peril referred to by the 
| Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass.] He could not 
! bring his mind to believe that any question now 

pending between this Government and Great Brit- 
; ain—nothing but folly and wickedness—can bring 
the two nations into conflict. War about what? 
About a disputed boundary line—a dispute which 
has been in existence for a quarter of a century— 
a dispute about the partition of a country yet urn- 
|i settled by civilized men; a country possessing so 
i few inducements for colonization that even in this 
| day of adventure but a small number of our citi- 


| zens have ventured there to seek their fortunes. 
| Had these two nations arrived- at the point 
where it was necessary to settle it- by the sword? 


igs there no arbitrament, no mode of settlement, 


$ 
i 


fever heat, to stand up for peace as: to, ad 


compatible with national 
that of an appeal t 
alt in: 


battle? Would the farmer willingly forsake his 
plough to partake in the uncertain ‘issues of war- 
fare? Were the people of this now almost boundless 
counjry to cast behind them the blessings of peace, 
and in armed bands rush across the mountains, to 
contend, in the eloquent language. of the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] for‘ the first inch.of 
Oregon?” here was no danger of war, in. the 
present aspect of this question, if we have the 
nerve and the moral courage to maintain peace. 
He held that it required-as much energy and nerve 
for a statesman, when the public mind was up to 
ate 
war. It wås an éasy thing to léad a naton from 
peace to war, but it was a different thing altogether 
to lead a nation from war to. peace. “He held'a war 
party in time of peace in the same estimation‘as he 
did a peace party in time of war. But he wished to 
look at the reasons assigned by honorable Senators 
here why they have made up their minds that we 
will have war, and that we ought to prepare for it. 
The most prominent views, and which had taken’a 
deeper hold on the public mind, were those of. the 
Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] m which he 
graphically depicted the present condition ‘of the 
two countries. The Senator said. that the two 
nations had. taken their positions, “Great Britain 
had never been known to recede, and thé United. 
States could not recede now with honor. And 
the honorable Senator liad depicted the two nations 
as standing fronting each other—neithe? turnin 
to the right nor. to the leftEngland ‘too prou 
to go back, the United. States. oud ‘an 
orable to recede. : It was a start 
land too arrogant—the United S 
The Senator had represented, i tw 
tions as two locomotivés.on one railroad track: 
Both had gone beyond the turn-out place, and com- 
ing in different directions, they must rush together, 
reckless of consequences; England crying ‘clear 
the track,” and Brother Jonathan saying ‘* go 
ahead.” If such be the position, of ‘these. two 
mighty Powers, let the engineers who have reck- 
lessly brought on this fatal rencounter, beware of 
the consequences. i ees 

But how did these nations come to be placed in 
this situation? How did it happen that they were 
placed in this condition that they. must meet in 
mortal conflict? Whose fault was it? The fault 
must be somewhere. Was it true that the United 
States and Great Britain stood in the position that 
neither would recede, nor turn to the right or to the 
left to settle this question? To show the position of 
Great Britain on this subject, the Senate had been 
referred to the newspapers as expressing the tone 
of public sentiment; and the Senator from Michi- 
gan read, as authority on this subject, extracts 
from two newspapers—the Spectator and the 
Times; and from his remarks, if he (Mr. M.) un- 
derstood them correctly, the Senator is still of the 
same opinion that he was a month ago, that there 
is still imminent danger of war. The Senator, in 
his speech of Monday last, said: 

“1 consider the danger of war imminent, not 
‘inevitable. Had I thought it inevitable, I should 
‘not have submitted propositions for inquiry, but 
‘ decisive measures for adoption. I hold on firm- 
‘ly, sir, to every word I said before, neither soft- 
‘ening nor explaining, but denying, because T 
£ Pppregended we might have war, that therefore 
‘I desired it. And T still consider danger immi- 
‘nent, not diminished, so far as I know, by the 
‘recent arrival, The subject’in controversy. re- 
‘mains precisely as it was. The quéstion was, 
‘and is, whether we shall surrender to the British 
‘demands, or whether the British Government 
‘shall surrender to ours.. If no such’ cession. is 
‘made by either party, the two countries will be 
‘brought into. conflict, “I'see no: indication that 
‘one or the other will ‘sufficiently. yield. “And 
‘there is an. article in the London Times of Jan- 
‘wary 2, which does ‘not look as though England 
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Ker offers than she had ‘al: 


“would, t ofipre-than eheh 
‘ready nequivocal and decisive?” 
“He: -did not put much confidence 
in se hered: ton Hee ee neither 
did he judge of theintention: of Great Britain 
from what. he had seen inthe ‘Journals: ~The 


Sefiator had, from thé Times of the 2d of Jan- 
uary, inferred’ that there was. no ‘prospect of the 
settlement of the question. Had the Senator ex- 
amined: thi er Of the next day, (the 3d,) he 
1a tind i that paper an article which 
had been hailed in this country, ina certain quarter 
and that quartier must have great influence with 
the “Senator—as an olive-branch of peace. He 
would ask the attention of the Senate to the article 
referred to. The Times says: ` 

We think, “then, that every purpose both 
t of honor and interest would bo’ answered, if the 
© British minister, on whom now devolves the duty of 
‘making fresh proposals to the. Government of the 
© United States, were to renew, on his part, the of 
‘fer made to England by Mr. Gallatin in the presi- 
‘dency and under the direction of Mr. Adams. 
* That proposal was to take the 49th degree of north lati- 
“tude as far as the sea us the boundary line, reserving 
t to Great Britain Vancouver's island, the harbor of St. 
‘Juan de Fuca, and the free navigation of the Co- 
t tumbia. This would bea concession as far as 
“superficial area of ground is concerned. It would 
“leave the United States masters of the greater part. 
‘of the Oregon. But it would secure the princi- 
t pal advantage of the country—the free navigation 
tof the Columbia—to the servants of the }Iudson 
«Bay Company, as well as harborage, anchorage, 
“and settlements for English vessels trading with 
China and our possessions in Australia and New 
‘Zealand, It would concede all that the most suc- 
‘cessful war could acqnire—a sovereign but barren 
‘dominion; it would secure all the commercial 
‘blessings of an honorable compromise and a ra- 
‘tional peace, Tt would not de 
“Americans of any equitable advantage, but it 
‘would retain for Englishmen that privilege to 


‘which they are justly entitled—the privilege of ; 


‘ shaving in the tratie between North America and 
‘the English settlements in the Pacific. No im- 
“partial man ean expect that an English minister | 
“would ever consent to transfer to the United States | 
“the monopoly of the carrying trade between Elud- 
‘son's bay and English colonies in that sea. 

‘We hope that no rules of diplomatic ctiquette will 
“prevent owr representative at Washington from 
‘making some proposal of this kind. We hope, also, 
‘that no false pride, or more ignoble sentiment, 
‘will preclude the ministry at Washington from 
‘acvepling it. And if they do reject it as coming 
‘from us, we do not see how, after such a rejec- 
‘tion, they can refuse to submit the question of 
' miles. ati left in dispute to the arbitration of some 
“neutral power. To reject an offer coneciyed in 
‘the spirit of peace an 
‘game-time, to demur to the suggestion of a refer- 
‘ence, would be to deserve, not less than to pro- 
“voke, the imputation of the most reprehensible 
t obstinacy or the most insolent injustice,” 

Mr. M. said it would be perceived that the 
Times recommends that the Government of Great 
Britain should take up the proposition made by 
Mr. Gallatin, under Mr. Adama’s administration, 
to settle the Oregon question at the 49th degree of 
north latitude, reserving to Great Britain Vancou- 


ver’s island, the harbor of St. Juan de Fuca, and | 


the free navigation of the Columbia. 

Upon that publication (said Mr, M.) I find in the 
“Union? of this morning an article which I have 
read with a great deal of pleasure, and I ask leave 
of the Senate to read that portion of it which re- 
lates to this question: 


‘That great journal is—with all its enormous | 
‘sins against America—a shrewd observer of the | 
* pulse of the English Government and people; and | 


‘if it has observed aright in this instance—if the 
‘British people will sustain the British Govern- 


“ment now, in coming forward to ws with the pro- | 


‘position alluded to, to wit: the same proposition 


‘which Mr. Adams made to the British Government, | 


Sand which that Government then most wrongfully | 
“and unwisely rejected—if, we say, the British Cab- 
“inet shall now come forward to renew the nego- 
“tiation with us in a spirit of farther compromise, 
Fon ey aaa the farther concessions on the 
‘part of Great Britain, which the rights and in- 
“terests of the United States might require in the 
€ premises, shall then be treated by Great Britain į 


i4 part of that preliminary pro 


prive the native |! 


HI peace throughout the world, 


moderation, and, at the |! 


tin the spirit of justice which the adoption on her 
osition may be sup- 
‘posed to indicate in ier ben we say—certainly 
‘not that the question could be at once settled, for 
“in the present new attitude of the question, nego- 
‘tation even on that proposition would yet have 
ta great deal. to aicomplisha meny just rights of 
‘ ours still to secure, many great and sacred inter- 
“ests of ours yet to protect;—but this we will say, 
‘that’such a proposal as that on the part of the 
‘ British Government, made in the manner and car- 
‘ried out in the spirit which we have indicated, 
‘ would make every friend of just and honorable 
“peace, both in this country and in England, and 
‘throughout the world, ‘breathe freer and deep- 
‘er,’ with a good hope for civilization, for free in- 
stitutions, and for mankind. Lt would not then 
i| © be unreasonable to hope that on such a proposal, 
| * so made and so carried oul to the more ample re- 
| €cognition of our just claims, farther negotiation 
| ‘might yet build a peaceful monument to the en- 
ps lightened moderation and justice of two great na- 
t tions. 
1 am very happy, Mr. President, that there is 
‘still a mode suggested by which these dificul- 


i ties can be setticd: and although I do not under- 


| take, nor wish to be so understood, to advocate the 
i views presented in the “ Union,” yet I wish the 
i country to understand that this great quesuon 1s 
| now in a position to be settled and open to com- 
| promise upon principles of justice and a regard for 
| the peace of the world; that we are not in that 
| Strait in which war is inevitable. Sir, l have al- 
|, Ways suid that this question was sull opeu to ne- 
;gouation, 1 so understood the President’s Mes- 
| sage; and such has been the declarations of the 


i leading journals on that side of polities throughout 
i 
i 


ti the country; and, sir, it would be very strange if 
| it were not so—passing strange. 1 think that it 
iis by peaceful negotiation only that this bound- 
| ary line can be settled and detined—not by war. 
| And now the country will be pleased to hear 
| from the official organ itself, that tbe question 

is sull open fur negotiation—that it may be sul 
rts of the lovers of 
y What means, then, 
| this phrase of “going for the whole of Oregon or 

none?” What is the meaning of the war speeches 
| we have heard on this quesuon? What becomes 
i of those certain, conclusive, and incontrovertible 
| rights by which, we are told, this nation is entitled 
to the whole of Oregon? Sir, this Government is 
now standing where it ought to stand, and where, 
I firmly believe, it intended to stand from the be- 
ginning—keeping itself open for negotiation. I 
believe that all this noise about war is intended 
more for the galleries of this House, than for the 
| Administration to act on, Sir, we are told that the 
i hearts of the people of this country must be pre- 
|i pared for war—to stand on the first inch of Ore- 
von—for by giving that, we must yield the last. 
| Sir, when the people of this country are satisfied 
i that the whole of Oregon or a portion of it is 
theirs—the moment you show them where, not 
whereabouts, the first inch of their country is—DIl 
be bound for it they are ready to fight for it. But 
before they are ready to go into a contest of this 
kind, they look to the Executive to do his duty— 
to show them where the boundary of their coun- 
|| ty is. When that is established you will find no 
man in the Senate, ner in this wide land, disposed 
to hesitate; but they will go into no war to settle a 
mere boundary line. I know of two men in our 
| part of the country, whose farms were adjacent to 
| each other, and who disputed about the boundary 
line; and the principle involved in the dispute was, 
whether the line ran on the north or south side of 
a tree, two feet over. Upon this narrow point they 
went to Jaw. ‘These were inch-men, sir, who, in- 
stead of settling this mere boundary question by 
ompromise, contended for the first disputed foot, 
nd thereby lost, in expensive litigation, every 
road acre of land they possessed. 

Again, sir; itis said war is inevitable. If we 
ive the notice, the honorable Senator from Ar- 
ansas says he believes we will have war. Well, 
| I beheve, if that state of things were followed up 

with the declarations of my friend from Indiana— 
| ‘the whole of Oregon or none’’—if we take pos- 

session of the whole country, and reject all negoti- 
ation on the subject, nothing is left but war. It is 

a declaration of war. Itis tantamount to saying 
i to Great Britain, ‘this country is ours; we shall 
| have itall.’? Any child would know that such lan- 


ty i 
j settled so as to rejoice the hea 


guage as that’ amounted to a declaration of war. 


| Task, then, why give the notice in the present state 


of things, if it will lead to war? Is it because you 
are afraid England will negotiate you out of. it? 
Are you afraid that the British authorities must 
have the advantagé? I believe, sir, nobody has 
a right to come to that conclusion; I believe it 
will not be borne out by our diplomatic his- 
tory. Nothing, sir, is a cause of greater pride 
to the American people’ than the diplomatic his- 
tory of their country. Where have we been 
overreached or defeated? When, in what case, 
has our nation been dishonored by the men who 
were entrusted to settle and defend their nation- 
al rights? I believe, with a lite time and pru- 
dence, with the present prospect of things before 
us, there will be no difficulty in settling, and 
that honorably, this question. But, sir, if we op- 
pose this consummation—if we are determined 
upon notice, and going for war—then war will 
surely come, and we had better prepare for it. If 
Senators tell me that the notice ought to he given— 
that the notice will produce war—then I ask them, 
in the name of my country, to prepare for it. In 
this view of the case, in what position does the 
Administration stand? The Executive has recom- 
mended the giving of the notice; Senators high in 
the confidence of the Administration tell us that it 
will lead to war. Is this followed up by prepara- 
tions for war? No, sir; nothing of the kind, 
There is no recommendation to prepare for war; 
the whole country is prepared for peace. «The 
whole tenor of the recommendations of the Mes- 
sage is one of peace. What measures were they 
that were recommended? A reduction of the ta- 
riff, the establishment of a subtreasury! Glori- 
ous preparations for war, it must be admitted! 
He could not bring himself to believe, then, that 
the President, ag Senators represented, entertained 
the supposition that war was inevitable. 

It was not his intention, at this time, to enter 
into the great question of our rights to Oregon, 
That question is not now before the Senate. He 
only desired to express his solemn convictions that 
all our rights to Oregon could be maintained without 
war, and without any sacrifice of national honor. 
He thought it due to his constituents to protest 
against the adoption of any measures calculated, 
in his opinion, to Jead them into an unnecessary 
war. When war does come, if come it must, on 
a question like this, it will then be too late to op- 
posc it; too late to talk of peace and of the calami- 
ties of war. The natural state of this country is 
peace. Under its influence, we have advanced to 
our present state of national glory and prosperity; 
and the statesmen who can maintain the peace of 
this nation for twenty years to come will do more 
towards acquiring dominion, wealth, and glory, 
for their country, than can be accomplished by the 
heroes of a thousand wars. Fle therefore felt it 
to be his duty to abstain from doing anything that 
might prevent an amicable and an honorable sete 
tlement of this question; but to do everything in 
his power, consistent with the national honor, to 
preserve the peace of the country. 

Mr. CASS then rose and said that, being obliged 
to leave the city to-morrow, he was desirous of oc- 
cupying a few minutes on the subject before them. 
To him the question was a very simple and plain 
one. It was this, and nothing else: ‘ Are the de- 
fences, military and naval, in a fit and proper state 
for such a country?” He asked every gentieman 
who heard him to put his hand to his heart and 
answer that question. Why, if the naval forces 
of ihe country were called npon, they would not 
afford a vessel for each of the harbors; and as for 
the standing army, if it were stationed round the 
country, the soldiers on guard would not be in 
sight of each other. They knew that activity pre- 
vailed to a striking extent in the military and na- 
val departments of Great Britain; it was notorious 
that she was fitting out powerful armaments’ for 
some object not known; and yet in the relations 
now existing between her and this country, the 
latter is now as defenccless as she was twenty 
years ago. Every gentleman ought to ask him- 
self, Was the country in the state in which it 
ought to be? They had heard a great deal said 
about a war establishment and a peace establish- 
ment. For his part, he did not understand the 
distinction. He thought that every establishment 
for defence presupposed a state of war. If they 
could calculate on a continuance of peace, there 
would be no occasion for any establishment. War 
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was the end-of all their establishments, naval and 
military. Every man ought to ask himself this 
plain practical question: Do- the circumstances in 
which the country is placed threaten danger? The 


gentleman from New Jersey had just. given ex- 


pression to the same views, but he was altogether 
surprised to hear him talk of the fact. of his having 
heard war spoken of there-as inevitable. : He 
should be very sorry it was, but he was persuaded 
that such a thing had not been asserted in: that 
body. The gentleman had also'said England was 
willing to negotiate. “He (Mr. Cass). hoped with 
all his heart she would; but it-was to be kept in 
mind that the difficulties increased every moment. 
No man led the country. The country led itself 
in peace or war. They exercised. an individual 
Opinion, but the country was not an individual, 
Now it could not be denied that, all things con- 
sidered, if there was a reasonable probability of 
war, there ought to bea reasonable preparation. 
The gentleman had said the bill before them was 
neither a peace nor a-war measure; but it was still 
perhaps adapted to the. present position of affairs, 
As danger approaches, the necessity for prepara- 
tion increased. No nation in the world ever said 
“she would sit down in peace and raise all the 
money at once she should want.” Nations were 
like individuals, aud the same principles applied 
to them in both cases. Every naval officer would 
tell them it took four, five, or six months, to pre- 
pare vessels for sea. If he was guarantied peace, 
then he would not go into war; but if he thought 
there was a reasonable danger of war, he would 
make reasonable preparations. He would, there- 
fore, change his friend’s bill, and provide for a 
greater increase of the army and navy. Nobod 

there wanted war; but there would be still dif- 
ferences of opinion as to its likelihood, the prob- 
ability of ils approach, and the sacrifices that 
should be made to avoid it, and sustain peace. 
The greater part of gentlemen went on the suppo- 
sition that the present peaceful state of things 
would be uninterrupted; but. the real question to 
be kept in view was—is there such evidence as 
went to show that the Government of Great Britain 
will make such reasonable sacrifices connected 
with Oregon, as to induce this Government to ac- 
cept them? If there were not such evidences, it 
was their duty to begin to make expenditures. 
Armies and navies were not permanent. If they 


raised an army it could be more easily disbanded | 


when not wanted; no matter what force was mar- 
shalled, the hands of the nation were upon it, and 
it could not be kept there without their leave. 
was not for war; the cry raised was out of place, 
and it was unfair that gentlemen on that floor 
should be charged with it. Was there, he would 
ask, a single Senator on the right side of the house 
who would put his hand to his breast and say there 
was no danger of war? They were told by the 
President that negotiations were at an end; but 
nobody: could be authorized to say that they 
should be perpetually closed. lt would be a spc- 
cies of insanity to say so. But was there any 
prospect of their being renewed? They all knew 
they had been suspended, and, as far as he knew, 
there had been no offer made on the part of Great 
Britain to renew them. , We claimed the whole of 
Oregon; so did England. | For so far, causes have 
kept the two parties from coming in contact there; 
but there was ‘no power on earth to prevent it much 
longer, unless a clear and strict treaty to define the 
boundary. Nothing was clearer than that. Now, 
suppose the notice was given, and no preparation 
made; the consequences were very obvious. 
Again: suppose the notice should not be given; 
the consequence would be, that ina few years the 
whole territory would be completely overrun with 
a heterogeneous population. And could it be sup- 
posed that it was to remain m that condition, as it 
is now? Wasit for a moment to be fancied that it 
couid be peacefully settled by two distinct Goran 
ments, and colonized by two distinct people? The 
idea was absurd. . If that state of things were al- 
lowed to exist, as surely as the sun shone in the 
sky, it would bring them into war. It might be 
postponed for a few months, but the first gun fire 
in. Oregon would. be the.signal for the conflict, 
‘Mr. HANNEGAN. I take the responsibility— 
to make the matter as short as possible—of saying 
that the article in this morning’s: “ Union,” refer- 
red to by the Senator from New Jersey, does not 
resent the views, does not express the sentiments 
of the President. It never met his eye before pub- 


He | 


lication, and at this hour it does not. meet the ap- 
probation of the President—not one word of it. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Is that an exception to the 
general rule? Does. the President. usually revise 
the articles in the“ Union?” ; 

Mr. SPEIGHT obtained. the floor, and moved 
that the Senate do now adjourn; but withdrew his 
motion. : : 

Mr. TURNEY moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which. the bill providing for the settlement 
of the claims of the State of New. Hampshire 
against the United States was rejected; and pend- 
ing this motion, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 28, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
p The SPEAKER announced that the. regular 
business would be the call of the committees for 
reports, . 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT rose and asked 
the House at this time to take up and consider the 
following resolution, which he had introduced on 
the eve of the adjournment yesterday: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House a detailed state- 
ment showing the amount of public money lost by 
the treasury since the Ist of January, 1834, by 
reason of the failure or delinquency of deposite 
banks; and, also, the amount lost during the same 
period by reason of the defalcation or delinquency 
of collectors, receivers, and all other ofticers charged 
with the collection, custody, and disbursement of 
the public funds; and what steps have been taken 
for the recovery of the same. 

Mr. HOPKINS was understood to say that 
these stutements would make a very large volume, 
and would entail a very heavy expense on the 
Llouse. He must therefore object. i 

Mr. HUNT appealed, ineffectually, to. Mr. 
Hoprxixs to withdraw his objection. ‘ 

So the resolution was laid over, 

Mr. STANTON rose and moved a reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the following resolution, 
reported yesterday by Mr. Perrrr, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, on the memorial of Wil- 
lam Lanphier and Joseph Harris, had: been 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the said William Lanphier and 
Joseph Harris are notientitled to any relief. 

Mr. S., in support of his motion, and in reply 
to the report of the committee that these gentle- 
men had done no more service to the Government 
than they had agreed to do, entered briefly into a 
statement of what the parties themselves had -to 
say, and of what, he thought, the committee ought 
to say, so as to place the parties on a proper foot- 
ing. 

The matter (Mr. S. said) was important to no- 
body but the gentlemen themselves, and the whole 
sun involved did not exceed five hundred dollars. 

Mr. RATHBUN briefly explained the action 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

And the question was then taken and decided in 
the negative 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by leave, presented the fol- 
lowing communications, viz : 

A. message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting the annual report of the in- 
spectors of-the Penitentiary for the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting, in obedience to the eleventh gection of the act 
of Congress, approved 26th of August, 1842, a list 
of clerks and other persons engaged in the depart- 


| ment during the last year, and the salary of each; 


together with the residence of each at the time of 
his appointment; which letter and list were laid 
upon the table. ; 

A letter from the Second Auditor of the Treasu- 
ry Department, transmitting, in obedience to the 
act of the 30th of June, 1834, copies of such ac- 
counts as have been rendered by persons charged 
or intrusted with the disbursements of money, &c., 


for the benefit of Indians, fro 
1844, to the 80th of Septem 
together. with -other inform 

subject; which letter and. cop’ 
referred to. the Committee on Expen 


ar Department. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
in obedience. to. the resolution. of. the House of < 
Representatives of the 17th instant, copies of ‘all 


documents. and papers containing all.the evidence 
in possession of the department illustrative of da- 
ring acts. and. outrages: lately committed. in‘ the > 
Cherokee nation, arid of the persons or party who 
were responsible for such outrages; which. letter, 
documents, &c., were referred to. the. Committee: 
on Indian Affairs. d ras : 
THE OREGON DEBATE. 
Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL 


following resolution: ie 
Resolved, That all deba 


two o'clock, p. m., on Thursday, ‘February 5th, 
(if the committee shall.not.s r come to.a-con=:,. 
clusion on the samé,) and thé comititée'shall then 
proceed to vote on such amendments as may be 
pending or offered to the same, and shall then re-. 
port it to the House, with such amendments as 
may have been agreed to by the committee.’ 

Mr. P. KING asked the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution; which were refused. 

Tellers were demanded. i 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that 
laid on the table. ; ; A 

The motion being agreed to, the resolution (with-. 
out a count) was laid on the table. i 

A motion to: that effect. having been. made and. 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into Commit-- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Tissarts, of Kentucky, in the chair, : 

The CHAIRMAN announced the unfinished 
business to be the joint resolution from the Com- . 
mittee on, Foreign Affairs, oroviding for the termi-. 
nation of the:convention. of 1827 betwee: r 
ernments of. the: United «State: t 
concerning the territory. of Ores 

Mr. OWEN was entitled to the 1 
at the moment out of his seat, ore t o n 

Mr. THOMASSON asked the committee to take: 
up the bill (or joint resolution) referring to the Post 
Office Department the claims of Seth Leavenworth 
for adjustment. eee, 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that that bill must 
be in Committee of the Whole, and notin Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union: ; 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that the com- 
mittee rise. ; a 

Mr. STARK WEATHER hoped, he said, that 
the motion would not prevail. There were many 
members who were desirous to speak, 

The CHAIRMAN said that any gentleman who 
claimed the floor would be entitled to it. ` 

Mr. WENTWORTH said the gentleman who 
held the floor [Mr. Owen] would be in the House 
in a few moments. ` : 

A motion was again made on the right of the 
Chair that the committee rise. ; i 

The CHAIRMAN (addressing. Mr. J. R. Ix- 
GERSOLL) inquired: whether he insisted on his mo- 
tion that the committee rise. °°. j E 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said yes, because the 
gentleman who was- entitled to the floor was not 
at the moment in the House. : 

The CHAIRMAN was about to 
tion; when 2 
Mr. OWEN, who had entered the Hall ad inte- 
rim, rose and claimed the floor; and addressed the 

committee as follows: : 

Edmund Burke, when a member of the British’ 
Parliament, was once asked, why ministers, when, 
in any case, they hada well-ascertained majority, 
did not press the question at once, without the. 
trouble of discussing its merits; “That has.been: 
tried,” was his reply, “ but it would not do- The. 
minister who should persevere in it would soon. 
have to go out.” T 

And yet there is no direct responsibility of the: 
British Premier to the people whom ‘he governs. 
Powerful he is; absolute, almost, while he tetaing’ 
a controlling majority at. his beck; but. still, he 
must defer to public opinion; or, if he neglect such 
deference, loss . of power, and degradation: from 
place, is the speedy penalty, 000 Soe 


the resolution be 


put the ques- 
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“And thos; weof these United States, while we 
are resp T our acts as a nation to no hu- 
man power, must yet defer to the public opinion of 
mankind. If we would retain our station andin- 


fluence among the nations of the earth, not anly 
must our public acts be justifiable, but, before we 
consummate, we st take the trouble to justify 
then. ? ee $ F $ 3 


: My motive in risig now is to furnish such small 
contribution as T may to the mass of evidence and 
argument.so. ably supplied from our Department of 
State, in vindication to ‘the world of the course 
pursued by our Government on the great question 
ofthe ayo i 

Accusations of à grave character are brought, in 

“respectable quarters, impugning the justice of the 
measures recommended i the President and now 
under consideration by the House, in regard to the 
territory of Oregon. “I do not speak of charges 
coming from foreign and interested sources; but of 
language used by the press here at home, and by 
members on this very floor. We of the majority 
may feel exceedingly well satisfied that our course 
is just, and these charges unfounded; but it is not 
the less an imperative duty to defend the one and 
repel the other. = 


select, asn specimen of the ground assumed by | 


a portion of the press, a paragraph from a New 
‘York paper of good standing. Speaking of our 
title to Oregon, the Journal of Commerce, in an 
editorial of December 25,says: ` 
“The evidence, even as far south as Columbia 
‘river, is not all on one side, by a great deal. And 
‘when we come to latitude 49, the English claim 
‘is better than our own.” 
_Tf this be true, then the President lost sight of 
right and justice, when he adhered to the offer of 
49 as an ultimatum; and Mr. Pakenham was jus- 


tified in expecting from our Government some į 


“further proposal more consistent with fairness 
and ¢ piy: 
And, when some London journalist triumphantly 
votes. against us such a paragraph as that, drawn 
rom the pages of one among the leading periodi- 
cals of the Union, he will find, in further nid of an 
argument about the reckless and grasping ambition 
of these Suutes, certain resolutions touching war 
and Oregon, offered at your table, not by some 

oung, rash, hot-hended partisan, but by a mem- 

cr from Massachusetts, [Mr. Winrnnop,] both 
able and experienced, azgentleman whose talent 
and standing no one disputes. The second of these 
resolutions declares: : 

«That itwould be a dishonor to the age in which 
“we live and in the highest degree discreditable to 
‘both the nations concerned, if they should suffer 
t themselves to be drawn into a war upon a ques- 
“tion of no immediate or practical interest to either 
‘of them”? > 

An eminent British statesman once said, that “as 
we otight never to go to war for a profitable wrong, 
go neither ought we to go to war for an unprofita- 
ble right.” There is much good sense in the 
maxim; and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
doubtless considers it strictly applicable in the 
present case, 0 

The direct inference from his resolution is, in the 
first place, that the vight in dispute, if indeed it be 
aright at all, isan unprofitable right; that it is of 

ractical importance whether we cede to Eng- 
land a part, or even the whole, of the territory ly- 
ing south of 49 and north of the Columbia. He 
esteems it our imperative duty, rather than resort 
to war, to make some compromising division of the 
disputed tract, 

J will ask the gentleman to take the map in hand, 
and answer me a question ortwo. It aisle nothing 
to talk vaguely of some compromise. Let him tell 
me what compromise, beyond that already offered, 
he suggests. . If he fete but half a degree south 
of 49, he touches already the Straits of Fuca, the 
entrance, and the only entrance, to Puget sound. 
If he abandons to England: but. one degree out of 
the three which span this debatable land, the line 
cuts us wholly off from these straits, from Admi- 
ralty inlet, and consequently from. Puget sound; 
we might as well take the line of 47 at once, and 
surrender that saund altogether, as.to cede its sole 
entrance and exit. oa 

Ts this, then, the gentleman’s proposition ?—that 
England should have the harbors of Puget? and 
that it is of no practical importance whether she 
has them or not? a, 

Let Captain Wilkes, speaking in his recently- 


ublished narrative, say a word to us touching the 
stone of that territory. He tells us: 

< “The coast of Oregon, to the south of Cape 
t Flattery, (the southern cape on the Straits of 
“Fuca,)-is rocky, much broken, and affords no 
‘harbors, except for very srnall vessels.’’—Vol. IV., 
page 296. ‘ 

` And again: 

“No ports exist along any part of the coast of 
“Oregon south of the Columbia river, that are ac- 
t cessible to any class of vessels, even those of but | 
‘very small draught of water.’’—Vol. V., p. 149. 

As to the mouth of the Columbia itself, which, 
for so many years, repelled discovery, he tells us: 

4< Mere description can give little idea of the ter- 
€ rors of the bar of the Columbia; all who have 
*scen it have spoken of the wildness of the scene, 
‘the incessant roar of the waters, representing it | 
‘as one of the most fearful sights that can meet į 
t the eye of a sailor.’’-—Vol. IV., p. 293. 

Experience and accurate surveys will doubtless 
diminish these dangers; but yet it must remain a || 
matter of doubt whether the mouth of the Colum- 
bia can ever be used, throughout the various sea- 
sons of the year, as a general port of entrance for 
vessels of every draught. 

On the other hand, all navigators, from Vancou- 
ver to Wilkes, concur in testifying to the safety of 
the entrance to Puget sound, and to the value of its 
harbors; as capable of receiving, and sheltering in 
perfect security, the largest fleet of line of battle 
ships the world ever saw brought together. Cap- 
‘tain Wilkes says: 

“ Nothing can exceed the beauty of these wa- 
“ters nor theirsafety: not a shoal exists within the | 
“Straits of Juan de Fuca, Admiralty inlet, Puget ; 
“sound, or Hood?s canal, that can, in any way, |! 
‘interrupt the navigation of a 74-gun ship. Iven- i) 
“ture nothing in saying there is no country in the i| 
‘world, that possesses waters equal to these. ””™— | 
Pol. IVY., p. 305. | 

I repent my question: is it of no practical im- 
portance whether or not we, as the future owners | 
of Oregon, cede to Great Britain the only safe har- ;; 
bors in that country, retaining not even one road- 
stead of value along the entire Pacific coast? Is the | 
maritime control of Oregon a matter so trifling that |} 
we are tamely to surrvnder it to England, merely 
because, without a color of title, she sees fitto ask | 
us for it? According to what code of logic or | 
morals does it become our imperative duty submis- 
sively to give way, for this only reason, that she 
chooses pertinaciously to insist? 

See, in her very pertinacity, the proof how well 
she-estimates—how differently from the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Winrurop,] or the gen- 
teman from Virginia, [Mr. PenpLeron]—the 
value of this disputed tract and its magnificent har- 
hors. She is experienced: she is far-seeing, She 
looks to practical results. On the table of her Cab- 
inet lie minute topographical surveys of the Straits 
of Fuca, of Admiralty inlet, of the harbors of Pu- 
get. From the first moment of negotiation she con- 
tended for these; to the very last she has adhered 
to her pretensions. And whenever the day comes, 
if come it does, when she shall relinquish to us that | 
master key to the commerce of the Columbia val- 
ley, then will a favorite and Jong-cherished plan of 
hers fall to the ground: the plan of settling, with 
British subjects, quietly, but exclusively, this dis- 
trict of country. A distinguished gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Ruerr] seems to perceive no 
evidence, or danger, of any such plan. I ask him, 
ig it to go for nothing, that while seven thousand 
American citizens have already settled south of the 
Columbia, not one, no, not even one, has found a 
home north of that stream? Are we to pass over, 
as of no serious import, the fact, that the Hudson 
| Bay Company deliberately, if without violence, in- 
duce the removal, to what they call the American 
side of the river, of every citizen of these States 
who attempts a settlement on what they persist in 
calling the British side? Must we have stronger 
portents still? I can furnish them. The following 
paragraph is from Wilkes’s narrative : 

“As the charter of the Hudson Bay Company 
‘precludes their engaging in agricultural opera- 
t tions, another company. has been organized: un- 
‘ der the ‘title of the Puget Sound Company, and its 
‘ officers are exclusively chosen from among them.” 
s% * « The capital of the Puget Sound Company | 
‘is £500,000;” (that is, about two millions and a 
‘half of dollars.) “The operations of the com- 


“pany are, in consequence, large; they began by i 


‘ making large importations of stock from Califor- 
‘nia, and some ‘of the best breeds of cattle from 
«England: = They have also entered into farming 
‘on an extensive scale,” &c.—Vol. IF., p: 329. 

The Puget Sound Company, observe; their cen- 
tre of operations being Fort Nisqually, at the south- 
ern extremity of the sound; the very point at 
which, in all probability, a line of communication 
hence to China and the East Indies would termi- 
nate, and the consequent point of embarcation of 
the Asiatic trade; the New Orleans, in short, of 
the Columbia valley, with half the world directly 
open to the vessels that shall leave ‘her wharves. 
And this Puget Sound Company has the chartered 
right, and the capital, to found extensive agricul- 
tural settlements; settlements of the most perma- 
nent kind; settlements which must inevitably and 
rapidly spread out, from that centre, south to the 
very banks of the Columbia. 

And then, whose will that country be? How 
will the British Government dare, even if she 
would, neglect or abandon the British interests 
that will have sprung up under the protection and 
privilege of her own lawsand charters? — , 

Does the gentleman from South Carolina think 
that all this is going on just as it should? that we 
have but to fold our hands, in sagacious inactivity, 
and look quietly on, and all will be well? Then 
may we a declare, when the thunder growls, 
that there is no'storm inthe air. Then may the 
patrol slumber in security at his post, even when 
the enemy’s cannon give warning note that he is 
advancing, in mass, to the onset. 

I pass to the second proposition of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, that if, under any circum- 
stances, we sufler war to arise, we thereby bring 
discredit on our country, and dishonor on the age 
in which we live. i 

Discredit! dishonor! Strong terms! 1 have al- 
ready shown that we contend for no trifle, for no 
unprofitable right, The only remaining contin- 
gency under which such charges can jusily apply, 
is, if we contend for that which is no right at all, 
for that which is but a profitable wrong. 

Sir, if there be a situation in life, public or pri- 
vate, where a wise and just man will set jealous 
guard on his reason, itis, when he bends its pow- 


i ers to decide a question of disputed right, to which 


he is one of the parties. The best of us are but 
men. Our longings tinge our judgments. ‘That 
which we desire should be, how readily do we 
find, or frame, a plea to ieee ! When our wishes 
urge, or our interests solicit, how prone are we all 
to rush upon conclusions, to which our unbribed. 
reason would never have assented ! 

In a spirit of scrupulous self-watch fulness, then, 
let us approach this quéstion.” In the great cause 
now pending between us and England, before the 
tribunal of the civilized world, let us adopt the 
principles of her declaration rather than those of 
our own; let us take the testimony of her witness- 
es, rather than of those it is our equal privilege to 
summon. And if, even out of these materials, of 
our opponent’s own selection, we can still erect an 
impregnable title, not only to what we have claim- 
ed, but to much that we have offered to relinquish, 
then even self-jealousy may be satisfied, and the 
judgment of a candid world must, perforce, be 
given in our favor. 

England, pending this negotiation, has virtually 
abandoned all claims founded on discovery or prior 
settlement; a very sufficient proof that she does 
not consider them tenable. in the official state- 
ment by her plenipotentiaries, appended’ to . the 
protocol of the sixth conference held in December, 
1826, they declare: ; 

“ Whatever title may have been, however, either 
‘on the part of Great Britain, or on the part of 
‘Spain, prior to the convention of 1790, it was, 
‘from thence forward, no longer to be traced in 
‘vague narratives of discoveries, many of them apoc- 
‘ryphal, but in the text and stipulations of that con- 
‘vention itself.’’—Doc. 199, H. R., 20th Cong., 
Ist session, p. 52. 

This proposition, if it be -admitted, narrows 
down the whole controversy to a very simple 
point; to an: examination, namely, ‘of the “ text 
and stipulations” of the convention in question, as 
the only just source of title, in either nation, to 
territory on the northwest coast. 

_ Our négotiators have argued, that this conven- 
tion, being but of a temporary character, was an- 
nulled by the war between Spain and Great Bri- 
tain, deciared in 1796: But Mr. Pakenham still 
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stoutly maintains. the contrary, In his letter, to 

‚Mr. Buchanan of July last, hé-says: Steg 
_“ The Nootka Sound. convention has continued 

‘in full and complete force up to the present mo- 

‘ ment.” Be ee 

_ He argues, in another part of the same letter, 

in regard to this convention, that : 

“It must be considered as an acknowledgment of 

. ‘existing rights, an admission of certain principles 
‘of international law, not to be revoked at the 
‘ pleasure of either party, or to be set aside by a 
‘ cessation of friendly relations between them,” 

In so far as the convention actually recognises ter- 
ritorial rights then existing, there is force in the 
above view. And, at all events, after such a de- 
claration, England is forever barred from demur- 
ring to any conclusion, to which, following the 
text and stipulations of that convention, we may 
justly arrive. : 

Now, taking the words of that convention thus 
expressly appealed to by Great Britain, interpret- 
ing these in their plain and obvious sense, corrob- 
orated and elucidated by the most authentic com- |! 
mentaries thereon, I assert, broadly and positively, 
that this very document recognises in Spain—and 
consequently in us as Spain’s assignee—an azso- 
LUTE AND UNDIVIDED RIGHT OF TERRITORY UP TO 
THE LATITUDE OF FORTY-NINE AND A HALF: and, 
IN BOTH NATIONS A JOINT RIGHT OF SETTLEMENT 
THENCE TO THE BOUNDARY SINCE AGREED UPON 
with Russa. . | 

I repeat it: by the Nootka Sound convention, 
England wholly relinquishes to Spain all territorial 
right south of latitude forty-nine and a half; and 
grants to that country equal right with herself 
north of that parallel. 

As to the accuracy and justice of this view of the 
case, I submit it, without one doubt as to the re- 
sult, alike to scrupulous friends at home, and to 
just-minded enemies abroad. If to the learned 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayy,] who did 
notalhide to it yesterday in his argument on title, 
or to any one else, it seems overstrained, his atten- || 
tion T ask to the proofs J am about to adduce. 
Let him suffer me, in the first place, to refer him 
to an episode in British history, instructive in it- 
self, as a specimen of the temper and policy of 
that powerful Government, and especially interest- 
ing in connexion with her diplomacy at the present 
day. 

Twas in 1790. William Pitt, the ablest of tory 

statesmen, the best friend of negro freedom in Eng- 
land-and of feudal slavery in France,—William 
Pitt was Prime Minister. In May of that year, a 
royal message declared to parliament that certain |) 
British vessels had been seized on the northwest |} 
coast of America by a Spanish officer, and that a 
demand for satisfaction had been fruitlessly made 
upon Spain. The message therefore recommend- || 
ed vigorous preparations for war. 

In confirmation of this alleged outrage on the 
British flag, a memorial was, a few days after- 
wards, presented to Parliament, signed by one John 
Meares, commander of the vessels in question, in 
which he stated, that he had reached Nootka, on 
a trading voyage, in 1788; that he had then pur- 
chased from Maquinna, the native chicf, *¢a spot 
* of ground whereon he built a house for his occa- 
t sional residence; that he afterwards proceeded to 
“China; and in 1789 sent two vessels to the north+ 
* west. coast ; that these had been seized in the 
*name of the Spanish King, while at anchor in 
* Nootka sound, by Don Martinez, who had pre- | 
s viously made a Spanish settlement there ; that 
* their crews had been sent as usurpers to a Span- 
‘ish prison ; and that the flag of Spain had been 
‘hoisted.on ‘the lands’ belonging to the memo- |; 
* yialist.”” 3 

A negotiation ensued. Spain offered to submit 
the matter to arbitration, by any one of the Kings 
of Europe, to be chosen by England; but the Brit- 


ish Government, not then as much in favor of that |! 


mode of settling a dispute as now, refused all arbi- 
tration and hastened her military preparations ; 
equipping, by incredible exertions and at a cost of 
fifteen million dollars, seventy ships of the line in 
five months. Spain, in this emergency, applied 
for aid to the National Assembly of France; and 
Mirabeau reported in-her favor. The language of 
his report might almost be supposed to have sup- 
lied a text for use in our own day: 
« Shall we do so much injustice (said he) to the 


t for the acquisition of so distant, so barren a spot 
‘of ground,’” a endian fede met 

With many high compliments to England, the 
report concludes, that Spain must not be deserted 
at a- moment of danger; and, accordingly, the As- 
sembly voted an-augmentation of the naval force. 
Bat the reluctance of France-to engage in a war 
with England soon became so apparent, that Spain, 
finding herself pressed, with haughty urgency, for 
a categorical answer, and. considering that Great 
Britain had augmented her navy to a hundred and 
fifty-eight sail-of-the-line, while her own numbered 
but seventy line-ships, finally, in October of the 
same year, submitted to necessity, and signed, at 
the Escurial, the celebrated Convention or Noot- 
KA; the same since claimed by England as the 
basis of all her territorial rights on the northwest 
coast. 

It behooves us to examine, with strict care, the 
provisions of that convention. 

Its first and second articles declare, that ‘ the 
buildings and tracts of land of which the subjects 
of his Britannie Majesty were dispossessed,’’ in 


| 1789, shall be restored; and that just reparation 


shall be made for all acts of violence and forcible 
seizure of property on the northwest coast. 

Its third article secures to both nations the navi- 
gation and fishery in the Pacific and South seas, 
“ subject, nevertheless, to the provisions and re- 
strictions specified in the three following articles;”’ 
that is to say, the 4th, 5th, and 6th. 

The fourth article prohibits British subjects from 
navigating or fishing within ten sca leagues of any 
Spanish settlement. 

And the fifth article, the most important of the 
whole, lying at the very basis of the present dis- 
pute, reads thus: 

“An. 5. It is agreed that, as well in the places 
‘which are to be restored to the British subjects 
‘by virtue of the first article, as in all other parts 
‘of the northwestern coasts of North America, or 
‘of the islands adjacent, situated to the north of 
‘the coast already occupied by Spain, wherever 
‘the subjects of the two Powers shall have made 
‘settlements since the month of April, 1789, or 
‘shall hereafter make any, the subjects of the other 


i ‘shall have free access, and shall carry on their 


‘trade without any disturbance or molestation.” 
(The sixth article refers to South America.) 
Observe, I pray you, the wording of this arti- 

cle, The species of joint occupation thereby es- 

tablished is to be,as well at Nootka, if land be 


| there restored to British subjects, as in other parts 


of the northwest coast, * situated to the north of the 
parts ALREADY OCCUPIED by Spain.” “Occupied”? 
is the word, not even legally possessed; and ¢* al- 


| ready occupied:” that is, at the date of the conven- 


tion, to wit: on the 28th of October, 1790. That, 
at that date, Nootka had been ‘already. occupied 
by Spain,” is a fact which no one pretends to 


| deny; a fact established, indeed, by the memorial 


of Meares itself. 

But the latitude of Nootka is a little north of 
forly-nine and a half, It follows, that by that very 
convention to which the British commissioners 
appeal, in which they profess to discover thé sole 
authentic source of all territorial rights on the 
northwest coast, England has not a shadow of a 


| claim south of forty-nine and a half, and but a joint 


right of settlement north of that latitude. 

Is this a new view of the subject? a new inter- 
pretation of that convention and the reciprocal 
rights it confirms? It may be new to many mem- 
bers of this House. It may be new, even among 
the arguments called forth by the negotiations on 
this subject; for our negotiators, not admitting 
that the Nootka Convention is still in force, may 
not have deemed it necessary scrupulously to test 
the bearing of its provisions. Tt is not new to 
England, no matter with what skilful ingenuity 


| she has hitherto kept it out of sight. To the Brit- 


ish Cabinet it is nearly as old as thé convention 
itself. It is established by that commentary on 
the convention, of all others the most authentic, 
namely, the debates in Parliament occurring but a 


| few weeks after its signature, and growing out of 
the usual motion for an address of thanks to the | 


King on the oceasion. 


vote of thanks. How does this apologist of the 
crown construe the rights accruing under the con- 
vention? Hear him: 


«character of two enlightened nations as to sup- 
‘pose they would lavish their blood and treasure 


m 


«We are not only restored to Nootka, but we 
| ‘may participatein a more northern settlement, if we 


In the Lords, the Duke of Montrose moved the | 


“was free ft to. on, no place- being oceu~ 
‘pied there by a Spanish colony.” irl. Hist., 
vol. 28, p. 980. A a E ER ES, pee 
Prince William’s Sound lies in sixty north lati- 
tude, more than sever. hundred miles north of 
Nootka. If Mr, Smith were still alive, hé would 
have to settle that claim with the Russians; not 
with us. ; Nene te 
But the chief debate in. the Lower. House, and 
that which is decisive of the entire question, was 
between the two. master. spirits of the day, Fox 
and Pitt. ‘To it I invite-your special attention. 
Mr. Fox, whose patriotism no man ever. doubt- 
ed, first makes a concession of t test im- 
portance to Spain. He said: ee 
“ He was as much a friend to the claims of Spain, 
‘sanctioned by. the treaty vol UirechtycasCotnt 
‘Florida Blanca, or. any, Spanish minister, becouse 
£ they were founded ‘in, justice... These were, anex- 
‘ clusive right of territory, navigation and commerce, 
‘on the seas and coasts of Spanish America., The 
‘absurd and extravagant claims arose from extend- 
‘ing the term Spanish America, to seas. and coasts 
‘where Spain had no-right of occupancy. To what 
‘did we object before, but to the indefinite limits 
‘of Spanish America? The objection still remain- 
‘ed; for the limits of Spanish America were still 
‘undefined. ”™=—p. 991. ; cto dep o 
Following up the same argument, he adds: | 
“Where our admitted right of set ntoh the 
‘northwest coast commenced was completely un- 
‘defined. If it was suid at Nootka, we did not know 
‘ that Nootka would be restored.”’—Ibid, © 
And again: os 
“ Thus.we had given up. 
d 


all right to settle, except 
‘ for temporary purposes, South. of the S 


oth 


‘ish selilementsy or: in. th M, if 
‘they happened to be distant blained 
San admission of our-right north, 


“and even that we had not.obtained with'clearness. 
‘As Spanish setilemegts were the only mark of 
‘limits, suppose we wéfe to meet with one farther 
‘to the north than we expected, and a dispute were 
‘to arise, whether it was new or old, it would be 
‘some difficulty to send out our builders to decide, 
6&e."—p. 995.6 7 pce E 

Such were Mr. Fox’s interpretations of the con- 
vention. Will it be argued, that ‘they are but the 
; Opinions of an opposition member, however. dis- 
tinguished for probity and ability? But we have 
the reply of Mr. Pitt, officially recorded, to prove 
what was admitted and what denied by the British 
cabinet. 

Iwill ask my fellow-members to read that speech 
of Mr. Pitt, as they will find it in the “ Parliamen- 
tary History. of England,” from the first word to 
the last. . They will find there. not one syllable 
contradicting the assertions made, and inferences 
drawn by his great rival, in the foregoing extracts. 
Mr. Fox had said that Spain’s claim of exclusive 
territory in Spanish America was founded in jus- 
tice. No denial of thisby.Mr. Pitt. “My. Fox had 
asserted, that either Nootka, if indeed: Nootka was 
restored, or a yet: more. northern. Spanish settle- 
ment, if such should: hereafter be found, was-the 
mark of limit on.the north of Spanish America. 
. Mr, Pitt’s silence admits the accuracy of this in- 
terpretation. Mr. Fox. had declared, that to. the 
south of thése Great Britain had renounced. all 
right of sovercigniy or permanent. setilement. 
That, too, by passing it over unanswered, Mr. 
Pitt concedes. Nay, the British minister goes fur- 
ther yet. In reply to the inference deduced by Mr. 
Fox from the above, that * every new: regilation 
|, Was a concession, not an acquisition,” Mr. Pitt 
i} admits: Í Poti 
i| ‘< That though what this country. (Great 
| {had gained consisted not of. new rights, it. 
i} tainly did of new advantages. ”——p: 1002 0 
|. And then he proceeds.to eXpatiate on. territorial 
rights acquired” on the privilege of settlement south 
to San Francisco? Nota wo 
Whale fishery and its advan 
ii he winds -up his speech. 
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in-standing; knowing, tod; 


that'the nex 


hat'the jorning the thousand tongues of the 
ress. were to declare these aloud, to “England, to 


ivilized world; is it, I ask, ‘within 
ossibility; that: such a minister 
ered all this without. protest or 


The conclusion is irresistible, that, let England’s 
pretensions on the northwest coast be, at the pre- 
sent day, what they will, they extended, in 1790, 
no further than toa joint right of settlement north 
of latitude forty-nine and a-half, shared with her 
equally by Spain. Such was, then, the “ac 
knowledgment of existing rights,” which, Mr. 
Pakenham declares, ‘cannot be! revoked at the 
pleasure of either party.” 

I might here rest, without another word, the 
whole case. But itis useful, as well as curious, to 
pursue the matter a little further, and trace the 
growth of these pretensions of England, from their 
modest shape in 1790, to their overgrown form at 
the present day. 

The first opportunity on which England, in ac- 
cordance with o policy which has gradually secured 
to her the dominion of a large portion of the world, 
saw fit to push onward’ her. territorial claims in 
Northwestern America, was the appointment of 
commissioners to carry out the first article af the 
Nootka convention. 

The celebrated navigator Vancouver was ap- 
pointed on behalf of England, and a Sefior Quadra 


_, in a word, the Spanish commissioner put upon 
ilié provisions of the convention the very Same in- 
terpretation which had been 
hiely and uncontradicted, by Fox and others in the 
British Parliament, two years before. 


‘eouver in possession of the spot Mr. Meares had 


ut upon them, pub- 


Subsequently, Seftor Quadra offered to leave Van- 


occupied, and even to place at his command the 
houses, gardens, and offices, thén occupied by the 
Spaniards, whilst himself retired; but. ‘¢ without 
prejudice to the legitimate right of Spain.” 

fo this. Vancouver declared, that he was not au- 
thorized to agree. He contended that the words 
t“ buildings. and tracts of land” employed in the 
first article of the convention could not possibly be 
construed to mean merely a triangular spot hardly 
containing one acre of ground, and 

“That at least the whole port of Nootka, of 
‘which his Majesty’s subjects had been foreibly 
‘ dispossessed, and at which themselves, their ves- 
‘sels and cargoes had been captured, must have | 
‘ been the proposed object of restitution.’’—~Foyage, 


vol. 2, p. 375. hi 
; before the memorial concludes, however, this mod- 


He also put forward the British claim, then for 
the first time asserted, to equal settlement with 
Spain, south to latitude thirty-eight; declaring that 
he 

‘ Conceived Port St. Francisco to be the north- 
‘ernmost settlement occupied by the subjects of 
‘ His Catholic Majesty, in April, 1789.’’— Voyage, 
vol. 2. p. 350. 

This, by the way, was not, in any 
question; the words ‘ already occupied” clearly re- 
erring to the date of the convention, to wit, Octo- 
ber, 1790; and not, by any possible construction, | 
as Vancouver would have them refer, to the date | 
of the alleged capture. 

As an ollset to the evidence of Captains Gray 
and Ingraham, and, so far as it appears, as the | 
sole warrant beyond the words of the convention, 
for his demand of the whole settlement of Nootka, 


sense, the 


on the part of Spain. “They met at Nootka, in | 
August, 1792; and the account of their negotiation 
is given to us by Vancouver, in the narrative of his | 
voyage, Their respective views as to the lands to 
be restored were soon found to differ very widely. 

Quadra maintained that Meares never bad actu- | 
ally purchased any land at Nootka; that he had | 
never even had possession of any, except a single 
spot, “forming nearly an equilateral triangle, not 
extending a hundred yards on any one side, bound- | 
ed in front: by the sea, and on the other two sides 
hy high eraggy rocks,” on which isolated spot 
Mr, Meares had erected: his temporary’ residence. 
He adduced, in proof of ‘his: assertions, the testi- 
mony of two American captains, (Gray ‘and Mm- 
graham,) who had been present at Nootka in 1788, 
and during the whole proceedings in 1789. These 
gentlemen depose, that though they remained there 
nine months, and could: converse perfectly with 
the natives, they never ‘heard of any purchase of 
land by Meares, i ` 

In regard to buildings, and in proof that even the 
above apot of ground was abandoned by Meares, 
when his last vessel, (the Iphigenia,) commanded 
by a Captain Douglass, left the Sound, in the nu- 
tumn of 1788, they add: 

“On the arrival of the Columbia, in the year 
€ 1788, there was a house, or rather a hut; consist- 
t ing of rough posts, covered with boards, made by 
‘ the Indians; Pat this Captain Douglass pulled to 
‘ pieces prior to his sailing to the Sandwich islands, 
‘the same year. The boards he took on board the 
‘Iphigenia, and the roof he gave to Captain Ken- 
‘drick; which was cut up and used as firewood on 
“board the Columbia ; so that on the arrival of Don 
s Martinez, there was no vestige of any house re- 
t maining.” —Proofs and Illustrations to Greenhow’s 
Oregon, p: 415: 

Under these circumstances Señor Quadra very 
naturally concluded, that Mcares had been dispos- 
sessed of neither lands nor buildings; and, conse- 

uently, that there was nothing to deliver up.” | 
tte observed, at the same time, (so Vancouver in- 
forms us:) A E n E f 

“That Nootka ought to be the last or most north- 
t wardly Spanish settlement ; that there the dividing point 
‘ should be fized; and that; from thence to the ‘north- 
“ward: should befree for énirance, use, and com- 
< merceto both parties, conformably with the fifth ar- 
‘ticle of the convention; that establishments should 
“not be formed without permission of the respective 
‘courts; and that the English should not pass tothe 


south of Fuca.”——Vancouver’s Voyage, vol: 2, p: 342. |) 


Vancouver brings forward the depositions of a 
certain Robert Duffin, supercargo under Meares, 
and who was with him at Nootka in 1788. Van- | 


according to his version, is as follows: 

“ Mr. Meares, attended by himself (Duffin) and | 
‘Mr. Robert Funter, on the 17th or 18th of May, | 
* 1788, went on shore and bought of the two chiefs, i 
‘Maquilla and Callicum, the whole of the land that | 
‘forms the Friendly Cove, Nootka Sound, in Fis | 
‘ Majesty’s name, for eight or ten sheets of copper, | 
‘and some trifling articles: that the natives were | 
‘perfectly satisfied, and, with the chiefs, did hom- 
“age to Mr. Meares as their sovereign, according to 
‘the custom of the country,” &c.—Foyage, vol. 2: 
pp. 370, 371. 

This statement of Duffin’s is an utter falschood; 
whether. suborned for the occasion or not, wé may 
not now determine: Great Britain’s own principal 
witness shall disprove it—the reputed sovereign, 
the very man who is said to have made this im- 
portant purchase, and who published, the next 
year, the narrative of his voyage and his claims | 
and his wrongs—even Mr. Meares himself. Here ! 
he is, in very respectable quarto form. © And what 
is his testimony? What says his daily journal of 
the proceedings at Nootka? Under date the 16th 
of May, 1788, (Duffin has it the 17th or 18th,) 
Meares says that he had a visit from the two 
Nootka chiefs. He adds: 

“A present consisting of copper, iron, and other 
‘ gratifying. articles, was made to the chiefs Ma- 
‘quilla and Callicum; who, on receiving it, took 
‘off their sea-otter garments, threw them, in the 
‘most graceful manner, at our feet, and remained, 
‘in the unattired garb of nature, on the deck.”— 
Poyage, p. 113—114. 

A present observe; and generously returned, too. 
But 1s there no mention made, on that day, or on 
the 17th or 18th, of the purchase of Nootka: noth- 
ing said of the flattering homage done to Mr. | 
Meares as sovereign? Not a syllable, either on} 
the 17th, 18th, 19th, 20th, nor any other day. 
The sole foundation for this romance of the super- 
cargo, if foundation it have at all, is to bé found in 
Meares’s journal, under date of the 25th of that 
month, whens he says: 9° Sse: 

** Maquilla had not only most readily consented 
‘to-grant us a spot of ground in his territory; 
‘ whereon a house might be built for the accommo- 
‘dation of the people we intended to leave there, 


“but had promised us also his assistance in for- 


‘warding: our. works, and his protection of the 
‘ party . who were destined to remain. at Nootka 
‘during our absence. . In return for this kindness, 
‘the chief was presented with a pair of pistols, 
t which he had regarded with an. eye of solicitude 
‘ever since our arrival.”’— Voyage, p. 114. 

Was ever, in a grave dispute between two great 
nations, pretension so idle supported by falsehood 
so shameless! The whole proceeding is a type, 
but.too strictly faithful, of England's retensions 
on the Northwest coast... Thus.it stands: 

, Meares, a British trader, in search of furs, puts 
into Nootka Sound. There, according to his. own 
story told his own way, the native chief * con- 
sents to. grant,” not to sell, a “ spot. of ground,” 
whereon he may build; and. ‘in return for this 
kindness”—no pretence here of payment, even for 
that spot of ground—the trader makes to the chief 
a small present. In the commencement of this 
man’s memorial laid before Parliament two years 
afterwards, it is still only “a spot of ground, 
whereon to build a house for his oceasional resi- 
dence;” but it is purchased from Maquilla. Even 


est spot of ground has swelled into ‘the lands . 
belonging to your memorialist.” 

The men in buckram increase in number as the 
drama proceeds. By themonth of October, 1790, 
and in the words of the convention, it had become 
“ buildings and tracts of land,” of which Meares 
had been dispossessed; and when two years more 
had passed over the transaction, nothing short of 
the whole settlement of Nootka, with the recogni- 
tion of Meares as sovercign of the territory, would 


| satisfy the voraciously increasing appetite of the 
| British claim. 


Spain, as may well be supposed, was not pre- 


pared to keep pace with these yearly-increasing 


demands. Quadra and the British navigator part- 
ed in personal kindness, but after a fruitless nego- 
tiation; Nootka remaining in the possession of 
Spain. Vancouver expressly says: 

“ J requested in conversation the next day (Sep- 


with .;| ‘tember 16, 1792,) to be informed if he (Quadra) 
couver gives, in his voyage, but the substance of |! « was positively resolved to adhere, in the restitu- 


this man’s evidence; of which the material part, 1 


‘tion of this country, to the principles contained 
‘in his last letter? And on receiving from him a re- 
‘ply in the affirmative, I acquainted him that I 
‘should consider Nootka as e Spanish port; and re- 
‘quested his permission to carry on the necessary 
‘employments on shore, which he very politely 
‘gave.”’—Voyage, vol. 2, p. 367, 368. 

Two years after this negotiation, namely, in Sep- 
tember, 1794, Vancouverreturned to Nootka, found 
the Spanish flag still. flying: there; and, Quadra 
having. died meanwhile, found Señor Alava ap- 
pointed commandant of Nootka.. From this gen- 
tleman he learnt that he (Alava) had been appoint- 
ed “for the particular purpose of finishing the 
pending negotiation.” . But no instructions from 
England had reached Vancouver, and he left Noot- 
ka without effecting anything. 

Two months. later, at. Monterey, Vancouver 
says that Alava received instructions, of which he 
confided a part to the British navigator; and these 
instructions, so Vancouver tells us, would enable 
an amicable adjustment “ nearly on the terms of- 
fered to Señor Quadra in September, 1792.” But 
still, no instrnetions to Vancouver; who accord: 
ingly returned to England, leaving the whole mat- 
ter open as before. ' = 

So far, then, it is confessed, that for more. than 
four years after the signature of .a. convention 
wrung from Spain by menace and. lavish warlike 
preparation, she remained in peaceful and undis- 
turbed possession of the entire settlement of Noot- 
ka. Nor is there any evidence, unless we consid- 
er as such a vague ‘report alluded to by an un- 
distinguished navigator, that one foot of land in 
that sound was ever surrendered by Spain to Eng- 
land, A Captain Broughton, in his Voyage to 
the Pacific,”’ in 1795~’6, tells us that in March, 
1796, he made the harbor of Nootka; and he adds: 

“I sent an officer into the cove for intelligence, 
‘who returned at noon, and: reported there were 
‘no vessels in it, and that the spot on which the 
‘ Spanish settlement formerly stood was now—oceu- 
‘ pied by an Indian village.” —Voyage, p. 50. 

He then:goés on to say: 

“‘ Maquinna, the chief of Nootka, paid us a visit 
“here; and he and Clupanutch, another chief, 
‘ brought me several letters, dated March, 1795, 

which informed me that Captain Vancouver sailed 
‘from Monterey the Ist of December, 1794, for 
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< England; and that the Spaniards had delivered 
f up the port of Nootka, &c., to Lieutenant Pierce 
4 of the marines, agreeably to the mode of restitu- 
‘tion settled between the two courts. A letter 
‘from the Spanish officer, Brigadier Alava, in- 
: formed me of their sailing in March, 1795, from 

“Several letters,” Captain Broughton: saya 
from whom we are not even informed: and Senor 
Alava mentions nothing of the surrender, but only 
that the Spaniards had left the place. 

A recent English historical work of réputation, 
with the name of the Queen and most of the nobil- 
ity on its list of subscribers, varies this story thus: 

“it may be mentioned here* that; in 1795, this 
‘ territory was formally taken possession of by Lieu- ; 
€ tenant Pierce of the British navy, and received | 
‘the name of King George’s sound. ’—Adolphus’s 
Reign of George II, vol. 4, p. 502. 

Nothing about a surrender here. It ‘was 
formally taken possession of,” and named—a very | 
easy thing for a Lieutenant Pierce, or any one 
else to do, after the Spaniards had vacated the set- | 
tlement. | 

Whence this “ Lieutenant Pierce of the marines” 
sprang, all of a sudden, does not appear. Van- 
couver says not a word, in his voyage, of leaving 
any one at Nootka. And, on the face of it, it is a 
thing most unlikely that England should intrust 
the ultimate settlement of a dispute that cost her 
millions, and had bafiled the diplomacy of Van- 
couver, to a simple lieutenant of marines. 

But further: even conceding all these glaring im- | 

robabilities, we neither know what amount of 
and was restored, nor under what conditions or 
limitations the surrender is alleged to have been 
made. Nor could’ the simple surrender of any 
“ buildings and tracts of land’? there, alter the fact | 
that Nootka was, in October, 1790, * already oc- 
cupied by Spain;’’ nor the express stipulation of 
the convention, that, north of that point of occupa- 
tion only, was the coast to be free for settlement | 
‘to both Powers. 

Yet even this is not the entire case. 
rians—the only two I have found whose works 
date within a few years of this transaction—one a 
French authority, the other British—agree in de- 
nying that there was any restitution whatever. Se- 
gur the elder, French Ambassador successively at 
the courts of St. Petersburg, Berlin, and Vienna, 
writing, in 1801, a ‘Political Picture of Europe 
from 1786 to 1796,” says: ` 

“England, under the flimsy pretence of reclaim- 
‘ing some contraband ships taken by the Spaniards | 
‘on the west coast of North America, threatened | 
‘to declare war against Spain.”? * * « France, 
‘after a short hesitation, notwithstanding the dis- | 
t order of her finances, determined to support Spain | 
‘against the English. And the Cabinet of Lon- 
“don, intimidated by this energetic and unexpect- 
“ed resolution, postponed its ambitious projects, con- | 
‘ tented ilself with the restitution of the Eengtish vessels | 
‘ that had been captured, and agreed with the Court | 
‘of Madrid mutually to disarm.’’—Segw’s Reign 
of Frederick William, vol. 2, pp. 153 and 171. 

‘The motive may be incorrectly inferred’; but as 
to the fact, we can hardly suppose it unknown to 
one of the most noted diplomatists of the day. 

The testimony of the British historian Belsham, 
writing in 1805, but ten years after the date of the 
affair, is still more distinct. In summing up the 
history of the Nootla aflair, he says: , 

‘So insignificant was the object in contest, that 
‘no one, either in or out of Parliament, has, so far 
‘as appears, thought it worth while to inquire 
‘ whether restoration has really been made in the 
t mode prescribed by the treaty or not. Itis certain, 
‘nevertheless, from the most authentic subsequent 
‘information, that the Spanish flag flying at the fort 
‘and settlement of Nootka was never struck, and 
‘that the whole territory has been virtually relin- 
‘ quished by Great Britain.”’—~Belsham’s History of | 
England, vol. 8, p, 337-8.. | 

And again, in the appendix to the same volume, | 
after giving the official documents connected with 
the dispute, he adds: 

«But though England, at the expense of three 
‘ millions; extorted from the Spaniards a promise 
£ of restoration and reparation, it is well ascertain- 
‘ ed, first, that the settlement in question never was 
< restored by Spain, nor the Spanish flag at Nootka | 
vever struck; and secondly, that no settlement has | 
v ever been subsequently attempted by England on | 


Two histo- |! 


‘ethe Californian coast.”’—Appendia, pp. 40-41. 


The Edinburgh Review. of July last takes nearly 
the same view of the facts. Itswords'are: 
_ -Vancouver left Nootka sound in the possession 
‘of the Spaniards; and there is considerable doubt 


3 © whether any lands were ever restored to Meares, 


‘or whether there. were any to restore. All we 
‘know is, that, in 1795, all parties, Spaniards and 
‘English, had abandoned. Nootka Sound, and ‘it 
‘has not been re-oceupied.”°— Review, p. 256, 257. 

‘And, finally, corroborating. evidence of the 
strongest and most authentic kind, in proof that 
Nootka was never surrendered to Great Britain by 
Spain, and that Spain regarded her exclusive right 
south of Nootka as adniitted, is to be found ina 
ver y curious original Spanish manuscript, presérv- 
ed in the Library of Congress, and entitled “Con- 
fidential Instructions for the Kingdom of New 
Spain,” drawn up by Count Gigédo, former Vice- 
roy, and addressed to his successor, the Marquis 
Branciforte, dated June 30, 1794. 

Tn these instructions, given, it ought to be borne 
in mind, strictly as a matter of confidential busi- 
ness, and not, by possibility, for the sake of effect, 
the ex-viceroy says, in paragraph 711: 

“ Moreover, it will always be necessary that 
‘there be, in one of these ports, either in that of 
‘San Francisco or Bucarely or that of Nootka itself, 
‘in pursuance of the standing agreement with the 
§ Government of England, some vessels and detach- 
‘ments of ours, to make respected the authority 
‘of the sovereign,” &c. 

We can hardly have anything more conclusive. 
And equally to the point is a portion of paragraph 
713; in which, after giving it as his opinion that 
it was ‘ advisable to contract the Spanish limits as 
far as the Straits of Fuca,’’ Gigédo adds: 

“Your Excellency already knows how much 
‘the past dissensions have cost, notwithstanding 
t the good treatment which I gave the English pris- 
‘oners, and the compensation I ordered to be 
‘made for all their losses, which have, in a great 
t degree, smoothed the difficulties. A royal deter- 
‘mination, in conformity with these principles, 
‘has been received, for the abandonment of Nootka; 
‘to which service, | have, in consequence of the 
‘death of the former commissioner, assigned Bri- 
‘gadier Don Jose Manuel de Alava, on account of 
‘the incidents which might supervenc, and the 
‘ cautions given by the Court to observe the con- 
“duct of the English Commissioner.” 

Such are the facts of the case. And they would 
be equally conclusive of our title, even if Gray had 
never discovered the Columbia, and if Lewis and 
Clarke had never explored it. 

They are facts, too, I pray you to observe, al- 
most exclusively derived from British authorities, 
Lt is the man who is the sculptor, not the lion. And 
yet adopting their own version of the story, as- 
suming as now in force the document put forth by 
England as the sole authentic bill of territorial 
rights on the Northwest coast, and interpreting its 
provisions by the light of the debates ensuing 
thereon in her own Parliament, Ido not see how 
any candid man can resist the conclusion that Eng- 
land has no more right to a foot of soil south of 
forty-nine and a half than has the Emperor of Mo- 
rocco; and that the only portion of territory in re- 
gard to which she may talk of a compromising di- 
vision at all, is the tract from Nootka to the Kus- 
sian boundary—about five degrees of latitude—of 
which tract the centre line is about rirry-rwo; 
leaving us, if we suppose that compromise made, 
the whole of Vancouver’s island and the coast be- 
yond as far north as the southern point of Wash- 
ington or Queen Charlotte’s island. 

And now, let those who accuse our Government 
of grasping ambition and reckless contempt of 
right, stand forth and answer me. Has our Gov- 
ernment claimed more than its own? Has it offer- 
ed no sacrifices fur the sake of peace? By the text 
of British-claimed documents, by the showing of 
British authorities, latitude fifty-two is the fair line 
of compromise. And have we not proffered forty- 
nine? In a spirit, even of Quaker forbearance, 
have we not, to avert the calamities of war, ex- 
pressed our willingness to relinquish to British per- 
tinacity three degrees—three most important de- 
grees, too, embracing the valuable and command- 


| ing harbors of Vancouver’s island—upwards of 


two hundred miles of coast, which, on every prin- 
ciple of fairness and equity, is our own? 

I admit, to an able reasoner from South Caroli- 
ha, (Mr. Ruerr,] the consolidating influence of war, 
and Tadmit the lurking danger, in all republics, 


| of consolidation, Tad 


| of human. progress 
Lally of despotism. 


Mr. THURMAN, who spoke during the hour. 

Before entering upon the consideration of the 
main question, Mr. T. intended to do: what might 
be deemed a work of supererogation, viz: to dis- 
cuss the question brought up by the minority of 
the Committce on Foreign Affairs, for thatposition 
seemed to have been abandoned by almost every- 
body, both here and elsewhere. Th 
however, came from a respectable s 
an imposing form, and was entitled: to. considera~ 
tion. He briefly referred to the facts outviof which, 
the question before the committee arose: con- 
flicting claims of the United: States and Great Brit- 


Ce, 


ain to the territory of Oregon; the ons 
which’had taken place during the course of thirty 
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joint. occupancy, the last of which contained a pro- 
vision for its annulment at the option of either 
party, by giving one year’s notice of its intention 
to do it.” The question now before the committee 
was, Shall the United States give this notice? And 
shall it-be given by act of Congress? The minor- 
ity of the committee on Foreign Affairs denied the 
right of Congress, and asserted that the power to 
give this notice, and thereby annul that treaty, be- 


longed either to the Executive alone, or to the | 


treaty-making power, composed of the President 
and the Senate. It scemed to him that nothing 
could be more clear than that this power was a 
power to be exercised by the Legislature. A trea- 
ty, by the Constitution, was declared to be the su- 
preme lao of the land. That the power to annul 
a treaty, ora law, was not given in express terms 
by the Constitution, would readily be admitted ; 
and that the power of annulling a dae docs not be- 
long to the Executive, would seem clear enough 
from the fact that the Executive is the power to 
execute, and not the power to make or to annul 
a law, 

He knew that Gen. Hamilton once claimed that | 
the President possessed this power; but all who 
were familiar with the disenssion of that question, 
he believed, were satisfied that that position was a 
wrong one. Neither was this a power belonging 
to the lreaty-inaking power, viz: iho President and | 
Senate. The question was not whether the con- 
vention of 1827 should be annulled by a new: 
treaty; in this ease it would be a question for the | 
treaty-makine power to decide; Tur whether it | 
should be annulled by giving the notice provided 


years on those claims, resulting in’ two treaties of 


i 
iM 
| 


to hecome the ally of France in her contest. with 
Great Britain, and that a treaty, too, containing no 
provision authorizing the United States to annul it 
at pleasure; in the recognition by the Government, 
through the action of Congress, of the independ- 
ence of Mexico, Texas, and other independent 
Governments, carved out of the territories.of other 
Powers, which Powers still claimed dominion over 


Powers thus claiming; in the acts of Congress ad- 
mitting the products of foreign nations into this 
country on terms affecting treaties settling the 
terms on which foreign products shall be admitted 
into the United States,—these, and others which 


gress affected treaties made by the United States 
with foreign Powers. He assumed, then, that there 
could really he no doubt of the power of Congress 
to annul this convention by giving the required no- 
tice, and certainly gentlemen who contended that 
the President of the United States alone had the 
| power to annul a solemn treaty—the supreme law 
of the land—ought to maintain it by most power- 
ful arguments, and not to leave the matter, as had 
been done by the minority of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, onthe ground of a mere declara- 
tion. 

Mr. T. next proceeded to give his views on the 


might see fit. 
who knew him that he had quite as much confi- 


for by the treaty itself, Chat the giving this no- 
tice did not belong to the treaty-making power, | 
was clear, from the fact that if was neither the | 
making a treaty, nor anything incidental to a! 
treaty. A. treaty was in the nature of a contracts | 
it must be assented to by the parties entering into | 
it, But was the annulment of this convention, by 
‘giving this notice, a treaty? Who were the par- 
ties whose consent was necessary to it? Might 
not either party, without the consent of the other, 
give it? as, then, the giving the notice a treaty? 

Vasit an incident to'a treaty? So far from it, it 
was- for the annulment ola treaty; not for the ma- 
king any new treaty. This power did not then be- 
long to the treaty-making power, and that it did 
not belong to the judiciary, it needed no argument 
to show.” To what department, then, did it be- 
long? To the only other department of the Gov- 
ernment—the legislative. 

But not only because there was no other depart- 
montof the Government in which it could vest, 
hut because the right to exercise this power was 
plainly inelnded in ‘express grants to Congress, did 
this power belong to Congress. 

Mr. 'T. referred ta the respective clauses of the 
Constitution granting to Congress the power to 
** provide for the common defence and general wol- 
fare of the United States,” “ to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes,” and to declare war,” 
as being each sufficiently broad to include this 
power—the first, in case of its being necessary for 
te “common defence” to rid the territory of the 
‘United States of a foreign jurisdiction and foreign 
subjects}sthe second, inasmuch as the occupation 
of our territory by British subjects interfered with 
our commercial regulations, and our trade with the 
indians; and the third, inasmuch as, in order to put 
this country in a state of preparation for war, it 


| dence in the President of the United States as any 
i gentleman on this floor. Phat the President of the 
| United States would give this notice, should the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabavia be 
adopted, and promptly give it, he did not believe 
there could be the sliehtest doubt. He did not 


believe that any one, who looked at the recom- 
mendations of the President, or who knew the man, 
could hesitate for an instant in coming to this con- 


clusion He went further, and said if there was 
no other way of giving this notice to Great Britain 


mode than that proposed by the gentleman from 
Alabama, he (Mr. T) should vote for that propo- 
sitions but he should most profoundly regret the 
alternative of having either to see the notice-de- 
feated altogether, or having to see it adopted in the 
form proposed by the gentleman from Alabama. 
What was that proposition? It wasa proposition 
to vest in the President of the United States the 
power to annul one of the most solemn laws of the 
land at his own diseretion, "That was the propo- 
sition; and yet gentlemen who had occupied the 
attention of the committee day after day in assert- 
ing that the giving this notice would lead to war, 
were here found advocating a proposition which, 
if their views of the effect of the notice be correct, 
conferred upon the President the war-making pow- 
er. He meant nothing offensive to any one; but 
he must say that gentlemen of the opposite side, 
| who were advocating the amendment, showed 
| themselves exceedingly apt scholars, But a few 
months ago, many of them pofessed to be unac- 
quainted as to who Mr. Polk was. But so rapid 
| had been their progress, that they had not only 
i found out who he was, but they had ascertained 
that he was entitled to such confidence that they 
i proposed to confer upon him what they argued 


i 


was necessary to annul this treaty. The error, as 
he conceived, into which the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. had fallen, was, i 
supposing there was no such thing as a concurren 
jurisdiction between the different departments o 
this Government. 

But, in defence of the position, that the giving | 
this notice is within the power of Congress, and | 
in. controversion of the grounds taken by the mi- 
jority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, Mr. 
'T. proceeded to refer to the precedents of the ac- 
tion of Congress in the annulment of our treaty 


2 
t 
f 


| 


with France, under which it was contended, in 
> 


18 


| 


some quarters, that the United States were bound 


them—thus affecting our treaty relations with the | 


proposition of amendment of the gentleman from | 
i! Alabama, [Mr. Plies wnn, ] to authorize the Presi- | 
dent of the United Sites to give the notice to ter- | 
minate this treaty whenever, in his diseretion, he | 
Te (Mr. T.) need not say to those | 


—if the notice could pass this House in no other | 


he might add, all being cases in which acts of Con- || 


sponsibility of it, and to throw it over upon the 
President. But vest this power in the President, 


i| and he must either refuse to give the notice, or he 


must give it. Everybody knew he would give it; 
and the consequence would then be, if war follow- 
ed, that the people would not be found unanimous 
‘in its prosecution, but it would be said by some 
that the President had plunged the country into a 
war with Great Britain ruthlessly, rashly , and with- 
out necessity forit, But let the notice be given by 
Congress, and this danger would be avoided in a 
great degree. 

Mr. T. was, then, in favor of giving this notice 
by legislative actapositively requiring it to be 
given. Why should it not be given? However 
they might differ in other respects, there was 
scarcely a dissentient voice in this; no one was in 
favor of inactivity; all were in favor, as he under- 
| stood, of taking such measures as would secure us 
| the whole of Oregon—of raising troops, of erecting 
forts, of creating Indian agencies, extending our 
Jaws over our settlers in Oregon, and encouraging 
emigration thither. All were in favor of these 
measures; but the difference of opinion was, that 
some were in favor of them without the notice, 
and others were in favor of them in addition to 
the notice. But the notice itself, all admitted, would 
not be considered offensive to Great Britain; but 
the offence would arise from the circumstances in 
which it was given. These circumstances were 
the measures recommended, and in which all con- 
enrred; and would these measures be considered. 
less hostile without the notice? The effect of ta- 
king these measures, without giving the notice, 
would be to give Great Britain plausible ground of 
complaint against us, on the ground that while we 
pretend to the observance of treaties, both in the 
spirit as well as in the letter, we ave in the sprit, 
if not in the letter, violating this treaty, and, in 
the falsely-applied language of British journals, 
“enacting the drama of Texas over again,” i. e. 
while we are professing friendship, and the ob- 
servance of the treaty, we are peopling the country, 
with the intention of taking it when we shall be in 
a little better situation to do it. In this view of 
the case, Mr. T. contended that the giving of the 
notice, in conjunction with these measures, would 
be considered far less hostile by Great Britain than 
the adoption of the same measures without the 
notice. Ifwar was to result, and he did not be- 
lieve it would result for years, it would result not 
from giving the notice, but from the measures we 
take for the occupation of Oregon. 

Mr. T. passed to one or two affirmative reasons 
in favor of the notice. And first, he contended 
that it should be given, because the countiy is owns. 
If we refused to give the notice to occupy a country 
that rightfully belongs to the United States, it was 
admitting that, with a population of twenty mil- 
lions, the American people were unable to defend 
American rights. 

He was also in favor of this notice, because the 
refusal to give it would carry with it the implica- 
tion that we would surrender not only a portion of 
that territory, but a larger portion than we have 
ever offered. This was the implication which would 
go abroad to England, to Europe, and to the world, 
if the Congress of the United States failed to carry 
out the recommendation of the President and give 
the notice. Gentlemen talked about negotiation; 
but this was idle, unless we were prepared to make 
a further surrender. They said that Great Britain 
would fight before she would give up the whole of 
i| Oregon. He believed she would, but he equally 
believed that_she would fight before she accepts 
the line of 49°; she was as certain to fight for the 
one as for the other. Four times had she refused 
this line; and no British minister would, in Mr. T.’s 
judgment, now dare to offer us the 49th degree. The 
American Government would never offer any more 
favorable terms than we had offered; and, on the 
other hand, the British Government would not ac- 
cept our offer, nor would they offer anything which 
we could accept. This was his belief; and there- 
fore he thought the United States should go on in 


{ 


| 


reference to this territory, as though the hope of 
settling our differences by negotiation were entirely 
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out of view. Had we not negotiated thirty years, 
and were we not further of from settling this 
‘question than when we begun? 

Another consideration which he thought should. 
be sufficient to satisfy gentlemen of the policy of | 
this notice, was the fact that it could not be for the | 
interest of both countries to continue the joint oc- 
cupation, unless it was their mutual intention, in 
the end, to make a partition of the territory, and 
the additional fact that Great Britain considered 
it for her interest that this joint occupation should | 
continue, as evidenced by the fact that the notice 
was not forthcoming from her... Hence it could 
not be for our interest to continue the convention. 

Mr. T. next noticed and replied to the argument 
on the part of gentlemen opposed to the notice that 
(assuming that its result would be war) we were | 
not prepared for war. Tle scouted the idea that it 
would be necessary for us, before we ventured to | 
assert our rights to Oregon, to expend millions and | 
hundreds of millions to build up fortifications on 
the line of frontier of a country eight thousand 
miles in circumference, and in the building of ships 
of war, both of which would be out of repair ; 
long before war came. The history of the coun- | 
try showed that our Government could never be 
brought to make large preparations for a contin- 
gency which was distant and uncertain. Let our 
rights he boldly asserted and maintained, and then 
if war should be the result, he would be as ready 
as any gentleman to vote liberal appropriations for 
the defence of the country. 

Mr. T. concluded his remarks by a passing re- 
ply to incidental points which had been taken by | 
gentlemen who preceded him in the debate, espe- 
cially noticing the argument in opposition to this || 
measure, drawn from the alleged courtesy and | 
good faith with which England had ever acied to- 
wards us, and animadverting upon the series of 
aggressions and outrages which aie had committed 
upon us from the period of the revolutionary war, 
in the holding of our western coast, in violation of 
the treaty recognising our independence, in the 
impressment of six thousand American scamen, in 
the-burning of the Caroline, and in other similar | 
cases to which he referred. | 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON obtained the foor, | 
and addressed the committee at length in support | 
of the joint resolution for the notice. Mr. T. ar- | 
gued that Great Britain did not contemplate a war, | 

| 
| 
| 
t 
Í 


and that she had taken no offence, as recent ad- 
vices had shown, at the recommendations of the | 
President’s Message in regard to Oregon. Fle | 
dwelt upon the ability of this country to sustain a | 
war with Great Britain, the validity of our title to 
Oregon, and the justice of our cause. He de- 
clared that he and the State of Pennsylvania were 
for the whole of Oregon or none; and he would 
neither surrender Oregon nor the tariff to gratify 
John Bull. 

Mr. T.’s remarks commanded the entire atten- | 
tion of the committee, and were enlivened with 
flashes of wit and humor, that produced much 
merriment. 

[A full report of Mr. T.’s speech has been pre- 
pared, and will soon appear in the Appendix.] 

Mr. T. having concluded— | 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES obtained the floor; 
and on his motion the committee rose and re- 
ported, f 

Mr. STEPHENS, on leave given, presented 
certain joint resolutions of the Legislature of Geor- | 
gia, against any amendment to the Constitution, 
changing (as the reporter understood) the present 
basis of the ratio of representation. : 

Also, certain joint resolutions in relation to the 
controversy between the States of Massachusetts, | 
South Carolina, and Louisiana; laid on the table, |, 
and ordered to be printed. l 

Some struggle for business followed, the House r 

i 


being at the time in a state of confusion attendant i! 
on an adjournment, (before it had taken place,) | 
and rendering it extremely difficult for the report- |; 
er or any one else to know what was going on. | 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom had been 
referred the bill from the Senate to establish cer- | 
tain post-routes in Texas, asked leave at this time | 
to report back the bill without amendment, and to 
move its commitment, 

Mr. CULVER objected. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the rules be sus- 

ended; which motion having been agreed to, and 
the bill being before the House, 


Mr. HOPKINS moved that it be referred to | 


the, Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
nion. 

Mr. CULVER inquired if the motion was de- 
batable? : 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

Mr, CULVER said he wished to debate it, and 
he believed that the proper occasion would be on 
the question of reference. 

[Cries of “ Very well’—‘go ahead, then”— 
“now, now,’’} 

Mr. CULVER retained the floor; but, yielding 
for the purpose— 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL moved that the 
House adjourn. 

And, the question being taken, the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

And the question recurring on the motion to 
commit— 

Mr. P. KING ealled for the reading of the bill. 

And it had been read in part only, when 

Mr. PRICE moved to dispense with the reading, 
and to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


TheSPEAKER said that the motion to commit ! 


had already been made, and was the pending ques- 
tion, 

The reading of the bill was then concluded, and 

Mr. PRICE demanded the previous question on 
the motion to commit. 

But Mr. CULVER had not yielded the floor. 
He said, however, that he would withdraw his ob- 
jection, and was willing that the bill should be 
committed, 

So the bill was committed to the Committee of 


| the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. S. JONES, on leave given, presented a res- 
olution of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, 
requesting the Senators and Representatives from 
the said State in Congress to use their exertions to 
procure the passage of a law to refimd to said State 
all moneys paid as duties on iron for the construc- 
tion of the Western and Atlantic railroad; which 
resolution was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


Mr. SEAMAN asked leave to offer a preamble. 


and resolution; which were read. 

Mr. McK AY objected to the consideration of 
the resolution, unless (he said) the preamble was 
stricken out. 

Mr. SEAMAN thereupon withdrew the pream- 
ble, Jeaving the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be, and 
they are hereby, directed to report to this House 
an act abolishing all compensation, emoluments, 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures, to the collectors, 


| Surveyors, naval officers, and district attorneys, 
: (other than the salary fixed by law,) and provid- 


ing that all such fines, penalties, &c., be paid into 
the treasury of the United States; and also to re- 
port an act regulating the time when the salaries 
of collectors, naval officers, and surveyors, &c., 
shall commence, to wit: the day they enter upon 
their duties, and not at the commencement of the 
fiscal quarter, or any time antecedent thereto. 

Mr. McKAY was understood to suggest that 


| the Committee on Commerce had already had this 


subject under consideration; (but the remarks were 


| made amidst so much noise, that the reporter re- 


quests not to be held responsibie for its accuracy.) 

Mr. PETTIT suggested that the Committee on 
Commerce, and not the Committee on the Judicia- 
ry, was the appropriate committee. He was un‘ 
derstood, also, to object to the positive instructions 
which the resolution proposed to give to the com- 
mittee, 

The resolution, giving rise to debate, was laid 


i! over. 


Mr. W. G. BROWN, on leave, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read for information: 
Resolved, 'That the Postmaster General be re- 
quested to furnish this House with a statement 
showing the interruptions in the transportation of 


i| the public mails on the Cumberland road at Wheel- 


ing, since December, 1840, and the causes thereof, 
so far as they may be on the records of his office. 
Pending this resolution, 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 29, 1846. 


Mr. STURGEON rose to move for a correction 
of the Journal. He found that his vote on the 


1 


question of the engrossment of the bill for the'sét=. 
tlement of the claims of the State of New Hamp- 

shire against. the United. States, was recorded in ` 
the negative. ; He had intended. to give-his vote in-. 


the affirmative, and. as it must have been an act of ’ 
mere inadvertence if he had not done-sa,. eyed. 
that the Journal: be ‘so corrected as to conform to’. 
his intention. : HO eS 
The motion being agreed to, the Journal was 
ordered to be corrected accordingly.’ ; 
Mr. CORWIN. presented ‘the memorial-of: Eli 
Hobbs, in behalf of himself and others, legal rep- 
resentatives of George Hobbs, deceased, praying 
compensation for property taken for the use of the 
United States troops at Lower Sandusky, in 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims, 
Mr. CAMERON presented’ three memorials of 
citizens of the Wyoming valley, Pennsylvania, 
asserting the right of the United States to the 
whole of Oregon, up to 54°. 40’, north latitude, 
and remonstrating against the relinguishment of 
any of our claims to said territory; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. DIX presented the petition of 207 young 
men of western New York, praying the abroga- 
tion of certain- treaties concluded in. 1838 and 1849 
with the Seneca Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 
` Mr. PENNYBACKER.. presented. additional 
documents in.relation to the claims of John Eng- 
land to a pension for revolutionary services; which 
were referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. Sa EE 
Mr. BENTON presented the petitions of the 
heirs and legal representatives of John Smith, as- 
signee of St. Vrain, praying permission: to enter, 
at the minimum price, the land. already. located 
under his concession; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public, Lands. ph ple ne 
Mr. YULEE presented the petition: of Orlando: 
S. Rees, praying indemnification for loss sustain- ° 
ed during the Seminole war; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. PEARCE presented, for the consideration 
of the Senate, the following resolution; wlich lies 
over: |) : j 


On motion, it was . 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn it be to 
Monday next. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented. the following reso- 
lution, in accordance with a report of the House of 
Representatives of Florida; which was agreed tos 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of Con- 
gress affording encouragement to citizens of the 
United States, disposed to engage in the cultivation 
of tropical productions on the peninsula and islands. 
and keys of Florida, by donations of land or other- 
wise, 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, the report of the 
Legislature of Florida on the above subject was 
ordered to be printed. ; : 


Mr. BREESE offered the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: z qe ; 
of the Navy-be di- 


Resolved; That the Secretary 
rected to commutricate tothe Senate all ‘the infor- 
| mation in. his. possession ‘relative to the present 
means of naval defence on the northern lakes; and 
also the best plan of providing for the “common 
defence” in that quarter, whether by a ship-canaf 
from the Illinois river to Lake Michigan, or other~ 
wise. f ` 
Mr. DIX, pursuant tonotice, asked and obtained 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Sally Lock= 
wood; which was read twice, and referred ‘to the 
Committee on Pensions. RRO fa 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE moved that the-report of 
i the Secretary of War, made the 20th. of Ja 
| be referred to the Committee. on Mil ALE 
i and printed; which motion was agreed tos 
The Senaté proceeded: tothe. consideration .of 
| the following resolution, presented: by Mr. Wes- 
STER: Bat eee ae, 
Resolved, That the President ‘of the United, States 
| be requested. to. communicate to: the Senate. any 
| correspondence which may have taken: place þe- 


1846. 


275 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tween the Government of the United States and 
Ministers of the United States abroad, on the sub- 
Jeet of Oregon, since the last communication of the 

President, so faras; in his judgment, such com- 
munication may. be made without prejudice to the 
public interests. 


Mr. BREESE said that as the Senator from 


Arkansas, [Mr. Suyimr,) at whose suggestion the | 


resolution had been laid over for a few days, was 


not now in his seat, he hoped the Senator from | 


Massachusetts would have no objection to let it 
remain on-the table for the present, 

. Mr. WEBSTER stated that there could be no 
possible objection to this call for information. He 
would be-very willing to let it lie, but as the Senate 
had determined to adjourn to Monday, the Execu- 
tive would. have that interval, and as much longer 
time as'his discretion might indicate, to make his 
reply. He could not, therefore, discover any suf- 
ficient reason for further delay. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that the resolution might 
be passed by informally for the present. It might 
be taken up at any time, during the day, whenever 
the Senator from Arkansas might be in his seat. 

Mr. WEBSTER, There can be no harm in 
adopting the resolution now. The President can 
answer it when he pleases. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

The bill for the relief of Charles G. Paige was 
read a third time and passed, 

The following adverse reports were then taken 
up for consideration: 

The adverse report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, in relation to the petition of David Porter, 
in behalf of Evelina Porter, widow of the late 
Commodore Porter. 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that he withdrew his 
opposition to the report, finding that he had been 


laboring under a misapprehension on the subject | 


when he raised his objection thereto, 

The report was then concurred in, 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Ponsions, on the petition of Talcott Reid; which 
was concurred in, 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee of 


Claims, on the petition of —- Ratcliff which, on |} 


motion of Mr. MANGUM, was passod over in- 
formally. 

Also, the report of the Committee of Claims, ask- 
ing to be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Amos Holton; which was con- 
curred in, 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, on the petition of Clara R. Cobb; which 
was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, on the petition of Zadok Huntley; which 
was concurred in, 

‘The PRESIDENT stated that the next subject 
for the consideration. of the Senate was, the joint 
resolution submitted. by the gentleman from Ala- 


bama, [Mr. Bacny,].to amend the Constitution of | 


the United States; which was read a second time, 
and announced as in committec of the whole, 

Mr. BAGBY suggested that the consideration of 
the joint resolution should. be postponed until 
some day after the discussion of the Oregon ques- 
tion, that it might not interfere with the other im- 
portant matters now hefore the Senate, and moved 
that it be made the ee order for the first Mon- 
day in March; which motion was agreed to. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 


reported, by Mr. Farmriscp, from the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs, and the amendment offered 


thereto by Mr, Hanneaan, providing for the aug- | 


mentation of the.naval force of the United States; 
when 


Mr. SPEIGHT said, in the discussions which | 


this body have gone into, and which, by a certain 
fatality. which seems to have influenced all our 
recent debates, has run in one channel, I have 
hitherto taken no part. Many reasons have com- 
bined to induce in me this silence, In the first 
place, the state of my health has been. such as to 
forbid the exertion. But the main -reason by 
which I have been actuated. is the conviction that 
the proper time for a debate of this character has 
notcome. I have also been restrained, because I 
have felt that, in the points involved, I am com- 
pelled to differ in opinion from some of my friends 
with whom I have been accustomed to act. Lhad 
determined, however, at some fit opportunity, to 
state the views which have presented themselves 
io my mind. Were I now to consult my own 


|; tration, alleging against it charges of extravagance 
i, in the public expenditures, which, in justice to it, 


feelings, a due regard to my health would deter 
me from mingling in the debate; but I feel it due 
to them, and to my constituents, that they should 
be made acquainted with my reasons for the vote 
which Lam now about to give on the bill before 
the Senate. 

Without further remarks on this point, I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate to the provisions 
of this bill. What does the bill propose? It au- | 
thorizes, in the first place, the building of ten iron | 
steam vessels, and it then gives power to the Pres- 
ident, in the exercise of his. discretion, to put in 
commission all our vessels in ordinary, and to 
man, arm, and equip them for service. And 
what is the amount proposed to be appropriated | 
for these objects? You have nearly six millions 
specified in this bill, The amendment of my friend, 
the Senator from Indiana, adds another two mil- 
lions. And this, together with the sum named in 
the ordinary estimates for the year, constitutes an 
aggregate of fourteen millions. Yes, sir; in a time 
of profound peace, when there is nota shadow or 
vestige of war hanging over us, we are called on 
by this bill to vote an appropriation, which will 
| swell the amount applicable to this single branch 
of the service to fourteen millions of dollars. A 
glance at our annual expenditures may not be un- 
| interesting, This sum which we are now called 
to appropriate for this single arm of poblic service 
is a most double the amount required for the same 
branch at any period before the commencement 
of the last war. Here, sir, under a democratic 
Administration, pledged to carry outa system of 
the strictest economy, it is proposed to more than Í 
double the amount appropriated to the same ob- | 
ject at any period before the declaration of war, 
The list is before me; and I necd not limit the re- 
ji mark to the period previous to the declaration of 
war, F might bring down the comparison to a 
much later period of our history, when the whole 
| of the ordinary expenditures of the Government 
| were less than the amount now required for the | 
navy alone. 

Vhe bill under consideration presents itself to | 
| the consideration af the Senate under two aspeets 


i 
and I propose, first, to consider it as a peace meas- | 
| ure, and, secondly, as a war measure. Ata mo- 
mont of profound peace with all the world, and I see 
no probability of this tranquil condition of things 
being interrupted, we are called upon to make this 
most extravagant expenditure—an expenditure 
which the people of this country will never tolerate 
ina time of peace. ‘The honorable Senator from 
Missouri, in his remarks on this subject, a day or 
two since, adverted to what was well known as a 
matter of history, that, six years ago, a powerful 
party in our Government was turned out on the 
ground that the entire expenditures of the Govern- 
ment ought not to have exceeded thirteen millions 
of dollars a year. Yes, sir, that Administration, of 
which he and 1 were the friends and advocates, was 
turned out because ithad thought proper to exceed 
this, in the public opinion, the proper maximum 
of our annual expenditure for the support of the 
Government. But, sir, I will call the attention of 
the Senate to a remoter period of our history. I 
will conduct it back to the period when Mr. Jef- 
ferson came into the presidential chair. A. princi- 
pal charge against the Administration which pre- 
ceded him was, the extravagance of its expendi- 
tures.. This, sir, is matter of record. ‘he admin- 
istration of the elder Adams was hurled out of 
power; and one reason for this resolution was, the 
large expenditures of that Administration in this 
very branch of the public service. Mr. Jefferson 
same into power and introduced the gun-boat sys- 
tem, which had never found favor with any other 
j nation on the face of the world, and turned out to 
|, be utterly ineffective. Jt obtained the public sanc- 
| tion, 
Twas then a young man, and took a part in the | 
| drama for the purpose of overturning that Adminis- 


T admit now to have been, in many respects, with- | 
out foundation. It was upon these charges, how- 
ever, that Mr. Adams was turned out, and General | 
| Jackson was elected. If, then, economy be a fun- 
| damental element in democratic doctrine, I will 
ask the Senator from Maine—to say nothing of | 
my friend from Indiana—how he can come, as a 
| leading member of the democratic body, and pro- | 
pose, at such a moment as this, such an enormous | 


Look at the period of the second Adams. || 


expenditure ina single branch of the public ser- | 


vice? The people will not tolerate so monstrous 
a proposition ; they will not sustain an Adminis- 
tration by which it is introduced. When I read 
this bill, sir, I was shocked that any leading mem- 
ber of a democratic Administration should be 
found willing to propose such an uncalled for, such 
an extravagant addition. to the ordinary expendi- 
tures for the naval service. And I desire to ask, 
why is this? 

You have been truly told, sir, by the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, that when you build ships 
of war you only lay the foundation—the corner- 
stone—of the expenditure which must be built up 
upon it. I would like very much to know what the 
actual cost of their entire equipment amounts to, 
It is perfectly natural that the people should look 
into this, as they have to bear the expense. 

And now, sir, I desire to say a word as to the man- 
ner in which taxes are laid on the people for the sup- 
port of this branch as well as the other branches 
of the service, There is in this, as well asin every 
other country, a tax~paying and a tax-receiving por- 
tion of the people. ven: sir, there is; and in turn- 
ing over the history of the world, I do not find any 
country where there exists such an oppressive and 
unequal system of taxation as this republican Gov- 
ernment of ours imposes upon its subjects. It is 
natural, therefore, that they who have to bear the 
burden of this taxation should require a strict ac- 
count of the. manner in which it is expended. I 
trust, sir, they will be prompt in opposing ever 
extravagant expenditure. If we are to go on wit. 
this vast and uncalled for augmentation of the na- 
vy, and with building up a splendid system of na- 
tional defence, this heavy and oppressive taxation 
must be kept up; and for the purpose of checking 
its further increase, the people must exercise an 
everlasting and eternal vigilance over the acts of 
the Government, because it is from their pockets 
and out of their just earnings that the money must 
come. Were it proper to go into the subject at 
this time, I might go a step further, and show how 
a large portion of this money is expended. We 
are surrounded in this city, sir, by gentlemen who 
are full of magnificent designs for splendid de- 
fences, for large standing armies, and an imposing 
navy. Unlike my constituents, sir, they never 
feel the burden of the taxation which such a sys- 
tem calls for. 

To proceed, sir, as I feel that I must use all 
brevity. Is this a peace measure? Is this increase 
of our navy necessary for the protection of our 
commerce? If it be a peace measure, there can 
exist no necessity for urging any augmentation be- 
yond what is required for the defence of our com- 
merce against. the pirates who roam over the 
ocean. The Senator from Missouri has told us 
that even in the Mediterranean, that den of thieves 
and pirates, our commerce now is as safe as in the 
Chesapeake bay. At this time, piracy has almost 
ceased to exist on the high seas. But Jet me ask 
of the Senator from Maine, if it is his purpose to 
send these iron steamers into the Mediterranean, 
and into every other sea where our ships make 
tracks, for the purpose of protecting our commerce? 
They are totally inadequate to any such services 
all that they can be usefully employed in is harbor 
and coast defence. Again: If we are to be involv- 
ed in war—which may God in his infinite merey 
prevent—there is not a man possessing the slight- 
est knowledge of maritime affairs, who will ven- 
ture to say that vessels of this character are capa- 
citated for carrying on war on the ocean. They 
are only fit to be employed on the coast. They 
only carry fuel fora month’s consumption. Send 
heni out to sea, and they become entirely worth- 

ess. 

_ HI can show my friend from,Maine that there 
is no probability of war—that there is nota symp- 
tom visible of any interruption of our tranquil re- 
lations with the world—I hope he will give up the 
argument, or, to use a familiar phrase, “ acknowl- 
edge the corn,” and abandon the bill. I do not 
propose to enter into the merits of the Oregon 
question at any length: that I will leave for some 
future occasion. I shall only refer to it now as 
one of the causes of war relied on as proving the 
necessity for this augmentation of the navy. Meg- 
ico has also been referred to, and the position in 
which we stand towards that country has been 
quoted as another of these causes. These, I be- 
leve, are the only causes of war in the apprehen- 
sion of the Senator from Maine. I propose to take 
them up separately, and briefly to pass over them. 
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„In the first place I will glance at Mexico. ‘Our 
difficulty with that country has grown out of the 
annexation of Texas. It is said that war is likely 
to grow out of our acquisition of Texas. Now, I 
have examined this matter as carefully as I can, | 
and I must confess that I do not see any reasona- | 
ble ground for this apprehension. I do not, so far | 
as Tam able to come to a just conclusion, regard | 
the recent revolution in. Mexico as having any | 
bearing on the question. Revolutions in that coun- | 
try occur about every three or six months; and, 
perhaps, the very next arrival may bring us infor- 
mation that the new President has been unseated, 
and Santa Anna, or some other military tyrant, put 
in his place. But L do not see how thts is to affect 
the Texas question. Texas was a free and inde- 
pendent State ; her independence had been ac- 
knowledged; she was at perfect liberty to dispose 
of herself as she thought fit. If I could see any 
possibility of a wararising from this cause, I would 
vote for preparation, and would meet the diffculty 
as it. ought to be met. But, torn, lacerated, bleed- 
ing, as Mexico is from her own fierce internal dis- 
tractions, it is not likely that she will be guilty of 
the folly of rushing into a war against us, because | 
we have done an act which all the civilized world | 
applauds us for doing. 

i will now look at the other question. It is said 
that we are on the eve ofa war with Great Britain 
as to the Oregon territory. Now, I will ask gentle- 
men if there is anything in the news just received 
from England to show that she has the slightest | 
desire or intention to go to war with us? On the 
other hand, I will ask every Senator to lay his 
hand on his heart, and, in candor, to say, if the 
whole import and tone of the news to which I have 
referred does not indicate any other rather than a 
hostile feeling? Look at the abortive attempt of 
Lord John Russell to form a ministry. Lord Grey 
took a stand on this. very point, resolutely refusing 
to serve with Lord Palmerston as Foreign Secreta- | 
ry, because Lord Palmerston entertained opinions 
respecting this country which might have a tenden- 
cy to produce a collision. Are we so blinded by 
our prejudices, that we are incapable of discerning 
the true bearing of events? I was rejoiced, sir, 
when I saw the moderate tone of the British press; 
and I confess that! am unable to discern any dan- 
ger of war with England, unless we ourselves in- 
vite that ultimate and terrible resort by our aggra- 
vating tone and the intemperance of our measures, 
T have no disposition to crouch to the British lion. 
At all times I shall be found ready to join in the 
defence of our rights; and whenever a declaration 
of war shall be unavoidable, I will vote for the lar- 
gest appropriations which the crisis may demand. 
Among those who may take the sword in hand, I 
will be among the foremost against any aggression. 
But I ama peace man, and I will be the advocate 
of peace so long as it can be honorably preserved. 
Tt is the unhappy class of tax-payers. who will | 
have to suffer in the event of war;-and for their į 
interests will I stand up, as they have rallied for | 
me at the ballot-box. | 

1 
! 
i 
| 


It is said we are to have war for the vindication | 
of our rights in the territory of Oregon. What are | 
these rights? Where is Oregon? J do not address | 
this language to you, sir, but through you to my : 
constituents. It is a strip of land, lying in a wild | 
region of country, 3,000 miles distant, occupied by | 
hunters, and unproductive, except of skins and | 
furs. In 1818, when the convention was framed | 
under which Great Britain and the United States! 
hold joint occupancy of this territory, the states- ; 
men of both countries well knew thata doubt hung | 
over the rights of either party to entire sovereignty, i 
and therefore it was proposed that there should be | 
a joint occupation for ten years; at the expiration | 
of which time the convention was renewed for an | 


1835. 
honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Bewron,] 


| 
i 
I have before mea speech delivered by the | 
| 
on a bill for the occupation of the mouth of the | 


i not as a sectional one, but a national one. 


Columbia river, the purport of which is, that the 
honorable Senator was willing to extend our juris- 
diction precisely to the same extent as Great Brit- 
ain had extended hers; but no further. The Sena- 
tor is now in his seat, and can say if I have puta 
correct construction on his language. 

Mr. BENTON. Right, sir; no further. 

Mr. SPEIGHT. It has been asserted here that 
Great Britain lays claim to the whole of the terri 
tory of Oregon. Does she claim the entire sover- 
eignty? No: she claims only the right of occu- 
pancy. [Here Mr. Spurenr disclaimed any inten- 
tion to go into an examination of the law of nations; 
but was understood to say it would not be very 
difficult to prove that Great Britain had strong | 
claims, and that Spain had, by the treaty of 
Nootka Sound, conveyed the sovereignty of the 
soi] to Great Britain. He then criticized the letter 
of Mr. Buchanan to Mr, Pakenham, in which he 
announced the withdrawal of the offer of the 49th 
parallel; intimating that the argument. which ac- 
companied this announcement might have been 


imac Bias | 
more usefully addressed to the British minister be- | 


fore the withdrawal was made. It might then have 
had an effect; but that, introduced as it was, it 
was merely water spilled on the ground and labor 
thrown away.]} 

T said, sir, at the outset of my remarks, that this 
bill must be viewed either as a peace measure, or 
as a war measure. If it be intended as a war 
measure, this bill is but as a drop in the bucket. 
We are to understand that we are to have a war 
with Great Britain, one of the greatest powers in 
the world; and, on the other hand, that our prepa- 
ration for such a war consists in the building of 
ten stcam-frigates. Sir, if you can satisfy me that 
such a war is unavoidable, I will say, bring in a 
bill for the construction of fifty ships; but until I 
can be so satisfied, by no vote of mine shall any 
such tax as this bill proposes be imposed on my 
constituents. I go against encouraging the idea 
that we are to have a war with Great Britain. I 
can never believe that the sound sense of the peo- 
ple on both sides of the Atlantic—on this, a fit: 
question for amicable adjustment—will ever permit 
two of the most powerful and enlightened nations 
on the face of the earth to engage in a ruinous, de- 
structive war—deluging the earth and ocean with 
blood—for the possession of a barren tract of terri- 
tory, the value of which I will not here attempt to 
illustrate. Who, in such a result, sir, who will 
be the sufferers? The tax-payers of the country— 
my constituents: the laborers, the mechanics, the 
manufacturers, the merchants, the workers of cot- 
ton bags, and the builders of ships. ‘The interests 
of all these classes are to be sacrificed for five or 
ten years; and, after all, you will have to come 
back to just where you are at the outset, and to 
settle the dispute by the peaccful process of nego- 
tiation. The war, sir, will not have to be fought 
in Oregon. No, sir, the conflict will be along our 
Atlantic coast, spreading ruin and destruction along 
its whole extent. Nor can we be at war with each 
other without involving other interests in the con- 
troversy; and who among us is wise enough to see 
the whole train of consequences which may follow? 
Is this, then, a subject to be lightly talked of by 
political gossips in Washington—mere speculators 
calculating their gains out of the public distresses, 
or demagogues ready to seek their personal ag- 
grandizement by bene | to the worst passions 
of our nature? I hope, sir, that grave statesmen 
will take a different view of the subject, and act 
with the prudence and dignity which become their 
stations. I say, if war must come, let it come; but 
for God Almighty’s sake let us prevent it if pos- 
sible. 

I would say more, sir, if I were able; but the con- 


dition of my health will not permit. Thus much I | 
|| have thought it my duty to say, to explain the mo- 


tives which will induce me to oppose this bill. . I 
have, I hope, treated with proper respect the opin- 
ions of honorable Senators who differ from mein 
opinion; and I say in advance that if our rights 
in the territory of Oregon shall be treated contu- 


meliously, I will go with them in the adoption of | 


all measures which may be necessary for the de- 
fence of those rights. I look on the question 


sorry when a friend near me said something in 


|| derogation of the South—speaking of the perfidy 


of the South. Sir, the South requires: no defence 


i| from me, and I am inclined to believe that the lan- 
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debate, and was not the dictate of his ji 
Lam a friend of Oregon, and: hope tha 
opponiton to this bill, and- Tor the season: 
I 


-at least—perhaps of 
rightfully transfer her alle- 


giance to Santa Anna; and on that ground. T'en- 
tertain no fears ofa war with Mexico.” ‘And-here 


the whole. 3 
Texas never: can 


tion of Oregon, but: I; 
Mr. WESTCOTT 


Mr. DICKINSON asked for the yeasand nays, 
which were ordered, when the motion wasdecided 
in the affirmative. Yeas, 27; nays, Akv“ 

The Senate then adjourned: yond 


THURSDAY, January 29, 1846: © 007 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. í AN 
F Mr. MORSE introduced to the House .Mr. 
Sere, member elect from the State. of Lou! 
who was qualified, and took: 
AE OREGI 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL offer ne fo 
resolution, on whichyhe'said, he asked for the’ 
and nays : : ao 
Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, on joint 
resolution of notice to Great Britain to annul and 
abrogate the convention between: Great Britain and 
the United States, of August. 6, 1827, relative:to- 
the country on the’ northwest coast’ of America, 
westward of the Stony mountains, commonly call- 
ed Oregon, shall .cease at 2 o'clock, on Saturday 
the 7th day of February next, (if the committee 
shall not sooner come toa conclusion upon the 
same,) and the committee shall then proceed to 
‘vote on such amendments as may be pending or 
offered to the same, and shall then report it to the 
House with such amendments as may have. been 
agreed to by the commiltee. Lek 
Mr. TIBBATTS. moved that the resolution--be 
laid on the table. ae 
Mr. BENTON asked the yeas and nays on that 
motion; which were ordered, and, (after the reso- 
lution had been again: read--on the: suggestion of 
Mr. Hoae,) being taken, resulted: as follows: 
` YEAS—Messrs.. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
nold; Ashmun, Barringer, Bayly,” Bedinger,: Belt, 
James A: Black; Wiliam G. Brown, Buffington, 
Chipman, Clarke, Collamer, Crozier, Culver, Cun- 
ningham, Delano, De Mott, Dobbin; John H: 
Ewing, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Graham; Grinnell, 
Hamhn, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, EB. 
Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, G: 
S. Houston, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerferd, 


Ly 


ie 
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Brinkerhoff, Burt, Cathcart, Cocke, Cullom, Dan- 
icl, Dillingham, Dunlap, Erdman, Goodyear, 
Grover, Haralson, Henley, James B. Hunt,.C. J. 
Ingersoll, James H: Johnson, Lawrence, La Sere, | 
Levin, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, McCon- 
nell, McDowell, McKay, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Pollock, ‘Price, Relfe, Ritter, Sawyer, A. D. Sims, 
L: H: Sims, ‘Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkwea- 
ther, Stephens; St. John, Thurman, Towns, 
‘Wentworth, Williams, and Young—50. 
So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. COCKE, on leave, gave notice that to-mor- 
row, oron some- ‘subsequent day, he would intro- 
duce a bill topay Captain John B. Crozier’s com- į 
pany of mounted volunteers of Tennessee militia. 

he SPEAKER said that the business first in | 
ofder would be the call of the committees for re- 
ports. 

` OREGON. 


But, on motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House 
again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Tipnarts in the 
chair, and resumed the consideration of the joint 
resolution providing for the twelve months’ notice 
of the termination of the convention of 1827 be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain respect- 
ing the Oregon territory. 

‘Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, who had 
the floor from Wednesday, first addressed the com- 


mittee in opposition to the resolution of notice, on || 


reparation by 
in the Appen- 


| men of all political parties; it was asserted by her 


f 


philosophers and by her “ fourth estate;” by her 
great leading journals, the Edinburgh, the West- 
minster, and all the quarterly reviews, which ex- 
erted so immense an influence in that country; 
and it had-been insisted upon by all her diplomat- 
ists from the year 1790 to the present time. And 
yet gentlemen seemed to expect that England 
would quietly, soberly, demurely, with the meek 
spirit of a Christian, yield up her claim, and see 
herself despoiled of what she professed to consider 
her just rights! The English nation had pas- | 


to yield to those passions. And as to their in- 
terests, which it had been urged would deter her 
from entering into a war, our interests would be 
as much affected by a war; and it would not do to 
rely upon her interests as an assurance that she 
would not be brought into a war in defence of her 
alleged rights. If no negotiations had taken place; 
i if no threats of war had been uttered both in this 
| hall and elsewhere; if no excitement had been 
raised; and if things stood in the same state as 
they were in 1818, when this convention was en- | 
tered into, then he admitted the giving the notice 
would not be taken as a cause of war, but as the 
mere putting an end to a friendly agreement, af- 
fording no just complaint.. Gentlemen talked of 
this notice, as if they considered it in this light 
now; but under the circumsiances existing—after 
the President had declared that we could make no 
pee ee more favorable than that which had 
been made and had been refused so often by Great 
Britain, and that Great Britain would make no offer 


sions as well as ourselves, and they were as likely f 


had a bridle in the mouth of Great Britain, or a 
hook in the nose of this leviathan? If so, he 
would like to see how they would handle this 
monster power-among the nations of the earth. 
He passed next toa consideration of the inquiry, 
whether the giving this notice would be a ground 
for war upon the part.of Great Britain. He knew 
that our title to this territory had been held by the 
great majority of gentlemen who had spoken, to 
be so`“ clear and unquestionable,” that it was un- 
patriotic and dishonorable foran American citizen 
to stand on this floor and presume to question 1t. 
But he was for the strict naked truth, however it 
might affect us. Honor and patriotism ought 
| always to consist with truth, and truth was the 
| foundation on which the prosperity of all Govern- 
ments in the long run was based. ‘Then he did not 
hesitate to examine our title. He did not say: it 
was not a better title than that of Great Britain, 
and he gave the reasons which impelled him to dis- 
sent from the position of a gentleman who had 
preceded him, and who had contended that it was 
absurd to speak of the title of one nation being 
good, and that of another nation to the same ter- 
ritory being better; but he proceeded to inquire 
whether it was such a clear and unquestionable 
title to the entire territory as to justify us in going 
to war for its defence. He proposed to read afew 
| words from a treatise on the law of nations; and it 
| astonished him that the Secretary of State, the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and the gentleman from Massachusetis, should 
| have talked here of the law of nations, when there 
ii was neither book nor page from any respectable 


| 


| 


which we could accept—afier we had confessedly 
exhausted every means of friendly settlement, the 
giving this notice would be taken as an affront—es- 
pecially as all must agree that, once given, it must 
be followed up by the protection of our citizens, by 
an extension ofour kaws over that territory, and by 
all those measures ne ary to the assertion and 
i vindication of our rig Among these, Mr. E. 


J 


which must necessarily follow, both iu respect of 
person and property, over all persons with that: 


{ 


Ji der by a subject of Great Britain, his plea of juris- | 
| à | J 
| 


| a casus belli by that power, which never failed to 


territory; and in ease of the commission of mur- 


i 
I 

| 

f 

| referred particularly to the extension of our laws, 
{ 


diction, net being considered valid by our courts, f 
his convietion and exeeutiow would be taken to be 


maintain the rights and privileges of her subjects, 
wherever, and however remotely, they may have 
extended themselves. 

With reference to this convention, recurring to 
his position, that it was a convention of joint occu- 
pation, Mr. E. contended that, by virtue of it, and 

y virtue of the negotiations which had been en- 
tered into upon the subject, from time to time, we 
had acknowledged that Great Britain had rights in 
this‘territory; and he urged that the giving this 
| notice, and following it up by the necessary meas- 
ures, in order to take exclusive occupation of the 
| territory, would be a neglect and a violation of | 
those nghts. 

But, said the chairman of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, [Mr, Dougrass,] we shalt then be in_pos- 
session, and ean enter into negotiation with Great 
Britain upon the title. And yet the same geutle- 
man claimed that our right was perfect, not only 
to 54° 40’, but beyond that line, he knew not how 
far, and that under no circumstances he would 
yield that right. What room or what ground, 
| then, he asked the gentteraan, would there be for 
negotiation ? ; 

He referred to the declaration made by the chair- 
| man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, (Mr. C. 
| J. Inerrsors,] and by the venerable gentleman 


the probable consequences of which, as leading 
to a desolating and destructive war, he dwelt with 
forvid eloquence; contrasting especially the naval 
power and. preparation of Great Britain with our 
own defenceless condition. 

[His speech js in course of 
the reporter, and will be published 
dix.] 

Mr. E. H. EWING obtained the floor, and en- 
tered upon a course of argument in opposition to 
giving the notice to Great Britain, which he was 
unable to carry out within the short and “ ruth- 
less” hour allotted to him. As the speech is in | 
course of preparation in a more complete form, a 
general outline only of the points to whieh his 
argument was directed is here attempted to be 
given. l 

The proposition before the committee was to 
give the notice lo Great Britain to put an end to 
convention for the joint occupation of Oregon, Te j| 
quoted from the words of the convention to sustain 
him in the view he took—the high authorities to | 
the contrary, notwithstanding—that it was a“ con- 
vention of joint occupation.” What effect, then, 
upon the relations between the two Govermnents, 
would the act upon our por for the termination of 
the joint convention produce? To reply to this we 
would be better enabled by distinctly understand- į 
ing what our-relations now are; and the source of 
information on this point was the President’s Mes- | 
sage, and the representations of his friends who 
spoke. for him, If, then, the President had cor- 
rectly given this information—apd paruly from 
what Mr. 18. knew of the man, and partly. from 
his preferring to assume nothing dishonest or di 
honorable until it was clearly shown, he was dis- 
posed to believe it was so given—the true state of 
our relations was eminently threatening and dan- 
gerous. In the face, then, of all the sneers which 
were thrown upon the war-cry—and he threw them 
all back again—he gave it as his deliberate opin- 
ion, that, under the existing circumstances, the 
giving this notice in the form proposed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Afairs 
would inevitably result in war—shecr, dire, un- 
mitigated war.. He drew a vivid picture of war 
viewed in the light of ils glittering pageants, and 
also in its deeper shades of: carnage, desolation, 
and. death. A war- between these two nations 
would be a war of giants, who would fight with 
arms of iron and nerves of stech. 

„The legitimate effect of this notice, under the 
circumstances, then, would be war—not that it 
would be a just cause of war on the part of Great 
Britain, but war would be its elect, He referred | 
to the fact of the present claim of Great Britain to | 
the territory. . However far it might extend— 
whether to the eminent domain, the fee simple, the 
joint occupation, or the right of trading and fish- 
ing--he apprehended that Great Britain was in 
earnest in putting it forward, and that she would 
insist upon that claim. It was supported by her 
interests; it was put forth by her eminent states- 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,}] that no war j 
| would follow this notice. He certainly placed 
| ereat confidence in the declarations of these gen- 
tlemen; but when they told him that there was 
nothing behind the curtain—that the President had 


show that this will not be the case. 
like to know whether either of these gentlemen į 


authority on the law of nations to sustain the po- 
sitions so glibly and flippantly taken by those who 
contended that the title of the United States was 
clear and unquestionable. Fe did not pretend to 
compare his knowledge with that of so high au- 
| thorities, but on his responsibility as a lawyer 
and a man of some reading, he made this declara- 


ion. This was the whole matter; if we had an 


l abilities of our Seeretaries—of Mr. Buchanan and 


| Mr. Calhoun—as any gentleman; but he had seen 
i no authorities quoted; and he said there were five 
or six doubtful points of the law of nations which 
were assumed, and assumed alone, in settling our 
clear and unquestionable right to this territory. 
Mr. E. first read from the law of nations upon 
the impropriety of going to war upon a question 
which is doubtful; and his hour having nearly ex- 
pired, he concluded by reading—with buta word 
of comment on them respectively——certain other 
‘doubtful points, (which he had reduced to writing,) 
which he had referred to as having been assumed 
to be clearly established by the law of nations, and 
to which he invited the attention of gentlemen who 
| were to follow him. 
i Mr. BAKER obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee for about one hour in support of the 
proposition before it, and remarked upon the fre- 
quent and positive assertions which this Govern- 
ment had made before the world of the validity of 
its title to the whole of Oregon, The gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Houmus,] who had 
just taken his seat, had expressed great apprehen- 
sion that the measure proposed would disturb the 
peace of the world. Why did not the. gentleman 
advert to that result before the late election, when 
the Oregon question was coupled with the Texas 
question? Nothing was said then of the proba- 
bility of awar. He did not wish to speak of the 
Baltimore convention any further than to say, that, 
by virtue of its proceedings and resolutions, their 
nominee was now in power; and he now called 
pon all who had shared in the success of that 
nomination, to stand up to the principles upon 
which it was made. And he would here add, that 
it did not become any man who had participated 
and coincided in the results of that convention, 


| 


| whole of Oregon. We had asserted and reasserted 
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that title through every President and every Secre- 
tary of State, and every foreign minister, of all 
parties, who had been at all concerned in it. Why, 
then, should that dark spirit of war, which the 
gentleman from South Carolina sees lowering over 
us, drive us from our propriety, and from resolu- 
tions so’ deliberately formed? .The question now 
was, Whether we should proceed to establish our 
title, or wholly abandon it? ; 

The gentleman from South Carolina, who had | 
just addressed us, [Mr. Houmes,] had commenced 
his discourse with a beautiful and eloquent descrip- 
tion of the horrors ofa war. He had spoken of a 
dark spirit which was hovering over the land; but 
on a late occasion he could see nothing in the } 
clouds; there was no spirit hovering. there when 
Texas was aunexed. Yet the gentleman has spo- 
ken of it as a dark spirit. Some gentlemen from 
the East had seen the same when the Texas reso- 
lution was passed; but they could not then con- 
vince gentlemen from the South that the proceed- 
ing involved any danger of war. I do not mean 
to insinuate (said Mr. B.) that because Mexico 
was a weak and feeble power, the apprehensions 
of war were then scouted; nor that because Eng- 
land is a strong power, the prospect of a war had 
now become so horrible: but when we violated the 
territory of the Republic of Mexico, no hazards 
were regarded, no obligations considered, because 
slavery was concerned; no danger of a war could 
be seen by gentlemen who wished to promote- those 
interests, 

But I deny (said Mr. B.) that the argument of 
war is at all applicable to the question at issue. 
He concurred with some gentlemen who had pre- 
ceded him in the debate, that the right to give the 
notice was secured by a treaty stipulation, and 
that its exercise could not be a cause of war. Did 
any one ever before say thata proceeding accord- 
ing to the terms of an express treaty provision, | 
could be.the cause of war? i 

Does any one believe that because we give this |! 
notice our seaport towns are to be burned and our | 
commerce destroyed by Great Britain? Allusions | 
had been made to the conduct of Great Britain in 
regard to Denmark, in the sudden attack upon and 
destruction of her fleet. But that case was not at || 
all parallel with this. No, sir; the notice is pro- || 
posed to be given in compliance with the treaty 
stipulation, and it would leave us exactly where 
‘we were before the treaty was made. | 

Mr. B. pointed to various circumstances which i| 
induced the necessity of a settlement of this ques- || 
tion; whether some new compromise should be 
proposed and agreed upon, or whether we pro- 
ceeded to take absolute possession of the territory. | 
He believed, with the honorable and vencrable H 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that | 
the notice would not lead to war. H 

He had been surprised of late to find that many | 
gentlemen thought that whatever Great Britain 
might do, we were not to fight for the maintenance | 
of our rights. Some of those who not long ago | 
were clamorous for the whole of Oregon or none, | 
were now disposed to sue for peace upon almost | 
any terms. But he hoped that many would still || 
stand up to the mark, and that our title to the whole | 
of Oregon would be maintained at any cost, and at 
every hazard. ` ; : Rant: 

It wasa remark, beautiful and philosophical in 
its spirit, made by a gentleman from South Caroli- 
na, that so faras honor was concerned, it could not 
be mixed up with a question of interest. In one 
sense the gentleman might be right, but in another 
he was wrong. Mr. B. referred to the principle || 
laid down by General Jackson, that this country, 
in regard to its foreign relations, should adopt the 
principle of demanding nothing which is not right, 
and of submitting to nothing which is wrong. And 
that, in Mr. B.’s opinion, was the true rule of hon- 
or; and it was in that sense that national honor 
was concerned in this question. 

Mr. B. spoke of the apprehended results of a | 
war, the destruction of property on the seaboard, 
the annihilation of our commerce, and a prostration 
of the cotton interest, as the spirit which had been 
conjured up in opposition to this notice. He ad- 
mitied that these interests were very great, but he 
did not see that therefore we should surrender 
Oregon, or decline to fight for its defence. He 
would say that no nation desired to be possessed 
of such valuable interests, unless she was able and 
willing to defend them. He knew very well that 
the property hazarded in Charleston’ alone was | 


a Seer 
worth more than everything in Oregon, or that 
would be there in a hundred years. At least he 
was willing to admit that, and still he would con- 
tend that all the hazards and dangers of war ought 
to be encountered in defence of our rights to that 
territory. Perhaps there was never a case of war 
between nations in which the costs of the war did 
not exceed in amount the value of any es, 
interest immediately involved in it. hat had 
made England great? She had spent vast sums in 
war, but war had given her confidence. at home, 
and influence abroad. If her prosperity had. been 
promoted by the arts of peace, it had been secured 
by the art of war. She could trace her title to her 
possessions, and to her power, to her victories by 
sea and land during the whole period of her his- 
tory. The glorious pleasures, profits, and honors 
of peace had been much dwelt upon in this discus- 


| sion—so much that he feared that its effects may 


have been almost enervating upon us. A nation, 
he thought, had passed its best day when it ceased 
to rely upon the sword to defend and secure the 
blessings which it enjoyed; and any nation that, 
from fear of its adversary, conceded its just rights, 
was doomed to speedy downfall. It was in the 
destiny of nations to decline from that hour in 
which they timidly abandoned the defence of their 
rights. 

Tn our case we had at all times claimed the sov- 
ereignty over the soil of Oregon; and how, without 
the deepest disgrace and dishonor, could we sur- 
render it—especially after it has been announced 
to us, upon the best authority, that our title to it 
was clear and unquestionable? He could not see 
how our title should be deliberately asserted to 
he good to the whole territory, and yet be sub- 
ject to a compromise or an abandonment. He 
would ask whether it would become a young, 
vigorous, wealthy, and powerful republic like 
this, to give up to Great Britain, or to any na- 
tion—but least of all to Great Britain—a territory 
to which we claimed a clear and unquestionable 
title? You need not tell me of the horrors of war, 
or of the power of Great Britain, nor of her one 
hundred and thirty steam vessels, nor of her for- 
midable preparations by sea and by land. We 
were told the same thing during the last war. He 
remembered that when the question arose, during 
the last war, upon some bill for the defence of the 
country, it was said that Great Britain was a very 
powerful nation; it was very dangerous to go to 
war with her; and that it was very idle to fight 
about a few worn-out, dissipated sailors, who 
cared nothing for themselves. What was the an- 
swer to it? It was given by the most eloquent 
man who ever appeared on this floor; and he 
should never forget the impression which his elo- 
quent reply had made upon his mind. [Mr. B. 
here recited a passage from Mr. Clay’s reply to 
Mr. Quincy.] Mr. B. wished that he were pos- 
sessed of such powers of eloquence, that he could 


| awaken the whole people of the country to a sense 


of their true honor and interests as involved in this 
question. on ` 

Mr. B. was surprised to hear the gentleman from 
Virginia speaking in a sneering manner of the en- 
thusiastic spirit whieh the West had displayed on 
this subject, especially when it had been the policy 
of this Government, from its carliest origin, to pro- 
mote new settlements in the West, and in-all our 
vacant lands. It had been its policy to extend, as 
fay as possible, American power, and the area of 
freedom and civilization accompanying it. It was 
in this manner that Wisconsin, Illinois, all the 
western States and Territories, and even Oregon, 


i had been peopled by enthusiastic men—men who 


encountered the privations of the forest and the 


| wilderness, to lay the foundations of civilization | 


and liberty, which were our boast and our power. 


i But now, you say these men went out on their 


own hook. Themen who have gone to Oregon, 
you say, had no right to go there, and they must 
take care of themselves, and not rely upon us for 
their defence, which might involve us in a war 
with the most powerful nation on the earth. But 
we must say to them, that although Oregon is ours, 


j we have not the courage to defend it; that we 


would like very well that they would go there, and 
take good wagons, and axes, and rifles with them 3 
and make setilements, and revolutionize the coun- 
try, and then we would come in and'claim all the 
glory and all the advantages of their enterprise. 
There were men in his district of 70-years of -age 
wha had emigrated to Oregon, and also boys of 18, 


He could not say to them that they must:do the 
best they could;-for, as to fighting for th 

was a dark spitit-in-the ait which forbade 
B. here remarked ‘upon thé: fact, thie 
years past, it had been generally conce 
gress that Oregon was rightfully ours; - prop 
osition to exercise sovereignty over it failed, at the 
last session, by only ‘two votes in the Senate: 
Was not this an. inducement to the péople-of the- 
United States.to go to Oregon?” Should they: not 
rely upon’ the declarations of Mr; Poticin his late 
message? ; Should they not rely upon the Ameri- 
can name, and the principle of American progress? 
The faith and. honor of the country were pledged 
for their defence and protection. He (Mr. B.) at 
least was willing to stand by.them; and. especially 
when he considered that the measire now proposed 
was not aggressive upon Great Britain, and: did 
not necessarily tend to provoke a war. Here- 
garded it as a peaceful measure; and the only ar- 
gument against it was, that Great Britain, in ‘her 
caprice and her power, would take exception‘to it, 
and that we must give up Oregon, or Great Britain 
would burn our seabord towns. ‘To 'state’ this ar- 
gument was to answer it. : f 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Yancey] 
had pointed to some local objections to a war- with 
Great Britain. That gentleman had said that if we 
went into this war, the result of it would, be that 
Great Britain would take “Oregon, and that we 
would therefore. take Canada, and that the North 
and East would be aggrandized ‘at the expense of 
the West. This was the first time that he (Mr: B.) 
had learned that the outbreaks of freedom were only 
to be encouraged at the South and at the West, 
whilst all that was north of the present boundary of 
the United States ought to be kept under monarch- 
ical subjection. The West, as he believed, would 
repudiate such a sentiment. Sir, (said Mr. B.X- 1am 
from the Far West, and. I confess: that I did not 
desire the annexation of Texas’ to:the Unionfor 
I was willing to abide by all the compromises of 
the Constitution. But the act has been done; ‘the 
deed is accomplished; and we are now pressed for- 
ward to the acquisition of: Californiay-and:even of 
Mexico itself. . If any one thought that the acquisi 
tion of Canada :was'to :be “an: infu t 
| and an advantage to the Nor 

in this House. oe : 

I believe (said. Mr. B.) that the no j 
lead to a war, and I think that the question 
settled in some way, and in an amicable manner. 
If the 49th parallel should be offered to Mr. Polk 
as a compromise by Great Britain, he would accept * 
it; and even if Great Britain offered it with sorne 
modifications more favorable ‘to ‘her, ‘hevstill be- 
lieved that it would be accepted. He had’ seën 
more than one of those who now rejected the de- 
crees which were ratified by the Baltimore Conven- 
tion with their own assent, who-now thought that 
the 49th parallel was a very reasonable point of 
compromise. It had seemed to be forgotten that 
the party which elected Mr. Polk had so recently 
declared that our title was good up to the line of 
54° 40’. : 

“He would ask whether, if Great Britain would 
not give up the territory now, when would she 
give it up? Would any one answer him this ques- 
ton? Ifshe intended to give it up at all, at any 
time, would she not give it up after this ‘notice? 
If she would not surrender it now, it was evident 
that she never would do.so; and that :she would 
| never permit us to enjoy the advantages of any of 
its bays or harbors, or of any: of- its facilities for 
navigation and commerce.” Entangled, as Great 
| Britain was; in her European concerns, she would 
not deem Oregon worth the -strugele of a war: 
Her fears for the safety of her American posses- 
sions, and for the prestige of her glory, -would;-as 
| he thought, render her willing to surrender Oregon 
how; and more especially toa nation whoxé popu-. 


its right to the territory 
would abandon. -Butif we must-fight forO 
|| why not do it now as well as-at’any futur 

Some said we were not prépared fora co! 
such a power. It was true thatowe. 
pended our. money in ships, ‘but. our. money. sti 
| remained in the hands of the people, ready to be 
| brought out.at any-time when it might.be néeded 
| for the public defence... He did not suppose: that 
i| we would be called upon to ‘do: anything more 
| than to strengthen our fortifications; until the crisis 
il actually arose. When war did arise, 


SON: 
ie? 


it 


~ 
‘ 


lation was spreading into it, and had long asserted 
which it neither conldnor 
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Y th; and strength, and: means- of defence 
in-ou es, arid in-our forests, and in our waters; 
“and from the land, everywhere, would spring up 
armed legions. 90. Bees : 
< Gentlemen’ said thata war would cost two hun- 
dred: millions; [à voices ‘Five hundred;”} some 
say that it would cost:five hundred. millions; and 
‘the gentleman from South Carolina, who sees such 
dark-sights.in theair; will probably estimate 16 at 
ca thousand muons: -It was said, too,. that the 
Government would have no credit ina war.. How 
was it<duringsthe last war? The country went 
through’ it, undef the greatest possible disadvan- 
wes. What was credit? It consisted in the sta- 
bility and character of a Government. If, after 
thirty years of peace-and of unparalleled prosperi- 
ty, this.country would rather yield up its soil than 
defend it; then it did. not deserve the character of 
stability, and would: be entitled to no credit. . But 
he believed that, with a just regard to our credit, 
and a wise and: prudent course of conduct, we could 
go through a third struggle for territory with the 
same success that crowned our efforts 1n one war 
against taxation, and another war against impress- 
ment.. No nation would deserve any credit which 

was not always ready to defend itself. 

When the honor and dignity of this country re- 
quired us to fight, no one could say that we would 
be unable to find the money to carry on the war. 
‘With such resources as the United States possess- 
ed, there could be no danger from war, and the 
mercenary spirit of dollars and cents would not 
prevent us from asserting our rights; for whenever 


a people began to tall of yielding what belonged to | 


them, rather than defend it, it was a token that 
they would not exist long as an independent na- 
ton. 


He had been told by an intelligent gentleman 
from Montreal that it had been announced in some 
publication in that city, under the sanction of an 
association, that the disruption of the American 
States was at hand, and that New England, New 
York, and the western States would be united with 
Canada under the British dominion, but that the 
South must take care of themselves. He would 
not be willing to be annexed in this manner. He 
mentioned this to show how idle were the sectional | 
distinctions which had been drawn in regard to | 
this question. 

The speech of the gentleman from South Caroli- 
na, (Mr. Houmus,] he said, seemed to have much 
more regard for the interest of the cotton-growing 
country than for the honor of the nation. The 
question seemed to be regarded asa western-ques- 
tlon—as one in which the West had some peculiar 
interest ; but she had none that he knew of. In 
the last war, the. West poured out her blood as free- 
ly as. did- any portion of the country. New Or- 

_leans.and the River Raisin would forever attest to 
this. But now, although we must have California, 
and perhaps all Mexico, after having taken Texas, 
we were told that the assertion of our Utle to Ore- 
gon was a matter in which the West was alone in- 
terested. It had been said that in time of war we 
should. bé-obliged.to: resort to direct taxes, which 
would fall. heavily upon the property on the sea- 
board. It-was true that their costly equipages, 
their wines and plate, would be subject to taxation; 
but all these were hixuries; while the West would 
be taxed, not for hixu ies, but forthe bare neces- 
garies of life. 
But the West would go for it, and stand by it, be- 
cause they had been told and believed that the soil 
wasiour own; and, moreover, they believed that 
i was ‘our manifest destiny to occupy and peo- 
ple it. ; 


the duty of évéry statesman to look, not only at 
what a country 18,;"but' to look forward and see 
what (by the blessings of God) it may become? 
He claimed Oregon, because it was contiguous 
to our own territory, afd would be peopled by 
those kindred: to us in bloods in language, and in 
everything else. Heloved peace and despised war; 
but when war should come; “he trusted that it 
would be met in such a manner as to insure to our 
children and our children’s children, the whole 


territory rightfully belonging to:us, as long as our || 


country ‘shall be trae to its manifest and ultimate 
destiny! 


_ Mr. HOGE obtained the floor, 
tion the committee rose, 
And the House adjourned. 


and ón his mo- 


What was the West to gain by it? | 


What (said: Mr: B.) was destiny? Was it not | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 30, 1846. 


. Tie Journal of yesterday was read, and ap- 

roved. 
F Mr. WENTWORTH, in pursuance of previous 
notice, introduced a bill declaring the assent of 
Congress to the State of Illinois imposing a tax 
upon all lands hereafter sold by the United States 
in that State, after the time of such sale; which 
bill was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. DELANO, on leave given, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be ap- 

ointed, with instructions to inquire into the valid- 
ity of the claims of the State of Ohio to the per 
cent. on the minimum price of the lands within 
her limits which have Neen taken to satisfy land 
warrants for military services during the revolu- 
tionary war. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for reports. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made a report upon the 
petition of the widow of Captain John Baldridge, 
accompanied by a bill for her relief; which was 
read twice, and committed. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report upon the case of 
Nathaniel Shiflett; which report was laid upon the 
table. 


ed bills of the following titles: 

A bill granting a peusion to Orvis Crosby; 

A bill granting a pension to Elijah C. Babbitt; 
accompanied by a report in each case; which bills 
were read twice and committed. 

Mr. GOODYEAR, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petitions of Jo- 
seph Craigmiles, of Stacy Lanephere, of Joseph 
zell, and of Pliny Pierce; which reports were laid 
on the table. 

Mr. DELANO, from the same committce, made 
adverse reports upon the cases of Joseph John- 
| son, Richard Buchanan, John Owen, and Sam- 
| uel Bernap; which reports were laid upon the 
| table, 

Mr. D 
ed bills of the following titles: 

A bill authorizing the agent for paying pensions 
at Cincinnati, to pay John Wing any arrears of 
pension money due to Dorothy Terrill, deceased; 
an 

A bill for the relief of John Porter; accompa- 
nied by a report in each case; which bills were 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. R. SMITH, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to grant to the State of 
Ilinois a right of way through the public lands of 
the United States, and for other purposes, to aid 
in the construction of the Northern Cross railroad, 
acompanied by a report in writing; which bill was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill relative to the railroad leading 
from Jackson, through Brandon, to the western 
boundary of Alabama, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report in writing. 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. | 

Mr. BELL, from the same committee, made ad- | 
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and Joseph Pulcifer; which reports were laid npon | 
the table. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the case of Isaiah Parker, accompanicd 
by a bill for his relief; which was read twice, and 
committed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the same committee, to 
which was referred petitions upon the same sub- 
ject, reported a bill to aid in the construction of cer- | 
tain roads in the Territory of Wisconsin; which 
| bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. STROHM, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the subject of granting aid to 
; the Columbus and Sandusky Turnpike Company, 
made a report thercon, accompanied by-the follow- 
ing resolution; which. was read, considered, and 
agreed to, viz: ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, requested to apply to the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Chio for information in regard 


t 


l 
i 


j 


i 
Mr. C. also, from the same committee, report- 


also, from the same committee, report- i 


verse reports upon the petitions of Enoch Dobyns }} 


to the present condition of the Columbus and San- 
dusky turnpike road; whether the said road is kept 
in such a state of repair as will enable the Federal 
Government to realize, in case of need, the advan- 
tages contemplated by the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 187, entitled “An act to grant a certain 
quantity of land to the State of Ohio for the pur- 
pose of making a road from Columbus to Sandus- 
ky;” and if not in such condition, why the said 
road is not put and kept in repair; and that the 
President communicate to this House the answer 
which he may receive from the Governor of Ohio. 


Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Patents, 
made a report upon the petition of Elisha H. 
Holmes, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the Committee 
on Accounts, reported the following preamble and 
resolution : 

Whereas, the Clerk of this House is, by law, 
made the responsible officer for the proper dis- 
| bursement of the contingent fund, and is required 
i] to give bond for the faithful disbursement thereof; 
therefore, 

Resclved, That from and after the passage of this 
resolution, all contracts, bargains, and agreements 
relative to the furnishing of any matter or thing, 
or for the performance of any labor for the House 
of Representatives, shall be made with the Clerk, 
or approved by him, before any allowance shall be 
made therefor by the Committee on Accounts. 

The said resolution was read; and the question 
being put to the House, it was decided in the af- 
| firmative. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. WINTHROP, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and 

Í Means be discharged from the consideration of the 
| case of Thomas Sandford, and that it be referred 

|; to the Committee on Commerce. 

| Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of Samuel D. 


| 
f 
i 
| 


| Enochs, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 


| bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made 
| an adverse report upon the case of Teacle Savage, 
administrator of Balitha Laws. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, ordered that the 
Committee of Claims be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the case of the widow of Seth Bobb, 
senior, deceased, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the memorial of the cit- 
izens of the State of Florida, for indemnity for 
losses sustained during the Seminole war, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. GORDON, from the same committee, made 
a report upon ‘the petition of Gregory Thomas, 
and other owners of the New York pilot-boat 
Washington, accompanied by a bill for their relief; 
which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, made ad- 
| verse reports upon the petitions of Ira Carpenter 
| and David B. Ogden; which reports were laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. GILES, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which the petitions were referred, reported bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill for therelief of N. & L. Dana & Co.; 

i A bill for the relief of Philip and Eliphelet Gree- 
| ley; 

| T bill to remit the duties on certain goods de- 
stroyed by fire at the conflagration in the city of 
| New York on the night of the 19th of July last; 

| A bill for the continuation of the public works 
at Bridgeport harbor, in the State of Connecticut; 
which bills were read twice and committed. 

Mr. MeCLELLAND, from the same commit- 
tee, made a report upon the case of Lewis H. 
Bates and William Lacon, accompanied by a bill 
for their relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. 
_ Mr. McC. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Lemuel 
Williams; which report was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the memorial of the cit- 
izens of Ohio for an appropriation for a naval dépét 
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at Toledo, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 
Mr. LAWRENCE; from the same committee, 


made an unfavorable report upon the petition of | 


Charles W. Pingley; which was laid upon the 
table. 


Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee, to 


which was referred the bill for the relief of Eman- | 


uel Berri and John M. Reese, reported an amend- 
atory bill, accompanied by their memorial. 
Ordered, That the said bill be committed. 


On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands | 


be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of citizens of Armstrong county, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of the freedom of the 
public lands. Also, of the memorial of the citi- 
zens of Knox county, in the State of Ohio, 
for the transfer of the public lands to the States 
in which they are situated. Also, from two me- 
morials from the citizens of Fayette county, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, in favor of granting the 
public lands in tracts to actual settlers; and that 
said memorials be committed. 


On motion of Mr. RELFE, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the memorial of E. M. Chamberlain and E. 
W. N. Mis, for a donation of land for purposes 
of arailroad, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads aud Canals. 

On motion of Mr. RELFE, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of Willis L, 
Williams, in favor of the adjudication of the claims 
of Jacques Claymorgan, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the same com- 
mittee, made a report upon the case of James G. 
McCloud, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. S., also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of James Anderson, ac- 
companied by a bill to confirm an entry of land, 
made, by the administrator of James Anderson, 
deceased, of lowa Territory; which bill was read 
twice and committed. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, || 


made an adverse repor upon the petitions of citi- 
zens-of the State o 

the inhabitants of township 9, for the 16th section; 
which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. McIL VALINE, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a joint reso- 
lution to settle the claims of Alexander M. Cum- 
mings, accompanied by areport; which resolution 
was read twice and committed. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, reported a bill to regulate the proceed- | 
ings in the circuit and district courts of the United | 


States, and for other purposes; which bill was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. PETTIT, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the resolution of the FIouse 
of the 13th instant, relative to a repeal of the 4th 
section of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for 
the year ending 30th June, 1846; which report was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Newcomb; 

A bill for erecting a monument to the memory 
of General Joseph Warren; accompanied by a re- 
port in each case; which bills were read twice, and 
committed. 


Mr. CLARKE, from the same committee, made ! 
an adverse report upon the petition of the repre- | 


sentatives of Udney Hyde; which report was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. JOHN H. EWING, from the same com- 
mittee, made a report upon the case of the legal 
representatives of Simon Spalding, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which bill was read twice, 
and committed. 


Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON, from the Com- | 


mittee on Private Land Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill to amend an act approved the 24th 
of February, 1843, entitled “ An act to amend an 
act for the relief of George Mayfield,” approved 
July 27th, 1842, reported the same without amend- 
ment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed. 


Illinois, for compensation to | 


|| honor of the conntry 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of Martha Twist, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. McCRATE, p 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tions of Holt Ingraham and Daniel Sampson; and 
that said petitions be laid upon the table. 

On leave given, Mr. STEPHENS. presented. a 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Georgia, in relation to the claims of said State, 

Mr. BUFFINGTON (objection having been 
made) moved a suspension of the rules to enable 
him to present certam joint resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Pennsylvania. 

The House refused to suspend the rules. 

Some conversation took place between Mr. Mar- 
TIN, of Kentucky, and the Cuaig, in relation to a 
motion to excuse Mr. MeDoweLL from service on 
the Committee on Mileage. 

The motion (if it was such) led to no action, the 
Speaker having stated that all motions of that char- 
acter must come from the member himself, 

Mr. WHITE asked the House at this time to 
take up and consider a motion, heretofore made by 
him, to print 5,000 extra copies of the report in re- 


| lation to mineral lands. 


Objection was made. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL (leave having been 
denied) moved a suspension of the rules, to enable 
hirn to offer a resolution, calling for information on 
the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the va- 
rious depositories of the public moneys. 

The rules were not suspended, 

Mr. BOWLIN gave notice of a motion to recon- 


i sider the vote by which Mr. Dri.ano’s resolution 


(see above) had been adopted. Mr. B. was under- 
stood to desire to have the resolution so modified 
as to make it general in its application. 

The motion was entered on the journal. 

Mr. BAKER asked leave to make a personal 
explanation, 

No objection having been made, 

Mr. B. proceeded to read the following para- 
graph from last evening’s Union: : 

‘¢ Fe trusted that he need not say that he was of 
‘the party that clected Mr. Polk. He had given 
‘his feeble influence to the success of that party 
“and of their nomination, and he trusted that the 
‘principle on which that nomination was made 
“would be sustained.” 

Now, (continued Mr. B.,) I do not complain of 
the general tenor of the report of the ‘“ Union.” I 


| have rather to thank the reporter for the pains he 


has taken with it. Butin this report he has done 
me gross and crying injustice. IJ did not say that 
I had given my feeble support to the success of 
Mr. Polk. I was opposed to his election. I am 
opposed to every measure of his administration of 
a mere party character. I need not say this in my 
own district, or to my own people. But I desire 
to say it here, so that wherever this report shall 
go, the correction may go also—wherever the 
bane goes, the antidote may follow. I now say, 
that, except so far as Mr. Polk may be for the 
in our foreign relations, I am 
opposed to him. [rejoice in being a whig. 
would rather be a whig defeated than a democrat 
successful. Tam for Mr. Clay. I would be wil- 
ling to run him again. I would rather vote for 
him than any man in the world. And I take occa- 
sion to say that, as in all times past I have given 
my warm support to whig men and whig princi- 
ples, so in either fortune, amid disaster and defeat, 
to the very last of my blood and my breath, I am 
a whig constant, unchanging, now and forever. 


[The explanation was concluded amidst roars of | 


laughter, some calls to order, and a vigorous ap- 
plication of the Speaker’s hammer to the table.] 
è 


OREGON, 
On motion of Mr. HOGE, the House résolved 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state | 
| of the Union, (Mr. Tissarrs, of Kentucky, in the 
joint | 


chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
resolution of notice. 

Mr. HOGE was entitled to the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee during the hour. z 
_ Mr. H., after some prefatory remarks, expres- 
sive of the propriety of every gentleman, ‘on a 


| question like this, freely expressing the convictions 


of his own judgment, declaratory of the fact that ! 


I i 


| 
i 
| 
i 
4 
i 
F 


in the country that would bring this qué 


the course he should ‘pursue son this ‘quéstion was: 
the same as he had taken at the Jast session of 
Congress, he not having been within the category: 
of western men alluded to by Mr. Raerr ata prer. 
vious stage of the debate, who at the last session 
voted against the amendment of Mr, Apame forthe. 
giving. the notice, and: indicative of: his ide; eto: 
present the reasons for his support of the tesolu~: 
tion before the committce, lest by a silent:vote ‘he. 
should be placed within the categéry of those: who 
were for rushing’ recklessly into all the hoxrors of 
war, proceeded to say, that while. he confessed: he | 
entertained no love for Great Britain, he was- yet 
by no means full of that warlike furor that the hon- 
orable gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerveny]_ 
seemed to think necessarily belonged. to áll the rep- 
resentatives of the State from which. hé came. Cer- 
tainly, in the remarks of two of his (Mr. TH.’s)} 
colleagues there was something a litte warlike; for 
one of them [Mr. Baxer] seemed resolved. to go 
for the measures proposed in reference to Oregon, 
because it was our ‘‘ manifest destiny”? to. obtain 
exclusive possession of that entire. territory, and 
the other [Mr. Doverass] went for 54° 40' now, 
if not sooner, and for the north pole, if not a little 
further. He did not partake in the glorious. cam- 
paigns which had: been alluded to: the other -day-by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr.-C. B. Smurrn,} 
either in their dangers or their honors, but he hoped: 
he should not be considered. invidious, or disposed 
to pluck any of the green laurels which clustered 
around the heads of gentlemen who had. figured'so 
conspicuously in that war, if he should merely in- 
timate that he had never known so brilliant amili- 
tary reputation achieved ina campaign so blood- 
less in its results. ef an i 
He had one word more to say to his: colleague, 
[Mr. Baxer.] It was perfectly proper, for the 
gentleman to set himself rightas.to his political 
course, where he was.not known; but certainly. it 
was not necessary for him at home to thake the ex- 
planation; no man therë ever supposed him to be 
a democrat. But he (Mr.. H.) regretted that his 
colleague was. induced, in his great zeal to clear 
his skirts of any connexion. with the democracy 
to repudiate one of: the most co 
the Scripture—that. text which 
unfortunate that 0050) 
« While the lamp holds out to bum, 
The vilest sinner. may retum,” 
A voice: “In what part-of the Scripture do you 
find that?” r 
Mr. BAKER wished to explain; but 
Mr. HOGE declining to yield the floor, pro- 
ceeded to express his regrets that there.-had been 
attempts in this House to give this debate some- 
thing of a sectional, a party, and a personal char- 
acter; and he considered in bad taste the attempt 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Kine, ] 
to connect with this.question the name of a certain 
distinguished statesman, for whom. he (Mr. H.) 
professed to entertain as high a regard as any one 
from the gentleman’s own State. And he wouid 
tell the gentleman from South Carolina that he 
was mistaken if he. supposed that any personal 
consideration connected with the elevation, or with 
the downfall, of any individual, had anything todo 
with this question. It might be, and he believed 
it would be, that the weight of this great question 
in its onward progress would crush. individual as- 
pirations, individual hopes; for no great national 
question in its course to final: consummation but had 
passed. through. a. very grave-yard ‘of dead politi- 
cians. It might be. the fate of this great question; 
but sure he was, that its bearing upon politicians 
would neither facilitate or impede its progress. He 
looked upon itas a great American questionas 
the. great question of the day. He was further 
convinced that no matter what might be the ‘ter-- 
mination of this discussion, what might be. the 
vote which they should finally give upon this res- + 
olution, the matter is to be terminated: within. 
twelve or eighteen months, at all events, with or- 
without the notice, with or without any action’ on. 
the part of this House. Therewasa spiritabroad” 


issue, “peaceably if we can, forcibly if we musi”? 
Mr. H. referred to the general unanimity: which 
had been manifested in the progress of the discus- 
sion—all being for Oregon, and for the whole of 
Oregon now, and all agreeing‘on the great politi 
commercial, and military advantages off th Ji- 
tory, and all agreeing ón the validity o i 
Even the learned and distinguished gentlemani from 
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Massachusetts, (Mr, Wiornror,| who thoughtour 
title camë- froin musty sources, did not take his seat 
until he had’ proclaimed that the:superiority of our 
title over: the British title would be pronounced if 
the question were’submitted to-a‘court’ of justice: 
But it was ‘reserved for a representative from the 
reat Commonwealth: of: Virginia, [Mr. Pewove- 
TON, ] in the face of. the facts; in the face ofthe ar- 
uments‘of every historian, orator; and diplomat- 
isty who had ever spoken or written upon this 
question, to find out: that: the ‘territory of Oregon 
was ‘not worth a farthing; “and. it was reserved to 
another- equally distinguished gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Bavty;] to find out, but in the face of 
the uniform: position which this Government had 
maintained: br thirty years; in the face of argu- 
ments of-the most acute diplomatic ability, to dis- 
cover that the title ofthe United States to the Ore- 
gon territory north of 49° is not worth ‘a straw. 
How changed was the position of that great State 
upon this question, so far as her representatives had 
been heard from! 

Mr. BAYLY interposed, and remarked, if. the 
gentleman alluded to him in-his latter remark, he 
had only to say that he had entirely misunderstood 
his argument. 

Mr. HOGE resumed. That (he said) was his 
misfortune perhaps; it was certainly not owing to 
the want of clearness of the gentleman; for he un- 
derstood him to lay down his position distinctly, 
and to sustain it by very ingenious arguments, that 
our title north of 49° was not worth a straw. And 
the gentleman was followed by the gentleman from 
Indiana, (Mr. Owen,] whose argument, with all 
due deference, he must be allowed to say, Was 
more specious than sound—who held. that our title 
was not good beyond 49} degrees, 

Mr. OWEN: explained. The gentleman from 
Tlinois had wholly misunderstood him. He (Mr. 
Owew) had argued, that, according to the showing 
even of British-claimed documents, we had a per- 
fect right of territory to forty-nine and a half; and 
ai egual right with Great Britain north of that par- 
allel, 

Mr. HOGE continued. The natural inference 
from the gentleman’s own argument, as now ex- 
plained, was, that our title would not stand beyond 
491°, The gentleman stated truly that we claimed 
to 54° 40'; and he proposed, by a sort of compro- 
mise, to fix the line at 520, . 

Mr. H. was about to show the difference between 
the position of the modern patriotism of Virginia, 
and that of its patriotism in former days. He read 
an extract from a speech of Governor Floyd, of 
Virginia, of whom he spokein high terms of enco- 
mium, in the House of Representatives, in 1829, in 
reply (as-he said).to arguments like. those which 
had been advanced by gentlemen here in regard to 
the value of ‘the territory of Oregon, and to the 
dancer. of asserting our rights. 

(Nore.—The reporter is disappointed in not be- 
ing furnished with the extracts in this speech, and 
is hence obliged to, omit them. Among other 
points; this-extract: urged the necessity of going 
forward. to an-inflexible maintenance of our rights, 
independent of any declarations made by the Brit- 
ish Government on the subject. ] 

Sir, (said Mr, H.,) that is the kind of Virginia 

atriotism which I like to see. 

Mr. BAYLY. Did that gentleman go further 
than the line of 490. 

Mr. HOGE. That question was not then in dis- 
pute at all, but whether we should take military 
possession of the country—whether we should as- 
sert our rights to that territory. 

Mr. H. did not like that patriotism which counted | 
the cost; which turned pale and trembled at the con- l 
sequences; which hesitates, falters, and doubts when 
great national questions are to be decided, when 
great national interests are at stake. 

He referred to the speech of Mr. Houmas, as | 
having dwelt upon our entire want of preparation || 
for war, upon the deadly blow which it would in- | 
flict upon all our. interests; and-after having lashed 
us round the world, and cut off every hope, the hon- 
orable gentleman (he said) had expired in a blaze 
of glory which was to be achieved by the Sumters, || 
the Pickenses, and all the other “ same cocks” of |! 
the kingdom of South Carolina. - He congratulated | 
the nation on the return of the State of South Caro- 
lina to reason; he was glad to sce that she was be- | 

ginning to give us a little admixture of prudencein | 
her rash counsels. She was not now ready in de- 


war. 
had been ready, in opposition toalaw passed by 
this Congress, not to plunge this nation into a war 


a 


But how long was it’since South Carolina 


with our ancient enemy—ainto no foreign war—but 
a war in which the hand of brother should be raised 
against brother, of father against father, of country- 
man against countryman ? How long was it--how 
many moons had-run their course, since a distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina had stood in 
his seat in the Senate chamber, and speculated upon 
the disruption of this Union, and upon the forma- 
tion of a distinct confederacy—thé visions only to 
be realized in the ruins of the Constitution, and the 
scheme only to be carried out amid all the horrors 
of a civil and a servile war? He was glad that 
South Carolina was coming to reason. If this new- 
born- zeal for peace continued to gain ground in 
that State, we would notbe likely again to be placed 
in the position we once feared in relation to the 
tariff legislation of this country. 

He was about to remark on the extraordinary 
position which this debate had been made to as- 
sume, He referred to the facts under which this 
question was now presented; to the announcement 
by the President of the United States, in pursu- 


| ance of his duty, that all negotiations on the Ore- 


gon question were at an end, and his recommenda- 
tion to Congress to take such measures as they 


| deemed advisable for the maintenance of our rights; 


to the proposition in the resolution before the com- 
mittee, reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affnirs, to exercise a plain right under our treat 

stipulations; and to the declaration with which 


wasa declaration of war—of war, in the language 
of the geutleman from Virginia, [Mr. PENDLETON, | 
not only inevitable, but immediate. ‘The gentle- 
man’s colleague did not precisely concur with him, 
but said it was the consequent measures which 
were to follow the adoption of the resolution whieh 
were to precipitate the country into a war; and in 
this position the honorable gentleman differed from 
every other opponent of this notice, 

The honorable gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Yancry] has assumed the gronnd that this treaty, 
when entered into, was a substitute for war; and, 


FI.) denied this position, and referred to the cir- 
cumstances under which the treaty was entered 
into, in proof of his declaration. He also referred 
to the fact of the notice by Russia to the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and of the United States 
for the termination of a similar convention entered 
into in 1824; and that neither of these Governments 
had dreamed thatthe termination of that treaty— 
though so cavalierly effected—was a just cause ot 
offence. He also referred to the firm, unflinching 
declaration and vindication of our rights which had 
been made by this Government in the case of. the 
French treaty; in the case of our negotiations with 
Naples, made from the deck of our ship-of-war, 
and in our difficulties with Spain; and he urged 
that a similar course in this case would terminate 
in a similar successful issue, and that there would 
be no war. But how changed was now the spirit 
ofour dream! The question was now with our 
ancient enemy, and we were continually reminded 
that we dare not proclaim our acknowledged rights, 
The power of our enemy was magnified, pwans 
were sung to British prowess and to British glory, 
and the weakness of our own country was exhibit- 
ed in most alarming terms. He knew not whether 
the gentleman from Alabama, who had led off in 


| his predictions against the success of his country 


in a war, prophesying defeat and dishonor to 
American arms in a just-cause, had here made his 
first essay in the art of vaticination; but he had, at 
least, illy exercised his prophetic powers in de- 


| picting the future dishonor of the arms of his na- 
| tive land. 


But be believed that not only in Ala- 
bama, but in Georgia, and even in South Carolina, 
the masses of the people were right on this Oregon 
question. There was no distinction between the 


cians, but among the people, whenever the integ- 
rity of the soil of their native land was the point 
at issue, there could not be a difference. There 
was a distinction between great politicians, south- 
ern in their principles and feelings—a_ distinction 
between the politicians of the South, and the 
South. 

They who advocated this resolution took the po- 


‘fence of a mere territorial right to run the hazard of | 


sition that it was the only and the best means of 


they were met, that the passage of this resolution | 


therefore, that its repeal was war itself. He (Mr. | 


people of the West and the South on this question. | 
"Chere might be a difference between their politi- | 


| 


i 


avoiding the difficulties which were anticipated. 
He referred to the favorable manner in which. the 
declaration: had been received in Great Britain 
which was first put forth by the present Executive, 
that the syren song of negotiation, which had lull- 
ed our judgments for the last thirty years, had lost 
its power, and that the question was now to be de- 
cided whether we would abandon or maintain our 
rights; and he read an extract from a foreign jour- 
nal on this point. That was the first echo. How 
was it followed up? Why, we found that, in the 
bitterest anti-American paper published beyond the 
ocean—in the London Times, theacknowledged or- 
gan of the British Secretary for Foreign Aflairs— 
this intimation was followed up by a recommenda- 
tion to the British Government to accept the pro- 
position made by Mr. Gallatin in 1826, and reject- 
ed by that Government, as a preliminary step to- 
wards the renewal of negotiations—a recommenda- 
tion to aceept the 49th parallel, or rather, to propose 
the 49th, and the free navigation of the Columbia 
| river. This was the first returning echo of the 
position now assumed by our Government on this 
question. Did it look like a disposition to consider 
the passage of this resolution as a declaration of 
| war? 

He referred to, and commented upon, the incon- 
sistency of the gentleman from Virginia, and of 
other gentlemen who had argued that the offence 
to Great Britain, if any offence was taken, would 
not arise from the giving of the notice, but from 
i the measures which must follow the notice; and 
who, nevertheless, turned round, and told them in 
the next breath that they would go for the mea- 
i sures, while they opposed the notice. Every gen- 
| teman who had signified his intention to vote 
against the notice on this ground, nevertheless 
-went for taking military possession of this country. 

He made a passing allusion to the position of 
Mr. wine, of Tennessee, whom he understood 
as holding that we had no title whatever on the 
northwest coast, and therefore it was not worth 
fighting for. 

Mr. EWING explained, that he had considered 
our title doubtful, and that he was proceeding to 
give his views on the law of nations as bearing on 
this point, when he was interrupted by the expi- 
ration of his hour. 

Mr. HOGE continued, and expressed his dis- 
sent from the position of Mr. Bepineerr, illustrated 
from the habits and characteristics of the American 
eagle. : 

He recurred to his argument that the giving the 
notice could not be considered a cause of offence 
by the British Government. He said he differed in 
opinion with gentlemen respecting this treaty. He 
looked not upon that treaty as a treaty of acquisi- 
tion, but: a treaty of concession. We had gained 
no rights and we had lost no rights under that 
treaty. We yielded not one particle—nay, in the 
negotiation, we refused to yield one particle of the 
right of sovereignty. We granted to Great Brit- 
ain the easement of settling, of trading, of the 
using in common with us of our territory. We 
had the right before the making of the treaty to 
build forts, to take possession—exclusive posses- 
sion-—of the territory, and we held all our rights 
still, subject to the right of trade, to the right of 
navigation, and of settlement of those parts not al- 
ready occupied, That he conceived to be the true 
construction of the treaty. That was its admitted 
construction in the negotiation out of which it re- 
sulted. Tt was stated by Mr. Gallatin, in 1826, in 
one of his despatches to this Government, that 
the British Government did not deny that the 
American Government had the right to build forts, 
and to do every act of ownership short of the ex- 
clusive military possession of the mouth of the 
Columbia river; and, with or without this notice, 
{we had the right to take all the measures recom- 
| mended by the President. ‘ 

But he was merely answering the assumptions 
of the opponents of this resolution; for they were 
not arguments. No one of them had condescend- 
ed to give them any argument, any reason why 
the mere passage of these resolutions was a declara- 
tion of war; and, in their judgments, they said 
there were better means of securing this territory. 
The true difference between gentlemen here was, 
that they were all for Oregon, until it became ne- 
cessary to take the first step necessary for securing 
it. This was the amount of this great unanimity 
which, it was said, had never been witnessed before 


in the history of this Government. They were all 


* 
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entirely unanimous until it became necessary to | 


strike a single blow. 
He characterized the. position of Mr. Yancry, 
that Great Britain only wanted this territory for 


purposes of the fur trade, and with no view of | 
making permanent settlements there, as the most | 


extraordinary position that had been taken in. this 
most extraordinary debate. It seemed to be found- 
ed upon the assumption to the same effect which 
had been put forth by a Senator from Massachu- 
setis in the Senate chamber. He looked on that 
proposition as nothing more nor less than a propo- 
sition to surrender the territory north of the Colum- 
bia river, continue the treaty ten years longer, and 
he looked on the result as inevitable; we should 
not get the 4949, and much less the 59° of the 
gentleman from Indiana, or the 49° of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, bit we: should get what we 


See ae 
upon with much force; and expressed his opinion 
that Great Britain would not readily yield it. He 
ridiculed the fear of war as a motive for inaction 
on this subject, and warned gentlemen that this 
Was a progressive question, and that the people 
would take it up and carry it through. 

{Eis speech will be published at length in the 
Appendix.] 

Mr. W. having concluded— 

Mr. A. JOHNSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. S, JONES raised the point of order that a 
member, in order to be entitled to recognition by 
the Chair, must address it from his own seat, and 
not from that of another member, 

The CHAIR decided that any scat which a mem- 
| ber might occupy at the time of addressing the 
Chair, was the seat in the con templation of the rule; 


had always repudiated—the line of the Columbia | 
river. Mr. H. read extracts from the application | 
of the Hudson Bay Company for renewal of charter | 
in 1837, and of the reply of the Secretary for Colo- | 


nial Affairs, granting this renewal, and referred to | 
the operations and design of the Puget Sound Com- | 
pany, showing that the design of Great Britain 
was tomake permanent agricultural settlements in | 
that territory; and could any argument, he asked, 
be stamped with greater, with more perfect fatuity, | 
than that of these gentlemen opposing the notice, 
who told them that, notwithstanding the peaceable 
intentions of Great Britain of which they talked, 
she was now ready to go to war with us if we | 
passed this resolution concerning a territory about | 
which, they argue, she does not care a straw, ex- | 
cept for hunting purposes, 

After glancing at certain other inconsistencies of 
the position of gentlemen opposing the notice, Mr, 
H. passed to consider the objections made to it om 
the ground of our want of preparation for war. 
He did not acknowledge that there was any other 
preparation, in a republican Government, for war, | 
than the preparation of the heart. When the 
great American heart was right on a great Amer- 
ican national question, we were always prepared 
for war. 

Gentlemen overlooked the fact that every Ore- 
gon bill which had yet been introduced proposing 
these very measures which they avowed their 
readiness to support had been resisted and defeat- | 
ed—how? Because it was said they were in vio- | 
lation of the stipulations of the treaty. And these | 
gentlemen, who told them they would vote against 
this notice but would go for the other measures, 
told them—what? ‘They told them to stand still; | 
to do nothing on this question. Ie held in his | 
hand the record of the debate of 1829 upon the | 
Oregon bill then proposing the same measures | 
which these gentlemen now avow themselves | 
ready to support. In this record appeared the 
speech of the Hon. Mr. Polk, of Tennessee, and | 


i 
| 
H 
| 
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his vote upon that bill, where he took the ground | 
that no such measure could be adopted by this | 
Government while the treaty remains in force— 
that the stipulations of that treaty were binding 
upon us, and that we could take no step that looks | 
towards the exclusive possession of this country | 


util the treaty was terminated by the giving this || 


notice. Gentlemen, then, who voted for these | 
measures, and against the notice as a condition į 
precedent to all of them, told us that we were to | 
remain on this question just where we have been | 
for thirty years—standing still, and taking no step | 
whatever. If the President entertained now the ; 
same opinions which he entertained in 1829, and , 
if they refused to give this notice while at the | 
same time they passed bills organizing a territorial | 
government over Oregon, for building forts, and | 
perhaps sending our military power into that re- | 
gion, the President was hound to veto them, or he 
nust abandon every position which, he had here 
tofore occupied on this question. 

Mr. WICK obtained the floor and spoke abou 
one hour in support of the notice. Mr. W. replied 
atlength to many of the arguments urged agains 
the notice by those who had preceded him in the | 
discussion ; and then stated the grounds upon | 
which he maintained our claims to Oregon. He! 
was for Oregon without a war; but he was for Ore- 
gon, war or no war. He strenuously urged the 
adoption of the measures recommended by the | 
President for the protection of our citizens in Ore- | 


gon, and the encouragement of emigration to that | 
territory. The commercial value of Oregon, both | 
to Great Britain and the United States, he dwelt : 


H 
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and that the uniform practice of the House had 
been in accordance with this decision. 

Mr. S. JONES, not directing his objection to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, Jonsson] in 
particular, but to the propriety of settling ‘the 
principle generally, indicated an appeal, 

He did not, however, persist in it; and, after 
some conversation, the matter was permitted to 
drop. 

Mr. JOFINSON, thereupon, took the floor; but 
yielded (as the hour was growing late) to 

Mr. MILTON BROWN, who moved that the 
committee rise. 

And the Chairman was about to put the ques- 
tion, when 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that, before rising, 
the committee should take up and act on the bill 
(from the Senate) establishing certain 


POST ROUTES IN TEXAS. 


The motion having been agreed to in the proper 
form, 

"Lhe bill was read through. 

And no amendment having been offered, 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

Mr. CULVER moved to strike out the enacting 
clause; but the motion was not in order. 

The motion, however, to rise and report the bill 
being a debatable motion, 

Mr. CULVER, observing that he desired to 
submit a very few remarks, proceeded to address 
the committee ina speech of nearly an hour’s du- 
ration, Le was several times called to order by 
Messrs, MeCONNELL, BAYLY, G. S. HOUS- 
TON, and PRICK, for irrelevancy; but was de- 
cided by the Chairman to be in’ order, on the 
ground that he had a right to discuss the state of 
the Union generally. 

Declaring bimsclf to have been one of those who 
had believed the annexation of Texas to be uncon- 
stitutional, and that any act which Congress might 
do to effect that object could only be a source of 
trouble in after time, and believing that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States would, on any 
proper occasion which might call for its action, 
pronounce it unconstitutional, he should (he said) 
treat the act as such, and should still, in the re- 
| marks he had to make, speak of Texas as the 
| republic of Texas. If he rightly understood the 
matter, the proposition to establish post routes in 
‘Texas brought up the question whether the peo- 
| ple of the United States were to pay taxes for the 
| establishment of post routes under a Government 
| which had been unconstitutionally hitched on to 
this country. The only respectable thing about 
the proposition of annexation was the honorable 
parentage which it had had. His friend from T'en- 
nessee [Mr. Brown] was (Mr. ©. believed) its 
author, and therefore it was respectable. But, if 
he correctly understood, when it went to the other 
branch of Congress, it was so changed and mu- 
lated that his friend could not recognise his own 
bantling, 


i 


| 
i 
i 
| 


i 


gentleman did him over-honor. He (Mr. B.) did 
not deny his hantling, nor had he given any vote 
inconsistent with his original vote. He was for 
| Texas, and always had been; and she had been 
| finally annexed in the words of his resolution. 

| Mr. CULVER, after some interruption ona point 
| 


| of order, proceeded to argue that Texas herself had 


violated the terms on which we agreed to admit || 


| her into the Tnion—as, for instance, the provision 


|| which confined slavery within certain limits; and 


| he entered at some length into the origin, histor 


‘s i 7 Vs 
and motives of the Texas question, the relation 


it 


Mr. MILTON PROWN rose to explain. The | 


bore to the last. Presidential contest, and; tothe 
effect it had on the prospects:of. the. candidates for 
that office, and especially of Mr. Van. Buren, at 
that time the heed of. the Democratic. pays in 
whose creed the question of annexation had” been. 
made a new test, “~ - etary ee 

Connecting this. subject: (by a link: drawn: from. 
the declaration in the ‘Message of. the President,’ 
that Mexico had. precluded: herselt. from farther 
claims on Texas, by the offer to acknowledge her 
independence. if she would not become apart of 
the American Union) with the pending question 


-on Oregon, Mr, C. proceeded to express his ‘con- 


viction that neither negotiation. nor còmpromise 
were of necessity precluded by the refusal’ of the 
British Minister to accept the proposition: of Mr. 
Buchanan any more than the claims of Mexico on 
Texas were precluded. by the refusal of the latter 
to accept the proposition of the former; that.an 
offer not accepted was not obligatory, and was. not 
to be construed to the prejudice. of the party con- 
cerned. He believed that all the trouble that-had 
grown out of this question of Oregon had been the 
result of the swaggering tone adopted by the Pres- 
ident, and: of the substitution of the dictation of 
Empire clubs, and other similar organizations, for 
the cool and respectable advice and counsel under 
which the affairs of this Government had until: re- 
cent: years been administered, . He avowed him- 
self in favor of giving the notice; which ‘could not 
produce war, he said, because the South did not 
want a war, and Mr. Polk was a southern man; 
and he was afraid that there was an understanding 
between the Presidentand Sir Robert Peel that this 
controversy should be settled in some way, and 
that the tariff and the interests of the country 
should be sacrificed. He concluded by contrast- 
ing the backwardness of southern men ‘on the Ore- 
gon question with the hot haste which they had 
manifested for the growth and maturity of its 
twin-measure, the annexation of Texas, and sus- 
tained some of the views that have heretoforé been 
advanced in réference to the restoration of the bal- 
ance of power between the North and the South. 

Mr. McCONNELL spoke a few brief sentences 
which kept the House ina roar of-laughter.. After 
a general disclaimer of the truth of theimputations 
cast on the men and the institutions .of the South, 
he declared his belief that the. South: had-not yet 
been fairly probed on this subject Of Oregon, but 
that, at the proper time, we should see where she 
stood. He could not speak for the politicians; but 
he could answer for the people in his part of the 
country—for the tax-paying, road-working, and 
militia-mustering people—all of whom, to a man, 
would go for Oregon-—the whole of Oregon... . 

Mr. McC. then made. two distinct propositions 
to Mr. Cunver, (having in view the future destiny 
and occupation of that.gentleman,) so distinct, in- 
deed, and expressed in language so vigorous. and 
original, that it was scarcely possible to misappre- 
hend them. But as the propositions themselves 
were of an unusual character, the reporter declines 
giving a statement of them to the public, until the 
revision of Mr, McC. shall have placed it beyond 
the reach of mistake. 

The committee then rose. and reported to the 
House its progress on the joint resolution of no- 
tice, and its action on the bili to establish certain 
post-routes in Texas. f 

The bill was put on its third reading, and (under 
the operation of the previous question) was read. a 
third time, and passed. 

And the House, at.a late hour, adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: i 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of masters. and 
owners of vessels on the lakes for “lamp lights” on West 
Sister island, in Lake Erie. The petition of R. A. Forsyth 
and others, citizens of Detroit, for the improvement of the 
Fox and Wisconsin rivers. 

By Mr. DOBBEN: ‘The petition of William’ Croeker, of 
Wayne county, North Carolina, praying Congress to'avoid 


i 


| the evils of war by having national disputes.settied by arbi- 


tration, or by a code adopted by a congress of nations. 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The petition and accompany- 
ing papers of Ira Carpenter, of Delaware county, Ohio, pray- 
ng compensation for loss of property during: the Iate war: 
referred to the Committee of Claims... 

By Mr. JACOB. THOMPSON; The petition of Jobn: Gil- 
leylen, of the State of Mississippi, heretofore referred Jan- 
uary 18, 1845: referred to the Committee on Publie Lands: 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The memorial .of sundry-citizéns of 
Warren county, Ohio, praying Congress to-make the pub- 


THE_CONGRESSIONA 


L GLOBE. 


283 


He lands free 


ga limited: quaiitities) to-acttial settlers: re- 
Jommitiee. of the Whole on the state of the 

Dnion: ` we a p : 
a By Mr JA: ROCKWELL + The petition of Thomas 

Wiliams and 215 other citizens:of New. London, Connecti- 

cut, praying for ‘the adoption of peaceful. measures for the 

settlement of the Oregon question: referred to:the Commit- 

tee of the ‘Whole on the state.of the Union. The’ petition 

‘of Joel Nurse v referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions.: DARTY 

By M 
38 othér 


CHENCK : ‘The petition of Daniel Jordan and 
tizens of Ohio, praying for ‘an. appropriation for | 
the continuance of the Cumberland road. j t 

By Mr HILLIARD: ‘The “petition of John R: Chapman, | 
of Alabama, praying that. Congress: would. grant. him.-the | 
balaneo:of the “appropriation. voted by the last Congress for i 
the improvement of. the Choctawhatchee: river: referred to | 
the Cominittee‘on Naval Affairs. ~ 

By Mr. BEDINGER: The petition of Jonathan Shaeffer, 
One of the heirsof Christian Orndoff: referred to the Com- 
mitteo.on Revolutionary Claims. 

By MreSt. JOHN : The petition of J. 8. Olmstead, ond 67 
other ‘citizens of Sandusky county, in the State of Ohio, 
asking the establishment of a naval depot at the upper end 
of Sandusky. bay, in said State of Ohio: referred to the 
Committee on Naval affairs. 

By Mr. MeCONNELL: Two memorials from Georgia and 
Alabama, signed by upwards of 300 citizens, praying Con- 
gress to establish a mail route once a week from the termi- 
nus of the great eastern and western railroad at Atalanta 5 
also the terminus of the Georgia and Monroe railroad, in De | 
Kalb county, Georgia, via Villarica and Tallapoosa post of- | 
fice, in said county, thenee to Shady Grove, thence to Jac} 
sonville, Benton county, Alabama. 

By Mr. HARPER The petition of George A. Jones and 
132 other citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the eree- 
tion of a bridge over the Ohio river at Wheeling, Virginia; 
the petition of Henry Orndort’ and 86 other citizens af the 
same place, for the same purpose; the petition of James i 
Granger and 87 other citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, 
for the same. purposes the. petition of C. Porter and 43 | 
other citizens of said county, for the same purpose; the 
petition of J. G. Metealf and 192 other citizens of Guernsey 
county, Ohio, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. BOWLIN; 'I'he remonstrance of J. M. folmson 
and 457 others, citizens of the tand distriet, remonstrating 
agninst the removal of the Jand ofice from Jackson, Cape | 
Girardeau county, Miasouri: referred to the 
the Wholo House on the state of the Union. ‘The appli- 
cation of Thomas J. Chapman, by his attorney, Edward ©. 
White, as surviving partner of the late firm of Premow & 
Chapman, praying indemnity for losses sustained on ac- 
countot the robbery and murder committed by the Yaneton | 
Sioux Indians while said firm were trading in the country 
an Jiconaed traders: referred to the Committee on Indian 

ts. 

By Mr SAWYER: Two petitions of citizens of Ohio, for 
the improvement of the Maumee bay: referred to the Com- 


H Montoe and Belmont counties, intersecting the National 


Committee of || : 
i Whole on the state of the 


| 
E De $ 
| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
i 


mittee on Commerce. 

‘By Mr. GORDON; The petition of March Farrington, for 
an inerease ofpension, 

By Mr. PERRY: The petition of T. Dodge, praying com- 
pensation for extra services as a specia) tobacco agent: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of L. $. Webb and 156 
other citizens of Bertie eaunty, North Carolina, praying an 
appropriation to reopen, Roanoke inlet, at Nag’s Head: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. ` 

By Mr. WOOD: T'he petition of Joseph M. Chase, and 
other citizens of the county of Cayuga, New York, in rela- 
tion to the post office: referred to the appropriate commit- 
tee. Also, the remonstrance of Samuel Upham and 20 other 
citizens of Wyoming county, New York, against the annex- 
ation of Texas nsa siuve Stato. 

_ By Mr. J... JOHNSON: The petition of Ezekiel Col- 
burn and 67 other citizens of Groton, Gratton county, New 
Hunipshite, praying for a congress of ‘nations to settle na- 
Honal differences: referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Asairs. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition. of Captain James | 
Whaley, of Fayette’ county, Pennsylvania, praying for an 
‘increase of pension, Also, the ‘petition and doeuments of 
Thomaa Thompson, a soldier of the Iate war, praying to be 
placed on the pension list, Also a like application on be- 
half of foseph Taylor: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The memorial of citizens of 
Sandusky city, Ohio, praying the establishment of a naval 
depot at that place, on Lake Brie. 

Ry Mr, ERDMAN: The petition, signed by a nimber of 
citizens of Montgomery, Bueks, and Lehigh counties, Penn- 
sylvania, praying Congress to pass an act to erant a mail | 
route from Pottstown, Montgomery county, to Cooperstown i 
Lehigh county. 

By Mr.J. H. CAMPBELL: The petition and documents 
of Mary Campbell, the widow of John Campbell, a revolu- 
tionary soldier, for a pension : referred to the Committee on 1 
Revolutionary Pensions. Also, the petition and documents 
of John 8. Vandyke; of Philadelphia, praying that certain | 
prize-moneys due to his deceased brother, Henry Vandyke, | 
may be paid to him: referred ‘to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. : 

By Mr. HOLMES + The petition of M. H. Debon, exeeu- 
tor of Dr. Thomas Cooper, praying to be refunded moneys || 
paid under the act of 1798, called the alien and sedition 
act. i 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN! The memorial of Dr. Edward | 
Earle, of Philadelphia, asking that his process for “preserving | 

canvass and cordage may be.adopted for the service of the 
United States, The wemorial of the Howard Institution | 
ofthe city of Washington, praying for relief, 
By Mr. WICK: A joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of the-State-of Indiana, on the subjeet'of publie over- 
flowed lands. : The memorial of John D. Stephenson: and | 
others, asking a grant of land to aid the State of Indiana in 
the completion of the Central canal in said State: referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. “Also a joint resétution |! 
sof the General Assembly of said State, in relation to the im- 


| Military Affairs. Also, the petition of in 


provement ofthe Ohio river: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Willis L. Williams, 
praying that the restriction excluding the claim of Jaquez 
Claymorgan from judicial investigation, under the act of 
17th June, 1844, be removed, upon the condition that the 
amount of. land to which they may establish their claim 
shall be taken in serip, to be Jocated of public lands in mar- 
ket: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The pe- 
tition of James. M. White and others, heirs of John Smith, 
of Missouri, deceased, praying permission to enter, at the 
minimum price, the tract of Jand on which they and their 
ancestors have resided near forty years by virtue of a Span- 
ish title: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. j 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Mil- 
waukie for appropriations on certain roads in the Territory 
of Wisconsin. - Also, the petition of citizens of Brown and 
other counties, for appropriations. on Green Bay and Chica- | 
go road. Also, the petition of citizens for a road to Copper 
Harbor and Green Bay. Also, the petition of Col. George 
Boyd, late Indian agent, to have certain allowances made 
in the settlement of his accounts: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, Also, the memorial for the improve- 
ment of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, from citizens of Winne- | 
bago county. F | 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Georgia, praying the establishment of a mail-route from 
Stone Mountain Depot on the Georgia railroad, in De Kalb 
| county, via Lawrenceville in Gwinnett county, Gainsville 
in Hah county, to Clarksville in Habersham county : refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORRIS: The petition of sundry citizens for a 
mail-route from Lowell, Washington county, Ohio, through 


Road at Morristown: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr, TIBBATTS: The petition of the heirs of John 
Mountjoy, praying for the allowanee of the commutation of 
| five years? full pay, with the interest, for the services of the 
said Mountjoy during the revolutionary war. 

By Mr, HOPKINS: The memorial of Peter Hewitt, and 
93 others, citizens of the county and town of Alexandria, in 
the District of Columbia, praying to be retroceded to the 
State of Virginia: referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Colunibia. 

By Mr. LEWIS: The petition of citizens of New York, 
for the Completion of Cattarangas harbor, and for the erec- 
tion ofa fight-houses r wl to the Committee of the 

Union. 
i By Mr. SAWYER: Sundry remonstrances against the 
improvement of the Maumnce river, inthe State of Ohio: re- 
Also, one petition 
for said improvement: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. DARRAGH : The memorial of the Board of Trade 
of the city of Pittsburg, asking for a sufficient appropria- 
tion for the speedy improvement of the Ohio river, and 
bringing to the attention of Congress the plan ofimprovement 
by means of locks and dams: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, Also, the petition of George Cochran, for set- 
tement of his claim: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. Also, the memorial of Jobn Porral, and ninety- 
nine others, citizens of the county of Allegheny, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying that the public lands should be laid out in 
proper farms and lots, for the free use of such citizens (not 
possessed of other land) as will occupy them, allowing the 
settler the right to dispose of his possessions to any.one 
not possessed of other Hand; and that the jurisdiction of 
public lands be transferred to States only on condition that 
such a disposition should be made of them: referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. PETTIT: The petition of W, B. Brown, and 
328 others, citizens of Massillon, Ohio, praying that hereafter 
no money may be pid. out of the treasury of the United 
States to any chaplains: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Also the petition of J.C. Meckener, and 28 
others, citizens of Akron, Ohio, praying in a like manner, 
and referred as above. “Also the petition of James Pru- 
dence, and 180 others, citizens of Indiana, praying the 
establishment of a post-route from Lafayette to Marion, in 
said State: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. Alsa the petition of Shapendoshia, and 9 other 
Miami Indians, on behalf of themselves and their families; 
which is also signed by David Foster, and 100 other white 
men residing on the Great Miami reservation in the State 
of Indiana, praying that said Indians may be allowed to 
remain in the county, instead of moving west of the Mis- 
sissippi, and be allowed to purchase and sell land as citi- 
zens: referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILES : The petition of John Hanayan, a soldier 
of the last war, praying for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNGERVORD : Three petitions from citizens of 
Jefferson county, New York, for the ereetion of fortifica- 
tions at Sackett’s Harbor: referred to the Committee on 
habitants of Ohio, 
referred to the Com- 


for the improvement of Maumee river: 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SEAMAN: The memorial of the Long {sland 
Railroad Company, praying a remission of duty on iron rails 
heretofore imported and used by them: referred to the Com- 
mitttee on Commerce, 


By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH+ The petition of Benjamin 
F. Allen, administrator of Richard ©. Allen, deceased, for | 
compensation for services performed by his intestate : refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands.” Also, the petition of | 
Orlando S. Rees, for compensation for losses in the Indian 
war in Florida, and appointment of a board of commission- 
ers Lo examine and report upon such losses of himself and 
others: referred to the Committee of Claims. 


By Mr. McCONNELL: The memorial of a public meet- 
ing of the citizens of Crane Bluff in the county of Cherokee, 
State of Alabama, praying Congress to permit said citizens 
to enter 160 acres of land at the minimam. price, on which 
said town or county site was previously authorized by 
Congress before said land was surveyed, and for other pur- 


OSes, 


By Mr. JOHN H. CAMPBELL: The petition of John | 


at 


Stanert, of Philadelphia, an invalid pensioner, praying that 
his pension. shall commence from the time he received his 
wounds ¢ referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of Cyrus Vigus, of 
Cass county, Indiana: referred to the Comuinittee on the 
Judiciary. : dns : m 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The petition and papers in 
the case of Nathaniel Patton, of Franklin, Missouri: refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HUNTER: The memorial of the committee of 
the city of Alexandria, D. C., accompanied with sundry pa- 

ers, praying for a retrocession of said city to the State of 
irginia : referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. en nek 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of. John Perryman and 
others, of Moultrie county, Mlinois, for the establishment of 
a mail-route therein designated ; referred to the Cominittee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. A 
/ By Mr. STEWART: The petition of David Black and 
100 other citizens of Fayette county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the appropriation of the public lands to the use of actual 
settlers, gratis, who do not own land; referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. Also, a memorial signed by seven 
presidents of seven different insurance companies of Phil- 
adelphia, and others, praying Congress to provide for the 
erection of piers, &c., on the eastern side of Reedy island, 
for the protection of commerce ; reterred to the Committee 
on Commerce. Also, the memorial and documents of Lei- 
cester Haymaker, and other heirs of John Bowen, for leave 
to locate a Virginia military land warrant; referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The memorial of the legal represent- 
ative of Joseph Wilson, a soldier of the Revolution, praying 
remuneration for his services; referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Silas Chatfield, 
for a pension ; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Wis- 
consin, Lowa, and Minois, for a sale of the mineral lands. 
‘The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, for an appropriation 
on the road from Milwaukie to Madison. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The memorial of Edmund H. Tay- 
lor, of Frankfort, Kentucky, praying an allowance of the 
commutation of five years? full pay, with interest thereon, 
in lieu of half-pay for life, promised by the resolves of Oc- 
tober, 1780, and 22d March, 1783, in consideration of the 
service of Colonel Francis Taylor, in the continental line 
of Virginia, in the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. MOSELEY : ‘The petition of citizens of western 
New York, for a Jaw requiring steamboats and vessels car- 
rying passengers to be provided with eficient safeguards for 
the lives of passengers, 

By Mr. C. B. SMETH: The memorial of J. B. Hampson 
and 82 others, citizens of Wabash county, Indiana, praying 
antappropriation to improve the Manmee river, 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: ‘The petition of James Wood 
for relief. ‘Che petition of George J. Knight, tor additional 
compensation for a vessel impressed into the service of’ the 
United States; each referred to the Committee of Claims. 
The petition of citizens of New York, for the erection of 
three light-houses on the river St. Lawrence: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. Two petitions from citizens 
of Jefferson county, New York, for the erection of fortifi~ 
cations at Sackett’s Harbor: referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of Francis Upton Fermo, 
Willis Gregory, and other citizens of New York, for protec- 
tion‘against the importation of soda-ash, barilla, and sal so- 
da: referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of Joshua Robertson,-and . 
seventy-four other citizeus of Martin county, North Caro- 
lina, praying an appropriation for reopening Roanoke inlet, 
at Nag’s Head: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. S. D; HUBBARD: The petition of the inhabitants 
of the towns of Derby, Nangotuck, Waterbury, Huntington, 
&c., for the improvement of the mouth of the Housatonig 
river. 

By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: The petition of Adam Swart, 
for pay for revolutionary services; referred to the Cominit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. W. G. BROWN: The petition of John W. Robb 
and others, asking Congress to continue the Cumberland 
road, by bridging the Ohio river at Wheeling. 

By Mr. YOST: Resolutions of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, relative to the piers in the river Delaware at Mar- 
cus Hook: referred to the Committee on Commerce, Also, 
resolutions of the Legislature of the same State, relative 
toa Macadamized national road from the United States 
arsenal at Pittsburg to the harbor at Erie: referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. Also, resolutions of the 
Legislature of the same State, relative to the rates of post- 
age referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 31, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having been dispensed with) 
was approved. 

THE PENSION LAWS. 
The SPEAKER, by leave, laid before the House 


the following communication: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in obedience to the resolution of the House of 
the 31st-ultimo, an abstract of the several pension 
‘laws now in force, together with the constructions 
which have béen placed upon such laws, by the 
said Department or Attorney General, with forms 
for the use of applicants for pensions, 

‘Mr. BRODHEAD said this was a very valua- 
ble document, It contained an appendix or com- 
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pilation of all the pension laws now in force; of | 
the forms necessary to be adopted in applications | 
for pensions ; and the opinion of the Attorney Gen- | 
eral of the United States upon these laws. He 
desired that some extra copies should be printed 
for the use of the House, and a few for the use of 
the Commissioner of Pensions. He (Mr. B.) be- 
heved. that every member of the House had fre- 

uent calls upon him in relation to these laws, and 
that a printed compilation of them would be found | 
very useful, He moved, therefore, that five thou- | 
sand extra copies of the document be printed for 
the use of the members, and five hundred for the 
use of the Commissioner of Pensions, 

Me, McCONNELL called for the reading of the || 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER said the question was in the | 
mere form of a motion, nota resolution. 

M 
reso 
sent in. 

And it was read. 
[A message was received from the Senate by A. | 
Dickens, Bsq., Secretary, informing the House 
gf me passage of a bill for the relief of Charles G. 

age. 

Mr. McCONNELL could not see the propriety |; 
of printing this’ additional number of documents. 
He was willing, he was understood to say, to £o as 
far as any man in giving to those who had fought 
the battles of their country the just reward of their 
merits, But let gentlemen look to the pension laws, 
and to the claims that were made under them, and 
they would find more persons claiming pensions 
than had fought the battles of 1776, and 1812-°13. 
If it was in order, he would introduce an amend- 
ment abrogating the pension laws, and thus doing | 
away with that indiscriminate and voluptuous poor- 
house system. 

Mr. SEVERANCE rose, and proceeded to re- 
mark that this was a document that was much 
wanted—— 

The SPEAKER interposed, and said that the 
motion to print an extra number could only be en- 
tertained by general consent; and he suggested | 
that the question should first be taken on the ordi- 
nary motion to lay on the table and print the doc- 
ument. . 

The suggestion was acceded to. 

And the question having been taken, it was or- 
dered that the report be laid on the table and 
printed. 

And objection having been made to the consid- 
eration at this time of the motion to print 5,500 
extra copies, | 

Mr BRODHEAD moved a suspension of the | 
rules. 

And the House having decided that motion in 
the affirmative, and the motion to print an extra 
number being thus before the House, 

Mr. G, W. JONES thought that aless number 
than that which had been proposed would answer 
the purpose. ‘There were but few persons, he was 
understood to say, in each congressional district, 
by whom the document would be wanted; and he 
moved to amend the motion by striking out 
“5,500,” and inserting ‘2,500 for the use of the 
House, and 500 for the use of the commissioner.”’ 

Mr. HOPKINS said he differed both from the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropnran]and | 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonrs,] as to 
the number of copies that should be printed. THe 
thought that the largest number designated was too 
small. The document was of great interest to that 
portion of their constituents who, in his opinion, 
had been too much neglected in this very particular, 
What did the House do by the dissemination of 
this small pamphlet? Tt would send to every part 
of the country the means by which the soldiers of 
the Revolution, and of the last war, would be pro- 
tected against the very few individuals who were | 
familiar with the legislation of Congress on the | 
subject—legislation intended for the benefit of the 
soldiers themselves, but which, by reason of this 
very want of correct information, too often result- 
ed to the benefit. of speculators, and to the injury 
of that very class of their constituents for whom 
they legislated. It was, he repeated, a small docu- | 
ment. And what did it propose to do? "To send 
out to the country, in the most authentic form, the 
evidence of what had been done here for the peo- 

le. To give to those interested a copy of the law 
itself, and thus put them on their guard against 


r. BRODHEAD called for the reading of the |! 
ution under which this documen: had been | 


those impositions and speculations which he agreed || House to go into a large expenditure of the public 


| best reply that he could make was to give a copy 


| from Pennsylvania 
j 500 copies only to the Commissioner of Pensions. 


were a disgrace to the age in which we lived. And 
there had been no means by which. these imposi- 
tions had been more successfully carried. on than 
by the want of the very information which it was 
now proposed to furnish. It was known that 
every memker of the House had constituents con- 
stanly writing for information in relation to these 
pension laws. He doubted whether there. were 
half a dozen members'who could respond to one 
of these inquiries. A person who was interested 
in getting information as to the claim of a particu- 
lar individual, would write to a member of Con- 
gress to know what the law was. ‘The letter was 
referred to the Commissioner of Pensions, and the 
The 


of the laws, ee enon of the gentleman 


Mr. Brovurap] was to allow 


How long would they remain in his office? Mem- 
bers would call for them and procure them, and in 
three weeks there would be none left. The ex- 
pense would be inconsiderable; and he should like 
to see the number doubled. At all events, he 
should like to see one thousand copies ordered for 
the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, and he 
suggested to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
modify his motion, . 

Mr. BRODHEAD said he had asked the Com- 
missioner of Pensions whether the number desig- 
nated in the original motion would be sufficient. 
He replied that he thought it would. There was 
nota single copy of the pension laws for distribu- 
tion now in the department. 

Mr. FIOPKANS hoped, he said, that the largest 
number proposed would be printed. He would l 
even vote for 10,000 copies. $ 

Mr, WENTWORTH thereupon moved to print 
10,000 copies (retaining the additional 500.) 

Mr. G. W. JONES, not very well heard, was 
understood to suggest that a copy of these pension 
laws would not be of any use to those who were 
already drawing their pay from the Government, 
They could, therefore, only benefit those who had 
yet to apply for pensions. And, judging from the 
pope he should infer that there could not 
be in the whole United States five thousand per- 
sons yet entitled to pensions who did not draw 
them, 

He referred to the age of the revolutionary pen- 
sioners, and to the probability of the list diminish- 
ing instead of increasing. He could not, therefore, 
see the necessity of printing so large a number, 

Mr. HERRICK said, he hoped that the House 
would consent to print at least 5,000 extra copies 
of this document. As a member of one of the com- 
mittees, he had seen the necessity of such a com- 
piation. It seemed to him that it was almost im- 
possible for a man, not a lawyer by profession, to 
perform his duty touching these pension laws with- 
outit. He had himself endeavored to become fa- 
miliar with them, so far as he had had opportunity; 
but he had found it impossible. And for all the 
information that was procured, application had to 
be made to the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Ile had come here with a determination not to į 
vote for the printing of a great number of docu- 
ments; but for all such as were, like this, of real 
use and value, he should cheerfully record his vote. 
If there was in this country a class of men who 
deserved, and should receive, the attention and the 
supervision of this Ilouse, it was that class of men 
who had fought the battles of their country. 
There were various claims now before the com- 
mittee of which he was a member—t. e. the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims—which could not 
be understood without a compilation of these laws; | 
and he insisted that the Tlouse owed it to its va- 
rious committees, even if no other considerations 
for the act existed, to have this document printed 
and distributed. 

Mr. YANCEY said that he was opposed to the 
whole system of printing documents for the in- 
formation of members of Congress. It was a | 


growing and a grievous evil; and the amount of |; 


money appropriated for public printing was already | 
enormous, even if it was not increasing. Memi- | 
bers of Congress had no right to call for the print- | 
ing of books for their particular information. The | 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hopxrys] had said, 
that there were but a very few members of this 
House who knew what the pension laws were. 
If this were so, it was their shame. And because 
they did not know, were they to call upon the 
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money merely to supply :them::with documents 
containing that which hey otight to have Known 
before they offered themselves: for a ‘Seat here? 
Gentlemen might. as well. ask. for. the printing: of 
other statutes, in order that members of Congress, 
who were too lazy, perhaps, to-go and consult: the 
statute books. in your libraries, might have. the 
information they wanted. The argument was 
nota just one. -If the House- ordéred. the- print- 
ing of documents in relation. to the pension laws, 
it might as well order the printing. of ‘statutes.in 
relation to other. matters, before. the Committee . 
on the Judiciary, for example; ‘or’ the Commit- 
tee on the Department of the Navy; ói of the De- 
partment of War, or of the Post Office. It was. 
no good reason for this expenditure, to.say that 
members of Congress were ignorant: what-the laws 
of the land were. : 
It seemed to him that the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] was conclu- 


’ 


| sive, that the pension list was filled up, or nearly 


so, by those who ought to be there, and that there 
were very few who had yet to apply for pensions. 
The roll, in the ordinary course of nature, ought 
to be decreasing; yet if it was increasing, that 
was no reason why these documents should. be 
reprinted. PUTS a se ontaadh bp inamite € 

He had understood: that the Commissioner of 
Pensions furnished: blanks to: all those who ap- 
plied, setting forth what ought to be done, without 
going to the expense of furnishing copies of the 
laws to every one who chose to apply for them. 
It was a common thing, too, for candidates.-upon 
the hustings to talk before the ews of’. an 
economical administration of the Government— 
of allowing no greater appropriations of money 
than were merely necessary to carry it on. Yet 
we found many of those very gentlemen, when 


| elected to their seatsthere, constantly: voting. to 


increase the expenditures. in order that they 
might be supplied with printed documents, for 
their own information; when, if they were to.con- 
fess their ignorafice before the people, the proba- 
bility was, that they would not have obtained their 
seats here at all. z & 

He was opposed as well to the smaller as to the 
larger number. | Let gentlemen go to the Library, 
and there seek for the informati jn they required. 

Mr. HAMLIN took the floor, but yielded it at 
the request of 5GS u a RS 

Mr. HOPKINS, who desired to say a word in, 
eo to the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. YAN- 
CEY, : : 

THe (Mr. FI.) had, he said, ventured, the sug~ - 
gestion that members of the House were not very 
accurately informed'on this subject. And although 
it might be, as the gentleman had averred, ‘a 
shame ” that the fact should be so, yet he (Mr. 
H.) must admit that, so far as he himself was con- 
cerned, it was true. And, with great deference to 
the intelligence of the able gentleman from Alabama, 
he (Mr. H.) might venture the suggestion that that 
gentleman himself could not, from his position, be 
very accurately informed upon a subject about 
which he (Mr. H.) believed inconsistent and con- 
tradictory decisions had been made even by func- 
tionaries as high as the Secretaries of War. They 
had differed as to what had been our legislation. 
The opinion of the Attorney General of the United 
States had been invoked by resolution, as had been 
the aid of the Secretary of War, in this.very com- 
pilation. And for whom?) Had any gentleman 
dreamed that these documents were. to. he publish- 
ed for the information of. members: of Congress? 
If the gentleman from Alabama supposed that he 
(Mr. H.) wished any particular number for. his 
own benefit, he was mistaken. It was. for the. . 
benefit of the people that they were needed... «: 

It had been said that the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions furnished forms when called upon. “By 
whom was he called upon? By that class. of spec- 
ulators who were spread over the length. and 
| breadth of the land. He was not called upon by 
| revolutionary soldiers, or soldiers of the late’ war. 


i It was for the purpose of protecting these individ- 
| uals that he (Mr. H.) would throw this:informa- 
tion broadcast over the country. » He would have 
| a copy deposited in the clerk’s office of every coun- 
ty in the Union. ty 

On questions involving public’ expenditures, he 
| seldom went further than the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, especially upon questions of printing extra 
numbers of documents. ` He (Mr: H.) had: but 
| rarely gone with those who had ‘voted in favor of 
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the largest numbers; ‘and recently it had: been his 
misfortune to differ with a portion of his. friends 
(and, amongst others, he thought, with the gentle- 
man fiom Alabama himself) in relation to printing 
an unusually large, number of the report of the 
Secretary. of the ‘Treasury. He (Mr. H.) did not 
exactly know whether the gentleman went for the 
smaller.or larger number. 5 i 

Mr. YANCEY said, forthe larger. 

Mr. HOPKINS continued. The gentleman said, 
for the larger.. If, then, he would make out an 
account-current between them, putting on one side 
the vote of ‘that gentleman for the largest’ number | 
of. the Secretary’s report, and on the other his 
(Mr. Hs) vote for. the largest number. of this 
compilation, the gentleman would find himself con- 
siderably the debtor. 

He (Mr. H.) admitted that the number of doc- 
uments printed was a growing evil; and no one 
would rejoice more than he, if the House should 
be able to arrest it. But it was not with the old j 
pensioners of the Government that this system of 
reform was to have its beginning. He would be | 
found most willing to go with the gentleman in 
all these questions involving economy in the ex- | 
penditures of the public money, where that econ- į 
omy could be properly applied; for he had usually | 
voted against propositions to print large numbers | 
of documents, 

Mr. R. SMITH said he felt surprised at the re- 
marks which had fallen from the gentleman from 
Alabama, (Mr. Yancny,] in regard to the qualifi- 
cations necessary for a representative on this floor, | 
And if the doctrine which the gentleman had ad- 
vanced was true, there could be no doubt that | 
many members of this House would at once be cut 
off from their seats, Was it the only qualification | 


for a seat here, that agentleman should understand || 


the statutes of the country? He was as much op- 
posed to printing extra documents as the gentle- 
man from Alabama. Ele (Mr. 8.) had not voted, 
since he had held a seat here, for publishing or 
giving documents to members of Congress, with a 
view to any other object than their distribution. 


Redeeming his pledge, Mr. Y. renewed the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

And there was a second; and the main question 
(being first on the highest number) was ordered; 
and, being taken, was decided in the affirmative: 
yeas 102, nays not counted. 

So.ten thousand copies of the said document for 
the use of the House, and five hundred for the use 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, were ordered to 
be printed. f 

‘he SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting, 
in compliance with the 2d section of the act of the 
Qd July, 1836, a statement of the expenditures for 
the year ending 30th June, 1845, and of the esti- 
mate of expenditures for the year commencing the 
Ist of July next, and ending the 30th June, 1847, 
accompanied by estimates for the two preceding 
years. 

Ordered, That so much of said letter and state- 
ments as relates to the estimate of expenditures of 
said department be referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means; and that so much thereof as re- 
lates to the expenditures of said department for the 


Committee on the Expenditures of the Post Office 
Department. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting, in pursuance of the acts of the 21st of 
April, 1808, and of March 3, 1809, a statement 
of the contracts made by the several bureaus of the 
Navy Department for the year ending the 30th 
June, 1846; which letter and statements were laid 
upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with the act of April 2, 1794, 
a report exhibiting the expenses of the national 
narmories and the arms, &c., manufactured and 
f repaired therein during the year ending the 30th 
June, 1845; which letter and report were laid 
upon the table, 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in answer to a resolution of the House of the 
27ih instant, a report of Captain Joshua Barney, 


And as to the document now under consideration, 
he believed it to be highly important that the largest 
number which had been proposed should be print- 
ed; as also of every other document, the object of 
which was to disseminate information among those 
who bad fought the battles of the country and de- 
fended its honor, 

Scarcely a week elapsed in which he did not re- 
ceive applications from an old soldier, or the heirs 
of ano d soldier, asking how a pension should be 
applied for, If this document were sent to every 
county in every State of the Union, the old soldier 
might go and examine for himself, without pay- 
ing a legal gentleman, or giving half of his pen- 
sion to get his papers drawn out. He (Mr. 8.) 
trusted ‘that the legal gentlemen who opposed the | 
printing: of these documents were not actuated by 
the sordid and-selfish consideration of putting mo- 
ney in. their own pockets. Tt would be unjust to 
suppose so, and he trusted that they would be will- | 
ing to vote for the largest number, so that all those 
who had not had the benefit of a legal education, | 
but who had shed their. blood for their country, 
might procure all. the information they needed 
“ without money and without price.” 

Mr. COBB said, he supposed that this. question 
had already been sufficiently elucidated by the dis- | 
cussion which ithad received; and in order to bring | 
it to.a close, he would move the previous question. 
But at the request of 

Mr, YANCEY, and on his pledge to renew it, 
Mr. C.-withdrew the demand. 

Mr. Y.-said, that he could not suffer himself to | 
be placed. in the false attitude of commencing this 
practice of economy on the old pensioners, or ra- 
ther, of making war upon them, in order that he 
might make the Government economical in its ex- 
penditures. He was not making war upon them; 


those who had pensions did ‘not need the informa- |! 


tion contained in this document. 

One word more on this system of publishing | 
documents for the information af members of Con- | 
gress, as was intended here. If: members of Con- | 
gress needed information upon which to legislate— 
as. if information was wanted. for. their constitu- | 
ents—let them go to their libraries, and not call 
upon the Government to go into large expenditures | 
of ‘the public money to print documents which 
would necessarily redound to their ease, but-to the 
expense of the country. 


the officer having charge of the public works in 
the Territory of Iowa; which letter and report 
were laid upon the table. 


of the act of 26th August, 1842, and a resolution 
of the House of Representatives of the 13th in- 
stant, a statement of the names of the clerks and 
other persons employed in that department during 
the past year, showing the time each clerk and 


each, and the place of residence of each at the time 
of his appointment; which letter and statements 
were laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in compliance with the provisions of 


|| the 20th section of the act of the 26th August, 


1842, a statement of the expenditures of the con- 
tingent fund of that department for the year ending 
30th September, 1845; which letter and statements 
were laid upon the table. 

“Lhe Senate bills on the Speaker's table were, by 
consent, taken up and appropriately disposed of. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (with a view to take up the 
bill relative to collectors and other custom-house 
officers.) 

Mr. SEABORN JONES asked Mr. McC. to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. YANCEY rose to a personal explanation; 
j and said that, in reading the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Ilinois, [Mr. Hocz,] made on yester- 
day in the Committee of the Whole on the Oregon 


instant, he discovered that the gentleman from 
Illinois had entirely, though no doubt uninten- 
tionally, misstated his (Mr. Y.’s) views. I find 
in the report of that speech, as it appears in the 
* Union,” (said Mr. Y.,) the following: 


‘Alabama, who had led off in his predictions 
“against the success of his country in a war, pro- 


| ‘phesying defeat and dishonor to American arms 


‘in a just cause, had here made his first essay in 
‘the art of vaticination; but he had, at least, illy 
‘exercised his prophetic powers in depicting the 
“future dishonor of the.arms of his native land. 
t But he believed that not only in Alabama but in 
t Georgia, and even in South Carolina, the masses 


year ending the 30th June, 1845, be referred to the i 


A letter from the Sceretary of the Treasury, |i 
transmitting, in compliance with the 11th section | 


other person were employed, the amount paid to | 


| question, and reported in the “ Union’? of the 30th | 


“« He knew not whether the gentleman from | 


‘of the people were right on this Oregon ques- 
‘tion.”” 

I know not from what sources the gentleman 
from Ilinois has drawn information upon which 
to base such a charge upon me, sir. Certainly 
that gentleman neither heard such views from me 
while I addressed the committee from this srat, 
nor found them in ‘the ‘printed report of that 
speech. At no time, and at no place, have J ever 
predicted “ dishonor to the American arms in a 


just cause.’?? When I have ventured to speak as 
J p 


to the probability of an issue of arms being made 
up between this country and Great Britain, I spoke 
as the following extracts from my speech will 
show: 

“ Entirely unprepared, then, for such a terrible 
‘conflict as that between ourselves and Great Brit- 
‘ain must inevitably be, will it be deemed treason- 
‘able, dishonorable, or cowardly, in one who here 
‘represents a portion of the people who are to be 
‘affected by it, to advise that < discretion, that bet- 
‘ter part of valor,’ warns us to avoid it, if it can 
‘be done with honor?’ l 

“ Not calculating on the cowardice of our great 
‘adversary, I would hold the Union from an un- 
‘equal conflict, which neither the private nor the 
‘public code of honor ever demands under such 
‘circumstances; and, like the brave Scottish chief- 
‘tain, would say to her-— Bide your time? ” 

Thus much [ventured to say as to the condition 
in which the two countries would be thrown into 
the arena of arms—ourselves unarmed—Great 
Britain covered with the panoply of war. And 
now, what did I say as to the issue of such an un- 


|| equal conflict? It is comprehended in the follow- 


ing extracts from the same speech, which I made 
on the 7th instant: 

“The war, however, would be fiercely waged 
‘on the ocean and in Canada. Riding in luge 
‘ fleets, the cross of St. George might pass triumph- 
‘ant. In single and more equal combats, it would 
‘be as certainly lowered to the stars and stripes. 
“Canada, too, would yield to our valor; and when 


| “both parties became tired of the contest, in which 


‘the vitality of neither would have been touched, 
‘Oregon would be found in the hands of England, 
‘and Canada would be in our possession, 

“ There might be one other result, Both parties, 
‘worn out by the struggle, might, as in the last war, 
‘stipulate to return all that either bad conquered ; 
‘and thus the country would be left where it was 
‘when it began the foolish contest of strength.” 

Tt will be difficult, sir, for a casuist to draw from 
these remarks a prophecy of ‘dishonor to the 
American arms in a just cause.” 

No, Mr. Chairman, even though victory upon 
every field of conflict should result to the Ameri- 
can arms, I would not unnecessarily—as I conceive 
this notice, and an attempt to take exclusive pos- 
session of Oregon would do—involve my country 
in the horrors and demoralizing tendencies of a war. 
But while I predict no ‘dishonor to our arms in 
any conflict we may have with any nation, I would 
not disguise the fact that, in a war to be waged 
now, and upon such an issue, we will labor under 
fearful disadvantages, both moral and physical. 

In the same report of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, I also find the following: 

‘* He characterized the position of Mr. Yancey, 
‘that Great Britain only wanted this territory for 
‘purposes of the fur trade, and with no view of 
‘making permanent settlements therc, as the most 
“extraordinary position that had been taken in this 
‘most extraordinary debate. It seemed to be 
‘founded upon the assumption to the same effect. 
‘which had been put forth by a Senator from Mas- 
‘sachusetts in the Senate chamber. He looked on 
‘that proposition as nothing more nor less than a 
‘ proposition to surrender the territory north of the 
‘Columbia river; continue the treaty ten years 
‘longer, and he looked on the result as inevitable; 
“we should not get the 495 degrees, and much less 
t the 52 degrees of the gentleman from Indiana, or 
‘the 49 degrees of the gentleman from Alabama.”* 
_ Both of the assertions made in that quotation are 
incorrect, I never alluded to the “fur trade,” and 
but once to the purposes for which she desired 
Oregon. The following contains that allusion: 

England cares but little for Canada. To her 
‘it is an expensive and comparatively useless colo- 
‘ny. For Oregon she cares much}; for whoever 
‘is planted there will, from its splendid ports, com- 
‘mand the trade of the great Pacific.” 

As to the assertion that I have founded my views 
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upon “an assumption to the same effect which had 
been put forth by a Senator from Massachusetts,” 
I imagine, sir, that I shall be found in that unfor- 
tunate conjunction as few times as most men. 

The gentleman was at fault, too, in stating that 
Thad made a. proposition to compromise at 49°. 
On the contrary, I made the following remarks as 
tothe extent to which I was willing to assert: our 
claim to Oregon: 

“Like them, I am for all of Oregon. With 
‘ them, I believe our title to it to be complete against 
‘the world. My only desire is, that we so reou- 
‘late our movements as to be able to secure itall.” 

But, sir, I must be allowed to say here, that a 
more thorough investigation and calm reflection, 
induced by the able debate which this question has 
elicited, has now brought: me to this conclusion, 
that up to 49° our title is sufficiently “unquestion- 
able” to call upon our Government not to yield an 
inch nor a right south of that degree; while above 
that latitude it is sufficiently questionable to make 
the matter one for honorable settlement by nego- 
tiation, in which negotiation I have no fear that the 
honor of the country will be compromised. 

Mr. HOGE said he certainly had no disposition 
to misrepresent the positions taken in debate here 
by the honorable gentleman from Alabama, Tle 
had not read the report of his own. remarks as 
contained in the Union, to which the honorable 
gentleman had referred. In the first extract to 
which the gentleman from Alabama had called his 
attention, the reporter had not given the precise 
language which he had used in his remarks, al- 
though he had given substantially the idea. He 
had not read the printed speech of the honorable 
member, but had heard the speech as delivered on 
the floor; and in replying to it he had spoken from 
recollection. He had certainly understood the 
honorable gentleman to maintain that the passage 
of the resolution under discussion was equivalent 
to a declaration of war. The gentleman had as- 
sumed the position that the treaty of 1818 was a 
substitute for war, and that its repeal would be 
war itself. The honorable gentleman had. then 
gone on to comment upon the want of preparation 
upon the part-of our own Government, and the 
vast power of our opponent, and that a war car- 
ried on under such circumstances must result in 
inevitable defeat and disgrace to the arms of our 
country. To these positions of the honorable 
gentleman, intended to be fairly given, he had di- 
rected his reply. In the second extract, as read 
by the honorable gentleman, the report was wholly || 
incorrect. He had taken no such position as was 
there attributed to him. ‘The honorable gentleman 
from Alabama, in common with other gentlemen 
opposed to the notice, had taken the positon that 
the only way to get Oregon was to leave the treaty 
in force, and trust to the cffects of emigration and 
settlement to obtain the whole territory peaceably. || 
He had in his remarks assumed that such a posi- 
tion seemed to him to be based on that which had | 
been taken by an honorable and distinguished Sen- 
ator from ‘the State of Massachusetts, that Great || 
Britain had no desire to hold the Oregon territory 
for purposes of colonization, but merely as a bunt- || 
ing ground; and that as the fur-bearing animal re- || 
tired to the north, Great Britain would retire with 
it, and surrender the country quietly and peace- 
fully. He had not attributed that position to the 
gentleman from Alabama. In that portion of his 
remarks relative to the 49th’ parallel, to which the 
gentleman had referred, he had alluded to an hon- 
ovable member from Virginia, [Mr. Bayiy,] and 
not to the gentleman from Alabama. ; f 

Mr. BAYLY asked leave to make a single re- || 
mark only in reply to the last remark of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Hogs;] which being 
granted, he said that the gentleman from Hlinois 
had informed the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Yancey) that the last portion read of his [Mr. 
Elocn’s] remarks were attributed to him, (Mr. B.,) 
and not to the gentleman from Alabama. He had 
not read the gentleman’s speech, as reported in the 
Union of this morning; but he had this moment 
taken the paper in his hand, and he found that, so far 
as he (Mr. B.) was concerned, his disclaimer—his 
broad, unqualified disclaimer-—of the construction 
the gentleman had placed on his remarks was cor- 
rectly reported. But he undertook to say now, 
if the gentleman referred to him in the portion of 
his remarks alluded to, he had wholly miscon- 
ceived his (Mr. B.’s) argument. He never had 
maintained that we had no title beyond forty-nine 


| understood as he meant to be, he knew not; but 


| (Mr. Tossarrs of Kentucky, in the chair.) 


| amendment was simply to make the phraseology 
lof the bill more definite, so that no construction 


| upon it. 


| speedy action; it would not take five minutes. 


degrees—never. What he had maintained was, 
that we were estopped by the course of our own 
Government from maintaining that our title to 54° 
40’ was clear and unquestionable. 

Mr. HOGE (leave being granted) said. he-had 
understood the gentleman, in his speech a few days 
since, to have assumed the position, based on the 
position taken by a distinguished Senator from 
Missouri, that by the treaties of 1763 and 1783 we 
had assumed the forty-ninth parallel to be our 
boundary west from the Rocky mountains. 

Mr. BAYLY, I only said that was Mr. Ben- 
ton’s position, and that F expressly declined to pro- 
nounce my own opinion upon this point; and lam 
so reported. 

Mr. HOGE. The gentleman assumed that the 
forty-ninth parallel was a wall between us and 
Great Britain, which neither party could pass. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman is mistaken, 

Mr. HOGE said he had only heard the speech, 
and had not read it as reported, Whether the 
gentleman was unfortunate in making himself 


he understood the gentleman’s whole argument to 
be based on the position that we had no title north 
of 490. Perhaps, if the gentleman had had more 
time to develop his views, he would have said 
something to modify this position; but the inex- 
orable hammer of the chairman cut him off, and 
left him south of the forty-ninth degree. 

Mr. BAYLY asked leave to say a word further 
in reply. 

Mr. PETTIT wanted to move, if it was in or- 
der, that all gentlemen who had made doubtful 
speeches on the subject be allowed to explain, 

Leave being granted to 

Mr. BAYLY, he said that the gentleman from 
Ilinois was not unfortunate in misunderstanding 
him (Mr. B.) alone. If that had been the case, the 
inference might be drawn that it was the obseurit 
of his arguments that had occasioned it. But it 
seemed that there was no gentleman who had 
spoken whom he did not misunderstand in like 
manner; and from this it seemed reasonable to 
draw the inference that it was not the error of 
those gentlemen, but of the gentleman himself. As 
to the 49th parallel being a wall beyond which we 
could not pass, that was not his language, but Mr. 
Renton’s, He had quoted it as his, and he had 
expressly refrained from expressing any opinion 
on the subject. 

Mr. McCLELLAND renewed the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, with the view before indicated by him. 

Mr. G. W. JONES hoped that the House 
would go. into committee on the joint resolution of 
notice. 

Mr. RATHBUN urged the importance of action 
on the bill indicated by Mr. MeCununanp. 

The question having been taken, and decided in 
the affirmative, the House again resolved itself mto 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


And on motion of Mr, MeCLELLAND, the 
committee took up the bill in relation to collectors, 
and other officers of the customs, 

And the bill baving heen read, 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved so to amend it in 
the first section as to provide that in no case a 
greator than the pro rata of the maximum compen- 
sation of the said officers respectively should be 
paid, &e. 

Mr. McC, explained that the object of this 


other than that which was intended should be put 


The amendment was agreed to, 

And no farther proposition to amend being made, 

Mr, McC. moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill and amendment to the House; but 
waived the motion at the request of : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, who moved that the 
committee take up the bill in relation to the Pea 
Patch island. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that the bill required 
It 
wasa bill in relation to the settlement of the title to 
this island, and appropriated only the sum of five 
hundred dollars. 

Mr. G. W.JONES thought the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. becersox.] was mistaken 
in supposing that the bill would not occupy five 
minutes. It proposed to make an appropriation, | 


and. it was his (ME. J.*s) intention: to. move:to 
strike that out. Liege te eae FE ee 

After some conversation, and an.apparentunwile 
lingness on the ‘part of the committee to: take: up 
the bill : : Fena : i 

The committee; on motion: of Mr.. JACOB 
THOMPSON, rose and‘ reported to. the- House 
(with the amendment) the. bill relating to custom- 
house officers. ` oe ‘ ae 

The amendment.was concurred in sand the bill 
(having been ordered: to-a.third reading- atthis- 
time) was read a third time, and passed. 


~The SPEAKER announced the regular business 
in order to be the call of the committees for reports; 

But Mr. G. W. JONES having submitied a mos 
tion to that effect, which was agreed to, the House 
again resolved itself into Committee. of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; (Mr. Tippartts: in: the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the joint 
resolution in relation to : 


‘OREGON. - eat ft 


Mr. A. JOHNSON addressed the. committee 
during the allotted hour. It was with no ordinary 
degree of diffidence (he said) that he attempted, 
upon this occasion, to address:the, .committee.on:a 
subject that was so important to the country; and 
particularly so after the House had witnessed the 
display, not only of unanswerable arguments, but 
of brilliant and commanding. eloquence... In at- 
tempting to address the committee ‘upon -this àlle 
important question, it would not be his-purpose to 
add fuel to the flame; but, if possible, to pour oil, 
on the wave of feelings which had been agitated 
and excited upon this question. "When they un- 
dertook the discussion of a question so,important 
as the one now presented to the House and the 
country, it should be ina spirit of, calm delibera- 
tion; and they should consider well the conse- 
quences that are to follow from. the action. that is 
to be taken by this House upon it. He knewthat 
since this discussion had commenced they, had 
heard much of wars and rumors of wars, and that 
the passions and feelings.of the country ‘had been 
addressed to'a very great extent. So faras he was. 
concerned, if he knew the feelings of his own bosom, 
he was for peace, if peace. could, be continued: on . 
honorable terms; ‘but if, in. adopting: the means 
which we believe best calculated tò secure peace, 
war was to be the result, he was prepared for the 
consequences, No member of this committee de- 
sired peace more earnestly than he did. Yes; in 
the language of high authority, he desired the day 
speedily to come, when we shall have “ peace on 
earth and good will among men” throughout the 
entire race, He wished he could hope that the be- 
ginning of that glorious era would commence in 
his day and generation. If he could believe there 
was a reasonable prospect of it, he would now. be 
found on tiptoe, as it were, stretching his ken to 
its utmost tension to discover the streaks of the 
dawn of that glorious morning. But as ardently 
as he desired peace to his country, he must take 
that view of this subject, and that stand upon the 
question.under consideration, that he believed his 
position, and the rights, the interests, and the honor 
of his country demanded. 

Before he approached the consideration of the 
main question presented to the committee, he pro- 
posed to go along to brush out of the way. some 
of what he conceived to be the. cohwebsthat had 
been hung around this question: There had-been 
an attempt during the progress of this discussion 
to excite the peculiar prejudices of the country. 
They had seen this particularly exhibited by the’ 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bay y] in address- 
ing the committee on this subject. Without rely- 
ing on argument, without relying on facts.as.they 
exist in the history of this negotiation, the gentle- 
man had attempted, ashe (Mr. J.) believed, to ex- 
cite a prejudice existing on the minds of his con-. 
stituency, and perhaps extending. in some degree 
beyond the bounds of his district. What position 
had he taken? He had attempied to make:the im--: 


| pression on the mind of the country that. there was. 


a particular leadersand champion of this question; 
and in this way, while he [Mr. Barry] bad sep- 
arated from the policy laid down by the Adminis- 
tration, he had attempted to exonerate himself from 

he inconsistency and difficulty in: which he was: 
| involved, by saying that this question of notice 

was a mere question of expediency; and because he 
| happens to differ with the Executive, or tie Ad- 


ministration, on a question of expediency, why it 
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‘is no separation atiall from the Administration. 


Why, on this: principle, every question-that may | 


arise for the consideration of the Housé may be a 
question of *-expediency.”’ The establishment of a 
‘national: bank “may be a question of expediency; 
the. establishment of. a. system providing for the 
collection, safe-keeping, and disbursement of the 
public'revenue; the question’ of the distribution of 
the proceeds. of ‘the public. lands, or the question 
of an oppressive. and: iniquitous tariff, may be by 
the same construction declared’a question of expe- 
diency. He may: make: indiscriminate war upon 
the Administration and allits policy, and then turn 
round and say he is guilty of no inconsistency. 
And -how does the gentleman attempt to cover his 
position? Why, he says if he has separated from 
the Administration, tho is. our leader ?—pointing 
to the. venerable. gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams.} T suppose he wishes to hit a pre- 
judice made upon the ‘minds of his constituency 
in relation to that venerable gentleman, and to con- 
sider it a sufficient vindication of his course to say 
that those who go for this notice are led off by 
Jony Quincy Apams, the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts. And the gentleman, too, 
reads.an extract from the speech of the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts to prove what the 
gentleman’s position was during the last Congress 
an extract, torn from the context, conveying a 
separate and distinct idea from its fair construction 
taken in connexion with the context. That speech 
was delivered before the question of notice came 
up, upon the bill. reported by the chairman of the 
Committee on the Territories, for the establish- 
+ ment of a territorial. governmort over Oregon. It 
was a speech against the bill without the notice; 
but in it the gentleman stated that, after mature do- 


liberation and reflection, he had at length bronght 


his mind to the conclusion that the notice ought to 


be given, The gentleman’s position was, that the | 


grant of lands—the taking possession of the ter- 
ritory—the establishment of a territorial govern- 
ment—was in direct conflict with the treaty stipu- 
lations of our Government under the convention 
made in 1818 and renewed in 1827. In the same 
speech, the gentleman cxpressly stated, that after 
the notice was given, of which he was in fivor-— 


after the expiration of the twelve months—he would | 


go on and make the necessary preparations the 
country required for such an emergency ; or he 
would make the provision in advance, to take ef- 
fect atthe expiration of the notice. 4 

Mr. BAYLY interposed, and remarked that he 
disliked very much to interrupt gentlemen, but 
he could not sit by and allow his whole course of 
argument to be misrepresented—unintentionally he 
hoped. In referring to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis, he (Mr. B.) had not said one word of 
the position of the gentleman during the last Con- 
gress, except to quote from his remarks as to the 
effect of a war with England; As to the rest of the 
gentleman’s [Mr. romao] remarks, too, he an- 
dertook to-say that the: gentleman wholly misrep- 
resented his views—unintentionally he presumed, 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Will the gentleman specify in 
what particular T have misrepresented him? 

No response being received — 

Mr. J. proceeded. The gentleman had read Mr. 
Apams’s speech upon the bill before the notice was 
given, in which he argued that the passage of the 


bill without the notice was calculated to lead to | 


war; and the gentleman from Massachusetts, after 
he had made his speech, and when the House 


came to act on the bill, came in with his amend- | 


ment ‘proposing to give the notice, and then he 
would beini favor of the subsequent measures, 
These were thé-views of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts at ‘thé ‘last’ session of Congress—these 
were his views now, 

` Well, when they followed: up the speech of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mt. Bayi] a little fur- 
ther, what did he say? “At all events, if I am 


separated from the Administration, who is the | 


leader of this party in favor of this notice?” 

Mr. BAYLY. Iam not the man to follow this 
Administration, or any other Administration, when 
their measures do not correspond with my own 
judgment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is what the gentleman 
said before, We all understand that 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman persists in mis- 
stating my points. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am stating the eentleman’s 
‘position correcily, and the documeuts will sustain 


of this question. 


me in it.. The gentleman’s scowls or threats have 
no terrors for me. “‘He may go and show his 
slaves how choleric he is, and make his bondmen 
tremble. ’’ 

The gentleman (continued Mr. J.) read the ex- | 
tract from the speech of Mr. Apams, and the in- | 
ference was clear that he intended to make the | 
impression on the minds of this House and. the | 
country that it was made upon the question of no- 
tice, when that gentleman was distinctly opposing | 
the bill, unless the notice was. included in it; and 
when they eame to take the speech of the gentle- | 
man from Massachusetts at the last session, and 
his speech at the present session, they found there | 
was no discrepancy between the two. ‘Oh, but | 
the gentleman from Massachusetts,” the gentle- | 

l 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


man says, ‘tis our leader!’? Was that the course | 
of great statesmen, representing a portion of the 
Old Dominion, to attempt to rely on a flimsy pre- | 
text and subterfuge—if he might be allowed the 
remark—to justify himself in the eyes of his con- | 
stituents for his separation from the Administra- 
tion, that Jonn Quincy Anams was for this meas- | 
ure, and therefore he differed from the Adminis- | 
tration, and went against it? Now, the true state 
of the case, they found, when they came to exam- | 
ine the record, was, that it was not the measure | 
of Jons Quiycy Apams; for when that gentleman | 
offered his amendment, it was rejected by this | 
House. Who, then, came forward with this prop- | 
osition of notice? Was it a Massachusetts mem- | 
ber?—a northern man?—a western man? Who did | 
it? It was Mr. Hammett, of Mississippi. Yes, | 
it was a southern man who oflered the amend- | 
ment to the bill, which was adopted by this | 
House, They found that, on the adoption of that | 
amendment, the honorable gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts voted for it, the honorable gentleman | 
from Virginia voted against it; but when it wasin- | 
corporated, and had become a part of the bill, on 
the final passage of the bill, where did the gen- 
teman from Virginia stand? Why, he was so de- 
termined not to he found with the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, right or wrong, that he flew the | 
track; he would neither go behind nor before him; į 
but he bolted, and did not vote at all. Yet the 
question was a question of ‘expedioncy.’”? 

The gentleman from Virginia, and most gentle- | 
men who were against the notice, told them that 
the whole of Oregon is ours; that our title is clear 
and unquestionable; but when they are called apon 
to act—to take some measure for the vindication 
of these indisputable rights—why then they turn 
round and fold theirarms, and decline to do any- 
thing. They move in a circle, and end just where 
they begun—doing nothing. They form what may 
be called the do-nothing party in this Flouse. It 
reminded him of an anecdote respecting a little | 
town council composed of three Irishmen. They 
got together; they saw it was necessary to do 
something for the town; and found it was import- 
ant to build a jail. They introduced and adopted | 
a set of resolutions; the first, ‘ Resolved, That we 
deem it expedient and proper to build a jail within 
the corporate limits of this town,” (specifying the 
name of the town;) the second, “ Resolved, That 
the new jail be built out of the materials of the old 
one;” and the third, ‘ Resolved, That the old jail 
shall not be torn down until the new one is built.” 
So gentlemen in opposition to this notice moved in 
a circle; they resolved that Oregon is ours, and 
that proper measures be taken to secure it; but | 
when they came to action, they could agree on no 
measures, and contented themselves with doing 
nothing. 

But, as they went. along with their southern 
friends, (and he wished it to be distinedy under- 
stood that he was a southern man in his associa- 
tions and feelings; but while he was a southern 
man, he was an American,) as they traced the pro- 
gress of the debate, they came to the speech of the 
honorable gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Yan- 
cry.] 


Mr. J. spoke in high terms of the prepos- 
sessions and of the favorable opinions he had 
formed of the gentleman’s eloquence and talents; 
but when the gentleman delivered that speech, he 
confessed his very soul yearned with regret—not | 
for its effects upon the country, but that such bril- 
lant intellect, such superior talent and commanding 
eloquence, should be employed on the wrong side 
The gentleman said: 

«AJ this would be bhighted by war. California 
< would be lost tous. A debt of five hundred mil- | 
€ lions would be imposed upon the country. The i 


‘ paper system in its worst form will necessarily 
$ kare been imposed upon us. The pension list— 
‘that spring of life and immortality to patnotic 
* valor—would be almost indefinitely increased.” 

Now (continued Mr. J.) what does this mean? 
That because, in consequence of two wars—one to 
achieve the independence of, the country, the other 
to perpetuate ita few individuals who had become 


| so disabled in the service of their country as to be 


unable to procure the means of subsistence in their 
declining years, had been thrown upon a small 
pension, it was to be made a subject of cant, and 
they were to be told that nobody would embark in 
another war unless inv the hope of a mere mercenary 
compensation! Did the gentleman believe there 
was no patriotism in the country—that there were 
not millions who would rush to the defence of her 
honor and her interests in the hour of her peril, 
regardless of all personal, sordid considerations ? 

But his colleague, (Mr. Cockxe,| who had ad~ 
dressed the committee atan earlier stage of the de- 
bate, had labored to show the inconsistency of the 
democracy on this question, He had read vari- 
ous extracts to show the position the leaders of the 
democracy occupied on the Oregon question; and 
he had read an extract from the speech of Governor 
Brown, of Tennessee, at the last session of Con- 
gress, who was then chairman of the Committee. 
on the Territories in this House, to show that he 
had at that time argued that the giving this notice 
properly belonged to the Executive, under the 
powers conferred upon him by the Constitution, 
and that other gentlemen then concurred with him 
who now held that Congress and the President 
were the proper source from which this notice was 
to proceed. The question, then, was mercly from 
what quarter the notice should proceed. But was 
there any discrepancy, any conflict as to the main 
question of the propriety of giving this notice? 

3ut his colleague had further gone on to show 
that the President of the United States had, in 
former times, maintained that our title was clear 
and unquestionable to the whole of Oregon; and 
he thought it extraordinary that James K. Polk 
should now, after taking that ground during the 
last summer, have offered to the British Govern- 
ment to compromise on the parallel of 49 degrees, 
He thinks it a remarkable, a strange inconsistency 
He wished, in that connexion, that his colleague 
had told tlre House and the country what line he 
was for. He should like to have the gentleman 
give them his position now, if he was in his seat, 

Mr. COCKE rose for the purpose of explana- 
tion. He thought (he said) that our title to the 49th: 
degree was clear, and believed that all north of that 
line was a fit subject for compromise. He thought 
that his colleague, instead of finding fault with his 
speech, would find a wide field for the employ- 
ment of all his logical powers in reconciling the 
position of his new ally [Mr. Apams] in 1818, 
1824, and 1826, with his present position ; in recon- 
ciling the Baltimore resolutions, assuming our title 
to the whole of Oregon as “ clear and unquestion- 
able,’? with the position of the present Executive 
during the last summer, in offering to give away 
one-half of that territory; in reconciling the po- 
sition of the late chairman of the Committee on 
the Territories, [Mr. A. V. Brown,] denying the 
power of Congress to give this notice, with the 
position of the present friends of the Executive; 
In reconciling an article which appeared in the 
Union a few days since, declaring that the propo- 


| sition of Mr. Adams in 1826, which offered the 49th 


degree as a permavient boundary, with the further 
concession of the free navigation of the Columbia 
river, was fair and equitable, with the present 
position of the Executive and the Baltimore reso- 
lutions. : 

Mr. JOHNSON continued. He understood, 
then, that the gentleman was now willing to com: 
promise on the line of 49°. After the whole tenor 
of his speech had gone to show and to prove to the 
country that the Executive had involved himself 
in an inconsistency, he marches up and agrees with 
the President in that which he professed to con- 
sider so great-an inconsistency. For his (Mr. J.’s) 
own part, he intended to follow neither the Presi- 
dent or anybody else in any indirection or depart- 
ure from the true line of policy. But how did the 
President stand? Why, he was sustained in his 
strong position—the line of 54° 40’—by the De- 
mocracy, while on the weak points the Whigs 
came in and supported him. Was there ever an 
Administration better sustained than this? The Ex- 


288. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ecutive, in offering the compromise of the line of 
49°, was supported by the Whigs of Tennessee, 
‘80 far as they had made an exposé of their opinions: 
But how did-the Whigs of Tennessee stand at thé 
last session of Congress? Every man of them re- 
corded his vote in favor of giving the notice. He 
should like to know what had changed the position 
of things since that time? Was it not as important 
that the notice should be given now, ag it was 
twelve months since? But the general conclusion 
his honorable colleague had come to was, to give 
the notice, but thro w around it a little soft sodder— 
a little smooth verbiage; we must put a smirk on 
our countenance, and say to Great Britain, “We 
are not in earnest; we give this notice, but—we will 
be friendly about it.” 

But since this question had come up, (Mr. J. 
proceeded to say,) it appeared as if it had been 
made the basis of the formation of new parties in 
the country. He regretted any such attempt ona 
question like this, especially when it.was so far in 
advance of the next presidential canvass. Why, 
the Old Dominion—God bless her !—~that had been 
in the shackles of conservatism for several ycars 
pes now—when she had freed herself, as they 
had hoped—when Mr. Rives had been deposed 
from office on account of his conservative position 
—when the Old Dominion stood erect, “ redeem- 
ed, regenerated, and disenthralled’’ from the fet- 
ters of conservatism—that her statesmen should 
now return ‘like a sow that is washed to her wal- 
lowing in the mire,” was truly a thing to be de- 
precated by every friend of her, and by every lover 
of his country. Now, if his information was cor- 
rect, ten to four of her politicians had relapsed 
into the position of conservatism. Now, if Mr. | 
Rives was in power, be would undoubtedly stand | 
at the head of the representatives from the Old Do- | 
minion, leading on their cohorts. But the people 
of the Old Dominion would yet speak for them- 
selves; their voices would be heard from the west- 
ern. mountains to the Atlantic coast, proclaiming 
in thunder tones our right to the whole of Oregon 
up to 54° 40’. i 

Now he asked how the present Administration 
stood on this subject? Before the nomination was 
made, before the Baltimore convention met, Mr. 
Polk wrote a letter from Columbia, Tennessee, un- 
der date of April 23, 1844, which was extensively 
circulated throughout the country, in which he 
says: . : 

“ Let the fixed policy of our Government be, not lo | 
“permit Great Britain, or any other foreign Power, 
© to plant a colony, or hold dominion over any portion | 
© of the people or territory of the United States.” 

That convention sat, understanding what were 
Mr. Polk’s views on the subject of Texas and || 
Oregon, and they adopted a resolution in these 
words: 

“ Resolved, That our title to the whole of the 
‘territory of Oregon is clear and unquestionable; |j 
‘that no portion of the same ought to be ceded to 
«England or any other Power; and that the re- 
“occupation of Oregon, and the reannexation of 
‘Texas at the earliest practicable period, are great 
< American measures, which this convention rec- 
t ommends to the ardent support of the Democracy 
“of the Union.” . 

Was not the Old Dominion in that convention? 
And did she not adopt that ås one of the tenets of 
her political creed? Was not James K. Polk 
nominated for the express purpose of carrying | 
these views out? Did not the Old Dominion rally 
around Mr. Polk for the purpose of carrying- out 
the principles laid down by the Baltimore conven- 
tion? The country has settled this question; the 
people have pronounced in decisive tones in favor 
of the principles of the Baltimore convention, and | 
of the President whom. they nominated; and itis | 
the duty of Congress to carry out the wishes of 
the people, instead of coming here and: drawing 
distinctions so fine that they cannot be seen be- 
tween; questions of “ expediency,” and questions 
of principle, and all that sort of thing. The State 
of Virginia went for Mr. Polk, understanding that 
to be his doctrine. He came here, and was in- 
augurated on. the 4th of March; and in his inaug- 
ural address, he made the same declaration as was 
made in the Baltimore resolutions, that our title to 
the whole of Oregon is clear and unquestionable; 
and now, when those who were in that conven- 
tion turn round and forsake the principles then 
laid down, they say, “Oh, this is a question of ex- 
pediency, and it is no departure from principle.” 


Mr. J. passed on to the question of title, andat 
this his time allowed him to give but a hasty 
glance.. He had no doubt but our title to the whole 
of Oregon was ‘clear and unquestionable.” On 
examining the subject, they found that Spain made 
the first discovery in 1592; that was followed up 
by a discovery in 1775, three. years before Great 
Britain’s discovery; and. this was followed, up by 
landing at the’ mouth of the Columbia. river in 
1792, the ycar of Captain Gray’s first discovery. 
Then came the exploration of Lewis and Clarke in 
1806; then the settlement of Astoria in 1810; and, 
in 1819, the purchase by this Government of all 
the title Spain had to this Oregon territory—(Great 
Britain stood by and did not dispute that purchase 
being made;) and, in 1824, the nited States trans- 
ferred a portion of this territory to Russia, fixing 
the line of 54° 40’ as the boundary between the 
two Governments. In 1825 Great Britain nego- 
tiated with Russia for a portion of the same terri- 
tory; and now, upon the north of that line, she 
holds absolute possession, derived from Russia, 
which power had derived their title from the United 
States, who had purchased the territory from Spain 
in 1819. Great Britain was thence estopped from 
objecting to our title. She holds the son on the 
north of that line under the very same claim that 
we hold the south of that line. How, then, does 
Great Britain appear before the country—before 
the civilized world? In anything of a plausible 
position? Could she sustain herself in question- 
ing our title? He was satisfied, from this state of 
the title, to which he had thus made a running 
allusion, that our title to the Oregon territory was 
clear and unquestionable. 

But what portion of the territory was really in 
dispute? What portion of it that was proposed by 
his honorable colleague to be given away? Why, 
from 49° to 54° 40'—a territory embracing six 
degrees of latitude, including 216,000 square miles, 
and 138,240,000 acres. A territory large enough 
to make six States as large as the State of Ten- 
vessee. This was proposed by his colleague, and 
by others on this floor, nnd elsewhere, to give up 
to Great Britain, when it was held by the United 


ain held north of 54° 40", : ae 

Mr. COCKE said a word in explanation, and 
was still proceeding, when 

Mr. JOFLNSON resumed the floor, declining to 
yield it on account of the shortness of his hour. 

He was proceeding to say that the territory 
north of 49° and south of 54° 40° was not the ter- 
ritory in dispute. ‘The country which was the 
real subject of contention was between 499 and 469. 
There was the touchstone. The number of square 
miles in the territory below 49° and above 46°, was 
10,800, and the number of acres was 69,120,000. 
Putting these together, it made 99, from 54° 40° 
to 46°, embracing 324,000 square miles, and 207,- 
000,000 acres—a territory large enough to make 
eight States; and leaving to the United States south 
of 46°, as her share of the whole territory, only 
75,412,000 acres—about one-third as much as the 
territory of Great Britain, if she got all she claimed. 

Gentlemen proposed to surrender the territory 
north of 490. It was not the extent of territory 
which Great Britain wanted, but it was that which 
was ina position of utility to her for commercial 
and military purposes. This was the state of the 
case as put forth by Mr. Pakenham in his letter 
to Mr. Calhoun, in September, 1844, in which he 
says: . : 

“It must be obvious to every impartial investi- 
t gator of the subject, that, in adhering to the line 
t of the Columbia, Great Britain is not influenced 
‘hy motives of ambition with reference to extent 
‘of territory, but by considerations of utility, not to 
t say necessity, which cannot be lost sight of, and 
‘for which allowance ought to be made in an ar- 
‘rangement professing to be based on considera- 
‘tions of mutual convenience and advantage.” 

Great Britain was not contending for the tërrito- 
ry north of 499, but. the point at issue was this 
territory between 49° and 46°, embracing the nav- 
igation of the Columbia river.. And they heard— 
what? Individuals in the country prepared to sur- 


talk of “surrendering” the north’ of 49° was idle 
and fallacious. So far as he was concerned, he 
was for the whole of Oregon up to 54°40, and for 
enough-on the other side to deaden thé timber on 
beyond, that. we may know where: the line is. 


States by precisely the same title that Great. Brit-+| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


render the territory of Oregon down to.46°! The |j 


| his head was the United States. bank; h 


make eight States. And when’ the-great mas 
the people ‘came to understand that it was): 
posed: to. surrender. enough of our. sovereign. dos 
main to make eight States; which may, if we pre- 
serve our own rights, be hereafter -adde the 
alaxy of the States which. already .compose. the 
nion, they will:veto the man. so degenerate——so 
far fallen’ from the spirit which -animatéd-our-glo- 
rious sires of the Revolution—as to give any coun- 
tenance to so base, so.ignoble a; surrender. of our 
own territory. : The country would never submit 
to it; they would never stand-by. an Executive, or 
anybody else, who should-dare to make thesur- 
render. | ne ae er 
But the question comes. up, “Suppose Great 
Britain now makes us the tender of the line.of 49°: 
are you not in favor of. the President: acceding to 
that proposition?..He (Mr..J.) spoke only for - 
himself: .Not-one: inch would he- ‘surrender, upto 
540 40’. It was ours. And. the: next. negotiation 
proposed. onthe subject, if the British Govern- 
ment denied our just. claims, let. it-be atthe: point 
of the bayonet; and the-next:convention—let it, be 
written by the point. of the sword, and:written in 
blood. e was for the whole of the country. -Let 
Great Britain get. off eight, States on the North, and | 
if she- had. .succeededinugetting..a portion.ofsthe. 
South, with her fleets on the. high seas, this coun- 
try would be encircled by her power as within the 
folds of a great boa constrictor, who would crash - 
us whenever shé saw fit. Bg ON ee eee 
We were told in the last ‘Presidential ‘contest 
that Texas and: Oregon were twins; and -he-had 
gone for Texas with’all the powers which he could 
bring to bear uponit.. This glorious: consumimia- | 


tion had now taken place, and Texas Was ‘annexed 


that the 
thrilling 


remembered well when the yeas and nays were 
being called. on the final. passage of the resolution; 
the intense anxiety and the breathless silence with 
which the announcement of ‘the’ final result was 
waited for... And just at this memorable crisis, he 
thought he heard Texas knocking at the door. for 
admission; and in the midst of this thrillingly in- 
teresting scene, the door was. thrown: open, and 
there stood ‘T'exas, leaning on her victorious sword; 
there stood Texas, with garments dyed- in blood, 
bearing aloft. the lone star which had. waved in 
triumph at the battle of San Jacinto—-asking to be 
admitted and to be placed side. by:side with the 
glorious stripes and stars which had been ‘borne in 
triumph. through’ the ‘bloody. scenes !.0 
Revolution... There she stood, her presence re-call- 

ing the history of the cold-blooded murder of Fan- 

nin, the “massacre at the Alamo, and the victory 

of San Jacinto... Yes;.the union was about: to-be"™ 
consummated. Texas was about to be:annexed. 
to our confederacy; but at this interesting period, 

there was an objector. I will describe the elements 

of his composition, and you can infer who. he wi 


latitudinous construction: of the Constit 
heart and stomach, the distribution of the pi 
of the public lands; his backbon 
tariff for protection; his huge and. 
an assumption of $200,000,000.6: 
States; his long, dirty, greasy tal 
tive feature of the bankrupt: law: 
This monster, clashing his i 
his direful crest, rose and obj 
was about taking place 
| struck dead by a blow kurle 


l He was not for surrendering enough territory to || power of the. people, a 
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consummated. It is true, Texas was compelled to 
act the coquétte a little; but she finally brought Un- 
ele. Sam to his senses, and the union was consum- 
mated. Uncle Sam, with his stars and stripes in 
‘his right hand, was seen approaching in the. dis- 
tancep and as he'drew near the hymeneal. altar, 
‘Texas, the interesting young virgin of the South, 
was seen leaning on his arm, the ring of “annexa- 
tion” on her finger, and her: countenance indica- 
ting that she had confessed that she loved, and 
blushed that she had owned it, They stood be- 
fore the hymeneal altar; and whom found we there? 
James K. Polk, the political. high-priest, with the 
license in his hand, ready to pronounce the mar- | 
riage ceremony. ‘The union is consummated; and | 
now, while the monster lies writhing in agony and 4 
issuing his expiring groans at the base of the ly: | 
meneal altar, while the funeral preparations are | 
making, Uncle Samand Texas sit dooi to the feast 
and while this monster.is consigned to the grave, | 
and is already undergoing the loathsome process of |i 
decomposition, and becoming the food for theerave- || 
worms, Uncle Sam and. Texas are conducted to the i 

marriage chamber, and there, in the arms of affec- 

tion, multiply and become exceedingly fruitful. 

But now, shall his back be turned on her twin- 
sister? Fle did not wish to be understood as intima- 
ting that Uncle Sam was a modern Salomon, But 
Uncle Sam had lost none of his devotion to her twin- 
sister; he was sul) determined warml 
afford her that protection which he had vowed; he 
was still for adopting the danghter of the North, 
and sue would be admitted into the Union of these 
States. Prejudices might be attempted to be ex- 
cited; new party lines might be attempted to be |! 
drawn; politicians might seek to make political i| 
capital, but the public opinion would bring Oregon 
in. The people were for it, If he were James I$. 
Dolk, (and he did not pretend to attempt to advise 
hin,) while these litde cliques—while these Little 
germs of pew parties were forming-—-he would ran | 
out his largest locomotive; he would get the steam 
up, he would put on the wood, and take in the 
water, and hitch in the Oregon car, and those who 
attempted to resist it he would crush them in its 
onward progress. The people would sustain him | 

«in it; the people were for it; the people will 
have it. 

But they wore told occasionally of the horrors 
of war, and that the country was not prepared; 
that the country is in no vondition to gò to war. | 
Do you want a Chinese wall from the extreme 
south to the north, and then around the frontiers | 
from east to west? ‘Will you ever have it? A | 
nation of twenty millions of freemen, with two | 
millions of soldiers that can be raised—with inter- | 
nal resources abundant to sustain them—with six 
hundred thousand stand of arms—-with cannon | 


1 


| 
i 
| 
as evor to | 
| 
| 
| 


united-hands on this great question. Let us feel, | 
all, Americans; let Whigs and Democrats rally | 
around the“altar of our common country, and j 
swear that our gods and our shrines shall all be 
crumbled into dust together before we will sarren- 
der one square inch of Oregon. | Let us resolve, 
and it will be done, and the whole of our country | 
will be secured ‘to our possession. Yes, the fe- | 
males of the country will be. with us. When | 
cities are besieged, when towns are sacked, when | 
the country is invaded, the females of our land | 
would come forward and offer up their last dollar; 
yes, further, as a. test of their patriotism, they 
would offer their rings and their jewels.from their 
persons; and they would not stop there, but they 
would ‘take their locks:from their foreheads, and 
weave them into bowstrings, with which to throw 
the arrow of defence into the bosom. of. the inva- 
ding foe.. Yes, the women of this day would be 


found as -patriotic as the wives and daughters of | 
our sires of the Revolution. - And let but Whigs | 


and Democrats all rally around the altar of our'|| continuance of peace.. He had no sympathy for || 


19 


But a great deal had been said in this debate 
about the British lion. Let him but growl, let him 
assume a menacing attitude, and on some lofty 
peak in Oregon—perchance Mount St. Helen’s, 
15,000 fect above the ocean-level—the armor-bear- 
er of Jupiter will be found perched on its veriest 
summit, with talons more formidable than the 
glittering spear of Mars, with an eye which does 
not wince, though coming in contact with the sun’s 
brightest ray; the British lion will be descried in 
the distance, if he shall dare approach, and if he 
shall moor to our shore, he will descend from his 
clevated position, and, issuing a scream of bolder 
defiance than he has ever before heard, will strike 


shrieking beneath his penetrating talons, dastardly 
to retreat, with the reeking blood dripping from 
his mane, from a soil that he has daed to pollute 
by his impious tread. We will not track him in 
blood around the globe, but we will drive him for- 


| ever from this continent. 


But a moment of Mr. J.’s hour remaining, he 
expressed his acknowledgments to the House for 
its attention, aud resumed his seat. 

Mr. WOOD having obtained the floor, addressed 
the committee, Fe believed, he said, that every 


pone was now convineed that this Elouse was di- 


vided into three distinet divisions. First, those 


| who were against the notice; and next, those who 


were for the notice, but in favor of continued ne- 
gotiation; and lastly, those who wished to go up 
to 54 degrees and 40 minutes; and were, therefore, 
for war, As he represented a Staté which would 


l have no small share of the fighting to do in the 


case of a war, and no small share of the glory of 
a victory, he felt obliged to offer some remarks on 
this subject. Efe would not boast of the courage 
of the people of his State; they were wise enough 
not to seck a fight, and gallant cnough not to shun 
it. All draughts upon their courage or their patri- 
otism they would per at sight. 

‘The speeches which he had heard here carried 
us back to the dark ages, and we heard the Black 
Douglass gathering his followers for a foray. He 
could not invoke a war, which only elevated brate 
courage, and whose only effect was a scourge on 
ourselves. Not only to the people of this country, 
but to all Christendom, would we be accountable 
for plunging this country into a war. He admired 
the moral courage of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr Ruwrr,] with which he had strip- 
ped war of its tinsel, and exposed its skeleton to 
view. Let novel-reading girls, and love-sick boys 
talk of the glories of war; but they were revolt- 
ing to men of sense. He had regretted to hear 
the revolutionary war spoken of in connexion with 
the war now invoked; and it appeared to him al- 
most sacrilegious; it was virtually confounding the 
patriot with the brigand. But he had some other 
reasons for being opposed to a war. Let it be 
granted that you May succeed, and let your plans, 
like Captain Bobadil’s, be imagined to be feasible, 
Let us suppose that you may succeed; what will 
de the consequence? ‘You will work a victory 
over yourselves. You will inflict the greatest evils 
on your own country. You will demoralize it. 


You will sweep away its democracy, and erect |} 


upon its ruins a military aristocracy. Nor is this 


all. You will arrest the progress of liberal opin- || 
ions in the whole world, and especially in England, | 


where principles of free trade were rapidly extend- 
ing, and could only be put down by our own infi- 


delity to them. These principles would triumph | 


in both nations, and ultimately throughout the 
world, unless they should be arrested by war. 

It was very much the habit with gentlemen here 
to denounce England; but the England of 1775 and 
1812 was not the England of 1846. The most ef- 
fectual means by which we could now attack Eng- 
land was by peace, and not by war. The only 
means by which that aristocracy, which was built 
up by wars, could be put down, was by the long 


error to his heart, and cause him, cowering and | 


ji 


| er and little men great. 


that aristocracy. All his sympathies were with 


| the people of England, who werejstruggling against 


the institutions which oppressed them, and which 
were fastened upon them by war. They had been 
degraded to their present position by glorious war, 
and it would not be the fault of members of this 
House if our people also should not be degraded 
io that condition in which, for a shilling a day, 
they would hire themsclves to the trade of murder. 
Why was this deadly hate manifested against Eng- 
land? Say what you will, her lights of civil and 
religious liberty are brighter than those of any 
other country of Europe. Nowhere was the lib- 
erty of speech and of the pen greater than in Eng- 
Jand; and the blush came sometimes tingling to his 


‘cheek, when it occurred to him that, in this re- 


spect, Great Britain was farther advanced, than 
some portions of our own country.. The spirit of 
liberty first arose in England—there were breathed 
the first aspirations for liberty. It inspired the 
Hampdens, and the Vanes, and our pilgrim fathers; 
and it brought the first Charles to the block. And 


| now, among the middle class in England, and 


among those whose names are great without titles, 
there were many who are battling for freedom. 
He granted that England was arrogant, but so was 
France and Russia, which nations were more prof- 
ligate, despotic, and insidious. TMe grante all 
that had been said about the rapacity of England ; 
but had not France been guilty of the same con- 
duct? Had not Russia extinguished the nationali- 
ty of Poland? Had not Russia come down to the 
Euxine? And on the northwest coast, was she not 
in possession, by treaty, of a part of our Spanish 
tide? It was true that they have all abused their 
power; but we were not the avengers. ‘* Ven- 
geance is mine, saith the Lord.’ It was madness 
and folly to run a tilt against all these Powers. 
Nothing could equal its absurdity, save that of the 
man who wanted to fight the locomotive and op- 
pose its progress, declaring that it was nothing but 
a cooking-stove put on wheels. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Rugsrr] 
had said that one of the games playing here was 
got up for the purpose of making great men great- 
New York, he assured 
that gentleman, had no hand in such a game. Ay, 
sir, she is the last State in the Union that wall 
plunge this country into a war for the a gerandizes 
ment of any individual. Another game has been 
spoken of—a compact between those who support- 
ed Texas and those who wanted Oregon. He had 
no part in that game either. It had been intimated 
that the votes of those who, like himself, had op- 
posed the annexation of Texas had been influenced 
bya certain distinguished northern statesman, (Mr. 
Wright.) ‘The insinuation was unjust and untrue. 


|| He knew nothing of that gentleman’s opinions 


either in regard to Texas or Oregon, He did not 
represent him or any other individual. He repre- 


| sented only his own district, and no man stood be- 


tween him and his constituents. 

It had been said that Texas and Oregon were the 
cry at the late election for the Presidency. He 
trusted that no President would ever be elected that 
had not some other qualifications than a mere cry; 
yet he voted for Mr. Polk, and he did so on ac- 
count of his integrity, honesty, and capacity, and 
not of any party cry. Mr. W. had not voted 
against Texas, he said, because he was hostile to 
the South, as had been supposed. He had no such 
motive, though he had seen the time when it was 
proposed as a sine qua non recommendation for the 
presidency that the candidate should be identified 
with the peculiar institutions of the South. 

In regard to a distinguished member of the late 
cabinet, who had been referred to in this connexion, 
he said he would give him great credit for many 
admirable qualities, and he believed that the posi- 
tion which he now occupied was for the time dis- 
tinctly defined; and he was willing to give him 
credit for sincerity in opposing the notice. 

He (Mr. W.) did not suppose, however, that 
the notice would lead to a war; he believed rather 
that the *‘ masterly inactivity,” as it had been 
called, would lead toa war. Why this inactivity 
had been celled masterly he could not imagine, 


290 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


: Feb. 2; : 


unless it was the policy of masters, and very 


young ones, too. 


He would not discuss the question of title; but |} 
he would merely lay down some positions in re-| 


gard to it, without recourse to the musty records 
which others could examine as well as himself. 
Every one, he believed, had conceded that Eng- 
Tand had some claims to the country of Oregon. 


‘Whether their title was derived from the Nootka | 


Sound treaty, from the explorations of McKenzie, 
from proximity or contiguity; or from our own 
concessions, it was immaterial to consider. ‘He 
believed that our own title south of forty-nme was 
unquestionable; and_if the position of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Owen] was true—and he 


believed it was—it was. good to 49° 50’; because | 


Spain had a settlement, at the time of the conven- 
tion, at that point, and that Great Britain had 
abandoned all claim to any territory south of that 
point. i ; 

He believed that we had claims founded upon 
exploration and discovery, which, putting the 
Spanish title out of the question, would carry us 
up to 490. Some had claimed that we went a lit- 
tle further—to 520, Mr. Rush had claimed that 
wehad a clear title up to 519. What, then, is the 
question at issue?—whatis the matter at stake, 
which is to plunge two great nations, the most 
civilized in the world, into a war? It was a strip 
of land of two degrees. Sir, should we fight or 
negotiate for two degrees on the northwest coast? 

Three times had we offered 499, and that was 
the line which was marked out by the treaty of 
Utrecht, and also by proximity and contiguity. 
Would we be justified before God and the world 
in madly seeking a war upon such a quarrel? 
Gentlemen here had talked of the great value of 
the country north of 499, and some of them had 
even said, that without it, or a portion of it, Oregon 
would not be worth a rush ; but Captain Wilkes, 
who had explored that coast, did not go beyond 
49°, and yet had found very valuable Jarla, 
South of 490 was the most valuable portion of the 
country. 

Puget’s sound, Hood’s canal, and Admiralty 
inlet, were all south of 49°. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jounsoy] 
had said that the territory actually in dispute be- 
tween the two countries was between 46° and 49°. 
He had never heard this before. It had been said 
that American enterprise could not succeed in 
Oregon until the British were driven ovt, "This 
was a reflection upon the American character; for 
whoever heard of an instance in which Americans, 
placed side by side with the people of Great Brit- 
ain, orany other nation, could not compete with or 
outstrip them in any enterprise? AN that Ameri- 


ans asked for was good ports, and, with them, | 
they could rival any nation in commerce without | 


the protection of any powerful incorporated com- 
pany, or the patronage of the Government. 
trast this city (said Mr. W.) and its badly regu- 
Jated concerns with those cities which depended on 


themselves, and mark what a difference there is | 


between them. i ; 
The popularity of the President of the United 
States depended not on his 54° 40’, but upon his 
moderation and. wisdom, which were the true 
causes of his popularity. He regretted to see re- 


solutions offered in this House reflecting upon his | 
course, and acompliance with which was to be the | 
price of his forgiveness, by a certain portion of | 
If the notice were given, and nego- í 
tiations were not opened, he supposed that Great | 
Britain would fill Canada and Oregon with troops, | 
and make great naval preparations at the Bermu- i 
not strike a 

She would await our action; and if we! 


this House. 


das and Halifax. But she would 
blow. 
proreeden to annex Canada, or take the whole of 


regon, then we would haye war to the knife. 


But he had too much reliance on the moderation | 
and patriotism of the President to suppose that he | 
e supposed that he | 
would settle this question by the law of nations, } 


would take such a course. 


and not by the law of popular acclamation. Ife 
þelieved that the good sense of both nations, in- 


timately connected as they were by commercial | 


yelations, would prevent them from rushing madly 
into a war, merely for the adjustment of a title 
which could only be settled by negotiation at last. 

‘Were we to go into such a war, we would soon 
find that there was a vast difference between de- 
fending our own country, and carrying on a war 
of aggression upon another, 


Con- | 


i But if-we anticipate such a war, what were we 
| to do? Why did we not strengthen our fortifica- 
|i tions, and furnish them with. cannon, fifteen hun- 
dred pieces of which would be at least wanted? 
Why did we not refit our navy and prégure mate- 
rials fora steam marine? The truth was that pub- 
lic opinion was opposed to a war; and we might 
ery war in vain till we were black in the face, and 
no war would come so long as popular opinion was 
opposed to it. If our measures should be carried 
out, after giving the notice, war would be inevita- 
ble. He was for giving the notice, but not for 
pushing the ulterior measurcs to such an extreme 
as to put the question beyond negotiation. Should 
he be mistaken as to the result of our counsels, and 
war should come, it was not by impulsive courage 
that we could carry it through. Warwas now a 
science. This war was not to be fought with rifles, 
nor behind cotton-bags, but it was to be fought 
amid the crossing of bayonets, the thunder of can- 
non, the roaring of Paixhans, and hissing of 
shells. It was to be fought on the ocean wave, 
| man to man, gun to gun. Itwas not impulsive 
| courage which gave us our triumph even in the 
| war of the Revolution. 

The privations and pestilence of the camp broke 


even in the first and second campaign. This was 
not to be a war that was to be decided by a single 
[| battle or a single campaign, and, asin the Revolu- 
tion, we would have at last to rely upon the cool 
and calm courage and Fabian prudence which then 
distinguished our commander-in-chief. And trust, 
me, (concluded Mr. W.,) that, before three years 
of the war shall expire, every man in the country— 
| excepting those vultures and hyenas which hover 
| over the battle-field and batten on the carnage— 
all those who do not want war for the sake of 
| war—will ardently wish for peace, and its advent 
i; will be hailed by both nations as the best gift of 
|| Heaven. 

| Mr, JACOB THOMPSON obtained the floor; 
and, on his motion, the committee rose. 

Mr. RAMSEY, on leave, presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, relative to a 
McAdamized national road from the United States 
arscnal at Pittsburg to the harbor of Erie. Also 
resolutions relative to the rates of postage. Also 
resolutions relative to the piers in the ‘river Dela- 
ware at Marcus Hook. 


Ordered, That the said resolutions be laid upon 
the table. 


And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 2, 1846. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate areport of the Secretary of the Navy, show- 
i| ing the number of contracts made by the several 

bureaus of that department for the fiscal year end- 
ing 30th June, 1846; which was referred to the 
|| Committee on Military Affairs, and oréered to be 
printed. 

Also, a report from the Sceretary of War, ex- 
hibiting the expenses of the national armories, and 
showing the number of arms manufactured during 


red to the Committec on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Florida relative to the appointment 
of a commissioner on the part of the United States 
to run the boundary lines between the States of 
Georgia and Florida, and Florida and Alabama; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. MILLER presented resolutions of the Le- 
|| gislature of New Jersey, remonstrating against the 


ordered to be printed, 


| in the existing rates of postage; and in relation to 
| a Macadamized road from the United States Arse- 
| nal at Pittsburg to the harbor at Erie; and in re- 
| lation to appropriations for the preservation ofthe 
piers. at Marcus Hook, in the Delaware river; 
which were laid on the table and’ ordered to be 
printed, À 

Mr. BERRIEN presented resolutions from the 
| State of Georgia, declaring her assent to the prin- 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


x 


down the courage of the most enthusiastic patriots | 


the year ending 30th June, 1845; which was refer- | 


i repeal of the pilot act of March 2, 1837; which | 
were referred io the Committee on Commerce, and | 
H 


Mr, STURGEON presented resolutions of the | 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, against any increase | 


| ciples of Federal representation as they exist in the | 


Constitution, and their opposition to certain reso- 
lutions of the Legislature ‘of Massachusetts; also,” 
a report that passed ‘the Legislature of Georgia ‘in 
rélation to the difficulties with: “Massachusetts: 
which were laid on the table, and ordered: to be 
printed. = Rs RS 

Mr. COR WIN presented resolutions ofthe Ee- 
gislature of Ohio, in ‘relation to the confirmation of 
the titles of the purchasers of certain. lands sold by 
that State ;:-which were referred to. the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. GREENE presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Rhode Island, against any increase of 
the present rates of postage; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. a ae 

Also, resolutions declaring assent to the prici- . 
ples on.which the tariff of 1842 was adopted, and 
opposition to any change in its details; which were 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
ordered ta-be printed. ; 

The following memorials. and pentone ‘were pre- 
sented and appropriately referred: 00 7: 

By Mr. CAL. OUN: From: the executor of 
Thomas Cooper, asking the reimbursement of the 
fine imposed under the alien and sedition laws... 

: Also, from Peter Von Schmidt, asking for com- 
pensation for a model of a pneumatic dry-dock; 
constructed under direction of the Secretary of 
State for the use of the China mission. 

By Mr. MILLER: From citizens of. Jersey 
City, asking that it may be made a port of entry. 

By Mr. J. M. CLAYTON: From John Jones, 
asking compensation for work ‘performed at thé 
Pea Patch island under contract with the United 
States, y 

By Mr. DICKINSON: From James Hamilton 
and P. Schuyler, asking the Government: to pur- 
chase their right to an improvement in certain ma- 
chinery. ie 

By Mr. UPHAM: From Samuel Simpson, ask-_ 
ing a pension, ' 

‘By Mr. DIX: From shipmasters and others, 
asking the completion of and lighting of Cattarau- 
gus harbor: sce oot gora iE o ss en 


” By Mr. BREESE 


at: Rockford ; askin, 
depot and marine hospi ; 
tification of the Straits of Mackinaw 

By Mr. ALLEN: From George 
a pension. . 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: From Meledge Galphin, 
of South Carolina, asking the recognition of cer- 
tain claims by the Government. - 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i. 

By Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: A bill to authorize the settlement: of 
the accounts of John Crowell; which was read a 
first time. ; eo ; 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, from the select com- 
mittee on French Spoliations, reported a bill to pro- 
vide for the ascertainment of claims of American 
citizens for spoliations prior to the 31st of July, 
1801. - 

On presenting this bill, Mr. CLayron stated that, 
in consequence. of the variety of subjects which 
had been brought under the consideration of the 
committee, it had been deemed ‘by the. majority 
inexpedient to report a special bill, embracing a 
single class of claims only... When the debate on 
the bill should come up,.every Senator would-be 
at liberty to give his views in reference.to any dis- 
tinct clams. The bill varies litte ‘in its form from: 
the one passed at a previous session of Congress, 

The bill was then read a first time. as 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Commitice on: fii 
dian Affairs; to. whom was referred. the resolution 
touching ‘the relations between the United States 
and the several Indian tribes, reported the-follow- 
ing joint resolution as a substitute therefor; Which: 
was read a first time: i a i 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Représentat 
of the United States of America in Congress as: 
That the Secretary of War prepare; © 
be prepared ‘under his direction, a.state 
treaties and relations between..the 


"Wingard, for 


lands, designating each:trib 
amount paid, amount of lan 
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where situated, the annuities given. to each tribe, |) 
the duration ‘of such annuities, the amount held in || 
trast. by the United States Government for. any 
such tribes, how much, thereof has been vested in 
stocks, what stocks, and the authority for vesting 

` the-same, and the number of persons in each tribe 
among which such sums. or annuities were or are | 
divided: eee 

By Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims: An adverse report on the petition of Wil- 
lam Morrow... 0° a 
` Also, fiom the same committee, an adverse re- 
port on the claim of Edward D. ‘Tippett. : 

“By Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Commit- 
-tee of ‘Claims: An adverse report on the claim of 
Scott, White, & Co. f 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 

port on the memorial of Id. Bolan. : 
Also, asking to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Caleb Greene, and 
that it be referred to the Commitiee on the Ju- 
diciary. : 

By Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee of 
Claims: A bill in addition to an act for the relief 
of Waltcr Loomis and Abel Gay. 

Also, from the same committee, asking to be dis- 
charged. from the further consideration of the claim 
of Charles F. Sibbald, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

By Mr. ASHLEY, fromthe Committee on the 
Judiciary: A bill to repeal the act requiring one of 
the Judges of the Cirpuit Court for the District of 
Columbia hereafter toreside in Alexandria; which 
was read a first time. 

By Mr, ATCHISON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: A bill for the relief of Elijah White; 
which was read a first time. 

By Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents: A. bill further to extend the patent of Jethro 
Wood; which was read a first time, 

Also, from the same committee: A bill for the 
relief of Ross Winans; which was read a first time. 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs were discharged fromm the further 
consideration of two hundred claims of Cherokee | 
Indians for losses in 1836, °37, and ’38, occasioned 
by their emigration in conformity to the treaty of 
1825-6. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said it was not intended to de- 
bar the claimants from prosecuting any claim they 
might be able to establish, but it was thought bet- 
ter to move the discharge of the committee from 
the consideration of the subject, than to make an 
adverse report, 

The connittee were then discharged. 

Mr. WESTCOTYT submitted the following, 
which lies over one day under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro~ 
viding by law for the appointment of a commis- 
sioner to act on the part of the United States in the 
settlement of the boundary lines between the States 
of Georgia and Florida and the States of Alabama | 
and Florida, and of providing for the payment of | 
the expenses of settling said lines. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following, which | 
lies over one day under the rule: | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be in- | 
structed to prepare and report to the Senate esii- | 
mates for the commencement of a dry-dock at 
Pensacola, upon -the plan recommended. by a jj 
beard of officers appointed under an act of Con- |i 
gress.of 17th of June, 1844. i 


. Me Ja M. CLAYTON submitted the follow- 
ing: hy 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 
rected to communicate to the Senate such infor- 
mation as he can obtain in regard to the naval || 
powers of each of the maritime nations of the l 
world, with the tonnage, number of merchant -i 
ships and vessels, and ‘the aggregate amount of |! 
the commerce of each. i 


j 
| 
$ 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
4 
| 
| 
i 


Resolved, That the Secretáry of the Treasury || 


be directed to communicate to the Senate such in- | 
formation as he can obtain on the. expediency of || 


providing by law that ships and vessels naviga- || 
ting the Delaware shall carry lights to avoid the | 


danger of collision. : i 
H 


Mr. BAGBY. gave notice of his intention to || styling it a debt ascertained to be due. The claim | 


bring in a bill to incorporate the navy of Texas | 
with that of the United States. | 
_ . The bill from the House relative to collectors |! 
and other officers of the customs, was read a first i 


: out, whenever a public or a p 


and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; which committee sub- 
sequently reported it without amendment. 
` TEXAS. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the bill providing 


for the payment of the debt ascertained to be due || 


to Texas while an independent State by the Uni- 
ted States, was taken up and considered as in com- 
posed by 


mittee of the whole. 
The passage of the bill was o 

Mr. JARNAGIN, who said th felt constrained 
to renew the application which he had made on a 
former day for an explicit explanation of the 
grounds upon which it was proposed to make this 
Government responsible for a trespass committed 


by individuals acting under their own authority, |; 


and not under the authority of this Government. 
So far as compensation for the arms taken was 
concerned, he had not a word to say; but he be- 
lieved the greater amount proposed by the bill to 
be paid to Texas was for certain goods which had 
been seized by the officers of customs in ‘Texas 


and placed in their warehouses, and from thence || 


taken and carried away by persons having no sort 
of authority for doing so. If there was any pro- 
vision of law requiring payment by a government 
for goods Ulegally seized and taken away from 
another government by lawless depredators acting 
under their own responsibility, he had not been 
able to find it. The injury complained of had 
been committed lawlessly, and this Government 
could not be held to warrant or ensure any foreign 
State or Power against depredations committed by 
rivate citizens, whether they were citizens of the 
nited States or otherwise, 

Mr. SEVIER said he was very glad to find that 
the Senator concurred in the bill so far as the arms 
were concerned. fn regard to the goods, the cus- 
tom-house in ‘Texas had been plundered and the 
goods taken away by persons belonging on our 
own side of the river. The gentleman’s objection 
to this part of the claim, ìt appeared, was only 
technical; it was that he could find no provision in 
the law authorizing compensation for a trespass of 
this character. hough he did not claim to be 
much of a lawyer, he certainly thought it was a 
strange conclusion to arrive at, that a nation on 
our border, having her eustom-houses broken open 
and plundered by an armed force composed of our 
citizens, should be entitled to no compensation 
from this Government. If refused redress here, 
where could they look for it? The payment had 
been recommended by two successive Presidents, 
and by two Secretaries of State, and he thought it 
would be anything but creditable to Congress to 
refuse payment. 

Mr. EVANS argued against the adoption of 
the measure. It was difficult, he said, to resist 
the pathetic appeal made by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, but he could not, nevertheless, give his 
vote in favor of the bill, The bill professed to 
make an appropriation to pay a debt ascertained 
to be due to the late republic of Texas. The Sen- 


i ator from Arkansas declared to the Senate that the 


payment had been recommended by the Execu- 
tive and two Secretaries of State; but so far as he 


| could understand the printed papers which had 


been produced, he was forced to deny this position. 
Mr. SEVIER. referred the honorable Senator to 
the messages of both President Tyler and Presi- 
dent Polk. 
Mr. EVANS then demanded on what authority 
the President of the United States could assert 
that this was a claim ascertained to be due. He 


being demanded for property 
which did not at the utmost exceed $5,000. 
principle upon which this res 


f the 
al was to he carried r 
ivate wrong should |] 


happen to be committed by a citizen of the United 
States, this Government would be bound to make 


|! reparation. Where was the international law to | 


be found which justified such a principle? 
Mr. SEVIER said that, in drawing up the bill, 
he had followed the language of the message, in 


had been admitted to be due before Texas ceased 
to be an independent Siate; there was national law 
enough found there to cover the case; but now, 


uy 


li believed it was not ascertained to be due, but, on |! 
(the contrary, clearly ascertained nol to be due. 


t 


i 


j; thorized act at present in question. 


i Texas had ceased to be a separate and independent 
| State, it appeared that justice was to be denied. 
The Senator from Maine was willing that remu- 
neration should be made to Texas for the arms 
which they had robbed her of—a great stretch of 
| liberality, certainly ! 

| Mr. EVANS reminded the honorable Senator 
| from Arkansas that.if the arms had been given up 
i to Texas, they would now be the property. of this 
| Government. The reason why he was in favor of 
| paying for the arms, which had in fact been taken 
| from a marauding party, was, that there had been 
some sort of assurance given that they should be 
| paid for. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed, that as there seemed 
| to be but little opposition to that part of the bill 
| relating to the arms, it would scarcely be necessary 
| to make any further remarks upon that point; it 
i 
| 
{ 


| would be sufficient to say that the great reason 
which operated with him in favor of paying for 
į them was, that. both officers believed they were 
within their respective territories. And surely, as 
they had got the arms, and those arms were worth 
| me money claimed for them, they should be paid 
| for. 
| He could not see any possible necessity for re- 
i quiring any more testimony than was already be- 
fore the Senate. That Texas had suffered a great 
| outrage no Senator could doubt. It was not an 
| inconsiderable case, of indjviduals passing over the 
| boundary and committing a depredation, but it was 
| an armed force of forty men, violently seizing upon 
| an officer of the customs, tying his hands behind 
| hin, and then plundering the public storchouses. 
| When Secretary of State he had looked with some 
care into the authorities on the case upon both 
i sides as to the liability of the Government; and in 
: view of the great wrong whick Texas had sus- 
| tained, and in consideration that the weaker Power 
' should be favored as far as practicable, he had been 
‘entirely in favor of making payment. He hoped 
the bill would pass without further opposition, 

Mr. EVANS withdrew an amendment which he 
had previously submitted, and offered another as a 
substitute for the whole bill, proposing to pay the 
estimated value of the arms alone. 

Mr. DAVIS was in favor of voting a suitable 
compensation for the arms. The occurrence hap- 
pening near the line, might very well be attributed 
to mistake or misapprehension as to the precise 
position of the boundary, and that the officer sup- 
posed himself within the limits of his own coun- 
try. But he would like to be a little better ad- 
vised as to the remaining part of the bill before 
voting upon it, Mr. D. contended that the Gov- 
ernment could not be held responsible for the acts 
of individuals committed in foreign countries. 
The whole State of Texas, he said, had been taken 
| from the Mexican Government by citizens of the 
United States; yet for that act this Government 
| could not be held answerable to Mexico. Neither 
; could it be justly held responsible for the unau- 
Texas must 
maintain the authority of her own laws against 
violation on the part of’ individuals. 

Mr. SEVIER inquired what redress Texas 
| could expect to obtain from individuals, particu- 
Jarly now that she formed a part of the Union? 


| 
| 
| Ishe were still independent she might make re~ 
| prisals; but now she had no remedy but to appeal 
| 


i to this Government. Could the Senator from 
| Massachusetts point outany other mode by which 

Texas could obtain redress? The Senator said 
Tegas had been robbed from Mexico; it was alto- 
gether a different matter from the present. This 
country had been robbed from Great Britain too 
by our ancestors in the exercise of the glorious 
right of rebellion. 

Mr. DAVIS observed that it was not for him 
to point out who should make restitution to those 
| who suffer losses. It was enough for him to know 
that it was not incumbent on this Government. 
The natural course was, to look for redress to those 
| who commit the depredations—those who perpe- 
trate the wrong. 

After some further brief remarks in opposition 
to the bill, by Messrs. JARNAGIN, HUNTING- 
TON, and J. M. CLAYTON, and by Messrs. 
BREESE and WESTCOTT in its favor, the 
| question was taken on the amendment, by yeas 
| and nays, and decided in the affirmative, as fol- 
| lows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Berrien, Bright, T. 


| 
| 
| 


that our views and wishes had been fulfilled, and |i Clayton, J. M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Evans, 
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Fairfield, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson | 


of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, 
Wiles, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, and 
‘Woodbridge—93. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Bagby, Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, 
Dickinson, Dix, Hannegan, Jenness, Pennyback- 
er, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, 
and Yulee—90. i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then reported to the 
Senate, and, on motion of Mr. SEVIER, by yeas 
20, nays 19, the bill was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monay, February 2, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 3 
The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order would be the call of the States for 
resolutions. 


OREGON. 


Mr. DARGAN rose and asked leave at this time | 
to present a resolution. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF expressed the hope that 
the States would be called in their order for reso- 
lutions. This was resolution day, and the gentle- 
man’s time would come. 

The resolution, in obedience to a general call, 
was read for information, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the differences existing between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the Government of 
Great Britain, in relation to the Oregon territory, 
are still the subject of honorable negotiation and 
compromise, and should be so adjusted. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the line 
separating the British provinces of Canada from 
the United States should be extended due west to 
the coast south of Frazer’s river, and from thence 
through the centre of the Straits of Fuca to the 
Pacific ocean, giving to the United States that por- 
tion of the territory south, and to the Government 
of Great Britain that portion of the territory north, 
of said line. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF objected, 

Mr. BOWLIN rose to ask leave to give a no- 
tice. 

The SPEAKER said, in referring to Mr. Dar- 
Gaw’s resolution, that it could only be received by 


general consent, or under a suspension of the || 


rules. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON asked Mr. BRINKERHOF F 
to withdraw his objection to the reception of the 
resolution. Mr. TL. presumed that the object of 
the mover was merely to have the resolution print- 
ed, as others had been, as an amendment to the 
pending propositions in relation to Oregon: | 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF supposed that it had 
been the object of the mover of the resolution to 
press action upon it at this time. Butif such was 
not the gentleman’s. object, he (Mr. B.) would 
withdraw his objection. n 

Mr. DARGAN was understood to say (though 
the confusion was so great in the hall that the re- 
porter does not know that Mr. D. did say) that his 
object was to have the resolution printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. i . 

Mr. BRINKERHOF¥ thereupon withdrew his 


objection. : i 


‘Mr, PETTIT rose to order, and stated that he 
objected to the introduction of the resolution at 


|| any number of volunteers not exceeding 


|| cut off the motion to commit, and bring the House 
to a direct vote on the adoption of the resolution. 
f So Mr. McCONNELL withdrew the demand. 
| Whereuponthe question was on referring the 
resolution to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and. ordering it to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIT' suggested that. the resolution 
would give gentlemen an opportunity to amend 
their speeches. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked the yeas and 
nays; which were refused. 

And the question being taken, the resolution 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. TIBBATTS rose and asked leave to intro- 
duce a resolution, which, he said, he desired at the 
| proper time to offer as a substitute for the resolu- 
tion now under discussion in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Flis desire was, 
that the resolution be printed, and referred to that 
committee. The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
| tives of the United States of America in Congress 


i: assembled, That the President of the United States 
Ii forthwith cause notice to be given to the Govern- 


| ment of Great Britain that the convention between 
| the United States and Great Britain’ concerning 
the territory of Oregon, of the sixth of August, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, signed at 
‘London, shall be annulled and abrogated at the 
expiration of the term of twelve months from and 
after the time said notice shall be given, conform- 
ably to the second article of said convention; and 
that the President of the United States accompany 
said notice with an assurance to the Government 
of Great Britain of the sincere desire which exists, 
on the part of the Government of the United States, 
for the speedy and amicable settlement of all dis- 
putes between the two Governments in relation to 
| the territory of Oregon, and of the earnest desire 
by which this Government is animated of main- 
| taining the peace of the world, and of consolida- 
ting the relations of good understanding which so 
happily exist between the two Governments. 

ee 2. And be it further resolved, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States is hereby authorized to 
repel any and all aggressions upon the commerce 
of the United States; to resist any attempt which 
may be made to exercise exclusive jurisdiction 
over any part of the territory claimed by the Uni- 
ted States, and to repel‘invasions of the same; and 
for these purposes to employ such portions of the 
| militia of the United States as he may deem ad- 
| visable, agreeably to the provisions of the second 
, and third sections of an act entitled ‘ An act giv- 
ing to the President of the United States addition- 
al powers for the defence of the United States, in 
certain cases, against invasion, and for other pur- 
voses,” approved the third of March, eighteen 
kundzed and thirty-nine; to accept the services of 


thousand, to serve during the war, or for any 
Jess period, in the manner provided for by an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the President of the 
| United States to accept the services of volunteers, 
; and to raise an additional regiment of dragoons 
| or mounted riflemen,” approved the twenty-third 
| of May, eighteen hundred and thirty-six; to em- 
| ploy the regular military force of the United States, 
| and to expand and increase the same to any num- 
| ber not exceeding thousand men; to com- 
| plete the public armed vessels now authorized by 
law; and to equip, man, and employ in actual ser- 
vice all the naval force of the United States, and 
to build, purchase, or charter, arm, equip, and 
man such vessels and steamboats as he shall deem 
i necessary for the purposes aforesaid. 
| Sue. 3. And be it further resolved, That the sum 
| of millions of dollars is hereby appropria- 
| 


this time. , 
Whereupon a motion was made that the rules of 


the House be suspendéd, to enable the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Darcan] to introduce his res- 


olution. i : | 
And the question on that motion was taken, and 


| 
decided in the affirmative, (two-thirds having voted | 


therefor.) : 
So the rules were suspended, and the resolution 


being thus before the House— ne f 
Mr. PETTIT was understood to indicate we 
ate. : f 

Mr. McCONNELL moved the previous ques- 


tion. . 
The SPEAKER said that that motion would 


b 


| 
| 
i 
f 
ji 


i ted and placed at the disposal of the President of 
the United States, for the purpose of executing 
the provisions aforesaid; to provide for which the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to borrow 
money on the credit of the United States, and to 
| cause certificates to be issued therefor, agreeably 
to the provisions of the fifth section of the act 
aforesaid, approved March third, cighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-nine. f 

Mr. ASHMUN rose and objected to the recep- 
tion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER then again announced that the 
business in order was the call of the States for re- 
solutions. ; 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired to say, that he had of- 


fered this resolution, merely as other ‘gentlemen 
had offered others, Peake peta E 2% 
The SPEAKER. There is. no question pending. 
Objection has been made to the reeeption of ‘the 
resolution. Eo e ee ; 8 
Mr, TIBBATTS said, if the gentleman persist- 
ed in his objeetion, he (Mr. T.) would be under 
the necessity of moving.a suspension of the rules. 
And, Mr, Asumoun persisting. in his. objection, 
Mr. T. submitted that motion: pe ae 
The yeas and nays were asked, and. refused. 
And the question having then been taken, and two- 
thirds voting therefor, the rules were suspended. 
Mr. TIBBATTS then submitted the motion he 
had indieated, which having been agreed to, 
The resolution was referred to. thé Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and wasior- 
dered to be printed. i ; i 


Mr. PETTIT rose and asked leave to -ofera 
resolution, not, he said, about- Oregon, but ‘about 
the territory on the northwest coast of “America 
west of the Stony or Rocky mountains... ©...” 

The resolution was:read as follows: 


Resolved -by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress ds- - 
sembled, ‘That the President of the United States 
forthwith cause notice to. be given to the Govern - 
ment of Great Britain, that the éonvention between 
the’ United States of America and Great Britain, 
concerning the territory on the northwest coast of 
America, west of the Stony or Rocky mountains, 
of the sixth day of August eighteen hundred and 
twenty-seven, signed at London, shal} be annulled 
and abrogated twelve months after giving said 
notice, i eee 

Objection having been made to its reception, ” 

Mr. PETTIT moved a.suspension of the rules. 

And the. question having been taken; ‘the vote 
stood, ayes 45, noes 36. f 

No guorum ‘voting: : f 

The House for a few moments did notseemi to ` 
comprehend the character of the announcement, 
and a sort of pause in its proceedings occurred for a 
moment; when oe ee 

Mr. PETTITT said he 
ation of the vote just tak 
remark [as the reportér th 
left of the Chait was out àf the 
resolution merely covered the words 
whereupon ae : 

Mr. McCONNELL suggested that it could not 
be necessary to reconsider thé vote, because no 
quorum had voted, and therefore no decision had 
been arrived at. ae 

The SPEAKER here remarked that there was 
no doubt that a quorum had not -voted; but: the 
Chair would suggest that all these propositions 
might be appropriately brought in, if the House 
passed to the regular business of the day, which 
was the call of the States for resolutions. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFY called for the orders of 
the day. ; 

Mr. WINTHROP rose, and said that he de- 
sired to ask the general consent of the House to 
allowhim to present a document, which, he was 
sure, if the House would give its ear for.a single 
moment, would be found not without. interest to 
every member. i A 

Mr. PETTIT submitted. that his resolution was 
the first question inorder; and; inasmuch as:n6 
quorum had voted-on’ the motion to suspend. the 
rules, he demanded a-recount. ie 8 eo, 

The SPEAKER said that was the first question. 
| Mr. WINTHROP: I think the honorable gen- 
tleman himself, if he will hear me, will allow 
| Me- ‘ x 

Mr. PETTIT. Not until this question .is:dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. SCHENCK desired to be informéd:by the- 
gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Perrir} whether his 
| object was merely to have the resolution commit- : 
j ted and printed. aero 

Mr. PETTITT. said that was all. 

The question on the motion to suspen 
was then retaken; and two-thirds having: 
the affirmative, the rules were suspende: 

So the resolution was introduced. Re ees 
| And, on motion of Mr. PET TIT it was referred 

[ the Committee of the Whole on the state of the: 

nion, Eig i 


THE FAMILY. or Q 
Mr. WINTHROP, whe 


tion] that the 
of the treaty; 


` 
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ending the last vote, proceeded to réad the paper || 
fe held in his hand < a : 
“Thre memorial isas followst 0. f 
To the hönorible Senate anl House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
blade a : 
The petition of 


fartha Gray respectfully. sets 
+ Phat your petitioner is the widow of, ve 
obert Gray, well known as the navigator who 
discovered, 


teentered, and gave its’ presént name 
“Columbia river.” That. your. petitioner 
owas left a widow nearly forty years ago, with four 
‘young daughters, and without adequate means for 
their education and support. That: she has strug- 
eted thus far through li 


ife amidst great difficulties 
and-severe trials, and in her advanced age is still in 
circumstances requiring the strictest economy. 
That her: daughters ave yet. living, and three. of 
then remain unmarried. “That her late husband, 
Captain Gray, was in the naval service of his coun- 
try during a part of the war of the Revolution, but 
that your ‘petitioner is unable under: the existing 
laws to entitle herself to be placed upon the list of 
United States pensioners, the act ‘granting half- 
pay anid pensions to certain widows and for other 
purposes,” providing only for widows whose mar- 
riage took place before the first day of January, 
1794, and her marriage having taken place in the 
month of February, 1794. That neither her late 
husband during his lifetime, nor his family since 
his decease, have received the slightest pecuniary 
benefit from the great discovery herein referred to; 
and your petitioner now, for the first time, appeals 
to the justice of her country with confidence; that, 
atthe moment when your honorable body is spread- 
ing before the world the claims of the United States 
to a vast territory of immense value, and founding 
these claims, to a great extent, upon a discovery 
made by the energy and perseverance of one of her 
citizens, the family of that citizen will not be suf- 
feredyin their humble circumstances, to go without 
any fmuneration; but that your honorable body 
will make such provision as a sense of justice and | 
the honor of the nation seem to require tor the aged 
widow and unprotected daughters of the man who 
first unfurled the flag of our country upon the 
“great river of the West, and who was the first 
to bear this Mag in triumph round the world. With 
due respect, MARTHA GRAY. 
Boston, Janiiary 17, 1846, 


Mr. GORDON desired to be informed whether 
the United States had derived any benefit.from the 
discovery of Captain Gray?) ` f | 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the petition be 
printed, thatit might have a place among the ar- 
chives of Congress, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on ‘Revolutionary Pensions. 

And Mr. W. was understood to remark, that the 
petitioner would have heen entitled to a pension, if 


1 Pres 


PERSONAL. 


Mr. BAYLY rose, and asked leave to make a |! 


personal explanation. 
And the leave having been granted— 


Mr. BAYLY addressed the House as follows: 


I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, the report of ij 


the speech of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,] made on Saturday last; and, as far as 
it refers to me, it is a tissue of misrepresentation 
from beginning to end—unintentional, I suppose; 
for I cannot believe he could have had any pur- 
nose of intentionally misrepresenting me. When 
He commenced on Saturday, I tried to correct him 
by pointing out the errors into which he was fall- 
ing; but he seemed to have fixed upon his line of 
remark, and to be determined to pursue it. I re- 


solved, therefore, to permit him to proceed, and re- || 


serve to myself the privilege, which I enjoy under 
a recognised parliamentary practice, to correct him 
this morning. : 

It will ‘not be -proper for “me to refer to other 
matters than such as are personal to myself. I 
shall not, therefore, refer to his charge that® por 
tion of the Republicans are attempting to make 
this question of notice the basis of the formation 
of anew party; nor to his charge that “ten to four 
of her (Virginia’s) politicians had relapsed into the 
position of conservatism,’ further than to pro- 
nounce them unfotinded—the first unqualifiedly so, 
as far as we are concerned; and the second equal- 
ly so in the sense in which the gentleman, by his 
reference to Mr. Rives, seems to use the word 
conservatism. Nor shall I referto the propriety 
with which the gentleman attempts to interpose b 


tween our constituents and ourselves; nor to his | 
arrogating to himsel a better knowledge of their | 


wishes than we possess; and above all, T shall not 


| stop to inquire into the delicacy of a member from 


"Tonnes 
1 
ginians about Democracy, who has never voted for 
any other, Ishall go mio none of these matters 


—which has not voted for a republican 


gU 


now, but shall content myself in pointing out the | 

gontlemavs misrepresentations; and T ehall de this | 
est by placing wha did sayin juxtaposition | 

best by placing what E did) sayin jaxtepositior 


with what the gentleran attributes to mie, 
“There had been an attempt, during the progress 


‘of this discussion, to exeite the peculiar prejudi- | 


‘ces of the country. They had seen this particu- 
‘larly exhibited by the gentleman from Virginia, 
“(Mr. Bayry,] in addressing the committee on this 
‘subject, Without relying on argument—without 


‘relying on facts as they exist in the history of | 


‘this negotiation—the gentleman had attempted, as 
‘he (Mr. J.) believed, to excite a prejudice exist- 
‘ing in the minds of his constituents, and perhaps 
‘extending, in some degree, beyond the bounds of 
‘his district. What position had he taken? He 
‘had attempted to make the impression on the 


she had:married less than one month earlier. The 
great discovery which her husband had made, en- 
titled her to the consideration of Congress. 


OREGON: 
Mr. W. G. BROWN, on leave given, offered the 


following resolution; which was read for informa- 
tion: : 


Whereas the friendly relations now existing be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain are ni | 
danger of being interrupted, in consequence of the 
unsettled claims of the respective countries to the 
territory, lying on the northwest coast of America, 
west of the Stony mountains; therefore, with a 
view to aspéedy.and amicable settlement of their 
differences. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assem 
bled, That the:President of the United States cause |} 
notice to be given to. the government of Great Brit- | 
‘ain, that the conventior between the United States | 


twenty-seven, signed at London, shall be annulled | 
and abrogated at the expiration. of the term of | 
twelve months from and: after said notice shall he | 


given, conformuably to the second. arti¢le of the said || 
convention. of the sixth of August, eighteen hun- || 
‘dred.and twenty-seven. . $ 

Mr: B.moved that the resolution be referred to | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state-of the || 
Union, and that it be printed. l 


‘= Which motion, after a brief conversation, was 
agreed to, 


‘mind of the country that there was a particular 
‘leader and champion of this questions and in this 


| Sway, while he (Mr, Bayny]-had separated from 


“the policy laid down by the Administration, he 
“had attempted to exonerate himself from the in- 
‘consistency and difliculty in which he was in- 
“volved.” 

Now, sir, there is not a solitary statement in this 
extract which is not ynfounded. I did not attempt 
to-excite any prejudice to sustain my positions. I 


did not attempt to exonerate myself from any in- | 
consistency hy exéiting prejudices, or in any other | 
I voted last | 


manner, for lam involved in none. 
session precisely as I shall vote at this, as the gen- 
tleman Himself admits. FI did not refer to the 
known purpose of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Anams,| to vote for this measure as a 
reason for my voting against it, 1 referred to the 
course of that gentleman and other Whigs, who 


| will support this question, to prove that it was not 
i| a party question. 
| would suspect these gentlemen of a purpose to join | 
| the Administration generally, simply because they 

sustain this measure; and thought it as illogical | 


I did not suppose that any one 


to infer that such of us as oppose it meant to go 

over to the opposition. . My remarks were these: 
“ But, sir, such of us as belong to the Republi- 

‘can party have been told.that the President has 


“recommended the giving of this notice, and that | 


€ such of us as refuse to vote for it are abandoning 
“the Administration. This is purely a party view 
‘of the subject which I seorn. ‘The President has 
‘veferred the whole subject to us ag a co-ordinate 
“department of the Government, and we will act 


ent since 1836—undertaking to lecture Vir- || 


p unworthy of ourselves if, in disposing of it, we 


i 

i 

t 

l 

| ‘us as oppose giving the notice until we are ready 
‘to give it, and in the mean time express a desire 

| ‘to get ready to give it, are going counter to the 

| € recommendations of the President. His recom- 

|*mendation is unrestricted as to time. He does 

i ‘not ask us to give it to-day or to-morrow—at this 

[session or the next, He has not recommended 

| ‘that this subject should be taken up at once, to 

| 

| 

| 


‘the exclusion of everything else, and. pushed 
‘through at once. We can give the notice six 
| ‘months hence, or even at the next session, if in- 
|‘ tervening events shall not render it unnecessary. 
“The Congress will still be composed of the same 
“members.” 

It will be seen from this that I only referred to 
the course of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Avams] to show that this was not a party 
question; and also that I did not vefer to the gen- 
tleman’s vote for the notice as a reason for my vote 
against it. All I said was, that I did not recognise 
| him as a party leader, and I would not follow him 
| as such. 

As to my not relying on facts and arguments, I 
will with confidence feave that question to the 
Flouse, that heard me; and I am willing that it 
should decide which of us, in our speeches here, 
are most in the habit of relying on facts and argu- 
ments, the gentleman or myself. From what I 
} have said, it will be seen that the following addi- 
| tional allegations in the gentleman’s speech are 
| equally unfounded. Fle is reported to have said: { 
“To justify himself in the eyes of his constit- 
/ Sucnts for his separation from the Administration, 
‘he referred to the fact that Joun Quixcy Apams 
‘was for this measure; and therefore he differed 
‘from the Administration, and went against it.” 

Now, sir, I referred to the course of Mr, ADAMS, 
as I have shown, for no such purpose. I did not 
attempt to justify myself to my constituents, by 
referring to Mr. Anas, or in any other manner. 
There is no difference of opinion among my con- 
stituents on this question, and T need, with them, 
no justification. The object of my speech cannot 
be misunderstood I thought thatan impression 
was making on the public mind as to the character 
of our title to Oregon, unpropitious to a contin- 
uance of peace; and my object was, by a dispas- 
sionate review of the onal question, to enable the 
country to form a correct opinion as to the extent 
| of our rights. I will leave it to the House to 
| judge whether I accomplished my object. 

The gentleman also says: 

“The gentleman (continued Mr. J.) read the 
‘extract from the speech of Mr. Apams, and the 
| inference was clear that he intended to make the 
| ‘impression on the minds of this Elouse and the 
| ‘country that it was made upon the question of 
| 
| 


j ‘notice, when that gentleman was distinctly op- 
|| © posing the bill, unless the notice were included 
|| init; and when they came to take the speech of 
‘the gentleman from Massachusetts at the last 
‘session, and his speech at the present session, 
‘they found there was no discrepancy between the 
“two.” ` 
Now, sir, no such inference can be drawn from 
| my speech. The extract which I read from the 
| speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
| ApAms,] was not in connexion with the question 
of notice. Twas not discussing that question at 
the time. But I read it in connexion with the 
abject of our preparation for war, and referred to 
t to show what the gentleman thought would be 
! the consequence if we became involved in war. I 
|| did not suppose that the consequences of the war 
tf would be at all different, no matter what cause 
i produced it. After showing in detail how little 
| prepared we were for war, I said: 
i 
i 
H 
| 


“Tf, under these circumstances, we get into a 
fwar with her, what will be the result? The gen- 
| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Avams] told us 
| ‘at the last session what he thought it would be. 
| ‘In speaking of the negotiation of the treaty which 
| we are now asked to abrogate, he said : 
| “c This was in 1818, when we had just come out 
| fof a war which made us all think a great deal 
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‘more of what war was, than, judging from the | 


* proposed action in this House on this bill, we did 
‘now. Take his word for it, if they did hit upon 
‘a warupon this subject, there would be thou- 
‘sands and millions of the people who would ask 
‘of their Government why they were at war.’ 

‘* Again in the same speech he said: 

tcs Fre believed, too, 2f we went to war in the rash 
s way they were going to do, the result would be, 
‘that their antagonist would require preater sacri- 
t fices of us than they now asked. Then would 
‘come the time when the people of this country 
‘ would ask why we went to war. Then would 
t come the time to. make sacrifices for the sake of 
‘peace; AND WE WOULD NOT GET THE 497TH DE- 
t GREET” 

Now, sir, so far from its being'a legitimate in- 
ference from my speech, that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] spoke against the 
notice, I expressly stated that he proposed ite My 
words are these: 

« But we have been told again and again that 
‘the Texas and Oregon questions are twin sisters, 
‘coupled together in the resolutions of the Balti- 
‘more convention; and that, as the Texas ques- 
‘tion had been consummated, such of us as at- 
‘tached importance to its success are now bound 
‘to aid in consummating the Oregon movement. 
‘ The first answer to that is, that no-one proposes 
‘to abandon Oregon, The only difference between 
‘us is as to the best means of securing it. We do 
‘ not differ as to the end, but only as to the means, 
‘In the second place, I utterly deny that this ques- 
t tion of giving notice was made at the Baltimore 
‘convention, or anywhere else, until it has been 
‘attempted, this winter, to be made a measure of 
‘the Democratic party. It was raised at the last 
‘session by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
“{Mr. Avams,] when we had just come out of our 
‘glorious party struggle, and when we were all 
‘fresh with its issues—ay, and at the time when 
‘we had just carried through the Texas resolu- 
t tions. nd at that time what course did the 
‘ party take? Why, sir, the gentleman ‘who led 
‘us then on that question—the present Governor 
‘of Tennessee. (Mr. A. V. Brown)—absolutely 
‘denied the power of Congress to give the notice; 
‘and a proposition, moved by the gentleman from Mas- 
* sachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] providing for giving it, 
‘was voted down by the Republican party. It is true, 
‘a similar one was afterwards adopted, but against 
‘the vote of the great mass of the party—the west- 
$ ern men particularly voting almost in a solid col- 
‘umn against it. It was adopted against eighty- 
‘two votes in the negative, of whom only three 
“were Whigs. Sir, it was not regarded then as a 
‘part of the Democratic creed, and I do not un- 
‘derstand how it has become so since. Notwith- 
t standing all this, such of us as advocated the im- 
‘mediate admission of Texas, and now oppose 
‘giving this notice, are accused of inconsistency 
‘and had faith. And the gentleman from Massa- 
‘ chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and the gentleman from 
‘Maine, [Mr. Hamuin,] seemed to refer with pe- 
s culiar pleasure to this charge. Now, sir, in the 
t first place, I deny there is any analogy in the two 
‘eases. In the case of Texas, the proposition was 
tto admit her as a State into the Union; and we 
‘had every reason to believe, that ifshe was not 
‘admitted at once, she would be lost, to us forever 
‘In the case of Oregon, there is no ground for ap- 
‘ prehending that we will lose anything by delay; 
‘on the contrary, we believe we have everything 
‘to gain, We therefore deny the analogy, and the 
“consequent charge of inconsistency. But do not 
‘these gentlemen see that, in charging us with in- 
‘consistency, they fix it upon themselves? Their 


“course, on both occasions, has been exactly the |! 


‘reverse of ours. If, therefore, we have been in- 
‘consistent, they cannot have been consistent. 
s We deny the analogy and the charge. But they 
“admit the analogy in making the charge, and thus 
‘ fix it indelibly upon themselves.” 

There are many other misrepresentations of my 
course which I shall not stop to refer to. I will 
refer to one other, and then I shall have done: 

“t They found that on the adoption of that amend- 
‘ment, (providing for giving the notice,) the hon- 
t orable gentleman from Massachusetts voted for 
tit, the honorable gentleman from Virginia voted 
t against it; but when it was incorporated, and had 
‘become a part of the bill, on the final passage of 
‘the bill, where did the gentleman from Virginia 
‘stand? Why, he was so determined not to be 


tt $ i 
‘found with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
‘right or wrong, that he few the track; he would 
‘ neither go behind nor before him; but he bolted, 
‘and did not vote at all,” a 

7 inconsisten- 
did last, and 


Now this is a singular proof of m 
cy. Ivote this winter precisely as 
hence I am inconsistent! The gentleman seems 
to think that consistency consists in uniformly vo- 
ting with the party. It is not necessary for me to 
say that such is not my view of it. But it seems 
I did not vote against the passage of the bill. Itis 
true I was not in my seat at the time the vote was 
taken, and such happened to be the fact. But was 
there any one here last winter who did not know 


providing for giving the notice was adopted? I 
was re-elected after I gave the vote, and with a full 
knowledge on the part of my constituents that I 
was opposed to terminating the convention of 1818, 
And yet the gentleman from Tennessee attempts 
to read me out of the party for meeting their ex- 
pectation, and with me, nine others of the Virginia 
delegation. 

N&, sir, in the first place, I deny the authority 
of the gentleman to read me or any of my col- 
j leagues out of the party. Our position with the 
party is not of such a doubtful character that he or 
anybody else can cast suspicion upon our party 
fidelity. Our services have not been so unimport- 
ant that the party will surrender us willingly to 
the opposition, But if the gentleman had the 
power of driving every man from the party who 
differs with the President upon any subject, I 
would beg him to consider what would be the con- 
sequence of his exercising it. He would com- 
mence, I suppose, by reading out all who voted 
against the views of the Executive on the Texas 
question; then, such of us as will not vote for 
giving the notice; next, all such as differ with it 
about the reduction of the tariff; then, such as do 
not agree with it about the Gala and 
last, all such as differ with it upon the subject of 
internal improvements. And by the time he had 
put all these under the party ban, how wonld it 
stand? Its supporters would be a beggarly account 
of empty benches. 

Of all the questions to be made ‘a test of party 
orthodoxy, this is the last. AsI have said before, 
it is purely a question of expediency, involving no 
principle. But the gentleman says the questions 
of the bank, the tariff, internal improvements, dis- 
tribution, &c., may all he said to be questions of 
expediency. Sir, I have no argument to address 
to a democrat who takes such a view. I, at 
|! least, had always thought that these questions were 
| something more than mere questions of expedi- 
ency. Jhad always thought that they were ques- 
| tions involving principle, and principle of the most 
i vital character. Mr. B. concluded by thanking 
| the House for the indulgence it had extended to 
| him, 
| Mr. B. having concluded— 
| Mr. A. JOHNSON, on leave, spoke in reply, 
| disclaiming all intention of personal offence, but 
| adhering to his former statements in point of the 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 


facts stated. 
Mr. BAYLY rejoined; and Mr. JOHNSON 
sur-rejoined. 


THE OREGON DEBATE. 
Mr. TIBBATTS offered a resolution in the 


: usual terms, providing that all debate in Commit- 


| joint resolution of notice, should terminate on Mon- 
| day next, the 9th instant, at half-past two o’clock. 
|| Mr, BOYD asked the yeas and nays on the 
| adoption of the resolution. 

' Mr. ASHMUN moved that the resolution be 
‘laid on the table, 

| Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered, and being taken, resulted as 
|: follows: 

| YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
ji Arnold, Ashmun, Bayl 
‘ard, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. 
| Campbell, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
i man, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cun- 
| ningham, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, 
| Dockery, John H. Ewing, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, 
Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grinnell, Harper, 
| Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, 
J. W. Houston, E. W. Hubard,. S. D. Hubbard, 
| Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
i Jenkins, Seaborn Jones, D. P. King, Thomas 


that I was opposed to the bill after the amendment | 


| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on the | 


| 
| 


i 
U 


Butler King, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Long, McHen-- 
ry, Mcllvaine, Marsh, J: P. Martin, Miller, 
Moseley, Parish, Payne, Perry, Phelps, Ramsey,” 
Rhett, Roberts, Julius Rockwella John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Runk, Russell, Schenck, Severance,’ 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Trauman Smith; AI- 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith; Stark- 
weather, Stephens, Stewart, Strohim, Strong; Thi- 
hodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, 
Tilden, Toombs, ‘Towns, Tredway,  'Trumbo, | 
Vance, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood- 
ruff, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, and Young 
99. i . $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Baker, Benton, Biggs, James A, Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Williant 
G. Brown; Burt, John H. Campbell, Cathcart, 
Chase, Chipman, Clark, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, 
Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Erd- 
man, Faran, Fries, Gordon, Grover, Hoge, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Hungerford, James: B. Hunt,* 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jamés H. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, . Preston 
King, Lawrence, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Ma- 
clay, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, McCon- 
nell, McCrate, McDowell, McKay, Barclay Mar-. 
tin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norns, Perrill, Pol- 


| lock, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawtelle, 


Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander D., Sims, Thomas. 
Smith, Stanton, St. John, Sykes, Jacob ‘Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tibbatis, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wiliams, Yell, and Yost—87. i ` 
So the resolution was laid. on the table. 
The SPEAKER again announced. the regular” 
order of business. i =i 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO. 
Mr. HARPER, on leave given; presented cer- 
tain joint resolutions’of the Tegisiature of Ohio, ’ 
asking an appropriation for building. bridge across 
the Ohio river; laid on the.table, and ordered to be 
printed. } hae AT dad 
Mr. WENTWORTH. called for the orders of 
the days te td cog tiea Pl HP OSES a 


But, on motion of Mr. ( 


resolved itself into Committee 


| joint resolution of notice. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON was. entitled to the 


| floor, and addressed the committee during the 


hour. : : 

He did not know, he said, that ‘he could ‘at this 
period of the debate commence his speech 'in a bet- 
ter manner than by recapitulating ihe points uporr 
which he believed there was a common agreement 
in this House. ` 

He believed he might assume, then, first, that 
they were all for Oregon—not defined by any par- 
ticular limit—that they were all for Oregon. He 
might assume, also, that they were all for peace. 
The disposition of this committee, so far as it had 
exhibited itself, was decidedly pacific. One gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wuiyrnrop,] 
who had addressed the committee at an early part 
of this debate, had said that peace was always hone 
orable, and should be. - He believed when he said 
they were all for peace, the declaration. must be 
qualified with the distinct proviso. that peace can 
be maintained consistently with our national rights 
and our national honor.: Some ‘gentlemen had 
shown a disposition not to avoid: war—a readiness. 
to enter into a conflict if it became necessary in the- 
defence of those rights and of that honor; butat 
the same. time they have avowed their preference 
for peace. 

e assumed, as to the question of ‘title, that 
there was no difference upon that question as far ás 
49°; whatever differences there might be north of 
that line, and south of 549-40’, our title up to 499,. 


|| so far as gentlemen had expressed themselves, was 
p Bedinger, Rell, Blanch- 


“clear and unquestionable,” . Betwëén: 4! 
54° 40 there seemed to be some difference the 
more general, he might say the universal opibion 
was, that ours was the better tithe wp to $49 40. 


| For his own part he was willing. to rest the ques 


tion of title on the able exposition of itin the letter 
of Mr. Buchanan të Mr. Pakenham, ofa late daté.: 
That letter, in his opinion, would. be the means of 
handing his name down to all postertiy, and would 
associate that name. indissolublyy wit i 
country, within whose limits 4 teemmg population 
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of enterprising American citizens would be found. 
Then he contented himself on the question of title 
with this assumption. .. i $ 
Again: He believed that the people of the Uni- 
ted States demanded of them action. . They were 
all for action of some kind... This ‘question “had 
been the subject of discussion for nearly half a cen- Ji 
tury. It was in 1803, when we purchased Louis- 
jana. At that time: a treaty was concluded with 
Great Britain, fixing the northern boundary of the 
United States. . That. treaty was rejected by the 
Senate, so far as regarded the northern boundary; 
and another treaty “in 1807, on the same subject, 
was also rejected; and, finally, in 1818, à conven- 
tion was concluded, which was renewed in 1827— 
the convention under which we were now acting. 
The people have been watching the progress of 
this long-protracted discussion; and in 1844 the 
Democratic party declared themselves in favor of 
Oregon. Upon almost every flag in the, Union 
were inscribed ‘ Oregon and Texas;” and James 
K. Polk was elected. We had now come to a 
point where the people demand action. This 
Touse—Congress must do something; must give 
the people an earnest of their intentions for Ore- 
gon. It was idle to say they were for Oregon, and 
yet do nothing towards asserting our rights to Or- 
egon. Efe said, then, that action of some kind 
was demanded of them; and he would be recre- 
ant to his duty, and his constituents would hold 
him to a strict account who refused to do some- 
thing during this session in asserting our rights 
to Oregon. | 
The great point, then, came up, What shall be 
done? It was generally agreed in this House that 
we should erect forts and block-houses to the 
Rocky mountains; that we should establish Indian 
agencies in. the Oregon territory; that we should 
have a mail reaching into the country of Oregon. || 
There was no doubt on these points, All these 
things were to be done for the purpose of inducing 
emigration to Oregon. But when our settlers get 
there, the question was, What shall be done there? 
He believed the people of the United States de- 
manded of them, if it could be done in accordance 
with our existing treaty stipulations, to give our 
settlers there laws, home, protection; and if we 
could do this without violating our existing treaty 
stipulations, this’ question might very properly 
arise, What is the use of terminating the existing 
treaty between us and Great Britain? The ques- 
tion, then, was, What steps shall be taken towards 
encouraging emigration to that territory, and 
affording our settlers there laws, homes, and pro- 
tection? Now, if he undérstood the matter, there 
were two parties on this floor on this question, and 
here was the decided difference between them: one 
party insisted that we must give the notice in or- 
der to terminate this treaty, in order to enable us 
to do what they desired to do, what the people of 
the. United States demanded of them.. And if they 
could give this protection, (for he understood that 
all who. were opposed to the notice said they were 
in favor of giving this protection, of building forts 
in Oregon for the securing the rights of person and 
of property of our settlers there, and for giving 
them homes; for that was what they wanted, that 
was what they left the United States for,) he insist- 
ed that those who took the position that we could 
afford this protection without giving the notice, 
were the war party in this House; he insisted that 


Oregon, how he explained the position of Mr. Bu- 
chanan? Speaking of the Nootka Sound conven- 
tion, in his letter to Mr. Pakenham, he says : 

“Great Britain had never made any settlement 
£ on the northwestern coast of Ameriea, from the |! 
‘date of the Nootka Sound convention, until the 
< 204 of February, 1819; nor, so far as the under- 
“signed is informed, has she done so down to the 
t present moment,” : 

Great Britain, then, “had never made any set- | 
tlement.’? Those forts there, which the gentle- 
man spoke of, were not the forts of Great Britain; 
he meant they were not governmental forts, The 
have been erected by that company which had h- 
cense fo trade, hunt and fish in that territory, in 
order to carry out their purposes. The settlements 
there made were made with the same intent. There- 
fore he was forced to the conclusion from the state- 
ment of our negotiator himself in this expression, 
(for all of us were bound by this expression,) that 
Great Britain had made no settlements in the ter- 
ritory of Oregon. This statement, then, changed 
his views on the subject, And in addition to this, 
the President of the United States had expressed 
the opinion in 1829 that we had no rights, no pow- 
ers whatsoever, under the existing treaty stipula- 
tions, to establish forts in Oregon; and he says in 
his Message at the commencement of this session, 
that it is “matter deserving the gravest delibera- 
tion’—plainly non-committal on the question 
whether we have the power, without violation of 
our treaty stipulations, to make grants of land, or 
to give promises of grants of land, until the treaty 
ia terminated, In addition to this, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] at an early 
stage of this session, stated that the only rights 
we had reserved to ourselves under the treaty were 
the rights of hunting, fishing, and navigation, and 
the right of settlement, with a view to carry out 
these objects. The opinion of Mr. Cariou, also 
—-whose opinion always had much weight with 
him—was the same; he states emphatically that 
under the existing trenty we have uo right to 
promise to grant lands, and no right to grant lands 
in that territory. In addition to this, there was a 
large portion of the people of the United States 
who had expressed their views through their or- 
gans in the Senate, on several occasions, that we 
have no right to grant lands, or to promise to grant 
lands, under the existing treaty. And superadded 
to all this, was the authority of the last Congress, 
when he (Mr. T.) believed the notice was unneces- 
sary; yet the opposite opinion was taken, and the 
notice was inserted. The opinion of the advo- 
entes of the bill then was, that we could neither 
make grants, or promises of grants, of land, with- 
out first giving the notice and terminating the joint 
occupancy. After all these opinions, thus ex- 
pressed, by going forward and adopting these 
measures without giving the notice, they would 
certainly place themselves in the position of acting 
equivocally on this subject—of attempting to ex- 
ercise an authority over a territory while placed 
in such circumstances by our own treaty stipula- 
tions, as that we were not convinced that we had 
the full right to do. 

But ho had before him an authority which seem- 
ed to have considerable weight, hecause it was a 
book published by order of both Houses of Con- 
gress. (Mr. T. read a short extract from Green- 
how’s Oregon and California, on this point, taking 


the carrying out of this position would not only 
bring us into war, but into an inglorious war, on 
the hypothesis that we shall thus have acted in 
bad faith=-that we shall have acted in contraven- 
tion of existing treaty stipulations. 

Now, what were the exact words of the treaty 
of 1818, as renewed: in 1827? for, on the terms | 
of that treaty would depend our rights. And he 
would explain the position he had taken in his 
speech upon this question at the last session of 
Con ress. Hie then went against the notice, and 
for the passage of the. territorial bill, which se- 
cured to the people of Oregon their rights. He |) 
did so on the belicf at that time that the English |i 
Government were making settlements in Oregon— || 
that they had extended the principles of the com- |: 
fnon law to their people in Oregon, and also that 
they had actually carried out their views to this || 
extent for twenty years; and that we had the same || 
fights under the existing treaty between us. But j 
he found that the fact was now presented in a dif- |} 
ferent light; and he would ask the gentleman from || 
Indiana, who spoke of the English settlements in || 


| ered in 1843, in reference to the bill passed by the 


' give our settlers there justices of the peace, con- 


similar views to the Jasi authority referred to.} 
Here, then, (he said,) we had the opinion of our 
own writer—a gentleman appointed by ourselves 
to collect all the opinions and authorities upon the 
| subject of Oreran—stating that we have no right 
whatsoever to do what these gentlemen say they 
are ready to do. g 
But he had an authority which would have some 
weight in this House, showing how this measure 
of giving these laws and asserting these rights of 
settlement will be viewed on the other side of the || 
water, and in the Parliament of Great Britain. He || 
quoted from the speech of Lord Palmerston, deliv- 


Senate to extend the laws of lowa over Oregon; to 


stables, and other officers; and promising that 
when the litle vested in the United States, we would 
give them a good and complete title in that terri- 
tory. ; 
{Mr. T. read this extract, in which, among other 
things, it was declared: “If this bill were to pass 


| of the parties desire it to continue. 


into a law, it would be a declaration of war. It! 


would be an invasion and seizure of a territory in 
dispute, by, virtue of the decree of one of the par- 
ties in its. own favor-”] l 

Such (said Mr. T.) was the view taken by the 
leader of one of the largé parties in Great Britain. 
How was it replied to by Sir Robert Peel, the head 
of the other party? |. , 

[This extract declared that “the adoption of 
that bill would be a cause of war.”’] 

Here, then, (continued Mr. 'T.) is the pledge of 
these two great parties In’ Great Britain, given 
through the head of each, that to give our settlers 
laws and homes (for our people go there for no- 
thing else than for cultivation of the soil and for 
homes) would necessarily bring us into difficulty, 
that they would regard it as a violent seizure of 
the disputed territory—as an open infraction of 
the treaty—as a declaration of war. Do gentle 
men suppose if we now pags this bill without giv 
ing the notice that the Parliament of Great Brit 
ain—that these distinguished statesmen—will not 
again look on the subject in the same light? 

And when reviewing the circumstances of the 
case, he (Mr. T.) must say that this view of the 
question was plaugible; for in 1818, be it remem 
bered, our population was only 9,000,000, about 
1,700,000 of whom were west of the Alleghany 
mountains, and not more than 200,000 west of the 
Mississippi. We had now advanced in 1846 to a 
population of more than 20,000,000, 8,000,000 of 
whom were west of the Alleghany mountains, and 
about 2,000,000 west of the Mississippi. We 
then believed that there were no means of eis 
Oregon without going round the Cape of Good 
Hope. The Cape of Good Hope was almost an 
impassable barrier. And there were many in 1824 
who believed that the Rocky mountains were the 
ultima thule of our Republic, and that it was im- 
possible that there should be any other than an in- 
dependent Government on the other side. But 
since that time we had made the most rapid strides 
in our means of easy and rapid intercommunica- 
tion; steam had been applied more extensively; 
railroads had been constructed, and distant places 
had been brought near to one another. Since that 
time we had discovered the South Pass at the head 
of the La Platte; since that time we have seen our 
citizens, without the aid of their Government, 
upon their carts, carrying their little all, and pene- 
trating those mountains, and through them they 
had made a wagon-way, and had actually made 
settlements in the distant territory beyond them 
At that time we wanted the Oregon territory only 
for hunting, fishing, and trading; now we want it 
for different purposes; and when we take a differ- 
ont course to carry out these purposes, we must 
relieve ourselves from all difficulties; we must takea 
course which is honorable, and in accordance with 
our treaty stipulations. ae 

He then insisted upon the proposition—he 
thought he had proved it most clearly—that those 
who went for this course of measures, and who 
nevertheless refused the notice, would involve our 
Government in war, and that in a most inglorious 
way, in violation of our treaty stipulations. Take 
the right way—the course pointed out by the Pres- 
ident’s Message; and if there was any course 
which would lead us out of these difficulties, it 
was that course alone. ‘The President of the Uni- 
ted States had taken this position; his Message had 
gone out to the country, and had met with a gene- 
ral acquiescence of views; and the Congress of the 
United States were called to sustain those views— 
to go forward to take the necessary steps to disen- 
cumber ourselves from the burden of the treaty 
into which we entered in, former times, and to ena- 
ble ourselves to give to our people the protection of 
our laws to which they are entitled, and the homes 
for which they emigrate. But to give the notice is 
the manner in which this treaty can be terminated, 
and it is the only manner. Itis provided for by 
the express stipulations of the treaty itself, which 
provides that it shall continue only so long.as both 
‘We can, then, 
give it without reasons; there is no necessity for 
specifying our reasons. 

What, then, is the position of the parties? 
Great Britain and the United States jointly occupy 
the territory. All property is laid down in the 
law-books under three divisions—possession, the 
right of possession, and the right of property. In 
what relation do we stand? We have the right of 
possession. This was clearly yielded to us in 
1817, and this was assumed by our negotiator at 
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the outset of the late negotiations. Myr. Calhoun 
said in his letter to Mr. Pakenham, of September 
3, 1844, and the position was not controverted by 
Mr. Pakenham, that— 

“ Weare then, as admitted by Lord Castlereagh, 
‘entitled to be considered as the party in posses- 
tsion; and ‘the convention which stipulated that 
“the territory should be free and open for the term 
‘of ten years from the date of its signature to the 
* vessels, citizens, and subjects of the two coun- 
‘tries, without prejudice to any claim which either 
‘party may have to any part of the same, preserved 
‘and perpetuated all our claims to the territory, in- 
“cluding the acknowledged right to be considered 
‘the party in possession, as perfectly during the 
* period of its continuance as they were the day the 
‘convention was signed. Of this there can be no 
* doubt.” : 

We are, then, at this moment the party in pos- 
session; we are entitled to possession; we are the 
party in possession; and when we connect that with 
the statement of Messrs. Huskisson and Adding- 
ton, British commissioners in 1826, how do the 
parties stand? They say: 

“ Great Britain claims no exclusive sovereignty 
‘over any portion of that territory. Her present 
* claim, not in respect to any part, but to the whole, 
‘is limited to aright of joint occupancy in common 
‘with other States, leaving the right of exclusive 
* dominion in abeyance.” 

Now, then, we have the right of possession; 
they claim exclusive sovereignty over no part of 
that territory. What, then, is the exact position 
of the parties under the convention of 1818? We 
were then the party in possession; she sets up no 
claim of exclusive sovereignty, and inevitably she 
can be put in no other attitude than that of receiv- 
ing from us franchises; we being in possession, 
give her citizens the same privileges enjoyed by our 
citizens. She claiming no exclusive possession, 
and we being in possession, and having the right 
of possession, in what position will the notice place 
her? We give the notice and terminate the treaty; 


these franchises of course terminate; and instead | 


of we being the aggressor, as maintained by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Ruerr,] 
should she attempt to thwart our law, to resist us, 
she will be the party aggressing upon us. They 
have already agreed that we are the party in pos- 
session, that they claim no exclusive possession ; 
and when we give this notice we throw ourselves 
back in the precise position we occupied in 1818 
and in 1827. We will then necessarily pass our 
laws and extend our jurisdiction over Oregon; and 
not only that, but we are not necessarily called on 


to drive out every English subject there. “Their | 
officers cannot exercise jurisdiction, but at the ; 


same time their citizens will stand in the Oregon 
territory, while our relations continue of a friendly 
character, in the same position that English sub- 
jects remain in this city. But suppose that Gov- 
ernment sends thither regiments of dragoons, takes 
possession of 
of the country, and hangs out her flag from them: 
then we assume military possession of the country, 
and not till then. 


those forts which are now the forts | 


Then, if this is the position into which the par- | 


ties are thrown, as we have the most perfect right 
under the treaty, and, as it is so stipulated that we 
can give the notice 3 ; 
they urge if we give the notice, why it should be 
considered a cause of offence? He defied gentle- 
men to give the opinion of any British statesman 
who occupied a position of responsibility, that the 
notice would be a just cause of war, No; it isa re- 
served right. We state to the British Government 
that «this territory, which we were willing to oc- 
cupy in common in times gone by; that the circum- 
stances have changed in reference to it; that our 
settlers have gone there; they will go there; we are 
perfectly willing to have them go there; and we 
want to know where our boundaries are; we are 
unwilling to hold out the inducement to them to 
go and settle on your territory. Jn order to avoid 
future difficulties between us, we want to termi- 
nate the treaty, and draw the line distinctly be- 
tween us.” Could any gentleman say this would 
be war? It has been assumed on all hands—omit 
to give the notice, and pass your bills granting 
titles to your. settlers, securing them homes and 
protection, and there will be war, and a war for 
which there will be some plausible pretence that 
we have attempted to seize and take exclusive 


possession of a territory secured to her joint oc- 


at any time, what reason can | 


cupancy with us. War may come under the: 


notice; the British Government may take offence 
at our stubbornness; she may say we demand too 
much; our demands are such as she will never 
yield to; but if a stubborn and hostile spirit should 
rule the hour, and we be involved in war, it will 
be consolatory to cvery member on this floor that 
he has followed the line which honor and good 
faith point out; that he has acted im accordance 
with de reserved rights we possess; that he has 
not wantonly violated the obligations of honor and 
justice. 

Then he said that the notice, instead of being a 
war measure, was the only honorable peaceful 
measure; and assuming that the people of the Uni- 
ted States, their masters, demand some action of 
them—some earnest of what they intend to do to 
show that they were for Oregon—they could only 
take that step: He had voted against giving the 
notice last year, and when it was inserted in the 
bill, he did not vote at all. He did right then, in 


his judgment; and he should now, with equal con- ; 


fidence in the correctness of his course, vote for 
the notice. At that time there was a pending ne- 
gotiation. It was understood daily that it would 
soon be brought to aclose. Both Houses of Con- 
gress called for the correspondence, The Execu- 
tive declined to give it; and then it was that he 
used this expression in his speech, which would 
justify him, at all events, for the vote which he 
should now give: 

“I object to this amendment, because this 
t House he called for the correspondence, which 
twe all know has taken place between our Secre- 
“tary of State and the British Minister, and that 
‘correspondence has not yet been communicated 
‘to us. When it comes, if it appears that England 
‘is evading the settlement of this Oregon contro- 
‘versy, if she delays determination: for frivolous 
‘causes, I shall cheerfully vote it as my opinion 
‘that it is the duty of the President to give the 
‘notice which determines the joint occupancy. 
«But till then, for my own part, Í hope this ques- 
tion will not be pressed.” 

What did the President now say to us? That 
he has made a most liberal proposition; that he 
has offered to concede everything which he could 


justify to his conscience or to the people... And 4 


how was that proposition received? Jt was su- 
perciliously rejected. The British Minister re- 
turned it, Saying that he could not receive it; and 
that— 

“The undersigned, therefore, trusts that the 
«American plenipotentiary will be prepared to 
* offer some further proposal for the settlement of 
‘the Oregon question more consistent with fair- 
“ness and equity, and with the reasonable expec- 
‘tations of the British Government.” 

Then he took these points: that for us to extend 
to our settlers in Oregon the laws which we all say 
their situation demands, to give to them magis- 
trates and protection, and, above all, the homes 
they seek, without bringing this treaty to a termi- 
nation, will be considered by the British Govern- 
ment—will be considered by a large portion of 
their people, taking as the index of their senti- 
ments the expressions of some of their statesmen—. 
a gross violation of existing treaty stipulations. 
Then it is that we cover ourselves with dishonor, 


and involve ourselves in war—clearly in a war of | 


disgrace. 

He said, then, that we can give this notice with- 
out giving the reasons for it; but we have ample 
reasons. The circumstances of the country are 
changed; our citizens are now settling it; they 


will settle; and we do not intend to stop their set- | 


tling; and it is necessary for us to know how much 
of the territory we are entitled to, and to draw the 
line distinctly between the two Governments. 
Then if war come, we have to say, let it. come; 
we are not going to start back from our just posi- 
tion by fear; we have our rights, and we intend to 
assert them. 

But it had been said on all sides, and particu- 
larly by the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Apams,] that there will be no war; and he did not 
know whether he correctly understood the gentle- 
man that Great Britain would not go to war for 
Oregon, because if she did she would lose all Ore- 
gon and all the territory north of this Capitol. But 
Mr. T. argued that we could never suppose that 
her councils would he influenced. by such con- 
siderations. Interest could control the British 
Parliament; fear, never. And we could make no 


calculation that she was to be driven from her po» 
sition by fear. Sigua 2 ei aah 8 ae 

But Mr. T. proceeded: to. say that there were 
many reasons why Great Britain would’ not go to 
war; and the great one which he mentioned, was 
her interests; she would see that her interests 
would be best. promoted by remaining ‘at peace. - 
Her interests had a powerful: control” over her 
Government. . It was in: such a commercial Goy- 
ernment, and’ all commercial: governments ‘were 
under the control of their interests; and were ne- 
cessarily selfish. The bond, then, which required 
her to keep the peace was ‘the cotton crop of ‘the 
Union. By the annexation of Texas, this Gov- 
ernment controls nine-tenths of all the ‘cotton- 
growing interests throughout the world. By a 
war with the United States, Great Britain would 
necessarily lose the direct trade with this Govern- 
ment in this great leading staple. The continental 
rowers of Europe equalled if not surpassed Great 

ritain in the manufacture of all other argecles.ex- 
cept cotton; but by the superiority of her..ma- 
chinery and of her skill, she had almost the nio- 
nopoly of the markets of the world for her cotton 
manufactures. The cotton frora-the United States 
now goes to Liverpool, and the continental powers 
got their cotton there. . But break- the connexion 
by war, you carry our cotton ‘to the continent, the 
amount. will necessarily be lessened, but they will 
be enabled to get their cotton cheaper, ang she will 
be compelled to procure her cotton of them, You 
thus strike a deadly blow to her commercial supe- 
riority, and the markets of the world. There was 
a disposition, this moment, in England, .to open 
their markets to our corn, our wheat, and: bread- 
stuffs; and he hoped, before the rising of this 
Congress, there would be a disposition manifested 
to open our ports more liberally to all the nations 
of the earth. England would’ here’ see a strong 
argument for peace; and when she reflects that her 
interest’. are so intimately interwoven with ours, 
and which would be broken off and separated by 
war, her interests for peace will be larger than any 
motives she may. have, for war, and he: believed 
they would decide the question and cause thie b 
to kick for peace. = > A 3 

There was ‘also. 
which was suggested 
sire to keep peace with u ‘that was, the 
amount of indebtedness of ‘this country tc that—- 
all which would necessarily stop the very moment 
the declaration of war was made. : 

When he added together these interests in behalf 
of peace, and the interests in favor of war, the bal- > 
ance was so great in favor of peace that-he did not 
fear that Great Britain would listen'to the -extrava- 
gant specches. of gentlemen on this floor, threaten~ 
ing to lick Great Britain, and our eagle to conquer 
her lion. These had been brilliant declamations;. 
he had no part to take in them. ` He had no idea 
that these war speeches would ‘have an influence 
on her if we acted on the principle of honor; if we. 
demanded: only our clear, acknowledged, and re- 
served rights, by giving notice for the termination 
of this convention, and asking her to fix distinctly 
the line between. us, that our settlers may know 
where to plant themselves. — 

But it was said that we should have no war be- 
cause James K. Polk would back out. Those 
who made this assertion knew not the man. They 
professed not to know who-he was during the can- 
vass, but he thought they had found him out. He 
was..a man of iron nerve, of great stefnness of- 
character; and he looked’ upon. him as being the 
last man who would yield or back out. But-he- 
thought this question. was theirs, and he hoped 
they would not back out, or attempt to throw over 
upon him the responsibility. pat 

Gentlemen in this debate had said a great’ deat 
about the section of the country in which he liveds. 
that they were opposed to a war because of its dis- 
astrous consequences to the South. There was tio. 
section of this Union, he presumed, which would © 
feel more heavily the weight of wat; yetthi 
discriminate assault upon the. South was un 
thy of gentlemen; this assumption that-it wa 
tional question—that it was. a northém ques 
was tidiculous and absurd. The quéstion was a8. 
much a southern as a northern question; it came 


ber that there may be _differeric 
| tween individuals. from differen 
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been actuated. by any such narrow and contracted 
considerations whenever national interests are in- 
volved: “In every national. dispute, the South. has 
always been with the ‘country; in the assertion of 
our rights, she has always been first and foremost 


in their defence, And he disliked very. much that: 


those gentlemen with whom he acted—with whom 
he would go heart and hand inasserting, under ex- 
isting treaty stipulations, all our. rights, in carry- 
ing forward out interests, and maintaining. our 
honor—he digliked exceedingly. tó see these men, 
whose honor he knew, whose hearts he knéw were 
‘for the country, and. who had nd sectional feelings 
when ‘national interests were at. stake—to see it 
Suspected that ‘their feelings and opinions were 
colored by the section of the country from which 
they.came. It is unjust and utterly unworthy any 
member on this floor to cast such an imputation on 
them. f 

He might be considered a western as well as a 
southern man. All his interests and feelings were 
with the South, but his location was in the valley 
of the Mississippi, which was one day to be the 


heart of the country, and whose people are the first 
ples and théir feel- 


to go to Oregon, “Their princi 
ings, then, demanded of them that they should do 
all they could in honor to make them feel that they 
are American citizens, and that they are under the 
prstocton and defence of the Government of the 

nted States, after they havé emigrated to Oregon, 
so fur as that protection and defence can be ex- 
tended to them. ` 

Efe had thus expressed his views, as he thought, 
clearly. It had not been his ) 
vert the positions taken by panlemed on this floor. 
He had contented himself with stating his own 


position, and the reasons which induced him to | 
relieve that the course he had avowed himself in | 


favor of, was that dictated by sound policy and a 
due regard to the honor of the country. I war 


was to come out of the present diMculties, firni | 
action was. demanded; but this notice was the | 
means by which, if it could be avoided, it would | 
be avoided, and it was the only means, unless they | 
contented themselves to do nothing, to leave the | 


country, to leave our people who are now emi- 


grating to Oregon under the guardianship and pro- ij 


tection of themselves, They have their American 
hearts; they will form their own government; and 


they will cross the mountains, and they will no | 


doubt defend themselves, But as they settle, they 
want to know whether they are settling on soil to 
which we have a, title, or on soil which will be 
surrendered, 
side giving the notice, is to do nothing, to abandon 
the country, ‘Would gentlemen call that an hon- 
orable peace? If s0, they must have peculiar and 
singular notions of honor different from those he 
hade Tle considered that that would be a dis- 
graceful peace, a cowardly peace, It would bea 
shrinking back from the assertion of our acknowl- 
edged rights; and the time had not come when this 
Government, strong and athletic as she is, was to 
shrink back from the maintenance of her just rights. 
When we had not failed to vindicate them, and 
successfully, too, with a peewee of three mil- 
lions, in 1776, of eight millions, in 1812, should we 
now, with a population of over twenty. millions, 
in 1846, ignominiously shrink back from defend- 
ing them? ITe could say for himself, as he said 
to his constituents on the hustings, that he would 
pledge his constituents to stand by the assertion 
of our rights in Oregon; and he knew that they 
would stand by the country, and that they would 
take the consequences. They required him to go 
forward in the path of honor, of right, and of jus- 
tice; and if gentlemen were afraid of war being the 
consequence of such a course, he told them that 
the people of the United States would take the 
consequences, and they would abide the issue of a 
firm and manly defence of national rights and na- 
tional honor. 

Mr. T. having concluded, 

Mr. LEAKE obtained the floor, and moved that 
the commitice rise, (not. having his papers, &c., 
with him.) 

On which motion no quorum voted. 

The committee, thereupon, rose, and reported 
the fact to the: House. ` 
Mr... J. INGERSOLL moved that there be a 
call of the House. i 
A motion to adjourn was made, and—by yeas 

62, nays 87’—was rejected. 
A motion for the call of the House was rejected. 


purpose to contro- 


But the only means of peace, be- | 


1 Mr. 8. JONES asked leave to lay on the table 


an amendment, by way of addition to the joint res- 
olution of notice reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER said that a quorum being now 
present, the first question would be on going back 
into committee. 
_ The House declared that it would not go back 
into committee, but that it would adjourn. 

So the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Turspay, February 3, 1846: 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Department of War, accom- 
| panied by an abstract of the returns of the militia of 
the United States, with their arms, accoutrements, 
and ammunition, taken from the latest returns re- 
ceived; which, 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, was referred 
to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 

Also, a communication from the Department of 
War, accompanied by a map of Florida, prepared 
by the Burean of Topographical Engincers; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. YULEE moved that the above map be en- 
graved; which motion lies over. 

Mr. Y. also presented the petition of Wm. Mar- 
vin, praying the confirmation of his title to a tract 
of land in Florida; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. ARCHER presented thirteen memorials of 


twenty-one years’ residence of the alien before he 

i shall be entitled to exercise the elective franchise 

| which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
dieiary. 

Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON presented the me- 
morial of masters of vessels and others interested, 
praying that New Castle, in the State of Delwware, 
may be made a port of entry, by miting said town 
with Wilmington, iu the same State: which was 
referred to the Committee on Conmeree. 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON presented a memo- 
rial upon the same subject 5 which was also refer- 
red to the Committee on Conimerce. 

Mr, DICKINSON presented several memorials 
from shipmasters and others engaged in the navi- 
| gation of the lakes, praying that Cattaraugus har- 
bor may be finished and lighted; which were refer- 
red to the Committee on Commeree. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Joshua 
Appleby, praying remuneration for property de- 


ey, Florida, of which he was keeper; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Commeres. 
Mr. D. also presented the memorial of fifty citi- 
zens of Tioga county, New York, in relation te 
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Commitlee on Indian Atairs. 

Mr, UPHAM presented a petition numerously 
signed by citizens of Montpelier, Vermont, pra 
ing the passage of a law or adoption of measur 
for the establishment of a co s of nations to 
arbitrate and adjust all international ditiicultics; 
which was referred to the Commiltee on Forcign 
Relations, 

Mr. CASS presented. the petition of Mary B. 
! Hookywidow of James H. Hook, deceased, late 
| an officer in the army of the United States, pray- 
| ing compensation for his services in the bureau for 
emigrating Indians, in 1835 and 1836; which was 
| referred to the Committee of Claims. 
| Mr. CALTIOUN rose to present the memorial 

of the Memphis convention. The document was, | 
(he remarked, drawn up with great ability, and 
| presented a full view of the important subjects 
which occupied the deliberations of the convention, | 
Tn presenting the memorial, he would take the op- 
portunity to state that there were some of its re- 
commendations which did not come within his 
view of the constitutional powers of Congress; and 
there were others based on grounds in which he 
could not agree. But in all the other points of the 
memorial, he entirely concurred. He moved that 
it be printed for the use of the Senate, and referred 
to a select commitice of five. 
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citizens of the United States, praying an amend- | 
ment of the naturalization laws, so as to require | 


stroyed by the destruction of a light-house at Sand | 


Mr. DEX presented two petitions of shipmasters, | 
praying the completion and lighting of Cattaranzus | 
harbor; which were referred to the Committee on |! 


certain Jadian treaties; which was referred to the | 


The motion was then put, and agreed tò. 

The PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. CaL- 
| noun, Arcueson, SEMPLE, Barrow, and Cuak- 
MERS, members of said select committee. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Robert 
and William Armstrong, praying compensation 
for services performed as ‘spies im the army of 
General Wayne, in 1793; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. oe 
| Mr. BRIGHT presented additional documents 
| in relation to the claim of the president and pro- 
fessors of William and Mary’s. college; which 
+ were referred to the Committee” on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented additional docu- 
ments in relation to the petition of Edward Bolon; 
which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. W. also presented a document in relation 
to lands granted to the State of Florida, for pur- 
|| poses of seminaries of learning and common 
i! schools; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Public Lands. 

Mr. W. further presented the report of the At- 
torney General of the State of Florida, in relation 
i to the boundary line of said State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported ‘A bill granting a 
pension to Joseph Morrison;”? which bill was read, 
a first time, and, with the report accompanying the 
same, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. also asked that said committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of James Low, and that the same be referred 
i to the Committee ou Naval Affairs; which was or- 

dered. 

‘1 Mr. JARNAGLN, from the Committee on In- 
u dian Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
A. R. S. Elunter, for remuneration for supplies fur- 
nished to Cherokee Indians, made an adverse re- 
| port thereon; which was laid on the table, and or- 
l dered to be printed. 

Ho Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
“Roads and Canals, to whom was referred “A bill 
for the improvement of the western waters,” re- 
| ported the same, with several amendments; which 
| were rend, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary, reported without amendment the bill to 
‘amend the act entitled “An act for the regulation 
| of seamen on board the publie and private armed 
‘ vessels of the United States,” passed May 13th, 
1813, accompanied by a report; which was ordered 
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Mr, FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Nar 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, made agreeably to law, 

howing the names of clerks in that Department, 
&e., made a report thereon; which was laud on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. F. also asked that said committee be dis- 
charged froin the further consideration of the me- 
morial of Jonatha Thompson and others, of New 
York city, and ee the same be referred to the 
Committee on Commeree; which was ordered. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Henry Etting, a purser 
in the navy of the United States, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was read a first time, and, to- 
gether with the accompanying report, was ordered 
to be printed, 

i Mr, TURNEY, from the Committee of Claims, 
1 to whom was referred the resolutions of the State 
of Georgia, in relation to her claims against the 
‘I United States, asked that said committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
‘Also, from the memorial of Frederick Vincent, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on 


$ Revolutionary Claims; which was so ordered, 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following resolution, presented a few days since 
by Mr. Pearce: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of causing 
to be published for the use of the Government of 
the United States 150 additional copies of the sci- 
entific works of the Exploring Expedition, now in 
course of preparation and publication. 

Mr. PEARCE said he would explain briefly the 
object of the resolution, which was one of inquiry 
merely. When the Exploring Expedition returned 
| to the United States, in 1842, Congress passed an 
i act directing the publication of the discoveries 
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made by the expedition, after the manner of the 


‘Astrolabe voyage, published by the French Gov- |! 


ernment, and limited the number of copies to one 
hundred, ‘the whole to be under the supervision 
ard control of the Joint Committee on the Library. 
It was not thought expedient to publish the jour- 
nals of the different officers of the expedition, 
which would have made an undigested mass of 
matter. But all these journals having been deliv- 
ered up for the use of the Government, the Library 
Committee employed Captain Wilkes, the com- 
mander of the expedition, to write a narrative of 
the expedition. his has been done, and the Gov- 
ernment has been supplied with one hundred cop- 
ies. By an arrangement with Mr. Tappan, form- | 
erly a member of the Senate and of the Library 
Committee, and its agent, Captain Wilkes was | 
authorized to have the remainder of the token— | 
that is, one hundred and fifty. copies—printed for 

his own use, he paying three-fifths of the expense | 


of the paper and printing. He has also published | 
on his own account two smaller editions of the | 
narrative; and it is proper to say that he has lib- 
erally supplied them to the public at very reduced 

rices. i 

The public thus having access to the narrative, | 
my resolution does not look to the publication, for | 
the Government, of any more copies of that work. | 
It contemplates a publication of the scientific works |! 
prepared by the civilians attached to the expedi- | 
tion, .The primary objects of the expedition were | 
such as might be promotive of the commerce and | 
navigation of the country. And next to these it 
was desired to extend the bounds of science, and | 
promote the acquisition of knowledge generally. 

‘he result has been, the.preparation of about 250 |! 
surveys and charts, of great value to our navy an 
commercial marine, and the collection of larg 
stores in the different departments- of natural his- 
tory, which exceed in richness and variety the 


collections made by similar expeditions sent out } 
by the Governments of France and England. The 
reports of the members of the scientific corps are | 
in preparation; and, indeed, one of them has been 
published. Iam safe in saying that these publi- 
cations will give reputations to the authors, and do | 
honor to the science of the country. A distin- 
guished English geologist, who has examined one 
- of these works, has pronounced it superior ta any- 
thing of the kind heretofore published abroad. | 
Some gentlemen have doubted the utility of these 

publications. For instance, I have myself been 

asked, of what possible practical benefit can be a | 
work on conchology? Without giving the Senate | 
a homily upon this subject, or playing the school- 

master, I may be permitted to say that since con- 

chology has been reduced to a science, it has been 

found to be a most useful handmaid to geology; | 
assisting materially in ascertaining the stratifica- 

tion of the earth’s crust, and illustrating its geolo- | 
gical history. I need scarcely add that geology is | 
of the greatest practical utility in the important | 
art of mining. The Senate nagd not be detained | 
by further remarks on the ‘vi | 


eof natural his- |; 


tory. ji 
Only one hundred copies of these scientific works |; 
having been ordered to be published, and Congress |; 
having, by an act of the last session, directed the |/ 
distribution of sixty copies among the States of |! 
the Union and foreign Governments, there remain | 
only forty copies, Ít is manifest that, if no more 
be published, they will be sealed books to the 
great body of literary and sciestific men in the J) 
country, and thus important ends of the expedi- || 
tion will be entirely defeated. i 
The Government has already found it necessary || 
to make a special appropriation for the publication |: 
of additional numbers of the charts and surveys |} 
for the'use of the navy and mercantile marine, | 
which are in great demand. 
They are supplied to the owners and masters of || 
vessels at the cost of the paper and printing— |i 
selling for 124 and 25 cents, according to the size. | 
Many of these charts are such as our naval officers | 
have been obliged to give from $3 to $5 each for. |, 
I do not propose the distribution of these extra |! 
copies among the members of Congress—a practice | 
which I reprobate. But I do desire to see them || 
distributed among the colleges and literary insti- |i 
tutions of the country; and, if the Library Com- 
mittee agree with me, they will make such a dis- |; 
position of them. 
The resolution was then agreed to. , 
The Senate next proceeded to the consideration |; 


of the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Yurre; which was agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be in- 
structed to prepare and report to the Senate esti- 
mates for the commencement of a dry-dock at Pen- 
sacola, upon the plan recommended by a board of 
officers appointed. under an act of Congress of 
June 17, 1844. : ; 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 


| following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 


J. M. Crayron; which was agreed to: : 
Resolved, That. the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to communicate to the Senate such infor- 
mation as he can obtain in regard to the naval 
power of each of the maritime nations of the world, 
with the tonnage, number of merchant ships and 
vessels, and the aggregate amount of the commerce 
of cach, iol 
The Senate also proceeded to the consideration 


|| of the following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
| Mr. J. M. CLarron; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
he directed to communicate to the Senate such in- 
formation as he can obtain on the expediency of 
providing by law that ships and vessels navigating 
the river Delaware, shall carry lights, to avoid the 
danger of collision. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee on Pensions, in 
relation to the petition of Lydia Lusk; which re- 
port was concurred in. 

Also the adverse report of the same committee 
on the petition of William Nichols; which report 
was concurred in. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved that the special order of 
the day be postponed, in order to take from the ta- 
ble the bill to pay the debt ascertained to be due to 
Texas, &c. 

Mr. B. said that he made this motion at the 


; suggestion of the friends of the bill for the purpose 


of moving a reconsideration of the vote taken yes- 
terday on the amendment submitted by Mr. Evans. 
His views, however, on the subject, had under- 
gone no change. j 

The motion to take up. was agreed to; where- 
upon Mr. B. moved a reconsideration of the vote 
taken on Mr. Evans’s amendment, upon, which 
the yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas !22, nays 22; where- 
upon 

The PRESIDENT voted in the affirmative, and 
the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE suggested that the bill for the 
augmentation of the navy of the United States be 
passed over informally for the present, as his col- 
league was not well enough to speak upon it, he 
[Mr. Wxsrcorr] having the floor; and it was so 
agreed. 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Executive business, and 
said that the calendar was very large, and con- 
stantly increasing. . 

The motion was agreed to; the Senate proceed- 


i ed into Executive session, and after some time 


spent therein, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 3, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
; proved. 


OREGON. 
Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, rose, and ask- 


ed leave to introduce a joint resolution, which, he 
said, he desired, at the proper time, to offer as an 
amendment to the joint resolution of notice re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
resolution was read as follows: 

Whereas, by the third article of a convention be- 
tween the United States and the King of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of the 


20th October, 1818, it was agreed that any country | 


that may be claimed by either party. on the north- 


| west coast of America westward of the. Stony 


mountains, shall, together with its harbors, bays, 
and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within 
the same, be free and open to the vessels, citizens, 


| and subjects of both Powers, for the term of ten 


years from.the date of said convention, but with- 
out prejudice to any claim which either of the 
two contracting parties may have to any part of 
said country: : 


` 


The | 


And whereas, by another, convention between 
the Powers aforesaid, of the 6th of August, 1827, - 
the said.temporary: provisions of the third arti¢le 
of the convention of.1818, aforesaid, were:contin-. 
ued indefinitely, and have thus remained in force 
to the present day? o te D a E : 

And whereas, by the’ provisions of the second 
article of the convention of the 6th August, 1827, 
aforesaid, the right was reserved to either of the 
aforesaid contracting Powers, in case either should 
think fit; at any time after the 20th of October, 
1828,'on giving due notice of twelve months to. the: 
other contracting pany, to annul and abrogate the 
said convention of 6th August, 1827, and thus ter- 
minate the temporary arrangement aforesaid: 

And whereas the said territory has become set- 
tled, to a great extent, with the subjects of Great 
Britain, through ‘the instrumentality of. incorpo- 
rated companies emanating from the.said Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, and recently by a large 
number of the citizens of the United States, by a 
direct emigration, so that a. longer continuance of 
the above recited provisions ‘of ‘the convention 
aforesaid endangers those friendly relations which 
this country desires to maintain with all nations, 
on honorable and equitable terms: 

And whereas this Government has made repeat-. 
ed and laudable efforts. to ‘settle: and ‘adjust the 
claims of both parties in the spirit: of liberal com- 
promise, but without success: with a view, there- 
fore, of fixing a limit beyond which*the final ad~- 
justment of this question, so essential to the. peace 
of the two countries, cannot be longer delayed, 
and at the same time of affording every possible 
opportunity to such final adjustment,: on terms 
alike honorable and satisfactory to both parties, 
be it, therefore, i 3 

Resolved by ihe. Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America im Congrëss as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States of 
America be requested to give due notice of twelve, 
months to the Government of Great Britain, that, 
after the expiration of-the said term of notice, the 
United States of America will antul ‘and abrogate 
the said convention on the 6th.of 1827, so 
continuing the ‘provisions of. th ick 
the convention of the 20th of Oc 
aforesaid. Se Cain S ; Mase Se 

After some objection’on the part of Mr, Me- 
CONNELL, who intimated his desire to debate— 

The resolution (having been read twice by its 
title) was referred to the Committee of. the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. a ees 

Mr. ST. JOHN, on leave given, presented cer- 
tain joint resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, 
asking Congress to quiet certain land titles: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. YELL, on leave given, withdrew from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of the 
claimants of the steamboat * Southwestern.”’ 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose, and asked leave at 
this time to introduce a bill which he said he had 
been for some days desiring an ‘opportunity ‘to 
present. 

The title having been read, the reading of the 
bill. was called for, and it was read, as follows: 

Whereas, by the convention concludéd on the 
2th day of October, 1818, between the United 
States of America and the King of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, it was, in 
the third article thereof, ‘agreed. that any country 
| that may be claimed by either party on the north- 
west coast of America, westward of the Stony 
mountains, shall, together with its harbors, bays, 
and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within 
the same, be free and open for the term of ten’ yeara 
from the date of the signature of the present con- 
vention to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the 
two Powers, it being -wel understood: that this. 
“agreement is not to be construed to the prejudice” 
| of any claim which either of the two high conitract- 
ing parties may have to any part.of the said coun- 
try; nor shall it be taken to affect the claims» of 
any other Power or State to any part of said soun* 
try; the only object of the high contracting par 
ties in that respect being to prevent disputes and 
differences among themselves: And whereas, bya 
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either -of the. contracting . parties, in- case’ either. 
should think fit.ataay ume after the 20th of Octo- 
ber, 1828, 0n giving due notice of twélve. months 
to. the other contracting party, to-annul. and abro- 
gate this convention;.and it shall+in such case be 
entirely annulled and abrogated after the expira- 
tion ‘of said. term. of: notice: And. whereas. itis 
thought fiton the part of the United States to an= 
nul and abrogate said convention: . 

Be. it therefore enacted by the Senate and House: of 
Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress-assembled, "Phat the said convention shall 
be annulled. and- abrogated at the expiration of 
twelve months after the date of the delivery to the 
government of ‘Great Britain of the due notice re- 
quired to be given. 

Be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States is hereby authorized and required, 
in such solemn and respectful mode as he may 
deem proper, to cause the said due notice to be 
given in the name of the United States, one of the 
contracting. parties, to the government of. Great 
Britain, the other contracting party. 

Be it further enacted, That for the purpose -of 
enabling the President to comply herewith at as 
early a day as he muy think advisable, there be 
appropriated a sum not exceeding dollars, 
to be used, if necessary, and to be paid out of any 
money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated; 
but nothing in this act is intended. to interfere with 
the right and discretion of the proper authorities 
of the two contracting. parties to renew or pursue 
negotiations for an amicable settlement of the con- 
troversy renpciing the Oregon territory. 

The SPEAKER, said that the question would 
be on leave to introduce the bill. 

And no objection having been made, the bill was 
read a second time by its title. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that it be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that it be printed. 

Mr. McCONNELL desired to move to strike 
out all that portion of the bill which related to ne- 
gotiations, 

The SPEAKER suid a motion to amend the bill 
was notnow inorder. The motion was to commit. 

And the question having been taken, the bill was 
referred ta the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. ASHMUN asked and obtained leave at this 
time to offer the following resolution; which was 
read for information : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to conimunicate to the Flouse of Rop- 
resentatives any information in his possession not 
heretofore communicated which affects the relations 
existing between. the United States and the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, and particularly whether the army 
or navy of the United States, or any partof either, 
has been ordered to move towards that republic, 
and what occurrences. have come to the knowl- 
edge of the President to require such a movement, 
provided. the information can, in his opinion, be 
communicated without detriment to the public in- 
terest. . 

Mr. HOUSTON suggested that this resolution 
must le over one day. 

The Speaker assented. ` 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, in order to consider the resolution at this 
ume, 

And the question being taken, the House refused 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH asked leave to- offer a 
resolution, ants 

Mr, COLLAMER desired a similar privilege. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion (at first apparently rejected) was 
finally decided by tellers; the vote standing, ayes 
70, noes 60. 

i OREGON. 


’ So the House. resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tis- 
patts, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the joint resolution of notice. 
Mr. LEAKE was entitled to. the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the hour. He 
directed a considérable. portion of his remarks to 
the vindication of the State of Virginia and of her 
representatives on this door from the chargé which 


had been brought against.them and against her, of 
a departure from the ancient republican faith. He 
then passed on to some of the considerations which 
induced him to oppose the joint resolution of*no- 
tice. -He would not enter into an examination of 
the merits of our title; it would be a work of su- 
pererogation so to do after the discussion which 
the subject had received here, and after the lucid 
exposition of our claim which had been put forth 
by Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Buchanan. He declared 
his belief that our title up to forty-nine and a half 
was clear and unquestionable, and he held it also 
as good against England up to 54° 40'. He should 
therefore pursue such a course as in his opinion 
would be best calculated to secure our rights to the 
whole country, and to bring the controversy to an 
amicable adjustment. He did not think that to 
give this notice was the best course that could be 
adopted to accomplish our object. He believed 
that it would lead to war, since, if it was given, it 
must either be followed up by ulterior action, or 
must have the appearance of mere bravado on the 
part of this nation. He believed that the notice 
would be an inseparable barrier in the way of ne- 
gotiation. He was in favor of adopting such a 
course of policy as was fairly open to us without 
a violation of the convention, and which, looking 
to the rate at which emigration had been going on 
for two years past, would in a short time soon 
place us in a condition to repel any aggression that 
might there be made on our rights. 

[This speech will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. st ITONG then obtained the floor, and 
spoke as follows: 

Mr. Cuaniman: It is not my purpose to occupy 
the attention of the House during the brief period 
allotted tome. Though I bave made an effort, in 
common with others for several days past, to ob- 
tain the floor, and hitherto without success, | have 
done so not in accordance with either my inclina- 
tion or my judgment. Personally I have felt great 
reluctance in obtruding myself upon the attention 
of the committee; but, coming as I do from one of 
the largest States of the confederacy, it is mect 
and proper that her citizens should be heard, at 
least occasionally, through her representatives in 
this hall, on a question declared on all sides to be 
of more importance than any that has engaged the 
attention of the House and the country for many 
years. Whatever, therefore, of personal reluc- 
tance I may feel to engage in this debate, still, be- 
lieving that the people of the State of New York, 
and particularly those of the district which I have 
the honor, and which it is my pride, to represent, 
will expect and require from their servants here 
something more than a mere silent vote, I shall 
conform to their supposed wishes and expectations 
with great cheerfulness, however imperfectly the 
duty may be performed. The House will there- 
fore allow me, as I trust, to state very briefly what 
I believe to be the views and sentiments of a great 
majority of the people of the State of New York, 
and especially those who sent me here, in relation 
to the great issues involved in this discussion. In 
doing this, I shall not attempt to arrange and put 
in order the facts and arguments which may be 
brought to bear upon the one side of the question 
or the other, to set them in measured phrases, or 
to express them in beautifully-roundeéd periods. 
We have been entertained for may days with fine 
specimens of eloquence and of oratory, and have 
listened by the hour to splendid declamation. The 
House has been sometimes enlivened by brilliant 
sallies of wit, and at others, the harsher tones of 
crimination and recrimination have fallen upon the 
ear. But, with great deference, I may ask whether, 
lin these flights of fancy and of the imagination, in 
| these offensive personal allusions, and attempts to 
| excite sectional jealousies, and array one part of 


the House has heen enlightened, or its judgment 
informed. It really does seem to me, sir, that with 
few exceptions, which it would be invidious to 
particularize, and, notwithstanding this protracted 
debate, the various subjects under consideration 
are much in the same state as they were after the 
President’s Message and the accompanying docu- 
menis were first laid upon our tables; and that, 
with these exceptions, very little additional infor- 


j mation has been elicited, or light thrown upon the 


subject-matter of the debate. Neither can I claim 
that I have anything new to offer, and 


little more than to present the question in its sim- 


ropose ; 


| the Union against another, the understanding of || 


plest form, and to state the reasons why I shall [| 


give my vote in favor of the notice to Great Brit- 
‘ain to terminate this. joint occupation, or joint in- 
terest, or whatever it may be called. For this 
purpose, I refer tothe President’s Message, and 
particularly to the following passages: — 

“ The extraordinary and wholly inadmissible de- 
‘mands of the British Government, and the re- 
‘ jection of the proposition made in deference alone 
“to what had been done by my predecessors, and 
‘the implied obligation which. their acts-seemed to 
‘impose, afford satisfactory evidence that no com- 
‘promise which the United States ought to accept 
t can be effected. With this conviction, the propo- 
‘ sition of compromise which had been made and 
‘ rejected, was, by my direction, subsequently with- 
‘drawn, and our title to the whole Oregon territory 
‘asserted, and, as believed, maintained by irrefra~ 
‘gable facts and arguments.” 

“All attempts at compromise having failed, it 
‘becomes the duty of Congress to consider what 
‘measures it may be proper to adopt for the secu- 
‘ rity and protection of our citizens now inhabiting, 
‘or who may hereafter inhabit, Oregon, and for 
‘the maintenance of our just title to that. terri- 
* tory.” 

« This notice it would, in my judgment, be proper 
“to give; and I recommend that provision be made 
‘by law for giving it accordingly, and terminating 
‘in this manner the convention of the 6th of Au- 
t gust, 1827.” 

“ Beyond all question, the protection of our laws 
“and our jurisdiction, civil and criminal, ought to 
‘be immedietely extended over our citizens in Ore- 
‘gon, They have had just cause to complain of 

| “our long neglect in this particular. 
i «At the end of the year’s notice, should Congress 


i; ‘think it proper to make provision for giving that 


“notice, we shall have reached a period when the 
“national rights in Oregon must either be abandoned or 
‘firmly maintained. That they cannot be abandoned 
t without a sacrifice of both national honor and interest, 
‘is too clear to admit of a doubt. 

“Oregon is a part of the North American con- 
t tinent, to which it is confidently affirmed the title 
‘of the United States is the best now in existence. 
‘ For the grounds on which that title rests, 1 refer you 
‘to the correspondence of the late and present Sec- 
‘retary of State with the British Plenipotentiary, 
‘during the negotiation, The British proposition 
“of compromise, which would make the Columbia 
‘ the line south of forty-nine degrees, with a trifling 
‘addition of detached territory to the United States 
‘north of that river, and would leave on the British 
‘ side two-thirds of the whole Oregon territory, including 
‘ the free navigation of the Columbia, and all the valua- 
“ble harbors on the Pacific, can never for a moment be 
t entertained by the United States, without an abundon- 
t ment of their just and clear territorial rights, their own 
€ self-respect, and the national honor,’ 

Now, sir, when the President has thus defined 
what he means by the ‘ Oregon territory,” in such 
explicit terms, and has declared that our title to it 
is beyond all question, and that to abandon it is to 
| give up our “ just and clear territorial rights, our 
own self-respect, and the national honor,” is it not 
marvellous to hear gentlemen contend on this floor 
that there is nothing in the President’s Message 
which goes to assert our claim to Oregon beyond 
the 49th parallel of latitude? But the President 
does not stop here; he refers us to the “ correspond- 
ence of the late and present Secretary of State? 
with the British minister, for the grounds of our 
title to the “Oregon territory.” In that corres- 
pondence, and in the letter of the present able 
Secretary, I find the following sentences: 

“The undersigned again remarks, that it is not 
‘his purpose to repeat the argument by which his 
£ predecessor, Mr. Calhoun, has demonstrated the 
‘American title to the entire region drained by the 
< Columbia river and its branches. Te will not thus 
‘impair its force. ”? 

“Upon the whole, from the most careful and 
‘ample examination which the undersigned has 
‘ been able to bestow upon the subject, he is satis- 
‘ fied that the Spanish A merian title now held by 
‘the United States, embracing the whole territory 
‘between the parallels of 42 degrees and 54 degrees 
* and 40 minutes, is the best title in existence to this 
t entire region; and that the claim of Great Britain to 
‘ any portion of it has no sufficient foundation. Even 
‘British geographers have not doubted our title 
“to the territory in dispute. 

at Notwithstanding such was, and still is, the opin- 
‘ton of the President, yet, in the spirit of compro- 
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‘mise and concession, and in deference to the ac- 


‘tion of his predecessors, the undersigned,’ &. " 


f “ Such a proposition as that which has been made 
never would have been authorized by the President had 
‘this been a new question.” 
-v “ Under these circumstances, the undersigned is 
‘instructed by the President to say, that he owes it 
‘to. his own country, and a just appreciation of her 
‘ tille to the Oregon territory, to withdraw the prop- 
t osition to the British Government.” 

These extracts place the nature of our claim to 
the Oregon territory in so clear a point of view, 
and define the extent of that claim in such explicit 
and precise terms, as to leave no room for doubt or 
cavil. What further evidence have we as to our 
title to Oregon? Ina debate in the Senate, on the 
Ashburton treaty, a distinguished Senator, Colo- 
nel Benton, in speaking of Oregon declared it to 
be—A country equal in extent to the Atlantic por- 
‘tion of the old thirteen States ; superior in ci- | 
‘mate, soil and configuration; adjacent to the great 
; valley of the Mississippi, fronting Asia, holding | 
the key of the north Pacific ocean, the only coun- | 
‘try fit for colonization on the extended coast of 
‘ northwest America; a country which belongs to the | 
* United States by a title as clear as their title to the 
‘District of Columbia. It is for the ereat West to 
‘sec that no traitorous treaty shall abandon it to 
‘Great’ Britain.. Contented with her possession, 
“Great Brtain wants delay, that time may ripen pos- 
§ session into title, and fortunate events facilitate her 
‘designs. My colleague and myself were sounded on 


‘on this point. Our answer forbade the belief that |} 


‘we would compromise or sacrifice the righis and in- 
‘ terests of our cowntry; and this may have been the 
‘reason why we’ve no formal negotiations in rela- 
‘tion to it. ` Had we been soft enough, there might | 
‘have been an agreement to divide our country by | 
‘ tie river, or to refer the whole title to the decision of | 
‘a friendly sovereign,” 

Governor Wright, of New York, during the | 


canvass of 1844, declared at a public meeting, be- |) 
fore thousands, “ that our title to Oregon was as || 


clear to his mind as that the State of New York 
was a part of the federal Union.” 

Mr. Chairman, the rights and claims of the 
United States to Oregon have been before the 


| territorial nights,” as well as of the national 


| in her present attitade and demands in relation to 


American people, and made a subject of investiga- | 
tion and reflection by them for years. So matured | 
was the public mind upon this very question, that | 
in May, 1844, when delegates from every part of | 
the Union met in Baltimore for the purpose of | 
nominating a candidate for President and Vice 
President, to be supported by the democratie par- | 
ty, those delegates, thus assembled in convention, | 
drew up a declaration of principles, framed with | 
reat circumspection and care, and published them 
in the shape of resolutions, as the political ereed of | 
the democratic party, to the maintenance and sup- | 
port of which those candidates were solemnly | 
pledged when they accepted the nomination. They | 
were elected upon the strength and by virtue of the | 
priñciples thus promulgated. Amongst those re- 
solutions, the following stands conspicuous: 
“ Resolved, That the title of the United States to 
‘the territory of Oregon being unquestionable, we 
‘hold it to be the bounden duty of our Government, | 


i 
| 


i 
i 


“as we believe it to be the sentiment of the united || 


‘democratic party, that this territory should be pre- ' 
‘served entire and undivided; that no part of it 
* should be surrendered lo any forcign power, but that 
‘early and effectual provisions should be made by 
‘law for its complete occupation, and for the prolec- | 
f tion and security of our citizens now settled in and | 
‘ emigrating toit.” | 

Nobly and truly has our excellent and worthy 
President stood by those who elected him, and 
fulfilled his duty to the letter. The first opportu- 
nity which he had, officially, to. declare his opin- 


ions, he seized upon the occasion to repeat the al- I 


ready expressed sentiments and views of the Amer- 
ican people, and in his Inaugural Address employ- 
ed the very language of the Baltimore convention, 
when he asserted that the title of the United States | 
to Oregon was “ clear and unquestionable.’ The 
‘same views and opinions are repeated in his mes- 
sage, with the strongest confidence in their cor- 
rectness, and after the most mature and careful ex- 
‘amination, together with the fact—which I con- 
fess, Mr. Chairman, took me by surprise, and I 
do not yet quite understand it—that a compromise | 
had been offered on the forty-ninth parallel, and | 


| 
| 
| 


l bargain possible in the end. 


rejected by. the British Government. I do not} 
blanie the’ President for causing that offer to be | 


149? That would leave, says the President, if the 
| Columbia be adopted south of where that line 


| tion is self-evident. 


‘sential service to her. 
‘has much more to fear than we have, and infinitely 


i fall of combustible materials, and imbued with | 
| the seeds of republican principles, which a trifle į 
i 


made; I am glad that it was made, and that it was 
rejected: 


made and even ratified by the Senate, that the peo- | 
ple of the United States would have approved or 
sanctioned it. My belief is, that such a treaty 
would have ruined, sooner or later, every public | 
man who had anything to do, either in its forma- 
tion or ratification; for it would have been in defi- 
ance of the clearly-expressed will of the people, 
and a sacrifice of their ‘clear and unquestionable 


honor and interest.” 

Who doubts our title to Oreron—the whole of ; 
Oregon? Is there any one in this House? I do 
not know the man. Why compromise on latitude | 


crosses it, feo-thirds of the whole territory on the 
British side, including: all the valuable harbors on the 
Pacific. Itis well known that the most important | 
harbors, coasts, and islands, in Oregon, are be- | 
tween latitude 47° and 54° 40'. The Power that | 
shall permanently possess this portion of the Pa- į 
cific coast, together with the northern balf of Up- | 
per California, will ultimately command the com- 
merce of the world, and that at no very distant 
period. Why surrender any portion of our own 
Oregon ?—and surely last of all the most import- 
ant part—the key to the whole, No, sir; I go for 
the whole, every foot of it. Though of mature 
years, I confess myself young in the business of 
legislation; and yet, sir, it docs not seem to me 
so very complicated and difficult a matter. I ask 
myself what is clearly and plainly right. If can 
sec that, my unsophisticated mind leads me to pur- 
sue it, without stopping to count the cost, or -to į 
calculate the consequences. Ihave been taught | 
and believe in the trite maxim that honesty is the 
best policy, in the long ran, and in every position 
and condition in life. 

[tis said this notice will produce war. If by 
this is meant that, should Great Britain persist 


Or 


gon, war must ultimately result, the proposi- 

But this assumes what I do 

not believe that she will do.’ Her interest ‘must 

impel her to a different course, and therefore I do 

not believe it. But at all events, and whatever 

may be the consequences, the people of the Uni- 

ted States wil} stand by and sustain their Presi- | 
dent in maintaining their own just rights. Will 
the men who defined these rights at the Baltimore 
convention, and presented them to the Pesident 
at his nomination as a rule of conduct in ease of 
his election, and which was accepted by him, now 
hesitate to support him, when honestly and faith- 
fully performing: duties which they themselves 
enjoined upon him to perform, as the conditions 
upon which they would support him? Tam not 
prepared to see this strange inconsistency. 

Mr. Chairman, this argument of war against the 
giving of the notice Iam sorry to hear. © It is out 
of place. Itis the argument of our enemy. Ne- 
cessarily the same language is used by both, and 
from the lips of an American they grate upon my 
ear. Even this question about a compromise is 
alla British argument, intended for effect, so far 
as England is concerned, in order to get the best | 
Great Britain has no 
idea of fighting us, but she is great at diplomatic 
bargains. A little aid on this side of the water, 
although it may not be designed, is always of es- 
Sir, in a war Great Britain’ 


more at stake. An unsettled population at home— 
restive, unquict, unmanageable—already influen- 


cing, through public sentiment, the action of heri 


strong and energetic Government against its wishes 
and its will—Europe, reposing under a long peace, 


would ignite and blow into a flame—treland, un- $ 
der centuries of oppression, ready to take advan- 
tage of any commotion to better her condition, or 


throw off the yoke of dependence—Canada, ready i 
for revolt, and anxious to relieve ‘herself from co- | 


lonial vassalaze—these are some of the certain’ 
consequences to follow in a war with the United 
States. We are told of the immense and over- 
whelming power of Great Britain, and of the weak- 
ness and unpreparedness of: the United States for 


Ido not believe; if that offer had been | 
j accepted by the British Government, and a treaty 


| us, if war must: come, than 16 ive’ 
finest material for an army and navy ir vorid, 
as well of men as of everything’ élse, réady at our 
hands. We should. have, if nota ‘superior naval 
force to Great Britain, at least enough to destroy: 
her commerce, her right arm upon the ocean, > We 
are far better: prepared: to meet her in aris than’ in 
1812, or than ‘ever ‘before: “Upon: this ‘subject I’ 
wish to institute a comparison: In 1819, the 
American navy consisted of 42 national” vessels, 
carrying in all 454 guns; and 2,294 men, In-ad- 
dition, we had 298 private. armed: vessels, mount- 
ing from 2 to 22 guns each—-in all 1,906'euns, and 
carrying 8,974 men.” Great Britain had 982 armed 
vessels, nearly one-half of. which were line-of-bat- 
tle ships.’ Yet, notwithstanding this’ disparity. of 
force, the enemy lost, in the course of two-and-a- 
half years, 2,360 merchant vessels—more than she 
| Jost during her long wat with France from 1792 to 
the battte of Waterloo, in’ 1815- : eh, 
| In 1845, the American navy ¢onsisted of 76 na- 
| tional vessels; and in the event of hostilities we 
| should have at once, at the least; 500 private armed 
vessels. Great Britain has only 274 sailing ves- 
sels of all kinds, carrying from two’ guns and up= 
wards.. To this, add 100 steamers, and the sum 
total of her naval: force is counted... L-have sajd 
nothing of any steamers on our-side, though it is 
obvious that we should be able to combat’our en- 
emy with the same weapons that she can “wield 
against us. What, then, have we to fear that our 
enemy must not fear more? Tt is with pain-and 
uncasiness, therefore, that I hear gentlemen object 
to giving this notice because war may be the pos- 
sible or probable consequence, even if’ they reafly 
think so. Why tell us-that our-cities will be laid 
waste and burnt to ashes, or put under contribu- 
tion to swell the coffers of the victors? Why tell 
us that the fanatic abolitionist. will ‘turn’ traitor to 
his country, and, uniting ‘with Christian and, phi- 
lanthropic “England, instigate the-slaves of the 
South to rapine, plunder, conflagration, and: mur- 
der, and at the same time dare to invoke the name 
of the Deity and the Redeei of the world ‘to 
bless and ‘prosper’ their effort 
horrible. Butowe.a 
will not pe: sustine! 
they will “back out.’ F do: 
Į am sorry to hear it-on this flo 
too, like the line of compromise, comes from our 
enemies, and is but echoed here. pe this, 
I read an extract from the London Examiner of 
December 6: AS apad ; 
“The views of Mr. Polk are evidently those of 
‘personal illustration. Not being an ‘orator, and 
‘having little to do as'a domestic statesman; Jack- 
‘son having already discomfited. the moneyed aris- 
‘tocracy, he has chosen the Oregon,to' crown, his 
“trophy, and wemay expect that he will persevere 
‘in the aim. The chief thing to be considered is, 
“how far he will be supported. There is nothing 
‘which the Americans are more opposed to than 
| éthe fact of any one man carving importance and = 
“eminence for himself. . They will not go to war 
‘in order to make Mr. Polk ahero. . But the west- 
‘ern and wild States have an indomitable desire to 
‘he the sovereigns of the continent, and to extend 
‘their influence to the Pacific as well as tothe At 
‘lantic. As the United States. now: exist, these 
‘ States are, as the French say, ‘in the end of a 
‘hag,’ some passage to them, none-thiough them, 
«Were the empire and the high road of politics 
‘and commerce opened tothe Pacific, they would 
“form its centre. They insist, therefore, on the 
‘Oregon. and on: California. But what:do. the 
“Southerns and Northeasterns say to this fixed 
t purpose of Mr. Polk and of the West? “Hitherto 
“the Southerns and the Westerns. have. gone. to- 
“gether. The one slave-employing, the other slave-.__ 
i ‘rearing’, both agreed in the matter of Texas, and 
‘indeed hitherto in. almost all great questions’ of 
‘policy. Now, however, the South andthe West 
‘begin to fali asunder. The ‘ Genevese 
| ‘a shrewd observer, who. writes from A 
the Times, remarks and records th 
‘Southerns support but lukewa 
‘ardor and pretensions of Polk. 
‘admit, is desirable, especially t6 
“but the present attainment of- moré 
“war with Great Britaing which would 
‘| € contrary to, both their in dt 
| £ New York people wë 


| 
j 


war. Sir, itis not so: Circumstances were never 
more unfavorable for her, or more favorable for 


i ‘the southern plante 
|) “extinguisher upon 
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} e So indeed,‘and they. have 
“Just spoken ly and eloquently by the. 
‘mouth of. Mr. Webster... The Whigs, however, 
Care confine nly ‘to the educated classés, but- 
“to tlie elder me those classes. There is 
“a ‘Young America” among the Whigs,- which: 
*has deserted and turned against them, or at least 
last Presidential election; 
ch pathos and regret 
ithe mob, the Dem- 
“course, for & TOW; 
very “Whigs ‘themselves, though 
> War, desire. Oregon... The Oregon 
nd New England—barren, mari- 
mmanding an ocean, and: the: point. of- 
yMiiunication from its own’ continent to conti- 
‘nents beyond that ocean. Oregon may one day 


“be inthe West what New. England now is in the | 
«East—the great commercial- capital, the seat of 
‘trade. and manufactures, of intellectual ‘activity 
‘and influence, the moral counterbalance to the 
t aristocratic and physical propensities of the South. 
‘Tt is no wonder that the acquisition of the Oregon 


THE C 


Sout. 

. “Resolved, That we approve of the doctrines 
‘and -sentiments-contained in the Message of Pres- 
‘ident Polk; that they are such as were put forth 
‘by the Baltimore convention, and such as the | 
“democracy are pledged to abide by. 

t: Resolved, That we have read with pleasure the 
“unanswerable arguments of the. President. and 
`t Secretary of State in favor of the American title 
‘to the Oregon territory up to 54° 40' north lati- 
t tude; and that we are in favor of giving to Great 
«Britain notice that the United States wish to ter- 
‘minate the joint occupancy, trusting to the jus- 
‘tice. of our claim and the” proof upon which it 
‘rests, to shield us from any imputation affecting 
‘the national honor. 

tt Resolved, That the readmission of Texas to 
the American Union. is a measure calculated in | 
‘its consequences to strengthen the nation, add to 
‘its general prosperity, and, with the possession 
“and settlement of Oregon, to rear upa free people 
‘and their institutions upon a territory extending 
‘from ocean to ocean, secure from the baleful in- 


| 
| 


“is popolar even at Boston, and that. Daniel Web- 
‘ster himself insists on. having it to the 49th de- 
€ pree.?? i ears 

‘In. this connexion, I read from the London 
Times of the 3d-instant an extract in relation to a 
compromise on- the. parallel of 49°. I need not 
stop to remind: the House that the Times is more 
than the semi-official organ of the British Govern- 
ment. Buthere itis: ` 


| 


«We think, then, that every purpose of both || 


i 
{ 


£ honor and interest would be answered if the Brit- | 
i 


‘ish Minister, on whom now devolves the duty of 
t making fresh proposals to the Government of the 
‘ United States, were to renew on his part the offer 
‘made to England by Mr, Gallatin in the Presi- | 
‘dency ahd under the direction of Mr, Adams. | 
‘That proposal was to take the 49th degree of 

© north Eeitade as faras the sea as boundary line, 

‘reserving to. Great Britain Vancouver's. island, 

‘the harbor of St. Juan de Fuca, and the free nav- 

*igation:of the Columbia.” 

So that gentlemen who oppose this notice, and 
talk about war and its consequences, and threaten ; 
the President with the opposition of his friends, 
may see that they are completely forestalled in | 
their remarks, and are merely repeating the lav- | 
guage of the British press, The coincidence is no | 
doubt accidental, but it is nevertheless striking and 
painful.” And here, sir, Iwill not be deterred trom 
doing justice to gentlemen usually found opposed 
toa Democratic Administration, and-who ‘on’ this 
great national question ‘are on the side of their 
country, First in their rank stands the honorable 
gentleman from Massachtisetts; so often alluded to 
hy this debate; and to: whom'the ‘term. venerable is 


l 


i 


f 


so well applied.” Fe js indeed so—venerable fron | 


‘do not subscribe to his politi- | 
i A ong tó the same erate par- 
ty; but for his condtict on this, as well as on other | 
occasions; he has niy respect wid the homage due 
to his eminént.public and private worth., i know, 
sit, it has been said that the Whigs who go ‘for the 
nolicg ‘sée in it’ consequences, as they think, fa- 
vorable-to'the establishment of their peculiar loe- 
rines, and the ultimate success of their party and 
its. principles. Such may be their views; but I 
will give-them credit for their acts without im- 
paging or-dotibting the correctness and fairness 
of their motives... So-long as they act.in accord- 
ance with my prineiplesand my notions of right, 


they shall have-my-applause: i 

Mr. Chairman, Uhave'thus given my views, but | 
very imperfectly; upon the important ‘subject now | 
under discusssion, I. believe T have spoken the | 
sentiments of my constituents, and represented 


wily those: of ad great majority of the people of | 


the State of New York. On this Subject I do not | 
speak without authority. Ata county convention, 
composed of delegates from. every town, beld at: 
Norwich, in the county, of Chenango, on the 28th 
ultimo, only a few days ago, the following -vesolu- 
tions-weré unanimously adopted: ` ` l 
46 Resalved, That, in the election of James K. 
t Polk to the présidency, there was atriumph-of | 
‘ gréat Democratic principles over their Federal op- || 
< posites; and-that it is -due to the people and to | 
Democratic. party. of the Union that those | 


all. 


i the Columbia river passing down the main isle, T 


in the centre of the British settlements; and I here 


i Tdo this, is not based on any formal treaty stipu- 


il date; it comes froma period before Adam's dust | 


| from high Heaven—from. destiny, if. you. please. 


‘fluence of European tyranny; and that those 
‘yepresentatives of the people who voted for the 
consummation of the measure are entitled to the 
‘approval of the democracy. 

Resolved, That the establishment ‘of an inde- 
‘pendent treasury, unconnected with banks; -for 
‘ the safe-keeping of the public money, is required 
‘by the people, and would be salutary in its mflù- 
tence upon all the great interests of the country, 

t Resolved, That we are in favor of such a tarit 
‘as shall lessen the burdens of the people, furnish 


‘the requisite incidental protection to American m- 
‘terests and productive industry.” 

I need not stop to tell you of the great interests 
which she has involved in the question of peace or 
war—of her agricultural, commercial and manufac 
| turing wealth—her numerous population, great re 
| sources, and conceded power, Neitheris it necessa- 
ry that T should boast of the intelligence of her sons, 
lof their chivalry or deeds in arms. ftis enough 
that she is conscious of her own worth, and power, 
and consequence, and knows how to preserve them 
tut she is also true and faithful in the support 
of the rights of other States—trac to the Constitu- | 
tion, true to the Union, true to the country and 
| the whole country; and oni this question, I tentare 
to predict, as on all others, will sustain, with all 
her influence, the present Administration of the 
Gencral Government. 

Mr. SAWYER obtained the floor, and [having 
left his usual seat at the right of the Speaker, and 
crossed over, taking an unocenpied place at the 
Speaker's left, which portion of the Hall is set- 
tled” more generally by the Whig members of the 
House] he addressed the committee : 

Thave'eome, Mr. Chairman, (said he,) to locate 
myself over hore, in British Oregon, If you faney 
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| take a stand on the north side of that river, right 


plant myself, under the constitution and laws of 
my country, and from this } do not intend to be 
driven away. And I discover, Mr. Chairman, that 
a good many of the settlers here have dispersed, 
{referring to several vacant seats around him ;] 
they have gone away, and vacated their farms; 1 
have taken possession, and here I intend to keep 
possession.” I then may be inferred to take my 
stand, in reference to this question, for the whole 
of Oregon up to 54° 40"; and Tani not willing to 
surrender any portion of it. And the reason why 


lation; but it is a right, as I conceive, which we 
have independent of any treaty stipulation. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr Wix- 
runor, | who spoke in the carly part of this de- 
bate, asked, very significantly, where we find our 

title to this territory, and whether it may not be 
| found in some corner of Adam’s will. Í answer {|} 
| hira, our title dates further back ; itis of a prior || 
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was fashioned into man. We received our rights 


In the course of events—in. the bringing forward Ñ 
and carrying out this destiny—one Christopher || 
Columbus was sent across the ocean to survey out i 


t revertue for the support of government and afford |: 


$ principles should be fully and faithfully carried l and democracy shall: finally prevail. Wel; fur- 


ther on, in the course of time, there was one 
George Washington; he came forward, and lo- 
cated his family. on- this land; and we contend, 
from this location—from this carly settlement, uri- 
der the guidance of destiny—we have the right to 
every inch of this island, if-you please to call it 
so; or, if other words suit better, this continent. 
We have-the right from high Heaven to all of it— 
every inch of it. 

Now there are several things considered argu- 
ments in this question. [have beenArying for the 
last two or three weeks, occasionally, to get the 
floor; but owing to my extreme honesty, being a 
very modest man, I do not. like to enter into the 
arena and resort to those means which are neces- 
sary in order to get the floor, Other influences 
‘have brought themselves up to prevent me from 
getting the floor. One of them is this system of 
explaining speeches which need explanation, by 
which the morning hour is consumed by gentle- 
men in making explanations, criminating and Ye- 
criminating each other. A great deal of time is 
thus consumed. I do not expect to consume my 
i hour; and I have tried for the last two or three 
| days to get the floor, to move that a half hour be 
| occupied henceforth by gentlemen who speak. 
Well, I hope this may be proposed hereafter and 

adopted, as I discover there are certain other in- 

egredients. besides talent requisite to get the floor, 
| and to obtain ascendency in this House. I may 
! be compelled, .Mr. Chairman, from the necessity 
of the case, after I have been here a while, to adopt 
these same things. intend to be heard. Ihave 
a set of constituents as independent as I profess to 
be; and they expect me to have my rights, and I 
i shall have them, even if Ihave to resort to this 
| course of proceeding. 

"Chere are divers ways now proposed by gentle- 
men on this floor whereby the Oregon question’ 
may be settled. 1 will not undertake to argue the 
constitutional question, because certain gentlemen 
here might say, a8 was said in olden times, that a 
blacksmith was not a proper person to mend 


ji Watches, and a farmer has no business with his 


huge paws on the statute book. For this reason, 
and for the further reason that it has been well ar- 
gued, I will say nothing on this part of the ques- 
tion, E shall then be found replying to certain 
arguments of gentlemen in my brief, curious way 
of doing business. ; 
The word ‘ war’? has come into every speech; 
and that appears to deter gentlemen from doing 
what they would do, were it not for the fear of 
war with Great Britain. Well, that shall not enter 
into the motives that will govern me at all in the 
decision to which F shall come, and in the argu- 
ments which T shall use. Ido not care one cent 
whether the English declare war against us or 
not—not one cent. I believe we are right. Thus 
believing, T shall proceed to do what I consider to 
be my righi—to take my rights, and to maintain 
| my rights, independent of future consequences. 
The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Leake] 
who was on the floor this morning, takes to task 
some gentlemen of the Democratie party who 
have spoken heretofore in favor of the notice, in 
relation to their votes on this question at the last 
sion of Congress, and has shown that they 
voted against certain propositions on the subject 
of Oregon. I will undertake to show you, and 
that gentleman, how it is, and why it was, that 
they voted against these measures at that time; 
and Ishall do it by quoting feom the speech of 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wixrnkor,] who spoke in the early part of 
i this debate. I have before me the debates on this 
| subject at the last session of Congress, and I will 
read certain parts of the gentleman’s speech on 
that occasion, to show an argument that was all- 
powerful in this Hall, and which will justify the 
gentlemen whom the gentleman from Virginia has 
arraigned, or any other gentleman, for voting, as 
they did, against the notice and against the hill at 
that particular time. The gentleman. goes on to 
say: 
“Indeed, sir, this whole proceeding is, in my 
‘judgment, eminently calculated to impede and 
‘embarrass the negotiations in which the two 
‘Governments are employed. We hare received 
‘authentic assurances that these negotiations have 


partially this country; and here. we have taken | 
possession; here we have established the seat of 
cmpire,-where the principles of pure republicanism | 


‘not yet failed, that they are still in progress, and 
‘that a communication in regard to them may be 
‘expected from the Executive before the close of 


302 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘the present session. Why not wait for this com- 
‘munication? Why insist on taking any steps in 
t the dark, when, in'a few weeks, at the most, we 
‘shall be able to act advisedly, and to see clearly, 
‘the ground on which we are treading?” 

That, sir, was the reason urged then by that 
ntleman, and by several other gentlemen, why 
this bill should not be passed, and why this reso- 
lution should not be passed—because negotiations 
were going on, and because a new President had 
been elected, and this negotiation would, in all 
probability, be again opened;.and it was folly, dis- 
respect, and madness, then, to proceed so far in 
relation to this matter when the proper authorities 
had it under consideration.. And with this view, 
many persons voted against the notice. Again, 
the gentleman says: ; : 

“Sir, the reckless flippancy with which war is 
‘spoken of in this House, and elsewhere, as a 
‘thing to be ‘let come` rather than wait for the | 
‘issue of negotiations, is deserving, in my judg- | 
£ ment, of the severest rebuke and reprobation from 
‘every Christian patriot and statesman. I say, 
‘let it not come, let it never come, if any degree of | 
‘honorable patience and forbearance. will avert it. | 
‘I protest against any course of proceedings which | 
‘shall invite or facilitate its approach.” 

Thus that honorable gentleman goes on to give 
the reasons why he should vote against the notice, 
at the last session of Congress. He says further: 

“Tagree with him (Mr. A. V. Brown] in his 
‘two principal positions. I concur-with him, first, 
‘in the opinion that it is inexpedient for us to ter- 
‘minate the convention of joint occupation until 
€ negotiations have been still longer pursued.” 

Again, he says: 

“ Åt is now fully well understood that there are 
‘as good lands on this side of the Rocky moun- | 
t tains as on the other, so.far, at least, as the coun- 
‘try north of the forty-second degree of latitude is 
t concerned.” ` 

Here, he passes a eulogy upon a certain distin- 

uished individual, now in the other branch of the 
ational Legislature: 

“Mr, Webster has dared to preserve the peace 
‘of the country by abating something of our ex- 
“treme territorial claims on the northeast, and he | 
‘has earned the gratitude of all good citizens by | 
£ doing so.” 

I wonder, Mr. Chairman, what gentlemen from 
Maine, and from all the East, and Northeast, will 
say as to the “ gratitude” due to that distinguished 
individual? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that that 
was the reason, as I before observed, why this bill 
was not passed at the last session of Congress—be- 
cause this negotiation was then pending. Now, we 
have the assertion of the President of the United | 
States, and we have the correspondence between | 
Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Calhoun and the British | 
minister on this subject, and we are perfectly cer- 
tain that no negotiations on this subject can now 
be had. What, then, is our case? What course 
is it necessary for us to pursue? Why, these very | 
gentlemen are willing that we should take up to | 


ge 


| Bir, there is a branch of the subject that I shall 
| now notice that is worthy of consideration. The 
gentleman from Virginia, the ‘lone star,” [refer- 
ring to Mr. Penpueton,] uses the language of the 
old federal party in olden times in.relation to other 
important parts of the country at this time—in re- 
lation to the Louisiana purchase, including: the 
present States of Louisiana, Missouri, and Ark- 
ansas, and other territory. What was the objec- 
tion against that acquisition? Why, it was then 
said it was worth nothing, as the gentleman now 
said of the Oregon territory. f 

Mr. PENDLETON was understood to inquire 
by whom it was said that the Louisiana purchase 
was worth nothing? 

Mr. SAWYER. J did not propose to tell the 
gentleman who the individuals were, but I tell you 
that such a declaration went forth; ‘and I will tell 
you some more of the language used; it was said 
that there were alligators enough on that land to 
fence it, and the land itself was not worth having— 
not worth the purchase; and I take it that the gen- 
tleman who uses the same Janguage in relation to 
Oregon territory now, belongs tothe same party that 
made this declaration in reference to the Louisiana 
purchase and to Florida. That was the language 
used in times gone by in relation to the acquisition 
of valuable territory; that is the language used 
now, and it will be the Janguage used by that par- 
ty. ` And none of those who belong to the demo- 


| cratic ox to the republican party use such language. 
| There is where I draw the distinction. 


Well, sir, Oregon is of immense value to us; and 
it matters not whether we fight with England now 
or hereafter, .I prefer to bear the burden myself— 
a portion of it; and, Mr. Chairman, while on this 
subject, I do not yield in patriotism to any gentle- 
man on this floor, and I believe I have given 

roofs that I disregard a war with England. I 
Fave published over my own signature that I 
would vote for this resolution in the strong señse 
of its meaning; and the very moment England de- 
clares war I will resign my seat on this floor, and 


i take my stand among my constituents to fight for 


my own fireside and my country’s rights; I stand 
pledged to do it, and I will do it. It matters not 
when this war comes; come it must, if you :give 
the British possession all around us. How stands 
the case now? Go to your eastern seabord, and 
you find her possessions all around you; and she 
Is now trying to encircle you on the west. Well, 
sir, what are the disadvantages under which we 
labor with England? 

In this manner we have given England every 
power to cripple and annoy us; and it is our own 
fault that we have permitted Great Britain so to 
encirele us with her power as to render hostilities 
with her almost inevitable. I have spoken of this 
northern continent as an island, and some gentle- 
men here have sneered atit; but I say again that 
I consider it merely as an island, and one the 
whole of which we ought to occupy. Great. Brit- 
ain would find great trouble in disturbing us 3,000 
miles off, as she is, if she had no possessions upon 
this little island of our own; but having so many 


the line of 49°; and still they are afraid of war if 
we give the notice. Well, I put this question to 
the gentleman from Virginia; [Mr. Bayzy,] who 
spoke a few days ago, and whose speech has made 
such crimination and recrimination in this Hall: 
You will go for 49°, pass the notice to.that effect, 
and where is the offer cf Great Britain to assent to 
yat line? There is none; she never has made the 
ffer, Well; is she going to back out with this 
notice and take 49°? Task gentlemen to answer | 
that question. We have offered 499; she has ut- 
terly refused it; and now you are willing to give 
the notice and take forcible possession up to 499. 
Would the gentleman from Virginia answer him? 

Mr. LEAKE was understood to say that he was 
not for the notice, whether we took after it up to | 
499 or to 54° 40, 

Mr. SAWYER continued. Well, some of the 
gentlemen have been in favor of the notice, and 
for assuming jurisdiction td some extent; willing 
to give the notice, and take forcible possession up 
to 49°, Does not the same difficulty arise here as 
if we took up to 54° 40"? It must, or else the | 
English will back out; and if you go to fighting 
for it from the mouth of the Columbia to 49°, 
might you not as well include the whole and fight 
for it? I think-so. If we believe the country to 
be ours, let us take possession of it, and let us de- 
fend and keep it at all hazards. 


= 
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possessions all around us, and in our immediate 
neighborhood on the coast, she has resting-places 
where she can run in for supplies, and to refit ber 
ships, and even for building them. She can thus 
obtain her fuel, her arms and munitions. Say, 
then, if it is not our own fault when we per- 
mit such a state of things to continue. Shall we 
support a policy that will ultimately exclude the 


| British power from the continent, or one that will 


encourage her to extend it? I fear that some gen- 
Uemen are willing to give her a footing on the 
northwest coast; and in such manner ag to enable 
her to give us great trouble hereafter, by adding 
immenscly to her present great means of annoy- 
ance. A gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pex- 
pLevron] has said that Great Britain has never 
done any wrong or Injury to this country which 
she has not repaired or apologized for. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Idid not say that. I said 
that Great Britain had done no injury to this coun- 
try which she had not atoned for. 

Mr. SAW YER continued, and said that this was 
a matter of veracity between him and the gentle- 


i man from Virginia. He says that Great Britain has 
I say | 
| that she has done much injury, and not atoned for 
Injuries were charged in the Déclaration of Fn- | 


done no injury that she has not atoned for. 


it, 
dependence, and I undertake to say that these inju- 
ries are unredressed. Many of the charges brought 


this. ; ; 
-Thousands of pounds every ‘year are appro- 
priated by Great ritain for Jargessés “for the In- 
dians, and it is well understood that the ptrpose 
of these supplies is to’ encourage ‘them ‘to hostili- 
ties against the citizens of the United States: Great 
Britain makes annual payments as regularly as we 
make appropriations at this or any-session of Con- 
gress, for the purpose of which I: speak—4. e., the 
instigation of the Indians to commit-the most dam- 
nable.and outrageous. atrocities -upon our people. 
The endeavors of the British to break-the'friend-° 
ship between the Indians and the people of this 
country have so far succeeded, that it requires a 
large sum annually to buy our peace with them. 
Our frontiers have Jong ‘been exposed to’ her 
most cruel outrages, where men, women,.and chil- 
dren have suffered, not only by being made cap- 
tives, but by being given up to savage torture and 
murder. The British officers themselves, after the 
baitle of the river Raisin, were compelled by the 
Indians to surrender American citizens to the:de- 
mands of savage fury, to be tortured, and finally 
burnt at the stake; and this, sir, was never atoned 
for; and I will tell you; sir, that the American peo- 
ple will never rest satisfied, ‘after ‘those inhumani- 
tics, until they have a chance to ‘draw a bead” 
upon such foes. gee, ES nae 
.. I may perhaps feel the-more sensibly on account 
of such -wrongs, when I consider that my. father 
was taken prisoner in that war by. the Indians and 
British, and was not treated according to the dic- 
tates of honor or humanity; and it was ‘owing: to 
wounds received.from them: that,he: is:now. unable: 


| 


to get up ôr Jie down in bed. . I myself (said Mr. 
S.) am: determined, and my co are’ de- 
termined, and-1. believe the Am people are . 


determined, to. resënt: these injuries, which we 
have endured from Great Britain.” Why, sir, has 
she not twice brought her whole power upon us 
with a view to crush our independence? After the 
revolutionary war, their attempts in which had 
proved fruitless, they let us alone for a while; then 
they came across the waters a second time. to as- 
sail us; and this, sir, they have never atoned. for. 
And now, because, forsooth, we are not ready to 
give up territory which actually belongs: to’ us, 
there are some gentlemen in this House who un- 
dertake to say that we are-doing injustice to Great 
Britain, and attempt to apologize for our course on 
this floor. Why, sir, the moment that Great 
Britain takes any hostile position towards this 
country a third time, ten thousand swords will be 
ready to fly from their scabbards, and a million of 
rifles will be taken down from the pegs on which 
| they hang, and will be carried to the field wherever 
English hostility is to be repelled; and, sir, I un- 
dertake to say that those swords will never again 
see their scabbards, nor will those rifles ever be re- 
| placed, until they shall be drenched with the blood 
of the foreion invaders of oursoili 47 ance 
d said that if 


Mr. PENDLETON here. rosé, an 
the gentleman would give him leave, he would ask 
him now to place him (Mr. P.) in a proper. posi- 
tion as to the remark the gentleman had made 
about a question of veracity between himself and 
the gentleman. He wished the gentleman to ex- 
plain that it was not a question of veracity, but 
merely one of inference. f : 

Mr. S. I did not intend anything personal.: I 
will repeat, that I understood the gentleman to say 
that England had atoned or apologized. for every 
outrage she had committed upon us. “Tsay. she 
has not done so. Ihave pointed outinsiances:1n 
proof of my assertion. If any gentleman can show 
that England has apologized for those injuries 
which I have referred to, I. will yield the point. 
She has, from the very first settlement of the coun- 
try to this time, wronged” wg in, the most vital 
points. Why, sir, England claims Canada, but 
she has no right to it, and I'll show it before I: get 
through my remarks: -I started, si these re- 
marks with the position that the Ameneans have 


| 
i 
| 


{ 


| 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


303 


an exclusive right to this island, for the purpose 

of making her experiment of the adaptation of re- 

publican: principles to the-wants and happiness of 

men,. I advanced the doctrine, sir, that this North 

‘American continent, or island, as I for some pur- 

poses deem it; belongs exclusively to the peopleof 
the United States. `- The principles upon which we 

siarted -were enforced by George ‘Washington, 

who established ‘the. metes and. bounds of Ameri- 
canism, and they were afresh marked out by Old 

Hickory, and, sir, by General Scott. : 

We, were a colony dependant on @reat Britain 
when we conquered Canada in. the war of 1745. 
This we did before we were. an independent na- 
tionjeand all: the rights which. Great. Britain now 
has in Canada were obtained through us, Canada 
was conquered by our valor and our means. Even 
Virginia contributed to it. Therefore, (said Mr. 
S.,Y I have said. that Great Britain has no right to 
Canada, and that it belongs to Americans, who 
originally conquered it from the. French and In- 
dians. 

I will puta case, sir, to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. L. H. Sims,] which he well under- 
stands. I will suppose this land but one great 
farm; [yes, said Mr, Sims, I understand that per- 
fectly.) Suppose that we occupy this farm by 
American farmers. [I subscribe to that, said Mr. 
Sims.] . What. farmer will undertake to make his 
crop of corn, or wheat, or what not, without go- 
ing first to: work, to get rid of the weeds? He will 
hoe out his weeds. 

But here. we. have Canada, Nova Scotia, and 
other British possessions around us, which are 
tares among our wheat. They, sir, are the weeds. 
How so? hey prevent us from. spreading our 
principles throughout the continent, and from fully 
carrying them out, and establishing free institu- 
tions. Uhey diffuse monarvhical principles amongst 
us. The ‘seeds of these principles are cared 
abroad upon the wings of the wind, and spread 
among us these obnoxious weeds. Now, l con- 
sider that these obnoxious weeds must be eradi~ 
cated, and that no more of them ought to be prop- 
agated, through these means, on our soil. Wo 
must grub them up by the root, before they infest 
the whole country. Let us eradicate all these odi- 
ous, federal, and monarchical British weeds. 

The moment that England, or any foreign power 
opposed to our system, obtains a foothold on our 
soil, and we permit it, we lend a club to break our 
own heads, “What would Great Britain say if we 
got a foothold on her-island, and put our mstitu- 

_tions into operation there? We have just as good 
aright to doit as she has: to establish her institu- 
tions here. Would she permit it for a moment? 
No; our principles are so-different that they must 
produce a perpetual collision, and we must drive 
out from our land all governments founded upon 
antagonistical principles. his country is nearly 
large enough to enable us to make the republican 
experiment that we have endeavored to make. 

A gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Rock went] 
has told us that the. shipping interest will greatly 
suffer in a war; and-he.read to us several letters 
from ship-owners on the subject, advising us not 
to give the notice, because the shipping mterests 
would be greatly injured’ by it, I admit his posi- 
tion to be true, that the shipping interests will, in 
one sense, be subject to detriment. I also admit 
that, in the same manner, what the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Hormes}] bas told us of the 
danger of the destruction of New York and Charles- 
ton, and-other cities on the seaboard, is also true. 
But for the evil that these gentlemen suggest, I 
will propose a case; and it is one that Was suc- 
cessfully practised by an eminent physician in 
such cases—Dr. Jackson—when he undertook the 
defence of New Orleans? : j 

A certain cotton merchant came to General Jack- 
son and said that his bales of cotton had been 
taken for the purpose of making breastworks for 
the defence of New Orleans, Hle-wanted immediate 
payment or restoration, inasmuch as private prop- 
erty could not be taken for public uses, without 
compensation. General Jackson heard his com- 
plaint, and told him he would do what was righi 
in the matter, and he pointed out a course that was 
proper to be pursued in such cases. He sent im- 
mediately for a masket and twenty rounds of car- 
tridges. í 
not know what was tasbecome of him. But very 
soon General Jackson put the musket in his hand, 
and said, Stand there, si, and defend your cotton, 
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| Thus General Jackson compelled him to stand’ 


up and defend his rights. Let all others who 
are interested in property in this manner defend 
their rights, and there will be no danger. Why, 
sir, we have mën enough to form a solid column 
from this place down to the seaboard, and those 
who are interested in the preservation of their 


and cents*cannot stand in the way of our national 
defence’ from foreign invasion. ho cares for the 
burning of some few ships in a cause.of such mag- 
nitude. Have we not made liberal reparation for 
property destroyed by our enemy while it was 
ysed for the public service? The whole history of 
our legislation on this subject provesit. Applica- 
tions of this sort are now of daily occurrence. 

I will pay my respects for a few moments to the 
gentleman from Virginia, who last spoke, [Mr. 
Leaxe.] 1] admit that it was a great speech, and 
T admit all that the gentleman claims for the Old 
Dominion; but times change. The time was 
when Rome was the pride of the earth. So, many 
of the old nations have in their day been great and 
productive of grcat men. But those nations are 
not still the pride of the world, as once they were. 
Do the great statesmen that once enlightened them 
appear in them now? Do all who come from them 
now bear the impress of that greatness that in an- 
cient times distinguished them? No, sir. I must 
new speak of them as degenerate sons of noble 
sires. It docs not follow that because Virginia has 
been productive of so many Presidents, every one 
who comes into this House from that State will 
also become a President. 

Another gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Barry] 
has made some remarks to which | will briefly rc- 
ply. That gentleman, in the early part of the ses- 
sion, was charged with being a Whig by a gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis.] [was disposed 
to resent the charge at first, as being unjustly made 
upon one of my trends; but now lam inclined to 
agree with the gendeman from Kentucky, though 
at first I believed it to be a charge made for the 


property will defend it. This question of dollars || 


purpose of detracting from the influence and stand- 
ing of one of my political friends. Speaking now 
ot Accomace, it was, if} am not mistaken, the dis 
triet from which Mr. Wise came. Mr. Wis 
came here a Jackson man, died in the wool, He 


and appealed to his constituents, and they sent him 
here again, Aftera while he became a ‘Tyler man; 
and sull his constituents, changing with him, sent 


represents the same people has also changed his 
front; for he was in 184U an advocate for “ Tippe- 
canoe and Tyler too, and made Whig speeches 
in my State. Under all these circumstances, sir, 
it appears to me that the electors in that district 
| are not very stable, and do not care who they 
elect. 

Some gentlemen here have charged me, and my 
friends who act with me, with following the lead 
of the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, 


that they do not understand the principles of dem- 
ocratic action. One gentleman remarked that com- 
pliments trom a source always unfriendly to that 
distinguished member, [Mr. Apams,] could not be 
considered as praise. 
tleman, that, in this remark, he has shown that he 
does not understand the true principles of Democ- 
racy. The time was when the Democratic party 
considered that the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. Apams,] was acting wrong,and they censured 
| him aecordingly. But this did not preclude them 
| from approving of his course when he acted right. 
But, sir, you cannot point to a single instance in 
that gentleman’s long public career, wherein in any 
controversy with a foreign power, and especially 
with Englund, he has not taken the side of his own 
country. ‘Pen thousand times, sir, would J rather 
follow the lead of that gentleman than follow a dis- 
tinguished leader in the other wing of the Capitol, 
who was once a Jackson man, and then became a 
bitter foe to Jackson, and not only inflicted a cen- 
sure upon Jackson, but refused to wipe it out or 
expunge. 
and he is not there. He has been in favor of, and 
against, every Administration. Ido notdoubt that 


The-poor fellow, hearing this order, did || the gentleman from Virginia, as he has said, has 


been distinguished by the favors of the people in 
every form since he first came into public life; but 
I doubt whether the germ of democracy was ever 


became after a while auu-Jackson, and went back i 


him back to Congress. The gentleman who now | 


[Mr. Apams,] on this question. I tell those gen- | 
Uemen that, in making such a charge, they show | 


But I will say to that gen- 


Put your finger, sir, on that gentleman, | 


i 


Janted in him. When he charges us with follow- 
ing the lead of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
or of any man, he speaks for effect, and for an ef- 
fect not very creditable to him. I will not say of 
him, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apams] once said of an eminent person at the other 
end of the Capitol, that, after expressing such sen- 
timents as he has done, he has but one more step 
to take, and that will carry him over to the enemy. 

Ihave no doubt that the British press will pass 


| high encomiums onthe gentleman's speech, as they 


have done upon that of a distinguished gentleman 
who spoke in Faneuil Hall; but as to my speech, 
and that of my friend from Missouri, [Mr. Sims,] 
and a hundred others, they will set them down on 
their black list. In my opinion, some gentlemen 
have put themselves in the position of advocating 
England, and I fear this will more fully appear 
when we come to the vote. % 

Mr. S. here referred to an article on the “ Ameri- 
can war mania,” that appeared in the “ Econo- 
mist, an English paper, very recently; and he 
read the following passages from it: 

“If I could take the same liberty with Sir Rob- 
‘ ert Peel that I used to do with my personal friends, 
‘Lords Lansdowne and Monteagle, when they 
‘ were in office, I should very frankly tell him that 
‘ the policy of England, in order to preserve peace, 
‘isto remain perfectly quiet, and permit the sensi- 
‘ble and honest portion of the American people to 
‘keep in complete check the dishonest and reckless 
‘ portion of it.” : 

“Fortunately for both countries, your Parlia- 
‘ment does not meet until February; and therefore 
‘Sir Robert Peel cannot be called upon for any 
‘public declaration for or against the President's 


| gasconade, until some demonstration has been 


‘made in Congress to show the feeling of parties 
‘in both houses,” 

“ Of the wickedness of such a war, and of the 
‘ blessings of a continued peace, I need not enlarge, 
‘as they are self-evident to every honest man; but 
«I will say, that should hostilities grow out of such 


| “an insignificant cause, the names of those wha 


“wilfully occasion it will be transmitted to posteri- 
“ty with no enviable immortality. The merchants, 
‘traders, ship-owners, and capitalists of America 
“are opposed to war—the politicians alone are in 
“favor of it! It is, therefore, the more to be de- 
‘sired that no hasty step on the part of the Brit- 
“ish Government should give her foes an advantage 
over her friends.” 

Now, sir, (said Mr. S.,) in order to carry out 
our views, and rid this whole continent of English 
power, we must extend our laws gradually but 
fully over the whole country, till we possess’ all 


į that nature and nature’s God has given to us; and 


E hope that our principles of liberty will be extend- 
ed over the whole, and carried down to all genera- 
‘tions to come. The principles and the institutions 
that we received from Washington and Jackson I 
wil) use all my efforts to hand down to posterity 
as pure as when they came to us from our prede- 
cessors. 

Mr. S. having coneluded— : 

Mr. BELL obtained the floor; but yielded to a 
motion (by Mr. Cocks) that the committee rise, 
which (after some conversation) was agreed to. 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
ae Bills, reported correct the Texian post-route 
Dill. 

Mr. COLLAMER asked leave to offer a resola- 
tion, which was read for information. The reso- 
lution, after having undergone the modification 
hereafter suggested, was in the following words: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is here- ~ 


by, requested to communicate to this House, so 
far as in his opinion is not incompatible with the 
public interest, all correspondence which has pass- 


; ed between the Government of Great Britain and 
| this Government, or by or between any of the 
: oflicers of said Governments in relation to the 


country west of the Rocky mountains, since the 
last annual Message of the President to this 
House. 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON objected. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to offer the resolution. 

And on that motion the yeas and nays were 
asked, but the demand was withdrawn. 

Mr. ASHMUN, however, renewed the demand 
tor the yeas and nays, which the House refused to 
order. 
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Tellers were then asked for and appointed; and 
the resolution having been again read, 


The SPEAKER was about to put the question. | 


: Mr. THOMAS SMITH said, he could seeno 
impropriety in the adoption of the resolution. 

‘The SPEAKER said the question was on the 
motion to sus 
not debatable. 

And the question having been then taken, the 
affirmative vote was declared to be 89. 

Mr. COLLAMER rose to inquire whether the 
vote by tellers was not being taken on the demand 
for the yeas and nays? : E 

The SPEAKER said, on the suspension of the 
rules; the Chair had distinctly announced that the 
yeas and nays were refused. ` oO 

Mr. COLLAMER called for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER said, the demand was not in 
order, as the yeas and nays had already been re- 
fused. : 

The negative vote was then taken, and there 
being a tie, the Speaker voted in the affirmative. 

So, two-thirds voting therefor, the rules were 
suspended. 


And the resolution being thus before the House, | 


and the question being on the adoption thercof, » 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN suggested that its language 
should be guarded in the usual way, (ż.e., as to its 
compatibility with the public interests.) 

Mr, COLLAMER said, if it was not so guarded, 

t was intended to'be, 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved to amend it, so as 
to insert the usual words, ‘if not incompatable 
with the public interests,” &e. > 


Mr. COLLAMER said he had no objection; | 


but it would be mere tautology. 
"Che resolution was modified accordingly. 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table. 
Mr. COLLAMER asked for the yeas and nays. 
A. motion to adjourn was made and withdrawn. 


The yeas and nays were then ordered on the ; 


motion of Mr. Hovusvoy, and being taken, resulted 
as follows: 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Benton, Biggs, 


James Black, Bowlin, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, | 
William G. Brown, Cathcart, Chipman, Cobh, | 
Cummins, Cunningham, Darragh, De Mott, Dob- : 
bin, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Fries, | 
Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hoge, Hop- | 


kins, George S. Houston, Hungerford, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, George 


W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston | 


King, Leib, McClean, McDowell, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Moulton, Norris, 
Payne, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Leonard EI. Sims, Robert 


Smith, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson 
rp , peony ies Lomi , 
Towns, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Yell, and | 


Yost—62. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 

nold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, 

James A. Black, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Buf- 


fineton, Burt, William W. Campbell, Augustus ; 
A. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, | 
Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson | 
Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, John ! 
H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Ficklin, Foot, | 


Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Hampton, Harper, 
Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, 


Hough, Samucl D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washing- | 
ton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph Johnson, An- | 
drew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Leake, La Sere, | 
TeClelland, Mclfenty, Mclivaine, | 
Marsh, Miller, Owen, Perry, Pollock, Reid, Rhett, | 


Lewis, Long 


Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Runk, Seammon, Schenck, Severance, Alexander 


D. Sims, Truman Smith, ‘thomas Smith, Caleb ; 
B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, | 
Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tibbatts, Til- | 


den, Toombs, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Vin- 
ton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, 
Wright, Yancey, and Young—95. 

So the resolution was nof laid on the table. 

And the question recurring, and having been 
taken on the adoption thereof, it was decided in 
the afirmative. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES rose and said that, | 
although he was not for taking all of Oregon, yet | 
he was in favor of promoting the interests of that , 


portion of the West which lay clearly within our 


jurisdiction, He desired, therefore, to present the | 


pend the rules, and that motion was” 


memorial of the Memphis convention, witha view 
to the improvement of all the West that could con- 
stitutionally be improved; and to move that the 
nremorial .be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole.on the state of the: Union, and that it be 
printed. ; . : 

“Mr. Q. 8. HOUSTON objected. 


| 
| 


| 


ion of the 


|| Mr. HOLMES moved a suspens 
|i rules. K Ne OS 
; Mr. JACOB THOMPSON wanted to know 


what the paper was; and its purport having been 
again stated, Mr. T. expressed the hope that, as 
it pertained to the interests of the West, it would 
be received by general consent. 

The SPEAKER said the question would be on 
the suspension of the rules. j 

Mr. HOLMES asked the yeas and nays. 

Pending which demand, a motion to adjourn 
was made, and being carried, 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memérials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees : 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Peter G. Farnsworth, 
postmaster at Pembroke, Maine, asking additional compen- 
sation: referred tò the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. A 

By Mr, W. HUNT: The petition of citizens of Niagara 
county, New York, for an improvement of the harbor of 
Bighteensnile ercek, 

By Mr. MOSELEY: The petition of shipmasters and 
seamen of the Je 3 
lighting Cattaraugus harbor, on Lake Erie. Also, afidavits 
in support of the petition of Amanda King, executrix of Geo. 
W. Fox, deceased, for compensation for property destroyed 
by the enemy in the Iate war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. MeULELLAND: The petitions of P. Shamboldt, 
first mate of the steamboat Lexington; of J. Phelps, of brig 
Hlinois 3 of Captain Oliver, of schooner Marion ; and of Cap- 
tain Hawkins, of schooner Velocity, in favor of the harbor 
at Cathuaugns. 

By Mr, RUSSELL: The petition of Francis Mutinack, and 
papers aecompanying it, for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revohitionary Pensions, 

My Mr. BIGGS: The petition of J. R. Ramsay and 139 
other citizens of Washington county, North Carolina, and 
the petition of Henry M. Daughtry and 84 other citizens of 
Gates county, praying an appropriation to reopen Roanoke 
inlet at Nag’s Head: referred to the Committee on Com- 
MeErE 

By Mr. M, L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Ra- 
eine, Wisconsin, for an appropriation on a road from Ra- 
eine to Jonesville. Also, the petition of citizens of Wiscon- 
sin, for a post-ronte from Prairieville to Limestone. Also, 
the petition of citizens of Wiseonsin, for appropriation ona 
road from Milwaukie to Madison. 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Oliver Herrick, here- 
tofore presented, March 28, 1844. 

By Mr. NOGE: She petition of H. L. Ainsworth and 185 
other citizens of the State of Mlinois, praying the establish- 
ment of a mail-ronte f 
in said State, by Prit 
seat of Heurn 
the Mi api river. 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: The petition of S. Nickerson and 
Salathiel C. Nickerson, owners of the schooner Martha, of 
Bäst, Maine, that the sum to which said schooner is en- 
titled, as bouuty or drawhack, for having been employed at 
sea in the cod fisheries daring the fishing season of 1837, . 
may be allowed and paid to them; referred to the Commit- 
tee on Comunerce, 

By Mr. PRETIT: The petition of James G. Garrard and 
700 others, ladics and gentlemen, citizens of Kentucky and 
‘Tennessee, protesting against the authority of Congress to 
appoint chaplains, and praying that hereatter no money may 
be paid out of the United States treasury to any chaplain to 
Congress, or in the army and navy; referred to the Com 
mittee on the Ju Also, the petition of P, W. Dunn 
and 119 other eit of North Brookfield, Ohio, praying 
in hike manner; ferred to the same committee. Also, 
the petition of Francis McBride and 23 others, citizens of 
Butler county, Pennsylvania; referred to the same commit- 
tee. Also, the petition of Lewis Steins and 45 others, citi- 
zens of the same county and State, prayingin like manner; 
referred to the same committee. 

By Mr. RU 
Beman: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. “hiss 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The memorial of citizens of 
Marion county, Ohio, praying the establishment of a naval 
depot at Sandusky city, on Lake E referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval A l 

By Mr. CATHC! The memoria] of Joseph Ball and 
other citizens of Michigan and Indiana, praying an appro- 
priation tor the improvement of the harbor at New Batialo, 
Michigan: referred to the Committee on Commerce. Also, 
the petition of. Asa F, Kellogg and others, upon thé subject 
of the public domain: referred to the Committée.on Publie 
j Lands. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The memorial of residents of 
i the State of New York, in relation to the duties on soda- 
parilla, and sal-soda: referred. ? 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON: The resolution of the Le- 
gislature of Pennsylvania, relative to the construction of a 
Macadamized nationaj roal from a point at or near the ar- 
senal at Pittsburg, by way of the arsenal at Meadville, to 
Lake Erie, at the town of Erie. Also, resolution of the Le- 
gislature of Pennsylvania against any inerease of the rates 
of postage: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 


zeton, Bureau county, the county 


for an appropriation tor finishing and | 


əm Pern, in the county of La Salle, | 


county, and Millersburg, to New Boston, on | 


SELL: The petition and papers of Nathan ; 


By Mr. HUBARD: The pétition of D. Pugh; administra-« 
torior the benefit of the children of Mrs..H. Watkins, claim 
ing arrears of pension under the act of July.7; 183) referred 
to the Committee òn Revolutionary Pensions... 

By Mr. DODGE: ‘Two petitions, very numerously. signed- 
by. citizens -of lowa; representing the great advantages to 
be derived from the improvement of the navigation of Des 
Moines river, and praying an. appropriation to. defray the 
expense of a survey of said river: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. eh eta tas 

By Mr. LA SERE: The petition of John Rareshide and 
others, praying compensation. for; their services as volun- 
teers from the State of Louisiana to Texas,in 1845; referred 
to-the Committee on Military Affai aise 

By Mr. WE TW ORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Conneaut, Ohio, for aharbor:. referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, — . i ; aiea arie 

By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of Moses Noble, praying 
| for the allowance of bounty fo: tile fishing schooner Ruth, 
lost at sea while pursuing -her fishing voyage.” “Also, the 
petition of William Shapley, praying. Congress to allow him 
the sum of $40, with interest, to which he is entitled by vir- 
tue of a resolution of Congress ofthe 26th. of September, 
1778: Also, the petition ‘of Daniel Hoit and other citizens 
of Sandwich, New Hampshire, praying that the’ postige on 
letters may be reduced: to fivé‘eents. for -all distances, and 
that newspapers may be-sent to all parts of the country- gra- 
_tuitously, and that afl restraints. upon sending papers out of 
the mai! may be removed. BR tas hte EE A 204 
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i Weonespay, February 4, 1846. me 

Mr. JOHNSON; of Maryland, presented” the 
memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying the adoption, of measures, for the 
peaceful adjustment of all international difficulties; 
which was referred to the Committee on ‘the Ju- 
diciary. : ; 

Mr. J. also presented the memorial of ‘Thomas 
Wilson, of Baltimore, praying the payment of the 
award made in his favor by the commissioners un- 
der the convention with Mexico for the settlement 
of the claims of citizens of the United States against 
that Government; which was referred to the’ Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. sd, wk 

Mr. CASS presented thé petition of John Bron- 
son, praying compensation for property taken by 
the enemy during the late war with Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims, 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial, of Simeon 
Rousseau, praying: the. right: mption to a 
tract of Jand inthe State: of Mie! which was 
referred tó the Committee on Private Lend. Clains. 

Mr. C. further presented a remonstranée against 
the annexation of Texas; which was laid on the 
table. ; 


Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
Louisa Livingston and others, praying the pay- 
ment of the awards made in their favor under the 
convention with Mexico for the settlement. of the 
claims of citizens of the United. States against that 
Government; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKENSON presented three memorials, 
signed by shipmasters and seamen engaged in the 
navigation of the lakes, praying that Cattaraugus 
harbor may be completed and lighted; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

. Mr. BENTON presented a petition of officers of 

“the United States army, stationed at Jefferson Bar- 
racks, in relation to brevet and staff rank; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. STURGEON presented the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: f : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions bein- 
structed to inquire into: the expediency of placing 
Thomas Hail on the United States pension list. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the. following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into. the ex! 
pediency of establishing a mail-route.‘from-St. Jo- 
seph’s, in the county of Berrien, in the State of 
Michigan, to Milwaukie, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin, with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER desired to be excused 
from serving further upon the Committee of Claims; 
which request was granted... Se . 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, the President was 


t 


| empowered to fill the vacancy-oceasioned in the 
| Coimmittec of Claims by the -resignation of Mr: 
|| PENNYBACKER. i : ! 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Finance, 


it 

|| (levying a duty on in 

l ‘tain fishing “bounties and: allowan fishin 
fi ‘ vessels, in lieu of a drawback of the duties paid 
! © on foreign salt used on Ash exported,” reported 
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the same without amendment, and moved that the 
documents:accompanying the report be printed for 
the use of the Senate; which was ordered. 

Mr. NILES, from: the Committee on the. Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
authorizing the Postmaster General. to continue the 
present mail arrangements in Texas until contracts 
for their maintenance under the general system of 
the United States shall have been completed; which 
was read a first. time. 

Mr. YULEE, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill to repeal the second 
section of an act repealing certain acts of the Le- 
gislative Council of Florida; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the Speaker of 
said House had signed an enrolled bill, to which 
ne signature of the Vice President was request- 
ed. 

‘the Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee of Claims on the 
petition of Thomas Bolon. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said that he had received fur- 
ther evidence in relation to the above claim; and 
unless. the committee had reported on the ground 
that the claim was not a just one, even though the 
facts presented were all admitted, he hoped that 
they would consider the additional evidence to be 
presented, 
the table; which motion was agreed to. 

The Senate also proceeded to the consideration 


of the adverse report made by the Committee of | 


Claims upon the petition of Scott, White, & Co.; 
which was concurred in. 

"Lhe bill for the relief of Nathaniel Goddard and 
others was considered as in 


amendment. 

[This bill is for reimbursing the parties the 
value of a ship and cargo confiscated during the 
last war.] 

The question being upon ordering the bill to a 
third reading— 

Mr. TURNEY rose and made a few observa- 
tions in Opposition to it. He considered that the 
conduct of the claimants had not been considered 
consistent with the duty which all patriotic citi- 
zens owed to their country, and that they were 
not entitled, therefore, to any peculiar favor at the 
hands of the Government. Fle regarded them as 
having been guilty of moral treason, if not of po- 
litical treason. Fle desired thar when the question 
on the engrossment of the bill was taken, it should 
be taken by: os and nays; and it was subse- 
quently so ordered. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON remarked that he had 
supposed, from the mass of undoubted testimony 


which had been laid before the Senate at the time | 


when the question was first called up, that there 
were few Senators who had not made up their 
minds in favor of the claim. It had received the 
approbation of Mr. Lowndes, the able chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, a gentle- 


man who could never be suspected of favoring any | 


one attached to the British interests. It had also 
been approved by Mr. Crawford, who was Secre- 
tary of the Treasury when the matter was first 
brought to the nolice of the Government, and who 
was acquainted with all the facts of the case. Mr. 
Crawford's declaration in reference to it was, that, 
although upon strict principles of law, the courts 
were bound to give a verdict against the parties, 
yet equity was in their favor, and he therefore 
recommended an application to Congress. The 
Senator from Tennessee had stated that he consid- 


ered the parties had been guilty of an act of moral į 


treason. There was not one tittle of evidence 
to justify the gentleman in any such conclusion. 
Al the testimony in the case went to absolve them 
from any intention of violating the laws of the 
country... There was a commercial treaty existing 
between this country and Spain at that time, and 
it was eustomary for traders to carry provisions 
from Boston to the ports in Spain, and in Portugal 
also, under British protection. Their object, it 


20 


He moved that the report be laid on | 


Committee of the | 
‘Whole, and was reported to the Senate without |! 


| was clearly shown by the evidence, was nothing 
more than trafic with a view to profit. 

Mr. TURNEY said it happened to he the case, 
however, that when this profitable traffic was be- 
ing carried on flour was worth more in the United 
States than it was at Lisbon or at Cadiz. This 
was an historical fact. 

Mr. CLAYTON said the gentleman was again 
mistaken; he could not have read the evidence. 
Besides that given by the officers and crew of the 
vessel, there was also the evidence of insurance 
companies in Boston, of gentlemen of the legal 
profession, and of cvery person by whose testi- 
mony the Government supposed they could fasten 
a fraudulent design upon the claimants. But every 
witness in the case absolved the parties from any 
intention of doing wrong. The gentleman oppo- 
site, to sustain his argument, depended on the sin- 
gle fact that a paragraph ina newspaper stated that 
|| the price of flour was lower in Lisbon than it was 
tin dhe United States. But this was in 1813, and 
|| not in 1812, when this transaction took place. 

Mr. COLQUITT said the question appeared to 
be whether there had been an intention to eommit 
a fraud. He took it for granted that the tribunal 
before which the case was tried had determined 
| that point. i ; i 
i Mr. CLAYTON said the evidence was so clear 
, that the district judge decided in favor of the 
|i claimants, but the court above, exempting them 
{f still from any intention todo wrong, decided against 
ji them upon the simple fact that the protection un- 
| 
| 


der which they went was British protection, 

Mr. COLQUITT proceeded. "They were ex- 
| empted from an intention of doing wrong, but were 
condemned forthe commission ofa palpable wrong. 
Was Congress to constitute itself a eourt of con- 
i science, and to relieve parties who had been con- 
demmed by the legal tribunals of the country? Fle 
i| protested against any such proceeding. ‘The ava- 
| rice of the parties, putting the very best construc- 
1 tion upon their acts, had overcome their patriotism, 
land they were asked to absolve them because their 
| motives were pure. None but the Ruler of the 
j universe could know what their motives were. 
| Mr. BAGBY addressed the Senate in favor of 
| the claim. It was not a question of law, but a 

uestion as to criminal intent. And he would ask 
! the Senator from Georgia if he was prepared to 
refuse to refund to these parties the amount of 
their property which had gone into the treasury of 
the United States, when it was admitted that they 
| acted with no evil intent. He hoped the time had 
| not come when the claims of individuals were to 
| be allowed or disallowed according to their politi- 
| cal opinions, and not with reference to the rules of 
justice and equity. 

Mr. COLQUIET repeated that he was wholly 
|i unable to determine what their intent was. He 
was for the maintenance of the laws. 

Mr. BAGBY urged that what constituted the 
test of criminality was cvil intention, and that not 
having been proved to exist in this case, the par- 
ties ought to be exonerated. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER opposed the bill. He 
argued that, even if their motives were pure, they 
were inexcusable foradopting an unlawful course, 
through ignorance or any other cause. It was one 
| of the general principles of law that ignorance of 
| the law will not excuse the wrong-doer, and he be- 
| lieved that this was a principle which even courts 
|, of equity would be unwilling to interfere with. 

i) Mr. DAVIS replied to the remarks of the Sena- 
j tor who had last spoken. A provision of law had 
it existed, he said, since the formation of the Govern- 
| ment, by which the Secretary of the Treasury was 
authorized (a power which he exercised almost 
| daily) to remit fines and penalties and forfeitures, 
| where there was no fraud intended. The practice 
| of the Government did not stop even here. Occa- 
|| sionally a case occurred, and this was one of those 
i cascs, which the law did not provide for. Appli- 
|i cation was made for a ‘remission of the fine, and 
| Mr. Crawford’s reply was: ‘It does not fall with- 
|| in the provisions, but it is within the equity of the 
| act—within the principle but not within the letter.” 
Was it a new question? Did it involve a new 


principle? Not at all; there were some forty sim- 
ilar cases appended to the report. But the Senator 
from Tennessee had suggested that one of the 
claimants in this case. had something io do with 
the Hartford Convention. Was the Senator pre- 
pared to proscribe public opinion in a free country? 
Was the fact of a man being a Federalist a good 
reason for not paying a just claim? Suppose the 
Senator should find himself proscribed because he 
happened to differ from his neighbors in opinion. 
Why, he had always thought that it was a portion 
of the glory and honor of this country that no man 
could be proscribed for his opinions; that individ- 
uals were equally protected by the laws, and justice 
administered equally to all. If the Senator from 
Tennessee knew the honorable and highminded 
gentleman of whom he spoke, (Colonel Perkins,) 

e would say at once that he would be the Jast man 
in the country to plan an illegal voyage, the last 
man to violate the laws of the country in any man- 
ner. If the Senator's hostility to this gentleman, 
however, was so strong that it could not be over- 
come, let the portion relating to him be struck out, 
but let not the claims of others be prejudiced by 
that hostility. 

Mr. ALLEN opposed the bill on the ground that 
the fact of obtaining a British license was proof of 
an unlawful intercourse with the enemy, which was 
j a violation of the duty prescribed to every native- 
born citizen by his conscience, and to every nat- 
uralized one by his oath. Within ten miles of the 
Capitol, these claimants had selected the British 
flag in preference to the stars and stripes, and had 
| thus put themselves in communication with a hos- 
| tile squadron; and they now called on Congress to 
| compensate them for the losses they had sustained 
i in consequence of their own act. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON replied to the objections of 
| the Senator from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Turyey,] the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Corerirr,] the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, [Mr. PENNYBACKER,] and the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Arrex,}] justifying the 
course which the claimants had taken, and stating 
that the diminution of the revenue by the cessation 
of imports had caused such financial embarrass- 
ment, that our merchants were frequently con- 
strained to carry out goods, under British protec- 
tion, into the ports of nations with which we were 
at peace. And this was known to our Govern- 
ment. Fle further stated that it was a principle 
of law that the intention constituted the crime; 
and adverted to cases parallel to that under con- 
sideration, where relic! had becn granted by Con- 
ress. 

Mr. NILES looked on the conduct of the claim- 
ants as an act of moral treason, which incapaci- 
tated them from receiving any redress. 

_ Mr. PENNYBACKER made a brief explana- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMERON adverted to the high standing 
and unsullied reputation of Mr. Perkins, (one of 
the claimants,) whom he considered as incapable 
of any act such as had been imputed to him. He 
was a man who never could have been guilty ofa 
wrong act, from an intention to do wrong, Be- 
levine, as he did, that the case was one which 
was fully entitled to compensation, he expressed 
his intention to give his vote in favor of the bill. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading, it was decided in 
| the affirmative—yeas 26, nays 22, as follows:. 
| YEAS—Messis. Archer, Bagby, Barrow, Ber- 
i tien, Cameron, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clay- 
| ton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, 
| Greene, Huntington, Jamagin, Johnson of Md., 
Johnson of La., Mangum, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, 
i Simmons, Upham, Webster, Westcott, and Wood- 
bridge—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, 
Benton, Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Col- 
quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Lew- 
is, McDuffie, Niles, Pennybacker, Semple, Sevier, 
, Speight, Sturgeon, and Turney—22. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business, and, after some time spent 


| therein, the doors were re-opened, and the Senate 
adjourned. 
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The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having been dispensed with) 
was approved. 


When the House adjourned last evening, a mo- | 


tion had been made by Mr. Isaac E. Houmes, 
that the rules be suspended for the purpose of en- 
abling him to present the memorial of the Mem- 
phis convention. ý ; 

And the SPEAKER now announced that that 
motion would be the business first in order. 

Mr. COBB called for the reading of the memo- 
rial; but as it was very long, Mr. C., on the un- 
derstanding that it contained the same resolutions, 
&c., as had heretofore been printed in the papers 
as having been adopted by the convention, with- 
drew the demand. 

Mr. McCONNELL, however, insisted on the 
reading. Objections were made on the ground of 
the length of the memorial. 

The question on the reading was then put to the 
House, and decided in the negative. 

So the House decided that the memorial should 
not be read. 

Mr. STEPHENS called for the reading of the 
resolutions. 

The SPEAKER said, the House had refused 
the reading of the memorial. 


Mr. STEPHENS called, he said, for the read- |! 


ing of the resolutions, not of the memorial. 


Mr. HOLMES said he would move the printing || 
of the memorial, so that gentlemen might read it, |i 


or not, at their pleasure. 


Mr. McCONNELL demanded tellers on the || 


reading of the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER said it was too late. The 
House had decided against the reading; and the 
question before the House was on suspending the 
rules for the purpose of receiving the memorial. 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays on that 


motion, which were ordered; and, being taken, |! 


resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Bell, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, John G. Chap- 
man, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Da- 
vis, Dixon, Dromgoole, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, 
Ficklin, Garvin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hil- 


Hard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E Holmes, George |) 


S. Houston, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Inge 
soll, Danicl P. King, Thomas B. King, Long, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Meflvainc, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Perrill, Pettit, Pollock, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 


Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Robert i 


Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Strohm, Thibodeaux, 


Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, ‘Thurman, Tib- | 


batts, Tilden, Toombs, Trambo, Vance, Vinton, 
Wick, Winthrop, Woodruff, and Young—72. 
WAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Biggs, Bowlin, Brinker- 


hoff, Brockenbrough, Cathcart, Chipman, Clarke, || 
Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, || 
Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dunlap, Edsall, |) 


Ellsworth, Erdman, Giles, Goodycar, Gordon, 


Hamlin, Haralson, Hough, E. W. Hubard, Sam- |} 


uel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Hunter, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Law- 


rence, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Ligon, Lumpkin, |) 


Maclay, McClean, McClelland, McConnell, Me- 
Dowell, McKay, Moulton, Norris, Parish, Payne, 
Pendleton, Perry, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, 
Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Sawyer, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 


Thomas Smith, St. John, Strong, James Thomp- | 


son, Tredway, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, 
Yancey, and Yell—78. 
t So the rules were not suspended, and the memo- 
rial was not received. ; 
Mr. TIBBATTS rose and offered a resolution, 
(which, by the rule, is a privileged resolution,) 
roviding that all debate in Committee of the 
7hole on the state of the Union on the joint res- 
olution of notice, should terminate on Monday next, 
the 9th instant, at 24 o’clock, unless the commit- 
tee should sooner come to a conclusion upon the 
samc. 
And Mr. T. demanded a call of the House. 
The resolution was then read. ; 
Mr, MeCONNELL demanded the previous 
question. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, : 


Mr. T. SMITH moved so to amend the resolu- 
tion as to substitute for “Monday, the 9th in- 
stant,” ‘Saturday, the 7th instant.” 

And he demanded the previous question. 

Mr. ASHMUN more. that the resolution and 
amendment be laid on the table. 

Mr. McCONNELL asked the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER said, in reply to the demand of 
Mr. T. Smiru, that it was not necessary to call the 
previous question, because the resolution was not 
debatable. 

Mr. TIBBATTS (whose demand fora call of 
the House had been some time in abeyance) insist- 
ed on the motion. 

Mr. WINTHROP rose to a point of order. 
This, he believed, was precisely the same resolu- 
tion as that which had been rejected yesterday by 
alarge vote. He submitted that a resolution vary- 
ing even in some insignificant point only from that 
resolution, might be introduced at this time; but 
that the same proposition precisely could not be 
introduced, except by a reconsideration of the vote 
by which it had been laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair was not aware 
what the precise terms of the resolution of yester- 
day were; but if the terms of the present resolution 
were the same, it would not be in order. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he would obviate any ob- 
jection on that score by a very simple process; and 

ie so modified his resolution as to strike out the 
half hour. 

So the resolution being before the House, 

Mr. ASHMUN rose to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER said, no motion to amend was 
| in order pending the motion which the gentleman 
had himself made to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. ASEIMUN withdrew that motion, and 
moved an amendment, which he sent to the Chair, 
but which was not read, 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON demanded the previous 
question, 

Mr. ROBERTS renewed the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. ‘VIBBATT'S renewed his motion for a call 
|| of the House. 

And the question on that motion having been 
taken, it was decided that there should not bea 
call of the House. 

The SPEAKER, referring to the decision made, 
| that it was not necessary to demand the previous 
| question, now stated that that question had been 
decided without reflection on the part of the Chair, 
At the outset, the impression of the Chair had 
heen, that the previous question was not in order, 
because the resolution was not debatable; but he 
was convinced that that was not the construction 
of the rule. The Chair, therefore, reversed its de- 
cision, and pronounced that the previous question 
was in order, 

Mr. McCONNELL rose and renewed the de- 
i mand for it. 

Mr. RHETT suggested that there was a motion 
pending to lay the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER said that that would be the 
first question in order. 

Mr. P. KING asked the yeas and nays thereon, 
H which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the vote was read. 

A pause of some moments ensued. 

When the SPEAKER said that the vote was a 
very close one, and that the Clerk was unsatisfied 
n his own mind as to the accuracy of the count. 
By general consent, therefore, the vote would be 
counted again. 

Mr.GEO.S. HOUSTON and Mr. SCHENCK 
suggested that the Clerk should again read over 
the names. 

The SPEAKER suggested to gentlemen to pa 
attention when their names were called, so that it 
might be scen that the record was correctly made. 

Mr. HUDSON expressed the hope that the rules 
|, would be enforced, so that members should not go 
i to the table and hold conversation with the Clerk 
| while the vote was being taken. The practice pre- 
| vailed to a considerable extent. 

The SPEAKER invited members to their seats. 

The-Clerk, in the interim, again counted the 
vote, which was finally announced, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, 
| Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, 
| William W. Campbell, John G. Chapman, Reu- 
| ben Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, 
| Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, 


Delano, Dixon, John H, Ewing; Edwin H. Ew- 


ing, Ficklin, Foote, Gentry, Giddings, Graham,” ie 


Grinnell, Harper, “Herrick, “Hilliard, Isaae Ee: 
Holmes, Edmund W. Hubard, S. D. Hubbard, - 


‘Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, JR. Inger- 


soll, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas B: 
King, Leake, Leib; Lewis; Long, McGaughey, - 
McHenry, :Mclivaine,; Marsh,: Miller; “Morse, 
Moseley, Parish, Payne, Pendleton, Pettit, Phelps,” 
Pollock, Ramsey, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seddon, Sev- 
erance, Alexander.D. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Strohm, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Til- 
den, Toombs, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, Yancey y 
and Young—93. : p 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Benton, 
Biggs, Jas. Black, Jas. A. Black, Bowlin; Brink- 
erhoff, Brodhead, Wm. G. Brown, Jobn H. ` 
Campbell, Cathcart, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Col- 
lin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, ‘Daniel, Dar- 
gan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dremgoole, 
Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran; Fos- 
ter, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Lawrence, La Sere, Ligon, Lump- 
kin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, ‘McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Per- 
rill, Perry, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Leonard H. Sims, ` 
Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stewart, St. 
John, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Jacob Thomp~ ` 
son, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Williams, Yell, and Yost—9l1. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER said that the first business. in 
order would be the call of the committees for re- 


ports. 
_ Mr. CUMMINS asked leave to offer a resolu- 


lion. : 

Mr. McCLELLAND rose to a privileged ques- . 
tion; and stated that a bill forthe reliéf of Bates & - 
Lacon had been laid on the tables of members thi 
morning, purporting ‘to have been reported-b 
Committee on Commerce on ‘the 30th ult. The 
fact was, the committee made an adverse report on 
the claim presented, and was discharged from its 
further consideration. The mistake probably 
arose from an old billreported some years azo be- 
ing among the papers sent up, and the clerk misap- 
prehended the motion, 

The Journal of the 30th ultimo was thereupon 
amended accordingly. 

Mr. RHETT moved that the House resolve it- 
self into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ` 

Mr. McDOWELL said the gentleman from Ohio: 
[Mr. Cummins] was on the floor. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman should have 
availed himself of his privilege, and not resigned 
the floor by taking his seat. : 

Mr. CUMMINS rose—too late. 

And the question then was on the motion of Mr. 
Ruerr. 


Mr. McK AY, (under the assent of Mr. Ruerr, 
who waived his motion on the pledge of renewal,) 
by general consent, reported from. the. Committee: 
of Ways and Means a bill of the following title: 

A bill making an appropriation to enable the 
President of the United States to receive from the 
State of Texas the cession of certain property. 

Mr. McKAY, from the.same committee, also 
reported a bill to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priation for certain objects made for the service of 
the fiscal yéar ending the 30th June, 1846. 

Which said bills, having been read twice by. 
their titles, were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and. ordered to 
be printed. ; > 

Whereupon Mr. McKAY renewed the motion 
of Mr. Ruerr. l 

Mr. PETTIT asked the 
were refused. ae 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. : 


yeas and nays, which 


OREGON. re 
So the House again resolved itself- into- Com-~ 
mittee of the Whole on the ‘state of the: Union; 
Mr. Tisnarrs, of Kentucky; in the chair; yand 


1846. 
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resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 

of notice... i 

‘Mr: BELE was entitled to the floor, and ad- 

dressed the committee in favor of giving the notice 

in.some modified form,” He did not think, he said, 

that a spirit. of procrastination would advance our 

interests, or ultimately secure our rights to the ter- 
ritory. which we regarded as ours. He believed, 

with a large nurnber of other gentlemen, that some- 
thing ought to be done; but as to what that some- 
thing was,-he might differ with others. But his 
mind was. so clear that inaction was. doing us incal- 
culably moré hatm than even rash action could, 
that he believed it was time we should assert our 
title, and terminate the convention of 1827 in some 
form or other. He would not give this notice in a 
spirit of rashness or braggadocio, as if we were dis- 
posed to bring upon ourselves all the evils and haz- 
ards of war, but. he would give it peaceably and 
<almly. He would take such ground as, before 
God and man, we believed we could maintain, as 
well by urgument as by battle and the sword. As 
to whether this measure was a war or a peace meas- 
ure, he believed it depended much on the tone and 
temper in which the notice was given; for precisely 
in the spirit in which it was given, whether of peace 
or of defiance, he believed it would be received. It 
was with a view to make ita measure of peace, and 
not of war, that he would go forit. He had no par- 
ticular objection to the resolution of the Committce 
on Foreign Affairs, except from the tone in which 
the notice was proposed to be given. It was, at 
all events, be thought, questionable in its character, 
and the very fact that it had becn the subject of con- 
troversy here, should bea reason for a modification 
in some form or other. There were propositions 
enough betore the committee in the shape of umend- 
ments, which would terminate this convention with- 


out the manifestation of a hostile spirit, or a liabil- | 


ity to such a charge, and he would like to see one 
of those propositions adopted. 

(This speech will appear hereafter in the Ap- 
pendix] . 

Mr. CHASE addressed the committee at some 
length in favor of the resolution of notice to Great 

riain. 

Expressing the reluctance which he felt at this 
atage of the debate to occupy tho time of the com- 
mittee, giving as the reasons whieh had induced 
him to attempt to obtain the floor, the position in 
which he stood to his constituents, and the attacks 
made upon the South in the progress of the debate; 
and premising that, in case we were to be plunged 
into a war, the South and the North would, as he 
trusted, be found unitedly coming up to the vin- 
dication of our national nights and honor, he pro- 
ceeded to give a passing notice to the remarks of 
Mr. Homes and of Mr. Yancey—in the course 
of which he yielded for explanation to: the latter 


gentleman—and more particularly to refer to the: 


position. taken by his colleague, [Mr. Ewva,] 
reading and causing to be read from that gentle- 
Man’s apeech’ several extracts, covering several 
points taken by 
to Oregon is “ doubtful,” and commenting upon 
the striking similarity of that gentleman’s position 
and those taken. by Mr. Pakenham in his corres- 
pondence with Mr. Buchanan. 


him in theargument, that our title j 


Ele then passed to the question of title, and to a | 


brief review of the history of the negotiations and 
treaties on the subject of the territory on the north- 
west coust of America, on the part of England, 
France, Spain, Russia, and the United States, 
showing that, by our purchase in 1803 of the rieht 
of France, in 1819 of that of Spain, and our con- 
vention of 1824 with Russia, we had acquired, 
and now retained, the sole and indisputable right 


from 420 to 54° 40'—a right acknowledged by | 


England in various acts of her own, and by her 

acquiescence in other.of the aforesaid treaties, in 
which the right was claimed by other of those 
owers than herself. 

The title then being in us, and having been de- 
clared by the Executive to be ‘‘clear and unques- 
tionable,’? he was opposed to the surrender of any 
portion of the territory up to 54° 40’, and to the 
acceptance, were it now to be offered by Great 
Britain, of the line of 499; and without knowing, 
or professing to Know, the views of the President, 
he expressed the belief that that high functionary 
would not accept it. He scouted the idea of giv- 
ing up, under any circumstances, any portion of the 
soil clearly ours; and referred to the history of 
Frederick the Great, and of ancient Rome, in illus- 


f 


t 
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tration of the fact that such surrender; on the part 


| of any nation, was the signal for its downfall, and 


an invitation to ali the nations of the earth to com- 
mence their aggressions upon her. If the whole 
territory up to 54° 40’ could be secured, and that 
speedily, by negotiation, he should be willing to 
have negotiations again opened; but he was op- 
posed to compromise or arbitration, and, rather 
than surrender one inch south of 54° 40’, he de- 
clared that he would vote for a declaration of war, 

In the course of hisremarks [a report of which 
is deferred at his request, and will hereafter appear 
in the Appendix] Mr. C. touched upon many other 
incidental points of the discussion. 

Mr.SEABORN JONES next obtained the floor; 
and having ascertained from the Chairman that a 
further amendment was not now in order, he sent 
up the following, which he gave notice he should 
move when in order, as an addition to the resolu- 
tion reported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the people of the United States 
have full reliance upon the discretion, the patriot- 
ism, and the wisdom of the President, and those 
advisers whom the Constitution has placed around 
him; and feel willing, should negotiation be renew- 
ed, to submit the rights of the United States to his 
care, management, and protection, with an entire 
| and abiding confidence, that those rights, the honor 
and best interests of the United States will be sus- 
tained, defended, and protected. 

Mr. J. proceeded to give the reasons why he 
should vote for the resolutions of the committee, 
and should ask this amendment to be appended to 
it. Spain was entitled by discovery to the whole 
of Oregon. It was not a question in the mind of 
any man that she did first discover the northwest 
coast of the American continent, and, by that dis- 
covery, gave lo herself che right of settlement. If 
that right was not exerci 


deprive her of the vight acquired by discovery. 
Had any other nation gone there and made settle- 
ments, so as to deprive Spain of that right? He 
wot not. He did not beleve any gentleman could 
tell when any other nation had acquired a right 
which would take away from Spain that right ac- 
uired by discovery. De referred particularly to 
iat part above 49°; for he should contend that 
the United States was the only nation that had in- 
terfered with this right of discovery, by the ex- 
ploration and settlement of the Oregon valley. 
Spain, then, having acquired this right, by the 
convention of 1819 transferred all her right to the 
United States. But we were told by the British 
commissioners that the Nootka Sound conven- 
tion gave England the right. In refutation of this 
sition, Mr. J. referred to the treaty of Great 
Britain with France, in 1763, by which she ac- 
knowledged and irrevocably gave up to France all 


treaty by which, in 1803, we purchased all this 
right of France; examining minutely the provisions 
and effects of these treaties, and contending that 
england, having thus surrendered all her rights, 
could not now set up a chim to any portion of that 
territory. He also alluded to the discovery of 
Captain Gray of the mouth of the Columbia in 
1792, and to the exploration of Lewis and Clarke, 
under the direction of the President, of that river, 
from its mouth to many of its sources; and he ar- 
gued that we had the entire right to the valley of 
the Columbia, from all these foundations of claim. 
He urged also that under the Nootka Sound con- 
vention, it being only a convention giving her the 
right of trade and settlement, she could acquire no 
jurisdiction over the territory, but was of neces- 
sity bound by the terms of that convention. He 
mentioned, in further confirmation of our claim, 
that our Government having these to this terri tory, 
our citizens within the last few years had gone 
there, not by scores, or by hundreds, but by thou- 
sands, and now numbered eight or ten to one of 
all the inhabitants of that country. 

Having demonstrated our clear and unquestion- 
able right to the whole of Oregon, he proceeded to 
meet gentlemen on their own ground, that perhaps 
there might be some little doubt on one or anoth- 
er part of our title; but he asked if there was any 
man in this House prepared to deny that we had 
the better title to the whole territory? If so, 
then no other nation could set up a claim to that 
territory, unless England (in the language of his 
colleague) was the residuary legatee from Adam 


Lina reasonable time, | 
any other nation might make settlements there, and | 


the territory west of the Mississippi; and to the | 


to all the earth to which no other nation could 
show. thebest possible title. That had been her 
language to her young daughter; but her daughter 
had grown up to manhood, not under her foster- 
ing care. {Laughter.] Gentleman laughed; but he 
said manhood, for.she had proved herself a man 
in her conflicts with the mother country, and when 
our strength was but three millions, she had 
proved that the Anglo-Saxon blood had improved 
by contact with liberty. She had shown. the truth 
of the sentiment, Ly 
«Thrice is he armed that hath-his. quarrel just.” 


We had dared the power of Great Britain when 
we were but three millions strong. Should we” 
now cower before her when our population was 
twenty millions? 

But we were urged not to give the notice; and 
we were told of the power and strength of Eng- 
land—of her steamers, her line-of-battle ships, and 
all that vast armament with which she rode over 
the ocean, and by which she assumed to call her- 
self the mistress of the seas. He (Mr. J.) cared. 
as little for the strength of England as this House, 
| at the last session, cared for the imbecility of Mex- 
ico; and he would sooner throw down the gage 
of battle to the power of bullying England than to 
blustering impotent Mexico. 

This might be considered by England a cause of 
war; but could it be a just cause of war? Let 
them determine that question, and when deter- 
mined, it marked our course, and we must be rec- 
reant to our duty if we deviated from that course. 
He argued that it could not be just cause of war, 
inasmuch as the giving the notice was but the ex- 
ercise of a right specially provided for by the con- 
vention of 1827. Nobody would think it a just 
cause of war on our part, if she were to exercise 
the same right, and to give us this notice. He 
i| also thought, connected with this, that the exten- 
| sion of our laws over our citizens in that territory, 
i as she had done over hers more than twenty years 
| ago, and the building forts for the protection of 
| our settlements, as she had done likewise, would 
| not be just canse of war. Tf it would be, we had 
heen derelict to our duty, and the American Con- 
gress had disgraced itself, that it had not declared 
| war on account of these same acts on her part long 
before this. 

But we were told that England would go to war 
though she had not just cause of war; that she had 
a large standing army, and extensive navy, and 
that her armaments were to be found in every part 
of the globe. Yes, (said Mr. J.,) and she has 
cause for them. 

Mr. J. referred to the situation of things in In- 
dia and Ireland, and argued that Great Britain 
| would want all her fleets and armies for the secu- 
j rity of her possessions in India, and internal tran- 
qullity at home, She had no force to spare for 
the onguent of any part of the territory belonging 
to the United States. It had been said that we 
were in a defenceless condition, and he feared that 
we were less prepared for war than in 1812, or in 
the Revolution. He feared that this was the case, 
not because we were deficient in resources, but be- 
cause, in our own hearts, we feared the struggle 
with England. We were told that the British 
Ministry were wise and sagacious, and that they 
were unwilling to go to war. He admitted that 
they were far-seeing and sagacious men, and that 
they would take a full survey of the question, not 
confining the view to Oregon, but looking over all 
their interests. Sir Robert Peel had been called a 
balance-sheet Minister, for the reason that he had 
a proper regard for the sources of British power— 
the sinews of her strength. 

He would give it as his opinion, that Great 
Britain would suffer greater injury from a war than 
the United States would. We might be very sure 
that no war would occur very soon; for Great 
Britain wanted our cotton. If we gave the notice 
| now, she would not declare war upon us until she 
| had got two more crops of cotton to keep her man- 
| ufacturers employed. He did not believe’ that 
England would go to war, except in the last ex- 
tremity—not from fear, for she was bold and cour- 
ageous, but because she was too wise to rush into 
a war upon a doubtful pretension, and without 
even the prospect of acquiring any honor by it. 
| Would she hazard her commerce with the United 

States, and, in fact, with all the world, by a war? 
i| Would she starve her population and increase her 
| bloated pauperism? Was she prepared for that? 
“Was she prepared to lose the vantage ground 
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which she had gained in the civilized world? 


give her carrying-trade to Europe, and she never 
could recover it. 

Every act of England was directed to the pro- 
tection and extension of her commerce. Could 
she now be prepared to give it up, after having for 
centuries endeavored to establish it, and having but 
one rival at this time—i. e. the United States? He 
(Mr. J.) did not believe it. 

Was she prepared to giveup Ireland? The first 
gun that was fired would be a signal for a demand 
ofthe repeal of the union. Where is Canada? In 
case of a war, the battle would be fought in Cana- 
da; and Upper Canada was now ready to strike for 
liberty, and separation from Great Britain; and he 
believed that Lower Canada was not in a far dif- 
ferent situation. He would not conquer Canada, 
and then hold it by a military force; but if we open- 
ed free institutions to Canada, she would soon ask 
for annexation to this Union. All this was well 
known to England, and she feared it too, She 
knew that she would seal her own destruction by 
war, and that it would not be greatly injurious to 
the United States. But suppose that. the British 
statesmen were to overlook all these considerations | 
and declare a war, we were ready for a contest. 
He believed that after war was declared, there 
would be but one voice in this country, from the 
lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, and those were the 
sentiments which animated us during the Revolu- 
tion, and which cheered the hero of Bunker Hill, 
General Warren, when he yielded his life for his 
country. 

You need not fear that England will make war; 


and if she does, you need not apprehend anything || 


from the result. Spread only your stars and stripes 
to the breeze, and the whole people will rally 
around them. AH you have to do is to act upon 
the maxim of General Jackson, to demand nothing 
which is wrong—to yield nothing which is right. 
There was one memorable fact in our history, that 
no demands had ever been made on our Govern- 
ment for spoliations on foreign Powers. We had 
never been guilty of any injustice upon any foreign 
nation. The flag of our country must chimnately 
float everywhere over this continent—he did not say 
by destiny, but by the rapid increase of our people 
and the diffusion of our principles. Our tree of 
liberty had been watered by the blood of our sires, 
and had sprung up to a great height, and, with its 


wide-spreading branches, would soon overshadow |) 


the Jand. 


i could not the surrender be made to them at once? 
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war between England and the United States would | 


there to receive the property., The little bill be- | 
fore the committee appropriated the sum of $3,000 
for that object. 

A letter from the Department of State, setting 
forth the object of the appropriation, was read. 

Mr. CULVER desired to be informed whether 
there was not some agent there to take charge of 
the property, without sending one at an expense 
of $3000? If not, he desired to know whether the 
property was of value enough to pay the expenses 
of the commission. He doubted it. 

Mr. McKAY said he had no precise information | 
as to the value of the property. He presumed, 
however, that it must be considerable. Gentlemen į 
had all the information on the subject which he 
possessed, and which was that contained in the į 
letter which had been read from the State Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. ASHMUN desired the gentleman to state 
what property there was, if there was any. 

Mr. McKAY said he did not precisely know 
what property there was. He had, he repented, 
no information other than that which had just been 
laid hefore the House. The Seeretary of State had | 
said that there was property there. He (Mr. McK.) | 
took it for granted that thereywas. The joint re- 
solution admitting Texas inte the Union had pro- 
vided that this transfer should be made, and the | 
constitution of Texas had declared that the Legis- 
lature of that State should make provision for it. 

Mr. ASH MUN said he should like to be inform- 
ed whether there was any property. 

[Answers came from several quarters, You i| 
know there is.” 

Mr. YELL said there were three very fine ships 
of war to be transferred and delivered up; also, 
about 150 pieres of ordnance, three or four cus- 
tom-houses, two or three navy-yards, with much 
other property or establishments of great value. 

Mr. MceDOWELL thought the sum to be appro- 
priated rmnecessarily large, and moved to reduce it 
to $2,000. 

Motion nevatived. i 

Mr. BROWN, of Tennessee, opposed the bill | 
as proposing, in substance, a mere job. What 
need was there for appointing a special agent to 
_ receive the cession of the custom-houses and pub- 
i lie property in ‘Texas, and hand them over to the 
officers of the United States on the spot?) Why 


|! There was no need of any intermediate person. 
Mr. B. utterly disclaimed the least intention of 
casting a straw in the way of consummating the 


He had heard with feelings of regret the argu: | 
ment on this floor that England would be obliged |: 
It reminded him of the officious |! 


to go to war. 


friendship which is so frequently offered to induce | 


persons upon any slight controversy to believe ! 
they were in honor bound to fight. He hoped that | 
Sir Robert Peel would not hear of these arguments, 


f 
| 
or, that hearing them, he would not heed them; for i 
if he were bound to act according to the recom- | 
i 
| 


mendations of our own statesmen, he must needs 
assume a hostile attitude towards us. 
suggestions of his own sagacity, and of the inter- 
ests of England, he would not go to war. Let us 
(concluded Mr. J.) see what is our own duty, and 
go forward to discharge it, leaving the conseguen- 
ces to the God of battles. 


floor to 


Mr. GENTRY, who yielded to a motion that 
the committee rise. 


PUBLIC PROPERTY IN TEXAS. 
But the motion was waived at the request of 


up and dispose of the bill which had this morning 


been reported, making an appropriation to enable | 


the President of the United States to receive from 
the State of Texas the cession of certain property. 


The bill was taken up, by consent, and having || 


been read, 


Mr. McK AY explained that the joint resolution | 


passed at the last session of Congress, providing 
for the admission of Texas into the Union, con- 
tained a provision that immediately after she should 
have been admitted, her public edifices, fortifica- 
tions, barracks, and all other public property, 
should be ceded to the United States. The Legis- 
lature of Texas was now in session. The consti- 
tution of Texas provided that the cession should 
be made by the Legislature; and the President of 
the United- States desired to send a commissioner 


i}; soon as he received them, and then put $3,000 into 


If left to the |; 
i tion the navy of Texas contained. If we bad cor- 
p rect information as to public property there, 
i ordnance, arms, and munitions, we could lesi 


| 10 know the condition of Texas in regard to her 
Mr. J. having concluded, the Chairman gave the |: 
į; very person to ascertain what the public property 
| there actually was. 


|; out $3,000, and insert 41,000. 
Mr. McK AY, who asked the committee to take |; 


i, it. 


annexation, but he was totally unwilling to throw 
away three thousand dollars on a useless agency. 
1 It was to provide for mere dignified nonsense. 
Was this agent to hold the ships and forts and 
‘ eustom-houses? No; butto hand them all over as 


his pocket. Let gentlemen who were so clamorous 
į for economy practise a little of it on this occasion. 
| Mr. GRAHAM considered it absolutely neces- 
t 
į 


i sary to send this agent. It was important for us 
to know how many vessels and of what descrip- 


| 
i 
| 
| 
} 
| 


the 
gislate || 
It was desirable if 


rin a more enlightened manner. 


capacity for defence, A competent agent was the | 


The CHAIRMAN said there was no question 
» before the committee open to debate. 
: Mr. MILTON BROWN then moved to strike 
He said there was 
certainly no necessity whatever for the appropria- 
tion or expenditure of this money. 

Mr. McK AY again stated that be had no infor- 
: mation other than that which had been communi- 
cated by the Secretary of State. The joint reso- 
| lution admitting Texas had expressly provided 
i that the public property should be ceded to the 
' United States. It was of course necessary that the 
; Government should have a person there to receive 
i The Government itself, he presumed, had no 
: specific information on the subject. Suppose that, 
‘after the cession of this property had been made, 
|! there should be no public officer there to receive 
| it; who would take charge of it? But suppose 
| this duty wer 

this duty were to be devolved on the few public |; 
; officers whom we now had in Texas, would not |: 
ji the Government have to pay them for the per- |: 
' formance of this extra duty? Gentlemen seemed '' 


to be under the impression that the whole appro- 
priation of $3,000 was intended as the compensa- 
tion of this commissioner. Not ṣo. He did not 
understand that to be the object of the Secretary 
of State. Perhaps only a very small part of the 
whole might be so applied. The gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. YELL] had lately been in Texas; 
he knew all about the matter, and could explain 
it to the committee. 

Mr. BROWN said that this bill did not say that 
the agent to be appointed was to hold the proper- 
ty. He was simply to receive it, and immediate- 


| ly hand it over to the agents of the United States, 


who were on the spot. If there was nobody to 
take charge of it, then there was no need that this 
agent should go there. 

Mr. McKAY did not know, he said, what the 
instructions of Mr. Buchanan might be; but he 
(Mr. McK.) supposed they would be, that, when 


| this property had been received by the commis- 


sioner, agents should be appointed at the different 
places to take charge of it. There were. no offi- 
cers there now to receive it. A large portion of 
the appropriation, he presumed, was intended to 
be applied to the care and preservation of the pub- 
lic property after it shall have been ceded to the 
United States; and a very small portion of it, he 
presumed, was designed as compensation to the 
commimissioner. 

Mr. FARAN said the gentleman from North 
Carolina had observed that, because this amount 
of $3,000 was appropriated, it did not follow that 
the whole of it must be paid owt to the agent; but, 
from Mr. F.’s experience of the management of 
prblie money, he was led to conclude, and so he 
relieved would every other gentleman at all famil- 
jar with the usual course of things, that, after an 


| appropriation was once made, that was the last 


the treasury ever heard of the money; be it more 
or be it Jess, all was sure to go. He thought the 
amount much too large. If there was no proper 
officer in Texas to receive the property and hold it 
for the United States, what was the use of send- 
ing an agent there to receive and hand it over? 
There were enough on the spot who would be 
abundantly willing to act as agents, without being 
sent from here. Besides, we ‘had’ officers of the 
army and navy, who were doing, nothing’ but draw- : 
ing their pay, and waiting for-orders, and had not 
heen for years past. Why not send one of them? 


| He thought $1,000 ample as a compensation for 


the duty to be performed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said that, on the prin- 
ciple that the absent were always in the wrong, 
he thought it better the United States should be 
represented by a proper and competent agent, as 
provided by the bill. The House did not know 
what the property was, or whence it was; what 
was its present condition, and whatits value. Even 
its discovery might depend on the inquiries and 
industry of a competent officer. To the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means it appeared so clear a case, 
that, after having done all that was necessary for 
the admission of Texas, we ought to carry out the 
proceeding by appointing some one to receive her 
public property, when surrendered in compliance 
with the terms of the joint resolution for her an- 
nexation, that they had not supposed it possible 
there would be any objection to 1t in any quarter. 
The appropriation, if made, might never be neededy 
but it was a proper provision toward the discovery 


Mr. YELL spoke in favor of the bill. He 
would not pretend to say whether $3,000 was the 
proper sum to be appropriated, but, it was certain 
that some agent should he appointed to receive the 
property. There was a custom-house at the mouth 
of the Sabine, another at Galveston; besides which, 
there were fortifications and an arsenal at Mata- 
gorda, and at the mouth of the Rio Grande, and 
some other places which were now owned by 
Texas. According to the resolution of annexation, 
all this property must be surrendered; then there 
were a number of acres of ground attached to the 
fort and custom-house at Galveston. The deeds 


i and preservation of our rights in Texas, 


| for this public property must be made out, andthe 


title delivered over to us. A custom-house officer : 
was not competent to make a survey of. the. prop- 
erty and to examine the title, The agent would 


have to go up to Austin and examine records, 
i and the papers must all be duly recorded. ‘There 


must be an agent on the part.of the United States, 
either appointed on the spot, or sent on from here. 
Pesides all this property on shore, there were three 
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ublic vessels belonging to the Republic of Texas, 
of twenty and thirty guns apiece—very well built 
vessels—built in the United States ports. These 
must be delivered up. And there was at the point 
at Galveston a hundred pieces of artillery; part nn- 
der sheds, bit mostor them exposed to the weath- 
er. Besides; there were various amounts of mu- 
nitions of war collected at different points. Could 
al) this bè examined’ into and transferred ina few 
days? “The surveys, when made, must all be re- 
corded, or the United States would not get the title. 
“Wiat amount it would be proper to appropriate, 
he-did ‘not know. ‘The Government might take 
an Officer from Texas—he did not care who; or 
Texas might keep it herself till the sitting of her 
Legislature, and the consummation of her admis- 
sion. 

But Mr. Y. had rather that we should cede her 
back the whole of the property. That was what 
we ought todo. [A voice: “ What? cede the cus- 
tom-houses to a State?’] No; with the exception 
of the custom-houses, of course. But he would 
give her back all the arms, and all her vessels. 
"These were now the only emblems that would be 
left of her independence. The ships had stil the 
holes in their sides which had been made by Mex- 
ican balls. Let her have these and all her arms, 
so gallantly used in achieving her independence; 
and let her retain them as mementoes of her 
courage and patriotism. [A voice: “ A State can- 
not have a navy; the Constitution forbids it.) 
Yes, I would give her the whole of her little navy. 
"The time might be coming when she would want 
her Moores, and her Elliotts, and her Tods; and 
she might want, too, her guns to send over the 
Rio del Norte, if it was true that the President of 
Mexico was about to march his troops towards 
that river. Mr. Y. feared not to say this much 
for her, that if she got those guns across, and once 
got them in sight of the enemy, she could drive 
all the Mexicans before her with ease, ‘They 
would not stand long before the mouths of these 
pieces. Besides, we might want a few of those 
guns to send to Oregon. They ought all to be 
given back to her, fn fiet, we never should have 
had them atall. Efe hoped they would be prompt- 
ly given back. She was as much entitled to 
them as other States. We had been supplying 
other States of the Union with arms for these 
thirty years. Why was Texas to be placed on a 
different footing? She was a frontier State, and 
needed them for her own defence. We had it to 
do, at any rate. Though there were some guns at 
Galveston, they all and more would be needed 
there, and at Matagorda, and along the Rio Grande. 
Mr. Y. was for having the arms left where they 
were, 

He concluded by moving to amend the bill by 
adding thereto a section, which was subsequently 
modified to read as follows : 

And be it enacted, That all the public arms of 
every: description, and ammunition, now in posses- 
sion of the State of ‘Texas, and subject to delivery 
to the Government of the United States under the 
joint resolution admitting Texas into the Union, be 
and is hereby relinquished to the State of Texas. 

Mr. BROWN complimented the poetry of the 
speech of the gentleman from Arkansas, but 
thought that the prose of the thiug was, that 
ay Texas was now received into the Union, her 
navy should constitute a part of the navy of the 
Union. - He could see no more need of the glori- 
ous “Lone Star” having a navy of her own than 
that the State of Arkansas should. THe would sub- 
mit to the gentleman whether both the poetry and 
the substance of his argument would not lead to a 
conclusion ‘directly the other way. 


But, to go back from poetry to faet. He insist- | 


ed it was unnecessary to appropriate 93,000 for 
this proposed Texas agency. According to the 
bill, but a short time would be necessary to re- 
ceive property with one hand and give it over with 
the other, But. the gentleman thought that title- 
deeds must be examined and surveys made and 
recorded, of we should:get no. valid title. Why, 
all the title we needed was the act of the Texas 
convention, followed by the corresponding act of 
her Legislature, to convey: the property to the Uni- 
ted States. Theidea that we must have title deeds 
lest some other party should get a better title un- 
der. the statutes of Texas was curious, indeed. 
Our ttle-deed to Texas property was the annexa- 
tion of Texas on that condition. What need; then, 
could there be of sending an agent there? Would 


he take and hold possession of the forts and ar- 
senals and navy and munitions? Notat all. The 
bill said he was to receive possession of these things 
and then hand them over to another agent, who 
was to hold them in possession, This was an un- 
necessary ceremony. In whose keeping was this 
property now? In that of agents of Texas. Were 
we afraid that they would steal it if we left it in 
their custody ? The property became ipso facto the 
property of the United States as soon as Texas was 
an admitted State. Her agent would deliver it up 
to the proper agent of the United States without 
sending this three thousand dollar man to stand 
between the two and pass over the property from 
one to the other. 

‘Was Texas stil! a foreign State? Why should 
not the man who had staid at home in Texas he 
the agent? If the navy became ours, let an officer 
of the navy receive it. 
came ours, let the keepers of the custom-houses 
reccive them. We necded no agent to receive the 
livery and seisin and the legal investiture. We 
could authorize the collector to do it. The joint 
resolution for the annexation of Texas declared 
that her public property was to be surrendered up 
to the United States. That was our title, andgwe 
wanted none other, What a strange idea was it 
that we must have an agent to go hunting up title- 
deeds ! 

Disguise this thing as you pleased, and fling all 
manner of poetic drapery round it, it came to this 
—the throwing away of $3,000 without the slight- 
est necessity. It wasa job. If the gallant litle 
navy of ‘Texas was (o be used as ours, better give 
its officers these $3,000 than put it in the pocket of 
a favorite. When this bill came into the House, 
Mr. B. should feel it his duty to call for the yeas 
and nays. 

My. Yers amendment was modified and read. 

Mr. HENLEY expressed a wish that the gen- 
tenman from Arkausas [Mr. Yen.) had adhered to 
his original proposition to give back to Texas all 
the publie property within her limits. He (Mr. 
TH.) remembered that Mr. ‘Tyler’s treaty, when 
first sent to the Senate, contained a provision that 
the United States should receive the lands of Texas 
and pay ber debts. Opposition to it was made—a 


party opposition~-and opposition even upon the || 


ground that Texas had no lands, but had immense 
debts. Mis party had been driven from the posi- 
tion to take her lands and pay her debts, although 
he helieved it would have been a good bargain. 
He did not want a dollar that belonged to Texas 
to be received by the United States, and he wanted 
i, to pay her debts as her lands would enable her 
to do. 

This was but the forerunner of a proposition for 
the payment of the debts of Texas. That propo- 
sition had been condenmed; he did not wish to re- 
turn to it, It had since been ascertained that the 
gontral sentiment of the country was opposed to it. 

Mr. McK AY expressed his regret that this lit- 
tie bill, which he supposed would have passed the 
House almost without objection, had elicited such 
adebate. The bill was perfectly simple. The 
opposition of the gentleman from Tennessee was 
the less expected, as annexation had been a bant- 
ling of that gentleman’s own. In that resolution, 
it was stipulated that Texas should cede to the 
United States all public property belonging to the 
Republic. Fhe Secretary of State asked for $3,000 
ta carry out that condition. The Committee of 
Ways and Means had no means of telling whether |; 
$3,000, $2,000, or $1,000 would be needed for that 
purpose. The Secretary asked for $3,000, and 
thought that sum would be sufficient. — 

As to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, (Mr. heir bo was in direct opposition 
to the joint resolution by which Texas came into 
the Union. And, in regard to her holding her 
navy, surely the gentleman must be aware that no 
State in this confederacy could hold a navy of its 
own, or fortifications or eustom-houses. AJl these 
belonged to the United States exclusively. All 
the States, in joining the confederacy, had made a 
similar cession. He granted that it might be bet- 
ter to let Texas retain the arms: if Congress pre- 
ferred such an arrangement, he had. no objection 
to it. 

Mr. McHENRY regretted that the amendment 
had been offered; he thought it was by no means 
needed. This bill merely provided for the pay- 
ment of an accredited agent to receive, on the part 
of the United States, the surrender of the public į 


If the custom-houses be- |! 


| 
| 


property of Texas, in conformity with the pro- 
visions of the joint resolution to receive Texas into 
the Union. The navy, arms, munitions of war, 
custom-houses, fortifications, and navy-yards were 
all public property: they were to be surrendered to 
the Union; but that surrender did not contemplate 
that the vessels, and arms, and munitions, must 
therefore be removed from the State. Not atall. 
All that was’ intended was, that en inventory 
should be made out and forwarded to the United 
States Government, and the property formally de- 
livered over to some one who should be authorized 
to receive it. No doubt, it would all be suffered 
to remain where it was; just as arms, the property 
of the United States, remained in other States of 
the Union. There was no need of any amend- 


i ment disposing of the property after its surrender. 


If the arms, &e., should be needed for the United 
States service, they were subject to the orders of 
the President. As there were good reasons for 
the bill, he hoped the amendment would not be 
rashly pressed. 

Mr. RATHBUN thought the whole matter un- 
necessary. The Government possessed in all the 


: States ground for the erection of forts, arsenals, and 


dockyards; but did anybody ever hear of its: send- 
ing commissioners to receive a formal surrender of 
such property? Texas had agreed to cede her pub- 
lic property, as she must of course do when she 
became a State. When her Legislature met they 
would make the cession according to the contract 
for annexation, and then the Governor of Texas 
would officially notify the President of the Uni- 
ted States of the fact, and the President would 
send the proper officer to take charge; a military 
officer to take charge of the forts, arms, and mu- 
nitions; a naval officer to take charge of the ships; 
and a civil officer to take charge of the custom- 
houses. Where, then, was the need of spending a 
single dollar in appointing such an agent as was 
proposed by this bil ? Was it not to be presumed 
that Texas would do what she had agreed to do? 
The whole thing was needless, and he hoped the 
bill would be rejected. 

Mr. R. moved that the committee rise; but his 


| motion was not heard, and the floor was obtained 


by 

“My. JEFFERSON DAVIS, who was in favor 
of the bill. Did gentlemen suppose that the agents 
of the United States now in Texas were to gather 
together the public property? to take possession of 
the custom-houses and fortifications;and ships, and 
gather up all the muskets and heavy ordnance from 
all parts of the country, when there was no agent 
of the United States empowered to receive them? 
The public character of much of the property could 
only be ascertained by a competent person appoint- 
ed io the duty. Mr. D. was against the amend- 
ment; he wanted the arms brought into the arsenals 
of the United States. We had extended our ægis 
over Texas, and the arms of the State would belong 
to the United States, not to Texas. Her glory was 
now the glory of the Union; her people were our 
fellow-citizens, and their deeds of chivalric daring 
were our boast as much as theirs; let the arms that 


| achieved that glory come in with the glory into the 


confederacy. He was for appointing an agent as 
the most simple, appropriate, and economical mode 
of accomplishing the end in view. 

Mr. ITAMLIN moved that the committee rise; 
but the motion was negatived—ayes 58, noes 70. 

Mr. YELL, on remonstrance of his friends, re- 
luctantly consented to withdraw his amendment; 
but gave notice that he should bring in a joint re- 
solution covering the whole ground, Indians and 
allgiving back to Texas all we had taken from 

er. 

The question being put on the amendment of 
Mr. Browy, reducing the appropriation to $1,000, 
it was negatived, 

Mr. CULVER offered the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of State to make careful inquiry into the 
value of the property to be assigned and transfer- 
red to the United States by the State of Texas, and 
it shall be at the option of this Governmentat any 
time within one year, to transfer said property to 
the agent hereinbefore mentioned, in lieu of all 
other compensation. 

He wished to inquire whether it was possible 
that a State as large as six States the size of Ken- 
tucky could not afford five or six of her citizens to 
perform this duty without sending an agent all the 
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way from Washington? We had four or five thou- 
sand persons connected with the army, and he did 
not know how many with the navy. Could not 
they do this? Must we send a special agent, thus 
foolishly squandering the public money? Gentle- 
men had better not attempt to make Congress pay 
too many such appropriations. i 

Mr. McKAY rose to explain. The bill did not 
say the agent should go from this city. He might 
be appointed in Texas. 

Mr. CULVER asked whether there were not 
plenty of applicants here ready for the appoint- 
ment? 

_ Mr. McKAY said he knew nothing on the sub- 
ject but what he learned from the letter of the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Mr. CULVER said that this bill appropriated 
$3,000 for a principal agent; and then, he pre- 
sumed, there must be sundry sub-agents, and sub- 
agents under them, to perform this duty, a sub- 
ject on which we had no light. It was a dark 
cause, and, just like all the rest of the Texas af- 
fair, it must be pressed through the House with 
railroad speed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- |! 
ment was rejected. 

The committee then rose, on motion of Mr. Mc- 
KAY, and reported to the House its action on the |} 
said bill, and its progress on the joint resolution of | 
notce. 

And the question being on ordering the said bill | 
to a third reading, 

_Mr. JACOB THOMPSON demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered. 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays there- 
on, which were refused. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading at 
this time, 

And the question being on the passage thereof, 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES demanded the previous 
question, which was seconded. 

The main question was ordered, and, having 
been taken, the bill was passed. 

And then, at a Jate hour, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, February 5, 1846. 


Mr. SPEIGHT presented the credentials of the || 
Hon. Joseru Cranmens, elected by the State 
Legislature of Mississippi to serve the unexpired | 
term of Robert J. Walker, resigned; which were 
read. 

Mr. Cuaumens took the oath of ofice, and re- 
sumed his seat. 

Mr. BENTON presented a document in rela- 
tion to brevet and staff rank in the army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. Š 

Mr. DAYTON presented the petition of Abra- 
ham W. Smith and others, praying the recognition 
by the United States of the independence of the 
republic of Liberia; which was referred to the 


printed. 

Mr. BREESE gave notiee that he would on 
Monday next ask leave of the Senate to introduce 
“a bill giving the assent of Congress to an altera- 
tion in the compact entered into between the Uni- 
ted States and the State of Ilinois upon herad- 
mission into the Union.” 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Nhat the Secretary of War be instruct- 
ed to report what progress has been made in the 
construction of fortifications at Key West and 
the straits of Florida, and to furnish the necessary 
estimates for a rapid progress of said works. 

Mr. MANGUM submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the 47th rule of the Senate be so 
amended as to admit on the floor of the Senate the 
ex-ollicers of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN inquired what was the object of 
the resolution. 

Mr. MANGUM said he would explain the ob- 
jects of the resolution, ‘Uhe rule in question had 
become so extremcly rigid that none but the 
persons mentioned init as it stands printed can 
be admitted on the floor. He meant to include, 
and principally intended to apply the resolu- 
tion to, the ex-printers of the Senate. Some of 
them were performing services to the body, and it 
would be very convenient to Senators as well as | 
to themselves that they shall have the right of ad- 
mission. Lt was permitted in the other House, but 
wag not permitted here. Gales & Seaton and Blair 
& Rives, for instance, had been formerly officers 
of the body; and, in his judgment, the convenience 
of Senators would be materially promoted by al- 
lowing them admission. But the resolution was 
framed so as to include all ex-oflicers of the body 
as a matter of courtesy. He hoped there would 
he no objection to the resolution. 

The resolution having been, by request, read, 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that he could not see 
the slightest objection to the resolution. 

The question on the resolution was then taken, 
and it was adopted. i 

Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave, and introduced the following bil, 
with the provisions of which he was not entirely 
satisfied; but he introduced it, and asked that it 
might be read a first and second Lime, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, who could al- 
ter or amend it as was expedient. 

The bill passed the first and second reading, and 
was so referred; it is as follows: 

A BILL to authorize the President to increase the 
naval establishment of the United States, by add- 
ing thereto the naval establishment of the late | 
Republic of Texas. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 


Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition and 
documents of George Wentling, an officer in the 
revolutionary war, asking a pension; which were į 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of the legal 
representatives of John Brooks, senior, deccased, 
an officer in the revolutionary army, asking to be 
allowed commutation pay; which was referred to 
the Committce on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of), 


Oliver ©. Harris, praying the extension of his; 


patent for a paint mill; which was referred to the || 


Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of the as- 
signee of Peter Bargy and Hugh Stewart, asking 
remuneration for losses sustained by them in ful- 
filling a contract for Macadamizing Pennsylvania 
avenue, in the city of Washington, in 1832; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. D. further presented the memorial of R. | 


Moore, praying that Cattaraugus harbor may be |) 


finished and lighted; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BARROW presented the memorial of Cal- | 
vin J. Keith and others, asking that the awards 
made to them, under the convention with Mexico, 
may be paid; which was referred to the Com- 


increase the naval cstablishmeut of the United 
States, by adding thereto the navy establishment 
of the late Republic of Texas: Provided, That the 
number of officers received into the service of the 
United States by such addition shall not exceed the 
fall complement allowed the vessels composing the 
Texan navy by the Republic of Texas. 


Mr. CHALMERS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the act entitled 
“ An act to legalize certain land sales made at 
Chocchuma and Columbus, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, and to indemnify the Chickasaws therefor,’’ 
reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Bent, St. 
Vrain, & Co., which was read a first time, and, 
with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
printed. i 
| Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
! Lands, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Benjamin Harris, of La Salle county, Ilinois, 
reported it without amendment. The bill and re- 
port accompanying the same were ordered to be 

printed for the use of the Scnate. 
| A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a bill making an appropriation to enable the 
| President of the United States to receive from the 


i 


mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be i 


State of Texas the cession of certain property, in 

which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 
Several messages in writing from the President 

of the United States were also. received. ms 


Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate proceed: to. 
the consideration of the special order of the day; 
which motion. was agreed to. a 

The PRESIDENT announced thai the first spe- 
cial order was the bill for the augmentation of the 
navy. ; 

The consideration of the bill reported by Mr- 
| Faret, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
for the augmentation of the navy by the construc- 
tion of ten steamships, and for other purposcay 
and the amendments. offered thereto, was:then.re- 
sumed, 

Mr. WESTCOTT, being entitled to the floor, 

rose and addressed the Senate in favor of the gen- 
eral principles of the bill, which he advocated em- 
piancally as a peace measure. He stated that he 
rad objections to the manner in which it had beer 
brought forward and pressed as a war measure, 
regarding the increase of the navy as a part of that 
policy, the adoption of which was suggested by 
true wisdom. 

Ashe did not finish his remarks, it would be 
improper to give a report of his speech until he 
shall have concluded. After he had spoken.about 
an hourand a quarter, 

Mr. YULEE moved that, owing to the weak 
state of his colleague’s health, he should be. per- 
mitted to suspend his remarks. 

The bill was then informally laid aside. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, to 
enable the President of the United States to receive 


| from the State of Texas the cession of certain prop- 


erty, was read twice, and referred to the Committee 


on Finance. : 
CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate took up for 
consideration the Flouse bill in relation to the com- 
pensation of collectors and other officers of the cus- 
toms. It was read a. second:time; and, being un- 
der consideration, as in committee of the whole, 

Mr. DIX said, when he made an ineffectual atr - 
tempt to have this bill taken up.for consideration 
afew diys ago, he stated that its chief object was 
to limit the compensation of the principal officers 
of the customs to the maximum allowed by law. 
There were two other provisions which were de- 
signed to produce uniformity, and give effect to 
existing provisions of Jaw. In order to under- 
stand what changes the bill under consideration 
makes in existing laws, it might be necessary to 
advert briefly to the provisions of the latter.’ The 
principal officers of the customs, whom this bil 
affected, had been compensated from the founda~ 
tion of the Government by fees for services ren- 
dered, and by shares of the fines and penalties in- 
curred by a violation of the revenue laws, What 
might have been in 1789, when the. Constitution 
was put in operation, a reasonable compensation, 
had, with the growth of the country, and the in- 
crease of its commerce, become. unreasonable and 
exorbitant. Attempts have been made from time 
to time to bring these allowances within reasonable 
bounds, but they have all proved fruitless, In 
1822, the maximum compensation of collectors 
was first fixed at $4,000; but without including the 
share allowed them of fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures. I will not detain the Senate with the history 
of our legislation on this subject. Suffice itto say, 
that in 1841 an act was passed limiting the compen- 
sation of collectors to $6,000. per annum, that of 
naval officers to $5,000, and surveyors to $4,500. 
The act referred to required collectors, naval ofi- 
cers, and surveyors, to make quarter-yearly ac- 
counts of all sums received or collected by them for 
fines, penalties, forfeitures, for seizure of goods.on 
suits instituted for frauds, for rent, storage, &c. 
If the sums so received by the collector. amounted 
to more than $2,000, he was required to pay the 
excess into the treasury; so that the maximum of 
his compensation should not exceed $6,000. Büt 
in the clause requiring this payment into the treas- 
ury, ‘* fines, penalties, and forfeitures?’ were: not 
enumerated. So that he continued to receive, un- . 
der the construction given to the law, one-sixth of 
the whole amount derived from. seizures. .The 
naval officer and surveyor also. received their re- 
spective sixth parts, and their compensation .was.- 
proportionably increased beyond the maximum 
fixed by the act of-1841. "7 eiun a 
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He would: now call the attention of senators to 
the practical operation.of this construction, froma 
printed report: on. their files, showing the amount 
of compensation received by collectors at the prin- 
tipal offices of: the customs since 1841, when the 
act referred to. passed. He alluded to the letter of 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in answer ‘to à re- 
olution of the other House. 
cluded: only the collectors, and some of: these had 
received enormous amounts. It showed that a sin- 
gle collector had: received in eleven months and 
some’ days nearly $15,000, Another collector had 

yécéived in three years: and about four months more 
than $38,000. ` Ile would not stop to enumerate all 
the instances of exorbitant allowances; they were 
not confined to collectors. He had another paper, 
‘wot published, which showed in relation to survey- 


This: document: in- | 


u 
ors fhe same remarks were applicable. « It appear- 
ed thata surveyor had received over $12,000 in 
less than a year; and he had ascertained that during 
periods not covered by these statements, still larger 


sums had been received by officers of the revenue. If 


He made no complaint against the offtcers who 
had received these exorbitant allowances, nor 
against the proper authorities who had given to 
the law the construction under which the alow- 
ances were received. No officer is to be censured 
for taking what the law allows him. And he would 
add, that he believed, from the imperfect examina- 
tion he had been able to give to the subject, since 
the bill was received from the other Flouse, that 
the constructiongiven to the law in respect to fines, 

enalties, and. forfeitures, was sustained by a fair 
Anterpretation of its meaning. What the commit- 
tee, by whom he was instructed to report this bill, 


now proposed, was, to remedy what would, he | 


trusted, he conceded on all hands to be at least a 


great defect, and to restrict the compensation of |) 


officers of the customs to the maximum allowed by 
the act of 1841; that is, 46,000 per annum to col- 
lectors, $5,000 to naval officers, and $4,500 to sur- 
veyors, 

Under the provisions of existing laws in relation 
to fluea, penalties, and forfeitures, a moiety of the 
sums derived from these sources was distributed 
to the collector, naval officer, and surveyor of the 
district, within which they were incurred, and the 
other moiety paid into the treasury; with a provi- 
‘so, that in case the seizure was made on informa- 
tion, the informer should receive one-half of the 
moiety to be distributed to those officers, and the 
other Salt divided between them. The bill under 
consideration does not abrogate. theso, provisions; 
though they will become. practically inoperative 
whenever the receipts of those officers. from other 
sources amount to the maximum compensation 
allowed them, when thé sums received on account 
of fines, penalties, and torfeitures, will be paid into 
the treasury, 

Having thus briefly stated what were the exist- 
ing. provisions of thelaw, he would proceed to 

cslatey withthe same brevity, what were the pro- 
visions of the bill under consideration. The first 
elause of the first section restricts officers of the 
customs who have served for a period less than a 
year, to a pro vata of the maximum compensation 
forthe years so that the compensation which they 
will receive shall-bear to the maximum annual com- 
pensation the same proportion that the period of 
service bears tothe year. This clause is designed 
to remedy a great abuse—that of allowing officers 
who have served a part of a year, under a tempo- 
rary appointment, the maximum compensation for 
the year; if their fees amount to so much. He be- 
lievad the practice was founded upon a judicial 
decision; ‘and he had, therefore, nothing further to 
say in reference toit, excepting that it ought to be 
corrected, as this clause of the bill proposed. The 
second. clause ofthe first section restricts officers of 
the customs who have served for any period to the 
maximum pro rata compensation allowed; and this 
maximum is not to be exceeded by receipts from 
any source, whether for fees, salary, fines, penal- 
ties, or forfeitures, or otherwise. These were the 
two provisions of the firstséction; and their effect is 
to limit the compensation of the officers to whom 
the bill relates rigidly to the maximum allowed by 
the act of 1841. - The: second: section: changes the 
-mode of rendering accounts forthe salaries of these 
officers. - By the existing practice’ they. are now 
rendered ‘at the end of each quarter of the year, 
commencing with theappointment of each officer; 
or, in other words, the official year. The object of 
this section is, to require the accounts to be render- | 


ed at the end of each fiscal year, producing a per- 
fect uniformity, and corresponding with the peri- 
ods fixed for ihe rendition of public accounts, The 
third section provided that the additional duties 
prescribed by the 17th section of the act of 30th of 
August, 1842, shall not be considered as fines, pen- 
alties, or forfeitures, for distribution among the of- 
ficers of the customs. The duties referred to, are 
the addition of 50 per cent. to the ordinary rates 
imposed when an appraisement of merchandise 
exceeds by ten per centum the invoice value, and 
thus are designed to guard against fraudulent in- 
voices.. They certainly could never have been de- 
signed as penalties for distribution among the rev- 
enue officers, though they are in the nature of pe- 
nal impositions; and the object of the section is to 
place them in the treasury, where they belong. 

He had thus stated the object of the bill. It was 
designed to introduce what he considered a salu- 
tary reform, and he trusted it would receive the 
sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON did not. intend to offer 
any objection to the passage of the bill, Some of 
its on were certainly very proper, and 
ought to become a part of the law of the land. He 
coneurred with the Senator from New York in the 
opinion that the mode of rendering the aceounts 
should be changed as respected the time preseribed, 
80 as to make it conform to the fiscal year. ` He 
thought also, with the Senator to whom he had 
just alluded, that it never was intended that the 
additional duty imposed. on imported goods, when 
the appraised value exceeded by more than 10 
per cont. the invoice value, should be divided be- 
tween the United States and the officers of the cus- 
toms. It was, hawever, a question, be readily ad- 
mitted, open to some difference of opinion, "Chat 
duty was undoubtedly of the nature of a penalty, 
| operating as such upon the importer of the goods 
| to prevent fraudulent invoices. Atthe same time, 
he thought no one who examined the whole 
of the section could come to any other conclusion 
than that the spirit and object of the law was, to 
place in the treasury of the United States the ad- 
ditional duty, as in the case of additional duty on 
goods imported in foreign vessels, though not for 
the same reason. That section, therefore, was, in 
his judgment, quite proper. The first part of the 
first section was not open to any objection, in his 
opinion. He believed that to be the true spirit and 
meaning of the act of 184], and that officers should 
not be allowed, for a period of service less than the 
year, any more than a pro rala compensation, ac- 
cording to the maximum allowed for the year. 
The only part of the bill to be considered as doubtful 
in its policy was that which related to the fines, 
penalties, and forfeitures. Ho agreed that the 
amount thus received was enormous, and ought to 
be curtailed. He was willing to make an experi- 
ment in the form of the bill, to cut off entirely these 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures, from the officers 
who received the maximum provided by law, but 
not from those in the small ports. But with the 
collectors and naval officers of such ports as New 
York, Philadelphia, and Boston, he was willing to 
make the experiment, to see if the revenue could 
not be collected as faithfully without holding out 
those inducements by giving them a portion of the 
penalty. In making that remark, however, he 
wished not to be understood as dissenting from the 
construction given at the Treasury Department to 
this part of the law. The expression was, ‘“‘emol- 
uments and fees; and there had been some difler- 


fines, penalties, and forfeitures. Upon a fair ex- 
amination of the provisions of the act of 1841, 
however, he thought that it was apparent that the 
intention was to give, in addition to the maximum, 
a share in the fines, penalties, and forfeitures. 
Such was, he thought, a fair construction of the 
law. But those members of the Senate who were 
here when that provision was passed, understand- 
ing the contemporaneous expression (if he might 
use the terms) of opinion then, could be at no loss 
as to the intent of the law. 

An amendment, somewhat analogous to the pro- 


| vision alluded to by the Senator from New. York, 


was offered in the House of Representatives, but 
offered at a time and- under circumstances which 
rendered it entirely out of order... It was not re- 
ceived; and the bill came to the Senate, when a 
Senator (not now a member of this body) moved 
an amendment which was substantially the same 
as that proviso—the bill of 1841,—*‘ civil and di- 


ence of opinion as to whether that did not include | 


plomatic bill,” and in which amendment, as offer- 
ed and printed, there was included not only fees 
and emoluments; but also fines, penalties, and for- 
feitures, and sums to be received, or what might 
be received in consequence of seizures of property. 
That was part.of the amendment. When it came 
to the Senate to be acted on, a Senator from Ten- 
nessee stated that he had consulted with his friends, 
and, to avoid any-reasonable objection to the bill, 
he would erase that portion of it-which related to 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures; and it was then as- 
signed as a reason that a share ‘in these fines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures was given with the: view of 
operating as an inducement to officers of the cus- 
toms to be vigilant and active in preventing frauds 
upon the revenue. That was the object of the 
act of 1783, which was the act now in force; and 
even so late as 1841, it was deemed expedient to 
retain that provision, lest the revenue might be in- 
jured by the laxity of those to whom had been 
committed its collection. But, as he said before, 
the amounts received under the law by the princi- 
pal officers of the customs were enormous. Any 
one who read the printed statement before them 
might be satisfied that the compensation was un- 
reasonable. It-was the more unreasonable from 
the faet that the collectors and other principal offi- 
cers were not, in a point of fact, the persons to 
whose vigilance and effort the treasury was in- 
debted for the fines, penalties, and forfeitures. 
He was, therefore, in any view of the case, will- 
ing that the experiment proposed by the bill should 
be tried. 

Mr. DIX said he was happy to have in support 
of the bill the concurrence of the Senator from 
Connecticut, whose long experience as chairman 
| of the Committee on Commerce justly entitled his 
opinions to great weight on this floor. He had 
| stated, when he was explaining the provisions of 
| the bill, that he had no intention of calling in ques- 
| tion the propriety of the construction given by the 
|! Treasury Department to that part of the act of 
|| 1841 which relates to fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
‘ures, On the contrary, he had stated that he be- 
| lieved it to be in conformity to the intention of the 
Lact. In respect to the participation of the chief of- 
i fieers of the customs in the avails of seizures, he 
desired merely to say, that he preferred trusting to 
their conscientiousness for a faithfal discharge of 
their duties rather than to the stimulus of pecu- 
| niary inducements, Besides, he apprehended that 
| the pecuniary inducement might, if maintained, be 
| applied to the subordinate officers of the revenue, 
who performed much of the service of detecting 
frauds without receiving any share of the penal- 
ties. He would compensate officers liberally, and 
then rely on their good faith for a vigilant perform- 
| ance of all the services required of them, The 
only douht he had was in relation to the collector 
of New York, whose duties were exceedingly ar- 
duous and responsible. He was aware of the his- 
tory of the bill as it had been given by the Senator 
| from Connecticut; but he was willing to try the 
experiment whether a conscientious discharge of 
the duties of these officers depended on the amount 
obtainable from fines and forfeitures. He trusted. 
therefore, the bill would be passed as it came 
from the House; and he felt confident that its op- 
eration would be salutary, and that there would 
be no occasion to recur to the old system of pe- 
cuniary stimulants to secure faithful official ser- 
vice, 

Mr. DAVIS said the question had been put to 
him in the committee, whether he gave his assent 
to that bill, and he had replied that he did. The 
only hesitation he had was in reference to these 
fines and forfeitures. He had thought that the par- 
ticipation in the emoluments arising from these 
sources might have acted as a stimulus to these 
| officers in the performance of their duties. But 
when he had looked over the documents lying on 
our tables, he could not hesitate as to the necessity 
for a reform. The abuses which were disclosed, 
imperatively demanded a remedy. They had been 
properly characterized by the chairman of the com- 
i mittee as enormous. With these impressions, he 
was perfectly willing to adopt this bill, by way of 
an experiment. Should evil result from it, it 
would be easy to apply a check, or to return to the 
old system. 

The question was then put on the third reading 
of the bill; and, being decided unanimously in the 
affirmative, 

The bill was read a third time, and passed 
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_ On motion, the Senate then proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Executive business; and, after some 
time so spent, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 5, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having been dispensed with) 
was approved. 

Mr. PRICE rose, and asked leave at this time 
to introduce a memorial from the convention of the 
State of Missouri, on the subject of the boundary 
line of that State. He desired to introduce the 
memorial now, because the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories had the subject under consideration. 

No objection having been made, the memorial 
was received, and, on motion of Mr. PRICE, was 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and | 
ordered to be printed. 


THE OREGON DEBATE. 


Mr. PRICE then rose and offered a resolution, 
(in the usual form,) providing that the debate in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
on the joint resolution of notice, should terminate 
on Monday next at three o'clock. 

And on this resolution Mr. P. demanded the 
previous question. 

Mr. McKAY moved that there be a call of the 
House; and on that motion (simultaneously with 
My. Hamuy) demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and being taken, were, yeas 93,nays 
56. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

And the Clerk having called the first name on | 
the roll, 

Mr. MILTON BROWN, remarking that there | 
was now a pretty full attendance, moved that pro- | 
ceedings on the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was rejected. 

The Clerk then called the roll, and 186 members 
answered to their names. 

Mr. BRODHEAD remarking, as the reporter 
understood, that there were but few absentees, 
moved that all further proceedings on the call be 
suspended; which motion was rejected. 

The names of the absentees having been then 
called, 196 members appeared to be present. 

, A motion was made on the right of the chair, 
that all further proceedings on the call be dis- 
pensed with; which was rejected. 

The doors of the Hall were then closed, and 
excuses for absentees were offered. 

Some were excused, and some not. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON was understood to 
say, that this was a very tedious process. The 
next step would be to send the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to arrest those members who had not been ex- 
cused, and in the mean time the Hlouse could do 
nothing. He moved, therefore, that all further 
proceedings on the call be dispensed with. i 

The SPEAKER put the question, and an- 
nounced that the motion was rejected. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES had intermediately 
demanded the yeas and nays, but too late. 

Mr. ROBERTS now moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the House had refused to suspend 
proceedings on the call. i 

And the question being taken, the vote was not 
reconsidered. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved that all fur- 
ther proceedings on the call be dispensed with, and | 
on that motion demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas į 
97, nays 78. : S 

So all further proceedings on the call were dis- 
pensed with. . 

And the doors of the Hall were again opened. | 

The question then recurred on the demand of 
Mr. Price for the previous question on his reso- | 
lution. | 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH moved that the reso- 
lution be laid on the table. 

Mr. McK AY and other members demanded the 
yeas and nays. , i 

Mr. THOMASSON called for the reading of the | 
resolution, which was again read. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN asked Mr. SmıTH to 
withdraw the motion to lay the resolution on the 
table, to enable him (Mr. B.) to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The motion was not withdrawn. | 
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The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Milton 
Brown, Bufiington, Burt, Wm. W. Campbell, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Da- 
vis, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, 


nell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Elias B. 
Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Edmund W. Hubard, 
S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hun- 
ter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas B. King, Leake, Lewis, Long, 
MeGaughey, McHenry, Mcilvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Payne, Pendleton, Pettit, Ramsey, 


| Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 


Runk, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, A. D. Sims, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Starkweather, Stephens, Strohm, Thibodeaux, 
Benjamin ‘Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, 


Wright, Yanecy, and Young—s4. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Anderson, 


i Atkinson, Baker, Benton, Biggs, James Black, 


James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
John H. Campbell, Catheart, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Collin, Cuiom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 


gersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
King, Lawrence, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, 


McDowell, MeKay, Barclay Martin, Morse, 
Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parish, Perrill, Perry, 


ard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, St- 
| ton, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, James 
| Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, 
Williams, Woodworth, Yell, and Yost—109. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

And there was a second, 

And the main question (on the adoption of the 
| resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 
Mr. ASH MUN inquired of the Speaker whether 
| the mover could now modify his resolution ? 

The SPEAKER said, not after the previous 
question had been seconded. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he would like the general 
consent of the Elouse to propose a modification. 


adoption of the resolution; which were ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 
YiAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, 


| cart, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Danicl, DeMott, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, 


|| Erdman, Faran, Foster, Garvin, Giles, Goodycar, 


| Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Hous- 
ton, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Law- 
rence, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, 
McCrate, McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 
| Barclay Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
| Parrish, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Price, 
| Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Saw- 


| telle, Sawyer, Scammon, L. H. Sims, Thomas 
| Smith, R. Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strong, Sykes, 
| James Thompson, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, 
| Thurmaa, Tibbaits, Towns, Tredway, Went- 
| worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodworth, 
! Yell, and Yost—110. 

| NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
| nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, 
Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, Wm. W. Camp- 
bell, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 


| Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, | 


i Crozier, Culver, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Jefferson 


Vance, Vinton, White, Woodrult, Woodward,” 


Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, | 
Faran, Ficklin, Foster, ries, Garvin, Gentry, |; 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Har- | 
alson, Henley, Hopkins, Hough, Geo. S. Hous- | 
ton, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. In- | 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston | 


Maclay, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, | 


Mr, A. then demanded the yeas and nays on the | 


Brodhead, W. G. Brown, John H. Campbell, Cath- | 


E. H. Ewing, Foote, Giddings, Graham, Grin- |! 


| Phelps, Pollock, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- |; 
erts, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leon- | 


Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, John H. Ewing, 
E. H. Ewing, Ficklin; Foot, Gentry, Giddings, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, E. 
B. Holmes, Edmund W., Hubard, S. D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, W. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Andrew Johnson, Danicl P. King, Thomas: Butler 


i| King, Leake, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, Mell- 


vaine, McHenry, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Payne, 
Pendleton, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, J.-A. Rock- 
well, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander D, Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Benjamin ‘Thompson, Tilden, Trum- 
bo, Toombs, Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, 
Woodruff, Wright, Yancey, and Young-87, .. 
So the resolution was adopted. one 
And the House decided that the debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the. Union 
should be closed on Monday next at 3 o’clock: 


CONVENTION WITH PERU. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose, and remariced 
that it had become necessary for him to say, in re- 
lation to the bill which had heretofore been under 
consideration to carry into effect the convention 
hetween the United States and the Republic of 
Peru, that in saying the money was in the treasury 
he had been under a misapprehension. In conse- 
quence of circumstances which he did not think it 
necessary to mention, it was proper he should say, 
for the.information of the House and of those who 
had claims under the convention, that the money 
had not been paid. 

He would now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

THE HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. McKAY asked Mr. Incersozu to with- 
aw his motion fora moment; which having been 
done, : 

Mr. McKAY said that’ he desired to make a 
motion in relation to the debate on the Oregon 
question. The House had now, by the vote of a 
majority, determined that the debate should close 
on Monday next at 3 o’clock.. The subject was 
one of great importance; and. there. werea’ great 
number of gentlemen who desired to participate in 
the discussion. He would, therefore, propose that, 
until Tuesday next, the daily hour’ of meeting 
should be 10 o’clock, so as to give an opportunity 
to those members who desire to take part in the 
debate to do so. 

Mr. G, S. HOUSTON inquired of the Chair, 
whether it would be competent for him to move 
an amendment as to the time at which the House 
would adjourn? 

Mr. McK AY (who had not yielded the floor) 
demanded the previous question on his motion. 

There was a second. 

The main question was ordered; and, being 
taken, was decided in the affirmative. 

So the House decided that, until Monday next 
(inclusive,) the daily hour of the meeting of the 
House should be at 10 o’clock. 


OREGON. 


Mr, CUNNINGHAM rose and asked leave to 
| introduce the following proposition, (by way of 
amendment to the joint resolution of notice:) 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the title of the. United States tothe 
whole of the Oregon country, included within the | 
parallels of 42 degrees and 54 degrees 40 minutes 
| north latitude, and extending from the Stony or 
Rocky mountains to the Pacific ocean, is clear and 
| unquestionable; that the -honor, the dignity, and 
| true interests of the people of the United ‘States 
demand that their title thereto be maintained, and 
that the entire and undivided occupation, control, 
and government thereof be assumed by the United 
States. To the end, therefore, that the same may 
be done consistent with the treaty stipulations be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain, _ 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
forthwith cause notice to be given to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain that the convention between 
the United States and Great Britain, concerning 
the Oregon territory, of the sixth of August, one 
thousand eight hundred and twenty-seven, signed 
at London, shall be annulled and abrogated at. the 
expiration of the term of twelve months from and- 
after the said notice shall have ‘been given; con- 
i fermably to the second article of said convention 
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of the sixth of August, one thousand eight hundred 
and twenty-seven. aa nee 

Objection was made to the introduction of the 
pro: osion; $ 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state. of the Union. y } 

Afer some .conversation, a motion was made 
that the rules, of: the: House be suspended for the 

urpose of enabling the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

UNNINGHAM] to: offer the proposition. 

And the question being taken, the House refused 


to suspend the rales. : 
Whereupon, on: motion. of Mr. RATHBUN, 
‘the House resolved: itself into Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tinsarts, 
of Kentucky, in. the.chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution of notice. 

Mr. GENTRY now rose and addressed the 
committee during the hour. The following is not 
the speech, (which is in course of preparation, and 
will be published in the Appendix,) but merely a 
sketch of its points. 

Mr. G. said it seemed to him that this House, 
which was the representative of twenty millions of 
free people, had placed itself in an extraordinary 
attitude before this country and before the nations 
of the world. Te believed it wus but yesterday, 
or the day before, that the House had passed a 
resolution calling on the President of the United 
States to communicate any correspondence which 
had transpired between this Government and the 
Government of Great Britain in relation to the un- 
adjusted difliculty between the two Governments 
respecting their conflicting claims to the territory 
on the northwest coast of this continent. If the 
adoption of that resolution meant anything, it 
meant that the representatives of the people on this 
floor felt that before they were called upon to act 


on this great question, they were entitled to know | 


all that had transpired in relation to the difficulties 
between the two nations. 

What had been done this morning? A resolu- 
tion had heen adopted that all debate on this ques- 
tion should end on Monday next, and that the 


war alike with the suggestions of reason and of 
common sense. It was impossible that nothing 


this House should have transpired. To suppose so, 
would be to suppose that the Executive branch of 
the. Government was altogether unmindful of the 
duty which it owed -to the American people. It 
would be to suppose that the British Government 
was altogether indifferent to the question of peace 
or war as between herself and this nation. How 
many gentlemen have entered into arguments to 
show the powerful interests which operated upon 
the British Government, and which made it pre- 
eminently her object to avoid war. Could it be 
supposed that the President, before communicating 
| such a Message as he had transmitted at the com- 
mencement of this session, had not sent forward 


vidual who now represented this country at the 
Court of St. James? Did not the President fore- 
see that the Message would create a powerful ex- 
| citement on the English nation; that it would have 
a great influence, for good or for evil, cither in pre- 
serving peace or in provoking war? And did he 
not write, or cause the Secretary of State to write, 
to the American Minister, instructions how he 
should bear himsel? in regard to all that might oc- 
Pour in Enghind upon this question? It was absurd 
Lo suppose that he had not done so. 
that this House, before being called upon to vote, 
had a right to see these instructions. ‘The House 
| itself had so determined. What were they? What 
was their character? Did any man imagine that 
Sir Rubert Peel, charged as he was with the inter- 
ests of a preat nation, woald not, before he deter- 
mined on the action whieh it was proper for the 
English Government to take upon the question 
as now presented, seek an interview with the rep- 
| resentative of the American Government? That he 
| would not put iuterrogatories to him in regard to 
ithe true state of the question, and see whether 
there was not a possibility of adjusting the dif- 
| ficultys; or whether the don 
| to be called upon imme 


| ly to throw itself upon 
ithe last resort, to maiutaia those rights which 


i 


j 


committee should proceed to vote on the resolution 
immediately under consideration, and on allamend- 
ments whieh had been proposed. Tiad the Llouxe 
heard from the President of the United States? 
lad be responded to this important inquiry ? Did 
the ITouse know the exact position of the ques- 
tion ? Did the FTouse know all that had transpired 
between the two Governments? Was it prepared 
to take a leap in the dark on a question which in- 
volved the highest interests of the country ?—a 
question admitted on both. sides to involve the is- 
sues of peace and war? Wor while, on the one 
hand, it was contended that the adoption af this 
joint resolution of notice was necessary to aspeedy 
and peaceful adjustment of the controversy with 
“ngland, on the other hand it was contended, with 
equal earnestuess, that the adoption of the resolu- 
tion tended to-invelve the two counties in n war; 
so that, looking to the arguments. on either side, 
the question was one fraught with the most mo- 
mentous consequences. Should not the members 
of this House have the whole facts of the case in 
their possession before being required either to 
speak or act upon it? , 
He regretted the necessity which compelled bim 


D 


j that Minister himself announced, after the In- 
|| augural Message had been received, England had, 


[i 


mination of Parliament to maintain? Could any 
man suppose that the American Minister was left 
without instructions as to the course he should 
pursuc? Or that he would not send back to his 
Government information as to anything which 
might have transpired from that state of things? 
No man of sense could doubtit. It was a fact as 
certain asa fact could be. 
conjecture; it was an undoubted truth. Had not 
this House a right to know all? The resolution 
calling for information was passed with the usual 
reservation of compatibility with the public in- 
j terests. Why, then, had not this information been 
communicated? More than a week ago, a similar 
| resolution was passed by the Senate, He had not 
learnt that any response had been made to it. Had 
negotiations been resumed? Tad that delicate 
point of honor, which was supposed to have re- 
sulted from the manner in which the negotiations 
had been brought to a close, been overcome? Had 
any propositions been submit 
| Government? 


to cee iu the absence of those facts which he 
felt he had a right to know. 

TIe had been much astonished in the early part 
of this dehate.to hear the distinguished chairman 
of the Committees on,- Foreign Alnirs {Mr. C. J. 
IncersoLL] declare, with the positiveness which 


characterized the declaration, that he knew of no | 


correspondence having taken: place between the 
two Governments in relation to this question since | 
the correspondence which had been communicated | 
to us with the President’s Message. He (Mr. G.) | 
believed, then that the gentleman was mistaken 
He believed so now. The gentleman "had made } 
the declaration most emphatically, and had taken | 
upon. himself the responsibility of doing so. If) 
the gentleman had not made that assertion, he | 
(Mr. G.) would, at an early period of the discus- 
sion, have introduced a resolution, calling for all 
the correspondence that might have passed be- 
tween the two Governments. He repeated the ex- 
‘pression of his belief that the gentleman was mis- 
taken: then, and that he was mistaken now, if he 
-thought there had been no correspondence between 


j} 


{ 
i 
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j our rights to the whole of Oregon, to know what 
; the precise state of things was? Could they deter- 
mine wisely and properly whether the action which 
they were invited to take was calculated to lead 
to a peaceful adjustment of the controversy; or 
whether its tendency was not rather to produce 
war, without knowmg the tue attitude of the 
| question? He maintained that the House should 
| not be required to act until all these facts had been 
| communicated. 

Before he proceeded to discuss the question at 
issue before the committee, he would maguire of 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, [Mr. C. J. Incersoxi,] whether 
he was now prepared to say, with the same degree 
of positiveness which had characterized his former 


| 
! 
| 
| 
| 


‘the two Governments. Such a conclusion was at 


‘declaration, that no correspondence had taken 


other than that which had been communicated to f 


some letter of instruction to the distinguished indi- j 


He believed | 


glish Government was | 


md which it was his determination, and the deter- | 


It was no matter of | 


place between the two. Governments, or the repre- 
sentatives of the two Governments? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose to explain. 

And the floor having been yielded for the pur- 
pose, 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he did not recollect that 
he had said anything on the. subject before. He 
rather thought he had said nothing... He meant to 
say that on that point he rather thought he had 
said nothing. PoE 

He would now say that recently he believed 
some correspondence had taken place between the 
British Minister and the Executive of the United 
States, which would be laid before the House with- 
out delay. 

As to instructions, he was not aware that the 
' President had been called upon to give any. 

Mr. GENTRY proceeded. My opinions, then, 
i| are sustained by the revelation made by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and, in 
my judement, they will be sustained to the full ex- 
tent whenever we have an opportunity to know all 
į the facts. The future will develop these facts, and 
I deter to that time much that I would like to say. 
i I do not feel authorized to express my views upon 
all that has transpired in relation to this great ques- 
| tion, For if, despite of all efforts to avert it, war 
i| does come, it will be the duty of every man, whether 
in public or private station, to sustain the consti- 
tuted authorities of the country, so far as may be 
necessary to enable them to bring the contest to an 
| honorable and a glorious termination. 

‘| After a passing allusion to the charges which 
| had been made by supporters of the Administra- 
; tion, that the war waged on this floor was not for 
Oregon, but to put down one Presidential aspirant, 
and to put up another; denouncing as paltry, con- 
temptible, and unpatriotic, such motives of action 
on the partof high public functionaries; and de- 
claring that if such was the basis of action on the 
part of any such person, there ought to be “a 
whip of scorpions placed in every honest hand to 
lash the rascal nuked through the worlds” Mr, 
© G, proceeded to say that he believed if Congress 
| were to take the course which wisdom would point 
| out, they would adjourn this debute, as well as all 
action of every kind, until at least the first of May 
i or June, even if they did not adjourn it until the 
j next session. By so doing, they might obtain 
lights which now they did not possess ; and delib- 
crately take such a course as would be best calcu- 
| lated to maintain the rights of the nation, Where 
was the necessity for this precipitate action? How 
would the rights of the nation be jeopardized by a 
postponement of the vote npon the resolution, 
which was an Administration measure? All he 
proposed to say was in reference to this particular 
measure, because it was the measure of the Ad- 
ministration. It had been reported by a committee 
| composed of a majority of members who were the 
| friends and supporters of the Administration. And 
a similar resolution had been proposed at the other 
end of the Capitol, 1t was, then, an Administra- 
tuon measure. All questions connected with the 
management of our foreign relations ought to be 
placed beyond the scope of party views and party 
į considerations. Le regretted therefore the ne- 
cessity which would compel him to oppose the 
Administration on this question. If he believed 
the system of measures recommended by the Ex- 
ecutive to be such as were best calculated to assert 
the rights of the nation, to defend its honor, and at 
the same time to preserve its peace, he would take 
inexpressible pleasure in supporting them. 

On what ground was the adoption of the resolu- 
tion urged? It was said to be indispensably neces- 
sary in order to bring the difficulty as to this ter- 
ritory to a speedy and peaceful adjustment. How 
was it to produce that effect? Had not England 
already given us sufficient proof of the fact that 
i| She was desirous for a peaceful and speedy adjust- 
ment? Was not Lord Ashburton charged with 
its adjustment when he was sent over by the Brit- 
ish Government to adjust the other difficulty in re- 
lation to the northeastern boundary? And was not 
the adjustment of this present difficulty set aside 
by reason of the more pressing character of the 
other question? Reference to the documents would 
sustain him in the assertion that, immediately 
thereafier, Lord Aberdeen had forwarded to the 
then representative of the British Government here 
special instructions to assist in a negotiation for 
the adjustment of the northwestern boundary. The 
| present representative of that Government here 
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(Mr. Pakenham) had received similar instructions, 
and had repeatedly importuned our Government 
to enter upon negotiations with a view to an ad- 
justment. And in all the correspondence a sincere 
desiré had been expressed on the part of both na- 
tons to settle the matter on principles of compro- 
mise, in such a way as that the rights of both 
should be properly settled, and their peace be pre- 
served, These negotiations were progressing when 
the present incumbent was elevated to the Presi- 
dential chair, In his Inaugural Address, whilst 
this negotiation was yet pending, and whilst the 
representatives of the two nations were laboring 
assiduously to bring it to a just and peaceful issue, 
the President declared that the title of the United 
States to the whole of Oregon was clear and un- 
questionable, and that all the means necessary to 
perfect that title and make it complete by occupan- 
cy, were to be put in operation. He (Mr. G.) 
did not undertake to use the words of the Presi- 
dent; the substance was known to all. What was 
the effect? An occurrence had transpired (which 
ought not to be thrown out of view in this discus- 
sion) at a certain convention in Baltimore, by 
which it was declared that our title to the whole of 
Oregon was clear and unquestionable; and the 
President in his Inaugural Address only reiterated 
and reannounced what the representatives of the 
democratic party in that convention had previously 
asserted. In making this annunciation, therefore, 
the President did but respond to the obligation im- 
posed on him, as he doubtless supposed, by that 
convention. And he (Mr. G.) thought that all 
those who had come to the conclusion that our ti- 


tle to the whole of Oregon was clear and unques- | 


tionable, had found the proof of that title in the re- 
solutions of the Baltimore convention, rather than 
in the facts and arguments of the case. 

What was the effect of that enunciation by the 
President? Weall know. We all know how it 
had exasperated the English nation. We all 
kaow the response which had been made to it on 


the floor of Parliament by the representatives of | 


the English people. We all know what Sir Robert 


Peel and what Lord John Russell (the leader of the | 
Opposition) had said. We all know how the annun- | 


ciation, to the effect that England had rights in Ore- 
gon which she was determined to assert and main- 


tain, had been greeted with plaudits from all sides. | 


In this view of the case, and in order to deter- 
mine what effect the action they were called upon 
to take would be likely to have on the question of 

eace or war, we must look to all the accompany- 
ing facts and circumstances. The United States 
Government, after having made a proposition to 
divide the territory by the 49th degree of north 
latitude, which proposition was rejected by the 
British Minister, huffishly withdrew it; and the 
President had then sent in a message to Congress, 
Stating, that the proposition having been with- 
drawn, and the title of the; United States to the 
whole of Oregon having been proved by irrefraga- 
ble facts and arguments, he recommended the giv- 


ing of this notice as the first of a series of measures | 


which were to eventuate in perfecting our title to 
it. And, in this state of facts and circumstances, 
Congress was now called upon to carry out that 
recommendation. And they were to be compelled 
to act on the subject with no other light than that 
which has been shed upon it- by the documents 
hitherto transmitted from the State Department. 
They knew nothing more aboutit. And he as- 
serted that, judging of the question by these docu- 
ments, this Joint resolution was the first of a series 
of measures which must, if adopted, inevitably 
eventuate in war. He did not believe there was 
anything in the nature of the controversy which 
ought to prevent its peaceful adjustment. He was 
therefore opposed to the measure, because he be- 
lieved it would be followed up (as, indeed, if adopt- 
ed, it ought to be) by those ulterior measures hint- 
ed at by the President, when he declared that, at 
the end of the twelve months, we must be prepared 
either to abandon our rights or firmly to maintain 
them, And if this measure was so followed up, 
war was inevitable. He did not think that we 
ought to go to war for the maintenance ofa claim 
to the whole of Oregon; for he did not believe that 


we had a perfect title to the whole. Ifhe did so | 


i A illing to wage war in its be-  Tree-t ? A 
believe, he would be willing as i Message, to the British interests involved in that 


half. He cared not how long, how disastrous, or 
how terrible the struggle might be, he would go 
for such a war, rather than yield up one inch ofa 
territory which. was clearly and unquestionably 


ours, or rather than purchase a dishonorable and 
disgraceful peace. But we had no such clear title. 
We had, by our own repeated and solemn acts, 
admitted that we had not. We had, by our own 
acts, committed ourselves irretrievably to the fact 
that England had rights to that territory as well as 
ourselves. Should we be justified, before this in- 
telligent nation, in this age, and before the nations 
of the earth, in going to war for the whole of a ter- 
ritory in regard to which we have placed ourselves 
in such an attitude? 

What was to be the effect of this notice? How 
would it operate on the English Government? 
Would it make that Government negotiate with 
us, and adjust peacefully the controversy in such 
a way that our rights would be sufficiently main- 
tained, and our honor left in tact? What did it 
amount to? To this, and no more, that we had a 
clear title to the whole of Oregon; that we had 
agreed to a joint oceupancy; that the time had 
come when we wished to terminate it; that at the 
end of the year Great Britain was to march out 
and withdraw her claims; that the territory was 
ours, and we intended to have it; and that if at the 
end of the year England did not give it up, we 
would, if necessary, take it by arms. Was this a 
suasive argument to use to Great Britain to induce 
her to negotiate and adjust the difficulty? Was 
there a single page in her history which could lead 
any sensible man to the conclusion that she could 
be induced by such a course to make concessions ? 
Would she make concessions with the sword of 
coercion brandished in her face? Would she even 
do that which, in the absence of such an argu- 
ment, she would be willing todo? Did gentlemen 


| desire to put Great Britain in circumstauces of dis- 


grace before all nations? Would nothing short of 
such a triumph satisfy them? And were they so 


| well convinced that she would submit to be thus 


disgraced, that they thought themselves safe in 
bullying and blustering? “Or did they really be- 
lieve that, after all this bullying, insult and brag- 


| gadocio, we could make a compulsory peace with 


her, and that to them would belong the high honor 
and distinction of having driven her to that which 
of her own accord she would not have conceded? 
Was this the wiumph that gentlemen desired? Was 


| this one of those paltry and damnable political ob- 


jects suggested by certain supporters of the Ad- 
ministration? THe would not voluntarily introduce 
such suggestions here, but others having done so, 
he had a right to refer to them. Were these the 
motives of gentlemen? Were these the high and 
honorable and patriotic objects towards which the 
men who wielded the destinies of a great nation 
should direct their attention? as it thus that 
gentlemen proposed to acquit themselves of the 
high responsibility imposed upon them by the 
American people? He hoped not. He hoped it 
might yet turn out to be true, that the President of 
the United States was zealously and ardently and 
patriotically laboring to effect a peaceful adjust- 
ment of the controversy in such a way as to. main- 
tain the just rights of the Union, and hold its honor 
inviolate. fle would give no opinion on the sub- 
ject until facts had developed what the true state 
of things was. He believed that no measure of 
this kind was requisite to induce England to desire 
a speedy adjustment. She well knew that that 
was her interest; for, in proportion as the adjust- 
ment was postponed would her chances of receiv- 
ing any considerable portion of the territory be 
diminished. Her statesmen were well aware of 
this fact. If anything would give us the territory, 
it would be the combined operation of time and of 
that American multiplication table to which the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kunnepy] had so 


| delicately alluded. 


We had seen by recent advices what the state of 
public opinion was in England on the reception of 
the President’s Message. Was there anything in 
these advices to induce a belief that England was 
not disposed to a peaceful adjustment? He main- 
tained there was not; for whilst one part of the 
Message, as had been remarked by a gentleman 


| yesterday, was eminently calculated to excite in 
the bosom of every Englishman a hostile feeling, | 
there was in another part a salvo calculated to neu- | 


Mr.G. 


tralize all injurious and resentful feelings. 


j here adverted to the free-trade propositions of the 


contemplated policy, and the motives which it gave 
England for compromise and concession so long 
as no issue involving her honor and high position 


before the world was raised: If Mr. McLane wais 
now negotiating with her a commercial treaty, that 
the revenue laws of the United States should be so 
modified as to give to England this great-nation as 
a market for all her manufactured articles, and thus 
to crush the rival manufactures. of our owr coui- 
try, which had grown up under the ‘wise’ and ‘bes 
neficent. policy of our ancéstors, he was tiot sure 
but that England would agree’ to adjust the diffi- 
culty on almost any terms.” Gentlemen talked 
about purchasing a dishonorable peace, bythe sur- 
render of an inch of this -territory;. but they could 
see no dishonor in adapting our own legislation on™ 
questions affecting our own people ‘and nation to 
suit the views and interests of the British Govern- 
ment; and thus -they proposed to purchase: peace 
in a controversy for a comparative valueless terri- 
tory, by surrendering a system of policy which had 
made this nation what it is—which. had caused it 
to grow, and prosper, and flourish, as no nation in 
the history of the world ever had grown, and pros- 
pered, and flourished. : 

It had been his intention to say something about 
the title to this territory. He was nota lawyer, 
and not competent, therefore, to go into those dis- 
tinctions and technicalities which had been. very 
properly introduced here, or to determine’ the 
doubtful legal questions involved in that tile. The 
only law with which he was familiar (and. he was 
not very sure that he was even master of that) was 
the law of common sense. . He had examinéd-the. 
arguments and facts, and he would content himself 
with simply announcthg that at every point’of the 
controversy there was at least conflict of claim: be- 
tween the two Governments; and. that if all- that 
each Government contended for was conceded, 
their claims, so far as public law was concemed, 
were doubtful and indeterminate. His own opin- 
ion was, that if his Celestial Majesty the Emperor 
of China had the power now to make a settlement 
upon any part of the territory of Oregon not occu- 
pied by British or American people, and could 
maintain it, he might in time establish a better right 
than either England or America; for hé (My. G.) 
did not believe that either the one Government or 
the other had done all: those things:which by the 
law of nations were required:to give them a perfect 
title to the whole. Bn ra le cae ot oe i 

Mr. G: then adverted cursorily to'our claim un- 
der the Spanish title; and passed thence to- the 
argument of the Secretary of State. That gentle- 
man (said Mr. G.) was a lawyer; but bring him 
up to the Bible to swear to his own arguments, 
and he believed he would stand aghast at the idea. 
The Secretary knew that we had no perfeet title 
to the whole of Oregon, and there was no doubt 
that he had been very much astonished to find in- 
telligent gentlemen on this-floor adopt the conclu- 
sion that we had. The Secretary had argued asa 
lawyer would for his client and his fee; such was 
his duty; but that gentleman (Mr. G. thought) 
did not himself believe the conclusions at which 
he had arrived, nor did he expect any other man 
to believe them. 

‘What was to bė the effect of this notice? He 
had endeavored briefly to-reply to the arguments 
made in its favor as a means of inducing a speed 
and peaceful adjustment. ` He believed that it 
would have the contrary effect—to produce war. 
‘What was to be done? The- President had com- 
mitted this Gevernment, so far as he could com- 
mit it, to this position, that the whole of Oregon 
was ours; he Tad asked this ‘Congress to -place 
itself in the same position; and to give this. notice; 
and if it did so, Congress would then have: com- 
mitted itself to all-the measures necessary to carry 
it out. What was to be done at the end of the 
twelve months? Would it be consistent with the 
honor of this nation, after this notice should have 
expired, to permit the cross of St. George’ to: float 
over all these forts of which we had heard so 
much? or to admit British laws to have any effect 
there? Would not the United States becompelled 
by its own act to exercise all the: rights and. func- 
tions of absolute sovereignty over that: territory? 
We would do so. We were bound to-do:.so by 
this first step, and we could not, without. bringing 
disgrace and infamy upon the country, recede 
from our position.. Nothing shgrt of the whole 
of Oregon, and of the absolute right of sovereignty 
over the whole of.Oregon, would preserve the na- 
tional honor, if Congress should pass the Notice in 
the form in whieh it’ had come: from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Afairs. eed EN i 
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Could this be peaceably done? How were we 
to substitute. the laws of the ‘United: States for 
those of Great Britain without’a collision. What 
was to be done with the British magistrates? 
How were. we to break-up these forts and estab- 
lishménts ‘over ‘which the British flag waved? 
Would there not be a conflict of jurisdiction. that 
must-inevitably result in war? “Would it be con- 
sistent with the honor of Great Britain, that we 
should drive: her subjects out of the territory, or 
compel them to take the oath of allegiance to our 
Government, after all that had transpired, and 
after we had ourselves admitted that she had rights 
there? Would England tamely submit to it? 

. Butwhat if we were to have war? Itwas,some 
gentlemen seem to think, a small calamity; we 
could whip England ‘and all creation; it was mere 
holyday work; so easy of accomplishment was it. 
He did not intend to undervalue the patriotism and 
the valor of his own countrymen. He believed 
he had a proper estimate of them. And whilst he 
was convinced that neither England, nor all nations 
combined, could subjugate the people of the United 
States, the idea that the United States could con- 
quer and subjugate England was so absurd that it 
should never have had utterance here to disgrace 
an American Congress. It was utterly impossible. 
We had, indeed, in two wars, when we were much 
younger and feebler than we were now, won the 
victory; but it was to be borne in mind that, in the 
first instance, Great Britain was engaged in a war || 
with France, who.was our ally in. the conquest; || 
and that in the second, the power of England was 
concentrated in a mighty struggle against the colos- 
sal power of Napoleon. 

r. Q., after glancing very briefly at a few of 
the considerations of interest involved on either |! 
side, and: expressing the opinion that we must || 
have Oregon to the 49th degree, and not an inch || 
farther, concluded by observing that, in his judg- |i 


| possession. 


D.’s)-wish; to avoid that evil, he thought, was the 
wish of his constituents. But at the same time, 
they would be unwilling, he knew, to yield one 
inch, one foot of territory, that is clearly and indis- 
putably our own. 

This was the position occupied by the people 
of Alabama, to claim all that is our own; and if a 
contest comes from such a cause, they would main- 
tain their rights, but by no means to assert a title 
to more than does belong to us. He was not the 
advocate of the British title; but before this House, 
and before the American people, he would declare 
what their rights are. And although high func- 
tionaries to this House might say they were more, 
yet he would give them his opinion of the extent 
of their rights; and if they did inform the Ameri- 
can people now, by this resolution, of the extent 
of their rights, he believed the question would be 
settled without war; for England would admit 


| them; for our rights are founded on the principles 


of justice—on the broad. principles of international 
law. -Let us, then, fix them on this ground, where 
they can be maintained, and the question is set- 
tled, justice is done, the honor of the nation is un- 
tarnished, and peace is preserved. 

They were urged to pags the notice in its sim- 


| ple unqualified form; but connected as it would be 
į with the positive declaration from the Executive 


that the whole of Oregon is ours, that our title ex- 


| tends to 540 40', it would be an endorsement of 


that declaration to the American people. Should 
they make this endorsement, or not? If they did 
make it, what would be the consequences ? Why, 
it was folly to suppose that no war would ensue. 
England is in possession north of the Columbia. 
She has forts fee: she has arms there; she is in 
And will she yield that possession? 
He would not ascribe to her courage and braver 


| more than belongs to the rest of the human fami- 


ly; but he asked gentlemen to point to that part 


ment, nothing could prevent a peaceful settlement 
of the controversy except unwise action on the || 
part of Congress." "hat action he trusted would |; 
not'be taken. He did not believe that this joint 
resolution could pass. It seemed impossible. It 
would be a reflection on the patriotism and wisdom | 
of the American people 

Down went the Chairman’s hammer, and the 
magic words, “ the gentleman from Alabama,” fell 
on the ear of 

Mr. DARGAN;; but, not giving it up so, 

Mr. GENTRY (finishing his sentence, said,) ag 
that patriotism and wisdom are represented in this 
House. ; 

Mr. DARGAN said, when he. took. his seat in 
this. House it was with the resolution that his 
voice should not be heard in it upon any question 
of debate. He now departed from that course 
which he had marked out for himself; and he ren. 
dered no apology for it, save that his views seemed 
at least to be peculiar. He had listened to the de- 
bate with attention, and he regretted that he could 
not agree with: those who opposed the notice on 
the one hand, nor with those, on the other hand, 
who urged the adoption of the resolution now un- 
der consideration, He believed that a notice of 
some kind ought to be given. Should we fail to 
give the notice in some form, or of some charac- 
ter, he would ask of the House what would be the 
consequence? Suppose the difficulty be not settled 
by negotiation; suppose they refused to give the 
notice under the existing circumstances of the case, 
what, he asked, would be the consequence? Would 
it not become apolitical hobby? Are not the 
American people taught to believe that the whole |! 
of Oregon is ours? and would it not be urged that 
we are afraid to assert. our title to what is clearly || 
our own? Mr. Chairman, it would sweep like a || 
tornado from Maine to Louisiana; and: you could jj 
scarcely hear any of the people who, in response 
to: the action of their representatives, would stand 

“and say, “give not the notice: lam afraid of war.” 
The notice, then, from the béginning, he had 
thought, in some shape or other, should be given. 
But the question was, in what shape or form, and 
under what circumstances, shall it be given? For 
if we fail to give it, let one more -year pass—let it 
be the subject of political discussion at home~and 
we will convince the American mind that we own 
up-to 54° 40"; and when they are once thoroughly 
convinced of it, we will have them roused to arms, 
and: war must decide the contest, unless England, 
“perchance, should see fit to yield up to us all we 
claim. 'To avoid the conflict of arms was his (Mr. 


of history where men with arms in their hands, 
and in possession of a country, claiming it as their 
own, have yielded that pussession upon the de- 
mands of another Power, unless those demands 
were based upon the principles of admitted right— 
upon the principles of international law—wunless 
they were compelled to yicld them at the point of 
the sword. Now, if we wished to settle this ques- 
tion without difficulty, without bloodshed, Jet us 
make our claims to that portion of the territory 
that belongs to us; let us admit that the question 
is still one of negotiation and settlement; let us de- 
clare the line below which the English have no 
right; and his word for it, no war with England 
would come from the Oregon territory. 

What, then, are our rights? What is our title? 
This brought him to the discussion of the main 
question, It is said we have two rights—a right 
by discovery, and a right by purchase from Spain. 

But the right by discovery is to the valley of the 
Columbia. And the same principles on which that 
right is founded to the Columbia valley, give Eng- 
land the right to the country drained by Frazer's 
river, This seemed to be clearly admitted. If, 
then, the rights of both nations depend upon dis- 
covery, we have rights and England has rights. 
Well, where would be the line of boundary be- 
tween us? It was pretty well admitted on all sides, 
that about the line of 49° of north latitude would 
be the fair line of separation between the two na- 
tions, if they depend upon the title by discovery 
and possession only. He had heard no one an- 


| nounce that, independent of the Spanish title—-re- 


lying upon our right of discovery and possession 
only—England would be altogether excluded from 
some claim to that territory; because she possesses 
rights by virtue of her discovery of Frazer’s river, 
and her possessions there, in the same manner as 


į we have rights by our discovery of the Columbia 
; river, and our possessions there. 


Then, to override the rights of England upon 


| Frazer’s river, we have the Spanish title. This 


title being older, in point of time, the northwest 
coast of this continent having first been discovered 
by the Spaniards themselves, and we having ob- 
tained ‘that title, we are older, in point of time, and 
consequently our title is superior to that of Great 
Britain. We hold the title of Spain, itis: true; but 
‘when we took that title from Spain. how was the 
case? We took it charged with all the conditions, 


with all the encumbrances that Spain, by her own | 


act, had imposed on that title before she parted 
with it. If the owner in fee of land execute a 
mortgage upon that land, and then sell it to ane- 


ther, how does that other take the title? He takes 
it subject to this the previous act of the prior own-- 
er—subject to the encumbrances: he has voluntari- 
ly imposed upon it. Thus did we take the tide of 
Spain; and before we rely‘upon our Spanish title 
to override the title of England on the Frazex’s 
fiver, we must look to sée what conditiens;what 
encumbrances rested upon that title when wë ac- 
quired it from Spain. j 

This brought him to the Nootka Sound conven- 
tion. It was said that the Nootka Sound conven: 
tion was abolished or abrogated by the subsequent 
war, in 1796, between England and Spain. This 
was a proposition which struck him as a very re- 
markable and novel one. Treaties, if he under- 
stood them aright, may be fulfilled perfectly and 
completely on the act of signature and approval; 
or they may be (if he might be allowed the defi- 
nition) continuing in their character; that is, to be 
fulfilled from time to time, as is the case, for in- 
stance, with commercial treaties; or they may 
partake of both these characters, as they may 
make grants of lands in one clause which will take 
eflect immediately, and they may make cammer- 
cial regulations in another clause, which regula~ 
tions will continue to be fulfilled from. time,to time. 
But under a treaty of the first class named, if it 
was a clear, indisputable, vested right that was 
conveyed, he asked if a subscquent war betWe 
the two nations divested that vested right? If so, 
we should be afraid, or the gentleman from Mis- 
souri should be afraid, how we ever went to war 
with France; or the moment of the declaration of 
war, he would become a French subject; if so, he 
(Mr. D.) should tremble ever to go to war with 
Spain, for the moment the declaration of war pass- 
ed, he should become a subject of the Spanish 
crown, But they saw at once that such a propo- 
sition was absurd. It was, then, for them to in- 
quire into the character of this Nootka Sound 
treaty, and see if its third article did not vest in 
helena rights which a subsequent war could not 

ivest. 

Mr. D. read the third article of the convention 
of Nootka sound between Great Britain and Spain, 
of October 28, 1790, as follows: 

“Arr. 3. In order to strengthen the bonds of 
‘ friendship, and to preserve in future a perfect har- 
‘mony and good understanding between the two 
t contracting parties, it is agreed that their respect- 
‘ive subjects shall not be disturbed or molested, 
‘ either in navigating or carrying on their fisheries 
‘in the Pacific ocean, or in the South seas, or in 
‘landing on the coasts of those seas in places not 
‘already occupied, for the purpose of carrying on 
‘ their commerce with the natives of the country, 
‘or of making settlements there; the whole sub- 
‘ject, nevertheless, to the restrictions specified in 
t the three following articles,’ &c. 

The right of ‘(making settlements.” Mark 
that. What, then, he asked, had divested Eng- 
land of that right under that convention? And why 
was not the Spanish title now, as it was in 1790, 
charged with the encumbrance, with the condition 
of giving England the right to make settlements 
in the Oregon territory where she pleases? Eng- 
land had the right, under this convention, to go 
and plant colonies in that territory. In the exer- 
cise of this right, her citizens have gone there, and 
erected their houses, and made their homes. When 
were they bound to depart? When were they 
bound to abandon their homes, and to give up 
the territory in which they have made settlements? 
When they had made “ settlements,” and conse- 
crated the soil as their home, without any limita- 
tions or restrictions on their rights, on what prin- 
ciple of justice or of law could they be compelled 
to abandon their homes, and surrender the terri- 
tory? 

Unless, then, the treaty did limit this right of 
settlement, the English have the right, under the 
treaty of 1790, to make their homes in the Oregon 
territory, and to fix there their permanent resi 
dences, and no power on earth, under the treaty, 
could dispossess them of thatright. But the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Owen] concluded that 
there was a restriction on this article contained in 
the fifth article of the treaty. Now, if this restric- 
tve clause has not taken away the right secured 
to English subjects under the third article, then we 
acquired the title of Spain subject to all the con- 
ditions and encumbrances she had made upon it 
under this treaty. He would now call the atten- 
tion of the committee to these restrictions. H 
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7 
| would he hold out to the American people that 
doctrine. 

How, then, he asked, should the territory be 
divided? Permit him to say that a division by the 
line of 49° would seem to be equitable, fair, and 
just. He preferred a notice, accompanied with the 
| ‘express declaration of the extent of our title to 499, 
but he would go for a notice that would even ad- 
mit that the question is a subject of negotiation, 
without declaring the extent of our ttle. He 
thought we had committed ourselves to this, be- 
cause we had offered it once—because we had of- 
fered it twice—yea, if he mistook not, we had of- 
fered it the third time. How, then, with a title 
thus encumbered—and which we have admitted is 
encumbered, by these offers to adjust and compro- 
mise—with what faith, with what claim to good 
faith, could we stand up before the nations of the 
earth and say: “ Now we will take the whole ter- 
ritory, although the consequences may be to in- 
volvé us in a war with England;” and, if a conflict 
between these two nations come, permit him mere- 
ly to say—for he did not intend to deseribe the 
Horrors of war—that the whole civilized world will 
feel the shock from pole to pole. He would never 
assert a claim in an individual capacity to a pro- 
perty that he did not believe his own; he never 
would yield what he honestly believed to be his 
own. He would never claim for his constituents, 
and he trusted iu God the time would never come 
| When any man upon this foor would claim for the 
American people, any right not clearly their own. 
When the claim is made, he would not count the 
cost or the consequences of maintaining it. There- 
fore, although he believed the Executive had hon- 
estly urged this matter, he was compelled to dif- 
fer with hin. 
lo investigate this question of legal right, and not 
permit thensclves to be Jed by the President to say 
that our legal rights are precisely what he declares. 
If they did—if they submitted to his opinion as to 
our legal rights, and asserted our title to the whole 
i of Orcgon—was it not vain and idle for us to ex- 
| pect England to yield to our demands and surren- 
| der her rights? Tiad the time come when any in- 
|| dependent nation of the earth—he cared not what 
nation, whether Great Britain, France, or Spain— 
when any independent nation, declaring her in- 
dependence and maintaining her independence, 
would yield and give up her clear and indisputable 
rights because demanded by another nation? What 
nation had ever done it, until she was a conquered or 
a subdued nation, and unable to maintain herrights, 


would attempt to give them the correct construc- 
tion; and if there were any gentlemen of the bar 
who listened to him, who would read this treaty | 
with particularity afterwards, he honestly believed 
they would say that the construction which he 
placed upon this treaty was the correct one, and 
that his position was unanswerable. This right, 
under the third article, was subject to the follow- 
ing restrictions: 
Mr. D. read the fourth article of the treaty, as 
follows : | 
“Arr. 4. His Britannic Majesty engages to | 
‘take the most effectual measures to prevent the | 
‘navigation and the fishing of his subjects in the 
‘Pacific ocean or in the South seas from being 
‘made a pretext for illicit trade with the Spanish 
‘settlements; and, with this view, it is moreover 
‘expressly stipulated that British subjects shall 
‘not navigate, or carry on their fishery in the said 
‘seas, within the space of ten sea leagues from any 
‘part of the coasts already occupied by Spain,” 
That was the first restriction. Did that restric- į 
tion go to negative the right on the part of English | 
subjects to make settlements where the land was | 
not previously occupied? It did not. | 
Now, the Sth article is supposed to control the | 
8d, and to take away this clear and vested right. | 
| 
| 
t 
Í 


But the construction I put upon it is entirely differ- | 
ent. Itis in these words: 
“Ann. 5. As well in the places which are to be | 
‘restored to the British subjects, by virtue of the 
‘first article, as in all other parts of the north- ii 
« western coasts of North America, or of the islands |} 
‘adjacent, situate to the north of the parts of the | 
‘said coast already occupied by Spain, wherever į 
‘the subjects of either of the two powers shall | 
“have made settlements since the month of April, | 
‘1789, or shall hereafter make any, the subjects of | 
‘the other shall have free access, and shail carr 
‘on their trade without any distarbance or mole 
‘ tation.” i 
This article, so far from being a restriction, is ; 
simply an enlargement of the dtharticle. ‘Phe 4th 
article says this: “You shall not trade with my 
Spanish subjects.” The 5th article: “ But in all 
settlements that may hereafter be made north of the | 
settlements already in existence, you may trade | 
with my subjects.” It is simply an enlargement | 
of the 4th article, and not a restriction upon the || 
3d article. No other construction could be given | 
to the two articles. 
| 

| 

i 


l 

| 

If this, then, was the correct construction, the ;| 

third article stands unrestrained and unlimited; jj 
and the right to make settlements was vested in | and had to ask them on such terms as the strong 
Great Britain by the treaty of 1790. Well, if this | arm of the conqueror might sce fit to grant them? 
right to make settlements, to erect buildings, and || Would England, then, yield her rights without a 
to fix permanent homes, is conveyed and vested i! conflict? Iso, she has lost the character she once 

| 

{ 

t 

t 

| 

f 

i 

! 


by the third article of that treaty, and there is no | had of heing firm, chivalrous, and determined at 
limitation of time how long they shall remain; if | all hazards to maintain her just rights. If so, it 
that right was not restricted to any part of the ter- |; would be a stain upon her honor, a deep disgrace 

upon her nation, an abandonment of the policy she 
has ever pursued, She will not make this aban- 
donment, and involve hersclf in this dishonor and 


l 
ritory, but was granted, absolutely, and uncon- | 
ditionally, save with the one restricuon of trading į} 
with Spanish subjects, he asked, in the name of {) dc : ‘ 
common sense, he appealed to all those who had || disgrace. A conflict, then, must ensue if we assert 
a notion of the legal effect of treaties, what ipfiu- ii the right claimed by gentlemen. We are informed 
ence could a war have upon that right? Was he | by the Executive, that negotiations have ceased; 
to be told, and were they to endorse the doctrine that we have reached a point where all negotia- 
at this day, that when a nation enters into a con- |! nons are ended; that our title is to 54° 40'; and 
tract, when that contract is executed, and when |, that we must be prepared to stand up and defend 
the rights conveyed are vested perpetually, that a || these rights. , : ) 
war will work a divestiture of those rights, and an- |! notice; buthe asked of this House—at least of all 
nul that contract? Ifso, it was a new doctrine— those who would he unwilling to hold out to their 
it was anew era in the history of international | fellow-eilizens a claim of more than is our just due 
law! No such doctrine could be sustained. —to accompany that notice with a clear, distinct, 
Then he said that we took the Spanish tite, nd positive asscrlion as to the extent of these 
whatever it might be, charged with the conditions, | rights. [England will see, then, that we assert a 
encumbrances, and with all the restrictions that |; claim to that which is ours, and no more, 1f 
Spain put upon it before it passed into our hands. i! follows, how will we stand in the estimation of 
Now, let us stand upon our Spanish title, and how f mankind pos We have attempted time after time to 
are we to treat the question? We have the Span- |) negotiate this question; we have offered to com- 
ish title, it is true; but that tile is subject to the |: promise with you upon the line of right; you have 
right of making settlements on the part of Great f rejected it; it becomes necessary to dissolve this 
Briain. How can the question be settled ? We || convention; and in twelve months that portion of 
Wish now to make a division of the soil; we are no | the territory to which we are clearly entitled you 
longer willing to remain in joint occupancy. On mast jquit, and leave to us. if a conflict ee 
the one side, it is asserted that our right is perfect, | from our pursuing such a course, be nue the 
absolutc, and complete, to the whole territory. || nations of the earth will justify us, or we are 
He was willing to assert i forced into a war for the maintenance of a title 
for the American. people, 


for his constituents, and |: ced into ¢ n ' 
i which is indisputably ours; and we will be sustain- 
to the law of nations—every right which, accord- | 
ing to reason and justice, they possess; but no 


every right that accords | ; 

y 48 l ed not only by the American. people, bat by the 
ower on.earth could make him assert that we 
ave a right when that righi is negatived—neg 


opinion of mankind, and by the judgments of an 
atived by the law, negatived by contract; nor jj 


overruling Providence. Let us stand on the prin- 
ciples of justice and on our rights, and we shall 
ever triumph. But let us, on the contrary, assert 


He thought it became this House | 


Ile saw the necessity of giving this | 


If a war | 


| 
| 


f 
H 


| 
HI 
i 


i which I admire. 


| peaceful measure. 


claim to more thangs ourssget us negative.her right 
altogether, and say we- will drive her hence witha 
strong arm, (and that is about. the effect of this na- 
ked notice in conjunction with the deéclaration of 
the Executive that. our title is clear:and. unques- 


| tionable up to 54° 40',) and we cannot. elicit the 


sympathies of mankind. They will see that the 
position we occupy is in violation of the rights of 
others. He should fear, under such circumstances, 
to look to the Throne of Grace for success. 

Let us not, then, hold out the idea to the Ameri- 
can people, by giving this notice in its simple, un- 
qualified form, that our title is good to 54° 40’, 
we do, who can doubt that the consequence will 
be war? And he believed that the advocates of 
this notice thought that war would follow. 

One word more. He had intended simply to 
present his views upon the question of title; bie as 
he had a few minites remaining, he would allude 
to the sentiment that had been advanced, that the 
tree of liberty flourishes best when bedewed with 
blood, and the idea seemed to impart enthusiasm 
to the friends of the resolution. But such, Mr. 
Chairman, (said Mr. D.,) is not the tree of liberty 
On the contrary, if the tree of 
liberty under which I rest requires the blood. of me 
and mine to give it nourishment, I would sayy 
“Cut it down; why cumbereth it the ground?” 
The tree of liberty which I would cultivate grows 
best in peace and harmony, and under its shade 
all find content and happiness; for its defence, 
would I be willing, when assaulted by the hand of 
tyrany, to spill my blood. 

It might be—he trusted it would not be—that we 
should be involved in war. He did not believe we 
should be, if we would be content simply with our 
rights. But if war is to follow the maintenance of 
our just rights, why, then, Jet it come with all its 
horrors; for if we yield or abandon our rights for 
fear of war, we lose our position among the nations 
of the carth. Apply, then, the doctrine to Eng- 
land: will she ae her rights? Butif war, he 
repeated, be forced upon us, although he would 
not pass any encomium upon his constituents for 
their martial spirit, yet permit him to say in their 
behalf—and he believed he spoke their sentiments— 
they would not ask of their friends to borrow for- 
titude to bear thein up against its misfortunes. No. 
We would gather upon our beach, (said he,) be- 
side our native rock, against which the mad waves 
of * old ocean’? have beat for ages past without 
impression made, and still it stands and casts them 
back npon her own bosom, We would stand in 
like manner and drive back our foes, and make 
them seek the quiet of their passions in their own 
homes; we would meet the consequences, be they 
what they may. : 

True it was, that the exercise of the power to 
give the notice was purély a conventional right, 
and within itself was not warlike; it was entirely a 
But he was not entitled to the 
character of a prudent counsellor who would do an 
act merely because he may lawfully do it without 
regard to the consequences that must follow that 
act. Give the notice in-its simple, unqualified 
form, and we must negotiate or fight. We are told 
that negotiations are at an end; the alternative of 
war, then, only remains. If we must fight, let us 
beon the right side; let us assume the position in 
which we shall be justified in the eyes of the civil- 
ized world; and then the American people will 
have nothing to fear from England or from the 
world. ; 

Was he right or wrong? The decision of this 
question depended on the reading of. this article of 
the convention of Nootka sound.. If we depend 
upon discovery, England, it is admitted, had some 
rights and we had some. If we look to our Span- 


| ish title, the right of settlement is granted to Great 


Britain in the 3d article; the-4th and 5th articles 
make no restriction, no limitation upon this right 
of settlement. And war will not divest this right; 


i nothing but the consent of the grantee- will do it, 


unless the right is lost by the fortunes of war;.and 
ere we can take it by force from England, her power 
must be subverted and her throne be crumbled into 
atoms. A war, then, for the extermination of tlie 
iberty of one or the other of the Governments is 
the consequence of asserting our title to 54° 40". 
Shall we make this assertion, or not? The lives 
of thousands are involved in the decision of this 
question. Shall-we blindly and /rashly hazard 
mone lives without regard to the true state of our 
title? ce z 
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- Mr. DELANO, apologizing for obtruding him- 
self upon the attention.of the committee, remarked, 
that as he should inhi pro ity vote on this 
question against. many of those ‘individuals. with 
whom it was his ‘pride and his pleasure to act, he 
regarded it due“ to himself and his constituents 
briefly to state thé reasons which would govern 
his vote. He commented upon the magnitude and 
the national character of the question, and regarded 
it ay onein which the whole country, from east to 
west, from north: to south, were equally interest- 
ed, and one'Wwhose: decision should be uninfluenced 
by motives of a sectional or party character. - He 
apprehended, ‘however, that it had been forced 
upor the country by party considerations for the 
purpose of prompting the speed and giving velocity 

., to the probable success of the party now in power 

` in the administration of this country. ‘Were itnot 
for this, our citizens would be continuing quietly to 
wend their way to Oregon, and daily to strengthen 
our power there—our hearts vibrating in sympathy 
responsive to every touch of theirs, and unbroken 
by the heights of the mountains between us. But 
the question being before them, by whatever means, 
it now became their duty to come to such a de- 
cision as the rights and honor of the country de- 
manded at their hands. 

He now advanced to the precise question before 
the commitice; and having stated it, he said there 
were two considerations that ought to Influence 
them in its decision; one, the strength of our title, 
and the other, the effect which the giving the no- 
tice would have upon the country at large. The 
latter question he considered. one of great im- 
portance, and to it he should chiefly direct his re- 
marks. 

He proceeded, however, first, cursorily to run 


over the question of title. By the right of discovery | 


and exploration, setting aside any title we may 
have acquired from Spain, he believed we could 
claim an indisputable title to 49°—perhaps to 4949, 
north latitude. He would not be unwilling to take 
the aflirmative of this question in an action of eject- 
ment, and he would rest upon the strength of our 
litle, not upon the weakness of the title of our ad- 
versary, 

But we had rights beyond this—rights on which 
he placed some stress, In 1774 or 1775, Spain cx- 
plored the northwest coast of America as high up 
as 589, if not as high as GLO, north latitude. “‘Uhis 
exploration, he believed, was hastened on the part 
of Spain in consequence of a difficulty that occur- 
red between her and Great Britain some. time pre- 
vious to that in reference to the Falkland islands. 
Mr. D. proceeded to notice successively, and very 
briefly, the settlement made by Spain at Nootka 
sound; the difficulty arising between that Gov- 
ernment and England out of the seizure by the 
former of a vessel owned by citizens of the latter 
Government; the immediately subsequent assertion 
by Spain of her title to the whole territory; and 


the treaty of Nootka sound, in, which these dif- | 


culties terminated... By this treaty, he had heard 
it asserted’ on this’ floor, and. particularly by the 
gentleman: froni South: Carolina, [Mr. Houmes,] 
that Spain conceded: rights to Great Britain. He 
did not understand fromthe terms of that treaty 
that such was the case; but while Spain claimed 
the right of sovereignty to the entire country, and 
did not surrender it by the treaty, it was merely 
an agreement: on her part that between certain 
points, governed by certain restrictions, Great 
Britain might use and occupy the country jointly 
with her, 

Now, sir, (said Mr. D.) how does the case stand? 
We have acquired all the rights of Spain under the 
treaty of 1819. . If Spain had any claim to the ter- 
ritory, we have it from-her. : He agreed that it was 
necessary that discovery and exploration should 
be followed by actual settlement, in order to per- 


fect a title; for if it was not so followed, a sort of | 


statute of limitations would apply to the claim. 


But Great Britain could not set up any such lim- | 


itation asa bar to our claim. If two neighbors, 
having a claim to a piece of land, agreed to a joint 
“occupancy, would that enable one of the parties to 
set up.a mitation as a barrier to the claim of the 


other? The rights which Spain acquired fron dis- |i 


covery could not be divested from her while the 
treaty of joint occupancy was:in existence. - He 
alluded to the course of Great Britain in reference 
to-her right to Oregon in 1818. She then laid a 
‘claim. to the whole country and sovereignty over 
Thie was before we were possessed of the 


| Spanish title, and we then claimed it by the right 
of discovery and exploration in regard to the coun- 
try watered by the Columbia river. At that time 
Great Britain set up a claim to sovereignty over 
the country; but in 1827 she abandoned the claim | 
to sovereignty, and went back to her Nootka | 
sound treaty, and claimed merely the right of set- | 


j 
i 
H 


claimed no exclusive sovereignty over any portion 
of that territory. Her present claim was not in 
respect to any part, but the whole, and was lim- | 
ited to a right of joint occupancy in common with 
other States, leaving the right of exclusive domin- 
ion in abeyance. ‘he rights claimed by Great 
Britain in this territory were defined in the follow- | 


«That the respective subjects of the two parties ! 
*ghould not be disturbed or molested either in nav- 
‘igating or carrying on their fisheries in the Pa- 
‘cific ocean, or in the South seas, or in landing on 
‘the coasts of those seas, in places not already 
‘occupied, for the purpose of carrying on their 
“commerce with the natives of the country, or of | 
‘making settlements there; that in all places where 
‘ the subjects of either shall have made settlements 
t since the month of April, 1789, or shall hereafter 
‘make any, the subjects of the other shall have | 


“any molestation.” 

Could we not go back and take our stand pre- 
cisely where Spain stood at the date of this treaty ? 
Which was the best title then, that of Spain or 


could be availed of, and we were entitled to take 


tlement under that treaty. Great Britain now jj 


ing provisions of the Nootka sound treaty, to wit: | 


‘ free access, and shall carry on their trade without |! 


Great Britain? No neglect on the part of Spain | 
ji suflering, and that the proper remedy for it wou 


which would necessarily lead to awar. He thought 


ii that the proper course to pursue was, to sweep 


| away all the impediments which were now before 
us in the way of occupying and settling the coun- 
| try, and afterwards to take such steps as prudence, 
| caution, and justice should demand. So far as the 
| notice was concerned, we should have justice on 
our side. Let us give this notice, (said Mr. D.,) 
| and give it now; for a neglect to do it would ulti- 
i mately lead to the most evil consequences. 
What was our situation now? Were we not 
i involved in the disastrous consequences of a long 
| delay in the settlement of this question? Themis- 
| fortune was that at the Baltimore convention it was 
| necessary to make some new issues. The South 
was anxious to obtain T'exas, and it was necessary 
for the success of the party to gratify the South. 
But this could not be done without seasoning the 
| dish in such a way as to make it palatable to other 
| sections of the country, and, therefore, Oregon was 
thrown into it to make it go down. Let us not 
(said Mr. D.) keep up this question as a plaything 
for political parties. lt might feed the fury of 
party strife, but it would be destructive of the best 


| interests of the country. The notice ought to ke 
' given, with the view to take the question out of the 


hands of politicians and party men. 
The honorable chairman of the Committee on 

| Territories, (Mr. Doverass,] had said that we 
were now ina fever. It was true we were ina fe- 
ver, and he much wished that the fever might be 
| abated. Any competent ae would pro- 
nounce ita burning fever under which we were 


d 


the same position which Spain had at the time of 
the Nootka sound treaty. 


tional lawyer, but these were the views whieh he 


Fle did not profess to be a profound constitu- | 


i| be to take away the cause of the fever. If we left 
i| the question open another year, what would be the 
consequence? We should have another message, 
i| with a disquisition of several pages, and claimmg 


had been led, by much reflection, to take of this || the whole of Oregon and recommending the notice. 
subject. Efe had said all he had intended to siy i! Where, then, would be the commerce and the bu- 
on this point, and he had submitted the consider- || sincss of this country, if this state of agitation 
ations which should govern his actions, whether iH should be continued? 
they were worth anything or nothing. i} He had no fear that our President was in favor 
It had been said that we had various other titles |; of a war. He had no doubt that he desired a 
ander which we could claim Oregon, without refer- || peaceable and just settlement of this question. 
ence to the tides whieh he had maintained. In the ji Lhe President’s principles and views in regard to 
first place, it was said that we had a title under ji a reform of the tariff would prevent him from seek- 


} 
| 


Adani’s will, In the next place, manifest destiny, 
A third title we 


hit was said, had given us a title. 


tleman, from the will of the Creator. He (Mr. D.) 
had heard it suggested that no title, under a will, 
could vest until the testator was dead; and there- 
fore he was disposed to doubt whether we could 
derive any claim from the last-mentioned title. He 
did not claim Oregon upon any such ground. Nor 
did he recognise the ttle supposed to be derived 
from our manifest desuny. He greatly feared that 
doctrine of manifest destiny. Ele feared that it was 
one that would delude us into extravagant and 
disastrous measures. It was said of glory that it 
was like a circle in the water, always enlarging it- 
self, until it was at last lost. So it had been said, 


had spread, and were spreading, and would con 
| tinue to spread from generation to generation. Ffe 
i feared this system of spreading, for it must ulti- 
mately lead to the destruction of the country. Its 
identity would be lost. Hie would not press the ac- 
quisition of any territory not properly belonging to 
us, for he believed that such acquisitions wouid ulti- 
mately do us more harm than good. Mr. D. made 
some reference to the acquisition of Texas, for 


jit would extend the area of freedom. One of his 
ybjections to Texas annexation was, that it was 
| founded upon a doctrine that would ultimately lead | 
i —as had, indeed, been admitted—to an extension j 
of our territory over the whole continent. He | 
‘greatly feared that this was now a growing senti- 
| ment. He would not add any new territory, but 
' for that which he had already he would contend as į 
well against the strong as against the weak, haz- 
| arding for it even a war, if necessary. 

What would be the effect of this notice? He 
thought that it would be salutary and amicable. He 
| did not apprehend that it would give occasion for 
awar. But it was said the measures which would | 
necessarily follow it would lead to war. - That 
(My. D. said) would depend very much upon what 
we should do after giving the notice. It could 
hardly be supposed that two nations, in forming a | 


had derived, according to the suggestion of one sen- i 
> S 3s S 


in this debate, that the people of the United States | 


| which there was no apology in the pretension that | 


ing to plunge the country into a war. 

It was said that this notice would lead to awar, 
i but he had seen and heard no evidence by which he 
| could be convinced of that, Whence came this cry 
| of war? It came from a quarter where, as he had 
| always supposed, men were born insensible to fear; 
|| from those who carried their hearts in their hands; 
| and from those who were also equally willing to go 
| into a conflict for a just right with Great Britain as 

with Mexico, 
|, These gentlemen now told us of the dangers and 
|| disasters of war, and the power and resources of 
|, our contemplated enemy. One gentleman had told 
ius that making the circuit of the globe he could 
i hear the morning and evening drums of England 
| from the rising to the setting of the sun, 

All this (said Mr. D.) is fantasy. Gentlemen 
were certainly dreaming, and not speaking of re- 
‘alities. Another gentleman had deseried in the 
heavens a dark, lowering cloud, rising from Ore- 
| gon, and darting out bayonets, and bomb-shells, 
jand red-hot shot. ‘This was a vision; and as it 
| came from an elderly gentleman, it might be said 
i that “our old men saw visions,” as in the other 
| case itmight be as justly said that “ our young men 
| dreamed dreams.” Certainly these gentlemen 
i were much more subject to the application of these 

quotations than was the venerable gentleman from 
ı Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] to whom it had 
| been in part applied by the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia, [Mr. Hunrer.] No, sir, (said Mr. D.,) a 
| Notice will not produce a war; and the danger of a 
| war, as resulting from it, could not be objected to 
|its adoption, even if it should be admitted that 
| such danger was to be the criterion of our action. 
i But, according to his view of the matter, the con- 
| Sequences of this course were not Lo be considered 
| when we were claiming our just rights. In every 
question in which our national rights were involved, 
he would. support them, without stopping to in- 
quire how potent might be that nation which dis- 
puted them. 

_As to the manner in which the notice should be 
i given, he declared himself to be in favor of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 


{ 


í 
j 
i 


| treaty for an amicable settlement of a question, j 
should introduce a stipulation, a compliance with | 


i 


Hirrrp,] to wit: that we should give the Presi- 
dent the power to give the notice whenever he 
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might think it proper. This question has been 
pressed upon us in consequence of its agitation at 
the Baltimore convention. But it was now here, 
and he did not wish to put it in the power of the 
President to say that he was prevented from carry- 
ing out his views by the opposition of the Whigs. 
The discretionary power which he. thus proposed 
to give to the President could not be exerted in a 
manner to endanger the interests of the country. 
Tt could not be supposed that the President wanted 
a war. If he did wanta war, he had ample means 
of provoking it without this notice, 

One of his colleagues on the other side of the 
House had expressed his desire that this discretion 
should not be given to the President, but that the 
power should be exercised by Congress. His 
colleague wanted some more humbug about this 
affair, although the party use made of the question 
had put the country in the position in which it 
now was. Gentlemen had now found out who 
James K. Polk was. If they had learned the 
Whigs who he was before they had found out 
themselves, they were not to. blame the Whigs for 
it. He (Mr. D.) was perfectly willing to give the 
power to the President, to do whatever, in this 
matter, the interest and honor of the country might 
require in his estimation. He would leave his 
action unrestrained, and then, before God and his 
country, he would hold him responsible for what 
he did. 

lt had been said that we of the North now go 


for Oregon upon sectional ground; that we wish | 


to extend our population, territory, and power, 
and therefore make this our question. 

Something had also been said in reference to 
hostility to southern institutions as a motive of our 
action. If the charge of sectional considerations 
was intended to apply to his colleague, [understood 
to be Mr. Gippives,] he would say that he did not 
deserve the charge. Shall we (said Mr. D.) be 
accused of sectional motives? I deny the charge. 
He called upon gentlemen to answer for their own 
declarations and deeds before they accused the 
friends of Oregon of sectional motives. He (Mr. 
D.) was not here at the last session, when the de- 
bates on this subject took place; but hearing his 
own country traduced by the accusation of acting 
under sectional feelings, he thought that he would 
refer back to the debates of the late session, and 
see what had been said on that occasion. 

The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
tormes] had said: 

“ Let the South look to it. He warned them 
€ that if the area of southern interests and southern 
t growth was to be thus circumscribed, while the 
‘area for northern expansion was stretched beyond 
“the Rocky mountains, until the western hunter 
“and the northern emigrant should lave their wear 
‘limbs in the waters of the calm Pacific, the South 
“would indeed be wretched. 

“It is no time for the South to pause, to tem- 
‘ porize, to compromise. The time for safe con- 
“cession has gone by; opinions are arrayed; the 
«South must meel the crisis; Texas is the stake; 

“< Here must we stand, 
And breast us to the shock.*”? 

Would any one accuse him and his friends of 
sectional sentiments after such declarations as 
these? And the object of these declarations was 
to extend and perpetuate the existence of slavery. 
These gentlemen now charge us with sectional 


views. He hurled back the charge. If the charge |; 
applied to any party or portion of the country, it į 


was not to him and his friends. ; 

He (Mr. D.) would say that ‘‘ this was not the 
time for the North to pause, to temporize, or to 
compromise. The time for safe concession had 
gone by; opinions were arrayed; the North must 
meet the crisis; Oregon was the stake; and 


«“ Here must we stand, 
And breast us to the shock.” 


And I (concluded Mr. D.) will do all that lies 
in my power to sustain the North in this position. 
Mr. RHETT then obtained the floor; when 

A motion was made that the committee rise, on 
which a quorum did not vote. 
Another count was called for. 


voted. 
The committee rose and reported the fact. 
The SPEAKER having taken the chair, 
Mr. HENLEY moved a call of the House; 
ending which 
PA motion was made by Mr. STEPHENS (at a 
quarter past 4 o’clock, p. m.) to adjourn; on which 


No quorum 


the yeas and nays were taken, and resulted as 
follows: For the adjournment, 45; against it, 65. 

And so the House refused to adjourn. 

The call moved by Mr. Henuex was then or- 
dered. Ý 

And the Clerk commenced to call the roll; when 

Mr. RHETT moved to dispense with the call. 
Carried. 

Mr. R. then moved to go into Committee of the 
Whole 

The CHAIR said the motion could not be put 
in the absence of a quorum, 

Mr. COBB moved a recess till half past 7 
o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. WINTHROP raised, as a question of order, 
that, in the absence of a quorum, the motion for 
an evening session was not in order: the only 
thing which the House could do was to adjourn, 
or to take measures to compel the attendance of 
absent members. 

The CHAIR ruled in favor of the point raised 
by Mr. WINTHROP. 

Mr. VANCE then moved an adjournment, (20 
minutes to 5 o’clock.) : 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted as 
follows: For the adjournment 59, against it 53. 
Just a quorum. 

And the House adjourned till to-morrow, at 10 
o'clock, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 6, 1846. 

The House, in pursuance of its order of yester- 
day, met at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that the read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with, 

Mr. RATHBUN asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘Mr. McILVAINE (remarking that nothing like 
& quorum was present) moved that the House ad- 

ourm. 
‘ Mr. McKAY asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES inquired whether 
the reading of the Journal had been dispensed 
with. 

Mr. RATHBUN said, if the gentleman who 
had made that motion would withdraw it—— 

‘The SPEAKER interposed, and said that, from 
the present appearence of the House, it would not 
be in order to read the Journal, 

The pending question was on the motion to ad- 
| journ. 

: Mr. G. W. JONES moved that there be a call 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER said, the motion to adjourn 
would take precedence over a motion that there be 
a call of the House. 

The question, ‘* Will this House adjourn ?”’ was 
then taken, and decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashmun, Mellvaine, and 
W ovodworth—3. 

NAYS—Messrs, S. Adams, Arnold, Biggs. 
James A. Black, John H. Campbell, Reuben 
| Chapman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, Culver, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Fries, Giddings, 
Giles, Hilliard, George S. Houston, Hungerford, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Leib, Long, McClean, McClelland, Me- 
Kay, Barclay Martin, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, 
Norris, Parish, Perrill, Pollock, Price, Rathbun, 
Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Runk, Suwyer, Seammon, 
Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, Truman 
Smith, Stephens, St. John, Strohm, Strong, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, James Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Wheaton, Woodward, Yancey, and Yell— 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

But no quorum voted, [though a number of mem- 
bers entered the hall ad iteri:.] 

The SPEAKER said there was evidently a quo- 
rum present, and the Journal might now be read. 

The motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, that its i 
reading be dispensed with, was then renewed; and 
the question being taken— 

The SPEAKER announced that the reading of | 
the Journal had been dispensed with. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. VANCE insisted on the reading of the Jour- | 
nal. 


The SPEAKER ‘said that, by a vote of two- 
thirds, the reading could be dispensed, and, ars 
cording to the sound: upomthe ear of the Speaker, 
two-thirds had so Votel. : S 

Mr. VANCE called for adivision, which. was 
taken; and the vote stood—yeas 66, noes 40. “' 

So two-thirds of those present did not vote in 
the affirmative. sa 

But no quorum voted. E 

The SPEAKER said there was evidently a quo- 
rum present. . 

The motion that the reading of the Journal be 
dispensed with was thereupon withdrawn. ; 

nd the Journal of yesterday was read and 
proved. 


+ 


OREGON. 


Whereupon, the House, on motion of Mr. Me- ., 
KAY, resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Trszarts, of Ken- 
tucky, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the joint resolution of notice. 

Mr. RHETT, who was entitled to the floor 
from last evening, rose and said he had obtained 
the floor for the purpose of completing the obser- 
vations which he was unable to go through when 
he occupied the attention of the House formerly 
upon the bill for raising a regiment of mounted 
riflemen. He had then touched only on one branch 
of the subject; and he had intended now to speak’ 
upon the question of title. But it was thought that 
there was a degree of impropriety that he should 
speak in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, when he had previously spoken up- 
on this subject on the bill which he had mentioned. 
Under these circumstances, being incapable of 
offending a sense of justice, and much less of. im- 
propriety in his course of conduct, he should there- 
fore decline addressing the committee, 

[Various cries of ‘Go on,” “ go on:”] 


Mr. R. resumed his seat. 


Mr. J. DAVIS obtained the floor; but proposed 
to yield to Mr. Ruert, if that gentleman would 
now go on with his remarks. 

Mr. RHETT again declined. It was impossi- 
ble for him (he said) to violate what he conceived 
to be the very plainly-expressed opinion of gentle- 
men on this floor. wes a 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS addressed the com- 
mittee during the hour. He knew. not (he: said) 
whether he more regretted the time at which this 
discussion has been introduced, or the manner in 
which it has been conducted. We were engaged 
in delicate and highly important negotiations with 
Mexico, the end of which we had hopea would 
be an adjustment of our boundary on terms the 
vast advantage of which it would :be dificult to 
estimate. If, sir, (said Mr. D.,) by this exciting. 
discussion we shall hereafter find that we have lost 
the key to the commerce of the Pacific, none who 
hears me will live long enough to cease from his 
regrets for the injury our country has sustained. 
Again, sir; along peace has served to extend the 
bonds of commerce throughout the civilized world, 
drawing nations from remote quarters of the globe 
into friendly alliance and that mutual dependence 
which promised a lasting peace and unshackled 
commerce. In the East, there appeared a rain- 
bow which promised that the waters of national 
jealousy and proscription were about to recede 
from the face of the earth, and- the spirit of free 
trade to move over the face.thereof. But this, sir, 
is a hope not so universally cherished in this 
House as I could desire. We have even been told 
that one of the advantages to result from war will 
be emancipation from the manufacturers of Man- 
chester and Birmingham. 

I hope, sir, the day is far distant when meas- 
ures of peace or war will be prompted by section- 
al or class interests. War, sir, is a dread alterna- 
tive, and should be the last resort; but when de- 
manded for the maintenance of the honor. of the 
country, or for the security and protection.of our 
citizens against outrage by other Governments, I 
trust we shall not sit here. for weeks to discuss 
the propriety, to dwell upon the losses,-or paint 
the horrors of war. ; 

Mr. Chairman, it has been asserted that the peo- 
ple demand action, and we must advance. Whilst, 
sir, I admit the propriety of looking to-and reflect- 
ing public opinion, especially upon -a` question 
which is viewed as deciding between peace or. war, 
T cannot respond to the opinion, nor consent to 
govern my conduct by the idea, that..the public 
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man who attempts to stem.the current of-a war 
excitement must. be borne down, sacrificed on the 
altar of public indignation. Sir, may the day never. 
come when’ there. will be so-little of public virtue 
and. patriotic. devotion among: the representatives | 
of ‘the péople, that any demagogue who chooses 
to make violent and unfounded appeals to. raise a 
war clamor in the- country “will be allowed, unop- 
posed, to. mislead. the people as to-the true ques- 
‘tions al issue, and: to rule: their representatives 
through their love of. place and political timidity. 

. Mr. Chairman, i have been struck with sur- 
prise, only exceeded-by mortification, at the free- 
dom: with which disgrace and dishonor have. been 
mingled with the name of our country. Upon one 
side, to give notice, and, involve the country in a 

war, is disgrace; upon the other side, not to give 
notice, to rest in our present position, is dishonor. 
And my colleague [Mr. Taomrson] says “notice” 
is the only way to avoid war; that to extend our 
laws over our people in Oregon is war—a war of 
disgrace. Sir, whence comes this decision, this 
new light upon the Oregon question? The leaders 
in the Oregon movement, in other times, held dif- 
ferent views. And, sir, the discussions upon Or- 
egon, at former periods, would certainly not suf- 
fer by a comparison with ours; nor, sir, did the 
commissioners who. negotiated the convention of 
joint occupancy, either English or American, so 
understand it. 

Mr. Gallatin has recently called public attention 
to the fact, that in 1827, our plenipotentiary re- 
fused to agree to any express provision that, in 
extending the convention of 1818, neither party 
should exercise any exclusive sovereignty over 
the territory. The probability that it might be- 
come necessary for the United States to establish 
a territorial or some sort of government over their 
own citizens was explicitly avowed. Sir, by dis- 
covery, exploration, and possession, we claimed 
exclusive sovereignty over the valley of the Co- | 
lumbia, and our exclusive possession as against 
England was admitted by the restoration of our 
posts in Oregon—the formal, actual surrender of 
Astoria. The convention for joint right to trade 
in Oregon did not destroy our exclusive possession 
of a part, nor limit the rights or powers we might | 
exercise within their former bounds; and chat this 
is the British construction, is sufficiently apparent 
by the assertion of rights as derived from the Noot- 
ka convention over the same territory. 

Nothing can be more demonstrable than the un- 
fitness of joint-occupation rights tè an agricultural 
people. it was not designed so to operate, but 
was designed for a country in the hands of hunt- 
ers, trappers, and Indian traders. 

The Hudson Bay Company, so often represent- 
ed as colonizing Oregon, -bas interests directly op- 

osed to agricultural settlements. The SE 

ave been (if my information is correct) aided in 
establishing themselves on the south side of Oregon. 
Fur-trading companies usually require their dis- 
charged hands to.leave the country, and resist, in- 
stead of- promoting, -colonization—of necessity 
destructive to-their trade... The Puget Sound Com- 
pany is agricultural, and its settlements are in vio- 
lation of our convention with England; and the 
notice required is to forbid such infraction of the 
treaty. That no right to plant colonies can be de- 
duced from the conventions of 1818 and 1827 is too 
plain to admit of argument. The claim, if any, 
must be drawn from the convention between Eng- 
land and Spain, called the Nootka convention. If 
that convention be still in force, it must be because | 
it. was the declaration of rights, not the grant of jj 
advantages; and thus, for the sake of argument, I | 
will consider it. 

That Spain had the. exclusive right of occupa- 
tion on the northwest -coast of America, as far as 
her discoveries extended, was not denied; but the 
question was, Had she, without having occupied 
the country, an exclusive sovereignty over it? 
Denying this pretension of Spain, Great Britain 
demanded indemnification for the seizure of Brit- 
ish vessels at Nootka sound by the Spanish au- 
thorities. This led to the agreement upon which 
Great Britain has built her claim- to territory in 
the Oregon country. Before entering upon the 
consideration of the terms of the convention itself, 
J willrefer to the events that led to it, 

‘Long before the voyage of Meares, the port of 
Nootka sound was known to the Spanish naviga- 
tors. It was the usual resort.of the trading vessels 
inthe north Pacific. Meares, in 1788, visited it, ji 


| which completes the claim of construction, is the 


| land, a joint right-of trade and settlement; this be- 


i thenceforward possession matures into right on the 


| necessary to promote good order, and encourage | 


and built a vessel there. For the use of his men, 
he erected a hut on the shore, by permission of the 
Indian king, and threw some defences around it, 
enclosing (according to Vancouver) about an acre 
of land. Meares, in return for the kindness. of- 
the Indian, (Maquinna,) gave him a pair of pis- 
tols. In his narrative, he gives a detailed account 
of the transaction, but does not call it a purchase ; 
that was an after-thought, and first figured in his 
memorial. Sir, if there had been nothing beyond 
the narrative of Meares, the temporary character 
of his location would be fully established. There 
it appears that when about to sail, leaving a part 
of his men behind him, he bribed the Indian king, 
by offering him the reversion of the hut and chat- 
tels on shore, to permit his men to remain in peace, 
and complete the building of the vessel they had 
commenced. 

To show the character of Meares, the purpose 
of his voyages in the north Pacific, and the coun- 
try along which Great Britain claimed the right to 
trade, I will refer to the work of an Englishman, 
cotemporary with Meares, and one of the most en- 
terprising of the navigators of the north Pacific. 
Itis “ Dixon’s Voyage around the World.’? Thus 
it appears that Meares was a fur-trader, and of 
poor character for his calling; and more important 
still, it appears that the coast, from Cook’s river 
to King George’s sound, was the extent of the re- 
gion in which British cruisers traded. This, taken 
in connexion with the 5th article of the Nootka 
convention, serves to fix the latitude in which joint 
settlement would be permitted. 

The message of the King of Great Britain, com- 
municating the transaction at Nootka, refers only 
to the seizure of vessels; not a word about lands 
of which British subjects had been dispossessed. 

And when the proposition to vote an address of 
thanks to his Majesty for the conduct and success- 
ful termination of the negotiation, neither in the 
House of Lords or Commons did any one claim 
an acquisition of territory; and to the bitter irony 
and severe assaulls of Mr. Fox upon the position 
in which the territorial pretensions of England had 
been left, his great rival, Mr. Pitt, then minister, 
made no reply, but pressed the commercial ad- 
vantages gained by England. 

‘Lhe only link remaining to be supplied, and 


examination and final action of Quadra and Van- 
couver, when sent as commissioners to carry out 
the first article of the convention. 

If, then, no tracts of land could be found which 
had been purchased by Meares; if no buildings of 
which he had been dispossessed, and the Spanish 
flag. was never struck to that of Great Britain, 
Spain still maintaining her settlement at Nootka; 
the parallel north of which the joint right of set- 
tlement exists must be drawn through the northern 
extremity of Quadra and Vancouver’s island; the 
established rule of nations being, that settlement 
on an island is held to extend to the whole of the 
island. 

Oregon territory, then, is divided into a portion 
where we have possession above the treaty, and 
over which we can exercise all the rights not in- 
consistent with the trade permitted to England; 
another portion, in which, admitting the Nootka 
convention to be still in force, we have, with Eng- 


ing limited to the south by a line down through 
the head of the Quadra and Vancouver island. 
Between these portions, if there be any territory, 
it is in the condition of a joint right in England and 
the United States to occupy for fur trade, and the 
agricultural settlements are in violation of the spirit 
of the treaty. 

Whenever the joint right by convention ceases, 
we must at once assert our exclusive right, or 


part of Great Britain. 
the convention the title remains unimpaired; we 
are in possession; can establish over the undisputed 
part of the territory whatever regulations may be 


emigration of agriculturists. Between England 
and the United States, the party having bread in 
Oregon must triumph. 

No army can be sustained there for any consid- 
erable time by either country if the food must be 
transported from abroad to support it. 

Never had man better right to ery ‘save me from 


my friends” than the President of the United States 
on this occasion. His positive recommendation | 


has been made subordinate to his suggestion. He 
has urged to. extend. protection to our citizens in. 
Oregon, but advised ‘that notice be given to ter- 
minate the treaty of joint occupancy for reasons 
given. All this: has. been. reversed, and the posi- 
tive, unqualified declaration of a perfect title to the 
whole of Oregon up to 540 40’. comes strangely 
from those who claim to support an Administra- 
tion that has offered nearly the same compromise 
line which had been time and again:proposed by 
his predecessors. Sir, for the honor-of my. coun- 
try, I hope that we have not been for thirty years 
negotiating when there was no. conflicting claim; 
and for past as for the present Executive, I utterly 
deny that they have ever proposed to cede away a 
part of the territory, when our tiile was complete, 
to appease the voracious demands of England. It 
was a difficult and doubtful question; it was the 
adjustment of an undefined boundary. If the Pres- 
ident should find himself compelled to close this 
question in twelve months, without any appropri- 
ation, without any preparation, he will be con- 
strained to choose between compromise or war 
measures with the country unprepared. This will 
be the result of our action; and if he should effect 
a treaty by such a boundary as will not compromit 
the honor of the country, I for one—much, sir, as 
I wish to retain the whole territory—will give my 
full support as heretofore, and prepare for my 
share of whatever responsibility attaches. Sir, 
why has the South been assailed in this discus- 
sion? Has it been with the hope of sowing dis- 
sension between us and our western friends? ‘Thus 
far, I think it has failed. Why the frequent refer- 
ence to the conduct of the South on the Texas 
question? Sir, those who have made reflections 
on the South, as having sustained Texas annexa- 
tion from sectional views, have been of those who 
opposed that great measure, and are most eager for 
this, The suspicion is but natural in them. But, 
sir, let me tell them that this doctrine of the politi- 
cal balance between different portions of the Union 
is no southern doctrine. We, sir, advocated the 
annexation of Texas from high national considera- 
tions; it was nota mere southern question; it lay 
coterminous to the Western States, and extended 
as far north as the 42d degree of latitude; nor, sir, 
do we wish to divide the territory of Oregon; we 
would preserve it all for the extension of our 
Union, We would notarrest the onward progress 
of our pioneers. We would not, as has been done 
in this debate, ask why our citizens have left the 
repose of civil government and gone to Oregon? 
We find in it but that energy which has heretofore 
been characteristic of our people, and which has 
developed much that has illustrated our history. 
It is the onward progress of our people towards the 
Pacific, which alone can arrest their westward 
march; and on the banks of which, to use the idea 
of our lamented Linn, the pioneer will sit down to 
weep that there are no more forests to subdue. 
Sir, the gentleman from Missouri has, in claiming 
credit to different States for services in time past, 
wandered round Mississippi, and passed over it un- 
noticed. I wish not to eulogize my State, but, thus 
drawn to my notice, let me tell him that at Pensa- 
cola, at Bowyer, in the Creek campaigns, and on 
the field to which he specially alluded, (New Or- 
leans,) the people of Mississippi have performed 
services that give earnest for the future, and relieve 
her sons of the necessity of offering pledges for 
her. It was Mississippi dragoons, led by her 
gallant Hinds, that received from the commanding 
general the high commendation of having been the 
admiration of one army and the wonder of the 
other. 

itis as the representative of a high-spirited and 
patriotic people that I am called on to resist this 
war clamor. My constituents need no such excite- 


r ; | ments to prepare their hearts for all that patriotism 
During the continuance of 


demands. Whenever the honor of the country de- 
mands redress, whenever its territory is invaded, 
if then it shall be sought to intimidate by the fiery 
cross of St. George—if then we are threatened with 
the unfolding of English banners, if we resent or 
resist—from the gulf shore to the banks of that 
great river—throughout the length and breadth, 
Mississippi will come. And whether the question 
be one. of northern or southern, of eastern or west- 
ern aggression, we will not stop to count the cost, 
butact as becomes the descendants of those who, in 
the war of the Revolution, engaged in unequal strife 
to aid our brethren of the North in redressing their 
injuries, 
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Sir, we are the exposed portion of the Union, 
and nothing has been done by this Government 
adequate to our protection. Yet, sir, in the lan- 
guage of our patriotic Governor on a recent occa: 
sion, if “* war comes, though it bring blight and 
desolation, yet we are ready for the crisis.” We 
despise malign predictions, such as the member } 
from Ohio who spoke early in these debates, made, 
and turn to such sentiments as those of another | 
member from that State, the gentleman near me, 
In these was recognised the feelings of our western 
brethren, who, we doubt not, whenever the demand 
shall exist, will give proof of such valor as on for- 
mer occasions they have shown; and if our plains 
should be invaded, they will come down to the foe 
like a stream from the rock. 

Sir, when ignorance and fanatic hatred assail our 
domestic Institutions, we try to forgive them for the 
sake of the righteous among the wicked—our nat- 
ural allies, the Democracy of the North. We turn 
from present. hostility to former friendship—from 
recent defection, to the time when Massachusetts 
and Virginia, the stronger brothers of our family, 
stood foremost and united to defend our common 
rights. From sive to son has descended the love 
of our Union in our hearts, as in our history are 
mingled the names of Concord and Camden, of 
Yorktown and Saratoga, of Moultrie and Platts- 
burg, of Chippewa and Erie, of Bowyer and Guil- |! 
ford, and New Orleans and Bunker Hill. Group- 
ed together, they form a monument to the common 
glory of our common country. And where is the 
southem man who would wish that monument 
were less by one of the northern names that con- 
stitute the mass? Who, standing on the ground 
made sacred by the blood of Warren, could allow 
sectional feeling to curb his enthusiasm as he look- 
ed upon that obelisk which rises a monument to 
freedom’s and his country’s triumph, and stands 
a type of the time, the men, and the event that it 
commemorates, built of material that mocks the 
waves of time, without niche or moulding for par- 
asiie or creeping thing to rest on, and pointing 
like a finger to the sky to raise man’s thoughts to 
philanthropic and noble deeds, 

Mr. GEO. S. HOUSTON said he should have 
omitted a participation in this debate at present, | 
had it not been for the peculiar circumstances 
which surrounded him as one of the representa- 
tives of Alabama. He knew that similar apolo- 
gies were used by very many gentlemen, and might 
not generally mect full credence; but he repeated 
that he felt it due alike to himself and to bis con- 
slitucnts to give some of the reasons which would 
justify and direct his vote upon this occasion, 

He did not intend at all to contribute, if he conid 
help it, to any effort that seemed to some extent į 
to have been made in this House to make this a j| 
sectional or a party question. And while he dis- 
approved of the remarks originally made by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Kina,] in the 
same spirit of frankness, he meant to pk Jis 
disapprobation of the remarks in reply thereto of 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Raerr,] and his own colleague [Mr. Yaxcey.] 
This was a question—and he wished to sce itso 
treated—which soared above all party and all sec- 
tional considerations. And itastonished him that 
gentlemen from the West should have treated it at į 
all in this manner. He considered that this and 
the Texas question were both national questions, | 
affecting equally all portions of the country. 

He had heard a good deal said about a war party | 
and a peace party, but that was all stuff. He did 
not believe there was a war party and a peace par- 
ty inthis ITouse. True, the course of some gen- 
tlemen in this House might result in war, and the 
course of others might be better caleulated to pre- 
serve peace; yet that they had in view to produce 
war, he did not believe there was such a party in 
this House. f , 

A good deal had been said about reading out of 
the Democratie church members of the Democratie 
party. They all, if they were honest in their pro- 
fessions, stood on the same broad basis he occupied, 
and they had the same right to read him out. And 
he condemned the remarks of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,] if they were correctly 
understood by the honorable gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia, (Mr. Bayzy,] who attempted, as was charged 
upon the genileman, to interfere between the rep- 
resentatives from Virginia and their constituents. 
But he believed the gentleman was misunderstood 
in such a construction, Mr. H. claimed that all 
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should exercise their judgments on every question 
which came up for consideration and decision. He 
knew that a sort of spirit of il-feeling prevails at 
times among the members of the Democratic party, 
as well as the Whig party; and he knew that on 
another very important question, which was sct- 
tled at the last session of Congress, there was some 
disposition on the part of certain gentlemen to rend 
out other members of the Democratic party, be- 
eause their opinions differed. While he condemn- 
ed—while he disapproved totally, entirely—the 
course of their friends who did not stand with them 
upon the Texas question, he did not consider it his 
province, nor was it his desire, to interfere between 
them and their constituents. And he took the same 
position in reference to this question. He did not 
pretend to make this question of notice the dividing 
line of democracy and whigery. He nist say this, 
however, in reference to the remarks of one gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [My.Gentry,] who condemn- 
ed the fecling that seemed to exhibit itself in some | 
parts of this Eouse, calculated to excite party feel- 

ings on this question. And what course did the 

gentleman himself pursue? Why, he was the first 

member who had made it boldly, avowedly, an Ad- 

ministration and an anti-Administration question— 

he first who had characterized it as an Adminis- 

ration measure, and had come up in opposition to 

it, and made his attacks upon it because it was a 

Administration measure. 

Another gentleman [Mr. Cocxr] had commented | 
on the course of the present governor of Tennesssec | 
at the last session of Congress, and had quoted 
that gendeman’s opinion, as imbodied in his re- 
port as chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
that this was purely an Executive question, in 
which Congress had no right to interfere. But he 
regretted that that honorable member was not now 
in his seat, as he wished to call his attention to the 
fact that he had omitted to read a paragraph in 
that report (of Mr. A. V. Brown) immediately suc- 
ceeding that which he had read, and which mate- 
nally changed the view which the gentleman rep- | 
resented himas having taken. 

Mr. H. read the paragraph referred to, in which 
he said the then chairman of the Committee on 
‘Territories [Mr. Brown] went on to argue that, as 
negotiations were then in progress, connecting that 

1e principal reason, with his doubt upon 
stion of the power of Congress, he declined 
ss the question of notice. But there was 
another ciremmstance to which thegendeman should 
have referred. Afterwards, when the notice was 
incorporated in the bill of the last session, the rec- 
ord showed that that same gentleman, the chair- 
man of the Committee on ‘Territories, voted for the | 
bill, Was that not giving his sanction to the power 
of the House and of Congress to act upon this 
subject? 

But he wished a little further to examine the; 
matter of this report of the last session. T'he pres- 
ent chairman of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, [Mr. TissarTs,] as well as 
he himself, (Mr. H.,) were upon that committee, 
and were perhaps somewhat implicated in this 
matter. He (Mir. H.) was much engaged at the 
last session on the Commitiee on Public Lands, 
and attended the sessions of the Committee on 
‘Territories but little. He did not remember that 
he heard that report read in committee. But how | 
did it happen that the gentleman from Tennessce | 
had omitted to state that his honorable colleague | 
now inhiseye, [Mr. M. Browy,} wasalsoa mem- | 
ber of that committee? And if he (Mr. H.) as- | 
sented to the principles of that report, surely the 
gentleman’s colleague also assented to them. So 
if there was any inconsistency, any culpability 
connected with this matter, the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee was equally involved. 

Mr. M. BROWN rose to make an explanation, 
and was proceeding to say a few words, when 

Mr. HOUSTON, learning from the chairman 
that this interruption would be counted in his time, 
declined to yield. 

Mr. BROWN, still being on the flour, remarked 
that he apprehended that the gentleman dreaded an 
explanation more than the loss of his time. 

Mr. HOUSTON, resuming, said he would will- 
ingly yield to the explanation of the gentleman, 
and of all other gentlemen, if his time allowed. 
He desired to do no gentleman injustice; and if he 
did not represent their positions entirely satisfacto- 
rily to gentlemen, they could take their chance for 
the floor as he had done. 
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But the gentleman from. Kentucky: (Mr. G. Da- 
vis] and the gentleman from Indiana, [Myr. ©: B; 
Smiru,] who had made allusions to the Mormon 
war, had made a minority report from‘ the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, in which they contended 
that this question of notice was not one within the 
powers of Congress to act upon.’ But compare © 
this with the Journal of last Congress, ‘and what 
an inconsistency did gentlemen see! ‘The gentle- 
man’s [Mr. Davis’s] vote was recorded in favor of 
imbodying in the bill of last session the proposi- 
tion of notice. Certainly. this presented a case 
which at least required as much explanation as 
the difficulties attempted to be thrown around him 
(Mr. H.) But they might ‘be told by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that he had voted for the in- 
sertion of the notice in order to defeat the bill. 
What position did this explanation place the gen- 
tleman in? To vote for a proposition which he 
believed not only to be beyond the power of Con- 
gress to act upon, but a proposition which he be- 
lieved would involve us in war, and would bring 
destruction and devastation upon the interests of 
this country, in order to defeat another measure 
which it was entirely competent for this House to 
Jass! 

: But the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Bayxy,] as well as another of his colleagues, 
[Mr. Leaxr,} had spoken of another fact connect- 
ed with the vote of the democratic party; and had 
asked if this notice was now a party measure, why 
it was not equally so at the last session of Con- 
gress, when the entire democratic party, with a few 
exceptions, voted against the insertion of that notice 
in that bill. But Mr. H. referred in explanation 
of this vote, to the fact that negotiations were then 
pending on that subject, and said that these gentle- 
men were then opposed to interfering with the 
Exceutive department while it was then under con- 
sideration. ` : 

[A voice. 
now?” 

Mr. DROMGOOLE (in his seat) was understood 
to remark that it was immaterial whether they 
were going or not; that if they were, the notice 
would not interfere with it, but'would probably 
hasten them. ce Tet Meng La 

Mr. HOUSTON, in reply to'the'anonymous in- 
quiry, said he understood ‘not, though hie did not- 
profess to be in the secrets of the Administration. 

He also mentioned, in explanation of the vote of 
democratic members at the last session, against the 
insertion of the notice in the territorial bill, the 
fact that there was at that time on their tables a 
resolution or a bill containing the naked notice, 
which many gentlemen wished to act upon separate- 
ly from the bill, so that each measure might stand 
upon its own merits, and not be prejudiced by con- 
nexion with the other. This he considered a full 
explanation of the votes of democratic members at 
the last session of Congress against the insertion 
of the notice in the Territorial bill. 

Another consideration which would influence 
him, and he presumed would influence other gen- 
tlemen, who really desired to legislate effectively 
on the subject of Oregon. He did not wish to be 
understood as saying he would’ subscribe to any- 
thing which might come from the Executive of 
the United States. He did not come here to re- 
cord his vote at the mere recommendation of the 
Executive; nevertheless, as one of the true friends 
of Oregon—as one who wished to protect our citi- 
zens in that territory—-what, he asked, was it 
proper to do? Why, the present. President of 
the United States had committed himself in 1829 
against a Territorial bill without the notice, and 
was also understood to have entertained opinions 
adverse to some provisions of the territorial “bill 
of the last Congress. Might he not feel himself 
bound by that committal? And thereby might not 
the action of Congress be defeated, unless it was 
so shaped as to obviate these objections? Although. 
he (Mr. H.) believed that the Congress of the 
United States had the power to pass the bill of the 
last Congress, and that it did not violate the treat 
between the United States and. Great Britain, 1t 
was useless to pass a bill which it was not proba- 
ble would be approved by the President. As one 
of the friends of Oregon, he would yield up, under 
these circumstances, that which he believed to be 
the better opinion, and take that which he believed 
to be the next best. : 

But he wished to make a remark or two in reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee; [Mr. Gentry,] 


“Are not negotiations going on 
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-who had spent about half his time in commenting 
upon the. resolution ‘calling upon.the President for 
information, and upon the resolution which was 
passed by this House a day or two since for the 
termination of the debate... The. very great con- 
fidence-with ‘which the gentleman spoke of the con- 
dition of the negotiations, which have-not been dis- 
closed, to this House or to Congress; might have 

_ induced one who was. not acquainted with’ him, 
to think that really the gentleman must have some 
communication not open and free to all the mem- 
bers of this House. -But knowing the gentleman 
as he did, he would do him the justice to say he 
supposed that, instead of attempting to assert that 
he knew such and such. things—which he could 
only know by getting it from our Government, or 
from another source—instead of asserting this, he 
had meant to say his opinion was such. But Mr. 
II. was opposed to the resolution calling upon the 
President for information. ‘he Senate had made 
the same call several days previous, and it was to 
be expected that the President of the United States 
would disregard the call of that body. And if the 
information went to the Senate, as a matter of 
course it would come here. And they found that 
the resolution was introduced by the gentleman 
from Vermont—[Mr. Cotnamer}—a Whig mom- 
ber of this House. Gentlemen “of that party, to 
be sure, had as good a right to make calls for in- 
formation as other gentlemen; but although he 
had not aright to impugn the motives of that mem- 
ber, and he-would not, might they not infer that 
that resolution was intended to affect the opinions 
of the. people on the subject? that the gentleman 
desired to make a stab at the President, by hold- 
ing him up in the position of refusing to give in- 
formation called for upon an important subject of 
universal interest to.the country? But they were 
told that they were rapidly; passing this question | 
through before they could have time to hear from 
the President. He presumed they would hear from | 
the President before the vote was taken. He knew 
nothing about it, however; and he took it for 
granted, if the President of the United States knew 
they were about to commit an error in acting upon 
the information which he had given at the com- 
mencement of the session, that he would commu- 
nicate any further facts which might be in his pos- 
session, and which would influence their decision 
without a call from the House of Representatives; 
or, if he did not do so, that the chairman of the 
Committee.on Foreign Affairs, who. was pre- 
sumed to stand in some sort of near relation to the 
President; would have received the intimation, 
and. moved for the call. : | 

Fie did not intend’ to discuss the question of ti- 
tle. He looked upon that as having no connexion 
with the question of notice, They were separate 
and distinct questions. This notice was equally 
necessary, whether we had a title to every inch of 
the territory, or to one-half of it, or not to one acre. 
If we.bad not a title to any of it, he would be just 
as anxious.that the notice should be given, that the 
question should be settled, and brought toa final 
conclusion, that each party might know on what 
to depend. Gentlemen told them if they passed ji 
this notice, connected asit was with the claim made 
by the President of the United States, that war 
must be: the result, But he repeated, that the 

House, if they passed. the notice, did not touch the 
title at all. he time to raise the question of.title 
and decide upon it, wasafter the notice was given, 
and when-the joint occupation was terminated. 

Although he. had said he did not intend to dis- i 
cuss the question of title, he wished to make a few | 
remarks in reply to the remarks of his colleague | 

[Mr. Dakan] upon the extent of the Spanish ti- 
tle, and the effect of the war of 1796 upon the Noot- 
Ka treaty of 1790. His colleague contended that | 
that war did not abrogate the treaty which was 
prior to it. A war; Mr. H. admitted, could not ! 
abrogate a vested and a permanent right, acquired 

` by purchase from another Government. We pur- 
chased from Spain and France the territory of | 
FNorida and Louisiana, which had been referred to 
bythe gentleman. For this territory we gave a 


No war between the United States and either of 


these Governments now could divest our title. But 
the provisions of the Nootka sound treaty were 
provisions authorizing British subjects to enter 
that territory, to navigate, to fish, and to make set- 
tlements for the purpose of carrying out these ob- 
jects. Now the fact that these words, which he 
believed were in the treaty, giving British subjects 
the right of “ making settlements,” did not place 
that treaty on the same footing as the treaties by 
which we acquired Florida and Louisiana, because 
that right to settle was a mere incident to the right 
of trade and commerce to be carried on between 
English subjects and ‘the natives of the country. 
Mr. H. referred to and sustained the position taken 
by Mr. Buchanan on this pomt as very similar to 
that which he had just laid down. 

` But his colleague [Mr. Darcan] said he was for 
negotiation and compromise—for leaving the ques- 
tion in the power of the President; yet he told them 
that he was prepared to declare the extent of our 
rights to 490. Tf, then, we laid down peremptori- 
ly the declaration of our claim, what ground, asked 
Mr. H., was there left to the President for nego- 
tiation? If gentlemen wanted negotiation, let them 
leave out the declaration of any line; let them pass 
the notice, and then let the Government take such 
a course as to them shall secem right and proper. 
The title has nothing to do with the notice; let 
them pass the notice, and then we would throw 
ourselves back upon our title, and leave to the two 
Governments to negotiate, or to take any other 
course they think proper. At the end of the twelve 
months of notice, then would be the time to ex- 
tend our laws, and take exclusive jurisdiction; and 
then the question would arise how far the tide of 
the United States extends. 

TIe subscribed to one idea advanced by his col- 
league, and that was, if this Louse left this ques- 
tion undecided, it would be taken up throughout 
the country, aud become one of the most import- 
ant eloments in our future elections. If the Uon- 
gress of the United States should refuse to come 
up and sustain the nicasures recommended by the 


Administration, or some measures which they | 
should substitute for them, they would find that | 
tthe 


people would take the subject into their own 
hands, and, another election passing over the coun- 
try, they would leave no half-way house for this 
Congress to stop at, 

But were we now to recede, to stand still, or to 
go forward? This was the question presented to 


in Oregon—although he- believed we would have 
the right to pass such a bill, yet, from: the declara- 
tions of the British ministry, from the declarations 
of some of our leading men, he was disinclined to 
take that step.. The President, to’ some extent, 
had committed himself upon it; and a very distin- 
guished gentleman from South Carolina, who-now 
occupied a seat in the other branch of the Capitol, 
whose opinions had been so. often quoted here, 
said that such a bill would ultimately involve us 
in war; that there was no difference between giv- 
ing the rights which were proposed, and giving 
the positive rights of grants of land. In 1842, 
when the bill of the late lamented Dr. Lim was - 
before the Senate, Mr. CaLnoun himself opposed 
it on the ground that the bill should be preceded 
by the notice; and maintained that we had the 
right to pass the notice without giving the reasons 
therefor. Yet now we are told, if we give the 
notice to England, she will send over to inquire 
what we mean by it. : 

Mr. H. proceeded to read an extract from Mr. 
Catuoun’s remarks on the occasion referred to, as 
follows: ` 

Mr. Catnoun said: 

“ Butif our finances were in ever so flourishing 
‘a state—if the political condition of the country 
‘were as strong as itcould be made by an Admin- 
‘istration standing at the head of a powerful dom- 
‘inant party—and if our population had reached 
‘the point where we could successfully assert and 
| maintain our claim against the adverse claim of 
t Great Britain, there would still remain a decisive 
‘objection to this bill. The mode in which it pro~ 
‘poses to do it is indefensible. If we are dis- 
‘ pleat with the existing arrangement, which 
‘leaves the territory free and open to the citizens 
|| ‘and subjects of the two countries; if we are of the 
il “opinion that it operates practically to our disad- 
‘vantage, or that the time has arrived when we 
i| fought to assert and carry into effect our claim of 
i ‘ exclusive sovereignty over the territory, the treaty 
‘provides expressly for the case, It authorizes 
‘either party, by giving a year’s notice, to termi- 
‘nate its existence whenever it pleases, and with- 
‘out giving reasons. .Why has not this, bill con- 
‘ formed to this express and plain provision? Why 
‘should it undertake to assert our exclusive own- 
| ‘ership to the whole territory, in direct violation of 
‘the treaty? Why should it, with what we all be- 
‘lieve to be a good title on our part, involve the 
‘country in a controversy about the violation of 


the committee, to the Government, to the people. 
Which course was most likely to result in an ami- 
cable adjustment, or to produce war? Let them 
see what the consequences would be if they should 
refuse to take the ordinary steps to bring this issue 
to a final settlement. Suppose we refuse to give 
this notice, what then were the prospects for a set- 
tlement of this question? Why, Eugland would 
say at once, that notwithstanding the President had 
come into power, and had attempted (as was inti- 


mated by a certain British journal) to “build up a | 


reputation”? upon it, yet the people of the United 
States, through their representatives, refused to give 
their sanction to the recommendation of the Presi- 


dent, refused to sustain him, and refused to settle || 


this question; and, therefore, they may rest en- 
tirely at ease upon this subject, and leave the joint 
ovcupation to stand, which gives her all she wants, 
The Administration had taken a bold and decided 
step upon this question—had gone far beyond any 
previous Administration; and if the people, through 
their representatives, refuse to sanction. it, they 
would destroy the moral power and influence of 
the Administration, not only in this country, but 
among the nations of the earth. 

Mr. H. referred to the frequent mention of war, 
and the fears expressed by gentlemen that war 
would be the result of giving the notice, and com- 
mented upon the inconsistency of this course with 
the course of the same gentlemen at the last session 
of Congress, who, when Mexico had been -the 
party with whom we had to do, had intimated no 
fear from apprehensions of this kind. 


| ‘ the treaty, in which a large portion (if not a ma- 
| ‘ jority) of the body believe that we would be in 
|| «the wrong, when thestreaty itself might so easily 
ii and in so short a time be terminated by our own 
1} fact,and the charge of its violation be avoided ? 
‘Can any satisfactory reason be given to these 
| questions? J ask the author of the measure and 
‘its advocates for an answer. None has been giv- 
li fen yet, and none, I venture to assert,’ will be at- 
i| tempted, I can imagine but one answer that 
i ‘can be given: that there are those who will vote 
| § for the bill that would not vote to give the notice, 
funder the delusive hope that we may assert our 
‘exclusive ownership and take possession, with- 
‘ out violating the treaty or endangering the peace 
‘of the country. Their aim is to have all the 
‘ benefit of the treaty without. being subject to its 
‘ restrictions, (an aim in direct conflict with the 
‘only object of the treaty—to prevent conflict be- 
t tween the two countries, by kgeping the question 
‘ of ownership or sovereignty in abeyance till the 
‘ question of boundary can be settled.) ” 

Thus they found that Mr. Causoun, himself 
urged upor the Senate and the country the very 
proposition now advocated by those of them who 
propose to give the notice. He says that we have 
aright to give the notice without being called upon 
to give a reason for.our action; he says that the 
hope is à vain and. delusive one, that we can avail 
ourselves of the benefits of the treaty without sub- 
jecting ourselves to its restrictions and_privations. 
And he goes on further and says, even if our coun- 
‘try had advanced to that point of population where 


But in reference to passing a territorial bill—a 


lasting, a permanent, a continuing consideration. | 
: % ¢ 
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bill giving prospective grants of land to our settlers 
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[it could. sustain itself against the adverse title of 
Great Britain, that would make no difference—that 
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ne must then give the notice before we passed the 
ill. 

He maintained that the proper course for us was 
to march directly up to the point—to give the notice, 
and terminate the treaty—that we may bring about 
such results as are desirable to the two Govern- 
ments—that we may define their rights, if there 
are rights on the part of both nations to be defined 
in that country. If war was to be the result of our 
action in relation to Oregon, it would not come’ 
from giving the notice. It had been remarked by 
the gentleman from Virginia, and had been repeat- 
ed by his (Mr. H.’s) colleague, [Mr. Daggan,] 
that the notice was not in itself a.war measure, bul 
that its results would be war. But before the gen- 
tleman from Virginia had taken his seat, he went 
on to argue that England would have the right to 
waive the benefits of the notice, and pounce upon 
us immediately. He (Mr. H.) dissented from that 
position , and he maintained that the treaty between 
England and the United States was just as sacred 
in its obligations to the very last hour of the notice 
as it-was to-day. War, ifit came at all, would be 
the résult of the conflict of thé authorities and ju- 
risdictions of the two Governments. If we extend 
our laws and jurisdiction over that territory, the 
first collision between the authorities and subjects | 
of the two Governments would produce war. But | 
if we give the notice, and the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States conform to it, there can be no war, 

Mr. Houston’s remarks were here abruptly ter- | 
minated by the fell of the Chairman’s hammer, 

Mr, CATHCART obtained the floor, and spoke 
as follows: 

Mr. Cuarnman: My life has been one continual 
struggle, and yet I must be permitted to say, that 
T have passed through no scene heretofore so 
strikingly, strongly colored with serio-comical 
features as that which we have witnessed in this 
House during the last few weeks; and 1 can con- 
ceive of nothing so ludicrous, to a disinterested 
bystander, as the simultaneous effort of some 
dozen or-two of members to obtain the floor, as 
each moxe fortunate competitor concluded his 
hour speech. If our honest constituents could 
drop in upon us and see and hear the curious de- 
vices adopted by many to obtain your response, 
Mr. Chairman, I am ‘sure, though they might 
laugh at the farce, they would pity the actors. 

Tsee around me already many anxious faces, 
“ waiting their turn,” and: as the best evidence of | 
my feeling appreciation of their situation, | will | 
endeavor to be as brief as possible, and only re- | 
gret that, when I shall have enjoyed my allotted 
time, but one of a host of clever fellows can be | 
accommodated. 

Should I say that modesty—a characteristic for 
which a western politician is not apt to receive or 


| 


be allowed much credit—has prevented me from | so to av Ne 
|i their sails to catch the political blast; and that to 


obtruding my crude opinions upon the committee 


until the present moment, I fear that I might he |: 


considered as trespassing upon yon indulgence. 
But so it is; and to say thafI did not feel the dis- 
advantage of my present position, coming upon 
the floor at this late hour, would be denying to 
myself simple justice. After the *¢ feast of reason 
and the flow of soul”? which has been brought to 
the ‘*harvest-home?’ in this debate by those able 
gentlemen who have gone before me, [ now, almost | 
at. the eleventh hour, come inas the humble glean- 
er in a well-reaped field. ; 2 
Poetry and prose, history and fiction, have af- | 
forded their rich contributions, wherever they | 
might “ point a moral or adorn a tale.” Even 
those convenient sources of poetic fancy, the; 
American eagle and the British lion, have been so | 
often drawn upon, that the roar of the one and the 
scream of the other now fall powerless upon the 
ears of this committee. From the apex of the 
Alleghany to the summit of Mount Hood, the 
bird of America has so often been made to take 
flight, that his shadow may be said to have worn 
a trail across the basin of the Mississippi; and the 
poor lord of the beasts has become so familiar 
with the point of a hickory pole and of an ash 
splinter, that he has slunk away to his lair, and | 
there let him lie for the balance of my allotted 
hoùr. : : 
Poetry hag been all the rage in this debate; and 
since it Is said that aman had as well be out of the 
world as out of the fashion, I too must use a very | 
little; for really there has been but little left. Tbe- | 
lieve there yet remains some of ‘the poetry of the i 
Roundheads and Cavaliers, a few of the Psalms, i 


t 
j 


H 


| 
| 


and. the old ditty of Barbara Allen. One thing of: 
the latter I shall. monopolize, and leave the balance 
to those who may come afte me. Well then, sir, 
“Twas inthe merry monti of May,” in the year 
of our Lord 1844, that two conventions or political 
| gatherings were held at Baltimore; the one—got 
up with all magnificence and display, and sur- 
rounded with pageants, bull-baits, and buffalo 
hunts—seemed called together by the high priests 
of the self-styled Whig party—for what? Let 
their deeds answer. They took Clay, and made 
unto themselves a graven Image, and called. upon 
all the people to fall down and worship it; but they 
found themselves in the predicament of him who 
“called the spirits from the vasty deep,” and the 
spirits would notcome! They stayed away. Alas, 
alas, poor Yorick! But the other—what did they 
do? Why, sir, they took for their standard-bearer 
Gf we are to believe those who have gone before. 
us) a third-rate man—a man unknown to fame, 
and undeserving the confidence of any party. Who 
does not remember their taunting query: “ Who 
is James K. Polk? Who is James K. Polk ?” 
Tiow strange a duty will devolve upon the future 
historian when he shall come to record the events 
of the last few years. What have we seen? What 
do we now see in thi8 House? Those very gentle- 
men, who were so very ignorant about Mr. Polk 
a few short months ago, are now ready—ay, anx- 
ious—to place the destinies of this people upon the 
grave question of war or peace in his hands. You 
are told, sir, most pathetically of the horrors of 
war; that under its dark frowns all that are blessed 
and worth blessing on carth mast wither and per- 
ish like chaff before a seven-times heated fumace; 
that to give this notice is war. And yet these im- 


:maculate apostles of consistency are willing to vote 
i } S 


this tremendous power into the hands of this very 
same Judes K. Polk 1 Let them repeat their query, 


‘and from their own mouths shall they be answered. 
Tames K. Polk is so high in the confidence of the 
| Whig party, that they anxiously seek to place the 


i sword which, leaping from its scabbard, will bring 
to the mighty conflict two of the greatest nations of 
the earth, iu his hands. So much, sir, for a Whig 
answer to a Whig query. 

But what said we? When, pending that election, 
which fired one fact at least in our political histo- 
ry—and that was, that the people could select their 
own candidate as well as elect him—the question 
was asked of us, “ Who is James K. Polk?” I 
can speak for myself, sir, and [would hope for 
every democrat, when I say that T told them in 
brief that he was politically a sound democrat; | 
morally, not only unsuspected, but above suspi- 
cion; and that he, and his party with him, abéve 
lall, were in favor of the occupation of Oregon and 


|i the ammexation of Texas; that he had the firmness 


so to avow himself, when others were trimming 


this he owes his present elevated position cannot 
ibe denied. 

What said the Baltimore convention, which nom- 
inated him, on this subject? Here itis, sir: 

“Resolved, That our title to the whole of Oregon 
‘is clear and unquestionable; that no portion of 
‘the same ought to be ceded to England; and that 
‘the re-oceupation of Oregon and the re-annexation 
‘of Texas, at the earliest practicable period, are 
great American measures, which this convention 
‘recommends to the cordial supportof the demo- 
‘eracy of the Union.” 

Mr. Polk was elected on this issue, advanced it 
in his inaugural, and ago 


sir, but to the American people, who, with warm 

hearts and strong hands, bid us go on and fulfil 
i their decree? It is said that the voice of the peo- 
| ple is the voice of God. ‘Then wo to the back- 
ward, for the indignant frowns of millions of free- 
men are upon them. 

It may not he disguised that there is diversity of 
| opinion—shall I say, sir, upon the modus operandi, 
| by which we shall acquire the Oregon territory ?— 
| and diversity, too, among those who were so unani- 
i mous upon its twin measure, the annexation of 
| Texas. And this calls to mind, sir, a very chaste 


i 
i 
i 
| 
f 


| « dled.in the Baltimore ‘Convention of 1844; twins, 
* as my honorable friend from. Massachusetts says;. 
‘two, he might with. more ‘precise accuracy have 
‘said, out of'a-very numerous. liter of as món- 
‘ strous political absurdities as any'conclave, bysso i 
‘t rapid a parturition, ever spawned upon.the world,” 
A litter spawned! - OS Gen O 
Why, Mr. Chairman, Tam reminded by this of 
the fact that, in the district which the gentleman: 
represents, Instead of feeding upon the wholesome. 
flesh of the hog ánd other quadrupeds, théeir-main’ 
subsistence is the ** Potomac robin,” alias the her- 
ring; and in this fishy. school the ‘gentleman seems 
to have learned his ideas'of réprothiction, and he 
has given us a specimen. I am told that there 
is a great difference ‘before and. after meat,” 
or rather fish, among the people of ‘the sterile 
knobs along the Potomac river; and I only regret 
that, for the credit of a portion of the Old Domin- 
ion, the gentleman had not deferred his speech 
until after the fishing season, Thé gentleman. hag 
given us, too, another version of the story of **Jo- 
nah’s swallowing the whale,” when he speaks of 
Mr. Polk as one of this litter spawned, “Why, sir, he 
must be agreat fellow for fish, this Mr. Polk; he hag 
swallowed the leviathan of whiggery, ears and. all, 
withoutgrease or pinning back; and some of the gen- 
tleman’s friends are yet waiting his second advent! 
The gentleman is pleased to advert to what he 
calls the angry and contending factions of the Dem- 
ocratic paity upon this question. of notice.” His 
“hope is father to the thought;’ he. need not lay’ 
the flattering unction to his soul that we will so far, 
gratify him and his friends, and so far prove recre~ 
ant to the great trusts reposed in us by a confiding 
and generous constituency, as to array ourselves 
in factions, and to tear down the fair temple so well 
begun. ‘ ae 
But should we do so, sir, what is he ‘and his 
partisan coadjutors to take by that motion? Are 
they united? Whe does not remember the hitter- 
ness of his remarks to some of his able fellow-la- 
borers in the cause of modern whiggzery—those 
who were with him in keeping Texas out, the 
tariff up, getting Mr. Clay in if they could, and in 
every sense were as Simon Pure Whigs as himself? 
The: phantom which seems to o wiyh 
imagination of the gentleman is the’ 


ble among the Democracy DGT 
while hé has to stand. by, as wi ‘West, 
‘ike a bound boy at a husking.’? ena 

The gentleman asks how are we to meet Great 


Britain in Oregon; or, in other words, how are we 
to get there? He understands the fishy route—the 
route by sea; that is perfectly familiar to him; and 
he suggests good and valid reasons ‘showing why | 
we cannot go thatway. But, sir, there is‘anothér 
route, which J shall designate the grassy route; and 
this route is to him incomprehensible; and why? 
Because as pork is displaced over the river by fish, 
so grass is by sedge; and he has.not found out the 
many useful purposes to’which it may be applied. 
Now, let me tell the gentleman and this committee, 
that from the prairie on which I reside, near Lake 
Michigan, to the Columbia, with very brief inter- 
vals, you find a natural mantle of the most luxuri- 
ant verdure covering the face of the country. That, 
in the summer season, any number of ‘cattle— 
thousands and tens of thousands—may be subsisted 
along the route; that, with their aid, Our hardy 
western riflemen can transport all the muiitions, 
&c., necessary to a successful campaign; and that 
they would pour down upon the minions of British 
power from the slope of the mountains; as Napo- 
leon did upon the'sunny plains of Italy. The toils 
of the chase and the hardships of a frontier life 
have brought ‘into existence a race of men particu- 
larly, well qualified for such an adveiituré—and 
they will do it! a an 
word more, and I will leave. that gentleman. 
| He has wittily alluded to my eglledgue’s celebrated 
| “American multiplication. table,” and“has enjoyed 
a fling at our worthy Chief Magistrate and Secre- 
tary of State. He says that he can see ho way by: 
which we can acquire Oregon, except by the opera- 
tion of this table; and that he is really apprehen- 
sive that if we have to depend upon the gen- 
tlemen above-mentioned, that Queen Victoria and 
Mr. Peel will beat us at that... Something in that, 
Mr. Chairman; but how forcibly could Mr. Polk 


H 


; anå classic remark ofa gentleman from Virginia, | 
| (Mr. Pexprerox.] I quote bis words, sir: < It 
‘was said carly in the discussion that this Oregon 


* question, and that of Texas, were horn and era- | 


retort upon him, “And thou, toô, Brutus?” Why, 
sir, 1 am told that that gentleman’s lonesome heart! 
: isas sada picture as ever was'seen of the 
sir, the want of effects of Love's lab 
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>! Now) sir, to come. back to these twin measures, 
‘or fwo measures, if you please. ‘The one has been 
“‘eonsummated—Texas is annexed—she:is one of 
ns, and:we are anxiously waiting for the advent 
among us of her representatives in-both ends of 
this Capitol oes eee 
What Democrat-from the South rebuked the ar- 
dor of the “West in the carrying of this measure? T 
‘appeal to you, gentlemen of the South: . Did you 
not then feel proud to call us brothers? And did. 
‘pot your pulse beat high as you saw our undautit- 
ed front, and. the vigor with which we pressed’ on 
theol Did we halt by the way side-and say, 
the time ‘is not “yet? Did we pretend to be with 
you as to the end, but cavil as.to the means? No, 
sir, no! But from prairie and wood, hill and dale, 
the Democracy sent up their battle-cry—Texas and 
‘Oregon, Oregon and. Texas. Texas we have— 
Oregon we look for. Will you “keep the word of 
romise to the ear, and break it to the hope?? I 
now, aga body, you will not; but I should be 
proud to see the entirety of the gallant South lead: 
ing the van in the assertion of our right to Oregon, 
and in the adoption of the measures recommended 
by a southern President for the assertion of that 
right.” How, then, would be rolled back upon the 
disunionists of the North, the grave charge brought 
against Pi f 
ings and sectional in your patriotism.” 

And now, sir, I hope my motives may be Pre, 
erly appreciated in adverting to. the remarks of 
some of the gentlemen from the South, who have 
differed from the majority of us upon this question. 

The spirit of the West, its enthusiastic devotion 
to the glory and grandeur of our common country, 
and the enleepenen of the bounds of civilization, 
and the expansion of our republican institutions, 
has been called a war spirit; and we have been read 
lectures upon the horrors of war, and the blessings 
‘of peace; and told that by the decisive action which 
we are about taking we lard everything and can 
gain nothing; that wisdom dictates a course of 
‘masterly inactivity.” 

Sir, was it by this supine course that we gained 
our-present independent existence as the freest and 


happiest perlo on carth? Was it by inactivity that || 


we sealed our title to be considered one of the first, 
and greatest, and bravest people under heaven’s 
sun ?—in a word, was it hy masterly inactivity that 
we acquired Texas? No, sir, no! But by action 
—energetic action | 
Peace is one of the greatest, and best, and holiest 
ifts of Heaven. Never shalt I talk lightly of its 
lessings. Would to Heaven that. its’ benignant 
smile might forever rest upon’ all the children of 
men! * 


the millennium have not yet arrived. 
occasionally brave war and all its horrors, or sink 


into contumely and contempt, and become a by- | 


word and 


la reproach among the nations of the 
earths: ii i 


We are asked, sir, if we expect, by giving this | 


notice; to dispossess England? And again, if we 
suppose that we can effect our purpose by reading 
law to the British troops? ‘Did we not read “ our 
law” to Mexico, backed as she was by both Eng- 


Jand and France? And did we not inscribe the sec- | 


ond'edition in legible characters, by the foot-prints 
of an American soldiery in the sands of Corpus 
Christi? What western man then held- back? 
What western man—or, F should rather say, west- 
ern democrat—then held the cold shoulder to you, 
and called this a southern measure? None, sir; 
none, at least, in the gallant State which I have the 
honor in part to Fepresent. ` 


So bitterly opposed are the leaders of the Whig | 


party in the section of country from which I hail, 
to the reduction of the-tariff to the revenue stand- 
ard, and so vehement istheix hate towards South 
Carolina for the stand she lhas: taken upon this 
subject, that their -bitterest term of reproach, as 
nea it, has been to designate a Democrat 
a South Carolina politician... Sir; Ichave borne 
this name in latitude forty-one and a half for years; 
but I really have been appr 
shall be compelled to at my ‘Whig friends to 
anténd the tite. I can stand a good- deal from the 
~ gallant palmetto State—my. sympathies have been 

with- her. -I have seen her fields deserted; and 

er palaces made desolate, by the iron Heel of the 
oppressor. I have seen the advantages which God 
-HaSgiven her transferred to regions less favored 
by nNure, under the operation of oppressive enact- 


ou, “that you were clannish in your feel- | 


But, sir, it need. not be disguised—the days of || 
We must | 


ehensive; lately, that I | 


‘ments; and, after a long and arduous. struggle, I 
have come here now instructed to do her justice. 
Texas, Oregon, and the tariff, with the other great 
measures now before us, shall each in their turn 
receive or meet with, from me, such action as an 
honorable, and just, and bona fide interpretation 
of the issues placed by our national convention 
before the American people shall require at our 
hands. 

But this doctrine of ‘masterly inactivity:” I 
cannot find it-in the proceedings of the Democratic 
convention. I may, however, see room for its in- 
ference from the neglect to mention Texas and 
Oregon in the proceedings of the Whig convention; 
but, sir, that is not the chart which I steer by. 

Moasterly inactivity, when the rights of my coun- 
try are at stake! Why, sir, the idea is saerile- 
gious. There is, however, something superlative- 
ly ridiculous in this idea of masterly inactivity and 
bedchamber diplomacy. Why, run the one into 
the other, and a jury of old women would declare 
; you deranged. 

We aie told to remain quiet, and that Oregon 
will be conquered. in our bedchambers. Sir, do 
| gentlemen forget that the bedchambers of our own 
| citizens are now in Oregon, unprotected; that they 
| are surrounded by the creatures of a foreign cor- 
poration; that they ery aloud to us for protection 
i from the wilderness; and that it will be a burning, 
scorching, blasting shame upon us, if we heed them 
not? 

It is true that we of the West have a particular 
anxiety upon this subject, not because we look 
upon it as a western measwre, but because our 
brethren, our friends, and our connexions, have 
cast their lot on the other side of the Rocky moun- 
tains. Í know some of these people. They were 
of those who helped us to reclaim one Si Me 
—a noble, gencrous race—a race sent before the 
masses of civilized life, as the dove from the over- 
crowded ark. They come not back, but have 

itched their tents in the Far West. Shall we not 
keep our covenant with them? Shall we not pro- 
tect American citizens upon an American soil? 
For, notwithstanding the British minister has had 
most able assistance on this floor, where, | am 
free to admit, I think he had but little right to ex- 
| pect it, yet what has been the result of all our in- 
| vestigation? That the British pretence of title is 
| like the baseless fabric of a dream; that it is only 
strong enough to be placed in words, by a species 
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honorable representative of any honorable nation 


— disreputable in a county-court pettifogger. 
ji E shall not argue the question of title at length. 
at this time, after the able expositions which we 
have had, both from the Executive and in this 
Hall. But 1 must be permitted to allude to one po- 
sition of the British minister; and I do this beeause, 
“in a nutshell,” it shows a perfect specimen 
of the nature of the British side of this question. 
He says: ` 

1. 'Che American title is not good against Great 
Britain, because it is inconsistent with that of 
Spain. 

2. The Spanish title is not good against Great 
Britain, because it conflicts with that of the United 
States; and 

3. That hence the British title is good against 
both. 

Here we have, sir, anew version of the old sto- 
ry of the borrowed pot. A. lawsuit once took 
| place, involving the question of damages on a bro- 
i ken pot; and the learned attorney of the defend- 
| ant filed his defence as follows: First, that the pot 
| was broken when he borrowed it; secondly, that 
! it was whole when he returned it; and thirdly, that 
| he had never had it. 

No one denies our right to give this notice. 
li Then why not give it? Among the many (to me) 


i 
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Mr. Chairman, I thank God that I came here 


| galvanized into positive or negative positions upon 


& 


| of contemptible special pleading, unworthy of the į 


Tt would be an aet of supererogation on my part i; 


under no such magnetic influence, subject to be |; 


, this great question by the action of others.’ It is 
enough for me to know that my country calls, and 
I go, regardless. alike of those who shall go-with 
me, and of--those who shall prefer to lag behind. 
Another. grave reason given by one gantleman 
why we should not now act is, that John Bull, 
! though an old bull, is:á very stout bull at present, 
| and that we had better wait-until he falls Further 
| into “the sere and yellow leaf.” Oh, my coun- 
‘trymen! has it come to this, that the American peo- 
| ple are to be appealed to through their fears; and 
that, in a righteous cause, we -are to await. the 
natural decay of our adversary before we dare as- 
sert our rights to our own territory? The voice 
of our people forbid it; and the bones of our an- 
cesiry would rise in judgment against us should 
we prove so derelict in our duty to our country; 
and the finger of scorn—bitter withering scorn— 
would be pointed at us by every republican on 
God’s footstool ! . 
Almost every one who has spoken agrees that 
| our title to Oregon is clear and unquestionable; and 
| the most of the anti-notice men express great anx- 
iety to possess the whole of it, and would fain 
make us believe that, by refraining from giving the 
notice, time would be gained, and in the mean- 
while our citizens would continue to pour into the 
country, and that these private companies and fam- 
ilies would accomplish that which they in the 
most despairing tones assure us the whole force 
of the people’s Government cannot accomplish— 
namely, the expulsion of the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany. How preposterous a position ! : 
Refase to give this notice, sir, and who will go 
| into this territory? Truc, many have gone there 
iin the face of our joint convention, treaty of joint 
i occupation, or trading copartnership, as gentlemen 
ii may please to call it; but they went there with full 
| faith, believing that their Government would extend 
to them the protection which is due to every Amer- 
ican citizen. Solomon says there is a time for all 
i things; and now, sir, is the time to give this no- 
i tice, or to tamely submit, cower, skulk, shrink, 
| spaniel-like, before the menaces of a detested and 
| overbearing adversary. Refuse to give this notice, 
and I ask, again, who will cast their lot in Oregon? 
Here an Englishman, there an American, and anon 
lan Indian, with as many systems of government 
as there are individuals. Why, sir, we would be 
verifying, on a large scale, Shakspeare’s idea of 
| the witches’ cauldron in Macbeth; and if the devil 
was not raised by such a mingling of discordant 
spirits, set me down as a false prophet. 
We are asked how we expect to dispossess the 
; Hudson Bay Company of her pallisade forts in 
Oregon? Is it possible that an American can doubt 
upon this point? Prepare yourself and demand 
their surrender, as Ethan Allen did the surrender 
of Ticonderoga, ‘in the name of the Great Jeho- 
vah and the Continental Congress.” And this re- 
minds me of the sneers of some gentlemen in rela- 
tion to what they w our “western doctrine of 
manifest destiny.” Do gentlemen reflect where 
; they place themselves by these sneers? Do they 
forget that the Saviour of mankind has said that a 
“ sparrow shall not fall to the ground without your 
Father?” And yet we are asked, where is the 
clause in Adam/’s will which gives us this territory ? 
| Apart from the “ book-title,”? which is “clear and 
| unquestionable,” we see it written in letters of 
living light in everything which surrounds us—in 
j that merciful dispensation, full of charity and love, 
towards the fallen children of Adam—of a just and 
omniscient God, who has given to man that control 
of the elements, the effect of which is to bring the 
remotest parts of ‘our vast country into practical 
propinquity. The iron horse, (the steam-car,)} 
with the wings of the wind, his nostrils distended 
with flame, salamander-like vomiting fire and 
smoke, trembling with power, but submissive to 
the steel curb imposed upon him by the hand of 
man, flies from one end of the continent to the 
other in less time than our ancestry required to 
visit a neighboring city; while by the magnetic 
telegraph the lightning of heaven is made subser- 
vient to the will of man in annihilating space. In 
storm and in darkness, in the heat of a torrid sun 
or the chilling blasts of a Siberian winter, this mys- 
tical symbol of man’s intelligence speeds its on- 
ward way. Truly it may be said; that with the 
social influence of these two great inventions, all 
the people of this continent may be moulded to one 
mind. And what heart does not leap at the vision 
presented of this grêat territory peopled by one 
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republican family? Would it be saying too much, 
that the magnetic telegraph may be compared, 
when extended, as extended it will be, over the 
length and breadth of our land, to the nervous sys- 
tem of the human body? The sensations of its 
remotest parts will vibrate upon a common senso- 
rium, communicating its ray of intelligence to a 
comnfon centre, to be sent to all other portions of 
our Republic. 

Who, then, shall measure the limits of a confed- 
eracy of States like ours? Who, then, shall per- 
petrate that almost sacrilegious imputation upon 
the mercy of Heaven, and say that the blessings 
of this Union are spreading too far? What, then, 
will become of the cry that we do not want Ore- 
gon, because of its great distance? How agreeable 
the vision of State after State coming into this 
great temple of freedom, and burning their incense 
upon an altar consecrated to the enjoyment of civil 
and religious liberty. 

The ery of some is that we are not prepared; 
and some gentlemen, in deprecating our weakness, 
and in eulogizing the greatness of England's 
power, have, in my humble opinion, made speech- 
es much. better suited to the longitude of West. 
minster Hall than to that of the floor of the Amer- 
ican House of Representatives.- 1 assert boldly, 
and without fear of contradiction, that we are now 
better prepared to wage a successful war than if 
we had been frittering away our substance during 
the long period which has intervened since the 
treaty of Ghent, in keeping afloat an immense 
navy, and a great and splendid military establish- 
ment. Why, sir, it can be establishcd—I might 
almost say mathematically—that by husbanding 
our means, we aggregate our capacity for any 
emergency; and when that emergency arises, that 
this preparation in time of peace, constitutes the 
best, the strongest, and most reliable foundation 
for effective military defensive and aggressive oper- | 
ations. 

Let the shrill bugle-blast break upon our ears, 
and from the mountain side, and ‘valley’s depth, 
prairie and wood, as if touched by the hand of 
magic, you will see the true sons of Columbia 
springing responsive to their country’s call. The 

shrill whistle of the Scottish chieftain never called 
as ready and as determined a clan around his 
standard, as would rally under the Oregon banner. 
The people, the great masses, those whose servants 
we are, and whose orders the genius of our insti- | 
tutions demands that we should obey, are heaving, 
I might say, like the waves of that great ocean, to 
whose confines they demand the extension of the | 
American republic. And, sir, as wave after wave 
of public opinion culminates and breaks into foam, 
when I look around me and see the danger into 
which some gentlemen here have placed them- 
selves of being engulfed and buried deep, deep be- 
neath the turgid waters, I would warn them, while | 
there is yet time, to spring aboard the ark of po- 
‘litical safety. 

Canute was so exalted +, the flattery of his 
courtiers that he foolishly believed that he could, 
by his lordly command, stay the waves of the sea, | 
and bid them, ‘thus far shalt thou come, and no 
farther.” , 

As well might you attempt to roll back the tidal 
wave of the great Pacific ocean, as it comes thun- 
dering on the coast of the Oregon, as to stay this 
great movement, this progressive movement, if you 

leasc, of the American millions; and as a friend, 

Trodd here warn the ‘Canutes”’ of this House 
to cast their eyes upon land before the waves shall 
dash with spray their chariot wheels. 

Great Britain founded her first pretensions to 
the northwest coast in an outrageous attack upon | 
the rights of Spain; and, taking advantage of her 
weakness, bleeding from the effects of a disastrous 
war, she, under the lash of her superior power, 
extorted from Spain the Nootka sound convention, 
as the treaty is called, upon which her main reli- 
ance is placed in her claim to the Oregon territory. 

‘The value of this claim, even in the eyes of her 
own statesmen, is shown by one of my. colleagues 
{Mr. Owen] to be such as to justify the charge 
that she has been guilty of the most unmitigated 
rapacity in the assertion of her claims to territory | 
in all her negotiations with us. And it remains to 
be seen if American freemen will agree to be de- 
spoiled with the tame submission of the effeminate 
Spaniard. Hers is the robber’s title, and thus it 
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|| Casuoun, and by the venerable gentleman’ from 


has ever been with her. This vaunted circle of 


| Nootka convention, which has been fully shown to 
give her no territorial rights whatever. 


eas 
of our Government, much, very much more favora- 


| merits of the Gve to Oregon—and why? ‘The able 
| representative of this Government had made it ap- 


+ triotism. 
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brought in review before us, with a view ‘to fright- 
en-us from our propriety, are but monuments of 
her rapacity aha. lust of power. 

She yet lacks one link in the chain which is des- 
tined, if secured, to bind the world in her commer- 
cial fetters.. That link is the key to the Pacific, | 
washing, as it does, the shores of both great con- 
tinents; and the command of this ocean is hers, and 
hers alone, if she is permitted to occupy the har- 
bers which she has studiously claimed ‘in. every 
proffer of settlement which she has made of this 
question. It remains to be seen whether the cow- 
ardice of the descendants of the men of Bunker’s 
HiH, and of those gallant spirits who conquered in 
our war of the Revolution, and of our second in- 
dependence, shall permit her to grasp it. I blush 
at the bare suggestion of the possibility. 

Mr. Chairman, it cannot, it will not, it shall not 
he! Ihave no disguises as to my opinion of our 
right. Tam satisfied that it extends to 54° 40’; and 
the only shadow of right which England has, is 
based upon the discovery of the head waters of 
Frazer’s river, in the extreme northem part of this 
country; but this she is precluded from by her own 
withdrawal ofall claim except that based upon the 


I regret that the situation in which Mr. Polk 
found this question, trammelled by our treaties of 
1815 and 1827, as well as the many previous offers 


ble to Great Britain than the one recently made, and 
which admissions had been construed in the eyes 
of the civilized world into evidence of British title, 
induced him, or required him, to make that offer. 
By making it, however, he has shown to all the 
nations of the carth the strongest evidence which | 
can be required of a disposition to amicably adjust 

this vexed question. 

l rejoice that Bngland has refused it. Moreover, 
she has done it in sucha way as to unite, in at least 
the district which I have the honor to represent, the 
eat body of the Whig party with my Democratic 
ends, in sustaining me in going the whole length 
in the support of our de. 

Lam proud to declare to you, sir, and to the rep- 
rescntatives of the nation, that in Indiana, at least, 
when a question of national honor is presented, the 
lines of party are broken as the slender webs 
which cross the path on a summer’s day. Let | 
an appeal be made to us in support of our national | 
honor, and we at once resolve ourselves back into 
our original elements—the Republicans and Whigs 
of 776. 

Mr. BARCLAY MARTIN obtained the floor, 
and addressed the committee on the subject. He | 
would not, he said, on this occasion, enter into the | 


pear perfectly clear, not only in the eyes of our 
own people, but of all the world. Our title had 
been xet forth not only by that gentleman, but by 
a number of our most eminent statesmen—by Mr. 


Massachusetts [Mr.Apams.] He, (Mr. M.,) un- 
like a gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Cuteman,] 
who had deemed his place of birth a misfortune, 
gloried in the land of his own nativity. South Ca- 
rolina was the land of his birth, and he gloried in 
having been born on the soil which had produced 
her Sumiters and Marions. It was to him a pleas- 
ing reflection that he was born in South Carolina. 
He loved South Carolina; he loved her for her pa- 
Ife represented here a part of the State 
of Tennessee which had been designated by a friend 
of his—one of the editors of the Union—as the 
backwoods. There he had his little cottace—his 
log-cabin. "Chere he had been accustomed to read 
the debates of the last Congress. 
referred in some detail to the speeches and votes of 
gentlemen from South Carolina, (Mr. Ruerr and 
Mr. Burr] during the last session upon the subject 
of the notice; and he felt, he said, in reading them, 
that his old State was ably represented. He (Mr. 
M.) had resolved to sustain the President in his 
recommendation of the notice, and other measures 
ia relation to Oregon. He would vote for the no- 
tice without any qualification or amendment, and 
he would prefer it in the form in which it was now 
proposed; butif this joint resolution could not pass 
i its present form, then he would pass the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Drom- 


| He 


Mr. M. here | 


Carolina, [Mr. Buacx;] and if-that should fail, he: 
would last, yet least, prefer the amendment offered - 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hiraiianp,}. 
wished to make. an` inquiry of the: gentleman 

from Alabama, who had offered: this last amend= 

ment, by which a discretionary power. was left.to- 
the President to give the notice or not, and at airy, 
time when he pleased, whether he did not during 

the election of 1840, oppose himself to the one-inan 

power ?—whether he did notadvocate measures for 

the restriction of Executive power? But now ‘this 

would snatch from us, the legislative body; the 

control over this subject, and confer it upon the 

Executive. The gentleman -who yesterday ad- 

dressed the committee, [Mr. Devano,] had said’ 

that he would give the President this power, and 

hold him responsible for its exercise. : Ht might be 

the policy of the gentleman from Alabama, and 

others, in the opposition to the Administration, to 

shift this responsibility off from their own shoul- 

ders to those of the Executive; but he, as the rep- 

resentative of the sixth digtrict of Tennessee, was 

willing to bear his share of it. °- ae 

Mr. M. proceeded to comment upon the differ- 
ent objections which had been made to the notice 
in the course of the debate. The want of time, at 
present, prevents us from following him into. these 
particulars. . He remarked that the venerable. gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] had said 
that no war would grow out of the notice—that he 
feared no war, because the President would back 
out. A 
Mr. ADAMS rose to explain. He had said.that: 
there would be no war in his opinion, even if we 
persevered in these measures, and that. what he 
most feared was that our rights would be sacrificed 
by the backing out of this Administration and its 
supporters. ? Daaa Ey : 

Mr. MARTIN proceeded to say, that, with en- 
tire respect to the venerable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the gentleman was mistaken in the 
character of the President. He (Mr. M.) knew 
well the President’s iron nerve and noble bearing; 
and if Congress gave him the power to give the _ 
notice, he ooleved that he would doit, not re- 
ceding an inch from: his ground «ex: ; 

Mr, M: referred to. some remarks: 
man from Ohio, [Mr.:Gipnines,} i J 
threatened theSouth with the black regiments from 
the West Indies in case of a war. He must be 
permitted to remark, that when heand his coadju- 
tors (the black regiments) came. to the South, or 
any of those who were so fond of the odoriferous 
scent of the negroes, that they would all be-kicked 
out together. It had heen objected, by one of his 
colleagues, to the President’s course, that he had 
ordered the proposition to be withdrawn in a pet. 
He appealed. to the noble Tennessee spirit in his 
colleague for a vindication of the. President. from 
this charge. He would ask his colleague, what 
the President was to do when the British minister 
had so promptly rejected the offer made to him? 
Would he have had him to tender another propo- 
sition, and implore Queen Victoria to smile upon 
it?. His colleague would scorn such a course as a 
reflection on the character of our Government. He 
(Mr. M.) would say, let us give this notice, < Let 
the inquiry be, is Oregon Ours? But another. ob- 
jection has been taken to the President’s ¢ourse.on 
this subject; and it originated. with a gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Conver,] who had said that 
our title had been asserted. by the President; ina 
| swaggering manner... But wherein did this swag- 
gering consist? . i 

It was merely in the assertion that the title-to 
our own property was clear and unquestionable: 
Had it come to this, that the President of the 
United States was not to say that our title was uns 
questionable? He. believed it to beso; and. was 
he to be censured for not abandoning’ the titler 
For the first time in the history of this Govern- 
ment had it been asserted here that we had a‘less - 
title to our own soil than foreign Governments 
had. The British Government, conceded that we 
had rights in Oregon, and she conceded: that-we 
had a clear and unquestionable. title. to-a: part of 
Oregon. Who disputed it? - The gentleman from 
| the Hermitage district told us thatour own right 
to Oregon was doubtful. . It was: a most remarka- 
ble thing (Mr. M. said) that a member from the 
district of the Hermitage should. tell: us. that out 
right to Oregon was doubtful. He hoped thatthe 
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GooLE;] if that could not pass, then he would go 


British military. posts, which some gentlemen have |: for the amendment of the gentleman from South 


learning and ability of the gentleman as. adawyer 
| would not be judged of by this argument; for he 
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asstired the committee that the gentleman at-home 
ranked asa very eminent lawyer, He wasa good 
lawyer, hut a bad politician. Though we had no. 
title to Oregon, yet his colleague was willing to 
put a fence across the territory at 490; He did not 
know’ before that. the law. of Tennéssée would 
justify a.man in running a fence. through. land to 
which he had-no ttes ` 
He would now call the attention of the commit- 
tee to. the remarks of a gentleman from: Virginia, 
ow his ‘tight—he meant the ‘gentleman who heard 
the morning drum of England all over the world, 
the ‘lone-star, [Mr..Penperon.] He ‘liked: the 
gentleman very well, but not the company he kept. 
That gentleman would not give as much for Ore- 
gon as the cost of the paper on which the title 
deed was written. What objection Had he to it? 
Tt was too far away. Was not the same objection 
made to the purchase of Louisiana in 1803? 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cuipman] 
had. said that Michigan alone would take Canada 
in ninety days, and then give it up and win it back 
againin ninety days more. There was as much 
truth as poetry in this expression, If it had gone 
forth accompanied with the speech of General 
Cass, and it should happen to reach the eye of 
Prince Albert, he would say, Whose speech is this? 
‘Who was this man Cass, who offers to take Can- 
ada in ninety days? Victoria would send him to 
Sir Robert Peel to inquire. He would go and re- 
turn, and inform the Queen that this man was on 
the northern frontier during the last war, and that 
he was the man who, secing the British flag flying 
on American soil, reached up his hand, seized it, 
and tore it down, und stamped itin the dust. He 
would iell her, too, that this same man was in 
France a few years ago, and prevented the British 
Government from electing a tre 
the right of search, 
French c 
her, too, that there was another man here who 
defied the power of Great Britain—an old, bald- 
fronted, chunky man, who always stood by the 
side of his country in every controversy with any 
foreign nation, and especially Great Britain. And 
thon he had no doubt that the annuneiation of the 
gentleman from Michigan would produce a little 
trembling in the royal family. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Wintnnor] had said 
that we had the better title to Oregon; but asked 
if we would turn savages, and fight forit? The 
gentloman’s regularly reported speech says, “Will 
you use brute force, ind fight for Oregon?” This 
might sound very well for a city where blue-lights | 
had been in fashion, but it grated unpleasantly to | 
an American heart. It would be brutal, then, to j 
fight for Oregon? If Oregon was ours, would it be 
brutal to sustain our right to it? Tt was said that | 
‘we must negotiate. Had we not tried this for | 
twenty years without eflect? Wewere told to re- | 
sort to: arbitration. 
it? To Russia, or Prussia?) They were of the 
Holy Alliance, which was formed for the purpose 
of suppressing: republican: principles; and Russia 
would not like to gee the Hoosiers, the Woolver- 
eens, and the Suckers, coming too near her borders. 
Should we ‘submit to France? She was already 
in South America, where she had wantonly at- | 
tacked Buenos Ayres; and we had lately seen her 
interfering, in the affairs of Texas. hat is the | 


ji 
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| 
| 


next resource? -Masterly inactivity? He con- | 
fessed he did not know what this was. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia said it was the American 


multiplication table, and that it was a game at 
which Prince Albert could play better than Mr. 
Polk. The gentleman himself, he believed, how- 
ever, had not even learned. the addition table. 
Some had offered another plan—to wait until John 
Bull was an old man; sinking under infirmities, 
and then, séize upon and gouge him. Was that 
American chivalry? . A-gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Benner] has illustrated his- views by 
speaking of a foolish bird, perched on the summit 


of a rock, and waiting for a cloud to pass off. Was || 


this the masterly inactivity? This eagle had been 
perched there for more than thirty years, and it 
was time to give the notice, and untie his fetters 
and let him go. ic 
Mr. M. ridiculed the imaginary horrors which 
had been attributed to the noticés and he had no 
other fear than that of giving offence to 70,000 free- 
mê in his distriet, who said, give this notice, and 
if way comes, we will fightit out. It was said that 
we had no generals. We could produce one in i 


j! 
l 
i 
i 
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a treaty securing to it | 
8 by changing the opinions of the | 
abinet on that subject. He would tell | 


But to whom shall we refer |i 


Tennessee. We could get General Jackson’s cock- 
ed hat and old epaulettes, and- hang them on a 
pole, and thousands of Tennessceans would flock | 
around it and fight to the death. a 

He did not consider this as a party question. It 
was one in which national honor was involved, 
and he hoped that it would be considered as a na- 
tional question. It had been said that Great Bri- 
tain had done us no injury; she has not insulted 
our flag, nor invaded. the rights of any of our citi- 
zens, and therefore there can be no question of 
honor involved; but he (Mr. M.) thought there ` 
were several instances, and particularly the outrage 
committed on the Caroline, in-which our honor 
had been insulted, and that had never been atoned | 
for. He felt that the time was soon to arrive when 
there was to be a contest between us and Great 
Britain, for she beheld our advance and prosperity, 
and looked upon us as her only rival, and would 
seek to prostrate us; and knowing this, he would 
now take every measure for the vindication of 
our rights and the establishment of our power. It 
was said that we had no cannon with which to de- 
fend ourselves, and that it would take years to 
make any; but he was glad to hear the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Tuompsoy,] say, that 
Pennsylvania alone could produce an adequate 
supply. Men enough we had for the conflict, and 
the ladies, too, cheered us on. With justice and 
right on our side, we should certainly triumph. 

Mr. M. begged leave to tender his acknowledg- 
ment for the floor, after having labored for it for 
four long weeks; and he would say to the honora- 


4 
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if he (Mr. M.) should ever be placed in that posi- 
tion, he would try to give him the floor a little 
sooner than he (the chairman) had given it to him 


(Mr. M.) 


| ble chairman of the Committee of the Whole, that || 


Mr, FICKLIN next obtained the floor, and | 


and stake. They now, in turn, indulge the “re~ 
tort courteous” towards those who differ with us 
as to Oregon. ‘While the majority of us must 
deeply regret that‘any occasion for vituperation 
should have arisen-either‘on the one hand or the 
other, all must be admonished that, on a question 
of reannexation or occupation of territory, itis, to 
say the least, perilous to. be tender-footed on any 
part of the ground. erga 

Those who so earnestly (arid T may add ably) 
oppose the giving the notice to Great Britain, differ 
with us only as to the means of obtaining. the end. 
They, with very few exceptions, are decidedly of 
opinion that our title to the Oregon territory, up to 
54° 40", is clear and indisputable, and are willing 
to go with us for all of those that I regard as the 
strong and warlike measures, which look to the 
taking and holding possession of that country. 

My purpose, then, is not to upbraid them for 
this difference of opinion, but, as far as I can, to 
discuss the question with them; to oppose argu- 
ment to argument, and let mind grapple with mind, 
until the judgment is convineed, so far as that can 
be done. 

This resolution is debated by the opponents of 
the notice as a war measure; and it is sought to be’ 
made the occasion of producing a panic through- 
out the country; and brokers and stock-jobbers, 
together with that portion of the American press 
under their control, are uniting their efforts in this 
general outery against a war. It is doubtless re- 
membered by all, that these panic-makers have 
been engaged from time to time in alarming the 
public mind for the purpose of subserving their 
|| pecuniary interests, That Great Britain may make 
iit the pretext of a war, as she might make the re- 
| annexation of Texas, or any other exercise of our 
| rights, the pretext for war if she chose to do soy 
is not denied; but that it furnishes no just ground 


spoke as follows: 


sons who have pressed to the Capitol each day, 


i by members on this floor, sufficiently indicate the 
importance of the subject under disension, 
The masses every where are aroused, and the in- 


sentiment in the States. 

The Texas resolutions, which were introduced 
into this House at the last session with more than 
doubts of their success, gained strength at every 
step of their onward progress; and on the night of 
their final passage through the other end of the 
Capitol, a dread and deathlike silence pervaded 
the eager throng, who watched with. throbbing 
hearts the first gleams of the new star ascending to 
its place in our political Armament. 

A zeal na less burning—an excitement no less 
overwhelming—is destined to impel our citizens 
forward, until the Oregon question is satisfactorily 
and finally adjusted; and those politicians who 
recklessly attempt to breast the current of popular 
opinion, will as certainly be swept away by its 
wave. 

Our geographical position, and the indomitable 
energy of our people, alike proclaim that this must 
become an ocean-bound republic; and the decree 
has gone forth, that we shall acquire territory on 
this continent whenever we may rightfully do so, 
and that we should not part with one foot of that 
which legitimately belongs to us. 

“Texas and Oregon’’ were cradled together in 
the Baltimore convention, were inscribed on our 
banners, and were flung to the breeze in every por- | 
tion of the Union. The annexation of the former 
was a bloodless achievement, and the occupation 


| 


į united. We should suffer no sectional jealousy, 
no touch of selfish or mercenary feeling, to warp 
our judgment on a question of this character. Nor 
should we stop to inquire whether the proposed ac- 
quisition of territory, east or west, north or south, 
gives the balance of power to this or that section 
of the Union; but, looking with an eye single to 
the aggrandizement of the nation asa whole, we 
should extend our limits whenever we.can do so 
without invading the rights of others; and, air; the 
patriotic course of a large majority of the South. on 
this question will cover her statesmen with im? 
perishable glory. The parallel between Texas and 
Oregon is striking in this, that those of our friends 
who took the responsibility to vote against Texas 
fell under the reproaches, not to say denunciations, 
of their brethren, and all the horrors of the faggot 


of the latter will be equally so, if we be firm and į 


Mr. Chairman: The immense concourse of per- | 


i and the profound and unusual attention bestowed | 


tense interest felt here is but an epitome of public | 


i 
i 
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for an appeal to arms is, I think, plainly demonstra- 
ble. 

The distinguished member from South Carolina 
| (Mr. Riterr] seemed to congratulate himself upon 
ii the fact that he was pursuing a course on this ques- 
li tion in opposition to the venerable gentleman from 
| Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams;]} and that, therefore, 
he must be right. Let him not, however, “ lay the 
flattering unction to his soul,’ for, unless the signs 
of the times greatly deceive us, Massachusetts and 
South Carolina, that have indulged the most deadly 
hate and bitter feuds towards each other in times 
| past, will be found side by side at the present mo- 
| ment; and their sons, with a few exceptions, who 
have heen for so Jonga time “ looking daggers” at 
each other, will come up and vote together against 
the giving of this notice. 

It is contended by some gentlemen that negotia- 
tions should be again renewed; but I think very 
| diflerently. . The ministers of Great Britain under- 
stand the arts of diplomacy better than ours. 

For more than a quarter of a century we have 
failed to settle this question by negotiation. Our 
offer of compromise has been formally withdrawn, 
and I think that the matter should vest there; and 
that we should now stand upon all of our rights 
until that imperious nation shall make us a fair and 
just offer. Some, again, are proposing to arbi- 
trate. This is wholly inadmissible, for in that ad- 
judication we should not be tried by our peers. 
Crowned heads do not desire to broaden or length- 
en the territory of republican governments; but, 
on the contrary, they are strongly interested in 
enlarging the dominions and establishing the doc- 
trine of ‘the divine right of kings.’? 

As well might th i i 


it 
i 


e question of the divinity of the 
Messiah be submitted to the decision of Mahom-- 
medans and Jews, as for this question to be referred 
to the arbitrament of monarchs or of emperors. 
We know the decision in advance. No, sir; as 
much as I love peace, and desire to avoid war, yet 
if there is no other alternative but to arbitrate this 
difficulty, I would say, unhesitatingly, let it be 
done at the cannon’s mouth. Those of our friends 
who seem most alarmed at the prospect. of a war, 
and who have depicted its horrors so eloquently 
and so vividly, were not, I believe, when Texas 
was the prize, afraid to meet Mexico, Great Brit- 
ain, and France, combined, on the battle-field, and 
our navy and army were in no better state of pre- 
paration then than they are now. 

The Mexican minister declared that annexation 
would produce war. He demanded his passports, 
and returned home. The fingers of Great Britain 
and France were traced in the plot to prevent an- 
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nexation. 
with the three Powers combined; and all the ef 
fort then to get up a war panic did not cheek the 
‘immoderate valor” of our friends, whose thoughts 
seem now so “turned on peace.” It appears. to 
me that they.have placed themselves in a dilemma 


from which they cannot very well escape. South | 


Carolina and Virginia, then so impetuous and 
eager for ‘‘ bearding the British lion,” are now the 
most eloquent in depicting the horrors of war and 
the prowess of British arms. These members ad- 
mit that our title is clear, and yet they are unwil- 
ling to give the notice. This is a strange voice to 
come from these ancient Commonwealths; and did 
we not know better, it would be supposed to ema- 
nate from the peace party of New Fhgland. The 
distinguished member from the Harper's Ferry dis- 
trict in Virginia [Mr. Brprnarr]. described, with 
captivating eloquence, a scene he witnessed at that 
point. It was the American eagle, darting along 
the verge of a dark and portentous cloud, charged 
with thunder and gleaming with lightning, and 
perohing himself upon one of the loftiest peaks of 
the Blue Ridge. The cloud passed away, the sun 
again shone forth from a clear sky, and he saw the 
eagle take his flight westward. «I trust, sir, that he 
has found a mountain as tall, a climate as genial, 
and a sky as clear in Oregon as those he left be- 
hind him. Virginia patriotism and valor have 
been illustrated in many a fearful conflict; and 
should war come upon us, I say, without hesita- 
tion, that all the eagles that have been driven 
from her mountains, either by thunder-clouds or 
panic speeches, will be won back by the deeds of 
noble daring of her sons upon the battle-field. 

So, sir, with South Carolina, I know it is taunt- 
ingly said that her political leaders control the 
masses with absolute, not to say, despotic rule, It 
is believed by many that whew her politicians take 
snuff, the common people involuntarily sneeze all 
over the State; and that you can ascertain the state 
of public opinion in South Carolina with as much 
precision by inquiring of her distinguished states- 
men as you can the rate of exchange at a given 
point by inquiring at the counter of a bank. How 
this may be I have not been there to inquire. But 
sure Į am, that the undying fires of patriotism are 
yetsmouldering in the land of Marion, of Pinck- 
ney, and of Sumter, and that they need but a pro- 
per occasion to give them vent. Should war come, 
(which I cannot for a moment believe,) those who 
now differ with us as to the policy of this measure, 
will, I doubt not, be amongst the first to kindle the 
watch-fires upon the altar of liberty. Let us there- 
fore, on this occasion, not be intolerant towards 
each other; but while reposing a generous confi- 
dence, cultivate the kindlier and better feelings of 
our nature. 

Our title to this territory is the pivot upon which 
the whole question must turn. It constitutes the 
very. essence, soul, and life of the controversy. 
Some persons will deem it supererogation, at this 
stage of the discussion, to pause for a moment to 


It was then said we should have war | 


prove our title, for the reason that both of the great | 


political parties of this country concede it to be 
good and valid. That would do, if this country 
alone were concerned in the result. But I appre- 
hend, that if the whig and tory parties in England 
should concede that we had no just claim to Ore- 
gon, we would not by any means regard that as 
conclusive proof of the fact. 

Tfit can be established that we have a good and 
valid title to all or any portion of Oregon, it settles 
the question as to our duty, and as to our course, 
to the extent of the territory to which we are thus 
entitled. For if any of it is ours, we must hold it, 
or else yield it from fear of Great Britain. We 
cannot do the latter; for the act—crayen and dis- 
honorable in itself—would dissolve the charm and 
break the spring of our success as a nation. 

Much has been well and justly said of the rapa- 
city, injustice, and grasping ambition of Great 
Britain. Though she may be regarded by other 
nations as the ‘beast with seven heads and ten 


horns,” and though her iniquities toward them and | 


us may, and indeed have, accumulated with each 
succeeding year; yet it all avails nothing in this 
controversy, if the territory belongs to her, and not 
tous. Therefore, I proceed to examine the differ- 
ent clements of our tatle. 

By the Florida treaty of. the 22d of February, 
1819, we obtained all the rights which Spain then 
had to that country north of 42°, whether aceruin 
from discovery, exploration, or occupation; an 


they are as follows: From the time of the discover 
by Columbus, in 1492, 


cific coast. In 1520, Femando Magellan, in the 
service of Spain, discovered and sailed through 
the highly important and far-famed Straits of Ma- 

ellan, which received and yet bears his name. 
n 1528, the celebrated Cortes, who was appointed 
by Charles V. as captain-general of Néw Spain, 
(now Mexico,) fitted out a vessel under the com- 
mand of Moldonado, one of his officers, who was 
absent for six months, cruising in the Pacific. In 
1532, he despatched two vesscls, one under the 
command of Mendoza, and the other commanded 
by Mazucla, who sailed as far as the 27th degree 
| of north latitude; and the country thus visited was 
claimed by Cortes for Spain, and afterwards re- 
ceived the name of California. 

The northernmost point occupied im 1580 on the 
Pacific by any civilized nation, was “Culiacan, 
| which was founded by Nuna de Guzman, a Span- 
iard, at the entrance of the Gulf of California.” 


was comnmaded by Francisco de Ulloa, who took 
his departure on the 8th of July, 1539, from Aca- 
pulco. He discovered an island near the coast 
under the 28th parallel of latitude, which was 
named the Isle of Cedars. In 1543 Bartolome 
Ferelo, a Spaniard, under the authority of the 
| Viceroy of Mexico, on the 26th of February of 
that year, discovered the Cape of Perils or Stormy 
| cape, under the 4ist parallel, which is supposed 
to be the place now called Mendocino; andon the 
Ist of March he had reached as far north as the 
44th parallel of latitude—certainly as far as the 43d. 

‘The Straits of Fuca, which enter the land at 48° 
; DF, and return to the ocean at 51°, were discover- 
| ed in 1592 by Juan de Fuca, under Spanish au- 
thority, whoge name they now bear; he sailed in 
and remained there more than twenty days, trading 
with the natives. In 1603 Cape Blanco, in lati- 
tude 43°, and the river Umpqua, in latitude 449, were 
discovered by Ensign Martin de Aquilar, who was 
acting under the Spanish authority. 

An expedition was fitted out in 1774, by order 
of the Spanish Government, under the command 
| of Ensign Juan Perez, accompanied by Estavan 

Martinez as his pilot, with directions to sail as far 
| north as 60°, and to survey the coast from thence 
| southward to Monterey; and for them to take pos- 
session in the name of the King of Spain. 

On the 18th of July, 1774, Perez reached as far 
north as the 54th parallel of latitude, and discover- 
ed land to the east, to which he gave the name of 


{| ae Santa Magarita. 


He made laud on the 9th of August in the same 
yoar, under the parallel of 49° 30’, anchored in a 
deep bay, and traded freely with the Indians, and 
called the place Port San £ 
doubtedly the same which four years afterwards 
received from Captain Cook the appellation of 
King George’s sound, but now known as Nootka 
sound—the name given it by the natives. 

On the 15th of August, 177 


t 


| 
i 
75, Heceta discovered 


| tude 46° 17', but was prevented by the force of the 
| current from entering the mouth of the river. 


Bodega and Maurell proceeded in August, 1775, 


took poss 
| Spanish King, St. Salvador Dicgo, in the fall of 
| 1790, explored the Russian possessions. These, 
together with many other voyages and explora- 


clearly that, so far as discovery is concerned, 
Spain is greatly in advance of all other nations; 
and that her navigators had visited the whole 
coast of the Pacific as far north as the 6lst par- 
jj allel of latitude, long prior to those of any other 
nation. 

The first navigator from whose discoveries Great 
Britain could derive any title on the northwest 
coast of America is Captain Cook, who, in March, 


latitude; but he did not discover the mouth of the 
Columbia or the Straits of Fuca. In March, 1778, 
he anchored in Nootka sound, and gave it the 
name of King George’s sound; but Nootka was 
| thename given to it by the natives, and it has ever 
| since borne thatname. He discovered many uten- 
H 
| 
i 
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sils of iron and brass, and also two silver spoons, 
of Spanish manufacture, in the possession of the 
natives—showing clearly that they had before been 
visited by the Spaniards.’ 


H 


The last expedition made by order of Cortes | 
ji sels, and ostensibly commanded by -Pertuguese 


f 
Y I 
the Spanish Government ! 
never rested till they had explored the whole Pa- | 


Captain Cook, continuing . his voyage north, 
saw Mount San Jacinto, which had.been named. > 
four years before by Bodega; saw Mount. St. Elis. 
as, and, pushing his voyage: north, passed, into 
the Arctic. ocean, . He afterwards visited. Owyhee, 
where, on the 16th of February, he fella victim 
to the natives. ; i EP ct Moa 

It is claimed by the British minister, Mr. Pak- 
enham, that Captain Berkeley, a British subject,in 
„a vessel. under Austrian. colors, distovered. the 
Straits of Fuca in 1787, when.it will be. remem- 
bered that Juan de Fuca made: the same discovery 
in 1592—being 195 years previous; and ihat Cap- 
tain Duncan, In the year 1787, entered the straits 
and traded with the natives at the village of Clas- 


‘set; and also that John Meares visited. Nootka 


sound in 1788, four years after it had been visit- 
ed and taken possession of by. Perez... John 
Meares was a heutenant in the ‘British navy'on 
i| half pay. The Felice, of which he was super- 
cargo, and the Iphigenia, of which Wiliam. Doug- 


i| lass was supercargo, were fitted out at the Portu- 


guese port of Macao. Both were. Portuguese ves- 


| captains, sailed under the Portuguese flag, and had 
passports and other papers. showing that the ves- 
sels were the property of Juan Cavallo, a Portu- - 
| guese merchant of Macao. : Pew eS 
If there had been any virtue in the discovery of 
Berkeley, it would have belonged to Austria, in 
whose service he was; or if there had been any 
merit in the discoveries of Meares, they would 
have enured to the benefit of Portugal. . If Meares 


orenzo; and it is un-; 


the bay at the mouth of Columbia river, in lati- | 


as far north as the 58th parellel of latitude, and } 
sion of the country in the name of the | 


tions, here omitted for want of space, prove most | 


| 1778, visited Cape Flattery, in the 48th parallel of | 


had attempted to navigate the North Pacific ocean 
as a British officer, his vessel would ‘have..been 
subject to seizure, and his officers and crew. to: pun- 
ishment, as they. had no, license from the South 
| Sea or East India Companies. Whether- he be re- 
garded, therefore, asa British subject, sailing un- 
der false eolors, or as in the employment of Ca- 
vallo, the Portuguese merchant, he could not claim 
any protection from the British Government, or 
confer upon. her any rights resulting from his dis- 
coveries, : 


eriod of time, it willbe: 


During all this. i 
istory thi 


reference to the 


seen by 
vin ad. 


Had Great 
Britain possessed the same title that Spain did, can 
there he a doubt that she would have claimed and 
held the whole Pacific coast from Panama to Beh- 
ring’s straits? i 


i| It will be remembered, that when Great Britain 


|| planted her colonies on the Atlantic, she claimed, 
on the ground of continuity and contiguity of ter- 
ritory, that her right of soil extended from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific oceans. The French Govern- 
|| ment discovered and explored the Mississippi and 
| other tributary streams, and made settlements along 
their valleys. A.dispute arose between England 
and France in regard to their territorial rights, and 
they went to war. 

The treaty of Paris, concluded on the. 16th. of 
February, 1763, settled the boundary betwéen 
those two nations; and.so much of the 7th section 
as relates thereto is in these words: =- 

“The confines between. the dominiotis of His 
j ‘ Britannie Majesty in: that: part of the world (the 
‘continent of America) shall be. fixed irrevocably 
‘by a line drawn along the middle. of the: river 
‘ Mississippi, from its source to the river Iberville, 
‘and from thence-by a line drawn along the middle 
‘of this. river and the Lakes Maurepas and: Pont- 
‘ chartrain, to the sea,” &c. renee 
i} By this treaty Great Britain obtained the Cana- 
das, Florida, and a portion of Louisiana; she parted 
with all her claims west of the Mississippi, received 
the full benefit of the doctrine of continuity, ands 
|| therefore estopped now from denying the principle. 
By the treaty of Louisiana, dated on. the 30th: of 


| 
| 
| 


} 


April, 1803, we succeeded to all the rights which. 
France acquired under the treaty of 1763, and-have 
the full benefit of the doctrine of continuity, as 
| England once had to any country lying west of the 
l Misisippi to which she had-claimse: 22). 
Now 1 will examine very briefly the title which 
| we have to that territory in our own proper right, 
| growing out of discoveries and settlements by this 


Government and its citizens. -< 


| In June, 1789, Captain Robert Gray, of Boston, 
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éxploréd ‘the eastern: coast of Queen Charlotte’s 
island, In thé summer of 1791, he visited the coast 
of the north Pacific, between 54° and 60° of north 
latitudé, -In May, 1792; he discovered Bulfinch’s 
harbor; and on the lith of that, month: he entered 
the mouth of the Columbia river, which Heceta 
could ‘not do when ‘he made the attempt in 1775; || 
and both Meares and: Vancouver, after examina- 
tion,’ denied “the existence of such a-river. ‘The 
tributaties of this ‘river drain the territory’ of Ore- 
gon from the 42d “to: the 53d parallels of latitude: 
in 1804-5/an expedition was made under our Gov- 
értiment by Lewis and Clarke, who visited and 
minutely-explored that country. In-1811, settle- 
ments were made by the American Company at 
Astoria, near the mouth of the Columbia river, at 
Okenegan, six hundred miles above, and at Spo- 
kau,some fifty miles further up. They were cap- 
tured by Great Britain during the war of 1812, and 
were restored under the treaty of Ghent, the Gth 
day of October, 1818. It cannot he successfully 
contended that the surrender did not restore to us 
all the country of which we were divested by the 
capture, for the latter was commensurate with the 
former act. 

Uniting as we do the title of Spain, who, by dis- | 
covery and exploration, was between two and three 
centuries In advance of any other nation on the 
ngrthwest coast of America, the title of France, to- | 
gether with the title acquired in our own right by 
discovery, exploration, and settlement, which is 
certainly good as agninst the claim: of Great Brit- 
ain, wonky a complete and perfect title to the soil 
and sovereignty of the country between 429 and 
549 40' north latitude. | 

The talented member from the Boston district 
[Mr. Wintirror] facetiously alluded to Adam’s 
willand the Mormon testament in connexion with 
the Oregon question. As the British ministers 
have hitherto been unable to Jocate this vagrant 
elaim of title—some of them relying solely on the 
Nootka Sound treaty, and others mainly on dis- 
covery—I must request my friend, at his earliest 


leisuré, to consult, with his usual industry and re- |] 


| «which he had regarded with an eye of solicitude 


| © ever sincé our arrival. =— 


oe. 

On the third page of his memorial to 
Parliament, Meares says: . : 
“Mr, Colnet was directed to fix his residence at 
©Nootka sound, and with that view, to erect a; 
t substantial house on the spot which your memo- | 
‘rialist had purchased in the preceding year; as | 
-< will appear by a copy of his instructions hereto 
“annéxed.” f 

We next turn to the instructions given by Meares 
tò Colnet, dated Macao, 17th April, 1789, and find, 
| upon their perusal, that no such instructions were |; 
given as stated by Meares in- his memorial to 
Parliament. Passing on to the first article of the |) 
Nootka treaty, we find that on the 28th October, 
1790, the spot of ground granted by the Indian 
chief to Meares had already ‘ swollen into build- 
ings and tracts of land.” ‘The account of Meares, 
of the rapid transition of the spot of ground grant- 
ed him by the Indian chief into: buildings and | 
grounds, is only paralleled by the nffraculous 
story of his illustrious predecessor, Sir John Fal- 
staff, when giving a narrative of the attack made | 
on him by the men in buckram. And justice can 
alone be done to the inimitable Falstaff, by giving 
the story in his own words: 
| “ Poins. Pray God, you have not murdered some of 
| them. : ? 

Fal. Nay, that’s past praying for; for E have peppered 
two of them; two, T am sure, E have prid; two rogues in 
buckram suits, J telt thee what, Hal: if Tt tel) thee a lie, 
spit in my face,eall me borse Thow knowest my old ward: iI 
here T iay, and thes F bore my point. Four ragues in buek- |! 
ram let drive at me 

P. Hen. What, four? thou saidst but two, even now, H 

Ful, Four, Hal; told thee four, [i 

Poins. Ay, ay, he said tour, : i 

Ful, These four came alf afront, and mainly thrast at | 
me. TLoinade me no more ado, but took all their seven points 
in my target thes. 

P. Hen, Seven? Why, there were but four, even now. 

ful. Inbuekran, 

Poins. Ay, four in bnekram suits. ' 

Pul, Seven, by these hills, or tam a villain else, 

P. Hen. Prithee, let bim alone; we shall have more : 


anon. 
Fal. Dost thou hear me, Pid? 
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search, the pages of the Mormon testament and | 
of Adam’s will, and if the British title to Oregon | 
is not recorded tu one of those time-honored in- | 
struments, it may be fairly presumed that it does | 
not exist anywhere. 

I will next proceed to examine the Nootka 
treaty, signed at the geurial, October 28, 1790, 
between Great Britain and Spain. In order to a | 
full. understanding of the. spirit and meaning of 
that convention, and tothe position assumed: by 
Great. Britain at the time, it is important that we 
examine the circumstances which gave rise to it. 
‘The celebrated John Meares, who, as stated here- 
tofore, was merely supercargo of a Portuguese ' 
vessel, sailing under the Portuguese fag, was the 
prime mover, the Alpha and Omega of the cause 
of difficulty between Spain and Great Britain, of 
which this treaty was tho offspring. 

‘Lieutenant. Meares; with the two Portuguese 
vessels, visited Nootka sound, where they were 
captured: in 1789, by Martinez, on behalf of the 
Spanish Government. 

Spain having discovered and established a: fort 
at Nootka sound, regarded Meares ay an ageres- 
sor, and treated him as such. Meares, it will be 
observed, was a mere adventurer, trading with the 
natives, not connected in any way with the Gov- 
ernment of Portugal, under whose flag he sailed, 
or with Great Britain, under whose flag he did not 
sail. Portugal took no notice of the complaints of |} 
Meares; not so with Great Britain, for she, proba- |! 
bly at that time,desiring a controversy with Spain, 
made it the- occasion of a most rancorous quarrel 
with that Government. Meares presented a me- | 
morial, setting forth his. grievances, containing | 
many inconsistences and palpable falsehoods. 

Twill here quote a few passages, to show the | 
fertile imagination of the notorious John Meares, | 
who possessed: the power to amplify facts in a l 
most eminent degree.. Atpage 114 of his voyage, 
on the 25th May, 1788, he says: S 

“ Maquilla had not only most readily consented 
‘to grant us a spot of ground in his territory, | 
f whereon a house might: be built for the accom- | 
t modation of the people we intended to leave || 
£ there; but had promised us also his- assistance in 
‘ forwarding our works, and his protection of the 
‘party who were destined to remain at Nootka | 
€ during our absence. In return for this kindness, 
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| Pitt to change his views, and to seek, through the | 
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P. Hen. Ay, and mark thee too, Jack, 

fa. Do so, for itis wort the distering to, 
inbuekran, that | told thee of- 

P. Hen, So, two more alread 

Fal, Their points beiug broken-——— 

Pains. Down tell their hose, 

Aid. Began to give me ground. But F followed me close; 
came in foot and hand; and, with a thought, seven of the 
eleven F paid, 

P. Hen. O monstrous! Eleven buekram men grown out 
of two!” | 


Thus it will be seen that the story of Meares is | 
atype, but too faithfully drawn, of the fabrications | 
of Sir John Falstaff, and justly entitles him to the ! 
fall name of Sir John Falstaff Meares. And, |! 
strange to tell, it was the marvellous story of this | 
man Meares that caved the British ministry to | 
evy an army, and threaten annihilation to Spain; || 

and thereupon the King of England, in his message | 
to Parliament touching the seizure of these ves- | 
sels at Nootka, says: “ That two vessels belong it 
‘ing to his subjects, and navigated under the Brit- || 
| fish flag, and two others of which the description |] 
is not sufficiently ascertained, had been captured |! 
“at Nootka sound by an officer commanding two || 
‘Spanish ships of war; the cargo of the two Brit- | 
‘ish vessels had been seized, and their erews had ! 
€ been sent as prisoners to a Spanish port.” 

Pitt, then in the pride of his power, had inher- į 
ited his father’s hatred for, and contempt of, the 
Spanish nation, and he seized the opportunity to 
make Spain yteld to his dictation or overthrow 
her empire; hence he demanded the surrender of 
her clear and undoubted rights, and assembled a | 
mighty armament to awe her into submission; but 
the movements of the French Government in order- 
ing forty-five sail of the line, and a proportionate 
number of frigates, the treaty of peace concluded | 
between Sweden and Russia August 3, 1790, so as | 
to Jeave the latter in a powerful condition to prose- 
cute her designs upon Turkey, together with the | 
financial condition of Great Britain, induced Mr. 
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intervention of the National Assembly of France, 
conducted in a secret and confidential manner, a 
treaty of peace and alliance with Spain; and the 
Nootka convention was the result of that negotia- || 
tion. This, it must be borne in mind, was the 


the spirit of republican principles. These facts 
may furnish some clue to the reason why the 


* the chief was presented with a pair of ‘pistols, 


Nootka treaty is one for the benefit of traders, 


| Nootka sound. 


hunters, and trappers merely, and does not in any 
way whatever affect or weaken the title of Spain to 
the soil; -The hut-of the fisherman and the cabin 


' of the hunter and trapper were looked to and pro- 


vided" for: Great Britain softened down in her 
demands and exactions, lest, perchance, Russia, 
Sweden, and France might- make common cause 


i with Spain against her, and for fear that the revo- 


lationary spirit of France might seize the subjects 
of Great Britain. But-for this Spain: would have 
had to truckle to the blustering. of Great Britain, 
and te have given her part, or perhaps-all, of that 
territory. j 

In this position I am fortified by the celebrated 
French historian, Segur, whose work bears date in 
1801. In speaking of this transaction, he says that 
England, “ under the flimsy pretence of reclaiming 
some contraband ships taken by the Spaniards on 
the west coast of North America, threatened and 
declared war against Spain.’’ (2d vol., page 163, 
Segur’s History.) Further on, at page 171, same 
volume, he says that ‘France, after a short hesi- 
tation, notwithstanding the disorder of her finan- 
es, determined to support Spain against the Eng- 


| lish.”? 


And the cabinet of London, intimidated by this 
energetic and unexpected resolution, postponed its 


! ambitious projects; contented itself with the resti- 


tution of the English vessels that had been cap- 
tured, and aoe with the court of Madrid mutu- 
ally to disarm. The 5th article of the Nootka 
treaty, which is the only important one bearing oh 
this point, is in the words following: 


“Any, 5. As well in the places which are to be 


| © restored to the British subjects by virtue of the 


‘first article, as in all other parts of the northwest- 
‘ern coasts of North America or of the islands ad- 
jacent, situate to the north of the parts of the said 
‘coast already occupied by Spain, wherever the 
‘subjects of elther of the two powers shall have 


| “made settlements since the month of April, 1789, 


‘or shall hereafter make any, the subjects of the 


| € other shall have free access, and shall carry on 


‘their trade without any disturbance or molesta- 
“tion.” 

I will now give a few instances of the construc- 
tion put upon this treaty by British statesmen, se- 
lecting as well those who sipporied the ministry, 
as those who opposed it. The Duke of Montrose, 
who moved an address of thanks to the king for 
having made the treaty pused this language: 

‘We are not only restored to Nootka, but, by 
‘san express stipulation, we may participate in a 
‘more northern settlement, if we should find atany 
“time that a more northern situation would be 
t preferable for the carrying on of the trade.’ 

Mr. Dundas said: : 

“At Nootka we have obtained a specific right to 
‘trade and fish,” 

Of the opposition, Mr. Fox said: 

“Our right before was to settle in any part of 
‘South or Northwest America, not fortified against 
‘us by previous occupancy; and we are now re- 
‘stricted to settle in certain places only, and under 
‘certain restrictions; we had obtained an admission 
‘of our rights to settle to the north, and even that, 
‘we had not obtained with clearness, as the Span- 
‘ish settlements were the only mark of limits.” 

Lord North said: “Was it not necessary to 
‘know the reasons for so vague a delineation of 
‘our rights in the northwestern American seas as 
‘the convention contained, and of the beon of 


; ‘Spain’s not colonizing beyond the most northern 
‘of her settlements?’ —(See vol. 28, pages 980, 996, 


Parliamentary History.) It is thus shown that 
Great Britain could make no settlements south of 
That this Nootka treaty was one 
for the purposes of commerce, navigation, and 


| trading with the Indian tribes, and that it does not 


confer the right of soil and sovereignty, is further 
shown by Messrs. Huskisson and Addington in 
their communication to Mr. Gallatin in 1826, while 
negotiating about the territory of Oregon. They 
say: ‘‘Great Britain claims no exclusive sovereign- 
‘ty over any portion of the territory on the Pa- 
‘cific between the 42d and 49th parallels of lati- 
“tude; her present claim—not-in respect to any 


| * part, but to the whole—is limited to a right of 


‘joint occupancy in common with other States, 


À | ‘leaving the right of exclusiye dominion in abey- 
| second year of the French Revolution, and during || 


‘ance; and her pretensions tend to the mere main- 
‘tenance of her own rights in resistance to the ex- 
‘clusive character of the pretensions of the United 
‘ States.” “The rights of Great Britain are rea 


328 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘corded and defined in the convention of 1790, 
t (with Spain;) they embrace the right to navigate | 
t the waters of those countries, to settle in and over 
‘any part.of them, and to trade with the inhabit- 
‘ants and oceupants of the same. It is admitted 
‘t that the United States possess the same right; but 
“beyond those rights they possess none.” 

This convention, therefore, between Great Brit- 
ain and Spain does not in any way impair the ulti- 
mate sovereignty which Spain had exercised for 
more than two centuries over the whole Pacific 
coast as far as the Glst degree of north latitude. 
The planting of permanent colonies by Great Brit- 
ain is nowhere granted in that treaty, nor is ex- 
elusive jurisdiction given to her over any portion 
of the soil. The right of fishing, hunting, trap- 
ping, and trading with the natives, and erecting | 
such temporary buildings as might-be necessary for 
this species of commerce, is all that was granted 
by that treaty, is all that its language imports, or 
that British statesmen claimed for it. But this 
treaty, whatever it may have been originally, was | 
wholly abrogated in 1796 by the war between 
Great Britain and Spain. Such is the settled law 
of nations, as recognised over and over again by | 
Great Britain. In 1815, Lord Bathurst, in negoti- 
ating with Mr. Adams, says: ‘That Great Brit- |i 
‘ain knows of no exception to the rule that all 
“treaties are put an end to by subsequent war be- 
‘tween the same parties.” 

Prior to the late war, the United States enjoyed 
the right upon the banks of Newfoundland of land- 
ing and drying their fish. Pending the negotiations 
of Ghent for concluding a treaty of peace between 
Great Britain and the United States, the British 


plenipotentiarics reaffirmed the foregoing principle |! 
as to the dissolving of treaties. In volume 9, page 
321, of the Amerifan State Papers, it will be scen 
that our ministers, in acommunication to the then 
Secretary of State, say that the British minister 
stated to them “that before they desired any answer 
‘from us, they felt it incumbent upon them to de- 
‘clare that the British Government did not deny 
“the right of the Americans to the fisheries gene- 
‘rally, or in the open seas; but that the privileges || 
t formerly granted by treaty to the United States, 
‘ of fishing within the limits of the British juris- 
‘diction, and of landing and drying fish on the 
£ shores of the British territories, would not be re- 
*newed without an equivalent.’? Hence it will be 
seen that, by their own rule, the war between Great 
Britain and Spain, in 1796, totally annulled this 
treaty. : ; 

The next treaty having reference to this subject 
which I will notice, is the one between Great Bri- 
tain and the United States, bearing date 20th Octo- |; 
ber, 1818. The third section, which is the only || 
one necessary here to be quoted, is as follows: 

“It is agreed that any country that may be chum- 
‘ed by cither party on the northwest coast of 
< America westward of the Stony mountains shall, 
‘together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, and 
‘the navigation of all rivers within the same, be 
‘free and open for the term of ten years from the 
“date of the signature of the present convention, 
“to the vessels, citizens, and subject of the two 
< powers; it being well understood that this agree- 
c ment is not to be construed to the prejudice of any 
«claim which either of the two high contracting 
t parties may have to any part of the said country, 
‘nor shall it be taken to affect the claims of any | 
€ other power or state to any part of the said coun- 
‘try; the only object of the high contracting par- 
“ties in that respect being to prevent disputes and 
< differences among themselves.” 

The treaty between the same parties of August 
6, 1827, which is a mere prolongation of that of | 
1818, provides by its first section for the indefinite | 
continuance of the privileges of free navigation, 
hunting and fishing; and the second section thereof 
ig in the following words: 

“Arr. 2. It shall be competent, however, to | 
‘either of the contracting parties, in case either 
€ should think fit, at any time after the 20th of Oc- f 
‘ tober, 1828, on giving due notice of twelve months | | 
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‘to the other contracting party, to annul and abro- 
‘ gate this convention; and it shall in such case be! 
‘accordingly entirely annulled and abrogated after | 
‘the expiration of the said term of notice.”” i} 
It will be seen by examining the provisions of 
all these treaties, that the right of eminent domain | 
is nowhere granted or disposed of; and that the || 


mere temporary rights of the trapper, the hunter, | 
and the fisherman, are all that are alone contem- i! 


plated by them. It will be further observed that 
the two Governments, looking to ihe future settle- 
ment of the country, when it should become im- 
portant that the territorial limits should be defined, 
provided by the treaty of 1827 a peaceable mode 
for. its annulment and dissolution. Giving the 
twelve months’ notice is the conventional mode 
pointed out by the two Governments in the treaty 
of 1827 to untie the gordian knot, without resort- 
ing to the sword to sever it. 

it is contended by some gentlemen on this floor, 
and by a portion of the press, that Great Britain 
has for years past been regardful of the rights of 
other Governments. 

Itis not my purpose to deal in high-sounding 
epithets of denunciation against Great Britain, for 
they can do no good to the cause; but I desire here 
to bring forward a few occurrences in ilustation of 
hey imperious disposition towards other Powers. 

Take, for instance, the Nootka affair. Here 
were Portuguese vessels with a Portuguese owner, 
sailing ufider the Portuguese flag, and landing in 
the Spanish dominions. ‘They are captured by 
the Spanish authorities. The British Government, 
in the pride, and I may say insolence of her power, 
assumed the act and hold Spain responsible; and 
why? Because Spain was too weak, single-handed, 
to resist her arbitrary exactions. 

Take the case of her whipping the Chinese until 
she compelled them to- buy her opium, and then 
made them pay the expenses of the war! 

Take the case of the Caroline, an American 
vessel, anchored to the American shore, at Schlos- 
ser, and boarded by British subjects at midnight, 


| set on fire, and sent headlong over the falls of Ni- | 


ngara ! s 
Our Govermnent demanded satisfaction for the 
invasion of our territory, and outrage on the rights 


‘of our citizens: but the British Government as- 


sumed the act, and no indemnity was given to the 


| owners of the Caroline, and no atonement made 


for the murder of Durfee. Sir Allan McNab was 


| knighted, and a dinner was given to him, and a 


pension to Captain Drew, for the part they bore in 
this disgraceful transaction. 

If there is one sin in the conduct of this Gov- 
ernment deeper than all others, itis their permit- 
ting this indignity and insult on the part of Great 
Britain to pass with impunity. How different is 
it from the example given to the world in the 
Nootka case, 

Great Britain has a sliding seale not only in re- 
gard to her corn laws, but she has one also in re- 
gard to the faith which she keeps with other na- 
tions. She feels the pulse of a nation with whom 
she has or expects to have a controversy, in order 
to aseertain how large a dose of her compound of 
arrogance acd exaction the patient will stand, and 
she deals out the nostrum accordingly. 

We are asked how Great Britain can avoid going 
to war with us if our citizens settle. north of the 
Columbia river, or venture on any part of the ter- 
ritory which she claims? My reply is this: that 
when she, by bluster and bravado, places herself 
in a false position in regard to another nation, and 
finds that her demands will not be submitted to, 
and that she can expect no benefit from a war, she 
will have sufficient address to bow herself out of it 
witha tolerable grace. Such is ber position now. 
She claims that which is ours; if we submit, she 
will take it, and Iowa and Wisconsin into the bar- 
gain. If we do not submit, she, sceing that war 
would be more perilous to her than to us, will re- 
examine her title-papers, and find and bring to 
light some map with red lines traced upon it, that 
will let her out of the difficulty, and cover her re- 
treat. 

The war-ery that has been raiscd here and 
throughout the country, in the discussion of this 
question, I regard as one of the greatest humbugs 
of the age. It is a tempest in a teapot, which, like 
the innumerable bank panics and war panics gotten 
up for the occasion within the last fifteen years, will 
have its day, and pass off, leaving those who are 
alarmed by it to wonder why they were so need- 
lessly excited. 

Let the war prophets avoid the error into which 
Miller fell in foretelling the destruction of the earth, 
and not set the day for the fulfilment of the prophe- 
cy too near at hand. 

Great Britain does not desire a war with us, and 
we do not desire a war with her. She wants our 
bread rather than our blood. The mutual interests 
of the two nations are bonds between them to keep 


the peace. She. must obtain. fromus our- cotton 
and provisions in-exchange for her manufactures. 
To talk about Great Britain conquering us is wholly, ` 
preposterous. .Our territory extending from ocean 
to ocean—our population, numbering: twenty mil- 
lions of souls, nerved by the conviction that: ouis 
is the best and the only popular government on 
earth, we are impregnable. to the- attacks. of any 
and all foreign powers. The inevitable result of a 
war would be the loss to Great Britain of:the-Can-~ 
adas. She has done much more by her course. in 
regard to the Oregon territory to. provoke us: to. a 
war than all of our proposed measures.can do to 
embroil her ina war with us. In addition to the 
other acts of aggression upon our territory, we find 
i the reasons avowed for renewing the charter to the 
| Hudson Bay Company in the following extract: 
‘On the 10th of February, 1837, the Hudsor 
‘© Bay Company applied to the British Government 
‘for a new lease of their charter for twenty-one 
‘years. The application was made ina letter of 
‘ihat date, from J. Pelly, Esq., Governor of the 
i*Company, to. Lord Glenelg, then. Secretary of 
! ¢ State for the Colonies. . This letter sets forth the - 
‘grounds of the application. It states all that the 
‘company. have done to carry out the purposes of 
‘the British Government.. It tells how they have 
‘ driven the Americans outof the fur trade, and got 
“it all for themselves—how they occupy the whole 
‘ country by twenty-two permanent establishments, 
‘(this was in 1837,) and many distinct. hunting 
‘ parties—how they keep six armed vessels, one of 
| * them a steamer, off the coast—how they. have in 


Lord 
| *Glenelg tells them in his reply, that they may: 
‘have their trade monopoly as before,‘ but,’ he 
‘adds, ‘it will be indispensable to introduce into 
‘the new charter such conditions as may enable 
‘her Majesty to. grant, for the purpose of settle- 
‘ment and colonization, any of the Jands comprised 
‘init? And accordingly in the charter was inserted 
‘a proviso reserving to the crown, in the largest 
‘terms, a full right to. ‘establish colonies,’ and ‘gov- 
‘ern’ them, and ‘annex them to other colonies be- 
‘longing to the crown’—and this inany of the ‘lands 
| € granted.” What were these lands so granted? The 
‘northwest of America not ‘under any civil goy- 
‘ernment of the United States.’ That is, everyanch i: 
t of Oregon, down to latitude 42 degrees,” f 
Thus it will be seen that the Hudson Bay. Com- 
| pany, under the authority of the British Govern- 
| ment, is not only settling her retired servants in 
that country, but is also preparing prospectively 
for establishing colonies there; and still .we.have 
; made no war upon that power for her encroach- 
ments. Yet the distempered fancy of some gentle- 
men has not only enabled them to see the.-“Sair- 
i drawn dagger,” but also to fancy they see Great 
Britain shaking her ‘‘ gory locks” at us for our 
supposed violation of her rights, The war-spirit 
| is already sufficiently ardent throughout the coun- 
try, and does not require to be fanned intoa flame. 
| _ The aggressions of Great Britain'upon American 
| rights—her bribing the mercenary. Indians in times 
|; past to the murder of helpless women and children, 


| have fixed a deep-rooted prejudice in the minds of 
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our:people, and they. are.at.all times eager for a 
war with her when occasion shall require it; and 
if. Great Britain shall. make war upon us because 
of the-assertion. and maintenance of our rights, 
upon her-head must rest the consequences. 

Before the conflict is ended, her foundations may 
be sapped—her days. may be numbered—and some 
modern Daniel maybe. called upon. to-read and to 
interpret the handwriting on the wall. : 

The territory-of Oregon is bounded on the north 
by the parallel of 54° 40’, on the east by the Rocky 
mountains, south by the 42d parallel, and west by 
the Pacific... It. is about 650 miles in length and 
3a in breadth, and contains about 360,000 square 
miles, : . 

Although for a number of years past but few of 
our citizens, except trappers and. hunters, have 
gone to Oregon, yet.within the. last three or four 
years the tide of emigration to that.country has 
rapidly increased. Distance seems to be overlook- 
ed by them. Nothing can be more interesting than 
the narratives given of the travels, from day to day, 
of the thousands who are marching over the bar- 
ren plains and sandy deserts to Oregon. In 1843, 
among other emigrants, there passed through my 
section of country an elderly gentleman, with his 
wife, his children, and his grandchildren, number- 
ing between thirty and forty. They had their 
flocks and their herds with them, and, camping for 
a few days in one of our prairies, they purchased 
some cattle to add to their stock. The old man had 
a bright eye, a firm step, and a heart that quailed 
not in contemplating dangers and difficulties. He 
was going to. get land for his children and grand- 
children to occupy the American soil; and t could 
not but think how greatly our people were in ad- 
vance of the Government. 

These accounts constantly remind us of the trav- 
els of the patriarchs of old; and looking back 
through the dim vista of time to the days of' primi- 
tive simplicity, we see Abraham and Lot pitching 
their tents in the land of Canaan and the plains of 


Jordan, separating to the right hand and to the left, | 


_to prevent strife between their herdsmen, as the 
whole land was before them; when Jacob, with 


his household and his cattle that were very streaked | 
and speckled, departed from Padan Aran, the home | 
of Laban, his father-in-law, and returning to visit | 


his father in the land of Canaan, met and ex- 
changed fraternal salutations with his brother Esau, 
in * the land of Seir,” the country of Edom; when 
Moses and: Aaron, following the“ pillar of cloud 
by day and the fire by night,” conducted the chil- 
dren of Israel in their pilgrimage through the wil- 
derness. Here, however, the parallel ceases, for 
the American flag has. not been furnished to our 
people, and the American laws have not been ex- 
tended over. them, to. guide them to, and shield 
thom in, the ‘land of promise” beyond the moun- 
tains; yet they. press onward with an ardor and an 
energy which fatigue cannot exhaust or subdue, 
encountering at. every step the untutored savage, 
and enduring toils and: privations known only to 
the hardy pioneer. 

We can have buta faint conjecture of the tumult 
of delight and the wild and rapturous joy which 
heaves the bosom of those enterprising spirits, 
when from the crest of the Rocky mountains they 
first gaze upon the hills and valleys, mountains and 
rivers beyond—when they stand upon. the bluffs, 
and with’ bewildering delight hear the roar of the 
mighty Pacific. ‘These men have gone forth to 
found an empire, animated by the same noble and 
generous impulses which bore the pilgrim fathers 
across the deep to the rock of Plymouth, and 
which tempted:Boone in ventures across the Cum- 
berland mountains, and through the fertile and 
beautiful vales of Kentucky to the banks of the 
majestic Ohio. 

Who of them in those days could see even dim- 
ly in the future the new States which would spring 
up and spread over this continent from sea to sca? 
The wildest dreams of the. enthusiast of those 
days have been more than realized, for the march 
of improvement has outstripped the imagination 
itself. There is in this untameable spirit of enter- 
prise—which is one of the elements.of the nature 
of the American péople—no touch of sordid or 
mercenary feeling. They go forth to see, to ex- 
plore, and to inhabit the green and glad earth which 
God has given them, and ocean and. mountain bar- 
riers will not, restrain, cannot limit, their onward 
march. f 

About the parallel of 48°, there are some excel- 


j 
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lent harbors; but south of that there are none, ex- 
cept Bulfinch’s harbor and the mouth of the Co- 
Iumbia—neither of them very desirable. 

The country abounds in mountains and valleys, 
rivers and plains, woodlands and prairies, and 
from its climate and soil it is destined to be one of 
the finest grazing countries on the continent. 

Captain Spalding, in his letter, says: 

tt The colony from the United States is situated 
‘on the Willamette, (a branch of the Columbia,) 
* about ninety miles from the mouth of the river, 
€ which is undoubtedly the finest grazing and wheat 
€ country in Oregon. 

‘The extent of the countr 
< lamette valley, is about 300. 
* broad, interspersed with wood, generally of suffi- 
‘cient quantities for fuel and fencing. The land, 
‘ in its natural state, is usually ready for the plough, 
‘and is very fertile, producing from 25 to 40 bush- 
t els of wheat to the acre; and the climate is so 
© mild, that the cattle subsist in the fields without 
‘ fodder or shelter of any kind being prepared or 
‘ provided for them through the winter. Probably 
‘no place in the world affords greater inducements 
‘ for emigrants.” 

‘One farmer in 1837 raised 4,500 bushels of 
* wheat, 4,000 bushels peas, 1,700 bushels barley, 
“and 1,500 bushels oats. ` 

“ Figs, citrons, oranges, lemons, and most of the 
‘fruits common to the United States grow there. 

“ Farmers can raise any number of cattle, horses 
‘and hogs—sometimes five or six hundred head of 
‘each kind of animals. 

“ Wheat is nominally worth $1 per bushel; beef, 
€ 6 cents per pound; pork, 10 cents; cows, $50 each; 
‘oxen, $60; horses, $35; potatoes bring about 25 
‘cents per bushel; aud labor is worth about $35 
‘per month—the laborer being found by his em- 
t ployer.” 

From this outline it will be perceived that Oregon 
is as favorably endowed by nature with all the ele- 
ments of wealth and greatness as any section of 
the Union, and all that is required for the develop- 

j menr of its resources is the Maud of industry and 
apor, 

Not less gifted is it by nature for commeree; and 
in this point of view ‘it occupies the most com- 
manding position, ls geographical advantages of 
situation enables it, under the control of an active 
and energetice American population, to penetrate 
every path and island of the [odian ocean, whether 


comprising the Wil- 
miles long and 200 


the tropics—consisting of cotton, indigo, tea, cof- 
fee, sugar, spices, and all the luxuries which can 
minister to the wants of man. Being opposite and 
near to Asia, it can, by means of commerce, enter 
largely into the Kast Indian and China trade, and 
draw from the mines of eastern wealth and magnifi- 
cence countless millions, and plant upon her sea- 
board, cities destined to rival in grandeur ancient 
Carthage, Tyre, and Venice. 

Such is the spirit of the present age that the im- 
provements and facility of intercourse amongst na- 
tions and communities have outstripped the imagi- 
nations and expectations of the most sanguine; and 
it is not chimerical to say that, ina few years, rail- 
roads will cross the Rocky mountains and con- 
nect with St. Louis; thence by thatand every mode 
of connexion with the kuge Atantic and’ inland 
cities, diffusing for home and foreign consumption 
a trade whose vastness and extent would outvie 
any heretofore known in the experience of the 
world, 

Thus having the Atlantic on the east and the 
Pacific on the west, our commerce would display 
its canvass on both oceans, and bear from every 
clime the rewards of its enterprise. Every sinew 
and artery of the nation would be quickened and 
invigorated by the new impulse given to its strength 
and activity, whilst agriculture would reap the 
golden fruits of the harvest, and manufacturers learn 
to excel the best productions of other nations. 

Having, I trust, in my feeble manner, illustrated 
the advantages resulting to this country by holding 
our territory on the Pacific, and having shown that 
the title is unquestionably in us, we have, it seems 
to me, but one course to pursue, and that is, in a 
peaceable, quiet, but at the same time determined 
manner, to maintain our rights, come what may. 

Ours should be a peace policy... We should 
avoid war if we can do so without dishonor; but 
rather than suffer the national tone to be depressed, 


which is rightfully ours to be wrested from us, we 


the stars and stripes to be dimmed, or the territory | 


in pursuit of the whale, or in the rich products of || 


H 


should unhesitatingly make this last appeal of na- 
tions without counting cost or consequences. 

While we would not invade the rights’ of the 
weakest, we should not, with impunity, submit to 
wrongs from the most powerful and haughty nation 
on the globe. : Pe. 3 

“ Be just and-fear not;” and if in the dispensa- 
tion of events war should.come upon us, I cannot 
doubt but that atits close, as atits commencement, 
the American eagle would: hover over us with his 
eye unquenched and his spirit unterrified. 

Mr. PARISH obtained the floor.and. spoke 
about an hour on the subject, but we have room 
scarcely for a glance at his remarks.. He sup- 
ported the resolution as it was reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations; and he sent to 
the Chair the following additional resolutions, 
which, he said, he intended to offer; and they 
were read as follows: . 

Resolved by the Senate. and House of Representa- 
tives of the United-States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the political opinion which inculcates 
that this Government cannot enlarge its territorial 
limits, or by discovery or treaty increase the num- 
ber of States in its Union without endangering its 
peace, its strength, and its perpetuity, as also the 
political opinion that any such enlargement or 
admission evinces a spirit of aggrandizement, of 
conquest, or of ambition, are opinions’ emanated 
by the advocates of arbitrary governments, which 
are proven false, in our own opinion, and cannot 
be admitted by the American people. 

Resolved, That whilst we concede to European 
forms of government, where in theory the crown 
is the source from which all power emanates, that 
political balances may be necessary to create and 
maintain rulers, and to check, limit, and control 
the people; and whilst the pacific character of this 
Government has been, and ever will be, scrupu- 
lously maintained by non-interference with their 
| systems on their own continent; yet on the Amer- 
| ican continents, where government emanates from 
| the people, and the administrators are but the rep- 
resentatives of the popular will, no such political 
| halance of power is necessary, and any and every 
; Attempt to enforce it here will be resisted by this 
Government. 

Resolved, That the late indication, even by a 
friendly power, to introduce on the American con- 
į tinents the European system of balance of power, 
justified the President in his annual Message in 
bringing the subject before Congress and the coun- 
| try, and in declaring before the world that. the 
American continents, by the free and independent 
condition which they have assumed and maintain- 
| ed, are henceforth not to be considered as subjects 
for future colonization by any European power; 
and that it should be distinctly announced to the 
world as our settled policy that no European colo- 
ny or dominion shall, with our consent, be planted 
or established on any part of these continents. 
| Resolved, That this principle, thus avowed, whilst 
it does not pretend to create or perfect title, has an 
immediate application to the Oregon territory, where 
; our title is clear and unquestionable, and has aris- 
en, and its declaration and maintenance become 
necessary, since the proposition was submitted to 
the British Minister to adjust. the boundary at 
i‘forty-nine degrees north latitude, and now pre- 
cludes the Executive from accepting any proposi- 
tion, or entering into any treaty, whereby any por- 
| tion of the country westward of the Stony or 
| Rocky mountains shall be ceded to Great Britain. 

Mr. P. spoke of the issues made at the Balti- 
more convention—the reduction of the tariff, the 
independent treasury, Texas and Oregon, and of 
their relative importance. He would go for the re- 
solution as the means of carrying out the great ob- 
ject proposed by that convention. He would also 
support the measures which were to follow the no- 
tice, for the extension of our jurisdiction, the es- 
tablishment of Indian agencies, &c. He did not 
believe that war would result from any of these 
measures. It rested with England whether there 
should be peace or war. If her policy was peace, 
she would yield Oregon at once; but if she wanted 
a war, she could make itupon any other pretence; 
she could do it through Mexico. He believed that 
England would yield the question. He knew it 
was said that England never yielded anything; but 
this was a mistake; and he proceeded to point out 
Instances in the history of our transactions with 
her, in which she had yielded. In regard to Lou- 


isiana, she opposed the extension of our territory y 
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over that region, but she yielded that point; when 


this Government extended its jurisdiction over || 


Florida, England interposed in behalf of Spain, 
herally, but she abandoned the point; she'inter- 
fered in opposition to the annexation of ‘Texas, 
but that point she gave up. She had always op- 
posed the extension of our territory, but never 
with success. Mr. P. proceeded to refer to other 
positions ‘taken by the United States in regard to 
territory, and assertion of the principle of non-co- 
lonization of American territory by European pow- 


ers, as instances in which we had successfully op- | 


posed the policy of Great Britain: She had Inva- 


riably yielded every point when she found herself | 


finaly resisted, and she would-yield again. She 
would never venture a war upon it. 


prevention of foreign interference. 

Mr. CLARKE obtained the floor, and spoke in 
favor of the notice. He expressed the gratification 
he felt at the unanimity with which it had been ad- 
mitted on all sides of the House that, if peaceful 
efforts should fail, and a conflict should be the r 
sult of the controversy, all parties would unite 
in bringing it to an honorable and a glorious is- 
sue, ` 

Te declared that, as he had been the warm friend 
of the admission of 'lexas, so he was not Jess the 
friend of Oregon, and of the adoption of such 
measures as, in the event of war for its possession, 
would most promptly. and decidedly establish our 
claim to it. 

He entered with some minuteness into the ques- 
tion of tile, especially as regarded the claims of 
Great Britam under the Nootka sound convention, 
with a view to show the abrogation of that conven- 
tion by the war of 1796, and the consequent de- 
struction of the rights of Great Britain under it. 
He professed himself to be one of those who be- 
Heved that our title to the whole of Oregon was as 
clear as it was to any part of the territory; and 
that if we had no title to the whole, we had no title 
to any part. 

He assigned a series of reasons for the vote he 
intended to give in favor of the notice, and advert- 
ed, incidentally, to the question of the probability 
of war growing out of that measure. Deprecating 
war with any nation as a great and grievous calam- 
ity, of which he entertained a just appreciation, 
he yet argued that considerations of that kind 
should not be allowed to have any controlling influ- 


ence, at least in a case in which our rights were | 


as clear as in this, though they might be allowed to 
tum the seale in a controversy as to rights that 
were doubtful. Whether the assertion of our man- 
ifest rights would or would not involve us in a war 
was, at the best, a mere matter of idle speculation. 
He would not stop to inquire whether the notice 
would or would not have that effect; it was only a 
preliminary step to such other measures as might 
be necessary or inevitable. Fle believed, how 


ever, that the prospect of a war was far from vis- Í 
ionary or chimerical—he did not say immediately. |; 
When he made this declaration, he took it for | 
granted that we were to go for the whole of Ore- | 
gon; and even if we were to limit our title to 499, |i 
there was still the old song about the Columbia į 
river and Vancouver’s island; and it could not be | 


disguised that the same old difficulty still stood in 
the way of a settlement. The joint right to navi- 
gate the Columbia would still be the sine qua non of 
the British Government, and that the President had 
said we could not yield. All depended, therefore, 
on the fact whether Great Britain would back out 
or not from that proposition. 
no indication that she would. But he could not 
sce that any war was to grow out of the question, 
unless Great Britain should be the aggressor. 

Mr, C. contended that “ the masterly-inactivity 
principle, whether wise or stupid, had been trusted 
to long enough asa means of settlement. He never 
had had any confidencein it. Therefore he was in 
favor of the notice. In going for it, he should fol- 
low the lead of no man; neither of the illustrious 
gentleman from Massachusetts, nor of the gentle- 
roan from Virginia. He knew no leader, and should 
follow none. Whatever the interests arid the wel 
fare of, his constituents required at his hands, tha 
he should do promptly and cheerfully. 
speech will be given hereafter in the Appendix.] 

Mr. FOOT obtained the floor, and yielded to a 

motion that the committee rise. 


f a He did not | 
feel this to be a local question ; he viewed it as in- | 


volving the great principle of the extension of our | 
territory—a sovereignty over our own soil, and the | 


He had discovered | 


22: 


[This | 


No quorum voted, and the committee rose and 
reported that fact to the House. i 
’ Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House. | 

A motion to adjourn was made, and, by yeas and 
nays, rejected. 

But a quorum voted. ; 

So the Chairman resumed his seat in committee. 

Mr. FOOT obtained the floor, and addressed the 
committee. At this late hour he would not trouble 
the committee with any remarks on this question, | 
did he not feel it to be one of deep importance. He 
did not arrogate to himself the power to add any 
i| new arguments after the elaborate and able discus- 
i| sion which the subject had undergone. He would 
| examine some of the grounds on which was rested | 
the exclusive title of the United States. He did 
not say that neither the United States nor Great 
Britain had rights in Oregon; but he assumed, as the 
basis of his argument, that the title rested on cvi- 
dence of a character so vague and inconclusive as 
to present one of these doubtful questions which 
were peculiarly fit and proper subjects for negotia- 
tion and compromise. For twenty-five yenrs Ore- 
ron had been the subject of conflicting titles, each 
uty asserting its rights. These had been the sub- 
‘ject of argument, negotiation and compromise un- 
i der different Administrations,representing the views 
| and policy of different parties, while both Govern- 
| ments had actually oceupied a part of the territory 
‘in dispute. The question was forced on our con- 
| sideration, whether it was proper to give the notice | 
| of the termination of the convention of 1827, and 
| whether we should hazard the consequences of as- 
sorting an, exclusive claim to Oregon; or whether 
ave should lenve the question open for further ne- | 
wolintion and compromise? whether we should 
adapt extreme measures, and go for the whole of 
Oregon or none, war or no war; or whether we 
should endeavor to maintain the peace as well as 
the honor of the country ? 
| Mr. F. proceeded to argue that our national honor 
would not be compromised by the continuance of 
the negotiation. He did not think that any one 
was authorized to make such a declaration, when 
England herself wished to compromise. What 
provocation had England offered which rendered it 
necessary for us to appeal to arms? Had our flag 
heen violated, or our soil invaded? Had England 
infringed upon the treaty of 1827? On the con- 
‘trary, she had discharged all her duties under that 
|l treaty, and she had interrupted none of those 
| friendly relations which were so important to both 
i| nations. This was a mere question of territory, 
and such a question was most proper to be settled 
i by negotiation, treaty, or reference. Tt was merely 
‘a disputed clim to territory, about which both 
| parties honestly differed, and both could recede 
o from their extreme demands, not only without dis- 
| honor, but with perfect propriety. It would be 
a shock to the moral sense of the world if two such 
i enlightened nations should fail to settle such a 
| question amicably. But had we a clear and perfect 
| title to Oregon? For the sake of argument, admit 
> assumption. ‘Then our case was so much the | 
+ for arbitration. But, however well satisfied 
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fore, if we were w 
and had no color of title? 
We were obliged to treat her claims in a.candid | 
anner, so long as England treated us in the same | 
way. Suppose England should close the door to 
| farther negotiation, and refuse to submit to arbi- 
i| tration, and demand the whole of Oregon, and say, 
if you choose to go to war on this account, the con- 
quences would be on us; would it-not be resented 
by the United States? Wonld it not be condemned 
by the whole civilized world? Would it leave us 
any alternative but submission or war? We could 
not suppose that Great Britain would be less sen- 
sitive than we were on sucha subject. If we did 
_ all this, which we had supposed England to do, f 
i would not England go to war? There wasa golden 
rule applicable to nations as well as individuals— | 
do unto others as you would have them to do to | 
you. Believing that this controversy could be ad- | 
justed, and that the American people wished it to | 
be adjusted, he would oppose any course of action | 
I 
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that would tend to close the door to negotiation, 
However much gentlemen might be disposed to 

decry and denounce those who had hefetofore of- 

ferred the 49th parallel, or to censure the late offer i 


| 
| 


| 


by this Administration, he believed that if it had: 
been accepted, it-would have met the Sanction of 
the American people, and been hailed: with enthu- 
siasm even by the supporters of the'declarations of 
the Baltimore convention. “He would not suppose 
that the offer of this Government was made in bad 
faith: and, thereforé, lic considered that the ques- 
tion was still open to ‘compromise by the Adminis- 
tration. And he referred to the last sentence in 
Mr. Buchanan’s letter to Mr. Pakenham as ‘a proof 
of this. -If he did not misinterpret the language of 


the official document, nor misunderstand its mean- 


ing, then it was proper to let thé: management. of 
the subject remain where the Constitution had 
placed it; and he would do.so, in the hope that they: 
were disposed to bring it to a satisfactory conclu- 
sion, and that they would be able to doo, If we 
did not avoid an Irritating course, an amicable ad- 
justment of the question would be difficult; neither 
party would tolerate.a pretension to an exclusive 
possession of Oregon. If we directed the notice to be 
given forthwith, and without qualification; and fol- 
lowed it up with an assertion of our exclusive title, 
and further by declaring that it should ‘no longer: be 
the subject of negotiation—as a bill before ‘the 
House proposed—he ventured his poor opinion 
that war would be the consequénce. ` If we should 
do this, we ought to take time to prepare. In 
grasping after additional territory, we seemed to 
forset that we had a home anda country here 
which ought to be defended: Who were they who 
demanded the sacrifices of war, and claimed ex- 
clusive patriotism, and denounced the friends of 
peace and compromise? Whence came this storm 
of arrogance? Not from the sober and considerate 
people of the United States. Divest the subject of 
all the interference of false oie and noisy: and 
interested demagogues, and the whole: question 
could be settled in ninety days. When we Have 


rovoked a war with England, what would we gain 
by it? Not Oregon, No sensible man believed 
that. Every gun and soldier would be wanted to 
Our people would be 
that Eng- 


defend ourselves at home. 
driven out of Oregon.” No one. supposed 
land could conquer. us any tiorė than 
conquer England; but she woul 
us out of Oregon. What wo 
To negotiation we must ‘cor 
should be preferred.” "The pe 
did not want a war. Its effecta oh: public ‘morals 
was such as to be destructive of the principles of 
liberty, War blotted out those. republics which 
had slept in the tomb for ages, and would prove no 
resurrection. We had read history in vain, if we 
had not learned thatit was this war. spirit which 
destroyed the germs of liberty in every republic 
that had ever arisen. } fae 

The world had taken breath since the battle of 
Waterloo, and the spirit of peace had since pre- 
vailed. Everything that could adorn the character 
of mankind had flourished during the last thirty 
years of peace. Ithad been an age of unexampled 
progress in every art and science. 

War, he knew, was sometimes unavoidable ; but 
if we went into it, letus be in the right. If the 
sword be drawn, let it be in defence of our just 
rights, after exhausting every means of an honor- 
able adjustment. In sucha crisis, the whole coun- 
try would come up to the maintenance of our cause 
as with one voice and one hand. He represented 
a small border State, but whose people, in industry 
and energy, in intelligence atid pattiotism, wera 
surpassed by hone. The sons of the American 
Switzerland would be foremost in the conflict. Mr: 
F. went on to pass a warm eulogy on the patriots 
who had illustrated the history of Vermont, andto 
rebuke the remark of a gentleman from Michigan, 
that-he considered ita misfortune to be born there, 

If this country should be involved in-war, there 
was some rélief in the idea thatit would. not’ be 
without some beneficial results. At this point the 
Chairman’s hammer went down. . eae 

Mr. STARK WEATHER obtained’ the ‘flo 
and addressed the committee in a very humor 
strain in favor of the notice. His remarks willap- 
pear hereafter in the Appendix. SRE eee” 

Mr. W. HUNT briefly gave hisviews on the value 
and extent of our title. He was satistied that we 
had a good and unquestionable tile ‘to the whole 
of Oregon that was really worth having—viz: to 
the part south of 499.. “With “reference ‘to the Te- 
mainder of the territory, he believed that our tite 
was better than that of England. He dwelt pon 
the importance, in a commercial point: of view, of 
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our having a, foothold upon-the Pacific, and de- 
clared that our rights to the territory, so far as they 
extended; he would-be the last to surrender. 
Advancing now-to the main: question under con- 
sideration—the question “of notice—he expressed 
the pinion that the peace of the country required 
that this .questiog should be brought.to.a speedy 
decision.» He. was prepared-to give the notice—to 
vote for. a resolution conferring on. the Executive 
full power to..give the notice in. such time and 
manner.as in his diseretion should be best caleu- 
lated. to-secare* and: advance. the best interests of 
the country but, atthe same time, he would pre- 
ferit to be accompanied with.a declaration by the 
Executive of our desire to bring the matter to a 
peaceful and amicable adjustment. He expressed 
the opinion that the Executive, without a resolu- 
tion of Congress, had the power at any time to 
give the notice. But he would go for placing full 
and unquestionable power in his hands, by a reso- 
lution expressly conferring it. ‘The question he 
considered still a proper subject of negotiation; 
and this was the general opinion of the people of 
the country. And this negotiation might have 
been effected had the question not been thrown 
from its true position, and been connected with 
the party polities of the country. 
He dwelt at some length upon the importance 
of-bringing this question to a decision by notice or 
otherwise, for the purpose not only of avoiding 
war, but the apprehension of war, whose influence 
was so disastrous to all the interests of the country, 
and considered that the notice, in avy form, wok 


be far less calculated to jeopard the peace of the | 
country than the extension of our jurisdiction over | 


the territory; the conflict of jurisdiction over the 
same territory, resulting, as they inevitably must 
result, in a conflict of the arms of the two na- 
tions, 


Mr. TRUMAN SMITH obtained the floor at | 


eight o'clock, and yiclded to a motion of Mr. E. H., 
Ewro, that the committee rise. 

The question being taken, the vote stood ayes 
41, noes 48, 

No quorum voting. 


The committee rose and reported that fact to | 


the House. 
A motion was made that the FIouse adjourn. 
The yeas and nays having been asked and or- 
dered, the question was taken, and the vote stood— 
eas 45, nays 59. 
- Still no quorum voting. 
So the House refused to adjourn; but 
Mr. WENTWORTH: moved a call of the 
House; which was ordered— 
Yeas 49, nays 36. ` 
The motion to adjourn was renewed, and the 
vote stood—yeas 41, nays 4l-—a tie. 
. The SPEAKER voted in the affirmative; thus 
making yeas 42, nays 41. 


So, at twenty minutes past eight o’clock, the ; 


House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunpay, February T, 1846. 
Immediately after the Journal of yesterday had 
been read, 


The House, on motion of Mr. COBB, resolved | 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Tinzarrs; of Kentuely, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration ofthe joint 
resolution of notice 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH was entitled to the floor, 
and addressed the committee. He declared him- 
self strongly impressed with the belief that the 
time had arrived. when this controversy should 
heclosed, and when the convention of 1827 should 
be abrogated; and.if the-committtee would con- 
sent so to modify the proposition of notice as that 
whilst, on the one hand, it should assert the just 
rights of this republic to the territory of Oregon, | 
on the other, it should be consistent with the main- 


tenance, of these amicable relations which were |: 
! entirely unnecessary ; secondly, that it was un- 


i 
! 
| i 
i 


so important to the interests of both countries, he 
would cheerfully vote for it. -He must-say, how- 
ever, that, out of the vast number of propositions 
before the committee, there was not oneto which 
he could give his assent, except to that emanating 
from the gentleman from Alabama, who repre- 
sented the Mobile district, [Mr. Darnean.]. That 
proposition proceeded upon the basis’ that: this 
controversy was to .be settled upon just and equi- 


|| made upon them: first, that to the man who was 


| ain was willing to come. to a-settlement.on some 
such basis, he, for one, was prepared to carry the 
controversy to the issue of arms. Asa member 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, he had, upon 
only a moment’s consideration, signed the minor- 
ity report. The positions it assumed seemed to 
him, at that time, to be. tenable; and he was not 
now convinced that its conclusions.were incorrect. 
Since that time he had more thoroughly examined 
the subject. The report assumed. the ground that 
to give this notice belonged. to the treaty-making 
power, and that, as a matter of strict legislation; 
the two Houses of Congress had nothing to do 
withit. He had also examined the able argument of 
the vencrated gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] in which he contended that the giving 


this notice appertained to the war-making power— 
(Mr. S. did not undertake to use the precise lan- 
guage)—that it was a step introductory to war, 
and therefore that it belonged to the two Houses of 
Congress. Although, as a matter of strict legis- 
lation, they might not have power to act on this 

subject, yet Mr. S. thought it was entirely com- 

petent for them to express an opinion. Whether 

the minority report was or was not tenable, there- 

fore, did not seem to him to be a matter of any 

great consequence to the question before the com- 

mittee. He thought that they should dismiss from 

their minds every consideration of a party or sec- | 
tional character, and decide the question solely on 

its merits. And he washed his hands of any re- 
sponsibility 
this House, if it w 
legislation. 

Fle then proceeded to discuss the history, prog- 
ress, and- character of the negotiations from the 
commencement of the controversy, to show that, 
from that time to September, 1845, all the negotia- 
tions had been conducted wpon the basis of just 
and equitable compromise. Fle gave full credit 
for the consummate ability with which negotiations 
on the part of the present Administration had been 
conducted, but avowed his opinion that they had 
got the nation into a confounded scrape; anc that 
they must recede from the position they had ta- 
ken, or the question must be brought to the issue 
of arms. 

Fle then directed his remarks to an examination 
of the question of title, and was still speaking to 
that point when his hour expired. 

Mr. A. D. SIMS said, after all that had been 
uttered in this debate—after the repeated thrusts 
that had been inflicted. upon the South, and the 
more repeated thrusts that had been inflicted on 
the State which he had the honor in part to repre- 
sent—it might be expected tliat, in the remarks 
which he should submit to the committee, some- 
thing would be said in their vindication, and in 
purpose of hurling back the poisoned shafis which 
had been directed ngainst them, He regretted ex- 
ccedingly that anything should have oceurred in 
the course of this debate which would have a ten- 
deney to areny party or sectional feclings. Truth 
should he the object of every candid inquiry; patri- 
otism, he was. sure, should be the motive which 
vads to inquiry in the conduct of public affairs. 
Fle regarded as the peculiar obstacle to the inves- 


ji 


as to be by rash and ill-advised 


j 


that might result from the action of || 


tigation of truth the array of the passions or the 
prejudices of men. ‘The committee therefore would 
excuse him if he entered not into the defence or 
those whom the history of the country sufficiently 
defended and eloquently vindicated. In the war 
of the Revolution, in the war of 1812, in every 
emergency, in every public exigency, when either 
the power of arms or the power of statesmen were 
involved, the people of South Carolina and of the 
South had been found first and foremost in the 


public defence. For these two reasons, then, he 
should not enter into a defence of the South and of 
his own State from the attacks which had been 


j 


ignorant of the history of the country his assertion 
in defence of them would have no weight, and to 
the man who was acquainted with it, it would be 


| statesmanlike, derogatory to the great dignity of 
truth, to the elevated character of patriotism, and 
to the surpassing importance of the investigation 
into which they had entered, to seek to embroil 
human passions and human prejudices upon” this 
great subject of national, he might say, of interna- 
tional concernment. He had learned better ex- 
amples from thessemi-barbarous power of Rome, 


| 


| 


table terms of compromise; and unless Great Brit- 


j 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
H 
t 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


of its. power and glory; and her historians, in the 
bold and grand dialect of that nation, tells us that 
inence by various acts of concill- 


“ they rose to em! ili 
ation among themselves.’’ Tt was among the citi- 
zeal-in the public, 


zens that concord, unanimity, zea i 
service, found emulation; and all bitterness, asperi- 
ties, and enmities of feeling, were reserved for their 
enemies. Such, he apprehended, were the princi- 
ples which should- actuate: statesmen In this en- 
lightened and Christian age. But he was sorry 
to find that even an American Congress, upon a 
great American, a great international: question, 
might Jearn the dictates of statesmanship, of patri- 
otism, of humanity, even from the semi-barbarians 
of the earlier Roman republic. i 

Mr. S. then entered into a discussion, running 
nearly through the remainder of his hour, of the 
two prominent questions involved in this debate, 
viz: first, as to the constitutional power of this 
House to legislate on this subject; and; second, as 
to the expediency of the measure it was proposed 
to ađopt, directing his remarks to the following 

oints, and assuming the following positions: 

He declined to exercise a legislative power in 
abrogating our sacred treaty with Great Britain, 
because such power, he contended, did not reside 
in the legislative department of the Government, 
except. in instances Where a treaty is already abro- 
gated by bad faith on the part of the nation which 


| is the other party to the treaty, or except upon 


those great and transcendant occasions where the 
-public interests require the elemental power of the 
Government to be brought into exercise to dis- 
charge ourselves of any kind or any sort of stip- 
ulations which are working our misery and de- 
struction. 

But, at the same time, he believed that Congress 
had the right to advise the President on this sub- 
ject; that the honor, the interests, the weal of the 
country, as well as the preservation of Oregon it- 
self, all require that these treaty stipulations should 
be abolished, and the whole difficulty promptly 
settled. 

He held, moreover, that the effect of this notice 
could only be to produce a peaceable settlement of 


i this question; that the whole subject ought to be 
compromised; that the forty-ninth degree was the 


true parallel of compromise; that if the President 
accepted that line, the nation would sustain him 
in it; and the great purposes of civilization and 
Christianity -would be ‘sustained; that no war 
would come from the question, except it came 


i through the agency of political blunderings or 


political sinning; that he had no fear that our Ex- 
ecutive would be guilty of the one or the other, 
and we had hostages from Great Britain that she 
would not plunge us into war—those hostages 
being the vast interests, considered alike with ref- 


| erence to her foreign and her domestic relations, 


by which the civilized world held her to the per- 


| petnation of that peace to which for thirty years 


she had been bound; and that, if a war came up- 
on the country, whoever was guilty of producing 
the result, would deserve, as they would certainly 
reecives—he it Great Britain or the United States— 


i the withering execration and scorn of entire Chris- 


tendom, 

Mr. S. having concluded— 

Mr. ATKINSON then obtained the floor. Tn 
some preliminary remarks, he expressed his inten- 
tion to do justice, as well to Great Britain as to 
America. He did not regard the question as being 
whether we were about to take a step for the pur- 
pose of obtaining a foreign territory, nor whether. 
the star-spangled banner was to wave over the land 
of Great Britain; he regarded it not as a question 
whether we were to extend our borders into Can- 


: ada or Mexico, but purely as a question whether 


we should take quiet, peaceful, uninterrupted pos- 
session of a territory which, in his opinion, and in 
the opinion of the meian people, was ours. 

In the discussion of the question, he intended to 
enter into no criminations or recriminations; he in- 
tended to charge upon no man, because he might 
differ from him, that he was not a friesid to the 
country. He`asked all, Whigs and Democrats, 
to march up to the consideration of this important 
question with a conviction, fixed and unalterable, 
to do that which, in their honest judgment, was 
right to be done in the premises. He had lived 
too long» and had seen too much of the frailty of 


: human nature, to find fault with a fellow-man be- 
: ) ne, | cause he might not happen to think as he (Mr. 
ere that mighty empire had yet reached the zenith i A.) thought. And that man was no Christian, 
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and no patriot, who. thought that every man but 
himself was a fool, and that no man loved his 
country but himself. 

In reference to the Whig party in this House, 
whilst he maistained for its political principles no 
sort of respect, yet for the men he had a high re- 
spect and veneration. There were honorable mem- 
bers of the House, belonging to a party to which 
God forbid that he should ever be attached, with 
whom he was in habits of association, and some 
of whom did him the credit to say that he was so 
dyed in the wool of democracy, that when they 
found him giving a vote, they knew their true 
course was to vote in the adverse direction; 

In the conclusions at which he had arrived, he 
would have the misfortune to differ from all his 
colleagues who had spoken. He should not at- 
tempt, here or elsewhere, to show that other gen- 
tlemen from the Old Dominion, who had preceded 
him in this discussion—those worthy colleagues 
of whom he was proud—were not as friendly to 
the peace, the independence, and the glory of the 
country as he was. He knew the service they had /! 
rendered in the elevation of the present Chie? Ma- |} 
gistrate of the nation; and he did not believe that 
any of them looked to other than what they be- 
lieved to be the best results to their country in the | 
counsels they had given, He hoped, however, 
that he might yet have the satisfaction to see them 
recording their votes with his. The pacific char- 
acter of the recent English news, the first elicited 
the other day from the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, in reply to an inquiry by the || 
gentleman from Tennessce, [Mr. Genrry,] that a 
correspondence had lately taken place between the |! 
two Governments, and various other considera- |! 
tions (not among the Jeast of which was the argu- |! 
ments that had been made on this floor) ought, in i 

| 


t 
i 
| 


his judgment, to convince his colleagues that they‘; 
should at least vote for some notice, to break up i; 
this joint occupancy of the territory of Oregon. 

‘The argument of one of his colleagues [Mr. | 
Hunter] was so plausible, and was represented | 
in so beautifiil and forcible a manner, that it had || 
made an impression, not only on his (Mr. A.’s) ij 
mind, but on the minds of other members of the 
House. And it was only when time had enabled 
him to set himself free from the influence of the | 
oratorical and persuasive powers of that gentleman, 
that he (Mr. A.) had been able to come to the fair 
and candid consideration of the question. 

Efe would not, in the remarks he had to submit, 
go back to the discovery of the Oregon territory; 
nor would he go farther back than was necessary, | 
to show that, from the acknowledgment of that | 
foreign power itself, which now sought to get! 
peaccable possession of the country, we were, pre- | 
vious to the war of 1812, in its quiet and uninter- 
rupted enjoyment, 

It was not necessary for him to go into an argu- |j 
ment to prove that which fifty others had conclu- | 
sively proved—that our title to 54° 40! was such as 
could not fail to satisfy the American nation of ils | 
justice. He was willing to rest our claim on the | 
arguments of that able diplomatist, Mr. Buchanan: 
of the President of the United States; and of Mr. 
Calhoun, the champion of the Palmetto State. 
Behind their decisions he did not wish to go. He 
(Mr. A.) had said that, by the acknowledgment 
of Great Britain herself, we were entitled to the 
possession of the territory. To sustain this posi- 
tion, he referred to historical facts, and especially | 
to the first article of the treaty of Ghent. The joint 
oceupancy, he would take this occasion to say, if |i 
he understood its history, was not entered into from | 
the fear of war. He was old enough to remember 
what public sentiment was at that day, and he well 
knew that there was not any opinion’ entertained 
on the part of the American people, that war would 
have been the result of a refusal to enter upon that 
joint occupancy. For the, termination of that oc- 
cupancy, the convention itself had stipulated, at 
the will of either party, on twelve months’ notice 
given. How, then, could gentlemen say that war 
must necessarily follow the giving of the notice? | 
We had been told that Great Britain was a great 
and magnanimous nation. How, then, could we 
expect that war would be declared by her because 
we did that which we had a right to do,.and which | 
the principles of truth and justice sanctioned us 
in doing? Suppose Great Britain were to give us | 
the notice, would any gentleman say that he would | 
decare war: against her on that account? Surely 
not. 


| had no instructions upon that point except from 


| people of those countries should ask, as Texas had, 


|! present session, in which he expressed his convic- | 


| ernment than Sir Richard Pakenham had done, and 


| proposition of his colleague, [Mr. Dromeooxe,] 


! connected with the recent complete solution of the | 


| could show from the very best British authorities | 


It was a little remarkable, but it was nevertheless 
true, that the arguments of some gentlemen who 
had gone against the notice, had had the effect to 
satisfy his mind that it ought to be given. One of 
his colleagues had spoken of the territory being of 
‘no value. When he (Mr. A.) wished witnesses 
on whose testimony he could rely on this point, he 
would look not to his colleague from Virginia, who 
had been spending his time on the banks of the 
Potomac, but to those western men whose sons, 
brothers, and friends had made Oregon their home, 
and who called on the American Congress now to 
protect them in their rights. 

He had been amused to hear during the discus- 
sion gentlemen charging each other with incon- 
sistency; to hear gentlemen charged with having 
done one thing at one session and another thing at 
another. He at least did not stand in that posi- 
tion. Whether right or wrong, he had voted for 
the notice at the last session. For that vote his 
constituents had never condemned him. He had 


one of them, whose notions were rather latitudi- 
nous—an old man—who had written to him that 
the people in his region wanted Oregon up to 54° 
40', California, Mexico, and Canada. He (Mr. 
A.) wished to be understood as having no disposi- 
tion to invade the rights of Great Britain, or as fol- 
lowing out the wishes of the constituent to whom 
he had referred. If ever the time came when the 


to be admitted into our Union, he would be willing 
to receive them. ` 

Mr. A. then proceeded to refer to the speech of 
Mr. Wixruror at the last session against the no- 
tice, in which he had assumed the ground that the 
American title was perfect, and in which he had 
given as his reason for voting against the notice 
the fact that negotiations were pending, and to con- | 
trast it with a speech of the same gentleman at the | 


tion that the title was not good. And Mr. A. read | 
extracts from the two speeches. 

He then paid his respects to Mr. I. E. Houmes, 
to whom he addressed the compliment, saying that 
he bad made a better argument for the British Gov- 


to administer some ghostly admonitions to Mr. H. 
on the necessity of repentance. 

Tle (Mr. A.) believed that we owed it as a duty 
to those who had gone to settle in Oregon to pass 
this notice. He believed we owed it to the people | 
of the United States to do so. Were the settlers 
there gamblers or speculators? Were they not 
men who had gone there to make the country their | 
home, to tum up the soil for use by the plough- 
share, to make their living by the sweat of their 
brow? They were hardy adventurers, not trading 
politicians. If they were, he would not give a fig 
for them there or clsewhere. He condemned the 
further continuance of the ‘ masterly-inactivity”’ 
principle. We needed masterly activity. e 
should never put off until to-morrow that which we 
should do to-day. Let them give this notice on 
Monday, and they would satisfy the people in Ore- 
gon and the American nation. He would like the 


if he could get it; if not, he would go for some 
other. be ee 
Mr. A. concluded by some amusing illustrations 


problem who “James K. Polk” was. 

Mr. FRIES obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee in favor of the resolution before it. | 
He took a view of the question of our title to Ore- 
gon. If he was correctly informed, the British 
cjaim to rights in Oregon rested wholly on the 
Nootka sound treaty, and their whole right was 
placed on the construction of one word in that 
treaty—the word “ settlement.” The expression 
was too equivocal to give them any right to the 
soil. It conveyed only the rights to fish, and hunt, 
and trade. Did it give any right to the soil? He 


that it was never supposed to do so. On behalf of his 
constituents, he claimed a title to the whole of Ore- 
gon, not only to 49°, but to 54° 40". If our claim 
was just and right, why should we falter? He 
held it out as our right and duty to give the notice 
instanter. 1f it was not founded upon justice, he 
would shrink from it. 

Mr. F. proceeded to answer some of the objec- 
tions urged to the notice. Theggentleman from 
Virginia had urged that it was a war measure, and | 


that it would cost a great deal of money. Mr. FE: 
repelled the idea that dollars: and. cents-should ‘be 
considered in regard to such a question. © He cared 
not what it might cost for the assertion of our 
rights, and the West was not accustomed to: esti- 
mate honor either by dollars or by blood. 

Mr. F. adverted to some reasons for the opinion 
that a war with Great Britain would ‘not, ay the 
gentleman from Virginia supposed, combine all the 
powers of Europe against.us. He adverted to the 
situation of the people of Ireland, and to the politi- 
cal reasons which Belgium, Holland, France, and 
Russia had to-oppose the power of Great Britain, 
and to the feeling existing among the people of 
some of these nations in favor of liberal principles, 
which would prevent them from giving any aid to 
a war waged against the institutions of the United 
States. In regard to Canada, he claimed to have a’ 
particular knowledge, and he knew that there was 
a strong feeling there, not on the part of those who 
took part in the revolution of 1839, but -of more 
cool and calculating men, who thought that move- 
ment premature, in favor of. throwing off the 
shackles of a foreign government. This feeling 
was not confined to the people of Canada alone; 
but, strange as it might seem, had reached even 
the watch-dogs of foreign power. ». Mr, F. adverted 
to the substitute for the direct and unequivocal no- 
tice which was first brought forward in the Senate, 
{understood to be Mr. Crirrenven,] and repeated 
here. The phraseology and ‘purport of that”sub=: 
stitute was very different from what he would have 
expected from such a source. Fle could not: sas- 
pect the gallant State of Kentucky. of a disposition 
to skulk on such an occasion as this. The propo- 
sition was one for shifting the responsibility of the 
measure from this House and throwing it on the 
President; and this was made by those who for 
years had been contending against the one-man 
power; and yet they would ‘now take all’: power 
from this House and bestow it upon.the Executive. 
But it was not only proposed to shift the respon- 
sibility upon the President of giving the notice, but 
it begged of him for God’s sake not to giveit till we 
had got out of this Capitol. What was the object 
of this course? Was it not to-enable.them to-claim: 
the credit-and glory of the ultimate success: of: the 
President’s policy? and, in case-at resulted: disas- 
trously, to enable them to say it was the President’s 
fault, for he gave the notice a little too soon or a 
little too late? ; 

Mr. F. knew that the President stood ready to 
give the notice, and that he would not shrink from 
any responsibility or duty. He went on to argue 
that it was the duty of this House to give the no-. 
tice. < 

[At this point the President’s message was rè- 
ceived and read] 

Mr. F., in continuation, adverted to the corres- 
pondence just read, and expressed his gratification 
that the President had rejected the proffer of arbi- 
tration. He felt again, he said, that he stood on 
safe ground. We could not with safety refer to 
crowned heads, whose systems and sympathies 
were hostile to our Government, questions involv- 
ing territorial rights. He wished not for war; but 
much as he loved peace, he would not yield one-inch 
of our soil for the purchase of it. He concluded 
by declaring that it was our duty to assert our 
rights, regardless of what it might. cost... 


RELATIONS WITH. GREAT BRITAIN. 


During the delivery of Mr. Fries’s speech, the 
committee rose. informally, and the Speaker re- 
sumed the chair to receive a'message in writing 
from the President of the United States by’ the 
hands of J. K. Waxen, Esq., his private secre- 
tary. ; 
In obedience to a general call, the message and 
accompanying documents were read, as follows : 


To the House of Representatives fy 
of the United States: Be 


In compliance with the request of the House of ; 


I herewith communicate a report from. the Seere-. 
tary of State, with the accompanying corresponda: 
ence which has taken. place “-between:the Secre- 

tary of State and the Minister of the-United States.: 
at London,” and “between the Government of 
Great Britain and this Government, in:relation: to 
the country west of the Rocky mountains, since 
the last annual Message of the President.’ to Con- 


i gress. > “JAMES K. POLK: 
Wasuineton, February 7, 1846. EEE 


Representatives, in their resolution of the 3d Insts- 


1846. 
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-To:the President of the United States. 
l : Department or STATE; 
: Washington, Pebruary:5, 1846. 


The Secretary of State, to whom has-been re- 
ferred a resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 3d instant, requesting the President to com- 
municate to that House, “so far as, in his opinion, 
is. not incompatible with: the public interest, all 
correspondence which has passed between the 
Government of Great Britain and this Government, 
or by or between any of the ‘officers of said Gov- 
ernment, in relation to the country west of the 
Rocky mountains, since the. last annual Message 
of the President to this House,” has the honor to 
lay before the President the accompanying pa- 


pers. 
-All which is respectfully submitted. 
JAMES BUCHANAN. 
Mr. Buchanan to Mr. McLane. 
Department or STATE, 

Washington, December 13, 1845. 
Sir: * * * * * 
* * * * * * * 


‘The President has received information, from a 
variety of sources, which he cannot disregard, that 
Great Britain is now making extensive warlike 
preparations. Ag her relations with all the powers 
of Europe seem at present to be of a peaceful char- 
acter, the prevailing and natural inference here is, 
that these preparations look to a rupture with the 
United States on the Oregon question. It is of 
vast importance that this Government should, as | 
early as possible, ascertain their true character. 
‘You are dnoretore instructed to embrace the first 
opportunity of bringing this subject to the notice 
of the Iarl of Aberdeen, in such a manner as you 
may deem most expedient. x * * 
i * * $ The President is | 
also anxious to learn your own opinion upon this | 
subject with the least practicable delay. 

Lam, &e., 
JAMES BUCHANAN, 

Lovrs McLann, Esg., Ee., Qe, Qe. 


j he thought could 


| which the President has been pleased to 


| 
if 
t 


i ly so far as they cons 


had been informed, to a distant service, or that they 
were making any addition to the old form of marine. 
He stated that the most- extensive and formidable 
parts of their preparations were the fortifications of 
the principal and exposed ports and stations, which 
ardly be supposed to guard 
against invasion from-the United States; and to the 
increase of the number of steam-vessels in lieu of 
the old craft, which it appeared other nations were 
about to adopt, and which he confessed he thought 
a matter of doubtful policy. In short, he assumed 
the preparations in progress to be only a part of a 
wise and prudent system of national defence and 
protection, and of preparing in time of peace for 
the exigencies of war, if it should unfortunately 
come from any quarter. whatever; and he dis- 


| tinctly repeated his disclaimer that they had par- 


ticular or direct reference to a rupture with the 
United States on the Oregon question, or any other 
ground. . . 
In regard to my own opinion upon this subject, 
desire, * 
* * * * * * 
it is altogether probable that the possibility of 
other difficultics from other quarters in Europe * 
| # * * * * * * 
may bave its influence in dictating the policy of the 


* 


| extensive preparations in progrcss in all parts of 
| the kingdom; and, with unabated confidence in the 


frankness and straightforwardness of Lord Aber. 
deen, and without meaning to distrust in the slight- 


recent conversation, | do not think it ought to be 
assumed by any one that warlike preparations upon 
such a seale as that upon which they are unde- 


| reference to the possible contingency of a rupture 
with us. 


number of steam-vess 


! it material to decide, how far we have a right to cx- 


Mr, McLane to Mr. Buchanan. 
Lonvon, January 3, 1846. 


Sm: I received on the 29th of December your 
despatch, dated the 13th of that month; and on 


the day following, I sought an interview with 
» Lord Aberdeen, in order that, in conformity with 


your instructions, I might bring to his notice the 
warlike preparations making by Great Britain, 
and, if possible, ascertain their veal character and 
abject. 

Tt will. not escape you that upon such a subject 
it is not always easy to obtain very categorical 
answers, or entirely definite official information; 
and I did not doubt that a frank personal confer- 
ence was the best, ifnot the only mode, of obtain- 
ing any satisfactory information whatever. 

ih introducing the subject, I adverted at the 

same time to the information the President had 
received from a variety of sources, of the extensive 
warlike preparations making by Great Britain, 
and the natural inference upon his part that, in the 
“present pacific state of the relations of Great Brit- 
ain with all the powers of Europe, they could only 
look toa rupture with the United States on the 
Oregon, question. h s * * 
Lord Aberdeen said very. promptly and frankly 
‘that it would be improper to disguise that, with the 
sincerest desire to avoid it, they were obliged to | 
look to the possibility of a rupture with the United 
States; and that in such a crisis the warlike prepa- 
rations now making would be useful and important; 
but he stated at the same time, very positively and 
distinctly, that they had no direct reference to such 
a rupture; and would have been made, in the same 
Way,and to the same extent, without regard to the 
relations of Great Britain and the United States. | 

He also adverted to the fact. that such prepara- i 
tions as were actually making had been commenced |! 
before the relations hetweer the United States and |} 
Great Britain had become as serious as they now 
appeared to be, and therefore could not at that time |! 
have had any connexion with difficulties which had || 
since grown out. of the Oregon question. He 
thought; too, that the representations as to the ex- 


if 


i 
! 
| 


| poses of d 
' Great Britain under the cireumstances, 
be the dictate of various motives of policy, and the ' 


| would not be do 


pectan ex 
1e warlike preparations now making by 


They may 


difficulties with the United States had no share in 
them; and it is very clear that if a rupture with the 


| United States should grow out of our present difti- 


culties, this country will be as fully and effectually 
prepared for it at all points, and for all possible 
purposes, as if that, and that alone, had been the 
object of all her warlike preparations. She will 


| be in a situation to act and strike as promptly and 
| signally as she could have been with her energies 


exclusively directed to that end; and I feel it my 
duty to add, that not to expect, in case a rupture 


in complete armor, will promptly and vigorously 
exert her utmost péwer to inflict the utmost possi- 
ble injury upon our country and all its interests, 

ing justice to such a crisis. * 
* + * * * * 
I think it ought to be expected—indecd, from all I 
learn, I cannot doubiiliai, in case of hostilities, 
the aim of this Government will be to strike its 


* 


ation of being thereby ena 
tion of the war. - * 
I have the honor to be, &e., 
LOUIS McLANE. 
The Hon. James BUCHANAN, 
Secretary of State, Washington, 


bled to shorten the dura- 
* * * * 


Mr. Pakenham to Mr. Buchanan. 
WASHINGTON, December 27, 1845. 


affairs, with reference to the Oregon question, has 
determined the British Government to instruct the 
undersigned, her Britannic Majesty’s Envoy. Ex- 
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary, again to 
represent in pressing terms- to the Government of 
the United States the expediency of referring the 
whole question of an equitable division of that ter- 
ritory to the arbitration of some friendly sovereign 


tent of the preparations must have been exaggcra- 


ted.. Fle denied that they related particularly, as I H 


or State. - 
Her Majesty’s Government deeply regret the 


est degree the sincerity of his disclaimers in our | 


niably making here could not have even an indirect | 


And at the same time it is perfeetly ob- | 
| vious that they are in a great degree, and espeeial- :| 
ist of an augmentation in the | 
els and of the naval marine ; 
| generally, precisely of the character to be the most 
appropriate and the most useful in a war with our | 


i} country. {Lam not prepared to say, nor do I deem | 
y I 


plicit disclaimer of the character and pur- | 


| result of many causes; and, without attempting to $ 
j assign to each its particular influence, I am by no 
i| Means prepared to admit that the apprehension of 


becomes unavoidable, that this Government, thus | 


heaviest blow at the commencement, in the expect- | 


An attentive consideration of the present state of | 


i 
i 


i 
} 
‘ 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
f 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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failure of all their efforts to effect a friendly settle- 
ment of the conflicting claims by direct negotiation 
between the two: Governments. 

They are- still persuaded that great ađvantages 
would have resulted to both parties from such a 
mode of settlement, had it- been practicable; but 
there are difficulties now- in- the. way, in that course 
of proceeding, which it might be tedious to re- 
move, while the importance of an. early settlement 
seems to become at each moment more urgent. 

Under these circumstances, her. Majesty ’s.Gov- 
ernment think thata resort to arbitration is the 
most prudent, and, perhaps, the only feasible step 
which could be taken, and the best calculated to 
allay the existing effervescence of popular feeling, 
which might otherwise greatly embarrass the ef- 
forts of both Governments to preserve a friendly 
understanding between the two countries. 

The Government of the United States will see, 
in the proposal which the undersigned is thus in- 
structed to make, a proof of the confidence of the 
British Government in the justice of their own 
claim. They will also see in it a proof of the readi- 
ness of the British Government to incur the risk of 
a great sacrifice for the preservation of peace and 
of their friendly relations with the United States, 
It is made in a spirit of moderation and fairness, 
of which the world will judge. 

The British Government confidently hope that 
the Government of the United States will not re- 
ject a proposal made with such a friendly intention, 
and for a purpose so holy. 

There is nothing in it, they are convinced, not 
perfectly compatible with the strictest regard for 
the honor and just interests of both parties, par- 
ticularly when it is considered of what small value 
to either is the portion of territory which, in reali- 
ty, forms the subject of controversy, compared 
with the importance of preserving a state of peace 
and good will between two such nations. 

The undersigned takes advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to renew to the Hon. James Buchanan the 
assurance of his high consideration, 

R. PAKENHAM. 

The Hon. James BUCHANAN, &c. 


Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Pakenham. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Washington, January 3, 1846. 


The undersigned, Secretary of State of the Uni- 
ted States, has the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of the note of Mr. Pakenham, her Britannic Ma- 
jesty’s Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pleni- 
potentiary, dated the 27th ultimo, by which, un- 
der instructions from his Government, he proposes 
to the Government of the United States * the ex- 
pediency of referring the whole question of an 
equitable division of that (the Oregon) territory 
to the arbitration of some friendly sovereign or 
State.” 

The undersigned has submitted this note to the 
President, who, after having bestowed upon it that 
respectful consideration so eminently due to any 
proposition emanating from the British Govern- 
ment, has instructed him to give to it the follow- 
ing answer : 

‘The British Government do not propose to refer 
to arbitration the question of the title to the Oregon 
territory, claimcd by the two Powers respectively. 


iTtisa proposition to refer to a friendly sovereign 


or State, merely the partition or “equitable di- 
vision” òf that territory between the parties. It 
assumes the fact that the title of Great Britain to 
a portion of the territory is valid, and thus takes 
for granted the very question in dispute. Under 
this proposition, the very terms of the submission 
would contain an express acknowledgment of the 
right of Great Britain to a portion of the territory, 
and would necessarily preclude the United States 
from claiming the whole before the arbitrator. 
This, too, in the face of the note ofthe undersigned 
to Mr. Pakenham of the 30th August last, by 
which the President had asserted, in the most 
solemn form, the title of the United States to the 
whole territory. Even if there were not other 


| conclusive reasons for declining the proposition, 


this alone would be deemed sufficient by the Pres- 
ident. 

The President heartily concurs with the British 
Government in their regret that all attempts to 
settle the Oregon question by negotiation have 
hitherto failéd. He cannot, however, concur with 
that Government in the opinion that a resort to 
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arbitration, and especially on the terms proposed, 
would be followed. by happier consequences. On 
the contrary, he believes that any attempt to refer 
this question to a third Power, would only involve 
it in néw difficulties. 

In declining this proposition, the President refers 
to the sentiment expressed in the note of the un- 
dersigned. of the 30th August last, to which allu- 
sion has already been made, that he ‘cherishes 
the hope that this long-pending controversy may 
yet be finally adjusted in such a manner as not to 
disturb the peace, or interrupt the harmony now 
so happily subsisting between the two nations.” 

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion 
to renew to Mr. Pakenham assurances of his dis- 
tinguished consideration. 


| ly sincere, will, the undersigned is persuaded, be 
| viewed with the same consideration by the Govern- 
| ment of the United States, as they expect that their 
| own declaration should receive at the hands of the 
| Government of Great Britain, = 

This premised, the-object of the undersigned in 
addressing to Mr, Buchanan the present communi- 
| cation is to ascertain from him whether, supposing 
the British Government to entertain. no objection 
ito such a course, it would suit the views of the 
United States Government to refer to arbitration, 
not, as has already been proposed, the question of 
jan equitable partition of the territory, but the 
question of title in either of the two Powers to the 
whole territory, subject of course to the condition 
that if neither should be found, in the opinion of 


JAMES BUCHANAN, | the arbitrator, to possess a complete title to the 


Right Hon. RICHARD PAKENHAM, &c. &c. &e. 


Mr. Pakenham to Mr. Buchanan. 
Wasuineron, January 6, 1846. 


The undersigned, her Britannic Majesty’s En- 
voy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary, | 
has had the honor to receive the note of the Sec- 
retary of State of the United States, dated the 3d | 
instant, in answer to that of the undersigned dated | 
27th ultimo, containing a proposal for referring the li 
question of an equitable partition of the Oregon |i 
territory to the arbitration of some friendly sover- | 
eign or State. 

The undersigned will take an early opportunity 
to transmit this communication to her Majesty's 
Government. il 

The undersigned has the honor to renew to Mr. 
Buchanan the assurance of his distinguished con- || 
sideration. R. PAKENHAM. ; 

To the Hon. Jamus BUCHANAN, &C., &e., &c. 


Mr. Pakenham to Mr. Buchanan. 
Wasnincror, January 16, 1846. | 
With an anxious desire to contribute by every | 
means in his power to a satisfactory conclusion of | 
the question pending between the two Govern- | 
ments respecting Oregon, the undersigned, her |; 
‘Britannic Majesty’s Envoy Extraordinary and |; 
Minister Plenipotentiary, has reflected on the con- 
tents of the note addressed to him on the 3d in-i 
stant by the Secretary of State of the United |! 
States, in answer to that which the undersigned || 
had the honor to address to him on the 27th of last |! 
month. ‘ I 
The note of the undersigned proposed to the |: 
Government of the United States, that the whole |} 
question of an equitable partition of the Oregon |i 
territory should be referred to the arbitration of | 
some friendly sovereign or State. 
fia his auswer, the Secretary of State informed 
the undersigned that his proposition could not be | 
accepted. That it did not propose to refer to ar- 
bitration the question of the tide to the Oregon ter- 
ritory claimed by the two Powers respectively. | 
That in proposing to refer to a friendly sovereign 
or State merely the partition or equitable division 
of the territory between the parties, it assumes the 
fact that the title of Great Britain to a portion of | 
the territory is valid,and thus takes for granted the |) 
very question in dispute. ‘That under this propo- | 
sition the very terms of the submission would con- |) 
tain an express acknowledgment of the right of, 
Great Britain to a portion of the territory, and | 
would necessarily preclude the United States from 
claiming the whole territory before the arbitrator; 
and this, too, the Secretary of State goes on to ob- |; 
serve, in the face cf his note to the undersigned of ' 
30th August, by whieh the President had asserted |i 
in the most solemn form the title of the United 
States to the whole territory. , 
It is not the purpose of the undersigned in the , 
present note to renew the discussion as to the title 
of either party, Great Britain or the United States, 
to the whole or to any part of the Oregon territo- 
ry. He must, however, beg leave, with reference | 
to the observation which he has just quoted, to re- | 
mind the United States Secretary of State, that if | 
the Government of the United States have formally 
advanced a claim to the whole of the Oregon terr 
tory, it is no less certain that Great Britain has, in 
a manner equally formal, declared that she, too, 
has rights in the Oregon territory, incompatible 
with the exclusive claim advanced by the United 
States. 
This declaration, arising from a conviction equal- 
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whole territory, there should, in that case, be as- 
signed to cach that portion of territory which 
would, in the opinion of the arbitrating Power, be 
called for by a just appreciation of the respective 


! claims of each. 


The undersigned has suggested a reference on 
the above principle to some friendly sovereign or 
State. 

This the undersigned believes to be the course 
usually followed in such cases; it is that which has 
already been resorted to by the two Governments, 
(and more than once.) But there may be other 
forms of arbitration, perhaps, more agreeable to 
the Government of the United States. 


| There might be, for instance, a mixed commis- 


sion, with an umpire appointed by common con- 
sent; or there might be a board, composed of the 


| most distinguished civilians and jurists of the time, 


| appointed in such a manner as should bring all | 
pending questions to the decision of the most en- 


ightened, impartial, and independent minds. 
In the present position of affairs, and feeling how 


| much the interests of both countries require an 


early as wellas an amicable and satisfactory ad- 
justment of existing difficulties, the undersigned 
earnestly invites the Secretary of State to take the 


| subject of this note into consideration, with a view 


to such an arrangement on the principle of arbitra- 
tion asmay seem to the Government of the United 
States to be most just, wisc, and expedient. 

The undersigned takes advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to renew to the Hon. James Buchanan th 
assurance of his high consideration. i 

R. PAKENHAM. 
To the Hon. James BUCHANAN, &C., &c., &e. 


Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Pakenham. 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Washington, February 4, 1846. 
The undersigned, Secretary of State of the Uni- 


ted States, has the honor to acknowledge the re- 
ceipt of the note of Mr. Pakenham, her Britannic 


: Majesty’s Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 


Plenipotentiary, dated on the 16th ultimo, by 
which he again proposes a reference of the Ore- 
gon question to arbitration. Under his present 
proposition, the powers of the arbitrator would 
not, as in his last, be limited in terms to the di- 
vision of the territory between the parties, but 


would extend to the question of their conflicting | 


titles. ‘There is, however, a condition annexed to 
this offer, which exposes it to the same objection, 


in point of fact, if not in form, whieh was promi- | 


nently presented in the answer of the undersigned 
to Mr. Pakenham’s last proposal. This condi- 
tion is, “ that if neither [party] should be found, 


plete title to the whole territory, there should, in 
that case, be assigned to each that portion of ter- 
ritory which would, in the opinion of*the- arbi- 
trating power, be called for by a just appreciation 
of the respective claims of each. If the Govern- 


bitration upon such a condition, this might, and 
probably would, be construed into an intimation, 
j if not a direct invitation, to the arbitrator to di- 
i vide the territory between the parties: Were it 
possible for the President, under any circum- 
stances, to consent to refer the subject to arbitra- 
tion, the title, and the title alone, detached from 
every other consideration, is the only question 
which could be submitted. If not confined to.a 
single point, so strong is the natural disposition of 
rbitrators to please both parties, that in almost 
every instance, whether of national or of individ- 
ual ‘controversies, they make a compromising 


in the opinion of the arbitrator, to possess a com- į 


ment of the United States should consent. to an ar- |! 


award. We have a.mernorable example ofthis in 
our last arbitration. with Great Britain. ./Notwith- 
standing thatthe arbitrator, under the terms of 
| the submission, was clearly and explicitly.confined 
to the decision of which was. the tine ‘of bi 
lands described in the treaty of peace of 15 
instead of pursuing any. range of highland: 
ever, he advised that the line should run: 
bed of a river, and actually divided the territory. 

dispute between the parties-by “the middle of the 
deepest channel of the St. John’s.) 2 Sn 

The undersigned might content himself, in àn- 
swer to the present proposition, with a reference 
to the observations contained in his: last note to 
Mr. Pakenham, of the 3d. ultimo. Tn that it was 
plainly intimated not only that there are “other 
conclusive reasons for declining the proposition,’ 
independently of the one which had been promi- 
nently stated, but it was expressly asserted as the 
| belief of the President, “that any attempt to re- 
fer this question to a third Power would. only in- 
volve it in new difficulties.” ; 

The undersigned will, however, proceed to state 
a Single reason which, apart from the intrinsi dif- 
ficulty of selecting a suitable arbitrator, as well as. 
other considerations that might be adduced, is con- 
clusive on the mind of the President. against a ref- 
erence of this question to arbitration, in any form 
which can be devised, no matter what may be the 
character of. the arbitrator—whether sovereign, 
| citizen, or subject. This.ceason.is, that he does 
not believe the territorial rights.of this nation to be 
a proper subject for arbitration. It may be true, 
| that, under peculiar circumstances, if the interests 
j| at stake werecomparatively small, and if both par~ 
| ties stood upon an equal footing, there might:be- 
| no insuperable objection to sucha course.. But 
| what is the extent of territory in dispute on the 
| present occasion? It embraces nearly thirteen de- 
rees Of latitude along the northwest coast of the 
| Pacific, and stretches eastward to the summit of 
the Rocky mountains.. Within its limits several 
|| powerful and prosperous States of the Union may 

e embraced. It lics. contiguous on this continent 
to the acknowledged territory of the United: States, 
and is, destined, at no distant day, to be peopled by 
our citizens... This territory. presents the avenue 
through which the commerce of ou rm States 

can be profitably cqnducted with’ Asia and the 
|| western coasts of this continent; and its ports the 
only harbors belonging to the United States: to 
which our numerous whalers and other vessels in 
that region can resort. And yet, vast as are its 
dimensions, it contains nota singlé safe and com- 
| modious harbor from its southern, extremity: until 
| we approach the 49th parallel of latitude. 

It is far from the intention of the undersigned 
again to open the discussion of the conflicting 
claims of the two Powers to the Oregon territory. 
It is sufficient for him to state the continued convic- 
|| tion of the President, that the United States hold 
the best title in existence to the whole of this ters 
|| xitory: Under this conviction, he cannot consent 
|| to jeopard for his country all the great interests in- 
volved, and by any possibility, however remote, to 
deprive the republic of all the good harbors on the 
j| coast, by referring the question to arbitration. 

Neither is the territory in dispute of equal, ‘or 
nearly equal value to the two Powers. Whilst it | 
i| is invaluable to the United States, it is of compar- 
atively small importante to Great Britain. . To her 
i| Oregon would be but a distant colonial possession 
of doubtful value; and which, from the natural pro- 
gress of human events, she would not probably 
long enough enjoy to derive from it essential bené- 
fits; whilst to the United States it would becomé’an 
integra] and essential portion of the republic. The 
| gain to Great Britain she would never sensibly feels 
i whilst the Joss to the United States would be irrep- 
| arable. j eae 
| The. undersigned is perfectly aware. that such 
considerations can have no bearing upon the ques: 
tion of the title of either party. ‘They’ are -pré 
| sented solely for the purpose’ of explaining ‘the 
| views of the President in his refusal to. adopt any: ° 
measure which should withdraw our title from the 
control of the Government and peopleofthe United 
States, and place it within the ‘discretion of any 
Sinn no matter how intelligent-and“respect- 
| able. ee ee 
The President cordially coneurs:with the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain in desiring that the {pres- 
ent controversy may be amicably adjusted,” Of 
this he has given: the strongest’ proof before the 
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“ whole.world, .He-believes that, av there ate no. 
two nations onthe earth morë closely: bound to- 
gether. by-the ties of commerce, so there are hone 
who ought. to be more able or willing to do each. 
other justice, without the interposition of any ar-. 
bitrate Oo eerie ee ee a 


to renew to Mr. Pakenham the assurance of his 


high consideration : gr MASE: Aide gus o 
ea ee os JAMES BUCHANAN. 
“Right honorable RICHARD PAKENHAM, Ge. . 

The message and documents were then ordered: 
to: pi ed, and referred to the Cowimittee of the 
Whole on.the state of the Union: Se oe 

eee OREGON. 

The Chairman having resumed his seat in com- 
mittee, the debate. was continued.” 

Mr, BURT addressed the committee ina course 
of remark which, as it is in preparation, and will 
soon appear, is not attempted now to be given. 
He maintained generally, in-eontroversion of the 
grounds taken by the Executive, that our title was 
clear and unquestionable only to the 49th parallel, 
Great Britain having repeatedly asserted claims 
to. a portion. of that territory, and those claims 
having been recognised and acknowledged by our 
Government; and avowed: himself in favor of giv- 
ing the notice, and establishing the 49th parallel 
as the dividing line between the two countries. 

Mr: DAVIS, of Kentucky, addressed the com- 
mittec ‘at length on the subject. He protested 
against the doctrine that it was the duty of this 
Flouse to follow out the propositions of the Pres- 
ident on this subject. the was not ready to do 
this, A great deal of attention had been given to 
the subject of the title of the United States to 
Oregon: 


Convince me (said M 


The undersigned avails himself of this occasion | 


r. D.) that our title to Ore- 


gon was clear and unquestionable, and I will never | 


consent to yield an inch of it, for that would be 
paying too mach for peace. Those who asserted 


an absolute title to Oregon could not with honor | 


yield any portion of it; yet an offer had been made 


to surrender five degrees of latitude, embracing an | 


area as large as five such States as Ohio, and this 


had been done by those who said that our title | 


was clear and unc 
ing the whole, t 
Britain, permit us peaceably to enjoy half of the 
country which. belongs to us, and we will give you 
the other half to which you have no right. 

Mr. D. did not think that our title was unques- 
tionable; but, on the contrary, he believed that the 
British title to one part of the territory was better 
than ow own. He would say this upon his own 
responsibility here, and he would, make it good by 
a statement of facts and principles that could not 


poe to the whole. Chum- 


be disputed. . Mr, D. went on to argue that the | 


Spanish title derived from discovery was not fol- 
lowed up by settlement, and that it was not pood 
axainst the: claims of Great Britain, which Great 
Britain’ had derived from exploration, settlement, 
and occupation... He went into-a history of the 
Nootka. sound. treaty, to show that it was nota 
concession to Great Britain of a right of settlement, 
but an acknowledgment of preéxisting rights. 
Spain, in effect, agreed by that treaty, that, by dis- 
turbing British.commerce on the coast, she had vio- 
lated. the rights of Great Britain. 

Mr. Jefferson, before he had heard the news of 


the conclusion of the treaty of Louisiana, sent an | 
of Oregon. || 
He could not have done this if the Spanish title | 
Propositions to divide the | 


_ exploring expedition into the territor 


had. been, exclusive. 
whole country. had been made without the least 


regard to the. title of Spain; and in the treaty of | 


1819 nothing..was ‘said about the title of Spain to 


this country. .MeKenzieand Frazer had explored . 
¢ Vben ; 
did the exploration of Lewis and Clarke take place? | 


the upper part of the country of Oregon. 


In 1805. Mr. Jefferson’s object was to ascertain 


whether.there was any outlet by rivers to the Pa- ! 
cific and its trade. The British Government, hear- | 
ing of this, were jealous of the proceeding, and | 


sent out Thompson, who established a post in the 


valley of Frazer’s. river, which, with a. succession | 
of.posts, have been kept up ever since... He asked ; 


if the right of the. British was not. as good to the 


valley. of Frazer’s river, as.ours.was to the valley. 


of the Columbia? This Frazer’s river: cuts: the 
territory north of 49° into two, nearly equal ‘parts. 
How could any.man assume that. our title-toit was 
clear. and unqtestionable? The President-had said 


ve President had said to Great. | 


that he had offered 49°, in deference to. his prede- 
C8SSOrS, } f 
decessors; . Having departed from it, he might as 
well have abandoned the whole; but at all events, 
he was goon. relieved, for the proposition was re- 
jected. How could the President, as an honora- 
le man, give away such a tract. of territory to 
which we had an unquestionable title ? : 
-He wanted Oregon, and he desired to get rid of 
the neighborhood of British subjects, as. a proud 
and imperious people, much as he admired their 


sued their aims. ; , : 
Why did the President desire that this notice be 

given? It was to be relieved from all responsi- 

bility. This was either an executive or a legisla- 


information upon the subject, a part of which had 
been sent in to-day. 

The notice would abrogate the treaty; and the 
|| legislative power could not abrogate a treaty any 
more than it could make one. a 

He had not: heard a solitary reason for giving 
this notice. He explained his vote of last year, as 
given to promote the negotiation. It will be dis- 
honorable to take less that 499; he would not wish 
any President to take less. But if it had not been 
|| for the miserable policy of forcing this question 
il into the arena of politics, time and emigration 
would long ago have settled it. Why should we 
give the notice? The settlers of both nations get 
along peaceably. He was told by a gentleman 
lately there that the best thing to be done was to 
let the matter alone. After a while we should have 
arms, and men, and provisions in Oregon. Show 
to him that our honor demanded that we should 
fight Great Britain, and he would agree to go into 
itat any sacrifice: but until then let us enjoy peace. 
i] Every moment gained for peace was a great object 
{| to the American people. 

i} Mr. REID obtained the floor and addressed the 
committee in favor of abrogating the convention of 
1827. He believed that the title of the United 
if States to Oregon was good—that we had a title by 
settlement and exploration of our own citizens, be- 
ll sides the tile purchased from Spain and France. 
|| We had been asked by the gentleman from Ken- 
if tucky, [Mr. Davis,] who had just taken his seat, 
i| why we should give this notice; and he was aston- 
ished to hear him say that, in giving it, Congress 
would exceed its powers. The gentleman could 
not have heard the able speech which was made 


subject, or he would not have urged such an opin- 
ion. "What was a treaty? It was the supreme 
law of the land. Did the gentleman from Ken- 
|| tucky desire that the President should take into bis 
hands the repeal of a law of the land? If he did 
that, there would be an outcry against him, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky himself would charge 
him with usurpation of authority. The eontleman 
had deprecated the idea of the connexion of the 
j question with the polities of the day, but yet he 
bitterly inveighed against the President for having 
offered the compromise of 49°. He would ask 


teresis and the honor of the country would sustain 


mise than that? He hoped the gentleman's con- 
| Stituents would ask him the question. The gen- 
|} teman himself said he was willing to fight before 
|} he surrendered an inch mere. Why, then, should 
he assail the President for having brought the sub- 
ject before the House? He (Mr. R.) would ask 
whether any gentleman in this House would have 


i 
i 
i 
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He did not believe there was one. Why, then, 
{| had the gentleman made this complaint? “It was, 
no doubt, for political effect. Tt had been said that 
the notice would be followed by war. Fie did not 
know whether it would he or not. But this he 
i| was certain of, that if the Oregon question was not 
soon settled, it would lead to a war. In his opin- 


i the question would be settled. True, it had re- 
i| mained unadjusted for a long time, and for the rea- 
ii son, that while the country was not settled by ag- 
riculiurists, we could get along very well with the 


kad gone into Oregon for the settlement and culti- 

vation of the country, and the state’of things had 

essentially changed. r 

was now twenty times what it was ten years ago; 
$ 


| 


But he did not-make. the offer of his. pre- || 


courtesy, and the sturdiness with which they pur- | 


. : i 
tive act; and if the Jatter, we were entitled to all the 1 { 
‘| fix any particular boundary to our claim, and man- 


the other day by the gentleman from Ohio on this | 


the gentleman from Kentucky if he believed the in- | 


|| the President in the offer ofa more liberal compro- | 


desired the President to make a more liberal offer? | 


ion, the sooner the notice was given, the sooner | 


| convention, allowing British subjects the right fo | 
fist, trade, and hunt; but of late years our citizens i 


The value of the country | 


in ten years more it will appear to us a hundred 
times<more-valuable than it did at this moment. 
Public spinion demanded a settlement of the ques- 
tion, and..claimed the whole country as ours up 
to 54°. 40". - He (MrR) voted for the bill which 
passed at-the last. session for the extention of 
| our jurisdiction over the Oregon territory. He 
proceeded to read:the bill, and to comment on ita 
provisions, and -the unanimity with which it was 
finally passed, embracing as it. did. the notice. 
How did the country receive it? . He had. not 
heard of a single individual who lost his seat here 
by voting for it. He repudiated the idea thai.the 

notice was a war measure, and he only. regarded it 
| as an inducement to the adjustment of the question, 


| Every one who believed that we had any claim to 


Oregon ought to vote for the notice; for it did not 


ifested only a wish to ascertain and define our 
rights in the country. Mr. R. enlarged upon the 
policy of protecting our citizens in Oregon, show- 
ing that it was destined to be either a British colo- 
ny or an integral portion of the United States. He 
would be the last individual in the House or in 
| the country to claim any territory not belonging to 
the United States;. but he would not surrender a 
foot of our own territory to appease the insatiable 
thirst of Great Britain for plunder. Mr. R. advert- 
ed to the opinions of his own constituents on this 
subject, and opinions of the people of North Caro- 
lina generally, showing that they were in favor of 
maintaining our rights to Oregon. He argued that 
we ought not to be deterred from pursuing our 
duty by the fear of war. He would go for peace 
on any question not involving national honor; but 
he would spurn a peace which was obtained by 
the sacrifice of our interests and honor. We have 
had these alarms of war ou former occasions, and 
they had blown over. After all, Great Britain 
might be disposed to be more liberal to us in the 
adjustment of this question than had been imagined. 
For thirty years we have been negotiating upon 
|| this subject, and no American citizen would say 
that we ought to negotiate any longer, Mr. R. 
|| expatiated upon the resources of the United States 
ii for war, and its abilities to sustain a conflict with 
f England, should it become unavoidable.. He urged 
|! the adoption of measures for giving titles to land 
| to our Setters in Oregon, for extending our laws 
over them, and making provision for their defence, 
If we did this, it would go far to settle the question. 

Mr. R. SMITH obtained the floor, and address- 
ed the committee during his hour in support of 
the notice, as introduced by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and against any 
compromise of the Oregon territory south of 54° 
40’ north Jatitude, He argued that our title to the 
whole territory was clear and indisputable, and 
should be maintained, if need be, at the cannon’s 
mouth. He, however, did not believe that war 
would result as a necessary consequence from giv- 
H ing the notice. That if Great Britain considered 
| the territory worth fighting for, failing tö give no- 
|| tice would only be to postpone the war. He con- 
i| tended that the election of Mr. Polk was owing 
more to his opinions on the Oregon question, than 
to all other considerations put together. Te said 
he rejoiced that the President had refused to ar- 
bitrate the settlement of our clainis to Oregon, and 
j that the people would triumphantly sustain him 
in this course. 

Mr. CUMMINS addressed the committee .du- 
ring his hour. Afier passing over many prelim- 
|| nary topics, he entered npon the discussion of the 
ij main question under consideration, in the form of 

replies to the inquiries and positions laid down by 
ji Mr. Homes. Reading the opening sentence of 
the speech of Mr. Hormes, © What is Oregon? 
Where is it? Is it of any value to us?” he alluded 
to the geographical position of Oregon; and, in 
reference to the latter inquiry, he preceeded to ex- 
hibit its vast, untold, and permanent national im- 
portance in a commercial point of view, as the 
western debouché, upon this continent, of the com-* 
merce of the world. Let us establish our rights in 
Oregon to a proper degree of latitude, which should 
i| give us command of the valuable harbors upon the 

acific coast; let us settle our rights, so as to se- 
cure the title to our citizens who should emig*ate 
thither; and he predicted that, in a few years, the 
territory would be filled with an industrious, thriv- 
| ing, American population ; flourishing towns and 

embryo cities would spring up upon the Pacific, 
j ¥ : : 
$ within 4,600 miles of China and the East India 
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islands, as if spoken into creation by magic. Con- 
necting this with the construction of railroads 
across the continent, the whole eastern commerce 
of Europe, by the inevitable, eternal laws of trade, 
must be landed at New York, Boston, Philadel- 
phia, and other of the cities on our seaboard; and, 
taking this rapid transit across the continent, be 
received upon the Pacific at our possessions in 
Oregon, thence to find its destination at China, 
the Asiatic isles, and all the Pacific ports. The 
voyage from’ Europe, by this route, would be ac- 
complished in less than seven weeks, while six 
or seven months were required to perform the 
only present routes for that commerce by Cape 
Horn, a distance of 23,000 miles, or by the Cape 
of Good Hope, 27,000 miles. The commerce of 
the world would thus be revolutionized; the East 
India Company would be broken down; Great 
Britain must lose her commercial supremacy in | 
the Pacific; and that portion of its commerce which |! 
forced its destination there must pay tribute to us. 
Mr. C. dwelt at length on these and other consid- 
erations, exhibiting the value of Oregon as thé 
natural ‘* master-key of the commerce of the úni- 
verse.” He considered it emphatically a national 
question, the greatest and most important that had 
ever come before an American Congress since the 
year 1783, and he scouted the idéa that it was a 
western question, ` 

Entertaining this view of the value of Oregon, 
gentlemen might infer how willing he was to yield 
it. He was in favor of maintaining our rights to 
the yery last degree, and would never consent to the |! 
surrender of one inch of our own territory. 

Next noticing the declaration of Mr, Hormes, 
denying “ in toto that there was any right or claim 
“to that territory, orto any part or parcel thereof, ' 
‘upon our part, that does not apply with equal | 
£ force and efficiency to the British Government,” 
he entered into a somewhat minute examination of 
the question of title, arriving at the conclusion that 
our title to 49£° was valid beyond all question or 
dispute, and presenting his views in connexion with 
the Spanish title and other grounds of claim, as to 
the extent'and validity of our title to the remainder 
of the territory. 

He was about entering upon another incidental 
topic of the debate when his hour expired. 

r. WOODWARD spoke next in opposition to | 
the notice. ‘I'he true question which was before 
the committee was the only one which had not been 
discussed, and that was the expediency of giving | 
the notice now, He traced the origin and history 
of that policy of time, of which he was in favor, 
showing the agency which Mr. Anas had had in 
its adoption, and the change of opinion which he | 
had undergone in respect to it, Mr, W. spoke of 
the convention as an armistice, agreed upon asa | 
means of suspending or preventing war. If gentle- | 
men wanted war, let them come out and say so | 
boldly. He knew the fact, he said, that gentlemen | 
here in favor of Oregon—of the whole or none— 
who had‘addressed the committee under high ex- 
citement, had said they confessed thatif the British || 
Government had offered the parallel of 499, they | 
did not see, in the face of the world, how it could i 
be declined. He knew four or five members, whole || 
Oregon men, who had made such declarations. | 
Why, then, was this matter to be pressed with 
such haste to a conclusion now? By driving it to i| 
an issue, they put the British minister under the | 
highest necessity to make an offer, and the Presi- | 
dent to accept it; and thus, by forcing negotiations, l 

| 


extorting a treaty on 49° from ‘an Executive who 
was already committed to that parallel. If the 
whole of Oregonism was not to be adopted as an 
ex post facto hobby of election, why press it? ‘They || 
wanted the whole of Oregon, and, in truth, never 
meant to give up any portion of it. Withdraw the 

` proposition of notice, and leave future Administra- | 
tions uncommitted. 
Mr. FOSTER maintained the validity of our | 


title to the whole of Oregon, and advocated the į; 


giving the notice to Great Britain as best calculated 
to preserve the peace of the countrys and as a ne- 
cessary precedent to the erection of our forts, the | 
granting or promising grants of lands to our set- | 
tlers, pr taking any steps towards stimulating emi- 
gration to, or exercising exclusive sovereignty mM, | 
that territory.. He urged the importance of the 
termination of the treaty, and the settlement of the 
question of title, to enable us, consistently with our 


| Whig or Democrat, or with Great Britain. 


7 
to extend to them in every point of view. He ad- 
mitted that the several offers-on-the part of our 
Government, of the line of 49 degrees, had involved 
the question in embarrassment, but argued that, 
after the thrice-repeated rejection on the part of the 
British Government of our offer, under the circum- 
stances under which that rejection had been made, 
our Government was absolved from all obligation 
to adhere to, or even to accept of it in case it were 
now proposed by Great Britain. 

Mr. YELL obtained the floor, and argued in fa- 
vor of the notice. Opinions were made up in his 
State before he left home; and, therefore, he had 
nothing to say for the conviction of his own con- 
stituents. This he regarded as a great national 
question, and he rejoiced that, on one question, he 
could agree with his “Whig brethren; and he was 
not afraid, for once, to be found in company with 
the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Avams,| whose counsel he would as soon take on 
any subject relative to national rights as that of any 
man in this House. He conceived, nevertheless, 
that an honest difference of opinion might prevail 
on this subject among the members of the Demo- 
cratic party here. ` 

Being satisfied that Oregon was ours, he was op- 
posed to any compromise about it, either with 

e 
would not give it up without a fight. We were 
asked by the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Woopwarp,] why we did not go along with the 


| gentleman from Massachusetts m 1818 and 1827? 


There was nobody settled in the country at the 
time. He considered the question of title, and 
showed that Great Britain had no right under the 
Nootka sound treaty, and had admitted this fact 
repeatedly. 

Mr. Calhoun had contended that we owned all 
of Oregon; and no one had undertaken to show 
here any reason why we should stop at 499, ex- 
cept that we had offered to give itup. If we had 
a title to the whole, why should we stop at the 
Columbia river, or at 490? He predicted that we 
never could settle this dispute unless we gaye this 
notice. The people of this country were roused 
to the importance of this question; and before 
1848, they would demand the possession of the 
whole country up to 54° 40’. "He contended that 
the President was not bound to accept the 49th 
degree, should it be offered from Great Britain. 
He warned gentlemen that, after 1850, the West 
would demand a larger.share of the protection of 
this Government than she had heretofore received; 
she would insist upon her back rations. The peo- 
ple of the United States would be ready, he be- 
lieved, to sustain our rights to Oregon, in case war 


| should grow out of this measure. 


Mr. DODGE traced back the course pursued in 
regard to Oregon from the time it was first inserted 


its friends and opponents, complaining of the neg- 


| lect of the Government and its obstacles to the 


settlement of all the new Territories. 

Mr. WILMOT was in favor of the notice as 
reported, and of all kindred measures recommend- 
ed by the President, but. preferred the amendment 
of Mr. Hituyarp; yet if that could not be carried, 
then he would go for the amendment of Mr. 
BLACK. 

[A full report of Mr. W. ’s remarks, and those of 
the gentlemen who preceded him, will appear in 
the Appendix.] 

He concluded at five minutes before twelve 
o’clack; when, 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING having obtained the 
floor, 


The committee rose, and the House, after a ses- 


| sion of fourteen hours, adjourned. A 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
| priate committees: 


By Mr. COCKE: The petition of Tyrey Nelson, of the- 
| county of Jefferson, and State of Tennessee, praying Con- 
gress to grant him a pension for hardships endured and dis- 
abilities incurred as a soldier in the late war with Great 
Britain ; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. TRUMBO: The petition and other documents of 
Joseph Carter, of Morgan county, Kentucky, praying for 
a pension for services rendered during the revolutionary 
war; referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Jos.. C. Dameron, and 


national honor, to afford that protection to our set- 
tlers which they claimed, and which we were bound 


in Governor Floyd's bill, and quoted speeches of || 


532 other citizens of the State of Missouri, praying for the |! 
i establishment of a mail-route from Jacksonville, in Illinois, į 
R 


to Hannibal, in Missouri: Also,'a petition of B. Fi Tar 


and 61 others, praying fora tri-weekly mail: from Guiney,- 
Illinois, to St. Josephs, in Missourie 08° oe hy ee 

By Mr. GRAHAM: The petition of Cynthia Griffin, widow: 
of John Griffin, asking a pension; referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary’ Pensions =: : yi haar a ae 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of. citizens. ‘of Marshall 
county, Kentucky, praying additional mail facilities... Also, 
amemorial in favor of establishing a national armory at 
Fort Massac, in the State of Illinois. ee es 

By Mr. MORSE: The memorial of: Alvin J; Keith; Ani 
B. Cox, and Cora Aun Slocumb, praying forthe adjustinent 
and payment of the awards made in their favor under ibe 
convention with Mexico; referred ‘to’ the Committee ‘on 
Foreign Relations. sone Der pap By ee 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of the- heirs of John , 
Tebbs, deceased, formerly an officer in, the Revolution, for 
commutatons referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

aims. 

By Mr. J. B. HUNT: Thé petition, of John Semple, of 
Michigan, for compensation for services in the last war's rè- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. . 

By Mr. PET'TIT: The petition of George W. Bowlden, 
and 26 others, citizens of Clinton and Tipton counties jn 
the State of Indiana, praying the establishment of amail- 
route from Frankfort to Canton in said counties; referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Moses Fowler, of 
Mason county, Kentucky, praying Congress to. allow him a 
pension for his services in the Indian wars. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 9, 1846. 
Mr. Morensgap appeared and took his seat. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the proceedings of a meeting at Kensington, Phil- 
adelphia county, in favor of the construction oF a” 
dry dock; which was referred to the Committee ‘on 
Commerce. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, communicating the correspond- 
ence called for by the resolution of the: 29th Jan- 
uary last. oa 

Mr. ALLEN said the documents were the same 
as those communicated to the other branch and — 
printed in the Papers of the day. As they had. al- 
ready been laid before the peor e, there could be no ; 
necessity for the.reading of them. He would move 
that the message be laid on ‘the table, and printed 
for the use of the Senate; which motion was agreed 
to. ge : 


MEMORIALS, &C 
By Mr. TURNEY 
ing compensation’ for servic 


on Pensions. z 

By Mr. BREESE: From William B. Slaughter, 
late Secretary of Wisconsin Territory, asking in- 
demnity for loss sustained on account of money 
deposited in a bank that had failed; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, from citizens of Belleville, Illinois, assert- 


| ing the American title to Oregon up to 54° 40’, ‘and 


asking that the notice"may be given. to annul the 
second. article of the convention of 1827; which 
was ordered to be printed. 7 

By Mr. DAVIS: From the American Peace 
Society, asking the adoption of measures for the 
settlement of our international difficulties; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. j 
By Mr. DICKINSON : From Elijah Buchanan, 
asking for a pension; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, from Hector St, John Berkeley, for a pen- 
sion; which was referred to. the Committee on 
Pensions. a i 

By Mr. CASS; From citizens of Cayuga coun- 
ty, New York, asking the -abrogation of certain 
treaties with the Seneca Indians; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 2 

Also, from citizens of Michigan, asking that the 
right to settle on the public lands may be extend- 
ed to all citizens not already possessed of lands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. : 

By Mr. CAMERON: From merchants and other’: 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking the ‘construction 
of harbors on the eastern side of Reedy islandand’ 


i| at Bombay Hook, in the Delaware’ river; whith’ 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce... 
Also, from citizens of Pennsylvania, asking the 
erection of a light-house on Brandywine shoals; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com-_ 
merce. et anaes te 
Also, from Harriet Ward -fora pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions." 
Also, a series of. resolutions: from the Legisla-- 
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ture df- Pennsylvania, in-relation to the improve- 
meng of the Alleghany, Ohio, and: Mississippi 
rivers; for repairing the piers‘at Marcus Hook, in 
the Delaware river; for the construction of a United 
States, voad from: the’ arsenal at Pittsburg to the 
harbor at: Erie; and- against any. inerease ‘of the 
present rates of postage; which wete laid on the 
table and-ordered to be printed. an 4 

By Mr. DIX : Several memorials from different 
counties of the State of New York, asking the ab- 
rogation of certain treaties with the Seneca Indians; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, . 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana: From Louis 
de la Housage, asking confirmation to certain lands 
in the State of. Louisiana; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN: From Nahum Ward, treas- 
urer of the Ohio Company, asking the payment of 
certain ‘outstanding loan certificates; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SEVIER; From James Avaline and 
others, asking the adoption of measures for expe- 
diting the removal of the Miami Indians from In- 
diana, and to secure the payment of debts due by 
said Indians; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WESTCOTT: From the executors of 
Benjamin Chaires, Gad Humphreys, and Pedro 
Miranda, asking to he allowed: to locate a tract of 
Jand held under a Spanish title, agreeably to the 
bounds thereof; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

By Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the resolution of the 13th January last, “ inquiring 
what legislation by Congress was necessary to on- | 
force the provisions of the act of 3d March, 1845, |! 
for establishing a post ronte between Savannah | 
and Charleston by sea,” made a report, which | 
was ordered to be printed. ‘The report concludes 
by saying that the committee sce no occasion to |! 
recommend any additional legislation to enforce 
the provisions of the act alluded to in the resolu- 
tion. 

By Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee. on 
Indian Affairs: An adverse report on the petition of 
John A. Ragan; which was ordered to be printed. 

Also, fromthe same committee: An adverse re- 
port on the petition of Louis Evans; which was or- 
dered to be printer. 

By Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: Asking to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial of William Gen- 
try and others. "The committee were accordingly 
discharged. i ` ` 

Mr. PEARCE, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution 
to authorize the transmission of books to the Min- | 
ister of Justice: in Paris, in exchange for certain 
books received from that officer; which was read a | 
frst and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over one day under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be in- 
structed to report to the Senate whether any naval |; 
armament is necessary on Lake Superior, and, if | 
any, to what extent; and what is the best and most 
economical mode of providing for the naval defence 
of that part of the United States. — * | 

Mr, WOODBRIDGE submitted the following | 
resolution, which lies over one day under the rule: |; 

Resolved, That the Secretary. of the Navy report 
to the Senate such Information as may be in his 
Department concerning the fitness of the harbor at 
«he mouth of Grand river, in the State of Michi- 
gon, fora naval depét, together with. such views 
andgomments as may seem to him appropriate rel- 
ative to the expediency of establishing, at that 
splace ape in said State of Michigan, such || 


i 
i 
i 


naval dep&t, 
The following resolution, submitted. last week ||. 
by Mr. Yure» was taken up and adopted: ; 


| construction of fortifications at Key West and the 


i ceed to advert for a few moments to some of its 


| ments had been made. 


| passage, as before stated, considered as a peace 


- Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instruet- 
ed to report what progress has. been made in the 


Straits of Florida, and to furnish the necessary es- 
timates for a rapid progress of said works, y 
The adverse reports made in the cases of Wil- 


and concurred in. ; 

The report made in the case of Joseph Ratcliffe, 
asking to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, was also taken up and concurred in. > 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the adverse 
report made in the case of Edward Bolan was re- 
committed to the Committee of Claims. 

The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Goddart and 
others was read a third time; and on the question, 
Shall this bill pass? 

Mr. TURNEY rose to oppose the passage. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, not anticipating any ob- 
jection to the passage of the bill, would prefer that 
it be passed over informally for the present, as 
many of the friends of the bill were not present. 

The bill was passed over for the present. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the previous orders 
were postponed, with a view to take up the bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Pierre Me- 
| nard and others, of the State of Minois, sureties 
of Felix St. Vrain, late Indian agent, deceased. — 
| Mr. BREESE explained and advocated the bill; 
and, after some remarks from Mr. JARNAGIN 
and Mr. PENNYBACKER, the bill was amend- 
ed, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


The bill to establish a permanent general pre- 


taken up in Committee of the Whole, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. BREESE, made the special order for į 


of Colonel William McRea, late of the army of 
the United Sates, was taken up. 

This bill was advocated by Mest: BENTON 
and MANGUM, and opposed by Messrs. CRET- 


had been taken on the amendment of Mr. PEARCE, 


| to make the pension date from the Ist of January, | 


1846, and decided in the affirmative, at the sug- 
gestion of Mr. BENTON the bill was passed over 
for the present. 


NAVAL AUGMENTATION—OREGON, 


The bill for the increase of the navy having | 
been taken up, 

Mr. WESTCOTT resumed and concluded his 
speech in support of the bill: Having on a for- 
mer day (he remarked) finished pretty nearly all 
that he had intended to say in relation to the gen- 
eral principles of the measure, he would now pro- 


details, with which he did not entirely agree, He 
referred to the provision which poinis out the ma- | 


of these steam vessels, aud observed that he would 
greatly prefer leaving it discretionary with the Ex- ; 
ecutive as to what material should be used, instead 
of ordering, unconditionally, the whole number to | 
be built of iron, at least until some further experi- 


After proceeding at considerable length with an 
examination of the various details of the bul, Mr. 
W. adverted to the necessity which existed for the 
adoption of the measure. He was in favor of its | 


measure; but if we were to have war, lis passage 

ought not to be delayed fora moment. And he con- | 
fessed that within the last three days the aspect of |i 
the question, as to the igsue of peace or war, had ma- 
teriaily changed. One means of settlement had been |! 
taken away—namely, arbitration. The proposition 

for arbitration had been refused by the Executive | 
branch of the Government; and, he thought, very |] 
properly refused. He believed that the people of 
this country would set the seal of their approba- 
tion upon the course pursued by the Executive, as || 
disclosed in the correspondence which had been 
communicated to Congress. But, at the same 
time, he feared that course would impose on the 


liam Morrow ahd A. R. S. Hunter, were taken up | 


femption system in favor of actual settlers was || 


the first Monday in Mareh next. i . ji 
T'he bil for the relief of Mary McReo, widow | decle 
|; my whole soul and my whole strength will be ex- 


TENDEN and PEARCHS; and, ater the question |} 


terial which shall be employed in the construction |} 


perative duty of preparing for war. Entertaining 

this belief, he would be. in favor.of amending the 

bill by striking out that part which- makes it dis- 

-cretionary with the President to order the com- 

pletion, arming, and equipping of. the.vessels. now 

on the stocks, and would direct that this-work-be 

commenced instanter, in order to give confidence to 

the people of this country, by evincing a determina- 

tion to be prepared for any emergency. Gentlemen 

of the Far West, with the exception perhaps of the 

Senator from Indiana, did not properly appreciate 

the imminent danger which hangs over the south- 
eastern coast in the event of a war. There was 
not a gun mounted on the whole line of the coast. 

In Florida they almost despaired heretofore that 
the Government would do them justice, there was. 

so much of sectional feeling standing in the way,’ 

i but here was a measure which was so free from 
anything like a sectional character, that he trusted 
there would be perfect unanimity in its support. 
It was a matter of national concernment, and one 
which imperatively demanded their attention at 
this particular crisis of our affairs. ` : 

Sir, (said Mr. W.,) I have no feelings of friend- 
liness for Great Britain; none whatever. There 
are reasons, perhaps, why, more than those of 
| most men, my feelings should be otherwise. [I 
will not subject myself to the charge of egotism 
| by repeating those reasons, but I will refer to one 
| ofthem. Sir, I saw thestorch which wrapped this 
Capitol in flames applied by the hand of the in- 
| cendiary; and although the hero of New Orleans, 
| near the end of the struggle, in some degree aven- 
ged the act, yetno American, when he reflects upon 
| it, ean fail to have enkindled in his bosom a feeling 
| of resentment againt the perpetrators. Sir, I have 
uo feelings of friendliness towards that nation; 
none whatever. If war should once be declared, 


: erted on the side of my country. Sir, I will not 


|! be accused cither of being one of those who are 


| influenced by any dread of England’s power, when 
I say that T deprecate a war with her. I do not 
| fear the ultimate result of a conflict with that proud 
and powerful nation, for I believe that we can 
| conquer again, as we did in the revolutionary 
war and in the war of 1812; but I dread the effects 
| of war under any circumstances. 

! LT said, when T had last the honor of addressing 
the Senate, that I would net express any opinion 
las to the probability of a war; but occurrences: 
į since have changed my mind apon that subject; 
| and I grieve, I lament to say, I believe the omens 
| now are of war, inevitable war. Sir, whether 
| the contemplated notice be given or not—wheth- 
| er we pursue strictly the course of policy indi- 
cated by the President or not—I fear there are 
i elements at work—IJ fear there are causes which, 
| whatever may be our course, will in a short period 
of ume result in a conflict between this country and 
Great Britain. If we do not give notice, as the set- 
| tlement of the country goes on conflicts will arise- 
l between British and American: settlers, and those 
conflicts will most probably involve the two na- 
tions in war. {agree entirely with the honorable 
Senator from Michigan that this will be the case. 
On the other hand, if we give the notice, England, 
armed to the teeth as she is, may think it expe- 


i dient to send to our shores the armament which 


she has been engaged for so many months in pre- 
paring; and the least hostile indication on her part 
will arouse within the breasts of the people of this 


i nation feelings which are already sufficiently ex- 


cited. Ig not the position of affairs, then, indica- 
tive of war? May not the honorable Senator from 
Michigan with much reason now say that war is 
inevitable? 

Mr. CASS desired to be permitted to set the 
gentleman rightupon this point. The opinion which 
he had expressed in the early part of this session 
had been called in question repeatedly, and there 
certainly. seemed to be a strange misapprehension 
regarding it, He had been denominated a war 
man; he had been styled an advocate for war; and 
why? Merely because he had said he believed the 


representatives of the people in Congress the im.) 
’ 


danger of war was imminent. He had never used 
the expression which had been attributed to him, 
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that war was inevitable. What he had said was, 
that he was afraid that war would take place, and 
he would add that every day increased his appre- 
hensions. He might now, since the information | 
called for by Congress had been laid before them | 
by the President—he might now say that all that | 
he had stated on the 15th day of December in re- 
lation to this subject had been fully borne out. He 
might now say there was then strong cause for ap- 
prehension, and that there now is still stronger 
cause. 'Fhat the armaments of Great Britain were 
prepared with a view of being called into use against 
this country no man could doubt. He wouid say | 
to hig honorable friend from Florida that his first ; 
impressions not only remained, but had become | 
strengthened by the indications which had ‘since |i 
exhibited themselves. Notwithstanding the mil i 
tone of the English journals, he was not to be de- i 
ceived by a few soft words in an English news- | 
paper. It only went to show that the war fever | 
was permitted in some measure to subside; but |; 
this circumstance offered no satisfactory evidence | 
to his mind that the danger of war was more re- | 
mote. But the honorable Senator was mistaken | 
in supposing that he had at any time asserted that | 
war was inevitable, and much more so in sup- | 
posing him to be an advocate of war. 

i 

t 

| 

| 

| 


i 
1 
| 
į 
I 


Mr. WESTCOTT said he had not imputed to | 
the honorable Senator a desire for war. Fie bad | 
merely referred to the argument made use of by 
the Senator that it would be utterly impossible to 
keep the settlers in Oregon from hostile collisions, | 
and that this would very probably lead to war. | 
But if there were those (and no one could doubt | 
there were) who seriously apprehended that war |: 
was inevitable, it appeared to him that they, ati 
least, must be in favor of "the immediate adoption | 
of this measure, not as a war measure, but one | 
which, if the storm which threatened burst not i 
upon us, if the peace of the country remained un- | 
broken, would be free from the objection of being 
a wasteful and extravagant expenditure of public | 
money. It was not as a war measure, he repeat- i 
ed, that he raised his humble voice in favor of this | 
bill. If the people of this country were armed ʻi 
and prepared at all points, from Maine to Texas; || 
if they had a naval force superior to that of Eng- ii 

| 
{ 


land; if they had an overflowing treasury, and 
everything was in the best possible condition for || 
meeting an enemy, still he would consider the man || 
who could do most towards preserving the peace į; 
of the country would deserve the highest reward | 
which his countrymen could bestow upon him. | 

Mr. Westcorr having concluded, the question | 
was about to be put upon the pending motion for 
nostponement; when | 

Mr. DICKINSON suggested that, as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Afairs was not | 
now in his seat, and would be absent the greater | 

art of the week, the bill had better be passed by 
informally for the present. 

Mr. MANGUM objected. 
vote should be taken. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said he presumed there was 
no expectation entertained by the honorable ehair- |; 
man of the Naval Committee (who was now un- 
avoidably absent) that the question would he taken 
to-day; and he hoped, therefore, that the motion | 
would not be pressed. He would prefer that the | 
bill be laid upon the table, to be taken up again | 
whenever it should be the pleasure of the Senate. | 

f 
| 
| 
| 


He desired that the 


Mr. MANGU Mesaid he would state the reason 
why he desired that the vote should be taken. He 
was utterly opposed to the passage of the bill at | 
this time, and he believed that was the sense of | 


the passage of the bill at an early day, he deemed 
it proper to state that he was now f | 
postponement of its consideration either to the day | 
named by the Senator from Missouri, or to some 
earlier day; and he was so because the course of i 
the discussion upon the bill had been calculated to | 
confuse the Senate in reference to its details. He | 
was desirous that it should be taken up and con- 
sidered in a practical manner, and not treated as a 
political question. His great desire was to increase 


| be a distinct manifestation of the sense of the Sen- 


i Up, in order to affright, to irritate, to arouse the 
į people of this country, while the man who is at 


| idea of getting into a war than he (Mr. M.) did of 


| tation, and alarm. 


ii he mind, they ought not to be discussing those lit- 


| it was a more critical position than they had here- 


ii early commenced, when no man even supposed 


li at one end of the earth—-when no man doubted 
| that the afiiirs of the country, if entrusted to safe 


; to the steam branch of the service, if possible, with- 


the strength and efficiency of the navy by adding 


out increasing the annual expenditure for the na- 
val service. He thought this might be done by 
giving a judicious direction to the sum annually 
appropriated. Jie hoped it would be postponed, 
that they might have time to consider the details 
of the bill with a view of so directing the applica- 
tion of any appropriation which might be made 
as to ensure its economical expenditure. _ 

Mr. DICKINSON remarked that-jt would be 
somewhat unusual to take a vote upon postpone- 
mentin the absence of the chairman; and hethought 
it could do no great mischief, at all events, to pass 
it by informally. ‘The chairman might be in his 
place by Thursday. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said he was desirous of 
saying a few words in relation to this subject; and 
he would do so now only for the fact that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy had not yet had time to com- 
municate the information asked for by a resolution 
whieh he had the honor of submitting a few days 
ago. He hoped the bill would be passed by im- 
formally for the present. 

Mr. MAN GUM said he was desirous that the 
sense of the Senate should be tested now upon the 
question of postponement to a future day for con- 
sideration—not that he was opposed to the adop- 
tion of a suitable measure for placing the navy m 
a proper condition, but there were gentlemen who 
represented this bill as being a peace measure, and 
others who represented it as being a war measure, 
while, as he believed, alarge majority of that body 
were utterly opposed to the course which the ne- 
votintions had taken, and especially that portion 
of them which was developed in the last corres- 
pondence. As he believed that the spirit mani- 
fested in that correspondence was not satisfactory 
to a majority of that body, he was desirous that, 
in the present crisis, if it were a crisis, there should 


ate. He believed, and he spoke for himself only, 
that a sysiem of delusion, which could not be alto- 


gether disguised, had been attempted to be kept 


the head of the Government entertained no more 


encouraging such a course. And he would take 
the responsibility of saying (and such was the es- 
timate which he entertained of the ability with |i 
which the thing had been conducted) that if he had || 
more confidence in the sagacity and statesmanship 
of those who have the control of public affairs, he 
would feel much jess anxiety than he now felt. | 

When this measure was introduced by the chair- 
man of the naval committee, it was very properly 
met by the Senator from Missouri, and other Sen- 
ators, on the ground that, if it were designed as a 
war measure, It was but a drop in the bucket. [f, 
on the other band, it were in reality only a peace 
measure, and all difficulties were soon to be set- 
ted amicably, as he had no doubt the Administra- 
tion expected, he was unwilling that the public 
mind should be kept in a state of excitement, agi- 


He thought that, in the present state of the pub- 


tle measures. If they were now in the condition 
which the papers recently Jaid before Congress |! 
seemed to indicate, every man must admit that 


tofore occupied; and yet he had not a particle of 
doubt that the main cause which had contributed 
to bring us into that’ condition, was the mystifica- 
tion, the drumming up for effect, which was very 


that we could get into a war for a slip of territory 


hands, were in a perfectly safe condition. 

He was wiliing, however, that the bill should lie 
upon the tabic, and he hoped it would never be 
taken up until they had more light shed upon the || 
position in which they stood. 

Mr. BAGBY said he had, on a former occasion, 
expressed his views in relation to this bill, and he 
would now have left it to take its fate, without say- 
ing a word upon the subject, had it not been for 
what he must term the very extraordinary remarks 
of the Senator from North Carolina. It was true || 
the bill had been advocated by some of its friends 
as a war measure, and by others as a peace meas- di 
ure. In both aspects of the question he had ex- }! 


. 


agement of the negotiations much to admire. 


| ator belonged. 


pressed his views cleaily and distinctly, and upon 
these. points he did not differ with the honorable: 
Senator who had just spoken. Asa peace: mtas- 
ure it was entirely too large, and as a war measure 
it was too small.” But there was something dus, 
emphatically due, to those who “were engaged in 
administering the Government of this country at 
resent; and so far from agreeing with the Senator: 
in regard to the disclosures made by the. last cor- 
respondence, he could see in the conduet and ma- 

e 
approved of the course taken by the Executive 
from beginning to end. ; 

What was it*that- had been developed?.. It was 
that compromise, that arbitration in every form in 
which it had been presented had been rejected, and, 
in his opinion, properly rejected.. What- was the 
great point involved in the proposition to arbitrate ? 
Had it come to this, that the United States were 
expected to submit the question of the integrity of 
her territory to foreign arbitrament? Did this Gov- 


| ernment, he asked, stand in that. light, and trivial 


point of view before the nations of the world, that 
it was expected to submit a question touching her 
rights to the dictum of a monarch? . Much as he 
respected crowned heads, he would as soon think 


| of going to trialin a case at law before a packed 
jury. He would rather place his interests in- the - 


hands of those who had less affinity with the op- 
posite party. With respect to the opinion of the - 
gentleman from North Carolina regarding the Ad- 
ministration, it was only natural that he should 
withhold his confidence. That Administration had 
been formed against the views, the wishes, and the 
exertions of the political church to which the Sen-: 
[Te regretted to hear, emanating. 
from so respectable a source, the remarks which 
the Senator had thought proper to use. ` He had 
lived in pretty bad times, and Fad keen the-Govern- 


ment entrusted to those who differed from him ‘in 


fixed his confidence upon the intelligence and sense 
of justice of both countries. “And he did not now 


| think he could be mistaken in supposing that, be- 


fore the discussion of the question was ended, there 
would be a peaceable and amicable adjustment, 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON moved that the Senate 
adjourn; but withdrew the motion temporarily, at 
the request of 

Mr. ALLEN, who rose for the purpose of re- 
plying to one remark of the Senator from North 
Carolina. ‘The Senator had said he believed there 
was a majority of that body who disapproved of the 
course which the negotiations had taken, as devel- 
oped in the late correspondence. i 

Mr. MANGUM. I spoke with reference to the 
whole correspondence. i 

Mr. ALLEN.” I can only say I utterly disagree 
with the Senator, in the opinion which he express- 
ed, that there is a majority here who disapprove of 
it. - And if the Senator wishes to try the question, 
let him submit a resolution. : 

Mr. MANGUM. What I meant to say was not 


< 


| perhaps clearly understood. As it was said with- 


out any sort of preparation, I will repeat what I 
meant to say. I have no authority-to speak for any 
other than myself, nor perhaps have La knowledge 
more than is merely conjectural as to the opinions 
of the Senate upon this point; but Ido entertain 
the opinion most strongly that there would be found 
a majority of this body who believe that thenego- <7 
tiations have not been conducted in the-most wise 
and judicious manner: - That.is my belief. -An 

in reference to the rejection of the proposition for 
arbitration, I do not confine myself to she: simp: 
factof its rejection, but I consider also the manne 
which it was rejected as; perhaps, sore 


~. portant to every man, but there were other things | 
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able than the fact itself.  Lhave.no belief that. the 
Administration. entertain the expectation that war 
will grow. out of the agitation. of this question, and 
Tam glad to:-hear the Senator: from: Alabama, who 
is very much in the confidence of the Executive— 
Iam very much gratified to hear that he entertains 
nó expeċtation even now. that it will eventuate in 
war. But what. I complain of is the mystification 
thatis kept up upon this subject. The whole coun- 
‘try is disturbed.: The business of the country is 
injured; the public mind is deeply oppressed with 
the prospect that is before us, while, as I believe, 
there will be no:war. Lexpressed that opinion the 
other. night in the presence of a Cabinet Minister. 
Lexpress it again, and I beg his attention to it. 
[Mr. Bucuanaw had been for some time in the Sen- 
ate chalnber.] "I will undertake to say that if forty } 
men were selected, twenty Whigs andtwenty Dem- 
ocrata, they could settle the question in forty days. 
Believing the Administration to be perfectly patri- 
otic, yeti have not that degree of confidence in him 
who presides which would lead me to believe that 
there may not be committed a blunder which may 
lead to disastrous consequences. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from North Carolina 
is somewhat mistaken if he alluded to any desire 
that exists on the part of the Administration to 
precipitate the country into a war. 

Mr. MANGUM, interposing, said: If the hon- 
orable Senator will suffer me to set him right, what 
I said was, without intending any disrespect, that 
no man could doubt the course pursued by the Ad- 
ministration was-one calculated to embarrass the 
country. I said also that I believed the Executive 
had no expectation that a war would be produced 
by the agitation of the question. 

Mr. CASS said he agreed perfectly with the 
Senator in the belief that the Administration had 
not the slightest desire for war. ‘They never had | 
from the beginning. All that the Administration 
desired was to promote the honor and the interests 
of the country, and leave the result to time, Wheth- 
er they supposed that war would come in conse- 
quence of the measures which had been adopted, | 
and reprobated by the honorable Senator, he would | 
no take upon himself to suy. ‘The Senator had | 
reprobated the whole course of the correspondence. 
Now, he thought the verdict of the Anerican peo- 
ple had already been passed upon the negotiations, | 
as far as they had been dislosed in the Message of 
the President. The issue must be left to time of 
course, 

One other remark. The Senator from Alabama 
had declared himself opposed to the bill, either as 
a peace or a war measure. He was at a loss to 
comprehend the policy which would dictate a re- 
fusul to pass the bill as a war measure. Flow were 
they to be prepared for war unless a beginning at 
preparation was made? It could scarcely be ex- 
pected. thatan army could be rdised in an instant, 
or a navy be built and manned upon the spur of) 
the moment, There must be a beginning. A coun- 
uy advancing in population and wealth, surround- 
ed by the territories and possessions, he would not 
say of an enemy, but of a great commercial rival— 
a country penetrable at every point, having scarce- 
ly a gun mounted, scarcely a soldier with a musket 
in his handwas there a nation, he would ask, that 
the sun shines upon that ever adopted such a course 
as this? And yet the gentlemen were for doing 
nothing because they could not do everything. 

They would not build a war steamer because 
they could not equal the whole of the British na- 
vy; they would not enlist a soldier because they 
could not have at once the army of a Napoleon, 
and overrun. the world. Were gentlemen terrified | 
at the idea of expending a few dollars? He was not 
to be scared or driven from his duty by the conjur- 

ing up of a panic. The Americans were not a 
people to be affected by panics.. Nor did he be- ; 
ieve in silent prepaietions without giving reasons 
openly, fully, and candidly, ay, and forcibly. He 
believed it was their sacred bounden duty to let 
the whole truth- be known. Nor was he to be 
driven from his course because it would disturb 
the business of the country... Business was im- 


s more important.. "The honor of the country must | 
wand: before interest; but honor and interest com- 
bihed presented an array that could be superseded 
by fe consideration. . ; | 

Di wy man doubt the fact that very extraor- 

” dinary preparations are being made in England? 

He reminied the Senate that he had, in a former || 


et 


| the territory of the United States was not a ques- 
tion for arbitration. 


| the President to submit to arbitration the acknowl. |j 


debate, quoted on this subject from the Journal | 
des Débats, a paper conducted with wonderfal tact, 
ability, and judgment. Umbragé had been taken | 
by France at these extensive preparations, the ex- 
traordinary armanents on foot, and the extensive 
operations in the dock-yards and arsenals. But 
foe was told they were not intended against 
her. : 

When'he considered the circumstance of these 
most extraordinary preparations which were going 
on in England, he was irresistibly led to the con- 
clusion that she was preparing to strike the great- || 
est blow that ever was struck-by one nation against 
another. She was not going to overcome this 
country, however. As for her overcoming, with 
all her force, and with all her bravery, twenty 
millions of freemen on this continent, the idea was 
a erat There was no Englishman outside 

f the walls of an insane hospital who would ima- 
gine the possibility of such a thing. They might 
burn our cities; they might burn our Capitol 
again. But all that they had done before; yet 
Bladensburg stands, the city of Washington is 
erect, and the Capitol is still here, bidding a proud 
defiance of every hostile attack. 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked leave to present a 
fesolution; but, ` 

On motion of My. J. M. CLAYTON, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, February 9, 1846. 

The Journal of Saturday was read in part, and, 
on motion of Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, (its further 
reading having been dispensed with,) was ap- 

roved, . 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that the House 
| resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union; [but waved the motion for the 
moment. } 

Mr. ROBERTS asked leave to introduce certain 


bs 


“her Britannie Majesty’s minister. In looking at 


treatment of the solemn proposition submitted by 


the correspondence of the Secretary of State with 
Mr. Pakenham, it was, in his (Mr. K.’s) judgment, 
difficult to. determine which of the two predomi- 
nated—the: pettifogger or the bully. He would 
venture to say, that in all the diplomatic histo-- 
ry of the United States no such correspondence 
could be found; and. he trusted in God, for the 
honor and dignity, and character of the country, 
that no correspondence of a similar kind would 
ever again be known in our annals... Mr. K. pro- 
ceeded to examine the recent propositions of arbi- 
tration, to show the- propriety of a resort to. such 
a mode of settlement; the benefits that would. re- 
sult from it; and the responsibility which its rejec- 
tion would impose on the Administration for the 
consequences that might result. He. contended, 
by reference to the character of the corres ond- 
ence, that it was evidently the design of the Presi- 
dent (if his design could be inferred from that cor- 
respondence) to appeal to the arbitrament of.the 
sword. 

Mr. K. then proceeded to inquire how long it 
was since the discovery had been made that the 
title to this territory was clear and unquestionable; 
and to trace the assertion of that title to the Balti- 
more convention, and to the Inaugural Address of 
the President of the United. States, which came 
upon us like a clap of thunder in à clear sky. 
‘Where had the President derived his authority for 
a declaration which, if he intended should be taken 
literally, was untrue? If he intended merely to 
assert it as his own opinion, he had very lame 
authority for it. Mr. K. then referred to the ne- 
gotiation which had taken place between the two 
Governments, with a view to show that we had 
i ourselves acknowledged that Great Britain had 
| rights in Oregon, and to demonstrate the inconsist- 
ency of making such a declaration as that made by 


Ji the President, and of their offering to divide the 


territory almost in half. 


joint resolutions (the reporter thinks) from the Le- 
| gislature of Mississippi. 

Objections were made, 

Mr. POLLOCK asked leave, at this time, to 
make a report from the Committee of Claims, 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order would be the call of the States for petitions. 


OREGON. 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. ‘Tinsarts, of Kentucky, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution of notice, and the several amend- 
ments thereto pending. 

Mr. T. B. KING, (who obtained the floor on 
Saturday night at a few minutes before 12 0’clock, 
immediately after Mr. Wiimor had concluded,) | 
rose and addressed the committee during the hour, 

He stated that, in view of the correspondence 
which had recently passed between the United | 
States Government and the British minister, he 
(My. K.) should not offer the amendment (imbody- 


ing a -propesitnn for arbitration) which he had de- 
signed. ‘The proposition to arbitrate the disputed 


boundary line of the Oregon territory having been 
made invall its forms by her Britannie Majesty’s 
minisier, and having been peremptorily, and as he | 
(Mr. K.) conceived cavalierly, rejected by the Qov- 
ernment of the United States, that mode of adjust- 
ing the difficulty seemed to beat an end, Arbitra- 
tion was one of the most ancient modes known to 
civilized nations of settling dificult and embarrass- |} 
ing disputes. It was sanctioned in all its forms by 
the law of nations, as founded on the law of nature. 
It had been resorted to in all times by those who 
wished to mete out that justice to others which they 
desired should be meted out to themselves. 

: The President of the United States had declared, 
or permitted his Secretary of State to declare, that 


He (Mr. K.) did not quote 
the words of the passage literally. That, how- 
ever, was its substance. Who had ever desired 


edged rights, the clearly undisputed territory, of |. 
any portion of the United States? No man had 
ever made such a suggestion here or elsewhere. 
The British minister had proposed no such thing; | 


And now, Mr. Chairman, (continued Mr. K.,) 
I shonld like, with all respect and deference to the 
learned and venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
_ setts, [Mr. Apams,] to ask hima question? I desire 
‘to ask what his opinion is—whether, in his judg- 
ment, our title to the entirety of the Oregon terri- 
tory is ‘clear and unquestionable?” + 

Mr. ADAMS (the floor having been yielded for 
the purpose) said: To say that the ttle is clear 
and unquestionable, isto say that, which is suscep- 
tible of two meanings—one relating solely to the 
question of right and wrong, and the other relating 
to the opinions of others, According to the con- 
| struction we give to * clear and indisputable,” in 
relation to the question of right and wrong, I say 
| that our title is clear and unquestionable. I will 
add one or two words more. That our title in the 
Oregon territory is not indisputable or clear, is an- 
swered plainly in the fact that it is disputed. The 
gentleman has told us that it has heen disputed for 
twenty-seven years. T cannot deny it. But if 
everything which is disputed by the Government 
of Great Britain is indisputable, then I should be 
under the necessity of changing the meaning of the 
word, 

Mr. KING inquired why the gentleman had 
not given that definition when he was Secretary 
of State; and proceeded to comment on the part 
which that gentleman had taken in the negotiation 
on the subject. He (Mr. K.) did not pretend to 


| decide to what extent our title-was clear and.in- 


disputable; but he did suppose that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, with all his experience, had 
some knowledge of what our claim was, and upon 
his opinion he (Mr. K.) had relied much in form- 
ing his own. 

Mr. K. then referred to the connexion which 
had, most perniciously, been given to this question 
by reason of its forced connexion with party poli- 
tics, and to the new element of fanaticism which 
had been thrown into it. ‘Touching the tariff, he 
adverted to the proposition of Mr. WENTWORTH, 
that no proposition for arbitration should be ac- 


, cepted until Great Britain had permanently open- 


ed her ports to our breadstuffs; or, in other words, 
had repealed her corn-laws. The best state of 
things for the American grain-grower was that 


4 
| which now existed. The repeal of the corn-laws 
| would enable the grain of the Baltic and the Black 
|| sea to come in competition with that from the 


and it was an insult to this House and to the nation 


| western States; whereas now, the grain found a 


—it was, to say the least of it, most demagogical || 


market through the colonial ports, and had a mo- 
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nopoly in the British ports. Tt would be little less | 
than madness in us to desirea repeal of these laws. | 

At this point of his argument, his hour expired. | 

Mr. ADAMS said, the occasion on which he had | 
spoken, which, in the estimation of his excellent 
friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL,] 
should have taken away from him (Mr. A.) the 
right of addressing this committee at this time, and 
which, he believed, was the only occasion on which 
he had addressed this House at this session at all, 
was upon the bill reported here from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, for the purpose of raising 
two additional regiments for the army. It was so 
far from being the question now before the com- 
mittee, that the main drift of the few observations 
he had then submitted, was a complaint that he 
had understood, by a general report current 
throughout the city, that the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs had determined not to report the notice 
which was now before the House. 
casion, the chairman of that committee [Mr. C. J. 
Incersot] stated that no such determination had | 
absolutely been taken, and that no member of that |; 
committee had been authorized to make such a |; 
declaration to this House. Whereupon, it might || 
be within the remembrance of some of the mem- |! 
bers of this committee, if not all of them, that he |! 


Upon that oc- |i 


| should not trouble the committee, 
| Iy within a few days past been urged by a number 


; Upon this, however, I shall have but little to 
| say in addition to what I have said before; adopt- 
| Ing as far as the committee. will. permit all the ar- 
guments of all gentlemen who have maintained the 
| same side of the question. But, sir, in the course 
‘of this debate, even. before what. has fallen from 
| the honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Kiva] 
to-day, I think I have heard a number of gentlemen 
who have spoken, drawn rather too much into per- 
sonalities upon this question. I have been charged 
| even before this day with inconsistency in my 
| own course; and sometimes it has been intimated 
that I have been actuated by motives not of the 


ain has some right upon this question. 

Mr A, proceeded to notice these personal allu- 
sions, and to present his interpretation of the sub- 
sisting convention between Great Britain and the 
United States. The situation of his health (he 
said) was such that he must ask an apology from 
this committee for anything desultory which it was 
possible he might say, for reasons with which he 
He had recent- 


of his friends to say something of the reasons why 
the termination of this convention should take 


| place; but feeling the extreme burden under which 


| 
i 
ifi 


adoptéd. Sir, (said Mr. A.,) to my great gratifi- |! 


j! 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


that time, when I addressed the House, sir, I stated | 


for any length of time—that I had neither the power 
of body or of mind; and now, the situation under | 
which I rise, for various reasons not necessary for 
me to detail to the House, make me far more in- 
competent to address this committee than I was 
then, upon any subject whatever, for any length 
of time. 

Sir, (said Mr, A.,)at that time I stated express- 
ly that, afier great deliberation and with great re- 
luctance, I had twelve months ago declared to this 
House that my mind was made up that the time 
was come for giving to Great Britain the notice of 
the termination of the convention of the year 1827 
at the expiration of twelve months; that 1 so con- |! 
tinued then of the same opinion, and was ready 
for passing any resolution for giving that notice. 

Sur, since that time this House has been engaged 
with all the ability—L must say unsurpassable— 
and with all the patriotism, unsurpassed, as Ibe- 
lieve, by any people on the face of the world, in 
the consideration of that very question. IL have 
endeavored to keep my mind as far as possible as 


impartial on this subject.as if it had not been made i, 


up before; I have listened with attention—all the 
attention I could command—to the speakers on | 
both sides of the question; and if my mind had not 
been made up in the most positive and inflexible 
manner to the opinion that time was come for the 
notice to be given to Great Britain, 1 do not know 
what would have been the result of this debate | 
upon my mind. I mean to say that everything in | 
the nature of argument, everything in the nature | 
of fact, everything that can have the power of per- | 
suasion upon the human mind, has been in my 
opinion, brought forward and laid before this | 
House in this debate; and I say, not upon one side | 
of the question, but upon the other. | cannot un- 
dertake to draw the balance of ability between the | 
arguments on the two sides; but I say that, in my | 
estimation, there never was.a debate in a delibera- | 
tive body where a subject has been more thorough- 
ly and more completely exhausted than this has 
been. It has left me, sir, where I was; it has left | 
me with a conviction, fortified by all that has been | 
said in this deliberation, that the time has come | 
for giving this notice to the Government of Great 
Britain; that the convention of 1827 shall be ter- | 
minated at the expiration of the twelve months | 
from the notice being given by the President of the | 
United States to the British Government of the 

determination of these United States to put an end | 
to that agreement, i 


'| as undisguisedly, as clearly as my heart and mind 


|i sonal appeal. 
| before, it is perhaps the final and the only reason | 


he labored in addressing the committee, he had 
come into this House rather despairing of his op- 


|| portunity for taking any part in this debate. And 


he should not now have attempted it, had it not 


Í been for the personal appeal made to him—he con- 


fessed in a manner which surpriscd him—from a 
gentleman with whom his relations had always 
been of the most friendly character, and who hith- 
erto has observed the rules which that friendly 


relation prescribed. ‘That gentleman commenced, | 


by what he conceived to be a disorderly appeal to 


him, (Mr. A.,) contrary to, and in violation of, | 


the rules of this Elouse, by putting a question to 
him (Mr. A.) instead of addressing the Chair, or 
at least, of addressing the Chair, and stating that 


he had a question to put to him, (My. A.) What | 


ad the gentleman to ask him any question? 
Mr. KING rose for explanation, and Mr. A. 
yielding the floor, stated that he had addressed the 
Chair, saying, with all due respect, he should like 


toask the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 


right h 


i setts a question. The Chair made no objection, 
and, as he conceived, assented, and he (Mr. K.) 


propounded it, He did not think there was any- 


i 
Í 
ithing unparliamentary or disrespectful in it; he 
Í certainly intended nothing disrespectful to the gen- 
| tleman from Massachusetts. 

$ 


Mr. ADAMS (resuming.) 1 believe the gentle- 


i man that he did not intend anything disrespectful, | 
and perhaps nothing unparlamentary. 
i ing to my ideas of the rules of this House, it was | 


| unparliamentary, though I did not understand it 
: to be intended as disrespectful, and therefore I an- 
i swered the question. 1 answered it as specifically, 


| could permit me to; and then he said * * #* 


[This portion of the sentence was lost to the re- 
| porter. | 
I think he might have concluded, from what he 


i knew of mebefore that time, what my position was; 


and he might have made any argument he thought 
‘inferrible from it, without making that «direct per- 
I refer to this now because, as I said 


t 
| why I venture to address the committee at this 
| time. 


lon Foreign Affairs to put us in a situation to meet 
the question, that I was ready to vote for the notice 
to Great Britain to terminate this convention. I 
have ‘not entered into all the reasons that have 
brought me to that conclusion; 1 did not think it 


i 
| 

| 

i 

| necessary; I was willing to leave upon the balance | 
| of the debate which has taken place in this House | 
i 
j 
| 
i 
H 
i 


—upon the arguments that have taken place on both 


sides—l was willing to leave it4o the House, and į 
to say “ay ’—ycs, to say “ay’’—to any of the | 


propositions brought before the House to terminate 


| the convention of 1827, for which the largest ma- | 


jority of this House can be obtained—to any of the 


| propositions, from the direct, positive proposition | 
| reported by the chairman of the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs, down to the last of all, if there is 
any difference in substance between them—down 
| to the last and most timid ofall which have been 


| presented to this House. The more positive, the; 


purest and most patriotic kind for having at a for- | 
mer time entertained the opinion that Great Brit- | 


coord. | 


I have said, before this question arose, to | 
| ; A ; : i 
the House—I have said, in urging the Committee | 


| better suited to my mind. But, by way ofa com- 
l| promise with the opinions of other members of this 
committee, with the. desire that when-we-come tò 
| this important. determination we should show-as 
strong a majority of this House as possible, L woud 
vote forthe least positive, for the most conciliatory’ 
| that has been offered, or that can be offered.“ L want 
| the termination of that convention... As tothe mode 
| and manner of doing-it, I am willing to do: it: in 
‘ithe most conciliatory manner to Great Britain; I 
am willing to accompany it with all but a supplica+ 
tion that negotiation may be continued between the 
i two parties and brought to a.suecessful- result... I 
am willing to do all that, provided: this and: the 
other House of Congress. shall say that this con- 
vention may no longer continue. 

Sir, there has been so much said on the question 
of title in this case, that I believe it would be a-waste 
i| of time for me to say anything more about it, un- 
less I refer to a little book you have there upon 
| your table, which you sometimes employ to ad- 
minister a solemn oath to every member of this | 
House to support the Constitution of the United’ 
States. If you have it, be so good:as to passit to 
the Clerk, and F will ask him to read what I con- 
ceive to be the foundation of our title. 

If the Clerk will be so good as to read the 26th, 
Qith, and 28th verses of the 1st chapter. of Gen- 
esis, the committee will see what I consider to. be 
the foundation of the title of the United States. - 

The Clerk read accordingly.as follows: 

“926. And God said, Let us make man in our 
‘image, after our likeness; and let them have do- 
t minion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl! 
| Sof the air, and over the cattle, and over all the 
i ‘earth, and over every creeping thing that creep- 
‘eth upon the earth. geek esd aie 

“27. So God created man in his own image, in 
! the image of God created he him: male-and fe- 
‘male created he them. : 

“28. And God blessed them, and God said unto 
il * them, Be fruitful and multiply, and replenish the 
“earth, and subdue it; and have dominion over the 
‘fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and 
i| ‘over every living thing. that moveth upon. the 
| ©earth.”’ : moyen th 5 


9 
title to all human possessions. It is. the founda- 
i tion of the title by which you occupy that chair; 
| itis the foundation of the title by which we are 

now called to occupy the territory of Oregon; and 
we cannot do if without putting a close to an 
agreement which we have made with Great Brit- 
ain that we will not occupy it. Rs 
And here I beg leave to repeat an. idea that I 
have already expressed before,: and that is, that 
there is a very great misapprehension of the real 
merits of this case founded on the misnomer which 
declares that convention to be a convention of joint 


occupation. Sir, it is not a convention of joint oc- 
cupation.. It is a convention of NoNn-occupation—a 


promise on the part of both parties that neither. of 
the parties will occupy the territory for an indefinite 
space; first for-ten years; then until the notice shall 
be given from one party. to the other that the con- 
vention shall be terminated—that is to say, that 
the restriction, the fetter upon our hands shall be 
thrown off, which prevents occupation, and pre- 
vents the carrying into execution the law of God, 
which the Clerk has read from the Holy Serip- 
tures. Now, if ‘this. controversy. in “relation. to 
the territory of Oregon was with anyother. than 
a Christian nation, I could not. cite that book. 
i; With the Chinese, and all nations who do not àd- 
mit the canon of Scripture, it would be quite a dif- 
erent question. It would be a different. question 
between us and the Indian savages, who oceupy that 
' country as far as there is any right of occupation, 
for they do not believe this book. I suppose. the 
mass of this House believe this book... l'see them 
|! go upand take their oath of office upon itj and 
many of the southern members ‘kiss the book in 
token, I suppose, of their respect for it. H.is‘be- 
tween Christian nations. that the foundation of title 
to land is laid in the first chapter of Genesis,and it _ 
is in this book that the title to jurisdiction, to.emi- 
nent domain, to individual property, Kad: its-foun= > 
dation—all of which flow from other sources :Sttb-*- 
sequent to that which the Clerk reads 302878000" 
Now I will ask ‘the Clerk to-read another. 
sage of that book; and -that is, I think, th 
verse of the 2d Psalm. a 


‘i 
‘sth 


* 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


341 


‘Fhe: Clerk read? ooo R : 

“8. Ask of me, and I shall give thee the heathen 
‘ for thine inheritance, and the uttermost parts of 
“the earth for thy possession: ” : 


if the: Clerk will reada verse or two before that 


which-he has just vead it willbe seen to whom it 

is said He will give them. re 
“The Clerk:read: - hs ete The 

oo © Yet have I set my king upon my. holy hill 

Sof Zan oe ; ; ead i 
=T. L will declare the deoree: the Lord- hath 


t said unto më, Thou art my son; ‘this day have I 
“begotten thee. or i E 
8, Ask of me, and I shall give thee the heathen 
‘for thine inheritance, and the uttermost parts of 
“the earth for thy possession.” ~< f 
"That. (continued. Mr. A.) is the Personage to 
whom the promise was made of giving the heathen 
for his inheritance, and the uttermost parts of the 
earth for his possession. Now, the promise con- 
tained in that verse was understood by all commen- 
tators upon the Bible, and by the Christian na- 
tions of all denominations, certainly before the 
reformation of Luther, to apply to the Lord Jesus 
Christ. Then, sir, without entering into any long 


historical detail, by the Christians and Christian | 


nations, (for he spoke now of international law,) 
the Pope, or the Bishop of Rome, was considered 
as the representative of Christ upon earth; and 
this verse from the Psalm promising the heathen 
for his inheritance and the uttermost parts of the 
earth for his possession, together with another 
- verse at the close of one of the gospels, (which he 
would not detain the committee by asking the 
Clerk to read ‘at the desk,) ine which the Lord 
Jesus Christ, after rising from the dead, snid to 
his disciples, (in substance,) “Go forth and preach 
‘to all nations my Gospel; and I will be with you 
‘to the end of the world.’ From these three sev- 
eral passages of the Scriptures, the Pope of Rome 
asserted, and for many ages it was admitted that 
he had, the power of giving to any king or sover- 
eign to whom he pleased, the power of going and 
subduing all barbarous nations, and subduing and 
conquering all territory, cither not subdued at all, 
or subdued by barbarous nations, for the purpose 
of converting them to Christianity. At the time of 
the discovery of the continents of North and South 
America by Christopher Columbus, this was the law 
of nations between Christians, recognised, acknow- 
ledged, admitted; and when Christopher Columbus 
came, under a commission from Ferdinand and Isa- 
bella, King and Queen of Castile, Leon, and Aragon 
~-when he came and made his discovery, which he 
did in October, 1492, in the next. year, some time 
in the month of March or April, 1493, the Pope of 
Rome—at that time authorized, according to all 
international law between Christians to do it—gave 
to Ferdinand and Isabella the whole continents of 
North and South America... He authorized the 
drawing of a: line from pole to pole 100 leagues 
west of the Azores islands and Cape de Verde; and 
he gave the whole. 100 leagues beyond, from pole 
to. pole, to Ferdinand and Isabella; King and Queen 
of Castile, Leon, and Arragon. Now, do F intend 
to say that that is one of our titles? 1 must say 
it, although I think, perhaps, as little of itas any 
member of this Flouse. But it. was a good title 
when it was given. Ít was the understanding, the 
faith, the belief of all the Christian nations of 
Europe, that the Pope had this power; and it was 
acquiesced in by them all for a time. ‘That same 
Pope at that time was in the custom of giving 
away not only barbarous nations, but civilized na- 
tions. He dethroned sovereigns, put them under 
interdict, and excommunicated them from inter- 
course with all other Christians; and it was sub- | 
mitted to. 
Great Britain—the nation of Great Britain—holds 
the island of Ireland on no other title. Three hun- 
dred years before that time, Pope Adrian of Rome 
gave, by that same power, to Henry I. of England 
the island. of Ireland, and: England has held it from 
that day to this under that- title, and no other. 
That is, no other, unless by conquest; (for it has 
been in a continued: state of rebellion ever since, 
and Great Britain has. been. obliged. to conquer it 
half a dozen times since; and now the question 
is, whether Ireland shall ever become an independ- 
ent Kingdom. If we come to a war with Great 
Britain, she will find enough to do: to maintain 
that island.) Ido not think it of very great valué; 
though I think it does not go for nothing. Now, 
that general authority given to man to increase, 


l 
|| controversy between the Spanish ambassador and | 
| 


| they would go to the charter of the English king, 
And now, sir, the Government of || 


multiply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it, 
was agrant from the Creator to man as man; it 
was a grant to every individual of the human race 
in his individual capacity. But, then, the portion į 
that -belongs to the individual, and was given i 
thereby, was a matter for. the whole human race || 
to. accommodate among themselves. That is to | 
say, in communities, communities were to agree | 
together what should be the metes and bounds of | 
that portion of the earth given them by the general | 
grant from the Creator. “When communities were 
formed, it became a matter of legislation among į 
them to whom any particular property—e. g. a lot 
of land on which to build a house—should belong. 
Any territorial right whatever, as between indi- 
viduals, was to be regulated by legislation; as be- | 
tween nations it was to be regulated by consent, | 
by convention; and in that way the laws of nations, |, 
as they are called, (which are nothing more than if 
the customs of nations,) and the treaties and con- || 


1 
| 
| 
hi 
it 
i 
H 


ventions of nations, have regulated how every spot, ! 
every inch of land, shall be occupied. And among 
‘the rest, it is by these laws and regulations—in- | 
ternal dmong communities and international among 
nations—that you hold that seat, (referring to the 
Speaker's seat,) and Ido not, because you have || 
| it, elevated to it by the laws of the country, and | 
no other man can take, except by permission, so :: 
long as your right continues. 

Well, sir, our title to Oregon stands on the same | 
foundation. 
came to be a matter of great importance among the 
nations of the earth, other nations took into their 
heads to plant colonies on this continent, and then 
came the question of controversy between them, 
which never has been setted to this day. Our 
question now with Creat Britain is one of the con- 
| sequences of that state of things. ‘There never has | 
| been any agreement between the nations of the | 

earth how these points shall be settled. | 

There have been titles derived from treaty, from 
agreement, from conquest; there have been sources 
trom which they have derived title to territory. 
We have been told here that our title to the Colune | 
bia river and all the territory that is drained by it, 
is in consequence of discovery and exploration. 
Well, sir, that has been partially an agreement be- | 
tween the nations that they will say they consider | 
that where a nation discovers the mouth of a river, 
and explores that river to its source, then that na- 
tion is entitled, and has been generally allowed, to 
maintain their authority. Butthat is not the foun- 
dation of any of our titles. 

Looking into Hazard’s Sttte Papers, tst volume, | 
I find there a charter from Charles L of England to 
the colony of Massachusetts Bay, of the territory 
between latitude 40° and 48°, and from sea to sea. 
That was no longer ago than the time of Charles I. 
The same title was given to Virginia, The first 
title to Virginia—If forget now precisely between 
whut parallels of latitude it extended, but it com- 


gave that territory from sea to sca, 
right had the kings of England to give by parallels 
of latitude from 40° to 48° for the colony of Mas- 
sachusetts, any more than the Pope of Rome had 
to give from pole to pole? Well, is there a gen- 
teman in this House that does not hold to the | 
grants of charters of the kings of England to sus- | 


the territory of Virginia were to be disputed—and 
we hear much about what territory is disputable— 
I ask my friends from Virginia where they would 
go for their right to hold the lands on which the 
cities of Richmond or Norfolk are built? Why, 


James 1.; they would go there; they could go no- 
where else, (unless they claim by right of conquest | 
under the Declaration of Independence, as they || 
might possibly do.) There is the title. Why, at! 
this very day there is a controversy now going on | 
before the highest judicial tribunal of our country, || 
sitting in this Capitol, between Massachusetts, my || 
dearly beloved State, and Rhode Island, which I 
love almost as well, as to which. of them three or | 
four towns belong by the charter of William ‘and | 
Mary, king and queen of England—usurpers by j 
the way. What right had they to give away any | 
of the territory? I have seen it written, and I be- |} 
lieve I have heard in this House, that upon some | 


| 
| 
i 


Queen Elizabeth, Queen Elizabeth very learnedly 
said, that the Pope had no right to give away the 


When this discovery of Columbus || 


lands on this continent; and even that discovery—— 

that landing upon the territory—unless accompa- 

nied and followed by settlement, gave no title. 

Why, that was a very wise saying of Queen Eliz- 

abeth. What right had she herself to give any. 
ortion of this territory any more than the Pope of 
ome? : 

Coming down to this pretended principle, that 
the discovery of the mouth. of a-river gives title to ` 
all the land watered by that river and its tributa- 
ries—and this is the ground on which we. contend 
that the Mississippi valley, among the rest, belongs 
to us—that title is a parcel of the rights by which 
you hold that seat, and by which all property is 
held. This charter of Charles I., to the colony of 
Massachusetts Bay, gives from 40 to 48 degrees of 
latitude, without reference to any rivers. "The 
kings of England, following the example of. the 
Pope of Rome, undertook to grant lands all over 
this continent, and upon such terms as they thought 
proper. When they found the mouth of a river, 
and it was for their interest to claim the territor 
watered by that river, they claimed it, Louis XIV, 
gave to Crozart—and that is the title by which we 
still hold that country—he gave him fto land, but 
gave him merely the power to trade with the Mis- 
sissippi river and all its tributaries, because that 
river had been discovered by French subjects many 
years before coming from Canada. F 

All these titles are imperfect. Discovery is, 
therefore, no title of itself. The discovery of a 
| river and of land is no title of itself. Exploration 
comes next, That gives something more of a title. 
Continuity and contiguity both concur to give a 
| title. They are none of them perfect in them- 
selves. ‘There is nothing complete in the way of 
| title, but actual possession; and that is the only 
i thing we now want, to have a perfect, clear, in- 
disputable, and undoubted right to the territory of 
Oregon. It is possession; it is occupation, if you 
nlease. Well, sir, we have made two conventions 
with Great Britain—one in 1818, one in 1827—by 
which we have not agreed to any thing like joint 
occupation, Sir, in the days of Sir John Falstaff, 


|i so facctiously alluded to by the gentleman from 
|; Ohio (Mr. Stanxwearner] the other day, he says 


“a captain! these villains will make the word 
captain as odious as the word occupy, which was 
an excellent good word before it was ill-sorted.’’ 
Now this “ occupation” is as “ odious” in some 
parts as Sir John Falstaff said the word “ occu- 
by g was in his time, after it had been ‘‘ill-sorted.’? 

here is no occupation now Occupation is the 
thing we want. Occupation is what I am for put- 
ting an end to that convention for; because it says 
we shall not oceupy that territory. 

The gentleman from Georgia, in his personal 
remarks to me, has thought proper to call upon 
me to say why, in 1818 and again in 1827, I was 
| willing to agree to this convention with Great Brit- 
ain, while 1 now pretend to say we have a right 
to the whole of Oregon. Why, I will tell the gen- 
tleman and this House. 

Mr. KING (Mr. A. yielding the floor) ex- 
plained, that he had asked the gentleman why he 
did not enter a protest against the claim asserted 
by Great Britain, if he belicved that we had the 
right to the whole territory. ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS, (continuing.) I will endeavor 
to answer the gentleman, according to his own 
idea, why I did not enter a protest. In the first in- 
stance, it was in a subordinate capacity that I aet- 
ed as Secretary of State, under a most excellent 
man, whose memory I shall always retain with 
veneration—James Monroe, the President of the 
United States; and, in the second place, when F 
held the office of President of the United States, I 
did make the protest in the convention itself. If 
the gentleman will read the convention over again, 
he will see a formal protest against the claim of 
Great Britain. The third article of the conven- 
tion of 1818 is as follows: y 
. “Tt is agreed that any country that may be 
‘claimed by either party on the northwest coast 
‘of America, westward of the Stony mountains, 
‘shall, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, 
‘and the navigation of all rivers within the same, 
‘be free and open for the term of ten years from 
‘ the date of the signature of the present conven- 
‘ tion, to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the 
‘two Powers; it being well understood that thig 
‘agreement is not to be construed to the prejudice 
‘of any claim which either of the two high eons 
‘ tracting parties may have to any part of the said. 
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it 
t country; nor shall it be taken to affect the claims | 
‘ of any other Power or State to any part of the | 
‘ said country: the only object of the high con- 
‘ tracting parties, in that respect, being to prevent 
< disputes and differences among themselves.” | 
is that joint occupation, or separate occupation? 
(asked Mr. A.) No such thing. It is non-occu- 
pation. The territory is to be free and open to all 
the world—to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of 
the two Powers for ten years; and this convention 
is expressly declared not to affect any claim of 
either of the two high contracting parties, “nor”— 
please to observe this, for | mean to draw an argu- 
ment from the wording here—‘‘nor shall it be ta- 
ken to affect the claims of any other power;”? “the | 
only object”’—now, sir, I give my answer to the 
gentleman from Georgia—‘‘ being to prevent dis- || 
putes and differences’’ among the contracting par- || 
ties. 4 f 
That is the object; and that being the only | 
object, and the article itself being confined to ten 
years, is there not a decided intimation that, at the 
end of that ten years, differences would come again? 
Ts there nota sufficiently clear protest against any 
claim Great"Britain may have? And not only so, 
but a reservation of the rights of any other party? | 
‘Who was that other party? Spain was, and that ! 
is a very clear and explicit admission that Spain |; 
had aright in that country which was not to be | 
| 
| 


affected. J 
Well, this was in 1818. Now this convention | 
was stipulated for ten years; and I desire this com- ; 
mittee to observe this very expression, showing 
that both parties understood that this question as || 
to their respective claims was not to be settled du- , 
ring the course of that ten years; but at the expi- | 
ration of that term, that they would come up again. 
It was equivalent to a full, plain claim to the whole 
territory just as our Secretary is making it now; 
but it was said that both parties, not choosing to | 
settle their differences, agree for ten years that the 
country, with its harbors, bays, creeks, and rivers, } 
shall be open for the navigation of both parties, | 
without either party claiming exclusive jurisdic- i 
tion during that time. That was all. i 

But let me observe further, at that time, what |! 
was our title? and what was the title or claim of | 
Great Britain ? In that negotiation, and in the sub- | 
sequent negotiations, down, 1 believe, perhaps to : 
this very day, Great Britain claims no exclusive | 
jurisdiction over any part of that territory, She | 
herself admits that she has no title there; she pre 
tends that she has none. But what does she say 
She says that it is an open country; that it is one | 
of those countries occupied, as far as it is occupied |} 
at all, only by barbarous nations—thatit is a coun- 
try which is open to all parties. She does not 
claim exclusive jurisdiction. I promise you she 
will, if you suffer her to do it, before she has done, | 
not only to what you_choose to give her, but to | 
the whole territory. But at this day she claims no į 
exclusive jurisdiction over the whole country.. She | 
claims, and by virtue of this convention, to have | 
the country free and open—that is, to keep it ina: 
savage and barbarous state for her hunters—for the | 
benefit of the Hudson Bay Company for hunting. | 
Now, she knows that it would have no value to! 
her at all from the day that it is settled by tillers of į 
the ground. It is abolished from that time by the 
nature of things. And therein consists the differ- 
ence between her claims and our claims. We 
claim that country—for what? ‘To make the wil- 
derness blossom as the rose, to establish laws, to 
increase, multiply, and subdue the earth, which we 
are gommanded to do by the first behest of God 
Almighty. That is what we claim it for. She 
claims to keep it open for navigation, for her hun- 
ters to hunt wild beasts; and of course she claims | 
for the benefit of the wild beasts, as well as of the | 
savage nations. There is the difference between | 
our claims. 

I hope I have satisfied the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, not only why I did not in other words protest 
against the claim of Great Britain, but why, hav- 
ing agreed to that convention at that time for ten | 
years, and afterwards for its continuance indefi- 
nitely, until it should no longer be for our interest 
and our rights to continue it, 1 am now for putting 
an end to that state of things. I want the country 
for our western pioneers, to afford scope for the 
exercise of that quality in man which is most sig- 
nally exemplified in the population of our western 
territory, for them to go out to make a great nation 
that is to arise there, and which must come from 


| 
| 
$ 
Hi 
H 


| from Massachusetts 


u tileman is going to do. 


i question. 2 
setts (Mr. Apams] had concluded, and before his 


us as a fountain comes from its souree, of free, in- 


dependent, sovereign republics, instead of hunting || 


grounds, for the buffaloes, braves, and savages of 
the desert. ’ i 

Now I come to the second convention of 1827. 
The first convention was for ten years; and I say 
it was not intended by the parties to be permanent; 
but it was understood that there was a claim in ar- 
rear, which we were afterwards, as time should 
serve, and as circumstances should authorize, to 
assert and maintain. In -the convention of 1827, 
please to observe the variation in the phrase of the 
article— 

[There were but two or three minutes of Mr. 
Avams’s hour now remaining. ] 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL rose and said, if the 


gentleman from Massachusetts would give way, he | 


would move to suspend the rules, in order to allow 


ii him to proceed and finish his argument. 


Mr. Avams yielding— 

Before any further step had been taken by Mr. 
INGERSOLL, 

Mr. TILDEN said he would submit that as a 
motion, viz: the suspension of the rules indicated 


| by Mr. IxerrsoLL. 


The CHAIRMAN said that the motion to sus- 
pend the rules was out of order in committee. 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved that the committee 
rise for the purpose of makihg a motion to suspend 


li the rules to allow the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts to proceed. 

At this point the Chairman’s hammer fell, indi- 
cating the expiration of Mr. Avams’s hour: and 

Mr. HARALSON rose, and was recognised by 
the Chairman, 

Mr. BAKER rose to appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, on the ground. that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] had yielded the 


| floor for a motion that the committee rise. 


Mr. HARALSON said that as there seemed to 
be a desire on the part of the committee to hear 
the continuation of the argument of the gentleman’ 


{Mr. H. was here interrupted by some cries of 


| no, no.”’} 


Mr. H. continued. It is true, I hear an occa- 
sional objection; but I am only: 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I rise to a question 
of order. 

Mr. HARALSON claimed the floor. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I see what the gen- 
I think we shall not 


differ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Hanaxson] give way? 

Mr. HARALSON. I do not. Will the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Incersoxr] hear 
me? Tapprehend our object is the same— 

Mr. INGERSOLL. desire to be heard on a 
question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN requested Mr. I. to state it. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he was on the floor, and 
made a motion that the committee rise. The 
Chairman did not put the question. He (Mr. 1.) 
apprehended it was irregular in the gentleman 
from Georgia (without any intention of the kind) 
to take the floor; and he (Mr. I.) had no doubt 
that the object of that gentleman was now the 
same as his own. But he (Mr. I.) had distinctly 
submitted the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not de- 


| batable. : 


Mr. INGERSOLL. I am not debating. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had no right to 


take the floor to submit the motion that the com- ' 
i| to adopt the proposition of the gentleman from 


mittee rise. 
a Mr. PETTIT appealed from the decision of the 
hair. : 
The CHAIRMAN said he would state the 
Before the gehtleman from Massachu- 


hour had expired, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. vali oe rose and moved that the 
committee rise. The Chair decided that the gen- 
tleman had no right to make the motion, the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts not having yielded the 


t. floor. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. But the gentleman had 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. PETTIT. Itake an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, that the gentleman had not 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. BAKER rose to a point of order. He sub- 


mitted that after the gentleman ‘from Massachu-" ; 
setts had yielded the floor, a: gentleman near him. 
[Mr. Ti.pen] had moved: that the committee rises. 
and the Chair, not hearing, probably, or supposing - 
the motion to be out of order, had:not put the ques- 
tion. If the Chair did not apprehend: the fact, he 
desired now to bring it to notce;. and if. the Chair 
decided that the motion to rise was notin order, 
after the gentleman front Massachusetts ‘had yield- 
ed the floor, he (Mr. B.) must appeal from ‘the - 
decision. : re 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires the gen» 
tleman from Massachusetts to state whether he did 
or did not yield the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS. I did, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. I distinctly heard the genitle- 
man say that he would yield the floor fora motion 
that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair didnot so un- 
derstand it; but as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts asserts that he did yfeld the floor, the Chair 
will put the question on the motion that the.com- 
mittee rise. ; g 

Mr. SCHENCK... I desire to say, that if the 
committee rise, I shall give notice—— x 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is out of order. : 

Mr. SCHENCK, (completing. the sentence,)— 
that I will offer a resolution, rescinding the order 
of the House, closing this debate at three o’clock 
to-day. . ; 

The question, ‘* Will the committee rise?” was 
then taken, and decided in the affirmative: ayes 
104, noes 87. A a 

So the committee rose and reported. f 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Tnow move the rè- 
s¢ision of the rule for the purpose of enabling the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to complete his ar-; 
gument. f 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, and. others, ob- 
jected. . ; 
d Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, asked the yeas 
and nays. . 

Mr. ASHMUN desired, he said, to move an 
amendment. AE 

The SPEAKER... Does. the gentlema 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Incrrsot.}. move 
the order of. the. House, or to sus 
which limits the time of speaking of: 
to one hour? ; - ; 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I think I had better move 
that the rule be suspended for four hours— 

Mr. ASH MUN sentan amendment to the Chair, 


e. rul 
‘each member 


‘(which was not read.) 


Mr. INGERSOLL. And on my motion I call. 
the previous question. : 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a point of order., Was. 
it competent, he inquired, to rescind & particular. « 
rule without a day’s notice? à 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the im- 
pression that a suspension of the rules for a given 
purpose may be effected without it; but a vote of 
two-thirds will be required. 

Mr. SCHENCK. The 
suspend the rules generally, 
ticular rule. 

The SPEAKER said, the case would not be 
altered. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK. I desire, then, to propose an 


roposition is not to 
ut to suspend a par- 


| amendment. 


The SPEAKER. Itis not.in.order. 

Mr. PAYNE inquired whether, if any proposi- 
tion was introduced. in relation’ to which: debate 
was indicated, it must not lie over? 

The SPEAKER. That rule, like all others, 
may be suspended by a vote of two-thirds; and the 
Chair repeats, a vote of two-thirds will be required 


Pennsylvania. 
Mr, PAYNE. [Is not that debatable? 
The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been demanded. Pon ee 
Mr. R. CHAPMAN inquired: whether it was 
in order, without one day’s notice, to suspend the 
operation of a rule for the session? REE, 
[A message in writing was. here received: from: 
the President of the United States, by: the hands: 
of J. K. Walker, Esq., his private secretary]. 2° 
The SPEAKER. (Replying to Mr. Cuarman,) 
The Chair repeats that it is competent; by avote of. 
two-thirds to suspend the rules: pts oa aN 
_Mr. CHAPMAN. I admit its but-no 
given time. : 


Mr. GEO. S. HOUSTON did not waderstand, 


ihe said, that a demand for the previous.question 
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was in.order-to a mere motion to. suspend the rules. 
He thought the Chair was under a misapprehen- 
sion as to the applicability of the previous question 
in. such acage. =o 7 see 

The SPEAKER.” The quéstion is not debata- 
ble; noris the motion: to. suspend the: rules, mas- 
miich as it relates. to the: priority of business, de- 
batable. oe pg E Rg. EEN oo 
» Mr. HOUSTON. «Therefore, the demand for 
the previous. question:is not in order,- ` 
othe SPEAKER read the rule, and said. the. 
Chair would repeat that that:rule, as. well: as all 
others, is susceptible of being suspended bya vote 
of two-thirds, if the House will come to order. 

[The House tried for a moment to do'so, but the 
experiment failed: 

: The SPEAKER continuing. 
order, pending the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 4 

My. BURT inquired of the Speaker, whether a 
motion to lay the motion to suspend the rule on 
the table would be in order? 

The SPEAKER said it would. 

Mr. BURT submitted that. motion. 
Mr. PAYNE asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
Milton Brown, Burt, John G. Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chipman, Cobh, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Dargan, 
Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Dobbin, Dockery, 
John EL. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Garvin, 
Graham, Grider; Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hop- 
kins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Thomas B. 
King, Leake, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCon- 
nell, McHenry, McKay, Marsh, Joha P. Mar- 
tin, Miller, Payne, Pendleton, Reid, Rhett, Rank, 
Russell, Schenck, Seddon, A. D. Sims, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Jacob 


Thompson, Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, Vance, || 


Woodward, Yancey, and Young-—-71. 
YS8-—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Baker, Barringer, James Black, Blanchard, Brink- 
erhoff, Brodhead, Wm. G. Brown, Buflington, 
Wm. W. Campbell, John FI. Campbell, Cath- 
cart, Clarke, Collin, Constable, Cullom, Culver, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Darragh, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Ed- 
sal, PUsworth, Erdman, Faràn, Foster, Fries, 
Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grinnell, Grover; Hamlin, Hempton, Harmanson, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. 
Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, S. D. Hub- 
bard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B, 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Preston King, Lawrence, Leib, La Sere, 
Lewis, Levin, McClean, McClelland, MeCler- 
nand, McCraie; McDowell, McGaughey, Me- 
Ilvaine, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Perrill, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, 
Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Scammon, Seaman, Severance, Leonard H, Sims, 
Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, 
Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thomp- 
son, James Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilmot, 
Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodworth, Wright, and 
Yost—126. . 
So the-motion was not laid on the table. 
And the question recurring on the demand for 
the previpua Re aol there was a second. 
Mr. PAYNE inquired of the Chair what its de- 
cision was? ; 
The SPEAKER... That it requires two-thirds 
“to suspend the rule, 
Mr. PAYNE asked for the reading of the rule. 
The SPEAKER said it had been read, and the 
Chair had given its decision; but. the rule could 
be read again, if no objection was made. 
And it was read. 
Mr. PAYNE säid there was another rule, which 
read as follows: ` 
. #. No standing rule or order of the House shall 
“be rescinded or changed without one day’s notice 
“being given of the motion therefor.” 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of the 
rule; but has decided that two-thirds may suspend 
that, or any-other rule. 


No debate is in, 


Mr. PAYNE. I appeal from the decision. Can 
T debate it? ce 

The SPEAKER. No. The Chair-will call the 
gentleman’s attention to another rule—(i. e., that 
which provides that no debate shall be entertained 
after a demand for the previous question.) 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, then, withont debate, I ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, and I demand 
the yeas and nays, (which were refused.) ; 

The SPEAKER stated the point of order and his 
decision. ts 

And thereupon the question, “ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House??? 
was taken, and decided in the afirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

And the question then recurring on the demand 
for the previous question, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked whether he was 
not at liberty to modify his motion? 

The SPEAKER said, Yes, at any time before 
the demand for the previous question had been 
seconded. 

Whereupon Mr. INGERSOLL so modified his 
motion as to suspend the rule until to-morrow at 
three o’clock. 

Mr. BOYD. If in order, I move to suspend the 
rules that the House may resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. There is already a motion 
pending to suspend the rules; and two motions to 
that effect cannot be entertained at the same time, 

The SPEAKER was about to put the question. 

Mr. ASHMUN wanted to know what it was? 

The SPEAKER. It ison the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. ©. J. Ixcersois,] 
that the rule Jimiting the debate to one hour besus- 
pended until to-morrow at three o'clock. 

And the question being taken on the demand for 
the previous question, the affirmative vote was an- 
nounced as 116. 

Pending the negative voto— 


Mr. SCHENCK rose to inquire whether, even |! 


Marsh, John P. Martin, Moulton, Niven, Parish, 
Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, Pollock, Rath- 
bun, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, John A. Rockwell, Runk, . 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, 
Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Stark weath- 
er, Stephens, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Toombs, Towns, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Vin- 
ton, Wheaton, Williams, Woodruff, Woodward, 
Wright, Yancey, and Young—126. 
So the rule was not suspended. ; Shay 
On motion of Mr. BOWLIN, the House- again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Trsparts in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the joint. resolu- 
tion of notice, and of the amendments thereto 
pending. os a 

Mr. HARALSON next addressed the committee, 
(in a speech which, will appear hereafter in, the 
Appendix.) He tought it would have been. in- 
finitely better for the interests of the country if 
this debate had never taken place, and if the no- 
tice to terminate the joint convention of 1827 had 
been given according to the recommendation of the 
President. In such a course there would have 
been nothing looking like a measure. of war. 

Ele commented on the recent letter of Mr. Mc- 
Lane, detailing the conversation with the British 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, with a view to show 
the absence of every reasonable doubt that the war- 
| like preparations made by the Government of 

Great Britain had in fact an eye to a rupture with 
| the United States. He (Mr. H.) desired no war; 
i his interests, and those of the whole country, he 
| believed to be in opposition to such a resort. But 
there were evils greater than war, and: amongst 
these was the loss of national honor; and he be- 
lieved that our Government would have been jus- 
tified in suspending negotiations until an explicit 
disavowal of the object of these preparations, as 
against the United States, had been made. 


if the hour-rule should be suspended, the comunit- 
| tee would not, when the hour of three arrived, be | 


| compelled to vote, iu pursuance of the order which | 
| the House had adopted? | 
The SPEAKER, “Phat is a question for the | 

decide. 

The negative vote was “given up.” 

So there was a second to the demand for the 
previous question, 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

Mr. BOYD demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

And the question, “Shall the rule be suspend- | 
ed,” was taken, and decided as follows; 

YEAS—Messrs, Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Ba- | 
ker, Blanchard, William G. Brown, Buffington, 


cart, Collin, Cullom, Culver, Cunningham, Dan- 
iel, De Mott, Dixon, Douglass, Erdman, Faran, 


rick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, Samuel | 
D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington Fiunt, C. | 
J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Andrew | 
Johnson, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Me- || 
Clean, McGaughey, Mellvaine, Barclay Martin, | 
Morris, Moseley, Norris, Owen, Pettit, Phelps, 
j Price, Ramsey, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Root, | 
Scammon, Severance, Leonard FE. Sims, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stewart, St. John, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Wentworth, White; Wilmot, 
| Yell, and Yost—69. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
| Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Biack, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Burt, John G. Chapman, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chip- {i 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, |! 
Cranston, Crozier, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Jetfer- 
| son Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Dun- 
lap, Edsall,. Elsworth, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
| H. Ewing, Ficklin, Foot, Fries, Gentry, Giles, 
| Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grover, 
| Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Hoge, 
| Hopkins, John W. Houston, George S. Houston; 
Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, 
Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, 


Garvin, Giddings, Grinnell, Hamlin, Henley, Hoer- |; 
S Y> i 


l chairman of the committee, not for the Speaker, to i 


| William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Cath- {i 


{ 
| 


| 
f 
i 


He spoke in favor of the notice, and expressed 
| the hope that we might arrive at an honorable ad~ 
i justment of the difficulty. But if we could not— 
af we were to have a fight for the country north of 
| 499—-he was in favor of a fight for all, and nothing 
less than all. 

Mr, C. J. INGERSOLL having obtained the 
floor, addressed the committee. 

After eighty or ninety speeches on this subject, 
he said it would not be necessary for him to occu- 
py much of the time of the committee. He defer- 
red so much to the opinions of others who had pre- 
ceded him, that he scarcely thought it necessar 
to add anything to what they had said. Though 
acting as the organ of the Committee on Foreign 
| Affairs, it was a matter of perfect indifference to 
| him what form might be given to the notice; but 
iit was necessary that the notice should be given, 
for the reason that Great Britain had complete 
| possession of a portion of the territory of Oregon, 
and had expelled every American adventurer from 
it, as had been stated by a number of British au- 
thorities. 

It was so stated in the article in the Edinburgh 
Review on this subject in July last. It had also 
been stated, on the best authority, that the value of 
the timber trade in north Oregon had been half a 
million a year. We had thus, by leaving Great 
Britain in possession of the territory for thirty 
years, given to her fifteen millions. e had given 
to Great Britain fifteen millions to expel us from 
Oregon—the same sum which we had. given for 
the purchase of Louisiana.. He would say no more 
about the notice, but pass to some of the corolla- 
ries of the problem, which, perhaps, it might be 
necessary and proper to notice, particularly as they 
had great influence on the public mind. 

He would speak first of the peculiar aspect of 
this question, as it affected the American nation; 
and next, of the aspect which it had in respect to 
our foreign relations. Everywhere but in this 
country war was an executive measure; but here it 
could be declared only by act of Congress; but ter- 
ritorial treaties were the subject of legislation in 
every country where there is a representative Gov- 
ernment. In England, in France, and even in 
Germany, according to Mr. Wheaton’s work, no 
territorial change could be made by treaty in that 
Government without the assent of the whole sover- 
eignty. 


McClelland, McCrate, McDowell, McHenry, 


_ Entertaining this opinion, when the Texas ques- 
tion was before the House, he had ventured to sug 
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est to the Secretary of State that Texas could not ; 
fe annexed by the treaty-making power, and that 

it must be done by legislation., It had appeared 
that this was the opinion of the President, who had 
therefore submitted the question to Congress; and 
the vote in the Senatein support of Mr. WEBsTER’S 
callupon the President for information as to the 
state of the negotiation, and the nearly unanimous 
vote of this House for a similar call, had showed 
that it was the opinion of Congress that they ought 
to superintend the negotiation, In his opinion, it 
was the duty of Congress to superintend a negotia- 
tion where territory was concerned. It was not 
competent for the treaty-making power, in his 
opinion, to grant away any part of the territory 
claimed by the United States up to 54° 40’. That! 
power did not extend to the cession of any land 


j 


which was claimed as a part of the territory óf the |! 


United States. The word treaty, which occurred in | 
the Constitution, did not contgmplate territory, but | 
commercial arrangements, and, possibly, bound- 
ary questions. But a treaty to give away half of 
the territory of Oregon would not be valid without 
the sanction of this House; and, a multo fortiori, | 
the President had not the power to submit territo. | 
rial rights to arbitration., The President had no j 
right to refer a question concerning territory to any i 
sovereign or subject. The President might nego- || 
tiate, but he could not act without the sanction of | 
a large portion of the Senate on any question, nor || 
in regard to territorial questions, without the sanc- 
tion of the sovereignly. The Secretary of State 
might therefore have said, in his reply to Mr. Pa- 
kenham’s proposition, that it was uot in the power | 
of the President to concede what he desired. 
‘When the gentleman front Georgia, [Mr. Kswa,] 
this morning read some passages from Vattel, in 
favor of the arbitration of territorial questions, it 
occurred to him (Mr. 1.) that this treatise was wri 
ten by a native of Switzerland, and was written in 


i 
| 
| 
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country; it was unworthy of any country which : 
could take care of itself. Neither the power nor | 
the policy of this country would justify such a | 
course. if had been urged in the course of the || 
debate, that in the case of the Maine boundary | 
question, arbitration was resorted to by this Gov- || 
ernment, but that was a mistake. The question |; 
submitted to the King of Holland was a question 
of construction, not of territory, and this Govern- 
ment refused to abide by the award. ‘This power, 
in fact, was never exercised by any President, 
Here, Mr. I. begged leave to say, with perfect re- 
spect for the gentleman who represented that part 
of Massachusetts in which Boston was situated, 
that there was a remarkable resemblance between 


PETES G 


| was not yet at home as his successor. 


two conventions at Baltimore, and one of them 
| nominated Mr. Clay for the Presidency. If Mr. 
Clay had sueceeded in the election, he would prob- 
| ably have been forced by public sentiment to put 
| inthe same claim for Oregon, and in doing so, he 
would have acted consistently with his former 
course; for heawwould show, under the hand-wri- 
ung of Mr. Clay, instructions given to Mr. Galla- 
tin, claiming the whole territory long ago. There 


meant to say that the influence of party resulted 
from the establishment of popular institutions. 

He had been much edified by the discussion 
which had taken place here on this subject, and 
he concurred with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] that every argument had been 
presented in regard to it, and he did not intend to 
repeat the views which had already been taken, 
He meant no offence or party crimination when he 
said that the present aspect of the Oregon question 
resulted entirely from the gross mismanagement of 
the party to which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts | Mr. Wintunop] was attached. But he would 
state facts, which for years had been undisputed, 
which would show that this was true. The posture 
of the present Administration would hardly be in- 
telligible, and could much less be vindicated, with- 
out recurrence to party influence, and to the rela- 
tion of parties towards Great Britain. The Oregon | 
controversy, as it now existed, was the frnit of the | 
false policy of the Whig party: and if war should | 
result from it, it would not be produced by Mr. 
Poli, but it would be inherited from Mr. Webster. 
In the first place, the Canadian revolution and con- | 
iroversy took place under the Administration of | 
Mr. Van Buren, and he would say no more in re- 
gard to that matler now, than he had said formerly | 
to Mr. Van Buren’s face—though an admirer of 
that gentleman’s general policy—that he acted ex- 
tremely wrong on that occasion, in-not resisting | 
the illegal exactions of Great Britain. And he | 
viewed that matter as a considerable item among | 
the causes which Jed to the overthrow of the party 
which had supported Mr. Van Buren, of which he 
himself’ was one. Out of this controversy arose 


| the arrest of Alexander McLeod. What he in- 


tended to state now consisted of facts not yet gen- 
erally known, but which would soon be made 
known, for they were in progress of publication, 
and he had received them, in no confidence, from 
the best authority. When McLeod was arrested, 
General Harrison had just died, and Mr. Tyler 
i Mr. Web- 
ster—who was de facto the Administration—Mr. 
Webster wrote to the Governor of New York, with 
his own hand, a letter, and sent it by express, 
marked “private,” in which the Governor was told 


| that he must release McLeod, or see the magnifi- | 


cent commercial emporium laid inashes. The bril- 
lant description given by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia of the prospective destruction of that city in 


the ‘civilians and jurists,” and other phrases which 
occurred in Mr. Pakentiam’s letter of the 16th Jan- |! 
uary, and the same phrases in the speech of that |; 
honorable member delivered ten days before. Fe || 
(Myr. I.) meant no harm when he suggested that | 
the British Minister might have been indebted ; 
to the honorable gentleman for his opinions and | 
views. : 

He would now speak of the subjectin regard to 
its aspect towards our foreign relations. {twas to 
be remarked, that in all free States—and most of 
all in this—there were other powers than the Gov- 
ernment itself. This had been remarked in regard 
to this country by De Tocqueville, the best of the 
foreign writers on the subject of our institutions 
Our own sovereignty consisted of associated indi- 
viduals, of minor governments—imperia in imperio 


H 
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the case of war was, in a measure, anticipated on | 


this occasion. Mcleod must be released, said the 
Secretary of State, or New York must be laid in j 
sashes. The Governor asked when this would be 
| done? The reply was forthwith. Do you not see 
coming on the waves of the sea the Paixhan guns? 
and if McLeod be not released, New York will be 


i 


| purpose. 


DOW Sitting asa justice in a neighboring hall [Jus- 
tice Nelson|—for the release of McLeod. The 
judge, did not think proper to grant the application. 
i The marshal was about to let him go, when he was 
i told that he must do it at his peril, and that if Mc- 
Some 
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| tween the two countries. 


must always be parties in a free country.. He did | 
not refer to domestic and local factions,. but he |! 


[t 


expressed his mind upon that’ subject heres: Bar- 
that treaty was now a law—the supreme law of the 
land—and the matter was setileds - He would-re« 
mark, however, that by that treaty we gave up.ihe 
right of search, we gave up the power of extra- | 
dition, in consequence of which g poor woman wag 
not long ago dragged across the Ailantic from this. 
country to answer for some ‘charge made against 
her there. - We gave up the northeastern boundary. 
after Mr. Buchanan had, under’a resolution of the, 
Senate, drawn an. unanswerable. argument, which 
concluded by. the assertion of the validity: of our 
title in thé disputed territory} and after the Senate 
had unanimously adopted that conclusion... By-this 
treaty, the good old Bay State, which he loved with ‘ 
filial reverence, was disintegrated, torn asunder. 
And even this was not all; for the British minister 
! who negotiated that treaty, stated on the floor of 
the House of Commons that England had no right 
whatever to the territory thus taken from us, Lord 
Brougham also stated that the British claim had not 
a single leg to stand upon, and “that a certain map 
marked, which was in possession of George Til, 
and which was marked by his Majesty’s own hand » 
showed conclusively that the disputed territory did 
not belong to Great Britain; and he further stated 
that this map had disappeared from. the ‘public 
archives. : 
Those p 
ernment 


retensions and taunts of the British. Gove 
ad so much exasperated the people of 


this country, that they were determined to submit 
to them no longer; it was thus that the Oregon 
question became connected with the proceedings of 
the Baltimore convention. : 


[ 


of the Committee on’ Foreign, Affairs, n 
him in some statements which he: was:about: to 
make. Though Lord Ashburton came here with 
full power to adjust the Oregon question, yet it 
was adjourned. It was a gross absurdity. thus to 
separate the northeastern from the northwestern 
boundary question. They should have been kept 
indivisible. "The giving up of one would- render 
more difficult the settlement of the other. : He 
would call upon those gentlemen here who. were 
acquainted with the facts, to say whether he was 
right or not in regard to what he would now state. 


| 


i| Mr. Webster sent a note to the Committee. on 


Foreign Affairs, asking an outfit and salary fora 
special minister to England, to settle the Oregon 
uestion. The committee rejected the application. 
hese were facts which no one would dispute, and 
he did not state them from any. hostility to that 
gentleman, whose abilities he had always greatly 
admired, but with whom he had never agreed ‘po- 
litically from the time when he first: met him in 
public life thirty-three years ago. : 

He would cail to the recollection. of those who 
read the newspapers Mr. Websier’s Baltimore 
speech, made at :the public dinner there given. to 
him, in which he strongly recommendéd a com=. 
mercial treaty with England, and brought forward 
i the policy of a free trade asa fair equivalent for 
Oregon. i ORS 

Then came Mr. Pakenham as Minister of 
|| Great Britain to the United States. He came not- 
|i to. settle the Oregon question; but, after: having ` 
|| been fifteen years in Mexico, he was. sent here. to; 
{look after the Texas and Mexican questions. 
i; Here commenced some difficulties. in the party to: 
i}; which he (Mr. I.) belonged. The Texan question: 
i 
| 
i 
ł 
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ij Was a great aggravation of the difficulties with- 
i that party, and they were in this House almosi-ain:: 
minority upon the Texan question: anid). if: he 
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question, and the Oregon. question was of minor 
importance. He commenced his negotiation with. 
Mr. Upshur; after. whose. tragical death he-re- 
sumed. it with Mr. Calhoun, whose argument in. 
support of the American claim, was masterly and 
conclusive, as his-arguments always. were. Mr. 
Pakenham. proposed. arbitration, which. Mr. Cal- 
houù declined, considering arbitration, until nego- 
tiation was exhausted, as out of the question. .He 
J ust be. suffered here to say, that he saw 
wi eat regret that. southern. gentlemen, with. 
whom he had-.so long acted, weré -marshalled 
againgtus on the Oregon question.. In the whole 
history. of: the. United States, but. three territorial 


acquisitions had been made, and these were Lou- | 


isiana, Florida, and ‘Texas—all adding immensely 
to. the power and influence of the southern States, 
He regretied to see a powerful combination, on the 
part of the South, against the first proposition to 
add territory tothe northern States, under the in- 
fluence of a distinguished politician—whose lead 
he had often followed himself, and who had ably 
sustained our claim to Oregon. 

He would now come to: the administration of 
James K. Polk: He did not know what the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, (Mr. Kina,] who spoke this 
morning, intended -by applying to the President 


the epithets of demagogue, pettifogger, and bully. 


He had, witha feeling of regret, noticed that his 
neighbor [Mr: Kine] had been for some time pre- 
paring a speech (and no doubt an able one) in 
favor of arbitration, all of which the President’s 
Message had knocked to pieces; and he was there- 
fore dispased to excuse the gentleman for some 
irritation in consequence of his disappointment. 
Another gentleman had said that Mr. Polk was a 
fourth-rate lawyer. 
(Mr. I.) knew nothing to the contrary, for he had 
not long been acquainted with Mr. Polk. But he 


(Mr. 1.) had always understood that, according to 


the democratie ereed, men were not much, but 
principles everything; and if the popular sover- 
cienty had beon represented by Mr. Clay instead 
of Mr. Polk, the decision of the people would have 
become the law of the land. The Demoerntic 
party (said Mr. [.) move in a mass and all togeth- 
er, and are less indebted for their success to lead- 
ers than fo principles, Mr. Polk was fortunate | 
in his Christian name; he was the third James | 
who had “arrived at the Presidency. He would 
call him Jacobus Tertius et Felin—he was the thrice- 
fortunate James. Mr. Polk had come here and 
asked us. to do a certain act, to adopt certain meas- 
ures; and if all these wheredses which had been 
proposed were to be added to the resolution, they 
will add a parallel of latitude to our difficulties; 
they would bring down our claim to 489, and final- | 
ly to 42°, And this would be the result if wo did | 
not say to Great Britain that we desired to put an | 
end to the convention of 1827, | 
‘Mr. Polk came. here, and in his Inaugural Ad- | 
dress he'said- that our title to Oregon was clear and | 
indisputable. In saying this, and in doing what ; 
he has done, he said and did what was, in view | 
of the power of Great Britain, bold, and perhaps | 
perilous. et us not (enia Mr, I.) underrate the 
danger of this course; but let us support the Presi- 
dent if he is right, and let us advise him to step į 
back, if we do not think that the hazard is de- 
manded by the necessity of the case. He would 
not, he hoped, offend any one, if he should state | 


This was very likely; and he | ry > take i 
il of Cicero's Catilinies, he would give him one from |) 
Cicero’s de Republica, and he would tell him that ; 


that having some facilities for information in his 
ogition on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, he 
had reason to believe that the three principal Pow- 
ers represented here were combined against us on 
this question, He was. not insensible to the con- | 
sequences of the stand which we proposed to take; 
and though he had no ‘doubt-or fear as to the re- | 
sult, yet it must be confessed that our position was 
new, bold, and perilous. ‘The question was,.wheth- 
er the Webster policy or the Polk policy was the | 
more direct way to peace. This. was the first: 
American step to put the United States among the | 
great nations of the earth; which might fail, but, if | 
successful, would be inealculably prosperous, and | 
perpetually peaceable. . Those who, estimating the | 
danger greater than the result anticipated, desired | 
to step back, had a full right to do. so; but a great i 
many wereresolved to go. forward at all hazards, || 
and believed the hazard to be: small in comparison | 
with the object. | 
| 


Mr. I. believed, he said, that there would be no 
war; butif there should be, we must do as well-as 
we can. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.. 


ii bia river; 
| had discovered it, and he thought so, But it was 
i! afterwards ascertained that he had not gone within 


Waıwraror] had given us a magnificent homily on 
the blessings of peace, to every word of which he 
(Mr. I.) said amen. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts spoke of the nonsense of the people as 
being of potent influence; and the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Pexpietoy]—whom he saw just 
oing away, and who he hoped would stop and sit 
down by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and 
hear a word or two—had said that he would en- 
dorse every word which the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis had said. [Here Mr. Pexpieron took 
a seat behind Mr. Winrunop.] The gentleman 
from Virginia had now literally placed himself, as 
he said he would do, in a position to back the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. i 
He (Mr. L) was not much given to heroics, 
but he had great faith in nonsense. The, Win- 
throps and Pendletons of former days always ap- 
pealed to the nonsense of the people, and acted 
upon it. When the Boston people rose and lynch- 
ed the tea, was it done froma sober second thought? 


$ 
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j 
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| And I confess (said Mr. I.) that I have more faith 
| in popular. nonsense, than in the selfish, second 
| thought of the wisest man in the world. Mr. I. 
į! said he was now growing old, and he had acted 
on nonsense all his life, and always expected to do 


only a wise, buta learned man, and he had quoted 
Latin upon. us. 

{Mr. WINTHROP. Have you not quoted La- 
tin ria 

Mr. T. said he would make a quotation, and in 
return for the very pretty passage taken from one 


| 
| 


it was such a quotation as his ancestors would 


have made in Boston, to wit: “Nolo eundem popu- 
3 


Wy 
il 
Hi 
it 
i : 
‘| hun imperatorem, et dominatorem. esse terrarum. 
| He (Mr. 1.) did not wish to see the same people 
i both the carriers and the conquerors of the world. 


|The gentleman had applied his quotation to the 


| pioneers who adventurously crossed the Rocky 
| mountains after the example of their fathers 
The gentloman was | 


3 


who 
had passed the Alleghauies. 
unwilling to suffer our people to undertake so dan- 
gerous an enterprise, and commended them to their 
own native fields. Why, the enterprise of Colam- 
bus was dangerous and novel, and he (Mr. 1.) had 
heard a lady say, that she would never forgive that 


Genoese navigator for having discovered such a j 


vile country as this, when such pleasant cities as 
London and Paris remained to be explored, and he 
had thereby obliged ladies and gentlemen to come 
to these wilds and live on hoccake, hominy, and 
‘what not! He would now come to our title to 
Oregon. He presumed that no one would ques- 


tion our title as a matter of right, for England had || 


not a particle of tite. The only title she had, she 
relied upon her strength to enforce, He had studied 
the subject perfectly, and be could demonstrate that 
England had no title to Oregon—that our tide was 
good up to 54° 40. He had heard with alarm the 
pretensions which were setup here in behalf of the 
British claim based on the exploration of Frazer. 
Great Britain had hardly a pretension to a title to 


any part of the territory, and from 429 to 420 she | 


had none at all. Te would say a few words about 
his Frazer river question. Sir Alexander Frazer 
was the most distinguished of the British subjects 
who was ever in Oregon, and did a vast deal to es- 
tablish there the British interests. In his explora- 


} tion he did not come within 500 miles of the Colum- 


; but he went to England and said that he 


500 miles of it. ‘his was a question of settlement, 


and there was no doubt of the fact that no settle- | 
ment was made until after the gentleman from ij 
Massachusetis [Mr. Apams] had negotiated the | 


convention which secured us from any consequen- 
ces of a British settlement. Mr. I. here produced 
a map, and referred to some authorities in support 
of his position. Thus (Mr. L said) stood the matter 
at Mr. Polk’s inauguration, when he declared that 
our title to Oregon was clear and unquestionable; 
and in saying this he said no more than what Mr. 
Adams said through Mr. Clay to Mr. Gallaiin— 
no more than what had been said by every Amer- 
ican President and Secretary of State. And where 


was the heinous offence which Mr. Polk com- i; 


Was it not the offspring of popular feeling, or non- |; 
sense? All of us, and all that we boasted of, was | 
the offspring of nonsense; this magnificent Hall in 
which we assemble, was the creation of nonsense. ; 


so. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts was not | 


mitted-in saying, at his espousals with the chief 
magistracy, that: our title was clear and unques- 
tionable?_. Mr. Polk had followed in the ruts of 
Mr. Adams, Mr. Rush, Mr. Gallatin, and Mr. 
Clay; and he, (Mr. I.) was content to abide by 
their authority. Mr. 1..was about entering upon 
some further views, when the Chairman’s hammer 
came down. Pose dain : 

Mr. DARRAGH obtained the-floor. 

Mr. McCONNELL raised. a point of ord 
claimed the floor; but, after some conversauion, 
waived the point of order, and we eta bE! 

Mr. DARRAGH proceeded to address the com- 
mittee during the few minutes remaining for dis- 
cussion; but ina manner so imperfectly heard as 
to prevent the giving anything more than a general 
statement of his points. ` 

He referred to the allusion made by Mr. Kine 
lof Georgia to the agency of the tarif question 
i! (especially in the State of Pennsylvania) in. the 
| late presidential canvass, and noticed the position. 
|! occupied by his colleague, the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. C.J. Incun- 
SOLL,] upon this question. The canvass in West 
| Pennsylvania, he said, was not whether Mr, Polk 
i| or Mr. Clay was the better tariff man, but upon 
l the question which was in favor of: the tariff-of 
|| 1842; and referring to the intentions expressed 
and the executive recommendations for modifying 
the present tariff, he advised Mr. Polk’s friends 
i} to goto him and tell him that if it had not been 
i| for the representations made by his friends that he 
‘was in favor of the existing tariff, and a better 
‘tariff? man than Mr. Clay, he would have lost the 
electoral vote of Pennsylvania, which would have 
lost him that of New York, and thereby have de- 
|| feated his election. 

_ With reference to the question under considera- 
tion, he repeated what he had said in the discas- 
li sion on the army bill, that he went for the earliest 
i and strongest possible measure for terminating the 
| convention existing between Great Britain and the 
i United States. It was not only time, but high 
time, that we should respond to the call of our 
i brethren west of the Rocky mountains, by afford- 
| ing them the protection of our military arm not 
only, but of our civil laws. He was anxious for 
the occupation of Oregon, ‘because he believed a 
| railroad to the Pacific entirely feasible, and hebe- 
| lieved if we settled the disputed title that it would 
| soon be constructed—thus giving us the trade of 
|i the Indies, and making us the exporters for Eur 
ii rope of the Pacific. te 
; He referred to the history of the treaties of Eng- 
l land both with France and with the United States, 
| on the subject of the northwest territory, to show 
|i that Great Britain had never claimed south of 499; 
and he took a hasty glance at the question of ar- 
bitration, and one or two other points involved in 
| the diseussion. 
Just as Mr. D. concluded, 
Vhe finger of the clock rested on the hour three, 
and the Chairman gave the table one heavy blow 
| with the hammer, indicating that the time for de- 
uling had passed, and that the hour for action 
nad come. ' 

So the committee proceeded, in obedience to the 
ii order of the House, to vote on amendments “ pend- 
i| ing, or that might be offered.” 
'| Some few moments were taken up by an effort 
| of the Chairman to induce members to go home to 
their own places, instead of crowding the “area of 
freedom” immediately in front of the Speaker's 
platform. 

And something like a clearance having. been 
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| effected, 


| The CHAIRMAN was proceeding to put the 
; question. 
Mr. PETTIT. I move to take up the d 
It is not in order. 


gentleman from South 

The GELAIRMAN. 

Now the state of the question before the com- 
ii mittee was this: 
i Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee on 
|! Foreign Affairs, had reported the following joint 
i resolution: . 
(JOINT RESOLUTION of notice to Great Brit- 
ain to“ annul and abrogate’’ the convention be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States of the 
sixth of August eighteen hundred and twenty- 
seven relative to the country “ on the northwest 
coast of America, westward of the Stony moun- 
tains,” commonly called Oregon. 
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Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- | 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States 
forthwith cause notice to be given to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, that the convention between 
the United States and Great Britain, concerning 
the Oregon territory, of the sixth of August one 
thousand eight hundred aud twenty-seven, signed 
at London, {shall be annulled and abrogated twelve 
months after the expiration of the said notice, con- 
formably to the second article of the said. conven- 
tion of the sixth of August one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-seven.] 

This resolution Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL had moved 
to amend by striking out all that portion embraced 
in brackets, and inserting: 

“ Shall be annulled and abrogated at the expira- 
- €tion of the term of twelve months from and after 
‘said notice shall be given, conformably to the 
‘second article of the said convention of the 6th |} 
< August, 1897.” 

And Mr. Hirurarp had heretofore moved to 
amend the original resolution by striking out 
therefrom the words, ‘‘ forthwith cause notice to 
be given,” and inserting— 

Be empowered, whenever in his judgment the 
public welfare may require it, to give notice,” 

Mr, C. J, INGERSOLL inquired if it would be 
in order for him to withdraw a single word from 
the resolution he had offered. He wished to with- 
draw the word *‘ forthwith.” i 

The CHAIRMAN. From which proposition? 
That of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, or that 
which the gentleman himself introduced ? 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL. From the original 
proposition. 
with.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent, | 

Objections were made. | 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON submitted that the 
gentleman had a right to modify. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. Not to modify the | 
original proposition, for it is the report of a com- | 

| 
i 
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I wish to expunge the word “ forth- || 


It can be done by unani- 


mittee. 

The original resolution was read, as also the i 
amendment proposed by Mr. Incrrsout. 

Mr, HOPKINS suggested that before the ques- 
tion was taken on the motion to strike out, it would ij 
be proper to perfect the original resolution, by car- 
rying out the views of the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania, [Mr. C. J. IneersoLL.] It would be re- 
membered that after one proposition had been 
stricken out and another inserted, it would not be } 
competent to amend. I move, therefore, (contin- 
ued Mr. H.,) to strike out from the original reso- 
lution the word ‘ forthwith.” 

The CHAIRMAN said, the motion would be 
in order after the question on the pending amend- 
ment had been taken. 

My. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked, that the in- |) 
sertion of the word ‘forthwith’? was a mistake; 
and he had at an early day endeavored to make the 
amendment in the original resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN said, all debate was out of 
order. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. 
not debating. : 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired of the Chair- 
man, whether the amendment could not be made 
by unanimous consent? : 

The CHAIRMAN assented. 

But objections were made. . 

Mr. VINTON inquired if the pending amend- 
ment was a substitute for the original bill? 

The CHAIRMAN said not. 

And the CHAIR proceeded to put the question. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE supposed, he said, that it 
would be in order now to offer a substitute for the 
entire report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, | 
and he sent to the Chair the following proposition: | 

“ Whereas, by the convention concluded on | 
the twentieth day of October, 1818, between the 
United States of America and the King of the | 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, it 
was, in the third article thereof, agreed, that any 
country that may be claimed by either party 
on the northwest coast of America, westward of 
the Stony mountains, shall, together with its har- 
bors, bays, and creeks, and the navigation of all 
rivers within the same, be free and open, for the 
term of ten years from the date of the signature of 
the present-convention, to the vessels, citizens, and 
ubjects of the two Powers, it being well under- ! 


I am only stating a fact, | 
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stood that this agreement is notto be construed to 
the prejudice of any claim which either of the two 
high contracting parties may have to any part of 
the said country, nor shall it be taken to affect the 
claims of any other Power or State to any part of 
said country; the only object of-the high contract- 
ing parties in that respect being to prevent disputes 
and differences among themselves: And whereas, 
by a convention between the same parties, con- 
cluded on the 6th of August, 1827, it was agreed 
to continue in force for an indefinite period the pro- 
visions of the 3d article of the convention of the 


| 20th of October, 1818, and was also further agreed 


and provided that it shall be competent, however, 
to either of the contracting parties, in case either 
should think fit at any time after the 20th October, 
1828, on giving due notice of twelve months to the 
other contracting party, to annul and abrogate this 
convention; and it shall in such case be entirely 
annulled and abrogated after the expiration of said 


| term of notice: And whereas it is thought fit on the 


part of the United States to annul and abrogate 
said convention, i 

“ Be it therefore enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the said convention shall 
be annulled and abrogated at the expiration of 
twelve months after the date of the delivery to the 
Government of Great Britain of the due notice re- 
quired to be given. Fi 

“ Be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States is hereby authorized and required, 
in such solemn and respectful mode as he may 
deem proper, to cause the said due notice to be 


| given in the name of the United States, one of the 


contracting parties, to the Government of Great 
Britain, the other contracting party. : 

“ Be it further enacted, That, for the purpose of 
enabling the President to comply herewith at as 
early a day as he may think advisable, there be 
appropriated a sum not exceeding dollars, 
to be used, if necessary, and to be paid out of any 
money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated; 
but nothing in this act is intended to interfere with 
the right and discretion of the proper authorities.of 
the two contracting parties to renew or pursue ne- 
gotiations for an amicable settlement of the con- 


| troversy respecting the Oregon territory.” 


Mr. HOPKINS inquired if the question had 
been taken on the word “ forthwith?” 

The CHAIRMAN said it had not. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Does the amendment which 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromcoo.s] 
proposes to offer supplant mine? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. The gentle- 
man may offer his amendment as a substitute for 
the whole; but the vote must first be taken on the 
amendment to the original proposition. 

The question on Mr. Incerso.i’s amendment 
(given above) to the original resolution of the 
Committec on Foreign Affairs was then taken, and, 
without a count, agreed to. 

The committee was in a state of great confusion. 

Mr. HUNTER rose to inquire whether the vote 
had been taken on Mr. IncersoLL’s amendment; 
and if so, whether it had been decided in the af- 
firmative ? : 

The CHAIRMAN assented. 

Mr. HUNTER inquired, then, whether it was 


‘in order for his colleague to move to strike out? 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ticular part. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. The word “ forth- 
with,’? Mr. Chairman, is it in or out? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisin. Does the gentle- 


The whoie, but not.a par- 


; man move to strike it out? 


Mr. INGERSOLL. Certainly, sir. 

And the motion having heen agreed to, the word 
*¢ forthwith”? was stricken out. 

Mr. THOMASSON said, he would send to the 
Chair an amendment which he intended to offer if 


| the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 


Dromeooir) should be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the next question 
before the committee was the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hizizarp, given 
above. ] A 

Mr. ADAMS asked the Clerk to read the reso- 
lution as it would read if that amendment was 
agreed to. 

And the Clerk having done so, the question was 
taken, and the vote stood—yeas 56, nays 136. 


So the amendment of Mr. HILLIARD was re-| 


jected. 


Mr. DARGAN now offered the 
addition to the resolution: - ar are : 

se That the differences existing between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and the Government 
of Great Britain,.in relation to. the ‘Oregon terris 
tory, are still the subject of honorable negotiation 
and compromise, and should be so adjusted.“ 


following, as an: 


Canada from the United States should be extended 
due west to the coast south of Frazer’s river, and 
from thence through the centre of the Straits of 
Fuca to the Pacific ocean, giving to the United 
States that, portion of the territory south, and to 
the Government of Great Britain that portion of 
the territory north of said line.” niece 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL. called for’ a division 
on the first and second clauses of this amendment; 
which was ordered. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the first section, and -insert- 
ing: T : 

2 Whereas the President of the United States, in 
his message at the commencement of the present 
session of Congress, informed Congress that all 
attempt at compromise of the Oregon question had 
failed, it became the duty of Congress to consider 
what measure it might be proper to adopt for the 
maintenance of our Just title to that territory: 

‘< Whereas, pursuant to the recommendation of the 
President, the House of Representatives has been, 
since the 24 January last, assiduously engaged in 
discussing and maturing measures which -have for. 
their object. the security of our just rights, among 
which measures is that of a settlement. of the con- 
troverted questions by the arbitration of an impar- 
tial tribunal: Teed ; 

«Whereas, while the consideration of these meas- 
ures has been pending, the President of the United 
States did on the 4th day of February instant no- 
tify the Government of Great Britain,that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States would not.consent to 
the reference of this question to arbitration in any 
form which can be devised: . _ 

«Whereas the President has: thus, taken from 
Congress the decision of. this question: without 
walling for the action. of Congress There 
ore; . BAL ag aa t i 
“Resolved, That it is thé së his Hie 
the President should be permitted to: adopt such. 
further measures relating to this. question as in 
view of the responsibility which properly belongs 
to him he may deem expedient, without any fur- 
ther expression of opinion by this House.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. J. A. BLACK offered the following as a 
substitute for the proposition of Mr: Dromeoone: 

«« Whereas, by the third article of the convention 
between the United States and the King of the, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of 
the 20th October, 1818, it was agreed that any 
country that may be claimed by either party on 
‘the northwest coast of America, westward of the 
Stony mountains, shall, together with its harbors, 
hays, and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers 
within the same, be free and open, for the term of 
ten years from the date of said convention, to the 
vessels, citizens, and subjects of the two Powers, 
but without prejudice to any: claim which either of 
the two contracting parties may have to any part 
of the said country: 

“And whereas, by another convention between 
the Powers aforesaid, of the 6th of August, 1827, 
the said temporary provisions of the third. atticle 
of the convention of 1818 aforesaid were continued 
indefinitely, and have thus remained in force to the 
present day: i f 

“And whereas, by the provisions of the second 
article of the convention of the 6th August, 1827, 
aforesaid, the right was reserved to either of .the 
aforesaid contracting Powers, in case either should 
think fit at any time after’ the 20th October, 1828, 
on giving due notice of twelve months tothe other 
contracting party, to annul and abrogate: the said 
i convention of the 6th August, 1827, and thus to: 
terminate the temporary arrangement ‘aforesaid:. 

“And whereas the said territory has become set- 
tled to a great extent with the subjects of Great 
Britain, through the instrumentality .of incorpo- 
rated companies emanating froni: said Government 
of Great Britain, and recently by.a large number 
of the citizens of the United. States, by direct eini- 
eration, so that a longer continuance of the above- 
recited provisions of the convention aforesaid en. 
|i dangers those friendly rélations which this-coun- 


“That the line separating thé British provineés of 


that”: 
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try desires to; maintain. with all nations, on 
able and equitable teims: .~ : oes 
“And whereas this Government has made repeat- 
èd arid: landable efforts to settle and adjust the 
claims of both parties:in the spirit. of liberal com- 
promise, but without success e 
“With a view, therefore, of fixinga limit beyorid 
which the final adjustment of this question, 80-es- 
sential tothe peace. of the two countries, can- 
not longer:be delayed, and at the same time afford- 
ing every possible oppertuntt to such final adjust- 
ment, on: terms alike honorable and satisfactory to 
both parties: ae tale 
‘Resolved by the. Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United Sintes be 
requested to give due notice of twelve months. to 
the Government of Great Britain, that after the èX- 
piration of the said term of notice, the United 
States of America will annul and abrogate the said 
convention of the Gth of August, 1827, so contin- 
uing the provisions of the third article of the con- 
vention of the 20th October, 1818, as aforesaid.” 
The question was then taken (by tellers) on the 
first clause of Mr. Dargan’s amendment; and, by 
ayes 96, noes 102, it was rejected. 
Mr. THOMASSON desired to offer an amend- 
ment to the original proposition. 
7 The CHAIRMAN. It will bo‘in order present- 


konor- 


The question was then stated to be on the second 
clause of Mr. Dancan’s amendment. 

Mr. T. B. KING said there was so much con- 
fusion that nothing could be heard. 

Tellers were asked and refused. 

.Mr. ASHMUN. They do not even know here 
what the proposition is, 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL. Oh, yes—we all 
know well. 

[Several voices: Yes—we understand it well 
enough. Go it 54 40,) 

And the question was taken. 

If there was one affirmative voice, the reporter 
did not hear it; the negative vote came down, in 
tones loud enough to split the columns, and amidst 
the heartiest. roars of laughter. 

So the second clause of the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. THOMASSON wished (he said) to offer 
an amendment to the original resolution, which, in 
all seriousness-— 

The CHAIRMAN. No remarks are in order. 

Mr. THOMASSON then offered an amendment, 
giving to the President the power to. give the notice 
at such time as he might deem. proper, (thus stri- 
king ont the limitas to the twelve months.) 

ie CHAIRMAN. The amendment is out of 
order. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL.. I propose to 
strike out the whole of the original resolution and 
inserte: : Rannit s 

The CHAIRMAN. Not in order at present. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Ithiok I can obviate the 
difficulty, “Is it out of order to offer a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN... There is a substitute al- 
ready offered, and a substitute for that. And that 
is as far as ean be gone. 

Mr. ROGK WELL then moved to insert in the 
original. resolution, after the words “to States,” 
the words ** be and he ig hereby authorized at his 
discretion” 

‘Also, before the resolution, to insert the follow- 
ing preamble: 

«Whereas, by. the convention concluded the 
twentieth day of October, eighteen hundred and 


eighteen, between the United States of America | 


D 


and the King of the United Kingdom of Great. 
Britain and Ireland, for the period of ten years, 
and afterwards indefinitely extended and continued 
in force by another convention of the same parties, 
concluded the sixth day of Augustin the year of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
seven, it was agreed that any country. that may be 
claimed by either poty on the northwest coast of 
America westward of the Stony or Rocky moun- 
tains, now commonly called the Oregon territory, 
should, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, 
and the navigation of all rivers within the same, be 
“free and open.’ to. the vessels, citizens, and sub- 
jects of the two Powers, but without prejudice to 
any claim which ‘either of the parties might have 
to any part of said country; and with this further 
provision; in. the second article of the said con- 
vention of the sixth of August eighteen hundred 
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and twenty-seven, that. either party might, abro- 
gate and annul said convention, on giving due 
notice-of twelve months to the other contracting 
arty : 
Pae And whereas it has now become desirable that 
“the respective claims of the United States and 
Great Britain should: be. definitely settled, and 
that said territory may no longer than need be 
remain subject to the evil consequences of the 
divided allegiance of its American and British 
population, and of the confusion and conflict of 
national jurisdictions, dangerous to the ‘cherished 
peace and good understanding of the two coun- 
tries: 

« With a view, therefore, that steps be taken for 
the abrogation of the said convention of the sixth 
of August eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, in 
the mode prescribed in its second article, and that 
the attention of the Governments of both countries 
may be the more earnestly and immediately di- 
rected to renewed efforts for the settlement of all 
their differences and disputes in respect to said 
territory.” 

Also, to add the following proviso: 

«© Provided, however, That, in order to afford am- 
ple time and opportunity for the emicable settle- 
ment and adjustment of all their differences and 
disputes in respect to said territory, said notice 
ought not to be given till after the close of the 
present. session of Congress.”” 

Mr. BOWLIN suggested that the committee had 
already voted on the amendment, and that it was 


| not therefore in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. Notin the same words. 


ments was taken, and they were rejected. 
On the other one, no question was taken; but 


great confusion of the Hall, the reporter cannot 


say. 

M r. RAMSEY now moved to strike out all after 
the word “resolved,” and insert— 

“ That the Oregon question is no longer a sub- 
ject of negotiation or compromise.” 
between them, amidst shouts of laughter—cries of 


ing of fect—which the Chairman was some time m 
suppressing. 

‘And the negative vote was then taken, and 
stood 146. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TREDWAY offered an amendment, pro- 
viding for the termination of the convention at the 
end of two years after notice, &c. 

The CHAIR. It is a substitute, and not in or- 


er. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered an amendment to the 
original resolution, It was (he said) the same as 
the first clause of Mr. Danean’s proposition, but 
striking out the words, ‘ and compromise,” &c. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

‘That the differences existing between the Gov- 
‘ernment of the United States and the Government 
‘of Great Britain, in relation to the Oregon terri- 
t tory, are still the subject of honorable negotiation, 
“and should by that means be adjusted.” 

Tellers (Messrs. Dovatass and McDowe.r) 


very great confusion) and announced—first, the re- 


as ayes 101, noes 99. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

But some dissatisfaction appeared to exist, and 
a new count was called for. 

Mr. DOUGLASS (one of the ae was under- 
stood to say that some difficulty had arisen; the 


mistake might possibly have occurred; but he en- 
tertained no doubt that the vote, as reported, was 
correct. f 
: The CHAIRMAN ordered another count. 

Mr. RHETT. Did not the Chairman distinctly 
announce that the amendment was carried? 

The CHAIRMAN assented. 

Mr. RHETT. Then I object to the vote being 
again taken. à l 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers say that some 
difficulty had arisen, and some mistake may have 
occurred. 

The Chair, therefore, ordered a new count. The 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Dovetass] and the 
gentleman. from Ohio [Mr. McDowztz] will be 


pleased again to act as tellers. 


The question on the first and last of these amend- | 


whether it was withdrawn or overlooked, in the į 


Tellers were ordered, and ten members passed | 


t 540 40! forever?’—clapping of hands and stamp- 


were appointed, and the vote was tyken (amidst | 


porter understood, as ayes 102, noes 99; and then | 


i 


| 


members having passed through very rapidly, a || 


{i and, under these circumstances, 


Mr. SCHENCK. suggested that it was, he be- 
lieved, the rule (or practice) that tellers should be 
appointed from different sides of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no objec- 
tion; and therefore appoints. the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] himself, and the gentleman 
from Alabama, (Mr. Cuarman,] tellers. ‘ 

So Mr. SCHENCK. took up his line-‘of march 
from the remote part of the Hall in. which: his quar- 
ters lie, and posted himself at the centre aisle. = 

Mr. JOHN H. EWING inquired whether’ the 
Chairman had the right to order a new vote on’ @ 
question which he had already declared to have 
been decided? 

(Several voices, No debate.] 

Mr. EWING. Itis a question of order.. When 
the question was taken, and the Chairman had an- 
nounced his decision, there was an end of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman wishes 
to appeal he has the right to do so. ; 

Mr. EWING declined to appeal; though, he 
said, he supposed it was the only way in which 
the question could be reached. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK. Lappeal. I understand "that 
the proposition was carried, and that it was dis~ 
tinctly announced so. If the Chairman now says 
that another count can be taken, I appeal from the 
decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly the Chair had 
announced that the question was decided in the 
affirmative. The tellers expressed doubt on the 
subject. They say it is possible that a miscount 
may have taken place, as they had some difficulty’; 
the Chair ordered 
«recount. i s 

Mr. RHETT. I think the Chairman has erred 
in this particular. He had no right 

[Great confusion, and calls to order.) 

Mr. GRIDER. I should like the tellers to state 
whether they had doubts, and what was the extent 
of their doubts. 

Mr. ROBERTS „submitted that tellers having 


| been again ordered, it was too late to take an appeal. 


Mr. PENDLETON desired information as to a 
matter of fact. In the first annunciation of the 
affirmative vote by the tellers, was it not formally 
declared that that vote was 102? It was now 101. 

Mr. DOUGLASS explained that, one member 
changed his vote. : 

Mr. VINTON desired to be informed whether 
both of the tellers counted, and whether there was 
any difficulty about the count? It was, he be~ 
lieved, the duty of both to count, and then to re~- 
port the result to each other before reporting it to 
the committee. 

“Mr. HENLEY made a remark, (of which no- 
thing was heard by the reporter.) 

Mr. DOUGLASS said that both the tellers did . 
count. The members passed between them very 
rapidly, and there might possibly havé been a mis- 
count: but he believed the report as made to the 
House was accurate. 

The CHAIRMAN was about to take the ques- 
tion on the appeal. f 

Mr. YANCEY asked what the decision was 
from which an appeal had been taken ? 

The CHAIRMAN enlightened him. 

Mr. BAYLY rose for information as to a matter 
of fact. He had understood the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Dovarass] to state that the tellers had 
agreed, and he believed the count to be correct. 
Was this so? . 

The CHAIRMAN again invited members to 


| take their seats. 


Mr. ASHMUN moved that when the Chair ap- 
pointed tellers, one should be taken from each side 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN again explained what his de- 
cision was, and that there had been doubt on the 
part of the tellers. 

Mr. BAYLY. Have the tellers said so? 

Mr. COLLAMER. We do not understand 
them to have said so. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Do the tellers undertake to 
say that the count. was inaccurate? Has not the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dovexass] said he 
believed it to be correct? f 

The CHAIRMAN. Both say that there was 
great confusion, and that a mistake might have oc- 
curred. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I ask again, whether the 
gentleman from Illinois, one of the tellers, did not 
say that, notwithstanding the confusion, he be- 


|| Heved the count to be accurate? 
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The Chairman did not reply. 
Therefore, continued Mr. SCHENCK, on this 
mere possibility, the Chair orders a recount. 


The question was then taken, “ Shall the de- | 


cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee?” and was decided in the negative— 
ayes 90, noes 108. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

And therefore the amendment of Mr. Sca 
was declared to have been agreed to. 

Mr. W. HUNT asked for the reading of the re- 
solution as now amended. . And it was read. 

Mr. SCELENCK moved that the committee rise 
and report the resolution. 

[Many voices, “ Oh no, you can’t do that.?’] 

The CHAIRMAN. There are other amend- 
ments, : 

Mr. SCHENCK withdrew his motion. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the question would 
now be on the substitute of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Bracx,] to the substitute of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Dromeooue.] 

Both propositions were read. 


ENCK 


"Mr. G. S. HOUSTON inquired whether it would | 


be in order to amend the proposition of the gen- 


tleman from Virginia before the question on the |! 


substitute of the gentleman from South Carolina 
was put? 
The CHAIRMAN answered affirmatively. 
Mr. HOUSTON proposed, then, to modify it 
by inserting in the second sectiou, after the word 
“months,’’ the words ‘‘ conformably to the second 


article of said treaty of 6th of August, 1827;” and | 


also to amend it by striking out the appropriation 


in the third section, and throwing the latter clause / 


thereof into the form of a proviso. Rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for a division. 

Mr. THURMAN moved to strike out the third 
section of Mr. Dromeoon’s substitute. 

Mr. HARALSON said that the amendment was 
not in order, because the vote had not been taken 


on theamendment of the gentleman from Alabama, | 


[Mr. Housron.] 


The CHAIRMAN, Did the gentleman call for || 


a division? 

“Mr. HOUSTON said he had done so. ‘There 
was a misunderstanding, he thought, as to the ques- 
tion before the committee. 

_ Tellers were refused; but a division of the ques- 
tion, on the suggestion of Mr. Boyn, was ordered. 

Mr. SEABORN JONES called for the reading 
of the resolution and amendment. Read. 

The question was then taken, and the two amend- 
ments were rejected, seriatim. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, proposed to offer 
an amendment, which the Chairman said was not 
in order, and which was not read. 

‘Mr. THURMAN renewed the motion to strike 


` 


out the 3d section of Mr. Dromeoorn’s substitute. | 
After an inquiry by Mr. Boyn as to the state of | 


the question— 

Mr. THURMAN inquired whether the chair 
had announced that the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] to strike out 
a portion of the 3d section of the substitute of the 
gentleman from Virginia had been carried? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion was lost. 

‘The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Tnurmax, and it was rejected. 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS proposed so to amend 


Mr. Bracr’s substitute, as to add a proviso that | 
the joint resolution should not be so construed as | 


to interfere with the treaty-making power upon the 
question. 
Mr. McGAUGHEY rose to a question of order. 


The proposition of the gentleman from Virginia | 


was offered as a substitute for the original resolu- 
tion; so also was: the substitute of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 
that there could not be two substitutes entertained 
at the same time. 

The CHAIRMAN said he thought the gentle- 
man was correct. The Clerk at first had intimated 


his opinion that the amendment was in order, but | 


had changed his opinion. So the amendment was 
not in order, [i. e., Mr. Apams’s amendment.] 


Mr. BLACK. Is not thisin order asa substitute? || 
The CHAIRMAN. The proposition now is to | 
strike out the proposition of the gentleman from || 
Virginia, and insert the substitute of the gentle- : 


man from South Carolina. 
Mr. SEABORN JONES said that, if in order, 
he would move an amendment to the substitute. 
Mr. BIGGS was understood to inquire whether 


Now, Mr. McG. subniitted | 


the question was on the proposition of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the 
before the committee. 

Mr. ASHMUN. [understood the Chairman to 
rule that that was out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No. The Chair ruled that 
the amendment ofthe gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. Apams] was out of order. 

Mr. BOYD. I would like to know whether we 
are now called upon to vote on the second substi- 
tute? Or is it in order to amend it? 

The CHAIMAN. Not at present. 

Mr. BOYD. Will it be in order, if adopted as 
la substitute for the substitute of the gentleman 
| from Virginia? ; 

‘The CHAIRMAN. If the proposition of the 
gentleman from South Carolina should be voted 
| down, the gentleman can offer a modification. 


| 
| question now 
| . 

| 


i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 


if 


i 
i 


f 
| 
i 
| 
f 


! out and amend ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; because there is al- 
ready an amendment to an amendment pending. 
i having reference to this point. 

Mr. CULVER called for the reading of the res- 
olution without the preamble. Read. 

Mr. FRIES desired to make an inquiry. 

[Cries for the question.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Order. 
will make his inquiry. 

Mr. FRIES. I will, when the committee comes 
to order. If the committee substitute the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, will it 
then be in the power of the committee to amend it? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 
| [Several voices. Vote it down, and offer a modi- 
| fileation.] 
| And the question being then taken, 

The substitute of Mr. Brack was rejected. 
So the question again recurring on the substitute 
ii of Mr. DROMGOOLE, 


J 
i 
$ 
j 
} 
t 


The gentleman 


i 
I 


i à g $ X 
| all, and inserting the following: 


:| of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
|| bled, That the President of the United States cause 
‘| notice to be given to the Government of Great Brit- 
iÍ ain, that the convention between the United States 
_ of America and Great Britain, concerning the ter- 


fi 
|: 
| 
4 
tc Resolved, That nothing herein contained is in- 
© tended to interfere with the right and discretion of 
the proper authorities of the two contracting parties 
to renew or pursue negotiations for an amicable 
settlement of the controversy respecting the Ore- 
gon territory.” 


Read. 


ment to the original resolution. 
Could the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Bovo] 
| ositions now pending? 


stitute for the proposition of the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

Mr. McG AUGEIEY pressed the point of order 
raised by Mr. THomassoxn. The proposition of 
the gentleman from Virginia was offered as a sub- 
stitute for the original report from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. This was now offered asa 
substitute of the other substitute, and could not be 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

Mr. BOYD. I offer it as an amendment, It 
strikes out all the proposition of the gentleman 
| from Virginia, and substitutes the word ‘resolved”” 
| for the words ‘be it enacted.” 


proposition divisible? 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not; because the 
gentleman had offered it as a substitute for the 
whole. 

After an inquiry by Mr. TREDWAY, 

The question was taken by tellers, and the vote 
stood—ayes, 110; noes, 93. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. Droncoois as thus amended. 


Mr. BOYD moved to amend it by striking out | 


i “Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives. | 


i| ritory on the northwest coast of America, west of | 
| the Stony or Rocky mountains, of the 6th day of | 
; August, 1827, signed at London, shall be annulled ; 
and abrogated twelve months after giving said no- | 


~ Mr. CLARKE asked the reading of the amend- | 
: || been taken, stood ayes 109, noes 94; 
Mr. TELIOMASSON rose to a question of order. | 


offer his proposition as a substitute for both prop- | 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Is the gentleman’s | 


H 
i 


| 


Mr. BOYD. Is it in order now to move to strike |} 


| 


H 
i 
| 
| 
| 
Í 
| 
| 
t 
' 
| 


Mr. FARAN read a passage from the Manual | 


i 
i 
l 


'The CHAIRMAN. It is offered only as a sub- | 


i 


The question then recurred on the proposition of || 
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í 


-Fe 


On the suggestion of Mr. BOYD; the two prop- 
ositions were again read. ac ee 

Mr. THOMASSON asked that his: proposition 
of amendment might be read; because if the House 
rejected the present proposition, he should ‘offer 
his. = Ponen ek 

The amendment of Mr. Ti was read; It-declarés 
it expedient to annul the convention, and author- 
izes the President to-give the notice at such ‘time 
as he may deem the public interests require. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON’ inquired: whether 
the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky - 
{Mr. Born] was susceptible.of amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said not, ; 

Mr. THOMPSON. : It. is not susceptible 
amendment? ees 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON. Is it susceptible of division? 

The CHAIRMAN. | It is‘not, eat 

Mr. BURT desired to know “whether; if the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky should 
be adopted as a substitute for that of the’ Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, it would be subject to 
amendment? ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN said not. 

Mr. BURT. Is it subject to amendment now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not... It must first be 
voted down. : i f 

Mr. BURT Tbeg to understand the Chair. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky, if I 
understand, will not be subject to amendment in 
any event—cither now; or if it should be adopted 
as a substitute? i 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. ; 

Mr. BURT. Well, sir. ae ; 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a point’ of ‘order.’ “An 
original resolution, containing a distinct proposi- 
tion, had come from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. That was amended by ‘the insertion of 
another distinct proposition. A motion was now. 
made to strike out the whole, and substitute an- 
other proposition. He submitted that the distinct 
proposition. on which. the. committee had voted, 
and which had been inserted, could ‘not be strick- 
en out, either alone’ or’ inconnéxion’ wit 
matter. ee ER 

And to sustain himself òr order, 
he desired to read an extract from the Manual, 
Which the Chairman said he would be very happy 
to hear, cee 

And the extract having been read— 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 

Mr. SCHENCK. I submit that the second 
resolation is a distinct proposition, not:so connect- 
ed with the other part that.a motion: to’ strike out 
the whole can.be entertained. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The two resolutions being 
only a series of resolutions in reference to ‘the ' 
same matter, the whole series may be stricken out, 
although one of the resolutions may have been 
inserted. ‘ 

Tellers were then ap 


of 


It would not be subject to 


y 


pointed, and the vote having 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the committee rise, 
and report the joint resolution to the House. 

Mr. COBB submitted a similar motian. 

Mr. E. H. EWING desired to offer an amend- 
ment. : i 

‘The CHAIRMAN. | Not in order. 
mittee have noth 

ort. . 

Mr. BAKER. 
pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. None. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. 
ment I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. No 
order. S 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. - Why? : 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chait. cannot-enter 
inio È disquisition on the reasons why: l 


A The com- 
ing now tò do'but to rise and re- 


Is there no other amendment 
I have an amend- 


amendment'is now in 


2 dagreed 


184 
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g Me BOWLIN- demanded: the: previous. ques- | 

one foe T PUN y Ltr hed 
a Mr PRICE; nòt hearing him, remarked. that 
the question -had been. fully..and ably: discussed, 
and fe would ‘therefore mave-the-previous ques- 


Hons E “Genie Le 8 nee 
‘Mr. Ri CHAPMAN made -an earnest appeal 
«to: Mr, Bowne to withdraw the-demand::. There 
_were'a few members who were: very. desirous. to 
be heard, and-who,. for some days past, had-been 
endeavoring: to get. the floor...’ He was himself de- 
-sirous that the subject-should be acted on.to-day, 
but: why: should the question be: taken when there 
- was ampletime left to hear those-who ought to'be 
heard, and had aright to. be heard? a 
Mr. BOWLEN was immovable. - 
Mr. CHAPMAN pave notice.of his intention to 
expose the injustice that was done. 
he question on the demand for the previous 
question was then taken, and there was a second. 
Mr. PENDLETON asked the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question, which were re- 
fused. 
And the main ‘question was ordered to be now 
taken. 


es 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL asked the yeas and | 


nays thereon, which were ordered: 
_ Mr. JACOB THOMPSON called for the read- 
ing of the proposition: before the House, which, 
having been read, Mr. T: asked for a division of 
the question. 

ro GEORGE W. JONES asked what the 
precise state of the question was ? 

The SPEAKER explained, and a brief conver- 
sation ensued on a point of order between the 
Chair and Mr. Hanum. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON inquired of the Chair 


( 


‘report which the committee-ordered to be made to | 
the House, as a whole, as a substitute, and now it 
was proposed to kill it piecemeal by dividing it. If 


NAYS—Mesers. Abbott, Ashmun, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Milton Brown, Burt, John G. Chapman, 
| Augustus A. Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, 
such was not the report of the chairman, then he || Dargan, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Edwin 
had not reported what the committee desired and || H. Ewing, Faran; Foot, Genny Grinnell, Her- 
instructed him to report. a trick, Isaac, B.-Holmes, Jobn. W. Houston, Ed- 


| 


whether, if the amendment of Mr. Boyp should be 
concurred in, the question would not then be on the 
engrossment of the joint resolution as amended, and 
could not the question then be divided ? 

The SPEAKER said no; the question of division, 
if'at all, must be taken now. 

And it was ordered, on a call to that effect in one 
or two quarters, 

The reading of the pro 
Read. 

After a remark from 


position was called for. 


The SPEAKER, that gentlemen called for the | 
reading of the resolution, and then made so much | 


noise that nothing could be heard— 


PEAKER. : . 

Mr. WINTHROP said, if he correctly under- 
stood, the. first branch of the proposition was pre- 
cisely tantamount to the original report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. It was a question merely 
whether we should substitute one thing for another. 
He suggested, therefore, that, by general consent, 
the taking of the yeas and nays on the first branch 
should be dispensed with. Í 
Strong objections made: 

Mr. BOYD. Ts it competent to divide this ques- 
tion when the committee have reported it to the 
House as an entire proposition? As such, I think 
the vote should be-taken upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
question. | 

Mr. BOYD appealed from the decision. 

Mr. VANCE said that the chairman of the com- 
mittee had positively decided that the proposition 
could. not be divided. 
to the House, a division was 

„that be done in. accordance wi 
House and the decision of the chairman of the 
committee ? ae : 

The SPEAKER. This question came up ona į 


proposco. Could 


j 


previous occasion in-connexion with a certain bill. | 
Lhe Chair then decided that the proposition could 
not be divided. The Chair, under similar circum- 
stances, would so.decide. Butin- the present case, 


the chairman of the committee reported a certain |i 


amendment. It came before the House in the form 
of a report. It contains two distinct propositions, | 
and when the House come to aet on the question of | 
concurrence with the report of the committee, it is 
competent for itto divide the question. The Chair | 
asks the Clerk to read the precedent. 

Which having been done— 

„Mr: BOYD: appealed from the decision. He 
simply wished, he said, to refer to the fact that in 
committee he had offered this proposition as a sub- 
¿stitute for. the original resolution. . That was the 


After it had been reported | 


th the rules of the | 


i 


j 
i 


t 


į 


| 
4 
| 
f 


} 
1 


| 
i 


The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 
Mr. BOYD. Iask simply that the vote may be 


taken upon the report of the committee. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to inquire whether the 
chairmafi of the Committee: of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had not made a report of one 
simple amendment to the proposition originally 
submitted, and whether the only question now 
was not on concurring with the committee in their 


1 proposed amendment to the original proposition? | 
fso, i 


was it ever heard or dreamed that the ques- 
tion of concurrence was divisible? 


Mr. TIBBATTS (the Chairman) rose to a mat- |i 


ter of fact. 

The SPEAKER. This debate is all out of or- 
der. 

Mr. TIBBATTS. I reported an entire substi- 
tute for the original proposition; and I concur with 
my friend that the question is not divisible. 1 so 
decided in committee; and I recollect a case where 
I was myself overruled on a former occasion, 
although, as I think, against all rule, on a decision 
thata motion to strike out and insert was not di- 
visible. 

Mr. HOUSTON proceeded to make a remark. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has again and 
again stated that the question is not debatable. 

Mr. COLLAMER inquired, ifa vote should be 
taken in reference to this question of concurrence, 
and the House should not concur in the last prop- 
osition, what would be the next question put? 

The SPEAKER said on the engrossment of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Not then on the amend- 
ment which the committee made? 

The SPEAKER. On the original resolution. 


The question was then taken, ‘Shall the de- | 


cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House?” and decided in the noagntive. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

Aud the House decided that the question was 
not divisible, 


‘Lhe question then recurred on the main ques- | 


tion, which was, first, on concurring with the 


; \ : |; Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
A brief conversation on a point of order took | 
lace between Mr. MILTON BROWN. and the | 


in the substitute it had reported. 

And the question being taken, the vote resulted 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, S. Adams, 
Anderson, Arnold, Atkinson, Baker, Barringer, 
Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chip- 


i man, Clarke, Cobb, Collamer, Collin, Constable, 


Cullom, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, Danicl, 
Darragh, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 


| Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 


Kdsil, Wilsworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, Fick- 
lin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giddines, Giles, Good- 
year, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Fen- 
ley, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Topkins, 
Hough, Geo. S. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 


| Hungerford, Washington TIunt, James B. Hunt, 


Charles J. Ingersoll, Tenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
Lawrence, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, McClelland, Me 
Clernand, McConnell, MeCrate, McDowell, Me. 
Gaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, McKay, Marsh, 


t John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, | 


Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, 
Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Rus- 


ti be en 


! mund W. Hubard, Hudson, Hunter, Joseph R. 
| Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thos. B. King, Leake, 
| Long, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Rhett, Seddon, 
! A. D. Sims, Simpson, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
; Benjamin Thompson, Toombs, Tredway,..Win- 
i throp, Woodward, Wright, and Yancey—46., 

So the substitute was concurred in. pa teeta 
The question then was on ordering the bill to 
grossed for a third reading. |, 

Mr. THURMAN called for a division. 


|! -The SPEAKER said the question was not divis- 


| ible. . 
| Mr. THURMAN appealed. 

The SPEAKER said that the division of any 
uestion upon engrossment was unparalleled in 
arliamentary proceedings. It never had been 


j 


a.a 


one. 

Mr. THURMAN withdrew his appeal. 

And the question, “ Shall this joint resolution be 
engrossed for a third reading??? was taken, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
| Adams, Anderson, Arnold, Atkinson, Baker, Bar- 
| ringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
| A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 


| Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
| Bufington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
© bell, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 
i! Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, Culver, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Darragh, Jeffer- 
l! son Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
| Donelass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
t Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, 
l Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gor- 
‘don, Graham, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, 
li Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Henley, Hilliard, 
| Hoge, Riias B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 
1 S, Houston, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Jas. 
| R. Tunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. 

Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
= W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
L Lawrenee, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, 
Lampkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, Me- 
I| Glernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, McDowell, Me- 
|! Gaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, McKay, John 
|I! P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moul- 
ii ton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, 
i Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price; Ramsey, 
i Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Root, Runk, 
il Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Schenck, 
| Seaman, Severance, Leonard FI. Sims, Albert 
i Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
I Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strong, Sykes, 
| Thomasson, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
) Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tilden, Towns, Trumbo, 
i Vance, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, 
i Williams, Wilmot, Woodruff, Woodworth, Yell, 
i Young, and Yost—163. 
NAYS—Messrs, Abbott, Ashmun, Bayly, Bed- 
{i inger, Millon Brown, Burt, John G. Chapman, 
i Augustus A. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cran- 
‘ston, Crozier, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Dixon, 
li Dockery, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Grin- 
nell, Herrick, Isaac E. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
' ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
i Hudson, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. 
l King, Leake, Long, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pen- 
i dleton, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
|i Seddon, Alexander D, Sims, Simpson, Truman 
' Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Strohm, Lhi- 
li bodeaux, Benjamin ‘Thompson, Toombs, Tred- 
ay, Vinton, Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, and 
Yancey—54. 

So the joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading at this time. 

And having been read a third time, and the ques- 


i tion being, ‘Shall this joint resolution pass P? 


Mr. G. W. JONES demanded the previous 


sell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Sea- i| question. 
man, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, There was a second, and the main question was 
| Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stan- || ordered. j 


| ton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, 


Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Towns, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Williams, Wil- 


mot, Woodruff, Woodworth, Yell, Young, and 
Yost—172. i 


| Mr. McCONNELL asked the yeas and nays, 


| but withdrew the demand. 

© And the main question, ‘ Shall this joint resolu- 
{tion pass?’ was then taken, and decided in the 
| affirmative without a division. 

! So the joint resolution was passed in the follow- 
i ing form, to wit: 


| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
f 
| 
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JOINT RESOLUTION of notice to Great Britain 
to ‘annul and abrogate” the convention between 
Great Britain and the United States, of the sixth 
of August, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, 
relative to the country “ on the northwest coast 
of America, westward of the Stony mountains,” 
commonly called Oregon. : 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States 
cause notice to be given to the Government of Great 
Britain, that the convention between the United 
States of America and Great Britain, concerning 
the territory on the northwest coast of America 
west of the Stony or Rocky mountains, of the sixth | 
day of August eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, 
-signed at London, shall be annulled and abrogated |} 
twelve months after giving said notice. 

Resolved, That nothing herein contained is in- || 
tended to interfere with the right and discretion of H 
the proper authorities of the two contracting par- | 
ties to renew or pursue negotiations for an amica- || 
ble settlement of the controversy respecting the 
Oregon territory. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. The main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, the vote was not recon- 


dians; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

_ Mr. D. also presented. the memorial of several 
citizens holding certificates of claims under the 
Mexican indemnity, asking that their claims may 
be settled; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
Orazio De Attellis Santangelo, praying the pay- 
ment of the claims of citizens of the United States 
to indemnities for spoliations committed on their 
property by the government of Mexico. 

Mr. D. said that, after due consideration, and 


| conference with various Senators, he had concluded. 


to extend to this memorialist the right of petition, 
although he did not hold himself responsible for 
the views or justice of the claims sct forth in the 
memorial. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PENNY BACKER pesented additional doc- 


| uments in relation to the petition of Roddy Carter; 
į which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. MOREHEAD presented the petition of 
Phebe Pack, widow of a deceased revolutionary 
soldier, asking a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensio: 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying the establishment of a mail- 


sidered. And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
? Tvrspay, February 10, 1846. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a joint resolution of notice to Great Britain to 
annul and abrogate the convention concluded on 
the 6th day of August, 1827, relative to the coun- 
try on the northwest coast of America, west of the 
Stony mountains, commonly known as the terri- 
tory of Oregon, in which the concurrence of the 


route from El Dorado to Warren, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ARCHER submitted a petition of citizens 
of Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, praying an 
amendment of the naturalization laws, so as to 
make twenty-one years’ residence the price of 
American sufrage; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. STURGEON’ presented the petition of 
Samuel Grice, asking to be compensated for a 


lighter taken from him, and bla oa to the 
i use of the United States; whic. 


2 was referred to 


Senate was requested, 

Also, announcing that the Speaker of the House 
had signed an enrolled bill, to which the Vice Pres- 
ident also was requested to affix his signature. 

Mr. SPEIGHT submitted a series of resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of Missis- | 
sippi, in relation to the Oregon territory, declaring i 
the approval by that body of the course pursued | 
by the Executive in relation to the Oregon terri- || 
tory; pledging to the General Government the sup- 
pon of that State in maintaining the rights of the | 
nited States to said territory; and declaring their | 


assent to the principle of non-interference on the 
part of any foreign nation in the affairs of the | 
American continent. ; | 
In submitting the resolutions, Mr. S. remarked | 
that they were declaratory only of the views of 
that body from which they emanated, and con- 
tained no instructions to himself or his colleagne, 
[Mr. Cutatmens.] This he considered as a high i 
compliment, that while the Legislature of his State | 
had acted upon the subject, they had left their Sen- | 
ators to act independently thereon. Myr, S. wasa 
believer in the right of instruction; and repeated | 
his gratification that, on this important question, he 
and his colleague were left free to act according to | 
their discretion. He would, however, endeavor to | 
carry out the will of his constituency. He re- | 
quested that the resolutions should be read, and | 
| 

| 

1 

| 

| 

i 


jl 
i 
Hi 


ordered to be printed; and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CHALMERS concurred entirely in the | 
views which had been expressed by his colleague, | 
and stated his readiness to yield to the right of in- 
struction. Considering that war was second only 
to national dishonor, so long as he held a seat 
here, he would do nothing which he thought had 
a tendency to promote the one while it could be 
avoided without tarnishing the other. 

Mr. DICKINSON submitted certain resolutions || 
adopted by the Legislature of the State of New | 
York, opposing any reduction of the present rates 
of postage; which were laid on the table, and or- i 
dered to be printed. i 

The bill concerning collectors and other officers | 
of the customs, brought from the House this morn- || 
ing for the signature of the Vice President, having | 
been reported duly enrolled by the Committee on || 
Enrolled Bills, the Vick Presmwwenr affixed his 
signature thereto. 


of Cayuga county, New York, praying the abro- 


| 
Mr. DIX presented two petitions from citizens | 
f 


gation of certain treaties made with the Seneca In- 


the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. S. also presented the memorial of the heir- 
at-law of Willam Shippen, deceased, praying the 
payment of an outstanding final settlement certifi- 
cate, issued under authority of the Continental 
Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BREESE, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce “A bill declaring 
the assent of Congress to allow the State of Illi- 
nois to impose a tax upon all lands’ hereafter sold 
by the United States in that State, from and after 


: the time of such sale; which was read a first and 
; second time, and referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, in pursuance of 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce “A 


ii bill to provide for the confirmation of certain set- 


tlement claims in the St. Helena land district, 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the J udiciary 
be instructed to inquire what further legislation, if 
any, is required to prevent the crime of counter- 
feiting the legal coin of the United States, or utter- 
ing, passing, or having in possession, such coun- 
terfeit coins. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate, if not 


incompatible, in his opinion, with the public in- | 


terest, a copy of the communication dated 17th 
October, 1845, from the agent of the United States 
at Mexico, relative to the payment of the fourth 
and fifth instalments of the Mexican indemnity, 
which is referred to in his last annual Message as 
having been received at the Department of State 
on the 9th November last; and also all information 
in his possession relative to said instalments, and 
to the payment of the indemnity not communicated 
with his message to the Senate of the-3d of Feb- 


i| ruary, 1845, or received since that time; and also, 


all proceedings of the State and Treasury Depart- 


|| ments in relation to the collection and payment of 
i| said indemnity, not heretofore communicated. 


Mr. HANNEGAN moved that 50,000 copies of 
the recent message of the President of the United 


States, transmitting certain diplomatic correspond- 
ence in relation to the Oregon territory, delivered 
to the Senate penterday: be printed for the use of 
the Senate; which motion lies over. any 

The joint: resolution: of notice to.Great; Britain 
for the abrogation of the convention. for joint oc- | 
cupation of Oregon, received ‘from the Housé this 
morning, was taken up, read a first.and second 
time, and referred to the Cominittee on’ Foreign 
Relations. aoa 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the vote taken 
yesterday upon concurring in the adverse. report 
upon the petition of Joseph Radcliff, was recon- 
sidered, and the said report was laid’ upon’ the 
table. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee.on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported back the bill to authorize the Presi- 
dent to increase the naval establishment of the Uni- 
ted States, by adding thereto the naval establish- 
ment of the late republic of Texas, with an amend- 
ment. Bs ie 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post Of- 


| fice and Post Roads, to whom the subject was re- 


ferred, reported a bill for the relief of Nathaniel 
Kykendall; which was read, the report was order- 
ed to be printed, and the bill passed to a second 


| reading. 


Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee of Claims, . 
to whom was referred the petition of Henry Nor- 
thrup, submitted an adverse report; which was or- 
dered to be printed. i 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of Pierre Menard and. others, of 
the State of Illinois, sureties of Felix St. Vrain, 


| late Indian agent, deceased; which was read a third 


time, and passed. : 

Mr. CASS moved that the previous orders be 
postponed, and that the Senate proceed to the spe- 
cial order, the consideration of the joint resolution 
advising the President of the United States to give 
the notice of the abrogation of the convention of 
August 6th, 1827. f 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON expressed the hope that 
the Senate would conclude their action upon the 
bill for the augmentation of the naval force of the 
United States, before entering upon the discussion 
of the special order. + n ; 

Mr. CASS remarked thatthe special order of 
the day should, in ‘his opinion, be first deted: upon, 
as the fate of the naval bill depended much upon 
it; and as this was the day assigned for it, he could 
see no objection to taking it up. : 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON again observed that he 
did not desire to postpone the consideration of the 
Oregon question; but he hoped that the Senator 
{Mr. Cass] would postpone his motion for the 
present, and in the course of the day the proposed 
subject could be taken up. 

A division being called for on the question “Shall 
the previous order be postponed, in order to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order of 
the day?” resulted, ayes 23, noes 22. So the 
previous orders were postponed. f 

The PRESIDENT announced the folowing 
several series of resolutions before the Senate for 
debate, to wit: 

JOINT RESOLUTION advising the President of the Uni- 
ted States to give notice to the Government of Great 
Britain that the Government of the United States wih, in 
virtue of the second article of the convention of the sixth 
of August, anno Domini. eighteen hundred and: twenty- 
seven, between the two Governments, relative to the 
Oregon territory, annul and abrogate that convention. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of _ Representativesof 

the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
advised to give, forthwith, notice to the Government of 
Great Britain that the Government of the United States 
Will, in virtue of the second article of the convention of the 
sixth of August, anno Domini eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-seven, between the United States and Great Britain, rel- 
ative to the Oregon territory, and after the expiration of 
twelve montis from the day on which such. notice shall 
have been received by the Government of Great*Britain, 
annul and abrogate that convention. 

Also, the following amendment, reported Jan- 
uary 8, 1846, by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions: Strike out all after joint. resolution, and 
insert the following: 

Toannul and abrogate the convention of the sixth day of 
August, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, between the 
United States of America and Great Britain, relative to 
the country westward of the Stony or Rocky mountains. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the United States of America’ in. Congress assembled, That, 


| in virtue of the second article of the convention of the sixth 


of August, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, between 
the United States of America.and Gréat Britain, relative to 


the country westward. of the Stony or Hocky mountains, 


¢ 
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the United States of America do now think fit to’ annul 
and-abrogaté that convention, and the said convention is 
hereby accordingly. entirely annulled: and “abrogated: Pro- 
vided, That this resolution ‘shall take effect after the expira- 
tion of the term of twelve months: from the day. on. which 
due notice shall have been given to Great. Britain of the 
passage of this ‘resolution. And the Président of the United 
States is hereby authorized and required to give such no- 
tice;: and also, at the expiration of said convention, to issue 
his proclamation setting forth that fact. 


Also. the following. joint resolution, offered Jan- 
uary 26th, 1846, by Mr. CRITTENDEN: 


JOINT. RESOLUTION concerning the Oregon territory. 


. Whereas, by the convention concluded the:twentieth day 

of October, ‘eighteen Hundred and eighteen, between the 
United States of America and the King of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, for the period of ten years, 
ang afterwards indefinitely extended and continued in force, 
by another convention of the seme parties, conchided the 
sixth day of Augist, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and twenty-seven, it was agreed that any 
country that may be claimed by either party on the nortb- 
west coast. of America, westward of the Stony or Rocky 
mountains, now commonly called the Oregon territory, 
should, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, and the 
navigation of all rivers within the same, be “free and open” 
to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the two Powers; 
but without prejudice to any claim which cither of the 
parties might have to any part o! the said country; and with 
this further provigign, in the second article of the said con- 
vention of the sixffeof August, cighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-seven, that either party might abrogate and annul. said 
convention, on giving due notice of twelve months to the 
other contracting party : 

Anà whereas ithas now become desirable that the re- 
spective claims of the United States and Great Britain should 
be definitely settled, and that said territory may no longer 
than need be remain subject to the evil consequences of the 
divided allegiance of its American and British population, 
and of the confusion and conflict of national jurisdictions, 
dangerous to the cherished peuce and good understanding of 
the two countries ¢ 

With a view, therefore, that stepa be taken for the abro- 

ation of the said convention of the sixth of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-seven, in the mode preseribed in its 
second article, and that the attention of the Governments of 
both countries may be the more earnestly nid immediately 
directed to renewed eftorts for the settlement ofall their dit- 
ferences and disputes in respect to said territory: 

Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the | 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, at his discretion, to give to the British Government 
the notice required by its suid second article for the abro- | 
ration of the said couvention of the sixth of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-seven: Provided, however, Vhat, in 
order to afford ampler time and opportunity for the amica- 
ble settlement nnd adjustment of all their differences and 
disputes in respect to said tewitory, said notice ought not 
to be given till after the close of the present session of 
Congress. 

Also, the following resolutions, submitted by 
Mr. Elawnecan: 


Resolved, That the country included within the parallels 
of 42 and 54 degrees 40 minutes north latitude, and extending 
from the Rocky mountains to the Patife ocean, known as 
the Territory of Oregon, is the property, and part and parcel 
of the United States, 

Resolved, That there exists no power in this Government 
to transfer its soit and the allegiance of its citizens to the 
dominion, authority, control, and subjection of any foreign 
prince, state, or sovereignty. 

Resolved, That the abandonment or surrender of any por- 
tion.of the Territory of Oregon would be an abandonment 
of the honor, the character, and the best interests of the 
American people, 

Also, the following amendment to the above res- 
olutions .by Mr, Elannegoan, submitted by Mr. 
CALHOUN: 4 

Siriko out all after the word resolved, and insert: 

That the President of the United States has the power, by 
and with the advice- and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senate present concur, 

Resolved, That the power of making treaties embr 
that of settling and fixing boundaries between the territorie 


sition had not been offered as.an. amendment, but 


|; subjugate the whole human race, and to which all 


had been merely laid before the Senate for the pur- 
pose of having it printed. f 
{A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States.] | 
Mr. ALLEN then rose, and opened the debate 
on the question. He stated that, notwithstanding 
sixty-nine years had passed away since the people 
of this country had declared themselves free and 
independent of Great Britain, and sixty-three years 
since Great Britain, by a solemn treaty, had ac- 
knowledged the act, she still retained possession of 
an area, on our soil, of eight hundred miles square, 
where her laws were enforced. „For twenty-eight 
years our Government had been endeavoring to m- 
duce her to withdraw the exercise of her jurisdic- 
tion from that portion of territory, and now the 
President has informed us, in his annual Message, 
that all negotiations to that end have proved vain. 
We are therefore now called on to adopt measures 
to enforce and secure our rights, and protect our 
citizens who have gone thither as settlers. On the 
subject of the validity of our title, we stand com- 
mitted before the world by a variety of acts and cir- 
cumstances, and it has now devolved on us to show 
that we have sufficient nerve to defend our claim. 
Mr. A. then took a view of the position taken 
by the leading powers of Europe, and the feeling 
| which regulated their course; directed as it was, 
| against the spirit of liberty on which our institu- 
tions are founded. It is this free republic of ours 
| which forms the only obstacle to their wishes to 


ithe lovers of freedom look to avert the establish- 


| ment of the monarchical system over the entire | 


HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. Tunspax, February 10, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. f 

Mr. KENNEDY; from the Committee on En- 
"rolled Bilis, reported correct the hill in relation to 
collectors and other officers of the customs. 

Mr. RATHBUN rose for some purpose; but 
was not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. McKAY called for the or 

The SPEAKER, by leave, presen 
lowing communications, viz: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in obedience to the act to carry into 
effect the treaties concluded by the Chickasaw 
tribe of Indians, on the 20th of October, 1832, 
and the 24th of May, 1834, a statement of the re- 
spective funds during the past year required to be 
kept for the objects specified in said treaties; and 
also an exhibit of the sales of land in the Chicka- 
saw cession during the last year, together with a 
statement of the investments heretofore made; 
which letter and, statements were laid upon the 
table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in pursuance to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 22d January last, 
a statement. exhibiting the quantity and value of 
merchandise imported free, and subject to duty, 
during the year ending 30th June, 1845; and also 
the rate and amount of duty which acerucd on 
each article respectively; which letter and state- 
ment were laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 


ders of the day. 
ted the fol- 


world. ; f 

It is the fact of this powerful confederation being 
lince 
i 


for us to prepare our energies to mect 
heir efforts. We do not seek war; but 


| Britain, will lead to war or not, he did not pietend 
to say. It was a question not to be taken at all 
into our view in the consideration of the subject. 

Mr. MANGUM here requested permission to 
put a question to the Senator from Ohio. 


Mr. MANGUM asked if there was not, in the 
suppressed correspondence between Lord Aber- | 


and possessions of the United States and those of other 
Powers, in cases of conflicting clains between them in ref- 
erence to the same. 

Resolved, That however clear their claims may be, in 
their opinion, to the country included within the parallels 
of 42 degrees and 54 degrees 40 ininutes north latitude, and 
extending from the Rocky mountains to the Pacific oeenn 
known as the Territory of Oregon, there now exists, and 
have long existed, conflicting claims to the possession of the 
‘same between them und Great Britain, the adjustment of 
which bas been frequently the subject of negotiation be- 
tween the respective Governments. 

Resolved, therefore, That the President of the United i; 
States has rightfully the power under the Constitution, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, provided 
that two-thirds of the members present concur, to adjust 
by treaty the claims of the two countries to the said terri- 
tory, by fixing a boundary between their respective pos- 
SESSIONS. 

Resolved, That the President of the United. States, in re- 
newing the offer, in the spirit of peace and compromise, to 
establish the 49th degree of north latitude as a line between 
the two countries to the said territory, did not abandon the 
honor, the character, or the best interests of the American 
people, or exceed the power vested in him by the Constitu- 
tion to make treaties. 


Mr. MANGUM, when the Secretary was about 
to read his amendment, suggested that his propo- | 


i 


the giving of the notice, on our part, would not be 
considered as offensive to Great Britain ? 


i 


such a war single-handed g 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, 
The Senate adjourned. 
[A full report of Mr. Atien’s speech, when 
concluded, will appear in our Appendix.] 


j 


<istence, and thus operating, which renders it | 


1 
il 
Mr. ALLEN yielded the floor for that purpose. | i : $ 

pul ii Means be discharged from the consideration of so 


deen and Mr. McLane, a passage admitting that i 


|| John Lee, and that it be referred to the 


ting, in compliance with the act passed March 2d, 
1803, an abstract of the returns of the militia of 
all the States and Territories of the United States, 
with their arms, accoutrements, and ammunition; 
which letter and abstract were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

A. message from the President of the United 
pee: herétofore received, was read, and is as fol- 
OWS? 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: 


I communicate herewith, in answer to the reso- 
: lution of the House of Representatives of the 19th 
of December last, the report of the Secretary of 
State, enclosing copies of correspondence between 
this Government and Great Britain, within the last 
two years, in relation to the Washington treaty, 
and particularly in relation to the free navigation 
of the river St. John’s, and in relation to the dis- 
puted territory fund named in said treaty; and also 
the accompanying copies of documents filed in the 
Department of State, which embrace the corres- 
pondence and information called for by the said 
resolution. JAMES K. POLK. 


Ordered, That the said message be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked leave to present a memo- 
rial in relation to the construction of a railroad to 
Oregon. Ohjected to. 

The SPEAKER said the first business in order 
would be the call for reports from committees. 


On motion of Mr. SEABORN JONES, 
Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and 


I! 
i 


I 
if 


much of the estimates of appropriation as relates 
| to the expenses of the mission to China, and that 
| it be referred to the Committee-on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of, Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of Wm. 
Wilson, Henry Disbrow, and G. T. Beyer; which 
reports were laid upon the table. : 
On motion of Mr. DANIEL, 
Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
ommittee 


on Accounts. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the case of Langtree & Jenkins, ac- 
companied by a bill for their relief; which was 
read twice andcommitted. a 

Mr. GORDON, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of J. R. Williams; 

A bill for the relief of A. A. Jones; accompanied 
by a report in each case; which bills were read 
twice, and committed. 
| Mr. G. also, from the same committee, made an 
| adverse report upon the petition of Œ. A. Knight; 
' which was laid upon the table. 


| 
| 
i 
i 
f 
i 
} 
j 
| 
j 
i 
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Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL, from the same com- 
mittee, made an adverse report upon the case of 
the heirs of Hugh Hughes, and also upon the case 
of John White; which were laid upon the table. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, reported 
bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Jacob L. Vance; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
William Bunce, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the executors of J. Norris, 
deceased; accompanied by a report in each case; 
which bills were read and committed. 

Mr. LEAKE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the case of the legal represent 
atives of Farrow & Harris, accompanied by a bill 
for their relief; which. was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. L. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the case of James Hampson ; 
which was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. MeCLELLAND, 

Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the petitions 
of citizens of the State of Ohio for a naval depot 
at Toledo, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. Also, from the petitions 
of citizens of New York, for the improvement of 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, in Wisconsin, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. - 


Mr. TIBBATTS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce; made a report upon the case of Robert H. 
Norris, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, by leave, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution ; which was read, and laid over: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War communi- 
cale to this House all the information in his pos- 
session respecting the present condition and use of | 
Fort Dearborn, at Chicago, Ilinois, and whether, 
without injury to the publie service, the said fort | 
could not be converted into a marine hospital for 
the benefit of seamen on Lake Michigan; and that 
he procure from the officers in charge an estimate 
of the expense thereof, with an opinion whether 
lands reserved for military purposes near said fort 
could not be sold without public inconvenience or 
detriment, to raise the amount necessary to meet 
such expenses; and also, as to the expediency of 
establishing a marine hospital at that place; and 
also,as to the expediency of selling the site of said 
fort entirely, for the purpose of applying the pro- 
ceeds to the purchase of grounds further without 
the business portion of said city. 

Mr. RELFE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made areport upon the petition of the 
heirs or legal representatives of John Smith, T, 
accompanied by a bill to grant pre-emption rights 


if 


to the said heirs; which bill was read twice and. 


committed. 

Mr. HUNT, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the case of Charles McKenzie, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which biil was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. ASIIMUN, from the same committec, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate cn- 
titled “ An act for the relief of David T. Willams, 
of Pope county, in the State of Arkansas,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied 


i} table, 


i} on Military Affairs. 


i page ee : E 
|; petitions of Henry A. Livingston and the heirs of ; 


i twice, and committed. 


i Affairs, made an adverse report upon the petition | 


| was referred the petition. of Abraham Horback, 
| reported a bill for his relief; which bill was read 
twice, and committed. - 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the following resolution; which 
was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy be, and they are hereby, re- 
quested to report to this House, as early as practi- 
cable, whether any officer of the army or navy, or 
any person or persons connected with the army or 
navy, and who is or are receiving, or have been 
receiving a salary or wages as such officer of the 
army or navy, or as attached to either, and em- 
| ployed in any office, clerkship, or labor, or oc- 
| cupation in or about or connected with the War 
or Navy Departments; and if any, how employ- 
ed; and whether they are receiving more than one 
salary, or more than the wages due for services in 
either of said departments, or more than thẹ sala- 
ry or wages duc for supposed services, or in con- 
sequence of their connexion with either the army | 
or navy; the names of all such persons, and their 
grade of office, and the amount of any such salary 
i or salaries, or wages received by any such person, 
and the character in which such persons received 
the same, and how much for each said several ser- 
vice, andthe aggregate of such receipts. 

Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on the Judi- 
| ciary, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- 
tion of William and Joseph Wilcox, sureties of | 
Martin Wilcox; which report was laid upon the | 
table, 


On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, 
Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


Mr. G. also, from the same committee, made a 


for a National Armory and Foundry at Fort Mas- 
sac; which petition was referred to the Committee 


Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made adverse reports upon the | 


Seth Chapin; which reports were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, made adverse reports upon the peti- 
| tions of John McLaughlin and Marcus Spaulding; 
l which reports were laid upon the table. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Indian |; 
| Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of the 
i heirs and legal representatives of Cyrus Turner, 
i reported a bill for their relief; which bill was read 


{ 
i] 
| 
| 


i 
it 
iy 


| Mr. SAW YER, from the Committee on Indian i| 


by a report in writing. . 
Ordered, That the said bill he committed to the 


i 
d 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. | 


ported a bi 
tropolis; which was read tw 
a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 
Mr. McILVAINE, from the committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made a report upon | 
the case of S. B. Hays, accompanied by a joint | 
resolution for his relief ; which resolution was read ; 
twice, and committed. ; | 
Mr. Mcl., also, from the same committee, made į 
a report upon the case of Seilers & Pennock, ac- | 
companied by a joint resolution for their reliefs | 
which resolution was read twice and committed. 
Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made a report upon the petition of Dan- 


i] tap 


j 
| 
i 


| of P, Prescott; which report was laid upon the 


| tablishment of national foundries; which bill was | 
j read twice, and committed. j 
| Mr. Y. also, from the same committee, made a 
| report upon the petition of Gad Humphreys and || 
George Centre, of Florida, accompanied by a bill | 
for their relief; which bill was read twice, and com- 
| mitted. 


i 
| 
\ 


1 


iel D. Tompkins, deceased, accompanied by a. bill 
for his relief; which bill was read twice, and com- 
mitted, é 

Mr. R., also, from the same commi 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the same committee, made |; 


an adverse report upon the petition of certain per- | 
fork who served as a band of mu- i 


<== 


sic attached to the nineteenth. resiment and: elev-.. 
enth brigade and fourtéenth division of New York: 
militia during the last: year; which report was laid 
upon the table. 4 : ; n : 

Mr. JAMES A. BLACK, from the: Committee 
on the Militia, to which: the ‘subject was referred, 
reported a bill to provide for ‘the establishment. 
of national foundries, eee Gaeta by.a report iñ 
writing; Which bill was read twice ‘and commit- 
ted. 

Mr. MACLAY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon. the ease óf the heirs 
of John Paul Jones, accompanied by a bill: for 
their relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petition of Samuel T, Anderson, . 
of the city of Baltimore, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read twice, and com- 
mitted. i ; ë 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of John P. An- 
derson; which was laid upon: the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the petition of D. Johnson, 
accompanied by a bill for his relef; which bill 
was read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, - : 

Ordered, That the Committee on Territories be 
discharged from the consideration of the petitions 
and memorials relative to the admission of Texas 
into the Union, and that they be laid upon the table. 


Mr. GOODYEAR, from the Committee. on Fn- 


bi 


meca: Thom- 
Dres dof-David- 
pi id upon the tabte 
Mr, R. SMIT 


and Canals, reported a bill to 


provide for comple- 


| ting the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, In- 


diana, and Illinois, to Jefferson city, in Missouri, 
accompanied. by a report in writing; which: bill 
was read twice, and committed. ; f 
Mr. STROHM, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution, which was read 
and agreed to: uae 
Resolved, That a memorial signed by citizens of 
Jeffersonville, in the State of, Indiana, in relation 
to the construction of a canal around the falls of 
the Ohio river, at Louisville, be printed for the use 


| of the members. 


Mr. SYKES, from the Committee on Patents, 


/ made a report upon the petition of J. Shaw, ac- 


companied by a bill for his relief; which bill was 
read twice, and committed. . 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported bills of the fol- 
| lowing titles, viz: A bill for the relief of Peter 
| Rife; a bill for the relief of Martha Clark; accom- 
i panied by a report in each case; which bills. were 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Mary 
E; Thompson; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the case of George. Roush, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which bill was 
read twice and committed. x 

On motion of Mr. A., sth hd 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of Lucy 
Johnson, and that it be laid upon the table. - 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills of the following titlespviz; A bill for 
the relief of Patrick Kelly, sen.; a. bill for the. re- 
lief of Frederick Hopkins; accompanied. by & re- 
port in each case; which bills were read twice; and 
committed. : 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made unfavorable reports upon 
the petitions of Nanéy Child, Seth Overton, and 
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Mary Buck; which. reports were’ laid upon the 
table. Se te see T : 

On motion-of Mr: HENLEY, : 

Ordered, "That the Committee on Patents be dis- 
charged from ‘the considération of the petition: of 
Alvan: C: Goél, and that the samé be referred to a 
select committee of five’ members. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made adverse reports upon the 
petitions:of. Thomas P. Franklin, Nathaniel Bird, 

awrence Vandyke, and other heirs of J. Van 
Valkenberg; which reports. were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr, McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which the subject was referred 
by resolution of the House on the 19th of Decem- 
ber last, reported a bill to authorize the relinquish- 
ment of the 16th sections in certain cases, and the 
selection of other lands in lieu thereof; which bill 
was read twiee and committed. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to authorize soldiers in 
the last war to whom had been allotted bounty 
land: unfit for cultivation, to surrender the same 
and relocate the same quantity, accompanied by a 
report in writing; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. : 

On-mation of Mr. COLLAMER, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tions of John Newton, John Gilleylen, and heirs 
of William Arnold, and that the petitions be laid 
upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of the heirs of John Bowen, and that the same 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


0 Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the pe- 
tition of Charles G. Ridgely, reported a bill direct- 
“ing the mode of settling the claims of Charles G. 
Ridgely; which bill was read twice, and commit- 


ted. 

Mr. McHENRY, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, to which the subject had 
been referred, reported a bill to enlarge the powers 
of the several orphans’ courts held in and for the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. McH. briefly explained the provisions of 
„the bill. 
© Mr. GIDDENGS called for the reading of the 
second section; which having been read, 

Mr.-G. moved the following amendment: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this or any 
other act of Congress shall be so construed as to | 
give any eXecutor, or administrator, or court, au- 
thority to regard or cotisider any persons or slaves 
as property. A . 

Mr. G. said behad offered this amendment in 
the utmost good faith; and though. the bill had 
come.up at a time when he was totally unprepared, 
he desired to make one solemn appeal to the mem- 
bers of the House, and if he could obtain their 
attention, he would endeavor to make himself un- 
derstood. He was aware that this question had 
heretofóre excited much ill-feeling in the breasts of 
members. It was no part of his intention to ad- 
dress himself to: any.other than the feelings of hu- 
manity.and sincerity, So + . 

The question now was, (and it was one that 
came home. on his amendment,) whether the mem- 
pers of the House; in this age, in the year 1846, 
would legislate here, in this Hall, for the oppres- 
sion and deprivation of their fellow-man of his 
God-given and inalienable rights? And he rejoiced 
in the present. opportunity to_set himself right be- 
fore the members, and the House, and the coun- 
try, as to what might have been a misunderstand- 
ing of his course. hee 

"The proviso which he had offered did not affect 
rights in-this District. No. He rejoiced that, on | 

this occasion, he might say that he was rectus in 
“curia on this pointe The amendment provided | 


that nothing contained in this or any other act 


ty. -Let not any man represent himas saying that 
he wished to interfere between master and slave in 
this District.. He had borne that imputation too | 
long... The slander had too long been heaped upon 
him, and a large portion of the freemen of the 
North. 

Mr. McHENRY rose to a question of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, under direction from the Chair, 
took his seat. 

Mr. McHENRY said his point of order was, 
that the amendment was inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of the bill, inasmuch as itundertook to say 
what should or should not be property. 

The SPEAKER said that the amendment was 
irregular, and not in order. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS, with all due respect, appealed | 
from the decision. 

_ The SPEAKER stated the grounds of his de- 
cision. 

Mr. GIDDINGS contended that his amendment 
was perfectly legitimate and germane to a bill 
which spoke of property; that it was competent to 
say what was regarded as property; and that it did 
not mean persons. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the appeal be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. ASHIMUN read an extract from the Man- 
ual, with a view to show that the question of the 


inconsistency of a proposition was not a question |} 


which the Speaker was competent to decide. 
The SPEAKER said that point could not now 


pending to lay the appeal on the table. 

And the question having been taken, the appeal 
was laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the engrossment 
of the bill for a third reading. 

And that question having been decided in the af- 
firmative, the bill was (by general consent) read a 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. RATHBUN asked leave to present certain 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of New York, | 
the purport of which was not stated, | 

Objection was made. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Massachusetts, con- 
cerning the naturalization laws, made a report 
thereon, concluding with the following resolution: 

That no alteration of the naturalization laws is 
necessary for the preservation of the rights, inter- 
ests, and morals of the people, or from the guard- 
ing of the ballot-box against every improper influ- 
ence, 

Ordered, That said report be committed. 

Mr. R. moved the printing of 5,000 extra copies. 
[Motion laid over.] 

A message in writing was reccived from the j 
President of the United states, by the hands of J. 
K. Walker, esq., his private secretary. 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said the mes- ii 


sage seemed to be short, and might be important. 
He suggested, therefore, that, by general consent, 
it should be read. 

So the message was read. 


It transmitted the annual report of the Director of || 


the Mint at Philadelphia.. [Laughter.] 

On motion of Mr, MciX AY, the report was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. T. B. KING asked to introduce a joint res- 
olution concerning the case of the late John Haber- 
sham. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked leave to offer the 
following resolution which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to communicate to the House, at the earliest 
practicable period, the result of the examination of 
the principal harbors on Lake Erie by the officers 
of the Topographical Bureau; and also that he like- 
wise report therewith a statement of the- officers or 
head of that bureau, touching the comparative ad- 
vantages and disadvantages of the several points 
on that lake for the establishment of a naval 
depot. 

Objection was made. 


i 


be discussed, inasmuch as there was a motion li 


should be so. construed as to make persons proper- | 


} 
i 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he did not often 
trouble the house. He hoped that the objection 
would be withdrawn. 

Mr. W. HUNT suggested to Mr. B. so to mod- 


| ify the resolution as to include Lake Ontario. 


Mr. WENTWORTH suggested. that all the 
lakes should be included. ie 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he would not object 
to the modification. 

But the objection to the introduction of the reso- 
lution having been persisted in, it was not received. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of entertaining a.motion to 
print an extra number of the report in relation to 
the Mint. 

The House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. LEVIN, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill relative to tonnage 


| duties, &c., on canal boats, reported an amendatory 


bill, and aménded the title so as to read “ A bill 
licensing canal boats.” 

Mr. GRINNELL said a few words in opposi- 
tion to the bill as one of a dangerous: character, 
and as affording the means of great frauds upon 
the revenue. 

Mr. BRODHEAD replied to the objections, and 
insisted that the bill had been so amended that it 
could not reach the revenue, nor, therefore, dimin- 
ish it. 

Mr. GORDON remarked that the provisions of 


i the bill were not well understood, nor what would 


be their effect if adopted. 
On his motion, the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. M. L. MARTIN, on leave given, presented 
the following communication; which was read, and 
ordered to be entered at length on the Journal: 

“ Aueustus C. Dover, delegate from the Ter- 
‘ritory of Iowa, and M. L. Martin, delegate from 
‘the Territory of Wisconsin, not having a right 
‘to record their suffrages on the Journal of the 
‘ House on the joint resolution of notice to Great 
‘ Britain, passed on the 9th instant, and being pen- 
‘etrated with a firm conviction of the propriety of 
‘the measure, ask the indulgence of the House to 
“express their own and the sense of their con- 
‘stituents, the people of the said Territories of 
‘ Iowa and Wisconsin, in support of the said res- 
t olution of notice, and of the honorable and dig- 
‘nified attitude which the Government of their 
‘country has assumed in vindication of its rights 
‘to the Oregon territory, and against the arrogant 
‘ pretensions of the British Government.” 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Bropuzap of Pennsylvania in 
the chair;) 

And, on motion of Mr. McK., the committee 
took up the bill making appropriations for certain 
fortifications of the United States, 

The reading of the bill through was, on the sug- 


| gestion of Mr. McKay, dispensed with, and it 


was read by sections. 

Mr. Met AY, in explanation of the bill, said it 
was the annual appropriation bill for fortifications. 
It provided simply for old works—for the répair or 


| completion of works now in the progress of construc- 
| tion. There were no new works provided for: any 


appropriations for commencing new works would 
emanate from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill for that purpose was now on their table. 
The aggregate amount appropriated by this bill 
was about a million of dolars—something like the 
average amount of appropriations for fortifications 
for a number of years. By the bill of the last 
session, $800,000 were appropriated ; at the pre- 
ceding session, in consequence of the state of the 
public treasury, $500,000. Some years before, 
the amount had been much larger. 

Mr. G. DAVIS inquired if there was any forti- 
fication ever yet undertaken by this Government 
which had been completed ? 

Mr, J. R. INGERSOLL named several that 
were completed. 

Mr. MeKAY said a number had been completed. 
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But the Government was called upon, to be sure, 
frequently to make appropriations for repairs, as 
individuals were for their buildings and their pri- 
vate works. 

Any member of the committee who had any cu- 
riosity on the subject, by looking into Document 
No. 2, being the report of the Chief Engineer, 
would find full and detailed information in regard 
to all these works. And the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, if he wished still more minute information, 
would find it in a report at the session of 1839-40 
of a board of engineer officers, organized for the 
purpose of revising a system of internal defence 
for the country, which gave minute information of 
all the works commenced, completed, and projected. 

The only provision in this bill different from the 
ordinary appropriation bills, was the second sec- 
tion. That proposed to give the President discre- 
tionary authority to use the moneys appropriated 
any time, at his discretion, immediately after the 
passage of the act. 

Mr. McK. sent up to the Clerk's table, where it 
was read, a letter from the Secretary of War, ex- 
plaining the reasons for the necessity of this amend- 
ment. 


that, too, without boasting in advance, or after the | 
jobisdone. It wasas a means of frontier defence, 
and the only means, that he was now urging this 
measure. He wanted the northwestern members 
to look at this bill, and then at the navy bill, and 
see how well the southern and eastern sections of 
our Union are provided for. Something was due 
to the northwest as the only means of defence. 
How was that to be obtained? Only by the pas- 
sage of the harbor and river bill. 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means states that the works in the fortification bill 
j are old works, and refers to the report of the Sec- 
retary of War for the estimates. Mr. W. said that 
there was nota river in the bill to which he has 


| 
| 
| 


} 


‘recommended by the Secretary of War. He re- 
ferred to those estimates, as he also did to the esti- 
mates for harbors. He went back to the days 
‘of Monroe, when the appropriations were first 
i made, and traced them down through the Admin- 
j/istrations of Adams, Jackson, Van Buren, and 
| Tyler; and he would submit every appropriation 
ii in the bill to the test of General Jackson in the 


i 
i 
i 


Mr. CLARKE made an inquiry of Mr. McKay, 
whether there was an appropriation included in 
this bill for Fort Macon, North Carolina? 


Mr. McK AY replied that there was not; and | 


read from a communication of the Chief Engineer, 


stating that the works there were in a state of com- | 


plete efficiency, and needed’ no appropriation. 
Some further conversation took place, and the 
suggestion was dropped for the present, no motion 
being made. 
Mr. McK AY moved an amendment, to come in 
-after the 79th line, proposing, 


“ For the armament of fortifications, $300,000.” | 


Gentlemen (he said) need not be startled at the 
amount of this amendment. ‘This same item was 
usually in the army appropriation bill. It was now 
in that bill upon the calendar for the present ses- 
sion. He simply proposed to transfer that appro- 

riation from that bill to this, in order that it might 

ave the benefit of the second section, (which he 
had explained,) and be expended wherever in the 
judgment of the department it was thought proper. 
He read from a communication of the Colonel of 
Ordnance, showing the propriety and expediency 
of the amendment. 


Mr. WENTWORTH didnot wish to place him- | 


self in an attitude of hostility to this bill even con- 
structively, the passage of which he could not 
doubt, or he would not interrupt it by saying what 
he intended to say. The great importance of the 
harbor and river bill, taken in connexion with the 
repeated vetoes, had forced him to the conviction 
that it was his imperative duty to urge that in pre- 
ference to everything else. One session of Congress 


had learnt him much, and a second was learning i 


him more, respecting the diplomacy and art of do- 
ing business here. And he would assure new mem- 
bers that their only hope of safety for their local 


measures was in keeping them ahead of the gene- | 


ral appropriation bills. There was a class of poli- 
ticians in the House who only wanted to pass the 
ordinary appropriations, and then adjourn. New 
members were apt to think the ordinary appropria- 
tions so just and proper that they almost instinct- 


ively gave them the preference over local measures, | 


and never thought of the consequences until it was 
too late. 


He wanted the harbor and river bill to come up jj 


first. And then, if it passed, well enough. But, 
if defeated, he wanted to amend the bill before the 
House by inserting appropriations for harbors at 
some of the more prominent points on the lakes 
as the only means of lake defence. Fie alluded t 
the situation of Erie, Cleveland, Chicago, and othe 


points in case of a war, (a contingency to which | 


this bill looked,) and inquired how the nation pro 
posed to defend them. If he knew anything of | 


the sentiments of the people of the lakes—and out |! 
of the whole House, he was the only member (in |; 
such a way were the districts apportioned) who | 
they would |} 
be satisfied with the perfection of their present har- !! 


‘travelled their whole length toget here 


bor plans, so that their vessels-of-war could be safe 
from the tremendous gales that suddenly swept the | 
lakes. 
[A voice: ** And the British.”’] | 
_ No, sir; we are not so much in fear of the Brit- | 
ish. Give us first-rate harbors to protect us ir i 
storms, and we will take care of the British; and | 


‘Wabash, and also in the Maysville road veto. 
This bill, he noticed, was styled a fortification 
bil. This might be the case; but he could not 


HI 
|: bil, as the lake country was not provided for. 
|! harbor and river bill, because they believed it pro- 
i| viding for a wild and unlimited system of internal 
|| improvements, But the improvements were no 
|i more internal than those provided for in the bil 
| now under discussion; and he could not under- 
stand how that southern improvements were con- 
sidered external, and therefore constitutional, 
whilst northern ones were internal, and therefore 
unconstitutional, and that, too, when the South 
ii Was thousands of miles from a foreign power, and 
he North directly under its batteries. 

i Mr. W. never went home without going in sight 
| of the British red coats, and through narrow pass- 


i 
| alluded but came also under the head of old works; | 
| and not one is inserted in the bill which was not, 


consent to its being called a general fortification | 


Hie knew that many members were opposed to the || 


Ohios cere cece act ee coos ss 893,136,736 16 
Indiana on seecsecssecee ees oe 019,649,154 49: 
DINOS. oe ek ee ee ee cee eee eae a 017;230;879 40: 
Michigan... . +. yeeue cee ee e+e 11,674,860 96 
Wisconsin... 2.0.2 ..eeee eee i 3,6415785. 54 


$75,332,916 55 


Of this, no less than the following amount was 


| paid the past year: è 
Ohio .....- erases u ee G188,711 28 
e.er e e.. 116,656,39 


Indiana... ......-6.. 
THINOIS oo ec eee eee ee eee ete eee 508,896 OL 
Michigan .....00 cece ce cee oae.. 26,795 26 
WISCONSIN. . 6. eee e eres cee e.: 455,651 46 


- $1,368,710 40 

Now, the whole harbor and river bill (eastern 
and western) does not amount. to but $1,348,000; 
not quite $600,000 of which is for lake harbors. 

The whole amount for lake harbors ever grant- 
ed is but $2,800,000. This is less than the esti- 
mate for the completion of the Delaware break- 
water; but little more than the Norfolk harbor, Vir- 
ginia; and but the same as the fishing bounties to 
the single States of Maine, New Hampshire, and 
Rhode Island. 

This neglect, Mr. W. hoped wotlld continue no 
longer. Numerically speaking, the lakes were 
weak on this floor. But few members ever saw 
the lakes, and surprisingly few represented any 
portion of the five thousand miles of lake coast. 
In his State he was the only member that lived 
on the lakes, or travelled them. The lake mem- 

| ber from Indiana was also solitary and alone. 
The most of the lake members came here for the 
first time at the present session; and, save the 
gentleman from the Cleveland district, Ohio, [Mr. 
Gippvés,] not a member from the Jake coast re- 


| objects from one shore to the other; and yet mem- 
i bers talked about lake harbors, as if they were in- 
ternal improvements. In case of war, if we ex- 
pect to take and keep exclusive possession of the 
lakes, we must have harbors where we can build 
and shelter our vessels. And in such a light, Mr. 
| W. did insist that the lake harbors were entitled to 
the immediate consideration of the House. 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means had said that if this bill passed early, Gov- 
i ernment could go directly at the work. The same 
reasoning applied to lake harbors. Pass the bill 


| 
H 


| 
i 
| 
| 
{ 
f 
! 


| the work by the opening of navigation in the 
i Spring. It will be remembered that the appropri- 
ation of last year was lost, and a great deal of 
damage was done thereby to the works in an un- 


an early appropriation. 

Mr. W. alluded to the opposition among a cer- 
tain class of politicians at the northeast to lake 
harbors, on the ground of internal improvement. 


f 
| 
| 


ties on the Atlantic coast. He had statisties in his 
hand, showing that— 
Maine had over... es... eee oe 82,000,000 
New Hampshire over............. 466,000 
Massachusetts .. 0c ese ee eee cece ee 7,500,000 
thode Island... se eeeeee cece eevee 434,000 
Connecticut oe ceeeec cece ceercees 211,000 
New York... eee c cece wees eee e 1,471,000 
And whilst castern sailors got all this advantage, 
there were some members from the cast who would 
not give the sailors upon the lakes a single harbor 
in which to shelter themselves in a storm. Boun- 
ties western sailors did not ask; and yet they paid 
no small share of those given to the sailors at the 
East—he would not here say undeservedly, be- 
cause he did not believe in detracting from one sec- 


say, he loved a sailor wherever he found him; and 
further would add, both for the benefit of the lake 
j and the Atlantic sailors, that there was no class of | 
men that worked so hard and risked so much for ` 
| 80 little pay. He said there were seven States and | 
| one Territory bordering the lakes. „How much: 
they paid for the benefit of other sections through : 
the tariff, he would not say; but here were the! 


] 
| 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands: 


jes where shot and cannon could easily be aimed at | 


| now, and much can be done towards expediting | 


finished state. Hence the greater importance of | 


Mr. W. called up the subject of the fishing boun- +| 


tion for the benefit of another; but this he would l Buffalo......... 


i 


| Chicago, 48 vessels of 10,207 tons: in all the lakes, 
: save Champlain, 65 vessels of 15,000 tons, costing 
$850,000. In the last five years, were built above 
i Niagara Falls 180 vessels, costing $2,500,000. OF 
‘| these, 3] were steamboats, and 4 propellers. In 
| the whole lake trade, Mr. W. estimated 60 steam- 
boats, 20 propellers, 50 brigs, 270 schooners; ma- 
king 400 vessels of 80,000 tons; costing $4,000,000. 
There are now building on the stocks between 
Chicago and Buffalo, 10 steamboats, 12 propellers, 
f and 12 sail vessels—34 in all. There are 6,000 ac- 
i tive seamen on these lakes, and their commerce the 
i past season has been all of $125,000,000. 
| Mr. W. gave the following statement, which he 
believed correct, of the amount of revenue collect= 
_ ed for the two fiscal years, running from Ist of 
| July, 1843, to 30th of June, 1845, at all the ports 
‘| of entry on the northern lakes, and the amount 
| collected each year at each port: 


lAmount collected [Amount collected 

Port of Entry. from July 1, 1843, | from July 1, 1844, 

| to June 30, 1844. | to June 30, 1845. 
i| Vermont......+.; $15,855 66 $14,622. 84 
i, Champlain ..... 10,486 66 12,095 90 
ii Oswegatchie..... 2,093 24 2,883 40 
i: Sackett?s Harbor: 1,056 48 608-57 
Oswego ....... -l 5,219 57 7,770 54 
Niagara. .......! 8,61] 41 | 73,462.85 
H Genesee........! 1,234 31 1,203.95 
: 8,000 52 10,123. 96 
| Cape Vincent... . 1,961 09 779 40 
|| Presque Isle.... 171 70 312: 66 
i Cuyahoga....../ 2,431 37 3,455 43 
| Sandusky ......! 200 11 | 468-77 
Miami lasse 70 16 48 84 
| Detroit.........)  3,205-29 4,704 19 
| Michilimackinac | 179 30 462 56 

| $54,170 87 


$63,003. 86 
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Meo Wesad that-there was now. direct-commu- 
nication from’ Chicago: te Montreal and Quebec, 
and soon would’ be to Isiverpool-and all the world. 
Indeed, beef.is now packed at Chicago for the 
British market direct. -And yet members call these 
lake harbors internal improvements! 

Mr." W. defended the Hudson and Mississippi 
river improvements aš absolutely necessary in giv- 

‘ing the great West a choice of. the New Orleans 
and New. York markets, and continued a long while 
in. urging the claims of the West to farther appro- 

Yiations; and in contrasting the amount it-had -re- 
teived with that of the South and East. But, for 
all-this, he made no war on any southern or east- 
ern appropriation, which he deemed right of itself. 
He at length closed, by stating that he hoped that 
the present bill would pass, and that it would-be 
the very last that would be allowed to take prece- 
dence of the river and harbor bill. It certainly 
would be the last with his consent. 

Mr. FICKLIN moved an amendment. to the 
amendment, as follows: 

“For the Cumberland road, in the State of Ohio, 
< fifty thousand dollars; in the State of Indiana, 
*one hundred thousand dollars; ‘and in the State 
< of Ilinois, one hundred thousand dollars; to be 
< paid out of any money in the treasury not other- 
‘ wise appropriated.” 

__A question of order being raised against the 
amendment, 

The CHAIR riled it out of order, as proposing 
to imbody in this an appropriation contained in an- 
other bill, and for,another class of works. 

Mr. WENTWORTH expressed the hope that 
if the present chairman [Mr. Bropmeap] should 
-be chairman when the harbor and river bill came 

. up, he would make the same decision, as one har- 
por bill had already been vetoed in consequence 
of it. 

The amendment of Mr. McKay was then 
adopted. 

Mr. S. ADAMS wished, before disposing of the 
bill, that the vote should be taken on each of the 
appropriations separately; but after some conver- 
sation, waived the request for the present. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the bill was then 
laid aside to be reported to the House. 

On motion of Mr. MeKAY, the bill making ap- 
propriations ‘¢ for the Nghe of revolutionary 
and other pensioners of the United States. for the 

rear ending 30th June, 1847,” was taken up; and 
havior been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. McKAY explained that the bill simply pro- 
vided for the payment of pensions now granted 
under existing laws. It appropriated between six- 
teen and seventeen hundred thousand dollars, and 
there were some two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars appropriated by another bill, making about 
two millions for pensions, in addition to the in- 
definite appropriations under the acts of 1828 and 
1832. 

Mr McK. pointed out as a defect in the existing 
pension laws, to which he hoped the Commit- 
tee on Pensions would direct their attention, the 
provisions of the law of 1832, by which pensions 
allowed under it took effect from the 4th of March, 
1831. . There were numerous claims for pensions 

resented, which, if passed upon favorably, went 

ack to that date; so that a small pension—say 
eighty dollars a year—amounted to a very consid- 
erable sum for the arrearages, and held out great 
temptation to the commission of perjury. He 
thought that some amendment should be made in 
the law. i 

Mr: TEB 
ment: : 

< Be it further enacted, That, the act of Congress 

assed July seventh, éighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight; entitled * An act granting half-pay and pen- 
sions to widows,” and the several acts and resolu~ 
tions amendatory or explanatory thereof be, and 
the same are hereby, amended, so that any widow 
who shall have been married previous to the first 
day of January, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred, shall be entitled to and shall receive such 
annuity or pension as; by the provision of said 
acts and resolutions hereby amended, she would 
now be entitled to receive had she been married 
prior to the first day of January, in the year one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-four. 

“Sec. 2 And be it further enacted, That the 
pensions granted by this act, and by the acis and 
resolutions hereby amended, shall be continued 
during the life of such widow, subject in alf re- 


BATTS moved the following amend- 


spects (except as is herein otherwise provided) to 
the rules, limitations, and conditions in and by 
said acts and resolutions made and provided. 

“Sec. 3. Andbe it further enacted, That all per- 
sons who shall become widows after the passage 
of this act, or who shall ‘be by its provisions en- 
titled-to an annuity. or pension, the same shall 
commence from and after the death of her or their 
said husbands, and not before: Provided, Nothing 
herein contained shall operate to the prejudice of 
any person who is now entitled to a pension or 

ensions, and whose application therefor is on file 
in the pension office, under any act or acts or res- 
olutions hereby amended. 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no wi- 
dow claiming a pension whose husband’s name 
was borne upon the pension roll at the time of his | 
decease, shall be required, in any such case, to 
furnish any further evidence that said husband was 
entitled toa pension; nor shall any evidence in any 
ease be required to entitle a widow to a pension, | 
when the evidence is in the archives or possession 
of the Government: Provided, That in all cases 
where, by any law of the United States, the widow 
of any officer or soldier of the Revolution may be 
entitled, as such, to a pension, no other or further 
proof of her marriage shall be required than rea- 
sonable evidence of reputation of such marriage 
with the deceased officer or soldier: And provided 

further, That all widows of revolutionary officers 
and soldiers who have already been placed on the 
pension roll shall be entitled to the provisions of 
this act without being compelled to make any new 
Spplication to the Commissioner of Pensions. 

r. McKAY raised the objection to the amend- 
ment that it was out of order. 

Mr. B. THOMPSON concurred in the objection, 
and founded it on the 81st rule of the House, which 
prescribes that 

‘No appropriation shall be reported in such 
general appropriation bills, or be in order as an 
“amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre- 
t viously authorized by law, unless in continuation 
‘of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
‘ jects as are already in progress, and for the con- 
“tingencies for carrying on the several depart- 
‘ments of the Goverment.” 

He also objected to it as irrelevant to the imme- 
diate object of the bill, and as tending to throw, if 
the principle were admitted, the whole system of 
pensions into the appropriation bills. 

An animated conversation took place upon the 

oint of order, in which Messrs. THOMPSON, 

IBBATTS, and G. DAVIS participated. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the objection, and 
ruled the amendment out of order. : 

Mr. TIBBATTS appcaled from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The appeal was briefly diseussed by Messrs. 
HAMLIN, HOPKINS, ‘TIBBATTS, McDOW- 
ELL, FARAN, RHETT, SCHENCK, GAR- 
RETT DAVIS, and McKAY. 

And pending the question on the sppeal; 

On motion 


of Mr. C. B.SMITH, the committee 
rose, and the chairman reported its action to the 
House. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The amendment having been concurred in, this 
bill was ordered to a third reading at this time. 
And having been read a third time, and the 
uestion being, “ Shall this bill pass?” 


were refused. _ g i 
And the question having been taken, the bill was 


| passed. Whereupon, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees : 

“By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of A. Wilcox and 65 | 
citizens of Kosciusko county, Indiana, praying Congress to 
make a railroad to Oregon. R | 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The petition of a respectable num- 
ber of citizens of De Kalb county, Georgia, praying the es- 
tablishment of a mail-route from Stone Mountain Depot, on | 
the Georgia railroad, via Lawrenceville and Gainesville, to 
Clarksville, in Habersham county, Georgia: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 1 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of the heirs of Captain 
Nehemiah Stokely, for commutation pay; referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The papers in relation to the 
claim of Lydia Lockwood, for a pension, (which papers were 
withdrawn from the Pension Office ;) referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


Mr. HOPKINS asked the yeas and nays, which | 


By Mr, McCLELLAND: The petition of Julius Eldred 
& Sons, praying remuneration for services, and the reim- 
bursement of expenses, in removing the eopper rock from 
Lake Superior to Washington city. Also, the petition of 
| Felicite MeKosky, for a new warrant for land in lieu of lost 
| land warrant No. 1628, for 300 acres of land. 

By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of Abraham Twine and 44 
others, citizens of Currituck county, North Carolina. Also, 
the petition of Joseph Halsey and 55 others, citizens of Tyr- 
| rell county, North Carolina, praying an appropriation to re- 
open Roanoke inlet; at Nag’s head: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Also, the petition of Spencer Daniel 
| and 44 others, citizens of Currituck county, North Caroli- 

na, praying the establishment of a post-route from Powells 
Point or Elizabeth City,to Roanoke island and Nag’s head: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH; The pctition of the citizens of 
MWinois, assembled in convention at Rockford, Ilinois, for 
amarine hospital and naval depot at Chicago, and a ship 
canal to connect Lake Michigan and the Mississippi river: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. Also, the petition 
of George N. Lawrence and other citizens of Kane county, 
INinois, for the abolition of capital punishment: referred to 
tbe Committee on the Judiciary. Also, the petition of Mary 
Stanton, for a pension: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. PERRY: The memoriai of sundry citizens of Ma- 
ryland, praying for the adjustment and payment of the awards 
and certificates of the Mexican indesmnity. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of Robert Ellis, of the coun- 
ty of Campbell, State of 'l'ennessee, praying Congress to grant 
him a pension for disabilities incurred as a soldier in the war 
of the Revolution. 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFE: The memorial of 48 citizens of 
New Haven, Huron county, Ohio, praying the establishment 
ofa naval depot at Sandusky City, on Lake’ Erie: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Ry Mr. BEDINGER: The petition of Jacob Spade: refer- 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DELANO: The memorial of 107 voters and citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying Congress for an appropriation for the 
construction of a wire suspension bridge across the eastern 
branch of the Ohio river, at Wheeling. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: The petition and papers of J. Speak- 
man, asking for indemnity for loss sustained by him ina 
| contract with the War Department: referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

By Mr. MctLVAUNE: The petition of Craig, Bellas, & 
Co., and 47 other commercial firms and citizens of Philadel- 
| phia, praying that the light-honse upon Brandywine shoals 
may be completed, 

By Mr. JAMES H. JOHNSON: The petition of James 
S. Hoyt and 57 other citizens of Newport, Sullivan county, 
New Hampshire, for a congress of nations to settle national 
disputes: referred to the Committec on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Enoch Pondgro and 
| 306 others, citizens of Georgetown, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, praying that’a congress of nations may be insti- 
tuted for the settlement of national disputes. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Joseph Dun- 
ean, of Monroe county, Michigan, for a pension, Also, the 
petition of George Cornelius and others, citizens of Ann 
Arbor, in the State of Michigan, for the repeal of the third 
apd fourth sections of the act of 1793, concerning fugitives 
from justice, and persons escaping from the service of their 
masters. 

By Mr. JAMES THOMPSON: The resolutions of the 
Pennsylvania Legislature for the improvement of the Alle- 
ghany, Ohio, and Mississippi rivers by the National Gov- 
ernment, from Olean on the Alleghany river, the highest 
port of entry in the latter, to the Gulf of Mexico; and also 
recommending a modification of the onerous tolls on the 
| canal around the Falls of the Ohio: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NIVEN: The petition of Jonathan Brown, of Sul- 
livan county, New York, praying for a pension for services 
rendered during the war of the Revolution: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, the petition. 
of Susan Belknap, widow of Gen, Isaac Belknap, of Orange 
i county, New York, praying for a pension: referred to the 
| Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWYTS: The petition of Captains Vane and Me- 
Autey, for the completion of Cattaraugus harbor: referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. MeCLERNAND: The petition of numerous citi- 
zens of Jefierson county, flinois, praying Congress to estab- 
lish an armory and foundry at Fort Massac, on the Ohio 
| river, in the State of Hlinvis. 

By Mr. DODGE: The memorial from the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Kowa, praying the passage ofa 
law to submit the question of disputed boundary between 
hat Territory and the State of Missouri, to the Supreme 
| Court of the United States; referred to the Committee on 
i Territories. Also, the memorial from the Legislative Assem- 
| bly of the ‘Territory of Iowa, asking an appropriation for the 
! construction of a public wharf at the town of Keokuk; re- 
l ferred to the Committee on Commerce. Also, the memo- 
| rial from the Legisiative Assembly of the Territory of Iowa, 
asking an appropriation sufficient to pay a competent engi- 
neer to make a sutvey of the Des Moines river, and to de=. 
| signate the proper places for dams with a view to the slack 
| water uavigation of that river 5 referred to the Committee 
| on Roads and Canals. Also, the memorial from the Legis- 
| lative Assembly of the Territory of Towa, praying an appro- 


i] priation to improve the Agency road, so ealled: referred to 


the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr, J. G. CHAPMAN: The petition of Zachariah 
Waiker, for compensation for services rendered in saving - 
the records in the Capitol at the time ofits conflagration 
in 1814. 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON: ‘The memorial of Captain David 
Rogers, of Hawkins county, Tennessee, asking compensa- 
tion for services rendered ‘the United States in the 
| 1886; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TRUMBO: Thepetition of Griffin Kelley, of Clark 
county, Kentucky, praying fora pension for wounds receiv- 
ed in the service of the United States in the defence of the 
northwestern frontier from the attacks of the Indians. 
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By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON; The petition of the heirs 
and representatives of Ferdinand Hopkins, deceased, pray- 
ing for remuneration for revolutionary services, and mon- 
eys advanced for the Government, and depredations com- 
mitted during the revolutionary war: referred to the Com- |; 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. ae 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: ‘The petition of sundry citizens of 
Clarke and Jackson counties, in the State of Georgia, pray- 
ing that Congress provide in some constitutional way for the 
assemblage of a congress of nations to settle all national 
disputes, as a substitute for war; referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. N 7 | 

By Mr. DELANO: The petition of 100 voters of Knox | 
county, praying Congress to establish a semi-weekly mail 
route from Columbus to Coshocton, Ohio, via New Albany, 
Johnstown, Utica, Martinsburg, Bladensburg, West Bed- 
ford, and Roscoe. 

By Mr, SAWYER: The petition from citizens of Ohio, 
for a naval depot at Maumee bay, in said State: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. LA SERE: The petition from Thomas Reed, of 
New Orleans, praying for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the petition of Maunsel 
White, W. A. Gasquet, J. N. Lavillebeuvre, P. De Buys, || 
and 260 others, merchants of New Orleans and Mobile, and 
inhabitants of Biloxi, praying for the ereetion of a light- 
house at or near Biloxi: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of Ephraim Shaler, jaten 
captain of the United States army, fora pension : referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the petition of 
citizens of Brown county, Wisconsin, for the improvement 
of Fox and Wisconsin rivers. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH, The petition of citizens of 
Lake county, Hiinois, tor a harbor and light-house at Little | 
Fort, Lake county, Winois: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. Also, the petition tor a mail route irom Lit- 
tle Fort, Ilinois, via Antioch, to Solon, {Hinois: referred | 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Al- | 
so, for a change of mail route from Roscoe to Beloit: re- 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. J.G. CUAPMAN: The petition of George Young 
and others, citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for 
protection to their fisheries. 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The proceedings of a public 
meeting of citizens of Vermillion, Ohio, relative to ube im- 
provement of the harbor at that place: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr, DUNLAP: The petition of Sarah Felton, of Wen- 
dall, Massachusetts, widow of Stephen Felton, a private in 
the revolutionary war, praying for a pension. Also, the pe- 
tition of Relief Gibson, of Massachusetts, widow of Thom- 
as Gibson, a private, and also a non-commissioned officer 
in the revolutionary war, praying fora pension. Also, sun- | 
dry petitions and documents, praying for the payment of 
spoliations by the Trench prior to 1800: referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 11, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting the Report of the Director of the Mint | 
at Philadelphia, showing the operations of the. 
Mint and Branch Mints for the year 1845; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and or- 


i 
' 


zens of Pennsylvania, praying the construction of | 
harbors on the eastern side of Reedy island, and i; 
at Bomba hook, in the Delaware river; which was |! 
referrred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHALMERS presented a series of resolu- || 
tions adopted by the Legislature of the State of |! 
Mississippi, instructing their Representatives, and | 
requesting their Senators, to direct their efforts to 
obtain the passage of a law reducing and graduating 
the price of the public lands, and modifying the 
pre-emption laws in favor of actual settlers; and 
also to procure the issuing of patents by the Uni- 
ted States for the lands granted to the State of Mis- 
sissippi; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. C. also presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of citizens of Lawrence county, State of Mi 
sissippi, in favor of a grant of public land to aid | 
in improving the navigation of Pearl river; which : 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, , 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASS presented resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of the State of Michigan, instructing 
the Senators and requesting the Representatives of | 
that State in Congress to vote for the joint resolu- | 
tion for giving notice to the British Government of |: 
the termination of the convention of the 6th of |} 
August, 1827, between the United States and Great || 
Britain, concerning the Oregon territory; and de- i} 
claring as their opinion that the American conti- || 
nents should not be subject to future colonization |} 
by any European power; which were read and or- || 
dered to be printed. i 

Mr. DIX presented two petitions of citizens of |! 
New York, praying the abrogation of certain trea- || 


i ties made with the Seneca Indians; which weré 


| isa citizen of the United States, or otherwise; upon 


| force, or, if revoked, when, and in what manner; 


; such payment has been withheld. 


referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, it was 

Ordered, That the report of the Committee of 
Claims on the petition of William Morrow, be 
recommitted to that committee. | 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to cause to be made an examination of the 
public lands subject to overflow in the State of Ar- 
kansas, by the Mississippi, Arkansas, White, 
Black, Red, and St. Francis rivers in said State; 
the quantity of land overflowed by each river; the 
quantity overflowed by the Mississippi and Ar- 
kansas rivers, and lying between and included 
within the boundaries formed by those rivers, the 
Louisiana line, and the highlands westward of the | 
lands so overflowed; and that he report the amount 
necessary to protect those lands from overflow, to- 
gether with a plan for that object, at the present 
session of Congress. 

Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit | 
to the Senate such documents, papers, and evidence 
as may be in their possession severally, stating 
when, and under what authority, Emilio Voss was 
appointed agent on the part of the United States to 
receive payment of money payable by the Govern- ; 
ment of Mexico to the United States; whether he 


what terms he was so appointed; whether said ap- 
pointment was made at the instance or with the | 
consent of the parties entitled to the said money | 
when received; whether any objections have ever 
been made by said claimants, or any of them, to 
said appointment, or the continuance of the same; 
whether said Voss has regularly communicated to 
the United States the receipt of money under said 
appointment; what communications, if any, have 
been made by said Voss to the Government of the 
United States in reference to the two instalments 
which fell due in April and July, 1844; whether 
the said Voss’s said appointment still continues in 


if 


i 


i 
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i 


whether said Voss has ever paid over, or offered 
to pay over, to the United States any orders, drafts, 
or other instruments received by him, or alleged to 
be so received, on account of said instalments, and 
what measures have been taken by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and where, to procure 
information upon said matters; and whether the | 
moneys appropriated by Congress at its last ses- | 
sion for the payment of said instalments have been | 
paid to the claimants; and if not, upon what ground 


[A message was received from the House of |} 
Representatives, announcing that the House had 
passed an act making app opinions for certain 
fortifications of the United States, for the year end- 
ng June 30, 1847. 

Also, an act to extend the powers of the several 
Orphans’ courts held in and for the District of Co- 
lumbia.] 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, | 
to whom was referred “ A bill to provide for the 
payment of the public debt in certain cases,” re- 
ported the same without amendment. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, submitted a report upon the petition 
of Henry Ballard, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported adverse to the petition of Hannah 
Branch, praying a pension; which report was 
read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. A., also, from the same committec, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Jane Hoyt; 
which report was read, and ordered to be-printed. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported adverse to the petition of Caroline 
E. Saunders, praying a pension; which report 
was read, and ordered to be printed. 

The act received from the House this morning 
in relation to Orphans’ courts of the District of | 
Columbia, was read, and referred to the Commit- | 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill received from the House of Representa- i 
tives this morning, making appropriations for cer 
tain fortifications, was read, and referred to the | 
Committee on Finance. | 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 


| 


| ed for, just, and equitable. 


the motion for the. reconsideration. of the-yote 
taken several days since. upon the bill- for. thë.set- 
tlement of the claims of New Hampshire against 
the United States; when By 
Mr. ATHERTON stated. that. his colleague; 
who was absent.in consequence-of indisposition, 
was desirous of being present when. action was 
taken on the bill, and he therefore asked that its 
consideration be postponed; which was agreed to. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Cass, was agreed to. : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be.in- 
structed to report to the Senate whether any naval 
armament is necessary upon Lake Superior, and, 
if any, to what extent, and what is the best and 
most economical mode of ponding for the naval 
defence of that part of the United States, 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. W oopziner, was considered and agreed to, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy report 
to the Senate such information as may remain in 
his departmant, concerning the fitness of the har- 
bor at the mouth of Grand river, in the State of 


| Michigan, for a naval] depét, together with such 


views and comments as may seem to him appro- 
priate, relative to the expediency of establishing 
at that place, or elsewhere in said State of Michi- 
gan, such naval depot. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the adverse report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs upon the petition of John A. Ragan; which 
report was concurred in. ‘ 

‘Also, the act for the relief of Nathaniel God- 
dard & Co.; when 

Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON requested, that it 
be passed by informally; which was agreed to. 

Also, the bill to authorize the Secretary of the ° 
Treasury to make an arrangement or compromise 
with Mangle M. Quackenboss and his co-obligors, 
or any of them, for claims on bonds given by them 
as sureties to the United States; which was con- 
sidered as in committee of the whole, reported to 
the Senate without amendment, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. f 


[A message in. writing was received from the 
President of the United States.) °°. 

The‘Senate also proceeded. to: the. 
of ‘*A bill for the relief of the legal ntatives 
of George Duval, a Cherokee Indian” which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, when, 
on suggestion of Mr. JARNAGIN, Mr. SEVIER 
assenting thereto, the further consideration of the 
bill was postponed for the present. 

Also, the ‘ bill to repeal a part of the act entitled 
‘An act supplementary to the several laws for the 


onsideration 


| sale of the public lands,’ approved April 5, 1832, 


and for other purposes; which was considered as 
in committee of the whole, reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, and ordered to be engross- 
ed for a third reading. 

Also, the bill for the relief of Elijah White; which 
was read a second time, considered as in commit- 
tee of the whole, and reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE expressed himself not satisfied as 
to the justice of the claim of the petitioner, and 
asked further time to logk into it. 

Mr. ATCHISON offered a few remarks, show- 
ing that the relief proposed to be rendered was call- 
He had not, however, 
any objection to the postponement of the consid- 
eration of the bill, if the Senator [Mr. Pearce] 
had any doubt as to its justice. : 

The further consideration of the bill was there- 
fore postponed. : 

The Senate further proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill to aid the State of Mississippi in the. 
construction of a railroad from Jackson, through 
Brandon, to the western boundary of Alabama; 
when “ia 

Mr. ASHLEY suggested that its’further, con- 
sideration be postponed, in consequence of the ab- 
sence of the gentleman who had reported it, [Mr. 
Speicut;] which was agreed to. ; ae 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William D. Cheever, deceased, was then taken 
up for consideration; when Pal 

Mr. CALHOUN called for the reading of there- 
port thereon, and other documents accompanying 
the report, which was ordered; and the Secretary 

roceeded to read. EEE 
p Pending the reading, Mr. DICKINSON. moved 
that the reading be suspended, the previous orders 
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‘postponed, and thatthe Senatè resume the consid- 
eration of the special order of yesterday. 


THE NOTICE. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint: resolution on the subject of notifying 
Greai ] ritain of the termination of the convention 
providing for the: jot occupancy of the Oregon 
territory. = a ; 

“Mr. ALLEN resumed his remarks, with the 
assertion that in the assertion of her claims, Great 
Britain had not been. influenced ‘so’ much by her 
actual right to what ‘she claimed as. by her own 
imaginary superiority over us in strength. And 
this. view entered intd the arguments’ of those 
among ourselves who were opposed to a proper 
vindication of our rights; who maintained that we 
ought to surrender them, because we were not in 
a condition to resist the power of Great Britain, 
and because, owing to her vast superiority, she 
would obtain what she claimed at the point of the 
sword. We were therefore not only compelled 
to receive the tone of our thoughis and feelings 
from her, but also her mandates, All this was well 
understood in England; and, in all the parliament- 
ary speeches, we never heard of any one who as- 
serted that she was not able to carry her purposes 
through, or that her power was even likely to be 


weakened ina contest with our Democracy. No | 


one there urged timid counsels in order to paralyze 
herarm. She tells us thatshe has rights in Oregon 
which she will cause to be respected; and that if we 
adopt certain measures she will consider the act as 
cause of war. 
declarations that she is not prepared. Had it been 
with Mexico, instead of Great Britain, that we 


had had to deal, we should have given this notice, | 


and been in possession of the territory fifteen 
years ago. e reasserted that England would 
not dare to fight. He did not say that she had not 
courage to fight. “It would be the height of folly 
to eS an Englishman with want of courage. 
Great Britain would calculate the effect of the 
‘measure on her own interests, and, if she found 
they were not likely to be benefited, she would 
find a way to evade a contest, She has colonies 
which she cannot afford to lose, while our posses- 
sions: lie contiguous, and are confined to our soil. 
And even could she obtain Oregon, she would no} 
be able to retain it twenty-five years, before it 
would be reached and occupied by an advancing 

opulation, which is doubling every few years. 

he first act of our Government, in case of war, 
would be to expel the British power from all her 
possessions on this continent. Knowing this, she 
will count the cost before she goes into a war. 
He then took a view of the extensive possessions 
of Great Britain over the world, and the numerous 
population subject to her. sway, and the difficulties 
she#tad to contend with in the government of her 
twenty-seven colonies, consisting of almost entirely 
a people foreign in their birth and habits. The 
power of the British navy, he represented as 
comparatively smaller than it was in 1802 and 
1803; and then her security from foreign invasion 
was attributable solely to the fact of the twenty- 
five miles of ocean which lay between her and 
France. < Before she could assail us, she would 
have to cross three thousand miles of the At- 
lantic. We have less reason, therefore, for 
alarm, than she had when she became so af- 
frighted ag-to change her cabinet, and bring back 
the war Minister, Mr. Pitt, into her councils, and 
to call out her laborers from the field and her me- 
chanics’ from the workshops, to. protect herself 
from: the threatened invasion of Napoleon. All 
the ‘armed navies she could collect could not sub- 
jugate this country. f 

He then dwelt-on the change which had been 
effected in naval armaments by the introduction of 
steam; which enabled a small. navy to compete 
more successfully with a greater numerical force 
of ships. History taught us that every commer- 
cial nation had- crumbled into ruins. Carthage 
was destroyed by Rome, and her subjugation 
was made more rapid by her national discords 
caused by hèr inability to pay her defenders. 
Spain had been” déprived of all her colonies. 
And ‘at this moment, of all the five allied Powers 
of Europé, England was the weakest. A single 
defeat ensures her fall. What could be effect- 
ed by the energies of a whole people, he illus- 
trated ‘by a reference to the victories achieved 
by the French armies while she was a republic; 


There is no crouching there, by | 


-had been ‘thirteen parliaments, averaging to each 


| taxes amounted to fifty-two millions, the total 


| is, to do as her statesmen do—not to depreciate our 


| have existed more than half a century, unstained 


and then instituted comparisons for the purpose of 
proving that, in point of durability, our institutions | 
could be exhibited to great advantage in opposition 
to the limited monarchy of England. The changes 
in her prime ministers were more frequent than 
those of our Presidents. Her parliaments nomi- 
nally elected for seven years, but whenever popu- 
lar clamor required it, they were dissolved by the 
Crown. Within the period of forty years, there 


only three years and one month. i 

During the wars of the close of the last century, 
she was compelled to incur her heavy debt in order 
to pay the foreign navies which she subsidized, 
taxing her people to the amount of sixty-five mil- 
lions of pounds annually for twelve years. And 
notwithstanding she has enjoyed thirty years of 
peace, this enormous debt still remains unreduced, 
and her taxes amount now to fifty-two millions of 
pounds per annum—little less than when she had 
all the navies of Europe in her pay. She was at 
this moment a pauper; for in one year, when her 


value of her exports reached only fifty-one mil- 
lions. ‘Yet in this condition of weakness and pov- 
erty, she was held up to us as a power from which 
we were to tum and run. Our Government is 
strong enough for all the purposes of our destiny, 
and nothing is required but to expel the delusion 
which has been thrown about the public mind as 
to the power of Great Britain. Al we have to do 


own power while we exaggerate hers. 
He then took a view of our own institutions, 
and their beneficial effect on the people. They 


by the blood of a single individual for political 
offences. With twenty millions of people, power- 
ful enough to do wrong, and five thousand prisons, 
there is not one of these twenty millions incarce- 
rated in one of these prisons on any political 
charge. A short time since there was one impris- 
oned for a political offence, but so strong was the 
force of publie sympathy in his favor, that even 
they who imprisoned him opened the prison doors, 
and invited, and urged, and coaxed him to accept 
of his liberty. Throughout the remoter sections 
of our country, a magistrate is mounted on his 
horse, travels to a distant court-house, holds his 
court, pronounces judgment, and secures the ex- 
ecution without the aid of a sword or even a | 
cudgel. And this because the hearts of the people 
vindicate the supremacy of the laws. Itis thus that 
we possess all the elements of the strongest govern- 
ment by which mankind was ever banded together. 
We then can have no fears of Great Britain. 

All this arises from the fact, that instead of being 
in the rear of our institutions, the people are always 
in advance of those who are in power. The peo- 
ple have no fears of Great Britain; and if in our 
national councils is to found something like timid- 
ity, it is owing to the fact that delegated power is 
always more fearful of responsibility than that 
which is primitive. - It is the policy of Great Brit- 
ain boldly to assert a claim, and then, by giving us 
the alternative of yielding or fighting, to obtain the 
surrender of a part of it. 

~My. ALLEN concluded with giving his opinion 

that Great Britain would enter into no war with this 
country, unless she could secure the co-operation 
of the other European governments. She might 
hold out to them that after the subjugation of the 
Oregon territory, she would erect it into an inde- 
pendent government. Before she will go to war, 
she will, at the last moment, invile the mediation 
of Russia and France—of the former, because of | 
her contiguous possessions, and of the latter, be- 
cause of the sympathy which binds her cabinet to 
that of Great Britain. It is our duty to exhibit no 
symptoms of quailing to Great Britain, but to treat 
her as she has treated us. When she talks of } 
power, let us talk back to her of power. When 
she strips for a fight, let us strip. With the bra- 
vest people in the world, what cause have we for 
fear. Let this resolution pass—and he knew this 
body well enough to be sure that it would pass 
easily, and that all the other measures to which it 
would lead would also pass—and we shall hear no 
more of war, unless Great Britain can prevail on 
the great Powers of Europe to unite with her in 
the establishment of a balance of power on this 
continent. i 

On motion of Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, 

The Senate adjourned. 


‘favor of reducing an 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
- Wepnespay, February 11, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday having been read in 
art— < Aaii f : 
Mr. HOPKINS remarked that, as it consisted 
almost entirely of the general business of the day, 


| he would move that its further reading. be. dig- 


pensed with. . . 

And the motion having been agreed to, the fur- 
ther reading was dispensed with, and the Journal 
was approved, . 

Mr. MOSELEY introduced to the House his 
‘colleague, Mr. CarroLL, (who has been detained 
at home by severe indisposition,) and who now, 
having been qualified, took his seat. 


On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Patents be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Alvan C. Goell, and that the samc be referred toa 
select committee, consisting of five members. The 
following members were appointed: 

Messrs. Payne, McDowent, Junius ROCKWELL, 
Towns, and HAMLIN. 


The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following communications: ii 

A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting a report of the disbuming agent of the Post 
Office Department, exhibiting the receipts and pay- 
ments during the calendar year 1845, including the 
expenditure of the contingent fund for said de- 
partment; which letter and réport were referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office Department. 

A message from the Piesident of the United 
States, by James K. Walker, his private secreta- 
ry; notifying that he did yesterday approve and 
sign the bill of the House relative to collectors 
and other officers of the customs. 

Mr. ROBERTS, by leave, presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, in 

i d graduating the price of the 
lands; for an amendment of the pre-emp- 
tion law, by striking therefrom the provision which 
requires the pre-emptor to reside five years upon 
land after he has paid for it, before he can obtain a 
title; and also for the issuing of patents to all lands 
donated to the State of Mississippi; which reso- 
lutions were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. T. B. KING rose, and asked leave of the 
House to make a personal explanation. 

No audible objection having been made, 

Mr. KING proceeded to remark, that on Mon- 
day last a vote had been taken on the joint resolu- 
tion to terminate the convention of 1827 between 
the Government of the United States and Great 
Britain, in relation to the Oregon territory; and 
that, as he had not voted, he deemed it necessary 
to say why he had not done so 

Mr. RATHBUN rose, and objected to the gen- 
tleman proceeding. I (said Mr. R.) can tell the 
House why I did vote for the resolution, and I 
should very much like to do so. The gentleman 
wished to state why he didnot vote. I wish to say 
why I did vote; therefore I object to his proceeding. 

Mr. KING. I have been permitted by the 
House to goon. I understood the House to allow 
me to do so. 

[Several voices: “No one knew anything about 

” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had the right 
to ask leave of the House to make a personal €x- 
planation, and it was for the House to decide 
whether that leave should be granted. The Chair 


public 


| did not hear any objection, but will put the ques- 
| tion, “Shall the gentleman have leave to proceed 


with his personal explanation?” 

Mr. HOPKINS said that, regarding the ques- 
tion as an important one, he would demand the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. GEO. S. HOUSTON said that the gentle- 
man from Georgia (Mr. Kine] had in part proceed- 
ed with his personal explanation, when the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Rarusun] rose, and 
objected that it was not in order. He (Mr. H.) 
presumed that the question would now be, whether 
the gentleman from Georgia should be permitted 
to proceed. If the Chair sustained the views taken 
by the gentleman from New York, then the ques- 
tion would not be, as the Speaker had put it, to 
grant leave to make a personal explanation, but it 
i would be, whether the House would allow the 


| gentleman to proceed in order, he having violated 


the courtesy extended to him. 
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The SPEAKER [interposing} said it was not |} 


the province of the Speaker to state whether the 
gentleman should have leave to proceed, or to make 
a personal explanation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have not refused the gentle- 
man leave to make a personal explanation; but the 
manner in which the question is put places those 
who vote for that explanation in a false position. 

The SPEAKER said he would then put the ques- 
tion in the form of giving the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Kine] leave to proceed. 

Mr. G. DAVIS. I understood the gentleman 
from Georgia to ask leave to make a personal ex- 
planation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. 
The gentleman from Georgia [addressing Mr. 
Kine] will state whether the Chair understood 
him rightly. 

Mr. KING. The Chair is right. I did ask 
leave to make a personal explanation, and a very 
short one, too. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did not the gentleman say 
that his object was to explain why he had not 
voted? 

Mr. KING. Undoubtedly, sir; I did so state. 

Mr. L. H. SIMS. Was the gentleman in his 
seat when the vote was taken? 

Mr. KING. I was not. 

The question, ‘Shall the gentleman have leave 
to proceed?” was then taken, and resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ash- 
mun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Wm. G. Brown, Burt, Wm. W. Camp- 
bell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Cocke, 
Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Foot, Gentry, 
Giddings, Grider, Harper, Herrick, HiHiard, Elias 
B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 
Daniel P. King, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Long, 
Maclay, McClelland, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mellvaine, Marsh, Barclay Martin, Miller, Mose- 
ley, Parish, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sever- 
ance, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Strohm, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Vilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, and 
Young—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, Bowlin, Cath- 
eart, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dunlap, Edsall, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Ficklin, Gordon, Hanlin, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hopkins, Hough, George 
S. Houston, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, James IT, 
Johnson, Lawrence, Ligon, McClean, McCler- 
nand, McComell, McDowell, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Payne, Perry, 
Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Scam- 
mon, L. H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
St. John, Strong, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, 
Thurman, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Williams, Yancey, and Yost—63. 

So the House decided that the gentleman should 
have leave to proceed. 

Mr. KING resumed his remarks. Te said: I 
thank the House for its courtesy, and will not 
abuseit. Ever since the joint resolution which, 

assed on Monday was introduced into this House, 

have regarded it as a measure tending to war. It 
may not be regarded as a war measure, and I pre- 
sume that gentlemen who voted in its favor did not 
regard it in that light. But regarding it as a meas- 
ure which may, immediately or remotely, in my 
humble judgment, tend to hostilities between Great 
Britain and the United States, I desired not to give 
my vote either for or against it, until such time as 
we might have before us all the information in the 
hands of the Executive. 

The call for that information was perfectly proper. 
It was ample in its scope; and, in my judgment, 
should have been answered promptly 
complaint to make as to the delay which occurred 
in the passage of the resolution; but I have com- 
plaint to make that the information was not full 
and ample. It is evident, on the face.of the com- 
munication itself, that a very large portion of the 
letter of Mr. McLane has been withheld. 


I have no |} 


Mr. RATHBUN. I rise toa question of order. 
! TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia | 

[Mr. Kise] will take his seat, The gentleman 
_ from New York [Mr. Rarusuy} will state his point 
; of order. 


Mr. RATHBUN. [tis this: that any member 


the matter of that personal explanation. The gen- 
tleman is discussing the correspondence between 
; our Minister and the British Government. That 
matter is neither pertinent, nor proper, nor per- 
sonal. The gentleman in this way might speak 
an hour. 
: The SPEAKER, interposing. The Chair will 
! decide the question at once. The House, bya 
: considerable majority, had given the gentleman 
: from Georgia [Mr. Krve] leave to proceed, after an 
express statement on the part of that gentleman 
i that he intended to explain the reasons why he 
: did not vote on the subject of the Oregon question. 
Mr. BRODETEAD. I beg to state that when 
the gentleman from Georgia rose, he distinctly 
i avowed that he desired to make a personal expla- 
; nation. 
TheSPEAKER,. The gentleman is not in order. 
Mr. KING. [think i can satisfy gentlemen— 
Mr. HOUSTON wished to say one word on the 
point of order. 
The SPEAKER. No debate is in order, except 
an appeal is taken from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. HOUSTON. { will, then, gratify the Chair 
by appealing from the decision. Mr. H., then ex- 


the original proposition of Mr. Kine. 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
| BAKER, HOUSTON, and the SPEAKER par- 
ticipated. 

Mr. KING said he should have concluded his 
remarks long ago, if this interruption had not 
: taken place. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That maybe true. But the 
gentleman has done that which is a violation of the 
rules of the House, and therefore it was that he 
i (Mr. H3 objected. And he wished a vote on the 


appeal. 

Mr. COBB inquired whether an appeal had been 
taken? 

Mr. HOUSTON informed him. 

Mr. COBB wished to say a few words. 

Mr. HOPKINS rose to inquire whether the ap- 
peal was debatable? 

The SPEAKER said, yes, except in a case where 

the previous qnestion had heen demanded. 


Í to the note appended to the 31st rule. 


decided that the appeal was not debatable. 


his decision. He said, the gentlemen from Georgia 
[Mr. Kixe] rose and stated that he desired to make 
a personal explanation. 

Mr. KING. And to explain the reason why I 
did not vote on the Oregon resolution. 

The SPEAKER continued. The first expres- 
sion that caught the ear of the Speaker was, that 
the gentleman desired leave to make a personal ex- 
planation; and then he said thathe would state the 
reasons why he had not voted on the Oregon rese- 
lution. 
Rarnsey] then rose to a question of order. The 
Chair was about to put the question on leave to 


But the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,]} 
rose and said, that that mode of putting the ques- 
tion did not express its actual state. 
| had been permitted to put the question on leave to 
make a personal explanation, it would have re- 
quired a vote of two-thirds. But, in consequence 
of the objection of the gentleman from Alabama, | 
the Chair put the guestion in this form: ‘ Shall 
the gentleman from Georgia have leave to proceed 
i with his personal explanation?’ And upon the 


i nounced that the gentleman from Georgia was in | 
| order. From that decision an appeal is taken. | 
! And the question is, ‘Shall the decision of the | 
|, Chair stand as the judment of the House?”’ ! 
i 


i The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Georgia | 


making a personal explanation must be confined to | 


plained his view of the question, with reference to |, 


1 
| 
Mr, HOPKINS referred to the second rule, and | 


The SPEAKER (after a moment’s examination) | 
{ 


The SPEAKER then explained the grounds of | 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. | 


f : 
make a personal explanation, and so announced. | 


i 


If the Chair |j 


: decision of the House then given, the Chair an- |; 


And the question having been taken, the vote l; 
| [Mr. Kine.] That gentleman, i 
7 had made, had involved in-his censure all those 


sioned by this question of order.: I have-no-doubt 
that gentlemen have motives: satisfactory. to them- 
selves at least, for the course they have pursued. 

When I was interrupted, I was going on to say 
that the reasou why I did not vote was ‘because the 
information transmitted by the Executive was evi- 
dently not as full as it should have been. I care 
not of how much importance the information which 
has been withheld may be; (and I must regard-it 
in its absence as being of the utmost-importance:) 
the Executive could have communicated it to this 
| House, and we could have considered it in secret 
| session, as we ought to have done, if it was-not 
proper that it should be made public. But when 
called upon to vote on a measure which I regard 
las tending immediately or remotely:to. hostilities 
: with a forcign power, I must require of the Exec- 
| utive that he shall lay before this House all the in- 
| formation requisite to enlighten my mind, and to 
| enable me to come to a correct and patriotic con- 
clusion. And because the Executive has not done 
| this, J could not conscientiously vote, and. there- 
| fore I did not. I am not disposed to embarrass 
‘him in the management of our foreign relations; 
nor am I disposed to withhold from him my vote 
whenever, in the view of a candid mind, it may be 
necessary to aid him in concluding these negotia- 
tions. But when I am called upon for such a yote, 
he must place in my possession all the information 
| which he can furnish in relation to the necessity-or 
| expediency of my giving such a vote. In the ab- 
sence of that information, I am opposed to all ac- 
tion on the subject. This statement I designed to 
| have made when I addressed the committee on 
Monday, but was precluded by the expiration of 
the hour allotted me. f 
; And now, Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to tender 
i my acknowledgments to the House for the courte- 
| sy it has extended towards me. This is ail I have 
to say, and I should have said it long ago but for 
the interruptions that have taken place. 

Mr. RATHBUN rose and asked leave to make 
a personal explanation. I>. 

Mr. R- said: the gentleman who had just. con- 
cluded his personal explanation; and had given to 
the House the reasons why he. did:-not.vote upon 
the Oregon resolution, was present: inthe Touse, 
and was fortunate enough to possess himself of 
the floor, and to make a speech of an hour upon 
| the subject under consideration. He (Mr. R.) was 
| in the House during the whole discussion, and he 
| made divers and vigorous efforts to obtain the floor 
| for the same purpose, and failed. He was com- 
| 


| pelled, therefore, to vote without being able to ex- 
i plain to the House or to his constituents the rea- 
sons which induced him to vote for the resolution; 
| and he claimed, therefore, the gentleman having 
| been indulged in making a personal explanation, 
| and giving the reasons why he did not see fit to 
| vote upon one side or the other, (after making a 
' speech of an hour,) certainly that those members 
| of the House who were here, and who were una- 
| ble to obtain the floor, to give the reasons why they 
| did vote upon one side or thë other, were much 
| better entitled to the floor for the purposeof making 
| a personal explanation of their votes. 
| [hope to be able (said Mr. R.) within the hour 
i to give to the House reasons satisfactory why I 
| have voted for the resolution, and which I intended 
| to have given to the House had I been so fortunate 
| as to have obtained the floor in committee. 
Mr. RHETT appealed to Mr. Rarunun not to 
| persist in his design. The gentleman from Geor- 
i gia, [Mr. Kine,] who had made his personal ex- 
planation, was in the minority in this House. The 
democratic party, of which the gentleman from 
New York was so admirable a member, was.in the 
majority; and they were responsible to the country 
for the transaction of the business of the House. 
Although the gentleman from Georgia had insisted 
on the right which the gentleman from New York 
thought he ought not to-have, yet hé submitted to 
the gentleman [Mr. Rarusun] to take his, position 
into due consideration, and not again to open this 
| debate. ae 
| Mr. HOUSTON said, he believed that the gen- 


| tleman from New York [Mr. Rarapun] had the 


same right to go on as the gentleman from Georgia, 
T by the yemarks he 


| members of this House who had voted for the joint 


| 

| 

| Mr. KING proceeded. I am 
Mr. Speaker, for the delay which has been occa- 


will proceed with his remarks. ; | 
I am not responsible, |. 


: resolution of notice, and had thus made these per- 
| sonal explanations necessary. He had charged, 
| or intimated, that there had been a suppression of 
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împortant information. ‘If (còntinued Mr: H.) the 
gentleman so charged, or intimated, I believe he is || 
totally incorrect in the information he has received, 
and the charge: he ‘has made. 
~ Fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in or- 
der. “The Chair then decided that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr..Ravasun] was in order, for 
the ‘simple ‘reason that the. House had decided that 
the gentleman from Georgia {[Mr. Kine] was in 


order. ae : : 

‘v Mr: TIBBATTS appealed from the decision. 

~ An inquiry was made whether the appeal was 
debatable: : 

To which the SPEAKER replied that it was not. 

Mr. FARAN. “I would suggest to my friend 
from New York [Mr. Rarusen] that as those who 
voted for the’ joint resolution need no justification 
for that vote before the country, while those who 
did not so vote required to justify themselves, it 
would probably be no more than courteous to 
members to allow them to make their apology.” 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman was not in 
order, 

“Mr. RATHBUN said he would relieve the 
eae from the difficulty into which it had thrown 
itself, 

Mr. TILDEN called Mr. Ratnsun’to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been 
twice called to order already, and an appeal has 
been taken. 

Mr. RATHBUN.. I was about to say that 
which I apprehend will dispense with the neces- 
sity of an appeal. 

After a brief conversation between Messrs. 
ASHMUN and P. KING, the appeal, under the 
condition stated by Mr. Ratusun, was withdrawn 
by Mr. Tipzarts. - 

Mr. RATHBUN resumed. Now, (said he,) 
without being able to give the reasons, and the 
great variety of reasons which had influenced him 
to vote for that resolution——_ 
` Mr. CHAPMAN interposed and renewed the 
objection to Mr. R.’s proceeding; and the appeal 
from the decision of the Speaker permitting it, 

Some conversation arose; when 

Mr. RATHBUN, remarking that he would not 
‘press his right under what he considered a very bad 
precedent, yielded the floor, and resumed his seat. 

Mr. BIGGS rose, he said, not to a personal ex- 
planation, but to make a motion, 

Mr. SCHENCK [Mr. B. still retaining the 
floor] rose, he said, to a personal explanation. 

Some conversation took place üpon a point of or- 
der as to the right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER decided that a gentleman rising 
for the purpose of personal explanation could not 
dispossess a gentleman already upon the floor of 
his right to it; and could not proceed unless the 
floor was yielded by the gentleman occupying it. 

“Mr. SCHENCK appealed to the gentleman to 
hear a request he wished to. make to him. 

Mr. BIGGS declined to yield the floor. 

Some conversation followed. | 

Mr. BIGGS was understood to say, it would be | 
recollected by the House that what was technical- 
ly called resolution day had been postponed for 
several weeks. There were many members who 
had resolutions to present, and it was necessary to 
pass these resolutions in order to get the business 
of the House before the committees. He would 
move, therefore, that the rules be suspended for 
the purpose of receiving such resolutions as might 
not give rise to debate. 

And the question being 
to suspend the rule. ` 

[A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 
Esq., his -private secretary, informing the House 
that: the President had approved and signed the | 
bill in -relation” to collectors and. other officers of | 
the customs.] 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the House re- | 


talcen, the House refused 


| 

i 

The pending question was on the appeal from the | 
decision of the Chair, ruling out of order the amend- ! 
ment of Mr. Tissarrs, proposing to change the | 
laws on the subject of pensions. | 
Mr. TIBBATTS modified his amendment, by || 
adding at the end thereof the following: i 


| not amounting to six months, it shall be lawful to 


; months and not less than three months; and the 


| RHETT, (G. DAVIS in explanation,) A. D. 
| SIMS, (ASHMUN in explanation,) 


| reported. 


“Be it further enacted, That the provisions of the 
act approved seventh June, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, entitled ‘An act supplementary to the 
act for the relief of certain surviving officers and 
soldiers of the Revolution,’ be, and the same are 
hereby, so extended as to embrace all those officers 
and soldiers, spies, and rangers, who, under one 
or more engagements, shall have served for a term 
of three months or upwards, in the wars against 
the Indian tribes, at any time previous to the treaty 
of Greenville, in the year seventeen hundred and 
ninety-five; and on application at the proper de- 
partment, and proof thereof, they shall be entitled 
to have their names placed on the pension roll. 

“And be it further enacted, That, for terms of 
service greater than three months, allowances shall 
be made to all those embraced by this extension, 
in the same manner, and under the same regula- 
tions and rules of testimony which are applied to 
similar cases arising under the act which is hereby 
extended. 

“And be it further enacted, That, in cases where 
services shall have been rendered for a shorter time 
than six and not less than three months, previous 
to the treaty of peace with Great Britain, in the 
year seventeen hundred and eighty-three, and shall 
not, under the existing laws, entitle the person who 
rendered the same to a pension, by reason of their 


estimate every such term of service lees than six 


applicant, on proof thereof, shall be allowed as in 
other cases. 

“ And be it further enacted, That no person shall 
be allowed a pension under the provisions or by 
virtue of this act while such person shall continue 


to draw a pension under any other act now in}; 


force. 

“ And be it further enacted, That in all cases in 
which testimony shall be taken, to be used in the | 
prosecution of any claim or claims against the Uni- 
ted States, or on any application for a pension un- 
der this act, or any other act now in force, and Í 
where the oath to the witness or witnesses so de- 
posing shall be administered by any State, District, 


| 
| 
| 


or Territorial officer, legally authorized to admin- |! 


ister oaths, if any such witness or witnesses shall 
wilfully and knowingly give false testimony, he, 
she, or they, so offending shall be taken and held 
to be guilty of corrupt perjury, and may be pro- 
ceeded against in the courts of the United States, 
and punished in the same manner as though the 
oath to said witness or witnesses had been admin- 
istered by an ofticer of the United States, and under 
its authority. 

The point of order was further debated by 
Messrs. HAMLIN, SCHENCK, SAWYER, 


DILLING- 
HAM, RATIIBUN, McCLELLAND, TIOP- 
KINS, TIBBATTS, McKAY, E. H. EWING, 
and J. R. INGERSOLL. 

The question on the appeal was then taken, and, 
by ayes 102, noes 38, the decision of the Chair was 
affirmed. 

So the amendment of Mr. Tisparrs was decided 
to be out of order. 


Mr. CALEB B. SMITH offered the following 
amendment: 

“Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That all arrear- 
ages of pension now due, or which may hereafter 
become due, to the heirs of any deceased pension- 
er, shall be paid to the administrator. or executor 
of such deceased pensioner in trust for said heirs: 
Provided, That the same, when paid to such ad- 
ministrator. or executor, shall not be liable to the 
payment of any debts or demands of any descrip- 
tion whatever against the estate of such deceased 
pensioner; but the same shall be paid by such ad- 
ministrator or executor to the legal heirs of such 
deceased pensioners who now by law are entitled 
to the same.” 

Pending this amendment, the committee rose and 


Mr. STEPHENS asked leave to offer a reso- 
lution. 
Objection was made. And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 7 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Captain Harri- 


son, of the schooner Frolick, and others, for a harbor at 
Cattaraugus, New York: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. $a 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The petition of Joseph Mann, a 
revolutionary soldier, asking for an additional pension. 

By Mr. J.B HUNT: The petition of Daniel Le Roy and 
others, for’ establishing a- post-route from Ann Arbor to 
Flint, in the State of Michigan. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of John Thomas and 70 
others, citizens of Oregon county, Missouri, praying the estab- 
lishment of a new mail-route from Thomasville, the county 
seat of Oregon, to the mouth of Little Piney, by way of the 
county seat of Texas. Also, the petition of J. R. Wood- 
side, and seventy-two others, citizens of Oregon county, 
Missouri, praying the establishment of a new mail-route 
from Thomasville, the county seat of Oregon county, to 
Rockbridge, tie county seat of Ozark county: both of which 
wate referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. HOUGH: Three several petitions of the citizens 
of the counties of Oswego and Jefferson, New York, and 
ship owners on Lake Ontario, for an appropriation for the 
completion of the pier and public works at the harbor at the 
mouth of Salmon river, on Lake Ontario: referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The memorial of E. W. Davies, and 
50 others, citizens of Dayton, Ohio, protesting against any 
alteration of the present postage laws, whereby the tax for 
the transportation of mail matter will be increased. 

By Mr. WOODRUFF: The petition of Nicholas Siscoe, 
asking for a pension. è 

By Mr. SAWYER: Two petitions from 82 members of 
the Ohio Legislature, for the improvement of the Maumee 
river, in the State of Ohio: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. Also, the petition from 75 citizens of Mont- 
gomery county, Ohio, for a new system in relation to the 
public lands: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr, JACOB THOMPSON: The petition of Mr. L. S. 
Dearings, for arrears of pay for services as deputy surveyor 
in the land district north of the Red river district,in the 
State of Louisiana; referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN: Two petitions from citizens of 
the District of Columbia, that the bridges across the Eastern 
branch may be made free. Also, two petitions from citizens 
of Washington county, District of Columbia, for a change 
in the organization of the Levy court. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, February 12, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port from the Secretary of the Navy, communica- 
ting, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
estimates of the cost of a dry-dock at Pensacola; 
which was read and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of Gen- 
esee county, New York, praying the abrogation 
of certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


| Affairs, 


Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Ann 
Kelly, widow of a deceased naval seaman, asking 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. i : 

Mr. DICKINSON submitted documents relative 
to the claim of Sarah Overbagh, widow of a deceas- 
ed revolutionary soldier, to a pension; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of Hezekiah 
Wingate, a soldier in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, praying a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. D. further presented a petition of citizens 
of Orleans county, New York, praying the abro- 
gation of certain treaties with the Seneca Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition of citizens 
of Missouri, praying the establishment of a mail- 
route from Kingston to Maysville, and from Gal- 
latin to St. Joseph’s, in that State; which was re- 
aes to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted additional docu- 
ments in relation to the petition of Edward Bolon; 
which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. W. also submitted documents relative to the 
appointment of commissioners by the States of 
Florida and Georgia, for running and marking the 
boundary-line between those States; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. DIX, it was ordered that John 
Frazee have leave to withdraw his petition and pa- 
pers. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourn, it be to 


i| meet on Monday next. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, made an adverse report an the 
petition of Mary J. West, praying a pension; 
which report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committec on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill from the House of 
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Representatives, entitled “An act making an ap- 
propriation to enable the President of the United 
S'ates to receive from the State of Texas the ces- 
sion of certain property,” reported the same with 
an amendment. 

Mr. BAGBY, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a biil authorizing the 
payment of interest upon ‘he advances made by 
the State of Alabama for the use of the United 
States Government, in the suppression of the Creek 
Indian hostilities of 1836-’7; which was read a! 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
t Bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to make an arrangement or compromise with Man- 
gle M. Quackenboss, and his co-obligors, or any 
of them, for claims on bonds given by them as 
sureties to the United States; which was read a 
third time; when 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved to strike out the pro- 
viso in said bill. 

The PRESIDENT informed the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that the bill, having passed to a third 
reading, was not open to amendment, unless by a 
motion for recommittal; whereupon the objection 
was wihdrawn, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate proceed- | 


ed to the consideration of the bill for the relief of į; 


the legal representatives of George Duval, a Cher- 
okee Indian, deceased; which was read a second 
time, considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
ported without amendment, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

The Senate proceeded, as in committee of the 
whole, to the consideration of the ‘* Bill for the re- 
hef of the legal representatives of Wm. D. Cheever, 
deceased,” postponed from yesterday; when 

Mr. CALHOUN called for the reading of the re- 
mainder of the reports which accompanied the bill; 
which was ordered. 

Mr. PENNY BACKER submitted a few remarks 
in support of the claim set forth in the bill. 

No amendment being offered, the bill was re- 
ported, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

' The Senate also proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to repeal a part of the act entitled “An 
act supplementary to the several laws for the sale | 
of the public lands,’? approved 5th of April, 1832, 
and for other purposes; which was read a third 
time; when 


Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed the hope that |! 


the further consideration of the bill would be post- 
poned; which was agreed to. | 

[Severa] messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


Mr. MANGUM moved that the prior orders of 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the special'order; which 
was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the special order 
was the consideration of the joint resolution re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
advising the President of the United States to give 
notice to Great Britain of the abrogation of the 
convention between the United States and Great 
Britain, concluded the 6th day of August, 1827, in 
relation to Oregon, together with Mr. CRITTEN- 
ppN’s amendment thereto, Mr. HanneGan’s reso- 
lutions relating to the same subject, and Mr. CaL- 
Houn’s amendment to the latter. 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON then rose, and said, that 
before he proceeded to address the Senate on the 
subject now under their consideration, he would 
ask a reading of the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The resolution was accordingly read. 
follows : 

JOINT RESOLUTION advising the President of the United 
States to give notice to the Government of Great Britain, | 
that the Government of the United States will, in virtue of | 
the second article of the convention of the sixth of August, | 

“anno Domini eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, be- | 


tween the two Governments, relative to the Oregon ter- 
ritory, annul and abrogate that convention. 


Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, advised 
to give forthwith, notice to the Government of Great Brit- 
ain that the Government of the United States will, in virtue 
of the second article of the convention of the sixth of Au- 
gust, anno Domini eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain, relative to the 
Oregon territory, and after the expiration of twelve months 


It is as 


t 
i 
li 
$ 


from the day on which such notice shall have been received 


convention. 


Also, the following amendment, reported Jan- | 
uary 8, 1846, by the Committee on Foreign Re- | 


lations, Strike out all after joint resolution, and 
insert the following : 


To annul and abrogate the convention of the sixth day of 
August eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, between the 
United States of Ameriea and Great Britain, relative to 
the country westw of the Stony or Rocky mountains. 
Resolved by the Senate ond House of Representitives of the 

United Siates of America in Congress assembled, Tat, in 

virtue of the second article of the 

August eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, between the 

United States of America and Great Britain, relative to the 


country westward of the Stony or Rocky mountains, the | 


United States of America do now think fit to annul and ab- 
rogate that convention, and the said convention is hereby 
accordingly entirely annulled and abrogated: Provided, 
‘That this resolution shall take effect after the expiration of 
the term of twelve months from the day on which due notice 
shall have been given to Great Britain of the passage of this 
resolution. And the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized and required to give such notice ; and also at the 
expiration of said convention, to issue his proclamation set- 
ting forth that fact. 


Mr, CRITTENDEN then remarked, that if he 
understood the position of this subject, the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations proposed to strike out 
all the resolution originally introduced by the gen- 
teman from Ohio, [Mr. Arrex,] and to substi- 
tute that amendment in place of it. He desired 


now, in order that the subject might be more fully |; 


presented to the Senate in all the variety of views 


taken of it, or at least in one further variety so far | 


as related to himseif, to move the resolution sub- 
mitted by him as a substitute for that amend- 
ment—an amendment to the amendment. He 
presumed that that would be parliamentary and in 
order, He desired, therefore, that that resolution 
might be read. 

The resolution thus alluded to is as follows: 


JOINT RESOLUTION concerning the Oregon territory. 

Whereas by the convention concluded the twentieth day 
of October, eightecn hundred and eighteen, between the 
United States of America and the King of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, for the period of ten 
years, and afterwards indefinitely extended and continued 
in force by another convention of the same parties, conclu- 
ded the sixth day of Augustin the year of our Lord one thon- 
sand eight huudred and twenty-seven, it was agreed that 
auy country that may be claimed by either party on the 
northwest coast of America westward of the Stony or 
Rocky mountains, now commonly called the Oregon terri- 


tory, should, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, į 


and the navigation of all rivers within the same, be “free |; which we all took in reference to the northeastern 


| boundary, at the time when the award of the King 
' of the Netherlands was first presented to this body. 


| and open” to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the two | 


powers, but without prejudice to any claim which either of 
the parties might have to any part of said country 3 and with 
this further provision, in the second article of the said con 
vention of the sixth of August eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-seven, that either party might abrogate and annul said 
convention, on giving due notice of twelve months to the 
other contracting party : 


And whereas it has now become desirable that the re- :/ 
spective claims of the United States and Great Britain ii 
| should be definitely settled, and that said ter:itory may no | 


longer than need be remain subject to the evil consequences 
of the divided allegiance ofits American and British popula- 
tion, and of the confusion and conflict of national jurisdic. 
tions, dangerous to the cherished peace and good under- 
standing of the two countries: 


With a view, therefore, that steps be taken for the abroga- i 


tion of the said convention of the sixth of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-seven, in the mode prescribed in its 


second article, and that the attention of the Governments of į: 


both countries may be the more earnestly and immediately 


directed to renewed efforts for the setdement of all their A 


differences and disputes in respect to said territory : 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representitives of the y 
United States of /imerica in Congress ussembled, That the | 


President of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, at his diseretion, to give to the British Government 
the notice required by its said second article for the abroga- 
tion of the said convention of the sixth of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-seven: Provided, however, That, in or- 
der to afford ampler time and opportunity for the amicable 
settlement and adjustment of all their differences and dis- 
putes in respect to said territory, said notice ought not to be 
given till after the close of the present session of Congress. 


Mr. CLAYTON then procceded to address the 
Senate. 
ate of the United States two distinct propositions 
for terminating the convention of 1827, providing 
for the joint occupancy of the territory of Oreron— 
for giving notice to England that that joint occu- 
pancy musi cease at the end of twelve months af- 
ter giving the notice. There is also another pro- 
position, not now regularly before the Senate, 
which has been, I understand, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and does not properly 
form the subject of discussion at this time: I al- 


lude to the resolution passed by the House of Rep- |, 
The two propositions now before the | 


resentatives. 
Senate differ in two important particulars. The one 


į reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations of 


convention of the sixth of | 


by the Government of Great Britain, annul and abrogate that i! 


There are now (said he) before the Sen- {i 


i 


this body, proposes to give the notice, without en- 
trusting the President of the United States with any 
discretionary ower whatever on the subject. Të 
devolves upon Congress the whole responsibility 
of giving the notice.. ‘The other proposition, intro- 
duced by my honorable friend from Kentucky, in 
the form of an amendment to the amendment of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, throws that 
responsibility on the President himself. lt gives 
to him the right, the authority, to give the notice, 
if in his judgment that measure shall seem-most ex- 
pedient, and best calculated to subserve the great 
interests of the country. At the same time, it docs 
not deny to him the exercise of the right to with- 
hold the notice altogether, if, in consequence of 
any future developments, or of anything which 
has already occurred, it should seem to him most 
advisable not to give the notice. It differs also from 
the other resolution in another important particu- 
lar; and that is, that it holds out distinctly, or at 
all events by necessary implication, the idea that 
negotiations between this country and England 
have not yet been entirely closed; and, in my judg- 
ment, it amounts to a virtual recommendation that 


tary of State, or what shall occur hereafter. To 
| that resolution I say, I have insuperable objections, 
: and in no possible circumstances can I yield it my 
assent; but while I say this, I declare at the same 
time that I make not this opposition from any fac- 
tious spirit. I know no party feeling whatever on 
this great question. l have never, at. any period 
of my public life, enlisted as a party man.on:any 
great question touching the forei tions of:this 
country, nor have those with whom T have-been 
accustomed to act politically ever taken such a 
course. Sir, I recollect well—and there are some 
here who will recollect as well as I do—the course 


| On neither side of the House did gentlemen act as 


| party men. The subject was not discussed by any 
‘one on either side of the House as a party meas- 
‘ure. After deliberating upon and discussing that 
important measure, we came to a unanimous result, 
and to England we presented at that time an. un- 
broken front. And such, too, was precisely the 
case on another memorable occasion, when I had 
the honor of occupying a seat on the floor of this 
Senate, and when it was supposed by many that 
we were on the eve of a war with France, in con- 


| by our own’ country, and to insist upon our own 
rights. And I need not refer to these two instances 
i only: I say, without hazard of contradiction from 
any quarter, that on no occasion since I have 
known the Senate of the United States has it-been 
sunk so low as to divide itself into parties and. sece 
tions upon any great question touching the foreign 
relations of the country. I trust in God I shall see 
no such exhibition now. That we may.all-agres 
on one measure in reference to this great subject is 
perhaps not probable—perhaps not possible. Each 
man thinking independently for himself, and enter- 
taining his own views, will express them. Ifit be 
not possible for us to find one common platform on 
which we can all stand, I suppose I may safely say 
that there is no one who will place his foot-either 
directly or indirectly upon a-party ground. : 
Well, sir, for my own paft, im reference to this 
great question, I am willing to say. frankly that, 


is not, there can be no danger whatever of war 
with England. Why, sir, what are the facts? He 
has not recommended that the appropriations for 
the defences of the country should be increased 
one dollar. On. the contrary, he has recommend- 
ed that the estimates. for the year should be re- 
duced; and they have been reduced. He has ac. 
companied that recommendation with another, 
and that is, that the tariff.of the country shall be 
reduced, He has made no proposition whatever 
for increasing the revenue by increasing the duties 
on any article or articles whatever. 
has been the conduct of the gentlemen whose duty 


it would be, in the event that this country should | 
be endangered, to recommend to Congress meas- | 
ures of defence—your officers of the War and | 


Navy Departments? There is no proposition from 
either of them to prepare for war. True it is, that, 
after the honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. 


Cass] had introduced his resolutions, and they || 


had been adopted by the Senate, one of the com- 
mittees of this body—the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs—by its chairman, did propose one measure for 
increasing to a small extent the navy of the country, 
by the addition of three steam frigates, five sloops- 
of-war, and twa brigs or schooners. Well, the 
measure was accompanied, at the same time, by a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, which dis- 
tinctly announced the fact that.it was not to. be con- 
sidered as a war measure, but merely as a peace 
measure. The.idea that l—and, I suppose, others— 
obtained from that communication was, that the na- 
yy.of the country ought to be increased, supposing 
there was to be no war, either with England or any 
other nation; in other words, that the navy of the 
country should be increased to the extent proposed 
inthe- bill itself, because that increase was neces- 
sary to protect. the commerce of the nation. Well, 
to what other sources: ought we, as Senators of 
the United States, to look, in case we should. be | 
called;on to prepare for war? Who ought to warn 
us? Who.ought to give the alarm? As I have 
said, the President.of the United States has given 
ng intimations of approaching danger. The heads 
of departments. have given no intimations of ap- 
Proaching danger. The chairmen of committees of 
this body have given no intimations of approach- | 
ing danger. The leading friends of the Adminis- 
tration—those, who enjoy its confidence—have giv- 
en no intimations of approaching danger. Weare 
therefore precisely in the state described by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan and others—tru- | 
ly described by them—entirely unprotected and 
unarmed in case any foreign foe whatever should 
choose to make war upon us. . Itis strictly true— | 
trae tothe very letter—that the fortifications of the 
country. are either in a state of dilapidation, or | 
that there are no fortifications at all, at points 
where they would be eminently demanded in case 
of war. 

My honorable friend from Florida [Mr. West- | 
ott} described the situation of the sea-coast | 
justly, in my opinion; and so did the honorable | 
Senator from Michigan; and I thank the honor- 
able Senator from Florida for his allusion, partie- 
ularly, to the present defenceless condition of my 
own section of country. It is, indeed, true, as that 
honorable Senator has said, that there is no de- 


‘Well, what | 
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equal, I verily believe, to that of England itself— 
exposed to the depredations of any enemy, upon 
any sea and every sea, in the event of a war— 
there is not one friend of the Administration who 
stands forward to inform Congress that there is 


the slightest danger of a war. I look to these 
things, to these matters, as much more significant 
of what is to happen than to the published corre- 
spondence between the Secretary of State and the 
British Minister. If I were to judge from the cor- 
respondence between the two Ministers, I should 
say, without doubt, that the country was in im- 
minent danger of war; because I am not capable, 
at this moment, of understanding from it upoa 
what ground the great question between England 
and the United States is to be peaceably settled. 
We have refused all arbitration. We have refused 
to arbitrate the question of boundary and the ques- 
tion of title. We have refused to refer either to 
crowned heads or to private citizens. 
rejected every proposition that has thus far come 
from England; and although we have heard it re- 
neatedly asserted on this floor that the tone of the 
| British press, before the last steamer left England, 
was pacific, yet it has hardly escaped the attention 
of any intelligent man, reflecting on the subject, 
that the sole reason assigned by that press for that 
pacific tone was the apprehension—the hope— 
perhaps the belief—that we were about to make 
sacrifices with a view to the settlement of this 
question by affording to England, by a commercial 
| treaty, certain advantages, Now, I say, that any 
| man who reposes on such a hope as that, will, in 
my judgment, find himself mistaken. I repeat, 
then, that if I were to look only to the published 
eorrespondence—and the tone of the British press 
does not affect my opinion at all—I should consider 
the country to be in imminent danger. 3i 
But I look to other facts; and that is, to the con- 
| duct of those to.whom is entrusted the administra- 
tion of our national affairs; and seeing that, I am 
bound to say here in my place, and under the re- 
sponsibility of my position, that I cannot entertain 
any apprehension of war. Sir, to suppose that the 
President of the United States would bring this 
country to the verge of a war, and that with so 
powerful a nation as England, without giving the 


[Congress of the United States to understand that | 
| we were in imminent danger of war—to suppose 
| that he and his cabinet ministers have brought us | 


to the very verge of war, and yet that none of them 
has recommended any means for the defence of the 
country, knowing at the same time its denuded 
condition, would be to suppose what I regard as 
utterly impossible. I differ from the Administra- 
tion politically—thatis, I was not one of those who 
united in putting the President in power. But I 
have not distrusted his integrity and patriotism so 
far, nor will I distrust them so far, as to suppose 
that he has seriously harbored the idea of placing 
this conntry in the attitude of war with the most 
powerful nation of the earth, whilst he has refused 
to give us the slightest intimation that we are in 
any such danger; and whilst he, and his officers 
who hold power under him, have withheld any 
and every proposition for securing the national de- 
fence. Sir, I do not hold the measure of notice to 
be a measure tending or necessarily leading to war. 
The President, under the circumstances which I 
have described, asks of me to bestow on him the 
power of giving this notice to England. Fe stands 
in a position where he has the full opportunity of 


| knowing the benefits that are to follow that notice. 


He has the facts before him. He has all the data 
before him. Ihave not. He has the opportunity 


fence whatever, worthy of being called a defence, 


of free communication with the British Minister 


We have | 


eviews of the British Gov- 


ernment. [have not. The people of the United 


‘| States have conferred upon him high responsibili- 


ties not entrusted to me; and I will not seek to take 
them from him. With a full knowledge, then, of 
all the facts of the.case, he assumes the responsi- 
bility of desiring the power to give the notice; and 
I, in all the circumstances of the case as they stand 
before me, and for the reasons which I have ex- 
pressed and am about further to express, am wil- 
ling to entrust him with that power. I will say to 
him—* You have all the means of knowing wheth- 
er this measure will redound to the honor and 
prosperity of the country or not, and at your peril 
exercise this power.” _ If he think proper, let him 
exercise it. But | will not, I cannot vote for the 
resolution which compels him to exercise that 
power, although he may not be desirous that the 
notice should be given. I mean to give my vote 
for the resolution which gives him the discretion, 
and I will go no further. 

Mr. President, I hold that the President of the 
United States has it in his power to bring ona war 
with England, if to him it shall seem best; and, 
although the Constitution of the United States has 
given to Congress the sole power to declare war; 
yet if the President of the United States chooses 
so to negotiate, so to carry on his correspondence 
through his Secretary of State with a foreign Pow- 
er as to involve us in a war, it will not depend on 
any action of ours whether there shall or shall not 
be war. Congress. has done nothing to bring 
things into theypresent condition which many hold 
to be so perilous. If there be danger in the pres- 
ent aspect of our relations with England, that has 
not been induced in consequence of any action on 
the part of Congress. The whole action on the 
subject has been confined to the Executive. Well, 
the President may go still further; he may, with- 
out the consent of Congress, and as has been done 
by others before him, commit actual hostilities. I 
cannot shut my eyes to the great fact that it is in 
the power of the President of the United States, 
no matter what may be the action of Congress on 
this or any other question before it, to provoke a 
war with England if he be resolved so to do. If 
he do, I shall deeply deplore it; but the fault will 
not be on my head, nor on the heads of those who 
have acted with me. The majority of the nation 
have intrusted him with the power—the majority 
of the nation therefore only can be censurable for 
his acts. But my own course shall be so pursued 
in this matter as to lead to what I believe will be 
an honorable peace between the two nations. I 
am the friend of peace—of an honorable peace; 
and I trustand hope, and mustsay that itis my be- 
lief, that the President of the United States intends 
no war, but, on the contrary, desires an honorable 
peace. J donot wish him to make a dishonorable 
peace. I do not intend. in the course of my re- 
marks to submit any opinion whatever on a ques- 
tion which is raised in some of the proposed 
amendments on the table in regard to the title of 
the United States to Oregon. I shall withhold any 
opinion, whatever it may be, which I may enter- 
tain on that subject, for another place. If the Sen- 


i| ate of the United States chooses to go into a dis- 


cussion of that question in executive session, I 
shall be free to declare there what I think. But I 
hold it to be highly improper to discuss this ques- 
tion, and to prejudge any action which the Senate 
may choose hereafter to take in reference to the 
question of title. When a treaty shall be presented 
to this body by the President of the United States, if 
he should enter into one and submit it for the appro- 
bation of this body, then I shall be ready to ex- 
press my views on that question. Ido not, then, 
say that the President ought to settle it on the 
parallel of 49% or 54° 40’, or any other parallel 
whatever. Let him decide that question. Let 
him enter into his treaty, such an one as pleases 
him and those associated with him in power—and 
then I shall satisfy myself with expressing my 
opinion. in regard to that treaty when it shall be 
submitted. But this is one of those delicate sub- 
jects on which I hold it to be eminently my duty 
not to speak until Tam properly called upon to 
speak. I trust, whatever discussion may arise on 
these resolutions, that honorable Senators, know- 
ing the possibility, perhaps the probability, that 
some treaty between this country and England 
may be submitted to us hereafter for our consider- 
ation, will forbear to give a definite opinion, at this 


| stage of the consideration of the subject, upon the 
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“question of title to any part or the whole of Oregon. | 


The honorable Senator from Qhio, indeed, told 
us that he considered that we were ‘‘ committed” 
upon that question, to the whole of Oregon. 
“Committed?” How, sir, ‘committed ?? Com- 
mitted, he said with all seriousness, by the resolu- 
tion of the Baltimore convention! I wouid like to 
know how the decision of the Baltimore convention 
could commit any Senator of the United States or 
anybody else! What was it? A resolution, as I 
understand, offered at the time when a great party 
in this country had met for the purpose of nomina- 
ting a President of the United States—a resolution 
whose object undoubtedly was to enlist partisans 


in favor of the party that proposed it—a resolution | 
not discussed, not considered by those who had it |! 


before them—a resolution offered and adopted in 
high party times, without a moments reflection. | 
And yet the Senator from Ohio comes forward, and | 


gravely tells us that you—the Senate of the United || 
States—stand committed by that resolution. Sir, |! 


di 


it has no binding efficacy upon me. It commits 
me to nothing; and I hold that it commits nobody 
else to anything. Those, sir, who consider them- 
selves so committed by such a resolution on a 
question of great and abiding interest, are disposed 
to regard themselves now as excluded from the 
discussion of the question ; ifthey are disposed to 
regard themselves as bound by that decision, they 
must act on their own responsibility. I certainly 
cannot act with them. 

Mr. President, I hold that there is greater dan- 
ger of involving this country in a war with Eng- 
land, by the withholding the notice which I advo- 
cate, and which was proposed by my honorable 
friend from Kentucky, than there is by the giving 
of the notice in this form. In my humble judg- 
ment, the measure, as it stands, is pacific. “The 
giving of the notice would constitute no ground of 


offence to England. The leading presses of Eng- |! 


land have so declared their opinion. I have now 
on my table a copy of the Manchester Guardian, 
which makes the remark, that the notice will prob- 
ably be the best means of preserving peace between 
the two countries. 
mark of that newspaper, because it contains a sen- 
timent in which I fully concur: 


‘With respect to the notice for terminating the : 
‘joint occupation of Oregon, we are not sure that | 
t President Polk may not receive it from the English | 


< Government before he can possibly be in a condition 


‘to give it himself. But, whether given by the one | 


t side or the other, we do not conceive that it will 


‘add materially, if at all, to the chance of a hostile ` 
‘collision, It has been obvious for some time past, | 
‘that, unless the question can be amicably settled | 
‘in a very short period, say in twelve months at | 


‘the latest, hardly anything can prevent war; and, 
‘ therefore, a decisive step like that of giving notice 


‘for putting an end to the subsisting agreement, is | 


‘rather favorable than otherwise. When both 
‘Governments know that the alternative is an ar- 


‘rangement in a year or war, they will see that | 


‘there is no time to be lost in useless discussions, 
‘and will probably hit upon some compromise to 
‘which both can accede. We are aware that this 
s opinion is rather at variance with the views of a 
‘large portion of the press, both in England and 
‘ the United States, by whom the proposal to give 
€ notice to terminate the joint occupation is regard- 
‘ed as decidedly unfavorable to the preservation of 
‘peace; but we see nothing in their arguments to 
‘change our own opinions on the subject.” 

And I have said that is my opinion. 


the two countries by continuing this joint occupa- 
tion, as it is called, and withholding the notice, 
than there is by giving the notice. 

I presume, Mr. President, that I may consider 
it as a settled determination on the part of the pres- 
ent Congress of the United States to pass some 
bill during the present session for the occupation 
of Oregon. Ido not mean the exclusive occupa- 
tion of Oregon. I entertain no idea that the pres- 
ent Congress of the United States intends to pass 
a bill which shall be equivalent to a declaration of 
war against England, by shutting her out from 
the entire possession of any part of Oregon. I 
have no idea that the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States will assent to 
such a measure; but I presume that a bill similar 
in tenor to the laws passed by the Parliament of 
England on this subject will be passed; that the 
jurisdiction of Iowa, or of some portion of our 


lj men on this, as well as on the other side of the 


|; tucky has proposed it, or, on the other hand, the | 


i refusal to comply with the recommendations of | 


I will read the following re- | 


i T think | 
that there is much greater danger of war between | 


country, will be extended over the territory, as 
Great Britain has extended that of Canada over 
her subjects in that territory; and that our own 
citizens now there, and those who may hereafter 
go there, will be protected in the possession of 
their own rights by American tribunals and Amer- 


i 
j 
i 
| 


measure as that will be adopted. I have not heard 
any opinion in opposition to that expressed in any 
quarter. That measure seems to be due; itis due 
to the honor of the country and the safety of our 
people, who have gone to Oregon at this stage of 
| the negotiations between the two countries. Well, 
i then, looking at things as they probably will be— 
‘as they certainly will be at the close of the present 
session of Congress—I put it to honorable gentle- | 


House, which of the two courses is most likely to 
endanger the pacific relations between this country 
and England—the giving of the notice in the form 
and in the shape in which my friend from Ken- | 


the President of the United States in any form | 
whatever, Why, we must undoubtedly establish | 
tribunals of justice in Oregon. The English have | 
done so. We must do so for the protection of our 
| people. 
| and deputies to execute processes—to enforce the 
| administration of justice in that térritory. The 


| and deputies there to enforce the administration 
of justice. Well, now, how can it escape a think- 
| ing intellect that, in this state of things—if this 
joint occupancy is to continue—the danger of col- 
lision between the two countries must increase 
every day. I will not say that the danger of 
| collision is unavoidable, and that in no possible 
| state of things can the event be different from what I 
now imagine it will be. But Ido feel confident— 
knowing as I do the character of our own western 
settlers, those who will go to Oregon—understand- 
ing as we all do the feeling of our own people who 
are about to emigrate to that territory, and of those 
who have already gone there—the conflicting views 
i| of our countrymen and the British in Oregon on 
I| all questions, and especially on the great principles 
of civil and republican liberty—knowing this dif- 
| ference of opinion, I say that I hold that the dan- 
| ger of collision between the two classes of settlers, 
‘| and consequently between this nation and Great 
| Britain, will daily increase, if this joint occupancy 
‘| be permitted to continue. It is, or will be, pre- 
cisely as my honorable friend from Michigan (Mr. 
Cass] described it—a ‘double-headed govern- 
ment;’’ and there will be as great danger of colli- 
sion between the two classes of inhabitants as if 
there were no organized government at all, and the 
|| country were in a state of absolute anarchy, and 


i| Judge Lynch the only resident judicial authority. 
i| We can all very readily understand this. An 
i| American is sued for a debt by a British settler, 
or he is presented for an assault and battery, or 
for homicide, or any other crime. Do you sup- 
i| pose that the American will submit to the British 
li judge? Do you not suppose that he will, in all 
human probability, appeal to his countrymen to 
|| rescue him from the hands of any British consta- 
ble, or sheriff, or marshal, who shall seek to seize 
him, and lead him before the British judge? Re- 
verse the case, and suppose that the prosecuting 
party is an American, the alleged culprit an Eng- 
lishman, do you suppose that he will submit it to 
an American judge? Will he not appeal for aid 
to his countrymen to rescue him from the hands 
of the American officers of justice ? 

Sir, if this joint occupancy be permitted any 
| longer to continue, there will soon be collisions be- 
tween armed posses of Englishmen and Americans 
| in Oregon—t!ood will be shed, and then what will 
i happen? Our countrymen will come to us with 
their story, and the Englishmen will go to the Brit- 
ish Parliament; and the story of neither party will 
be softened in the recital. These things will in- 
il flame the passions of men on both sides; and al- 
|| ready there are certain men in this country who 
|| are seeking to fan into an open flame the prevailing 
‘| apprehensions of war. In these circumstances the 
| danger will increase, and my anxious fear 1s, that, 

by the continuance of this state of things, we will 
be driven into a war. But one evil is certain under 
this joint occupation; and I hold it to be a great 
| fact, and worthy the consideration of this Senate 
il in taking a vote on these resolutions. Already the 
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ican officers. Itake it for granted that some such | 


We shall have sheriffs, and constables, | 


British have judges, and marshals, and constables, | 


i 
i 


i 
| 
| 
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apprehension of war has décreased and almost par- 
alyzed the business of the country; already the- 
capital of traders is withdrawing itself into chests, 


| and drawers, and old stockings; already thé busi- 


ness men of the community are alarmed; and ‘the 
longer this state of things continues, the greater 
will be the alarm; from day to-day, and from 
month to month, the tendency to paralyze the bu- 
siness of the country will increase. We have at 
this time a commerce of 2,417,000 tons of shipping. 
England has 2,420,759 tons; so that we are nearly—. 
nay, it is my opinion we are completely—on a par 
with her. I doubt, sir, whether England has a 
greater commercial marine, or greater interests to 
protect than us; if so, I would like to know in 
what it consists. We have more than seven hun- 
dred whale ships in the Pacific ocean; we have an 
extensive Indian commerce; and a great.and daily- 
growing commerce with China. . And does any 
man suppose that in the present distracted state of 
our relations with England, and the long time that 
must elapse if this notice is not given, that the own- 
ers of these ships, on their return, will send them 
back on voyages—that the owners of these India- 
men will dare to send them on a three years’ cruise? 
Why, it is even now difficult to effect insurance on 
them. My ardent wish is for an honorable and 
specdy settlement of this question. I hold that the 
giving of the notice will present the question to the 
view of those whose duty it is to attend to it—the 
Secretary of State and the President; that they will 
be induced to cometo some settlement, and that 
i speedily. But itis my fear that, if the notice fails, 
the President of the United States, feeling (I will 
not say mortified) that his recommendation in rë- 
gard to England is not complied with, that his 
measures are not accepted, his serious proposals 
slighted and neglected, may resolve, for reasons 
best known to himself, to say, “I will take no fur- 
ther steps in this business; I have done all I could, 
and now the responsibility rests on Congress; and 
if it does not do its duty, things must remain as 
they are until a Congress comes in ‘that will pos- 
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| daily increasing fear of war. 


| by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN.] 


sess the determination to give the notice. Until this 
is done, things must remain as they are.” Sir, I say 
nothing as one authorized; I do‘not give my rea- 
sons ex cathedra: I fear the first effect-of refusing’ 
to give the notice will be to induce the President to 
stop all negotiation, and appeal to the country—to 
appeal to that most dangerous of all tribunals, 
party—and excite the inflammatory zeal of the peo- 
ple, and stir up their ancient feelings of antipathy 
to England, leaving commerce paralyzed by the 
Should such take 
place, I fear many a man would be sent here who 
would be disposed to go farther, and do more, than 
I propose in giving this pacific notice. At the same 
time, it is due to myself to say that I do not enter- 
tain the idea that men will ever be sent here with 
instructions to go beyond 54° 40’. Ido not hope 
nor believe that any man would come here, in- 
structed by the people of the United States to go 
for any measures that would tend to produce a 
war with England. 

Mr. President, I have said this much to explain, 


| very briefly, some of the reasons that will induce 


me to vote for the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, and in opposition to those offered by 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. But I might not have troubled the Senate 
with any remarks at this time, but for the very ex- 
traordinary course indulged in in his observations 
That 
gentleman is.the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of this bod y—the leading mem- 
ber of the leading committee of the first delibera- 
tive assembly in the worid. What falls from him, 
officially, will go abroad over the country, and not 
stop there. What he says here will be transmitted 
by the first steamer that goes. to England, and be 
read with great attention, concern, and resentment 
by every intelligent Englishman. It will go over 
Europe, and be presumed, from the official po- 
sition of the gentleman, to speak the sentiments 
of the Senate of the United States, or at least a 
considerable portion of it. Sir, the Senator, in a 
speech of two days, indulged in denunciations of - 
England, and assertions that she dare not go to 
war with us; that she had become so. wéak, so im- 
becile, as to be unable to vindicate her own rights. 
He endeavored’ to prove that. the Government of 
England would tumble to pieces in case of a-war 
with this country. He extolléd—and iii that] con- 
curred with him—-the military prowess of ‘our own 


* 


1846. 


leading object with the gentleman, throughout ihis | 


‘my countrymen throughout the land the real con- 
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country... He did that, but he also sought to ex- 
cite studiously the feelings of our country. against 
Englishmen; and, worse-than that, to-excite the 
feelings of Englishmen against us: It-has been a 


session, to prepare the hearts of the people of the 
United States for war with England; and this:the 
gentleman, on. an occasion prior to. this discussion, 
has acknowledged to be. his object: Sir, I-say 
again, that, if the: honorable Senator had sought 
only to prepare the hearts of our. countrymen for 
war, it would not have been one-third.as bad in its 
effects-as its tendency to-prepare the hearts of the’ 
English people for a.war against us. He has 
sought to excite and inflame the honorable passions 
of Englishmen against us, not one of whom, after 
reading the speech of that gentleman, but will feel 
indignant that his country has been denounced as 
a nation that dare not go to war in vindication of 
its rights. What would the feeling of an Ameri- 
can be, after hearing such a speech against his coun- 
try delivered in the House of Commons, by a lead- 
ing, member—the head of a leading committee? 
As a Senator of the United States—holding a po- 
sition which may be considered as constituting 
him a connecting link between the President and 
the Senate—his speech will be supposed to speak 
the sentiments of the country on this matter. Sir, 
we may tell the feelings of an Englishman on this 
subject, by putting the question home to ourselves; 


and I ask you, if you would not rise with indigna- || 


tion from reading a speech in which it was asserted 
we dare not go to war in defence of our rights? 
Sir, I undertake to say to the Senator—and I hope 
the declaration of so humble a member of this body 
as myself will accompany his speech to England— 
that I do not believe that there is any considerable 
portion of the Senate of the United States who 
would agree to such an assertion as that in his 
speech: From communication with my brother 

enators, I undertake to say that not a third of them 
would approve of that, or any other declaration of 
the Senator from Ohio, tending to excite sentiments 
of hostility in the people of England, or to pro- 
voke war. Ido not believe he speaks the senti- 
ments of the President or his Cabinet on that sub- 
ject, of either branch of Congress, or of any con- 
siderable portion of it. 

A SENATOR. Or of the people. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. Or of the people, as my 
friend near me says. They respect the English as | 
a brave and powerful nation. They are not will- 
ing, it is true, to be trampled on by England; and 
when she commits an aggression, they are willing 
to fight in their own defence; they have told Eng- 
land this a thousand times, and they are ready to |i 
do so again; but they are not ready to excite the i| 
passions of any nation to a war with us. And if | 
they were collected in a body in presence of the | 
‘American Senate, nine-tenths of them would repu- | 
diate any declaration made for them, that they | 
were disposed to excite foreign nations to war | 
with them. Sir, tell England that she dare not go | 
to wax in defence of her rights, and the moment it | 
is ascertained that such a sentiment was entertained 
in the Senate of the United States, every English- 
man, Irishman, and Scotchman, now living in that | 
country, will rally to her assistance. All it needs | 
is, to make her believe we think that, and war will 
be inevitable. 

Sir, I do not belong to that class of men to which i 
the Senator so frequently alluded, who seek to de- 
preciate the power of my own country; but I hold 
it to be my duty, as a-faithful sentinel here, to tell | 


dition of ‘their naval and military power, and con- 
trast it with that-of any foréign nation with which 
there may be danger of war. If there was a dan- 
ger of war with France, 1 would hold it to be my || 
duty. to tell them of the relative naval forces of || 
France and this country; and I hold that this is not || 
depreciating our own, nor exaggerating the force of i| 
the enemy. ` 

The tendency of the remarks of the Senator from 
Ohio was to condemn the remarks made by the 
Senator from Michigan at the beginning of the ses- 
sion... That Senator thought it his duty to tell his 
brother Senators, and the whole country, through 
the medium of the reporters of this body, that we 
were in danger, and ought to arm; that our navy | 
and army were insufficient for the defence of the 
country. He pressed that view with all his ener- | 
gy; and, believing that something ought to be done | 
in-that. condition of affairs, we appointed a com- 
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| man ever goes into a contest with another seeking 


| was notaware of the fact I have just stated to him, 


| rying just two thousand three hundred and fifty~ 


mittee, to whom was referred the question. of pre- 
paring adequate means of defence. Sir, no wise 


to disparage the power of his opponent; no wise 
general enters the battle field depreciating the pow- 
er of the enemy and overrating his own. More | 
battles have been lost by that error than all others 
together. Iwill now proceed to: make a few re- 
marks in concurrence with the Senator from Mich- į 
igan about increasing the defences of the co nay: 4 
T concur with the Senator from Florida on this sub- 
ject. They were not those of an alarmist; and I 
hold that the defenceless state of our seacoast, and 
the unprepared state of our other defences, are a 
perfect justification of his remarks. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio says England 
dare not go to war. Why? Because she is exceed- 
ingly weak. She cannot defend herself, because, 
amongst other things, her navy has lost, he says, 
that supremacy which he admits it formerly had 
amongst the nations of the world. He thinks it is 
by no means so powerful as itwas in 1802 and 1803. 
I differ from the honorable gentleman, and I beg to 
make an effort to convince my brother Senators | 
that he was entirely mistaken with regard to that 
subject. I believe that the navy of Great Britain is 
at this moment greater than ever it was since she 
became a nation. She has at this time, according 
to accurate——- $ 

Mr. ALLEN. My proposition was, that her 
power, relatively to the naval power of the world, 
was greater then than it is now relatively to the na- 
val power of the world. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I think, then, that proposition | 


is still more objectionable than the other. Let us 
examineit. Let us look a little into the facts of the 
case. Let us thus test the accuracy of the gentle- 
man’s proposition. J have some statistics on the 


subject which have been very carefully compiled, | 


and for that reason I solicit for them the attention 
of the Senate. England has 671 vessels of war, 
carrying 16,242 guns, and manned by 40,000 men. 
Can the honorable Senator from Ohio point to any 
period in the past history of England when she had 
such a force as that afloat? Of these ships, 98 are 
war-steamers, many of them of the first class— 
much more dangerous than the old vessels of war 
she was accustomed to build. But the Senator, 
in the course of his remarks, depreciated her navy 
because, no matter how many ships she might now 
possess, the introduction of steam had diminished 
her relative power with otherations. Perhaps he 


that if steam is to be brought in as an element of 
war, England has availed herself of it to twice, ay, 
thrice the extent of any other nation on the face of 
the globe. Ninety-eight war-steamers; you have 
how many? Five! Two of them are ships that 
you could put alongside her frigates or sloops of 
war; the others are vessels of an inferior class, as 
I understand. Well, what is the extent of your 
military marine? You have, as I have shown, as 
great a commercial marine as England—as much to | 
protect as she has—and yet you possess but seven- 
ty-six ships of war, inali! Seventy-six ships, car- 


four guns. England has 16,242 guns afloat. You 
have 2,354. Well, I am willing, as the honorable 
gentleman has suggested, to progress a little fur- 
ther, and to compare our navy with that of some 
other portions of the earth, and to compare the 
English navy also with them. France has, of 
commercial. tonnage about 625,769 tons, yet she 
has 348 ships-of-war, of which 60 are of the largest 
class—carrying, in all, 8,816 guns, and manned by 
29,095 men. 

Mr. BENTON. How many? 

Mr. CLAYTON repeated the number, and pro- 
ceeded. Well, now, sir, compare her commer- 
cial marine with yours, and you will find that 
yours is to hers as four to one; but compare your 
naval power with hers, and hers is just four times 
as great as yours. Russia has but 239,000 com- 
mercial tonnage; yet she has 126 vessels of war, 
many of the largest class, and 10,394 men to man 
them. She has cight war-steamers, and many 
others are now building. Your commercial ma- 
rine, compared with that of Russia, is as tén to | 
one; but her naval power, compared with yours, 
is as five to one. I will now briefly allude to the | 
naval statistics of some of the inferior or secondary 
powers of Europe. Denmark, which has but 95,- 


| man can express 


375 of foreign tonnage, has 73 ships of war, with | 


|| 754 guns at least—more, undoubtedly, though not 


stated in these tables—because I know the fact, 
that many of the gun-boats in the service of Den- 
mark carry four large guns, whilst in my table 
only one is allowed to each. Sweden, 118,025 
tonnage, 397. vessels of war, 1,407 guns, two war- 
steamers. Holland has 214,284 tonnage, 132 ves- 
sels ‘of wat of all-classes, and about 1,544 guns. 
Turkey has 31 vessels of war of all classes, 1,902 
guns. The Pachaof Egypt has 20 vessels of war; 
nine of them, as has been represented to me on the 
best authority, larger than. our ship of the line, the 
Pennsylvania. What is the result of these statis- 
ties? For every hundred thousand tons of com- 
mercial tonnage we have one hundred guns; Eng- 
land has six hundred and forty-seven guns; France 
one thousand and thirty guns; Russia three thou- 
sand four hundred and sixty-seven guns; Denmark 
eight hundred and seventy-seven; Sweden seven 
hundred and three; Holland seven hundred and 
seventy-seven. Thus, then, it stands: England 
yields about seven times as much } protecuon to her 
commerce as you do to yours; France more than 
ten times as much; Russia thirty-five times as 
much; Denmark eight times as mach; Sweden 
more than seven times as much; Holland eight 
times as much. Well, now, if the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio desires it, he might go on, and in- 
stitute a comparison between the power of England 
ànd that of all other countries; and I think he will 
find that England has guarded herself at every 
point. Her military marine is at this time, I con- 
tend, greater than it ever was on earth before. And 
if a period in the history of the world were to be 
selected, where one nation ought to seck a war 
with another, this ought to be the very last when 
this country should seek a war with England. 
Wow let not the Senator from Ohio, nor any other 
man, imagine that I make these remarks with a 
view to depreciate the power of my own country, 
or unjustly to exaggerate the power of any foreign 
nation. A Wave; if anything, rather underrated the 
power of England. I have stated precisely, from 
information of the highest authority, what our own 
strength is, and I have not given the largest state- 
ment which I have seen of the power of England, 
but that statement which I deemed the most relia~ 
ble. But the doctrine which I mean to maintain 
is expressed in the language of Hemmings-— 
«To broach a war, and not to be assured 
Of certain means to make a fair defence, 
Howe’er the cause be right, may justly seem 
A wilful madness.’ 
lf we had aright to all Oregon, and every man 
of us was certain of that, as wise men and sensible 
men, if determined to fight for it, surely we would 
select some time when we were ready. And with- 
out now undertaking to give an opinion on the 
subject whether we are ready or not to vindicate 
our own rights, or anything else, I leave every 
Senator to weigh that_serious question in -his own 
bosom for himself. Mr. President, the people of 
the United States have not manifested any want of 
confidence in the Executive on this subject. We 
are not formed into parties on this subject. I have 
said already that men of different parties, and of 
the same party, may entertain different opinions 
with regard to our foreign relations; but 1 know 
that my countrymen are as ready for war in de- 
fence of their rights as any men on the face of the 
earth. I believe all that the Senator from Ohio has 
said or can say with regard to the bravery of my 
countrymen when forced into combat, and their 
ability to protect themselves. Letno man under 
take to say that I doubt their prowess in battle. I 
have as high an opinion of that as he or any other 
But I say now that if the peo- 
ple of the United States could be gathered together 
in one mass—men of all parties and all sorts—in 
front of the Presidential mansion, knowing, as they 
do, that its occupant has the power to decide this 
great question, they would address him in some 
such language as that employed by the conqueror 
of Agincourt—the sovereign of England at that time 
—when he called his council together and desired 
their honest and sincere advice in regard to his title 
to France. He said—and it is worthy of repeti- 
tion, for I think it is the language of our country- 
men to the President on this occasion—as we have 
it in the imperishable pages of the great dramatist: 
«K. Hen. God forbid ; 
That you should fashion, wrest, or bow your reading, 
Or nicely charge your understanding soul 
With opening titles miscreate, whose risht 
Suits not in native colors with the truth; 
For God doth know how many, now in health, 
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Shall drop their blood in approbation 

Of what your wisdom shall incite us to: 

Therefore take heed how you impawn our person— 
How you awake the sleeping sword of war 3 

We charge you, in the name of God, take heed! 

For never two such kingdoms-did contend, 

Without much fall of blood, whose guiltless drops 
Are every one a wo, a sore complaint, 

?Zainst him whose wrong give edge unto the swords 
That make such waste in brief mortality.” 


And I say, while I admit—nay, insist—that my 


countrymen are as brave as any other men on the |f 


face of the earth, and as ready as any others to 
vindicate their honor and their rights,—yet I say, 
on their behalf, (if any doubt on that question ex- 
ists,) to the President and all in authority, “In 
the name of God, take heed!” If we are to be 
brought into a war with England—a nation more 
powerful than Rome was in her palmiest days; 
if, at this early stage of our national existence, we 
are to be called on to measure our strength with 
the greatest Power on earth, in God’s name let it 
be in a just cause. We will then all strike to- 
gether, and I have‘io doubt of the issue. But let 
us be assured, beyond all controversy, that we are 
in the right. The American people will not make 
battle in a bad cause. In a righteous cause—in 
defence of their liberties, or what they believe in 
their heart and soul to be their own—they can fight 
as well as any men that ever trod the battle-field. 
Mr. President, if at this time there must come war, | 
the responsibility of that war will rest upon the 
head of the President of the United States and his 
Cabinet. And it will bea war, as has been hed 
stated by some other gentleman on this floor, such 
as the world has probably never yet scen. It will 
be ‘the carnival of death—the vintage of the 

> Jt will be a war between men who pro- 


grave. 
fess to be the disciples of one common faith—the 
faith of the Saviour of the world—men allied more 
closely in feelings than any other of the races of 
mankind—more closely united in intelligence, and 
who approximate more nearly than any others in 
their views of government and laws—men who, on 
each side, think they “know their rights, and, 
knowing, dare maintain them’’—skilled in war, 
brave, possessed of wealth, ay endowed in all 
the means and sinews of war. If there is to be 
such a war, the responsibility will rest where I 
have stated. But not on me—not on me, O God! 
let any portion of the responsibility, and the guilt, | 
and the sin of that war rest! | 

Mr. C. then resumed his seat; and then, on 
motion of 

Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate entered on the | 
consideration of executive business, 

After a short time spent in executive session, | 
the doors were again opened; and then | 

The Senate adjourned till Monday next. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 12, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order would be the call of the committees 
for reports. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion, to which he hoped there would be no objec- 
tion; and if gentlemen would hear it read, he was | 
sure there would be none. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House report 
the reasons or cause of the delay in the delivery of 
the remainder of the copies of Captain Fremont’s 

Report; which were ordered to be printed by the 
House at the last session of Congress, for the use 
of the members thereof. . 

Mr. STEPHENS was understood to say, it 
would be remembered that at the last session of 
Congress, 10,000 extra copies of this report had 
been ordered, Twelve months had now clapsed. 
Only seven copies had been delivered to the mem- 
bers, and some of them, he thought, had only re- 
ceived three. Doubtless there was some good rea- 


son for the delay. But he knew that there was f 


great anxiety in the country to procure this report; 
and he had himself received a number of letters— 


Mr. RATHBUN here rose and submitted that, | 
; HBUN here rose and submitted that, | of citizens of Rhode Island and Massachusetts for 


if debate wag to arise, the resolution must lie over. | 
The question was then taken without further dis- 
cussion, and the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. McK AY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union. 


į 
t 


| twice, and committed. 


| could not be converted into a marine hospital, for 


Mr. WENTWORTH hoped the committees 
would be called for reports. 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON said that the 
House had already got more business before it 
than it was likely to R á 

Mr. SEA BORN JONES asked Mr. McKay to 
withdraw his motion. But Mr. McKay persisted. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
Yeas 42, noes 67. 

So the House refused to go into committee. 

Mr. SEABORN JONES, by leave, gave notice 
of a motion for leave to introduce a bill to amend 
the judiciary system of the United States. 

Mr. DANIEL (chairman of the Committee of 
Claims) rose and said, that inasmuch as the joint 
resolution of notice, which had so long engaged 
the attention of the committee, was now disposed 
of, he should feel it to be his duty, to-morrow and 
the next day, to insist on the transaction of busi- 
ness on the private calendar. He gave this notice 
that gentlemen interested in that calendar might be 
in their places. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, on leave, gave notice of 
a bill to provide for the establishment of a general 
warehousing system. ; 

Mr. RATHBUN, on leave given, presented res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of New | 
York, instructing the Senators, and requesting 
the Representatives from said State, in the Congress | 
of the United States, to use their best endeavors |! 
to prevent any increase on the present rates of 
postage, until the present system shall be fully 
tested; which resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. McKAY called for. the orders of the day. 

The bill from the Senate entitled “An act forthe 
relief of the legal representatives of Picrre Menard, 
Josiah T. Betts, Jacob Fearnan, and Edmund 
Roberts, of the State of Ilinois, sureties of Felix 
St. Vrain, late Indian agent, deceased,” was read 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call for reports 
from committees. 


On motion of Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be discharged from the consideration of the 
resolution of the House of the 9th ultimo, relative 
to an appropriation for a marine hospital at Padu- 
cah, in Kentucky. 


On motion of Mr, McCLELLAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from theieonsideration of the memorial | 
of the Legislature of the Territory of Iowa, for a 
wharf at the town of Keokuk, and that it be laid 
upon the table, 


On motion of Mr. MeCLELLAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the memorial 
of citizens of the State of Indiana, for a naval de- 
pôt at Toledo, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. | 

On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, the House 
proceeded to the consideration of the following 
resolution, offered by him on the 10th instant; 
which was read, considered, and adopted, as fol- 
lows, viz: 

‘*Resolved, That the Secretary of War commu- 
nicate to this House all information in his posses- 
sion respecting the present condition and use of | 
Fort Dearborn, at Chicago, Ilinois, and whether, 
without injury to the public service, the said fort 


the benefit of seamen on Lake Michigan; and that 
he procure from the officers in charge an estimate | 
of the expense thereof, with an opinion whether 
lands reserved for military purposes near said fort 
could not be sold without public inconvenience or 
detriment, to raise the amount necessary to meet 
such expense; and also as to the expediency of es- 
tablishing a marine hospital at that place; and also | 
as to the expediency of selling the site of said fort | 
entirely, for the purpose of applying the proceeds || 
to the purchase of grounds further without the 
business portion of said city.” 


On motion of Mr, TIBBATTS, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
discharged from the consideration of the petition | 


the improvement of the Pawtucket river, and that 
it be laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Publie Lands 
be discharged from the. consideration of the me- |! 


| read twice, an 


morial of citizens of Fulton county, Indiana, for 
school lands in lieu of section 16; township 30, 
north of range 53; and of the memorial of citizens 
in the State of Ohio, in favor of granting lands in 
limited quantities to actual settlers, and that they 
be laid upon the table. i : 


On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, 

Ordered, That the same committée be discharged 
from the consideration of the resolution from the 
Legislature of the State of New Hampshire relating 
to the subject of distributing the proceeds of the 
sales of public lands among the sevéral States, and 
that it be committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. ERDMAN Pee petitions of citizens 
of the counties of Lehigh, Bucks, and Montgom- 
ery, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
establishment of a post-route from Pottstown to 
Coopersburg; which petitions were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, _ 
Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which the subject was referred, by reso- 
lution of the House on the 13th January last, re- 
ported a bill to amend the act approved the 2d of 
April, 1844, entitled “An act directing the dispo- 
sition of certain unclaimed goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, seized for being illegally imported into 
the United States,” accompanied by a report in 
writing; which bill was read twice, and, after à- 
brief explanation of its object by Mr. B., was. òr- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time to-day. 
The said bill being engrossed, was accordingly 


| read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. LEVIN, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which the memorials upon the subject were re- 
ferred, reported a bill to establish a dry-dock at 
the navy-yard in the city of Philadelphia, accom- 
panied by a report; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. i 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted, 
VIZ: 3 ` 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this" House, ifin 
his opinion not incompatible with the public inter- . 
est, a copy of the communication dated 17th Octo- 


|| ber, 1845, from the agent of the United States at 


Mexico, relative to the payment of the 4th and 5th 
instalments of the Mexican indemnity, which is 
referred to in his last annual Message as having 
been received at the State Department on the 9th 


| November last, and also all information in his pos- 


session relative to the said instalments, and to 
the payment of the said indemnity, and to. the 
measures adopted by the State or Treasury De- 
partments in relation thereto, which was not com- 
municated in the Message of the President to the 
Senate of the 3d of February, 1845, or has been re- 
ceived or taken place since that time. 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, from the Committee 


, on Foreign Affairs, made an adverse report upon 


the petition of A. H. Everett 
laid upon the table, 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made an adverse report upon 
the petition of Thomas Harvey; which report was 


; which report was 


|| laid upon the table. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill declaratory of the powers, and le- 
galizing certain acts, of the chief clerk of the Pat- 
ent Office; which bill was read twice and engross- 
ed, and read a third time and passed; and sent to 
the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL, from the Committee 
of Claims, made a report upon the case of Josiah 
‘Haskell, accompanied by a bill for his relief;which 
bill was read twice, and committed. . 

Mr. LEAKE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the case of Daniel Steenrod, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which bill was 
i committed. 

[A message was received from the Senateby À. 
Dickens, esq., their Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make an arrafigement 
or compromise with Mangle M. Quackenboss and 
his co-obligors, or any of them, for claims on bonds 
given by thom as sureties to the United States.] 


Mr. WILLIAM W. CAMPBELL, from the 


| Joint Committee on the Library, reported the fol- 


lowing resolution: z 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
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of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, 
That. the Joint Committee-on the ibrary be in- 
structed to inquire into the present condition of the 
painting for the Rotundo, ordered to be painted by 
the late Henry Inman; and. if it be found that the 
same is unfinished, the: said: commiitée be, and 
they are hereby, authorized: and required: to have 
the same finished, ‘provided that it can be done at 
an. expense (including what has been paid).not ex- 
ceeding ‘the amount originally. appropriated. 

‘The -resolation was read. twice, under the rule, 

‘. Mr. Cvasked that it bè put-on its passage, 

Mr. 6.3 . INGERSOLL didnot wish:the reso- 
lution put:on its passage at this time, and moved 
that it. be committed to the Committee ‘of the 
Whole. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL explained the grounds upon 
which the resolution had been reported, and said 
that Mr, Huntington, an artist of merit, and a pu- 
pil of Mr. Inman, had offered his services to com- 
plete the painting for a very moderate sum, so 
moderate as not to exceed the contemplated cost of 
the picture in the first instance. 

Mr. INGERSOLL was afraid of precipitate ac- 
tion, ane- wished the resolution laid over a ‘short 
„titie, There was a good deal of character and a 
good deal of money involved, and he hoped the 
matter would not be pressed. 

Mr. WINTHROP agreed in every respect with 
the suggestions of Mr. lnazrsout, and wished the 
resolution laid over for the present. 

Mr. J, @. ADAMS made some remarks not dis- 
tinctly heard. He was understood to say that he 
doubted the propriety of employing another artist 
to complete the unfinished work. of Mr. Inman. 
He thought the committee ought to be instructed 
to inquire into the propriety of employing another 
artist to paint a new and original picture, and leave 
Mr. Inman’s picture to be disposed of in some 
other way. He believed that no artist could com- 
plete, satisfactorily, a work commenced by ano- 
ther. It had often been attempted; he recollected 
of no instance in which it was successful. My. A. 
made other remarks which we could not catch. 
He concluded by suggesting an amendment to the 
resolution, to the eflect that the committee be further 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of em- 
ploying an artist to produce a painting, to take the 
place of that which the late Mr. Inman had been 

ed to paint. 
nM. JOSER. INGERSOLL said he did not hear 
all the suggestions of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Anams,] but agreed entirely with 
what he did hear. “He objected to the proposition 
to finish the picture commenced by Mr. Inman; he 
thought the plan of Mr. Inman a-very bad one. 
He had yet to learn that that artist had any talent 
as an historical painter. Fle admitted he had talents 
of a high order, and had produced. works of merit, 
but he “believed none of an historical character. 
He was decidedly opposed to employing another 
to finish what. Mr. Inman had begin. He spoke 
of Mr. Huntington, and admitted that he had mer- 
its as.an artist; but he was. not willing to employ 
him to finish the picture. There were native Amer- 
ican artists in the country perfectly competent to 
carry out the original intention of Congress in or- 
dering these great. historical paintings, and he 
thought it was.time that Congress should redeem 
the: character of the country from the obloquy un- 
der which it rested in consequence of the miserable 
works‘of art to-be found within the Capitol, begin- 
ning with those wretched reliefs which we see at 


every turn, and ending with the paintings on the | 


walls of the Rotundo, every one of which reflected 
discredit on the taste and talents of the nation. 

Mr. W. W, CAMPBELL further explained the 
reasons which induced the committee to report the | 
resolution. He spoke of Mr. Huntington as an 
artist. of much merit, and believed he would, if em- 

loyed, complete the picture. commenced by Mr. 
nman in such a manner as to be creditable to him- 
self and satisfactory tathe country. l 

Mi.. WINTHROP agreed. with his colleague | 
{Mr. Avams] that the House, before it acts, ought | 
to. know whether. Mr. Inman’s picture is worthy 
of being finished, and if so, is the artist.named by 
the. gentleman from New, York (Mr. Campsext] 
the most fitting person io-be employed.: Mr. W. 
thought it was worthy. of consideration whether it 
would not-be proper. to offer to.all- native American | 
artists to compete for a painting to fill up the va- 
cant panel in the Rotundo, Let all of them present 
their works-—seleet the best; the others.could:be | 


sold for good account by those who made them. | 
Mr. W. offered. the following as a substitute for the | 
resolution: | 


| 
Resolved, That the Committee. on the Library be | 
instructed to inquire into the state of the picture | 
which was to have been furnished for the Rotundo | 
by the late Mr. Inman, and to report to this House | 
on the comparative expediency of employing an 
artist to finish Mr. Inman’s design, or to furnish 
an original picture for the vacant panel. And that 
the committee also consider the expediency of of- 
fering the vacant panel to the competition of all 
American artists. 


Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL said that the reason 
why the picture had not been completely finished, 
was the loss of health by Mr, Inman several years 
ago. “Mr. C. assented to the proposition of Mr. 
Wixruror, and modified his resolution accord- 
ingly. 

‘Mr. SCHENCK then proposed the following 
additional resolution: 

“And that the said committee also inquire into 
and report as to the expediency of employing Hi- 
ram Powers to execute, on occount of the Govern- 
ment, some appropriate work of sculpture or group 
of statuary, illustrating such important incident in 
the national history of this country as may be by | 
him and the said committee selected for his subject; 
the said work, when completed, to be preserved in | 
some proper place at this Capitol.” 

This proposition was read; when 

Mr. WINTHROP said that the whole subject, 
with all the propositions and suggestions which | 
had been made, had better be referred back to the : 
Library Committee. He would, therefore, make | 
a motion to that effect. 

The motion prevailed, and the resolution, with | 
the amendments which had been proposed, were ` 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made a report upon the case of William 
B. Ligon, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CULVER asked leave to give notice of a: 
bill. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. CHIPMAN asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BOWLIN asked leave to present certain 
joint resolutions. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BAKER asked leave present a memo- 
rial. $ 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved | 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, (Mr. Bronuran, of Pennsylvania, | 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the | 
bill making appropriations for the payment of rev- | 
olutionary and other pensioners. i 

The pending question being on the following | 
amendment oftered by Mr. Cares B. Smiru: 

‘Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That all arrear- 
ages of pension now due, or which may hereafter 
become due to the heirs of any deceased pension- 
er, there being no widow of such pensioner living, | 
shall be paid to the administrator or executor of 
such deceased pensioner, in trust for said heirs: 
Provided, That the same, when paid to such ad- 
yninistrator or executor, shall not.be liable to the 
payment of any debts or demands of any deserip- | 
tion whatever against the estate of such deceased 
pensioner, but the same shall be paid by such ad- | 
ministrator or executor to the legal heirs of such | 
deceased pensioners who now by law are entitled | 
to the same.” 

Mr. C.B. SMITH said a word in explanation 
of the purport of the amen@ment. 

Mr. McKAY called the attention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to the law of 1840, from which i 
he read, showing that this class of cases was there- | 
in expressly provided for. od. | 

Mr. SMITH (apparently receiving this expla- | 

| 
H 
| 


nation as satisfactory) expressed his regret that the | 
law had never been brought to the attention of the | 
Commissioner of Pensions, and stated one. or two 
cases in which such applications made by him were | 
refused on the ground that compliance was not-au- 
thorized by law. E : 
Mr. COBB said, this provision of the law of 1840: 
had been overlooked by the Commissioner of Pen- ; 
sions-up to the commencement of the present ses- i 


sion; since that time, claims of this kind had been. | 


allowed, asthe gentleman from Indiana would find 
upon inquiry. 

Mr. SMITH withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved as an amendment the 
fourth section of the amendment (in a modified 
form) proposed by him the other day, as follows: 

“ And be it further enacted, That no widow claim- 
ing a pension whose husband was drawing a pen- 
sion at the time of his decease, should be required, 
in any such case, to furnish any further evidence 
that said husband was entitled to a pension; nor 
shall any evidence, in any case be required to en- 
title the widow to a pension, when the evidence is 
in the archives of the Government ” j 

Mr. McK AY raised a point of order against the 
amendment, and remarked that it was the same 
provision which had been ruled out of order yes- 
terday. 

After a word of conversation from Mr. TIB- 
BATTS and Mr. McKAY, 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
stating that, although this proposition, in conjunc- 
tion with various others, had been decided out of 
order, he did not feel authorized to reject it in a 
separate and independent form. 

Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN said this amend- 


I| ment proposed to put a construction upon the law 


which the law itself did not warrant, and which, if 
they gave authority to the executive officers to 
adopt, would involve a charge upon the treasury 
as effectually as if done by a new provision of law. 
If gentlemen believed the construction now put 


i| upon the law to be incorrect, they had their rem- 


edy by appeal to the proper judicial tribunal. He 

objected to the reception of the amendment, not 

upon its merits, (which question was not now in- 

volved,) but as being out of order under the rule 

prohibiting appropriations not authorized by law 

rom being included in the regular appropriation 
ills. 

After some further conversation by Mr. BOYD, 
Mr, CHAPMAN, and others, upon the point of 
order, 

Mr. CHAPMAN appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN restated his decision, that 
the amendment was in order, inasmuch as it would 
not create such a charge upon the treasury as falls 
within the decision made by the Chair yésterday, 
and sustained by the House, : 

‘The appeal was briefly discussed by Mr. TIB- 
BATTS and Mr. HOPKINS. 

The question, “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” was 
taken: by tellers, who reported, yeas 63 noes B=- 
no quorum voting. 

The committee then rose, and the Chairman re- 
ported that fact to the House.~ 

A. motion to adjourn was made and withdrawn. 

Mr. McKAY moved a call of the House. 

The motion to adjourn was renewed, and the 
yeas and nays having been asked and ordered, 
were taken, and was decided in the negative; yeas 
34, nays 122. 

A quorum now voted. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired of the Speaker if it 
was now in order to make a motion. He wished 
to move a resolution to terminate the debate upon 
this bill at three o’clock to day. 

The SPEAKER said he was under the impres- 
sion that no motion could be entertained. The 
committee having risen for want of a quorum, and 
a quorum now having been found present, it had 
been the practice of the House for the committee 
immediately to resume its session. The gentleman 
would accomplish his object by a motion after the 


| House had again gone into committee, that the 


committee rise. ; . , 
The CHAIRMAN resumed his seat in commit- 


tee. 
_ Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee now 
rise, with the view of offering the resolution which 


| he had indicated for the termination of the debate. 


The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes. 67, noes 39, 

But no quorum voted. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee rise, in 
order (he said) that a call of the House might be 


-hads and the country might see who the absentees 


were. 
After much desultory conversation, the commit- 

tee rose, and the Chairman reported the fact that 

the committee had found itself without a quorum, 
Mr. STEPHENS moved that the House adjourn. 
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Mr. McKAY said that the committee had now l 
been twice forced to rise for want of a quorum. | 
The committee was engaged in the consideration of | 
a bill making appropriation for a part of the pub- 
lic service. It was evident that if this state of 
things was suffered to exist—if members would 
not be more punctual in their attendance—the 
House would not be able to proceed with the pub- 
lic business. And in order that the country might 
sec who the absentecs were, he moved a call of the 
House, and asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ASHMUN renewed the motion of Mr. Sre- 
puens that the House adjourn. 

Mr. McKAY asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. ; 

Mr. ASHMUN withdrew his motion. 

So the question recurred on the motion that there 
be a call of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY inquired of the Chair whether 
it would be competent to close the doors of the hall | 
before the call had been commenced. He had no | 
idea that gentlemen who were not in their seats 
when the roll was called, should be permitted to 
come in afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. It will not be competent to 
close the doors until the roll has been called. 

Mr. McKAY withdrew his demand for the yeas | 
and nays on the motion that there be a call of the | 
House. 

And a call of the House was ordered. 


Mr. WENTWORTH asked gentlemen if they f 
Mem- ! 


once began this call, to go through with it. 
bers not in their places, he was understood to say, 
ought to be fined. 

Mr. HENLEY inquired of the Speaker, wheth- 
er, by a vote of the House, it would not be com- 
petent to close the doors before the roll was called. 

Phe SPEAKER was under the impression (he 
said) that by a vote of two-thirds it might be done. 

Mr. HENLEY then moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order that the doors might now be closed. 

And the question being taken, the rules were 
suspended. 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the motion for a call 
of the House be laid on the table. The House 
never did consummate it, and never would. It was 
time spent in idle folly. 

Mr. WENT WORTH insisted on the execution 
of the order. 

The question was first taken on the motion of 
Mr. Perrrr, and having been decided in the nega- 
tive, the motion for acall of the House was not 
laid on the table, 

The doors of the Hall were then closed. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order. 

After which, the Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
but had not completed it, when 
Mr. G. W. JONES, remarking that this pro- 
ceeding was all folly and nonsense, and that mem- 
bers were coming down from the galleries into the 
hall, moved that all further proceedings on the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion, by ayes 77, noes 74, was agreed to. 

So all further proceedings on the call were dis- 
pensed with. 

And the doors of the hall were again opened. 

A quorum being now present, 

The CHAIRMAN resumed his seat in commit- 
tee. 

And the question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
G. 8. HOUSTON, that the committee rise, (for 
the 
debate. 


appointed. 

And the vote having been taken, stood—ayes 
noes 46. 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. GEO. S. HOUSTON offered a resolution, 
in the usual form, providing that all debate on the | 
pension bill in Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union should cease at three o’clock this day. | 

Mr. H. demanded the previous question; which | 
was seconded. 


~ 


77, 


And the main question (on the adoption of the | 


resolution) was ordered to be now taken. | 
Mr. McHENRY asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. | 
And then the resolution was adopted. of 
Whereupon, on the motion of Mr. McK AY, the | 
House again resolved itself into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bropurap 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the | 
said bill. 


urpose of adopting a resolution to close the |; 


| by Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN 
| of the Chair. : 
Messrs. CHAPMAN, McDOWELL, Me- 


upon the decision 


spoke to the point of order. 

After which, the question, “ Shali the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?” was taken, and decided in the affirmative— 
ayes 102, noes 25. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Tissarrs— 

Mr. S. JONES moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to add the following: 

“ Other than such proof as would be sufficient 
‘to establish the marriage between the applicant 
‘and the deceased pensioner, in civil cases, in a 
* court of justice.” 

Mr. TIBBATTS accepted the amendment to 
the amendment, and modified his proposition ac- 
cordingly. 

{But ten minutes now remained of the time al- 
lotted to debate. 


Mr. WENTWORTH rose and remarked that 


|| the time was so short, he would not make a speech, 


but would give notice that to-morrow he would 
call up the river and harbor bill. 

| fr. COBB inquired of his colleague [Mr. SEA- 
i| BorN Jones] if the amendment proposed by him 
did not go to alter the existing law as to the proof 
of marriage. : 
Mr. JONES replied that it did not. It merely 
provided that the proof should be such as would 
be deemed sufficient by the courts in civil cases. 
Mr. COBB said if it did not alter the existing 
law, it was unnecessary; if it did, it was out of 
order, as proposing to create a new charge upon 
the treasury. 

Mr. JONES said that the Commissioner had 
taken upon himself to establish a new law with re- 
| gard to the proof; his amendment provided that 
he should be governed by the law under which 
the courts of justice acted. 

Mr. McKAY regretted that the amendment was 
offered, before it had at least undergone the ex- 
amination of one of the standing committees of the 
House. “It proposed a very important change. 
He pointed out the objections to its several pro- 
visions, and expressed the hope that the commit- 
tee would let the provisions of the law, as it now 
stands, remain unaltered. 


i 

| 

| Mr. COLLAT rose to address the Chair; 
| but two minutes *@nly remaining, he resumed his 
| seat. 


| Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved an amendment to 
| the amendment of Mr. Tiıegarrs, as modified, to 
add the following proviso: 

‘< And provided, also, That when the name of the 
| “husband of any such widow is not upon the pen- 
| sion roll, and the evidence of the service of such 
‘husband does not appear upon the books and 
‘files of the War Department, no further proof 
< should be required of such widow to prove the 
€ service than her own oath or affirmation of the 
€ fact.”? 


to Mr. Trezarrs of some modification of his amend- 
ment; but before he had finished it, 
The CHAIRMAN’S hammer fell, indicating 


The question was taken on the amendment to 


| 

t 
'| the termination®f the debate. 
i 

| 


| the amendment, (tellers having been asked by Mr. 
Mr. STEPHENS called for tellers, who were || 


the negative. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. : 

The question recurring on the amendment as 
modified, 

Mr. STEPHENS moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to add thereto the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That upon a revision of the testi- 
‘mony in the case of the deceased husband, the 
< Commissioner is satisfied that the pension was 
t properly granted.” 

Tellers were asked by Mr. STEPHENS, and 
ordered. 


The question recurring on the amendment as 


| So the amendment was adopted in the following 
| form: 


The pending question was on the appeal taken | 


GAUGHEY, and TIBBATTS, [in explanation,] | 


Mr. McGAUGHEY rose to make a suggestion | 


5. JONES, and refused,) and it was decided in i 


And the question being taken, the amendment to | 
i| the amendment was adopted—ayes 83, noes 63. |) 


i| amended, was taken, and decided in the affirmative | 
i| —ayes 97, noes 31. 
| 
i 


And be it further enacted, That no-widow claim- 
ing a pension, whose husbend was drawing:a pen- 


in any such case, to furnish any. further evidence 
that said husband was entitled to a pension; nor 
shall any evidence in any chse -be:required -to enti= 
tle the widow to-a pension, when the evidence is 
| in the archives of the Government, other than such 
| proof as would be sufficient to establish.the mar- 
riage between the applicant and the deceased pen- 
sioner in civil cases na court of justice: Provided, 
That upon a revision of the testimony: in the case 
of the deceased husband, the Commissioner be sat- 
isfied that the pension was properly granted. i 

Mr. TILDEN moved a further amendment, as 
follows: : 

And be it further enacted, That the 4th section of 
the act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1846, and 
i| for other purposes,” shall not. be so construed as to 
apply to applications for pensions, i 


[The clause of the general appropriation bill re- 
ferred to was called for, and reađ as follows: © 
“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the passage of this act, no account which 
shall have been adjusted by the accounting officer 
| of the treasury shall be reépened without authori- 
ty of law, nor shall the accounting officer of the 
| treasury act upon any account which shall not be 
| presented within six years from the date when the 
| claim first existed, unless the person having the 
claim was an infant, lunatic, or femme covert, and 
| then within six years after the removal of the dis- 
lability. Provided, That this section shall not ap- 
| ply to cases where special acts have been passed, 
or shall pass, for the relief of individuals.”"] ` 


Mr. GORDON raised a point of order against 
the amendment, on the ground that it made an in- 
| creased charge upon the treasury in a manner not 
ii authorized by law. , 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
and declared the amendment in`order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN was understood to suggest the 
propriety of repealing the 4th section of the gen- 
eral appropriation bill affected by this amendment, 
but submitted no motion. `. Bro a 

Mr. CULVER called for.the readingiof: alte 

that 


cision of the Commissioner of Pensions under 
section of the law. 

But objections were made. 

Mr. HOLMES (in conformity with the sugges- 
i tion of Mr. Cmpman) moved an amendment as a 
substitute for the amendment proposed—the repeal 
of the 4th section, (above given.) : 

Mr. RATHBUN raised a point of order against 
ithe amendment. to the amendment; but it. was 
1: overruled by the Chair: and 

The question being taken, the amendment to the 
amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. TILDEN, 


Mr. BELL moved to amend the amendment by 
adding the following: 

“Provided further, That said section shall not be 
|| construed to apply to any claim for balances appa- 
i! rent on the books of any of the departments of this 
|i Government due from the Government to any per- 
i| Son or persons, unless such person or.persons shall 
i| have been notified by the officer having charge of 
i; Said books that such balance is so apparent, and 
|| such person shall not apply for its payment within 
i 
i 


one year from the time such notice is given.” 
The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to the 


|; ject of pensions. f 

i Tellers having been called for and refused upon 
| the amendment, : 

|| The question was taken, and the vote stood—~ 
|| yeas 75, nays 30;_ 

| No quorum voting. 

| Tellers were again asked and ordered; and, . 

H The question being taken, the amendment’ was 
|| adopted: yeas 107, nays not counted. f 

| 
1 


On motion, the committee then rose and reported 


i 

1 the reporter could not learn;) 
| And, pending this'motion, ; 
i The House adjourned. 


Feb. 12; 


sion at the time of his decease, shall be required, 


|| amendment out of order, as not relating to the sub- 


© 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: FRAY, February 13, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. . : 
The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following letter from the Clerk, in an- 
swer to the resolution: introduced yesterday by 
My. STEPHENS: : f 


t Orrice House oF 


REPRESENTATIVES, 
eee tt February 14, 1846. 

‘Sir In answer to the resolution adopted yes- 
terday by. the House in the following words: 

. © * Resolved, That the Clerk of this House report 
the reasons or cause of the delay in delivering the 
$ remainder of the copies of Captain Fremont’s re- 
‘port, which were ordered. to be printed by the 
< House at the last session of Congress, for the use 
£ of the members thereof,’ 

“The Clerk has the honor to state, that, in 
of the last House 
25,1845, directing 

revet Captain Fre- 

mont, the manuscript Was furnished to the printers 

of that House-as fast as the report was written by 

Copies Tenens and was all printed sometime in 
month of April, 1845. 

« Captain Fremont made the contracts for the 
engraving of all the plates attached to the report of 
his second expedition, and the large map, much 
extended, attached to the report of his first expe- 
dition, a portion of which were to be furnished by 
Mr. Endicott, of the city of New. York, and the 
remainder by Edward Weber & Co., of Baltimore. 
These contracts were made by Captain Fremont 
without any consultation with the Clerk. 

«For the six small engravings attached to the 
first report, the undersigned contracted with Mr. 
David Haas, of this city, after advertising for pro- 
posals; he being the lowest bidder. 

« Mr. Haas and Mr. Endicott have furnished all 
the work contracted for by them, but, in conse- 
quence of the large size of the map in the hands 
of Messrs. Weber & Co., they have been unable, 
‘up to this time, to furnish more thån about 1,500 
copies of complete sets of the engravings which 
they contracted to furnish. s 

« Upon a consultation with Mr. E. Xeber, one 
of that firm, a few weeks since, he informed me 
that it would be out of his power to supply the en- 
tire 10,000 sets of engravings for which he con- 
‘tracted before May or June next. 

“ As-often as. 1,000 sets are completed, the 
Messrs. Weber send 500 to the Secretary of the 
Senate, and 500 to the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. s 

c About two weeks since 500 sets came to this 
office, and were immediately sent to the binders of 
the House for the 28th Congress, , 

«In reply to an application to the binders yes~. 
terday, forthe reasons why the 500 copies, for 
which these plates were sent, had not been fur- 
nished, I. received a note from John ©. Rives, 
esq., this morning, informing me that the sets of 
plates received were all imperfect. 

< T have notified the Messrs. Weber of the fact, 
and presume the defect will be supplied in a few 
days. 

x ‘While upon the subject of engraving, the un- 
dersigned will take the hberty, most respectfully, 
to suggest to the House, that the rule adopted du- 
ring the last Congress, and now one of the stand- 
ing rules of this House, relative to engraving, has 
operated to delay the delivery of public documents 
very much. And-the Executive documents of the 
last session, that would have been ready for deliv- 
ery months ago,.are still in the hands of the bind- 
ers, where they:have been, and are still, delayed 
for the engravings, contracted for by the Commit- 
tee of Engravings, m the last eer f 

s“ Very -respectiu. our obedient servant, 

Very respecti P VOX, B. FRENCH, 
“Clerk of Howse of Reps. 
t 'To the Fon. Joan W.. Davis, : i 
` Speaker of the House of Representatives.’ 
he letter having been read, s 

AL, STEPHENS moved that it be laid on the 
table.and printed. Ordered accordingly. 

‘And Mr. S: gave notice that he would hereafter 
introducea resolution rescinding the rule of the 
last session in relation to engraving. 

Mr. BOW EIN, on leave, and in: pursuanee of 
previous notice, asked, obtained leave, and intro- 
duced a joint resolution giving the assent of Con- 


of Representatives, of February 


| to present. 


gress to the disposition of the 500,000-acre grant 
of land to Missouri for the support of free public 
schools, as provided in her constitution, made in 
convention A. D. 1845; which resolution was read 
twice, and committed. - 

Mr. BOYD rose to.a privileged question. He 
moved to reconsider the vote of yesterday on the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. 
Hovston,] submitted under instructions from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, by which that 
committee had been discharged from the consider- 
ation of the resolution of the House of the 9th ul- 
timo, relative to an appropriation for a marine hos- 
pital at Paducah, in Kentucky. 

In supporting this motion, Mr: B. said that at 
an early period of the session, the following reso- 
lution had been adopteđ: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of making an appropriation to build a marine hos- 
pital on the site purchased by the Government for 
that purpose at Paducah, Kentucky. 

Yesterday (Mr. B. continued) the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] under the order 
of the committee, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. The rea- 
son why I have moved the reconsideration will 
strike the mind of every member with force. This 
is no new Proposition. In 1837, a law of Congress 
was passetl, authorizing the President to cause to 
be selected on the western waters a number of 
sites, (five, I believe,) for the purpose of building 
marine hospitals. The selection was made. The | 
commission reported. The report was accepted; 
and a law was passed, authorizing the purchase of 
these sites, and among them this one at Paducah. 


The sites were purchased and paid for, and now |; 


the titles are complete. At the last session, a law 
was passed providing for the building of hospitals 
upon these sites, omitting Paducah, because the į 
title to that site was then incomplete. But as the 
title was now complete, as shown by a letter from 
the Secretary of War, I propose that this matter 
shall be referred back to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and that they*report suitable provision 
for building the hospital there. The propriety of 
the motion will be seen by the committee itself 
and the House must perceive at once that this can- 
not be regarded as a new proposition. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
reconsider; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. BOYD then read a clausi d in the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation biii; ‘containing an | 
appropriation for the erection of other marine hos- 


atals. 
‘ The SPEAKER said the resolution would be re-' 
ferred back to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. McKAY was understood to mquire of Mr. 
Boyp whether he designed to instruct the commit- 


tec? 

Mr. BOYD said such had been his intention, but | 
he would waive it; [thus leaving the committee to | 
inquire into the expediency of the appropriation.] 

r. GEO. S. HOUSTON was understood to | 
suggest that the vote having been reconsidered, the 
resolution was now before the House for additional 
action. 

The SPEAKER said the report made yesterday 
by the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Housron,] 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, was a 
double report. It proposed, first, that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means should be discharged | 


from the further consideration of the subject, and, ‘| 


secondly, that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce., Both these motions had | 
been reconsidered; and the resolution, therefore, in j 
the opinion of the Chair, went back to the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said he had no disposi- į 
tion—nor had the committee any disposition—to 
evade action on this subject, They had thought, 
however, that this was not in the same condition 
as the other works provided for in the bill; and 
therefore they had brought it back to the House. 

The resolution, without further discussion, was 
referred back to the Committee of Waysand Means. 

Mr. COCKE asked leave to introduce a bill of 
which he had heretofore given notice, and which 
he had been endeavoring for some five days past 


Objection was made. : 
Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to offer a resolu- | 


tion having relation (the reporter thinks) to the 
Committee on Rules; but some objection being 
made, the resolution was not read, nor its introduc- 
tion at this time pressed. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call for reports 
from committees. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported. bills. of the following tides, 


viz: 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Dove; 

A bill for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
James Henry; ; - 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Holmes and others, 
of the schooner Industry; f 

A bill for the relief of Joshua. Knowles, jr., and 
other owners of the schooner Garrett ; 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of 
the schooner Lucy Ann; 

A bill for the relief of Levi Eldridge, and other 
owners of the schooner Harriet; 

A bill for the relief of Barnabas Baker, and 
others, of the schooner Union; 

A bill for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Two Brothers; accompanied by a report in each 
case; which bills were read twice, and committed. 


On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of citizens of Montgomery county, Ohio, 
for a law authorizing the public lands to be laid out 
into farms for the free use of citizens not possessed 
of other lands, and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. T. SMITH, by leave, presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Indiana on the 
subject of the Oregon boundary; which was appro- 
priately disposed of. 

Mr. YANCEY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report upon the petition of 
Ann Hackett, and other heirs of Thomas Kelly, ac- 
companied by a bill for their relief; which bill was 
read twice, and committed. 


On motion of Mr. NIVEN, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rials for harbors at Reedy island and Bomba hook, 
in the Delaware river, and that they be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. STANTON, f 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of John Mason, of Virginia, and that it be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. WICK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition of Graham R. Lincecum; which report was 
laid upon the table. 

The bill from the Senate entitled “ An act to au- 
‘thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to make an 
‘arrangement or compromise with Mangle M. 
‘ Quackenboss and his co-obligors, or any of them, 
‘for claims on bonds given by them as sureties to 
‘the United States,” was read twic, and referred 
to the committee on the Judiciary. 

_ Mr. FOSTER asked leave to introduce a resolu- 
tion. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CROZIER moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the purpose of calling the 
States for resolutions, and of allowing the intro- 
duction of bills of which notice had been given. 

Mr. McK AY inquired of the Speaker whether 
resolutions would not be in order on Monday 


next? 

The SPEAKER assented. 

The House did not pass to that order of busi- 

ness. 
Mr. DANIEL, (chairman of the Committee of 
Claims,) in pursuance of the notice he had yester- 
day given, rose and said, that with a view to test 
the sense of the House whether it was willing to 
proceed to the consideration of bills on the private 
calendar, he would move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole, for the purpose 
of taking up that calendar. 

The motion having been agreed to, 

The SPEAKER invited Mr. Wixruror to the 
chair, who, having excused himself on the ground 
of indisposition from severe cold, 

The SPEAKER issued his card to 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, who accepted 


|| the invitation. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
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the Whole, (Mr. J. R. Incersoxz, of Pennsylva- 
nia, in the chair,) and proceeded (for the first time 
since the meeting of the present Congress) to the 
consideration of bills on the private calendar. 

Mr. COBB inquired wheiher private bills were 
debatable to-day? 

The CHAIRMAN said they were debatable. 

Mr. COBB said he was not aware, when he put 
the question, whether or not this was one of the 
days on which they were, by the rule, debatable. 

The committee took up the calendar in its order. 

The following bills were read, and, without de- 
bate, were laid aside to be reported to the House: 

A bill for the relief cf Joseph Kimball; 


A bill for the relief of Semington Buffenbarger. | 
The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- | 


resentatives of Cuptain Presley Thornton, deceased 
coming up, g 


It was discussed by Messrs. CLARKE, D. P. || 
KING, E. B. HOLMES, (in explanation,) COL- :! 
CHIP- | 
MAN, HUNTER, G. S. HOUSTON, LEWIS, | 


LAMER, THOMASSON, ADAMS, 


(in explanation,) and GORDON. 


And some interruptions took place on a question | 


of order; which, however, led to no action. 


Mr. BOYD moved that the bill be reported to ; 
the House, with a recommendation that it do not | 


ass, 
Aftera brief conversation between Messrs. IHOP- 
KINS, STEPHENS, and the CHAIRMAN, 


The question was taken, (by teliers,) and the || 


motion of Mr. BOYD was agreed to. 


So the committee directed that the bill should l 
be reported to the House, with a recommendation | 


that it do not pass. 


The committe then took up the bill for the relief | 
of Elizabeth Jones, and the other children (if any) | 


of John Carr. 

After afew remarks from Messrs. BRODHEAD, 
McKAY, and LEAKE, (in explanation,) 

Mr. HAMLIN moved that the committee rise, 


(with a view to act in the House on the bills con- | 


sidered in committee;) but 

On a motion by Mr. McK AY, that the commit- 
tee report the bill now under consideration to 
the House, with a recommendation that it do not 


ass, 
j Mr. HAMLIN gave in to that motion. 

And the question having been then taken on the 
motion of Mr. McKAY, it was decided in the af- 
firmative, . 

So the committee decided that the said bill be re- 
ported to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass. 

Whereupon the committee rose and reported its 
action on the several bills to the House. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Kimball; and 


The bill for the relief of Semington Buffenbarger, | 


having been ordered to a third reading now, 

Were severally read a third time, and passed. 

The House concurred with the Committee of 
the Whole in its recommendation that 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Captain Presley Thornton, de- 
ceased; and 

The bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, and 
other children (if any) of John Carr, 

Do not pass. 

So the said bills were severally rejected. 

And then, 

‘The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following Petitions and Memorials were | 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- | 


propriate committees: 


By Mr. CULLOM: The petition of sundry citizens of | 


Jackson county, Tennessee, praying for the establishment 
of a post route from Double Springs to Smithville, in the 
State of Tennessee. 


By Mr. CATHCART: The memorial of citizens of Wa- į 
bash, Kosciusko, and Whitley counties, Indiana, praying 


the construction of a national road to Oregon. 


By Mr. FARAN: The petition of members of the Cincin- |i 
nati bar, praying for the establishment, in the State of Ohio, | 
of two judicial districts for the circuit and district courts of | 
the United States: referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. Also, the petition of merchants of Cincimiati, pray- 


ing for the establishment, in the State of Ohio, of two i 
judicial districts for the circuit and district courts of the | 


United States; referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Aiso, the petition of the Western Settlement Society, in 
reference to certain mineral lands in Clayton county, iu the 
Perriory of Iowa: referred to the Committee on Public 
ands. 
By Mr. L. H. SIMS: The petition from the people of 
Hpiingdeld aŭd vicinity, waking for: uiail facilities in south- 


| western Missouri: referred to the Committee on the Post 
i Office and Post Roads. . j 


By Mr. ERDMAN : Two petitions praying the establish- 


li ment of a new post- route from Pottstown, Montgomery 


county, to Coopersburg, Lehigh county, Pa. 
By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of the citizens of Cum- 


| berland county, in the State of Maine, praying for the estab- 


lishment of a post-route from Bridgeton Centre to South 
Bridgeton. Also additional evidence in the case of Simeon 


| Caswell, praying for an invalid pension, 


By Mr. F:ICKLIN: The petition of N.B. Stage and other 
citizens of Edgar county, Ulinois, praying that a section of 
land. be granted for the use of schools in lieu of the six- 
teenth section in township number fifteen, north of range 
twelve west. 

By Mr. B. MARTIN: The petition of Walker, Kinkle, & 
Caruthers: referred to the Committee on the Post Offiec and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FARAN: The petition and accompanying papers 
of the heirs of Captain Huddy, who was hung by the Brit- 
ish during the war of the Revolution, praying for aid: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES H. JOHNSON: The petition of Sally 


Hart, for the allowauce of a pension for services performed |) 


by her husband, Frederick A. Hart, in the war of the Revo- 
lution. 
By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of James G. Car- 


Land Claims. 
By Mr. W. HUNT : The petition of Caleb Marsh and 45 


tional disputes by a congress of nations or other peaceful 
mode. 
By Mr. FARAN: The petition and accompanying papers 


| of Dennis Pursel, praying for compensation for the loss ofa | 
keel boat during the revolutiona y war: which was referred | 


to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ‘Lhe memorial 


of the Protestant University of the United States,” praying | 


for a grant of land for the endowment of said university: 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of George Alexander and 
A. Cornwall, of Missouri, praying to be allowed a pre-emption 
to a tract of land in said Stat:, upon which they have a mill 
erected referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition from citizens of Henry, 
Wood, Paulding, Putnam, and Hancock counties, in the State 
of Ohio, fora mail route from Ottawa,in Putnam county, 
to Waterville, Lucas county: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. Tne petition from citizens 
of Indiana, praying a nava} depdt at Toledo, Otio; referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


HOUSE OF :REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpvay, February 14, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- | 


roved, 

The SPEA 
ness in order 
reports. 


Mr. STEPHENS, on leave given, presented the 
resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of | 
Georgia, in relation to the publication of the decis- | 


i Supr t ited States; ||. OA TEN 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States; || informally laid aside, the gentleman who'reported 


jit (Mr. Joun A. Rocxweix) not being at the mo- 


Mr. S. also presented resolutions on the subject | ment in his seat. 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


of the judicial districts of the State of Georgia: re- 
ferred to the Conjmitee on the Judiciary, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

OREGON, 


Mr. OWEN, on leave given, introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution from the State of Indiana; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
A JOINT RESOLUTION on the subject of the Oregon 

boundary. 


Whereas the liberal prope itions repeatedly made by the 
Government of the United States to settle the Oregon bound 


i ary question, have manifest d an earnest desire on their 


part to preserve peace and avoid war; and whereas Presi. 


i dent Polk, actuated by the same motives of liberality, has 


renewed the proposition to grant the British Government all 
of the said territory north of the forty niath degree of north 
titude, which has again been rejected by the British Min- 
ter at Washington, thereby clearly showing a determina- 
tion on the part of the British Government not to negotiate 
or compromise upon terms that would he ju-t and honora- 
ble to the people of the United States: Terefore, 

Sec. 1. Be it resolved by the Generul Assembly of the State 
of Indiana, ‘That we heartily respond to the sentiments con- 
tained in the late message of tue Chief Magistrate of this 
nation in relation to the territory of Oregon, and the Ameri- 
can citizens therein, and that his prompt withdrawal of all 
propositions further to negotiate, under the circumstances, 
merits the approbation of the people of this State. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That, in the opinion of 
this General Assembly, the United States have the best right 
to the whole of Oregon. A 

Sec. 3. And be it further resolved, That our Senators are 


therefore instructed, and our Representatives in Congress |) 


requested, to oppose any compromise whereby we shall lose 
a single foot of the American territory. 

Sec. 4. Ie is further resolved, That the Secretary of State 
be, and he is héreby, directed to forward a copy of this joint 


| resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 


| meeting of the citizens of Ilinois- he 
i sented. ; ee 


‘the | 
i petition of John Hudson, praying for arrears of pension, in | 
consideration of revolutionary services: which was referred 
The petition | 
of Mrs. M. B. Stall, praying for pension on account of ser- | 
| vices of her deceased husband during the late war; which | 


announced that the first busi- | 
d be the call of committees for | 


| to the 


resolution to each of our Senators afd. Representatives ii- 
Congress. JOHN: S.: SIMONSON,. = 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
FG READ, 0s 
sident of the Senate, 
a) JAMES WHITEO: 
Mr. COCKE, in pursuance of previous not 
asked and obtained leave to introduce’a bill to pay. 
Captain John B. Crozier’s company of mounted 
volunteer Tennessee militia; which bill was read- 
twice and committed. pen Pate as 
Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked leave’ to intro- 
duce a resolution, accompanied with the. proceed- 
ings of a public meeting held at Springfield, in the 
State of Ilinois. eae, ee 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved that the Hous 


Approved, January 20, 1846. 


Mr. R. SMITH sent to the Clerk’s table the 
following resolution; which was read for informa- 
tion: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


son, respecting a pre-emption claim to land in the south- || be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 


‘ western land district : referred to the Committee on Private į 


porting a joint resolution directing the President 


| of the United States to negotiate with ‘Spain: for 


i citizens of Lockport, New York, in favor of settling na- ii the purchase of the Island of Cuba upoñ tae pime 


ciples recommended in the proceedings of a public ; 
with’ pre 


Numerous objections having heen made, 
The résolution was not received. : 
On motion of Mr. GEORGE: S: Hi 
the House again resolved itself in Commit F 
the Whole, (Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, im the: J 
and resumed the consideration of bills on the’ pri- 
vate calendar. eee 
The bill for the relief of Thompson Hutchinson 
coming up; ; ee 
Mr. HUNGERFORD moved that it be laid 
aside, to be reported to the Howse, with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. 0° ie AA i 
After a few words from Me: BRODHEAD, 
a ‘in inquiry,) MeKAY, and YAN- 
CEY, : : i 
The motion wras agreed tos f 
The bill for the relief of James Davidson, of the 


county of Fentress, in the State of Tennessee, 


COMING UP’ en Ape ee ar 5 

The bi) igas discussed briefly by ) 
VER, COCKE, McKAY, ÇU JAR- 
RAGH, Py KING, THBU RDON, 
HARPER, ST. JOHN, CLARKE, and Me- 
DOWELL; i : 


And was then laid aside to be reported to the - 
House. 
The next bill on the. calendar was ‘the bill (a 


| very old acquaintance) to provide for the payment 


of the passage of General Lafayette from France 
nited States, in the year 1824. 


A motion was made by Mr. DIXON that it be 


The motion, after some conversation, was ob» 
jected to; and requiring unanimous consent, was 
not agreed to. _ 

On motion of Mr, TIBBATTS, the considera» 


| tion of the bill was postponed. 


And it-takes its place at the foot of the calendar, 

The bill for the relief of George. D, Spencer 
coming up; se er R 

A few remarks followed from Messrs. RATE- 
BUN, LIGON, HUNGERFORD, and THOMAS 
SMITH. i 

The bill was: then Jaid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

The bill for the relief of John Anderson; of 


| Missouri, was taken up, and, without debate, was 


ordered to be reported to the House. : 

The bill for the relief of Charles M: Gibson 
coming up— 

After a few remarks from Messrs: HUNGER- 
FORD, DANIEL, and GROVER, it was laid aside 
to be reported to the House. be, 

The bill for the relief of the securities of Elijah 
J. Weed, late quartermaster of marines, déceased, 
was laid aside informally, on the suggestion of Mr. 
DANIEL, because the gentleman who reported 
it (Mr, Po.ocx) was not at.the moment in’ his 
seat. ESE ae 

The bill for the relief of Lyon & Howard coming 
up— : ve ee 
After some remarks from Messrs. SADAMS, 
GORDON, BOYD, (ininquiry,)McCLELLAND, 
and WENTWORTH, ; S gS 


es 
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nendation that. it do. not: 


therelief of James Mains was taken 
Lom formally onthe ‘suggestion of 
‘the gentleman who reported it: (Mr. 
not being atthe momentin his seat. 
tbe bul for the relief of James M..Wyman was 
taid over informally for the same reason: — : 
The bill for the relief of William McCauley was 
taken up, and, without debate; was laid aside; to 
be -réported tothe House: i Í 
The bill for the relief of John Ficklin came up; 
and, after a few sugvestions from Messrs, TRUM- 
BO, GROVER, and. CROZIER, and the correc- 
tion of aclerical error, the bill was laid aside, to 
be reported to the House. 
The cominittee then rose, and reported its ac- 
tion. ; f 
The bill for the relief of James Davidson, and 
The bill for the relief of George D.-Spencer, 
„Having been ordered. to a third reading now, 
were severally read a third time and passed, 
The House concurred with the Committee of the 
Whole in itsi recommendation that 
The bill for the relief of Thompson Hutchinson 
do not pass. 
So the bill was rejected: 
-Thè bill for the relief of John Anderson coming 
up on the question of engrossmeént, 
“Some discussion ‘followed, in which Messrs. 
VANCE, DANIEL, G. DAVIS, (in explanation,) 


: CHIPMAN, and RELFE, participated. 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved the previous ques- 
tion, but withdrew the demand at the request of 

Mr. THOMASSON, who spoke briefly in favor 
ofthe claims. 

» After a'suggestion by Mr. VINTON ora point 
of law, 

“A motion was made that the House adjourn; 
which prevailing, 
Louse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The. following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under t 


By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Oliver Sewall and 
58 others, of Chesterville, Me., that the controversy in rela- 
tion to Oregon. maybe. submitted to arbitration if it cannot 
be settled by negotiation, Of Thomas Croswell and 35 others, 
of Farmington, Me... of the same import. 

By Mr LA SERE: A memorial. from the surviving volun- 
teers and -militiacwho assisted in the defence of New Or- 
ane in 1814. and 1815: referred ‘to thie Committee on the 

pitia eenia ii i A 

By Mr: DAVID S. REID: The petition of William Can- 
sey; of Guilford: county; N- C:;:a.soldier of the last war, 
wounded in-defence.of his country, asking to be placed on 


the invalid pension. roll. 


: IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 16, 1846. 


A message was. received from. the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said’ House had 
assed- several private bills. Also, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States. had notified the House 
that he had signed and approved an act relative to 
«c collectors and other officers’ of the customs.” 

The Journal-was read. and approved. . 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port. of the Secretary/of ‘War, accompanied: by a 
statement, in compliance witha resolution of the 
Senate, of the méasures which have been taken in 
relation: to: the construction of defences at Key: 
West and the Straits of Florida, and an estimate of 
the sum which: will. permita rapid: progress of the 
fortifications at those places; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a 

etition of: citizens of. Pennsylvania, praying an 
alteration..of the Constitution so as to ‘abolish 
slavery in the United States; which was laid on 


ptei r the rule, and referred to the appro- | 
. priate committees: ET 


‘aid’ aside to be reported to the || 


the tables: f i | 


‘Also, a. petition of: merchants. and. others, citi- || 


zens_of Pennsylvania, praying the construction of | 
harbors on the eastern side of Reedy island, and 


24 


clothing’ and other property destroyed in 1814, by 


| abrogation of certain treaties with the Seneca In- 


| used for the benefit of the continental or other ser- | 


p "WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1846. 
at Bomba hook, in the Delaware river; which | 
was referred: to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Eb- 
enezer ‘Whitten, praying. compensation for. his 


the blowing up of the United States ship “Adams” | 
in the Penobscot river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. F. presented a similar petition of William 
Davis, in behalf of himself and Simon Davis, de- 
ceased; which was referred to the same committee. 

Mr. F. submitted an additional document in re- 
lation to the petition of James Low; also addition- 
al documents in relation to the petition of Ebenezer 
Ballard; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. UPHAM presented the petition of Eli 
Hinds, a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, 
praying an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIX presented petitions of citizens of Onoh- 
daga and Yates counties, New York, praying the 


dians; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. | 

Mr. D. also presented the memorial of John S. 
Gilbert and others, proposing ® construct, at the 
several naval stations of the United States, iron 
balance floating dry-docks for the use of the navy; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs. 

Mr. ARCHER presented five memorials of cit- 
izens of Pennsylvania, praying an amendment of 
the naturalization laws, such as will require a resi- | 
dence of twenty-one years previous to acquiring 
the rights of citizenship in the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Cayuga county, New York, praying the | 
abrogation of certain treaties made with the Sene- 
ca Indians; which was referred to the’ Committee | 
on Indian Affairs. ; | 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of members 
of the Legislature of the State of Indiana, and other 
citizens of that State, praying the removal of the 
Land Office from Winimac to ester, in said 
State; which was referred to the%@ommittee on 
Public Lands. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial of 
citizens of Flenry county, Missouri, praying that 
an appropriation may be made for improving the 
navigation of the western rivers; which was refer- || 
red to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the petition of Na- | 
hum Ward, reported a joint resolution providing ! 
that the Secretary of the Treasury state, by the | 
next session of Congress, whether the loan-office | 
certifieate claimed by the said Nahum Ward was | 


vice, and whether it should in justice or equity be 
paid by the United States; which was read, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- | 
diciary, reported a joint resolution in relation to 
the rendition of judgments against the United į 
States, in certain cases; which was read a first | 
time. 

Mr. A., in accordance with the resolution above 
referred to, asked that the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary be discharged from the further considera- | 
tion of the petition of the legal representatives of || 
Eleazer Ripley, and also the petition of Asa An- | 
drews. i 

Mr. DAYTON expressed the hope that the || 
committee would not be discharged, as requested, | 
until after action had been taken upon the joint | 
resolution; and moved that the motion to discharge | 
said committee lie on the table; which was-agreed 


to. : 5 

Mr. ASHLEY moved that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of documents relative-to the payment. of 
pensions presented on the 14th of January, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions; which was ordered. i 


i 


Mr. A. also moved that the abo ve committee be 
discharged from the further ‘consideration of the 
petition of citizens. of Philadelphia, in relation tò 


| a national Congress to settle-all international diffi- 


culties; which motion was agreed to... E 

Mr. ATCHISON, from thé Committee on. In~ 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial» 
of the chiefs and delegates of the Wyandotte In- 
dians, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
to pay for improvements on the Wyandotte lands 
in Ohio and Michigan, in accordance with a val- 
uation made in pursuance of the fifth article of the 
treaty between the United States and the Wyan- 
dotte Indians, made at Upper Sandusky, March 
17, 1842; which bill was read and passed to a.sec- 
ond reading, and the report was ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Samuel. Putney and Hugh Riddle, reported 
a bill for their relief; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. f : 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following bills from the House of Representatives, 
viz: 

An act to amend the act approved 2d of April, 
1844, entitled * An act directing the disposition of 
certain unclaimed goods, wares, and merchandise, 
seized for being illegally imported into the United 
States;?? which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

An act for the relief of Joseph Kemble; which “ 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Also, an act for the relief of Simington Buffen- 
berger, of Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, an act for the relief of James Davidson, of 
Fentress county, Tennessce; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, an act for the relief of George D. Spencer; 
which was read a first and second time, and refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, an act declaratory of the powers, and le- 
galizing: certain acts, of the chief clerk of the Patent 
Office; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. í ` 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Wm. D. 
Cheever, deceased; which was read a third time 


! and passed. 


Also, the bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of George Duval, a Cherokee Indian; which 
was read a third time and passed. 

Also, a bill to repeal a part of the act entitled “An 
act supplementary to the several laws for the sale 
of the public lands,” approved Sth of April, 1832, 
and for other purposes; which was read a third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the 
prior orders of the day be postponed, and that the 
Senate resume the consideration of the “ bill pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended pre- 
emption claims in the several States-and Territo- 
ries.” à 

Mr. ATCHISON expressed the hope that the 
regular order of business would not be interrupted, 
but that the calendar would be proceeded with. ~. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON also was opposed to any 
digression from the calendar, unless for good rea- 


i| son.. As to the bill in question, it was an impor- 


tant one, and required a good deal of deliberation. _ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said that it was 
important that the bill which he proposed to take 
up should be passed, not only to the State of 
Louisiana, but to all the States and Territories. 
It did not Settle the claims referred to, but merely 
provided: for a commission who should settle 
them. - P 

The quéstion being taken on the motion to post- 
pone the prior orders, it was negatived. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that he had ob- 
served that a report had beed presented by the 
committee this morning, on the claim of the Wy- 
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andotte Indians against the United States. That 
bill, or rather the report, had been founded on a 
petition of a portion of these Indians, setting forth 
very clearly a statement of their case, with an ar- 
gument upon it. He moved that the petition be 
ordered to be printed with the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The motion was then put and adopted. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
“bil for the relief of Elijah White ;” which was 
read asecond time, and being under consideration 
as in committee of the whole, 

Mr. PEARCE made a brief statement of the 
facts presented by the claimant in this case, and 
then proceeded to advert to the act.of 1834, reg- 
ulating intercourse with the Indian tribes, con- 
tending that White had no right to claim indem- 
nity under it. White was not, in his (Mr. P.’s) 
opinion, within the limits covered by that act 
when the robbery was committed, and he had 
failed in showing that he was “lawfully within” 
the country. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States.] 

Mr. ATCHISON remarked that the business 
hour had nearly expired, and moved that the bill 
be laid on the table; which was ordered. 

Mr. A. also moved that the Senate proceed to 
the special order; which motion was agreed to. 


OREGON—THE NOTICE. 


The Senate accordingly proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the special order of the day—the joint 


resolution annulling and abrogating the convention | 


with Great Britain for the joint occupancy of Ore- 
gon, and giving notice of the abrogation of the 
same, and the amendments thereto. 

The question pending being on the amendment 
moved by Mr. Crirrexvzn to the joint resolu- 
tion, as reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose to address the Senate, 
and said: I understand there are various proposi- 
tions in relation to Oregon before the Senate, all 
of which, if I correctly understand the rules of the 
Senate, it will be in order for me to state, and to 
refer to them. 

The PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HANNEGAN proceeded. So far as the 
resolution providing for the giving of the notice to 
Great Britain is concerned, it is a matter of little 
consequence to me whether the form of notice held 
out by the Committee on Foreign Relations, or the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, should prevail. Hither the one or the other 
would satisfy me. I regard the giving of the no- 
tice, at the present session of Congress, as a meas- 
ure fraught with the weighticst importance. Icon- 
sider it of the highest importance ia several points 
of view. It would be entirely unnecessary, how- 
ever, for me to discuss the various points; and, 
indeed, that would be inconsistent with the course 
which I have preseribed for myself to-day, I de- 


sire to speak to some other branches of this ques- || 
tion, particularly and especially to the resolutions | 


which I had the honor to submit to the Senate, and 
the amendments, in the nature of a substitute for 
them, whicn were offered by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Caruoun.] I pre- 
fer this course, for the simple reason that the reso- 
lutions which I submitted bring the whole subject 
of Oregon directly before the Senate. My first res- 
olution declares our title to be good to the whole 
country included within the limits of 42° and 54° 


40’, extending eastward to the Rocky mountains, | 


and thereby united to agreat extent with our west- 
ern frontier. I declare, by my second resolution, 


that there is no power in this Government to alien= jį 


ate the soil or transfer the allegiance of our citizens 
to the dominion or control of any foreign Prince or 
Power; and by the third resolution I state simpl 
the substance of them all. I declare it to be in di- 
rect violation of the honor, character, and best in- 
terest of the American people, to surrender that 
which js clearly ours. As a substitute—as an 
amendment to these resolutions—the Senator from 
South Carolina has submitted the following: 

“Strike out all after the word resolved, and in- 
sert: 

“That the President of the United States has 
the power, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senatc, to make treaties, provided two-thirds 
of the Senate present concur. 

‘Resolved, "That the power of making treaties 


| embraces that of settling and fixing boundaries be- 


tween the territories and possessions of the United 
States and those of other Powers, in cases of con- 
flicting claims between them in reference to the 
same. i 
“Resolved, That however clear their claims may 
be, in their opinion, to the country included with- 
in the parallels of 42 degrees and 54 degrees 40 
minutes north latitude, and extending from the 
Rocky mountains to the Pacific ocean, known’ as 
the territory ‘of Oregon, there now exists, and have 
| long existed, conflicting claims to the possession 
of the same between them and Great Britain, the 
| adjustment of which has been frequently the sub- 
| ject of negotiation between the respective Govern- 
| ments. 

|| “Resolved, therefore, That the President of the 
| United States has rightfully the power under the 
| Constitution, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, provided that two-thirds of the mem- 
bers present concur, to adjust by treaty the claims 


la boundary between their respective possessions. 

| ‘Resolved, ‘That the President cf the United 
| States, in renewing the offer, in the spirit of peace 
and compromise, to establish the 49th degree of 
north latitude as a line between the two countries 


the character, or the best. interests of the American 


i Constitution to make treaties.” 
„Ås to the first of these resolutions, I have, I can 


i lution, I have no answer to make toit. I shall 


| they suited the case. I desire the Senate to ob- 


|| resolution, and throughout his resolutions, in fact, 


| tensions of both countries. | use the word “title 7’ 
| when speaking of the United States. I think his 
| second resolution is utterly inapplicable here, from 
| the fact, as I consider, that it does not present the 
| question in its true attitude. We set up no claim, 
but we assert*a title. Itis England who has set 
| upa clim. ‘Till this hour she never has succeed- 
ed in showing a title to one single foot; whilst, 
upon the other hand, I hold that our negotiators, 
our Executive departments, both branches of Con- 
gress, hundredsyg@ our fellow-citizens all over the 


succession, made out and exhibited to the world 
as clear a case of title to the country between the 
|| 42d and 54th degrees 40 minutes on the Pacific, 
i with the adjacent islands, as was ever made out 
to the soil and freehold of any country on earth; 
| as clear as can be made out by any member of this 
i body to the plantation on which stands his habita- 
| tion. 

Without losing any time by prefatory remarks, 
| I will go at once into the evidence of the title 


} 
} 
f 
| 
j 


casions. Without stopping, in the course of my 


phy of Malte Brun, the writings of several heads 
of the State Department, and the speeches deliv- 
i ered in this body by some members still present, 
and to some of which I shall have occasion par- 
i} ticularly to refer before Í conclude my remarks. 
|| Humboldt asserts that the first discovery north of 
California was made by a Spaniard in the year 
1682, ten years ;before the discovery of the Strait 
of Fuca, or Juan de Fuca. He is disposed to 
treat the voyage of Juan de Fuca as apocryphal, 
| whilst at the same time he gives implicit credence 
| to the voyage made to the 57th parallel ten years 


| which I have forgotten—Francisco something. A. 
more modern examination, and the concurrence of 
all authorities at this day, have attached authen- 
ticity to the voyage of Juan de Fuca, however 
much doubted by Humboldt. I believe that those 
who have discussed the title of late have had no 


| ments of his voyage as made by himself and pub- 
ii lished by another individual, “This voyage was 


ii performed in 1693. Subsequent to that time, and 


| of the two countries to the said territory, by fixing | 


to the said territory, did not abandon the honor, |! 
people, or exceed the power vested in him by the | 
have no earthly objection. 1 believe all that is | 
substantial in it is in accordance with the letter | 
and spirit of the Constitution. As to the last reso- | 
l: not attempt to consider it in any way. As to the | 
i! second resolution of the Senator from South Caro- | 
lina, it contains truths, undoubted truths, provided : 


| serve that the Senator from South Carolina in this | 


; uses the word “claims °’ as applicable to the pre- ! 


Union, have,„at various intervals, and in rapid | 


which has already been presented on several oc- | 
remarks, to name the authority, I may now sim- |} 
| ply state, in advance, that the sources from whence 


i my information has been chiefly obtained are the | 
works of Humboldt on New Spain, the geogra- į 


i before by the Spaniard whose name he gives, but | 


| hesitation in giving the fullest credence to the state- || 


|| up to the period of 1774, Spain continued on 
rious occasions to send mariners into these 
i high north as the parallels of. 55°-and 579, 
unnecessary to recite them. But tm. the year 177 
| occurred the first great voyage upon which 
title is now asserted: by this: country and 
title some high authorities amongst us hol 
unquestionable... And so, in: my humble 
ment, itis.: Perez, in: 1774, by the authority of: 
ii the Spanish Government, proceeded as high north 
as between 55° and 56°... He: touched upon. the. 
northwest coast of Washington. island—traded + 
i} with the natives—took possession in thé name of 
! the King of Spaincoasted down it ‘and’on ‘to: 
Vancouver’s island and along its coast, landing 
| and holding intercourse with the natives at differ- 
|| ent points of the main land, and was the first white 
|i man who anchored his vessel in what is now called 
I| Nootka Sound, which'was christened by him Port- 
San Lorenzo, in honor of the saint ‘én whose 
natal day it was first seen.. Returning home ‘to 
Monterey, with this account of his: voyage, the 
Spanish viceroy, Bucardi, two ‘years afterwards,:. 
| fitted out an expedition, the command -of which 
was given to Captain Bruno Hecéta, who was-.ac- 
companied by. this same Perez, and they. proceed-.. 
ed to the parallel of 57° north. ¿They ‘erected 
monuments, affixed to them inscriptions, raised 
crosses, traded with the natives, took*possession 
| (in the name of the King of Spain) at every point 
i| from 57° north along the coast wherever they 
|i landed. : 


j| coveries ef Cook.. She has, for years past, aban- 


doned all pretence of claim. on the ground e, 
i! disgoveries of Sir. Francis Drak Jains ün- 
der the’ discdveries of C 8 nd: 
convention, and. the voyagë o ok, : 
in his own journal, admits. that, for ‘sailed 


from England, the account of this last voyage, 
| published by Quadra, had met his eye in London; 
1, consequently, by his own. testimony, the claim 
| under his alleged discovery is not sustained. Wel,” 
i then, she claims under the Nootka Sound conven-- 
tion, What was its origin? An “Englishman, 
named Meares, came to Oregon in the year 1789, ` 
and erected a hut or two for the purpose of repair-.. 
ng a vessel, or making a temporary stay with the 
| design of trading. . The Spaniards made a settle- 
|! ment there, in the name of their sovereign, claim- 
‚iing the country. Shortly afterwards, an English 
| vessel, commanded by an individual named ——, 
| came into Nootka Sound, and found his: ship in 
' such a condition that it was necessary to repair it. 
He proceeded to the erection of huts; when the 
|! Spanish authorities seized upon him and his ves- 
| sel and his cargo, confiscated them, and sent him 
a prisoner to Mexico, or to Monterey, (I do not 
recollect which,) within. the jurisdiction ‘of. the 
| Spanish dominions., Upon. this statement, being: 
j made to the British Government, a remonstrance 
i 


was immediately forwarded :to the Spanish ‘Gov-.: 
; ernment; and the reply was, that the English sub-. . 
jects had trespassed upon the dominions of Spain. 
i England armed, and threatened instant hostilities: : 
with Spain, unless she would give redress, not 
only. for the injury done to the property, out for 
|i the assault upon her honor. What.was.the résult?.: 
| Spain, then controlled by Charles the Fourth, who: 
; was himself controlled by the infamous. Godoy: ‘ 
| the Prince of Peace of Spain, instead of submitting: 
1, to these arrogant demands of England, “applied.” 


| assistance in the maintenance of her: Rational. 
(i rights. She appealed toall Europe in justification 

| of that assertion of her title which common:con- 

|| sent had conceded to her from the first: discovery 
i of that portion of the coast-of North America. 
| What was the reply of Francez That she waso. 


i ily compact, and: was prevented from ‘doing’ 8 
| only by that terrible condition: of affairs. which, 
Ü gome two or three years afterwards, resulted in the: 


directly, under the family compact, to’ France for 


ready to discharge her obligations under the fam- 


k 
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of Louis XVI. Spain—weak, en- 
feebled Spain—finding that it was utterly Impos- 
sible for her to bear up against the colossal power. 
of England, agreed to come to terms... What were 
these terms? Wliat were the terms: upon’ which 
England now rests her claims to the right of sov- 
_ ereignty-over this great empire in the west? The 
Spanish ‘minister, Nunez, makes. his declaration 
before all. Europe, asserting that the right of sov- 
ereignty is:in Spain, and. in Spain alone... Every 
letter which passed between Nunez and Mr. Fitz- 
herbert contains an expression of the same bold 
language; and, at the very moment of ‘signing the 
treaty, ‘with the mailed hand of England. out- 
stretched. over her, the Spanish ambassador de- 
clares that Spain yields. not one tittle of the right 
of sovereignty over the soil. Does England gain 
any title by that? At that time, Mr. Fitzherbert 
makes no assertion of title on the part of England 
not one word. Oh! what a picture would the 
secret history of that treaty present of the diplo- 
macy of England! . { do not cast discredit on her 
for the acts of her statesmen. Irather give them 
credit for that far-seeing sagacity which could an- 
ticipate so many years—more than half a century 
since—the immense importance which this coun- 
try was destined to attain in the scale of nations. 
Will the Senate allow me to read a single para- 
graph from the communication of Nunez? Here 
it is: 
“1st. That by: the treaties, demarcations, ta- 
‘ kings of possession, and the most decided acts of 
t sovereignty exercised by the Spaniards in these 
‘t stations, from the reign of Charles IL, and author- 
‘ized by that monarch in 1692, the original vouch- 
“ers for which shall be brought forward in the 
‘course of the negotiation, all the coast to the 
‘north of the western America, on the side of the 
‘South sea, as far as beyond what is called Prince 
t William’s sound, which is in the 61st degree, is 
‘ acknowledged to belong exclusively to Spain.” 
“3d. That the state of the possessions and ex- 
* clusive commerce on the seacoast of the southern 
‘ ocean, as it existed in the time of Charles II, had 
¢ been acknowledged and defined anew by all the 
‘nations of Europe, and more particularly by Eng- 
‘land, in the eighth article ofthe treaty of Utrecht.” 


In all the subsequent communications of the | 


Spanish minister to the French, and in all the cor- 
respondence of Spain with England up to the hour 
of signing the Nootka Sound convention, the same 
language is in substance held on the part of Spain, 
claiming upto 61°; and England never denied it. 
That convention gave specified privileges to Eng- 
land. “What were they? 1 will state them in sub- 
stance.. The right to land upon such portions of 
the coast as were not occupied by Spain, or at in- 
termediate points where the occupancy was distant, 
for the purpose of trading with the natives and 
holding intercourse; for the purpose of repairing 
damages to their vessels; and these secondary, 
these permissive rights, are all that were conceded 
by that convention. And yet England has the ef- 
freritery at this day to say that that convention 
gave -her the right to make settlements—permanent 
settlements—and seize upon the country occupied | 
by Spain. . England, immediately after the signing 
of this convention, fitted out, under Vancouver, a 
few ships, to proceed,.as his orders and his acts 
proves and take possession of Nootka Sound. 
Vell, now, what occurred in that voyage? If 
Spain had agreed by this convention to deliver to 
England the port of Nootka Sound, and Vancouver 
was despatched for the purpose of receiving it, as 
a matter of course one not these intentions have 
been accomplished, if such had been understood 
by the parties as' thé object of the convention? 
But what is the fact? -Vancouver reached Nootka 
Sound. - Did he make a demand? None. that I 
ever heard of. If. so, it was not complied. with; | 
for; so far from delivering to him possession of 
Nootka Sound, which is between 49} and 50, the 
Spanish commandant refused to allow him to pro- | 
“ceed by the Gulf, or through Queen Chazrlotte’s 
“island, or around the island of Vancouver, until he 
could get vessels ready to accompany him, and he 
did accompany. him, 


Spain held possession—undisputed possession— | 


undisturbed possession, from this period till 1795, 
when she voluntarily abandoned it for the best of 
` all earthly reasons, because the difficulties of Eu- 


rope then had already begun to disturb her, and |; 


“were such as to prevent the possibility of her takin 


|! cific ocean, an 


come in then? Certainly not—certainly not. No 
Senator—no gentleman can show that between 42° 
and 540:40' England ever made a settlement or es- 
tablished her title to a single inch of ground until 
it had been ‘previously. owned and occupied by 
others. But whenever it- suits her purposes, she 
requires something in addition to mere discovery 
to perfect title. Meares—who was the origin of 
this difficulty at Nootka Sound—in a memorial 
made to to his own Government, and proved by 
impartial witnesses to be false, alleges that he had 
urchased land of a native chief—Maquinna—on 
Vancouver’s Island, and had thus acquired the 
right to build, and occupy, and possess. An Amer- 
ican navigator, Captain Gray, and another Ameri- 
can captain, were at that point when the difficulty 
! occurred, and most emphatically state that the chief 
denied that he had ever given the right to Meares, 
or to any other Englishman, to make settlements 
there, nor had ever, for one foot of land, submitted 
to their claims. On the contrary, at the period of 
this difficulty, the native chief took part with the 
Spaniards; and this, even under the English con- 
struction of that which is necessary to makea title 
of discovery perfect, gives Spain a perfect title; for 
when the act of discovery is accompanied by the 
consent of the natives, it constitutes, according to 
that construction, a perfect title. So much for the 
claim of England to this portion of the disputed 
territory. Butin addition to this, let me refer. to 
the construction of this Nootka Sound convention 
by British statesmen at the time—a most import- 
ant point, in@smuch as the British Minister now 
resident here, in his late correspondence, rests al- 
most exclusively on that convention for the title of 
his Government. I will, then, read an extract from 
the speech of Mr. Fox on the Nootka Sound con- 
vention, and from which it is tolerably clear that 
he held a somewhat different doctrine from that 
| maintained in certain quarters now-a-days: 
“ We had given up all right to settle, except for 
| * temporary purposes, to the south of the Spanish 
| «settlements, or in the intervals between them 
| «where they happened to be distant.’*—Par. Hist. 
vol. 28, p. 995. 


Again: 

i ** Honor to nations was perhaps the only justifi- 
‘able or rational ground of contest.” “Wars, for 
‘the sake of conquest, of acquiring dominion, or 
t extending trade, were equally unjust and impoli- 
‘tic. He who vindicated the honor of a country 
‘was the advocate of its dearest interests, because 
‘ to vindicate its honor was to segure its peace.’?— 
pp. 986-7. ; 

Again: . 

“Were he, however, to admit that it was a tract 
‘of country from which we were likely to reap no 
‘advantage, and in which we should probably 
‘never form a settlement, in bestowing a boon, the 
‘value to him that received was as much to be con- 
‘ sidered as the worth to him that gave.’’—p. 993. 


I will now state in substance what Mr. Pitt said 
in repiy: 

t Mr. Pitts remarks were directed especially to 
‘the emphatic declaration of the latter, that the 
t treaty itself ‘was a treaty of concessions, and not 
t of acquisitions.’ His whole reply, in substance, 
‘was the admission, in so many words, that Eng- 
‘land ‘had gained no new rights, but that she had 
‘ gained new advantages,’ and that new advantage 
‘consisted simply in the acknowledgment by Spain 
‘of the right ‘of England to carry on fisheries in 
‘the Pacific ocean, and to trade on the coasts of 
tany part of it northwest of America.’” 


This is Mr. Pitt’s own language, that the “new 
i advantages” consisted in the acknowledgment by 
“Spain of the right to carry on fisheries in the Pa- 
to land on the coast. This is the 
evidence of her title which England has to produce. 


‘| We stand to-day precisely in the shoes—if I may 


| so speak—of Spain in 1789. We stand in the po- 

sition then occupied by that enfeebled and worn- 
| out monarchy, then in the hands of the most 
i imbecile king who probably: ever dishonored a 


| maintenance of these rights of ours, thus acquired, 
as Spain, controlled by such influences, was will- 
iing todo? Shall we surrender that for which she 


i was prepared to struggle? . Shall we, with ener- 


| gies untrammelled, and, as T believe, never to. be 
trammelled, and possessed of all the-means of as- 
serting our rights, at all times and in all circum- 


care of such a remote possession, Did England į 


if 
i 
1 
| 
ł 
: 
| throne. And shall we not do as much in. the 
ji 
| 
i 
t 
| 
t 
H 
i 
| 
į 
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stances—shall we, thus endowed, shrink from that 


position which Spain was willing tò maintain at 
the expense even of the outpouring of her best 
blood?) > =o ; ; 

I have- thus presented a statement of our title 
as derived from-Spain; and this brief statement 
comprehends also a description of the title which 
England has-put forth. But wevhave a tile of 
our own beyond that of Spain—the discovery of 
the Columbia river by Captain Gray, of Boston. 
That river has its source about the 53d parallel of 
north latitude. We have the right acquired by 
the discoveries and explorations: of Lewis. and 
Clarke, which gives us as far as 49°—the point at 
which the resolutions of the distinguished Senator 
from South Carolina would fix the American 
boundary. I ask, is there nothing due to the en- 
terprise, the privations, and sufferings of that gal- 
lant party, despatched by our Government to ex- 
plore and take possession of this territory? Is 
there nothing due to the privations they endured in 
their journey to that country—piercing the moun- 
tains in a region*of eternal snow—wintering witb- 
out house or hut, and feeding on horseflesh? Is 


i there nothing due to the gallant efforts of these in- 


defatigable men? Is there: nothing due to their 
sufferings in the service of their Government? 

Having given to Spain the title as I have stated 
it, and the American title by discovery and explo- 
ration—and. a bettér title never existed—the first 
oceupancy and possession of a country—I proceed 
to remark that England, or some persons for her, 
has pretended to set up a title derived from the ex- 
plorations of McKenzie alone. And what was 
that? He professed to have discovered the Co- 
lumbia river, when it was well known that he 
struck the waters of the Tacoutchee Tessee, since 
called Frazer’s river, and which is situated be~ 
tween fifty and fifty-one 

Mr. CALHOUN. Between forty-nine and fifty. 

Mr. HANNEGAN thanked the Senator for the 
correction, and proceeded, Ineed not expose the 
absurdity of an attempt to derive a title from the 
discovery of a river emptying into a narrow chan- 
nel, when the whole territory was already under 
the control of another nation. To give the main- 
land to one Power, and the adjacent island to 
another was preposterous——just as well give Long 
Island to one Power, and the shore of New York 
and Connecticut to another-—they lying almost in 
the same juxtaposition. . 

I have “been charged with assailing the Presi- 
dent. The last resolution of the Senator from 
South Carolina does so in terms. I said I had no 
answer to make to that resolution, nor have I now. 
But for the purpose of ascertaining who assailed 
the President’s position, and who does not, it may. 
not be improper to make reference to his own Mes- 
sage delivered ‘to this Congress. Surely he can 
speak for himself better than the Senator from 
South Carolina or myself. It will be observed 
that the resolutions of the Senator from South 
Carolina fix the 49th parallel of north latitude as 
the limits of our possessions. Does the President 
do so? He says: 

«When I came into office I found this to be the 
‘state of the negotiation. ‘Though entertaining the 
‘ settled conviction that the British pretensions of 


| title could not be maintained to any portion of 


‘the Oregon territory upon any principle of public 
‘law recognised by nations, yet, in deference to 
‘what had been done by my predecessors, and es- 
‘ pecially in consideration that propositions of com- 
‘ promise had been thrice made,” &c. 

Again: 

“The proposition thus offered and rejected re- 
‘peated the offer of the parallel of 49 degrees of 
‘north latitude, which had been made by two pre- 


| ‘ceding Administrations, but without proposing 


‘to surrender to Great Britain, as they had done, 
‘the free navigation of the Columbia river, The 
‘right of any foreign Power to the free navigation 
‘ofany of our rivers, through the heart of our 
t country, was one which I was unwilling to con- 
‘cede. “It also embraced a provision to make free 
‘to Great Britain any port or ports. on the cape 
‘of Quadra and Vancouver’s Island, south of this 
‘parallel. Had this been a new question, coming 
‘under discussion for the first time, this proposition 
‘svould not have been made. The extraordinary 
‘and wholly inadmissible demands of the British 
í Government, and the rejection of the proposition’ 
“made in deference alone to what had been done’ 
‘by my predecessors, and the implied obligation 
‘which their acts seemed to impose, afford satis- 
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‘factory evidence that no compromise which the | 
‘United States. ought to accept can be effected. | 
‘ With this conviction, the proposition of compro- | 
‘mise which had been made and rejected, was, by 
‘my direction, subsequently withdrawn, and our 
‘title to the whole Oregon territory asserted, and, 
“as is believed, maintained by irrefragable facts | 
“and arguments. i 

“The civilized world will see in these proceed- 
“ings a spirit of liberal concession on the. part of 
‘the United States; and this Government will be 
€ relieved from all responsibility which may follow 
t the failure to settle the controversy. 

«All attempts at compromise having failed, it 
* becomes the duty of Congress to consider what 
< measures it may be proper to adopt for the secu- 
‘rity and protection of ourcitizens now inhabiting, 
‘or who may hereafter inhabit, Oregon, and for 
‘ the maintenance of our just title to that territory. 
‘In adopting measures for this purpose, care 
‘should be taken that nothing be done to violate 
‘the stipulations of the conventiowof 1827, which 
‘is still in force.” 

Again: 

“ At the end of the year’s notice, should Con- 
t gress think it proper to make provision for giving 
‘that notice, we shall have reached a period when 


‘the national rights in Oregon must either be | 


‘abandoned or firmly maintained. That they 


‘cannot be abandoned without a sacrifice of both | 


* national honor and interest, is too clear to admit 
t of doubt. 

“Oregon is a part of the North American con- 
‘tinent, to which, it is confidently affirmed, the 
t tide’ of the United States is the best now in ex- 
“istence.’? 

The proposition of 49°, he says distinctly to us, 


was withdrawn, and the negotiations were hrought | 


to a close; and he instructs the proper officers—the 


Secretary of State, &c.—to maintain our full title | 


to the whole, and that fact he communicates in his 
Message to the country. Which propositions 
would seem to be in accordance with the Presi- 
dent’s intention—with his views on the subject— 
the proposition of the Senator from South Carolina 
or mine? Sir, it is evident that the proposition of 
the Senator from South Carolina was intended. to 
produce but one effect—it goes for all the Presi- 
dent has done that is in the grave, and it goes 
against all that he has done that lives. It is in- 
tended to bring him back to the proposition of the 


49th degree—from his manly and patriotic declara- | 
tion of the American titke—and to force upon him | 
the rcbnquishment of all the territory of Oregon | 


lying above 49°, I said, sir, that instead of meet- 


i 


ji 
| 


ing the principles laid down in the resolutions, 
those of the Senator from South Carolina are di- 
rectly an evasion of the question before us. 


comes forward with some ingeniously drawn prop- 
ositions of another sort. He does not therein 
deny the title of this country to one foot of Oregon, 
but (I will not say unfairly) most ingeniously and 
artfully draws the inquiry from the main issue to 
what lawyers would call an immaterial point. 
But, for the purpose of information, not to prove 
what no man here will venture to deny, I will, with 
the Senate’s permission, allude to the language of 
one now here, whose powerful intellect penetrated | 
to the bottom of every subject he investigated; it 
is the language of the great Senator from the Wost. 


He maintains the view I have taken of our title to ; 


the whole Oregon territory. 

“ The fate of Maine has doubled the dangers of 
‘the Columbia, and nearly placed us in a position 
‘to choose between WAR and INFAMY in rela- 
‘tion to that river.” 

And, sir, just succeeding this, the Senator from 
Missouri addresses the Senate in the following 
emphatic language: s ; 

“ Nootka is in latitude 500—being four degrees 
‘north of the mouth of the Columbia; and to that 
‘degree did Spain assert and maintain her title 
‘against Great Britain in 1790. But that was not 
* the extent of her assertion of that right. Against | 
‘the British she asserted it to the whole extent of 
‘the coast; against the Russians, (the only real | 
‘claimants with ourselves in that quarter,) to lati- 
‘tude 550, Thus, as deriving from Spain, our 
‘title is good against England throughout the 
‘ coast; against. Russia to latitude 55°. As deriv- 
‘ing under discoveries and settlement, it is good, 


I pre- į 
Tair : = i 
sented the whole question; the Senator from South |i 
Carolina, instead of replying to the propositions, | 


| 


‘ against all the world to the extent of the region | 


_country—I heard the Senator speak sneeringty and 


; earth; that it offers every inducement that can be 
| held out to man—to the bold and enterprising emi- 


|| Pacific waters. 


| ing, that I have not been able to form a satisfactory 
| one. 


‘drained by the waters of the Columbia river. 
t We discovered the river from its mouth to its 
€ source, took possession of it as our territory, and, 
t according to the laws of nations, have a clear and. 4 
t valid title to it.” ; 

Sir, I have been startled occasionally. here by 
expressions which I have heard*from some of the, 
most distinguished and estimable members of this 
body in relation to the territory of Orégon, Li 
heard a distinguished Senator a few days ago, 
when under the excitement and warmth. of de- 
bate—but it was all the same, for it told on the 


slightingly about ‘ta wild piece of lahd at one of 
the ends of the earth.” Does he know what that 
piece of land is? The statements of those who 
have visited it say there is no finer region of the | 


grants who seek a home. Why, sir, there is the 
island of Vancouver, which in the month of April 
was covered with a verdant soil to the depth of two 
feet. There is found, as on both sides of the At- 
lantic, between the parallels of 49 and 64, a natural 
combination of deep harbors and bold coasts for the 
protection of commercial and maritime interests. 
it has abundance of timber of the finest kind for 
building ships. It affords every facility for raising 
up and supporting a great maritime people; and 
over and above everything, with everything that 
there is in the regions of the Atlantic, it has, be- 
sides, the mild and moderate temperature of the 


Mr. MANGUM. Will the Senator allow me j 
to say'one or two words? I understand the allu- 
sion of the Senator to be to me. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Yes. 

Mir, MANGUM. I have taken occasion to ex- 
press no opinion on the question in relation to what 
might or might not be the value of that country. In 
truth the opinions upon the subject are so conflict- 


i 
t 
| 


Some have represented it as a sterile’ coun- 
try, without water and rain. Others, again, among | 
whom is a member in the other House, says it is 


| from Missouri, and to every word. of it. F} 


‘this great countrys A 
“In extent, it is Jari 
‘the old thirteen U. 


‘western slope of our contin 
‘than the eastern. In configurat 
‘sibly fine and grand—a, yast obl 


‘equally unknown. T l 
‘lumbia—a country where. every, 
‘crowned by the advantages. of po: 
‘figuration: by the unity of all its. 
‘ cessibility of its borders—and its s no 
‘sion to the sea. Such a country, is. formed. for’ 
‘union, wealth, and strength, It can have but óne.. 
‘capital, and that will be a Thebes; but-one com- 
‘mercial emporium, and that will be a Tyre, queen 
‘of cities. Such a country can, have but one peoi 
‘ ple, one interest, one government; and that people: 
‘should. be American, that. interest ours, and tha 
‘government republican. Accursed and infamou 
‘be the man that divides. or alienates it.” 
Sir, that is the language of the great Senator.’ 


ts—the, nace. 
le introgres- 


heartyamen. There were portions of the: 
which fell from the Senator from Delaware, 
Crayron,] on Thursday. last, in which I. find’ 
impossible to concur. He su 


r ) iggesis, that the ‘ques: 
tion of title should not, be discu in open.ses- | 
sion, and intimates the. propriety .of the Senate 
withholding an opinion.on that subject until the 
doors of this house be closed. I cannot concur in 
anything of that kind. ‘This question lias become 
the property, of the American people. | It is of lat è 
ion.conce 


so fertile as to be fit for the production of sugar 
and cotton, even as far up as the 61st degree. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. te it was good for the pró- 
duction of sugar and cotton, it would not have en- 
countered the opposition it has done; its possession 
would have been at orice secured. Sir, if it is not | 
good for sugar or cotton, itis not destitute of rains; | 
for the Senator will find, if he takes the trouble of 
reading the journal of Captain Fremont, he will | 
find it narrated there, that during the first winter | 
he passed there they were nearly drowned out. 
But it is good for something better. It euards the 
coast above 49°; it commands Nootka Sound and 
the northern Pacific ocean. As I live, and as I shall 
answer for it to my constituents, I would as soon 
give them every foot of the territory as Fuca Swaits. 
What would it be worth to give them the inlet to 
Puget Sound? Itis but fifty miles from Nootka 
sound, the best harbor on the Oregon coast. There, 
in time of war, could rendezvous a naval force that i 
would hold in complete control the harbor of Pu- 
get’s Sound.. You give two-fifths. of Vancouver’s 
Island, and consequently the control and ownership 
of Queen Charlotie’s Sound and Gulf of Georgia. 
‘With the exception of these, there is not a harbor || 
there that would be worth the attention of any na- | 
tion, civilized or savage; not one that would furnish 
shelter fora flogilla larger than Indian canoes. Sir, 
objection to the assertion of our title is as old as the 
Government itself. We first find it at the setile- 
ment of Kentucky, seeking to confine this republic 
to its then limits; and we find it, from time to time, 
during the progressive settlement of the whole 
West. We find it in vehement opposition to the 
acquisition of Louisiana and Florida, and from the 
last to the present moment, in charitable efforts to 
repel the advances of Texas. But, sir, this last, 
the present opposition, is more improper, more ma- 
lignant than any previous; for it invokes the aid, 
the especial aid of British tyranny to blot our page 
and hurl us from the high throne of our destiny. 
But, sir, those who are engaged in this object are 
engaged in the work of Sysiphus. Before I reply 
to some remarks that fell from the distinguished 
Senator from Delaware, allow me to read froma 
speech of the Senator from Missouri a description 
of Oregon; anda more bold and graphic one never 
was given inside these walls: P 

“Ido not dilate upon the value and extent of 
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|; closed doors, to conduct your. d 


*in every man’s mouth: But 
ing it is-asked by the great’ 
it our own; is it our own ?? 
itis; if-so, five-sevenths: 

would, with one accord, say 
and take it.” With a questió 
to the American people’ bef 


uch magnitude 
jq; to sit, with 
deliberations in ses- 
cret, and give your judgment in darkness, would . 
be a melancholy sight for this -country. I fear it. 
would be the prelude of scenes even. more deplora- - 
ble in this chamber. I should dread the entrance. 
into this chamber of some modern Caius Gracchus, 
his heart swelling with the Joss of freedom, and 
tempted by such a compromitting of the national 
rights to trample on the forms of. legislation, and, 
disregarding the dignity of this august body, should. 
seize on the venerated person of our President, and 
turn us all out of doors. Sir, is. it possible any 
question involving the territorial rights of this coun- 
try cannot be discussed openly, or that there is any: 
who would not wish to make known to the public’ 
the full merits of an intricate question like this?. 


| If there be, I cannot concur with them. Sir, there 


was another point in the remarks of the distin- 


| guished Senator from Delaware, which formed’ a: 


theme on which he’ dwelt at-length, and in which ~ 
I did not concur. -I believe both he and. myself : 
are willing to put this country in thé mest effective . 
state of defence. I have, in all our conversations, . 
so understood him. He does not speak with 
forked tongue; but what I have heard of the ma 
time power of England held up here, I felt satisfied. 
it was for the purpose of acting on thie fears of the-: 
American people; but it is in vain.to make such ar 

exhibition with the intention of forcing them-to a 
surrender of what is their own. It is right and 
proper to examine the force of Great Britain firs 

but it is‘also right and proper not to underrate, our 
own. Sir, the American people cannot be alar 
or awed by any exhibition of British power. 
her fleets, though concentrated into ‘0 
would. not strike terror into the Amert Opie 
because they have read that, sixty years ago, ithe. 

whole American navy consisted of one frigate} and 
that with that single frigate, J. Paul Jones crossed < 
the ocean, swept the English channel, rav f 
coasts, and sacked her palaces, ret 
triumph. They have not fori 
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ry; McDonough; Porter, the 
glorious host besides. * They know | 
gh England may havea hundred suns 
ance equal to her on the 

i and. high-minded -and ‘honorable men who | 
serve the United Statés, which has given ‘them the. | 
rank ‘they “are entitled. to occupy. ~The Senator 
‘from: í quoted: the worda: of the great 
tarch when about. to. set out on the in- 
vänge; but he certainly did ‘not learn 
thie f: warfare from Henry V. He might 
have. learned his duty, however, from the conduct 
ofthat prince in’a case not dissimilar to the pres- 
ent: When Henry V. found that his cause was 
good, that the title to'a disputed territory was clear, 
did he hesitate to carry the war into France? No; 
the order was to march to the renowned field of 
Agincourt—a field which can never. be forgotten, | 
the tost glorious England ever saw—where her 
forces fought one to ten against the French, and 
‘conquered them. Nor does the Senator learn. his | 
rules of warfare from the first of Romans, and the | 
greatest of men, the great Julius, who, had he been | 
governed by such rules, would have left the glories | 
of Pharsalia to his rival Pompey. Nor did he | 
learn in the school of the great Frederick, nor of i 
Gustavus Adolphus of Sweden, nor Stanislaus, 
nor Kosciusko, nor Napoleon, nor. our own immor- 
tal Washington. No, sir, he learnt from these the 
rulés of contest in a struggle for right. 

Mr. President, on looking over the course which | 
has been pursued by the distinguished Senator ; 
from South.Carolina on this question, I must con- | 
fess that I find some inconsistencies which I can- | 
not easily reconcile. Three years ago last month— 
the 24th of January, 1843—he opposed measures | 
to take possession of Oregon on the ground of the | 
‘expense. Hear him: 

t But we are told the expense will be small—not 
* exceeding one or two hundred thousand dollars. 
‘Let, us not be deceived. What this bill appro- 
‘priates is but the entering wedge. Let it pass, 
‘and no one can tell what it will cost. It wil de- 
t pend on circumstances. Under the most favor- 
‘able, on the supposition that there will be no 
‘resistance on the part of Great Britain, it would | 
‘amount to millions; but if she should resist, and | 
“we should make it a question of force, I hazard | 
‘nothing in saying it would subject the country to 
‘heavier expenditures, and expose it to greater 
‘dangers, than any measure which has ever re- 
t ceived the sanction of Congress.” 

Yes, sir, he opposed the measure on the ground 
of the expense that would be incurred. The prop- | 
osition was, that the expense would not exceed 
some $100,000 or 8200,000, but the Senator esti- 
mated it at millions; and then he, in order to obvi- 
ate that, proposed the very measure which he now 
opposes—the extension of our laws over Oregon. 
I cannot, for the life of me, understand what this | 
course on the part of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina indicates, unless it be decided and deadly hos- 
tility to, the acquirement of any territorial rights in 
Oregon beyond that naked title which we hold— 
opposition to the reduction to our possession of 
any portion of it. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina, with that great ability which usually charac- 
terizes him, presented on the occasion to which I | 
have just now. alluded a most graphic view of the 
financial condition of the country at-that time. He 
truly represented it as being on the road to ruin— 
embarrassed.at, every point, and sinking deeper 
and deeper at every step. One of the chief causes | 
of that depréssed condition was represented by the 
Senator, and properly represented, to be an oppres- | 
sive system of taxation. Buta different state of 
things exists now. °. Happily, for once the predic- 
tions of the Senator have not been realized.. The 
nation is now ina state of unexampled prosperity; 
and the cause of that- is to be found in-the salutary 
condition of the currency, just as the reverse was 
the cause of former prostration. Wel, then, if 
the giving of the notice was the proper course in | 
1843—if it should necessarily precede the adoption | 
of measures to take posséssion—why is it that we | 
cannot promptly give the notice now? 

The Senator from South Carolina suggests a 
different plan. He prefers leaving it to the opera- 
tion of time—to the silent ànd quiet encroachments | 
of our hardy and enterprising people to acquire | 
that possession for tis: and does not every gentle- | 
man know that while our hardy and enterprising: 
people arè pressing on according to the plan of the 
Senator from South Carolina, they are exposing ' 


‘ 1, of P 
Jonesés, and a glorio 
‘that, althe 
‘to our one, we have 

rave and high-minded- 


i 
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‘themselves to great difficulties without the protec- 
‘tion of American laws and American tribunals? 
If that state of things continues, is it not clear that 
we will soon ‘have many repetitions of the Caro- 
line affair? But will not England sée ‘the course 


the Senator from South Carolina? Isit not her 
custom to be ever on her’guard, watching an op- 
portunity to press her claims-—claims however 
feeble and weak? I appeal to the Senator himself 
—I invoke that patriotic spirit which animates his 
bosom—I ask him, with ail solemnity, what course 
does he regard as. most likely to redound to the 
| honor of the country, and to the promotion of its 
sacred rights? Which will read best on the imper- 
ishable page of history, the direct, and bold, and 
prompt progress to our object, or the slow and 
stealthy? Butlet me pause. I will not use that 
term. I will not so characterize any tourse of 
conduct recommended by the Senator from South 
Carolina. For him I entertain unmingled venera- 
tion. 
| many most glorious scenes in the history of my 
country for the last thirty years, I never can cease 
to admire. Never hand of mine will be outstretch- 
ed in the vain attempt to shake a single laurel from 
that venerable brow. I venerate him for his vir- 
tues—for his: patriotism—for his lofty intellect— 
for the spotless purity of his whole private life, on 
which the future Plutarch of his country will de- 
light to dwell, and from regarding which slander 
itself— i 
e whose breath 


Rides on the posting wind, and doth belie 
All corners of the world—?? 


shrinks cowering and abashed. And if I might be 
permined to ofer an aspiration in connexion with 
bis future career, it would be to the effect that no- 
thing will ever be done by him to mar that brightly 
illumined page which the record of his public life 
will fill. | 

the word stealthy, or any word that could possi- 
bly give offence to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. Let me, then, apply the term eircuitous to 
| that line of policy which he has thought proper to 
recommend on this question. And I ask, how 
would it read in after times, that the first chapter 
of the American history was occupied by the reci- 
tal of the glorious and successful struggle of a 
handful of colonists with the greatest Power of the 
world in the resistance of an unjust tax, whilst the 
second chapter was blurred and blotted by the sad, 
sad story of the mean and cowardly submission of 
the descendants of that same race of heroic men, 
when they had grown up to number twenty mil- 
lions, and. occupied the first rank in the scale of 
nations? I trust no such chapter will ever dis- 
grace our national annals. Such a chapter must 
not—will not—be written ! 

A word or two now about arbitration, which oc- 
cupies the attention of a portion of the press. The 
rejection of that proposition by the President meets 
with decided disapprobation m some quarters, and 
ĮI understand that—I speak now ofa portion of the 
public press, not of the opinion af any honorable 
Senator; but with the people, so far from weak- 
ening the strength of the Administration, that act 
has added to it new vigor and power, if that had 
been necessary. To arbitrate—what? 
tion in which we assert there is no dispute. Sub- 
mit to arbitration, as in the case of the Maine con- 
troversy; when a crowned head, with all imagin- 
able gravity, decided that a certain line should 
be drawn from the most northeasternmost point, 
although the treaty originating the dispute which 
he had professedly taken up decided that that line 
should be drawn from the most northwestern 
branch of the river. Just imagine a man who has 
purchased a farin friom his Government, and for 
which he holds a patent, consenting, when a pow- 
erful and wealthy neighbor makes a claim to his 
property, to submit the matter to arbitration! 
‘What opinion would you entertain of the common 
sense of that obliging and accommodating dispu- 
tant? As to the submission of the case to a se- 
lect board of arbitration, that is most absurd. Is 
j it not likely that the wealth and resources of the 
powerful neighbor would be directed to the not 
very honorable but subtle policy of addressing 
certain arguments to the arbitrators, not unlikely 


i| them? The country, sir, sustains the President 
in this wise and proper rejection of the offer of ar- | 


bitration. Our claim is settled. We canriot con- 


of this country if it adopts that recommended by - 


A ques- ; 


His great character, identified as it is with | 


will not, I cannot use in this connexion || 


| to prove very satisfactory and sound to some of |! 


sent to submit it to any arbiter. There is another 
point in the course of the- Senator from. South 
Carolina, to which-I would allude: I mean his 
course on the Téxas: question, as. contrasted with 
his course on- this Oregon. question. He now 
stands beforehis country in the leadership of what 
is called the policy of peace.” ‘Peace, peace, 
peace—everything that is honorable for peace,” is 
the cry. When the question of the: annexation 
of Texas was pending, the honorable Senator, it 
appears to me, did not hold peace as so pre-emi- 
nently valuable. I refer in proof to his letter— 
his celebrated letter—a letter not likely to be for- 
gotten—to Mr. King, our Minister at Paris. The 
tone and spirit of that letter must have been of- 
fensive in the highest degree to Great Britain. If 
war comes out of this Oregon question, for my own 
part I should not be surprised if that letter would 
be found lying at the foundation of it. It was 
shortly after its appearance that the British Gov- 
ernment commenced the augmentation of the de- 
fences of that country. The Senator from South 
Carolina then planted himself on the highest pos- 
sible grounds. Yet he now offers to buy off Eng- 
land by five and a half degrees. in Oregon! So far 
as the power to make treaties is concerned, it is 
peculiarly the sovereign power of the State. W her- 
ever the power of the sovereign is not delegated, 
asin Russia and Turkey, of course the. exercise 
of all power is unlimited—the Government is ab- 
solute. The only recognised will there is that of 
the Czar, or the Autocrat, or the Emperor, or the 
Sultan. In constitutional monarchies, like those 
of England and France, it is different. There, 
power is, in some degree, limited. But.where the 
treaty-making power in England and France be- 
gins, and where it ends, I cannot, for the life of 
me, discover. Inthe mixed form of the British 
Government, where the monarchical and aristo- 
i cratical principles alternately prevail, there are 
certain checks, it is true; but these checks are 
those of the one branch of the Government against 
the other, and for all essential purposes they are 
discretionary. There is no power, however ar- 
bitrarily exercised on the part of the Government, 
in England, which cannot be justified under the 
British constitution, by analogy, at any rate, if not 
by precedent drawn from some portion of the tor- 
tuous, dark, and troubled history of the country. 
Whenever the case demands it, the use of the 
word necessity is made to stifle every murmur, and 
subdue every manifestation of insulted right. For- 
tunately; a different state of things prevails here, 

ll power—no matter ‘on whom conferred—is be- 
stowed from the same source; and the exercise of; 
all power has its settled and defined limits—not 
the slightest room for the play of that plea used 
either by the tyrant. or, demagogue—necessity. 
The Constitution of the United States is to be in- 
terpreted by. the same rules that are applied to 
all other laws. It is by an examination of the 
context that we ascertain the spirit and meaning 
of the instrument itself; and fortunately for us, for 
the hopes of liberty, and mankind, the Constitu- 
tion of the United States contains, as a portion of 
its context, the following definition and restric- 
tions of the exercise of all the powers which it 
creates: 

“ The powers not delegated to the United States 
‘by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the 
‘States, are reserved to the States respectively, or 
‘to the people.”’"— Article 10th, Amendments. 

Here is an express limitation of power, beyond 
which we cannot go. Now, then, for my second 
resolution. Where is the authority; where is the 
power under the Federal Constitution, to alienate 
the soil, or to transfer the allegiance of the citizens 
of the United States? Does the Constitution bestow, 
by implication, the power upon the President or 
the Senate to do so? Does the instrument give to 
any other branch of the Governmenta power tran- 
scending that bestowed upon the others? Why, 
if it were so, ours. would he no longer a limited 
governmént. Itis not a question of boundary, be- 
cause, ads I have shown, we have a title, England 
has none.. The quéstion of boundary is buta pre- 
text to hide the real object. It is raised simply be- 
cause England, powerful and formidable as she is, 
demands, and expects us to give. It is true, sir, 
that war is a great calamity. But the lessons of 
history are all false, its moral but an idle tale, if 
į there are not greater calamities which can fall upon 
men and nations than a war. One of the greatest 


! calamities, sir, is a purchased and disgraceful peace 
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Bloated and enervated China is a living witness of 
that fact. Modern Italy still exhibits in her feeble 
and imbecile empire the curse entailed upon her 
thirteen or fourteen centuries ago. The ignoble 
descendants of the most illustrious race the ancient 
world ever saw exhibit in their every lineament 
the effects of that awful calamity; whilst on the 
other hand, consecrated still to this hour, Mara- 
thon stands an eternal fame, bearing witness of the 
heroic soul of the Greeks, who- disdained at the 
hands of invading millions to purchase peace, 
Princeton, and Trenton, and Yorktown, bear the 
same testimony to the force of that noble determi- 
nation. Every part of this land is the enduring and 
eternal monument of those who preferred resist- 
ance to submission, and encountered all the perils 
ofa dreadful and unequal strife rather than pur- 
chase an ignominious peace. Oh, itis said—“take 
care of our commerce—let us traffic.” Ay, “let 
us TRAFFIC!’? Alas! that descendants of the he- 
roic men of the Revolution could be heard expres- 
sing willingness to buy peace with their country’s 


territory, and that priceless jewel, their country’s | 
honor! Trarric! Ay, traffic, like the Jew who, | 


for thirty pieces of silver, sold his Saviour and his 
God! Trafic on; but, for the love of heaven, traf- 
fic not with the allegiance of your citizens, the herit- 
age of your fathers, and the honor of your coun- 
try! ‘Traffic notin the freedom of your brethren ! 
Traffic as long as it seemeth good in your eyes; but 
bring not their birthright into the market! It was 
the noble language of a famous British monarch: 
“ I regard the legal liberty of the meanest and fee- 
blest Briton as my own, and am as ready to defend | 
it.” It was a kingly sentimerit and added lustre to 
his crown. It is itself enough to consecrate his 
memory. I cherish it, and would have the Senate 
act upon it, and not seek to transfer the allegiance į 
of freebora American citizens to a monarch’s 
throne. Where is the warrant in the Constitution 
for such an act? The denial of my principle by 
the Senator from South Carolina avows this prin- 
ciple, 

Why, sir, if this is allowed to the treaty-making 
power, if they can transfer any portion of our ter- | 
ritory, and. the allegiance of American citizens in 
Oregon, what stands in their way to prevent them 
from regulating our entire system of revenue from 
imports by commercial treaties regulating import- 
ations? It is in vain to say the Constitution re- 
serves the right of laying taxes, &c., to Congress, 
if the same Constitution expressly refuses to Con- 
gress the power of regulating the territory of the 
country and public property. Where is their war- 

srant for alienating a single foot of American soil? 
If this Government has the right of transferring | 
one-half of Oregon, it has just the same right to 
transfer the Territory of Iowa or Wisconsin, i 
Great Britain advances a claim to it; just the same | 
right to surrender this District to Great Britain, if | 
she comes forward with some antiquated and un- ji 
founded claim to it, just like that she makes to | 
Oregon. Icare not how far the principle is car- | 
ried, it is all the same if once established—as ap- | 
| 
| 
i 
l 


licable to the transfer of Virginia as of Oregon. 
ut it has no such power; and I trust in God it 
will never be raseriet by a majority in the Senate. | 
Who, sir, will say that any portion of our popula- | 
tion could be abandoned under a principle of this i 
kind ?—any part of the bone and sinew of their | 
country, as had been well said before? Would | 
the Senator from North Carolina be willing to | 
transfer away the hardy pioneer who. first pene- | 
trated the tangled forest, from the smoke of whose |! 
cabin the Indian first was apprised of the approach | 
of the pale faces? Shall we have no sympathy for | 
him because he is but the pioneer of freedom and | 
civilization? The Senator from North Carolina, | 
who spoke some days ago, must have known their | 
character; that, although far away the pioneer may | 
be, he has his domestic altar, where his God and 
freedom are worshipped together. He has his 
household gods, which he loves as truly as you 
do yourselves. He has the names which his 
mother taught him, when, a fair-haired-boy, he 
held by her side; he repeats them daily from his 
childhood, and first among them is the name of 
Washington. Where is the man of iron heart, | 
who would break down this altar, transfer his al- |; 
Jegiance to another Government, aad change the || 
name of Washington upon his lips for that of the | 
English Queen? : 
lask you, in conclusion, to visit, in imagina- i 
tion, the distant plains of Oregon, and there enter || 


A 
ti 


ti 


the lowly habitation of the adventurous settler 
| who, in the remotest wildernesses of this Western 
World, has erected an altar to God and liberty. 
Behold him there, surrounded by all the endearing 
influences of home and family; his cabin the hab- 
itation of peace and contentment, where honorable 
toil lays its head upon the pillow which industry 
spreads with so soft and soothing a care for her 
children. Behold him there, with all his warm 
attachments to his beloved country; with all the 
household affections which follow the good man 
to the uttermost ends of the earth, ever leading 
him whence they themselves came—heavenward. 
And ‘yet, sir, sooner than relinquish one foot of 
that soil which rightfully is ours, I would ‘see it 
utterly laid waste and made desolate. 

But I have no fears for Oregon—none. If the 


would be willing to lay aside all that has been done 
here, and let the question go at once to them. 
Submit to the people the question, ‘* Oregon or no 


go for 54° 40', I never would utter the name of 
Oregon again. My fear is not of the people. My 
fear is lest this question should be strangled here. 
When the doors are closed, and there is no eye to 


Richard’s nephews in the Tower. The land 
where I was rocked and reared, and where I hope 
to sleep my last sleep, with united voice speaks on 
this subject as I speak. It forbids all compro- 
mises, 

Our brethren in Oregon speak as I speak. I 
speak for my well-beloved State. She forbids all 


territory. It is not the West alone that forbids it. 
History, speaking from the sepulchre of the saint- 
ed dead, forbids it. The shades of Washington, 
of Adams, of Ilenry, and of their immortal com- 
peers, forbid it. The still small voice of Camden 
and Concord forbids it. The holy 
in torrents in the parched fields of Monmouth, 
and Camden, and the Brandywine, forbids it. All 
the spectral forms of the past, as they sweep 
along in shadowy array, with mournful voices, 
forbid it. The present forbids it. Seven-tenths 
of the American people forbid it. The future, 
crowded with mighty events and big with the for- 
tunes of mankind, forbids it. By all the power 
and glory of our country; in the name of the past, 
in the name of the unborn millions whose proud 
fortune it will be to direct the destinies of free 
America—I protest here, in the face of Heaven and 
all men, against any dismemberment of our territo- 


| ry—the surrender of our principle—the sacrifice of 


our honor! Here I take my stand on the side of our 
national rights. Here I abide the issue, beit good 
or evil. Come weal or wo, come peace or war, 
here I hope tostand. And let no man impugn 
my motives. I have studied this question, not as 
a party man—not in the spirit of faction. That 


this question has wound itself around every fibre | 


of my heart, I frankly confess; but my judgment 
has not, I trust, béen blinded. ‘One thing I know 
and I repeat—my motives are. pure; and to the 


ii truth of that, if I know my own heart, I appeal, 


in this august presence, to Him who searches the 
hearts and tries the reins of the children of men; 


l and of my sincerity in all this matter, I trust to 


be found ready, with devout and reverential awe, 
to appeal to the omniscient Judge in that hour 
when I shall breathe my last faint prayer for 
mercy, and, as this is true,O, God! let me be 
heard and judged by Thee! 

When Mr. Haxxnean resumed his seat, on 
motion of 


Mr. COLQUITT, the Senate adjourned till to- | 


morrow at the usual hour. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 16, 1846. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- | 


roved. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order would be the call of the States for 
resolutions, commen 

Mr. J. A. BLACK asked leave to offer a reso- 
lution. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the States 
in their order for resolutions. . 

Mr. NORRIS offered the following resolution; 
which was adopted : id 


eae eaaa 


voice of the American people could be heard, I | 


Oregon?” “ 49° or 54° 40’??? If they would not | 


see what we do, I fear it may meet the fate of |; 


compromises by the surrender ofa single foot of our | 


blood that fell | 


cing with the State of Maine. | 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Po 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire i 
expediency of allowing deputy postmaster, eres 
their annual compensation’ does not amount to >. 
twenty-five dollars, to’ frank letters written by 
“newspa 


themselves, and to receive letters an 
OMWISNONS 


free of postage, instead of the extra: ; 
now authorized to be allowed them by law. Also, - 
ito inquire into the expediency: of taxing news- 
papers, other than those ‘sént by the publishers 
to their regular subscribers, at a rate of postage 
higher than is now taxed; and also to allow such 
ublishers to send their papers to régular subseri- 
Pes out of the mail, as formerly- practised. 
Mr. D. P. KING offered the foll 
tion ; which was adopted : ee ay 
Resolved, That the message of the President.of 
the United States, communicated in 1842, in rela- 
tion to the claims. of our citizens on the Govern: 
ment of Hayti for spoliations, be. referred’ to. the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, with. instructions 
to inquire into the propriety of demanding.indem- 
nity for the spoliations. -` : À 
Mr. J. ROCKWELL gave notice that onito- 
morrow, or some early day, he will ask leave:1o 
introduce a bill to provide for a specific duty.on 
wool unmanufactured, the cost.of.which, at ‘the 
port or place whence imported, shall be seven 
cents and under per pound. ne 


Mr. JAMES ‘THOMPSON offered th 
ing resolution; which was adopted: ae 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire.into the expediency: of -wia- 
king an appropriation for the ‘improvement éf the 
Alleghany river, between. Pittsburg and’ Oleai,’in 
New York; or, if a new survey: of the Same be 
deemed necessary before. improvemenits ‘shall, be 
authorized, that said. committee be ‘instructed to’ 
inquire into the expediency of authorizing such 
survey; and that the petitions and memorials here- 
| tofore presented on that subject be referred to said 
committee. fag a 

Mr. NIVEN 
joint resolution oat 
A JOINT: RESOLUTION to estal 
rank for certain officers of thes 

Resolved by the. Senate-and House :of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States is 
authorized, and is hereby requested, ‘to assign a 
rank for the several grades of medical.and other 
officers of the civil branch of the navy, relatively 
i| to officers of the military branch of the same ‘ser- 
| vice, in the same degree as is established by: regu- 
lation in the army of the United States for medical 
and other civil officers relatively to officers of the 
|| line of the army: Provided; Such relative or assim- f 
ilated rank shall confer no authority to command 
any vessel or ‘station, or military officer, for mili- 
tary or naval purposes: And provided also, Assimi- 
lated rank can be established in the navy without 
any expense whatever to the treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, 


Read twice, and committed. ; 

Mr. WRIGHT offered the following resolution; 
which was adopted: : E a 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commercë pe 
|| instructed to inquire into the expediency. of-pro- 
viding by law the form by which the report of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury on commerce and navi- 
gation shall be made up; and, also, that’ they ine 
quire into the expediency of making provision for 
such returns as will show the amount of the coast- 
ing trade, and the internal commerce’ ofthe. coun- 


try. ie : ; 
Mir. CRANSTON, on leave given, introduced 
certain joint resolutions of the Legislature of Rhode 
Island, on the subject of the tariff: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state-of the Union. 


owing resolu- 


e follow- 


, on leave, 


introduced the following 


Apo 


| 


i} printed, Foo 
| Mr. RATHBUN moved that the r 
"laid on the table, woes > 


ss, 
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Mr. G- DAVIS: asked-for the yeas and. nays; 
which were ordered. ei> = Boy Bee 
Mr. HOPKINS desired to" be informed by, the 
Chair; whether such a bill had been reported to the 
House? = < 5 een ` 

The SPEAKER said thé Chair could not inform 

‘he gentlemen. SEE SE oo 

. But. the Clerk «(replying through the Speaker 
said no such HE ee : p ) 
` Mr: HARALSON wouldlike to inquire (hesaid) 
whether: the committee had made a report? 

Mr. McK AY said the committee had made no 
report. oci, ss * : : 

‘The SPEAKER said this discussion was not in 
order, | : 

_, Mr. THOMASSON. I would like to. be in- 

. formed whether such a project has been submitted 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and wheth- 
er the chairman objects to its printing? 

Mr. McKAY, not hearing the question, advan- 
ved down the aisle for.the purpose of ascertaining 
what it was; when 

The SPEAKER said these interrogatories were 


notin order, the-Clerk having commenced the call 


of the roll. 

The question ‘Shall the resolution be laid on 
the table?” was then taken, and decided in the 
afirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biges, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, William G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben. Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 
Clark, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunning- 
ham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dilling- 
ham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erd- 
man, Faran, Fieklin, Foster, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James H. John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 

- W. Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClelland, McClernand, 


McDowell; McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay |; 


Martin, Morris, Niven, Owen, Parish, Payne, 


Perrill, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Rit- | 


ter, Roberts, Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John, James Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs, Tredway, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, 
and. Yost—103. . 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Blanch- 
ard, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Jobn G. 
Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 


Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, | 
Edwin. H. Ewing, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, |; 


Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, E. 
B. Holmes, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
D. P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Long, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Pendleton, Ramsey, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stephens, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
son, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, 
and Wright—69. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

[Ae message was received from the Senate, by 
A. Dickens, Esg., Secretary, informing the House 
of the passage of.certain bills. f 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of J. 
K. Warxer, Esq:, his private secretary.] 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered a resolution providing 
that the bill making appropriations for certain har- 
bors and. rivers be made the special order of the 
day for Monday next, and that it take precedence 
of all other. business. 


And on this resolution Mr. T. demanded the |} 


previous question. ~~ 


Mr. 


‘which were refused. 
Mr. HOPKINS inquired of the Speaker whether 
“the resolution, as it related to priority of business, 
would not require a vote of two-thirds? 
The SPEAKER so decided. 


G. S. HOUSTON moved that there be a: 
call of the House, and asked the yeas and nays; | 


Mr. G. S. Housron, and it was decided in the 
j negative. E 3 

So a call of the House was refused. 

Mr. NORRIS moved that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 6 : : 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson Ar- 
' noid; Barringer, Bell, Benton, James A. Black, 
Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Augustus A. 
į Chapman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cranston, Cul- 


Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Harper, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, George S., 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Joseph Johnson, 


| Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, McClernand, McCon- 
| nell, McHenry, McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay 
| Martin, Niven, Norris, Parish, Payne, Price, Reid, 
Rhett, Roberts, John A. Rockwell, Seaman, Sed- 
don, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, St. 
John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, Tred- 
way, Wheaton, Woodward, and Yancey—64. 


; mun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brodhead, Milton 


iJ ohn G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Crozier, 
| Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, Darragh, Gar- 
| rett Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Doug- 
! lass, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, 
| Faran, Foster,-Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Good- 
| year, Grinnell, Hampton, Henley, Herrick, Elias 
i B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, Samuel 
| D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
| Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jo- 
i seph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, [Daniel P. King, T. 

Butler King, Lewis, Ligon, Long, MeClelland, 
| McDowell, McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mil- 


{ 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


; ler, Morris, Moseley, Owen, Perrill, Phelps, Ram- 
l sey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Rus- 
| sell, Sawyer, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, 
| Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
i Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, 

Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benja. 
min Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Wick, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, Yell, 
and Yost—101. : 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the demand for 
the previous question, 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved that there be 
a call of the House. 

Which motion was rejected. 

The question then again recurring on the demand 
for the previous question; it was taken, and the 
vote stood ayes 64, noes 50. 

So there wasa second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
! taken. 

Mr. HARALSON asked the: yeas and nays 
thereon, which were ordered. 

And the question ‘Shall this resolution be 


|; adopted??? was then taken, and decided in the 


negative as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Willian G. Brown, Buiington, Wiliam 


Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De Moti, 
| Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erd- 
lman, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foster, Gentry, 
| Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grinnell, Harper, 
Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, Sam- 
uel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph John- 
son, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, 
La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Long, McClelland, 
McDowell, McGaughey, Mclivaine, Marsh, 
: Moseley, Owen, Perrill, Phelps, Price, Ramsey, 
‘Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
: Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Ca- 
leb B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson; Thur- 
: man, Tibbatts, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
! worth, White, Wick, Williams, Winthrop, 
| Wright, Yell, Young, and Yost—107. 


| NWAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Bar- 


The question was then taken on the motion of |' ringer, Beddinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. 


lom, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, Dobbin, Ficklin, | 


Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, | 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ash- | 


| Brown, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, | 


W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cath- | 


: cart, Chipman, Cocke, Crozier, Culver, Cummins, ! 


1 
| 


1 


1 66 


Black, Brockenbrough, John G. Chapman, Au- 
gustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Collin, Cranston, Cullom, Daniel, Jeffer- 
son Davis, Dobbin, ‘Ficklin, Garvin, Gordon, 
Graham, Grover, Haralson, Harmangon, Hilliard, 
Hoge, Isaac E.. Holmes; Hopkins, George S. 
Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hunter, Andrew John- 
son, Preston King, Leake, Lumpkin, McClernand, 
McConnell, McHenry, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barclay Martin, Niven, ‘Norris, Parish; Payne, 
Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Seddon, Alexander 
D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Jacob 
Thompson, Toombs, Tredway, Wheaton, Wood, 
Woodruff, Woodward, and Yancey—64. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
resolution was rejected. ` 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked leave to offer another 
resolution. . 

Objected to; the rule allowing a member to offer 
only one, except by consent. 


Mr. THOMAS B. KING asked that the mes- 
sage from the President, before noted, might be 
read. Objected to. 

Mr. E. H. EWING (the rules having been sus- 

ended for the purpose) introduced the petition of 

7. H. Mason; which was appropriately referred. 

Mr: SCHENCK offered the following resolution, 
on which he demanded the previous question: 

Whereas a bill entitled a bill reducing the duties 
on imports, and for other purposes, has been laid 
before the Committee of Ways and Means of this 
House by the Secretary of the Treasury, imbo- 
dying his views in relation to the tariff as contain- 
mf in his late annual report to Congress: And where- 
as it is the parliamentary privilege of every mem- 
ber of this House to be present at the session of 
any committee thereof, and to be cognizant of their 
proceedings and of all matters submitted to the 
consideration of such committee: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to communicate to the Clerk 
of this House a copy of said bill so furnished by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and that the Clerk 
cause the usual number thereof to be printed for 
the use of the members. 


Mr. REID moved that the resolution be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

After a brief conversation on a point of order be- 
tween Mr. McCLERNAND and the SPEAICER, 

The question was taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Brocken- 
brough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt, Cath- 
cart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dobbin, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erd- 
man, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Henley, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, Geo. 
S. Houston, Edmund W, Hubard, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, J. H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo.W.Jones, 
S. Jones, Preston King, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, B. Martin, 
Morris, Norris, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, 
Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Rus- 
sell, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, A. D. Sims, L. 
H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Sykes, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, W ood- 
ward, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yell—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, 


; Milton Brown, William W. Campbell, John H. 


Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, 


| Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, 


Edwin H. Ewing, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, 
Grinnell, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. 
Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 


{i Daniel P. King, Lewis, Levin, Long, McGaughey, 
| McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, 


Pendleton, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rock- 
weil, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Thi- 
bodeaux, Thomasson, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, and Young 
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So the resolution was laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
and importance of constructing fortifications at St. 


Mary’s, on the Potomac, and at Thomas’s Point, |j 


iù the Chesapeake, as estimated and. projected by 
the board of engineers, and reported November 14, 
1822, and by the Engineer Department in Novem- i 
ber, 1825. j 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS offered the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to reporta bill re- | 
storing to the Postmaster General and deputy post- i 
masters the franking privilege. | 

Which was read, and debate arising, it was laid | 
over. 

On motion of Mr. LA SERE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into, and report upon, the 
defences necessary to protect the coast of the Uni- 
ed States along the Gulf of Mexico, and to com- 
mand the various approaches to the city of New 
Orleans. 

Agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINS, 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General report to 
this House, with as little delay as possible, at 
what rate per annum the expenses of the post 
office in Washington City have been increased in 
consequence of keeping an account of the free | 
‘miailable matter received at said office, what in- 
crease there has been in the number of clerks in 
said office since the appointment of the present 
postmaster, and what increase there has been in 
the expenses of said office since his appointment ; | 
and also, that he state the reason why the evening 
mail of members of the House of Representatives 
is not now delivered at as carly an hour as at for- 
mer sessions. 


On motion of Mr. HARPER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions inquire into the expediency of increasing 
the pension of Jeremiah Sims, of Perry county, | 
Ohio, a revolutionary soldier. 

On motion of Mr. McDOWELL, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so 
amending the law reorganizing the Naval depart- 


‘of the Treasury thereto, be referred- to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, with instructions. to 


ted. 


Mr. HENLEY offered the following resolution: | 

Resolved, That from this day, the hour to which | 
the House shall stand adjourned daily shall be | 
eleven o’clock, a. m., until otherwise ordered by | 
the House. i 

Which was read, and debate arising thereon, it 
was laid over. 

` On -motion of Mr. ROBERTS, ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-route from Hills- 
borough to Canton, in Mississippi. 

Resolved, further, That the same committee be in- 
structed to inguire into the expediency of establish- 
ing a post-route from Greensboro’, by Kosciusko, | 
Carthage, Raleigh, Williamsburg, Columbia, Pearl- | 
ingion, to Mississippi city, in the State of Missis- 
sippi. ¢; 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS gave notice for leave 
to introduce a bill fora grant of land to construct 
a levee near the bank of the Mississippi river, and 
extending from the mouth of the Yazoo river to 
the Tennessee line. 

Mr. VANCE offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be | 
requested to communicate to this House a copy of 
the bill prepared by him, entitled “A bill reducing 
the duties on imports, and for other purposes, | 
which he has submitted to the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, and which purports to imbody his 
views in relation to a revenue tariff.” 


Which was read, and laid upon the table one 
day under the rulc. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. CATH- 
; CART asked, obtained leave, and introduced a 
bill to grant the rights of pre-emption to actual set- 
tlers on the lands acquired by treaty from the Mi- 
ami Indians, in Indiana; which bill was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. C. B. SMITH, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructéd to inquire into the expediency of 


| 


the sale of lottery tickets within the District of | 
Columbia. 


ment of the United States, approved 31st August, 
1842, as to~authorize the appointment of civilians 
to discharge the dutics assigned by said law to the 
several barcaus created by the same, instead of 
officers of the navy; and report to this House by | 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. FARAN offered the following resolution; 
which was laid on the table: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury re- 
port to this House, at the carliest practicable pe- 
riod, the names of the several depositarics of the 
public moneys since the repeal of the law usually 
denominated the sub-treasury law; the amounts 
deposited, the times when deposited, the securi- 
ties taken from the said several depositaries, the 
transfers from one depositary to. another, the 
amounts transferred, and. the thes when transfer- 
“red in reference to these depositaries, their names, 
services, or compensation. 


On motiow of Mr. CUNNINGHAM, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 
expediency of providing by law that the Postmas- | 
ter General shall, in contracting for carrying the | 
mails, so contract as to prohibit mail contractors 
from running opposition stages or post-coaches for 
the transportation of passengers on the mail-route 
of any other contractors; and that they report by 
bill or otherwise. 

Mr. HARMANSON gave notice of a motion | 
for leave to introduce a hill to cede all the public | 
lands lying within the parishes in Louisiana front- 
ing on the Mississippi river on its west bank, com- 
mencing at the Arkansas line, and running down 
the river to the parish of Iberville, to those par- 
ishes as a levelling fund. ~ 


On motion of Mr. THIBODEAUX, 

Resolved, That the resolution of the House of ! 
the 13th January, inquiring of the Secretary of the 
Treasury whether frauds have not been committed 
on the revenue laws by the importation of syrups 
as molasses, &c., and the answer of the Secretary 


$ 


On motion of Mr. PARISH, 

Resolved, That the President communicate to 
this House, so far as consistent with the public 
welfare, any and all information in his possession 
affairs of the Argentine Confederacy, and the ex- | 
isting difficuliies on the Plate; and also touching 
| the mediation proposed by the chargé d’affaires of 
this Government, and the effect produced on neu- 
tral commerce in South America by the recent 
interference of England and France in the affairs 
of this continent. > 

Laid over. 

On motion of Mr. ST. JOHN, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to communicate to this House such informa- 
tion as may be in possession of the Bureau of Top- 
ographical Engineers, touching the comparative 
advantages and disadvantages of the several points | 
on Lake Erie for the establishment of a naval de- | 
pot on said lake. 

On motion of Mr. NORRIS, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of paying | 
Samuel Perry the amount deducted from a freight | 
bill under a contract with McClure & Co. for 
transportation of Indian stores, and an additional 
amount claimed for detention, and the expenses 
incurred thereby. 


_ Mr. SAWYER offered the following resolu- 
tion: } 
Resolved, That House bill regulating the ap- 
pointment of certain officers be made the special 

order of the day for Monday next. 
Which was read, and debate arising, it was laid 
upon the table. 


Mr. CROZIER offered the following, which was 


i 
+ 


i 
H 
I 
t 


- ; ea 
1 now- in maruscri 


inquire whether such frauds have been commit- jj 


providing by law for the effectual prevention of |i 


touching the interference of Great Britain in the |j 


pt, and: that. the same bet 
for the tse of this House. i me, 

Mr. COCKE: gave notice of: motion-to 
duce a bill forthe relief of Isaac MeBee,-a x 
tionary soldier. ee pee 

Mr. VINTON offered the following, 
read, and debate arising, it was laid over? S 

Resolved, That the joint resolution to amend the 
| Constitution of the United States be made the spe- 
| cial order of the day for Wednesday, the 25th. of 
February instant, at one o clocks pi m:; and that it 
then have preference over other: business.) 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. T. B. 
KING obtained leave, and introduced. a joint. reso- 
lution for the relief of the representatives of John 
Habersham, deceased; which was read twice; and 
committed, : Ena : 

Mr. PENDLETON gave notice ofa motion for 
leave to introduce a bill forthe: relief of James 
Green, a revolutionary soldier. 0. 8." 

On motion of Mr. J. P. MARTIN; oo” 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs be instructéd to inquire'into the expediency” 
| and propriety of establishing a national foundry at 
the falls of Cumberland river, in Kentucky.” |” 

On motion of Mr. G. W. JONES, . 

Resolved, That the Committee. on the District of 
Columbia be instructed to inquire into the -expe- 
diency of ceding to the State of Virginia. the county 
| of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, and 

also of ceding to the State of Maryland the county 
| of Washington, in said District, and that they re- 
| port by bill or otherwise. eae 

Mr. DIXON offered the following resolution 

Resolved by the Senate and Howse of Reprecentutive 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That one set of all the works. of which. copies Pave 
| been distributed to universities and colleges, be also 
distributed to incorporated historical societies. ` 

Which resolution was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole. f v 


Mr. HUNGER 
solution: 


| 


On motion of Mr. W. G. BROWN, |... 

Resolved, That the Posumaster General be; and 
he is hereby, requested to furnish this House with 
a statement showing how often the public mail on 
the Cumberland road has been interrupted by the 
impassable condition of the Ohio river at Wheeling, 
| Since the Ist January, 1840. 

On motion of Mr. J. JOHNSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee. on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of establishing a post-route from DeKalb, 
in the county of Gilmer, to Harrisville, in the coun- 
ty of Ritchie, in the State of Virginia. ^ 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, 

Resolved, That the Committee.on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire and report 
on the expediency of introducing into the Post Of 
; fice laws a provision for the prepayment of post- 

age, and the charge of double postage when-it is 
not previously paid. PPE Tek oe 

Which was agreed to. nue 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, eagle: 

Resolved, That the Committee of. Ways and 
| Means be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy. of directing the United States’ mint: and its 
branches to convert all foreign ‘coin, which is or 
may be owned by the General Government, into 
the legal coin of the United States... ee 

On motion of Mr: BARRINGER, =. 5] 

Resolved, That the Committee onthe Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of éstablishing a post roulg Week 

he 


1 
f 
i 
} 


H 
| 
| 
| 
f 


laid upon the table one day, under the rule: 
Resolved, That the engineer-in-chief of the topo- 
graphical corps, Colonel J. J. Abert, be requested | 
to transmit to this House such reports of surveys | 
ofthe Tennessee river as may belong to his bureau, + 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| | 
| 

ł 


|i thence to Wind Hill, Harris 


i ly from Salisbury, North Carolina, crossing’ 
| Yadkin river at Bringle’s ree by Jack 
ville, North Carolina. Peers 
' On motion-of Mr. McK AY, : 


ql, 


e~ 
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co Resolved, That the Committee.on Commerce be: 
instructed to inquire -into. the .expediency of pro- 
viding additional :light“on..the. Cape ‘Fear -river, 
-North Carolina: Sue i l 

On motion of Mr. GULVER; 

Resolved; ‘That the petition and papers of Thom- 
as Showdy, praying for ‘a remuneration for im- 
‘prisonment &e,, be taken from. the filës:of-the 

ouse and'referred: to the Committee on the Judi- 


elarye i 2 . es 
Mr EDSALL presented resolutions. of the Le- 
“gislature of the State of New Jersey relative to the 
‘act.of Congress of March 2d, 1827; concerning pi- 
lots; which resolutions were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McILVAINE presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of. Pennsylvania relative to the Alle- 
ghany, Ohio, and Mississippi rivers; which reso- 
lutions were laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed. to inquire whether or not law- 
office certificate dated May, 1779, for $400, has been 
paid or not; and if not, to report a bill for the pay- 
ment of the same to Dr. J, Gilpin, the present 
owner. 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of extending the provisions of an act passed 
July 7, 1838, in relation to the widows of revolu- 
tionary officers and soldiers, to the widows of all 
revolutionary officers and soldiers. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, ` 
, Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
instructed to furnish to this House certified copies 
of the papers. on file in the office of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, relative to the claims of Zenus 
King, for services rendered to the Government. 

On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, 

Resolved, -That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to furnish this House with certified copies of 
the papers on file in the Pension Office, in support 
of the petition of Freelove Waid, widow of In- 
crease Waid. 


Mr. SEAMAN gave notice of a motion for leave 
_to introduce a bill for the relief of James Jaies. 


Mr. W. HUNT gave notice of a motion for 
: leave to introduce a joint resolution to amend the 
Constitution of the United States. 


On motion of Mr. WOOD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af 
fairs-he instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting a bill for the construction of a depét for 
the preservation of gunpowder, recommended by 
General Scott, and Colonels Totten and. Talcott, 
in their report to the Secretary of War, at the 2d 
session of the 27th Congress. ‘ 


On motion of Mr. P. KING, . 
Resolved, That- the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-route from Ant- 
werp, in Jefferson county, New York, by the way 
of Shingle Creek, Fowler, Fullersville, Edward 


Rufield’s, to Causon, St. Lawrence eounty, New į 


York. 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved the following 


resolution; which lies over one day under the rule: į 


Resolved, 'Fhat the Secretary of the Navy fur- 
nish this House the following information, in tab- 
ular or other convenient form, with as little delay 
as possibles. ; 
‘J. What: number of naval officers are waiting 
orders, including those of all grades, from captain 
down to midshipman, both inclusive: the amount 
of pay each officer of each grade receives per an- 
num. while waiting orders; and the total amount 
that each officer: of each gradé has received since 
waiting orders up to the end of the last fiscal year. 

"2. State the amount of money that has been paid 
-out of the treasury to officers belonging to the navy 
in waiting orders since the peace of Ghent, up to 
the end of the last fiscal year; at present what por- 
-tion ‘do the officers of the navy bear to the sailors 
‘and seamen of the navy; if ali ships of the navy 
fit for service were in commission, and all.the offi- 


cers of the navy ordered into service, what number į 


of each grade of officers would be assigned to each 


ship in service. i 
3. If the efficiency of the naval service demand 


sS 
a reduction of the number of officers in active ser- 


* 


vice or waiting orders, what provision of Jaw is 
-necessary to enable the Secretary to effect such a 
reduction, with a due regard to its efficiency in 
-time .of peace, and to-what extent could such re- 
duction-be carried through the different grades of 
-office in the navy-at the present time, having a re- 
gard to a peace establishment only. 

In. pursuance of previous notice, Mr. CULVER 
asked, obtained leave, and introdiaced a bill to pro- 
vide for the augmentation ofthe naval force of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice, and committed. č 

_In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. LAW- 
RENCE asked; obtained leave, and introduced a 
bill further to amend an act supplementary to “An 
act to fix the value of certam moneys of account in 
computation at the custom-house;” which was read 
twice, and laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. LAWRENCE, 

Ordered, That the petition of C. W. Bingley be 
|| recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. SEAMAN 
i| asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill for the 


Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL offered the following 
resolution: 


may not with advantage to the public interest he 


whether they should not hold their offices during 
good behavior, or for a specified period, and not 
removable except for cause. 

Which was laid on the table, 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. DIXON 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a joint reso- 
lution relative to the distribution of books to his- 
torical societies; which resolution was read twice, 
and committed. 

On motion of Mr. McHENRY, 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole 
House be for the present discharged from the con- 
sideration of the bill for the benefitof James Dix- 
on, and that the same be recommitted to the Com- 
| mittee on the District of Columbia. 


| 
Mr. THOMASSON offered the following reso- 
lution: a 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State present, in 
the name of the United States, a copy of Force’s 
American Archives to the Historical Society of 
Maryland. 

Which was laid upon the table for one day. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy inform 
this House how much hemp has been purchased 
| for the use of the navy in each year since and in- 
eluding the year 1840; of what country the growth, 
+ and the quantity obtained from cach country; the 
various quantities or classesọf hemp, and the price 
paid for each; from whom purchased, and the 
l| manner of making the purchase; also, what steps 


| effect the law establishing a hemp agency in Ken- 
tucky and Missouri. 

Which was agreed to. 

Mr. BELL gave notice of a motion for leave to 
introduce a bill for the benefit of the trustees of 
the Centre College of Kentucky, who are by that 
name trustees for the deaf and dumb asylum of 
i! Kentucky, giving them the privilege of vacating 
certain patents and relocating certain lands granted 
them by the United States. 


f House his project of a bill establishing the rates of 
| duties to be imposed on goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise imported into the United States. 

Which was laid upon the table for one day. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD offered the following res- 
olution : 

Resolved, That 10,000 extra copies of the Presi- 
| dent’s Message, with the accompanying corres- 
pondence between this Government and Great 
Britain, be printed for the use of this House. 

Laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. LEWIS, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to coramunicate to this House all the informa- 


j 


i 
i 
1 
| 
i 


i 


| 


| relief of John Chapeaud, consul for Syria and Pal- | 
estine; which bill was read twice, and committed. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire and re- | 
port to this House whether deputy postmasters 


elected by the people of their respective towns, and į 


have been taken by the department to carry into | 


Mr. TRUMBO offered the following resolution: jj 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 
and he is-hereby, instructed to submit to this | 


i 
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tion inthe possession of the topographical bureau, 
together with” such opinion as that bureau‘is pre- 


ji whole or in part by steam, approved July 7, 1838.” 


pared .to-give, touching the advantages and disad- 
vantages of the-diflerent points on Lake Erie for 
the astablishment ofa naval depot. 

Agreed to. ids 

On motion.of Mr, JAMES :A. BLACK, 

Resolved, That a select committee on retrench- 
ment, to consist of tine members, be appointed to 
take into consideration the expenditures of the War 
Department and the pay of the army. 

Resolved further, That said committee have pow- 
er to send for persons and papers, and that they 
report to this House by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr, BIGGS, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of providing by law for the payment of loan certi- 
ficates now outstanding and unpaid, issued under 
the authority of the Congress of the Confedera- 
tion, : 

On motion of Mr. I. E, HOLMES, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
inquire into the expediency of restoring the pen- 
sion navy fund. 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed ‘to. inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-route between 
Fayetteville, in Fayette county, and Greenville, in 
Meriwether ccunty, in the State of Georgia. 

On motion of Mr. BUFFINGTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the construction of a 
macadamized road from the Cumberland road, at 
some point west of the mountains, by way of the 
United States arsenal at Pittsburg and Meadville, 
to the harbor of Erie, on Lake Erie. 

On motion of Mr. DARRAGH, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of extending to widows of officers of the United 
States army, the provisions of the law which grant 
pensions to widows of officers of the United States - 
navy who die in the public service. 

In pursuance of previous notice, and on leave 
given, Mr, LUMPKIN introduced a bill to amend 
an actentitled “ An act to provide for the payment 
of horses or other property lost or destroyed in the 
military service of the United States, approved 


| January 18, 1837;” which was read twice, and 


committed. 
Mr, DOBBIN offered the two following resolu- 


tions; which were adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
changing the time of holding the circuit court at 
Raleigh, North Carolina, so that the same may be 
held on the first Mondays in June and December. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-route between 
Johnsonville or Murchison Mills, in Cumberland 
county, North Carolina, and Harrington, in the 
same county. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON offered the following 
resolution, on which he demanded the previous 
question: 

Resolved, That in order to secure a more com- 
plete and perfect report of the proceedings and de- 
bates of Congress, the Clerk cause to be furnished 


| to the regular reporters of the daily papers in this 


city in thé’ House, not to excced three for each 
paper, one copy of each and every of the docu- 
ments printed by order of this House, with the 
exception of private bills. 


Pending which resolution, after one or two 
counts, not determinate, on the demand for the 
previous question, 

The House adjourned. 


Mr. BOWLIN presented the following petitions 


on Thursday last: 

The ‘petition of Captain George W. Atchison, and 110 
others, citizens of St. Louis, chiefly engaged and interested 
in the navigation of the Mississippi river and its tributaries 
praying Congress to pass a bill now before them, entitled 
“A bill ta amend an act to provide for the better security of 
the lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled, in 
The 
petition of Captain William H. Boyce, and 322 others, eiti- 
zens of St. Louis, interested and engaged chiefly in navi- 
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i 
gating tbe waters of the Mississippi river and its tributaries, 
praying the same as above—the passage of said bill. The 
petition of Thomas M: Lynn, and 155 others, citizens of St. 
Louis, chiefly engaged and interested in navigating the 
waters of the Mississippi and its tributaries, praying as 
above—the passage of said bill. The petition of John B. Sar- 
py, and 232 others, citizens of St. Louis, interested and 
chiefly engaged in navigating the waters of the Mississippi 
river and its tributarics, praying as above—the passage of 
said bill. 


IN SENATE. 
Tusspay, February 17, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate sev- 
eral messages received yesterday from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, viz: 

A message transmitting a report from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, communicating the correspond- 
ence called for by the resolution of the Senate of 
the 25th of February, 1845, between the command- 
er of the East India squadron and foreign Powers, 
or United States agents abroad, during the years 
1842 and 1843, relating to the trade and other in- | 
rerests of this Government; which was read, and, | 

On motion of Mr. DIX, one thousand copies in | 
addition to the usual number were ordered to be |! 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


Also, a message transmitting a communication 
from the Attorney General, relating to a contract 
entered into by him with Messrs. Little & Brown, 
for certain copies of the proposed edition of the 
laws and treaties of the United States, in pursuance 
of the joint resolution of the 3d of March, 1845; 
which was read. | 

The PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate | 
a report of the Secretary of the Navy, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, com- 
municating information concerning the fitness of 
the harbor at the mouth of Grand river, in the State 
of Michigan, for a naval depot; which was read. 

Also,a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
respecting the necessity of a naval armament upon 
Lake Superior, and the most economical mode of | 
providing for the naval defence of that part of the | 
United States; which was read. i 

Also,a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, communicating information concerning the | 
present means of naval defence on the northern | 
lakes; which was read, and laid on the table. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 11th 
instant, in relation to the authority under which 
Emilie Voss had acted as an agent to procure or re- 
ceive the payment of certain instalments of Mexi- 
can Indemnity; which was read, laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of the | 
Troy and Greenbush railroad association, praying | 
the reimbursement of the duties paid by them on | 
certain importations of railroad iron; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. D. also presented a petition of officers in | 
the army of the United States, praying the estab- | 
lishment of a military asylum for the support of | 
invalid soldiers; which was referred to the Commit- | 

{ 
| 
| 
' 


tec on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Missouri, praying the removal of the land | 
office from Palmyra to Bloomington in said State; į 
which was referred to the Committee on Public ; 
Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of Ma 
ry B. Wade, widow of Lieutenant Wade, late in 
the naval service of the United States, praying a |: 
pension; which, on his motion, was referred to the |: 
Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. CASS presented further documents in rela- 
tion to the petition of James Foster, praying to be | 
aliowed remuneration for the illegal seizure and 
condemnation of his vessel and cargo by persons : 
acting under the authority of the British Govern- 
ment in Canada; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Isaac Barnes, 
praying the right of pre-emption to certain land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was ji 

Ordered, That the petition of Mira M. Alexan- |, 
der, the only heir: of. George Madison, deceased, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


| which was read, and passed to the second reading. 


| Claims, asked that said committee be discharged 


» Gordon, submitted a report, accompanied by a 


i a second reading, and the report ordered to be! 


‘ gress to the State of Ilinois to impose a tax upon 
all lands hereafter sold by the United Siates in 
| that 
_ reported it without amendment. The accompany- 
i: Ing report was ordered to be printed. 


: © Bill to extend the powers of the Orphans’ courts, 


On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, permission was 
granted to Peter Frost to withdraw his petition and 

apers. : 
p Mr. FAIRFIELD submitted the following. res- 
olution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire whether any, and what, 
further provisions of law are required io secure to 
persons charged with offences against the United 
States, which from their nature must be in whole 
or in part committed in a foreign country, a full 
and fair trial, and to afford persons so charged the 
proper means of proving their defence before the 
courts of the United States. : 


Mr. DICKINSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- |i 


tablishing suitable military fortifications for a mil- 
itary station at ornear the mouth of the Genesee 
river, in the State of New York. 


Mr. DIX submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of causing 
the harbors, bays, and entries into the creeks, situ- 
ated between the harbors of Erie and Buffalo, on 
Lake Erie, to be examined and reported upon by a 
mixed board of officers of the navy, corps of engi- 
neers, and topographical engineers, with a view of 
ascertaining the capability of either of the said har- 
bors, bays and creeks, of being made a port of ref- 
uge, observation, and refitment to such part of the 


national marine as may from stress of weather, or |; 


from any other cause, he compelled to seek safety 
below the harbor of Erie; and that the said board be 
instructed to prepare, at as early a day as practica- 
ble, plans and estimates for the improvement and 
military defences of the harbor, which in the opin- 
ion of said board shall, from position and other lo- 
cal facilities, promise the easiest and cheapest at- 


tainment of the end contemplated in the first branch |; 


of this resolution. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted adverse reports upon 
the petitions of Daniel B. Baker, Elizabeth Sailor, 
and Hector Perkins; which were ordered to be | 
printed. f 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Afairs, to whom the matier was referred, reported 
a joint resolution “authorizing the President of the | 

nited States to remove the difficulties (now exist- 
ing) to the speedy removal of the Miami Indians ; 


Mr. PENNY BACKER, from the Committee of 


from the further consideration of the petition of 
Mary B. Hook, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Ebenezer Ballard, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and, together with the report, was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of James Low; which was read, 
and the report and bill were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of the executor of Benjamin Chaires, 
deceased, Gad Humphreys, and Pedro Miranda, 


|, claiming to be the assignees of Jose de la Maya 
: Arredondo, of the State of Florida; which aa | 


read, passed to a second reading, and the report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. aiso, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the petition of George 


bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 


printed. 
Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 
É pa h 
was referred the bill declaring the assent of Con- 


State, from and after the time of such sale, 


Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the | 


Mr. H. moved ‘that, the: priot orders: 
poned, and that the Senate proceed immed: : 
the consideration 0f the above Bih cis. Ra 

Mr, ATCHISON objected: tothe interruption = 
of the regular orders; but after explanation by Mri- 

: HAYWOOD, he withdrew his objection, ¢ 
| motion to postpone was agreed.to. o = 
The bill was then read, considered. as in” 
' mittee of the whole, reported to the Senate without 
i amendment, ordered to a third steading, and, b: 
| unanimous consent, read-a third time; and N G 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on) ‘oreign | 
' Relations, reported, without amendment, the joint 
resolution from the House-of Representatives ‘au- 
thorizing the President to give the required notice. 
for the abrogation of the second article of the con- 
; vention of 1827. page aes 
| Mr. ALLEN remarked, that he had been: in- 
! structed by the Committee on Foreign Relations’ 
| 


to report back this resolution, and to:move' that’ it 
i be made the order of the day ‘for one 0’clock this 
i day, in order that it may be connected ‘with the” 
| general matter btfore the Senate. Spee 


|| _ The motion to make the joint resolution-a spe- 


i 
| 
i 


cial order was agreed to. ae 
Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee forthe 
; District of Columbia, asked that the said ‘¢om-. 
| mittee be discharged from the- further. considera-..’. 
| tion of certain petitions and memorials'in relation: 
; to the repeal of the law requiring one of ‘the: 
' judges of the circuit court of said District to.reside : 
| in Alexandria, and that the same, together with:a’ 
| memorial of the Mayor and Common Countil of 
| Alexandria, be printed; which was agreed. to... 
Mr. NILES moved to postpone the prior orders’ 


|; of the day, and that the Senate. take up. the join’ 
| resolution providing for a temporary mail servic 
| in Texas; which motion was agreed: to 0 
| The joint resolution was then read a: second 
į time, considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
| ported back to the Senate. without amendment, . 


| and ordered to a third reading. By. unanimous 


| consent, the joint resolution had a third ‘reading, 
| and was passed. o 0 e negii gyi a ke 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, : 
| mittee on Pensions, asked ‘tha 
discharged from: the further- cons) 
petition of Carey H: Seely; andthe 
ito the Committee ‘on’ Naval 
| agreed to. OM ERS eh cabal 2 
Mr. SPEIGHT ‘moved that the Senate: resume 
the consideration of the special: orders; which was” 
| agreed to. he Se Saas E 
** OREGON—THE NOTICE: aino 
Mr. COLQUITT proceeded to address the Sen- 
; ate, and said: I do not profess to have myself any 
| knowledge of. the views which the President has 
| not given to the world, which go-to support his 
recommendations on the subject of Oregon. ` Re- 
lying with the utmost confidence -on his honesty, 
į integrity, and firmness, I am quite ready to act 
| upon these recommendations. It has been very 
| properly said that no message that ever emanated 
i from a President of the United States has met with 
; more general approbation on the part of the people 
| than that one to which I now allude. It is-able,” 
| dignified, and peaceful. . All that he has said, and 
‘all that he has done, and all that he has offered to 
: do, has met a favorable response fromthe public. 
: It would be g libel upon his character to say:that: 
now he.considers what he has done; or whavhe 
| has offered to do, as. not the best that.might or 
i could have been done for the best interests of the 
| country and for the happiness of the people.: E- 
, am not willing that his political adversaries should 
| assert, or his political friends insinuate, that-he is 
| secretly endeavoring to plunge this country intoa 
| war, whilst all his public communications. breathe 
the language of peace.. I am not willing that: the» 
public shall considerthat there are gentlemen in the“ 


aa 


1 


H 

t 

„Halls of Congress that have the private ear of the ~ 
| President, and are his especial mouth-pieees, who. 
| will declare that the tendency of the measures:re=: 
commended by him will be otherwise ‘than pacific, © 
ior, indeed, that they should pretend to expound 

| the views of the Executive at all; whilst he pos 
| sesses daily means.of communication. with both — 
Houses of Congress; If war come; the fault’ will 
not be on his head. In‘what he has.alréady done; 
and in what he has offered: todo, we have a- publie 
guaranty of what he is still willing to-do, and the 


held in and for the District of Columbia,’’ reported 
the same without amendment. | 5 ` 


á Preserve at once the peace and honor of 


sacrifices he is. still prepared to-mak rder to 
i e pation. 


w 
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‘The bloody. laurel, even were he capable of win- 
ning it, would sit but illy on his brow. The olive- 
branch sits more. gracefully upon, it. He has not 
been wafted to his “present high position upon the 
groans and sighs of widows and orphans, render- 
ing it necessary for him to finish his race of glory 
jn carnage and blood. T know that there have been 
‘misgivings here and elsewhere, that while his com- 
munications and-his recommendations to Congress 
are all peaceful, there is a Secret hostility to any 
negotiation ‘on the part of the Executive; and the 
inflammatory speeches made in the Halls of Con- 
gress by some gentlemen have strengthened the 
conviction, and given some alarm; but in vindica- 
tion of the President, permit me to say, that when- 
ever the people shall find that his public and pri- 
vate acts are conflicting with each other—that he 
acts with disguise and dissimulation—that he is 
weak and vacillating, and to be driven from his 
dignified and peaceful purpose by inflammatory 
speeches made in Congress, it will then be time 
enough to convert public applause into public rep- 
robation.. The spirit, feeling, and character of the 
Message have been all well calculated to make us 
all consider not only the question itself, but the 
probable result of our final action upon it. 

The ardent and uncompromising, stimulated, 
doubtless, by courage and’ national pride, have 
drawn a theatrical picture of the fature; they have 
brought us to gaze upon our laurelled warriors, 
planting the standard of freedom on the utmost 
verge of the continent laved by the waters of the 
Pacific; trampling under their feet in proud con- 
tempt the foul pretensions of an ambitious nation. 
The prudent and the cautious, actuated by the 
laudable purpose of abating these kindling fires of 
war, lit up by such flattering descriptions of the 
future, have reversed the picture, and called on us 
to contemplate scenes of desolation and wo, rav- | 
aged coasts, plundered cities, an exhausted treas- 
ury, and a country sinking deeper and deeper into | 

‘-rnisfortune and ruin. Permit me, without being 
urged on by the heated ardor of the one, or fettered 
by the fears and apprehensions of the other, to | 
consider this question in the spirit of calmness and 

rudence. Is Oregon, in truth, on principles of 
Justice, a territory of the United States? Is our 
title to the 54th parallel of latitude unquestionable | 
and unencumbered? Is there any difficulty about 
it? If you answer these questions in the afirma- 
tive, then there is left for us but one course, the 
Maintenance of those rights, peaceably if we may, 
‘forcibly if we must. It has been the business of 
some to give us very glowing. descriptions of the 
commercial and agricultural advantages of Oregon, 
whilst others have in all these respects depreciated 
its value—represented it as a territory unproductive 
-and sterile. ` I do wot conceive that its value enters 
legitimately into a discussion of the question of | 
right. If every acre were a garden, if every river | 
were a stream of wealth, if every harbor were the 
safe ‘depository and mart for the world’s mighty 
commerce, if the whole coast were indented with 
commodious and safe retreats for the naval arma- 
ments. of the world,—yet, were our claims not 
founded in truth, justice would demand the instant | 
abandonment of all our pretensions. But if our 
title be clear, unquestionable, unencumbered to the | 
whole territory, hen, if it were a bleak and rocky 
desert, scarcely habitable by the mountain goat, 
honor would require that we should make no sur- 
render until first the title had been cancelled by the 
last will and testament of the republic. ‘ 
` T propose to divide the issues presented on this 
question. There is but one question before us— 
that is, of the notice. But with this question of | 
notice has been blended. the assertion of uncom- 
promising right to. .the whole territory; and, in | 
consequence of this blending of issues improperly 
‘united, I conceive that many gentlemen have been 
jaced in an improper position before the country. | 
‘ake the issues together—the notice to Great | 
Britain to quit, and the determined assertion with- 
out any negotiation or compromise of the night to 
the whole territoty—what is the result? There iI 
is but one alternative, and that is war, or an un- | 
conditional surrender on the part of the British | 
Government for fear of war. And who.can be- 
Jievé.for a moment that. that Government will re- 
linquish the advantages which it has-enjoyed there. 
without being permitted even the right. to nego- | 
tiate? But divide these issues, and we ean all-go || 


exerciged-4& right sanctioned by the stipulations 
of the treaty: itself. Then what do we do? We 
leave then but one question open, and that is, our 
title to the whole of Oregon—whether that title is 
so unquestionable and so. indisputable, and so free 
from doubt and difficulty, that we could not, with- 
out a sacrifice of our national honor, make a com- 
promise of the boundary with Great Britain. And 

apprehend that when this last issue comes to be 
presented—if gentlemen should allow it to be pre- 
sented to the American people—it will be found 
that the great body of that people is in favor of a 
just, honorable, and peaceful arrangement. Iknow 
that it has been said, here and elsewhere, that we 
must go to war, and fight before we give up one 
inch of Oregon. I appreciate very highly that 
patriotic ardor which impels certain of our ora- 
tors to proud assertions of national rights, though 
their limits should run into the misty regions of | 
doubt and uncertainty. If they are in error, they 
are pardonable, because consecrated by the genius 
of freedom. Their rashness—if they be rash—is 
captivating, because it is the heated outburst of 
devotion to their country. Their boldest flights 
of daring oratory are stimulated, because they 
have stretehed the question beyond its legitimate 

limits, and made the giving of the notice the test 

of national honor and national courage. I am my- 

self favorable to the notice, and shall sustain it as 
a measure peaceful, necessary, and proper. I am 
myself favorable to an honorable negotiation—an 

honorable treaty, if such a one can be made, It 

is on this latter point that almost the only differ- 
ence—at least, the largest difference—of opinion 

exists in the minds of the American Congress. 

The blending of these questions has produced this 
difficulty, otherwise there would be generally una- || 
nimity m concurring with the recommendation of 
the Executive. Such errors are pardonable, be- 
cause they are consecrated by the dictates of feel- 
ing—because they are the sparkling spray, cast 
onward by the rushing waves of honor and pa- 
triotism, When called upon, I shall also be pre- i| 
pared to make the best argument in my power 
favorable to our claim; but when I make that ar- 
gument, will I not be compelled to admit that grave 
questions of international law are involved in the 
discussion, and that while I put my own construc- 
tion on them, honorable and patriotic men may 
differ from me as to the settled doctrines existing 
between nations? While I make up my own ar- 
gument in favor of our claims, will I not be com- 
pelled to admit that many of the facts involved are 
contradictory? And while I feel the weight of 
testimony to be on our side, still that there is tes- 
timony on the other side, which the opposite party 
may not be so willing to yield, as weak and im- 
becile. The honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Hanyeean] has made an able and eloquent speech, 
and in it he took occasion to insinuate that the 
South was not so much for Oregon as they had 
been for Texas. I am not disposed to turn the |! 
tables, and say that some gentlemen were not so 
much for Texas as they are for Oregon. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Wil the Senator allow 
me to say one word? The time has now come 
when I should give the reason why I was not so 
much for Texas. Both Texas and Oregon were 
united in the Baltimore convention. But I dread- 
ed—if Texas went first—I dreaded Punic faith. 
Yes, Punic faith. i 

Mr. COLQUITT. JI feel very much indebted 
to the honorable gentleman for his explanation. 
He is an able statesman. But it happens that || 
his reluctance to act was before the Baltimore con- |i 
vention. I do not wish, however, to bandy words. 
Iwas very much pleased with the argument of | 
the gentleman, but I do not like to bandy words | 
with the honorable Senator. The honorable Sen- | 
ator, in his very able speech, relied on the discov- 
ery by Spain, and assumed it as a fact undoubt- | 
ed that the discovery alone, without having been 
followed by settlement and occupancy, was a suf- 
ficient foundation for title. But this. question ij 
arises—is that a settled doctrine of national law? |f 
The Senator argues that it is. Another question | 
arises: If a discovery is a sufficient foundation for | 
title, must that discovery be made under the sanc- | 
tion of a Government, or will it be still sufficient, 
though made merely in the prosecution of indi- 
vidual enterprise ? These are questions, and there | 
are others also in this controversy, which, al- | 


i 


smaze va 


for the notice as an unquestionable right—a right ii 
that is necessary—a right that can be peacefully i 


‘though my whole feelings and judgment are in | 


favor of the American side, yet I must admit, as | 


~ 
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an: honest man.and a statesman, are yet unsettled. 
I am compelled to-admit, and it seems to me that 
every honorable Senator must admit, that these 
delicate and important questions have not. been so 
well settled as no longer to remain open to debate. 
Again, when-a ‘settlement.is. made, what must be 
its character in order to benefit the country from 
which the settlers come? Is not that a grave ques- 
tion also involved? Is it settled? Is it fixed? Is 
it debatable? Again: how far from thé locality 
where settlement is made will an unquestionable 
title extend? Is not that also -a debatable ques- 
tion? Isit not likewise involved. in thisgtontro- 
versy? And again, I say, while my own feelifgs 
are favorable to the decision made by our Secreta- 
ry of State, and the argument urged yesterday by 
the honorable Senator from Indiana—whilst these 
are my own convictions—I am compelled to admit 
that these are grave questions of international law, 
and facts, too, are involved in this matter on which 
honest men may well differ before settling down 
into conviction. I would not make these re- 
marks—I would not have felt myself called upon 
to do so—but from the character which the debate 
has assumed. It has been assumed that, by the 
law of nations, the Spanish title gives us 549 40'; 
that discovery is of itself sufficient to. give a title 
against all the balance of the world. Well, I have 
felt myself called upon to make some remarks 
upon that view of the question; and I will now 
proceed to make another remark, and will offer 
some observations to strengthen it. No matter how 
strong my convictions may be with. regard to the 
validity of our title, I am too well acquainted with 
the structure of the human mind not to know that 
my own individual feelings and wishes may have 
some influence on my judgment. I am too well 
acquainted with the feelings which sway the hu- 
man heart, not to admit that the feelings and 
wishes of the people of the country in which I live 
may likewise shave some influence on my judg- 
ment. There is no arbiter to whom we can 
submit—to whom we are willing to submit—in. 
whose impartial judgment we are willing to confide. 
How, then, stands the case? Great Britain and 
the people of the United States put forth their 


| claims, each in his own case, and each occupying 


the situation of his own advocate and judge. And 
does not everybody see that each putting his own 
construction upon international law, and upon facts, 
and persisting in it, there is but one mode of set-- 
tlement, and that will be by the sword?. Arbitra- 
tion is out of the question. We cannot find an 
arbitator in whom we can confide. We claim the 
whole—unquestionable, indisputable right to the 
whole country. We know that in individual cases, 
where there is.no arbiter or tribunal set wp to de- 
termine the matter in controversy between two 
private individuals anywhere, that the man that 
refuses to compromise—insisting upon the whole 
extent of his claim—who claims judgment for him- 
self—determining for himself the extent of his 
rights,—I say that man gains the character, or may 
gain the character, of obstinate courage, but inevit- 
ably loses the prouder characteristic of wisdom, 
justice, and moderation. Now, I have always 
thought that since the discovery of America the 
best settled doctrine, though controverted, was, 
that discovery was a sufficient foundation for'title; 
but where discovery was followed by possession, 
I presume there can be no dispute. Ai Europe 
making discoveries there, recognised in the natives 
the right of occupancy; but the discoverer alone 
had the right of making terms with the natives, 


| either by conquest or purchase; nobody else could 


interfere. ‘The discoverer had this right, but held 
it subject to the native right of occupancy. But I 
say that if you recognise the right of the natives 
to occupancy, settlement could not be complete so 
long as that occupancy continued. The grant was 
good, and you permit me to hold as long as you 
choose; while the native remains there, you respect 
his right of occupancy, but the discoverer still has, 
m my construction of the law, the right at any 
time, by conquest or purchase, to carry out and 
perfect his title. Thathas been my position on that 


subject. I had thought that that was more or less 
acquiesced in according to the usages of European 
nations. I know very well that there have been 


some exceptions to this, but asa general rule I be- 
lieve that this is correct. I think that the British 
minister did well in relying on the rights conferred 
on the British Government by the Nootka Sound 
convention. Now, whether that convention was 
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‘abrogated by the wat-of 1796, as am inclined to 
think it was, is another question, for, in general, 
treaties are not, ipso facto, made void by war—es- 
~, pecially such as make stipulations for territorial 
“rights are not abrogated by war, but revive again 
on the return of peace, unless some stipulations of 
an after treaty be repugnant to it. 

Some contend that, before the treaty of Nootka 
Sound, the British had as much right north of the 
Spanish settlement at Nootka as the latter had. 
But Iam willing to agree with the Secretary of 
State in regarding it as a commercial treaty, con- 
ferring’ commercial privileges; and in that view, I 
affi not prepared to insist that the war of 1796 did, 
or did not, abrogate it. But, sir, another view 
was presented by the Senator yesterday. Sup- 
pose it was not abrogated, and that some rights or | 
privileges remained not destroyed by the war—such | 
as the right of fishing, of settling, or carrying on | 
commerce, of navigation: now that they did ac- 
quire these rights is true; of their value to them | 
they are the best judges; for, not only in the de- | 
bates of the British Parliament, but in the speech 
of the King himself, he refers to the subject, and 
calls attention to the case of the two British ves- 
sels which were capuired by a Spanish man-of. | 
war, their cargoes taken possession of, and their 
crews brought prisoners into a Spanish port. 
What did they demand? They demanded satis- 
faction for the violence committed; they demanded 
reparation for the injury sustained; and when | 


they did so, the Spanish Government. replied, | 


“We have already done so, Your vessel and | 
vroperty have been restored; and the Viceroy of | 
Mexico only did the act under the impression that 


you had made an infraction of Spanish rights.” |) 


On the 2d of November, in the same year, we | 
find, from the debates in the British Parliament, | 
that there was another communication from his | 
Majesty to the House of Commons, in which he | 
states, in alluding to the above cas®, that the only 
object he had was satisfaction for the violence 
“committed at Nootka, and without saying any- 
thing of sovereignty or jurisdiction, but merely as 
to their commercial rights, and the right of fishing 
and trading on the coast. That was in Novem- 
ber; and in December the House of Commons 
voted him their thanks for what he did. What 
did they say? That they had acquired anything 
in soil or territory? Not at all; but, after present- | 
ing their thanks to the King for preserving the | 
peace and effecting the treaty, they speak of hav- | 
Ing secured to his subjects the right of settling and | 
trading, which were the objects sought. In Par- | 
lament, the ministers of the crown said they had | 
made a great acquisition; that they acquired rights 
they never had before. He held that the policy | 
was long since exploded of taking entire posses 
sion ofa country by putting down a cross, or put 
ting up a standard in the king’s name; that he | 
hada right to fish in every sea, and trade on the | 
coast; and that the doctrine of title from the Pope’s | 
pretended power of ratifying a first discovery, was | 
entirely exploded. This was his view of the ques- | 
tion. Mr. Pitt, whose speech has been referred 
to, also declared ih Parliament, that he looked on 
this concession as almost in the light of a con- 
quest. They had acquired, under the Nootka 
Sound convention, rights which they had not be- 
fore possessed. I have referred to his speeches, 
and those of members of Parliament, to show 
they did not acquire any territorial right by the 
treaty, although they frequently put up a claim of 
title under it, while the language of the Spanish 
Minister was in direct opposition to this claim. I 
refer to the language of the Minister, to show that 
the question of sovereignty was not established. 
Another remark, although it may not have much 
weight with some. At the time the Pope made 
the grant to Ferdinand, of America, after its dis- | 
covery by Columbus, not one of the nations of 
Europe but acknowledged the sufficiency of such 
a title. The power of the Sovereign Pontiff was 
acknowledged over all Christendom. ‘Not a sove- 
reign but was ready to hold his lands, and pros- 
trate himself on his knees, and receive his crown 
at the hands of the Pontiff. They held them so. 
At last this question arose, “Can the operation 
of a law be valid a hundred years after it has 
ceased to be acknowledged?” All Europe—dukes, 


England—stooped to: the Pontiff to-receive their | 
crowns at his hands; and it was not until 1493 that | 


a solitary‘exception or dispute arose about it. Tt | 


| be ready to treat the just claims of others with 
| some respect, instead of kicking people out of Ore- 
‘| gon, without negotiation. 


t 


J 
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| exercising rights with our knowledge. With our 


: > 7 
was not until the reformation of Lhe, which 
happened nearly one hundred years after the grant 
of this continent was made, and which grant all 
Christendom acknowledged to be valid, that the 
power of the Pope began to decline. The first 
time it was disputed on this continent was when 
the Spanish Minister ‘complained ‘to. the Govèrn- 
ment of Great Britain of certain depredations com- 
mitted by Sir Francis Drake. Queen Elizabeth 
says, in reply: “If you have been robbed of any- 
‘thing, it shall be restored; but I deny any claim 
‘ which Spain has set up to any territory in Amer- 
‘ica under a gift of the Pope of Rome.” This is 
the first time wheñ the voice of any Christian po- 
tentate was raised against the authority of the 
Roman Pontiff. This universally acknowledged 
authority of the Pope, previous to the Reformation, 
is the reason why England had, up to that time, 
put forward no claim to territory on the northwest 
coast. 

The probable cause of the treaty between Spain 
and England, as is held by the Secretary of State, 
was about the right of navigation, &e. . The ques- 
tion now arises, Was the Nootka Sound treaty de- 
stroyed by the war of 1796? If not, we must ad- 
mit there is an encumbrance on our title. We 
must admit that, to say the least of it; for if that 
treaty be still in existence, they did obtain the con- 
current right to fish, settle, and trade, on the north- 
west coast of America. Well, I am willing to say, 
with our Secretary of State, that it was a treat 
such as might be abrogated by the war of 1796; 
but I certainly will pause before I go so far as to 
say it is a treaty so clearly abrogated as to pre- 
vent all negotiation. I will not make so bold an 
assertion. After the war of 1796, Great Britain | 
continued to exercise those rights and privileges 
there. From the year 1806 onward, they were 
continually making settlements, fishing, and car- 
rying on the navigation of the coast; and so they 
continued Jong before the treaty of 1814 could have 
reached the British Minister, telling him of the re- 
newal of that of 1796. We find them constantly 


exercising these rights afterwards. 

On the face of all this, then, although I coneur 
with those who say our claims are best, I feél some 
diffidence in sayingthat the Nootka Sound tieaty 
was abrogated by the war. So far as this Gov- 
ernment is concerned, it had some claim before 
the cession of the territory by Spain. But all 
Task is this, that be they what they may, in our 
own opinions now, considering our own conduct 
in relation to its occupancy by others—considering 
all the circumstances of the case—while our Gov- | 
ernment is prepared to assert its just rights, let it 


Are we to say, in the | 
face of the world, that we don’t want to fight about | 
it, that we don’t want to negotiate? Are we to say, 
in the same breath, that we don’t want a war, but 
that we must have the whole territory? Great 
Britain was there a great many years before we 
were there. We bought our title to it at atime 
when Great Britain was there in possession, and 


knowledge? Yes, with our consent and approba- | 
5 ; = | 
tion. Js that no encumbrance? In view of these | 


facts, I feel, sir, that if I rejected negotiation, if I |; 


claimed the whole up to 54° 40', I would not be 
just to myself nor to my God. I cannot do it. 
But probably there will be some difficulty in set- 
tling the boundary. 
thing is indisputable that has been in dispute for 
years? Surely, when our statesmen say that our 
title is indisputable, they do not mean that it is ab- 
solutely so; they have too much common sense 
for that. To suppose that, having got over all the 
difficulties of international law—having expounded 
it to his own satisfaction—having weighed the facts | 
of the case, the President would then prohounce 

ovr title indisputable, while he himsélf had. nego- 

tiated on the subject, knowing it had been in dis- 

pute for years! Such a supposition is extrava- 

gant.” No, sir; in saying our title is indisputable, 

the Secretary of State only pronounces his own | 
judgment, but declares his convictions of the dlear- { 
ness of our title over that of our adversaries. -I 


‘ |. press my conviction of the superiority of our title ||- and. "J 
rinces, emperors, and among the rest the kings of || as any one; but I would pause before affirming || to us by the honorable Senator’ 
that to be indisputable which even then was in dis- || ability to ight. I eannot ë 


that theré is no question aboutit, 
‘who think soou 


diana, much more ably than I could, bya Tong 
course of argument, sought to prove that the title 
by discovery is good. Now, with him, T am wil- 
ling to say it is; bút I mùststop to ask, is it indis- 
putable? I might set: myself up. as ‘an infallible 
expounder of the law of nations, and at orice bound 
over all the difficulties of the case; but if it. hap- 
pened that, upon appealing to the wovld, our inter- 
pretation of international law should be disputed— 
that, notwithstanding the strength ‘of the convic- 


| tions of the Senator and myself, we were ‘passed 


over—what would it matter. how we regarded our 
title? To put my ‘own construction. upén inter- 
national law is very natural, but to insist upon it, 
and act accordingly in the present case, would be 
to force my constraction of international law upon 


| the whole world. 


It is, I repeat it, but a strong expression of his 
| own conviction with regard to the validity of our 
| claims. He does not mean to assert that there. 
cannot be any dispute at all upon the. subject—for, 
immediately after writing this sentence, he, 
| about and ‘went to negotiating about our t i 
would not write it down, however strong my per- 
suasion of the rectitude of our claims, that there. 
was and could be no dispute or question ‘about 
them. And TI should not hol them my friends 


who, if I did, should hold me tó thë words, and 
| insist upon all consequences which they could be 
made to draw after them.. That was not “ back- s 
ing one’s friends,” to put thé President into a 
corner, and say to him, “ Now, sii, you Te 

title is Clear; 


Can any man say that a |! 


} 


i 
i 
f 


natrow place; you have said that 
that there can be no question’ § 
theréforé considér thé whole 
hold that the ‘line. has ‘virtual 
meah forthwith to g6 and t 
line.” The. President’ never in 
ment to be go taken. 00. o i : 
But the warm friends of thé President here will | 
charge me, if I say this, with not standing up to the 
President—with not supporting and upholding the 
Chief Magistrate of my country... But on a gues- 
tion of title, no matter how strong my own convic- 
tion may be, until the principles of national law’ 
shall be more firmly settled—though the Senator 
from Indiana has far more knowledge of the ques- 
tion, and has, or at least thinks he has, far more 
heart in it than I,—T imagine it will count but little 
for him or me either to rise here in his place and 
to say before the world our title is unquestionable. 
| When the world shall fix upon the Senator and 
myself as infallible expounders of the law of nä- ` 
tions, and shall decree that our edict shall stand as 
final and definitive, beyond which no monarch or. 
| nation shall proceed ‘without ‘afi appeal ‘to thé 
i 


“Let us see how we stand. 


I do not want to be putin that position be- 


pute. 1 i 0 
If our title to: 54° 40’ is so clear 


fore the world. 


| 
i 


| Í cannot draw such a picture of our n 


teman from Indiana, I make no pre 
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edid, = Notatall. But. I agree 
rd-he said... -I wish the honorable Sen- 
nsider mie as just. behind him. ‘Yes; sir, 
emember that in all that, Lam close'to his 


ator to" 
let himt 


back. ; Buty allowing all he said'to be true; and let 


us he ever so strone: 


will not settle the 


and ever so able to- fight, that 
nof national: lawi: We 


wee. a title toit: 
inclined to think tha 


“fwe go-to: fighting; Tam 
jer x may-be—we should conquer. 
Perhaps we might fit comes toa fight I-believe 
strongly: in.the Westi but then T; would: have. the 
Senátor remember. there are others in the.country 
who. can fight besides the-men of the West. But | 
sll, Lown, Uhave-more: reliance on the. West.. Sir; 
Tamgame. [A laugh.]. Lalways did love agame- 
fowl and a blooded horse. » But the chapter read to 
us. by, the Senator reads handsomely—very hand- 
somely. Jt shows that great. mistakes have. been 
made about our national ability. The Senator goes 
back to. the days of the Revolution, and reminds 
us of a great many bloody. battles that were fought 
in those days; and then, in the last war, too, he 
tells us our navy was so triumphant; and’so it was, 
and we have been sounding and singing its praises 


ever since, and celebrating its triumphs, especially | 


on eyery 4th of July, and will do it again, that’s 
more: 

But let us look a little at another chapter, a chap- 
ter which respects our honor, moderation, and pru- | 
dence: 3 oS 

Tn 1790'the British were making settlements by 
their: Hudson: Bay. Company: on our northwest 
coast, and: in her treaty with Spain it was acknowl- 
edged that she had rights of'some.sortin that coun- 
try; and from.1790 to 1818 she had been carrying on 
her trade and navigation along the coast. (This 
chapter, remember, is about our honor, and jus- 
tice, and moderation—not about fighting at’ all. 
Everybody knows we cannot be whipped by all 
creation; every one knows that; that is settled.) 
Well, sir, in. I818-we made a treaty with Great 
Britain, and in that treaty we acknowledged that 
Britain had some rights. in Oregon, In 1819 we | 
purchased the Spanish-title, and let the British hold 
on. Again, in 1826 we made another treaty, and 
bought the title of France, and still we let the Brit- 
ish hold on. And why? Do not tell me that our 
fathers were afraid ; that will notdo. What! The 
boys of those men who signed the Declaration of 
Independence—the sons of our revolutionary sires 
not willing to fight! But did they negotiate? Did 
they’ treat? Yes; they allowed that Great Britain 
had some.rights on the northwest coast; and ‘now 
we are trying to get rid of that acknowledgment. 
Six, we are far more patriotic. than our sires. We 
feel the patriotic blood rushing through our hearts 
with a vehement fury,to which. they were quite 
strangers. We look down on them with pity, if! 
not contempt, and say they had unpatriotic hearts 
and cowardly nerves. Sir, this chapter will not 
read quite so well. 

Let us see a little further. We have bought an | 
outstanding title, but there is an encumbrance upon 
it, and we must respect it. 

But what is the next chapter? We haye. had | 
one upon honor. We have more. willingness to 
fight than our fathers had. . Weare more disposed | 
to whip all strangers off our. borders than they. 
We are keen to wade into a-war'to.a degree they | 
never could ‘pretend to. I belong myself to the 
peace establishment, most decidedly. Yet at home, 
most of those who know me, know pretty well 
that I ‘can'stand up for my rights; that Ido not like 
to have my toes trodden on... Yet, I am against all 
vaporing. beforehand. T always, when I was a 
boy, despised those of my'schoolfellows who. were 
always making boasting and ranting speeches with 
a view to get up quarrels between, other boys. 

But-what is the next chapter?’ In 1846, we pub- | 
lish to the American’-people that we have got here | 
now-a most wise and patriotic President and Con- | 
gress, who ‘‘ know. their rights, and dare maintain | 


uct } i lg 
the land, but that will not prove! 


them: Before now, al! our Presidents and Con- | 
gresses were. mere dolts and boobies imcompari- | 
son. But'now,in-both halls of Congress, we have | 
men truer than steel, who are willing, ready, ay, | 
sir, and anxious and panting, to beard the British | 
lion, -And what do.the people say? What do | 
they think, while we are here so. hot for a fight? | 
Why, sir, they. remember. that, some eight years | 
or more ago, we had a man—an old man—at the | 
head of the Government, whose heart never quailed | 


| 
f 
i 
ji 


iron nerve. They cannot ‘be made to believe he- 
was `a coward. And- did he negotiate?. Did he 


use any means for a peaceful settlement. of this. 


question? - I pass by all other names, and Icome 
to the name of Andrew Jackson: 
the whole. American. heart throughout this land 
will say, there must have been some great difficulty 
inthe way, or the Hero of the Hermitage would: 
not. have negotiated about. the matter: He was 
not afraid of Great Britain; he met them’ with no 
fortification but a few cotton bags, and drove them 
from our soil. We. cannot believe the-charm of 
British ‘superiority awed his soul. But we now 
publish to the world that we are more’ patriotic 
than our predecessors. ` 
No: Igo for our title, and will support it as far 
as I can; but I must admit that it is a question 
which admits of controversy, or. we should never 
have. entered into a controversy about it. And I 
am willing to leave the question to that. depart- 
ment of the Government to which the adjustment 
of such questions belongs, and not-drive away-all 
possibility of negotiating it, by relaxing the nerves 
of the department and disheartening-all its efforts, 
ĮI sustain the President in his course; and I will 
give my reasons for honoring him in what. he has 
recommended. While I might say that he is ready 
to meet death on the pale horse, and ride down 
England and trample her as dust under his.feet, I 
will say that I have confidence in the Executive. 
‘Wee have had many speeches made here—and: for 
what?. To tell us and tell the world about the 
great West, and the great South, and the great 
North; and how chivalrous they, are; and how 
resolvetl they are never to yield an inch to the 
world in arms; all to cheat the President into the 
belief that the time for negotiating on this question 
of Oregon is gone by. This, in my opinion, is a 
class of speeches that do not become us. I say, 


| on the contrary, that the greater the disposition 


exhibited by the President to settle this question, 
in an honorable manner, the more will he win. for 
himself the affectionate gratitude. of the wise and 
virtuous and Christian portion of the American 
people. 

Tam for the notice, I do not believe, while 
this convention continues, that Great Britain will 
ever be willing to terminate this. question of joint 
occupancy of the territory, Why. should. she? 
She has got all she asks under the treaty solemnly 
guarantied to her. What interest can she possibly 
have in settling it? Is there anything to: dispose 
her to do so? She has got all she wants—joint 
occupancy and ‘joint privileges, It will be wise 
that the question shall be settled at once, 


But we are told that if it is just and right to give} 


this notice, then the peace men in both Houses 
have got themselves into a false position, For 


they say that giving the notice will stop all avenues | 
|! to negotiation; that Great Britain is proud and 


haughty, and that the notice will give her such 
mortal offence that she will refuse to negotiate -at 
all. If she is so whimsical, so fastidious as all 
that, I am not for indulging her humors. But I 
do not believe any’such thing. To give the notice 
is one of the rights reserved to either party in- the 
convention itself. Ifthe exercise of our undoubt- 
ed right causes her to take offence, I am not one 
to consult her whims. But I do not think that 
that sagacious Government will act like the invalid 
whose stomach.was so much ont of order that he 
could not take: anything upon it at all, and..could 
not retain even that, A 

But, granting that war should. be the result of 
the notice, shall we-be. any better off ten years 
hence? Supposing. that by delay we should re- 
main without war for ten or twenty years, still will 
not the notice be war? And do you not suppose 


that our posterity will have the same love of peace į 


and the same indisposition towards the evils of 
war that we have? Why should notice be given 
any more then than now? And would they settle 
the question any better than we.can? They say 
yes; because then our population will have multi- 
plied in Oregon. Well, and what then? Will that 
settle a question of right?—a question of title? Sup- 
pose we can out-seltle and. out-populate the Eng- 
lish in Oregon ten. to one: Will that abrogate a 
national right? Will not the. question remain still 
untouched? Does the honorable Senator believe, 
can he think so of his own Government, as to sup- 
pose. that because we-shall then be strong we will 


exact that which now we dare not demand ? Sure- - 


at the thought of danger—a man of iron will and il ly not. No, sir, no; not if we should have a fam- 


And Tsay that: 
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‘ily settled on every twenty acres.in Oregon. The: 


question ‘will, be.then just wheré. it is now. 

It.is.said-that,.if. we give this notice, at the end. 
of twelve.months, if. the. question shall not be. sete 
tled; there. will bewar: Well, sir, it is not un- 
likely; but E notscareme. If every hon- 
orable means Settling this.controversy. in a- peace- 
ful manner shall have been tried:ip vain; if Great 
Britain shall be unjust and exacting in herdemands, 
because she is. resolved there shall he war—I say, 
let it come. But I do:not:believe. that. such will be 
the. case. I do not believe that.she is-any more. 
anxious. for a war than we are. I believe that an 
Englishman looks upon a field of blood and slaugh- 
ter Just as we look at. it; and, with her enormous. 
debt, her grumbling population, her. heavy taxes,. 
and vast expenditures, she is quite as unwilling, te 
enter on an unnecessary contest as. we can be. 
Whilea war will be to us-disastrous, highly so; to 
her it will be ruinous. Her manufactures require 
peace; her commerce requires peace. Her bond- 
holders must become bankrupt, her social order 
disturbed, if war should be forced upon her, In- 
every avenue her interests must suffer, and suffer, 
deeply, and she knows. it. 

But Lobject to the. doctrine that we must fight 
any how, and there must be.no negotiation. Itis 
true that, if we give notice, at the end. of twelve 
months there may be war. But are.not twelve 
months- a long enough time to settle this question? 
I should. say, if we cannot. settle it in twelve 
months, we cannot in twelve: years. It is ample 
time; and if negotiators cannot settle it in that time, 
we will settle it for ourselves. Before then, I ad- 
mit there will probably be some controversy—and 
we have no arbitrator; but Ido not fear the result 
if we honorably negotiate. Britain cannot desire- 
a war with us. It is impossible. She may be 
forced into it, or ambition may lead her into it, or 
she may be taunted and provoked into it. But her 
manufacturers cannot do without what we can sup- 
ply. To cut off the importation of pur cotton could 
not but be very ruinous to that vast interest. 

I confess that I felt my: heart beat in unison with 
the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. AtEm ir 
much that he said to the Senate, when he talked to 
usabout the outrages of monarehical power in Eu- 
rope. I felt my breast throb with the impulse to 
rebuke those proud and oppressive Powers who 
would draw. their strangling arms around the 
awakening energies of freedom throughout the 
world. I felt in my inmost heart. that the Sena- 
tor’s language was American in its spirit; and I am 
an American. When I behold those Powers uni- 
ting to erect their bastions on our southern flank, 
and securing great commercial points—such as may 
give them the.command of the whole coast of the 
southern continent—my heart beats high in my 
bosom with the indignant spirit of a native of Ame- 
rica; and I cannot but wish that all who inhabit 
this continent should know and understand that 
there are hearts here which can vibrate in sympa- 
thy with their own in every effort to resist oppres- 
sion. But while I have all these’feelings in the 
strongest degree, and I feel. ready to bid England 
an open defiance if she attempts to touch my coun- 
try’s rights, honor forbids that when I am mypown 
advocate and my own judge, I should treat the 
claims of others against me with disrespect. Hon- 
or, sir, our honor forbids it. And if we act on 
any other principle, or in any other spirit, no part 
of Christendom will hold us justified. 

But the only question. legitimately before us is 
the question of notice.to Great. Britain. That 
alone should have, been discussed, heres. and if I 
have been drawn into remarks not. strictly apply- 
ing to that question, it has been by witnessing what 
seems to me to be a systematic effort to produce an 
impression throughout this Tand that the question 
of title to 540°40’ is a settled question; that the 
Government has drawn that line, and resolved not 
to giveupa pebble or a sand on this sideof it. I 
have intended a part of my speech specially-to re- 
buke that endeavor. I fall out with. none, how- 
ever, who happen to differ from. me in opinion 
merely on the question of title. a 

I go for notice, with or without modification: 
but, in consequence of the character of the debate, 
I want tò be put right upon the record. [| go for 
honorable negotiation; and I will not follow those 
who would. breathe in this. notice the language of 
war... The notice in itself is not a warlike meas- 
ure, and could not be so understood were it not 
from its connexion with the debate which precedes — 
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it.’ [like very much the preamble of the resolu- | 
tions moved by the honorable Senator from Ken- | 
tucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen.] I do not like so well | 
his resolution giving discretion to the President to į 
give the notice, but fettered by what he says in re- 
lation to time. Could that feature kggehanged I am 
ready to go for the resolution, Ang I will go fur- 
ther. Nothwithstanding the imputation to which 
I may expose myself of having a weak head and 
an unpatriotic heart, I will add an amendment, de- 
claring an earnest desire that the controversy may 
be settled by negotiation, so as to preserve. the 
peace of both nations. There would be no neces- 
sity for such an addition, were it not for the dis- 
cussions which have taken place, and for the lan- 
guage in which certain fiery spirits among us have 
indulged. When the President and Congress shall | 
have shown to the reflecting and virtuous portion 
of the country that they have exhausted all hon- 
orable and proper means to settle the controversy, 
if war shall come, it will find thousands of swords 
drawn by an incensed people, ready to light the 
Administration through all the darkness and the 
horrors of war. 

Mr. DIX obtained the floor. i 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the Senate go into i 
Executive business; but the motion did not pre- 
vail; and thereupon 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tunspay, February 17, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having been dispensed with) | 
was approved. | 

The SPEAKER announced the following as the 
members composing the select committee yester- 
day ordered to be appointed on the subject of re- 
trenchment of the expenditures of the War Depart- 
ment and the pay of the army: 

Messrs. J. AS Brack, Currom, McDowenz, 
Barnincer, Hunerrrorn, C. B, Surra, Wire, 
J. Davis, Seppo. 

The SPEAKER announced that the business 
first in order would be the call of the committees 
for reports. f 

Mr. BAKER, on leave given, introduced a me- 
morial from the Legislature of Illinois; which was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER then procceded to call for re- 
ports from committees, | 

Mr. S. JONES, in pursuance of previous notice, | 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill to 
amend the judiciary system of the United States; | 
which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. M. L. MARTIN gave notice of a motion, 
by leave, to introduce bills of the following titles, 
viz: 

A bill to confirm certain land sales in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, and for other purposes. 

A bill to lay off certain towns on the public lands 
in the Territory of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made adverse reports. upon the petitions 
of William Mathias and citizens of the State of 
Ohio, for the payment of claims on the Ottowa 
Indians; which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BIGGS, from the same committee, made an ! 
adverse report upon the claim of Clemens, Bryan, 
& Co.; which was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. JOSERH JOLINSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of 
the claim of Elijah W. Brown, and that it be laid 
upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. J., é 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Clarinda Mix, widow of Amos 
Mix, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. ST. JOHN, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of |! 
the petition of Hayne M. Solomon, and that it be į 
laid wpoy the table. 

Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Revo 
lutionary Claims, made an adverse report upon 
the petition of Susan Campbell; which report was | 
laid upon‘the table. =e es 

Mr. YANCEY, from the Committeé on Private | 


Land Claims, made a report upon the petition of 
Eli Merrill, accompanied by a hill for his relief; 
which was read twice and committed. © 

Mr. RELFE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to direct the 
President of the United States to sell: the reserved 
mineral lands in the State of Illinois, and in the 
Territories of Iowa and Wisconsin, supposed to 
contain lead ore, reported an amendatory. bill, ac- 
companied by a report in writing; ` 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. BUFFINGTON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, made an adverse report upon the 
case of Joseph De la Francia; which was laid upon 
the table. ~ 


On motion of Mr. MILTON BROWN, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Benjamin Balch and associates, for the incor- 
poration of a national life insurance company; and 
that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. LEAKE, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of Benjamin 
Sayre, Thomas Jarrett, and R. A. Clements; 
which were laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the petitions 
of sundry captains of vessels on the Potomac river, 
praying that the draw in the Potomac. river may 
be opened for the passage of their vessels; and 


|| that it be referred to the Committe for the District || 


a 


of Columbia. 
On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, 


be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of citizens of Edgar county, Ilinois, for a 
section of land for schools; and that it be laid 
upon the table. . 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Pa- 
cificus Ord; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. GORDON, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of George. E. 
Graves, Joseph T. Atchinson,.of the administra- 
tors of Colonel John Anderson, and of James. B: 
Watson, assignee of P. G. Hambaugh; which re- 
ports were laid upon the table. | 

On motion of Mr. HOGE, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the memorial of B. S. Roberts, and that the 
same be laid upon the table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the-peti- 
tion of Joseph Sawyer; which was laid upon the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. R., 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Samuel Donthes, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. R. SMITH gave “notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill providing for the publication of the laws 
and resolutions of Congress in. certain newspapers 
of the several States and Territories. 


tives of Pierre Menard, Antoine Peltice, and Jo- 
seph Placey. 


Ín pursuance of previous notice, Mr. WENT- | 


WORTH asked, obtained leave, and introduced a 
bill to establish the warehousing system; which 
was read twice, and committed. 


Mr. HILLIARD gave notice of a motion for 


| leave to introduce a bill to regulate the diplomatic 


service of the United States. ` 

Mr. RICE gave notice of a motion for leave to 
introduce a bill for the relief of Georg 
and others. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Benjamin Crawford; which report was laid upon 


the table. 


which was referred the case of Alvin C- Goell, 
made a report thereon, accompanied by a-bill for 


| his relief, and for other purposes; which. bill was 


read twice, and committed. F 
Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on: Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports upon ‘the petitions 
of Joshua Pittman, Littleton Crabtree, and. John 
Ashton; which reports were laid upon thetable, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands ! 


Also, a bill for the relief of the legal representa- | 


e Jackson | 


Mr. PAYNE, from the select committee to] 


Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee 0 
olitionary Pensions, made an adverse repo 
the petition of William A i 
laid upon the table. = 5 : 
On motion of Mr. GOODY EAR, oo o ; 
Ordered, That the Committeé’ on, Invalid Pen-. ~ 
gions be discharged from. the. consideration of the’ 
petition of F. B. De Bellevue; “and it be reféer- 
red to the Committee on the Judicial Aei. 
On motion of Mr; GOODYEAR,: S oreo 
: Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be discharged from the consideration of: the. peti- 
tion of Edith, widow of John Alexander, and Pat- 
rick Gap; which petitions were Jaid upon the. . 
table. i : pare oT Fe 
On motion of Mr. PRESTON KING, 0» 
Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions * 
be discharged from the consideration’ of the. peti- 
tion of David-Hawkins, and that-it be laid upon 
the table. E De Ti ea i ete i hg 
Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
į Pensions, made adverse reports upon. the cases of 
John Dixon, Samuel Coney, Richard Robbins, and 
citizens of the State of Alabama, in favor of allow- 
ing N. A. Penland back pension; which. reports 
were laid upon the table. 0. woh eat ai 
On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, < 
Ordered, That the Committee on’ Revolut 


ity 


ionary 


| olutionary Pensions, made a report ù 
tition of William Bean, accompanied 


0 } 
by a bill for 
his relief; which bill was read- twice 


ommittee on Fors” 


Mr. G. DAVIS, from the. € i 
eign Affairs, made an adverse report upon the res- . 
olution of the House of the 13th of January. last, : 
relative to allowing an outfit to the commissioner. 


to the Sandwich islands: 
upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, ve f 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of Benjamin I. Porter, and thatit be laid 
upon the table. 


Mr. DODGE said that, not having any résolu- 
tions to introduce, he would ask the indulgence of 
| the House to present a memorial from the Council 
and House of Representatives ‘of the Territory-of | 
Iowa. It related to the long-contested question of 
boundary between that Territory and the State’of 
Missouri; in reference to which it was known that 
; there now exists, and had existed for nearly eight 
| years, a most unpleasant state of things, and one 
which certainly called for the speedy interposition 
| of Congress. The Legislature of Iowa, anxious to.. 
terminate this unhappy controversy, now came for- 
ward and asked this Government—ihe Territory 
being, in'strict legal acceptation, a minor—to passa: 
law authorizing the Governor of Iowa to accede to 
the proposition of the authorities of Missouri, as 
contained in the act of her Legislature, approved 
25th March, 1845, for the commencement and- 
| Speedy determination of such suit as. maybe ne- 
cessary to procure a final decision by the Supreme 
Court.of the United States. upon the true location 
of the northern boundary of Missouri... MD. 
was glad, from the advances which each of the con- 
tending parties had made, that there was now every.. 
prospect.of an early and amicable decision of the 
matter in dispute; and bya tribunal’so august and «. 
authoritative as forever to putit at rest. He'moved. 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Territories, from whom he knew that it-would re- 
ceive prompt attention, and the e-printe: 

Ordered accordingly. — 

Mr. BOYD, adverting t 


; which, report’ was laid 


i othe t the State 


© 
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-had not. yesterday. been’ called for yesolutions in. 
consequence of the. adjournment, moved. thatthe 
rules of the. House be suspended in order to com- 
plete the call... He thought it was only fair that the 
States. left unealled yestérday should have-an op- 


plete and perfect report of the proceedings and. de~- 
bates of Congress, thè ‘Clerk cause to be furnished 
to the regular reporters.of the: daily: papers in this 
city in the House, not to exceed three for each 
paper, one copy of each and every of the docu- 


ments printed by order of this Ho 
ception of private bills. 


Mr. RHETT inquired of the Chair whether the 
resolution had not been objected to? 

‘The. SPEAKER said objection had been made, 
but. the previous question had been demanded. 

-Mr JACOB THOMPSON then withdrew the 
demand for the previous question; and having mod- 
ified his resolution to read as follows, renewed it: 

Resolved, That-the reporters of the public papers, 
who have'seats. assigned them on the floor of the 
House of Representatives by the Speaker, be fur- 
nished with one-copy each of such printed papers, 
bills, and documents as are laid on the desks of the 
members, 


There was a second. And the. main question 
(on the adoption of the resolution) was ordered to 
be now taken. «+ ; 

'The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being ta- 
ken, were yeas 113, nays 53. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON moved a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which the following resolution 
had yesterday been adopted: 

Resolved, ‘Chat the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire whether or not law- 


use, with the ex- 


office certificate, dated May, 1779, for $400 has | 


been paid or not; and if not, to report a bill for the 
payment of the same to Dr. J. Gilpin, the present 
owner. | > 

Aftera few suggestions from Messrs. JOHN- 
SON, FOSTER, CLARKE, (and, BOYD, on a 
point of order,) the vote was reconsidered. 

And the resolution, (having undergone a slight 
modification,) after an ineffectual motion that it be 
laid on the table, was laid over for debate. 


-On motion of Mr. M. L. MARTIN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories in- 
quire into the expediency of disaffirming and an- 
nulling every act now in force in either the Terri- 
tories of Iowa or Wisconsin, under which individ- 
uals or companies claim-to exercise banking priv- 
ileges. Pee aCe 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, s 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
besinstructed.to:inquire into: the propriety of ma- 
king some provision for the payment of the claims 
presented against the Pottawatomie, Ottowa, and 
Chippewa Indians, and allowed by ‘William B. 
Mitchell, Tate commissioner on the part of the 
United States. f f 

Mr. R. SMITH offered the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
porting a joint» résolution, directing the. President 
of the United. States to negotiate with Spain for 
the purchase. of the island.of Cuba, upon the prin- 
ciples. recommended in the proceedings of a public 
meeting of the-citizens of Illinois, held at Spring- 
field, the capital of said State; which proceedings 
are herewith presented, et : 

Which was laid over under the rule. 

On-motion-of Mr. PHELPS, ; 

Resolved, That-the Committee on the Post Office 
and :Post Roads aré hereby instructed to inquire 


into the expediency of establishing a post-route |i 


from. Independence, in the State of Missouri, to 
Sania “Fé; and also of establishing a post-route 
from Independence td some point on the Columbia 
rivers; and that said committeé report by bill or 
otherwise, a 


Mr. FICKLIN offered the following resolution: 


s 


j 
| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
l 


l 
t 


\ 
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O Mr. PAYNE offered the following resolution: 


and. paid. to him’ in the 27th Congress, to` com- 


| ber have been allowed and paid. Also, the num- 


> Resolved, That the House bill making appropria- 

tions in-money for the Cumberland road for: the | 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, be made the 

special order of the day. for the first’ Monday in 

March next. . : ere 

< “Which was laid-over. 


; Resolved, That the Clerk of this louse be, and 
he. is hereby, authorized and directed to. pay to 
John Lee the same per diem pay that was allowed 


mence from the time it was discontin 
performed the. same duties. : 
Which was laid over. 


Mr. SEAMAN, on leave; offered the following: 

Resolved, That any member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means having a copy of the bill for 
raising revenue submitted by the Recieay of the 
‘Treasury to said committee be authorized to cause 
the same to be printed, or to make it public in any 
manner he may think fit, provided it be not done 
at the public expense. 

Which was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. M. L. MARTIN, F 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War cause to be 
transmitted to this House a copy of the report of 
the survey of Green Bay, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin, made by Captain Williams. of the -topo- 
graphical engineers, and that the same be printed. 


_ Mr. BROCKENBROUGHI offered the follow- 
ing: 
Resolved, That, in the opinion of the House of 
Representatives, it is desirable to form a postal 
convention with Spain, and the President is re- 

vested, if in his opinion consistent with the pub- 
lic interest, to negotiate such a convention, if prac- 
ticable, with all convenient despatch. 

Which was laid over. 


On motion of Mr. BOWLIN, 

Resoived, That a select committee be appointed 
to investigate the legality of the several contracts 
now in force for furnishing the Post Office De- 
partment with blanks, twine, &c.; and also to re- 
port whether frauds have not been perpetrated in 
the supply of blanks by different contractors. 


Mr. M. L. MARTIN, on leave, presented a 
memorial of the chiefs and sachems of the Indian 
party of the Stockbridge Indians residing in Wis- 
consin, relative to the act of 1842 for the relief of 
the Stockbridge Indians, and for protection from 
the operations of said act; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BAYLY, on leave, presented a memorial of 
licensed pilots in the State of Virginia, praying a 
repeal of the act of March, 1837; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. HILLIARD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail-route for the 
transportation of the mail in coaches between the 
city of Macon, in the State of Georgia, to Mobile, 
via Eufaula, in the State of Alabama. 

On motion of Mr. GENTRY, by leave, 

Resolved, That the engineer-in-chief of the topo- 
graphical corps, Col. J. J. Abert, be, and he is 


ued, he having 


hereby, required to transmit to this House such | 


reports of surveys of the Tennessee river, as may 
belong to his bureau, now in manuscript, and that 
the same be printed for the use of this House. 


On motion of Mr. PRICE, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to furnish this House with the number 
of claims which have been filed by Missouri volun- 
teers in the Florida war for horses lost at sea, and 
what number has been allowed and paid, designa- 
ting the company in which they served; what num- 


ber of claims have been filed for horses condemndtl |; 


and turned over to the Government, and what num- | 


ber of claims filed for difference in valuation, and 
what number have been allowed and paid; what 
number (if any) of each class do the return rolls. 
show to be entitled to claims whose claims have 
not been presented for payment; how many claims 
of every class have been filed which would be paid, 
were it not that they are cut off by the act of the- 
3d of March last. ; ee 


On motion of Mr. YELL, 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- |; 
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of Mississippi, and the other States following her, | 


John Phagan-for services rendered by him to the 
United. States; in assisting to remove the Seminole 
Indians-from.Florida:to the country assigned them 
west of the Mississippi river. 

Mr. BAYLY, on leave given, introduced the fol- 
‘lowing resolution, which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to communicate tthis- House how long 
the ships New York’and St. Lawrence have been 
upon the stocks, and how muéh it would cost to 
launch each of said ships; and how many similar 
ships have been built and Jaunched’ since the build- 
ing of said ships were commenced, and when built. 


On motion of Mr. R. CHAPMAN, 

Resolved, That the-Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post-route from Double Springs, Ala- 
bama, to Montgomery, and another from Double 
Springs to Elyton, Alabama. 

On motion of Mr. CHIPMAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
inguire into the propriety of establishing a naval 
depot at Grand River harbor, on lake Michigan. 

Mr. McK AY called for the orders of the day. 

Mr. J. A, ROCKWELL, who was not in his 
seat at the moment his State was called for resolu- 
tions yesterday, asked leave at this time to offer a 
resolution. ae 

-Ohjection was made.» : 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communication: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
Lherewith transmit a communication from. the 
Attorney General relating to a contract entered 
| into by him with Messrs. Little & Brown, for cer- 
tain copies of their proposed edition of the laws 
and treaties of the United States,in pursuance of 
the joint resolution of the 3d of March, 1845. 
JAMES K. POLK. 


Ordered, That the said message be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Bills from the Senate of the following titles, viz: 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William D. Cheever, deceased; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George Duval, a Cherokee Indian; 

An act to repeal a part of the act entitled An 
act supplementary to the several laws for the sale ` 
of the public lands,” approved the 5th of April, 
i 1882, and for other purposes; were taken up, read 
twice, and committed.” _ 


The House passed to the regular orders of the 


ay. 

When the House ‘adjourned on Thursday last, 
the bill under. consideration was the bill making 
appropriations for the Payment of revolutionary 
and other pensions, : 

And the state of, the question was this: 

The Commiitee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had reported the bill to the House with 
| the following amendments: 

And be it further enacted, That no widow claiming a pen- 
sion, Whose husband was drawing a pension at the time of 
his decease, shall be required, in any such case, to furnish 
| any further evidence that said husband was entitled to a 
| pension; nor shal] any evidence in any case he required 

to eutitle the widow to a pension, when the evidence is in 


| the archives of the Government, other than such proof as 
would be sufficient to establish the marriage between the 


i applicant and the deceased pensioner in civil cases in a 


court of justice: Provided, ‘Chat upon a revision of the tes- 
timony in the case of the deceased husband, the Commis- 


| sioner be satisfied that the pension was properly granted, 


And be it further enacted, That the fourth section of the 
act entitled An act making appropriations forthe- civil and 
diplomatic expenses.of the Government, for the fiscal year 
ending 36th of June, 1846, and for other purposes,” shall 
not be so construed as to apply to applications for pensions. 


And the question was, ‘ Will the House con- 
cur in the said amendments, and order the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading?” 

On this question the previous question had been 
demanded, and the pending question, therefore, 
was, “ Will the House second the demand for the 
previous question ??? : 

After some conversation, Mr. GEORGE W. 
JONES, at the request of Mr. McK AY, with- 
drew the demand: for the previous question. 

« Mr. McKAY simply wished to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the terms of the amendment 
adopted. by.the Committee of ‘the Whole on the 
state ofthe Union, and upon which the House 
were now called to vote. It was much more com- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of paying 


prehensive than he presumed gentlemen supposed 
it to -be, not having turned their attention particu- 


a84 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


larly to it. This’ amendment proposed to. alter 
the rules of evidence upon which pensions are 
granted; and he. thought, if gentlemen would 
particularly. attend to the language of it, they 
would see that the effect of it would be material- 
ly to enlarge the pension laws. It was “that no 
“widow claiming a pension, whose husband was 
drawing a pension, &c. It was. not “any widow 
under the’ existing law entitled to a pension,” but 
any widow who. may present an application for a 
pension; and if the simple fact was established 
that the husband’s name is upon the rolls of the 
Pension Office, then, by the very terms of the 
amendment, the widow is entitled toa pension, He 
believed that was not the object of the honorable 
mover of the amendment; butifso, and if the House 
econsurred in the amendment, the effect of it would 
be, to provide that every widow, by simply show- 
ing that the name of her husband is upon the pen- 
sion roll, and establishing the fact of her marriage 
by such proof as is required in the courts of jus- 
tice, would be entitled to have her application for 
a pension admitted. 
fortified in this construction of the amendment, 
he would read what the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions said, whose duty it would be to execute the 
law. 

Mr. McK. sent up to the Clerk, by whom it was 
read, the followiug communication from the ôf- 
ficer named: ` 

; “Ppnsion Orrice, February 13, 1846. 


“Sin: I herewith return the amendment to the appropri- 
ation bill for paying revolutionary and other pensions. 

« The first sentence, declaring «that no widow claiming a 
pension, whose hasband was drawing a sion at the time 
of his decease, shall be required, ia any such case, to fur- 
nish any further evidence that said husband was entitled to 
a pension, will oblize the department to place the widow 


ofa revolutionary officer or soldier on the pension list, with- ; 
out onr boing able to dotermine, in many cases, how long : 


the hasband served, or waether he served tong enough to 
bring his case within the provisions of the laws providing 
for widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers. 
solticrs of the Revolution draw pensions, in some’ cases, 
Who never served one month. 
wonnds or ather disabilities, 
city in such eases. We shall not know howmuch to grant 
the widow, the pension being computed according to the 
length of te service. Buta still greater difficulty may arise. 
If that part of the amendment be literally construed, all 
widows whose husbands may bave been’ pensioned may 
elaim pensions. The suceeeding member of the sentence 
is hard:to be understood. Tt directs us not to require any 
evineuce in any case, ‘to entitle the widow to a pension, 
when the evidence is in the archives of the Governmeut, 
other than such proof as would be sufficient to establish 
the macriage between the applicant and the deceased pèn- 
stoner, in civil cases, in a court of justice.’ [fa literal cou- 
striction be given to these words, they direct us not to re- 
quire ofa widow any evidence to tain her claim, ifit be 
airewly in anv of tha publie ofices, exeept proof sach as 
would be suficient to establish the marriage between the 
applicant and the deceased pansioner in civil cases in a 
court of justice. We ne have required of a claimant to 
furnish any proof that w 
tie public offices. The first of the sentence would there- 
fore seem to be unnec Th cond part of it apy 
to be founded on the misapprehension of our rules of 
dence. We do not require any proof of the fact of marr 
more than a court of justice would deem necessary; t 
require record proof, when it can be had, because it is im- 
portant, in order to a due execution of the revolutionary 
widows? pension hue, that the marringe should be shown 
to have taken place ata particular period; and record evi- 
dence, in such a case, is most to be relied on, and, in most 
enses,is indisper 2 in order to a development of the facts 
necessary to he blished, 

The last section of the amendment is easily understood, 
and F can discover no objection to it whatever. 

“I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
pervant, J. L. EDWARDS. 


“Hon. J. J. McKay, 
“ Chairman Committee of Ways and Means, 
“‘Frouse of Representatives? 


Mr. G. DAVIS wished to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means if the 
ee of Pensions had volunteered that 

etter, 

Mr. McKAY replied that he had written to him 


to ask what would be his construction of the: 


would he called u 


A pon to execute the law, how he 
understood it. : 


The amendment was rather ambiguous in its | 


terms, and it was difficult to know what construc- 
tion should be placed upon it. A literal- construc- 
tion would inevitably place upon the roll a great 
many widows. to whom it was not intended to ap- 
ply. He presumed the amendment was intended 
not to require very strict proof. Under the exist- 
ing laws, no widow not married before 1794 was 
entiiled toa pension; but under this. amendment, 


And to show that he was | 


Invalid | 


s known to have been in any or | 


i 
They are pensioned for i! 
There will be another difi- | 


if adopted, atl widows of pensioners, whether revo- 
lutionary pensioners or not, wotild. be. entitled to- 
| pensions. $ re ia 
t In regard to its provision that no other evidence 
of marriage should be required than such as would 
be sufficient to establish the marriage in courts of 
justice, that was the law now. Did not the courts 
| of justice require record evidence if it could be 
got? Surely, in all courts:in the States the high- 
est evidence was required. If there was no record 
of the marriage, why then they were satisfied with 
inferior evidence. : 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, said, if gentlemen would 
take the second section of the amendment, and com- 
| pare it with the first section, they would see that 
| the object of the amendment was plain. Perhaps 


the first clause of the amendment, but (reading the 
first and second clauses) he said that it was re- 
quired that there should be sufficient evidence in 


| widow of a man who was drawing a pension, and 
who was married prior to 1794. 

But gentlemen were mistakeu; and the Commis- 
| sioner did not state to the House what he required 
before furnishing a pension. ‘There were mang 


D 
| inissioner required other evidence. It was not the 
i law that record evidence was required in courts of 
| justice, unless it be proved to the court that there is 
| record evidence. Record evidence was the higher 
evidence; then the evidence of persons present at 
the marriage; then evidence by reputation—to wit: 
that the parties had been living together as man and 
i} wife. But it was not incumbent on the court to re- 
quire record evidence, unless such evidence was 
first proved to exist. The difference between the 
Commissioner and the courts was this: the Com- 
|| missioner requires the party to prove that there is 
no record evidence, while the courts did not require 
record evidence, unless such evidence was proved to 
exist; and with the Commissioner the affidavit of 
the party was not sufficient; the evidence of those 
not interested must be brought; he was therefore 
presuming a fact which the court does not presume. 


| 
i 
| 


|| Whenever one party calis upon the opposite party 


to produce higher evidence, the court. asks him, 
*¢ Is that higher evidence in existence?”’?. And when 
this is shown, then it is that the party is required 
į to produce it. 

ne answer to all these objections was this: If 


i! this is the law already practised upon by the depart- 


; ment,.this amendment can do no hurt; and the Com- 
missioner of Pensions and the chairman of the Com- 


this was not the law practised upon, as they were 
told, then the amendment was required. So that 
in either case it could do no harm. 

i Mr. HAMLIN said thegentleman from Georgia 
i had anticipated much of what he intended to say. 
| There were, however, one or two suggestions 
| which the gentleman did not make, which he trust- 
ed he might be pardoned in mentioning to the 
House. ‘ 


of Ways and Means, If that gentleman’s construc- 
tion wascorrect, thatthe Commissioner of Pensions 


thority to place the names of certain widows mar- 
pension list—if that was the proper construction of 


He would ask the chairman of the Com- 


Mr. McK AY (Mr. H. yielding for explanation) 
said he had stated that this amendment, if a-litera] 


‘| own opinion, as well as in the opinion of the Com- 


or to 1794, but further, that its necessary conse- 
quence would be, not only to remove that limitation, 
but to place the widows of all officers and soldiers’ 


| a dount might arise as to the strict construction of j| 


| the department to show that the applicant was the | 


tlemen around him who stated that the Com- | 


. First, in reply to the chairman of the Committee |} 


might draw from this amendment power and au- į 
ried subsequent, as well as prior to 1794, upon the | 


| the amendment, he would vote for it for this simple | 
! 


| ing the service to his compensation. 


of the last war, of all who were wounded, or had: 
become’ invalids, upon ‘thé pension roll. it was not 
confined. to. revolutionary. officers.‘ Gentlemen 
shook their. heads; but,was there-anything in-the’ 
amendment which showed it was..confined. to. rev- 
olutiunary. officers or soldiers?, Not-a word. . 

Mr. HAMLIN, resuming, ‘said. -he sould not 
himself admit that the construction of: the gentle- 
man from North Carolina; and of the Commission 
er of Pensions, was the true and proper one; but 
he repeated once more, if itavas the true one, and if: 
it went to the precise extent now laid down by the 
gentleman, he would vote for it. nn : 

Let them examine and see what-classes’ of. per- 
sons were entitled to pensions for services during 
the last war? None-other than those deprived of: 
their bodily health, or those who: sufiered loss: of 
limbs: -And he did not know but he would vote. 
to` extend to the widows of these a pension... He- 
thought he would. He did not, however, admit: 
that that was. the proper construction which .was 
attempted to be placed upon it. He believed that: 
the main construction properly to be placed upon 
it, and the construction intended by the honorable 
gentleman who offered this. amendment, was, that 
when our Government has evidence, within its ar- 
chives, within its own possession, showing the 
services of the husband, they should not. call on 
the wife by other evidence to show that he was en- 
titled toa pension. The rule of construction adopt- 
ed by the department was all wrong. We have 
held out to the world:that for certain’ services ren- 
dered by the husband, we will bestow on his sur- 
viving widow a-pension; and yet, with the -gene+ 
rosity of the law spread out to the world, you hug: 
within your possession and keep within the se-: 


substance, and wrong from beginning to end, 
| our pension law is wrong, say so; but do not say 
to any class of our community, you will give them 
that to which they are entitled, and, at the same 
time, lock up in eternal silence the evidence: 
which you have to show that they are entitled to 


it. You would say of an individual that it was 
disingenuous, ungenerous, and mean to pursue 
such a course of action—to profess to be willing 
to give him compensation for services actually 
rendered at the risk of life and health, and then 
secretly to withhold the information which he had 
in his possession to entitle the person thus render- ` 
He hoped 
the amendment would be adopted. f f 

Mr. ADAMS obtained the floor, and (after a re- 
mark from Mr. Carman, of Alabama, as to the 
purport of one. clause of the letter read of the 
Commissioner of Pensions) proceeded to say that 
the Commissioner, in what had just been read by ` 
the Clerk, said that he never required ‘any proof 
of widows when he knew that there was this proof 
in-the department. Now, the amendment of the 
gentleman proposed that the widow shall not be 
required to produce evidence when the evidence is 
in the archives:of the Government: 

Mr. A. said that the latter was a more extensive 
term than the former, and that there were’ many 
papers—the papers of General Washington, for in- 
stance—which were in the archives of the Govern- 
ment, which were not among the list of what was 
technically said to be the papers of the regular dẹ- 
partment. He thought the object of the amend- 
ment was, that all widows. should have the benefit 
of evidence in whatever form or manner it might 
be in the possessidn of the Government, as much 
so as ‘if it were upon the regular records of the de- 
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partment. . He concurred entirely with the gentle- 
man from Maine, (Mr. Hiamuin;] and. he should 
vote the more readily for the amendment in both 
its parts if it had the effect to abolish entirely the 
limitation of the time of marriage to prior to the Ist 
of January, 1794. Whiy, what was there of reason 
in this limitation? Why was it that a woman, the 
widow of a man who performed great services for 
the natlon—a man whom former Congresses, the 
representatives of the nation, have thought worthy 
of receiving a pension during his lifetime—should 
be deprived entirely of that pension merely because 
she happened to be married a few days perhaps 
after a certain period? What was there in reason 
or In nature that would require a limitation upon 
the time of marriage? What was it to the public 
or the nation whether the woman married on the 
31st December, 1793, or the Ist January, 1794, or 
any other time? “She was the widow, the bosom 
partner of the man during his life; and the time of 
marriage is perfectly immaterial to the question of 
the merit of his service. He, therefore, for years 
past, had voted repeatedly in favor of all proposi- 
tions in this House to sweep away that limitation 
entirely. He thought it dishonorable to the nation 
that such a limitation should exist; and there- 
fore, if this amendment was susceptible of that con- 
struction, it would be the more agreeable to him. 
Again: this amendment consisted of two parts— 
both of which had a tendency to relieve the widow 
from the burden of procuring unnecessary evi- 


dence; and the necessity of that evidence had ar'sen | 
in a great degree from that strictness in guarding | 


the public treasury, which his friend, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, had 
always displayed, most especiall 

Mr. MeKAY (interposing) wished to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts a question, which 
might save the trouble of a second speech. The 
gentleman says he will vote for the amendment 
with great cheerfulness, if the construction I put 
upon it is true, that it enlarges the boundary in 
favor of widows. But the gentleman, in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
when an amendment offeréd by the gentleman from 
Kentucky to pension all widows married previous 
to the year 1800, was decided by the chairman out 
of order, voted in affirmance of the decision of the 
chair, thereby declaring it out of order. Yet, he 
tells us in the House that an amendment couched 
in the same language as he voted to exclude, he 
would vote for. 

Mr. ADAMS. Really I am not able to answer 
any member of this House how I voted upona 
question of order two or three years ago. 

Mr. McKAY. It was Thursday last to which 
I referred; and the amendment was the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Tis- 


BATTS,] proposing to give a pension to all widows | 


married previous to 1800. A question of order was 
raised; the Chairman (Mr. Bropusap] decided the 
amendment out of order; and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts voted to sustain the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS (resuming) said, of course if he 
had thought the amendment was out of order, he 
had voted against it. Surely the gentleman, in his 
great zeal for guarding the public treasury, should 
not allow himiself to be carried so far as to believe 
because he (Mr. A.) had voted against a proposi- 
tion when he had professedly voted against it be- 
cause it was out of order, that he was therefore 
bound to vote against it when it was offered in 
order. But because he had voted against it ex- 
pressly upon the ground that it was out of order, 
if his friend would exercise his logical powers, he 
would be very likely to conclude that he would 
vote for it if it was in order. That was exactly 
the fact. He wished to vote for it because it was 
in order. 

But this amendment (continued Mr. A.) consist- 
ed of two parts, both of which were intended to 
facilitate widows obtaining their pensions. Now, 
he said-that the widow of an officer or a soldier— 
a public servant actually pensioned for suffering 
or service in the public cause—he said to his 
friend, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
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| the records, which he knew the Commissioner of 
| Pensions would cheerfully give. 


i bia river—who, after the close of the war, in con- 


| the discovery of the Columbia river; and from the 
| reading of the petition, it appeared that that very | 
i man was an officer in the revolutionary army, and 


and Means, that he would apply his sweeping 
spirit of retrenchment, and his sleepless vigilance 
in guarding the public treasury better in any other 
way than by resisting the applications for pensions 
of the widows of meritorious men. With refer- 
ence to these facilities, they were rendered neces- 
sary by the strictness of the Commissioner of 
Pensions—an admirable officer, whom he approv- 
ed in these strictnesses. He was an officer with 
whom he (Mr. A.) had had a good deal to do in 
application for pensions in behalf of his constit- 
uents; but it so happened that in all the applica- 
tions which he had submitted to him, he had al- 
ways found hima perfectly fair and meritorious pub- 
lic officer. Mr. A. was obliged to render him this 
tribute, because he perceived that this principle of 
strictness, in which he sympathized so well with 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, carried him so far; and Mr. A. would add 
that, with his principles of strictness, he united 
those of justice. He had always found him per- 
fectly fair towards applicants for pensions. 

The first provision of this amendment was, that 
no widow should be required to prove the services 
of her deceased husband, if at the time of his de- 
cease he was actually pensioned. What could be 
more reasonable and just than that? A man was 

ensioned; he could not be pensioned unless he 
iad furnished all the evidence of service required 
by the department. The very fact of his being 
pensioned at the time of his decease appeared to 

im, upon every rule of evidence, conclusive as to 
the justice of the pension. If the fact was proved 
that he was pensioned, the law of Congress which 
extends to the widow, carries with it the pension 
to her. Suppose, then, that the Commissioner of 
Pensions did sometimes require the widow to give 
additional testimony, even although the records of 
the office showed that the husband had been pen- 
sioned: Mr. A. should be glad to remove this 
scruple from his mind, by saying that the fact of 
the husband receiving a pension at his death 
should be considered conclusive evidence for the 
widow. 

He found also in the letter of the Commissioner 
of Pensions that he had some question as to the 
amount which would be due under that part of the 
amendment. ft seemed to him (Mr. A.) that if 
the fact was established that the husband enjoyed 
a pension, the amount he received must be on the 
same evidence. There was nothing to do but go 
to the record and see what amount the husband 
enjoyed, to know, according to the law of Con- 
gress, What was the amount which the widow 
should enjoy after his decease. 

It was suggested to him that the husband who 
enjoyed a pension’ must have proved his length of 
service, and all the incidents necessary to obtain a 
given amount of pension. He did not see how it 
could give any trouble, except a little research of 


As to the fact of marriage, as he had already ob- 
served, if it should be so that this amendment | 
should be construed to remove entirely the limita- 
tion of the present law, it would be so much the 
more a favorite amendment to him. He wished to 
see the limitation abolished; and he never in his 
life had seen that limitation applied to the case of | 
an applicant for a pension without blushing for his | 
country that we had ever allowed such a limitation į 
in our law. Why, his honorable colleague, [Mr. | 
Winruror,] at this very session of Congress, had | 
presented a petition from the widow of a revolution- 
ary officer—a man who had also endeared himself 
to his country by the great discovery of the Colum- 


sequence of *Othello’s occupation”? being “ gone,”’ 
was pursuing the occupation in which he had made 


that his wife would now be entitled to the pension 
she asks, if she had been married only two months 
before she was. But because she was married in 
the month of February, 1794, and not on the 31st 
December, 1793, she was cut off, under the exist- 


ing law, from a pension! There was the gencros- 
ity which the Government extended to the widows 
of meritorious officers and publie servants. He 
wished to support her claim, and ‘all such claims, 
by removing that arbitrary limitation. He had 
been under the necessity of disappointing the 
widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers—in 
one case of a woman who had married on the 
8th of January, 1794, within one week of the 
limitations and in several other cases, where the 
marriage took place shortly after. He had always 
felt that it was a gross injustice on the part of his 
country; and he did not think it possible for a man 
to render a greater and more valuable service to 
his country than to be the agent of doing away 
this injustice. If the Commissioner of Pensions 
should give a different construction to the amend- 
ment from that which his friend, the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, seemed to be 
so much afraid of, he (Mr. A.) should be ready to 
pass another act in so many terms, that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions should have no apology for 
applying this limitation, by removing it altogether. 

He had risen for the purpose of paying to the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
a new tribute to the care with which he guarded 
the public treasury, and for which he was justly 
entitled to so much credit; and he wished to remind 
the gentleman, that in England, the treasurer of 
England bears a staff, the reason assigned by Lord 
Coke for which is, to drive away applicants from 
the public treasury. He thought if this House 
should say that anybody should bear a staff here, 
it should be his friend the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BRODHEAD rose to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means wheth- 


er he had communicated to the Commissioner of 
Pensions all the amendments to the bill which had 
heen adopted when he asked him for the construc- 
tion that he should place upon it. 

Mr. McKAY replied that he had procured the 
amendments of the Clerk, who could: reply to the 
inquiry. 

The Clerk, through the Speaker, was understood 
to reply, that all were communicated which were 
pertinent to the subject. 

Mr. BRODHEAD said he supposed, from the 
construction given by the Commissioner of Pen- 


| sions, that he had but one amendment before him. 
| He therefore asked for the reading of all the 


amendments, for the purpose of ascertaining wheth- 
er a correct construction had been placed upon the 
bill. 

The amendments (as above given) were accord- 
ingly read by the Clerk. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he did not know much 
about these pension matters, and he was not pre- 
pared to state with reference to what had generally 
been done in that office. But he had heard great 
complaints that applicants had been unjustly kept 
out of pensions by the fact that evidence clearly 
unreasonable and unjustified by law was required, 
He cited one case of this kind where the applica- 
tion had been presented by him during the present 
session of Congress, ‘There was great complaint 
on this subject; and the complaint was—whether 
just or not—that if the widow cannot make affida- 
vit of her own knowledge of the services of her 
husband during the revolutionary war, she is re- 
quired to produce evidence of these services not- 
withstanding the department has the evidence on 
file; and furthermore, that the widow is compelled 
to produce record of the marriage. Now, if this 
was not true, the country was under a wrong im- 
pression in relation to the acts of the department. 

fit was true that the department did not act upon 

principles of this kind, the amendment would do 
no harm; if it did act upon these principles, the 
amendment was certainly needed. 

Now, so far as the construction was concerned 
which his honorable friend said would be put upon 
this amendment, he (Mr. T.) was very well satis- 
fied that he [Mr. McKay] never would put that 
construction upon it: and, also, that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions never would put a construction 
of this kind upon it. He did not say he would; 
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he said if a literal construction were given to this 
part of the amendment, it might be that all widows | 
would draw a pension. But he imagined that the 
Commissioner of Pensions nor the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means—neither of them 
ever had been known to put a literal construction 
on an act of Congress which would draw any 
money out of the treasury, particularly in -favor 
of widows, claimants of pensions—would literally. 
construe this amendment. 

To put the mattter beyond all doubt, he would 
offcr an amendment to the amendment which 
would make it perfectly clear; and after that was 
done, he would make a motion to amend the 
amendmeut again by including all widows mar- | 
ried previous to the year 1800. 

Some conversation arose between the Speaker 
and several gentlemen as to the manner in which 
the amendments had been reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
and whether further amendment was in order; and | 
upon an examination of the case, : | 

The SPEAKER decided that the committee | 
having reported two distinct amendments, it was | 
competent for the House to concur in them as they | 
might be amended. f i 

Mr. TIBBATTS then offered the first amend- | 
ment which he had indicated, to amend the first | 
amendment of the committee by inserting in the | 


first line the words “ entitled. to a pension under | 
existing laws and,” so as to read, “ that no widows | 
entitled,” &c., ‘and claiming a pension,” &e. | 

Mr. JENKINS said it seemed to him’ that the | 
amendment as amended did not accomplish the ob- | 
ject which was intended. The Commissioner of 
Pensions said he required no further evidence than 
is required in courts of justice in civil cases. That 
was doubtless so. But in actions pertaining to 
real estate, where the question of marriage be- 
comes one of importance, it is necessary to pro- | 
duce record evidence of the marriage, providing 
there is any record evidence of that fact. But he 
was satisfied that the House did not intend that 
such evidence should be required in that office, 
but on the contrary, that such evidence as is re- 
quired in civil cases in personal actions, should be 
required in order to entitle the applicant to a pen- | 
sion. He read from Starkie’s Evidence, pointing į 
out the distinctions between the kinds of evidence | 
required in the two cases, and he proposed to offer 
an amendment, in accordance therewith, providing 
that reputation of cohabitation, and reputation of 
marriage, prior to 1794, as required in courts of 
justice in personal cases, should be sufficient to | 
entitle the applicant to a pension. 

But the amendment was not received, not being 
in order at this time. > 

The amendment of Mr. Trssarrs to the amend- 
ment of the committee was then agreed to. 

And the amendment as amended was adopted. 

The question then being on the second amend- | 
ment of the committee, (as above,) the yeas and | 
nays having been asked by Mr. MciC AY and re- 
fused, was taken, and the amendment was agreed 


| 
| 
to. | 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved, as a second amend- | 
ment he had indicated, the firstsection of the amend- | 
ment which he had offered in committee. | 
| 

l 

t 

| 


Mr. R. CHAPMAN raised a point of order 
against it; and, 
After some conversation on the point of order, 
The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of i 
order. | 
Mr. TIBBATTS, remarking that he would take ; 
no appeal from the decision at present, did not fur- | 
ther press the amendment, | 
Mr. JENKINS now moved his amendment to | 
the clause of the amendment relating to proof of | 
marriage, to strike out the words “€ civil cases,’’ and | 
insert “ civil personal actions.” i 
The question being taken, was decided in the | 
affirmative—yeas 82, nays not counted. | 
So the amendment was agreed to, t 
The bill was then ordeved to a third reading at | 
this time; and, having been read a third time, and | 
the question being, ‘ Shall this bill pass ?”— i 
Mr. HOPKINS-asked the yeas and nays; which | 
were refused. i 
And then the bill was passed. : ! 
On motion of Mr. McHENRY, the title thereof i 
was amended by adding at the end the words, | 
‘s and for other purposes.” | 
On. motion.of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved | 
itself into. Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


|| Fle believed 95,000 was asked for; the Commit- 


i| to take any steps towards driving them away, or 
i| treating with them unless they were desirous to 


| Representatives in Congress, to sustain the prin- 


the Union, (Mr. Bowzix, of Missouri, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the current and con- 
tungent expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with certain Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1847. 

On the suggestion of Mr. McK AY, the reading 
of the bill through was dispensed with; and it was 
read by sections, 

A clerical error was corrected by Mr. McK AY. 

Mr. McK. offered an amendment appropriating 
$6,500, to close up (as he explained) the expenses 
of the commission for the adjustment of claims 
with the Choctaw Indians. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs was read, showing the propriety of the ap- 
propriation. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON offered an amend- 
ment which (so far as anything could be heard of 
the reading) proposed to appropriate $2,000 for 
the expense of holding a treaty with the Meno- 
monie tribe of Indians, for the purchase of lands 
north of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers. 

Mr. THOMPSON explained that this appro- 
priation was to defray the expenses of a treaty 
with the Menomonics, who were desirous of leav- 
ing their country, and of disposing of their lands. 


tee on Indian Afairs proposed to reduce. the sum 
to $2,000. 

Mr. VANCE would like to know if there was 
any evidence that these people were desirous to 
sell their country? If so, he was perfectly willing 
to make the appropriation. But he was unwilling, 
with the large amount of lands we have already, | 


sell. 

Before this inquiry was replied to, (Mr. Tromr- 
sox apparently not having heard it)— 

Mr. CLARKE raised a point of order against 
the amendment, that it proposed a new appropria- 
tion not authorized by law. 

aoe CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

No appeal was taken, but some conversation 
followed on the point of order; pending which, 

The committee rose, and reported progress, 

Mr. HARALSON gave notice that he would, 
on to-morrow, move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up the bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and especially the bill providing for the organiza- 
tion of two regiments of mounted riflemen, 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwnespay, February 18, 1846. 


Mr. LEWIS presented the memorial of Oliver 
R. Freeman, praying the passage of a joint reso- 
lution to furnish the clerk of the county court of 
Macon county, Alabama, with copics of all the 
public documents which have been published in 
relation to the lands ceded to the United States by 
the Creek Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. z 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of Ma- 
ria Ostrander, praying to be allowed arrears of pen- 
sion due her husband for services in the revolu- 
tionary army; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. j 

Mr. TURNEY presented resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Tennessee, approving the meas- 
ures recommended by the President of the United 


States in his last annual Message, and instructing | 


the Senators of said State and requesting their 


ciples of said Message ‘by their votes, by all their 
energies, and all their influence.” 

Also, instructing the said Senators and Repre- 
sentatives to vote against the-assumption by Con- 
gress of the debts of individual States; against the 


measures, consistent with, treaty stipulation 
terminate the joint oecupation of said terri 
Mr. TURNEY said: -Tiis with ‘pleasur 
present the resolutions of the Legislature: of Ten- 
nessee instructing my colleague and myself to vote 
on several important national. questions. ine 
to the peculiar position which T-oceupy, | 
proper to avail myself of this occasion to define my 
position; and ‘here, sir, permit me to say that I 
shall most scrupulously observe, andin good faith’ 
strictly obey, each and all of these instructions. 
In doing so, I shall vote and speak my own politi- 
cal opinions and. sentiments: often publicly ex- 
pressed and acted upon since. my entrance into 
public life. In relation to the tariff T never have 
entertained or expressed any other than one opin- 
ion; that opinion [yet entertain; and it is in strict 
accordance with that expressed in these resolutions, 
as will be seen by the following extract of a letter 
written by myself shortly after my election: ` 
“The tarif I think ought to be framed with a 
‘ view to revenue only. I admit Congress has the 
t power in levying duties for revenue to make dis- 
‘eriminations, Some articles may very properly 
‘be permitted to come in free of duty; and in rela- 
“tion to other articles it may be proper to discrim- 
‘inate for revenue; but discrimination for the pro- 
‘tection of any one interest I. think unjust, as it 
‘necessarily, to that extent, is. a burden upon other 
‘ interests in the country. © Discrimination ‘for ‘the 
‘protection equally of all the interests of the coun- 
‘try isan absurdity. I think, therefore, discrim:+ 
‘inations should not exist for the protection of any 
‘manufactured or agricultural products, unless the 
‘articles protected be necessary for national. de- 
‘fence in time of war and non-intercourse with 
‘foreign nations. In relation to such articles pro- 
‘ tection should be afforded not for the sake of the 
‘ manufacturer, but for the sake of public. interest, 
‘that the country may have the benefit within it- 
‘ self of these articles without being dependant up- 
‘on foreign nations. With these exceptions, I 
‘think there should be no discrimination. Iam, 
‘ therefore, for repealing and modifying the tariff 
“act of 1842, according to these views.” 
In relation to the distribution among the States 
of the proceeds of the public lands, in the letter al- 
luded to, I said, I think Congress has the power to 
distribute the proceeds of the public lands that have 
been derived from the States by cession; nor do I 
perceive any serious objecdon in the present state 
of our finances to the adoption of that policy: Gen- 
eral Jackson was of opinion that it was our true 
policy that the public lands should cease as soon as 
possible to be a source of revenue; and that great 
and good man thought that the most safe, just, and 
federal disposition would be, the distribution of their 
proceeds among the States. . As my position and 
opinions on this subject seem to have been misrep- 
resented, I deem it proper here to disabuse the pub- 
lic mind, and to place myself right before the coun- 
try. My accusers take exceptions tomy opinions; 
as expressed in this letter, and falsely and ingeni- 
ously insinuate that I have taken ground in favor of 
distribution generally. They then quote my opin- 
|| ions to prove that Congress has no power to dis- 
|| tribute the proceeds of the public lands. Would 
they have the public to believe from that, that I 
once thought, and that they now entertain the opin- 
ion, that Congress has no power to distribute the 
proceeds of the lands derived by cession from the 
States? Do my accusers know how the State of 
Tennessee acquired the lands in the Hiwassce and 
Ocoedistricts? Were they constitutionally: acquired? 
If not, the State ought to refund their proceeds to 
the General Government. Have they forgotten that 
the Legislature just over memorialized Congress to 
relinquish to that State, not only the unsold lands, 
but also the proceeds of those that have been sold, 
thereby, in effect, instructing me to vote for it? 
|| Would they have me to violate the Constitution-for 
so smal] a pittance? Surely my accusers are at- 
| tempting to swell a molehill. into a mountain. 
| will, Mr. President, with pleasure obey these im- 
| plied instructions by using my best exertions to 


establishment of a national bank; and against the 
distribution of the procecds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lands. Also, to advocate a modification of the 
tariff of 1842, so as to reduce the duties it imposes 
to a revenue standard, and to abolish the minimum 
and specific duties, and to establish in their place 
ad valorem duties. Also, to use their exertions to 
extend the laws of the United States over the ter- 
ritery of Oregon, and to take the most: speedy 


| procure the passage of a law relinquishing to the 
| State of Tennessee these lands and their proceeds: 
|| Tn doing this, I am fully apprised that Iwill bend- 
| mitting the power of Congress to distribute them 
among the States, as it would be absurd to'say that 
Congress could give them.to one State, but-could 
not divide. them: among all: the States. If the 

ower. exists. to-do the former,it follows that it 
|i equally exists to do-the latter... In. this opimon { 
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am sustained by the opinions and acts.of General 
Jackson, and the present. Executive of the United 
States, and.I believe also by the entire delegation 
in Congress from Tennessee.: 'Fhey might perhaps 
oppose it on the score of expediency, but not upon 
éonstitutional grounds. "The lands:acquired by pur- 
chase, however, present quite a different question. 
Albagree that Congress has no power to collecta 
revenue for the.States..-That power is limited by 
the Constitution, to the collection of a revenue for 
the support of the General Government alone; and 
Congress could not, therefore, distribute among the 
States:a revenue thus collected. -It follows, there- 
fore, that-Congress could not indirectly distribute 
the. revenue by first investing it in public lands, 
and then selling the lands and distributing their 
proceeds. 

Then as to the expediency of distributing the 
proceeds of this small reranant of refused lands, 
acquired by cession—and here it is worthy of re- 
mark, that I am not committed to the policy for 
the sake of distribution, but in view of the present 
state of our finances, as I understand them to be— 
I could not perceive any serious objection to the 
adoption of that policy, that is, if the treasury was 
in a flourishing condition, free from debt, or nearly 
so, with a high tariff, greatly above the revenue 


point. I did not then, nor do I now, suppose that | 


the tariff could be suddenly reduced to that point, 
if at all, but that it would be, as it was in 1832, 
gradually reduced to the proper revenue point. In 
this condition of the treasury and of our revenue 
laws, unless something was done to prevent it, a 
surplus would inevitably accumulate in the treas- 
ury, thereby creating a much more dangerous and 
perplexing question than the distribution of the 
proceeds of these public lands. It was not, then, 
for the sake of distribution I threw out this sug- 
gestion, but to prevent, if possible, the accumula- 
tion of a surplus in the treasury. Seeing, how- 
ever, that I was mistaken as to the condition of the 
treasury, and that there is yet a considerable bal- 
ance of the national debt unpaid, I would not be 
in favor of distributing even the proceeds arising 


from this small remnant of public lands until that | 
debt is first paid, a surplus likely to accumulate, | 


and a flattering prospect for a long continued peace 
with all the nations of the world. 

But, Mr. President, it has been charged against 
me that I have done great injustice to General Jack- 
son, by applying his message on the subject of 
distributing the surplus revenue to the subject of 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, and 
thus insinuate that in doing this Iwas misrepresent- 
ing the venerated dead, and practising a fraud upon 
the living. Sir, this charge has given me more 


pain than all the rest. No man who knows me, | 


and who knows my deep veneration for the mem- 
ory of that illustrious and distinguished soldier, 
patriot, and statesman, could believe me capable 
of such.an act. Sir, Iam the last man who would 


intentionally do injustice to General Jackson, or | 


misrepresent his conduct. ‘That I have not done 
so, remains for me to show. In doing this, I would 


inquire of my accusers, if they know from what | 


source the surplus revenue was derived? Was it 
derived exclusively from customs, or from the pub- 


lic lands, or from both? If they can tell which or | 
what portion was derived from each source, they | 
can do morethan any man or men I have ever | 


heard of. In 1835, the revenue derived from cus- 
toms was $19,391,310 59, and from the public 
lands was $14,757,600 75; and in 4836 from cus- 
toms, $23,409,940 53, and from the public lands, 
$24,877,179 86. In. the previous years, the pro- 
ceeds of the lan 
millions oe annum. 
considerable portion. of the surplus revenue, the 


distribution of which was thus recommended by | 


General. Jackson, was derived from the public 


lands; ) 3 
tribute a portion of their. proceeds. 


dg averaged about three and a half | 
Thus it will be seen that a | 


| bers of the Legislature of Tennessee, have pub- | 


| mate acquaintance with these thirty-one members, | 


and. to, distribute which. was in fact to dis- |; 
Now, sir, I |i 


ask, if Congress has the power to distribute the | 


one half, or any other portion of the proceeds of 
the public lands, if that power does not extend to 
the whole of them,—at what point will my accu- | 
sers make the distinction? Will they inform me 
what. portion may, 
distributed?. If, sir, 
ly admit that I have done injustice to General Jack- | 


son; otherwise I cannot, and all their clamor on || 


this head must fall to the ground. 
As to the Oregon territory, my first object, after 
my arrival here, was to inform myself as to the 


|i 
and what portion cannot, be | 
they will do this, I will frank- || 


i 
It 


extent of the title of the United States to that ter- 
ritory; and, from the examination which I have 
been able to make, have come to the conclusion |! 
that the United States is the rightful owner of the | 
wholé of that territory. I had therefore deter- 
mined to give my aid and support to all the meas- 
ures recommended by the President in his Mes- 
sage, with a view to establish and enforce our title 
to the whole of that territory; and after the ex- 
piration of the notice terminating the joint occupa- 
tion of the country, E am prepared to give my 
support to a bill organizing a Territorial Govern- 
ment, and extending our laws over the whole 
country. Sir, as I believe the title of the United | 
States is indisputable to the whole country, we 
must either timidly abandon our right and title, or 
we must resort to the necessary means to enforce 
and support it. This, in my judgment, is the 
only means of bringing the issue to a speedy ter- | 
mination, and I would adopt it. If war is to be 
the result, I, for one, would prefer it now, rather | 
than to leave it as a legacy to the rising generation. 
Iam unwilling, even at the hazard of a war, to | 
sacrifice the interest of my country. i 
Mr. President, I presume it is unnecessary for || 
me to say that I am opposed to the establishment || 
of a bank of the United States. My opinions on | 
this subject have been so often expressed, that it | 
would be a waste of time to add anything further. 
I desire now to say a few words relative to a per- 
sonal matter. Thirty-one of my enemies, mem- 


lished an address, in which they denounced me in | 
no measured terms. J shall not attempt to answer |) 
or to reply to their charges or denunciations, as the 
charges relating to my sacrifice of principle have || 
been fully answered in my preceding remarks, | 
What I propose to notice now, are the facts upon | 
which their superstructure is built. To sustain | 
their malicious charges against me, the thirty-one | 
members say, ‘the first remark that must strike 
every man, on reading Mr. Turney’s address, is, 
that although Mr. Turney set out with the deela- 


i 
\ 


I 
| 


ration that he was slandered, abused, and misrepre- | 
sented, pending the election, he has wholly failed 
to make any denial of the alleged concessions of ; 
principle with which he stood charged.” It is, | 
then, upon this snpposed admission of mine that | 
the people are now called upon, by the potency of | 
thirty-one names, to censure and condemn me. 

Would to God, Mr. President, you had an inti- jj 


headed with the name of Fiarvey M, Waiterson! | 
And who ishe,sir? An opponent of General Jack- | 
son’s Administration throughout, as I have always į 
understood; one who, with zeal, advocated and | 
supported the election of Judge White. In 1888, 
he fixed his heart and eye on a seat. in the other 
end of this Capitol, and to enable him toet there, 
he professed to turn a political somerset, and uni- 
ted himself with the Democratic party, and, by the 


aid and contrivance of Mr. Nicholson, he obtained |) 
’ | 


the object of his wishes. In 1841 and 1842, the | 


districts were so changed as to preclude his re-elec- ji 


body. He returned to Tennessee, and is again a 
most flaming Democrat, (perhaps he desires to 
come back to Congress.) This, Mr. President, is | 
one of the men who questions my Demoeracy, and 
who has taken into his special keeping the memo- 


4 
i 


proof; and to this I say their premises are false, 


| of the debates on the subject. 


| 
ry of General Jackson. But, sir, to return to their i 

i 

| 


as will be seen by their own showing. In speak- | 
ing of my conduct pending the Senatorial election, | 
I say that the charges are slanders and misrepre- l 
sentations of my course and conduct in that heated i 
contest. This, they say, is no denial of the truth i 
of these charges. This, sir, is a sort of special i 
pleading that I have not been accustomed to. I) 
say these charges are slanders and misrepresenta- | 
tions of my conduct. Does this admit or deny | 
the charges? If I had said that these charges were 
false and reproachful—which is the same thing 
that is meant by the term slanderous—would my | 
accusers have said that it was an admission of the || 
truth of those charges? This, by a perversion of | 
the meaning of words, is substantially what they | 
allege. Again: I said my conduct in the election 
was misrepresented. Does not this mean that it |} 
had been falsely represented, and to my disadvan- i 


| knowledge whatever. 
fon such a statement—silent—e 


Should not this be regarded as a flat denial 
1 wished to be thus understood, 
and thought that I had so expressed myself in clear 
and unequivocal terms. [now submit to the judg- 
ment of an impartial public to say whether Thave 
not been slandered and misrepresented in the ad- 
dress of the thirty-one members. | 

One other precious piece of evidence they refer 
to to establish my guilt, and then, sir, you have 
the whole testimony before you. In their address 
they say: “But no Whig ever ventured to deny 
the charge, except some few, on the final ballot- 
ing, when their names were called, arose in their 
places, and declared their ignorance of any con- 
cessions ever having been made by Mr. Turney, 
but the body of the Whigs by their silence or eva- 
sions when interrogated, and their efforts to justify 
Mr. Turney upon the supposition that the charges 
were true.” Here, sir, is the mass of evidence 
collected by thirty-one of my enemies, and inge- 
nionsly and falsely set forth with a malignant and 
wicked desion of destroying me in the public es~ 
timation. What fact is here proven? None. 
They have suppressed the fact that my friends, 
immediately on the charges being made, flatly de- 
nied and contradicted these charges on my author- 
ity. Could I or my friends have done more? But, 
sir, to their proof: the Whigs, they say, were 
silent, some evaded, some justified on the suppo- 
sition that I might be guilty, and some denied. 
They make the Whigs their winesses after they 
had failed to prove anything by them. They, in 
effect, say these Whigs are great rascals—they 
are fraudulently suppressing the truth; and, there- 
fore, from their silence we infer Turney’s guilt, 
and that those who have denied have spoken false- 
ly. This, six, is the inference they make in order 
to affeet me. Was it ever allowed in a court of 
justice for a mun to discredit his own witesses ? 
‘In the first place the assertion in this paragraph, 
that no Whig ventured to deny, &e. until the final 
vote was taken, is not true in point of facts and 
these thirty-one members must have known it was 
not true, when they made this address. And 
amin, they say, another portion evaded. Who 
they are, and how they evaded, we are not told. 
True, they give the name of Mr. Cullum, of Smith, 
as one instance of evasion, Colonel Cullum being 
catechised in debate, denied their right thus to in- 
terrogate him; bat I am informed that in a con- 
versation afterwards, he told Mr. Watterson he 
had no knowledge of the alleged charges; and yet 
Mr. Watterson suppresses this fact from his co- 
adjutors, and from the public; and now urges 
Colonel Cullum’s refusal to be catechised as an 
evidence of my guilt. He must be a great lover 
of truth and fair dealing to resort to so base a trick 
to accomplish a wicked design. Who else evaded 
they do not condescend to tell us, The third and 
last item in this paragraph is this: “ And their 
efforts to justify Mr. ‘Turney upon the supposi- 
tion that tie ch were true.” This allegation 
is equally deecptive and untrue. It is confidently 
believed that not a single member of the Whig 
ty attempted to justify my making concessions 
upon principle, who did not, previous to such at- 
tempt, and in the same speech, deny any knowl- 
edge of.any such concessions being made; for the 
truth of which, I will refer the public to the report 
This paragraph, I 
am confident, is a literal copy from the editorial 
article previously published in the Nashville Union, 
But suppose we assume to be correct all they 
allege to be true, and what isit? A portion was 
silent, a portion evaded, a portion, on principle, 
attempted to justify, on the supposition that it 
might be true, and another portion denied all 
Would you convict a dog 
vaded—justified— 
but none said I was guilty, while many testified 
to my innocence. "This, sir, is the sum and sub- 
stance of all the proofs and arguments; and then 
they conclude by a most solemn appeal to the 
peonle to arouse their indignation against me that 
they may censure and denounce me, . 

T cannot close this review without presenting 
another fact to the public mind. These gentlemen 
scek to destroy me for no other reason than that I 
resisted caucus dictation and caucus discipline. 
This is my unpardonable sin. Let us examine 
their consistency. Who was the caucus nominee? 
Mr. Nicholson; and what was his position on this 
subject? I am told by several honorable gentle- 
men that, in 1839, Judge Grundy was the nominee 


tage? 
of the charges? 
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for Senator; that Mr. Nicholson so managed as to 
get six or eight Democratic members to pledge 
themselves to vote against any man that a certain 
gentleman, then high in office in Tennessee, might 
desire to be elected, and this gentleman was known 
to be in favor of Judge Grundy. Mr. Nicholson 
had also procured a pledge from, if not all, at least 
some, of the leading Whigs to give him their en- 
tire vote—which, when added to the six or eight 
Democrats, would be a majority,and would defeat 
the caucus nominee. He was resolved on doing 
so,and was prevented only by the few Democrats 
declaring for Mr. Grundy, and leaving him with 
none but the Whig support. What is the differ- 
ence between his and my case? It is—first, I had 
a specific strength in spite of all efforts to the con- 
trary; be had none, and was therefore defeated. I 
received the Whig vote, and therefore he and his 
friends charge that I made pledges to the Whigs: 
he had the promise of the Whig vote, and from his |i 
own argument, of course, he made pledges to the 
Whigs. He and his friends allege that this isa 
sufficient reason to read me out of the party. The 
same judgment for the same offence ought, of 
course, to be rendered against him. But he and 
his friends may say I have beat him at his own 
game, and therefore I must be condemned. If I 
did so—and that, too, after he had stocked the 
cards upon me—I think I ought to be, as he has 
been, pardoned for the offence. 

The resolutions presented by Mr. Turney were 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CHALMERS presented the petition of 
Harriet L. Catching, praying to be released from 
the payment of a judgment obtained against her by 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER presented the petition 
of the heir of John Carr, praying to be allowed 
arrears of pension due said Carr; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. P. also presented a petition from the heir 
of Thomas Hutchison, deceased, a revolutionary 
soldier, praying a pension; which also was refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 
petition of the heirs of Presley 
ceased, an officer of the revolutionary army, pray- 
ing to be allowed commutation pay; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented the petition of 
citizens of Ohio, praying the establishment of a 
naval depdt at Toledo, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


i 
Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolu- || 
tion; which lies over: | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be re- |! 
quired to communicate to the Senate any despatch 
or information he may have received from either 
of the Ministers of the United States abroad upon 


present d the 
hornton, de- || 


į pancy of the Oregon territory, and the resolutions 


į tor from New York for affording me this opportu- 


the subject of a ship canal across the isthmus of | 
Panama, and of opening new channels of commu- 
nication with the eastern nations. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, in pursuance of 
notice, asked and obtained leave, and introduced |; 


a bill to amend the act approved June 17, 1844, |! 
entitled ** An act to provide for the adjustment of 
land claims within the States of Missouri, Arkan- 
sas, and Louisiana, and in those parts of the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama south of the | 
31st degree of north latitude, and between the 
Mississippi and Perdido rivers,” | 
The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


The PRESIDENT announced that the first 
business in order was the resolution submitte 


mitting the diplomatic correspondence with rela- |; 
tion to the Oregon territory, together with said ji 
correspondence. ; ji 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked leave to withdraw || 


; support of my statement, I refer to my friend from 
_ Arkansas on the left, [Mr. SevwR,] and my friend 


| which induced me to apprehend a breach of faith 


; occasions, up to the moment at which the final vote 
was taken, and when I occupied my seat there, and | 


{l olutions would be construed to mean all Texas and 


Also, the adverse report of the Committee of 
Claims, on the petition of Isaac Lilly. 

Mr. EVANS said that he found this report on 
the table this morning, when he found that certain 
evidence In support of the claim of the petitioner, 
which was on file in the Treasury Department, 
had not heen obtained for the use of the commit- 
tee; he therefore moved that the report be recom- 
mitted, in order that the petitioner might have the 
benefit of the evidence alluded to; which motion 
was agreed to. i 

The Senate also proceeded to the consideration of 
the adverse report of the Committee on Pensions, 
on the petition of Caroline E. Saunders; which re- 
port was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, on the petition of Hannah Branch; which 
report was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the ‘Committee on 
Pensions, on the petition of James Hyde; which 
report was concurred in. | 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a bill making the annual appropriation for the 
payment of revolutionary and other pensions for 
the year ending June 30th, 1847. 

Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. i 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


At one o’clock, the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the special order, being the joint res- 
olution of Mr. Arren, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Forcign Relations, proposing to give no- 
tice to Great Britain of the intention of the United 
States to annul the convention for the joint occu- 


of Messrs. Hannecan, CALHOUN, and Crirren- || 
pen, and the joint resolution passed by the House 
of Representatives on the same subject. 

The question pending being on the substitute 
moved by Mr. CRITTENDEN, | 

Mr. DIX rose to address the Senate, stating 
that, as he understood the Senator from Indiana 
desired to make an explanation, he would yield 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, Iam obliged to the Sena- 


i 


nity of offering an_explanation—a very brief one, 
and one with which I would not have troubled the 
Senate, but that in both the ‘* Union” and “ In- 
telligencer,’’ this morning, I find a statement re- 
ported to have been made by the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. CoLavirr,] who addressed the Sen- 
ate yesterday, in relation to the course which I 
pursued upon the Texas treaty. I stated on yes- 
terday that that course had been induced by an ap- 
prehension in my mind that, if the Texas question 
were settled before final action on Oregon, I appre- 
hended Punic faith—Punic faith. The Senator 
from Georgia will understand what that means. 
The Senator from Georgia replied that my oppo- 
sition to ‘Texas was anterior to the assembling of 
the Baltimore convention. It is with reference 
only to that point that I desire to explain; and in 


from Missouri on the right, (Mr. Arcuison,] with 
both of whom Į held repeated conversations, con- 


the Baltimore convention, and subsequently to it, 
Prior to that time the Senator’ from indiana had 
himself agreed in relation tothe, vote -which they 
should give. After that time his friend- from: In- 
diana suggested the course which he intended 'to 
adopt, and asked his (Mr. A.’s) concurrence.” But 
he (Mr. A.) could not for.one moment entertain 
the same sentiments that. his friend entertained, 
although he related circumstances:not. necessa: 

to detail. to the Senate, that somewhat, although 
they did not affect-his (Mr. A.’s) opinion, did: m 
his friend’s opinion, satisfy him as to the course 
he pursued on that subject, and hence. he-neiiher 
voted for nor against the: treaty... The. Sen- 
ator from Indiana knew that he (Mr. A:) was-as 
anxious. to acquire territory. in the South asin the 
North. Jn other words, he was as anxious for the 
immediate annexation of Texas.as he was for the 
immediate occupation of Oregon. Itwas his opin- 


| ion, and also that of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 


Hawnnecan,] that both measures should be carried 
on pari passu. The House of Representatives 
assed a resolution annexing Texas to the United 
tates, which came to the Senate and was disposed 
of, resulting in the annexation of Texas... The 
House of Representatives, immediately after they. 
had disposed of the resolution annexing Texas to 
the United States, passed a bill satisfactory to all 
the friends of the immediate occupation of Oregon. 
That bill came to the Senate, and strengthened his 
belief in the hopes he cherished that good faith 
would be observed. But the Senator from Indiana 
did not take the same view, and has on: frequent 
a i explained to me why he refused to vote 
at all. : 

Mr. SEVIER felt himself eatled on to make a 
statement with reference to the explanatory re- 
marks of his friend the Senator from Indiana, with 
whom he had been very intimate since he had been 
in Congress. He knew that he [Mr. Hannrcan] 
was a ‘Texas man up to the time of the Baltimore 
convention; since then, he had not been as zealous 


x 


| on that question as before, in consequence, as he 


states, of suspicion with regard to certain southern 
rentlemen, that they went more for Texas than 
regon, He (Mr. S.) did not intend to make a 
i speech on this occasion at all; but he would say 
that his surprise had been very great that every 
movement made against Oregon—the question be- 
ginning with Mr. Jefferson, continued under Mr. 
Monroe, and also by Mr. Floyd, of Virginia—had 
invariably sprung from southern men and. slave- 
holders; and now, when the question was again 
before Congress, the opposition, as formerly, came 
from a southern man, and a slaveholding State. 
These facts were known to every body.. It was to 
be regretted that the Senator from Indiana should 
have expressed doubts with respect to the integrity 
of any part of the country on this question; but 
certainly he had some grounds for his opinion. 
He did not vote for the Texas treaty, which he 
(Mr. S.) and all the Senator’s friends regretted. 
The reasons for that course he had frankly and 
correctly stated. 


OREGON——“ THE NOTICE.” 


i Mr. DIX again rose, and proceeded to address 
the Senate on the special order of the day. He 
| said: 


fidential and otherwise. I appeal to both of them 
to say whether, up to the time of the Baltimore 
convention, I was not, from the commencement of 
that session of Congress, a decided friend to the 
immediate annexation of Texas. What I saw 


i 


at that convention, it is unnecessary at present to 
detail. But my friend who sits here, on repeated | 


alone of every member of the Senate declined to | 
vote either way—my friend here, I say, knowsthat | 
he repeatedly urged upon me to vote for the treaty, 


fused to do so, for I did apprehend that if Texas | 


were brought in—if we annexed Texas without | 
some definite action on Oregon—the Baltimore res- 


the half of Oregon with certain gentlemen—with 
certain gentlemen, The result will show whether 
I was right or not. 


Mr. ATCHISON believed that the Senator from 


They had 
preceding 


3 A : 1 
notwithstanding my apprehensions, and that I re- |: 


| In entering into the debate on the question un- 
| der consideration, I feel constrained to differ in 
| opinion with two distinguished Senators who have 
| preceded me, in relation to the manner in which 
the discussion should be conducted. I allude to 
| the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Aruex,] who opened 
| the debate, and the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
| J.M. Cravron,] who followed him. Both took the 
| ground, and with equally strong language, that the 
title to Oregon ought not to be drawn into this dis- 
| eusssion; but for totally different reasons—the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, because the time for discussing it 
| had gone by; and the Senator from Delaware, be- 
cause the time for discussing it had not arrived. 
: With the unfeigned respect which I entertain for 
_ both Senators, I dissent from: their opinions with 


i 


|! great diffidence of my own. But lam constrained.to 


regard the question of our rights in Oregon, as one 
on which the propriety of the measures proposed 
i; peculiarly and eminently depends. What as the 
H proposition before the Senate? It is, torgive to 
' Great Britain the notice of twelve months, by vw- 
ue of which the treaty between. her and the Uni- 
ted States, stipulating that the territory: of Oregon 


shall be free and open to the people of both ‘coun- 


iF 
if 
H 
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tries, is to. be abrogated and annulled. “We can- 
not disguise the fact, that this is a measure of the 
most decided character, and involving the most 
important consequences. What is it, sir, but a 
declaration that the territory of Oregon, after the 
expiration of twelve months, shall no longer be 
open to the subjects of Great Britain? It is the 
first step towards the assertion of our right of em- 
‘pire and domain in Oregon. I can see it in no 
other light. I shall support it. But I cannot as- 
Sent to the propriety of adopting a measure of such 
magnitude without saying a single word in illus- 
tration of our title to the territory, over which we 
are thus preparing to assert our paramount rights. 
I do not feel at liberty to take such a step, deny- 
ing summarily all right in others, or abstaining 
from the assertion of any right in ourselves. 

I propose, therefore, as a preliminary of action 
on my own part, to look at our title to Oregon— 
not for the purpose of defining it with critical pre- 
cision, but so far as to state the general grounds on 
which it rests. And I am disposed to take this 
course, not only with a view to justify the vote I 
intend to give, but for the further purpose of cor- 
recting extreme misconceptions, both at home and 
abroad, on a few points of vital consequence. No 
purely American question has, perhaps, excited a 
Stronger interest in other countries; and I doubt 
whether any other has been so greatly misrepre- 
sented. The same misapprehensions exist at home. 


The public press, for the last few weeks, has been | 


teeming with essays disparaging the Spanish title, 
on which our own, in some degree, rests. Iam 
unwilling either to pass by these. statements in 
silence, or to meet them with summary declara- 
tions of right. It is natural that Senators, who 
have been long on this floor, and who have already 
borne a part in the discussion of this question, 
should feel differently. But for myself, having 
never even listened to a debate on the subject—a 
subject until recently entirely new to me—I feel 
bound to state the grounds on which I act. This 
is what I propose to do—not by the analysis of 
any particular treatise, or by the examination of 
any particular view of the subject—but by exhibit- 
ing some of the historical facts on which the Span- 
ish title and our own rest. I shall endeavor to 
perform this duty in the plainest manner, adhering 
rigidly to the subject, and, if possible, without ad- 
dressing a single word to prejudice or passion. 
The region which now constitutes the territory of 
Oregon was seen, and a part of its coast reconnoi- 
tred—I will not say explored—half a century after 
the discovery of America. In consequence of its 
remoteness from the course of trade which was 
opened by the voyages of Columbus, the supposed 
rigor of its climate, and the certainty derived from 
the expeditions.sent out from Mexico, that it con- 
tained no. sources of wealth like those by which 
- Spain had been enriched in the more southern por- 
tions ofthis continent, it remained, for more than two 
centuries and a half, without any permanent setile- 
ment by civilized men. During this long period, 
Spain constantly asserted herright of proprietorship 
initby virtue of discovery, and had formed tempora- 
ry establishments in its neighborhood from time to 
time. During the half century which succeeded, it 
was frequently visited by ships of other nations, by 
accident, for purposes of exploration, or for objects 


of commerce, and thus there arose a number of | 


claimants to. the right of sovereignty and domain. 
Theclaims of Russia have been adjusted with Great 
Britain. She holds, by the acquiescence of the lat- 
ter, the whole northwest coast of America north of 
latitude 54°. 40’,.as far: back as the first range of 
highlands ; and by virtue of a convention with the 
United States, we have agreed to form no settle- 
ments.north of that parallel. The southern line of 
Oregon we hold to be fixed, by the settlement of 
the. boundary line between the United States and 
Mexico, at 420. The territory in dispute has, there- 
fore, a coast of twelve parallels and two-thirds of 
latitude, running back into the interior to the Rocky 
mountains; and the United States and Great Britain 


are the only claimants to the right of proprietorship | 


in it. 

Before I proceed to examine their respective 
_ claims, it may be proper, as the subject has been 

referred to on this floor, briefly to state the condi- 
tions, under which, by the usage of nations, a right 
of property in lands uninhabited, or unoccupied by 
wandering tribes, may be acquired. . 

The basis usually relied on to support a right 
of this nature is discovery; but it is a ground of 


| 


i 


1 


F 
j 
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right which becomes untenable, unless followed by 
an actual occupation of the discovered territory. 
Tf a title is not perfected by occupation, a second 
discoverer may appropriate the territory thus neg- 
lected by the first. But this must be upon reason- 
able evidence of the intention of the first discoverer 
notto take possession of it. Ifa second discoverer 
were to seize upon and appropriate the discovered 
territory, before the first had time to form an estab- 
lisment within it, such an act of interference would 
be regarded as an unwarrantable intrusion, which 
the latter might justly resist. On the other hand, if 
the first discoverer neglects within a reasonable 
time to take actual possession of, to form settle- 
ments in, or make some actual use of, the regions 
he has discovered, the law of nations will not ac- 
knowledge in him any absolute right of property 
m or sovereignty over it, even though he may 
have set up monuments or memorials of his dis- 
covery at the time it wasmade. Such is the spirit 
of the rules in relation to the discovery and occupa- 
tion of uninhabited territory, as stated by writers 
on international law. Itis certainly not easy to lay 


down any invariable rule in respect to the time | 


within which, or the circumstances under which, a 
title by discovery must be perfected by occupation. 
The rules and maxims of international law are but 
a practical application of the principles of universal 
equity and justice; and in the settlement of ques- 
tions of this nature, the real objects and intentions 
of the parties are to be sought for in a reasonable 
interpretation of their acts. T believe, however, the 
doctrine may be considered fairly inferrible from 
the whole body of the law on this subject, that 
rights by discovery are good until superseded by 
rights of occupation. With regard to Great Brit- 
ain, I think I may safely say, that her practical 
rule pushes this doctrine farther. She resists all 
attempts by others to acquire rights of occupation 
in territories which she has discovered, and thus 
renders her own rights by discovery perpetual. She 
discovered the Chatham islands in 1791, by Captain 
Broughton, in the armed tender Chatham, after 
parting company with Vancouver, on the way to 
the northwest coast.* She has not occupied them 
until recently; and 1 am not sure that there is now 
anything more than a whaling establishment on 
them; but she insists that no other power shall oc- 
cupy them, because it would be injurious to her 
settlements in New Zealand, which are nearly five 
hundred miles distant from them. 

I propose now to see what acts have been per- 
formed in respect to Oregon by different nations; or, 
in other wore, to examine the nature of the dis- 
coveries which have been made, and the establish- 
ments which have been formed in that region, ap- 
plying to them as I proceed the principles I have 
concisely stated. 

The first discoverer of any part of the northwest 
coast of America north of, or in immediate conti- 
guity with, the boundary between us and Mexico, 
was Ferrelo. He was the pilot of Cabrillo, the 
commander of an expedition fitted out in Mexico 
in 1543, fifty-one years after the discovery of San 
Domingo by Columbus. Cabrillo died on the 
voyage, and Ferrelo succeeded to the command. 
He examined the coast from the Santa Barbara 
islands, in latitude 34° to the 43d parallel of lati- 
tude, but the latter part of his voyage was made, 
I believe, without landing, and by a mere inspec- 
tion of the coast from his vessel. In 1535, eight 
years before this exploration was made, posses- 
sion had been taken of California by Fernando 
Cortes, in the name of Spain, and an establish- 


ment had been formed in 24° of north latitude. | 


This establishment was kept up for several years; 
and the Gulf of California to its northern extremi- 
ty, with the western coast as high as 38° north 
latitude, had been explored. These explorations, 
and the establishments formed in carrying them 
on, were all made in pursuance of a settled purpose 
on the part of Spain to extend her dominion over 
the uninhabited territory on the northwestern coast 
of America. The discoveries to which these ex- 
plorations led were therefore not accidental. The 


expeditions were fitted out for the single object re- | 


ferred to. In the prosecution of this design, it is 
true, the most arrogant and absurd pretensions 
were set up by Spain in respect to the exclusive 
navigation of the Pacific; but these must not be 
permitted to prejudice her just claims to portions 
of the continent washed by its waters on the ground 


,* See Vancouver’s Journal, book F, chapter 11. 
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of discovery and occupation, and the declared pur- 
poses she had in view. : 

The next navigator who appeared on the north- 
west coast was Sir Francis Drake. He left Eng- 
land in 1577, on a predatory expedition against the 
dominions of Spain in the Pacific. In 1579, after 
having accomplished his object, and carried devas- 
tation and terror into the unprotected Spanish set- 
ilements on the coast, he landed in 38° north lati- 
tude, in a bay supposed to be that of San Francis- 
co, and passed five weeks in repairing his vessel. 
He took possession of the country, and called it 
New Albion. It is pretended that Sir. Francis 
Drake followed the coast as far north as 489; but 
the best authorities fix the northerly limit of his 
examination, which was a mere inspection from 
his vessel, at 43°, the supposed boundary of Fer- 
relo’s inspection more than a quarter of a century 
before. As the British negotiators have abandon- 
ed Drake’s expedition as a part of the basis of their 
claim, I will not dwell upon it, excepting to add 
that his examinations were accidental; they were 
not made in pursuance of any purpose of explora- 
tion or settlement; they led to the discovery of no 
new territory; and they were not followed up by 
an actual occupation of the soil. For two centu- 
ries no claim to territorial rights that I am aware 
of was set up by Great Britain on the ground of 
Drake’s pretended discoveries. 

The next explorer was the Greek pilot, Juan de 
Fuca, who was sent to the northwest coast in 1592, 
seventeen years after Drake, by the Viceroy of Mex- 
ico, for the purpose of discovering the imaginary 
Strait of Anian, supposed, at that day, to connect 
the north Pacific with the north Atlantic ocean. In 
the prosecution of his voyage he entered an exten- 
sive inlet from the sea, as he supposed, between 
the 47th and 48th parallels of latitude, and sailed 
more than twenty days init. Such is his own ac- 
count as detailed by Michael Lock; and itaccords, 
as well as his descriptions, so nearly with the ac- 
tual nature of the localities, that it is now gene- 
rally conceded to be substantially true; and his 
name is conferred by universal consent on the strait 
between the 48th and 49th parallels of latitude. 
Spain had thus made discoveries on the northwest 
coast before the close of the sixteenth century as 
far north at least as the 48th degree of latitude, and 
the nature of the explorations, from their extent 
and the settled purpose in pursuance of which they 
were made, excludes all claim of discovery by 
others down to that period of time. 

In 1603, Vizeaino, a distinguished naval com- 
mander, under an order from the King of Spain, 
made a careful survey of the coast of California to 
Monterey, in the 37th parallel of latitude; and he 
also explored the coast as far north as the 43d par- 
allel, giving names to several bays and promonto- 
ries as he advanced. During the seventeeth centu- 
ry, at least seven different attempts were made by 
the Spaniards to form establishments in California; 
but from the hostility of the natives, and other 
causes, these attempts failed, so far as any perma- 
nent settlement is concerned, excepting the last, 
which was made in 1697. But, within sixty years 
from this time, sixteen principal establishments 
were formed by the Jesuits on the western coast 
of America, between the Gulf of California and 
Cape Mendocino, one of which was in the bay of 
St. Francisco, near the 38th degree of latitude. 
During the whole period from the landing of Fer- 
nando Cortes in California, and the latter part of 
the eighteenth century, Spain had uniformly as- 
serted her title to the northwest coast of America, 
and had from time to time made efforts not only to 
extend her discoveries there, but to perfect her 
right of empire and domain by permanent estab- 
lishments. 

In 1774, Perez was ordered by the Viceroy of 
Mexico to proceed to 60° north latitude, and ex- 
plore the coast south to Monterey, and to take 
possession, in the name of the King of Spain, of 
the places where he should Jand. He succeeded 
in reaching the 54th parallel, within two-thirds of 
a degree of the northern boundary of the disputed 
territory, whence he returned along the coast to 
Washington’s Island, as it was called by Captain 
Gray, or Queen Charlotte’s Island, as it was after- 
wards named by the British navigators. In lati- 
tude 49° 30’ he entered a capacious bay, where he 


| remained for some time, trading with the natives— 


the same bay, beyond all question, which was four 
years afterwards called King George’s Sound b 
Capt. Cook, and is now known as Nootka Sound, 
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It will be perceived by these details, which I 
have deemed it necessary to state with some par- 
ticularity, that previous to 1778, the year in which 
Captain Cook visited the northwest coast, the Span- 
iards had examined it with great care and persever- 
ance from 37° to 49° 30', They had also exam- | 
ined it from the 54th to the 59th parallels, and vis- 
ited it at intermediate points. And in these explo- 
rations they were wholly without competitors, ex- 
cepting on the part of some Russian navigators, 
who had made discoveries north of the 56th parallel, 
and Drake, who had visited the coast at the 38th. 
During the two centuries which intervened from 
the expedition of Drake to the third voyage of 
Cook, no attempt had been made, nor any design 
indicated on the part of Great Britain, to avail her- 
self of any pretended claim by virtue of the tran- 
sient visit of the former to the coast; while Spain 
constantly asserted her right to it by virtue of pre- 
vious and subsequent discoveries. And in Cali- 
fornia and its neighborhood she had, after repeated 
efforts, succeeded in effecting the permanent occu- 
pation of the country, which was her earnest ob- | 
ject-—an object which no other power during that 
long period had even in contemplation. 

The third voyage of Captain Cook, undertaken | 
in 1777, gave the first indication of a desire on the | 
part of Great Britain to appropriate such parts of 
the northwest coast of America as she considered 
open to settlement, and subject them to her domin- 
ion. He was instructed to take possession in the 
name of the King, of convenient situations in the 

¿countries he might discover that had not been 
already discovered or visited by any other Euro- 
pean power. In 1778 he landed at Nootka Sound, 
in 490 33' north latitude, where he remained nearly 
a month trading with the natives and refitting his 
vessel. I believe this was the only point within 
the territory in dispute at which Captain Cook 
landed; and it is proved by its latitude to be the tį 
same bay which Perez discovered four years be- 
fore, and in which he passed some time, like Cap- 
tain Cook, trading with the natives. The subse- 
quent explorations of the latter were made farther 
north—TI believe he did not sce the coast south of 
§5°—with a view to the discovery of a passage 
between the Pacific and Atlantic oceans, and they | 
have no bearing on the question under discussion. 

The explorations of Captain Cook gave no title 
whatever to Great Britain on the score of discovery 
—the only place where he landed having been pre- 
viously visited by Perez. Besides, if she had 
gained a contingent right of possession by virtue 
of his explorations, she did not proceed to perfect | 
her title by a formal occupancy. The neglect of | 
Great Britain to take actual possession of Nootka | 
Sound, even if she had gained a contingent right by | 
discovery, is conclusive against any claim on her | 
part to a right of property in it. For eight or nine | 

` years the British flag was not once unfurled there | 
as I can learn, although the place had, in the mean | 
time, been visited by navigators of other nations; | 
and it was not until several years later still that it | 

ji 

Í 

i 

| 


was even entered by a public armed vessel of Great 
- Britain; and then not until the Spanish Govern- 
ment had taken formal possession of it. 
in 1787, Berkeley, an Englishman, in the ser- | 
vice of the Austrian East India Company, saw the 
Strait of Juan de Fuca, but without attempting to | 


enter it. In like manner, Meares, a lieutenant in 


i| ing country, to build a house for the accommoda- 


H with Ma 


| guese merchant, and sailing under the flag of Por- 


| Voyages, &e., by Johr Meares, page 114. 


the British navy, though in the service of a Portu- 


tugal, sent a boat afew miles into the straitin 1788, 
having learned from Berkeley that he had re-dis- 
covered it the preceding year. Meares also ex- 
plored the coast in the vicinity of the mouth of the 
Columbia river, and came to the conclusion, to use 
his own language, that ‘no such river as that. of 
St. Roc exists, as laid down in the Spanish charts.’ 
—Voyages, &c., John Meares, esq., page 168. 

As the transactions in which Meares was en- 
gaged, on the northwest coast, are intimately con- 
nected with the claim of Great Britain to a right of 
Joint occupancy in respect to Oregon, I trust it will 
not be deemed superfluous if I examine them some-" 
what in detail. ! 

Before making the explorations above referred 
to, Meares had landed at Nootka Sound, and lefta 
party to build a small vessel. He had, fora trifling | 
consideration, obtained the grant of “a spot of | 
ground” from Maquinna, the king of the surround- 


tion of the party. The occupation was avowedly 
for a temporary purpose; and he had stipulated 
uinna to restore the possession to him, 
when he (Meares) should finally leave the coast.* 
In the autumn of the same year, he left Nootka 
Sound with his vesscls, one of which wintered in 
China, and the two others in the Sandwich islands. 
I should have before observed that he arrived at 
Nootka Sound with two vessels, the Felice and the 
Iphigenia; and the third, the Northwest America, 
was built there during the summer. In the mean- 
time, the Columbia and the Washington, two 
American vessels from Boston, entered the sound 
and passed the winter; and from all the testimony | 
relating to the subject, there is no doubt that the 
lot occupied by Meares was abandoned, or restored |i 
to Maquinna, in pursuance of the agreement be- 
tween them. During all this time, it is to be re- 
collected, Mcares was sailing under the Portu- | 
guese flag; and it is a curious fact, that he carried | 
with him instructions to repel by force any attempt | 
on the part of Russian, Spanish, or English ves- | 
sels, to seize him, or carry him out of his way. | 
He was further instructed, in case he was success- 
ful in capturing his assailant, to send the vessel to | 
China, to be condemned, and the crew to be tried | 
as pirates;} and yet, sir, notwithstanding he was | 
sailing under a foreign flag, with orders to treat his 
Britannic Majesty’s subjects as pirates, in case | 
they molested him, the British Government does not 
scruple to found its title to Oregon on his voyage. 
Though the vessels of Meares sailed under the 
Portuguese flag, and under the name of a Portu- 
guese subject, he asserted, in his memorial, that 
the parties in interest were British merchants. I 
desire to state the whole truth, and therefore I give 
a fact I have not seen noticed.. At page 173 of his 
Voyages, it will he seen that he took possession 
of the Straits of Juan de Fuca, in the name of the 
king of Great Britain, in July, 1788. But inde- 
pendently of the objection to claims founded upon 
the transactions of an individual, who, under the 
most favorable view that can be taken of him, had 
sought the protection of a foreign flag to perpetrate 
frauds on the revenue laws of China, this unau- | 
thorized act of taking possession under such a flag 
was preceded many ycars by similar formalities 
on the part of the Spanish navigators, under ex- | 
press orders from their sovereign. The twofold 
character which Meares united in his person cer- 
tainly gave him manifest advantages, both asa 
trader and a discoverer. He was a Portuguese | 
captain when defrauding the revenue laws of China | 
for the benefit of British subjects, and a British 
lieutenant when encroaching on the territorial | 
rights of Spain, for the benefit of the British sove- | 
reign. 
On the 6th of May, 1789, Martinez, a Spanish 
naval commander, with two public armed vessels, 


i 


entered Nootka Sound, with instructions to assert |) 


* «Maquinna had not only most readily consented to grant 


and maintain the paramount rights of Spain to the 
place, and to the adjacent coasts... ‘The Iphigenia, 
and the Northwest America, two. of Meares’s yes- 
sals had returned. from the Sandwich islands 
sailing under Portuguese colors, and arrive 
Sound on the 20th of. April, sixteen days. before 
Martinez. The Northwest America sailed eight 
days afterwards. on. a trading. voyage, -and. the 
Iphigenia was a short time subsequently. seized -by 
Martinez, on the ground that her instructions were” 
hostile to Spain. She was, however, soon restored, 
and continued to trade under Portuguese: colors—-a 
fact which shows. conclusively that. no claim can 
justly be set up by. Great Britain on the basis of 
the voyage of Meares to Nootka, and his tempo- 
rary establishment there. The Northwest Amer- 
ica’ was also seized, for reasons not directly con- 
nected with any question of sovereignty, and was 
employed for nearly two years in the Spanish 
service. es 

In the month of June, 1789, two vessels, the Ar~ 
gonaut and Princess Royal, sailing under British 
colors, arrived at Nootka, and were seized by.Mar- 
tinez. It is unnecessary to enter into the details 
of this transaction. It is sufficient to say that it 
led to an animated discussion between the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and Spain, in respect to 
their rights in the Pacific, and the western coast of 
America, which, for several months, threatened to 
produce a war between the two countries, but 
which was finally terminated in October; 1790, by 
the treaty of the Escurial, or the Nootka Sound 
convention, as it. is more frequently: denominated 
with us. Before the negotiations were concluded, 
both vessels were voluntarily released. by the Span- 
ish authorities in Mexico. 

As the Nootka Sound convention constitutes an 
essential ingredient in the claim of Great Britain, 
it will be necessary to advert to such of its provis- 
jons as are made the foundation of her title to the 
qualified exercise of sovereignty which she asserts 
over the northwest coast of America, and to con~ 
sider them in connexion with the circumstances — 
under which they were framed. The articles which 
relate particularly to the question under discussion 
are the Ist, 3d, 5th, and 6th. 

The Ist article provides that ‘the buildings and 
‘tracts of land situated on the northwest coast of 
‘the continent of North America, or on the islands 
‘adjacent to that continent, of which the. subjects 
‘ of his Britannic Majesty were dispossessed about 
‘the month of April, 1789, by a Spanish. officer, 
‘shall be restored to the said British, subjects.”’ 

The third article provides, that, ‘in order to 
‘strengthen the bonds of friendship, and. to pre- 
‘serve in. future a perfect harmony and good un- 
‘ derstanding between the two contracting partics, 
‘it is agreed that their respective subjects shall not 
‘be disturbed or molested, either in navigating.or 
‘ carrying on their fisheries in the Pacific ocean, or 
‘in the South seas, or in landing on the coasts of 
‘ those seas in places not already occupied, for the 
‘ purpose of carrying on their commerce with the 
‘natives of the country, or of making settlements 
‘there; the whole, subject, nevertheless, to the re- 
‘strictions specified in the three following arti- 
‘cles, ” 

The 5th article provides that “ as well in the 
‘places which are to be restored to the British 
‘subjects by virtue of the first article, as in all 
‘ other parts of thenorthwestern coast of America, 
‘ or of the islands adjacent, situate to the north of 
‘the parts of the said coast already occupied by 
‘ Spain, wherever the subjects of either of,the two 
‘Powers shall have made settlements since the 
‘month of April, 1789, or shall hereafter make 
‘any, the subjects of the other shall haye free ac- 
‘cess, and shall carry on their trade without any 
‘disturbance or molestation. ’’ g 

The sixth article relates to the. coast of South 


| 


;, America; but it has an importance in containing a 


i definition of the erections which may be made, 
| confining them to such as may serve the purposes 


us æ spot of ground in his territory, whereon a house might 
be built for the accommodation of the people we intended to 
leave there, but had promised us also his assistance in for- 
warding our works, and his protection of the party, who 


{ 
were destined to remain at Nootka during our absence.’ ==- 


“The chief was also requested to show every mark of at- 
tention and friendship to the party we should leave on shore; 
and, as a bribe to secure his attachment, he was promised, 
that when we finally left the coast, he should enter into full 
possession of the house, and all the goods and chattels there- 
unto belonging,’---Id., page 130. 


Appendix to Meares’s Voyages, papers No. 1. 


of fishing; and the provisions of the third article 
| are expressly declared to be subject to the restric- 
‘tions m “the three following articles,” one of 
i which is the sixth. oe 
I now proceed to. state some facts in respect to 
this convention, and to draw from them:-some con- 
‘ clusions at which L have. arrived with some.difi- 
ence. The facts I-shall endeavor to present: with 
fmy-conclusions are 

-erroneous, the better judgment of the Senate will 
| correct them; and -I shall have the consolation of 


l 


| a rigid regard to accuracy. 
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reflecting thatmy errors—if they shall prove such— || 
have led to the discovery of tfith, which Tam sure |; be in the possession of Great Britain. Señor | 


is the great object of every Senator on this floor. 
The first article was practically” inoperative, 


bis Britannic Majésty had-been dispossessed of 
buildings or. tracts ‘of lands in April, 1789, or at 
any other time, bya Spanish officer. In the mes- 
sage of the British king to Parliament, and in the 
earnest discussions between the two countries in 
respect to. the seizure of the British ships, I 
find no mention of such dispossession. When 
Vancouver was sent out, in 1792, to receive pos- 
session of the buildings, &c., to be restored, none 
could be found excepting those erected by the 
Spaniards. No building occupied by British sub- 


jects remained at Nootka in 1789, when Martinez |! 


arrived there; and it was denied by the Indians 


that any tracts of Jand had been ceded to British | 


subjects. In fact, there were no traces of the oc- 
cupancy which the article supposed. The only 
pretence of a cession of territory of which there 
was any evidence, was the right acquired by 
Meares, while acting in the name of a Portuguese 
citizen, and sailing under the flug of Portugal, to 
occupy temporarily a very small lot, which he 
himself admits he had agreed to restore when he 
should leave the coast. 

After a long controversy on this subject between 
Vancouver and Quadra, the Spanish’ commander 
at Nootka, the former departed without receiving 
any restitution of buildings or lands, and the sub- 
ject was referred to their respective Governments. 
fn 1796, Captain Broughton arrived at Nootka, 
and found the place unoccupied. (See his Voy- 
age of Discovery to the North Pacific Ocean, page 
50.) He nowhere ‘states that he was sent out 
with instructions to adjust the difficulty. But he 
says he was informed, by letters left with Maquin- 
na, the Indian king, that “the Spaniards‘had de- 
livered up the port of Nootka, &c., to Licutenant 


Pierce, of the marines, agreeably to the mode of | 
restitution, settled between the two Courts. But | 
‘She ouly Í 
authority relied on to show such a restitution, is | 


there is no proof of such restitution. 
one recently produced by ‘the London Times. I 
allude to,De Koch, vol. I, page 126. Ele says: 
< The execution of the convention of the 28th 
* October, 1790, [the Nootka convention] expe- 
‘rienced some difficulties which delayed it till 
1795.. They were terminated the 23d of March 
‘of that year, on the. spot itself, by the Spanish 
« Brigadier Alavaand the English Lieutenant Poara, 
“who exchanged declarations in the bay of Noot- 
‘ka; after which the Spanish fort was destroyed, 


< the Spaniards embarked, and the English flag | 


‘was ponten there in sign of possession.’”* 
De Koch has the reputation of being accurate; 


but there is certainly one error in his statement. 
There was no such name as Poara in the British 
Registers of that year. He doubtless meant Pierce. 

In. opposition to this testimony of a foreign 
writer, we have the assertion, twice repeated, of 
the British historian, Belsham, that the Spanish 
flag at Nootka was never struck, and that the place 


was virtually relinquished by Great Britain.j If 


* See Histoire Abrégée des Traités de Paix, &c. par M. 
ae Koch, continué, &e. par F. Schoell. 

« Lexecution: de la convention du 28 Octobre, 1799, 
eprotiva, au reste, des ditficultes qui la retarderent jusqu'en 
1795... Elles furent terminees le 23 Mars de cette annee, sur 
les Henx memes, par le- Brigadier Espagnol Alava, et le Lieu- 
tenant Angiois Poara, qui echangcrent des declarations dans 
le golfe de Nootka meme; apres que le fort Espagnol fut 
rose, etes Espagnols embarquerent, et le pavilion Anglais y fut 
plante en signe de possession.” 

4“ It is certain, nevertheless, from the most authentic 
subsequent infotmation; that the Spanish flag flying at the 
fort and--settlement of Nootka was never struck, and that 
the whole territory has been virtually relinquished by Great 
Britaina. measure, however politically expedient, which 
involves’ in it a severe reflection upon the Minister who 
could permit so insidious an encroachment upon the ancient 
and acknowledged rights:of the Crown of Spain? —Bel- 
sham’s History of Great Britain, vol. 8; page 33738, 

« But though England, at the expense of three millions, 
extorted from the Spaniards. a promise of restoration and 
reparation, it is well ascertained, first, that the settlement in 
gtlestion never was restored by Spain, nor the Spanish flag 
at Nootka.ever struck ; and secondly, that no sctticment has 
even. been subsequently attempted by England on the Cali- 
fornian coast. The claim of right set up by the Court of 
London, it is therefore plain, has been virtually abandoned, 
notwithstanding tie menacing tone in which the negotiation 
was conducted by ihe British administration, who cannot 
escape some censure for encouraging those vexatious en- 
eroachments on the territorial rights of Spain.’*—Belsham’s 
History of Great Britain, vol. 8, Appendix, page 40, 4. ` 


T y s A | sion, reserving the rights of sovereignty which 
from a total inisapprehension of the facts which it |; Spain had. There may have been a restitution 
supposed. "here is no evidence that subjects of || with such reservation; but if there is any evidence 


ae ; i 
any restitution was ever made, the evidence must | 


| Quadra, in 1799, offered to give Vancouver posses- 
| 


| of a restitution, why has it not been produced by 
ithe British negotiators, or at least referred to? 
| Where are the declarations mentioned by De Koch 
jas having been exchanged? Why has the evi | 
! dence never been produced? Probably because, if | 
there is any such evidence, it must prove a condi- 

tional and not an absolute surrender—such a sur- | 
render as she is unwilling to show—a surrender | 
reserving to Spain her rights of sovereignty. If; 
| there was a restitution, and she possesses the evi- | 
: dence of it, she probably secretes it, as she secreted | 
the map of the northeastern territory with the red 
line, because it would have been a witness against 
her. When Vancouver went out in 1792, he car 

ried an order from the Spanish Government to the 
commander at the port of St. Lawrence (Nootka) | 
to restore the buildings and districts or parcels of | 
land which were ‘ occupied” by the subjects of | 
Great Britain at Nootka and Port Cox, and ofl 
‘which the English subjects were dispossessed.” | 
Quadra refused to execute it. No occupation—no | 
dispossession was proved. The treaty did not 
name Nootka or Port Cox. Quadra considered, 
doubtless, the occupation and dispossession as facts 
; to he proved. The execution of the treaty, though 
| absolute in its terms, depended ou a contingency 
assumed to have happened—a contingency to be 
shown. Jn the absence of any such proof, we have 
a right to insist on the evidence of a restitution, 
full, formal, unconditional, absolute. Broughton, 
in 1796, says the restitution was made agreeably 
to the mode “settled between the two Courts.” 
: This was a mode settied on the reference of the 


| 
I 
i 
! 


Quadra to surrender Nootka to Vancouver. 
couver, in his Journal, vol. 6, page 118, says that 
onthe 12th September, 1794, Señor Alava told him 


their respective Courts © nearly on the terms? which 
he (Vancouver) had repeatedly offer 


shows that there was a new agreement between 
i the Courts. What was the agreement? We have 
aright to call for its production. 

Such was the practical execution of the first arti- 
cle of the Nootka Sound convention. 
undeniable. Great Britain never occupied Nootka. 
From 1796 to the present day no attempt has been 
made to reoceupy it by civilized men. Captain 
Belcher, a British naval officer, visited the place in 
1837, while making a voyage round the world, In 
his narrative, page 113, vol. 1, he says: 

« No vestige remains of the settlement noticed 
‘by Vancouver, nor could T discern on the site of 
| € the Spanish battery the slightest trace of stones 
| ‘employed for building. The chiefs pointed out 
‘ where their houses stood, and where the potatoes 
t grew, but not a trace remains of a European.” 

The third article, besides stipulating for an un- 
molested enjoyment of the right of navigating and 
fishing in the Pacific and South seas and landing 
on the coast, conceded in express terms to the sub- 
jects of both nations the right to form settlements 
in places not already occupied; but this right was 
subject to the restrictions of the three following 
articles, one of which was to limit its exercise to 
j the parts of the coast, or the islands adjacent, | 

north of the parts already occupied by Spain. It | 
had, by the terms of the compaet, no application | 
whatever to parts of the coast of North America | 
south of the places occupied by Spain at the time | 
the treaty was made. ‘The important question | 
arises, what was the most northern point occupied | 
by Spain in 1790? This became a matter of dis- | 


u 


agreement between the Spanish and British author- | 
ities at a very early day after the Nootka Sound 
convention was formed. Vancouver claimed not | 


Cox, south of it; and he insisted, to use his own | 
phraseology, that “the northernmost spot on the | 
t Pacific coast of America, occupied by the Span- 
< iards previous to the month of May, 1789, was 
t the Presidio of San Francisco, in latitude 37° 48°.” 
Now, it will be observed that an attempt was made 
to give to the Nootka Sound convention a con- 
struction wholly unwarranted by its terms. Van- 


subject to the two Governments after the refusal of |} 
Van- ! 


at Monterey that the matter had been adjusted by ; š 
h |} commander refused to make a formal and absolute 
i z ed to Quadra. | 
‘Even this statement, coming from Vancouver, | J i 0 g 
‘| peached, that the Spaniards were in the occupation 


One factis | 


i; sisted on by Quadra in his negotiation with 


only the whole of Nootka Sound, but also Port |! 


i 


; 
) 
i 
t 


couver endeavored to fix the month of April, 1789, 
as the time when the question of the most northern 


occupation of Spain was to be settled. The lan- 
gnage of the convention, in respect to the right of 
forming settlements, is, “ north of the parts of the 
said coast already occupied by Spain,” fixing the 
time, according to every just rule of consiruction, 
at the date of the treaty, the 28th of October, 1790. 
This construction is strengthened by the fact, that 
a subsequent article concedes the right of forming 
temporary establishments on the coast of South 
| America, south of parts “already occupied’? by 
Spain, and referring indisputably to the date ofthe 
treaty. The words “already occupied” are the 
same in both articles, and they must be considered 
as referring to the same period of time. 

‘The question then recurs, what was the most 
| northerly point occupied by Spain in October, 1790, 
at the conclusion of the treaty ? 

Martinez, as has been seen, took possession of 
i Nootka Sound on the 6th of May, 1789; and ime 
į mediately landed materials and cannon for build- 
ing and arming a fort on a small island, at the en- 
trance of Friendly Cove. In November he return- 
ed to St. Blas, and in the spring of 1790 Captain 
Elisa took his place. A permanent establishment 
was formed, vessels were sent out on exploring 
| expeditions; and, during the negotiations between 
| Vancouver and Quadra in 1792, the Spaniards 
were in possession of houses and cultivated lands, 
Vancouver again found them in possession in 1793, 
under Señor Fidalgo, and in 1794, under Señor 
Suavadra, and the post was maintained without in- 
terruption until 1795.* By turning to page 336, 
| volume 2, of Vancouver’s Journal, a view of the 
Spanish establishment at Friendly Cove, on Noot- 
ka Sound, will be seen, from a sketch taken on 
the spot by one of Vancouver’s party, in Septem- 
ber or October, 1792, and it exhibits ten roofed 
buildings, with several enclosures of cultivated 
land. It also exhibits, totally distinct from these 
lands and buildings, a cove adjoining, and a refer- 
ence to it, stating that it includes “ the territories 
which, in September, 1792, were offered by Spain 
to be ceded to Great Britain.” This was the site 
of the hut oceupied by Meares, and the Spanish 


surrender to Great Britain of any other land. 
Thus it is established, by proof not to be im- 


of a post at Nootka Sound in 1790, when the con- 
vention was negotiated and concluded; and I sub- 
mit, therefore, whether this must not be regarded 
as the southern limit of the region, within which 
the right of forming settlements, recognised or con- 
ceded by the convention, was to be exercised. 
This point was strenuously and perseveringly in- 
an- 
couver, and with obvious justice. To use Van- 
couver’s own language, page 342, 2d volume of 
i his Journal, Quadra observed that ‘ Nootka ought 
‘| < to be the last or most northwardly Spanish set- 
i] “tlement; that there the dividing line should be 
i} fixed, and that from thence to the northward 
‘should be free for entrance, use, and commerce 
“to both parties, conformably with the fifth article 
‘of the convention; that establishments should not 
‘be formed without permission of the respective 
‘Courts, and that the English should not pass to 
‘the south of Fuca.” Such was Quadra’s con- 
| struction of the treaty;and he uniformly refused to 
make any formal surrender of territory or build- 
ings, excepting the small cove referred to. Noot- 
ka Sound is midway between the 49th and 50th 
parallels of latitude; and south of this point, if 
Quadra’s position was well taken, Great Britain 
could claim no right by virtue of the convention, 
though it were still in force. 


| 
| 
f 


! quaint Señor Fidalgo of our arrival, and that I would salute 


li the fort if he would make an equal return; this was accord- 


ingly done with eleven guns.”—Vancouver’s Journal, vol. 
3, page 422. 

Vancouver arrived at Nootka Sound on the 5th of Oeto- 
ber, 1793, and, to use his own words, “the usual ceremonies 
of salutes, and other formalities, having passed, accompanied 
by Mr. Puget, I waited on Señor Saavadra, the commander 
of the post.?*—Vol. 4, page 289. 

Vancouver arrived at Nootka Sound on the 24 September, 
1794, and found Brigadier General Alava in command. He 
left without resuming the negotiation which he had com- 
menced with Quadra, in 1792. On the 12th November, 1794, 
he was informed by General Alava, at Monterey, where they 
met, that instructions had been sent to adjust the matter in 
an amicable way, and nearly on the terms which he (Van- 
couver) had repeatedly offered to Señor Quadra in Septem- 
ber, 1792. But of this, as has been scen, there is no satis- 
factory evidence.—See Gih volume, page 118. 


| 
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That Great Britain would have had the right, 
under the convention, at any time during its con- 
tinuance, to form a temporary establishment on 
any part of the northwest coast, north of the Span- 
ish post at Nootka, will not be disputed; though it 
would have been subject to the right of free access 
and trade reserved to the subjects of Spain. But 
she neglected to assert her right. She formed no 
settlements in pursuance of the convention; and, in 
1796, Spain, by declaring war against her, put an 
end to the treaty, agreeably to the acknowledged 
principle of international law, that the permanence 
of treaty stipulations can only be secured by ex- 
press agreement, and that without such an agree- 
ment they cease to be binding on the occurrence 
of hostilities between the contracting parties, unless 
there is something in the nature of the questions 
settled which is, of necessity, permanent and final. 
Having failed, then, to make any settlement on the 
coast from 1790 to 1796, all rights conceded by the 
convention ceased with the declaration of ‘war, 
by which it was terminated. From that time forth, 
Great Britain stood in precisely the same relation 
to Spain as though the convention had never been 
formed; and in order to establish any claim she | 
may advance to territorial rights on the northwest | 
coast, she must resort to those general rules found- 
ed. upon discovery and occupation which were | 
briefly adverted to at the commencement of my re- 
marks. é 

I will not discuss the question whether the trea- 
ty of the Escurial was revived by the treaty of 
Madrid, in 1814. I consider it put at rest by the | 
able argument of the American negotiator, Mr. || 
Buchanan. i 

Let me now revert to the progress of discovery | 
and exploration, which I was briefly sketching, and |! 
which was interrupted by the events of the Nootka | 
Sound controversy. 

In 1789, the American sloop Washington, com- || 
manded by Captain Gray, who afterwards discov- 
ered the Columbia river, entered and sailed fifty 
miles in the Strait of Juan de Fuca. Meares, in 
his narrative, describes a voyage by the Washing- 
ton entirely through the Strait to the north of the 
islands of Quadra and Vancouver, and thence into 
the Pacific. If such a voyage was ever made, it 
must have been under Captain Kendrick, who was, 
at another period, in the command of that vessel; | 
for Gray, when he met Vancouver in 1792, said it | 
was not made by him. But, be this as it may, it is | 
certain that the Washington was the first vessel 
which penetrated the strait beyond its mouth after 
its discovery by De Fuca. A subsequent exami- 
nation was made in 1790, as high as 50°, by order 
of the Spanish commander at Nootka Sound; so 
that its shores were well known in their general 
Outlines before the examinations made by Van- 
couver two years afterwards. 

In 1792, Vancouver arrived on the northwest || 
coast, with instructions to examine and survey 
the whole shore of the Pacific from the 35th to the 
60th parallel of latitude, and particularly to exam- 
ine “the supposed Strait of Juan de Fuca,” 
“through which the sloop Washington is report 
ed to have passed in 1789, and to have come ou 
again to the northward of Nootka.” He passed the 
mouth of the Columbia river, which he considered 
as an opening undeserving of “ more attention,” 
and came to the conclusion that, between the 40th 
and 48th parallels of latitude the rivers which had 
been described “were reduced” (I use his own | 
words) ‘* to brooks insufficient for our vessels to 
navigate, or to bays inapplicable, as harbors, for 
refitting.” On the 29th of April, he met Captain 
Gray, in the ship Columbia, from Boston, and was 

informed by him that he had “ been off the mouth 
of a river in the latitude of 46° 10', where the out- 
set or reflux was so great as to prevent his entering 
for nine days.” And Vancouver adds: This was 
probably the opening passed by us on the fore- 
noon of the 27th, and was apparently inaccessible, | 
not from the current, but from the breakers that | 
extended across it.’’—Vol. 2, page 43. Notwith- | 
standing this communication by Gray, Vancouver, | 
relying on his own examinations, still remained | 
of the opinion (and he so records it) that, “ if any | 


| 
| 
i 
| 


inlet or river should be found, it must be a very in- |! 


tricate one, and inaccessible to vessels of our bur- | 
den, owing to the reefs, broken water,” &c.; and'| 
he concludes that he was “ thoroughly convinced” ji 


|| Gray discovered Bulfinch’s harbor, between the 


|| rob Captain Gray of the merit of discovering the 


‘been the first person who entered the river and 


‘| deny, on the strength of his own personal exam- 


į the mouth of the Columbia with the aid of Gray’s 


jin fact, a report made by Broughton, the com- 
j mander of the party, as may be seen by reference 


i the promontory of Classet,’’ the entrance of the 
Strait of Fuca.—Vol. 2, pages 58.and 59. 
Only eight days after parting with Vancouver, 


mouth of the Columbia and the Strait of Fuca, and 
remained three daysinit. On the 11th of May, 1792, 
the day after he left Bulfinch’s harbor, he saw, to use 
his own words, “the entrance of our desired port,” 
and ina few hours was anchored in ‘a Jarge river 
of fresh water, as he terms it, to which he gave 
the name of the Columbia. He remained in the 
river nine days, and sailed, as he states, more 
than twenty miles up the channel from the bar at 
its entrance. Thus was verified the conjecture of 
Heceta, who, seventeen years before, saw an 
opening in the coast, which on the Spanish maps 
was called the river St. Roc. Meares and Van- 
couver had asserted, in the most positive manner, 
their conviction that no such river existed; yet 
when the fact was clearly ascertained by Captain 
Gray, who had given copies of his charts to Quad- 
ra, the Spanish commander at Nootka, Vancouver, 
having procured copies from the latter, sent Lieu- 
tenant Brosaiten to examine the river, and take 
formal possession of it. Broughton not only per- 
formed both these services, but for, the purpose of 
earning for himself the reputation of a discoverer, 
he labored, in his account of his expedition, to 
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river, by the unworthy device of drawing a dis- 
tinction between the bay in which it debouches 
and the upper part of the stream. Publie opinion 
has rejected this unmanly attempt; and Captain 
Gray is admitted by all fair-minded men to have 


solved the doubt which had long prevailed with 
regard to its existence, while Vancouver, twelve 
days before the discovery, had not hesitated to 


ination, made “under the most favorable cir- 
cumstances of wind and weather,” to use his own 
language, that no such great river existed, This 
attempt on the part of Broughton is the more 
unmanly, from the fact that he actually entered 


chart. I am disposed to acquit Vancouver, in a 
great degree, from all participation in the odium of 
this act. The account of the examination of the 
Columbia by Broughton, contained in Vancouver’s 
Journal, though in the language of the latter, is, 


to the Journal, volume 3, page 85. Vancouver 
more than once recognises Gray distinctly as the 
discoverer of the Columbia. At page 388, volume 
2, he expresses the hope that he may be able, in 
his route to the southward, to ‘t re-examine the 
coast of New Albion, and particularly a river and 
a harbor discovered by Mr. Gray, in the Colum- 
bia, between the 46th and 47th degrees of north lat- 
itude, of which Sefior Quadra had favored me with 
asketch.’? At page 393, same volume, he a 
he directed that “Mr. Whidbey, taking one of the 
Discovery’s boats, should proceed in the Dedalus 


latitude 46° 53’, whilst the Chatham and Discov- 
cry explored the river Mr. Gray had discovered in 
the latitude of 46° 10.” 

The explorations of Vancouver, though they re- 
sulted in a minute and critical examination of the 
shores of the Strait of Fura, led to the discovery 
of no new territory; and it is a singular fact, that 
while this naval officer of Great Britain, himself 


means of making scientific investigations, was pur- 
suing the examinations which were the great pur- 
pose of his expedition, Captain Gray, in a trading 
vessel, and in the prosecution of commercial ob- 
jects alone, discovered the only two important 
openings, the Columbia river and Bulfinch’s har- 
bor, on the northwest coast, from the 40th to the 
48th parallel of latitude, where Vancouver, after 
the most critical survey, had discovered none. 

It is indeed an extraordinary circumstance that 
the existence of all the great inlets in the coast, to 


to examine Gray’s harbor, said to be situated in | 


an accomplished navigator, furnished with all the į 


ited it,) the southern. cape at: the entrance. of: the 
Strait of Juan de Fuca, was in full view, and but: 
a few miles. distant.. Hear what. be says in rela- 
tion to the strait: f Tetani 

“ Jt is in this very latitude where we now were 
‘ that geographers have:placed the pretended Strait 
‘of Juan de Fuca. But we saw. nothing like its 
¢ nor is there , the. least. probability that any. such 
‘thing ever existed. °—Cook’s Third Voyages vol. 
Qyp. 263. Eo 5 

Now, however, Great Britain claims. the whole 
strait. and the adjoining country by. Vancouver’s 
discovery, though: he. himself admits (as we shall 
į see) that the Spaniards had surveyed and mapped 
a portion of it before he arrived on the northwest 
coast. ; i; 

In the letter of the British Plenipotentiary, Mr. 
Pakenham, of the 29th of July last, the following 
passage will be found at page 67, documents ac- 
companying the President’s Message: 

« In 1792, Vancouver, who had been sent from - 
‘England to witness the fulfilment of: the above- 
‘mentioned engagement, [the restitution. of build~ 
‘ings, &c., at Nootka, which, as has already, been 
‘scen, were not to be found,] and to effect a survey 
‘of the northwest coast, departing from Nootka . 
‘Sound entered the Straits of Fuca; and. after 
tan accurate survey of the coasts and inlets on 
‘both sides, discovered a passage northwards into 
‘the Pacific, by which he returned to Nootka, 
‘having thus cireumnavigated the island. which 
‘now bears his name... And here we have, as far 
‘as relates to Vancouver's island, as complete a 
t case of discovery, exploration, and settlement, as 
| © can well be presented, giving to Great Britain, in 
“any arrangement that may be made with regard 
‘to the territory in dispute, the strongest possible 
‘claim to the exclusive possession of the island.’? 

To repel this assumption, the grounds of which 
the distinguished British Plenipotentiary appears 
not to have sufficiently investigated, Mr. Buchanan 
briefly referred to previous examinations by the 
Spaniards. I now proceed to, show, by Vancouver 
himself, thatthe assumption is entirely unsustained 
| by the facts, > 

In the first place, let me correct an error into 
which My. Pakenham has fallen at the outset, in 
saying that Vancouver, ‘ departing from Nootka 
Sound,” surveyed the Straits of Fuca, circumnavi- 
gated the island. which bears his name, and then 
returned to Nootka. Sir, Vancouver had. never 
seen Nootka Sound when he surveyed the Straits 
of Fuca. He entered the straits on the 29ih of 
April, the evening of the day he met Captain Gray, 
and proceeded immediately to survey them,as may, 
be seen by his Journal, vol. 2, pages 40. and 52. 
| He arrived at Nootka for the first time on the 28th 
of August, four months afterwards—page 334, ` 
same volume. This correction is only important 
| as repelling the inference which might have been 
drawn from the fact, if it had been as stated by 
Mr. Pakenham, that Vancouver had been previ- 
ously established at Nootka, and had departed 
from it, as from a regular station, on a voyage of 
exploration to the Straits of Fuca. 

But there are ‘more important crrors to be cor- 
| rected. 

While Vancouver was surveying the Strait of 
| Fuca, and the extensive inland waters connected 

| with it, Galiano and Valdes, two Spanish officers, 

| sent out from Nootka Sound, were engaged in the 

| same service. The two parties met on the 22d of 
June, about the middle of the strait, near Point 
|| Grey, above Frazer’s river, and proceeded to- 
ii gether northerly, uniting their labors, and sur- 
| veying its shores to a point near the extremity of 

the island of Quadra and Vancouver, between.the ~ 
50th and the 51st degree of north latitude, where 
they separated. And here I desire to call the special 
‘ attention of the Senate to the Journal of Vancouver, 
who states that Señor Galiano, who spoke a little 
English, informed him * that they had arrived at 
Nootka on the 11th of April, from whence they had 
sailed on the 5th of this month,” (June,) “in order 
to complete the examination of this inlet, which: 


| 


which Great Britain now lays claim on the ground 
of discovery, was strenuously denied by the navi- 
gators in her public service, until those inlets were 
discovered and made known by others. We have 


| seen what Vancouver said in relation to the coast 


between the 40th and 48th parallels of latitude. On 


that he could “ not possibly have passed any cape, |} 
navigable opening, harbor, or place of security for || 
shipping on this coast, from Cape Mendocino to || 


the 29d of March, 1778, Captain Cook was in lati- 
tude 480 15’, inspecting the coast. The promonto- 
ry of Classet, (or Cape Flattery, as he 


had, in the preceding year, been partly. surveyed 
by some Spanish officers; whose chart: they. pro- 
duced.” Observe, sir, the inlet’ (i e: the Strait 
of Fuca,) about latitude 50°, partly surveyed and 
mapped a year before Vancouver came on the 
coast. Vancouver then continues, (p 210, 7. 2:) 
“ T cannot avoid acknowledging that, onthis oc- 
|£ casion, I experienced no small degree of mortifi- 
‘ cation, in finding: the external shores of. the gulf 
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‘had-been visited, and already examined a few 
‘ miles ‘beyond where my researches during the 
‘excursion had extended, making the land I had 
* been in doubt about, an island; continuing nearly 
‘in the same direction about four leagues further | 
‘than had been seen by us; and by the Spaniards 
“named Favida, [Feveda.}”” 

By turning back to page 204, vol. 2, it will ap- 
pear that Vancouver’s examination terminated at 
50° 6! north latitude: so that the Spaniards, before 
his:arrival, by his own acknowledgment, had ex- 
amined the Strait of Fuca to a point north of that 
parallel, and. by ‘turning to page 249, vol. 2, it will 

e seen that, on parting with Señor Galiano, the 
latter furnished him with ‘<a copy of his survey 

and other particulars relative to the inlet of the 
sea, which contained also that part of the neigh- 
boring coast extending northwestward from the 
Straits of De Fuca, beyond Nootka, to the latitude 
of 50° 3’, longitude 232° 48'.” 

_ What, then, becomes of this complete ‘ case of 
discovery, exploration, and settlement,” in respect 
to Quadra and Vancouver’s Island, and the Strait 
of Fuca? It is proved by Vancouver himself 
that the Spaniards had partially surveyed and 
mapped the shores of the straitas high as 50° a 
year before he arrived on the coast. And if we 
turn to his Journal, vol. 2, page 339, it will be seen 
that Galiano and Valdes arrived at Nootka on the 
Ist of September, three days after him, by a 
* route through Queen Charlotte’s Sound,” round 
the northern point of the island, “ to the southward 
of that which we had navigated,” and of course 
following its shores more closely than he. “ The 
strongest possible claim to the exclusive posses- 
sion of the island,” to use Mr. Pakenham’s lan- 
guage, isnot, therefore, as he asserts, in Great 
Britain; but, as shown by Vancouver himself, it 
was in Spain then, and is in us now. 

But, sir, I have a word to say in relation to the 
whole subject of Vancouver’s exploration. 

It would seem that the Spaniards, in the autumn 
of 1793, had become distrustful of Vancouver's 
objects in the survey of the northwest coast. At 
the bay of St. Francisco, although he had every- 
where before been treated with a civility by the 
Spaniards, for which his Journal abounded in ex- 
pressions of gratitude, he was subjected to restric- 
tions, which he denominates “ unexpected, ungra- 
cious, and degrading.” On his arrival at Mon- 
terey on the Ist of November, the Spanish com- 
mander, Arrillaga, declined holding any verbal 
communication with him, but addressed to him 
questions in writing as to the objects of his voyage; 
to which Vancouver promptly replied— 

“ That the voyage in which we were engaged 
t was for the general use and benefit of mankind, 
‘and that, under these circumstances, we ought 
‘rather to be considered as laboring for the good 
‘ofthe world in general, than for the advantage of | 
‘any particular sovereign, and that the Court of 
‘Spain would be. more early informed, and as 
‘much benefited by. my labors, as the kingdom of 
‘Great Britain.’’—Vol. 4, p. 309. 

Here is the confession of Vancouver himself, 
that there was. no intention of interfering with the 
territorial rights of Spain, and that no special ad- 
vantages. were sought for by Great Britain. It is 
the highestevidence, the evidence of cotempora- 
neous exposition, against the claims of the British 
Plenipotentiary, and it demolishes the whole fabric 
of the British title, so far as it is built on Van- 
couver’s explorations. 

While on this part of the subject, I desire also 
to call the attention of the Senate to the manner in 
which the Oregon question has been discussed in 
the British Parliament by some of the most distin- 
guished members of both branches of that body. į 
I wish to doso, for the purpose of correcting great 
inaccuracies, and also for the purpose of showing 
how imperfectly the subject appears to be under- | 
stood by those who, from. their elevated positions, 
are ünder thé strongest moral obligations to pos- | 
sess themselves of the truth, in order that the pub- 
lic mind of Great Britain may not be misled and 
inflamed on their high authority. i 

In the House of Lords, on the 4th of April last, 
immediately. after the reception of the President’s 
inaugural speech, the subject was brought forward 
by the Earl of Clarendon, not in the usual form of | 


a call on her Majesty’s Ministers for information, | 
but iù pursuance ofa notice which he had given | 


on the preceding day of his design to invite the 


i 
ł 
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attention of the House to the question. In the 


course of his remarks, he undertook to give a 
sketch of the claims of Great Britain and the Uni- 
ted States to the territory of Oregon. I shall, in 
respect to the former, quote his own words from 
the London Times, a source to which we may 
confidently look for an accurate report of his lord- 
ship’s remarks. I shall confine myself strictly to 
the question of title in all I have to say in refer- 
ence to these debates, avoiding carefully all allu- 
sion to the offensive language with which they 
were in some instances connected: 

t In the first place, my Lords, if priority of dis- 
‘covery could constitute title, our claim would 
‘be unquestionable; for Sir Francis Drake, when 
‘he first visited that country in 1558, found all the 
‘land unappropriated, and took possession of it, 
“giving it the title of New Albion. I donot mean 
‘to say that this constitutes a claim; but owing, 
‘subsequently, to a seizure of British vessels at 
‘Nootka, and to a dispute which arose in conse- 
“quence, it was arranged by the treaty of the Es- 
‘curial that the subjects of the contracting parties 
“should not be molested in fishing and making 
‘settlements in parts not hitherto occupied. In 
< 1792, the country adjacent to the Columbia river 
‘was taken possession of by Cook, and was ex- 
‘plored in 1813 by the Northwestern Company, 
“now called the Hudson Bay Company, who es- 
‘tablished themselves in Port St. George, under 
‘the government of British laws, continuing to 
‘the present day, and being the first establish- 
‘ment in that country of a lawful and national 
‘character, and recognised as such by foreign 
t States.” 

In the paragraph I have read, there are nume- 
rous errors in the statement of facts, and I must 
ask the indulgence of the Senate while I point 
some of them out. 

1. Sir Francis Drake arrived on the northwest 
coast of America in 1579, and not in 1558, as sta- 
ted by Lord Clarendon, making a difference of 
twenty-one yews in point of time. Ifthis error of 
date, which may possibly he typographical, were 
the only one, I should not have troubled the Senate 
with any reference to it. But there ave graver 
misapprehensions in this statement. It will be 
seen, that though Lord Clarendon does not ven- 
ture to refer to Sir Francis Drake’s visit to the 
northwest coast as constituting a title of itself, he 
presents it as evidence of ‘* priority of discovery.” 
Sir, that navigator can, in no just sense, be said to 
have visited the disputed territory of which Lord 
Clarendon was speaking. The territory commences 
at the 42d parallel of latitude, and runs north to 
54° 40'. Sir Francis Drake landed at 38°. He 
sailed along the coast north of this parallel, accord- 
ing to the best authorities only as high as 43°. 
Nor can his visit, in any just sense, be regarded 
asa discovery. The bay of St. Francisco, where 
he landed, was previously known. The country 
had been seen thirty years before as high as the 
43d parallel by Ferrelo, who was sent out by the 
Viceroy of Mexico, for the express purpose of cx- 
ploring and extending the dominion of Spain over 
it; and it was taken possession of at or near the 
very point where Drake landed, and at various 
others, long before the Government of Great Brit- 
ain claimed any right of possession, growing out 
of this pretended discovery, and the visits of her 
navigators to the northwest coast. 

Besides, Drake’s expedition was in the nature 
of a piratical enterprise, and not an enterprise of 
legitimate warfare. England and Spain were at 
peace. Itis true, the two sovereigns, Elizabeth 
and Philip, were engaged in secret plots against 
each other—the former by fomenting disturbances 
in the Low Countries, and the latter by setting on 
foot rebellions in Ireland; but it was several years 
before these intrigues broke out into the open hos- 
tility, of which the chief incident was the destruc- 
tion of the invincible Armada. (Sir, the con- 
tradiction of terms is the work of history, not 
mine.) Yet Elizabeth, after Drake’s return to 
England, on the application of the Spanish ambas- 
sador complaining of his piracies, restored a por- 
tion of the booty he had taken, and by this resti- 
tution admitted the unlawfulness of his expedition. 
It is only necessary to look into Hume to see in 
what light it has,always been viewed by the eye 
of legitimate history. Sir, it should need some 
boldness, one would think, to set up a claim even 
to *“ priority of discovery”’ on the basis of a trans- 
action like this. 

2. Lord Clarendon states that the country adja- 


cent to the Columbia river was taken possession of 
in 1792 by Captain Cook. Sir, Captain Cook never 

saw the Columbia river, or landed in the immedi- 

ately-adjacent country. His visit was to Nootka 

Sound, on the island of Quadra and Vancouver, | 
separated from the continent by the Strait of Fuca. 

His voyage is referred by Lord Clarendon to the 

year 1792. It was, in fact, made in 1778, fourteen 

years before the Columbia river was entered or 

even certainly known to exist. Ten years after 

Cook’s voyage to the coast, Meares, on whose eX- 

plorations the British Government partially rests 

its title, reported he could say with certainty, no 

such river as the St. Roc (the Columbia) existed. 

Four years later still, Vancouver, after a most 
careful examination of the coast, came to the same 
conclusion, as we have seen. Sir, Lord Claren- 
don evidently confounded the voyage of Cook with 
that of Vancouver, without an accurate reference 
to either. 

3. It is equally erroneous to say, that the North- 
west Company explored the country in 1813, and 
established themselves in Port St. George. Ex- 
plorations had been made, first by Lewisand Clarke, 
military officers in the service of the United States, 
and then by Thompson and others, in the service 
of the British and American Fur companies. But 
no particular explorations, I believe, were made 
in the year referred to, The stock and property 
of the American Company at Astoria were sold to 
the Northwest Company in that year; but the 
place was restored to the United States in 1818, 
and no attempt was made by the Government of 
Great Britain to extend its laws over any part of 
the territory until 1821, eight years after the time 
at which Lord Clarendon represents Astoria às 
being under the government of British laws, hav- 
ing the character of a national establishment of 
Great Britain, and recognised as such by foreign 
nations. Sir, it has never possessed such a nation- 
al character, or been so recognised. If his lord- 
ship had taken the trouble to look at the statement 
of the British commissioners, (Messrs. Wuskisson 
and Addington,) in 1826, he would have found 
they distinetly denied that it was a ‘ national pos- 
session” or a “military post” in the hands of the 
Americans; and they endeavored to show by ar- 
gument that it was not such in the hands of the 
Northwest Company after its purchase. Its res- 
toration to us in 1818 is incompatible with the as- 
sumption that it has such a national character now. 
The assumption is equally inconsistent with the 
conditions of the treaties between Great Britain 
and the United States, which virtually preclude 
such an exclusive exercise of sovereignty on her 
part as to give any establishments made by her 
subjects a character of nationality. Nay, sir, it 
ig inconsistent with the claims of Great Britain 
herself, whose commissianers, in 1826, expressly 
renounced all pretensions to a right of exclusive 
sovereignty over any portion of the Oregon terri- 
tory. It is difficult to fancy a paragraph of as 
many words so replete with error as the one on 
which Iam commenting. . 

I regret to say that the subject was presented to 
the House of Commons with, if possible, still 
greater misrepresentations, and from an equally 
distinguished source; though I might not have felt 
myself called on to notice them, but for their con- 
nexion with the incidents I have been examining, 
| and particularly the question of title. 

The subject was introduced into the House of 
Commons by Lord John Russell, much in the 
| same manner as it was presented to the House of 
Lords—not in the shape of a call for information, 
but in the nature of a protest against some of the 
positions taken by the President in his Inaugural 
speech. This gentleman is a distinguished mem- 
ber of the Whig party, a member of a former Min- 
istry, and was recently called on by her Majesty 
to form another, but did not succeed. I will now 
read to the Senate that part of his lordship’s re- 
marks which relates to the discovery of the Co- 
lumbia river, one of the principal historical facts 
on which the United States rest their claim to the 
Oregon territory: 

‘Now, it appears that Captain Vancouver was 
‘sent out by the British Government to discover 
‘the line of coast, and to take possession of cer- 
‘tain parts laid down in his instructions; and here 
‘we come to another part of the claims of the 
‘United States—to a part of their claims where 
‘they put in their claim to discovery upon a trans- 
‘action which I will now proceed to relate. It ap- 
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‘pears that a merchant vessel, called the Colum- 

‘bia, under a Captain Gray, discovered an ‘inlet, | 
‘which was supposed to be an inlet ofa river. It | 
‘appears that, after some days, in the month of 
‘May, 1792, passed partly at anchor, and partly 
‘in endeavoring to ascertain the limits of that bay, 
‘this vessel sailed out again into the Pacific ocean. | 
‘There is a very clear account given by Captain | 
‘Gray, the commander of that vessel, that, © after | 
‘some days,’ he says, ‘we thought we had found 
‘a channel, but found we were mistaken. There 
‘is no channel in the part which we endeavored to 
‘penetrate, and therefore we must return.’ Short- 
‘ly after this, Captain Vancouver arrived on the | 
‘coast. He not only went into the same inlet, but | 
‘he sent his heutenant—a Lieutenant Broughton— 
‘to discover the river, and to go in a boat to a dis- 
‘tance up the river. Lieutenant Broughton was 
‘more successful than Captain Gray. He actually 
‘discovered the entrance of the Columbia river 
‘Fie went up it in his boat several days, to the d 


“tance, Dihink, of some 90 or 100 miles. He dis 
“covered the territory surrounding it. It was 


‘agreed that the river should be called by the name | 
‘ of Columbia, and Lieutenant Broughton returned |i 
‘to his ship. “But Captain Vancouver took pos- | 
t session of that river, the coast adjacent, and the 
‘Nootka Sound, in the name of his Majesty the 
‘King of England. (Hear, hear.) Then, sir, there 
“was something of valid title.” 

T confess it was with equal regret and surprise 
that I read this statement of a transaction which 
has become matter of history, and in respect to the 
facts of which there is no reasonable ground for 
serious misconception. T have looked in vain for | 
the quotation Lord John Russell professes to make || 
from Captain Gray. There is no such statement || 
in the only aecount which I have seen given by the || 
latter of the discovery of the Columbia river—the | 
certified copy of his log in the State Department. : 
His lordship goes on to state that Vancouver shortly | 
alter arrived on the coast, and not only went into | 
the inlet, but sent in Licutenant Broughton, “who || 
actualy discovered the entrance to the Columbia | 
river.” Now, the Senate will observe that, in or- | 
der to sustain this most unauthorized assumption, | 
almost all the important facts relating to the dis- || 
covery of the Columbia river—facts shown by Van- |! 
couver’s own Journal—are kept out of view: the | 
meeting of Gray with Vancouver on the 29th 
April, 1792, five months previously, near the Strait || 
of Puca; the information given by Gray to the lat- | 
ter of the discovery of the river, and of his unsuc- {| 
cessful attempts to enter it; the incredulity of Van- || 
couver, and his continued conviction that no sach | 
river existed; the return of Gray to the river, his | 
success in entering it; the arrival of Vancouver at |! 
Nootka, where he obtained copies of Gray’s charis | 
left with Quadra, by the aid of which, Vancouver | 
was enabled to find the stream, and send up bis licu- |! 
tenant, Broughton, to explore it. I say, sir, all | 
these material facts are suppressed—I trust not in- 
tentionally—to sustain the unfounded assumption | 
that Broughton was the discoverer of the Columbia. | 
But it is worthy of remark that Mr. Falconer, aj} 
respectable British writer, who has recently pub- i| 
lished a pamphlet on Oregon, and who wrote about 
the time Lord John Russell spoke, admits that 
Giray was the dest person who noticed the Colum- 
bia river after Heveta, and concedes the discovery 
to the latter. Happily the historical facts are too : 
well authenticated to be permanently misunder- 
stood. They were so well knownat the time, that | 
even the rivalry—not to say the detraction—of the | 
day conceded to Gray the merit of the discovery | 
by designating the river by the nune he gave it— 
the name of the vessel that first entered its water 
In regard to the attempt to restrict Gray’s discov- | 
ery to the bay or mouth of the river, it is only ne- | 
cessary to say that the settlement at Astoria is uni- | 
versally admitted to be on the Columbia river. Is | 
it not so, sir? It is designated ‘ the settlement on ! 
the Columbia river,” in the despatch of Ear 
thurst directing it to be restored to us in 1818, as 
well as in the act of restoration. 
tain Gray ascended ‘the river not only as high as 
Astoria, which is ten miles from the Pacific ocean, 
but at least six miles above it, according to Brough- 
ton himself. Look at the map of Oregon on your 
table, by Captain Wilkes, and you will find Gray’s 
bay, so named by Broughton, (see Vancouver's | 
Journal, vol. 3, page 92,) on the north side of the | 
Columbia and higher up than Astoria. According 
to Gray’s own log, he anchored, the day he discov- 


t 
i 


$ 


|| the attempt of Broughton, revived by British states- 


| knowing, as we do, our liability to be biased by}: 


z | 
Now, sir, Cap- | 


teen miles higher up. “He must, therefore, have 
been from six to fifteen miles above the site of the 
settlement at Astoria. What, then, becomes of 


men, not negotiators, (no negotiator at this day 
would so risk his reputation,) to restrict Gray’s 
discovery to the mouth of the stream! 

Lord John Russell’s statement is equally erro- | 
neous in other particulars—erroneous in saying | 
that Vancouver entered the Columbia, or the inlet— | 
erroneous m saying that he took possession of 
Nootka Sound. His vessel, the Discovery, did 
not pass the bar at the mouth of the Columbia 
river; he did not take possession of Nootka; Qua- 
dra refused to make a formal surrender of anything 
but Meares’s cove, which he would not accept; and 
the formality of taking possession of the Columbia | 
river was performed by Broughton, after Vancou- 
ver had left the coast, much in the same way as it | 
had been done ten years before by the Spaniards, 
who were the first discoverers and explorers of the 
country. l repeat, and | say it with regret, that, | 
besides the errors in point of fact, the leading and | 
material circumstances connected with the discov- || 
ery of the Columbia river are kept out of view. 1! 
do not expect British statesmen to progucs argu 
ments in favor of the American title; but when | 
they undertake to refer to historical facts, resting | 
on their own authorities, and in their own posses- 
sion, they are bound to state them with accuracy. 
Sir, we may excuse illogical deductions from ad- 
mitted data; we may look with indulgence on dif || 
ferences of opinion’ in regard to the same facts, | 


prejudice or by too partial views of personal or || 
national interest. But foran omission of essential || 
circumstances in the discussion of an important |j 
national question—a discusion entered upon volun- || 
tarily for the purpose of enlightening the public |! 


mind of anation—there can be no apology, even j! 
though itarise from a want of a sufficiently careful | 
examination of the subject. On the Oregon ques- |) 
tion it is well known that great excitement existed |, 
at the time in Great Britam and the United States i| 
—an excitement which exists still, though happily | 
somewhat abated—an excitement which needs, || 
perhaps, but little provocation to break out into |! 
open hostilities; and no man, who appreciates as |) 
he ought the calamity of an interruption of the | 
amicable relations which exist between us, should |) 
be willing to incur the responsibility of misleading || 
the public judgment of either country; or if he does 
misdirect it, he should at least have the consola- | 
tion of reflecting that it was through erroncous de- | 
ductions, and not a misstatement of facts fairly | 
within his knowledge. ! 

The misrepreseutations to which I have alluded |; 
are the more to be regretted, for the reason, if I |} 
do not err, that they constitute almost the only |; 
views of the subject which reach the great mass || 
of the British people. In this country, statements | 
of both sides of great national questions are equally |! 
diffused. Look at our newspapers, and they will |! 
be found filled with the diplomatic correspondence || 
between] the British and American Plenipoten- 
tinvies. ‘he letters of Mr. Pakenham are pub- 
lished with those of Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Bu-| 


Through Galignani’s Messenger, the echo of the! 
British press, they are translated into French, and | 
widely circulated, poisoning the whole public mind 
of the continent, and exciting prejudice against 
us 


I will only add, that the Earl of Aberdeen in one 
house, and Sir Robert Peel in the other, adverted 
to these statements in a manner which, though 
not altogether unexceptionable, was in general 
dignified and statesmanlike; and it is earnestly to 


| to a motion of 


be hoped that the better feeling which 1 
-between the two countries may continue: 
and lead to a settlement ‘of the question 
honorable to both. ra ees 

I feel that. I owe an. apology: to: the ‘Senate fo 
this long digression: T trust it will ‘be. foun 
the consideration, that the inaccuracies T have er 
deavored to point outdid not go: tothe: world: 
the mere weight of ‘an‘ordinary legislative debate, : 
but with all the evidences. of. delibetation -andvar-. 
rangement; and, therefore, calculated to. be more 
dangerous in propagating error. : PEDEN 

It was now three o’clock, and: Mr: D. gave way 


Mr. SEVIER, that the Senate adjourn: 
The Senate accordingly adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 18, 1846. - 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, arid 
(the farther reading having been dispensed with) 


| was approved. 


The SPEAKER announced that. the business 
first in order would be the call of the committees 
for reports. s 

Mr. Q. S. HOUSTON moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole’on the 
state of the Union. : : 

Mr. GROVER rosé, he said, to a privileged 
question. He moved to reconsider the vote by. 
which the following resolution had yesterday been 
adopted: Į? : : 

‘Resolve, That the reporters of the public papers 
who have seats assigned them on the floor of the 
House of Representatives by the Speaker, be fur- 
nished with one copy cach of such printed papers, 
bills, and documents, as are laid on the desks of the 
members, ”? 


Mr. G. was willing, he said, that the motion to 
reconsider should be postponed for the present, 
and in the mean time he would ask leave to offer 
a resolution. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said the resolution was 
not before the House, but he wished it read for 
information. 

The SPEAKER said the first question would 
be on the motion to postpone the motion to recon- 
sider. : 

Mr. GROVER said, his object was to postpone 
the consideration of that motion, but in the mean 
time to have the resolution which he had sent. to 
the Chair read and adopted.. ere 

The resolution was then read for. information, 


i as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be in- 
structed to inquire and report, as soon as practica- 
ble, what will be the probable cost of carrying into 
ctlect the resolution adopted yesterday relative to 
furnishing the reporters of the public papers. with 
bills, documents, &c.; how many such reporters 
there are in this House; whether they will be en- 
titled under said resolution to documents already 

rinted, and whether it will be necessary to print 
licventios an extra number, or the number to be 
furnished to the reporters will be subtracted from 
those otherwise distributed among the members; 
and further, whether said resolution will give to 


Mr. WENTWORTH rose and objected. 

Mr. GROVER again explained what his object 
was. : 
the intro ` 


| to reconsider. Therefore the gentleman‘ could not 


Mr. CALEB B. SMITH inquired whether ‘it 
was in order to move to lay on the table the mo- 
ion to reconsider? ieee ae ete 

The SPEAKER said, not whilst 
i postpone was pending, 9 3o00 A 
i A brief conversation followed ‘onthe point of 
| order between Mr. Smrru. and thé SPEAKER: 
| Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested to Mr. Grover 
that he should consent ‘to‘have the motion 
|, consider decided now., : The gentleman cou ae 
i| complish everything he ‘desired by that course: ‘He 
|| could then bring his resolution before the House, 
and jet it lie over ‘until ‘the ‘Clerk shal 
nished the information called: Tor: H 


thë- motion to 
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that the House would have no objection to the re- 
consideration; leaving ‘the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr: Tuomrson] before the | 
House, where it could. be readopted, if the House, 
-after receiving the report of the Clerk, should think 
its readoption necessary and proper. « 

Mr. GROVER was willing to accept the sugges- 
tion, (he: said;) if he could; in that way, accom- 
plish the object he had in view. TAA 

The SPEAKER., The question, then, will be on 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution of yesterday was' adopted. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay t 
the'table. 


hat: motion on | 


Sandwich Islands, and of citizens of the State of 
| New Jersey, for the independence of the colony of 
Liberia; which petitions were laid upon the table. 


’ Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, from the Committee 


| upon the table. \ 
Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invalid | 
|| Pensions, made a report upon the case of John 
Petter, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, made adverse | 
reports upon the petitions of Benjamin Kerlin, 
John L. Watson, Susannah Langreen, and James 


t 
| 


j 
i 


And the question was taken, and decided in the 
negative, without a division. 

So the motion was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 


the motion to reconsider; and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 


So the vote was reconsidered. 


Mr. GROVER then asked and obtained leave to | 


offer his resolution; and it was adopted. 


The SPEAKER was proceeding to call the com- 


mittees for reports— 


_ Mr. HAMLIN asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the use of this Hall be granted to 
the use of the Congressional Temperance Society 
on Thursday. evening of next week. 

Objection being made— 

Mr. H. moved that the rules of the House be 
suspended, and asked the yeas and nays, on which 
demand no quorum voted, 

Mr. G. 8. HOUSTON desired to be i 
by the Chair what had become of his motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

The SPEAKER said he did not understand the 
gentleman as pressing it, 

Mr. HOUSTON said he certainly had desired 
to do so, but supposed that he could not press it 
over the head of a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER said he was under the impres- 
sion that the motion had been withdrawn, 

Mr. HOUSTON said he had not withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER said the first question would 
now be on the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine, (Mr. Hamury.] 

- The yeas and nays were then or 
ing taken, were—yeas 86, nays 62. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. 

Mr. HARALSON renewed the motion of Mr. 

“GS. Houston, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
but withdrew it at the request of Mr. Dovatass 

and other members. — 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call for reports 
from committees. 


Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the bill from the Senate en- 


titled “ An act for the relief of the legal repre- į 


sentatives of Pierre Menard, Josiah T. Betts, Ja- 
cob Sherman, and Edmund Roberts, of the State 
of Illinois, sureties of Felix St. Vrain, late In- 
dian agent, deceased,” reported the same, with an 
amendment; accompanied by a report in writing: 
Ordered, That the said bill be committed. 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON, from the Commit 


tee on Territories, to which was referred the bill | 


of American. settlers in the 
until the termination of the 
reported an amenda- 


to protect the rights 
territory. of Oregon, 
joint occupation of the same, 
tory. bill. i 

Mr. DOUGLASS, on behalf of himself and Mr. 
PRICE, made-a minority report. : 

Both reports were.committed to the Committee 
ofthe Whole: onthe: state of the Union, and or 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made a report upon the case 
of Lewis Mattison; accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr GOODYEAR, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of Amelia Baldwin, widow of Alfred Bald- 
win; which report was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, : 

Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of George Brown, relative to his mission to the 


nformed |; 


dered; and, be- | 


Campbell; which reports were laid upon the table. 


Mr. McHENRY, from the Committee for the | 
D 
P 


istrict of Columbia, to which was referred the 
etition upon the subject, reported a bill to incor- | 
porate the Washington Mutual Fire Insurance 
Company; which was read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of Eleazer Blake, and that it be laid upon 
the table. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 


t 
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public lands of the United States, and for other 
purposes, reported the same, without amendment, 
accompanied by a report in writing. 

Ordered, That the said bill be committed. 


Lands, to which was referred the bill to attach to 

! the Fort Wayne land district certain tracts of Jand 
lying within the limits of that district which are 

|! not now attached to any district, reported the same, 

|i with an amendment; which was concurred in, and 

the bill was ordered to be cnerossed, and read a 

| third time to-day; the said bill being engrossed, 

“was read a third time, and passed. 

' On motion of Mr, DANIEL, 

Ordered, That the remaining papers relating to 


j 


Flouse, be taken therefrom, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


i! ciary, made an adverse report upon the case of Sa- 


laid upon the table. wan : 
Mr. JOLIN P. MARTIN, from the Committee 
i on Mileage, reported the following bill: 
A BILL relative to the milcage of members of Congress, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Ameri 
after the close of the pre 
s, the pay for mileage of members of Congr 


ji 


ont session of the twen 


shall 


{ 
res 
dollars, I 
| route by lands and that cach member, before he shall re 
ceive his pay, shal deposite a written certificate with th 
proper ofticer for paying nid money that he has actually 
travelled atleast said distance. 

Seo. 2 And be it further enacted, That members living 
over twelve hundred miles from the capitol shail reecive at 


and no more. 


exceeding said twelve hundred miles 


The bill having been read twice, 

Mr. MARTIN, observing that it made no ap- 
propriation, and did not, therefore, require com- 
mitment, moved that the bill be put on its third 
reading. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved the reference 
! of the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MARTIN urgently opposed the motion, 
He suggested that, if it prevailed, it would be al- 
together uncertain whether the bill would be taken | 
up at the present session of Congress. “Tt was an | 
important measure. If adopted, it would, in con- 
nexion with another bill which he intended to re- 

port, cutting down the constructive mileage of Sen- | 
| ators, save to the Government, during the exist- 
l ence of the present Administration, the sum of 
435,000. The Democratic party was in the ma- 
jority in this House. It was responsible to the 
i country for the measures that might be adopted. 
Í| Fie believed, if the bill was passed, it would do 
A much good; for it would demonstrate that re- 
| trenchment had commenced, where it properly 
|! ought to commence, in this body, ; 

| He asked the yeas and nays on the motion to 
l commit; which were ordered. 

i Mr. THOMAS SMITH said, if the gentleman 


’ 


| 


i 
t 


l 
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on Foreign Affairs, made an adverse report upon i 
|| the case of H. Gold Rogers; which report was laid 


lic Lands, to which was referred the bill to grant j 
to the State of Nlinois a right of way through the | 


Mr. T. SMITH, from the Committee on Public | 


the claims of Joseph Knock, upon the files of the | 


Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on the Judi- | 


rah B. H. Stith, widow of John Stith; which was |; 


nit, in Congress assembled, That, | 
ninth | 


, a i 
follows, to wit: For every twenty miles between the | 
lence of cach member and the capitol, the sum of eight || 
the distance to be computed by the nearest mail- : 


the rate of ten dollars per hundred miles for any distance |i 


| 
| 
| 
|l 
} 
| 


from Kentucky [Mr. Mantin] wished that the bill 
should také- another direction, he (Mr. S.) was 
| willing to withdraw his motion to commit. 

But Mr. TIBBATTS renewed it. , 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
afirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Ashmun, Bayly, Benton, Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Wiliam W. Campbell, Cathcart, John G. 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Collamer, Culver, Cun- 
ningham, Garrett Davis, Dockery, Erdman, John 
E. Ewing, Ficklin, Foot, Giddings, Graham, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Hilliard, Hoge, 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 
Kennedy, Levin, McClelland, McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Morse, 
Moseley, Owen, Parish, Pendleton, Perrill, Pettit, 
Phelps, Price, Ramsey, Relfe, Roberts, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawyer, 
Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, St. John, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs, Tredway, 
Vinton, Wentworth, Wick, Winthrop, Wood- 
ward, Wright, Yancey, and Yell—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, 
Biggs, Boyd, Milton Brown, Buffington, John H. 
Campbell, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cranston, Cro- 
izier, Cummins, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
|| Dobbin, Dunlap, Edsall, Elsworth, Faran, Gar- 
| vin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grinnell, 
i Grover, Elamlin, Henley, Ferrick, Elias B. 


Holmes, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hub- 
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ard, Hungerford, James H. Johnson, George W. 
l Jones, Daniel P. King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, 
| Lewis, Lumpkin, McClernand, McConnell, Mc- 
1) Crate, McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, 
l Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Reid, Ritter, 
; Russell, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith, 
! Starkweather, James Thompson, Thurman, Trum- 
| bo, Vance, White, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, 


| Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HENLEY inquired whether it would now 
be in order to move that the bill be made the spe- 
cial order. 

{Voices. Say for the 4th of July.] 

The SPEAKER said that the bill had now pass- 
ed from before the Flouse, and that the motion for 
a special order ought to have been made a part of 
| the motion to commit, 

Mr. HENLEY suggested that it was the prac- 
| tice of the House to make special orders at any 
|; time. 

The SPEAKER thought it had been the univer- 
‘sal practice, when a motion was made to commit, 
to move simultaneously (when it was desired) to 
i make the bill the special order. The Chair thought 
i the bill had now passed from before the House, 
‘and that it cculd be reached only by a vote to re- 
consider, 

Mr. GEO. S. HOUSTON inquired whether the 
committees had heen called through. 

The SPEAKER assented. 

Whereupon, on motion of Mr. McKAY, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bown, of Mis- 
souri, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the vari- 
ous Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30th, 
1847. 

The reading of the bill by sections was conclu- 
ded without any amendment (other than those here- 
tofore noticed) having been offered. 

Mr. CULVER, directing back the attention of 
the committee to the various items of appropria- 
tion for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Creek 
and Seminole Indians, with information from the 
Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
| (Mr. McKay,] in relation to certain objects of ap- 
propriation under the treaty of January 4th, 1845, 

Mr. McK AY invited the gentleman to examine 
the treaty for himeelf (which he handed to him.) 

After some conversation, 

Mr. CULVER offered an amendment, which, 


i having been subsequently modified, read finally ag 
|| follows: 


i Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
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construed to authorize the payment of an 
under the treaty with the Eek and Seminole te 
dians, of the 4th of January, 1845, stipulated to be 
paid in consideration of any claim for fugitive 
slaves, or for moneys heretofore paid for fugitive 
slaves. i 
(The committee rose informally, and the Speak- 
er resumed the chair for the purpose of receiving 
A message from the Senate by A. Dickens, Esq. 
Secretary, informing the House of the passage of | 
certain bills. 
And a message in writing from the Presi 
the United States, by the faa of J. K. eno 
Esq., his private Secretary. i 
i The Chairman then resumed his seat in commit- | 
ee, 
Mr. HARALSON in 
whether b 
the treaty? 


quired of Mr. Curver, 


Mr. CULVER said they did not cut 
strong as that, at his end of the Union. 

Mr. HARALSON said the bill merely provided 
for the payment of moneys stipulated by treaty. 

Mr. CULVER said he supposed it was compe- | 
tent for the House to judge whether money should | 
be paid for illegal items or not. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON invited Mr. Curver to 
point out that part of the treaty which included, or 
spoke of, fugitive slaves, if there was anything of 
the kind in it. 

Mr. CULVER said that the gentleman [Mr. 
McKay] had been so impatient to get the treat 
back into his own hands that he (Mr. C.) had not 
had time to examine its provisions. 


, | 
quite so 


i at home; and he could sa 
y his amendment he proposed to repeal i i ` 


| This bill proposed appropriations to meet the cur- 


Mr. McK AY said that if the gentleman would | 
turn to pages 32 and 33 of the bill, he would find | 
the various articles of the treaty referred to,show- | 
ing the several objects of appropriation. There | 
was nothing about fugitive slaves. f 

Some further conversation followed, in which 
Messrs. CULVER, McKAY, and G. S. HOUS- 
TON, participated. 

Mr. GIDDINGS called upon any member to lay 
his hand, if he could, upon the consideration for 
which the Fouse was called upon to vote $205,000. 
Gentlemen knew nothing at all about the treaty; it | 
had never been printed; it had, in fact, been kept | 
secret from the members of the House, and, with | 
the exception of the chairman of the Committee of | 
‘Ways and Means, and three other gentlemen who 
had had access to the intelligence, no one knew any- 
thing about it. Every cent of this money, he con- || 
tended, was appropriated in consequence of contro- 
versies about fugitive slaves. The treaty of 1845 | 
had its origi’ on that ground.. To sustain his as- 
sertion, Mr. G. adverted to the origin of the Flo- 
rida war, and went into an argument to show that | 
there was no power under the Constitution of the | 
United States to tax the people of the North for the | 
purpose of sustaining the slave institutions of the | 
South. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired to be inform- 
ed why this discussion should be gone into, unless 
the gentleman could first show that some portion 
of the money appropriated by the bill was intend- | 
ed for such a purpose? f 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had stated that everv į 
cent under the treaty of 1845 was appropriated in 
consequence of controversies about fugitive slaves. 

Mr. THOMPSON said the gentleman had not 
shown that any portion of this appropriation went | 
for that object. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said every cent of it did; be- 
cause the treaty had had its origin in that diffi- 
culty. 

Mr. TIBBATTS inquired of Mr. Givives 
whether he (Mr. G.] had not acted as an attor- | 
ney for a gentleman who was in pursuit of fugitive 
slaves in Ohio? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he thanked God he never 
had acted and never should act so while he lived. 
Let him be slandered in any way under heaven | 
but that. He had never yet loved his fee so well 
as to sacrifice for its sake his feelings of humanity. 

Mr. G., continuing his constitutional argument, 
referred to the great weight which this question 
was destined to have in future elections in the State 
of Ohio. This called up 

Mr. SAWYER, who said that, before his col- 
league entered upon any tirade of this kind, he 
should prove that such a state of things as he had 
stated to exist did exist. He (Mr. S.) denied it. 
He avowed that the appropriation was not for any 
such object as his colleague asserted. If it was, 


1 


| 
| 


| States, when the treaty was before it; but here they 


i in regard to fugitive slaves. 'T 


i withhold supplies, even when called for under 
treaty. He held that grand conservative principle; | 


let him. show it, and the info i 
A : rmation should govern 
his (Mr. S.’s) vote, s 


_ Mr. GIDDINGS felt humbled, he said, at the 
idea of a representative of the great and gallant 
State of Ohio praying information in relation to an 

i ike thìs on which he was called upon 
to give his vote. 


appropriation 
, Mr. G, also asserted that two of the representa- 

tives from the State of Indiana had been defeated 
at the last election solely on this question, because 
the people regarded themas failing to maintain the 
constitutional rights af their own States. 

This declaration called up 

Mr, CATHCART, who said that he happened 
to be one of those who was elected to follow in the 
Steps of one of those gentlemen who had been left 
i y that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Giwowes]} was mistaken in the reason 
he had assigned for the detention at home of his 
(Mr. C.’s) predecessor, The simple reason was, 


because he sided a little too fur with the gentleman || 


from Ohio, (Mr. Gippines.| 

Mr. GIDDINGS was understood to say, proba- 
bly the gentleman was correct. He (Mr. G.) had 
only his (Mr. C.’s] predecessor’s word for it, 
_ Mr. G, finally urged, that when the bill came 
into the House, the yeas and nays should be taken, 
that the record might show how every member 
had voted, 

Mr. McKAY had but a single word to say on 
behalf of the Committee of Ways and Means, 


rent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
the fulfilment of the treaties made with the various 
Indian tribes of our country at various times, from 
the organization of our Government in 1789, down 
to January 7th, 1845. Now, all that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means conceived to be its duty, 
when asked to report a bill for these appropria- 
tions, of which estimates were furnished them, was, 
to ascertain whether or not these estimates of ap- 
propriations were in conformity with existing trea- 
ties; and finding them to be so, the Commiitec of 
Ways and Means did not, by any means, feel it 
to be its duty to go back behind the treaties, to ex- 
amine the considerations which induced the parties 
to enter into them. The considerations presented 
by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Gippines] might, 
perhaps, have been addressed with some proprie- 
ty—at least by him, entertaining the views he did, 
having a great sympathy with everything that per- 
tamed to this subject—to the Senate of the United 


were wholly inappropriate. The treaty has been 
made by that branch of the Government entrusted 
with the treaty-making power; it has been ratified, 
and, by virtue of the Constitution, it has become 
the supreme law of the land. The amendment of 
the gentleman from New York had reference to 
the treaty of 1845; and the whole speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio was predicated upon it. 
Now, in that treaty, there was not one single word 
hè gentleman wished 
the yeas and nays on the bill. “He (Mr. McK.) 
hoped he would have them; and he would ask any 
member of this committee, belonging to what party 
he may, entertaining what fanatical notions he 
may upon the subject of slavery, after a treaty has 
been made with a poor, dependant tribe of Indians, 
how, on what grounds of reason or of justice, he 
could vote against making the appropriation ne- 
cessary to carry out that treaty? He held that 
the House of Representatives has the power to 


and if a case were made out, he would vote to with- 
hold supplies in case of a treaty with a great na- 
tion; but he asked if there was any man—even the 
gentleman from Ohio, who had such a sympathy 
with the negroes (and he supposed he might ex- 
tend some measure of it to the Indians, whose col- 
or approximated to theirs)—was there any man 
here who had proper feelings, a proper heart, who 
would refuse to vote money which your Govern- 
ment, the President and Senate, the treaty-making 
power, had agreed to pay a poor defenceless tribe 
of Indians, who, by the very Constitution of our 
country, are made one of the wards of the Gov- 
ernmenl—who are in a state of pupilage to you? 
Yet the gentleman stands here, and says he will 
resist this appropriation of money proposed to be 
made to this poor, dependent, much-neglected, 
much abused race of men. ` That doctrine on-the 
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Mr. GIDDINGS said ‘he went not o p be~ 
hind the gentleman: ‘from. North Carolina in point 
of sympathy; but if we hada President and Sen- 
ate—a trentyemak ing power—who would ‘employ 
these ‘poor Indians to catch’ these fugitive slaves— 
if the Indian, savage as’ they were, had ho. move 
humanity. than to become -slave-catchers—if the 
Seminole Indians, wlio had never seen daylight, he 
was about to say—out of ‘the everglades. of- Flori- 
da, had no more moral rectitude: thaw’ to’ become 
the vile catchers of slaves—why, he would ‘not 
pay them for it. Above all, if we had a President 
who would employ such men in violation of the 
Constitution—if we had a treaty-making power ‘so 
reckless of their duty, so regardless of ‘the obliga- 
tions which they owe to the imperative, supreme 
power of the land, than to agree to and confirm a 
treaty which made his (Mr. G.’s) constituents pay 
a tribe of Indians for catching southern slaves, he 
said distinctly, he would not become a participator 
in this outrage upon the Constitution, 

Mr. G. was further proceeding in his general re- 
marks, and in arguing the constitutional question 
that Congress had no right to appropriate the peo- 
ple’s money for the purpose of payment for re- 
claiming fugitive slaves, when— i 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON rose and- object- 
ed, as the gentleman had spoken once, to:his: fur- 
ther proceeding, raising his point of order on the 
30th rule, which declares that- ote 
“N'o member shall speak’ more.than once. to the 
“same question without leave of the House, un- 
‘less he be the mover, proposer, or introducer of 
‘the matter pending; in which case, he shall be 
‘ permitted to speak in reply, but not until every 
“member choosing to speak shall have spoken.” 
The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
and decided that Mr. Gippines was not in order. 
Mr. McDOWELL said he would like to know 
of his colleague [Mr. Gropixes}] whether or not 
he had the facts in his possession to establish the 
truth of his assertion, that this appropriation by 
ve treaty was to pay Indians for catching negro 
slaves, 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had not them in his 
possession; they were in the archives of the Gov- 
ernment, where the gentleman could see them by 
applying for them, They were marked in the ar- 
chives of the nation, where they would descend to 
all time, proclaiming, in thunder-tones, the disgrace 
of the nation, 

Mr. McDOWELL. The gentleman: does not 
answer my question. He understood. the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, who 
is thoroughly conversant with the bill, to say that 
he found nothing of that kind in ite Now, if his 
colleague, after a speech of one hour upon this 
alleged object of the bill, had the documents or the 
facts to show that any appropriation was asked 
for in it to pay the Indians for catching negroes, 
he (Mr. McD.) wanted him to produce it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If the House will give me 
leave, I willgo and send up the documents at once. 

Mr. McDOWELL resumed. Before his mo- 
tives were to be impugned for a vote which he 
should give in this body on a subject of this kind, 
he wanted the gentleman to produce evidence, un- 
equivocal and fair, to sustain him in his charges. 
He knew the object of his colleague. This. was 
the third winter he had been on this floor, and had 
heard speeches similar in character from him; and 
he now desired to have the precise facts before 
him upon which his colleague’s speeches were 
based. He did not wish his constituents, and the 
people of Ohio, to suppose he was acting with his 
eyes open upon a subject of this kind, and voting 
appropriations for the wre alleged. by his. col- 
league; but he wished them distinctly to ünder- 
stand that there had been no evidence produced to 
sustain these charges. p : 

If the gentleman’s conscience had become so ex~ 

ceedingly tender upon this point, it might, perhaps, 
become him to examine the archives of the Goy- 
ernment in relation to the land. on ‘which he'now 
lives, and to. ascertain whether the Indians: had 
been paid the full value of it. If they had not 
been, he hoped his colleague, with all his. favor. for 
the negroes, would at once go ‘for disgorging ‘that 
which we have got from. the Indians. “If he had 
| to travel behind treaties to do it, it might be done 
equally as well as what the gentleman now’ pro- 
posed. But, unfortunately, the» gentl 


part of the gentleman is monstrous. 


eman “had 
failed‘to produce the evidence of the fe ts:which 
he alleged.) S5 te ns i 
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Mr. WICK said that the proposition before the 
committee is to add to the appropriations for the 
Seminole Indians the proviso moved by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Curver.] And the 
honorable member from Ohio [Mr.° Gropines]} 
has supported that'amendment in a speech, in the 
course of which he has told us, in substance, that 
this appropriation is to meet.an amount stipulated 
to bé Baid tö the Serttinoles, for certain fugitive 
slaves by them surrendered, on our making with 
them: the ‘treaty of peace, by which the Florida 
war was terminated. . es 

‘Well, sir; Lam not very fully informed as to this 
matter.” I know, however, that I find the country 
pledged by treaty stipulation to pay the money to 
the Seminoles. Treaties, next to the Constitution, 
are the supreme law of the land, and binding upon 
the nation and upon this House; and therefore, ad- 
mitting the case to be as stated by the honorable 
member from Ohio, [Mr. Grppines,] we are bound 
to vote the appropriation, and to pay it, without 
proviso or condition. But my information, slight 
as it is, extends further than the statement of the 
honorable member from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines.] 
Sir, we had a war with the Seminoles. During 
and about the time of that war slaves, fugitives 
from the service of citizens of the United States, 
sought a dwelling with the Seminoles. In other 
instances they were stolen from our citizens by the 
Seminoles. ‘The war, like all other wars, had an 
end, and was concluded by treaty. The slaves 
were found in possession of the Seminoles, and 
were claimed by themas slaves. By the Seminole 
laws, as with us, the Seminole claiming a slave 
was not bound to surrender him for the good of 
his nation without compensation. The American 
masters claimed their slaves, and their claim was 
paramount, and was of necessity acknowledged, 
the slaves being fugitives from service. The ad- 
verse claims to these slaves interposed a barrier to 

ence. Finally, the matter was adjusted thus: 

he United States, pursuant to the benign policy 
which. they have ever observed towards the Indian 
tribes, purchased the claims of the Seminole tribe 
to Florida for a large sum of money. The Semi- 
noles agreed that out of this sum should be retain- 
ed in the hands of the United States the prices of 
the fugitive slaves, to be paid from time to time. 
This was arranged so that the specific sum thus 
appropriated by the United States, might be thus 
designated to, and understood by, the Indians, and 
divided amongst those of the tribe who had claim- 
ed tobe the owners of the slaves, Thus the Seminole 
nation constituted the United States a trustee for 
the benefit of certain members of the tribe, and the | 
United States assumed the trust, and solemnly 
covenanted by treaty stipulations to see the money 
paid. Thus, then, the money which we are called 
upon to appropriate is not the price of runaway 
slaves, but a part of the purchase money of Flori- 
da. 

And upon this mere pretence of an occasion, the 
honorable member from Ohio, beset by the pains of 

arttrition, his single idea struggling for birth, has 
Peen safely brought to the light in a new form, and 
the committee has been called on to listen to the 
most solemn appeals, and each member has been 
summoned to the bar of public opinion, and of 
God’s infallible judgment, to.answer for voting for 
this appropriation, Sir, the honorable gentleman 
had better reserve his appeal for another occasion. 
I-would respectfully commend to him the advice 
given out West, by a benevolent Frenchman, to 
his neighbor. His neighbor had a lawsuit. First, 
the court decided against him. On a new trial, a 
jury decided against him. On another new trial, 
arbitrators decided against him. From the award 
of arbitrators there is no appeal. He made his | 
complaint to my French ‘friend, and asked his ad- 
vice. “Sare,” (said my Frenchman,) “I would 
advise you to appeal to posterity and the immortal ji 
gods.”? "The honorable member from Ohio will do 
well to make his appeal to somé non-existent, or |; 


imaginary tribunal; for while our Constitution 
sanctions the holding to service of persons by 


the: people of certain States, the existence of the f 
Union will depend upon the recognition of that || 
right, and the enforcement thereof in the non-slave- |; 
holding States, whenever they are constitutionally || 
called upon to act touching the same. And although || 
vast numbers may be found to condemn slavery on || 


principles of morals and political economy, few are 


so blind, so ignorant, and fanatical as to justify a || masonry, abolition, nativism, or anything of the 
breach of faith, pledged to a poor helpless tribe of | kind—the gentleman’s party came out for it, pro- 


| poor Indians!’? And this candidate whom they 


| tice and inhumanity perpetrated (as they alleged) 
| by the Democrats on this race of men. 


| (Mr. S.) and other members of the House, upon | 


Indians, too powerless to resent our injustice, be- 
cause in so doing we may indirectly do justice in a 
pecuniary point of view to a slaveholder touching 
his claim to a slave’s labor. 

Sir, our people are honest. They find the coun- 
try bound ty treaty for a sum of money. They 
have confidence in-the treaty-making power, and | 
that the debt is just. But even if they knew it to 
be unjust, yet would they pay so small a sum as 
this, rather than suffer their honor to be impugned. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the member from Indi- 
ana vote to tax his constituents to pay for the ar- 
rest and reclamation of fugitive slaves? 

Mr. WICK. When my country by treaty 
pledges its faith for the payment of money to a 
nation, or tribe, too weak to resist, or to see itself’ 
righted, I will vote to tax my constitucnts to raise 
the money to pay the debt without fearing their 
disapprobation, and without reference to the con- 
sideration of the pledge. Were I to disregard the 
obligations of treaties, or of the Constitution, from 
what I know of my constituents, I believe the 
would regret having placed their honor and poliu- 
cal interests in my keeping. 

Mr. SAWYER said he would not have troubled 
the committee with a word, had it not been for 
some remarks of his colleague, [Mr. Gippincs.] 
He had asked his colleague some questions in re- 
gard to this appropriation—whether it was the 
fact, and whether the g¢éntleman could show it, 
that any portion of it was for the payment for fu- 
gitive slaves. His colleague had retorted upon 
him by saying that he (Mr. 8.) ought to have 
known the provisions of that bil. Wel, now, he 
undertook to say that the gentleman did him in- 
justice, and to say that there were no such provis- 
tons in this bill, and no such provisions in the | 
treaty on which the bill is predicated. 

Mr. GIDDINGS interposed, and (Mr. S. yield- 
ing the floor for explanation) said the gentleman 
had wholly misapprehended his remarks. He had 
stated to his colleague definitely that the facts to | 
which he had referred were witnessed by the ar- 
chives of the nation, He had said nothing about the | 
bill, but that this treaty was entered into in con- 
sidcratien of those facts which he had related. He 
did not say that his colleague should have known 
the bill, but that he should have known the facts 
within the archives of the Government on which | 
the treaty was based, and appropriations for car- 
rying out which treaty were found in this bill, 

Mr. SAWYER. resumed. It was a very saga- 
cious way (he said) of getting out of the diffeulty 
of answering a question, by meeting it with gen- 
eral declamation, and by charging him (Mr. 8.) 
with being ignorant of the facts connected with | 
the legislation of the country in which they were | 
now engaged. Now, he charged the gentleman 
that he was making denunciations against him 


certain facts which he alleged, and that he has | 
been called upon repeatedly to produce those facts, 
which he utterly fails to do, attempting to excuse 


the Government, In some place, he does not know | 
where. ‘The gentleman takes this course for the 
terests of his friend, Mr. Bebb, whom his party | 
has got up as a candidate for governor; and he 
asks, in a threatening, menacing tone, whether 
gentlemen will vote these appropriations, which 
are necessary to preserve the faith of our Govern- 
ment, as pledesd by its own treaty with these | 
poor Indians. He (Mr. S.) told the gentleman 
that he should vote for these appropriations, and 
upon the principle that it was required by justice 
to a class of men who were entitled at least to as 
much of our respect as were the negroes, towards 
whom the gentleman’s sympathy was so wonder- | 
fully drawn out, It was but a few years since 
that gentleman and his party cried out, “Lo! the 


| 
l 
| 


have up, Mr. S. had seen shed tears over the injus- 


They are 
now endeavoring (said Mr. S.) to place us ina 
false position before the people of Ohio, in order 
that they may get for the gentleman’s particular 
candidate every abolition vote in the State. He || 
had no doubt but they would get many of those | 
votes; there was where they belonged. He cared 


not what new system was got up—whether of anti- 


claiming that it was some great scheme of justice 
or of reform. They might change their name as 
often as they pleased; it was one great common 
object that all the different sections of that party 
had in view. They take circuitous routes: por- 
tions of them break off from the great body of the 
party, but, like chickensat night, they come home 
to roost; in other words, when the day of ballot- 
ing comes, you see Whigery, Anti-masonry, and 
every other faction ever raised in this country 
joined hand in hand. That was the object of the 
denunciations of the gentleman a few minutes ago 
—of his declamations on the subject of “ fugitive 
slaves,’’ the “ African’slave-trade,”’ “piracy,” &c. 

Mr. S. said there was a new principle of science 
which he had read of, and which was about to be 
propagated in this country, which he considered 
applicable to the gentleman’s case, and which 
would illustrate why it was that he had but one 
single idea in his head, and that was negro first and 
negro last. It was said that a single drop of blood, 
by examining it with a microscope, was found to 
be composed of millions of animalcule, and what 
those animalcule are in a particular individual, de- 
pends upon his peculiar temperament. Now, he 
took it that a drop of the gentleman’s blood, held 
up and examined, would exhibit thousands and 
millions of great negroes, standing up in battle ar- 
ray, warlike and ferocious; and when a proposi- 
tion like this, or any proposition which the gentle- 
man’s prolifie imagination can, by any possibility, 
connect with the subject of slavery, is brought up, 
you see these animalcule—these negroes of which 
the gentleman’s blood is composed—thrown into 
great confusion, and dashing against each other; 
and that is what sets the gentleman in motion. 
That doctrine was the only one on which he could 
account for the single idea which the gentleman 
had in his head, and which brought him into 
this House, time after time, repeating the same 
speech on this one subject. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH said he was not dis- 
posed to advocate this appropriation on account of 
any peculiar love on the part of the people he rep- 
resented for the Seminole Indians; bar inasmuch 
as some gentlemen might be induced to believe 
that, as alleged, this appropriation was for the 
payment of these Indians for fugitive slaves; and 
as it might be supposed that they might have been 
the slaves of his constituents, he wished to call 


| the attention of gentlemen to the bill itself, to the 


treaty under which the bill was required, and to 
the treaty of Payne’s Landing. He had not ex- 
amined the archives of the Government with all 
that care and particularity upon this subject which 
had been professed by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Gipoixas,] but he spoke of the treaty before 


| them here, and he submitted it was not for this 


House to say that that weaty was entered into for 
another consideration than that which it bore upon 
its face, and which was obvious to all, when they 
took the pains to examine it. They found that 


r y } e | the consideration was first to the Creeks for their 
himself, by saying that they are in the archives of || 


land, because the land had been guarantied to-the 
Creeks by a former treaty, and afterwards our 


€ 2 B | he || Government had placed the Seminoles upon the 
sake of advancing his own interests, and the in- |i 


same land. This fact appeared from the treaty, 
and was told them by the President of the United 
States, when he communicated the treaty to the 
Senate, and was concurred in by the Senate of the 
United States; and he did not feel disposed to go 
back to question facts furnished upon such author- 
ity, on the mere ipse dixit of any man, however 
respectable he might be. 

The other appropriations provided for by the 
treaty of Payne’s Landing, were not for fugitive 
slaves, or slaves of any kind. Mr. B. read from 
the treaty, and from the bill under consideration, 
designed to carry the treaty into execution, the sec- 


| tions appropriating specifically for improvements of 


the lands of the Indians, for pay of blacksmith, &c. 

Mr. GIDDINGS made an inguiry with reference 
to one provision of the treaty of Payne’s Landing, 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH, in reply, read the 
clause of the treaty in question, as follows: 

“Art. 10. The Seminoles, being anxious to be 
relieved from repeated vexatious demands for 
slaves, and other property, alleged to have been 
stolen and destroyed by them, so that they remove 
unembarrassed to their new homes, the United States 
stipulate to have the same properly investigated, 
and to liquidate such as may be satisfactorily es- 
tablished, provided the amount does not exceed seven 
thousand dollars.” 
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This was the only article in the treaty of Payne’s | 
Landing which referred at all to fugitive slaves, and 
was the only provision for slaves ‘stolen or other- 
wise from Florida, Georgia, or, the Creeks; and the | 
United States was bound to pay no more. It was | 
not an article continuing in its character, which re- 
quired this Government to appropriate money every 
year for that purpose; but it was a short and spe- 
cific article; and all claims (if any had arisen) un- 
der it had probably been settled Jong since, as the 
object of the clause of the treaty was to provide for 
the removal of the Seminoles to their new homes, | 
without embarrassment, No appropriation of this | 
kind was in the bill now before the committee: it | 
must have been. paid long ago, if paid at all. There 


adopted by which this matter can wind itself up? 
Now, he intended to move a resolution as soon as 
he could get an opportunity, (and he wished, in 


these remarks, to explain the necessity for that re- | 


solution,) calling upon the Secretary of War to 
report the amount paid to these tribes, their. num- 
bers when the treaties were first made with them, 
and their present numbers, and, without express- 
mg an opinion, he wished to throw out the sug- 
gestion to the committee, Will it, not -be just and 
right in itself that these annuities should diminish 
as the tribes go to decay? 

_ Mr. T. proceeded to refer to several other tribes, 
giving their numbers, and the annnises received by 
them, (as provided for in this bill for the present 


was not one word in the treaty of Payne’s Land- | 
ing, in the treaty of 1845, or in the bill before the |; 
committee, proposing an appropriation for the pay- | 
ment for fugitive slaves. 

Mr. COBB demanded tellers on the amendment, 
which were ordered. 

Aud the question being taken, (after some delay | 
for want ofa quorum,) the amendment was re- | 
jected—ayes 16, noes 99. 

Mr. SAWYER moved an amendment, to strike | 
out the 730th, 731st, and 732d lines, providing for 
the support of a blacksmith and assistant” among 
the Wyandottes. 

Mr. McK AY objected to going back to amend || 
the sections of the bill which had been passed | 
over. | 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
was not now in order. | 

Mr. SAWYER expressed the hope that he | 
should be allowed to offer it in the House, in order 
that a vote might he had upon it. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to lay aside the bill 
for the purpose of taking up the bill providing fo 
the raising two regiments of mounted riflemen. 

Mr, JACOB THOMPSON wished to reuun to 
an item of the bill, to correct what he believed to be 
a mistake, Fe wished some information upon the 
bill, at all events, and he wished to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to the 5434 line, which appropriated 
“ for limited annnity’? to the Pottawatomies of the || 
Prairie $15,000; and to the fact that, for this same 
annuity last year only fifteen hundred dollars was 
appropriated, 

Mr. MeKAY said the gentleman was mistaken | 
altogether as to the amount of appropriation last | 
year; and he read from the treaty, showing that 
the same annuity of $15,000, included in this bill, 
was provided for by the treaty. 

Some further conversation followed between Mr. | 
THOMPSON and Mr. MeKAY on this point, 
which gave rise to same merriment. i 

Mr. THOMPSON (still retaining the floor) said | 
he wished to call the attention of the committee to 
this bill, because it proposed a very large appro- 

priation, and because it involved the policy of this | 
Government on this subject of the regulation of 
our Indian affairs, and further, because some facts 
were exhibited in it of a startling character. What- | 
ever was in the treaty ought to he paid, and he 
should vote for it. The amount of this hill was 
something like $1,200,000. TYedid not know that 
there was a single item in it against which he could 
in good conscience vote; on the contrary he should 
vote for the Dill, and he felt it to be his duty to do 
so. But there were some provisions of the bill to 
which he thought the attention of the House should |: 
be called. Some of these annuities to the Indians |: 
had arisen from time to time until we were now 
forced, under our treaty stipulations, to make these 
large appropriations, the consequence of which, f 
when they grew large enough to support them, | 
was to take away from them all incentive to indus- 
try and to activity. These tribes were decaying, | 
aad many of them had grown very small; and yet |! 
the amount paid to them remained the same—an || 
amount which, compared with the number of In- |! 
dians composing some of the tribes, in his opinion, || 
would startle gentlemen. We appropriated, for | 
instance, to the Miamies, numbering 650 Indians, 
between $65,000 and $66,000—a sufficient amount 
to defray the expenses of many of the State Gov- 
ernments. Well, under our treaty stipulations, 
we pay this amount; we cannot avoid it; but the 
„great inquiry arises, when is this to stop? They || 
are decaying annually. Suppose this tribe came || 
downto 225 or. 325: were we still to pay this same i 
amount? . The. question,- then; necessarily came || 
home ‘to the committee, What system js to be |! 
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i not the slightest necessity for it. 


i; authorizing t 


year.) The Iowas were 470 in number, and re- 
ceived an annuity of $7,875; the Kickapoos 576, 
received $5,000; the Pouawatomies of Huron 100, 
received $400. At what point (he asked) would 
they cease to be the Pottawatomies of Muron? As 
long as one man of them remains? And was this 
annuity to last forever? The Weas 176 men, re- 
ceived §3,000; the Winnebagves 4,500, received 
992,860; the Piankeshaws 98, receive $800; the 
Quapaws 247, receive $4,666; and there were oth- 
ers which he would not read. 

He had not one word to say against this bill. 
He believed there was not one clause in it which 
he could not sanction. But at the same time it be- 
hooved Congress, it behooved the country to ascer- 


| tain whether we could not look to a period when 


this thing should cease; and for that purpose he 
intended to offer the resolution, in order to bring 
the subject before the House. 

One word further. These annuities, although 
paid in good faith to the Indians, and intended for 
their benefit, he believed kept a large horde of spec- 
wlators and traders in that nation, and much of 
them did not go to benefit these Indians. ‘The 
Chickasaws, numbering between four and five 
thousand Indians, had an investment by which 
they reecive something like seventy-five or eighty 
thousand dollars per mmum—a perpetual annuity 5 
and yet their agent complains that while they are 
reeciving such an annuity, they are fast decaying 
and wasting away. And the question came up 
whether Congress could not so dirce the expendi- 
ture of their money as to improve them; that it 
may not go into the hands of traders who destroy 
them with liquor, and who cheat them by charging 
them enormous prices for their goods, but go and 
he applied to the benefit of the Indians. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, offered the follow- 
ing amendment to add at the end of the bill: 

“That the Winnebago Indians have the right 
and privilege of conducting their own business in 
their own way, without any obstruction by the 
Indian agents, sub-agents, or other officers of the 
Government, and that they be allowed to employ 
such preachers, schoolmasters, farmers, mechanics, 
and artisans, as are provided in the several trea- 
ties with said Winnebago Indians, in such manner 
as the chiefs of said tribes may decide; and also, 
that the interest due and to become due on the 
amounts stipulated to be secured to the half-breeds 
of said tribe be paid to said half-breeds regularly 
every year, according to said stipulations in the 
said treaties contained.” 

A motion was made that the committee rise, and 
was rejected. 

Mr. McK AY said he hoped the House would 
not agree to the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York. [twas attempting legislation in their 
appropriation bills which, although he admitted 
might be pro 
east to have undergone the examination of some 
committee of the House before it was agreed to. 
As he understood the reading of it, there was 
It was not pre: 
iere Was any provision in our laws 
he agent among the Winnebago In- 
dians to interfere with their government. No agent 
had the least right to interfere with the internal 
police of the Indian tribes. 

One or two remarks in reference to what had 


ended that t 


| fallen from his friend from Mississippi, [Mr 


Tuomrson.] 
thought it his duty to make them. It would be 
recollected by the [Louse that the gentleman is 
chairman of the Committee on Jndian Affairs, and 


Indian tribes is entrusted: to that committee. 
then, the gentleman, as.an individual, as a mem- 
ber of this House, and as a member of this com- 


cr in some cases, in this ought at | 


He regretted that his frend had || 


hat this whole subject of our regulation with the | 
If, | 


mittee, was satisfied that there: was: anything. at 
all improper in. the ‘regulation of: theseTndian 
tribes, why. had he not reported a bill for 
rection. and reform: needed? “The whole ‘subject 
was entrusted to him; and yet they badino messi 
ure at all emanating from him, the objectiof which 
was to correct and to remedy-this mischievous te- 
gislation. j E a 

But the gentleman called. the attention of the 
committee to the astounding fact, that ‘the “Mis 
amies, including the Eel Rivers; receive about 
$66,000; and he tells you that the’ effect. of this 
large payment is to relax their energies, and cre- 
ate habits of indolence and inactivity. What tem- 
edy has he gravely proposed for this, standing 
here as chairman of the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs, and as a member of this House? “What 
remedy does he propose? Why, in substance, 
that we should repudiate; that we should grad- 
ually reduce these appropriations paid to’ these 
poor Indians time after time by your own public 
policy; and the remedy was that we should break 
the faith of the Government. 

Mr. THOMPSON. IT proposed: no.such:t 

Mr. McKAY. What then? : i 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had remarked ex- 
pressly that he considered it. our duty to make 
these appropriations; and still that there was ano- 
ther matter which deserved the attention of Con- 
gress, and he had thrown out this suggestion for 
the purpose of obtaining the opinion of the honor- 
able chairmain of the Committee of Ways. and 
Means, for whose judgment he always had great 
regard. He desired to know what can bedone: 
No proposition had been brought forward: by the 
Seerctary of War, or from any source. At some 
point we must stop; permanent annuities should 
ceage at some time. Whatever we had done or 
hound ourselves to by treaty stipulations, he was 
willing to abide by; but was there never to be 
an end of this thing? 

Mr. McKAY, resuming, said he had, it was 
true, understood the gentleman to say that he 
would vote for this bill; but surely all understood 
him (or there could be no object in his remarks) 
that he suggested to them whether it was not 
proper to devise some means by which these an- 
nuities can in future be diminished. He admitted 
the gentleman did not say he would stop the ap- 
proprintions here; but did he not tell them distinct- 
ly that they ought to be diminished or withheld ? 
Mr. McK. admitted that there were some class- 
es of these appropriations which did deserve the 
attention of Congress, whether they should be di- 
minished or withheld; some of them were: made 7 
during the pleasure of Congress, and others du- 
ring the pleasure of the President: These were 
certainly within the control of Congress. 

Mr. THOMPSON, (addressing Mr. McKay.) 
They belong. to your committee—the Committee 
of Ways and Means. i 

Mr. McKAY. Not by any means. It be- 
longed to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and at 
the last session a good deal had been said, but no- 
thing had been done about it. No reforms had 
been made. His friend from Tennessee, now the 
head of the Post Office Department, those who 
were members of the last Congress would recol- 
lect, got up then and made a great noise about 
these large appropriations, but nothing had been 
proposed or accomplished, So his friend from 
Mississippi, after making his speech, told them he 
intended to follow it by a resolution, iInquiring— 
what? How much is paid to each Indian tribe, 
and what is their number. Why, the gentleman 
need not offer any such resolution, as they had 
already this same information. À 

Some conversation ensued between the two 
gentlemen as to the precise amount and nature: of 
the information upon this subject before Con- 
gress, which gave rise to considerable merriment,’ 
the committee being in a very good mood. “Atuts 
| close— ` i 

Mr. McK AY resumed. If the gentleman wanted 
|| any reform, let him bring in his bill proposing itn 
|| a tangible form, He (Mr. McK.) thought itun. 
fortunate that the Goverment should have made 
| many of these treaties with the Indian tribes—pe- 
|; culiarly unfortunate., BüttheSenateof the Umited. 
| States had recently adopted ari excellent rule of 
|| proceeding.: “One of the great causes. of tHe: ‘ils 
|| upon those poor Indians. was the traders;‘and “the 
|| Government-had'been-in the practice of 
for the payment of debte due them 


ing. 


1846. 
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were here four or five years ago would, recollect 
that, in some remarks which he then submitted on 
the Indian appropriation. bill, he brought to their 
notice one of the most astounding facts, which 
could be conceived of. He thought it was with 
reference.to the Miamiés.or Wyandots—the Mi- 
amies, he. was told. by a gentleman—that most 
enormous frauds had been- practiced upon them by 
these traders; and: the Senate of the United States, 
in consequence of the disclosures then made, came 
to. the conclusion, to. make no appropriation for 
debts..due. these. Indian traders. 

. He agreed further with the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, and he called upon him, as the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to submit 
some plan, some specific measure, by which the 
application of these moneys could be secured to the || 
objects intended by Congress at the time. when the 
appropriation was made. The sum we were an- 
nually appropriating was a very large one; in this 
bill it was over a million of dollars; and in 1826 
the expenses of the Indian department had been 
$9,000; and from that time they had been one and 
two millions many years—never less than one mil- 
lion. The gentleman. called attention to the fact 
that the Miamies received $66,000, which is dis- | 
tributed annually among 650 men, women, and | 
children; and what was the effect of this distribu- 
tion? Mr. McK. read from a tabular statement in 
his hand the- numbers of several of the Indian 
tribes, with the amount of annuities received by 
them respectively; the aggregate receipt being 
$312,413 47 among the number of 8,740 Indians; 

ividing the one number by the other, showed that 
$35 a head was received by every warrior, or chief, 
or squaw, or papoose. Still we were bound to 
make the appropriations. Those which are per- 
manent would always go to them, of course, no 
matter what might be the number of the tribe. 
But, in addition to this sum that they were called 
upon to appropriate annually, in the fulfilment of 
Indian treaties, gentlemen found, by the reports of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that upwards 
of two millions of dollars had been invested in 

State stocks for the benefit of these Indian tribes. 

All he wanted was, that these moneys shonld be 
applied to the benefit of the Indian tribes, to raise 
them up above the level of the savage—-to the level 
of the civilized man; and that something further 
might be done about the organization of schodls in 
their territory. Sixty odd thousand dollars were 
appropriated by this bill to the specific object of ed- 
ucation alone, besides $10,000, the ordinary perma- 
nent civilization fund. This large amount, prop- 
erly applied, and judiciously expended, might go 
far towards reclaiming these savages. | 

While he was up, there was one subject which || 


he would touch. ‘The sum had been much larger 
heretofore, but it had been reduced by some ar- | 
rangement with the principal of the academy. But || 
about $15,000 or'$16,000 were expended in the ed- | 
ucation of youths of the Indian tribes at the Choc- || 
taw Academy in the State of Kentucky. "This was | 
wrong. This money should be withdrawn from |i 
that academy, and the money should be applied to | 
the establishment of schools within the Indian ter- | 
ritory, where it would tend to rear up villages in 
the neighborhood of the schools, and would give 
an impulse to agriculture and enterprise among 
these people.. He hoped: his friend from Missis- || 
sippi would report some specific bill to remedy || 
these defects, and then would he the more proper || 
time for the discussion of this subject. | 
Mr. J. H. EWING said he had no particular 
objection to the appropriations. contained in this 
bill, because they. were provided for by treaties, 
and of course we had no other course than to com- 
ply with treaties. which were already. made. Dut | 
another matter, and one ofgréat importance, which 
oughtto have. the. attention of the House before 
they acted on: this. bill, was the manner in which 
these appropriations were expended. This House | 
ought to know whether the agents of the Govern- 
ment have complied with. the treaties which we 
have made with these Indians. It was incumbent 
on the chairman of the committee to provide some | 
mode by which they should be assured that the 
money appropriated by this bill should be properly 
and honestly distributed among. the Indians for | 
their benefit.. He.-believed if there was any sin 
which this Government had to answer for it was | 
our treatment of the Indians. It was one of the |! 
greatest. crimes that lay upon our Government. 
Wehad driven them from their homes, taken their Y 


lands from them, and now, when they were driven 
to the Rocky mountains and parted“ with their 
lands for a small stipulation paid annually, we suf- 
fer our own people, our own agents, to go among 
them.and cheat them out of the money we appro- 
priate liere to-day. He had no doubt but there 
were hundreds of hungry cormorants within the 
sound of his voice who had watched this bill for 
weeks, and were ready upon its passsge to descend, 
and to avail themselves of the spoils taken from 
thesé poor dependant Indians. Let them provide 
means by which this money should go for the ad- 
vantage, not for the disadvantage, of these Indians. 
Their tribes were going into decay, and a great 
reason was, that our people were going among 
them carrying spirituous liquors, which was cor- 
rupting, enervating, and destroying them. 


Mr. THOMASSON, with reference to what had |; 


been said by Mr. McKay about the Indian school 
in Kentucky, said he had endeavored, by resolu- 
tion at the last Congress, to bring the subject of 
this academy to this House; and he had been able 
to get no report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs on the subject. He had been informed by 


intelligent men in Kentucky—by Indians them- |: 


selves who were acquainted with it—and he be- 
lieved, that this academy was a nuisance; and now 
this House had the same information from the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. McKAY. The gentleman misunderstood 
me. I did not call it a nuisance. 

Mr. THOMASSON, To that extent I with- 
draw my declaration, But the gentleman concurred 
with him (Mr. T.) that the manner of the appro- 
priation for that school was wrong. Fle said, on 
the authority of gentlemen, men of intelligence, 
and not one, but hundreds, that that school was a 
nuisance, and that the poor Indians pretended to 
he educated there did not receive the care which 
they should; that they are allowed by their pre- 
ceptors to go and pay away their money, and even 
to pledge their clothes for spirituous liquors, in- 
stead of their teaching them morality. Notwith- 
standing all his efforts, he had been unable to get 
a report from the Committee on Indian Affairs at 
the last session. 

Mr. BENTON interposed, (Mr, T. yielding,) 
and said there was a report made on the subject. 

And some conversation passed between the gen- 
tlemen as to the purport ofthat report, from which 
it appeared that it did not come up to Mr. Trrom- 
ASSON’S Views; not beine directed to the abolition 
of the academy, but to some ineidental question. 

Mr. THOMASSON conehided by repeating his 
conviction of the necessity of the abolition of the 
academy, and his desire that the money should be 
expended within the Indian territory, where many 
more could be educated at the same expense, and in 


| a nmch better manner, if proper teachers were pro- 


vided, and proper care taken. -Fle trusted that the 
committee would allow him to introduce a proviso, 


| that no part of the appropriations by this bill should 


go for the support of the Choctaw Academy in 
Kentucky. 

Without further action, on motion, the commit- 

tee rose, and the House adjourned. 
PETITIONS, &e. 

The following Petitions and Memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
prate committees: 

By Mr. LEWTS: The petition of Captain Staring, for the 


+ campletion of Cattaraugus creck, New York. 


By Mr. CATHCART: The memorial of A. R. Harperand 
124 others, of Indiana, asking that a grant of Tand be made 
for the construction of the Buffalo and ippt Railroad. 
The petition of W. W. Taylor and 54 others, on the same 
subject. The petition of A. Wilson and 99 others on the 
same subject. The petition of W. W. Taylor and 35 others, 
on the same subject: referred to the Committee on Roads 


| and Canals, 


By Mr M. L MARTIN: The petition of Gustavus Dene- 
nue, of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking repayment of 
certain moneys paid by him for a tract of public Jand cov- 
ered with water: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. The petition of citizens of Portage county for im- 
provement of Fox and Wisconsin rivers. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: The memorial of Samuel P. Todd, 
aans an allowance for commission on certain bills. of ex- 
change. 

By Mr. TIBBATT The petition of the heirs of Captain 
Richard Tueas, praying for commutation pay, &e. The pe- 
tition of Linehfield Sharp. praying for a pension. The pe- 


8 


į tition of William Stubblefield, praying for a pension, 


By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Rev, D. K. Jankin, and 
42 others, praying that the Republie of Liberia may be recog- 
nised as a sovereign and independent State by the Govern- 
ment of the United States: referred to the Committee on 
Poreign Affairs. 


By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of 106 citizens of Day- 
ton, Ohio, praying for an appropriation for the improvement 
of the Maumee river. a 

By Mr. PERRILL: The petition from a number of citi- 
zens of Pickaway county, Ohio, asking Congress to make an 
appropriation to construct a bridge across the Ohio river at 
Wheeling, Virginia: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

By Mr. J. H, CAMPBELL: 
| zens of the port of Philadelphia 
| for the erection of piers in the river Del t 
| Island and Romba Hook: referred to the Committee on 
i Commerce, ‘The proceedings and resolutions of a meeting 
| of citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, without 
| distinction of party, on the subject of slavery—to lie on the 
| 
{ 

! 


The petition of sundry citi- 
„praying for an appropriation 
aware at Reedy 


table. The petition of Joseph Lindsey, and 38 other mbab- 

| itants of the city and county of Philadelphia, on the subject 
of slavery—to lic on the table. 

| By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 457 citizens of the State 

| of Jhinois, asking Congress to establish a tri-weckly mail- 

‘route from Rock Island, in the county of Rock Island, to 

| Knoxville, in the county of Knox, in said State of Hlinois : 


referred to the Committee on the Post Oflice and Post Roads. 


Also, the petition of 465 citizens of the State of Mlinois, ask- 
ing Congress to establish a tri-wcekly mail-route from Roek 
Island, in the county of Roek Island, to Dixon, Lec county, 
in said State of [linois: referred to the Committee on tie 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. S. D. HUBBARD: The petition of the inhabitants 
| of the towns of Derby, Naugatuck, Waterbury, &e., &e., for 
: the improvement of Stratford harbor in the State of Connec- 
ticut. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The memorial of the citizens of 
' Clinton county, New York, in relation to sal-soda, barilla, 
i Re.: referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
| By Mr STARKWEATHER: The petition of Henry 
Breed: referred to the Committee on Finance, Also, the 
| petition from 8 citizens of Ohio, on the subject of war and 
peace. 

; By Mr. McCRATE: The petition of Rufus Sewall, and 
|: 28 others, of Edgecomb, Maine : referred to the Committee 
{i on Foreign Affnirs. 

i" By Mr. McQLERNAND: The petition from numerous 
i 

| 


l citizens of Jenerson, Hlinois, praying Congress to establish 
; an armory and foundry at Fort A c, in Dlinois: ‘referred 
li to the Committee on Military Afi 
By Mr, CATHCART: ‘She memorial signed by. 8. Colfax 
l and other citizens of Indiana, asking that naval depdts he 
i established at Chicago and Toledo: reterred to the Com- 
|i mittee on Naval Affhirs, Also, the petition of Jorm Dorsey, 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 


‘of Marshall county, Indiana, praying compensation for losses 

i sustained by him during the last war: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Me, CULLOM: The petition of thirty-two citizens of 
Warren county, Tennessee, praying the establishment of a 

post ronte from Spencer, Van Buren county, to Smithville, 

De Kalb county. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of eitizens of Caldwell coun- 
ty, Kentucky, for a post-ronte from Princeton, via Empire 
fronworks, to Cadiz in said State. 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The memorial of 185 persons, 
requesting that an engineer be directed to survey the route 
from the mouth of Red river, to the Sahine hy the bayou Le 
Glaise, and report as to the practicability and advantages of 
laying out a military road across the Mississippi swamp at 
that point. 

By Mr. McK AY: The memorial of the commissioners of 
: navigation and board of health, of the city of Wilmington, 
North Carolina, and other inhabitants of that city, praying 
for the establishment of a marine hospital at that port. Also, 
a memorial of like import with the above, from masters of 
vessels and other seafaring persons trading to and from the 
d port of Wilmington: referred to the’ Committee on 
Sonmnerce, 

By Mr. CULLOM: The petition of John Goney, of 
!? Fentress county, Tennessee, praying to be placed on the in- 
o valit pension roll, 
i By Mr, FICKLIN: The petition of E. I. Starkweather, 
j and others, for the establishment of a mail-route from Green- 
Lup, in Cumberland county, to Charleston, in Coles countys 
i 
ii 


| 
| 
i 
i 


| referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Ry Mr M. L. MARTIN: The petition of N. De Nevue, 
the repayment of certain moneys paid by him for a 
ctof public fand covered with water: referred to the Com- 
nittee on Publie Lands. Also, the petition of citizens of 
| Menomonie falls, in Wisconsin, asking an appropriation on 
the road from Milwaukie to Fond du Lac. 

LO By Mr GE. W. HUBARD: The petition of Christopher 
Moon, the heir of Jacob Moon, for seven years’ half-pay 
under the act of Congress of August 24, 1780; referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

| By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of citizens of Castine, 
| Maine, for an appropriation for repairing the eustom-house 
t that piace: referred to the Committee on Commerce. Al- 
0, the petition of citizens of Brooksville, Maine, that Con- 
gress would provide for the setdement of national disputes, 
by referenee or otherwise, without an appeal to arms. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of officers of the 
2d yogiment United States infantry, for the establishment of 
la military asylum for the relief and support of aged and dis- 
i abled soldiers. 
| By Mr. RELFE: The petition of M. R. Bowers and 145 
| other citizens of Missouri, asking the establishment of a 
| 
| 


2 


it 


tri-weekly mail-route from Quincy, in the State of Minois, 
| through the towns of Palmyra and Paris, to St. Joseph’s, in 
| the State of Missouri: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Charles Hill, 
Wm. D, Bowie, and seventy-two others, citizens of Prince 
George’s county, Maryland, asking that the bridges across 
the eastern branch of the Potomac may be made free. 


By Mr. GROVER: The petition of J. H. Gillman, for a 


By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Lydia Bridgman, and 


| 

| pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

t 

‘ ethers, widows of revolutionary soldiers, praying for pen- 
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sions under the act of 1838. Also, the petition of Catharine 
Storer, praying for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of Andrew Motter, for 
pay for saddle, bridle, &c., taken during the Sac and Fox 
war: referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, 
the petition of the members of the bar of western Michigan, 
for a division of the State into judicial districts, and organ- 
ization of Federal courts, &c., in the western part: referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary Also, the proceedings 
of a meeting of citizens of the State of Michigan, in refer- 
ence to mail routes in said State: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition for a mail-route 
from Ta Salle to Pontiac, Illinois, via Lowel, Galloway, 
and Moon’s Point, on the south side of Vermilion river: 
TEE to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. Š 

By Mr. DODGE: The memorial from the Lesistative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Iowa, praying Congress for an 
appropriation to pay the- expenses incurred in maintaining 
jurisdiction in the southern part of said Territory, during 
the winter of 1839-40. Also, the joint resolution of the 
Council and House of Representatives of said Territory, in- 
structing him to use his influence in obtaining the passage 


ofa law, granting to Polk county, in said Territory, the two | 


eighty-acre lots of land, on which Fort des Moines is locn- 
ted, with the improvements, upon the said county paying 
$125 per acre for the said land. i 

By Mr. GILES: The petition of William Lure Hopkins, 
heir-at-law of Major Daniel Hopkins, a soldier of the Revo- 


lution, praying to be allowed the commutation pay due his | 


deceased father: referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The memorial of Robert Mills, of 
Washington city, submitting a new plan of roadway, com- 


bining with the operation of steam-carriages great economy i 


in the transportation of passengers, public mails, and mer- 
chandise: referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Also, sundry petitions from the citizens of St. Clair, Ran- 


dolph, Jackson, Union, and Alexander counties, Ulinois, | 


praying a mail-route from Billville to Cairo: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of James Bannon, and | 


other citizens of Indiana, asking a donation of Jand for the 
construction of the Buffalo and Mississippi railroad : referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The remonstrance of the mem- 
bers of the bar and other citizens of Kuox comty, Ohio, 
against the division of the judicial district of Ohio: referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, the memorials of 
53 citizens of Vermilion, and 32 citizens of Florence, Brie 
county, Obio, praying the establishment of a naval dendt on 
Lake Erie: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOGE: The petition of 58 citizens of the State 
of Illinois, asking Congress to establish a tri-weekly mail- 
route from Rock [sland, in the county of Rock Island, to 
Knoxville, in the county of Knox, in said State of Minois: 
refirred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

ords. 

Mr. CULLOM asked leave to withdraw from the files the 
petition and papers of Joc] Sharker, of Fentress county, 
Tennessee, and that they he referred to the Committee on 
Inva id Pensions. 

By Mr. SEAMAN : The petition of inhabitants of the city 
of Brooklyn to abolish capital punishment in the United 
States courts, and to repeal all laws inflicting the penalty 
of death. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Elisha Huntington, 
and 226 others, of Sarah G. Bagly, and 60 others, citizens of 


Lowell, in the State of Massachusetts, praying that a con- | 


gress of nations may be instituted and assembled, to form 
a code of international law, by which their varying inter- 
ests may be determined. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ; 

“Mr. SEVIER submitted documents relating to 
the claim of Solomon Drew to compensation for 
Services as provost-marshal of the legionary court 
of the militia of the city of Washington; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. : 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON presented the me- 
morial of Edward Earle, praying the purchase by 
the Government of his invention of a method for 
protecting canvass and cordage against mildew and 
rot; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of Isaac 
W. Taylor and others, praving that the benefits 
of the act of June 17, 1844, providing for the ad- 
justment of certain land claims, may be extended 
to them; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of ship- 
masters and seamen engaged in navigation on the 
lakes, praying that Cattaraugus harbor on Lake 
Erie may be completed and lighted; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of ©. P. Van 
Ness, formerly collector of the district of Vermont, 
praying the passage of a law refunding to him cer- 
tain moneys wrongfully paid into the treasury of 
the United States by him while holding said office; 
| which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciny, 

Mr. MANGUM presented the memorial of Cay- 
ler W. Young, praying a grant of land in the terri- 
tory of Oregon, for the purpose of occupation and 
settlement by emigrants from the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


On motion of Mr. DAYTON, it was 

Ordered, ‘That William Fuller and Orlando Salt- 
marsh have leave to withdraw their petition and 
papers. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was concurred in: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-route from Pine 
Bluffs, Jefferson county, via Princeton and Dallas- 
port to Washington, Hempstead county, in the 
State of Arkansas; also a post-route from Pates- 
ville, up Passe Bayou, via the residence of John 
Martin, to Salem, the county seat of Fulton county, 
in said State. 


Mr. BREESE, pursuant to notice, asked: and 


obtained leave to introduce the following joint res- 
olution: 


Be it resolved, &c., Ye., That the care and control 


By Mr, RITTER: The petition from the widow and heirs 
of Hartman Leitheisers, deceased, who served as an ensign 


war, praying for the amount of pay due the deceased at the | 


time of his death. 
revolutionary soldier, praying for arrearages of pay. 


i 

| 

in Captain Vonhair’s troop of horse during the revolutionary | 
| 

| 

| 


By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of Samuel T. Winston, | 


praying for a pension : referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Nicholas 
Murray, and other heirs of James Murray, asking to be 


paid arrears due to James Murray for revolutionary ser- 
vices. 


By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of 55 citizens of Niag- 
ara county, New York, praying that the publie domain be 
made free, and given in convenient lots to such ‘actual set- 
tlers as are destitute of farms. à 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1846. 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a mes- 


passed by the Senate on the 10th instant, trans- 
mitting a report from the Secretary of State in re- 
lation to the Mexican indemnity; which was laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a 
letter from the Governor of the Territory of Wis- 
consin, enclosing resolutions passed by the Legis- 
lature of that Territory, in favor of an appropria- 


tion for the extinguishment of the Indian title to | 
the lands lying north of the Fox river, and between | 


the Wolf and Wisconsin rivers; which weré re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a letter: from the Governor of said Terri- 
tory, in favor.of an appropriation for a light-house 
on Grassy Island, near the mouth of Fox river; 


Also, the petition of Michael Spaby, a 


sage received yesterday from the President of the || 
United States, in compliance with a resolution || 


of the mineral lands of the United States be re- 
stored to the Treasury Department. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 


t Lands, 


On motion, it was 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourn, it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, submitted an adverse 
report upon the petition of David Little. 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported, 
j without amendment, the bill declaratory of the 
| powers, and legalizing certain acts, of the Chief 
| Clerk of the Patent Office, 

Mr. CHALMERS, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, asked that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
John A. Rogers, and that the same be referred to 
| the Committee of Claims; which was agreed to. 
| Mr. ATCHISON moved that the prior orders 
! of the day be postponed, and that the Senate re- 


| 
| 


i| sume the consideration of the bill for the relief of | 


Elijah White; which motion was agreed to. 
| The PRESIDENT announced the said bill as 


i; in committee of the whole, and open to amend- 


ment, 

Messrs. EVANS and JARNAGIN objected to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ATCHISON observed that he had but a 
few words to say upon the subject, but would brief- 
ly advert to the facts of the case, and the law as it 
related to the claim of the petitioner. 

Asthe facts were proven by competent witnesses, 
and as the petitioner himself set forth, it appeared 
that when ‘near the head of Grand Island, in the 


| 
i 


Plattecriver, on his way to the capital of t 
States, he was attacked by a band of“ 
diaus, andtobbed of the property for whi 
claims compensation i : 
The objection of the 
this ‘claim. was, that th 
time Tefal. inthe 
not entitled to: inde 
before compensati ) 
must show he wastawh 
Upon that point the. 
the authority of the P 


to the present argument: tha ] i 
whether the appointment was made lawfilly 
lawfully, did not touch’ the question whe 
was lawfully in the Indian territory oY not. 
for the sake of argument, he would admitti 

dent had no authority to appoint subsagents west” 
of the Rocky mountains; that fact he ‘wotldadmit. : 
as far as that claim was concerned. The act regu- 

lating the trade forbids citizens of the United States 

from entering the Indian territory, except forthe 

purposes therein specified; These were numi D 
N o oné could carry on trade in the India ory 
without a license, nor could they hunt on “Indian 
territory, pasture, or graze cattle; and’ no’ person 
could settle on Indian territory. ` These were ‘the 
prohibitions of the act, and none other. There was 
no prohibition to a citizen of the United States from 
passing through the territory of the Indians,in gò- 
Ing to or coming from Oregon; that was pri 
every day. Now, it must be known thar it was 
unlawful to pass through their country in th f 
specified, but in none others. Thé petitioner was 
not there for any of these purposes—to settle, pas- 
ture cattle, &c.—but in passing from Oregon to the 
United States. Now, if it was unlawful to do that, 
he would call upon the Senators from Maryland or 
Tennessee to show the law to that purpose. If he 
was unlawfully in their territory in passing through 
it, it would be so with a military force of the United 
States, should they be sent there by the President; 
and the trade between the United States and Mexi- 
co and other parts, which is carried on to a large 
extent, would be prohibited. No such law existed. 
Now, he would say again, (and rest the whole mat- 
ter on the argument,) that unless the Senator from 
Maryland or Tennessee could show some law pro- 
hibiting the right of way through the Indian terri- 
tory, the petitioner had a just claim. Mr, A. here 
read the first section of the act régulating the inter- 
course with the Indians west ‘of the: Mississippi, 
showing the limits of the Indian territory west, and 


‘to show that there was nothing. to prevent a right 


of way through it. He would (he continued) read 
another section, to show that if the President of the 
United States had any power at all;:-he had: that to 
appoint sub-agents west of the Racky mountains. 

{Here he read another extract.] “That extract was 
the authority of the President to appointsub-agents, 
Another objection of the Senator from Maryland 
he would notice, namely, that although he might 
be legally appointed by the President, he had left 
his post without the permission of the War Depart- 
ment. Now, had the Senator from Maryland ex- 
amined the law clearly, he could hardly have made 
that objection. There was no prohibition to a sur- 
veyor to leave his survey. Again: the Senator 


| from Maryland had said that, even admitting this 


man to have been lawfully in the Indian territory, 
he had not taken the proper steps to entitle him to 
compensation from Congress. The matter had been 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and it was 
their opinion that it would have been worse than 
useless for the individual concerned in that case to 
pursue the course laid down by law; which directs 


| that individuals deprived of their property, not‘ hav- 


{ing received reparation inside of twelve: months, 
i Should make it known to the Indian Department. 
| He had, however, proved the facts on, the authority 
| of persons who were present and disinterested. 
| The Commissioner of Indian Affairs had’ said it 
| would be totally useless; and he thought the Gov- 
| ernment was bound to pay, tothe fullest extent, that 
| claim; and in that view the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs fully concurred, The utmost the Senator 
from Maryland could do, in: justices would be to 
move a postponement of the case for twelve months, 
| for the purpose of conforming to the prescribed 
iform. With these remarks he would contlade. 

Mr. MANGUM moved‘that the bill belaid up- 
| on the-table; which motion was agreed-to. > 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, trom: the Com- 
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mittee-of Claims, to whom: was referred the peti- 
tion of Amos Kendall, reported’a bill for his relief; 
which was read,.and passed to a second reading. 

A message was received from the House. of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had 
passed a bill to attach to the Fort Wayne land dis- 
triet certain, tracts of land lying within the limits 
of that district, which are not now attached to:any 
district; in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was asked. 

The bill in relation. to the tracts of land in the 
vicinity of the Fort Wayne land district, which 
was this morning reported from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, was takon up, and read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The bill making appropriations for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending June 30th, 1847, and for 
other purposes, was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DIX was about to resume his remarks 
which he.had not concluded at the hour of adjourn- 
ment yesterday, but yielded the floor to 

Mr.J. M. CLAYTON, who said he desired an 
opportunity to offer a few remarks relative to an 
allusion made to, him by the Senator from New 
York, (Mr. Drx,] in the opening of his speech 
yesterday., He is reported to have said: 

“In entering into the debate on the question un- 
< der consideration, I feel constrained to differ in 
“opinion with two distinguished Senators who 
* have preceded me, in relation to the manner in 
* which the discussion should be conducted. I al- 
“Jude to the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALe] who 
“opened the. debate, and the Senator from Dola- 
«ware, (Mr. J. M. Crayron,] who followed him, 
“not now in his seat. Both took the ground, and 
* with equal peremptoriness, that the title to Oregon 
“ought not to be discussed, but for totally different 
“reasons—the Senator from Ohio, because the 
£ time for discussing it had gone by, and the Sena- 
*tor from Delaware, because the time for discus- 
* sing it had not arrived. With the unfeigned re- 
i spect which I entertain for them, I dissent from 
«their opinion with great difidence of my own.” 

As the Senator said, he (Mr. C.) was tempo- 
rarily absent from his seat, but came in a few min- 
utes after the Senator had made that remark. He 
had mistaken his (Mr. C.’s) position. When he 
had the honor of addressing the Senate on the 12th 
instant, he did object to the discussion of the title 
in open session, but he avowed distinctly at the 
time his perfect willingness to enter at any moment 
on that discussion in executive session. Fle did 


not mean to say, nor did he think that he was | 


generally understood at the time as meaning to 


say, that he objected to the discussion of the ques- 


tion at that very moment. On the contrary, he 
thought. that he ‘expressed his willingness to go 
into it then, if his associates in the Senate wished 
to do.so—but in executive session. And he beg- 
ged the Senator to recollect the reason which he 
assigned why the discussion should be so conduct- 
ed. He said that, if the question were to be set- 
tled by treaty between the two Governments, the 
remarks made in open. session were calculated to 

rejudge;. 
T aesion which, would arise upon the treaty. He 
thought then, and he. thought. so still, that if the 
questian were to be settled in that. manner, great 
danger might. arise from. these ublic. discussions, 
because. it would be recollected: that it took but 
nineteen of them to defeat.any treaty; and if the 
discussion. became extended, as was very likely, 


there. was danger that nineteen Senators might be- | 


come so. committed before the whole country in 
regard te the-title, and: differing from the Execu- 
tive, why, then, was it not obvious that their con- 
sideration. of the treaty-would be seriously tram- 
melled?...Qn the other hand, he thought then, and 
thought still, that if discussed in executive session, 
no. such difficulty could occur; no man would be 
then. committed before the country... But open 
discussion was attended with the dangerof so 
many men committing themselves on some paral- 
lel of latitude- different from that presented in the 


26 


and must necessarily prejudge, the | 


treaty.. If the Senator would: pardon him a few 
moments longer, he would make asingle reference 
te a remark which fell from the honorable Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hawnecan.] He seemed to 
apprehend that there was greater danger of stran- 
gling Oregon in that chambeer than elsewhere. 
How so? He (Mr. C.) could not possibly com- 

rehend that. If the title to Oregon be clear—if it 

e such a title as the country could stand up for 


and fight for—it was one that would bear discus- | 


sion in executive session as well as any where else, 
and the only difference was, that it could be much 
more safely discussed in executive session than in 
open session. The honorable Senator, however, 
at the conclusion of his eloquent address, seemed 
to apprehend that if the Senate took the respon- 
sibility of discussing this question in secret session, 
perhaps some Caius Gracchus might drive us from 
our seats, and forcibly expel our President from 
his elevated seat, 

Mr. HANNEGAN. If the Senator from Dela- 
ware will allow me, I will restate what I uttered 
in this particular, and a misreport of which was 
given in both the Union and Intelligencer, so gross 
as to be ridiculous. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON yielded the floor, when 

Mr. H. said, that the language he uttered was, 
that the withdrawal of so momentous a question 


| from the public eye for secret deliberation and dis- 


cussion, to be followed—as perchance is might be— 
by a silent and sudden death of the measure, in di- 
rect violation of the will of three-fifths of the Amer- 


ican people, would be a most serious, if nota mel- p 


ancholy hour in the history of the country. It 


might prelude the entrance of some Caius Gracchus | 


into that hitherto consecrated chamber, whose 
heart, big with the fires of freedom, and roused by 
such an outrage upon public rights, would lead him 
to address the mighty tribunal without, and by this 
simple change of attitude, ee Mr. FE. pointed to 
the doors of the Senate, and raised his hands to the 
galleries,) turning from that venerated chair, re~- 
verse thenceforth the cherished forms of this body, 
impair its dignity, and destroy its lofty and com- 
manding attitude. 

Mr. CLAYTON was glad to hear that explana- 


tion. i 
OREGON—THE NOTICE. 
Mr. DIX then proceeded with his remarks, and 
said: 


I beg the Senator from Delaware to be assured 
that nothing would give me more pain than to mis- 


‘| state any Senator on this floor; and [accept with 


great pleasure the explanation which he has made. 
I desire also to say, in justice to him, as well as to 
the Senator from Ohio, that I did not use the term 
“‘peremptoriness?? in referring to the manner in 
which they had insisted that the question of title 
ought not, in their opinion, to be discussed. I said 
they had taken the position in equally strong lan+ 
guage. i T 

I now resume the consideration of the important 
question on which I had the honor to address the 
Senate yesterday; and in doing so, I cannot with- 
hold the expression of my sense of the kind indul- 
gence which has been extended to me. T will en- 
deavor to afford the Senate a substantial proof of 
that sense of obligation on my part, by bringing 
my remarks to a close in the briefest possible pe- 
riod of time. 

The historical sketch which I was making, of 
the discoveries and establishments in Oregon, when 


| the Senate adjourned yesterday, ended with the 


| year 1792. 


The discovery of Bulfinch’s harbor and the Co- 
lumbia river by Gray, and the explorations of Gal- 


| liano, Valdes, and Vancouver, in the Strait of Fu- 


ca, in that year, terminated the series of maritime 
discoveries in the disputed territory, which had 
commenced two centuries and a half before. From 
that time to the present, nothing has' been done on 


the coast but to fill up the smaller details of the |: 
great outline completed. by the labors of these nay- 


igators. 


In the same year, (1792,) Mackenzie, leaving |j 


Fort Chippewyan, on the Athabasca lake, in the 


| 58th parallel of latitude, and-nearly midway be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, proceeded 
westward to the Rocky mountains, where he pass- 
ed the winter. The next spring, he resumed his 
journey, struck the Tacoutche Tessee, (now Fra- 

zer’s river,) in the 54th parallel of latitude, and de- 
| scended it some 250 miles. He then continued his 
course to the west, and reached the Pacific in north 
latitude 52° 20’—about a degree north of the island 
of Quadra and Vancouver, - Frazer’s river, which 
takes its rise near the 55th parallel of latitude, was 
for nineteen years supposed to be the northern 
branch of the Columbia; but in 1819, it was as- 
certained by Frazer to debouch in the Strait of 
Fuca, at the 49th parallel of latitude. It waters 
the district of country immediately west and north 
of the valley drained by the upper branch of the 
Columbia. This district is a part of the great sec- 
tion of the northwest coast, bounded on the east 
by the Rocky mountains, and on the west by the 
Pacific, of which the main channels of access had 
| been laid open by previous discoveries, 

In 1804, Captains Lewis and Clarke set out on 
their expedition to Oregon; and, in 1805, after 
ineredible hardships and labors, they established 
themselves on the north side of the Columbia river, 
near its mouth, and subsequentiy on the south side, 
and passed the winter there. In the spring of 1806, 
| they commenced their journey homeward, and 
reached the Mississippi in the fall of that year, hav- 
ing travelled over 9,000 miles, This expedition 
was fitted out under the direction of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and executed by officers 
in its service at the public expense. It was under- 
taken on the recommendation of the President, 
communicated in a message to Congress in 1803. 
One of its objects was to examine the country 
watered by the Columbia river, which had been 
discovered by a citizen of the United States, and it 
resulted in a survey—necessarily cursory—cf the 
main southern branch of the river, of the principal 
stream to its mouth from the junction of the latter 
with it, and of a portion of Clarke’s river, which 
empties into the northern branch between the 48th 
and 49th parallels of latitude. This was the first 
exploration of the Columbia. made subsequently to 
1792, when it was ascended by Gray, its discov- 
erer, some twenty miles, and. five months after 
by a detachment from Vancouver’s party, under 
Broughton, about one hundred miles, from its 
mouth 

It is also to be considered that the expedition of 
Lewis and Clarke was undertaken immediately 
after the cession of the territory of Louisiana to 
the United States by France—a territory admitted 
to inelude all the country drained by the Missis- 
sippi and its tributaries to their head waters. It 
| was also the understanding at the time that it wag 
| separated from the British possessions in North 
America by the 49th parallel of latitude extended 
westward from the Lake of the Woods indefinite- 
ly. Mr. Monroe, in a paper presented to Lord 
| Harrowby in 1804, at London, stated that it had 
been so settled by commissaries appointed by 
France and England under the treaty of Utrecht; 
and the siatement was not impugned or objected to. 
| I am aware that a doubt has recently been raised 
i as to the fact of such a line having been agreed on; 
| but after nearly a century and a half, it is ques- 
| tionable whether an arrangement which had been 
| acquiesced in [Colonel Ben row here added—‘ and 
| acted on] as having been made by the compe- 
tent authority at the proper time, can be denied, 
even though no authentic record of the meeting of 
the commissaries can be found.* Other persons 
were employed by the Government to survey the 
southern portions of Louisiana; and these con- 
| temporaneous expeditions must be regarded by 
the world as a public manifestation of the inten- 
tion of the United States to assert all the rights she 


* See an elaborate examination of the question in Green- 
how’s Oregon, page 278, 
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~~ 


40 


Feb. 19, 


fake in the 54th parallel of latitude; and this was ji 
the first establishment ever made by British sub- | 
jects west of the Rocky mountains, 

In March, 1811, the Pacific Far Company, of 
which John Jacob Astor, of New York, was the 
principal, formed an establishment at Astoria, on 
the south bank of the Columbia river, about ten 
miles from its mouth, having first established them- | 
selves on the north bank; and this was the first 
settlement ever made on the Columbia or in the 
territory watered by that river or its tributaries, 
excepting two temporary establishments in 1809 | 
and 1810, formed also by American citizens, which 
were soon abandoned in consequence of the difi- 
eulty of obtaining provisions, and other embarrass- 
ments. ‘The Astoria company also formed an es- 
tablishment in 1811, on the Okanagan, a tributary 
entering the Columbia on the north side, between 
the 48th and 49th parallels of latitude; and in 1812 
another near it on the Spokan, also a tributary of | 
the great river. 

In 1813 the Pacific Company, in consequence of | 
the embarrassments growing out of the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, sold ‘its establishments, furs, 
and stock in hand” (including the posts on the 
Okanagan and the Spokan) to the Northwest Com- 
pany; and afew days afterwards the British sloop- 
of-war Raccoon arrived, took possession of the 
place, and hoisted the British flag. 

By the treaty of Ghent, ratified by us in 1815, it} 
was stipulated that ‘all territory, places, and pos- 
sessions whatsoever taken by either party from the 
other during the war, or which may be taken after 
the signing of this treaty, excepting only the islands 
hereinafter mentioned, shall be restored without 
delay.” 

In compliance with this stipulation, the establish- | 
ment at Astoria was restored to the United States. | 
The compliance was full, unconditional, and with- 
out reservation of any sort. No claim was set up 
by Great Britain in her written communications 
with the United States on this subject, at the time 
of the restoration, in respect to any right of sover- 
eignty or domuin in the territory thus restored. 
The British Minister at Washington had, itis true, 
a year before objected to the restoration, on the 
ground that the place had been purchased by the 
Northwest Company, and that ithad “been taken 
possession of in his Majesty’s name, and had been 
since considered as forming part of his Majesty’s 
dominions.” “Lhe objection was virtually aban- 
doned by the restoration; and as the place was re- 
stored without a written protest or reservation, the 
ground of the objection may be regarded as having || 
been considered wholly untenakle by those who |! 
took it. In this transaction, as in all others rela- 
ting to the territory of Oregon, the Government of 
the Onited States maintained, in clear and onequiv- 
ocal terms, its right of sovereignty. In its instruc- 
tions to Captain Biddle in 1817, it directed him to 
proceed to the mouth of the Columbia, and there 
“to assert the claim of the United States to the | 
sovereignty of the adjacent country, in a friendly 
and peaceable manner, and without the employ- 
ment of force.” This order he execated on the | 

Ith of August, 1818, by taking formal possession | 
of the country on the river, The formal restora- 
tion of Astoria was made on the 6th of October, 
1818; and in fourteen days afterwards (on the 26th 
October) a convention was agreed on by the Uni- 
ted States and Great Britain, containing the follow- 
ing article: 

“Arr. 3. It is agreed that any country that may 
‘ be claimed by either party on the north west coast 
‘of America, westward of the Stony mountains, 
* shall, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, 


‘and the navigation of all rivers within the same, | 


‘be free and open for the term of ten years from 
‘the date of the signature of the present conven- 
‘tion, to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the 
‘two Powers: it being well understood that this 
‘agreement is not to be construed to the prejudice 
‘of any claim which either of the two high con- 
‘ tracting parties may have to any part of the said 
‘country, nor shall it be taken to affect the claims 
‘of any other Power or State to any part of the 
‘said country; the only object of the high contract- 
‘ing parties in that respect being to prevent dis- 
* putes and differences among themselves,” 

On the 6th of August, 1827, the main provisions 
of the foregoing article were renewed by the fol- 
lowing conyention: 
„SART. 1. All the provisions of the third article 
“of the convention concluded between the United 


, ‘accordingly entirely annulled and abrogated, after 


| agree to suspend the settlement of the controversy, 
i and then to draw from acts done by one of the par- 


|| is true she had not kept up her establishments 


* States of America and his Majesty the King of 
“the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
‘land, on the 20th of October, 1818, shall be, and 
‘they are hereby, further indefinitely extended and 
‘continued in. force, in the same manner as if all 
* the provisions of the said article were herein spe- 
‘cifically řecited. ` 

“Ant. 2. It shall be competent, however, to 
‘either of the contracting parties, in case either 
‘should think fit, at any time after the 20th Octo- 
‘ber, 1828, on giving due notice of twelve months 
‘to the other contracting party, to annul and abro- 
‘ gate this convention; and it shall, in such case, be 


‘the expiration of the said term of service. 

“Arr. 3. Nothing contained in this convention, 
‘or in the third article of the convention of the 
‘With October, 1818, hereby continned in force, 
‘shall be construed to impair, or in any manner 
‘aflect, the claims which either of the contracting 
‘parties may have to any part of the country west- 
‘ward of the Stony or Rocky mountains.” 

On the basis of these two treaties the relations of 
the two countries in respect to Oregon now rests 
and in order to ascertain what are the rights of the 
contracting parties to the territory in dispute, we 
must revert to the year 1818, to the statw quo be- 
fore they were entered into; for if, as has been 
scen, nothing contained in the treaties can preju- 
dice in any manner their respective claims, no acts 
done since by settlement or otherwise can create, 
in respect to the territory in question, any rights 
which did not exist then. 

This position was taken with characteristic vigor 
and brevity by the distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Canaoun,] sitting before me, 
in a note dated the 3d of September, 1844, and ad- 
dressed to Mr. Pakenbam, while die Senator was 
acting in the capacity ofa negotiator. 

Sir, I wish to be distinctly understood on this 
point, for the reason that the Hudson’s Bay Com- 
pany, in which the Northwest Company has been 
merged, has for several years been extending its 
establishments; and heeause, in the negotiations 
between the British Government and ours, it has 
been once, at least, if not more than once, intima- 
ted by the former that British subjects had interests | 
there which it was bound to protect. These estab- 
lishments have been made with full knowledge of 
the stipulations of the conventions entered into be- 
tween the two countries; and on no ground, even 
the ground of equity, can any claim be set up on 
the basis of these newly-created interests. 'To 


ties during the suspension new arguments in favor 
of its own side of the question, is not only repug- 
nant to every rule of fairness, but it is a violation 
of the letter as well as the spirit of the agreement, 
and tends to the defeat of the very object in view | 
in making it, 

Let us sce, then, what discoveries had been 
made, and what establishments formed, in 1818. |] 
Those of Spain were paramount to all others. 
She had visited and explored the whole coast from 
California, where she had permanent establish- 
ments, to the most northerly line of the territory 
i in dispute. iShe had discovered the Strait of Juan 
| de Fuca, and formed an establishment within it, 
I think, in 1790. She had discovered Nootka 
| Sound, and established herself there. And she was 
strengthened in her claims to the absolute sover- 
eignty of the country by its immediate contiguity | 
to California, of which she had the undisputed and | 
undivided possession, with the exception of two | 
temporary establishments by the Russians between | 
the bay of St. Wranciseo and Cape Mendocino, 


| 
nd by permission of the Spanish Government. It | 


north of Cape Mendocino; but no others had been 
formed in the same localities; and her rights of dis- 
covery, therefore, were not superseded by rights 
of occupation on the part of other nations in any 
portion of the territory in dispute, excepting so far 
as they may have been derived from the American 
| and British establishments, to which I am about to 
refer. 


She had 


which were made to facilitate their trade in furs, || 


and some of its tributaries, and--she had formed 
establishmerits within it at four different periodsas 
in 1809, 1810, 1811, and 1812—the most. southerly 
near the mouth of the Columbia, and the most north- 
erly between the forty-eighth and forty-ninth paral- 
lels of latitude. Spain claimed to have discovered, 
the Columbia seventeen years before Gray entered 
it; but in 1921 she ceded all her rights tothe country 
northof 42°to the United States, by treaty,and thus 
gave us a title to the territory watered bythe river, 
which Great Britain ought never to have questioned. 
By virtue of the same act of cession, her entire right 
to the coast became vested in us. 

In the course of the public discussions in respect 
to Oregon, the United States has been charged 
with dishonor and bad faith in setting up a claim 
to that territory, Ist, by alsco Tey, through the 
agency of her own citizens; and 2d, by cession of 
the rights of Spain. For, as has been said, if the 
first ground was tenable, she could not, without 
inconsistency, set up a claim on the second, be- 
cause she had virtually denied the second by as~ 
suming the first as the basis of her right. But, 
sir, is it mot quite possible for two nations to pos- 
sess rights by contiguity, or to acquire them by 
discovery, neither perfect, but capable of ‘being 
rendered so by a merger of both m one? Great 
Britain herself claims’ a right of joint occupancy 
with the United States in Oregon; and she will 
certainly not deny that a cession of her right to 
us, or ours to her, would create a perfect title to 
the country, without affording cause for any im- 
putation of dishonor to either. $ 

Great Britain, in 1818, had surveyed the Strait 
of Fuca, after its outlines were known; but- she 
had made no disvoveries on the coast which were 
not comprehended within the boundaries of the 
great districts previously known and visited. She 
may have had establishments in the valley of the 
Columbia; but ifso, I have not been able to ascer- 
tain the fact. She had discovered Frazer's river, 
which empties into the Strait of Fuca at the forty- 
ninth paralle} of latitude; she had traced it from 
its source to its mouth; she had formed an estab- 
lishment on it near the fifty-fourth parallel; and it 
only remains to settle by the testimony of facts the 
geographical relation which this river and its valley 
bear to the river and valley of the Columbia. ; 

I pass by, as unconnected with the question, for 
the reasons I have assigned, all settlements made 
subsequently to 1818 by the Hudson’s Bay Com- 
pany, on which Great Britain has conferred large 
and most important powers in respect to the coun- 
try west of the Rocky mountains. Indeed; these 
establishments rest upor no legal concession, even 
by herself, which confers any right. of domain. 
The TIudson’s Bay Company hasa mere. right of 
exclusive trade with the Indians, without the priv- 
ilege of acquiring any title to the soil in Oregon; 
and in this respect the privileges of the Company 
differ materially from those conferred on it in re- 
lation to the territory it possesses upon Hudson’s 
Straits. 7 . 

I also pass by, as idle, the formalities of taking 
possession of the country by Broughton on. the 
Columbia, and Vancouver in the Strait of Fuca— 
formalities a long time before performed in number- 
less localities by the Spaniards—especially as those 
of the British navigators were unaccompanied by 
actual settlement and occupation, and were indi- 
rect violation ofa treaty which those officers were 
sent out to execute. i 

I have endeavored, Mr. President, in the first 
part of my remarks, to maintain the Spanish title 
to the northwest coast of America.. T regard:all at- 
tempts to disparage it as antiquated and. obsolete, 
i to be founded upon partial and illiberal views of 
the subject. Itis unnecessary to say to you, sir, 
or the Senate, that antiquity is the highest element 
of title, if the chain can be traced down unbroken 
and entire to our own times. ‘The Spanish title to 
| the northwest coast is almost coeval with the voy- 


t examined the country watered by the Columbia 


1846. 
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it be to the limited extent I have stated. During 
the last thirty. years, all rights have been suspend- 
ed by treaty arrangements between the only two 
Powers who can, with any face, set up a claim to 
the exercise of sovereignty over the territory to 
which it attaches.. In the consideration of national 
interests in territorial possessions, it is a narrow 
view to bind down sovereign States to all the rigor+ 
ous technicalities of’ private tenures. Great prin- 
ciples of national right, viewed liberally, and’ap- 
plied according to‘the proclaimed intentions of the 
parties, are the only guides worthy of statesmen 
or Governments in the settlement of questions of 
Sovereignty over the unoccupied portions of’ the 
earth we inhabit. . The object of Spain, in respect 
to the northwest coast, was settlement-—-permanent 
occupation.. The object of Great Britain was com- 
merce, traffic, transient occupation. Tested by the | 
principles I have stated, 1 cannot hesitate to con- 
sider the Spanish title to the northwest coast of 
America, which has of late been so much dispar- 
aged, as vesting rights in us which are unimpeach- 
able. 

I said at the commencement of my remarks that 
one of my objects was, to- defend the Spanish title, 
by stating the historical facts on which it rests. I 
have performed the task which I allotted to myself. 
I will only add that, with what I have said, Í am 
content, so far as Iam concerned, to leave the whole | 
question where it now is, in the hands of the Ad- 
ministration, relying on its firmness and its sense 
of rectitude to sustain our just rights, and to respect 
the just rights of others. 

So conscious ig Great Britain of the invalidity of 
her title, that she does net venture to asserta right 
to the exclusive sovereignty of any portion of the 
territory. In 1826 she claimed only a right of joint 
occupancy, in common with other powers; but 
denied the right of exclusive dominion in the Uni- 
ted States. While insisting that she was entitled 
‘tto place her claims at least upon a parity with 
those of the United States,” she has constantly re- 
fused to divide the territory at the 49th parallel of 
latitude, the boundary between her and us from the 
Lake of the Woods to the Rocky mountains—a 
line which would have severed the coast, and the 
country in immediate contiguity with it, into two 
parts so nearly equal, as to leave her no reasonable 
ground, even on the score of an equitable division, 
for the continuance of a controversy. Her desire 
for territorial extension in this quarter is for the | 
purpose of establishing her colonial dominion over | 
districts of country bordering on us, and confining 
our settlements within narrower limits. Our con- 
test for territorial rights, which we consider indis- 
putable, has no object but to enable our citizens to 
extend themselves to our natural boundary—the 
Pacific. Her interest is remote and contingent; 
ours is direct and certain. Hers is the interest of 
a State in a distant country which she wishes to 
colonize; ours is the interest of a country In its | 
own proper territory and settlements. She is not 
content with subjecting to her sway the fertile and 
opulent regions of the East; but she comes now 
thousands of miles across the ocean to dispute with 
us the dominion of the uninhabited wilderness, and 
curtail the area for our expansion. With the least 
disposition on her part to listen to the suggestions 
of reason and justice, this question would long ago 
have been settled on the fair and honorable terms 
of compromise-—nay, sir, on the terms of conces- 
sion-—-which we have more than once proposi. 

I am sure that in the course of our Government 
in relation to Great Britain, in our negotiations, 
and in the treaties which have been formed between 
us, no evidence will be found of a desire on our 
part to` encroach on her rights, or to adjust any of 
the questions. which have arisen between us on 
other terms than those of justice and liberality, 
The settlement of the northeastern boundary—one 
of the most delicate and difficult that has ever arisen | 
between tis—affords a striking evidence of our de- | 
gire to maintain with her the most friendly under- | 
standing. We ceded to her a portion of territory | 
which she deemed of vital importance as a means |; 
of military communication between the Canadas || 
and her Atlantic provinces, and which will give her | 
a great advantage in a contest with us. The meas- | 
ure. was sustained by the constituted authorities 
of the country, and I have no desire or intention to 
call its wisdom in question. But it proves that we 
were not unwilling to afford Great Britain any fa- | 
cility she required for consolidating her North | 
American possessions—acting In pease as though | 


| that of continuing on terms of amity with her and 


war was not to be expected between the two coun- | 
tries. If we had cherished any ambitious designs in | 
respect to them—if we had had anyother wish than ! 
them—this great military advantage would never | 
have been conceded to her. f 
On the other hand, I regret to say that her course | 
towardsus has been a course of perpetual encroach- | 
ment. But, sir, I will not look back upon what is | 
ast for the purpose of reviving disturbing recol- | 
ections. Yet I am constrained to say, that in re- | 
spect to Oregon, I consider her legislation as a vir- | 
tual infraction of the conventions of 1818 and 1827. | 
By an act of Parliament passed in 1821, she has | 
extended the jurisdiction, power, and authority of | 
her courts of judicature in Upper Canada over the | 


whole Indian territory in North America, “ not ij 


within her own provinces, or within any civil gov- | 
ernment of the United States,” and of course em- 
bracing the territory of Oregon. She has given 
them cognizance of every wrong and injury to the 
person and to property, real or personal, commit- 
ted within the territory, and has declared that every 
person whatsoever (not British subjects alone, but | 
every person whatsoever) residing in it shall be | 
amenable to these couris. Nay, sir, she has au- | 
thorized the crown to establish courts within the | 
territory itself, with power to try criminal offences 
not punishable with death, and also civil causes to | 
a limited amount—I believe €200—about $1,000. | 
She has thus assumed to exercise over this terri- i 
tory one of the highest attributes of national sov- | 
creignty—that of deciding upon rights of property 
and punishing violations of the criminal laws she 
has extended over them. Sbe could hardly have | 
asserted a more absolute sovereignty than she has ; 
done by this extension of her laws and the juris- | 
diction of her courts over a territory in which she | 
admits that she has no other right but that ofa 
joint occupancy, I am aware that she has dis- 
avowed the intention of entoreing her criminal laws 
against citizens of the United States. But if Sen- 
ators will turn to the documents accompanying the ; 


President’s Message, they will sce that the lad? | 
sows Bay Company has a much more summary | 
method of disposing of Amerinan citizens, who es- 
tablish themselves on the north side of the Colum- | 
bia, in the neighborhood of its settlements. ‘Their | 
condition is not bettered, if this exemption from | 
the operation of the British statute is to be ex- | 
changed for a forcible process of ejection without | 
law. | 
Under these circumstances, what is the duty of 
the United States? As I do not intend to intrude 
myself on the attention of the Senate again, without | 
absolute necessity, on any question relating to Ore- | 
gon, I desire to say now that E shall vote for the 
notice to terminate the convention of 1818, con- | 
tinued in force by that of 1827—a convention which | 
Great Britain treats as recognising a right of joint 
occupancy, but which has in reality been for her 
an exclusive occupancy of the whole territory 
north of the Columbia. lam in favor of extend- | 
ing the’ authority of our laws and the jurisdic- 
tion of our courts over the territory; and in doing ; 
so, I would, while the convention is in force, spe- | 
cially except British subjects, and direct them, 
when charged with infractions of our laws, to be 
delivered up to the nearest British authorities. F 
would make this reservation, for the express pur- ij 
pose of preventing, as far as possible, a conflict of || 
Jurisdiction, and to avoid all cause for imputing to | 
us a disregard of treaties, or a desire to produce col- | 
lision or disagreement of any sort. And in order! 
to facilitate the extension of the authority of the || 
Union over our fellow citizens in that remote dis- | 
trict of our country, and to remove, as far as pos- | 
sible, the obstacles to a more free and efficient in- |i 
tercourse between us and them, I would establish | 
at once a chain of military posts, with competent 
garrisons and armaments, from the remotest navi- 
gable waters which flow into the Mississippi, to i| 
the eastern face of the Rocky mountains, stopping || 
there so long as the convention continues in force. | 
Duty, honor, policy—all demand these measures į 
at our hands: and I trust they will be executed | 
with promptitude and decision. | 
Will these measures produce war? I cannot be- | 
lieve that they will. I cannot believe it, because ; 
they furnish no just ground of provocation. The | 
right to give the notice is reserved by treaty. The 
right of extending our laws over Oregon is a right | 
which Great Britain has already exercised for a 
quarter of a century. The establishment of a chain 


|| But beyond this I never can go. 


Tat defiance. 


H sauit. 


of posts to the Rocky mountains wholly within 
our own territory, invades no right in others. It 


‘| has been inferred, from an expression in a public 


| document, that there is danger of an immediate 
war, and thata sudden blow may be struck. Sir, I 
cannot believe it. A war waged against us on ac- 
count of any one or all of the measures referred to, 
| would be a war of plain, unmixed aggression. No 
nation, in the present age, could embark in such a 
contest, without drawing down upon herself the con- 
demnation of all civilized communities. She would 
find herself opposed and restrained by public opin- 
ion, which, in our day, rules the conduct of nations 
more powerfully than the arm of force, I hold, 
therefore, immediate war to be out of the question. 
Nor can eventual war take place, unless the asser- 
tion of our just rights shall be forcibly resisted. J 
do not pretend to pass judgment on what the fu- 
ture may bring forth. Collisions may grow out 
of these measures—collisions ripening, through in- 
fluences and events which we may be unable to 
control, into open warfare. I should deeply de- 
plore such a result. The interests of humanity, 
great principles of political right, self-government, 
| freedom, individual rights, all suffer when the voice 
of the law is silenced by the tumult of war. “In- 
ter arma silent leges,” is an adage, of the truth of 


i| which history has furnished too many fatal proofs. 


I would do much to avert such a calamity. I would 
| do anything not inconsistent with the public honor, 
to avoid a contest which would be disastrous to 
both parties, no matter what should be its final issue. 
] And if exemp- 
tion from war can only be purchased by a surren- 
der of our just rights, E cannot consent to make 
the purchase. But if war cannot be averted, I 
trust we shall not commit the great error of under- 
valuing our adversary, With some opportunity 


{of observing the condition of Great Britain near 


at hand, J have no hesitation in saying that she 
was never capable of greater efforts than she is at 
the present moment. I know that her inordinate 


i distension contains within itself an element of vi- 


tal weakness. It is notin the order of human so- 
ciety that so extended a dominion should remain 
Jong unbroken. But I have not yet been able 
to deteet, in the condition of her body politic, 
the unerring symptoms of that decay which pre- 
cedes and works out the dissolution of empires. 
She has great abuses to struggle against. ‘The 
Senator from Ohio has well and graphically de- 
sevibed them. She has enormous burdens to sus- 
tain; bat she has great strength to bear them. 
Her soldiers are not like those of Rome in her lat- 
ter days, enervated in vigor and relaxed in dis- 
cipline. You will find them in every quarter of the 


i| globe, under the fiery heat of the equator, and 


amid the frosts of the arctic circle, braving the ele- 
ments, and setting danger and toil, in every form, 
But, sir, I pretend not, with my nar- 
| row foresight, to look into the future. It is pos- 
| sible that her how may be near at hand, Bat we 
| know that the last struggle of the strong man is 


il always the most desperate, and sometimes the most 


dangerous to the antagonist who has brought him 
to the ground. 
I say this in no spirit of timidity. I say it in 


|a spirit of prudent forecast—with the desire that 


we may go into the contest, if it shall come, with 
the assurance that we have to deal with a strong 
adversary and nota weak one; and that our prep- 
aration may be commensurate with the means of 
offence to which we shall be exposed. I have no 
doubt of our ability both to defend ourselves, and 
to give back effective blows in return. We were 
never so strong as we are at the present moment: 
strong in our position, strong in our means, strong 
in the spirit and energy of our people. Our de- 


ifenceless condition has been greatly overstated. 
| We have been told that our coast is denuded. 
i| have heard, whether on this floor or elsewhere I 


I 


do not know, that there is scarcely a gun mounted 
for the defence of the commercial metropolis of 
my own State, Therejcannot be a greater error. 
"There are hundreds of guns, of heavy calibre, in 
the city of New York, ready, at the very hour in 
which I speak, to receive an assailant, and as 
many more, which can be placed in position in 
an ‘emergency, and this independently of guns 
afloat. In thirty days I believe the city might be 


i| rendered, with a skilful engineer, and with the 
l| means which might be placed at his command, 


prepared—-well prepared—against a maritime as- 
But, sir, I turn away from all these fore- 
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bodings of evil. I have confidence in the contin- 
uance of peace. The good sense of both countries 
will revolt at a contest which can bring no good 
to either, and secure an adjustment of existing: dif- 
ficulties on terms honorable to both. Such is my 
conviction. But, sir, if Lam deceived, then T 
have only to say that, while I would be constrain- 
ed by nothing but overruling necessity to take up 
the sword, yet, if the necessity shall come, I trust 
we shall never consent to lay it down until the 
rights and the honor of the country shall have 
been fully vindicated. 

When Mr. Drx resumed his seat, 

Mr. ALLEN moved that the Senate proceed to 
executive business; but 

Mr. BENTON signifying his desire to address 
the Senate, the motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. BENTON said: I propose to speak to a 
branch of this question—not the branch of it on 
which the Senator from New York on my right 
[Mr. Dix] has just spoken. If [had intended to 
have spoken on that branch, I should have given 
up the design after hearing his specch of yester- 
day and to-day. He has left nothing forme to 
say on the point of title, familiar as I have been 
with that subject for thirty years. He has phiced 


the American title to the Columbia, and to the || 


coast north of it, on ground from which it can 
never be removed, and which must put an end to 
the argument wherever that speech is read. A 
speech more perfect in its proofs—better sustained 
by history—more crowded with material pertinent 
to the issue—more satisfactory to all the lovers of 
truth and justice—more judiciously conceived and 
yictoriously executed, I have never heard deliver- 
ed; and I muke my congratulations to that Sen- 
ator onthe service which he has rendered to his 
country, and the honor he has gained for himself, 
by its delivery. Leaving the question of title where 
he has placed it, I propose to say something on a 
different part of the subject—on the aged and bar- 
ren negotiations which produce no fruit---on the 
joint-use convention of 1818, which produces such 
evil fruit for us—-and on the necessity of our ta- 
king measures to preserve our rights and interests 
on the western slope of our continent. 

Mr. President, after thirty years of negotiation, 
we have made no progress in the settlement of the 
Oregon question; we are now where we were, so 
far as the understanding of the two parties is con- 
cerned, precisely where we were in 19814, at the 
conclusion of the Ghent treaty. In thirty years 
we have made no advance, and are now standing 
still, time and circumstances working against us 
all the while, In this condition of impassthility, 
the President has judged it right, without break- 


ing off negotiations, to lay the whole subject before | 


Congress, and to recommend the adopuon of the 
legisiative measures which he deems necessary for 


the preservation of our rights and interests on the 
coast of the Pacific. I concur with the President 


in what he has done—both in what he has offered | 


—in what he has rejected—and in what he has 
recommended to Congress to do, 

I think the President did right to renew the offer 
of compromise which his predecessors had made. 
it has had a good effect at home and abroad, It 
has united the pulije mind at home, and it has 
quieted the ebuilition which the misapprehension 
of the inaugural ess had produced in G 
Britain. It has united our own people for t 
event, be it what it may; and it h 
abroad a state of feeling high 
ly negotiation. These are 
the renewal of the libera 
(rejoice that we have gained them. 

‘The President has declined the offer of arbitra- 
tion made by Great Britain, [think he did right 
todo so. The interest at stake is too large for 
that species of settlement. ‘Territorial rights to a 
country large enough for a great kingdom is nota 
subject for individual arbitrament, whether of 
crowned heads, or of citizens or subjects. Smal] 
matters may be referred. ‘Things not worth a con- 
test may be referred. But an empire of territory, 


NE 


ily favorable to friend- 
reat points gained 


© 


tė 


with great rivers and harbors, contiguous to, and | 
e i 


indispensable to, one of the parties, holding a 
claim for Afty years, which it feels to be valid. is 
not a matter for arbitration. Ño such imperial 
territory ever was submitted to arbitration, and in 
all probability never will be. The previous Ad 


ministration rejected it: I thought it did right. | 


The present 


: sent Administration rejects itagain: I think 
it does right o 


. lam against arbitration under ail 


as produced | 


by | 
a : hi 
sr of compromise, and | 


1 
| forms, and in favor of continuing to negotiate un- 
| der the better auspices which the adoption of the 
i President’s recommendations will lend to our 
| cause, ` 

| The President recommends four measures: 1. 
| A notice for terminating the convention of joint 
use. 2. An extension of law and government to 
the inhabitants of the disputed territory. 3. The 
protection of military posts, and military escort to 
the emigrants who go there. 4, The’ establish- 
iment ofa monthly mail. He reserves for a future 
| occasion the recommendation of land grants to the 
emigrants, 

| concur with the President in all these recom- 
i mendations. They seem to propose nothing but 
what we havea right to do—nothing but what is 
necessary to the preservation of our rights and 
li Interests—nothing to which Great Britain can ob- 
i yeet. 

' One of these measures—that of the military sta- 
į tions and escort—has already received the sanction 
iof the Senate; the extension of our law to our 
| people is to be nothing but the copy of the British 
j act: and as for the mails, it is a mere police regu- 
| lation, good for all parties, and which may not 
| even take the form of a mail line. The mounted 
| regiment, if raised, and the military posts, if es- 
| tablished, will furnish, without expense, the safest 
and surest conveyance. Four or five mounted 
men, armed and supplied at ench post, subject to 
military subordination, and relieved by fresh men 
and fresh horses at each post, and able to protect 
nnd defend themselves in traversing a wilderness 
ountry, exposed to savages, and all the accidents 
of flood and field, will be the safest and surest 
| mail, and will cost nothing. 

These three measures need no vindication: I 
i proceed to the one that does. 

The termination of the joint-use convention is 
ithe contested point. Ttis on this point that we 
i have some diversity of opinion, and on which it is 
| proper that each should contribute what he can to 
| 
i 


fá 
($ 


that unanimity which itis so desirable to attain, 
Por myself, my own mind has been made up upon 
it for twenty-eight years—from the day of the pro- 
: mulgation of the convention itsel. Twas then a 


i might grow out of these movements, I then saw, 
and saw at once, the evils of this convention, and 


revelation to my view. It appeared to me then, 
i} and time has proved the correctness of my view, to 
ji be a treaty of unmixed mischief to the United 


delusive and fallacious in its terms ofre- 


; dangerous to our ultimate title; 
i uivantageous and sinister 
n; and preciscly calculated to accomplish 
t which it professed to prevent. The pro- 
ject of the convention was ‘4 lo prevent 
dispuies and differences among themselves; ™ and the 
|, means of this pre on was to mix up the peo- 
|; pie of the two countries in the joint use of rivers, 
| harbors, countries, Indian trade, and intercourse, 
lin a wilderness region, several thousand miles dis- 
‘tant from metropolitan authority, and without law 
| or government to control or direct them. Sir, the 


patriarchs could not live together under such cir- 


traders—British and American fur-traders—could 
e more harmonious than they. A private indi- 
vidual in 1818, Í condemned this joint-use conven- 
tion from the moment that I first saw it; a member 
l ofthe Senate when it wes renewéd in 1828, 
and voted against it. Biy name stands recorded 
against it in the exeentive Journal: not altogether, 
sut almost solitary and alone, it stands so record- 
ed. Cobb of Georgia, Eaton of Tennessee, Ellis 
f of Mississippi, Kane of ilimois, and Johnson and 
| Rowan of Kentucky, voted with me; and we seven 
| then constituted the totality of the small phalanx 
which condemned a treaty which now receives 
li such universal condemnation, I have been against 
i! this joint convention. from the beginning, { haye 


s th 


j 
| 
| 
| 
t 
I 
i 


[i 
1 


‘cumstances! and it was ia vain to expect that fur- || 


I spoke | 


| never scen the day- that I would. not: have: termis 
nated it if I could; and I rejoice that the-ume has 
now arrived to see it terminated. E ve 

That convention has done us great mischief, first, 
in depriving us of the benefits of the Ghent treaty 
in relation to the Columbia. By the first article of 
that treaty, we had a right to the restitution of that |. 
river, which had been taken from us during the war, 
As early as the month of July, 1815—within: six 
months after the ratification of the treaty—Presi- 
dent Madison took measures for its restoration, 
He applied for an order to that effect to the British 
Chargë d’ Affaires at that time in Washington, Mr, 
Anthony St. John Baker, who declined giving it, 
on the ground of want of instructions from home. 
Application was then made to the British Ministry 
in Eondon; and by them the order was given, 
Our right to restoration, and to be the party in 
possession while treating of the title, and until the 
question of title was decided, was amply admitted 
by Lord Castlereagh. This was in February, 1818, 
On the first day of October of that year, Mr. Pre- 
vost, the United States agent for the purpose, was 
carried to the Columbia in a British sloop-of-war, 
and the restitution of the country was formally 
made to him. All was then gafe for the United 
States, and we might have proceeded at our leisure, 
and without question from any quarter, to occupy, 
settle, and govern the Columbia like any other ter- 
rilory of the United States. Unfortunately, in the, 
very moment that our agent, was. receiving. the 
country under the Ghent treaty, our Ministers were 
giving it back under a new treaty in London. The 
convention for the joint use of each other’s territo- 
rics west of the Rocky mountains was signed on 
the 20th day of the same October; and if it had 
been a convention for the total surrender of the Co- 
lumbia to the British, and the total expulsion of 
Americans from it, it could not have been more 
effectual for that purpose than it was. All Ameri- 
cans were immediately expelled from the country, 
and all appeals to our Congress to give protection 
to our countrymen there, were met by the stipula- 
tions of this convention, which gave the British 
equal rights there with ourselves. We lost every- 
thing, and gained nothing, under this delusive con- 
vention, which was, in fact, both a geographical 
and a political blunder. It stipulated for the joint 
and free use of ‘all navigable rivers’? claimed by 
either party in that region, as if each party possess- 
ed several such rivers there, when there was but 
one such river, and that belonged to the United 

states. It stipulated for the free and joint.use of 
“all harbors,” as if there were many harbors to 
be used; when, in fact, there was but one that 
either party could.use in the prosecution of their 
business; and that one was ours—-the mouth of the 
Columbia. It stipulated for the free and joint use 
| of ‘all territories” which each party claimed west- 
ward of the Rocky mountains, when all experience 
proved that no American could go upon British 
ground to hunt or trade with Indians, and that the 
only effect of this partnership in territory would be 
to lose the whole benefit of our own, without gain- 
ing the slightest use of theirs. 

Sir, I have a document in my hands—a message 
from President Jackson to the Senate, in the year 
1831—in relation to the British establishments on 
the Columbia river, and the manner in which the 
Hudson Bay Company carried on the fur trade 
| there; and in which it may be seen in what man- 
ner the joint-use convention had operated up to 
that time. Under the imposing caption of “all nay- 
igable rivers,” it shows that the Columbia alone 
had been used, and that it had been monopolized 
| by the British from the sea to the mountains. 
Under the head of “all harbors,” it shows that 
the harbor at the mouth of the Columbia alone had 
been used, and that by the British, for the free ex- 
port of furs, and the free import of goods,on which 
| they would have paid us large duties, had it not 
I| been for this fine convention. Under the head of 
|| ail territories,” it shows that we had lost. all— 
that the British had overrun the whole valley.of 
|| the Columbia, penetrated into California, entered 
| all the recesses of the Rocky mountains, driven 
| our people everywhere out of the-field, and actu- 
i| ally pursued them down upon the headwaters of 
lithe Missouri river. . It shows that our fur trade 
|| was utterly destroyed. in that: quarter; and one of 


|i the informations communicated by Preside ` 
|| son—a paper furnished by.the two. most, compe- 
i| tent men in America ‘to. furnish. such. 

il (Governor Cass of Michigan, and Gover 
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of Missouri)—stated ‘that, in our struggles for the 
fur trade on the Upper Missouri, in the Rocky 
mountains, and on the Columbia, we had suffered 
a loss, up to that time, (1830,) ofat least five hun- 
dred lives, and. more than five hundred thousand 
dollars of property. ‘This was the effect, in great 
part, of the joint-use ‘convention; and in this con- 
dition things. remaivied, the British in exclusive 
possession of our territory, our river, and our har- 
bor; until-the year 1842, when the heroic popula- 
tion of the West commenced that emigration to the 
Columbia: which now, after thirty years of Gov- 
ernment neglect, is beginning to recover the coun- 
try which diplomacy had lost. Yes, sir, diplomacy 
lost us the country; the energy of thé western peo- 
ple is beginning to recover it. i 

Mr. President, how brief are the lessons of ex- 
perience! How slight and transient are the les- 
sons read to us by history, and even by our own 
history. AH this tragedy of errrors of thirty years 
on the Columbia—this non-execution of the Ghent 
treaty—this mixing up of British and American 
traders, with equal rights and privileges in cach 
other’s territories—and this catastrophe of life and 
property to Americans on their own ground—all 
this is nothing but the re-enactment of the old 
scenes in the territory northwést of the Ohio, after 
the treaty of peace, and Jay’s treaty. "Then, as 
now, military posts were retained, whic ought to 
have been surrendered under the treaty of peace, 
Then, as now, a treaty (Mr. Jay’s) eave British 
and American traders equal rights of trade in the 
territories of each other. Then, as now, the 
Americans were driven from their own territories, 
with great loss of life and property; and fierce In- 
dian wars were excited against our frontiers. Mr. 
Jefferson labored to procure the abrogation of the 
joint-use clause in Mr. Jay’s treaty: his instruc- 
tions to our Ministers in London, in 1807, would 
serve for the present day, with a mere change of 
names and dates. Here is an extract from them: 

“Under the third article of the treaty of 1794, 
“as it has been expounded, Indian traders on each 
* side have a right to trade with the tribes within 
f the limits of the other party, with an exception 
< of the country covered by the charter of the Hide 
‘son Bay Company. 

“This article is found, in its operation, to be 
< very detrimental to the United States. 

t It gives to the Britsh traders dealing with the 
* Indians on our side of the boundary opportunities 
* of gaining an influence which it cannot be doubt- 
‘ed they have frequently employed in stirring up 
< the Indians against the United States. 

‘The mixture of British traders with American 
‘traders produces collisions and_heart-burnings, 
* with mutual efforts to make the Indians their par- 
“tisans, and sometimes their avengers, against the 
t property and persons of their rivals. , 

“ The animosity of the British traders, in such 
“cases, against their rivals, is easily extended 
‘against the United States, and the Indian parti- 
* sans still more readily pass from a vindictive spirit 
‘against the American traders to a hostile one 
“against the nation to which they belong. — 

“These evils are not even attended with any 
* real reciprocity of advantage to American traders, 
tit being a fact that they never go among the In- 
t dians on the British side for the purpose of trafe 
* fie; and it being moreover known that such a 
‘ traffic is rendered unsafe by the sway possessed 
‘over the Indians by the Northwest Company of 
< British traders, and by the preventive measures 
“employed by their interested jealousies. It is, 
‘indeed, certain that no British trader, not of the 
“ company, can with-advantage, or, itis said, even 
‘with safety, participate in the trade with the In- 
t diang within the British limits.”’ 

This is the way the joint-use treaty of Mr. Jay 
operated forty years ago; ‘the joint-use convention 
‘of 1818 only differs from it in its aggravations in 
jeoparding our title toa whole country and entan- 
gling us`in a most disastrous connexion. Fortu- 
nately, we havea right to terminate the present 
joint-use convention; that of Mr. Jay was only 
terminated by the war of: 1812;and was one of the 


vcäusës of that war. 


Always unjust, unequal, and injurious to us, this 
joint-use-convention has now become impossible. 
he Americans have returned to the Columbia. 
‘They-are not to be driver out again, nor will they 


‘continue penned up on the south side of the river. 
“The two people are there, mixed up together, with- 


out law or government, and subject to all the dis- 
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orders which such a state of anarchy and such a 
mixture of different nations must preduce. The 
patriarchs could not live together under such cir- 
cumstances. Abram and Lot, although they were 
brethren, and sent to the chosen spot by the Deity 
himself, could not live together in the wilderness 
without strife, 
tention, It must be so with the British and Ameri- 
cans on the Columbia, and worse. 
ple can neither live together without law and gov- 
ernment, nor with double law and government, 


The condition is Impossible. Collisions, violence, ! 


bloodshed must ensue, if we leave the people as 
theyare. Itis our duty to prevent these mischiefs, 


and we become responsible for all that may happen | 


if we do not prevent them. 

The first step is, to terminate the joint conven- 
tion, and to recover our right to the complete pos- 
session of the Columbia under the Ghent treaty. 
We have arizht to the possession of that river and 
its valley under the treaty of Ghent. We hold a 
treaty with the British for our right of possession, 
and we have the amplest admission of a British 
Minister, Lord Castlereagh, of our right to be the 
party in possession while treating of the title, and 
until the title is decided. Letus resume these great 
rights, so improvidently lost for thirty years by 
the delusive convention of 1818 The notice is 
necessary to this resumption, and I rejoice that the 
moment is at hand for giving it, 

The notice is a peace measure, and ean operate 
no way but beneficially. It will give us the imme- 
diate and exclusive possession of one-half the con- 
tested country, with the right of possession until 
the title to the whole is decided, ‘This will sepa- 
rate the people, and keep peace among them, and 
will bring to conclusion this aged and barren nego- 
tiation, which has produced no fruit in thirty years, 
Tt will change the condition of parties, and make 
the British themselves desire negotiation. As long 
as things remain as they are, they aro content. 
They have the exclusive possession of three-fourths 
of the country, and the joint use of the remaining 
fourth: this is all Chey ask, and more than they ask, 
in the way of territory. ‘They have the free use 
of the river and its harbor, for the export of their 
furs and the importation of goods from Europe and 
Asia, without paying of duties: this is all they could 
ask in the way of navigation, ‘They have a for 
the government of their people: we have none. 
And, more than all, they es an excuse for not 
complying with the Ghent treaty—an excuse which 
must fail them as soon as the notice takes effect, 
and leave them under the necessity of evacuating 
the country, or violating a treaty for the execution 
of which we hold their order. ` As things are, the 
British are content. They want no change. The 
joint convention, while it stands, gives them all they 
ask, and more too. ‘They fear its termination: they 
fear the notice! But they are not going to make 
war for the notice. It will make them treat, not 
fight. 

The times are propitions to negotiation; the 
state of the question is favorable to amicable ad- 
justment. The two countries are not only at 
peace, but in good humor with each other. So 
far as I can see, both Governments are for peace. 
The question is free from exasperation, No cir- 
cumstances attend it which inflame the blood, ex- 
cite the passions, rouse resentments, or involve 
the point of honor, more difficult to be settled than 
a question of property, We should take advan- 


tage of this propitious state of time and temper to | 


settle the question while it is free from exaspera- 
tion, 
tion must ensue. Collisions must take place be- 
tween the British and Americans mixed up to- 
gether. These collisions must involve the two 


countries. The angry passions will be roused | 


on both sides, and friendly negotiation, now so 
natural and so casy, may become difficult and im- 
possible. I believe the only effect of the notice 
will be to accelerate negotiation, and to convince 
the considerate and thinking men of each country 
that the time has come for final and amicable set- 
tlement. Under these convictions, I vote for the 


notice; but I also vote for it under the full convic- | 


tion that it is our right and duty to give it; that 
Great Britain has no right to take offence at it; 
and that, so far as it depends upon me, it shall be 
given regardless of consequences. 

Mr. DICKINSON next obtained the floor, and 
moved an adjournment; which motion was neg- 
atived—yeas 18, nays 19. 


They had to separate to avoid con- | 


The two peo- ! 


Tf the joint convention continues, exaspera- | 


Mr. ALLEN moved that the Senate proceed to 
| the consideration of executive business, stating 
| that there was one matter of importance to at- 
tend to, which should be considered as early as 
practicable. oy 

Mr. A.’s motion prevailing, the Senate went 
into executive session; and, after a short time 
spent therein, the doors were opened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 19, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having been dispensed with) 
was approved. 

The SPEAKER said the first business in order 
: would be the call of the committees for reports. 

On motion of Mr. MeCLELLAND, 

Ordered, That John Anderson, of Michigan, 
have leave to withdraw his papers and petition. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, made a report upon the peti- 
tion of Job Hawkins, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. : 

Mr. DOBBIN, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, made a report upon the memorial of Isaac 
G. Farlce, who contests the seat of John Runk as 
amember of the House of Representatives of the 
Twenty-ninth Congress from the third congres- 
| sional district of the State of New Jersey, accom- 
| panicd by the following resolution, viz: | 

tesalved, That Isaac G. Farlee is not entitled. to 
a seat in this House as a Representative from the 
State of New Jersey. 

Mr. CHASE reported the views of a minority 
of said Committee of Elections upon the memo- 
rial of Isaac Œ. Farlee, accompanied by the fol- 
lowing resolutions, viz: f : 

Resolved, That John Runk is not entitled toa 
scat upon this floor. . : 

Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlec, having received 
a majority of the legal votes of the legally qual- 
| ified voters of the third congressional district of 
New Jersey, is entitled to his seat upon this floor. 

The two reports were laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. a 

And Mr. DOBBIN gave notice of his inten- 
tion to call up the subject at as early a day as 
practicable. 

Mr. CLARKE, on leave granted, offered the fol- 
lowing*preamble and resolution; which were agreed 
to, VIz: 

Whereas, by a law of Congress, approved July 
7th, 1838, the sum of $5,000 was appropriated for 
the purpose of building a light-house, either on Pea 
island or Boddy’s island, North Carolina, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deem most for the 
public interest: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
he requested to furnish this House with informa- 
tion of what has been done under said law, and also 
to lay before it copies of any correspondence which 
may have passed between his department and the 
former and the present collectors of Washington 
and Ocracoke, North Carolina. 


Mr. G. DAVIS offered the following resolution, 
which was adopted : . , 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions 
transmit to the Clerk of this House the papers on 
file in his office, connected with the application of 
William Paton, of Kentucky, a soldier of the re- 
volutionary war, for a pension. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communications: 

A message from the President, heretofore re- 
ceived, was read, and is as follows: 
| To the House of Representatives of the. United States: 

In compliance with the request of the House of 
Representatives in the resolution of the 12th instant, 
asking information relative to the Mexican indem- 
nity, I communicate herewith a report from the Sec- 
retary of State, with the papers accompanying it, 

J. K. POLK. 

Ordered, That said message be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
\| A letter from the Governor of Wisconsin, trans- 
|| mitting a copy of the resolutions of the Legislature 
of said Ternory, relative to the extinguishment of 
the Indian title to the land north of the Fox river: 
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1, | 

Ordered, That the said resolutions relating to the 
extinguishment of the said Indian title be laid upon 
the table; and that said resolutions relating to the 
hght-house, near the mouth of Fox river, be refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- | 
mitting, in compliance with the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 3d of March last, 
a report of a naval court of inquiry, appointed to | 
investigate the expenditures of the Florida squad- | 
ron, under the command of Lieutenant John T. | 
McLaughlin; which letter and report were referred | 
to the Committee on Expenditures of the Navy | 
Department. j 

The resolution from the Senate entitled “A res- | 
olution for temporary mail service in Texas,’ was | 


taken up, read twice, and committed to the Com- |} 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. ATKINSON rose and asked thatthe House | 
would extend a favor personal to himself. But | 
twice in a month, by the rules of the House, were | 
resolutions in order, and on each of those days he 
had been so unfortunate as to be confined to a bed 
of sickness. He held aresolution which had been | 
prepared and in his desk for a month, calculated to 
produce a benefit to the public, as well as to many 
meritorious individuals, and he respectfully asked | 
the unanimous consent of the House to offer the || 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of hav- | 
ing completed and fitted for service the ship-of-the- |! 
line New York, and the frigate St. Lawrence, now ii 
on the stocks at Gosport, Virginia, and that they 
have leave to report by bill or otherwise. ji 

No objection being made, the resolution was re- 
ceived and adopted. | 


Mr. JOHN P. MARTIN, from the Committee |} 
on Mileage, reported the following bill: | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- | 
atives of the United Slates of America in Congress || 
assembled, That no Senator shall receive, or be al- | 
lowed, any travel fees whatsoever for attending |} 
| 

i 

| 

| 


any called executive session of the Senate, unless 
he shall have actually travelled and performed the 
journey for attending such meetings, and that no 
constructive travel to attend such executive session | 
shall be made, or in any case allowed. f 

The bill having been read twice by its title, ji 

Mr. MARTIN moved that it ke referred to the i 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it be made the special order of the day || 
for Monday next. | 

Mr. RHETT was understood to object to ma- 
king a special order. 

Mr. HOPKINS said, that as the bill did not in- 
crease the expense, but rather diminished it, it was |: 
not necessary that it should go to the Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, l 

Mr. MARTIN thereupon withdrew the motion | 
to commit. i 

And the SPEAKER said the question would be |: 


on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third i! 
reading. ; 
Mr. HOPKINS suggested that the bill should i 
be made the special order for Monday, and that in | 
the mean time it should be printed. i 
Mr, HAMLIN called for the reading of the bill; | 
and it was read. 

Mr. MARTIN said that, by the decision of the | 
Attorney General, Senators were allowed con- | 
structive mileage every fourth year, at an expense 
to the Government of about $35,000. ‘hey re- | 
ceived their regular mileage, coming here and go- | 
ing home; and it was unjust that they should re- | 
ceive more. ‘The same reasons which had induced | 
the committee to report the bill of yesterday, re- 
ducing the mileage of members of Congress, had 
governed their action in reporting the bill now un- 
der consideration. ; i 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired whether it was in order 
to amend the bill? i 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, | 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired whether it would be in | 
order to add to this bill the bill reported yesterday |! 
to regulate the mileage of members of Congress, as | 
an amendment? i 
_ The SPEAKER said the motion would not be || 
in order, because the bill proposed as an amend- ii 


ito prohibit double mileage in such a case. 


j R 
| ment had been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. DOUGLASS said he was satisfied that some 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Ft presented but one single point, whether 
the House would allow double mileage to Senators 
for mere constructive journeys never performed, 
and never expected to be performed. This was 
ii the single and simple proposition, and he hoped || 


| 


the House would act on the bill whilst it had it in 
its possession, [Te should consider its commit- 
ment as an abandonment of it for the session, and 
as sanctioning a construction of the law which, in 


| his opinion, ought never to have been given to it; 
i but which, since it had heen given, called for the 


iuterposition of this FLouse, 

Mr. DOUGLASS said that the object he had in 
view in moving the commitment ol the bill was 
not to defeat it, He was in favor of its general 
purpose, He did not think that a member of either 


| House ought to receive pay for constructive travel 
i! in cases where one session might run into another. 
; And he would be willing now to vote for a bill 


But 
when it was proposed, as by this bill, to declare 


| that a member of the Senate should not have pay 
| unless he had actually travelled to his home and 
t back again, the result, he thought, might be this: 


that if the business or the health of the Senator re- 


‘ quired that he should travel in any other direction, 


or that he should remain at another point, (some 
six months intervening,) he would still be cut off 
from his mileage, because he had not actually trav- 
clied to his home and back again. Surely, in such 
a case, the Senator ought not to be deprived of his 


of “compr r zo p 
Mr. HENLEY desired only to say, that to refer 


has usually been called constructive mileage, by a 
construction put upon the law by the Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, as the presiding officer 
of the Senate; and he had been told—though he 
did not vouch for the fxct—-that this was the inva- 
riable construction which had been placed upon it 
| in the Senate; and that a portion of the Senators 
| had, at each successive Executive session, drawn 
mileage in conformity with that construction. He 
was certain that about one-half the Senators in at-. 
tendance at the Executive session commencing on 
the 4th of March last, did claim and receive this 
extraordinary mileage. ‘What, sir, (said Mr. H.,) 
| is this constructive mileage? It is an imaginary 
| trip which those Senators are supposed to have ta- 
| ken from this capital to their homes, and back 
again, between the third and fourth of March. 
‘They were here and in their places on the third of 
March, and late in the night of that day the twen- 
ty-cighth Congress terminated. Upon the next 
day the Senate commenced its session for the con- 
sideration of Executive business, and those same 
Senators were then present; and the Vice President 
says the legal construction of the law is, that they 
Í are supposed in this short space of time to have 
visited their homes and returned. That any such 
construction as this could have been intended by 
those who made the law, to have been placed upon 
it, he could not for a moment believe. Nothing 
could be more absurd; and not even in the days of 
the Arabian Nights could anything be more fabu- 
| lous. The possession of the celebrated lamp of 
| Aladdin could scarcely have enabled these Senators 
to have performed this extraordinary journey. He 
; was no lawyer, and could not, therefore, say that 
i the view taken of this law by the President of the 
Senate was wrong. He. did not think, however, 
| it was common sense—even though it might be 
[common] law;” hence the importance of the 
passage of the bill now under consideration. This 
was an abuse which had grown up under that uni- 
versal tendency to extravagance and increased ex- 
| penditure which attaches itself to all Governments, 
| and which itis our duty at all times to guard against 
| with great vigilance and care. It was a measure of 
retrenchment, which, though small in itself, might 


; be this: thata Senator should not be entitled to | 


| into another, he being a member of the precedin 
i session, 


|, the object for which it was designed, some amend- 


; inga bill through, the provisions of which in all 
i [Mr. Horxrys] had said that the bill was one of 
; great simplicity, and therefore it ought to pass. 


- another he (Mr. Houmes) dreaded in legislation, it | 


i the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Doverass] h 
| shown. 


' go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


mileage. He thought the proper provision would || be the entering wedge to others of greater import- 
ance. If this bill should be referred and defeated, 
| he should then have no hope of carrying any meas- 
: g || ure nf retrenchment hereafter. 
He repeated the expression of his belief |i He trusted the bill would be immediately passed 
that to make the bill just, and still to make it meet || and sent to the Senate; and that it would shortly 
be followed by the other bill now. in committee to 
regulate the mileage of the members of both Houses 
of Congress; and that these would be the forerun- 
ners of other salutary measures of retrenchment 
| and reform, running through all the departments 
of the Government, from the highest to the low- 
| est. This was beginning at home. It was the 
probability would not be called into operation for || true commencement of reform. on 
four ycars tocome? The gentleman from Virginia He would tell gentlemen who had any curiosity 
about it, that there was no political capital to be 
made out of this question, for there was about an 
equal number of whig and democratic Senators who 
| received this extra mileage, though. he believed 
was this comprehensive simplicity. The bill might, | the democrats had got a trifle the most money, 
or might not, embrace a very simple proposition; f having, he supposed, been a little the swiftest. on 
but the result ultimately would be injurious, as | foot, and consequently travelled. the greatest dis- 
i tance. : í 
All that was asked was that the bill should | Mr. McKAY said, he did, not think: the. bill 
would bear the construction which had been placed 
upon it by the gentleman, from Illinois; [Mr 
Doverass.]... It certainly did, by its terms, entite 
any Senator who might: actually have travelled to 
a distance to the allowance authorized by law. 


double mileage in any case where one session ran | 


ment was necessary. Therefore it was, that he 
was in favor of commitment. | 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES said the first ques- |i 
tion which presented itself to his mind was this: | 
what immediate necessity was there for thus press- 


Now, if there was any one thing which more than 


the Union, to take its chance with another bill of 
a kindred character, to which a similar disposition 
had yesterday been given; and that thus, when 
the subject came up, it should be considered in all į 
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‘There were, as gentlemen knew, two classes of 
Senators—the old and the new. ‘The new Sena- 
tors who came-here for the first time, would: have 
travelled the distance, and would of course be en- 
titled to their mileage. The law, therefore, would 
apply only to the class of older Senators who were 
here at- the close of. the legislative session of Con- 
gress, who..did not-return home, but who took 
their seats. at. the. commencement of the extra 
session. “He proposed, therefore, that the bill 
should be made the special order of the day for 
Monday next. The reason was this: if the House 
agreed:to that motion, he would. follow it up by 
another, to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the consideration 
of the other bill referred to it yesterday, regulating 
the mileage of members of both Houses, and to 
make that bill also the special order. The [louse 
would thus have the whole matter before them. 
This subject of mileage was an old acquaint- 
ance of members who had served in Congress for 
some years past. Ithad attracted a good deal of 
public attention, It had frequently been up for 
consideration, and the House had repeatedly acted 
upon it.. He believed the Journal would bear him 
out in the assertion, that on every direct vote 
which had been taken there had been a large, 


an overwhelming majority found in favor of some | 


immediate legislation. It was known that there 
were great abuses existing as to the manner in 
which gentlemen charged. A Senator and a mem- 
ber, living in the same village, and travelling the 
same distance, would compute their mileage ac- 
cording to a different rule. Mr. McK. adverted 
to such a case. This was wrong; there. should 
be some uniform rule by which the computation 
should be regulated. 

As the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Heniry] 
had stated, this subject had been up during the 
last Congress; and on a vote taken by yeas and 
nays, only some eight or ten gentlemen were found 
voting in the negative. And he would now pre- 
dict that, if a direct vote could be taken on any 
bill imbodying a proper regulation of the mileage 
of members, there would not be more than ten 
er twelve men who would record their votes 
against it. 

He demanded the previous question; but, at the 
request of 

r. PETTIT, the demand was withdrawn. 
Mr. P. then said he would offer an amend- 
ment; which he sent to the Clerk’s table. 

Tt was read. It related to the removal of the 
seat. of Government to some point northwest of the 
Ohio. ’ 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der, unless the pending motion to commit the bill 
was withdrawn. ; 

Mr. DOUGLASS would not withdraw the mo- 
tion (he said) for this purpose. i 

The SPEAKER (apparently understanding the 
motion to have. been withdrawn) decided, on a 
suggestion from some member, neither scen nor 
heard by the reporter, that the amendment was 
not in order, because it was irrelevant. 

Mr. PETTIT. The Speaker has already ruled 
the amendment out of order. 

Mr. G. DAVIS rose to make the point of order. 

Mr. PETTIT called him to order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair rules the amend- 


ment.out on the ground of irrelevancy. ; 

Mr. PETTIT. The Speaker has so decided. 
But Ihave the floor. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. - The gentleman from Indiana 
is entitled to the floor. ; 

Mr. PETTIT. Well, sir, I do not intend to 
keep it long; but I wish.to express my contempt 
for all such miserable, diivelling attempts at re- 
trenchment and reform. They always make more 
noise out.of ‘doors than: they effect good here. I 
know of no Senator or Representative who has 
grown rich upon his mileage or his pay. So utterly 
do I deprecate and detest:this system of demagogue- 
ism—of electioneering forBuncombe——that I would 
sooner, and I.avow it here, I would sooner vote to 
double the pay than to reduce it. I have done. 
-iMr. J. P. MARTIN was understood to say, 
that, for his own. part, he detested this system of 
putting our hands into the public treasury, and 
taking from.it the moneys wrung from the hard 
earnings of the people. He had not come here to 
plunder the treasury of the nation; and when gen- 
tlemen were thrusting their long, bony, gaunt fin- 
gers into it, they must not undertake to prevent 


p 
him from exposing the abuse, by crying out that || 
it was demagogueism or an appeal to Buncombe. || 
He occupied here the ground of a man attempting | 
to legislate forthe interests of his constituents and 
of the country. And he scorned the allusion that 
had been made to anything like demagogueism on 
his part. If the remark was intended to apply to 
him, it was unjust and untrue, 

Mr. PETTIT said he had no reference to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marrin,] or to | 
any other particular individual. 

Mr. MARTIN continued. The bill was one 
whose passage had been demanded by the people, 
as had been that of the other bill which he reported 
yesterday, and which would effect conjointly a sa- 
ving, in four years, to the public treasury of some- 
thing like $250,000. 

He came not here for any purposes of dema- | 
gogueism. Hecame to carry out what he believed A 
to be the interests of the people. And he intended || 
to pursue that course so long as he remained a | 
member of this body. | 

Mr. SEVERANCE said a few words, of which | 
nothing could be heard distinctly on the left of the |! 
Chair. The reporter thinks Mr. S. expressed his |! 
concurrence in the views of Mr. McKay, and his || 
belief that great abuses existed in the mileage sys- || 
tem, which ought to be speedily remedied. | 

The SPEAKER here interposed with the re- |! 
mark that the motion to commit having been with- 
drawn, the question before the House was on ma- 
king the bill the special order for Monday next; 
and that being a motion touching the priority of | 
business, was not, by the rule, debatable. f 

Mr. DOUGLASS (correcting the misapprchen- | 
sion of the Speaker before adverted to) said he had | 
not withdrawn his motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Severance] will proceed. 

Mr. SEVERANCE hoped the bill would not 
be committed, but that it, and the other bill also, 
would be passed without delay. | 

Mr. HARALSON said that this question of 


i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


reference enabled him to say a few words in rela- 
tion to the business of the Flouse. During the 
past week the House had been occupied in the 
consideration of bills coming from the Committee 
of Waysand Means—general npprapriatian bills— 
which might be acted on a month hence with as 
much propriety as at this time: and now, forsooth, 
the chairman of that committee [Mr. McKay] 
vroposed to make this mileage bill the special or- 
der of the day for Monday next. Ho (Mr. F) 
desired that the House should see how this course | 
of proceeding was operating. The Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was now en- | 
gaged in the consideration of the Indian appropri- 
ation bill; it had been so engaged for two or three 
days; and from the intimations of debate and prop- | 
ositions of amendment given last evening, it was l 
probable that the bill might oceupy this day and 
to-morrow also. The next thing we should hear, ! 
would be a proposition on the part of the chairman | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to take up |; 
the Military Academy, or some other general ap- 
propriation bill, thus appropriating to himself and 
his committce the whole of the valuable time of 
the House. i 

There were other bills besides these, and this i 
mileage bill, which demanded prompt and speedy jj 
action. He would refer, for instance, to some of | 
the measures reported from the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs. As to the importance of action on | 
these bills, every gentleman could form his own 


i larly before the House, give it his hearty support. | 


conjecture. For the last day or two he had been 
endeavoring to bring them up; but they had been 
made to give place to bills, for the passage of which 
there was no immediate necessity. He had him- 
self no objection to this proposition about mileage; 
on the contrary, he should, when it came regu- 
But he objected to making it the special order of i 
the day for Monday. There was much to be done | 
which, he thought, would justly claim priority | 
over that measure. He trusted, however, that the 
bill would be either committed or acted on at once, 
and that he might be allowed to call up some of 
the measures which, in his judgment, claimed the 
immediate attention of the House. 

(Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the Committee had ex- 
amined an enrolled bill of the House entitled An 
act to enlarge the powers of the several Orphans’ 


courts in and for the District of Columbia, and 


‘the last session—if it was to be kicked about by 


| it might prefer. 


found the same to be truly enrolled; when the 
Speaker signed the said bill.] 

Mr. WENTWORTH. said, that if members 
were anxious that this bill should pass immediate- 
ly, he was for taking it up to-day. It would be 
remembered that only a few days ago it had been 


| proved conclusively to this House that there was a 


majority—a large majority—in favor of taking up 
the river and harbor bill. Under a republican gov- 
ernment the majority had the right to rule; and if 
that bill was to be served as it had been served at 
its 
pretended friends—to be put off from day to day 
to the very last of the session, and then, at that 
late period, to have provisions attached to it which 
the men who offered them knew would cause it to 
be vetoed and sent back to this House at too late 
an hour to admit of its being revised—if, he said, 
gentlemen allowed this to be done, he, for one, 
would tell them that they would not bg doing their 
duty. If gentlemen wished to pass this mileage 
bill, let them take it up now. ir they wished to 
pass it for the purpose of reflecting credit upon 
themselves or their party, let them act upon it at 
once, 

Bat (concluded Mr. W.) I desire to give notice, 
that on Tuesday next we Intend to move to take 
up the harbor bill; we intend to put every man to 
his test, to know whether he is for us or against 
us; and I believe that a majority of this House will 
be found ready to come up to the support of that 
bill. 


A division of the question was here asked and 


‘| ordered—first, on the motion to commit, and sec- 


ondly, on the special order. 

Mr. HOPICUNS asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion to commit; which were ordered,- 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said he intended to vote 
against making this bill the special order for Mon- 
day next, or any other day. He was opposed the 
other day to making a bill reported by his friend 


| near him [Mr. Hararson] from the Military Com- 


mittee a special order; and his objections to giving 
that bill such a preference applied with equal, if not 
more foree, to this one. He was willing to consid- 
erand pass uponitnow. It was before the House, 
and he was anxious to have it disposed of at this 
time. He was ready to vote for such a measure, 
but unwilling to tie the hands of this House in such 
away as to prevent them from considering any bill 
He hoped it would be at once dis- 
posed of. Having said this much, he would yield 
the floor. 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired of the Speaker what 
vote the commitment required ? 

The SPEAKER said a vote of a majority only. 
But the other branch of the motion (for the special 
order) would require a vote of two-thirds. 

The question, “ Shall this bill be committed to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union?” was then taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Bow- 
lin, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, John G. Chap- 
man, Jefferson Davis, Douglass, Ficklin, Hoge 
Isaac E. Holmes, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Kented. 
La Sere, MeClernand, McDowell, Marsh, Morse, 
Parish, Pettit, Relfc, Roberts, Sawyer, Robert 


3 
$ 


! Smith, Stanton, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thompson, 


Towns, Vinton, and Wentworth—30. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, 
Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, 
James A. Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wm. 
G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William W. Camp- 
! bell, Carroll, Renben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
I Cobh, Cocke, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, 
|| Callom, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, 
i Darragh, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, 
| Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, 
i Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Good- 
year, Gordon, Graham, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hud- 
| son, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
| Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, Jas. H. Johnson, Joseph 
f Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Sea- 
| born Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thos. 
| Butler King, Lawrence, Leake, Lewis, Levin, 
|| Long, McClelland, McConnell, McGaughey, Me- 
ii Ilvaine, McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, 
| Miller, Morris, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
I| Owen, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, 
l Reid, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
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Runk, Russell, Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, Sev- 
erance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 


Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas | 


Smith, Caleb B, Smith, St. John, Strohm, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Trumbo, Whea- 
ton, White, Wick, Wiliams 
Yell, Young, and Yost—140. 

So the House decided that the bill should not be 
committed. 

The question then recurred on the motion that 
the bill be made the special order for Monday next, 

Mr. McK AY said he had submitted that mo- 


tion; but if it was the pleasure of the Elouse to act | 


upon the bill now, he would not embarrass it by 
any motion of that kind. He would, therefore, 


withdraw it and substitute for it a demand for the | 


previous question. 

Which previous question would have operated 
on the now pending question, “ Shall this bill be 
engrossed for a third reading ??? 


But Mr. McK AY withdrew the demand on ai 


pledge of renewal, at the request of 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, who said that he 
had no objection to make to the end sought to be 
attained by this bill; but he thought that the man- 


ner in which it had been drawn up would prevent i 
the accomplishment of thatend. The abuse to be | 


corrected was this: that where, as the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Doveass] had said, one ses- 
sion ran into another, the Senator in such case 
should not have another mileage, because it was 
impossible for him, in the interim, to have travel- 
led over the distance. 

. Suppose a case. Suppose that Congress should 
adjourn on the Ist of June, and that the President, | 
on the 20th of June, should conclude a treaty, say | 
for example on the Oregon territory. Upon this | 
treaty the action of the Senate was desired, and | 
that body was convened to exccutive session on | 
the Ist or the 10th of July; some of the members 
of the Senate might probably have gone to the 
Virginia springs, or to some other part of the 
country where their business or their health might 
call them: were these Senators to be cut out of 


i 
i 
j 


their mileage? Surely no man thought of proposing || 


such a thing. 

Mr. MARTIN (turning to Mr. Trompsoy, and 
his reply therefore imperiectly heard) was under- 
stood to say, that where Senators had actually 
travelled the distance, their mileage would be 

aid. 

Mr. THOMPSON proceeded. It was wrong so 
to limit it. Suppose that the session of Congress 
should close on the Ist of July, and that the Sena- 
tor should not go home, but chose to remain here, 
or had to attend to the business of his constituents, 
that certainly should not deprive him of his mile- 
age. He desired to offer an amendment in this 
respect. He knew the abuse which the chairman 
of the committee wished to correct; and he (Mr. 
T.) went with him for its correction—that was to | 
say, that where it was not possible for Scnators to 
have travelled the distance, they should not receive 
mileage. The gentleman spoke of executive ses: 
sions called upon the inauguration of the President 
every four years. These sessions were convened 
on the 4th of March, Congress closing its session 
on the night of the 3d. 

Mr. MARTIN was understood to assent to this 
exposition of the object of the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. The gentleman 
wished to cut off mileage from Senators in those 
cases where they could not go home and back 
again, But wherever there was a bona fide ad- 

jeurnment, and members went where they pleased, 
1t was not proposed to cutthem off. He (Mr. T.) 
did not suppose that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Mileage, or the committee itself, or the 
House, contemplated any such thing, because in 
that case it would be manifestly wrong. Senators 
in such cases were entitled to their mileage, and, 
whether their business induced them to stay here 
or to go home or elsewhere, was not a proper sub- 
ject of inquiry. They were entitled to their mile- 
age, and their constituents were ready to award it 
to them. He, therefore, offered the following 
amendment, and renewed the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Strike out from the word unless”? to the word 
“ meeting,” inclusive, and insert: 

R “* Where the-same shall be called to meet imme- 
J 


iately after. the adjournment of a preceding ses- 
SOR, 


, i 


; Winthrop, Wright, | 


H 


Mr. THOMAS 
withdraw the dem 
a few words, 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that the choice was 
f not left to him, as he was under pledge to Mr. 

McKay. 
_ Mr. TIBBATTS rose to inquire if the “ mom- 
ing hour’? had not expired, 

The SPEAKER replied in the afirmative. 

And so the bill passed from under the considera- 
on of the House for this day. 

Mr. TIBBAT" MS, with a view, he said, to en- 
able the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs [Mr. Hararsoy] te bring up his bills, 
moved that the House resolve itself into Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. G. 8. HOUSTON, on leave, withdrew cer- | 
tain papers from the files of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY made an ineffectual effort to have | 
the call of the cominittees for reports concluded. 

The motion of Mr. Tisparrs having heen agreed 
to, the House resolved itself into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of’ the Union, Mr. Danze, of | 
North Carolina, in the Chair. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the committee 
proceed to the consideration of the bill creating a | 
corps of sappers and miners; giving notice that if | 
that bill shonld be taken up, and disposed of, he 
would then move that the committee ‚take up the 
bill providing for the organization of two regiments 
of mounted riflemen. 

Mr. McK AY suggested, that when the commit- 
tee rose yesterday, it had under consideration the 
Indian appropriation bill, and that, before the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harat- 
son] could he acted upon, it would be necessary 
to postpone the consideration of that bill, 

Mr. HARALSON accordingly submitted that 
motion. 

And the question being taken, (by tellers,) the 
vote stood, ayes 52, noes 59. 

No quorum voting, 

Put a liberal quorum was obviously present. 
Mr. McKAY called for another count; at the 
same time expressing the hope that the committee 
would first dispose of the Indian appropriation bill; 
after which it could take up any business it might 
think proper. 

Mr. HARALSON then said, that upon this in- 
timation from the chairman of the Conmmittee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. McKay,] he (Mr. H.) 
would not press his motion; but would withdraw 
it under the expectation— 

[Cries of “no bargains, understandings, nor ex- 
pectations. ’’] 

Mr. HARALSON concluded: under the expec- 
tation that the bills he had designated would be 
taken up so soon as the committee had disposed of 
the Indian appropriation bill. j 
So the committee resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various In- 
dian tribes for the year ending June 30th, 1847. 
The pending question was on the following 
amendment, heretofore offered by Mr. Wits: 

“ That the Winnebago Indians have the right 
‘and privilege of conducting their own business 
itin their own way, without any obstruction by | 


and, that he (Mr. S.) might say 


ti 


| 


i 
| 


| 
{ 


i 


| 
| 
| the Government, and that they be allowed to em- 
i £ ploy such preachers, schoolmasters, farmers, me- 


i| ‘ chanics, and artisans, as are provided in the sev- 
i ‘eral treaties with said Winnebago Indians, in | 


| «such manner as the chiefs of said tribes may de- 
| * cide; and also that the interest due and to become 
| ‘due on the amounts stipulated to be secured to 
| ‘the half-brecds of said tribe be paid to said half- 
‘breeds regularly every year, according to said 
‘ stipulations in the said treaties contained.” 

Mr. M. L. MARTIN offered the following as 
a substitute for the amendment: 

‘To defray the expense of holding a treaty with 
| ‘the Menomonie Indians for the purchase of their | 
| lands north of Fox river, in the Territory of 
| + Wisconsin, two thousand dollars.” 

Mr. M. explained in a few words the object of 


| 


{| the amendment, and was understood to say that it 


; had been before the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


| and ihat the appropriation met with the recom- 
Hi 


mendation of that committee. 
In relation to the proposition of the 


| 


= j 
SMITH. appealed to Mr. T. to 


‘the Indian agents, sub-agents, or other officers of |i 


amendment; but the treaty held with the Winne- 
bagoes designated the manner in which the money: 
for their schools should be appropriated; it was 
| left.to the discretion of the President, . The House 
could not by this bill repeal a treaty stipulation; 
Mr. M. read the fourth article of the treaty; 

Mr. WHITE said, he hoped the substitute 
would not be adopted. Some time since, he had 
given notice to the House of his intention: to in- 
troduce a bill relating to this subject; but knowing 
the difficulty of accomplishing anything in that 
way, he had taken the opportunity of offering an 
amendment to this appropriation bill, for the pur- 
pose of reaching the complaints that: had come to 
him from this individual tribe. If the gentleman’ 
who offered the substitute would look into the 
treaty with that, tribe of Indians, made in 1887, 
he would find that jt was not left discretionary 
with the President of the United States, or any- 
body else to appropriate money, or to order ap- 
propriations. But some officers of the Govern~ 
ment had taken upon themselves to order these 
appropriations, or to put them off altogether. The 
treaty of 1837 stipulated for the appropriation of 
42,800 for purposes of education. The Winne- 
bagoes had not had this money. It had passed 
into the hands of some individuals; who those 
individuals are, he had not been informed, nor did 
he care. Mr. W., read from the bill varions items 
of appropriation, as provided for under the treaty, 
viz: for purposes of education, $2,800; for the 
support of an interpreter, $500; of a miller, $600; 
for medical service and medicine, $600. This; ‘he 
said, was part of the interest secured to these 
Indians, to be paid upon an amount of $11,000, 
which was to be invested under this treaty for 
ithe benefit of these Indians. . It was merely to 
| carry out the provisions of this treaty that he had 
| offered the amendment. If it was passed, and was 
not required as absolutely necessary, it could do 
no harm; and if the privileges and powers prom- 
ised them, under the treaty, were not enjoyed by 
them, certainly it was needed. He had’ before 
him several documents in relation to this matter 
which were somewhat important, as they showed 
the fact most conclusively that, for some reason 
not known to him, (Mr. W.,) and he presumed 
not known to this House, or to the country, or to 
the officers of our Government, the Governor of: 
Towa refused to permit a Catholic priest or school- 
master to enter inte the territory belonging to these 
Indians to preach to or to instruct them. Now it- 
was well known by-gentlemen who resided in the 
neighborhood of the Indians, that all these Indians- 
were of the Catholic persuasion; and was it-not 
wrong and highly improper for this Government to 
‘engage ina persecution against any particular reli- 
gious denomination? He had before him a letter 
of Governor Chambers of the 22d of April, 1844, 
to the Indian agent, in which he directed that 
agent to prevent the establishing any school with- 
in that territory which shall he taught by a Catho- 
lic. He had also before him statemenis showing 
that the money which is secured to be paid to these 
Indians was paid to certain chiefs of that tribe, or 
rather to the traders of that tribe, and the chiefs 
are indebted to these traders generally for the 
whole amount of the appropriation; the result of 
which was, that the money is applied to the pay- 
ment of these debts created by the warriors, chiefs, 
| or a few head-men, and never reaches the nation 
atall. He did not know how it was with refer- 
ence to other tribes; he had therefore confined his 
amendment to this tribe, concerning which he had 
received information. The amendment certainly 
could not be objectionable, because, if the Govern- 

ment officers discharged properly their. duties, it 
| would be entirely inoperative; if they did hot, let 
i them understand that it is the wish of this House 
| that the provisions of this treaty shall be carried 
out. 
| He was at a loss to know why the chairman of” 
| the Committee of Ways and Means, who reported 
| this bill, and who declared in his remarks yester- 
day that he was in favor of some plan. that: should” 
secure the appropriation of this money to the ben-" 
efit of these Indians, as was intended, should: be. 
| opposed to the proposition which he presented. - 
| The gentleman had stated ‘that ‘there was overa 
i million of dollars:proposed to-be-appropriated by 
| this bill; and yet he’ was unwilling “that a single 
| dollar of it should: be: protected; and be made cer- 


f 


| 


l 
i 


gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Wnire,] he (M 


À r. M.) did 
not wish to exclude from this bill any proper 


1 


tain of reaching its proper destination for the berie- 
fit of the Indians. The EES EE 


1946. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


409 


This was only a‘ beginning of the reform which 
he hoped the Committee on Indian Affairs: would 
carry out by the introduction of a bill which:should 
secure the appropriation of all this money to the 
objects for which it was intended. 

Application had::been made heretofore to. the 
President of the United States by the chiefs of this 
tribe for permission to employ their own preach- 
ers... That application never. had been answered. 
And why? -Now it would be well. to inquire into 
the reasons why these poor Indians never had been 
heard by the. ‘great. father, as they termed the 
President of the: United States. What was the 
reason? Was it because there were certain bands 
of harpies prowling about the neighborhood of 
these Indians, to suck up and to defraud them of 
this little annuity granted to them in payment for the 
immense domain they have ceded to this Govern- 
ment? Was it for this purpose? He did not 
charge any such views upon any officer of this 
Government; but he hoped the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs would report a bill making a separate 
and distinct bureau for Indian affairs, where the 
commissioner or the officer having charge should 
be directly accountable to the people of the United 
States for the manner in which this money is ap- 
propriated. 

He could not see what objection there could be 
to permitting these Indians to appropriate their 
own money in their own way, and to employ their 
own laborers, mechanics, ministers, and physi- 
cians. About twenty-one thousand dollars had 
been appropriated for education since the ratifica- 
tion of that treaty; and yet he was credibly inform- 
ed that in that school not a solitary individual had 
been educated so as to read, write, and cypher, and 


to become acquainted with the common branches | 


of education; and that that school, instead of being 
a benefit to these Indians, had been converted into 
acurse. Again: six hundred dollars was stipula- 
ted under that treaty to be appropriated to the pay- 
ment of a physician to the tribe. For some ren- 
son, not known to him, that amount had been re- 
duced to three hundred dollars—a sum too small 
to induce any man of skill to accept the appoint- 
ment; and the consequence was, that it had been 
conferred upon the physician within the fort, resi- 
ding within the fort; and there was an order from 
the commanding officer of the fort to prevent any 
Indian approaching within halfa mile of it. Where 
was the justice or propricty of such an application 
of this money, which was intended for the benefit 
of these poor Indians? Was there no possibility 


of surrounding these appropriations with guards— | 


of ensuring its application in such manner as pro- 
vided for in this treaty? If the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means was opposed to 
it—if he was desirous that every dollar of that mo- 
ney should fall into the hands of sharpers and spec- 
ulators, then let him oppose the amendment. He 
had ‘confiderice that this amendment would secure 
the object intended to be secured by it. 

These Indians satisfied him by evidence which 
he had: before him ‘that they were better treated by 
Catholic priests than by any other. In early life 
they had"been under the influence of these priests; 
and their children and their adults had -been 
brought up in that persuasion; so that they would 
not accept of other teachers. And should we at- 
tempt, by the power of the Government, to en- 
deavor to compel them into any other persuasion? 
He insisted upon it that it was unworthy the of- 
ficers of the ‘Government; it was unworthy the 
Government itself to undertake any such course 
with these poorunfortunate Indians. 

Mr. McK AY was understood to repeat what he 
had said yesterday, that the amendment was un- 
necessary. He had yesterday stated that he 
wished his friend ‘from’ Mississippi, the chairman 
of the Committee’ on Indian Affairs [Mr, Tuomp- 
son] would bring forward some pian for prevent- 
ing ‘these speculations» and frauds upon these In- 
dian tribes. But- he thought the gentleman from 


New York [Mr; Ware] was mistaken if he sup- | 


posed he:could accomplish anything by his amend- 
ment. Wenow had a law upon this subject, pre- 
pared by an officer of the Government, the late 
Secretary of War, the present Senator from Mich- 
igan (Mr. Cass]—a gentleman who was perhaps as 
well acquainted with the habits and wants of the 
Indian tribes às any nan in this country—who 
was superintendent of Indian Affairs. 
li¢-policy established by the act of 1834 emanated 
from: the War Department; and the gentleman 


The pub- | 


| sion which had arisen in this House upon this bill 


would. perceive when he read this act that it was | 
now entirely within the competency of the head 
of that department to do what he proposed to ac- | 
complish by his amendment; and if the gentle- 
man from New York would go to Governor Mar- 
cy, and satisfy him that these Indians are entirely | 
competent to carry on the regulation of their own 
affairs without the interference of Congress, that | 
officer had the power to provide that this should | 
he done without any further act of legislation. 
{Mr. McK. read the clause of the law referred to.] 

But the amendment of the gentleman was con- 
trary to the now existing treaty with the Winne- 
hago Indians; and unless it was proposed to break | 
dawn one of the provisions of that treaty, the 
House must reject that amendment. Mr. McK. 


woe ’ + H 
| read from the treaty a provision which he said | 
| 


expressly subjects the appointment of teachers and 
the manner of conducting the schools of the In-| 
dians to the supervision of the proper officers of | 
our Government. Hence the amendment, which | 
took away all control on the part of the Govern- | 
ment, was clearly in conflict with our treaty stip- | 
ulations, It was also unnecessary under the gen- i 
eral law of 1834, as he had shown; and he hoped | 
it would be rejected. | 
Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL said the very discus- | 


confirmed him in the opinion which he had enter- 
tained when he had voted to take up other bills, 
that this might he for a time postponed. The large 
amount of money appropriated under this bill, with 
the evident want of information on the part of a 
grcat many members of the committee in regard to 
its detaiis, justified that position, Fle was not pre- 
nared to say but all these appropriations were right. | 
He presumed the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, in bringing forward this bill, 
had examined all the treaties and obligations rest- | 
ing upon this Government in reference to onr In- 
dian relations, and had conformed this bill thereto, 
He (Mr. C.) was not one of those who would 
withhold from these Indian tribes a single tittle of 
the money due to them. Tt had been his pleasure 
at different periods of his life to examine some- 
what into the history of the various Indian tribes 
who inhabited the country when our fathers came | 
to it, and the remnants of whom were now seat- 
tered over it. And he did hope that the commit- | 
tee on Indian Affairs would carry out a thorough 
examination of this matter, and see, when we were 
appropriating these large amounts, whether these 
remnants of the aboriginal tribes of our country 
actually receive the benefit of them, as was intended. 
He hoped that that committee would, during this 
session, present to the FTouse such laws as shall 
secure to these Indian tribes the money the Gov- | 
ernment has set apart for their use in consideration 
of the Innds they have ceded to us, The chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means was aware 
that it was known that fora Jong time there had | 
heen frauds practised upon these Indians; and | 
hence it was natural that there should be a great | 
degree of solicitude felt as to the appropriation of | 
money for them; and if the bill should be post- | 


poned until these treatics were looked into more | 


| 
fally, and the whole subject thoroughly examined, | 
even if the bill passed as it now is, information | 
would be obtained that would enable gentlemen to | 
act intelligently npon other bills. He was not pre- 
pared to say but he would vote for every apropria- 
tion contained in this bill, He was disposed to 
carry out, in its letter and spirit, every treaty of | 
our Goverment with the Indian tribes; but he was | 
in the Cherokee country when the treaty was made | 
with them, and he knew that that tribe, as well as | 
other tribes, had been grossly maltreated. He 
wished to see some proper plan provided that | 
would secure the Indians themselves the enjoyment 
of this money, that it might be applied to purposes 
of education and general advancement of the rem- 
nants of those once powerful tribes who were for- | 
merly spread abroad over our country. 

Mr. WHITE wished to know of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] whether there 
was either in the law or in the treaty to which the 
gentleman had referred, any provision for the ap- 
pointment of preachers among the Indian tribes; 
and whether there was any authority in the Secre- 
tary of War, or the agent or sub-agent, or any 
officer of our Government, to expel any preacher 
frorn the Indian territory. 

Mr. McK AY replied that certainly there was no 


i 


provision in the law prescribing what denomina- 


tion of preachers should be employed. There was 
nothing in the law of this kind. The Government 
did not recognise any kind of religion, as the gen- 
tleman very well knew. 

Mr. WHITE said it was for the purpose of car- 
rying out this principle that he offered this amend- 
ment, The “man of the black robe’’—as the 
Catholic priests were termed by the Indians—had 
been driven away from them; and he wished, by 
his amendment, to secure to them the privilege of 
employing their own ministers, 

Mr. GRAHAM said this Indian bill was a very 
important one, proposing, as it did, to appropriate 
about one and a quarter million of dollars. And 
he thought it was very obvious, from the debate 
which they had had upon it, that a large majority 
of this committee were not prepared to render thelr 
verdict in regard to it. This was the case with 
himself, and he presumed, from the indications, 
that it was the case with other gentlemen. 

Mr. G. referred to the difficulties which lay in 
the way of a proper and equitable discharge of our 
obligations, and of our duties growing out of our 
relations with the Indians, and he mentioned the 
case of the Miamies, which had been noticed yes- 
terday, where an annuity of about $65,000 was 
appropriated to 650 Indians. Originally that tribe 
had been composed of some 4,000 people, and 
from this they had dwindled down to their present 
mumber, Every one who was acquainted with the 
subject, knew that when the Indians were sur- 
rounded by white people, they began to deteriorate 
and diminish, This was the case with the Cher- 
okees in his district, who were now reduced to 
some J1 or 12,000, and were still depreciating. 
When these annuities had been stipulated by our 
Government to be paid, their numbers were much 
larger than at present. The tribes were rapidly 
decreasing in numbers; but still it was urged that, 
however small they might become, and, by conse- 
quence, how large soever the proportion which 
went toeach person might become, still our Gov- 
ernment was bound to pay them the same amount. 
He wished to know where the tribe character 
ceased, and where the individual character began. 
He was willing to throw in as many barriers as 
possible to keep speculators from plundering these 
defenceless Indians. Every one knew, who knew 
anything of the subject, that the vilest frauds, the 
rankest injustice, were perpetrated upon this peo- 
ple. But the idea of giving $65,000 to 650 Indians, 
is what the President and Senate never intended. 
But they were not here merely to execute their 
will; they must have a conscience and judgment 
of their own; they must look into this matter, and 
understand the ground on which they act. He 
did not intend to reflect upon the officer who had 
charge of this department; but he had not satisfied 


| him (Mr. Œ.) that these appropriations ought to 


be made to the extent proposed. He knew it had 
heen said heretofore, “let us pass this bill, and by 
this time next year we will know more about this 
matter’? ‘Next year’? came; and what then? 
It was “ next year” again; and so time was never 
found to thoroughly investigate this matter. He 
said, Jet them examine this matter now, Action 
he wanted; promises they had had long enough. 
Hecould not believe it ever was intended, as these 
tribes go down, down, down, until there is only 
asingle man left, that that individual was to re- 
ceive the same amount as the tribe did when it 
numbered 10,000 persons. 

He therefore moved that this bill be laid aside to 
be taken up again next week—Thursday—with a 
view, in the mean time, to ascertain (if they could) 
from the Secretary of War, the number of Indians 
belonging to these tribes when the treaties were 
made, and the number rerraining now, that the 
annuities might be made pro rata. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON desired the gentleman 
from North Carolina to withdraw his proposition 
to lay the bill aside. Certainly, from his own 
argument, it must be very evident that they could 
not obtain such information as would enable them 
to act any more understandingly upon the bill now 
before the committee. The gentleman’s objection 
to action upon the bill now, he understood to be, 
a lack- of information upon the subject; and the 
gentleman desired to commence a system of reform 
and retrenchment. Now, he had heard it charged 
that the Indian Department was the theatre of 
probably as much or more fraud than any other 
department of the Government. But he asked 
the gentleman, can he reach these frauds upon 
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this bill? This was simply a bill appropriating | 
what was required under existing treaties with 
the Indian tribes. He could not understand the 
yentleman from North Carolina as wishing this 
Government to apply its retrenchment upon what 
it had solemnly agreed to give to the Indians. 
‘We could not so do without a violation of the 
treaties we have made with miserable, dependant 
tribes of Indians. Though he (Mr. H.) went as 
far for retrenchment as the gentleman, and proba- 
bly one step farther, yet he should hesitate long |} 
before he should single out this bill to make it the 
first subject of retrenchment, and especially that 
portion of the bill to which his remarks were di- 
rected, which went to give the Indians their annu- 
ity to which they were entitled under the solemn 
treaties by which this Government had pledged its 
faith to them. Now, this bill was a bill making 
appropriations to carry out and execute our con- 
tracts with the Indian tribes, of moneys which we 
had agreed in our treaties with them that we would 
pay them annually. He was informed that the 
gentleman had been for several years a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of this House. 
Now that gentleman’s understanding and correct 
notions of legislation generally would at once lead 
him to conclude, as it did him (Mr. H.) and every 
fair-thinking man, that this bill was not the bill 
on which to commence the correction of these 
abuses. If abuses exist here, his honorable friend 
from Mississippi, the chairman of the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs, [Mr. THomrson,}] would not 
only feel it his pride but his duty to bring in a bill 
for their.correction. The gentleman [Mr. Tuomp- 
son] asked him, in what respect? He had our In- 
dian relations under his special charge; and know- 
ing his capacity to comprehend all their intrica- 
cies, Mr. H. might have asked him that question, 
with great confidence that he would be prepared 
to give a prompt and satisfactory answer. But 
he asked the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Granan,] as well as his friend from Mississippi, 
if there was a dereliction of duty anywhere, to | 
look at their own doors and sce if none of it lay 
there. If these abuses exist—if these frauds so 
gross were staring them in the face, what had the 
gentleman from North Carolina been doing for 
so long a period of time, when he had had the 
honor of representing so ably the interests of the 
Government and of the Indians upon the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs? And why did not that | 
committee now bring in a bill correcting these | 
abuses? It had not long since been decided as a 

rule ofthis House, that affirmative legislation could 

not be made in your general appropriation bills; 

yet, now they were called upon gravely to de- 
lay this bill, the object of which was merely to 
give to these Indians what we had agreed to give, 
in order to get information, and to enable them to | 
determine whether they could not, as members of 
the Indian committee, bring forward a bill correct- 
ing these abuses and frauds, and regulating the | 
application of these appropriations. Now, as fa 
as the Committee of Ways and Means were con- | 
cerned, [Mr. Hovsrow is a member of that com- 
mittee,] they had not the charge of this thing at: 
ail. They had merely and only to bring forward 
the appropriations asked for by our Government 
under its express stipulations with the Indian 
tribes; and the matter of providing for the correc- 
tion of abuses and frauds practised upon the In- 
dians belonged to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
who undoubtedly had upon their table all the proof 
of such frauds, if they existed, 

He hoped that the gentleman from North Caro- 
Jina would not persist in his motion to postpone 
action upon this bill. It had been under consider 
ation for several days; and as there was nothing |. 
in the bill which could be reached, except from such | 
legislation as must come from another committee, 
he asked, why oppose this bill, which we were |, 
bound to pass, or we violated our faith with the ; 
Indians. The objections which were made to it were 


j 


i 
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committee for a moment to one of the suggestions 
which had been made, and which seemed to obtain 
toa considerable extent in this House, that it was 
exceedingly wrong that this Government should 
pay the tribes of Indians according to our treaty 
stipulations with them, in consequence of those 
tribes having been diminished since the treaties 
were entered into. And one case had been present- 
ed several times, and remarked upon, where $65,000 
were paid to a tribe of Indians who now number 
650. The whole argument (said Mr. A.) was 
founded on a false supposition. What was the 
consideration for which this Government entered 
into this contract? It was that these Indians sold 
their usufruct in the lands to an amowut equivalent 
to that which was agreed to be given them. Then, 
what did it matter whether they had increased in 
number, or diminished, since the time of that sale? 
Why did this House go into the inquiry whether 


| we shall pay these tribes, as we agreed to, in con- 


sequence of their having been diminished? This 
Government had received its equivalent, as we were | 
bound to suppose, and it was bound to pay the | 
consideration which it had solemnly agreed to. If 
an individual having but two heirs, has a right to 
leave $100,000, or a larger estate to them, had not 
these remaining Indians the same right to the estate 
left them by their ancestors? Te insisted, there- | 
fore, that it was the duty of the House, with as 
little delay as possible, to pass this bill, The faith 
of the nation was pledged by the supreme law of 
the land to make the appropriations proposed in it. 
The Committec of Ways and Means had reported 
no other provisions than we were bound to pay, as 
all acknowledged. Why, then, should they go into 
this investigation, whether men speculate, or not, 
upon the poor Indians? Here was not the place 
to raise a hue-and-cry against speculation. If the 
agent of the Government, who is appointed to see 
that the money for these Indians is expended pro- 
perly, has been derelict to his duty, it was the 
duty of the Government to inquire into the matter. 
If these errors and frauds exist which have been 
alleged, let them go into a system of legislation to 
secure their correction; but let them not trammel 
the passage of this bill by resolutions of inquiry 
and propositions of that sort. They should do one 
thing ata time; they should act upon the subject 
which is legitimately before them. Fe was, there- 
fore, for the passage of the bill without unnecessa- 
ry amendment or postponement. He thought the 
amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin was 
proper, and should be adopted. 

Mr. DARRAGH made a few general remarks 
(in atone and from a position in which they were 
inaudible in any connected form at the Speaker's 


|| left) upon the extent of the treaty-making power, 
| and of the obligations which its actions imposed 


upon Congress; referring, by way of illustration, 
tothe Ashburton treaty. He protested against the 
principle, that because a treaty was made, this 
Flouse was bound to carry it into effect. 
sidered it an anti-democratic principle, and hoped 
it would never be sanctioned by Congress. 

Mr. L. H. SIMS (who, unfortunately, was also 
imperfectly heard) rose to ask this committee what 
would be thought of the. American Congress, if 
they were disposed to violate the stipulations of a 


treaty with a Power competent to enforce their || 


rights under that treaty? He asked this commit- 


| tee, through their charman, what had the Ameri- 


can Government or the people of the United States 
received from the various tribes? and in what man- 
ner had they attempted to remunerate them? And 
were not we bound, in greater sacredness and 
strictness, if possible, to carry out to the fullest 


; extent our treaty stipulations with the poor, unfor- 


tunate Indians, than to meet our engagements with 
other nations? We had received their lands from 


them, and we should be willing to pay them every 


cent of the small consideration we have agreed to 
pay for them. : 
Gentlemen remote from these Indian tribes—as 


; many of the members of this committee were—un- 


acquainted with the successful and unsuccessful 
operation of this Government, and the management 
of their domestic affairs, might form erroneous 


opinions on the subject; but a better knowledge of || 


these tribes would convince them, and would con- 


He con- | 


entrusted with the management of. their. own: con- 
cerns, civil, political, and religious, great dangerg 
had ensued. This Government should, retain the 
right at all times to regulate their concerns: The 
Government was bound to carry out its treaty.stip- 
ulations with them; and it was ‘bound, further, to 
keep them in check, aid to preserve that order and 
decorum which were necessary for the influence of 
the laws of the American Government upon them. 
It was inhumanity, and it showed an utter destitu- 
tion of the milk of human kindness, for any man, 
who was acquainted with the condition of thess 
tribes, to say that they should. be left to. govern 
themselves, and to expend in their own way. the 
money which the Government appropriated: to 
them. If gentlemen could see them herding with 
the beasts of the field, and eating the offal at their 
feet, they would know at once that. they were in- 
competent for self-government. If. there were 
abuses, they should ‘be reported by the proper offi- 
cers to this House, and measures should be taken 
to correct them. But when a bill was brought for- 
ward by a committee, who had investigated, the 
subject thoroughly, who were looking to the inter- 
ests of this nation, and of the various tribes of In- 
dians committed to their care, and who were de- 
sirous of promoting their harmony, peace, and 
prosperity, he was willing to admit that gentlemen 
had done their duty on the subject, and to sustain 
the bill until a different state of facts was made out 
by incontrovertible evidence. . He was not one of 
the members of this House who had been willing 
to believe that the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means would attempt.to press 
upon this House anything improper, or which 
would subvert or violate the good faith of the Gov- 
ernment. 
Mr. GRAHAM observed that it was said that 
this bill comes from a very able committee of this 
House, at the head of which was his colleague, 
(Mr. McKay,] and if he was disposed to bestow 
confidence, he should upon him and upon this com- 
mittee as highly as upon any body. It was fur- 
ther said, however, that, coming from this commit- 
tee, gentlemen would not investigate it, but take it 
upon faith. There was where they differed. No 
man, no committee, did his (Mr. G.’s) thinking 
here. He investigated for himself. He listened 
with deference to the opinions of others, and treated 
them with respect at all times; but no matter how 
high, how low, or how many, he did not make his 
bow and say “amen,” before he understood it. 

He was asked by the gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Housron,] in very good nature, why, when 
he (Mr. G.) was a member of the. Committee on 
Indian Affairs, a few years ago, he had not cor- 
rected all the abuses that existed in the Indian De- 
partment. He would tell that honorable gentleman 
that he did humbly think that he had contributed 
to the correction of some of them, although a good 
many remained which could not be corrected. But, 
as the gentleman lived in a country where they 
ploughed, and planted, and farmed a good deal, he 
very well knew that in good strong ground, no 
matter how much you plough, weeds will grow in 
the summer time; and, in like manner, where there 
is a good fat treasury, weeds will spring up by this 
Indian Department, particularly when ploughed by 
speculators. ies 

The gentleman says, why oppose this bill now? 
He (Mr. G.) had no doubt but the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs would do 
what he thought proper and right; but he asked, 
i from his experience in this House, whether they 
had not heard this old song over and over again? 
Let us pass this bill now; to-morrow, or at some 
convenient season, we will correct it. The money 
| is gone; where is the use of locking the door. when" 
the horse is stolen? It was idle, if they did not 
intend to begin their work of reform on the appro- 
priation bills; and it was utterly astonishing, when . 
a million and a quarter of dollars were gaing out of. 
the treasury, that they were to be told, “ Why,.. 
just make the appropriation now, and afterwards 
you can correct abuses.” He could not; he would. 
not. He could not repudiate the faith of the Gov- 
ernment; but he trusted in God he- should repudi- 


| 
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ing committees of the House, in which they had 

confidence: He would ask his honorable friend, 

if he thinks for himseif, why he has not commenced 

thinking a little sooner? His mind seemed to act | 
rather slow for the business.of Congress. By refer- 

encé to this bill, it would-be seen that the honora- 

ble chairman of the Ways and Means reported it, 

and it was printed on the 9th of January, and now 

it-was the 19th February, during which time ithad 

been in pendency, and yet the gentleman had not 

read the Indian treaties, and (he supposed) had not 

commenced ‘thinking’? upon the subject until to- 

day; and.now he was waked up in violent opposi- 

tión to this bill; because, forsooth, the committee 

will not wait a month longer, and allow the gentle- 
man to read the Indian treaties. He did not under- 

take to rebuke the gentleman; he had the right to 

read them, or not to read them, and he had the 
same right to think in that independent way in 

which he says he does, and in which no doubt he 

does; but then he could not ask the Committee of 
Ways.and Means to agree to delay the important 
business of this Congress for months, in order to 
allow him time to obtain this information. If he 
could not examine a few Indian treaties in a month 
and nearly a half, what was he to do with the bal- 
ance of the business which came before the House, 

and which required a much more extended exami- 
nation? 

The gentleman said he had contributed his 
share to reform. the abuses in the Indian depart- 
ment. Mr. H. had no personal knowledge of the 
fact; but from his knowledge of the character of 
the honorable gentleman, he had no doubt he 
would be one of the very many men who would | 
do as much as any one for the correction of abuses 
which came under his control. 

But he said weeds would grow in good ground. 
This, however, was not a case which assimilated 
itself to a summer ploughing. ` It was true, then, 
that constant weeding was required; but here do 
the work right at the start—so surround and bar 
up those appropriations from speculators and plun- 
derers that there would remain no hope for them— 
and the field would not require weeding every 
week. 

But how could they do upon an appropriation 
bill what was required to be done? That was 
what he asked; and he did not think it exactly 
kind in the gentleman from North Carolina to 
make the motion he did. He did not think that 
was the sort of course he should pursue in oppo- 
sing a bill, when he brought not forward one sol- 
itaxy proposition of amendment. He did not in- 
timate that he had prepared the means by which 
he would remedy the abuses which he alleges to 
exist, if they delayed the bill. 

In reference to one point made by that gentle- 
man and by others, let him say one word: Suppose | 
we had made a treaty with a tribe of Indians, by 
which we purchased their property, and agreed 
to pay them, say. $50,000, their number being 
5,000. Then suppose in the course of a few years, 
after we had obtained their property, and their 
lands had passed into the hands of our citizens, 
and were yielding all their products to this Govern- 
ment, the number of Indians be reduced to 1,000: 
the gentleman, as he understood him, would pro- 
pose to reduce the annuity paid in compensation for 
this property to one-fifth of what was stipulated in 
solemn treaty by this Government! . Did not the 
honorabie member know, if the contract was good | 
under the treaty when the Indians were 5,000 in 
number—if we obtained a valid consideration for 
the sum we pay—if the tribe were reduced down || 
to one man—he-would be. entitled. to it, if he could 
be.called thé remnant and remainder of the tribe, 
retaining: itd nationality, and we would be equally | 
bound to pay it? i 

Mr. H. also illustrated what he conceived to.be | 
the weakness of the position he was combating, | 
by supposing, vice versd, that, the tribe was to In- | 
crease tó twice or to ten times its original number, | 
after the treaty was made. In that case, surely the | 
gentleman from North Carolina: would be the last f 
to propose that our annuity should be proportion- | 
ately increased.. But the one thing was as reason- || 
able as the other. j! 


He was willing to go with the. gentleman in re- | 
trenchmeni, and he should like very much if some 
bill could be brought forward for rectifying all the 
abuses connected with the Indian department. 
Though he was not familiarly acquainted with the 
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ry among our Indian agents. He believed there 
should be some sort of restriction upon the money 
paid to the Indians, so that it should not pass into 
the hands of those cormorants who had been al- 
luded to, who hang upon the skirts of the Indian 
tribes to plunder them of their just receipts, and 
devour their substance. But this reform could not 
be accomplished in this bill; it might be delayed 
six months longer, and it could not be. He there- 
fore trusted the bill would be acted upon without 
postponement. , 

Mr. McKAY rose to correct a misapprehension 
which he feared had resulted from some former re- 
marks which he had made. He wished to do away 
the impression that these expenditures were of a 
permanent nature; that impression was erroneous; 
these annuities were temporary. The amount paid 
to the Miamies, who numbered only 650 souls, was 
$66,000; but this would not be the case long. He 
reféryed to an item of $10,000 paid to the Miamies 
under the treaty of 24th of October, 1834, and sta- 
ted that this was the last of ten annual instalments 
stipulated to be paid; the next item was $12,500, 
which would continue only two years more. The 
amount of annuities now so large, would, after a 
few years, be exceedingly small. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said that we had dis- 
tinct laws, under which we proposed to make these 
distinct appropriations. We were now called upon 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Gra- 
wAm,] to postpone these appropriations for the pur- 
pose of modifying existing laws: this would be a 
very extraordinary procedure. He had listened 
with pleasure to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Missouri, and the practical illustrations which he 
had given. He concurred with that gentleman, 
that the Indians were under the tutorage of this 
Government: and if any portion of our policy was 
attended with peculiar delicacy, and required a 
most scrupulous course, it was in regard to these 
Indians, whom, in the progress of civilization, we 
had deprived of their lands. Again: we had made 
solemn contracts with these Indians, and we had 
made them in anticipation of the events which had 
oceurred. Some of them were made thirty or for- 
ty years ago; and in contemplation of the fact that 
the ftribe would dwindle away, or even become 
finally extinct, how could we, in contemplation of 
these contracts and of the claims which the Indians 
had upon us for having usurped their territory, 
now undertake to make a change in our policy in 
regard to them? 

Mr. WHITE advocated the amendment which 
he had offered, and which looked to the security of 
the Indians from any improper influence or inter- 
ference in the application of the money appropri- 
ated for their benefit. In regard to the Winneba- 
goes, he mentioned that the only person whom 
they relied upon to protect their rights had been ex- 
pelled from their territory. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Wre] would certainly fail of its object: if 
the person to whom he alluded had been expelled 
from the Winnebago country, it must have been 
with the assent of the authorities of that nation. 
He hoped that amendment would not pass, and 
that the amendment offered by the delegate from 
Wisconsin would pass. 

Mr. McKAY remarked that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin, (Mr. Mar- 


TIN,] as a substitute for that offered by the gentle- | 


man from New York, [Mr. Wnrre,] had been, as 
he understood, approved by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The amendment was then agreed to; and the 
amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. McK AY moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to lay the bill aside. 

Mr. THOMASSON offered another amendment, 
providing that no part of the money appropriated 
in this bill should be applied. to the support of the 
Choctaw Academy in Kentucky. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
and amendments to the House. 


And. the question being on concurring in the || 


amendments, and ordering the bill to a third read- 


subject, yet he feared some reforms were necessa- il ings 


Mr. G. W. JONES demanded the previous 
question; which, by ayes 88, noes not counted, was 
seconded. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. , 

The amendments were then concurred in. 

And on the question of ordering the bill toa 
third reading— i 

Mr. COBB demanded the yeas and nays, but 
withdrew it, intending to renew it on the question 
of the passage of the bill. - 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading now; 

And, having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question being on its final passage, 

Mr. COBB demanded the previous question. 

Mr. THOMASSON desired to move an amend~ 
ment, (which was not read, but which the reporter 
supposes to be the same as that rejected in com- 
mittee, in relation to the Choctaw Academy in 
Kentucky.) 

The SPEAKER said no amendment was now 
in order. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

And the question, «Shall this bill pass??? was 
then taken, and decided in the affirmative, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, An- 
derson, Arnold, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
Buflington, Burt, Wm. W. Campbell, Cathcart, 
John G. Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, 
Collamer, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dar- 
rach, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, 
Elsworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, Faran, Fick- 
lin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gor- 
don, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Har- 
per, Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, John W. Houston, George S. 
Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hudson, Tungerford, 
James B, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Lawrence, 
Leake, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Lumpkin, MeClel- 
land, McConnell, McDowell, McHenry, McKay, 
Marsh, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Miller, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, 
Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, Reid, 
Reife, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Russell, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strong. Sykes, 
Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Thurman, Tibbatts, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Winthrop, Wood, 
|| Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, Young, 
| and Yost—151. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Ashmun, 
Blanchard, Culver, Dixon, Giddings, Henley, S. 
D. Hubbard, and Mcllvaine—9. 

So the bill was passed. 

Whereupon the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frumay, February 20, 1846. 


| The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
|| (the further reading having, on motion of Mr. E. 
E. HOLMES: been dispensed with) was appro- 
ved. 

i The SPEAKER announced that the business 
| first in order would be the bill reported yesterday 
from the Committee on Mileage. 

Mr. ROBERTS, on leave given, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
| and Post Reads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-route from New 
Orleans, by Gainesville, on East Pearl river, to 
Jackson, Mississippi. 

Mr. E. B. HOLMES, on leave given, presented 
la memorial of the Mayor and Common Council of 
“the city of Rochester, praying an appropriation 
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for the immediate fortification of the port of Ro- 
chester, and for storing at that point military sup- 
plies, and stationing there such force as shall be at 
all times sufficient to put an enemy in check, 
Mr. H. moved that the memorial be referred to 
the ames on Military Affairs, and that it be 
rinted. 
$ Mr. PRESTON KING, remarking that it had 
not been customary to print memorials, asked a 
division of the question; which was ordered. 
The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs. 
But the printing was refused. 
Mr. EWING, of Tennessee, on leave, gave no- 


tice of a bill to amend the judiciary system of the 
United States. f roy 


The SPEAKER said, that the unfinished busi- | 
ness was the following bill in relation to mileage: 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
‘ sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
‘gress assembled, That no Senator shall receive, or | 
‘be allowed, any travel fees whatsoever for attend- | 
‘ing any called Executive session of the Senate, 
‘unless he shall have actwuaily travelled and per- 
‘formed the journey for attending such meeting; 
‘and that no constructive travel to attend such Ex- 
‘ecutive session shall be made, or in any case al- 
‘lowed. ”? 


And that the pending question would be on the 
demand (of Mr. Jacos Txompson) for the previous 
question, ; 

And the vote, having been taken, stood ayes 32, 
noes 26. 

No quorum voting, and nothing like a quorum 
present, 

Mr. HARALSON moved a call of the House; | 
which was ordered. 


Feb. 21, 


| Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, 
i Harmanson, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, 
i Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, John W. 

Houston, George S. Houston, Ed. W. Hubard, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Toseph R. Ingersoll, Jen- 
kins, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston 
King, Thomas B. King, Lawrence, Leake, Levin, 
Long, Lumpkin, McClean, McClernand, McCon- 
nell, McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, McKay, 
John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Mose- 
| ley, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, 
Phelps, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, 
Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Runk, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, 
| Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, 
; Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Al- 
į bert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 


ji Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Strohm, Strong, Thi- 
|! bodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 


| batts, Toombs, Towns, Trumbo, Vance, Went- 
i worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wood, Wood- 


l; worth, Yancev, Yell, and Young—153. 


NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Ashman, 
Baker, Giddings, Charles J. Ingersoll, Mcflvaine, 
Morse, Rhett, Root, and Winthrop—10. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading now. 

And having been read a third time, and the ques- 
tion being “Shall this bill pass?” 

The previous question was demanded and sec- 
onded. 

And the main question was ordered, and, being 
taken, the hill was passed. 

The SPEAKER was proceeding to call the com- 
mittees for reports, commencing where the call had 
yesterday been susnended. 


And the Clerk proceeded to call the roll, but had | 
not completed it, when, on motion of 
Mr. COBB—the seats having been rapidly filling | 
up in the interim—all further proceedings on the | 
call were dispensed with. t 
The question then recurred on the demand for 


So there was a second. 


5 ; \ 
And the main question was ordered to be now | 
taken. 


be on the engrossment of the bill. 

But Mr. JACOB THOMPSON submitted that 
it could not be so, inasmuch as, before demanding | 
the previous question yesterday, he had moved an | 
amendment; and if that amendment did not appear | 


on the Journal, he should move that it be corrected. |; 


The SPEAKER said he would consult the Jour- | 


nal, 
Mr. THOMPSON. IF it is not on the Journal, 
then the Journal is wrong. 
The amendment was found, and is as follows: 
Strike out from the word ‘ unless” to the word 


‘| would not take precedence. 


Mr. HARALSON, carrying out the suggestion 


I| he had made yesterday, moved that the House re- 
‘| solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
|| state of the Union. 


Mr. DANIEL was understood to express the 


‘| hope that the House would not sanction the mo- 


l 1 ¢ | tion, and thus put aside the regular business of 
the previous question, and the vote being taken, || 


stood ayes 73, noes not counted. ii 


the day, which was the consideration of bills on 
i the private calendar. 

| Mr. I. E. HOLMES rose (he said) to a privi- 
i leged question. The House the other day had re- 


7 . : , j: ferred a certain resolution to the Select Committee 
The SPEAKER said the main question would |; on the Rules. 


The Committee was now ready to 
i report. He helieved that report would take pre- 
' cedence of all other business. 
The SPEAKER said he thought the report 
Tt had been customa- 
| ry, in the resolution appointing committees on this 
subject, to insert a provision giving power to report 
at any time. In the present instance, the Speaker 
believed, no such order had been made. 

Mr. HOLMES. Nonce at all. 

The SPEAKER. Then it will not be in order 
for the gentleman to report. 

Mr. HENLEY inquired of the Speaker wheth- 


“ meeting,” and insert “ whenever the same shall | 
be called within ten days after the adjournment of | 
any regular session.” | 

The question was then put on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

After it was rejected, Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL 
said he was desirous to record his name on the 
amendment, and asked for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER said the amendment had al- 
ready been rejected, and it was too late to call for 
the yeas and nays. 


engrossed for a third reading?” 

Mr. P. KING asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF called for the reading of | 
the bill; which was read, 

And the question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Abbott, Stephen Adams, An- 
derson, Arnold, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, 
Benton, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
J. G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Constable, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De 
Moit, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dunlap, Erd- 
man, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, 
Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, ji 


er there was nota special business set apart for 
this day? 

The SPEAKER. According to the rules, this 
is one of the days designated for the consideration 
of bills on the private calendar. But a majority 
of the House can at any time resolve itself into 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. 


A motion to that effect has heen made 
hy the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr: Haratson.] 


| If that motion should be voted down, it will then 


s " ae ! be competent for a majority to go into committee jj 
And the question now was, ‘Shall this bill be |i i 


on the private calendar. 

Mr. HENLEY. Is it not competent for the 
House to go into commitice on that calendar, with- 
out any motion to that effect being made? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. Previous to the 
adoption of the rule of the 1st June, 1840, it was 
common for the House to go into committee of the 
whole on the private calendar, as a matter of course, 
on the day set apart for the consideration of that 
business. Subsequent to the adoption of that rule, 
which provides that a majority only may go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the Chair finds that the uniform practice has been, 
that whatever motion was first made should first 
be put. For instance: if the motion was first made 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, the question on that motion was first 
put; and if a majority voted in its favor, it was 
agreed to. If, on the other hand, the motion was 
first made to go into committee of the whole on 


was first taken; and a majority could ‘carry. that 
also. So that, the gentleman from ‘Georgia hav- 
ing first made the motion ‘to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, that was the 
first question in order. If the House refused to 
agree to that motion, then a- motion would be in 
order to go into. committee of the whole “on ‘the 
private calendar. 

Mr. HENLEY inquired whether it would be in 
order for him to submit the last-named motion now, 
so that, in case the former motion should be voted 
down, his motion would be next in order? 

The SPEAKER said, he presumed there was 
no objection to the gentleman’s submitting that 
motion, : 

So Mr. HENLEY moved that the House go 
into committee of the whole on the private càl- 
endar. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested that the pend- 
ing motion should be withdrawn, that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. (Mr. Hormes] might 
make his report from the Committee on the Rules, 

The SPEAKER. said the motion was not de- 
b 


atable. 

Mr. HENLEY asked the Speaker to state to the 
House that there were two motions pending, and 
what these motions were. 

The SPEAKER explained. 

Mr, G. W. JONES inquired whether to-day 
and to-morrow, having been set apart by the rules 
for private business, a vote of two-thirds would not 
be required to set that order of business aside? 
The SPEAKER said no; because, by a standing 
rule of the Louse, a majority could at any time go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question was then taken by tellers on the 
motion of Mr. Haranson; and the vote stood, 
ayes 43, noes 89. , i 
So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. : 

The SPEAKER said that the business first 
coming up in this order would be the unfinished 
business of Saturday last; which was the bill for 
the relief of John Anderson, the pending question 
being on the engrossment thereof. 

Mr. Hopxms was called to preside pro tem. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 
Esq., his private secretary, informing the House 
that the President had approved. and signed the 
bill to enlarge the powers of the several Orphans’ 
courts of the District of Columbia. f : 

The bill for the relief of John Anderson was 
then debated at considerable length by Messrs. 
RELFE, PHELPS, GORDON, RATHBUN, 
BOWLIN, CLARKE, (in inquiry,) JOHN A. 
ROCKWELL, THURMAN, (in inquiry,) VIN- 
TON, and DANIEL. i 

Mr. NORRIS demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded. 

And the main question (on the engrossment) 
was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. McCONNELL asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

And the main question was then taken, (by tel- 
lers,) and the vote stood, ayes 32, noes 69. 

No quorum voted. 

But a quorum was certainly present. 

After some conversation, Mr. HAMLIN (si- 
multaneously with Mr. McCONNELL) moved 
that the bill be laid on the bill; and asked the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the House adjourn, 
which motion was rejected. : 

And the question *‘ Shall this bill be laid on the 
table?” was then taken, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 99, noes 50. i 
So the bill was laid on the table. 

And then the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 21, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. ne 
The SPEAKER. said the business first in order 

would be the call of the committees for reports, 
Mr. HAMLIN. asked leave to presenta petition. 
Objected to.” - : a 
The SPEAKER remarked 
could present it’. “under the Ti 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved that the House 


that the gentleman 
lec: ae 


the private calendar, the question on that motion 


resolve itself into Committee of the. Whole on the 
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state of the Union, with a view to take up the bill 


reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, | 


to establish a line of military posts on the route to 
Oregon. ` 

{[Voices, ‘* No—private bills. to-day.” 
war is over.’”] r 

The question was taken, and this motion was 
rejected. ` 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call for reports 
from committees. 


; 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH, on leave, offered 
the following resolution: 

Resolved; That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a tri-monthly mail, by 
steamboat, from Jacksonville, via St. Augustine, 
New Smyrna, Indian river, Miami river, and Key 
West, to Havana, anda similar mail route from 
Key West, via Charlotte’s Harbor, Tampa Bay, 
Cedar Keys, St. Mark’s river, and Apalachicola, 
to Pensacola; and whether it would be most expe- 
dient to carry such mail in public war-steamers, or 
in the vessels of private contractors, susceptible of 
being converted into war-steamers when required. 

Mr. DOBBIN offered the following amendment, 


which was accepted by Mr. BROCKENBROUGH asa 
modification: 


“The 


Resolved, also, That the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post route be- 
tween Fayetteville, in Cumberland county, and 
Smithfield, in Johnston county, in the State of 
North Carolina. j 

And thus modified, the resolution was adopted. 


_ Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, on leave, offered the 
following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instruct- 
ed to report to this House a copy of any contract 
in his department, with any person or persons, for 
the removal of the Miami Indians in Indiana, and 
also report if any money has been paid upon such 
contract, and if so, how much, and to whom paid; 
and also to report if said Indians have been re- 
moved, and if not, the cause why said removal 
has been delayed; and if any change or transfer of 
said contract hag been made, to report the same 
without delay. 


Mr. BEDINGER asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing; which was read for information : 

Resolved That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pur- 
chasing the Columbia Foundry,” in the Distriet of 
Columbia, near Georgetown, as a model foundry 
for the. manufacture of ordnance for the United 
States. 

Objected to. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committce of Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Zacha- 
riah Lawrence; which report was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. HOGE, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Conrad House 
and J. Wilkinson; which report was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made a report upon the petition of the heirs 
of John Whitsett, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. A. D. SIMS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate 
the Orphan’s Asylim and Female Free School of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, accompa- 
nied by a report; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted... . 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the Senate bill en- 
titled “An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to make an arrangement or compro- 
< mise with Mangle M. Quackenboss and his co- 
‘ obligors, or any of them, for claims on bonds 
t given by, them ‘as sureties to the United States, 
reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. HILLIARD, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made a report upon 


the case of William B. Stokes, surviving partner | 


of Jc N. C. Stockton & Co., accompanied bya bill 
for hig relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. P 

: Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
the resolution from the Senate entitled “ A resolu- 
tion providing for temporary mail service in Tex- 
as,” reported the same without amendment. 


{ 


‘war with Great Britain. 


Ordered, That the said resolution be committed. | 


On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, | 
Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of W. Vannoy, William Harris, and William 
P. Moore; which was laid upon the table. 


Mr. E. H. EWING made a report upon the | 
case of the heirs and legal representatives of Colo- 
nel Francis Vigo, accompamied by a bill for their 
relief; which bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKW ELL, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the bill for. the re- 
lief of Jacob L. Vance, reported the same with an 
amendment, accompanied by a report in writing; 
which was committed to a commitiee of the whole 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, made a report upon the 

= ; aie 
petition of Solomon Russell, in Somerset, Maine, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which bill was 
read twice, and committed. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of Wil- 
liam J. Price, reported a bill for his relief; which 
bill was read twiee, and committed. f 

Mr. CATHCART, from the same committee, | 
made an adverse report upon the memorial of the 
Legislature of lowa, for the removal of the Win- 
nebago Indians; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, made a report 
upon the petition of J. & L. Ward, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which bill was read twice, 
and committed, 

Mr. FARAN gave notice of a motion for leave | 
to introduce a bill to reorganize the district and 
circuit courts of the United States in the Stare of | 
Ohio. 

Mr. LEAKE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Tames | 
K. Blant; which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, to whom was referred the sub- 
ject, reported a bill for the relief of the legal repre- | 
sentatives of ‘Tarlton Woodson, deceased; which 
bill was read twice, and committed, 

In pursnance of previons notice, Mr, COCKE 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced bills of the 
following tides: 

A. hill for the relief of James Green; 

A bill for the relief of Isracl McBee, of the coun- 
ty of Granger, in the State of Tennessee; 

Which bilis were read twice and commited. 

Mr. MeHENRY, by leave, presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Kentucky, rela- 
tive to a bridge at Wheeling, over the Ohio river; 
{which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
land Canals. 

Mr. ITE NLEY, from the Committee on Patents, 
to which was referred the bill from the Senate centi- 
ded tAn net for the relief of Charles G. Page,” 
reported the same without amendment; which bill, 
after a few remarks fron Messrs. THE NLEY, | 
HOPKINS, D. P. KING, THURMAN, and 
| GROVER, was, on motion of Mr. G., laid upon 
| the tabls. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the | 


ji 


Judiciary, made an adverse report upon the case of |! 
Thomas Thody; which was laid upon the table. |i 
Mr. THURMAN, on leave given, offered the || 
following resolution; which was read, considered, |} 
and adopted: f 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office || 
jand Post Roads are hereby instructed to inquire 
| 

Ẹ 


into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from Locust Grove, in Adams county, in the State | 
of Ohio, by Marble Furnace, Tranquillity, and 
Youngsville, to Eckmansville, in said county of | 
Adams. 

Mr. ASHMUN gave notice of a motion for leave | 
to introduce a bill for the relief of the soldiers of | 
the 4th regiment of infantry who served in the last 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. PRICE | 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill for the | 
relicPof George Jackson and others; which bill was 
read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. DANTEL, (the morning hour 
having expired,) the House determined to proceed | 
to the consideration of private business. ~ 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- i 
lowing communications: | 


I. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in answer to the resolution of the House of ! 


Representatives of the 18th instant, a statement of 
the residences of the several clerks and other per- 


| sons in the employment of that department at the 


time of their employment; which letter and state- 
ments were laid upon the table. 

Il. A letter from the Secretary of War trans- 
mitting, in obedience to the resolution of the [louse 


ij of Representatives of the 16th instant, a report 
| touching the comparative advantages and disadvan- 
| tages of the several points on Lake Erie for the es- 


tablishment of a naval depôt on said lake; which 
letter and report were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES asked leave to make a re- 
port from the select committee on the rules. 

Objected to. 

Mr. YANCEY asked leave to offer the following 


| ‘ 
resolution: 


Resolved, That when this House adjourns, it 
stands adjourned until Tuesday next, in honor of 
the memory and in respect to the anniversary of 
the birth-day of George Washington, the father of 
his country. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. YANCEY. Objection made, sir! By whom? 
I would like the gentleman to show his face. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. I show my face, and I 
object. Are you Satisfied ? 

The resolution was not received. 

The House then passed to the consideration of 
the private calendar. 

The bill for the relief of Charles M. Gibson com- 
ing up on the question of engrossment— | 

Propositions for amendment and recommitment 
were made by Messrs. ASHMUN and RATH- 
BUN. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. DANIEL, 
GIDDINGS, (in inquiry, RATHBUN, BROCK- 


l| ENBROUGH, S. JONES, HUNGERFORD, and 


GORDON — 

The bill, on motion of Mr. M. BROWN —by 
ayes 75, noes 42—was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. YANCEY, the rules were 
suspended, and the following resolution, again of- 
fered by him, was introduced and adopted: 

Resolved, That when this House adjourns, it 
stands adjourned until Tuesday next, in honor of 
the memory and in respect to the anniversary of 
the birth-day of George Washington, the father of 
his country. i 


The bill for the relief of Lyon & Howard, which 
had heretofore been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, with a recommendation that it do 


|| not pass, coming up on the question of concurrence 


in that recommendation— 

The question was taken; and the recommenda- 
tion of the committee having been concurred in, the 
bill was rejected. 

Subsequently, on a suggestion by Mr. P. KING, 
and on a motion to that effect made (for Mr. K.’s 
accommodation) by Mr. BRINKERHOFF, the 
vote was reconsidered, and the bill again took its 


| place at the foot of the calendar. 


The bill for the relief of William Macauley was 


j read a third time, and passed. 


The bill for the relief of John Ficklin coming up 
on the question of coneurrence in the amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole, 

The amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the Tlouse re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Vinton, of Ohio, in the Chair.) 

On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, the 
committee proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Colonel William 
Grayson. 

A discussion followed, in which Messrs, JO- 
SEPH JOHNSON, CLARKE, ADAMS, BAY- 
LY, BRINKERHOFF, HUBARD, and COL- 
LAMER, participated. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House, with a re- 
commendation that it do not pass. 

After a few remarks from Mr. E. H. EWING, 

The committee, on motion of Mr. SEDDON, 
rose, and reported progress only. 

Mr. CLARKE moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill for the relief of Charles M. 
Gibson had been laid on the table. 

And, pending this motion, 

The House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: : 


By Mr. SEDDON: The petition of John Carr, John Beas- 
ly, and S. Stevenson, lor compensation while detained as 
witnesses to testify against Harper Rodman and others, part 
of the crew of the ship Magnet: referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

By Mr. SYKES: The petition of Grace Hudnut, of Prince- 
ton, New Jersey, for a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: Several petitions from the citi- 
zens of Illinois and Indiana, praying the establishment ofa 
post-route between Evansville, on the Ohio river, and Sa- 
jem, on the great western mail route: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON: The memorial of Major William 
MeBride, of Greene county, Tennessee, praying Congress to 
grant him a back pension: referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERRILL: The papers of James Coe, in relation 
to an invalid pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: The petition of Ruth Freeman, 
widow of Captain Thomas Freeman, deceased, late of But- 
ler county, Ohio, praying Congress to pa bill for her re- 
lief, in consideration for services rendered in the war of 
1812, and for money advanced by her said deceased hus. 
band to the soldiers under his command; the remonstrance 
of Donn Piatt and 958 others, voters of Hamilton county, 
Ohio, against the admission of Texas ag a slave State, with 
a representation based in whole or in part on slavery; also, 
protesting against the admission of any State on the same 
system. 

By Mr. J.P. MARTIN: The petition of Elijah Combs, sen., 
of Perry county, Kentueky, for additional pay for carrying 
the mail from Clay Court- house, via Perry Court-house, to 
Richmond, Kentucky. 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN : The memorial of the members 
of the Fariners Club of Sandy Spring, Montgomery county, 
Maryland, asking for a repeal of the duty on guano. 

By Mr. HOGE: ‘the petition of 283 citizens of the State 
of Illinois, asking Congress to establish a mail-route from 
Rock Island, in the county of Rock Island, to Millersburg, 
in the county of Mercer, in said State of Ilinois. The pe- 
tition of 31 citizens of the State of Hlinois, asking Congress 
to establish a tri-weekly mail-route from Rock Island, in 
the county of Rock fsland, to Dixon, in the county of Lee, 
in said State of Mtinois. The petition of 33 citizens of the 
State of Minois, asking Congress to establish a tri-weekly 
mail-route from Roek Island, in the county of Rock Island, 
to Knoxville, in the county of Knox, in said State of Ilinois, 


IN SENATE. 
Mowopay, February 23, 1846. 
The Journal being about to be read, 
On motion of Mr. MANGUM, 
The reading of the Journal was postponed until 
to-morrow morning. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 24, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the Secretary of War, communicating, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, infor- 
mation concerning the mineral regions of Lake Su- 
perior; the defects of the present system in rela- 
tion to the same; and the legislative provisions ne- 
cessary for their future management or disposition; | 
which was read, and, on motion of 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Henry | 


Kellam and 208 others, citizens of Arkansas, pray- 
ing the establishment of a post-route from Pine 
Bluff, Jefferson, to Camden, Washita county, via 
Taledega township, Jefferson county, Smith town- 
ship, Bradley county, Mark’s landing, on the Sa- 
line river, Warren township, Bradley county, and 
Jackson township, in Dallas county, in the State 
of Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


RAILROAD TO OREGON. 
Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of A. 


Whitney, praying Congress to set apart a portion | 


of the public domain, to enable him to carry out 
his project of constructing a railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the Pacific ocean. 

Mr. B. offered a few remarks in relation to the 
proposition of the memorialist, saying that he did 
not ask Congress to appropriate any moneys for 
the purpose alluded to, neither did he ask an abso- 
lute grant of land, but simply that a portion of the 
public lands be set apart as a fund out of which the 
road should be built. 

Mr.-B. also observed that the project wes one of 
much importance, not only to this country, but to 
the world; and considering the vast quantity of 


| 


| public lands at their disposal—about 300 millions 


of acres, and almost as much more subject to pre- 
emption claims—the quantity asked in the memo- 
rial for the project—ninety-two millions—would 
not excite surprise. The facis stated in detail in 
the memorial were important, and he believed great 
advantages would accrue to commerce by making 
the Proposed railroad. A statement was made at 
the last session of Congress, which was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals in the Elouse, 
and a favorable report was made. Since then the 
memorialist had gone over and exanfined the route, 
and ascertained that it lay through vast tracts of 
fertile land, and that no one mile of it attained an 
elevation of more than 25 feet. It was desirable 
that these lands should be set apart for the purpose 
contemplated, as they would be setted by the 
grantees, who could redeem them by completing 
the road; thus settling the country, and effecting 
this extensive object at the same time. He be- 
lieved it was the only practicable plan which had 
yet been presented, and he would accordingly ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and, with the skeleton map accompanying 
the same, be printed for the use of the Senate; 
which motions were severally agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON presented the peti- 
tion of the heirs-at-law of Edward Armstrong, de- 
ceased, an officer of the revolutionary army, pray- 
ing to be allowed arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
the Mayor and Common Council of Rochester, 
New York, praying the ercction of fortifications at 
that port; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Afiairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented two petitions of shipmasters 
and seamen navigating the lakes, praying that Cat- 
taraugus harbor may be completed and lighted; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. D. also presented petitions from citizens of į 
Ontario, Genesee, Chemung, and Oneida counties, 
State of New York, praying the abrogation of cer- 
tain treaties made with the Seneca Indians, 

Mr. SEVIER submitted further documents in 
relation to the claim of Solomon Drew; which was 
referred to Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted three memorials 
of citizens of Florida, praying the erection of a sea 
wall and battery at the port of St. Marks, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, hat the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to transmit to the Senate the papers in the case 
of John C. Whittell, in which he claims two tracts 
of land under the Choctaw treaty of Dancing Rab- 
bit Creck. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures 
be instructed to inquire into and ascertain the ac- | 
tual market value (at the principal ports) of the ! 
leading articles which are imported and sold in 
competition with similar products of our own 
agriculture, mines, manufactures, and mechanical 
trades for the two years last past, and for the two | 
years next preceding the passage of the existing || 
tariff of duties on imports; also, to ascertain the || 
actual market value of American production in the 
same market, and for the same periods; and fur- 
ther to inquire and ascertain what has been the 
ordinary rate of wages for labor in the leading 


| 

. > > 

branches of industry for the two years last past, | 
i 

$ 


and the two ycars immediately preceding them. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into: the expediency ‘of: pro= 
viding by law for the erection of a light-house at 
or near the extremity of South Cape, near the 
mouth of the Ocklochoney river, in the State of 
Florida; and into the expediency of providing by 
law for the placing of one or more’ beacons’ or 
buoys on the shoals in the Gulf of Mexico off said 
cape. : i 

Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over: ; 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be di- 
rected to inform the Senate whether any contract 
or contracts have been made for the transportation 
of the United States mail between any of the ports 
of ihe United States, and any port or ports of a 
foreign Power, in pursuance of an actapproved the 
3d of March, 1845, entitled “An act to provide 
for the transportation of the mail betweea the 
United States and foreign countries, and for other 
purposes;’’and tfany such contract has been made, 
to report the terms of the same, with a statement 
of the amount of postage derived under the same, 
so far as the returns of the department will enable 
him to do so. 


Mr. EVANS, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
Isaac Isley; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on ‘the Judi- 
ciay. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES: 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the ** bill for the 
relief of the forward officers of the late exploring 
expedition,” reported the same without amend- 
ment, The bill, and report accompanying the 
same, were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Seming- 
ton Buffenberger, without amendment. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of William 
Pearce; which report was ordered to be printed. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Henry Newman, 
accompanied by a written report; wiek report and 
bill were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. further, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred a bill to grant to the State of 
Illinois certain alternate sections of the public 
lands, to aid in the construction of the Northern 
Cross and Central Railroads in said State, reported 
the same with amendments,’ and a recommenda- 
tion thatit be passed; which bill, and ‘theaccom- 
panying report, were ordered to-be printed. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Peter 
Von Schmidt, compensating him for a model of a 
pneumatic dry-dock, furnished for the use of the 
mission to China; which report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, also submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of Samuel 
Grice; which report was ordered to be printed. 

Also, an adverse report upon the petition of 
James L. Sawyer; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Robert and 
William Armstrong, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives for the rclicf of Joseph Kimball, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported to the Senate the joint resolution 
to authorize the transmission of presentation of 


| olution; which was agreed to: 


| 
e | se Mini ti ; i 
Mr. SPEIGHT inquired of the gentleman from |; ee oe. D ter of Jus rite, van Shout 


Rhode Islend, whether the information sought by |} amendment, and moved that the previous orders 


the above resolution was not furnished by the late Fe of the day be postponed in order that said joint 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury? 


: : : ji resolution be immediately considered; which mo- 
Mr. SIMMONS (in reply) said he did not de- |; pon q 
ioe: : A ~~ |; tion was agreed to. 
sire to press the consideration of the resolution f The joint resolulion was then tónsidered -as in 
to-day, if there was any objection thereto. The | ý ` 


f 
? x ; committee of the whole; when 
Committee on Manufactures would avail them-/| “ys, PEARCE moved that the: blank left for 
selves of all documentary evidence which they 


i : th ses of the 
could obtain; but they of course should not be |: esse to: be expended for eee 


[E - . *. 
he Aa Saison || joint resolution. be filled with $500; which amend- 
precluded from obtaining information from other | 3 $500; 
sources. H 


ii ment was agreed to. > i 
; z A . . || The joint resolution as amended was-reported 
The question being taken upon the resolution, it |} to the Senate; the amendment.was concurred’ in, 
was agreed to. l andthe joint resolution was ordered. tobe engrossed 
Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following res- |! for a third reading. ee 
Ho Mr. ASHLEY, 


from: the Committee on Public 
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Lands; to whom were referred certain resolutions 
of the. General Assembly of Arkansas, reported a 
bill to amend the act approved June 17, 1844, for 
the adjudication of private land claims before the 
courts, and for other. purposes; which was read 
a first time. 

Mr. A. also, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, made adverse. reports upon the petitions of 
Edward. S; Osgood and Caleb Greene. _ 

Mr. YULEE hoved that the. prior orders of the 
day be postponed, and that the Senate proceed to 
the: consideration. of: the bill providing for the ad- 
justment. of. all suspended pre-emption claims in 
the: several States and Territories. 

“Mr. J.M. CLAYTON objected to the. depar- 
ture by the Senate from the calendar. He stated 
that it would be recollected that he had given no- 
tice of his intention to call up on the 23d instant 
the bill to provide for the ascertainment of claims 
of American citizens for spoliations prior to the 
31st of July, 1801. The Senate had made it the 
special order for that day; but having adjourned 
over yesterday, he had intended to call up the bill 
this evening; but the few moments which remained 
before the time for the special order would arrive, 
would render it impossible for him to go into a 
statement of the grounds on which that bill was 
reported. He had risen merely to state three rea- 
sons for delay; and for the information of the claim- 
ants, he would add, that it was ‘his intention to 
take the earliest opportunity of callitig it up. He 
was exceedingly anxious to have this bill consid- 
ered; but, on consultation with many of his brother 
Senators, he was.confirmed in the opinion that it 
would be useless to make the attempt at this time. 

{A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said louse had 


passed several bills, in which the concurrence of 


the Senate was asked; also announcing that the 
President of the United States had signed and ap- 
proved an act to enlarge the powers of the several 
Orphans’ courts for the District of Columbia.] 

Ar, DAY'TON opposed the motion to postpone 
the prior order; as also did 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, who said, that in conse- 
quence of the frequent interruption of the regular 
order of business, one of the first bills of the session 
had not yet been acted upon, and he had flattered 
himself that if the Senate did travel out of the cal- 
endar, it would take some action upon that bill, 

Mr. YULEE remarked that it would take but 
little time to act upon the bill which he proposed 
to take up; it required no explanation, would meet 
with no opposition, and might have been consid- 
ered in the time already spent by the Senate in 
considering his motion. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON said he would barely re- 
mark, that a letter had been received from the Ses- 
retary of the Treasury, stating the pressing necessity 
which existed for the passage of this bill. Tt would 
not be necessary to read that letter. ‘There would 
be no discussion on the bill. 

The Senate, however, refused to postpone the 
prior order: 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The following bills, reported from the House of 
Representatives this morning, were taken up for 
consideration, Viz: _ f 

‘An act for the relief of Wm. McCauley; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ok 

An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, and 
for fulfilling treaty a tg with the various 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1847; which 
avas read, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. : ae i 

‘An act for the relief of John Ficklin; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. i 

An act to regulate 
was read. : 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved that the bill be re- 


ferred to.the Committee on Retrenchment and Re- 


the mileage of Senators; which 


form. ; i 
Mr. SPEIGHT moved, as án amendment, its 

reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SEVIER considered the Library Commit- 

tee the most appropriate reference. Members of 


the House were in the habit of procuring books | 


from the Senate Library, and he was led to believe 


that the privilege was frequently so abused as to 
| demand investigation into the subject. He there- 
fore moved the reference of the bill to the Library 
Committee. : 

Mr. WESTCOTT hoped the Senator from Ar- 
kansas would not persist in his motion. If there 
were abuses connected with the library let them 
be corrected by special action. 

Mr. SEVIER withdrew his motion. 

Mr. LEWIS hoped the bill would be referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. WESTCOTT could not see the propriety 
of referring the subject to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. He did not understand that any matter of 
law was involved therein. 

Mr. BREESE remarked, that the bill in ques- 
tion proposed to change one of the standing laws 
| of Congress, and that the Judiciary Committee 
therefore was the appropriate reference. 

The question being taken on Mr. Wesrcorr’s 
motion to refer to the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, was decided in the negative. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to refer to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
decided in the affirmative. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the adverse report of the Committee on Pensions, 
on the petition of Daniel B. Baker; which was 
concurred in, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary on the 16th instant, in relation to the peti- 
tion of Nahum Ward; which resolution was agreed 
to. 

Also, the resolution reported from the Commit- | 
|| tee on Indian Affairs, in relation to the removal of 
the Miami Indians. | 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that the Miami Indians | 
were a small tribe, who received a large annuity 
from the Government-—that they were desirous of 
removing west of the Mississippi river—were in- 
| debted to citizens of the United States to a large 
amount, and wished to pay those debts by a por- 
tion of their annuities. ‘Phe resolution under con- 
sideration proposed merely to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Lreasury to retain—at the request of 
the Indians—a portion of their annuities for the 
purpose of the settlement of their debts. 

The question being taken upon the resolution, it 
was agreed to. 

‘he Senate also proceeded to the consideration 
of the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Asuney on the 19th instant; which was agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee onthe Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
i expediency of establishing a post-route from Pine 
Bluffs, Jetlerson county, via Princeton and Dallas- 
port, to Washington, Hempstead county, in the 
State of Arkansas; also, a post-route from Bates- 
ville, up Passe Bayou, via the residence of John 
Martin, to Salom, the county seat of Fulton coun- 
ty, In said State, 


i The Senate also considered the following reso- 


| tugal the celebrated 


lution, submitted a few days since by Mr. Evans; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of State be required | 
to communicate to the Senate any despatch or in- 
formation he may have received from either of the | 
Ministers of the United States abroad upon the sub- 
| ject of a ship canal across the Isthmus of Panama, 
| and of opening new channels of communication 
| with the Bastern nations, 


SPECIAL ORDER. | 


The hour of one having arrived— 
On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate proceeded | 
| to the consideration of the special order, being the | 
joint resolution of Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give 
notice to Great Britain of the intention of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to annul the conven- 
tion of the joint occupancy of the Oregon territory, | 
the resolutions of Messrs. Hannecay, CALHOUN, 
and Crirrexpen, and the joint resolution from the 
|| House of Representatives on the same subject. 
The question being on the substitute moved by 
Mr. CRITTENDEN— . 
Mr. DICKINSON rose and addressed the Sen- 
| ate, observing that the question to be discussed was 
| interesting and important, not merely in its own 
nature or on its own account, but from its bearing | 
on the well-being of a great system, Although 
l apparently confined to a mere question of bound- |] 


ary, it spread in its consequences far beyond the 
ken of human vision. In order to form a dispas- 
sionate judgment in regard to it, we must trace 


i back the pathway of discovery and civilization 


from its earliest date on this western continent. 

Towards the close of the fifteenth century the 
adventurous spirit of the age was tracing its way 
along the coast of Africa, in the hope of discover- 
ing in that way a nearer route to the treasures and 
commerce of the East; and the ardor of the ex- 
plorers was stimulated by a bull from Pope Nicho- 
las V, who granted to the crown of Portugal, whose 
subjects should prosecute successfully their dis- 
coveries in pagan regions, the right of conquest and 
the right of trade in all heathen countries the 
should discover in that direction. About the same 
time, after the return of Columbus, Ferdinand and 
Isabella obtained from Pope Alexander VI, a grant 
to the united crowns of Castile and Leon of all lands 
not previously discovered by Christian people, 
and which should he taken possession of under 
their authority. In consequence of this, there took 
place between the Governments of Spain and Por- 

artition of the ocean by a line 
drawn three kendred and seventy leagues west of 
the Azores; all countries lying east of that line to 
be the property of Portugal, and all west of it to 
Spain. The results of the discoveries of Colum- 
bus gave a great stimulus to the Court of Spain in 
favor of geographical discovery, the extent of her 
dominions by conquest, and the spreading of her 
superstition, with all its idle vagaries, among bar- 
barous and unenlightened nations. 

In 1512, Ponce de Leon set out in an expedition 
of three vessels, to search among the newly-found 
islands of the west for a far-celebrated spring, which 
was to endue those who drank of its waters with 
perpetual youth and beauty. Leon, in prosecuting 
this search, discovered Florida. Balboa, the Gov- 
ernor of Santa Maria, sct out afterwards, penetra- 
ting where Darien now is, in search of a western 
ocean and of gold, and discovered the Pacific, into 
whose waves he entered to his waist, taking pos- 
session of them in the name of the king his mas- 
ter, 

In 1520, Magellan, a Portuguese, discovered the 
Straits which bear his name, and sailed through 
them into the broad Pacific. Mexico had previ- 
ously been discovered in 1518 and conquered by 
Spain. The Spanish Government from that time 
went on Jrerceuing her discoveries with great 
vigor, and especially on the northwest coast of 
America, 

From this period of 1520 down to 1810, Mr. D. 
said he had collected, from all sources within his 
reach, historic facts bearing on our title to Oregon. 
But since this entire ground had been gone over 
with so much learning, clearness, and ability by 
his colleague, [Mr. Drx,] he should gladly pass 
over this branch of the subject, alluding only to a 
few isolated facts and dates, for the purpose of 
establishing certain points of argument from which 
heshould afterwards draw his deductions in regard 
to the question of our right to Oregon. And to 
relieve the Senate from all doubt as to what he be- 
lieved to be the extent of those rights, he would 
state, at once, and in the outset, that when he 
should in this argument speak of Oregon, he meant 
the country on the northwest coast and west of the 
Rocky mountains, extending from latitude 42° to 
latitude 54° 40'. And, if gentlemen would honor 
him with their attention, he hoped in the end very 
clearly to show where the respective rights to that 
entire country actually lay. And he would state 
here that he could not believe that Great Britain or 
any Christian nation would go to war for an un- 
profitable wrong. He should discuss the question 
of our rights with the same freedom as he should 
if the ultima ratio was in a court of justice, rather 
than the field of battle, could nations agree to es- 
tablish such a court for the settlement of their re- 
spective rights, instead of appealing to the last re- 
sort of monarchs and of governments. He be- 
lieved that neither Great Britain nor our own Gov- 
ernment would ever commit the erime of fighting 
for a territory which did not belong to them. He 
should therefore endeavor to show whose this ter- 
ritory of Oregon rightfully was. 

Territory might be acquived—Ist, by treaty; 2d, 


|| by conquest; 3d, by discovery; 4th, by contiguity 


The two first of these sources needed no explana- 
tion. In regard to ttle drawn from discovery, he 
would take the liberty of reading from an author- 
ity on international law—he meant the work of 


416 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Martens, Professor of Law in the University of 
Gottingen. [Mr. D. here read briefly from that 
work, to show how far discovery conferred title.] 
The rights resulting from discovery were subject 
to certain rules, depending, in part, upon the ‘cir- 
cumstances of each case, and partly on general 
principles, applicable to all cases. A general prin- 
ciple admitted on this subject was, that the discov- 
ery of the great and leading features ofan unknown 
country was to be heldas the discovery of the coun- 
try. The discovery of the mouth of a river or of 
the stream itself, conferred the title by discovery, 
not only to the entire valley drained by such river, 
with all its branches, but beyond this, of the re- 
gion in which the river flowed as far as its natural 
and physical or its political boundaries. 

Conuguity might come in aid of discovery; and 
when the new territory lay contiguous to a coun- 
try already discovered and possessed, discovery 
alone may convey a good title. Contiguity, even 
without discovery, might convey tie when a por- 
tion of the contiguous country was occupied by 
any political Power, if necessity and the interest | 
and convenience of that Power required that it 
should belong to it. The law of nations, which 
was but another name for certain great principles | 
derived from experience, from religion, from mo- 
rality, and civilization, gave a country discovered 
to the country whose citizens made the discovery 
as ajust reward of its enterprise. 

Nor did a more perfect discovery by others who 
followed, supersede the right acquired by the first 
discoverers. Although the first discovery might 
not have been minute, nor carried into detail, pro- 
vided the leading physical features of the country 
were discovered, the country was deemed to have 
been already so discovered as to vesta title to it in 
the first party who made the exploration. Under 
these admitted principles of national law, he would 
prosecute the inquiry, Who was the rightful dis- 
coverer of Oregon? 

It was not necessary that occupation should fol- | 
low discovery immediately; a reasonable time was | 
allowed for this. Lut there must be evidence of 
intention to occupy. It was a question of good 
faith. And hence it was that Mr. D. had referred | 
to the carly discoveries on this continent. He did 
not say that the Papal authority gave a just and 
valid title to a territory; but those who first receiv- 
ed such grants from the Pope fully believed in his 
authority to make them. Every voyage connected 
with this discovery was an emanation from the 
GovernmentofSnain, And their public acts show- 
ed fully that it was their intention to take and hold 
the countries granted them on that authority. 
Spain showed this by the most resolute acts of 
sovereignty, and by a persevering course of dis- 
covery along the whole northwest coast of this 
continent. 

Mr, D. would refer to a few, and but a few, 
names in support of this position, And here it 
was worthy of remark that every voyage of dis- 
covery made by Spanish subjects was an emana- 
tion from the Spanish Government. From the very 
first keel that cut the waters of the Pacific down to 
the latest voyage of discovery under a Spanish 
commander, they all were acting under orders from 
the Spanish throne. The voyages had no other 
object but discovery and acquisition of new terri- 


| make discoveries and settlements, and establish 

garrisons by Spanish authority. In 1608, at the 
close of his expedition, he died, and for a century 
and a half the Spanish discoveries were- brought 
to a stand, in consequence of the kingdom being 
| torn by intestine commotion and engrossed by her 
wars with all Europe. Butafter the peace of 1763, 
the spirit of enterprise again revived, and the ex- 
plorations were resumed; and so thoroughly was 
it determined to enter into the system as a part of 
the permanent policy of the kingdom, that in New 
Mexico a new department of Government was es- 
tablished, entitled “* The Marine Department of 
San Blas,” with the express design of prosecuting 
discoveries on the northwest coast. This showed 
a continued determination, on the part of Spain, 
to adhere to the rights she obtained by discovery, 
and to possess herself of all the western portion 
of this continent. 

From 1503, as far down as 1775,no other Power 
thought of setting up any claim to any part of it. 

In 1775, Perez, a Spanish navigator, sat out on 
an expedition of discovery, with instructions to go 
as high as latitude G00, He did not reach quite 
į so high, but went as far as 54° north. After him, 

Heceta and Quadra engaged in expeditions of a 
| similar character. Heceta went as high as 50°, 
and discovered the mouth of the Columbia, but 
did not enter the river. He afterwards discovered 


Íi and traced the coast down from 45° to 42°. 


In 1789, it had been ascertained by agents of 
Spain, that the Russians were exploring and ma- 
| king settlements on the coast in latitude 609. These 
settlements were apprehended to be in the neigh- 
borhood of the rights of Spain on the north, and 
Martinez was sent to ascertain the state of facts, 
and report it to his Government. He went ac- 


| cordingly, and found Russians making settlements 


onthe coustnear Prince William’s Sound. In con- 
sequence of Martinez’s report, a protest and re- 
monstrance was addressed by Spain to the Russian 
Empress, and in reply she said that her subjects 
should not encroach on the territories of Spanish 
America. Here was an official recognition by the 
Russian Government, that the terntory on the 
northwest coast of America was “ Spanish Ameri- 
| ca.” Not only was this public acknowledgment 
made by Russia, but Spain herself performed the 
most unequivocal acts of sovercignty in regard to 
these territories. The ship Columbia having put 
‘into the island of Juan Fernandez in distress, was 
allowed by the Spanish commandant to remam 
| there and refit; whereupon, for not having seized 
| both on the vessel and her crew as intruders, the 
| officer was cashicred by his Government. 
Martinez carried to his sovereign the news that 
two Russian ships were on the northwest coast, 
apparently with a design of taking possession. of 
Nootka Sound; in consequence of which he was 
immediately despatched to prevent such an event, 
and his second and third voyages were expressly 
intended to counteract the design and prevent the 
Russians from taking possession. Fle was sent 
/ with orders to erect a fort and seize any vessels 
It was 


tory. In this respect, the voyages on which Spain | 
relied for her title differed in toto from those on | 


which Great Britain attempted to base hers. 
This career of discovery had been entered on by 

Spain in 1543. It had been attempted in 1540 by | 
Alvarado, but the effort failed, for, just as he was | 
ready to set out on his expedition, Alvarado died. 
The next attempt was made in 1543. In the pr 
vious year a Greek pilot, by the name of Juan de 
Fuca, entered the straits which now bore his name 
in 1542. Some doubt had been attempted to be 
thrown round Fuca’s own account of this discov- 
ery; but Mr. D. would quote on that subject a high 
authority, and one of British origin, too. It was 
to be found in the London Quarterly Review for 
1816. {Here Mr. D. read from the Review an ex- 
tract, in which the doubts expressed on the subject 
of Fuca’s discoveries were resisted and dispelled.] 
This, he said, ought certainly to be authority with | 
the advocates of the British claim. ln London 
there was but one party in all that respected their 
foreign policy, and this article was written and pub- 
lished under the very eye of the Ministry. 

„In 1603, Biscano discovered the coast as high as 
43°, under authority from the Court of Madrid to | 


|: Jed all others from its occupation. 
| title to the country short of full permanent occu- 


' took solemn possession of the country from point 
to point. She had a chart of the coast; not, it was 
true, minutely particular, but correct in all the ma- 
; terial points, which were then well known, and, 
' according to the usual practice of the Spanish peo- 
ple, named after all the saints in their calendar. 
They had previously discovered and taken pos- 
session of Mexico and California, and she also 
owned Louisiana, and therefore the whole of this 
northwest territory was contiguous to the posses- 
sions of Spain. 
In 1800 she transferred Louisiana to France. 
; This was the Spanish title to Oregon in 1803: she 
| had discovered and explored the coast and expel- 


pation and settlement. And had the Americans no 
interest in this claim ? 

Gray and Kendrick made their voyage from Bos- 
ton in 1788, entered the Straits of Fuca, and spent 
a whole. season at Nootka. 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


| the river, but entered and sailed into it. 


She had every ! 


In 1803 France transferred Louisiana tous, with 
an undefined western. boundary; and it-was lefta 
questionable point, even with the British Governs 
ment itself, whether the transfer did not pass the 
whole northwest, coast to us. Whether it did-carry 
with Louisiana proper this whole northwest-terri- 
tory-or not, it was so claimed by us., The Ameri- 
can Congress authorized Mr. Jefferson to.take poss 
session of the country under that transferyand- at- 
cordingly Lewis and Clarke did take possession:by. 
his orders. They entered the country from the 
east, and traced down both branches of the Colum- 
bia to their junction, and pursued its main. cou:se 
thence to the ocean: they discovered the mouth. of 
the river and erected a fort there, called Fort.Con- 


cert. 

In 1808 Mr. Henry made an establishment..up 
the river; and in 1810 John Jacob Astor formed a 
fur company in New York, and settled and built.a 
fort on the South Cape, at the mouth of the river, 
which, after the founder, was called Astoria. In 
1813 this settlement was taken by the. British, but 
restored in 1818 under the stipulations of the treaty 
of Ghent. A question arising in. regard to .the 
Louisiana treaty, by which we received from 
France the title of Spain to Louisiana, Spain in 
1819 made a treaty with us respecting the Floridas, 
in which she relinquished to the United States all 
her right, whatever it might be, to the territories 
on the northwest coast of North America. i 
And now, Mr. D. asked, what was the British 
title to Oregon? Prima facie our title was good; 
for if the country did not pass. to us by. the treaty 
of 1803, it certainly did by the treaty of 1819. 
Great Britain urged the visit of Drake in) 1578 5 
but Drake never sailed higher than 43°, and never 
made a landing on the coast north of 389, 

She pleaded, again, the voyage of Captain Cook 
in 1778, who went to Nootka, and examined the 
adjacent waters and islands. 

She relied greatly on the voyage of John Meares, 
a British lieutenant, but in the employment at the 
time of the Portuguese Government. Meares 
claimed to have discovered the Straits of Fuca, but 
he did not do more than look into a strait which 
the Spaniards had discovered long before; and so far 
was he from being the discoverer of Columbia riv- 
er, he sailed along the coast past the spot, and 
positively denied that any such river was in ex» 
Istence. 
She further relied on the voyage. of Vancouver, 
in 1792; and lastly on the discovery. of Frazer’s 
river by McKenzie. Pee Sh eran 
She admitted the priority of the Spanish discov- 
eries, but insisted that her own discéveries:were 
more perfect; but a more perfect examination.and 
survey of what was already known gave her no 

title as a discoverer. : 

He would take up these British discoveries, and 

examine them in order, 

The voyages of Cook and Vancouver alone were 

undertaken by order of the British Government, 

and even they were undertaken for other objects 

than discovery. As to the rest, they were the 

voyages of mere cruisers, and their discoveries, if 
any, were purely accidental. As to Drake, he 
was little other than a sea-robber, a perfect bucca- 
nier, cruising not only against the Spanish posses- 
sions and settlements, but against the commerce 
of the world. Yet such was the morality of the 
Court of Elizabeth, that she tolerated a pirate and 
homicide like Drake, because his deeds were sup- 
posed to be of advantage to the realm. However, 
no reliance was now placed by the British Govern- 
i ment on the alleged discoveries of Drake; so he 
| would pass by them without further remark. i 

The next was Captain Cook; but he was not em- 
ployed on a duty of this kind. In proof of this, 
Mr. D. would refer to the occasion of his voyage, 
and to his specific instructions. 

In 1745, the Parliament of Great Britain offered 
a reward of £20,000 sterling to the discoverer of 
a northwest passage to India. And in 1776, she 
made a like offer of £20,000, in addition, to any one 
who should discover an opening through the conti- 

nent from the Atlantic. to. the Pacific, above. the 
i latitude of 52°, To make. the discovery ‘of. this 
latter passage, was the avowed object of Cook’s 
voyage. What was the language ‘of his instrac- 
tions from his Government? . They were, that-he 
should ‘take possession of convenient places not 
‘before discovered or visited by any civilized Pow- 
Ser.”? ee eet ee 

"Lhe discoveries of the Spaniards were well known 
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in England, and openly published, before Cook left 


the British shores: ‘Tn proof of this he would re- 
fer to the London Annual Register of June, 1776. 
{Mr. D. here read an extract expressly referring to 
the Spanish discoveries on the northwest coast, 
where Cook afterwards went. He also read from 
the Londot Quarterly Review of 1822, in which 
the voyage and discoveries of Kotzebue were re- 
viewed, and in which it was expressly. admitted by 
the reviewers that England could set up no claim 
to priority of discovery. ] 

This pretty effectually disposed of all claims 
founded on the voyages of Cook. 

So far as Great Britain relied on the more per-- 
fect discoveries of her navigators, it might be 


worthy of remark that this could not apply to | 


John Meares, who figured so largely in the his- 
tory of her pretensions. This ubiquitous John 


Meares was at Nootka a land speculator and deal- | 


er in furs; at sea he was a Portuguese captain 
and a smuggler; in London he was a lieutenant 
in the British navy; and, as to his extreme accura 
cy, he cruised along the northwest coast where the 
Columbia enters the ocean by a mouth seven miles 
wide, and declared that there was- no such river 
there as the Spaniards pretended. He prided him- 
self greatly in exploding their pretended discovery 
of a great river there which they called the St. 


Roque; and, to signalize his geographical triumph, | 


he named the bay ‘‘Deception,’? and one of the 
capes at the mouth of the river, opposite to Asto- 
ria, Disappointment.” Vancouver, it was true, 
did make a more accurate examination of the coast, 
but he did it after that coast had been previously 
surveyed, and with the ‘charts of Perez and of 
Gray in his hand. Yet he too declared that Gray 
was mistaken: that there was no river there, nor 
stream of any kind, unless it might be a small 
creek. But Gray and Heceta had both discovered 
the river, and Gray a few days after went again to 
the spot, entered the river, and sailed up its main 
channel for some miles, staying there some cight or 


ten days. How, then, could it with trath be said 
that Vancouver’s discoveries, though later, were 


more perfect than those of the Americans and Span- 
jards? 

The British laid much stress on Sir Alexander 
McKenzie’s alleged discovery of Frazer’s river; 
but there was no very distinct proof that he dis- 
covered its head-waters before us; and, if he did, 
he had no authority from his Government. TIe 


traced that small river, however, down toitsmouth, | 


on which the British claimed the northern portion, 
at least, of the territory. But Mr. D. looked upon 
Oregon as a whole, nor could the accidental dis- 
covery of a’ small stream in the northern portion 
of it, by, a person without any authority from his 
Government, avail to establish a separate title to a 
‘portion of it. While they held that the discove- 
ries of Spain were not enough to give her u title to 
any part of the country, she thought that the land- 
ing at Nootka by a Portuguese captain, and. the 
discovery of the head-waters of a small stream by 
an Indian trader, were all-sufficient to give her title 
to a'country three times as large as Engeland, atsix 
thousand miles distance, though the territory lay 
immediately contiguous to the Spanish posses- 
sions, and discovered throughout and taken pos- 
session of by authorized officers of the Govern- 
ment. : England has procured on this principle al- 
ways; but she could not show as good a title to 
any part of her vast dominions (unless, perhaps, 


to the island of England itself) as Spain could | 


show to the whole coast of North America. Her 
charters to her colonies “ from sea to sea’? were 
as valueless in the eyes ofa Papist as the Pope’s 
charter to Spain would be in the eyes of a Protest- 
ant. Neither conveyed any valid title. unless fol- 
lowed up by discovery, by intent of settlement, by 
acts of sovereignty, and by actual occupation. The 
French first discovered the Ohio; but the British 
clairned the river and its valley; they went to war 
for it, and held it for a long succession of years. 
Cook discovered and took possession of Australia 
in the name of his king, and England had held the 
country ever since. So obviously was this prin- 
ciple recognised by Great Britain, that the British 


i val, while the treaty was null, we took armed 
; possession of the country, and it was still ours. 


of their own, and then possessed themselves of 
those of Spain, doubtless held the whole chain. 
The union of both made the chain perfect. A ten- 
ant in common could purchase out the other tenant: 
a life-estate man could purchase out a remainder | 
man, ora remainder man could buy out the life- 
estate man, without weakening thereby his own 
title. 

But did the British Government claim the title to | 
Oregon? Mr. D. should perhaps astound some | 
persons by saying that they did not: but he would 
now proceed to show that it was a fact that Great | 
Britain did not claim the title, and therefore it was a 
mere waste of words to argue against and to defeat 
her claim. 

Mr. Addington, when negotiating with Mr. Gal- || 
latin in 1826, laid no claim to the country. [Here | 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. D. quoted from the diplomatic correspondence. ] | 
Whatever the tide of England may have been prior || 
to the Nootka convention in 1790, after that instru- | 
ment her cats were no Jonger vague and uncer- 


The 


had no title there, she had no title. Spain lost no | 
rights in 1790, and the British gained no rights but |) 
according to the stipulations of that treaty. H 

Now, we hold that that convention was abrogated | 
and abolished by the war of 1796. England de- | 
nied this, but her negotiators did not seem to be | 
quite clear as to that matter. They contended that | 
if the convention was abrogated by the war, stil it | 
revived again in ISIA. But he insisted that it was 
her own doctrine that war destroyed such a treaty, 
for she held that her treaty with us as to fishing 
and settlement on the coast of Labrador was de- | 
feated by our war against her in 1812. Tf the prin- | 
ciple was good as to the Labrador treaty, it was 
equally good as to the Nootka Sound treaty. We 
denied that the treaty revived in 1814, because it 
was only a commercial treaty, referring to Spain 
proper, and not applying to her colonies. But if i 
it was revived in 1814, what followed? Spain 
transferred all her tide to Louisiana to us in 1800. || 
France claimed that Louisiana included everything | 
to the ocean, inchiding the northwest coast; and 
she made her treaty, believing that thereby she 
transferred the whole northwest coast to us, and 
we claimed that such was the fact; that the cession | 
of Louisiana carried with it all Oregon. Under i 
that claim, whether good or bad, (and in this ar- |} 
gument it mattered little which,) we took posses- | 
sion of the country under the order of our Govern- | 
ments and the investigation of Lewis and Clarke | 
was followed up by acts of possession by Mr. | 
Henry and Mr. Astor, both of whom took armed 
occupation of the country and of the river, which 
was its chief and most important feature. Mr. 
Huskisson and Mr. Addington did not deny this 
transfer, but claimed that the question had pre- 
viously been disposed of by the treaty of Nootka, 
and that they got rid of the force of that transfer | 
in that way. 

Mr. D. would show that it had no such effect. 
The convention of Nootka was abolished by the 
war of 1796. France made the transfer in 1800, 
Spain in 1603, and we took possession in 1805, in | 
1806, in 1808, in 1810, and in 1813. According to 
England’s own showing, the convention did not 
revive, if at all, till 1814: so that during the inter- 


But what do we find in relation to the Nootka 
Sound convention, taking the account given of it 
by British writers themselves? We find that the 


| she did acquire new rights. h 
| convention of 1818 what was taken from us in 


whole of the rights claimed by Great Britain with- 
in the Oregon territory were founded upon that || 
convention. Notwithstanding all the efforts ofher i! 


ingenious and powerful diplomatists, she cannot 


make out the existence of any other rights than 
those which she received from it. Now, let us 
examine that convention: for if all her rights rest 


y | upon it, it is proper that we should look for them 


there; and if she has no rights guarantied to her 


| by it, then she has no rights whatever; for if they 


cannot be found there, they cannot be found any- 
where. Sir, I shall show that she has not a scin- 
tilla of right. I do not deny that her subjects have 
rights; but she, as a Government, has none. Any 


| one who examines the convention must come to 


this conclusion. The first article of the conven- 
vention provides that the buildings and tracts of 
lands situated on the northwestern coast which 
had been taken from British subjects should be 
restored to British subjects. The language of the 
treaty is not that they be given up to the British 
Government, but to British subjects. By the 
second article, a just reparation was to be made 
for all injuries arising from, the acts of either. 
According to the third article, in order to preserve 
a good understanding, not between the citizens 
and subjects of the parties, but this time between 
the parties themselves, it was agreed that the re- 
spective subjects and citizens of both parties should 
not be disturbed or molested in the enjoyment of 
every facility for carrying on their fisheries and 
their trade with the natives. 

{Mr. D. here quoted the language of the treaty 
itself. He then continued.] ; 

I read this for the purpose of showing the ab- 
sence of all intention or expectation, on the part 
of the British Government, of gaining any rights 
under this convention, beyond those guarantied to 
her subjects; first, the restoration of the privilege 
of occupying temporary habitations on Jand for 
the purpose of carrying on trade with the natives; 
and, secondly, that those who ventured their prop- 
erty upon the sea, in prosecution of the fisheries, 
should not be molested. Great Britain, let me ob- 
serve, always takes care of her subjects, and of 
their interests. Would to God I could say the 
same of my own Government! But did Great 


| Britain gain anything by this article of the conven- 


tion? Certainly not. The fourth article relates 
to the same thing. The fifth article relates to the 
restoration of property, as in the first. I consider 
every syllable of that convention as being perfect- 
ly explicit and intelligible; and throughout its whole 
contents you cannot find a passage which gives 
Great Britain a right to exercise sovereignty with- 
in the territory. Am J not right, then, in saying 
iat Great Britain has no right of sovereignty un- 
der the convention? She says that she has rights; 
but what are they? She docs not insist that the 
convention gives hera right to go there for nation- 
al purposes—a right to exercise sovereignty; not 
at all; but that she holds Spain accountable before 
the nations of the carth, in case her subjects 
should be denied the private rights of commerce, 
which Great Britain insisted that they ought to 
enjoy. ; oa 
Rat, sir, we shall now approach, in the division 
of our subject, the time when I suppose it will be 
insisted, as far as I can gather from the history of 
the matter, that Great Britain acquired new rights. 
And I propose now to examine and see whether 
She restored by the 


1813, and at the same time she set up a pretended 
title to the territory by discovery. She has assert- 
ed that she acquired rights under the Nootka Sound 


| convention, and that she acquired rights by con- 


quest. She claimed rights through three sources: 


| first, by discovery; secondly, by the stipulations 


of the Nootka Sound convention; and, lastly, by 
conquest. Yet in 1818 she restored to us, without 
reservation, without protest, what she had de- 
privéd us of in the war of 1813. How did she 
divide her title then? It was merged, all of it, in 
one. Though she had three sources of title, she 
had but onc title; that she transferred. Is she not, 
then, according to law and common sense, estop- 
ped from setting up a title which she has transfer- 
red? At the time that convention was formed she 
scarcely pretended to havea title. The Govern- 
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ment of the country did not believe, not one among 


her own statesmen believed, that she had a title. | 


Mr. Clay, who was then Secretary of State of the 
United States, said that Great Britain had not 
made out even a color of a title. It will be seen, 
and I eallattention to the proceedings, that the 
treaty of Ghent provided for the restoration of 
rights, not to the citizens of this Government, but 
to the Government itself; and herein it differed 
from the convention of Nootka Sound, inasmuch 
as the latter provided for the restoration of certain 
rights to the subjects of Great Britain, and not to 
the Government. Then, sir, if Astoria had been 


taken from citizens of this Government only, they | 


were bound, on application, to restore it under the 
treaty of Ghent. And it was accordingly restored 
to our Government; and the admission of Lord 
Castlereagh was, that it must be admuted that we 
had the right belonging to the party in possession; 
and both the treaty of Ghent and this declaration 


show that it was restored, not as the property of ! 


subjects or citizens, not as the property of the Pa- 
cific Fur Company, but as the property of the 
Government of the United States, it was restored 
to this Government through its agent. 

Up to this time I think the world might well | 
have said that our title was clear and unquestion- | 
able. Up to this time Great Britain had no claim 
to the territory whatever beyond the rights which | 
she derived from the Nootka Sound convention. 
In 1818, she did not deem that she had even a | 
possessory right, but admitted that both title and | 

ossession were in us. So far we had successful- 
resisted her arms, and had been restored to our 


| 


reignty. You will perceive we were already in || 


cupation. 
of examination, 


of sovereignty within the District of Columbia. 
Suppose you give the right to the subjects of Great 
Britain to navigate the Potomac, or any other 
river in the United States, will that give the right 
to the Government of Great Britain to exercise 
acts of sovereignty upon those rivers? Suppose 

ou give them the right of carrying on trade in the 
District of Columbia: I ask trimphantly where will ; 
they get their warrant for bringing their jurisdic- | 
tion with them, and exervising acts of sovereignty 
over their subjects within the District? I deny 
in the broadest manncr the principle that any such 
right would be conferred, T attack them in their 
own fortified position, that they have not even the 
color of a right. Ido not deny but that certain 
usufructuary rights will appertain to the subjects, 
but I deny that the Government, as such, will ac- 
quire any right whatever. 

The honorable Senator from Missouri, a few 
days ago, was pleased to say that this was the | 
fruit of“ barren negotiation’? Would to Heaven | 
the negotiation had been barren ! | 

Mr. BENTON (without rising from his seat) | 
remarked that the negotiations had lasted thirty | 
years, and he had designated them, therefore, aged | 
and barren. i 

Mr. DICKINSON continued. Iam glad it has | 
been thus barren, and I am prepared to show that | 
it will produce no fruit, such as is anticipated by | 


Great Britain. To return to the convention of || decided before a judicial tribunal; and while I depre- 
| cate war, I as equally deplore a craven and pur- 


1818: It gave no rights whatever to the British | 
Government as such; but it has been, as was well l 
and ably said by the Senator from Missouri, the f 
sourçe of difficulty to us, But for that convention, | 
we should now be in peaceful and quiet occupa- ! 
tión of the territory. It produced very deleterious | 


| 


eid 
1 


i, question is, whether it is worth preserving? Let 


|! weeks as it now takes months to perform the jour- 


r : 
consequences to this country, and has in some 
degree fortified the claim set up by the British ne- 
gotiators: which claim, as late as 1818, they did 
not consider worthy of being called even a pos- 
sessory right, but which has grown into a right 
which it seems she cannot now be deprived of with- 
out war. Whatis the true state of hertitle? Legall 

they are not in occupation of the territory at all; 
they have no rights as a Government, though they 
assume the right of extending the jurisdiction of 
their courts not only over their own subjects, but 
over the whole territory, and over all persons 
therein. They have erected extensive fortifica- 
tions, and are now literally in the armed occupa- 
tion of the country, and ‘in the exercise of the 
highest acts of sovereignty, showing a disposition 
to hold it peaceably if they can, otherwise forcibly. 
How did they possess themselves of these privi- 
leges? I have already shown the manner, With 
what intention have they done so? This Iwill 
proceed to show. An agent of the Hudson Bay 
Company wrote home to his Government thus: 
“The title of Great Britain may hereafter become 
| of great consequence, and we are strengthening 
| her claim.” They are making what was once no 
claim a claim, and next aright, and lastly a title. 
Sir, they are doing as they have done in the East 
Indies—converting a small trading post into a ter- 
| ritorial possession, over which they exercise wn- 
| limited jurisdiction. What was afew years ago 
| a small trading post in the East Indies, they have 
| converted into a colony whose limits contain a 
i hundred millions of human beings. 
But if this territory is ours, itis material now to | 
| inquire whether itis worth having, Great Britain 
! sometimes describes it as a fertile region, and some- 
times as a cold and barren waste. And I would | 
remark, if it be a waste to her, why does she not 
yield it up? It has been called on this floor, E be- 
| lieve, the Siberia of America. If it is ours, the 


| 


f 


ws examine for a moment its position. It stretches 
i for nearly a thousand miles along the Pacific coast, 
| the distance from the coast to the Rocky moun- 
| tains varying from five to seven hundred miles, 
| comprising a tract of country nearly equal in ex- 
tent to one-half of the States of this Union, Its 


s 
anty has fixed a bar- 


harbors in the known world; affording everything 
| that is interesting for the eye to look upon, the 
| mind to conceive, and the heart to enjoy. A coun- 
| try which will give us the China trade in as many 


| ney, and without the dangers of a passage around 
i the capes. A country which will give us the trade 
| of Japan, the Dutch East India possessions, and, 


‘to deprive us of it. SI 
| the world, if divided into eight parts, belongs five 


parts of it to herself and us; and by further allot- 


are ours; and she sees, too, that, from our growing 
| importance, if we possess ourselves of this territory, 
! we shall be in possession of both oceans. She sees 
that we will be her successors, as we are now the 
competitors for her trident; and it is for this rea- 
| son that she wishes to limit us to the possession of 
| a portion of the territory. 
But we are told, as usual, that there will be war 
unless the country be divided. Sir, I said at the 
| commencement, that I would discuss the. question 
| with the same freedom as though it were one to be 


jects individually. These we havenever interfered 
‘with; but she has herself broken the treaty, by the 
exercise of acts of sovereignty, which she -has'a 
right only to exercise within her own dominions, 
or within a country where it is stipulated that she 
shall be entitled to exercise them. i 

We are told that this state of thi 
minated by peaceable, honorable negotiation. . -£ 
hope it may be. . Peaceable negotiation - becomes 
us; honorable negotiation should. accompany it, 
and travel along with it. If the territory is ours, 
then, are we to give it up, or any portion of it, by 

eaceable negotiation? Ifwe do so, willit be by 
honoroble negotiation? If any portion of it be- 
belonged to Great Britain, I say, yield it up; give 
her her just rights. But if, on a full examination, 
we can maintain, in the face of the civilized world, 
that it is ours, it would be an act of injustice to- 
wards ourselves to surrender it. Sir, we have the 
right to call upon Great Britain to give up her pre- 
tended claim. Butif she have rights which she 
can maintain before the nations of the carth, and 
can show that our claim is unfounded, she has the 
same right to call upon us to yield it up. But who 
is there that believes that Great Britain will break 
the peace of the world, when she cannot show. that 
she has any right, except the permission to her. 
subjects to trade there, which permission may be 
terminated ina single year, by giving notice, and 
then all her rights must cease. She is in possess- 
ion, I admit, and I must say she is rather a cap- 
tious tenant; but let those purchase her off who 
will; that is not my policy. Her rights, such as 
they are, I will also admit, in the language of Lord 
Jolin Russell, must be respected. No one desires, 
I apprehend, to treat them otherwise than with re- 
spect, until they are terminated by notice. I will 
respect those rights in all their bearings, and grant 
her all that was demanded or expected by Great 
Britain herself at the time that the convention was 
formed, ‘This she has amply received, by the en- 
joyment of the right to occupy hitherto, and by 
the same privilege for a year to come. But I deny 
that the British Government has any permanent 
right there atall, She has shown that she has 
none, After the convention of Nootka Sound, she 
gained no new rights, except what she gained by 
the convention of 1818. 

But we come now to a new branch of the sub- 
ject, and we are told that we must come down to 
the 49th degree of north latitude; that must be the 
parallel. Why, there is no such question before 
the people; there is no such question before this 
Government. Why should that parallel be adopt- 
ed? For speculative purposes? It has been re- 
peatedly offered by our Government, arid as often 
rejected. T'he last time it was offered, her Majes- 
ty’s Minister declared that he hoped this Govern- 
ment would make an offer more consistent with 
honor and equity. He returned this answer at 
once, without referring to his Government. Does 
it become our honor, dignity, or self-respect as a 
nation, to keep constantly harping before the peo- 
ple of this country and the world that the 49th 
parallel must be the dividing line? that we will give 
them that line, though they have declared they 
will not reccive it? How does this question arise? 
We have a right to Oregon; if our right embraces 
the whole, shall we not claim the whole? Ir will 
be time enough for us to say we will give Great 
Britain a part when she makes outa title to a part. 
Shall we force her to take the territory which she 
says she will not take? I, for one, will not. IT 
have sufficient respect for this Government to with- 
hold me frém the adoption of sucha course; and 
I have sufficient respect for the Government of 
Great Britain to restrain me from indulging in any 
unjust aspersions; but I have not sufficient liking 
for that Government to offer to bestow upon it that 
| to which we have a sufficient title. 

But we are told that we must negotiate. Cer- 

| tainly; negotiate, and see what claim Great Britain 
i| can set up. It might well have been the only 
|| question, in the first place, Will you give the no- 
| tice? Is it proper or just to terminate the conven- 
tion, which is not a joint convention? Sir, that 
| might well have heen the question; but itis mol... 
l| It has assumed a broader, wider range, and not 
only the foreign, but the domestic policy. of this. 


ngs must be ter- 


f 
ji 


chased peace. Neither the one nor the other is ne- 
cessary. If we have rights, shall we not assert them? 
Ihave shown, not by my arguments alone, but by 
the admissions of Great Britain, that she has no 
rights beyond those which appertain to her sub- 


Government has been drawn into the discussion. 
|| But on what ground is it to be discussed? The 
| difference between this Government’ and that of 
Great Britain in their relative positions can be seen 


ata glance. Her Government is central; ‘the power 


1846. 


is confided to. her Ministry; there lies her strength. 
Where lies our strength? In the great masses of 
the American people. -They know what concerns 
their dearest.and best interests, and to them those 
interests may well be confided,.not because they 
are more sagacious, but because, instead of tolera- 
ting a star-chamber-policy in the disposal of. ques- 
tions of this sort, they require that they shall be 
openly and fearlessly discussed. They object to 
their discussion in secret session, and the dispo- 
sal of them. by a process in which our Government 
cannot put forth its full strength, as it can in its 
representative capacity. Why was it that the 
tone of the President of the United States was ap- 
proved in what he said in regard to our foreign re- 
lations? . It was not because he said our title was 
clear and unquestionable; it was not that he was 
the choice of the people over his distinguished 
competitor; not merely that they believed he would 
act upon the principles thus avowed, and in ac- 
cordance with those of his predecessor, that he 
would submit to nothing that was not right: but it 
was because he had spoken their own language, 
the language which they unhesitatingly approved, 

But it is said we must not discuss this question, 
because the news from abroad is pacifie; because 
the Queen’s speech is pacific; because the language 
used in Parliament is pacific; because the tone of 
the public press in Great Britain is pacific. Sir, I 
concede all this; but, beginning with the Queen’s 
speech, I here remark, that, when our whole policy 
is made to depend upon the Queen's speech, or 
upon the sentiments of British statesmen, or upon 
the press of Great Britain, we might as well at 
once go back to a state of colonial servitude. Sir, 
what is the Queen’s speech? It isa formula which 
is not changed in three sentences for centuries; 
and this is the speech from which we ave to take 
our lineof conduct! But the language in Parliament 
is’ pacific, certainly. Whoever knew an instance in 
which Great Britain, a question of foreign policy 
being agitated, paraded it before the world? Her 
energies are differently employed. Look to the 
Toreign Office for matters of that kind. The Brit- 
ish Premier comes into Parliament with every ex- 
pression caleulated and weighed well before utter- 
ed. Inthe Queen’s speech she intimates that she 
would like a little more naval force. The Premier, 
in his place in Parliament, sces nothing that will 
disturb the peaceful relations of the country. He 
trusts that peace will be preserved: so do T; and, 
therefore, my language is pacific. But 1 trust that 
Great Britain will yield up her claim—a claim as- 
serted without right, and attempted to be main- 
tained without evidence. TLence itis that I be- 
lieve we shall have no war upon this subject. 
Whenever Great Britain shall propose a commer- 
cial treaty, interesting to this Government, E hope 
we shall meet her half-way; I hope we shall meet 
her in. the same spirit of concession, of compro- 
mise, and good feeling which should characterize 
two great nations. Ihope we shall enter into it 
in a spirit which becomes us as a nation: but Tecan 
see nothing in the tone of the British press, in the 
debates in Parliament, or in the Queen’s speech, | 
(in which we are told she emphasized’ certain pas- 
sages,) to induce us to hesitate or waver in the as- 

. sertion of our right to Oregon. Sir, I take for | 
granted if she has rights she will insist upon them; 
Ï hope she will. Ifwe have rights, shall we not 
insist upon them? 

But she is going to throw open her ports. Tam 
glad to hear it. But what induces her to do this? 
Does she do it out of the love and affection which 
she bears to the American people? Or docs she do 
it to still the cry of hunger which ascends to tea- 
ven from millions of her sturving subjects? or docs 
she do it because she beholds her monarchy totter- 
ing upon its pedestal? Does she do it for the pur- 
pose of allowing famine to purchase its crust inthe 
market? Iam glad she has come to the conclu- 
sion; but what warrant have we to suppose that 
she will continue that policy when the-present pres- 
sure is removed?) She has been induced to adopt 
this policy, not because she has relinquished her 
claims upon Oregon, nor because she has a leaning 
towards the interests of this country. It can be 
viewed in no other light than as a renewal of the 
lease of despotism, which she sees is drawing to a 
close, and will be terminated unless she change her | 
policy. Sir, itis a question between the Govern- | 
ment and suffering thousands of her subjects. The | 
aristocracy, long as they have been clinging to their || 
prescriptive rights, have been compelled to give !! 
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way; and there is some hope that they may be in- 
duced to grant more favorable measures iowards 
their suffering population. {hope it may be so; 


but I see nothing in all this which gives assurance | 


that it will not be withdrawn when its immediate 
object is accomplished, 
masterly stroke of policy. She has not been moved 


to it by anything on this side of the water. I would | 
not have any angry or vindictive course adopted | 


on the part of this Government towards her, but I 
would have it proceed in its own course of policy, 
and leave commercial treaties with reciprocal ad- 
vantages to take care of themselves. The Almighty 
has created mouths there, and materials to feed 
them here. The territories of this continent are 
destined for the production of that material, not 


under her Government, but under a Government | 


of freedom, s 
A single word upon, the tone of the British press. 
It is stated in the publie prints that the Govern- 


| ment of Great Britain has censured its able Min- 


ister in this country—able, for able he is, and let 
me turn for a moment to what I have passed over 
in the course of my remarks, and show that he did 
not claim that Great Britain had any tinle to the 
Oregon territory. [flere Mr. D. read from the 
oficial correspondence of Mr. Pakenham with his 
Government.] What I want to give the Senate 
the benefit of is the ingenuity of the British Min- 
ister, He has diverted himself, and drawn the 
attention of the Secretary away from the subject 
in a manner which renders him worthy of a wreath 
which adorned the brow ofa Talleyrand, Tt was 
formerly said that the world is sometimes deceived 
by ambiguous truths, and the British Minister has 


adroitly contrived to nestle down trutha ina mass | 


of ingenious words in such a mamer as to qualify 
them eminently for deception. 
the Minister has been censured. 


parallels in short, be was evidently not prepared 
to say anything, Ff he had told us what insteu 
tions had been given by Lord Aberdeen to Mr. 
Pakenham, we should have known whether we 
were likely to ineur the displeasure of the British 
(Government. 

Sir, this discussion can deceive no onc; it shall 
not deceive me, Ionge for the seerets of no Cab- 
inet, but Ilong for the instructions under whieh 
Mr. Pakenhun refused that offer, W hat does the 
London Times say upon this subject? dt declares 
that Great Britkin could not, with any propriety, 
accept the territory so restricted and truncated as 
to be deprived of the navigation of the Columbia, 
T ought to read one word from the same puper, the 
Times, in defence of Mr. Pakenham, 

[Mr. D. read the passage referred to.] 

Now, in regard to the diplomacy upon this sub- 


ject, (continued Mr. D.,) it bas not always been | 


barren, I will admit. Some years ago we were 


involved in some difficulty; we had the northeast. |! 


ern boundary, the Caroline, the right of seareh, 
and the Oregon territory: all these questions were 
thon at issue, and how have they been disposed 
of? Ut is worthy of a little attention while we 
look the history of the matter over. The teach- 
ings of experience are always valuable. In the 
first place, we entered into arbitration, The ques- 
tion of the northeastern boundary was referred to 
the King of the Netherlands, who was directed by 
the parties lo follow certain highlands; and, in- 
stead of doing so, he plunged us into the bottom of 
the St. John’s river. We entered into negotia- 
tions: they resulted in what? In the taking a 
larger portion of territory from us than Great 
Britain claimed, and the paying for it by the Uni- 
ted States, to the States of Maine and Massachu- 
setts, the sum of $300,000 from the national treas- 
ury. That was the disposition of one question. 
The Caroline was another. What became of that? 
How did it arise? 

‘There were border difficulties existing between 
Canada and the State of New York—hostilities 
having been exchanged to some extent between 
the parties, at least as it was supposed, when an 
armed company, under the direction of the Cana- 
dian authorities, came over and seized a steamboat 
lying within the territory of the United States, 
While the hands were asleep on board, they cut it 
out, murdered a portion of the hands, and one who 
came on shore was shot down within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State of New York, The boat and her 


It is nothing more than a | 


Buritis said that | 

Sir Robert Peel | 
was not prepared to say whether Myr. Pakenham | 
ought to have submitted the question to his Gov- | 
ernment or not before rejecting the offer of the 49th | 
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| crew were sent over the falls of Niagara. That 
|| Was a question which, & the time, raised the in- 
dignation not only of the people of New York, 
but of the whole American people. The attention 
of the authorities of New York and of the United 
States were directed to the subject; reparation was 
demanded, and how was it procured? The Fed- 
eral Government made use of every exertion in its 
power to arrest the prosecution of the individual 
who declared himself to be the murderer of one of 
the citizens of New York; and but for the firmness 
of the Executive and Judiciary of that Slate, they 
would have taken away McLeod, who was charged 
with that murder, and would have given him the 
benefit of other tribunals less interested in procu- 
ring his punishment. It was an issue between the 
Federal and a State Government. What repara- 
tion has been made for that outrage? I have heard 
it said that the counsel who defended him were 
paid hy the nation. I make not this charge; I 
hope, for the honor of the nation, it may not be so. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Itris totally false, 

Mr. DICKINSON. Iam happy to hear it. I 
believe, however, if Thave been rightly informed 
—and I wish to be correct in regard to the history 
of the past—I have understood, I say, that the 
Federal Government insisted upon its right of 
taking possession of the individual, and thus pre- 
venting New York from holding jurisdiction in the 
case of this individual, who declared that he held 
the death missile which terminated the life of a 
citizen of that State. Does the Senator wish to 
explain? 

Mr. WEBSTER, Not at present; I do not 
want to interrupt the Senator, F shall think it ne- 
cessary perbaps to call on him hereafter for the 
authority upon which he makes this statement. 

Mr. DICKINSON, Tallude to the correspond- 
ence between the Governor of the State of New 
York and Mr. Webster, the Secretary of State of 
the United States. Ido not endorse the author- 
ity. Ido not say it is true. F do notrecollect the 
terms of that correspondeuce, and 1 only allude to 
it that the statement, which was made T believe in 
the other Tlouse recently, and which 1 now repeat, 
might be contradicted if untrue, that the Federal 
| Government directed the Attorney General of the 
United States to proceed to New York, and that 
| Mr. Webster expressed the hope that McLeod 
| would be given up. I will endeavor to refer to 
i the authority, though I have it not now before me. 
| I do not intend to misrepresent the facts, nor do I 
| wish to distort the truth in regard to the part taken 
| by the distinguished Senator, who discharged with 
| great ability the duties of Secretary of State. 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


At the suggestion of Mr. HAYWOOD, Mr. 
Diexison, without concluding his speech, yielded 
the floor for a motion that the Senate proceed to 
| the consideration of Executive business, Themo- 
tion was agreed to, and the Senate thereupon went 
into Executive session, and after some time spent 
| therein, the doors were opened, 

And the Senate adjourned until to-morrow at 
i twelve o'clock. 


t 

| 

| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

| Tunspay, February 24, 1846. 

| The Journal of Saturday was read in part, and 
| (the further reading thereof having, on motion of 
| Mr. Hamisy, heen dispensed with) was approved. 
| Mr. HAMLIN moved a reconsideration of the 
' vote by which the bill for the relief of Doctor Page 
had on Saturday last been laid on the table. 

Mr. H. said he made the motion at the request 
of a gentleman who had voted in the negative. 

The motion (the consideration of which was 
postponed) was entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the call of the States for petitions. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERT SMITH, 

Ordered, That the petition of Peter Shafer be re- 
| committed to the Committee of Claims. 

1 On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions 
transmit to the Clerk of this House copies of the 
| papers on file in his office connected with the ap- 
plication of the heirs of Elizabeth Conklin, of New 
York, for a pension. 


| 
| HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


| The SPEAKER having again stated what the 
| regular business of the day was— 


Mr. TIBBATTS rose and said, that as gentle- 
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men could present their petitions under the rule, 
and as their presentation in the House was there- 
fore a mere loss of time, he moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Mr. T. gave notice that his 
object was, should that motion prevail, to move to 
take up the bill making appropriations for harbors 
and rivers. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and there was 


clearly a majority voting dgainst the motion, and |} 


the Speaker was so anhouncing; when 

Mr. TIBBATTS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ba- 


ker, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton |; 


Brown, Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, 
Carroll, Catheart, Chase, Cocke, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dunlap, Edsall, EIs- 
worth, Erdman, Faran, Foot, Fries, Garvin, Gid- 
dings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hough, Sfudson, Fiungerford, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 
Kennedy, Thomas Butler King, Leib, La Sere, 
Lewis, Levin, Ligon, McClelland, MeDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, McKay, Marsh, 
Miller, Morris, Moseley, Owen, Pendleton, Pervill, 
Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, C. 
B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, St. 
John, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thompson, Tharinan, Tibbatts, Toombs, 
Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Win- 
throp, Woodruff, Wright, Yell, and Youne—106. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Jas. 
Black, James A. Black, Brockenbrough, Buffing- 
ton, Burt, Jobn G, Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Dobbin, Tolin TI. 
Ewing, Edward H. Ewing, Gentry, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, 
Hoge, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Hunter, J. 
H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leake, Lumpkin, 
McClean, McClernand, McConnell, Barclay Mar- 
tin, Moulton, Norris, Parish, Payne, Perry, Price, 
Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Rank, Russell, Scam- 
mon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. 
Sims, Strong, Sykes, Towns, Trumbo, Wheaton, 
Woodward, Woodworth, and Yost—67. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Whereupon the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
Tuomas SmiTH in the chair. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the committee pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of certain harbors 
and rivers. 


Mr. RATHBUN moved that the committee |) 


take up the bill providing for the appointment of 
clerks. 

Mr. HARALSON gave notice that if the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Tig- 
BATTS] should not prevail, he wouid move that | 
the committee take up the bill providing for the | 
organization of two regiments of mounted riflemen. 

Mr. COBB (to Mr. Hararson.) Is your’s an 


So the committee decided that the bill should not 
be laid aside. 

Mr. McCONNELL then moved to strike out 
the first clause thereof. 

Mr. McC. made a few remarks, which gave rise 
to much merriment; but such was the uproar in | 
the hall, that much of what he said was lost at the 
reporter’s desk, As far as heard, he said— 

make this motion from the promptings of na- 
ture, of common honesty, and of justice to the 
i constituents I have the honor to represent in this 
(hall, There are no moneys that are deposited in 
| the vaults of the treasury of the United States, un- 
| Tess they have come stained with the sweat of hon- 
i est industry and laborious enterprise. ‘There is 
one of the sections of this bill which is reported, 
(he did not speak disrespectfully of the committee 
who reported the bill—the Committee on Com- 
merce,) which proposed to appropriate, “for the 
; purchase of the residue of the stock held by imdi- 
vidual stockholders in the Louisville and Portland 
| Canal Company, steh sum as may be NECESSARY,” 
| it may be one million; it may be zwo; it may be 
| fifty; it may be five hundred millions—provided 
| the President can contract with these stockjobbers 


| and individual phinderers, who are lying in wait 
| 


‘at all the commercial points throughout our vast 
| republic, to take advantage of the laboring classes. 
| I protest against any action upon this bill, for this, 
if for no other reason. No member of this House, 
no member of this committee, knows the amount 
of money to be taken from the treasury of the 
United States to perfect. and complete the contem- 
i plated object of this bill. Tt is a flagrant and stu- 
i pendous outrage, in my opinion. (By-the-by, I 
t contemplate, at the earliest period, introducing a 
i bill giving 160 acres of land to all the laboring 
| elasses—heads of families, widows or males—if 
| they will cultivate it.) And, as carrying out the 
idea of duty to God, our fellows, and our coun- 


| 
{ 
| 
j 
| 


i id 
‘try, this concern should not pass. And if any 
man upon this floor ean give his consent to this 
blank appropriation, *¥  * *  Thisbil 
would run round the globe. Tt was longer than 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Oregon bill? 
If any answer was made, the reporter did not | 
bear it. | 
The question was then taken by tellers on the | 


motion of Mr. Tisparrs, and the vote stood— |} 


ayes 82, noes 60. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


tion of the bill making appropriations for certain 
harbors and rivers. 
‘he bill having been read through, 

Mr. McCONNELL, remarking that the act was 
born in sin and brought forth in iniquity —a remark 
which he did not design to have any application to 
the committee who reported it—moved that it be 
laid aside, and that the committee proceed to the 
consideration of the bill in relation to the appoint- 
ment of clerks, 

Mr. COBB asked for a division of the motion; 
which was ordered. 


And the question on the motion that the bill be 


|! (though the committee was in such a state of con- 


x |! fusion as to render hearing a very difficult matter) 
And the committee proceeded to the considera: | 


| fore proceeding with any remarks. 


| 


“Long John” Wrexyrwogra himself. 

Tle protested against action being had; and he 
mon sense, common justice, common right, and 
he invoked them to have merey upon a common 

| der us for fortifications on Lake Michigan, or any 

| other lake, that is as long as the original John 

| himself. ; 

| I give it up, sir. 

| of Mr. McConwens, and it was rejected. 

| Mr. RHETT inquired of the Chair whether this 

| ment. j 
The CHAIRMAN’! reply could not be heard. 

! heen to move to strike out the enacting clause of the 

‘ bill, and then to debate its merits. He was not 

| anything on the subject, but he should probably be 

| able to do so to-morrow; and, in the meantime, if 

; R.) would yield it. 

Some conversation followed, the Chairman 
clause of the bill would not now be in order. 

Mr. RHETT said, he wished to say to his west- | 

| he hoped they would assign some good reason why 
it should pass. 


appealed to the House, on the principles of com- 

| constituency—that they would not rob and plun- 

The question was then taken on the amendment 

| bill was debatable at any stage on an amend- 

| Mr. RELETT suggested that the usual way had 

; prepared to-day (by reason of indisposition) to say 

| any gentleman desired to take the floor, he (Mr. 
stating that a motion to strike out the enacting | 

| ern friends, to gentlemen in favor of this bill, that 
The CHAIRMAN was understood to say, | 


j 
i 


that the gentleman must submit some motion be- 


' My, RHETT said that, in order that the debate 
‘ might be opened, he would move to strike out all 
„after the enacting clause, for the purpose of bring- | 
` ing the matter before the committee, and of thus | 
| enabling gentlemen to discuss the merits of the | 
i bili. 

| Mr. R. then called attention to the item ofappro- 
| priation for the purchase of the residue of the 
| Stock held by individual stockholders in the Lou- 
| isville and Portland Canal Company; and an inter- 
_ esting conversation as to the value of that stock, 


| and the amount that was required for its purchase, 
| 


laid äside, was taken, and decided in the negative— 
ayes 63, noes 88. 


followed, in which Messrs. RHETT, WENT- 


| of the west in the next Congress. 


Mr. R: called upon those associated. with: hin 
in the Democratic party to have the: generosity to 
allow those who still followed the ancient Jand- 
marks, as they existed inthe days of Jefferson, 
Madison, and Jackson, to express their-views be- 
fore the question on the bill was. taken... If there.’ 
was any member here who-could satisfy any con- 
seientious mind that this: bill. ought to. pass, he. 
would be a very extraordinary man. : 

Mr. THOMASSON wished to see the landmarks 
to which the gentleman had alluded drawn tight, 
that members might toe the mark. Mr. Pe under. 
stood that, even under the Administrations to which 
the gentleman had referred, all those works which 
were considered national in their character had been 
subjects of care, and of appropriation too, on the 
part of each and every one of those Adininistra-. , 
tions, 

Mr. T. gave some facts in relation to the value 
and condition of the stock of the Louisville and 
Portland Canal Company. : 
Let gentlemen say that it was Democratic to 
withhold all appropriations for these great Western 
rivers—let them say that it was pure Whigery to 
make them—and they would find rathera stale and 
barren account of Representatives from the valley 
He wished the 
question made plainly and distinctly, and he, for 
one, was willing to abide the results. He ad- 
mitted that the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Rusrr] had acted consistently; and that he 
did stand on the true party ground, as he under- - 
stood the party doctrine; and-he (Mr. T.) wanted 
that gentleman to require of his friends to vote that 
doctrine, so that the people of the West should no 
longer have one doctrine preached to them, and 
another practised upon them. 

Mr. CROZIER moved to amend the bill in the 
97th and 98th lines, by adding the following words: 
“s For the continuation of the canal around the 
Muscle Shoals in the ‘Tennessee river, and remov- 
ing obstructions in said river, above said shoal, 
4250,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
‘War Department.” 

Mr. C. sustained this proposition at considerable 
length. Disclaiming any offensive intention to- 
wards the committee who reported it, he thought 
the bill did great injustice to the several sections of 
the Union, and that nothing like a compreheninive 
or statesmanlike view of the subject had been taken 
of it. He examined the construction of the com- 
mittee, in connexion with the provisions of the bill, 
to show the partial and exclusive character of the 
latter. He adverted to the history of this object of 
appropriation, and in so doing alluded to a former 
donation of 400,000 acres to the State of Alabama 
for this purpose, contending that-that fund had been 
so applied ag to fail to accomplish the object for 
which it was intended. : 

This called up, in repeated explanations, Messrs. 
McCONNELL, G. S. HOUSTON, and CHAP- 
MAN. 

Mr. CROZIER replied to an objection which 
might be urged against the amendment—the 
probability that it might bring down a veto on 
the bill. So far from it, he contended that it 
would be a means of bolstering up many weaker 
objects of appropriation. He proceeded to argue 
the importance of the canal, as a national work, 
as a link of intercommunication, and to demon- 
strate its agency in drawing more closely the 
bands of the Union. The bill made large appro- 
priations for the lakes, and some appropriations, it 
was true, for western rivers. Amongst the latter, 
however, were those rivers only which emptied di- 
rectly into the Mississippi. Hence it might be as~ 
sumed that Congress had power to make appropri- 
ations for the removal of obstructions in such west- 
ern rivers only as might empty into the Mississip- 

i. If any gentleman entertained such an idea, 

Mr. C. thought a closer investigation of -the sub- 
ject would induce him to abandon.it. Such an idea 
could not be regarded as the conception of thejudg- 
ment, but as the mere offspring of a lean and hun=’ 
| gry fancy. If the Committee on Commerce had 
desired to reporta bill which would be satisfactory. < 
| to the House. and to the Executive, it was their 
duty to have looked over the: entire length and 
| breadth of the land, and to make appropriations” 
for the works in each one. of the: States of the: 
Union. Not having done this, he thought they. 
had fallen short.of the discharge oftheirduty >< 
Mr. R. CHAPMAN, -in relation to remarks: 


| 
| 


! WORTH, and TIBBATTS, participated. 


made by Mr. MeConnen,, and other, gentlemen, 
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entered intoan explanation in defence of his State 
against the charges made upon her, and in main- 


tenance (by a detailed statement of the facts in the | 


case) of the position that the 400,000 acres of land 
appropriated by the General Government to the 
State.of Alabama, in 1828, as a trust fund for the 
improvement. of the Muscle Shoals, had been faith-. 


fully and judiciously applied, (although it had failed _ 


fully to accomplish the object. of the appropria- 
fons) and also in vindicatian of the President of 
the United, States for the vote then given by himin 
favor of. that appropriation. 

In reference to the amendment under consid- 
ération, Mr. C. said he concurred with the gen- 
uleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Crozrmr,] that that 
noble river, stretching through the States of Ken- 
tacky, Tennessee, and Alabama, and running into 
Georgia, North Carolina, and Virginia, was as 
important as any among all the objects of appro- 
priation contained in. this bill, and he should vote 
for thisamendment. Fle had last year been asked 
by a gentleman from Kentucky, when he had of- 
fered, a similar amendment, whether, if the amend- 
ment were adopted, he would vote for the bill. 
The main question of the bill was not. now under 
consideration. When that came up, he would 
take oécasion, if he said anything, to say (and he 
would do as he said) whether he should vote for 
this bill. He chose not to gratify the gentleman 
by answering this question now, lest it should influ- 
ence his vote upon the amendment, which, if it 
prevailed, he wished to prevail on its own merits; 
and lest it should give any countenance to that 
system of log-rollng which he totally detested. 

In the course of his remarks, Mr. C. gave way, 
for purposes of inquiry and explanation, to Mr. 
Wenrworrn and Mr. CROZIER. 

Mr. McCONNELL made a brief rejoinder, in 
which he repeated the declarations he had made 
relative to the manner in which this appropriation 
was expended, and again declared most emphati- 
cally, disclaiming any disrespect to the committee 
from whom it emanated, that this bill, from the be- 
ginning of Genesis to the terminus of Revelation, 
was the most indiscriminate bundle of plunder, 
robbery, log-rolling—disgracefil to American le- 
gislation—that had ever been presented to this 
House. If James K. Polk (he Ta) was the man 
contemplated and anticipated by the laboring class- 
es throughout this mighty Republic, in case this bill 
passed, he would most especially come the John Ty- 
ler overit. In the name of his constituency, he pro~- 
tested against such a system of legislation; and al- 
though he seldom consumed the time of the House, 
he so taught and indoctrinated his constituents, 
that they would not have a representative here who 
would be guilty of such an act of baseness as to 
vote for this bill. 

Mr. SCHENCK should vote for the amendment 
of the gentleman. from Tennessee; and he was 
none the less induced to go for, it because it was 

‘not incorporated in the bill as presented to this 
House from the committee. 

He was proceeding to speak of the vagueness of 
the term ‘inland seas,” as used by the President 
in his Message; when . 

Mr. CROZIER interposed with the remark, that 
that term originated at the Memphis convention, 
where it was used to indicate the Mississippi, Ar- 
kansas, Red, Ohio, and Tennessee rivers. The 
President, he presumed, intended to apply it to 
these rivers. 

Mr. SCHENCK, resuming, said that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, this House, and the Congress 
of the United States, were now for tho first ume 
placed in the unpleasant position of being compel- 
led to legislate upon a subject of this kind, with- 
out any light, information, suggestion of a wish, or 
reference to this public. policy on the part of the 
President of the United States. If anything was 
to- be gathered i € 

‘from the departments of the Government, 1t was 
entirely unsanctioned by any. recommendations 
from the Executive. f 

Mr. WENTWORTH (Mr. S. yielding for ex- 

Janation) said he took. it for granted that the 
President of the United States would allow no 
member-of his Cabinet to send a recommendation 
to this House which he did not approve of. Gov- 
ernor. Marcy recommended all. these works; and 


if. Mr. Polk did not approve of this recommenda- | 


tion, let him tum him out of his Cabinet. 
Mr. SCHENCK. understood Daca) well 
where the shoe pinched. We had improvement 


upon. it. from: any communication | 


ting, 


He was further repeating his views of the Mes- 
sage, when— 

Mr. WENTWORTH, with Mr. S.s leave, | 
sent to the Clerk, by whom it was read, the fol- 
lowing: | 

« I vefer you to the accompanying report of the | 
€ Secretary of War for information respecting the | 
¢ present situation of the army, and its operations | 
t during the past year, the state of our defences, | 
‘ the condition of the public works, and our rela- 


“tions with the various Indian tribes within our |! 


‘limits, or upow our borders. F invite your. atten- 
‘tion to the suggestions contained in that report 
‘in relation to these prominent objects of national 
t interest.” 

Mr. SCHENCK read other extracts in connex- | 
ion with that, to sustain his position that there | 
was no recommendation, not even an allusion, in | 
any part of the Message, to the necessity of any i 
action on the part of Congress to mect the just 
expectations of the country. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the gentleman to 
take the latter part of the Message. We found 
there a high and very deserved eulogy upon Gen- 
eral Jackson. Now, if the gentleman would tum 
to most of the works provided for in this bill, he | 
would find that they had been signed, endorsed, | 
and approved by General Jackson; and if he would | 
point to a man on this floor so witra in his opposi- į 
tion to them, and then refer to General Jackson’s | 
Administration, he would find that he was an op- | 
ponent of that Administration, i 

Mr. SCHENCK, resumed. They learned now | 
(he said) that whatever democracy was claimed by | 
the President of the United States came not in the | 
natural way, but by inoculation from General | 
Jackson. Ifa eulogy upon General Jackson was ; 
an endorsement of all that General Jackson had 
done, other gentlemen would find themselves in- | 
volved in a dilemma when they referred to his 
views in regard to a protective tariff, the disaibu- 
tion of the public lands, the foree bill, and in rela- 
tion to a United States Bank, when he said that if 
applied to he could presenta plan of a bunk tree 
from constitutional objection. 

Mr. S. proceeded further to advocate the policy 
of internal improvements; and he called on the de- | 
mocracy of the northwest, if they were really in | 
favor of them, and not alone of improvements at | 
their own door-sills, to take his view, and go not | 
alone for the improvement of the Ohio, the Mis- | 
sissippi, or of the northwest, but whatever else | 

| 
| 


was found in any other quarter of the Union that | 
is of a national character, affecting general inter- 
ests, spread abroad over a wide section of country; | 
for those links in the chain of improvements which | 
bound more effectually together, and sirengthened | 
and comented the Union, in which all rejoice, whieh | 
system had been called the * American system.” | 

Mr. S. having concluded, l 

The committee rose and reported. f 

Mr. RATHBUN moved a reconsideration of | 
certain votes; [the object of the motion was not | 
heard by the reporter, nor was the entry found on 
the Journal; but the titles of the bills will be stated 
to-morrow, | 

The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications, viz: 

‘A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting a statement prepared in obedience to the reso- | 
lution of the EZouse of the 16th instant, showing | 


how often the publie mail on the Cumberland road || 


has been interrupted by the impassable condition | 
of the Ohio river at Wheeling since the Ist of Jan- | 
uary, 1840; which letter and statement were laid 
upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitging a report in relation to the ships New York 
and’st. Lawrence, in obedience to the resolution of 
the House of the 17th February, 1846; which let- 
ter and report were laid upon the table. ; 

A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
in compliance with the resolution of the 
f Representatives of the 16th instant, a | 
wing at what rate per annum the ex- | 
penses of the post office in this city have been in- | 
creased in consequence of keeping an account of 
the free mailable matter received at said office, what | 
increase in the number of clerks in said office since | 


House o 
report, sho 


the appointment of the present postmaster, and the | 


| increase in the expenses of said office since the ap- 
| pointment of the present postmaster; also, why the 
| evening mail of members of the House is not now 
| delivered at as early an hour as at former sessions; 
| which letter and report were laid upon the table. 

| A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
| in obedience Lo the resolution of the House of the 
16th instant, certified copies of the papers on file 
| in the Pension Office in the case of Freelove Waid, 
widow of Increase Waid; which letter and copies 
| were laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in pursuance of the resolution of the 
House of the 6th instant, certified copies of the 
papers relative to the claim of Zenas King, for 
services rendered to the Governments which letter 
land copies were laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Patents trans- 
mitting his annual report of the operations of the 
Patent Office for the year 1843; which letter and 
report were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. BRINKERHOFE: The petition of A. H. Patter- 
son, of Delaware, Ohio, praying compensation for mail 
bays manufactured for the use of the Post Office Department 
of the United States: referred to the Committee of Claims, 
‘Phe petition of 92 citizens of Plymouth, and 109 citizens of 
Monroeville, Ohio, praying the establishment ofa naval de- 
pdt at Sandusky city, on Lake Erie: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

ty Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of Sylvester P. Clarke, 
and 164 citizens of Niagara county, New York, praying 
Congress to abolish capital punishment in all cases arising 
tunder the laws of the United States. 
| By Mr. SCAMMON: The petition of heirs of Joshua 
Travion, for commutation pay: referred to the Cominittee 
| on Revolutionary Claims, 
| By Mr, CATHCART: The memorial of E. M, Chamber- 
| lain, and 176 other citizens of Indiana, asking Congress to 
make a grant of public land to aid iu the construction of the 
Buttalo and Mississippi railroad : reierred to the Committee 
on Ronds and Canals. 

By Mr. BROCK ENBROUGILE: ‘Che memorial and docu~ 
ments of Jolt R. Chapman, of Jackson county, Florida, 
| praying compensation from the unexpended balanec of the 
| appropriation for improving the Choctawhatehee river, and 
Hlolmes’s ereck, in Florida, for losses incurred and services 
| performed beyond the amount of bis contract for improving 
l the Choctawhatchee avd Holmes’s ereck. The petition 
of James M. Long, of Washington county, Florida, praying 
that snid anexpended balanee of said appropriation be ap- 
plied to the improvement of Holmes’s ereek, in said county: 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Wreovespay, February 25, 1846. 


The Journal having been partly read, f 
Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the further reading 
I be suspended; which motion was agreed to. 


| The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
li annual report of the Commissioner of Patents; 


which, on motion of 

Mr. CAMERON, was referred to the Commit- 
tec on Patents and the Patent Office. 
| Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of Samuel 
| Lamme, executor of Nathan Lamme, deceased, an 
' officer in the revolutionary army, praying to be al- 
| lowed his commutation pay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
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Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of Onon- 
daga county, New York, praying the abrogation 
of certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
' Affairs. 
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Mr. D. also presented the petition of the Com- | 
mon Cowncil of the city of Rochester, praying the | 
defence of the mouth of the Genesee river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. BENTON presented the petition of John 
Baldwin, praying payment of the award made in 
his favor under the Mexican indemnity ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forcigu Rela- 
tions. 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of au- 
thorizing by Jaw the transportation of all species of 
merchandize on the Grand and Cowskin rivers, 
through the Indian country, west of the State of 
Arkansas, provided the same can be done without 
interfering with existing prohibitions against the | 
sale of spirituous liquors to the Indians residing in | 
that country. 

Mr. SIMMONS submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which Hes over: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to report a bill for the employment of | 
Hiram Powers to execute an equestrian statue of || 
‘Washington, in bronze; and that they include | 
therein a clause, appropriating for that purpose | 
the necessary sum out of any money in the treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ex- 
amining into, and testing the usefulness of a pro- 
peller invented by P. Lear. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of Francis Summeraner, reported a bill for 
lis relief; which was read, and the accompanying 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of William 
Pennoyer; which was read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, an adverse report upon the petition of 
John England; which was read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, an adverse re 
Samuel Simpson; which 
printed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill for the relief of Richard and Benja- 
min Kidd; which was read, and the accompanying 
report was ordered to be printed 


On motion of Mr. PHELPS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Francia Sumter. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Nites; which was agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be di- 
rected to inform the Senate whether any contract | 
or contracts have been made for the transportation 
of the United States mail between any of the ports 
of the United States and any port or ports of a 
foreign Power, in pursuance of an act approved 
the 3d of March, 1845, entitled “ An act to provide 
for the transportation of the mail between the Uni- 
ted States and foreign countries, and for other pur- 
poses;” and if any such contract has been made, 
to report the terms of the same, with a statement 
of the amount of postage derived under the same, 
so far as the returns of the department will enable 
him to do so. 


ort upon the petition of 
report was ordered to be 


The joint resolution to authorize the transmis- 
sion and presentation of books to the Minister of 
Justice of France, in exchange for books received 


| fore Mr. W. had concluded his remarks he gave 


|| passed an act to repeal the act requiring one of the 
judges of the circuit court of the District of Co- 


| that the citizens, or rather the subjects of Great || 


ji 
| 
S x . H 
from him, was taken up, read a third time, and į 
passed. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee on Pensions on the 
petition of Mary Jane West; which report was | 
concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs.on the claim of David Robb; which 
report was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on | 
Pensions, on the petition of Elizabeth Sailor; which | 
report was concurred in. 

, Also; the adverse report of the Committee on | 


Pensions, on the petition of Hector Perkins; which 
report was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, on the petition of 
David Little; which report waa concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, on the petition of Edward 5. Osgood; 
which report was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT announced, as the next sub- 
ject for consideration, the ‘bill to aid the State of 
Misaissippi in the construction of a railroad from 
Jackson, through Brandon, to the western boun- 
dary of Alabama;”? when 

Mr. SPEIGHT suggested that bilt No. 4 of the 
Senate, which had been made a special order, 
should first be considered—more especially as it 
referred to a subject of the same character. He 
therefore moved that the prior orders of the day 
be postponed, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the ‘bill to apply certain alter- 
uate sections of the public domani toward the com- |i 
pletion of works of internal improvement m the | 
State of Michigan, and for other purposes; which 
motion was agreed to. 5 

The bill was then taken up, read, and considered 
as in committee of the whole; when 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE offered a few remarks ex- 
planatory of the objects of the bill, and advocating 
the completion of the works of internal improve- 
ment alluded to, showing their necessity for the in- 
terest, not only of the region of country in which 
they are situated, but of the Union at large. Be- 


way to 

Mr. BREESE, who submitted a motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the special 
order; which motion was agrecd to. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said Flouse had 


lumbia to reside in Alexandria, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


At one o'clock, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being the Joint 
Resolution of Mr. Antex, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give no- 
tice to Great Britain of the intention of the United 
States to annul the convention for the joint occu- 
pancy of the Oregon territory, and the resolutions 
of Messrs. PIANNEGAN, CALHOUN, and Crirren- 
pow, and the Joint Resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the same subject. } 

The question pending being on the substitute 
moved by Mr. Crirrenpen— 

Mr. DICKINSON resumed his remarks: 

Mr. Presinenr: I had nearly closed the remarks 
which I had to submit to the Senate yesterday, 
when I gave way for a motion that the Senate go 
into Executive session. [had endeavored to show 
that the title of the United States to the whole of 
the Oregon territory was perfect, I had admitted | 


Britain, had certain rights there, which rights Fen- 
deavored to define; and, in speaking concerning the 
negotiations which had taken place between the two 
Governments, I endeavored to show, in the course 


of the remarks which I made, that this Govern- lj 


ment had been the party yielding; that all conces- 
sions had been on one side; and that the whole | 
difficulty which has arisen concerning the Oregon 
territory has been the fruits of the convention of 
1818. And for the purpose of making these posi- 
tions the more clear, I had alluded to the public 
history of the country as connected with the nego- 
tiations relating to the northeastern boundary, and 
of the treaty made in relation to that boundary—a 
treaty which, in my Judgment, popular opinion has | 
not approved. J adverted to the unfortunate diffi- 


| vate capacity as a 
| : ene di 
appointment he di 


we 


which, if true, deserved correction, and if not, it 
should be promptly denied. [referred to it exs 
pressly for the purpose of calling the attention of 
Senators, and particularly of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, to the fact, in order to 
give that distinguished Senator an opportunity of 
affirming or denying the statement; and I propose, 
if it be in order, to read a part of the debate which 
toole place in the other House. 
- {Mr EVANS. Itisnotmorder} | 

Í am aware that it is not in order, and, if object- 
ed to, I shall not of course insist upon: reading “it. 
My object is merely to call the attention of Sen- 
ators to the fact. As I before remarked, I under- 
stood that such a statement was made in the other 
House, and I was willing to show, by reading a 
passage from the debate, that I was justified in 
saying that it had been made, without intending 
to vouch in any respect for its truth; for admit 
that I had understood the facts to have been other- 
wise, and was surprised to find that such a decla- 
ration had been made; and I will add, that. the 
District Attorney of the northern district of New 
York, by that remark, would seem to be impli- 
cated. I feel bound to state, however, from my 
own knowledge, that great injustice is done to that 
distinguished officer by the remark to which Ihave 
alluded, because it is there stated that he was ap- 
pointed District Attorney, and a fee offive thousand 
dollars paid to him, on account of his having de- 
fended McLeod. His appointment was made 
long after he had undertaken the defence of 
McLeod, which defence he undertook in:his pri- 

ractising lawyer; and after his 
Me not feel justified in abandoning 
the defence of his client, whose case was carried 
on in a different court from that to which his ap- 
pointment related. I referred to. this subject im 
connexion with the diplomatic history, merely to 
show the spirit of compromise which has charac- 
terized the Government. I also remarked that the 
Federal Government interfered with the course of 
justice in the State of New York; I do net mean 
lawlessly, or that any attempt was made to arrest 
the proceedings of the court there by force or im- 
proper means; but I wished to be understood as 
stating that the interference consisted in insisting 
that the State courts could not hold cognizance of 
the case after it was ascertained and ruled that the 
individual acted under the orders of Her Majesty’s 
Government. It was declared on the part of the 
British Government that McLeod, whatever he 
did perform, acted under the authority of her Ma- 
jesty’s Government. Mr. Fox, in his official des- 
patch, declared that the Government of Great 
Britain held. itself responsible, m the broadest 
sense of the term, for the act. A habeas corpus 
was issued for the purpose of bringing McLeod 
before the Federal tribunals. The Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States was directed, by a letter 
from the Secretary of State, to proceed to New 
York and to investigate the affair. i 

[Mr. D. here read from the letter of the Seere- 
tary containing the instructions to the Attorney 
General, and stating that the evidence upon which 
the application was made for the removal of 
McLeod from the jurisdiction of the State courts, 
wag an affidavit containing the sanction, on the 
part of the British Government, of the act com- 
mitted] 

That is the letter to which I alluded yesterday. 


| AILI intended was to remark, that it had been in- 


sisted on the part of the Federal Government that 
the State authorities had no right to try an indi- 
vidual who had committed an offence against the 
United States. It is not the proper time to discuss 


|| a question of this gravity, but 1 speak of itas an 


| extraordinary concession to the British Govem- 
| ment, that, in a matter upon which they insisted, 


| the Federal Government sought to give effect to 


their demand, by preventing the State of New York 
| from proceeding in the ordinary course’ of justice.’ 


culty which arose upon that question of boundary, 
and in connexion with that subject I stated colla- 
terally that I understood it had recently been 
charged in the other House that the fee of the at- 
torney who defended McLeod was paid out of the | 
National Treasury. I remarked at the time that I | 
did not vouch for the truth of the statement. I 
was surprised at it, but it having been stated by a 
member of Congress, the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Affairs in the other branch of 
Congress, I thought it a matter worthy of consid- 
eration. It seemed to me a great abuse—one 


‘| cording to the law of nations? 


|| the Attomey- 


The trial did take place, however, and the defence 
was not on the merits of the case, but upon the 
question whether an individual could be tried in 
the courts of Jaw, or whether he must_be'tried ac- 
F understood the» 
| preposition to lay down the rule distinctly, that, 
| the act having been done under. the sanction of the” 
| British Government, the State courts had no au- 
| thority to try.the offender. And-d understo d that 
General. had -been directed; in 
| his application should: be overruled, to sa! 
| writof error would be brought, and the case 


| 
i 
j 
i 
| 
i 
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by. that-means’ ultimately into the Federal courts. 
Subsequently, and [believe while Lord Ashburton 
was here, an act was passed to give the individual 
in such cases. the benefit-of habeas corpus. Lord 
Brougham, speaking of this act, somewhat incor- 
rectly says: ‘An act was passed altering the Con- 
stitution, and. rendering it impossible, henceforth, 
that such cases could occur. I concluded, there- 
foré, that the success of the British negotiator has 
been triumphant and complete. In speaking of this 
Lintended to charatterize it as neither more nor less 
thanan éxtraordinary concession to the British Gov- 

ernment: I had shown that we had conceded fre- 
© quently, and I spoke of this as another concession. 

The third matter to which I purpose to call the 
attention of the Senate in the history of the diplo- 
matic correspondence, was the Right of Search, in 
which every thing was yielded and nothing gained 
by this Government. When the question came up 
as to the right of search, (being nothing more nor 
less than the right of impressment in war, and the 
right of visit in peace,) it was protested against by 
our Government at all times and on all occasions. 
The distinguished Secretary of State, in his corres- 
pondence with Lord Ashburton—a correspondence, 
by the way, conducted with signal ability—showed 
that it was clearly a question of impressment: Lord 
Ashburton waived this question, though it will be 
seen by the correspondence that he insisted upon 
the right, but hoped there would be some arrange- 
ment respecting it. Mr. Webster contended that 
an American ship, like the American soil, was 
privileged from intrusion, and that foreign author- 
ity had no more right to intrude upon the one than 
to invade the other. The right of impressment was 
not insisted upon; but the right of search, which 
had heen carried into practice on many occasions, 
was insisted upon. About this time five great Pow- 
ers of Europe had entered into what was called the 
Quintuple Aliance, viz: Austria, Russia, Prussia, 
France, and England. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Do I understand the 
Senator as saying that the British Minister insisted 
upon the right of impressment? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Not atall. But I think he 
does virtually in time of war, though it is not ne- 
cessary to be carried into practice now; but he 
rather waived the subject. 

These five great Powers had entered into a trea- 
KA which had been signed and ratified by all of 
them except France.. The pretence for that treaty 
was the right of search, for the purpose of pre- 
venting slavery and arresting piracy on the high 
seas. Slavery seemed to be peculiarly obnoxious 
to Russia—that is, African slavery; her own slaves 
being white, were not entitled to her sympathies. 
Our Minister at that time at the Court of France 
(Mr. Cass) protested against the ratification of that 
treaty by France, thinking that there was an at- 
tempt to make it a law of nations, and to him was 
attributed by England the defeat of its ratification 
by France. He did not insist that they had no 

` right to arrest a ship which was actually engaged 
in piracy or in the slave-trade, even if s he carried 
the American flag as a deception; but he insisted 
that when they boarded a ship itshould be at their 
peril. On the other hand, they claimed the right 
to enter any ship if she was under the American 
flag, or any other I suppose, and_ possess herself 
of a knowledge of all that appertained to the ship, 
for the purpose of deciding whether she were a pi- 
rate or not, without giving satisfaction of any kind 
to the flag whose rights she had violated, because 
she considered it her right to search for the pur- 
pose of arresting piracy upon the high seas. This 
uestion formed ‘the subject of negotiations here. 
Tf it wos not yielded, it was passed over and left 
for further consideration. It constituted one of 
the great items of difficulty, and was yielded or 
passed by, as I have already noticed. Perhaps, 
sir, L ought to read what was said by Lord Brough- 
am in the British Parliament, in the discussion of 
that treaty, in regard to our Minister in France, 
who had done nothing more than protest, in form, 
in firm and temperate language, against the ratifi- 
cation of that treaty. In the discussion upon that 
treaty in the British Parliament, that distinguished 


statesman, in speaking of the refusal of France to | 


ratify the treaty, said: [Here Mr. D. read the 
language used by Lord Brougham.] ‘This inel- 
‘egant invective was earned by the American Minis- 
ter in France, for insisting that she had no right to 
violate the American flag pand this matter, which so 
‘deeply concerns the honor and interests of the na- 


; her. 


l he was willing, if a commercial treaty was 


tion, in which our whole merchant marine was con- | 
cerned, in which every citizen of the United States | 
was concerned, was passed over. I do not object 
to its having been passed by, but I allude to it as 
showing the concessions, the yielding, compliant 
spirit of this Government; while at the same time 
we are told that we are in favor of a war, and are 
unwilling to yield an inch of ground to avert it. 
Here are three subjects already disposed of—the 
northeast boundary, the case of the Caroline, and | 
the right of search; and the remaining question, the 
Oregon question, is precisely where it was then. 
We have seen, Mr. President, what has been the | 
effect of negotiations. We have seen who has 
shown the greatest disposition to yield: and now, | 
what is to be the result in regard to this matter? ; 
What is going to arise from it? Sir, the treaty of 
1818, which provides for joint occupation, (an ex- 
pression, by the way, not entirely applicable,) pro- 
vides for its termination after a year’s notice; and 
this question of notice is a practical question, 
which can be discussed with considerable brevity. 
What kind of notice shall be given? Sir, I would | 
prefer the notice which is provided for by the trea- | 
ty. It appears to me that this would best comport | 
with the dignity of both nations. The general fit- ! 
ness of things indicates that we should give the | 
notice which is provided for by the treaty. Butit | 
is said it will lead to war. How? In what man- , 
ner? To give anotice in the manner in which a trea- | 
ty between two friendly powers has provided may | 
be given at any time by either of the parties? Nor 
do l deem it nec ry to give it in any particular 
manner or any particular phraseology, but to give 


| 
simply the notice provided for by ihe treaty. t 


But it is said we must compromise, Fow shall 
we compromise? There is no question of compro- 
mise before us. Negotiations have been broken 
off; the last offer was made from our side. Will: 
that arrest negotiations? Ts it possible the giving | 
of the notice will arrest negotiations ? | 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON. Will the Senator per- | 
mit me to ask a single question? F understood him | 
to say yesterday, in speaking of this subject, that i 

wo- | 
posed by England, to meet her half way. Am l ! 
to understand by this that the Senator is willing to | 
yield free trade, if she offers free trade to us? 

Mr. DICKENSON. I will endeavor to make : 
myself understood, 1 felt the same difficulty in the 
discussion of the question that the Senator did in 
listening to it. ‘The interest had necessarily pass- 
ed away, in the protracted discussion which has 
taken place. T felt bound, nevertheless, to express 
my views upon the subject, as Í intimated a few 
days ago I would. What} intended to say in re- 
lation to a treaty was, that L would meet England 
in the same spirit in which any advance may be 
made by her. I did not propose either free trade | 
or a protective tarif. 1 proposed reciprocal advan- 
tages, I proposed to treat with heras becomes an 
enlightened commercial nation, in a spirit of reci- 
procity. Does the Senator understand me? 

Mr, CLAYTON. The eentleman will under- 
stand to what I allude. In the report of his re- 
marks I find the following: 

« Whenever Great Britain shall propose a com- 
‘mercial treaty, interesting to this Government, E 
‘hope we shall mect her half-way; I hope we shall 
‘ meet her in the same spirit of concession, of com- 
‘promise, and good feeling which should charac- 
‘ terize two great nations. I hope we shall enter 
‘into it in a spirit which becomes us as a nation,” 


The Senator afterwards remarked: li 
| vent us from gaining the balance of power in our 


“The Almighty has created mouths there, and 
‘materials to feed them here. The territories of 
‘this continent are destined for the production of 
‘that material, not under her Government, but un- 
‘der a Government of freedom.” 

Taking these passages in connexion, I under- 
stood that he was ready to make a commercial 
treaty on the subject of the tariff, and I wish to 
know if he is willing to make a treaty tariff? 

Mr. DICKINSON. I will answer the Senator. 
I had no allusion to any particular kind of a treaty, 
nor to any particular kind of tariff ; nor can I now 
be drawn into discussion upon any. If England 
offered us advantages, I would offer advantages to 
I meant that I would meet England, as I 
said, half-way, in the spirit which becomes a great | 
commercial nation. 

Mr. CLAYTON, 
treaty? 

Mr. DICKINSON. In the kind they propose ! 


In what kind of commercial 


| made between the two nations, 


which shall be mutually advantageous; which shall 
be, on the whole, (and I am not for conceding 
more,) as advantageous to the interests of this na- 
tion, to every class of industry here, as it shall be 
to them. I have not considered, nor am I now 
able, nor disposed in this discussion if I were able, 
to consider precisely what kind of treaty should be 
It will be time 
enough to discuss that question when it comes up. 
The whole burden of my argument had reference 
to the Oregon question, and that is one which 
should stand by itself, and be judged by its own 
merits. The territory should be retained by us if 
it belongs to us; if not, it should be yielded; but 1 
insisted it does belone to vs, and therefore should 
not be yielded up. If Great Britain should throw 
open her ports, it will have nothing to do with this 
question. In reference to that, my opinion is, that 
we should treat with her, and meet her at least 
half-way. 

I was remarking, at the time I was interrupted 
by the honorable Senator from Delaware, as to 
what would be the effect of the notice; and hence 
I object, although it is of very little consequence, 
to a part of the resolution coming from the House, 
which provides that it shall not terminate negotia- 
tions. Sir, itcannot terminate them; it is the very 
inducement to negotiations. It brings the parties 
together; it shows them that the question must be 
settled, and that the first thought must be directed 
with a view of bringing the matter to a close. 

Sir, there is no question of compromise before 
the Senate; therefore none can be discussed by me. 
Ihave asserted and endeavored to maintain our 
title to the whole. I have endeavored to show by 
what it was incumbered legally, and by what 
practically, and | leave all these questions, having 
stated precisely what is the nature of the question 
now before the Senate. 1 approve of the meas 
ures which the President has recommended. Great 
Britain has taken armed occupatien, and extended 
her laws over a territory over which she had no 
right to extend them; and I would extend the laws 
of the United States, not only over our citizens in 
that territory, but over the territory itself, we be- 
ing the party properly in possession. And I care 
notif her citizens, hunters, traders, or block-houses 
are there practically or not by the treaty stipula- 
tions. We are admitted to be the party in pos- 
session, and she has no right to regard it as offen- 
sive that we extend our laws over our territory; 
and if she persists in retaining her block-houses, 
I would erect block-houses too, not confining them 
to any one portion, but extending them over the 
whole territory. Sir, it- should be the policy of 
this Government not to seck for territory beyond 
the continent, but to retain all its territories that 
are upon the continent. We never can acknowl- 
edge the European doctrine of the balance of 
power, which has recently been so offensively ex- 
ercised upon this continent. We own not a single 
island of the ocean, and I trust we shall never de- 
sire to own any; but there should be the very 
strongest inducement for retaining the territory 
upon the continent that belongs tous. Look at 


| the difference of policy of the two Governments: 
i hers to extend her possessions to every part of the 


known world; ours to remain upon the continent, 
not wishing to extend our possessions to one sin- 
gle island. 

Whon the question of the annexation of Texas 
was under discussion, did we not see the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and France interfering, and 
upon one principle, that they had a right to pre- 


favor upon this continent? Can that doctrine be 
submitted to? Can it be tolerated? Canitbe per- 
mitted to operate, when we propose to retain a 
territory to which the United States is clearly en- 


| titled—a policy which seeks to circumscribe our 


limits, and that, too, by a Power which has now 
greater possessions upon this continent than has 
this Government? This is a matter that, sooner 


| or later, will become very material; it is a matter 


which concerns our policy now, whether we shall 
bootlessly cede away a territory to which we are 
entitled. 

In every one of the negotiations to which I have 
alluded there has been a threat of war, and yet 
there has been no war concerning any one of them; 
nor do I believe there would have been war if our 
rights had been asserted and maintained. It is as 
much against her interest to go to war as it is 
against ours. She cannot strike a blow upon a 
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commercial city without injuring herself as much 
as she injures us. If she commit acts of rapine, 
she sees that she will herself be a sufferer. 

It is said that it is a remote territory, and there- 
fore the less valuable. Science has annihilated both 
time and space, as it regards this continent at least, 
The route to Oregon, when travelled by steam, as 
it will be at no distant day, will bring that territory | 
nearer to us in point of time than some parts of 
the United States were some few years since. 
What was formerly regarded by superstition as 
the messenger of Heaven's vengeance, conveys 
now as well the tones of affection as the cold trans- 
actions of business. Everything conspires to show 
us that in this Government our remotest posts are 
the most to be relied on to sustain and uphold the |! 
Government: not as in the case of a central Gov- 
ernment; not as in the case of Great Britain, where | 
great power consists in concentration, and the more 
she extends the more she is weakened, because 
governed by a central power: not so in a Govern- 
ment where the executive power is the sovereignty 
of the people, and not itsmaster. Where the sov- 
ereign power rests with the people, there every ex- 
tension gives strength and durability. But within 
one of the South American republics, the Argen- | 
gentine confederation, we see two of these great 
Powers, who have for centuries battled against 
each other, now undertaking to regulate what they 
call the balance of power—entering into an arrange- 
ment by which they are to regulate the affairs of a 
republic with which they are in no way concerned. | 
It is a part of the same spirit which led them to in- 
terpose in the case of Texas annexation; a part of 
the same spirit by which they wish to circumscribe | 
our boundaries upon the northwest coast. It is a! 
matter which might as well be met first as last; || 
and, when met, met with firmness, for it is our ji 
duty not only to assert our rights, but to maintain i| 
them. ; j 

Great Britain, we ave told, is a great and power- 
ful nation. She certainly is all that; but, sir, is | 
that any reason why we ahould yield what does 
not belong to her? Ft is no reason, and should 
never be advanced as an argument. It would be! 
as unjust, more so, to go to war with a feeble | 
Power, whatever might be the causes for war. || 
She has great power; she is a great Government: | 
but it is not always the greatest Government that | 
gives evidence of the greatest strength. She has 
soldiers within the artic snows, and she has sol- | 
diers beneath the burning sun of the equator, but 
that is no reason why she is strong. A profuse 
expenditure is no evidence of substantial wealth: 
nor is there reason to suppose, because she has |! 
armies in every quarter of the globe, that she is so 
much to be dreaded as some gentlemen would 
have us believe. Nor do fE see any reason to de- 
preciate her power. She has been mighty for 
ages. She exerted her power in 1776 against this | 
country; and again in 1812. Is she stronger now | 
than then? She has to maintain her possessions : | 
she has been constantly increasing her naval and |! 
military force, but there has been an increased de- |! 
mand equal to the supply. Should it be our policy ji 
to yield because she is increasing her force? Cer- |! 
tainly not. When she tenders the olive branch, | 
and proposes peace to us, we should be ready to i 
accept it; and when she arms Jet us arm also, and 
place our country in a situation to be defended. 

Sir, she understands all this. She is not to be ! 
deceived by any expressions made use of in Con- |! 
gress or elsewhere, Fier great strength lies ina 
power centered in her Ministers; it consists in her |! 


Ji 
f 


l 


diplomacy. She knows well the strong sympathy :: 
that our commercial interests have with hers. She ` 


knows that her commercial, and, in short, all her 
Interests, are opposed toa war. She knows that i 
her commercial interests would be virtually de- 

stroyed by it, and she knows that such interests 

will use their influence to prevent a war; and hence ` 
it is that, after having talked of war, and threaten- 

ed, she generally waits and allows her diplomacy | 
to conquer. Sir, it is thirty years since she turn- ` 
ed her guns against us, and Thope it will be thirty - 
years longer before she will again, because, asa 
Christian nation, none of us ought to desire war. 
But our rights must be maintained; and if the main- 
tenance of those rights produce war, we must re- | 
gard itas our destiny. But, while we consider the | 
greatness and the power of the British Govern: | 
ment, have we no resources? Are wo a weak and | 
penurious Government? Ltrust not. lam against i 
war; I hope we shall have none; but in case it be- 


i 


i the Moorish mother of Boabdil, when he had lost 


li and the New; between the hereditary darkness of | 


| the Old World and the radiant sunlight of the | 


| over their fellows by Divine commission. 


. ea . | 
i this spirit, and the conduct that grew out of it, 


| coast on the northern seas to be held as an object 


i| D. said he would preserve it for the adventurous į 
i: young who were fast pressing into it to achieve a |! 


| keep it as a rich reward for the energy and enter- 


; Oregon for another purpose also: he wanted it for ! 
: the € 


i it especially for the down-trodden sons of Ireland, 


: should come, when, like the sea, she should give 
= up he 


comes necessary to defend our possessions, have 
we not the power? Look upon the great lakes, 
and from thence to the Rio del Norte. Go into the | 
fertile prairies of the West, and ftom thence to the 
St. Johns, and see twenty millions of people free 
and happy; no standing armies to consume the sub- 
stance of the Government; no hired soldiers to 
stand over industry, and wrench from it its earn- 
ings. But, sir, you see millions of men and mil- 
lions of arms, millions of swords ready to leap 
from their scabbards at a moment’s warning, to 
defend the interests and honor of the country— 
literally, sir, a great standing army; every man 
armed and equipped by himself; not a hireling, 
but ready to fight for his own fireside and his altar: 
and millions of fair hands, like the mothers and 
daughters of the Revolution, ready to feed, and | 
clothe, and to bind up, if need be, the lacerated 
bosom of the soldier. : 

Tam not willing that the territory, or any part 
of it, shall he retained against rights which are 
clear and well defined, and which have been ac- 
knowledged by the world. But when the assertion 
has been made that Oregon—the whole of Oregon— 
1s ours; and when it has been declared by an emi- 
nent statesman of our own that Great Britain has 
not even a ‘color of claim’’ to it; considering, too, 
whence it is we have derived our rights to it,—shall 
we not lament, and lament bitterly, over our loss, 
if Oregon shall he finally lost through oar neglect? 
But then it will be too Inte; and the country may 
reproach our vain lamentations, in the language of 


Grenada: ‘ Thou weepest like a woman over that 
which thou daredst not defend like a man.” 

But I view this whole question as nota mere 
strugele for Oregon, No, sir is something far 
higher, far greater than a strife about a distant ter- 
ritory on the shores of the Pacific. It is a ques- 
tion between two great systems; between mon- 
archy and republicanism: between the Old World 


New; between the miners and manufacturers of 
Europe and the fertile prairies of western America. 
From the commencement of the world there had ! 
been an effort on the part of some men to lord it 
From 


most of the wars in the world have had their origin. 
Hence the inquisition had sprung up; this had 
moved its racks and kindled its fagots, till streams 
of human blood flowed round its polluted altar. It 
was in this same spirit that the desire had its origin 
which claimed without a title vast regions in the 
north, with a view to restrain the progress of free- 
dom. This it was which caused an inhospitable 


of such importance to the monarchies of the Old 
World. Great Britain did not want this territory. 
Tt was said that we could not need it, because we 
had already territory enough without this addition; 
but might not the same be said of that wide-spread 
and still grasping empire? Jt was urged that we 
had more territory already than we could defend: | 
but was not this equally true of her? Oregon to 
us was an adjacent and a valuable territory; to her 
it was but a far distant place of Indian trade. Mr. 


home and a substance; he would keep it for aged 


penury which might there find shelter and filial |; 
‘protection. He would gladly see the principles and 


laws of our own free Government spreading into 
these virgin realms of nature, to fertilize and bless 
them with all that made us happy. He would 


prise of our hardy frontier men. But he wanted 


t own-trodden and the oppressed from the Old į 
World, who might here throw off their chains, and 
sit down under their own vine and their own fig 
tree, with none to make them afraid. He wanted 
and for England too, when that destined hour 
r living dead. : 

Mr. D. would close by saying, that while he 


Mr. DAYTON moved that the further considera- 
tion of this subject be deferred till next Monday 
fortnight. He thought there was no necessity. of 
deciding on it now; it had already engrossed the 
attention of the ‘Senate for a considerable time, to 
the exclusion of almost all other business. . On the 
table and on the calendar there were some. sixty 
bills and resolutions waiting the action of this body; 
while in the committees. it was understood. that 
much business was pressing for attentions.. 

Mr, D. was free to confess. that his own feelings 
had been strongly operated upon by the recent in- 
telligence received from England, the tone of which 
was secmingly so very friendly and pacific; and he 
could not see what necessity there was for sogreata 
hurry in pressing this question to a decision at this 
moment. The news appeared to himas apparently 
evincing a quiet, peaceable spirit on the part. of the 
British Government and people, and he felt dìs- 
posed to meet it n the same tone of mind; and 
there was no better mode of showing this than by 
proving that we were actuated by no such hot haste, 
no such rampant. zeal, as would push us on to ar 
instant decision of questions so grave and: impor- 
tant as those now before the Senate. He would 
add; as a further reason for the postponement, that 
it would comport, as he understood, with the views 
of individual members of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN said he should be. constrained to 
vote against the motion. _ It had been. the practice 
of this body, and certainly a very, worthy one, to 
accommodate each other by the postponement for 
a day, or sometimes even for several days, of a sub- 
ject under consideration, wheu any member desired 
it in order to complete his preparations for address- 
ing the body; and so far the practice had. promo- 
ted the enlightened discussion of important public 
measures, as well as that mutual courtesy. which 
so eminently characterized the deportment and 
proceedings of the Senate; and Mr. A. certainly 

ad no objection to a brief postponement of the 
wesent discussion if any Senator would say that 
1e was inclined to speak, but wished a day or two 
days’ delay, with a view to complete his prepara~ 
tions for doing so; and he should make no opposi- 
tion to having the subject passed by informally for 
such a purpose. 

But that was not the ground on which the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey proposed so remote a posf- 
ponement of the debate as to two weeks from Mon- 
day next. The Senator desired this avowedly as 
a matter of general policy. He had reminded the 
Senafe that there were. other matters on its table 
waiting for action, (which was very true,).and had 
thought that it would be wise in the Senate not to 
appear in hot haste to come. to a decision on the 
pending question. wi 

Mr. A. did not think that the haste had been 
great, much less hot. No part of the action of 
this Government was unanticipated on the other 
side of the water. They have now had the Mes-. 
sage from the President for.two months before. 
them, recommending the adoption of certain meas- 
ures which he deemed proper in the existing pos- 
ture of our affairs. So far as the legislation of 
Congress was concerned, they have had an oppor- 
tunity of observing that the line of policy recom- 
mended in the President’s Message, has proved the 
basis of all our discussions, and there was nothing 
in the state of the question, in view of the effect 
intended by it, to justify the motion which had 
just been made. 

As to the news from England, of which they 
had heard so much, Mr. A. must be allowed to 
say that he differed greatly from the impressions 
of some gentlemen, and this he thought would ap- 
| pear when it came to be more closely examined. 
j He did not think that the public expressions. of. 
opinion on the floor of the two Houses of the Brit-. 
ish Parliament, especially those proceeding. from 


| Cabinet Ministers, and much less the language 


and tone of the public journals, afforded. any proof 
at all of what were the real designs.of the. British - 
Government. That sagacious Government would 
be the last on earth to tell the whole. world what 
it designed to do before it was.prepared.to do-it... 
All that sort of intelligence, drawn from. sources: 
without the walls of Parliament, and drawn fiom- 


would use every honorable effort to prevent war, 
yet, if this territory of Oregon was clearly ours, 


i the language of the public prints, furnish no-evi 
| dence whatever of the designs-of the British Cab: 


as he believed it was, our right to it must be main- 
tained and defended. Better fight for the first foot 
than for the last; for the doorsill than for the 
hearthstone ; for the hearth than for the altar. 


_ iÍ ence to be drawn from it. would, 


inet. No stress at.all ought to be. laid on thi 
| of news, and no importance whatever attache 
| it. -Ifit was worthy ofany regard at-all, th 


i 


i 
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poses the very reverse of those openly professed 
were really and in truth designed. - 

But it would not be just to the Senate to go intd 
a discussion of that matter now. He believed that 
gentlemen equally wise might differ widely in giv- 
ing a character to the news which had ‘recently 
been received. - Phe ‘question before the Senate 
was to be considered, not in reference to newspa- 
per Intelligence from England, but in reference to 
the interests of our own country. Until it should 
be shown that those interests would be prejudiced 
by as early adecision of this question as practi- 
cable, he ‘thought that no sufficient reason was 
shown for the proposed postponement. 

As to the other argument of the Senator, drawn 
from the state of business in the Senate, it was well 
known that a considerable part of that business was 
daily disposed of during the morning hour, and 
another portion of it from time to time in execu- 
tive session; and amid the entire mass of business 
still pending, to which the honorable Senator had | 
alluded, Mr. A. did not know of a single measure | 
which required immediate action. The Senate was 
now probably half through the existing debate; if | 
it should be interrupted now for any considerable 
time, when it should be resumed again it would 
come up with all the freshness of originality. The 
question would be comparatively new again; new 
matter might be introduced into it, and the discus- 
sion almost interminably prolonged. 

Mr. A. did not desire that the Senate should ex- 
hibit before the world any sign or symptom of 
hesitation; for the leading thought which had gov. 
emed Mr. A.’s course throughout this whole af- 
fair had been, that our only safety in this contro- 
versy was to show no disposition to quake or quail 
before the power of Great Britain. We had an 
unquestioned right, recorded in a solemn treaty, 
under the specific provisions of the convention It- 
self, to give, at pleasure, notice of its prospective 
termination; and, if we chose to do so, she Nad no 
right to complain. The termination of the con- 
vention was suspended on the simple will of either 
of the parties, and on that will alone; and as the 
proposition before the Senate was simply to ex- 
press our will that the convention should cease, 
there could be no necd, before deciding upon its 
adoption, fora prolonged delay, in order that we 


might take counsel from events arising on the other | 


side of the Atlantic. We acknowledged a right in 
none to be consulted by this Government as to the 
measures it chose to adopt in support of its: own 
rights, or as to the time of their adoption. Ifthe 
Senate should now postpone its decision, it would 
appear before the world like a recoil, like a hesita- 
tion, like quailing from a want of nerve; like a 
want of heart for the work we were wansacting on 
behalf of the first nation in the world. The moral 
effect of such a pause would be bad—bad in the 
extreme—bad in every aspect—bad as to its effect 
on the chances of future. peace for the country; 


because, as Mr. A. had observed in the beginning i 


of this debate, our hope of pence on this subject 

rested solely on our hearts. If we showed no dis- 

position to falter, no wavering, no unsettled pur- 

pose, Great Britain, knowing in her own con- 

science that she had no just right to Oregon, could 

not, and dare not, take offence at our exercise of 
our own right; but if we exhibited the smallest | 
symptom of hesitation, she would push us to the | 
wall, and sooner or later would compel us, right 
or wrong, to resort to extremities. 

He perceived in the recent news from England | 
matter far more serious than that which related to | 
Oregon,and matter which went fully to justify the | 
views be had expressed when opening the present | 
discussion. Jt was very manifest that, not only | 
in England but elsewhere, this Oregon question į 
was to be but a pivot, on which a much greater 
question was to be made to turn; a question which | 
concerned itself immediately with the relations of; 
this continent. to Europe. He had said that no 
great importance was to be attached to matter | 
which appeared in the public papers in England; 
but one idea had been broached there which it be- 
hooved this Government deeply to fix its attention | 
upon: an idea broached simultaneously in Eng- | 
jand and im France; broached specifically, not in 
vague generalities, but expressly and by name; 
proached, not by the ordinary newspapers, but by | 
the official organs (so far as any public journal 
could be worthy of that name) under. the eye of | 


l 
i 


ers. were acting in unison on a part of this conti- 
nent. Mr. A. alluded to the idea thrown out in 
the leading journal of Paris, and instantly caught 
up by those: in London, that a monarchical form 
of Government, with a European alliance, and un- 
der a European guaranty, was in contemplation 
for Mexico. This was the great and the chief idea 
contained in the recent news; it was an idea im- 
mediately connected with this question; it had 
been so connected in the debates of the French 
Chamber of Deputies, and also with the balance 
of power to be preserved on this continent by the 
joint power of France and of Great Britain. “The 
| 
a great contest ahead, and one which we could not 
avoid without making up our minds to a surrender 
of everything like national independence. While 
such designs were in contemplation by European 
i Powers, it was no time for us to stagger or to quail, 
as if we feared the consequences of voting in fa- 
vor of a notice which it was our clear right to give 
whenever we thonght fit. 

Mr. A. repeated his unwillingness to oppose the 
| wishes of any Senator who might desire a day or 
| two’s postponement for preparation, if he was in- 
clined to take part in the debate; but he was ut- 
terly opposed to a longer postponement, or one 
| which rested avowedly on other grounds. Tt would 
| have a bad moral effect; an effect peculiarly inju- 
| rious at the present moment; and he should therc- 
fore be compelled to vote against the pending mo- 
tion of the honorable Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped that no such motion 
would prevail; if uo Senator was now prepared to 
go on, he would suggest that the vote be at once 
taken on the pending amendments, that some 
might be formed as to the shape the question was 
to assume, and every Senator would then be able 
to make up his mind upon his final course. He 
hoped this course would be taken. He under- 
i! stood that the Senator from Georgia [Mr CoLanrr] 
it had expressed a purpose of offering an amend 
ii ment to the pending amendment, proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crivrennen,] to 
the resolution as reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. The Senate was now full, and 
he hoped the honorable Senator from Georgia 
would now bring forward his amendment, and let 
it be passed upon, together with that of the gentle- 
| man from Kentucky, by the Senate. Then they 
would know what shape the resolution was to as- 
sume. 

Mr. DAYTON said he had not made the motion 
to postpone with any view to his own personal ac- 
commodation, but altogether from other considera- 
tions. One idea had been thrown out by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Arres] which demanded an 
answer, beeause it pertained to the question before 
the Senate. The Senator objected to this post- 
ponement lest the world should think they were 
quaking and hesitating, aud this would havea very 
bad moral influence. Mr. D. was notat all afraid 
that the world would mistake the motives of the 
American Senate. 
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or even hesitate; but that, in view of the eminently 
ife character of the recent intelligence from 
England, it should show to this country, to Eng- 
land, and to the world that it was looking calmly, 
coolly, and advisedly at the question. The Sena- 
itor might possibly be right in bis suspicion that 
| the real views of the British Cabinet were not to be 
i learned from the mouths of her leading statesmen 
| in open Parliament, nor from the tenor of the pub- | 
! lic prints: and he would to Heaven that some other 
| Governments might learn a little of the like prudent 
| and dignified reserve: but still that was all the evi- 
| dence we had, and, till the contrary was made to 
i appear, and we had evidence that England did not 
mean what her leading Ministers declared that she } 
did mean, it might not be amiss to show the world 
i that we were looking with calmness at the state of 
this question, and were not disposed to urge it 
rashly to a crisis, without regard to circumstances 
on either side the water. 

As to voting at once upon the amendments to 
the commitiee’s resolution, if Senators on the other 
side would but recollect the course of this discus- 
sion thus far, they might readily understand that 
the Senate would not be willing to leave the de- | 
bate where it now stood. The discussion had now 
for weeks been confined almost exclusively to that 


i 
i 


both. Governments; and broached, lasily, at the | 
very time when the combined fleets of bot 


idea } 


The object of the motion had | 
not been that the Senate should quail, or shrink, 


recent intelligence thus held out the intimation of |! 


ji 


seemed to consider that it had become rather a stale 
question. A little freshness was desirable by all 
i manner of means. [A laugh.] He hoped it might 
comport with the views of Senators that the ques- 
tion might be postponed, ; 

Mr. CASS rose to speak only to one topic— 

Mr. HAYWOOD. «Inevitable war?’ 

Mr. CASS. Oh no! Don’t be alarmed, I will 
not use the word inevitable at all. Iam not go- 
ing to make a war speech. If he rightly under- 
stood the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Day- 
ToxN,] he grounded his motion for postponement 
on the pacific news recently received from Eng- 
land, the tenor of which led him to conclude that 
the course of Great Britain was likely to be more 
pacific. Now, Mr. C. would say, before the Sen- 
ate and before the country, that there was not a 
man, from one end of this Union to the other, who 
was more desirous of peace than he was. So were 
| all Senators round him: he took it they were all 
for peace. Some may suppose the danger of war 
to be more imminent than others; but there is not 
| one on either side of the House willing to sacrifice 
| the honor and interests of the country for an un- 
| worthy peace. Neither is there one who would 
rashly force the country into a war. 

I had looked with a most anxious eye for the 
last intelligence; and here let me make one pass~ 
ing remark in reference to the singular fact, that 
public affairs in both countries seem to vibrate 
with the departure and arrival of every steam-ship; 
one-half of the interval is passed in speculation as 
to what the news may be, and the other in specu- 
‘Jationas to what it ought to be. But the great 


ii national question now before us, and which has 


| for some time past occupied so much of our atten- 
| tion, and of public attention, is to be settled inde- 
pendently altogether of British statesmen, the 
press, and even public opinion. It is proper to 
see where we are going, and it is very well to as- 
certain the state of public opinion. But I do not 
í see that this question should be almost indefinitely 
postponed, until we can settle down and ascertain 
what that opinion is to be, What is the last in- 
telligence from England ?—and, by-the-by, I was 
surprised to see, in the Government paper of last 
i evening, a statement that the news from England 
was pacific and encouraging, because the Queen’s 
message was pacific! What is that message? 
Do we not all know that, since the days of Wil- 
liam II, the speech from the throne might have 
been stereotyped? It is not the public affairs that 
are spoken of—but “my affairs’— “my king- 
dom.” Itis all idle to look in any speech from 
the throne for a chart, or for any indications of 
the intended policy of the Government. And 
what does the Queen say that is so eminently pa- 
i cife, “I regret my dificulties with the United 
i States, and am disposed to accommodate them 
| fas well as I can cousistently with my honor and 
‘interest.”? Well, I wish to know what else she 
could say; she is not going to declare war; the 
siate of things does not require that. She does not 
declare what her future course will be. Is there 
anything so pacific in all that? If there be, Icon- 
fess my optics are not sharp enough tp perceive it. 
But what else does she say? I will tell you what 
she says. She says, “my military and naval cs- 
tablishments must be increased.” Well, that 
was not necessary as a measure of home policy. 
She knew that that measure could be carried at 
once; and the very next day Lord John Russell 
gets up and advocates it. Itis not put as a meas- 
ure of domestic policy. Well, then, against 
whom is it aimed? Against France? No; the 
strongest alliance exists between the two Govern- 
ments—if not founded upon national feeling, upon 
a perfect intercommunication of the sovereigns and 
ministers of the two nations. It is to this country 
that all that preparation points. It is so intended; 
on its face its purpose is evident, and he that runs 
may read. It is in fact saying to the United States: 
“ I desire to accommodate you as far as may be 
consistent with my honor and interests; but if 
not, I am increasing my military and naval es- 
tablishments so as to be ready for you.” And 
even Joe Hume, the leader of the radical party for 
the last twenty years—the very Cerberus of the 
opposition—gets up and advocates that measure in 
relation to the positions of the two countries. Can 
any man doubt to what all that leads? Sir Robert 


| 


Peel, indeed, says that the colonial possessions of 


| side of the Chamber: and they had now arrived at || Great Britain had extended, and an additional de- 
h Pow- ' a point where the gentleman from Ohio himself | mand was thus made upon the military and naval 
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resources of the country; but that is only illustra- 
tive of his statesmanship and prudence. 

As to the temper of the British press, if I rec- 
ollect right, the Times—though not the Govern- 
ment organ, yet not without authority as the ex- 
ponent of its views—and the Morning Chronicle 
(Lord John Russell’s paper) both deny the inten- 
tions of the British Government to accept the 49th 
parallel without other considerations. The claims 
of the two countries overlap each other. It is all 
idle to say that we can stop with giving the notice, 
establishing posts, and extending our jurisdiction 
over the territory. The President expressly says 
that other measures are necessary after the notice, 
Grants of land will be made, and we will, in fact, 

roceed to take possession of the country. That | 
is our inevitable destiny. Let us then open our | 
eyes, and see clearly whither we are going. That 
is the part of true wisdom. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Yes—war is inevitable. 

Mr. CASS. No; I did notsayso. I said that | 
the destiny of the country was inevitable. But 
this I will say, that if you give this notice and fol- 
low it up by the other measures, and in the mean- 
time do not make terms with England, then I ap- 

neal to any gentleman if war will not be inevitable? 

hat does Sir Robert Peel say? That the British 
Minister had refused the offer of the 49th parallel; 
but he speaks with the greatest caution. If he had 
intended a pacific course, he should have said: Mr. 
Pakenham is an honorable man, and has dis- 
charged his dutics with fidelity, but he has taken 
a course which is injurious to his future utility as 
a Minister in America; we will elevate him to high 
rank, but we must recall him, and make the offer | 
of the parallel of 499. Until some such language 
was used, he could not see anything to be gained 
by the postponement of this debate. 

Mr. BERRIEN said it was because he enter- 
tained the same views with the honorable Senator | 
from Michigan (Mr. Cass] as to the probable con- | 
sequences of the notice, that he was disposed to | 
acquiesce in the motion of the honorable Senator 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Dayron.| He agreed 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Arken] that the | 
giving of this notice was indispensable, and pre- 
sented no just cause of offence to Great Britain, 
nor any ground of complaint. What Mr. B. de- 
sired was, not that the Senate should “quake,” 
but that it should deliberate. His attention had 
not been directed to Great Britain, but to ourselves. 
The duty was incumbent on us, if the preliminary 
step was taken, to follow it out: but on that ques- 
tion he would not speak at present. Fle was in 
favor of the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Jersey. If the Senate had acquiesced in the mo- 
tion, it would have met his approbation; but he 

perceived an indisposition on the other side of the 
Chamber to agree to the postponement; and the 
suggestion since made by the Senator from South | 
Carolina [Mr. Caruoun] gave it a different as- || 
pect. 

If it was in contemplation to propose now any | 
modification of the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] Mr. B. would pre- | 
fer, before any action was had on the present mo- 
tion, to understand what ground was to be taken | 
by the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Conaurrt.} With a view to this, |! 
he would ask of the honorable Senator from New | 
Jersey, if not unpleasant to him, to withdraw his || 
motion. 

Mr. DAYTON said he was quite willing to do 


so for any proper purpose, and he withdrew it ac- |; 
cordingly. | 


Mr. COLQUITT said, if it was the pleasure of | 


the Senate to vote on the amendments now, he | 


would explain what he desired to offer as an | 


amendment to the amendment offered by the hon- || 


orable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirren- 
pEN.] He had said, when previously addressing 
the Senate, that he was well satisfied with the 
preamble of the Senator’s resolutions. He wished 
some little alteration in the verbiage of the resolu- | 
tion, where it devolved upon the President the 
power to give the notice, and provided that it 
should not be given till after the end of the present 
session. He had altered it in these features, and 
had added a clause which he hoped would make it 
more generally acceptable to the Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber. He was ready for the no- 
tice in almost any form. He viewed it as a peace- 
ful measure, and the whole question as constituting 
a proper subject of negotiation. 


i row, so that the Senate might know what form the 


| ified form, could, and doubtless would, then be of- 


The amendment of Mr. Coreurrt was now read 
for information, . 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped that the Senate would 
proceed regularly in disposing of these questions. 
He would thank the Chair to state what was the 
question now before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT said that the first 
question would be on the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, [Mr. Crrrrenpen.] 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said that, as far as he was 
concerned, he would say that, from hearing the 
resolution of the honorable Senator from Georgia 
read, it seemed to him to be much the same in its 
spirit and purpose with his own, But he did not 
feel prepared, on a mere hearing of it from the 
Sceretary’s table, to say whether he could consent 
to accept of it as a modification. He desired, be- 
fore deciding, to request that the proposed amend- 
ment might be printed; and, in the meanwhile, 
that the subject might be postponed till to-mor- 
row. 

Ordered, That the amendment be printed. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that he hoped, if the Sen- 
ate adjourned, it would be with the understanding 
that the amendments would be taken up to-mor- 


resolution was to take; that those gentlemen who 
wished to debate the general question would know 
what the question to be debated was, and might 
be prepared to take a correct and definite course. 

Mr. ALLEN said he could not countenance by 
his silence the necessity of voting at once upon the 
amendments. He moved that the Senate go into 
Executive session. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Caisuoun}] seemed to imply that to-morrow the 
Senate should vote on the amendments pending. 
He was gratified to hear that such a course was | 
opposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ariew.] 
His own opinion was, that the several amendments 
which had been or might be offered or suggested, 
should lie on the table till the whole debate was con- 
cluded; for, if the debate was of any use in en- 
lightening the Senate, it was needed as much in re- 
gard to the amendments as in respect to the reso- 
lution itself. He hoped the Senate would not de- 
cide, in the midst of the debate, on the amend- 
ments to the resolution before the argument had 
gone more than half way to its termination. He 
hoped they were not going to decide in this man- 
ner by halves. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that he had predicated 
his proposal on the condition that no Senator was 
prepared to go on. If there were Senators anx- 
lous to speak upon the amendments, they could of 
course do so; but he took it for granted that all the 
gentlemen had made up their minds as to the 
amendments; there were others who were anxious 
to speak to the resolution when it should have re- 
ceived its final shape. He had himself been wait- 
ing till it should receive a specific form; then he 
should present to the Senate his views in regard 
to it. 

Mr. ALLEN objected to the voting on the 
amendments to-morrow, or till the debate was 
closed. As soon as the present amendments should 
have been disposed of, the whole question would | 
be open anew, and new amendments, in some mod- || 


fered; and so the whole would have to be gone over 
again. He thought it better to Jet the question be | 
taken on the amendments when it was put on the i! 
original resolution. It would be impossible to | 
separate them. If it should be attempted, the 
amendments would never end, until the question | 


| would be an end of the debate and the question to- | 
gether. | 
| ° Mr. CALHOUN said that the Senator from | 
| Ohio had not stated what was the usual course of 
proceeding. The question would first be on tha | 
| amendments in succession, and, when they were 
| settled, then the discussion would be had upon the 
| resolution as amended. The Senate had departed 
| from its usual course thus far; and he would ap- | 
peal to the Senator himself to say if more than one- 
tenth part of the discussion, up to this hour, had 
been on the question before the Senate, which was | 
the question of notice. 


power of Great Britain, her history and policy, | 


jected. 


got into a form to suit the Senate, and then there || 


Everything else had been | 
debated but this; the question of title, the relative |} 
i 


in a proper, regular, parliamentary. manner and 
form. e wished to have the question, before he 
spoke to it, reduced to some definite form; = +. 

Mr. ALLEN renewed his motion that the Sen- 
ate go into Executive business. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The question being put on the adjournment, the 
yeas were 23, nays 23. 

The Chair voting in the negative, the: motion 
was lost. 

The question being then put on going into Ex- 
ecutive business, the yeas were 25; nays not count- 
ed. 

So the Senate went into Executive session; and, 
after some time spent therein, : 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approv- 


The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the call of the committees for reports. 
Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the purpose of going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. B. gave notice that his object was to move 
to take up a small bill in relation to the licensing of 
canal boats. i 
The question was taken, and the motion was re- 


ed 


The SPEAKER then 
ports of committees. 


On motion of Mr. E. B: HOLMES, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions be 
directed to transmit to the Clerk of this House the 
papers on file in his office, in relation to the appli- 
cation of Adam Swart, of Rochester, in the State 
of New York, for a pension; which was agreed to. 


Mr. PERRY, on leave given, offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of the Navy and 
Treasury report to this House (so far as their de- 
partments respectively contain the information) the 
number of bids made for the delivery of bituminous 
coal for steamers and other uses of Government in 
the years 1842, 1843, 1844, and 1845; by whom 
made, the sums bid, and to whom the contracts 
were given, the sums paid and to whom; where the 
coal came from, the quantity, fine and lump; 
whether domestic or foreign places of delivery, and 
whether coal has been paid for without advertising 
for contracts in the above-mentioned years; to 
whom, the quantity, place of delivery, and the 
sum paid. — ae 

On motion of Mr. STANTON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of Benjamin Crawford; and that it be laid on 
the table. 


Mr. I. E. HOLMES, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution 
of the House of the 16th instant, to inquire into 
the expediency of restoring the naval pension fund, 
reported a bill to reduce into one act the several 
acts concerning navy pensions, and to repeal cer- 
tain acts in relation thereto; which bill was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
the representatives of Henry Van Dyke; whick 
report was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. McCRATE, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tions of Polly Clough, and of Eliza Stephens, 
widow of Thomas Holdup Stephens, and-that they 
be laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from. the consideration of 


proceeded to call for:re- 


| the memorial of Christian Wise, and that it be laid’ 


upon the table. ; 
Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee; made 


| adverse reports upon the petitions of Luke-Stans- 
| bury, Ralph Young, Barbas Haley, and Rebecca: 


White; which reports were laid-upon the 
On motion of Mr. SEAMAN y etei 
Ordered, That the Committee on Rëyolutionary 

Pensions be discharged from: the consideration of 


table. 


and all else connected with the general subject. 
He hoped the Senate would take up the question 


the petition of Nathan Ashby, and thatit be'refer- 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Mr. T. B. KING, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to amend an act entitled An 
act to reorganize the Navy Department, approved 
August 31, 1842; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. . 

Mr. COCKE, fromthe Committee ‘on Invalid 
Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Ma- 
jor P. H. Porter, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which bill. was ceed: twice and committed. 

Mr.:C.; from the same committee, made a report 
upon the petition of: Zachariah Simmons, accom: 
panied by. a bill for his relief; which bill was read 
twice and committed. 

On motion of Mr. ©., 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the petitions of William 
King, Thomas Rowland, Leonard Wardwell, John 
Brady, and James Bambaugh, and that they be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. BELL, from the same committee, made ad- 
verse reports upon the cases of James Parker and 
James Lloyd; which reports were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, made a report 
upon the case of James Lee, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. f 

Mr. J.H. EWING, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, made a report upon the petition 
of the heirs of Sergeant-Major John Champe, ac- 
companiéd by a bill for their relief; which bill was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the commencement of 
fortifications at New Bedford, Massachusetts, ac- 
companied by a report in writing; which bil was 
read twice and committed. 


Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military | 


Affairs, made an adverse report upon the petition 


of Samuel M. Hughes; which report was laid upon | 


the table. ; 
Mr. BRINKERHOFL, from the Committee on 


Military Affairs, made a report upon the memorial | 


of William F. Ketchum, and reported a joint reso- 


lution in relation to his hand-grenade; which reso- | 


lution was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. HUNTER, by leave, presented a memorial 
of a committee of citizens of Alexandria, in the 
District of Columbia, praying a retrocession of the 
county of Alexandira_to the State of Virginia; 
which was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to repeal the act 
requiring one of the judges of the circuit court for 
the District of Columbia hereafter to reside in 
Alexandria; which bill was read twice, and or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
the bill being engrossed, was read a third time 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Lemuel Cushman, heir of Hannah 
Cushman, and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, made adverse reports upon the 

etitions of Daniel Spencer, of Luke Hilton, of 
Jonathan Scott, of Hiram Humphreys, of Charles 
Sumpsion, of Henrietta M. Hall, and representa- 
tives of Richard Hal, and of Jonathan Hall; 
which reports were laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
Thomas Scott, the Register of the land office at 
Chilicothe, and that it be referred to the commit- 
tee on Public Lands . 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the memorial 
of Samuel Reed, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of James 
Wood, John Felt, Henry Adams, and Catharine 
Adams, representatives of Francis, Lock and 
George Parsons, which report was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. HOGE, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of James Mc- 
Cuchen; which report was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, : : 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 


charged from the consideration of the memorial of 
the legal representatives of Thomas Murray, jr., 
of Arkansas, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. TOOMBS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


the petition of the heirs of Judith Worthen, and 
that it be laid upon the table. . 

Mr. GOODYEAR, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made a report upon the petition of 
Lewis Hastings, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. G., from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report upon the petition of David Mores and 
Henry Sliver; which report was laid upon the table. 


of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of William Pooler; 

A bill for the relief of Gideon A. Perry; 

A bill providing for the payment of arrearages 
of pensions to Anthony Walton Bayard; accom- 


read twice, and committed. 

Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports upon the petitions 
of Benjamin Holland, and of Thomas Reed; which 
reports were laid upon the table, 


On motion of Mr. YELL, 


be discharged from the consideration of the resolu- 
| tion of the ELouse of December 4th, 1845, instruet- 

ing them to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a national armory at Columbus, Georgia, 


foundry in the western part of North Carolina, and 
from the consideration of the resolution of the 
! House of 16th of February, 1846, relative to a na- 


the memorial of TH. Shurbart, of Berks county, in 


| tional defence; which were laid upon the table. 

[A message was received from the Sennte 
A. Dickens, Esq., their Secretary, informing 
Fouse that the Senate had passed a resolution en- 
| tiled * A resolution to authorize the transmission 
and presentation of books to the Minister of Jus- 
tice of France in exchange for hooks received from 
j him.??] 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

My. T. E. HOLMES, from the Select Committee 
on Rules, to which was referred, on the 27th De- 
cember last, the following proposed amendment to 
the rules and orders of the House—viz: 


appropriations of moncy for works of internal im- 
provement of any kind or description, it shall be 


of the question, so as to take a separate vote of the 
House upon each item of unprovement or appro- 
printion contained in said bill, or upon such items 


the members present second said call, it shall be 


the question, and put them to vote accordingly ”— 
Reported the same without amendment, and rec- 


of this House. 


Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the whole subject 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

Some desultory conversation followed, in which 
Messrs. SCHENCK, EDWIN H. EWING, and 
ISAAC E. HOLMES, participated. 

The question was then taken, and the vote re- 
sulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Bell, Bowlin, Brinker- 
hoff, Wm. G. Brown, Buffington, J. H. Campbell, 
Carroll, J. G. Chapman, Chipman, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Darragh, Douglass, J. H. Ewing, E. H. 
Ewing, Faran, Giddings, Giles, Harper, Herrick, 
Elias B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, Hudson, W. 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Jenkins, D. P. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, 
McClelland, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 


Pensions be discharged from the consideration of | 


Mr. G., from the same committee, reported bills | 


panied by a report in each case; which bills were | 


Ordered, Chat the Committee on Military Affairs | 


and from the consideration of the resolution of the | 
I| House of Jannary 13, 1846, relative to a national | 


tional foundry at the falls of Cumberland, in the i; 
State of Kentucky, and from the consideration of | 


the State of Pennsylvania, proposing a plan of na- | 


That upon the engrossment of any bill making į 


in the power of any member to call for a division | 


separately, and others collectively, as the member | 
making the call may specify; and if one-fifth of | 


the duty of the Speaker to make such divisions of | 


ommended its adoption as one of the standing rules į 


Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, St. John, Strohm, Thibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 
Thompson, Thurman, ibbatts, Toombs, Trum- 
bo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wood- 
ruff, Wright, and Young—69. 

NAYS——Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Baker, Benton, James Black, 
James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dil- 
lingham, Dobbis, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
Vicklin, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Til- 
liard, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, George S. 
Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Lawrence, La Sere, 
Ligon, McClean, McClernand, McConnell, Me- 
Crate, McKay, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, 
‘| Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, 
Perry, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, John A. 
Rockwell, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard 
| H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Sykes, Wick, 
Williams, Wood, Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and 
Yost—4. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the demaud for 
the previous queston— 

Some conversation followed between Mr 
WENTWORTEL ond Mr. BOYD, the latter gen- 

tloman declining to withdraw the demand for the 
| previous question. 

And some conversation also followed ona point 
of order, between Mr. WINTHROP and the 
SPEAKER, Mr. W. contending that, under the 
rule, one day’s notice of this proposition was re- 

uired. 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution of 
instruction, under which the select committee on 
the rules had acted, was equivalent to a notice. 

Mr. WINTUROP, though not acquiessing, he 
aid, in the decision, did not appeal from it. 

Mr. MeCLELLAND inquired of the Speaker, 
whether a vote of two-thirds would be required on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER said no; the vote of a majority 
only. 

[Mr. C. J. Inaersorr, by general: consent, 
changed his vote on the motion to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table, he having voted in the affirma- 
tive under a misapprehension of the question, He 
now voted in the negative.] 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and the vote stood—ayes 86, 
noes 72. 

So there was a second. 

And on the question of ordering the main ques- 
tion, Mr. TIBBATTS and Mr. VINTON asked 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, be- 
| ine taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Benton, James 
Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
William G. Brown, Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Renben Chapman, Chase, Churke, Cocke, Collin, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jeffer- 
son Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dun- 
lap, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, 
Foster, Gentry, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
| Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, 
Isaac E. Holmes, George S. [louston, Edmund 
W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, James H. 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Thomas B. King, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClernand, McConnell, 
McCrate, McKay, Barclay Martin, Morse, Moul- 
ton, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, 
Phelps, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Sykes, Toombs, 
Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, 
Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Baker, Bell, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, 
Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Chip- 
| man, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, Gar- 

rett Davis, Douglass, Jonn H. Ewing, Edwin H. 

Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Goodyear, Harper, Her- 
i rick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
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e main question 
should now be taken. 


Which main question was on coneu 
report of the committee. 

Mr. TIBBATTS inquired of the Speaker wheth- | 
er the morning hour had now expired. 

The SPEAKER said it had expired. 

Mr. TIBBATTS was understood to indicate a 
motion to go into committee. 

_ The SPEAKER said the motion was not now 
in order. ’ 

Mr. TIBBATTS made the point of order. He | 
said that certain hours had been designated by the | 
rules for certain business; and he submitted that to 
proceed with the consideration of any particular 
business beyond the hour specified by the rule, 
would require a vote of two-thirds, 

The SPEAKER, replying, turned to Mr. T., 
and his voice was partly lost to the reporter. But 
the Speaker was understood to decide that, inas- 
much as the House had determined that the main 
question should now be taken, neither a motion to | 
g0 Into committee nor for any other purpose, would 
now be in order. 

Mr. TIBBATTS did not appeal. 

So the question recurred on concurring in the 
report of the committee, 

Mr. TIBBATTS and Mr. WHITE asked the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered; and, being 


rring in the 


draw the motion, that the Honse might take up 
and dispose of a certain joint resolution from the 
Senate, (hereafter referred to.) 

The motion was not withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER said that the main question 
having now been taken, (i. e., on the resolution of 
the committee,) the Chair thought it would be in 
order, pending the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, to move to go into committee. If that action 
should be voted down, the House would then pro- 
ceed with the business under consideration. 

„Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays on 
his motion to go into committee; which were or- 
dered, and, heing taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ba- 
ker, Bell, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chap- 
man, Chipman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Cun- 
ningham, Darragh, Dixon, Douglass, Edsall, John 
H. Ewing, Edwiù H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Herrick, Elias B. 
Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lewis, Long, McClelland, McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Morris, 
Moseley, Parish, Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Truman 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, St. John, 
Stroh, ‘Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, 'Tib- 
batts, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, and Young 

—85. 
NAYS—Messrs, Stephen Adams, Anderson, 


| Atkinson, Barringer, Benton, James Black, James 


A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William G. 


taken, resulted as follows: 

YNAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Jas. 
Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
Milton Brown, Wm. G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, | 
Augustus A, Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, | 
Clarke, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, | 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, |! 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, i 
Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Goodycar, 
Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac E. 
Holmes, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. |! 
Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- || 
soll, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George | 
W. Jones, Preston King, Thomas Butler King, |; 
Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, McClean, Me- | 
Clernand, McConnell, McCrate, McKay, Barclay | 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, | 
Parish, Payne, Perry, Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, 
Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Seddon, Alexander Ð. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, i 
Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Sykes, Tibbatts, | 
Toombs, Towns, Wheaton, Wick, Wiliams, li 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, Woodworth, Yan- || 

f 
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cey, Yell, and Yost—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Arnold, | 
Baker, Bowlin, Brodhead, Buffington, William || 
W. Campbell, John HH. Campbell, Carroll, John |; 
G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Crans 
ton, Crozier, Darragh, Delano, Dixon, Douglass, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewine, Foot, Gid- 
dings, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John 
W. Houston, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. | 
King, Lewis, Long, McClelland, McDowell, i 
McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mose- |: 
ley, Perrill, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius 
Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, | 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, | 
Caleb B. Smith, St. John, Strohm, Thibodeaux, | 
‘Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp 
son, Thurman, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Went- | 
worth, White, Winthrop, Wright, and Young | 

So the report of the committee was concurred in 

Mr. HOGE moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and demanded the previous question. 

Mr. TIBBATTS rose to a point of order. The | 
morning hour having (he said) expired, he moved | 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, (with a view to | 
take up the harbor bill.) i 


; mittee was concurred in 


Brown, Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Collin, Cullom, Cum- | 
mins, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dunlap, Erdman, 
Ficklin, Fries, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Marmanson, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac 
E. Holmes, George S, Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, Joseph R. Inger- 
so, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, 
Leake, La Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClernand, 
McConnell, McCrate, McKay, Barclay Martin, 
Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Perrill, 
Perry, Price, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, 
Scammon, Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, Sykes, Toombs, Towns, Wheaton, 
Wick, Willams, Wood, Woodworth, Yancey, 
Yell, and Yost—88. 

So the House refused to œo into committee. 

Whereupon the question recurred on the demand 
of Mr. Hoce for the previous question. 

The vote (having been taken by tellers) stood— 
yeas 83, nays 79. 
So there was a second. 
Mr. VINTON asked the yeas and nays on or- 
ering the main question, but withdrew the de- 
mand. 

And the main question (on the reconsideration) 
was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays there- 
on; which were ordered. 

And the question, “ Will the House reconsider 
the vote by which the report of the Select Com- 

??? was then taken, and 

decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Baker, Bowlin, Brink- 
crhoff, Brodhead, Buffington, William W. Camp- 


| bell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Chipman, Cocke, 


Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cunningham, Dar- 
rach, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Douglass, Edsall, 


John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gen- | 
try, Giddings, Goodyear, Hampton, Harper, | 
Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, } 


Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 


Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jen- |! 


w 
S 


Thurman, Tibbatts, Trumbo,. Vance, Vinton, 
Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wrighi, and 
Young—79. av Boe oder stones 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, James Black, James A. Black, 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Collin, Consta- 
ble, Cullom, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, : Faran, 
Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Graham, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hoge, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Hungerford, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, 
La Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClernand, Mc- 
Connell, McCrate, McKay, Barclay Martin, 
Morse, Moulton, Norris, Parish, Payne, Perry, 
Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thos. Smith, 


Robert Smith, Stanton, Toombs, Towns, Whea- 


i ton, Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Wood- 


ward, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yell—96. 
So the vote was not reconsidered, 


Mr. VINTON gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, moye a further amendment of the rule, so 
as to extend its operation to all bills making appro- 
priations for light-houses and fortifications, and to. 
bills imposing duties on Anports ; a 

On motion. of Mr. BRODHEAD, the joint reso- 
lution from the Senate (on the Speaker's table) au- 
thorizing the transmission and presèntation of 
books to the Minister of Justice of France, in ex- 
change for books received from him, was taken up, 
and put on its first and second reading. 

Mr. B., remarking that the subject had. already 
heen before the Joint Committee on the Library, 
on a reference from the Senate, asked that the reso- 
lution be put on its third reading. He would, 
however, first ask thata letter from the Chief Jus- 


| tice, which would explain the whole matter, should 


be read. 

But a motion to that effect having been made 

and agreed to, the resolution was referred to the 

Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
And then the House resolved itself into Com- 

mittee of the Whole on the state. of the Union, (Mr. 

Tuomas Smita, of Indiana, in the chair.) . 


Afteran ineffectual effort by Mi. BRODHEAD to 

take up the joint resolution above referred to—= > = 
The committee resumed the consideration of the 

unfinished. business of yesterday, being. the bill 

making appropriations for the improvement of 

certain 

HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


Mr. PAYNE said. one of his colleagues [Mr. 
McCownne] had yesterday characterized this bill 
in very strong terms, and had condemned it very 
earnestly. He thougtht that character and that 
condemnation were just. Look at this bill in all 
its aspects; examine it in all its details, and he 
thought such a bill had never before been presented. 
to an American Congress. Jn the better days of 
the republic, it was believed by some of the most 
distinguished statesmen of the country, that this 


|| government has no power to make appropriations 


for internal improvements. He was but too sen- 
sible that it would be useless for him to make a 
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United States was precisely the same in its opera- 
tion upon these great ‘‘ inland seas”’ as it was upon 
the merest rivalet that sparkles down the moun- 
tain’s side.. Whether it was a great ‘$ inland sea,” 
or a merely navigable stream, the constitutional 
“question. as to the power of Congress to appropri- 
ate for it, was precisely the same. This Govern- 
ment. was. established with the view of regulating 
our external. concerns, leaving all internal “matters 
to be regulated by the States; and the providing a 
way for commerce did not come within the pur- 
view of those matters over which Congress had ju- 
risdiction: ‘ 

He objected to the bill on another ground. He 
considered it the twin-sister, and one of the essen- 
tial elements of the protective policy. It was idle | 
for gentlemen to tell him that they were opposed 
to extravagant taxes upon the people, while, at the 
same time, they went for this system of profligate 
expenditures for internal improvement. 

But he had special objections to the bill. He re- 
ferred to the inequalities of appropriation it made | 
for the different sections of the country. Its whole 
amount-of appropriations (independent of the in- 
definite appropriation for the Louisville and Port- ! 
land canal) was $1,349,450. Of this, $545,000— 
nearly one-half of the whole amount—was to be 
appropriated upon the lakes; on the northeast, 
$234,450; and on the northwest, (exclusive of the 
lakes,) $155,000: $934,450, then, were to be ap- | 
propriated to the North, (including the northeast 
and the northwest,) nearly the whole amount of the 
bill; yet that region was not one-third of the whole | 
area of the country. The appropriation for the | 
southern valley, between Louisville and the mouth 
of the Red river, including the Mississippi, Ohio, 
Arkansas, and Red rivers, was only $320,000. And 
a still more striking incquality and injustice for | 
the southern coast, commencing at Baltimore, and 
running to the mouth of the Mississippi—nay, to | 
the mouth of the Rio Grande—what was it? In- | 
eluding $20,000 for Baltimore, it amounted only to | 
$95,000—a mere mockery of appropriation for this 
vast range of seacoast. But the most extraordi- | 
nary appropriation in the whole bill was for a litle | 
‘ditch near Louisville, called the Louisville Canal, | 
which the President was authorized to purchase i 

| 
t 


without any limitation. 

Mr. P. read this clause, and said, if passed, it 
was a matter of serious doubt with him whether 
the President would not be bound, should the sub- 

` scribers-ask $2,000,000 or $10,000,000, to take it, 
and saddle the Government with the expense. 

Mr. P. commented on these inequalities of dis- 
tribution, and pronounced the bill a legislative mon- 
ster, marked with the most distinct features of in- 
justice and iniquity. He advocated the propriety | 
of the pending amendment, in case this system | 
were to be gone into, and urged the superior im- 
portance. of the improvement of the ‘Tennessee | 
river to that of many items provided for. These, | 
and many other reasons, (some of which he men- | 
tioned,) were such as, he flattered himself, would | 
secure the unqualified condemnation of the bill. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF briefly replied. 'Fhis 
pill (he said) had been characterized and stigma- 
tized as sectional in its character. I? that charge 
was just, then other bills involving large expendi- 
tures, and which were passed without objection, 
were equally liable to it. The fortification bill, 
which had passed the House a few days ago with- | 


out amendment, except an addition of $300,000 for || 
armament of fortifications, provided for Ohio, al- | 


though a frontier State, looking out across one of | 
our inland seas upon the chemy’s country—not one ; 
cent. They had never asked a cent, and they did | 
not now. 
cing with Baltimore if the gentleman pleased, and | 
running down to the Rio Grande, it appropriated | 
the nice little sum of $590,500! ‘They of Ohio | 
asked not one solitary cent for fortifications, Why? | 
Because this system of improvement of lake har- | 
bors superseded the necessity of fortifications, in- | 
asmuch as it went to build up a system of commer- į; 
cial marine, which already out-numbered that of 
the British on the other side thirty or forty to one. | 
Tn case of war, all we had to do was to knock of: 
the upper decks of these steamers, (which could 
be done ina few weeks,) and they became efficient 
war-steamers: Hence, they. wanted no fortifica- 
‘tions and no naval appropriations. They wanted || 
the proper’ supplies and armaments when called | 
into service; but nothing else. Mr. B. referred to || 
“csome.of the appropriations for improvements here- | 


But for the southern country, commen- |) 


“vast benefits already realized from them in the ex- 


į these some were still incomplete, and required fur- 


tofore made in his section of the country, to the 
tension of commerce, &c., and to the fact that of 


ther appropriations, or else they would go to de- 
cay and all be lost. 

Mr. PAYNE inquired of Mr. Brinkernorr 
(with reference to a previous portion of his re- 
marks) on which side of Mason and Dixon’s line 
the largest amount of appropriations was made in 
the fortification bill which had passed? 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF replied, on the south side; 
and so it had been for a series of years. He had 
no objection to it. He supposed that a larger 
amount was required there; but he merely applied 
this fact to the gentleman’s argument, that this was 
a partial and sectional bill, to show that if it was 
the South had been equally provided for in partial ; 
and sectional fortification bills. But they of Ohio | 
asked nothing for fortifications. Give them har- | 
bors and a commercial marine, and they would de- 
fend them. They were an efficient substitute for 
fortifications. ‘They were worth more than fortifi- 
cations. Refuse to make appropriations for the 
completion of works already begun; let the bars i} 
form again across the mouths of these rivers; Jet i| 
the works go to dilapidation and decay, and then | 

| 

i 
i 
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they would be here besieging Congress for fortifi- 
cations, for fortifications would then be necessary; 
now they were not. | 

Withoutfurther proceeding, the bill was laid aside 
informally. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the joint reso- 
lution authorizing the transmission and presenta- | 
tion of books to the Minister of Justice of France, | 
in exchange for books received from him, was | 
taken up. i 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. B. caused to be read a letter from the Chief 
Justice of the United States explaining its neces- || 
sity. |i 

And no amendment having been offered, | 

The committee rose and reported its action upon || 
the joint resolution, and progress on the harborand i 
river bill. 

"he joint resolution having been ordered to a: 
third reading at this time, was read a third time, 
and passed, 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, February 26, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to || 
the expediency of providing by Jaw that ships and 
vessels navigating the river Delaware shall carry 
lights to avoid the danger of collision; which was 
ordered to be referred to the Committee on Com- 
meree and printed. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of 
the county of Barnstable, Massachusetts, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the act allowing boun- 
ty to vessels engaged in the cod fisheries. 

Also, a petition of citizens of said county, pray- 
ing an increase of the duties on foreign salt. 

‘Also, a petition of the same, praying an in- || 


crease of the duty on imported Epsom salts; which 
were severally laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. EVANS presented the memorial of Josiah 
Dutton, praying the payment of a continental due- 
bill issued to his father for his revolutionary ser- | 
vices; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the | 
memorial of the West Feliciana Railroad Compa- 
ny, praying the remission of duties on certain rail- 
road iron; which was referred to the Committee i; 
on Finance. | 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of i 
the heirs of Samuel Beach, deceased, an officer in ; 
the revolutionary army, praying to be allowed : 
commutation pay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, similar petitions from the administrator 
of Benjamin Durkee, and the legal representatives 
of Christopher Delezenne; which were referred to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Catharine Van Valken- || 
burgh, executrix of Bartholomew Van Valken- || 
burgh, to be allowed commutation pay; which | 
was referred to the same committee. ji 

Also, a similar petition from the executor of ji 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
t 
t 
I 
i 
i 
| 
l 
i 
i 


Henry Tatum; which was referred to the same 
committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
petition of Calvin Emmons, reported a bill extend- 
ing his patent; which was read a first time. 

Also, a resolution providing that 60,000 copies 
of the late annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, with the exception of the list of patents, 
be printed for the use of the Senate; which was 
read. 

Mr. BENTON. “Sixty thousand!” 

Mr. NILES opposed the printing of so large an 
edition, and proposed to strike out 60,000, and in- 
sert 20,000. 

Mr. SPEIGHT proposed 10,000. 

Mr. CAMERON remarked that 45,000 copies of 
the report were printed last year, and he had been 
informed that the number was quite inadequate to 
the demand. The report was interesting and val- 
uable, and if a sufficient edition was not printed at 


i the present time, the Senate would probably, be- 
i fore the close of the session, see the necessity of 


procuring an additional number, and would be 
obliged to go to extra expense in obtaining them. 
Mr. SIMMONS moved a reference of the report 
to the Committee on Printing. 
After some farther conversation between Messrs. 


H CLAYTON, CRITTENDEN, and CAMERON, 


the question was taken on the motion to refer to 
the Committee on Printing; which motion was 
agreed to. 

- BAGBY, from the Committee on Indian 
Aflairs, reported a bill for the relicf of James H. 
Causten, assignee of Colonel John B. Hogan; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 


K tionary Claims, submitted adverse reports upon 
i the petitions of 


Simon Summers, William Ship- 
pen, and the administrator of Thomas Jett, de- 
ceased; which were read, and the reports were or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instruct- 
ed to communicate to the Senate such information 
as his office may afford, with respect to the fortifi- 
cation proposed to be cons ucted at Proctor’s 
landing, on Lake Borge, Louisiana. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 


i instructed to inquire into the expediency of sup- 
| plying the members of the Senate, for current dis- 


tribution among their constituents, with a certain 
number to each member, of the debates of the two 
Efouses of Congress: provided the said debates can 
he furnished promptly as they proceed in each 
House, and in a correct and revised form, free 
from other matter, and in sheets proper for distri- 
bution. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
SIMMONS: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library 


' be instructed to report a bill for the employment 
of Hiram Powers to execute an equestrian statue 


of Washington, in bronze; and that they include 


| therein a clause, appropriating for that purpose the 


necessary sum out of any money in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. SEVIER moved that the resolution be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
nea bill, &e. 

Which amendment was agreed to, and the reso- 
lution, as amended, was adopted. 

The Senate took up the bill from the House of 
Representatives repealing the act requiring one of 
the judges of the Circuit Court of the District of 


Columbia hereafter to reside in the city of Alex- 


i andria; which was read a first time. 


Mr. ASHLEY remarked that this bill was a 
precise copy of one which had been reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and 
he could therefore see no necessity of referring the 
bill from the House to a committee of the Senate; 
and moved that it be considered at this time, unless 
any Senator desired it should be placed upon the 
calendar. 

Mr. MILLER remarked that a remonstrance 
against the repeal of the law in question had been 


430 


referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia; and it was due to the remonstrants that the 
bill from the House under consideration should 
not be hurried through, but either referred to a 
committee, or placed upon the calendar. 

Mr. WESTCOTT observed that it was import- 
ant to the judge, in whose behalf the repeal of the 
law referred to was proposed, that it should be 
acted-upon speedily. The bill had been reported 
by the Judiciary Committee of each House, and 
he believed that it might be immediately and safely 
passed. 

The bill was finally placed upon the calendar. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the report of the Committee on Pensions, upon 
the petition of John England, was recommitted, 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the House had 
passed the resolution of the Senate, authorizing 
the transmission and presentation of books to the 
Minister of Justice of France, inexchange for books 
reccived from him. 

The PRESIDENT announced that the next 
business before the Senate would be the ‘Bill for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road, in the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois;’’ when 

Mr. SPEIGHT suggested that as the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Haynecan,] who had brought 
in the above bill, was not in his seat, it be infor- 
mally passed by; and moved that the Senate resume 
the consideration of the “ Bill to apply certain al- 
ternate sections of the public domain toward the 
completion of works of internal improvement in | 
the State of Michigan, and for other purposes;” 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE then resumed his remarks 
upon the bill, but had not concluded, when he gave 
way to a motion by 

Mr. LEWIS, who moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order; 
which was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then procceded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution of 
Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, the amendments offered by Messrs. 
Hannecan, CALUOUN, and CRITTENDEN, and the 
joint resolution of the House of Representatives 
on the same subject, 

The question pending being on the substitute 
moved by Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. BREESE rose and said that he did not in- 
tend at present to enter into a discussion of the 
question before the Senate; he would take a future 
opportunity to express his own views upon that 
maiter, and the views and feelings with which the 
State which he had the honor to represent looked 
upon it. He rose simply to present a resolution, 
which, when in order, it was his intention to offer 
as an amendment to any of the propositions now 
before the Senate; and to move that the further 
consideration of the subject be postponed till Mon- 
day next, 

The resolution was read for information, and is 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
give notice to the British Government that it is 
the desire of the Government of the United States 
to annul and abrogate the provisions of the third | 
article of the convention concluded between the 
Government of the United States of America and 
his Britannic Majesty the King of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, on the 20th of 
October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by the 
convention between the same parties, signed at 
London the 6th of August, 1827. 

Resolved, further, That, on the expiration of 
twelve months from the day of giving the said no- 
tice, the said convention shall be considered an- 
nulled and abrogated. 

The following is the amendment intended to be 
proposed by Mr. Coxeuirt to the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Crirrenpen to the joint resolution 
(8. 1) advising the President of the United States 
to give notice to the Government of Great Britain 
of the termination of the treaty of 1818, and which 
was yesterday read for information, and ordered | 
to be printed: 

sae out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert— 


‘That notice be giyen, in terms of the treaty, 


i 


i| was directed to ask your concurrence in that par- 


H 


| ject-matter be considered at the same time. Itis 
| probably a matter of no great moment whether 


| tion reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


| It is a contest between many forms, all looking to 
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Britain and the United States on the twentieth 
of October, eighteen hundred and eighteen, and 
continued by the convention of eighteen hundred 
and twenty-seven, immediately after the close of 
the present session of Congress, unless the Pres- 
ident, in his discretion, shall consider it expedient 
to defer it to a later period. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That it is ear- 
nestly desired that the long-standing controversy 
respecting limits in the Oregon territory be speed- 
ily settled, by negotiation and compromise, in or- 
dey to tranquillize the public mind, and to preserve 
the friendly relations of the two countries.” 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON expressed his opinion 
that it might be more regular if the various amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate should be offered 
in the form of amendments to the joint resolution 
of the House of Representatives. Heretofore, they 
had been proposed as amendments to the report 
of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 
In the form he suggested, they would go back to 
the House as the action of the Senate on the reso- 
lutions from the House, and the action of the 
House would then be definitive. ‘This course, in 
his opinion, would be the most respectful to the 
House, and would expedite the object all must 
have in view, to arrive at some conclusion on the 
subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations reported back to the Senate the resolution 
which passed the House of Representatives, and 
moved that it be made the special order on the 
same day on which the resolution reported by the 
committee on behalf of the Senate was made the 
special order of the day, so that the whole sub- 


the resolutions proposed by Senators now, or the 
amendments, be offered as amendments to one or 
other of these propositions, because, in point of 
fact, all the amendments which have been sub- 
mitted are in themselves complete and entire, and 
designed to be substitutes for the original resolu- 


tions. They all embrace the whole of the matter. 


the same thing. It is a bare question of form. 
Some Senators think it ought to have a particular 
form, and they alter it conformably to their views; | 
and so throughout the whole of the resolutions 
which have been submitted. All the resolutions 
that have been submitted by way of amendment 
constitute entire, and distinct, and separate propo- 
sitions—separate and distinct from each other 
barely in matter of form. The object of all is to 
terminate the convention; some wishing to do so 
with conditions, some wishing to terminate it 
at the instant—others ata future period, and so 
on. I say, therefore, there is no particular rea- 
son why the amendments should be offered as 
amendments to one or the other of the main reso- 
lutions—that of the Senate or that of the House. 
All will have to be taken up and acted on. As a 
mstter of course, we must dispose of the resolu- 
tion which came from the House. I suppose that 
my friend from Ilinois [Mr. Brrgse] submitted 
his proposition merely for the purpose of getting 
it before the Senate, reserving to himself the right 
of offering it as an amendment to any other spe- 
cific proposition that might be before the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT. 
of the further consideration of the subject till Mon- 
day next, 

Mr. BENTON. I think when we come to the | 
process of voting, it will be at once parliamentary 
| and proper that we should take up the resolution } 
of the House, and vote upon that, and that all the 
propositions which gentleman have offered should 
be considered as amendments to it. The Clerk of 


I 
i 
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| lution passed by that body, informed you that he | 
| ticular measure. We are bound to respond to that 


i 


back to them either in the same shape or in a dif- 
ferent form, or rejecting it altogether. By that 
| means we come to a conclusion. By that means 
we properly come to the end. This is the parlia- 
| mentary course. Instead of acting definitively on 

that resolution, we send back a new resolution em- 


for abrogating the convention made between Great 


It is on the postponement || 


| gress, to know whether the gentleman ‘from 


i now undertake to adopt it as a modification. 


f 


|! the House, when communicating to you the reso- || 


to be sent backwards and forwards: between.the 
two bodies, without coming to any: conclusion. . 
He would, therefore, when the proper time should 
come, move to postpone the resolution of the Sen- 
ate now under consideration, for the purpose of ta- 
king up, and acting on the resolution. from. the 
House. 

Mr. WEBSTER. When we were here yester- 
day, the gentleman from Georgia (Mr, Coreurrr] 
suggested an amendment to the resolution from the 
House to take the place—if that gentleman should 
think fit—of the amendment offered by the honor- 
orable member from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN:] 
I think we adjourned yesterday, leaving it to be | 
considered by the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky whether the amendment to which I refer 
was of such a nature as he could accept it, it. not 
being in order to move it as an amendment to an 
amendment. I do not mean to say that under this 
motion to amend, the whole question is not. open. 
But still I should be patted to know from my 
friend from Kentucky whether, after the reflection 
he has given to the subject, he proposes now to 
adopt, instead of his own, the proposition offered . 
by the gentleman from Georgia? 1 confess I feel 
that the time has arrived when the Senate should 
signify some opinion on this matter, if ever, in- 
decd, itis to signify any opinion other than to con- 
cur or non-concur in the gencral proposition before 
them. I have not been desirous of obtruding my- 
self upon the Senate in this matter from first to last. 
But I feel the extreme public inconvenience of the 
present state of things. I use not too strong a 
term when I say the public inconvenience is ‘ ex- 
treme’? in consequence of the present posture of 
this affair. As far asthe matter is constitutional! 
before us, and we are in possession of it, I think it 
our duty, if we are to express any opinion at all, 
to express it as soon as we can fairly, deliberate- 
ly, and honestly form one.. T wish, then, that one 
step may be taken—if it bea step—in our pro- 
en- 
tucky has made up his mind whether the subject 
before us, shall be the proposition. in the form in 


| which it has been presented by the gentleman from 


Georgia? Certainly, if it be the pleasure of the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Breese] to proceed 
in the discussion of the general question, and he is 
desirous not to proceed now, of course I shall con- 
cur very readily in any wish he may express for a 
postponement. But in, the first place, I should. be 
glad to know what is likely to.be the posture of . 
affairs when we shall again assemble, inorder that 
we may see what probability there is that we shall 
agree on any point, E Ae RARA S 
Mr. CRITTENDEN: * T have examined atten- 
tively the proposition. submitted yesterday by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr, Coxauirt,] with a 
most anxious desire to consult the opinion of this 
body as far. as possible, and to. concentrate.it on 
some proposition, I have. no particular attach» 
ment to the terms of the propasition which I had 
the honor to present, I think that the modification 
of the gentleman from Georgia is so little different 
from that which I submitted, that F have not the 
slightest objection to accept it in lieu of mine. I 
have no hesitation in adopting it entirely, But be- 
yond that which is offered as a modification of the 
resolution offered by me, there is a distinct and sub- 
stantive resolution also proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia, and as to that I am not now prepared 
to express so entire a concurrence as that I couie 
tis 
not such in effect, It is a substantive, a distinct 
proposition, which the gentleman would be at lib- 
erty to move himself hereafter at any stage of the 
proceedings. But I should hope that that, too, 


i might be so modified in point of phraseology as to 


remove all my objections, and enable me to accept 
of it likewise as a modification of part of my- origi- 
nal proposition. But at present fas not. feel au-. 
thorized to accept or adopt that. There are other 


message; and the proper response will be by voting |; 
on that resolution, passing upon it, and sending it |; 


anating from this body: no definitive action can 
| thereby be attained; but resolutions might continue 


propositions in lieu of it, which, with a little. time 
and consultation, might be acceptable... So. far as 
my original amendmentis affected, I give it up and 
adopt the proposition of the Senator from Georgia. 
I beg, now that I am up, to say another word. It 
has been alleged to be necessary to proceed so. far 
| as to take some vote here in order to indicate.the 
wish and temper of the. Senate on this great ques~ 
tion, in time to be conveyed by the next steamer 
to England. I.do not think. that that is very im- 


i 
i 


portant: On neither side of the walet, ysuch: in- 
formation likely to have much effect on public sen- 
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timent. The motive is, I think, a very laudable 
one, which suggests to gentlemen the propriety 
that anything tending to the preservation of the 
peace of the two countries should be communicated 
with the utmost despatch. But I do not think 
that it is very important that any particular vote 
which we may give here should be expedited or 
hastened for any such purpose. Not atal. We 
are, I think, a little too: much in the habit of 
the Athenians, in the. time of King Philip, when 
the inquiry at all times was—“ What is Philip 
doing?” T hope we shall treat the subject in a 
spirit more worthy of ourselves—without vaunt- 
ing—without. prejudice or passion; that we shall 
look upon it as a grèat question in which the 
peace of the world is concerned, and in which 
1t is our lot to bear a great and equal part; and that 
we shall act without haste, without vaunting, with- 
out prejudice, without passion, in a manner at once 
just and patriotic. Then we will be sure to act in 
the right spirit, and all the world may be assured 
of that. Our character. gives assurance that our 
action will be just, patriotic, and what it ought to 
be. I think in this all can agree. That is the 
best assurance that we can have for the preserva- 
tion of peace and the just estimation in which we 
shall be held abroad. ` That is a fact of which all 
the world is cognizant I hope. And whatever— 
owing to the form of our institutions—whatever 
may be the little effervescence that here and there 
discloses itself upon full discussion, and upon that 
protracted sort of debate to which our institutions 
necessarily lead—however turbulent our debates 
may have been—I trust that our decision will be 
marked by temperance and justice. Such, I be- 
lieve, will be the course of this body—such its ul- 
timate decision. I think we should not hasten to 
the end of this matter. There is no necessity for 
it as it relates to ourselves, for the notice proposed 
is not to be given until after. the expiration of the 
present session of Congress. I see no necessity 
for hastening it. The subject, in the meantime, 
is open to negotiation, as a diplomatic question, 
between the proper departments of this aud of the 
other Government. They have their duty to per- 
form, and theirs is the primary responsibility on 
this great question. To that 1 hold them. 
that T trust the people of the United States will 
hold them. To that all the world—the public 
opinion of Christendom and of civilized mankind 
elsewhere—will hold them; and not one jot of that 
responsibility am I willing to abate—not one. If 
they feel the greatness of their position, let them 
also feel their responsibility to the world, and still 
more especially to their own country. They who 
should involve this country in a needless war, will 
bear responsibility heavy. enough to sink a navy, 
sir. Let them be warned. To defend the rights 
of their country is one great duty. ‘To protect the 
interests of their country is their duty; and of 
those interests, peace is the greatest and mightiest 
ofall. ‘These duties are not inconsistent, It is 
no vaunting spirit that is to be acted on here. No 
fanaticism m politics must be suffered to guide the 
counsels of a great nation upon so solemn and seri- 
ous a question., Considerations of a much more 

rofound, of a higher and nobler character, should 
influence those who are entrusted with a nation’s 
destiny. No hasty conclusions between individ- 
ual negotiators; no little pouting and fretting, or 
strutting upon the stage, can be any justification 
to the Amercan people or before the world at large, 
that out of these cabinet squabbles or diplomatic 
quarrels two nations and the world shall be set to 
war, and to cut cach other’s throats. No, sir; the 
people of. the United States will regard it in a dif- 
ferent light. We. have no necessity to go to war 
to make a character. None. We have a character, 
sir. We are not obliged to set up idle pretensions, 
lest the world should doubt or mistrust us. It is 
the character of republics everywhere to indulge, 

erhaps, too much in military spirit; but ours is 
known. We have-a genealogical title to it, We 
have a historical title to. it. We have a public and 
political character. We have, above all, national 
honor, and that is enough without boasting of it. 
It is the grand characteristic of a great nation, con- 
scious of its character, that it vaunts not—that it 
boasts not of its power to do right. When wrong 
is attempted, it is not necessary to despise—to vil- 
ify other people. There is no necessity of assuring 


the people of this country and the world that our | 


disposition is to preserve the peace of the country; 
a disposition that will manifest itself in our action 


To Í 


“heretofore recognised amongst nations, and to say 


i offers what he would propose-as an amendment, 
| were it in order. 


to the ultimate limits of our constitutional and 
rightful and proper power to render itself effectual 
—not improperly—not by needless interference; I 
fear that more than anything else. We have no 
disposition to rush into war—none; and our course 
will ultimately prove so, whatever inferences may 
be drawn in any quarter to the contrary. A great 
majority of the Senate is anxious—we are all anx- 
ious for peace. A majority is decidedly in favor 
of preserving the peace of the country honorably, 
and of settling this question peaceably and honora- 
bly by compromise, negotiation, arbitration, or by 
some other mode known and recognised among na- 
tions as a suitable and proper and honorable mode 
of settling national questions. Tor one, I express 
my regret at the rejection of the proposition for 
arbitration. Ido not desire to interfere with those 
hands rightfully and constitutionally engaged in the 
negotiation of this subject; but Ido not know what 
right we possess to exalt ourselves above all law 


that our territorial disputes are to be placed above all | 
arbitration. What is this? Upon what ground do 

we claim this mighty prerogative above ailother na- 

tions? It is diserctionary, certainly, to accept or re- 

ject arbitration; but to assume that no territorial dis- 

pute of ours shall be submitted to arbitration, is an 

miterpolation in that great code of pacification which 

the world has adopted, and acted upon from the be- 

ginning. We have ourselves adopted it. "The choice 

of an arbiter is another thing. The Administration 

may have good reason for rejecting the arbitration 

of crowned heads. But crowned heads, thank God, 

are not the only heads in the world, any more than 

they are the best heads or the wisest heads. There 

are other heads borne by private citizens, humble 

in every other respect but in their moral and intel- | 
lectual greatness, and the elevation which their 
virtues give them. And to such men no one, it} 
seems to me, coud without shame express himscit 
unwilling to refer the arbiuwation of this matter. 
Why not offer such an arbitration? Whata glori- 
ous homage would this Republic render to its own 
best principles by accepting the arbitration of a tri- 
bunal composed of men distinguished only for 
their talents, knowledge, science, and moral worth. 
Vhat would tend greatly to the elevation of the 
age. Neither the steamboat nor the mighty ship, 
which, with wonderfully contrived machinery 
ploughs the ocean, defying as it were both wind 
and wave, is so wonderful in the world of arts and 
mechanics as, in the great progress of science and 
civilization, would be the spectacle of such a tri- 
bunal And for that great work to have proceeded 
from the hands of this free Govermment, from re- 
publican hands, how majestic the spectacle! It 
would have been worth more to the world than all 
Oregon, if every inch of it would bave been award- 
ed tọ us; and the proud reputation and character 
that would have resulted from that, would have 
added to that national honor about which we talk | 
so much, and which is the richest inheritance of 
nations, afresh lustre that never would have faded 
away. It would have been a boon far more val- 
uable than any territory on the northwest coast 
of America. These are my sentiments on that 
subject. I think, therefore, Mr. President, that 
there is no occasion to proceed to vote. We are | 
well enough known everywhere, I trust, and do 
not need any such means of declaring our dispo- 
sition and character. 1 would have nothing done 
in intemperate haste—nothing unadvisedly. All 
that we shall do I would have done wisely, justly, 
and in order; and so it will be done. In the con- 
fidence of such a character as this, I place my re- | 
liance. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I concur very cordially in 
what my friend on my right [Mr. CRITTENDEN] 
says. My purpose when { arose was merely to 
ascertain whether the question on which we are | 
deliberating might not be presenied in a much | 
more convenient form than that which it at present 
assumes. The honorable Senator from Kentucky 
has an amendment pending to the resolution of the 
House. The honorable Senator from Georgia 


It is not in order. The ques- 
tion then was, whether it would be well enough 
received by the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
as to be a substitute for his. He says that, upon 
reflection, the first of the resolutions of the honor- 
able member from Georgia seems equivalent to his 
own, and, so far, he can have no difficulty In ac- 
cepting it; but the second resolution of the gentle- 


man from Georgia is a substantive proposition 
going somewhat further than his, and therefore 
not a natural substitute for it. If, then, it be the 
disposition of the House to act upon the subject 
alittle farther than was proposed by the resolution 
of the member from Kentucky, the only question, 
I suppose, is, whether it would suit his conve- 
nience, and sense of propriety and duty, to with- 
draw his resolution, and let this be moved, reserv- 
ing to himself the power of acting upon or dis- 
posing of the second branch of this proposition 
according to his judgment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I accept of the first sec- 
tion, and the striking out of my entire resolution. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Very well. Ido not think 
it is of any very particular importance that we 
express any opinion in the Senate to-day, or to- 
morrow, or this week, or next week. 1 do sup- 
pose that the proceedings of the Senate upon this 
whole subject are looked at with infinite interest 
at home, and with great respect from abroad. 
And I perhaps feel the more strongly than my 
honorable friend from Kentucky does, because I 
live amongst those who daily experience that evil 
—the evil that arises to all the commercial reja- 
tions of the country from the present posture of 
this aflair. I will say a few words more | shall 
vote for both the propositions of the member from 
Georgia. Iam prepared to do that. 

Mr. President, at the opening of the session, the 
President of the United States, uncalled for by us, 
but in the discharge of what he doubtless consid- 
cred to be his official duty, sent to the Senate of 
the United States the correspondence between him 
and the British Government up to that time. It 
became a proper subject of remark in this body, 
as well as in the other ELlouse—1 say nothing as to 
the propricty of sending that correspondence here— 
{suppose such a step could be only justified on 
the ground that the negotiation had terminated; 
for certainly, in the general practice and history of 
government, it is found to be quite inconvenient 
to make public the various letters in a line of dip- 
lomatic correspondence before the end has arrived, 
Lthought, nevertheless, that as the President, in 
the commencement of the session, bad scen fit to 
send out the correspondence up to that time, and 
as the Senate was about to be called upon to act 
on the question of notice, it would be expedient 
that the Senate should be in possession of any 
subsequent correspondence which had taken place: 
In that motive emanated the call which I made in 
the Senate, and which produced the correspond- 
ence respecting the offer and rejection successively 
of arbitration. Now, without at this time mean- 
ing to enter into any sort of examination or remark 
in an unfriendly disposition or wish to embarrass 
—(nothing could be further from my mind)—the 
proceedings of the Government; yet I must say, 
that the present position of affairs is such that it is 
desirable to know what is the opinion of the Ex- 
ecutive. Nobody doubts that the two Flouses of 
Congress of the United States have a perfect right, 
without giving offence to any one, to terminate the 
treaty of 1818. That is aright reserved in the 
treaty itself, and its exercise can give no just 
ground of complaint to anybody. Thatis certain. 
But this position must he taken in connexion with 
other circumstances. The proposition for notice 
has originated in the other House, and has passed, 
but with a qualification there, or an addition, or 
whatever else it may properly be called. The 
resolution, thus qualified from being a resolution 
of naked notice to one with conditions, comes 
here, and here other propositions are offered, and 
they are entertained—thus far at least—so far as 
to be considered quite in order, and fit subjects for 
consideration. My honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky, in one part of his speech, says that he is 
disposed to leave the responsibility exactly where 


| the Constitution leaves it—where it properly be- 


longs—and that they who have the power shall be 
answerable. That is certainly a very just senti- 
ment, and the influence of that sentiment on my 
own mind, from the first, has been to raise a doubt 
whether we should do anything in the matter but 
give or refuse notice. Nevertheless, the proposi- 
tions of qualification and modification have been 
made in the other House, and in this House; and 
itseems to be insisted that we have a right to— 
perhaps are expected to—perhaps it is the senti- 
ment—I believe it is of a large majority of the 
Senate—say that some qualification should accom- 
pany this notice. Still, 1 really think that, in this 
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state of things, we have a right to know in what ! 
point of view the Executive Government regards 
this notice; or rather, what are the ends and con- 
sequences to which, in the judgment of the Ex- 
ecutive, the giving of this notice will tend. 

When I had the honor of addressing the Sen- 
ate on this subject a month or six weeks ago, I 
said (what appears to me equally true now) that 
the Government of the United States—that the 
President of the United States—cannot expect war. i 
He does not act like the Chief Magistrate of a 
great nation, expecting that the country may be 
soon invaded, He does not act like a man charged 
with the defence of the country, at a moment when 
it is in danger of being assailed by the most formi- | 
dable enemy on earth. There is nothing in his | 
recommendations to the other House, nor to this, | 
indicative of such an expectation. There is no- 
thing of preparation for defence, indicating that the 
President expects war. Well, then, he can expect | 
nothing but a continuance of this dispute, or its 
settlement by negotiation. [am bound to suppose 
that he expects its settlement by negotiation. What | 
terms of negotiation? What basis of negotiation? | 
What grounds of negotiation? Every thing that 
we hear from the Executive department is the 
whole or none;” and yet negotiation! Sir, it is 
in-vain to conceal from ourselves, from the coun- 
try, or from the world, the gross inconsistency of 
this course of conduct. It is the spirit of that cor- 
respondence to which my honorable friend has al- 
ready alluded, that the whole of Oregon is ours, 
and that nothing can be done which admits the 
existence of a doubt as to our right to the whole, 
or the possibility of a right existing in another; and 
yet we are to negotiate! Pray, what is negotia- 
tion? Does the Administration expect that, hy | 
negotiation, it can persuade the British Government | 
to surrender the whole territory to us? Is thatits } 
expectation? It may do that. J cannot say it will | 
not. If that is the expectation of our Government, 
why then, of course, it will try its hand at it. I; 
wish it success! That is to say, I wish the coun- | 
try could be rid of the dispute. Take the whole of | 
Oregon, if you can get it; but, at all events, settle 
the question between the two countries fairly and | 
reasonably. But I say I do not understand the 
position in which the Executive government has 
laced itself: in favor of negotiation all the time; 


bat all the time refusing to take anything less than || 


the whole! What consideration—what compro- 
mise—what basis—what grounds, therefore, for 
negotiation? If the Government of the United 
States has made up its mind—I speak of the Ex- j 
ecutive government—that, so far as it is concerned, 
it will not treat for anything less than the whole 
of Oregon, then it should say so, and throw itself 
on the two Houses of Congress and on the coun- 
try. It should say so. i 

I am entitled to make these remarks, which I : 
mean in no disrespectful spirit to. anybody, be- 
cause it cannot be denied that the effect of this no- | 
tice is very differently viewed by intelligent gentle- | 


men, all friends of the Administration, on the floor |} 


of this Senate. The gentleman from Georgia, 


whose proposition is now thus informally before i| 


| see the embarrassment in which we stand. 


Mr. WEBSTER, The only contingency that 
| Seems likely, then, to interfere in that event which 
all deprecate, is, that England will continue to as- 
sert her claim. Now, I have no right to ask the 
honorable gentleman— a 

_Mr. CASS. Ask me any question you please, 
sir. 

Mr.. WEBSTER. Well, then, does he suppose 
that England ever will surrender the whole of Ore- 
gon in any form of circumstances? > 

Mr. CASS. lhave my doubts whether she ever 
will. I asserted the same thing when I formerly 
addressed the Senate, and asked when was it ever 
known that England relinquished a territory or 
abandoned a principle? I vary not one hair’s 
| breadth from my former position. 

Mr. WEBSTER. The gentleman is of the opin- 
ion that we will not recede, and that England will 
not give up the whole; and what, then, is more nat- 
ural than—not to use the rejected term—that war 
is very likely to happen? { confess the argument 
of the honorable gentleman, more than his partic- 
ular expression, led me to entertain the idea which 
I do entertain, that such was his opinion. To be 
sure, Ido not mean to charge him with saying that 
‘war is inevitable.” But what he said rung in my 
ears ever since, and so I was constantly obliged to 
keep up a comparison with that memorable saying 
with which a senator of old was accustomed to end | 
his speeches—Carihago est delendo. But what I 
have to say is merely to repeat that I am desirous |! 
óf expressing my judgmenton this subject, when- 
ever I can do so, without embarrassing the Admin- 
istration. If negotiation be pending, I wish to 
hold my tongue. It shall be blistered before I 
would say anything derogatory to the title of the 
United States whilst the Government of the Uni- 
ted States was engaged in negotiating for that | 
territory on the strength of our title. Seas 
willaid the Administration in all honorable efforts 
to obtain all that belongs to us, and all that we can |! 
rightfully and honorably acquire with all my heart | 
~-with all my heart. But, then, 1 must know 
something. Certainly, inasmuch as I am a citizen 
of the country, I claim a right, and nothing more, 
to know something of the views, purposes, expec- 
tations, and objects of the Administration. I ean- 
not reconcile myself to be much longer kept in a 
posture of things in which no preparations are 
made to defend the country—in which negotia- 
tion is held out every day as that course of pro- 
cecding which is expected to bring the question 
to a settlement, and to settle the question by Eng- 
land giving up the whole matter in dispute. Now 
| my doubts whether we arrive at that conclusion 
: are quite as deep and as strong as those of my 
friend from Michigan, {[Mr. Cass.] I say for 
one, that in my opinion it is not the judgment 
of this country—it is not the judgment of the Sen- | 
ate, that the Government of the United States 
should run the hazard of a war for Oregon, by re- 
nouncing, as no longer fit for consideration, the pro- | 
position of adjustment made by this Government | 
: thirty years ago, and repeated in the face of the 
| world. I do not say any specific proposition; but 


us, regards the notice as leading to peace—expects | 
peace from it—hoypes peace from it—desires to ex- | 
press such opinions as shall cnahle the Adminis- 
tration, in the conduct of its negotiations, to arrive 
at peace. Still it is quite certain that other gentle- | 
men, and amongst the rest my distinguished friend | 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] are much less ardent | 
in their hopes of peace flowing from the notice. 
‘That gentleman’s opinion seems to have been, that, ! 
if we pass this notice, we shall be obliged to take | 
possession, and that then war will follow. That ; 
is the declaration of the gentleman. His speeches | 
generally end with the expression of his fear that | 
war is inevitable—war is inevitable. 
Mr. CASS. 


j 


But let me 


give this notice; that if we did so, and went on 
complying with the other recommendations of the | 
President, and in the meantime, if within the year 
the question were not settled by negotiation, then | 
I thought war would come; that if we should ad- 
here to our pretensions, and England to hers, in- 
sisting on her claim; war must come. 


| 


i| longer proper for our consideration, propositions 


1 say the general proposition, the general idea, the 
gencral plan of separating the interests of the peo- 
ple who live beyond the Rocky mountains, in the 
appropriate language used the other day by the 
member from Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] In my 
opinion, it is not the judgment of this country that, 
at the hazard of a war, we shall now reject, as no 


; made and repeated thirty—twenty years ago. 1 do 
not believe that that is the judgment of the Senate. 
: L have the fullest belief that the proposition of the 


some definite form, not because I attach any special - 
importance toan immediate expression ofan opinion | 
merely. We have every week an. opportunity-of 
saying what, in a week, almost willbe known:all 
over the world. - But I wisk to. put.an end to this- 
annoying and distracting state of things which now 
exists in the country. The. present condition of 
this question is productive of the most sérious €m- 
barrassment. It is proposed to remodel:the tariff. 
How? To augment duties:or to reduce duties?’ If 
to augment, is it in prospect of war? If to reduce, 
is it in the confirmed hope of ieee I want to 
know how any gentleman in either House of Con- 
gress can act intelligently on such a subject as.that 
of revenue until he know whether we are to have 
settled peace, or whether we are very. near to an 
outbreak with a powerful foreign State. And if 
we look into private affairs, the evil is equally. 
pressing. Look at the effect on our immense com- 
merce. It is easy for gentlemen to. say that they 
regard the national honor as of greater consequence 
than the national commerce. Sodo I. If the honor 
of the country be assailed, then, to use the language 
of a gentleman in the other House some years ago, 
« Perish commerce!” But these are not interests 
with which you can trifle. Surely the. American 
ships that cover the ocean—the whole of the sea- 
board—the great interests connected with’ private 
life,and every man’s daily. business and daily bread, 
are not to be trifled with by diplomatic forms—by 
the pursuit of objects not connected with the sub- 
stantial interests of the country. | These ‘ave the 
reasons why I desire an opportunity, as soon as 
might be convenient, of expressing-an opinion—if 
we are to express any opinion at all—and to hear 
what weight others might please to give it. If it 


| be thought better not to express an opinion, then 


let all the amendments be withdrawn, and let the 
uestion of naked notice be put. Let us meet that. 
That will throw the responsibility solely on the 
Executive Government, making it answerable for 
the exercise of the power it holds to the fullest ex- 
tent. lam either for taking the question on the direct 
resolution for notice, or Lam for taking it in some 
form—if we express any opinion at all—that shall 
express the opinion I have intimated, and which I 
believe to be according to the judgment of the coun- 
try and the judgment ofthe Senate. : By 
Mr. BREESE said ‘he had me) 


ment till Monday, -an 
the table. If we loo 
discussion, we will 
avery strict course;:an 
cord to me the same nights 
a matter personal to himself hë, 
postponement, and ‘he hoped ‘th 
would be extended to him which had: 
to others. ‘ oe 

Mr. WEBSTER. Certainly; P-hope: 

Mr. BREESE resumed. There-isa mani 
| difference, although it may not appear al first-view, 
between my amendment and the resolution pro- 
posed by the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. That simply asks that the con- 
vention of 1827, which is but incident to that of 
| 1818, should be abrogated. I wish to include the 
| latter also, and that in twelve months after the giv- 
ing the notice, untrammelled by any condition 


|| whatever, but expressed in courteous terms, and 


| destitute of anything in its terms that could give 


offence. As to the action upon the resolution, as 
far as gentlemen are concerned, E have nothing to 
Í have drawn the resolution in terms.of 


i 


we obtain the whole, is what I do not comprehend 
in diplomacy or matters of government, I wish, 
therefore, we could get this matter resolved into 


i 


honorable Senator from Georgia now on your table | 


hetier that it should be postponed, to give the Sen- <: 
ate time for consideration before voting. In regard.“ 
| to what has been said about the transmission of~ 

of the Senate by the steamer for Eng- 
In matters of this kind, of 
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{Mr. WessrteR] säid he thought would receive 

the votes of two-thirds of this body. 

Mr. WEBSTER. ‘I said a majority of the Sen- 
ate. : 3 | 
' My. BREESE. . I know the honorable Senator 
at first said a majority, but a friend on his right 
suggested two-thirds, which the. Senator seemed 
‘to chime'in with very readily, and to adopt. I 
cannot, sir, think that it would get the votes of a 
majority of this Senate. It could not receive mine. 
As the representative of my constituents—the peo- 
ple of Iilinois—I could not give a vote that would 
place the Executive under the necessity of yield- 
ing, against his wishes, a portion of American ter- 
ritory to a foreign Power. It appears to me that 
we are placed in a very awkward position as far | 
as our Government is coucerned. Look at the dip- 
tomatic correspondence laid before this body. Af- 
ter receiving our offer of the 49th degree: and re- 
fusing it, does the British Minister propose any 
substitute? No, sir; and E should like to know 
how it is to be settled by negotiation, 

io WEBSTER. I-should like to know that 
also. ; 

Mr. BREESE. We must go on as directed by 
the President, give this notice, and arrive at a defi- 
nite point, at which our claims must be asserted 
and maintained. Ido not think, sir, with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, that our first duty is to secure 
peace. No, sir; our first duty is the preservation 
of all our national rights, the protection of our in- 
‘terests, and the vindication of our national honor. 
That is our duty; and if,in doing so, war ensue, 
then I say, let it come; then the nerve of the Amer- 
ican people will be tested; the American people | 
would be found ready to meetit. [am not anx- 
ious, certainly, for such a state of things; nor do I 
think that.anything growing out of our present af- 
fairs can involve us in a war with England. I} 
have merely to add that I hope this subject will be 
postponed, to afford time for further reflevtion and 
discussion. 

‘Mr. COLQUITT. I wish at this time to make 
one ortwo remarks. Ona former occasion I stated 
to the Senate that I intended to go in favor of giv- 
ing the notice; that I would go for it in any shape 
in which it had been presented; but I have thought 
it advisable to present an amendment, the second 
part of which is inserted for the purpose of eliciting 
and ascertaining what is the feeling of this body in 
regard to negotiation. According to the speeches 
of gentlemen who may be considered to know most 
about the views of Government on the matter, the 
Executive is opposed to negotiation as dishonorable; 
and if there be a majority of the Senate to sustain 
‘those views, and prepared to say that they will not 
give up one inch of Oregon, it is time the country 
should understand it, that they may be prepared to 
meet all the results. I say it is idle to talk of ne- 

» gotiation, if in the same breath we say we must 
have every inch of Oregon. The Senator from H- 
linois. had said that this question would try the 
nerve of the American people.. Well, sir, I am 
not much given to boasting myself about my readi- 
ness‘to fight, nor do I think the people of Georgia 
would desire me to say much in their behalf, or 
eulogize their nerve in war. But this much 1 will 
say, that I think. thé greatest nerve is required to 
enable us to show ourselves men in nothing but 
whatis right. Igive men little credit for their 
valor when they are backed by their constituents; 
but on great national questions, if the tide of public 
sentiment was running:in favor of a particular 
position, the truth and justice of which a man 
doubted in his own heart, and he was required to 
act according to his owniconvictions,<that was the 
point-at which his nerve would be tested. 

Mr. BREESE. Ihave no doubt. 

Mr. COLQUITT. So I understood. The gentle- 
man was speaking about nerve. If gentlemen are 
bent on war, well, bring up the two countries, face 
to face; and let us see then who will show most 
nerve. Yam for negotiation"and compromise; but 
if I think the national honor compromitted by any 


treaty, I think I will have nerve enough to vote 
against that treatys;fand no matter what may be || 
the: state of public sentiment, E will endeavor to ” 


28 


act in such a manner as to secure my ease of con- 
science, and with fidelity to myself, my country, 


and my God. Į do not think it a great evidence | 
of nerve for aman to say he was backed by his 
constituents in making a declaration of war. But 

that is not the question. The question is not one |; 
of nerve or no nerve; it is this: Are our rights in 
that territory so fixed and established by munici- 
pal, or international, or any other law, that they 
cannot be a subject for negotiation? That is the |i 
question; and it would not have been necessary |} 
for me to advert to it now but for the sentiments | 
expressed here so often, that it would be dishon- 
orable to make any treaty or compromise with the 
British Government, giving up one inch of Oregon. 
I do not propose to enter upon this topic: I will 
draw no line, nor define any boundary in Oregon. 
I will leave that to those whose duty it is to nego- 
tiate upon it, and settle it as they think proper. 
With them I leave it, only desiring to say this |! 
much—that, as it has been the subject of negotia- j 
tion for many years between the two Governments, 
and on the part of ours condueted by some of the 
best and wisest men the country ever produced— 
who had some nerve, too—men whom the people 
delighted to honor, whose courage and patriotism : 
were never doubted, but who submitted to nego- 

tiation these disputed boundaries, it is a proper | 
subject for negotiation. T tell the Senator from H- 
linois that Lam willing to go with him and with ; 
the Exeeutive step by step in preserving our na- || 
tional honor; but T wish to ascertain whether itis the || 
sentiment of Congress that they are willing to give || 
up nothing of 540 40’, Weare bound to he pre- 
pared for the alternative that may present itself. | 
If we are resolved to nevotiate for nothing but ii 
that, then we ought to be prepared to fight—we 
ought to make preparation for war, no matter what 
may he the result. T desire, on the present occa- 
sion, nothing more than to present that issue, and 
ascertain whether it is the sense of the Senate that 
this Government would be dishonored if it com- į 
promised. 1 do not pretend to instruet, the Sena- | 
tor from Tifinois; but as the public mind is dis- | 
turbed on this subject, T desire to have an expres- 
sion on this question. The Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts seems to think the Executive has acted i 
inconsistently. The inconsistency was in this— 
that the Executive relied on negotiation, while he | 
asserted an indisputable title to 54° 40'. This was | 
the construction put by some of the friends of the | 
Administration on the assertion of the claim of | 
540 40'; and T do not think that the Senator does 
the Executive justice in putting this construction 
upon the Message in relation to this claim. T de- 
sire that the Message should be considered the 
best commentary npon itself and on its assertion 
of our claim to 549 40’. Whati said before Tsay 
now, that the expression made use of was used in 
common parlance, not to be understood as saying |! 
that the title was so legally and clearly settled that |! 
we could make no compromise of it. T do not | 
say he will accept of a seitlement at 49°, no mat- 
ter what offers have been made already. Ido nat} 
desire to be understood as making an argument to i| 


i 
i 


i 
ji 
į 
Hi 
| 
f 
1 


sustain him in what he may do; but F shall be 
greatly mistaken in my construction of the Presi- | 
dent’s Message if he used the words ‘clear and | 
unquestionable ” to mean thatit was so definitive- | 
ly settled as. to admit of neither negotiation nor | 
| 
i 
| 
i 


compromise; for it does seem to me a contradic- 
tion to say that that is fixed and unquestionable | 
which has been in dispute for the last twenty-five | 
or thirty years; it is a contradiction in terms to į 
say so, according to my construction; but I do not. 
say that others of his friends have not the right to | 
put their own construction upon it as I do; but if | 
I mistake not, it has been said before, in language | 
as strong, by Mr. Clay, several years ago, at the | 
time he gave instructions to our Minister to renew |} 
negotiations, and make even more liberal offers | 
than we have done to Great Britain. 

Iam not sure but the language used by the 
President in his Message is the very same as that 
used by Mr. Clay in regard to title; but certainly 


he could not mean more than what I have given 
as the true construction of the words. 


an application, 
; cowardly; and though the world might very well 


He knew that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Brerse] was usually very courteous in his man- 
ner in debate, and he might speak according to 
his own feelings when he threw out the intimation 
that whoever was not ready to go for allof Oregon 
up to 54° 40’ might be actuated by a want of nerve. 
The Senator very probably might feel that in his 
own case, with his own strong conviction respect- 
ng our title, it would be a want of nerve which 
lone could induce him to yield an inch. But the 
Senator would probably admit that now and then 
there might be, here and there, a man found, ay, 
and a Representative, too, and one who represent- 
ed a brave and a generous people—a people as in- 
sensible to fear and as calm in danger as the hon- 
orable Senator or his honorable constituency—who 
might, nevertheless, believe that this Oregon ques- 


| tion was a suitable subject of negotiation and com- 
| promise. 


The Senator, he presumed, did not in- 
tend to insinuate that any gentleman here was 
ready, through coward fear, to surrender the rights 
of his country; nevertheless, this might be a very 
genteel way of putting in the spurs to one suspect- 


ted of not having too much courage. It might be 


i very good policy to say to sucha gentleman, “The 


world has been hitherto under the impression that 
you have not much nerve. Now, the way for you 
at once to dissipate that suspicion, and to prove 
that you are a man of nerve, will be to plunge the 
nation at once into war.’ 

Now, gentlemen might think it very proper to 
put spurs of this description to men who had not 
really courage enough to resist and withstand such 
Nobody desived to be considered 


understand that a certain individual lacked nerve, 


; yet if it could be contrived to draw the public mind 
: to this question of nerve or no nerve, some gentle- 


men might be induced by that very consideration 
to show a terrible amount of nerve; indecd, whose 


Native courage, without such an artificial stimulus, 


never would propel them to the performance of a 
brave deed. Such men might shrink from stand- 
ing up to the line unless they felt the prick of the 
bayonet a posteriori. There might be a good many 
timid men who, if left to their own judgment, 
might be weak enough to think that the country 
would not be disgraced by negotiating on such a 
question. So far as Mr. C. was concerned, he 
was very apt to judge the feelings of men by the 
general result of experience; which was, that men 
who brag greatly of their bravery were not quite 
so braveas they wished to be thought. He knew, 
too, that some men spoke from passion, and others 
from calculation. For his own part, he did not 


i greatly like to getintoa difficulty, and he generally 
i supposed his adversary did not like it any better 
| than himself. The result of his personal calcula- 
i tion had been rather to avoid scrapes than to seek 


after them. He had seen your airy vaporing spir- 
its met before now by a modest, quict, and appa- 
rently spiritless man; and when things came to an 
e, he had generally observed either that the 
waggart quailed before his adversary, or else got 
well whipped in the fight. At all events, he did 


i not consider the present occasion as any great and 


decided test of nerve. 
could be. 

It was no great proof of courage for gentlemen, 
in this comfortable chamber, to talk largely about 
fighting, when they were out of danger, and to 
speak loudly about not yielding up an inch out of 
many millions of acres, when the battle was afar 
and no danger imminent. Mr. C. could not con- 


We were safe yet as men 


j| sider it a question of nerve or no nerve how a gen- 


tleman spoke, either in the one chamber or the 
other. For himself, he had no doubt in the world, 
that there were many who wished to see this ques- 
tion compromised, who were as brave and patri- 
otic men as the country contained, and who, should 


| ihe matter not terminate honorably, would be 
| found rallying with great firmness round their 
| country’s standard; whose place would be in the 
i front rank, where blows were dealt; and who 
; would be the very last to turn their backs on the 


common foe. 
Mr, C. observed, in conclusion, that the gentle- 
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man from Ilinois had always been courteous in 
debate, His remarks had been somewhat strong; 
but if Mr. C. believed with that Senator, that it 
would be a national dishonor not to insist on every 
inch of Oregon, he might very well consider that 
if he should yield up any portion of the territory, 
he should justly expose himself to the charge of a 
want of nerve. 

Mr. BREESE, I am exceedingly sorry that 
the gentleman has thought it necessary to take the 
course he has, in his remarks. I had no intention 
in what I said, to connect the title to Oregon with 
the question of nerve, nor to enter into any de- 
scription of courage as an attribute of the people I 
represent—nothing of the sort. I was merely de- 
sirous of presenting, in a strong point of view, the 
President’s Message, in which he says that, after 
the expiration of the notice, we will be in a con- 
dition to pursue our rights, or abandon them. 
I am really surprised that the gentleman from 
Georgia should give such a coloring to m 
marks; and with all respect to him, I think that it 
was uncalled for. Iwas only speaking of what 
would be the situation of the- people of this coun- 
try in case the notice was given in twelve months, 
and that then we either must assert our rights to 


> 


be clear and unquestionable, or abandon them. Is | 


not that the question, and is it not entirely proper 
for me to argue it in this pointof view? And was 
it not also competent for me to say that, should 
the notice be given, conformably with the recom- 
mendation of the President, when the period of its 
expiration should arrive, the American people 
would be so placed, that their spirit and energy 
would be tested? ‘hen it will be seen, whether 
we are willing to yield to the unfounded preten- 
sions of a foreign Power, and allow them to ac- 
quire, by compromise and negotiation, everything 
they asked, as they have before done. The time 
will then arrive, when it shall be tested whether 


the rights we hold sacred are to be surrendered up į 


to the claim of a foreign Power of as great magni 
tude as England is admitted to be. ‘lhe Senator 
from Georgia says that he proposed his second res 


was disturbed. It may be so; but I beg leave to 
tell him it is not disturbed in his sense; but it is 
disturbed at the idea that any integral portion of 
American territory should be taken away by a dip- 
lomatic arrangement. And when I said { could 
not vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia, it was under the impression that our title 
is “clear and wnquestionable;’’ and J hold myself 
responsible to prove, from the principles of inter- 
national law, that it is indisputable. I do not be- 
lieve, that if this was shown clearly, any gentle- 
man in this Senate would vote for negotiation or 
compromise. I cannot believe that a majority of 
the American Senate are ready to do an act so fatal 
to the interests of this country. J make no prefer- 
ence of courage, either on my own part or on th 
part of the people of Illinois; but I said, when the 
period, after the expiration of the notice, should 
arrive, the American people would be catled upon 
to assert their rights—that their nerves would be 
tested; for, should a contest ensue with Great Brit- 
ain upon this subject, we would have to wield the 
weapon with no lady’s hand, but with the heavy 
gauntlet of the mightiest conflict of two great na- 
tions. 

Mr. ALLEN misunderstood the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Coreuirr;] but he wished to know 
whether he did not offer the second section of his 
resolution for the purpose of testing the sense of 
the Senate upon the question of compromising the 
difficulty. If mistaken, the Senator could correct 
him, , ; 

Mr. COLQUITT. There was no material mis- 
take in the version given by the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. Auten] of his (Mr. C.’s) object. 
stated that remarks made, or construction put upon 
the language of the President’s Message, was one 
inducement for him to offer the resolution, and to 
test the feeling of the Senate on the subject of ne- 
gotiation and compromise. À 

Mr. ALLEN said he was not, then, mistaken 
in any material point. He would not say that 
there was any impropriety in offering the proposi- 
tion which the Senator had offered; for certainly, 


Te- 


He had | 


whose opinions he wished to elicit, clearly and pre- 
cisely to understand the meaning of the proposi- 
| tion. | Fairness and candor required that when a 
|| question was asked of the Senate, which was to 
il be answered by a solemnly-recorded vote, that that 
|| Question should be so definite in its meaning as to 
leave no room for hesitation in the mind of any 
Senator. There were two words in the resolution 
which admitted of a very extended, a very limited, 
|| or a very medium sense, as might suit the conve- 
mience of those by whom it was to be construed. 
They were required to say to the nation and to the 
world, by the adoption of that resolution, that they 
earnestly desired that this long-standing controver- 
| Sy respecting limits in the Oregon territory should 
i| be speedily settled by negotiation and compromise. 
Now, what was meant by the word compromise? 
| The resolution contained the word limits. It con- 
| tained that word as applicahle to the Oregon terri- 
| tory, and that word is followed by the word com- 
promise. What, then, was the meaning of that 
word? When the Senate was called upon to record 
| a test vote of their sentiments upon the resolution, 
they had a right to know whether it was the mean- 
j ing of the mover of the resolution that they were 
to compromise the difficulty by a surrender of a 
part of the territory to Great Britain. And if it 
meant that they were to surrender a part, what 
part? The resolution was presented with the 
avowed object of testing the sentiments of Sena- 
tors—of requiring them to put upon paper the pre- 
cise and exact view which they entertained with 
regard to the controversy. But, from the general 
phraseology of the resolution, and the vague gen- 
erality of meaning which the word compromise 
seemed to carry with it, a man might well vote for 
the resolution, and afterwards say that he did not 
mean by compromise that they were to give away 
| any part of the territory to Great Britain, but some- 
; thing else was meant by the word. He desired, if 
the Senate was to be measured, man by man, from 
| head to foot, by the standard which the Senator ap- 
lied to them, he desired that that standard should 
e marked in inches and feet, with precise and un- 
equivocal accuracy. He desired that it should be 
known whether it was the purpose of the resolu- 
ij tion, under the disguised, or rather ambiguous, 
|| meaning of the word “compromise,” to require the 
Senate to countenance, in advance, the surrender 
| of a part of the Oregon territory to Great Britain? 
| Whether it was to be required of them that they 
|| should express their opinions upon this great ques- 
ji tion of dismembering the Union; because that 
|| which belonged to the Union was within the right 
| and power of the Union, and to sacrifice it would 
| be equivalent to the sacrifice of any portion of the 
|| Union. All that he desired to know was, What 
i| was the precise and accurate meaning of the word 
i “compromise?” Whether, in the first place, it 
i meant a division of the territory, and the surrender 
of a part of it to Great Britain? And, if so, what 
part? Where was the line to be run? And for 
what equivalent were they to make the surrender ? 
| Whether it was to be for some equivalent, or for 
i none? 
|| surrender for an equivalent, or from a dread of the 
consequences of not making the surrender? That 


olution, in view of the fact that the American mind |; 


was all. ‘Therefore, if their sentiments were to be 
assume a precise and definite length. It would be 
| necessary to examine the question of weights and 
i; measures, and see if they had them well regulated 
|| by a fixed law, before they undertook to regulate 
|i the weight and the measurement of other things. 
j! He wanted the thing to be put in plain language, 
|, that its meaning might be clearly ascertained; that 
i they might know whether it was meant that the 


t 
į 


| 
l 
it 
| 
| 
i division of the territory at the 49th parallel, was 
i the old proposition made by his predecessors. The 


Whether they were required to make the | 


j 
| 
| tested, it was necessary that the standard should | 
| 


to revert to the circumstances under which that 
offer was made. The President of the United 
States himself declared that he made it because he 
felt himself in some degree bound by what his,pre- 
decessors had done, and that he withdrew it when 
it was rejected, and acted on his own original opin- 
ion, as expressed in his inaugural address, which 
was, that our title was anquestionable: up. tothe 
Russian line, as settled in 1824, fixing 54° 40 as 
the boundary. ~ ees : 
Something had been said with regard to the 
views of the Executive. In reference to that, he 
had only to refer gentlemen to: the Message itself; 
and he would announce here that the views of the 
President had undergone no change, nor shadow of 
change. He did not desire to go into the generat 
discussion of this’ matter now, for he had had a 
greater share already in the debate than had fallen 
to any one individual, and he had merely risen at 
present for the purpose of affording the Senator 
from Georgia the opportunity of explaining more 
precisely the meaning of his resolution. 

Mr. COLQUITT said that, after the remarks 
which he had already submitted, he could hardly 
have supposed that Senators would have considered 
his meaning doubtful; and he thought that the very 
argument of the Senator from Ohio himself showed 
that he did not so consider ite Fhe Senator re- 
uired a definite and exact measure for the gui- 
ance of the Senate. ‘he exact measure which 
he himself wanted was, whether they could com- 
promise an inch; and he would leave it to the Ex- 
ecutive, in whose hands it properly belonged, to 
say how far they should compromise; and’ after 
that, it would be time enough for the Senate to de- 
termine whether they would sustain that compro- 
mise. He did not intend to be so indelicate as to 
take the matter out of the hands of the negotiators 
and run a line for them, but to test the opinion of 
the Senate as to whether there ought to be a com- 
promise at all. ‘The honorable Senator from Ohie 
spoke of a compromise as being a dismemberment 
of the Union; that he considered to be an indica- 
tion on the part of the Senator of his intention to 
go against all negotiation and all compromise, and 
his purpose was to see how many Senators were 
of that opinion. But, said the Senator from Ohio, 
we must run the line; we must take the proport- 
tions and dimensions of the compromise; ‘we must ; 
define precisely how far we will go.. Butthatwas 
not the object of his resolution; that question was 
with the negotiators. It was for them. to. submit 
such proposition as they might think reasonable. 
And there was another reason why the Sena 
should not mark out a definite-line: and that*was, 
that if they did so, they would have-to act upon it 
hereafter; whereas they ought not:to commit them- 
selves to any definite division of-the territory. The 
test he desired was, whether'the ‘public negotiator 
should be authorized to compromise at’ all upon 
any boundary short of 54° 40’. The Senator had 
treated the question as though the territory of Ore- 
gon up to 54° 40’ constituted an integral portion of 
the United States. Why, that was the very ques- 
tion in dispute. He would make no argument 
against the title of this country, but he was aware, 
and the Senator from Ohio was aware, that no line 
has been run. He was aware that exceedingly 
wise men, certainly possessing more ability than he 


|| would arrogate to himself, had looked upon it asa 


matter of controversy. He was aware that some 
|i of the best statesmen the country ever boasted had 
made efforts to settle the question by compromise. 
| And that was now the test, whether it was the 
i| sense of the Senate, or of the Congress of the Uni- 
i| ted States, that there could be no negotiations and 
no compromise; that there could be nothing ac- 
cepted short of the elaim set up by the President to 
i| the whole of the territory up to 54° 40". That was 
ii the test. As to where the line should be run, that 
|| was a matter which he would leave with the negò- 
tiator. If necessary, he could give his opinion 
i| upon it; but he would leave it in the hands of the 
proper parties, and if they could not negotiate, the 
Senate might then act upon it. oe AS 

i| One other remark as to the President's views 
upon the subject. The- Senator from Ohio had 
spoken in exceedingly emphatic language; and the 
| inference to be drawn from his remarks was, that 
i the President concurred with him that no compro- 
| mise could now be made by which ‘the United 
States should receive less than the whole-territo- 


ry, having withdrawn the offer of compr mise 
Shon the 49th parallel. It might be:so3.1t might be 
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that the Senator had some private information 
of which others were wholly ignorant. It might 
be that the President had made communications to 
him which had not been made public; but when 
the Senator asserted that the President had with- || 
drawn thé proposition for a compromise, and de- 
clared our title to be unquestionable, he would like 
to be informed whether the intention of the Ex- 
ecutive was that there could be no compromise. 


“Mr. ALLEN ‘said he had stated nothing but 
what the public documents informed him of: . The 
arguments accompanying the withdrawal of the 
proposition expressly reasserted our claim up to 
the Russian boundary. That was what he had | 
said; and he had said that the President now stood 
precisely where the correspondence which had 
en laid upon the table placed him. 

Mr. COLQUITT. But that is where we all 
stand. The President certainly claims up to 54° 
40’, and so do we; but does that argue that the 
President considers the line fixed and settled? | 
Does he consider it so fixed and settled, that to 
compromise short of that boundary would be a 
national dishonor? There is, if I may judge from 
the correspondence, no such evidence there. What | 
does the Secretary mean, when he says in his 
last letter, “Two great nations, so closely bound 
* together by their commercial ties, ought to be 
‘able amicably to arrange this question between 
t themselves??? What does he mean when he says 
this? Cannot arbitration settle it? Am I to sup- 
pone that the line has been so fixed that there can 

no compromise? Judging from the correspond- 
ence, I would take exactly the reverse of this po- 
sition. I would be led to believe that they feel 
they can do each other justice by negotiation. Tt 
was the construction which I placed upon that 
part of the President’s Message, and upon the cor- 
respondence, which induced me to offer the second 
section of my resolution; if negotiation and com- 
prome be inadmissible, that we may understand 
how to vote when those measures of appropria- 
tion come up, which will, in that case, be neces- 
sary; that is all. 

But the Senator from Ohio says we must have 
the exact dimensions—we must draw a line. Why, 
that is what I want the negotiators todo. F desire 
that they should take their own legitimate work 
into their own hands. But if we say to them that 
the compromise of an inch of Oregon would be a 
national disgrace, why, of course, the President | 
will stop all negotiation; and I made the proposi- 
tion to see whether there should be compromise at 
all. My own convictions, as expressed the other 
day, are, that our title is not so clear to the whole 
of Oregon that it would be a national disgrace to 
negotiate and compromise, and- I desire to test the 
sense of the Senate upon that point. | 

Mr. ALLEN. The second section of the hon- 
orable Senator’s resolution, then, is intended to 
have the effect of advising the President. It does 
not confer any power upon him. which he has not 
now; that is manifest. It is designed solely to ad- 
vise him, and being an advice, it seems to me but | 
justice to the President that the advice should 
carry its own explanation with it. Now, sir, the 
state of the case may be presented in very few 
words. At the opening of this session of Con- 
gress, the President in his annual Message tells us 
that “ the extraordinary and inadmissible demands 
* of the British Government, and the rejection of 
* the proposition made in deference alone to what 
“had been done by my predecessors, and the im- 
* plied obligation which their acts scemed to im- 
< pose, afford satisfactory evidence that no com- 
c promise which the. United States ought to accept 
«can be effected. With this conviction, the pro- 
* position of compromise which had been made 
‘and rejected was, by my direction, subsequently 
< withdrawn, and our title to the whole of Oregon 
* territory asserted, and, as is believed, maintained 
‘ by irrefragable facts and arguments.” 

That is what the President tells Congress. And | 
in answer to that, the resolution of the Senator de- | 
clares “ that it is earnestly desired that the long- 
t standing. controversy respecting limits in the Or- 
t egon territory be speedily settled by negotiation 
* and compromise, in order to tranquillize the pub- 
‘lic mind, and to preserve the friendly relations of 
‘the two countries.” Now, sir, the Senate is to 
send. this advice in answer to the advice which the | 
President sends us. He advises us to act, and it | 
is proposed to.avoid action, and answer his advice | 
by advising him, throwing the responsibility upon } 


$ 


t has. 


him, and at the same time refusing to specify what 
we mean, Thatisit. Well, I suppose that ‘this 
matter will go to the common receptacle where all 
the other propositions have gone, and will come 
up for consideration all together; therefore, I ask 
pardon of the Senate for having consumed this 
much of its time in reference to this matter now. 
Mr. CALHOUN rose and said, itis very ob- 
vious that the great question involved in this mat- 
ter is this: Can the controversy between us and 
Great Britain be settled by negotiation and com- 
promise? or is it to be settled by an assertion of 
our right to the entire territory, and an appeal to 
arms? Whatever doubts have heretofore existed 
upon this point, there can be none after the decla- 
ration of to-day, that this is the real question in- 
volved. A question of greater moment never has 


been presented in Congress from the days of the | 


Revolution to the present. Sir, I hold it emi- 
nently desirable that the Senate should make an 
expression of their opinion upon this important 
matter. I cannot believe that there is a single 
Senator who has not made up his mind upon it, 
or who can hesitate to respond yea or nay, when 
the question is putin the form of an amendment 
to the resolution. Sir, I hold it important that they 
should respond. It is necessary to know the sense 
of this body, in order to guide our future legislation. 
If we mean to maintain our tide by force of arms, 
Jet us begin, let us Ivy aside all other things; and 
let me say, if gentlemen do not begin with the ne- 
cessary measures before involving the country in 
a war, you are most likely to be discomiited 
foremost among those important measures are 
those relating to your finanees, Sir, L hold it to 


be desirable to guide the business men of the | 
They know not what to do, nor have | 


country. 
they known for the last three months. ‘The prop- 
erty of thousands has been periled, and millions 
upon millions have beeu lost. Sir, there ought to 
be an end to this state of excitement, With due 
deference to the Executive, and without intending 
the slightest disrespect, | must suy i greatly regret 
that it has been left m the state of uncertainty it 
Sir, | deem it to be important, and } speak 
without hesitation on this point, that it should be 


passed this very day; because, whatever our de- |) 
cision is, it is desirable, in my opinion, that it! 


reach the other side of the Atlantic as 
speedily as possible, 

Sir, i helieved from the beginning of the session 
that the great question of peace and war depended 
upon this body—upon your gravity, your wisdom, 
and your patriotism; and T trust that such a re- 
sponse will be given this very day as will quict the 
fears of millions on bath sides of the Adantic. 
Sir, T entertain the most courteous feelings towards 
the Senator from Hlinois, and T would indulge him 


should 


with the time he requires, if I could consistently | 


with my duty. And let me say to the Senator that 
a slight difference in mere phraseology can be of 
little consequence, so far as great questions are 


concerned, as itis not proposed, I presume, to go j 
further than to try the sense of the Senate upon } 
this amendment at this time, and hereafter he will | 
have an opportunity to express his views to what- | 


ever extent he wishes. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he did not desire to pro- 
tract the discussion, but he rose simply to ask the 
consent of the Senate that he might lay upon the 
table and have printed a resolution which he in- 
tended, at the proper time, to offer as an amend- 
ment. to the resolution of the Senator from Georgia. 
Ele assured the Senate that his feelings were with 
that Senator, and that he regarded all his measures 
with profound respect. But he was induced to 
offer this amendment by the language which had 
fallen from him to-day. Me had known that Sen- 
ator intimately since die commencement of his ser- 
vice in Congress, and there were old attachments 


existing between them which he trusted would not | 


be severed. He offered this amendment as mecting 
completely the opinion expressed by the Senator, 
His amendment was, first, to strike out all after 
the words “ present session,” in the first section of 
the Senator’s resolution, and his object was to 
avoid, if possible, what all gentlemen must desire 
to avert, the call ofan extra session of Congress. 
His amendment next proposed to strike out, in the 
second section, all after the word “ compromise ,”’ 
(the word ‘negotiation *’ he would leave in to gratify 
the Senator,) and insert the following: “ Provided, 
‘That no portion of said territory shall be surren- 
© dered to the Government of Great Britain to which 


; and | 


| 


‘the United States has the best tite.” He under- 
stood the Senator from Georgia to be willing to go 
i for this amendment, and he asked the consent of 
i the Senate that it might be printed. . 

| Mr. CRITTENDEN said he did not rise for the 
| purpose of prolonging the discussion, but to relieve 
| himself from a misapprehension of his remarks on 
i the part of the Senator from Ilinois, who had very 
| earnestly declared that he differed entirely from the 
| Senator from Kentucky in the sentiment which he 
had expressed, that it was one of our greatest du- 
ties to preserve the pence of the country; that it 
was our first duty to preserve the peace of the coun- 
try. The gentleman declared that he differed en- 
tirely from that sentiment. Then (continued Mr. 


C.) Tam obliged to infer that, if the gentleman 
differs from me, he misunderstands my meaning. 
Did the gentleman understand me as saying that, 
in order to preserve peace, I would sacrifice the 
honor and interests of the country? ‘That it was 
our first duty to preserve peace at any sacrifice? 


Mr. BREESE. Certainly not. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, H, then, peace can be 
preserved consistently with the honor and interests 
of the country, L ask him if he differs with me? 

Mr. BREESE. Certainly not. Batt hold that 
our first duty is to preserve all the rights of the 
country; and if, while preserving those rights, we 
can preserve peace, Thold it to be our duty to do so, 

Mr. COLQUITT. One remark, by way of re- 
turning thanks to the Senator from Indiana. And, 
first, let me state that, from the manner in which 
he presents his amendment, he seems to conclude 
that we believe the line to be settled at 54° 46", 
| Now, how are we to decide upon this point? The 
Executive says that our tide is clear up to that 
line; but the Executive of this country 1s not the 
sole tribunal by which that question is to be deter- 
mined, The Senator seems to assume the Presi- 
dents judgment alone to be conclusive upon a 
question of our tide to the whole; but that is the 
very question in dispute, We insist that ours is 
the best titles they insist that theirs is the best. 
Hence we disagree, and the whole dispute rests 
i just where it did before the President made his 
i declaration, And whether we are to compel our 
adversaries to take our adjudication of our own 
rights, that is the question, 

My, HLANNEGAN. My proposition is very 
brief, simple, and explicite Every Senator under- 
stands it. It provides against the surrender of any 
portion which is ours; and I ask the Senator from 
Georgia if he is willing to say here that he will 
vote for the surrender of one foot of American soil 
under the arrogant demand of any Power on earth? 
Is not the American public the great tribunal that 
ill determine the question? F hold that the sen- 
timents which fell to-day from the illustrious Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and which will carry his 
name alone to the very frontiers of tine, that his 
“tongue should blister before he would argue 
against the American title pending negotiations,” 
was worthy of the representative of Massachusetts 
in her proudest and best days. Tam opposed to 
arbitration. I am opposed to the views of the 
Senator from Kentucky, to whose remarks, how- 
ever, I listened with peculiar pleasure; but there 
was one Englishman to whom, if living, I would 
submit the question without hesitation, and that 
man was Lord Camden. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said it was not 
his purpose to engage in the debate. He rose 
merely to put an inquiry to the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations—an inquiry which 
he deemed called for by the remarks which fell 
from that gentleman. He was sure that the Sena- 
tor would see, what the whole public sees and feels, 
that it was exceedingly desirable that the public 
should be informed, as far as could be consist- 
ently with the public interests, what was the deter- 
mination of the Executive in regard to this ques- 
tion. The inquiry which he wished to propound 
to the Senator had been, in his judgment, rendered 
necessary by the declaration of the Senator, that, 
when the President offered to settle the dispute 
| upon the parallel of 49°, he did it exclusively in 
compliance with offers of the same description 
which had been made by his predecessors, and in 
deference to their jndgment; and when he asserted, 
as he did, that our title was clear and undisputed, 
which opinion he still retains, that he declared his 
determination to fall back and take nothing short 
of 54° 40'. He understood the Senator to add, 
that he felt authorized to say that there had bee 
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no shade or shadow of turning in the mind of the 
Executive. The inquiry which he wished to put. 
to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, standing in the relation to the President 
which was calculated to make the. community be- | 
lieve that he was advised of the precise views of 
the President, was this: Whether he was autho- 
rized to say that the President would refuse to ne- | 
gotiate upon any terms short of 540 40) ? 

Mr. ALLEN said he did not consider that he 
had ever been embarrassed in his life, and he never |! 
would be, under whatever circumstances he might 
be placed; because, having but one motive in view, 
and that the pubhe good, he should always act 
with strict reference to that motive. The Presi- 
dent of the United States had a constitutional mode 
of making his sentiments known to Congress, and 
that was by his official communications. He had 
resorted to that constitutional mode, and had laid į 
upon their table in unequivocal language his views 
of the whole matter. Instead, therefore, of asking 
him what the President meant, the Senator would 
do more wisely to consult the record on the table. 
‘What he did say, and what he was authorized to 
say, was, that from the position assumed by the 
President in his Message, as recorded in their 
Journal, he had not swerved in sentiment or opin- 
ion one single iota. The Senator would hardly 
believe, he was sure, that it was his duty, if it were 
in his power, to answer the question as to what 
the President would in future do in regard to the 
negotiations. The Senator would hardly expect 
the President himself to answer the question. The 
Senate had always taken precautions against such 
questions by incorporating in resolutions of inqui- 
ry a saving clause, if, in his judgment, the corre- 
spondence could be laid before the public with a | 
just reference to the publicinterests, He had said || 
nothing more in regard to the views of the Presi- 
dent than their records showed, wherein his opin- 
ions were amply expressed. He had said, and he 
repeated, that the proposition to run the line at | 
490 was offered in deference to what had been 
done by his predecessors, and that it was not a 
thing emanating from his own free will, Fle had || 
said further, that, having withdrawn the proposi- 
tion, he re-assumed the ground of his originally 
entertained opinion, by reasserting our claim and || 
our title up to the Russian boundary. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER rose and said: I ap- 
prove of the amendment of the Senator from | 
Georgia, and I do so because it exhibits justice 
and wisdom, I will vote for it; but before I came 
to that conclusion, I found it necessary to satisfy 
myself in some measure of the probability of the 
measure being brought about. I was not ignorant 
of the fact that the President of the United States 
had withdrawn the proposition of compromise, 
and had given his opinion that no compromise 
that we should accept could be agreed upon. | 
Nevertheless, it never entered my head that any- | 
body could rashly entertain the belief that all Ore- 
gon could be obtained by negotiation; and with all 
respect for the opinions of those who have placed 
their construction on the President’s Message— 
that he will not be satisfied with less than the 
whole territory—I must differ from them. How | 
can T entertain the opinion that the President would | 
not be willing that this matter should be settled : 
short of 54° 40’, when I remember that in the | 
very despatch of Mr. Buchanan in which he de- | 
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the United States, to have the matter settled on tl 
basis of 490, In the very letter, sir, which main- 


tains the clear and unquestionable title of the Uni- 


seemed to be, from the generality of the language 
used, the proposition of compromise; although the | 
language used, if particularly scrutinized, it would | 
mean no more than this: that he withdrew the | 
specific offer of 490 with Vancouver’s Island, leav- 
ing the general question of compromise still open. | 
Well, what further do we find on this subject? | 
I do not pretend to be in possession of any know- 

ledge more than is possessed by members in gen- | 
eral of this body, of the course the Executive will | 
pursue.in this matter; nor am I desireus of it, be- 
cause I shall be meddling with a matter not belong- 
ing to’me, But, sir, is it not folly to say, that? 


when the offer of 490 


k was made, it was considered 
y 


the Secretary of State as the utmost limit to 


which the United States could go? or that when | 
i the boundary 


of the Columbia was proposed on 
the part of Great Britain, it was regarded as the 
extreme point at which their proposals should stop, 
and that all negotiation must rest there? If that 
be. the view we are to take, it was placing the 
question on much narrower ground than the Pres- 
ident indicated in authorizing Mr. Buchanan to 
make the proposition, What was the consequence 
of withdrawing the proposition? It was to extend 
the basis of negotiation, and to give the opportu- 
nity to the United States of negotiating on other 
and proper grounds. Why, sir, in the very letter 
of Mr. Buchanan in which he withdraws the offer 
of compromise, and asserts the title to 54° 40’, he 
expresses the hope that the matter may be setiled, 
and happily adjusted. : 

How adjusted, unless by negotiation and com- 
promise? I have already said that the title was 
asserted to 54° 40! in Mr. Buchanan’s letter; and 
I particularly wish gentlemen to refer to it as an 
irrefragable argument sustaining the title of the 
United States to 54° 40. What else? In the let- 
ter of Mr. B., in which he refects the offer of ar- 
bitration, he says, in still stronger and more decided 
language, that it is useless to resort to arbitration; 
that the interests of the two nations are so great that 
they should be able to do each other.justice. How 
can I understand that as precluding arbitration for 
less than 54° 40'? I construe the Message in this 
way: that although the President uses strong lan- 
guage, the question is still open in his opinion to 
negotiation: and I have no doubt that if the British 
Minister would bring this up as his offer of nego- 
tiation, the President is still ready to compromise 
in an honorable way. In my opinion I can nave 
no objection to the Senator from Georgia’s amend- 


; ment, because it does nothing more than justice to 
the President, and because it attaches the right | 


meaning to his expressions. I shall vote for it. It 
corrects the construction put upon the President's 
Message here, and perhaps clsewhere, and gives 
what I consider to be its clear and evident mean- 
ing. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said it was far i 


from his purpose, in propounding the question 
which he had to the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to give him any embarrass- 
ment. His single purpose was to ascertain whether 
the Senate and the country were to understand that 
the Senator intended to announce that the Presi- 
dent of the United States would adhere to the de- 
termination announced on the 2d December. He 


was of course not very well advised in matters 
of this description, but he had been taught to be- 
lieve that a gentleman occupying his position was 
possessed of information more direct than any | 


i 
i 
| 
| 


other Senator. He understood now that the Sena- 
tor professed—and what he professed was of course 
the truth—to be in possession of no information 
other than that open to all the body; and he beg- 
ged leave, therefore, for the purpose of correcting 
(so far as any remarks of his could correct) what 
came from so distinguished a source—he would 
beg: leave to read that nortion of the Message re- 
lating to this subject. [Fiere Mr. J. read from the 
Message. ] 


Now, he would put it to the Senator 
and to the country whether, if the President meant 
what he said, he would not now, as then, settle i| no 


tion should. take place! forthwith, in order that it 
might go to England; and why? We were 
ing in a charmed circle. “Why ‘should. it's 
England? Was it to invite England to’ mak 7 
other ‘proposition? The Senator knew. that the 
Senate was utterly powerless; thata declaration 
from them would be nothing before the Eng 
Government. But the Senator denied ‘that nego 
tiation and compromise should be proceeded: with.’ 
Why, if the British Governmént were disposed to 
make a proposition for compromise, they would do 
so without waiting for any proceeding on the part’ 
of Congress; and he rust say that it seémed to. 
him in exceedingly bad taste. ees 
Mr. CALHOUN, interposing, said he hoped the 
honorable Senator would allow him to observe that 
he had narrowed down the’ proposition, and omit- 
ted the very point which he had made, viz. that. 
the business of the country would be materially in- 
jured by the continuance of uncertainty in relation 
to this great question. He was not the negotiator, 
| and what conditions: might be proposed by Eng- 
land he was not prepared to. say; but since he was 
upon his feet, he would make a single remark. 
From the beginning it had been his impression, 
| whether that impression were right or wrong, that 
| the Gover:iment of Great Britain would never take 
| a definitive position until there had been action on 
| the part of Congress: and he thought it was of the 
| utmost importance that the question ‘should. -be 
speedily settled. oo E EN ake 
Mr. CASS, resuming said he had supposed that 
the honorable Senator’s motive had been founded 
upon political grounds; and, in that view, he would 
remark that he would be actuated, as far as he 
was concerned, by no desire to draw from England 
| an offer to negotiate by any action on the part of 
Congress. It could he of no practical benefit. 
|, And if you make a declaration, (continued Mr, 
C.,) you are precisely where you were before, Tt 
does not at all settle the business; it does not dis- 
| close to your own citizens any certainty in relation 
| to the final disposition of this question, because 
|| the whole matter still depends upon negotiations. 
|| So far as that effect is to be produced, it can only 
| be by atermination of difficulties, or such a course 
as will lead to a termination. So Ido not see hi 
| the conveying of such intelligence to Europe as: 
the Senator proposes can affect the question, 
: and I must repeat again that it seems to mein bad 
taste. What would we think of a resolution pass- 
l| ing the House of Commons déclaring’ that G 
| Britain was in favor of negotiations? 
with the Senator from Kentucky that, the 
dent has constitutionally the direction of the affair; 
and I would not take from him one Jota of his re- 
| sponsibility. Let him go on.’ His. course is be- 
| fore him under the Constitution; aridlet usact when 
i| it becomes necessary that we should act. 

But now suppose that this resolution bé adopted, 
‘and suppose it is forwarded to Europe. Four 
| times already has this Government offered to Great 
| Britain to compromise upon the 49th parallel, and 
four times has that offer been refused; the last time 
rather indignantly refused, and it was then with- 
drawn. And I must confess that, after reading the 
speech of Sir Robert Peel in the British Parlia- 
i! ment, I am at a loss how to reconcile the profes- 
ii sions of the British Government with the course 

pursued by their Minister here. 1 supposed that 
Minister would take on himself to refuse a 


it 
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the question upon the forty-ninth parallel? Would proposition, unless he had specific instructions so 
he ever have done so, unless convinced that it would ;! to do, without referring that proposition to his 
comport with the honor of the nation? And if he | Government. Mr. Pakenham must have had gen- 
was convinced that honor and duty demanded that j; eral or specific instructions, or he thought heknew 
compromise, what has arisen to change his belicf, |! the determinaton of his Government so well that 
and to lead him now to refuse to negotiate upon |; it was useless to consult them. I considerit; upon 
those terms ? | the whole, one of the most singular facts that-has 
h | taken place in diplomacy; while, after all, the Brit- 


Mr. CASS said he would not occupy the time of |. t ola " T AE 
the Senate; he knew their impatience, but it wasa ' ish Minister remains here, notwithstanding ‘the 


very grave topie. Events were closing around us; | disavowal of his proceeding, and, as far ‘as we 
., diffieulties which he had foreseen since the moment |; know, is likely to remain. 


when he had read the President’s Message were | Now, then, Mr. President, what right have you 
now making themselves felt. Every day our po- H to suppose that the British Government, ‘under any 
sition was becoming more critical. The honorable |; circumstances, will be influenced in their conduet 
Senator from South Carolina urged the adoption, | by your offer to compromise? I do ‘not sy they 
the immediate adoption of the resolution, to the ex- || will not; but, without retracing their steps be 
clusion of all other business; and why? Was it | the world, without gainsaying much. they’ 
to operate upon the President? It seemed to him ; said, without relinquishing much that: 
not.. ‘The President had naturally the control of : claimed, without abandoning much that | 
the action of the Government in this controversy. || demanded, without retracing their. steps 
Congress was powerless as far as direct negotiation | world, and doing what a proud 
was concerned... The honorable Senator seemed | ! great reluctance, I cannot see 
anxious that the action of the Senate upon the dnes- '! to be avoided.” That is all. 
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However we may differ as to the line of bound- 


i 
ary, whether it should be at the 49th or 54th de- i 
“preé—and I have not. heard.an American say that | 
we should give her south of 49°—~you do not éven | 


find that that is acknowledged by Great Britain as 
a just and proper boundary. I have yet to hear 
the first American say that he will yield to Great 
Britain a foot-south of that line: And now, in the 
first place, suppose you send this notice to England 
with the ‘offer to compromise so as to effect an ad- 
justwient between ‘the two’ countries, the offer for 
aul practical purposes. might as well come from the 
-Common Council of the city-of Washington. ` It 
does not indicate what. the course of the Govern- 
mént isto be; itis a mere declaration of our opin- 
ion that negotiation and compromise. should take 
place. : 

A good deal kas been said with respect to the 
language employed by Mr. Buchanan. I take it 
myself that there is a good deal in diplomatic cor- 


respondence in the termination of a letter, and I `: 


take for granted that when Mr. Buchanan says 


that he hopes negotiation and compromise will take | 


place, that he does hope’so, So does the Queen, 
in the language of her speech to Parliament, which 
means much or nothing. But who adduces any- 
thing from that? And I must say that the language 
of Sir Robert. Peel is dignified and statesmanlike. 
He says Mr. Pakenham should have transmitted 
the proposition to his Government, so that it might 
lead to something else. Well, in the name of com- 
mon sense, why does it not lead to something else 
now, if Sir Robert Peel is as. sincere in this matter 
as he professes to be? The declaration is made in 
ahigh place. If that declaration is made with the 
sincerity of a man of honor, he has but one course 
to take; and that is, to recall Mr. Pakenham, 


though Ihave no doubt that he was faithful to his | 


duty. i 

_ know a case where a representative of this 
Government in a foreign country, because he stood 
up for the rights of his country, was hooted at by 
England. ‘Let us not pursue that course. 


ham, you must return home; you have undertaken 
to determine a point which your Government alone 
ought to determine, and therefore it is better for 
your country that you return. 

Mr. President, for myself, I repeat again, the 
moment I read the President’s Message containing 
four propositions relating to this matter, I foresaw 


difficulties; I foresaw where the matter would be | 
at this time, and we must now come to the test al- | 


luded to by the Senator from Illinois, and deter- 
mine what shall be our ultimate course. 

Now.I do not undertake.to say what offer Great 
Britain will make, or what this country will ac- 
cept. I neither know nor ask what proposition 
there will be, or whether there will be any; but I 
say for myself, as the fifty-fourth part of this body, 
that England müst make a more liberal offer, or 1 
am afraid that greater difficulty will ensue. 

Mr. BREESE 
ring the further discussion of the question; and 
thereupon, 

On motion, it was ordered that when the Senate 
adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

‘Mr. BREESE moved that ‘the Senate do now 
adjourn; on which motion the yeas and nays were 
demanded, when there appeared. for the motion 
28, against it 24, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, 
Cass, Colquitt, Crittenden, Dickinson, Dix, Fair- 
field, Hannegan, Haywood, Jarnagin, Lewis, 
Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Semple, Sevier, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, Turney, and Woodbridge—28. 
~ NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cal- 
houn, Chalmers, T. Clayton, J. M. Clayton, Cor- 
win, Dayis, Evans, Greene, Huntington, John- 
son of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Me- 
Daffie,‘Mangum, Miller, Pennybacker; Phelps, 
Speight, Upham, Webster, Westcott, and Yulee— 
24. 

And then: the Senate adjourned until Monday 
next. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
“Tyunspay, February 26, 1846. ; 

The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and | 
(its farther reading having been dispensed with) | 
was approved. 


Mr. BOWLIN asked leave to make a motion, | 


But. 
Sir Robert Peel should further say, Mr. Paken- | 


suggested the propriety of defer- | 


(but its purport was not heard by the reporter,) 
and it was objected to. f 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union, but withdrew the motion at the request 
ij of Mr. Dorsin. | 

Mr. PAYNE rose and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. Leave being granted, 

Mr. P. proceeded, amid some interruptions on 
|| points of order,-to allude to the inquiry put by him 
yesterday in the discussion upon the river and har- 

or bill, to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brinx- 
ERHOFF,} upon which side of Mason and Dix- 
on’s line the fortification bill proposed the larger 
amount of appropriations, and to the gentleman’s 
reply, upon the south side much the larger. By 
examining into the fortification bill which had 
passed this session, it was found that, including the 
coast of Maryland from its northern boundary, the 
amount appropriated to the South did exceed that 
for the North by $131,000. It should be borne in 
mind, however, that this southern coast thus pro- 
vided for extended from the northern boundary of 
Maryland to the mouth of the Rio del Norte, and 
also running up the Mississippi, the Red, and the 
Arkansas rivers; and taking the whole extent of 
all this line of coasts and rivers, the line from the 
northern boundary of Maryland to the mouth of 
the Columbia river—provided you keep upon our 
; existing houndary—would not exceed it in dis- 
tance. Notwithstanding this immense extent of 
coast and river, the appropriations for that section 
of the Union only exceeded those of the northern 
section (running around a very small distance) by 
$131,000. There was then two dollars appropri- 
ated to the North to one dollar to the South, in 
| proportion to the respective distances to be fortitied 
in the two sections of the country. 

Zut take the two bills together—the fortification 
‘bill and the harbor and river bill—they found that 

the northern section of the Union received the 
: larger amount by nearly $400,000. 

Flis statement, then, was absolutely true. These 
bills were section, and the larger amount of ap- 
|i propriations—inuch the larger—was appropriated 
upon that small area of northern coast not equal- 
ling by one hall the extent of coast, together with 
“the lines of improvement contemplated for the 
South in these appropriations. 

Mr. BRINKEREHOPE (leave being granted for 
reply) said certainly be had no disposition to place 
the gentleman in a fiulse position; nor did he now 
perceive wherein he had done so. The gentleman 
did not take issue with him upon any matter of 
‘fact mentioned by him; he did not only not con- 
tradict, but he admitted the faet, that in the fortifi- 
cation bill considerably the larger amount was ap- 
i propriated to the southern country from Maryland 
down. 

But the gentleman said that the coast from the 
northern boundary of Maryland around to the Rio 
Grande was more iendea, than the seacoast. from 
the northern boundary of Maryland northeasterly, 
to Nova Scotia or New Brunswick. But the gen- 
tleman must remember that this did not include 
the whole northern frontier. The coast from the 
northern boundary of Maryland to the Rio Grande 
did include the whole southern frontier. But the 
| gentleman must remember after we got to New 
| Brunswick, we had another frontier extending 
|! along between the United States and Canada away 
'| to Lake Superior—the country on the other side 
‘| of which frontier was occupied by a foreign Power, 


i! 


i 
i 
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it 
; And if that northern frontier was included with the 
il northeast coast, and the distance of both compar 
‘ed with the distance from the northern boundary 
4 of Maryland to the Rio Grande, we found that the 
i former was much greater than the latter. 


appropriations for the northern section of the coun- 
! try should be the larger. 

Here the conversation dropped. 

Mr. DOBBIN rose, and gave notice that he 


king appropriations for works of internal improve- 


| cations, and to bills imposing duties on imports. 


And | 


i op ° pen 
| hence, if mere distance was to be the criterion, the ; 


ment, so as to provide for its application to all bills ; 
! making appropriations for light-houses and fortifi- | 


| gitimate control of the subject. 


The SPEAKER. No such notice of motion has 
been entered by the Clerk. 

Mr. VINTON. Will it be in order to give that 
notice now? ` 

The SPEAKER was understood to say he pre- 
sumed there would be no objection. 

Mr. VINTON accordingly gave the notices 

And it was ordered to be entered on the Journal. 


Mr. McCONNELL asked leave to introduce a 
resolution providing that no member should be al- 
lowed to speak for more than ten minutes on any 
private bill, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF objected. 

The notice is entered on the Journal. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications: ; 

L A lctter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in obedicuce to the resolution of the House 
of the 10th instant, reports numbered from 1 to 8, 
inclusive, as to whether any officer of the army or 
navy, or any person or persons connected there- 
with, who are or have been receiving a salary or 
wages as such officer or person, are employed in 
any office, clerkship, or occupation in or about, or 
connected with the War Department, &e.; which 
letter and reports were laid upon the table. 


if. A letter from the Sccretary of War, trans- 
mitting, in obedience to a resolution of the House 
of the Qist instant, a report relative to the removal 
of the Miami Indians, in Indiana, the ameunt of 
money paid upon the contract for their removal, to 
whom paid; also, whether said Indians have been 
removed, and, if not, the cause why, &e.; which 
letter and report were laid upon the table. 


HI. A. letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
stating, in obedience to the resolution of the Flouse of 
the 10th instant, the names of the officers employed 
iu his department, and that they receive only the 
pay allowed them by law, and nppropripted by 
Congress, as their compensation as burcau officers; 
which letter was laid upon the table. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


On motion of Mr. MeKA Y, the House resolved 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Tuomas Smitu, of Indiana, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the improvement of cer- 
tain harbors and rivers. 

Mr. McCLiQLLAND was entitled to the floor, 
and addressed the committee during the allotted 
hour in support of the provisions of the bill, and 
in vindication of the course of the Committee on 
Commerce. 

After replying to the remarks made yesterday 
by Mr. Payne, Mr. McC. proceeded to make 
some statistical statements in relation to the vast 
increase of the growth of the commerce on the 
lakes, with a view of showing the necessity and 
importance of the appropriations contained in this 
bill. ‘To one only of all of them he expressed him- 
self opposed, namely, to the item which provided 
for the purchase of the stock of the Louisville and 
Portland canal. With onc or two exceptions only, 
there was not a single appropriation* in the bill 
which had not been recommended by the War De- 
partment and the Engineer Departments and he 
knew not where we were to look for information as 
to the expediency and propriety of such appropri- 
ations, if not to that department which had the le- 
) The items pro- 
vided for had been fully examined and reflected 
upon by the present head of the department, and 
he had reported that the appropriations were abso- 
lutely requisite for the commerce, not less than 
those for the defence, of the lakes. 

Mr. McG. then passed on to an examination of 
the constitutional objections taken to the passage of 
the bill. The same constitutional scruples which 


| were urged now had been urged in: the year 1844; 
land yet a large majority of this House said, in 


tones not to be misunderstood, that they could not 


|| be sustained; that if they were to prevail, the Gov- 
|! ernment could not be carried on for a single day; 


and that if we adopted the straight-laced machine, 
in which it was desired to encase the members of 
this House, we would not be able to go one step 
from the Capitol withoat violating some constitu- 
tional provision. He contended that if there was 
no power under the Constitution to construct lake 
harbors, neither was there any to build light-houses 
or fortifications, or to do any of these indispensable 
acts, which were every day done on the ground of 
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their being necessary to the military defences of 
the country. 

(This speech will be given in the Appendix.] 

Mr. RHETT said he had no doubt but the ar- 
gumenis of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
McCie.ianp] were the arguments on which this 
Flouse would act, and that this bill would pass as 
the bill of the last session had passed, which the 
gentleman said was the prototype of this. And | 
he thought that there went along with this bill the 
great principle of the Republican party, to be buried 
not by its ancient enemies, the Federalists, but by 
those who profess to be its friends. And,as a 
mourner, he wished to say a few words to show 
that it existed not without illustrious paternity, 
and that, after years of valiant fighting, it fell not | 
by the wounds of its enemies, but by the hands of 
its friends. 

He proceeded to say that he objected not to any | 
of the items of the bill; but his position was, that 
it overrode the Constitution of the United States. 
The Constitution of the United States was not 
merely worth all the improvements this bill con- ! 
tained, but all you could accumulate from this 
time forth to endless generations. He stood up to 
fight for the Constitution of the United States—for 
the great principle of the Republican party, begin- 
ning in the convention which framed the Constitu- | 
tion of the United States, descending through sub- 
sequent time, and signalized by the last veto of the 
very last President of the United States. 

Mr. R. premising (by way of clearing away the 
mists which had been thrown around this subject) | 
that these western waters stood in no respect dif- | 
ferent from the other waters of the Union, and re- ! 
ferring to decisions of the Supreme Court, express- 
ly declaring this doctrine, entered at length mto a 
constitutional argument in defence of the position 
which he took, that western rivers and harbors, and : 
all rivers and harbors, were unconstitutional objects ' 
of appropriation by the General Government. This į 
he maintained was the truc and ancient republican 
principle. 

The Democratic party of the West and North- | 
west, he said, might go for internal improvements |) 
with the Whigs, and be Federalists thatfar; the | 
Democratic party of the North might go with the | 
Whigs in favor of a high tariff for protection, and || 
be Federalists that far. Mor his part, occupying |i 
the true republican ground, he stood with the Con- || 
stitution of the United States, and when that was 
buried under the weight of this system, it would | 
be glory enough that he, and those who remained | 
with him, were entombed with it. i 

He contended that the railroads of the country 
might with equal and greater propriety be taken | 
under the fostering care ofthe Governmisht They | 
were equally within the pale of the Constitution, | 
and infinitely more efficientas a means of military | 
defence and intercommunication. | 

This system would necessarily bring with it the | 
heaviest taxation upon the people, and with it an- | 
nihilation and scorn to the Democratie party. 

Mr. HUDSON next obtained the foor. Refer- | 
ring to the report of the chairman of the committee 
yesterday when the committee rose, that the Com- | 


mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union had 
“ had the state of the Union generally under con 
sideration,” &c., (which he considered a true re- 
port, ) he said he should take the liberty of select- į 
ing for himself out of the variety of subjects which |: 
were opened in this wide field, the particular one 


to which he wished to address a few remarks, viz: ʻi 


the commerce of the country. 
He was in favor of the bill under consideration, ` 
because it went to protect the commerce of the ; 


country. And devoting but a few words to the |} 


bill, he proceeded to speak of the subject which he | 
had selected in a more general manner as con-; 
nected with the intimations which he had had with- 
in a few weeks past, that it is the design of Great 
Britain to open her ports to our breadstuffs, enter- 
ing largely into the value of the English market for 


our agricultural productions, (in case it were thus | 


opened;,) which he considered far Jess than it was 
generally computed at—and branching out into the 
general subject of the tariff, and of our commercial 
relations with Great Britain. 

Mr. LEAKE raised the question of irrelevancy, | 
and objected to the gentleman’s attempt to steal a 
march upon the anti-tariff party on a bill appro- + 


The CHAIRMAN pro tem. (Mr. Sawyer) over- | 
ruled the point of order, sustaining himself by ref- 


| 
priating for rivers and harbors. | 
i 
t 


erence to the general practice of allowing an almost 
unlimited debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. : 

Mr. HUDSON resumed, and had proceeded but 
a little further in his general course of remark on 
the subject of the tariff, when 

Mr. HOPKINS renewed the point of order 
against the gentleman’s proceeding, on the ground 
of irrelevancy. 

After a little conversation on the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Smr) again overruled 
the point of order, declining to mark out lines for 
the restriction of the gentleman under the general 
precedent, and especially after the wide range the 
debate had already taken. 

Mr. HOPKINS appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The question was taken, ‘* Shall the decision of 


the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- || 


tee?” and the vote stood, ayes 60, noes 14; no quo- 
rum voting. 

The committee rose, and reported that fact to 
the House. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved acall of the Honse. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved an adjournment of the 
Honse. 

Which motion prevailing, 

The House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fray, February 27, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
The SPEAKER. said the first business in order 
would be. the call of committees for reports. 

_Mr. CRANSTON, by leave, presented a peti- 
tion of ship-owners of Warren and Barrington, in 
the State of Rhode Island, praying that said towns 
may be formed into and constituted a separate col- 
lection district, by the name of Warren district. 
The petition was referred to Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion of Mr. EDWIN H. EWING, the 
House proceeded to the consideration of the mo- 


tion made by Mr. Rarusun, on Tuesday last, to | 


reconsider the vote by which the petition of Wil- 
ham Harris, Mason Vanoy, and others, was laid 


! upon the table; when 


The said vote was reconsidered, and the said pe- 
titions were committed to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved that the House proceed 


| to the consideration of the report of the Committee 


of Elections, in the case of contested election from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. HAMLIN suggested the postponement of 
the consideration of that case until Monday, that 
the House might proceed with the regular business 
of the day, which was the consideration of the 
private calendar. 

The SPEAKER said it was competent for the 
House to decide whether it would tale up the re- 
port or not. 

Mr. DOBBIN said that he had had the honor of 
making the report expressing the opinion of the 
majority of the Committee of Elections. THe had 
consulted with some members of the committce 
who were indifferent on the subject; and so far as 
he was concerned, he would be guided by the 
sense of the House. He was willing either that 
the report should be taken up to-day, or that it 
should be postponed until Monday. If the House 
preferred that it should be taken up to-day, he was 
willing. 

The question was then taken, and 25 members 
only voting in the affirmative, the House refused 


| to take up the subject this day. 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved that the House resolve 


i itself into Committee of the Whole, for the pur- 
; pose of taking up the private calendar, and that the 
| committee be instructed to take up such bills only 


as would not give rise to debate. 

The SPEAKER said that by one of the stand- 
ng rules of the House no private bill which gave 
rise to debate could be considered to-day—this be- 
ing the fourth Friday of the month. 

Mr. DANIEL asked Mr. Davis to withdraw 
s motion to enable him [Mr. Daniez] to make a 
report. . 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING was understood to 
express the hope that the committees would be cail- 
ed for reports. 


Mr. HOPKINS expressed the same hope. 

Mr. DAVIS insisting on his motion. -` ‘ 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. ss ; D 

Whereupon, the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. D. P. Kine, of Mas- 
sachusctts, in the chair,) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the private calendar, under the restric- 
tions contained in the following rule: 

‘On the first and fourth Fridays of each month, 
‘the calendar of private bills shall be called. over, 
‘and the bills to he passage of which no objection 
‘shall then be made, shall be first considered and 
‘ disposed of.” . 

The committee considered a number of bills, and 
laid aside others to which objection was made. _ 

The committee then rose and reported the said 
| bills to the House. : 1 
Mr. HAMLIN moved that the House again go 
| into committee on the private calendar, which mo- 
tion was rejected. P 
| Mr. DOUGLASS moved to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on the Or- 
egon bill; which motion was rejected. N 
| Mr. Q. W. JONES (leave having been denied) 
moved a suspension of the rules, to enable him to 
give notice of a motion to repeal the 30th rule 
| (above given.) i ; 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were not suspended. . 

The bills of the following titles, which had been 
i reported to the. House, were then ordered to a 
third reading now, and were read a third time, and 
| passed: 

A bill for the relief of Charles Benns. 

A bill for the relief of James Mains. 

A bill for the relief of James Wyman. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Watson. 

A bill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph M, Rea. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel D. Walker, of 
| Baltimore. 

A bill for the relief Smith, Thurgar, & Co. 

A bill for the relief John G. Pierrie. 

A bill for the relief of John E. Holland. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
; Evans. 

| Anact for the relief of Wiliam Elliott, jr., of 
Fulton county, Ilinois. L ; 

A bill authorizing the payment of certain claims 
of the State of Alabama. 

A bill for the relief of Adam McCulloch. ; 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following executive communications: 

I. A letter from: the Secretary of the Treasury, 
| transmitting, in obedience to the resolution of the 

House of he 17th instant, a report relative to the 
claims for horses made by the Missouri volunteers 
in the Florida war; which letter and report were 


| laid upon the table. 
1L. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


i| in answer to a resolution of the House of the 21st 


| instant, stating what other legislation he deems 
| proper and necessary, after the completion of the 
| marine hospital at Ocracoke, North Jarolina, fully 
to carry out the purposes of its establishment; 
which Jetter was laid upon the table. 

TIL. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in obedience to the resolution of the House of the 
19th instant, transmitting a report showing the 
reasons why the appropriation made by the act of 
the 17th July, 1838, for a light-house either on Pea 
or Boddy Island, North Carolina, has not beem 
applied to that object. 

Mr. CLARKE offered the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the answer of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the accompanying documents re- 
lating to the light-house on Boddy Island, North 
Carolina, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, with instructions to inquire into the propri- 
ety of erecting a light-house on said island. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved a reconsideration of the 
| vote by which the bill for the relief of the heirs of 
| William Evans had been passed. _ i 
| On motion of Mr. R., the consideration, of the 
i motion was postponed until to-morrow. 
| Mr. TOOMBS moved that when the House ad- 
t 
| 
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Mr. COBB moved that the House go into com- 
ittée ‘on the private calendar. : j 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL demanded the yeas and 


nays. ; : 
ae Pending the question, the House adjourned. 


: PETITIONS, &c. 


; . The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
“sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees : 


By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of James Arbuthnot 
for confirmation of private land claim: $ 

By Mr. FARAN: The petition of 37 members of the Ohio 
Legislature, with accompanying papers, for the division of 

` the State of Ohio into two judicial districts for the circuit 
and district courts of the United States. 

_By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: Sundry petitions from the 
citizens of St. Clair, Randolph, Jackson, Union, and Alex- 
ander counties, Minois, praying the establishment of a 
muil-route from Cairo, by Unity, Jonesboro’, ‘Toledo, Mur- 
physboro’, Georgetown, Sparta, and Athens, to Belleville: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

_ By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of Sally Baker for a pen- 
sion, as the widow of a revolutionary officer. . 

By Mr.McCRATE: The petition of William McLoon and 
68 others, asking for an appropriation to buoy out Muscle 
Ridge channel in the State of Maine: which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PERRY: The petition of the legal representatives 
of Henry Hoffinan, praying for the bounty offered by Con- 
gress on the 15th May, 1778, to each non-commissioned of- 
ficer and private who enlisted to serve during the war of the 
Revolution. ` 

By Mr. &. B. HOLMES: The memorial of the Common 
Council of the city of Rochester, and the petition of James 
Kirby and 312 other citizens of Rochester, praying for the 
establishment of fortifications, and a military depdt at the 
port of Rochester, in the State of New York. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of John Lloyd, praying 
compensation for services, &c., in the last war with Great 
Britain. ‘The petitions of Ira Race and others, in favor of 
the same. : 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition and papers of St. John Low- 
ry, tor commutation pay, in consideration of services during 
the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of Samucl Billings, of 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, for. the allowance and pay- 
ment of a fishing bounty on the schooner Lurana. 

By Mr. McCLEAN: ‘I'he memorial of 281 citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, asking Congress to establish a mail- 
route from York to Carlisle, in said State, and aise to direct 
that the mail be carried in stages, and at teast six times n 
vak: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: The petition of Ira M. Laurance and 
62 other citizens of Ohio, asking the establishment of a 
mail-route from Cleveland to Cuyahoga county, Ohio, via 
Royalton, Hinekly, Granger, and Sharon, to Wadsworth, 
in Medina county, Ohio. ‘The petition of Harvey Edgerton 
and 50 other citizens of Ohio, forthe same purpose. ‘lhe 
petition of Sherman Blocker and 15 other citizens of Ohio, 
for the same purpose. ‘he petition of Alen Pardee and 24 
other citizens of Ohio, for thë same purpose. ‘The petition 
of Oliver. Ingham and 50 other citizens of Ohio, for the 
same purpose. ‘he petition of George K. Pardee and 62 
otlier citizens of Ohio,-for the same purpose. ‘The petition 
ot James Morell and 60 other citizens of Ohio, forthe same 
purpose: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. DODGE: The petition of 412 citizens of Fort 
Madison, Lowa, praying an appropriation for the removal of 
the obstructions in the Mississippi river, at what are called 
the “Upper and Lower Rapids” in that river : referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

. | BYMr. THURMAN: The petition of 174 citizens of Hock- 
ing:couuty, Ohio, praying Congress to give the notice and 
adopt the measures in reference to Oregon recommended 
in the President’a Message, and protesting against a surren- 
der of any portion of that territory. The memorial from 
125 citizens of the same county, setting forth their opinion 
that no question pending.between the United States and 
Great Britain ought to be settled in such a manner as to ex- 
tend the dominion of the British empire, and declaring their 
willingness to meet any war, however long or disastrous, 
which may be necessary to prevent the occupation ofa sin- 
gle foot.more of the American continent, and more espe- 
cially of the Pacific coasts, by the power of Grent Britain: 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition and paper of Stephen 
Briar, of Ohio, claiming a pension: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. ‘The petition. and paper of David 
Murphy, of Ohio, for a pension: referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ‘I'he petition from citizens of Ohio, 
for a railroad to Oregon: referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. = 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH : The petition of John Go- 
mier; for relief for ilegal occupation of his land, and leave 
to correct’ an’ erroneous entry of land at the Tallahassee land 
office : referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By OT Tt i 
and others, citizens of Holmes county, Mississippi, praying 
for the release of Alvah Wilson and W, A. MeMillian, as 
sureties of W. H, Hines, deputy postmaster at Lexington, 
Mississippi: which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary- 5 . a 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of John Raum and 
other citizens of Pope county, Illinois, praying Congress to 

— establish a national armory and foundry at Fort Massac, 
{Ninois: referted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Adam Mitchell and 
others, asking a remuneration for the loss on continental 
money which was received by his father-in-law, Arthur 
Gray, late of Abbeville district, South Carolina, for ser- 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: The petition of W. Brooke i 


vices in the revolutionary war, and which said continental 
money has never been the subject of speculation. 

By Mr. JAMES H. JOHNSON : The petition of Miss Nan- 
ey Martin, for the five years’ pension duc to her mother on 
her death. 

By Mr. FRIES: The petition of Angus McBarre and 122 
other citizens of Columbiana county, Ohio, praying Con- 
gtess to establish a national armory and foundry at Fort 
Massac, in the State of Illinois: referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ` 

By Mr. GILES: The memorial of the journcymen segar- 
makers of the city of Baltimore, in reference to the duties 
on imported tobacco and imported segars: referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RELFE: The proposals from the city authorities 
of St. Lonis, Missouri, relating toa site for a marine hos- 
pital at that city: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LEIB: The petition of Jacob Boston, of Luzerne 
county, Pennsylvania, praying fora pension in consideration 
of his services as a marine in the navy of the United States 
at the siege of Tripoli in 1804. 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: The petition of P. R. Hazeltine, 
and 54 others, ship-owners, masters, and citizens, of Belfast, 
State of Maine, asking Congress to purchase the monument | 
located in Belfast bay, and now owned by Otho Abbot, Esq., 
for the use of the Government: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The petition of C. H. Tavlor, 
and 352 other citizens of the Grand River valley, in the State 
of Michigan, for the establishment of a miail-route from 
Grand Rapids, in said State, to Milwaukie, in the ‘Territory 
of Wisconsin: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BROCKENRROUGH: The petition of Engene 
Van Ness and John M. Brush, executors of Nehemiah | 
Brush, deceased, praying compensation for property de- | 
stroyed by the Mnited States troops at Micanopy, Florida: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Also, the pe- 
tition of Philip J. Fontane, praying for the payment. of a bal- | 
ance due him ona contract to repair the beacon on Love 
Key, near Key West, Florida: referred to the Committee 
on Cammerce, 

By Mr. DELANO: ‘Two petitions—one signed by 60, and 
the other hy 104, citizens and voters of the county of Knox, 
Ohio; praying Congress for an appropriation for the erection 
of a wire suspension bridge across the westery branch of the 
Ohio river, at Wheeling. 

By Mr. SEDDON: ‘The petition of Judith Kygleston, of 
Amelia connty, Virginia, asking that the same provision 
heretofore made for the widows of the officers and soldiers 
of the Revolution may be extended to her: referred to the 

Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

By Mr. RELER: The petition of the inhabitants of the 
counties of Cape Girardean, Seott, New Madrid, Stoddard, 
Mississippi, Duvldin, and Wayne, in Missonri, in relation 
to the swamp Jands of Missouri nnd Arkansas: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. to whom was referred bill No. 58, relating to said 
swamp linda. 

Ry Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of Wiliam Conklin 
and others, heirs-at-law of Mizabeth Conkdin, for a pension. 

By Mr. BROCK ENBROUGH: The petition of Bennet M. 
Doll, of Alachua, Florida, for payment for property taken for 
the use of the United States by troops in the United States 
servier, 

By Mr. LEWIS: The memorial of the Mavor and Com. į 
mon Council of the city of Rochester, for the fortifieation of 
the port of Rochester, New York: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr. 3. G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Catharine 
Hodges, widow of Benjamin Hodges, asking payment for a 
departed slave, under the treaty of Ghent. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Elizabeth Taylor, wid- 
ow of the late Major William Tavlor, a revolutionary pon- 
sioner, for arrears of pension due her late husband : referred 
to the Committers on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, peti- 
tions of Francis Voast and John P, Rogers, for a change of 
entries of land entered by mistake. y 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of John MeCurdy and 51 


other citizens of Washington, Guernsey county, Ohio, ask- 
ing an appropriation for the erection of a wire suspension į 
bridge across the Ohia river, at Wheeling, Va. | 
By Mr. FRIES: The petition of Amos Howley, John | 
Frost, and-14 other citizens of Calhoun county, Ohio, prav- i 
ing Congress to bestow the public Jands to the States in f 
i 

i 

i 

l 

i 


which they are situated, on condition “thas thev shall be | 
laid out in firms and Tots for the free use of such citizens | 
(not possessed of ather lands) as will occupy them, allowing | 
the settler the right to dispose of his possession to any one | 
not possessed of otherlands;” referred to the Committee on 

Public Lands. i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 28, 1846. | 

The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and | 
(the further reading having, on motion of Mr. 
Sims, of South Carolina, been dispensed with) was | 
approved. 
The SPEAKER said the first business in order | 
would be the call of the commiitees for reports. | 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, asked leave to 
make a personal explanation; and leave being 
granted, Mr. S. sent to the Clerk’s table the Na- 
tional Intelligencer ef the 28th instant, and called 
for the reading of the following paragrapbs: 

«A number of bills had been called and objected 
‘to, and were, under the rule, passed over without | 
* consideration; when 

“The bill granting a pension to Orris Crosby 
< was called and read, as was also the report of the | 


| «the night of the 17th July he was 


‘ committee setting forth the facts in the case, which 
‘are substantially as follows: 

«That, upon the commencement of the war 
‘between Great Britain and the United States in 
< 1812, he was in Upper Canada; that he was called 
‘upon to take up arms against his country, which 
‘he refused to do; that on the morning of the 7th 
‘June, 1813, he was arrested by a sergeant’s guard, 
‘and carried by them to Dover, and thence to Ry- 
‘erson’s creek, where a portion, of the British 
“forces and their fleet lay; that he was then put in 
‘irons, and suffered very harsh treatment; that on 

put on board 
‘the British fleet, with the ated intention of 
‘compelling him to fight in the action that was 
‘hourly expected; thaton the 10th September, just 
t before the battle commenced, he was ordered to 
‘cheer with the others; this he refused to do, 
‘whereupon the first lieutenant threatened to shoot 
‘him; and when the battle commenced the first 
‘lieutenant told him he should fight or he would 
‘shoot him; he still refused, and went below, when 
‘the lieutenant several times sent for him, and or- 
‘dered him to come on deck and fight or he shots 
‘that he utterly refused to fight, upon which the 
‘lieutenant drew a pistol and shot him in the right 
‘breast, the shot passing into the lungs; that he 
‘fell, and was nearly suffocated with his own 
‘blood; that the wound thus inflicted occasioned a 
‘disability which has increased upon him with age, 
‘until he finds himself utterly disqualified to obtain 


| <a living by labor. The petition is verified by the 
‘oath of the petitioner, and the facts stated therein 


‘are substantially proven by other disinterested 
‘witnesses. Upon this state of facts, he applied 
‘at the War Department for a pension, but the 
‘Commissioner of Pensions declined granting a 
“pension, upon the ground that the pension laws 
‘now in force did not authorize him to grant a 
‘pension in any case except when the disability 
‘was occasioned to the petitioner while he was 
‘technically in the service of the United States, 
‘but stating, at the same time, that his case was a 
‘meritorious one, and that Congress would not fail 
“to grant relief. Now in this ease it is to be re~- 
‘marked (says the committee who reported the 
hill) that a man may as effectually serve his coun- 
tiry by refasing, under the penalty of death, to 
‘fight against it when on board, as a prisoner, a 
‘hostile vessel, actually engaged, as if he were 
‘technically serving in the ranks of his country- 
‘men; and although he certainly does not come 
‘within the letter of the law, yet, in the judgment 
‘of every one, he must very clearly come within 
tits equity. 
«The uncompromising patriotism of Mr. Crosh 

‘is abundantly proven, not only by the act whic. 


| ‘occasioned the disability, but by his character and 


‘conduct both before and after that event, and is 
‘most strongly evinced by his joining the Ameri- 


i can army whilst yet suffering from the effects of 


‘his wound, and continuing in the service until the 
‘close of the war. ‘Fhe committee observe that 
c America rewards those whose patriotic devotion 
‘subjects them to injury from the brutality of a 
‘dastard foe, and therefore report a bill for his re- 
‘lief, and’yecommend its passage. 

«After the report in Mr. Crosby’s case had 
‘been read, the words ‘I object,’ were indistinctly 
‘heard. 

“Mr. Wentwortna rose and said he could scarce- 
“ly conceive that any member would object to this 
‘bill; when 

“Mr. Sims, of South Carolina, rose and said, ‘I 
object.’ 

i Mr. Wenrworrn then said that if the objection 
‘to this bill was persisted in, he should feel him- 
‘self justified in objecting to every other bill on 
‘the calendar, let their merits be what they might, 
‘and it would not be worth while to consume the 
‘time of the committee in calling them over. 

“Mr. Wentworrn persisted, and the commit- 
‘tee rose.”” 

Mr. S. proceeded to say: From indications yes- 
terday,as well as from the extracts just read from 
the Intelligencer, it seemed to be supposed that my 
objection to the passing of the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Orris Crosby proceeded from personal or 
captious considerations. Such asupposition is very 
far from the fact. My objection looked to general 
and important considerations. _I regarded the bill 
as involving most important principles, and, there- 
fore, that it ought not to be passed without proper 
consideration. 
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‘Was he 
there as a permanent settler; and did he continue 
there voluntarily ‘after the war? These facts 
should be most aray explained. If such were 
the facts of the case, then the principles of the law 
of nations, founded on considerations of public 
policy, would interpose objections upon us to the 
granting of his pension, no matter what was his 
treatment. ` 

A declaration of war makes war not only be- 
tween the Governments, but also between the indi- 
vidual citizens and subjects of the respective belli- 
gerents. Upon this principle all intercourse and 
contracts between the citizens and subjects respect- 
ively, are illegal and void. If, then, the petitioner |! 
remained in Canada voluntarily, after the declara- 
tion of war, he was violating his duty to his coun- 
try, by holding intercourse with her enemies; and 
whatever injuries he may have réceived were the 
result of his own wrong. We should have return- 
ed home if he claimed to be an American citizen, 
promptly, after the declaration of war. Such would 
certainly have been his conduct, if his residence 
abroad, in Canada, had been temporary, for the 
purpose of trade, and with the animo revertendi. 

uch was not his course. 

If he was in Canada as a permanent settler, hav- 
ing changed his allegiance and abandoned his coun- | 
try, (and his continued residence there after the war | 
commenced raises this presumption,) he surely is | 
entitled to no protection from our Government. 
The principle and practice of our Government re- 
cognise the doctrine of expatriation. We have re- |; 
jected the doctrine of allegiance, when natural, be- 
ing perpetual. He might have been a British 
subject, though a native of the United States. If 
a citizen will abandon his country and violate his 
duties, the Government is under no obligation to || 
protect him; and if not under the protection of the 
Government, he cannot, under any circumstances, 
bring the Government under an implied duty to 

ension him. | 

The House will remember that during the late 
disturbances in Canada, those American citizens 
who, in violation of their duties of neutrality, or as 
citizens of a friendly Power, imprudently passed 
into Canada, and took part with the patriots, were 
abandoned to their fate. They had violated their |; 
duty; and Mr. Van Buren, speaking for his Gov- 
ernment, exculpated it from blame by disclaiming 
the acts of such citizens, and leaving them to the 
undisputed dominion of Great Britain. Some of 
them, I believe, were executed. Some certainly 
were transported. 

Believing that these great principles were m- j 
volved in the bill, and if, under the statement. of 
facts upon which we are called upon to act, it should ; 
be passed, I could not see how we could free our- || 
selves from the charge of overriding these princi- |; 

les. With this belief, 1 could not assent that the į; 
bill should he passed without question. It was 
not a personal or captious consideration, therefore, |; 
which elicited my objection yesterday. 

I will not trespass longer upon the ki 
the House. i 


i 
j 
for my present purpose; at another time, I may li 
more appropriately enlarge upon the operation and |; 


it 


whose cases were not covered by our present very 
restrictive and parsimonious pension-laws, and 
which bills he was confident they knew nothing 
about, By-and-by, the case of Orris Crosby was 


| 


| 


| country’s liberty and 


| God forbid that he should apply all the technical- 


| desperate errands ever planned by man. 


; apension. He proved that he was in the war, and 


|; of all the company survived the contest, and I was 


called. He thought if the report was only read, 
that case, above all others, would have no objec- 
tion. The report was read, and this poor soldier 
met the fate of the others. He believed this the 
most deserving case that was ever brought before 
the American Congress; and if this could not be 
heard, none could; and he would not allow this 
system of mockery in legislation to be carried on 
any longer. So he gave notice that he should ob- 
ject to every other bill that came up, and advised 
the committee to rise; and he had rather the com- 
mittee would rise than place him in the embarrass- 
ing position of objecting to bills that he knew 
nothing about. But he was satisfied that the old 
soldiers were to have injustice done them, and if 
they could not be heard, he was determined that 
no one should. He was glad the remarks of the 
gentleman from South Carolina had given him an 
opportunity of explaining his course yesterday. 
He was afraid that some one (not here, but who 
might read the report at a distance) might construe 
himas one of the gentlemen on this floor who exhibit 
their retrenchment notions upon bills for the bene- 
fit of those who did something more than we do, 
who show our patriotism by mere talk, and do our 
fighting here amid all the luxuries of the age at $8 
per day—of those who left their homes, their fam- 
lies, their all, and periled their lives for their 

kanari and come here all cov- 
cred with scars, as proof positive of their courage, 
their sacrifices, and sufterings. He never did vote 
against a soldier who made out even a prima facie 
case, and he never would. His blood ran too 
warm jn his veins at the bare mention of the 
price which these patriots of two wars paid for 
our present liberties and blessings to have him 
ever placed in that category; nor would he ever 
be very strenuous about the proof. He saw scar- 
red veterans limping about the Capitol. He knew 
they were in the war and in battle. The histo- 
ry of his country had enrolled them there. He 
knew they were poor, and needed the bounty of |} 
Government. This was enough for him to know. || 


ities of the law, all the nice and distinctive rules of 
evidence, to a decrepit soldicr, who had forgotten, 
in the fervor of his patriotism, everything but the |! 
honor of his country, and had rushed amid every 
privation to its rescue. He remembered the case 
of one of the bravest men living, who was the only |: 
surviving member of a certain “ forlorn hope,” so 
called, that was despatched upon one of the most 
In dis- 
charge of his duty he lost his right arm, and one 
of his knees was stiffened for life. He applied for 


was there wounded. But this was not enough; 
and I was present when he was told that further 
proof was necessary—he must prove that he re- 
ceived his wound in the actual discharge of his 
duty. ‘Then, sir, I saw the most sublime and af- 
fecting spectacle of my life. 1 saw him, who had 
been the bravest of the brave—who had stood un- 
moved amid the dead and dying—who had faced 
the ball and the bayonet with cheek unblanched— 
burst into tears and cry like a child. Says he, ‘I 
cry not over my own sufferings, but my country’s 
ingratitude. Itis the cruellest of tortures for me 
to think that my country, whose call I obeyed, for | 
whose honor I fought, lost my knee and gave up 
my right arm, now doubts my honor, my integ- 
rity, my veracity. She wants proof that Í did not 
stiflen my own knee, and cut off my own arn, to 
geta pension. She wants proof! 
Heaven, by whom am I to prove it, when I alone 


saved only half a man, except in this heart of | 
mine, that is still big with patriotism, and bleeds 


x € a l | 
over national ingratitude.” This man is still un- 


pensioned for want of proof! This case, had it i 
_ been called yesterday, would have been objected 


to by those whose notions of retrenchment and re- 


! gard for precedents work such gross injustice in |; 
‘this Hall. e Co 
i mittee on Invalid Pensions—that of Captain Silas 


There is a case now before the Com- 


Chatfield—where the rigid scrutiny into the proof 
of every soldier’s claim exacted by this House is į 
working the grossest injustice. He served through 
the last war. Everybody knows this. He fought 
like a tiger, with perfect desperation, at the sortie 


on Fort Erie; and when the American General (P. ; 


B. Porter) was the same as captured by the British, 
he braved an overwhelmingly superior force, and, 


| Providence may 


| his countr 


| clay’s fleet. 


Great God of |i 


| itself, and. rescued his General. History. as- 
| sures us of this. Though. seriously wounded; 
he was not disabled in this engagement; : but. in 
removing the wounded subsequently, he was dis~ 
abled for life. This, too, is proven. Bat, sir, 
it is decided that he can have no pension until 
he proves that he was wounded in the actual dis- 
charge of his duty. Such severity to these gallant 
spirits—the like of which I see indications every 


i day we never shall see again—I call carrying cru- 


elty to the last extremity, besides exhibiting the’ 
blackest ingratitude, for which I fear an, avenging. 
some day, in His infinite justice, 
severely punish us. l à 
Now, (said Mr. W.,) I come to the case in 
point, where it is beyond the power of human dic- 
tion to add a single iota to the thrilling eloquence 
of the facts, and where justice to the most signal 
instance of unparalleled intrepidity overrides’ all 
precedents founded upon international law and all 
the technicalities of congressional enactments. as 
triumphantly as the pale horse of death overrides 
the future calculations of man. In 1818, there 
was in the London district, Upper Canada, scarce. 
of age, a young American medical student, stud y- 
ing with his uncle who was practising in Canada. 
The lad was poor, and his uncle in charity was 
‘educating him. Though in Canada, he forgot not 
, and wanted all who-could not ‘help 

her ieee to keep quiet. General Hull had in- 
vaded Canada, and told the people to. remain at 
their homes—to raise not their hands against their 
American brethren. In the name of his country, 
and by the authority of his Government, he prom- 
ised to protect their persons, property, and rights, 
This proclamation. the young man diligently cir- 
culated. Finally, he was arrested for sedition, 
ironed, and imprisoned at Ryerson’s creek. 
Thence he was put on board Commodore Bar- 
In the engagement with Commodore 
Perry, just before action commenced, in order to 
train him for a fight against his country, he was 
ordered to cheer with the British soldiers, or be 
shot. But he refused. After the fight commenced, 
a lieutenant sent for him several times and ordered 
him to fight. But he as often refused. Finally, 
the lieutenant shot at him, and hit him in his right 
breast. Ashe lay almost suffocated with blood, 
the lieutenant told him that he should fire again 
unless he consented to fight. The student sighed, 
“Fire away. Death before dishonor.” As the 
lieutenant wag raising the ete for a second fire, 
as ajust Providence would have. it, a ball from 
Perry’s fleet launched ‘him into eternity. He was 
recaptured by Commodore Perry, and set at lib- 
erty by General Harrison, But disabled as he 
was by this shot in his breast, he served through 
the war, and received an honorable discharge as a 
surgeon’s mate. When the committee. made the 
report they could not find this discharge. It has 
since been found, and he ought now to have $22 50 
per month, instead of $8. ‘Che name of this gal- 
lant man, who told the dead coward to murder, 
but not to dishonor him, is Orris Crosby. He 
has had too much pride to ask his Government for 
a pension, until reduced not only to entire bodily 
disability, but to extreme poverty. Shall we with- 
hold the pitiable sum our pension laws grant to 
eases of this kind? After this rehearsal of. his 
wrongs, the proof of which is positive and on your 


| table, sir, who will, who can say, “1 object.” 


Who will say that a more meritorious case has 
ever been presented to Congress? i i 

Aside from strict justice, sir, lam for pensioning 
all the old soldiers, to encourage the growth of valor 
and patriotism in these cautious, calculating, selfish, 
mercenary days. Encased by their scarred, shat- 
tered, and decrepit bodies, are souls more sensitive 
| to the honor of their country than belong to the 
mass of men who do much to mould the public 
sentiment of the times. And worn-out, and feeble, 
and poor as this humble applicant for the meagre 
pittance doled out by our begrudging pension Jaw 
is, I sincerely believe he would turn out himself 
| and fight before he would consent to the surrender 
| of an inch of American soil. Ay, sir, did our 
country require it, I bélieve he would do what his 
feeble frame could endure to hoist. the. American 
stripes and stars upon the plains of Abraham, and 
enfranchise that. people, for spreading liberal senti- 
ments among whom he was arrested’on charge ‘of 
| sedition. . The. events of every day’s occurrence 


i 


| speak to usin a warning voice.to ehsion the poor 


looking death in the face, he discomfited despair 


| and disabled brave, as-we-once: had them;and now 
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be blessed. with. its illumination. 


CHEROKEE INDEMNITY. 


Mr. GRAHAM, on leave, offered the following 
resolution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- | 
ed to inform this House as soon as possible what | 
amount of money is yet due to the Cherokee | 
Indians from the ‘sum heretofore appropriated by | 
Congress for their use and benefit; and how, and 
in what manner does he propose to dispose of the 
Cherokee fund now on hand, and what portion of | 
said remaiving fund does he propose to pay to the 
Cherokee Indians still remaining in the State of | 
Worth Carolina. 


The SPEAKER then proceeded to call for re- 
ports from committees. 


SMITHSONIAN BEQUEST. 


Mr. OWEN, from the solect committee on the | 
Smithsonian bequest, reported back the House bill 
No. 5, with a substitute, and the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That this report be printed; that the 
substitute herewith reported be referred to the Com- 
mittee. of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and be printed separately in the form of a bill; and 
that the same. be mide the special order of the day | 
for the.second Tuesday in April next. 


Mrs HOUSTON: called for a division of the 
question, so as to take pal gue vote on the pro- 
posal to make it the special order for a particular 
day; which was.ordered. 

And the question on the first branch of the res- 
olution was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the hill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

And the question recurring on the second branch 
of the resolution, ` 

Mr. OWEN said: I hope the House will suffer 
me to say one wordon this subject. The money 
appropriated by this bill has been in our treasury || 
between seven and eight years; and, in all that | 
time, nota dollar of it has been used in accordance || 
with the will of the testator. We cannot suppose || 
Congress, unwilling to act in such a matter. It has |} 
heretofore failed, because, in. the conflict on other | 
important subjects, it was delayed, and remained 
among the unfinished business. ‘This will again 
be its fate, unless we make it the special order for 
some day. ‘The committee put it off until April. 
If even that be too early, let a later day be named. 
But, at all events, let some day be fixed when we | 
may know that the subject will be taken up; so 
that we.at last escape the jest reproach of receiv- 
ing money for one of the best purposes on earth, 
and then doing nothing withit. 

The question was. then~taken on the second 
branch of the resolution, and decided in the affirm- 
ative-—two-thirds voting therefor, 
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iland cost of constructing a railroad from Chatta- 


| Clark Lillybridge, reported a bill for his relief; 


| petition of Maria L. Nourse; which bill was laid 


GLOB 
So the bill was made the special order of the day 
for the second ‘Tuesday in April next. 
Mr. GENTRY, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred the bill provi- 
ding for a survey to ascertain the proper location 


| 
| 
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i 
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nooga to. Nashville, reported the same without 
amendment; ordered, that it be committed. 

Mr. SYKES, from the Committee on Patents, 
made a-report upon the case of Heny M. Shreve, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief, and to autho- 
rize the purchase of his patent; which was read 
and committed. 


Mr. HARPER, on leave, presented certain res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of Ohio 
against any change in the law regulating postage 
that will tend to increase the rates of letter postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
the case of Peters, Moore, & Co., reported a bill 
for their relief; which bill was twice read, and 
committed. 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. ROBERT 
SMITH asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Pierre Menard, Antoine Peltier, and Joseph Placy; 
which was twice read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WICK, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the con- } 
sideration of the case of Henry Asbury; and that 
the petitioner have leave to withdraw his papers. 

Mr. T. B. KING, from the Committee on Na- 
| val Affairs, made a report upon the cases of George 
j De la Roche and W. P. S. Sanger, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which bill was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. R. SMITH, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to provide for the pre- 
| servation of a bridge neross White river, on the 
Cumberland road, in the State of Indiana, accom- 
panied by a report in writing; which bill was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon || 
the petition of the heirs of Thomas Knowlton, ac- 
companied by a bill for their relief; which bill was 
read twice and committed, 

Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the Committee | 
on Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon the 
case of the grandchildren of Major General Bar- 
on De Kalb; which bill was read twice and com- | 
mitted. 

Mr. ISAAC E. MORSE, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, made a report upon the 
petition of William May, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. CATHCART, from the Committee on In- | 
diau Affuúrs, to which was referred the petition of 


which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. McHIENRY, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the 
bill for the relief of James Dixon, reported the 
same without amendment, sechnnaied by a re- 

ort in writin vich bill was committed. 

Mr. BUFF TON, from the Committee on 
the Judieiary, made an adverse report upon the 


upon the table. i 

Mr. THOMASSON, from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, made adverse re- 
ports upon the cases of Nathaniel Patton's heirs 
and legal represcutatives, and of James H. McHat- ! 
ton and Edward Herndon; which were laid upon | 
the table. | 

Mr. SIMPSON, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, to which the subject was referred, reported 
a bill providing for warehousing imports, accom- 
panied by a report in writing; which bill was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a hill to change the time for 
holding the Federal court in the State of North. Ca- 
rolina: which was read twice, and, having been or- 
dered to a third reading now, was read a third time 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis 


Daniel Duggan, and that it be referred io the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


HARBOR OF PROVIDENCE. 


Mr. TIBBATTS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation to 
improve the harbor of Providence; which bill was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was recommiited on the 16th 
inst., the case of Charles W. Bingley, of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, reported a bill for his relief; 
which bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverge report upon the petitions of Wil- 
liam H. Topping, John P. Converse, and Joseph 
Nock; which reports were laid upon the table. 

Mr. HUBARD presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Virginia, in favor of the 
justice and propriety of immediately providing by 
law for the satisfaction of all the Virginia military 
land warrants for revolutionary services that are 
now unsatisfied; which resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 


| to which was referred the bill from the Senate en- 


titled “A biil for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of William D. Cover,’ deceased, reported the 
same without amendment; ordered that the said 
bill be committed to the Committee of the Whole 
Tflouse to-morrow. 
During the process of calling the committee, 
Mr. DANIEL made an ineflectual motion to go 


| into committee on the private calendar. 


The call of the’ committee having been conclu- 
ded, and a motion having been made first by Mr. 
HENLEY and then by Mr. GORDON, to that 
efect, and agreed to, 

The House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole, (Mer Rarnusex, of New York in the 
chair,)"and proceeded to the consideration of the 
private calendar, 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Grayson coming up, 

The debate heretofore commenced was contin- 
ued by Messrs. SEDDON in favor of the bill, 


/ CLARKE in opposition, (and BAYLY, JOHN- 


SON of Virgina, and HUBARD, in explana- 


|; tion.) 


Whilst Mr. Crane was speaking, he was called 
to order for irrelevancy by Mr. GORDON. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that all matters 
touching the bounty lands and policy of the State 
of Virginia were out of order. 

Mr. CLARKE then, confining himself to the 
provisions of the bill, concluded his remarks. 

After some further remarks in favor of the bill 
by Messrs. BAYLY, JOHNSON, of Virginia, G. 
DAVIS, (and SAWYER, in inquiry.) 

A motion was made by Mr, GORDON that the 
bill be reported to the Tlouse, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS moved to amend the motion, 
as to report the bill to the House without amend- 
ment, 

After some conversation by Messrs. JOHN Q. 


! ADAMS, L E. HOLMES, and the CHAIR, ona 


point of order, 

The question was taken; and, by ayes 64, noes 
60, the amendment of Mr. Apams was agreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
to the House. 

Mr. HOGE moved that the Flouse adjourn. 

Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON asked the yeas and 
nays; which were refused. 

The question being taken and decided in the 
afirmative, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following Petitions and Memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON: The petition of David Texall, of 
Tennessee, praying Congress to grant him a pension: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of Abiah Cook, Smith 
M. Purdy, and others, citizens of the county of Chenango, 


: New York, for the construction of a railroad from the At- 


lantic to the Oregon territory: referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of G 
county of Monroe, in the State of Tenn 


ress 


eorge Hix, of the 
€, praying Con- 
§ to grant him compensation for depredations commit- 
ted by Lieutenant Fowler and company, while in the ser- 


N ki DE : vice of the United States in the Cherokee nation, in the 
| charged from the consideration of the petition of ii year 1831: referred to tac Committee of Claims. 
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iltiam G. Carpen- | 
Ounty, Pennsylva- 
or reduction of the 


By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of W; 
ter, and 16 other citizens of Lycoming c 
nia, remonstrating against any alteration 
tariff act of 1842. 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of the re is 
the land office at St. Helena, Louisiana, for an acre of 
salary : referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. LA SERE: The memorial and petition of Robb 
& Hoge, Daran Queyrouse & Co. Laypeyre, and 
others, merchants and traders of N ‘ans. relating to 
the duty on the common wi referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Me 


J. M. 
ew Orle 
ines of Spain: 
ans,- 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 2, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port from the Secretary of War, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate, communicating in- 
formation respecting fortifications proposed to be 
constructed on Lake Borgne, Louigfana; which 
was read. | 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 

War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion adopted by the Senate on the 24th of Feb- 
ruary last, papers relating to certain land claims of 
John C. Whittell; which was read. 
_ Mr, FAIRFIELD presented the petition of eit- 
izens of Maine, praying the establishment of a 
marine ‘hospital within the limits of that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. F. also presented the petition of citizens of 
the State of Maine, praying an amendment of the 
pre-emption Jaws in favor of actual settlers on the 
public lands; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

__ Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of cit- 
izens of Niagara county, New York, raying the 
abrogation of certain treaties made with the Sene- 
ca Indians; which was referred to the Committee 

on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of shipmasters | 
and seamen engaged in the navigation of the lakes, i 
praying that Cattaraugus harbo 


t l r may be complet- į 
ed and lighted; which was referred to the Com- i| 
mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. D. further presented the memorial of the 
Mayor and Common Council of the city of Roch- i 
ester, New York, and the petition of citizens of |! 
Monroe county, New York, praying the defence 
of Genesee harbor; which was referred to the ji 
Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Mr. MANGUM presented the memorial of Pro- | 
fessor James P. Espy, together with certain docu- 
ments in relation to ventilating the Senate chamber, 
and praying that a contract for that purpose may | 
be made with him; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of Theodore |! 
Frelinghuysen and others, engaged in scientific || 
and literary pursuits, praying that scientific books |! 
may be imported into the United States free of 
duty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. D. also presented the memorial of two firms, || 
manufacturers of cutlery, praying that all foreign | 
steel may be admitted free of duty; and in case 
their prayer should not be granted, praying that 
noad valorem duty should be imposed, and that | 
the present duties be not increased; which was re- 
ferred tu the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. D. further presented two petitions of citi- | 
zens of Cayuga county, and one of citizens of 
Genesee county, New York, praying the abroga- 
tion of certain treaties with the Seneca Indians; 


| able building for holding the Federal courts at the 
! newly-established seat of government in Alabama. 


petition of William H. Thomas; which report was 
| ordered to be printed. 


March 2, 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted a series of resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Illinois, asserting 
the American right and title to the territory of 
Oregon, and instructing the Senators and request- 
ing the Representatives of said State in Congress 
to use their influence in support of the Executive 
on this subject, and to give the notice; which reso- 
lutions were ordered to be printed, 

Mr, CORWIN presented the petition of citizens 
of Ohio, praying that the pension allowed to Sam- 
uel Hall, a soldier in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, may be increased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DAYTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over: : 

Resolved, That the President be requested to in- 
form the Senate whether, in his judgment, any 
circumstances connected with, or growing out of 
the foreign relations of this country, require at this 
time an Increase of our naval or military force; and 
that, in the event of such increase being necessary, 
in his judgment, he further inform the Senate (if 
in his opinion not incompatible with the public in- 
terest) what those circumstances are. 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
quiring the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to 
be prepared a collection of the instructions which 
have been issued since the 17th of August, 1833, 
either by the Secretary of the Treasury or the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, together with 
the official opinions of the Attorney General and 
the Solicitor of the General Land Office on ques- 
tions arising under the land laws since the above 
period; and also into the expediency of directing 
the Secretary of the Senate to cause the general 
public acts of Congress, passed since the second 
session of the Twenty-fifth Congress, respecting 
the sale and disposition of the public lands, together 
with the opinions and instructions above mention- 
ed, to be printed for the use of the Senate, like the 
former works on the same subject, and to cause 
1,500 extra copies to be printed and furnished for 
the use of the Senate. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
forming an additional judicial district in the State 
of Illinois, and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 

Mr. LEWIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee inquire 
into the expediency of making provision for a suit- 


Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the 


Mr. J. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of William 
H. Thomas, praying to be compensated for pro- 
visions furnished to the Cherokee Indians in 1836; 
which report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to organize and arm the 


which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 


of the licensed pilots of Virginia, praying the re- 
peal of the act of March 2, 1837, concerning pi- 


lots; which was referred to the Committee on Com- |} 


merce. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Tennessee, praying that Knoxville 
and Chattanooga may be made ports of entry, and 
that an appropriation may be made for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Tennessee river, by 
removing certain obstructions thereto; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- | 
dered to be printed. 

_ Mr. J. also presented a preamble and resolu- | 
tions passed by the General Assembly of the State 
of Tennessee; approving the action of Congress in | 


relation to the establishment of a naval depét at |, 


Memphis, in that State, and urging the vigorous 


| militia of Oregon; which was read, and passed to 


|| a second reading. 
Mr, PENNYBACKER presented the petition || 


i Claims, 


j 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported “A bill for the 
relief of Thomas Rhodes;”’ which was read, and 
the accompanying report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
to which was referred the petition of Mary 
; Williams, praying remuneration for property de- 
; stroyed in consequence of its occupation by a por- 
tion of the United States army during the Semi- 
nole war, reported a bill for her relief; which was 
; read, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. D. also, from the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, moved that Mr. Turney (also a member of 
that committee, as also of the Committee of Claims) 
be discharged from further service on the latter 
committee, in order to enable him to devote his at- 
tention to the business before the Committee on 


| 


Mr. PENNYBACKER moved that the vacancy 
occasioned in the Committee of Claims by the 
withdrawal of Mr, Turney should be filled by the 
Chair; which motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported ‘A bill for the relief of James 
Erwin, of Arkansas, and others;” which was read, 
and ordered to be printed, together with the peti- 
tion and accompanying documents. 
Mr. SEMPLE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to establish a 
post-route from Independence to the Pacific ocean; 
which was read, and the report and accompanying 
documents were ordered to be printed. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the mo- 
tion made on the 16th of February, to dischage the 
Committee on the Judiciary from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Asa Andrews; which 
motion having been agreed to, Ni 
On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the petition was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee of Claims on the 
petition of Samuel Grice; which report was concur- 
red in. 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee of 
Claims on the memorial of James L. Sawyer; 
which report was concurred in. A 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee of 
Claims on the petition of Robert and William Arm- 
strong; which report was concurred in. «|: 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
petition of Caleb Greene, which had been reported 
upon by the Committee of Claims, referred subse- 
quently to the-Committee on the Judiciary, and 
which committee made an adverse report thereon. 
Mr. H. JOHNSON moved that the report be re- 
committed, with directions to the committee to re- 
porta bill for the relief of the petitioner; and some 
discussion took place between Mr. H, Jonwson 
and Mr. Asuugy, chairman of the Judiciary{Com- 
mittee, in which the former stated that the clerk of 
the court of the western district of Louisiana, in 
default of any proper place to keep the records of 
the court, had formerly kept them at his house. 
The court deeming this an unsafe depository, or- 
dered him to rent a proper building, for which $180 
er annum was to be paid. The Secretary of the 
Peasy disallowed the claim of the clerk, stating 
that it was within the province of the Marshal to 
make that provision, but recommended the peti- 
tioner to apply to Congress. It was objected by 
Mr. AsuLey, that to pass on an individual appli- 
cation of this nature would be to open the door for 
the admission of a host of similar claims. The 
committee, therefore, declined to act, unless in a 
general Jaw. He also denied the authority of the 
court to issue the order. é 
On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the report was 
laid on the table for the present, i 
[A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed the Senate ‘bill for the relief of William Elliott, 
jr., of Fulton county, Illinois,” together with vari- 
ous other bills. . 
A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States.] ; 
The Senate took up the following bills from the 
House of Representatives, reported this morning, 
viz: ; 
An act for the relief of Samuel Walker; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. ; 
Also, an act to change the time of holding the 
Federal courts of North Carolina; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. s 

Also, an act for the relief of Charles Benns; which 
| was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. y , 
| Also, an act for the relief of J. S. Pierce; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. f 

Also, an act for the relief of Smith, Thurger & 
Co.; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. f 

Also, an act authorizing the payment of certain 
claims of the State of Alabama; which was read’a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. ; 2 

Also, an act for the relief of Adam McCullough; 


il 


i Retrenchment. 


| which was read a first and second time, and:refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims: ere 


1846. 
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Also; an act for. the relief of John E. Holland; 
which was read a first-and second time, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also,an act for the relief of James Mains; which 
was read a first: and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions... 

Also, acts for the relief of James. Wyman, 

Joseph Watson, Arthur R. Frogge, Joseph M. 
Rhea, of Fentress county, Tennessee, and Daniel 
Ingalls; which were severally read a first and sec- 
ond. time, and. referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
[A message. was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the Speaker of 
said House had signed an enrolled resolution of 
the Senate, to which the signature of the Vice 
President was asked.} 


OREGON——“ THE NOTICE.” 


The Senate then proceeded, as in committee of 
the whole, to the consideration of the special order 
of the day—the joint resolution of notice, abroga- 
ting the convention of 1627, and the amendments 
thereto. 

Mr. BREESE proceeded to address the Senate. 
He said: It cannot be expected that, on a subject 
which has been so elaborately discussed here and 
elsewhere, and by the public press, any individual 
can be enabled to offer much that is new or striking. 
This question, it is well known, has excited the : 
greatest interest in the public mind. Probably. no 
question ever started and discussed before the 
American péople has excited so much attention. 
The interest which it has awakened has pervaded 
all classes and every quarter of the Union. At the 
present moment the eyes of the American people 
are anxiously directed to the Senate of the Unie 
States. The Executive Magistrate has done his 
duty in regard to this momentous subject. The 
House of Representatives have done their duty. 
It now only remains for the Senate to perform its 
duty. I cannot undertake to point out the differ- 
ence between the various propositions before this 
body.. Icannot contrast and compare them, It 
will be sufficient for me to show the reason why I | 
am in favor of the notice to terminate those several 
conventions of 1818 and 1827, without considering 
the relative merits of the various propositions before | 
the Senate. I did not know, till this moment, that 
the resolutions of the General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois were received, or that such resolutions 
were adopted at their last meeting. I knew that, 
two years ago, similar resolutions had been adopt- 
ed; and two years ago I had occasion, in the Senate, 
to respond to them, and to express my views 
somewhat at length in regard to the question, and 
the obligation of the Congress of the United States 
to carry out the wishes of that State, together with 
those of other States who had expressed their 
views in similar language. But these resolutions 
have strengthened me in the position which [ have 
taken, and I hope that-my conduct on this ocea- 
sion, as well as the course which J have heretofore 
taken; will be acceptable to the people of the State 
of Illinois. I believe there is but one opinion in 
that region in relation to the subject, and I do not | 
think that any pariy, or any respectable portion of 
any party, is opposed to immediate action on the 
part of this Government in relation to this great 
question. They are not for ‘wise and masterly 
inactivity.” But they are for action, and imme- 
diate action; and I will endeavor to give some of 
the reasons why they are so. ; 

I do not propose, in the view I shall take of this 
subject, to go at length into a discussion of the title 
of the United States to Oregon. It may be said, 
that, so far as this question of title is concerned, 
we have now nothing to do with it, but at the same 
time to discuss that question, and also the question 
of the notice. I believe that that was the course 
adopted two years ago, in the discussion to which 
I have referred. The title was then discussed by 
every speaker; and, what is worthy of note, nol a | 
single individual was then found expressing a 
doubt with regard to the American title. Now, 
after a period of two years, and after the subject 
has been more fully and deliberately discussed, 
we do hear occasionally some doubts expressed 
with regard to the title of the United States to this | 


Britain for the express purpose of taking part in 
the negotiations, and that it would be discourteous 
to attempt any such measure in that state of af- 
fairs. It was asserted by several of the Senators 
who took part in that discussion, in opposition to 
the notice, that the result of that measure, in the 
condition of things at that time, would be inevita- 
ble war. At this session we have heard—not from 
any individual who has spoken on the other side of 
the chamber—that giving the notice would be con- 
sidered as a cause of war by Great Britain, and 
would be followed by war. On the contrary, the 
only gentleman on the opposite side of the cham- 
ber who has spoken, thinks that we have a right 
to give this notice as preservative of peace; that it 
is a measure tending to peace, and probably con- 
stitutes the only means of preserving peace. At 
the same time I think I am justified in saying, that 
some doubts have been thrown out as to the title 
of the United States to the whole of this territory. 
I do not propose, as I said before, to go at length 
into that; it would be superfluous, after what has 
heen said by the two Senators from New York. 
They have made that plain; and my great object, 
in presenting myself to the consideration of the 
Senate on this question, is merely for the purpose 
of showing not exactly our title to the country, but 
with the view of presenting some principles which 
Great Britain herself has established on this conti- 
nent applicable to her claims to this territory. I 
do not stand here, as I have heen represented in 
the newspapers, as having pledged myself to de- 
monstrate that we had a perfect title. No such 
thing. I would not undertake any such thing. 
However strong my faith in the validity of our 
title, I would not undertake to demonstrate to the 
satisfaction of others that that title was good and 
perfect. What I said was this—that I thought I 
should be enabled to show, from principles which 


was clear and unquestionable, and that it was not 
for her at any rate to dispute itatall, And I think 
that can be shown. 1 think that by principles 
which Great Britain herself established before the 
revolutionary war—before our independence—that 
we have aright as against her to chùm a tide to 
the whole of Oregon—the whole of the northwest 
coast. Now Great Britain, in virtue of her dis- 
coveries upon the Atlantic const in 1495, made 
grants to different individuals, and different colo- 
nies, and amongst others to the colony of Virginia. 
T wish to show the terms in which that grant was 
made. Ido not refer to it asa valid grant to the 
extent contemplated by these terms; but to show 
that this act of Great Britain is sufficient to estop 
her from setting up any claim to this territory. No 
act of that Government, no matter how antiquated, 
is enough fo answer as an estoppel to any such 
claim. Here, then, is the grant made to Virginia 
j in 1609: 

“ We do give, grant, and confirm unto the said 
“treasurer and company, and their successors, all 
“those lands, countries, and territories situate, 
‘Tying, and being in that part of America called 
© Virginia, from the point of land called Cape or 
©Point Comfort, all along the seacoast to the 
“northward, two hundred miles, and from the said 
‘point of Cape Comfort all along the seacoast to 
‘the southward, two hundred miles, and all that 
‘space and circuit of land lying from the seacoast 
t of the precinct aforesaid, up into the land, through- 
t out from sea to sea, west and northwest, and also all 
«the islands lying within one hundred miles along 
“the coast of both seas of the precinct aforesaid; 
“to have and to hold, possess and enjoy, all and 
: ©singular, the said lands, countries, and territories, 
© with all and singular, other the premises by these 
‘presents granted, or mentioned to be granted to 
‘them, their successors, and assigns forever.” 

The first charter of 1606 extended along the sea- 
coast from the 34th to the 41st degree of north lat- 
itude, but only fifty miles inland. ‘The third, dated 
in 1612, annexed to Virginia all the islands within 
three hundred leagues of the coast; and although 
| their charter of 1609, with the other two, were 
vacated by quo warranto in 1624, yet a commission 
issued for the government of the colony of Vir- 
ginia, under the royal seal, without making any 
alterations in the boundaries as established by the 


i 


| 
territory. nE : 
Two years. ago objections were entertained | 
against giving the notice at that time, for the reason | 
that we had invited a renewal of negotiations, and 
that a special minister had been sent here by Great į 


charter of 1609. 

Grants to Lord Baltimore and to William Penn 
curtailed this colony on the north, but the western 
limit was not restricted. 

By running a line from a point “two hundred 


Great Britain had herself established, that our title | 


miles from Cape Comfort,” on the Atlantic coast, 
in a northwest direction, it will be found to pass 
to the east of the Lake of the Woods, and to strike 


| the Pacific coast near or at the 62d degree of north 


latitude, and that this northwest line should run 
from that point, and not from the point on the 
coast two hundred miles south of Cape Comfort ; 
but that the west line should start from this south- 
ern point is a manifest propriety, for in no other 
way could the limits of the colony extend from sea 
to sea; and by doing it, no violence is done to the 
language, and the object of the grant carried out, and 
the cardinal rule observed, so to construe instru~ 
ments, if possible, as that every part may stand. 

This grant was made by the British King in vir- 
tue of the discovery, under his auspices, ‘of the 
American Atlantic coast one hundred and fourteen 
years hefore. This charter is evidence that he 
claimed not only the right of pre-emption of the na- 
tive occupants of the soil, but absolute jurisdiction 
and sovereignty over all the territory covered by it 
from sea to sea, by an antiquated discovery, not 
followed up, for more than a century, by any ef- 
fort at settlement whatever, and by continuity of 
territory, there being nothing to break that chain. 

Pope Alexander VI. had, the year after the dis- 
covery of America, granted this same country to 
Ferdinand and Isabella, by his memorable bull 
issued from St. Peter’s, at Rome, in 1493, as God’s 
vicegerent on earth, to whom all kings were sub- 
ject. The right of these two potentates to make 
the grants will not be inquired into, as it is unne- 
cessary to atrue understanding of the question. 
The fact. of making the grant is alone important in 
this discussion. 

Great Britain assumed to own by virtue of her 


i! prior discovery not only the British settlements on 


the coast and rivers, and the land immediately con- 
tieuous to, or drained by, the waters of the rivers 
which flowed through her inhabited places, but she 
insisted upon excluding France and all other na- 
tions from colonizing any of the country west. of 
the Alleghany range to the Pacific, on the ground 
| alone that prior discovery and settlement of a small 
part of the Atlantic coast gave to Great Britain a 
right of sovereignty and soil by continuity and con- 
tignity from ocean to ocean. 

France made an unsuccessful effort to resist, by 
war, this British principle of international law. 
‘The parent country called upon her American colo- 
nies—now the United States of America—to join 
the British forces and sustain this great principle 
of her national policy; and after a long and deso- 
lating war, in which British and American blood 
and treasure were freely expended, victory crowned 
the arms of the confederates. 

The treaty of peace of the 10th of February, 
1763, made between Great Britain, Spain, and 
| France, ratified this British principle of interna- 
tional law, by implication atleast. By the 4th ar- 
ticle of the treaty the King of France, as the ag- 
gressor and as unfortunate in the field, “ renounces 
“all pretensions which he has heretofore formed, or 
| < might form, to Nova Scotia or Acadia in all its 


| € parts, und guaranties the whole of it, and with 
“its dependences, to the King of Great Britain; 
‘ moreover, his most Christian Majesty cedes and 
‘ guaranties to his said Britannic Majesty, in full 
‘rights, Canada, with all its dependences, as well 
‘as the island of Cape Breton, and all the other 
‘islands and coasts in the Gulf of the river St, Law- 
‘rence, and in general, everything that depends on 
‘ the said countries, lands, islands, and coasts, with 
‘the sovereignty, property, possession, and-all rights 
‘acquired by treaty or otherwise.” 

France had commenced settlements at Acadia, 
and in a dependency of Canada northeast of the 
Ohio, and on the Obio river; ‘and, being beaten in 
the field, renounced her right, and yielded all her 
pretensions to do so. She was forced to acknowl- 
edge the British doctrine, for the American conti- 
nent, that prior remote discovery, and subsequent 
partial settlement on the Atlantic, and a few of its 
rivers, afforded a just and sufficient ground for ex- 
tension by contiguity and continuity from that 
coast to the Pacific. 

The same rule of public law she had applied 
long previously to the Dutch in their colony of New 
Netherlands, afterwards colony, now State, of New 
York. 

Great Britain claimed to have first discovered 
the Hudson in 1608, by a Dutch navigator in their 
service; and although the Dutch first scttled it, 


} prior to the settlement of the Pilgrims at Plymouth, 
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and occupied it for half a century, they fell under | 
the operation of the British-American principle of || 
international law and conquest, justified by Britain || 
on prior discovery and continuity, finally added | 
New York to the British colonies in North Amer- | 
ica, extending from the sea to the great lakes. Ap- | 
ply this conjoint British and American exposition 
of public law to the Spanish discovery by Perez in 
1774, of the Pacific coast of Oregon as claimed by 
the-United States, including Nootka—of Heceta 
and Quadra in 1775, of the mouth of the Columbia 
river and of other parts of the.coast, as related by | 
Humboldt in his ‘ New Spain,” to the fact of an | 
actual Spanish occupation of Nootka from 1789 to 
1795, when the Spaniards voluntarily abandoned | 
it, and that no British settlement has since been | 
made there; apply it to the American discovery and | 
sailing up of the principal river by Captain Gray 
in his good ship the Columbia, whose name the | 
river bears; apply it to the prior settlement by i 
Spain of California, and other points of the coast 
of the Pacific, with a steady and unyielding claim 
of title from 1774 to the whole coast from Califor- 
nia to a latitude north of 54° 40"; apply it to the | 
exploration of Oregon by Lewis and Clarke from | 
the headwaters of the Columbia to its mouth on | 
the line of continuity, and to the American settle- | 
ments made in 1809 and 1811, the latter being As- 
toria, at its mouth, and the post on the Okonegan, 
600 miles up the river, and one on the Spokan, still 
further advanced; and on the ICooskooska and the | 
Willamette, and to the surrender of Astoria to the 
United States by Great Britain, in virtue of the first 
article of the treaty of Ghent, and without any 
qualification or reservation whatever; and consider 
that all these acts and foundations of title, Span- 
ish and American, belong to the United States, and 
we find our title perfect to the whole of Oregon 
upon those principles of public law established by 
Great Britain herself on the American continent 
prior to our Revolution in 1776. 

_ Another view of the subject is equally conclu- 
sive. 

Great Britain, by virtue of prior discovery, and 
of small and detached settlements made after the 
lapse of more than a century, claimed a perfect ti- 
tle to, and jurisdiction over, the vast region stretch- 
ing from the Atlantic to the Pacific, including Or- 
egon, and covered it with her colonial charters, as 
we have scen, | 

By the treaty of Paris, of 1763, before adverted | 
to, and by the treaty of peace of 1783, Great Brit- | 
ain abandoned her right to all the land covered by 
these charters west of the Mississippi river; which, | 
of necessity, cnured to Spain as the owner of Lou- 
isiana by the secret treaty of 1762, and of all the 
country west to the Pacific, including the whole of 
Oregon, because there was no other Power then in | 
existence to claim against her who had asserted a 
claim to, or made a settlement at that time on, that 
coast, and the claim of continuity extending cast- |i 
ward from the Pacific and westward from the Mis- 
sissippi, would lawfally cover the whole space. 

This treaty of 1763, was to close a war waged | 
for territorial rights, and it was intended ‘to re- | 
‘move forever all subjects of dispute with regard 
t to the limits of the British and French territories 
‘on the continent of America,” the secret treaty of |) 
1762 not being then known, by which Spain had || 
succeeded to the rights of France. It was agreed |j 
by it— 

“That, for the future,’ the confures between the do- 
minions of his Britannic Majesty, and those of his i 
most Christian Majesty, in that part of the world, 
shall be fixed irrevocably by a line drawn along 
the middle of the river Mississippi, from its source | 
to the river Iberville, and from thence by a line | 
t drawn along the middle of this river, and the lakes 
‘ Mauripas and Pontchartrain, to the sea,” 

Spain at the same time ceded to Great Britain : 
Florida and all the Spanish possessions east of the ; 
Mississippi; and these parties, by their cessions, 
left the inference, although not expressed in the 


j 
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But it is pretended that the convention between 
Spain and Great Britain, signed at the Escurial on 
the 28th of October, 1790, called the “Nootka con- 
vention,” which allowed British subjects to make 
settlements for trade with the Indians, without 
any grant of soil or sovereignty, changes this ob- 
vious result. The fourth article of the treaty of 
Paris, of 1763, shows the terms appropriately used 
“by the three Powers, in cession of soil and sov- 
ereignty. No terms of grant, or cession of any 
sort, being found in the Nootka convention, it must 
be deemed, like the convention we are seeking to 
annul and abrogate, a mere international arrange- 
ment for Indian trade, which can have no influence 
on the question of sovereignty and title. Great 
Britain was seeking no national sovereignty or 
jurisdiction on that coast, but to protect the indi- 
vidual property of her subjects there, and commer- 
cial privileges, ‘for the purpose of carrying on 
their commerce with the natives of the country, or 
of making settlements there,” and these subject to 


| many restrictions, which Spain, as the rightful sov- 
| eretgn of that realm, could alone impose. 


It is difficult to misunderstand the relative posi- 
tion of the two parties to this convention: Spain 
claiming to be the sovereign of the country, and | 
Great Britain simply stipulating for the protection 


| Of the private rights of her subjects within it, for 


the sole purpose of trading with the Indians on the 
Spanish coast—stipulations which would be inno- 
cent and admissible, if applied this very day to the 
Atlantic coast of the United States instead of the 
Pacific coast. There is no cession of any juris- 
diction whatever to be found in that convention. 
Indeed, Great Britain, as late as the 16th of De- 
cember, 1826, declared that she “ claims no exclu- 
‘sive sovereignty over any portion of that territory: 
‘her present claim, not in respect to any part, but 
‘the whole, is limited to a right of joint occupancy 
‘in common with other States, leaving the right of j 
‘exclusive dominion in abeyance.” This, it must 
be admitted, is a very vague and undefined claim, 
the convention recognizing only the right of British 
subjects to trade with the natives only, and even 
that subject to restrictions, Yet Great Britain ad- 
mits that whatever her title may have been, “either 
‘on the partof Great Britain, or on the part of Spain 
‘ prior to the convention of 1790, it was from thence- 
‘forward no longer to be traced in vague narratives 
t of discoveries, several of them admitted to be apoc- 
‘ryphal, but in the text and stipulations of that con- 
‘vention itself.” Why, it may be asked, make 
such a convention with Spain, i? she had no right 
of soil or sovereiguty there, if she was not entitled, 
on British principles of public law, to the full ben- 
efit of all her discoveries and settlements on that 
coast, while she was at so much pains and expense 
to make this an organized department of her Gov- 
ernment, established for that express purpose? 
Great Britain, up to that time, had never sent out 
a single ship for any such purpose. Drake wasa 


ë 


| pirate, and navigated the scas for plunder, and in- 
3 a F > 


stead of a halter, received from his sovereign 
knighthood. Cook was sent to discover the much- | 


strict orders not to take possession of any part of 


i the coast already discovered or visited by any | 
In uninhabited countries, he || 


European Power. 
was to erect the proper symbols of possession. 


the Icy Cape. Perez was in Nootka Sound in 1774, 


| and Bodega y Quadra, in 1775, and had named a 
; mountain, under the parallel of 579, Mount San Ja- 


einto, which Cooke saw in 1778, and called Mount 
Edgecomb. And it may be asked, whose right of 
“exclusive dominion’ over this country was thus 
“to remain in abeyance??? Did Spain, by that con- 
vention, agree to anything more than this: that, 
whilst the convention existed, her exclusive sov- 


treaty, that the territory west of that river remain- 
ed in the possession of either or both France and | 
Spain. The subsequent cession of Louisiana to |! 
France, in 1899, enabled her to cede the same to | 
the United States by the treaty of 1803. If not | 
conveyed by that treaty, as not within the limits 
of Louisiana, it was within the dominions of Spain; 
and that Power, by the Florida treaty of 1819, 


But this convention, whatever it may have been, 


| was abrogated on principles of British law, as pro- 


nounced by one of her most distinguished minis- 
ters and statesmen, Lord Bathurst. He said, in 
his correspondence with our Government in 1815: 
“ Great Britain knows of no exception to the rule 


ceded all her ‘‘rights, claims, and pretensions” to 
the territories on the Pacific north of the 42d de- 
gree of north latitude. 


that all treaties are put an end to by a subsequent 
war between the same parties.” The war of 1796 


: y . 2? 
between Spain and Great Britain, abrogated this 


H 


wished for western passage to China, and had | 


Cook made no discoveries which had not beer | 
| made years before by Spanish navigators, except 


settlement, and it has never been renewed.” No 
subsequent treaty between these’ Powers can be 
shown, which, in their. terms, or by their ‘spirit 
and intention, renews this convention,” «+ 

The mode, as practised by these very Powers, 
of renewing a treaty after a-war, is by an éxpress _ 
recital and renewal of it by. date or particular’ đe- 
scription and confirmation. The second section of 
the treaty of Paris of 1763, so often referred to, 
shows the mode in which Great Britain, and Spain, 
and France, renew treaties. Tt is in this ‘form: 

“The treaties of Westphalia of 1648; those of 
‘Madrid, between the Crowns of Great Britain 
‘and Spain of 1667 and 1670; the treaties of peace 
‘of Nimequen of 1678 and 1679; of Ryswick ‘of 
©1697; those of peace and of commerce of Utrecht 
‘of 1713; that of Baden of 1714; the treaty of triple 
‘alliance of the Hague of 1717; that of the quad- 
‘ruple alliance of London of 1718; the definitive 
‘treaty of Vienna of 1738; the definitive treaty of 
t Aix-la-Chapelle of 1748; and that of Madrid bë- 
‘tween the Crowns of Great Britain and Spain of 


ij ©1750; as well as the treaties between the Crowns 


‘of Spain and Portugal of the 13th of February, 
‘1668, of the 6th of February, 1715, and of the 12th 
‘of Mebruary, 1761, and that of the 11th of April, 
‘1713, between France and Portugal, with the 
t guaranties of Great Britain, serve as a basis and 
‘foundation to the peace and to the present treaty; 
‘and for this purpose they are all renewed and'con- 
‘firmed in the best form, as well as the treaties in 
‘general which subsisted between the high contracting 
‘parties before the war, as if they were inserted here 
‘word for word, so that they are to be exactly observed 
‘ for the future in their whole tenor,’ &c. 4 

The treaty of Madrid of 1814, did notrevive the 
Nootka convention, or any commercial treaty, ex- 
cept those relating to commerce between Great 
Britain and Old Spain, not including her American 
colonies or distant possessions. How, then, it 
may well be inquired, can ‘the text and stipula- 
tions of the Nootka convention,” which did not 
originally grant anything to Great Britain, but 
merely permitted British subjects to settle for tra- 
ding purposes upon the northeast coast, and did 
not even grant to them the fee simple of their set- 
tlements, be now regarded as such a foundation of 
title in Great Britain as will justify her in demand- 
ing of us, who have succeeded by fair purchase to 
all the rights of Spain, a division. of the country ?- 
With equal propriety might a tenant at will, or at 
sufferance, who has occupied the premises of 
another under a license unmolested for a sèries of 
years, demand of the proprietor, on receiving a 
notice to quit, a partition of the farm, or the occu- 
pied field. 

Another view of this conviction may be urged. 
Whilst it was now alleged by Great Britain to be in 
full force, why did she in 1818, before we had ac- 
quired the Spanish tide, voluntarily enter into this 
convention with us on the 20th of October of that 
year, so inconsistent as it is with her engagements 
with Spain under the Nootka convention? and 
why did she not base her pretensions at that time, 
as she does now, on its “ text and stipulations,” 
and not in “ vague narratives of discoveries, some 
of them admitted to be apocryphal?” If she really 
| believed the convention of 1790 was in force, it is 
incomprehensible that she should not have urged 
it. By neglecting to do so, these inferences sre 
fair and natural: 

First. That Great Britain no longer considered 
|i the Nootka treaty in existence or binding upon 
her; otherwise she could not have violated her ob- 
ligations to Spain, by covering the same ground 
in a treaty with another power. PER 
| Second. That by transferring her obligations 
from Spain to the United States, Great Britain 
thereby acknowledged a right in the United States, 
independently of Spain, as existing in virtue of our 
well-known prior discovery, exploration, and. set- 
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that of 1790 as a nullity; and thus regarding it, it 
follows as a necessary and inevitable consequence, 
that the right of sovereignty, by her own acknowledg- 
ment, resided. in the United States—a pretence of 
claim on her part. being inserted in it by her far- 
seeing policy, out of which, by prolonged diplo-. 
macy, might grow a valuable possession. . 
“Should it be necessary to adduce strong circum- 
stantial proof of the conscious want of élaim of 
Great Britain to any part of the Northwest coast 
south. of 54° 40’, ‘derived from whatever source 
she may now choose to select, it may be found in 
the most solemn and imposing forms. By the con- 
vention between the United States and Russia, 
made on the 17th of April, 1824, the line between 
the territories of the two countries was established 
at 54° 40’; which, having been thus acknowledged 
to be the northern boundary of the territory of the 
United States by Russia, the Government of Great 
Britain being aware of this arrangement between 
the two countrics, and wishing to secure the sov- 
ereignty and possession of a part of that coast, en- 
tered into negotiations with Russia for that object; 
and by the convention of the 28th of February, 
1825, more than ten months after the date of the 
convention between the United States and Russia, 
Great Britain accepted a stipulation restricting her 
to the coast lying between 54° 40! and 56° of north 
latitude. In thus accepting this restriction on the 
south either Great Britain tacitly relinquished any 
retensions to interfere with the territory of the 
nited States, or the Russian. Government under- 
took to.prevent such interference (so far as she 
could do it by treaty) with the rights of the United 
States, so recently acknowledged by herself under 
the solemnity of treaty forms. The former is to 
be presumed rather than the latter, and a magnan- 
imous spirit would attribute such acknowledgment 
by the British Government to a consciousness of 


the superior title of the United States to that terri- | 


tory above all other nations—they having there the 
entire Spanish title—rather than to the tame sub- 
mission of a nation possessing a power more ex- 
tensive than that of Eome in the plenitude of her 
glory. 


Tt may be said that the arrangement between | 


Great Britain and Russia did not affect any con- 
ficting claims as between Great Britain and the 
United States, to any territory south of 54° 40’; 
but the value of this suggestion will be properly 
appreciated, when it is considered that in the nego- 
tiatioris between the United States and Russia, no 
notice was taken by either party of any claim 
whatever of Great Britain to any part of that ter- 
ritory, which it is not to be supposed would have 
heen the case had any known well-founded claim on 
the part of Great Britain existed. A nation of her 
power would scarcely have been treated with so 
much indifference, not to say disregard, by the 
other contracting partics. Moreover, had Great 
Britain considered herself in 1824 as possessing 
any right over the territory south of 54° 40’, or 
had she considered herself as having ‘a claim not 
‘in respect to any part, but to the whole, limited to 


“a right of joint occupancy in common with other | 


t States, leaving the rightof dominion in abeyance,” 
it is not to be imagined, as observed by the present 
distinguished Envoy of Great Britain to ow Gov- 
ernment, in speaking of the pretensions of Spain to 
the same territory, that Great Britain “‘ would have 
“passively submitted to see the contending claims 
t of Russia and the United States to a portion of 
‘that terrritory the subject of formal diplomatic 
© transactions between those two nations.” 

It was important to the interests of the United 
States, that an arrangement of this kind should be 
made with Russia after we had succeeded to the 
title of Spain, as Russia had eight establishments 
on that ‘coast, of very considerable antiquity, at 
58 and 59 degrees north latitude, composed of sev- 
eral hundred individuals, and on the principles of 
continuity, as established by Great Britain on this 
continent, might well claim a more southern bound- 
ary; and she was the only Power whose claim we 
might have. found difficult to resist, being cotermi- 
nous with us, in our extension north on the same 
principle of contiguity. Believing the grounds set 
forth to be conclusive of the title of the United 
States to the territory in question from latitude 42° 
to 54° 40! north, it is not considered necessary to 
enter into a discussion of many considerations that 
‘have called into action the efforts of able diploma- 
‘tists. It may, however, not be inappropriate to 


‘nied that the main object of the treaty of Ghent 
“was the mutual restoration of territory taken by 
‘either party from the other during the war. As 
‘a necessary consequence of such a stipulation, 
t each party reverted to their boundaries as before the 
‘war, without reference to the tille by which those 
< possessions were acquired, or to the mode in which 
‘ their boundaries had been previously fixed. In point 
‘ of fact, the United States had before acquired posses- 
t sion of territories asserted to depend on other titles 
‘ than those which Great Britain could confer.” 
Again he says: “ Itis justly stated by the Amer- 
‘ican Minister that the United States did not need 
‘a new grant of the boundary line. 
‘ not arise out of a contested boundary; and Great 
t Britain, therefore, by the act of treating with the 


‘ dimensions, excepting so far as the jus belli had 
‘interfered with them; and it was the object of the 


t the jus belli had conferred.” 

These remarks being applied to the condition of 
the question concerning the territory of Oregon, 
{in connexion with the first article of the treaty of 
| Ghent, will be seen to have a peculiar and power- 
| ful force, 

The jus belli had given to Great Britain the 
American settlement of Astoria at the mouth of the 
Columbia river—the symbol of our sovereignty 
ij and title there—the possession of which had heen 
acquired previously, and rested on ‘ other titles 
than those which Great Britain could confer. ™ 
The main object. of the treaty of Ghent was ‘ the 
mutual restoration of all territory taken by either 
party from the other during the war.”? 

The United States claimed title to the whole ter- 
i ritory in virtue of discovery, exploration, and set- 
tlement; and “without reference to the title by 
which it was acquired,” they reverted to the right 
as it existed before the war, Before the war, they 
had exclusive possession of the territory of Oregon 
—of n partin the vame of the whole. By the war 
we lost it; and by the unconditional surrender of 
this part on the 6th of October, 1818, without any 
reservation whavever, we were from that moment 
again in the exclusive possession, and became sov- 
ereigns de fucto, if not de jure, of the whole country 
claimed; the British Government, through their 
authorized functionary, admitting, “in the most 
ample extent, our right to be reinstated, and to be 
the party in possession while treating of the ude.” 

This right of possession we now, and from 
thence, have wholly enjoyed, and we cannot be 
|| deprived of the right, except by force, or by a vol- 
untary cession on our part. Having thus our 
sovercignty acknowledged, fourteen days after the 
restoration of Astoria, on the 20th of October, 
J818, without any equivalent whatever, unless the 


rarties as an equivalent, we agrecd with Great 
Britain that this territory “shall, together with its 
“harbors, bays, and creeks, and the navigation of 
| fall rivers within the same, be free and open for 
“the term of ten years from the date of the signa- 
“ture of the present convention, to the vessels, 
€ citizens, and subjects of the two Powers; it being 
‘well understood that this agreement is not to be 
“construed to the prejudice of any claim which 
‘either of the two high contracting parties may 
‘have to any part of the said country, nor shall it 
‘be taken to allect the claims of any other Power 
t or State to any part of the said country; the only 
‘ object of the high contracting parties, in that re- 
i speet, heing to prevent disputes and differences 
‘among themselves. ”? 

This convention, it will be perceived, admits no 
| claim on the part of Great Britain to a foot of ter- 
| ritory there; and it was rendered necessary and 


| 


1 
j 
i 


| 


that time shows, that British traders were in the 
| eouniry in great numbers, enriching themselves 
from its wild productions, with whom our own 
citizens, allured by the same object, might come in 
| collision, from which angry disputes and national 
|| difficulties might ensue. It was deemed politic to 
{i license this use of the country for ten years, as it 
| was not then needed for any national purpose, or 
{i expected at thai day ever to hecome an important 
|i appendage to our Union, The ten years being 
ji ea to expire, the term was indefinitely extender 


The war did | 
t United States, recognised that nation in its former || 


‘treaty of Ghent to cede such rights to territory as | 


concessions in the first article of the convention of | 
that date were intended by the high contracting | 


| was executed for the sole reason, as the history of i 


1827, 
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ready to contend for it, even un h 
with our aid against France. And when it shall 
be filled with our people, as it promises soon to be, 
no apprehensions of any foreign intruder or tres- 
passer, under what flag soever he may make his 
| entrance, need be entertained, i 

Relying on the principles of international law 
| taught the American colonies on the heights af 
| Abraham and on Braddock’s field, Great Britain 
cannot complain if we urge them now as against 
her who originated them, and gave them eflicacy. 
By that law which she is estopped from denying, 
the territory of Oregon to the Russian line is the 
sole and exclusive property of the United States, 
subject alone to the possessory title of the Indians 
| within it. Weare the party in possession of itas 
against Great Britain, and rightfully, by her own 
acknowledement, from which we cannot be driven 
| except by conquest or by cession. The first is im- 
| possible, and the last, itis hoped, will be averted 
| by the prudence, sagacity, and firmness of our 
| counsels. 

Considering its contiguity to our western settle- 
| ments, and as the only vent westward for the vast 
surplus of the rich lands of the Mississippi basin 
to the shores of Asia, and its accessibility by rail- 
road from the Atlantic States, bringing them also 
| in close proximity to the same great markets, and 
considering that our Republic opens her_public 
! lands to the over-populated countries of Europe, 
and offers to all cheap fee-simple farms and the full 
enjoyment of our free institutions, she desires Ore- 
gon from no selfish or ambitious views, nor in a 
! craving spirit of mere territorial aggrandizement, 
but in order to extend more widely the area of hu- 
man freedom, and the means of human happiness, 
asan extension of that theatre in which God, in 
his providence, intends to work out that high des- 
tiny he has assigned, in his own good time, for the 
whole human race. 

By giving this notice, it does not prevent nego- 
tiation, but will stimulate the parties to settle their 
differences. There are many things to negotiate 
about; many important questions and interests, 
which are fit subjects of negotiation; and one of 
these is the rights of the Hudson Bay Company; 
‘and I believe the principal part of the difficulty 
! with Great Britain is the obligations she is under 
to that company. She renewed their charter. in 
1828, stipulating on the colonization of that_coun- 
try. Now, it would be proper for Great Britain 
to negotiate on all these matters, and perhaps it 
would be proper to pay this company something 
for their outlays there, and give them the use of 
| the Columbia river to take their effects away from 
| the country, and to facilitate the winding up of their 
| affairs. As far as that is concerned, L hope nego- 
| tiations will go on; but if for the purpose of giving 
up any portion of the country, l am opposed to it. 
It is certain we cannot arbitrate the question, al- 
though there are some—among others, the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky—who say that they 
would like to witness this matter presented to the 
arbitration of a board of distinguished civilians, I 
should be much opposed to this; F could not con- 
sent to refer the right of the United States to any 
power upon earth in any form. But it is not ne- 

cessary to say anything about it, as it has been re- 
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ii jected by the Government. There is no wish on 
i the part of this Government, and there is none on 
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mine, to refer this dispute to crowned heads or to 
civilians; and there is one fatal objection against 
arbitration, which, in the absence of all others, is 
sufficiently streng to condemn it, that is, you can- 
not compel parties to abide by the decision. In- 
stead of settling and simplifying the question, it 
would be likely to render it more complicated than 
before; nor could we have a knowledge of the par- 
ties to whom this great question would be refer- 
red; and it is perfectly fair to suppose that the 
whole subject might be referred, on the part of the 
British Government, to one of their Secretaries. 
Arbitration is desirable, practicable, and just, fre- 
queasy between individuals, but it is altogether 
ifferent with nations. In the arbitration of the 
King of the Netherlands how did he act? Instead 
of attending to the terms prescribed, and of fol- 
lowing the boundary, he departed from it, and as- 
sumed powers not at all conferred upon him. But 
I now will read an extract, to show the opinion of 
our Secretary of State, in 1818, of the expediency 
of arbitration: 
_ “The expediency of submitting a question of 
‘territorial right and of boundary in agitation be- 
‘ tween two nations to the decision of a third party 
‘is unusual, if not entirely new.” 

Mr. B. read another extract from the instruc- 
tions, and added: This was the language of the 
then Secretary of State, Mr. Adams, and he was 
right. Such questions ought not to be submitted 
to foreign Princes, because there is no power to 
compel an acquiescence in their award, and because 
a refusal might lead to that state of hostilities 
which it was the object of the arbitration to avoid. 
This mode, then, being out of the question, some 
other must be thought of. Here he would take 
occasion to refer to the phraseology of the British 
Minister, in his letter proposing the arbitration, 
the rejection of which has heen so freely censured. 
Mr. B. then read an extract, for the purpose of 
showing that there was no distinct proposition to 
refer the question of title. He merely asks if the 
United States would be willing to receive such a 
proposition if Great Britain should not object to it. 
Such a proposition ought not to have been met b 


a specific reply, as if it had been a definite proposi- | 


tion, 

We do not want any division of this country at 
all. I, for one, am instructed—and feel pleasure 
in acting on these instructions-—not to assent by my 
vote to any arrangement by which any portion of 
this territory shall be ceded. I will negotiate in 
regard to all other matters growing out of this 
question, and shall he disposed to be liberal. I am 
willing to allow the Hudson Bay Company certain 
advantages for a limited period. I would do no 
injustice; and in looking back to our past history, 
I believe the greatest enemy of republican princi- 
ples cannot put his finger on a single act of national 
injustice. It may be said to be the glory of the 
American name, that not a single act can be point- 
ed out by the most violent enemy, calculated to 
stamp injustice on the national character. We 
have never done injustice, We have always sought 
to do justice, and in our national conduct, to carry 
out the golden maxim—‘ Do unto others as ye 
would they should do unto you.” Our reputation 
is pure and unspotted. I wish to do nothing bor- 
dering on the confines of injustice. If the Hudson 
Bay Company have important interests there—and 


that they have, I am free to admit—and the British | 


Government are responsible for any injury which 
may result to them in consequence of any disposi- 
tion of the country which they may make; and if, 


in order to carry on their trade and settle their af | 


fairs, they desire the use of the river, I would con- 
cede it to them most cordially. 


sent, 
the wisdom of Solomon, in the case of the child 


claimed by two mothers, and also the display of `; 
true parental affection on the same occasion. The | 


true friends of Oregon never can consent to an 

division of the territory either by the Columbia. 
river or by the 49th parallel. I am sorry, as a 
friend of the Executive, that he felt bound to offer 
that proposition, and I think the error on his part 
consisted in this: that he did not consider it an en- 
tirely new question, so far as he and his Adminis- 
tration were concerned... So far as he was con- 
cerned, it was an entirely new question. And 
why? At the convention which assembled for the 


jority, and so it became, in my opinion, as far as 


| sident in his inaugural states that, in his opinion, 
: our title ‘is clear and unquestionable.” 


; f mise which had been made and rejected, was by į 
: < my direction subsequently withdrawn, and our |; 


I would afford | 
them every facility of closing up their affairs, and | 
leaving the country to our exclusive jurisdiction. | 
But to no division of the country could I ever as- | 
We all recollect that memorable display of | 


—— 


purpose of nominating a President and Vice Pres- 
ident, Mr. ‘Butler of New York offered the follow- 
ing resolution: 

‘* Resolved, That our title to the whole of the ter- 
‘ ritory of Oregon is clear and unquestionable; that 
‘no portion of the same ought to be ceded to Eng- 
‘land or any other Power; and that the reoccupa- 
‘ tion of Oregon, and the reannexation of Texas at 
‘ the earliest practicable period, are great American 
¢ measures, which this convention recommends to 
‘the cordial support of the Democracy of the 
© Union.” 

Now, on that we went before the country. The 
present Executive was the candidate of the party 
that avowed this right and title to the whole of the 
territory of Oregon. That party succeeded. 
“Oregon” was the watchword throughout the whole 
country. It was not confined to the West, or 
Southwest; butin the northern, middle,and through- 
out all the States, it was the rallying ery.  ‘‘Ore- 
gon” and “Texas,” were one and undivided. The 
Executive was elected on that. How has he re- 
deemed his pledge? He says in his Inaugural Ad- 
dress: 

“ Nor will it become in a less degree my duty to 
‘assert and maintain, by all constitutional means, 
‘the right of the United States to that portion of 
‘ our territory which lies beyond the Rocky moun- 
‘tains. Our title to the country of the Oregon is 
clear and unquestionable,’ and already are our 
‘ people preparing to perfect that title, by occupy- 
‘ing it, with their wives and children.” 

Such was his explicit and frank avowal, in ac- 
cordance with the judgment of the whole country. 
Individuals favorable to that proposition at the Bal- 
timore convention had been elected by a large ma- 


the Administration was concerned, an entirely new 
question. It never had been before an element in 
any political controversy, and for the first time en- 
tered as such into the contest of 1844; and the Pre- 


And he 
does not depart from that in his Message delivered 
to Congress at the commencement of the present 
session. But he says that if it had been a new 
question he would not have submitted the propo- 
sition. Again I say that I regret that he took that 
view and offered a proposition calculated to embar- 
rass his friends in different parts of the country 
who had blamed his predecessors for making that 
offer. And I think it would have been better if 
the Secretary of State had not met the British Com- 
missioner in that spirit of compromise. They set 
down with a view of dividing the country—with a 
view of making a compromise. I think it would 
have been a great deal better to have driven from 
the mind of the British Commissioner all idea of a | 
compromise which might result in the cession of | 
any portion of the country. But the proposition j 
was made and was withdrawn. The Message says: 
‘< Had this been a new question coming under dis- 
t cussion for the first time, this proposition would 
‘not have been made. The extraordinary and 
‘ wholly inadmissible demands of the British Gov- 
‘ernment, and the rejection of the proposition 
“made in deference alone to what had been done 
‘by my predecessors, and the implied obligation 
‘which their acts seemed to impose, afford satis- 
‘ factory evidence that no compromise which the 
‘United States ought to accept, can be effected. 
‘ With this conviction, the proposition of compro- | 


‘ title to the whole Oregon territory asserted, and, | 
“as is believed, maintained b 
t and arguments.” The President then goes on to 
recommend that the notice be given. 
first to be carried into effect. 


irrefragable facts , 


This ought | 


carried by the unanimous vote of the Senate. I 
should rejoice to see entire union on this question. 


i In cases of this kind there ought to be no such 
Party is not an element of the | 

controversy. This question was in 1844 a party | 
; element. Butitis not now. It was notin the other | 
| House, as the vote by which the resolution now | 
| before us was passed shows. Party lines were no 


thing as party. 


I hope it will be | 


‘proposition of compromise which would make 
‘the Columbia the line south of 49°, with: the tris 
‘ fling addition of detached territory to the United’ 
t States north of that river, and would leave on the 
‘ British side two-thirds of the whole Oregon terri- 
‘ tory, including the free navigation of the Colum- 
‘bia, and all the valuable harbors on the Pacific, 
‘can never for a moment-be entertained by the 
‘ United States, without an abandonment of’ their 
‘just and clear territorial rights, their’ own ‘self- 
“Yespect, and the national honor.” Iam pretty 
well satisfied, therefore, that even if negotiations 
were entered into, as proposed in the resolutions 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Cor- 
euirt,] Which {Í consider highly objectionable, they 
could not be productive of any bad result, because 
the President thus stands committed to the work 
of watching them with vigilance, so as to preserve 
unsullied the national honor. Unless the British 
come back to us with the proposition we have sub- 
mitted, no sort of danger can arise, whatever form 
the resolution may take. : 

The question comes down to this: Are our 


‘rights to be maintained or not? The question is, 


if the notice be given, what state of things will 
follow? If the subjects of any foreign. Power 
would then force themselves into the territory, or 
forcibly attempt to remain in a state of rebellion to 
our laws, that would be considered an act of war; 
and if the British subjects remain in the country 
without submitting to our. laws, they would be 
trespassers; they would become—notwithstanding 
their refusal to submit—by the fact of our being in 
possession of the country necessatily subject to 
our laws, as they are now in every part of the 
United States. That would be their condition. 
We would hold the undisputed sovereignty of the 
whole country, and that we could maintain it, is 
certain. No apprehension on that point need be 
entertained. If this notice be given, and those 
measures recommended by the President be car- 
ried out, there will be no sort of danger about our 
being able to maintain our rights. Any violent 
act of the British Government against us there, 
under that state of things, would be an act of war. 
Any encroachment on our rights would amount to 
that; for we have the admission of Great Britain 
herself that we have aright to the possession of 
the country. She cannot gainsay that treaty. She 
cannot abridge it. She has no right, by chartered 
companies or otherwise, to interfere with our ex- 
clusive possession. I cannot believe that, with 
so clear a title to this country by the admission of 
Great Britain herself, and upon the principles 
which she has herselfestablished, any portion of this 
country will ever assent to a division of that ter- 
ritory. The common judgment. of the country 
has given its assent to the declaration. that our title 
‘is clear and unquestionable:’? All we have to do 
is, to pursue the path of duty and honor, and let 
consequences take care of themselves. After all we 
have said and done, it would be derogatory to our 
character in the extreme to recede a single inch from 
the pretensions we have set up, fortified, as they 
have been; by the various arguments which have 
been so forcibly put and sustained. But it is said 
that Great Britain will not recede. That is the 
opinion of the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass.] 


| I think history proves that in almost every case 
| in which England has interposed objections to the 


policy of the United States, and we have been firm, 
and manifested a disposition to resist her claim, 
she has receded. In regard to the acquisition of 
Louisiana, did she not object? She was then at 
war with France, and might have taken that coun- 
try; but in the meantime France ceded it to us. 
Great Britain violently protested. But we pur- 
sued the even tenor oF our way, kept our object 
steadily in view, consummated it; and what was 
the result? So with regard to the proceedings 
with Spain in relation to Florida, Hundreds of 


| thousands of dollars were voted to the discretion- 


ary use of the President; Great Britain accused us 


| of territorial agerandizement—protested against 


the measure. We pursued our course of policy, 
and Great Britain prudently ceased’ to complain. 
And even in regard to this surrender of Astoria, 
to which I have referred, she raised. objections, 


i 

| . . z p a + 

| and interposed difficulties; but the restoration 
| 


was effected, accompanied. by. the memorable dec- 
laration of Lord Castlereagh, that the United 
States had a right to be the:party in possession 
while the question. of title was under. discus- 
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It is necessary for us only to be firm, prudent, 
demanding. nothing but what is exactly right, 
showing every: disposition to do. justice, and then 
there is no. danger of controversy with Great Brit- 
tain. But.if'we adopt-a timid policy—if we betray 
a weak and vacillating purpose—if we manifest a 
disposition to hesitate, we will bring on the very 
calamity which we seem to avoid. ‘Great Britain 
understands this. well. - She knows. our history. 
She knows that we are firm and unyielding as any. 
nation can possibly be when we are right; and our 
history shows. that we have never persisted in the 
assertion of wrong. All that we have to do in 
this:case:is, to maintain this firm, erect, and de- 
cided position, and, my life for it, Great Britain 
will not involve her country and this, in the calam- 
ities of war on this subject of Oregon. I think so 
for another reason. Great Britain is just now en- 
gaged in trying a hazardous experiment. She is 
changing ‘the entire policy of her Government; and 
the success of that bold and dangerous experiment 
depends, in a great degree, upon the continuance 
of her amicable relations with this country. We 
have been for years, and we now are, her best cus- 
tomer; and it is not to be presumed that she would 
attempt such a change as that to which I allude, 
with the prospect of a quarrel with her best cus- 
tomer. That would be fatal, suicidal policy. As 
I said, I am quite willing to extend to the Hudson 
Bay Company facilities in the way of navigation 
for a limited number of years, in order to enable 
them to close up their business. And depend 
upon it, that this controversy will never be prose- 
cuted to a war on the part of Great Britain, unless 
we manifest some indecision. 

I should be very sorry to see war; but I cannot, 
‘for my life, see wherein Great Britain can injure 
us in any essential particular. So far as her com- 
merce is concerned, she is not certainly less ex- 
posed, We might lose some merchant ships and 
vessels of war; but we could carry on a war, it ap- 
pears to me, of ten years, with far greater advan- 
tage than she. At the breaking out of the war of 
1812, we were totally unprepared. Our popula- 
tion was small, our internal commerce. nothing. 
Our population is now nearly three times as great; 
and altogether we are placed in a much more fa- 
vorable position than Great Britain to go to war. 
She is also far worse prepared to go to war, as far 
as her great staples are concerned. Why, Egypt 
and India together could not supply cotton enough 
to keep. England going three months. A hundred 
thousand bales is barely enough to enable her spin- 
dles to run for six weeks; and unless she could get 
a supply by some indirect mode, it is impossible 
that Great Britain could sustain.a war. It would, 
therefore, seem to me, that this great staple exer- 
cises such an influence over her population, and it 
is so great an element of her commerce, as to offer 
a bond and security that she will keep the peace. 

Itis her interest not to go to war, and she will 
make great sacrifices to avoid it. "When she sees 
this country, filling up by vast crowds from the 
United States; that it 1s a contiguous country, the 
only outlet for the great valley of the Mississippi; 
that it affords access to our people to the markets 
of Asia, and entirely detached from her colonies in 
this quarter of the globe: it is making no great sac- 
rifice after all to surrender it up tous, I cannot; 
see how Great Britain can go to war for anything 
in this question, provided things are managed prop- 
erly by this Government. I would do nothing cal- 
culated to give offence; I would treat her with the 
greatest respect, and give all the weight and con- 
sideration to her pretensions and claims in this 
country they are entitled to. We hear it used as 
an argument against a war, that it would injure our 
trade and derange our finances. 
used as an argument, the duty of going to war to 
maintain national rights would in any case be ques- 
tionable, no matter what our rights are, if the result 
will injureus! Why, that reasoning puts an end to 
the assertion of right at once. Why, sir, much as I 
hate the paper-system, I would greatly prefer it toa 
surrender ofany of our rights to Oregon. There is | 
nothing that could grow out of war that I would 
not endure in preference to the surrender of any 
portion of this territory—none whatever; I cannot 
conceive. one, because, as far as we are concemed, 
the national honor is involved. We have been | 
threatened, that if we do assert our rights, war will 
inevitably follow; and over and over again have 
we been reminded of the immense power of Great 
Britain; and but a few days ago a member of this 


If that is to be || 


body contrasted our naval force with that of Great 
Britain; but the honorable Senator did not appear 
to recollect that the number of vessels of war pos- 
sessed by a nation is no criterion of its power. 
England has many vessels—she has wooden walls 
upon the seas—but has she the men to man them? 
Lremember reading an article in one of the British 
magazines, showing the condition of the British 
navy; and in that article I read the fact, that Cap- 
tain-Lushington, one of the most meritorious and 
popular officers in the British navy, had great dif- 
ficulty, and had been unable up to that time, to 
procure a crew for the steamship “ Retribution,” 
and it was, with the greatest difficulty he could go 
to sea. Well, in the face of this well-authenticated 
fact, I would ask the Senator from Delaware, how 
it is in the power of Great Britain to man one-half of 
the vessels on her navy list, even by resorting—as 
she certainly would resort—to the press-gang? 
She could not man her vessels. But the Senator 
from Delaware did not say a word at the time— 
although he argued the subject very fairly—of the 
capacity of this nation to-arm herself; and from 
the statement made, he left the inference very 
strong that this nation was one of the weakest Pow- 
ers on earth. But I think a few moments’ consid- 
eration. will serve to satisfy any member of the 
Senate, that we have the capacity to send afloat in 
| one year a more powerful navy than Great Britain 
| ever possessed. 

vessels, and some of them small; but we have a 
commercial marine unsurpassed by any in the 
world. The greater number of our packet ships 
sailing out of the ports of New York and Philadel- 


than our first-class frigates in the last war; and 
with a little addition to these vessels, whieh can be 
accomplished in four or five weeks, we can set 
afloata more efficient navy than Great Britain ever 

poe: If you look over the navy list of Great 
| Britain, which was read here the other day, you 
will find that a large proportion of vessels there 
specified are miserable old hulls, unfit for service, 


structing vessels with more expedition than any 
nation in the world; and if it comes to a war, in- 
stead of finding us unprepared, we should be found 
the best prepared nation in the world, at this day, 
for a war, 


honorable Senator in one or two particulars, Te 
did not say that we were the weakest nation, nor 
had he endeavored to place the strength of Great 
Britain in a striking light before the Senate. He 
had merely stated the relative naval power of this 
country and England, in reply to the remarks of 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Attex.] He had 
said nothing to disparage our own naval foree, but 
he had thonght it proper to correct some statements 
of the gentleman from Ohio in regard to the naval 
power of England. And he had done so from facts 
then in his possession. Since he had made that 
statement, he had seen a still later authority, dis- 
closing more particular information as to the naval 
power of Great Britain than he had been in pos- 
session of at the time he had the honor to address 
the Senate. He stated at that time that England 
had 671 ships, carrying an armament of 16,272 
guns. By the latest official documents received by 
the last steamer, I perceive, so much has she in- 
creased her naval power within the last quarter, 
that she has now 17,772 guns in her navy. This 


the last quarter of the last year, The number of 
her war steamers, according to the account we were 
in possession of when he last addressed the Sen- 
| ate, was 98. He perceived by the documents late- 
ly received that there were now 121. He had also 
stated that her military marine amounted to 40,000, 
and he did say, toa, in reference to the commercial 
marine, to which the Senator from Illinois had now 
alluded, that ours was about equal, or perhaps a 
little inferior to, that of England. But the recent 
information showed that that estimate was some- 
what erroneous, or at least that their commercial 
marine had increased since the former statement. 

The tonnage, foreign and coastwise, of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britain, at the close of the 
year 1838, was 2,420,759 tons. The same state- 
ment is made by McCulloch, title “British Em- 
pire,” and by Baron Charles Dupin, in his ‘‘Pa- 
allele des Trois Principales Marines de P Univers. 

A rare work, very recently published, and re- 
ceived within a few days past at the Treasury, (Me- 


lt is true we have now but 76| 


phia are larger, and capable of carrying more guns, į; 


It cannot be denied that we are capable of con- || 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON desired to correct the || 


| is a great increase, and this has been effected in | 


Gregor’s Commercial Tariffs, &c.,) referred to and 
relied upon in the Secretary’s report this day, 
brings down the information on the subject as late 
as the 31st December, 1844, at which time it ap- 
pears that the whole tonnage, foreign and coastwise, 
of the United Kingdom, was 2,994,166 tons; which, 
added to that of Guernsey, Jersey, and Man, 
(50,226 tons,) makes the whole tonnage of all, by 
the latest returns received within the last week at 
| the Treasury, 3,044,392 tons. 

The Secretary ’s report states the tonnage of the 
United States on the 30th June, 1845, at 2,416,999 
tons. This was the amount stated by Mr. C. in 
his speech on the 12th ult. on the Oregon question. 
| He then estimated the tonnage of the United King- 
dom, &c., at 2,420,739 tons, which was according 
| to the latest returns to be relied on at the time. 

By the latest ‘* List of the British Navy,” it ap- 
pears that there has been a very extraordinary 
| increase of the naval power of England within the 
last quarter of the year 1845. He (Mr. C.) stated 
i in the debate on the 12th ultimo, from the best in- 
formation to be then had, the whole number of 
guns in the British navy at 16,242. That state- 
ment was founded on the then latest returns of the 
British navy. The official list received by the last 
| steamer now shows the number of guns to be 
17,772, exclusive of the armament of the sailing 
packets. It is certain that the British navy has 
greatly increased of late. Mr. ©. stated, on the 
same occasion, the number of English war steam- 
ers, by the only official list then to be consulted on 
this side of the water, at 98. The late intelligence 
i shows that this number has been increased within 
! the last quarter to 121. Mr. C. observed, in his 
l; speceh on the 12th ultimo, in reply to Mr. ALLEN, 
i! that he had carefully avoided overrating the British 
| power. 


i His estimates were correctly predicated 
| on the very best information to be had at the time 
| he spoke, and he had rather underrated the British 
|! and slightly overrated our own naval power. He 
! stated the number of guns in our navy at 2,352; 
| the number is, I now learn, precisely 2,329. ‘The 
| important result of this interesting inquiry into the 
| relative naval and commercial power of the two 
| countries is almost precisely the same as stated by 
Mr.C. Great Britain appears, by the Secretary’s 
|! report, to have about 600 guns for every 100,000 
| tons of commerce; we have only 96; while France 
| has 1,046; Holland 683; Sweden and Norway 
|; 394; Turkey 1,223; Denmark 703; Portugal 798; 
| Austria 321; and Russia far more than any other 
| nation, in proportion to the amount of. her com- 
| merce to be protected. We are behind all other 
| civilized nations in this respect. We have less 
| protection for the same amount of commercial 
wealth than any other people, and we must double 
our navy before we can stand ona respectable peace 
establishment, if we are to measure our own by 
the standard which regulates the other navies of 
the world. 

Mr. BREESE. The inference from the remarks 
of the Senator in presenting this statement to the 
view of the Senate and the country, is, I think, 
| irresistible—that, so faras our military marine is 
|| concerned, we are one of the weakest Powers on 
i| earth. Even the inferior Powers of Europe have, 
|| itseems, a superior marine; and, therefore, accord- 
ing to his argument, we are among the weakest 
nations of earth. As I said before, that is not the 
| point. The gestion is, what is the capacity of this 
country to make adequate preparation for any 
emergency? That is the question; and in that 
|| point of view the power of Great Britain is far 
| inferior to that which we possess. She has not 
i the elements of power that are within our grasp. 
| We are the strongest power, so far as naval supe- 
: riority is concemed, on the face of the globe. 
| Look at one fact. In 1844, the whole steamboat 
| tonnage of Great Britain was 82,000, whilst on the 
i valley of the Mississippi alone we had in that 
| year 125,000 tons—or one-third more than the 
| whole United Kingdom. Look at the capacity of 
l Great Britain in comparison with that of the Uni- 
į ted States to prepare a military marine. Thereis, 
| no comparison! We have forests that she does 
| not possess. We have all the materials. We have 
| 
f 
| 
i 
} 
| 


skill far exceeding hers. She has never possessed 
such vessels as those which sail across the Atlan- 
tic from the port of New York. We have con- 
i structed steam-vessels such as she has never yet 
‘approached in point of beauty, swiftness, and ca- 
| pability, We can construct steam-vessels capable 
ii of running twenty-seven miles an hour—a speed 
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never attained by any British steamer, and which 
never will be attained unless our models be adopt- 
ed. In every particular—I have not time to £0 
into the details, nor is it necessary now—in every 
peer we have immense advantages over Great 
ritain in the possession of the means of defence 
and assault, To what do the preparations of 
Great Britain, of which we have heard so much, 
amount? She is all the time engaged in sueh 
preparations—examining her dockyards—cutting 
down old vessels, converting them into razees, and 
soon. She is also engaged in fortifying exposed 
points on her coast. All this active preparation, 
to which the attention of Senators and of the coun. 
try has been so.much directed, was commenced 
before the Oregon question had attained an im- 
portant character—at least before it had become 
such a prominent question between the two Gov- 
ernments, so far as the President and the action 
of his Administration is concerned. Long before 
the Inaugural Address reached England, Sir Robert 
Peel, in presenting, on the 14th of February, 1845, 
the annual budget of expenses, announced his in. 
tention of increasing the navy. He stated, that 
in the past year he had been under the necessity 
of creating three additional naval stations—one on | 
the coast of Africa, another in China, and the third 
in the Pacific ocean—and which demanded an ad- 
ditional force of 4,000 men, and something like an 
additional expenditure of a million pounds ster- 
ling. He also recommended an increase in the 
steam-navy. All this was before Oregon had be- 
come a prominent topic. All this was determined 
on as far back as February, 1845, and the reason 
for all these preparations erew entirely out of the 
publication made by the French admiral, the son 
of the King, the Prince de Joinville, and the pub- 
lication of Thiers, showing that the project of Na- 
poleon to invade England had not been a humbug, 
but had been seriously intended, and would have | 
been carried into effect if accidental cireumstances 
had not interposed; but that now, stean had 
placed the two Powers on an equality. At many | 
points the distance hetween the English and French 
coasts is only from twenty-five to sixty miles. | 
With that immense control of men which France f 
possesses, what is to prevent her—as the Prince | 


de Joinville correctly observes, and as the Duke of ! 


Wellington, in his‘examination before the Com- | 
mittee on Shipwrecks of the House of Commons, 
confirmed—whiat is to prevent her from making a 
descent upon England, and ravaging its coasts, 
unless adequate fortifications, either fixed or float- 
ing, and sufficient military force, be opposed to | 
her so as to prevent a landing? But by means of | 
steam, France could select any point of attack. 
Wind and tide are not to be waited for; and when 
itis considered that France has, in addition to her 
forces in Aigiers—80,000 men—a standing army | 
of 330,000, besides nearly a million of militia, and | 
in all her cities troops of national guards, armed 

equipped, and drilled, it is very easy to suppose | 


| 
| 


>i 


7 
IT ter again parading before the Senate this immense 
; power of Great Britain, he forgot to say, or at least 
; he did not say, that the fleets of Great Britain were 
wanted to protect those exposed posts throughout 
| the world; and that it would be almost impossible, 
in the very nature of things, without leaving these 
posts entirely unprotected, to collect a fleet at all 
likely to endanger the safety of this country. With 
the aid of our vast commercial marine—our whale- 
ships—our packet-ships—we could in less than a 

ear command such a navy, that, instead of being 
blockaded, as we have been told, we could block- 
ade our enemy. I have not any sort of doubt about 
it. So far as naval greatness is concerned, we are 
destined, in the natural course of events, to become 
superior to any nation on earth; and when emer- 
gency requires it, we will always be able to pro- 
vide an adequate naval defence. It is not our policy 
to keep up a large naval force: it will not, I trust, 
ever be our policy. Iam among the warmest and 
best friends of ike navy; and because Iam so, I 


| Shall always oppose its increase to any great ex- 


i 


down. But whenever the emergency arises, we 
have capacity enough to make it more formidable 
than that of any other power on the face of the 


am confident that if the emergency were to occur 
| to-morrow, the energy, the alacrity, the means of 
j the country would be displayed so as to astonish 
ourselves. There would not be two parties; there 
would be no “peace party; there would be no 
exertions to prevent capitalists from loaning money 
to the Government—nothing of the sort. All would 
unite heart and hand in a determination to effect 


But we are not going to declare war. That must 

come from another quarter; and if it do, it will be | 
a war of aggression. We never will, we cannot | 
be an aggressive Power. 


with a mighty and united effort will overwhelm the 
aggressor. T have done. 
“Mr. DAYTON then moved that the Senate ad- 
journ; which motion was put and carried, and 
The Senate accordingly adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxpay, March 2, 1846. 

The Journal of Saturday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having been dispensed with) 
| was approved. SAL, 

The SPEAKER (in answer to an inquiry by 
| Mr. Hamrin) stated that the regular business of 
the day would be the call of the States for resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. McCONNELL, on leave given, made a per- 
į Sonal explanation in relation to certain reports or 
statements in the ‘New York Herald’’ and the 
«Weekly Fountain.” 


that, in the present state of improvement in the 
means of warfare and approach, Great Britain | 
should be alarmed. Her insular position no longerr 
protects her. 
ang— 
“ Britannia needs no bulwarks, 

No towers along the steep; 

Her mareh is @er the mountain wave— 

Her home is on the deep 3” 


but it is no longer true. 
does not need those “ bulwarks”—those “ towers 
along the steep’—she is erecting them every day 
as fast as she can. I am sure she does not expect 


an invasion from this country, but from her old and || 
dangerous neighbor, What military power has she ; 


to resist the vast number of troops which France 


could bring into action? She has to oppose to the . 


immense power of France an army of 130,000 men 
of whom 80,000 are scattered abroad, 22,000 in 
Ireland, and the remainder in England and Scot- 
land, in forts and garrisons, or recruiting stations. 


NEW JERSEY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. DOBBIN, in pursuance of the notice he had 
given on Friday last, and observing that it was de- 


i 
H 


She has long been accustomed to || sired by both parties that this controversy should į 
t the House now proceed to | 


|i be settled, moved tha e 
the consideration of the report of the Committee of 
Elections in the case of the contested election from 
l: New Jersey. 


i 
il 
| 


| 
i 
j! 


Mr. WENTWORTH rose to inquire whether | 
While boasting that she | this was not the first day during the present ses- 


li sion on which the States were to be called for res- 
"i olutions in the reverse order? and whether, hith- 
| erto, when the States had been called in the regu- | 
i lar order, the House had not invariably, as soon | 
as the old States had been called through, ad-: 
1; journed, leaving the new States uncalled? (One | 


could not hear it.) 

The reply of the SPEAKER, ifany was made, 
was not heard by the reporter. But the inquiry 
| was answered by several voices thus: ‘No; the 


x ` : 7] vap i 29 
‘Well may she be alarmed in reference to her posi- : call has been gone through with every time. 


tion at this day—not in reference to us, but to her /! : b £ i Cte ra : 1 
lt has been said that we would | motion of Mr. Dossis, it was decided in the af- |; of the minority, (yielding. the floor, for explana- 


hereditary foe. 


The question having been then taken on the 


suffer in our trade in event of a war—in the words | firmative. 


of the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Car- |) 


Howy,] the other day, that our finances would be 
broken down. How would it be with Great Brit 


ain? Her whole system would be broken down. i 
But I go no farther into that topic. Iwill for amo- | 


ment revert to a remark of the Senator from Dele- 


f 


So the House proceeded to the consideration of 

‘| the said subject. E 

| [By reference to the report of the majority of 

the committee, which is signed by Messrs. Dos- 
Bin, CrLver, Harper, McGaucner, and Cuap- 

l! Maw, it is seen that the whole of this case turns 


i 
i 
H 
i 
{ 
| 


ware, [Mr.J.M.Cxayron,] inhisexplanation. Af- l'on the right of students te vote. 


tent, because that would be most likely to break it |! 


globe: let that be tried to-day, or at any time. I |! 


But when an assault is || 
made, the whole land will rise as one man, and |! 


‘other remark Mr. W. added, but the reporter |: 


| The proper authorities: of the State of New Jer- 
"sey, by a certificate issued to John Rünk; the sit- 
‘ting member, declared him duly ëlected as the 
: Representative of the third congressional: district 
| of that State by a majority of sixteen votes. 

Mr. I. G. Pane, the contestant, claims the 
seat because, he alleges, the said majority. was obs 
i tained by receiving the votes of thirty-siz individu- 
_ als, students of the Theological Seminary at Prince- 
‘ton, and of five who were students in ‘the College 
of New Jersey, at Princeton, all inthe third :con- 
gressional district; which votes, he alleges, were 
unlawful, and ought to be rejected, because, al- 
though the above-named students were living at 
Princeton for the time being, merely for the pur- 
pose of obtaining their education, they were not 
_ residents of the district, and could not legally vote 
at the election. The contestant also alleges other 
unlawful votes. : 

The controversy rests on these two questions: 

First, were these students legal voters? 

And, secondly, if not, for whom did they vote? 

The committee say that, under the laws and con- 
| stitution of New Jersey, nineteen of the students 
: were legally entitled to vote; and therefore recom- 
‘ mend the adoption of the following resolution: 
Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee is not entitled to 
|a seat in this House as a Representative from the 
| State of New Jersey. 

The minority of the committee (consisting of 
Messrs. Cuase, Cuipman, Hamun, and ELLs- 
| 'WORTH,) contend that, under the constitution and 
! iAvs of New J ersey, these students were not enti- 
' tled to vote in the county; and that, therefore, Mr. 


| 


i 


|! Farlee is elected by a majority of three votes; and 
, the object for which the war had been undertaken. |! 


recommend the adoption of the following resdlu- 

tions: 
| Resolved, That John Runk is not entitled to.a seat 
; upon this floor. 
| Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee, having received 
a majority of the legal votes of the legally qualified 
_ voters of the third congressional district of New 
| Jersey, is entitled to his seat upon this floor.] 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to strike out the resolu- 

i tion of the majority, and insert in lieu thereof the 
; resolutions reported by the minority of the com- 
mittee. 
' Mr. DOBBIN moved that the contestant, Mr. 
| Farlee, be permitted to appear at the bar of the 
: House. 
i Ordered accordingly. 
| No member claiming the floor, or appearing dis- 
| posed to speak, 
| Mr. CULVER moved to postpone the further 
; consideration of the subject until to-morrow. 
| Mr. COBB suggested that it was desirable that 
| the subject was disposed of, especially as the gen- 
| tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Dossix,] had 
| stated it to be the wish of both parties that it should 
| beso. If no gentleman was disposed to address 
i the House, he would, if the gentleman would with- 
, draw his motion -to postpone, call for the reading 
| of the report, which would throw light on the'ques- 
| tion. 
| Mr. CULVER withdrew his motion. 

And the question now recurring on the amend- 
ment of Mr. HAMLIN, 

The reports of the majority and minority of the 
: committee were read at the Clerk’s table. 
| Mr. CALEB B. SMITH called for a division 
of the question, so as that it should be taken first 
: on the motion to strike out, and then on the reso- 
: lutions of the minority. - 

The SPEAKER said that, by the rules of the 

| House, a motion to strike out and insert was not 
| divisible. 
No member even yet claiming the floor, 
The SPEAKER was about to put the question. 
The yeas and nays were asked on the amend- 
|; ment of Mr. Hamury. 
Mr. HARPER then took the floor, and spoke 
i: briefly in support of the right of the sitting mem- 
li ber to his seat; (yielding the floor, for inquiry, to 
|| Mr. LEAKE.) : 
|| Mr. HAMLIN followed:in. favor of the report 
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| tion, to Messrs. BR 


ODHE: 
| THURMAN.) z 


D; DOBBIN, and 


Some conversation also ‘ollowe on’ a-point of 
: order raised by Mr. BMITH 
: The SPEAKER (Mr MeOLELLAND, 
i: of Michigan) overr order. 
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And no appeal hi 


the conver- 
sation dropped. : 
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rolled: Billa, ‘made a report; and: Mr: MeDOW- 


ELL, ‘on leave ‘given, ‘withdrew certain papers 
from the files of the House.] f 

Mr. CHIPMAN, after replying to some of the 
remarks-of Mr. Harper, proceeded to vindicate 
the report of the minority. 

_ He ‘had not.concluded when he yielded to a mo- 

tion that the House adjourn— 

‘Which prevailing, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 3, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, the 
following information in relation to the maritime 
power. of each. of the nations of the world: 

[The-report, among other items of information, 
shows that Great Britain has (exclusive of 14 sail- 
ing vessels and 22 steamers in the Indian navy, 26 
contract. mail-steamers, under. control of Govern- 
ment, and 72 revenue cutters—total, 134 vessels, 
carrying’ 310 guns) in commission, 37] vessels, 
carrying 4,718 guns; building and in ordinary, 300 
vessels, mounting 15,054 guns; total, 671 vessels, 
mounting 17,772 guns; manned by 40,000 men; of 
which vessels, 121 are steamers. 

‘France has in commission 187 vessels; carrying | 
4,157 guns; building and ordinary, 129 vessels, 
and 4,625 guns; total, 316 vessels, 8,782 guns; 
manned by 27,554 men; of which vessels, 37 are 
“Steamers. a 

Russia has, (exelusive of the Caspian fleet,) 
combining those in commission, building, ordina- 
ry, &c., 179 vessels, 5,976 guns, manned by 59,000 
men; of which vessels, 6 are steamers. 

The United States have in commission 47 ves- | 
sels, and 1,155 guns; building and in ordinary, kG, 
30 vessels, and 1,190 guns; total 77 vessels, (of 
whieh Sare war-steamers,) and 2,345 guns, man- 
ned by 8,724 men. This is exclusive of the United 
States revenue vessels, consisting of 13 sailing ves- 
sels, total tonnage, 1,443; eight steam vessels, total 
tonnage, 3,110—the whole mounting 61 guns, and 
manned by 769 men. 

Turkey has in commission 31 vessels and 1,520 
guns; building and in ordinary, 12 vessels, mownt- 
ing 692 guns; total, 43 vessels, (of which 3 are 
ateamers,) and 2,212 guns; number of men un- 
know Konn 5i e f 

"Egypt has in commission 35 vessels, and 1,448 
guns; building and in ordinary, &c., 3 vessels (of 
which one is.a-steamer,) and 312 guns; total 38 
vessels, and 1,760 guns; number of men unknown. 

Holland has in commission 48 vessels, and 308 
guns; building, in ordinary, &c., 86 vessels, and 
1,344 guns; total 134 vessels, (of which 4 are 
steamers,) and 1,652 guns; number of.men un- 
known. 

Sweden has. in commission 330 vessels, and: 660 

ns; building, in ordinary, &c., 50 vessels, and 
1,194 guns; total 380 vessels, (of which 2 are 
steamers,) 1,854 guns; number of men unknown. 

Denmark has in commission 96 vessels, mount- 
‘ing 344 guns; building, in ordinary, &c., 12 ves- 
sels and 732 guns; total 108 vessels, and 1,076 
guns; number of men unknown. 

” Austria has in commission 74 vessels, and 686 
ns; number of men unknown. 

Brazil -has in commission 3] vessels, and 450 
supe building, in ordinary, &c., 11 vessels, and | 
‘325-guns; total 42 vessels, and 775 guns; number 
of: men unknown: : ; 
` < Sardinia has in commission 11 vessels, and 226 
guns; building, and in ordinary, 4 vessels, and 220 
guns; total 15 vessels, (of which 2 are steamers, ) 
and 446 guns; number of men unknown. 

The Two Sicilies have in commission 17. vessels, | 
mounting 338 guns; number of men unknown. 
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Spain has in commission 21 vessels, and 348 
guns; 4 of which vessels are steamers. 
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Portugal has in commission 59 vessels, and 225 
guns, manned by 4,500 men. 

Mexico: has in commission 23 vessels and 42 

ns. 

Although the whole naval force of Austria, the 
Two Sicilies, and Portugal, have been stated as 
being in commission, the report says, “ It is prob- 
able that a portion of it is in ‘ordinary,’ but it is 


not known what portion.” These nations have a | 


few war-steamers, but the number is not known. } 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON remarked that this re- 
port had been made in answer to a resolution sub- 
mitted by him, and as he supposed that it con- 
tained important and interesting statistics, he mov- 
ed that the said report be printed, and that 5,000 


extra copies be printed for the use of the Senate; | 


also, that the said report he referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; which motions were 
agreed to. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed an act, entitled An act for the relief of 
Charles W. Bingley; in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was asked.] 


Mr. UPHAM presented the petition of Nathan 
Haskett, praying reimbursement of a forfeiture 
paid by himas a recognisor for an absconding 
criminal, who was afterwards taken and tried for 
the same offence; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Wil- 
liam B. Foster, of Pitsburg, Pennsylvania, pray 
ing compensation for his services, and remuncre 
tion for his losses, in negotiating a loan to enable 
him to purchase necessary supplies for United 
States troops; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying that the compensation allow- 
ed to surveyors of the public lands in that State 
may be increased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. BRUESE presented the petition of citizens 
of Hlinois, praying the improvement of the Des 
Moines and Rock River rapids of the Upper Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. B. remarked that this matter had been con- 
sidered by Congress heretofore, and a survey of 
tho rapids had been made, which shows that the 
improvement requested, and which is one of much 
importance, is not only feasible hut easy, and will 
cost but little. Ee moved that the petition be re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; which was 
agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT submitted a joint resolution pass- 
ed by the Legislature of the State of Indiana, in 
favor of a grant to that State, for the use of com- 
mon schools, of the unappropriated public Jands 
therein; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a joint resolution passed by the above 
body, in favor of a reduction of the price of the 
public lands according to the length of time that 
they have been in the market; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Jso, a joint resolution in favor of an alteration 
of the pre-emption laws in favor of actual settlers 
on the public lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. B. also presented a joint resolution passed 
by the Legislature of Indiana, in favor of a grant 
of land to aid in the construction of the Buffalo 
and Mississippi railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Oifice and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DIX presented the petition of Thomas || 
Brownell, praying the renewal of his- pension; į 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
_ Mr. D. also presented the petition of the heirs of 
Daniel D. ‘Tompkins, deceased, praying the pay- 
ment of interest on the sum due him. for his ser- 
vices in the last war with Great Britain; which 


| was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SRS 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the follo 
resolution; which lies over: pE. 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be reguested to communicate to the Senate copies 
of any correspondence that may have taken place 
between the authorities of the United States and 
those of Great Britain, since the last documents 
transmitted in relation to the subject of the Oregon 
territory, or of so much thereof as may be commu- 
nicated without detriment to the public interest. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


wing 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the propriety .” 
of relinquishing to the States of Indiana and The 
nois all that part of the national road within their 
limits; and of granting to said States a quantity of 
| the public lands which may be adequate to the com- 
pletion of said road to the Mississippi river; and 
that they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. H. JOHNSON submitted the following res: 
olution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of 
War of the 27th instant, together with the accom- 
panying documents containing the juformation call- 
ed for, with respect to the works proposed to be 
i} erected at Proctor’s Landing, be referred to the 
|| Committee on Military Affairs; and that the said 
| committee be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
| diency of making an appropriation for the con- 
i| struction of a fortification at Proctor’s Landing, on 
| Lake Borgne, Louisiana. f 

Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 

tained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of John 
! C. Whitsett; which was read a first and second 
li time, and referred to the Committee on Publie 
|, Lands, together with the report of the Secretary 
‘of War on the subject. 
| Mr. SEVIER, trom the Committee on Foreign 
| Relations, reported a bill for the relief of William 
| A. Slacum, which was read, and the accompany- 
i| ing report. was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 
i brary, reported a joint resolution for subscription 
for Gordon’s Indices; which was read, and. the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported a joint resolution for the relief 
of Peter Gorman; which was read, and the report 
was ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, reported a bill to extend 
the patent of P. Bancroft Woodcock, for an im- 
| provement in the plough; which was read. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the 
memorial of Samuel H. Thompson. 

Mr. NILES moved that 3,000 copies of the re- 
| port submitted yesterday, together with certain 
documents in relation to a post-route to Oregon, be 
| printed for the use of the Senate; but gave way 
toa motion hy 

Mr. CALHOUN, that the subject be referred to 
the Committee on Printing; which motiou was 
| agreed to. 
| “Mr. BERRIEN moved to postpone the prior or- 
ders of the day, in order to take from the’ table the 
| report of the Committee on the Judiciary on the 
petition of Caleb Greene; which motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. B. moved that said report be recommitted 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary; which motion 
was agreed to. . 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to postpone the prior or- 
ders of the day, and take up the Senate ‘bill in 
| relation to seamen’s wages;” which motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. A. then moved that said bill be:recommitted 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; which motion 
; was also agreed to. 

Mr. WEBSTER moved that the previous orders 
of the day be postponed, in order to take from the 
table the petition of Asa Andrews ; which motion 
was agreed to; and said petition was then, on 
| motion of Mr. W., referred to the Committee of 
| Claims. 


| 
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: March 3, 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. | 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. DAYTON, 
calling upon the President of the United States for 
information whether, in his opinion, the naval force 
of the United States should be increased, and if 
so, what were the indications which governed that 
opinion. , 

Mr. SEVIER hoped that the Senator would al- 
low it to lay over for a few days. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have no objection whatever. 

The resolution, therefore, lies over. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee on Pensions, on 
the petition of William Pennoyer; which report j 
was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Commitiee on 


i 
i 
i 


Here is a wide en- 
trenchment—extended works if you please. The 
cnemy admits that we have a right to. enter—ad- 
mits that they are open—admits that if we occupy 
them, we have a right to hold them—our means 
of effecting an entrance are more than one hun- 
dred to one; and yet, with this manifest advantage 
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; carry the works by assault, 

l repeat it, it seems to me that those gentlemen 
| who are so desirous of all Oregon are hazarding 
| S 


Company—a hazard, I assure you, much less to | 
be apprehended than some gentlemen, here and 
elsewhere, appear to imagine. 1 have not those 
melancholy forebodings which seem to cloud the 
minds of some gentlemen. I recollect well that, 
upon the discussion of this question some two or 
three years ago, we were then told in the same 
tone, upon this floor, that soon the crack of the 
rifle would be heard beyond the mountains—that 
soon ‘the mighty West would he mounting on 
horseback.” The crack of thatrifle has not yet been 
heard, and the mighty West remains at home, quiet 
and peaceful as usual. Were Fas anxious, as I 


their object by pressing the matter to a crisis at 
Pensions, on the petition of Samuel Simpson; ; !¢ present point. Were I as anxious as they, 1 
which report was concurred in. ; would stand as the country now stands, and de- 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee on | pend upon time and emigration for the purpose of 
Revolutionary Claims, on the petition of William i| completing our title. I would take the hazard of 
Shippen; which report was concurred in. collision with the ret 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee on ‘j 
Revolutionary Claims, on the petition of the ad- || 
ministrators of Thomas Jett, deceased. |i 
Mr. PHELPS stated that additional evidence in i 
relation to the claim of the above petitioners had jj 
been furnished, and he therefore moved that the |; 
report be recommitted; which motion was agreed ! 
to. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


improvement in the State of Michigan; when hefore said, [would bear for awhile the chances 
Mr, WOODBRIDGE remarked that he was i of collision; ] would tolerate this “unnatural dou- 


anxious to bring this subject toa close at the ear- 
liest moment; but as the special order of the day 
had already twice interrupted him in his remarks 
upon the said bill, and as the hour when the dis- 
cussion of the special order would again be re- j 
sumed was near at hand, he would move that the | 
prior order be postponed, and that the Senate pro- 


ble-headed Government,’ to which certain Sena- | 
tors have alluded. ‘Che convention which placed 
things in this condition is vituperated as wrong in 
principle. All T have to say is, that that conven- 
tion was endorsed in its origin, submitted to, and 
renewed, by the unanimous vote of the American 


i 
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|| in our favor, we waive our position, and, with a | 
į kind of reckless impetuous gallantry, endeavor to | 


ainers of the Hudson Bay | 


“Two young men, namedin-McLaughlin’s communica- 
tion to this Government, (a copy of which, marked A, to- 
gether with a reply, accompanies these despatchés;) cross: 
ed the Columbia river, and, unobserved, in the midst of a 
little thicket something over half’ a mile from Fort Vanco- 
ver, felled some timber—threw up a few logs in the Shape 
ofa hut, intending soon to finish it--put up a.paper upon a 
contiguous tree, stating that they had commenced, and in- 
tended to establish, a claim agreeably with—— here. the 
note ended. Some one about the establishment, observing 
i| the paper and commencement of the hut, reported it tò the 
I| Governor, who sent down at once and had all the. timbers 
‘| removed from the vicinity; the tree felled, and that, with 
ll the paper likewise, removed. They had hardly cleared the: 
i| ground when: the claimants arrived with a surveyor; and 
commenced surveying off a section of land, embracing the 
spot first commenced upon. They were inquired of, atthe 
instance of Governor McLaughlin, as to their ‘object: and 
intentions. ‘They at once laid down the chain, dropped ali 
business, and walked up to the fort. Several respectable 
and influential American citizens happened to he presenton 
business, who, with myself, were respectfully invited to. 
hear the discussion. 

= Williamson, a modest and respectable young man, de- 
meaned himself with propriety; but Alderman, his associ- 
ate, an insolent, boisterous, bair-brained scape-gallows, 
caused me (as occasionally others do) to blush for Ameri- 
can honor. His-language was most insufferable, and, but 
for the sake of the country’s quiet, conld not have been en- 
dared; the Governor ane Mr. Douglass [that was the British 
officer} displaying their usual calmness and forbearance,” 


Then there was an appeal to the citizens of Ore- 
gon by McLaughlin and Douglass. They say: 

“ To the citizens of Oregon: 

E GENTLEMEN: We take the liberty of informing you that 
a person named ‘Henry Williamson,’ sometime about the 
15th of February, this year, took the liberty of erecting, on 
the premises of the Hudson Bay Company, a few logs, inthe 
form of a hut, and wrote a notice upon:an adjoining tree 
that he had taken a section of land there. This was done 
without our knowledge or consent, within a few hundred 
yards of a house occupied by one of the Hudson Bay: Coni- 
pany’s servants, and within the limits of theirinprovements. 
As soon as We were informed of that proceeding, we had 
the tree cut down, and the logs removed, in order to pre- 
vent any future difficulty with the person who had, in a 
manner so unjustifiable, intruded on the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany’s premises.” 

* * * 
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* * * * 


“Permit us to assure you, gentlemen, that it is our ear- 
nest wish to maintain a good understanding, and to live on 
friendly terms with every person in the country. We en- 
tertain the highest respect for the provisional organization; 
; and knowing the good it has effected, as well as the evil it 


Senate. But the state of society thus induced, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benrox] says, is an 
unnatural one: that even the patriarchs could not 
: live so together. ‘There is point in the expression, | 
i and perbaps in the sentiment; but have we arrived 

at the point of patriarchal separation? Do our | 
flocks and herds cover the whole land? Is there 
i strife between our herdsmen? If so, the example 


ceed to the consideration of the special order of the |: 
day; which motion was agreed to. 
OREGON— THE NOTICE. 
The Senate then proceeded, as in committee of ;' 
the whole, to the consideration of the special or- |; 
der of the day—the joint resolution giving notice | 
ene . 9 2 z 3 OT i p 7 
of the termination of the convention 2i 1827 with || of the patriarchs will hardly help us to “all of 
Great Britain for the joint occupancy o Oregon. || Oregon.” Let there be no strife between vs, for 
Mr. DAYTON addressed the Senate. He said: i “we be brethren. Is not the whole land before us? 
Involved in the general question before the Senate i € Choose for thyself, then, I pray thee, so that if 
which gives notice to Great Britain of the termi- || ¢ thou go to the left hand, 1 will depart to the right; | 
nation of the convention for the joint occupancy of | ‘and if thou go to the right hand, I will go to the | 
Oregon, there are sundry propositions. These || ¢left.’? Such was the patriarchal principle. They 
propositions, however, in thelr general aspects, i; divided the country. Whatever claim we may have 
may be divided into two kinds: first, such as re- |) 0 Oregon by the book of Genesis, we are not like- 
1 
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quire a simple unqualified notice, or what is tan- |! ly to settle it upon the principles, and according to 
tamount to it; secondly, such as are qualified in |) the example of Abraham. 

their character, indicating upon their face the But I was speaking of the chances of col- 
peaceful spirit and intent with which the notice is f By all accounts, whatever may have heen 
to be given. the history of the past, the retainers of the Hud- | 
ferent shades, but varying so slightly in their gen- | son Bay Company and our people are living in | 
eral character and aspect as to present in my mind la state of general amity and peace, on terms of | 
little ground of difference. I avail myself, Mr. | good neighborhood. An allusion was made b 
President, of this condition of the question, with |’ the Senator from New York [Mr. Dix] to some- 
the view of making some general remarks. Tn ; thing which indicated an act of British aggression, 
doing so, L cannot but feel that there is no precise |! True,” he said, “ Great Britain disclaimed all 
point before the Senate for discussion. i “intention of extending her laws over American | 


í 
| 
i 
i 
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: liston. 
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There are other propositions of dif- |! 


I cannot | 
but feel, too, that there does not seem to be any |) 
precise principle for debate. The debate in this 
chamber opened with generalities, and I fear it is 
to end very much in the same way. Were I as 
anxious for “all Oregon,” as some of our friends 


|; they would find that the Hudson Bay Company 
i * hada more summary process of getting rid of the 


“interference of American citizens, who attempted 
€ to settle on the north bank of the Columbia. Our 


‘ citizens; but if Senators would look at the docu- | 
| “ments accompanying the President’s Message, | 


| has prevented, we wish it every success, and hope, as we 
desire, to continne to live in the exercise and interchange 
| of good offices with the framers of that useful institution.” 


They also dropped a note to the Executive Com- 
mittee of the Provisional Government of Oregon, 
stating some of the circumstances of the case. 
Here is a portion of the answer to that note: 


“ We regret to hear that unwarranted liberties have been 
taken by an American. citizen upon the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany’s premises; and it affords us great: pleasure to learn 
that the offender, after due reflection, desisted from the in- 
solent and rash measure. ` Ein ; 

“As American citizens, we beg:leave to offer. you and 
your much esteemed colleague our most grateful thanks for 
the kind and candid manner in which you have treated this 
matter, as we are aware that an infringement on the rights 
of the Hudson Bay Company in this country, by an Ameri- 
can citizen, is a breach of the laws of the United States, 
by setting at naught her most solemn treaties with Great 
Britain. 

“As representatives of the citizens of Oregon, we beg 
your acceptance of our sincere acknowledgments of the 
obligations we are under to yourself and your honorable 
| associate for the high regard yon have manifested for the 
authorities of our Provisional Government, and the special 
anxiety you have ever shown for our peace and prosperity.” 


That was the answer of the citizens of Oregon 
themselves, through their executive committee, 
touching this alleged aggression upon the part of 
the Hudson Bay Company. It is obvious the 
‘company were doing nothing which they had not 
a perfect right to do; they were occupying no more 
land than they were entitled to under thé treat 
and for present purposes—a right which our citi- 
i zens are exercising there in a very latitudinarian 
way, although I do not complain of it. By refer- 
ence to these documents, you will find that the 
land laws of this provisional government of Ore- 


í la 
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the beginning that this country would complete i the President’s documents generally, I took occa- 
its title in that way. When the convention of |) sion to ascertain what it was precisely ; and I will 
1818 was about to be renewed in 1827, she ob- i] turn the attention of the Senate of the country to 
jected to that renewal, and placed herself upon the || it. 
ground that it was dangerous for her to enter into i ment. 
it—-we claiming an absolute right, she only the || the Pre 
right. of keeping the country open. She insisted | 
on entering a protest against this country exercis- | 


Į read from the documents accompanying 
sident’s Message, an extract front the letter 
| of Elijah White, styling himself Indian agent be- 
: yond the Rocky mountains : © 


tt will, I think, answer the Senator’s argu- | 


gon—they have a system of enactments ‘there; I 
hold them in my hand—give to every man over 
eighteen years of age the selection and occupancy 
of six hundred and forty acres of land; yes, six 
; hundred and forty acres to a man—every one over 
eighteen years of age. Ido not complain of this; 
but when one of these men comes and squats-him- 
self in the back door of the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany, and says he must settle there, I think-it-does 
not become us to complain of any infringement of 
our rights, In a debate of this character, it 1s only 
common justice that the officers of the Hudson’s 
Bay Company, to:whose hospitality and kindness 
White and many of our-citizens-and: agents have 
j hould have fair play when they cannot 
I say, therefore, that, 
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‘be otherwise represented: 
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had T'the same exceeding anxiety for ‘all Ore- 
gon?’ that seems to oppress the spirits of our 
friends on the other side ofthe chamber, I would 
take the chance of collision: There is nothing at 
present indicative’.of immediate or- probable col- 
lision, and years-must elapse before collision takes 
place. But if they propose bringing this matter to 
a termination ‘now; Ihave no objection; .and I de- 
sire, following the argument of my friend from Il- 
linois, [Mr. Brexzse,] to call the attention of the 
Senate and the country: to the negotiations, the 
correspondence, the mode in which our agents 
have endeavored to effect these objects. In doing 
this, Mr. President, I trust that I shall manifest 
no asperity of sentiment—no unkindness of feel- 
ing. On this subject I have no acerbity of feeling. 
On a question affecting our foreign relations, I 
know no persons—I know no party. But this 
correspondence has been sent here—spread before 
the country—sent into the other House at a time 
when, owing to the state of the discussion, little 
could be said upon it there; little has been said 
upon it here, except in the way of eulogy. It is 
here for discussion; and ifIam to speak of it at 
all, I must speak of it as I think. And upon that 
correspondence—the late correspondence I mean— 
I take it upon myself to say, that, in my judgment, 
the moral sense of the civilized world will be against 
us—that, upon. that correspondence, no Christian na- 
tion at this day can hold up its head in the great family 
of nations. 

What, in brief, is the history of this matter? I 
need not refer to Mr. Polk’s often repeated inan- 
eural assertion— title clear and unquestionable.” 
‘Then comes his Message, offering to divide upon 
the parallel of 499, in deference to the opinions of 
his predecessors. The British negotiator refuses 
that, because it does not include the navigation of 
the Columbia, which had been offered before. 
Then comes in our negotiator, and makes his argu- 
ment for 54° 40’, and in the same paper withdraws 
his previous offer of 49°—an offer, which, it ought 
not tobe forgotten, has been repeated four times. 
Tt'was offered first by Mr. Monroe in 1818 and 
1824; next by Mr. Adams in 1826; then by Mr. 
Tyler in 1843; and, for the fourth time, by Mr. 
Polk, in 1845. This offer, four times repeated, is 
then withdrawn, and the President tells us that he 
now sustains our title, as he believes, ‘ by irref- 
ragable facts and arguments.” These “< irrefraga- 
ble facts and argumeats,”’ Mr. President, are the 
same old facts and the same old arguments that had 
been adopted again and again by all the negotin- 
tors from the beginning. The argument of Mr. 
Buchanan—lucid, cogent, and therefore able—that 
argument contains scarcely an idea, or the fraction 
of an idea, which is not to be found in the previous 
negotiations and despatches of Mr. Clay. And so, 
too, with the arguments of the British negotiator, 
Tsay all this with great respect to both these gen- 
tlemen, because their arguments could not have 
been otherwise. Butitis nothing more than a repe- 
tition, again and again, with a little fresh sprink- 
ling of historical detail as to matters of fact, of 
what had been said by the negotiators who pre- 
ceded them. These ‘irrefragable facts and argu- 
ments,” therefore, are no new light thrown in upon 
this question. They are, let it be remembered, old, 
often-repeated, and often-controverted facts—stale, 
often-urged and often-disputed arguments—which 
have been from the very beginning wrapped around 
this matter of diplomacy. Let me do justice, how- 
ever, to our negotiator. There is one fact, ‘*irref- 
ragable,’” I suppose, which he added to his collce- 
tionthe clinching fact, indeed, of his whole argu- 
meént—which does ‘certainly possess. the merit of 
novelty. «It is a new one—it is an original one. 
It is this: that the British geographers had yielded 
to us the right of ownership to this territory; in 
proof of which hé refers, and refers only, to a globe 
of British manufacture, to ‘be found in the Depart- 
ment of State. "The explanation of that matter, as 
recently given, shows upon what light and trivial 
circumstances diplomats can occasionally build an 
argument. These facts and arguments seem to 
have made no ‘impression on the imperturbable 
mind of the’ British negotiator. He remained of 
the sañie opinion; but at this stage of the case 
comes in and offers to refer the equitable division 
of this country to any independent sovereign or 
State. “No,” said Mr. Buchanan, ‘no! You 
‘only offer to refer the equitable division of the 
country. You do not offer to refer the title to the 
whole country itself.” ‘ Very well,” says Mr. 


Pakenham, ‘ will you refer title and al? And if 
you object to sovereigns and States, will you take 
jurists, civilians—anybody in fact? Are you willing 


independent, impartial, and enlightened minds?” 
That is his proposition. Then our unfortunate 
negotiator is in a quandary. He refuses, on the 
ground that the territorial rights of the country are 
not a proper subject for arbitration, whether by 
sovereign, citizen, or subject, in his own language. 
Why did he not say that before? Why this pal- 
ry quibbling about terms, or the character of the 
arbitrators, if he had, at the back of all this, an 
objection that went to the very groundwork of the 
proposition? But is it true—is it true ?n principle, 
that our territorial rights are not the proper sub- 
ject of arbitration? 

Let me answer one objection of my friend from 
IMinois, [Mr. Brezse.] He read from a commu- 
nication of Mr. Adams, in which he objects to ref- 
erence to sovereigns, because they have not the 
means of observation; but the special objection 
was that no award could be carried out: that there 
was no power to carry it into effect. Now, does 
not my friend see that that very argument would 
strike down all negotiation? Who is to carry the 
result of any negotiation into effect? Who is to 
enforce a treaty, or any contract with a foreign 
Government? Nobody tribunal—nothing but 
the plighted faith and honor of the respective coun- 
tries. If the country plights its faith in a particu- 
lar form to abide the award, it is bound as solemnly 
as though it were bound by treaty. But aside from 
this objection, was it true that territorial rights 
were not subject of arbitration ?- What is the ques- 
tion? Jn its broadest and most elevated sense this 
ij is a question of property merely. In its more ac- 
curate and confined sense, it is a question of bound- 
ary—of boundary. Great Britain admits that we 
are entitled to hold up to the Columbia, Need I 
open Vattel, or any other author on international 
law, for the purpose of showing that questions of 
property and boundary are proper srhjeets of arbi- 
tration? But again: it is snid, you can negotiate 
about this matter, but you cannot arbitrate. Why 
not? What is that but negotiation in another form? 
By direct negotiation between the parties them- 
selves you have been unable to reach a result. You 
then try what you ean do by indirect negotiation. 
| You employ new disinterested agents. You tell 
them to negotiate the matter, and that you will 
abide by their decision. fn principle, the two 
forms are one and the same. Mr. Buchanan is 
now the appointee of this Government. He has 
failed, as others failed before him. Cannot the Gov- 
ernment appoint another negotiator or negotintors— 
jurists, civilians, or whoever they may be—and al- 
low him or them to negotiate with some person or 
persons similarly appointed by the opposite party? 
Nay, have we not in our treaty stipulations con- 
stantly, from the origin of our Government almost, 
been accustomed to settle matters in this very way 
—by a commission? No one can deny it. But 
then, some one has asked, “ Where do you get the 
constitutional power to convey away ourterritory ??? 
s Our territory!” ah! that’s begging the question. 
That it is our territory is the very point to be de- 
cided. But if it be our territory, I take it that, inci- 
dent to that right of sovereignty, we have the same 
power to convey territory that we have to obtain 
it. Of that we have examples enough. But again, 
others ask, ‘Will you transfer the allegiance of 
our citizens?” Certainly not. We will transfer 


| they subject themselves to a new jurisdiction. This 
is no novelty. Upon the settlement of the bound- 
ary between the United States and Spain, in 1785 
| —the Florida boundary—stipulations were made 
that the settlements should be removed from either 
side of the line; but if they remained there, the set- 
| tlers subjected themselves to the jurisdiction of the 
country within whose limits they chose to remain. 
But that country does not transfer their allegiance. 
It transfers the soil, to which it had exclusively 
the right of sovereignty. The settlers remain upon 
the soil, and choose their own allegiance. . But all 
these evils are in this case imaginary. In the first 
place, there cannot be an American citizen owning 
‘a single foot of land in Oregon, because the Gov- 
ernment cannot have granted it. In the second 
place, not an American citizen has settled within 
one hundred miles of 49°—the line that might, per- 
haps, be agreed upon. 


to present the question for settlement by the most | 


the soil; and if our citizens think proper to remain, | 


ut Iam leaving the argument of our negotiator. | 
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He is not content with taking the position that 
territory is not the proper subject of arbitration; 
which, if so, would cover the whole question. 
But he goes on and objects to it still further, on 
the ground that he fears a compromising award. 
Mr. President, this objection, it appears to me— 
and I say it with all respect—was framed to meet 
the occasion, It is the same kind of objection that 
is raised by litigants who go to court about small 
matters of doubtful right, when they wish to avoid 
arbitration—cases in which, I grant you, the award 
is very likely to be that the parties divide two and 
sixpence between them, and each pay his own 
costs. But upon a great national question of this 
character, is 1t possible that, with the wide world 
from which to choose, three, five, seven men can- 
not be found possessed of such intelligence, purity, 
and independence, as would remove them alto- 
gether from the operation of all such paltry con- 
siderations as would interfere with the justness of 
their decision? I venture to say that the distin- 
guished negotiator who raised that objection, 
should he ever be chosen on such a commission 
as that, would scorn such a motive as controlling 
his own feelings or judgment. But there was still 
another objection urged by our negotiator, and it 
does appear to me the most extraordinary of all. 
He says: ‘ We think a great deal of this country 
—you cannot or ought not to think much of it; 
and that being our opinion, we do not choose to 
jeopardize our important rights, while you have 
no title to lose.” That is to say, here are two 
men who have been in possession of a farm for 
the last twenty-seven years—disputing about. the 
title. ‘They finally resolve that the controversy 
shall be settled. The one says to the other: “Now 
I will divide with you; or if that does not suit you, 
1 will refer the matter to the courts—to civilians— 
to any fair arbiter.” The other says: ‘* No, this 
farm is of very great importance to me; you are a 
rich man—you live far away—you ought not to 
think a great deal about it, and I will therefore 
leave the question to nobody—I will settle accord- 
ing to the best of my own judgment—I_ will be 
very happy to negotiate with you--but I mean to 
take the whole of this property.” That’s the 
amount of this argument, and the force of it I sub- 
mit without comment to the American people. I 
have the highest respect for the character and abil- 
ity of that distinguished negotiator; and permit 
me to say that if his argument in answer to the 
proposition for arbitration be no better, it is be- 
cause the subject did not admit of a better one. 
The civilized world will regard that argument with 
distrust. I fear they will look upon it as a pre- 
tence and evasion, rather than as indicating our 
true principles of action. But that is not all, Our 
own people, I think, when their attention is dis- 
tinctly drawn to this question—when they are 
brought to think calmly about it—will judge of it 
in the same way; and of this we have already 
some singular indications in the course adopted 
by some of the local party prints of the country. 
When referring to this question they very care- 
fully keep out of view the offer to select as arbiters 
jurists and civilians, and talk about sovereigns, 
and crowned heads and princes, from whom we 
cannot expect fair play; and thus they appeal. to 
the passions and prejudices of our countrymen, 
instead of to their judgments, upon the true state 
of facts in this negotiation.” What a spectacle 
have we thus presented! Not that dignified, calm 
reserve which indicates fixed purpose and con- 
scious right; but from the very beginning of this 
Oregon negotiation, there has been a din and 
clamor, and vain-glorious boasting throughout the 
land. Ifmy memory serves me right, when the 
English troops were upon the point of attacking 
the first Chinese town which they took, they were 
startled by a sudden and terrible noise produced 
by gongs, kettles, and wind instruments—all in- 
tended to deter the outside barbarians from the 
accomplishment of their purpose. . It does seem 
to me that we have been diligently imitating the 
tactics of the Chinese. 

If that has been the course of things at home, 
have we been more fortunate abroad? I may be 
mistaken on this subject. I have no knowledge 
of the rules of diplomacy. In locality, education, 
and social intercouse, i have unfortunately been 
aloof from all these matters. But I confess, in my 
simple comprehension, it did seem a little ridicu- 
lous that we should direct our Minister at London 
to interrogate the British Government as to the 
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cause of their warlike preparations. "Well might 
poor Mr. McLane say, in the innocence of his 
heart, that to such a question it was difficult to ob- 
tain a categorical answer. I should think so; and 
the mode in which Lord Aberdeen went through 
his political catechism—the lucid and exceedingly 
explicit and satisfactory answer which we received, 
point out, I think, in its true colors, the folly of this 
diplomatic movement. Mr. McLane must have 
felt a little silly in being made the vehicle of such | 
a question. But the.excuse is, that France asked 
the question. She hada right. She lay within 
cannon shot of England; but she still had a better 
cause of inquiry. She looked upon these prepara- 
tions as a breach of that implied understanding— 
that balance of power of which we hear so much; 
a balance of power sustained not by extent of ter- | 
ritory, but bythe mutual consent of the parties, 
and to be shaken by a sudden increase of armed } 
power in any of the nations of Europe. Their |! 
past history and experience had warned them that |! 
when one suddenly armed, the other must follow 
its example. hat is the only safeguard for the 
peace of continental Europe. ‘The question was, || 
therefore, pertinent and well-timed from France; | 
but it might have been impertinent and mis-iimed 
from the United States. But, as I said before, I 
may be mistaken on this question. This move- || 
ment may have been one of profound wisdom on 
the part of diplomats, although to me it seemed so 
foolish.. It had one merit, at all events, although 
a common one, and that was, it did not do much 
harm. There is something, too, in the out-branches 
of this matter which needs to be understood. 1! 
would like to understand why it was that at one } 
stage of this matter it was not referred for settle- | 
ment to London. ‘That it was so intended to be | 
referred will, I think, admit of little doubt. have |) 
no personal knowledge—I do not vouch for the || 
facts; but there are individuals disconnected with | 
the Administration, who, from their business as- ! 
sociations and obligations, were compelled to know | 
the understanding of Mr. McLane when he left | 
this country. Had it then been transferred, wit! 
the temper and tone manifested abroad, there 
hardly a doubt that it would have been duly set- 
tled. Ifnot settled now, it will involve somebody || 
in a fearful responsibility. I hope that it may be. 
And here the question recurs, Hlow?—how? [| 
answer, by compromise. 

I go, sir, for compromise as indicated in the re- 
solution of the Senator from Georgia, At first it 
appeared to me that to give no nouce at all would | 
have been the true policy; but a majority of the į 
Senate being in favor of a qualificd form of notice, 
I would go for that, divested of all asperity of feel- 
ing, and indicating on its face that peaceful com- 
promise was the true object of its being given. I! 
would do that for the sake of unity and compro- | 
mise, in any case involving difficulties in our for- į 
eign relations. But the gentleman says: “ You | 
offer to compromise; but will you abandon any | 
portion of the territory which is our own? How | 
will you carry outa compromise in all its details??? | 
The very question to be settled is,“ What is our 
own?” After twenty-seven years’ debate, we are 
no nearer a conclusion than we were at first; and ! 
T say this question must be settled, (if at all,) as | 
all questions of a like kind have been settled since | 
the foundation of our Government; that is, with a 
regard for the mutual interests of both parties, and | 
a just equivalent rendered. It is against all human | 
experience to say it can be settled in any other 


j 
{ 
| 
| 


ht 
1 


way. Whoever saw aman who had spent a long | 
time in argument with his neighbor about a farm, i 
able to argue him out of that farm? But, in the | 
case before us, although we have no clear rules of | 

| 


municipal law to guide us, we have, as it were, : 


i 


the compass and linc to guide us; we have spent 
the whole of this time for the purpose of trying 
how we can talk a nation out of territory; with 
the clear facts of history—and T desire to call at- |! 
tention to that history—it shows the inatility of | 
endeavoring to talk nations out of empire, especi- || 
ally when there are so many facts and principles, | 
and parallels of latitude and longitude to differ upon. | 
How was the question of the Russian boundary |! 
settled? On 54° 40'? By debate? Sir, we might || 
have debated the matter üll now, without coming || 
to within ten degrees of latitude of that. We con- | 
tended most strenuously then that we were entitled | 
to hold, as against Russia, up to 61°; and Mr. | 
Adams and Mr. Middleton sought to prove it by | 
indisputable facts and arguments, expressing them- |i 


| against Russia, they were stronger in favor of 60°, 


| the question of title until the present day. While 


; Senator is somewhat mistaken in these views. fn- 


crecy has not been removed. 


edge of Great Britain; and thus far, I believe, I 
am authorized to make use of them. 


made some inquiry as to the object of the Senator’s 
reference to the document.] 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


selves in the strongest and most emphatic terms 
in favor of our claim up to 60° at least; and I must 
say, after an examination of those arguments, as 


than our arguments against Great Britain for 54° 
40". After this debate had lasted- a long time, and 
covered a great quantity of paper, Count Nessel- 
rode suggested that, as nothing could be accom- 
plished in that way, they should lay aside the 
question of abstract right, and ‘compromise. the 
question on the principle of the mutual accommo- 
dation of the parties. On that proposition the 
boundary of 54° 40’ was settled; and had it not 
been so, the negotiators might have been debating 


on this subject, f will offer one or two words, al- 
though it interferes with my course, in answer to 
a remark of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Breese.] He said it was strange indeed, that if 
Great Britain insisted she had claims there in 1824, 
she would have sat silently by and scen the ques- 
tion of title negotiated between third parties. ‘The 


stead of being silent or asleep, she was up and 
awake, with eyes intent on all her interests; and 
not only was she awake to this question, but we 
were awake too; and, unfortunately for my friend’s 
argument, at the time we were negotiating with a 
third party, we admitted the rights of Great Brit- 
ain on the northwest coast. Sir, I do not know 
that I compromise the country, or violate any duty, 
when I refer to some confidential documents of the 
Qd session, 18th Congress, although | believe they 
are documents from which the injunction of se- 

I hall use it no 
further than in reference to facts within the knowl- 


{Several Senators, speaking in a very low tone, 


Mr. DAYTON. My impression is, the docu- 
ment has been referred to before, in some discus- 
sion which took place here; I do so for the purpose |} 
of removing some difficulties on matters within 
the knowledge of Great Britain, 

Mr. SEVIER. I make it, sir, a point of order; 
the Senator bas no right to refer to it. 

The PRESIDENT expressed his concurrence. 


Mr. DAYTON. Ihave no wish to violate the |! 


wish of the Senate, 

A SENATOR. How was it obtained? 

Mr. DAYTON. From the Secretary’s room, 
among the records of the office from which he be- 
lieved the injunction of secrecy had not been re- 
moved, 

Mr. SEVIER. I dislike very much to be com- 
pelled to interfere, but] think the reading of the 
document, or any portion of it, is out of order. I 
understand the Senator (Mr. D.) to say, that it was 
one of those documents from which the injunction 
of secrecy never had been removed. If that is so, 
I think he has no right to refer to it at all; and I will 
insist on this, that he has either the right to refer 
to it, and of reading it all or none. 

Mr. DAYTON explained that it was not taken 
from the Journal, but from the correspondence 
which passed between the British negotiator, Mr. 
Middleton, and the Russian Count Nesselrode. 

Mr. SEVIER. F understand it is part of a cor- | 
respondence which was laid hefore the American 
Senate inits executive character; in that form the 
injunction of secrecy has never been removed, and 
I will make it a question of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. Ipassit, sir, without the slight- 
est hesitation. [have no wish to allude to any- 
thing to which 1 could not under the rule of the 
Senate; but in alluding to facis which appeared to 
be known to, and in possession of, the British Gov- | 
ernment, I thought 1 would not be out of order. I 
vill pass it, however. 


ters, and returning to the subject-matter of our de- 
liberations, I say this question ought to be settled 
by compromise. In support of this view, I re- 
ferred to the settlement of the Russian boundary 
as an illustration of the truth of this, and also to 
our settlement with Spain, as another illustration. 

After obtaining Louisiana from France, by diplo- 
macy, Mr. Livingston dnd Mr. Monroe both said 
the cession of Louisiana conveyed to. us West 


But Iwill say to my friend, | 
the Senator from Ilinois, he is mistaken in the po- | 
sition he has taken in reference to this subject. | 
Passing, however, Mr. President, from these mat- | 


i| ‘us any material detriment. 


|| (ships, which could be easily supplied. 


satisfied that the cession. included West Floridas: 
so satisfied, that they advised the Government. to 
take possession of it as American territory., Mr- 
Pinkney and Mr. Monroe afterwards took equally: 
decided ground, and averred the subject was so 
satisfactory and clear that there was ho room. fora 
difference of: opinion. But, unfortunately, Don, 
Onis, the Spanish negotiator, was of a different 
opinion. ‘The arguments on each side-were long, 
and might have continued ever since; (aud it seems 
to me they were much against the claims of the: 
American Government;) nevertheless, our Govern-. 
ment said they were still of the same opinion asto. 
the effect of the treaty, but asked that an arrange- 
ment should be made on the principle of a due re- 
gard for mutual convenience. As soon as they 
viewed the matter in that light, the parties got to- 
gether; and had they not, they would not have 
come together till now. Nor, in tracing our diplo- 
matichistory, need I refer to the fact that the north- 
eastern boundary was settled in the same way. 
After an expenditure of paper enough to cover the 
whole country in the discussion, and no advance 
being made, two men came together whose com- 
mon sense told them of the inefficacy of long dis~ 
cussions in diplomatic affairs. They then sought 
to settle it by compromise, with regard to the inter- 
est of the parties; and had it not been for that the 
northeastern boundary would never have been set- 
tled. There is no example in the-history of this.or 
any other country in which one nation succeeded in 
debating another out of territory. -This question, 
therefore, was settled; and I hope: our present.ne- 
gotiator will understand it, and: act: on the same 
principle of mutaal convenience to the parties, and 
equivalents rendered. But, sir, I shall'be here met 
by some of our friends with 549 40’, and be told 
that they go for that. I shall be reminded of- the 
Tilinois resolutions, that tell us our title to 54° 407 
is obscured by no doubt. Then come the resolu- 
tions of the Baltimore convention—a miscellaneous 
assembly which could know very little about it. 
I am sorry 1 have heard this so often referred to 
on this floor—it is one of the worst signs of the 
times. But gentlemen say nobody expresses a 
doubt on our title. I do not know what others 


| have done; but if Senators would take the trouble 


to inquire, they: would find that three years ago, 
when the subject came up, I said it could not. be 
discussed, and I would not discuss it. The Sena- 
tor from Delaware thought we should. go into se- 
eret session, and the-Senator from Massachusetts 
said hé would suffer his tongue.to blister in his 
mouth rather than speak so long as it was a sub- 
ject of negotiation. I put it to the country—I put 
it to every gentlemen on the other'side of the house 
whether, if the intellect of this Senate be brought 
to bear on the question of title, you might not ob- 
scure it by doubts, these resolutions to the contrary 
notwithstanding? Did the Senators who instruct- 
ed us in this matter trouble themselves to follow 
the lucid statement of the Senator from New York 
on this matter? Did they mark on what point the 
clearness of his argument lostitself? Did they see 
where he passed from logical deduction into loose 
generalities? It was at Nootka. I put it to the 
candor of Senators if the question of British title is 
discussed, whether it might not be made to appear 
i that our title beyond the parallel of 490 was very 
far from ‘not being obscured bya single doubt,”” 
the Illinois and {Indiana resolutions, and all the 
gentleman’s arguments, to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

But the Senator from Hlinois asks, did you not 
all say our title was clear, and will you retreatand 
back out after what you have said and done? Sir, 
our diplomatic agents, and the country generally, 
sustained our claims in the strongest terms to.61° 
as the Russian boundary; they contended for'Flor- 


|i ida, against Spain; and they asserted just as stoutly 


their right to fix the northern point of the hish- 
lands in the Northeastern boundary question. But 
is the question never to be settled, because. it. has 
| happened that certain men have expressed ea parte 
| opinions? But, again: itis said that “Great: Brit- 
‘ain may go to war, but if she does, she cannot do 
The controversy will 
|i ‘never be ‘prosecuted to-war,T think; but having 
i © reflected, upon it, [think if ahe shouid she capnet 
f sh injury, ept- taking afew mers 
do us much injury, except taking a sir, 


| I might answer the first argument used by the Sen- 
E the. extrava- 


Florida, and they expressed themselves entirely 


ator from Hlinois yesterdays but 
gance of his second argument takes no ac- 
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count. of the oceans of blood to be spilled in case of 
a war in this controversy; he takes no account of 
the wretchedness in every form which is to tread 
in the track of this war; he makes no account of 
the taxes thatewill harass the people; he forgets the 
fact that war has retrograded the position of the 
world; that it would stop at one blow all otir inter- 
nal. improvements; diminish the wealth, and crip- 
ple the: resources of the country; he forgets that it 
is peace that males our railroads, peoples our hill- 
sidés, and plows’ our prairies. He takes no ac- 
count of all this... The title he claims, if war should 
succeeds which, according to the statement of the 
Senator from Hhinois, would entail the loss of a few 
merchant ships easily replaced. : i 
` But he gives. us encouragement. He tells us to 
stand up. You have tiot. many guns, he says— 
not many ships—but you have a wonderful power 
within. He thinks, upon a point like this, when 
all are united and so very desirous for 54° 40, if 
we only wake up we will astonish ourselves! 
Why, if such language as this were to come from 
söme persons who stood backside of the Alleghany 
mountains, I should think it was irony—the very 


bitterness of irony; but coming from my friend | 


from Illinois, distinguished for his courtesy, I know 
that it is nothing but—54° 40. But, then, my 
friend has gone into an examination of the British 
navy. Ee tells us that they have a good many 
ships, indeed, but then they are old hulks; and, 
besides, she has not men to man them! Does m y 
friend forget that this very war of which he was 
talking, will give them men to man their ships? 
Does he forget that the moment the commerce of 
Great Britain is curbed on the ocean, her sailors 
seek the gun-deck? Does he forget the practical 
Hlustration of that which. was afforded us in the 
last war? When our own sailors were driven from 
the fishing-banks and from distant seas, they vol- 
untarily sought the gun-deck—a class of sailors, 
permit me to say, the like of whom the world has 
never'seén. On board the Constitution, when she 
met the Guerriere, on the gun-deck, there were 
about three hundred sailors—Yankee frecholders. 
When the John Adams was destroyed in the Pe- 
nobscot, and the crew were discharged, of about 
three or four hundred men, Captain Morris, now 
Commodore Morris, asked—“ Will you meet me 
at Portsmouth??? nearly two hundred miles dis- 
‘tant-—that crew, of three or four hundred men, 
straggled afoot across the country, and reported 
themselves there to a man! Sir, there is no coun- 
try in the world that can show such men ag sail- 
ors, and God forbid that I should depréciaté them. 
But my friend was depreciating the effective force 
and power of Great Britain, and Ker want of men, 
forgetting the fact. that war itself will supply her 
wants. The military marine of Great Detain 
‘amounts to 40,000 men; her citizens afloat in all 
departments. number 700,000; and yet my friend 
thinks that Great, Britain will want sailors in the 
event.of a war. He says, that. of all countries in 
the world,:we are:the very best prepared for war, 
We have:not got the ships, it is true, but we have 
pat any quantity of timber. Iam afraid that my 
‘friend has not examined the case with sufficient 
care. He talks of converting our packet-ships into 
vessels of war. Even the steamboats of the Mis- 
sissippi are to be pressed into the service. Why, 
the recoil of a single broadside would shake them 
to pieces. The gentleman says that a packet-ship 
can carry as many guns as a British frigate; but 
when, and how? In storm?—in battle? No man 
can seriously dream of that. In the late war we 
had an abundance ofsmierchant vessels rotting in 
our harbors. "We cut down trees, we sawed up 
preen timber, we put everything afloat that could 
oat, büt T believe we did not put merchant ves- 
sels there for the purpose of making them men-of- 
war. Idle, sir—allidle this. Something has been 
said iv reference to heavy steamers. The British, 
-it is said, hayvè recently built some heavy steamers 
~of a class unknown. before, capable of carrying an 
armament. This, if so, is anew experiment, the 
result of which is to be tested. At all events, we 
Have no vessels of that character. I say, there- 
fore, in the langudgé of the Senator from New 
‘York, (Mr. Drx,]—and let us bear it in mind— 
‘Great Britain never was in a better condition than 
‘she is now to strike a heavy blow upon an enemy. 
Let us not underrate her power. 
AU this, however, Mr. President, is matter aside 
from the question; and it does not, in my estimate, 
verter very much into the merits of the controversy. 


| F feel is certain. 


ference to the relative power of our adversary, ra- 
ting or berating her, is in very questionable taste 


in existing circumstances. If we are forced to touch | 


her. shield with the point of the lance, let us do it 
with the chivalrous feeling and dignity of a high- 
toned nation. Then, let each wheel into position, 
and God defend the right! Ihave done with this 
examination of my friend’s argument, and resume 
my remarks where I left them. I was speaking 
of the mode in which this settlement might be ef- 


fected—what were its terms—what the equivalent? | 
It does not become me to express any definite opin- ; 


ion upon this question. I make one or two re- 
marks, however, which seem to me applicable to 
both parties.. The navigation of the Columbia 
has, I think, been claimed by one party and denied 
by the other with a pertinacity wholly dispropor- 
tionate to its value. Undoubtedly the mouth of 
that river is of some value asa harbor; but the 
long line of the Columbia, with its shallows, rapids, 
and canoe navigation, seems to me of little practi- 
cal importance or value to anybody. Hf it be an 


object to Great Britain in time of peace to posses! 


the navigation of it, in order that the Hudson Bay 


Company may flaat down their pema T for my 
own part cannot sce any good reason why sh 
should not have it. Still to that Edo not comm 


ople 
I am pereuaied 


m 
It is a common notion, that the war party of this 
i country must be the popular party of the coun- 
i try. Ido not believe it. Tt is an error; and it is 
ian error which tends to produce the very mis- 
ief that would have no existence without it. 
re is alw io be found a class of men who 
preter arranging themselves with that party which 
s supposed to be a popular party in the coun- 
try. Now it would be a great public benefit to 


myself, Why not yield to her down navigation of |: explode the error that a war party would be pop- 


the Columbia, precisely as she has yielded to us 


| the down navigation of the St. John’s? Bat 1 


merely throw out the suggestion, committing my- 
self to nothing else. Tt the down navigation be 


not satisfactory, what objection can there be to; 


granting the navigation for a limited Gime? Burl 
do not express any opinion about that. One thing 
If we eet more than past offers, 
it will be for some equivalent rendered, 'Fhis 
equivalent, 1 trust, may be connected with the sub- 
ject matter. Tn the present state of things, Mr. 
President, I have sometimes been inelined to think 


that there might be some understanding between | 
the two Governments in relation to this matter. | 
And the fact that no legislative preparation on our | 


side has been made, would seem to indicate, not 
that there has been any assurance—Sir Robert 
Peel denies that, and he is a man of honor, and 
must be believed—but a sort of implied understand- 
ing that if this question were only settled on some 
liberal compromising basis, ample remuneration 
could be made by the British Government in some 
other way; or, m other words, that to avoid the 
destruction of one class of our interests by war, we 


might consent to the destruction of another class of | 


our interests to get clear of a war. But I express 
no opinion on this subject. 1 am anxious of all 
things that this question be settled; butif the settle- 


ment of it—if the equivalent rendered is the Amer- || 


ican tariff, whether by commercial treaty or Jegis- 


lation, we might, when the time comes, wish to jj 


have a word to say on that question. 
sire now that the question be settled in some way 
or other. 

While upon the subject, permit me to express a 
little honest pride at our rising national character 


abroad. It was once asked, “ Who reads an Amer- i 


jenn book??? That snecring question is answered 
now. American books—American documents, sir, 
have become the pabulum of the British House of 
Lords! We are indoctrinating that body in the 
science of government, We are young; but young 
as we aré, in the doctrine of free trade, we have 
gone ahead of Great Britain at a single jump. 
True, she has prospered under a system of pro- 


tection to an extent hitherto altogether unknown i 
in the annals of nations. True, that a system cal- i 
culated to nurture, to strengthen, and to develop |! 
the resources of a young people may be wholly un- |! 
fit for an old one. True, that the industrial pur- | 


suits of her people and those of ours differ as wide- 
ly as the poles; and yet, by some fatality, it turns 
out that the political principles—the system of po- 
litical economy calculated to develop and strength- 


i en both countries are now identical. There is a 


mistake somewhere—somewhere. But this is 
again digressing. I desire that this matter may be 
settled. I desire it in no feeling of asperity. I do 
not wish, upon this question, to divide from my 
brethren on the other side of the Chamber. I wish 
that we could proceed harmoniously. Sometimes 
Í have thought, from the frequent recurrence to the 
expression of political opinions on this floor and 
elsewhere in the discussion of this question, that 


! a great political party in this country was disposed 


But we de- ii 


i ular in all circumstances. Tlerctofore our wars 
l have been popular because they have been wars 
© for great principles, and not wars for mere prop- 
erty. The revolutionary war, I need not say, 
was not a war about three cents ov a pound 
of tea. Ti involved the rights of man—the great 
principles of tree government. The late war was 
nota war about property: it was about principles 
all over—the freedom of the seas—the honor of 
ow flag. Fike causes will produce like effects; 
` and in the same, or like circumstances, war would 
be popular again. But think you that a war about 
the pine logs of Maine would have been a popular 
war? Think you that a war about Oregon, or 
rather a part of Oregon above 49°, would be a 
J popular war? It might be so at the beginning with 
ertain classes; but the brunt of the war—the tax- 
1 es to carry it on—would full upon a different class 
i| of men altogether—on honorable, prudent, think- 
i; ingmen: on your merchants and mechanics. These 
jį are the men who would be necessarily compelled 
|| to bear the brunt of the war. As long as your 
i war isa war of principles, these men will stand 
| by you; as soon as it becomes simply a war of 
i property, they will count the cost. The intelli- 
| gence, the prudence, the thought of this country, 
must govern the country at last. Unless it be so, 
your institutions, which place the power in the 
hands of the people, are an empty name. Public 
men are sometimes too apt to distrust the capacity 
of the people to govern themselves; they are too 
| apt to draw back from the control of public opinion, 
But we need never despair of the people, when a 
man can stand on this floor and speak in a voice 
i that shall reach every hamlet beyond the moun- 
i; tains—-never, never. Let the public men of this 
country, of both sides of this Chamber, stand up 
| to their responsibilities, and the people will stand 
ii by them. Popular sentiment is not always right. 
The needle itself is not forever constant to the pole. 
But the hidden influence is there, Remove ex- 
traneous and disturbing causes—give the public 
mind fair play; it may vibrate for a time, but at 
last it settles—tremulously perhaps, but faithfully 
,--to the north. Let the public men of this coun- 
try, who believe that a war for 549 40 would be 
wrong, but do their duty, neither the present Ad- 
ministration nor any other Administration dare 
involve the country in such a war. If they do, 
whatever may be their purity, their patriotism, a 
political blunder of that magnitude would inevita~ 
: bly bring any Administration, and all its aiders and 
abettors, to the block. But I trust this matter may 
be settled, and settled speedily; and in behalf of 
the people, who have been tormentéd, afflicted, and 
|| agitated upon this question too long, I ask that it 
be donc, and done quickly. 
i Mr. HAYWOOD then rose, and said that no 
| temptation could force him from the position of de- 
ii bating this question, as far as he thought proper, 
| by addressing himself entirely to the judgments 
and consciences of Senators, and duly consulting 
the dignity of the body which was constitutionally 
|| the council-board of the nation. It had, however, 
i been his anxious desire to avoid participating in 


{ 
t 


ii 
| 
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the discussion at all. 
witness that it had been his habit to seek to make 
himself useful rather than conspicuous—to labor 
in discharging the duties which it devolved upon 
him, rather than to strive for éclat and distinction, | 


The Senate would bear him 


by making a noise on great and agitating public 
questions. Jie had no ambition for oratorical dis- 
play; but at that advanced period of the day, he 
was afraid his auditory would be somewhat impa- 
tient; and as he could not undertake to treat the 
subject in the manner which it deserved, and 
which he would attempt, in a very few minutes, he 
would, for the purpose, on the other hand, of avoid- 
ing a division of his remarks, and on the other of 


trespassing unduly on the patience of the Senate, | 


desire to defer making any observations till to- 
morrow. Ele therefore moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

A division was called for, and resulted as fol- 
lows: yeas 18, nays 19. 

The motion was therefore lost; and then 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate adjourn; 
which was put and carried; and 

The Senate accordingly adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 3, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following communication from the 


Clerk; which, having been read, was, on motion 


of Mr. GRAHAM, laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed: 
CLERK’S Orrice, Horse or Represenratives U, S, 
Februsery 28, 184. 

The Iouse of Representatives, on the 18th instant, adopt- 
ed the following resolution: 

“Resolved, ‘Luat the Clerk of this House be instructed to 
inquire, and repor DON AS practicable, what will be the 
* probable cost of car 
t yesterday relative to furnishing the reporters of the public 
t papers with bills, dociunents, &e.5 how miany such report- 
‘ers there are in this Monse; whether they will be entitled 
funder said resolution to documents already printed, and 
‘whether it will bo necessary to print bereafter an extra 
t number, or the number to be furnished the reporters will 
“be subtracted from those otherwise distributed among the 
‘members; and further, whether the resolution will give to 
é the reporters the reports, documents, &e., when bound.” 

The resolution referred to in the foregoing resolution, 
which was adopted on the 17th instant, and reconsidered 
and rejected on the 18th, is as follows: 

“Resolved, That the reporters of public papers who have 
t seats assigned them on the floor of the House of Repre- 
t sentatives by the Speaker, be furnished with one copy each 
‘of such printed papers, bills, and documents, as are laid on 
$ the desks of the members”? 

Had this resolution remained in force, the Clerk would 
have directed the printers of the House of Representatives 
to print thirty-two copies of the journal, documents, reports 
of committees, bills, calendars, and orders of business, in 
addition to the number already ordered—that being the num- 
ber of seats assigned to reporters for the public press upon 
the floor of the House, 

One copy of each of the foregoing documents, &c,, would 
have been laid upon each reporter’s desk from the day of 
the adoption of the resolution; the documents, &c., printed 
up to that time would not have been furnished to them; and 
they could not have been, without reprinting them, even 
had the resolution contained a retrospective clause, which 
it does not. 

No bound documents, reports, or bills, would have been 
furnished under that resolution. 

{tnow remains for the Clerk to estimate © what? would 
have been “the probable cost of carrying said resolution 
into effect.” 

It being entirely out of the power of the Clerk to foresee 
what priating may be ordered by the House at the present 
session, he has ascertained what would have been the ex 
pense for furnishing thirty-two copies of all the printed mat- 
ter of the corresponding session of the 28th Congress, and 
has found it to be six hundred and eight dollars. 

Estimating the length of the pres 
ahalf months, one-third of the session had expired when 
the above resolution was adopted; but, as the printing is 
much heavier during the first two months of the session 
than afterwards, the Clerk deems ita fair 
one-half of the above sum as “the probable cost of carryin 
suit resolution into effect,” to wit: three hundred and four 
dollars. 


With high respect, your obedient servant, 
B. B. FRENCH, Clerk House of Reps. 
Hon. J. W. Davis, 
Specker House of Reps. U. S. 


The SPEAKER announced that the unfinished i 


sion at seven and 


jug into effect the resolution adopted į 


have been made, to report the terms at the earliest 

| praéticable day. 

| . Mr. HOPKINS suggested that the very informa- 
tion called for by the resolution had within a few 
days been sent to the Senate. 


Be 


} 


heard by the reporter, 
And the resolution was adopted. 


NEW JERSEY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the re- | 
| port of the Committee of Elections, in the ease of 
the contested election from the State of New Jer- 
sey. 

‘The state of the question was this: 

The majority of the committee had recommend- 
ed the adoption of the following resolution: i 
Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee is not entitled to 
a seat in this House, as a Representative from the | 

State of New Jersey. 
And Mr. Hamu had moved to strike out the 
said resolution, and insert the following resolutions, 


w 


“a majority of the legal vote 


business would be the case of the contested election | 


from the State of New Jersey. 

“Mr. HILLIARD, on leave given, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be re- 
quested to inform this House whether any arrange- 


ments have been made for the transportation of the | 


mail between this and foreign countries; and if any 


_ on this floor. 


| 
i A 


i presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 


reported by the minority of the committee: 
Resolved, That John Runk is not entitled to a seat 


Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlec, having received 
of the legally qualified 
voters of the third congressional district of New 
Jersey, is entitled to his seat upon this floor. 

And the pending question was on the amendment 
of Mr. Hamu. 

Mr. CHIPMAN continued, and concluded his 
remarks in favor of the right of the contestant | 
(Mr. Farrer) to his seat. 

Mr. JENKINS followed on the same side. 

Mr. CULVER then took the floor, and spoke 
in favor of the right of the sitting member to his 
seat—(yielding the floor for inquiry to Mr. Fa- 
RAN. 

ae TOOMBS followed on the same side— 
(yielding the floor for explanation to Mr. Hamu.) | 

Mr. SCHENCK offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: j 

Resolved, That at the time of the last congression- 
al cleetion in the third district of New Jersey, 
Richard H. Richardson, one of the electors at said | 
election, was, as appears by the testimony before | 
this House, a legal voter, and his vote should not | 
be stricken from the polls. , | 

Mr. S. sustained this amendment, and, general- 
ly, the right of Mr. Ruxx to his seat. : 
Mr. TIBBATTS (excepting from its operation 
the sitting and the contesting members) demanded 
the previous question. 

And the House adjourned, 


| 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following Petitions and Memorials were | 


propriate committees: 

By Mr. CATHCART : The petition of John Walburn and 
others, citizens of Indiana, praying the establishment of a 
miail-route from Goshen, in Indiana, to Plymouth: referred 
to the Comittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The | 
petition of J. L. Jernigan, and other citizens of Indiana, pray- i 
ing that Congress make an appropriation to build a wire į 
suspension bridge across the Ohio at Wheeling, Virginia: | 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


| 
i 
i 
l 


By HOGE: The petition of 52 citizens of the State of 
Miinois, asking Congress to repeal all laws authorizing ; 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. DE MOTT: A memorial of citizens of Seneca 


county, New York, against an increase of letter-postage, and ! 
in favor of retaining the present system of weight. i 


| of the county of Knox, Ohio, praying Congress to establish | 
a senii-weekly mail-route from Columbus, Ohio, to Coshoe 
on, in the same State, via New Albany, Johnstown, Utica 
artinsburg, Bladensburg, East Union, West Bedford, and 
Roscoe. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: The petition of inhabitants of 


x. 
5 


stimate to take i Bailing Hollow, Long Island, praying for the establishment 


of such measures as 
ofali national dispnte: 


ay be deemed best for the settlement 
ither by treaty stipulations, or bya 


By Mr. SCHE 
and 44 other citi 


NCK : The remonstrance of Isaac Strohm, 
zens of the counties of Greene end Mont- 
emery, Ohio, against any change of the law regulating post- 
age, by which the rates of postage on letters shall be in- 
ere ` 
By Mr. DROMGOOLE: The petition of the citizens of 
the town of Petersbu for a mail-route from Ridgway, 
North Carolina, via Clarkesville, to Halifax Court-house, 
ni 

By Mr. YELL: The petition of sundry citizens of Brad- 
Jey and Jefferson counties, in the State of Arkansas, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mailroute from Peri Bluffs, in 
Jefferson county, to Camden, in Washita county. A peti- 
tion for the establishment of a mail-route from Camden to 
Louisville, in Lafayette county, in said State: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


he reply of Mr. Hinuiary, if any, was not | 


By Mr. DELANO: The petition of 48 citizens and voters {i 


congress of nations: referred to the Committee on Foreign ' 
i AÑ i 


By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Jacob Cook, and 
116 others, citizens-of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, re~ 
monstrating against any alteration or reduction of the tarif 
act of 1842. ; E 

By Mr. HOUGH: Amemorial numerously signed by-citi- 
| zens of Syracuse, New York, against any ineréase of letter 
postage, and in favor of retaining the present ‘system’of 
weights, instead of by the pieee : referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Three several like me- 
morials from eitizens of Seneca county, New York. refer- 
red to the same committee: Joint resolutions by the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York, instruéting their Senators 
and requesting their Representatives in Congress to oppose 
any increase of letter postage: referred to. the same coin- 
mittee... 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 172 citizens of the county 
of Roek Island, in the State of Minois, asking an appropria- 
tion for the removal of the obstructions in the Des Moines 
and Rock River rapids of the Mississippi river. ~. ` 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Elizabeth M. Adams, 
of Portsmouth, Virginia, asking for a pension as the widow 
of Midshipman Adams, who died of disease contracted in 
the line of his duty: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. M, L. MARTIN: ‘The petition of citizens of Wash- 
ington county, Wisconsin, to extend the time which persons 
purchasing lands by pre-emption may have to pay for the 
same: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The 
petition of citizens of Racine county, for a mail-route froin 
Rochester to Sugar creek : referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of citizens of 
New Diggings, in Wisconsin, praying that a certain tract of 
land may be set, apart as a town site for said village: refer- 
red to the Committee on Public Lands. The petition of 
citizens of Burlington, Racine county; for an appropriation 
on road from Racine to Beloit. The petition of same for an 
appropriation te complete the harbor at Root river,- The pe- 
tition of same for a mail-route from Racine to Beloit. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: The petition of Robert M. Dawson, 
and 140 other citizens of Ohio, asking Congress.to make an 
appropriation to erecta wire suspension bridge across the 
Ohio river at Wheeling, Virginia, to connect the nationat 
road, in Virginia, with the same road in Ohio: referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. G. W. JONES: The remonstrance of George C. 
Wilson, of Marshali county, Tennessee, late a private in 
the army of the United States, against the continuance of 
sutlers at military posts, barracks, and forts: referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERRILL: The papers of the heirs of Israel Cry- 
der: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of eitizens of Morgan, 
Benton, and Polk counties, in the State of Missouri, pray- 


I 


| ing for the establishment of a mail-route from Versailles to 


Boleran: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. i 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of the children of Thomas 
and Rebecca Pool, late of Brunswick, Cumberland county, 
Maine, for au allowance of a revolutionary pension due un- 
der the acts of 1835 and 1836: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Kane conntry, for a mail-route from Bristol, Kendall coun- 
ty, via Sugar Grove, Grouse, Blackberry, Avon, and Line, 
to Sycamore, De Kalb connty, Dlinois: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post.Roads. The peti- 
tion of Asa Hall, of Will county, for: payment of back pen- 
sion from April 26, 1814, to July 22, 3830: referred.to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. The petition of citizens 
of Champaign county, for a mail-route froni Iroquois, via 
Courtwright’s Mills, Middjeport, Jonathan Wright’s, on 
Spring creek, and Middle Fort, Vermillion river, to. Urban- 
na $ referre to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGHI: The petition of Malachi 
Hagan, praying remuneration for property destroyed by the 
United States at Micanopy, in Florida. The petition of 
| James Edwards, administrator of Edward W. Warton, pray- 
| ing compensation for goods destroyed in Florida, by order 
| of the commanding officer at Micanopy, Florida. The pett- 
| tion of Joseph Elznardi, administrator of Antonio Pucheco, 
! praying compensation for property taken for the purposes of 
| the United States. The petition of Richard Fitzpatrick, 
i praying compensation for property used by troops of the 


| United States: all of which were referred to the Commit- 
: tee on Military Affairs. 

| By Mr. J. P. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Mad- 
‘ison county, Kentucky, praying the passage of a law to 
: make proposals to other nations to settle all difficulties with- 
! out an appeal to arms: referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 4, 1846. i 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate are- 
i| port of the Secretary of the Navy, on the means 
‘| of naval defences of the lakes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

‘| Mr. HANNEGAN presented the. memorial of 
|| citizens of Indiana, praying a grant.of public land, 
+ to aid in the construction of the Buffalo and Mis- 
sissippi railroad ; which was referred to thé Com- 


ii 
i 
H 


mittee on Publie Lands. 


| Mr. H. also presented the petition of citizens of | 
` Indiana, praying an extension of the laws of the 
| United States over the Oregon territory; and. the 
construction of a national road from some pont on 
the Mississippi to the mouth of the Columbia river; 

i which was referred to the Committee. on Public 
: Lands. EE 
Mr.. WOODBRIDGE presented ihe pet ) 
the heirs of Gustavus B. Harmer, a, surgeon s 


1846 


mate in the revolutionary army, praying to be al- 
lowed bounty land and commutation. pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, 


Mr. DICKINSON : presented the petition of 


Thomas P. Shepherd, praying that the apparatus l 


employed in the manufacture of oil of vitriol may 
-be’admitted into. the ports of the United States free 
of duty; which was referred to the Committee: on 
Manufactures. : 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of the legal 
representatives of Josiah Fletcher, praying indem- 
nity for destruction of property by hostile Creek 
Indians;-which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. i ii 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of T. L. Wen- 
dell and others, praying the payment of their claims 
as provided for by the fifth article of the treaty of 
January, 1837, between the United States and the 
Saganaw tribe of Indians; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. C. also presented the petition of Jacob G. 
Dyckman, praying the adoption of his system of 
military instruction for the uso of the militia of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of the 


Galena and Chicago Union Railroad Company, | 


praying permission to purchase at the minimun 
price the public land through which it is proposed 
to construct their road; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. B. also presented the petition of the Mayor 
and Common Council of the city of Chicago, tin. 
raying a grant of the town lots belonging to the 
nited States, in that city, to defray the expense 
-of arresting the injury caused by the public works 
in their harbor; which was referred te the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of the 
heirs of James Bell, deceased, praying the pay- 
_ ment of a balance due for advances made by their 
ancestor during the revolutionary war; which was 
laid on the table. 
Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
granting to the State of Ilinois a portion of the 


“public lands in that State, to aid in the completion | 


of the Illinois and Michigan canal; and that they 
report by bill. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
“Pensions, reported without amendment bills for 
the relief of the following persons, reported from 
the House of Representatives and referred to suid 
committee, viz : Jos. M. Rhea, Arthur R. Frogge, 
James Davison, Wm. McCauley. í 

Also, a bill for the relief of John Ficklin, 

Mr. J., also, from the same committee, asked 


that said committee be discharged from the further | 


consideration of the petition of Elizabeth Sevier; 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Also, that said committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Harriet 
‘Ward, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
‘Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill authorizing the pay- 
ment of interest upon the advances made by the 
State of Alabama for the use of the United Slates, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report upon the subject; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary. Claims, submitted adverse reports upon | 


the petitions of the legal representatives of John 
Fulford, John Brooks; Henry Latum, Charles 
Pasteur; and John Campbell; which reports were 
severally ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, submitted a reports accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of Hugh W. Dobbin, granting him 
arrearages of pension; the bill was read, and passed 
to'a sccond reading; and the report was ordered to 
þe printed. i 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 


Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print | 


3,000 extra copies of the report of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, and the accom- 
panying documents, in relation to the construction 
of a railroad from Independence to the shores of 


| 
i 


the Pacific, reported the same, with a recommend- 


ation that it be passed. 

The question was taken on the motion, and the 
same was agreed to. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred a motion to print 60,000 copies of the | 


recent report of the Commisssioner of Patents 
without the list of patents, reported the same with 
an amendment, striking out 60,000, and inserting 
25,000. 

Mr. YULEE inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing the probable cost of print- 
ing this document. 

r, ATHERTON, in reply, stated that the 
printing of the usual number, together with the ex- 
tra copies, would cost $15,000, providing that the 
document of the present year is of the saine length 
as that of last. 

Mr. NILES opposed the expenditure of so large 


a sum of money for the purpose proposed, and | 


moved an amendment to print 10,000 copies only. 
Mr. YULEE said that, in making the inquiry, 
his principal purpose was to bring the notice of the 
chairman of the committee to the importance of 
vigilance in ceonomizing the expenses of printing. 
Ten years ago the average total cost of the printing 
of both Houses scemed, by a report this morning 


| laid upon the table of Senators, to have been less 


than thirty-five thousand dollars; while, as he was 
just informed by a Senator near him, the expense 
of printing for the Senate alone during the last ses- 
sion exceeded one hundred and forty thousand 
dollars. He wished also to call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Rewenchment 
to the subject of reform. 
crease in the expenses of printing was only a type 
of the general growth of extravagance in the ex- 
penditures of every other branch of the Govern- 
ment—naval, military, and civil, tHe represented 
the extravagance of the Government for many years 
as being culpable in the extreme, He was a mem- 
ber of the Democratic party, but he confessed with 
sorrow that that party was uot free of its share in 
permitting the grossest extravagance. Ele thought 


This astonishing in- | 


the time had come to reform this system of profuse | 


expenditure, 
belicved that it was a book of very indifferent ma- 
torials-—a sort of agricultural annual far inferior to 
many monthly publications of that character-— 
Skinner’s Agricultaral Magazine, for instance. Ag- 
vicultural works of a much more valuable charac- 
ter could be obtained at much Jess expense; and if 
the agricultural classes were to be taken into the 
special care and guardianship of the Senate, in his 


opinion, their interests could be far better promo- | 
ted by other means than by the dissemination of | 


these documents enmoating from the Patent Office. 


Mr. BREESE wished to know to what Admin- | 
istration the Senator had referred as being pecu- | 


ir, 


liarly chargeable with extravagance? Did he mean 
that of Mr, Van Buren? 

Mr. YULEE had meant all—all. But if the 
Senator desired reference to any particular Admin- 
istration, he would say that, although he had been 
as warm and devoted a friend of Mr. Van Buren’s 
Administration as the gentleman himself, he would 
say very freely that that Administration had been 
marked with intolerable extravagance. The same 
extravagance has spread through all the depart- 


| ments of the Government, and been continued up 


to the present day. Lt was growing, and he did 
not make ita charge upon Mr. Van Buren—upon 
his Administration, or any other; but he affirmed 
that the Senate knew that extravagance in the pub- 
lic expenditures was growing every day; and that 
no adequate check to it has been attempted by any 
Administration for the last ten years. It was the 
spirit at which he struck, and not at any particu- 
lar party or Administration. It could not be de- 
nied. Gentlemen of all parties would agree that 


the spirit of extravagance was growing in their | 
expenditures, and that the tendency of their legis- į 
| lation had been to encourage and stimulate that 


spirit of extravagance. He trusted that reform 
would be commenced at once: reform not only in 
the expenditures and the impositions upon the peo- 
ple, but also in the spirit of our legislation. In 
future he sincerely hoped to see a system of mod- 
erate appropriations and moderate taxation. 

Mr. BREESE had supposed that the gentleman 
had alluded to the Administration of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren. He (Mr. B.) was directly at issue with the 
Senator on that point. No Administration—neither 
that of Mr. Van Buren nor that of General Jack- 


As to the document in question, he | 
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son—could be charged with extravagant expendi- 
ture, unless their estimates could be shown to be 
extravagant. He referred the gentleman to the 
estimates presented during the Administration of 
Mr. Van Buren, and he would find that in every 
instance the appropriations had exceeded the esti- 
mates by thousands and thousands of dollars. Ne 
Democratic President had recommended so many 
reforms in the public expenditure as had Mr. Van 
Buren; and in every single case the appropriation 
had, as he had just said, outgrown the estimate. 
That, it needed not to be added, was not the fault 
of the Administration. The blame rested in another 
uarter, 

Mr. DICKINSON did not deem it at all neces- 
sary to enter into any discussion of the extrava~ 
gance or economy of the Van Buren Administra- 
tion, That matter had heen satisfactorily argued 
on other more appropriate occasions. He supposed. 
that the simple question before the Senate was on 
the printing of this document. Abuses had un- 
doubtedly hitherto existed in the publie printing— 
great abuses. But they were now on the road to 
reform in that respect. The information contained 
in the annual report of the Patent Office was very 
valuable and useful. The document had been ex- 
tensively circulated hitherto, and was extremely 
acceptable to large classes of the people, who were 
not at all disposed to grumble at the expense of 

rinting it. They were quite willing to pay for 
ut. He would have been willing to vote even for 
a larger number of copies than that now recom- 
mended and proposed. The very object of print- 
ing extra copies was to diffuse valuable informa- 
tion amongst the people; and he did not know 
any species of information more valuable than that 
which was calculated to benefit the agricultural 
classes of the country. 

Mr. YULEE supposed that it was very proba- 
ble that the estimates of the Administration alluded. 
to were, as stated by the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Brerse,] less than the appropriations. But 
that did not mect the point of his (Mr. Y.’s) re- 
marks. Fle did not intend to make any charge 
upon the then President, (Mr. Van Buren,) who 
could not be estimated more highly, either for his 
patriotism, or statesmanship, or virtues, by any 
other gentleman than by himself. But he meant 
simply to say that the spirit of extravagance had 
been permitted to grow both in the legislation of 
the country, and the application of appropriations; 
and that no adequate reform had been attempted; 
that no checks had been imposed; and that, in all 
instances of Appropriations which had come under 
his eye, there had been the most intolerable ex- 
travagance—the most unjustifiable waste, He said 
that it was important that this spirit of extrava- 
gance both in the legislation and expenditures 
should be reformed. Ee believed that the present 
Administration was disposed to unite with Con- 
gress in all necessary reforms; and that they also 
had a chairman of the Committee on Retrench- 
ment, who would take pains to inform himself 


|i upon these subjects, and supply them with meas- 


ures, by the aid of which retrenchment and reform 
could be effected. He trusted that that chairman 
would enter sedulously on his work; and that he 
would receive the cordial aid of his friend beside 
him from North Carolina, [Mr. Haywoon,] who 
had presented to the Senate,a few years ago,a 
series of measures calculated to render him much 
assistance. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, The bills were never report- 
ed back. 

Mr. YULEE trusted, then, that they would be 
exhumed, and by some galvanic process revivified 
by the present Commiltee on Retrenchment. . He 
did not mean to say, in reference to this document, 
that, if it was a useful one, it ought not to be 
printed. He hoped, however, that the honorable 
chairman of the committee would limit his motion 
to the printing of the ordinary number, leaving for 
further consideration the propriety of printing any 
extra number. That would give time for an ex- 
amination of the document; and if it were one 
communicating important political information— 
if it were one material in that respect—he, for 
one, would willingly give his humble vote in fa- 
vor of the printing of a moderate number of extra 
copies. 

r. ATHERTON remarked that the number 
of extra copies recommended for printing had been 


reduced from 60,000 to 25,000—a reduction of one- 
‘half the number printed last year. Last year the 
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expense of printing this document had been $40,- 


000; the expense of printing the same number this 
year, supposing the document to be of equal length 
with that of last year, would be $34,000, because 
twenty per cent. is to be deducted from the prices 
of last year. Here is one reduction, one effort at 
retrenchment at least, for which the gentleman 
from Florida may give credit to the Senate. The 
expense of printing the number now proposed, 
supposing the document to be of equal length with 
that of last year, would be about $15,000; and the 
committee supposed that that was a pretty serious 
reduction of the expenditure of last year. He was 
not able to say this positively, but he felt, at all 
events, disposed to go still further into the reduc- 
tion of the public expenditures for printing. Tt 
had been suggested, however, by many Senators, 
that the universal demand for this document justi- 
fied the printing of a larger number than that now 
proposed. 

Mr. ASHLEY expressed a desire that the sub- 
ject he passed over informally till to-morrow. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the subject be post- 
poned till to-morrow. 

The motion was put and carried; and the subject 
accordingly lies over till to-morrow. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States.] 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill respecting the settlement 
of the boundary line between the State of Florida 
and the State of Georgia, 

Also, a bill for the relief of the administrator of 
Andrew Capella, deceased; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee an Public 
Lands, reported back to the Senate the joint reso- 


lution m relation to mineral lands, with an amend- | 


ment, 


The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Charles W. Bingley, of Charleston, 
South Carolina, was read the first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. R. JOHNSON, pursuant to notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill supplementa- 
ry to an act entitled “An act enabling the claim- 
‘ants to lands within the limits of the State of Mis- 
“souri and Territory of Arkansas to institute pro- 
‘ ceedings to try the validity of their claims,” ap- 
proved the 26th of May, 1824; which was read, 
passed to the second reading, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the special order; which mo- 
tion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give notice 
to the Government of Great Britain of the intention 
of the United States to annul the convention for 
the joint occupancy of the Oregon territory, the 
resolutions submitted by Messrs. FLANNEGAN, CAL- 
HOUN, CRITTENDEN, and Conaurrr, and the joint 
resolution of the ELouse of Representatives, on the 
same subject. 

The 
posed by Mr. Critrenpen, as modified by the 
adoption of the resolution of Mr. Corevirr, 

Mr. HAYWOOD rose, and addressed the Sen- 
ate until half-past three o’clock, when, without 
closing his remarks, he gave way to a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. H. took the ground that when the Presi- 
dent transmitted the correspondence accompany- 
ing his Message—which might have been a wrong 
step—he, no doubt, acted from a sense of duty; 
but he could not have anticipated that Congress 
would, instead of giving an affirmative or nega- 
tive response to his action, have taken the oppor- 
tunity of endeavoring to snatch from his hands 
his constitutional power of regulating negotiations 
with foreign Powers. Could he have anticipated 
such-a course, would he not have been justified in 
altogether withholding the correspondence? Now 
there was presented to the world the singular 
Spectacle of two branches of the Government act- 
Ing distinctly and inconsistently—the Executive at 
one end of the Avenue, engaged in carrying on ne- 
gotiations; while Congress, atthe other end, was 
engaged in-a debate denunciatory of all the nations 


uestion pending being the substitute pro- | 


of the earth. He did not look on this phenom- 
enon as chargeable against the Administration, but 
as the necessary result of the transmission of the 
diplomatic correspondence to Congress. 

What was past, however, could not be recalled; 
and it was now the duty of statesmen to decide 
what was the next step, and how they could act 
So as to acquit themselves to their consciences and 
the country. In order to do this, he considered it 
essential that they should be informed of what 
was the true position of the Executive. As a 
| friend of the President, he desired that a free com- 
; munication should be made by the Executive of 
| his position, before the Senate came to any decis- 
| ion as to the revocation of the convention of 1828, 
in order that it might be known to this body what 
_ are his own views, and what is the action he ex- 
| pects from the legislative branch. 

Mr. H. then took a view of the course which 
: had been pursued by the President, approving of | 
; the offer of the parallel of 49° to Great Britain, and 
maintaining that there was nothing in the lan- 
guage of the President to render it improper in 
him to negotiate hereafter on that basis, notwith- 
i standing this rejection. He regarded the negotia- 
_ tion as still open; and he would not do the Presi- 
i dent so much wrong as to suppose that, if we 
passed the notice, and thus put into his hand a 
great moral weapon, that he could he guilty of so 
miserable a trick as to use it to the dishonor of his | 
country on the one hand, or to the reckless provo- 
cation of awar on the other. Believing that the 
Administration stood committed to accept an offer 
of acdivision of the territory on the parallel of 49° 
—or substantially that—he should sustain the Ex- 
ecutive in that position. He expressed his convic- 
tion that, whatever might be his individual opin- 
ions, the President—as General Washington did 
i in 1796—wonld {wil his obligations to the coun- 
try; that, whenever the interests of the country 
requived it, he would sacrifice his own opinions to 
his*sense of his official duty. He rebuked the ery 
i which had been set up by some of the friends of į 
| the President, which placed him in the position of | 
: being the mere organ of the Baltimore convention, 
; and declared that, if he could believe that the Ex- 
ecutive would permit the resolution of that con- 
vention to overrule his duty to the country, he 
would turn his back upon him. 

Mr. IH. then proceeded to deduce, from the lan- 
guage and acts of the Executive, that he had not 
put himself ina position which imposed on him 
the necessity of refusing to negotiate on the par- 
allel of 49°, should negotiation be resumed on that 
basis. In this respect, the President did not occupy 
that attitude in which some of his friends wished 
to place him. It ought to be borne in mind that 
Great Britain had held occupancy for above forty 
years; and it was absurd to suppose, that, if we 
turn suddenly upon her and tell her she must quit, 
that she will not make resistance. And he asked 
what our Government would he likely to do if 
placed in a similar position and reduced to the 
same alternative. No one could contend for a mo- 
ment that the rejection of the offer of 49° by Great 
Britain released the President from the obligation 
to accept that offer whenever it should again be 
made. The question was to be settled by com- 
promise; and, on this principle, the negotiation 
was still pending. Jt was not to be expected that 
a negotiation of this kind could be carried through 
hastily. Time must be given for communication 
with the British Government, for proper consider- 
ation and consultation; and true politeness requires 
i that ample time should be given for this purpose. 
Tt is obvious that Great Britain does not consider 
: the negotiation terminated, as she would have re- 
' called her minister; and the President cannot deem 
i it closed, or he would have made a communication 
i to Congress to that effect. The acts of the Presi- 
dent were not such as to justify any apprehensions 
of a rupture; and from that, he did not ask for the 
notice in order that he might draw the sword and 
throw away the scabbard. The falsehood of any 
such charge is proved by the faci that he has ask- 
ed for no enlargement of the annual apppropria- 
| tions; on the other hand, his estimates are rather 
| diminished. Knowing him to be honest, he (Mr. 
H.) would acquit him of anys 
moral treason, which would subject him to the 
reprobation of man and the anger of his God. 

Before Mr. H. had concluded, he yielded the 
floor; and E Si 

The Senate adjourned: 


uch imputation of | 


| 


i 
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The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


NEW JERSEY. CONTESTED ELECTION: 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the report of the Committee of Elections 
in the case of contested election from the State of 
New Jersey. o ike 
Mr. HOPKINS moved that there:be a call of the 
House; which was ordered. < : 
And the Clerk having called the roll, 156 riei- 
bers answered to thei names. ` : 

The names of the’absenteés were then called, and 
180 members appeared to be present. : 

On motion of Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS, all fur- 
ther proceedings on the call were dispensed with. 
Whereupon the House resumed the considera- 
tion of the case of contested election from the State 
of New Jersey. 

The state of the question, at the adjournment 
yesterday, was this: 

The majority of the committee had recommend- 
ed the adoption of the following resolution: 
“Resolved, That Isaac G. Farlee is not entitled to 
a seat in this House, ag a representative from the 
State of New Jersey.” 


Which said resolution Mr. Hamir had hereto- 
fore moved to amend, by striking out all after the 

word “resolved,” and inserting the following: 

“ That John Runk is not entitled to a seat upon 

this floor. That Isaac G. Farlee, having received 

a majority of the legal votes of the legally qualified 

voters of the third congressional district of New 

Jersey, is entitled to his seat upon this floor.” 


And Mr. Scuencx had moved to amend the 
amendment by substituting therefor the following: 


“ Resolved, That at the time of the last congres- 
sional election in the third district of New Jersey, 
Richard H. Richardson, one of the electors at said 
election, was, as appears from the testimony be- 
fore this House, a legal voter, and his vote should 
not be struck from the polls.” 

Mr. Tssarrs (excepting from its operation the 
contesting and the sitting members) had demanded 
the previous question; pending which demand, the 
House had adjourned. ; 

And the question now recurring on seconding 
the demand for the previous question, the vote was 
taken by tellers, and stood yeas 68, nays 715. 

So there was not a second : : 

The question then recurred: on the amendment. - 

Mr. HAMPTON took. the floor, and spoke. in 
favor of the right of the sitting member to his seat. 

Mr. S. JONES followed in defence of the claims 
of the contestant, [yielding the floor for explana- 
tion to Messrs. SCHENCK, STANTON, and 
McGAUGHEY,] 

Mr. McHENRY then obtained the floor, and 
addressed the House in support of the report of 
the majority of the committee, and in favor of Mr. 
Runx’s right to a seat. 

Mr. TIBBATTS demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VINTON moved a call of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY moved that, before the call was 
commenced, the doors should be closed; the whole 
proceeding otherwise, he said, would be mere non- 
sense. 

The SPEAKER said that, in his judgment, the 
doors could not now be closed without à suspen- 
sion of the rules. 

Mr. HENLEY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended. (The motion, if put, was not agreed to.] 

And the question being taken (after a brief conver- 
sation between Mr. TOOMBS and the SPEAK- 
ER) on the motion of Mr. VINTON, a call of the 
House was ordered. ; 

And the roll having been called, 171. wiembérs 
answered to their names. i 

And the names of the absentees. having been 
called, 193 members appeared to be present. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, all further proceedings 
on the call were dispensed with. E 

The demand for the previous question (after Some 


| conversation between Mr. SCHENCK and: the’ 


SPEAKER) was seconded. 
Mr. S. withdrew his amendment. 
And the main question was ‘ordered to. 


taken. $ a 
Mr. W. HUNT and Mr: ROCK WEL, asked 


be now. 


the yeas and nays. on the main-question; which 
were-ordered.: ee ee eee 
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After some conversation on a point of order, in 
which Messrs. YANCEY, HAMLIN, TIB- 
BATTS, BAYLY, and McK-AY, participated, - 

` Mr. MORSE asked to be excused from voting, 
assigning his reasons therefor. 

No question was taken on this motion. 

The main. question—to wit, or the motion of 
Mr. Hätt to strike out the resolution of the 
majority of the. ‘committee, and insert the resolu- 
tions of the minority—was then taken, and resulted 
as follows: = : ý 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, 
James Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff,Brockenbrough, 
Brodhead, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Con- 
stable, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, Foster, Fries, Qood- 

ear, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, 

loge, Hough, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jen- 
kins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Sea- 
born Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, 
McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barclay 
Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Payne, 
Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Strong, Sykes, Jas. 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodworth, 
and Yost—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, John Q. Adams, Ste- 
phen Adams, Arnold, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, 

lanchard, Boyd, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cul- 
lom, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Faran, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, 
Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Fler- 
rick, Hilliard, Elias B, Holmes, Isaac E. i olmes, 
Hopkins, John W: Houston, George S. Houston, 
Edmund W. MHubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 
‘goll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 

Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, 
. Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Lumpkin, McConnell, 
McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Perry, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon Sever- 
ance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Tru- 
man Smith, Albert. Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strohin, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, 
Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, hite, Winthrop, 
Wood, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Yell, and 
Young—112. 

So the motion to strike out and insert was re- 
jected. i 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution reported by the majority of the com- 
mitte, as follows: « 

Resolved, That Issac G. Farlee is not entitled to 
a seat in this House as a representative from the 
State of New Jersey. 

The yeas and nays were called on both sides of 
thé House, and ordered, and, being taken, result- 
ed as follows: = 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John @. Adams, Ste- 

shen Adams, Arnold, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, 

lanchard, Boyd, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown; Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, John H., 
Campbéll, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben ‘Chapman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Garrett Davis, Jefferson 
Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, John H.: 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Hampton, 
Harnianson, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, 
Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, 
John W. Houston, George S. Houston, Edmund 
W. Hubard, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, T. 
B. King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, Lumpkin, McConnell, McGaughey, Mc- 
Henry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Owen, Parish, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, 
Severance, Alexander D, Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, 


Caleb B. Smith; Stanton, St. John, Strohm, Thi- 
bodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, 
Yell, and Young—119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, James 
Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, Chase, Chipman, Collin, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
Faran, Foster, Fries, Goodyear, Grover, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Hoge, Hough, Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, McLean, 
McClelland, McClernand, MeDowell, John P. 
Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Payne, Perrill, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Strong, Sykes, Jas. 
Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Williams, Woodworth, and Yosi—66. 

So the House decided that Mr. Fares (the con- 
testant) was not entitled to a scat. 

Mr. HAMLIN then offered the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That John Runk is not entitled to a 
seat in this House. 

Mr. EWING raised a point of order. 

The SPEAKER overruled it. 

Some conversation followed on the point of or- 
der. Mr. HAMLIN demanded the previous ques- 
tion on his resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS, for the purpose, he said, of 
bringing the matter to a final test, moved that the | 
whole subject be laid on the table. 

Mr. H. asked the yeas and nays thereon, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
nold, Baker, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Blanchard, 
Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, 
William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- 
roll, John G. Lea A. A. Chapman, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Cran 
ston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Delano, Dixon, 
Dobbin, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Edward F, 
Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, G rider, 
Hampton, Harper, Herriek, Flilliard, Elias B. 
Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, John W. 
Houston, Edmund W. Pubard, Samuel D. Fub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Toseph 
R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, 
Levin, Loug, McConnell, MeGaughey, McHenry, 
Mellvaine, Marsh , Miller, Moseley, Pollock, Price, 
Ramsey, Reid, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
Thurman, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, hite, 
Winthrop, Wright, Yell, and Young—93. 

NAYS—Megsrs. J. Q. Adams, Anderson, At- 
kinson, Bayly, James Black, Jas. A. Black, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, 
Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Con- 


stable, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson || 


Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, 
Picklin, Foster, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hoge, Hough, George S. Houston, Hungerford, | 
James B. Elunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, | 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Scaborn | 
Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, | 
La Sexe, Ligon, McClean, McClelland, McCler- | 
nand, MeDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Bar- 
clay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, 
Phelps, Rathbun, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Simpson, St. John, 
Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Wil- 
liams, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, 
and Yost—99. 

So the whole subject was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL asked for the reading 
of the resolution; which was read. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of | 
the resolution of Mr. Hamuin, and resulted as fol- 


lows: 


i 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, 
James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Cathcart, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Constable, Cum- 
mins, Cunninghani, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fos- 
ter, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClel- 
land, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, 
Niven, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, 
Perry, Phelps, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
Sawielle, Sawyer, Scammon, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, St. John, Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Whea- 
ton, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, 
Yancey, and Yost—96. . 

N. AYS Messrs, Abhott, John Quincy Adams, 
Stephen Adams, Arnold, Baker, Barringer, Bedin- 
ger, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Buffington, W. W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Carroll, J. G. Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Garrett 
Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, John H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Her- 
rick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaae E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, John W. Houston, Edmund W. tub- 
ard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Daniel P: King, Thomas 
Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Lump- 


kin, McConnell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pollock, Price, 


Ramsey, Reid, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 


| Thurman, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Win- 


throp, Wright, Yell, and Young—96. 

Yeas 96, nays 96; [a tie vote.] 

The SPEAKER voted in the negative. 

So the vote stood—yeas 96, nays 97. 

A burst of applause followed, which the Speak- 
er peremptorily checked. 

o the resolution was rejected, 

The result of this vote is, that Mr. Runk retains 
his seat. 

After this vote was announced, Mr. BAYLY 
rose and said: Mr. Speaker, if this question had 
been carried by one vote, I should have moved a 
reconsideration; and if I could have anticipated 
that the vote would have been so close, I should 
not have voted, for I had promised a colleague, 
{Mr. PenpLeron,] who differed in opinion with 
me about this matter, who desired to go on yes- 
terday afternoon to Baltimore to join his fam- 
ily, that I would not vote to-day, if my vote would 
change the result. In no other event did I agree to 
“tie off’? However, your vote has settled the 
matter, and there is no occasion for me to with- 
draw my vote, as it would not change the result. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. SAWYER rose, and, by leave, made a 
personal explanation in reference to a letter from 
this city which had appeared in the “ New York 
Tribune,” purporting to be a description of some 
of the personal habits of Mr. S., and otherwise of 
a very scurrilous and abusive character. 

The reason assigned by Mr. 8. for bringing the 
matter before the House was; not to ask any in- 
terference on its part, but to say that he had been 
unable to fix the letter on any individual—the one 


| who was the reputed correspondent denying the 


authorship—and to give notice that in future, when 
attacks of this kind were made upon him, he should 
take the matter into his own hands. 

[The reporter does not go into explanation, fur- 
ther than necessary to render intelligible the sub- 
sequent action of the House.] 

r. BRINKERHOFF offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the reporters or letter-writers of 
the ** New York Tribune”’ be expelled from this 
House. 

And Mr, B. demanded the previous question. 
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Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT moved to lay the | 
resolution on the table, but subsequently with- |; 
drew that motion, (remarking that his only rea- 
son for making it was to give time for explanation 
to the editor of the “ Tribune. ”) i 

The previous question was seconded and the |; 
main question was ordered. f 

And after a good deal of conversation and some | 
confusion, the resolution was adopted by the fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs, Stephen Adams, Anderson, | 
Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, | 
Brockenbrough,, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Jefferson i 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, | 
Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Gentry, Giles, | 
Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Hamlin, : 
Haralson, Harmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, | 
G. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunger- | 
ford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, A. ji 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Pre 
ton King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Levin, 
Ligon, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, McHenry, McKay, Barclay | 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, | 
Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, | 
Price, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Russell, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer,Scammon, A. D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, | 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, | 
St. John, Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob i 
j 
1 


ti 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
H 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


‘Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, ‘Trumbo, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Yan- |) 
cey, Yell, Young, and Yost—121. ji 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Arnold, : 
Baker, Barringer, Bell, William W. Campbell, J. i 
H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cran- ʻi 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Delano, Dix- | 
on, Dockery, Foot, Giddings, Grover, Harper, | 
Henley, Elas B. Holmes, John W. Houston, |! 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Paniel P. King, ‘Vhomas B. |! 


King, Lewis, Long, McConnell, McGaughey, |: 
Moseley, Julius Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Sever- | 
ance, ‘Lruman Smith, Albert Smith, Stewart, |) 
Stohm, Thibodeaux, ‘l'ocombs, White, Winthrop, | 
and Wright—49, 

The SPEAKER thereupon ordered the Ser- 
geait-at-Arms to execute the order of the House. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING, on leave, introduced 
a resolution providing for the appointment of a se- | 
lect committee to examine Espy’s ventilator, &c. 

Pending which, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- : 
priate committees: ! 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of Warren Estabrook, | 
and 380 other citizens of western Ohio, praying for an ap- ` 
propriation for the completion of the Cumberland road. 

By Mr. MORSE: ‘The petition of Antoine Dupre, praying [i 
to be confirmed in a certain tract of land: referred to the 
Comunittee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Rebecca Boyd, of 
Northumberland couuty, Penn., praying for a pension. 
By Mr, T. SMITH: The memoriat of Colonel Samuel 
Fulton, of Obio county, Indiana, praying Congress to allow 
him for services as a soldier in the revolutionary war. The , 
memorialist says he is justly entitled to pay for past Years, 
aad during the remainder of his life: reterred to the Comi 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of Samuel MecCamant | 
and others, asking for the establishment of a post-route from 
Wytheville, via Red Bluf and Sulphur Springs, to Grayson 
Court-house, Virginia: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GUL The memorial of the Mayor and City 
Council of Baltimore, upon the subject of the outfit and ar- 
rangement of vessels bringing passengers from other coun- ` 

3; and that Congress may pass such laws as to prevent 
the introduction of contagious diseases into this country ; 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, : 

By Mr. SCAMMON : The petition of Charles Wadsworth 
and others, heirs at law of the late General Peleg Wads- 
worth, for commutation pay for servi rendered in the {| 
revolutionary war by the said General Wadsworth: refer- | 
red tv the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ‘The peti- 
tion of Lewis P, Hilliard and 76 others, citizens öť Kenne- 
bunk, Maine, deprecating the evils of war, and praying 
Congress, in some constitutional mode, to propose to other | 
Governments a congress of nations, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding by a code of international laws for a peaceable ad- 


justment of national disputes: referred to the Committee || 
on Foreign Affairs. x 


il 


| Stout, heir-at-Jaw of James Samson, praying the 


i praying com 


: W. Billings, praying that the Secretary of the 


ii river, in the State of Minois; which was read a first 
: Military Affairs. 

' solution; which was agreed to: 

_ causes of the frequent failures of the mail to and 


: from New Orleans, and into the expediency of | 
providing against the recurrence of such failures. 


“an additional gallery, 
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Mr. SEMPLE presented the petition of citizens 
of Ilinois, praying the establishment of a mail- 
route from Mount Sterling to Springfield, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial and 
proceedings of a meeting of citizens of Philadel- 
phia, in favor of the construction of a dry-dock at 
the navy-yard in that city, and the erection of for- 
tifications on the Delaware river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of mem- 
bers of the bar of Philadelphia, praying that the 
unexpended appropriation for the salary of the As- 
sociate Justice of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern nnd western districts of 
Pennsylvania, and the district of New Jersey, may 
be divided among the several district judges of 
those districts; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Isabella 


confirmation of her title to a tract of land, held by 
virtue of a Spanish grant; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Henry 
and S. K. Cheatham, praying compensation for re~ 
moving the raft of the Ked river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committce of Claims. 

Mr. CALIIOUN presented the memorial of the 
heir of John Moore, deceased, praying the repay- 
ment of advances made by her ancestor, during 
the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of the 
chiefs and delegates of the Wyandotte Indians, 

vensation for the lands ceded by them 
to the Tnited States, by the treaty of 17th March, 
1842; which (Mr. Sevier informing Mr. A. that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs bad reported a bill 
for the purpose stated in the memorial) was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of George 


Navy may be authorized to contract with him for 
the supply of water-rotted hemp for the use o 
the navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Illinois, in favor of the grant by 
Congress of a quantity of public lands, to aid in the 
completion of the Illinois and Michigan canal. 

Also, resolutions in favor of an appropriation by 
Congress for the speedy completion of the Cum- 
berland road; which were read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce a joint resolution for the 
relief of Mary Ann Linton; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SEMPLE, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill for the establish- 
ment of a national armory at Massac on the Ohio 


and second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. H. JOHNSON submitted the following re- 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 


South America, in pursuance of the provisions of 
the postal convention signed at Bogota.on the:6th 
day of March, 1844. í RLS 
And that,the same committee be further instruct- 
ed to inquire as to the propriety, in connexion with 
the aforesaid mail service, of causing. the United 
States mail to be carried by sea from New Orleans 
to the Isthmus of Panama, and thence through the 
Pacific ocean along the. northwest coast to, Oregon 
and. the Sandwich Islands, and south along the 
coast of South America as far as Callao in Peru. 


Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following re- 
solution; which was agreed to: | ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and. Ca- 
nals be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
having a map of the route to Oregon struck fromthe 
notes and descriptions and topographical sketches 
of Captain Fremont. : 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the prior orders be 
postponed, and that the Senate resume the con- 
sideration of the bill to apply certain alternate 
sections of the public domain toward the comple- 
tion of works of internal improvement in the State 
of Michigan, and for other purposes;”? which mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

` Mr. WOODBRIDGE thereupon: resumed, and 
concluded his remarks in support of the bill; ad- 
vancing arguments showing the necessity of its 
immediate passage, not only for the purpose of re- 
lieving the tax-ridden citizens of Michigan, but for 
the pecuniary benefit of the general treasury by the 
increase of value of the public lands. ete! 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States; also a message an- 
nouncing that the President of the United States 
had signed and approved a joint resolution author- 
izing the transmission and presentation of books to 
the Minister of Justice of France, in exchange for 
hooks received from him. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that the Speaker of said 
House had signed an enrolled bill.] 


On motion, it was i 
Resolved, That when the Senate adjourn it be to 
Monday next. 


Mr. NILES moved that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the special order of the day; which 
motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the Joint Resolution 
submitted by Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to. give 
notice to the Government of Great Britain of the 
intention of the United States Government to annul 
the convention authorizing the joint occupancy of 
the Oregon territory, and the resolutions 'of Messrs. 
Hannecan, Catwoun, and Crairrenpen, and the 
Joint Resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives on the same subject. 

The question pending being on the resolution 
offered by Mr. Crirrenpen as modified by the 
adoption by the mover of the resolutions of the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Coreurrr— 
| Mr. HAYWOOD resumed his remarks. He 
| referred to the course which he had taken yester- 
j day, showing that the acts of commission and 
: omission of the President, judged by every rule of 
: equity and candor, required of us not to doubt that 
i his purpose was pacific—that he had not placed 
| himself in the perilous position of plunging his 
country into war for the meaning of a word. 


‘| He then proceeded to an examination of the 


Message of the President, in order to deduce from 
i its language proof in favor of the position which he 
: had taken, showing that the President, in makin 


tion; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Contingent 


| Expenses of the Senate be instructed to inquire i 
into the expediency, practicability, and probable 
: expe i 


ose of augmenting the accommodation of the 
public in the chamber of the Senate, by erecting 
changing the arrangement 
respecting the reporters, ov otherwise, and that 


: they report thereon. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing by law for the transpor- 
tauon of the United States mail across the Isthmus 


|, of Panama, in the republic of New Grenada, in 


| the offer of compromise on the parallel of 49°, had 
been actuated by a strong sense of public duty; 
i, and that there was nothing in the Message of the 


1! Iexecutive—which was all in the form of a narra- 
| tive—to countenance the idea that the negotiation 
‘had terminated. Yet this Message had. been:re- 
ied ‘on as evidence that the door of reconciliation 
/ was shut. In the phraseology used by Mr. Pak: 
‘enham in rejecting the offer of 49°, in which he 
expresses his hope that the Government. of the 
i: United States would make some other proposition 


i 
i 


1846. 
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as saying to Congress, 1 have done my duty—it 
is now for you to say what you will do. If you 
are disposed to fight for 54° 40’, say so, and I will 
close the door of negotiation; if you are not, sa 
so, and we stand on the parallel of 49°. He did 
not believe that if we passed this notice, the Pres- 
ident would use the great moral power thus’ con- 
fided to him to a traitorous purpose. The Senate 
and House would still retain in their hands the’ 
bill to extend our jurisdiction over the Oregon 
territory; and he, for one, would stand by the 
Senate, and agree not to adjourn until it was deci- 
ded whether we should have peace or no peace. 
He considered it a greater test of true courage to 
do right, than to engage in a fight. 

In reference to the language in which Mr. Pak- 
enham. rejected the proposition of a compromise 
on the parallel of 490, Mr. H. denied that there 
was anything in it to justify the construction which 
many had been eager to put upon it. The rejec- 
tion was accompanied by the expression of a hope 
that some other proposition would be offered, 
which Mr. H. looked upon as implying that there 
was some other proposition in his view. 

In the year 1795, there was a great clamor 
against Jay’s treaty, which was carricd on a pole 
through the streets of Philadelphia, and was 
burned before the House of the British Minister. 
Some persons in Boston took it also in hand; and 
General Washington felt himself compelled to come 
out ina letter, which Mr. H. read, for the pur- 
pose of holding up his sentiments to the admira- 
tion and imitation of others. He also read other 
extracts from General Washington’s language, on 
the pernicious tendency of factions; and then went 
on to remark on the resolutions of the Baltimore 
convention, denying that, in the letter of nomina- 
tion sent to Mr. Polk, there was a single word 
about Oregon or Texas, or that there was any al- 
lusion to these subjects in his reply. T'he amount 


of the first was, ‘ Will you be our candidate—we | 
will elect you;” of the other, “4 will, and 1 hope | 


you can.” ‘There was no pledge to bind the Pres- 
ident on the subject of Oregon. 

Mr. FI. then referred to the divisions which had 
sprung up in the Democratic party, the tendency 
of which is, to destroy the party, by cutting oil its 
heads. This question of Oregon had been turned 
into a party question, for the purpose of President- 
making. [Te repudiated any submission to the 
commands of factious meetings, got up by dema- 
gogues, for the purpose of dictating to the Senate 
how to make a treaty, and felt thankful that North 
Carolina had never taken this course. He did 
not regard such proceedings as indicative of that 
true Democracy which, like a potato, grew at the 
root, and did not, like the spurious Democracy, 
show itself from the blossom. 'The creed of the 
Baltimore convention directs the party to reannex 
Texas and to reoceupy Oregon. 
reannexed, and now we are to go for the reoceupa- 
tion of Oregon. Now, Old Oregon, embracing all 
the territory on which American foot ever trod, 
comprised merely the valley of Willamette, which 
did not extend above 499; and consequently this 
portion was all which could be contemplated in 
the expression ‘‘reoccupation,’’ as it would in- 
volve an absurdity to speak of reoccupying what 
we had never occupicd. Referring to the history 
of the annexation of Texas, he cited the impossi- 
bility of getting Texas through, until the two 
questions had been made twin sisters by the Balti- 
more convention. ‘Then Texas passed the House, 
and came into the Senate, followed so closely by 
Oregon, that they seemed to be akin. 

He was not for distrusting the President. He 
would give him the notice, and then if he deceived 
us, he would hold on to the law extending juris- 
diction over Oregon. In reference to the form of 


‘Texas had been | 


the notice, he had no objection to that proposed | 


by the Senator from Kentucky: he had no objec- į 


tion to that which came from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
sending back the subject to the House, in a form 
which would revive the discussion in that body, 
and this dread led him rather to prefer taking the 
resolution in the form in which it came from the 
House. 
for the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, 
which he regarded as tantamount lo giving no no- 
tice at all. He objected to the admission of the 
House of Representatives as a partner in the treaty- 
making power. He would do nothing which could, 
in the slightest degree, exhibit to Great Britain any- 


He could, under no circumstances, vote ! 


i 


| any part of Oregon belonged to Great Britain. Our 


| denied that the tile was in us. 


| hand at construction. 
But he dreaded the efiect of |! 


thing like distrust in ourselves. If the Senate was | 
afraid to do an act, it would be better not to do it, | 
than to do itshrinkingly. The construction which 
he put upon the amendment was, that it authorized 
a compromise somewhere between 49° and the Co- 
lumbia river. THe could not do that. He could 
not vote for the notice, with this amendment, be- 
cause he believed it would embarrass the President 
in his course. The second section of the resolution 
from the House he regarded as properly introduced 
under the circumstances. Originally, the House 
adopted the naked form of giving the notice; but, 
at the last moment, the correspondence was com- 
municated, which showed that negotiations were 
still going on. Itwas then that the second section 
was adopted, to free the Executive from any em- 
barrassment which the passage of the naked prop- 
osition might have caused. He concluded with ex- 
pressing his fervent hope that God would deliver 
his country from the danger of converting into a 
dispute the correspondence which had been com- 
municated by the President to the two Houses of 
Congress. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose to make an explana- 
tion; but gave way to 

Mr. CALHOUN, who expressed a wish to cor- 
rect a statement of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina in relation to one of the protocols of the Brit- 
ish Minister, which he quoted in the course of his 
remarks. ‘The statement, as made by the honorable 
Senator, was calculated to make an erroneous im- 
pression. Senators, by turning to the document, 
would find that it contained simply a deelaration 
on the part of the British Minister of the reasons 
which induced him to doubt his authority to pro- 
ceed with the negotiations, and a statement that he 
had applied to his Government for further instruc- 
tions. Whethersuch instructions had been received 
or not he could not say; but he presumed they had 
been received. The Government of the United f 
Suues had never nasented to the proposition that 


negotiators had always chimed the whole of the | 
territory. In his own letter to the British Minister, 
he had, onthe part of the United States Govern- 
ment, claimed the whole valley of the Columbia 
river. [Le believed that Great Britain had never 


Mr. HANNEGAWN rose and said: 1 must apolo- 
gize to the Senate for obtruding myself upon your 
atlention at this advanced period of the day, par- 
ticularly as | have already occupied your attention 
on several occasions in the course of this debate. 
My remarks now, however, will be very brief. 
Before 1 proceed to make any reply to the speech 
of the Senator from North Carelina—the most ex- 
traordinary speech which [have ever listened to in 
the whole course of my life—l desire, through the 
Vice President, to puta question to him, which I 
have committed to writing. ftis this: Lask him 
if he has the authority of the President, dircetly or 
indirectly, for saying to the Senate that it is his 
(the President’s) wish to terminate the Oregon ; 
question by compromising with Great Britain on 
the 49th degree of north latitude ? 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Is the Vice President to be 
the catechist? 

Mr. HANNEGAN. I put the question in the 
usual way, through the Chair. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. I have already said what, | 
for fear of mistake, I had previously written, and | 
which E shall print. lt would be unwise and im- 
politic for the President to authorize any Senator 
to make such a declaration as that implied in the | 
question of the Senator from Indiana, 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 desire to say that I construe | 
the answer of the Senator from North Carolina | 
into a negative. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Then I desire to say that 
my friend from Ohio only proves what 1 have 
shown on a former oceasion, that he is a very bad 


Mr. ALLEN. Well, then, I will adopt the 
other construction, and consider his answer as an 
affirmative; and 1 put the question, and demand 
an answer to it as a public right. The Senator 
here has assumed to speak for the President. His 
speech goes to the world; and I demand, as a pub- 
lic right, that he answer the question; and if he 
won’t answer it, I stand ready to deny that he has 
expressed the views of the President. 


| the President, and had attributed opinions to the 
President which he could not establish, when in- 
terrogated, he would quiz. But his constituents 
had not sent him here to answer questions which 
no one had a right to propound to him. What he 
had spoken, he had written—no—he had written 
them before he had spoken—and he should print it. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. I call the Senator to order. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. You needn’t be uneasy, sir. 
No Senator has a right to make demands upon me 
on this floor, or anywhere else, unless I give him 
reason. 1 would do almost anything ina kind way, 
out of doors, which could be done in reason and 
honor; and I confess that l do a great many things 
that I look on as humiliating, after they are done, 
rather than have discord in the Democratic party. 
I do not recognise the right of any one to make de- 
mands on me, when I have submitted to the Senate 
what I had to say, what I wrote before I said it, 
and what I shall print afterwards. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not demand an answer as 
any personal right at all, 1 demand it as a public 
right. When a Senator assumes to speak for the 
President every Scnator possesses a public right to 
demand his authority for so doing. An avowal 
has been made that he is the exponent of the views 
of the President, upon a great national question. 
He has assumed to be that exponent. And I ask 
him whether he has the authority of the President 
for the assumption? 

Mr. WESYCOTT. I call the honorable Sena- 
tor from Ohio to order, I object to the President’s 
personal opinions or purposes being made the sub- 
ject of inquiry on this floor. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. HANNEGAN rose si- 
multaneously. 

Mr. HANNEGAN yielded, observing that he 
was not so anxious to speak, but he could yield the 
floor to anybody. 

Mr. ALLIEN. I have not asked what the opin- 
ions of the President are. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him for one moment? Tam not at all 
excited—not atall. Fdo not see any catechism in 
the rules of order. I deny the right of any Sena- 
tor to put questions to me in this way. [have not 
assumed to speak by authority of the President. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the Senator takes back his 
speech. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. Notatall; but I am glad to 
see that my speech takes. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the British. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Well, the Senator from 
North Carolina has not suffered his speech to get 
into print this morning, so as to give a fair oppor- 
tunity of replying. All sketches even of his speech 
have been, by his “special request,” withheld in 
the papers. 

Mr. HAYWOOD replied that, as he had taken 
a very important and responsible position, he 
wished to avoid the possibility of misconstruction, 
and therefore desired to report his specch himself. 
For fear of mistake he had taken that course; and 
he thought he was justified in it by the fact that 
one of the papers (the Times) had really been 
quite unable to make out the drift of his remarks 
yesterday, and had positively set him down as ma- 
king a long specch in favor of settling the question 
by arbitration. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. 1 do not deem it material 
whether the Senator from North Carolina gives a 
direct answer to my question or not. Itis entirely 
immaterial. He assumes-—no, he says there is no 
assumption about it—that there is no meaning in 
language, no truth in man, if the President any- 
where commits himself to 54° 40',as his flattering 
friends assume for him. Now, sir, there is no 
truth in man, there is no meaning in language, if 
the President is not committed to 54° 40’, in as 
strong language as that which makes up the Holy 
300k. From a period antecedent to that in which 
he became the nominee of the Baltimore conven- 
tion, down to this moment, to all the world he 
stands committed for 54° 40’. I go back to his 
declaration made in 1844, to a committee of citizens 
of Cincinnati, who addressed him in relation to 
the annexation of Texas, and he there uses this 
language, being then before the country as the dem- 
ocratic candidate for the chair which he now fills. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the date? 

Mr. HANNEGAN,. It is dated the 23d of 


Mr. HAYWOOD said that, had he occupied 
the station of chairman of a very important com- | 
mittee, placing him in confidential intercourse with | 


April. 
(Mr. H. here read an extract from Mr Polk’s 


| 
| letter to the committee of the citizens of Cincinnati.] 
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Here Mr. Polk expressed the opinion that the f he tickled our ears?- He is mistaken. ‘Texas 
Union ought never to have been “ dismembered” |! and Oregon” cannot be divided; they dwell to- 
by the separation of Texas. Did the speech of || gether in the American heart. Even in Texas, I 
the Senator from North Carolina sustain the prin- |! have been told the flag of the lone star had inscribed 
ciple,of this declaration? Let the worldjudge. || on it the name of Oregon. ‘Then it was all Oregon. 
_ [Mr. H. went on to read another extract, where || Now, when you have got Texas, it means just so 
it was declared we ought to assert and hold our |; much of Oregon as you in your kindness and con- 
right of dominion over the whole territory of the |! descension think roper to give us.. You little 
republic.) ae | know us, if you think the mighty West will be 

Who, then, defines the limits of Oregon? Has || trodden on in this way. Let gentlemen look at 
not the President himself defined them in his Mes- || their own recorded votes in favor of taking up the 
sage? ij Oregon bill at the close of the last session, and then 

Mr. H. then quoted from the President’s Mes- || let them look at the language of that bill, and see 
sage the following paragraph: if it did not propose to take possession of Oregon 

“The extraordinary and wholly inadmissible | up to 54° 40’, after giving unqualified notice to 
‘demands of the British Government, and the re- || Great Britain that the convention must cease. At 
‘jection of the proposition made in deference alone | that tihe we still held Texas in our hands; and 
‘to what had been done my predecessors, and the |! this wasa test question; and every man in the Sen- 
‘implied obligation which their acts seemed to im- || ate voted for it save the Senator who sat there, 
‘ pose, afford satisfactory evidence that no com- || (understood to refer to Mr. McDurriz,) and the 
‘promise which the United States ought to ac- | peerless Hueer. And that most excellent Senator 
‘ cept can be effected. With this conviction, the |} |Hvezr] had afterwards told him that he had vo- 
‘ proposition of compromise which had been made | ted in the negative because it was suggested to him 
‘and rejected was, by my direction, subsequently |! that unless he did so the civil and diplomatic bill | 
‘withdrawn, and our title to the whole Oregon |} would fail which was then pending; but on further | 
‘ territory asserted, and, as is believed, maintained || conversation and consideration he wished to move 
‘ by irrefragable facts and arguments.” a reconsideration of the vote, but his friends would 

hat does the President here claim? Up to |! not consent that it should bedone. In the House 
54° 40'—every inch of it. He has asserted that || of Representatives but four out of fifty Southern 
claim, and is, as he says, sustained by “ irrefraga- || Democrats had voted against the bill. ‘These were 
ble facts and arguments.” But this is not all: I jj the reasons given to him why he should not dis- 
hold that the language of the Secretary of State is || trust the South on the question of Oregon; the re- 
the language of the President of the United States; || sults were now manifesting themselves; and let the 
and has not Mr. Buchanan, in his last communi- || speech just concluded by the Senator from North 
cation to Mr. Pakenham, named 54° 40’ in so many || Carolina show whether or not he was justified in 
words? He has. The President adopts this lan- || his distrust. 
guage as his own. He plants himself on 54° 40’. The Senator, in his defence of the President, 
1 well remember that the President was the choice || put language into his mouth which I undertake to 
neither of myself nor—I beg his pardon, I should i| say the President will repudiate, and 1 am not the 
have named the Senator first—neither of the Sena- |; President’s champion. P wish not to be his cham- 
tor from North Carolina nor of myself. Neither || pion. I would not be the champion of power. I 
of us preferred him. Both of us had another 
choice. And I must confess I am most happy to 
sce that, since his election, he has grown so much 
in favor with my friend from North Carolina as to 
induce him to come here with a valorous defence 
against attacks never made—never made, sir. But 
this I will say—and make it attack, if you please— 
if the President has betrayed that standard which 
the Baltimore convention put into his hands, and 
whereby he committed himself to the country, into 
the hands of the enemy, I will not do, as the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina threatens, turn my back 
upon him—I suppose he cares little whether both 
of us do that—but I shall hold him recreant to the 
principles which he professed, recreant to the 
trust which he accepted, recreant to the generous 
confidence which a majority of the people reposed 
in him. I shall rot abandon the principles of the 
democratic party. [shall notabate one jot or tittle | 
of the principles we gave to the country then; L 
shall sustain them; but I shall hold and exercise 
the privilege of speaking of him in the language 


defend the right, and the right only. But, for the 
President, I deny the intentions; which the Senator 
from North Carolina attributes to him—intentions 


In plain words, he represents the Presi- 
dent as parenthetically sticking in a few hollow 
and false words to cajole the ‘ultraisms of the 
country??? What is this, need I ask, but charging 
upon the President conduct the most vile and infa- 
mous? If this allegation be true, these intentions 
| of the President must sooner or later come to 
ii ight, and when brought to light what must fol- 
i| low but irretrievable disgrace? So long as one 
y || human eye remains to linger on the page of his- 
of truth and fearlessness. The Senator from North || tory, the story of his abasement will be read, send- 
Carolina attempted to speak of the resolution of |; ing him and his name together to an infamy so pro- 
the Baltimore convention. | ask him if he serious- || found, a damnation so deep, that the hand of resur- 
ly meant his statement of it as a fair exhibition of || rection will never be able to drag him forth. He 
its substance? If so, it was unworthy of the Sen- |! who is the traitor to his country can never have 
ator to— || forgiveness of God, and cannot ask mercy of man. 

Mr. HAYWOOD. I took the resolution from || I asked the Senator whether he came here charged 
Mr. Brexsn’s speech—the only place I believe I f with missives from the President, or whether he 
ever saw it. Here itis: | assumed the dogmatic style on his own responsi- 


j 


“ Resolved, That our title to the whole of the || bility, and—— 
‘that no portion of the same ought to be ceded to | : 
Mr. HAYWOOD. Let him proceed. 

‘Texas at the earliest practicable period, are great | 
‘racy of the Union.”’ H disrespectful to the Senator, it has not been my | 
difference between that and the statement of it giv- || ger of saying anything disrespectful, I thank him 
and let the Senator rise in his place who will tell || I reply in the same spirit in which the Senator | 
dential election, thenames of Texas and Oregon did | guage. We were told that this question was agi- 

small men into large offices.. I have seen small 
where they were united. Does the Senator from 


tated inthe country for the purpose of putting | 


March’ 


glass houses should not throw stonés.” “Th 
erb.is somewhat stale, but it isa sanay one; 
even some great men may occasionally be remind 
ed of it to their profit. Let me tell the Senátor 
from. North Carolina, that, for my own ‘part, I 
would much sooner be found a small man seeking 
a high place, than the subservient, pliant, supple 
tool—the cringing flatterer, the fawning sycophant, 
who crouches before power, and hurries from “its 
back stairs to bring before the Senate its becks; 
and nods, and wreathed smiles. The last steamier 
from Europe, it is said, puts this question in suth 
a position, that for Oregon we can get free trade. 
Free trade [love dearly; but never will it be bought 
by me by the territory of my country. He who 
would entertain such an idea is a’ traitor to ‘his 
country. I speak for myself, and my own section 
of the country. Free trade for a surrender of the 
ports and harbors on the Pacific? Never, sir; 
never. Whence this movement for free trade on 
the part of England? Does not everyone know 
that she has been driven into this course by the 
outcries of starving millions? that she has ‘been 
forced into this policy by the landowners, to save 
their lives from the knife of the midnight. assas- 
sin, and their palaces from the torch of the prowl 
ing incendiary? But ‘the West is to be provided 
for; itis to havea new and most profitable mar- 
ket. Some of us know that from'ihe Baltic Eng- 
land would get her wheat: long before we could 
send a ton into her market. I advert to this simi- 
ply because I do not know that I shall:have another 
opportunity to do so.” Ihave only to add, that so 
far as the whole tone, spirit, and ‘meaning’ of ‘the 
remarks of the Senator from North Carolina are 
concerned, if they speak the language of James 
K. Polk, James K. Polk has spoken words of 
falsehood, and with the tongue of. a serpent.” 

Mr. ALLEN rose, but : 

Mr. EVANS obtaining the floor, moved that the 
Senate adjourn. f 
The motion was carried 
ingly adjourned. 


, and the Senate accord- 


The following Resolution, introduced by Mr] 
Semere on Monday last, was inadvertently omit- 
ted in the proper place: 

Resolution of the General Assembly: of Ilinois, con- 

cerning the Oregon Territory. 

Whereas the territory of Oregon, extending from te 42d 
to and beyond the 54th degree'of north latitude, upon the 
coast of the: Pacific ocean,.Js a part.of the United States ter- 
ritory, the title to whichis not.obscured bya single doubt; 
and whereas our hardy pioneers and fellow-citizens ‘are 
there with their flocks and herds, their wives and children, 
their rifles and bibles, and all the. incipiency-of the social 
state, forming a atest that great community,extending 
from the wrested bounds of Madawaska on. the east, to the 
mouth of the Columbia on the west: ‘And:whereas the nation 
who, by her diplomatie skill and system of national ageran- 
dizement, made the encroachmeit ‘upon, our northeastern 
territory, has a band of trappers, hunters, and dependents, 
with a few stockades and some trading establishments, by 
which they influence and overawe the aborigines atid ‘hold 
possession of a large portion of the Oregon territory: And. 
whereas, by our treaty stipulations with Great Britain, we 
are bound to give twelve months’ notice of our intention 
to occupy said territory, which must be considered by the 
members of the holy alliance not only as a friendly invita- 
tion for a false claimant to withdraw, but for them also not 
to interfere in our just and legal territorial acquisitions, but 
to remain at home, on the other side of the Atlantic, secu- 
xing their own possessions and strengthening their feudal 
tenures with lead and gunpowder, without conferring asin- 
gle boon upon the aspirants for freedom: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Tili- 
nois, That our Senators be instructed, and our Representa- 
tives requested, to use their best endeavors to‘procuré the 
passage of a resolution in Congress, to give notice to Great 
Britain of the intention of the United States to be the sole 
occupants of the said territory of Oregon, and to abrogate 
the first and second articles of the treaty. of the 6th day: of 
August, A. D. 1627. í E 


Passed February 27, 1843. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspax, March 5, 1845. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ‘appro 
ved. ee bo 
The SPEAKER said that the business first in. 
order would be the call of the committees for. re~: 
ports. cues 


NEW JERSEY CONTES 


TED ELECTI 


i 


men in large: offices before to-day. “Small men 
in large offices!” s The country agitated-to put 


small men in large offices!” ‘Those who ‘livé in 


‘territory of Oregon is clear and unquestionable; | Mr. MANGUM. I call the Senator to order. 
‘England or any other Power; and that the re- |} z i 
Mr. MANGUM. I withdraw my objection. 
‘American measures, which the convention re- | the Senator from North Carolina over the way, 
il 
Mr. HANNEGAN. There is a great deal of | intention. If he apprehended that I was in dan- | 
en by the Senator, The Democratic party is thus | for his kind hint. I shall not forget the place | 
me in what quarter of this Union—in what assem- || spoke. J have no personal motives; I am speak- | 
| 
_ hot fly together, side by side, on the Democratic 
North Carolina suppose that he, with his appeals 


i| I protest against these remarks, 

“occupation of Oregon, and the reannexation of | YGU r 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Let me say one thing to 
‘commends to the cordial support of the democ- || [Mr. Maneum,] that if E have uttered one syllable 
bound to the whole of Oregon—every foot of it; ,, where l am, and the respect which I owe myself. | 
bly of Democrats in this Union, pending the Presi- |} ing to principles, and using, as he did, plain lan- 
banners. © Everywhere they were twins—every- 
to the: Democracy; car blind our eyes, as he thinks 


| 
| 
| 
! 
j 


| 
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Mr. R. said that he had not made this motion 
with any view to change his vote, but simply to 
satisfy several gentlemen who were not present 
when the vote was taken. He would inquire 
whether the motion to reconsider was debatable? 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

_ Mr. REID then demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. According to the recollection 
of the Chair, the gentleman voted with the majority. 

Mr, REID said he had done go. 

My. S. JONES and Mr. PAYNE moved that 
there be.a call of the House; which motion was 
decided in the affirmative. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and one hundred and 
fifty-nine members answered to their names; and 
the names of the absentees having been called, one 
hundred and eighty-five members appeared to be 
present. 

The doors of the Hall were then closed. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that all further proceed- 
ings on the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. WINTHROP demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. TIBBATTS withdrew the motion. 

Mr. McCONNELL renewed it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, were, yeas 63, nays 120; so the House de- 
cided that further proceedings on the call should 
not be dispensed with. 

Mr. REID then said, that if the House would 
suspend further proceedings on the call, he 
would, as much time had already been consumed, 
withdraw his motion to reconsider. 

Objections were made. 

Excuses were then offered, in one or two cases, 
for absent members. 

After which, and before the names of the absen- 
tees had been called through for excuses, further 
proceedings, on motion of Mr. BAKER, were dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. REID said, that at the request of several 
gentlemen near hun, he would withdraw his motion 
to reconsider. 


Mr. LEAKE inquired of the Speaker whether |) 


the motion could be withdrawn except by unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman had the right 
to withdraw. 

So the motion to reconsider was withdrawn, 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call for re- 
ports from committees. . A 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Milita- 
ry Affairs, to which the petitions upon the subject 
were referred, reported a bill making appropria- 
tions for works of military defence at the mouth of 
Genesee river, New York, accompanied by a re- 
port in writing; which bill was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and committed. 

Mr. J. DAVIS, by leave, presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, in- 
structing their Senators and requesting their Rep- 
resentatives to sustain the recommendations of the 
President of the United States in relation to the 
reduction and graduation of the price of the public 
lands; also, in relation to an alteration of the pre- 
emption law, and to use their exertions to pro- 
cure patents for all lands donated to the State of 
Mississippi; which resolution was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. NIVEN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of John Dorsey; which was ordered to he on the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the petitions of Pearson Freeman, John Taylor, 
and the widow of Ebenezer Storer, and that they 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ATKINSON made adverse reports upon 
the petitions of Joseph Mace, Sarah Miles, and 
Christopher Moon; also, upon the resolution of the 
House of the 19th December last, relative to com- 
pensation to disbursing pension agents; which 
were laid upon the table. 

On mation of Mr. ATKINSON, ; 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of | 
the petition of Timothy Cook, and that it be refer- 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


On motion of Mr. A. also, 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Daniel Flick, and that the petitioner 
have leave to withdraw his petition. 


Mr. YELL gave notice of a motion for leave to 
introduce a bill to establish a board of commis- 
sioners to settle certain claims against the United 
States. 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which petitions upon the subject were 
referred, reported a bill to found a military asylum 
for the relief and support of invalid soldiers of the 
army of the United States, accompanied by a re- 
port in writing; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon the memorial of Capt. 
George W. Taylor, accompanied by a joint reso- 
lution for testing Capt. George W. ‘Taylor’s plans 
for submarine harbor defence; which resolution 
was read twice and committed. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL P. KING, 


petition of Michael Sparty, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


Mr. TIERRICK, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Peter 
Dyget’s heirs; which was ordered to lie on the 
i table. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of the legal representa- 
tives of Licutenant Francis Ware, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which bill was read twice 
und committed. 

Mr, YELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 


ate entitled “An act for the relief of the legal re 
resentatives of George Duval, a Cherokee Indian,’ 
reported the same without amendment. 

Ordered, That said bill be committed, 


Mr. J. E. HOLM ES, from the 


> 


Sommittce on 


l Naval Affuirs, reported the following resolution; 


| which was read, considered, and agreed to, viz: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be di- 


i| rected to report to this House what provisions of 


Jaw are necessary to ellect the retrenehments recom- 
mended in his annual report, and without which 
i his estimate for pay of the navy may prove de- 
| ficient; and also what provisions of law are re- 
quisite to insure the more exact accountability of 
disbursing officers in that branch of the public 
service, 


Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Rev- 


| tion of Margaret Gwinnup, accompanied by a bill 
for her relief; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

On motion of Mr. WOODWORTH, 

Resolved, ‘Vhat the petition and papers of Henry 
A. Livingston, on which an adverse report was 
made the present session, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Which was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HOGE, 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail-route from Pern, 
in La Salle county, to New Boston, in Mercer 
county, in the State of Illinois; and also into the 
expediency of increasing the present mail service 
on the route from New Boston to Wappello, in the 
Territory of lowa. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported sundry amendments 
proposed to be offered to the bill to provide for the 
better organization of the ‘Treasury, and for the 
collection, sufe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of the public revenue; which amendments were 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made a report upon the petition of 
Richard Hargrove Lee, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief; which bill was read twice and commit- 
ted. 

On motion of Mr. SEABORN JONES, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Wm. Hogan, administrator of Michael Hogan, 
deceased, and that it be referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 


fairs, to which was referred the bill from the Sen- | 


olutionary Claims, made a report upon the peti- | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. McK AY, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 30th 
June, 1847; which bill was read twice and commit- 
ted. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the cases of James 
Mitchell, Wm. Marshall, and James Meads; which 
were laid upon the table. i 

Mr. LEAKE, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the case of Caleb Bell, 
administrator of Matthew Bell, and of Jeremiah 
Carpenter, deceased; which was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commeree, made an adverse report upon the peti~ 
tion of Smith, Thurgar, & McCall; which report 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr. GILES, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
Josiah Sturgis; which report was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill in relation 
to assignees in bankruptcy, reported the same 
without amendment, and recommended that it be 
rejected; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PETTIT, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of citizens of Mississippi for the release of Alvah 
Wilson and William A. McWilliam, as surcties of 
Wm. H. Hines, late Postmaster at Lexington, 
Mississippi. 

Mr. GRIDER, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made w report upon the petition 
of the administrator of Colonel Francis Taylor, 


|| deceased, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 


‘which bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CLARKE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionury Claims, made an adverse report upon 
the case of the heirs-at-law of William Cherry; 
which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the cases of Guy Car- 
penter and John Chaffee; which reports were laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the case of Amelia Brereton, 
accompamed by a bill for her relief; which bill 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the case of the rep- 
resentatives of James Rumsey; which was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the case 
of the htt of Matthew Scoby; which was laid upon 
the table. 

On motion of Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, 

Ordered, 'That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of 
W. T. Stockton, of Florida, and that it be refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


_ Mr. CROZIER asked leave to present a memo- 
rial and resolution from the Legislature of the 


| State of Tennessee, praying Congress to make an 


appropriation to remove obstructions to naviga- 
tion in the Tennessee river, and to declare Chatta- 
nooga and Knoxville ports of entry. 

Mr. C. remarked that the memorial and resolu- 
tion had been in his possession for several days, 


| but being printed, and nothing appearing upon the 


face of the paper to show where it had been print- 
ed, and not having received any official communi- 
cation from the Governor of Tennessee that any 
such memorial and resolution had passed the 
Legislature of that State, he had delayed its pre- 
sentation with the expectation of receiving some- 
thing ina more authentic shape from the Execu- 
tive of his State. Not having received anything 
of this kind from the Executive, he was compel- 
led to present the memorial upon the testimony of 
the newspapers from his State. He moved that 
the memorial and resolution be laid upon the table 
and printed. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCK WELL asked leave to of- 
fer the following resolution, which was read for 


formation, but, having been objected to, was not 
received: 
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Resolved, 'That the Committee on the J udiciary 
be instructed to inquire as tothe expediency of 
establishing by law inferior courts of the United 
States for the trial of maritime causes involving a 
small pecuniary amount and minor offences under 
the penal law of the United States, and to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

A motion was made by Mr. HOPKINS that 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of Farley D. Thompson and others, sureties 
of Chileon White, to be released from all liabilit 
arising from the defalcation of said White while 
postmaster at Lagrange, Alabama, and that it be 
laid upon the table. + 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved the recommit- 
ment of the subject, with instructions to release the 
petitioners from the amount of defalcation of a per- 
son therein mentioned, (name not heard.) 


Mr. H. sustained the motion in remarks of some 
length. 


Mr. HOPKINS opposed it; 

And, after some conversation, the morning hour 
having expired, the subject was laid over until to- 
morrow morning. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


Mr. TIBBATTS offered a resolution in the usual 
form, providing that all debate on the bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of certain har- 
bors and rivers, should terminate on Tuesda 
at two o’elock, 

Mr. COBB remarked that after to-day there was 
but one day intervening between this and the time 
at which it was proposed that the debate should 
be closed, which could be given to the discussion 
of this bill. Friday and Saturday were private bill 
days. 

He moved, therefore, that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 

T'he motion having prevailed, the resolution was 
laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the Eouse resolved 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


the Union, (Mr. Conn, of Georgia, in the chair.) 


Mr. MeK AY moved to postpone the further con- | 


sideration of the river and harbor bill, in order that 
the committee might take up the bill to supply de- 
ficiencics in appropriations for the present year. 
Some of these appropriations (Mr. McK. said) 
were deficient, and it was requisite for the House 
to take action in regard to them. 


Mr. TIBBATTS suggested that the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] was entitled to 
the floor, and that, therefore, the motion to post- į 


pone could not be made without his consent, 

The CHAIRMAN so decided. 

Mr. HUDSON said he did not yield the floor. 

Mr. COBB said, then the gentleman was entitled 
to it, and would proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. McKAY was understood to say, that he 
made the motion, supposing that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] would acqui- 
esce m it. 

So the committee resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors 

And Mr. HUDSON took the floor. 

When the committee last rose, the point of order 


had been raised that it was not in order on this bill | 


to go into a discussion on the tariff. 

The Cramman had decided that it was in order. 

An appeal had been taken. 

And the question now recurred, ‘* Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee ?”? and, being taken, was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. HUDSON accordingly proceeded with his 
remarks: 

Mr. HUDSON resumed the remarks in which 
he had been broken off at a former day. The 
point at which he had then arrived was the capa- 
city of the English market to consume the bread- 
stuffs of foreign nations. They found, on looking 
into official statements, that for the last fifteen 
years there had been brought into Great Britain, 
and consumed each 


fi 


The 


y next, | 


7 
|| had varied as much as the demand of the English 
market. In 1836, 1837, and 1838, we had import- 
ed largely into our own country, from Great Brit- 
ain herself, almost half a million bushels of wheat 
peryear. The English production, owing toim- 
provements in agriculture, was gaining on. the: 
English consumption. He referred to Drammot 
and another English writer, who argue that Eng- 
land will, in. process of time, produce all the grain 
required for her consumption; and to the fact that, 
in 1837 and 1838, their production was actually 
SO great as to exceed human wants, and their 
wheat was fed to cattle, and used for purposes. of 
distillation, 

In 1841, 1842, and 1843, the imports into Great 
Britain were unusually large—averaging. about 
eighteen million bushels per year. But of this 
large importation, what amount did the United 
| States supply? Of the fifty-four millions of bushels 
j| imported during these three years, he read from a 
table showing the respective quota furnished by 
various nations: some of which were—Russia, 
|| 2,593,000 bushels; Denmark, 3,099,000 bushels; 
Prussia, 18,000,000 bushels; the British North 
American colonies, 6,854,000 bushels; and the 
| United States, 3,000,000 bushels. Thus, for these 
| three years of large importation into Great Britain, 
Russia furnished nearly as much as the United 
States; Denmark more; and Prussia six times as 
much as the United States. In fact, for these three 
years, we supplied, in direct trade with Great 
Britain, only about six per cent. of her imports. 

The English market Mr. H. computed for a se- 
ries of years to come at fifteen million bushels of 


j 


[i 
if 
supply in direct trade only about one million, and 
the other fourteen millions would come from the 
: continent of Europe. Now, he wished to institute 


Europe could supply the English market, ar wheth- 
er, in case of a modification of the English corn- 
laws, we could command that market. Lord Ab- 
erdeen, in 1840, addressed a circular to the consuls 
at most of the marts of trade on the eastern conti- 
nent, Inquiring as to the capacity of those countries 
| to supply the English demands. Returns from 
twelve marts showed that those ports could ordi- 
narily supply to Great Britain 17,779,000 bushels, 
being two or three millions more than the average 
of all the imports into Great Britain for six or eight 
years in succession. Hence it appeared that the 
British market could be supplied from the eastern 
continent independently of the United States. 

He next examined the financial ability of the 
countries on the continent to supply the market of 
England; and by referring to the prices of wheat 
for twelve years in succession, at various ports, 
principally in the north of Europe, he found that 
the average price of wheat there was ninety cents, 
while for the same time the average price in the 
United States had been $1 20 (or 25) cents. But 
calculating the differences in freights, exchange, 
and other advantages and disadvantages of the 
United States, compared with the continental na- 
tions for the supply of the English market, he ar- 
rived at a balance of at least twenty cents per bushel 
for the last ten or fifteen years against us. We 


i 


tial modification of the English corn-laws, compete 
successfully with the north of Europe in the Eng- 
lish market. 

Ín this computation he had been speaking of our 
direct trade with Great Britain. But for the last 
| three years we had sent three times the quantity 
| of grain to Canada, there to be manufactured into 
flour, and thence to find its way to England, that 
had been sent direct to that country, for the reason 
that a nominal duty only had been imposed upon 
breadstuils shipped from the British colonies. 
With the repeal of the English corn-laws, he ar- 


i 
| was also important to consider that our surplus 


foreign grain; and judging from the past, we should | 


the inquiry, whether the nations of the north of i 


could not, then, in the event of the repeal or essen- || 


laws of England are repealed, or essentially: modi- 
fied, the English consumption ‘will. be gveatly“in- 
creased. This he admitted to. a certain, though 
not to a very considerable extent; but he urged, 
that with the reduction of the price of grain in 
Great Britain, would also-come an equal or greater 
reduction of wages ini that country. cots 

: Mr. H. produced many more statistics, and. en- 
tered into other arguments to.show that the bene- 
‘fits promised us fiom the repeal of the Britisk corn- 
laws could never be realized; and that even if ‘the 
liberal policy anticipated were tobe carried - out'in 
that country—now that she had risen to her supe , 
rior eminence in agriculture, manufacture, ‘and 
wealth—it would undoubtedly be for the result of 
self-interest, which had ever been well-looked to.. 
by her, and would constitute no reason for a like”: 
policy on our part, unless it was judged tobe “ 
our interest. In proof that it would not bë 
interest, he referred to the destruction ofo home 
market, which he argued would be consequent, 
which market was far more valuable—the State of 
Massachusetts consuming annually more than 
three times the amount of breadstuffs sent to. Great 
Britain, and the New England States more than all 
our exports to foreign nations. : ` 

On this point, Mr. H. yielded to an inquiry 
by Mr. BayLy; and he was proceeding in his re- 
marks when his hour expired, and he. résumed:his 
seat. i i 
Mr. PETTIT obtained ‘the foor, and after some 
conversation, proceeded to address the committee. 
He was very happy, he said, although the: coms 
|| mittee might not be, that he had: got’ the: floor. 
This was, at least, speaking within bounds; the 
fiftieth time that he had tried for the floor at this 
session, and he had never obtained the floor to 
make a speech. He had not now risen with the 
view of answering at length the remarks of the 
gentleman who had just taken his seat. This was 
the story which he had heard repeated from every 
stump in his district at least a thousand times, and 
which he had heard here as many times as there 
were seats upon the floor. He would only advert 
to one remark of that gentleman in the conclusion 
of his speech. He would ask of that gentleman, 
and of all gentlemen upon that floor, whether the 
great bulwark, the strong argument uniformly 
urged in favor of a high tariff was not, that Great 
Britain would not reduce her tarif? Let Great 
Britain give us reciprocity, it had been uniformly 
urged upon this floor, in the teeming areuments in 
the public press, and by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts himself—let her admit -our breadstifts 
frec of duty, and ‘then we will: reduce -our’ tariff. 
But just so soonas this boon was offered—as soon 
as Great Britain proposed a reduction: of her corn 
| laws—just so soon were wé told that; should Great 
Britain do it, so far from benefiting us, it will do 
| us positive injury! Such were the inconsistencies 
and prevarications to which the advocates of a 
high tariff were driven in support of their favorite 
scheme! 

To a casual observer the whole course of the 
i| gentleman’s remarks might, perhaps, be thought 
out of place upon this bill; but after a close con- 
sideration of the subject, Mr. P. has discovered 
| their application. The bill before the committee 
proposed to facilitate the commerce of the country. 
The gentleman might take any course of reasoning 
he saw fit; and in the exercise of this liberty, he 
insisted, notwithstanding the different dogmas 
which he now adopted, upon a high protective 
tariff, What (Mr. P. asked) was more calculated 
to cripple commerce, to shut up the ports of thé 
world against us, to furl instead of unfurling our 
sails, than this very policy? The system of ahigh 
protective tariff carried out in the legislation of- thë 
country would do more injury to commerce than'a 
thousand such appropriations as were proposed 
by this bill would do good. _In-this way, although 


i 


gued that we should lose the benefit of this indirect | 
trade, being brought into direct competition in it || 
as well as in our direct trade with the north of Eu- i! 
rope, which the experience of all past time had ji 
shown to bea most powerful competitor, and to ii 
have supplied in fact more than nine-tenths of the |j 
English market; and which was sustained by the | 
declarations of Lord Ashburton and other British 


But we would undoubtedly be told, if the corn | 


the gentleman was a professed friend of the bill, 
his very course of reasoning would tend to its dé- 
struction. S eet ae 
Having now done with tariff and. anti-tariff ar- 
guments, Mr. P. proceeded: to. notice the position. 
which had been taken by the gentleman from- Vir- 
ginia (referring to Mr. Bayny) inthis debate. And- 
before further proceeding; dt might- not V 
for him to say that not one -dollar-of 
ations: proposed by this: bul: would. 
within his district; or within one hi 
from his residence; rt 
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peered of feeling any immediate local interest in it. 
or should he have addressed the committee upon 
this subject, but from the unheard-of doctrine pro- 
mulgated-here, and from the construction attempted 
to be given to the Constitution by the gentleman 
from Virginia. Mr. P: had always considered 
himself a'strict- constrúctionist; but he found gen- 
tlemen at times ‘strict constructidnists, who at other 
times: could find. an. apology: and authority in the 
Constitution for any and all acts which they wished 
to perform. But he was. utterly surprised when 
he had found inthe remarks. of the gentleman from 
Virginia these words: : 
“ This Government was established with the 
‘ view of regulating our external concerns, leaving 
‘all internal matters to be regulated. by the States; 
‘and the providing a way for commerce did not 
‘come within the purview of those matters over 
‘ which Congress has jurisdiction.” 
To that view Mr. P. utterly dissented. 
_ Mr, BAYLY, who had been ap arently listen- 
ing with great astonishment to this allusion to 
_ himself, (having taken the ‘ Union” from which 
Mr. P, had read,) rose and stated that the extract 
was not from his remarks (as he had not spoken 
upon this question,) but from the specch of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Payns.] He could 
not be held responsible for others’ sins, if they had 
committed any. 
Mr. PAYNE. I am responsible for all mine. 
My. PETTIT, receiving the correction, renewed 
his remarks in reply to Mr. Payne. Was it tree 
(he asked) that this Government was created only 
for the regulation of. our “ external’? concerns? 
This was the very reverse of the doctrine which 
had always been acted upon. He said more; there 
was no such thing as attending to our external con- 
cerns without coupling them directly or indirectly 
with our internal concerns. We could not send a 
Minister abroad, except for internal purposes—for 
purposes of. peace and prosperity at home. We 
could neither raise, maintain, or equip an army or 
navy except for the protection of interests at home. 
But, in the plain words of the Constitution, was 
the establishments of “post offices and post roads” 
the transportation of the mail from one end of 
the country to the other—an external concern? Mr 
P. read from the Constitution the grants of power 
to Congress “to borrow money on the credit of the 
United States;” “to regulate commerce among 
the several States and with the Indian tribes ;” “to 
establish a uniform rule of naturalization and uni- 
form laws on the subject of bankruptcies through- 
out the United States;’’ “to coin money,” and va- 
rious other grants—all which it needed no argu- 
ment to show were exclusively internal concerns, 
Nine-tenths of the provisions of the Constitution 
(he said) were upon local and interna) matters. 
The power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions was’ an external concern; but ‘among the 
several States and with the Indian. tribes’? was in- 
ternal, and was as unlimited as the power of this 
Government to regulate commerce with France or 
England: . This grant covered the whole ground, 
and conferred entire sovereignty over the subject 
matter. . 
Noticing next the position taken by Mr. Ruerr, 
he sportively (and without intending any disre- 
spect to that gentleman) compared it to that of a 
witness of whom he had heard, who, being called 
upon totestify to the height ofa horse, without much 
reflection had testified instead of sixteen hands, that 
he was sixteen feet high. On the cross-examina- 
tion, being reminded of the difference, with great 
astonishment he asked, “Did 1 say sixteen fect? 
Well, then, [stick to it.” So with the gentleman 
from South Carolina; having once asserted that this 
Government has no power over internal improve- 
ments, (which are absolutely necessary for the 
t regulation” of .commerce, and necessarily in- 
cluded under its granted power over this subject,) 
he stands-here in the face of arguments, of truth, 
and of all reason, and says, “I-deny—l deny it. 
He denies that the Government has any power to 
appropriate for improvements upon our western 
Jakes and rivers, while he maintains that lis has the 
power to stud the whole ocean’s coast with light- 


houses and fortifications. But the gentleman did 
not deny that Congress has the power to make ap- 
propriations for the defence of Charleston! He did | 
‘not deny that Congress has the power ‘to pro- | 
vide and maintain a navy;’’ to expend millions in | 
-bpilding it, and to spread its sails to the breeze ; 
but when driven by storms into port, he contends | 


that we have no power whatever to provide har- 
bors for its protection, but must leave it to the 
mercy of the elements. Congress has the power 
‘to raise and support armies;’’ but, according to 
the doctrine of the gentleman, it has neither the 
power to provide provisions, or clothing, or arma- 
ments for them. This was the inevitable result of 
the gentleman’sreasoning. But the gentleman had 
been very pathetic in his lamentations; which, like 
that which in olden times was pronounced over 
the dead corse of Cæsar, he had uttered over the 
sunken, withered, dying—ay, dead Constitution of 
the country, and had presented himself as one of 
the mourners. If the Constitution of the country 
is effective only for harm, and has no power for 
good; if it has only the power to oppress the peo- 
ple, to draw from their hard carnings, and gives 
no power to provide the means for the public pro- 
tection, he (Mr. P.) said it ought to die, and few 
mourners to be found in its train; it ought “ un- 
wept, unhonored, and unsung,” to retum to dust. 

Having further exposed and commented upon 
what he conceived to be the errors and fallacies of 
the position of Mr. Rnerr, Mr. P. proceeded to 
show affirmatively upon what grounds he justified 
the appropriation proposed by this bill. He went 
not tor that wild, unlimited construction of the 
Constitution whieh was charged upon one party in 
this country, nor for that narrow, restricted con- 
struction charged upon a portion of the other par- 
ty, which would make it powerless for good, while 
etlective for evil and oppression; but avoiding ex- 
tremes, he sought to give this instrument its correct 
construction, Under what clause, then, were the 
appropriations in this bill justified? Heanswered, 
under the grant “ to declare war,” and for the pur- 
pose of eitectually carrying it on; ‘to raise and 
support armies 3” and under the grant “ to regulate 
commerce with forcign nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian tribes.” Un- 
der the cluuse authorizing this Government to raise 
and support armies, he argued at some length, was 
necessarily included the power to clothe and feed 
them, and to transport them from place to place, 
and from post to post in the Union; to provide the 
means Of transportation, and to remove obstacles 
in the roads on which they might travel, us from 
the falling of trees across the way, &e. Similar 
lo this, and standing on the same ground, be ar- 
gued, was the power to remove logs, snags, and 
other obstacles from the watery road over which 
our commerce travels. ‘Phere was no maxim bet- 
ter established among men than that where power 
is delegated over a subject in a general grant, it 
draws after it, necessarily, all the diversificd means 
that, in the judgment and wisdom of the Govern- 
ment to whom it is delegated, are necessary and 
proper for the advancement and accomplishment 
of the end for which the grant is made. Irom 
this source alone was derived the power of Con- 
gress to assemble in this magnificent building, and 
to pay the expenses of Congress. Not a word 
was said of it in the Constitution; but all derived 
it from the power given to the Congress of the 
United States to make all laws necessary for the 
government of the United States. 

Mr. P. illustrated this principle by reference to 
many other universally conceded specific powers 
deduced trom general granis, and urged that Con- 
gress, having the right to make these provisions 
for the protection and advancement of commerce, 
it was their duly so to do—the obligation on the 
part of a Government being always the correlative 
of the right to act upon any subject. He wished 
to be distinctly understood that he did not go for 
assuming any powers for Congress; but (in accord- 
ance with what he had before stated) for deducing 
those powers for the protection of commerce, 
which were necessary, and distinctly included un- 
der the power ‘to regulate commerce.” And, in 
conclusion, he called upon gentlemen to weigh well 
the subject before they went too far; to hesiiate 
not too long; for he here told them that they could 
never pass the reduction of the tariff in this House 
ull this bill, in its substantial provisions, was 
passed. 

Mr. P. having concluded, 

Mr. BRODHEAD made an unsuccessful at- 
tempt to lay aside this bill temporarily, in order 
to take up another bill, the title of which was not 
heard. 

After some conversation, on motion, the commit- 
tee rose, 

And the House adjourned. 


| PETITIONS, &c. 

| The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
; sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees : 


By Mr. E. B. HOLMES : The petition of Elijah Rose, of 
Penfield, New York, asking pay for unrequited services in 
the Jast war: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
> By Mr. STARKWEATHER: The petition of 36 citizens 
: of Wayne county, Ohio, praying for a national railroad from 
: the Missouri river to the Pacifc ocean. Also the petition 
of 71 citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, praying for the 
construction of a bridge across the Ohio river at Wheel- 
ing, Virginia: referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals, 

By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of citizens of Portland, 
in the State of Maine, praying for the extension of the pen- 
sion laws to tie widows of the officers and soldiers of the 
revolutionary war, who were married subsequent to 1794: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: ‘The petition of Samuel 
Worthington, praying leave to enter lands for which he paid 
the Receiver in St. Augustine in 1837, who neglected to 
make the entry, or to have his money refunded: referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LA SERE: The pention of J. A. E. Degrand, of 

Paris, France, for the reimbursement of two-thirds of the 
amount paid by him to the Patent Office, he having aban- 
doned all claim to a patent: referred to the Committee on 
Patents, 

By Mr. 1I. E. HOLMES: The memorial of Mrs. Frances 
Moore, to be paid lost indents or certificates of money loan- 
ed to the use of the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. PETTY: The petition of Clark Northup, and 51 
others, of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, praying the aho- 
lition of the office of chaplain to Congress: referred to the 
Committee cn the Judiciary. Also, the petition of Wilbur 
Gardner, and 59 others of the same county and State, pray- 
ing in like manner: referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The letter of Franklin Cannon, of 
Jackson, Missouri, with statisties of population and Tane 
sales, in the Jackson land distriet, Missouri, and remon- 
strating against the removal thereof: referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Ilouse on the state of the Union, to 
aecompauy House bAt No, 21, Also, the memorial of Cor- 
nelius Vanarsdel, praying for confirmation in a pre-emption 
claim to a tract of landin Missouri: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fnipay, March 6, 1846. 


The reading of the Journal was dispensed with, 
on motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, and was ap- 
proved. 

Mr. BRODHEAD indicated a motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; but yielded the floor to 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, who introduced to the 
House 

Mr. McDownut, member elect from the State of 
Virginia; who was qualified, and took his seat. 


NEW JERSEY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. DOBBIN offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this House pay, 
out of the fund and mileage of members, to Isaac 
G, Fariee, the pay and mileage of a member of 
this House, from the Ist day of December, 1845, 
to the 4th day of March, 1846, inclusive, that being 
the time he was engaged contesting the seat of 
j John Runk, a member of this House. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved so to amend the resolu- 
, tion as to provide for the payment of John M. 
Botts until the time of the decision of his case, at 
the first session of the last Congress, 

Mr. DOBBIN demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER raled the amendment out of 
order, on the ground that the regolution provided 
for the payment of Mr. Farlee out of a specific 
fund, set apart, under a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, for the pay and mile- 
age of members of the 29th Congress.. The pay 
ot a member of a former House must be derived, 
therefore, from some other fund. 


Some conversation followed between Mr. 
SCHENCK and the SPEAKER. d 


Mr. J. H. EWING moved so to amend the re- 
solution asto provide for the payment of Mr. Botts 
out of any moneys in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The SPEAKER said the amendment would not 
be in order, because it would require a joint resolu- 
tion of both houses. 

Mr. J. H. EWING gave notice that he would 
introduce such a resolution. 

Mr. DOBBIN insisied on his demand for the 
previous question. 

And, after some further conversation, the ques- 


tion was taken, and decided in the afirmative. 
So there was a second. 
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And the main question (for the adoption of the 
resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
as follows: - 

YEAS—Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Arnold, Bayly, |! 
Bedinger, Benton, Jas. A. Black, Bowlin, Brink- | 
erhoff, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Buffington, 
John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 
Collin, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Edsall, John H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 
Harmanson, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. 
Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, S. D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jo- 
seph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, || 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lawrence, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
McClean, McClelland, McClernand, Marsh, J. P. 
Martin, Morris, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Owen, 
Parish, Payne, Perrill, Pettit, Pollock, Price, 
Ramsey, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, 
J. A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam- 
mon, Schenck, Severance, Alex. D. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Truman Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, | 
James Thompson, Tibbatts, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, | 
Woodworth, Yell, and Young—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Atkinson, 
Bell, Milton Brown, Clarke, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cullom, Culver, Dromgoole, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Giddings, Graham, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. 
Houston, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Kennedy, Leake, Long, McConnell, | 
James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mce- | 
Ilvaine, McKay, Barclay Martin, Morse, Pendle- | 
tov, Reid, Ritter, Root, Seaman, Thomas Smith, | 
Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Towns, Trumbo, 
Wheaton, and Woodward—44. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the report of the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, in the case of Farley D. 
Thompson and others. 

Mr. DANIEL inquired whether it would now 
be in order to move to go into committee on the || 
private calendar. If so, he made that motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD submitted that his motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the |j 
Union was first in order. 

The SPEAKER said he did not understand the 
gentleman as pressing that motion, but as having 
withdrawn it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD had waived the motion, he 
said, not withdrawn it. 

Some conversation followed. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Speaker, | 
how far the call of the committees for reports had | 
progressed yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER. So far as the Committee on || 
the Post Office and Post Roads. ne vill 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he hoped the House |) 
would allow one hour to the reception of reports. 

The SPEAKER said the first motion in order |) 
would be on proceeding to the consideration of the 
private calendar, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was understood to say that į 
he had a report from a committee which he was 
very anxious to make. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked Mr. Danir to with- 
draw his motion so as to enable him to offer a res- 
olution. 

Mr. DANIEL declined so to do, and desired to 
state his reasons. 

But the SPEAKER said it would not be in: 
order, l 

And the SPEAKER explained, that, should ! 


grossment. 

The question was then taken (by tellers) on the 
motion of Mr. Danze, and decided in the nega- 
tive—ayes 65, noes 70. 

So the House refused to pass to the considera- 
tion of private business. 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM VIRGINIA. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable him to introduce the following 
resolution, and asked the yeas and ‘nays on that 
motion; which were ordered. 


f 
H 


| to the day when the said contest was decided, in- 


j art, Strohm, Thibobenux, Benjamin Thompson, 


i Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Alexander 


ii John, Strong, James Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tib- 
batts, Toombs, Towns, rambo, Wentworth, || 


: tion was not received. 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House resolve || 


ii were refused. 


| viding that the said committee be discharged from 
i| the further consideration of the petition of Farle 
D. Thompson, and others, sureties of Chileon | 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be in- || 
structed to audit and pay, out of the contingent 
fund of this House, the mileage and pay of John 
M. Botts, who contested the seat of John W. 
Jones, of Virginia, in the last Congress—from the 
first day of the first session of the 28th Congress, 


clusive. Tah 
Mr. FARAN then inquired if it was not true 
that Mr. John M. Botts had declared publicly, in 
the streets of Washington, that he had no hope of 
succeeding in his contest for the seat held by John 
W. Jones in the last Congress, and that the only 
motive he had in contesting the seat of Mr. Jones 
was, to get an opportunity to make a speech 
against John Tyler? Mr. F. said he had heard 
that Mr. Botts had repeatedly made such a decla- 
ration; and if he had, he presumed it was known || 
to his colleague, [Mr. Scuenck.} | 
Mr. SCHENCK answered, that he had never 
before heard a suggestion of such a declaration |} 
having been made by Mr. Botts, and he believed 
the report was entirely unfounded. | 
After some conversation between Mr. FARAN 
and Mr. SCHENCK, | 
The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended 2” 
was taken, and decided in the negative, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Blanchard, Buffington, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. 
Chapman, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dock- 
ery, John H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Grin- 
nell, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. 
Holmes, Foha W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charies J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. 
King, Lewis, Levin, McHenry, Metlvaine, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Pollock, 
Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, |; 
Root, Runk, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Tru- || 
man Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stew- || 


Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright and Young— 
62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, James Black, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Collin, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Cullom, Culver, Daniel, DeMott, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Edwin 4. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haral- 
son, Harmanson, Llenley, Hoge, Hlopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, James H. John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Long, 
Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, 
McConnell, James McDowell, McGaughey, Me- 
Kay, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, Morris, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Price, || 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, ji 


D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 


Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, 
Yancey, Yell, and Yost—109. j 


So the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- 


the defalcation’ of ‘said White while postinaster at 
Lagrange, Alabama, and that it be taid- upon the. 
table. . i : 3 


Mr. G. S. Housrow had heretofore moved t e+ 


! commit the bill with the following instructions 


“ To report a bill releasing F. D. Thomson fróm 
the amount of defatcation which occurred after the 
appointment of John S. Napier to. the office’? 


_ Mr. Gorpon had yesterday moved that-the whole 
subject be laid on the table; pending which motion 
the morning hour had expired. eae 
And the question was nowtaken on the ‘said 
motion, and decided in the affirmative. i 
So the whole subject was‘laid’on the table.. 


THE PRIVATE CALẸNDAR. ; 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House passed 
to the consideration of bills on the private calen” 
dar, under the restriction contained in the folléw- 
ing rule: wR 

**On the first and fourth Friday of-each mopth 


s 


| the calendar of private bills shall be called over, 


and the bills, to the passage of which no objection 
shall then be made, shall be first considered and 
disposed of.” s : 


The bill for the relief of Colonel William Gray- 
son coming up, 

Mr. CLARKE rose and withdrew his objec- 
tion. F : 

But debate being indicated, the bill went over. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
motion made p Mr. Crarxe on Saturday, the 
Qlst, to reconsider the vote by which the ‘House, 
on that day, laid upon the table the bill for the re- 
lief of Charles M. Gibson. i 

And the question being put, *Shall the said vote 
be reconsidered ” it was decided:in-the negative. 

So the said bill was laid upon the’ table. 

On motion of Mr, DANIEL, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Jurus 
Rockwext in the chair, on the private calendar, >` 

A great number of bills, to which objection was’ 


made, were laid over. 


The following bills were laid aside to be reported 


! to the House: 


A bill for the relief of Samuel Jordan; 

A bill for the relief of Wiley B. Parnell; 

A bill for the relief of Isabella Baldridge, widow 
of Captain John Baldridge; 

A bill for the relief of Samson Brown. 

Mr. GORDON moved that: the committee rise, 
(with a view to act on the said bills in the House.) 

No quorum voted. oe oe 

So the committee rose, and reported: the: fact, to 
the House. ki : 

Whereupon the House adjourned.” * 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to thé appro- 
priate committees: - : 

By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of Richard Melvin, Jane 
Perham, Martha Jeffers, and Nancy C. Hardy, children and 
legal representatives of Mary Patten, late of Chester, New 
Hampshire, for the amount of pension due the said Mary 
Patten at the time of her decease. ` 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition and documents of Pe- 
ter Myers, of Greene county, Pennsylvania, a soldier of the 


| late war: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. J. DAVIS: The petition of John F. Gillespie, of 
Adams county, Mississippi, praying to be permitted to enter 
at the minimum price a tract of land of which he now holds 
possession: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of 173 citizens of 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ; 
The yeas and nays were asked and refused. 
And the motion of Mr. Tisparrs was rejected. 


Mr. I. E. HOLMES moved that when the House 


adjourns, itadjourn to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. RATHBUN asked the yeas and nays; which 


The SPEAKER proceeded to take the question, 
and the vote stood—ayes 130, noes not counted, | 


So the House decided that when it adjourns, it |; 


would adjourn to mect on Monday next. 


The House resumed the consideration of the |: 
unfinished business of the morning hour, being the |; 


report made yesterday by Mr. Hoprxms, from the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, pro- 


Wiiliamson county, Iinois, praying the establishment of 
a national armory and foundry at Fort Massac, in said State: 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of Wiliam MeFar- 
land, asking confirmation of private land claims. < The peti- 
tion of Elizabeth Burroughs for confirmation ofa private 
claim. C ii 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The petition of the heirs of Captain 
Andrew English for forage furnished the army (in the revo- 
lutionary war) by said English: referred to the Committee 
| on Revolutionary Claims. Memorials signed by a large 
| number of citizens of Indiana and Illinois, praying the es- 
' tablishment of a mail-route direct from Evansville, indiana, 
i to Fairfield, Ilinois, and the discontinuance of a certain 
mail-route: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
: and Post Roads. ee 
| By Mr. TIBBATTS: A memorial, numerously. signed 

by travellers on the Mississippi.and Ohio rivers, praying: the 
passage of a law which 
tains of steam vessels to eed or it 
“ Evans’s Safety Guard,” te prevent explosions. | +> 

“By Mr. SAWYER: The petition -of William Hawel, of 
Ohio, for an increase of pension: referred to the- Committee 
| on Revolutionary Pensions. Reece 
By Mr. WOOD: The memorial of Theodore Frelinghuy- 


shali: compel the owners and cap- 
have plaéed on cach outside boiler 


White, to be released from all liability arising from 


sen, Johni Delafield, William ©: Redfield, and-others, for re- 
| pealing the law: imposing duties on scientific hooks. 
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-IN SENATE, . 
; : MONDAY, March: 9, 1846. 

As soon as the Journal had been read, 

Mr. COLQUITT-rose and said, that although 
in feeble health, he had come to the Senate that 
day in consequence of the publication of. an article 
in the. Daily. Times, of this city, to which he de- 
sired to. call the attention of the Senate. . I have 
never at. any. time, here or elsewhere, (said. Mr. C.) 
been disposed to take public notice of any news- 
paper remarks commenting directly or indirectly on 
my conduct. Buta charge has been made here in 
a manner which renders it necessary, it seems to 
me, to take notice of it, for the editor speaks not 
conjecturally, but with positiveness, and makes a 
charge which, if true, places a majority of this Sen- 
ate, amongst whom, according to his assertion, I 
am to be classed, in the character of traitors to 
their country, and turns. the public eye to us as 
such. 
this article, be he the editor of the paper or not, 
has no right to complain of me for harshness, when 
I say that every thought incorporated here could 
never have been conceived. but in a scoundrel’s 
heart—never could have been written by any but 
a scoundrel’s pen. Ido not feel that he would re- 
gard me as doing him any injustice when I say, 
that the man. capable of writing such an article 
could not have enshrined within his heart one sin- 
gle virtuous feeling without its being self-con- 
suming torture. There is not, in my conception, 
the slightest foundation for one remark made here; 
and, so far as l am concerned, neither remotely or 
intimately does any reference to me or my actions 
savor of truth—-not one word. Now, I know that 
it very often happens when you drag from the 
kennel these vile things, more attention is attracted 


to them than if they be allowed to remain in the | 


obscurity of their own vileness, It may be his 
object to get notoriety. If he be, as it is said, a 
soldier of fortune, a travelling, marketable serib- 
bler, brought here for the purpose of making mo- 
ney to feed his or other’s avarice, L think that he 
is likely to acquire that undying notoriety that is 
eculiar to men in his own special line of business. 
. In one thing, at least, he has sueceeded—that is, in 
effectually disproving the assertion that he had been 
brought here for the purpose of building up distin- 
guished Senators, with a view to their elevation to 
the Presidency. I think this article demonstrates 
clearly that such a thing cannot possibly be true. 
No man of sense uses such tools to work out his 
elevation. After such an article, praise from such 
a source. would be damning censure. 
Mr. CoLauirr then read from an article in “The 
Times,” which commences as follows: 
“While the people of the United States, gratified 
‘ with the fulfilment of their wishes in the passage 
‘of the resolutions of ‘notice’ by the House, have 
‘for weeks reposed in perfect security, flattering 
< themselves, in the midst of their various occupa- 
‘tions and pursuits of life, that the action of the 
‘lower branch would, in good time, be responded 
‘to favorably by the upper, a system of intrigue 
t has been progressing m the seat of Government 
‘between the two. phases of Oregon opponents, 
‘which but few have been aware of, and which, if 
‘known to the people, would excite a tempest of 
‘indignation. and arouse public feeling to an in- 
“tense pitch of excitement, 
sA deliberate game has been played, through the 
‘secret intrigues of a caucus, in which a perfect 
‘understanding was had between a few anti-Ore- 
‘gon, Democrats and the Whig portion of the Sen- 
‘ate, with some Western members for an excep- 
‘tion, to compel the Administration into a com- 
< promise with Great Britain by defeating the House 


‘ity of giving notice was to be conferred upon the 
‘President, but with this discretionary power, bind- 
‘ing him, by a specific clause, of further ‘ negotia 
‘tion,’ which should result in the settlement of ti 
‘dispute by ‘compromise.’’ In other and clearer 
< words, the understanding is, to pass the resolu- 
‘tions of Mr. Corquirr, of Georgia, which are as 


‘t follows: 
30 


T have only to remark, that the writer of 


ne | 


: 
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‘ notice, as it-came to the Senate, and substituting 
‘for ita conditional one, in which the responsibil- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


; to this genius on the score of his conscience, when 


i 


ł 


{ 
i 


{i offered my resolution on the day I made my speech, 
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‘the treaty, for abrogating the convention made 
‘between Great Britain and the United States on 
‘the twentieth of October, eighteen hundred and! 
‘eighteen, and continued by the convention of; 
‘ eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, immediately : 
“after the close of the present session of Congress, | 
“unless the President, in his discretion, shall con- | 
‘ sider it expedient to defer it to a later period. 

“Resolved, That it is earnestly desired that the 
t long-standing controversy, respecting limits in the 
‘Oregon territory, be speedily settled by negotia- 
“tion and compromise, in order to tranquillize the 
< public mind, and to preserve the friendly relations 
‘of the two countries,” 

I beg leave to state that, at the time I addressed 
the Senate on this subject originally, I indicated my 
purpose of offering an amendment to the resolution 
introduced by the Senator from Kentucky, I will 
now state that I consulted no member of the Senate 
or House; that there was no meeting, public or pri- 
vate; that the announcement of my Intention was 
before the arrival of the vessel that brought the 
Queen’sspeech, and the remarks made by her Min- 
ister in the British Parliament. The object that I 
had in view it is not necessary now to state. Be- | 
fore the debate is through, when other gentlemen | 
shall have assigned their motives for their course of | 


cause > A ; : 
action, if my health permits, T will assign fully and || 


honestly the motives tbat induced me to offer the : 
resolution. Every Senator will bear me out in this, | 
that I consulted none as to my eourse-—asked no | 


advice as to the propricty or impropriety of olfering } À l ; zot 
i| ethe success of the resolutions, m anticipation of 


that resolution, he writer of the article talks 
about its being the result of the determination of a | 


! segret caucus, held atthe British Minister’s own | 


table, with every loop-hole concealed, and a guard | 
around the house. Well, the public mast, at all į 
events, give this writer some credit for his ingenu- | 
ity in fiuding out the proceedings of that mecting. | 
Ele is clearly an inventive genius, and a bold one. 


The public may, however, be guided somewhat in i 


determining upon the compensation to be rendered | 


L inform them that I never met the British Minis- 
ter either at his house or anywhere else; that I 
never dined with him; never visited him; have no 
acquaintance with him; never have had at any time 
since he has been resident in the city of Washing- 
ton. If he has given any public dinner during 
the winter, [have no knowledge of it. The writer 
says: 

‘This substitute for the resolations of the House, 
which, while they instructed the President to giv 
the notice, without specifying the time in which 
he should act, but which action was intended to 
be without delay, and at the same time while ad- 
mitting the question to further negotiation, em- 
phatically, by the circumstances of their adop- 
tion, forbade compromise, and instructed the Ad- Í 
ministration against it; this substitute, we say, 
was the bantling of a seeret intrigue; was to be 
passed through the Senate with as little delay as 
eould be avoided; and with the speed of locomo- 
tives and British steamers, was to be despatched 
to the Lords and Commons of England, as an 
earnest of the pacific policy of the people of the 
United States, and their avowed intention, by the 
use of the ‘compromise’ phrase, to concede to 
the British Power a portion of territory which 
the American Executive had proclaimed to the 
world was ours by a title ‘clear and unquestion- 
able,’ and to which the mover of the substitute 
‘himself had said the claim of the United States | 
“was the strongest.” 

I do not mtend to comment on the first part of | 
this extract, except simply to express my surprise | 
that such a writer could ever tell any truth before 
getting through a sentence. A great many men I 
dare say did not consider—do not conceive now— 
that the resolution gave instructions to the Presi- 
dent that he should not compromise; but I will not, 
as I have said, comment on that at present. ‘* The 
bantling of a secret intrigue.” I have already sta- 
ted, that without any conference with any human 


being, I indicated my purpose, and would have 
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“Resolved, That notice be given, in the terms of 


knowing whether it was acceptable to him or not, 
I did not offer it. ‘The bantling of a secret in- 
trigue.” The only caucus I attended was one sub- 
sequently held; with the view, as I supposed, to 
agree upon a proposition by which the objections 
of some at least might be obviated. Since that 
time, I have been too unwell to attend even the 
Senate. The writer continues: “ It was to be pass- 
ed through the Senate with as little delay as pos- 
sible,” &c. Every word untrue. There was no 
such understanding, and that every Senator knows. 
If there had been an understanding—if there had 
been a secret intrigue, and the handing was to go 
out by the British steamer, wouldn’s we have 
| known each other better? Wouldn't the Senator 
from Kentucky have been prepared to accept my 
resolution without delay? Wouldn’t it have been 
acted on atonce? When the Senator from IHinois 
{Mr. Breese} asked to have it laid over till the 
following Monday, did I not yield atonce? Some 
of us, according to this writer, did not understand 
the bargain. Ñ repeat, that if the writer of this 
article seeks notoriety, he is certainly entitled to 
infamous notoriety in an eminent degree, and all 
who sec this article, and couple his name with it, 
will know that he does not deserve the favor of an 
honest man. He says farther: 

“ Since then a more complete understanding has 
‘been effected, Caucus meetings have been held; 
“the principle vfaction laid down; votes counted, and. 
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‘final action, confidently counted on. But what is 
‘more astonishing, and showing how false-hearted 
‘some of our American Senators are, while seeming- 
‘ly contending for the interests of their country and 
‘the welfare of its people—how traitorous they dare 
i ébe in secret collusions with our hereditary enemy 
i¢—alf these intrigues to force the Administration 
‘into compromise—all these plots to abandon our 
‘native sol—these bargains to disgrace the Amer- 
| jean nation, and of their substance fill the maw of 
‘the rapacious British lion, were canvassed and ar- 
‘ranged at the British Minister’s own table, within 
‘the lapse of a few days, where a meeting for this 
‘ specific and express purpose was had, attended by 
‘all the loyal advocates of’ the British claim who are 
‘comprised in the Whig ranks of the Senate, with, 
Sas we said above, afew exceptions from the West, 
‘of men who could not in their hearts become the 
t plotters of treason against their country.” 

All false. I merely repeat that I never attended. 
my caucus but one; that was at the request of the 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Hannecan.| If there 
vere any others, I had no intimation of them. E 
vive made these remarks—so far as I am concern- 
rd—on this article, too infamous almost to be read 
anywhere. The whole conception of the article 
sould never have entered into the mind of 'any man 
with a particle of patriotism, or the smallest rem- 
nant of virtue. He says: ‘On this occasion, dis- 
| ‘graceful to the name Republican, which one party 
‘to this dinner-table compact assume, the whole 
‘strength of the compromise party was counted and 
‘ascertained; their firmness in the crisis was pledg- 
‘ed for, and Minister Pakenham, the representative 
‘of the British Government, put in possession of 
‘all ‘Her Majesty’s’ party strength within the walls of 
‘the American Senate! Can the American people 
‘he made to’ realize this most infamous fact?” 
Could any honest American citizen throughout the 
land have believed that any man could get into the 
editorial chair in the city of Washington, connect- 
ed with any paper of the least respectability, who 
would be capable of giving such a barefaced false- 
hood to the world! Is there a man, woman, or 
child, living East, West, North, or South, whose 
mind could possibly have conceived that there 
could have been found a man so destitute of pa- 


| 
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“slow to believe that American Senators can be | 
‘found so thoroughly lost to duty, to country, and | 
‘to self, as to enlist as the partisans of a foreign 
‘enemy, in its diversified intrigues and corruptions 
‘against their own Government.” 

He speaks about the corrupt political atmosphere 
here. It is certain his presence does not add to 
its purity. ‘The author goes on: 

“ We know that in some quarters we shall sub- 
«ject ourselves to denunciation for this indignant ' 
‘exposure; but that denunciation will be most im- ! 
‘potent compared with the avalanche of scorn and | 
‘contumely that will fall upon the recreant Sena- 
‘tors who perpetrate this dishonor of their coun- | 
try.” 

“In some quarters!” Yes, he may well antici- 

ate his fate. He will be denounced by every 
1onest man in the world. There is not a man in 
the Senate, no matter what may be his opinions in 
regard to this question of Oregon, but must and 
does from his soul condemn such a libel on this 
body. 

Ido not know how the Senate will vote on the 


amendment I have proposed; and I said at the || 


time I introduced it that, provided the notice was |; country, he shall be known throughout the land as 


} aman branded in the forehead as a libeller of the 


I 
f 
| 
j 


given, I did not particularly care in what form it | 
should be done. But now, I confess the form | 
seems to me of somewhat more importance. If I | 
may judge from the views and opinions which | 
have been expressed, I am inclined to think that | 
two-thirds of the Democratic Senators on this floor | 
will show by their votes that they are in favor of | 
a compromise short of the line of 549 40’. 
(Mr. Hanneean here expressed dissent.] 
Certainly over half will do so. The gentleman | 
from Indiana shakes his head; but I tell him again j 
that a majority of this body are in favor of a com- | 
promise. The gentleman still shakes his head 


ry, was supposed to have taken place, that gentle- 


i 
| at ma 
| 


y have been‘the driving back into the ranks 
of recreant Democratic Senators, by coupling them 
with the British Minister in the foul and false 
charge here made. Another purpose may have 
heen to give a significant caution to the Executive; 


writer considers as his “mission.” I have done 
with the article and with its author; I have done 
with him from this time out: no matter what he 
may say or write. I know that there is no such 
thing as reaching the heart or conscience of such a 
man. To correct either I have not the remotest 
hope; the attempt will prove utterly in vain; for 
no living man could sit deliberately down to write 
| such a tissue of falschood as this who had one sin- 
gle particle of conscience left within him; at least, 
| if he has, it has never come out. The editor or the 
| up the writer, is himself responsible for the article) 
| is entitled to all the notoriety which he will obtain. 
His name, or at least his production, will be well 


and if these remarks of mine shall go before the 


Senate; as having written an article, every para- 
graph, and line, and word of which (save the reso- 
lution which he quotes) is utterly false, and the 
writer of ita LIAR. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN here rose and said: I did | 
not Intend to have said a word on this subject, but f 
in consequence of the reference made to me by the | 
Senator from Georgia, I feel constrained to make | 
a remark or two. Long before any of this imputed 
corruption, intrigue, and conspiracy, and treache- | 


man had a conversation with me at a much earlier 


in token of his utter incredulity. Very well, sir; : 
we shall see. And the Senator may rely on it 
that when we come to voting, the fact will turn out. | 
to be so. The writer goes on to say: 
«Devoted to the principles and measures of this | 
¢ Administration, we can do no Jess than warn the | 
‘friends who elevated it to power, and who now 
‘repose not only hope but confidcuce in its strength 
“to consummate the great ends of its election, 
“against the imminent dangers that now surround é 
‘and speedily threaten to ingulf it,’’ 

I suppose, of course, that after this the Admin- 
istration will need no premonitory word from me. 
Because we differ among ourselves as to what it 
will be best to do, this writer says: 

“We say to the Democracy of the States, your 
t Administration is at this moment in greater per- | 
‘il than ever before. This is the crisis of its fate. | 
‘Ifthis combination between the British Minister, | 
tas one party, anda few recreant, Democratie Sen- | 
‘ators, joined with a majority of the Whig Sen- 
“ators, succeeds in its settled plot, the Admiris- 
‘ tration will be driven from its mission, its policy | 
‘will be defeated, its strength prostrated, confusion | 
‘will reign triumphant, President Polk will be left 
‘without a party, and British rapacity will feed upon 
‘American treachery, Let the Democracy look 
‘well, then, to the evil days that are upon them, 
‘and to the evilend that is impending.” 

Now, I would barely inquire whether this editor 
has any privilege on the floor of thishody? Ha 
he a representative here? 


j 
i 
l 
j 
i 
i 


thin these |! 
walls. But the President need not be alarmed—he | 
will find himself sustained in adopting a moderate 
but just course, effectually sustained by a majority | 
here. H 

The article closes by the emphatic warning, “Look | 
to the Senate!” 


body; they expect from us not only prudence and | 
ability, but they give us credit for patriotic inten- | 
tions. No matter what may be our differences of | 
opinion as to the particular measures which it may 
be proper to adopt, the people still look with confi- | 
dence to the action of this body, because they trust | 
the patriotism of our intentions. I therefore, for | 
one, can have no objections that the people should | 
be exhorted to “ Look to the Senate.” 

And now, as to this whole article: for what pur- | 
pose it has been written and published I leave for į 
the editor in any future publication of his to tell | 
out. One object in view, and, as I take it, the | 
principal object, has been notoriety-—of how envia- | 

le a charācter I will not say. Another end aimed | 


i 
t 


i ter had been allowed to 


io 


pa 


: obliged to say how long. 


Sir, Í believe the people of this |: 
country have long been accustomed to look to this i 


period respecting some modification of the resolu- 
tion before the Senate, which he wished to make 
acceptable to me; and, finally, I think T may say 
weeks hefore his resolution was offered in the Sen- 
ate, he placed the substance of it in writing in my 
hands for more mature consideration, So it is 
perfectly evident, as he has stated, so far as my 
testimony availed, long, long ago he contemplated | 
the movement which be subsequently made. I did 
not intend to have said a word on this subject more 
than this, and should have been content if this mat- 
pass entirely unnoticed by 
the Senator. Yet T confess I had some little doubts 
whether it was not due to the public that some- 
thing should be said upon the subject, and whether | 
honest people at a distance could possibly imagine | 
that any one here witnessing the proccedings of 
the Senate, and, as might be supposed, to some 
extent, personally acquainted with its members, 
could publish without more foundation—without 
ome foundation—such a gross aspersion, I did 
oubt that perhaps we rely too confidently upon 
that just estimate whieh I think the people ought 
to form, and which I flatter myself they do form, 


and last, though not least, to aid a majority in Con- | 
gress in driving the President into that which this | 


writer (and I suppose the editor, if he does nat give | 


known from one end of this. Union to the other; | 


H 
H 
H 


f the Senate. Still, in common with the Senator, 
nd every other member of the body, I felt that | 
there might be some litle humiliation in the neces- | 
sity of making such a notice. Now that the sub- 
ject has been noticed, and the article denounced as | 
entirely groundless; now that we have been brought 
up to this subject, it seems to me that the public į 
ouglit to be assured that there is no earthly ground | 
or warrant for the imputations cast upon this body. | 
Sir, T have heen for a long time connected with | 

i 

{ 


this honored body. I almost would regret to be | 
I have participated in | 
its controversies, shared in its courtesies. I have i 
been, as of course all are, personally acquainted | 


| with every man here for the last twelve years, and | 
i 
s! 


many who were here before. A body, so fara 
relates to patriotism, devotion to country, of repu- 
| tation more perfectly unsullied, never graced, in 
| my opinion, the political institutions of any coun- 
try. Sir, 1 feel that the Senate of the United States 
i has earned a reputation, a confidence with the peo- 
ple of this country, not to be sullied, not easy to 
be shaken. So far as my judgment goes, it is a 


served by this honorable body; and if there bea 


j 
[i 


| imputation and slander as this, coming from any 


quarter, shall cast the slightest blemish on that 


reputation, we owe it not so much to ourselves— || Oswego county, New York, praying an-ap 


each one can stand up for his own reputation—as 
| we do the public whose great interests are connect- 
| ed with a confidence in the Congress of the United 


possibility, the remotest possibility, that such an ` 


confidence well founded, entirely merited, and de- ; 


i 
i 


1 


iy 
i 
i 
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States, and each branch of ‘it, to repel.the 
tion. There is not, so far as I kno} 
plausibility for the imputation up 
members of this body, or the body: 
not to make any of these remarks, but simply to 
confirm—so far as reference was made to ‘tne-—the 
statement of the honorable Senator from Georgia: «.. 

Mr. ALLEN moved that -the ‘petition’ of the 
Wyandotte tribe of Indians, presented by him a 
few days since, and laid upon the table, be refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. °°." =: 

Mr. SPEIGHT presented resolutions passed-by: 
the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, pray- 
ing a grant of certain inundated public lands. in. 
that State, to defray the expense of reclaiming 
them, and that the board of police of Adams coun- 
ty, in said State, may be authorized to make such 
disposition of the sixteenth section, or school lands 
of that county, as will best promote the object of. 
the appropriation; which were laid on the ‘table, 
and ordered to be printed. ae 

Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of dele- 
gates from the northern counties of Ilinois, pray-. 
ing that the right of way over the public lands may 
be given to the Galena and Chicago Union rail- 
road; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. f i 

Mr. EVANS presented the memorial of Samuel 
R. Reed, a soldier in the late war with Great Brit- 
ain, asking a pension; which was referred’ to the 
Committee on Pensions. a aoe 

Mr, CHALMERS presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, praying ` 
a grant of inundated lands to defray the expense 
of reclaiming them; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

Mr. C. also presented a resolution passed by the 
same body, in favor of a grant of land for the im- 


|| provement of Pearl river; which was referred to the 


Committee on Public Lands; as also was a similar 
resolution presented by Mr. Spricur. 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Mississippi, praying the re- 
moval of obstructions in the communication be- 
tween the Mississippi river and the Gulf of Mex- 
ico; which was referred to the same committee, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a memorial of the same body, praying a 
reduction of the price of the publie, lands in that 
State; which was referred to the same committee, 
and ordered to be printed. a 

Also, a memorial of the: same. body, praying a 
grant of public lands, for improving the navi tion 
of the Honochitio river, in the State of] ; 
sippi; which. was. referred. to: the Committeé-on 
Public Lands, and. ordered. to. be printed.’ 

{A message in writing was received from the 

President of the United States.] : 
Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the memorial 
of Menemon Sanford, praying compensation. for 
certain mail service; which was referred to. the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ARCHER presented three memorials of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying a reform of the nat- 
uralization laws; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial upon the same subject, from 
a convention of citizens assembled at Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania; which was ‘referred to the same 
committee. i 

Mr. DIX presented two petitions of citizens of 
Niagara county, one from citizens of Monroe coun-. 
ty, and. one from citizens of Seneca county, New 
York, praying the abrogation of certain treaties 
made with the Seneca Indians; which were refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian. Affairs. : 

Mr. R. JOHNSON presented the memorial:.of 
mechanics and laborers in the navy-yard at Wash- 
ington, praying remuneration for losses sustained 
by them in consequence of being thrown. out of 
employment by the sudden suspension of the works. 
in 1843; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. porru 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of the corporate. 
authorities of the city. of Rochester, New „York, - 
praying the construction of fortifications. at the 
mouth of the Genesee river; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 


Mr. D. also presented the petition o 


f citizen 
appropria: 
tion for the improvement of the navi of the 
Sheboygan river, near Lake Michi 
referred to the Committee on Comm 


| 


i 


1846. 


„Mr. D. also presented the petition of the assignee 
of Taylor, Little, & Co., importing merchants of 
New York, praying the payment of interest on an 
amount of duties illegally exacted of them by the 
collector of that port; which was referred to the 
Committee. on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. D, further presented. the memorial of S. D. 
Dakin.and others, praying that the Secretary of the 
Navy may be directed by law to contract with them 
for the construction of a sectional dry-dock at the 
several naval stations, agreeably to a plan proposed 
by them; which was referred to the Committee on 

aval Affairs. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
George G. Glazier and others, praying a reorgan- 
ization of the navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Florida, in relation to the cultivation of 
tropical plants; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of importers 
and dealers in steel, of Bristol, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that steel may be admitted free of duty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of the legal 
representatives of John Anderson, deceased, pray- || 
ing compensation for the destruction of his property |] 
by the enemy in 1812; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CORWIN presented the. resolutions of the | 
Legislature of Ohio in favor of the construction of 
a canal around the falls of the Ohio river; which 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of Nathaniel 
Wright, of Cincinnati, praying the payment of a} 
treasury tole, parcheeed oy him without knowledge | 
of its having been fraudently obtained after can- | 
eellation; which was referred to the Committee of | 
Claims. | 

Mr. BARROW presented the petition of Alex- | 
ander D, Peck, praying the confirmation of his tide 
to a tract of land; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a resolution passed. by | 
the Legislature of Alabama, in favor of the estab- | 
lishment of a post-route from the State line post! 
office to Clayton, and a mail-route from Jackson- 
ville to Ashville, in said State; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also a memorial of the above body, praying a 
reduction of the price of the unsold public lands in 
the State of Alabama; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Alabama, praying that the reserved lands 
in the St. Stephen’s lund district, in that State, be 
offered for sale; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

_Also.a.memorial of the same body, praying an | 
extension of the right of pre-emption to certain set- | 
tlers on. the public lands in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- | 
dered to be printed. 

Also a memorial of the same body, praying the 
establishment of a national armory at Tuscaloosa, 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Militaty Affairs. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the memorial of Mar- 
garet C. Brown, widow of Thomas Murray, Jr., 
deceased, praying. compensation for the services 
of her deceased husband, as clerk to a delegation | 
of Cherokee Indians, while negotiating a treaty | 
with the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following res- 
olution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of di- || 
recting by law the survey, and offer for sale as || 
soon as practicable, of the public lands on thei! 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the peninsula of Flor- | 
ida, and the islands and keys of said State below 
96° 30’ of north latitude, and of making a special 
appropriation for such surveys. f 

Vir: PHELPS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to:. i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of au- 
thorizing the commissioncrs appomted by virtue 
of the act entitled **An act for the more conve- į 
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nient taking of testimony and bail in civil cases | 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be autho 
ized to employ an additional laborer for the re- 
mainder of this session, if, in the opinion of the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses, it shall be 
found necessary ; and that he be paid the usual al- 
lowance for similar services. 

Mr. BREESE moved that the resolution be re 
ferred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr, ARCHER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire whether any and what al- 
terations are necessary in the law regulating the 


compensation of the clerks of the distriet and eir- | 
| it courts of the United States, and limiting the 


amount of the same, and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 
Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON, from the Commit- 


tee of Claims, reported a bill for the relef of John | 
Jones; which was read, aid the accompanying re- || 


port was ordered to be printed, 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ine | 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill from the» 


House of Representatives to regulate writs of error 
and appeals from the district court of the United 
States for the middie district of Alabama, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, reported 
the bill to change the time of holding the Federal 
courts in North Carolina, without amendment. 

Mr. A. also, from the sane committee, asked 
that said committee be discharged from the farther 
consideration of the memorial of Franklin Whit- 
ney, and thet the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents; which was avrecd to. 


Also, that said committee be discharged from ; 
the further consideration of the memorial of the i! 


heirs of Daniel P. Tompkins, and that the same 
be referred to the Committee of Claims; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Richard S. Coxe; which was 
read, and the accompanying report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Also, a joint resolution for the relief of Charles 
J. Sibbald; which was read, and passed to the see 
ond reading. ‘The accompanying report was or 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Harriet L. Catching; which 
was read, and the accompanying report was or- 
dered to he printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from 


the Committee of 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Asa An- i 


drews; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. ‘The accompanying report was ordered 


to be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the trans- 
mission of goods, wares, and merchandise, through 
the Indian territories; which was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- | 


sions, reported a bill for the relief of Geo. Went- 


| ling; which was read, and passed to a second read- 


ing. 


“Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- | 


val Affairs, submitted adverse reports upon the pe- 
titions of Carey H. Seely and Mary D. Wade; 
which reports were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. F., also, from the same committee, reported 
abill for the relief of Thomas Brownell; which was 
read, and the accompanying report was ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary, reported back, without amendment, the 
joint resolution to provide for the better preser- 
vation of petitions and other documents of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
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| the bill to provide for the confirmation of certain 
| settlement claims in the St. Helena land district, 
Louisiana; which report and the accompanying 
papers, were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill to amend the act approved 
June 17, 1844, entitled ‘* An act to provide for the 
` adjustment of land claims within the States of Mis- 
; souri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, and in those parts 
of the States of Mississippi and Alabama south of 
the 31st degree of north latitude, and between the 
| Mississippi and Perdido rivers.” 
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s. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
| exhibiting the quantity of vacant public Jand on 
! each side of the Pearl river, within five miles of the 
me; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. R. JOHNSON moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order of the 
| day; which motion was agreed to. 


| 
i SPECIAL ORDER— OREGON, ETC. 
{ 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
|! of the special order, being the Joint Resolution of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, proposing to 
give notice to Great Britain of the intention of this 
; Governinent to annul the treaty for the joint occu- 
pation of the Oregon territory, and the Resolutions 
of Messrs. [IANNEGAN, CALHOUN, CRITTENDEN, 
and Corauirr, having relation to the same subject. 
; Mr. EVANS, who was entided to the floor on 
| this question, rose and said that the resolution now 


under consideration, and which had engaged the 
‘attention of the Senate for many days past, pro- 
posed to authorize the President of the United 
1 States to give notice to Great Britain that the con- 

vention made in 1818, and renewed and indefinite- 
Ty extended in 1827, respecting the claims of the 
two nations to territory on the northwest coast, 
i should be annulled after the expiration of twelve 
months. This is a step (said Mr. E.) which is 
i agreed on all hands to be of a very decided cast. 
The Senator from New York who first addressed 
us on this subject, [Mr. Dix] as well as the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,} both regarded it 
iu the same manner, and both said that very im- 
porumt consequences were likely to flow from it. 
The honorable Senator from Michigan, though he 
does not say that if this measure is adopted war 
i wil be inevitable, yet does say that the United 
| States cannot recede after the notice is once given, 
| and, in his judgment, Great Britain will not. And 
ij though war may not be inevitable, yet he sees no 
i way in which it can be avoided, Now, though 
l war be not certain, yet, ifin any remote degree the 
i adoption of this measure is likely to lead to an 
|l event of such momentous importance, then cer- 
i tainly it becomes us to weigh the whole subject 
i with the utmost deliberation and care; and those 
ji who ask us to take so decided astep—a step which 
‘may lead to such important results—it seems to 
me, are bound to show, beyond all possibility of 
i doubt, that it is demanded by the honor and in- 
i terest of the country, and can be defended before 
| 
| 


i| the civilized world. . 

It is obvious that among those gentlemen who 
are friendly to this measure—a measure which, to 
i the people of this country, is pregnant with such 
i| consequences for good or evil, and which goes so 
li essentially to change the state of our relations with 
‘| Great Britain—there exists very considerable dif- 
i| ference as to the grounds of giving the notice. The 
i! mover of the resolution himself, the honorable Sen- 
li ator from New York, the Senator from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. Cass,] the Senator from Minois, (Mr. 


9 
| Breesr,]and the Senator from Indiana , [Mr.Han- 
i NEGAN,] all said that this was but the first step in 
a series of measures which were to follow, and that 
we were to take this step in vindication of our title 
i to the whole of what they are pleased to term Ore- 
igon. The position of these gentlemen is, that, if 
| we shall give this notice, it is for the purpose of 

asserting and with the intention of maintaining our 
i title to the whole of Oregon up to the latitude of 
i| 540 40', ‘That there must be no compromise, no 
| adjustment of the difficulty short of that linc, nor 
| any negotiation for a compromise or settlement on 
| any terms short of a recognition of our title to the 
| whole country. The Senator from Ilinois, indeed, 
| said that the notice would not exclude negotiation, 
| but it was a negotiation in regard to the allowance 
li 
i 


| 
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to be made to the Hudson Bay Company and as 
to the time in which they shall be required to retire 


i 
i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 


All negotiation in regard to the line of boundary 
was, in the judgment of that Senator, wholly out 
of the question. Now, if this notice is to be thus 


construed as committing us to carry out the whole | 


series of measures in support of our title up to 54° 
40', then it seems to me that there are grave and 
weighty objections to it. 

On the other hand, gentlemen who insist that 
they are as much entitled to speak the views of the 
Executive as their brethren, tell us that the meas- 
ure is connected with no such purpose. These 


gentlemen tell us that the Executive has proposed ! 


this notice with a view to settle our boundary, and 
not with a view to assert our title up to 54° 40’, 


he has withdrawn the offer of 499, still cherishes 
the intention, if that offer shall be renewed on the 
part of the British Minister, or if circumstances 


shall arise rendering it proper for him to repeat the | 


chide ea Ree? j 
and relinquish their possessions in that country. 


offer himself, to accept that parallel of latitude; 
and that he wishes this notice, not for the purpose 


of insisting on our title to the whole country, but | 


with a view to the adjustment of our claims by 
compromise. If these gentlemen are correct, and 
that is the end sought by the Executive in this 
measure, then it ismuch less objectionable. 

But we here stand deliberating on the measure, 
in entire uncertainty as to what is to be its effect. 
And here I think we might justly pause and say 
we will go no further ull we receive some distinct 
assurances on that subject; until we get from the 


Executive something plain and distinct as to what | 
is intended to be done with the notice if we shall | 


pass it. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Brersr] thinks 
there is no great diflerence among the various forms 
in which it has been proposed that the notice shall 


be given; but, for his own part, he prefers that |: 
form suggested by the report of the Committee on : 


Foreign Relations. He wishes the simple, un- 
qualified notice, unaccompanied by any expression 
of opinion. And he prefers this, because he goes 
for 54° 40' at all hazards, That Senator considers 


the proposition proposed by the Senator from | 


Georgia [My. Coraurrr] as very objectionable, 
and yet he thinks that no great harm can come of 


it, because the notice will still be given, and the | 
President will take good care that, under that no- | 
tice, our claims shall be asserted and maintained | 


to the whole country. Now, that is just what 1 
want to know. If the construction to be put on 
our passing a resolution for notice is to be that we, 
the Senate, are ready to stand by the President, 
and go for 54° 40! at all hazards, shall we vote the 
measure under that understanding? ‘The Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Haywoop,] on the 
other hand, tells us that he has no objection to the 
notice as it came from the committee, because the 
President is committed so to use the notice as to 
settle our difficulties. I want light; I want farther 
assurance how the notice is to be used if we pass 


it; and Iagain say that I might here pause, and | 


call on those Senators who represent the Adminis 
tration (if any such there be here) to tell us what 
are the purposes of the Executive; because, if this 
matter is to be 
be no negotiation or adjustment on the question 
of boundary, and the notice, according to the vi 
of the able and experienced Senator from M 
igan, [Mr. Cass,] 1s probably to result in sev 
the pacific relations of the country to Great. Br 


those who do not desire such a result would like | 
to know it, that they may govern their votes ac- , 


cordingly. 


acter, and likely to be productive of such results, 


ushed to extremes, or if there is to : 


i 


that our title is clear and undeniable to the whole $ 


country. The Senator from New York [Mr. Drx] | 


candidly confesses that he would not recommend 
such a measure unless he were under that convic- 


on that subject, we ought not to rush into such a 
crisis; that 1s the Senator’s own opinion. If, then, 
any gentleman shall think, though with all the dis- 
position in the world to uphold our title where it 
can justly be done, and with every hope that that 
title may prove the best in the world, that it is not 


so perfectly clear as it appears to other gentlemen | 


to bein regard to the whole territory, he would 
not be justified in taking such a step. 


i 


Į 


i : i! title to be unquestionable, but shrink from assert- 
and that all beyond 49° is to þe surrendered to |! 


Great Britain. They say that the President, though | 


| pacity, and is attempted to be justified by the most 


i we yield not to any right in Great Britain, but to 
| the rapacity and flagrant oppression of a foreign 


ulate the Government vigorously to maintain them. 
| T endeavored to impress both Congress and the 


| promptand decided action in maintaining the rights |i 


: gard to that on the northeast, I should be prepared 
| to go to the same extent these Senators do, and I 


i am bound to look to consequences. 


: which the whole country is to be thrown into a 


! fer, to agree to the latitude of 49° extended due 
; west to the ocean, and to give her two ports south 


© is only that strip of land lying between the Colum- |! 
i bia river and the latitude of forty-nine, being a 


; territory. This is the whole matter that separates | 
It is admitted that a step so marked in its char- | 
y i: negotiations had not been ended in August last—if 
is not to be justified except by a perfect conviction | 


It has been said here, over and over, that we 
must speak on this subject under great restrictions. 
Sir, [know the difficulties which surround us; but, 
by the blessing of God, no such dilemma shall pre- 
vent me from a full, frank, and independent ex- 
pression of my own views. J am unwilling to be 
eft where the circumstances of the present debate, 
thus far, would leave us. We are told by gentle- 
man on the other side that our title to every inch 
of Oregon is clear and unquestionable, and that 
nobody can or dare say aught to the contrary. 
And because, when this is said, we sit still and 
make no reply, our silence is thrown back upon 
us, and they say to us, You yourselves believe our 


ing it. And then the next thing is to assert that 
Great Britain has no rights in Oregon at all; that 
her presence there is an act of trespass and ra- 


atrocious and unfounded claim. . All this goes to 
the country, and we are charged with admitting 
that we have a clear title up to 54° 40’, and that 
the conduct of Great Britain is an open and undis- 
guised aggression, and yet that we sit tamely by, 
and, when stringent measures are proposed for a 
manly- assertion and maintenance of our rights, 


nation, from a dread of her power. Now, Iam 
not going to put myself in any such position. I 
will not consent to stand where such representa- 
tions would place me. 

On a former occasion where I believed our rights 
to be really involved, Į used my endeavors to stim- 


Executive with the propriety and necessity of 
of the country, If I now entertained the same 


conviction of the justice and validity of our claims 
to boundary in the northwest that I then did in re- 


would unite with them in recommending the same 
measures. But I have no such convietion, and I 


And now, after all, what is the controversy be- 
tween us and Great Britain? What is the mighty 
matter in dispute between us? What is it about 


state of agitation, and for which we are to risk a 
war? What is it? What does it amount to? 
Why, the Senator from Michigan tells us that it is 
no Jess than 12 or 13 degrees of latitude on the 
northwest coast—a region large enough to form 
nine large States; and he asks us whether we are 
prepared to surrender all this to Great Britain? I 
answer no; but that is not the matter between us. 
Great Britain has offered to accept the line of 49° 
north from the Rocky mountains to the Columbia, 
and thence to follow that stream down to the ocean. | 
She consents that we shall hold all south and east 
of that line. On the other hand we have repeated- 
ly offered her, and have recently renewed the of- 


of the line. | 
What, then, is the actual matter in dispute? It |) 


triangle extending along the Pacific two hundred | 
miles, and from the river to the ocean three hundred 
and fifty, containing in all, according to my com- 
putation, about fifty-eight thousand square miles 
of the very worst and most arid soil in the whole 


us. And we come nearer even than that, 


If the 
one or two more efforts had been made, we should | 
have come to a compromise on the parallel of forty- 
nine, with the navigation of the Columbia. Tf 


: such a settlement was attainable, then we are sep- | 
; arated only by the question of granting or refusing 
tion. Nothing short of it would, in his estimation, |: 
justify the measure. If, then, there are any doubts | 


the navigation of the Columbia river. And are we 
to run the hazard of a national collision, and all i 


the consequences which must attend it—for what? || 
i 


: river, from the sea, by Captain Gray, in 1792: 


For the right to navigate an unnavigable river, | 


i! west coast of North America (which gentlemen: of 
; late have chosen to call ‘‘Oregon?’) from three 


The Senator from New York who addresse 
last, [Mr. Dzcumson,] in the effervescence 
overboiling of his- patriotism, told.us-that hi 
ready to fight to-day to obtain.a country which: 
did not want-for our own citizens, but for the op- 
pressed people of Europe, who, some half century 
hence, might want a refuge there, Ifthe oppress-.. 
ed people of Europe:want a refuge on our north 
west coast, there it is open to them now, and so: 
likely to. be, plainly before them, with no obstacle: 
in the world. to hinder them. `` Lét them go and. 
occupy it to their heart’s. content; ee 

I have already said that I well know the condi- 
tion in which we stand here; but that shall not de- 
ter me from the fullest declaration of my sentiments” 
on the subject of our title. : I know that. weare 
charged with being regardless of our rights, if we 
refuse to goto the extreme verge of all that has 
ever been claimed for us in debate. If we intimate 
the slightest doubt of the validity of any and every 
claim set up on our side of the question, we. are’ 
British in heart; and we have just been admonish~ 
ed by denunciations coming in advance of what 
may be expected by Senators who dare to follow 
their own independent judgment. Ido not know 
but such vituperation and calumny may, in some 
quarters, have its effect. There may be some base 
enough to fabricate such 'slanders, and others fools 
enough to. believe them; but whatof that? Are 
we to regard miserable contemptible consequences. 
like these, or are we to go forward and do our 
duty, as in our best judgment we shall believe that: 
sound patriotism calls us? g Sety 

For one I will not sit here and be told, over and 
over again, that our title to 549.40" is'so. clear, so 
beyond all possibility of doubt or hesitation, that 
he who falters in maintaining it at once by the 
sword is recreant to the love of his country. I will 
not submit to this, though at the peril of all the 
obloquy which falsehood can cast upon me. Tt is 
because I do not agree with the Senator from New 
York, and the other gentlemen on that side of the 
chamber, that our right is so clear, so undoubted, 
so unquestionable as they think it is, that I am not 
willing to go to extremes in asserting and main- 
taining it. Tn examining the question I have not 
found anything to warrant mein that conclusion. 

And here J must say, that while I have listened 
to or read with the utmost atiention and patience the 
most, if not all of what had been said on the other 
side respecting our title to the whole of Oregon, F 
do not think the real difficulties on the question of 
title have yet been met or answered. agree with 
the Senator from Georgia. that,:before I can pro- 
nounce upon our title, however. anxious I may be 
that we shall be found to: be in. the right, I must 
first sec the objections. to that title fairly met; and 
this I have not yet seen. The argument, as pre- 
sented to us hitherto by our negotiators, rests on. 
general principles only. They ‘have: contented 
themselves with going into them without fairly 
meeting the real difficulty.in the case. There are 
great and grave questions of ae law and grave 
and great questions of fact to be considered. And 
when I am called to examine questions of public 
law and questions of historical truth, gentlemen 
rise here and tell me of the Baltimore convention, 
three-fourths of whom consisted of persons who 
have neither the time nor means to investigate such 
questions; and that they have resolved, and there- 
fore there is no longer any doubt or question about 
the matter. Standing here as I do under the most 
solemn responsibility, and called to act upon a 
question involving the dearest interests of my coun- 
try, and its pacific relations to the rest of the world, 
I may not adopt such crude and hasty conclusions, 


| There are grave difficulties in the way. . I do’ not 


say they are such as cannot be overcome; I hope 
they may; I believe they may: but by shunning 
all mention or discussion of them, we only seem to 
admit our inability to overcome them. ` a 

We derive our title to the country on the north- 


tinct sources. First, from discovery: and this hag 


two branches—first a discovery of the Columbia’ 


which none of us will want for half a century to $ second, from its headwaters; by Lewis and Clarice, 


come, 


this, are represented as making very *¢ 
speeches! : on : 


We must fight for it rather than give it | in 1803. Secondly, by the cession. of Li 
up; and that is called “ patriotic. And gentlemen |; by France in 1804. On the ground of d 
who are ready to plunge their country into a war || we can claim no more than the rive 
with the greatest Power upon earth for a thing like || and the cowntry drained: by it 
i patriotic” || This does: not go up even to 499, 
| ground we eantdain only as high: 


ana 


1846... 
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coast, and perhaps up to 51° in the interior, if any 
branch reaches.to that latitude. By the cession of 
Louisiana we get only up to.49°—not an inch be- 
yond... The third source of our. title, and that 
which covers all.the others, (and which is said not 
to be inconsistent with them,) is a grant by Spain 
in the Florida.treaty. This grant. gives us all’she 
claimed. on the northwest coast, and excludes Great 
Britain. at. once. . 

There are grave questions, which affect each of 
these grounds of title, and questions which must be 
fully. diseussed. before we are prepared to assert our 
title to. be clear ‘and unquestionable, There are 
very different degrees of validity in these claims— 
that derived from the Louisiana treaty is by far 
the strongest. 

As to the discovery of the Columbia, those who 
plead on our side say that Captain Gray was the 
first American citizen who ever entered the river, 
and I believe that such is the fact; I have no doubt 
ofit. And, in connexion with this fact, our ad- 
vocates lay down the doctrine of public law to be, | 
that the discoverer of a river in an unknown coun- 
try is entitled to the river and all the valley drained 
by its waters. Thatis the general principle; but 
then, under this general principle, there may be 
particular circumstances which draw the title un- 
der doubt. And first, this whole northwest coast | 
was discovered before Captain Gray entered the 
river. The particular spot on the coast where it 
empties into the Pacific had been seen and visited 
and. named.on the maps before that. One of the 
capes of the little bay into which the river disem- 
bogues had been seen and named, Cape Disappoint- 
ment, and the bay itself called Deception Bay. 
The question, then, arises, when a whole coast has 
been discovered, aud the discovering nation is con- 
sequently entitled to the country—when the mouth 
ofa particular river on that coast has been secn— 
whether the citizen who shall first actually enter 
the river makes such a discovery as entitles his 
nation to the whole country drained by the river? 
This comes in conflict with the other principle, 
that the discoverer of a coast is entitled to the 
whole country. Now, the river Columbia itself 
was seen, though not entered, in 1755, by the 
Spanish navigator Heceta, who was coasting in 
that quarter. He saw the river, he named the | 
capes, and so confident was he of his discovery, | 
that he laid down the river on the Spanish maps, || 
and called it the river St. Roque. But the exist- || 
ence of the river was known even before that, i| 
There are maps in existence. seventy-five years 
older than the voyage of Eleceta, where the river 
is laid down, and called the river of the West. In- 
deed, there seems to be an indication that the river |! 
had been ‘entered at that time; for the geographer 
who constructed the map marked on it how higi 
the tide ran up the stream; and though it may be |} 
denied that the River of the West is the river Co- |} 
lumbia, yet, both.in length and position, the river 
as laid 


own on the Spanish maps corresponds || 


| applied to Spain, England, and Russia for pass- 


| feud our title as so clear and unyrestionable as to 


: coast is 


with it very nearly. Itis said to have been dis- 
covered. in 1603 Aguilla. Here, then, is not 
the general question, whether the discoverer of a 
river in an undiscovered country is entitled to its 
whole valley, but whether, in a country actually 
discovered, a man who enters a river previously 
known does thereby obtain for his country a title 
to its valley? That isa question which has not 
yet. been discussed, and I should like to see the 
grounds that would be taken upon it. 

It has been put to us by our British opponents | 
that Gray was a private adventurer; that he com- 
municated to his Government nothing of his dis- || 
covery, nor claimed anything for himself on ac- i; 
count of it; in fact, it remained long unknown that 
he had ever been there. All he did was to solve |) 
the doubt whether the river could be entered, and 
put an end to the dispute whether there was a river 
there or not. -But Gray having communicated 
nothing to the American Government, and the Gov- | 
ernment having set up no claim from his discove- | 
ry, then came up the question how far we derived 
any title from the fact of his having entered the 
river? This is a question which stands in the way 
of our claim, as resting on general principles. The 
British say it constitutes an exception which takes 
this case out of the general principle. 

But then, itis said, that we havea right to the 
river on the ground of the discovery of Lewis and | 
Clarke. But here the question arises, Were Lewis 
and Clarke.sent into that country to.make discov- 
eries? Did they go there to take possession of the | 


: next step? 


! this title? If it be so perfectly clear, so far beyond | 
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country? Did they, as has been alleged, go down |, 
the river in order to carry out the treaty of Louis 
ana, and take possession of the Columbia valley 
under the treaty? _ Now, it is a notorious fact that 
the expedition of Lewis and Clarke had been | 
planned before we had any knowledge of the ex- | 
istence of the Louisiana treaty, and therefore it | 
cannot be said that they were sent to execute the | 
Louisiana treaty, when the instructions under 
which they acted were given to them before that 
treaty was known. 

There is another thing which throws doubt on 
this part of our claim, and which we should carc- | 
fully and thoroughly examine before we take step 
that may plunge the nation into war. I have seen 
a fact stated in a book, written apparently with a | 
view of maintaining the soundness of our title, by | 
a Mr. Robertson, a gentleman whom I do not per- , 
sonally know, but who, as I understand, is con- 
nected with one of the Departments of the Gov- | 
ernment, and written in a spirit which abundantly | 
exempts him from all imputation of partiality to | 
Great Britain. The writer docs not give his au- 
thority, but he says, speaking of the exploration 
by Lewis and Clarke, that the object of their cx- 
pedition was not to make discoveries, but that it 
was purely commercial—for the purpose of open- 
ing a trade west of our possessions, and that they 


ports, and actually obtained them. ‘The passage 
does not profess, indeed, to be a literal quotalion— 
that is, it had not the usual marks of quotation, but 
is introduced as a trauseript from the instructions 
given, and that at atime before we got Louisiana. 
If this be so, it entirely repudiates so much of our 
ground of title as rests upon the exploration of the | 
Columbia river by Lewis and Clarke. I do not: 
say that suelh is the fact : all J say is, that this isa 
grave subject for discussion. We may be able to 
answer the difficulty. We may say that, though 
these instructions were given before we had the 
knowledge of the Louisiana treaty, yet that the 
exploration is valid under that treaty, l hope it 
may turn out to be so; but without a fuller inves- 
ligation Lam not prepared to rush to arms and de- | 


set all doubt at defiance. 


ł will not do any such 
thine. T choose that those who are entrus 


ad with i 


| the duty of conducting our foreign relations shall ij 


first remove these difficulties out of our way, be- | 
fore they call on me to takea decided step which 
may lead to war, j 

Our next ground of chaim rests on the purchase 
of Louisiana. This is the best of the whole, and 
it is possible that this ground of ude may yet pre- | 
vail, provided the negotiations are conducted as | 
they should ke, ‘Che bounds of Louisiana on the | 
north and on the west have always been matters of | 
doubt aud uncertainty. fit be true that Louisi- || 
ann extends to the ocean, then the country on the | 
early ours, and our title to it is wood. | 
These are strong arguments upon our side whicl 
have not been used by our diplomatists. Ut is said 
that by the treaty of 1763 Great Britain relinquish- 
ed to Mrance all her claims west of the Mississippi; 
but claims to what? Claims to the whole country 
as far as the Pacific; or only so far as the line of 
the french posi ons? Here is another question 
which may give rise to discussion. Our claim, 
therefore, even under the Louisiana treaty, is not, 
in my view, so perfectly clear and unquestionable 
as to justify usin going to war for it, ull all other 
possible expedients shall have failed—every one of || 
them. We must try to obtain it peaccably, if that |i 
be possible; but if, after all our efforts, we cannot | 
do this, then comes the question, what shall be our 


But now comes in the title most relied upon by | 
those who go up to 54° 40; and that is, the title | 
under the Florida treaty, in which were ceded to 
us all the rights of Spain north of latitude 420, ;! 
This is held by some gentlemen to be a claim so 
obvious, so clear, so unquestionable, so far beyond 
everything like honest doubt or hesitation, that we 
ought forthwith to fly to arms and enforce its ac- || 
knowledgment. But let us look at it. What is || 


the reach of anything that can possibly shake it, it 
seems to me that some of those eminent men. to || 
whom our negotiation has been intrusted, whose 
deeds adorn the pages of our history, and whose | 
characters elevate the American name, must have 
been all utterly false to their trust; because, in view | 
of a right clear as the noonday sun, they have been |i 


j of the country. 


ready to compromise those rights, to yield up a 
ortion of the territory, and, m the language of 
ome very emphatic gentlemen, ‘to dismember the 
Union.” Can this be possible? The very fact 
vould seem, in my view, to be sufficient in itself to 
throw a strong doubt over our right to anything 
beyond the latitude of 499. By exhibiting such an 
xtraordinary confidence in this ground of title, 
nd by being ready to go to war in support of it, 
ve do seem to cast an imputation on the intelli- 
gence or the integrity, not only of those negotia- 


| tors, but all the Congresses since their time. I 


ask, then, what is this title of Spain north of the 
latitude of 499? What is the language of the treaty? 
The treaty was entered into that we might get 
Florida; that only was the original object of it; for 
we had no disputes with Spain about tle northwest 
coast. But we put into the treaty an article by 
which Spain relinquished to us all her “rights, 
claims, and pretensions”? to the country on the 
coast of the Pacific north of latitude 420. Now, 


|| mark the difference in the language applied to 


Florida and the northwest coast. Spain cedes to 
us Florida out and out. She gives us a perfect 
ile; she talks nothing about ceding rights and 
ums, but she makes to us a warranty deed; but 
when she comes to speak of her lands on the Pa- 
cific, then she cedes to us all her “rights, claims, 
and pretensions.” If she had stopped atthe word 
“rights,” it would have meant something; but the 
word “claims” weakens the meaning. She calls 
her rights “claims”? only; and then, just as if her 
claims were good for nothing, she speaks of them 
as mere ‘pretensions. If by the deed we get 
nothing better than mere claims and pretensions, 
we may well doubt whether we can say that our 
title is clear and unquestionable. 

In our pleading with Great Britain, we take on 
ourselves to make out for Spain an undeniable title 
on the northwest coast up to 4° 40', and further 
north than that. Well, before we can make good 
her tide, we must go back to the discussion of 
prior discoveries, and all that, I grant Spain had 
the prior discovery. Great Britain herself does 
not deny this. She admits to Spain the general 


l! discovery, but denies to her the minute investiga- 
i tion of the particular features of the country. 


ut 
we stand on the general principle of the law of na- 
tions, that a discoverer is, under all circumstances, 
entitled to all he discovers until he meets another 
who has a better title. Omitting settlement and 
possession, we go on mere discovery, and on that 
ground maintain our title against possession, set- 
Uement, occupancy, and everything else, . This is 
claiming a great deal, and, for one, Å doubt whether 
we can maintain it. At allevents, it is a question 
to be discussed. We plant ourselves on the naked 
general principle, and on that alone; Great Brit- 
ain chums against it actual possession and occu- 
paney, 

But there remains a more serious difficulty still. 
Long before Gray entered the Columbia—long be- 
fore the Louisiana treaty, or the Spanish cession 
in the Florida treaty—this matter of the right of 
nations to territory on the shores of the Pacific had. 
been a matter of discussion and controversy, and 
had well nigh Jed to war; and it was then settled 
in a manner which we cannot disturb. And we 
have avoided the question. We first impute to 
Britain the assertion of claims and rights which 
she does not assert, and, when we upset these, we 
think we have established our title. We speak of 
her as claiming exclusive title and jurisdiction on 
the northwest coast; we upset that daim, and then 
we suppose we have established our own claim be- 
yondall question. Great Britain has never, to this 
hour, set up a claim to exclusive sovereignty, title, 
or jurisdiction on that coast; on the contrary, she 
disclaims and denics it. She says to Spain that 
Spain has no exclusive tide or jurisdiction there; 
and she says just the same to us. Not that she 
has any herself, but that no Power whatever has 
it; but that the country is open to all the world. 


| The Senator from New York [Mr. Dickinson] 


did not make quiteso greata discovery as he thought 
he did. He brought us a document to show that 
Great Britain disclaims the exclusive sovereignty 
It was very good proof of that; 
but, if he- had asked any British negotiator, he 
would at once have told him the same thing. She 
claims the use of the country for her subjects. 
She says to us, and to all other nations, “While 
‘I do not claim the exclusive possession of the 
‘country, neither shall you; J demand the free use 
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‘of it for my subjects; you may have the same jj 


t for your citizens; so may all others.” 
I was surprised that the Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Dix,} who discussed the question of | 
title with so much accuracy and general fairness, 
denied that Britain had any rights in the country 
because Vancouver said that he was not making 
discoveries for the exclusive benefit of England, 
but for that of all the nations of the world, Spain 
included. He said this in 1793. Because of this, 
he denies that Britain has any rights there at all. 
That is not the way to argue. We are not to im- 
pute to her setting up what she disclaims and de- | 
nies, because we can demolish itif she did. We 
must meet her claims as she presents them. What | 
is her claim? When we-claim exclusive jurisdic- | 
tion and title, she denies our right to it; but she 
does not say thatshe has it more than we. But | 
she says this: “I have rights there which your 
claim of exclusive sovereignty will destroy.” 
is a curious fact that none of all our negotiators 
have asked her, “ What are your rights on that 
coast??? That is a question which never has been 
asked; but we went at once into our title to exclu- 
sive sovereignty, because that would cover the 
whole. The rights she claims there are the rights 
of trade and settlement for her subjects, without 
interfering with the settlements of others. "Those 
are her rights; and we are to diseuss them and dis- 
pose of them before we can say that our title is 
“clear and unquestionable.’? That is her claim. 
How did she getit? You know when we have 
claimed under Spain we have gone into her rights 
by discovery. But Great Britain says that she, 
too, made discoveries there. And thus she adds: 
‘If this question of title was to be settled on 
grounds of mere discovery, then we should set up 
such and such facts.” But she has nevera ved 
that she acquired a title to the country by discoy- 
ery. Never, She has adduced her discoveries 
only to refute our claims under Spain. She never 
has claimed exclusive rights in any part of the ter- 
ritory. She claims the rights of commerce and 
trade there in common with all the world, and of | 
settlement where prior settlement has not been | 
made. 


j 


i 
i 
i 
{ 
i 


But it is said that she claims this by virtue of |; 
conve- j 


the treaty of Nootha Sound, and that tha 
tion was of a character that caused it to be termi- 
nated by the subsequent war of 1796. 

The Nootka Sound convention grew out of cer- 
tain rights on the part of Great Britain which ex- 
isted long prior to the formation of that convention. 
Gentlemen bad talked about certain concessions on 
the part of Spain, certain benefits which had been 
conceded to England in the Nootka Sound conven- | 
tion; butit would be remembered that that conven- 
tion was ended by the war of 1796. ‘he honor- 
able Senator from Illinois (Mr. Breese] said, the 
other day, that there was no sort of difficulty in 
understanding the terms upon which that conven- 
tion was formed; and how did he understand it? 
‘That there were privileges and rights conceded by 
Spain in that convention—a convention which was 
terminated by the breaking out of the war? Ac- 
cording to his construction of that treaty, it went 
upon the principle that Spain did not possess sov- 
ereign rights within the country, although that was 
what Spain asscrted; and tlfat assertion was very 
nearly the occasion of producing a war. 

Now, let us look (continued Mr. E.) at the his- 
tory of events. Several English vessels were cap- 
tured by Spanish authorities; and yet we find that | 
Spain is the complaining party. She demanded | 
satisfaction for the intrusion committed by British 
subjects upon what she claimed to be her soil. 
What said England? England was in a ferment. 
All parties were indignant at the loss of her vessels, 
and the capture of her crews. 
had jurisdiction of the case, gave up the vessels, 
and made reparation for their seizure. Why was | 
not England satisfied? What further ground of 
complaint had she? England was not satisfled be- 
cause Spain set up a claim to exclusive sovereign- 
ty over the territory. All parties in England were 
united in opposition to these claims on the part of 
Spain. They were unwilling to submit to them, 
and they were excessively indignant at the com- 
mission of what they considered a gross outrage 
upon the persons and property of British subjects. 
Itis not enough, said they, that you release our 
men; you must make atonement for violated hon- 
or; you must make atonement for the insult which 
you have ‘offered to the British flag. 


it |! 


| Vancouver say, in 17 


i me 


The Viceroy, who || 


ido we find to be the 


said, what were we going to war about? 


But the gentleman. says that England acknowl- 
edged the sovereignty of Spain in the convention 
of Nootka Sound. My own reading of the con- 
vention is, that concessions were mutual. . The 
subjects of both Powers were, under it, entitled to 
certain rights; no greater privileges were granted 
by England to Spam. than were granted by Spain 
to England. So much for the stipulations. of the 
convention. Now, looking at the preamble, what 

rinciple wpon which that 
convention was founded ? The preamble set forth: 

“Their Britannic and Catholic Majesties, being 
‘desirous of terminating, by a speedy and solid 
‘agreement, the differences which have lately 
‘arisen between the two crowns, have adjudged 


| ‘that the best way of atiaining this salutary object 
| © would be that of an amicable arrangement, which, 


‘setting aside all retrospective discussion of the 
‘rights and pretensions of the two parties, should 
‘fix their respective situation for the future on a | 
‘basis conformable to their true interests, as well 
“as tothe mutual desire with which their said Ma- 
‘jesties are animated, of establishing with each 


| “other, in everything and in all places, the most 

i!‘ perfect friendship, harmony, and good correspon- 
‘ ” 

! < dence, 


That is to say, Spain and Great Britain mutual- 
ly agreed not to sct up any claim derived from any 
prior right, but, waiving all prior considerations, 
they provided merely for the guidance of the two 
parties for the future. What was the condition of 
the parties at that time? Spain asserting her sov- 
ereignty, yet entering into a treaty by which she 
repudiated her claim of sovereignty. Well might 

793, | make not discoveries 
y jor England, but for the common ben- 
efit of all the world—for Spain among the rest. 
That was the principle. Well, how was the conven- 
tion of Nootka Sound treated in the British Parlia- 
? The Opposition of the day complained of the 
British Minister beeause he had not got enough of 
concession, Low did he defend himself? He 
Spain 
has set up aclaim to exclusive sovercignty, and 
she now admits us to equal participation, repudi- 
ating and abandoning her claim to exclusive sov- 
ereignty, leaving the country open for the occupa- 
tion of all nations. What more, then, do we 
require in the way of concession? We have es- 
tablished the great principle, that the northwest 
coast is open to all the world, Well, when we 
bring up the old Spanish title, Great Britain 
meets it by producing this convention, and the 
point to be cxamined is the principle upon which 
that convention was founded. 

If Spain had exclusive rights, she abandoned 
them; and this she did before our title was made. 
Now, I want to know, if Spain, having struck her 
flag in 1795, having left the ground and never ap- 
peared there since, our title, derived from such a 
source, can be pronounced to be a perfect title, an 
indisputable title, a title that would justify us in 
going to war to establish it? This is the view of 
the question which I want gentlemen to take. Eng- 
land claimed long before the formation of the Nootka 
Sound convention, and her claim was recognised 
by that convention. She sent her first discover- 
ers to the unoccupied shores of the Pacific for the 
purpose of taking possession; and she maintains, 
upon principles gf international law, that such is 
the character of the claim which she asserts that 
it is not to be superseded by any other in exist- 
ence. ‘This is a matter which I commend to the 
attention of gentlemen who suppose that our title 
is perfectly clear. Let not gentlemen content them- 
selves with imputing to Great Britain the desire 
of setting up a fictitious claim; let them not con- 
tent themselves with assuming ours to be admit- 
ted, when, to say the least, it may very reasonably 
be impeached by the abandonment of the country 
by those from whom we claim to derive our title. 

It was asserted by our negotiators, at the time 
of the formation of the convention, that the country 
was open for settlement by all nations of the world. 
When Russia asserted her claim, we repelled that 


exclusive 


i 
1 


which the Nootka Sound convention established 


And so, in regard to settlement, to which gentle- 
men attach. great importance, a temporary and 


assumed it asan incontrovertible fact that no Euro- 
| pean nation had made any permanent settlement 
i until after the last voyage of Captain Cook. We 


claim, and took the ground that the principle | 


was, that there was no exclusive right on her part. į} 


sparse settlement, what did we say to Russia? We | 


started with this idea, and maintained with: 
title against Russia. How did we treat the tille-of: 
Spain? We treated it with entire disrespect. We: 
were ready to agree, and did agree with Russias ' 
that Spain had no exclusive right; ‘that the north- 
west coast was open. for the occupation of all the: 
world, and, being: open to all nations; owe wére:! 
ready to ratify certain rights between Russia 
ourselves. We ceded nothing to. Russias 
ceded nothing to us... But we agreed with her’ 
we would not settle north of 54°.40!, and ‘she: . 
agreed that she would form no: settlements south: 
of that line, recognising the principle that title was: 
to be acquired by settlement. ; E Aan tit 
Great Britain does not deny that we may acquire; 
a good title by settlement; and after the abandon- 
ment by Spain of the country fora ‘period jof 
twenty-five years, we having in the meantime 
done no more towards perfecting a title to the por- 
tion of territory which is chiefly in. question than 
has been done by others, gentlemen now say that. 
our title derived from Spain isa good and valid 
title, and that we must go to war, and fight all the» 
world in support of that title. It is, it appears: to: 
me, to say the least, exceedingly rash. tis a 
hasty and unadvised conclusion, . Our title beyond 
the latitude of forty-nine I will not say is absolute: 
ly a conclusive title; I think there are doubts, the 
more especially when we consider that when we. 
acquired that title from Spain. there: were existing 
incumbrances.. The question between Great. Brit- 
ain and Spain was not merély about the capture ‘of 
a ship or two; it was. the first practical assertion 
of aright on the part of Spain, and Great Britain 
was prompt to meet it, and that right was never 
re-usserted. Are we willing, then, to go forward 
and assert a right which Spain herself relinquish- 
cd? Are we prepared to fight for such a claim? 
But I have occupied more time than T intended 
upon this point, and I will proceed to other branch- 
es of the subject. : 


By the Nootka Sound convention itself, it is said 
Great Britain has no right to make settlements south 
of Nootka Sound, or rather, south of any existing 
settlement of Spain, My first answer to this is, 
suppose Great Britain had no right to make settle- 
ments there, how does that carry us up to 54° 40's 
Nootka Sound being but little above 49°? . I think: 
that gentlemen will be a good. deal troubled to de-, 
monstrate that our right is extended by the negas: 
tion of the right of Great. Britain... Before wé:pro-., 
ceed to assert our exclusive title and to fight forit, 
I would desire to see this difficulty removed: -T'he 
Senator from: Illinois [Mr. Bresse] endeavored to 
demonstrate that, upon:principlés which Great Brit- 
ain herself established, she has-no:right; ‘that She: 
is by those principles cut off from all right. The 
first of these principles is:the grant: made:to: Vir- 
gima. By this grant, the Senator maintains’ that 
she is now estopped from claiming any right: Why, 
Great Britain made this grant toher own subjects: 
She gave them territory extending to the Pacific 
ocean; but, instead of this being any waver of her 
right, it is the very strongest evidence in her favor. 

Does the Senator suppose that when she grants 
a title to her subjects, she surrenders her jurisdic- 
tion? Does he suppose that she is thereby estop- 
ped from setting up any claim; that because she 
| recognised the independence of a part of her colony 
she is estopped from asserting her claim to the re- 
mainder? If Spain had done on the Pacific coast 
what Great Britain did on the Atlantic—if she had 
founded colonies and perfected her title by complete 
occupation, the case would be very different... But 
this she never did. We had a difficulty with Spainy 
which was terminated by the treaty of 1795; that 
was a treaty establishing limits, but it was.confined 
to this side of the Mississippi; and this: being so, 
what becomes of our title derived from Spain to 
territory lying westward of that river? Isa grant: 
applying to territory on this side of the Rocky. 
mountains to be conclusive of a right apon: the: 
other side? ` 4 R 

Mr. Evans here gave way 
journment. : 

And the Senate then adjourned. 


to a motion for ad: : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE! 
Monpay, March 9,.1846. 
The Journal of Friday- was read and 
The SPEAKER: announce i 
business of the day would be 
for: petitions: onn 20 


1846. 


THE MADISON PAPERS. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE, by leave, from the Select 
Committee appointed .to inquire into the expedi- 
ency. of providing for the purchase and publication 
of. the writings of James Madison, late President 


of the United States, presented the following report 
and bill: p 


The committee appointed to. inquire into the ex- 
pediency of providing by law for the purchase and 
pubheayen of the writings of James Madison, late 

President of the United States, not heretofore pub 
lished, beg leave to report, in part, that, they have 
made inquiry respecting the manuscript. papers re- 
ferred to in the resolution of the House. They 
find that these papers are in possession of his ven- 
erable. widow, to whom they were bequeathed, and 
who, thus possessing the property in them, has 
alone the right to dispose of them. Teis her wish 
to dispose of them for a fair consideration, and she 
expresses the desire that the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States should become the purchaser. Thecom- 
mittee cannot forbear to say that, in their opinion, 
it is a natural and commendable desire, consider- 
ing the agency which Mr. Madison had in the for- 
mation of the Constitution which binds together 
these States into one great and. powerful confede- 
racy; and considering, also, the public relation 
which for so long a time he sustained to the Gov- 
ernment. of this Union. This bequest can alone 
become advantageous, and thereby fulfil the affec- 
tionate purpose of the testator, by a sale of these 
papers. 

ooking at the spotless character and eminent 
abilities of the author—viewing his disinterested | 
peor. and constant devotion to the welfare of 
his country—regarding his useful public labors | 
and the favorable opportunities enjoyed by him to | 
acquire and impart information, by venson of the 
conspicuous and important stations which he oc- 
cupied-—it would seem unavoidable that the high- 
est interest should be excited in reference to all his 
productions, and that there should be a strong de- 
sire on the part of the general community for their 
publication. Believing, therefore, that the people 
of the United States would be gratified, and that 
such publication would be extensively useful, your 
committee do not hesitate to recommend the pur- | 
chase in the most decided terms, and for that pur- 
pose have herewith reported a bill. 

It is deemed useless to raise and discuss the 
question of the power of Congress to make such | 
parce Congress has established a library, and | 

as procured on its account works both printed and 
in manuscript. The question is at rest. 

Your committee append to this report a memo- 
randum furnished them, exhibiting the character 
and arrangement of these writings, remarking that, 
should Congress make the purchase and direct the 
publication, the order of arrangement may be 
changed if deemed advisable, and such publication 
may embrace the whole or selections. ‘The entire 
writings, however, will be included in the purchase 
delivered. to. Congress, or to such agent as may be 
directed to receive and preserve them until the fur- 
ther order of Congress, and an absolute and un- 
conditional right thereto conveyed. Should the 
purchase be made, which the committee earnestly 
recommend, it is their intention hereafter to report || 
on the subject of their publication. 

Your committee will be pardoned for making, 
in this place, an allusion to a suggestion which has | 
reached them, that the purchase of the ‘‘ Madison | 
Papers,” so called, was intended to embrace all | 
the unpublished writings of Mr. Madison. To | 
show the utter. fallacy of such a notion, to make | 
manifest so entire a mistake, the committee re~ i 
spectfully refer the. House to the correspondence | 

| 
i 
| 
i 
t 
pi 
| 


and other matter prefixed to the ‘‘ Madison Pa- 
pers;’? and they will be excused for inserting in 
this report an extract from a letter of Mrs. Madi- 
son herself to the President. of the United States, 
dated November 15, 1836: i 
‘« However prevailing the restraint which veiled, į 
‘ during the life of Mr. Madison, this record of the | 
‘creation of our Constitution, the grave which has |! 
«closed over-all those who participated in its for- || 
‘mation has. separated their acts from all that is | 
‘personal to him or them. His anxiety for their | 
‘early publicity after this was removed, may be | 
‘inferred from his having them transcribed and 
‘revised by himself; and, it may. be added, the 
‘known wishes of his. Dlustrious friend, Thomas 
‘Jefferson, and other distinguished patriots, the | 
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| colony of Virginia; and, on the 29th following of 


i} the Government, under the Constitution, wisely, 


| {twas his satisfaction to know that our rights and | 


| treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of | 


‘important light they would shed for present as 
‘well as future usefulness, besides my desire to 
* fulfil the pecuniary obligations imposed by his 
‘ will, urged their appearance without awaiting the 
< preparation of his other writings.” 

Congress, by the purchase and publication, will | 
secure for the public library, and thereby for the | 
information and benefit of the whole Union, the | 
valuable writings of one of its most useful, virtu- | 
ous, and distinguished statesmen; and, in perform- 
ing this act of acceptable service to the country, 
will have the consoling satisfaction of knowing that, | 
consequent thereon, the legacy bequeathed to one of | 
the most excellent, mostesteemed, and most deserv- 
ing of American ladies, has become available and 
profitable to her, and will be thus made to con- 
tribute greatly to the comfort of her declining years. | 
Wor need any apprehension be entertained that, | 
by the purchase and publication, there will be re- | 
corded a precedent for dangerous example. What | 

l 
} 


other departed statesman ever vindicated principles | 
with such signal ability—ever administered the | 
Government with so much purity and success | 
amidst the most trying seenes—conducting his | 
country safely and gloriously through the perils of 
a war waged in defence of national rights and for 
the maintenance of national honor, and yet through- | 
out manifesting an invincible firmness, blended 
with mildness of character, and a remarkable ex- | 
emption from the bitter asperities of mere party 
feelings? i 
Mr. Madison was a member of the celebrated | 
convention in the colony of Virginia which com- || 
menced its session in the city of Williamsburg on | 
the 6th day of May, 1776. On the 15th of the 
same month he united in the adoption of that strong | 
patriotic preamble and resolution which formed the | 
ee for the motion in the Continental Congress i 
for the general Declaration of Independence. On 
the same day he united in the resolution for the 
appointment of a committee to prepare n Declara- | 
tion of Rights and a plan of government for the 
colony. On the 12th June, 1776, he united in the 
adoption of the Declaration of Rights, which, in: 
fact, was a Declaration of Independence by the 


the same month, gave his support to the plan of 
government, wherehy the colony of Virginia be- 
came a free, separate, and independent State. So 
that Mr. Madison, at a very early age, participn- 
ted in the formation of the first written systematic 
constitution, voluntarily adopted by a free people, 
ever exhibited to the world. He participated, lee 
and more largely, too, than any other member, in 
the formation of the Constitution which created 
this Confederacy, which assembles together the 
Representatives of all the States and all the people 
of this vast Union, and confers on Congress all the 
powers and authority it possesses, Tle administered į| 


purely, aud successfully. [twas his happiness, dur- | 
ing his Administration, to behold our victorious ban- | 
ners, and to contemplate the triumph of our arms. | 


our honor had become objects of respect, as before 
they had been of insult. [twas his enviable lot to 
live to an old age, universally admired and respec 
ed by the wise, the good, and the patriotic. At 
the period of his decease he was the last of the 
framers of the Constitution of the United States. |! 
It is not the Intention of the committee to recount | 
the long and arduous public services of Mr. Madi- 
son; but it is deemed not inappropriate to allude | 
to a few prominent incidents in his lite. And when | 
his countrymen may have the good fortune to | 
“look upon his like again,” then, indeed, the pur- | 
chase by Congress of the works of Mr. Madison | 
may not only be quoted as a precedent, but, as | 
such, may be safely and profitably followed. 


il 
il 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to D. P. Madison, 
widow of the late James Madison, former Presi- 
dent of the United States, out of any money in the | 


twenty-five thousand dollars, for the purchase of: 
all the unpublished manuscript papers of her hus- 
band in her possession, upon her delivering the | 
same to the Secretary of State, and conveying title | 
thereto to the United States, and describing the said 
papers in the conveyance made. 


The bill havi 


H 
been read twice by its title, was | 


BE. 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the: 


state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. J. McDOWELL, by leave, presented a 
preamble and resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio, requesting their Representatives and: 
instructing their Senators to use their influence to 
induce the General Government to take such meas- 
ures as will secure to the commerce of the Ohio 
river the free navigation of the Louisville and Port- 
land canal, and also to procure an appropriation of 
money for the constraction of a canal around the 
falls of the Ohio river, on the Indiana side, of suf- 
ficient capacity to admit the largest class of vessels 
that navigate said river; which resolution was read 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PAYNE, by leave, presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Alabama, praying 
the establishment of an armory at Tuscaloosa, in 
said State; which memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DARGAN, by leave, presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Alabama, praying 
a reduction of the price of public lands; which me- 
morial was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ; 

Mr. D. also, by leave, presented another memo- 
rial of the Legislatūre of the State of Alabama, 
praying the extension of the pre-emption laws; 
which memorial was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFEF, by leave, presented a 
preamble and resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio, requesting their Representatives and 
instructing their Senators to use their best efforts 
to prevent the passage of any bill which may be 
introduced for the purpose of dividing the State of 
Ohio into two Federal judicial districts; which res- 
olution was read, and committed to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DARGAN, by leave, presented a memo- 
vial of the Legislature of the State of Alabama, 
praying the appropriation of a sum of money for 
the’ purpose of deepening the channel of Mobile 
bay and opening the Iberville river; which memo- 


i| rial was read, and referred to the Committee on 


Connneree, 

Mr. D. also, by leave, presented a memorial of 
the Lesislature of the State of Alabama, praying 
the establishment of a mail-route from the State 
line post office, by the way of the court-house, and 
through the Double Springs, in Cherokee county, 
to Elyton, in Jefferson county, passing through 
Ashville, in the county of St. Clair, in said State; 
aud also a mail-line of communication from Jack- 
onville, in Benton county, to intersect the afore- 
said line at Ashville, in the said county of St. 
Clair; which memorial was read, and committed 
to the Committee on the Post, Office and Post 
Roads. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the States 
in their order for petitions; and they were present- - 
ed from— 

Comecticu—By Mr. HUBBARD: A petition 
of citizens of Middletown, in the State of Connec- 
ticut, praying the immediate abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia; whieh petition was 


| laid upon the table. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. HERRICK asked and obtained leave to 
present the memorial of the National Reform As- 
sociation of the United States, and moved that it- 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
be printed. 

A division of the question was ordered. 

Mr. H., in offering the memorial, prefaced it by 
saying that the memorial was sent from the city of 
New York; that it related to the public Jands; that 
it was a question that had elicited of late much at- 
tention, and the reasoning of the memorial was 
clear that some action relative to this great inherit- 


i ance was indispensable; that speculators were now 


abroad, and the time was not distant when they 
would be engrossed unless speedy action be had. 
The memorialists desire that the public lands be 
held as they now are, by the whole people; and 


i! that any person who has no land be allowed to 


take and use a small quantity, and possess the 
right to sell at any time his improvements, but in 
no instance to seil to any person possessing any 
other land, and thereby raising up a great landed 
democracy; and that they earnestly request the 
punung. i 


472 


THE CONGRESSH 


The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands; but the printing was refased. 

Mr. McKAY offered a resolution, in the usual 
form, providing that all debate on the bill making 
appropriations for certain rivers and harbors should 
terminate on Wednesday at half-past two o'clock. 

Mr. TIBBATTS made a suggestion to substi- 
tute Thursday for Wednesday. 

Mr. THOMASSON moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. COBB moved to amend the resolution b 
striking out ‘* Wednesday’? and inserting “ Fri- 
day.” 

Mr. WENTWORTH was understood to sug- 
gest “Wednesday” of next week. 

Mr, T. B. KING made the motion which (it 
will be seen) had been previously made by Mr. 

prey y i y 
Tuomasson, that the resolution be laid on the ta- 
ble. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—-Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Bayly, Bell, Blanchard, Breckenbrough, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Buffington, Wiliam W. Campbell, | 
Carroll, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cummins, Garrett 
Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Edwin H. Ewing, Gentry, Giddings, 
Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Harmanson, Harper, 
Herrick, Miliard, Hoge, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, 
Leake, Lewis, Levin, Long, McGaughey, MeHenry, Me- 
Iivaine, Marsh, John P. Martin, Miller, Niven, Payne, Pen- 
dieton, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Rhett, Roberts, Julius Rock- 
well, John A Rockwell, Root, Runk, Russell, Schenck, Sea- | 
man, Seddon, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, Kraman Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Strom, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, Jacob ‘Thomp- 
son, Tredway, Trumbo, Wentworth, White, Wick, Win- 
throp, Wood, Woodward, Wright, Yell, and Young—90. 


ii 


NAYS-—Messrs, Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, | 
Benton, Biggs, James Back, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, William G. Brown, John H. Campbell, Clarke, / 
Cobb, Collin, Culom, Cumingham, Danicl, De Mott, Pil- 
Hingitun, Douglass, Dromgoole, Erdman, Faran, Fiektin, 
Goodyear, Grover, Hamlin, Henley, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Mdimund W. Habard, Hungerford, James 
B, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jolson, George W. Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Lawrence, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeClean, 
McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnetl, Joseph J. MeDowell, | 
James MeDowell, MeWKay, Barclay Martin, Moseley, Moule | 
ton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Perrill, Price, Reid, Rel(o, Ritter, 
Bawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Whea- 
ton, Williams, and Yancey—77, 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. TIBBATTS now called for the question on 
his motion that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON asked Mr. T. to waive his 
motion to allow him to introduce a bill to author- 
ize every poor man in the United States who is at 
the head of a family, to enter 160 acres of the pub- | 
lic domain “ without money and without price.” 

The motion was not waived. 

And the question being taken thereon, it was 
agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into Committce of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Tromas 
Smirna, of Indiana, in the chair. 

Mr. STANTON was entitled to the floor on the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. SAWYER made an effort to take up the 
bill from the Senate, providing for the raising of a 
regiment of mounted riflemen. 

Mr. J.J. McDOWELL made an ineffectual effort 
to take up the bill to protect the rights of American 
settlers in the territory of Oregon, until the termi- 
nation of the joint occupancy of the same, 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


The committee then resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers. 

Mr. STANTON, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee during the hour. He 
thought that extravagant opinions had been ex 
pressed on both sides of this question by gentle- 


À i 
men who had addressed the committee. On the one | 


hand, gentlemen had denied to the Government the 


constitutional power to accomplish any of the: 
works contemplated by the bill; on the other, it | 


was asserted that it was our duty to go much further, 
and we were invited to present objects of improve- 


ment from all parts of the country, and to swell i 
the appropriations toa much largeramount. With i 
d no sympathy. His | 


either of these opinions he ha 
conviction was that most of the objects contempla- 


ted inthe bill were highly important, and entirely 
within the constitutional pow 


| appropriations should be equally distributed over 
| the various sections of the country, in proportion to 
i the importance and the national character of the | 


| of gentlemen who took this ground. 


! colleagues upon this question, and to sce whether 


| for objects of internal improvements. 


, GLOBE. 


directed his argu- 
that some of the ap- 
‘ul policy ya! 


| and to this point maini 
ment. He thought, however, 
propriations were of a: i 
questionable constitutio: y 
be given-in the Appendix.] Beane ee ae 

Mr. AN DREW. I INSON then offered. the 
following, as a substitute for. the amendment’ of 
Mr. Crozier: pid eg ORE : 

‘ For the improvement of the Tennessée river. 
and its tributaries the sum of $500,000; one-half | 
of said sum, as above appropriated, shall be ex- 
pended between the city of Knoxville, in eastern 
Tennessee, and the head of the Muscle Shoals, in 
the State of Alabama; the other half above the 
city of Knoxville, upon the Holston, French 
Broad, and Nolichubky rivers; the sum, as above 
appropriated, shall be expended under the superin- 
tendence of five commissioners, whose appoint- 
ments shall hereafier be provided for, and their du- 
ties defined by law. 

“ For the improvement of the Cumberland river, 
in the State of Tennessee, the sum of $250,000; the | 
sum, as above appropriated, shall be expended be- | 
tween the mouth of said river and the Caney Fork, 
in White county, Tennessee.” 

He remarked that he did not intend to commit 
himself upon the constitutional question of internal 
improvements in offering this amendment. But if 
the Congress of the United States had the power |) 
| under the Constitution to appropriate money for the |! 
improvement of the Mississippi, the Ohio, or the 
Missouri rivers, they had the same power over the 


> 


i 
| 


| 


| 
| 
d 
i 
| 
| 
H 


appomtmenta in one county than the. whole State 
of Tennessee put together. ° ca f 
Mr. J., resuming. -his course: of ‘femark,. ex- 
plained the local bearing which. his amendment: 
would have upon. the interests: of that porton of, 
the State of Tennessee which he-had the honor to. 
represent, and advocated its adoption as calculated 
to advance and promote those'interests. | y o 
He hesitated not to avow. his conviction that if 
this policy of indiscriminate internal improvement 
were once opened—if the flood-gates were once 
hoisted, bankruptcy, indebtedness, and all the c: 
tastrophes which come in the train of such m 
ures, would ensue. This bill wasa combmation 
(accidental or intended) of measures which it was 
hoped would secure its passage, and would thereby 
enable a majority of this House to walk up to the 
i public treasury and take out millions upon. mil- 
| lions in an indiscriminate, and, to some extent, 
wholly unauthorized expenditure. Among its ad- 
vocates they found that Representatives from Hli- 
nois and Indiana occupied a prominent position, 
although he was happy to see one gentleman from 
Illinois orthodox and against this measure. If 
the legislation of Ilinois and Indiana was to be 
introduced into our General Government, let him 
ask every sober-minded man to what disastrous 
results would it not conduct us... They had at- 
tempted it under their State Governments, and 
had involved themselves thereby in large indebt- 
edness, and had exhausted their resources; and 
the same system adopted by the Federal Gov- 


Tennessee river; and justice demanded that their 


| 
f 
stand the metaphysical distinction which would |: 
mike one river a constitutional object of appropri- || 
ation by the General Government, because it waft- 
| ed acertain amount of commerce,and which would 
| declare another river out of the pale of the Consti- | 
tution, because its amount of commerce was a little 


| 


i 
i 


less. Where was the dividing line, he would ask 
He res! 
ferred to the magnitude, extent, and importance, |! 
in a national and commercial point of view, of the || 
Tennessee river, and urged that it stood on the 
same grounds with the Mississippi river. 
son. He wished to test the sincerity even of his | 
H 
| 
this amendment would be met by sneers and taunts | 
here from those gentlemen who believe that this | 
Government has the power to make appropriations 
And he re- 
pudiated the system of log-rolling which had been 


i th 


| 


But he offered the amendment for another rea- H 


ernment would necessarily lead to the same cons 
sequences, There was not money. enough’ in 
the whole world successfully to carry on. and 
complete all the schemes of internal improvement 
that had been commenced. The States were now 
indebted to the amount of $200,000,000, with their 
resources all exhausted, and failing to pay the in- 
terest on their bonds. If they were now to turn 
cir eyes on the General Government, and the 
eneral Government were to hold out to them the 


| facilities necessary to carrying on and continuin 
i the scheme, what an amount of indebtedness woul 


be heaped upon it! And how would it be relieved? 

By repudiation, it was suggested by him; he had 

been in hopes, however, that the days of the bank- 

rupt law were passed, Let the States thus become 

dependent on the General Government, and the 

sovereignties of which this glorious Union is com- 

posed would soon_sink into. petty corporations, 

dependent on the Federal power, the recipients of. 
the bounties and favors of. this Federal Govern- 
ment; and it would become a great consolidated. 
power, around which, as satellites, the States would 

revolve, receiving from it their light, heat, and mo- 

tion. Were we prepared for such a state. of things? 

Was the Congress of the United, States ready to 

adopt a system which would’ bring along with it 

so disastrous a catastrophe ? : 

This system of internal improvements had re- 
cently received an impetus from the assembling 
of the Memphis convention, at which a distin- 
guished statesman of the South had attended, and 
| who was claimed, in his speech upon that occa- 
| sion, (which was said to have been approved as 
, substantially true by himself,) to have conceded 


|| this enormous power to the Government, as well 


er of the Government, ! 


practised upon to some extent in former years—to | as the expediency of exercising it. Hence all 
gentlemen making their votes upon any appropria- || the powers of the Constitution were to be clearly 
ion asked for by others depend upon whether | leaped over, and broken down. But in that same 
hose other gentlemen would vote for appropria- || speech he stated that, for these improvements, 
i tions which they wished for their peculiar sections. | seventeen millions of dollars had already been ex- 
The only question was, Is it proper and constitu- || pended, and that these improvements were not 
tional to make the appropriation proposed? And no |! now worth one million of dollars, | . 
regard to what might be the individual opinions of , Mr. J. reverted to the nice distinctions which 
the gentlemen representing that particular section | were drawn between constitutional and unconsti- 
of the country should influence the vote. | tutional objects of improvements, and to the diffi- 
In reference to the lack of appropriations, under ,| culty of distinguishing between them. Day and 
this bill, for the State of Tennessee, Mr. J. noticed || night were the antipodes of each other; yet who 
the fact that Tennessee had no member upon the | could fix the dividing line between them?.. Who 
Committee on Commerce, (from whom it was re- | could tell the point where day ceases and night, be- 
ported,) and he digressed into a general review of | gins? So with these appropriations. _In.all-cases 
the composition of the standing committees of the | of doubtful power, then, considering this Govern- 
Elouse; commenting upon what he considered the © ment one of delegated powers, he was in favor of 
i Inequality of representation therein of the different |: deciding against them, and of referring: the- ques- 
‘| sections of the Union. In ihe course of these re- |, tion back to the people, the sovereign, source, of 
marks, i: power, for an enlargement of the Constitution, be- 
Mr. BRODHEAD inquired how it was with | fore coming to an affirmative. decision. . Overleap > 
reference to Executive appointments? Had not |, the Constitution once, and: it would. but. furnish 
Tennessee her full share of them? | a precedent for its. infringement. again when. Oc- 
_ Mr. JOHNSON replied, that from one county | casion required; -and soon-.it-would. be. trute: d 
in Pennsylvania there were eighty-odd Executive | away, and become as. valueless 
appointments. Pennsylvania had more of those i! which it is written. - ; 


i 
i 
i 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


ATS 


Mr. THOMASSON said “he ‘should not: have 
spoken upon this question. but: for the onslaught 
which had been made upon an appropriation pro- 

osed fora work in his districtthe Louisville and 
Portland canal... He should. not vote for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman who had just taken his seat, 
asit came here unrecommended, with no estimates, 
no ‘stirvey nor anything at all on which they could 
act advisedly or understandingly. -He should vote 
for the-amendment ofthe gentleman from 
see,:[Mr. Crozipr;] and he thought it ai 

waranty of the work. that 400,000° acres’ of land 
nad bëen appropriated ‘to ‘it, and that the fact that 
that appropriation had been sustained by the pres- 
ent President ‘of the United States should be suffi- 
cient evidence of its nationality among the friends 
of the Executive in this House. 

Referring to the remarks of Mr. Jonnson, he 
said they had heard all these horrors of bankrupt- 
cy, distress, and ruin predicted time after time upon 
this floor; and he told the gentleman he should 
vote for no appropriation, whether offered by him- 
self or any one else, that did not come in the class 
of regular national appropriations, recommended 
either by the proper department, and accompanied 
by the usual estimates and survey, unless the 
gentleman -himself offering it went for it. He 
had voted.on the same ground against an amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Tuompson] at the last session of $10,000 for Pass 
Christian, when the gentleman himself was doing 
all he could to kill the bill. If he could be influ- 
enced by any improper motive, he should be among 
the first to vote against this amendment; as the 
opening of the Tennessee river, which was urged 
as so Important, was the very thing which, if he 


were to consult only local and sectional motives, | 


he should dread, as coming in contact with chan- 

nels of communication opened and opening for his 

own State: He spoke of the railroad proposed to 

be constructed from the Falls of the Ohio to the At- 
` lantic. 

„Mr. T. passed on to the subject of the Lonis- 
ville and Portland canal, and expressed his regret 
that gentlemen—particularly the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Payne]—should have indulged in 
personal denunciations against the owners of that 
stock. 

Mr. PAYNE explained that he had certainly 
intended nothing personal in any of his remarks. 

Mr. THOMASSON resuming, considered that 
the gentleman had made use of the word swindling 
in such a manner as to be understood to apply per- 
sonally. The gentleman (he said) was radically 
wrong in all his charges against these gentlemen; 
in proof of which he entered into an examination 
of the manner in which that concern had been con- 
ducted, ‘showing that the company had charged 
nearly fifty per cent. less than they were authorized 
by law to do; that the managers were liberal, ac- 
tive, and energetic in the discharge of their duties; 
and that the complaints arose not from any abuse of 
theirs, but from the fact that the extensive commerce 


widow, a homestead not exceedin 
and sixty acres of public land.” 

The bill was read the first and second time, un- 
der the form prescribed by the rules. i 

Me: GORDON moved that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. McCONNELL. No, sir; no, sir. No lay- 
ing’ my bill on the table. Mr. McC. then moved | 
that the bill be committed; on which, Mr. Gor- 


committed. 


Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL said he wish- 
ed to move a resolution, which he felt bound to 
believe no member of the House would object to. 
His resolution was then read by the Clerk, as fol- 

ows: | 

Resolved, That this House will adjourn to-mor- 
row, (Tuesday, the 10th instant,) at three o’clock, 
in order to attend the funeral of John P. Van Ness, 
formerly a member of this House, and since Mayor 
of the city of Washington. 

The said resolution was read; and pending the 
question upon the same, 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following Petitions and Memorials were 


propriate committees: 


and 43 others of Carrol} county, Indiana, praying that the 


sage, in relation to the Oregon territory, may be carried out 
by Congress, and that steps may be taken to construct a 
railroad from the Mississippi river to the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia river: referred to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Wiliam King, and 
44 others, citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, re- 
meneteauiny against any alteration or reduction of the tui! 
of 1842. 

By Mr. I. R. MORSE: The petition of Alexander D. Peck, 
praying confirmation ofn tract of land in the parish of More- 


By M 
others, citizens of the State of Minois, asking an appropria- 
tion for the removal of the obstructions in the Des Moines 
and Rock River rapids of the Mississippi river. 

Ry Mr. J. DAVIS: The petition of Isaac Gness, of Atala 
eonnty, Mississippi, praying to be confirmed in the entry of 
certain Innds therein described: referred to the Committve 
on Private Land Claims, 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of the 
territory of Wisconsin, for an appropriation to remove ob- 
structions in the Des Moines and Rock River rapids in the 
Mississippi. The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, for an 
appropriation to make a road from Prairie du Chien to La- 
pointe on Lake Superior, The petition of citizens of Green 
eounty, Wisconsin, for n graduation of price of public lands, 
and extension of right of pre-emption. The petition of citi- 


kie, by the way of Grand river. The petition of citizens of 
Delevan, Wisconsin, for an appropriation on a road from 
| Racine to Detroit. 


IN SENATE, 
Tursnay, March 10, 1846. 


passing through that canal was liable to taxation, 
and that ofso enormous an amount. Mr. T. detail- 
ed many other facts showing the valuable nature 
of the stock of that company, vindicating the mode 
in which its concerns had. been conducted, and the 
motives and terms on which the stockholders were 
now willing to transfer their interest to the Gov- 
ernment, and strongly urging the propriety of re- 
Heving the commerce.of the West from so exces- 
sive taxation, amounting, as he contended, to a 
contribution tothe hational treasury, for the sup- 
port of the other:commerce of the country. He | 
also;.in-more:general terms, briefly advocated the 
importance of appropriations for the improvement 
of our great western highways of commerce and 
intercommunication, as demanded for the protec- | 
tion of the property and the lives of the citizens of | 
the-country.: - | 

"o Mr. BRODHEAD mađe an ineffectual attempt 
to lay aside the bill temporarily, and take up an- 
other oné which he indicated. 

The committee finding itself without a quorum, 
rose and reported that fact.to the House. 

‘Mr. MeCONNELL then said he rose to à priv- 
ileged question- Some time since he had given no- 
tice of his intention to move for leave.to introduce | 
a bill to provide a-home for every man, maid, wid- 
ow, boy, and girl, in the United States; and he now 
asked leave to introduce that bill. : 

No objection being made— ee 

‘He introduced his bill, the title of which is, “A 


|| not the production of mere politicians, whose busi- 


port from the Treasurer of the United States, ac- 
companied by statements of his accounts for the 


ending the 30th June, 1845, which was read. 
Also, a report from the Postmaster General of 


passed by the Senate, in relation to contracts for 
the transportation of the United States mail be- 
tween any of the ports of the United States and 
any port or ports of a foreign Power; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


territory. 

Mr. PEARCE said that he desired to make a | 
few remarks on this memorial. It was entitled to 
much respect. Itdid not utter the voice of faction. 
It did not speak the language of party. It was 


i 


| ness it is to arraign or defend the Administration 


i chiefly, if not wholly, with-a view: to their-own 
| personal advancement. It spoke the voice ‘ofthe 
| eople, as uttered in one.of their primary assem- 
| Pies, composed of men of both political parties, 
| met to exercise their undoubted right of examining 
| public measures, and declaring fully their opinions 

npon them. He:had said it was a meeting of both 


bill to grant to the head of a family, man, maid, or i 
g one hundred | 
t 


DoN not pressing the motion to lie, the bill was | 


presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- į 


By Mr. PETTIT: The memorial of Andrew L. Robinson į 


views ofthe President, as expressed in his late Annual Mes- | 


house: referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. | 
HOGE: The petition of Amos Stevens, and 79 | 


zens of Milwaukie, for a mail route from Detroit to Milwau- | 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- |; 


service of the Post Office Department for the year | 


the United States, in compliance with a resolution | 


parties, called by gentlemen of that party to which 
the President belonged; and so were all those who 
conducted the proceedings and debates on the oc- 
casion. He knew them all personally, and could 
vouch for them individually as men of intelligence, 
honor, and dignity of character. The gentleman 
who penned the memorial was a man venerable for 
his years, and all that could give dignity to char- 
acter or authority to opinion. He was the ardent 
personal and political friend of General Jackson. 
He had supportéd the Administration of Mr. Van 
Buren, and he was the supporter of the present 
Chief Magistrate of the country. The mass of the 
citizens was composed of the agricultural commu- 
nity, quite as respectable for patriotism, honesty, 
and intelligence, as those of any other rural dis- 
trict in the land, and as little likely to be affected 
by any dread of British power as by the rantings 
of political demagogues. ‘hey were ready to 
sustain the Administration in any just vindication 
of the undoubted rights of the country; but they 
were also prepared to hold it responsible, ifit un- 
dertook to involve the country in any unnecessary 
war. They believed that the peace of the country 
is seriously endangered by the condition of the 
Oregon territory. i 
These memorialists had not”failed to notice the 
declaration of the President in his Inaugural Ad- 
dress, that the title of the United States to the whole 
of the Oregon territory was “clear and unquestion- 
able.” Political supporters of the President, as 
they are, they express the startled surprise with 
which they heard that declaration, ‘They were 
not careless observers of public men and the pro- 
ceedings of public bodies. «They saw that the 
Message of the President declared: that all efforts 
at such a compromise as ought to be accepted had 
failed—that the demands of the British Govern- 
ment were wholly inadmissible-—that their rejection 
of our offer was satisfactory evidence that no prop- 
er compromise could be effected—that he had with- 
drawn that offer, and that the title of this country 
to the whole of Oregon was sustained by what he 
was pleased to term inrefragable facts and argu- 
ments, ‘Chey saw, too, that after this declaration, 
‘it was very difficult to perceive in what manner an 
i appeal to arms was to be avoided, since no com- 
i promise, such as ought to be accepted, could be 
| made; and that it was apparent that the question 
could not be settled except by one of two modes. 
| Their apprehension had been greatly increased 
[i 
| 
| 
| 


| 


when they found that one of these modes was 
snatched from them—when they perceived, from 
the correspondence, that the President had author- 
ized the Secretary of State to declare that he would 
consent to arbitration in no form in which it could 
be conceived, on the ground that. the territorial 
rights of the country were not a proper subject of 
arbitration. ‘These memorialists had studied the 
international law on this subject. They knew that 
i publicists declared that no Government was author- 
ized to appeal to arms, if all peaceful modes of ac- 
commodation had not been exhausted; and that, of 
these modes, arbitration was one; that it was a 
proper mode of settling disputes not involving 
rights essential to the existence of afation, or in 
cases where the claim of one party could not be 
onsidered anything but manifest and insincere 
pretences. These memorialists read and reflected. 
They knew all these principles of international 
law. They also knew that, in the early history 
of the country, many grave subjects had been re- 
ferred to arbitration, and all, except in one. case, 
were so adjusted. Three times had the territorial 
rights of the country been submitted to arbitration 


l 
| 
| 
i 
i 


j 


| 


i by the Government of the United States. That was 


done in 1794 under Jay’s treaty, relative to the 
boundary of the province of Maine. By the fifth 


ii section of that treaty, this question was referred to 


arbitration. So he called it, although it was a com- 
mission—it was entirely the same thing. By that 
section the Government of the United States agreed 
to refer to two commissioners, with power given to 
| them to select a third, and their decision was to be 
i final. The commissioners met, and, in pursuance 


i of their arbitration and decision, this country now 


hold title to a considerable portion of the State of 
Maine. So with the treaty of Ghent. The title to 
certain islands in the Bays of Fundy and Passama- 


| 
| 


H 


|| quoddy was doubtful; and it was agreed by the 


‘| Government of the United States and that of Great 
il Britain to refer the question to commissioners, and 
| their decision was to be final. A commission was 
|! accordingly appointed; and by their award the 


ATA 


THE 


March 10, 


United States now held these islands in the Bay of 
Passamaquoddy. ‘That was the second case in 
which a question involving territorial rights had 
been referred to arbitration by the Government of 
the United States. There were two other provis- 
ions in the same treaty for reference to arbitration; 
and by which the question of title to the islands in 
the river St. Lawrence was settled, and by which 
the United States hold all the islands there which 
now belonged to them. The other case was that 
of the northeastern boundary question, referred to 
the King of the Netherlands. Thus, under the 


Administrations of Washington, of Madison, and ! 


Adams, the question of territorial rights had been 
referred to arbitration, All these eminent men 
had adopted the principle repudiated and denied in 
the reply of the Secretary of State to Mr. Paken- 
ham. It would be recollected that the men who 
had thus acknowledged this principle were the 
most illustrious of their time—men whose po- 
litical purity, intelligence, and sagacity, could not 
be questioned—whose patriotism could not be stain- 
ed without disgrace to the national character. He 
certainly did not believe that the present Adminis- 
tration had purer patriotism than had these con- 
script fathers. ‘The memorialists had in view all 
these facts; and also the speeches of members of 
Congress. They had heard the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. Auten] declare that this question of title 
could not now be discussed—that it was too late to 
discuss it—that they were committed to the claim 
for the whole of the territory up to 54° 40'—that 
they were committed by the convention with Rus- 
sia in 1824. For his life he (Mr. P.) could not 
conceive how, by that convention, they agreed to 
give up six degrces twenty minutes of latitude; yet 
if the tide of Spain were good at all, that was just 
as much included within it as other portions of the 
disputed territory. 


Tt was said that they were also committed by the |; 


Baltimore convention—by the election of 1844—hy ' 


| 


| most disastrous effects... They regard the preser- 
| vation of peace as the true policy and glory of the 
country, not the martial- achievements apparently 
desired so ardently by many honorable gentlemen. 
They were disposed to inquire what are our rights 
in this territory; and in doing so they went. fully 
into the old Spanish title. ‘They were well ac- 
| quainted with all the negotiations that had taken 
place on the subject, and the treaties that had been 
made since 1818; and accordingly they knew the 
| fact that for twenty-eight years we have held this 
| territory in conjunction with Great Britain—a fact 
which they say they cannot but conclude is either 
an admission of some title on the part of Great 
Britain, or a proof of great delinquency in our 


fect title to this territory in 1818, the United States 
il were wrong in combining to rob a falling State of 
i her right, for it must, at all events, be admitted 
that the United States agreed to a division of it 


|; memorialists had examined all the principles of 
| national law in regard to title by discovery, occu- 
‘nation, and settlement. They said that for two 
| hundred years Spain never had a settlement on the 
if main land, cither by authority from the crown, or 
i the act of her subjects; and that there was one 
made under peculiar circumstances which was 
| abandoned afterwards; hence they have no hesita- 
tion in pronouncing this title, as derived from 
| Spain, as void and useless. They say they are 
| satisfied the question ought to be settled, and think 
| it can be settled; that it may be settled without der- 
| ogation of the rights of Great Britain or the United 
| States, without injury to cither, or involving us in 
i war. In this sentiment he concurred with the me- 
i morialisis. He believed that this matter could be 
i settled; and he would say further, that he trusted 
| if the Administration had taken any erroncous 
; steps, they would retrace them. He hoped they 
| would allow no phantom of false honor to lead | 


the declarations of the President—committed in | 
to say that the question had come down to this, į 
“ Llad we the nerve to maintain our rights??? 
begged pardon of the Senate for using that word : 
“perve.” It had been so bandied about tha 
chamber that he thought it was time for the lexi 
cographers to give them a few synonyms-—letting 


j 
| 

the word “nerve ” be hereafter in all time coming $i 
| 


consecrated to ridicule. The Senator from Ohio 
talked of preparing the hearts of the people for 


war 


To prepare the hearts of the people for war! The 


memorialists had heard the Senator from Ohio de- | 
clare that Great Britain was shorn of her military | 
strength; that her military force and resources were | 
reduced one-third; and that we could send a larger | 
naval force to sea than any she could immediately | 
send; that she was one of the weakest of the five | 
great Powers of Europe, because she was not able | 
to bear up against misfortunes and reverses. In all i 
this, the memorialists did not agree with the Sena- | 
tor from Ohio, and they think they should be false , 
to themselves and to their country if they encour- | 
aged such conclusions. 
them in their estimate of the military power of! 
Great Britain—that it is not such as represented by | 
the Senator from Ohio. Buthe did not think it! 
necessary to go into proof of this, because such rep- 

resentations would never beable to force themselves ` 


on the country, nor on the convictions of others, |; 


He | 


He (Mr. P.) agreed with | 


their country. And ‘as they can settle this ques- 
tion without injury to these interests, they will, in 
doing so, be sustained by nine-tenths of the people 
| of the country; they certainly shall have his sup- 
port. Hoe asked that the memorial be laid on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said he did not rise to reply 
at length to the remarks of the Senator from Ma- 
ryland, or to enter upon the discussion of the main 
i question presented; but simply to correct what he 
| deemed to be erroneous impressions of that Sena- 
| tor in regard to the convention executed in 1817, 
| and that of 1828, affecting the interests of Maine. 
| If he understood them rightly, they afforded no 
| precedent whatever for such an arbitration as is 
proposed in regard to the Oregon territory. He 
had not the treaty of 1814 before him, but he ap- 
prehended that the Senator from Maryland, on re- 
curring to the treaty of Ghent, under which this 
; commission of 1817 was appointed, would find that 
! a question of line, a question of boundary was pro- 
| vided for, and not a question of title. The line was 


l 
1 


| and the only question to be"settled was, whether 
| the running of that Jine left certain islands on the 
| American or on the British side. The title to the 
| territory was not submitted any further than it was 
| involved in the location of a line previously agreed 

upon. The commissioners had no power to create 


j 
| 
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rulers. They say, if Spain had a good and per- | 


|| while Spain was in possession of the whole. The | 


: > them astray to the injury of the true interests of | 
various other ways; and the Senator went on i 


agreed upon by the parties in the treaty of 1783; | 


perversion of right—of sacrifice of. titlé—was never 
witnessed. No, instead of this furnishing any ar- 
gument in favor of arbitration of the Oregon qués- 
tion, it should serve as an admonition ‘against’ it. 
So again as to the convention of 1827, by which 
the King of the Netherlands was made an arbitra- 
ior between England and the United States; by re- 
curring to its terms it will be found that the ques~.. 
tion of title was not submitted. His duty was 
simply to decide where upon the'face of the earth 
the line agreed upon in the treaty of 1783 would 
fall. And it willbe recollected that what- he called. 
his award in this case was set aside and disregard- 
ed by both parties. Why? Because he undertook 
to go beyond the terms of the submission and make 
a new line, when his power and duty was confined 
to the locating of an old and subsisting one. It 
was not for the King of the Netherlands to say 
whether our title was good or bad, or where a di- 
vision of the territory would be most convenient 
for the parties. Hence his award was set. aside 
| and disregarded. Itis submitted, therefore, to the 
| judgment of the Senator from Maryland whether 
he can fairly use this asa precedent for such a sub- 
mission as is now proposed in the case of the Ore- 
gon territory. : 

Mr. PEARCE had but one word to say in reply. 
The award of the King of the Netherlands was set 
aside because it did not decide the title. The Sen- 
| ator said that two islands’ had been lost by refer- 
ence to the commissioners. If so, the title must 
have been submitted. If Great Britain got the 
islands, he supposed she had some title to them, 
If not, why did they not go to war and reclaim: 
them? He was sorry that any fresh ingredients 
had been thrown into the discussion, on which he 
had then no design to enter. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of Ben- 

jamin Crawford, asking remuneration for the loss 
of property and imprisonment, in consequence of 
an arrest, by an officer of the United States army 
while trading with the Creek Indians, in 1840; 
which was referred to the Committce on Indian 
| Affairs. 
Mr. S. also presented the memorial of Jones, 
Baker, and others, praying payment of certain 
treasury notes purloined from the mail, and put in 
circulation, instead of being forwarded to the peti- 
tioners; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented§the memorial of citizens of 
Milwaukie, Wisconsin, praying the-establishment 
of a daily mail between Detroit and Milwaukie; 
which was referred to the Committee on ‘the Post 
Office and Post Roads. SER 
Mr. C. also presented the memorial of Jöhn 
Halbert, of Michigan, praying remuneration for” 
extra services as sub-Indian agent in the above 
State; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. ’ 

Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of mem- 
bers of the bar of New Jersey, praying the pay- 
ment to the district judges of that State of the un- 
expended salary of Judge Baldwin, late of the Su- 
| preme Court; which was referred to the Committee 

on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. DIX presented two memorials of citizens of 
Genesee county, and one of citizens of Onondaga 
county, New York, praying the abrogation of cer- 
tain treaties with the Seneca Indians; which were 


|, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


They regarded the Senator as they did other mem- | a new line, to examine the muniments of title, and || 
bers of Congress, as stimulating the people to a |) determine whether our title was good or bad. The 
course that would prove the most disastrous for || question for the commissioners to determine was || 
them. There had been speeches made here by grave | a geographical one merely. They were to ascer- || 
Senators, urging the people into the greatest of na- ;; tain and determine where, upon the face of the | 
tional evils—disgrace and war. They had read the |: earth, a line previously agreed on between England | 
extravagant heroics indulged in there in some of the || and the United States would fall. The duty was 
speeches; and were it not too serious a subject, one |: rather mechanical than judicial. They were sur- 
would be compelled to laugh at the extraordinary ; veyors, and not judges or arbitrators. But if this | 
rhetoric indulged in. One orator, in describing the |) was such an arbitration as the Senator from Mary- 
cagle, represented him as soaring far beyond mortal |! land supposes, instead of exulting over their ac- | 
vision into the blue empyrean, and then pouncing ;. quisitions under it, they should rather lament their į 
down on the British lion, making him spout blood |: losses. Jt should serve as a solemn warning to | 
like a whale. Sometimes, during the description, it |, them not to subject again their territorial rights to i 
became doubtful whether it was an eagle atall, but |, any such tribunal. Why, instead of gaining any- 
some obscene bird of prey. But all this has not di- | thing under that commission, they lost two of the ; 
verted the minds of the people from the consequen- |; most magnificent islands in the world—islands to | 
ces to flow from war. ‘They said, in their memo- || which their title was as perfect as it is to any one 
rial, that the present foreign relations of the country ‘| square foot of the whole territory of Oregon: he 


had excited a painful interest in the people of the | referred to the islands of Campo Bello and Grand 


Mr. BAGBY presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Alabama, praying an appropriation for 
deepening the channel of Mobile bay, and remo- 
ving the obstructions in the Iberville river; which 
was ordered to be printed, and so much of it as 
relates to deepening the channel of Mobile bay 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
the remainder was referred to the Committee ‘on - 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Hannah 
Peltz, heir of John Beardon, deceased, prayin 
compensation for property destroyed by the Unite 
States troops during the invasion of Florida ‘in 
1812 and 1813; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ` as a 

Mr. SPEIGHT, from the Committee on Public 
| Lands, reported back without amendment a bill 
appropriating alternate sections of the public lands 
for the improvement of Pearl river, ee 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Comiittée on the Ju- 


i 
i 
j 
j 
j 


aned States: They observed that it is the cause li Menan. In regard to the former, which wasgiven | diciary, to whom was referred the bill fr he 
of a wide-spread agitation, which, if not allayed by || up to England, one might stand upon the Ameri- |} House of Representatives to amend the aet ap- 
some unforseen events, will be productive of the i| can shore and toss a biscuit upon it. A grosser i proved 2d of April, 1844, entitled * Anwet directing 


s 
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the: disposition of certain goods, wares, or. mer- 
chandise,-seized for being. illegally imported into 
the United States,” reported. the same back to the 
Senate without amendment. =+. 

Mr, A. also asked that the.Committee-on the 
Judiciary be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of ‘the petition: of- Pearson Cogswell, -and 
that it be referred: to the Committee of Claims; 
which was.agreed to. - : 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the. Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a: bill for the relief of Joseph 
Wilson; which: was read, and the accompanying 
report. was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a bill making alterations in the pay 
department. of the army; which was read a first 
time, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. SEMPLE, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to remodel the 
consular establishment of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that the 
Senate. proceed to the consideration of the special 
order; which motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER-—-OREGON—-THE NOTICE. 
Mr. EVANS resumed his remarks, and after 


briefly recapitulating the course of his argument 
yesterday, he proceeded as follows: I think that 
these extreme claims which cannot be well main- 
tained, or have not been clearly established, if in- 
sisted upon, will have a tendency to weaken the 
claim to that portion of the territory to which we 
have a good title. If we thus intermingle the good 
and the bad, claiming that the one'is as strong as 
the other, the necessary effect must be to weaken, 
in the judgment of the world, our title to that por- 
tion of the territory to which we have a valid claim. 
[think the attention of the Government. should 
have been most directed to the title obtained by the 
cession of Louisiana. If it had not been run or 
driven off into the assertion that we had as good a 
right to the extreme limits which we claim, it would 
have been much more politic. I think we have a 
title by the cession of Louisiana, connected with 
the other public transactions already adverted to, 
upon which we can stand fairly before the world 
in the assertion of our claim to forty-nine degrees. 
The honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
a while ago, as I understood him in some of the in- 
cidental' discussions which came up here, said he 
did’ not'see why the parallel of 49° should. be se- 
lected—that it was an arbitrary line, and we might 
as well agree upon any other—that it was connect- 
ed with nothing, and had nothing to recommend 
its adoption. I do not so understand it at all. 
The parallel of 49° was an early established boun- 
dary between the British, French, and Spanish 

ossessions on this continent. It was no arbitrary 
ine. By the treaty. of Utrecht, negotiated, I think, 
in 1714; it was. apreed that ‘the commissaries—as 
they were then: called; commissioners is the term 
now—should establish a boundary line between 
the French and English possessions, and the 49th 
parallel was the line chosen. 

After we obtained Louisiana, we contended that 
this parallel-of 49° was the northern boundary of 
Louisiana, aid we claimed by it as such. Discus- 
sions arose between us and England on that point: 
and it so happened that twelve days before the 
treaty for Louisiana was signed, when it was un- 
known. to the American Minister at London that 
any such treaty had been made, we agreed on a 
convention with England fixing limits between us 
and her American possessions. By the treaty of 
peace in 1783. our northern boundary line was to 
run from the northwest corner of the Lake of the 
Woods (which was then. supposed to be exactly 


under: the -parallel..of 499, but. was subsequently | 


found to. be about.37’ further: north) westward to 
the Mississippi river: It was supposed by those 
who drew up the treaty that such a line would 
strike the Mississippi; but on actual survey of the 
country, it was found that none of the head-waters, 
of that great river extended so far north. What 
was the consequence? Great Britain said, as the 
treaty required the line to run ‘to the Mississip- 
pi;” in order to fulfil its conditions, the line must 
start at the- Lake of the Woods, and run. in the 
nearest practicable. direction to the waters of that 
river furthest north. To-this all agreed... Accord- 
ingly, the 5th article of. our treaty stipulated. for a 


line, not running on the latitude of 49°, but di- 


| tice, that what it seeks to terminate ought never 
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| verging to the south from it till it struck the north- 


ernmost branch of the Mississippi. This was twelve 
days before we got oar title to Louisiana. The 
British. treaty coming before the Senate, the ques- 
tion was, whether it should be ratified? It would 
cut us off from the latitude of 49°, and the Senate 
was in great. doubt on the subject. Finally, the 
treaty was ratified, with the exception of that arti- 
cle.. The ratifications, however, were never ex- 
changed. The year after, a negotiation was entered 
into by Mr. Monroe, who was then in England, 
in which he said to the British negotiator, ‘* True, 
we agreed before to a line south of 49°, because 
none other would reach the Mississippi river; but 
since then we have got the title to Louisiana, which 
extends up to latitude 49° as its northern bound- 
ary, and now we cannot consent to a convention 
on the former basis; we claim the country up to 
latitude 490.” Adhering firmly to this ground, we 
finally obtained it, and drove Great Britain back 
to 49°, as provided by the treaty of Utrecht, it 
being recognised as the northern boundary of Lou- 
isiana. 

Now comes the argument that Louisiana, while 
on the north it extended to 49°, on the west it 
went to the shores of the Pacific. The Senator 
from Illinois insists that it does, because Great 
Britain, by the treaty of 1783, relinquished all her 
claims to the territory west of the Mississippi river. 
She claimed all the country north of 49°, and if 
she can claim nothing west of the Mississippi, so 
she can claim nothing south of 499°. We may put 
this to her under the treaty of 1763, we may hold 
her to her own agreement, and insist that she shall 
not, go either west of the Mississippi or south of 
latitude 490. There lies the strength of our title. 
And so it should be argued; if it shall be, we shall 
see what she has to answer to our argument. 


This is the reason why the line of 49° was adopt- | 


ed, and why we ask that that line, extended to the 
Pacific, shall be assumed as our boundary. After 
we obtained Louisiana, Mr. JetYerson made a con- 
vention with England, by which the latitude of 49° 
was agreed on as our northern boundary, from the 
Lake of the Woods to the Rocky mountains. Why 
not extend the same line westward to the ocean? 
We desired this then; and Mr. Jefferson found 
much fault that it was not agreed to. The matter 


| was finally adjusted by the Senate, and then fell 


through. In every negotiation of ours afterwards, 
in 1818, in 1824, and in 1826, we always set up 
our claim, under the Louisiana treaty, to have this 
line of 49° extended to the coast as our northern 
boundary; and I think we may maintain our right 
to it. Itis certainly the strongest claim we have; 
and I think we may stand upon it before the world, 
If this shall be admitted to be good, we do not 
want any more. Why weaken our title by claim- 
ing more than we can fairly establish a title to? 
But, to go to some other matters which have 
been drawn into this discussion. T say that those 
who are in favor of giving this notice—who are 
for taking this prompt and decided measure— 
should assign some satistactory reasons for its 
adoption. Why should it be done? Various rea- 
sons have been assigned. The honorable Senator 


from Missouri, [Mr. Bexron,] who certainly has | 


investigated this whole subject more closely than 


any other member of this body, if not more than | 


any other citizen of the country—who is intimate 
with its history, and the strength of our title to the 
territory—assigns as one reason for giving the no 


wrong, and therefore should be put an end to as | 
speedily as possible; that it has been the source of | 
much evil and mischief which he foresaw at the 

time, and predicted, as I believe he did—no doubt j| 
of that; and that subsequent events have fully ver- i 
ified his predictions. Now, whether the conven- | 
tion was originally right or wrong, I will not un- || 
dertake to say. This much I may say, thatit is 
not always wise to undo what it was not wise to 
do at the time. We are to see where we are to be 
left when the notice shall be given. When that | 
measure is taken, what is to be our condition? Is ij 
it to restore us to a better position than that which 
we now occupy? or is it to plunge usinto a worse 
condition? Whether the convention has been the 
source of any particular difficulties and mischief, | 
nobody, I think, can tell. Undoubtedly, dificul- | 


{| But who can tell how much greater difficulties— 
|! how much more bloodshed—how much more mis- 
|; chief would have been produced, had no conven- 
ii tion been entered into for the purpose of restrain- 
i| ing and regulating the subjects of the two nations 
'| who might meet there in the wilderness? : 

I! T cannot think that the evils have been so great 
‘| as the Senator supposes, notwithstanding his great 
| knowledge. He read a document communicated 
| to Congress fifteen years ago, early in the Admin- 
istration of General Jackson—communicated by 
the President—reciting the many evils which we 
had suffered, and complaining of, or, at all events, 
i| communicating to Congress, certain acts of violence 
| which had been committed in that territory. Well, 
|| if these evils had necessarily resulted from the ecn- 
|| vention—if these had been acts for which Great 
| Britain was responsible—if these had been viola- 
Í tions of our rights—it does seem to me that the 
! then President and Congress of the United States 
{i would have demanded redress, and would have ob- 
| tained redress. Would they have submitted then, 
and would submission have continued from that 
day till this? Ifso, why did not General Jackson 
give notice to terminate the convention at that mo- 
| ment, when all the facts were before him—when 
i all these evils were within his knowledge? But 
not a word was said of that then to my knowledge. 
ii At all events, it was never made a question by the 
| then President of the United States, and the exist- 
i| ing Administration, to obtain redress by putting an 
‘| end to the conven ion which it is now proposed to 
li abrogate. I cannot be satisfied, therefore, that 
i! these evils which the Senator predicted have flowed 
|| from the convention. I do not deny that acts of 
violence have been committed, Ido not deny that 
li certain evils have existed. But I deny that they 
|| have been the result of the convention, On the con- 


i ence of many more evils than those of which we 
f have heard, and which have existed. ` 

Another reason assigned for giving this notice 
| ix, that it would put us in a more advantageous po- 
| sition—that, it will restore to us what we lost by 
| the convention. The Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. 
| Bregse,] I believe, dwelt most on this topie. He 
holds that the notice would give us the rightful 
| possession of the whole country. That by that 
| means we would be in undisputed possession of the 
|| whole country—~every inch of it; that our laws 
i! would prevail; that there would be no room for 
|| further controversy. [Mr. E. here read the ex- 
li tract from Mr. Breese’s speech on which he was 
ji commenting.] I believe that the Senator founds 
ii this opinion on the declaration attributed to Lord 
| Castlereagh——and I believe correctly attributed to 
him. When, in 1818, they agreed to surrender 
|i what they called Fort George, and we Astoria, 
i Lord Castlereagh admitted our right to be the 
party in possession whilst the title was under dis- 
‘cussion, and hence the Senator infers that if we 
|i terminate this convention, we shall be remitted to 
the condition in which we were previous to the 
convention; and this condition he says was, by the 
acknowledgment of England herself, that of the 
j| party in possession; so that we shall have a right 
| to fortify ourselves there, and to extend our laws 
i| up to 549 40'. It seems to me that the Senator 
misunderstands the point here involved. What 
state of things existed in 1818, when, as he says, 
we were thus put in possession, by admission, of 
the whole of the territory? We had not got the 
Spanish title. We had not set up a claim beyond 
490.—not a line is to be found—not a word, not a 
syllable was uttered of any claim beyond 49°. In 
that state of things England agreed to restore to 
us—what? The settlement—merecly the settlement 
of Fort George, at the mouth of the Columbia 
river. Well, the Senator contends that that was 
not only an admission of our rights, but that it 
will restore us the undisputed possession not only 
ofall that we claimed at that time, when the restora- 
tion of the settlement was made, but also of all that 
we have since got any title to, up as far as 549 40’; 
and that there we shall be by giving this notice. 
Well, now, one of my objections to this notice is, 
that instead of restoring anything, quieting any- 
thing, adjusting anything, its effect will be to open 


ties did exist thereafterwards, and those who were, |; 
at the time, opposed to the convention, attributed 
to it the origin and existence of these difficulties, ji 


immediately a new series of questions, dangerous 
to be touched, and tending only to render the sub- 
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ject still more complicated. First of these is the 
question which must immediately arise, granting 
we put an end to this convention. You have first 
an original position. Wohatwas that? Why, Great 
Britain says, we gave up to you the settlement of 
Astoria at the mouth of the Columbia river, and 
that is all. The gentleman says that she admitted 
to the fullest extent our right to be in posses- 
sion of the whole of the country. Well, where is 
Bear in mind, that the 
was not made in 


i 
i 


at the mouth of the Columbia. 
ernment establishmentat all. If it had been a mil- 
lary post, or a civil establishment where there 
were officers of the United States exercising au. 
thority, undoubted] V. 
have restored all thè country over which that ju- | 
risdiction had been claimed and exercised. But | 
here was no Government establishment, 


the settlement of mere private traders. ‘Thencomes 


the question whether we are thus remitted to our H 
possession, and can set upa claim to the whole | 


country. ‘That isa serious question. Great Brit- 
ain will insist that all she gave up was the settle- ` 
ment of Fort George, which then was at the mouth | 
of the river, and the controversy was rather about 
the mouth of the river. By that restoration they : 
would be bound to admit that the mouth of the 
river was restored, and perhaps that portion of | 
the territory—possibly the whole valley of the Co- | 
lumbia, But after all, there is a very grave ques- Í 
tion as to what they did in that official surrender, 
and what would be our rights if this notice were 
given and the convention terminated. It is obvious 
that it is open to doubts and difficulties which will ; 
not by any means render the process of adjnst- | 
ment more facile. | 
Great stress has been laid upon the alleged fact | 
that the settlement at Astoria was made by Amer- 
ican citizens. What about all that? ‘True, Mr. | 
Astor fitted out a ship and sent it there, and this | 
establishment was founded. But who did he send? 


Who were furnished with the money? Mr. Green- |! 


how states it, and admits that there was a com- | 
pany formed, of which Mr. Astor was one of the | 
partners, furnishing the money; the others being | 
mostly, if not all, British subjects from Canada 
who went with Astor’s money and founded this 
settlement. They were the persons who surren- 
dered. Now, why may it not with as much jus- 
tice be argued that this wasa British possession 
as that it was an American? It was founded by 


>j 


& company composed of subjects of both countries, `i 


taken during the war by British arms, and restored 
in 1818. I think we had betier stand by the res- 
toration to the extent that we can we 
it, but not to graft uponit other and 
which we cannot educe from it b 
of reasoning. That is one of the difficulties in the 
way, and the ground of one of the objections 
which I have to the passage of this notice, if it is 
to be understood that we thereby immediately are : 
to set up a claim to the possession of the whole of : 
the country. And the Senator from Illinois sup- 
poses that if thatis not yielded, and actual posses- 
Sion is not acknowledged, and our laws enforced | 
there, there will be just cause of war. If all the | 
premises he has assumed were true, it would only | 
show still more clearly that there are serious difi- 
culties in the way of a final adjustment of this 
matter. The Senator says that, in legal consid- 
eration, we would be in possession. What would 
be the actual state of thin 
be. in possession? 

Britain would at-on 
and admit our right 


H maintain | 


ł 


| 
i 
i 


gs? Who would actually | 
Does he suppose that 
ce abandon the whole country, 


i 
: a3 
to.the possession of the whole || 


y the restoration of it would if 


i! positive assurance, 


i| Great Britain dare not go to war with this coun- 


ij ther. The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 


| St 
|; Were quite in earnest, and perfectly sober—that 


i; this is no cause of offence to England; that the no- 
|| tice is provided for in the treaty, and that England 


i! But do gentlemen propose to stop there? Do they 


greater rights ©) 
y any just process i; 


‘| measures? Are they provided for by the treaty? 


i| Said that Great Britain will not dare to declare war | 
Well, perhaps not; I don’t think myself 


i 
li 


} 


Great || a collision will be inevitable. If you should hap- | 


Mare! 


y $ yi 
Hof it? | 


Hand at 


i 
i 
H 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
I 
i 
H 


i 
j 


| 


| intended. 


|! manner indicated by the Senators from Ohio, In- 
‘diana, Ilinois, and their friends, Certainly in 
| that case the obstacles will be insurmountable. 
| Al! but they say there will be no war—if we do 
not settle it peaceably there will be no war about 
Vit, beeause—mark the sequence of their argu- 
ments !—GCreat Britain dare not go to war with 
this country, single-handed, for Oregon. Of that 
| the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Auten] gives us most 
And the Senator from Illinois 

| [Mr. Busse] appears to have the same opinion. 


| 
I 


| try, single-handed, for Oregon. If the gentlemen 
| have no other ground for their belief that the peace 
| of the country will be kept unbroken than that, 
j J will not debate the point with them any fur- 


with his enlarged experience and observation, 
| believes no such thing as that. Certainly Great 
| Britain will resist our pretensions. Then how 


jis war to be averted—peace secured—and an 
| amicable arrangement of the matter effected by 
| giving this notice? Why, the gentlemen all tell us, 
' with the utmost gravity—really looking as if they 


cannot declare war against us for doing what is || 
rovided for by the treaty. Well, I suppose no- 
ody ever imagined that England would declare 
war against us for giving this notice, and I have 
no doubt she would not, if we would stop there. 


| intend to do nothing else? They tell us that this 
is but the first step in a series of measures which 
are to be adopted for the maintenance of our rights 
| to the whole territory. Now what are these other 


! We know what they are to be. They are to be 
| measures for taking actual possession—setting up 


our authority—maintaining it by fortifying the | 
i couniry—vrepelling intruders, and so on. It is 


, for that. 
‘she will. I will tell you what I think she will do. 
Do you give this notice, without bringing affairs to 
an amicable termination; take measures to assert 
your jurisdiction there; incorporate this territory 
tto the Union, and extend your laws over it,—I 
am inclined to believe you will, when you come to 
: do that, find a foree there ready to resist you, and 


j 
| 
| 
| 
l 


| 
i 


pen to be overpowered: there, and: Great Britain 


| has not been made publie ? 


tain prominent points of it, you would then-expel 
her by force, or permit her to remain. -` But who is. 
to begin the war? Their soldiers, with foree ‘and : 
arms enough, and at the point of the. bayonet, will 
maintain possession; and then that-would be war. 

I know the mere giving of the notice may be ax in- 

offensive measure in itself, and really so trifling as 

to expose us to the charge of pusillanimity.. Let 
us see the end of this thing; let. us: follow it up 
with other measures proposed, and the experienced 
Senator from Michigan says it will bring on-way, 

There is the difficulty; and although this first step: 
may not be a sufficient cause of war, yet ever one 
must see that it will lead to such an end: That is 
the objection I have, sit, to the measure; that,-al- 
though it may be passed and acted on, and be no 
cause of offence, yet it must be so connected with 
other measures which are to be adopted, that I 
agree with the Senator from Michigan that war is 
inevitable; or if he chooses so to express himself, 
that there is no way of avoiding it. 

Well, sir, if I could look. on this movement ag 
the Senator from North Carolina and others do, 
that by giving the notice in a modified form, it was 
to be considered as expressive of a desire that it 


| should lead to the attainment of a pacific end, I 


would be content to vote for it. “But it is because 
of the great doubt that hangs about it J cannot. vote 
for it in any form. I do not know but I shall do. 
so, if, in the progress of the discussion, anything 
may be revealed to give us an assurance that the 
purpose of the measure is to negotiate and com- 
promise these difficulties in an honorable form. If 
that be not the end in view—if I do. not. possess 
any such assurance, then I seé nothing to warrant 
me in giving my vote for the notice. I want that 
assurance; I want to know the course that will be 
taken by the Cabinet from gentlemen who are re- 
garded as concerned in shaping these public events. 
Without that, Ido not see how we could or dare 
rush into the tremendous consequences which all 
parties agree in saying lie beyond the giving of 
this notice, if no amicable negotiation takes place. 
I have heard the idea suggested, that if the notice 
is given the two nations will be brought to think 
more seriously; that they will be brought face to 
face—see the peril of their positions, and meet it; 
that the good sense of the two nations will, at this 
conjuncture, interpose and keep the peace, Now 
is it come to this? Is it possible that the good 
sense of these two nations is now so benumbed and. 
asleep, that it is necessary to disturb commerce and 
injure the trade between thetwo countries, to spread 
trouble among our people, to create alarm and panic: 
in this country, and all-over the. world; is.it possis- 
ble that all this must be done before we can arouse 
the good sense of the two nations to enter into an 
honorable adjustment? It seems'to me: that. the 
good sense of both would interpose now, or at any 
time, if allowed. What is the difficulty now to 
the compromising, terminating, and: settling these 
disputes? J have heard and read in the papers— 
but they are not the best authority on such mat- 
ters—I have seen it stated I say—and the informa- 
tion I received also from a quarter such as leads me 
to believe it is truac—that our Government have 
been well advised that this controversy touching 
the northwest coast of America may now be ad- 
justed if the negotiations are transferred to Lon- 
don. That is the opinion of the American Minis- 


| ter in London, who. is ready and willing to enter 


upon them in the full belief that it can be adjusted 
—the Senate here holding the control. Why is 
that refused? I do not know; but this I will say, 
if there be such a proposition made to our Govern» 
ment, and if it has resisted such a proposition, and 
declined all steps whatsoever towards an honorable: 
termination of the dispute, they will owe a respon 
sibility to this country they can never discharge. 
Is it kept here for the purpose of being under the 
jurisdiction of any particular individual? Is it súp- 
posed there is so much honor to be achieved. by 
treating the matter here, as not to allow the Amer-: 
ican Minister abroad to participate in it? ee, 
Mr. ALLEN, I would suggest to the Senator: 
from Maine, whether it be for the -publie interests: 
to assume that this Government-has recelved ait 
intimation from our. Minister in London, which: 
If we are.to proceed: 
| on hypothetical theses, sent abroad by mere va~: 
| mor, where will it end? Such, isnotargument;’ 
i but a conrse-caleulated tò prejudice this counti 
the judgement of the:world. ae 


i 
| 
should take possession of the country, or ofcer- | 


‘Mr. EVANS. Well; I can hardly say whether 
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fis wise or hot to assumevany such thing: It has 
been asserted very publicly; I do not know its 
truth; but, as I said before, I had the intelligence 
from such a quarter as to-lead me to regard it as 
true. T would not say anything to prejudice the 
Administration, but I expect they should and will 
take a litte warning; but I will say that if they. 
have received such a proposition, and they decline 
to act’on it, nothing “can take away. the responsi- 
bility they shall incur if war ensues. I think from 
this circumstance, however, that they mean to set- 
tle it here; ‘for I do not think the refusal to act on 
the offer would-be given on any other idea. [at- 
tach a great deal of weight to the observations 
made by the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Haywoops] but Tdo not know he is right in ascrib- 
ing to the President the intention of using this no- 
tice, if put in his hands, for compromise and nego- 
tiation. How is it to be accounted for that the 
Government are so indifferent to all they should 
attend to in such an emergency—to the power of 
defence and aggression on our part—if they did 
not contemplate an adjustment? As the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina said the other day, why, 
if they regard a war as likely to grow out of this 
question, do they not turn their attention to the 
most important of all subjects—their finances? Not 
a movement whatever has been made towards put- 
ting ourselves in a fit staté of defence; and I can- 
not but believe the refusal to transfer these nego- 
tiations to London, coupled with the refusal to 
prepare for hostilities, is an earnest that they mean 
to settle it peacefully here. If so, I want to know 
why it cannot be done without the notice. Why 
run the hazard?—why complicate the difficulties? 
The Senator from Ohio, and his friends on the 
other side, I know, regard it in the light of an as- 
sertion of our title to the whole territory. In that 
aspect, I ean never vote for it; for I have more than 
once said I cannot give my assent to it till T feel 
some reasonable ground of assurance it is not to 
be used for any such purpose or measure as would 
inevitably bring us into collision with Great Brit- 
ain. 

Gentlemen speak of the results which are to 
follow, it seems to me, in a manner much toolight 
for so serious a question. What, it is asked, if 
there be a war? what great harm can it do? Very 
little: injury will be inflicted in consequence of it; 
as if way was such a light or trifling matter, Why, 
sir, to talk of war now, in the middle of the nine- 
-teenth century, in that way—condemned, as it is, 
by the judgment of the civilized world—appears 
strange; for it does seem at this day, from the 
strength of public sentiment against it, almost im- 
possible to bring civilized nations into war. Do 
you not sce that nearly all. the great difficulties 
which would have been the cause of war but a 
short timego, are now amicaoly adjusted, Mat- 
ters that a century ago would be the certain cause of 
abloody war, are now settled in a few days. Sir, 
the opinions of the world are changed in regard to 
wari and above all, we, as a republican nation, 
ought not to regard waras so light an evil. Some 
one has said that war is a game for kings to play 
at, It is the play of kings—the ultima ratio regum, 
And’ yet it is so patriotic to talk of war! and 
speeches tending ‘to war are patriotic speeches! 
as if one’s readiness to. plunge one’s country into 
all the calamities of war is an evidence of patriotism 
and love of.country. Now, sir, war is among the 
greatest, if not the greatest calamity that ever 
afflicted the world. “War is of itself a curse; peace 
a blessing; and he who would change the blessing 
for the curse, and plunge his nation into this terrible 
alternative, is -bound to show clearly that there is 
no.other way left to preserve national rights, na- 
tional honor, and the’ interests of the country— 
nore whatever. But what says the Senator from 
Illinois? {Here Mr. E. read an extract from the 
speech of Mr. Breuse, and then proceeded.} Now, 
sir, rather than surrender any part ofthis country, 
thére is nothing which war can bring in its train the 
Senator would not rather undergo; nothing which it 
can bring, of all the desolation, the burning cities, 
or impoverished people! But that is not all. 
‘War may bring, among other things, what ?—a 
conquest; a. dissolution of our Union, a servile 
war, anything, everything; all that the imagina- 
tion of man ean conceive of the evils and miseries 
that can afflict humanity—everything the mind of 
‘man can attribute to war as a consequence. Yet 
allthis the Senator would rather undergo before 
he Would surrender any part of this territory. 


| T have said a republic, of all Governments, ought 
| to beware of war. Is it not in a period and state 

of war that popular rights are trodden down? 
it not then that takes place the aggrandizement 
and consolidation of monarchy, and the trampling 
to the earth of popular power, the tyranny of the 
strong over the weak, and the bands of social 
union torn apart? Yes, kings may play at this 
gaine; it is their altima ratio; it is their harvest; for 


Governments relinquished their demands? Pre- 
cisely in periods of peace. Look at the last thirty 
years: since that period popular rights have un- 
dergone a greater progress, and become better un- 
derstood, and are better preserved than ever. In 
the present day there is a constantly increasing 
tendency to secure the rights of the masses of the 
people.” Republican Governments are established 
and extended, greater security is afforded, and the 
powers of monarchy are curtailed: these are the 
effects of peace, and of peace only. And we are 
to rash into war to protect the rights of our peo- 
ple; the honor of the nation demands it; and no- 
thing in this long catalogue of evils the honorable 
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‘Senator from New York and his friends would 


‘it, we have a very doubtful title. Now, can we 
the nation ia concerned. 
nation concerned? It seems to me, if ever there 
was any question of honor, it is long sinee passed. 


long time. And yet we have not elaimed it; but 
offered to give it up over and over again. And 
now honor compels us on to the assertion of our 
i clear and unquestionable right, after having over 
i and over again—onee, twice, thrice—-offered to di- 
vide it. Now we are bound in honor to go to war 
| to maintain it, No, sir: if there is any honor con- 
| cerned, it consists, as stated by the Senator from 


them, as we are bound in honor to do. 
we hear constantly of war, as though it were patri- 
otic to plunge a nation into war. 
Sir, when I consider the multitude of wars that 
| have desolated the world, and erushed millions; 
when { reflect on the fact of how few of them had 
a just or honorable origin: how many of them were 
caused by personal ambition, or private resent- 
ments, and other dishonorable motives; when I 
consider that, tomy mind the inference is, that he 
who will plunge his country into war is not pa- 
triotie; and before laying claim to any such distinc- 
tion, he is bound to take the afirmative, and prove 
that war is necessary and unavoidable: that what i 
demanded is peace; and who will not take measures 
to sceure that blessing, but tread down the happi 
ness of our people, and rush into awar,—T say, pe- 
fore he does this, he is bound to show beyond all 
manner of doubt that the ease is one which cannot 
be otherwise disposed of. War isa calamity, I 
say, and pence a blessing, and they should not be 
exchanged, exeept upon the most urgent necessity. 
Every expedient ought to be resorted ta, Has this 
i been done in the case before us? It has seemed to 
| me, during the progress of the discussion, that 
| gentlemen are very unwilling that this question 
| should be settled. “In the principal part of their 
| speeches, we are told if we have war it will not be 
| about Oregon, butit will be a war between repub- 
| licanism and monarchy—a struggle between the 
despotisms and combined Powers of Europe against 
popular rights here; and often are we told that the 
| thrones of Enropeare tottering, and their occupants 
| looking with the greatest alarm at us; that there is 
| an upheaving of the millions, which must lead to 
| war with our institutions. Weil, I am of opinion 
į 
i 
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that when they find their thrones tottering under 
them, these despots will have as much as they can 
attend to at home, without going to war with us. 
| Gentlemen on the other side appear, from what 
| they say, anxious to keep the peace; but when 
they tell us of the grasping power of England, and 
of all her oppressions and misdeeds, past and pres 
set ourselves up as the champions of the human 
race, for the purpose of battling in their behalf 


against this giant Slaygood, and avenging these 


i 
| 
i ent, in every part of the globe, we seem to 
| 
| And these recitals are accomparied by 


wrongs. 


Is: 


there are spoils to be seized and distributed, all | 
wrung out of the blood and tears of the people. , 
At what period do popular rights make the great- | 
est advance? When have despotic and arbitrary | 


not undergo, rather than surrender any particular : 
portion ofa territory, to which, to say the least of | 


| justify ourselves in this measure? The honor of | 
How is the honor of the | 


If our right to 54° 40’ is good, it has been so for a | 


| North Carolina, in a willingness, if any favorable : 
terms are offered for an adjustment, to accept of: 
And yet 


DAVE i; 


every provocative which can stir up the angry pas- 
sions of men, as if with a settled purpose to pre- 
vent an amicable adjustment of ourclaims. Now, 
ir, I will take part in no measures that will lead to 
that result. I desire to support and sustain the 
Administration, but Lam certain they can do them- 
selves no such credit and honor as in adjusting 
this old difficulty on principles of compromise hon- 
orable and just to both parties. : 
I regret ‘that the proposal made in last August 
was not accepted, or at least that it was not enter- 
tained and negotiations continued; for, had they 
been, that offer might have led, with some modifi- 
cation, to something else. I regret that other 
means of settlement have also been so prematurely 
rejected. Jam not quite ready to say that I could 
have recommended the offer of arbitration at this 
time. [think the reasons given by the Senator 
from South Carolina a year ago for not agreeing to 
arbitration are entirely satisfactory; that the pros- 
pect of coming to an amicable adjustment by com- 
sromise was preferable. But, sir, when all other 
expedients have failed—when negotiation is atan 
end here and in London—whcn there is no mode 
to be found of an amicable adjustment but war or 
arbitration—if I am here when the day of voting 
comes—if I am here to speak my mind on the 
subject, I shall justify a resort to arbitration. I 
believe it vastly preferable to war; and I believe 
our chances of obtaining Oregon are quite as good 
by arbitration as war. Oregon would cost us more 
to obtain it by war than itis worth. I know the 
poetic imagination of the Senator from New York 
has dressed this territory in very gaudy colors; but 
I think the better judgment is that which I have 
formed; every description of the country shows it 
‘to be entirely unworthy of obtaining it at that ex- 
| pense. [have already spoken of this Oregon con- 
cern as onc which, although settled to-morrow, 
will give us a good deal of diffiealty. Already 
i measures ave in contemplation to afford protection 
—as it is suid—to our citizens there, which I shall 
hesitate long before I vote for, We are to take 
Orezon—or all we get of it—into the American 
Union. Itis said our citizens are entitled to the 
proteiin of our laws. Butdo they require it? 
Vhat they have asked for is not the protection of 
Jaw, but ‘of force against aggression. I believe 
| they are getting along very well without collision. 
But what will be the state of things if we rash into 
this Oregon country with the speed some recom- 
| mend? It is inhabited by tribes of Indians, entire- 
ly pacific to be sure. No war can be apprehended 
trom them, itis said. Weare to stretch our line 
across the Rocky mountains down to the Pacific 
ocean. We have already raised a regiment. of ri- 
flemen, and appropriated a sum of money to pur- 
chase land for theerection of forts and blockhouses. 
What will be the consequence of the erection of 
these structures? A little settlement will quickly 
grow up about each; there will he traders and oth- 
ers for various purposes hanging about there. A 
rade wiil commence with the Indians, and we 
know the frauds that have been perpetrated on 
them before; and the same scenes must be gone 
over there. Every one of the tribes in that region 
ve shall come in collision with, sooner or later. 
They will be furnished abundantly with intoxica~ 
ing liquors; murders will be committed, and prop- 
| erty devastated. Some of them will he hung, or 
perhaps shot. Their tribes will avenge them, and 
another Indian war will grow out of it, unless we 
station agents there to keep the peace with them— 
which agents will have to be paid; thus adding 
countless millions to the expenses of government 
ij as well as increasing the chances of war. The 
i peace is well keptnow. Tread an account, Ithink, 
| among the documents, of an expedition made by 
| Col. Kearny among these Indians, and he disap- 
proves of ‘extending a line of military stations 
i there, but shows that the peace is now well kept, 
through the occasional excursions made every 
| two or three years by a party of dragoons. That 
ig all that is necessary to impress them with a sal- 
| utary respect for order and caution, and a con- 
| viction of what will happen in case of irregularity. 
But if the inabitants of Oregon are willing to take 
our laws, how are we to do? It isa settled prin- 
ciple of our laws, that no preference is to be given 
in duties to one port in preference to another. A 
ort will be established at the mouth of the Colum- 
| bia river, and in a short time there will be a col- 
ii lector and custom-house there. To extend our 
' Jaws over these people is in effect the taxing of the 
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peoplethere. You are bound by the Constitution 
to do it; the same duties are to be paid there as in 
other places. Do they want the protection of a 
registrar from us, and all that? In the long ron 
we shall find that our policy is inapplicable to 
them, and not for their benefit; and we would be 
certain to hear of complaints from them of oppres- 
sive legislation. It has been asserted by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that that territory in the course 
of time will be dependant neither on the United 
States nor Great Britain. I think so, too; and it 
would be far better for both them and us. If Ore- 
gon and the whole of California could be connected 
together, it would make a very respectable nation. 
Situated on the shores of the Pacific—separated 
from us by an almost impassable barrier of moun- 
tains—it seems to me our good would be vastly 
promoted by such an arrangement. Butit is time | 
enough for those who live fifty years hence to set- | 
tle this matter. I will, sir, detain the Senate no 
longer. Iam ata loss what course to pursue in 
regard to the matter before us. I have said if there 
was a reasonable assurance that we could, from 
the progress of affairs, or from those entitled to 
give such assurance, promise ourselves that the 
purposes of this movement are pacific, and tend to 
a settlement of difficulties, I would have no objec- 
tion to vote for it; that there is nothing I could do 
which I am not ready to do for the Administration, 
On the other hand, if T cannot feel such assurance— 
if the declarations of the Executive and his inten- 
tions are to be interpreted as the Senators from 1l- 
linois, Indiana, and Ohio, have interpreted them— 
that they bind the President to the assertion of our || 
title to the whole of Oregon—by arms, if need be— | 
I shall most undoubtedly go against it. Whatever || 
he the issue of our discussions and votes here, 1 || 
hope, sir, it will terminate in the preservation of || 
the peace and honor of the country, as I believe it || 
will do, if wise and just counsels shall prevail. 
Mr. R. JOHNSON then rose and suid that it 
was his desire to take part in the debate, but at 
that period of the day he would not trespass on 
the time of the Senate. He moved that the Senate | 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- |! 
less, 
This motion was unanimously agreed to; and 
after a short time spent with closed doors, 
The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Tuespay, March 10, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved: 


The Speaker announced that the business first in 
order would be the following resolution, offered 
yesterday by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. C, J. Incersou:] 

Resolved, ‘That this House will adjourn to-mor- 
row, (i. e. to-day,) Tuesday, the 10th inst., at three 
o’clock, in order to attend the funeral of John P. 
Van Ness, formerly a member of this House, and 
since Mayor of the city of Washington. 

Mr. G. W. JONES inquired if the resolution 
had been received. 

The SPEAKER said it had been received. 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that it be laid on the 
table. 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
stood—ayes 68, noes 51. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. | 

Mr. WENTWORTH offered a resolution, in ij 
the usual form, providing that all debate on the } 
bill making appropriations for the improvement of || 
certain harbors and rivers should cease in Commii- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union at 
two o’clock on Tuesday next. ‘| 

Mr. ROBERTS moved that the resolution be || 
laid on the table. i 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the res- | 
olution so as to substitute Thursday of this week 
for ‘Tuesday next. 

Mr. WENTWORTH was understood to object 
to such an amendment—the resolution being, he 
said, a resolution of compromise. 

Mr. HOUSTON then modified his amendment 
so as to substitute Friday for Thursday. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Rozerts, and decided in the negative. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring onthe modified 
amendment of Mr..Houstoy, 


i 
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| stitute one hundred thousand copies for the num- 


| before the IIouse. 


| resolution, and it was read for information. 


| is a privileged motion, and atany time in order. 


: the gentleman from Kentucky shall withdraw his 


Mr. WINTHROP ask 
which were ordered. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, before the vote was 
taken, desired to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that Friday and Saturday were private bill 
days, and that Monday was resolution day. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
negative—yeas 59, nays 111. 

o the amendment was rejected. 


The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, 


Mr. STEWART moved that it be laid on the 
table; which motion was rejected. 

_ And the question again recurring on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, 

Mr. GORDON asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 106, 
nays 66. 

o the resolution was adopted. 

And the House therefore decided that the debate 
should terminate at two o’clock on Tuesday next. 
_ Mr. HENLEY asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution, which was read for information: 

Resolved, That 35,000 extra copies of the report 
of the Commissioner of Patents, without the list 
of paterts granted or expired, and the list of claims, 
and 7,000 copies of the whole report, be printed, 
2,000 of which to be at the disposal of the Com- 
missioner of Patents. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired if the resolution 
was subject to amendment? 

Before the SPEAKER had replied, 

Mr. STEWART objected to its reception. 

Mr. WENTWORTH desired to move to sub- 


ed the yeas and nays; 


ber recommended in the resolution. 

Mr. TILBBATTS moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said he should move that 
the House adjourn, and go home. 

The SPEAKER was about to put the question 
on the motion of Mr. Tissarrs, which is a privi- 
leged motion. 

Mr. HENLEY said he desired to make one re- || 
mark. He hoped the House would dispose of the || 
resolution now; if delay took place in the publica- 
tion of these extra copies, their cost would be much 
larger than if ordered now. 

‘Vhe SPEAKER. There is no debatable motion 

The question is on going into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HENLEY desired the Speaker to state 
what was the position of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce the 
The |! 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srewart] rose 
and objected; and, pending the question of leave, 
the gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. Tmsarrs] 
moved that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 'That 


Mr. HENLEY. 1 desire to make a motion to 
suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing 
this resolution. 


The SPEAKER. It will.not be in order, unless | 


motion. 

Mr. TIBBATTS. I understood that the recep- 
tion of the resolution had been objected to by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srewarr,] | 
and I then made my motion. But I withdraw it 
for the present, to enable the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Hryitey] to submit his motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. STEWART said he renewed the motion 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said, the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Heyixy,] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HENLEY then moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended, to enable him to introduce 
the resolution. 


Mr. STEWART asked the yeas and nays, which |) 


were refused. | 


And the question having been then taken, and 
two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules were 
suspended. 

The resolution being thus before the House, and 
the question being on its adoption, 

7 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend it b 
striking out “ 35,000,” and inserting * 100,000 


\| Moseley, Niven, Owen, Payne, Pe 


Mr. B. MARTIN was understood to inquire - 
whether it would be in order to move that the 
amendment be laid on the table. His object in. 
suggesting such a motion was economy. ; 
The SPEAKER said that such a motion, if it; 
prevailed, would carry the whole subject with it. 
Mr. MARTIN did not, therefore, make the mo-. 
tion. 
Mr. STEWART moved 
ject on the table. : 
Mr. WENTWORTH now modified his amiend+ 
ment, so as to substitute < 50,000’ for. ** 100,000”? 
copies. 
he question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Srewart, and decided in the negative. 
So the whole subject was not laid on the table. 
And the question recurring. on the- modified 
amendment of Mr. Wenrwortu— A 
Mr. HENLEY desired, he said, to state a fact 
for the information of the House. He understood 
that objection had been made to the publication of 
this document, because it was. suspected that it 
contained some party principles, or something con- 
nected with the tarif. He had been informed 
that probably his friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Srewarr] was under that impression, though he 
(Mr. H.) had not himself heard the gentleman say 
so. So far as he had examined the report, he did 
not believe that there was a word contained in it 
that could be construed into party. politics, or into 
an argument for or against the tariff. He would 
send to the Clerk’s table, with a request: that it 
might be read, a letter from the Commissioner:of 
Patents in relation to the contents of the document.. 
The letter was here read by the Clerk. 
Mr. HENLEY. One word more, Mr. Speaker. 
I consider that this office ought to he kept entirely 
clear of party politics; and if any incumbent of it, 
now or hereafter, would make up a report contain- 
ing anything of a party character, I would not vote 
to print a single copy. 
Mr. HOGE demanded the previous question. 
Mr. G. DAVIS desired Mr. H. to withdraw the 
demand, to enable him (Mr. D.) to offer a proviso 
by way of amendment. 
Mr. HOGE not withdrawing, 
Mr. DAVIS asked that the proviso might be 
read for information. 
And it was read. It provides that the profit on 
paper, ink, composition, and press-work should 
not exceed $3,000. i 
Mr. D. desired to state a fact, and made a re- 
mark (amidst some cries to order) which there- 
porter did not hear. . i Pep 
The question was then'taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 
And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 
Mr. CULLOM asked the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; which were ordered. 
Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON inquired of the 
Chair whether it was in order to take the question 
separately on the motion to strike out and insert? 
The SPEAKER said it would not be in order, 
the motion to strike out, by the rules, being indi- 
visible. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Wentworth, and the vote was as follows: 


to lay the whole sub- 


YEAS—Messsrs. Arnold, Bedinger, Buffington, John H. 
Campbell, Cranston, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Faran, 
Ficklin, Garvin, Giddings, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, 
Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, Jenkins, James Ff. Jolinson, 
Leib, Levin, Long, James McDowell, Marsh, Moulton, 
Parrish, Perrill, Perry, Ramsey, Root, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Robert Smith, Wentworth, Wheaton, Winthrop, and Wood- 
worth—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Stephen - 
Adams, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
James Black, James A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt, William 
W. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, Augustus: A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, 
Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing; Foster, 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, -Gro- 
ver, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, 
Henley, Herrick, Hoge, John W. Honston, George ‘S. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler 
| King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Lewis, Lumpkin, Me- 
Clean, MeCtelland, McClernand; McConnell, Joseph i. 
McDowell, MoGanghor, ponerse see wees Me Kays 

arti Martin, Miller, fis, MOLES). 

! John P. Martin, Barclay. > Mer Pett, Pollock, 
Ritter; Roberts, Julius 
leaimmon, 


| Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Rockwell, John: A. Rockwell, -Runk;: 


copies. 


“Sawyers Sea 
H Sims, Simpson; 


Seaman, Seddon, Severance; ‘Leonard: 


Pa 
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Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb-B. Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Stewart, St: John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, ‘Thoniasson, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
Sön; Thurman, Tibbaits, Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, Wick, 
Wiliams, Wood, Woodward; Yancey, Yell, and Yost—143. 

So-the. amendment was rejected, 

And the question recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution, > y a 

Mr.. Q-DAVIS moved that it be laid upon the 
table: Reet 

_Mr.D. 
committee heretofore appointed on the public print- 
ing would:report in the course.of next week— 

When he was. called to order; the motion to lay 
on: the table admitting of no debate. . 

“Mr. BRODHEAD: rose to a question of order. 
He submitted that one motion to lay on the table 
had already been made and rejected, and that it 
was not, therefore, in order to renew that motion. 

Mr. G. DAVIS said that that motion was made 
before theamendment was disposed of. The ques- 
tion was now different. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
on the ground that there had been intervening ac- 
tion. When the first motion to lay on the table 
had been made, the resolution and amendment were 
both pending. Since then, the amendment had 
been disposed of, and the resolution alone was now 
before the House. . 

Mr, G. DAVIS asked the yeas and nays on his 
motion; which were refused. ~ 

And the question being taken, the House decided 
that the resolution should not be laid on the table. 

The question again recurring on its adoption, 

Mr. B. MARTIN said he was not disposed to 
be captious in relation to the printing —— 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) Nothing in the 
way of debate is in order. 

Mr. MARTIN desired, he said, to put an inqui- 
ry to the chairman of the select committee, [Mr. 
Henner.) What would be the cost of printing 
these 35,000 copies? 

Mr. HENLEY rose to reply, but was prevented 
by calls to order. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. ; 

_ Mr. HENLEY again rose to reply to the inqui- 
ry of Mr. Marrin, but was ogain interrupted by 
calls to order. ; 

The question, ‘Shall the resolution be adopt- 
ed??? was then taken, and decided inthe aftirmative, 
as follows: 
`. ¥BAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams 
Atkinson, Bedinger, Blanchard, Brinkerhof, William G. 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, Chip- 
man, Cocke, Collin, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Jeffer- 
aon Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, 
Faran, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider Grinnell 
Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, B. É. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, John W. Houston, E. W. Hubard, Sam- 
uel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Jumea f. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Thomas Butler. King, Lawrence, 

‘Long, McClelland; McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, James 
McDowell; McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, John P. Martin, 
Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Pendieton, Perrill, 
Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Reife, Ritter 
Roberts, Julius Rockwell, Jobn A. Roekwell, Root, Runk, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, 
Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, 
Sykes, Thibodeaux, ‘Thomasson, James Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tibbatts, Tredway, Vinton, Wentworth Wheaton, 
Wick, Williams, Winthrop, and Woodworth—. ar 

NAYS—Messrs.. Stephen Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Rell, Benton; Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brodhead, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis Dobbin, Dromgoole, 
Erdman, John H: Ewing; Edwin H. Ewing, Grover, Har- 
manson, Herrick, George S. Houston, James B. Hunt, 
born, Jones, Preston King, La Sere, Lumpkin, McClean, 
McKay, Barclay Martin, ortis, Morse, Payne, Rathbun, 
Reid, Rhett, Severance, Simpson; Thomas. Smith, Stewart, 
Strohm, Jacob. Thompson Trumbo, Wood, Woodward, 
Yancey, Yell, Young, and Lost—55. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved that the House re- 
golve itself into: Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. : i 

“Mr. SCHENCK asked him to withdraw the 
motion, to enable him to present a paper touching 
the bill under consideration in committee, (the river 


Moseley, 


_ and harbor bill.) 


The motion was not withdrawn. : ; 

And the question-having been taken, and deci- 
ded in the affirmative, the House resolved. itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Waion, (Mr. Tuomas Smirx, of Indiana, in the 


i ekai) ` 


proceeding to remark that the select | 


Arnold, į 


Lake, Leib, Lewis, | 


Sea- | 


J 


“Mr. BRODHEAD made an ineffectnal effort to 
take up the bill in relation to the licensing of canal 
boats. ; 

HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


The committee then resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers, and the amend- 
ments thereto pending. 

_ Mr. YAN CRY gave notice that he would, when 
in order, offer the following amendment; which 
was read for information: 


_ “For the deepening of the channels over Dog 
river and Choctaw Pass bars, in Mobile bay, 
$50,000.” 


Mr. FARAN said, before voting for any work 
of internal improvement, he must be satisfied of its 
constitutionality, as well as of its expediency. He 
would like to see an amendmentof the Constitution, 
so to define the powers of the General Government 
over this subject, as to enable us distinctly to de- 
termine whether a work is national in its character, 
In reference to every work of this kind he inclined 
to a rigid, rather than to a loose, construction of 
the Constitution. For these reasons, he approved 
of the veto of General Jackson of the Maysville 
road bill. Had the principle imbodied in that bill 
been adopted by the Government, and the works in 
contemplation esa carried out, they would have 
required two hundred million dollars, and have 
rendered the Government bankrupt. That Mes- 
sage saved the Government and the people from 
such a catastrophe. 

Bat those works which were clearly national in 
character, which came within the pale of the Con- 
sutution, and which the public interests required 
to be taken care of, were not to be neglected; there 
were many of this character, although they were 
not specifically provided for in the Consutution. 


They were charly included under, und deducible |; 


from, general grants, as were the powers to grant 
pensions, to pay fishing bounties, to make foruti- 
cations anid harbors on the seacoast—none of which 
were specifically granted, but which were admitted 
by all, and acted upon every day. 

‘This bill provided for two classes of works—for 
improvements of harbors, and of rivers. As the 
former had been dwelt upon, and conclusively de- 
fended, he should direct his remarks to the subject 
of the rivers provided for in this. bill. These riv- 
ers had been declared common highways, and for- 
ever free to the citizens of the United States; they 
belonged equally to the citizens of all the States. 
The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Rurrr] 
had said that the States of Virginia and Kentucky 
owned the Ohio river; but no State had the right 
to levy toll, or to interfere with the navigation of 
that river; and what kind of ownership is that 
which authorizes the exercising no control over the 
property. These great channels of commerce be- 
ong to the people of the United States; they should 
be improved by the people, the fund to come out 
of the common treasury of the country. We sent 
our navy abroad to protect our commerce against 
pirates, and to this he had no objection; but in our 
western rivers we had obstacles as dangerous to 
navigation, and requiring, in as great a degree, a 
defence against thom. The improvement of these 


rivers he looked upon as a measure of public de- 


fence and general welfare. The commerce upon 
them equally with the commerce upon the high 
seas, required protection. Mr. F. presented statis- 
ties showing the value and extent of our western 
commerce; the number of boats employed; their 
rapid increase; and its great importance generally. 
The amount of commerce annually floated on our 
western waters was $230,000,000—a greater amount 


than the whole of our foreign commerce put to- j 


gether, both imports and- exports., We appropri- 
ate annually $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 for the navy, 
for the protection of our commerce on the high 
seas, and scarcely paid any attention to our west- 
ern commerce, which needed protection to a fully 
equal degree. 

It was said by gentlemen that notwithstanding 
the immense amount expended on these works, no 
good had been done. But Mr. F. contended that 


| the benefit should be looked for in the vastly im- 


proved condition of the country, ee 

Mr. F. next passed to the item appropriating 
for the Louisville and Portland canal, and gave his 
views in advocacy of this measure, as designed for 
the relief of the commerce of the country from the 
oppressive taxation imposed upon it. 


| provements; 


Mr. GORDON did not believe that Congress 
had the power to engage this Government in inter- 
nal improvements for the sake of those internal im- 
and still he was. of the opinion that 
they had the power to make some of the appropri- 
ations contained in this bill. He read from the 
Constitution, and held that whatever power Con- 
gress possessed on the subject of the improvement 


| of harbors and rivers, is derived from the power to 


lay and collect taxes for the common defence and 
general welfare, and to provide and maintain a 
navy. There was a distinction between navigable 
and unnavigable rivers. He read from a paper 


i which he held in his hand the authority of the 


common law upon this subject, and in accordance 
therewith held that those navigable rivers where 
the tide cbbs and flows, and the great lakes, were 
the publie property of the nation, and as much un- 
der the jurisdiction of the General Government for 
purposes of improvement as the high seas then- 
selves; and he denied the authority of this Govern- 
ment to engage directly or indirectly in the con- 
struction of roads and canals, or of Improvements 
that do not come within this class. He came from 
a district in New York where no improvements of 
the kind had ever been made, with the exception 


| perhaps of two small light-houses, and where none 


ever would be made. Hence he had no peculiar 
local interest in this bill; and with regard to the 
Hudson river, he did not appear here as the advo- 
cate of the improvement of the overslaugh. He 
should vote for it by itself; but his final vote upon 


| the bill would depend entirely upon the other ap- 


propriations which were connected with it. 

This Government had no right to improve the 
sea, or any navigable river where the tide ebbs and 
flows, except for the purpose of giving protection 
to the navy of the Government, or to facilitate our 
military operations; or, in other words, for any 
purpose, except to establish a navy to protect our 
commerce, or defend us from invasion. Some of 


i the appropriations proposed for the harbors of 


Lakes ivic and Michigan ought to be made, to 
protect our navy and our commerce in case of a 
controversy with Great Britain, or The Power which 
may hold the Canadas, He objected to the man- 
ner in which the appropriations for the lakes and 
rivers have heretofore been made and expended— 
a few thousand dollars scattered along at every lit- 
Ue cove, harbor, and inlet, without accomplishing 
an effective defence atany oue point; and ad vised his 
western friends, instead of continuing this system, 
which looked rather like a scramble for a division 
of the spoils than a wise provision for the wants of 
the country, to select some one, two, or three eli- 
gible points upon which to concentrate our appro- 
priations, and to make there efficient harbors for 
military and commercial protection and defence. 
He referred to the manner in which the appropria- 
tions had been expended for the improvement of 
the overslaugh in the Hudson; the estimates for 
this work being $819,634, and $370,000 having 
been appropriated upon it at different times; and 
then, the appropriation having ceased, leaving the 
work incomplete and insecure, so that it had been 
washed away and injured, and had done little or 
no good, 

Mr. WOOD (in his scat) said it had done much 
good, 

Mr. GORDON. Little good in proportion to 
what would have been done had the appropriation 
been made, and the work carried on in a proper 
and judicious manner. He read from a report of 


| Colonel Abert, showing the importance of the im- 


provement of the Hudson in a military point of 
view, and considered that the only ground on 
which this appropriation could be justified was, 
that while it facilitates and advances the commerce 
of these States and of the civilized world, which is 
borne upon its waters in so immense quantities, it 
is also necessary, in a military view, to facilitate 
the transportation of troops and munitions of war 
in case of war. 

Mr. TIBBATTS was understood to inquire 
whether the improvement of the Ohio, and the 
Mississippi rivers was not called for on the same 
ground? i 

Mr. GORDON resuming, replied that, with ref- 
erence to them, he had not yet made up his mind 
that they were arms of the sea, that they ebbed 
and flowed, and were subject to admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction. He knew that the Mem- 
phis convention had made what was certainly a 
new discovery—that these inland streams were 
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‘inland seas,” where ships float, and where 


whales could swim, he supposed. But he was 
not yet satisfied; his mind wanted more light; and 
he believed after all that the light struck up by 
that convention was a sort of ignis fatwus which, 
instead of leading them into a safe harbor, would 
lead them into the swamp, from which they would 
never emerge, of political darkness—he would not 
say of political destruction. He was-not going to 
quarrel about the Ohio and the Mississippi; he 
cared not where the money was expended, if ex- 
pended properly and where itis needed, for objects 
which are within the pale of the Constitution. 

A great cry had been made, especially by the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Payne,] that more 
money had been expended for defence at the North 
than at the South. Mr. G. dissented from this 
statement with reference to what had already been 
expended; but Texas had not come in for her 
share yet. The State of Texas would soon be 
heard by her Representatives on this floor, and soon 
we should be called upon to appropriate millions 
on millions for her harbors; she would fix herself 
like a horse-leech upon the treasury of the country, 
and would not give over until gorged, and all her 
ports and harbors had received due attention from 
the treasury of this nation—more attention than 


they deserve, and more than other sections have || 


received. 

Having finished what he had to say upon the 
bill, he wished now to speak a little of matters 
and things in general, as the “ state of the Union 
generally’? was ‘under consideration.” 
‘West, the great and growing West, had complain- 
ed that it had not been fairly dealt by. [Mr. G. 
referred to an article from the “ Daily Times” 
upon this subject.}] He was sorry to see such 


complaints, for he really thought the West was |: 


getting nearly all the appropriations that were 
made, and still they were not satisfied. 

[A voice: ** What have we got??? 

Mr. G. would tell them what they had got. He 


had heard some gentlemen the other day say, upon || 


the authority of a distinguished southern statesman 


who had taken a prominent part at the Memphis || 


convention, that some fifteen or sixteen millions of 
dollars had been expended in the West, which were 
not worth a dollar. 
amount but the West? It had been expended upon 


the rivers and the harbors on the lakes for the ben- | 


efit of the West. 

{A voice: * For the benefit of the East ane 

No, (contended Mr. G.) for the benefit of the 
West. The great Erie canal, and the line of com- 
munications from the East to the West to the farm- 
ers of New York has been a curse rather than a 
blessing; it has brought the West nearer to the city 
of New York than the very lands of his constitu- 
ents, which were within sixty miles of the Hud- 
son river. There had already been appropriated 
for these western lakes $2,861,964, not one dollar 
of which went for the benefit of New York or the 
eastern States. 

(A voice: “Where is Buffalo ?’] 

Mr. McCLELLAND inquired if Lakes Ontario, 
Champlain, and a part of Eric, were counted in the 
West? 

Mr. GORDON. Since the completion of the 
Welland canal they were. 

Some confusion and some irregular conversation 
followed. 

Mr. G. further stated that the benefit of these 
great lines of communication inured especially and 


almost exclusively to the West, enabling them to |: 
become the powerful and successful competitors of : 


the market of New,York in agricultural produc- 
tions, and injuring, m this point of view, instead of 
benefiting the farmers of the State of New York. 


The West (Mr. G. continued) had had 6,642,782 | 
acres of land, worth at least $1 50 per acre, in ad- | 


dition to nearly three millions of dollars given for 
roadsand canals. He heard a voice saying they 


had fought for it, and won the whole of it. Where | 
was the West (he asked) in the revolutionary war? ) 


In the womb of time. New York and the old 


thirteen States fought for and won the whole of the |. 


public domain, and ceded it to the confederation 


and the Union; and this Government had mag- |) 
nanimously given -away to this young and grow- || 


ing infant of thé West 6,642,000 acres of land for 
roads and canals, bésides near three million dol- 
lars in money. This was not all. There were 
bills reported ‘this session appropriating for inter- 
nal improvements in the West néarly three million 


The |; 


Who had got this immense || 


j 
| dollars, and about eight million acres. of land. 
Not only that, but they wanted all the mineral 
lands brought within the general land policy, and 
| then they would introduce bilis to cede these lands 
to the States in which they he. And if all this 
was not done, they would complain, he supposed, 
that they were not well treated. "This was all very 
modest! Still the West complained: that it had 
| been “wronged, plundere ressed,. an 
raged.” PON Sa es We Se 
It had been stated that we:were to. purchase free 
trade in thé ports: of.Great Britain. for-our grain 
| and breadstuffs by the:surrender. of half‘of-the ter- 
| ritory of Oregon, and-a reduction of our own tariff. 
He did not believe. that:-our“policy should be reg- | 
ulated or governed by the polisy of Great Britain 


to be maintained at every hazard, and our tariff 
modified without any regard to what Great Britain 
! might do with her own tariff. Ifwe should cede 
the one-half of Oregon -as the equivalent for the 
reduction of the tariff, she might turn round and 
raise her duties, and would do so undoubtedly, 
and shut her ports against the entrance of our 
breadstuffs whenever it might suit her interests. 
He was a revenue-tariff man, and he held that we 
ought to do what our duty required in the matter 
| of modifying our tariff, without reference to the ac- 
tion of Great Britain upon hers. The tariff of 1842 
should be the basis of our action, and such mod- 
ifications should be made as time and experience 
had shown to be necessary, with reference to the 
treasury and to equal justice to all the great in- 
terests of the country. | 
| [Before Mr. G. had concluded his remarks, of | 
| which the above is but a general sketch, the chair- 

‘ man’s hammer fell, and he resumed his seat.] 

The committee, finding itself without a quorum, 

: rose and reported that fact to the House. 

| The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the |! 
| House the following Executive communications: |) 
I. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- | 
_ ting, in obedience to the resolution of the House of 
| the Qist ultimo, reports relative to the condition of 

; Fort Dearborn, at Chicago, Ilinois, as to the con- 
|| version of the same into a marine hospital, and 
| whether the land near said fort cannot be sold, in | 


order to raise the necessary amount to defray the | 


on Commerce. 
| IL A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
| transmitting a report in answer to the resolution 
of the House of the 16th ult., relative to the pur- 
; chase of hemp for the use of the navy; the growth, 
|) quality, and price paid for the same; and the meas- 
ii ures, if any, taken under the law establishing a 
| hemp agency in Kentucky and Missouri; which 
| letter and report were referred to the Committee on 
| Agriculture. 
| an. A letter from the Postmaster General, in | 
i answer to the resolution of the House of the 3d 


| the transportation of the mail between this and | 


tracts, &c., together with the copies of the bids, 
| contracts, &c.; which letter, &c., were referred to 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
IV. A letter from the ‘Treasurer of the United 
. States, transmitting copies of his accounts for the | 
li service of the Post Office Department for the year | 
© ending the 30th June, 1845; which letter and ac- | 
counts were referred to the Commiitee of Ways | 
and Means. 
Mr. YANCEY moved that the House resolve 


_ itself into Committee of the Whole on the state j 
of the Union, to resume the consideration of the 
river and harbor bili. f 


Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House adjourn. 
|. The yeas and nays were asked. 


| Mr. JAMES THOMPSON asked leave to offer 


o’clock, whilst this bill was under discussion. 
The resolution was not received. . 
The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 

: to adjourn. 

Mr. ASHMUN withdrew the motion. : 

Mr. THOMPSON again asked leave to offer his 

: resolution. 

i Objected to. 

i) The question was then taken on the motion of 

| Mr. Yanery, and the vote stood—ayes 55, noés 

i 45. [No quorum voting.] ~ on a 


i 


in any respect; that our just rights in Oregon were |} 


| 

| expenses of so converting the same; and also as to |; 
| the propriety of selling the site of said fort, &c.; 
| which letter, &c., were referred to the Committee || 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 


i instant, relative to arrangements made by him for i| 


foreign countries, accompanied by copics of con- |) 


il 


a resolution changing the hour of meeting to eleven |: 


Mr. HENLEY moved:that when the E 
journs, it adjourn to meet: to-mörróy 
o'clock. . 

The SPEAKER said 
order. z : 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ôt 
to adjourn, and, being taken, were— yeas 56, nays: 
60. ; a 

So the House refused to adjourn. `.. 

On motion of Mr. HENLEY, it was resolved” 
that when the House adjourns, it adjourii to meet’ 
at eleven o’clock to-morrow. — : ens 

Mr. YANCEY moved that the Hoúsë résolvé 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. nea deed 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the House ad- 
ourn. j : 
: The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 51, nays 59. : 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

But no quorum voted. 5 f 

Mr. PRICE moved that there be a call of the 
House; which motion was agreed to. a 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that thé House 
adjourn, ; 

he yeas and nays were orderéd, and, being ta- 
ken, were—yeas 58, nays 54. : 

So the House adjourned. 


CER 


the. motion was not iñ 


eam, 


IN SENATE. sad! 
Wepnespay; March 11, 1846: > 

The Journal having been read, Ce ie eg 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the petition of 
citizens of Wisconsin, praying the éstablishment 
of a daily mail on the route between Detroit and 
Milwaukie; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. ; 

Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of Wilson 
& Hallett, of Mobile, Alabama, praying that an 
amount of duties paid by them on a quantity of 
salt subsequently destroyed by fire, may be refund- 
ed to them; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CHALMERS presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Mississippi, praying that the 
sixteenth sections, or school lands in that State, 
covered by Indian reservations, may be located.on, 
other public lands in the State of Mississippi; 
which was referred to the Committee on Publi¢ 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. OR ES 

Mr. DICKINSON. presented ‘two. petitions. of 
; citizens of Genesee county, New York, praying 
the abrogation of certain tréaties madé with the. 
Seneca: Indians; -which“were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. ae 

Mr. BENTON presented: the memorial of leù- 

tenants of the United States army, holding the ap- 
| pointments of adjutants of regiments, praying to be. 
allowed the additional ration provided for by the 
i act of March 2, 1827; which was referred. to the 
: Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. WEBSTER presented three petitions of cit~ 
| izens of Massachusetts, praying that steel may be 
admitted into the ports of the United States free of 
duty; which were referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. ; 

Mr. W. also presented a petition of citizens of 
; New York, praying the abrogation of certain trea- 
| ties made with the Seneca Indians; which was re- 
; ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

: On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
| the petition of the heirs of Major E. A. Ripley, 
| was taken from the table, and referred to the Com- 
i mittee of Claims. : 
| Mr. SIMMONS submitted the following 

i lution; which was agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 

and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- 

ediency of establishing a mail-route from the city 
of Providence, Rhode Island, to. Framingham de- 
ét, on the Boston and Worcester railroad, through 
awtucket village, in North Providence, the east- 
i erly part of Cumberland, West Wrentham, Frank- 


eso- 


‘lin, Medway, and Holliston.” 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee 
val Affairs, reported back to the Senate a a 
| the House) for the relief of John E: Holl 

out amendment.» Hor ee 
=the Co 


i I ; 
to whom was referred] 


i 


Mr: SEVIER, from 
i merce, 


‘HE CO 


GRESSIONA 


OBE 


4 @ 


PRINT ISHE] 


ED AND PUBL 


N, BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


AT THE CITY OF W 


ASHINGTO 


o RITA CONGRESS; IST. Session. 


ie mouth of the Red riyer, in the 
na, reported: the same with an 


IN, of Louisiana, from the Con- 


mittee on Pensions, reported back, without amend- | 


ment, -bills from the House of Representatives, 
with ‘the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Watson. 

A bill for the relief of James Wyman. 

A bill for the relief of James Mains. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the House bill enti- 
tled “ An act to establish the collection district of 
Chicago,” reported the same with an amendment. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that the prior orders 
be postponed, and the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution for the relief of 
Peter Gorman; which motion was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was read a second time, 
considered as in committee of the whole, reported 
back without amendment, and ordered to be en- 
grossed fora third reading. 

{A message was received from the President of 
the United States announcing that he had signed 
and approved an act for the relief of William El- 
liott, Jr., of Fulton county, Minois.) 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the prior orders be 
postponed, and that the Senate resume the consid- 
eration of the “ Bill to apply certain alternate sec- 
tions of the public domain towards the completion 
of works of internal improvements in the State of 
Michigan;’’ which motion was agreed to, 

Mr. NILES made some observations in opposi- 

tion to the bill, first, because it was beyond the le- 
gitimate power of Congress to appropriate money 
in aid of works of internal improvement, and he 
regarded the grant of lands authorized by this bill 
as a virtual appropriation of money. THe was also 
opposed to the measure inasmuch as it was for 
the purpose of bringing these lauds into market 
to pay a debt properly due from the State. If 
grants of this kind were ‘to be made, they should 
be made on a general principle, and should not be 
partial gifts. The new States had already been 
very liberally dealt with, and he was opposed to 
any future donations beyond what was their equi- 
table share with all the other States of the U nion, 
He was willing to recommit the bill for the pur- 
pose of giving power to the State of Michigan to 
enter all her publie lands at the minimum price, 
by which this Government would be relicved from 
‘any. connexion ‘with the Works proposed to be 
carried. one ; 
"Miri CASS “resisted the principle attempted to 
bé revived by’the Senator from Connecticut; that 
the Government could not, as the great landhold- 
er of the West, ‘appropriate any portion of these 
lands forthe purposes of internal improvement. It 
was now too late to oppose a policy which had been 
acted on’ for above half a century. The pioneers of 
the country, to whom we are indebted for the erec- 
tion ola greatempire in the West, were certainly 
@ntitled to be treated justly and equitably; and it 
was only justice and equity they sought. Very 
little had yet been done. as ‘a recompense for the 
privations and labor by which this had been ef- 
tected. “AS a question of expediency, he suggest- 
ed the propriety of the passage of this bill, both 
as enhancing the value. of the public domain, and 
ag contributing essentially to the defence of our 
northwestern country. During the last war, the 
jncohveniénce and public cost produced by the 
want of a land communication between the lakes 
was beyond- calculation. Tt was no uncommon 
occurrence, at that period, for a wagoner to throw 
his load of flour on the road, owing to the impos- 
sibility. of forcing his way through impervious 
‘odds: “In every point of wiew, he urged the ne- 
cessity of the appropriation contained in this bill. 

“Mr. YULEE submitted the following substitute 
for the bill: : 

« Be it enacted, That the fourteenth and fifteenth 
s sections in each township of the public lands be, 


o 


‘and are hereby granted to the States réspectively 1 his Message 


31 


New: Senies.. 


! dressed the Senate nearly as follows: 


! nounce to the world that our title to Oregon was 


| which he had alluded. 
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‘in which they Jie, to be applied to the purposes | 
‘of internal improvement.’ 

Mr. YULEE then moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order of 
the day; which motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER—OREGON, ETC. 


The Senate proceeded to the discussion of the |, 
special order, being the Joint Resolution of the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give íi 
notice to Great Britain of the intention of this | 
Goverment to annul the treaty for the joint occu- 
pation of the Oregon territory, and the resolutions 
of Messrs. Haxnecan, CALHOUN, CrirTENDEN, 
and Coraurrr, having relation to the same subject, 

Mr. BREESE rose and said, that he found this 
morning, on reading the report in the Union of the 
‘speech of the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
Tyan the following remark: 

“Vt has been asserted by the Senator from Hli- |: 
‘nois that that territory, in the course of time, 
‘will be dependent neither on the United States 
‘nor Great Britain. I think so, too; and it would | 
“be far better for both them and us... If Oregon || 
‘and the whole of California could be connceted 
“together, it would make a very respectable na- | 
* thon.” | 

If this paper did not eireulate among his political į 
friends, Mr. B. said he should not deem it very 
necessary to ask the Senator from Maine to correct | 
the statement, THe (Mr. B.) made no such stiate- i| 
ment, and never entertained such an opinion, or 
harbored such a wish. He spoke of his fears, 
not his hopes, What he said was, in substance, 
this: “If we do not take this course, if we do not 
give this notiee, if we allow things to remain as |i 
they ave, there is manifest danger that before the i 
lapse of many years, difficuldes will so thicken 
that a war must be the resul, or else that the | 
country must be allowed to become an independ- | 
ent State, and thgge ave strong indications in many 
quarters of a desif® that such should be the case. | 

know itis the opinion of men of high character | 
aud respectability that itis nat possible, after the i 
country contains fifty thousand inhabitants, that |i 
it should continue to be an appendage of any Gov- i 
ernment, and think it ought pot, I think different- | 
ly, however, [think it an important portion of ji 
our empire, and T think that we ought to preserve || 
it by all possible means,” When he (Mr. B.) || 
mak: these remarks, he had in his mind more par- ; 
ticularly a portion of the speech delivered at Fan- I 
evil Hall last year by the honorable Senator from |} 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Weaster,} who, if he recol- |) 
lected aright, ex wessed the opinion that Oregon i! 
ought to be an iodénendent State. Mr. B. said he 
had no doubt the Senator from Maine would cor- 
rect the statement in the report of his remarks to |! 


Mr. EVANS remarked, in reply, that there was || 
no misunderstanding between the Senator from IH- 
linois and himself. He (Mr. E.) did not misun- 
derstand or misrepresent him. He understood |i 
him distinctly to dissent from the opinion that it 
was desirable under any circumstances that Oregon 
should be independent. He {Mr. B.] atiributed 
to others such an opmian; and what he (Mr. Ii.) 
meant to say was, that he (Mr. E.) concurred with 
them. The whole arose from a misapprehension 
of the purport of his remarks on the part of the 
reporter. 

Mr. REVERDY JOHNSON then rose, and ad- 


It is with unaffected embarrassment I rise to ad- 
dress the Senate on the subject now under consid- 
eration; but its great. importance and the moment- 
ous issues involved in its final settlement are such 
as compel me, notwitlistanding my distrust of my || 
own ability to be useful to my country, to make | 
the attempt. We have all felt that, at one time at | 
least, (I trust that time is now-past,)-we were in | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


imminent danger of war. - From the moment the 
President of the United States deemed it right and 
becoming, in the outset of his official career, to an- |! 


i 
clear and unquestionable, down to the period of | 
to Congress m December last, when © 


i may tow ry € 
experienced Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 


: Carolina, [Mr. eewo] 


No. 31. 
he reiterated the dèclaration, I could not see 
how it was possible that war should be averted. 
That apprehension was rendered much more in- 
tense from the character of the debates else- 
where, as well as from the speeches of some of 


' the President’s political friends within this cham- 


I could not but listen with alarm, and dis- 
hat fell from the very distinguished and 


ber. 


“at an early period of this debate; to what I heard 
‘from the’ Senator from Indiana, [Mr. HANNE- 
| GAN3] and, above all, to. what was said by the 


Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Arven,] the chairman of 
the Committee on Forcign Relations, who, inmy 


i simplicity, I supposed must necessarily he ap- 


prized of the views of the Government in regard to 


‘the foreign concems of the country.. Supposing 
! the condition of the country to be what it was rep- 
‘resented to be by each and all of the three Sena- 


tors, I could not imagine how it could be possible 


i that that most direful of all human calamities, war, 


was to be avoided; and I was accordingly prepared 
to say, on the hypothesis of the fact assumed by 
the Senator from Michigan, that war was inevita- 


l ble;—to use bis own paraphrase of his own term, 
ii which, it would appear, has got out of favor with 


himself— war must come.” 

What did they represent to be the condition of 
the nation? [speak now more particularly of the 
last two Senators, from Indiana and Ohio. They 
told us that negotiation was at an end; that we 


i were now thrown Lack on our original rights; that, 


by these original rights, as bad Leen officially an- 
nounced, our title to the whole country was be- 


i yond all question; and that the national honor must 


be forfeited, if that tide should not be maintained 
by fares of arms. T felt that he must have been a 
careless and a profitless reader of English history 
who could isdulse the hope that, if such was to 
be the course and conduct of this country, war 
was not inevitable, ‘I'hen, in addition to my own 
opinion, when I heard it admitted by the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan, with that perfect can- 
dor which always distinguishes. him on this floor, 
that, in his opinion, England would never recede, 
{T felt that war was inevitable. ES oad 
I now rejoice in hoping and believing, from what 
Thave subsequently heard, that the fears of the 
Senate, as well as my own apprehensions, were, 
as I think, unfounded. Since then, the statesman- 
like view taken by the Senator from New York , 
who first addressed us, [Mr. Drx,] and by the Sen- 
ator from Missowi, [Mr. Bewron,] to whom this 
whole question is as familiar as a household term 
—and the spirit of peace which breathed in their 


| every word—have fully satisfied me that, so far as 


Jepends upon them, a fair and liberal compromise 
of our difficulties would not be in want of willing 


| and zealous advocates. 


And this hope has been yet morë strengthened 
py the recent speech of the Senator from North 
i not now in his place. 

, the intimate relations, 


Knowing, as I thought I di 


! both personal and political, which that Senator 
bore to the Chief Magistrate—knowing, too, that, 


as chairman of the Committee on Commerce, it was 
us special duty to become informed in regard to 
all matters having a bearing on the foreign rela- 
tions of the country, I did not. doubt, and I do 
not now doubt, that in everything he. said as to 
the determination of the President to accept, if 
offered by the British Government, the same terms 
which he had himself proposed in-July last, the 
reasonable inference was, that-such anoffer, if made, 
would be accepted. I do not mean to say, because 
I did not so understand the Senator, that, in ad- 
dressing this body with regard to the opinions or 
purposes of the President, he spoke by any ex- 
press and delegated authority.. But I do mean to 
say, that I have no doubt, from his knowledge of 
the general views of the President, as expressed in 
his Message, taken m connexion with certain omis- 
sions on the part of the Executive, that when he 
announced to us that the President would feel him- 
self in honor bound to accept his own offer, if now 
reciprocated by Great Britain, he spoke that which 
he knew to be true. And this opinion was yet 
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more strengthened and confirmed by what I found 
to be the effect of his speech on the two Senators 
I have named—the leaders, if they will permit me 
to call them so, of the uluaists on this subject—I 
mean the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Hanneean,] 
and the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Aturn.] He was 
an undiscerning witness of the scene which took 
place in this chamber immediately after the speech 
of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Hay- 
woop,| who must not have seen that those two 
Senators had consulted together with the view of 
ascertaining how far the Senator from North Car- 
olina spoke by authority, and that the result of | 
their consultation was a determination to catechise 
that Senator; and the better to avoid all mistake, | 
that they reduced their interrogatory to writing, in | 
order that it might be propounded to him by the | 
Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Hanneean;] and if it | 
was not answered, that it was then to be held as 
constructively answered by the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Auven.] What the result of the manwuvre 
was I leave it to the Senate to decide; but this I 
will venture to say, that in the keen encounter of 
wits, to which their colloquy led, the.two Senators | 
who commenced it got rather the worst of the con- 
test. My hope and belief has been yet further 
strengthened by. what has not since happened; I 
mean my beliet in the pacific views of the Chief 
Magistrate. The speech of the Senator from North | 
Carolina was made on Thursday, and though a | 
week has nearly elapsed since that time, notwith- 
standing the anxious solicitude of both those Sen- 
ators, and their evident desire to set the public 
right on that subject, we have, from that day to 
this, heard from neither of the gentlemen the slight- 
est mtimation that the construction given to the 
Message by the Senator from North Carolina was 
not a true one. 


H 


‘ or his friends at home, or from the Cabinets of 
t foreign nations.’?.. Whatever, therefore, may 
proceed from the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Hax- 
| NEGAN,] or the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN,] 


| we are told. that the. self-balanced mind which || 


graces the Chief Magistrate will enable him to 
proceed in the course of duty regardless. of all 
difficulties, come they from what source they may. 
| If that is given by authority from the President, 
| then I concede that the Senator from Indiana is the 
| leader of a forlorn hope. 
| Mr. HANNEGAN, 
| that will lead to victory 
| Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Then it will bea victory over 
| your own President. 
| Tsay, therefore, that though my mind, at the 
i commencement of this session, and ever since the 
Inaugural Address of the President was delivered, 
had undergone the most intense and agonizing 
alarm, it is now comparatively easy, and it is so 
from the settled and absolute conviction that the 
President esteems himself in honor bound to settle 
this controversy hereafter substantially on the terms 
in which he offered to settle it in July last. Be- 
fore I sit down it will be my object to prove that 
the honor of the country is bound to that settle- 
ment, 

I will now advert to some facts having a bearing 
on the controversy in regard to the question of ti- 
tle, about which there can be no dispute. 

And the first fact to which [advert is, that from 
1789 to the present hour, England has been in the 
practical enjoyment of rights in the disputed terri- || 
tory; in connexion originally with Spain from the 
year 1792; in connexion with the United States, as 
standing upon our own title, before 1819; and by 
the express authority and recognition of the United 
States by the convention of the 20th October, 1818, 


| 


i 


A forlorn hope, however, 


Mr. HANNEGAN, I refer the Scnator to the 
columns of the Government paper—the Union, 

Mr. JOHNSON, The Senator refers me to t 
Government paper—the Union. Very well. 


1C 
I 
am glad to hear, from one who hasa right to know 
what all the relations of the President are, that the 
poper he alludes to is “the Government paper;”’ 
»vecause, as I read what is in the Government 
paper to which he refers, it seems to me as clear |} 
as the sun at noon that the Senator from North 
Carolina was right, and the Senators from Indiana 
and Ohio were wrong. It was not my purpose 
to have made use of extracts from that paper, as 
the organ of the Government by name; but now 
we have it admitted from very high authority that 
that paper is the organ of the Government. I be- 


i 


| 


ij 
ia 


| 


lieve, however, there was a time when the Sen- 


ator from Indiana would have very promptly dis- | 


claimed the authority of that organ. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, I do not pretend to call 
it the Government paper, beyond the authority 
which I have sometimes seen in the paper itself. | 
Mr. JOHNSON. That is quite sufficient. I 
am content with the Senator’s judgment as being 
quite correct. But, to resume. On Friday night, 
after the scene to which I have alluded, and which 
apparently threw so much dismay over the few 
or the many (whether they are few or many will 
appear hereafter) who go for 54° 40! ora war, and 
after the attention of the President must have been 
called to what had passed in this chamber, we are 
told, in relation to the conduet which the President 
is likely to pursue in this controversy, that “ his 
future course must be judged by his past conduct;”’ 
that is, whether he will accept the offer of 49° may 
be decided by the fact that he formerly offered 49°. 
Nor is this all. In cautious and honeyed words, 
(of which the editor of that print is so complete a 
master,) he reads a mild lecture to the Senators 
from Indiana and Ohio, and all who concur with 
them in their views of this matter. After saying | 


of Senators on this side of the chamber, that they |, 
evidently “ enjoyed the corruscation, and chuckled | w imed r owi f 
over the storm it forcboded,” the editor goes on to , title of Spain. We claimed by our own discovery | 
say, “The generous spirit of the Senators will j| 
prevent their repetition,” Our friends from In- | 


diana and Ohio are no lenger seen catechising, as | 
they did catechise, the Senator from North Car 
olina, “ They are all the friends of the President.” 
As much as to say to the Senator from Indiana, 
It is all uscless. 
‘swerve him from his course, nor disturb that i 
‘self-balanced equanimity of spirit which graces 
‘the Chief Magistrate, who is determined to do | 
‘his duty, amid all the difficulties that-beset his | 
“path, whether they proceed from political enemies | 


‘is another subject of inquiry; but that she practi- 


) did she obtain the rights thus practically exercised? | 
| Whenee were they derived? (whether correctly 


‘No evanescent remarks will | 


renewed on the 6th of August, 1827, and contin- 
ued to the present hour—a space of more than fif- 
tyyears. ‘Towhat extent she enjoyed these rights, 


cally enjoyed the possession of alleged rights on 
that coast; that those asserted rights were recog- 
nised by Spain, and from 1792 to 1818 practically 
recognised by the United States, and from 1818 to 
this day expressly recognised by treaty, are facts 
about which there can be no controversy. FLow 


or not, is another question;) but whence did she 
pretend to derive them? First, from discoveries 
of her own. Her second ground was, that that 
whole territory was in such a condition that no 
exclusive right of sovereignty over it existed in 
any nation, and that the convention of Nootka 
was founded on the principle that the coast and 
erritory were in such an anomalous condition as 


on the admission (or else those who negotiated 
them were false to their trust) that there were some 
richts in England in some portion of that territo- 
_ry. Now, when the treaty of 1818 was made, the 
: United States Government was far from claiming 


we claimed on our own right directly against the 


and our own settlement, made in the exercise of 
ow own alleged national rights—rights that were 


that title was alleged to rest on discovery, posses- 
| sion, or any other ground. From 1795 to this day, 


|| Spain has never had possession of any part of the 


| territory north of 42°; and, during the greater par 
| of that time, having lost her possessions in the in- 


|! terior and Jost all her American colonies of every 


į 


kind, she has had no foothold on the American 
continent since she conceded her interest to the 
i United States in 1819. From 1795 to 1819.is twen- 


i 
Vy 


aright to the country under the Spanish title; for 


inconsistent with the title of anybody else, whether |) 


ty-four years; and if Spain was barred’ by’ the 
i abandonment of the coast, if. we :claimed under 
| Spain in 1819, might not our titl aid to 
be barred also? 3 


Now, in my judgment, it would be better forthe 
H f 5, De pee AOT 
| respective pretensions of the parties if the Néotka 


H convention’ of-17190:was held to.be.-terminated-by 


i the war of °96 and never revived: . ‘If that conven~ 
|| tion was terminated and the English possessions in 


Oregon are not to be attributed to it, or ceded, if 


|! gentlemen will have itso, by that treaty, then her 


| possession is adverse to Spain and all the world. 
! And if her possession. in. Oregon hasbeen adverse 
to the title of Spain, from 1796 to 1819; Spain hav- 
ing abandoned this part of the continent ever since 


Iam not here to contend that the convention of 
1790 was abrogated by the war of 1796, or that it 
was not; or that it was revived. by the treaty of 
1814, which made provision for the revival of com- 
mercial treaties between the two nations. What I 
maintain is, that it would be better for our title to 
consider the treaty of 1790 as in force.than asan- 
nulled. ar ET & 

How did we (until lately) undertake, to..make 
out our title? First, from. the discovery.of.. the 
mouth of the Columbia river by.Gray, and from 
his entrance into the river and sailing some dis- 
tance up its stream. T have no doubt that he did 
discover it and did enter it. Secondly, fiom the 
exploration of the river from its headwaters down 
to the ocean by Lewis and Clarke. Of that explo- 
ration there can be no doubt. Thirdly, from the 
treaty of Louisiana; and fourthly, from the Florida 
treaty in 1819. i f 

Now the Senate will at once perceive that, so far 
as these several grounds of title go, they are. incon- 
sistent with the validity of each other. If we had 
aright to Oregon in 1818 we had that right by our 
own discovery. If we had no rights there then, 
it must have been because the title was cither in 
France or Spain. And then if we derived a valid 
title from France, there was no title in Spain. If 
we derive our tile from Spain, then it can only be 
because we had no title from our own discovery or 
from the transfer of the country by France. 

If we look at the diplomatic correspondence 
which preceded the convention of 1818, we. shall 
find that the United States maintained the validity 
of our title just as stoutly then.as it doesnow. .We 
contended that our right to Oregon was an-original 
independent right; and we made it out.to’a portion 
of the territory, but that. portion included no,more 
than the country drained by the waters of the ‘Co- 
lumbia river. ‘This carried us up to. about latitude 
49°, unless some of the interior branches. went 
higher than that. If this title be denied, then. our 
other title‘(and.a much better one) was derived 
from the French grant. . So far it is manifest that 
we could. pretend to no claim at all beyond lati- 
tude 499. 

In 1713 the treaty of Utrecht was made, by the 
tenth article of which it was provided that France 
should restore to Great Britain the possession of 
i the coast of Hudson Bay, and that commissaries 
should be appointed by each party to determine 
| the limits between the British possessions on Hud- 
son Bay and the possessions of France, and in like 
manner to run another line separating. the British 
and the French colonies. I know that the present 
doctrine is that that line was never established, but 
I say that it does not Jie in our mouth to deny its 
establishment. I will now read from a paper com- 
municated to President Madison by Mr. Monroe, 
hen our Ministér at the Court of St. James, drawn 
up expressly to justify our Government in refusing 
to ratify the fifth article of the convention ofthe 
12th of May, 1803, notwithstanding that treaty had 
| been signed under instructions which included the 
| fifth article with the residue of the treaty. . Mr. 
‘| Monroe communicates to the British Government 
i! the fact that those instructions were granted at-a 
time when the Louisiana treaty had not been en- 
|} tered into, and consequently without any reference 
lito that treaty. But, as we had a short time afters 
| wards got possession of Louisiana, and before this 
fifth article was ratified, we had under that treaty 
a right to go quite up to the parallel of 49; and he 
H places it on the express ground that the line.of 49 
í had been established according to.the tenth.ar ticle 
l of the treaty. of Utrecht in 1713... Hear what he 
I says... [Mr. J. here, quoted from Mr, Monroe.) 


i 


i 


1846. 


483 


; It was described 
as intended to run on the 49th parallel of latitude 
indefinitely—that is, to the ocean. 

I male bold to say that, at the period of the 5th 
of September, 1804, no agent of the Government 
had so much as pretended to any claim on our part 
beyond this line of 499, but up to that line that our 
title was clear and undeniable, and so Í think it is 
But, in the condition in which our title now stands 
1 hold that necessity demands a compromise. | 
think there is no Senator on this floor who reflects 
for a moment, but’ must admit that in the absence 
of all compromise war is inevitable. Spain has 
relinquished all her claim; Russia claims nothing 
south of 54° 40’; and there is no other Government 
which asserts a title to the country between the 
parallels of 42 and 54 but England and the United 
States. 

How arè these conflicting claims to be settled ? 
How-should we have to settle them if it was a new 

uestion? After we have induced. the subjects of 
treat Britain to come into the country and hold 
it in common with ourselves, under the treaty of 
1818; and after we have renewed that treaty in 
1827, leaving the question of sovereignty unde- 
cided; and after we have permitted and’ invited 
England to extend her laws over them as we pro- 
pose to extend ours,—what do magnanimity and 
national honor require at our hands? Obviously a} 
fair and honorable division of the territory. And 
if this can be done by the adoption of a line pecu- 
liarly appropriate to constitute a boundary, then I 
hold it is proper, on our part, to fix on such a line. 
Now Task, what is our boundary with the Eng- 
lish possessions east. of the Rocky mountains? 
The parallel of 499°. . What is the most natural 
boundary for us to adopt west of these mountains? 
The parallel of 490; What line was established 
under the provisions of the treaty of Utrecht as be- 
ing the most natural and proper for a boundary? 
‘The parallel of 490. What is the line that should | 
be adopted, looking to the relative advantages of | 
both parties? “The parallel of 499. And f say that | 
if this were now a new question, coming up for the | 
first time ‘before an American Congress, the na- 
tional honor, so far from being violated by the 
adoption of that boundary, could, on the contrary, 
be preserved and vindicated by this means only. 


Is it honorable ina high-minded uation to tell the || 


subjects. of another nation to come in with their 
laws; to invite them over and over again to extend 
their ‘possessions in the country; and then, after 
we have got them in, they fondly believing that. 
they were to live under the protection of British 
law and British power, to say to these same per- 
sons, ‘* Retire, go out of the country, or we will 
extend over you our laws exclusively!’ I admit, 
that as faras the mere question of right depends— 
as far as the proposition whether titie, in the legal 
sense, is to be acquired by any possession held by 
either of the two nations under the treaty of 1818— | 
it cannot be debated, because the treaty provided 
that such common possession was not to affect 
the question of utle- “But I think it must be ob- 
vious, looking at the character of the transaction, 
the manner in which it originated, and what was 
declared to be its. purpose, that it is no more than 
right on the part of each of the nations to offer and 
accept a fair division. i 

But it is not a new question; and what the Gov- 
ernment has heretofore done imposes on us an im- 
perative duty to settle the controversy on the par- 
allel of 49° if it can be done. In 1818 we proposed 
that line to Great Britain as a boundary, together 
with the free navigation of the Columbia river; in 


| 


| 
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| 
| of the civilized world to the other the absolute and 


| 
| 


renewed. In 1843, under Mr. Tyler, when the at- 
tention of this Government was again drawn to the 
| subject, authority was given to our Minister to re~ 
new the offers of 1818 and 1826, both as to the line 
and the river. : 
Such was the condition of the subject when Mr. 
Polk came into the Presidential chair. And what 
was his opinion? I said, that, in my judgment, 
the previous conduct of the Government created a 
moral obligation of as great a binding force as any 
moral obligation can possess, to accept the line of | 
49° if it can be obtained. What says the Presi- 
sident in his Annual Message: 
“In deference to what had been done by my 
t predecessors, and especially in consideration that į 
‘ propositions of compromise had been thrice made | 
‘by two preceding Adminisirahions, to adjust the 
; “entestion on the parallel of forty-nine degrees, and 
‘in two of them yielding to Great Britain the free 
“navigation of the Columbia, and that the pending | 
; ‘negotiation had been commenced on the basis of ; 
‘compromise, I decmed it to be my duty not ab- 
‘ruptly to break it off. * * A proposition was 
‘accordingly made, which was rejected by the Brit- 
‘ish Plenipotentiary, &e. * * The proposition 
‘thus offered and rejected, repeated the offer of the 
| parallel of forty-nine degrees of north latitude, 
“which had been made by two preceding Adminis- 
‘trations, &«c. * ad this been a new gues- 
“tion, coming under discussion for the first time, 
i€ this proposition would not have been made. The | 
j ©extrnordivary and wholly inadmissible demands ; 
| © of the British Government, and the rejection of the | 
| proposition made in deferenee alone to what had | 
| ‘been donc by my predecessors, and the implied | 
| ¢ obligation which their acts seemed to impose, attord 
| t satisfactory evidence that no compromise which | 


i] 
j 


i © the United Sintes ought to accept can be effected.” | 


No; jj 


Impose on whom? On James K. Polk? 
impose on the American nation, of which he was | 
i the mere representative: an obligation arising from 
the fact that, on tour different occasions, this offer | 
l had been authorized; so that the honor of the na- | 
tion bound him now to renew tt. Ele reuews ace | 
cordingly the offer of 1824, that is, the line of 49; 
but with the exeeption of the navigation of the | 
! Columbia viver, at the same time giving England | 
some minor but substantial advantages in lieu of | 
it. The question l now propose to the friends of | 
| the President on this floor, (and itis a very obvi- 
ous one,) is this: If the previous offers of this | 
Government in ISIS, 824, 1826, and their renewal 
| in 1843, created an implied obligation on the Pres- 
ident to settle our controversy on the same terms, 
jis not that obligation now more imperative than 
| ever, from the faet that the President himself has 
| repeated that very offer? “Who is James K. 
Polk?” was a question once asked. We ali know 
now who he is, though there are some who do not 
know what he is. He is the President of the ` 
United States. Te speaks for the whole country; | 
i he is vested with the authority so to speak, and | 
his acts, in the exercise of that authority, are as | 


d 
f 
i 
I 


| his predecessors: they can create an obligation 
express or implied, just as strong as the acts of his | 
predecessors could do. IF, in making his offer to £ 
England, he was under obligation from the acts of 
ais predecessors, how can any man deny that, 
having made that offer, he is not bound to accept 
tif it shall come to him from the other side? 
Supposing he shall refuse it, and go with the : 
Senators from Indiana and Ohio for 54° 40°, what 
will be the judgment of the civilized world when 
England asks us to settle this question of title on 
terms which we have five times recognised as jus 
and fair? There can be but one opinion, What | 
was right and proper in 1818, right and proper in 
Í 1824, right and proper in 1826, right and proper in | 
| 1843, right and proper in 1845, is right and proper į 
i now. Letus go to war as soon as we think fit 
after the refusal of such an offer, and I use no ex- 
| iravagant language when I say that from one end 


I 
I 
i 


unmixed reprobation of the American character, 
the deep and permanent disgrace of the American 
pame, will assuredly follow. 

Eut I have no idea, not the most remote, that | 
we are to be subjected to any such degradation. I 
have an abiding, a setiled confidence, which I know 
cannot deceive me, that no man standing in the re- 
lations in which the President admits himself to be | 


| binding on the United States as the acts of any of HI 
| $ 


provided England gives him the opportunity. I 
speak ‘from an assurance derived from no other 
source than that which I have before me on this 
floor. The Senator from New York who first ad- 
dressed us, [Mr. Drx,] and the Senator from Mis- 
souri who followed him, [Mr. Benton,] have both 
admitted, almost in words, certainly in spirit, that 
this dispute ought to be compromised; and though 
I do not intend to catechise any Senator, hor ask 
to be infermed of the opinion entertained by any, 
yet from the oft-repeated remark of the Senator 
from Michigan, (My. Cass,] though he did at first 
alarm the Senate and the country, (if he will par- 
don me for saying so,) yet he declared at the -same 
time that he feared a war, and that he would be 
the last man in the land to desire it; and I do not 
doubt that, if a suitable treaty should come inito 
this Senate to-morrow,:he would give it his sanc- 
tion. 

Mr. CASS. I will tell you about that when the 
time comes. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


Then the Senator thinks.such 
atreaty will come? I do not want him to tell me. 
1 know it in advance. He will, however, have an 
opportunity to tell us, for I have no doubt that in 
due time a treaty will come before us, in spite of 
the opposition of the President’s friends as well as 
of his enemies, 

And as for the other Senator from New York, 
{My Dicktnson,}] who commenced his speech by 
telling us thathe would demonstrate our title up to 
54© 40! to be clear to all who would listen, and who 
talked to us about the vengeance of Heaven be'ng 
conveyed to us in tones which threatened war or 
4° 46', Ihave just as little doubt that if the ques- 
tion comes to 49° or war, he takes 499% 

‘Chere ave some of our friends on thé other side 


of the chamber, the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 


Grensn,] the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN,] 
and the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Wanweean,] 
who all go for 54° 40’ or a fight. Now, I have 
no doubt that the Senator from Indiana will “stick” 
to that, not parenthetically, but in fact. If these 
gentlemen will pardon me, I will venture to say 
that they are the Hotspurs of the Senate—I mean 
of course in point of spirit, courage, and gallantry. 
‘Lhe Senator from Indiana, I suppose, may be còn- 
sidered as the General; but the Senators from Ii- 
nois and Ohio are certainly entitled to a distin- 
guished rank, for they tell us there is no danger of 
a war with England, and one-of them expressed 
| the opinion that England could do us no harm. 
Mr. HANNEGAN. I said no such thing. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I know you did not. You 
went for war, in spite of all the harm she might 
do. But there are others who think that no great 
harm can come out of war with England. What 
was the ground taken by the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. ALLEN?}] First, he told us that there would 
be no war at-all, And why? Because England 
dare not fight us single-handed—whether for Ore- 
gou or anything else. It isa single match which 
he thinks she never will undertake, (and I hope in 
God she never may.). The Senator thinks, indeed, 
that if she can get Russia to join with her, and 
France too, and has Mexico to aid both, she may 
perhaps pluck up courage enough to fight the Uni- 
ted States! The Senator says that she is the very 
feeblest Government on the face of the earth. 
This is said by the chairman.of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. -And what makes her feeble? 
itis the adaptation of the steam power to the naval 
marine; it is her immense public debt divided 
among many thousands of her own citizens. And 
he tells us finally, that, she has this element of 


il obvious and apparent weakness, she dare not re- 


pudiate her debt—a privilege which it seems the 
nited States have. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg to explain. I referred to 
a state of: things superinduced by war. The 
Senator. knows that a state of war suspends the 
interest on foreign debts duc to belligerent nations, 
She could not do that, because her debt was due at 
| home. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator does not mean 
to say, I hope, that war suspended the payment of 
her own debt. I was speaking of her own debt. 
Yet, in the same breath, the Senator said that) 
! England dare not repudiate, and. he finally held 
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her up to the world as ‘a pauper.” And this was 
to inspire us with a sense of her absolute weak- 
ness. But, to deepen that impression still more—to 
remove all dread of England to an infinite distance, 
he went on to tell us that England is as feeble as 
an unborn infant. And by way of stating a fact, 
which genius only was equal to, he went on to de- 
scribe to us this infant as ** reposing in the lap of 
the past.” : 

Then the. Senator from Illinois asked us what f 
there is about a war with England to frighten us? | 
Couldit be her navy? Give us but twelve months’ 
notice, (and this we shall have by the treaty,) and 
we should have a larger navy than England ever 
had. Thank God for that! And then, I suppose 
thai ifall the other European Powers should unite 
their naval power with that of England, give us 
two years’ notice, and we will create a navy greater 
than the whole. But how is this navy of ours to 
be obtained? By converting our New York liners 
into frigates. No doubt the Senator believed this 
statement to be perfectly correct; and be went so 
far as to tell us that there was not one of those ves- 
sels but would be a full match for a British frigate! 
And, as for steamers, though we had none quite 
so large as those lately built in England, yet we 
could make ours go twenty-seven miles an hour, 
which, I suppose, would bea very great advantage, | 
either in running after an enemy, or running away || councils of this nation, filled the measure of human 
from him! It is strange that Senators here, with || renown—his correspondence upon that occasion 
all their opportunities to know the true condition || alone won for him a reputation for penetrating sa- || 
of things and our actual relation to the power of || gacity, for matchless intellectual power, for sterling | 
other nations, can utter, gravely, from their place || patriotism, such as has rarely been equalled, never 
in this chamber, things which seem so monstrous |} surpassed, by any statesman, dead or living. I beg 
to all common sense. Unless the President holds || pardon for speaking thus in the presence in which 
himself under an implied obligation to settle the || į stand: I am defending the nation, not the negoti- | 
existing dispute, and the Senate shall think so too, |! ator. | 
it might now become necessary to ‘prepare the ‘The Senate will pardon me for saying further, that | 
hearts of the nation for war.” Without any in- || so commanding, so powerful was the influence of a | 
tention to speak with disparagement of the opinions || part of that correspondence on a subject which | 
of these gentlemen, I cannot but remark that what | threatened to involve the country in war, that Lord j 
I consider a better opinion has been expressed by |; Aberdeen, after reading the views of the American 
the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] and tl negotiator. on the right of search, pronounced the jj 


ne 
Senator from New York, (Mr. Drx,] when the prediction that from that day forward no impress- | 
. ? : y : pr 
| ment would again be made of an American sailor, 


told us that England never was prepared to strike g 
a heavier blow than at this moment, and that there || Yet my friend from Ohio scems to think that in 
that negotiation the national honor was seriously 


is no nation on the globe whose power is greater, 
injured. 


or whom it would be more dangerous for us to en- } 

counter. But, says the Senator from Dlinois, Let || “Mr. SEVIER. If the Senator will pardon the 
the war come; she can do us no great harm; we || interruption, I should be glad to ask his authority | 
may lose a few merchant ships, and I think he | i stating that such was the remark of Lord Aber- | 
een? 


said a few sloops-of-war, but they would be easily 
replaced.. No doubt the Senator really thinks the Mr. JOHNSON. I speak from personal au- 
thority. . I thought I said so. 


fact to be so. “No great harm P? Has he taken 
into his estimate the oceans of blood that will be || If such ends can be accomplished by negotiation, || 
spilt? the agonies of the batile-field? the shrieks of | if such ends have been accomplished, I invite Sen- | 
the dying? the still more terrific shrieks of widows |) ators, in justice to themselves, in charity to the |} 
and orphans? the depreciation of the public morals? |; nation, to support, one and all, what I have no |} 
the arrest of civilization? the outrages on humani- || doubt is the determination of the Chief Magistrate, | 
ty? Will the Senator say that these are no great {i tosettle the present controversy by the same means, |} 
evils, and that these things can ‘easily be replaced >”? || Let the Senator from indiana [Mr. Flawneean] |! 
The Senator from New York who last spoke [M learn to restrain what I may be permitted to call 
Dicxrisox] told us, however, that there were wo- |! his impetuous patriotism. Let him not suffer it to į 
men enough to bind up our wounds. Ay, but there | run riot. Let him give himself up to no dream of | 
ave no women who can bring back the dead. No | national honor while he is blind to all the obliga- 
enh o a yepe wife will N to bring na i tions Whien hrila and wa ee, im- 
her husband from the grave. And no powershort || pose. Let him take no course that will not leave 
of the divine influence of Christianity, and that ex- |! as he finds it his native country blooming like the | 
ercised through a long series of years, can elevate || rose. Carry not desolation and havoc through | 
for the community the weakened and every corner of the land; and, above all, let him į 
of moral obligation. No valor can 
their original prosperity and brightness our deso- 
lated and blackened coasts, our ravaged cities, and, 
above all, place us, where God intended we should i 
be, really and truly at peace with our fellow-men. || 
I am bold to say—and I say it in no spirit of de- | 


nothing! for, after all, Oregon is lost.” And the 
Senator from Ilimois will pardon.me for saying 
that he would hang his head in unmitigated regret 
and shame; he would call the mountains to fall on 
him; he would give the wealth of the world, if he 
had it, to bring back that general peace and. hap- 
piness, which, but for him, might have continued 
long to bless his native land. 

The age we live in denounces war—that savage, |! 
beastly mode of settling either territorial or indi- i 
vidual controversies. As has been recently said 
by one now on the verge of the grave, and whose |; 
| whole life has been devoted to the cause of benevo- 
i| lence, ** War is fit only for wild beasts, but is be- 
| neath the reason and dignity of man.’ And as has | 
li been beautifully said by one of England’s proudest 

sons, ‘¢ The drying up of a single tear confers more || 
| honest fame than shedding seas of gore.” The spirit 
of the age denounces such savage barbarity. That 
other spirit, which led two powerful Governments 
to make an amicable and honorable arrangement to 
a dispute, once so threatening, in regard to our north- 
eastern boundary now prevails—a settlement which 
the Senator from Ohio thought proper to stigmatize 
as dishonorable to the nation. If there were nothing | 
else in the life of the American negotiator who par- 
ticipated in that happy result—if he had not before, 
and often, both in the forum and in the public 
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waning sense |; 


nstead of the curse of the world. | 
f am not here (continued Mr. Jounsown) for the ! 
purpose of assailing the validity of the American , 
e- | title, and I wish not to be so misunderstood. The 
preciation of the valor of my countrymen: I say it | title, and the means of defending it, are in the hands 
with a full conviction that they are equal to any | of the proper legitimate department of the Govern- | 
emergency—let war come upon us because we have ment; and whilst thus in other hands, I am not | 
refused our own terms, offered by us over and over 
again, and the responsibility of those who shall |! our title goes, and where I am sure the President in- 
bring it upon us will be not only heavy enough to j| tends to carry it, unless driven into a war by the 
sink a navy, but will cause those who bring itabout | obstinacy of England. 
to live, as long as God shall suffer them to live in | 
this world, in a state of self-reproach and mental ;; 
agony altogether indescribable. I fancy 1 know 
how the Senator from Illinois would feel when a 
widowed wife shall approach him, and looking him 
reproachfully in the face, shall say, ‘* You are the 
cause of all this wretchedness; a false sense of na- || advice of the President to us to be adopted? I 
tional honor goaded you on, till you have brought |; confess that on this subject my mind has been so- 
upon us all this misery. There lies my husband, a || licitously anxious, and has undergone recently a 
blackened. corse; and here am I, with my orphan || 


a | change, and that change has been owing to facts to 
children, the most wretched: of women; aud all for |) which I have already alluded, impressing me with 


| 


1 


sary to trouble the Senate on this point. 

How is the negotiation to be again resumed? 
What are the steps most likely to bring about this 
result? Are things to remain as they are, or is the 


: territory, 


| over another; a conflict in m 


P 


bring back to || pursue that course, and be animated by that spirit, || lic can alone 
i! which shall bring on us the praise and approbation |! blessings of the world upon us, 
| to posterity as the enemies of all good. 


|; about to question it to the extent to which I think | 


I would rather my head | 
should be stricken of than awaken the American į 
heart into being the aggressor; but it is not neces- || 


ii 


the conviction, in which. f am. sure. : 
misled, that the President’s motives are pea y 
In what condition are. we now? -Ehe title to-Ore- 
gon—Oregon, all-ọr. none-—may be 
the hands of Senators. of. the. Umit 
they. are incapable of turning it to sacha 
it may be made, I say, a party watchword; it may 
be made to fill: the whole Jand,-and lash it-.into:e 
state of feverish. excitement... Emigrants to: that 
taking the excitement with them; mem- 
bers of the Senate, in the exercise -of their admit- 
ted authority, praclaiming to those emigrants that. 
they stand on ‘American ‘soil. and ought to be:pro- 


| tected’ exclusively by American. lawg, and that 


every Englishman is a trespasser. a divided juris- 


| diction; one system of laws extending its. protect- 


and another ‘system 

judgment in such a 
case would be inevitable.: The state of things pror 
vided for by the treaty of 1818, and. continued by 


ing arm over one household, 


that of 1897, camot last, nor will it last. How, 


then, isa conflict to be avoided? | Cleéarl b y bring- 
ing this state of things to an end, by dividing the 
disputed territory, by erecting. each portion into a 
separate sovereiguty, to be placed under the armed 
jurisdiction of its own Government. This. carr 
only be done by abrogating the treaty... England 
does not give the notice, and unless. ve do, all the 
dangers to which I have referred will follow. 

I think the notice. ought to be given, and before 
I sit down I shall propose'a form of notice, somer 
what different, but substantially. the same with, 
which has already. been submitted to the consider- 
ation of the Senate. If I was: satisfied that. all 
to which I have alluded would not, drive us into a 


i conflict, I should infinitely prefer the present çon- 


dition of things. The advice of the Senator. from 

South Carolina, [Mr. Carnown,] the opinion which 

he has expressed, wisely expressed—expressed in 

the very spirit of wisdom—that our policy should 

be a masterly inactivity, is the true policy of this 

nation. By emigration we would, in the course 

of time, necessarily have made the territory ours. 
But that masterly inactivity has ceased to be mas- 
terly, because of the wnmasterly activity of some 

others. But Iam sure, without knowing individ- 
ually what the opinion of the honorable Senator to 
whom I have alluded now is, he will agree with 
me that the day for masterly inactivity: is gone. 
And let me say that we are in the discharge of a 
function of awful and tremendous responsibility— 
with the civilized world sitting in Judgment upon 
us; with the eyes of the people.of this, country 
turned with deep and. intense. solicitude. towards 
us; with the hopes of humanity, the: progress of 
Christian faith and Christain triumphs. resting on 
what the Senate of the United States may be wil- 
ling to do. Every lover of ‘constitutional freedom 3 
wherever he may be found, looks with intense 
anxiety to the judgment and the decision. of the 
representatives of this free republic. If we act 
wisely, humanely, in a Christain spirit, in that 
spirit which prevailed in the highest and most 
earnest wish of Heaven, that there shall be peace 
on earth, and good will to men, we will go on 
prospering and to prosper. But if we act other- 
wise; if we give ourselves up to the leading of im- 
etuous spirits; if we are reckless, regardless of the 
obligations of humanity and Christianity ; if we fly 
in the face of the spirit of peace, in which a repub- 
live, I repeat, so far from having the 
we will go down 
t is our 
; duty to apply to that God, whom we allin com- 


{ + 
! mon adore, to invoke his mercy to save us from 


į those desolating calamities with which .we have 
i| been threatened, and preserve us a peaceful and 


i happy nation. 

| I propose, then, in concluding, to offer, by way 
of amendment to the resolution which came from 
ithe House of Representatives on this subject, and 
jas a substitute for that resolution, the. preamble 
' and resolutions offered by the Senator from Ken- 
| tacky, [Mr. CrirrenpEns] with this. difference: 
that, instead of deferring the notice, as the original 
amendment proposed, to be given from and after 
the termination of the present session of Congress, 
| it may be given from and after. the first. day of 
|! June next. With this alteration, I shall move the 
+ adoption of those resolutions, and cease to.trouble 
he Senate further on the subject. i- AEE 
| Mr. BREESE said he did notrise forthe purpose 
| of replying at length to the remarks of the goator 

$ ze 


| fom Maryland, whe had just taken bisses 
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which it may ‘not ‘be very material that he should 
answer one way or the other. It is in vain to say, 
sir, as he has said, that the spirit of the age and of 
‘Christianity is against war, and the promotion of 
ajust right by force. Did the Senator never reflect 
that national honor is a national possession of the 
highest value? Did he never consider thata people 
that does not place a proper estimate upon it, and 
stand up in its defence, is unworthy to be enrolled 
among independent nations? Did he never con- 
sider that his portrayal of the calamities of war, as 
an argumentagainst a war, strikes at the foundation 
of the principle of national defence, and releases 
the nation from its high and imperious obligation 
to protect and defend all the rights of the nation? 
And that this high duty would end, if we are to 
count the cost and the calamities of war, and be 
deterred from our purpose by them, how great so- 
ever they might be? It was not the spirit of the 


age, he apprehended; at any rate, it was not the | 


spirit of the American people, to suffer passively 
any encroachment upon their rights, but would re- 
sist it to the death. As the honorable Senator, in 
the course of his remarks, thought proper to com- 
pore the honorable Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hannucan,] and from Ohio, [ 


ebrated in English history, the renowned Hotspur, | 


the allusion, sir, though he (Mr. B.) possessed 
none of the characteristics which Markei that dis- 
tinguished champion, had awakened his recollce- 
tion to a portion of his history as portrayed by that 
master delineator of human’ passions and human 
nature, in the scene between him, Glendower, and 
Mortimer, when, expecting a successful issue to 
the rebellion in which they were engaged, they 


were dividing the realm of England between theni; | 
quite appropos to the last proposition | 
G 


and it seemed 


‘of the British Government to divide Oregon by the 


Columbia river, and he would commend it to the | 


attention of the Senator: 


«í Methinks my moiety, north from Burton here, 
In guantity equals not one of yours: 
See how this river comes me cranking in, 
And cuts me from the best of all my land— 
A huge half moon, a monstrous cantle out”? 


And, sir, (said Mr. B.) on this question of Orc- 
gon, I will say with the gallant Hotspur, with a 
slight interpolation to suit the case: 

“PH give thrice so much land 
To any well-deserving friend; 
But in the way of bargain— 
(And with England too,) mark ye me! 
"UL cavil on the ninth part of a hair” 


` Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said he was very 
much pleased with the passage fromthe poet which 


the Senator had recited, for he now saw the author- | 


ity on which the Senator intended to assert our title 
to the whole of Oregon—that it was poetic. 

~ But in relation to another question, as to whether 
he meant to say that thespirit of the age was against 
awar for the defence of clear and substantial nation- 
alrights. The Senator could not seriously suppose 
that he would abandon any such rights; he would 


leave the war, however, to be produced by the ad- į 


versary, and not by ourselves. But he had yet to 
Jearn that the adjustment of the controversy by the 
President of his own choice would be an abandon- 
rent of national honor. 

On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, 
` The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, March 11, 1846. 


The House, in pursuance of the resolution adopt- 
ed yesterday, met at eleven o’clock this morning. 

There were but avery few members present. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
yyoved.. . $s f 
“The SPEAKER said that the business first in 


order would. be the éall of the committees for re- | 


Orts. 
P Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL asked leave to offer 
a resolution, 

Mr. HOPKINS objected, until the committees 
should have been call for reports. 
~ Mr. PRESTON KING moved that the Hous 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on th 
state of the Union. i 

Mr. ROBERTS, on leave given, presented cer- 
tain joint rssolutions of the Legislature of Missis- 
sippi, (purport not stated;) referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


Oo 


THE 


to ask him, in a kind spirit, one. or two. questions, | 


i À Mr. ArLex,] with |j 
himself, (Mr. B.,) to a character somewhat cel- | 


| Mr. SCHENCK renewed, ineffecttially, his mo- 
tion for leave to introduce a certain paper, which he 
had endeavored to present yesterday. 
, Mr. S. then asked the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion of Mr. P. Kine; which were refused. 

The question was then taken, and the vote stood 
—ayes 56, noes 13. No quorum. 

So, by sixty-nine members out of two hundred 
and twenty-three, the motion was agreed to. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Whereupon the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr, Tuomas Smira in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, 
and the amendments thereto pending. 


| dressed the committee, without concluding, during 
the allotted hour. 

His object (he said) in addressing the commit- 
tee, was not so much to discuss the general merits 


| minds of members the propriety and justice of 
adopting the amendment of his colleague, [Mr. 
Crozien.] He (Mr. G.) would remark, however, 
in passing, that, for his own part, he entertained 
|| no doubt whatever of the existence in this Gov- 


ij ernment of the power to make internal improve- 
ments, He could not conceive of a Government 
instituted for the ends and purposes for which 
Governments were ordinarily created, divested of 
sucha power, It scemed to him to be a power 


accomplish the objects of its creation, if it was 
wholly and entirely stripped of it. 

To determine the extent of the power conferred 
upon the General Government by the Constitu- 
tion, Mr. G. referred to that instrument, quoting 
the sections which delegated certain powers to 
| Congress, and deducing from any one of them this 
i power of making internal improvements. 
| mitted its liability to abuse, as every other power 
or degree of power was susceptible of being per 
! verted to improper and disastrous purposes, 

He replied to the constitutional argument of Mr. 
Ruerr. He traced briefly the history of this sys- 
tem, and the part which it had been made to take 
jin the polities of the country. By referring to 
House document No. 89, A session, 23d Con- 
|| gress, it appeared that the whole amount expended 
i| for purposes of internal improvements during the 
four yenrs of Mr. Adams’s Administration was 
I| $1,849,168 21—or an average expenditure of $462,- 
11292 05 perannum. By referring to House docu- 
i! ment No. 31, Ist session, 27th Congress, it appear- 
jf ed that the whale amount expended during the 
Administration of General Jackson and Mr. Van 
(| Buren, embracing a period of twelve years, was 
$14,982,405 B8—or an average expenditure of $1,- 
| 248,533 82; and it appears from the same docu- 

ment that more money was expended for purposes 
| of internal improvement in one year of Mtr Van 
| Buren's Administration than was expended for the 
| same purposes during the four years of Mr. Ad- 
ams’s Administration, 
! year of Mr. Van Buren’s Administration, there 
i was expended for purposes of internal improve- 
i| ment $1,900,045 02; and as he had already re 


Administration was only $1,849,168 21. 

Mr. G. then passed on to an examination of the 
object of the amendment of his colleague, {Mr. 
Crozrer;} showing the important national charac- 
ter of the work, and its superior claims in that 


ment of his other colleague, [Mr. Anprew Joux- 
son. | 


Mr. GENTRY was entitled to the floor, and ad- | 


1} 
|| of the bill, as to endeavor to impress upon the | 


from its very nature inherent in the Government, | 
and that it was impossible for the Government to | 


He ad- | 


In the year 1837, the first Í 


marked, the whole amount expended for the same ; 
purposes during the four years of Mr. Adanis’s | 


point of view over the local proposition of amend- | 


Mr. G. W, JONES expressed the reluctance 
with which he addressed the committee, and said 
he should not have attempted to do so had it not 
been for the amendment offered by his colleague 
from the Knoxville district, [Mr. Crozier.] This 
amendment proposed $250,000 to be appropriated 
for the improvement of the Muscle Shoals in the 
Tennessee river. This was the only appropria- 
tion that could be made by this Congress in which 
his constituents were immediately and directly in- 


‘terested. He referred to the localities of his dis- 


trict, showing the effect and bearing which this im- 
provement would have upon it. Before entering 
this hall he had laid down a rule to which he in- 
tended inflexibly to adhere—a rule from which, if 
he should depart, he would render himself unwor- 
thy the confidence of the freemen whose Represent- 
ative he had the honor to be. That rule was, 
whenever a proposition came before him for his 


| action here as an American Representative and le- 
i gislator, to look first to the Constitution of his 


country and satisfy himself whether the power pro- 
posed to be exercised was authorized by that sa- 
cred instrument. He had appealed to that instru- 
ment in this case, and could find no authority there- 
in which would justify him in voting either for the 
amendment of his colleague or for the bill under 
consideration. 

His colleague who had just taken his seat had 
endeavored to deduce this power for internal im- 
provements in part from the preamble of the Con- 
stitution, But the far-seeing and patriotic wisdom 
of the Framers of the Constitution did not leave the 
powers it conferred upon these subjects to the 
doubtful construction, the whims, the interests, 
and the log-rolling of the Representatives of the na- 
tion. Mr. J. considered that that instrument was 
couched in simple, unambiguous terms, intended 
to be made and actually made so piain that the me- 
chanic at his work-bench, the farmer at the plough, 
though unlettered and unlearned, may comprehend 
its meaning. And after stating in the preamble the 
great objects intended to be secured, the Constitu- 


! tion, he said, went on to enumerate the delegated 


powers by which those great objects are to be at- 
tained. It was true that the power to provide for 
the common defence and general welfare was grant- 
ed, but the manner in which they were to be se- 
cured was expressly pointed out and provided for 
by the Constitution itself. If they were to take 
this power in the broad sense which gentlemen 
wished to give to it, it was worse than-useless—it 
was absurd that the powers given to the General 
Government should be attempted to be enumerated. 
He referred to the grants in the Constitution to - 
Congress of power over commerce, and other grants 


| from which the power of these improvements had 


heen attempted to be deduced. However old- 
fashioned it might appear—however radical and 
straight-laced it might be, he declared that there was 
not a solitary provision in the bill now under con- 
sideration which, in his opinion, was authorized 
by that Constitution which he had sworn to sup- 
york. F 
j The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Faran] had in- 
quired if this construction of the Constitution was 
correct, where the powerwas derived to erect forts? 
Mr. J. answered, that it was expressly granted 
in the Constitution, and read therefrom the clause 
authorizing Congress ‘to exercise like authority 
‘fof ‘exclusive legislation’] over all places pur- 
‘chased by the consent of the Legislature of the 
€ State in which the same shall be, for the erection 
‘of foris, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and 


| é other needful buildings. ”’ 


Some conversation ensued between Mr. TIB- 
BATTS and Mr. JONES on this point. 

My. J. further referred to certain other grants of 
power in the Constitution, under which the power 
for internal improvements had been claimed to be 
included, and replied to those points which had been 
made by several gentlemen, denying all these infer- 
ences of power, and ado ting for himself a literal 
construction of the Constitution. And the fact that 
this amendment, if made, would go for the benefit 
of his district, could-have no influence upon him in 
his construction of the Constitution, and the dis- 
charge of his solemn duties under it. , 

He: expressed his concurrence in the views of 
his colleague; [Mr. Anprew Jouwson,] that if a 


! majority of this House should decide that Con- 


gress had this power to appropriate for internal 
improvements, it was their duty to distribute their 
appropriations equally over the country in propor- 


T 


HE CONG 


tion to the importanee of the works calling for such | 


improvements, regardless of what might be the 
views of the individual Representatives of those sec- 
tions in which such objects of appropriations are 


found. In case the constitutional objections were 
removed, the Tennessee river, draining seven 


States, and capable of floating so immense an 
amount of commerce—an amount which, if the ob- 
structions in that. river were removed, would be 
more important than the commerce of the Ohio 
river-—was entitled to receive its full share of ap- 
propriations. But for himself, he hesitated not to 
avow that he adhered to the principles of true and 
ancient republicanism, and denied the constitu- 
tional authority for any of the works of internal 
improvement contained in this bill. 


His colleague (Mr. Genrry] had spoken about || 


the Democratic party, and about the bed of Pro- 
erustes, 
Constitution of the United States and pure democ 
racy were both appropriately represented by the 
Procrustean bed; and the men who profess to be 


Democrats, wherever they are found, and who ro- i 


mained within the bounds of the Constitution, (he 


did not pretend to say what those particular bounds } 


and that particular bed were for others, he knew 
what they were for himseif,) he would unite cor- 


dially and cheerfully with them in carrying out the |: 


greai principles of democracy, and he would go no 
further. Mr. J. briefly referred to and expressed 
his regret at the differences of opinion which ex- 
isted among the various sections of the Demo- 
cratic party on the subject of internal improve- 
ments, and repented the declaration that he should 
stand by the strict and true construction of the 


Constitution; and whatever might be the fate of | 


the principles of equal rights, of opposition to clag 


legislation, enriching one portion of the conmiu- | 


nity by burdening and oppressing other portions, 
he should adhere to them, and if they should go 
down, he should go down with them, contendit 
for the great principles of equality of politica 
rights in this country. 
My. COBB next obtained the floor, and, at re 
vest, yielded to 


Mr. STROLIM, who gave notice of an amend- | 


ment, when it should be in order, providing that 
none of the appropriations contained im this bill 
should be expended during the year, provided the 
tariff of 1842 shall be repealed, modified, or al- 
tered during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. COBB resumed the floor, and addressed the 
committee during his hour in opposition to this 
bill, on account of its particular provisions, as well 
as onfaccount of its being the entering wedge of a 
general profligate unconstitutional system of ex- 
penditure for internal improvements, which would 


inevitably land the Government in bankruptcy and |: 


The bill now under con- 
ending amendments, 


ruinous indebtedness. 
sideration, together with the p 


proposed appropriations of about 92,000,000 in i 


round numbers. ‘Chere were also other bills lying 
upon the table which, in connexion with this bill, 
proposed appropriations amounting to between 
48,000,000 and $9,000,000 for works of internal 
improvement. In the existence of these startling 
facts, he found an ample justification for trespass- 
ing upon the time of the committee, 


Mer. ©. dwelt at much length upon the evils | 
which the revival of a general system of internal | 


improvements would entail upon the countr 
nd avowed his decided preference for the distr 
bution scheme of Mr. Clay and the Whig party 
iniquitous and oppressive as it was, to the sanction 
of this scheme and its adoption by the General 
Government, 

Mr. ROOT followed. 


bill by inserting the following items: 


“Por improving Black River harbor, on Lake ;; 


Erie, $2,000. 


“For improving the harbor at Vermilion, on | 


Lake Erie, $1,400.” 


The remarks of Mr. R. were directed, in agreat | 
measure, to an explanation of the necessity of both | 
He then proceeded briefly | 


these appropriations. 1 d br 
to. an examination of the question of constitutional 
power, arguing its undoubted existence, and con- 
tending for the necessity and propriety of iis exer- 
cise. 

Mr. YANCEY then obtained the floor. 
gretted to have observed how inattentive this House 
was to the discussion of a question involving so 
large an expenditure, and which he considered so 
vastly important.. He had listened to the debate 


fis (Mr. J.’s) opinion was, that the || 


He moved to amend the | 


He re- i 


i 
| him, and aninterest which assured him that from 


| provements by this’ Government had ever excited 


| party upon constitutional grounds, from the com- 
mencement of the Government down to the present 
time. [rom this point Mr. Y. entered into an ex- 
amination of the constitutional question (in reply to 
: the arguments of Mr. Perrir, Mr. Farany and 
others) in its general scope and extent, reading from 
the Federalist, by Mr. Madison, and citing the au- 
thorities of Presidents Madison, Monroe, Jeffer- 
son, Jackson, and Tyler, as well as of the present 
Executive, (as expressed in his speech upon the 
|, veto by General Jackson of the Mayaville ‘road 
: bil) in support of his position of the utter uncon- 
| Stitutionality, recklessness, profligacy, and unmiti- 
gatedly disastrous results of the adoption by the 
Federal Government of £ system of internal im- 
provements, He also vindicated the course which 
he had taken upon the Oregon question, and briefly 
touched upon many other incidental topics. of 
debate. i 
‘The committee then rose and reported, 
On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, it was 

| Ordered, ‘That when the House adjourns‘it ad- 
| journ to meet at eleven o’clock, to-morrow. 

! And the Flouse adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tiunspay, March 12, 1846. 
| Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of citi- 
ns of Pennsylvania and Delaware, praying that 
stcel may he admitted free of duty; which was re- 
; ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
po Mr. B. also presented a petition of citizens of 
. Indiana, praying that the difficulties between Great 

Britain and the United States in relation to the Ore- 
' gon territory may be settled by arbitration; which 
: was laid on the table. 
| Mr. DIX presented a memorial of citizens of 
| Livingston county, New York, praying the abro- 
|) gation of certain treaties made with the Seneca In- 
ii dians; which was referred to the Committee on 
(| Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of George 
Guier, guardian of the orphan children of John $. 
i Ardis, deceased, late a carpenter’s mate in the na- 
| val service, praying that they may be restored to 
the pension roll; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions. 

1 Mr. ATHERTON submitted resolutions passed 


i by the Legislature of New Hampshire, in favor of 
ii reducing the tariff to a revenue standard, and es- 
i tablishing an independent treasury; which was re- 
i ferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
| be printed, 

: Mr. CASS presented two petitions of citizens of 
Hichigan, praying that a channel of communica- 
tion may he opened between Lake Erie and the 
Detroit river; which was referred to the Commit- 
: tee on Commerce. 


James Bell and Allen S. Johnson, praying per- 
mission to-enter certain lands, on condition that 
p they drain the inundated lands adjacent thereto; | 
+, which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
© Lands. 

Mr. BARROW moved that the report of the 
i Secretary of the Navy, in relation to Putnam’s | 
plough-dredger, submitted several days since, be 
printed for the use of the Senate; which motion 
was agreed to. 


| 


A i ; : | 
Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of a fe- | 


warrantable interference with the rights 
ty. Hé asked.the Senate to meet it with 
vote—-by no sidé-wipe, but directi 
insist on having the yeas.and nays 
of a reconsideration, °° 
The PRESIDENT said the que 
was not before the Senate. . a 
Mr. SPEIGHT. “I -vaise that que 
the yéas and nays. 0000n o ; 2 
A Mr. MANGUM moved to lay the question of 
reception on the table, SHO EE GRE ge 
The PRESIDENT... The question noy 
laying'the petition en the table. | a 
Mr. SPEIGHT said he was sorry such 
tion had been made.. The petition propos 
amendment of the Constitution. He hoped 
bë given the go-bys Be at ite A ees 
Mr. MANGUM did not know the precise nature 
of the petition when he made his motioh, | FI 
now merely to stale that it had been the practice of 
the Senate, some years ago, by a general under 
standing, in which the Senator from ‘South Ca 
lina acquiesced, when the question of reception 
raised, for the Chair, without a specific motion; to 
lay that question. on the table. Perfectly concur- 


come up. | ; ; 
The motion to lay on the table was then agreed 
to. 


On motion, it was ; 7 
Resolved, That when the Senate adjourn, it be to 
Monday next. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill to estab- 
lish courts of the United States, and provide for the 
due execution of the laws of the United States, in 
the State of Florida, reported it without amend- 
ment, S : 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the re- 
port from the Committee on Printing, in favor of, 
the printing of 25,000 copies of the recenit.report of: 
the Commissioner of Patents, without the list of 
| patents, and the arnendments theréto; one to print 
15,000, and the other to prt 10,000 copiés: only, 

Mr. ASHLEY remarked that he deemed. it. pro- 
per to explain the motives which had induced him 
to make the motion. -It would be recollected. that 
| this was an agricultural nation—more so perhaps 
| than any other nation on the face ofthe earth, By 
the, returns of the last census, it was found that 
more than four-fifths of the whole population—at 
| least eighty-three per cent.—were engaged in agri- 
| cultural pursuits; leaving seventeen per cent. only 
| engaged in mercantile, manufacturing, and other 
| pursuits. Of that number, at least four millions 
i were male operatives engaged in the cultivation of 

he soil. And he would ask, what supply would 
| twenty-five thousand copies of the report furnish 
Í to that number? Honorable Senators could easily 
| perceive how inadequate would be the supply—in- 
finitely less than the proportion of the public print- 
jing applied to the benefit of other classes of the 
| community. Nearly the whole of the public print- 
| ing for years past had been for the benefit of the 
i small section—the seventeen per cent. Immense, 
| voluminous, and expensive reports had been made 
| for the benefit of the commercial and manufactur- 
| ing interests; and some reports had been ‘made 
| and printed at no inconsiderable expense, for what 
| purpose it would be indeed difficult to tell.” It had 
| been said that these documents were.a drug on the 
| hands of the Government and were sold at two | 


i 


nale anti-slavery society of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing alteration of the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, to absolve the citizens of that State 
from participating in perpetuating slavery. 

A motion was made and put that the petition be 
laid upon the table; which motion the Chair deci- 
ded to be agreed to; when 
i. Mr. SPEIGHT said, although he seldom op- 
| posed motions made for the reception of papers of 
| any kind, he found it necessary to object to that 
just made; and he did it from a sense of duty to 
his constituents, regarding the petition as amun- 


it 


| cents a pound to the grocers. He had no hesita- 
|| tion in saying that whatever might be the fact with 
regard to other documents, it was not true with re- 
| gard to the report of the Commissioner of Patents, 
|i that it was a drug in the hands of the Government. 
| It was sought for with the utmost avidity bythe 
| agricultural community, and indeed by ‘the whole 
|| community, for it contained matter of-interest, HOt 
| only to the agrieulturists, but to all engaged In the 
i ie i important and valua- 
|i mechanic arts.” It was more important ar J 

| grent masses of the people 


|| ble to the: of 
|| rest of the documents printed by order o 


1846. 


But the honorable Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Nines;] asserted that the matter of the report could 
be obtained from other sources—insinuating, prob- 
ably, that the scissors had been chiefly employed 
in its preparation. He (Mr. A.) supposed that the 
Senator had not taken the pains of examining the 
document. If he had done so, he would have found 


that nine-tenths of the contents of the report were | 


original, and issued from the Patent Office exclu- 
sively, being gathered in response to inquiries made 
by the department. All the matter relating to the 
improvement and ‘promotion of agricultural science 
had been obtained in response to inquiries institu- 
ted by the Patent Office: He was ready to admit 


that some of the matter niight have been condens- | 


éd into smaller ‘space. But as it was, it was the 


most important document that could be circulated |) 


amongst the agricultural classes. 


Some gentleman—he did not recollect exactly | 
who it was—seemed to doubt the constitutionality | 
of printing extra numbers of any public document; | 
that the Constitution required that the number of ! 
copies should be limited to that requisite to aid the | 
If this were so, all he! 
could say was, that they had uniformly been in the | 


legislation of Congress. 


habit of departing widely from the provisions of 


the Constitution in that particular. But he did not | 

f AS He appre- } 
hended that it was legitimate and proper for than i 
to make any publication calculated to disseminate | 


think that the view was at all correct. 


information throughout the masses of the commu- 
nity, and for the benefit of the 
the Senate represented. He 


tleman had suggested. 
tional provision in the way, he had no objection to 
appropriate liberally for an agricultural department 


that should take the special supervision of the ag- 


ricultural interests of the whole country—just as 
they now did the commerce and manufactures of 
the country. He apprehended that legislation for 
the benefit of the 83 per cent. would be quite as le- 


gitimate and proper as the legislation for the 17! 
1 


percent. Let them go back to seven years past, 
and see the amount expended for. public printing. 


{Mr. A. here went into a number of details of the | 


items expended for the printing of public docu- 
ments for the last seven 
showing the large expenditure for reports and doe- 
uments not of general interest, as he contended, or 
at least not by any means so valuable and inter- 
esting to the majority of the people as the Report 
of the Commissioner of Patents.} He did not find 
fault with these appropriations—he did not quarrel 
with the large expenditures for Wilkes’s narrative, 
or Fremont’s report, for instance; but he contend- 
ed that, in justice to the interests of the great mass 
of the people, a liberal appropriation should be 
made for the diffusion amongst them of valuable 
information immediately bearing on the pursuits 
in which they were engaged. THe trusted that the 
report of the committee would prevail. He had 
heard it stated that this report of the Commission- 
ér of Patents contained something on political mat- 
ters, He was informed by a gentleman on the 
other side of the Senate, who had taken pains to 
inquire at the proper quarter whether there was 
anything of a political nature in the report—any 
Bundelcundisms—and he was assured that there 
was nothing of the sort—nothing whatever in re 
lation to the tariff—nothing in relation to the ques 
tions that divided the Democratic party and the 
Whig party,—it was solely confined to.the agri- 
cultural and other subjects of which it professed to 
treat. Before sitting down, he would beg leave to 
say that if, after the publication of the ordinary 
number, it sliould be found that the document was 
of the value that it was represented to be, he would 
ask at some future day for an increase of the num- 
ber, even of 25,000, now to be printed. He knew 
from his own experience that this document was 


his table was covered with applications for addi- 
tional copies. If, as he had calculated, but one in 
one hundred and sixty of the agriculturists ob- 
tained a copy by the present supply, he hoped that 
in ordinary justice no more than one in one hun- 
dred and sixty of the manufacturers and mercan- 
tile classes would be supplied with public docu- 
ments. 

Mr. NILES, in reply, said he did not wish to 
yepeat what he had said when this subject was un- 
der consideration the other day; he would not go 


great interests which į 
> had no objection to | 
establish an agricultural department, as one gen- | 
If there were no constitu- || 


cars, for the purpose of || 


| tion, and he disposed of them all; and not only | 
sought for more than any other document. Not- | 
withstanding the large number printed last year, 


i quainted. No documents had met so much gen- | 


ib. J : 7 : 
|| over the subject again, but would only notice one | 
|| orx two points in the remarks of the Senator, [Mr 


|| AsuLey.] The Senator says, whatever may be $ 
the casein regard to other documents published by `: 


the Senate, which are said to become waste paper; +; 
and to. be sold by the pound, this report has beer 
distributed; and such has been the demand for it ii 
that the number published, large as it was, was not |) 
sufficient to supply the demand. Mr. N. could not! 
say how it was with the Senator, or other individ- i 
i tal Senators, but he knew that, of the large num- |; 
| ber of this document published last year by the i 
| two Houses, a large portion of them were not dis- |; 
|| tributed by members of Congress, as the Senator |; 
supposes. A portion of them, and he believed a |i 


i 


booksellers, and were disposed of like other pub- 
lications of a private nature. In proof of this, he 
would call the attention of the Senate to a copy of | 
this report now on his table. Mr. N. then read | 
from the title page as follows: ‘ The report of |! 
Henry L. Ellsworth, Esq., Commissioner of Pat- li 
ents, containing an account of the proceedings of i: 
the Patent Office for 1844, printed by order of Con- ii 
gress: Published by Thomas Cowperthwaite & Co., |! 
Philadelphia: Price twenty-five cents.” This, Mr. ii 


t 


N. thought, was satisfactory evidence how the |) 
large edition of this report, published last year 
was disposed of, But this was only one case; and | 
he knew that these reports were offered for sale by | 
persons engaged in the trade in most of our cam 
mercial towns. Instead of these reports being dis 
tributed by members of Congress to their constit 
uents, they must have been sold by them at whole- 
sale to the booksellers, who put a cover on them | 
and sell them at retail, We pay for the publica 
tion from the public treasury for the benefit of th 
| people, and the benefit they receive is the privilege |! 
i| of purchasing them of the booksellers as they buy |; 
|j other books, Js this a proper use of the public |; 
|i funds? Instead of the large number printed being, h 
for the benefit of the people, itis for the benefit of |: 
members of Congress, or such of them as have | 
| made a disposition of these reports in the manner |! 
he had referred to. Jn regard to the value of this | 
| report, and the manner in which it was made up, ii 
| he had no wish to go into that inquiry, as he had |! 
| said what he had to say upon it the other day. U 
| "Che Senator says a large portion of itis original | 
| matter—-a part of it, consisting of answers to cir- 
culars sent out to anybody that it is supposed 
would retin an answer. But thore is no system, 
vo principle; and the report has no national char- 
acter, ltdoes not g the statisties of the agri- 
li culture of the country, But his great objection 
i| was, that the whole proceeding was irregular and |! 
| Hegal. There was no Taw to sanction it—no law |i 
to regulate it; it bad grown up without authority. |i 

| Tf this Government was to undertake to supervise i| 
j 

i 

i 


i 
|! 
l 


i the agriculture of the couniry, it should establish |) 
i| an agricultural bureau by law, and prescribe and 
direct its proceedings, and place at its head a com- 
pe officer——a practical as well as n learned man 


| 


He 
i had no faith in the Government undertaking to ii 
i direct the private interests of the people. He be- ; 
|| lieved that the people engaged in all the great in 
|| terests of the country understood their own busi 
i ness and their own interests better than we did. 
| He had not much confidence in this governmental 
|! regulation of private enterprise, which will always || 
[i be found to thrive better without such interfe- i 
|; renee. 
' Mr, WEBSTER was in favor of the report of 
$ the committee. It had so happened that on taking 
i his seat at the extra session of the Senate last year, | 
|i a portion of this document of last year, belonging f 
to his predecessor, and also that which belonged i 
to his colleague, had been assigned to his disposi- | 


were they all asked for and received gratefully and |} 
gladly, but down to the last twenty-four hours, ap- |! 
plication for copies of this document of last year had || 
not ceased to come in upon him. The document f 
was evidently interesting. It contained a great deal | 
of matter. He did not know anything of the merits 
| of the proposed annual publication, but for one he |; 
could say, that no document had been so generally 
| read in the part of the eountry with which he was ac- |} 


eral approbation, and been called for so repeatedly, |! 
as the publication on agricultural subjects emana- į! 
: ting from the Patent Office last year. 


‘ high time that this country knew it. 


sirous at that time to bring a privileged question 
before the Senate, and for that purpose he moved. 
that the subject now under consideration he on the 
table. . 

This motion was putand agreed to. 


THE LIBEL ON THE SENATE. 


Mr. JARNAGIN then said: I am aware that it 
is not usually necessary, expedient, or proper, to 
pay any serious attention to the suggestions or 
speculations of newspaper editors, But cases may 
occur, and a case has occurred, that, in my humble 


arge portion, found their way into the hands of the | judgment, demands a departure from that general 
| rule: I allude to publications that have made 


their appearance in a paper called the Duily Times, 
published in the city of Washington, on the 5th, 
the 9th, the 10th, and the 11th of this month, ma~ 
king direct, specific, and positive charges of cor- 
ruption against a large portion of this body.. It is 
not my purpose to.say one word harshly in refer- 
ence to the editor or publisher of that paper. Nei- 
ther is it my purpose to pass, in advance, upon the 
innocence of those thus charged; but I may be 
permitted to say this: if the charge has the slight- 


i est foundation in truath—if any member of this 


body has so. far forgot his own. self-respect, or a 
proper respect for the dignity of the station he fills, 
as to he concerned in carrying on any intrigue of 
the nature charged against a portion of this body 
in the publication to which I have referred, it is 
And, on the 
contrary, if it turn out that this charge is false, 
and entirely unsustained by proof, I will not say 
what should be the punishment of those who make 
suchacharge. In bre peper of the 5th instant, the 
editor, after speaking of an amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Coreurrr,] 
relating to the Oregon question, and a proposition 
to adjourn over that had failed, he says: 

“At that particular crisis it did not succeed. 
‘They who were pledged to it did not all stand 
‘up to their committal; and, instead of being de- 
‘spatched to the care of the British steamer at Bos- 
‘ton, then just ready to embark, an adjournment 
‘delayed it to a future day. Since then a more 
‘complete understanding has been effected.  Cau- 
‘cus mectings have been held; the principle of ac- 
‘tion laid down; votes counted, and the success of. 
‘the resolutions, in anticipation. of final action, 
‘confidently counted on. But, what is more as- 
‘tonishing, and showing how false-hearted some 
‘of our American Senators are, while seemingly 
‘contending for the interests of their country and 


i ‘the welfare of its people—how. traitorous they 


‘dare be in secret collusions with our hereditary 
‘enemy—all these intrigues to force the Adminis- 
‘ tration into compromise-—all these plots to aban- 


'€don our native soil—these bargains to disgrace 
i tthe American nation, and of their substance fill 
tthe maw of the rapacious British lion—were can- 


‘vassed and arranged at the British Minister’s own 
‘table within the lapse of a few days, where a 
‘ meeting, for this specific and express purpose, 
‘was had, attended by all the loyal advocates of the 


'¢ British claim who are comprised in, the Whig 
‘franks of the Senate, with, as we said above, a 
| í few 
‘notin their hearts become the plotters of treason 
| ‘against their country. 


xecptions from the West, of men who could 


“On this occasion, disgraceful to the name of 


i © Republican, which one party to this dinner-table 
! “compact assume, the whole strength of the com- 


‘promise party was counted and ascertained; their 
‘ firmness in the crisis was pledged for; Minister 
‘Pakenham, the representative of the British 
‘ Government put in possession of all ‘ her Majesty’s’ 
‘party strength within the walls of the American 
‘Senate ! 

“Can the American people be made to realize 
‘this most infamous fact!—that the British Min- 
‘ister, instructed by his Government to intim- 
‘idate, intrigue, or bribe the American people 


| ‘out of a territory to which that Power has no 


‘title, and have never pretended to assert one, can 
“surround himself in secret conclave, the doors 
‘guarded and the loopholes closed to provide 
‘against. betrayal, with a body of American Sena- 
‘tors, with whom he can counsel on what will be 
‘the effectual means to accomplish the infamy of 
‘the American Government, and who are alien 


: enough in heart to commit themselves to his 
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States—the Chief 
Sir, what -coul 


‘ measures of success! Can the American masses || ‘The resolution was then read, as follows: 
‘realize this humiliating fact? We know that, * Resolved, Thatar ommiittee of three menibers 
‘situated as they are, far beyond the pestilence || be appointed todnquire and report what measures, 
‘of this political atmosphere, and ignorant’ of || if any, are proper to vindicate the character‘and 1 
‘the utter bankruptcy in patriotism of some of || honor of the Senate against the charges of corrup- selves do, 7 Í 
‘their Representatives, they are slow to believe | tion, published in a newspaper, printed in Wash- || Indeed, wha hey. do if-they had access 
‘that American Senators can be found so thor- || ington city, called the Daily ‘Times, on the Sth; 9th, i| front the. op seats of the great Democratic 
t oughly lost to duty, to country, and to self, as to || 10th, and 11th instant, wit power to examine wit: || party. of the.country unless inm the Chief. Magistrate 
‘inlist as the partisans of a foreign enemy, in its || nesses, and send for persons and papers.”? ~” of the. U: he conspirators found co-ope. A 
‘ diversified intrigues and corruptions against their Mr. JARNAGIN remarked that it had Beeni and: assistance?, I shall, therefore,. vot 
‘own Government. Is it not, therefore, time that || suggested. that five members, instead. of three, || resolution. oo oo c S ee : 
‘they should be alarmed; that they should know || should constitute the committee. He was willing Mr. SPEIGHT said that, in the bill of-pains and 
t how treason stalks through our streets and Capi- || that it should be so amended. : penalti had been framed against the Senate, 
‘tol, how the Constitution is to be rode down by Mr. MANGUM said: I have somewhat relue- || there svere two counts. Not only as his friend from 
‘ perjury, and national honor immolated upon the || tantly yielded my own judgment to that of others || North Carolina had very properly remarked, ig 
‘altar of British feeling and interest? in reference to this proceeding. I helieve I have |) the whole Whig portion of de enate-—with one or 
«We call upon our republican masses to awa- |} held personal intercourse with almost every Seha- || two exceptions-—implicated in. this charge, but also. 
‘ ken to this conviction, and we appeal to the press || tor denominated as a Whig in this body, and upon || a portion of the Democratic party; and of the latter 
‘to sound the warning note. What we here have i| my own part and theirs, I take occasion (differing |} I have every reason to. believe that I am one ofthe 
‘ exposed will, in its important part, soon be acted |} from the honorable Senator from Tennessee) to l| individuals against whom this .poisoned. shaft of 
‘out. The vote in the Senate we have foreshad- || announce in advance that no such meeting, or any || calumny has been aimed. I feel it due, therefore, 
* owed—the plot is matured—the treason will soon meeting, either with or without the British Minis- || to myself—due to that constituency: who have sig- 
“stand forth in its naked infamy, unless some || ter, has taken place in reference to this matter, or || nifed their confidence in me by sending me. here— 
* power stronger in influcnce than any yet intro- || any matter immediately or remotely pertaining |i that] should rise in my place and mostemphatically 
“duced, almost more than mortal, interposes to || thereto—I mean the resolution offered by the Sen- |; deny that I have any knowledge of any intrigue 
‘save the British confederates in the Senate from |! ator from Georgia. 1 further take occasion to say || either amongst honorable Senators of the opposite 
* the deep damnation of the act P? in advance, so far as | am individually concerned— || party, or those with whom I have the honor. tobe 
After this article appeared, the Senator from || so far as I believe of the others—and I feel author- || politically associated. I have attended.no caucus, 
Georgia (Mr. Coxeuitr] thought proper to de- || ized to speak for every Whig Senator in this |; with the single exception of one at. the. beginning 
nounce on this floor both it and its author. Ina |} body—there is not a seintilla of foundation for || of the. session, when. you, sir, were refused. the 
subsequent paper the charge was reiterated; and || either the direct charge or insinuation contained || privilege of appointing the committees of this body 
an article which had appeared in a Missouri paper || in that paper. My own impression on this sub- |; As a matter of‘ course and of necessity, we assem, 
was copied into the columns of the Times, and a | ject has been constantly—til I yielded, as I said, || bled together on that occasion for consultation tel 
suggestion was. made, that, if Senators thought || to the judgment of others—that if the character of || ative to the propriety of the course.to be pursued. 
proper to set on foot an investigation, the editor |! this Senate before the country is not strong enough || Ihave been often summoned and have never obeyed 
and proprietor of the paper were not the only indi- {| to stand up against charges and insinuations not |; that summons, nor attended any caucus since that. 
viduals who should be summoned. After the de- || specifically made, totally unsupported by any par- |) But in reference to this transaction, I say here in 
nunciation of the Senator from Georgia, and the || cle of evidence, by any newspaper however ele- |) my place, that I have never attended any caucus 
remarks which followed it from the Senator from || vated or however low its character in the country, |} whatever in reference to this matter. The first in- 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrexpen,] the former charge || it is time that the Senate should be disbanded. IPI timation I had of the amendment offered by the 
was reiterated in words which Mr. J. would new || there be any individual in this body whose char- | honorable Senator from Georgia was, I believe, 
read to the Senate: ij acter is so weak, so flimsy, so little entitled to pub- || from my friend from South Carolina, I had been 
“We reiterate the assertion, that, at a British || lie confidence, that upon general charges of the l delayed in getting into the Senate on the day when 
‘dinner, given by the Linister, attended description contained in this paper, he would feel |; the amendment was offered, and I never heard it 


who constitute a minority of. 


ritish M 
‘ only by British Whigs, this British compromise || it necessary to invoke a committee for their inves- |! till it was read, when I made up my mind that, 
wos the subject of debate, and we have said above || tigation, why, then, according to my instincts and || with the view of conciliating all paries: and se- 


‘why the clerical Senator [alluding to Mr. Cor. || first impulses, I think he had better at once leave |: curing as large a majority as possible on this great 
‘qurrr] was not present—he will do for the ‘ cats- || the position which he occupies. _ ._ |i question, and anxious at the same time to follow 
‘ paw’ of those men, but they eat their ‘chestnuts’ || But although this is my distinct conviction in || the example of the other House, I would vote for 
“in secret. |! the case, I have yielded ‘to this proceeding. I that. amendment with some slight modification. 


yield, because I understand, froma source which 1 || ‘That it was the result of any caucus, I believe to 
'| regard as entitled to the highest credence, that the || be wholly unfounded; and I here, in my- places 
persons connected with this print, or at least one | solemnly repeat that I have attended. no caucus on, 
of them, has said that these allegations rested upon || this subject, or entered into any consultation ré~ 
grant character; and, in attempting to exculpate || information derived from a member of Congress. || garding it, with any, individual, more. than. that 
the criminality of others, by wholesale deniu of || If this were indeed so, and if it be a member of || which has taken. place on. occasion of my.casual 
the application to himself, he has most shamefully | another branch of this Capitol, I have nothing to || meeting with honorable Senators in this hall. -I 


carned throughout the just epithet of weak-headed, || say on the subject. If it be any Senator upon this deem it also my duty to. remark that, from the be- 


“ It is also in like character with this particular 
denial that he has treated the other several charges 
of our article. In his fury of denunciation he has 
shown, in every line, ignorance of the most fa- 


hollow-hearted tool; and for his willingness to be- || floor—but, sir, that I regard as impossible, for I || ginning, I have not regarded this asa party ques- 


come their vulgar defender, most certainly descry- || feel perfectly assured that there is nota member on |! tion, I have not regarded it asa question on 
ed a more charitable aid than that which pity and |} this floor who believes such a thing; and I will not, I| which Whigs should be arrayed against Demo- 
apology ave this day extending to him. i| I cannot believe that there is a Senator on this || crats, or Democrats against Whigs. 1 have re- 


“ We were told on every hand, subsequently to || floor who believes what his understanding repels, |! garded it as a great American question, by which 


the publication of Tharsday’s paper, and down | and his honesty spurns,—if, however, the refer all party lines were broken down—all party feelings 
to Monday morning, that such was the excite- || ence be made tu a Senator, I regard that as an ad- || and influences swallowed up. Accordingly, when 
ment and feeling of the members of Congress and || ditional calumny. If it referred to a member of f I have met my Whig fricnds in this room, I have 
private citizens, growing out of our charges, that i| the other Flouse, and by any personal application ‘| conversed with them freely on this great question, 
an investigation would be instituted; that the mat- ‘| to or connexion with any section of the differen l! with an unaffected and earnest desire that all dif- 
ter could not be passed over; that the treachery | parties here, he had got a friend to indicate that || ferences of opinion might be removed, so that when 
must be exposed if the charges were true. When ‘| it was necessary to examine this matter, I should |: the hour of action comes, and we are called upon 
we wrote and published, we made public what ‘| have at once yielded, and insisted on an examina- 

f 

| 


y to vote, we may be able to present an undivided 
many observing men in this city knew, and we || tion the most severe and searching that could pos- i: front. But that I have entered into any intrigue 
were ready to stand by our exposure. But inves- | sibly be instituted. As it is, however, this motion | with the view of thwarting or influencing in any 
tigation was out of ihe question: investigation | having been made, I shall vote for it most cheer- || way the course of the Administration, is utterly 
would do to threaten, but it would be ruin to act ‘| fully and with great pleasure. think it is a meas- |! false. Ineed not say that I am the personal, as 
on. The actors in certain scenes kuew this. They | 


y | ure due much more to the foreign functionary i| well as the political, friend of the President; and 
dared not subject their intrigues with the British | 


whose name has been mixed up with this calumny, |; on all questions, unless my conscience compels.me 
Minister and ‘his more immediate British confed- :| than it is due to ourselves. Whilsthe is here con- | to differ from him, I shall yield him my sincere 
erates to the dissection and nakedness of a public |; ducting himself as a gentleman, and violating none |! support. That I consider it my duty to do; and 
examination. ‘They talked this allover. They || of the decorums of his position, a common sense i Į take this occasion, in conclusion, to say, that al- 
held a caucus on Sunday night—was the Reverend | of the courteous hospitality due to the representa- | though I have been held up to the world as an en- 
r. Colquitt not there ?—and there the whole mat- i| tive of a great people, should lead us to protectand | emy of the Executive—I mean that I have been 
ter was debated. ‘The chances of exposure out- || defend his reputation with as much solicitude as || classed with a faction of the Democratic party. who 
weighed the chances of self-vindication, and the || our own. I think in this case our reputation needs | are represented as united with the Whigs for. the. 
result was a determination on the part of the | no vindication. The charges will find no echo in '| purpose of driving him from his purpose-—it may . 
Whigs not to act, not to speak, not to notice the |! the bosom of a single intelligent and virtuous man |! turn out in the sequel of the business that Tam. 
subject,” |! throughout the wide expanse of this Union. ‘These |! more his friend than some of those now pointed- to: 
Now, sir, after such a serious charge made i charges involve, at one fell swoop, not only the | as his exclusive friends... - .. fees 
against this body—aiter it has been repeated again f entire Whig party of this body, but also necessa- i Mr. CALHOUN was understood to say, that. ï; 
| rily involves very nearly half of the Senators who || the absence of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GoL- 
oceupy the opposite benches; and not only that, || evirt] he deenied it his:duty to say that -be had 
|| never seen the amendment till it was presented S 

f i 


Q 


and again, and the editor and publisher tell us that |) 
we dare not investigate the matter, without saying” 
whether there is any foundation for it or note | ‘| but, by imputation of inevitable necessity, must in- 
have a resolution to submit, and ask the imme- || volve, asin some way connected with this intrigue 
diate action of the Senate upon it. j| —if it be made successful in its results—the Presi- |! in conver 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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had intimated his opinion.that a proposition of the 
character of his amendment should be brought for- 
ward; consequently it. was entertained by him a 
considerable period before this alleged conspiracy. 
Having said thus much.as to the time when the 
proposition was drawn up, he would say, further, 
thatif an accusation was made against any Sena- 
ior which, in the view of.such Senator; touched 
his. character and honor, Mr. B. would, without 
the slightest. regard to. any political divisions of 
opinion, go for. any proper investigation he might 
desire. - But here the accusation involved not one 
Senator only, but many members of that body— 
all those who belonged to one side of the chamber, 
andas many from the opposite side as might he 
requisite to carry any measure proposed. A mem- 
ber rose in his place, denied the charge in the 
Strongest terms, and denounced its author as a 
slanderer; and the next day, and for days after, the 
charge was reiterated and investigation set at defi- 
ance. Under these circumstances, whatever Mr. 
B. might have thought when the charge was first 
broached, he should vote cheerfully for the com- 
mittee proposed. 

Mr. CHALMERS, I am one of those who 
voted against the motion of adjournment alluded 
to in the’ print to which reference has been made. 
I felt myself, however, so far above any liabilit 


to these insinuations that I regarded them as whol- | 


ly unworthy of my notice in this place. I know 
nothing of any caucus since I have been a member 
of this body, iste those of the party to which I 
belong,and which I have attended when requested 
to do so by members of the Democratic party in 
this Elouse. I know nothing of any caucus of 
Whig members of this body, nor of any inter- 
course between them and the Foreign Minister 
here. In. giving my vote on the question of ad- 
journment, Iwas guided by an anxious desire that 
the question of notice should be settled. My mind 
was made up. Iam now anxious that the qucs- 
tion should be settled. Tam, asis well known, in 
favor of giving the notice, desiring, however, that 
the form of that notice should be such as will com- 
mand the largest majority of this body. If any 
member of the Senate thinks that this charge is s¢- 
rious enough to demand investigation, I am quite 
willing to award that opportunity to him, and 
therefore I shall give my voto in favor of the ap- 
pointment of a committee, 


Mr. WESTCOTT said, if he thought there was i 


a single member of the Senate who could suspect, 
much less believe, a word of the foul charges which 
had been made in the ‘ Times’ newspaper, against 
a portion of this body, he should feel in his heart 
as much ashamed. of him—he should think as 
meanly of him—as he did of the author of the libel. 
No intelligent man that he had heard of has given 
the slightest credit to these charges. Surely no 
Senator on this floor could suppose they had the 
slightest foundation in truth. Mr. W. had voted 
against the adjournment alluded to in the ¢ Times;’ 
yet he did not suppose himself implicated in the 
charges. It might, however, not be improper for 
him to state-—-and he could appeal to the Senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Sesrcur,] to bis colleague, 
{Mr. Yurze,] to the Senator from Alabama, now 
absent from illness, [Mr. Lewss,] and other Sena- 
tors, to sustain his assertion—that he did not con- 
sent to vote against the adjournment till the mo- 
ment before the vote was taken; and when he so 
voted, it was with the avowed intention of voting | 
against the amendment of the Senator from Geor- 
gia, [Mr; Coramrr.] He never had any idea of | 
voting for it, as is well known to many Senators on | 
both sides of the chamber. He was for the whole | 
of Oregon,and had from the first been strongly in- 
clined to vote against the “ motice’? in any of the 
forms yet proposed. He. had been all the time, 
and was yet, for doing nothing in the matter. ! 
As it respects the present resolution he had in- į 
tended on yesterday, and the two days previous, 
to have proposed’ a proceeding in relation to these 


scurrilous articles in the ‘'Times,’ but had been dis- || 


suaded from doing so by gentlemen on both sides 
of the chamber, (and particularly by several Dem- -4 
ocratic Senators not accused in these articles,) on 
the ground. that it was unnecessary, He thought 
such course was due to the Senators’ slandered, 
and that it was most becoming that- it ‘should be 
proposed by a Democratic Senator; and he would 
have done itat all events but fora suggestion that the | 


jj say that that remark to which he has alluded was 


i . 
l those assailed. 
| 


H ding officer appoint the members of the committee. || ob r í 
: | Kentucky lay. against the proviso, * that, in order 


mee f 
the galleries, and that it would be exercised. He |! 
thought the proper course was to send the libel to 
the prosecuting law officer of the District for his 
action. He should, however, vote for the resolution 
of investigation; not because he deemed itat all 
necessary to vindicate the character of the Senate, 
or any individual member of the Senate, from such 
attacks, but in the hope and expectation that pub- 
lic justice might be done to those who had thus 
defamed this body in this infamous manner. 

Mr. BAGBY. I have only a very few remarks 
to offer. . I agree with the Senator from North Car- 
olina, {Mr. Maneum,] that this procedure was not 
necessary; and resting upon the fixed and estab- 
lished character of the Senate, I would, had I been 
consulted relative to the propriety of offering the | 
motion, have given the same advice which he of- į 
fered. I do not believe, I cannot be made to be- 
lieve, that the Senate of the United States has 
reached that day when itis necessary, bya process | 
of investigation, to defend itself against assaults of | 
that character. That day has not yet come; and || 
I console myself with the fixed and abiding hope | 
that that day will never come. If, however, hon- 
orable gentlemen on the other side of the chamber 
consider it due to themselves, and to the distin- Í 
guished functionary of another Government, to || 
whom the Senator from North Carolina had allu- | 
ded, to constitute this inquiry, I agree not only to |) 
open the doors, but to throw them wide open. 
Not a word of the charges has any truth as applied 
to me, nor have they, I believe, as applied to oth- 
ers, [ heard of no caucus—no intrigue—nor do I 
believe in the existence of any intrigue nor the 
meeting of any caucus. In giving my vote on the | 
| Motion to adjourn, I was actuated by the convic- i| 
tion that it was premature to vote on the question | 
at that time, and not for the purpose of preventing | 
any intrigue. F shall vote for this resolution, un- | 
der the impression that it is a little letting down on 
the part of the United States Senate to take this no- 
tice of the publication, It is the first time since 
I have been here that such a course has been | 
taken, and I trust in my Maker it may be the last. 

Mr. BERRIEN, The remark made by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, (Mr. Baany,] that if gentle- 
men on this side of the chamber feel it due to | 
themselves to institute this investigation, induces || 
me to desire that I may not be misunderstood 
in voting for this resolution. I shall not do so | 
under the influence of any such consideration | 
as that represented by the honorable Senator. F| 
shall give my vote for the resolution before you, || 
not from the belief that it is at all necessary to the | 
vindication of the character of any member of this 
Senate, either on this or the other side of the 
chamher. I cannot believe that any man whose 
opinions ought to influence the action of this Sen- 
ate, dare avow—comumnining with his God and his.: 
own conscicnce—the slightest belief of aught that 
is contained in these representations. Therefore I 
do not vote for this resolution in the belief that it 
is necessary to the vindication of any Senator; but || 
because I doubt whether it is not the right of the | 
constituencies represented by this body to have 
the investigation which has heen challenged by | 
| these calumniators; and because T believe that, in |! 
the course of this investigation, we may be pre- 
sented with a fit opportunity of rebuking that |! 
licentiousness of the press which is too prominent- 
ly exhibited at the present day. This is the con- 
sideration which will influence me in voting for | 
the resolution; abjuring as I do, at the same time, 
the idea that it can be necessary to the vindication | 
of any member of this body. 

Mr. BAGBY. The Senator will allow me to 


made in no unkind spirit, but simply because the į 
! Senators on the other side were the majority of 


Mr. BERRIEN. I am perfectly satisfied. I 
am sure the remark was not made unkindly or |! 
| disrespectfully. ; i 
The motion was then put and unanimously 
; agreed to; and it was then moved that the presi- | 


| This was also unanimously agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT then named the following |: 

gentlemen, who constitute the committee: of inves- į 

tigation: Messrs. Jannacin, Benton, Dickinson, |! 

| Jouw M. Crayton, and Turney. : 

Just before adjournment, the following resolu- 


presiding officer of the Senate had the power to | 
exclude the editor and reporters of that paper from ' 


| tion (inserted here for the sake of connexion) was 
' offered by Mr. Jarnacin, and adopted: 


ii notice. 


Resolved, That the select committce this day 


| appointed to investigate certain charges made in 


the Daily Times, printed in this city, against a 
portion of the United States Senate, be, and are 
hereby, authorized to employ a competent clerk, 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution of 
the Senator from Ohio, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give no- 
tice to the British Government of the intention of 
the United States Government to abrogate the con- 
vention for the joint occupancy of the Oregon ter- 
ritory, the resolutions of Messrs. Flannrcan, Cat- 
HOUN, CRITTENDEN, and CotauitT, and the joint 
resolution of the House of Representatives on the 
same subject. 

The motion pending being on Mr. Crirrenpen’s 
substitute— 

Mr. ATCHISON obtained the floor, and address- 
ed the Senate. He said he would not have cared 
to say anything on the subject before them, had it 


| not, during the week previous, assumed a new as- 


pect. There were various propositions before the 
Senate then, the object of all of which was to put 
an end to, to annul, and abrogate the treaty of joint 
occupancy between Great Britain and the United 
States in relation to Oregon. Now, he was for that 
form, and that form alone, which would insure that 
end in the fewest words, and most pointed terms. 
He preferred the resolution which came from the 
Commitiee on Foreign Relations, because it effected 
the object directly, unencumbered by any con- 
ditions whatever. Secondly, he would be willing 
to vote for the resolution which came from the 
House of Representatives, although it would be 
with some reluctance. That form of resolution 
was objectionable, because it was meaningless, as 
he understood it. [Here Mr. A. read the second 
of the House resolutions, containing the proviso in 
favor of negotiation.] Now it seemed to him the 
Congress of the United States could not confer any 
power on the President to negotiate between this 
Government and the Government of Great Britain 
in relation to that territory; that power, he pre- 
sumed, was in the President of the United States 
and the British Government; hence the resolution 
must be meaningless. Yet he admitted another 
construction might be, and, indeed, had been, put 
upon the second resolution; that, although the Pre- 
sident of the United States recommended to Con- 
gress that the notice be given, we, at the same time, 
confer on him the power to settle the question. The 
House of Representatives could not have intended 
to confer on the President of the United States, or 
on the Government of Great Britain, power to ‘ne- 
gotiate in relation to this subject. The House of 
Representatives could not have intended anything 
of that kind; and those who would read the first 
resolution, would see at once that that resolution 
could not, in any state of the case, prevent the Pre- 
sident or the British Government from negotiating 
in relation to that territory. Then, he would ask, 
Was it to be understood that the Congress of: the 
United States was called upon by that resolution to 


| instruct the President to settle the matter? ‘If so, 


the resolution was mere surplusage, and for that 
reason he objected to it. Still he was willing to 


| take it as it came from the House. 


The resolution offered by the Senator from Ken- 


|; tucky he thought still more objectionable;. the ob- 


jections, in his opinion, lying principally against 


li the proviso, “And whereas it is now become de- 
: sirable that the United States and Great. Britain,” 
ji &e. To that part he had no objection; it was to the 


clause that followed—** With a view, therefore, to 


| the abrogation of this convention,” &c. It was not 


with a view to advise or counsel the President of 


| the United States that he would vote for the notice. 


It would not be to force him, or change his views 
in regard to negotiation, that he would go for the 
These matters he would submit.to the 
President himself. As he said before, his chief 
objection to the. resolution of the Senator from 


to afford time for an amicable settlement,” &c. 
To this concluding clause he had the most serious 
objection, because it pledged the President to. ne- 
gotiation. He was willing to vote for that form 


|| of resolution which would leave it discretionary: 
: with the President to give or withhold the notice, 


as he saw best; and that he would do with the 
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amplest confidence in his discretion. At the same f 
time he was willing to share with him the respon- | 
sibility of giving that notice, whether it should end 
in peace or war; he was even anxious to share it. 
If ihat notice were not given, all action during the 
present Congress must be avoided. There are 
very few measures we could adopt in reference to 

the territory of Oregon, until we have removed the | 
obstacles. interposed by the treaty. He would 
vote for the notice, not that he expected, not with 
a view, either to retard or forward the views of the 
Executive on the subject; nor, in voting for it, 
would he take into consideration the question of 
peace or war. These matters had no influence on 
his judgment or his vote; for, as he viewed the 
case, they were questions entirely aside from the 
the real one, which might be reduced to one plain 
point: ‘Is it right, is it politic, is it for the best in- 
terests of this country, that we shall give this no- 
tice; that- we shall annul and abrogate this treaty 
between the two Governments in relations to the 
Oregon territory?” That was the only question 
presented, and the only one that ought to be en- 
tertained by the Senate of the United States. If 
permitted by the Senate, he would then say that 
the Senator from New Jersey, the Senator from 
Maine, and the Senator from Maryland, who had | 
addressed that body so eloquently yesterday, had 
assumed high and manly grounds. Two of them, 
the Senators from New Jersey and Maine, are op- 
posed to, or at least doubted, the policy of giving | 
the notice at the present time ; but if he was cor- 
rect in the inference he drew from their remarks, |} 
they would give the notice on certain conditions; 
but the only question to be considered was, is it 
right and politic to give the notice? That was | 
the only question to be entertained, and the sur- 
plus matter relative to compromise, &c., which ac- | 


‘t terminating in this manner the convention of the 
t 6th. August, 1827.2? ~: l 
For the reason assigned by the President, he 
would sustain the proposition. He desired-to-see 
the treaty terminated, and all objections ‘raised to 
the action of Congress removed. Butinevery step 
they had attempted to take in their proposed meas- 
ures to exterid-the laws and jurisdiction. of this 
country over Oregon, in their attempts to-establish 
military posts, they had been met with the objec- 
tion that such measures would be a violation of 
the treaty of 1827. Hence, whatever was the de- 
sire of Great Britain or the United States, whether 
they wished to extend their jurisdiction over ‘the 
whole or over a part, if it became the interest of 
either to institute any particular course of policy 
there, it could only be Rone by the removal of the 
obstacles standing in the way; hence the necessity 
for that notice. The President could have no in- 
tention to give away any of the territory south of 
the Columbia river, or as far north as 49° or 54° 
40'; and if the Senator from Maine believed our 
litle a good one, he must admit it would be neces- 
sary to assert our exclusive jurisdiction. He (Mr. 
A.) had long since, from a knowledge of facts not 
possessed by every member of the Senate, arrived 


| at the conclusion that the policy proposed. by: the 


Senator from South Carolina—a wise and masterly 
inactivity—would not answer; and that it would be 
a long time before they could even be prepared to | 
carry out that policy. Ifhe (Mr. A.) understood 
that policy, it was to make no move on the part of 
Congress; enact no laws, give no encouragement, 


| nor stimulate our emigrants to settle in the Oregon 


territory. ‘That he understood to be masterly in- 
activity—-a course of policy which had heen. pur- 


| 
companied the notice, had nothing to do with the | 
question. i 

If Congress was disposed to sanction a compro- 
mise, they might take the resolutions of the Senator 
from South Carolina; and if these were not suffi- i 
cient, they are open to amendment. But it would | 
be out of place to attach any proposition of this | 
nature to the resolution of notice. The Senator 
from Maine was met on the very threshold, He |, 
said he did not know what use the President of |! 
the United States intended to make of that notice, ii 
nor could he see why this great moral instrument į 
(as the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Hay 
woop] called it) was to be placed in his hands 
‘The 549 40’ men, at the head of whom stood his | 
friend from Indiana, [Mr. Hannecan,]—he be- || 
leved that was generally conceded on all hands— || 
the 54° 40’ men, said, in reply to the Senator from || 
Maine, that they were willing to put that great į 
moral weapon into the hands of the President, for i 
the purpose of defending our rights from Califor- |) 
nia to the Russian line. The Senator from North i; 
Carolina informed the Senate that he desired that |. 
great moral weapon to be entrusted to his hands, || 
to be used for purposes of negotiation and com- {i 
promise. He (the Senator from Maine) could not |i 
tell which party was right, nor could he ascertain į 
what view the President took of the matter. Now, | 
he (Mr. A.) could refer the Senator from Maine || 
[Mr. Evans] to the express declaration of the | 
President on that subject; and as to the construc- || 
tion that might be put on that part of it to which |! 
he referred, he thought there could be no difference 
of opinion between the 499° men and the 54° 40’. 
He would call the attention of the Senate to that 
portion of the President’s Message, as it was 
short: 

“All attempts at compromise having failed, it 
‘becomes the duty of Congress to consider what || 
‘measures it may be proper to adopt for the se- i; 
‘curity and protection of our citizens, now inhab- | 
‘iting, or who may hereafter inhabit Oregon, and | 
‘ for the maintenance of our just title to that terri- : 
‘tory. In adopting measures for this purpose, || 
‘care should be taken that nothing be done to vio- |: 
‘late the stipulation of the convention of 1827, | 
‘which is still in force. The faith of treaties has 
‘ever been, in their letter and spirit, and, I trust, | 
‘ will ever be, scrupulously observed by the United 
“States. Under that convention a year’s notice is 
“required to be given by either party to the other 
‘before the joint occupancy shall terminate; and 
‘ before either can rightfully assert or exercise €x- 
t eulsive jurisdiction over any portion of the terri- 
‘ tory.: This notice it would, in my judgment, be 
“proper to give; and-I recommend that provision 


sued from 1818 to 1840, when his predecessor [the ! 
lamented Dr. Linn] first moved in the matter. And 
it was the agitation of the question from that quar- 


i ter, which called public attention to the subject. | 
| When it commenced, not a citizen of the United 


States thought of emigrating to Oregon; but the | 
speeches that were made in the course of the dis- 

cussion in Congress, the reports of both houses 
from 1840 down to 1843, were carefully dissemi~ | 
nated by western Senators among the people, and | 


this called the attention of the people of the West | 


to the subject; and the very first expedition that 
took place from the United States, having for its 
object the establishment of a settlement in Oregon, 
went from the western part of Missouri. With 


the most of the individuals comprising that band | 


he had the most perfect acquaintance. And what 
was their inducement to go there? They antici- 
pated that Congress would extend the laws of the 
United States over that country; they expected pro- 
tection from their Government, and that it was 
the object of the United States to take possession 


i 
of it. | 

Now, he (Mr. A.) would admit that the wild || 
spirit of adventure might have induced some of | 
them to go to that country; but the wild spirit of | 
adventure, whatever it might do in some instances, | 
never induced a man with a wife and family of | 
Many went for the pur- | 
Poor men ex- | 
‘pected grants of land from Government. 


children to go to Oregon. 
pose of bettering their condition. 
They 
were willing to risk their lives and-their all, to un- 
dergo every privation, to better their condition, and 


carry out what they believed to be the policy of | 


and thatrapidly.. With that prospect as an induce- 
ment, the stream of emigration had continued to 
increase till the present ime. But, by carrying out 
the policy of masterly inactivity, that large stream 
of emigration would dwindle to a very small brook. 
That army of hardy and brave pioneers, who, with 
their wives and children, their herds and flocks 
were annually filling that territory, let it but be in- 
imated that the protection of Government was to 
be withheld, and that ultimately they must become 


| British subjects, or be thrown on their own re- 


sources, emigration would cease and that speedily. 
He knew it would cease. Hence masterly inac- 


‘be made by law for giving it accordingly, and | 


| 
li fourth, or any portion of that land at the claim of 


(Mr. A.) was impressed with the pi 
understood him, as expressing the: view 
President of the United-States; but i 
was not published, he could: not refe 
ticular expressions showing that he- 
thority-im relation to these matters 
the Senator: from: North Carolina ron 
‘the record; and drawn erroneous conclusions from 
the plainest and clearest texts... Men’s mi ere 
differently: constructed; and hence it'was that from 
texts apparently plain and intelligible in: their im 
port, deductions the most opposite:in their ¢ 
ter were Sometimes madè. 268s 42% 
He would now go back.to the beginning 
Baltimore convention, for it seemed’ the ‘resolution 
of that body was. at the foundation of: the views 
and policy of some Senators. He did not propose 
to show that those resolutions were binding on the 
Senators from Maine, or New Jersey, or Mary- 
land; nor would he’ attempt ‘to. show’ they were 
| binding on the great mass of the Democratic party; 
but as an honest man, ‘he believed they were bind- 
ing on the members of that ‘convention and: the 
nominees of that convention. He would not trou- 
ble the Senate by reading those resolutions; but, in 
substance, they declared that our title to the whole 
of Oregon was clear and unquestionable; Now; the 
| President and Vice President of the United States— 
and, if he were allowed to express’ himselfso— 
James K. Polk and George M. Dallas: were bound 
by those resolutions; for common honesty would 
require them, if they differed from: any ‘principle 
proclaimed there, to inform the convention.of: it, 
and to decline their . nomination: Was: he not 
right? Was. there a man’ present who ‘could. dis- 
sent from that proposition? Hence, ‘although it 
was no more binding on the Senators from New 
Jersey, &c., than a Bible was on a Mussulman, or 
the Westminster Confession of Faith on a Metho- 
dist or Baptist, yet common honesty would have 
required the nominces of the Baltimore convention, 
if they differed from its principles, to say so. Now 
the great mass of the Democratic party might not 
be bound by it. Although a man might be of opin- 
ion, in joining a church, that there were some parts 
| of its doctrine and faith objectionable, still, 1f he 
believed the creed—of Methodism, for instance- 
| was better than others, he adopted it. He believed. 
| the principles of the Democratic pariy wpe sound, 
| and he acted with them, although, on some’ occa- 
sions, he would not do so. But whatever he did, 
i he took his choice; and therefore the: President and 
Vice President were, in common honesty, bound 
to declare their true. purposes and “sentinyents. 
| Hence it was that the Senators froni Ohio, Indiana; 
Illinois, and others, had taken the ground they did 
| in their construction of the views of the President, 
Í in connexion with his Message and Inaugural Ad- 
dress, in which he made the declaration that our 
title was clear and unquestionable. Now, if so— 
if those Senators were correct—could they believe 
| that the President would sacrifice such rights? I¢ 
he could, he (Mr. A.) had no clear opinion of right 
| or wrong. If he was the guardian of a ward, and 
| believed that ward had a clear title to land which 
| was claimed by three other persons, he put it to 
! the common sense and honesty of the Senate if he 
| would not be faithless if he yielded one-half, one- 


Í 
ji 
j 
] 
1 
1 
t 


| those parties? The President of the United States 
| had declared our title to the whole of Oregon clear 
| and unquestionable, and that our people were going 
i there to insure and confirm that: title.: When he 
|! made that declaration the whole of the Democratic, 

party, threw: up 
he announcement 


n his Inaugural, and reiterated it three time in his 
Aessage. At one time he says our title to Oregon 
| is the best in existence. Again, he says: 

| ‘With this conviction, the proposition of com- 
‘promise which had been made and: rejected was, 
‘by my direction, subsequently withdrawn y and 


it 
j 


i © our title to the whole Oregon territory ‘asserted, 


E and, as is believed, maintained by 
| £ facts and arguments.” : : a 

There was no necessity. for reiterating threé 
times that the title was clear and unquestionable; 
but he goes farther, absolutely: further, 
anticipated: . He says: ; 


irrefragable 


i 


= 


| «Near a qnarter.of-a century ago, the principle 


t 
| tivity would no longer do. During the delivery of | 
the speech of the Senator from North Carolina, hej 


; a 
| twas distinctly arinounced to theworld, in the An- 
| * nual Message of one of my predecessors, that 
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‘the American continents, by the free. and inde- 
t pendent condition which they have assumed and 
‘maintain, are henceforth not to be considered as 
t subjects for future colonization by any European 
‘ Power.” : ` l 
Now, afier. that, he (Mr. A.) understood the 
President to say that there was to be no European 
colonization in Oregon; for he knew of no other 
wild ungocupied country on. the American conti- 
nent. .Did-he, then, mean Oregon? Had we a 
title to-it.or not, or did he mean California? Did 
he mean to say that we are to yield up any portion 
of this country to which he said our title is clear 
and unquestionable? No. Did he mean to say 
that poor, imbecile Mexico might not have it in her 
power to transfer to England, or any other Euro- 
pena Power, California? If he did, he went a step 
eyond what was expected. The very moment 
he gave up any portion of Oregon, every honest 
man would condemn it. He confessed he entered 
into the views which the Senators from Indiana, 
Ohio, &c., who composed that small corporal’s 
guard, entertained. But that was unimportant. 
It made little matter if he stood alone. He would 
leave that part of the subject, merely observing 
that if he believed the President desired the notice, 
with a view. of surrendering any portion of the 
Oregon territory, to which they had an undoubted 
right, he would prefer the use of the strong arm of 


force, or even the masterly inactivity of the Senator | 


from South Carolina, Although the inquiry was 
a very proper one, he would then state it was not 
his intention to go into the question of title to Ore- 
gon; that had been done by the Senator from South 
Carolina, when Secretary of State; by the present 
Secretary of State; and by the Senator from New 
York; and after these able illustrations of it, he 
would do himself injustice to attempt it. Buta 
further proper inquiry was, ‘to what portion of 
Oregon are we entitled??? Now, if he knew him- 


self, if he believed England had the better title to j 


it, no man in the Union would agree sooner to 
yield to it. If her title to any portion of that terri- 
tory was good, he would say let her have it. As 


to the propriety of discussing the British titte there, | 
he would give no opinion; but one thing he would | 


say, and he thought he was capable of forming an | 


opinion—he would infinitely prefer having the Brit- 
ish title illustrated by facts and arguments than the 
course which had been pursued. Now, he thought 
it was the duty of those Senators who believed 
England had the better title, to enlighten the coun- 


wy and the world on the subject, lest ignorance of | 


it should lead to unjust measures. That old mot- 
to—* to ask for nothing but what is right, and sub- 
mit to nothing wrong’’—ought to be written in let- 
ters of gold, to be read by the whole world. He 
approved of the course of the Senator from Maine. 
One Senator had said he would allow his tongue 
to blister in his mouth before he would speak, 
while the Administration were engaged in pending 
negotiations. He might be right; but if he (Mr. 
A.) believed that England had a better title than 
we to any portion of Oregon, he would allow his 
tongue to blister in his mouth before he would de- 
prive her, or any other Power under the sun, of 


thcir just rights; he would think it a duty he owed | 


his country to illustrate it, lest it might lead to an 
unnecessary and unjust war. The Senator from 
South Carolina had construed the language of the 
President as favorable to compromise; but he 
thought thé offer to do. so was made against his 
better judgment, and in compliance with acts of 
his predecessors. ‘Thatis his apology to the Ame- 
rican people; but, upon the rejection of the offer 
by the ‘British Minister, he withdraws it, and 
speaks in the language of exultation. Ele says: 
~e With this conviction the proposition of com- 
“promise that had been made and rejected, was, by 
‘my direction, subsequently withdrawn, and our 
“title to the whole territory asserted, and, as is be- 
tevéd, maintained by irrefragable facis and argu- 
‘ments. | ‘ 
Wow, was not that the language of exultation? 
But the Senator from North Carolina said, that 
had the President claimed more than 49° he would 
have disgraced himself and dishonored the coun- 
try; and, worse than all, he entered into attempts 
to prove it. ‘And what were his reasons? That he 
was bound to do what his predecessors had often 
offered to do. Now he would take a clear princi- 
. ple of law and common sense, which was applica- 
blé between individuals, and apply it to that before 
them; and he saw no reason why a sound princi- 


ple of common sense should not-apply to the case 
of nations.as well as individuals. A proposition is 
supposed to be made by A to B to compromise a 
dispute, whether in relation to personal or real 
property. The difference is not adjusted, and the 
parties go to law. Now it is a settled principle 
that nothing that was said in reference to the mat- 
ter while the efforts at compromise were pending, 
could be offered as evidence in law. Now, why 
should that not apply to nations? If efforts were 
made in 1818 and 1827 to settle this question ami- 
cably—if propositions were made by either party 
in that view—then could it properly be said that 
the nation is at this time bound by those proposi- 
tions? He thought not. 
fact connected with the case. _ It was, he believed, 
the case that during early negotiations on this mat- 
ter, the propositions which were made were with- 
drawn by both parties, under protest that they 
were not to affect their respective rights. That 
made the argument for him still stronger, and for 
the Senator from North Carolina still weaker. 


i But again: he took another ground, and said the 


boundary line as defined by the treaty of Utrecht 
between France and England went no further than 
499°. For a considerable time, and until yesterday 


| evening, he had not gone much into the subject. |! 
Fle then read the treaty of Utrecht, which was 


good as far as it went. Now, notwithstanding the 
assertion of those who favored the British views, 


i that by the treaty commissioners were to he ap- 


pointed hy the two Governments to prescribe the 


i line on 49°, it is doubtful whether they were ever 


appointed, and there is no mention of 49° in the 
treaty atall. He regarded Greenhow as very good 
authority, as every facility was given him by the 
State Department, and every encouragement held 
out to him to collect facts; he says that if they 


were appointed, there is no evidence that they ever | 


did describe the line, and he thought he proved 
conclusively, by the strongest testimony, that the 
line never was described, But suppose the line 
was run in a westerly direction across the Rocky 


mountains or down to the Pacifie: would it not! 
show the superlative arrogance of England in; 


claiming territory south of that line? He had 
been unable to see on what principle the 49th pa- 
rallel was proposed as a dividing lne. Suppose 
that contiguity did give title, it extended from 
south to north as well as from east to west, The 
title of the United States was based on that of 
Spain—the discovery of the river by Gray—the 
exploration of Lewis and Clarke—and the settle- 
ment of Astorin. But, strange to say, the Sena- 
tor from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] attempted to shake 


their tide as far as Astor’s settlement, by the as- | 


sertion that it was a mere private adventure, and 
that the majority of those concerned were British 
subjects. It was true that the trappers were prin- 
cipally Canadians, But did it not seem strange 
to the Senator that England should send a ship of 
War to capture her own post? But if the title to 
the whole valley of the Columbia was good, why 


stop at 490? By adopting that they lost Vancou- | 


ver’s Island, which was the most important por- 
tion of the northwest coast. 
was strength at allin the argument of the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Dix,] it was as to the Span- 
ish title to Vancouver’s Island, as being first dis- 
covered, surveyed, and occupied hy Spain. He 
saw no good reason why 49° should have been 
submitted as the line. If England had a better 
title than the United States to Frazer’s river, and 
the valley watered by it, then yield it up to her. 
If she could show a better title to the country 
north of the Columbia river, yield it to her. But 
he was unwilling to yield one inch of that territory 
with the title that the United States had. He held 
with the President that their title was the best in 
existence. Then he (Mr. A.) would shed the last 
drop of his blood—-expend the last dollar in the 
Union—before he would yield any portion of it 
without a just and satisfactory equivalent. 

In the way of trade, if England acknowledged 
the title of the United States to the territory, and 
offered proper equivalents, (and he would be satis- 


' fied with a very small equivalent,) and the United 


States saw that it was for their interest to have an 
outlet from the Hudson Bay possessions .to: the 
Pacific ocean, he would say, take two degrees, 
or two and a half degrees. e would do that, if 
they had- the power to transfer their territory, 
which his friend from Indiana denied. He would 
say, do that—take it. The Senator from Maine 


Bat there was another į 


Tfe thought if there | 


‘ was to him a matter of indifference. 


had reluctantly come to the conclusion that. we 
may claim half a.degree above 490. He (Mr. A.) 
thanked him for that.. He would not knowingly 
contend for a single inch of that territory to which 
he did not believe the United States had the best 
title. But the Senator from North Carolina [Mr 
Haywoop] said that it was the: object of the 54 
40' men to make Presidents, and that out of very 
small materials—out of.little men. He would ask 
that Senator, if it was not possible for Senators to 
be governed by higher motives?, He, for one; 
would not yield one foot of American soil.to make 
a long line of Presidents that would extend a thou- 
sand years. He, for one, could say that—what- 
ever motives might govern others, although ‘he 
could not impute unworthy motives to. honorable 
men—he was no man’s partisan for the Presidency. 
He bad never been mixed up in the business of 
President-making. It was sufficient for him, when 
the Democratic party presented as its candidate a 
man of high character, of sound morals, and of 
sound principles—he sustained him with his whole 
soul; and such always would be his course, 
whether the President came from the ranks of the 
people or the politicians. As to the Baltimore con- 
vention, he had nothing to do with it. He man- 
aged none of its concerns. He felt no very deep 
interest in it. He expected that it would present 
a suitable candidate; and who that candidate was, 
He did not 
go near the convention. He was connected with 
none of its arrangements. Fe held himself aloof 
from it. The State which he had the honor in part 
to represent, had sent proper delegates to it, and 
he confided in them to represent him there. But 
the Senator from North Carolina said that that 
convention was composed of factionists, led on by 
demagogues. He (Mr. A.) could hardly believe 
that. Fle had understood that the purest and 
greatest men of the party from every section of the 
Union were there. But, if composed of faction- 
ists, led on by demagogues, no good could come 
from it, If so, they would well deserve to lose the 
whole of Oregon. The Senator from North Car- 
olina made the still more objectionable remark 
when speaking upon this subject—‘ where, do you 
go for a President??? My friend on the right, 
|Mr. Hawnecan,] said, “to the ranks of the peo- 
ple.” “Will you go to the shoemakers and cob- 
hlers?” was then asked. “No. They themselves 
knew they were not qualified.” Fle (Mr. A.) was 
no demagogue; but he had always entertained a 
just regard for the virtue, purity, and intelligence 
of the great masses of the people. He knew that 
ancient and modern history was full of memorable 
examples of mighty men taken from the ranks.of 
the people—warriors, philosophers, and statesmen. 
He certainly was surprised to hear that sneer com- 
ing from the Democratic side of the chamber; from 


| the other side it would not, perhaps, have elicited 
| such a feeling. 


He had intended to have said something about war;_ 
but the lateness of the hour admonished him to the 
observance of brevity, The responsibility of war 
rested altogether with England, and that he wished 
to impress on the Senators on the other side of the 
chamber. It devolved upon England to relinquish 
her pretensions for the sake of peace. The United 


i States were not to make all the sacrifices for thesake 


of peace. England must do that. If her title was 
doubtful—ifit was not “clear and unquestionable”? — 
it devolved upon her to keep the peace of the world. 
But we are told, “take care what you do—you 
must not violate the peace of the world—betier sac- 
rifice rights, unquestionable rights, rather than in- 
volve the country in war.’? The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpex] had made a wise ob- 
servation in relation to this matter. That gentle- 
man had said that the man who would rashly and 
unnecessarily counsel his country to war, would 
assume a responsibility that would sink a navy. 
He (Mr. A.) would say in reply, that the man who 
sacrificed the ascertained rights of his country, as- 
sumed a responsibility that would sink. a world. 
The Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Berrren,] at an 
early period of the session, had said that the man 
who would unnecessarily and rashly counsel his 
countrymen to war, deserved. the infamous renown 
of Eratostratus; but in his (Mr. A.’s) opinion, the 
man who counselled his country to purchase peace 
by the surrender of rights, deserved a still more in- 
famous renown. One other view he would pre- 
sent, and conclude his remarks. Oregon might be 
lost but in two ways: by negotiation or ‘‘masterly 
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inactivity.” Of the former he had no apprehension, 
for he trusted in the President. He had confidence 
in the man, in his recorded opinions, and knew that 
he would not deceive his friends. But let them 
adopt “masterly inactivity,” and the effect would 
be disastrous in the extreme. Emigration would 
be stopped, and those who had gone to Oregon 
would be left unprotected. The community there 
would then, in process of time, organize themselves 
into an independent government, Already over- 
tures had been made to encourage that by Mec- 
Laughlin and Douglass, the heads of the Hudson 
Bay company; and for the preservation of the bal- 
ance of power, France and. England would gladly 
aid in the accomplishment of such an end. In view, 
then, of all these things—in order to maintain the 
rights of the United States—in order to maintain 
peace—in order to protect the American citizens in 
Oregon, and to hasten the building up on the shores 
of the Pacific a mighty empire of freemen affiliated 
to this free republic, he would vote for the notice. 
{The above report is very imperfect. Such was 
the noise in the galleries about the reporters, that 
a great portion of the speech was entirely lost, and 
other parts very imperfectly caught. ‘It is not, 


therefore, pretended by the reporter that anything | 


like justice has been done to Mr. Arcutson in this 
report, 


Mr. CALHOUN rose and said that it wag his |! 


desire to address the Senate on this question; but 
as the day was so far advanced, he would defer his 
remarks till the meeting of the body on Monday. 
He moved that the Senate now adjourn. 

And the Senate accordingly adjourned. 


i 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Trurspay, March 12, 1846. | 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 

The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the call of the committees for reports. | 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL asked leave to offer | 
the following resolution; which was read for infor- | 
mation: 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to | 
inquire and report to this House whether any, and 
what alteration ought to be made in the consular 
system of the United States, and that they report 
by bill or otherwise, 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said he thought the sub- 
ject should go to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
furs. He asked that the resolution might be again | 
read. 
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Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means; made an adverse report upon 
the resolution of the House of the 13th of January 
last, relative to the expediency of providing by law 
for the coinage of one dollar gold pieces ; which re- 
| port was laid upon the table. ~ : 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the cases of the heirs 
of Christopher Miller, deceased, of Wm. B. Mott, 
and of John Martin; which reports were laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. DANTEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the cases of S. F. 
Chapman and Wm. Jenkins; which reports weré 
laid upon the table. i ; 

Mr. JOHN A, ROCKWELL, from the same 
committee, made adverse reports upon the cases 
of Samuel D. Sizer and of Harvey and Margaret 
Holgate; which reports were Jaid upon the table. 

Mr. GILES, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made reports to accompany bills for the relief of N. 
and L. Dana & Co., and for the relief of Philip and 
| Eliphalet Greeley, reported on the 30th of January 
last, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH, from the Committee 

on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the payment of two instalments of 
the Mexican indemnities provided for by the con- 
vention of the 30th of January, 1843, between 
| Mexico and the United States. Read twice and 
| committed, 
Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
| merce, to which was referred the bill further to 
| amend an act supplementary to an act to fix the 
i value of certain moneys of account in computation 
‘at the custom-house, approved March the 3d, 
1845, reported the same to the House. And the 
question was stated, ‘ Shall the said bill be en- 
grossed and read a third time to-day ?” when 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


On motion of Mr. YANCEY, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union, (Mr. Tuomas Smitu, of In- 
| diana, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 

of the bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers, and the amend- 

ments fhereto pending. 
Mr. CONSTABLE, who was entitled to the 
floor from yesterday, addressed the committee 
` during the allotted hour. At the outset of his re- 
marks he gave notice of an amendment which he | 

intended to offer when in order, to appropriate 


| 
| 
| 
t 


And it was read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that he had offered the 
resolution by the consent of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 

The resolution was adopted; and the following | 
members were appointed the committee: Messrs. 
W. W. CAMPBELL, Siupson, C. J. INGERSOLL, | 
James McDoweLL, and WINTHROP. 

Mr. W. G. BROWN, on leave given, offered | 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Pensions inquire into the expediency of making | 
more ample provision for the indigent soldiers and | 
pensioners of the Revolution. 

Mr. ASHIMUN, on leave given, offered the fol- | 


towing resolution; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | members, are in course of preparation, and will 


be insiructed to consider what measures can be | 
adopted to enable citizens having honest claims | 
against the United States to obtain that justice | 
which the forms and practices of Congress now 
deny. 

Mr, ANDREW JOHNSON asked leave at this 
time to introduce a bill (which he desired to have 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union) entitled “A bill to authorize 


every poor man in the United States, who is the | 
head of a family, to enter 160 acres of the public | 


domain, without money and without orice.” 


Mr. CULVER objecting, the bill was not intro- i] 


duced: 


Mr. CROZIER gave notice of a motion for |. 


leave to introduce a bill to declare Knoxville and 


Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, ports of 
entry. 


Mr. BRODHEAD « 
oftheday. 


The SPEAKER then proceeded to call for re- 
ports from committees, 


alled for the regular orders 


| several States.” 


+| sion of this bill, I voted in favor of the appeal from į 


$20,000 for the improvement of the harbor of 
Havre-de-Grace, Maryland. He showed the im- 
portance of this work as connected with the great 
lines of communication north and west, and as 
furnishing an easier, nearer, and safer channel of 
transportation for the productions of the valley of į 
the West as far south as Tennessee, than either 
the northern route by the lakes, or the southern 
one via New Orleans; and he devoted a large por- | 
tion of his hour (in reply to Messrs. Yancry, | 
Payne, Ruert, and Coss) to the defence of the 
constitutional power of Congress for the improve- 
i ment of the navigable waters of the country, basing | 
it upon the granted power of Congress to * regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations and among the 


[The remarks of Mr. C., like those of other | 


hereafter appear in the Appendix.] 

Mr. COLLIN next addressed the committee as 
follows: 

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts was called to order upon the discus- | 


| the decision of the Chair, because I considered his | 


t 
i 
i 
i 
j 


i 


order of the United States Senat 
339, page 892 E 

«There is ah imprés very: 
‘vailing in this country that éven the esta 
tof free trade in provisions would Sta 
‘ the agricultural interésts of the { 
“cause the markets would be controlled, an 
‘ chiefly supplied from the nearer: E 
‘the Baltic and the Black seas, where th 
‘ence of freight-and the cheapness of productiog 
“could give a decided advantage. Tt is notstrange 
‘that consideration of the price of labor and the 
‘ distance‘of transportation shotild produce this im- 
‘pression; but it.1s quite fallacious, for the cheap- 
‘ness of land in this country, with the greater skill 
‘in management, more than counterbalanices ‘the 
‘low price of labor, and the perfection of oursystem 
“of internal transportation ‘and of freight’ b 


| Cwill enable the farmer of the Northwest-to deliver 


‘his wheat and flour at Liverpool in fact cheaper 
‘than any other country. Only remove the ob: 
t structions so as to create a regular demand, that 
‘our farmers may know what to depend on, and 
‘they would control the markets of England ‘for all 
‘the competition of the world beside.” 
This opinion of the memorialist is sustained by 
incontrovertible statistics. . Among these statistics 
are, that one century ago England was an export- 
er of breadstuffs; now, her limited territory is 
yastly inferior to her supply, | Her population has 
increased at the rate of twelve per’ cent. in every 
ten years; and for the last fifty years, she has rer 
quired a regularly increasing supply. of foreig 
provisions, till it has now, amounted to’'an ‘actual 
deficiency of over fifty millions of bushels of grain 
annually. The average price of wheat in: her 
market during these fifty years has been about 
seventeen shillings per bushel. The average price 
paid in foreign markets has been about nine shil- 
lings per bushel. Upon examination of her con- 
suls, she ascertained that northern Europe could 
not supply her deficiencies, and that the suppl 
from that source could not be sensibly increased. 
These investigations show that wheat of a superior 
quality can be delivered from Chicago within ten 
cents per bushel as low a rate of expense as it 
can be from those regions in Europe where most 
of that grain is grown. Did not the duties, both 
ways interpose, (on the grain outand return goods,) 
the average market price of England for the past 
fifty years would admit of wheat being worth at 
Chicago $1 33 per bushel. With these estimates, 
I leave this subject, and gentlemen can examiné. 
it at pleasure from the document on file, T come 
now to a brief consideration of what the effects: of 
the duties we impose upon imports has upon: the 
price of our agricultural products generally. Let 
us suppose that two grain markets, the one 
situate one-third farther from us than the other, 
should be the markets for all our grain, the 
freight to the one market to be twenty cents per 
bushel, and that to the other thirty cents: it will 
not be disputed that grain bought for the nearer 
market would net ten cents per bushel more to 
the producer than that bought for the most dis- 
tant market. Now let us suppose that a cargo 
of grain bought for the nearer market should find 
it could only be sold for goods, and those goods 
were liable upon return to a duty of twenty per 
cent.: if the Importer should ascertain that by con- 
tinuing on to the more distant market he could èx- 
change for goods that would be duty free, would he 
not continue on to the farthest market, and thereby. 
sacrifice his ten cents freight to avoid his twenty 
per cent. duty? Most certainly he would. And 
in the purchase of a subsequent cargo, he would 
take care to purchase at the lower price in order 
to sell in the more distant market. “Does not. this 
prove that the duty imposed upon imports has a 
| direct tendency to lessen in our markets the price 
of our exports? In confirmation of this doctrine, 
gentlemen may refer to the reports of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and they will there find that the 
price of almost every article of our exports for 
every port on the globe was a large per cent. less 
the year after the passage of the tariffact than they. 
were the year before. And I think, sir, it will not 


be controverted, and is susceptible of: proof, that 
ihe prices of our surplus to foreign markets control 
the prices of our whole prodtictions at hom 

A word now asito the consumption.of pr 
by the people of Massachusetts... Would 
| ple consume more if-the tariff were high 


if the tariff were lower? Does thé tariff. 
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the appetite, enlarge the capacity of the stomach, 
or strengthen the digestive organs? The people of 
Massachusetts comprise near one-twentieth of our 
population, and we rather expect of them to con- 
sume near. one-twentieth: of the provisions. con- 
sumed inthis country—tariff or-no. tariff. By the 
gentleman’s estimate they only consume about-one- 
fourth more. wheat than is estimated for the resi- 
due. of. our population, which must be conceded to 
be a moderate estimate for an advocate of high pro- 
tectlone OE ; j 

: Lagree:with the gentleman in approving of the 
construction of harbors; and from that point there 


is'a total disagreement between us. I believe those | 


harbors should be to facilitate our intercourse with 
the world; he thinks their use should be circum- 
scribed by laws that embarrass very much, and, 
in some cases, prohibit their use.. In connexion 
with this subject the gentleman discovers two phe- 
nomena, and upon these phenomena he builds a 
theory, from which he draws certain rules of polit- 
ical economy. To my comprehension the aban- 


donment of those rules of political economy would | 
cause those phenomena to disappear, and his the- | 


ory to fall. These phenomena are, first, that our 
surplus agricultural 
years past, ceased to bear a due proportion to our 
increase of population; and, secondly, that Eng- 
dand, under her peculiar circumstances, has only 
required annually for her consumption ten millions 
of bushels of foreign wheat. Now, sir, it is just 
this gentleman’s system of political economy that 
has produced both these phenomena. By the pas- 
sage of laws prohibiting us in the participation 
with England in those things in which Providence 
to her has been most bountiful, she has been driven 
from the participation with us of the fruits of our 
fertile fields and genial climate. Both have been 
precipitated into a false position, checking the pros- 
perity of both, England has been driven by this 
policy to war with nature for the sustenance of her 
population. A thousand ships are now receiving 


guano from the isles of the Pacific; and fertilizing | 
matter is sought for over the face of the earth to | 


force vegetation into unnatural existence. We, 
too, by this policy, are driven into unnatural pur- 
suits, and our agriculture languishes. Within the 


last few years immense thousands of the agricul- | 


tural population of the State of New York have 
been made fugitives to other climes by the opera- 
tion of these laws. Remove the restraints upon 
our intercourse with the world, and our agriculture 
is susceptible of any increase which circumstances 
will justify. Remove those restrictions, and Eng- 
land will become the consumer of our more cheap- 
ly-raised vegetable, rather than continue the war 
upon nature to produce them herself. 

It would seem to be. according to the dictates of 
political economy that Government should extend 
all ‘reasonable facilities to communications with the 
world, so that the redundant fruits of one country 
may be exchanged for the redundant commodities 
of another. . Providence, in ils wisdom, has seen 
fit to bestow on our people a fertile soil and a con- 
genial climate, and on another, rich minerals, com- 
modioug water-power, and all the facilities for pro- 
dueing goods cheaply. Wisdom would seem to 
dictate that Government should create facilities for 
afree and reciprocal interchange of commodities 
among men, and thereby make mankind the pir 
ticipants of the blessings bestowed upon them 
throughout the world. Under our Constitution, ìt 
would seem to be the province of the Gencral Gov- 
ernment to provide reasonable facilities of commu- 
nication with foreign countries, and the peculiar 
province of the State Legislatures.to provide those 
facilitics.with one another. : But, sir, a different 
doctrine is in the ascendant.inthis country. Laws 
are now in existence. prohibiting in some things, 
and embarrassing in all, this reciprocal intercourse, 
which the laws-of nature seem to justify and com- 
mand. If the doctrine now prevailing is correct, 
if the waves of the Atlantic would justify this 
breaking of the laws of nature and.of human right, 
then, sir, the waves of the Ohio or of Erie would 
justify that same policy. If it is good policy to 
make laws deranging and destroying this reciprocal 
exchange. between the United States and Great 
Britain, it is equally good policy to destroy the re- 
ciproeal exchange’ of the. fruits of Ohio for the 
goods of Massachusetts. If this is to be our poli- 
ey, instead of opening, obstruct the channels: of 
your rivers, Instead of building new harbors, de- 
molish those you have. - 


ena ae have, for some | 


Among the early arguments adduced in favor of 
the passage of protective tariff laws, was the infancy 
of manufactures. The continuance of those laws 
are now claimed for their. antiquity. To repeal | 
them is now asserted to be an abandonment of an 
established system- of our Government. I well 
recollect, sir, that in my early acquaintance with 
the politics of the country, this protective tariff was 
a subject of earnest debate. On the part of its ad- | 
vocates it was contended that the infancy of manu- | 
factures, and an inability to compete with cheap 
foreign labor, rendered protection from Government 
necessary to enable manufactures to exist. It was 
not then contended but that certain interests would 
be burdened by this policy; but the assurance was 
given that the necessity for the law would only be 
| temporary, and that by it great and lasting benefits 

would acerue to the whole country. In opposition 
to this policy, it was then urged that it was a tax 
imposed upon the people for the sole benefit of one | 
class of men, and was equally inconsistent with the 
Constitution and sound policy; that its tendency 
was to diminish the industry, impede the prosper- | 
ity, and corrupt the morals of the people. It was | 
also urged, that if a great interest was built up in | 
our country by special legislative favor, that favor | 
could never be withdrawn, would never be relin- 
quished without a struggle. It would be capable 
of concentrating large numbers in favor of certain 
| political objects, and of wielding the influence of 
‘| grent wealth; and that ambitious and corrupt men, 
i who would oppose them in their feebleness, would 
become their allies in their strength, and would 


i 
i 
| 
| of the people. 

| The protective poliey prevailed, A quarter of 
į a century has since transpired, and how have the 
; promises of the one heen fulfilled and the predic- 
i tions of the others been verified? Are we now re- 
lieved from the burdens whieh those laws imposed ? 
No, sir. We have now what the recipients of 
those favors, and their potitienl allies, are pleased 
to call a protective tariff, higher than was ever be- 


i ing influence of wealth wielded and numbers com- 
| bined? Have we not seen politicians associated, 
| and candidates for ofice pledged to this policy al- 
i most before their expressions of its inexpediency 
| have died upon their lips? Have we not heard 
| claimed for the credit of an American tariff all that 
i the ingenuity of man has devised in Europe, Asia, 
i Afrien, and America? For its continuance, have 
|i We not seen putin requisition all the sophistry that 
li human intelect enn devise, and all the misrepre- 
li sentation that human depravity can be induced 
ito utter? Tas not truth itself been perverted to 
shave the weight of falsehood? Do we not now 
i hear its advocates on this floor and elsewhere ex- 
|; press themselves, that, rather than the repeal of 
ji the tariff law of 1842, they would prefer that our 
i cities should be burned, our people overwhelmed 
| with taxation, and our fields drenched in blood? 
‘That these laws are unnecessary, inexpedient, in- 


f 
i 


perity of our country, and dangerous to our liber- | 
i ties, is what I now propose to demonstrate. That 
i they are unconstitutional, L honestly believe; but | 
: the proof on this part of the subject I leave to abler 
hands. 

But as an honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, early in this session, took occasion to remark, 
that to question the constitutionality of the protec- 

itive tariff policy was a new and extraordinary 
| doctrine, I will avail myself of the present oppor- 
tunity to say, that a statesman must be a very | 
unsafe leader in matters of political economy who 
| has studied the history of this subject so little as | 
not to know that its constituuonality has been at 
+, all times a matter of question. Gentlemen not un- 
‘i known to fame have long since given very able 
| opinions upon this subject. A certain Abbott Law- 
ij rence, of late letter-writing notoriety, in 1821, 
| wrote and read certain resolutions denying their 
constitutionality, and charging them as being de- 
structive to the morals and industry of the’ peo- 
ple. A certain Daniel Webster addressed a meet- 
ing, on that occasion, in a manner to do. himself 
much credit; and he, too, denied the constitution- 
| ality of those laws. That opinion was certainly | 
|i long entertained by that talented gentleman; for in 
'a speech in the United States Senate, in 1830, in 
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i 
i | 


jurious, and oppressive to the industry and pros- |j 


reply to Mr. Hayne, of South Carolina, referring 
to his speech of 1621, he repeated ‘I said then, 
‘and now say, that, as‘an original question, the 
‘right of Congress, under the revenue laws, to 
‘pass acts for the protection of manufactures, is 
‘a questionable authority.” In. explaining the 
charged inconsistency of his speech of 1821 and 
his vote of 1828, he claimed that the: tariff of 1828 
was not an original question, but an amendment. 
of an act in existence; and he voted'so to modify” 
it as to make it the least injurious to his constitu- 
ents. The tariff act of 1849 was passed by a Con- 
gress and under circumstances to render it a pecu- 
liar subject of distrust. 

An honorable gentleman from Kentucky has 
told us upon this floor, that he was compelled by 
that Congress to vote for a bill taking forty thou- 
sand dollars from the treasury, and applying it in 
a way to corrupt the press and people, in order 
that an appropriation bill might pass. It is a well- 
known fact, that this very tariff bill, which one vete 
in either branch of Congress would have defeated, 
was voted for by many members, in order that a 
revenue bill might pass. To- have failed to pass at 
that session either an appropriation’ or a revenue 
bill, would have heen attended with consequences 
which I hope there are few in this country would 
wish to see realized. A Committee on Manufac- 
tures first reported the bill to the House, and it was 
subsequently adopted by the Committee of. Ways 
and Means. Among the communications received 
by that Committee upon Manufactures, and from 


| p | which they drew their details and reasons in favor 
| therby become dangerous to the rights and liberties || y 
i the State of New York. As the matters contained 


of that bill, was one from the Glenham factory, in 


in that communication more particularly relate to 
the agricultural interests, I shall make it the particu- 
lar subject of my comments. That committee, and 
certain other members of Congress, conceived that 
communication to contain strong reasons in favor 


| of a protective tariff, while, for the same reasons, I 
come to a diametrically opposite conclusion. I 


i think I can show to this House, that it contains rea- 


sons strong, conclusive, unanswerable, that no such 
tariff bill should then have been passed, or should 
now be continued. That communication reported 
the dividends in that establishment to have been 
about 4; per cent. annually, for a long term of 
years; ae the committee came to the conclusion, 
that legislative means should be adopted to in- 
crease those dividends. A little knowledge of the 
manner in which most of those companies do their 
business, will teach that dividends made have very 
little to do with the accruing profits. At the com- 
mencement of such a business, it is most usual to 
be on borrowed. capital, and most of the profits are 
applied to the payment of the debt; and, of course, 
small dividends (if any) are made. If notin debt, 
the partnership loans its profits on mortgages or 
invests them in stocks, for the common benefit; 
thereby saving the expense and trouble of indi- 
vidual investments. In the progress of their busi- 
ness, the parties draw from the concern the supplies 
necessary for their individual expenditures, and at 
the end of the year, upon invoicing and settlement, 
each gives his note to the partnership for the amount 
of their individual indebtedness. When dividends 
are made, they are usually to settle these individual 
matters, and only to the amount necessary to do 
so; that this may have been the practice of the 
establishment under consideration, seems to be 

roved by the statement itself, when it shows by 
its details, that, in the year 1841, the profits were 
actually four or five times the amount of the divi- 
dends made. In‘one year, a loss is reported, and, 
to my judgment, itis evidence of a profitable busi- 
ness, when, under its contingencies, but one year 
in nineteen accrues, when the expenses do not ex- 
ceed the income. In that period of time, the in- 
crease of buildings, the repairing of water-power, 
or the replacing of new or improved machinery, 
each, inany one year, may have been expected to 
have exceeded the annual income of a very profit- 
able business. 

Sir, I will now call the attention of this commit- 
tee to the details of the business of 1841. The 
eapital stock was $140,000. The expenses of that 
year, in carrying on the business, including, among 
everything else, transportation to market, insu- 
rance, and interest on investments, was about 
$144,000. Taking the medium of the prices of ac- 
tual sales, and the income was $186,000—$42,000 
of profits over and above the interest on the in- 
vestments—an actual profit of thirty-five per cent. 
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Ought not that to have satisfied reasonable men? | 
Ought it not to have satisfied unreasonable ones? 
Sould there have been stronger proof that no legis- | 
lative aid was required, or that the country ought 
not to have been taxed for their protection? 1 
come now, sir, to a fact still more conclusive... The 
manufacturers of this country have their raw ma- | 
terial for less, their provisions less, their taxes less, | 
and their water-power cheaper, than those of Eu- 
rope; the European manufacturer has also to incur 
the contingencies and expense of bringing his fa- 
brics across the Atlantic. In all this the Ameri- 
can has the advantage. European labor may be, || loss on the farmer’s products? Every dollar goes 
and doubtless is, the cheapest; and it is upon this |} into the treasury of that company, increasing their 
fact alone that the American now predicates his || profits. Such is the terms, sir, upon which it is 
claim to protection. Now, sir, by the details in |! proposed to consume in this country all our agri- 
that communication, it is shown that the labor con- |! cultural productions. 

stituted twenty-four per cent. of the expenditure; || Sir, one more consideration in relation to this 
that, of the cost of the material, twenty-four per i| communication. It states the price paid to Jabor- 
cent. was labor. Can any comprehension be so | 
stupid as not to discover thal a revenue duty of | 
twenty-four per cent. would place the American | 
manufacturer above that of the European, on this | 
subject, even though the labor of the European 
had cost nothing? 

Sir, can I be. mistaken in claiming this to be 
evidence unanswerable upon this subject? It is 
evidence, sir, taken from the camp of the enemy, 
and stands an immortal record in the archives of 
this House. From this branch of the subject 
another idea is suggested. No one will contend 
hat the laborers in this country get greater wages 
than are necessary to their support. And yet his | 
provisions cost him less, and the rent of his habi- 
tation less, than that of the European. And while 
the American is free from taxation, the European 
is taxed for everything—the food he eats, the 


slothes he wears, and is taxed for carrying on | 


law. But, sir, this-is not the end of that picture. 
Under the Operation of: the tariif law, let us sup- 
pose that factory to be doing only the amount of 
business ‘it did in 1841, and giving employment to 
the same agricultural capital. What, now, is the 
result? For the same amount of productions, 
they are now paying, at present prices, $22,000 
less than they did in 1841.° On the article of wool 
alone there is a loss of near $20,000; 173,000 
pounds of wool having been used in that year, at 
423 cents per pound, and the same wool selling 
now at 3l cents per pound. Who profits by this 


fifty cents per day. This is plausible in amount; 
but when it is considered that the laborer boards 


and provisions at a rate fifty per cent. above the 
market price, it is not presumptuous to conclude 
that no laborers are required to work more hours, 
have less time for relaxation, and receive poorer 
pay, than those engaged in manufacturing. [ have 
been informed, and upon authority upon which I 
| think F can rely, that not unfrequently it is a part 

of the contract with the laborers that they are.to 
get their supply of goods and provisions from their 
employers; and where the employers do not keep 
store-houses, they make contracts with those who 
do, and thereby have returned to them a part of 
the enormous profits charged to the laborers. Sir, 
with this part of the subject I have done. 
the picture from which the law of 1842 was drawn, 


oc 


the very business from which he draws his sup- || Such, sir, is the picture to which some gentlemen 
port. Sir, why is the American laborer barely || on the floor of Congress then appealed in terms of 
able to live? Simply, sir, because of the high || exultation. Some of them, doubtless, were them- 


price he is required to pay for the goods which 
comprise a large proportion of the expenditure for 
the support of his family. We are now asked, 
sir, to continue in force laws which create a no- 
cessity for high wages, and then to justify those 
laws upon the ground that wages are so high. I 
will next come to the consideration of the effects | 
the business of that factory has upon agriculture. 
According to the minute calculation of that com- 
municant, (and he challenged contradiction,) that 
factory alone gave employment to $1,400,U00 of 
agricultural capital. The development of that fact 
had a startling effect upon the committee; and an 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania proclaim- 
ed it in triumph upon this floor. Now, sir, let me 
inquire into the results of the employment of so 
much agricultural capital. The communication 
gives the items of all the income from that capital, | 
and when all was told, it amounted to $84,000— | 
showing, sir, that it produced only half as much | 
incomeas was produced by one-tenth of the amount | 
of manufacturing capital. 

But the income of a business is not the criterion 
of the profits of a business, unless taken in con- 
nexion with the expenditure. In the case of the 
manufacturer, the items are given, and show a 
profit of thirty-five per cent.; and that, too, under 
the minimum valuation of the compromise act. As 
to agriculture, the expenditures are not given 
and Í avail myself of my experience as an agricul 
turist to supply the deficiency. In the cultivation |; 
of land, it is not unfrequent that the owner and the 
laborer divide the crops. In those cases, if the 
owner pays all the contingent expenses, the laborer | 
takes one-third. If the contingent expenses are | Á l t 
equally borne by each, then the crop is equally || them whether by protection anybody is benefited; 
divided. If the laborer pays all contingent ex- | and, if so, who? They say that high duties make 
penses, he takes two-thirds. It takes the two- || cheap goods, and then that high duties will make 
thirds of agricultural income to pay contingent ex- || dear wool. 
pense and labor. $ ‘ 1 © 
from which, deduct the taxes which the landowner | wool. ‘They say that manufacturers cannot sustain 
is always required to pay, (and which averages in || themselves at the prices of goods without high du- 
New York fifty cents on the hundred dollars,) || ties, and by imposing those duties the goods will 
and it would leave the net income of that $1,400,000 .| be lower, and then they can sustain themselyes. 
to be $22,000, or l; percent. It is hardly to be | They say you must lay a tax to make labor high, 
credited, but is no less true, that the facts here | 
presented are on record in this department, and | 
furnished by the framers of the act of 1842, and | 
taken as an argument in favor of thatact. Thirty- | 

| 
| 
1 


selves deceived—were mistaken. But, sir, I think 
the experience of a few years, and the develop- 
ments made and to be made, will not now permit 
gentlemen to be mistaken so cheaply. Because 
the farming interest has been passive thus far, gen- 
tlemen need not imagine that it will always remain 
so. Let the farmers but understand their rights 
and the sources of their oppression, and they will 
rise in their strength and avenge themselves. ‘To 
many of the gentlemen who may still persist in the 
maintenance of these unequal laws, the seats that 
now know them here will soon know them here no 
more, 

Sir, one idea more in relation to the Glenham 
factory. Ifthe laborers in that factory receive from 
it three-fourths of their wages in goods and pro- 
visions, at only a profit to the seller of thirty per 
cent., the factory would thereby be a gainer of $7000, 
or a profit on her capital stock from that source of 
five percent. ‘This would reduce the per centage 
for labor to nineteen per cent. The reductions on 
the price of agricultural productions since 1842 af- 


cent., which, added to the per centage for goods 
and provisions to laborers, makes a net profit from 
these two sources of twenty-one per cent. in addi- 
tion to the profits heretofore estimated. Whence 
are the cnormous profits to the manufacturers de- 
rived? Foreigners do not pay them. They do not 
come from the airortheelements. They arenotthe 
sponjancous productions of matter. No, sir; they 
are paid by those laboring millions whom gentle- 
men seem so ardent in their professions to protect. 
From the arguments of the advocates of protection 


five per cent. to the manufacturer, and oneanda half | 
per cent. to the farmer! . And yet a law was passed | 
taxing the farmer for the benefit of the manufac- | 
turer, and. we are now asked to continue that 


ers to be from seventy-five cents to one dollar and | 


himself; that he buys of his employer his goods | 


Such is | 


fords a profit to that factory of about sixteen per | 


it would seem to be an unsettled question with | 


High duties will not tax the consumer | 
One-third of $84,000 is $28,000. || of goods, but high duties will tax the consumer of 


| and then justify the tax in consequence of the high 
it price of labor. If amidst these contradictions it 
{| Should chance to be ascertained that somebody is 
taxed and others are the receivers of the tax, it 
will then be ascertained that of those who pay the 
tax, the poor laborer pays as much as the man 
worth thousands; and, of the recipients of the tax, 7; 
| he of $100,000 receives ten times as much as he of || their own ragged, barefooted, bareli 


$10,000. Here, sir; isthe beauty ands 
‘of these taxes, inexplicable in all their 
; fects to their advocates themselves 

J will now call the attention of th 
to the effect that the tariff has had ùp 
When the tarif: bill was 


ment, providing that a liberal-duty bé: 
upon the importation of all foreign wo 
stated that large exportations‘of fine-Ww 
had been made to Buenos Ayres, for the purpose 
of growing fine wool, (and oti récords show that 
many of those bucks cost twenty dollars perhesd:) 
He stated that fourteen millions of pounds of wool 
from that source had been imported into ‘this toun+ 
try in one year, and much of it equal to ‘our finest 
wool. He stated, that under the high duties im- 
posed upon goods, the wool grower could not stand 
that competition. His amendment was, however, 
voted down. He then proposed to amend so that, 
whatever duty was imposed, the valuation. should 
be made in our own ports; (aware, no doubt, of čer- 
tain managements which, if I again have’ an ‘op- 
portunity of discussing this subject’ when ‘it-shall 
be. more legitimately before the House, I wil en- 
deavor to explain.) -He was again. voted down, 
The arguments adduced in opposition to hisamend- 
ments are well worthy the: consideration of this 
House and: the peoplé of this country AS 
contended, in opposition to those amend t 
their effect was: to impose’ a tax upo 
manufacturer for the benefit of the rich wool-gre 
er. It was contended that those amendments would 
not protect labor, but only thé growth of sheep; 
and if the wool-grower could not stand the compe- 
tition, then let them abandon the business and go 
at something else. This, sir, was the friendship 
displayed by the tariff men in 1842 for the agri- 
cultural interest, and it stands recorded in our 
library in both the Globe and Intelligencer. How 
much cause we must now have to sympathize with 
that same class of men in their agonizing fears for 
the agricultural interest, under their apprehension 
of the repeal of the English corn-laws or the mod- 
ification of our tariff. But, sir, the consequences of - 
their policy are about developing themselves. ‘The 
wool-growing interest is now tottering upon the 
precipice of destruction. With it, the beginning of 
the end has commenced. Twenty-four millions of 
pounds of foreign wool have been imported to this 
country during the past year,—an amount within 
five millions, or at farthest ten millions of pounds 
of all the wool used by the manufacturers of the 
country. Of the balance of domestic wool, three 
millions of pounds has been exported, a portion 
has been used in our families, and the residue is on 
the hands of the growers, or'is in the storehouses 
of the purchasers, With this’ surplus on hand— 
with an accumulated crop coming in of at least 
forty-five millions of pounds—and with a probable 
importation for the year to come of some thirty 
millions of pounds of foreign wool—nothing can 
save the wool-growing business from destruction 
as a marketable business but the repeal of the tariff 
| of 1842. That would open to us an opportunity 
; of selling our surplus wool to the English market, 
| which requires an annual supply of seventy ril- 
|| lions of pounds of foreign wool. That would èna- 
ble us to sell to them our wool, without being pro- 
|; hibited by the high duties now imposed upon the 
‘| goods we must necessarily take in exchange. ` 
i| I will now briefly notice the interests of the me- 
i; chanics, The friends of high duties characterize 
them with the aristocratic title of manufacturers. 
But while they are thus participants in the name, 
they are denied participation in the plunder. While 
| they are sought to be made tools of by sycophantic 
i| flattery, they are made deeply to participate in the 
ppressions which those laws inflict. “In the dù- 
ties imposed by the tariff act‘of 1842, the -hatter 
: was left to the minimum valuation ofthe compro- 
‘| mise acts and the duties on some of the fabrics of 
| the shoemaker were actually reduced. None but 
_ those who wrought the fabrics of the manufacturer., 
: had the rates of duty increased. The employers 
of the mechanics are the farmers,.and can they éx- 
| pect from them a liberal patronage when reduce 
| to the poverty they are obliged to struggle with for 
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"a bare subsistence? ` When they arë compelled by 
ii necessity to live in shanties raised pene byt er 
| own hands, andto look with swelling hearts upon 
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can it-be expected that they can give employment 
liberally to méchanics? No, sir. Remove from 
them the oppressions of your restrictive laws, and 
give them a chance to compete unshackled in the 
markets of the world, and you will at least add 10 
` per cent: to their $100,000 000 of productions. You 
would thus’ add $100;000,000 annually to their 
means of rising from indigence to competence, 
and, if desired, to luxury. Phen would the rais- 
ing of comfortable mansions and the enjoyment of 
comfortable costumes by ‘the millions of this class 
‘of our. citizens give a liberal employment to the in- 
dustrious ‘ingenuity of our mechanics, and vasily 
increase’ ‘the consumption of the manufacturers’ 
goods, O ET 2 

In conclusion, I will devote a few suggestions 
more ‘particularly to the subject under considera- 
tion. To some of the views of the gentlemen from 
South Carolina and Alabama upon this subject, I 
dissent, as going to an extreme. But I do it in 
greatest kindness. ‘To such doctrines, though in the 
exireme, by counterbalancing a much more dan- 
gerous extreme, I believe we owe much that re- 
mains to us of our violated, mutilated Constitution. 
To the views.of the gentleman from Indiana, per- 
mit me to say that [ believe them subversive of 
all our fundamental laws. .'To the whole bill un- 
der consideration, personally, I bave a favorable 
feeling; butas a member of this House, I cannot 
vote for the whole. Had not the rule been altered, 
and: had it'dependéd: upon ‘ty. vote, the bill was 
already lost.’ For much of itl am ‘disposed to 
vote now. For the modification of the tariff I 
have’ an ardent desire; but rather than accept 
either of these laws upon terms proposed by the 
gentleman from Indiana, let both be lost. Sir, I 
vote for no bill upon the merits of another. If I 
thought a majority of this Congress were actuated 
by other than such motives, I would vote in favor 
of a resolution for its adjournment to-morrow, 
With the light that the people have upon the sub- 
ject, I would trust to them to supply our places 
with men who will wipe from our statutes those 
laws which are the sources of our oppression. A 
few more years of suffering, and I much mistake 
‘the intelligence of the people, if the influence of 
sophistry does not give place to reason; and the 
Jaws which now oppress us, will only be remem- 
bered as a blot upon our history. 
C Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL then obtained the 
floor, ‘It was not his intention, he said, to follow 
the coursé of the gentleman who had just taken his 
seat. Ata proper time, and when the subject came 
properly before the House, it would be an easy 
matter, he thought, to answer the suggestions made 
by that gentleman. All that he (Mr. R.) pro- 
posed now to do, was to, ) A 
regard to the general subject of internal improve- 
ments, and to the expediency and propricty of an 
amendment, which ‘he proposed to have read, and 
to offer when it should be in‘order. 

Mr. Reexamined the various ap 
the bill, to show that. no especial 
shown tot è 
of these appropriations; and that so far as the 
amount of money for the seaboard in the North 
was concerned; the preponderance had been given 
to the South. de, 

When the bil] had first come up some objections 
had occurred to his mind, not so strong, however, 


avor had been 


as to prevent his voting in its favor, unless it as- | 


sumed a much worse form than that which it now 
took. One of these objections was this: where 
would be “the money in the treasury not other- 
wise appropriated’? out of which the means to enr- 
ry out the objects of this 
certain measures now in contempli 
carried out? For he 
bill, the sub-treasury 
a warehousing system 


ation were to be į 


bi and the bill to establish | 
became Jaws, there would | 


not be money enough to meet the other expenses || 


of the Government... Very far from it. 
Mr. R. then proceeded to an exammauon of the | 
constitutional objection to this bill, so faras it ap- 
plied to the distinction drawn between Improte- 
ments for harbors on the seaboard, and for harbors 
on rivers and lakes. He argued that the distinc- 
tion was unfounded, he would not say absurd, be- 
cause intelligent. gentlemen on this floor_had sus- 
tained and advocated it, And he entered into some 
interesting statistics, showing the importance o 
our domestic, as in comparison with our foreign, 
commerce. In view of these facts, it seemed to 
him that the idea of drawing a distinction between 


to throw out a few ideas in | 


ropriations in || 


he North and East in the apportionment | 


f this bill were to come from, if | 


i 
verily believed that if the tarif | 
| 


foreign and domestic commerce was entirely with- 
out foundation; and that neither the words of the 
Constitution itself, nor sound policy, would sanc- 
tion such a distinction, And he dwelt on the im- 
portance of our coasting and whale fishery as a 
nursery for seamen, on whom reliance could be 
placed in time of war. ` 

He believed that the only rule of action in these 

SEpie pe does should be, was the work proposed 
to be done national in its character, and was it of 
such importance as to justify the expenditure of 
the money? Ifso,and we had the money to spend, 
he would give his cordial vote for every object of 
appropriation of that kind, whether, asked for By 
the East or the West, the North or the South. He 
|-would make no sectional distinctions. He would 
not inquire whether the location of the object pro- 
posed to be improved was above a port of entry, 
or below a port of entry, nor whether it was upon 
i salt water or upon fresh water. 
Mr. R. explained briefly the object of the amend- 
| ment he intended to offer, and urged, upon official 
documents, and by reference to the extent of the 
commerce interested, the claims which it had upon 
the favorable consideration of the committee. 

The amendment is in the following words: 

“For the improvement of the river Thames, in 
the State of Connecticut, $10,000.” 

Mr. W. HUNT made a few remarks in expla- 
nation of the following amendment, which he de- 
signed, when in order, to offer to the bill: 

“ For the improvement of the harbor at Eighteen- 
mile creek, on Lake Ontario, $5,000.” 

He then adverted briefly to the question of the 
constitutional power of Congress to make these 
improvements, insisting not only upon the exist- 
ence of this beneficial power, but upon the pro- 
priety of so exercising it as to carry out the great 
designs of those who framed the instrument; and 
he concluded with a few words in support and vin- 
dication of the appropriation contained in the bill 
for the improvement of the Hudson river. 
| Mr. WINTHROP congratulated the House and 
the country, that after so long an agitation of other 


I| tion of the domestic interests of the country, After 
i passing over many preliminary topies, he proceed- 
ed to an examination of the question’ immediately 
| before the committee, examining it first in its con- 
stitutional view, maintaining the power of Con- 
gress over these works of internal improvement 
under the clause of the Constitution granting the 
power to regulate commerce, and under other 
clauses, and fortifying his position by reference to 
the views of the framers of the Constitution, and 
to the precedents of the action of previous Con- 
gresadi=eonocinly of the first Congress—nupon this 
subject. M 

i tracing the history of the system of internal im- 
| provements, and its connexion with the politics of 
| the country, replying to positions taken by Messrs. 
| Rusrr and Payxe, and to other objections that 
i had been raised against the bill. 


In conclusion, be 
devoted a few remarks to the necessity of the im- 
provement of Boston harbor, urging its national 


on constituuonal grounds. 
The committee finding itself without a quorum, 
rose and reported that fact to the House. 


solved, that when the House, it adjourn to meet at 
eleven o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER was proceeding to announce 
the unfinished business, being reports from com- 
i mittees; when. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, on leave given, pre- 
sented the memorial of the Legislature of Missis- 


schools equal to that of which the State had been 

deprived by Choctaw Indian reservations; which 

was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to make a report. 
Pending which motion, the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 13, 1846: 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


the morning hour to be the report made yesterday 
| on the subject of the value of certain coins. 

On the ‘suggestion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the re- 
| port was informally laid over. 


r. W. took a wide range of discussion, | 


importance in a commercial view, and defending it | 


On motion of Mr. MeCLELLAND, it was re- | 


sippi, asking fora grant of land for the use of! 


1° The SPEAKER announced the first business of | 


i 
i 


i 
l 
i 
i 


| the action or the 


: the United States. 


- A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GORDON ‘rése:and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation: ` HS 

And leave having been’ granted, 

Mr. G. said: It will berecollected, Mr. Speaker, 
that on- the ]0th instant T made a speech-on the bill 
making appropriation for the improvement of har- 
bors and rivers. In the*coursé’of my-remarks, I 
made some allusion to Oregon, and TAnd in the 
New York “Herald,” of the 12th instant, the fol- 
lowing statement in regard to what I'said on that 
subject: $ E 

« Even Gorpon, of New York, to-day, in the Honse, said 
he would not surrender an inch south of 49° ; a month ago 
he would have considered it a sale of the national honor to 
have yiclded a hair’s breadth south of 54° 40'.” 

Now (continued Mr. G.) I said no such. thing. 
On the contrary, I distinetly asserted that I plant- 
ed myself on 54° 40’; and to disprove this state- 
ment in the ‘* Herald,” to back my assertion, I 
will read from the ‘ Baltimore Sun,” published 
on the 11th instant, the day after the delivery of 
the speech: 

«“ Mr. Fanan, of Ohio, made some very pertinent remarks, 
and was followed by Mr. Gornon, of. New York. He open- 
ed with harbors and rivers; got into Oregon up to 54°. 40.3 
arraigned Mr, Polk and his Cabinet for not urging our ¢laiins 3 
und wound up with giving, in the most desultory manner, 
the lights and shadows of free trade.” 

Mr. G. continued: I will also read from the Co- 
lumbian Fountain as to what I said about Oregon. 
After adverting to the fact that I had stated that 
our title to 549 40' was clear and unquestionable, 
the paper says: 

« fle denounced the idea that we should barter away our 
eternal rights in territorial sovereignty for a favorable boon 
trom England’s magnanimity, in the opening of her ports to 
our productions, when, after she had obtained a title from 
us, Which would be the only title she ever held, she might 
close her ports, and cheat and Jaugh at us.” 

I will now read from the Union the sketch there 
given of this portion of my remarks, Itis in the 
following words: 

“ Tt had been stated that we were to purchase free trade in 
the ports of Great Britain for our grain and breadstuffs by 


P A i| the surrender of half of the territory of Oregon Da 
subjects, they had finally got back to the considera- | i gon, a ae 


duction of our own tariff. He did not believe that our poli- 
cy should be regulated or governed by the policy of Great 
Britain in any respect; that onr just rights in Oregou were 
to he maintained at every hazard, aud our tariff modified 
without any regard to what Great Britain might do with 
her own tariff’ If we should cede the one-halt’ of Oregon 
as the equivalent for the reduction of the tariff, she might 
turn round and raise her duties, and would do so undoubt- 
edly, and shut her ports against the entrance of our bicad- 
stufls whenever it might suit her interests,” 


Mr. G. continued: And I will now quote the 
“ Herald’? against itself. The report in that paper 
of what I said, is as follows: 


“Mr, Gorpon protested against any appropriations, di- 
rectly or indirectly, forthe construction of roads and canals, 
or for the improvement of rivers that do not come within 
the law that is universally recognised as public rivers—as 
arms of the sea, and where the tide ebbs and flows. In the 
course of his remarks, he spoke of Oregon. Our title was 
good to 54° 40", and under no circumstances could it be sur- 
rendered, [A voice: “Good!”] He would not anticipate 

xecutive branch; but this he would say, 
it they concluded a treaty for anything less than 54° 40, he 
would arraign them before the bar of publie opinion. He 
went for our whole rights in Oregon, whether England tink- 
ered with her tariff or not. Suppose we gave above 49° for 
the privilege of sending our breadstufls into- her ports: the 
next day she might run up her tariff of duties again. We 
would thus be beguiled and cheated.” 


Now, (resumed Mr, G.,) I have no fault to find 
with the report. Butif gentlemen desire to under- 


| stand what my opinions are, I refer them to my 


recent speech on the Oregon question, as published 
in the Appendix to the Congressional Globe. In 


i addition to what I said in that speech, I will now 


ask, who doubts the validity of the Spanish title to 
the whole of Vancouver’s Island? J ask, who 
doubts that Spain discovered and occupied the 


į Island. of Vancouver, and that she never’ surren- 


dered it, nor one inch of it, to Great Britain? 
Whatever title Spain had to that island she sold to 
Now, the Island of Vancouver 
is as important to the Pacific coastas the island of 
Great Britain is to the coast of Europe; and nearly 
all of this is above 49 degrees. Who thinks of 
surrendering that island ?— 

The SPEAKER here interposed, ov the ground 
that this ‘course of remark was not pertinent to the 
matter of a personal explanation. 

“Mr. GORDON. [have said all I have to say. 

. Mr, ROBERTS, by leave, presented a memo- 
rial of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi 
praying that alternate sections of public land alone 
the Homochitto river may. be granted to the coun- 
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ties of Franklin, Amite, Adams, and Wilkinson, 
for the purpose of aiding in the improvement of 
said river; which memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

On mouon of Mr. RATHBUN, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciar 
be discharged from the consideration of the peu- 
tion of Samuel Worthington, and thatit be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS, by leave, presented 
a memorial of the Legislature of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, praying that certain obstructions to the 
navigation of the Pass Manchac, interposed by 
agency of the Federal Government, may be remo- 
ved therefrom; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, but waived the motion at the 
request of 

Mr. SCHENCK, who, on leave given, present- 
ed a petition of citizens of Miami county, in the 
State of Indiana, praying an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Maumee river; which petition 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to-morrow. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL renewed his motion. 

Mr. HARALSON rose and said, he desired to 
notify the House that he would, on Wednesday 
next, or so soon as the river and harbor bill had 
been disposed of, move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to act on the bills reported from the | 
Committee on Military Affairs; and that he would 
on that motion, if sustained in the call, give gen- 
tlemen an opportunity of recording their votes for 
or against further delay in providing for the de- 
fences of the country, and acting upon the other 
important measures reported from that committee, 
by calling for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DANIEL addressed a few remarks to the 
Chair, of which only the general tenor was heard 
by the reporter. He feltit to be his duty, inas- 
much as but a small portion of time had been de- 
voted to the consideration of private bills, to move 
that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on that calendar, 

The motion received but 38 votes. 

So it was rejected. 

And the question on the motion of Mr. J. R Ix- 
SERSOLL was taken and agreed to. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tuomas 
Smary, of Indiana, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers. 

Mr. YELL gave notice that he would, when in 
order, move to amend the bill, by inserting at the 
end of the 109th line the following proviso: | 

“ Provided, That the sum of $25,000, out of the 
‘said appropriation, be, and the same is hereby, 
‘appropriated to remove the obstructions in the 
< Washita, White, and Black rivers, in the State 
* of Arkansas.’? 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON, who was entitled 
to the floor from last evening, after brief prelim- 
inary remarks, proceeded first to the examina- 
tion of the constitutional question involved in the 
bill under consideration. Notwithstanding twenty- | 
three years had elapsed since the commencement 
of this system, and notwithstanding almost unin- 
terrupted appropriations had been made from that 
time, yet they were now thrown back upon the 
constitutional question, and had to argue it ab 
initio. Replying first to the protests entered by 
Messrs. Rurrr, Paynxn, and others, to the claim 
of this power as an incidental power, by reading 
from Mr. Madison, distinctly avowing the doctrine 
of incidental powers, he took the position, and de- 


i; 
j; 
j! 


| 
fended it at length, that the power to make these | 
improvements of harbors and rivers does reside in | 
Congress, and is incident to the power to regulate | 
commerce; standing in the same category of iaci- | 
dental powers as the power to grant pensions, to i 
send out an exploring expedition, to erect a build- 
ing for the assembling of Congress, &c. 


ance of those rivers. -He then proceeded generally 
to argue the constitutional power of Congress over 
the rivers and harbors proposed to be provided for, 
and to enforce the expediency of the exercise of 
that power, yielding, for the purposes of explana- 
tion and inquiry, to Mr. Rayrr, upon the ques- 
tion of the extent and bearing of the ordinance of 
1787, and reading from the writings, and citing the 
official acts, of Presidents Monroe, Jackson, and 
Van Buren, in -endorsement of appropriations for 
these identical rivers and harbors, provision for 
which Was now so strongly denounced as a sys- 
tem of plunder and robbery by gentlemen who as- 
sumed to speak under the authority of these dis- 
tinguished statesmen. 

Mr. 'F. noticed the comparisons which had been 
made between the respective amounts of appropri- 
ations heretofore made by the General Govern- 
ment for the North and for the South, and referred 
to some of the items for the latter—the fifteen mil- 
lions paid for the purchase of Louisiana, the five 
millions for Florida, the amount of cost of the Sem- 
inole war which he located between five millions 
and forty millions of dollars, and others—to show 
that, in point of fact, the South had no right to 
complain, But he regretted all such comparisons. 
He assured gentlemen, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi, that if he had any proper measure 
which he wished to carry out, he could appeal to 
no.man for aid with better hopes of success than 
to him; and in reference to the strictures of Mr. 
A. Jounson upon the composition of the standing 
committees of the House, he considered it unkind 
in Tennessee, Democratic Tennessee, to complain 
that she had not power enough in this House. 

Mr. T. then passed to the subject of the lakes, re- 
ferring to the vast and increasing amount of their 
commerce, the rapid growth of the cities and set- 
tlement of the bordering country consequent there- 
on, the great number (200,000) of human beings 


| floated annually upon their bosom, the number of 


vessels and steamboats, and of sailors; and made 
an earnest appeal for the protection of the lives and 
property interested; urging also the expediency, 
as the best means of defence, of improving the 
harbors on the lakes for the protection of our ma- 
rine, which was an eficient substitute for fortifica- 
tions. In the course of his remarks he touched 
upon many other incidental topics. 

Mr. WOOD said it was too much to suppose he 
could make a speech commensurate with the im- 

ortance of thatarm of the sea upon which it was 
fis good fortune to reside. What Hendrick Hud- 
son supposed was a strait leading to the north sea, 
subsequent events had made true. The Hudson 
river was now the channel leading to great and 


i important northern seas—the great lakes. 


As regarded one item in the bill—the appropri- 
ation for the Portland canal—there was a general 
unanimity. He would go further in relation to 
this than any other gentleman who had spoken on 
this bill. He would authorize the President to 
seli out the interest of the Government. in that ca- 
nal. The Government should never own any 
stock. All the other items had been sanctioned 
by successive Presidents. He noticed the section- 
al and other objections to this bill. He said that 
a larger appropriation was needed for a commer- 
cial than an agricultural people. It was not the 
fault of the North that the commerce of the South 
was not equal to that of the North. The cause of 
this lay deeper than any appropriation could cure, 


j or than any free-trade doctrine, although, in one | 
į sense, he was a free-trade man—he went for a rev- 
enue tarif. He was opposed to log-rolling, and | 


to prevent it had voted for that resolution which 
placed each measure on its own merits. He had 
as much reverence for the Constitution asany man— 
: he was a strict constructionist—but he was not 
strict at one time and latitudinarian at another as 
might suit his own purpose. 
Madison Papers to show that the appropriations 
for harbors was constitutional. That the States 
having surrendered the right of imposing tonnage 
and otner duties to the General Government, the 
: General Government was bound to do that for 


ji them which they would have done for themselves 
|| had they not surrendered these rights. The Gov- 


fle alluded to the great rivers of the West; and || ernment was either bound to make these appro- 
with reference to the term “inland seas,” which || priations, or give back to the States the means of 


had been applied to them by the Memphis con- 
vention, said it needed not this extravaganza of 
that convention 


knew. before——o 


ii doi 


ng it, which they had surrendered. Rane 
He commented upon the doctrine of jurisdiction 


t 


to convince us of what everybody | of the Government being co-extensive with tide- 
fthenatienal character and import- || water. 


He contended that the appropriations for 
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He read from the | 


the lake harbors: 
propriation ‘for: 
constitutional p 
cause the Gav 
where these approp: 
as stated by, genti 
committee, ~*~ me : 

Mr. RHETT explained. 300 0 

Mr. WOOD laid down the rule’ th: 
tions were proper for large rivers, with a 
ing as ave as exporting commerce, a 
could not be made by any one State, He 
include streams like the Mohawk, and’ simil 
streams, wholly within the State; 
such thing. ; Pee le me 

Mr. W. proceeded to show the iniportance of 
the trade of the Hudson, and the commerce at Al- 
bany, and the amount of travel; that thelist of ves- 
sels wading to the port of Albany was, for 1845, 54 
steamboats, 56 barges, 266 schooners, 397 stoops, 
&c. He also read from Captain Hoge’s report; to 


ar 
he went for no 


show the extent of this trade, embracing eighteen 
States and two Territories 
different States. 

He did not ask this appropriation for hig own 
immediate constituents; but for th 
the East, and the South. 


; and vessels from nine 


e whole ‘West, 


expended between thirty and forty’ mi 
ternal improvement, and paid her debts; 
be bribed or bought for the comparatively 
appropriation contained in this bill. i 

elonging to the strictest sect of the Democracy 
of his State, he was not less a Democrat because 
he should vote for what was clearly constitutional 
His foreboding for the future fate of the Constitu- 
tion would not now prevent his going for what was 
strictly constitutional. Such was the appropriation 
for which he contended. 

Mr. VINTON followed. It had not been origi- 
nally his intention, he said, to take part in this dis- 
cussion; but in the progress of it, he had come to 
the conclusion to say something in relation to the 
constitutional power of the House to pass this bill. 
That power, however, had been so ably vindicated 
by the gentleman from Maryland yesterday, [Mr. 
Consrapxe,} by the gentleman from’ Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Winrurop,] and he might add by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to-day, [Mr. Tuome- 
son, ] that it would be a work of supererogation for 
him (Mr. V.) to followin the track which they had 
already beaten out. He agreed in the main. with 
them that the power to pass this bill—the great 
power of this Government over its: foreion and in- 
land trade—the great power to make improvemenis 
i to promote both—was to be derived chiefly from 
that clause of the Constitution which conferred the 
commercial power on this House, and where’ the 
i gentlemen, to whom he had alluded, had placed it. 
But he was equally satisfied that this House had 
the power to make all such improvements as were 
necessary for the defence of the country, either ex- 
ternal or internal, offensive or defensive, or for the 
preservation of the public tranquillity. He had 
abandoned the idea of making a speech on that 
point; but there was one topic which had been 
brought into this debate which, as yet, was: in a 
good measure untrodden ground, and which, as he 
thought, ought not to be allowed to pass here with- 
out some consideration being given to it before the 
|| question was taken. It had been repeatedly ‘as- 
| serted that this doctrine—this policy of internal 
improvements—the power to make these improve- 
ments—was an old Federal doctrine; that it had 
always been one of the lines of demareation be- 
tween the Federal and the Democratic parties; and 
| thus gentlemen who acted with the Democratic 
i party had been arraigned as deserters from their 
| own principles and policy, and had been ‘called 
|| Upon, not in the language of command exactly— 
i; but they had been implored to’ return’ back’to. that 
|| policy, and to those principles, on which they had 
Ht always stood. He did not propose to make aparty 
speech. He never indulged in- party reproaches. 
i Efe did not intend to say anything at which genties 
| men could take offence. He intended 
form his own-opihions, and to yote and 
ingly; and he would cheerfully yield ti 


‘pitiful 
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Nothing was gained—-no man was éver convinced—: 
: by teproaches, by.imputations, hy blame cast upon 
anybody... But he proposed for a short time to-go 
“Into: the ‘history. of: this question and. this: policy; 
and to-show, asihe thought he could, in the first 
place, that.it never was an old Federal doctrine; in 
the next place, that it never was a Democratic doc- 
tiine; that, as between the two parties, the Demo- 
cratic party had chiefly built it up; but that all 
gentlemen on this floor, of all parties, stood pre- 
cisely upon that footing that they might vote either 
for these appropriations or against thera, without 
any inconsistency, and without subjecting them- 
selves'to the charge of deserting any party. 

To this-one point Mr. V. mainly directed his 
argument, which he had not concluded when his 
hour expired. : 

Mr. S. ADAMS expressed the reluctance which 
he felt to address. the committee, feeling, as he 
did, that upon a party question he was ina very 
hopeless minority in this House. He considered 
this a proposition for general internal improve- 
ments, and- not for special improvements, Ho was 
opposed to the whole. system, and so he conceived 
were’ the whole Democratic’ party proper in the 


United. States—a system which was repudiated by || 


the Baltimore convention, whose resolutions had 
been so often referred to. He took a general view 
of the constitutional question, denying utterly the 
power of Congress to make any of these improve- 
ments, and arguing that if the Mississippi were ad- 
mitted to be within the pale of the Constitution, 
no dividing line could be drawn, and the same 
power must. be conceded over every other minor 
river, creck, and stream. He also replied particu- 
larly to the argument of Mr. Constare, which 
deduced the power for the improvement of river 
and harbors from the general power of Congre 
to “regulate”? commerce, and contended that the 
true meaning and the authority conveyed under 
the term “ regulate,” was to pass laws and rules 
upon which that commerce shal] be conducted, and 
not to create commerce, or create Improvements to 
facilitate it, by the establishment of roads and can- 
als, and the opening of harbors. He dwelt upon 
‘the oppression of this. system in its operation, and 
the bankruptey and ruin to which it must lead, if 
adopted by. the General Government. All that 
could be wrung from the people by way of taxa- 
tion, he said, would not be suffiticnt to defray the 
expenses of the system of internal improvements 
proposed by this bill to be comnienced; and he 
avowed himself -iù favor of nipping itin the bud 
by the summary. and unqualified condemnation and 
rejection of this measure. 


ss 


Mr. SEVERANCE gave notice of an amend- | 


ment; appropriating for the improvement in the 
tidewaters of the Kennebec river, $15,000. 
He briefly urged. the importance of this appro- 


priation, and advocated the general system of im- | 


provements provided for in this bill; and devoted 


the remainder of his time to a general discussion | 


touching upon the commercial policy of Great 
Britain and the United States, the Oregon ques- 
tion as connected therewith, and many other sub- 
jects. i (oe i 

2 Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor, and yield- 


ed to an unsuccessful motion that the committee į 


rise. eR ‘ 

He further yielded to the following gentlemen, 

who gave notice of their. respective intentions to 

offer, when in order, the following amendments. 
To Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi: 


i For removal of obstructions in, and to open 


‘the pass from the Mississippi river by way of the 


c Iberville and Amite. rivers into Lake Maurepas 


‘and Pass Manchac into Lake Pontchartrain, so | 


t as to connect the Gulf of. Mexico and the Mis- 
tsissippi river, $20,000. - 

To Mr. COBB: 

“And that the sum of $50,000. be appropriated 
‘for the improvement- of the Flint river, in the 
t State of Georgia.” ; 

Messrs. J. R, INGERSOLL, SEABORN | 
JONES, and E. H. EWING, also gave notice of 
certain amendments, which were not placed in the | 

possession of the reporter. 


| i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


ii above party; that, with all due deference and re- 


i should at least be considered a settled policy. 


‘navigable waters are only those in which the tide | 
| cbbs and flows, (which would cut off the lakes | 


| power of Congress over these identical improve- 


| ing them © internal improvements,” 


‘those Demoerats who support this bill, as only | 


Some conversation of a personal character fol- | 
lowed between Messrs. DOUGLASS and JOHN | 
H. EWING, arising out of the question of the || 
right of the floor. i 
. The committee manifesting an unwillingness to | 
rise, à : 

Mr. DOUGLASS resumed the floor at a late 
hour, and proceeded in his remarks. 

It occured to him, he said, that there were some |; 
powers in this Government that, by this time, |! 
ought to be conceded; that there were some prin- 
ciples which ought to be considered settled. When | 
principles had been adopted, and powers exercised || 
from the carliest existence of our Government |) 
down to the present day, and that with the con- 
currence of alt parties, without a solitary excep- |; 
tion, he thought the policy which embodied them if 

He |) 

t 

| 
| 


i 


made these remarks because of the attempt of some |; 
of his friends to read out of the republican | 
party those who might difer with them. Fori 
umself, Mr. D. did not set up a standard for |; 
others; he was perfectly willing that they shoald {| 
exercise their own free judgments in determining | 
their respective courses, and he claimed the liberty 
of exercising the same freedom of opinion and 
action, Fe disclaimed all friendship lo a general ; 
system of internal improvements, but maintained | 
the constitutionality of the improvement of rivers, | 
harbors, and navigable waters; ridiculing the de- | 
finition imported from the English laws that |) 


i 


from the list of navigable” waters; although you į 
cannot find a cord long enough to reach the bottom 

of them at some points;) and showing its inappli- | 
enbility to this country—the facts of the case, | 
upon which the law was based, being different in | 
Boehwud, there being there no extended inland if 
rivers, and none navigable except tide waters. | 
Here, the state of the case being the reverse, it |! 
was absurd to attempt to transplant the law. Te 
cited theauthority of Presidents Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson, and Van Buren, as fully sustaining the | 


ments, and as even going further than ‘he was | 
willing to go; and he said that the leaders of the | 
republican party had always maintained this power || 
over harbors, navigable rivers, light-houses, ben- | 
cons, and buoys, which were now attempted to | 
be rendered odious by a change of name, ehristen- |i 


. t 
Mr. D. next passed to notice a remark of Mr. į 


Yawnery,in which he had spoken of Mr. D. and of | 
i 
i! 
| 


“pretended”? Democrats, and as acting in violation į! 

: tt 
f: 
i 


of the resolutions of the Baltimore convention re- | 
lative to the system of internal improvements. | 
Having shown thgyhe was supported in his advo- |} 
cacy of the class of improvements contained in this | 
bill (though opposed to the general system of inter- | 
nal improvements) by the authorily of the fathers | 
of the republican school; and having disclaimed 
any attempt to read out of the Democratic church |! 
those who might not precisely agree with him 

upon ail points, Mr. ID. proceeded to show that the 
gentioman from Alabama was at least equally ob- | 
noxious to the charge of not strictly adhering to | 
the Democratie text-book, adopted at Baltimore, in |f 
that part which declared that “the whole” of Ore- 
gon is ours, and that no part should be ceded to | 
Great Britain or any other Power, &c. 

Some conversation occurred between Messrs. 
DOUGLASS, WOODWARD, and YANCEY, 
upon the scope and meaning of this resolution of 
the Baltimore convention, upon the question of its 
nuthority over the Democratic party, and the man-> 
ner in which they had themselyes conformed or: 
non-conformed to it. In the course of this collo- | 

uy, > A Seyi i 
l Mr. WOODWARD said that the Baltimore rés- | 
olution “upon the “reeceupation” of Oregon, was’ 
the opinion of the members of the convertion, and 
not attempted to be incorporated into the Demo- 
ératic creed; that the measure was recommenied to | 


i 


the Democratic party as a great American question 


spect, he had considered the advice of that conven- 
tion, and he utterly repudiated -the idea that: they 
possessed any power to impose any obligation. up- 
on him, and he denied that they designed:to do it; 
and, further, he would sustain the President.if he 
should settle this question upon the line of 499. ` 
Mr. YANCEY, in vindication of his own course, 


Mr. DOUGLASS (the conversation between 
these gentlemen having dropped) resumed his re- 
marks in comment upon these topics and the points 
which had been evolved, particularly urging the 
position that no Democrat could consistently with 
this resolution of the Baltimore convention consent 
to anything less than 54° 40' in Oregon. 

Mr. SEDDON interposed, and inquired if he un- 
derstood the gentleman to say that the Democratic 
party were committed, by the resolution of the Bal- 
timore convention, to go for 54° 40' and never yield 
anything south of that under any circumstances ? 
Did he hold the Democratic party pledged to that 
line? 

Mr. DOUGLASS replied that he did understand 
the Democratic party to be solemnly pledged, at the 
Baltimore convention, by a unanimous resolution 
of the Democratic party, to stand by 549 40’, and 
never to yield one inch. ae $ 

Mr. SEDDON. Does the gentleman, then, un- 
derstand the President of the United States, nomi- 
nated by. that convention, and representing that 
creed, to have violated the Democratie creed in of- 
fering the parallel of 499? ` 

Mr. DOUGLASS’S hour here expired: 

Mr. J. W. HOUSTON obtained the floor, and 
yielded, in compliance with what scemed to be the 
very general desire of the House, for the purpose 


| of reply, to 


Mr. DOUGLASS, who again referred to the 
speech of Mr. Polk in the House of Representa- 
tives in 1828, in favor of our title to 54° 40’, and 
who traced the unity of position occupied by him 
from that period down to his Inaugural Address, 


im which he had declared our title to’ the whole of 


Oregon ‘clear and unquestionable.” “But when 
Mr. Polk came into office he found a protocol 
signed, pledging his Government to the principle 
of compromise pending that negotiation; but for 


li that fact, which committed him during that. one 


negotiation, Mr. D. would, before this, have pro- 
nounced that proposition of 490a treasonable pro- 


; position, as he had pronounced the same offer on the 


part of Mr. Clay. He did understand Mr. Polk, 
in his Inaugural Address, as standing’ up erect to 
the pledge of the Baltimore. convention; and he 
now said that, come what may, let who may do it, 
whenever the proposition of 49° should. again be 
offered, he would never take back the declaration 
he had made, that it was a treasonable-proposi- 
tion. The negotiation, which Mr. Polk found in 
progress when he came into office, and by which 
he was embarrassed, was now ended; and if ever 
it was commenced jagain. upon. that principle, in 
violation of the pledges given by the Democratic 
party to the American people; sooner let his tongue 
cleave: to- the ‘roof of his mouth than he would de- 
fend. that party which should. yield one inch of 
Oregon. i 


Mr. SEDDON asked leave to make a further 
k 


Ar. HOUSTON declined to comply with the 
request; but yielded to 
Mr. J. H. EWING, between whom and Mr. 
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DOUGLASS a satisfactory explanation took place | 
of the personal remarks alluded to at a previous 
stage of the proceedings. 

The committee then rose and reported. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired to call up 
the resolution, heretofore offered, in relation to 
supplying the reporters with the ‘printed docu- 
ments. The House had now in its possession all 
the information as to the cost which was requisite 
to enable it to act. 

Mr. GROVER expressed himself willing to as- | 
sent to the resolution, if (as the reporter under- | 
stood) it should be so modified as to include bills | 
and reports only. 

Mr. COBB suggested that, as the House was | 
very thin, the question should lie over until to- 
morrow. 

After some conversation—a resolution having 
first been adopted to meet at eleven o’clock to- 
morrow-— 


The House, at a late hour, adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions and memorials were pre- | 

sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. GARVIN: The petition of John Findley and 
Pressly N. Amberson, administrators of Lieutenant William 
Amberson, deceased, praying for the passage of a law grant- 
ing to the heirs of the deceased the amount of commutation 
pay due him for services during the Revolution: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. Six petitions 
from citizens of Mercer and Crawford counties, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the establishment of a continuous mail- 
route from New Casuec, Pennsylvania, via Pulaski, West 
Middlesex, Sharon, Sharpsburg, Clarksville, Hamburg, 
West Greenville, and Hartstown, to Meadville: referred to | 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of John R. Jones and 52 | 
others, citizens of Knox county, Indiana, praying for the 
establishment of a national armory at Fort Massac, on the 
Ohio river. 

By Mr. JAMES THOMPSON: The petition of Newell | 
Martin, praying Co s to allow the elothing procured | 
for himself for three years, while a soldier in the army of the | 
United States: referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. E. W. HOBARD: The petition of Charles An- 
thony, J. Clay, John J. Worman, and 37 others, praying tor 
a new mail-route from the Yellow Branch, in Campbell | 
county, Virginia, by Maston, Clay’s Mill, and Arnoldton, to 
Louisville, a distance of eighteen miles: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: ‘The petition of Mary Andrews for 
a pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of N. C. Whitehead, 
president of the Norfolk Seaman’s Friend Society, and of 
several others, asking that Congress will pass a law to dis- 
pense with the services of one of the stated chaplains ou 
the Norfolk station, and that the chaplain of the marine 
hospital at Norfolk discharge a portion of the duties of chap- 
Jain on that station: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Henry Thompson, 
of Cynthiana, Kentucky, praying a pension. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition and documents of An- 
drew Clanegan, of Pennsylvania, a lieutenant in the late 
war: referred to the Camimittee ou Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Thomas Watson, John | 
G. Rives, and 76 others, citizens of Louisiana and Lexas, | 
praying for the establishment of a post-road from Green- 
wood, Louisiana, to Moore’s post office, Texas: referred to | 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. GEO. W. JONES: The petition of Sarah Brane, | 
William Pollen, and others, heirs of William Pollen or | 
Paulding, deceased, asking compensation for the serviecs of 
their father, the said Wiiliam Pollen or Paulding, rendered 
during the revolutionary war: reterred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Clairas. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Du 
Page county, for a mail-route from Chicago, via Steam Mill, 
Edward Eldrege’s on East Du Page, Warrensville, Snyder’s 
Milt, to Aurora, Kane county, Linois : referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. he petition of i 
citizens of Chicago, for the right of way for a railroad from | 
Chicago to Galena: referred to the Coinmittee on Roads and 
Canals. The petition of James Johnson of McHenry conn- | 
ty, Ilinois, for relief: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
The petition of citizens of Kane county, for a mail-route 
from Bristol, Kendall county, via Sugar Grove, Grouse, | 
Blackberry, Avon, and Line, to Sycamore, De Kalb county, 
Miinois: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, Also, the petition of citizens of Iroquois coun- | 
ty, Minois, for a mail-route from Troquois, Traquois county, 
UL, via Courtright’s Mills, Middleport, Jonathan Wright's | 
on Spring creek, and Treckle’s on the Middle fork of the 
Vermillion, to Urbana: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of the Chicago 
and Galena Railroad Company, for a right of way, pre-emp 
tion, &c.: referred to Commitiee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr A. A. CHAPMAN: The petition of Peter Ham 
mond and other citizens of Botetourt county, Virginia, pray. 
ing for the establishment of a post-reute from Fincastle to 
Blacksburg. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of J. M. Crismond and 
199 others, citizens of the counties of Tazewell and Giles, 
praying for the establishment of a mail-route from Mechan- 
iesbure, by the house.of James Davidson, at the Rocky Gap, 
thence atong the valley of the South-or Muddy fork of Wolf 


| 
1 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i| lands, at two dollars per acre. 
that he regretted that the Committee on Public || 


($1 25. 


i| settlers for whose relief this bill was intended. He 


house; to return by: the valley of the Clear fork of Wolf 
creek, by the house of Henry W. Dills and Rocky Gap to 
Mechaniesburg: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roady * 

By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: The petition of J. D. W. 
Duckworth and 65 others, praying the establishment of a 
mail-route from Hillsborough, through Raleigh and Williams- | 
burg, to Cohunbia, Mississippi: which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. g 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON: The petition of Naney Jemima 
Richards: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LEIB: The petition of the heirs of Samuel Ran- 
som, who was killed at the battle of Wyoming, in 1778, pray- 
ing compensation for the services of the said decedent, as an 
officer in the Pennsylvania Continental Line: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: The petition of Thomas Hogg and 
74 other citizens of Ohio, asking Congress to make an ap- 
propriation for the purpose of building a wire suspension 
bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling, Virginia, to con- 
nect the national road, oa the Virginia side, with the same 
road on the Ohio side of that river: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. | 

Ry Mr. YOST: The petition of Jones & Boker, and others, |} 
of the city of Washington, praying for an appropriation for 
the p ain treasury notes lost by robbery of the 
United States mail: referred to the Committee of Ways and | 


By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: Three petitions of citizens of 
Milwaukie, fora post route from Detroit to Milwankie, via 
Battle Creek, Grand Rapids, and Grand Haven, in the State | 
of Michigan. j 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition from citizens of Ballard i 
county, and another from citizens of Marshalt county, Ken- 
tueky, for additional mail facilities in those counties, | 

By Mr. RUSSELL: ‘The petition of Asa Hastings, of War- 
ren county, New York, asking to be placed on the invalid | 
pension roll, The petition of James Culver, for arrears of 
pension due Phebe Culver: both reterred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 14, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER said the business first in order | 
would Le the call of the committees for reports, |i 
On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
House proceeded to the consideration of the bill, 
heretofore reported, but informally laid over, “ fur- | 
ther to amend an act supplementary to an act to 
fix the value of certain money of account at the 
custom-house in the United States for computing 
the duties on imports.” 
After a few words from Mr. GRINNELL, the 
bill was read a third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 
mittees for reports. 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the Committee 


on Public Lands, to which was referred the hill to į} 


grant the right of pre-emption to actual settlers 
on the lands acquired by treaty from the Miami 
Indians in Indiana, reported an amendatory bill, |; 
accompanied by a report in writing. 

Mr. S. wished the bill to take its place on the 
calendar. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved its commitment. 

Mr. CATHCART remarked that he should 
take the present occasion to call the attention of | 
the House to this bill. It provided for granting | 
the right of pre-emption to the settlers upon these 
He must admit! 


Lands deemed it necessary to place the minimum 
above $1 25. He could see no reason why the | 
settlers upon one side of an imaginary line, should 
be charged $2 per acre, while equally good, and | 
often better land, was granted on the other side at 
He felt that he need not, at this day, use | 
any argument to prove the beneficial operation of | 


Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invalid: - 
Pensions, made a report upon the petition: of. Wil 
Ham Gump, accompanied: by-a bil for his’ relief; 
which bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on Revolu~ 
tionary Pensions, made a report upon the case of, 
Leak Gray, accompanied by a bill for -his relief; > 
which bill was read twice, and committed. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
motion made by Mr. Rarupun, on the ist. of): 
February last, to reconsider the vote by which the. 
bill from the Senate entitled “An act to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to make'an arranges.. 
ment or compromise with Mangle M. Quackenboss .’ 
and his co-obligars, or any of them, for claims on 
bonds given by them as sureties to, the United 
States,” was laid upon the table; and.the . uestion 
being put, “ Shall the said vote be reconsidered ??”: 
it was decided in the affirmative. . es 

So the vote was reconsidered; an 
Mr. RATHBUN, . 

Ordered, That the said, b 
the Committee on the Judiciary: > B 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL," from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill more effectually 
to provide for the enforcement of certain provisions 
in the treaties of the United States, accompanied b 
a report; which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. I. also, from the same committee, made a 
report to accompany the bill to repeal that part of 
the act of the 30th August, 1842, which imposes a 
duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem on Java coffee, and 
to refund the discriminating tonnage duties levied 
on Spanish vessels, except those from Cuba and 
Porto Rico, by the act of 31st July, 1832, reported 
on the 16th of January last, and committed to the 


don motion of. 


a bill be recommitted, to. . 


! Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. i. : 

Mr. I. moved that the said bill be made the spè- 
cial order for Tuesday, the 21st of April next, to 
take precedence of all other business until disposed 
of; which motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee..on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a’ bill’ to: re- 
peal the 20th and part of the 31st sections of the act 
to change the organization of the Post Office De- 
partment, and to provide more effectually for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof, approved 2d 
July, 1836; which bill was read a first and second 
time, and postponed for the present. , ; 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the - 
memorial of Pierre Choutcau, jr.,and others, for a 
confirmation of the title to certain lands known as. 
| the Dubuque claim, in lowa; which report was laid” 
upon the table. : . 

Whilst the SPEAKER was calling the commit- 
tees, . 

Mr. DANIEL rose and said, that, looking to the 


our general pre-emption system. 
does not operate injuriously upon the interests of | 
the Government, while it prevents those combina- | 
tions among speculators by which both the Gov- 
ernment is immediately wronged, and her interests 
outraged by robbing her best citizens of their 
fondly-cherished homes. a 

Mr. C. said he had the honor to represent. the 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 


had settled many years ago among a similar popu- 
lation, and he felt happy here to be enabled to say | 
that they were a noble, generous-hearted race, | 
whom to know was to respect. Mr. C. would} 
therefore respectfully beseech, on the part of the: 


the report and bill, and he would then feel assured 
that when the bill was reached, being understood, 
it would receive their approval. 

After a few words from Messrs. POLLOCK and 
SMITH, the bill was referred to the Committee o 
the Whole on the state 


creek; ‘by the house of Pleasant Marphy, to Tazewell court- 


| 


c of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. : a 


That system || 


members of the House, a careful examination of |! instant; then to take 


fi 


short time allotted to private bills, he felt constrain- 
i ed to move that the House now proceed to the pri- 
| vate orders of the day. 

The motion was rejected. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. : 
Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee 
i on Roads and Canals, reported the following reso="" 
i lution: 


! Resolved, That the House bill making an appro- 
| priation of four hundred thousand. dollars for the 


1 
f continuation of the Cumberland road. in the States « 
! of Ohio, Indiana, and Minois, be made the apa ee 
| order of the day for Monday, the 23d of March, 
precedence of all other busi- 
|| ness. Gag tant is la cman 
i Mr. R. SMITH made an energetic and. earnest: 
|| endeavor, by way of explanation, to induce 
|| House to agree to the resolution, but was ad 
‘ished by the Speaker that, as the resolution Loo! 
‘to the order of business, no debat ‘could: p 
i lowed. ee eee 


t 


f 
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_ Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved that the 
resolution be laid on thè table: s. = E 
t: R: SMITH asked: for-the-ycas and nays. 
“The SPEAKER divided thè House, and wa 
they. were not:ordereds = 05 = eee acer tae 
M then deinanded:tellers to divide the 
call for thé'yeas and nays; and; the 
vided by ‘tellers, it was found that 
lembers: present voted for the yeas 
ey. were accordingly: ordered. 


‘and nays; and. 


motion to. lay. the resolution on the table; and đe- 
cided:in the negative by- yeas ‘and nays; 61 voting 
in favor of the motion, and 68 against it. 

Mr; Rv SMITH. said he was willing to modify 
the resolution so as to meet the wishes of members, 
and named the third Monday of “April next. - 

Lhe question was then. put on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified, and there were in the affirm- 
ative 69, in the négative 52. - : 

There not being two-thirds in the affirmative, the 
resolution was not agreed to, 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


. Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve 
itself into. Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; but withdrew thë motion at the re- 
quest of. : 
Mr. YANCEY, who asked leave to make a per- 
sonal explanation...” 
And:the leave h 


aving been granted, 


“Mr. YANCEY said that yesterday, in the heat || 


of debate, and. when somewhat irritated by having 
had an unjust charge made upon him she had retorted 
by-denominating those mombers of the Democrat- 
ie party who advocated the expenditurg of public 
. money for “a general system of internal improve- 

ements”? as “ pretended Demoeras.” l regret, sir, 
(continued Mr. Y,,) that I used the phrase, I re 
gret that T too: frequently, in the excitement of a 
general debate, usc language that reflection enn- 
vinces me were: better. left unused. {tis ever my 
pride, if by it T do injustice, to rectify it, In this 
instanee, as I had no standard by whieh to judge 
of the truth of the remark I made, E should not 
have made it, However much I may regret and 
disapprove of the course of Demoerats here in sus- 
taining a bill which [ must think clearly violates 
both the Constitution and the resolutions of the 


Baltimore convention, it is not for me to judge of 


the motives which lead them to do so, or of the 
sincerity with which they. advocate the Democrat- 
ic platform. ,That L must leave to: their own con- 
sciences, their God, and. their constituency. 

Mr. YANCEY renewed the motion of Mr. 
Bayzy,, but..waived it (Mr. Barur assenting) at 


Y. Tuset it. 


‘Me Y 
Mr, DOUGLASS, If 1 did—though I do not 
think I did—D equally withdraw it, 


‘RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The. question having then been taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr.: Bariy, and decided in the affirmative, 
the House again resolved itself’ into Committee of 
the Whole onthe state of the Union, (Mr. Tuos. 
Surra;y of Indiana, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, and 
the amendments thereto pending. 

Mr. JOHN W: HOUSTON (who was entitled 
to the floor). addressed the-committee briefly. He 
did: not-intend (he:said). to enter. into a discussion 
of the vatious topies which. had been introduced 
into the:.debate. His main-object was to explain 
the propriety and expediency of making. certain 
amendments: whith he desired to: have read for in- 


formation, and which. he intended at the proper |! 


time.to offer... They were read-as follows: 
“Amend the T7th and 78th lines, which contain 
-an‘appropriation of $15,000 for improving the har- 
bor: at- Newcastle, Delaware, by striking out the 
said sum of $15,000, and. inserting in lieu thereof 
$40,000.. > à : 
Also, amend. thé 8ist-and 82d lHnes of the 
“pill, which contain an appropriation of 75,000 for 
mpleting the Delaware breakwater, by striking 
tthe said sum of $75,000, and inserting-in lieu 
eof -§100,000.” 


‘And: the question was forthwith. taken. on. the 


‘There were several other important points (Mr. 
H. said) upon the waters of the Delaware bay and 
river. which had been. entire] 
provisions. of this bill, which, in his judgment, 
were eminently deserving of the attention of the 
committee and of the General Government, and to 
pros for which he should offer amendments, if 

e could flatter himself with the slightest hope that 
they would be entertained. Mr. H. then proceed- 
ed to make a brief statement of facts in relation to 
the expediency of the amendments he had pro- 

osed; and urged their claims upon the fair and 
impartial, if not favorable, consideration of the 
committee. 

Mr. BAKER gave notice of his intention to offer 
anamendment, making an appropriation of $75,000 
for the Hlinois. river. He did not propose, he said, 
to discuss the constitutional and pariy questions 
that had been drawn into this debate. He was 


Fortunately he. did not need to refer to the opin- 
ions of Jeading men, and attempt to torture them 
inte an argument favorable to the one side or the 
other, to justify his vore. He was in favor of the 
largest construction of the Constitution in relation 
to internal improvements, and more especially, as 
a western man, he was able to justify his vote 
before the people of the country and before his own 
| immediate constiinents. But he would ask the 
attention of the committee to a matter which re- 
ferred to his immediate constituents, and to the 
people of Hinoiss for he expected to do them no 
real, practical wood on this floor, other than as he 
might be able to wet the attention of the committee 
lto the nmendment be had proposed. 

Mr. B. then proceeded briefly to explain the ob- 


i the consideration of the committee, 


Mr. SEDDON, who gave netice of his inten- 
tion, when in order, to offer an amendment, 
Mr. BAYLY, in the few remarks he desired to 


| 
| Oregon question, which he thought had heen so 
Improperly hiewed into this debate.  Deelinis 
also to emer iato the diseussion of other inciden- 
tal topies whieh had been introduced, he proceed- 
| ed briefly to the consideration of the subject before 
ithe House. Jn his opinion, this Government had 
| no power to construct internal improvements cither 
with or without the consent of the States. This 
Clovernment waa one of delegated powers, pos- 
sessing no powers except those expressly dele- 
gated or absolutely necessary to carry into effect 
xpressly delegated powers; and it was as well a 
sovernment of delegated means as of delegated 
powers, Understanding the Constitution in this 
way, he had looked through its provisions in vain 
for'n solitary one that could sanction this system 
of internal improvements by the General Govern- 
ment, 

As clear as he was npon the constitutional ques- 
tion, he was sul] more so upon the question of ex- 
pediency. Not only was the power to construct 
internal improvements not delegated, and not-de- 
signed to be delegated, to this Government, but it 
was expressly refused; and it was a great stroke 
of wisdom that this power was withheld, This 
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tent of country over which it Jegislates—would be 
utterly incompetent to legislate wisely upon the 
subject. “The States, with their superior advanta- 


their respective treasuries, &c., had; notwithstand- 
ing, been plunged into bankruptcy and oppressive 
indebtedness; and the eflects of this system, if 
adopted by the General Government, would be in 
a greater degree disastrous, 

Mr. B. touched upon one or two other points; 
and having thus briefly disposed of. the. subject 
immediately under consideration, in reply tothe 
| speech of Mr. Hupsow in reference to the effect 


i 
j 
if 
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corn-laws will have upon the agricultural interests 
of our country, he entered into a minute investiga- 
tion of statistics and facts, in exposure of what he 
considered the fallacious arguments and the erro- 
neous conclusions to which the-gentleman from 
Massachusetts had arrived.. i 

Mr- STEWART then obtained the: floor, and 
addressed the committee during the hour. He di- 
t rected. his argument mainly to two points:: first, to 


overlooked: in the | 


fortunately of that poor and despised company | 
whose opinions on this question were well known. | 


| jectof the amendment, and to urge ibs claims upon | 


Mr, BAYLY obtained the floor, and yielded to || 


submit to the committee, should say nothing of the | 


+ Congress, from its very composition—from the ex- || 


| ges of an intimate knowledge of the country, with | 
| the restraints. of direct taxation for the supply of 


which the modification or repeal of the. English | 


the constitutional :power.to make these improve- 
ments; and secondly, to the expediency of its exer- 
cise. He insisted onthe existence of the power, 
and argued the expediency ‘of its adoption. 

Mr. S. devoted the remainder of his hour to the 
discussion of the tariff, in reply to-Mr. Bay, and 
in defence-of the existing tariff, dilating upon what 
he considered the deceptive promises of benefit to 
the United States from the proposed ‘change-in: the 
: English corn-laws, and upon the disastrous results 
‘which would ensue upon a repeal of the ‘existing 
| tariff, or the substitution therefor of the bill of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury, under whieh, if it went 
jinto operation, he predicted that eighteen months 
would noi elapse before there would not be a spe- 
cie-paying bank in the country. 

In the course of.his remarks he gave way for 
explanation to Messrs. Bayiy and Leake, 

Mr. E. H. EWING obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed to a motion that the committee rise; which pre- 
vailing, the committee rose, and 

The House adjourned. 
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| PETITIONS, &c. 
; The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
į sented under the rule, and referred to*the appro- 
li priate committees: # ‘ 
| By Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL: The petition of L. U. 
| Blood, and 22 other citizens of Mystic, in the State of Con- 
peetiont, praying for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia: referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. ‘Che papers in the case of the tate Elisha Tracey, 
Lol Norwich, Connecticut, asking Congress for addition 
pay; also moved that the petition and other papers be taken, 
from the tiles of the House of Representatives, and referred 
jo tie Cominittes of Chains. 
i Ry Me $. DOT BBARD: ‘Phe petition of John R. Crone, 
hand 62 other citizens of Middlotown, in the State of Con- 
necticut, petitioning Congress to provide that a convention 
pof nations may: be a a code of national 
Jaws, by which the v ny be preserved. 

By Mr. R. SMEDE: A Levidence in support of the 
elaine of Poter Shaver: referred to the Committee of Claims, 
The petition of 250 eitizeus of Union county, Minois, pray- 
i ingan appropriation for the national armeary at Fort Massac : 
red to the Committee on Mi r 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Dhemen 
Poy, widow of Coh William Benet ing to be allowed 
l the same remuneration for tie services of her husband in 
he war of the Revolution, whieh bas been allowed to the 
widows of other officers who were married prior to L794, 

By Mr. POLLOCK: ‘The petition af Simon Hawley, and 
forty-six others, citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against any alteration or reduction of, the-ta~ 
riff net of 1843. & ae apenas 

Ry Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The petition of T.-H. Lyon,” 
and two hundred and three other citizens of the Grand River: 
valley, Michigan, praying forthe: establishment ofa mail- 
route from Grand Rapids, Michigan,-to Milwaukie, inthe 
Territory of Wisconsin. et ein” ne 

Uy Mr. J: G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Geo. Coombs, ; 
executor of Cornelius Mannings asking payment tor an ex- 
ported stave. The memorial of many masters and owners of 
vessela, asking an appropriation for the erection of a beacon 
light at the mouth of Annapolis harbor, 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The memorial of D. Dodge, F. Camp- 
bell, R. Moody, and S. D. Dakin, and others, of New York, 
in relation to the construction of sectioual floating .dry- 
docks, basins, and railways at Pensacola and other naval 
stations. ; 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The memorial of citizens of the 
State of Mlinois, praying a donation of fand-to.aid in the - 
support ofa deaf and dumb asylum in Jacksonville, in said 
State: referred to the Committee on Public: Linds. "The, 
memorial of citizens of the Stare of Minois, praying a dona- 
tion of lund to aid in the establishment of a funatic asylum 
in Jacksonville, in said State: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCAMMON: Theipetition of Richard Palmer, for 
arrearages of pension: referred to the Committee- on- Invalid 
Pensions. s Sealy ihe 8 

By Mr. SYKES: The memorial of the Perth:Amboy Man- 
ufacturing Company. of New Jersey, relative to the purchase 
of a patent. for, manufacturing’ mail-lockst referred: to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post: Roads. 

By Mr. McCONNELL :. The memoriat of the “Hon, Gar- 
| rard Stiff, of Cedar Bluff, Alabama, praying Congress to buy 
| his copyright of The Lady of the Peak, A national: romances 
i or, the Foundling of a Cave. ted ` 5 
i : t Truth is stranger than fiction? ; 
|| The most thrilling, astounding, instructive, and’ edifying 
|| narrative in any language. Replete in life, love, elopement, 
|i robbery, insanity, murder, politics, religion, and-death. Be- 
i; ing a historical and apt illustration of the sublime beauty and 

radiant glory, as. well as. the imperfections. of our institu- 
fionsin >- < y 


t 


j 


a Mary Bent- 


i “Fairy fiction dressed.” 

By. the. author of “The Texas. Emigrant,” “Romance of 

Virginia; “ Murder in Cedar Bluff,” &c., &e. - 

_By Mr. HOUGH: The petition of the citizens of the coun- 

ties. of Oswego and Jeiferson, New. York, for an appropria- 

tion for the contingance of the public works at the mouth of 

Salmon river, on Lake Ontario: referred to the Committee 

of the Whole on the state of the Union. : : 

| - By Mr. McCRATE: The petition of- Warren Rice, and 

‘forty-seven Others, citizens of Wiscasset, Maine, asking 

Congress to provide some means for the peaceful settlement 

of national disputes, and thus avoid the evils of wate." 
By Mr. DOBBIN: The petition ot the heirs of. ‘Capta 
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John Slaughter, of the North Carolina Continental Line, for 
commutation. 


By Mr. B. MARTIN: The petition of Thomas Davis, of || 


Lawrence county, Tennessee, for an increase of revolution- 
ary pension : referred tothe Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Jas. K. Scott, of De 
Witt county, and eighty-eight others, praying the establish- 
ment of a weekly mail-route from Decatur, Macon county, 
through Clinton, the county seat of De Witt county, to Bloom- 
ington, in. McLean county: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


* 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 16, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT being absent, in consequence 
of indisposition, the chair was occupied by Senator 
Sevier. 

The Journal having been read, 

Mr. SEMPLE presented a petition of citizens of 
Hlinois, praying the establishment of a national ar- 
mory at Fort Massac, on the Ohio river, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPEIGHT presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Mississippi, praying the | 
adoption of measures for draining the inundated 
public lands lying between the Yazoo and Missis- į 
sippi rivers in that State, and a grant of land to the 
State of Mississippi for purposes of internal im- 
provements; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of R. H. 
Champion and P. F. Dering, praying the right of 
pre-emption to a quarter section of land in the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHALMERS presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Mississippi, praying a 
grant of land to aid in the improvement of the 
Chickasakey, Pascagoula, and Leaf rivers, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial from a 
State military convention, assembled at Harrisburg, 

Pennsylvania, praying a reorganization of the mil- 
itia system of the United States; which was refer- 
red tò the Committee on the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JENNESS presented a petition of citizens 
of Newmarket, New Hampshire, praying the adop- 


tion of meagures for the pacific settlement of all in- |} 


ternational difficulties; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Wm. B. 
Fail, praying permission to change the location of 
a tract of land entered by him under the act to pro- 
vide for the armed occupation and settlement of the 
unsettled part of florida; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial of | 
citizens of Michigan, praying that the mineral 


lands of the United States may be sold as other |! 


public lands; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. | 


Mr. DIX presented two petitions of citizens of || 


New York, praying the abrogation of certain trea- 
ties made with the Seneca Indians; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, ARCHER presented the petition of the 
heirsand legal representatives of Willis Wilson, de- 
ceased, an officer in the revolutionary army, pray- 
ing to be allowed commutation pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented two petitions of citizens of | 
Michigan, praying the construction of a harbor at 
the mouth of the Sheboygan river; which were re- 
ferred to the Committce on Commerce. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of New York, praying the abrogation of cer- 
tain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr., D. also presented a communication, signed 
by Charles Callaghan, in relation to the payment 
of the certificates issued by the United States to 
claimants in whose favor awards have been made 
by the commissioners under the convention with | 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. : i 

“Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted doc- | 
uments relating to the claim of Agnes Williams to 
an Increase of pension; which were referred to the 
‘Committee on Pensions. 

EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. YULEE, submitted the following: résolu- 


4 


| 


f 


{ 


ij in" commission in each year since 1796, and. the 


|i ment, the committee believed that their researches 


i corrupil 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to. farnish the Senate with the fol- 
lowing information, to wit: : 
What has been the average total annual expen- 
diture of the Government during each period of: 
ten years since the year 1796. a 
_ What has beén the average annual expensé du- 
ring each period of ten years since the year 1796; | 
of. 3 : : 
- The civil department of the Government. 
- The military branch of service. 
The naval branch of service. 
The Indian relations. 
5. The public lands. ; 
Separating the expenditures in each branch into 
Approprinto divisions: 

What has been the average numbers of persons 
annually in the public service during each period 
of ten years since the year 1796— 

_ L In civil department, including the Indian rela- 
tions. 

2. In the military service. 

3. In the naval service. 

What number of vessels of the navy have been 
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number of guns mounted by the same. 

What has been the cost, Ist per ton, 2d per gun, 
of each vessel of the navy of the United States; and 
what has been the cost of repairs upon each since 
built; the year when each vessel was launched, and 
the number of years cach vessel has been in actual 
cruising service since they were launched. 

What has been the expenditure for fortifications 
in cach State since the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion. 

What has been the expenditure of each navy- 
yard, annually, including the improvements, pay 
of officers, &e. 

What has been the expenditure for harbors, 


the adoption of the Constitttion. 

What has been the total sum raised by taxation, 
or otherwise, for the use of the Government since 
the adoption of the Constitution. 

What has been the total expenditure since the 
adoption of the Constitntion— 

1. For the civil department, separating the exc- 
cutive, legislative, and judicial expenses. 

2. For the naval establishment. 

3. For the military establishment. 

4. For the Indian relations, including purchase 
of lands, 


REPORTS. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the petition of citi- 
| zens of Bates county, Missouri, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill to authorize the justices of 
the county court of Bates county, in the State of 
Missouri, to enter a certain quarter section of land 
for a county seat; which bill was read, and passed 
i to a second reading, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

The bill was then read a second time, considered | 
as in committee of the whole, reported hack to the 
Senate without amendment, and ordered to be en- | 
grossed for a third reading. 


THE LIBELLOUS PUBLICATIONS. 


! roads, and other gnprovements, in each State since |! 


"and whic 


| yecting the inquiry to the points 


| counted by their noses. 


the alleged corruptions; and the commi 
io act, upon intimations that oth 
editor and publisher, might be foun 
ed with the authorship of these pub 
inquiry in this Way avoided- alfas 
ing against the authors: of the pub 
came wholly directed to the chara 
as a component part of our republican 
h cannot be impaired or.destri 
great injury ‘of those institutions.” o. 
To avoid calling persons. unnecessar’ 
properly before them, the committee requ 
editor and the publisher of the paper: to 
writing the facts they expected to pro b 
witness, which was done; and the statements th 
made, being copied into: the minutes: of pro 
ings, became a justification for summonin 
witness, and also a guide to his examinat f 
gave the editor and the publisher the benefit of, 
which they deen 


a 


material. i ee : ss 
Under the general imputation against, Senatora.: 
of corrupt communications with the British Minis- 
ter in relation to the settlement of the Oregon- ques- 
tion, the articles published in the ‘Times contained 
three specifications of a character sufficiently: defi, 
nite to admit of specific inquiry; and to,the truth 
of these specifications the researches of the com- 
‘mittee were chiefly directed... These specifications: 
were: 1. A dinner or entertainment, at: j 
Minister’s, at which many. Senators were said: to: 
be present, and where corrupt conversations in:re- 
lation to. the Oregon. question were supposed to: 
have been held. 2. A meeting of Whig g ers 
in a room at the Capitol, on the Friday before.the. ” 
sailing of the steamer Cambria, at which. the. Brit- 
ish Minister was charged to be present, and where 
it was said to be agreed to have a vote taken, to.be 
sent off to Great Britain by the return of. the 
steamer. 3. An admission by Mr, Senator Jonn 
M. Crayton that he was present at the British ` 
Minister’s table where the strength of the British 


Oregon party, in the Senate, as it was styled, “was 
: 39 


Each of these specifications were found, upon: 
investigation, to be utterly and entirely false. 

1. With respect to the dinner at the British Min- . 
ister’s, and the alleged corrupt conversation there; , 
the editor and the publisher of the Times. paper - 
each declared on oath that he had no personal: 
knowledge of any such dinner or conversation: , 
The two persons named by. them as witnesses: hav- 
ing “ a knowledge”’ of the dinner or:entertaimment, ... 
and of the conversation there held; namely, Messrs.’ 
Samuel Medary and L. C. ‘Turner; swore positive-.- 
ly that they had no “ knowledge’? of any:such din~ 
ner, conyersation, or ‘entertainment... There Te- 
mained, then, no. persons: for further examination 
on this head but the Senators -charged with being . 
present at the supposed dinner; and the editor and 
publisher of the paper having each refused :to say 
that he expected to prove by any member of the, 
Senate any conversations with the British: Minis- 
ter of the character mentioned in the publications; 
and having, on the contrary, sworn that they did 
not expect to prove any such conversations by said 
Senators, it appeared to the committee that there 
was no foundation for calling the said Senators or 
any of them to testify; but it was deemed proper 
to make known to the Senators, whose names had 
been. given in as witnesses, the facts in relation to. 
the use made of their names, that they might act. 


: Times,” on the 5th, 9th, 10th, and 11th instant, 
| with power to examine witnesses and to send for 
: persons and papers, report: 


| That, in entering upon the execation of their | 


` duties as prescribed in the order of their appoint- 


| were to be directed to the truth of the charges of 


1 


on made in said paper, with a view to the į 


i conduct of the Senate and iis members, and not 
with the view of arraigning or punishing thé au- 


li thors of the publication. Under this sense of their 


j duties the committee summoned before them the 


H 
| 
| witnesses, who, of their own knowledge, or by. 


tion; which lies’ over: : 


i giving the names of others, might be able ta prove. 


in relation: to.it as they thought proper... They 
were informed accordingly; and the Senators so 
informed, each for himself, promptly sent in sworn 
statements, utterly contradicting all. that.was im- 
puted to him. ‘These statements, with the other `, 


evidence, were entered on the minutes ofthe com- 
mittee’s proceedings, and leave no doubt on ‘the 
minds of the committee that the whole story.in-re~ 


question to send out by the Cambria, 
| tee, after full and careful. inguiry, find the 
story to be unfounded and- untrue; that th: z 
no meeting of such Senators on that da; 
British Minister was never. a ch 
any day; that there was. 
before the day charged, 


t 
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mee ing in relation tothe Oregon qüestion was pre- 
cisely the contrary of the resolvo'imputed to it in 
the publications, being in. favor of a delay-of the 
. debate for“ two weeks; instead of hurrying a vote 
40 He carried out by the Cambria: -These facts are 
proved b hig members. presentat the actual 
meeting; and, further; that-in conformity with this 


ystpone: the debate, a Senator at the 

on  Dayrow] was appointed to move the 
‘postponement in the Senate, and did so; and only. 
withdrew his motion after debate and opposition. 

i AnA thüs this story ofa Whig meeting inthe Cap- 
itol;-atténded by the British Minister, is proved to 
be an absurd fabrication.” o 

3.. With respect to. the ‘€ nose counting”? at the 
British Minister’s table; the whole story has had 
a termination so’ ridiculous and contemptible that 
the committee: find it difficult to speak of it in the 
temperate language which becomes a report to the 
Senate, State papers seem to descend from their 
dignity when compelled to notice things so despi- 
wable, false; and. vulear. Justice, however, to the 
character of our institutions requires it to be done, 
and the committee will discharge their duty in the 
fewest possible words. 

Publications in the Times newspaper had charged 
this species of counting the sodelis strength of the 
British on the Oregon question in the Senate of the 
United States, and the British Minister’s table was 
made the placeof the enumeration, On the first 
‘day of the mecting of the committee the editor of 
the Times [Mr. F. H. Robinson] wrote down in 
the presence of the committee that ho expected to 

wove by My. E. B. Schnabel, of Philadelphia, that 

Ar. F. M. Clayton, a member. of the committee 
then present, had admitted that he was present at 
the British Minister’s table when this “ counting 
dy noses” took place. Mr. Clayton instantly de- 
manded the production of the witness. Portunate- 
ly, Mr. Schnabel, contiary to his intention express- 


‘Ved the evening before in the presence of the editor || 


of tle Times, had not returned that morning. to 
Philadelphia, and quickly appeared before the com- 
mittee. On seeing what was written down as ex- 
pected to be proved by him, he manifested perfect. 
amazement; declawed that he could not sustain Mr. 
Robinson; that he was totally ignorant af every- 
thing attributed to him; that he had never seen Mr, 
Robinson until the night before, when he casually 
met him at the room ofa member of Congress; 
that he had-asked him what proofs he had to carry 
before the Senate’s committee to justify his charges, 
and talked with him about some of the rumors in 
circulation; and that all that was attributed to him 
was false and unfounded. Mr. Schnabel ioe 

as n 


entered ón thé minutes of the proceedings as a cor- 
rection of his previous reference to Mr. Schnabel, 
declaring it to have been an ‘inadvertence, and 
that Messrs. Medary and Turner were the persons 
intended tobe named. Seon after Mr. Schnabel 
himself Sencha and asked to add to his testi- 
mony of the previous day what had occurred since 
his examination on yesterday; which was, that he 
had met Mr. Robinson that morning, who had ac- 
knowledged bis mistake, retracted what he had 


imputed to Mr, Schnabel, and promised to have ; 
The | 


his retraxit made known to the committee. 
additional statements of eneh were entered upon 
the minutes of the. proceedings, and the inquiry 


considered finished—the committee seeing no rea- | 
gon to examine Messrs, Medary and Turner, who | 
had‘previously Sworn that they had no knowledge | 
of anything that had ever been said or done at the | 


British’ Minister’s table. But Mr. Clayton de- 


siting it, these witnesses were recalled and exam- i 
ined to that point, and both fully declared that they į; 


knew nothing of any dinner at the British Minis 
ter’s, or any conversations there, or any admis- 
sions of any kind from Mr. Clayton, and that the 


had never spoken to of conversed with hit in their ; 


lives, and had giveri Mr. Robinson no information 
on the-subject. i K 
Thus terminated the examination into the only: 
tangible specifications, under the general charge of 
corruption against Senators, contained in the pub- 
“ications in the Times newspaper of the dates re- 
“ferred to. The examination terminated in the total 
“Overthrow of the charges; and, however unfounded 


and unworthy ef notice they have been shown to 
be, the committee believe a service has been ren- 
dered to the institutions of our country, and to the 
decencies and hospitalities of private life, in expo- 
sing them to the contempt they. merit. 

‘The committee confine themselves, in this report, 
to the-results established by the testimony; in which 
they unanimously concur. The testimony itself 
ig set out in the minutes-of the proceedings, and 
the committee have to say that all the witnesses 
summoned before them testified readily and frank- 
ly except one, (a Mr. G. T. M. Davis,) who had 
acknowledged himself to be the writer of the ex- 


the Missouri Republican, and charging corruption 
| and British collusion on Senators and Representa- 
tives. 
in the charge, and admitting that he had no per- 


with his testimony unless allowed to repeat the 
hearsay of some person whom he refused to name, 


written down by himself, and in which no error 
was siegested, 
attend this day, that the Senate, if it saw fit, might 


mittee propose nothing, believing that the vindica- 
tion of the Senator named from the charge made 
against him, and all the ends of justice, will be 
fully accomplished by the publication of the ac- 
cuser’s own testimony, as far as it went. 

{un conclusion, the committee have to remark that 
the editor of the ‘Times [Mr. H. H. Rosinson] qe- 
clared that he was the writer of all the articles re- 


| personal knowledge of the truth of anything he 
wrote in the suid articles, 

In execution of that part of their duty, under the 
Senate's order, which required the committee to 


cation of the honor and character of the Senate, 


testimony taken by the committee, and that the 
editor and the publisher ef the Times (Mr. IT. T. 


he excluded from the gallery of the Senate Re- 


far as the testimony went, every charge had been 
neyatived; it appeared that the calumny was wholly 
i without foundation, 

i) Mx. DICKINSON remarked that, oceupyin 
|| the ponttion he did in regard to Oregon, it woul 
i not be supposed that he had any particular sym- 
ji pathy with this proceeding. He did not regard it 
ts a matter of suficient imporunce to claim the se- 


unanimous report, 
ting of the Editors and Reporters of the ‘ Daily 


the Senate, if it were the sense of that body that 


teous and gentlemanly manner before the commit- 
tee,) that he believed them to have been the vie- 
tims of imposition rather than as having any in- 
tention to slander the Senate. 

It was a time of considemble public excitement, 
and what they had written was written rashly, 


this was not the proper way to- correct the errors 
of the. press; and, unless the Senate deemed it ne- 


| understood as going against the sense of the Sen- 


‘by attempting to fetter the freedom of the press. 
“Besides, by refusing to these gentlemen seats in 
the Reporters’ gallery, they would not be excluded 


tract of a letter copied into the Daily Times from | 


After naming a Senator as being alluded to | 


sonal knowledge of its truth, he refused to go on | 


and he also refused to sign his own deposition as | 
This individual was notified to | 


tulke some order with respect to him; but the com- į 


ferred to in bis paper, except the quoted extract | 
from the Missouri Republiern, and that he has no | 


sreport. what “mensures” are proper for the vindi- ii 


they believe it to be sufficient, in this case, to res | 
commend the printing of this report and of all the 


Robinson and Mr, J. E. Dow) and their reporters |! 


rious attention of the Senate; yet, an investigation i 
having taken place, he deemed it his duty to say |) 
that the evidence given before the committes did | 
not implicate a single Senator in the remotest de- 
gree. The report was therefore correct, and though 

it had not been signed by all the members of the H 
! committee, he believed it might be considered a |} 
But in reference to the exclu. ii 


Times,” though he would not oppose the will of | 


they should be oxeluded from the occupation of | 
seats in the Reporters’ gallery, yet he would say | 
his much in regard to those gentlemen, (for they ‘| 
had given their evidence ih an exceedingly cour- |! 


hastily, improperly, and without the support ‘of 
authority or proof; but, m his view of the matter, | 


cessary to vindicate its dignity, he thought that it 
should have been passed by entirely unnoticed. In|} 
| making these observations he. did not wish-to-be 


ate, but he did not think anything was to be gained 


|! from the- Senate. They would still have access to 
the gallery appropriated to the use of the public. 
1+ Senators were atall. times liable to have their mo- 
| tives and their actions misrepresented. And what 
i| was the remedy? Ought they to undertake to ex- 
' clude every. individual: who thus misrepresented 
ii them? No. Instead of takinga course so utterly 
|Í vain and useless, he would be in favor of following 
|| the recommendation of the Seriator from Missouri, 
and admitting on the floor-of the Senate certain 
authorized reporters, that their proceedings might 
be truly and fairly reported. - The reporters in. the 
gallery had not an opportunity tq report correctly, 
li Tt had been represented to him, and he believed 
truly, that it was impossible for them to hear all 
i; that was said, and they were besides. subjected to 
| interruptions from conversations carried on by per- 
|| sons about them; but he was sorry to add that he 
i| believed there were some who had no disposition 
to report correctly. There were some who seemed 
to take pleasure in omitting what was really-said, 
and in putting language in the mouths of Senators 
l| which they never. uttered, This had frequentiy 
| been the case in reference to himself; but how was 
j| the evil to. be corrected? His own opinion was 
that the press ought to be left free as air. No man 
was ever slain by a paper bullet, unless he dis- 
charged it himself. An individual might be placed 
in a false light for a time, but men would be 
|| eventually weighed in even balances, Abuse, slan- 
der, vituperation might for a time overflow their 
| natural boundaries, and obscure those who hap- 
pened to stand in the way of the filthy stream, but 
after a while it would resume its natural channel. 
He would give it entire freedom; if he had his own 
choice, he would place no restriction upon it. He 
would allow any individual who chose to go into 
the galleries, and if he thought proper to libel the 
American Senate, he would leave him to the ordeal 
of public opinion. With regard to the present case, 
he would repeat that he regarded these men as vic- 
tims of imposition rather than as malicious slan- 
derers; und he took very great pleasure in. saying 
that every member of that body had been fully 
"vindicated from the aspersions cast upon them, 
Mr. JARNAGIN rose and observed that, being 
the chairman of the select committee, it would 


‘naturally have devolved upon him to make the 
|| report; but he most unexpectedly found his name 
|| among those who were called upon to testify. The 
i honorable Senator from Missouri “had.-.therefore 
| taken his place, and draughted.the report. Ee 
|| would also take occasion to say, while he was up, 
|| that other Senators, whose namés were placed in 
H 
| 
H 
H 


connexion with his own, would be somewhat str- 
prised, perhaps, at finding themselves'referred to 
as witnesses. He found, by a statement present- 
ed by the editor of the ‘* Times,” that he expected 
to prove his allegations by certain Senators, whose 
|, names he appended. The committee, however, 
1 did not think proper to inform those gentlemen 
that they were about to haye the distinction of 
appearing as conspirators upon the charge of Mr. 
. H. Robinson, and also to be witnesses. to give 
evidence of the conspiracy. Cae a 
Bat it had been said that the reporters, from the 
position they occupied, found it extremely difficult 
to hears No doubt this was true. He found that 
: the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] 
i had not made himself distinctly. heard: by. the 
“Times,” at all events; for he found:that‘he had 
| been represented as having addresséd: the: Senate 
‘(in favor of arbitration, or any pacific arrange- 


1 > nited States were the 
i! victims of imposition. He inquired of the Sen- 
|| ator whether he had understood him correctly ? 

| Mr. DICKINSON replied that he had said, in 
4 connexion with other matters, that he regarded. 
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those gentlemen more as victims of imposition than | 
as being guided by malicious intention; and he | 
thought a careful attention to the circumstances of 

the case would bear him out in that conclusion. 
He had no intention of defending them; he thought | 
they were exceedingly in fault. They had done 
wrong in publishing the statements they did with- 
out evidence; but frorn what attention he had given 
to the case, he believed that their fault lay in listen- 
ing to suggestions to which they should not have 
listened. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he did not rise for the pur- 
pose of entering into any discussion with the Sen- | 
ator as to the correctness of his\opinion on the 
subject of the motives which actuated the authors | 
and publishers of the calumny; but he rose to ex- | 
press, and he begged now to repeat the expression | 
of his unaffected surprise, that a member of that | 
body, and a member of the committe who concur- 
red in the report which had just been read, should 
here intimate the belief that the publishers of that 
paper were victims of imposition. By whom were 
they imposed on? The report in which the Sena- 
tor concurred informed them that they were called | 
upon to state the sources whence their information | 
was derived, and that ample opportunity was given | 
them to explain whether they had, been imposed | 


i 
i 
i 
i 


how it was that, in the face of that report, any | 
| 


afirm his belief that the men who, by their own | 
confession, had uttered an unfounded calumny i 
against the Senate, were the victims of imposition, | 
and not influenced by any malevolent intention. | 
The report of the committee, if he understood it, | 
contained the declaration that the individuals had 
no personal knowledge of the facts stated in their | 
publication; aud it moreover contained evidence | 
that they had no authority derived from other per- | 
sons. Divested, by their own confession, of all | 
foundation for their statements, they stood before 
the country, not as the victims of imposition, but 
as base caluniniators of the Senate. 

Mr. DICKINSON said he would not take issue 
on a point he had not made, nor would he allow 
the Senator from Georgia to do so. ‘The Senate | 
of the United States could well afford to be mag- | 
nanimous; and, in pursuing its own vindication, it | 
was unnecessary to go beyond vindication. He | 
rose to address the Chair, believing that it became | 
his position, and being unwilling, as a member of || 
the committee, to sit silently by, not having signed il 
the report, without adding his evidence, without || 
qualification, that the Senate and every member of | 
the Senate were fully and tiumphantly vindicated, | 
The only point he had made was, that he doubted | 
the propriety of excluding these men from the gal- | 


lery. If the Senate, by adopting the report in || 
full, exclude these men from the Reporters’ galla- || 


ry, the gallery appropriated to the public would | 
still be open to them. He had suggested his rem- | 
edy against misrepresentation, which was by pla- 
cing reporters upon the floor of the Senate, where | 
they could hear, and making them responsible; | 
and the country might then look to their reports | 
as being authentic. : 

No Senator of his age had received so many | 
rebukes as himself, but he regarded them as tlie ` 
idle wind—bclieving that they were, as shopkeep- ' 
ers supply their articles, to order; and he was not || 
disposed to find fault with the manner in which . 
this was done. 


ij of the several parties in the Senate which have 


| 
£ Š ae 5 ii 
' Message is explicit to that effect. It expresses || 
t 


He regretted that the remarks which he had | 
thought tt his duty to make had been reviewed with || 
such unnecessary severity by the Senator from | 
Georgia. Concurring in the report, he had only ex- 
pressed his doubt as to the propriety of excluding 
the editors or reporters from the gallery, because he 
thought the publication had been rather the result | 
of ‘thoughtlessness than malicious intention. 


: ; ; 
The report was then unanimously concurred in 
nem. con. 


Mr. BENTON observed that h 
hour had. arrived for 


i 
| 
r 
il 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


\ 
| 

f 
e perceived the || 
proceeding with the special 
order, and he would not now occupy the time 
of the Senate with any other motion, but it was 
his intention, on to-morrow, to move for the print- 
mg ofar extra number of copies of the report. | 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i us that, at the expiration of twelve months, a pe- | 


i try must either be abandoned or firmly maintained. | 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON: suggested that the per- 
son who was in custody for refusing to give evi- 
dence, as stated in the report, should be dis- 
charged. : è 

r. BENTON said the witness was not in cus- 
tody; he had been merely notified to attend. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
furthe? to amend * An aet supplementary to an 
act to fix the value of cértain moneys of account 
in computation atthe custom-house,’’ was read a 
first and second time by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS moved ‘its reference to the Com- |! 
mittee on Commerce, which was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER—-OREGON QUESTION. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the Joint Resolution of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, proposing to 
give notice to Great Britain of the intention of this 
Goverument to annul the treaty for the joint oceu- || 
pation of the Oregon territory, and the Resolutions 
of Messrs. Hannecan, CALHOUN, CRITTENDEN, 
and Coxracrer, having relation to the same subject. 
The question being on the substitute submitted by 
Mr. CatineRnne. 

Mr. CALHOUN, being entitled to the floor, 
rose and addressed the Senate very nearly as fol- 
lows: 

The question now under order for discussion is, 
whether notice shall be given to Great Britain that 
the convention of joint occupancy between us and 
her shall terminate at the end of the year. To that 
question I shall confine my remarks, limiting them 
to that and to the question immediately connected 
with it. I shall say nothing in tegirdto the title 
to Oregon. Fiaving been personally connected 
with previous negotiations, in which that question 
was concerned, it will be seen by all, that I could 
notdo so without impropriety; and, therefore, that 
it is proper that 1 sliowd pass it by without notice, 
I shall abstain from everything of a personal char- 
acter, and from everything calculated to wound 
the feelings of any gentleman; but, at the same 
time, I shall express myself freely, fully, and can- 
didly on all the subjects on whid I shall consider 
it my duty to touch. With these few prefatory 
remarks, { shall proceed at once to the question of 
notice. 

There is one point on which we must all be || 
agreed, and that is, that a great change has taken 
place since the commencement of the session: in 
he importance of this question, and in its bearing 
upon peace and war. At that time, this measure 
of notice was of the greatest and most weighty im- 
portance, involving as it did the question whether 
peace with Great Britain should or should not con- 
tinue. Now, it has become one.of comparatively 
minor importance, and may be decided either way 
without exerting any decisive effect on those im- 
portant interests. So great, indeed, is this change, || 
hat the very reasons which are urged in the Ex- 
ecutive Message in support of the recommendation 
that notiee shall be given, have ho longer their ap- 
plication. The bearings both of the measure and 


f 


grown out of it, ave entirely altered, That the || 
Executive recommendation to terminate the notice || 
is founded on the conviction that, pending such a | 
notice, there can be no compromise of our difi- 
cultics on the Oregon question, must be, I think, 
admitted on all sides. Indeed, the language of the 


i 


the President’s conviction that no compromise | 
could be effected which we ought to accept. It || 


; aunounces to us that he made to the British com- || 


missioner an offer of the parallel of 49°, but that i 
offer having been rejected, he ordered that it should |! 
be immediately withdrawn. And on that same |) 
conviction he recommends to Congress the pas- || 
sage of this notice, with a view to the removal of || 


all impediments to the assertion of ovr right to the A 


whole of the Oregon territory. Assuming that | 
there would be no compromise, the President tells | 


riod will have arrived when our ttle to that cow- ; 


Throughout the whole Message there is not the | 
slightest intimation that any compromise is ex- | 
pected; but, on the contrary, the entire document : 
assumes the opposite view. 

` Yet I admit that the grounds on which the Pres- | 
ident bases this, his conviction, are derived from | 
the negotiation itself, and mainly from the fact that | 


his offer of a compromise on 49° was rejected. Ii 


| to. take, after the most careful examin: 


| er assumption. í e 
| because they assert that our title to the whole te 


|| where he says that he hopes'ar amicable arrange: 


it 


admit that, proceeding on- that fou 
fair inference that, if England. shall 
part the proposition which, when m 
she rejected, there would be no impeditnent 
way to its acceptance; at the same time 
dent intimates. not the slightest, expec 
such an offer will be made ‘on her part, 01 
compromise ‘willbe effected; 


Such is the view which Ihave been 


mination which 
I have been able to give to the Message of th 
ident; and if I may draw an inference: fromt 
opinions of those members of the Senate who b 
lieve ini the soundness of our: title tothe whole te 
ritory, they concur in this; view. Indeed, the- 
grounds on which they place themselves will not.: 
admit of their supporting the notice under any: oth- 
hey go for the whole of Oregon,- 


tory, even up to 54° 40’, is clear and unquestion-" 
able; and they think it better that we should ‘assert © 
that title by arms than abandon any. part or por- 
tion of it. Hence it is most manifest that if they: 
thought the notice could possibly result in a.com- 
promise, they would vote against it. | Popit 

And this view which I take of the Message, and 
in which these gentlemen concur, is, as Tbelteve, 
the view entertained by the country at large.» Cer- 
tainly it is, if we are to draw our conclusions from: 
the general tone of the public ‘press; ‘or if weareto: 
look at what is, perhaps, a ‘still, better index: of 
public opinion—the course of our inteligent busis 
ness men; for the reception of the Message‘ p 
the most decided effect upon the. public ‘stocks... 
No sooner was its language heard than insurance 
immediately rose, and, as our vessels returned. from 
their foreign voyages, instead of their being sent out 
again to sea, they were suffered to remain inactive 
at the wharves. 

Such, too, was the view taken by another por- 
tion of the Senate—among which 1 consider my- 
self as included—and who were opposed to the 
giving of this notice. ‘They opposed it on grounds 
directly the reverse of those on which these gentle- 
men advocated it. Those who advocated the no- 
tice did so because they believed there would be no 
compromise, and could be none. We were oppo- 
sed to the notice, because we did not agree with 
them in that opinion. We believed, on the con- 
trary, that a compromise might be effected, and a. 
common ground assumed to which both nations 
would agree. We did not think that the American 
title to the whole of Oregon'to be.so perfectly clear 
as to be indisputable. We. held’ that ‘the title: of 
neither nation to the whole country. was perfect; 
and, therefore, we could not, and did’ not, believe 
that two powerful and enlightened nations, such as 
Great Britain and the United States, would go to 
war on such a question, so long as war could by 
possibility be honorably and properly avoided. 
This was the View of all who opposed the giving 
of notice at this time. We wished to give to both. 


| parties in this controversy a breathing time-—a sea- 
| son for calm and mature reflection; under the influ- 


ence of which they might come to some just, and 
honorable, yet pacific conclusion; and because we 
thought that the immediate giving of such a notice 
as was proposed would bring Great Britain to one 
of two alternatives—either to acquiesce in the state 
of things in which we had placed the question, so> 
as to permit us to get possession of the territory by 
the gradual results of colonization, or to change the 
onus, and cast the blame of making war from our 
shoulders upon hers, compelling her to take the 
attitude of the aggressor. 7 

There were other gentlemen in this body who: 
acted with diferent views. These were in favor 
of a compromise. They, too, thought that our 
title was not perfect, but yet were in favor of giv- 
ing notice, because they believed, notwithstanding 
ithe tone and language of the Message, that. the 
| two measures were compatible—that we might 
i give this notice to terminate the convention, and 
| yet effect an amicable compromise of all our difi ; 
culties. ‘The grounds on which they come to this. 
| conclusion seem to be three. In the first. place. - 
| they think that the language’ of the executive: 
| sheds that he still entertains the hope of compro 
| mise. They quote to us his. express. lang: 


uestions in dispute. T 

lam fally aware’ that. the Bresident does us : 
| language, and that the same thing was said 
| by the Secretary of State, in the course of th 


| ment may be made of the 
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ossible to me that; 
es of construction, 
conside as expressing that 
& most solemn and weighty State 


respondence; but it-seems. im 
on the plainest and: justest’ ra 
“the Message can -be-considéred 
“meaning: Tt is 3 


e utmost-frank- 
ive the reasons 
‘his is his.duty, 
ji d he says, very 
elea recommends ‘this’ notice: in-order 
that we may assert our title to the whole territory, 
and, if necessary; support that. title by arms. I 
cannot look beyond the Message for the Pres- 
ident’s motives. It is impossible for me to over- 
rule the plain and palpable. construction which is 
on its face by any other which I might feel dis- 
posed to placen it. To place any other upon it 
would, in my judgment, be to disparage the char- 
acter of the President. 
Another ground taken by these gentlemen is, 
that the President wants to employ this notice as 
amoral weapon, nota physical one. Butno such 
idea is expressed in the Message. The Janguage 
of the President is explicit. to. the contrary. Tt 
looks not to a moral, 


the difficulty. But, admitting that he wants to 


use it-as a moral weapon, what docs that mean? | 


Tt must mean that he wants to use it for the 
pose. of intimidation. 
mion sense: of every gentleman, w 
notice should’ be used in-that hg 
and powerful nation like Great Britain, its effect, 
instead of leading to a compromise, would not he 
precisely the reverse, Tt would be a direct appeal 
to her fears, to induce her to yield, under such a 
motive, what-she would not yield otherwise, 
| The third. reason is, that the convention of IRIB, 
_ and renewed in 1827, was wrong from the begin- 
ning; that, as a: measure of policy, it was a great 
mistakes; that its eect was to fetter the assertion 
_ of our rights; and that it would have been better, 
80 fay as our rights in the territory were concerned, 
` if there had been no such convention at all. In 
that opinion I cannot concur: T dissent trom it 
wholly: I hold precisely the opposite opinions 1 
believe that, but for that convention, the preserva- 
tion of our rights could have been effected only by 
„an appeal to arms. We must either have mone to 
war in 1818 and 1827, or must have nequiesced in 
the hostile claims of Great Britain, (for in that ease 
they would have been hostile.) If we could at that 
time have obtained the latitude of 49° as n com- 
promise boundary, it would have been wise in us 
to have done so; [atwo nttompted it in vain, That 
attempt failing, what other alternative was left us? 
Hither this convention or war. The convention 
was a substitute for war; and, while it prevented 
wary it atthe same time preserved onr rights in 
Oregon inviolate sö long as the convention should 
i Continde, I think that those who entered into that 
treaty acted: wisely. It has become but too com- 
mon at this day for us to sit in judgment on the nets 
of our predecessors, and to pronounce them to have 
been unjust, unwise, or unpatriotic, while we pass 
over the circumstances of their day, and under 
which they acted. ook at the men concerned. 
Look at Munroe—at Rush—at Clay; it would be 
hard, indeed, to pronounce men like these to have 
‘been either unpatriotic or unwise. Or, if we look 
at the great names of those who have since nerui- 
esced in the measure they adopted—at Jackson, 
and at others since—it would be hard to say that 
such men- deliberately acquiesced in an arrange- 
ment hostile to the best interests of their country. 
I do not namie the prominent individual concerned, 
because his course since that time has cancelled 
any previous credit to which he might have enti- 
tled himself. 

Such’ was: the state of things when this resolu- 
tion of notice was first introduced into the Senate. 
Since then, as I have said, there has been a mighty 
change: public opinion has developed itself, not 
only on this, but on the other side of the Atlantic; 
and that voice of public: opinion has. uttered 
itself most audibly and clearly in favor of a com- 
promise. Here, too, the same change has been 

“manifested, insomuch that I hazard.nothing when 
I say that a large, a very large, majority of this 
body is at this moment in favor of a compromise— 
an honorable compromise. And does not all the 
-language and conduct of the British Government 
-itself clearly demonstrate that it is in favor of a 


pur- 


hether, if this 
ht, with a great 


but a physical termination of 


Now, I submit to the com- | 


compromise; and substantially on the basis which 
we have ourselves offered? Sure I am that no intel- 
ligent and reflecting man can read the language of 
Sir Robert Peel in reply to Lord John Russell, and 
not sce that he is prepared to act on a proposition 
substantially the same with that which was reject- 
ed by Mr. Pakenham. This declaration of the 
Premier of Great Britain was made with very 
great effect; his object in making it was not to cen- 
sure the able. and very faithful representative of 
Great Britain in this country, but to give emphasis 
to the assurance that he was ready to make a just 
and fair compromise of the disputed question. I 
hope sincerely that our Government has not over- 
looked ‘that declaration; it was a direct step to- 
wards compromise, and I trust it has been met in 
the same spirit. 
fore this time, gone abrond to Great Britain to that 
effect, so as to remove the only difficulty which 
now lies in the way. 

Under the views that J entertain, it is no longer 
| a question whether our difficulties may be pacifi- 
cally arranged or not; nor is it even a question as 
| to the manner: it is simply a question of time. 
i But there ought to be no delay, because the busi- 
| ness of both nations and of the world requires 
| that it should be settled. On great, and moment- 
i| ous, and delicate questions like these, there are 


we may then settle the question of Mexico; but 
ji ti then, Mexico will edeulate the chances of a 
i; rupture between us and Great Britains and if she 
I sees any chance of a war against us, she will go 
|i over to the Power which makes war upon us. Re- 


hand Mexico will speedily settle eve 

| question between her and’ the United Si 
| then, T trust, we shall deal generously with her 
l She ts weak—feeble in the extreme—and T trus 
i that we shall adapt no harsh measures with her. 

| E have now explained the change which has 
i taken place in the bearing of this measure of no- 
hee on the questions of pence and war. ‘The 
i 


change consists in thi 
recommended, there existed no hope ofa compro- 
| mise; but now the highest and most confident hope 
is felt by almost all, Now, therefore, there is no 
| great interest connected with ovr deciding this 
| question of notice, one way or another. Just in 
| proportion as the prospect of compromise was 
j small, the importance of the notice was great; but 
} aa the prospect of compromise increases, the meas- 
ure of notice becomes of less and less importance. 
We have now reached a point when we can de- 
cide the question without much feeling on either 
| side. 
} T now proceed to another point in my remarks, 
H 
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position of the parses in this body. 


i now from what he would have done when he ré- 
commanded the notice under the persuasion that 
| there could be no compromise, but that we must 
| assert our rights by arms, That he ean advise the 
same thing now which he advised then, is impos- 
sible. Then, he had not the remotest expectation 
ofa compromise. Tf now he has a different view, 


| 
t 
| 
with an offer such as we made, I heré say that, if 
he shall now decline that offer, I do not env 

i the consequences that shall follow. The change 
which has taken place is not a change in the 
| dent; itis a change in the state of things. So fir 


i 
i 
| 
li 
j 
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|| trary, the highest consistency to agree to a com- 

promise when matters have reached a point which 
| was hot contemplated when he sent us his Mes- 
lin regard to this matter of consistency. Some 

persons think that consistency consists in a uni- 
| form adherence to one policy, let the cireumstances 
: of the country change or not. Others think that 
| consistency lies in always thinking the same way, 
| after the man has seen the most cogent reasons for 
changing his opinion... The ‘consistency of these 
persons is much like the course of a physician 
who, in the treatment of a malignant fever, should 
give emetics and calomel at the beginning, and then 
| hold himself bound to continue to give emetics and 
calomel through every subsequent stage of the dis- 
ease. Consistency like this would kill the patient; 


I trust that intelligence has, be- | 


| the highest public rersons why there should be no | 
| delay. Once settle the question of Oregon, and | 
| 


ii move these chances, put an end to such a hope, | 
/ pending | 
ates; and | 


hat when the notice was | 


and to inquire what is the hearing of this measure | 
on the position of the Executive, and what on the | 


The conduct of the Executive must now be | 
greatly changed. He must act very differently į 


and thinks that Great Britain is ready to meet us | 
him | 
Presi- | 


| from its being any inconsistency, it is, on the con- | 


sage. There is prevalent among us a great error i 


i 
| 
i 


| room for any further difficulty. 


and there is no statesman worthy of the name who 
would. be guilty, of the political quackery of advo~ 
cating always the. same course of policy, though 
the circumstances of his country had compleiely 
altered. : f BET ERD : 
But not only has the Executive position changed, 
but the position of the ‘parties in the Senate has 
changed in no less degree; and my friends. here 
who go for all of Oregon (friends Iwill call them, 
for I have no other than the most friendly. 
towards them) must and do feel that there has bee 
a change. So long as they thought that notice 
was wholly inconsistent with any compre 
they were its warm and enthusiastic advocates; 
but now, when they begin to discover that, not- 
withstanding the giving of the notice, a campro- 
mise may still be effected, they find themselves 
without the same reason for their former zeal; and 
I shall not be at all surprised if, before ‘this ques- 
tion is finally put, these very gentlemen shall vote 
ainst the notice altogether. : 
But I trust the friends to whom I allude have 
undergone a still farther change besides that of 
their position. I trust they now begin to see that 
there are some doubts in regard to. our title to the 
whole of Oregon... That it is unquestionable. the 
cannot now say; for it has been questioned wit. 
great ability in their presence on this floor. I know, 
indeed, that their convictions have been as honest 
as they have been strong. But, admitting that our 
title seemed to them ever so clear, is not something 
due to the changes which have since taken place? 
Is nothing due to the fact that a majority even of 
their own political friends think that ony title is 
not so clear but that a compromise may be honor- 
ably cifected? Is nothing due to their opinion ? 
And does not the mere fact of sueh a division of 
opinion among men perfectly honest on both sides 
present the strongest reason why the dispute need 
not and ought not to be decided by force? Y appeal 
to these Senators as patriots, as wise and prudent 
men, to say, when our contest is with so great a 
Power, whether they are willing to hazard all for 
a question on which the opinions of good and hon- 
est men all over their country are undeniably di- 
vided. I appeal to them even as party men, to 
say whether they will insist on pushing this ques- 
tion to such an extreme as to divide their party. 
As to the other portion of the Senate, (in which 
I consider myself as included,) it is undeniable that 


| a great change has taken place. I feel it myself, 


Nothing could once have induced me to.consent to 
the notice recommended by: the President; but now 
it is very possible I may give my vote for a modi~ 
fied notice in some form.” A 

And this brings me now, at length, to the direct 

ucstion to which all I have yet said is preliminary. 
Shall we give to Great Britain the notice proposed, 
or shall we not? The question is not free from 
doubt. But there are two reasons in favor of it. 

One reason in its favor is, that it will prevent the 
continued agitation of this Oregon question being 
kept up in the country, and carried. into the next 
Presidential election, The measure of notice, if 
properly qualified, will, I trust, keep all quiet until 
the year has expired, and then there will be no 

Another reason in its favor is, that in all proba- 
bility Great Britain will not make a final move un- 
til Congress shall have acted on the subject; so that 
we should, as soon as possible, do. something in 
the matter. If it were not for the force of this con- 
sideration, I should be for postponing the notice 
for the present. : Bae tone 

And now to the, question, in what form. the no- 
tice shall be given? I will vote, under no ¢irctim- 
stances, for a naked absolute notice; because that 
would be to leave some doubt in the. country, and 
on the public mind generally, whether we preferred 
to adhere to the state of things which existed when 
the Message was penned or not. ‘The cireumstan- 
ces of the case have greatly changed. We aré not 
in the same state of things which existed when the 
Executive. Message first. came in; and I cannot 
vote under the remotest. impression that there will 
be no compromise. If any gentleman once hoped 
so; and would’ have pone for the notice under that 
hope, that motive has now passed away. 

Nor can I vote for the resoltition which has been 
sent us from the House of Representatives. I have 
two objections to it. It is equivocal in its meaning. 
If it means to declare that the President may settle 
this difficulty by compromise, it means nothing, for 
the President has that right; but ifit is meant asa 


TE 
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hint to him to. negotiate for a compromise, then I 
am for irae more plainly. f am most deci- 
dedly against’ all equivocation in matters of State 
polly: Let us say plainly what we mean to say. 
f we mean compromise, let us say compromise; 
and not. send the President a resolution on which 
he may put just any interpretation that suits hin. 

If we give this notice at all, I think it should be 
given substantially as has been proposed by the 
gentleman from Georgia. If I consent to the no- 
tice, it will be, as I have said, to keep this agitation 
from runnin& into the next Presidential election, 
and finally to terminate the question; and if we 
give it at all, let us give it precisely as we intend, 
expressing the opinion that the difficulty should be | 
settled by compromise. So much I feel inclined to 
vote for. I say inclined, for I hold this whole 
question of the notice subordinate to the greater 
question, viz; the preservation of peace and the 
settlement of our difficulties without a resort to 
arms. My vote in regard to notice will rest on the 
question whether the notice will advance that end 
or not. And I shall, therefore, reserve myself un- 
til I shall be satisfied on that point. 

I have thus stated why I am for a compromise, 
and how far Lam in favor of giving notice. 1 vote | 
on both subjects under circumstances in which I 
find myself placed, and for which I am not in the 
least responsible. Tam doing the best I can where 
I find myself, and not what I might have donenn- 
der different circumstances. I repeat, that for these 
circumstances I am not responsible. Learly resisted 
that state of things whieh has now come to pass. 
In 1843 this question for the first time assumed a 
dangerous aspect. I then saw, or thought I saw, 
what was coming, and I examined the question un- 
der all ils aspects. After the maturest reflection I 
came to the conclusion which I then stated. Isaw | 
that there were two routes before us: one of them 
was to adhere to the convention of 1827, to do 
nothing to terminate it, and to adhere strictly and 
rigidly to its provisions. I saw that although for 
a time that convention operated beneficially for 
Great Britain, yet the period was at hand when our 
turn would come to derive its benefits. Tts opera- 
tion threw into her hands the whole fur trade of 
that region, and we stood by while the whole of 
that rich harvest was reaped by her subjects; but 
1 saw that we would soon derive the most im- 
portant advantages from the provisions of the 
treaty. The resistless increase of our popula- 
tion and the gradual progress of their enterprise 
was bringing them fast to the foot of the Rocky 
mountains. The great South pass had been dis- | 
covered, and I saw that the settlement of Oregon | 
by American citizens was rapidly approaching, | 

1f weshould only adhere strictly to the convenjion, 
the progress of things would eventually decide who 
should have the possession of the territory. Our 
power to populate the region, und thus to obtain 
ity actual possession, was far greater than that of 
Great Britain. Its distance from us was far less; 
the access to it was through an open, grassy coun- 
try, and, to men so active and hardy as our west- 
ern pioneers, the journey presented comparatively | 


but small difficulty; whereas to reach Oregon from j| 


Great Britain required acircumnavigation of twenty 
thousand miles, a space but a little short of the cir- 
cumference of the globe. Of all the spots on the 
face of the earth, presenting to her the possibility 
of colonization, Oregon was the most remote, 
There were hundreds of colonies that lay nearer, 
and presented a better soiland climate. Even New 
Zealand was nearer to the shores of England. All, 
therefore, that we had to do was to stick to the 


convention, to observe all its provisions with the j 


most scrupulous fidelity, and then let the question 
of title be quietly and gradually settled by the ac- 
tual occupation and possession of fhe country. To 
this course there was but one impediment: Great 
Britain might give the riotice. But I had no such 
fear; for I had read the discussions of this question 
on her. side, and L thought I clearly saw that she 
placed no great value upon Oregon, as a permanent 
possession of the British Crown, but rather seemed 
to.conclude that, from its geographical position, the 
United States. must ultimately get the whole of it, 
But, even if her calculation was otherwise, there 
were great impediments in the way of her giving no- 
tice to terminate the convention. She could do so if 
she pleased, so could we: this was an express pro- 
vision of the treaty, and could not, in itself, be con- 
sidered as a hostile movement on either side. But 
there was another convention which Great Brit- 
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| establish a custom-house, and Jevy and collect du- 
| affections of those people from us, it will be the 


| there as their fathers came to New England at 


| the free enjoyment of the trade of. the Pacific as 
| their ancestors did for that of the Atlantic before 
| the Revolution. 
| infant trade, they will soon find a neighboring Pow- 


| this respect, and whose influence might rend the 


| here is the most delicate and critical point in the 


| would think it reasonable and natural it should be | 


‘ ought to have foreseen—where we must compro- 
8 i | 


| to the circumstances in which I find myself, 1} 
: stand acquitted from any participation in it. The | 


ain contends to be still in existence, but which we 
insist has expired, and that is the convention of 
Nootka. This treaty of Nootka is in strict an- 
alogy with our convention of, 1818; and if she 
should give us no notice, it could not be set aside 
unless its provisions were violated... We had ob- 
served the terms of our convention, and this fore- 
closed her from the possibility of such a move- 
ment. 

It seemed, then, to me, clear as the light of 
heaven, that it would not do for us.to make a 
movement of any kind. We might, indeed, give’ 
our people some facilities in reaching the country; 
and when they got there, we might extend our 
laws over them personally, but not territorially. 
I doubted then, and J. still doubt, even the expe- 
diency of going so far as that; but, most clearly, 
we could not setup our laws there territorially; 
because the moment we should do that, we must 


ties; and if there is anything that can alienate the 


collection of high duties. Our people have gone | 
the beginning, setting aside the religious principle 
which had so great an influence on their action; j 
and one important end they seek is the enjoyment 
of frec trade. They will contend as earnestly for 


If we levy high duties on their | 
cr who will extend to them greater advantages in 


territory from you. My disposition has been to 
let them go there and govern themselves, That is 
a business for which they seem to have a native 
instinct, that marks their origin. Let them go 
there and settle the country, and then gradually, 
and with great judgment and caution, extend our 
laws over them, as it may become necessary; for | 


whole affair. 

The other course that lay open to us was that 
pointed out in the bill of 1843, which provided for 
the practical assertion of our rights in the territory, 
and the exercise of our sovereignty there to a cer- 
tain extent, by the passage of certain general laws. 
I thought this course not to be a fit and proper 
one. L saw very plainly what would be the con- 
sequence; and, indeed, it requires but little reflec- 
ton to perceive this. To extend our settlements 
in Oregon, in conformity with the provisions of 
that bill, would be inconsistent with the terms of | 
the convention, and would speedily bring us either 
to negotiation or to war. i anticipated that the | 
result would be negotiation. And what then? 
Negotiation must end either in compromise or 
war. lLnever could believe in any other result 
T also saw that, if we compromised, it must be on 
the parallel of 49°, The past history of the whole 
matter decided that; and, besides, as 490 was the 
boundary on this side the mountains, most people 


the boundary on the other side. y 

But I would go neither for notice nor for com- 
promise, so long as we could persevere in what I 
conceived to be the true American policy. Hence | 
I did resist the bill of 1843, in common with many 
able men in both Houses. It passed here by an 
equivocal majority of one vote, (the Senator voting 
under instructions in the affirmative,) but it was 
lost in the other House. Since then, the proposi- 
tion for notice has been repeated, with a view to 
taking possession of the whole country. And so | 
now. we are where we are—a position which all 


mise or fight. ; | 
I say, then, if there is any responsibility attached | 


responsibility lies among my friends on the right. | 
T doubt not they acted patriotically, but impa- | 
tiently—in obedience to the impatience of their 
people. ‘They have suffered themselves to be 
pushed into. their present position without. due | 
reflection. f : i 

Now, being brought to the alternative by cir- | 
cumstances over which I have no control, I go for | 
compromise, and against war. But in this.course | 
I am actuated by no unmanly fear of consequences. | 
l know that, under the existing state of the world, | 
wars are sometimes necessary: the utmost regard | 


for justice and equity cannot always prevent them. i 


And when. war must. be met 
last to flinch. I may. appeal. 
in support of this assertion, But Lam av 
going to war.on this question 
have given. But not for thes 
higher reasons. Although w: 
necessary, yet peace isa p 
is A positive evils and T eling. to 
it can be preserved consist 
safety aid honor; and: am age 
as it can be avoided without.a sacri : 
I am opposed ‘to war in this case, because ‘neither 
of these exigenciés exist: it may be, as T concely 
avoided without sacrificing either the “nation 
honor or the national safety. . But if these dange: 
did exist, to a certain. extent, war is still. highly 
inexpedicnt; because. our-rights in Oregon: can be 
sustained with more than an- equal chance of, s 
cess without war than’ with -it. This is a. gre 
and weighty reason against war. . He who go 
so stoutly to war for ‘all .of Oregon’ or ‘hone, 
may possibly come. out. of it ‘with ‘none,’ 
concede to my countrymen..the possession of alk. 
the bravery, patriotism, and intelligence which can. 
be claimed for them; but .we. shall go into ‘this ° 
contest with great disadvantages on our.side;. As 
long as Great Britain has a large force in the castz 
and is mistress of the sea, she can carry-on the wax 
at much less expense. E a 
There is another reason why I am opposed ta: 
it: the war would soon cease to be for Oregon; the.” 
struggle would be for. empire, and it would be be-: 
tween the greatest Power in Europe on the one’... 
side, and the greatest and most growing and spirit-, 
ed people of the west on the other.: It would, De. 
pressed on upon both sides with all the force, vigs: 
or, energy, and perseverance of: two. great and. 
brave nations; each would strike the other in ‘the: 
most. vulnerable point, and the blows would bes. 
tremendous. Amidst the uproar of such a con- ` 
test, Oregon would soon: be forgotten, utterly for- 
gotten, to be recovered, if at all, on the contingen-. 
cies of success or the reverse. ee Fg eee 
leged thi 


t 


My next reason is, that, though it. is 
we must fight in order to protect: ow 
Oregon, instead of their. protect 
sure their utter destruction, Itis thi rain, 
way to sacrifice them. This Iwill never consent 
todo. They are-Ameérican: citizens—our. brethren ` 
and kindred.. We have encouraged them’ to go.’ 
there;.and I never will give a vote ‘the ‘result of- ~ 
which must be their utter and speedy destruction, ` 
But if we make a compromise on latitude 499, 
they will all be safe; for, if I am rightly: informed, 
there is not aman of them to be found ‘orth of. 
thatline. ‘This will carry all the points we have: 
in view, instead of sacrificing them all... : i 

Iam against war, too, for reasons common- to 
the whole Union. I believe that the most success- 
ful and triumphant war we could possibly wage—~ 
even if, in ten years, we should get. all the. most 
extravagant advocate of way has dared to hope 
for—if we. could- take the Canadas, and New 
Brunswick, and Nova. Scotia,, and. every other 
British possession, and drive her flag from. the 
whole continent, and prosécute our advantages till’ * 
we had accomplished the downfall ‘of: the British: 
throne, and she should yield up spear. and: shield... 
and trident at our feet, it would-be to us the most 
disastrous event that could happen... Edo not now- ; 
allude to the ravages. aid desolations of warfare;. 
to the oceans of blood that must flow, an ; 
rious miseries: that ever accompany th 
arms; because I have never observed that ; 
ment of these things had. any great effect upon ‘a 
brave people, ` No doubt the evils would be very 
great, because there are-no.two nations in. the 
world who ean do each other: so-much harm in 
war, or so much good in peace, as Great Britain 
and the United States: The dévastation would be 
tremendous on both sides. But all. this goes for 
nothing; for this may all be. repaired. The in- 
domitable industry, and enterprise, and perseve~ 
rance of our widely-spread and still spreading and 
multiplying population, will soon find ways and 
means of repairing whatever merely physical dis- 
asters war can inflict. But war has far heavier 
inflictions for a free people; it works a social and 
political change in the people themselves, and im 
the character of their institutions. . A war suchas ` 
this, will be of vast extent; every nerve and muscle’ 
on either side will be strained to the utmost; every. 
commandable-dollar will be put in requisition: not 
a portion of our entire frontier butwill become the - 
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epoys of In: 


shall require a force of not less than two hundred | 
thousand menin the field. In addition to that, | 
the venerable and intelligent Albert Gallatin has 
calculated the cost of such a war at sixty-five mil- 
lions of dollars; but that amount js too small. A | 
hundred millions is not an over-estimate; and of 
this. sum, fifty millions. must. be raised annually, || 
by loans. or paper;so that, allowing the war to | 
continue for ten years, we shall have an amount of |! 
five hundred milhons of public debt. Add to this 

the losses which must accrue on loans: it will | 
be very difficult to get these loans negotiated in 
Europe; for, owing to thé unfortunate manner in | 
which this affair has been conducted, the feeling in | 
Europe will be generally against us. We cannot 
obtain the requisite sums under an interest of thirty 


and fosty er cent, Add all these expenses, and | 
our total debi will not be less than seven hundred 
and fifty millions, i 


But this is not all. We shall be plunged into 
the paper system as deeply as we were in the | 
days of the Revolution; and what will then be our |} 
situation at the conclusion of the war? We shall 
be left with a mortgage of seven hundred and fifty 
millions of dollars on the labor of the Ainerivan 
people; for it all falls on the labor of the country 
at last, while much of the money will go into the 
pockets of those who struck not a blow in the con- 
test. We should then have the task of restoring 
a circulating medium of a sounder character, and į 
that from the deepest degradation of the currency, | 
This is a hard job, as Wlot us know who have 
gone through with it. Besides, the influence of | 
the war will naturally: be. to obliterate the line of 
distinction between the State and General Gov- 
ernments.. We shall hear no more about Stue 
rights, but the Government will become in effect a 
consolidated: republic. By our very success, it 
will give amilitary impulse tothe national mind 
which: ean never be overcome, The ambition of 
the nation, will seekc.conquost after conquest, and 
will ‘soon become possessed by a spirit totally in- 
consistent with the forms and genius of our Gov- 
ernment; and this will lead, by a straight and easy || 
road, to that gulf of all republies—a military des- |) 


ted hb 


or four successful gencrals, who will soon be com- 
peting for the Presidensy. Before the generation 
which waged the war shall have passed away they 
wik witness a contest between hostile generals. | 
He who conquered Mexico, and he who conquered | 
Canada, will each insist upon his right to the seat į 
of power, and they will end their struggle by the 
sword. Freedom thus. lost, institutions thus un 
dermined and overturned, never can be recovered. | 
The national ruin will be irretrievable. f 

I appeal, then, to gentlemen near me—to my | 
friends, whose separation from us on this question | 
I deeply regret—and I say to them, is it for you 
who are Democrats par excellence—tor you, who | 
are the enemies of paper money and. the sworn | 
destroyers-of all banks and all artificial classes in | 
society—is it for you to vote for a measure of such 
very equivocal success ? 

ut Í have still higher reisons. Iam opposed 

to war aş a friend to haman improvement, to hu- | 
man civilization, to human. progress. and advance 
ment. . Never in the history of the world has there 
occurred a.period so remarkable as the peace which j 
followed the battle of Waterloo for the great ad- i 
vances made in the condition of human society, |) 
o Sant that in various forms. The chemical and me- 
~ chanical powers have been investigated and applied 


| 
potism. Then we shall have to provide for three i 
i 


it 
+i 


to-advance the comforts of human life ina degree 


| far beyond all.that was ever known or hoped be- 


fore: Civilization has been spreading its influence 
far and wide, and. the general- progress of human 
society has outstripped all that had been previous- 
ly witnessed. The invention of man has seized 
upon and subjugated two great agencies of the nat- 
ural world which never before were made the ser- 
vanis.of man: 1 refer to steam and electricity, un- 


der. which, of course, I include magnetism in all its 


phenomena; . Steam has been controlled and avail- 


ed of for all. the purposes: of human intercourse. j| 


True, the steam-engine had been discovered before 
that period, but its powers have been subsequent! 

t 3 powe n 
perfected, and by its resistless energics has brought 


nations together whom nature had seemed to sepa- | 


rate by insurmountable barriers. . It has. shortened 
the pussage across the Atlantic more than one-half, 
while the rapidity of travelling on land has been 
three times greater than by the common motive 
power, Within the same period man has chained 
the very lightning of heaven, and brought it down 
and made it administer to the transmission of hu- 
man thought, insomuch that it may with truth be 


‘said that our ideas are not only transmitted with 


the rapidity of lightning, bat by lightning itself, 
Magic wires are stretching themselves in all direc- 
tions over the globe, and when their mystic meshes 
shall at length have been perfected, our globe itself 
will be endowed with a sensitiveness which will 
render it impossible to touch it on any one point 
and the toach not be felt from one end of the world 
to the other, All this progress, all this growth of 
human happiness, all thie spread of human light 
and knowledge, will be arrested by war. And 
shall we incur a result like that which must be 
produced by a war, for Oregon? And this work 


is as yet but commenced; it is but the breaking of | 


the dawn of the world’s great jubilee. It promises 
a duy of more refinement, more intellectual bright- 
ness, more moral elevation, and consequently of 
more human felicity, than the world has ever seen 
from its creation. 

Now the United States and England are two na- 


tions to be pre-eminently instrumental in bringing |} 


about this happy change, because | consider them 
as boing the most advanced in the scale of human 
improvement, and most in circumstances to further 
this amelioration, because they have the control of 


| the greatest and most extensive commerce at pres- 


ent in existence, We have been thus distinguish- 
y Providence for a great and a noble purpose, 
and f trust we shall fulfil our bigh destiny. 
Again, Lam opposed to war, because I hold that 
it is now to be detormined whether two such na- 
tious as those shall exist for the future as friends 
or enemies, A declaration of war of one of them 
against the other must be pregnant with miseries, 


| not only to themselves, but to the world around 
| them, 


Another reason is, that mighty means are now 
put into the hands of both to cement and secure a 


perpetual peace, by breaking down the barriers of |, 


commerce and uniting them more closely in an m- 
tercourse mutually beneficial, Lf this shall be ac- 
complished, other nations will, one after another, 
follow the fair example, and a state of general pros- 
perity, heretofore unknown, will gradually unite 
and bless the nations of the world. 

And far more than that. 
this points to that inspiring day which philoso- 
phers have hoped for, which poets have seen in 
the bright visions of faney, and which 


has seen in holy vision—when man shall leam war | 
no more. Who can contemplate a state of the | 
world like this, and not feel Ins heart exult at the | 
prospect? Aud who can doubt that, in the hand | 


of an omnipotent Providence, a free and unrestrict- 


i ed commerce shall prove one of" the greatest agents 


in bringing it about? f 

Finally, I am against war because peace—peace 
is pre-eminently our policy. There are nations-in 
the world who may resort to war for the settlement 
of their differences, and still grow great; but that 


nation is not ow's., Providence has cast our happy: || 


inheritance where its frontier extends for twenty- 
three degrecs. of latitude along the-Atlantic coast. 
It has given us a land which,.in-natural advan- 
tages, is perhaps unequalled. by any. other. Abun- 
dant in all resources; excellent im climate; fertile 
and exuberant in soil; capable of susiaining; in the 
plentiful enjoyment of all the necessaries of life, a 
population of two hundred millions of souls. Our 
great mission as a people is to occupy this vast do- 


An intercourse like |! 


i I will relieve the Senate. 
prophecy | 
i 
| 


main—there.to fulfil the primeval command to in- 
crease and maltiply, and replenish the land with 
an-industrious-and -virtuous ‘population; to level 
| the forests, arid-letin upon. their solitude the light 
| of day; to clear the swamps.and morasses, and re- 
!| deem them to the plough-and:sickle; to spread over 
|! hill and dale the echoes of human labor and human 
happiness and contentment; to fill the: Jand: with 
| cities, and towns, and villages; to:-unite its oppo- 
| site extremities by turnpikes and railroads; toscoop: 
| out canals for the transmission of ita toda en 
| open rivers for its internal trade. : War can only: 
| impede the fulfilment of this high mission of Hea-. 
| ven; it absorbs the wealth, and diverts the energy 
ii which might be so much better devoted to theim- 
provement of our country. All we want is peace— 
established peace; and then time, under the gui- 
| dance of a wise and cautious policy, will soon 
effect for us all the rest. I say time will do-it, wn- 
| der the influence of a wise and masterly inactivity 
| —a phrase than which none other ha’ been less 
| understood or more grossly misrepresented. By 
i some, who should have known better, it has. been 
| construed to mean inaction. But mere inertness, 
and what is meant by a wise inactivity, are things 
wide apart as the poles. The ones the offspring 
of ignorance and of indolence; the other is the re- 
i sult of the profoundest wisdom—a wisdom which 
| looks into he nature and bearing of things; -which 
| sees how conspiring causes work out their effects, 
‘and shape and change the condition of man. 
i Where we find that natural causes will of them- 
|| selves work out our good, our wisdom is to let 
ii them work; and all our task is to remove impedi- 
|; ments, In the present case, one of the greatest of 
' these impediments is found in our impatience. 

He who cannot understand the diference be- 
tween an inactivity like this, and mere stupid: in- 
action, and the doing of nothing, is as yet but in 
the horn-book of political science. Yes, time— 
ever-laboring time—will effect everything for us. 
Our population is now increasing at the annual aver- 
age of six hundred thousand. ‘Let the next twen- 
į ty-five years elapse, and our average increase will 
have reached a million a year, and before many of 


ji the younger Senators here shall have become as 


| grayheaded as | am, we shall count a population of 

| forty-five millions. Before. that day, it will have 

j spread from ocean to ocean... The coasts. of the 
Pacific will then be as densely. populated andias - 

| thickly settled with villages and towns as the coast ° 

of the Atlantic is:ņnow, - In another generation we 

shall have reached eighty millions-of people, and, 

if we can préserve peace, who shall set bounds to ~ 

our prosperity or our success? > With one foot 

: planted on the Atlantic and the other on:the Pacific, 

we shall occupy a position between. the two old 

| continents of the world—a position eminently cal- 

i culated to secure tous the commerce and the in- 

i fluence of both. If we abide by the counsels of 

| common sense—if we succeed in preserving our 

| constitutional liberty, we shall then exhibita spec- 

į tacle such as the world never saw. -T know that 

i this one great mission is encompassed with diffi- 

| culties; but such is the inherent energy of our po~ 

litical system, and such its expansive capability, 

| that it may be made to govern the widest space. 

| If by war-we become great, we cannot be free; if 

l 

l 

| 

t 


we will be both great and free, our policy is peace. 
Before I resume my seat, allow me to say.a few. 


words which relate personally to myself, and then. 


| Lhave.been charged with, having more-inclina-. 
| tion for the annexation of Texas than for the reten- 
| tion of Oregon; anid it- has been. said that-my par- 
tialities are strong for the South, but very weak in 
| comparison for the North.. But why. is: Texas 
| Spoken of as particularly connected with the South- 
| ern States? I always thought that Texas formed 
| a part, and a very important part, of. the valley of 
| the Mississippi, ‘and that the hearts. of all who 
i loved. the West were particularly .set-upon. its ac- 
' quisition as. a means of perfecting and consumma- 
ting. the: Union-of.our great Western world. I 
never knew that Texas was confined to a southern 
latitude: `: -thought its-higher- portions extended 
Lup tothe: latitude of 42° north, not far from the 
[grent pass- of the Rocky mountains; and Ihave 
-been in the: habit of supposing. that the-southern 
States proper had: not so great an interesti it as 
had the great West. But it scems I was wrone 
fand that the annexation of Texas: was a purely 
‘Southern question. _ Admitéing it to be go, I put, 
i my defence upon the ground that Thaye treated < 


i 
i 
i 
f 
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both questions—that of Texas and that of Oregon 
—in a manner best calculated to keep both, and 
that the course I pursued was the only effectual 
means to unite Texas and to retain Oregon. If 
my course was different towards the two, it was 
because the circumstances of the two were entirely 
different. ln the case of Texas time was against 
us; in the case of Oregon time was for us: and 
hence the difference in my policy. Texas has been 
secured. We were ata point where she must come 
under our influence, or under that of England.: ` I 
was anxious to prevent the latter, and secure the 
former; and I knew that time would be against us. 
I had to contend against time, which waits for no 
man. That was no case for a masterly inactivity. 
I therefore wrestled boldly with the question; and 
success has proved that the policy was sound. 
But, in the case of Oregon, time was in our favor. | 
My policy in both cases was the same—to avoid 
war and to preserve peace. I had no fears ofa 
war with England. knew that Texas was an 
independent State, and had so been acknowledged 
by England herself; so that, if the people of Texas 
consented to the annexation, the opposition of 
England had nothing to stand on; and that we had 
nothing to fear from Mexico, unless she was aided 
by England; and that England would not aid her 
unless with a view to the Oregon question, And 
I thought that, if the ‘Texas question was not set- | 
tled, there would be bitter feeling between us and 
England. We are both the descendants of the 
same stock—both jealous and brave—both fond 
(too fond) of war; England would have interfered, 
and then it would cost usa war to recover that 
which, by a wise and a bold policy, we might have 
effectually secured. 
Mr. BERRIEN next obtained the floor; and 
The Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 16, 1846. 
On motion of Mr. J. H. EWING, the reading 
of the Journal was dispensed with, and the Jour- 
nal was approved. : 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


On motion of Mr. J. H. EWING, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Tuomas Smeren, of fn- 
diana, in the chuir,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers, and the amend- 
ments thereto pending. 

Mr. E. H. EWING was entitled to the floor 
but yielded it for the moment to 

Mr. D. P. KENG, who gave notice of the fol- | 
lowing amendment: 

“ For the completion of the breakwater at Sandy 
bay, Massachusetts, 930,000,” 

“ Por the improvement of the harbor at Lane’s 
cove, $7,000.” 

“ For the preservation of Lynn harbor and Na- 
hant beach, $20,000.’ 

Mr. E. H. EWING then took the floor, and 
addressed the committec during the hour in favor 
of the bill. 

His argumènt was addressed chiefly to the ques- 
tion of constitutional power. After adverting to 
the Constitution of the United States, and to the ob- | 
jects und parposos for which it had been created, | 
he proceeded to remark, thatthe whole power of the 
nation had not been expended upon this instrument, 
but that there remained with the nation certain in- 
herent powers, and that these inherent powers were 
to be exercised (for the want of another represent- 
ative) by that General Government which it had 
itself brought into existence. But. in the inves- | 
tigation of the question before the committee he 
was not driven to the necessity of falling back on 
any inherent power, for, under the Constitution, 
he should be able to derive the power which he 
thought necessary for the purpose of-carrying on 
a general system of internal improvements. On 
this point he took issue with the Baliimore con- 
vention. He said that the General Government 
had the power to engage in a general (he did not 
say universal) system of internal improvements. 
This power it had not as an inherent power in the 
nation, but under a distinct declaration in the Con- į 
stitution. He insisted that a fair construction 
-Should be given to the instrument, such as was 
intended by the constituent bedy; and in that way 
we should probably reach the.end-intended to be 
attained. He believed that the Constitution was | 
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sufficient for all purposes for which it was.design- 
ed; he believed that this power to make internal 
improvemerja was contained among its provisions, 
and that it was the duty of: the national Legisla- 
ture to give due force and. effect:to them. He did 
not agree with many. of his friends who had pre- 
ceded him as to the portion of the instrument from 
which this power was derived; and he should give 
the reasons why he differed from them. “He took 
the ground (and perhaps in doing so he might 
stand alone here) that this power was derived from 
that general provision which gave power to Con- 
gress to “ provide for the common defence and the 
peneral welfare.” And he argued this position at 
length. 

He then adverted to the claims of the Cumber- 
land and Tennessee rivers upon the General Gov- 
ernment, as proper objects for appropriation by 
this bill; and had not concluded his remarks on 
this branch of the subject when the hour expired. 

Mx. BIGGS obtained the floor, but yielded it 
for the moment: 

Mr. L. H. SIMS gave notice of the following 


| amendment: 


Whereas overhanging trees, sunken logs, and 
other slight impediments to the navigation of the 
Osage river exist, and the Quartermaster General, 
in his report of the date of November 17, 1842, 
recommends the removal of the obstructions, in 
the following words, viz: 

“To facilitate the supply of the posts on the 
‘southwestern frontier of Missouri, I recommend 
‘that measures be adopted to remove the obstrue- 
‘ tions to the navigation of the Osage river. Viewed 
‘merely in connexion with the frontier defences, 
‘few works, on the same seale, are more import- 
Sant than this.” 

‘Therefore, in remedy whereof, 

Sree, — “ Be it further enacted, That for the im- 
provement of the Osage river from its mouth to a 
point ator near Fort Scott, in the Indian territory, 
there shall be, and hereby is, appropriated the sum 
of twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. BIGGS said, in the course of this debate 
gentlemen had divided themselves into three classes 
upon the question of the constitutional power of 
this Government to construct works of internal 
improvement: those who deny the power altogeth- 
er to construct any works of any character; those, 
on the other extreme, who insist, either by the in- 
herent power which they say exists in the Gov- 


ernment, or by some latitudinarian construction of | 


the powers specified in the Constitution, that this 
Government has the power to construct. any and 
all kinds of internal improvements; while others 
conline the powers of.this Government to the spe- 
cified objects, or to those objects absolutely neces- 


; sary and proper to carry out specified grants. His 


views were peculiar; he had gained some reputa- 
tion at home by attachment to what was called in 
this House a straight-laced construction of the Con- 
stitution. He believed it was absolutely necessary 
for the prosperity of the country that the powers 
of the Government under the Constitution should 
be strictly construed. But at the same time, he 
believed that those powers which were expressly 
granted should be exercised. He referred to the 
clause of the Constitution conferring the power to 
regulate commerce; to the doctine of inherent power 
contended for by Mr. Ewine, of Tennessee; and 
to other positions which had been taken; from 
none of which he derived any of those powers 
which this Government possesses over works of 
internal improvement. Fle occupied neither of the 
extremes of the construction of the Constitution, 
and believed that some of the objects coutemplated 
in this bill, this Government has the right to carry 
on, as being necessary and proper to carry out eX- 
pressly-delegated powers. He deduced the power 
to construct some of the works contemplated in 
this bill from that clause of the Constitution which 
authorized Congress to provide and maintain a 
navy. He considered that harbors might be im- 
proved for the express purpose of providing and 
maintaining a navy—for the security and protec- 
tion of that navy. He included the power of im- 
proving harbors under this grant of power to pro- 
vide and maintain a navy, and as the consequence 
and incident of improving harbors was the giving 
proicction and facility to commerce. 

Having concluded his statement of the general 


constitutional principles. by which he should be | 


governed, he gave notice of his intention to offer, 
when-in order, the following amendment: 


the course it had pursued in the conduct of our 
foreign. affairs. This, bythe gentleman’ from 
Massachusetts, might be considered. that: won- 
sense of the people’? to which he alluded in the early: 
part of the session. I (said Mr, B.) much. prefer 
that universal public approbation to ‘the ‘opinion 
of the. gentleman from’ Massachusetts. In con- 
nexion with this. subject, he expressed: ‘the pro- : 
found regret, that, in the discussions: ‘which had 
taken place upon the course of the President, mem- 
bers of the same party had thought proper to. de- 
nounce in advance the action of the Executive in 
relation to our foreign ‘affairs. It seemed to him 
exceedingly improper. Denunciations of the course 
of the Democratic party and of the Democratie 
President, were to be expected-from the opponents 
of the Administration; but he insisted upon it that 
those who agreed in sentiment with the Adminis- 
tration now in power were doing: great injustice, 
great injury to the great principles they professed, 
by forestalling, or attempting to forestall, the action 
of the Executive in relation to our foreign affairs: 
Mr. B.’s remarks will hereafter appear in full. 
Mr. PERRY obtained the floor, and yielded: to 
Mr. DARRAGH, who gave notice of his inten-_ 
tion, when in order, to move an amendment tọ in- 
crease the appropriation for the Ohio. river Above 
the falls at. Louisville from $80,000 to $100,000. . 
Mr, PERRY then obtained. the floor:'* He did 
not risc, he said, with any view to efter into the 
general discussion of the subject, but to bring to - 
the attention of the committee a subject in which ` 
his constituents felt a deep interest. He sent’to 
the Chair the following amendment, which he gave 
notice of his intention to offer, when in orders" 
“ Be it enacted, That the Secretary: of the: réas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to transfer to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Com- 
pany all the stock originally ‘subscribed for on the 
part-of the United States in‘ the said canal compa- 


ny; and also all the ‘stock. in: said‘canal company © 


originally subscribed for by the cities of Wash- 
ington, Georgetown, and Alexandria, in the’ Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and now held by the United: 
States under and by Virtue of the provisions of an 
act of Congress; passed, approved, and signed the 
20th day of May, 1836, entitled “An act forthe re- 
lief of the several corporate cities-of the District of 
Columbia;’ said transfers to be made upon the con= 
dition that the Chesapeake and Ohio: Canal Corm- 
pany cause to be granted “to: the United’ States. in 
perpetuity the right tothe free use of said: canal 
without charge for the transportation of any troops; 
small arms, and camp equipage, &¢., which’ they 
may desire, or-at any time have occasion to. trans- 
port upon it; and also. the free use, as aforesaid, 
for the transportation of ordnance and ordnance 
stores in time of war: And provided, That the said 
stock, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be disposed of by said company for the pur- 
pose of paying the creditors of said company, and 
the said company to exchange and transfer to its 
creditors such amounts of said. stock as the said 
company may deem right and proper in payment 
of the debts due any or all the hid creditars” i 

Mr. P. went into a history of the origin; pro- 
gress, and present condition of the work, urging 
upon the committee. the justice of the amendment, 
and the importance of its adoption to the interests 
of the State of Maryland. Of the constitutional 
power to adopt this amendment, he had no doubt, 
though there were items in the bill not:teached, he 
thought, by the Constitution. And he should give 
his vote on the items separately, as they: might, or 
might not, in his opinion, comè within the power 
of Congress. ee 


£ 


. times that amount. 


“value of the commerce which 


: 
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Mr. JOHN H. EWING followed; but yielded 
the floor.to— o toe irea as 
` Mr. HERRICK, who. gave ñotice of his inten- 
tion to move the following amendment at the proper 


times.) ves a ; ; 

.. That $5,000 of. the appropriation for. the im- 

provenie í he: navigation of the. Hudson river 
e applied..to. that. portion of said river lying be- 


“tween: thé State dams, or sloop-lock, and the foot 


of, Grand Division street, in the city of Troy.” 

Mr. HERRICK went on to say that, in offer- 
ing the amendmant, he would call the attention of 
the committee to the report from the War Depart- 
ment, in which it would be seen that the portion 
of the river named. in. the. amendment: had been 
recognised by.that department in their first appro- 
priation of an outlay in this portion of the river 
of $6,743 64, and between the cities of Troy and 
Albany $130,284 60, and below the city of Alba- 
ny $230,313 54—making a total of $367,291 78; 
which outlay had been made by grading the banks, 
thereby holding back the alluvial soil that com- 
poses. the banks, by building dams or dikes across 
the mouth of the creek for the purpose of making 
a straight channel; believing, after that was done, 
the current, naturally confined. in one track, will 
keep itself clear without further outlays. The 
large amount of money. already. used upon this 
river will be entirely:lost unless the part that was 
left in. an, unfinished state meets speedy repairs. 
A break in one ‘of these dikes, that could have 
been repaired for $2,000, will now cost. many 
Mr. FL. further stated that 
the last appropriation was made in 1839, and the 
condition A: the river was now quite as bad ns 
before this outlay, in consequence of the unfin- 
ished state in which the work was left, and the 
works, if left as they now are, amounted ton dead 
loss to the amount of the former appropriation; 
that the State of New York had le great out- 
lays in. improvement, which might be found 
very convenient, and shortly, teo, under our pres- 
ent state of foreign relations; that we have for the 
benefit of the great military depdt opposito the 
south part of the city of ‘Troy, nearly or ahout 
seven hundred miles of enunt, costing over 830,- 
000,000, and also over seven hundred miles of 
railroad, costing the State over $418,000,000—imia- 
king an outlay of over $50,000,000; and this great 
dept, situated in the centre of mil these grent 


works, could and would, if necessary, be fonnd of 


the utmost utility and convenience in time of war, 
(which God forever avert.) - It is desired by Culo- 
nel Totten as a central point, s0 neceseary to con- 


centrate raw or undisciplined troops for purposes | 


of drill. It is also safe trom any sudden atiack of 
the enemy, thereby. being the proper place for the 
accumulation. of military stores or munitions of 
„war; and, by the amendment offered, will give 
passage by river, at-a dry seasan, or by canal nt 
others,.to: Lake. Champlain and Canada to the 
north; by the railroad ‘or canal either to the Lak 
Oswego, Ontario, and all. the great western lakes; 
to the. east. across the granite hills of Massachu- 


setts, to the Atlantic avd the South, if the com- |: 


mittee will insert this small appropriation to pro- 
tect works they have already begun, and which 
they profess thë supervision of. Thus it will be 
seen that, by surveying the United States from the 
Pacifie to. the Atlantic, no. place could be found 
embracing so many advantages for a military de- 
pot as the one spoken of, 

The State of New York ought to be looked 
upon with an eye of- favor for thus pushing on 
these great works. Mr. H, requested every mem- 
ber of the committee to read the able report of Col- 
onel Abert, of the topographical department, by 
which will be seen the vast importance of the mili- 
‘tary establishment at almost the head of tide- 
water of the. Hudson, Mr. H. said he hoped 
there would have been appropriated. for this im- 


provement, for the present year $100,000, instead of i 


the amount recommended by the Secretary of War; 
but he should be thankful for the present amount. 
Could gentlemen sail up the beautiful Hudson du- 
ring its busy season, and. find its noble bosom ¢cov- 
ered, and thickly, too, and see passenger steam- 


boats compelled frequently. to put out o the chan- 


nel for the purpose of allowing the very large tows 


ass, they would have some idea of the vast 
Une ithe - asses on the bosom 
Phe was willing to 


of that river. Mr. H. said 


‘alow of wonders being performed on the great 


“father of rivers, and that the travel and commerce 


upon that river. were immense, and ‘its capacity 
such. it might be quadrupled, and still it has ca- 
pacity for any further addition of business that 
may ever be desired; while the Hudson needs 
every attention and care for its navigable improve- 
ment to perform the duties required of it; and but 
for the improvements of science, and for which 
our whole country is so much indebted to the im- 
mortal Fulton, it would not now be competent to 
perform what is required from it. He said he was 

appy in observing that there are now. before the 
State Legislature of New York petitions signed by 
thousands for a railroad from the ‘city of New 
York, to connect at Greenbush with the Albany 
and West Stockbridge road, which leads to Bos- 
ton, and the Greenbush and Troy road, which 
i lends to the Great West, and terminates at Buffalo, 


i| on Lake Erie; and ‘he trusted that the liberality of 


that great State will pass the bill; and, should they 
do sò, it will relieve the noble Hudson of part of 
| its burden, and bring the great city of New York 


and Troy. Under these circumstances, will not 
this committee grant a small sum for the purpose 
| of improving the river over which they hold the 
| Supervision? 

Here Mr. RATHBUN inquired upon what 
round Mr, Herriok stood? Was he using up 
MS own time, or the time of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. wine ?} . 

Mr. HERRICK replied that he was at the mer- 
| cy of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and when 
| he directed, he should take his seat. He desired 
to say much more, but could not allow himself, 
day after day, to joi in the scramble for the tloor; 
| but he woult be glad st any time to get the tloor, 
i that he might assigu his reasous for lis vote ou the 
| Oregon res 


; lations. 

Mr, EWING, of Pennsylvania, then took the 
j floor, and, ina speech of much animation and point, 
spoke of the construction of the Democratic party, 


were so discordant, that Y was impossible to say 
what was the Democratic ereed, Democracy in 
one scetion of the Uition was not Democracy in 


! 

f another section, He earnestly recommended it to 
) the pariy to have Hs creed written out, that the 
j 
| 


| ciples or landmarks of the party, He spoke some 


: vital interests of us sawe Pennsylvania, this con- 
l fiding Pennsylvania, were to be sacrificed by the 


|! President and the party that had received ‘their | 


su port, 

Iho Democratie party has contended that the 
i election of Mr. Polk was an endorsement of the 
principles laid down atthe Baltimore convention; 
he appealed to his Democratic colleagues from 
! Pennsylvania to say if such is the fuet, He asked 
them to say whether it was. possible that Pennsyl- 
vania would have cast her vole for Mr. Polk if they 


| 
i 
t 
t 


of 18422? His Democratie colleagues well knew 
that they contended before the people that Mr. 
Polk wasa friend to the tariff; yes, a better friend 
than Henry Clay; and thus the unsuspecting and 
honest citizens of Pennsylvania were induced to 
vote for what was called the Democratie candidate. 
The people were honest and upright in their inten- 
tions, and never doubted but that the policy of the 
country would sül continue as it was, until. they 
saw the proposition from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, presenting a total change of policy as it 
regards the protection of the manufacturing and 
agricultural interest of the ay a report which 
they might much more readily have suspected to 
have emanated from Sir Robert Peel, 

Mr. E. said the people of Pennsylvania have 
become alarmed at the prospects. which things 
present, and look with much interest. to- the doings 
of their Representatives in Congress... He said he 
must say to them in advance that they must pre- 


action at the Baltimore convention, had decided 
that the tarif of 1842 must be-broken. down, and 
a revenue tariff established. Having every depart- 
ment of the Government in their power, they -will 
feel that they must try the practical illustration of 
their doctrines. Heretofore it has so happened 


| within four or five hours of the cities of Albany | 


and of the discordant views of the several wings or | 
sections of that party. ‘Phese views aud principles |! 


had understood that he was opposed to the tariff | 


pare for the worst; the. party in power, by their. 


— 


|! Do they redeem their 


| pariculy to the item for the 


-Sand more tham it 
tural products of t 
“West now asks that its trade may be relieved from 


-falls in such manner 


that the Whigs have always held the balance of 
ower upon-all great questions of interest, and 
Fave thus protected: the great interests of the coun- 
try. While the party-in:-power unite in securing 
all the offices of the countrys. they trust to the 
Whigs to take. care of the interest of the country, 
still retaining all their capital for another contest, . 
while the country has advanced: with..great pros- 
perity under a Democratic Administration admin- 
istered upon Whig principles.. “But. Mr. B. said 
he had no hope of the longer continuance’ of this 
state of things. He would willingly- give- the 
Democrats the offices if they would let the country 
alone. Having gained such strength in both 
branches of the Legislature, with the Executive, 
the party cannot longer manage.the people; they 
must now try the illustration of their principles 
practically, otherwise the people will seethe de 
ception which has becn practised on them, iù a 
refusal to carry out the principles which the party 
have advocated as of such importance to the 
country. ; 
Mr. E. said he would here warn western Dem- 
ocrats that it would be to their interest to join their 
cars to the middle and northern States. With these 
they could assimilate; but-it was impossible for 
them to harmonize..with the. South... Their feel- 
ings, views, and interesis were totally, different. 
They had nothing to hope or expect. from the 
South. It is true, he said, that at the last session 
of Congress, and at the commencement of the 
present session, the western Democrats united in 
introducing into this confederacy. an. independent 
Government, (‘Texas,) and that, too, without any 


|; constitutional scruples whatever, though there was 


embraced in their constitution their principles of 
eternal slavery, no power even in the Legislature 
to abolish it. The time will come, he said, when 
those of the West who voted for this proposition 
will regret their action, And even the South (said 


| Mr. È.) will feel the increase of the incubus which 
i now bears them down; and, if experience could 


teach them anything, it would seem that the pres- 


: ent condition of the slave States would have satis- 


fied all, While the free States aré advancing with 
unexampled success, the slave States are going 
back, and they feel it themselves. This (said Mr. 


| E.) is to be attributed to slavery... Will the western 


Democrats look again to the action of the South 
upon their favorite project? “What hasbeen’. the 
course of the South upon the Oregon’ question? 
ledge ‘to the st, that if 
the West would: give hem Texas, they would go 
for Oregon? How is it that this:change has come 
over them? ‘The question, Mr.. said, was easily 
answered. This js northern. territory, and would 
be an offset to slave Texas. As well might you 
attempt lo mix oil and. water as to attempt to har- 
monize the interest of the western and southern 
Democracy. : 
But, Mr. E. said, his object was to speak in re- 
ference to the improvement of the Ohio river, and 
urchase of the 
ouisville and Portland canal. Phere is no. im- 
provement contained in this bill of so much impor- 
tance to the commercial interests of the country, 
and equally so, he believed, to the defence-of the 
country in time of war, The improvement of the 
Ohio ‘and Mississippi rivers extends from north to 
south, through the interior of the States, a-distance 
over two thousand miles, embracing óne: of the 
richest. countries on the globe, with a commerce 
amounting to over a million.of. dollars annually, 
and employing over a thousand steamers: All this 
interest, said Mr. E., is to be-interrupted: by this 
Louisville and Portland canal, which Js insufficient 
toaccommodate, even with great delay and expense, 
the trade which presses upon it.. This-work wag 
commenced in 1495 and finished in: 1831; at-a cost 
of about one million of dollars, the United’ States “ 
taking about one-third of the stock; and from the 
time the work was opened until :the present time 
the stockholders. -have received ‘more-in dividends 


_than the original cost... “The Government has paid 


$233,000 and recieved $257,000, twenty-four thou- 
Poig in;thus taxing the agricul- 
e West to that amount. The 


this tax;.that the Government shall improve those 

uch as to afford a free and ready 
communication up and down. -As-a-means of de~ 
fence it is all-important.- In. case of war, bythe 
improvement and free passage of those falls, you 
command at. once an extent of over two thousand 
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miles of the interior of the country, with a thousand 
steamers ready to transport men, arms, and provi- 
sions to the south or to the north. If the city of 
Pittsburg were alone to be benefited, it ought to 
be a sufficient inducement to the Government to 
remove this obstruction in the Ohio. The country 
above Pittsburg and below feel a deep interest in 
this measure. The citizens of Pittsburg pay an- 
nually upwards of thirty thousand dollars of tolls 
to this canal. Of this they have a right to com- 
lain, as well as of the delay which is occasioned 

by the insufficiency of the canal to pass their boats 
in proper time. i | 
fa addition to all these considerations, said Mr. 
E., the Ohio river, at the city of Pittsburg, is one | 
of the most favorable points in the country for 
ship-building, particularly for the construction of 
iron steamers. There is no point at which the 
materials can be had more readily and cheaper: it | 
is the Birmingham of America, and will ere long 
stand among the foremost cities of the Union; and 
at this time, said Mr, E., it is the first in the manu- | 
facture of iron. i 
One word, said Mr. E., as to the objections | 
which are made against these improvements. It | 
is contended that there is no constitutional power | 
to do this work. It is too Jate to argue this ques- | 
tion. If any question may be considered as settled, | 
either by precedent or the sanction of the first men | 
of the nation—men who formed the Constitution, | 
and who have given their sanction to the power to | 
expend money for internal inmprovements—this f 
f 

| 

l 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


certainly is one. The numerous precedents pro- 
duced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] |] 
ought to have satisfied the most scrupulous as to 
the power of Congress to appropiate money for all | 
improvements necessary for the internal commerce 
of the country and for its defence. 

Mr. RATHBUN intended to vote for the bill, 
and he belonged to the party which claimed to be 
the Democratic party—that pariy which had been 
charged with supporting, if they voted for this bill, 
a federal measure, the principle of consolidation, 
and a measure which is to destroy and annihilate 
the rights of the States. He had no objection to 
gentlemen voting as they thought proper; but he 
did object to a yentleman’s assigning to him or to 
anybody else for differing a lidle upon constitu- 
tional questions, (which he found was very com- 
mon now-a-days,) a place in the opposite party. 

This bill had been christened (for some purpose) 
a bill for internal improvements. Fle desired to 
call the attention of the committee to its Items, with 
one single exception, and to see whether the term | 
internal improvements was justly applied to it, or 
whether it was with a desire to render it odious to 
a portion of this House, and thereby defeat this 
bill. With regard to the Louisville and Portland | 
canal, it did come within the category of internal 
improvements; and unless it was stricken out, he 
could not vote for the bill, But, this stricken out, 
he should vote for it; and he denied that any man 
could Jay his hand upon any portion of this bill 
whieh was justly chargeable with the condemna- 
tion of internal improvements. ‘Take the harbors 
on our lakes: they were on the very confines of 
our territory, facing a foreign country, open to the 
use of that country, open to our intercourse with 
foreign nations; and in time of war they are our | 
harbors for the protection of our coast, and against | 
invasion from an enemy’s country, So far from | 
being works of internal improvements, every one i 
of them was as much external and national m its | 
character as though they were upon the Atlante | 


t 
| 
| 
} 
| 
( 


| 
|i 


| Mississippi and the Ohio, an 


coast. With reference to these great rivers, they | 
were natural highways, navigable waters not con- | 
structed by the hand of man; and the bill was ‘not 
designed to open any channels of communication 
which were not marked out by nature, but for the | 
removal of obstructions, and the preservation of 
great national and natural channels of communica- 
tion for the country. Although, in common with 
the great Democratic party generally, he was op- 
posed to the construction of strictly internal im- 
provements, yet he had never learned that it was 
the creed of the Democratic party that it was un- 
constitutional and.anti-Demoeratic to improve har- | 
bors and-rivers, to preserve the navigable character | 
of any great stream’ useful to the people and” bene- | 
ficial to the Government: - | 
| Mri R-; in view. of the: fact that time was pre- | 
cious, and: that many gentlemen were wishing to 
speak, said he: would: not'consume the time of the | 
committes during: his whole hour; but ‘would: con- 
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tent himself with stating the points of hisargument. 
He rapidly passed over thesé points, somé of which 
are the following: He. insistedthat these harbors 
were all necessary for the use of the navy, and that 


| it is the duty of Congress to provide for theni 


that it was no objection to the coistruction of them 
that they may be used for the benefit of commerce} 
that they are worth morë to the country asa mat- 
ter of public defence than fortifications, because 
they protect and foster a navy. He insisted that 
the preservation of thé navigable character of the 

d other rivers included 
in the bill, were all great constitutional measures; 
that it was the duty of Congress: to preserve that 
character for the benefit of strengthening the arm 
of public defence in time of war; that it was not 


wise to wait until we are in the midst of war to | 


open the navigable streams which furnish a chan- 


nel of communication and transportation of troops | 


and supplies; that it is wise to provide for war in 


time of peace, not by building a navy, not by | 


raising a great army, but by preserving and keep- 
ing open these channels of communication, by the 


construction and preservation of harbors, and build- | 


ing light-houses, and providing all the necessary 
menns and facilities for their supportand efficiency. 
Let us save the money we were wasting upon the 
navy and army—for the pay of supernumerary 
officers to the amount of half a millon annually 
upon eacli—and lay it out ina wise and prudent 
manner in the construction of harbors and improv- 
ing the navigable rivers of the country, which, 
whilst it facilitated commerce, and went to the 
preservation of the lives ond property of the peo- 
ple, raised up a provision for war more efficient 
than could in any other way. be secured, 

Mr, McCLERNAND obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to ‘ 

Mr. BUFFINGTON, who gave notice of the 
following amendment: 

“For the improvement of the Allegany river for 
maomao navigation, one hundred houskna dol- 
ars. ; 

Mr. JAS. THOMPSON also gave notice of the 
following amendment: 

‘That there be appropriated fifty thousand dol- 
lars for the improvement of the Allegany river be- 
tween Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, and Olean, in the 
State of New York.” 

Mr. MeCLERNAND announced his intention 
to speak to the question involved in the bill, but 
before doing so adverted briefly to some of the 
remarks of Mr, wine, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
Winrnrop; vindicating the Democratic party from 
the charges made by the former, and commenting 
on the observations of the latter in relation to 
Texas and Oregon, 

In the course of his remarks on the last-named 
subject, Mr. McC. alluded to the proposition of 


arbitration, (in the form of a ‘resolution heretofore | 


offered by Mr. Wintnror,) and spoke of its sim- 
ilarity to that subsequently offered by the British 
Minister as a remarkable. coincidence. 

Mr. WINTHROP here- rosé and inquired 
whether the honorable member from MMlinois (Mr. 
McCrernany] intended to impute to him any col- 


| husion or understanding with the British Minister? 


Mr. McCLERNAND said he did not. What 
he had said was, that the coincidence in the views 
of the gentleman with those of the British Min- 
ister was remarkable. 

Mr. WINTHROP, Then as the gentleman dis- 
claims any offensive imputation, L desire to take 


this opportunity to sot myself right, as this is the 


same remark that was made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Ineuneors] in his speech 
at the close of the Oregon debate. . I desire to say, 


| in the presence of my God and my country, as rep- 


resented by the Representatives of the people here, 


i that neither at the time I moved the resolution 
| looking to arbitration, on the 19th of December, 
| nor upon the day—the 3d of January-——on which I 
| made the speech advocating it, had E the slightest 


knowledge—ihe slightest knuwledge—the slighest 


foundation for a belief that a proposition of arbi- | 


tration, in any form or under any circumstances, 
had been, or was about to be, offered by the Brit- 


If any gentleman desires any further explanation, 
Tam here ready to give it. oon 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ` T did, not base my ob- 
servations on any imputation ‘of coalition or com- 


nation between the gentleman and the British i 


bi 
Minister onw the question-ef Oregon. | spoke of 


the fact, that thë gentleman had submitted 

of resolutions, in ‘which: the ‘proposition es 
quently made by Mr, Pakenham was imbodied,-as 

a remarkable fact: of coincidence. -Far be it from: 
me to impeach, the patriotism of any man, unless’ T 
have satisfactory ground for the accusation. But 
I will say that, whilst the gentleman is so free to 
criticise the conduct: of ‘those:who differ with:hitn 
in political: opinion, he should” be: careful sò to - 
comport himself as not to lay himself open to ré- 
taliation. = 7 EDR ; G i 

Mr. McC. now directed. his‘rernarks immédiate- 
ly to the bill before the committee. « He considered 
itas objectionable in several’ respects; because it 
proposed a wasteful outlay of the fpublic ‘money; 
and because it was unequal, unjust; and unfair in 
its details: He argued that’ the appropriations 
were not meastired by justice to particular sections, 
nor with a proper regard to the public good; ™ =- 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH denied the constitu- 
tionality of this measure notonly, but he denied its 
justice and its expediency in every part and par- 
ticular, in principal’and in‘ detail. If the Goverri- 
ment were to establish such a system of improve- 
ments as this great country called for, and to make 
it just and equal to all ‘the States, it would result 
in`a taxation upon our people of one huridred mil- 
lions of dollars per annum. ‘Fle protested against 
the inequalities of appropriations under this bill; it 
made provision fora few harbors on the northern 
lakes, and for a few harbors. in the eastern section 
of the country; and: a small appropriation for thë 
Mississippi; and all the rest of the country was- 
utterly neglected. It was not the amount of the 
bill, but the principles involved in it, againstwhich 
he protested. He contendéd that the rest ofthe 
country, from the lakes to the gulf, was entitled . 
to the equal consideration of the Government 
with the few favored portions provided for under 
this bill. j 

Tle alluded to the argument. of Mr. McOLEL- 
LAND in favor of the appropriations on the lakes 
on the ground of necessity, and, yielding to Mr. 
McC, for explanation, ‘he: proceeded, in reply; to 
show that, according to the gentleman’ sown fa 
especially with reference to. ; nd loss 
life, the necessity was not'so pressing s was repre- 
sented. From the gentleman’s statement, the num-. 
her of lives pesme over those lakes annually was 
225,000, and 65 lives had been lost; the loss being’ 
scarcely 1-300th part of. 1 ‘per cent., and the’ 
chances of safety being 3,461 to 1. It was hot 
equal to the danger by lightning: Tae 

But while gentlemen were arguing: the appropri: 
ations for these harbors on the lakes for the protet.. 
tion of our navy, why did they not at other points, 
and upon other waters, givé encouragement to this 
great arm of national defence ?- ee E 

Mr, B. entered from this point into'a very urgent 
appeal in. behalf of the navy yard at Pensacola, 
on the ground of its national-character and impor- 
tance, complaining of the neglect of Congress: to 
provide for it; while upon other points of far infe~ 
rior importance, the “money of this: Government 
was lavished, : Fle conimented-at length upon the 
iniquity and oppression of-a system whose opera- 
tioù involved so much of inequality and injistice : 

ielding for explanation to: Mr: MéCLkrrann and 

r WENTWORTH. gneiss catia Bees ae 

_ He reverted tothe constitutional: argument, ho» 
ticing especially, and replying to, the “attempts to 
deduce the power for the “improvements contem: 
plated by this bill from. the grants to Corigress to 
declare war and to regulate commerce, and or dëi- 
eral grounds maintaining the utter unconstitytion- 
ality of the-system. 

Mr, JEFFERSON DAVIS obtained the floor, 
and, an opposition to rising manifesting itself on 
| the part of a portion of the few remaining members 
| of the committee, he proceeded to argue the uncon- 

stitutionality of this meusure, and then to examine 
several of its items, especially the Louisville and 
Portland canal, and the harbors provided for on 
| the lakes, and to express his particular opposition 
to them. These harbors he considered not to be 


harbors of refuge, not designed for purposéy of na- 


tional defence, for th e a 
A ee 4 N { r e purpos y 
ish Minister to the Governmentof the United States, |i > purposes of our navy, but 


for the promotion of the interests.o iculai 
points at which they were located. Cae 
| He touched upon the question of the connexion, 
which, through the medium of the resolutions of 

the Baltimore convention, it had beer attempted ‘to 
give to this question, with. the Oregon question, 
| and With thë polities of the country, and maintain- 
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ed that the freedom of opinion and action of mem-- 
bers of the Democratic party was not-impaired by 
_ those resolutions, nor were’ they precluded from 
yielding their assent to a:fair and equitable settle- 

mentof the Oregon diffenlty. i U2 
Having concluded °F oo 
WOODWARD 

o` g motion ‘that-the committee rise, 
$ ay ion being taken, the vote stood—ayes 

50. No quorum voting... T 

committee'rose and reported that fact to the 

“Houses o Aen y ie 

Mr. HERRICK, at ten minutes tò six o'clock, 
mioved that the Flouse adjourn, 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered on 
this motion, and the Clerk had commenced the call 
of the roll, when ‘ : i 

Mr; HERRICK, by general consent, was per- 
mitted to withdraw his motion, at the request of 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES, who, stating that Mr. 
WOODWARD was ready to proceed with his re- 
marks, suggested that the House, by general con- 
sent, again resolve itself into committee. 

Mr: ADAMS and others objected, on the ground 
that there was not a quorum of members in attend- 
ance. 

The SPEAKER ‘stated that it was not in order 
to go into committee, ‘or to proceed to any business 
without'a quorum. : 

MrT. Be KING moved that the hour of meet- 
ing for to-morrow be ten o'clock. 

v. TIBBATTS said he hoped not. The com- 
ynittées had to meet at ten o'clock, and the com- 
mittee on this very bill wished to assernble to-mor- 

<- row morning. . Á 

The question being taken, the motion waa dis- 
agreed to. 

A call ofthe Flouse was moved and refused-— 
ayes 31, noes 55. No quorum still, 

Mr. BOW.LIN moved a call of the House. 
~The question was taken, and the vote stocd— 
ayes 39, noes 39. A’ tic. ; ; 

The SPEAKER voted in the affirmative, making 
the vote—ayes 40, noes 30. 

So a call of the House was ordered, 

Mr. ASEIMUN moved that the House adjourn. 

atived—ayes 40, noes 4). No quorum, 


30, ni 


Neg raat 
he Clerc called’ the roll, and then the hat of} 


absentees; and 99 members were found to be in 
attendance, 
“Mr. 8. ADAMS moved that the House adjourn, 
Negatived—ayes 34, noes 59. : 
The doors were then closed, and excuses were 
offered. 
"w This having been gone through with— 


The SPEAKER stated it would remain for the | 


House to take farther order of proceedings. 


Mr HUNGERFORD moved that the House | 


adjourn. “Negatived—ayes 25, noes 42. f 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that the 


Speaker be authorized to direct the Sergeant-at- |! 
Arms to bring’ in those members who were ab- | 


sent, 


Mr. DROMGOOLE s 


isa 


so to modify his motion as to issue the order only | 


with reference to. those gentlemen who were in th 
city, He should dislike to have him go to Geor- 
gis or to Massachusetts to hunt up members, 

The. motion of Mr. 'Tnompson was agreed to 
without a modification. 

Thus the Sergceant-at-Arms was ordered to arrest 
and bring before the House the absent members, 
- Mr. HOPKINS moved that the House adjourn. 
Negatived. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that all further proceed- 
ing in the call be ‘dispensed with. Negatived. 

Mr. HOPKINS renewed the motion to adjourn 
negatived--ayes 32, noes 36. 


Mr. WENTWORTH inquired if it was in or- | 


der; while the. Sergeant-at-Arms had gone out to 
bring in members, Lo make a speech upon the har 
bor and river bill? 


Mr. CS. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the 


vote ordering. the Sergeant-at~Arms ‘to arrest ab- 
went members; stating that it would entail an en- 
tirely useless expenditure. upon the contingent 
fund of the House. i 
After some conversation, : : 
The question. was taken and decided in the neg 
ative. è api ae 
So the Flouse refused to reconsider:its order, 
Mr. WINTHROP moved that all further pro- 
“eeedings in the call be suspended: negativ 
34, noes 38. 


obtained the floor, and 


i 


Mr. DOCK 
journ. ‘ sh i 

-The yeas and nays were ordered, and being ta- 
ken, were yeas 35, nays 48. pi j 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

There was a long pause; and 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved that all further 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

By ayes 33, noes 40, the motion was rejected. 

r. THOMAS SMITH moved. that the House 

adjourn. : ; 

‘: By ayes 33, noes 41, the motion was rejected. 
So the House again refused to adjourn. 
Another pause followed. ; 
Mr. G. W. JONES inquired if it would be in 

order to move to discharge the committee from the 

| further consideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hopxins pro tem.]. de- 
cided not, because there was no quorum present, 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that further proceedings 
on the call be dispensed with; which motion, by 
ayes 23, noes 43, was rejected. 

Another pause, interspersed with some jocular 
conversation, followed. 

A motion was made (on the right of the Chair,) 


ERY. moved that the House ad- 


that the Llouse adjourn; which motion, by ayes 
23, noes 46, was rejected. 

Another pause followed. 

Mr. (MclHLENRY (by way of variety, he said) 
asked feave to give notice of an amendment he 
proposed to offer to the rules. . 

The SPEAKER said that, in the present condi- 
tion of the House, it was notin order to give such 
i a notite, 

But, by unanimous consent, the proposed amend- 
| ment was read as follows: 

When a bill or resolution shall be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole, and the commit- 
tee shall wauond the sume, and, after having so 
| amended it, shall adopt a substitute for the bill or 


tho amendments in the order in which they are 
| proposed, so that, in voung, the final question upon 
| the amendments proposed shall be between the 


uggested to the gentleman | 


j 


| 
i 
i 
j 
} 
| 


f 
i 


i 


ed—ayes i| > 


i 


original bill or resolution with the amendments 
concurred in by the House, and the substitute pro- 
{| posed by the committee. ”? 
Another pause followed. 


t er, whether it would be in order to send some doc- 
| ument to the Clerk*y table to be read? He thought 
| the Clerk might read something that would be use- 
| 


Several sug 
j LUIN, fs 

t Read some of Wenrwoarn’s speeches.” 

* Read the Journal of the last Congress?” 

“Read General Jackson’s veto on the Mays- 
ville road bill.” 

Nothing, however, was read; 

And a pause longer than the others followed. 

‘The Sergeant-at-Arms not having returned, 

Mr. GROVIER moved that the Doorkceper 


gestions were made in various quar- 


turned. 
Constitutional scruples were suggested. 
The motion was not entertained. 
A motion was made that the House adjourn, 
Che SPRAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der, because there had been no intervening motion 


made. 
Mr. S. ADAMS moved that all further proceed- 
ings in the eall be dispensed with: rejected. 


which motion, by yeas 25, nays 38, was rejected. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Speaker, 
whether it would be in order-to move. that mem- 


who had auended so soon as they heard the House 
| was in session, be admitted into the Hall? 
The SPEAKER. said the matter was within the 
jurisdiction of a majority of those present. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE accordingly submitted such 
a motion. ee E a 


l 
i 
| 
| should be adntitted, so as 
their non-attendance oe 
| Mr. JACOB THOMPSON 


ment to that effect. Ets > 
i Mr. PRESTON KING inquired of the Speak- 


to render excuses for 


her, 


Mr. WENTWORTH. inquired of the Speak-. 


Mr. HOUGH moved that the House adjourn; | 


} 


Horn 


resolution, the whole of the amendments shall be | 
reported to the House, and the House shall, either | 
with or without the previous question, vole upon | 


since the previous motion to adjourn. had been} 


t 


i 


bers, upon whom no process-had been served, but! 


Mr, G. S. HOUSTON suggested that. they. 
submitted an amend- | 


whether there was- anything in the rule to meet. |: 


0O A 


be sent atter hin, to inquire why he had not re- |! 


the cases:of- members who had answered to their 

| names, and had since left the Hall? eek! 

-The SPEAKER. said-there was nothing in the 

les to meet: those cases.: . i 
Mr. ASHMUN« remarking. that it was perfect- 
ly evident that the whole proceeding would. end in 

a farce, moved that ‘all further proceedings on the 

call be dispensed. with. ~ Eas ey 

The motion, by-yeas:24, nays 40; was rejected . 

So the Elouse refused to ‘suspend proceedings. 

Mr. HERRICK moved that the House adjourn, 
and asked the yeas and nays; which were refused,’ 
and the motion was rejected. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred, and was taken. on the 
améndment of Mr. Jacos THompson tothe mo- 
tion of Mr. Dromeooie; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Dromeooie, as amended, ; a 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved that it be laid 
the table. 

Mr. COBB inquired if the motion, should it pre- 
vail, would carry with it the proceedings on the 
call? ; 

[Several voices—*t To be sure ;’? and “ The har- 
bor bill too. ”] APSE a ot 

The SPEAKER said he thought not, 

The question was then taken, and the motion, 
ag amended, was laid on the table. 

And there was another pause. : 

Mr. TIBBATTS, satisfied, he said, that this 
proceeding would result in nothing, and would 
i render the House ridiculous before the country, 
| moved that the House do now adjourn.» 

' The yeas and nays were asked. and ordered; 
“and, being taken, were—yens 34, nays 52. 

So the House refused to adjourn, ` ; 

After some conversation between Messrs. 
WOODWARD, Mr. THOS. B. KING, and the 
SPEAKER, 

Mr. WOODWARD said he regretted very 
much what had taken place since he had risen and” 
i obtained the floor to address the committee. He 

had no idea that such a scene as had been wit- 
nessed would have arisen, or he would not have 
i given way for a motion that the committee rise. 
He had stepped to another seat to get his notes 
and papers, and in the meantime the committee 
had risen for want of a quorum, .. This he regret- 
ted, as he was then and was now willing.to'go’on 
and make his speech; and ‘he suggested: that “it 
were better now: to stop. the call, and for the House 
to. go back into committee; .and let him: say what 
he had to say on the subject of the bill; even with- 
out the presence of a full quorum, than to be pros- 
ecuting this bootless proceeding, out-of which no 
good was likely to arise. © 

The Sergeant-at-Arms, at twenty-five minutes to 
9 o'clock, reported certain members present under 
the order of the House. i 

After some conversation, es 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that all: further proceed- 

_ ings on the call be dispensed with, which motion | 

; was rejected, , . TEN n oE 

motion was made that the House adjourn: re~. 

| jected, i 

` The first member on the list of those reported by 

i the Sergeant-at-Arms, was Mr. Hararson, 
Whom the SPEAKER [ pro lem.] addressed as 

follows: fe Denese 

Huen A. Hararson: You : have: bean: absent 
from this House without its leave, and contrary to. 
its order. lf you have any excuse to offer, you 
will now: be heard. ee Bor thy BAe ts 

(The conclusion of this 
with shouts of laughter, Jo- ects 

The SPEAKER: If the order-of this House is 
not preserved, the Speaker will be constrained tó 
call members to order by their names. 5o 

Mr. HARALSON was understood to: say—-Mr, 
SPEAKER: A friend of mine.(E refer'to.one of. the 
Senators from the State of Geovgia):-has hada sick 
child for the last week——lying, indeed, at the very 
point of death. He has become very much ex- 
i austed from his. attendance upon it.. 1 left the 
| House about the usual hour, expecting that an ad- 
[doumnmnent would take place at the ordinary. time.’ 
F Knowing that-the hour for the termination of the 
debate: was fixed: for to-morrow; and suspecting 
| that there might bea call of the House, I requested 
| a gentleman, (who it seems was absent,) in that 

event to make my apolagy to, the House, and to 


| say that I felt it to be my duty to relieve my friend . 
in his attendance on his sick child. - This iSmy: 


on 


| 


declaration was greeted 


i 
i 
| 
f 
i 
| 
i 
| 
j 
| 
i 


| 


| 
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excuse. . This is the third session of which I have 
been a member of this House, and 1 have never 
before been thus arraigned. I wish to add, that | 
at the very first warning I received that there had 
been a call of the House, I came hege. I was not 
under arrest, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that Mr. HARALSON 
be discharged from arrest, and be permitted to take 
his seat without payment of fees, ` i 

The motion was agreed to unanimously. i 

So Mr. Haranson was discharged from arrest, 


ham; which. were referred. to - 


; Post Office and Post Roads. 


| olution; which was agreed to: ” 


and took his seat without payment of fees. 
Mr. James Tuospson (the next on the list) |! 


House after five o’clock, feeling much indisposed ; 
that before leaving the House he had consulted | 
with a more experienced member as to the proba- : 
hility of a call of the House, whose opinion was |) 
that there would not be one, but who had promised | 
to send for him if a call should take place; that he | 
had taken his tea and laid down, when he heard © 
of the call of the House. i 

After a brief conversation, i 

Mr. Tuomrsox, without payment of fees, was | 
admitted to bis seat. j 

After some further conversation, 

A motion to suspend all further proceedings on 
the call was made, and the vote stood—ayes 40, |: 
nocs 40, fa tie.) N 

The Speaker [pro tem.] voted in the negative. | 
The vote, therefore, stood—ayes 40, noes 4l | 
So the House refused to suspend proceedings on | 
the call. F | 

Mr. Bepixaer, (the next member on the list,) | 
jn excuse, was understood to say: I went oni 
Saturday night last to the county of Loudon to |) 
visit my children, a pleasure | had not indulged in: 
sinea L left Virginia to attend to my duties here. | 
I selected Saturday as the period of my visit that ` 
I might lose as little time as possible, I had got | 
but ol the stage not more than ten minutes when į 
the Sergeant-at-Arms came, and I obeyed his call, 

Mr. Brprvorn, without payment of fees, was 
admitted to his seat. i 

A motion was now made that the Flouse ad- 
journ. | 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, |; 
and, being taken, were—yeas 63, nays 41. | 

So the House, at ten minutes past nine o`dock, | 
adjourned. K | 


IN SENATE. i 
Tuespay, March 17, 1846. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of citizens 

of the county of Paulding, in the State of Ohio, | 

raying a reduction in the price of the publiclands | 

in that county; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of New- |} 

bald M. Prickett & Company, asking the passage 

of a law to allow them to takeout a patent for their | 


discovery of a mode of cultivating the tea plant in | 
the United States ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr.. DIX. presented a petition of citizens of Mon- 
roe county, New York, praying the abrogation of 
certain treaties made with the Seneca Tadians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian |! 
Affairs. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of Halsted, 
Haines, & Company, importing merchants in New | 
York, praying that certain duties illegally exacted į 
of them by the collector of that port may be re- 
funded, which was referred tohe Committee on | 
Finance. | 

Mr. D. farther presented the petition of owners | 
and masters of vessels engaged in the navigation of | 
the lakes, praying the improvement of the She- | 
boygan river; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. BREESE submitted an additional document 
in relation to the petition of R. H. Chapman and 
William S. Derring; which was referred to the 
Committee oñ Public Lands. 

Mr, TURNEY presented the petition of the | 
widow of John T. King, praying compensation |, 
for the’ services of her late husband. as pension |i 
agent.in« East: Tennessee; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ote. ee f 

Mr, ASHLEY submitted: additional documents 
in support of the.claim of Henry and: G. R. Cheat- 


| 
| 
| 
i 


t 


i 


| the new building intended for.a marine hospital in 
i: New Orleans; the sum required to complete the 
' building; the sum paid per. month by the United 


‘the maps now in the room of the Committee on 
| Publie Lands of the Senate, and compiled from the 
aciual surveys, to be finished, so as to render them 
| useful for the purposes for which they were origin- 
‘ally intended: Provided, if the same cannot be fin- 


| purpose. 


| tion; which was agreed to: 


|i priate that day exclusively to the consideration of 


| diciary, submnitted an adverse report upon the me- 


| and also of New Jersey, in favor of distributing 
i the undrawn salary of the associate justice of the, 


the Committee of | 
Claims. ORN 
; Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented ‘the petition of 
citizens of Michigan, praying the establishment of 
a post-route from Niles io New Buffalo, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. H. JOHNSON submitted the following res- 


_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
instructed to report to the Senate the condition of 


States for rent of the building now used as a ma- 
rine hospital m“that city; and also an account of | 
the expenses attending the esinilishment permonth, | 
specifying the diferent items of the said expense. 

Myr. J. further submited the following resolu- | 
tion; which lies over: 

Resolved, ‘Phat the reporters of the Senate, who 
have senuis assigned them, shall be furnished with 
one copy cach of such documents, reports, &e., of 
which au exow number are furnished over the reg- 
ular number printed by order of the Senate, 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; whieh was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 


> ingre into the expediency of extending the admi- | , 


ralty and mrritime jurisdiction of the district courts 
of the United States to cases arising in the naviga- 
ble waters of the United States. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution; 
which les over: 

Hesolved, ‘That after Monday next, the Senate 
will meet at eleven o’clock, a. m., 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- |! 
tion; Which lies over: 

Resolved, 'Lhar the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause 


ished with the force now at the disposal of the said 
Secretary in the General Land Oflice, then, and in 
that case, additional force be employed for that 


Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following resolu- 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation to aid the State of Mississippi in 
rebuilding the marine hospital at Vicksburg. | 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which hes over: 

Resolved, That hereafter the Senate will sit on 
Fridays until otherwise ordered, and will appro- 


the bills and joint resolutions in the general orders 
of the Senate, proceeding according to the order in 
which they stand thereon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the committee on the Ju- 


moriais of the members of the bar of Philadelphia, 


Supreme Court for the eastern and western districts 
of Pennsylvania and the district of New Jersey, 
among the district judges of these districts. 

Mr. A., from the same committee, reported a | 
bil for the relief of certain bail of Thaddeus P. 
Haskell, of the State of Vermont; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- || 


tionary Claims, moved that the said committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 


petition of the heirsof Gustavus B. Horner; which || 


motion was agreed to. : , 
Mr. T. CLAYTON, from the same committee, 


submitted an adverse report upon the petition of |! 


the heirs of Major General William. Alexander ! 


Lord Sterling; which report was ordered to be || 


printed. an eee 
Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on In- | 
izing persons to whom. reservations of land have 


been made under Indian treaties to alienate the | 


dian Affairs; to which was referred “A bill author- f 


same in fee,” reported: the same. without. amen 
ment, and without any recommendation in relatio 
thereto. ; ee 
Mr. J., also : 
ed an adverse report up 
Starritt and others; w 
be printed: 2) ge Sead 
GENERAL ORDERS OF THE “DAY. S 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration ofthe ` 
resolution submitted several days. since’ by Mr.’ 
Davron, calling upon the President of the United 
States to inform the Senate whether, in ‘his judg- 
ment, any circumstances | connected with or row- 
ing out of the present relations of the United’ States: 
call for an increase. of the army or naval forcé of - 
the United States; which was adopted... 
Mr. WESTCOTT moved that the prior orders’ 
of the day be postponed, and that. the. Senate re- 
sume the consideration of the.“ Bill to repeal the 
| act requiring one of the judges of the circuit court 
| yor the District of Columbia hereafter to reside in 
| Alexandyia:’ which wiotion was agreed to. 
| The bill was. considered as in committee of the 
i whole, and reported back to the Senate without 
| amendment; when i en ae 
Mr. BREESE remarked that he considered. it 
his duty to say that the bill was opposed by the 
i members of the bar and the. citizens of Alexan- 
dria, and that he could see no good reason for its 
repeal. ee 
r, ASHLEY stated, from information received’ 
| from the clerk of the conrt, that in the three years 
| last past, but thirty cases were brought under the 
cognizance of the court in question which required 
| the presence of the judge in Alexandria; while du- 
ring five months of the year'the duties of the office 
required him to be in this city.” . Under these cir- 


, from the same’ commiitiée,, submit-- s 
on the petition of Preston 
ich: report was:ordered to.: 


| cumstances, the Committee on the Judiciary con- . 
| sidered it unreasonable in the citizens of Alexan- 


dria to oppose the repeal of the law referred to, and 
had therefore reported in favor of the same. ` £ 
Mr. SPEIGHT suggested to. the chairman. of 


| the Judiciary Commitice that the probability of a 


recession of Alexandria to the. State of Virginia: 
was another argument in favor'of peal of the.: 
law. : i a 
Mr. ASHLEY was obliged to differ upon’ this 
oint with the gentleman’ from’ Mississippi, [Mru 
werent He did not suppose that the retroces-.. 
sion alluded to would take place, as-such a course 
would by many be feared as presenting àt à future’. 
day an argument for the removal. of the seat of. 


government to the West, Re ihe 
After some further remarks upon the subject, 
submitted by Senators WESTCOTT. and: MIL- 
LER, the bill was ordered to be engrossed’ for a 
third reading. ree 
On motion of. Mr. SEVIER, the bill was imme- 
diately read a third time, and passed. o ia 
On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the prior order, 
was further postponed, andthe Senate resumed 
the consideration of the joint resolution for the re- 
lief of Peter Gorman; which was read a third time, 
and-pagsed. 7 fee a ete 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 00 5 
On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the: Serate re- 
sumed the consideration of the Vill:to apply certain 
alternate sections of the public domain towards the 
completion of the works of intérnal..improvement: 
in the State of Michigan, and for othér purposes, 
as in committee of the whole. ™: o Site psiu. > 
Mr. BAGBY objected to the bill, because its ef-- 
fect would be to increase the price of the public 
lands. ‘There was a general wish, that this price 
should be reduced. He also objected, because. the 
bill did, in effect, if not in terms, make an appro- 
jnation from the treasury for the purpose of ma- 
ing internal improvements in the State of Michi- 


gan. 

Mr. SPEIGHT replied, in defence of the bill, 
that the object of the bill was to increase the value 
| of the public Jands, and he had never before heard 
that the people of the West desired a depreciation 
| of the value of these lands. He hoped the vote 

would be taken without further debate. 
Mr. BAGBY adverted to a remark which. he 
| had heard froma Senator from Michigan, that the 
| treasury would be reimbursed for this grant by the 


ij increased value which would be given to. the pubs 


lie lands in the State: He gave the Senator from 
Mississippi credit for his discovery of.a.differenée 
between price and value, and repeated his objec- 
| tions to the bill. : eran 


‘Senators BAGBY and S 


‘J am glad that it has fallen to my lot to partiopate 


adent 


-ao which. it gives`practical operation and effect. 
< Now, sir, the purpose of the President of the Uni- |, 
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"w 


Afier some remarks upon the bill submitted by 


ection toa 
he States’ 


He 
wished, also, to.kriow. upon what principles those 
bills rested." He desired to settle down upon the 
exact constitutional basis for this legislation before 
he voted; lest he might find himself entrapped into 
the Support of measures. hereafter to which he 


might: have scruples, | The very persuasive char- | 
acter of this class of bills to amember trom a new |) 
State, as he was, rendered it necessary for him to be | 
more strict.in trying its propriety, Now, what is į 
the principle upon which the bills of this class stand? | 
Is it-simply of liberality to the States? ‘Then ex- | 
tend a uniform liberality to each by a general bill, | 
Is it that, as a landholder, the Government is bon- | 
efited by the proposed improvement to the extent |j 
of the proposed ‘contribution? Then let us see | 
that each case is capable of resting upon this prin- | 
‘ciple, Now, whats the fact in referenco to one of | 
these bills—the Ulinois bill? ‘The quantity grant- | 
ed appears by the opan to be several hundred | 
thousand acres more than all the publie land now | 
unsold within the space of five miles on each side | 
of the projected improvement. 1 wish to know if | 
the case is the same in regard to the bill more im- | 
mediately before the Senate, Tle bad addressed | 
an inquiry to the General Land Ofice with this 
view, to which he was promised a reply ax soon | 
as it can be prepared, ble would therefore prefer | 
to be obliged by a postponement of the matter until | 
he obtained the Johired information. Pie was im- j 
clined to'vote forit, Indeed, he might say he was | 
anxious to. do so. He must confess that the re- | 
ports in these cases, especially that of the gentle- | 
man from Hlinois, had impressed him favorably; | 
and. he hoped the matter might not be pressed toa 
vote now, as he desired to havevall the light in his 
power before he cast his vote. i 

Before any question was takon, f 

Mr. BENTON moved that 5,000 additional | 
copies of the report. of the special committee of | 
the Senate, appoimtod to investigate the charges of || 
corruption made by thet Daily Times,” he print- | 
ed for the use of the Senate; which was agreed 
to. = A 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States. ] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana moved that tbe 
Senate resume the consideration of the special or- 
der; which was agreed to, 


forcibly, as the occasion may require, of our title | 


{the speculations of political philosophers, who |! 


| eerns us to know. 


SPECIAL ORDER THE NOTICE.” 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 
of the special order, “ the notice,” &e. 
Mr. BERRIEN addressed the Senate. Ic 


said: 


in this discussion ata moment when the cloud 
which seemed to be lowering over its commence 
ment is passing away; and a brightening horizon 
discloses: more distinctly to our view the objects 
around’ us. .- Time; reflection, and intervening 
events have given us amore accurate view of ou 
position—I trust a clearer conception of our duty. 
J avail myself of the occasion to state as briefly as 
I may the impression which this.subject has made 
upon my mind. Sir, the resolution which is pre- 
sented to the consideration of the Senate professes 
to be responsive to a call made by the President of 
the United States. Its purpose is to answer and to 
give effect to the recommendations which the Pres- 
has made on the subject to which it relates. 
The nature and character of the resolution, there- 
fore; are to be determined by looking at the cause 


| ota grave question of this sort. 


operations it will realize in this regard the- hopes: 


ted States in asking from Congress an authority 
to give the notice which this resolution proposes 
to. give, is distinctly announced in his Message, 
and is with a view to the assertion, peaceably or 


to the whole of what has been called in this de- 
bate-the -territory of Oregon. To my mind, this: 

resents a. very grave question, It is a question 
involving the highest interests of twenty millions of 
people, which, so far as our constitutional powers 
and duties extend, are committed to our guardian- 
ship. It may disturb the peace of the world. Now, 
upon such a question, all mere declamation must 
be out of place. Excited appeals to our sense of | 
national honor and to our patriotrism; denuncia- | 
tions, with a view to inflame the passions, of the | 
arrogance and importance of Great Britain; and in- 
flammatory representations of our own prowess, 
with the view to urge us into a contest, seem to me 
not appropriate to the question or the occasion. [tj 
ix vain to attempt to influence the judgment of any 
man who has mind enough to exercise bis own 
judgment, and “nerve’’ enough todo its bidding, by 
appeals of this description. Who so insensible to 
the calls of his own honor who does not agree, 
and agreeing regret, that it may sometimes be ne- 
essary to vindicate the honor of the nation on 
the battle-ficld? And who does not know, and 
knowing rejoice, thata bloody hand is not the 
only symbol of national honor? And loud ap- 
peals we have had about patriotism’? in the dis- 


cussion of this question before the Senate of the |: 
Why, truly, patriotism is a vir- |i 


United Surtes! 
tue which it becomes freemen especially to cher 
ish; but what Amerienn Senator, what Ameri 
citizen requires to he reminded of bis duty in that i 
respect? And the © arrogance of Great Britain’ 
to exeite our fecli | 
caled iuto exere Well, it may be that arro- 
vance is characteristic of the Anglo-Saxon race, | 

would quarrel with no man who would afirm | 
that; and yet, speaking for myself, E should be 


ri 


ashamed to say that } had sees any exhibition of |! 


that quality in the recent correspondence of the 
British Plenipotentiary. 


And then the “impo H 
tence’ of Great Britain! 


That is a subjéet for ji 


muy see in her extended empire sown broadcast 
the seeds of her future, perhaps her speedy disso- 
lution. But-how does that concern us now in the 
diseussion of this question? We know, unless 
we close our eyes to. the evidence of facts before 
us, that Great Briin is at this moment in- the 
fulnesa of her strength, competent to inflict a blow 
which it would require all our energy to repel. 
That with a view to this question, is all that còn- 
But, forsooth, we can rush 
into this war because we are prepared, or can be 
instantly prepared to win the triumphs that await 
us! Sir, Pam not one to depreciate. the capacity 
of my countrymen in peace or in war. But if we 
are to be forced into this conflict, I pray gentle- 
men not to enter into it trusting to the impotence 
of Great Britain, unless we should prove our capa- 
city rather to endure than to inflict a blow. I hope 
we shall not rely upon our own magic power to 
extract sunbeams out of cucumbers; or, what is 
almost equivalent to that, to convert packet-ships 
into men-of-war. Now, sir, these considerations 
secem to me to be all out of place in the discussion 
If the President 
of the United States desired to consult the Sen- 
ate upon a question affecting, in a large degree, 
all its great-interests, he had ‘before him the ex- 
ample of the most illustrious of all his prede- 
cessors pointing out the mode in which he 


H 
| 
| 


I 
| 
might have presented that subject to us, and sub- | 
‘jected it to a free and unfettered discussion. I 
um not going into the investigation of any consti- 


tutional principles. The President has chosen to 
pursue a different course. The foreign relations 
of the country are thus. subjected to public discus» 
sion. acquiesce m that which is acquiesced in 
by others. I entertain no-vain hope, under the | 
exciting questions which are’ presented: -to us 
while we are, as gentlemen- tell us, fulfilling our 
destiny, and extending the area of freedom—that: 
the various departments. of: this Government- cán. 
be confined within the limits which the Constitu» 
tion has assigned to them; that in its. practical 


| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
H 


of its friends. No, sir. - The signs of the times 
too clearly indicate to us that the checks and bal- 
ances which the makers of our Constitution | 


x 


j hë 


j; consideration would lead us to form., 


l thought they had. created:must yield to an exter- 
| nal Papale. falsely. denominated the will of the 
American people; and that, while we have a Gov- 
ernment admirably: balanced.in the paper muni- 
ment of our title to. the liberties we enjoy, we are, 
! in fact, in the fulfilment of our destiny, to havea 

Government. of popular impulecss excited by-po- 
litical leaders—an irresponsible oligarchy; of which 
the seat and centre is to be the Congress of the 
United States—the principles and. the: practice of. 
which are not to be sought in the Constitution of. 
the United States, but are to be successively: an- 
nounced to us under the edicts of party conventis 
cles. And already, sir, here in the Senate-of.the 
| United States, we have had our first lesson, in the 
į resolutions of the Baltimore convention formally 


|! recited in this chamber, and urged upon- ús- as a 


i rule of conduct for the President of the United 
; States, and a majority of the Senate. -I can’ only 
say, upon such a subject, that 1 rejoice that I am 
| enabled to adopt as my motto—non hwec in federal 
| —acknowledging no obligation which binds me to 


ii the assertion or to the maintenance of any meas- 
ture which does not correspond with my own 


i judgment as to. the interests of- the, country of 
‘which I am a citizen, and the gonstituents whom 
i I have in part the honor to represent. Lhold my- 
i self free to enter into the discussion of this ques- 
f tion, absolved from any othér obligation beyond 
i what I owe to God and the Constitution of my 
j country, Sir, the American people, since the 
commencement of the present session of Congress, 
have been started by the intelligence that they are 
l on the eve of war. In the excited debates which’ 
we taken place here and elsewhere, they have 
seen grounds for that approhension; and now. if. 
it is momentarily ielievéd. they look to yot, sir, 


| eisive relief which will put an end to their ap- 
‘prehension. ‘They expect from us not declama- 
ton—=not inflammatory appeals, They expect 
fron us a calm, dispassionate consideration of 
this subject, and such a deliberate judgment as that 
The chairs 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr 
Auten] tells us that the season for this is past; 
that the time for action has arrived; that we stand 
commited to assert our right to the whole of Oregon, 


gs when our judgements are i they look to this chamber, for that final and de+ 
Hi 
| 
| 
| 


peaceably or forcibly, as the occasion may require. 


And, speaking of the resolution, he says::“ I know.: 
this body, and I know that this résolution wilt». 
pass, and pass. easily. . I care not what: speeches 
may be made. ‘against. ‘it, it will pass. Well, 
where, sir, is it that sucha declaration is made ?, 
Is this the Senate of the United States.?—or is it-the. 
old Parliament of Paris revived? = Have we really 
entered upon the formal: consideration of a ques- 
tion vitally affecting all our great interests?—have 
we entered upon the consideration of such a ques- 
tion with a foregone conclusion? . And is the hum- 
ble office which the Senate of the United States has 
to perform, not to advise, not to deliberate, not ‘to 
decide—but to register a Presidential edict? Is that 
the office which is allotted to us?) Sir, the honora~.- 
| ble Senator deceives himself. The minor questions 
| of party may thus be arranged; and even in that 
| case not always is the attempt successful. But this 
is not a party question. The resolution submitted 
| by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr.. . 
Crirrenven,] the calm and practical argument of | 
| the Senator from Delaware (Mr. J.. M- Craton] 
at an early stage of the debate; the: position: occu- 
pied by various Senators on the other. side of this. 
chamber, all of them assure us—all these consider- 
ations assure us that the motives:-by which Sena- 
| tors are actuated. on this occasion have their origin 
in a region far purer than that in. which the mere 
partisan dwells. ae 


Mr. ALLEN, 


4 

| LL] In the speech which I had. the 
| honor to deliver in the course ofthis. discussion, I 
| believe there. was not one solitary.word which had < 
| the-design or effect of making this a party question’ - 
| 

t 

f 

t 

| 


| —not:one solitary syllable; and if that speech has 
received: sucha. direction; it: has not been- by m 
hand. In makie the-declaration that the resolu- 
tion: would. pass, t: 
the predominance of the one or the other party in 
this Senate, -T spoke from my conviction of what 
“would-be ‘the ‘conviction of the Senate when the 
whole case was laid. before its members, s 
| Mr. BERRIEN. I receive with great pleasure 


had mo ‘reference whatever to 


i f ‘ 
j the explanation of the honorable Senator from 


; Ohio, If I have been misled, it has been by the: 
| declaration that this resolution would pass, no 
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matter what speeches were made against it—what- 
ever array of fact or argument should be ranged 
against it, that it-would pass. If that be so, I -beg | 
to inquire whether that declaration was intended 
to express the deliberate decision of the Senate; |} 
and when the honorable Senator appeals. to us, or 
states to us, that we are committed to the asser- 
tion of our title to the whole of Oregon—commit- | 
ted by the declaration of the President, and the ii 
resolutions of the Baltimore convention—to whom 
does he appeal? To the Senate of the United 
States, or toa portion of that body? ` I’say again, 
whatever may be the views of others—and on that 
I say nothing, for I takeat its full value the decla- 
ration made by the Senator from Ohio—but I say | 
for myself, that this is not a party question, nor a | 
question for party or, individual dictation. [t is! 
not a question on which any man has a right to 
assume for himself that superiority of moral and i 
intellectual power which enables him to prescribe | 
a standard by which the patriotism and the ‘nerve’? 
of other Senators are to be measured. ‘Yo all pr 
tensions of this sort, the answerig simple, and 
it is emphatic—look at home—brace your own 
“nerves cherish your own patriotism ?— | 
guard the avenues to error in your own bosom— 
and be content, i’, having done this, you can faith- |) 
fully discharge your own duty, leaving to others |: 
their proper responsibility. IL take it, therefore, i! 
that in entering upon the examination of this ques- į: 
tion, I am free to consider all the issues which it}: 
resents; that I am unfettered by any previous ob- |] 
igation, and unrestrained by any party censidera- 
tions. But here I encounter a. difficulty in the 
opinions which have been expressed by various 
Senators. Iam told that this subject is not open 
to unfettered discussion; that 1 may not speak un- 
less with the view of asserting the title of the |; 
United States to. the territory of Oregon. Lam; 
called upon to exercise an act of judgment by giv- |; 
ing my vote in relation to a question in which the ji 
assertion of our title to this territory may lead us 
into war; Lam told that I may not investigate 
those questions which constitute the very elements 
of the subject under discussion! Why, if we 
are to assert our title to the whole territory of |! 
Oregon; if we are to assert, if need be, by force 
of arms, the strength or the weakness of our 
title—ihe extent, or the limit within which it |; 
will be prudent, and right, and proper, to enforce 
it--and since we propose, under a certain con- 
tingency, to assert it by force of arms—the strength 
or Weakness of our means of so asserting it 
are necessurily elements of the question under 
consideration, Yet we hear it said by the Senator | 
from Delaware, [Mr. Cravron,] and also by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, (Mor. Wessrir,] in 
the use of a strong expression, as it strikes me, 
rather calculated to indicate a reluctance to enter 
into this diseussion while negotiations were pend- 
ing than manifesting his determination not to do 
so, if his sense of duty should require it—I hear it || 
said by both those Senators that this is not the || 
proper occasion for discussing this tile. No man! 
yields a more willing tribute to the intelligence and | 
forecast of those honorabie Senators than I do; | 
and yet I confess my judgment concurs rather 
with the plain and simple exposition of my duty i 
given by the honorable Senator trom Missouri, |} 
who sits nearest me, (Mr. Arcurson.] If any || 
Senator believes that his duty requires him to. ex- 
pose the weakness of our tlle, he is bound to do 
so, and so prevent, as far as in his power, his 
country from engaging in an unnecessary, and, 
what in that case would be, an unjust war, For 
myself, I shall not find it necessary to go Into an 
examination of the title in all its extent; but to the 
extent which [ find it necessary for the purpose of 
presenting my views clearly to the Senate, £ shall 
ave no hesitation to go, perfectly willing, ifde- | 
nunciation is to follow, to encounter it, and under |) 
- the belief that I should have lived worse than in |} 
vain if, in the discharge of my duty as an Ameri- (| 
can Senator, I am not to speak the truth to my |) 
countrymen, even. though it should be uttered in | 
the hearing of their adversaries. Sir, in my opin 
ion, this duty has ‘become the more Imperative, 
because the discussions of this subject here and 
elsewhere have been calculated to produce false | 
impressions on ‘the-public mind. They. have been 
calculated to place Senators who-cannot concur in 
the ultra measures ‘which this resolution contem- 
plates in a false‘position, which they are.not bound 
10 preserve in-slence. -_ E : 


H 


H 


| 
{ 
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; 
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It is said that our title to the vast territory which 
intervenes between the Rocky nfountains and the 
Pacific—between the 42d parallel and 40 minutés be- 
yond the 54th degree of north latitude—is. ‘clear 
and unquéstionable;*’ that it cannot be denied; that 
it isan act of treason to compromise it; that it can- 


| not be submitted to the arbitrament of a friendly tri- 


bunal—even one constituted as we shall: desire. 
This territory is not described—as in truth it is— 
a vast wilderness, inhabited, inthe most 
aboriginal tribes; and that. the contest between 


| Great Britain and the United States really is, as to 


their priority of right, to wrest this territory from 
its aboriginal inhabitants. ‘The people of the Uni- 
ted States have been told that their claim to this 
territory is undoubted; that Great Britain has not 
a scintilla of right; that her claim is lawless and 


energy and patriotism of the American people are 
summoned to resist it. They are told that not 
merely our national rights, but our national honor 
—our national character—are involved in this con- 
troversy; and that unless we proceed to those ultra 
measures which gentlemen require, that honor and 
that character will be sacrificed. Now, if these 
things be true, why is the President inactive? If 
they are not true, why is he silent? Whether true 
or false, Mr. President, if these impressions can 
be made upon the public mind—if these opinions 
can be received by the American people—the feel- 
ing which they awaken is an obvious ‘one. ‘That 
feeling will require from Great Britain an uncon- 


| ditional and absolute surrender of her rights, or 


will demand from us the enforcement of our own, 


| In that event war would be—to adopt: the adjec- 
ii tive which the Senator from Michigan has discard- 
ed—war would be “ inevitable.” “Then the ques-- 


tion is, enn we in the discharge of our constitution- 
al duty do anything to avert these consequences? 
It seems to mie to be within the scope of the consti- 
tutional power of the Senate to accomplish that ob- 
ject. It seems to me thata calm and dispassionate 
consideration of this subject will lead us to a con- 
clusion, the effect of which will be the preservation 
of the peace of the country. - And I think that our 
first duty will be to strip this subject of the gloss 
which has been given to it—of that coloring which 
has been imparted to it, and which is caleulated un- 
duly to arouse the feclings of the American people. 


| They are told that the national honor is involved; 


that the national soil is attempted to be wrested 
from them. They are told that our title to this ter- 
ritory is “unquestionable.” Strip this subject of 
these representations—present it to the American 
people in its truce condition, and then they will 
be disposed to calm, dispassionate and peaceful 
action. 

How is the national honor involved in the set- 
tlement of our conflicting claims to this territory ? 
How is the national. character affected by the de- 


| termination of a question of boundary between 
Great Britain and us in regard to the territory of 


Oregon? And what is our undoubted title to this 
territory? Sir, in my humble judgment, it is an 
utter perversion of language to assert that either 
Great Britain or the United States possess an un- 
doubted title to this property. . There is no prin- 
ciple of national law—there is no Jaw human or 


| divine, which can be applied to the facts of this 


case, which will sustain the assertion that we have 
a clearand undoubted title. We have claims which, 
duly prosecuted, will eventuate in the acquisition of 
a tile; and those claims to the extent to which they 


are sustained by the principle of law and the facts’ 


of the case, we are bound to assert and maintain, 
2 


But what is our title, or that of Great Britain, to j 
this land—to this vast extent of territory in the 


possession of these aboriginal tribes? Why, she 
and we, and those under whom we claim, have 


sailed along this coast—have landed here and there | 
—have made occasional settlements—have traded. | 
with the natives—have explored a river, and made |} 


a settiement on its banks; and this the American 
people are told has given them an-undoubted tide 


Why, what are the elements of that title? 
have neither possession, the right of possession, 
nor the right of property, nor a jurisdiction. In 
the absence of ali these, 1s it not perversion of lan- 
guage to assert; that elther of those contending par- 
ties has an undoubted title to this property? You 
have not possession—I mean of course. exclusive 
ossession, which is necessary to maintain exclu- 


ive tile—you have not possession, for your pos 


x 


art, by 


| prosecuted in a spirit of arrogance; and that :the | 


—an undoubted property in that whole territory? | 
hag | 
ney 


tt 


{ 


i 
i 


if 


i 


course. Butin the méantime to assert that we hi 


| propose very briefly to diséw 


session is. the -possession o 
possession is ours... You have xi 
‘session. You cannot acqitire:? 
forbids it.. You have not thé right: 

the soil; that every body: serei “helor 
origines until their title be extinguished 
acquire this title when -you'shall” 
acquired ‘possession by force or 
compromise, as either we or Great Britain, taki 
the various precedents in the history of. both con: 
tries, may choose to adopt the one or the other 


an undoubted title to this property—to inflame th 
American mind’ by the representation that 
engaged. in a contest ‘for our own ‘soil, is, 
judgment, to misrepresent to them this whole sub- 
ject. : Nad 


acquire this: territory. I know thatthe earth was. 5 
given for the habitation;of man, and that as a-con-~ 
sequence of the primeval curse it must he cultivated, | 

and that when people are too closely pent up, they 
will find outlets into- some contiguous and.more’ © 
convenient positions.» All: this may be admitted; 
but what I desire to do is, to divest this'gubject-of ~ 
the character given to it as a contest for, our own 
soil—as a contest for a portion ‘of our own Union 
—as a struggle with a foreign Power in ‘defence of 
our firesides and. our homés—of our..domestic al- 


cumseribing our pretensioris: withi 
the residue. shall be, open. to: y Of. 
Great Britain?’ The subject thus presented in this” 
aspect to the consideration of the American peo- 
le, will receive their calm ‘and “dispassionate, de- 
iberation, When they understand: that not their 
homes, not their firesides, are invaded, but that: 
there is a mere question about our priority óf right 
with Great Britain to acquire a foreign and distant: 
territory now in the possession of aboriginal tribes, 
they will say thatthe United States has: tights. in’ 
that view of the subject which may be maintained, `. 
but that the national honor is not involved<-that 
the national character is not involved—-that it is 
a question which is to be adjusted by compromise 
and in the spirit of peace, and not by. carelessly 
rushing upon all’-the. calamities of war. It: is in’ 
this aspect that T desire to ‘present, this subject to- 
the-consideration of the Senate, and through. the 
Senate to the country, so as to prepare the way for 
two propositions, for which I'mean to contend.: If 
this were a question affecting ‘ou polipi 
were a question Yelating-to:any 
—if it were a question relating to an jt within 
the limits of the United States; over, sh the stars 
and stripes of the Union: extend their protective 
influence—if it were a question in which. the’ na- 
tional character arid honor were involved,-—why, 
it would, be vain. for any Senator to present that 
as a subject of compromise. Will you compro- 
mise a question which regards your right to your 
home? Will you compromise a question which 
involves your own honor. or your own char- 
acter? No. Butif the question relates merely. to 
the acquisition of a foreign territory—to measures 
which are to be taken for the assertion. of a priori- 


i ty of claim—that isa question which the A meri- 


can people will readily recognise as a-fit subject 
for compromise. And now, having brought my 


| Judgment to the conclusion that this is the true as- 
į pect in which this question is to-be presented—that 


it is properly the subject of compromise—I submit: 

to the consideration of the Senate, and through the. 

Senate to the country; two propositions, which I 
88. ; 

. The first of these is, sir; that from thè ime of 

our earliest negotiations on this subject, down toa 

very recent period, we have ourselves, and of our 
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ibed the limits of out 
eyond which we have. not denied 
reat Britain. ‘The second is, that 


_ Mr. President, before submitting these two prop- 
ositions to a very brief examination, it is necessa- 
ry to remove an objection which was-stated by the 
Senator from Missouri, who sits near me. These 
limitations of our title, to which I refer, were, in 


the view of that Senator, propositions of compro- į 


mise, by which we are not now bound, inasmuch 
as they. were not acted upon or rejected. The 
Senator invoked a rule of evidence applicable to 
the business before an ordinary tribunal of justice, 
which forbids offers made or attempts at a settle- 
ment ofa dispute to be offered in court as evidence. 
The rule is truly stated by the Senator from Mis- 
sourl: it rests on the obvious principle that a man 
should be permitted to purchase peace without the 
failure of his specific offers; and if this wasa case 
between us and Great Britain, which was pending 
before a tribunal competent to decide between us, 
it would not rest with Great Britain to adduce as 
evidence of our relinquishment of our title these 
offers of compromise on our part. But, sir, that is 
not our position.. We are not now before a tribu- 


nal competent to decide between us, and these ref- | 


erences were not made ina spirit adverse to our 
claims. Weare here as the representatives of one 
of the parties to the controversy. We are confer- 
ving among ourselves as to the extent to which it 
is right and proper to assert our claims to this ter- 
ritory. In sucha position, advising among our- 
selves, as the representatives of one of these parties, 
as to the’ extent to which we ought to assert our 
title, and looking to the duties such an assertion 
would impose on us, it is fit and proper to consider 
what has been done by those of our predecessors 
who have been engaged in the matter; and not 
alone what they have done, but the grounds on 
which. they lave acted, and that we make that 
examination under the conviction that it is neither 
ft nor proper -we should, for light reasons, de 
part from the principles on which they have uni- 
Yormly acted. Sir, national consistency is an ele- 
ment quite as efficient-as national honor to main- 
tain our rights. Admitting that the rule of the 
Senator from Missouri was applicable in this 
case, and that our position is such as to require 
us to look, at, the conduct: of. our predecessors, 


national consistency requires that we should not | 
rt from. the course they adopted, without | 
Now, sir, I do | 


depart 
strong reasons for doing so. — oe 
not propose to. enter into a munute examination 
of the various negotiations which bave taken 
place in’ reference to our title to Oregon. The 
proposition | shall. maintain is, that in almost 
every negotiation, from the earliest down to a re- 
cent period, we have, of our own accord, preseribed 
limits té.our title, beyond which we have not de- 
nied that of Great Britain. If that shall appear, it 
will, it seems to me, show that we cannot, without 
inconsistency, or throwing an imputation on those 
who have gone before us, depart from the course 
Taid down. I desire that it may be considered that 
we are in this day the agents of this Government; 
and although the agents have changed, the Gov- 
ernment remains the same. The same Government 
that. prescribed these limits is the same in behalf 
of which we are to decide this case. Official in- 
cambents change, but Government. remains the 
same.. Chateaubriand said, in pronouncing the cu- 
logy of a French monarch—availing himself of the 
opportunity of hailing the accession of another: 
“The king is dead! let the nation mourn. The 
king lives! let the nation rejoice. The king is 
dead l.. The king lives! Long live the king!’ 
That language was intended to illustrate the per- 
petuity of the office of the Chief Magistrate, how- 
ever temporary the office of the incumbent. 
illustration is applicable to the 
Magistrate of this Union. If our predecessors—- 


33 


. < i 
claims in 


That | 
office of the Chief 


į 
Ai 


| of our own accord laid down. 


| to certain limits. 


our Government—have prescribed a limit, beyond 
which it was not disposed to assert its title to Ore- 
gon, I repeat, we cannot, but upon strong grounds, 
justify our departure from the limits which we have 
Now, sir, what I 
desire to say on this subject--and I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the references Tam about to 
make, without going into the whole of the negotia- 
tions on this question, because they seem not to 
have attracted the attention to which they are en- 
titled—the proposition T wish to make to the Sen- 
ate is this: that from the earliest stage of negotia- 
tions, without looking through all the territory and 
contesting any claims made by Great Britain there, 
our apprehensions have been directed to the inter- 
ference of Great Britain with the claims we assert 


spatch I have been able to find of the Secretary of 


| State to Messrs. Gallatin and Rush: 


“ The new pretensions, however, of disputing 


| Sour title to the settlement of the mouth of the Co- 
| lumbia river, either indicates a design on their 
“part to encroach by new settlements of their own 


© upon the 49th parallel of latitude, south of which 
‘they have no valid claim upon this continent, or 
it manifests a jealousy of the United States—a 
desire to check the progress of our settlements, of 
which it might have been supposed that expe- 
rience would, before this day, have relicved 
them. Their proj for the line, both in the 
negotiation of Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, in 
1806, and at Ghent, in 1814, were to take the 49th 
parallel of latitude, from the Lake of the Woods 
west, as far as the territories of the United Slates 
extend in that direction, with a caveat against its 
extension to the South sea, or beyond the Stony 
mountains; upon which two observations are to 
be made: first, that it ix uncertain whether any 
part of the Lake of the Woods is in Jatitade 49; 


the indefinite limit of extension tas far as the ter- 
ritories extend,’ to the territories of the United 
States, and not to those of Great Britain, leaving 
anest-ere for future pretensions, on their part, 
“south of latitude 49.” 


Now, from this it appears that the apprehension 
which existed in the mind of the American nego- 
tintor was not that our claims would be brought 
into conflict with those of ‘Great Britain’ north of 
latitude 49°—beyond that parallel no claim was 
asserted; but that Great Britain might be disposed 
to interfere south of that parallel; and, by seeking 
to extend the line south of that parallel, to reserve 
a nest-ege that might be used thereafter. 

Mr. JARNAGIN. What. is the date of that? 

Mr. BERRIEN. Tts date is 1818. F have al- 
ready said, sir, that this restraint which has been 
imposed by our own Government, was notalways 
pear in the form of an offer of compromise, 
mt as a demarcation of limits. For this purpose, 
I refer to this proposal of Gallatin and Rush in the 
snme negotiations, made in consequence of the in- 
structions Į have just read. Here is the proposal 
of the American commissioners, page 384: 

“It is agreed that a line drawn due north or 
south, as the case mny require, from the most 
northwestern point of the Lake of the Woods, 
until it shall intersect the forty-ninth parallel of 
north latitnde, and from the point of such inter- 
section, due west, along and with the said parallel, 
shall be the line of demarcation between the ter- 
ritories of the United States and those of his 
Britannic Majesty to the westward of the said 
Jakes and that the said line shall form the north- 
ern boundary of the said territories of the United 
States, and the southern boundary of his. Britan- 
‘nic Majesty’s said territories from the ‘said lake 
£ to the Pacific ocean; it being, however, distinctly 
‘understood that, with respect to the territories 
‘situated on the northwest coast.6f America, or 
‘ westward of the Stony mountains, the two high 
* contracting parties intend ‘hereby. to défine the 
‘extent of their respective daims so far only as 
t relates to the two parties, and without reference 
“to the claims of any other nation.”? ; 


Mr. BREESE here inquired if the extract read 
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and, secondly, that they always aflected to apply | 


This is found in the earliest de- | 


: 
| 


-the.treaty with Spain, 


New SERIES... 


referred to a period before we acquired the Span- 
ish title. oy aan Be 

Mr. BERRIEN. © It is my purpose, a8 soon as 
I finish the reading of the documents to which I 

ropose to refer, to advert fo that subject, and give 
It all the consideration it seems to require. A 

Mr. WEBSTER inquired the date of the dogu- 
ments referred to by Mr. B. : 

Mr. BERRIEN. The 20th of October, 1818. 

That proposal was brought into operation m the 
treaty of joint occupancy between the two nations, 
leaving the residue unprovided for. Here is the 
proposition of the British commissioner, page 191: 

+ And in order to prevent any disputes as to the 
‘territorial rights of cither of the contracting par- 


if ties on the northwest coast of America, orany- 
‘where to the westward of the Stony mountains, It 
i tis agreed that so much of the said 


country as hes 
‘between the forty-fifth and forty-ninth parallels 
‘of latitude, together with its harbors, bays, and 
‘creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within the 
‘same, shall be free and open to the subjects and 
‘citizens of the two States respectively, for the 
‘purpose of trade and commerce; it being well un- 
‘derstood that, although, by virtue of this arrange- 
‘ment, the two high contracting parties agree not 
‘to exercise, as against each other, any sovereign 


| © or territorial authority within the above-mention- 
ed country lying between the forty-fifth and for- 
i*ty-ninth parallels of latitude, this agreement is 
| © at to be construed to the prejudice of any claim - 
| to which either of the two high contracting par- 


‘tics may have to ay territorial authority in any 
‘part of the country lying within the said limits; 
‘nor shall it be taken to affect the claim of any 


| other Power or State to any part of the said 
| í country; the onl 


y object of the two high con- 
‘traeting parties being, to prevent disputes and 
‘ differences between themselves. ”? 

They could not consent to throw into common 
stock the territory south of 499, because it was that 
portion of the territory to which only they denied 
the claim of Great Britain. 

Now as to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Minois, which, at this point it was. my own pur- 
pose to consider. His suggestion was, that, these 
offers were made by our plenipotentiaries before 

by which we acquired the 
territory of Florida in 1819. But there are two 
answers to this suggestion, which I recommend 
to the consideration of the Senator from Ilinois. 
The first is, that in 1818 we were already in pos- 
session of the title we derived from France, which 
is considered by gentlemen on this floor as the 
strongest of all our grounds of claim. We were 
also already in possession of the title which we 
derived by the discovery of Gray, his subsequent 
settlement on the coast, and the exploration of 
Lewis and Clarke. Both of these go far, but not 
beyond the 49th parallel. It is difficult only as we 
have precluded ourselves by the treat with Rus- 
sia, to set limits to our claims. But the discovery 
of Gray, and the exploration of Lewis and Clarke, 
and the settlement subsequently on the banks of 
the Columbia by American citizens—with respect 
to this latter title, the head sources of that river ex- 
tend very nearly, if not quite, to 540.40", "We 
were then in possession. of. two sources -of title, 
and. we are in possession of them:at this: moment. 
And yet our. Government thought it right. to set. a 


| limit to that claim at 49°, beyond which they did 


not oppose the claim of Great Britain. 

But there is a second answer, that is, that when 
we came into the Spanish title by the treaty of 
Florida, we cues still to. reiterate our title to 
the territory north of 49°, and to confine. our al- 
lowance of the British claim to that portion which 
lies south of that parallel. ‘These are the answers 
I have. to make to. the Senator: first, that when 
these propositions were made we were in posses- 
sion.of our own title by. discovery, and that derived . 
by treaty, and that both of these would have given 
us the same limit which we possessed in. 1818; 
‘and, secondly, that this Government, by the treaty 
from which we derive the Spanish title, has given 
the same extent to the claim, and no more. 

Mr. President, [ suppose I have now establish- 
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ed my first proposition, that this Government, in | 
its negotiations with Great Britain, from the earliest | 
time down-to the present—for I need not say these i 
offers were reitcrated—that this Government, from 

the earliest period down to a very recent date, has, | 
of its own accord, prescribed a limit to its own 

claims, beyond which it has not denied that of 

Great Britain. 

And now as to the second proposition I have 
laid down. Tf the Senate will do me the favor to 
recollect that this limit, prescribed by this Govern. 
ment on all former occasions, was justified by the 
singular and extraordinary concurrence of all the 
other sources of title in fixing the same line. 

Now, we derive our title, first, from contiguity; 
secondly, from the discovery of Gray, and the ex- 
ploration by Lewis and Clarke; thirdly, from the 
purchase of Louisiana from France; fourthly, from 
the treaty by which we obtained the accession of 
Florida from Spain. 

As to the first tile—that from contiguity—al- 
though some gentlemen seem to attach not much 
importance to our claim founded on contiguity, to 
me it appears one of the strongest we can offer on 
this question. Why, sir, if we are driven from | 
this side, to seek territory for our people beyond 
the Rocky mountains, what so natural as that we 
should cross within the line of our own territory, 
rather than ascend into that of Great Britain? Sir, 
it has been said there is no philosophy in this title | 
from contiguity; but to me It comes recommended 
by right reason, which is a principle of true phi- 
Josophy. First, then, the title by contiguity limits 
the tide to that which has been prescribed by our 
predecessors. Now, how stands the title by the | 
diseovery of Gray of the mouth of the river, by 
the settlements on its banks at its mouth by Amer- 
ican ens, and by its exploration? Some gen- 
tlemen think that this title by discovery was weak- 
ened by the fact that Gray was a private citizen, 
and not in the employment of Government. ‘hat | 
is not my opinion. Í believe that whatever rights 
accrued to Gray by that discovery acerucd to his 
Government. The flag of that Government was 
over him; it flew at the masthead of his vessel, and 
protected and accompanied him in all his adven- 
tures; and what he acquired by his discovery must 
have been either for himself or his Government, 
and there can be no doubt that the latter is the true 
way of regarding it. Nor is there any difficulty in | 
the fact relating to Mr. Astor, that a majority of 
the directors of the Pacific Fur Comp 
eigners. That company was American; it was j 
formed within the Lmits of the United States; it 
was set on foot by American enterprise, and sus- 
tained by American capital; its place of departure | 
was in the United States; its head was an Ameri- 
can citizen, and also its chief agents. Itake it for 
granted that the discovery by Gray of the Colum- 
hia river, the settlements on its banks, and its ex- 
ploration by Lewis and Clarke, give such a title as 
can be given by the exploration and discovery of a 
river undertaken ‘by the direction and authority of 
Government. For, so far, the question seems to be 
clear, But now the question arises, to what cx- 
tent shall that entitle us to claim territory there? 
The principle recognised by usage, and the law of 
nations, as applicable in this case, is, that the dis- 
covery and exploration of a river gives title to the 
valley through which it flows. What is the ex- | 
tent of the valley of the Columbia? We know its 
sources and can ascertain their latitude; but unless 
the maps deceive us, there is a range of mountains 
lying between the Pacific and sources of the Colum- 
bia, which must terminate the valley of the river; 
and this throws Frazer’s Island within the limit of || 
the British possessions. If these mountains exist 
between the Columbia and the Pacific, then they 
limit the extent of the valley, and consequently the | 
extent we can claim in consequence of this discov- | 
ery. Now, it was in consideration of difficulties | 
of this sort, and others deemed equally important, li 
that Mr. Adams, in his instructions to Mr. Rush, | 
desired him to confine the claims of his Govern- j; 
ment to these limits; and he did so restrict it that 
it coneurs with, and is supported by, the principle 
of contiguity of which I have just spoken, and 
these two together concur with the limit agrecd to 
and prescribed by our predecessors. Now, as to 
our title from France: I am willing to assume that 
the tenth article of the treaty of Utrecht was effected 
by pursuing the course that was necessary to keep 
it to. the 49th parallel, and then ranning the line in- 
acfinitely westward. Indefinitely westward can 
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} ¢ Louisiana. ”? 


rof |i immaterial whether the treaty of Utrecht was car- 
ny were for- || 


receive no other meaning than this: indefinitely 
west as far as the territory of the contracting par- 
ties extended. But Great Britain made no preten- 
sions to territory extending west to the Pacific at 
the date of the treaty of Utrecht. Could we make 
any such pretensions? Could France? Did France 
make any profession of giving this territory to her 
rival in consequence of her possession of Louisiana? 
I answer, no; her title to Louisiana was acquired 
by the exploration of the Mississippi river, and it 
stopped short of the Rocky mountains. Such 
would be the principle of the law of nations as ap- 
plete to title by discovery. Ina book which I 
have found very useful—Mr. Greenhow’s work on 
this subject—I find an extract from the charter 
granted by a king of France to Mr, Crozet, in these 
words: 

u We have, by these presents, signed with our 
‘hand, authorized, and do authorize, the said Sieur 
t Crozat, to carry on exclusively the trade in all 
‘the territories be us possessed, and bounded by 
t New Mexico and by hose of the English in Car- 
“olina, all the establishments, ports, harbors, riv- 
fers, and especially the port and harbor of Dau- 
t phin Iskuid, formerly called Massacre Island, the 
‘river St. Louis, formerly called the Mississippi, 
“from the sea-shore to the Hlinois, together with | 
tthe rivers St. Philip, formerly called the Missouri 
‘river, and the St. Jerome, formerly called the 
‘Wabash, [the Ohio,] with all the countries, ter- 
t yitories, lakes in the land, and the rivers empty- 
‘ing directly or indirectly into that part of the 
‘river St. Louis. All the said territories, coan- 
“tries, rivers, streams, and islands, we will to be 
© and remain comprised under the name of the gov- 
‘ernment of Louisiana, which shall be dependant ! 
ton the general government of New France, and 
‘yemain subordinate to it; and we will, moreover, 
‘that all the territories which we possess on this 
‘side of the Tilinois, be united, as far as need be, 
‘to the general government of New France, and 
‘forma part thereof, reserving to ourself, never- 
‘theless, to increase, if we judge proper, the ex- 
‘tent of the government of the said country of 


And now, sir, it is thus seen that France did 
not claim an indefinite extension west of Louisi- 
ana by the exploration of the Mississippi river, 
and consequently we could not prefer any such 
claim. But for the purpose of this argument it is 


ried Into execution; because ifthe line, as fixed b 
that treaty, was net ran, but only directed, still it 
would have given the territory south of 49° to us, 
and that to the north to Great Britain, on the prin- 
ciple applied to the exploration of the Mississippi 
river by France. 


(My. Berninn extended his remarks on this i! 4 l 
i it that a very important. change is thus effected. 


point, but it was impossible to hear him amidst 
the noise in the galienes ] 

Now, as to the Spanish title, and on this I shall 
be bricf: I do not mean to go through the several 
discoveries of Spain, but 1 admit that Spain did 
sct up claims to all the northwest coast of America 
up to latitude 61. But I also assert what is unde- 
niable, that that claim of Spain was contested by 
ather nations; and, beyond the actual settlements 
of Spain, they asserted their right was as good as 
hers to make settlements on the northwest coast in 
any place not already occupied by her. And the 
treaty of Nqotka Sound, so often adverted to in 
this discussion, seems to me to be only of this use, 
that it is the recorded evidence of the claims set up 
by Spain, and that Great Britain contested the 
claim of Spain in the territory, for it recognised 
the right of Great Britain to make settlements on 
the coast in any place not in possession of Spain. 
Spain seems to have understood this, for, imme- 
diately after, she abandoned all her settlements 
north of the Columbia. But mark the extraordi- 
nary concurrence of all these claims with the action 
of Spain by virtue of this treaty; for, taking the 
northern limit of settlements at Nootka Sound, it 
brings it to about 49°, which concurs with all the 
other sources of our claims. I suppose now, sir, 
T have sustained, as well as T am able under the 
circumstances, the two propositions I stated to the 
Senate; in the first place, that we have prescribed 
limits to our own claims; and, secondly, that we | 
find a concurrence in all the various sources of | 
title. 

This, then, in my judgment, presents à case for 
compromise; and the question is, how is that com- 
promise to be effected? . That is the real difficulty 


which attends this investigation... Will the notice. ~ 
which it is proposed to give be calculated to facili- 
tate the object we have in view? J doubt not that 
it is the desire of a majority of this body that-this:. 
matter should be adjusted by. compromise. -Ehe 
inquix —the difficult inquiry—is, will the -accomi-, 
plish t heir object by giving this notice, either in its 
naked or its modified form? -A very few observa- 
tions on that; and, first, it is: necessary for us to 
consider what is the position in which we may be. 
placed, by the act of giving notice, at the expira- 
tion of twelve months, if compromise do not. take 
place. We give the notice tr the expectation of 
compromise. But that may not be realized; and 
as prudent men, legislating in regard to the inter- 
esis of others, it behooves us to consider what wilt 
be our position, if, after having given ‘the notice, 
compromise be not effected. e shall then have 
arrived at a point at which we must unquestion- 
ably assert our tile to the whole of Oregon, or 
abandon it; because such is the obvious intention 
of the President of the United States, as disclosed 
in his Message, in asking the authority to give 
this notice. But for another reason we must as~- 
sert our title to whatever portion of that territory 
we design ultimately to lay claim. We must assert _ 
it at the expiration of the twelve months’ notice, 
or abandon it. Unless all we have said is merely 
vain boasting, we must take possession of the 
whole, or we shall be acting with obvious incon- 
sistency. Whatever portion we intend to claim 
we must claim. The possession of Great Britain 
is not now in our possession. It is a joint pos- 
session, notwithstanding the criticism made upon 
the term ‘joint oceupancy.’? This is most as- 
suredly a convention of joint occupancy. | It was 
negotiated for that purpose-—so treated and de- 
seribed, and spoken of by those who negotiated 
it, as also by the President in his Message. “It is 
a treaty for joint occupancy, with: a stipulation 
that this joint possession shall not give exclusive 
right to either, nor the rights of either be inter- 
fered with by it. But the moment that this notice . 
shall have expired—-that this convention shall have 
ceased to exist—that possession which is now the 
joint possession of Great Britain and the United 
States, so far as Great Britain has: possession, 
will be hers exclusively and adverse’ to us, and. 
we must do one of two things: either allow her to 
acquire the title to that portion of the territory of 
which she isin possession, or we must eject her-— 
terminate her possession. That is the position 
in which we will be placed after the’ expiration of ` 
the notice, if compromise be not in the meantime 
effected. ae 
But what will be our position immediately after 
the notice is given? Is no change in our position 
effected by the mere act of giving notice? I take 


Are we to remain inactive after giving notice to 
Great Britain that at the end of twelve months the 
convention nust expire? Do we mean that the ex- 
piration of these twelve months shall find the coun- 
try in its present defenceless condition, with a dec- 
Jaration then meeting Great Britain in the face that 
we mean, at the expiration of twelve months, 
to assert, peaceably or forcibly; according as she 
yields to or resists, our title to the whole of this-ter- 
ritory? And knowing the state of armament ‘in 
which she is, do we mean to‘suffer the intervening: 
period between the time when ‘hoticé is given and 
the expiration of the twelve mionths to be passed 
in inaction? Do we mean, during all ‘that time, 
relying upon the hope of compromise, to” abstain 
from putting the country into a state of defence? 
I trust not. “Whatever hopes of compromise may 
exist, it will not be prudent, relying upon them, to 
refrain from putting the country in a state of de- 
fence. It will not tend to the realization of those 
hopes to present to Great Britain the spectacle of 
our inactivity and consequent inability to assert 
our pretensions at the end of the period of notice. 
Well, then, the immediate act of giving the notice 
without waiting for the expiration of the twelve 
months, will of itself, from the very moment of 
giving notice, impose upon us new and high ob- 
| ligations. It totally changes our relations.. Now, 
| in relation to this territory we have a friendly com- 
act with Great Britain; so long as it subsists and 
| 1s faithfully observed by each party; there is no 
| conflict, no collision; but when the notice is given; 
i our relations to Great Britain are immediately 
changed. We immediately impose upon ourselves 
! the obligation to put this country in a staie of de- 
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fence. And now. Lask Senators, are they prepared, 
immediately after giving this notice, to commence 
thé.qwork of arming the country? Gentlemen who 
look.to this notice as the means by which we ma 
ultimately assert our title to, the whole country will 
answer. this. question in. the affirmative. ‘They 
are ready to-do hich ‘they expect to be 
t the expiration of the term, if not 


done. now. those gentlemen who rely upon 
compro result of giving this notice, I ask 
whethe e they are waiting for compromise, 
they ar g to expend the millions which must 


be expended inorder to put the country in a prop- 
er state of defence? Now, Mr. President, this is 
the position in which we shall be placed by the 
act of giving notice, not merely at the expiration of 
twelve months, but immediately after the notice is 
given.. Then we are to give the notice—gentlemen 
who vote for it in its qualified form especially are 
to give the notice, in the expectation that it will 
facilitate the peaceable adjustment of this contro- 
versy. “Will it do so? it this is, as I have said 
before, the real question of difficulty, how will the 
notice accomplish that object? I listened to the 
argument yesterday of the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. Cannoun] with intense interest, for 
the purpose of ascertaining from him how it was 
that his mind had been brought to the conclusion 
which “inclined” him to sustain this notice in a 
modified form; and he expects that it would facili- 
tate compromise... The first suggestion is, that the 
two nations, seeing that ‘this matter must be ad- 
justed within a prescribed time, will quicken their 
efforts for that purpose. Now what is that propo- 
sition? Why, it is that the certainty of the coli- 
sion which will result between them atter the ex- 
piration of twelve montha—if the question be not 
before that time amicably settled, will prompt them 
to settle it immediately; that is to say, the fear of 
the consequences will operate upon the negotiators 


i 


t ration of twelve months, and as 


| 
| 


and induce them to quicken their movements. I 
ask if Senators really believe that that would give | 
an additional impulse to the movements of our own 
Government? Do they believe that our own Gov- 
ernment will quicken its step? will submit any | 
proposition to the British Government which they | 
may consider inconsistent with the rights and in- 
torests of the United States, from a fear of the con- 
sequences which might otherwise result? | pre- 
sume not, And if we will not, will Great Britain 
be actuated by a fear of those consequences which 
can produce no influence upon our mind or con- 
duct? On the contrary, it seems to me that the 
two Governments will be embarrassed by the fret 
of the existence of this notice; by the knowledge 
of the fact that within the twelve mouths this i 
matter must be adjusted; that they are therefore 
eircumséribed in point of time, and are negotiating 
with asword suspended over their heads? [ know 
not if I judge correctly of the ordinary motives to 
human action; but to me it certainly seems that the 
notice would operate rather to retard than to facil- 
itate negotiation: i 

. Now look at it practically, and sce which of the 
two Governments will first move if you give this 
notice, Will owr own Government? ‘The time 
would seem to be propitious. Great Britain has 
made an offer which we have rejected. We have 
made an offer which has been rejected; but with 
this important’ circumstance attending it, that im- 
mediately on the rejection of that offer by the 
representative of the British Government, we have 
withdrawn. it, and in the same note in which that 
withdrawal was made, announced our right to the 
whole territory. Subsequently to_that time the 
British Premier has in ‘the British Parliament de- 
clared the disposition of that Government to con- 
sider that proposition; or in other words, he has 
ressed the belief that that proposition ought to 


exp 3 
have been submitted to that Government for con- || 
sideration. Will our Government avail itself of ; 


that declaration made by the British Minister in 
the only mode in which it could be made, since our 
proposition has been actually ‘withdrawn? Will 
our Government advance and renew this offer? If 
it do, ] put it to the intelligence of Senators, will 
the offer be aided by being accompanied by the 
notice? Why, in the first place the British Gov- 
ernment have their own rejected offer; and, sec- | 
ondly, four offer withdrawn, and accompanied by 

an assertion of our title to the whole territory. 

They have then made an offer of arbitration in | 
terms the most conciliatory, I would say, that I 


4 of this resolution. 
' for thatas an amendment to the resolution which 


ii North Carolina [Mr. Haywoon] has told us that 


| that the manifest object of his recommendation is 
| to be armed with this authority for the purpose of 


| gument on this point is with the Senators’ from 
Ohio, [Mr. Arren,] Indiana, [Mr. Haxweean,] 


| resolution is so amended, I can bring my mind— 


have ever read in any diplomatic paper. That offer | 


has been rejected. They have made through their 
prime Minister a declaration in the British Parlia- 
ment, that it was desirable by that Government to 
consider the offer which has been withdrawn. If, 
then, in the face of all these considerations, the 
notice be given, is it not likely to interfere seriously 
with the amicable adjustment of this question? 

Mr, President, let us change situations with 
Great Britain. As the power rests with the Queen, 
as the sole depositary of the treaty-making power, 
it is not likely that Parliament would take any step 
in advance. But suppose, for the sake of illustra- 
tion, that a resolution of the Lords and Commons 
should have béen introduced into either House of 
Parliament; that it should have undergone just 
such a debate as that to which this resolution has 
been subjected in the two Houses of Congress; 
that we should have been as much. the subject of 
denunciation and vituperation as Great Britain has 
been; and suppose that, at the expiration of that 
time, when that resolution was acted upon, they 
should have come to us with a notice that this con- 
vention should be terminated: I put the question ; 
to Senators, wonld these circumstances dispose 
them to conciliation? Would such denunciations 
alarm their fears? Would they not rather arouse 
their indignation? Would hes at any rate, be 
more disposed to pursue a conciliatory course after 
the United States had been the subject of denunci- 
ation in the British Parliament, and that followed 
up by a resolution elearly indicating the disposition 
of Great Britain to stand on her rights at the expl- 

her claim to 
the whole territory? No man will answer that af- 
firmatively. Let it be recollected. then, that the 
Government of Great Britain is in the hands of 
men possessing the same passions and the same | 
infirmities as ourselves; and then f submit the | 
question, whether the prospect of conciliation is | 
not much better without than with the notice? , 
Take the ease of two individuals engaged in a con- 
troversy: one says to the other, “Tere is some- 
thing, in the way ofa proposal, which L offer for | 
the adjustment of this controversy ;" and if he con- | 
tent himself with that, the proposal is received, 
considered, and decided upon its merits. But sup- 
pose he says: “ Iere is a proposal for the adjust- 
ment of our controversy; but take notice, iit be 
not settled within a given time, take the conse- 
quences.” What is the result? Such a proposal 
would be at once discarded, and the consequences 
defied. I apprehend the same result would be the 
consequence of following up the action of this Gov- 
erument in relation to this question of giving this 
notice, 

Ido not hesitate about the course which it be- 
comes me to pursue with regard to the proposition 
of my colleague [Mr. Cotquirr] for a modification 
Į can with great pleasure vote | 


is proposed to the Senate. Whether, when that 


in view of all the consequences I have stated—to 
the conclusion to support this resolation as amend- 
ed, is a question which I must reserve for consid- 
eration until I shall be called on to act. I am not 
able, in_ the change referred to by my friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Carnoux, ] to see sufficient 
inducement to operate on my mind. F desire most 
ardently to sce this matter compromised. I am 
aware of the great evila in which this country 
would be involved by war. I desire most ardently 
to pursue that course, if my judgment can ascertain 
it, which will avert war, and lead to the peaceable 
adjustment of this controversy, ina manner com 
sistent with the honor and interests of the country. 
But I doubt whether the giving of the notice in any 
form will have that tendency. The Senator from 


the President’s views are pacific, notwithstanding 
the declarations in his Message—notwithstanding 


assertin, 


g our title to the whole of the territory. I 
am unab 


le to see this, I think the best of the ar- 


and Illinois, [Mr. Breesz.] We are told that 
the views of the President must have undergone 
a change, because circumstances. have changed. 
Why? First, public opinion has.clearly manifest- 
ed a desire that this matter should be settled by | 


i selves for the consequences. 


i 


the British Government; and, thirdly, these indi- 
cations of public opinion and of the desire of the . 
British Government have changed the position of 
the Président—-have made him see that that which 
he deemed incapable of compromise may be com- 
promised. This may be so, but I ask, upon what 
grounds is the Senate of the. United. States to 
act? Upon general rumors, in the face of the 
official declarations of the. President? Suppose 
that he does not realize our expectations: sup- 
pose it turns out that the Senators from Indi- 
ana, Illinois, and Ohio, are right, and that: the 
Senator from North Carolina is wrong in his con~ 
ception of the President’s views: suppose that : 
we, relying upon these representations, give the 
notice, and then, that the President of the United 
States should use it, as it is manifest, by his Mes- 
sage, he designs to use it, in the assertion of our 
rightto the whole of Oregon,—what would you have 
tosay? That you had relied upon rumor; and that 
ithad lied to you; that you had acted upon er- 
roneous representations of a change in the views 
of the President? The Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Carioun] says he “inclines” to give 
this notice in a modified form, because the motives 
which the President had in demanding this notice, 
which he supposes he did demand in the first in- 
stance, with the view of asserting our litle to the ° 
whole of Oregon, can no longer act, because they 
no longer exist. Ido not think that that part of 
the honorable Senator’s specch displayed that 
clearness of logic which usually characterizes his 
reasoning. I would respectfully ask, Is this con- 
clusion warranted by these premises?—do these 
wemises lead to this conclusion? The argument 
of the honorable gentleman rather went to show 
hat the notice ought not to be given, Tai, in 
favor of abstaining from this notice—abstaining. 
from acting upon the question till a point of time 
in the session of the present Congress which would 
afford a sullicient interval within which, under the 
influence of the present friendly feelings of Great 
Britain and this country, this negotiation might be 
resumed; and which would allow us a saflicient 
ine after that period, ifthe matter was not brought 
toa friendly adjustment, then to give the notice, 
with a full view of all the consequences which will 
result from it, and immediately to prepare our- 
But i will no longer 
trespass on the time of the Senate. I have long 
desired at heart to perform the duty, which I owe 
to my constituents, who have a deep interest in 
this question—to perform it faithfully, fearlessly, 
but in perfect respect and good will towards those- 
with whom I differ. i . 
On motion of Mr. ARCHER, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, March 17, 1846. 


The House, in pursuance of its order of yester- 

day, met this morning at ten o’clock. 
cry few members were present. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the further readin; 
be dispensed with. a 

Mr. DROMGOOLE wished the Jodrrial to -be 
read, that it might be seen what kind of entries 
were made of the proceedings of last night. : 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
thar the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with. : ins 

And it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to dispense wi 
reading. . 

The reading of the Journal was then 
and it was approved. ae 

Mr. TILD ZN rose to inquire-whether he was 
returned on the Journal as having been arrested ? 

The Clerk (replying through. the Speaker) ‘said 
no; none of the members were so returned.’ ‘The 
words on the Journal were these: “t Reported :to the 
House as present.” Eee 
_ Mr. DROMGOOLE rose, he said, to a correc- 
tion of the Journal. . He understood -that the names 
of those ‘members who appeared after the doors 
were closed, were reported as having been arrested ` 
by.the Sergeant-at-Arms. AG 

‘The Clerk (again replying through the Speaker) 
‘said no; the entry was that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
reported to the Speaker that members who did not 


hithe further 


concluded, 


compromise; secondly, the declaration of Sir Rob- 
ert Peel indicates clearly that that is the wish of! 


answer to their names, and were not excused, wére 
present, &c. 


THE C 


Mr. DROMGOOLE. My object is to make a 
distinction between those members who were wait- 
ing at the-door, and had voluntarily arrived, and 
those who came under process served by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms; so that he may not get pay for 
those who were waiting here ready to enter when 
the doors were opened. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. So far as the Journal | 
gocs, it seems to me that.there can be no difference | 
between those members who were standing at the 
door and those whom the Sergeant-at-Arms brought 
in. Ifthe gentleman did not desire that these fees 
should be paid out of the contingent fund, he |! 
should have thought of it last night. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House resolve 


and addressed the committee during the hour. Af- 
ter disclaiming any unfriendly feelmg towards the 
West, and expressing the disposition that he felt 
to gratify his western friends in anything which 
was consistent with his sense of duty, he proceeded 
to. speak of the bill before the House. It would 
have been most grateful to his feclings, he said, 
if hecontd have regarded it with reference to the 
question of expediency, but he had strong reasons 
for looking rather to the question of power. He 
| thought the House ought to be encouraged to look 
at that question. In some respects it was at this 
tume a question de nove. He considered the bill as 
operating to revive an exploded and abandoned sys 
, : J tem; abandoned not only for its inexpediency and 
itself ito Committee of the Whole on the state of | its manifest injustice, Dae for rl ides ote ot 
the Union. |i tional authority in this body. And he trusted that 
Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish the i| his friends would make battle and fight this ques- 
Journal to be corrected, It speaks falsely. ition of power once more, although he admitted 
Mr. TIBBATTS (scarcely heard from the deep |i it was a question on which little could be said that 
recesses of his abode on the right of the Speaker) | was interesting to the taste or to the imaginations 
was understood to suggest that these corrections | of gentlemen. > j 
could be made after the question before the House || Dry as this constitutional question was, how- 
had been disposed of. : | ever, he should discuss it upon the broadest prin- 
Mr. ATKINSON, The correction will not take | ciples of common sense, aud endeavor to put it in 
AMioments a a2 ; a. , such a shape as, he believed, the most illiterate man 
The SPEAKER. It is a privileged question. | could not misapprehend. Mr. W., objecting first 
The gentleman will proceed. j| to this bill, that whether regarded in reference to 
Mr. ATKINSON., Usuppose that no gentle- |} the question of constitutional power or df expe- 
man desires that anything showd appear on the || diency, it was not systemafie, and remarking that 
Journal which Is not true, or wishes to prevent me || this alone presented an insuperable objection to it. 
from making the correction. l : 


mn r 7 -q {i : . 
} Phe Journal shows |; proceeded to examine and analyze the various pro- 
that I was in the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms, | ions of the Constitution under which the power 


| 
H 
j 
Now, n did not sec the Sergeant-at-Arms at all i| was claimed, and to show that it was not legiti- 
yesterday. i mately embraced in any of them. 
The entry on the Journal was read. 1 Devoting the greater pertion of his time to this 
j 
| 
$ 
| 
| 
H 


AF UX TATQON E e 1 N ane 
Mr. A IIN SON. J aver that Iwas not outof || branch of the argument, Mr. W, adverted briefly, 
m r house after unset; the record is not true. | towards its close, to the question of expediency. 
Jhe SPEAKER. The Journal will be correct- ! Phere was enough known to satisfy the House 
ed accordingly, : : |) that however unquestionable the power itself might 
Mr. TILDEN. I also wish a correction made | he, it ought not to be exercised. The practical 
as regards myself. The Sergeaut-at-Arms had no | operation of the principle would be in a short tine 


right to take cognizance of my being present. Eil to convert this body into a rendezvous of dema- 


asmat present ürider his author ity. . |] gogues coming here actuated by no higher motives 
r G.S. HOUSTON. Since the Journal is | than to carry out the local and selfish views of the 


being corrected, I wish it may be corrected in rela- || coustitueney whom they themselves hađ misled 
tion to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Brinner- || and corrupted. The power in itself was glaringly 
worr,]} who sits in front of me, and who isnot at unjust. Why concede to a great river what was 
this moment in his seat. I know that he came | denied to a smallone? Why should men claim to 
into the Hall last night, and asked me what course || he the pets of power, beeause they had been the 
he should pursue. He said that he was out of jl favorites of nature? i oa 
the Fall; but that he had got in without the |!” Mr. W. was cut off before he had concluded this 
knowledge of the Sergeant-at-Arms; yet he is re- |! branch inf hid-areuinente E E ; i 
ported among those brought up by that oficer Mr. BOWLEN obtained the floor, and yiclded to 
I wish to put an inquiry to the Speaker: Has it Mr. GROVER, who gave notice of an amend- 
ever been decided by the House, or by the Speak- i| ment to appropriate, for a survey of the Alleghany 
er, that an adjournment of the House, after arre river between Olean and Pittsbure “10 000. 
made on a call of the House, dische And to Mr. DE MOTT, who gave notice of the 
arrestear 5 ‘| following: For the improvement of the harbor at 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides, All || purcsetciln on Toke Occ eqn one. 
the precedents have so decided. i i tone on. Fake Ontario, $10,000. t 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. Does the Chair find || for his addressing the commirtes the attacks whieh 
that the cffom has evor beak anaes for his addressing the committee the attacks which 
jon SPEAKER 1 but ce , had been made upon the appropriation for the har- 
SPEAKER (doubtfully heard) was under- || bor of St. Louis, and promising to be brief in his 


The 
r , : u 
stoo are nesal oracio : 

stood to say: ‘The universal practice of the House || remarks, to accommodate the many gentlemen 
who were desirous of speaking, proceeded to ad- 


had been in accordance with the decision he had | 
dress the commiitec, taking up the argument (as 


made. , 
Mr. TILDEN. I move that the Journal be cor- |! he said) at the point where the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Woonwarn] had left it. The 


rected as regards myself, 
The SPEAKER said, the Journal would he cor- gentleman had talked about the “ public plunder” 
in relation to the M sippi river, and of which 


rected accordingly. 
Mr. SCHENCK was understood to say that his || the West was the recipient. 
pudiated such an idea, and dwelt upon the man- 


name appeared on the list of those brought into the | 
-] 71 t > Jop P -Q + Fa . e ~ - 
Tlouse by the Sergeant-at-Arms. Such was not || ner in which the Wrest, from its first settlement, 
had ever been made the subject of most oppressive 


the fact. Fe had not seen that officer, and had 
come to the House without warning or summons. 


: : i; ‘© public plunder,’ for the benefit and enriching of j| 
After a brief conversation between Mr. S. and | TEE ? ie n 
ʻi E 3 re -D the East. A thing unparalleled in ‘the history of 
the SPEAKER, leading to no action, ort 


any Government under the canopy of high Heaven: 
their people had been required to drain their own 
resources in payment for the lands on which they 
settled—the revenue going into the treasury, to be 
expended on other portions of the country; and 
they had contributed one-half of the twenty million 
dollars paid into the treasury, not one cent of which 
they would receive in return, unless this bill were 
passed. He told gentlemen that this state of things 
could not long exist; the energies of any people 
could not long stand up under such a system. 
This House was not the best place to learn a 
great reverence for the Constitution. Those gen- 
tlemen who prided themselves upon being straight- 
jacketed in their construction were found, on some 
occasions, to strain that instrument as far as other 
gentlemen. He referred to the grants of pensions, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communication: 

_A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in answer to a resolution of the House of the 
17th ult., reports of surveys of the Tennessee river; 
which letter and reports were laid on the table. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The question on the motion of Mr. Tinpatrs 
having been taken, and decided in the affimative, 
the House resolved itself-into Committee of the 
Whole oñ the state of the Union, (Mr. Tuomas 
Smrt; of Indiana, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill makine appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, 

Mr. WOODWARD was entitled to the: floor, 


He indignantly re- | 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| Jackson. 


fishing bounties, the appropriations for light-houses,. 
for the coast survey—the- salaries wasted’ upon 
which, he said, would draw all thé snags fromthe: 
Mississippi river—and for other purposes which ` 
were equally inconsistent with the strictness of con- 
struction professed. by gentlemen, as the clearing 
out of snags and removal of obstacles io the mighty 
commerce of the West. Be Free 

He took this ground—and he held it’ was the 
only true ground—either that the position he oceu- 
pied was, correct, or that of the gentleman. from 
South. Carolina, [Mr. Ruerr,}] who would. fetter 
down the Government by so strict à construction 
of the Constitution as to make it an entirely im- 
practicable machine. | : : 

[Mr. Ruerr explained. 

They owed the protection of the West to the 
first western President we ever had—to General 
He took the middle ground on this sub- 
ject. He [General J.] did not pretend to say that 
rivers and harbors could not be the subject of im- 
provement; but he laid down that they must be 
national, in contradistinction to local; that they 
must be general, in contradistinction to private, in 
their character; and heacted upon that distinction, 
and signed bills for improvements of this character, 

Touching upon many other points, he came ‘to 
the proposed appropriation for the harbor at St. 
Louis of $75,000, in exposition of the object, of 
which, in reply to the remarks of Mr. Jongs, of 
Tennessee, and of Mr. McCrzernanp, [to whom 
he gave way for explanation,] he stated that the 
ancient channel of the Mississippi was on the St. - 
Louis side; but by the abrasion on the opposite 
bank, which was of an alluvial soil; the river had 
spread out some half mile beyond’ its’ natural 


i breadth, so as to be rendered everywhere shallow; 


but the deep water still was on the St, Louis side. 
The appropriation, then, was for the removal of 
obstacles to the navigation of the Mississippi river 


| at that point; and it was to preserve it in its ancient 


channe]—in the channel which it had ever occupied 
since the white man first visited it—and not to 
make a channel against the laws. of nature and of 
God, as had been alleged by gentlemen... 

Some conversation arose between: Mr. BOW- 
LIN and Mr. McCLERNAND2 as to the relative 
depth of the river upon the Missouri and the Mi- 
nois sides, and to the state of the river at St. 
Louis. ; mt 

Mr. B. enforced with great earnestness the claims 
of the Mississippi in view of its vast commerce, 
and the great number of lives passing over it an- 
nually, as a national work, and one in an eminent 
degree entitled to receive some small share of the 
appropriations so Jong withheld—a partiality un- 
worthy of the Government, lavished upon other 
sections of the country. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he should not have con- 
tended for the floor amid this press of competitors, 
had it not been for the fact that he had had the 
honor to report this bill by order of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. He noticed first, and replied 
to, the terms of strong condemnation in which this. 
bill had been characterized by Mr. Payye; and 
then passed to the merits of the bill. And in the 
outset he repudiated and scorned-all selfish consid- 
erations in the course which he had taken upon 
this bill. Not one’dollar of the appropriations in- 
cluded under it was. to be expended within the 
district which he had the honor to represent. It 
was true, be had taken a special interest in ‘the 
Louisville and Portland canal, but he did not re- 
side within one hundred and fifty, miles of that 
canal. Mr. T. devoted but a few words to the 
advocacy of this item, yielding for explanation to 
Mr. Payne, and stating that he had a bilLupon the 
calendar devoted especially to this work, which he’ 
should endeavor to bring to the consideration of 
the House at the earliest practicable period. ` 

They might forgive southern gentlemen for op- 

osition to western appropriations, becanse (in the 

anguage of the Scriptures) they know not what 
they do. ‘They were not acquainted with the ex- 


| tent and value of the commerce of the West; but 


he was astonished at the course a western member 
[Mr. McCiexnanp] had yesterday taken in oppo- 
sition to it. 3 d fe 


Some explanations took place between Mr. 


: TIBBATTS and Mr. MeCLERNAND as tô the 


position occupied by the latter’ gentleman on this. 
subject, the doctrines of the Democratic party of 
the State of Ilinois upon it, and Mr McC.’s eon- 


! sistency therewith, &c. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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. Mr. T. then proceeded at some length to an ar- | 


gument in favor of the constitutional power of 
Congress-over the improvements contemplated by 
this bill; referring. also, in support thereof, to the 
precedents of the uniform action of the Democrat- 
ic party from the foundation of the Government, 
and to the opinions .and approval of every Presi- 
dent elected: by the “Democratic party from Gen- 
eral Washington to Mr. Polk, reading es 
and cormmentine upon extracts from the Messages 
of Presidents, onroe and Jackson. Heread from 
the listof appropriations made during the succes- 
, sive years of the Administrations of General Jack- 
son and Mr. Van Buren, and declared the fact that 
-there was not’a single. river contained in this bill 
for which appropriations had not been made du- 
ring every year of General Jackson’s Administra- 
tion, and every year of Mr. Van Buren’s, so Jong 
as there was any money in the treasury, signed 
and approved by both of these Democratic Pres- 
idents; still gentlemen had attempted to invoke 
their high authorities in support of their plea that 
these works were unconstitutional. 

Mr. T. then vindicated these works from the 
charge of being sectional in their character, and 
showed their vast.importance as being tho chan- 
nels of commerce for the western valley, which 

. commerce now equalled twice the amount of all 
our foreign commerce. : 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Ruerr] had said that the South asked for nothing. 
They certainly then had no right to complain. But 
the gentleman knew that the committee had no 
right to report upon appropriations not referred to 
them. If the South sent impracticable men here, 
who would not send their matters to the commit- 
tees, the only remedy was to send practicable men, 
The gentleman talked about following the Consti- 
tution to the grave. The constitution he spoke of 
was but the creation of his own brain. Such a 
rickety, nerveless, imbecile thing—the sooner it 
went to.the grave the better; and the less pomp, 
and circumstance, and show of gricf they mines 
over it, the better would they consult the honor ot 
its parentage. Mr. T. having concluded, 

Mr. COCKE obtained the floor, and yielded, at 
the request of Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, who, in ref- 
erence to the declaration of Mr. 'Tiszarrs that the 
South had asked for nothing, inquired of the gen- 
tleman if the Tennessee river was not before that 
committce, and presented to them by resolutions 
previous to the reporting of the bill. 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied that the gentleman mis- 
interpreted entirely what he said, [To said that the 
gentleman from South Carolina had said that the 
South asked for nothing. The Tennessee river 
was presented to that committee, but no informa- 
tion was presented to them in relation to it. Tle 
did not blame the gentleman from Tennessee for it, 
because the information was not obtained from the 
Executive Department until this morning. An- 
other reason why they had not included it was, 
that it travelled one step beyond the scope that the 
comimnittee had. marked out for itself. ‘They had 
appropriated only for the Hudson and the Missis- 
sippi and its main branches. 

After some further conversation, 

Mr. COCKE resumed the floor. He declined 

` to discuss the constitutional question, but would go 
so far as to say that he believed the General Gov- 
, ernment had power to make works of internal im- 
provement, so far as these works were of gencral 
or national interest; but that it had not the power 
to make internal improvements on rivers or har- 
bors, or anywhere else, in cases where the works 
were of a purely local character. To this extent 
* he believed that the question of constitutional power 
had been clearly settled by the history of the Gov- 
ernment, and by the policy of every Administra- 
tion, from its foundation to this time. 
` Mr. C. devoted his hour almost exclusively to 
‘the claims which the amendment of his colleague, 
[Mr. Crozier,] for the improvement and continu- 
ation of the canal round the Muscle Shoals, in the 


Tennessee river, and for removing obstructions in ! 
that river, had upon the consideration of Congress, | 
by reason of its national importance, and of the | 


diffusive benefits held out by it to the Union, and 
especially to the whole western country. 

the But afew moments remained of the time allotted 

` to debate. : à 
Mr. D. P. KING brought to the attention of the 

committėe the amendment. of which he had given 

. notice, and said a word or two in its support. 


ecially | 


|| above the city of Knoxville, upon the Holston, 


‘|-propriated shall he expended between the mouth 


i in Eastern ‘Tennessee, and the head of the Muscle 


| as above appropriated shall be expended under the 
| superintendence of five commissioners, whose ap- 


of the harbor at Mobile; which, by ayes 13, noes 


| the best manner in which we could get hold of 


Messrs. E. B. HOLMES, BELL, SYKES, and | 
ROBERTS, respectively gave notice of amend- 
ments they intended to offer. 

Mr. CLARKE said he had desired, had he been 
successful in obtaining the floor at an earlier peri- 
od, to have given his views. He could only say 
now that he was one of those who opposed the 
whole system of internal improvements, as uncon- 
stitutional, unequal, and oppressive. 

After a word or two of conversation by Messrs. 
G. S. HOUSTON and CROZIER, : 

The hour of two having arrived, the committee | 
proceeded to vote. : 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON some time since 
proposed to strike out all this amendment after the 
word “For,” with which it commences, and to in- 
sert the following: 

“The improvement of the Tennessee river and 
its tributaries, the sum of five hundred thousand 
dollars; one-half of said sum as above appropriated 
shall be expended between the city of Knoxville, 


Shoals, in the State of Alabama; the other half | 


French, Broad, and Nolechucky rivers. The sum | 


pointment shall hereafter be provided and their 
duties defined by law. 

“ For the improvement of the Cumberland river, | 
in the State of Tennessee, the sum of two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. The sum as above ap- 


of said river and the Caney Fork, in White county, |! 
Tennessee. ™ Rejected. i 

The question was then taken on the amendment | 
of Mr, Croznen, (heretofore published,) making ; 
an appropriation for the Muscle Shoal canal, and | 
for the removal of obstructions in the Tennessee | 
river; which, by yeas 75, noes 79, was rejected. | 

Mr. YANCEY moved an amendment, appropri- |! 
ating fifty thousand dollars for the improvement 


nat counted, was rejected, 

Mr. JOUN A. ROCK WELL offered an amend- 
ment, proposing an appropriation of ten thousand 
dollars for the improvement of the Thames river; 
ayes 30, noes not counted. Rejected. 

Mr, TIBBATT'S, under inrtractions from the 
Committee on Commerce, moved a verbal amend- 
ment in the item for the harbor at Buffalo; (which 
was subsequently agreed to.) 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
between Messrs. COBB, TIBBATTS, and the 
CHAIRMAN. 

[Mr. T. B. KING complained that members 
could hear nothing, and see very little,} 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered a series of amend- 
ments, under the instructions of the committee who | 
reported the bill, which led to some further. dis- 
cussion on a point of order, the result of which 
was, that the bill was ordered to be read by sec- | 
tions, that amendments might be offered in the ap- | 
propriate places. 

A great number of amendments were offered. 
Some of them were very imperfectly heard, but 
they were lugged in, according to their order, in 


them, 

By Mr. SAWYER: To reduce the appropri- 
ation for the breakwater at Burlington, Lake 
Champlain, from fifteen to twelve thousand dol- |} 
lars. Rejected. 

The item of $10,000 for the improvement of the 
harhor at Port Ontario, on Lake Ontario, being 
rend— 

Mr. HOUGH moved to strike out $10,000, and | 
to insert $15,000. Tt was nevatived. 

The item of $5,009 for the improvement of Big 
Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, being read— E 

Mr. DIE MOTT move to strike out $5,000, and 
to insert $10,000. It was negatived. ` 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: To amend the item 
appropriating ‘$20,000 for the construction of a | 
dredge boxt for Lake Ontario,” by adding the words | 
“and for the river St. Lawrence.” Agreed to. | 

By Mr. W. HUNT: For the improvement, of | 
the harbor of Eighteen-mile creek, on Lake Onta- 
rio, 45,000. Rejected. ec ee e 

[A message was received from the Senate, by A 
Dickens, Esq., informing the House of the passage 
by the Senate of certain bills, &c.]_ : we 

By Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL: For the purpose. 
of making a survey and investigation of. the river 


1 
H 
| 
| 


Delaware, with a view to the construction of ice- 
harbors, $3,000. Rejected. 
a By Mr. FICKLIN: That the sum of $30,000 
be and the same.is hereby. appropriated for the im~ 
provement of the harbor at Mt. Carmel; $50,000 
for the improvement of the harbor at Vincennes; 
$25,000 for the improvement of the harbor and 
steamboat landing at Leroy; $25,000 for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Hutsonville; $25,000 
for the improvement of the harbor at York; and 


P30,000 for the improvement -of the harbor, at 


anvin, on the Wabash river. Negatived. k 

The item of $20,000 for the harbor at the mouth 
of Genesee river, being read— 

Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out $20,000 and 
to insert $15,000. Negatived. . : 

By Mr. PERRY: The amendment given in yes- 
terday’s proceedings in relation to the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal Company. Rejected. 

By Mr. 1. E. HOLMES: For the improvement 
of the harbors of Texas, $2,000,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: For the improvement 
of the mouth of Sandy Creek, on Lake Ontario, 
$10,000. Rejected. . 

By Mr. Dis MOTT: For the improvement of 
the harbor at Pultneyville, on Lake Ontario, $10,- 
000. Rejected. : z 
By Mr. SEDDON : For the removal of obstruc~ 
tions to the navigation of James river, between the 
city of Richmond and Harrison’s Bar, and the im- 

rovement of the port of said city, in the State of 
Virginia, the sum of $40,000. Rejected. , 

By Mr. SAWYER: To reduce the appropria- 
tion for the harbor at Buffalo from $50,000 to 
$14,000; by ayes 35, noes 106, rejected. 

By Mr. SIMS: For the survey and location of a 


ij route for a railroad, and for the construction of the 


same, froma suitable point on the Mississippi or 
Missouri, to the Southwest Pass in the Rocky 
mountains. Rejected. . 

By Mr. STEWART: That the proceeds of the 


| sales of the public lands be appropriated to make 


a railroad from Pittsburg to Oregon, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War. i 
Amendment by Mr. CONSTABLE: The said 


‘| road to be located north of the 49th parallel. [Not 


entertained. ] 
Amendment of Mr. Srewarr rejected. ; 
By Mr. BRODHEAD: For the Improvement of 
the Columbia river in Oregon, $100,000. 
By Mr. CONSTABLE: To add, “‘after the ex- 
piration of twelve months from this day.” [Not] 
entertained. } ie , 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON: To add to Mr. Brop- 
nEAD’s amendment: “For the construction of a 
“canal through the Isthmus of Darien, connecting 
‘the waters of the Pacific with the Atlantic, one 
‘million dollars; to be expended under the direc- 
€ tion of the Secretary of War, and such other per- 
‘sons, not exceeding five in number, as may be ap- ` 
‘ pointed by the President.’ 

The Chair decided this amendment out of order. 

Mr. RATHBUN (adverting to Mr. Bropueap’s 
amendment) had no objection (he said) to a little 
sport, but he thought it was carrying the thing 
rather too far, to propose an appropriation for the 
Columbia river, until we knew whether we. own- 
ed it. r ele. 

Several voices: ‘ But the title is clear and un- 
questionable, you know.” 

Mr. RATHBUN made a remark, of which, in 
the confusion, nothing was heard except that he 


i had no doubt of our title. 


The CHA 
order. : 3 

It was rejected, To a 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES indicated, but did 
not take, an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
ruling out of order Mr. Axprew Jounson’s amend- 
ment. lene 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES offered: the follow- 
ing amendment in lieù of the :whole bill after 
the enacting clause: That there be, and hereby is, 
appropriated out of any money in the. treasury 
hot-otherwise appropriated, $1,500,000 for objects 


IRMAN said the ‘amendment was in 


i, of internal improvements in the several States of 


the Union,:to be distributed and. paid over to ‘the 
several States according to their federal. represent- 
ation. 20.00) J . ? å 
Mei: J. would remark that, in his opinion, the 
amendment-was equally unconstitutional-with the 
hill, in lieu of which he offered it, and if adopted, 
‘he should vote against the bill as amended. But 
if this money is to be unconstitutionally drawn 
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» from the treasury, he thought this the more just 
and equitable mode. 

The motion was notat present in order. 

Mr. NORRIS moved the following item: 

To improve the navigation of the Cochico river 
and the harbor of Dover, New Hampshire, $10,000. 
Rejected. 

By-Mr. LA SERE: For dredging the bars at 
the mouths of the Mississippi river, and construct- 
ing the necessary works to keep the channel open, 
$50,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. SCAMMON: For a pier on the harbor 
of Cape Porpoise, in the State of Maine, as report- 
ed by Colonel Abert of the Bureau of Topograph- 
ical Engineers, $5,000. Rejected. 


By Mr. SYKES: Ten thousand dollars for im- || 


proving the navigation of the Delaware river, be- 
tween Trenton and Bordentown, in accordance 


some: For the harbor of Vermillion, 
2 sted. 

y DDINGS: Forimproving the harbor 
at Coneant, $10,090. Rejected. 

By Mr. DELANO: lor the improvement of the 
Maumee bay and river, $20,000—ayes 55, noes 87. 
Rejected. 

By Mr. MeCLERNAND: For the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Ohio river at the 
Grand and Little Chains, near the confluence of 
the Cumberland and Tennessee rivers, $50,000. 

By Mr. PAYNE: ‘That every surplus dollar in | 
the treasury, after deducting the legitimate expend- 
itures of Government, be distributed among the 
States, according to the federal ratio of representa- 


tion, to be applied by the States for the purpose of |: 


regulating commerce, by digging canals, or pur- 
chasing those already dug; building roads, clear 
ing out rivers, making harbors, establishing fer- | 
ries, erecting bridges, &c., &e. Rejected, 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: To distribute 
among the several States, according to the provis- 
ions of the deposite act, all the money in the treas- 
ury on the Ist of October next, not otherwise 


appropriated, exceeding one million of dollars. jí 


Rejected. 

By Mr. BELI. (read for information only:) To 
deposite with the several States the sum of two mil- 
lions of dollars, in part payment of the fourth in- 
stalment. 

A. motion was made that the committee rise. 
Rejected. 

‘The item of $10,000 for the harbor of Southport, 
in Wisconsin, was read. 

Mr. MARTIN moved to strike out $10,000, and 
insert $15,000. Negatived. 

Mr. MARTIN moved to insert the following | 
item: 

“ To aid in the construction of a harbor at the 
mouth of Sheboygan river, on the western shore 
of Lake Michigan, $10,000.” Negatived. 

By Mr. DANIEL P. KING: For the comple- 
tion of the breakwater at Sandy bay, Massachu- 
setts, $30,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Lane’s 
cove, $7,000. i 

For the preservation of Lynn harbor and Na- 
hant beach, $20,000. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS, (from the Committee on 
Commerce:) For the works at Bridgeport, Con- 
necticut, $15,000. Agreed to. i 

By the same: For obstructions in the harbor of 
Providence, Rhode Island, . Agreed to. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: for improving the harbor at | 
Newburyport, and the navigation of the Merri- 
mack river, in Massachusetis, $15,000. Rejected. 

~ By Mr. McILVAINE: For the construction of | 
alight-house on the Brandywine shoals, in the riv- 
er Delaware, $10,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. JAMES THOMPSON: For the im- 
rovement of the harbor at North East, on Lake 
trie, in the State of Pennsylvania, $5,000. 

By Mr. TRUMAN SMITH: For completing | 

works already commenced by the Government of | 
the United. States for improving the harbor of 


Southport, in the State of Connecticut, $15,000 
Rejected. i 


By-the same: 
with surveys and 


estimates heretofore made by the | 


For improving (in conformity || 


| Government of the United States) the harbor of 
Stamford, in the State of Connecticut, $15,000. 
Rejected. 

By Mr. JAS. THOMPSON: For the improve- 
ment of the Alleghany river between’ Pittsburg, 
7 enpaylyamia; and Olean, New York, $50,000. Re- 
ected. 

: By Mr. GROVER: Fora survey of the Alle- 
ghany river between Olean and Pittsburg, $10,000. 
Rejected. 

The item of $15,000 for the harbor of Newcastle, 
in Delaware, being read— 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to strike out $15,000, 
and to insert 40,000. Negatived. 

The item of $75,000 for continuing the work on 
the Delaware breakwater being read— 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend the same by 
| striking out $75,000, and inserting $100,000. It 
| was negatived, 
| By Mr, HAMPTON: Fer the commencement 
i 
t 
i 
{ 


ij} of a breakwater on Crow shoal, at Cape May 


roads, in the Delaware bay, 6100,000, to be ex- 


! pended under the direction of the Secretary of 


i War. 

| By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: For the survey of 
| Galveston harbor, $1000. Rejected. 

i By My. CIR BATETSS, (also under instructions:) 
l Far removing the obstructions in Newark bay, 
SES.OG0,  Aereed to. 

~ By th ne: For improving the harbor at Havre 
de Gr 0.090, Agreed to. 

By Mr. CRORE 
continuation of the eanal round the Musele Shoals, 
in the Tennessee river, and for removing obstrue- 
tions in said river, $100,000, by ayes 78, noes 58, 
agreed to. 

By- Mr. GILES: To strike ont the item for the 
Louisville and Portland canal; by ayes 76, noes 77, 
rejected. 


chase of the Minois and Michigan canal from the 
State of Mincis, such sum as may be necessary; 
| which the President of the United States is here- 
i by authorized to purchase, if it can be obtained 
on such terms as he shall deem a fair and reason- 


| between said lakes and the Gulf of Mexico, with 
ia view to their defence by the navy of the United 
| States. 

| By Mr. W. HUNT: For a ship canal around 
the Falls of Niagara, to connect Lakes Erie and 
t Ontario, $500,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: To strike out the item for 
the Hudson river as it now stands, and insert. “ for 
continuing the improvement in the navigation of 
the Hudson river above and below Albany, in the 
State of New York, $75,000. Agreed to. 

By Mr. HERRICK: ‘That $5,000 of the appro- 
| priation for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river be applied to that portion of said 
river lying between the State dam, or Sloop-lock, 
and the foot of Grand Division street, in the city 
of Troy. Rejected. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: To remove obstrue- 
tions in the tidewaters of Kennebec river, so as to 
render more accessible the United States arsenal 
at Augusta, $15,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. E. H. EWING: For the improvement 
of the navigation of the Cumberland river, and 
removing the obstacles therein, $75,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment $30,000; to be expended on that part of said 
river above the town of Nashville, and $45,000 on 
that part of said river below the town of Nash- 
ville. 

By Mr. BELL: That a portion of the appro- 
priation (amount not heard) be expendod on that 
| part of the river below the mouth of the Laurel 
| river. 
| Accepted by Mr. EWING, and the whole re- 


|] jected. 
By Mr. SCHENCK: An appropriation of | 


| $75,000 for the Cumberland road in Ohio; $150,000 
‘in Indiana; and $150,000 in Illinois: by ayes 47, 
| noes 91, rejected. 

' It was now growing late, and there were yet 
| many amendments to be offered. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose and said, that 
there was no necessity for the House to punish 
| itself at this late hour by further progress on the 
| bill, as it would be taken up to-morrow. He 
! moved that the committee rise. - 
The motion being agreed to, the 
! And the House adjourned. 


committee rose. 


R: For the improvement andj 


"By Me, DOUGLASS: And also for the pur- | 


able price, for the purpose of opening a ship canal | 


IN SENATE. o. o5 
WEDNESDAY, March 18, 1846.. ; 

Mr. DIX presented the ‘petition of Maurice, 
Phelps, & Company, and Maurice, Gold, & Com- 
pany, praying the repayment of'certàin duties ille- 
gally exacted by the collector of the port of New 
York; which was referred to the Committce on 
Finance. vas eR 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of- citizens of 
Genesee county, New York, praying the abrope 
tion of certain treaties made. with the Seneca In- 
dians; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. . mo ; S 

Mr. D. farther presented the memorial of eiti- 
zens of the town of Pitsford; Monroe county, 
New York, praying the construction of fortifica- 
tions at the mouth of the Genesee river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, `- 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Henry R. 
Schooleraft, praving to be allowed in the settle- 
ment of his accounts a credit for certain disburse- 
ments, and compensation for extra services ren- 
dered while Indian agent, in Michigan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of the 


| representative of John Baptiste Viscount de Lo- 


mague; an officer in the revolutionary army, pray- 
ing to be alowed commutation pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Mr. DAYTON presented the memorial of the 
few Jersey Historical Society, praying the pub- 
lication by Congress of an increased number of 
copies of the scientific works of the Exploring 
Expedition; which was referred to- the Committee 


| on the Library. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to : , 

Resolved, T'hat the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the rights of 
the ancient French inhabitants of Peoria, in the 
State of Llinois, to lands and lots at that place, 
and if it shall be found that they had rights to 
lands or lots which have not been confirmed, then 
to inquire and report what action is necessary to 
be taken to confirm those rights. i 

Mr. S. also submitted the foll 
which agreed to: : pois 

Resolved, That the Conimittee on the Militia be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of organ- 
izing the militia of the United States on the follow- 
ing basis, to wit: ; 

1. Within each and every district containin 
one thousand free white male citizens of the Unite 
States over the age of twenty-one and under’ the 
age of fifty years, there shall be raised, by volun- 
tary enrolment or otherwise, one company of one 
hundred militiamen, to be organized and disciplin- 
ed as may be provided by law; and the whole, or 
any part of them, may be called into the service 


owing resolution; 


| ofthe United States whenever Congress may or- 


der it. 

2. Whenever any part of the militia shall be 
called into the service of the United States, they 
shall be bound to serve for five years, unless soon- 
er discharged. : 

3. All non-commissioned officers and officers of 
the line as high as the rank of captain, shall be 
elected by the men composing each company from 
among themselves. 

4. ‘AN officers above the rank of-captain shall be 
appointed by.the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate: 
Provided, That no officer shall be appointed unless 
he be taken from the officers or men composing 
the militia; and all promotions shall be made from 
the officers or from the ranks according to merit. 

5. Officers to drill by regiments once a year, and 
to receive pay for the time, not exceeding one 
week. 
__ 6. Each company to drill once a year, or oftener, 
if they think proper. : ; 

_Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to refund a fine imposed 
upon Thomas Cooper, under the sedition law, ac- 
companied by a report; which was ordered. to be 


printed. ; 
Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee òn Na- 


val Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon. the 


petition of Elizabeth Sevier; which was ordered to 
e printed. i í 


BREVET AND STAFF RANK, 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
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Affairs, submitted the following report; which was 
ordered.to be printed: © ` 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the memorial of sundry officers of the 
army of the United States at Corpus Christi, in 
relation to staff rank and brevet rank, report:. 

That they have seen.an order of the President of 
the United. States, dated on the. 12th day of the 
present month,- re-establishing the regulation of 

August. 13th, 1829, by President Jackson, in rela- 
tion to brevet. and staff rank, and abrogating all 
subsequent regulations in relation thereto; and be- 
lieving the said regulation of August 13th, 1829, to 
be a correct exposition of the rules and articles of 
‘war. in relation to the subject, and that the re-estab- 
lishment of said regulation has applied the ade- 
quate and appropriate remedy to the evils com- 
plained of in the memorial, and has superseded the | 
necessity for legislation on the subject, the commit- 
tee bring back into the Senate the memorial com- 
mitted to them, and pray to be discharged from its 
further consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted adverse reports up- 
on the petitions of Eli Hinds, Jemima Flood, and 
Elizabeth Gassaway. 

Also, a report recommending the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill granting a pension to Noah 
pha which were severally ordered to be print- 
ed. 

Mr. J. also, from the same Committee, asked 
that said committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Samucl R. Read 
and George Guier, and that they be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs; which wag agrecd 
to. 

Mr. J. also, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported, without amendment, a bill explanatory 
of the fourth section of an act making appropria- 
tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses ot the 
Government for the year ending 30th June, 1846, 
and for other puposes, approved March 3d, 1845. 

Mr. NILES moved that five thousand copies of 
a recent report of the Postmaster General be print- 
ed for the use of the Senate; which was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Mr. ATHERTON moved to take up the report 
of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
printing of the report of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, and briefly advocated the printing of the num- 
ber of copies recommended by the committee, who 
had evinced their desire to economize by recom- 
mending the printing of a much less number than 
lost year. He corrected a statement made by the 
Senator from Connecticut in a former debate, that 
this appropriation was not authorized by law. 

Mr. SEVIER entered into some historical de- 


tails relative to the origin and progress of the Pat- |) 


ent Office, from the period when it was merely an 
integral portion of the State Department, under the 
management of one of its clerks, until it had be- 
come a distinct, and splendid, and costly establish- 


ment. It had actually grown up to be a branch of | 
the Government. He was quite alarmed at this. | 


Their fathers had got on very well in their good 
old moderate way, with a Patent Oflice confined to 
a single room in the old Post Office, But now 
they had got a great granite building, and a Com- 
missioner, and a team of clerks, aud connected | 
with it, he believed, a squadron of the navy, which | 
had gone over the whole world to bring back stones, | 
and fossils, and birds, and Fejec wigs. 

Mr. CASS. Egyptian mummies. 

Mr. SEVIER. Yes; and also Egyptian mum- | 
mies-—-wheatand corn and barley and oats—all sorts | 
of seeds; turnip. seed, and cabbages, and lettuces— | 
in fact, almost everything he had heard of, and a | 
great many things of which he had not heard, with | 


names which he could not make out at all, and had |i 


to get his friends from Alabama and Pennsylvania | 
to make out the meaning of. He thought the game | 
had been played farenough. He was tired of this 
spending money for the printing of a book about 
buckwheat and Indian corn. Of the documents 
accompanying the President’s Message, full of val- 
uable information relative to the foreign relations, 
the finances, army, navy, Indian affairs, and every- 
thing else of the country, only fifteen hundred cop- 
jes were printed. This Patent Office had gone too 
far ahead. It had absorbed the public printing in 
agreat degree. It had all turned out just as he 
had anticipated years ago when it was proposed 
to. build that magnificent structure. He supposed, 


| sand—that would be quite sufficient. 


if the revulsion of 1837 had not come, they would, 
have proposed to -build a great national church 


| alongside the Patent Office, so that they might all 


worship there beside that national curiosity. He 
thought a stop should be put somewhere to that 
magnificent humbug, the Patent Officc, which had 
actually lecturers attached to it—yes, lecturers to 
teach farmers! He was a farmer himself, and he 
could lecture those lecturers—he could, Let Sen- 
ators only think of it—lecturers to teach men how 
to sow oats! He never went to hear such lectures. 
How much did the Patent Office cost? Could his 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] tell? No: 
he shook his head; he could not tel.. Nobody 
could tell. He supposed it cost more than the 
State Department. All of their old commodores 
and their captains were instructed to fill up their 
vessels with seeds and plants, and all sorts of trash, 
and bring them to the Patent Office. He hoped 
his friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Nizzs,] who, 
with himself, generally stood at the door of the 
treasury, and took care of all the money they had 
got there, would limit the number to five thou- 
A cart load 
of this document had been sent to his village, (he 
did not live in one of their great citics;) and as he 


| did not carry on a great correspondence—he had a 


good character in that respect, and he recom- 
mended his example to other Senators, he did not 


| answer any letters at all, that was by far the best 


lan—he did not often hear from the Postmaster; 

ut one day he found him in a terrible pucker be- 
cause the documents filled up his room so that he 
could not turn himself about. The fact was, his 
village was not a very scientific place, and he (Mr. 
S.) did not move ina literary circle; it was true 
they had some literary characters in the village, 
but he did not belong to them. Te thought that 
six men could be found in his village who would 
read the document, and therefore he would agree 
to take six copies of the document. And if he was 
to be flooded with as many of these books as last 
year, he hoped his colleague, [Mr. Asubey,] who 
franked them off last year, would follow suit, and 
do the same for him again. 

Mr. BENTON regarded the question as one 
much more important than the mere printing of a 
document, Tie was apposed to the system of ex- 
pending the public money for the publication of a 
document made up in a great measure of com- 
munications Tarnished in reply to circulars issued 
from the Patent Office, by persons who had no 
object but merely to get their names published 
in a public document, The volume had swollen 
to one thousand pages; and at the rate at which 
it had grown, it would soor amount to two or 
three thousand pages. But he was opposed to the 
principle of teaching the people agriculture in this 
way. It was the remark of a wise man, no longer 
amongst them, that if the Government would un- 
dertake to instruct the people in the art of raising 
corn, they would soon be obliged to purchase the 
seed for them. It was a vain idea, that of the Gov- 
ernment teaching the people agriculture. In the 
West it was well known, that, after the first year, 
the farmers had. no occasion to bny seed. The 
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only exception in his (Mr. B.’s) State, had been | 
that of a very leamed gentleman, who had under- 
taken to write a book on the subject of planting | 


corn, and who finished by buying his own corn, 
The expense of the work of instructing the peo- 
ple in agriculture was not the only objection— 
that would be assuming a task never contemplated 
by the founders of the Government, and one which 
would only tend to injure the agriculturists. Let 
agriculture be left, as in England and France, to 
the farmers themselves, and to the periodicals and 
works which were devoted to their interests and 
pursuits. 

Mr. CAMERON said that the objection raised 
on the score of expense against the diffusion 
amongst the agricultural classes of a work which 
had been sought for with so much eagerness, was 
casily met. Phere was a surplus fund of more 
than $100,000 to the credit of the Patent Office, and 
it was only just that some portion of it should be 
returned to the people by the publication and cir- 
culation of a document which had-met with such 
unequivocal favor. He could hardly undertake to 
reply seriously to theassaults which had been made 
upon the Patent Office as a useful department of 
the public service. It was well known thatat that 
office intelligence at once valuable and gratifying 
was daily received in relation to the progress of all 


the useful arts amongst the American people. In 
his opinion one of the highest aims of Government 
was the encouragement of the arts of civilization in 
a legitimate añd proper manner. That end was 
ained in ai eminent degree by the Patent Office. 
ut he would not go into an argument on that sub- 
ject. As to talk about the expense of publishing 
this document, all he had to say was, that no doubt 
some gentlemen were very anxious to show their 
great desire to economize the ne expenditures. 
Perhaps at the proper time he (A r.C.) would evince 
an equal desire to attain thatend. But he thought 
that, in the present instance, the effort was somewhat 
forced. Fis object in rising was simply to correct 
what he believed was a misapprehension on the 
part of the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Nizzs,] 
who had stated that he had before him a pamphlet 
containing the report of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, issued by some publisher in Philadelphia, 
and that some members of Congress had sold the 
document. It would have been more liberal and 
nearer the mark to have supposed the fact that the 
Philadelphia publisher, aware of the value of the 
document and its popularity, had ordered an edition 
from the public printer for his use. That wasa 
common procedare. He hoped that there would 
be no alteration in the number of copies recom- 
mended to be printed by the committee. ; 
Mr. NILES said he had a-word to say. Since 
this question was up the other day, he had looked 
into the history of the legislation on this subject, 
só far as there’ had been any to sanction the com- 
pilation and publication of these reports, and he 
found it to be this: In 1836 the Patent Office was 
reorganized, aud raised from a mere clerkship at- 
tached to the State Department into an independent 
bureau; or, perhaps he might say, an independent 
department. In the act passed at that time, there 
was a section appropriating one thousand dollars 
to be expended by the Commissioner of Patents in 
collecting agricultural statistics. It was a mere 
incidental appropriation, and could have no effect 
beyond the ensuing year. Since that period, there 
has been annually an appropriation of one thou- 
sand dollars for the same object, until last_ year, 
whon an appropriation of three thousand dollars 
was smuggled through Congress for procuring ag- 
ricultural statistics, without the restriction that it 
was to be expended by the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents. I say (said Mr. N.) this appropriation was 
smuggled through Congress, because I believe that 
very few members of either House knew anything 
about it; and much less did they know the object 
for which it was intended. No one can have sup- 
posed that this three thousand dollars was design- 
ed to create another office, ahd ‘be a provision for 
paying the incumbent. But such, he understood, 
had been the fact; this sum had been given to an- 
other person, the gentleman who had formerly 
been at the head of the Patent Office, who had col- 
lected the information which made up the present 
report. We had now two officers, each receiving 


| three thousand dallars per annum; one who took 


charge of the Patent Office, and another who col- 
lected statistical information and compiled the re- 
port on agriculture. What was a mere clerkship 
afew years ago had grown up to be'an indepen- 
dent department, and was now dividing. itself and 
forming another distinct and independent bureau, 
which might be called the bureau of agriculture. 
We have taken the first step, and have-to take but 
one or two steps more, and this bureau will be 
established. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Atu- 
ERTON] misunderstood his remarks the other day. 
He did not say that this proceeding was wholly 
without law; but he said it was irregular, and, in 
the extent to which it had gone, was without any 
legal regulation or sanction. What is the legal au- 
thority? Why, previous to last year, it has been 
an annual appropriation of one thousand dollars, to 
be expended by the Commissioner of Patents in 
procuring statistics of agriculture. An appropria~ 
tion bill does not usually involve an expenditure 
beyond the amount appropriated; but in this case, 
the appropriation of ‘one ‘thousand dollars hag 
grown into’ an_expenditure of one hundred thou- 
sand dollars. But the appropriation was for col- 
lecting agricultural statistics. And how has-it been 
expended? Why, in collecting materials consist- 
ing-of essays on agricultural subjects—some ori- 
ginal, and others extracts from other publications 
~-for a large volume, which is called a report. In 
this publication last year, consisting of more than 


five hundred pages, there were but two pages of: 
agricultural statistics, It has none of the charac 
teristics of a report, but is a volume composed of | 
essays and articles on various agricultural subjects, 
many of which had appeared in other agricultural 
publications in the country. He thought it time 
to put a stop to such irregular and useless expend- 
itures. He had a word to say in reply to’ the re- 
marks of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Camenoy;] he was not mistaken in his remarks 
the other day in regard to these reports having 
been in the hands of the booksellers. The Sena- 
tor supposed the copy he read was a reprint of 
this report. It was not so. The copy on his ta- 
ble is our publication, and‘one of the copies print- 
ed by order of Congress. No bookseller has re- | 
published this report. They could purchase it | 
cheaper than they could reprint it; and if they had 
reprinted it, they would have done it in a much 
cheaper form. The copies we have printed at the | 
public expense have found their way into the hands |! 
of the booksellers; and it was not for him to say : 
how they got there. 

Mr. ASHLEY next rose, and was about to re- |! 
ply to the Senator who last spoke, but gave way || 
toa motion, which prevailed, to proceed to the 
consideration of the 
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The Senate then proceeded to the consideration |! 
of the special order, being the joint resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Forcign Relations, proposing to give no- ' 
tice to the Government of Great Britain of the in- 
tention of the Government of the United States to | 
abrogate the convention authorizing the joint occu- |: 
pancy of the Oregon territory, the resolutions of 

Jessrs, Fannecan, CALHOUN, Crirrennen, and 
Conaurrr, and the joint resolution of the House 
of Representatives on the same subject. 

The question being on the substitute proposed 
by Mr. Carrrrnpun— li 

Mr. ARCHER rose, and addressed the Senate || 
for about an hour. But his remarks were deliver- {| 
ed in so low a tone that it was impossible for the || 
reporter to catch anything beyond occasional and |i 

i 
| 
| 
i 


accidental glimpses of their import. ‘The follow- 
ing sketch, therefore, must be regarded rather as | 
an abstract of his course of argument than a re- 
port of his speech. iH 
It was seldom (he said) that a question was pre- | 

1 

| 


sented which demanded, in as great a degree, fear- 
fess and honest counsels as that before them. Not 
only the controversy for a large territory was in- | 
volved, but the issues of the decision they should | 
render, which were of still higher importance. |! 
The people of this country must desire to receive | 
correct information i relation to this controversy, 
rather than to sce their servants there manifest any 
feclings that would overlook the merits of the ques- 
tion, of which they would have to reap the bene- 
fits or sustain the calamitics; and yet what had 
they witnessed, and what had been the treatment | 
which this gr had received from Sena- 
alored the violent invece- |! 


reason, 
made. 


: i 
re sh g, for himself, is 
is country, he abjured a political morality ji 
was a question of war or peace. |i 


i whether war or anything else was to follow. 


| (Mr. 


: shoulders. 
that Power with whom they were incited to go tò 


i subject. 
l; depended the realization of these hopes? 
|! because peace was essential to that expansion and 


He would not go into a detailed examination of 
the whole question, but would simply repeat; that 
the question, reduced to its real substance, was, 
whether, by asserting our claims to the whole of 
Oregon, we were to have war, or, by limiting those 


i claims by negotiation, we were to have. peace. 


‘The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Arte] had said, 
in the course of his remarks, that he was anxious 
to prepare the hearts of the people of this country 
for war. Now, he (Mr. Arncurr) was anxious to 
prepare them for peace. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am sure the Senator does not 
wish to ascribe to me words I did notuse. Itake 
this occasion to repeat what I thought I had often- 
times before satel, that, in answer to certain re- 


marks made by the Senator from Massachusetts | 


with regard to the mode this Government should 
adopt of quietly dehating measures, and saying but 
little about them, f rephed that { held just the op- 
posite of those opinions; that 1 believed the whole 
State of the question, that all the dangers which the 
foreign relations of the country threaten to its 
peers should be fully made known to the country 


ed, in connexion with that subject, if it was essen- 
tial to prepare publie opinion, and the minds and 
hearts of the people, by the frank disclosures of 
the real state of the facts, they ought to be stated, 
t 
was not, therefore, a declaration made independent 
of other questions, that I wanted to throw mto the 
public mind, and excite in it, a national predisposi- 
tion to war. That was not my meaning, as the 
Senator will see, and Lam sure his candor and jus- 
tice will lead him to accept this explanation. And 
I repeat—I take not back one syllable of what I 
uttered then. {t is printed and corrected by my 
own hand; jt stands there, and I abide the event, 
whatever it may be. 

Mr. ARCHER had no disposition to impute to 
the Senator from Ohio any sentiments he had not 


| avowed, nor had he meant to insinuate that he was 
| the reckl 


advocate of war; for he supposed the 
gentleman thought that war might be required by 
the exigencies of the question, and that the hearts 
of the people should be prepared for it. Now, his 
RCHER’s) opinion was dircetly the reverse, 
He thought the best efforts of every man should 


' be to prepare the hearts of the people for compro- 


mise and peace, ‘That was a question of war; and 
what sort of a war? Wasit a war they were to 
estimate by the ships sunk or men slaughtered? 


l Not at all.” ‘That would be a most erroncous mode 


of estimating it indeed. It would be a war the 
most destructive of the clements of human prosper- 
ity that was recorded in human history. ft would 
be a very remarkable one in this view, that not a 


blow this country would have the power to inflict | 


on its adversary that would not recoil on our own 
They had an interest in the affairs of 


war scarcely inferior to that they had in their own. 
A picture had been drawn of the prospects of this 
country in case the Union was preserved; and he 
believed nothing could be said extravagant on that 
But what was the talisman on which 
Peace; 


production by which these hopes are to be real- 
ized. In annihilating peace you annihilate com- 


‘merce, and in annihilating commerce you annihi- 
; late all tendency to expansion. 


Now, he contended that that was a question of 
war, and a war of the character he had described. 
it was not necessary to prove that proposition. 
There was a territory, which, by their own con- 
cession, was held in common occupation for thirty 
years; and the convention under which it was done 
was the result of their own proposition. We had, 
since the adoption of that convention, at four dif- 
ferent periods tendered—what? Why an equal 


i! division of that territory between Great Britain and 
ji ourselves: and would any man say, that if they 
| undertook now to settle the controversy by the 


trong hand of foree—by seizing the whole terri- 
tory—there was a power in the whole world so 
contemptible as to submit to it? Who are the 


ii persons who assert our clear and unquestionable 
| ütle to the whole of Oregon? They are the very 
‘Same persons who are denouncing the pride and- 
: arrogance of Great Britain, and who would evince 


our own moderation and justice by seizing the 
whole territory—a step tantamount to war: -If they 
went for the whole of Oregon, it would be tanta- 


y open, full, and public dealings. And I remark- į 


March 


i moùnt to a declaration that wé ‘aré-to have war 
| Now he wanted the people of the country to'be 
apprised of the real character of that war.. How 
had that question assumed thé fearful aspect it 
then had? How did it happen that the relations: 
established between the two countries by the con- 
ventions of 1818 and 1827 were sought to. be de- 
stroyed? If they were to have war, it would. it 
the first place be a war unprovoked by the adver- 
sary with whom we have to contend. : How hasit 
been presented to us in its most awful aspect? Has: 
Great Britain sought it? Has she violated any pro=; 
vision of the existmg convention, or done any other 
act which should provoke war? No; it would be 
entirely unprovoked by our adversary. Again, isit 
a war which would be conducive to the possession 
i of the object we seek? Now no man could dispute 
that under these conventions the occupation of. 
Oregon was absolutely inevitable by the people. of 
the United States, if the relations between the Uni- 
ted States and England were not. disturbed. » We 
i were told that while one Englishman went to set- 
tle there under that convention, one thousand 
American citizens go there, as they had a right to 
da, to occupy it. No one could doubt that under 
that arrangement the people of the United States 
in a few years would occupy it. § o> n 
But it is objected that, if our citizens. go there, 
they must be followed by protection. We are 
not precluded from doing that by the provisions of 
the convention. We could build forts, extend . 
their Jaws, establish Indian agencies, and have'a 
military force there. We were precluded from 
none of these—from nothing but one—that was 
the giving of territorial rights. Now, all the new 
States of the Union were settled in the same man- 
ner. People had always gone into themat first as 
squatters, without their territorial rights being re- 
corded, under the certain conviction. that, at a 
proper time, their rights would be recorded. War, 
therefore, in this state of things, isnot only un- 
provoked, but cently superiuous, it would not 
only be a war not required, or conducive to its ob- 
ject, but it would actually put out of the power of 
the United States the realization of that object. 
Then it would not be a provoked war, nor condu- 
cive to its object; and he would. therefore ask, 
could it be a just war? Even if we held a clear 
and unquestionable title, he would ask, was the 
United States justified in the course proposed? If- 
he was asked what was the title of Great Britain, 
he would say that, had she none other, she had a 
title under the United States. We had made the 
conventions with her, and four times offered to di> 
vide the territory with her, in which’ she was not 
the proposer; on the contrary, rejected the offers. 
And it is at this time, after so long acknowledging 
the rights on the part of other nations to make 
settlements that we are going to claim the whole: 
would that be just or honorable? As to the ques- 
tion of title, a discussion of it, in all its aspects, 
had been objected to. But he thought the people 
of the United States could not be brought to sanc- 
tion a war for the assertion of a title, unless it was 
shown to be a clear and unquestionable one.“Corn- 
romise and division were the true policy of the 
nited States. He believed the United States had 
a good title, and he could not think the British 
Government had any disposition: to contest that 
tile. But the question was, Had we a ‘clear title 
up to 54° 40°? Itmust be admitted we had not, 
under the Spanish title, derived from the treaty of 
1819. That tite had been” ridiculed. as derived 
from a grant from the Popé in 1419; but he thought 
it was not properly the subject of ridicule. The 
title to the. great mass of property, municipal’ as 
well as national, was conventional. When, among 
nations, the grounds of title have been recognised, 
itis a good and valid title. If the claim of Spain 
to America, confirmed by the Pope, was at that 
time acknowledged by other nations, it was good 
and valid; and, indeed, had the pretensions of 
| Spain, as allowed by the Pope, not been held 
as good, there would hardly have been one of the 
States of this Union now established. But we 
were the first to attempt to invalidate thetitle of 
| Spain, during the first negotiations of 1818." In 
what a position do we place ourselves now, by 
setting up that title! If right now, what were 
we doing in 1818 but setting up a dishonest 
claim to title >for the discovery of Gray could not 
be good if Spain’s title was good. © If the diseov- 
j ery of the mouth of the Columbia by Gray gives 
i us a valid title, there was no force in the Spanish 


1846: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


524 


title; if there was force inthe Spanish title, then 
our title by the discovery of Gray is invalid. The 
doctrine. of the Secretaryof State on: that topic 
was a mistaken onè.. He said, if we had one 
ground: of title, and acquired another, we could 
make use of both. -That was quite true; but:they 
must not be repugnant titles, as these were; for if 
our title by. discovery was good, it-must be that 


that.of Spain ‘was bad; “if the Spanish title was | 


good; there’Wag no force in ours. 

Another. ground there was on which the title of 
Spain might be good.’ -Undoubtedly she made the 
first discoveries: ‘at least she was the first power 
whiose ships ‘sailed along the coast. But it was 
replied that discovery gives no ‘solid title, unless 
followed up by settlement; and she had none on 
this coast north of the Columbia but Nootka, 
which was entirely abandoned by Spain. Another 


source from which Spain might have derived title: | 


Suppose all the Powers of the earth had assented 
to the pretensions of Spain, they would, although 
unsustained by any facts or principles of public 
law; have been good by prescription. But this is 
not so; for during all the time her claims to exclu- 
sive sovereignty were disputed both Ly Russia and 
England, as well as by ourselves. ft could not, 
then, be a title by prescription. 
prised at the extraordinary weight attached to the 
Nootka Sound convention there. It had been said 
Great Britain had- no title but what was derived 
from that; but he (Mr. A.) maintained that that 
convention was not to assert a title, but to ascer- 
tain one on the part of Great Britain; and it was 
found from the correspondence of Mr. Huskisson 
in 1824, that England asserted a parity of title with 


Spain, and that the Nootka convention fixes and | 


ascertains the title of Great Britain. If Great Brit- 
ain had recognised a title in Spain, how could the 
contest relative to the seizures of ships, which led 
to the convention, have taken place, but that Spain 
was asserting a title Great Britain had never recog- 


nised? Why, if she acknowledged the title of 
Spain, should she take offence at the seizure of |) 


ships, as it had been the policy of Spain always to 
exclude foreigners from that coast? But she did 
not admit the claims of Spain, and she was ready 
at all times to repel them by war. But he thought 
it was immaterial to know what the object of the 
‘Nootka convention was. Ele would submit to his 
honorable ffriends whether there were not such 


doubts in this source of title from Spain as would | 


not authorize them to go to war for it, . 
One point more he thought worthy of attention, 


and that was, that by strict construction the Con- | 


stitution of the United: States makes no provision 
for acquisition of territory whatever; no, not so 
much as one acre for a dock-yard, &e. - But now 
it was said that discovery gives us a title to thirteen 
degrees of latitude. He found no such power in 
the Constitution of the United States, although we 
were not inhibited from acquiring territory ina 
way which had been used in several cases toa 
large exterit, under the treaty-making power, or 
by purchase. ~ What he had been endeavoring to 
prove was, not that we had no title, but that we 
had nót a title so clear and unquestionable to the 
whole of the claims asserted by certain members 
of that body as to justify the consequence of war. 
He asked the attention of the Senate to the ques- 
tion of war; but although nobody could suppose 
that, in case of war, there would be a mandu the 
land who would not sustain it, yet it was very ini- 
portant to consider what might be the conse- 
quences of the war that was to come. He was 
ready to assume, with the Senator from Ohio, for 
the sake of argument, that, in the event of war, we 
should be triumphant on every wave and in every 
field. He was willing to concede further, that, by 
that war, they should occupy all the dominions of 


Great Britain’ on this continent, and so subdue her | 


as to make her sue for peace. He could not, in- 
deed, assent to the opinion of the honorable Sena- 
tor that England would not go to war single-hand- 
ed fot Oregon; and he would remind the Senator 
that war was very likely, if the doctrines he ad- 
vanced prevailed; for he told them that all the Eu- 
ropean Powers were ready to pounce down upon 
‘us in order to counteract the influence our system 
had over all the carth. If such were the case, 
when could there be a more favorable time for 
them than when we were engaged in the dispute 
with England? But he did not impute to them 
any such intention, and he could not concur in the 
views of the Senator. But he was wuling to 


He had been sur- | 


f : 
| armies? 


1 trom commerce; and we would be compelled to re- | 


|i there was another, a larger, and more philosophi- | 
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i vention, in favor of a person before not thought of 


iat all: 


grant, for the sake of argument, that all he sup- | 
posed would take place; that even when the dec- 
laration of war had taken place, her ships, concen- 
trated in foree on cur coast, would take to their 
heels to guard her colonies from invasion; still, if} 
England never sent a ship here at all to ravage our 
coasts, they. would still be compelled to act on the 
supposition that she would do so; and it would cost 
as.much to provide for defence if she never sent a 
vessel, as if she sent her fleets in the greatest force 
to invade us. The Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Catnoun] had shown they would require 
armies—in all, 200,000 men—and two navies; and 
| there was one peculiarity about. armies here that 
was not seen in European countries. It would not 
be anarmy ofenlisted men, but a militia force, com- 
| posed of men changing every. three or six months. | 
| Such an army would be dou fiy as expensive as the 
same force cfa regular standing army. And where 
were we to get the means of providing for all these 
Our sources of revenue are derived en- 
tirely from commerce; our markets were nearly all 
| abroad. These would be cut off; but even if we 
| found access to them to a certain extent, we would 
have to go there liable to all the charges of insu- 
rance, indirect communication, and all the losses 
that condition of things would produce. We 
could raise no revenue from customs at all. Mr. 
| Gallatin had computed the amount to be provided 
| for at about seventy millions a year; but the Sen- 
l ator from South Carolina said it was much too 
small a computation, and showed that we had no 
other resource than in an unlimited circulation of 
paper money. We could not make loans abroad, 
and if made at all, they must be made at home. 
We would have to rely entirely on banks to sus- 
tain a paper system, and come into the same con- ; 
dition as we were in, not in the war of 1812, but 
| in that of the Revolution. And that state of things 
| would not end with the war; the same necessity 
i for a revenue would exist after the advent of peace. 
i The enormous accumulation in ten years of over 
$750,000,000 of debt would require a revenue to 
meet the interest, and that could not be derived | 
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| Sort to the syme system of indirect taxes as du- 
ring the war. ‘That was the change war would 
effect in onr financial and social systems. But 


cal view presented the other day by the Senator 
| from South Carolina. That war would be with 
| a Power that was able to resist Napoleon, armed 
j with the whole force of Europe. It would not 
i 
| 
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he a short one. However signal its successes, 
its effect on the social system of the United States 
would be extremely disastrous.. As proven by 
the experience of the pást, we would have the 
Jacksons and Johnsons—the military men—filling 
all the public offices. He had heard it suggest- 
| ed that the war itself would break up the Union, 
| Ele did not believe that possible. The stability of 
the Union might be sapped by covert attacks on 
i the Constitution, by the usurpations and innova- 
| tions of men in power at home, but it could not be 
destroyed by foreign hostility. It was the spirit of | 
| military men to be imperious and despotic. He | 
| confessed that it was in that view that he regarded | 
i the results of such a contest as most serious. It | 
would not be conducive in any way to our inter- | 
| ests. Even if successful, the consequences would 
be extremely disastrous. There was another view | 
| which he felt it his duty to present. How was it | 
| that such a war would be brought upon us? Would 
| it be for any great national interest? No: it would | 
| be a war to redeem a party pledge. So it had been 

| broadly stated on that floor, ‘Che honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana said, that if the President would 
not obey the behest of the Baltimore convention, 
he would regard him as a traitor. Had that con- 
vention then, indeed, authority to override the 


| * 
|| Constitution of the country? Was that all? That l! 
convention at Baltimore met for a special purpose |) 


—to carry out the views of a party of the United ; 
States, in the election of a Chief Magistrate. What | 
was its first act? To throw overboard the nomi- | 
nee of nearly two-thirds of the votes of that con- | 
There was no expression then of the opin- | 
ion of the people of the United States on-the sub- | 
ject now under discussion. That was, in fact, im- | 
possible either with „vegard. to Texas or Oregon. | 
And yet that resolution, not responsive to. public 

opinion, but designed to fabricate an opinion for 
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| 
ir 
i 
i 


electioneering purposes, was now held up as au- 


thority: ;Was. that anything but J acobinism ? 
That was the point.to which we are now brought. 
It was nota patty, but a national question. -It had 
been represented. as one affecting awestern interest. 
There was no western ““interest;’”” but there was 
a western temper-—a temper always characteristic 
of new States—with great-virties, with great de- 
fects—impulsive and impetuous—obslinately bent 
on the accomplishment of its purpose—a temper. of 
unlimited avidity for. the acquisition -of territory. 
He knew that the political power was to:go there- 
There it was to culminate. He did: not, object: to 
that. Where the wealth and population were, 
there ought to be the power.’ But he desired. that 
progress to be moderate. ; à : 
«Westward the star of empire takes its way.” 

The sentiment was as true as its expression was 
poetic. He trusted that it would be accompanied 
by the orb of education, and that it would shed a 
benign, not a baleful influence. r 

Mr. NILES then moved that the Senate go into 
Executive session. S 

The motion was put and carried; and then, after 
some time spent with closed doors, : 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespar, March 18, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The House, by consent, took up and referred 
the joint resolution from the Senate, for the relief 
of Peter Gorman. 
A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SAWYER rose and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. ` 

And leave having been granted— 

Mr. SAWYER said: Something occurred in 
this House yesterday, on an amendment offered 
by one of my colleagues, [Mr. Dezano,) making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Mau- 
mee river, which calls for some notice at my hands. 
I find that I am incorrectly reported in the Nation- 
al Intelligencer; and that I am thus represented in 
a wrong light as regards that matter. I wish to 
‘The attack that was made upon 
me yesterday was sufficient of itself, without su- 
peradding a wrong report of what actually did 
take place. I take this occasion to say, that, so 
far as I know and believe, so far as I have any ac- 
quaintance with the gentleman who offered the 
amendment, he is incapable of doing anything: to 
injure me, or any other man. The. meaning Tin 
tend to. convey is, that he would not knowingly 
or intentionally do any such thing; and-that, from 
evidence adduced to me, he did not offer:the amend- 
ment at all with that view. : 

But there are other individuals here who seemed 
to push‘on the work yesterday, and whose inten- 
tions, as I believe, are of a different character; 
and, thus believing, I dare to speak. 

The report says— 

“ Mr. Sawyer inquired who moved the amend- 
ment, and said he represented that district.”” . 

That (continued Mr. S.) is true. 

The report further says: : 

“ The Chairman gave the information desired, 

“ Mr. Sawyer said he wanted the interference 
of no man in the affairs of his district.” 

That (continued Mr. S.) is also true. : 

But what follows is not true. It may have been 
a mistake; I have no doubt that itis. The report 
says: ee : 

“If the appropriation had: been wanted, he 
would have moved it himself”? ce tu 8.008. 

I said no such thing (continued Mr.S.) 

And, again, the report says: . 

« Ag it was not wantéd; he ‘would -not vote for 
it.” f é 

I said no such thing, (again remarked Mr, oY 
and an explanation on this subject is necessary. 
desire to place myself right- before my constitu- 
ents, and Í do not intend that any man shall place 
me in a Wrong position towards. them.’ There 
were two gentlemen here—high-minded, honor- 
able gentlemen—who have the control of this mat- 
ter, and who have been engaged officially for the 
improvement from ‘that district. They advised 
‘me not to offer that amendment yesterday. I think 
Ihave as good a right to know what the wishes 
of the people there are as anybody else; and I 
feel that I am perfectly justifiable in the course I 
have pursued. When the proper time comes, I 
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intend to offer an amendment; I intend to do so 
this morning, and to offer such a one as will suit 
myself. If gentlemen think proper to vote for it, 
well and good; if not, they can take their own 
course. J felt that this much was necessary to set 
myself right in the matter, and I will not further 
trespass on the indulgence of the House. 

Mr. DELANO asked leave to make a personal | 
explanation. He stated that his experience in re- 
gard to personal explanations admonished him, 
that, when made, they should be brief; and he 
promised that he would detain the House but for a 
moment, 

He said he had received petitions and letters 
from sundry persons interested therein in regard to 
the necessity of an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Maumee river. The petitions he had || 


i 
i 


Mr. PERRY moved that the bill and amendment 
be laid on the table. i 

Mr. HOPKINS was understood to request Mr. 
Perry not to insist on that motion, as the whole 
subject would thus be laid on the table. 

he motion was not withdrawn. 

The yeas and nays were asked by Mr. Horxms, 
and other members, and were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and when 
the name of ; 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL was called, that gentle- 
man rose and asked the Speaker to state what the 
bill was. 

The SPEAKER said it was the mileage bill. 

Mr. INGERSOLL said he knew it was the mile- 
age bill; but (he was understood to add) he knew 
nothing of what its provisions were. 


presented several weeks since, at which time he | 
advised several of his colleagues that on some suit- | 
able occasion, he would move an amendment to | 
the “ river and harbor bill,” making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Maumee river, 

He had several days since presented to his col- 
league [Mr. Scusxck] his proposed amendment, 
and asked him if he would support it. Mr.S re 
plied that he would, because he considered him- 
self bound, in justice to the persons who had con- | 
fided this matter to his care to do so; because he 
considered the proposition meritorious; because he 
believed the people of his own State, and particu- 
larly those in the vicinity of the Maumee bay, en- į 
titled to the approprjation. | 

He had submitted the motion with no design or | 
desire to wound the feelings of his colleague, (My. 
Sawyer,] or to do him injustice here or elsewhere, 
but simply to discharge a duty which the citizens of 
his own State had devolved upon him; and, in do- 
ing which, his conduct had the entire approbation 
of his judgment. 

The SPEAKER said that the business first in 
order would be the call of the committees for re- 
ports. 


MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. J. P. MARTIN, from the Committee on 
Mileage, offered a resolution discharging the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 
the bill heretofore reported by him, in relation to 
the mileage of members. 

Mr. BOWLLN said that, as this subject had | 
been brought up, he desired to offer an amend- | 
ment; which was read for information, as follows: 

“See, — That no member be allowed pay for | 
any day that he does not actually attend the sitting 
of the House if in session that day, unless absent | 
by its order on the business of the ETouse, or pre- 
vented from attending by sickness; and the tail- 
ure of any member to answer to his name on | 
the call of the Efouse, or on the call of the ayes 
and noes, shall constitute him an absentee for the 
day, unless it appears from the journals of the 
House that he was absent by its order, or be ex- i 
cused for sickness on the certificate of a physician; 
and no member absent from the House for his own 
business or pleasure, and with or without the leave 
of the House, shall receive any pay for the time 
he is so absent. 

“ Sre. — That it shall be the duty of the Clerk 
of the House, at least once every day, to furnish 
the Sergeant-at-Arms with a list of those mem- 
bers who, on the preceding day, failed at any 
one time to answer to their names, either upon a | 
call of the House, or on the ayes and noes; and | 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, upon receiving such list, 
shall charge the members so absent, and shall take 
from his gross pay, in the settlement of his account, 
the amount of one day’s pay for every day so ab- 
sent.” 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired leave tomake 
two reports, as he was not in his seat at the mo- 
ment the committee of wnich he was a member was 
called a few days ago. i 

The SPEAKER said that the mileage bill was |! 
before the House, and that the question would be | 
on ordering it to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. MARTIN desired to know whether it was 
in order for the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Bowuiy] to offer an amendment whilst he (Mr. 
M.) was on the floor? i 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that, 
not understanding the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Marrin] as claiming the floor, it had been | 
given to the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Bow- 
Lin,] who had offered his amendment. 


: Campbell, Catheart, Chipman, Constable, C 
j lass, Fieklin, Foot, 


i La Sere, 


The SPEAKER said the Clerk was calling the 
roll; it would not be in order to read the bill. 

Mr. INGERSOLL asked, as a personal favor, 
that it might be read. 

But it was not read. 

The roll having been called through, the vote was 
announced as follows; 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Ba- 
ker, Brinkerhott, Brockenbrough, Buttington, John H, 
ranston, Doug- 
marvin, Giles, Harmanson, Hoge, 
Ilough, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins; 
Ligon, Maclay, Joseph J. McDowell, Marsh, 
Morse, Moseley, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, 
Price, Relfe, Roberts, Leonard H. Sims, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Vinton, Wentworth, and Yaneey—48. 

NAYS—Messrs, Abbott, John Quincy Adama, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedingcr, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, Win. W. Camp- 
bell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Delano® De Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Drom 
goote, Dunlap, Buswerth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
H. Ewing, Paran, Poster, Vries, Gentry, Giddings, Good- 
year, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
Uampton, Uarper, Henley, Herrick, Bhias B. Holmes. 
Hopkins, Jobn W. Houston, George 8. Houston, Edmun 
W. Hubard, Hungerford, Jas. B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James H Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leake, 
Leih, Lewis, Levin, Lumpkin, MeCtean, MeClelland, 
MeConnell, James MeDowell, MeGunghey, Melivaine, 
MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
Niven, Owen, Peudleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, 
Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Jobn A Rockwell, Russell, Saw- 
tHe, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sev- 
eranee, Simpson, ‘Triman Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 


Rmith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, | 


Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James ‘Thompson, Tred- 
way, Trumbo, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilmot, Wood 
ward, Wright, Yell, Young, and Yost—135. 

So the bill and amendment were not laid on the 
table. 

And the question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. BOWLIN, 

Mr. YELL offered the following as an amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Strike out §8 and insert $5 per diem, and insert 
$6 for every twenty miles of travel to and from the 
seat of Government— 

And be it further enacted, That from the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty the seat of Government 
of the United States shall be; and is hereby, loca- 
ted and established near the city of St. Louis, in the 
State of Missouri, upon the township of land grant- 
ed by the State of Missouri to the Federal Gov- 
ernment for that purpose, whenever Congress shall 
signify its acceptance. 

Mr. BOWLIN accepted the amendment as a 
modification of his amendment. 

Mr. YANCEY moved that it be laid on the ta- 
ble, (though the reporter thinks it was not heard 
by the Speaker.) 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out the words “ near the city of 
St. Lous,” and inserting “ Jeffersonville, in’ the 
State of Indiana.” 

Mr. J. said that whenever the seat of Govern- 
ment was removed, he desired that this should be 
its location. ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Speaker 
whether it would be in order to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE submitted the motion, which | 


was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked leave to say a few words 
in personal explanation. 

Objections were made; and the Speaker suggest- 
ed that the gentleman would have an opportunity 
hereafter. ; . 


Mr. SCHENCK seid, Very well;.the House: 
would be pleased to consider this:as a notice that 
he wished. to make a personal explanation. : 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Whereupon the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, . 
(Mr. T. Smrrn, of Indiana, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
priations for the improvement. of. certain harbors 
and rivers. a 

Amendments were still in order, and they were 
offered, as follows: : : 

By Mr. BAKER: For the improvement of the 
Tlinois river below the. mouth ofthe Illinois and 
Michigan canal, $75,000: by ayes 35, noes 84, re- 
jected. i 
3 By Mr. HOPKINS: For constructing a ship 
canal from the head of steamboat navigation on the 
Tennessee river, by the most direct and practica- 
ble route:to Baltimore, in order to make East Ten- 
nessee and Western Virginia more accessible to the 
United States arsenals and depôts, and for com- 
pensation to Professor Espy for raising the clouds 
and supplying the requisite quantity of rain for 
steamboat navigation thereon, a sum not exceed- 
ing $50,000,000. Rejected. eee 
By Mr. SAWYER: For the. improvement of 
the Maumee bay, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, $14,000. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked leave to make an expla- 
nation in relation to a matter which took, place 
when he was out of the House. 

Objected to. 

Mr. SCHENCK then moved to amend the 
amendment of Mr. Sawyer, by adding the words 
“ below the rapids.” By ayes. 36, noes 78, re- 
jected. š 
: And the question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Sawyer, the vote stood ayes 38, noes 


i] 64. 


No quorum voting, 

A second count was taken, and the vote stood, 
ayes 38, noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected, os 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: For the improvement 
of the Alleghany river for steamboat navigation, 
$100,000. Rejected. : `; ‘ 

By Mr.J.P. MARTIN: For the improvement of 
Cumberland river at Smith’s shoal, $25,000, to be 
expended under the direction. of the Secretary of 

ar. Rejected. 

The following item being under consideration: 
“ For the improvement of the Ohio river below 
the falls, at Louisville, and of the Mississippi, 
Missouri, and Arkansas rivers, $240,000; ‘ 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend it, by adding, 
€< $50,000 thereof to be expended in the improve- 
iment of the Mississippi above the mouth of the 
Missouri.” 

Some conversation followed between Mr. JA- 
COB THOMPSON and Mr. TIBBATTS. 

Mr. PRICE moved to amend the amendment, 
by adding, “and $100,000 for the improvement of 
the Missouri river.’? Rejected. 

Mr. YELL moved to amend the amendment by 
adding, “ that the residue of the amount be applied 
to en improvement of the Arkansas river,” ` Re- 
jected. 

By Mr. COBB, (su 
Arkansas be appoint 
entertained. 

Mr. PRICE moved. to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words ** the mouth of the Mis- 
souri river.” Rejected. 

And then, by ayes 73, noes 52, the amendment 
of Mr. Tisparrts was agreed to. 
| Mr. HENLEY desired to move an amendment 
striking out the item of appropriation for the Louis- 
ville and Portland canal, and inserting a provision 
which was not read. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the motion to strike 
out this item was not in order, that portion of the 
| bill having been already acted on. 

Some conversation followed, of which the re- 
porter knows nothing. 

Mr. HENLEY. “I cannot hear anything the 
Chair says, but I suppose it is all right, 

By Mr. C. B. SMITH: For the improvement of 
the Wabash river, $50,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. LA SERE: For a breakwater and har- 
por at Fort Pontchartrain in. Louisiana, $20,000. 

ejected. 


y Mr. HARMANSON: And thatthe engineer 


ggestion®) That the State of 
ed residuary legatee.. Not 
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department having charge of the expenditure of 
the appropriation for the lower Ohio, the Missis- 

-sippi, the Missouri, and the Arkansas rivers, be 
required to. take such force as may be applied to 
the removal of snags from the Mississippi river, 
and to commence- the work at its mouth, and com- 
plete the same as. he-ascended the river. Rejected. 

By.Mr. CULVER: For facilitating the trans- 
portation of passengers up that branch of Salt River 
running ‘through the State of New. Hampshire, 

: $5,000, to be expended under the superintendence 
of the Commissioner of Patents. Rejected. 

_. By Mr, CHIPMAN: To strike out “the Arkan- 
sas.river’’ from the item. appropriating $240,000 
for.the improvement of the Ohio, Mississippi, Mis- 
souti, and Arkansas rivers... Rejected. 

_ By Mr. YELL: At the end ‘of the 109th line 
insert, ‘* Provided that $25,000 of said appropria- 
tion be appropriated to the improvement of the 


Washita, White, and Black rivers, in the State of 
Arkansas, fe aes 
_ By Mr. BELL: For the improvement of the 


_ Cumberland river above Nashville, to be expended 

- according to the report of Colonel Abert, under the 
ae of the Secretary of War, $20,000. Re- 
jected. : 

By Mr. SCHENCK, (witha preamble which 
was withdrawn:) An appropriation for the con- 
tinuation of the work on the Cumberland road, 
$75,000 for Ohio, $140,000 for Indiana, and $140,006 


for Illinois...“ 

By My. W.G. BROWN, (amendment to the 
amendment:): For the erection of a bridge over the | 
eastern branch of the Ohio river, on the Cumber- | 
land road, at Wheeling, $50,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND, (proviso to the 
amendment:) Provided, That it is inconsistent to | 
appropriate the publie money to make harbors and | 
remove obstructions to’ the navigation of the head 
waters of streams, whilst by the protective policy | 
the Government is interposing obstacles to the in- 
gress and egress of commerce through our sea- 
ports. Rejected. 

By Mr. FRIES, (as an amendment to the amond- 
ment of Mr. Scnuncx:) Amend the amendment by 

adding $50,000 for the perfection of the Bebb and 
Schenck subterranean railroad, on which to convey 
their odoriferous friends from Kentucky to Can- 
ada. Rejected. i 

The point of order on this last-mentioned amend- 
ment was raised by Mr. RATHBUN. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to inquire of his colleague, 

- [Mr. Frizs,] whether he intended to insult him by 
offering this amendment. 

Mr. FRIES. Iwill tlk to you about that mat- 
ter at any time out of the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK. So far as Iam concerned, I| 
ask the committee to take such action, as it may 
think proper in relation to an amendment of that 
character. 

Some confusion ensued. . 

The reading of the amendment was called for, 
but-the Chairman said that it was not in order to 

. read it, because the question upon it had been de- 
cided. 

Mr. BAKER appealed, but subsequently with- | 
drew the appeal, in order that the amendment might 
be read. 

But it was not read. 

Some excitement and a good deal of conversa- 
tion followed; after which the matter was dropped | 
for the present. 

The question was then taken on the amendment ; 
of Mr. Scuencx, and decided, by ayes 38, nocs 
not counted, in the negative. 


By Mr. HARMANSON: | 


Provided twenty-five thousand dollars of which 
shall be applied to the removal of snags, logs, and 
impending trees between the mouth of Red river 

- and the raft, to commence at the mouth of the river 
“as soon as possible. Rejected 

By Mr. E. H. EWING: ! 

Suc. —. And beit further enacted, That the stone | 
heretofore used and employed by the Government | 
of the United States in building a wing-dam at the | 
Harpeth shoals in the Cumberland river, in the | 

. State of ‘Tennessee, be, and. the same is hereby, | 
given to a company, chartered by the State of Ten- 
nessee at the last session of its Legislature, for the 
purpose of damming and locking said Cumberland | 
river from the town of N: ashville to the Tennessee 
line, to be used by said company in damming and 


locking said river. Rejected. | 


tofore carried on by the Government for improving 
the navigation of the Cape Fear river, North Ca- 
rolina, over which the great southern mail is car- 
ried, ear Rejected. 

By Mr. S. JONES: - 

And be it further enacted, That the stock of Cen- 
tral and Monroe railroads, and of the Georgia rail- 
road, in the State of Georgia; be purchased by the 
United States; and that the said roads be kept in 
good repair, and completed and carried on; and 
that all passengers and articles of produce and 
merchandise, and all other articles, be transported 
free of expense; and that the cost of purchase, and 
expense of completing and keeping in repair, and 
transportation of passengers, produce, and mer- 
chandise, be paid out of any money not otherwise 
appropriated. . 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $500, 
000 be apppropriated, to be expended under the 
superintendence of a competent engineer, to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of War, in making slack- 
water navigation in the Chattahoochee river, from 
Columbus to West Point on said river. Rejected. 

By Mr. DANIEL P. KING: For making a re- 


purvey of the harbors at Lane’s cove, Sandy bay, 
| Marblehead, and Lynn, $1,000. Rejected. 


By Mr. BIGGS; For the reopening of Roan- 
oke Inlet, and improving the harbor at or near 
Nag’s Head, North Carolina, $100,000. Rejected. 

By Mr. LEONARD H. SIMS: The amend- 
ment (heretofore published) in relation to the 
Osage river. 

By Mr. PHELPS: (As an amendment thereto.) 
Strike out “ $25,000,” and insert $100,000; and 
! add, and for the improvement of the navigation of 
| White river, in the State of Missouri, the sum of 
| $20,000. 

Mr. SIMS accepted the amendment to the 
| amendment, and, thus amended, the amendment 
| was rejected, 

By Mr, HENLEY: For the construction of a 
| canal around the falls of the Ohio river, on the In- 
| diana shore, $500,000. Rejected. For the erec- 
| tion of a dam and locks for the removal of the ob- 
‘struction to the navigation of the Ohio river, at the 
| falls thereof, $300,000. 


Rejected. 


[| By Mr. SEROHIM: Provided, That no portion 


| of the appropriations hereinbefore made shall be 
‘paid durmg the ensuing year, in case the tariff of 


ji 1842 shall be modified, altered, or repealed, during 


| the present session of Congress. Rejected. 
By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: Provided, That 
| no money shall be drawn from the treasury by this 


| act to make the improvements directed in any State | 


| which received any money on deposite from the 
| Government of the United States, under the act ap- 

pore June 23d, 1886, entitled “An act to regu- 
| late deposites of the public money,” until the Sec- 
i retary of the Treasury shall have first called upon 
| such State for the necessary amounts, in the man- 
| ner provided in said act, and shall have received 
| and expended the same, so far as they will extend, 


li towards meeting the appropriations in this act pro- 


| vided. Rejected. 
| By Mr. G. W. JONES: The substitute, pub- 
| lished in yesterday’s proceedings, for the bill. 
| Rejected. 

By Mr. BELL: The substitute, heretofore pub- 
lished. Rejected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the 
committee rose and reported the bill and amend- 
ments to the House. 

And the question being on concurring in the 
amendments, and on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, 

Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked Mr. W. to withdraw it, 


f to enable him (Mr. S.) to make a personal expla- 


nation. 

Mr. WENTWORTH bis Wags his willingness 
to do so for that purpose only. 

A brief conversation followed. The demand 
for the previous question was seconded. And the 
main question was ordered to be now taken; 
(which main question was as stated above.) 

The House then gave leave to - wed 
Mr. SCHENCK to make a personal explana- 
‘on bere bee ae 

Mr. S. said: While the House was in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, I-pro- 
posed an amendment in relation to ‘an appropria- 
tion for the Cumberland road—a work in which a 


By Mr. McKAY: For completing the work here- 


portion of my constituents feel a deep interest, as 


well as many. persons in the West beyond us. 
While that amendment:was pending, a colleague 
of mine [Mr. Fries] offered an amendment to the 
amendment. The vote was taken upon that amend- 
ment to the amendment, which I did not hear dis- 
tinctly; and it was insome way disposed of by the 
committee; (I did not know, nor have I ascertain- 
ed yet, precisely how;:for about this there seemed 
to be some discrepancy of. opinion;) and it was not 
until after the action-of the committee that I learn- 
ed from some gentlemen around me—and Llearned 
it with much surprise—that: my. name was men- 
tioned in the amendment to the amendment: Now, 
I have but a very few words to say in regard to 
what then occurred, and to the amendment itself. 
I have not yet seen it, I am told that it proposes 
a subterranean railway for carrying the blacks 
from Kentucky to Canada, and designates them as 
the “ odoriferous friends” of Mr. Bebb and my- 
self. It may be proper for me to ‘state to the 
House that Mr. Bebb, who is referred toy is. the 
present Whig candidate for governor in Ohio. , 
Of him I have nothing to say; he probably will be 
sufficiently taken care of by the people of Ohio. 
Why my name was mentioned Iam at a loss to 
know; and especially coming from my colleague in 
the way of this amendment which he has present- 
ed. With that gentleman I had no personal ac- 
quaintance until Í came. here. Since that time I 
have made his acquaintance—I believe, on my so- 
licitation of a colleague to give me an introduction; 
and between us there has passed nothing but the 
ordinary courtesies of life, and such treatment as 
there should be from one gentleman to another. 
The House will thus see that the assault was en- 
tirely unprovoked and gratuitous. When I learned 
that my name was connected in this offensive way, 
I could not at the moment determine what he could 
possibly mean by it. I accordingly rose-and in- 
quired of my colleague whether he meant to insult 
me by using my name in connexion with the ne- 
groes which it asserts are to be taken from Ken- 
tucky to the North. (I could not yet bring m 
mind to believe that it might not have been intend- 
ed as a mere jew d’esprit, though I thought it, if 
designed as a joke, avery untimely one) The 
only reply I could obtain from my colleague was, 
that he would not tell me whether it was intended 
as an insult or not; and if I wanted to know I could 
learn it elsewhere. I am not to be drawn from my 
purpose, or placed in a false position by this prop- 
osition. I choose to speak of the matter in the 
same public way in which it has been presented to 
the consideration. of the Hfouse; andas my. col- 
league will notsay what-his motives were, nor de- 
fine the. character of his amendment, I undertake 
to say that it is an amendment. such as no man 
having regard to the obligations of a gentleman, or 
the qualities which constitute a gentleman, should 
offer in this House. 

Mr. HENLEY here rose to a point. of order, and 
some interruptions took place upon questions of 
order by that gentleman and Mr. G. 8. HOUS- 
TON. 

Mr. HENLEY persisted in his point, that it 
was unparliamentary for one gentleman upon this 
floor to use the language towards another which 
had been used by the gentleman fom- Ohio [Mr. 
ScueEncx] to his colleague. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was 
what the termination of the sentence would be; 
and, therefore, he could not call the gentleman 
from Ohio to. order until it was uttered. The. opin- 
ion of the Chair is, that the gentleman’s language , 
is not pertinent to a personal explanation, nor par- 
liamentary.. - ag cael Sh ; 

Mr. SCHENCK. resumed. He. had already 
said all he desired on this subject. -He wished to 
add but a word in reference to the abolitionist par- 
ty, as they are termed, or whoever-was concerned 
Gf. there were any a in carrying slaves from 
the slave States to the North, and to declare that 
he neither had affiliation with: them, connexion 
with them, nor knowledge.of: them, nor respect 
for them; that, so far from having had anything to 
do with a party of that kind, when a candidate 
before the people for- their: suffrages, the severest 


not aware 


and-harshest opposition he. had met-with from any 


quarter. was. from some of the friends and support- 
ers of the abolitionist candidate in his district, who 
had received at the last election some 600 votes in 
coca en to him. 

r. THURMAN asked to be 


ind A ; 
marks. x ulgedin a few 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


Ohio desire to make a personal explanation? If 


he does, he has the right to proceed. 
Mr. THURMAN. I do not rise to make a per- 


sonal explanation, for there is nothing in what | 


f 


has occurred that concerns me personally; and, o 
course, I cannot ask to be heard on that ground. 
Buta difficulty has occurred between two of my 
colleagues, which T wish to see reconciled. 

[Cries of «Proceed !” “Go on!” and the Hous 
unanimously consenting|— 

Mr. THURMAN proceeded. When the ap- 
peal of the gentleman from Ilinois (Mr. Baker] 
was pending in committee, I addressed an inquiry 
to the Chair, to ascertain if I understood correctly 
the action of the chairman and the committee; for, 


if I did,it seemed to me to be clear that the appeal | 


was out of order. I had not then heard the whole 


of the amendment offered by my colleague, [Mr. | 


Frms,]and did not know that it contained the 


name of, or alluded to, any person whomsoever. | 
‘Neither had I heard the question which it appears : 
that my colleague on my right (Mr, Scnencx] put : 


to the mover of the amendment, nor the reply of the 
latter; and, not knowing that any individual was 
personally concerned in the matter, my sole object 
was to make a point of order as to the appeal of 
the gentleman from Llinois, Jad i known the 
facts of the case, 1 would have endeavored then to 
bring about a correction of the misunderstauding 


between my colleagues, instead of confining myself || 


to the point of order. f ake 
And now, Mr, Speaker, what is this difficulty ? 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Corver] of- | 
fered an amendment to provide for the improve- ; 


ment of Salt river, in the State of New Hampshire. 
tt was evidently a playful hit at the Democracy, 
and was so taken. Having been disposed of, my 
colleague on my right (Mr, ScuEncx] offered, as 
fam informed, an amendment to provide for the 
completion of the Cumberland road, 


ment—an amendment that I feel sure was intended 
simply as a jest, and 
idea of inserting in t C 
{Mr. Scnexcr] grew out of the fact that it was t 
De offered as an amendment to his proposition. I 


do not know how this was, for I speak of my own | 
accord merely, and without consultation with either | 
But knowing them both, Ido | 


of the gentlemen., F l 
not believe that any insult could have been intend- 
ed. Why my colleague, who offered the amend- 


ment, did not explain his motive, when questioned 


by my colleague on my right, Edo not know. fe i; 


may be that he supposed tne question was put to 
hini in a tone or manner that precluded his reply- 
ing to it by an explanation, Whether such an 


idea, if entertained by him, was correct, | cannot | 
ar the question asked, or see my | 
colleague when he asked i, But L feel certain that | 
here inust have becn some such idea in the mind | 


tell,as I did not he 


ot 


of my colleague from the Columbiana district [Mr 
Fries] when he answered the question as he did. 
Believing, then, Mr. Speaker, that the difficulty 
between these gentlemen would be honorably set- 
tled were an explanation to take place, 1 beg to 
suggest, as the friend of both, and without consult- 
ation with cither, that my colleague on my right 
withdraw the personal remark he has just made, 


t 
be no explanation. 


Mr. BAKER rose to make an explanation, 


which was personal, in just the same sense as that | 


entleman from Ohio, [Mr. ‘Tnur- 


made by the ge 
man] He 
the gentleman 
regret, and was now much pi 
Yucrman express his opinion that) 
tended as a personal reflection on his 
SCHENCK. | 
individual op 
his colleague, [Mr. Fries. } 
the hope, that, as t c y 
gest the propriety of an explanation, 1t w 
made promptly and frankly by the gentleman who 
offered the objectionable amendment. 
to him thati darty 
it was due to the House and the gentleman impli- 
cated that it should be so explained by authority. 
He rose to express this hope; and he would only 
_ say further, that, like the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Tuurman,] he had but expressed his indi- 
vidual ‘wish and opinion, and that he did- not ad- 


ex 


hat it was not in- 
friend, (Mr. 


inion of Mr. T., and not offered for 


To that; 
amendment my other colleague offered his amend- | 


est, and it is quite probable that the ; 
t the name of my colleague į 
o: 


and that an explanation be had. He must see | 
hat, until those remarks be withdrawn, there can | 


rad heard the amendment offered by : 
from Ohio [Mr. Fries] with great | 
eased to hear Mr. : 


This, however, is the expression of the : 


He desired to express | St 


he slightest reflection must sug- | 
ould be | 


it appeared || 
rit was offered, as was said, jocularty, | 


i 
| 
H 
i 
| 


i Jonn 


dress the House on the part of his friend, [Mr. 
Scuenck,] or in consequence of any consultation 
with him upon the subject. 

The question then recurred first on concurring 
in the amendments of the committee. 
_ Such amendments as are not hereinafter men- 
tioned, were concurred in without a division. 
Mr. BOYD put an inquiry to the Chair, which, 


| So far as it could be heard by-the reporter, was, 


whether, under the rule recently adopted, it would 
be in order, after the amendments had been agreed 
to separately, to take up the bill regularly, and call 
for a vote on these items. 

There was great noise in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER said, if gentlemen would pay a 
little more attention, and would keep better order, 
the matters before the House could be much more 
satisfactorily understood by them. 

The SPEAKER continued: ‘Che Chair will take 
this opportunity to make an explanation in regard 
to the operation of the new rule. But first, with 
the indulgence of the House, the Chair will have 
the rule read. 

And it was read, as follows: 

«That upon the engrossment of any bill making 


: appropriations of money for works of internal 

| improvement of any kind or description, it shall 
i ) pon bbe 

i “bein the power of any member to cull for a divi- 


sion of the question, so as to take a separate vote 
of the House upon each item of improvement or 
appropriation contained in said bill, or upon such 
items separately, and others collectively, as the 
member making the call may specify; and if one- 
fifth of the members present second said call, it 
shall be the duty of the Speaker to make such 
divisions of the question, and put them to vote 
accordingly.’ 

The SPEAKER. continued: The Chair consi- 
ders the bill under consideration a bill for internal 
improvements of'some kind or character, ltcomes, 
therefore, within the rule. 

In the next place, the Chair rules, that when the 
bill comes to be engrossed, any gentleman may 
call for a division on any one item. If one-fifth 
of the members shall second the motion, the divi- 
sion will be ordered, and then, as usual, the yeas 
and nays may, on the demand of one-fifth, be also 
ordered. 

As regarded the point raised by Mr. BOYD— 

The SPEAKER (yielding his first impression 
as to the effect of the rule) said, after reflection 
nnd after consultation with experienced members, 


| (for there are no precedents to refer to,) the Speaker 


is of opinion that when the bill comes up on the 
question of engrossinent, it will be competent to | 
‘all for a division, and to take a vote upon amend- 
ments now being acted upon. 

Some further conversation on the construction of 
the rule followed, in whieh Messrs. HAMLIN, P. 
KING, G. W. JONES, and the SPEAKER, par- 
ticipated. 

‘Fhe House then proceeded with the main ques- 
tion. 

On concurring in the amendment appropriating 
$5,000 for the removal of obstructions at the Crook, 
in the harbor of Providence. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrg. Abbott, Join Q. Adains, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Baker, Bowlin, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
an, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, 
aston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett 
ivis, Deluio, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dunlap, John 
L Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Gen- 
ry, Giddings, Giles, Goodycar, Grider, Grinnell, Hamptor 
Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Hohnes, Hough, John W. Hou 
ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charies J. [ngerso], Joseph R. Jugersoll, Jenkins, Daniel 
P. Ki Leib, 1 
MeHen 


5 WHetivaine 
oiloek, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, 
Rockwell, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 


dleton, P 


A. 


1 Traman Sinith, Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Starkweather, 


i throp, Wood 


Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
Benjamin ‘Thompson, James Thompson, Tib- 


iOMaSSON, 
e, Win- 
d 


batts, ‘Piiden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, W! 
Woodworth, Wright, and Young—99. 
srs, Stephen Adams, fAnderson, Atkinson, 


Barri 


d 
drew Johnson, 


Vis, Levin, McClelland, MeGanghey, | 
farsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen- | 


if 
i 


| 


} 


{ 


{ 


| 
| 
| 


ti 
H 
{ 


94, 


John H. Campbell, 
Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, 
Culver, Cunningham, 

Mott, Dixon, Douglass, 
' Foster, Garvin, 


the canal round the Muscle 8 
see river-— : 


which were 
i follows: 


Ashmun, Bak 
William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, John H, 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Gentry, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. 
| Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Daniel P. King, Lewis, McGaughey, MeHenty, 
Mefivaine, Marsh, Miller, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stanton, Stewart, Strohm, Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, 
Tinen rumba; Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright, and 
ell-—69, 


Maclay McClean, McClernand, McConnell, 
Joseph J. McDowell, James’ McDowell, Mckay, John P: 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Perrill; Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, Rhett, ‘Ritter; Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon; Leonard H.-Sims, Simpson, 
Stanton, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, 
Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost— 


Lumpkin, 


So the amendment was concurred in: <> 07 
On the amendment appropriating $15,000 for re- 
moving obstructions in Newark bay— Be 


Mr. G. W. JONES asked the yeas and. nays, 


which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: : i 


_YEAS—Messrs. Jobn Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Ba- 
ker, Bowlin, Brodhead, Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, 
Carroll, Cathcart; John G. Chapman, 
Constable, Cranston, Crozier, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De 
, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, Foot, 
Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Elias Bs Holmes, 
Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington 
Huni, J. B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, 
J. J. McDowell, MeGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, 
Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, 


' Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stewart, St. 
i John, Strohm, Swong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
| Benj. Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman; Tibbatts, 
Tilden, 'Prumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, 
Woodworth, Wright, and Young—97. i 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 


inger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, 


Royd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Wm. G. Brown; Burt, 


Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, 
Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, 


Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Faran, Ficklin, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Harman- 


li son, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W., Hup- 
ard, Hungerford, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, 
Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Owen, Parris 


i h, Payne, 
Il, Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Sawtelle, 
won, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas 


Smith, Stanton, Stirkweather, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, 
Yell, and Yost—89. 


So the amendment was concurred in, 
On the amendment appropriating $100,000 for 
hoals in the Tennes- 


Mr. RATHBUN asked: the yeas and nays, 
ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
"s Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
Carroll, John G. 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 


Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 


Doha 


k, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrough. Wiliam 


G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb. 
Collin; Constable, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, 
Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, 


Dobbin, Dromgoole,, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, 
Fieklin, Fries, Garvin, Giddings; Giles, Goodyear,,Gordon, 


Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, Hen] fe, | = 
kins, Hough, Edmund W: Hubard, trungurbeds duties B. 
Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, .Jenkins,:Jamea’ H. 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence. 
Leake, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 


McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. MecDow- 
ell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrish 
Payne, Perrill, Perry, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tredway. Went. 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot Wood, Wood- 
ward, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yost124,” j 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr, CROZIER inquired of the Speaker whether 
a motion to reconsider would now be in order? 

The SPEAKER said it would. we 

Mr. CROZIER inquired whether it would be 
cute at this time, and whether it was de- 

atable ? 
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harbor of ‘Provid 
conetred in. i ok 

The yeas and nays were asked, and ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted as' follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedingér, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black,” James: A. Black; ‘Boyd, -Brockenbrough,: Milton 
Brown, . Burt; Reuben Chapman, . Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Crozier; Culiom, Cummins, Daniel, Jeffer- 
son. Davis, Dobbin, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Ficklin, 
Fries, Garvin, Gentry; Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, 
Harmanson; Hage, Hopkins, George S- Houston; Edmund 
W. Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, James H. 
Johnson,.: Joseph’ Jobnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Scabotn Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, 
Lia Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClean, McClernand, MeCon- 
nell, James McDowell, McHenry, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, Rhett; Ritter, Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Scammion, Seddon, Leonard IH. Sims, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Jacob ‘Thompson, Tredway. 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Wright, 
Yancey, Yell, and Yost—95. 

NAYS—~Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams,. Arnold, 
Ashmun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, 
Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, 
Cathcart, John G., Chapman, Chipman, Collamer, Constabie, 
Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, 
Foot, Foster, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Ken- 
nedy, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, 
Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Niven; Pendleton, Perrill, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rus- 
sell; Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb. B. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stew- 
art, St. John, Strohm; Strong, Sykes, ‘Thibodeaux, Thom- 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, James ‘Thompson, Thurman, 
‘Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, and Young—102. 


. So the vote was not reconsidered. 
And then the House adjourned. 


ence, Rhode! Island, had “been 
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Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of the ad- 
ministrator of Jacob Houseman, praying indem- 
nity for property destroyed by the Seminole In- 
dians during the Florida war; which was referred 
to the Committec of Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of Mdward 
Hardy, praying that certain duties illegally exact | 
ed by the collector of the port of New York may 
be refunded; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of the 
heirs and legal representatives of C. Oakley, pray- 
ing a pension for his services; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Mr. SEMPLE presented the memorial of eiti- 
zens of Union county, Illinois, praying the estab- 
lishment of a national armory at Fort Massat, on 
the Ohio river, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

“Mr. DIX. presented a remonstrance of citizens 
of Cayuga county, New York, against the renewal | 
of a patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood, for 
an improvement in the construction of the plough; 
which was laid on the table. ; 

Mr. D. also geen the petition of George 
Trull, praying the reimbursement of certain duties 
illegally exacted by the collector of the port of 
New York; which was referred to the Committee 
ori Finance. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STURGEON, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, reported a bill for the 
relief of Oliver C. Harris; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. ` ` 
- Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred a memorial of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, asking that steel ma be admitted free of | 
duty, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the memorial, and ‘that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Finance; which was 


eed to. i i N 4 
"SMr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Na- | 
val Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the 
petition of J. Melville Gilliss. 2 00 . 
Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
ted a joint resolution to provide for the 
fa code of land laws atid instructions; | 
nassed to a second reading. 

Committee on Commerce, 


hich the 


Lands, repor 
publication o 
which was read, and y 
Mr. DiX, from the ee on 
submitted the following resolution, In W 
concurrence of the Senate was asked: 


i] 


| of another resolution. 


| lie over; which was agreed to. 


‘city, had been carried into effect; and for the pur- 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to communicate to ‘the Senate all the informa- 


tion in the bureaus connected with the Depart- |) 


ment of War in-relation to the relative capacities 
of the harbors between Erie and Buffalo, on Lake 
Erie, of being made ports of refuge for vessels 
compelled to seek a harbor by stress of weather, 
with the plans of improvement which have been 
made, together with the estimates of expenditures 
necessary to execute such plans, the sums of mo- 
ney heretofore expended, the condition of the work 
already performed, and any other data by which 
an accurate opinion may be formed as to the most 
prompt and economical method of securing a port 
or refuge on that part of Lake Erie above refer- 
red to. . 

Mr. ALLEN desired the Senator from New 
York to expinin the purport of bis resolution. 

Mr. DIX, in reply, stated the resolution was 
merely one of inquiry into the capacity of the har- 
bors on Lake Erie, between Evie and Buffalo, for 
ports of entry, their present condition, &c. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed the hope that the in- 
quiry would be extended to all the harbors of Lake 
Erie on the American side, and also the bays. 
He had an especial reference to the Maumee river, 
substantially a bay of Lake Erie. He presumed 
there could be no objection to embrace the other 
harbors; which equally demanded an inquiry. 

Mr. DIX had no objection to the amendment, 
but suggested that the object desired by the gentle- 
man from Ohio might be attained by the adoption 
The two harbors referred 
to in the resolution he had reported, had sustained 
injury from the recent storms, and it was necessa- 
ry that something should be done for them, He 
presumed the Senator from Ohio would find all the 
information called for in his amendment in the doc- | 
uments accompanying the President’s Message. 

Mr. CASS suggested that the resolution should 


THE LIBEL ON THE SENATE. 


Mr. JARNAGIN observed that there was doubt | 


in the minds of some whether the recommendation 
contained in the report of the special committes, | 
appointed to investigate the charge of corruption | 
made against the Senate by the * Times” of this | 


pose of removing all such doubts, he submitted the 
following resolution: 

‘t Resolved, That H. F. Robinson, the editor, and 
J. E. Dow, the publisher, of the ‘Daily Times,’ 
together with the reporters for that print, be ex- 
pelled and excluded from the reporters’ gallery of 
the Senate chamber.” 

Mr. DICKINSON said it would be reollected 
that on Monday last, when the report of the com- 
mitice was under consideration, and while the Sen- 
ate was discussing the propriety of expelling the 
publishers and reporters of the “ Times” newspa- 
per, (the propriety of which heat that time doubt- 
ed,) he stated, ina moment of extreme charity and 
indulgence, that he did not believe those gentlemen 
had been actuated by any improper motives, but 
that they had been imposed upon, He had sup- 
posed that, finding themselves in the wrong, they | 
would have made the retraction that was due to 
themselyes, to the Senate, and to the cause of truth. 
So far from having done so, however, they had re- 
peated the charges in that paper of Monday and of 

esterday. Fe now rose merely to say that, hav- 
ing heretofore given a favorable construction to 
their conduet, and that construction having been 
falsified by themselves, he now preferred to adopt 
the construction which they had themselves given 
by their subsequent conduct, rather than rely upon 
his own, which did not seem to have been proper- 
ly appreciated. The good fecling which he sought 
to extend to them had certainly not beeh recipro- 
cated by them. K i 

Mr. MANGUM observed that it seemed to him 
quite unnecessary to adopt a distinct resolution 
upon this subjèct; for he understood thatthe report 
itself recommended the same thing which was pro- 
posed by the resolution, and that report, contrary 
to the general practice of the Senate, had, been, 
upon the vote ofthe Senate,. unanimously. 
curred in. The- duty, therefore, devolved 
the presiding officer. of Senate to order the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to. exclud m. the reporters’ 
gallery the editors and reporter of that. paper. He 
hoped his honorable friend.from ‘Tennessee would 
withdraw his resolution; for he was sure it was 


only throvigh inadvertence that the honorable Sen- 
ator had supposed it necessary. w 

Mr. JARNAGIN said that, if the presiding of- 
ficer felt authorized, under the report itself, to act 
in the matter, hé would cheerfully withdraw the 
resolution. ‘He had proposed it merely to obviate 
what he supposed to be a-goubt in regard to the 
subject. N Se oe : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER said the order 
had been issued two or three days ago, 

Mr. MANGUM said he was‘ not’ aware that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms had executed the-order, nor 
did he see him now present in the Senate Cham- 
ber. If it were not executed, he would only say 
that that officer would be held to strict personal 
and official accountability for the neglect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER was understood to 
say that he was informed that it had heen executed. 

The resolution was then withdrawn. 


EXPENDITURES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution submitted on Monday, the 16th in- 
stant, by Mr. Yutee, inquiring into the general 
expenditures of the Government. 

r. JARNAGIN said that he was under the 
| impression that all the information sought by the 
resolution had been given according to law, in the 
annual reports from departments. He did not 
doubt that the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Yuurn,} 
| had a good and substantial reason for offering the 
resolution, but it seemed to him ‘that all the infor- 
mation required by the resolution had beén-already 
received in the reports from the various depart- 
ments, and might be obtained without the expense 


i which the adoption of the resolution would involve. 


| It would require a volume of 500 to 1,000 pages, 
and could not be printed during the present ses- 
sion, even if it could be prepared. . 

A SENATOR. It will be two years before it 
can be received. 

Mr. YULEE replied, that the information was 
important, and worth the time, trouble, and ex- 
pense which it would require. It must be had 
at some time or other, and the sooner the better. 
lt was true that Senators might, by great labor 
and much research among old documents, compile 
tabular statements of the aggregate expense of the 
various departments, as called for by the resolu- 
tion; but the object in obtaining the information 
was, to show that the expenses of the General 
Government had been steadily on the increase for 
many years past, and that the increase ‘of labor 
performed was not proportionably great... The 
information might be condensed; but-even should 
it extend to a volume of 700 pages, it would not 
cost more than the Patent Office report, which was 
now- before the Senate.” The people would: then 
be able at a glance to sée, when they were aggre- 
gated, the immense sums which had been expend- 
ed, and the amount of service which had been ren- 
dered. The number of servitors had cnormously 
increased, and the people would ‘hold those who 
had thus inereased them to a rigid responsibility, 
The service rendered bore no proportion to the sums 
which had been expended. He desired this infor- 
mation for the purpose of showing the necessity 
of retrenchment, and therefore wished the statis- 
tics called for to be given under official ‘sanction, 
that none might contradict them, or doubt their 
accuracy. 

- Mr. JARNAGIN, in reply, observed that he 
did not doubt the importance of the information 
called for; but his objection was; that the whole of 
it might be found in the several ‘anniial reports 
made to Congress. If there. was any: particular 
item of information called: for in’ the resolution 
which is not given in those documents, there might 
be good reason totall for that; but he did hot think 
that the President should be called‘ upon’ to make 
a compilation of facts dlready presented in the an- 
nual reports. He admitted the importancé of the 
information, but as we have it, it’appeated to him 
unnecessary to add to the mass of volumes which 
have now-multiplied upon us to'a burdensome ex- 
tent. í DA EnA i 

Mr. CASS submitted a. few remarks in opposi- 
tion to the resolution, which, if adopted, would 
takë up -a gteat‘deal of the time ofthe depart- 
ments, would entail an enormous expense, and 
was entirely unnecessary. The report would 
makea book probably of 1,000 pages, and give 
nothing more’than is already contained in “our 
! printed documents. ` i 
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Mr. EVANS observed that a great deal of the 
information sought for by the resolution could be 
obtained from sources now within the reach of the 
Senate, and a great deal of it would be perfectly 
useless when obtained. It might be very well for 
a person who was going to write a history of the 
country, but to the Senate it would give no sort of 
information worth one*farthing. With regard to 
the comparative amount of expenditure at different 

eriods, no useful or practical information could 
be derived from the mere statement of the expendi- 
tures of those periods, without taking into consid- 
eration the circumstances under which those ex- 
penditures were made. Everybody was aware 
that our military expenditures for the last ten years 
had been very great, in consequence of the Morida 
war. , The miltary expenditure for the period be- 
tween the years 1796 and 1806 would compare 
very unjustly and unfavorably with that of other 
periods. The matter could not be got atin that 
way. The better way would be to instruct our 
Secretary to select from the public documents such 
information as the Senator had it in view to ob- 
tain, rather than impose upon the departments of 
the Government the labor and consequent expense 
of preparing it, by going back and searching the 
records, to do which would require the time and 
attention of all the clerks of all the departments for 
two years at least, to the exclusion of all other busi- 
ness, Complaints had repeatedly been made of the 
extreme embarrassment experienced by the De- 
partments in consequence of the frequent calls made 
by Congress for information. Annual reports were 
made by the Heads of Departments; those reports 
were printed, and from them could be obtained all 
the information requisite. 

Mr. BENTON estimated the expense of procu- 
ring the information sought for by the resolution as 
being far greater than the value of the information 
when procured. In addition to the labor of all the 
clerks in the publie departments for years, there 
would be the cost of paper and of printing in rule 
and figure work; and, after all was done, any per- 


son who would undertake to study the work, | 


would find itto be of litle real utility. He per- 
ceived there was a book now extant comprising an 
index.of all the acts of appropriation which had 
been passed by Congress since the formation of 
the Government. This would enable the Senator 
at once to obtain a view of the comparative expendi- 
ture of diflerent periods, from the earlicst period to 
the present. The Senator would obtain from this 
work more full and copious information than he 
could procure under his resolution. 

Mr. YULIE said he had listened to what had 
been said by the honorable Senators, but he was 
still of the opinion that they could not have taken 
the pains to examine the subject so carefully as he 
could desire that they should do. He was con- 
vinced that it would not require one half the time 
or expense to furnish the information sought for 
by this resolution that would be required by the 
first resolution of inquiry which was offered and 
which passed the Senate at the present session of 
Congress, He hoped the resolution would not be 
rejected on the score of the expense it would occa- 
sion, for he believed that the expense was great- 
ly overrated, The great object he had in view 
was, to obtain in a collected form this information, 
which Senators seemed to regard as so unimport- 
ant, but which he must still be permitted to con- 
sider as of very great importance. He wished the 
information, in an authoritative shape, as to what 
were the expenditures of this Government at the 
different periods of its existence. He believed 
that retrenchment was called for by the extrava- 
gant expenditures of the Government—by its ad- 
mitted extravagance in many particulars. He 
would prefer that the resolution should not be final- 
ly acted on until time was allowed him to make 
some further inquiries as to the labor it would re- 
quire, and the expense of printing. 

The resolution was then informally passed by, 
and it was ‘ 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLEN gave notice that, on Monday next, 
after the expiration. of the hour set apart for the 
transaction of the morning business, he would ask 
the Senate to go into Executive session; and he 
would state that there was a matter connected with 
the Executive business of the Senate which would 


require its action within four or five days, It was 
a matter of importance, which he was not now at 
liberty to name, and he only alluded to it, that the 
Senate might not be taken ty surprise by the mo- 
tion which he intended to make. 

Mr. ASHLEY said that, as the Senator from 
Ohio had alluded to the necessity for an Executive 
session on Monday, he would observe that there 
was a matter which imperatively called for an Ex- 
ecutive session to-day. It was for the purpose of 
correcting a mistake which had been made at the 
last Executive session. 

Mr, ALLEN said he, of courge, had no objec- 
tion tv an Executive session this day; but the mat- 
ter to which he had reference, as requiring atten- 
tiòn within a few days, was a special matter, 
distinct from the ordinary Executive calendar. 


SPECIAY, ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr, Arrey, as amended by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give notice 
to the British Government of the intention of the 


Government of the United States to abrogate the 
convention for the joint oceupancy of the Oregon 
territory; the resolutions of Messrs. Hanneean, 
Catuoun, Crarrexpen, and Coreurrr; and the 
joint resolution of the House of Representatives on 
the same subject. 

‘The question being on the substitute proposed 
by Mr. CRITTENDEN, 

Mr. NILES addressed the Senate for about 
two hours, in a very low tone of voice. He was 
understood to say that he was not about to show 
that the United States had no tide to the Oregon 
territory, or that, if'we have a good tide, we are 
too weak to sustain it. Nor was he about to act 
under the dictate of the Baltimore convention; and 
he expressed great regret that such an authority 
should have been introduced into this discussion 
fox the purpose of influencing the course of any 
member of the Senate. It ought never to have 
een introduced here, as the basis for the action of 
the Government on a question of such grave im- 
v0rlance; because, if we are to be so unfortunate 
as to become involved in a war on this ground, 
it would be hereafter alleged that we involved our- 
selves in consequence of the resolution of a merc 
party convention, and were thus engaged in a 
mere party war. It was not competent to that 
body to attempt an interference with the constitu- 
tonal authorities of the country, War was too 
sacred a subject to be meddled with for party pur- 
poses. 

He then reviewed the action of tbe Executive 
in seeking the advice of Congress on the subject. 
All agreed in wishing this matter brought to an 
end; wnd the only ditference of opinion seemed to 
be as to the mode in which it should be accom- 
plished. It had become a question whether or not 
it was expedient for us to do anything on the sub- 
ject, to take any action at all, when it was in the 
hands of the Executive where it exclusively be- 
longed. Could we do anything which would have 
the effect of strengthening the Executive arm, and 
furthering the object all have in view? It seemed 
to be the opinion of the Exccutive that we could 
do something, and he has accordingly laid before 
us several recommendations, among which is the 
giving him authority to notify the British Govern- 
ment of the termination of the convention of joint 
occupancy. He (Mr. Nives) had at one time be- 
lieved the whole Senate would concur in this rec- 
ommendation. But now there seemed to be some 
doubt even on this point. Some Senators had in- 
timated that, under some circumstances, it might 
possibly happen that they might be induced to 
yote for anotice in some form. He would like 
to be informed what would be the views of these 
Senators, as to the final disposition of the matter, 
if nothing was done by Congress. How, in that 
case, could the dispute be brought to a close? 
| Some trusted to the efficacy of time. What length 
of time would they require? During twenty-eight 
years, we had made no progress towards a termi- 
nation. Various propositions had been made by 
our Government, and as often rejected; and the 
very last rejection by Great Britain was accompa- | 
nied by a modest hope that something more just 
and satisfactory would be offered by us. He, for 
one, regarded this as a vain hope, if it had refer- 
ence to further concessions on our part, 
| k had been asked why we'shonid arm the Ex- į 


| energetic, that it might 


i tion is if we have not 


ecutive with this power of giving notice?’ Whi 
good was it to effect? “What waz to be its issue? 
and what course was to be pursued after the notice 
had been given ?. These were proper questions in. 
themselves. It would not be wise to enter.on such 
important. measures without. looking to. the end, 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. Evans] had .re-: 
marked, that if there was any probability of the 
passage of this resolution breaking up. the pacific’ 
relations between the two countries, it would. be 
well not to take the first step. All this.is very well. 
I think so to; and perhaps this is a point at which. 
we have not looked sufficiently. It is a fair argu-- 
ment that we should look ahead; see how far we 
have to go, and what we have to do when we have 
reached the point. Different. opinions influence 
members of this body. Some think it proper to 
take this first step, and see afterwards what we 
have todo. . If we are to go on to the point of con~ 
flict with Great Britain, instead of passing this no- 
tice, we ought to prepare ourselves for action; such, 
however, are not my views. I regard this notice 
asa peace measure; as calculated to produce an 
amicable termination of thematter. Ihave no pur-. 
pose to take possession of this territory by force. — 
{ shall vote for the notice as a pacific measure, . 
leaving the subject open to negotiation, and ‘con- 
ducing to a peaceful issue. I believe this to be the 
view of the President; and I have good authority 
for saying, that, on this point, he has not express- 
ed himself’ to any individual so as to authorize the 
various statements made on this floor by those who 
speak as if they had the ear of the Executive. His 
position has always been the same—and it is to be 
found in his official communications. Believing 
that nothing is likely to be offered by Great Britain 
which we can accept, he has sought the counsel of 
Congress; and it becomes us not to take any step 
which will compel the Executive to change this 


| position. ; 


We may reasonably fear that, in attempting to 
grasp the whole of this territory, we may lose 
the whole; when, instead of being a question of 
right, it shall become a question of might; when its 


| possession shall be dependent, not on title, but on ` 
| conquest, 


He did not say such would -be'the case; . 
but war was always accompanied by risk; . He: 
would, therefore, vote for the notice, as‘asked for 
by the Executive, because he believes such a 


| measure will facilitate the peaceful: settlement of 
| the dispute. 


Letthe convention continue, and we must gradu- 
ally lose all the rights we now possess. We have- 
already been partially excluded from all the coun- 


| try north of 49°—from the fur trade of that region: 


|j and we have 
I 


ih 


gained nothing. 


Considering ‘the 
present slate of 


things injurious to our ińterests, 
e would vote for the notice, to which the only ob- 
jection he saw was, that it might, in one view, be 
regarded as the fruit of a series of measures to 
obtain the territory by force. 

As to the form of the notice he did not deem it. 
very important. Hie preferred that which came 
from the House of Representatives, and would vote- 
against all amendments to it. . That proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr Corquirr] he re- 
garded as altogether too supplicating. vasa 

Any change in our position would lead the 
world to infer that we had been contending’ for 
rights we had not understood, and regarding which: 
we had three or four times negotiated. 

As to the expression of the Senator from Illi. 


| nois, (Mr: Breerse,] that war would unite the 


whole country—that there would be no 
ty, he held a different opinion. That gentleman 
Knew litle of the strength of the commercial inter- 
est when he said so. The peace-party was already 
organized, and would be found so powerful and 
nerge paralyze the Government, 
For himself he would prefer to take a course which 
would carry all the country with it, that we may 
not be brought in conflict with any of the great 
interests, 

It was our duty to take a moderate course, and 
he was willing to yield something for the purpose 
of conciliating all interests. We claim the whole 
title, but our claim is disputed by a great and pow- 
erful nation, who has been long in possession, and 
who has her rights there. ‘To her he would ield 
something, to.show that we are actuated by a 

But he desired to see. this 
Great Britain. The ques- 


peaceful disposition. 
policy reciprocated by 

already given sufficient evi- 
dence of our peaceful policy, and whether we ought 


peace-par- 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


527 


not.to make a stand on some point beyond which 
we will not go.. He here took a view of the com- 

arative claims of Great Britain and the United 

tates, and concluded that our title was superior to 
that of our adversary in the dispute. The offers 
made by Great Britain he regarded as’ embracing. 
too large a portion-of the most valuable of the ter- 
ritory. In order to preserve the peace of the coun- 
try; he was willing-to stand where we have stood, 
and to divide the country.on the parallel of 49°; 
and he did not believe that Great Britain would be 
able to satisfy the world, if she were to go to war 
rather than conclude on that point. We ought to 
stand on'a- concession of one-half of the territory, 
and take all the consequences. 

Hitherto we had been assisted in our difficulties 
by other nations. But we have now become one 
of the great Powers—not only a great Power, but 
an ambitious one. In the acquisition of territory, 
we have heretofore gone with the natural course of 
things. He would reject the idea that we should 
now give a color to ‘the suspicion that we sought to 
increase. our territory by conflict. When a por- 
tion of territory comes into market, and falls in 
our way, we are wise to take it. Last year we ac- 
quired territory enough for five or six States. 
Now, if we don’t get quite the whole of Oregon, 
but only enough to cut up.into two or three States, 
we shall have done pretty well for two years, and 
need not be in a hurry to get California. Texas 
was got in by a sort of Casarean operation; and as 
we are such a great, and free, and happy, and 
prosperous people, everybody will want to be an- 
nexed to us; and in time California, and Mexico, 
and all the rest of the American continent, will 
come in. 

‘Whatever we now do, the manner is quite as 
important as any, other consideration. Te wanted 
the subject settled, and in a reasonable and right 
mode. Fhe action of Congress was very import- 
ant. The resolution which had been passed by 
the House, by a strong vote, had been brought 
here; and he ‘hoped that, yielding any individual 
views and opinions, we should present a strong 
and united vote in the Senate. 

Whether we did go or not, he did not believe 
the two countries were about to be involved ina 
war. But, in conclusion, he would say to the 
American Senate, that we have ovcasion for faith 
in our Government—fiith in the justice of our 
laws—faith in the intelligence and patriotism of 
the people—faith in their sense of justice and their 
love of peace; and, more than all, we have ocea- 
sion for faith in that just and overruling Provi- 
dence, with whom “the race is not to the swift, 
nor the battle to the strong;”’ and with this abiding 
faith in the rectitude of our course, may we all 
manfully perform our duty, leaving tho destinies 
of our country in the hands of that Wise Being 
who regulates and determines the fate of empires 
as well as individuals. 

On motion of Mr. CHALMERS, | f 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business; and, after a short time the 
doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspay, March 19, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 


d. $ e . * 

Pr The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON asked leave to pre- 
sent a memorial; and i 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked leave to make 
some reports. f 

The SPEAKER stated that the previous ques- 


tion having been seconded, and the main question | 


ordered, on the bill above designated, it would not 


be in order to entertain, any other proposition. 
RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

The Elouse resumed the consideration of the 
pill making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers, the pending question 
still being on concurring in the amendments re- 

orted from the Committee of the Whole. on the 
state of the Union, and on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 
THE HUDSON RIVER. 

The first question was on concurring 1 the fol- 

lowing amendment: 


__ Strike from the bill the following words: 

*'« For keeping in repair and extending the pub- 
lic works, and removing the obstructions in the 
Hudson river between the cities of Troy and Al- 
bany, and -below the latter place, to render more 
accessible the United States arsenal and depôt sit- 
uated between said cities, $75,000.” 

And insert: 

t For continuing the improvement in the naviga- 
tion of the Hudson river, above and below Albany, 
in the State of New York, $75,000.’ 

Mr. G. W. JONES asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused; 

And the amendment was concurred in. 


THE MOUTH OF THE MISSOURI. 


The next amendment was: 

Add to the following item: “For the improve- 
ment of the Ohio river below the falls at Louisville, 
and. of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas 
rivers, $240,000,” the following words: 

* 450,000 thereof to be expended in the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi, above the mouth of the 
Missouri.” 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked that the House 
might be brought to order, and that the amend- 
ment might be again read. 

The SPEAKER said the House was engaged in 
an important business; and that if gentlemen wish- 
ed to understand what was going on, they must 
take their seats and come to order. 

The amendment was again read. 

And the question, ‘Shaul thisamendment be con- 
curred in?? was taken, and decided in the negative, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Bowlin, Cathcart, Cul- 
ver, Cunningham, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, 
Douglass, Dunlup, Paran, Foot, Giles, Grinnell, Hamlin, 
Tlampton, Harper, Henley, Isaac E, Holmes, Hough, James 
B, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, D. P. King, La Sere, Lewis, 
MeClean, McClelland, MeClernand, Joseph J. McDowell, 
McGaughey, Jolm P. Martin, Morris, Moseley, Owen, Per- 
rill, Perry, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reife, Ritter, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Leonard H. Sims, 
‘Yruman Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St 
John, James ‘Thompson, Vibbatts, Weutworth, Wheaton, 
Wilhanw, Winthrop, Woodworth, and Wright—6t. 

NAYS—Mossrs, Abbott, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Boyd, Krinkerhoft, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Buttington, Carroll, Jobn G. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, 
Cranston, Crozier, Cutlom, Cummins, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
Delano, bo Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Elsworth, 
Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foster, Fries, 
Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Gri- 
der, Grover, Haralson, Herrick, Hilliard, Bhias B. Holmes, 


n 


Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel 


| B. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Joseph 
| R. Ingersoll, Janies H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 


W, Jones, Seuborn Jones, Preston King Lawrence, Leake, 
Leib, Levin, Ligon, Maclay, McConne |, James McDowell, 
Melivaine, McKay, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moul- 
ton, Niveu, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Phelps, Reid, John 
A. Rockwell, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sever- 
ance, Simpson, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, C. B. Smith, 
Stanton, Strohm, Strong, Thomasson, Banjamin Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Vilden, Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wiek, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, Young, and 
Yost—li4. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

All the amendments having now been disposed 
of— 

The SPEAKER said the question would be on 
the engrossment of the bill. It would be read by 
items, and gentlemen would name such of them as 
they wished to take separate questions upon, 

‘The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


LITTLE SODUS BAY. 


Mr. BOYD demanded a separate question on the 
following item : 

“ For the improvement of Little Sodus bay, on 
Lake Ontario, five thousand dollars.” 

And one-fifth of the members present haying sec- 
onded the demand, the division was ordered. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which (af- 
ter a brief conversation) were also ordered. 

And the question, “ Shall this item be engross- 
ed?’ was taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Abbott, Join @. Adams, Anderson, År- 


nold, Ashmun, Benton, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Buffington, 
Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 


John G. Chapman, Chipman, Consmble; Cranston, Culver, | 


Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De- Mott, 
Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellaworth, John H. Ewing, Faran, 
Foot, Foster, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grin- 
nell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Eitas By 
Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Law- 
rence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, Jos. J. McDowell, 


i Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs J 


ine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, 
Poa Pery, Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, 
Julius Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Sev- 
erance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert-Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John. 
Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thompson, Tibbatts, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
White, Wick, Winthrop, Woodworth, and Wrigbt—102, 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 
lin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Jeferson 
Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Ficklin, Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Graham, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Hilliard, Hopkins, Geo. S. Houston, Edmund. 
W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClernand, McConnell, 
James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Moulton, Owen, Payne, Price, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thos. 
Smith, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tredway, Trumbo, 
Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, Young, and 
Yost—83. 3 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed, 
OAK ORCHARD HARBOR. X 
Mr. BOYD demanded a separate question on the 


following item: 


«For the improvement of the Oak Orchard har- 
bor, State of New York, $7,000.” 

And one-fifth of the members present having 
seconded the demand, the division was ordered. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which were 
also ordered. : 

And the question, “Shall this item be engrossed?’ 
was taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Brinkerhoff, Buflington, Wm. W. Campbell, Carroll, 


| Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Constable, Cranston, 
: Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, G. Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
| Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Eliswerth, Join H. Ewing, Foot, 


Foster, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, L. B. Holmes, Hough, 
J. W. Houston, Samuel D, Hubbard, Washington Hunt, Jas. 
B. Hunt, Charies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leib, Lewis, MeClehand, 
J. J. McDowell, MeGaughey, Melivainc, Marsh, Miller, 
Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ram- 
cy, Rathbun, Relfe, Jalius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
ell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Al- 
t Smith, Calch B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, 
Strobm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
James ‘Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Winthrop, Woodworth, 
Wright, and Young—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
. Black, J. A. Black, 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan J. Davis, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, E. H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, 
Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Grabam, Grover, Haralson, Har- 
manson, Hilliard, Hopkins, George S. Houston, E. W; Hub- 
ard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph: Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClean, McClernand, McConnell, 
James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Mar- 
tin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Price, 
Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon; 
L. H, Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Jacob Thompson, 
Tredway, Wiliams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, 
and Yost—6. ° : 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 
ST. CLAIR FLATS. 


Mr. BOYD demanded a separate question on the 
following item; which was ordered: 

“ For the improvement of the St. Clair Flats, so 
called, so as to prevent their obstructing the pas- 
sage of vessels from Buffalo to the portson Lake 
Michigan, $40,000.” 

Mr. BOY Dasked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Wm. W. Campbell, John 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, Chipman, Collin, Con- 
stable, Cranston, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham; Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis. Jefferson Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap; Ellsworth, John- H. Ewing, 
Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, “Hough, John 
W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leib, La Sere, Lew- 
is, Levin, McClelland, J. J. McDowell, McGaughey, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Owen, Parrish, 
Pendleton, Perrill, Berry, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Relfe, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Sever- 
ance, Leonard. H. Sims, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Robert Smith, ‘Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, 
Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, .Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vinton, Wentworth, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wood 
Woodworth, Wright, Yell, and: Young—119. a 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown. 
Buffington, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb; 


Barringer, 
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HARBOR AT MICHIGAN CITY.. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on the 
following item; which was ordered: 

“ For improving the harbor of Michigan city, on 
Lake Michigan, $40,000.” 

Mr. BOYD also demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Abbott, John @. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Benton, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Buffington, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, Chipman; 
Constable, Cranston, Cniver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Del- 
ano, De Mott, Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Elsworth, J. H. 
Ewing, Giddings, Faran, Foot, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, 
Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Iarper, Henley, Her- 
rick, Elias B, Holmes, S. D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Daniet P. King, Preston King, Leib, Lewis, Levin 
MeCleliand, Joseph J. MeDowell, MeGaughey, Meltvaine 
Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Owen, Par h, 
Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relte, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Russell, Seaman, Severance, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Ro- 
bert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, ; 
Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, į 
James Thompson, Thurman, ‘Vibbatts, ‘rumbo, Vinton, | 
Wentworth, White, Wick, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, | 
Woodworth, Wright, and Young—99, 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Baker, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, J. Black, į 
James A. Blick, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, | 
William G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cumnins, Danicl, 
Jefferson Davis, Ditingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, 
Hdwin H. Ewing, Gentry, Gordon, Grahain, Grover, Haral- 
son, Harmanson, Hilliard, Wopkins, George S. Houston, 
Fudmuid W. Hubard, Huugerford, Hunter, James H. John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 


McClean, MeClermand, McConnell, MeKay, John P. Mar- |) 


tin, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Payne, Perrill, Phelps 
Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Jacob T'hompson, 
‘Tredway, Woodward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—81. 

So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 


LITTLE FORT HARBOR. 


Mr. BOYD asked fora separate question on the | 
following item; which was ordered: 

“ For the improvement of Little Fort Harbor, 
on Lake Michigan, $12,000.” 

Mr. B, also demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: | 


> 


Sawtelle, Seamimon, | 


H Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, J 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Johu Quiney Adams, Anderson . 
Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Wi ilham W. 
Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, 

Constable, Cranston, Culver, Cumingham, Darragh, De 
Mott, Dixon, Dunlap, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, Faran; 
Foot, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hunger- 
ford, Washington Hunt, James B, Hant, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston 
King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Maclay, MeCleland, Joseph J. 
McDowell, McGaughey, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, 
Parrish, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Relfe, John A. 
Rockwell, Rassel, Sawyer, Leonard H. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Caleb R. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, Sykes, ‘Thomasson, James Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, 
Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—88. , 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bell, Big ames Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Milton 
Brown, William @. Brown, Burt, John H. Campbell, Reu- 


Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dilling- 
ham, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Erdman, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Ficklin, Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harmauson, Hopkins, George S. Hous- 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Runter, James H. Johnson, Jo- 
seph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Georges W. Jones, Sca- 
horn Jones, Lawrence, Leake; La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
McClean, MeClermand, MeConnell, James McDowell, Me- 
Kay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martian, Morse, Moulton, 
Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Scammon, Seddon, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Jacob Thomp- 
son, ‘Churman, Predway, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- 
ward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost-—84. 
So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 


NEWARK BAY. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on 
the following amendment; which was ordered: 

“For removing obstructions in Newark bay, 
$15,000.” 

Mr. B. demanded the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adaus, Anderson, 
Arnold, Baker, Bowlin, Wim. W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
be, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Con- 
stable, Crauston, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dovkery, Douglass, Dun- 
lap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Paran, Foot, Gentry, Giles,,Good- 
| year, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, 
| Blias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D. 
|| Hubbard, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. In- 
| gersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King. Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, MeCloland, Jos. J. N 
Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley. 
sey, Rathbun, Rele, John A. R 
Schenck, Seaman, Truman Smi 
Smith, R. Smith, Starkwe: 


sDowenh, McGaughey, 
a Parrish, Pendleton, Rn- 
ockwell, Russell, Sawyer, 
th, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
ather, Stewart, St. John, Strong, 
ames ‘Chomp- 
son, Tibbatts, ‘Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, 
Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, Young, and Yost—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 
Un, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Edwin H. wing, Fieklin, Fries, Gar- 


YEAS—Messrs, Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Baker, Bowlin, William W., Campbell, Jolm H. 
Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, | 
Constable, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Darcagh, Gar- 
rett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellsworth, 
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Joseph J, McDowell, MeGaug 
Morris, Moseley, Niven, Parr NSCS ] 
Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, Saw- 
yer, Schenck, Severance, Traman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Stewart, St. John, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 
‘Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, | 
Wentworth, White, Wick, Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, | 
and Young—97. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. į 
Black, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Buffington, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, 


Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, |} 


Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Garvin, Gentry, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Hiviard, Hopkins, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W, Hubard, Hungerford, Burn- 
ter, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClean, McConnell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morse, 
Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid, 


Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, |i 


Simpson, Thomas Smith, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wil- 
Hams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yell, and Yost—&3. 
So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 


HARBOR AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on the 
following item; which was ordered: 


vin, Gordou, Graham, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Hop- 
kins, George S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hun- 
ter, dames H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, McClernand, 
MeConnell, James MeDowell, MeKay, Jobn P. Martin, 
zarkley Martin, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, 


Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stan- 


ton, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, 
Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, Yaneey,and Yel—84. 


So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed. 
HAVRE DE GRACE. 


Mr. BOYD asked for a separate question on the 
following amendment; which was ordered: 

“For improving the harbor at Havre de Grace 
$20,000.” 

Mr. B. demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulied as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold. 
Ashmun, Baker, James Black 
liani W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, 
John G. Chapman, Chipman, Constable, Cranston, Culver, 
Cuniingheym, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dunlap, 
| Eiisworth, John H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries, Gid- 
| dings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hamiin, Hampton, 
1 Ha Herriek, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Hons- 
| ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Huut. Chatles J. fn- 
gersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. Ki ng, Law- 
renee, Leib, Lewis, Le a 
i Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Owen 
; Parrish, Pendicton, Perry, Pollock, Rathbun, Relfe. Julius 
| Rockwell, Jolm A. Rockweh, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 

Schenck, Seaman, Trunan Smith, Albert $ 
| Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. John, 

li Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Beujamin Thompson, James 
| Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton 
Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick; Winthrop, 
iL worth, Wright, Young, and Yost—99, 

AYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson 


Strohm, 


Wood. 


» Atkinson, 


“For improving the harbor at St. Louis, 
$7 


5,000.” 
Mr. B. also demanded the yeas and nays, which 
“were ordered ; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Col- 


ben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, | 


, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Wik | 


vin, Ligon, McClelland, McGaughey, | 


mith, Caleb B. |; 


| 


| 


| Dowell, McKay, John: P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mou 


| Naval Affairs. 


| patent for the construction of cast-iron 


| band, John Wick, in the 


lin, Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Jefferson Davis,-Dillinghass : 
Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Garvin, Go : 
don, Graham, Grover, Haralson, “Harmanson,’ Hopki oo 
George S- ‘Houston, Edmund: W. Hubärd; “Hungerford, $ 


Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson; Andrew John’ 
son, George W. Joues, Seaborn- Jones, Leake, La Sere,: 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell,. James Me 


ton, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 


! Seammon, Seddon, Leonard H: Sims, Slinpson; "Thomas. 


Smith, Stanton, Tredway, Wilmot, 

and Yell—73. A O A S : 

So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed.’ 
CHARLESTON HARBOR... |; 

Mr. WOODWORTH and. Mr.. ASHMUN: 
asked a separate question on the following item: 

“For improving Hog Island channel, at Charles- 
ton, State of South Carolina, $25,000.85. 

Mr. S, JONES said that, as it was near 3 o’clock,’ 
he had risen to make a motion, which he would not 
have made except under peculiar cireumstances. 
One of the Senators from Georgia [Mr. Coreurrr] 
had had the misfortune to lose a child, which was 
to be buried to-day. Members who came from 
that State were particularly anxious to-attend the 


oodward, Yancey, 3 


| funeral, which was to take place at 4 o’clock; and 


as there was barely time to prepare themselves for 

so solémn a service, he asked the House to indulge 

him by agreeing’ to a motion’ for adjournment, 

which he now submitted. : : 
Whereupon the House adjourned. 


r 


PETITIONS, &e. : 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


| sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 


priate committees: 


By Mr. MeCLEAN: The memorial of the citizens of the 
borough of Columbia, in the county of Lancaster, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, in relation to the advantages offered 
by Columbia, as the site for one of the national foundries 
proposed to be established. ; fares 
~ By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Betsey Baine, for 
compensation for services of her former husband, Job Ken- 


| niston, in the Revolution. 3 


By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Pethuel Foster, an in- 
valid pensioner, for back pay: referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, af 

By Mr. JOHN G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of John 
Cook, asking pay for. the: services: of his father, Captain 
George Cook, in the war of the Revolution. > - ae 

By Mr. STANTON: The memorial of the Mayor and 
Aldermen of Memphis. praying the establishment of a rma- 
rine hospital at that place: referred .to the Committee on 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of certain manufactur- 
ers of saddlery and coach hardware, and of edge tools, in 
Columbus and Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that all descrip- 
tions of steel may be admitted free of duty: referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, i 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of William Gleason, 
and 48 others, citizens of the first congressional district of 
Virginia, praying that the Jaws concerning the navy of ‘the 
United States be so amended as to prohibit officers of the 
navy filling bureaus while holding commissions inthe navy, 
and also to confine the duties of naval and military officers 
to those of their accustomed sphere: referred to thé Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALBERT SMITH: The petition of Jonathan La- 
yard, and 67 others, citizens of Genesee county, New Yerk, 
for the establishment of a mail route from Le Roy, through 
Roanoke, East Bethany, Bethany Centre, to Alexander, in 
said county of Genesee. z 

By Mr, HILLIARD: A petition from citizens of the State 
of Alabama, praying that the United States. district court 
for the middle district of said State be held hereafter at 
Montgomery. een SE i ` 

By Mr. RATHBUN : The remonstrance of John B. Gay- 
lord, and others, against the renewal of Jethto Wood's 
ploughs, in favor of 
any person: referred to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr, CLARK: The petition of Thomas, S. Singleton 
and others, praying for the erection ofa marine hospital and 
eustom-house in the town of Newbern; North Carolina; 
referred to the Committée:on-Commerce. 80)" 

By Mr. JAMES B.. HUNT: The memorial of Phebe 
Breasha, for arredrages of pension due her date husband, 
John Lang, deceased, for wounds received on board the 
United States ship Wasp, in her engagement witli her Bri- 
tannic Majesty’s ‘ship Frolic, October 18, 1812: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 320 citizens of the State 
of Illinois, asking Congress for an appropriation for the re- 
moval of the obstructions in the rapids of the Mississippi: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. SEAMAN: The petition of Benjamin J. Canoone, 
a purser of the United States navy, for relief, 

_ By Mr. HARALSON: The petivion of Hannah Jane Wick, 
for increased pension, on account of the services of her bus. 
revolutionary war, ; 

By Mr, SAWTELLE: The petition of Gilman. B. Shaw, 
of the State of Maine, for arrearages of pension: referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILDEN: The petition of William Armstrong, of 
Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, fora pension. The memorial of H, 
B. Tucker, and 30 other citizens of Summit county, Ohio, 
for a national railroad from the Missouri river to the Pacific 
ocean. T'he memorial of the citizens of Brazetta, Trumbull 
county, Ohio, asking for a mail-ronte from Kinsman to War- 

cn, in said county. The petition of Elizur Bostwick, of 
Edinburg, Ohio, asking compensation for revolutionary ser- 
vices. ; = 
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HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
oF ripax, March 20, 1846. * 

The Journal of :yesterday was approved. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on Bn- 


rolled Bills, ‘made a report. 
The SPEAKER: announced the unfinished bu- 
siness to be the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BAYLY asked. the general. consent of the 
Fouse to submit a motion, that a communication 
from the Navy Department in relation to the ships 
St. Lawrence and New York, be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and be printed. 

The SPEAKER said there was no such commu- 
nication before the House. 


Mr. BAYLY said it was a communication which 


had been returned some time since. . 

The motion was entertained and agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
‘House a letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting, in answer to a resolution of the House of 
the 29th of January, 1845, a report of Captain J. 
Allen, of the first regiment of dragoons, of his ex- 


pedition during the past summer to the heads of | 


the ‘rivers Des Moines, Blue Earth, &c., in the 
northwest; which letter and report were laid upon 
the table. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILT. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers. 

When the House adjourned last evening,a sep- 
arate question had been demanded on the following 
item of appropriation for 

HOG ISLAND CHANNEL. 


- Forimproving Hog Island channel, at Charlos- 
ton city, South Carolina, $25,000. 
And the yeas and nays were now ordered, 


And the question, Shall this item be engrossed?” | 


was taken. 
When the Clerk had called the roll— 
Mr. RETT rose and addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER put the usual question, Was 


the gentleman within the bar when his name was | 


called 2??? . 

Mr. RHETT was understood to say, he was 
not quite certain of the fact; but that as this was an 
appropriation for Charleston harbor, he hoped the 
Flouse would allow him to record his vote, 

No objection having been made— 

The Clerk called the name of R. Baryweri 
Ruaurr, who, (voting under a misapprehension of 
the form of the question,) said “Ay.” 

Much merriment ensued. 


Mr. RHETT (being apprised of the error) said, } 
“1 thought the question wax on striking out the | 


item. Tf, as I now understand, it is on engrossing 
it, I vote ‘No.’ ” ; 

The yote was accordingly so recorded. 

And the result was then announced as follows: 


YRAS—Messra. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnald, Ash- | 


mun, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, William W, Camp- 
‘pel, John H. Campbell, Cathcart, John G. Chapnan, Chip- 
ny, Cocke i 
Dartagh, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Douz- 
Joss, Ellsworth, John H, Ewing, Edwin IL Ewing, Faran, 
Kost, Tries Gentry, Giles, Grider, Grinnell, Harper, Hor- 
rick, John W. Houston, Samucl D. Wubbard, W ishington 
Hant, J. B. Hunt, Charles J. Inge <OHL, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Danici P, King, Thomas B. King, Levin, McCiel- 
land, J. J. MeDoweil, Melvainc, Mush, Miller, Moseley, 
Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Relfe, Jmins 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russel, Schenck, Severance, 
ruman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, > 
Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Bonja- 
min, Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Libbatts, Til- 
den, Vinton, Wentworth, Winthrop, W oodworth, Wright, 
yancey—82. A 
an Ea Tiei, Stephen. Adama, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
‘A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapinan, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cullom, Culver, Daniel, Jeferson Davis, Delano, Bing- 
ham, Dobbin, Erdman, Ficklin, Giddings, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Hilliard, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Ed- 
mund W. Eubard, Hungerford, Hunter James H, sien, 
Joseph. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George We nen 
Leake, Gewis, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, ecien, 3 i 
Giernand, McConnell; MeCraie, James McDowel _ Me-- 
Gaughey, McKay, Barkley Martin, Mouiton, Owen, Payne, 
Perrill, Phelps. Reid, Rhett, 
yar, Seanrmon, Seaman, Se 
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Jidon, Alexander D. Sims, Leon- 


Cranston, Crozier, Cummins, Cunningham, | 


Stanton, | 


Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Saw- | 


j 


i 
i 
| 
i 


| Douglass, Et 
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ard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Strohm, Jacob 


Thompson, Tredway, Trumbo, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, 
Wood, Woodward, Vell, Young, and Yost—26. 


So the House decided that the item should not 
be engrossed. 
HARBOR OF SAVANNAH. 
My. 'TIBBATTS asked a separate question on 


the following item; which was ordered: 

“ For the improvement of Savannah harbor, and 
the naval anchorage near Fort Pulaski, $50,000.” 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Ashinun, Barringer, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Mil- 
ton Brown, Buttington, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, ragh, Garrett 
Davis, Jefferson Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, 
worth, John H. Bwing, Faran, Font, Gentry, 
Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Henley, Herriek, Elias B, Holmes, John W. 
Houston, Ramuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington 
Hant, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Seaborn Sones, Daniel P. King, Thonms Butler King, 
Lawrence, Lewis, Levin, J. 4. MeDowell, McGaughey, 
Mefivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pen- 
dieton, Perry, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Relte, Julius Rock- 
well, Jolm A. Rockwell, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Bev- 
erance, "Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Cateb B. Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Stanton, Stewart, St, John, Strohm, Strong, 
Sykes, Thibodeanx, Thomasson, Benjiunin Thonipson, Jas. 
"Thompson, Thurman, Vibbatts, Tilden, Prumbo, Vinton, 


Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, | 


Yancey, and Young-—-103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Hell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Boyd, Brockesbrough, Willian G, Brown, Burt, 


i Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, 


Crmmius, Daniel, Dillingham, Pobbing Brdmian, Ficklin, 
Garvin, Geb, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmauson, 
Tilliard, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Pinuud 
W. Hubrrd, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Jounson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W, Jones, Leake, La Sere, Li- 
gon, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, MeCternand, MeCon- 
nel, MeCrate, James MeDowell, MeKay, Barkley Martin, 
Montton, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Reid, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Sawyer, Neamwmon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Starkweather, 
Jacob Fhompson, Tredway, Wheaton, Wiek, Williams, 
Woodward, Vell, and Yost—80, 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 
GREAT WOO) HOLE HARBOR. 
Mr. BOYD asked a separate question on the 


i following item, which was ordered: 


“For the improvement of Great Wood Hole 


i harbor, Massachusetts, 4,450.” 


The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and 
being taken, resulted as follows: 


YRAR—Messra. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Milton Brown, 
Butlingion, William W, Campbell, John I. Campbell, 
Carroll, Catheart, Johu G. Ghapmiin, Chipman, Constable, 
Cranston, Calver, Conaingbam, Darragh, Garrett Davis: 
Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dunlap, Elsworth, John I. 
Ewing, dwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Fries, Giddings, 
Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Har 
per, itontey, Herrick, Elias B. Holines, Hough, Jobn W. 
Houston, Samuel D. Uubbard, Washington Hunt, James B. 
flunt, Charles J, Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins 
Daniel P. King, ‘Thomas B. King, Lawrence, Leib, Le 
Levin, MeCleland, Joseph J. MeDowell, MeGanghey, Me- 
Hivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, 
Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Relfe, Julius Reekwell, Joon 
A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Pirama Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Starkweather, Stewart, Rt John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, 
Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wine 
throp, Wright, and Young~-100. 

NAYS—Mesars. Stephan Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Renben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cuilom, Cummins, Daniel, Jeffer- 
son Davis, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Garvin, Gordon, Grabiun, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, 
fitliard, Hopkins, G. 5. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Aungerlord, Hunter, James I, Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, 
lua Serc, Ligon, Lumpkin, Mactay, McClean, McClermand, 
MeConnelt, MeCrate, James MeDowell, MeKay, Barkley 
Martiu, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perrifl, Perry, 
Phelps, Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Seammon, Sed- 
don, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H: Sins, Simpson, 
Thomas Smith, Stanton, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tred- 
way, Wheaton, Wiihiains, “Wilmot, Woodward, Yaneey, 
Yell, and Yost—S9. ` peck i nt sey 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed... 
LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. -` 


Mr. WOODWARD, Mn GILES, and Mr. | 


F z 
RATHBUN asked a separate question on the fol- 
lowing item; which was ordered. 
| ** For the purchase of the residue of the stock 
| held by individual stockholders in the Louisville 
| and Portland Canal Company, such, sum as may 
ibe necessary; which stock the President. of the 
United States is hereby authorized to purchase; if 
it can be obtained on such terms as he shall deem 
a fair and reasonable price, for the purpose of re- 
| Heving the navigation and commerce of the Ohio 
river, and mgking said canal free from toll.” 
The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Join Quincy Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Raker, Blanchard, William G. Brown, Buftington, John H, 
Campbell, Carroll, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Delamo, Dixon, Dou John H. Ewing, 
Edwin I. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Grider, Hampton, Harper, 
Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Daniel P. 
King, Thomas B, King, Levin, McGaughey, Mclvaine, 
Moseley, Pendicton, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Sawyer, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Sykes, Thomasson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Trumbo, White, Winthrop, Wright, and 
Young—-55, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Anderson, At- 
kinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedingér, Beti, Benton, Bigge, 
James Black, Boyd, Brinkerhofl, Brockenbrough, Milton 
Brown, Burt, Wm. W. Campbell, Catheart, John G. Chap- 
man, Re Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, 
Constable, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, 
Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, 
; Dunlap, Elsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, 

Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Har- 
manson, Henley, Hitiard, Hopkins, Hough, J. W. Houston, 
George S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungerford, James BR. 
| Hunt, Ifunter, Jenkins, James W. Johnson, Andrew Jobn- 
i son, George W, Joues, Preston King, Tawrence, Leake, 
i Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeClean,‘MeClel- 
| land, MeQlernand, McConnell, MeCrate Joseph J. MeDow- 
ell, James McDowell, McKay, Marsh, J. P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Miller, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Owen, 
h, Payne, Perriil, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ram- 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rbett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, 
tele, Semmen, Seaman, Seddon, Atexander DÐ. Sims, 
Leonard i. Sims, Albert Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John, Strohm, Strong, James Thompson, 
Javob Thompson, ‘hurman, 'Tredway, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, 
Woodworth, Yaneey, Yell, and Yost—132. 


So the House decided that the item should not 
be engrossed. 
THE HUDSON RIVER. fg 


Mr. BOYD demanded a separate question, and 
the yeas and nays, on the following amendment; 
which were ordered: - 

«For continuing the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Hudson river, above and below Albany, 
in the State of New. York, $75,000.” 

The question was taken, and the vote resulted 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, 
Buffington, Win. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, 
Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Collin, Constable, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett 
| Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Douglass, Fulsworth, Ton 
H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, 
Harper, Herrick, E. B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Dauiel P. King, Preston King, Thomas B. King, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, MeClelland, McGaughey, Mclivaine, Miller, 
Morris, Moseloy, Niven, Parrish, Pollock, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, KRelfe, Jalius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, 
Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, ‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
| Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, 
Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Trumbo, . Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
White, Wick, Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, Yeli, 
and Young—102. 
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So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 20, -~ 


THE OHIO RIVER ABOVE THE FALLS. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD demanded a separate 
question, and the yeas and nays on the following 
item; which were ordered: 

“ For the improvement of the Ohio river above | 
the falls, at Louisville, eighty thousand dollars.” 

The question was taken, and the vote resulted 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Jolin Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- į 
mun, Baker, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brivk- 
erhoff, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, W. 
W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, John i 
G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Constable, Cranston, Cro- | 
zier, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, } 
De Mott, John H., Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, | 
Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, ! 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Mias | 
B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Wash- |! 
ington Hunt, James B. Huut, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. f 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, Daniel P. King, Thos. | 
Butler King, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, McClelland, 
MeGaughey, Mcilvaine, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Miller, 
Morris, Moseley, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Pendleton, Perrill, 
Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. |! 
Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, |! 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. | 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, | 
Suohm, Strong, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James | 
‘Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Yrambo, Vinton, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Winthrop, Wright, 
Yell, Young, and Yost-—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, | 
Boyd, Brockcnbrough, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, | 
Clarke, Collin, Cutlom, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dunlap, Erdman, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hanlin, |} 


Haralson, Ifarmanson, Hopkins, Hough, Geo, S. Houston, | 
Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, James H. Johni | 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, | 
Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClernand, | 
McConnell, McCrate, James McDowell, MeKay, John P, | 
Martin, Morse, Moulton, Payne, Perry, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, | 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, ; 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Jacob Thompson, ‘lredway, i 
Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Yaneey—73. | 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 


THE OHIO RIVER BELOW THE FALLS, 

Mr. TIBBATTS demanded a separate question, 
and the yeas and nays, on the following item; : 
which were ordered: 

s For the improvement of the Ohio river helow |: 
the falls, at Louisville, and of the Mississippi, Mis- |! 
souri, and Arkansas rivers, $240,000.’ f 

Mr. G. W. JONES inquired of the Speaker |j 
whether it would be in order further to divide the ii 
i 


item, so as to take a separate question on each |} 
river? 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said he thought that the | 
Speaker had misapprehended the purport of the | 
new rule. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. This ji 
is one item in the bill—one appropriation. If the |! 
gentleman will designate how much of that appo- | 
priation is to be applied to one river, or how much 


k 
to another, the Chair would then be disposed to | 
As | 
it is, the Chair decides that it is not in order again | 


decide that a further division might be made. 


to divide the item. 


The question was then taken, and the vote re- | 2 k A 
i due of the bill to he engrossed for a third reading. 


sulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, i 


Baker, Bell, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoft, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, Wiliam W, Camp- 


bell, John MH. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chap- ji third reading now. 
-And Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the pre- | 


man, Chipman, Cocke, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, 


| 
i 
Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Douglass, Jobn H. Ewing, Edwin li 
H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Fries, Gentry, |: 
Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Har- ʻi 


per, Henley, Herrick, Elias B, Holmes, Isaac D, Holmes, 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R, Ingersoll, 


Jenkins, Daniel P, King, ‘Mhomas Butier King, La Sere, ji 


Lewis, Levin, MeClelland, MeCiernand, Jos. J. McDowell, 
McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, 
Niven, Owen, Parrish, Pendleton, Perrill, Phelps, Pollock, 


Price, Ramscy, Rathbun, Relfe, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, | 


John A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, || bill as engrossed 


Severance, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 


Starkweather, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Thomasson, Ben- 
jamin Thompson, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, 
Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Wick, Winthrop, Wright, Yell, and Young—118. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, J. Black, J. A. 
Black, Brockenbrough, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, : 
Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Dillingham, Dobbin 
Dockery, Dunlap, Erdman, Garvin, Gordon, Graham, Gro 
ver, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, Hough, Geo. 
S. Houston, Hungerford, Hunter, James H., Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, 
Jones, Lawrence, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, Me- ; 
Connell, MeCrate, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Mar- | 
i 
| 
| 


tin, Barkley Martin, Morse, M B Perry id, | 
Ritter, Sawtelle, > se, Moulton, Payne, Perry, Reid, 


Wilian Scammon, Seddon, Simpson, Hredway 
Gd 


Wilmot, Woodward, Yancey, and Yost—68. 


i 


il 

Ji 

Thomas Smith, Cateb B, Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Hi à 

li the table, and asked the yeas and nays, which 

| were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
| lows: 


| Brown, Wm. G. Brown, 
; Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cutlom, Cummins, Daniel, 
H Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Erdman, Ed- 
n i win H. Ewing, Ficklin, Genny, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn |: 


So the item was ordered to be engrossed. 

The bill having been gone through with, 

The SPEAKER said that the question would be 
on ordering the residue of the bill, consisting of 
items, on which separate questions: had not been 
called, to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. G. W. JONES demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered. 


HOG ISLAND CHANNEL. 


Mr. HILLIARD moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the House had decided that the fol- 
lowing item should not be engrossed: 

“For improving Hog Island channel, at Charles- 
ton city, South Carolina, 425,000.” 

Mr. H. said that he made the motion because he 
had learned that this appropriation, besides the 
claims of the work as a harbor, was requisite for 
the protection of Government works there. _ 

Mr. H. demanded the yeas and nays on his mo- 
tion which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted 
as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Buf- 
fington, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, Cocke, 
Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Plis- 
worth, John If, Bwing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, 

Sentry, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Washington Hunt, Jas. B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Danict P. King, Thomas Batler 
King, MeClelland, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Par- 
rish, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, 


i Jobn A. Rockwell, Severance, ‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 


Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Strong, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Jas. Thompson, 
Thurman, ‘Vibbatts, ‘Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Winthrop, Wright, and Young. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Rayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biges, James Black, James 
A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William G Brown, Burt, 
John M, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, Culver, Cummins, 
Daniel, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 
Erdman, Ficklin, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, 
Hanlin, ‘Haralson, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Hun- 
gerford, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Jobnson, An- 
drew Jobnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Leake, La 
Sere, Lewis, Ligon, Lampkin, Maclay, McClean, MeCler- 
naud, MeConnell, MeCrate, James McDowell, McGaughey, 
MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mortis, Moulton, 
Niven, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seam- 
mon, Seaman, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Starkweather, Strohm, Sykes, Jacob 


IE Thompson, ‘Tredway, Wiek. Williams, Wood, Woodward, 


Woodworth, Yancey, and Yost—98 
So the vote was not reconsidered. 


ST. CLAIR FLATS. 
Mr. HARMANSON moved a reconsideration 


+ of the vote, by which the following item had heen 


ordered to be engrossed: 
« For the improvement of the St. Clair flats, so 


ji called, so as to prevent their obstructing the pas- 


sage of vessels from Buffalo to the ports on Lake 
Michigan, $40,000." ; 
The House refused to reconsider the vote. 


PASSAGE OF THE BILL. 
The question then recurred on ordering the resi- 


Mr. G. W. JONES withdrew his demand for 


| the yeas and nays. 


And the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


vious question on the passage of the bill. 
Some conversation took place between Mr. G. 
W. JONES and the SPEAKER as to the engross- 


| ment of the bill. 


The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, 

And the main question (on the passage of the 
bill) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. G. W. JONES called for the reading of the 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved that it be laid on 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 


! Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 


Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton 


Burt, R. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 


Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Filiard, Isaac E. Holmes, 


i Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Edmund W, Hubard, Hun 


ter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jolin- 
sou, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, Leake, 
La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, MeClernand, McCon- 


| nell, McCrate, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, |} sand dollars; 


Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Payne, Price, Reid, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander Y.. 
Sims, Simpson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Tredway, Wheaton, 
Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, ant~ 

ost—88. j : i : a 
a NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Amold, 
Ashmun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Buffing- 
tou, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carrol, 
Cathcart, Chipman, Constable, Cranston, Culver, Cunning- 
ham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delane, De Mott; Dixon, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Ellsworth, John H., Ewing, Farah; 
Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. 
Holmes, Hough, John W. Howston, Samuet D. Hubbard, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P, King, 
Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, “Ligon, McClelland, 
Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, Melivaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Morris, Moscley, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Pendleton, 
Perrill, Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reife, Jntius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, 
Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Sirohm, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, ‘Thurman, ‘Tibbatis, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Went- 
worth, White, Wick, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, Yell, and 
Young—t111. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 


The question then again recurred, ‘ Shall this 
bill pass??? 

Messrs. COBB, BAYLY, BOYD, and GEO. 
W. JONES demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken. resulted as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Buffington, 
Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, 
John G. Chapman, Constable, Cranston, Culver, Cunning- 
ham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, 
Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, Elsworth, John H. Ewing, 
Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Good- 
year, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, 
Elias R. Holmes, Hough, J. W. Houston, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, J. B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, 
‘Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, MeClel- 
lind, J. J. McDowell, McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Morris, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, Perrill, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. 
John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, James ‘Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Winthrop, 
Wood, Wright, Yell, and Young—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton 
Brown, Wiliam G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Erd- 
man, E. H. Ewing, Ficklin, Gentry, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin- 
Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, Isaac E, Holmes, Hopkins- 
G. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James H; John, 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, Sea, 
born Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClernand, MeConnel, 
McCrate, James McDowell, MeKay, John P. Martin, Bark- 
ley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Perry, Phelps, 
Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Seddon, Alexander. D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wheaton, Williams, Wilmot, 
Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yost—90. 

So the bill was passed in the following form, to 
wit: 


A BILL making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
a sum of money be, and the same is.hereby, appropriated, to 
be paid out of any unappropriated money in the treasury 
suficient for the following purposes, viz: ae 

For the continuation of the breakwater structure at Bur- 
lington, on Lake Champlain, fifteen thousand dollars; 

For the continuation of the breakwater structure at Platts- 
burg. on Lake Champlain, fifteen thousand dollars; 

For the repairs and working of the steam-dredge on Lake 
Champlain, nine thousand dollars; 

For the improvemement of the harbor at Port Ontario, on 
Lake Ontario, ten thousand dollars ; 

For the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, on Lake 
Ontario, thirty thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of Big Sodus bay, on Lake Ontario, 
five thousand dollars ; 

For the improvement of Little 
rio, five thousand dollars} 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Gen- 
esee river, on Lake Ontario, twenty thousand dollars ; 

For the improvement of the Oak Orchard harbor, State of 
New York, seven thousand dollars ; 

For the construction of a dredge-boat for Lake Ontario, 
twenty thousand dollars; 

For repairing and improving the harbor at Buffalo, on 
Lake Erie, and the continuation of the sea-wall for the pro- 
tection of the same, fifty thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Dunkirk, on Lake Brie, fie 
teen thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Erie, on Lake Erie, forty 
thousand dollars ; 

For improving 
thousand dollars; 

For improving Ashtabula harbor, 


Sodus bay, on Lake Onta- 


Grand River harbor, on Lake Erie, ten 


on Lake Erie, ten thou- 
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For improving the harbor at Cleveland, on Lake Erie, 
twenty thousand dollars; 

For improving the. harbor at Huron on Lake Erie, five 
thousand dollars; , 

Forimproving the harbor at Sandusky city, 
eleven thousand dollars; 

For improving the River Raisin harbor, 
thirteen thousand dollars; 

For constructing. a dredge-boat to be used on Lake Erie, 
twenty thousand dollars; 

For the improvement of.the St. Clair flats, so called, so as 
to prevent their obstructing the passage of vessels from 
Putao to` the ‘ports ‘ori Lake Michigan, forty thousand dol- 

gyi : 

_ For improving the Grand River harbor, on Lake Mich- 
igan, 50 as to give protection to vessels sailing on said lake, 
ten thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at the mouth of Kalamazoo riv- 
er; on Lake Michigan, so as to give protection to vessels 
sailing on said lake, ten thousand dollars; 

_ For improving the harbor at St. Joseph, on Lake Mich- 
igan, ten thousand dollars; 

p For improving the harbor at Michigan city, on Lake Mich- 
igan, forty thousand dollars; 

_ For tke improvement of Little Fort harbor, on Lake Mich- 
igan, twelve thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Racine, on Lake Michigan, 
fifteen thousand dolars; 

_ For improving the harbor at Southport, on Lake Mich- | 
igan, ten thousand dollars; 

_ For improving the harbor at Milwaukic, on Lake Mich- 
igan, twenty thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Chicago, 
twelve thousand dollars ; 

For constructing a dredge-hoat to be used on Lake Mich- 
igan, fifteen thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at St. Louis, seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars; 

For constructing a breakwater structure at Stamford 
ledge, Maine, twenty thousand dollars; _ 

, For improving the harbor at Boston, ‘forty thonsand dol- | 
ars; 

For continuing the works at Bridgeport, in the State of 
Connecticut, fifteen thousand dollars; 

For improving the harbor at Now Castle, Delaware, fit- 
teen thousand dollars 5 

For improving the harbor at Port Penn, Delaware, five 
thousand dollars; 

For completing the Delaware breakwater, seventy-five 
thousand dollara; 

For removing the obstruction at the Crook in the harbor 
of Providence in the State of Rhode Island, five thousand 
dollars; 

Tor improving the harbor at Baltimoro city, twenty thou- 
sand dollars ; 

For removing obstructions in Newark buy, in the State of 
New Jersey, fitteen thousand dollars ; | 

For improving the harbor nt flavre-de-Grace, in the State 
of Maryland, twenty thousand dollars; 

For the iinprovement of Savannah harbor, and the naval 
anchorage near Mort Pulaski, fifty thousand donars 5 

For the improvement of Great Wood Hole harbor, Massa- 
ehusetts, four thousand four hundred and filly dollars; 

For continuing the improvement of the navigation of the 
Hudson river above and below Albany, in the State of New 
York, seventy-five thousand dollara; 

For the improvement of the Ohio river, above the fils, at 
Louisville, eighty thousand dollars ; 

For the improvement of the Ohio river, below tho falls, at 
Louisville, and of the Mississippi, Missouri, aud Arkansas 
rivers, two hundred and forty thousand dollars 5 

For removing the raft of Red river, and for the improve- 
ment of suid river, eighty thousand dollars ; 

or repairs and preservation of harbor works heretofore 
constructed on the Atlantic coast, twenty thousand dollars. 


Me. PAYNE moved that the title of the bill be 
so amended as to read as follows: 

An act making appropriation for works of in- 
ternal improvement within the States.” 

Mr. McCLELLAND demanded the previous 
question. ‘ ; 

There wasa second. And the main question 
was ordered, 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired whether it would 
be in order to move to lay the amendment on the 


on Lake Erie, 


on Lake Erie, 


on Lake Michigan, 


table? ` -~ 
The SPEAKER said the amendment could not he 


| dings, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, 


lin, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, j 
Dobbin, Dockery, Erdman, Ficklin, Graham, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Harmanson, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Geo. 
S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Leake, La Sere, Maclay, McClean, MeCler- 
nand, McConnell, McCrate, James McDowell, McKay, 
John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Payne, 
Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Seammon, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, Jacob Thompson, Treadway, | 
< Sane, Wilmot, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yancey į 
*;NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, | 
Ashmun, Baker, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Milton | 
Brown, Wiliam W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, ! 
Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Constable, ; 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett ii 

| 


| 


Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Edsall, Elsworth, John H. į 
Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 


Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Jiolmes, Hough, John W. Hous- | 
ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, : 
James B. Hunt, Chartes J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Danicl P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, 
Leib, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Lampkin, MeClelland, Joseph 
J. McDowell, McGaughey, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Morris, Mos 
ley, Niven, Owen, Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Pol- 
Jock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relte, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, 
Leonard H, Sims, ‘fruman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thom- 
nsson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Wick, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, Yell, 
Young, and Yost—124. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LEAKE inquired whether it would be in 
order to move the indefinite postponement of the į 
further consideration of the title? 

The SPEAKER. said it would not be in order. 

And the title, as it stood, was then agreed to. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved a reconsideration of the | 
vote by which the bill had been passed, and de- | 
manded the previous question, 

There was a second, The main question was 
ordered; and, being taken, the vote was not recon- 
sidered, — | 

Mr. GENTRY moved that when this House ad- į 
journs, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being ta- 
ken, were—yeas 91, nays 87. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

And after an ineflectual effort by Mr. CHAPMAN 
to give notice of a bill, 

The House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, &¢. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ale committees: 


By My. McCLERNAND : The memorial of the Board of 
i Trustees of the Protestant University of the United States, 
in the State of Ohio, prayirg n grant of Innd to aid in the 
j support of said institution: referred to the Committee on |} 
j Public Lands. 

By Mr, JOHN G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Francis 
Dewing, of brig Noble, of Luhee, Maine, Bethuel P. Nick- 
erson, of brig Chatham, oF Boston, and 33 other masters of 
vessels, and 22 owners and others of vessels, asking for the | 
erection of alight-house at Blackstone's Island, in the Poto- 
mae river. 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: ‘The petition of William Hilton, 
{ of Solon, in the county of Somerset, of the State of Maine, 
| for increase of pension: referred to the Committee on Rev- | 
olutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES BLACK: ‘Phe petition of S. Calvert Ford, 
tasking that his account may be settled, and the amount paid 
: out by him for the benefit of the troops while at Carlisle, 

may be refinded: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. J. B. NUNT: The petition of B. F. 1E. Witherell, 
and others, for an appropriation of lands for the construction 
| of a military road from Saginaw to the Straits of Mackinaw, 


laid'on the table without taking the bill also with it. 

Mr. LEAKE asked Mr. Payne to accept the fol- | 
Jowing as a modification of his amendment: 

«To commence and carry on a general system | 
of internal improvements by the Federal Govern- 
ent.” 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order, 
the previous question having been ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE desired to know whether it would 
bein order to add to this amendment the words ! 
‘and for other purposes m 

The SPEAKER said it wo 
son he had assigned.) . ; 

Mr. LEAKE asked that his proposed modifica- 
tion might be read. 

Mr. McCLELLAND objected. 

Mr. RHETT asked the yeas and nays on the 
amendment, which were ordered, and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James į 
‘A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, W illiam G. Brown, Buf- 
fington, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Col- 


wld not, (for the rea- 


li of James Morgan, asking the correction of an imperfect 


! in the State of Michigan. 
By Mr. E. W. HUBARD: The petition of William B. 
| Sanderson, William Hudgins, Daniel Martin, Peter Jackson, 

l and 105 other citizens of Cumberland and Buckingham, 
Virginia, praying for n new_post-route from the village of | 
Trenton, on Willis’s river, Cumberland county, to Colum- 
bia, in the county of Flavanna, Virginia: referred to the 
Comniittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of numerous eiti- 
zens af Edwards county, IHinois, praying a post-route from 
Evansville, iù Indiana, via New Harmony, rrayville, Al- 
hion, and Fairfield, to Salem, in the State of Tiinois : referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CROZIER: A memorial praying Congress to make |; 
an appropriation to pay the Tennessee volmmteers in the 
service of the United States in 1835 and 1836: referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MOSELEY: The petition of Reuben B. Heacock 
and A. M. and 8. H. Grosaman, for compensation for prop- 
erty destroyed hy the enemy at Buffato.in 1813. Also the 
petition of James Sloan for prize money, for aiding in the 
capture of the Caledonia during the war of 1812. 

By Mr. CATHCART: The memorial of David K. Petti- 
! bone, and others, praying thata donation of public tands be 
made for the completion of the Buffalo and Mississippi rail- 
rond: referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals: Also 


i survey: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnpay, March 23, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Treasury Depariment, show- 
ing the condition of the building intended for a ma- 
rine hospital at New Orleans, and the cost of com- 

leting it; the sum paid. monthly for the rent of the 
uilding now used, and the monthly expenses of 
the establishment; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of citi- 
zens of Indiana, asking an appropriation by Con- 
gress for the construction of a wire suspension 
bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, : 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition of mem- 
bers of the bar at Pittsburg, asking that the unex- 
pended appropriation for the salary of the asso- 
ciate justice of the Supreme Court for the third ju- 
dicial cireuit, may be divided among the several 
district judges in that circuit; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of Or- 
leans county, New York, praying the abrogation 
of certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. : 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of the northwestern part of the State of Mis- 
souri, praying the adoption of measures for termi- 
nating the convention between the United States 
and Great Britain relative to the Oregon territory, 
and the extension of the laws of the United States 
over said territory; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented several petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the adoption of 
measures for abolishing slavery in the United 
States. A motion was made to receive the peti- 
tions; which motion was laid on the table. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Pris- 
cilla Green, widow of a deceased revolutionary 
soldier, praying a pension; whieh was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. B. also presented the petition of the widow 
of Charles Moore, a deceased revolutionary sol- 
dier, praying a pension: which was referred to 
the same committee. 

NATIONAL ARMORY. 

Mr. B. further presented the petition of 
Goffe, and many others, citizens of Louisiana, 
praying the establishment of a national armory at 
Fort Massac, on the Ohio river, in the State of Il- 
linois. , f : 

Mr. B. said, in presenting this petition, that he 
was happy to see that respectable citizens of another 
State had turned their attention to the proper loca- 
tion of a national armory upon the Western waters. 
He said, much rivalry between adjacent States 
had existed as to the proper point, regarding in its 
selection great national interests and the public 
wants, and it was hardly to be expected that per- 
fect accord could be had. Mr. B. said, that the 
point recommended to the notice of Congress by 
the memorialists was selected by a board of offi- 
cers appointed by the President in 1841, composed 
of General Armistead, Surgeon Genera] Lawson, 
and Colonel Long, of the topographical engineers, 
who, after examining forty-cight different sites in 


the valley of the Mississippi, to which their at- 


tention was called by those interested in them, 
decided, after mature deliberation, in favor of Fort 
Massac, in the State of Illinois. Mr. B. expressed 
it as his opinion, that the site recommended. pos- 
sessed a more happy combination of more im- 
portant advantages than any other which could be 
selected; and he hoped, instead of increasing the 
appropriations, as was done by the last Congress, 
for the armories cast of the mountains,.at Spring- 
field and Harper’s Ferry, that prompt action would 
be had in establishing one at Fort Massac, in the 
State of Illinois. Mr. B. called the attention of 
the Senate to some extracts from the report of this 
board, and commended them to the attention of the 
Senate: 
DEPARTMENT oF Wak, October 14, 1841, 


In compliance with the provisions of an act.of Congress 
approved September. 9, 1841, the President direets the for- 
mation of a board of officers, for the purpose of selecting a 
suitable site on- the Western waters for the establishment of 
a National. Armory. " 

. The board will be composed as follows: 

Rrevet Brigadier General W. K. Armistead, President. 
Surgeon General Thomas Lawson, Mem- 
Lieut, Col. S, H. Long, Topographical Engineers, ton 
William L. Henley, esq., Secretary. 
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‘ t 
The report then proceeds to say, at page 25: | 
An equation, or rather a concentration, of the points of i 
H 
i 
i 


centrality which have been duly considered and determined | 
among the premises exhihited in this paper, may be drawn 
therefrom in the following manner: The point accessible to 
steamboat navigation, and nearest to the geographical cen- 
tre, is situated on Tennessee river, thirty miles above its 
eonfiuence with the Ohios or seventy-eight miles above the 
mouth of the latter. The hydrographical or commercial cen- 
tre, not only from the representations made in this paper, 
but from a glance at the hydrography of the western conn- 
try, is obviously at the mouth of the Ohio river. Hence, if 
we take one-half of the navigable distance hetween these 
two points, (viz: thirty-nine miles,) we shall have for the 
equated point, or point of concentration between the geo- 
graphical and hydrographical centres, a position on the 
Ohio, thirty-nine miles above its mouth, or one mile above 
Tort Massac, which is onc of the positions examined by the 
board a; e for the contemplated armory, and is regarded 
as more rable on all accounts for such an establishment 
than any other that has been examined by the board on the |! 
weostern waters. Accordingly, we do not hesitate to desig- 
nate and select this position as the most suitable site for 
the western armory. 

A perusal of our deseriptive memoirs in reference to sites 
at Massac, Caledonia, Cairo, Paducah, and Snithiand, to 
whieh we beg leave to refer for information with respect to 
their condition and relative advantazes, will show satistic- 
torily that the site at Fort Massac, in point of local situation, 
convenience, and healthfulness, is preferable not only to 
the other sites just mentioned, but to any other positions in 
the neighborhood of either. 

SUMMARY ESTIMATE. 

We here subjoin a summary estimate exlibiting the prob- 
able cost of est ving an armory at Fort N ac, With 
the exception of such details as relate to the e of steam 
engines, the items are derived altogether from the estimate | 
of the commi ars of 1823, which are predicated on data 
more variegated, satisfactory, aud authentic, than we are 
able to furnish in relation to the same items. 

Presuming, however, that the several items contained in 
the estimate may now be procured at a cost considerably 
Jess than at the time when that estimate was made, we shall 
omit in every instance the allowance of 10 per centa as 
made hy the issiontrs on neconnt of contingencies. 
Our estimate tietly as follows: 

Pour steam cngines, of 18 to 20-horse power 

eneh, with two sets of boilers and furnaces, 

fuelusive of flyawheels, engine frames, foun- | 

dations, &e,, at $2,500 for each engine and 

its fixtures - - - - 
Add, on necount. of superintendence and con- 

tingencios, 10 per cent. on the above - 
Sixty-one buildings, incinding store-houses, 

oftices, quarters for officers, and mechanics, 
and workshops adapted to the reception of 
machinery, averuge cost, as estimated by the 
commissioners of 1823, for cight different 
sites, - = - - - - 
Tools, patterns, lathes, and other machinery of 
various kinds required in the fabrication of 
arma, as estimated by the commissioners of 

1823, - -= - - 
Miscellmeous articles, including wagons, 

horses, harness, wheel-barrows, and a great 

ty Is and implements, required | 
in an armory, us estimated hy s commis- 

sioners, - = 7 
Purchase of 1,000 acres of land, including old 

Fort Massac, as a site for the armory, the 

whole at a price not exceeding 310 per acre, 


+ 


$10,000 00 | 


i 


1,090 00 


156,280 75 


14,522 00 


1,549 00 


10,000 00 


193.351 75 


Amounting to - + = 5 


Hence the estimated cost of establishing an armory at the 
site of Fort Massac is one hundred and ninety-three thou- 
sand three hundred and fiity-one dollars and seventy-five 
cents, which is believed to be sufficient for all the purposes 
therein contemplated. 

The foregoing estimate is predicated on the supposition 
that the contemplated armory is to be established on a seale 
adapted to the fabrication of 12,000 stands of arms annually. 

SITE AT FORT MASSAC, ILLINOIS. 

Massac, or Massacre, (so.called from a slaughter by the 
Indians soon after the occupancy of this part of the conntry 
by the French,) is situated on a beautiful plain on the north- 
ern side of thé Ohio river, 38 miles from its mouth ; 10 miles 
below Paducah, at the mouth of the Tennessee river; 22 
miles below Smithland, at the mouth of Cumberland river; 
67 miles below the coal fields, in the neighborhood of Cy 
seyville ; 293 miles below Louisville ; 870 miles below Whee- 
ling; and 960 miles below Pittsburg. [It includes the site 
formerly occupied by a fort of the same naine, and com- | 
mands an extensive view of the river, both above and be- 
low. The fort stood upon the highest part of the plain, ele- 
vated about 20 fect above the reach of the highest freshets. 
From this position, which is near the margin of the river, 
the surface of the plain declines very gradually, both above 
and below, and especially in the rear—its dip in these di- 


i ber of the fatlowing varieties, viz: 


| ean b 


rections being so slight that it is hardly perceptible. With 
the exception of a few small valleys and several narrow ra- | 
vines, that serve as drains and passways between the plain 
and the river, po part of the tract has an elevation less than 
30 feet above the range of the highest freshet, or 50 feet above 
extreme low water. 

_ Phe river in this vicinity has a width varying from five- 
eighths to three-quarters of a mile, and presents favorable 
landings along the.Hlinois shore, from Massae to the head 
of the Grand Chain, 10 miles below. 

The plain of Massac extends northwardly and northwest- 
wardly more than a mile and a half, and presents a surface 
remarkably uniform, here and there interrupted by ravines 
or runs of moderate depth, which serve as drains to convey 
off the water that falls upon its surface. 

The laid may be regarded: äs second-rate only, and is ji 
mostly unimproved, sustaining an open growth of white | 


and red oak, postoak, poplar, elm, maple, white walnut, 
&e. 
of corn, wheat; potatoes, and other esculent plants and ve- 
getables. $ R i 

ist. A tract, including the site of old Fort Massac, bound- 
ed on the west by the town of Massac, on the ‘north by a 
line running due east half a mile from a line from the north- 
east corner of said town, on the east by a line running due 
south from the termination of the northern boundary just 
mentioned, and on the south by a line pursuing the margin 
of the river downward to the sontheast angle of said town. 
This tract or parcel contains 147 Reres. : 

2d. A tract situated on the north side of the tract just 
mentioned, and of the town site of Mdssac, its width from 
sonth to north being halfa mile, and its length from east to 
west being such that the tract will contain 453 acres—the 
southerly boundary of this tract being coincident with the 
northern boundary of the town site, and also with that of 


. the tract first described. 


3d. A tractof unitorm width, containing 13 aeres, may be 


added to the parcel first described, in contact with the’ 


eastern boundary of the same. : 2 

Ath, A tract of 27 acres may be added to the second tract 
deseribed, in such manner as may be required for the pur- 
pose of giving the most convenient form to the several par- 
eris when combined; it being understood that no encroach- 
ments are to be made upon the town site for the purpose of 
mitking up the entire tract. 

"Che aggregate of the several tracts above designated will 
amount to G40 neres, or one section of land, which, we 
are authorized by Colonel Haynes, wko is agent for the 
proprietors above-named, to state, may be purchased at a 
rate not exceeding $10 per acre for the several tracts above 
described; all of whieh may with propricty be comprehend- 
ed in the site. 

The position ofM and the aspect and character of the 
surrounding country, seent to indicate as complete exemp- 
tion from the causes of disease as those of any other position 
on the Ohio river, from Wheeling to its mouth. 

Theshaustible supplies, both of stone and cannel coal, of 
a good quality, may be obtained from the coal ficlds near. 
Caseyville, 55 miles above the site; and bituminous coal, 
of equal value, may be obtained from Muddy river, on the 
Mississippi, by water conveyance, through a distanee of 190 
miles, Appearances justify the conclusion that the south- 
em marsin of the great Ulnois coal fidd passea north- 
wardly on this peintata distance not greater than 20 or 25 
miles. 

Sandstone, adapted to the purpose of building, mny be ob- 

tained trom the river hills on the Keutucky side, a few miles 
above Massac. Limestone abounds within a distance of 20 
or 39 miles, and copious supplies of building-stone of a su- 
perior quality may be derived from ‘Tennessee river, at bu- 
morons pointy six niles and upward from its mouth. Brick 
clay ofa good quality mny be had in abundance at and near 
the site. 
Bhe iron fields of the Cumberland and Tennessee rivers 
lie at a distance of 20 to 30 miles to the southeast, from 
which abundant supplies of castings, pig meta, bar, boiler, 
hoop, sheet, nail iron, and nails, may readily be obtained. 

The forests in the neighborhood of the site abound in tim- 
post, red, burr, and white 
oak, hickory, yellow poplar, gum, white ash, maple, wild 
cherry, yelow birch, blaek walnut, elm, cypress, cotton 
wood, syeamore, &e., and umber of all kinds may be pro- 
enred in abundanes by water transportation from the Ohio, 
Tennessee, and Cumberland rivers. 

Provisions of all kinds can he furnished at Massae in as 
great profusion, and on as favorable terms, as at-any other 
point on the western waters. The rates at which the prin- 
cipal articles of subsistence and various other commodities 
e supplied are exhibited in the appendix. 

Massae is accessible at all seasons of the year, and in alt 
stages of the river, to steamboat navigation—the depth 
across the bars at the Grand Chain, in extreme low water, 
being at least three feet, which is the minimum depth, not 
only from the mouth of the Ohio to this place, but to Pa- 
ducah, ten miles above, and thence up the Tennessee to 
the Chain, fourteen miles further, where abundant supplies 
of building stone may be obtained for purposes of construc- 
tion. 


Mr. B. said, in one article to which reference 
was made in the report, that of coal, and so indis- 


| pensable an article for the operations of an armo- 


ry, that the location was peculiarly favored in that 


| particular, the immense coal ficlds of Hlinois ex- 


tending from near the site proposed, to Rock river, 
and covering thirty thousand square miles greater 
in extent than any three of the adjacent States; 
whilst in supplies of every other material it wag 
unsurpassed. Mr. B. said these commissioners 
were governed alone, in their report, by the nat- 
ural advantages this point presented; there being 
no town there, and no persons of influence to warp 
their judgment. That circumstance alone, Mr: 
B. said, weighed very much in favor of the pro- 
priety of the selection, and will have its proper 
weight with Congress. The whole report, Mr. 
B. said, abounded with much valuable information, 
and must induce all unprejudiced minds, on read- 
ing it, to concur in the opinion the Board express. 
Mr. B., in conclusion, said he hoped this subject 
would be considered by the committee to which he 


i would move that it be referred, and that they 


would report favorably upon it. He then moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was ordered. 

Mr. SPEIGHT presented the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Mississippi, praying 


i that certain settlers on the public lands in that State 


When cleared and cultivated, it yields tolerable crops > 
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may be confirmed in their pre-emption rig! 
was referred to the Committee on Public: : 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the memorial of: 
citizens of Milwaukie; inthe Territory of Wiscón- 
sin, praying the establishment of a mail-route froma” 
Detroit, in the State of Michigan, to Milwaukie. 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Be 7h RS 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Mi=.. 
chael Bourden, a. revolutionary soldier, praying &. 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
evolutionary Claims. — =- 5. Ee 
“Mr. BAGBY submitted an additional document, 
in support of the claim of Hugh Wallace Worley; 
which was referred to the Committee‘on Nav: fi 
aN. BENTON presented a memorial of Citize 
of St. Louis, Missouri, praying ‘an ‘appropriation 
for improving the navigation of the western rivers,’ 
for deepening the harbor of that city, and for the. 
purchase of the Louisville and Portland canal; 
which was referred to the Committee-on:Com- 
merce. es S ; i 
Mr. DIX presented three petitions of citizens of 
New York, remonstrating against the renewal of a; 
patent heretofore granted.to Jethro Wood, for an 
improvement in the.plough; which were laid on the 
table. i tee e Se 
Mr. WESTCOTT presented. the. memorial of 
Daniel Simmons, praying indemnity for thedestrue~ 
tion of his property by the Seminole Indians in the. 
Florida war; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. : pes 
Mr. W. also presented the petition of the heirs 
of Jonathan Johnson, deceased, an officer’ in the 
revolutionary army, praying to be alowed commu- 
tation-pay; which was referred: to. the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. be hal BETAGA NAAS 
[A message was reccived from the House of 
Representatives, announcing. that the said House 
had passed a bill entitled An ‘act making appro- 
priations for the improvement of certain harbors 
and rivers;’’ which was read a first and second 
time, and, on motion of Mr. DIX, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce.} ates ue 


RESOLUTIONS... 


Mr. WEBSTER, submitted the following roso- 
lution; which was agreed. tor 0 5y; ARTA 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 


be requested to communicate to the Senate, if not 
incompatible with the public interest, any corre- 
spondence which took place between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and that of Great Britain 
on the subject of the northeastern boundary;. be- 
ce the 20th of June, 1840, and the 4th of March, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution; which was agreed to: ‘ 

Resolved, ‘That the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the 19th instant, made in obedience to 
a resolution of the Senate instructing the Secretary 
to report the condition of the new building intend- 
ed for a marine hospital in the city of New Or- 
leans, &c., be referred, together with the docu- 
ments accompanying it, to the Committee on Corm- 
merce; and that the said committee be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency -of making -an appro- 
priation to complete the said building. ence 

Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over 5000006 22 yo Pape oe? 
_ Resolved, That. the Sergeant-at-Arms. be author- 
ized to continue J. Gi Achott asan. ‘assistant mes- 
senger of the Senate, and that the usual ay beat- 
lowed. for his services as ‘such from ‘the tst. of 
December last to the end-of the session. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, submitied an adverse report 
upon the petition of the heirs at law of Erastus 
Brown; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of William Marvin, accompa- 
nied bya reports which was ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, submitted adverse reports upon the 
petitions of Simeon Hubbard, William Starke 
Gest, and Beebe Wadhams; which were severally 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a. bill to surrender to the 
State of Tennessee all title that the United States 
have-to lands in Tennessee, south anid.west’ of the 


1846. 


dered, to be printed. 

. Mr. YULEK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Robert 
Barclay, of Missouri; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading; the accompanying report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Y. also asked that said committee he dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Ohio, in relation to the 
title to section 16, in township 3 north, range 16 
east, in Seneca county, Ohio, and thatit be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, which was 
agreed to. 

_Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of George Win- 
gard; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. : 

COURTS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. YULEE moved that the prior orders be | 


postponed, and that tho Senate take up the bill to 
establish courts of the United States, and to pro- 
vide for the due execution of the laws of the Uni- 
ted States in the State of Florida; which motion 
was agreed to. : 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 

Whole; and a substitute was moved by Mr. YU- 
LEE; which was read. 
_ The bill proposes the appointment of three 
judges for the State of Florida; and it was sug- 
gested by Mr. H. Jonson that this was an unusual 
and undue apportionment: to which it was replied 
by Mr. Westcorr that a separate judge was in- 
dispensable for the admiralty court, which the 
interests of all the commercial cities required should 
be held at Key West for six months in every 
year. It would be impossible for any judge, who 
was embarrassed by the duties of either of the 
courts on the main land, (to which access was al- 
ways inconvenient, sometimes impracticable,) to 
attend to the duties at Key West. For this ronson 
an additional judge was asked. The extentof the 
State, and its geographical division, ealled for the 
other two distinct courts and judges. Mr. FT. 
Jonunson then withdrew his objection, and Mr. 
Yurtie was about to make some remarks, when, 
the hour for the-special order having arrived— 

Mr. EVANS moved that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be postponed, and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the special order, 

Mr. ALLEN moved as an amendment that the 
Senate procecd to the consideration of executive 
business} “Which motion was agreed to. 

The Senate then went into executive session, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
opened; when : 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a correspondence 
between the British Minister in Washington and 
the Secretary of State, containing an arrangement 
for the adjustment and payment of the claims of 
the respective Governments upon cach other, ari- 
sing from the collection of certain impost duties in 
violation of the second article of the commercial 
convention of the 8d July, 1815, between the two 
countries, and submitting to Congress the propriety 
of making provision to carry this arrangement 
into effect. 

The message was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 23, 1846- 


The Journal of Friday (without. being read 
through) was approved. ; 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the States in 
their order for petitions. 

Mr. R: CHAPMAN, on leave, gave notice of a 
bill to relinquish to the State of Alabama the ex- 
clusive right to the canal works at the Muscle and 

. Colbert’s Shoals, on the Tennessee river, and to 
grant to said State, to carry on and complete the 


i state that his bill had no reference particularly to 


same, all the unsold lands of the United States with- 


it in the Huntsville land district, and so much of that; 


in the Coosa land district as was acquired by the 
treaty of 1835 from the Cherokee Indians. 


TWO REGIMENTS OF RIFLEMEN. 


tion, of which he had given notice a week ago, 
that the Hoùse resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with a view to 
take up the bill reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs for the organization of two regi- 
ments of riflemen. And he notified the House, 
that when that bill was disposed of, he should fol- 
low this motion up with one to take up the other 


bills reported from the same committee. 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays 


on the motion to go into committec, but subse- 
quently withdrew the call. 

Mr. BRODH EAD suggested that the committees 
should be called for reports, some eight or ten days 
having elapsed since they had had an opportunity 
of presenting them. 


mittees for reports. 

Mr. BRODHEAD then gave notice that, if the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Har- 
ALson] should not prevail, he would move to go 
into committee on the bill in relation to the licen- 
sing of canal boats, 


stood ayes G8, noes 47. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS made an inefieetual effort to pre- 
sent a petition. 

"Ehe House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. MeKay, 
of North Carolina in the chair,) and took up the 
hill to raise two regiments of riflemen, and for other 
purposes. 

The bill was then read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate end House 
of the United States of America in © 
in addition to the present military es 
ted States, there be raised, by voltutary enlistment, two regi 
ments Of riflemen, citizens of Mme Cited + 
the term of (hree years, unless sooner ¢ reed. 

Sko, 2. And be id further enacted, That exch regiment shail 
consist af one co'ouel, one Tieutenant-coloncl, one major, 
one adjutant with the rank of first Jientenant, one sera 
major, one qartermaster-sergeant, two principal m ns, 
and ten companies; cach company to consistof one captain, 
one first lieutenant, one second Heutenant, four sergeants, 
four corporala, two musicians, and sixty-four privates, who 
shall be entitled to the samo pay and allowances as are or 
may be given to the infantry of the army, and shall be subject 
to the rales and articles of war, 

Seo. 3 nt 
United State 


© Representatives 
assembled, "Mat, 


he it further enacted, That the President ef the 
by and with the advice and consetit of the 
Senate, is shy authorized to appoint ail the officers proper 
to be appointed under the provisions of this act; and all pro- 
motions in said regiments shall be Aled by seniority in said 
corps, as now provided for by Taw, i 
See, 4. Ind be il further enacted, Phat the President of 
the United States be. and he is hereby, authorized, by like 
voluntary enlistment, fo add ten privatesto the present nnm- | 
ber in each company of the existing regiments of dragoons, 
inthntry and artile shenever, in his opinion, the exigen- 

eies of the public së inay require the samc, 
Seo. 6. dad be it further enacted, ‘That the sum of 
thonsand dollara, out of any money in the treasury net oth- H 
erwise appropriated, be, and the same is hereby, appropria- | 
ted for the purpose of carrying this act into effeet. ! 
H 


Mr, MeCONNELL moved that it be laid aside 


Mr. HARALSON rose (hé said) to submit a mo- | 


fhe SPEAKER said that to-morrow morning | 
the regular business would be the call of the com- 


The question having heen then taken, the vote | 


es, 10 serve lor |! 
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come, now or heréafter, we were not going to fight 
her with two-regiments. 

The eni on the motion of Mr, Me ConxsL. 
i! was then taken, and, without a division, rejected. 

i The committee then resumed the consideration 
' of the aforesaid bill, which was read by sections, 

Mr, J. A. BLACK moved to amend the first 
section by substituting the word “ disbanded” for 
the word *‘ discharged; which motion was agreed 
to. z 

Mr. SAWYER moved to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
serting the Senate bill. : . 

The motion was not at present in order. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved to amend the 
first section of the bill by striking out “ two regt- 
ments,” and inserting “ one regiment.” 

Mr. BRINKEREIOFF’ said that, if he could 
have the ear of the committee for a short time, he 
| would, confining himself closely to the subject 
matter in hand, state briefly the reasons why, in 
his judgment, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Tuomas Sant] should not pre- 
vail, 

It would be seen that the Committee on Military 
| Affairs had not thought proper. to report to the 
House a bill to raise mounted troops, as recom- 
mended hy the President. It would be recollected 
that the President had recommended the raising of 
two regiments of mounted troops. The Committee 
on Military Affairs, on further consultation with the 
War Department, and for reasons which suggested 
themselves to their minds, had come to the conclu- 
sion to report this bill, providing for riflemen strict- 
ly, not mounted, and for these reasons : In the first 
place, ns a measure of economy. A report had been 
made by the Scerciary of War, and printed, con- 
taining detailed estimates of the expense of mounted 
troops, as compared with riflemen not mounted, 
from which it appeared that two regiments of ri- 
flemen strictly could be raised and maintained at 
one-half the expense per annum of one regiment 
| of mounted troops, consisting of the same number 
lof men, The inquiry then came, whether the ex- 
| igencics of the publie service required a greater 
number of mounted troops than we now possessed. 
The committee were aware that we had two regi- 
| ments of dragoons armed not only with the sword, 
but with the carbine, capable of serving either as 
horsemen or infantry. One of these regiments was 
in Texas; the other was on the frontier, west of the 
Mississippi. The principal reasons why an in- 
crease of the army was required at this time, were 
tivo: one was the necessity of keeping up the pres- 
ent forec on the Texan frontier, and the other was 
the necessity of providing adequate garrisons for 
that line of block-house forts about to be establish- 
ed, as he trusted, and as recommended by the Pres- 
ident, on the route to Oregon. If mounted, they 
would not only be very expensive, but it would be - 
difficult to subsist them. The Committee on Mali- 
i tary Affairs thought it better that these garrisons 
i should consist of infantry—of riflemen, rather than 
| of mounted troops; and during the season of active 
| operations, the department could, and would, dis- 
| tribute the regiment of dragoons now on the west- 
| ern frontier, (and which might be replaced by the 
other regiment of rilemen,) along the route, in a 


in order to take up the bill regulating the appoint- | 
ment of clerks in the various departments. He | 
protesicd earnestly against the passage of the army | 
bill, declaring that the whole Oregon excitement | 
would terminate in smoke; and, so far as he was | 


| concerned, he should vote against every proposi- | 
tion in relation to the aforesaid premises until the | 
American Senate should act definitely, and show į 
the American people their hand. He would on 

| all occasions vote against all profligate and waste- | 
ful expenditures of the people’s money, that was | 
deposited in the vaults of our national treasury, 


ful enterprise. 

Mr. HARALSON said, as the bill had been 
taked up, he trusted that it would now be dis- 
posed of, and finally acted upon. He would 


stained with the sweat of honest industry and law- | 


manner similar to that which had been adopted 
during the last season. ‘The committee were aware 
that the first regiment of dragoons had, during the 
past summer, visited the South pass of the Rocky 
mountains, and that their horses drank from streams 


i 
| 


|| emptying into the Pacific. In thiseway the com- 


| mittee thought that all the exigencies of the public 
| service might be met, without incurring any great- 
ly increased expense. 

I trust (continged Mr. B.) I am understood. 
One of the regiments proposed by this bill to be 
raised, would take the place of the regiment of 
dragoons now on the western frontier; and the other 
in consequence, with the first regiment of dragoons, 
would act as garrisons for, the block-house forts 
about to be raixed on the route to Oregon. This 
regiment of dragoons would answer all the purposes 
of what movable force would be required along that 
route, and we should thus have a double force at 


t 


| the “notice” which was, or was not, to be given 
to Great Britain, but ‘that its passage was neces- 
sary in any event, whether there should be peace 
or war. He hoped, therefore, that it might be 
passed without any extraordinary discussion. He 
would simply repeat the idea he had heretofore 
| thrown out, that if a war with England was to 


the same expetise as a mounted force. 

It istrue that this isnot a war measure. lt does 
not look to warlike measures. It looks to the pro- 
tection mainly of our emigration on the route to 
Oregon, and to the necessity of keeping up the 
present force on the Texan frontier. But in case 
we should get into difficulty with Great Britain, it 


534 


=a - 
would be extremely convenient to have even two 


regiments on foot thoroughly organized and well 
disciplined. For my own part, although we are 
not proposing to enter on preparations for war, ade- 
quate to the prosecution of a war, yet I conceive it 
to be the part of wisdom to make some prepara- 
tions. Upon that policy Great Britain is now act- 
ing. Of the fact there can be no doubt. In the 
New York “ Herald” of the 20th instant I see the 
report of a debate in the British Parliament. Sir 
Robert Peel, ina speech that he made, réad an ex- 
tract from a letter which he had addressed to the 
Queen after his resignation as prime minister, dis- 
closing the course of policy that he would pursue 
in case Lord John Russel should be able to forma 
cabinet. In that letter Sir Robert Peel assures the 
Queen, that, in case it should become necessary, 
(and he had already declared in Parliament that it 


was necessary, and the British Government was | 
acting on the suggestion,) in case it became neces- |: 


sary, in view of the relations with the United States, 


to increase the estimates for the naval and military | 


service, he would do Lord John Russel the justice 
to say that that increase was not wanted on account 
of any change in the relations with France: and he 
explains the true ground of that inercase to he, 
that it looked to preparations for a rupture with the 
United States. Here is his language: 

«Sir Robert Peci feels it to be his duty to add, 
‘that, should your Majesty’s future advisers, after 
t consideration of the heavy demands made upon 
‘the army of the country for colonial service, of 


‘our relations with the United States, and of the | 


‘bearing which steam navigation may have upon 


t maritime warfare and the defence of the country, | 


‘deem it advisable to propose an addition to the 
‘army and increased naval and military estimates, 


‘Sir Robert Peel will support the proposal; will | 


“do all that he can to prevent it from being consid- 
‘ered indicative of hostile or altered feelings to- 
‘wards France.” 

I say, then, (continued Mr. B.,) that Great Brit- 
ain, although probably not placing her forees on 
the full war footing, is still making considerable 
preparations for a difficulty with the United States 
in case such an occurrence should take place; and 
I say, therefore, that I believe it to be the part of 
wisdom in us to imitate, to some extent at least, 
her example. These two regiments, to be sure, 


would be nothing towards carrying on a war; but, | 
nevertheless, they would be a valuable force. We i 


need them now in the present exigencies of the 


public service; and if peace should finally be the | 


result, they could readily be disbanded; but they 
are needed for the present service, and in view of 
the contingencies which might fairly be antici- 
pated. 


I trust it is not necessary for me to repeat the | 


reasons why the Committec on Military Affairs 
prefer foot to mounted men. They are considera- 
tions of economy and the exigencies of the public 
service. T'wo regiments are necessary. There- 
fore, I hope the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Smrruj will not prevail. One regi 
ment is needed to supply the place of the first re 


bad 


ment of dragoons, and the other to garrison the |: 
forts on the route to Oregon, and to give protection |) 


to our emigration in connexion with another bill 
now before this body, and which, I hope, will re- 
ceive its favorable consideration. 

Y¥Ii will be perceived, also, that this bill proposes 
a small addition, by filling up the companies of the 
present military establishments. That proposition, 
too, has received the recommendatinn of the Secre- 
tary. Thope it may be adopted. Wesee it stated 
in the public prints—and nowhere contradicted, so 


we may assume it to be true—that the army of): 


Texas is moving towards, or has actually moved 
to, the Rio Grande. 


diate vicinity of the Mexican forces. 
that Mexico has been straining every nerve to 
gather a force to beat back that army, and has been 


threatening to march upon Texas. It is well known į; 


to the members of this House, at least to such of 


them as were members of the last Congress, that I |: 
was no particular or especial friend to the annexa- |; 
tion of Texas, upon the terms on which it was ac- || 
l But the country is ours. The deed | 
—be it for good or for evil, for weal or wo—has | 


complished. 


been accomplished. Texas is a portion of our ter- 
ritory.. She will soon be represented on this floor 
as one of the sovereign States of this Union. Be- 
‘ng ours, I am for defending it; and for placing a 


Before this time it has doubt- |: 
less taken up its position there, and is in the imme- ʻi 
We know | 
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i deplorable. It would raise the spirit of the Mexi- 
| cans, now cowed down, and would encourage them 


I| in their hostile policy towards us, |e 
involve the necessity of largely increased expendi- 
| tures. No man here can give expression to the 
|| feelings which would agitate him, if that gallant 
| little army should be overwhelmed for want of ad- 
i; equate force. ; 

| The head of the department having regular 
i| charge of these matters, says, that the force now 
in existence is not adequate to that, and the other 
duties devolving upon it in other parts of the United 
States. We all know that, for many years past, 
the army, in ifs present strength, has been barely 
: adequate to the maintenance of garrisons in our 
i| awn territory, before Texas became a part of it. 
i How, then, ean it be expected that it can perform 
4 its ordinary duties, whilst, at the same time, a 
! large force is to be kept up in Texas, unless some 
addition is made to it? i trust that these zealous 
i friends of Texas, who differed with me last winter, 
| now that they have got the territory which they 
o much desired, will not shrink from the respon- 
sibility of making such small addition to the mili- 
tary force of the country as may be requisite to 
place it beyond the contingency of disaster. 

Before I take my seat, I will read the estimates 
of the relative cost of riflemen, mounted and not 
mounted. The annual expense for a regiment of 
mounted riflemen, with infantry pay and forage as 
i dragoons, is $203,420 82. The annual expense of 

a regiment of riflemen, serving on foot, is $120,- 
| 271 66; being something more than half of that 
ji required for a mounted regiment. So that we can 
|; maintain two regiments of riflemen, serving on foot, 
ji for abont the same expense of one. regiment of 
i mounted riflemen, or dragoons; a difference, it will 
| be perceived, of no small account. 


For these reasons IÍ hope that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana will not prevail, and 
that the bill, as it stands, may receive the favora- 
ble action of the committee and the House. 

Mr. HAMLIN obtained the floor, but yielded 
for the moment to— ` 

Mr. MeCONNELL, who offered the following 
amendment to the amendment: 

« That all applicants for commissions to be ap- 
pointed by the President, shall give bonds and 
|| security honestly to abide the decision of said Exe- 
cutive, and if not epauletted or commissioned, then 
to take the ranks as privates.” 

Mr. HAMLIN said, upon the bill now before 
the committce, he desired to vote in accordance 
with the wants of the countrys and if he could be 
satisfied that the wants of the country demanded 
at this time a greater military force, he would vote 
for it. But, befere he gave an affirmative vote for 
increasing the army a single individual, or for add- 
ing to its numbers a single officer, he asked that he 
might be better informed upon some points than he 
| now was. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF (Mr. H. yielding the 
|| floor) inquired of the gentieman if he was not in 
: favor of carrying out the recommendations of the 
! President to establish a line of stockade or block- 
| house forts on the route to Oregon, for the protec- 
| tion of our emigrants to that territory? 
| Mr. HAMLIN. Iam. 

| Mr. BRINKERHOFF. Very well. 
“gentleman from Maine imagine that our present 
military force is sufficient to man the garrisons at 
present existing, and also to continue the army of 
i occupation in Texas, in addition to this line of de- 
i fence to Oregon, without such increase as is pro- 
osed ? 

: Mr. HAMLIN, 
| there are more ways than one to make them com- 
petent. i 

Mr. H. repeated that he desired to vote for this 
measure, if it was necessary for the defence of the 
country. Two sessions since, he believed, Con- 
gress disbanded a regiment or more of mounted 
| riflemen which were theu existing. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. No; they were barely 
dismounted. : f 

Mr. HAMLIN continued. At the last session 


| 


Does the | 


They may be; and, if not, | 


What were the reasons on which we were now 
required to give this additional-force ‘to the'army ? : 
The one given by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr- 
Brincenworr,| was that he wished to establish & 
line of military posts on the route to Oregon, and 
it required at least all the addition now proposed to 
be made. Suppose we made up that number, there 
was another recommendation made bythe proper 
department, which he took to be the recommenda- 
tion of the Executive, to increase the rank and file 
of the army now in existence; and while he was 
perfectly in favor of establishing a line of military 
posts to Oregon—it should be done by all mansum- 
yet the very troops, the very soldiers necessary 
for these posts, might be obtained, perhaps, in 
another way. ‘There was another point which la- 
bored in hismind, upon which he believed the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs would 
be able to inform him. We had now-in the army 
about one hundred supernumerary officers, receiv- 
ing pay of their Government, without rendering 
services; and he had voted at the last session of 
Congress, and he would vote again with all cheer- 
fulness, to dismiss them entircly from the service, 
and leave them to depend upon their own exertions, 
like the other citizens of the country. ` But that 
measure failed in the other branch of Congress, 
and did not become a law. Now, before he could 
sanction this bill, there must be a provision attach- 
ed to it, that under it there was not in any. way to 
be an addition of the officers of the army, until we 
first used those officers connected with it. And it 
might be that some of the patriotism manifested in 
this matter might ooze out at the ends ofthe fin- 
gers, not of gentlemen in this House, but of those 
who are around this Capitol, and who, in season 
and out of season, had urged this measure, for ihe 
purpose of securing for themselves. a place in the 
regiments that should be raised. He was inclined 
to favor this bill; he would. vote for it were not a 
better way to accomplish the end sought to be at- 
tained by increasing the rank and file of the army, 
and using these officers whom we now have, are 
obliged to pay, and shall, he was afraid, be forced 
to keep. The suggestion he made was, that this 
bill should contain a provision that all the super- 
numerary officers who are competent, at least, 
shall first be taken to supply the vacancies in these 
regiments. It would seem to him that neither his 


| friend from Ohio, nor the chairman of the commit- 


tee who reported this bill, could object to à provi- 
sion of this character; and if they should object, 
it seemed to him that such a provision should ne- 
vertheless be attached to this bill. We have these 
officers now under pay, and it is our bounden duty 
to take so many of them as are competent and 
place them in command in these regiments, before 
they gave their sanction to this bill. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF (Mr. Hamu yielding at 
his request) wished to correct a misapprehension 
of fact on the part of the gentleman, (Mr. FAM- 
Ł1N;] and he confessed it was a misapprehension 
under which he (Mr. B.) labored. at. the last- Con- 
gress, at the time of the action of this House to 
which the gentleman. referred, in réelation.to these 
(so called) “supernumerary.” officers. That name 
misled him, (Mr. B.,) as he believed it misled ‘the 
gentleman from Maine, and many others in this 
House and the country. 

The manner in which this misapprehension had 
arisen was this: the staff of our army, which is ne- 
cessarily a numerous one, from the fact that our 
army is so extensively distributed over such a vast 
extent of territory—this staff is composed of offi- 
cers holding a commission in the line of the army. 
An officer, by being placed upon the staff, does not 
ee his rank, or commission, or command, in the 

ine. 

Mr. JAMES A. BLACK made an explanation 
on this point. l 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF proceeded further to say 
that these officers were withdrawn from service in 
the line, and placed upon various staff duties; and 
withdrawn in such numbers that these “supernu- 
meraries’’ (so called) were actually absorbed and 
employed. They were called ‘supernumeraries,”” 
but they were in actual service, doing the duty of 
other officers of the line, regularly commissioned 
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there, but who are employed on staff duty. So 
that, in pomt of fact, these (so called) *supernu- 
moraries” are not such as the strict acceptation of 
the term would indicate;. they are doing duty, and 
they are where duties. are required at their hands. 
There is, therefore, no surplus. of officers in the 
army, as at present organized; there are no super- 
numeraries, in. fact; although. they are so called 
there being business for them in the line. Í 

fter some conversation bétween Messrs. J. A. 
BLACK, BRINKERHOFF, and JEFFERSON 
DAVIS, 

Mr. HAMLIN resumed. Taking the position 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BRINKERBOFY,} 
that there are no supernumerary officers in the 
army, then, what earthly objection could there be 
to the provision which he proposed? He simply 
asked that we should not unnecessarily increase 
our officers. If we have no su ermumerary officers, 
who are in fact so—who are oing nothing, as the 
gentleman states—why then the amendment is 
harmless: But he took another view of this ques- 
tion. He undertook to say that there were about 
one hundred supernumeraries; and he repeated it, 
upon his own investigations, and upon the authority 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Brack.] 
The gentleman from Ohio stated that officors in the 
line were taken out and placed in the staf. The 
duties of the staff, he admitted, were, at times, 
arduous and responsible; but it was too often the | 
case, that when they-were taken from the lino, | 
they were taken, not for the purpose of aiding the 
staff officers in duties which they required addition- 
al aid to perform, but because they were taken 
away to loaf upon the community, while these others 
of inferior grade discharged the duties they should 
discharge. That there is a class of supernumern- 
ry officers, it would seem, from examining the re- 
ports made to this House for the last two years, 
could not be disputed; and the gentleman from 
Ohio could ascertain that all the changes, by taking 
officers from the line and placing them in the staff, 
do not come up even ‘to one-quarter of the super- 
numerary officers now in existence, and that have 
been in existence. He did not believe that these | 
young men (for they were young men) were the 
proper persons to hold the higher offices in these 
regiments; but they were suitable for some place. | 
If they were not, then put upon this bill an amend- 
ment that should strike them from the army roll. 
Why keep one hundred brevet lieutenants, who 
cannot be used in any way—who are so many 
drains upon the treasury of the nation? 

Mr. HARALSON ( Ar, Hamu yielding) said 
the third section of the bill provided that‘ the 
‘President of the United States, by and with the 
‘advice‘and consent of the Senate, is hereby nu- 
*thorised to appoint all the officers proper to be 
‘appointed under the provisions of this act.” If, 
therefore, the President of the United States should 
think proper to select these officers of whom the gen- 
‘tleman speaks-—these ‘ supernumerarics,” ninety- 
five of whom are in existence, according to the re- 
port of the commander-in-chicf—the President has 
the authority under the third section of the law to 
do so; and if he thought the interests of the pub- 
lic service would be best promoted by passing over 
them, and selecting in their stead from civil life, ! 
the President had the authority to do it; and there 
was no necessity for the amendment which the | 
gentleman proposed. If they remained unneces- 
sarily attached to the public service, he would go | 
with the gentleman to have them stricken from the 
roll; but by the third section of the bill, the discre- 
tion was given to the President to select these ofti- 
cers, and he would undoubtedly call them from 
this number of “ supernumerary officers,” if they 
were found the proper ones who were not other- 
wise employed. 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON wished to put a question 
to the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, (Mr. Haranson.] 

Mr: HAMLIN declined. further to yield the 
floor, stating that he had nearly concluded his re- 
marks, and then there would be an opportunity 
for any other gentleman who wished to take the 
floor. 

Tf the scope and extent of this third section (Mr. 
H. contined) was sufficiently broad to effect his 
object, he would not offer this amendment; but ac- 
cording to his reading of it, it gave the President 
the power to select these officers wherever he might 
choose, whether in civil life or in the number of 
hose who are now connected with the army. But i 


I erating to the Oregon territory, to afford them that 


| committee of which he had the honor ‘to be a 


he inquired—he put the question to the gentleman, l 
why is it, we should increase the officers of the | 
army if we have already those suitable even forthe || 
lower grade of officers? And if we have not those || 
who are suitable, why should. they remain in the || 
pay of the Government while incapable of holding || 
the lowest grades of commission in the service? If 
they were suitable he would use them; if not, he 
would cut them off and leave them, like other citi- 
zens, to depend upon their own resources. 

He was entirely and unconditionally opposed to 
raising these two regiments as a meaSure looking 
towards, or having any connexion with, a fear 
even ofany difficulty between this Government and 
any other. He would vote against it, if it was 
sought to be sustained on this ground; and he did 
not precisely understand his friend from Ohio in 
his allusion to the. language used by Sir Robert 
Peel. He hoped the bili would be perfected as he 
had intimated; then, if it were necessary to vote | 
this or any additional force to facilitate emigration 
to Oregon by establishing a line of military posts, 
he would give his vote for it. But if we were to 
be told that it was necessary as a countervailing 
measure to the acts of Great Britain, he would 
vote against it as totally insufficient and inadequate į 
to accomplish any sach purpose, Believing, how- 
ever, that we should not make a single movement 
in relation to any forein Power, because he ap- | 
prehended no difliculty either present or prospec- 
tive growing out of our forcign relations; and be- | 
cause one of the measures recommended by the |} 
Executive was to establish a line of military posts | 
to Oregon; and because, whether recommended by | 
the President or not, it presented itself to every 
member as a measure of vast importance that these | 
posts should be planted 100 or 150 miles from each 
other along the line of our citizens who are emi- 


recruiting and that sustenance and protection which 
emigrating citizens always require,—he should 
go for the bjll if so framed as to afford in a proper | 
manner that assistance which it was the duty of | 
the Government to bestow; and he appealed to the || 
gentleman from Ohio that they should not encum- || 
ber his bill with the negative idea, at least, that 
we were yet to retain hordes of officers in our army 
who will not be wanted. H they are not wanted, 
let them say so, and let them be discharged. 

Mr. YELL addressed the committee from a po- 
sition in the Hall, and (in parts of his sentences) 
in atone of voice, which the reporter regrets ren- 
ders it impossible to give anything more than a || 
general sketch of his remarks. As far as heard, 
he said: In the investigation of this subject, the 


member, and who had reported this bill, had never 
taken it into consideration as a war measure, but 
us one necessary in time of peace. They had 
made no calculations what may be the conse- 
quences of our present unsettled state of relations 
with Great Britain, with Mexico, or with any | 
other foreign Power, They had taken the recom- | 
mendations of the Executive and the heads of the 
different departinents, in relation to the organiza- 
tion of our army; and, in so doing, they had come 
to the conclusion that, in the present undefended |} 
situation of our western frontier, and in the de- 
fenceless state of other portions of our country, || 
not less than two regiments of dragoons are indis- 
pensable for the protection of the country, and of 
emigrants to the Oregon territory. Fe proceeded jj 
to an investigation to ascertain whether there is | 
any necessity for an increase of our army, (for, af- 
tera candid and impartial view of the subject, he 
did not believe there was a man in this House, a 
member of either party, who would go for the ad- 
dition of a single man, if he did not find it to be || 
necessary.) With about seven thousand troops, | 
of which our army was at present composed, we 
had the whole coast, from Maine to the Rio Grande, 
to defend upon our seaboard, the whole coast upon 
the Jakes up to Green Bay, and from Green Bay to 
the mouth of the Red river, besides sustaining the 
army of occupation in Texas, and defending our } 
western settlers and emigrants against sixty thou- 
sand Indians upon our frontiers... The army of 
occupation in Texas has taken. all the available 
forces now in the United States. We had per- 
haps four thousand troops there; and we could not |; 
muster, from Maine to New Orleans and around 
on our northwestern frontier, a thousand effective 
men; and we had but five hundred troops for de- 
fence against these sixty thousand warriors of 


whom he had spoken. He asked any gentleman 
to tell him where, from Maine around our seacoast, 
a solitary. full company was to be found, And 
where, from. Green Bay across to the Red river, 
was a solitary fall company ? They were all in 
Texas. And. yet we were told it is not necessa- 
ry to increase our army! Mr. Y. gave his esti- 
mate of the number of posts which were required 
in Texas, on the route. to Oregon, and at other 
points; and strongly urged: the indispensable ne- 
cessity of the two regiments proposed to be raised, 
as a peace measure. He also gave „his reasons 
why he preferred this bill for the raising of two 
regiments of infantry to the bill from the Senate 
for one of dragoons, as being more efficient and 
called for in a greater degree to co-operate with 
our present military forces, and also as being 
more economical; these two regiments costing but 
alittle more than one mounted regiment. 

With reference to this question of * supernume- 
rary” officers, he expressed the idea that the alle- 
gation that there were so many unemployed was 
all a humbug, and that all of them, or nearly all, 
were in the service. 

Mr. JAMES A. BLACK, (Mr. Y. yielding,) 
in an explanation upon this point, said that the re- 
ports from the proper department showed that we 
now have three officers to every forty men, and 
ninety-five “ supernumerary”? officers beside. He, 
therefore, distinctly said that they were supernu- 
meraries. He had always said in this House, and 
he repeated, that these men are employed, but 
they are employed in place of officers who are 
either on furlough, or who are incapacitated for 
service on account of age or disease. He further 
expressed himself in favor of the bill, and wished 
an amendment made to it providing for the imme- 
diate disbanding of these regiments when they 
should not be needed for the defence and interests 
of the country, . 

Mr. HARALSON, (Mr. Yers still yielding,) 
upon this collateral question of supernumerary of- 
ficers, referred, for the information of the House, 
to the report of the commanding General of the 
army, made to the Secretary of War, and commu- 
nicated to Congress at the commencement of the 
present session; in which, speaking of the super- 
numeraries, he says: ** Ninety-five brevet second 
lieutenants, graduates of the Military Academy— 
strangely called ‘supernumeraries’—are,”’ by act 
of Congress of the year 18—, ‘attached to com- 
panies, and doing duty with them.” 

Mr. YELL resumed, and in refutation of the 
charge against the officers of the army, ‘that so 
many are unemployed and “supernumerary,” en- 
tered into an earnest defence and a fervid eulogy 
of the gallantry, bravery, and actual efficiency of 
our army. No army in Europe, or the world, he 
said, had done more service in proportion to its 
numbers than ours, in Texas, for the last twelve 
months. Talk about these supernumeraries !|— 
Where are they? From the brigadier-general 
down to the brevet, there was not one. And these 
ninety-five ‘ supernumerary” cadets, which the 
gentleman seemed to think were lying upon their 
oars, at their easc, perhaps, in some sitting-room, 
were some of them in command of companies, and 
were in Texas or elsewhere. And yet they were 
called supernumerary and useless! He was con- 
tent to leave the selection of these officers to the 
President; he cared not whether they were taken 
from the line or from civil life; but such officers 
should be selected for our frontier as knew some- 
thing about frontier service, and were familiar with, 
and fitted to endure, all its peculiar hardships and 
dangers. : 

Mr. Y. having concluded, ` 

Mr. BOYD gave notice of an amendment he in- 
tended to offer, when in order, to be inserted at the 
end of the tenth line of the: bill, providing “ that 
‘such portions of the two regiments hereby au- 
‘thorized, should be mounted whenever, and cor- 


| ‘tinue mounted so long as, in the opinion of the 


t President, the public service should require.” 


_ DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Whilst Mr. YELL. was speaking, the commit- 
tee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the 
chair, for the purpose of receiving a message in 
writing from the President of the United States, by 
the hands of J. K. Walker, Esq., his Private Sec- 
retary. 

The readivg of the message (under a manifest 
misapprehension of its purport) was called for. 
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And the Clerk proceeded to read it, but had given 
only the faintest look at its contents, when general 
laughter followed, accompanied by calls to sus- 

end the reading, and to go again into committee, 

"The message covers a correspondence between 
the British Minister and the Secretary of State, in 
relation to a mutual arrangement for refunding 
duties upon imports improperly paid. , 

The documents were referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and were ordered to be 
printed. f i 

The Chairman then resumed his scat in com- 
mittee. 


TWO REGIMENTS OF RIFLEMEN. j 


Mr. McGAUGHEY (when Mr. Yer had con: |! 
cluded) obtained the floor, but yielded it for a mo~ | 
ment to > 

Mr. RHETT, who desired to put av inquiry to |; 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- i 
fairs, (Mr. Hararson.] Etwas this: Whether this | 
bill was a substitute for the bill from the Senate, |! 
which proposed to raise one mounted regiment, or 
whether it was proposed to take up that bill after 
the present one should have been disposed of? 

Mr. HARALSON’S reply (as he turned and | 
addressed himself to Mr. Ruerr) could not be 
heard by the reporter on the left of the Chair, ex- 
cept to this extent, that “ it depended on the action 
of the House ” 

Mr. RHETT. 
propose to do? , | 

Mr. HARALSON (again not heard) was under- |; 
stood to say that the committee had given him no || 
particular instructions. 

Mr. RHETT. What does the chairman say , 
about it? $ | 

Mr. BRINKEREHOFF. It is not understood |} 
that the committec is in favor of passing both bills; |! 
but we prefer our own. 

Mr. RHETT. Very well. 
wanted to know. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY now resumed the floor, 
Not more than.an average half of his remarks 
could be heard on the left of the chair. , If the re- 
porter heard enough not seriously to nfisrepresent 
his points, he will have done more than he prom- i| 
ised himself. | 

Mr. McG. expressed himself opposed to the |i 
whole bill, and proposed to give his reasons for 
that opposition. Not that he entertained the idea 
that anything he could say would prevent its pas 
sage, He had seen enough to satisfy him that: 
spawn of t little bills would be thrown upon 
the House hefore the final adjournment of Con- | 
gress; all of which were to be passed. And he 
desired to justify himself before his constitueney |! 
for declining to support this or any of the kindred |; 
measures which were to follow it, Any person | 
looking merely at the bil itself would be dis- 
posed to say that it was a small matier, and that | 
therefore it was not of much consequence whether f 
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If we pass this bill, what do you 


That is what I |: 


it was passed this session or not; that it only pro- | 
posed an expenditure of something over two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, and that that was nothing 
to such a nation as this, Bat it ought to be looked 
to in connexion with all those other recommenda- 
tious of the President which the party in power 
contemplated carrying into effect. That they 
would be carried out, he, for his own part, felt 
satisfied; and it was his desire, so far as in him i; 
lay, to place the country in sach a position that || 
one of these measures should nat come in conflict | 
with another. Congress was recommended to in- |) 
crease the standing army, and, as a necessary con- 
sequence, to increase the public expenditures; 
whilst at the same time they were to reduce the 
means of repicnishing the treasury, by a reduc- ; 
tion of the tariff, If we looked to the revenues of | 
this country for the two or three years past, we | 
should see that they were not so extremely large || 
as to justify measures of this opposite character. 
We were told that this measure was entirely dis- 
tinct from any considerations connected with the | 
Oregon controversy; and so he regarded it. He | 
had not had an opportunity of assigning the rea- | 
sons for the vote he had given in favor of the no- 
tice; but he would now say that he had so voted i; 
from a desire to place the two Powers in such a | 
position that they would be bound to settle that 
controversy, He saw that it was a question af- 
fecting materially the interests of the people whom || 
he represented, and he wished it settled as speedi- i! 
ly as possible, so-that it might not lie over, and j 
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| become an element in the political campaign of 


| should be passed that could, with a proper regard 


| in carrying out their measures, they should so act 


| peace measure, and as such he had voted for it. 


i as a war measure. 


| pyres, they began to suck the blood out of the | 


| ting rid of them. 


them; that they sold to them, and bought from 
| them; and that they passed to and fro with as much 


i the army ? 
i fer to the Black Hawk war as an evidence that a || 


l ; | 
‘and the Indians, and he knew that the western | 
! people asked not the protection of the arms of the | 


i plied to some legitimate object of appropriation. | 


| who believed a standing army necessary or proper | 


1848. > 
Mr. McG. then referred to the operations of the 
new post ofice law, as a reason why no measures. 


for the public interests, be dispensed with, to in- 
crease the expenditures of the Government. No 
man of ordinary intelligence could be so ignorant, 
and so sodden, and so brainless, as not to know 
that Congress must appropriate a large sum of 
money to meet the expenditures of this department. 
He disavowed all intention. of making war upon 
this Administration; all that he desired was, that, 


as not to involve the country in debt. 

After referring to one or two points in the re- 
marks of Mr. Yeur, (which called up that gentle- 
man in explanation,) Mr. MeG. proceeded to say, 
that he wished to examine some of the arguments 
which had been brought forward in favor of this 
bill, Itwas said that this was a peace measure. | 
They had been told that the notice was also a | 


Since then it had been regarded in some quarters | 
But this was a peace measure; | 
and he wanted to know what necessity there was | 
for increasing the standing army in time of peace. 
It was troublesome to gct rid even of the common || 
soldiers after they had once been raised, and it 
was confoundedly more troublesome to get rid of | 
the officers; when onee, like leeches and vam- 


treasury, there was scarcely such a thing as get- 
There ought to be a provision | 
inserted in this bill prohibiting members of Con- 
gress from taking commissions under it, that the 
makers of these offices might not themselves take | 
them. | 

Some conversation followed between Mr. McG. || 
and Mr. BRINKERTOFE as to the relative force 
of the standing army under the administrations of 
Mr. Jefferson and Myr. Madison. f 

Mr. McG. then proceeded. Fe wished to know 
(and he was himself a western man) what neces- 
sity there was for protecting the western frontier 
at this time. He spoke advisedly when he de- 
clared that there was no necessity for it, Ele knew 
that we were at peace with all the Indian tribes. 
Tie knew that the western people went among 


safety and security as through our own territory. |) 
We might as well require that when a man went 

to Great Britain to trade there, he should take a |! 
portion of the armed force of his country to protect | 
him, as that he necded it with the Indians on our | 
frontier, When had we heard of any murders? 
What had created the necessity for this increase of | 
Mr. McG. was understood here to re- 


standing army was not needed with reference to | 
the Indians. Whenever an attack should be made, | 
the men were there, with courage and rifles to pro- 
tect themselves without the intervention of a stand- | 
army. They were able to defend themselves. | 


ing 
D A 
Fle had been raised amongst the western people 


United States. They would much rather that the | 
money should be retained in the treasury, or ap- į 


tph ; . 
This was the feeling of the western people. He | 
denied the existence of a necessity for the in- || 
crease of the standing army cither with reference 


And until that necessity could be demonstrated, he 
would vote against it, te was aot one of those | 


in a republican Government. Did gentlemen de- 
sire that this country should be brought finally to 
the condition of South America, or of Mexico, |: 
where the civil authorities were ruled, and awed, | 


mies? "They had been the ruin of all republics. 
He did not wish, however, to be understood as 
saying that he would not vote for an increase of į! 
the army if there was any necessity for it. Let 
gentlemen show him that necessity, either as 
against England or any other Power, and he would 


| wanted the fact. 


| learn that the’ 


were in a few days to be called uponto erect’ stooks 
ade forts fof the sole purpose‘of protecting emigras 
tion on its way to Oregon; and after it ence gets to 
Oregon, it was to protect itself. >u. ar, 

But. this bill ought to be: looked toiin a financial 
point of view. ‘The expenditures of the. present 
year would be equal atleast to the income-of the 
Government; yet it was proposed to inctease. those 
expenditures: He believed that the gentleman now. 
in the chair (the head of the financial committee 
of this House, Mr. McKay) was oneiof the prite 
cipal guardians of the public treasury. Itewas his 


| duty to sec.that, the income-of the Government was 


at least as great as its expenditures... -Before these 
warlike measures, which were intended for “piping 
times of peace,” were adopted, it should be shown 
how they could be carried out, and yetthe expend- 
itures of the Government ‘not exceed its income: 
We were not in a condition to be extravagant. 
We ought not to pass any bill until we saw our 
way clearly, and were satisfied that it would not 
involve us in debt. He regarded a public debt as 
one of the most ruinous things that could befall a 
country; nor would he for any purpose, except te 
mect invasion, vote.a single additional dollar: 

He had not risen for the purpose of discussing 
this subject with any hope of preventing the pas- 
sage of this or any other bill. that might be asked 
for. But he had felt it to be his duty. to call the 
attention of the committee to ‘the fact, that all ‘ap- 
propriations of money required by these different 

ilis must ultimately be provided. And he wanted 
gentlemen, before they gave their votes for them, 
to look to the mode and manner of providing. the 
funds. The South was in favor of a low rate‘of 
duties. Tie wished their scheme carried out. To 
some extent he should aid them. He wanted.to 
gee which of. the two sides was right; both could 
not be so; one must be wrong; he-wished the mat- 
ter tested. But he did not want an accumulation ` 
of debt to follow. He wished to sce the expendi- 
tures of the Government curtailed and cut down— 
not increased. He should not believe in the sin- 
cerity of the South, if he saw them voting to reduce 
the rate of duties, and then voting: for bills which 
rendered it necessary that the expenditures of the 
Government. should rather’. be: increased ‘than:di- 
minished: » Efe wanted to see where the: South 
stood; to see it coming up to its'‘own noteh. | 

Mr. ISAAC E HOLMES, Did you vote for 
the harbor bill? i i 

Mr. McGAUGHEY.. Yes; and if you want 
my reasons, I will give them to you. - : 

Mr. HOLMES. No; not- your reasons, I only 

Mr. McG., after a few more words, took his 


j Seat. : 


Mr. BAKER was opposed (he said) to the whole 
measure, though he would be glad to give his sup- 
port to any legitimate and proper object of expend- 
iture, for he was a tariff man. But he considered 
that military expenditures was the worst way of 
employing the public money. 

By the estimates submitted, it appeared that the 
two regiments of 700 men each would not cost 
more than one mounted regiment; and between the 
two propositions, he would greatly prefer that of 
the committee of this House. Light infantry were 
much more effective as a force than any cavalry, 
whether heavy or light-armeds ‘Cavalry were'ex= 
cellent in their place to cover the flank of an army, 


i or to act in combination with artillery; &e.; but 


for this service he could not see that mounted men 


l : z. i| would be required. We ‘had. two regiments of 
to this purpose, or to the line of stockade forts. || at 5 


dragoons now in the serviee, and he had yet to 
had. been of any use, except in 
the single service of their trip towards the Rocky 
mountains, which might have been a valuable ser- 
vice or not. So far as expedition and celerity were 
desirable, he believed that light infantry could 
move faster than dragoons, and he would take that 


; i| march of the dragoons to the west as a test; and it 
and overturned from day to day by standing ar- | 


appeared to him that light infantry would have per- 
formed the march much quicker. Light infantry, 


_ even for a single dash, as well as for along march, 


were preferable, The history of our own wars, 


| and those of Europe, had proved that infantry 
| could move with more celerity and were more effi- 


cient than cavalry. In the Peninsular. war the 


| light infantry were the most serviceable, to prove 
which he cited some instances. 


y The. expense of 
infantry was not so great as that of cavalry. Two 
regiments of light infantry would. not cost: more. 
than one of dragoons. : a 
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‘We had. now 7,000 men in our army, and what 
was the estimate of. the cost?’ He believed it was 
$5,000,000. If so,. it would be easy to calculate 
the cost of the. two, regiments now proposed—as 
seven thousand. men. were to. five millions of dol- 
lars, so would fourteen hundred. men be to the cost 
of the two reginients;, and it would-be, more than 
two hundred..thousand dollars, which was the 
amount estimated.. Nota single case had occurred 
in which. the estimate for a regiment had not fallen 
short of the cost. He believed that it would be 
safe to. put the expense at $300,000. He would 
give his reasons why he was opposed to anyin- 
crease of the army. He did not consider it at all 
necessary. : i 

It was said that we had two thousand miles of 
additional frontier to defend. Was not the fron- 
tier the only place where troops were wanted? 
What was the use of having any troops on the 
seaboard? Was not the fort of Governor's Island, 
or any other post, just as well. manned by a force 
barely sufficient to take care of the guns, as by a 
larger force?. What necessity was there even for 
the force on the frontier? The position of the 
frontier had, in his opinion, been misrepresented. 
He was.a western man. He remembered the time 
when, standing on the banks of the Mississippi, 
and looking across that river, scarcely a hut was 
visible—when there was not a habitation between 
the Mississippi and the Pacific. A soldier was 
never wanted there, except in time of actual war; 
and then, the regular troops were not deemed as 
very serviceable. There could be no Indian war 
without previous notice of it, There would always 
be time for the Government to provide against it. 

The gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. Yuu.) had 
said that there were sixty thousand Indians on the 
frontier; they might carry off our hogs or cows. 
But he did not think that there would be any trou- 
ble with the Indians, unless there should be a war 
with Great Britain, 
necessity for additional troops for the protection of 
the frontier from the Indians. Of what use would 
be an army of more than 7,000 men now? 

Gentlemen talked about Creat Brimin; but still 
it was said that the bill had no reference to a war, 
The expense of these regiments could not he Hmit- 
ed to any definite term. As the gentlemen from 
Indiana had said, it would be dificult to get rid of 
the common soldicrs, and still more of the officers, 
He’ considered seven thousand men as suiliciont 
for the whole of our fronticr, and he would say that 
the frontier was able to defend itself. Frontier 
people had a love for adventure and excitement, 
and they would laugh to scorn the idea thit they 
must be defended by United States troops. 

There were vow 4,000 men in Texas, under the 
command of Brigadier General Taylor, and to sec 
the pompous parade of general orders, oue would 
suppose that General Taylor was conunanding n 
division at least. . Fle thought the forge more than 
sufficient, unless there should be war, when twen- 
ty vegiments might be wanted. But it was said 
that the additional force was not wanted in refer 
ence to Mexico. -What, then, was it wanted for? 
How long was this army to remain on the Rio 


would solve the whole mystery as to what was to 


be done in regard to Great Britain and Mexico, | 


But he would say that the fronticr was able to de- 


fend. itself, aud that seven thousand troops were ; 


it had bec 


sufficient for any practical purpose. 
It was no suc 


gaid that we were to take Oregon. 


thing. "There were not thirty Oregon mea in this | 
The other day he drew up a resolution, | 
declaring that the President could not consistently | 
surrender any portion of the territory of Oregona f 
Car į 


House. 


t 


to which he had asserted that.our title was 
and unquestionable,” and all around him, Oregor 
and antl-Oregon men, joined with the gentlemar 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wixrirop,] to put it 


Certainly, there would be no | 


| 


| 
Grande? ` Certainly not more than a year, “Pinte | 


| 
| 
j 
| 
i 


i 
on the table, as though it was treason, or altogether 


inadmissible for one moment. 


"The controversy now was between 49° and 47°. | 


This great question had degenerated into a question 
whether the President should take the 49th paral- 


lel, or come down alittle lower. There was nothing | 


in the Oregon question which could render neces- 
sary these two additional regiments. The very un- 
certainty that hung over the Oregon questionwould 
prevent him from voting for this bill. He believed, 
that if a message should come in now at that door, 
informing us that the President had made a treaty 
on 49°, it would meet with a universal burst. of 


| 


| 


Lif the abolition of one was supposed to be the sure 


‘ ers, he did not wish them to go. 


| make friends, after abusing cuch other on the in- 


| permanently maintained, he would not consent to 


we were to have Oregon? He did not want the 
people of Illinois to leave her fertile fields upon any 
doubtful enterprise. He did not wish them to go | 
without the prospect of some practical benefit. If 
they were to be obliged to contend with British set- 
¢ He was asked 
by some one, whether he would now build stock- 
ades beyond 49. He answered that he would 
comply with the stipulations of the treaty; but he 
could see no use in taking any measures of this 
sort unless we were to go to 54° 40. 

This Government expended $13,000,000 a year 
for the protection of the frontier and of our com- 
merce, and yet our commerce did not requirg a 
gun, and the protectoin of the frontier could be 
safely left to the frontier people. 

He thought it very bad policy. to increase the 
army in time of peace. Did any one suppose that | 
these two new regiments would put us in any bet- 
ter condition to sustain a war if one should occur? 
Something had been said about the cultivation of a 
military spirit among the people, through the 
means of a standing army; but this was a great 
mistake, for that spirit would be aroused among 
the people when circumstances required it. It was 
thought more genteel and convenient to fight on 
horschack; but all the “good fighting”? that had 
been done in this country had been done on foot, 

Tiere Mr. BAKER made some allusion to a re- 
mark of My, McGtauedny, which called up that | 
gentleman, and he explained, that he was in favor | 
of protection to every branch of domestic industry; | 
and if the tarif of 1842 should be repealed, he | 
should be in favor of such a system as would į 
equalize all protection, i 

Mr. BAKER suid, the gentleman from Indiana 
in in favor of the tariff of 1849, and so and, If 
the South and the Democracy should unite to put 
down the tariff of 1842; if they should kiss and 


term improvement question--then American in- 
dustry would be prostrated, If the alternative to 
the tariif of 1842 was supposed to be free trade i; 


means of obtaining the other—it would be found 
to be aanistake--a humbug. Much as he desired 
the maintenance of the tari! of 1842, if it could be 


any inerease of expenditure, unless it should be 
applied to legitimate and expedient purposes. We 
were getting along so fast in expenditures, that 
gentlomen would he afraid to reduce the tariff. He 
would not vote for any increase of expenditure for 
the express purpose of keeping up the tariff. In- 
stead of raising these 1,400 men, he would say to 
Mr. Polk, that he should be at liberty to call out 
asuflicicnt number of mon in Hinois, Arkansas, 
or elsewhere, for the defence of the frontier in case 
of nevessity. That would be the best way of pro- 
ceeding. This would encourage that military spirit 
among the people which gentlemen desired so much | 
to sec, and which was everywhere dying through- | 
out this country. 

The militia system was dying out, The Balti- | 
more volunteers were formerly a fine military corps: | 
but what had become of them now? Everywhere | 
the system had fallen into neglect and disrepute. fj 

Persons could not be found to take cominissions | 
in the militia. Lf it was wished to preserve a mili- | 
tary spirit in the country, let the West.believe that | 
they are to defend themselves from the assaults of 
the Indians. 

Mr. YELL here remarked that the gentleman 
did not know-avything about the Indians. There 
was difficulty among the Indians themselves, and 
not between them and the whites. We were obliged 
to keep a force to protect the Cherokees from the 
Seminoles, ‘The Seminoles were just as hostile to 
us as they were when they were removed from 
Florida. But we could whip them more easily | 
where they now were than in Florida. 

Mr BAKER. They know it. They know they 
will be whipped if they cut any capers, and there- 
fore there is no danger of any outrages on their part. 

Jie considered the army of 4,000 men now in | 
Texas, as suficient force, under any ordinary, eir- 
cumstances; and as to any difficulty with Mexico,. 
we should sce what we should see. hee 

He was asked whether he voted. for the annexa- 
tion of Texas. He did vote for it, because he had 
a faint hope that if faith was kept in regard to | 


Texas, it would also be keptin regard to Oregon. 


| 
H 
i 
| 
i 


l 
ad 


Mr. YELL hereasked the gentleman, as.a west- 
ern man, to say whether posts were necessary on 
the frontier,from. the Red river to the Rio Grande; 
and whether, in his. opinion, it was necessary to 
establish military posts in Oregon. | w 

Mr. BAKER, in reply, said that some few mili- 
tary posts were no doubt necessary; but posts were 
one thing, and soldiers another. Lhe people would 
defend and take care of the posts without the aid 
| of a standingarmy. He was asked whether it was 
proper and necessary to provide a force for. the 
protection of emigrants to Oregon. He was a little 
doubtful on that point. He did-not wish to en- 
courage emigration when our settlers were to be 
kicked and cuffed about between 47° and 49°. 

[A voice. “Will you then go to 540 40', and 
establish posts north of 49277] À 

No, (said Mr. B.) Not one of you will ever 
get beyond 490. He would not encourage, his 
people to go unless they should know what they 
were to do when they got there. We did not 
want fourteen hundred men for these posts. He 
would ask the gentleman from Arkansas, how many 
posts were required between the frontier and the 
Rocky mountains? 

[Mr. YELL. Three. They will require two 
companies of infantry and one of cavalry.] 

Now, sir, (said Mr. B.,) it must be recollected 
that the people of Ilinois would be very glad to 
go and garrison those posts, It would be a poor 
excuse for raising an army to protect the frontier 
against a few straggling Indians. How long was 
the Texas army to be kept in the field? If peace 
Í should continue, they must soon be sent back. If 
there were not troops enough now, then let the 


i| western riflemen be employed when additional 


i force should be necessary; and when their service 
was over, let them return to private citizenship. 
Mr. CHIPMAN would not, he said, folow-the 


| gentleman in all his random excursions; but he 


would say that it gave him great pain to find that 
the zentleman’s zeal in behalf of Oregon had so 
much abated, and, perhaps, it had been oecasioned 
by the apprehension that the tariff of 1842, which 
was so decp adisgrace to our statute book, was 
now in some danger, The gentleman said that 


li there were not thirty members who would stand 


up to-day for Oregon. The gentleman had come 
to the opinion that all our speeches were made for 
Buncombe, and that all the professions of patriotic 


‘zeal for the maintenance of our rights in Oregon 


were sheer hypocrisy. The gentleman had now 
found that economy was indispensable in the-pub- 
lic expenditures, Where was: his economy. when 
he voted for the harbor bill? 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MeGaveuny} 
had forgotten that-the policy of his party required 
eat in order to uphold the tariff of '1842, 
When that question should come before the House, 
he would wish to oceupy a day in showing the 
manner in which that system enabled a dunghill 
aristocracy to fatten on the blood of the millions; 
but that hour rule put every one in a straight-jacket, 


| and prevented him from stating his views to the 


country, or in such manner as to be understood by 
reporters, or by friend or foe. The gentleman 


from Illinois was opposed to these regiments on 


the score of their expense; but he (Mr. C.) would 
rather expend two hundred millions on any con- 
stitutional object than to leave money in the trea- 
sury to become a source of political corruption. 
No capital was to be made by preaching against 
extravagance and against appropriations for legiti- 
mate and proper objects. ‘The people of the Uni- 
ted States were not to be humbugged by any such 
pretences. They only asked for a fair distribution 
of the money, not for a. corrupting fund for pur- 
chasing up States and consolidating the Govern- 
ment to gratify a few Whig speculators. They 
asked for such a system as would impose a tax on 
property and not on labor. And they would be 
willing to draw the last red cent from the treasury 
rather than it should be the means of corruption. 
_ He would go into the State of Illinois, where mil- 
itary spirit was ata low ebb, and he did not be- 
lieve that. he could get there a corporal’s guard for 
the defence of the frontier. No, sir, nor in the 
State of Michigan either. He had had the honor 
. of holding a commission as brigadier general in the 
; militia, and whilst he had carried his blood less lau- 
rels, the gentleman had achieved great victories in 
the Mormon war. . He therefore deferred to th 
gentleman’s superior skill in such matters. 
[A voice. “Did you not say that Michigan 
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could take Canada in ninety days? How do you 
propose to do that?’ 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ido not expect to do it by 
sending troops from Michigan; or from any other 
quarter, to Canada, I expect to take Canada, not 
by force, but by the spirit which manifested itself 
in the patriot war. _I believe that that spirit which 
was then crushed by British power, would rise 
again, if backed by the Government, and redeem 
Canada. I:did not expect to conquer Canada by 
detailing citizen soldiers from Illinois, or Michigan 
either. 

Our standing army (Mr. C. said) was 7,000 men, 
and it was reduced to that number not long ago 
frorn ten thousand. We had been reducing the 
army, and under what state of facts? While we 
we were extending our frontiers, and adding a vast 
territory; and while we had the Cumanches and 
Seminoles, and other revengeful and warlike In- 
dian tribes on our borders, we were reducing the 
army. He would ask, if, under present circum- 
stances, an addition of fourteen hundred men to 
our standing army could be considered as extrava- 
gant? Was it not much better than to employ citi- 
zen soldiers to take turns in defending the frontier? 
It was a libel on the spirit of patriotism which per- 
vaded our people, to say that they were opposed to 
such an expenditure. lt was said that we had got | 
seven thousand men, and that they were enough to | 
flog all the world, and the Indians besides; but it 
was necessary, in his opinion, that we should have 
a few more troops in order to take care of the forts 
and public property, and to show the Indian tribes 
that it was the policy of this Government to protect 
the western frontiers. j 

If we withdrew our regular troops from the fron- 
tier, it would require no prescience to know that 
our people would suffer from the malignant hos- 
tility of the savage tribes. It was true there 
might be no war with England for the mainten- 
ance of our rights, for there could be no struggle 
for them when men shrunk from the defence of 
their country, and suggested to Great Britain that 
it was political hypocrisy in our statesmen to claim 
iny rights in Oregon. 

ut was any one so silly as to suppose that these 
two regiments were to be raised for actual war? 
Sull there might be a war; and in that case, unless 
we made this preparation, our frontier people 
would be murdered by the Indians, under Briteh 
instigation, the moment the war began, and be- 
fore adequate protection could be provided for 
them. 

The West had been accused of encouraging an 
extravagant expenditure, because they asked that 
a fair portion of the taxes paid by them should be 
appropriated to the improvement of their rivers 
and harbors, so as to enable them to send their | 
produce to the East, for the purchase of their man- 
ufactures. Here Mr. C. went into an argument to 
show that the protective tariff bore very heavily 
upon the western agriculturist. 


Mr. I. E. HOLMES took the floor, and offered 
the following amendment, to wit: 

Provided, ‘That all appointments of officers in the 
two regiments shall be made by transfers, promo- 
tion from the officers of the present army of the 
United States. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, the committee then 
rose, 

Mr. HARALSON offered a resolution to termi- 
nate the debate at three o'clock to-morrow. 

Pending which, (the hour growing late,) 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 24, 1846. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented three petitions of 
citizens of Oneida county, New York, remonstra- 
ting against the renewal of a patent granted to 
Jethro Wood for an improvement in the plough; 
which were laid on the table. 

_ Mr. DIX submitted a similar remonstrance from 
a of New York; which also was laid on the 
table, 

Mr. TURNEY presented a document from the 
Secretary of War in relation to the pay and allow- | 


ances of officers in the army; which was ordered | 


to be printed. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial of Jacob B. 


Clark, praying that certain duties illegally exacted 
from him by the collector of the port of New York 


may be refunded to him; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented the petition of 
citizens of Indiana, asking that Evansville, in that 
State, may be made a port of entry; also that a 
marine hospital may be established there; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON presented several resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Louisiana, instructing 
their Senators and requesting their Representatives 
in Congress to use their exertions to obtain an ap- 
propriation for the erection of fortifications at New 
Orleans. : 

Mr. J. also submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of Louisiana, of the 10th instant, in- 
structing their Senators and requesting their Rep- 
resentatives in Congress to call the immediate at- 
tention of the Government of the United States to 
| the necessity of erecting such fortifications and ar- 
maments as will secure the city of New Orleans 
from invasion, be referred to the Secretary of War, 
and that he be instructed to report to the Senate a 
plan for the defence of New Orleans, together with 
an estimate of the expenses required to perfect the 
works which may be recommended in said plan. 


7 Mr. J. also presented remonstrances of Francis 
Le Bean, Jean Bovan, and Alexis Porch, against 
the confirmation of certain land claims; which 
were referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. DAVIS rose and sgaid that he held in his 
hand the memorial of three hundred and twelve 
shipowners and fishermen of the town of Marble- 
head, all engaged in the cod fishery. Their me- 
| morial was drawn in the most respectful manner, 
and contained facts which merited the considera- 
tion of the Senate. They were all practical men, 
having great experience in the business; and, while 
| they had spoken upon a subject of great interest to 
themselves, they had spoken as men of candor and 
sense, and stated facts that ought to be understood 
before legislation is had. 

They state that a bill is pending before the Senate 
providing for the repeal of the act granting boun- 
| ties to vessels engaged in the cod fishery, and a 
i drawback upon pickled fish. They allege also 
| that they are threatened with the repeal of the duty 
upon imported dry fish; and in order that the Sen- 
| ate may understand their condition and compre- 
| hend their connexion with this employment, the 
| recur to their past history, and allege that this cod 
fishery has been their chief occupation ever since 
the settlement of the town, and for a period of more 
than two hundred years. That, while connected 
with the mother country, legislative protection was 
given, which so encouraged the business that they 
realized greater prosperity, acquired more wealth, 
and had a greater population before the revolution- 
ary war than they witnessed at any period since. 
; They affirm that their population and wealth is less 
i now than it was then. 
| When that war came the fishery was destroyed, 
| and the town at the close of it left comparatively in 
| a ruined condition. In that great struggle they de- 
| clare that nearly the whole male population capa- 
| ble of bearing arms entered the service and devoted 
| their best energies to the support of the common 
| cause; and, sir, I take leave to add that no people 
| have acquired more deservedly a high character 
i for patriotic devotion to the best interests of the 
| country than the fishermen. 
| That great and successful struggle over, they 
; returned to their ancient employment. They fitted 
: out vessels and pursued the business with the zeal 
| and patience which characterizes them; but they 
i had no protection, no encouragement from the 
| Government, and found it impossible to realize 
| success in competition with foreigners, who en- 
joyed such advantages under their Governments 


|: as they could not meet them on equal terms in the 


i market. They say that, under such discouraging 
| circumstances, the question was whether the busi- 
ness should be abandoned. Rather than submit 


|! to such an alternative, they applied for aid to Con- 


| gress, and temporary relief was conceded. This 
they add, together with a general war in Europe 
which followed, enabled them to realize a satisfac- 
: tory measure of prosperity; but then came the 
| embargo, and after it the war of 1812, which again 
| utterly prostrated the business. Being thus driven 


from their employ, they allegé that more than one 
thousand of the inhabitants, out-of about five thou: 
sand, entered the public service and shared “the 
perils which belonged to it, either in the navy or 
in privateers. In the year 1813, Congress, as 
is believed, acting under a just sense of thé valua- 
ble services of the fishermen generally, and. of the 
great importance of this branch of industry to the 
country, passed the law which is now proposed to 
be repealed. It was received as a medsure of jus- 
tice due to an employment which had passed through 
great and trying vicissitudes, and was believed to 
be the basis of a permanent policy. The move- 
ment here to change this policy’ has drawn forth 
this memorial, from a class of men who are‘seldom 
heard of within these walls, though probably a 
majority of them are friends and supporters of the 
Administration. IRA eae 

They declare their willingness that their circum- - 
stances and condition should be inquired into, as 
it would furnish unquestionable proof that no in- 
dividual within the knowledge of the memorialists 
has acquired wealth by this pursuit alone; and 
that no fisherman, with a family to support, has 
acquired a surplus of property to sustain him in 
his old age. hey afirm that the fishery is at- 
tended by considerable hazards in regard to sud+ 
cess. That at times fish are plenty; at other times 
so scarce that the fares are’ scarcely adequate to 
cover the expenses. They assert that such occur- 
rences are so common that fishermen are often un- 
willing to engage for voyages, withoutan assurance 
from the owners of some certain compensation be- 

ond the fare in case of a failure. Sir, (said Mr. 

-;) in corroboration of all this, I have a document 
from another source, made by men of great prac- 
tical experience, in which they estimate, in detail, 
for five years, the annual expenses and earnings 
of a vessel of sixty tons; and this document it 
is less than $300, without any allowance of interest 
on capital, such vessel being manned by seven 
men. I do not propose’ to go into a discussion of 
this matter now; but, when a suitable occasion of- 
fers, I shall lay the facts before the Senate; and 
they will prove that the condition of a fisherman 
is far from being enviable. f D 

The memorialists hope that the Senate will find 
in these facts a full justification for suffering the law 
of 1813 to remain in force. Be 

But, should they be guided to a different result, 
the hope is expressed that the great injustice will 
not be inflicted upon them of repealing the duty 
imposed on dry fish imported. mee 

hey allege that the business is carried on at less 
expense in the British colonies than here. And I 
may add (said Mr. D.) that some foreign countries, 
and especially France, give large encouragement to 
the cod fishery, which enables them, as well as the 
colonies, not only to appropriate to their benefit 
the foreign market, but fish 1s sent, to some extent, 
into this country. The duty (said Mr. D.) should 
remain, whatever may be the fate of the bounty 
and drawback. 

But (said Mr. D.) they modestly place before the 
Senate another consideration, deserving probably 
more care and regard than all others. They say 
they trust that they have requited, to some extent, 
the privileges which have been accorded to them. 
They have obeyed the summons of the country 
when her exigencies demanded their aid; and they 
say, what is known to all navigators, that this 
fishery is a-nursery of seamen. 

They have only hinted at their great merits on 
this head. While war is necessarily fatal to their 
employment; while it not only suspends their busi- 
ness, but leaves their shipping to waste, decay, and 
destruction, they have stood forward among those 
who are first to vindicate our honor, to redress our 
wrongs, and to bear the flag, beset with every kind 
of peril, in triumph over the ocean. 

The fishermen (said Mr. D.) are accomplished 
native seamen, who possess the skill and experi- 
ence necessary to constitute able, efficient, and 
successful mariners. It was ‘remarked, I think, 
the other day, by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Benron,] that seamanship is an art which can only 
be acquired by time and experience; and in this he 
spoke a truth obvious to all navigators. If war 
should again recur, the question arises, where will 
you obtain such men for the service? What re- 
source have you upon which you can rely? We 
have, it is true, a great commercial marine, but a 
very great proportion of the sailors, probably 
more than. eight-tenths, on board our vessels, en- - 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


539 


1846. 


gaged in foreign trade, are foreigners—men. enticed 
into our service by high wages, and not even na- 
turalized——men_ having no ties of attachment to 
the country or its interests.” Will you confide its 
destiny to such hands? -Can you rely upon them 
to maintain your honor, to uphold your charac- 
ter, and to sustain, tein ent the institutions 
which we all cherish? “No, sir; you look to oth- 
er resources; to Our native-born. sons, who will 
be ‘influenced by: the strong ties of attachment 
and affection. Among. them you will find the 
bone, sinew, and nerve, so often spoken of in 
this chamber. ‘You are sure to have these natives 
with ‘you whenever the country is in peril, and 
on them you must depend to ward off the blows 
of all foreign adversaries. _ If this country is wise, 
it will never permit its soil to be desecrated by in- 
vading armies from Europe. It now has twenty 
millions of people, who are strong enough, when 
united, to make the ocean the great theatre of all 
future strife, and there all battles should be fought, 
Jf the question, then, is, whether the cod fishery 
shall be abandoned, or shall continue to give em- 
ployment to many thousands of superior seamen, 
it is ‘a very grave question for statesmen and patri- 
ots to decide. If the step proposed is likely to take 
from us this resource of national defence, it be- 
comes us to pause and meditate upon the conse- 
quences. But, Mr. President, (said Mr. D.,) 1 will 
not enter more into. the subject, as I have already 
passed the limits usually assigned to us in present- 
ing petitions: I hope, however, to prevail upon the 
Senator from Missouri, who has long interested 
himself in this matter, to read and consider the facts 
contained in this memorial. I have often been 
moved by the eloquent descriptions of the hard- 
ships and sufferings of the pioneers of the West, 
which have fallen from the lips of gentlemen in this 
chamber; and I can assure Senators that, however 
great and affecting they may be, they fall far short 
of the courage, toil, suffering, and peril incident to 
these pioneers of the great ocean frontier; and J am 
sure that if Senators would witness the trials and 
hardships of a single voyage to and from the Grand 
Banks, 1 should be certain of their sympathies for 
the fishermen. But, Mr. President, L will pursue 
the subject no further now, but shall resume it 
again when the bill comes before us. 

Mr. BENTON said he had listened, as he al- 
ways did, to what was said by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Davis) with pleasure and in- 
struction, As the honorable Senator had particu- 
larly called his attention to the subject, he would 
say to him that there would. be an Speer 
hereafter for going more fuily into the subject. It 
was understood that there was in course of prepa- 
ration a tariff bill, and there was also a bill which 
had been introduced by himself for abolishing the 
duty on salt, and for abolishing the fishing boun- 
ties and allowances, which were consequences of 
the existence of that duty, When these bills came 
up for consideration, there would be an opportu- 
nity for going fully into a discussion of the subject. 
It was an old question—a question coeval with the 
foundation of the Government. At the very com- 
mencement of the Government fishermen applied 
for bounties, as an encouragement for carrying on 
their business. Mr. Hamilton made a report in 
favor of allowing bounties to various branches of 
industry, and he specifically named fishing as being 
entitled to encouragement. Mr. Jefferson made a 
report, taking directly the contrary ground, utterly 
denying the constitutionality and expediency of 
paying money out of the treasury for carrying on 
any branch of private business. By searching the 
records of Congress gentlemen would find that 
‘these questions began to be agitated fifty years ago. 

Although Mr. Jefferson took the ground of the 
inexpediency and unconstitutionality of PAn 
money out of the treasury for the support o indus- 
try, yet he made the case of bounty to fishermen an 
exception; he said it was a fair case for drawhack. 
The fishermen employed a great deal ofsalt; that salt 
paid a duty, and it was considered expedient that 
they should receive a bounty e ual to the amount 
of.the duty which they paid. It was meant to be 
paid to those who exported their fish, and great 
care was taken to see that they not only exported 
them, but that they actually landed them in a for- 
eign country before the money was paid. It was 
equally applicable to those who slaughtered beef 
and pork, and salted that beef and pork for exporta- 
tion; but, after a time, the farmers of the West, 
finding they did not receive any bounty, ceased to 


4 


i 


H 


care anything about it. But the fishermen still in- 
sisted ‘that it should be paid to them ; and how had 
they succeeded? There were two sorts of reflec- 
tions growing out of this system of granting boun- 
ties: one was, that the business which received 
bounties from the treasury was ina declining state. 
The cod and mackerel fisheries having-a double 
protection—having nearly a monopoly of the whole 
market, receiving money from the: treasury, and 
the consumption of the finny article increased enor- 
mously; yet, with all these advantages, the busi- 
ness was going down, while every branch of busi- 
ness that had been left to its own exertions was in 
a flourishing condition. ~ 

This was one point of view; but there was ano- 
ther, and it was the small proportion which the 


tonnage employed in other branches of trade. 
They had but half the amount which the whalers 
possessed—those who double Cape Horn, and go 
to a distance of 20,000 miles from any port that 
they can call their own, who make three years’ 
voyages, and are all that time employed in killin 

the monsters of the deep. While he would admit 


coast fisheries, in the mackerel and cod fisheries, 
yet they were far below the whalers in point of 
numbers, i 

My. B. stated the increase in the amount of ton 
nage employed in the various branches of com- 
merce and the fisheries for a period of twelve years, 
commencing with 1833, showing a very dispropor- 
tionate increase in all other branches over that of 
the cod and mackerel fisheries. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said that having the honor to 
number among his constituents many of that class 
of persons who are to be particularly benefited or 
| injured by the repeal of the fishing bounty, he 
hoped he should be indulged in saying a few words 
upon this subject. He did not intend to enter at 
large upon its discussion. He could not add force 
to the facts and arguments presented by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] nor would 
he attempt it. His principal object was to show 
where he stood in reference to this matter—to show 


for repealing the fishing bounties, he should be 
found voting for what he deemed to be not only in 
accordance with the interests of his constituents, 
| but the interests of the country. He was against 
| the proposed repeal. He believed that the law was 
entirely defensible, even upon the most rigid prin- 
ciples of Democracy. The origin of the law au- 
thorizing certain payments upon the exportation of 
codfish, beef and pork, and pickled fish, was un- 
doubtedly that suggested by his friend the distin- 
guished Senator from Missouri—that is, that the 
| design was to give a drawback of the duties ie 
upon the salt used in curing and preparing these 
articles for exportation. ‘The phrascology of the 
law itself, and several of the early laws upon this 
subject, are too explicit upon this point to admit of 
doubt. But in process of time this object ceased 
to be operative, and subsequent laws, bestowing 
what was called the fishing bounty, came to rest 
upon an entirely different basis. It was some timo, 
he said, since his attention had been particularly 
entled to the subject, and he was therefore unable 
to refer with precise accuracy to dates. But many 

cars ago—{1813, said Mr. Evans,]—yes, 1813, he 
nelieved, was the year, when, as the Senator from 
Missouri himself admits, the several interests under 
the law became separated. The drawback or boun- 
ty on beef and pork, and on pickled fish, was with- 


| held, but was continued on codfish; and was then, 


he believed, also transferred from the amount.of 
fish exported to the vessel itself in which the fish 
were caught, and wasreculated by its tonnage. And 
it was at this period that the system was changed, 
and the law was placed upon a different basis. 
would seem that Congress, at that period, was dis- 
posed to withhold generally the drawback of duties; 
and the whole law would probably have been re- 
pealed, had it not been seen that, though those en- 
gaged in the cod fisheries were no more entitled, 
upon principle, to bounties, than those engaged in 
packing and exporting beef and pork, yet. that 
some encouragement. should be extended to- the 
cod fisheries as a school for seamen, and- a nursery 
for the navy. The law, therefore, though con- 
tinued in form the same, assumed a different basis, 
and was continued for a new and different-object. 
And there can be no doubt that this object was 
justifiable, and the law judicious. All history 


tonnage employed in these fisheries bore to the | 


a degree of merit in those engaged in the river and | 


that when the question should come up on the bill |; 
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shows that upon these men-—those engaged in the 
fisheries—the country must rely, in case of war or 
other contingency, to man the navy. They are 
among the hardiest, bravest, most orderly, and 
patriotic men that ever entered the naval or mili- 
tary service of this or-any other. country. The 
history of the:last- war abounds in proof of this. 
It is, then, decidedly for the interest of the country 
that this school should be continued. . He admit- 
ted that the reference of Senators frequently to the 
resources of the country in. case of war, ini.the 
strong arms, brave hearts, and sound patriotism 
of the people, was sanctioned by reason and ex- 
perience. But all brave men are not seamen. ‘This 
profession, as well as others, requires training. 
A sailor must be educated as such; and without 
this education, in vain might we have leoked upon 
the pages of history for those brilliant victories 
which adorned the last war, and which tended to 
bring that war to so early a close. If, then, the 
navy must be supplied by seamen, and the busi- 
ness of the cod fishery is a nursery for such sea- 
men, there is no greater violation of principle—he 
meant of Democratic principle—in bestowing aid 
for the support of this school, than in supporting 
| a school at West Point to educate young gentle- 
men forthe army. Both rest upon the same prin- 
ciple. If one is justifiable, so is the other. 

But it is objected to these bounties by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, that they go to the owners of 
the fishing vessels, and not to the fishermen them- 
selves. In reply, he would say that, in his view, 
it was of no consequence to whom the bounty was 
in the first instance paid. lt went eventually for the 
common benefit of all concerned in the voyage. 
The fishermen, it is well known, do not receive 
specific wages as in mercantile voyages; but in- 
stead thereof, have a certain share of the fish. This 
share is enlarged by the fact that the owner re- 
ceives a portion of his profits of the voyage in the 
bounty received from the Government. If the 
bounty was received in the first place by the fish- 
ermen, they would receive a smaller share of fish. 
; Again: the Senator from Missouri alludes to the 
| whaling business, and says that though this busi- 
; ness furnishes many and excellent seamen, those 
engaged in it neither ask nor receive any bounty. 
For this there was p very good reason, to wit: 
that none was needed. The business was highly 
| lucrative; and on turning to New Bedford, Nan- 
tucket, and other ports at the North, we may see 
that large fortunes have been accumulated in it. If 
it were otherwise—if it was necessary to. bestow a 
bounty on those engaged in this business inorder 
that. it should be continued—he for. one, knowin 
how many good sailors it furnishes, and how de- 
pendent the country would be upon it:in case of 
war, would cheerfully vote for kucha bounty. But 
no such bounty is needed; and, indeed, the Senator 
from. Missouri has drawn a comparison between 
| this and the cod fisheries, showing that the latter 
is in a declining condition. If this be so, and he 
was not disposed to deny it, it certainly furnished 
no reason why the scanty aid now furnished it by 
the Government should be withdrawn. On the 
contrary, it would secm to be a strong reason why 
the aid should be continued. The necessity for 
this aid is found in the fact alluded to by the Seri- 
‘ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] that: the 
English and French Governments afford liberal aid 
and encouragement to their fisheries, enabling them 
thereby to go into the markets of the world with a 
clear advantage over American fishermen. But he 
did not intend to enlarge upon this .subject. At 
another time, when the bill should come up for a 
repeal of the law, he perhaps might avail himself 
of the occasion to express his views more fully. 

The petition was ordered to be printed, and laid 
on the table. 


THE DEBATE ON OREGON. 


Mr. ALLEN rose and said he desired to ask 
the attention of the Senate to the question of de- 
termining upon what day the Senate would be wil- 
ling to take the vote upon the passage of the Ore- 
gon resolutions... It was now, he believed, forty 
or fifty days since the debate upon this subject 
was opened. How the intervening time had been 
consumed was known toall. He had no ersonal 
right- to complain of the time consumed by other 
| Senators in. the discussion, after having himself 
; consumed two days of the time of the Senate: but 
she desired, for many reasons which it would not 
| be necessary for him to state to the Senate, that 
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were compelled by circumstances to absent them- 
selves for a short time, and who had named to him 
the necessity which existed for such absence, and 
who strongly desired to be present when -the vote 
was to be taken npon this important question: By 
fixing the day many of those gentlemen. might 
probably regulate their absence so as to be present 
on that day. By leaving the time entirely indefi- 
nite, the Senate might suddenly come to a vote, to 
the surprise and mortification of those who chanced 
to be absent; and to this extent injustice would be 
done to those Senators. 

He named these circumstances without naming 
the still greater and more important considerations 
connected with the great interests of the country. 
Afier some three or four months devoted to the 


consideration of this subject in the two Houses of || 


Congress, it seemed to him that the Senate ought || 
to be able to fix some day, aud that not a remote 
one, when the sense of the Senate could be taken 
upon the subject. He was aware that the pre- 
vious question was not in use here; he was aware 
it was not the habit of the Senate to pass a resolu- 
tion to take a subject out of discussion, and to 
direct the vote to be taken on a given day; but he 
was likewise aware that it had been their habit to 
have a conversational understanding that an pnd 
would be put to a protracted debate at a particular 
time. It was with this object that he now rose, 
and he would name Saturday next as the day on 
which the vote should be taken, This would 
leave suficient time for the exposition of the views 
of those Sonators who still desired to be heard 
upon the subject. He made this proposition in 
order that Senators might not be talken by surprise. 
Much had been said about quieting the apprehen- 
sions of the country. He had never indulged in 
that description of remark, and he thought it was 
entirely out of place as connected with the subject 
to which his proposition now had reference. He 
made that proposition with a view of obtaining, if 
practicable, a general undetstanding as to the ume 
when the vote should be taken. 

Mr, MOREHEAD said he did not know to 
what extent the practice to which the honorable 
Senator had alluded had prevailed in the Senate, to 
fix some given day for the decision of a pending 
question. Even if there was a rule of this kind, 
or a practice which amounted to a rule, he trusted 
it would not be applicd to a question like that į 
which had been under discussion for several weeks 
past. It was, he believed, generally regarded as 
the most important question which had attracted 
the attention of Congress for many years. He 
could not perceive the necessity for fixing any par- 
ticular day when the question must be decided; for 
if they were to do so, they might, to some extent, 
while aiming to promote the convenience of some 
members of the Senate, inflict a very great incon- 
venience upon other members, by depriving them 
of the opportunity of delivering their views upon 
the question. ‘Phat, he was sure, was not the ob- 
ject of the honorable Senator. It seemed to him, 
therefore, in view of the well-known courtesies of 
the Senate—of the well ascertained disposition of 
that body never, at any time, to press the vote upon 
any question when any considerable number were | 
absent; and, regarding the well-known disposition | 
which prevailed on all occasions to consult the con- 
venience of Senators, it seemed to him that it would | 
be quite safe to trust to that courtesy that the Sen- | 
ate would not, in the absence of any of its mem- | 


that would disoblige or prove a source of embar- | 
vassmicnt or inconvenience to any. He supposed | 
there were various Senators who yet desired to 
make some observations upon the subject. 


disposed perhaps to throw himself upon the indul- | 


theless feel disposed before the debate closed to 
submit his views to the Senate. There were Sen- 


present this morning; and, therefore, he would sug- 
gest to the honorable Senator from Ohio not to 
press his proposition, but to allow it to lie over un- | 
til to-morrow. -| 

t 


Mr. ALLEN observed that he would not pro- 


bers, insist upon a vote, or take any proceeding į 


Being i 
one, and the humblest of the body, and the least ij 


tract the discussion at this time, because he was 


longed to his honorable friend from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Cnarmers.] His object in calling the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the subject was, that Senators 
might reflect upon it, and. uhite in some informal 
understanding respecting the time for closing the 
debate. 


SPECIAL ORDER-—THE NOTICE. 


On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being the several propositions proposing to give 
notice to Great Britain of the intention of this Gov- 
ernment to annul the treaty for the joint occupa- 
tion of the Oregon territory; on which subject— 

Mr. CHALMERS addressed the Senate, in a 
series of remarks, of which the following is a brief 
abstract: f 

The subject before the Senate was admitted, 
on all hands, to be one of the utmost importance. 
It looked to the termination of a convention which 
had been in existence about twenty-eight years, by 
the issuing of a notice of this Government of their 
intention to abrogate it, after the period of twelve 
| months from the date of such notice. With some 
Senators, the expressed object of advocating this 
measure was lo obtain, at the end of that period, 
possession of the whole of the Oregon territory; 
while others, who sustained the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Conaurrr,] were de- 
sirous, by negotiation and compromise, to secure 
an honorable and peaceful decision as to the con- 
flicting claims between Great Britain and the Uni- 
od States. Lt was, therefore, a question of vast 
tmportance, demanding, on our part, deliberation, 
cireumspection, and firmness of action. 

It had been contended by several Senators that 
if the existing differences on this question between 
the two countries should end ina war, the Presi- 
i dent would be held to astriet accountability for 
having brought this evil on the country. But he 
| argued that the responsibility of a conflict, if con- 
flict should come, would not rest with the Execu- 
tive. He thought that, in all his movements with 
regard to this question, the President had, in every 
respect, acted as his high position required of him. 
He had followed in the steps of his illustrious pro- 
decessor. He had adopted the course laid down by 
one of the most distinguished statesmen that had 
ever filled the ofice of Secretary of State—Mr. 
| Clay. He then read some extracts from the Mes- 
| sage from the President, and compared them with 
| the language used by Mr. Clay in his official 
correspondence; and went on to show that the 
parallel of 499 was our weimatun, as a line of di- 
‘vision. On this line our Government had taken 
their stand, even if the consequence should be a 
i war with the great and powerful nation with which 
| we are at igsuc. Whatever the responsibility of 
such a result, although it might be heavy enough 
to sink a navy, or to sink a world, let it then fall, 
where it ought to fall, on that country which, with- 
out a color of title, would maintain its claims to the 
territory even at the point of the sword. The 
course of the President, he was satisfied, would 
command the approbation of the whole world. | 

Mr. C. then commented on the change which 
| had exhibited itself in the language of some Sen- 


| alors, since the introduction of the resolutions of- 


|| fered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] 


| at the commencement of the session, when the 


| Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] and | 


i the Senator from Virginia [Mr. ARCHER] sus- 
| tained the course which the Executive had taken. 


i| In the course of his experience be had never wit- 


| nessed a more cordial reception of any official 
| paper than on that occasion; and if new views had 

heen taken, new readings introduced, and a new 
construction had been given to the Message which 
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He adverted to the resolutions adopted by the 


these resolutions. He believed that it was the 


|! sentiment not only of his State, but of the whole 
ators who might desire to be heard who were not | 
| 


! Union, that while we firmly insisted on our rights, 
i we should do it in a spirit of conciliation, support- 
| ing the President in bis offer of the 49th parallel, 
| for the sake of preserving the peaceful relations 
between the two countries. 


| He was in favor of the 


notice, because, in his 


unwilling to consume the time which rightfully be- | 


H tr 


was not warranted by its terms, the President was j 
© not to be held responsible for the change. 


Legislature of the State of Mississippi, and refer- | 
| red to the unanimity with which they had been ; 


gence of the Senate at any time, he should never- |! adopted. He coincided with the tone and spirit of | 


opinion, the time had come when, this: question, 
must be settled, peaceably or otherwise; and be~ 
n cause the adoption of this measure seemed. to-him. 
necessary to preserve the peace of the country. He 
wished it to be settled at an early day, not to. gr 
ify foreign nations, but to tranquillize our own. citi« 
zens. He desired to see the President sustained- in 
his course. The longer the delay, the more diffi- 
cult would it become to obtain an amicable setile- 
ment. He was for the notice, and he hoped it 
would be adopted with the same unanimityas was 
exhibited in the adoption of the resolutions of thè 
Senator from Michigan.. There would-be a moral 
force in such a harmonious vote, which would pro- 
duce a prodigious effect at home and abroad.’ And 
in order that this issue might not be. frustrated, he 
deprecated everything like assaults on the individual 
opinions of those who might differ from ourselves 
in their views. He had listened with much.: pleas- 
ure and admiration to many sentiments which had 
fallen from Senators who were on the opposite side. 
And he believed that, if war should come, as much 
patriotism would be- found, and as willing arras in 

defence of the country, on the other side of the 
| Senate chamber as among his owh. political friends. 
There could be no party feeling on this question. 
When he approached it, he felt that the ground was 
holy, and that he. ought not to touch it without 
taking off his shoes. ; 

The Senators who had stated that they saw no 
reason for giving the notice had, he trusted, since 
they expressed that sentiment, seen sufficient rea- 
son for a change of opinion. We must now so act 
as to preserve our country. He asked if Senators 
saw nothing in the deep feeling of the public mind 
which should urge us to bring. this discussion to.a 
close? Hesaw much which alarmed him; and he 
believed that if something was not speedily done, 
it would not be in the power of the Government to 
preventa resort to arms. . He had, for some time, 
watched the indications of public opinion, which 
did not insist on 54° 40'; but desired an honorable 
and peaceable adjustment of the question. 

The desire of the President was, he believed, for 
the preservation of peace. He wasa man of peace, 
aman of kind feelings, not fond of the glory which 
is produced by war. From his messages, he (Mr. 
C.) gathered that he was favorable to a pacific 
termination of.the present difficulty.. In none of 
his language. could be found a: sentence showing 
that he would not accept a compromise on the 49th 
parallel. He was desirous, doubtless, to get all 
the territory if he could; but if the 49th. parallel, 
substantially, were again to be offered, the Pres- 
ident does not say that he would not accept it. 

He concluded with an expression of his hope 
that all would yet end well; and that while Great 
Britain was setting such a glorious example on the 
subject of free trade, nothing. would yet occur. to 
poe a breach between her and the United 
States. 


j THE DEFENCE OF THE COUNTRY. 


; : 
lli During Mr. Cuatmers’s speech a message was 


received from the President in reply to a resolution 
submitted some days ago by Mr. Dayton, asking 
information as to the necessity of making addi- 
pona, appropriations for the defence of the coun- 
Y, &e. F oe 
Mr. ALLEN called for the reading of the Mes- 
:| sage, and it was read, as follows: 
To the Senate of the United: States: $ 
i| In answerto the inquiry of the Senate; contained 
|| in their resolution of the 17th instant, whether, in 
|| my “judgment, any circumstances connected with, 
‘or growing out of, the foreign relations of this 
‘country, require at this time an increase of our 
i ‘naval or military force;” and, if so, “ what those 
i| circumstances are,” I have to express the opinion, 

that a wise precaution demands such increase. 

in my Annual Message of the 2d of December 
last, I recommended to the favorable consideration 
of Congress an increase of our naval force, espe- 
cially of our steam navy, and the raising of an ad- 
equate military force to guard and protect such of 
our citizens as might think proper to emigrate to 
Oregon. Since that period, I have seen: no. cause 
to recall or modify these recommendations. On 
the contrary, reasons exist which, inmy judgment, 
render it proper not only that they should be 
promptly carried into effect, but that additional 
| provision should be made for the public defence. : 
| The consideration of such additional: provision 
ii was brought before appropriate committees of the 
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two Houses of Congress, in answer- to calls made 
by them, dn: reports’ prepared, swith: my sanction, 
by the Secretary: of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy, on the 29th:of Decemberand the:8th of Jan- 
uary last; a mode of communication with Congress 
not unusual, and, under. existing eireumstancés; 
believed to bé: most ‘eligible... Subsequent. events 
have confirmed:mé.in-the-opinion that these re- 
commendations were.proper.and.- precautionary 
measures. Sold E et af 
> Lowas.a wise maxim ofthe Father of his Coun- 
try,’ that, :“</.to be prepared: for war, is-one-of the 
most efficient, means. of preserving. peace ;”* and 
that, “avoiding. occasions:of expense by. cultiva- 
ting ‘peace,’? we should: “remember, also, that 
timely disbursements, to-prepare for danger, fre- 
quently prevent much greater- disbursements. to 
repel it.” -The general. obligation to perform this 
duty is greatly strengthened by facts known to 
the whole world. A controversy respecting the 
Oregon territory now exists between the United 
States and. Great Britain; and while, as far as we 
know, the relations of the latter with all European 
nations are of the most pacific character, she is 
making unusual and extraordinary armaments and 
warlike preparations, naval and military, both at 
liome and in her North American possessions. 

Tt cannot be disguised that, however sincere may 
be the desire of peace, in the event of a rupture, 
these armaments and preparations would be used 
against our country: Whatever may have been 
the original. purpose-of these preparations, the fact 
is undoubted that they are now proceeding, in part, 
at least, with a view to the contingent possibility of 
a war with the United States. ‘The general policy 
of making additional warlike. preparations was dis- 
tinctly announced,. in the speech from.the Throne, 
as late as January last, and-has since been reiter- 
ated by the Ministers of the Crown in both Houses 
of Parliament. Under this- aspect of our relations 
with Great Britain, I cannot doubt the propriety 
of increasing -our means of. defence, both by land 
and sea, 
offence, nor increase the danger of a rupture. If, 
on the contrary, we should fold our arms in secu- 
‘rity, and at last be suddenly involved in hostilities 
for the maintenance of our just rights, without 
any adequate preparation, our responsibility to 
the country would be of the gravest character. 
Should collision between the two countries be 
avoided, as I sincerely trust it may be, the addi- 
tional charge upon the treasury, in. making the 
necessary preparations, will not: be: lost; while, in 
the. event. of such a collision, they would. be indis- 
pensable for the maintenance of our national rights 
and national honor. i 

I have seen no reason to change or modify the 
recommendations of my Annual Message in regard, 
to the Oregon question. "Phe notice to abrogate 
the treaty of the 6th of August, 1827, is author- 
ized: by the ‘treaty itself, and. cannot be regarded 
as awarlike measure; and I cannot withhold my 
strong convictionthat it shouldbe promptly given. 
The other recommendations are in conformity with 
the existing. treaty, and would afford to American 
citizens in Oregon no more than the same measure 
of protection which has Jong since been extended 
to British subjects in that territory. Ae Beat 

The state of our relations with Mexico is still 
in an unsettled condition. _Siuce the mecting of 
Congress, another revolution has taken place in 
that country, by which the Government has passed 
into the hands of new rulers. ‘This event has pro- 
crastinated, and may possibly deteat, the settle- 
ment of the differences between the United States 
and that country... The Minister of the United 
States to Mexico, at the date of the last advices, 
had not been received by-the existing authorities. 
Demonstrations of a character hostile to the Uni- 
ted States continue.to. be made in Mexico, which 
has rendered it proper; in my judgment, to keep 
nearly two-thirds of our army on: our southwest- 
ern frontier. in doing this, mary of the regular 
military posts have been reduced to a small force, 
inadequate: to. their defence should. an emergency 
arise. s PARR: 

In view of ‘these ‘circumstances, it is my 
“judgment” that ‘tan increase of our naval ae 
military force js at this time required, to-place 
the country in a suitable state of defence. At the 
same time, itis my settled purpose to: pursue such 

-a course of policy as may be best calculated to 
preserve, both with Great Britain and Mexico, an 
he able peace; which nothing w 


This can give Great Britain no cause of |; 


promote as unanimity in our councils, and a firm 
maintenance of all our just rights. 
JAMES K. POLK. 
WASHINGTON, March 24, 1846. 
Mr. WEBSTER rose for the purpose of inqui- 


| ring into a matter referred to in it, without intend- 


ing to make any commentary or any remarks what- 
ever. lt would be perceived, from the reading of 
the message, that it was the judgment of the Pres- 
ident that an increase of our means of defence, both 
military and naval, had become necessary by the 
circumstances of the country. The amount or ex- 
tent of that necessary increase was not stated in the 
message, but the President had stated that esti- 
mates showing the extent of the necessary increase 
of our means of military and naval defences had 
been communicated from the appropriate depart- 
ments of the Executive Government to the appro- 


| printe committees in that and the other House of 
x 


Jongress, for their advisement and consideration. 
He would not complain at all of this mode of com- 
muhicating to the members of Congress the judg- 
ment of the Executive on such highly important 
and ‘vital subjects; he would not complain of ‘it, 
because, as the President had said, it was not un- 
usual. Recently, it was not unusual; but the prac- 
tice was of recent origin, and, in his judgment, it 
was one not to be encouraged. He did not know 
whether the honorable members of the Senate who 
were respectively at the head of the different com- 
mittees had communicated. these estimates in any 
way to the body to which they belonged. And he 
| rose to inquire, therefore, beginning with the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri, who was at the head 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, what that 
communication was, and whether be could not sug- 
gost some made of bringing it to the knowledge of 
the whole body of the Senate, because it was said 
in the message that these estimates were made with 
the sanction of the President himself; and it ap: 
peared to him that, thus sanctioned, they should 
have been brought before the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON rose and observed, that a proper | 
introduction to an answer lo the honorable Sena- | 
| tor’s inquiry would be to say that the information 
had been communicated to the committees by the | 
heads of Departments, in conformity with appli- | 
eations made by the committees, which applica- 
tions were in obedience to resolutions passed at 
the commencement of the session, instructing the 
committees to inquire and report what increase, if 
any, was necessary to be made in the military and 
naval defences of the country. The committees 
| were prompted, asa matter of course, to make the 

inquiries of the proper Departments of the Gov- 
ernment; and the M itary Committec having made 
application to the proper organ, the Secretary of 


War, that fimetionary returned an answer, which 
i answer was in the hands éf the committee. ‘There 
was much of it which it might be very proper 
perhaps to make public, but there were other parts 
which the committee thought it would not be 
woper to make public, The information was all 


of the Military Committee alone,) and they had 
not deemed it necessary to take action upon it. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD said, in answer to the inquiry | 
of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, as 
far as related to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
that, subsequently to the passage of the resolution 
of the honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Cass,] instructing the committee to inquire what 
measures, if any, were necessary to be taken for 
the defence of the country, letters were written, 
by direction of the commiittec, to the Secretary of 
the Navy, requesting information and estimates; 
and in answer to this and the other inquiries per- 
tinent to the case, a communication had been re- 
ceived, and had been read to the Senate and pub- 
lished; and, in conformity with it, a bill had been 
reported, and was how upon the calendar, provi- 
ding for the building of ten steamers. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON inquired whether the 
Naval Committee had reported all the information 
which they had received from the department?— 
or, whether any other. communications had been 
made to them by officers of the Navy Department, 
which had not been laid before the Senate? ; 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said the communication was 
accompanied by reports from the heads of the va- 
rious naval bureaus. These reportis were made 


| by ihe heads of the bureaus to the Secretary of 


the Navy, and by him transmitted to- the commit- 


in the hands of the committee, however, (he spoke i| 


returned tohim again. . They were transmitted. to 
the committee merely. for the purpose of enabling 
them to make- the proper estimates. These reports 
were. voluminous, and were not communicated to 
II the Senate, because it. was the understanding that 
they should be returned to: the Secretary of the 
Navy. ‘They were accordingly returned. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he had intended only to 
make the inquiry, but he desired now to follow it 
by a single remark. After what had fallen from 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval. Affairs, 
he wished to ask two things: First, whether the 
Secretary of the Navy, in communicating the ésti- 
mates, informed the. committee that he had:the 
sanction of the President to those estimates? And,: 
secondly, whether the communication. which the 
! Senator stated had been made to the Senate, con- 
tained the same information, to wit, the estimates 
prepared forthe committee, under the sanction and 
direction of the President? wie : 

Mr, FAIRFIELD replied that the communica- 
tion to him of the fact that the estimates had re~ 
ceived the sanction of the President was a verbal 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
who had transmitted them, and therefore was not 
communicated to the Senate. . 

Mr. WEBSTER said he understood the Senator 
to say, then, that the only authority upon whìch 
| he based his wuowlodge of the estimates having 
| been made out under the sanction of the President 
| was a verbal communication, and that not even 

that was. communicated to the Senate by him, on 
introducing the bill for the augmentation of the 
| navy. It would be seen, thercfore, what was the 
true posture of this affair. 

He had only further to say, that, as soon as 
might be convenient to the honorable Senator who 
| was chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs, who, he presumed, had received, information 
in the same way of the estimates from the War 
Department having received the sanction and been 
prepared under the direction of the President—he 
hoped that as soon as it might be found convenient 
by the honorable Senator, (it was altogether in the 
Senator’s own discretion, of course,) he would 
communicate, as far as was proper to be commu- 
nieated, and no further, to the Senate the iInforma- 
tion which the committee had received. If there 


| have great satisfaction in communicating to the 
Senate the information which the honorable Sen- 
ator desired, 

Mr. WEBSTER was understood to say ‘(from 
his seat) the Senator is an organ that I have more 
| confidence in than I have in some other organs. > 

Mr. BENTON (also from his seat) remarked 
| that he regarded the Secretaries of the Departments 
as being the organs of the President. 

Mr. CASS requested the reading of that part of 
the message which referred to the increase of the 
army and navy., He remarked that if he had-un- 
derstood it correctly, the President now recom- 
mends a greater armament than was recommended 


{ 


by hini at the early part of the session? 

The passage having been read by the Secretary, 

Mr. CASS said he would ‘merely remark that, 
notwithstanding every effort of ‘his in the ‘Senate, 
and out of it, this matter had been allowed to'sleep 
for many weeks, and he was ‘glad to ‘find that it 
was: now pressed upon their attention bythe Ex- 
ecutive message, and not -by British cannon. 

Mr: J. M: CLAYTON inquired of the chairman 
of ‘the Committee on Naval’ Affairs how man 
ships*of-war were recomménded: in the communi 
j cation of the Secretary? . ; 

_ Mr. FAIRFIELD replied that-he did not at that 
moment recollect the number. He had paid but 
‘jittle-attention to the matter, believing that the re- 
commendation of the Secretary of the Navy wag 
adequate to the exigency. It had passed out of 


iH so effectually. |! tee; with the understanding that they were to be i his mind. 
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The message was ordered to be printed. 

And, on motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were opened. 

And, on motion of Mr. SEVIER, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, March 24, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read in 
part. . 

Mr. MeCONNELL moved that the further read- 
ing be dispensed with, and that the House resolve 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


the Union. i 

The SPEAKER said that there was a resolu- 
tion pending at the adjournment yesterday, which 
would be the first business in order. 

The question was then taken on the motion that 
the reading of the Journal be dispensed with, and 
having been agreed to, 

The Journal was approved. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON asked leave to pre- 
senta memorial. 

Objection was made. 


TWO REGIMENTS OF RIFLEMEN, 


‘The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution introduced by Mr. Haraxson yesterday, 
and pending at the time of adjournment, providing 
that all debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on the “ bill to raise two regi- 
ments of riflemen, and for other purposes,” shall 
terminate this day at three o’clock, unless the com- 
mittee shall sooner come to a conclusion thereon. 


Mr. ROBERTS moved that the resolution be | 


laid on the table. 

Tellers were ordered, and subsequently (on the 
call of Mr. Cons) the yeas and nays. 

And the question, ‘Shall this resolution be laid 
on the table?’ was then taken, and decided in the 
negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messra. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Arnold, 
Atkinson, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Brockenbrough, Milton 
Brown, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, 
Dockery, John H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Gordon, Graham, 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herriek, Milliard, 
Hough, Samnel D. Hubbard, Hudson, W. Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston 


King, Lawrence, Leake, Lewis, Maclay, MeCielland, Mc- | 


Connell, McGaughey, Mellvaine, Marsh, Moseley, Perry, 


Phelps, Rathbun, Rhett, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, Root, | 
Rank, Russell, Sawtelle, Scammou, Schenck, Seddon, | 
Severance, Traman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, |! 


Stewart, Strohm, ‘Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, 'Trunbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, 
Wright, and Young—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Willian G. Brown, William 
W. Campbell, Catheart, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cul- 


lom, Cummins, Cunningham, Dargan, Jeferson Davis, De 


Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Erdman, 
Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Goodycar, Grover, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Harmanson, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, 


Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. 


W. Jones, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeCicz 
McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay 
John P. Martin, Barktey Martin, Morse, Parrish, Payne, 
Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawyer, Seaman, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Sykes, James 
TI ‘Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Wil- 


hompson, 

liams, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—99, 
So the House decided that the resolution should 

not be laid on the table. 

And then the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON again asked leave 
to presenta memorial, which he desired to have 
printed. 

Objection was made, 

The SPEAKER said, that the regular business 
would be the call of the committees for reports. 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
atate of the Union, (Mr. McKay, of North Caro- 
lina, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the said bill, and of the amendments thereto 
pending. The floor was the property, from yes- 
terday, of —~ 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES; but 


Mr. McCONNELL rose and moved that the bill | 


be laid aside, with a view to take up (as the re- 
porter understood) the bill he had designated yes- 
terday. 


The CHAIRMAN decided that the motion was 


ay, | 


i . . 
| not in order, because the gentleman was not enti 


i; amounting to about 1,400 more. 


leach, he believed it would be their duty to ap- 
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i tled to the floor to make it. 

Mr. JAMES A. BLACK rose also and address- 
ed the Chair. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES said, that as he had 
no disposition to inflict a speech upon the commit- 
tee on a military subject, and as the gentleman 
near him [Mr. Brack] could do so much more jus- 
tice to it, he (Mr. H.) would yield the floor in fa- 
vor of that gentleman. 

Mr. BLACK resumed the floor; but 
the request of E 

Mr. HUNGERFORD, who gave notice of the 
| following amendment: 

“That the President of the United States be, and 
‘is hereby, authorized, by voluntary enlistment, 
‘to increase the number of privates in each com- 
| ‘pany of the existing regiments of dragoons, artil- 

: ley, and infantry, to any number not exceeding 
‘eighty, whenever in his opinion the exigencies of 
“the public service may require the same.” : 

Mr. BLACK then proceeded with his remarks. 
In considering the bill before the committee, he 
was disposed to take the following view of it. 
The amendment of his colleague, (Mr. Hotmes,]} 
to which he wished particularly to call the atten- 
tion of the House, provides that the two regiments, 
if raised, shall be officered by transfers and pro- 
motions from the line of the army. From com- 
parison with the expenses of the first regiment of 
infantry, he estimated that, in case the officers of 
these regiments were taken from private life, their 
pay for a single regiment would be about $43,783, 
and for two regiments about $87,566. This sum 
would be saved to the army if the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Huncerrorp] 
is adopted, viz: for the two regiments, over $87,000. 
‘The amendment of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, [Mr, Houmus,] if adopted, would effect a 
saving of about $60,000. By raising two addition- 
al regiments, and ofticering them from the existing 
number of supernumeraries, the expenses for the 
frame-work of our skeleton army will be increased 
f only by the small amount of about $27,000. For 
his part, he had no great preference between the 
ditferent propositions before the committee, except 
that he was decidedly in favor of having at least 
an additional regiment mounted. 

The present number of the army was about 
8,000; the proposition of the gentleman would 
make 90 enlisted men to each company, and there- 
fore would increase the aggregate amount of the 
140 companies of the army to about 12,600 men. 
The proposition of the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs was to increase the companies by an addition 
: of 10 men to each company, which would make 
an increase of 1,400 men to the companies now 
in service, and to raise two additional regiments, | 
Thus the prop- 
osition of the committee was to increase the army 
about 2,800 men, making its aggregate number 
about 10,800 men. 

He was, therefore, decidedly in favor of the 
proposition to make two additional regiments; but 
he was equally in favor of officering them by trans- 
fers and promotions from the army. It would be 
į recollected by members of the last Congress that 
| this House, at the Jast session, passed a bill by a 
| majority of three-fourths of those present dismiss- 
| ing ninety-five supernumerarics in the amy. That 
| bill failed in the Senate. Here was a proposition 
| to employ sixty-eight of them; and could they jus- 
| ify themselves if they authorized the officers for 
| these regiments to be selected from private life, 
| and then turned round and dismissed these super- 
| numerarics? ‘Their course was clear, If they de- 

cided upon increasing the companics to ninety 


yielded at 


| point forty-five additional second lieutenants. | 
| He hoped the bill would prevail. He hoped 
‘also that the amendment of the gentleman from 
: South Carolina would be adopted; and also that 
i of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyn,] 
| which authorized the mounting of such portions | 
of the two regiments as the President shall think 

| proper. If that prevails, it is not to be supposed 
| that the President will mount more than one regi- 

| ment—probably not so many. That these were 
| intended as western rangers, to some extent, would 
not be denied; they were best qualified for the ne- 
| cessities of the country, for transporting the mail 
from post to post, for carrying information, and 
for guarding emigration. 


Mr. TILDEN then took the floor, and, so far ; 


| the public treasury. 


; emigration to Oregon, let it be shown: clearly, and 
| incontestably, 


as his remarks could be heard on the left of th 
Chair, spoke generally to the following effect: <; 

He did not often, he said,.trouble the House: 
with any long speeches, nor was he dis osed;. ork 
this occasion, to depart from his general practice: 
But, if he understood the matter correctly, ‘this 
measure was proposed originally for the purpose of 
giving security and protection to our citizens: emi- 
grating to Oregon; and he was anxious to place 
himself right in the vote he was about to.give:on 
that account. He did not wish to stand before his 
constituents in the position of voting against a bill, 
(as he intended to vote against this,) which had 
for its object the encouragement of our emigration: 
to Oregon, and its protection on the way there. . If 
he sdla convince himself that such was the object 
or design of this bill, he should. undoubtedly feel 
bound to give to it bis. sincere and hearty support. 
But he did not believe it; he did not believe it had 
any such object; he did not believe that such: had 
been its original design, much less that it was so at 
this time. Fle might be wrong, and if so, he should 
be happy to be set right; but he looked upon this as 
an effort on the part of the Administration to raise 
these two regiments of riflemen, (to-be officered, ac- 
cording to the views of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, [Mr. YeLL,}] by western gentlemen, experi- 
enced in Indian warfare,) to conciliate the great 
western Democracy for the disappointment they 
had undergone by the failure to carry out their 
views in relation to the northwestern boundary. 
This might be a far-fetched canclusion, but it was 
that which had presented itself to his mind. j 

Something like eighty or ninety officers would be 
required for these tworegiments. Ifthe object which 
he had stated was not the real object of this meas- 
ure; if it looked solely and exclusively to the hest 
interests of the country, how was it thatthe recom- 
mendations of the President and the Secretary of 
War had been. departed from in the framing of this 
| bill? How was it that two regiments of riflemen: 
| on foot had been substituted for the recommenda- 
tion of the President for one regiment. of mounted 
riflemen or dragoons? Clearly, to his mind, to mul- 
tiply the chances of promotion-——to. increase in a 
two-fold degree the power of the President, and, by 
the distribution of the commissions of the officers, 
to conciliate the West which he had.offended. © 

Mr. T. was understood here to refer to opinions 
expressed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and other members, at the last 
Congress, contending that experience had shown 
that mounted riflemen, or dragoons, were the only 
j corps that could be efficiently employed for the pro- 
| tection of the western frontier. a 5 

This called up Mr. J. A. BLacx, in brief expla- 
nation. After which, Mr. T. continued. 

If the construction which he had put on this bill 
was not correct, he would like to. know why that 
mode of defence which had been so long sanction- 
ed by experience should now be departed from? 
Had gentlemen had any counter experience since 


ithe first session of the last Congress, convincing 


them that infantry were superior to mounted men? 

_ But he came now to the inquiry as to the neces- 
sity of this measure. This was a serious question, 
which every man here was bound to submit to him- 
self before he brought this additional burden upon 
If the object was to protect 


that they might understand it before 

they voted. The Secretary of War, imhis annual 
report, had said that something like 850 men, 500 
women, and 1,000 children, had departed from our 
frontier . settlements to. Oregon. He (Mr: T.) 
would inquire whether a single man, woman, or 
child, had suffered for the want of that protection 
which it was now proposed to give by these two 
regiments? How many emigrants had gone there 
before them? How many had passed over that 
trackless wilderness before those to whom the See- 
retary of War referred? Thousands; and he called 
upon the friends of the bill to designate one in- 
| Stance, if they could, wherein a man, woman, or 

child, had suffered injury on the route for the want 
of this protection. He avowed that neither man, 
woman, child, nor beast, had suffered. If this was 
80, it was fair to say, that what had been done once 
; could be done again; and, therefore, there was no 
| necessity to justify this outlay of the public money 
| to give protection to these emigrants. There was 
| Something behind the scenes that had not been dis- 
| closed. The emigrants wanted no protection; they 
never had asked for it. ; 


1846. 


. Mr. T. here adverted to a remark of Mr. Yeu, 
1nrelation to the disposition of this force after it 
should have: been created, which. called up. that 
gentleman in explanation. . After which Mr. T. 
proceeded. jas 

So far as the western frontier was concerned, he 
believed there was already a sufficient force there. 
Nor was there any more necessity now to give 
protection: to’ our:-western. settlements. than there 
was one .or-two years ago. He thought if the 
troops now there were. withdrawn, and the people 
of Arkansas. and. Missouri were left to rely on 
their militia. alone, a more’ efficient protection 
would:.be “given than that now afforded by the 
troops of the United States. Of all men, the arm 
under our peace establishment was the least efi- 
cient in such a.service. ` There was not anywhere 
a more. lawless set of puppets than these soldiers 
(shut up without exercise-and in barracks, from 
year’s end to year’s end) were.. He would rather 
have one western farmer in such a service, than 
half a-score of such men. Why wasit that all at 
once the militia of the country had come to be re- 
garded as so inefficient? The battles of Bunker 
Hill, of Plattsburg, and of other fields, bear testi- 
mony to the reliance which might be placed in 
that arm of the national defence. And now what 
was there to oppose to the employment of the 
same kind of force again? Why, there was the 
experience of his friend ‘from Michigan, [Mr. 
Cureman,] who ‘said he once was a brigadier 
general in Michigan, and that he did not do any 
great honor to-the country. He (Mr. T.) had no 
doubt of it; he had no doubt that the other militia 
under that gentleman’s command had done still 
less honor. And, indeed, he (Mr. T.) believed 
that Michigan had been exceedingly unfortunate 
in her generals. He recollected one of. them who 
once had a seat in this Hall, (General Crary,] and 
whose memory had been embalmed by an honor- 
able gentleman at the other end of the Capitol. 
But, because Generals Crary and Chipman had not 
succeeded in making the militia efficient, it did not 
follow that they could not be made so on our west- 
ern frontier. 

He had no doubt that the President, and those 
who sympathized and were in the closest con- 


nexion with him, were in earnest im raising | 


these two regiments. Whilst the President con- 
ferred the offices thus created upon some members 
of this House, and, according to a gentleman from 
Maine, on other gentlemen now hanging round 
these lobbies, he intended also to augment the 
force now in Texas. l 
to carry out this purpose? For his own part, he 


declared solemnly that never until the State of | 


Ohio, by some act of hors, should revoke the reso- 
lutions of her Legislature, passed by the unani- 
mous vote of the Whig and Democratic party, 
declaring that the annexation of Texas was a vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the country, and that, 
as such, she would never be bound by it, would 
he-sanction or. sustain" that purpose. Never until 
Ohio should-wipe out that record would he con- 
sent to this grand system of national marauding. 
Last year we had been informed that the annex- 


ation of T'exas was indispensable to the defence of 


the country; that it was coming in to supply the 
place of armed legions; that it was necessary for 
the protection and defence of New Orleans. And 
now, what story did we hear? Why the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Yeux] told us that there 
were two thousand miles of frontier which it was 


| oH H 
necessary to fortify, and that these regiments, as ! 


well as the others, were indispensable to give pro- 
tection to that extended frontier. And the Secre- 
tary of War candidly told us that the annexation 
of Texas, instead of giving us additional protec- 
tion, brought us into proximity with the Cuman- 
ches—a wild, fierce, and marauding tribe of In- 
dians--the. Arabs of the desert; that they made 
annual ‘mounted. incursions into our territory, and 
that additional. force was. requisite to repel them. 
If he had understood correctly, it was intended to 
increase the army (of observation or of occupation) 


which was this day occupying a territory to which, | 


according to the highest Democratic authority at 
the other end of the Capitals we had nọ more title 
than we had to Great Britain—-a territory where 
itizens were now paymg ‘ 9 
to: the Mexican Governmeni—a territory to which 
honorable gentlemen on this floor had declared that 
we had no title. For kimself, he would .see this 


Capitol razed to its foundation before he would | 


Was the House prepared | 


duties on their goods | 
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vote for such a proceeding; and in saying this, he 
believed that he spoke the sentiments of the people 
of Ohio. : 

In what position, then, did this line of policy 
place the country? How was the national honor 
to be preserved? It had been said, “ by doing no- 
thing but what was clearly right, and ‘submitting 
to nothing that was wrong.” How was Mr. 
President Polk, according to the position which he 
had assumed, to preserve the national honor? With 
cannons loaded, and with matches lit, he was de- 
manding of Mexico, on the one hand, that which 
clearly dia not belong to us; whilst, on the other, 
he was surrendering two hundred thousand square 
miles of territory, to which he had averred that our 
title “was clear and unquestionable.” This was 
a curious “getting up stairs” in the way of pre- 
serving the national honor. Mr. T. here referred 
to the hue-and-ery raised from Maine to the Sabine 
on the ratification of the treaty of Washington, to 
illustrate the course of the Democratie partyin 
making that the groundwork of unjust and in- 
iquitous charges before the people against Mr. 
‘Webster. ; 

He (Mr. T.) declared, in conclusion, that he 
was resolved to go against this bill in every form 
in which it could be presented, unless the State of 
Ohio shall revoke the resolutions to which he had 
referred, (and which he sent to the Clerk’s table 
to be read.) Whenever that State, by any act of 
hers, should convince him that she had repudiated 
these resolutions, then, and not before, he would 
be prepared to go for an army of occupation in 
‘Texas. Whenever that time came, he would not 
only go for these two regiments, but for raising 
any amount of force that might be required, ade- 
quate to the ends to be accomplished. He knew 
that as long as slavery existed in Texas, so long 
there would be cause of war between this country 
and the contiguous territory. It could not be other- 
wise. Jt must be so, unless the very law of our 
heing was changed. So long as slavery existed, 
slaves would run away; and so long as man sym- 
pathized with his fellow-man, savage though he 
might be, in slavery, so long would this country 
be embroiled in these border wars. Whenever the 
people of his State should give their sanction to this 
outrage, then, and not before, he would vote in 
favor of this and other kindred measures. 

Mr. RATHBUN wished briefly to state some 
objections which he had to the passage of this bill. 
In the first place, he denicd that the period. had 
arrived when it was’ expedient or proper to pass 
such a measure. If we look. into the President’s 
| Message, we find that he recommends, in reference 
to Oregon, a set of consecutive measures, depend- 
ant upon each other. The first recommendation 
was aie giving the notice for the abrogation of the 
treaty with Great Britain, under which she now 
joiutly occupied the Oregon territory with the Uni- 
ited States. ‘The next step proposed by him was, 
that the laws of the United States be extended over 
the territory of Oregon for the protection and de- 
fence of our citizens in that termitory.. The next, 
| and necessary measure, that follows in the course of 

the preceding recommendations, was that of a chain 
| of posts, and the extending of the military arm of 
the Government along the route to Oregon, to pro- 
tect our citizens emigrating thither, 

Now, first, they had passed no resolution for 
| giving the notice. That is awaiting the action of 
| the Senate; and what that is to be no man alive 
can tell. Indications are anything but encouraging 
that the notice is to come out of that body without 
being entirely destroyed, and so qualified as that 
i this Louse will never concur in it. The indications 
i there are to surrender what has been claimed to 
be—what has been proved to be~—clearly and in- 
! disputably the property of the. people of this na- 
tion; to surrender one-half of the territory to a 
Government which has no claim whatever but 
mere possession, and that under a treaty with us 
granting to her temporarily such joint posses- 
sion. Now, until that question is ‘settled, I will 
vote for no bill to increase the army or navy, or 


i| military defences of any kind connected with. the 
farmy or navy. I want to see, in the first place, 


what this Government. designs to- do—what Jit 
dares do. I want to see whether.we are to go) 
begging on our knees to We throne of Great Brit- 
ain, or whether we are to assert our rights openly, 
manfully, honestly. Before F vote for a- bill-of 
this character, I must learn that we are- doing 
something besides creeping. and kneeling before 


the throne of Great Britain. I want no mounted 
riflemen, no increase of the army or navy, until I 
know we have the courage to insist upon what we 
claim as our just rights. And until you first take 
the steps showing that you have the moral courage 
to assert what the President says we have the 
right to assert, I say you are assuming that kind 
of blustering courage, which, after -all, is to be a 
mere backing out—is to. be a further demonstra- 
tion of our want of courage, oy assuming to do 
what it appears already the Government dare 
notdo. > : g 
What did they propose to raise two regiments 
for? Why, they were told, to guard the way—to ` 
make stockade forts and fortifications along. the 
route to Oregon, to protect our emigrants thither. 
For what? Why are you desiring to push Amer- 
ican citizens into the territory of Oregon, when the 
legislative branches of this Gorernmieni dare not 
says in the face of Great Britain, the-territory is 
ours—dare not say a foot of it is ours? For what 
do you desire to prepare a road, to guard that road, 
and to push on men, women, and children, from 
this part of the country into a wilderness, among 
savages, when you dare not extend your laws over 
them? Why do it? he asked. hy adopt a 
policy of this character? Better let them all turn 
with the other branch of Congress, and petition, 
and qualify, and take the means to dissipate all 
pretence that we have any right to’ that territory, 
and keep our people at home. . Now, he desired 
to see whether we were to insist upon. our claims 
to this territory. He was desirous to see whether 
our laws will be extended over that territory—~ 
whether our people already there, as well as those 
who are to go there, will be protected in the en- 
joyment of all the rights and privileges of Amer- 
ican citizens. He was in favor of protecting them 
there before he protected the way there, and en- 
couraged them to emigrate. He desired to see 
the Indians within that territory conciliated, and 
their good will secured, and they brought within 
our protection, before he voted for any bill to send 
our people over there to be slaughtered by them 
whenever the beck or the direction was given by 
the Zudson Bay Company to do it. When they 
saw that the action of this House was to be con- 
curred in by the other branch, and that, first, the 
notice is given; next, that our laws are extended 
over our people in that territory, to protect them 
when there; and, in the last place, that terms of 
peace and amity are cultivated with the Indians: 
when all these things were done, he would go for 
opening the way for our emigrants thither, and. for 
protecting them on. their route, and not before. 
But these things are not done. "We. have got, as 
a Yankee would say, “the:cart before the korse; 
and it is now proposed to raisea branch of anarmy 
for the purpose of protecting our emigrants to g. 
country which we dare not assert our right to.’ We 
are preparing a way to transport men, women, and 
children, from their firesides in this country, and to 
induce them to go where we dare not extend our 
laws over them. We are urging them to go among 
Indian tribes under the influence of a local company 
there—with whom we have opened no negotiations 
or terms of friendship, and have no treaty. stipula~ 
tions, no surety that they will not butcher ourpeo- 
pile whenever they are directed to do so: by those 
who have established these stipulations. “Then, he 
said, in this stage of their proceedings in regard to 
the Oregon territory this action was premature. If 
all these proceedings were to fall to the ground, this 
bill and all its provisions was unnecessary: If they 
passed this bill, and organized these two regiments 
at the expense of $400,000, or $500,000 annually, it 
isall money thrown away, because you have taken 
no step to render it necessary. Not only that, 
but it is adding another to the many. causes of dis- 
grace and of infamy which ‘have-attached to the 
whole country for attempting to talk so-loud, and 
assert a claim so supreme over a territory. which 
the Government in its different. branches d renot 
carry out. He begged. that: this: House: would 


‘spare itself from drawing -upon.its own-head any 


portion of that disgrace; let: them: wait, and ifthe 
co-ordinate branch of this Government would block 
the wheels, and refuse to aid them in carrying out 
and maintaining the. rights of this Government to 
Oregon, let them take the responsibility; let it not 
be thrown upon them that. they had disregarded 
their inertness—their want of courage, he might 
say—and gone on and established a regiment, or 
two regiments, of riflemen, drawing emigration 
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into that territory, when they knew that the Sen- li 
ate would not concur with them in establishing | 
laws for the protection of our people there. He / 
said, let us save our credit, save our money, save | 
our people here, and not induce them to go where i 
we have not the ability, or at least, until we meet | 
with concurrence in the other end of the Capitol, | 
where we have not the power to extend our protec- 
tion over them. He was in favor, instead of rais- 
ing two regiments to induce our people to go there, 
if the action indicated by the Senate was to be car- | 
ried out, of raising two regiments to go and bring 
them back; let us not incur the charge that meets 
us at every step, that we are inducing our people 
to go where we dare not protect them, but let us 
come out openly, and confess that we dare not, | 
and induce them to come back where we can pro- | 
tect them. . s 
But there was another objection to this bill, and | 
one which, if there were no other, would indu 
him to vote against it; and that was, that we have 
now seven thousand privates enrolled in our army, 
out of which seven thousand something like four 
thousand men and upwards are in Texas. [low 
long were they to continue there? Why, in all: 
reasonable probability, they are either to return | 
soon, or we shall have abundant oecasion for more. | 
He thought they were destined to return without | 
having tried their steel with the Mexicans. Sup- |: 
pose they return within six or twelve months, when | 
we take inlo consideration the condition of our ; 
western scttlements, and their capacity to aid in | 
protecting themselves, we have strength enough to | 
protect all our exposed points. We have maintained | 
several companies in Providence, several in New | 
York city, several in Buffalo, and a company of | 
flying arulleryin Baltimore. We have them seat- 
tered all along the seaboard; and what for? One 
company in each of the fortifications, one company 
for New York, one for the State of Rhode Island, 
and for any other site along the Atlantic coast, was : 
sufficient to take care of the fortifications, and that 
is all that is wanted, 
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of military force in this country, and to sce how | 
dificult it is to get rid of men when once we have || 
put an epaulette upon their shoulder. They sel- | 
dom die; they never resign; and your list of super- | 
annuated, worn-out officers, unfitted for command, | 
is now eating up the very vitals of the treasury, | 
and exhausting it uselessly of moneys which might | 
be beneficially distributed in the improvement of ;j 
your rivers and habors, which are deemed so im- | 
pious here and so injurious and unconstitutional in 
some sections of the country. 

But there was another objection to which he 
wished to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee and of western gentlemen here. ‘They 
were now called upon to raise two regiments of 
riflemen. One of them, they were told, was to go 
on to the boundary between Texas and Mexico, 
to oceupy fortifications and keep off the Cuman- 
ches; the other to be distributed along the route 
between Missouri and the Rocky mountains, in 
stockade forts; and you are told that these men i: 
must be taken from the West, because they under- | 
stand Indian fighting, and that they must be west- 
em officers, because they would be popular among 
the men, and understand that service. Now let: 
them look at this service. Every-one of these men | 
is to be cooped up in a little small fortification three |) 
years. In the valley of the Mississippi there is a ʻi 
class of men who, of all on the face of the globe, 
will be the last to submit to be shut up for three | 
years to be fed on salt beef, salt pork, and bread, : 
and submit to military discipline. Whatisit? No 
better, no less than a horrible imprisonment; and | 
you take men, as free as the air that floats over | 
those boundless prairics, who mount and ride like | 
the wind wherever they list, who are reared up in, | 
and who delight in, freedom and independence, and | 
they to he the men to be cooped up in your stockade | 
forts, to watch Indians! Before they had been there | 
ninety days they would take their commanding Hi 
officers and march them back. It was idle. You, 
mightas well take.a lot of foxes and attempt to get |j 


| neighborhood of the dogs of the country. 


them by an honorable enlistment to live in the 
They 
were men of spirits too free, and of character too 
independent, ever to submit to be brought. to the 
whipping-post, and to receive thirty-nine lashes 
laid on with a cat-o’uine-tails. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS inquired of the gen- 
tleman from New York, if a man could be pun- 
ished with corporal punishment in the army? 

Mr, RATHBUN (resuming) replied that he was 


not advised whether the law authorized: it or not; į 


and he apprehended it did not depend much upon 
the Jaw what kind of treatment they received after 
they were enlisted in the army.. All he knew was, 
that where you establish strict military discipline, 
that discipline is to be enforced, and there is pun- 
ishment of some kind adequate to enforce it— 
whether by whip on the back, by solitary confine- 
ment, by stinting them to bread and water, or by 
badge of disgrace—whatever it might be, he told 
them that these western men on the prairies were 
the last men who would submit to it, and discipline 
could not be maintained amongan army composed 
of such men as these. If you were going into the 
western country to have a most “ glorious” fight 
of sixty or ninety days, or six months, these men, 
above all others to be found upon the face of the 
earth, are just the men; but if you are going from 

ear to year to watch and see if perchance some 

ndian may come along to depredate upon some 
traveller, do not take an independent man from the 
valley of the West, but go to your cities and towns, 
and take the degraded, spiritless class you may 
find there, with a better kope that they will sub- 
mit to military despotism, 


If, then, we were to have no trouble with Mex- | 


ico or wilh Great Britain, we have troops enough; 
and, admonished by the history of this Govern- 
ment, he would vote against an increase of the 
army or navy. Lie never would vote for an extra 
appropriation upon either unul he saw it to be 
necessary for the actual defence of the country. 
lt was easy to add officers, to put them upon 
horses, to enlist men, to increase the expenses of 
the army and navy millions; but when you at- 
tempt to take the man from his horse and put him 
on his feet, you will find it much more difficult; and 
if you succeed, you will be pretty likely to find the 
next Congress so tender-hearted as to put him 
back again, as was done in the last Congress in 
the case of a regiment of dragoons which the Con- 
gress before that had dismounted. And if this 
were not the case, experience has taught us that 
there is another branch where, if a bill passes here 
for the reduction of the army or navy, it lies on 
the table there without being taken up. 

Mr. R. concluded by a brief reference to the re- 
marks of My. Cineman yesterday, on the subject 
of the militia of the country, and to his remarks 
of a former day, and he maintained their high 
character and the great dependence which, in the 


| West and in all the sections of the country, was 


to be placed upon the citizen soldier—they being 


| in many parts a sufficient reliance against the at- 


tacks of the Indians, except at certain points where 


| a company might be necessary, in order to keep 


up a military show and thus intimidate the Indians. 
but in case the proper measures precedent to this 
to which he had adverted were taken, he was ready 
o go for this, and to afford all desirable protection 
to emigrants to Oregon after our Government, in 


: all its departments, had determined to come up and 


assert our just righis in that territory. Until that 
was done, he should vote against this bill. 


The committee rose informally, and the Speaker | 


resumed the chair, to receive a message from the 
President of the United States, by James K. Walk- 
er, Esq., his private secretary, notifying the House 


that he did this day approve and sign the bill en- | 
y apy g 


titled an act to repeal the act requiring one of the 
judges of the Circuit court for the. District of Co- 
lumbia hereafter to reside in Alexandria. 

The House being again in committee, 

Mr. HARALSON addressed it at considerable 
length in favor of the bill, in explanation of the 
scope and object of its various provisions, and in 
reply to some of the arguments which had been 
urged against its passage. [These remarks wil 
appear in the Appendix.] 

Mr. GENTRY said he did not rise for the pur- 
pose of discussing at length the bill now under 
consideration by this committee. He had been 
heretofore opposed to the increase of the standing 
army of the United States;-he had been opposed to 


it as the policy of this Government:on the score of; => 
economy, as well as for other-reasons which ‘influ+ 
| enced ‘his mind; and having:determined;-after mis 
ture reflection, to give his vote: -for the: billsnow 
under consideration, he desired rather to. indicate 
ll than to express at-length the reasons which Had 
| induced him to come to that conclusion.. He pre- 
mised. by saying that, with reference-to the mode 
in which he conceived:it tobe -his: duty to--dis- 
! charge himself of the obligations and: duties: which 
| appertained to him as a Representative of the:peor 
ple, he knew no other rule of action upon: this or 
any other question, than to determine with ‘the 
| þest lights before him what was his duty.withre- 
| ference to the great interests of the country; and 
| then to do it without fear of consequences. «His 
| first impression in deference ‘to.a preconceived 
! opinion was, that he should vote against this bill; 
i but a night’s sleep, or rather a night's reflection, 
i had brought him to the conclusion’ to vote forit; 
| and he intended now, with the indulgence ofthe 
chairman and of the committee, to. indicate: the 
reasons which would ‘influence him in giving his 
vote in favor of this measure. ; ea 
With a very remarkable degree of unanimity, 
| this House had recently determined to give'the 
| notice to Great Britain ‘for the termination of the 
| convention of 1818, for the joint occupancy’of the 
i Oregon territory; and whilst there was a difference 
| of opinion as to whether the Government of the 
| United States ought to extend the jurisdiction:of 
| the United States speedily and promptly up to 549 
| 40’, or to 499, he believed there was no difference 
of opinion upon the point that we must speedily 
extend our jurisdiction over some portion of. the 
country at least. ‘This was one fact entitled to 
some consideration in determining what should:-be 
| their action upon the proposition now before them. 
i Very recently this Government had annexed to 
| itself the Government of Texas, embracing a terri- - 


tory sufficient of itself, independent of our own 
wide-spread limits, to make a great empire. ‘There 
was a very large majority here in favor of that 
| policy.’ Have they not thought of the consequen- 
| ces which must necessarily follow the adoption of 
|| this territorial extension? If we have already add- 
ed another empire to our-great and wide-spread 
i empire, and if it is our intention’ to extend our 
‘jurisdiction over a part or the whole of Oregon, 
| could we expect- to accomplish this without bring- 
i ing ourselves up to the point, and meeting, as be- 
comes patriots and men, all the consequences which 
; must necessarily follow the adoption of this policy. 
I! Wherever you may extend your territorial limits, 
wherever an American citizen goes, if within ‘the 
erritorial limits of the United States of America, 


| he has a right to claim the protection of his. Gov- 
ernment; and for one he was in favor of the policy 
which should encourage and authorize the Ameri- 
can citizen, wherever he may be within the terri- 
| tory of his country, when. he looks to the star- 


pangled banner, to look with a confidence of re- 
ceiving the protection of his Government. We 
| how owe protection to our population in Oregon; 
_our obligation: would soon be greater, in conse- 
| quence of the measures soon to be adopted; for, 
| whether the treaty which may be made shall stop 
iat 499 or go to 54° 40’, we cannot abstain fromthe 
i duty of affording our protection to the citizens of 
. the United States within our territory. $ 
_Now, having already determined that- he would 
give his support to-this bill before he came to: the 
House this morning, that determination was ‘very 
much strengthened and increased from the reasons 
which the gentleman from Ohio: [Mr. Trips] 
gave why he would not support it; and by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Rarusun] why he 
would not. The gentleman from Ohio’ was: op- 
posed to the annexation of Texas, and the people 
of Ohio, in some political convention. or other, had 
adopted a resolution déeclaring thatannexation was 
inexpedient and unconstitutional; and until the 
people of Ohio reversed that declaration, the gen- 
; tleman would give no vote for any measure what- 
_ ever which looks to the protection of the people of 
i Texas. The gentleman from New York was in 
‘ favor of this Government asserting its: claim up to 
54° 40". He looks to the.other wing of the Capi- 
tol, and sees, or thinks he sees, symptoms that the 
Senate of the United States will be recreant to the 
high duties of patriotism, and not have courage to 
_ assert our claim up to 54° 40’; and, therefore, be- 
|, cause they are not willing to wage war for the ter- 
i ritery up to 54° 40’, he would. vote formo protec- 
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tion for those. citizens who. go up to 49°. If-we 

mot have.up to 54° 40", all under 490-may go to 
devil, so far aş he is concerned, . These, in his 
Vir. G78). opinions were very pernicious doc- 
“trines. Such doctrines, once adopted, would an- 
nihilate the Government itself, and make this ex- 
permet of. republican liberty: a great failure. 

hether he (Mr. G.) was. for 549 40: or for 499, 

Whether he was for annexation or against it, when 
the constituted authorities of his country shall have 
determined for 54° 40’ or for 49; for annexation or 
against it; when the Gevernment shall have taken 
“its position; when it shall have acted under the au- 
thority of the Constitution, as a patriot and a states- 
man he felt himself called upon and bound, by 
every moral and political obligation, to stand up 
and maintain his country. If, against his own 
opinion, this Government should take the position 
that it will assert its claim to 540 40', (a c aim, he 
believed, perfectly absurd and indefensible,) still, 
if the country takes that position, he maintained | 
and supported his country in it; for, in reference 
to all that relates to our foreign affairs, he held it 
to be the duty of the -patriot to stand up for his 
country, right or wrong, |, Therefore, whether he 
was in favor of the annexation of ‘Texas or not, 
when that, measure was under consideration, and 
before it was consummated, he held now—and he 
maintained it was a position which no man could 
controvert—that Texas isas much entitled, by the 
action of this Government, to the protection of 
Government as Massachusetts or Virginia are— 
two of the most illustrious of the old thirteen States 
of this confederacy who won the liberty and inde- 

pendence of this republic. 

With reference to the extension of territory made 
by the annexation of Texas, and in view of the 
very great extension to be made by establishing 
our jurisdiction up to 499, (for he denied our au- 
thority over all above that, believing that this Gov- 
ernment has no just right to it;) but whether we 
go to 49° or to 54° 40’, his rule would be the same, 
when the Government shall have taken action 
upon it—with reference to the extension we have 
already made,-and that which we shall soon make | 

. In. view of these. two. great pregnant, important 
facts, and in view of the consequences that must | 
inevitably follow. from them, after mature reflec- | 
tion, he had come to the determination that it is 
indispensably necessary that the military strength 
of the country should be augmented by an increase 
of the regular army of the United States; and he 
should therefore vote for this bill. 

Surely it could not be that gentlemen wore ad- 
vocating this measure. without having in view the 
consequences that must follow. Surely it must 
have come. across their minds that such achieve- 
ments cannot be made without working material 
changes in the policy. of our Government, and 
without developing facts which may have a very 
material, perhaps a very. advantageous, porani a 
very disadvantageous influence upon the whole 
future course and policy of the Government. What | 
is:to be the influence upon the President of the 
United States of the extension of our empire, when, 
in the future, we shall behold a chain of States 
upon. the. Pacific, and when Texas shall be filled 
to overflowing with American freemen—what is 
to be the increased extent of his patronage, and | 
what isto be the effect of that immense increase i 
upon the workings of our. political institutions, 
remains to be seen, But he would not go inio that 
subject,- He would content himself-at present by 

saying that he was opposéd per se to the augmen- 
tation of the President’s patronage, and in fayor of 
the amendment of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Hormes,] which proposes to limit the 
patronage of the President inthe. appointments || 
under this bill; and that the regiments hereby pro- 
posed to. be raised shall be officered by transfers 

- and. promotions from the army. Why. do you 
keep up at a vast expense. the ‘Military Academy, 
if it is not to supply the wants of the army for 

officers from it?. And while “ supernumeraries” 

_ ah name, and supernumeraries infact, are receiving 


the support of the Government, why will you 
_snpersede them by. allowing the officers for these: |! 
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regiments to be taken from civil life? The chair- 
man of the Committee on. Military Affairs (Mr. 
Hararson) says, if it is wise and proper, the 
selection will be made from these cadets. The 
discretion is in the President; and the President 
doubtless will wisely exercise that discretion. He 
will not be compelled to. make the selections from 


civil life. He (Mr. G.) was utterly opposed to | 


leaving anything to Exgeutive discretion, which 
the law-making power can provide for specifically; 
and he held it to be one great principle, departure 
from which has led us into many oF the political 
evils with which we have been visited for several 
years past, that the law-making power ought to 
rescribe in all cases in which it can, and let the | 
Sxecutive be the executor of the law. i 
Congress but one, on a proposition for regulating 
the appointment of cadets at West Point, from the 
debate in the Senate it was clearly seen that it was 
the object of Congress to give to the President the’ 
power to select at large ten cadets; and it was ob- 
vious that the intention of Congress was to enable 
him to select the sons of meritorious officers in the 
army—of men who have rendered signal services 
to the country. What had been the actual prac- 
tice under that law? 
officer of the army had been appointed a cadet by 
the President in the exercise of this discretion. 


; TU f 
Did that encourage them to commit things to the 
diseretion of the Executive, which Congress could | 
regulate and should regulate? He said not. Let |! 


them not do it, tis the misfortune of the times | 
~an evil that has fastened itself upon our political 


EA : i 
mstitations—that appointments are now made, and 1) 
have been made, not with a view to the public |! 


good, but with reference to the degree of political 
influence favorable to the existing Administration; 


and hence the public service suffers in every branch |! : 
i} were no other, he would vote to raise a rifle regi- 


of the Government. : 
Mr. RHETT interposed, and (Mr. G. giving 


| way) said he understood the gentleman to say that 


the President of the United States, in exercising 
the appointing power of the ten eadets given him by 
the law, had appointed but one son of an officer. 

Mr. GENTRY. 1 understand that to be the 
fact. If misinformed, I should. be happy to be 
corrected. 

Mr. RHETT.. The present President. of the 
United States has had no power to appoint any at 
all. On the contrary, the late President, when he 
went out, had appointed the full number of cadets 
up to the last year, and the time has not arrived 


| when they were to be appointed for the ensuing 


year. 


Mr. HARALSON (Mr. Geyrry still yielding) | 


was understood to say that the gentleman from 
South Carolina was mistaken; that appointments 
at large had been made by the present Executive. 
But the entleman from Tennessee was mistaken, 
on the other hand, with reference to the existing 


Llaw. . There was nothing in it which prescribed 


that these appointments at large by the President 
should be confined to the sons of officers of the 
army- 

Ar. GENTRY resumed. The gentleman from 


Georgia (Mr. Hararson] had entirely misunder- | 


stood. nun, (be said.) The law itself did not express 
that fact, but he who looked into the debates upon 


that bill before it became a law could not fail to per- | 


ceive that it was the object of the Congress of the 
United States to enable the President.to appoint the 
sons of widows of officers of the army who have 
died in the service, or who, still living, have. ren- 
dered meritorious and signal services to the coun- 
try; and the President, in the exercise of that dis- 
cretion, has wholly diregarded and trampled upon 
the object and intendment of the law-māk 

er. - E E ; 
But with reference to the protection-of our fron- 
tier settlements in Texas, and in the western States, 
independently of our contemplated action with ref- 
erence to Oregon, it is right and- proper’ that. the 
military strength of the United: States shouldbe 
augmented to the extent proposed by this-bill; and 
to a greater extent. And if the committee charged 
with executing the policy of. the Administration— 


the Administration which must know the wants of | 


Atthe last | 


Bat one solitary son of an | 


ing pow- || 


| the country better than he could—should bring in 
measures still further to enlarge the military strength 
of the United States, he’ (Mr. G) should sustain 
them. He could not, in view of our doubtful -fu- 
ture, in view of the uncertainties that: hang around 
our relations with Mexico and with England, and 
; of what may happen on our western frontier, in 
case of rupture with either of these Powers,—he. 
| could not vote against any meastire in conformity 
with the recommendations of the President, häving 


H 


|i in view the preservation of our national honor, or 


the defence of our national rights. CHES 
A few minutes still remained of the time allotted 


i| to debate. ‘ 


Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS said he did not in 
tend to enter into a wide discussion with reference 
to the: tariff, to Oregon, to Texas, or to the im» 
provement of the rivers and harbors of the coun- 
try. The House had under consideration a Prp- 
i| osition to raise two regiments ‘of riflemen. The 
| only questions to be determined. were: first; “the 
necessity of the increase; and, second; the «wmode 
in which it should be made. : There. were two 
great propositions imbodying different modes: one 
| to increase the army by increasing the number of 
| regiments; the other, to add to the rank and file of 
i the existing regiments. Our organization under 
ia peace establishment is designed only to be. the 
| skeleton of an army; we organize our regiments 
| not so much with a view to their present efficiency 
i as on the arising of an emergency: which: shall re- 
| quire them to enable us to fill them up and. render 
us the greatest service. We who were literally 
the rifle people of the world, who were emphat- 
ically skilled in the use of the rifle, were now fall- 
| ing behind France, England, and other nations, 
| who were paying attention to it, and now actually 
had no rifle regiment. For this reason, if there 


ment to perfect our organization, and add the want- 
ing bone to the skeleton of our army. 

Another reason in behalf of this bill was, that it 
was recommended by the President of the United 
| States. [Mr. D. read that part of the Message 
| recommending the establishment of stockade forts 
on the route to Oregon, &c.}- It did mot depend 
upon the.notice, upon future, emigration, but, was 
necessary to, fae the. emigration now, passing 
to Oregon. He pointed out the dangers ‘from; the 
attacks of nomadic hostile Indians, ‘to which the 
traveller across the prairies is exposed, the néces- 
sity of mounted riflemen for their protection, and 
the superiority in very. many respects of mounted 
to unmounted riflemen for this service: He agreed 
with the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Boyn,] 
who, in his amendment, proposed to make it dis- 
cretionary with the President; whenever,: in. his 
opinion, the public interests shall: require; to mount 
such portions of these regiments as‘ he-may deem 
| necessary. He (Mr. D.) hoped-that at least-half 
of them would be mounted; for it was perfectly 
idle to send infantry to guard emigrants against In- 
dians who live on herseback, who rob all compa- 
| nies not sufficiently strong to resist them, and fly 
with their booty as on the wings ofthe wind. 

He denied the correctness of the position of. Mr. 
Rarupoun, that this bill was. intended: for: raising 
troops to transport our men; women, and ‘children 
to a territory over which we dared not’ assert our 
rights; and said that the. President “had récom- 
mended mounted riflemen to protect the emigration 
which is now going on; we needed if before emi- 
gration commenced, and emigration: has. only in- 
creased its necessity. Ee urged the importance 
of this measure, and the advantages and facilities 
lj which would be extended to emigrants to-Oregon, 
by the erection of a line of ‘stockade forts:on their 
route, In further reply to Mr. R., he-vindicated 
the-qualifications of westem ‘mien for this particu- 
Jar kind of service; acknowledging that they would 
be loth to submitto- military. punishment, but as- 
‘sighing their habitual‘subordination-to the laws“of 
the country, and their patriotic. and gallant:devo- 
tion to its interests, as the: means by which they 
/would ‘avoid subjecting themselvésté it, In the 
‘course of his remarks, he adverted:to:thé:necessity 
| of the Military Academy in refevencéto the attacks 
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from time to timé made upon it, maintaining the 
unquestionable necessity of a military education to 
prepare aman for command in the army; which | 
education, he said, was only to be obtained at a 
military academy, or piece by piece to. be picked 
up, at the- hazard of loss of property and life, by 
the officer, after he was commissioned and under 
heavy pay. Mr. D.also touched briefly.upon one 
or two other points. 

The hour of two having arrived— 

The CHAIRMAN announced the fact, and the 
committee, in pursuance of the order of the House, 
proceeded to vote. 

Mr. PRICE moved that the committee rise. In 
submitting the motion, he remarked that a com- 
munication had been received by the Senate from 
the President of the United States, which probably 
might have an important bearing on the question 
under consideration. He desired to see that com- 
munication in print, that its contents might be 
properly understood, before final action was taken 
on this bill. 

A brief conversation followed between the 
CHAIRMAN and Mr. PRICE, and the latter 
gentleman did not press his motion. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the first 
question would be on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. T. Smirx] to the first 
section, which section is in the following words: 

“ Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives | 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That, 
in addition to the present military establishment of the Uni- 
ted States, there be raised, by voluntary enlistment, two 
regiments of riflemen, citizens of the United States, to serve 
for the term of three years, unless sooner discharged.” 

And Mr. Sarrx had moved to amend it by stri- 
king out the words “ two regiments,” and insert- 
ing *‘ one regiment.” | 

Mr. BOYD demanded tellers, who were ordered; 
and the affirmative vote, being taken, stood 32. 

The noes not counted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


And the second section being under considera- 
tion, in the words following, to wit: 


“Suro. 2. And be it further enacied, That each regiment ; 
shall consist of one coloue), one lieutenant-colonel, one ma- 
jor, one adjutant with the rank of first lieutenant, one ser- 
geant-major, one quartermaster sergeant, two principal mu- 
sicians, and ten companies} each company to consist of one 
captain, one first lieutenant, one second lieutenant, four 
sergeants, four corporals, two musicians, and sixty-four pri- 
vates, who shall be entitled to the same pay and allowances 
as are or may be given to the i uy of the army, and 
shall be subject to the rules and articles of war.” 


Mr. BOYD moved to amend it as follows: 
“That such portion of the two regiments hereby author- 


ized shall be mounted whenever, and continne mounted so |} 


long as, in the opinion of the President, the public service 
shalt require it.” 


Tellers were ordered, and the vote, being taken, |} 


stood ayes 90, noes 33. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS rosc, and moved that the commit- 
tee rise, for the purpose, he said, of offering in the 
Flouse a motion to reconsider the vote by which the , 
House had determined to take the question on this | 
bill to-day. His reason for this motion was, that 
hė had been informed—— i 

{Great confusion prevailed, and Mr. Anams was 
interrupted by cries to “ Order,” and ‘ No, no.’’] | 

Mr. ADAMS. Task leave to state my reason | 
for the motion I have made. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Objections were made, and the confusion increas- 
ed, members leaving their seats, standing in the 
front of the chair, and crowding round Mr. Apams 
to hear, if possible, what he was about to say. 

Mr. ADAMS. My object in moving a recon- 


sideration of the vote—— 

Renewed cries to order. i 

Mr. ADAMS. Isay my reason is, that I have | 
been informed that, at the other end of the Capi- | 
tol i 
[Increased confusion, and louder cries to order, | 
with demands on the Chairman to carry out the 
resolution of the House passed this day.} 

The CHAIRMAN (addressing Mr. Apams.) | 
The House did not decide that the final vote on the | 
bill must be taken to-day, but merely that the com- 
mittee should vote on the amendments, and report | 
the bill to the House. - In the House the bill would | 
still be open to debate. j 

Mr. ADAMS. . It amounts to the same thing. | 
Tf the bill is reported to the House, the previous | 
question will be demanded upon it——- 


i 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF. Then vote it down. 

Mr. ADAMS (continuing)—and the question 
will be taken on the bill. But even on the suppo- 
sition that it does not necessarily follow that the 
question will be taken to-day, my motion is the 
same. It is, sir, that before taking the final vote 
on. this bill—— ; E ; 

Mr. McCONNELL (interposing) said he would 
be as pleased to hear the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Apams] as any member of the House. 
But he submitted to the Chair that the gentleman 
was wholly out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that 
the committee had given its assent to the gentleman 
to proceed, a 

{Cries of “no—not at all!’? ‘There is not the 
power,” &c.] * À 

Mr. ADAMS. This is an important question, 
and I thought that the committee should have the 
benefit i 

Mr. BOYD, (interposing.) -I insist, Mr. Chair- 
man, on the execution of the order of the House. 

Mr. MeCONNELL submitted that the question 
whether the gentleman should proceed or not had 
never been put to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN said he had stated distinctly 
that the consent of the committee would be requi- 
site, and he had understood the committee as giving 
their assent, 

[Cries of **No—the committee cannot do it; it 
has no such power,” &c.] 

Mr. ADAMS. My reason, as I have stated al- 
ready, is, that I have been informed that a mes- 
sage has been sent in by the President to the other 
branch of Congress, which may and ought to have 
an important effect upon the final vote of the House 
on this question. 

Mr. S. JONES rose to order. 

Mr. BOYD again insisted on the execution of 
the order of the House; though, he said, he dis- 
liked to interfere with the wishes of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. i 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
assent of the committee to have been given to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. In this, it seems, 
the Chair was mistaken. ‘The gentleman can only 
proceed by unanimous consent. 

Objections loud and lone. 

The CHAIRMAN. Assent is refused. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts will take his seat. 

Mr. ADAMS. I believe I have already assign- 
ed, substantially, my reason for the motion I have 


made: As there is a message from the Presi- 
ent 


Mr. S. JONES again rose to order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee hax refused 


leave to the gentleman to proceed. The gentleman 
will therefore take his seat. 


And Mr. ADAMS took his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, ‘Will the 
committee rise??? 

And the motion having been decided in the 
affirmative, the committec rose and reported prog- 
ress. 

Mr. ADAMS. I submitted a motion, Mr. 
Speaker, that the committee rise, and I stated m 
reason. This isa very important bill. The House 
had determined that the question should be taken 
to-day. Iam informed that a message has been 


| received in another part of this Capitol, from the 


President of the United States, which may have 
very great effect on the decision of this bill. For 
myself, I confess that my own opinion was, that 
Tought to vote against it. But if there is any- 
thing in that message which furnishes a good and 
substantial reason forits passage, it shall have my 
hearty concurrence. If not—if it turns out that 
there is nothing in it affecting the policy and ex- 
pediency of this measure, I shall vote against it. 
I therefore Move a reconsideration of the vote, 
merely to give time to ascertain what the message 
is, and what effect it ought to have on the action 
of this House. There will be no necessity for 
delay. The time of adjournment is at hand, and 
by to-morrow we shall have received the informa- 
tion which will enable us to act understandingly. 

Mr. ALBERT SMITH and Mr. THOMAS- 
SON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. G. W. JONES (addressing the Chair) in- 
quired whether the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had voted with the majority? 

The SPEAKER. That question will be in or- 
der when the motion to reconsider comes up. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. i 
- -Wepwespayy, March 255 1846600008 
Mr. DIX presented several petitions of farmers 
of Cayuga and Seneca counties, New York, remon- 
strating against the renewal of a patent heretofore 
granted to Jethro Wood; which were laid 
table. i ka 
Mr. BARROW presented the. memorial of: 
zens of Florida, protesting agamst the passage: 
bill.for the relief of Joseph Chaires; ‘which w 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. =". 
Mr. DICKINSON ‘presented the memori 
Haym M. Salonron, asking remuneration ‘for mo- 
neys expended by his father in: the Revolution; 
which was referred to the Committee of Clai 
: Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of citizetis 
of Florida, remonstrating against the confirmation 
of the claim of Arredondo’s heirs; which was te- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. ees 
Mr. DIX presented the memorial of citizens of 
New York, asking that the duty on coarse wool 
may be increased so as to place it upon a par with 
fine wool; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ; j i pons Ak 
Mr. D. also presented the memorial of the offi- 
cers of the Lyceum of Natural History of the city 
of New York, praying that an edition ‘of not less 
than one thousand copies of the scientific works of 
the late Exploring Expedition may be printed; 
which was referred to the Committee’ on the Li- 
brary. : 
Mr. D. further presented the memorial of James 
Buchanan, late British consul at New York, asking 
reimbursement of moneys expended in litigating 
laws of the United States, in- the case of vessels 
brought into that port under thé charge of British 
officers; which wag referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. beatin ed 
Mr. D. also presented a‘petition of citizens of 
Tioga county, New York, praying the abrogation 
| of certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 
which was referred to’ the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. - 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. YULEE submitted the 
which lies over: ; ) in af 

Resolved, That the Committee: on Finance in- 
quire into the right-of the State of Florida toa 
ratable share of the surplus revenue distributed to 
the States under the act of Congress of 3d June, 
1836. . 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the 
tion; which lies over: z i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire ‘into the 
expediency of directing that in all cases wheré a 
petition is presented to the Senate for the establish- 
ment of a post-route, and in the same petition the 
establishment of post offices and the appointment 
of postmasters are prayed for, it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Senate to transmit to the 
Postmaster General such petition, provided the 
post-route therein prayed for shall have been es- 
tablished by law. i 


ARMY AND NAVY ESTIMATES. 


_ Mr. BERRIEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion: : 

Resolved, That the Committees ‘on Military. and 
Naval Affairs, respectively, lay. before the Senate 
the estimates communicated to them by the respéc- 
tive Secretaries of War and the, Navy, for the in- 
crease of the military and ‘naval means of the de- 
fence of the country. SR aR tie, 

Mr. FAIRFIELD remarked that, in reply to an 
inquiry yesterday, he had stated that the reports 
of the chiefs of the several bureaus furnished ‘for 
the purpose of aiding the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs in making out their estimates, had been re- 
turned to the Secretary of the Navy. These re- 


following resolution; 


following resolu- 


l| ports the Committee had not in their hands, and 


therefore it was not in their 
the resolution. 

Mr. BEN TON observed that the Military Com- 
mitttee were ready, as far as in their power, to 
comply with the resolution. The whole of the 
recommendations were contained in the report of 
the Secretary of War; and to the submission of 
that, and it being read at the clerk’s table, he (Mr. 
B.) had not the slightest objection.” There were 
other papers, which had been placed inthe hands 
| of the committee, which, in the judgment of the 
i Secretary, ought not to be made publi¢;-and: the 


power to comply with 
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mmittee were of the same opinion. The com- 
ittee, he was. aware, had no right, however, to 
withhold from the. Senate any documents or any 
information in their possession; and he therefore 
submitted the whole of.the documents in the hands 
of the committee... He saw. no objection whatever 
to the: reading of. the report of the Secretary of 
War, which, ashe had just stated, contained the 
whole of. the recommendations. 
MryYULEE hoped that the resolution would 
be do: modified as.to-call. on the Secretary of the 
WNavy'for the reports which had been returned to 
Jim. He was himself: anxious to refer to them, 
and. such, he. supposed, was the wish. of others. 
He: thought that. the reports would be found use- 
ful to the Senate—he knew that they would be 
useful to- himself; and: therefore he sought their 
production, + i 

Mr. FAIRFIELD remarked that his own im- 
pression was, that the documents referred to by 
the Senator from Florida were not to be made 
public, and therefore he opposed the amendment 
Suggested by the Senator from Florida. | 

Mr: BERRIEN had supposed that, inasmuch as 
the documents. that had been returned were origi- 
nally communicated to the committee informally, 
they could, in the same informal manner, be re- 
turned to the chairman of the committee; therefore 
he- did not think it necessary to. amend the resolu- 
tion. If these estimates were designed to be the 
basis of any action of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, it was unquestionably proper that the Sen- 
ate should be. put in possession of them. ‘The 
‘question of their publication was another matter, 
and could be considered at the proper time. Bat 
in the meantime, he considered that there could be 
no proper and valid objection to tho requisitions of 
the resolution, 

Mr. WESTCOTT said it did strike him that 
this matter had been managed very strangely. If 
these papers had any bearing on the Oregon ques- 
tion, even the most remolie relation to it, the 
should be known to every Senator before he voted. 
Differences of opinion existed in the Senate, and 
throughout the country, as to the views, opinions, 
and purposes of the Exccutive on this question, 
and as to the effect of the notice. We had heard 
different expositions of his official communications 
on this floor. He desired to know whether the 
Executive did or did not anticipate war as one of 
the effects of the notice. It is true, publications 
recently made in the press called the organ of the 
Administration in this city, had stated that the 
President had not made known his designs to any 

erson except by his official communications, and 
fie believed it had also stated he would not. These 
communications were, therefore, all-important. The 
Senate had: been repeatedly admonished, too, that 
it was tardy in jelding to the Executivo recom- 
mendations... Now all this might be very well; the 
Senate, doubtless, would be quickened by these 
admonitions, and, as in. duty bound, would obey 
them... But it-appeared to him it should not be re- 
quired ‘to.vote inthe dark. There were cogent 
reasons growing out of the different readings of 
the past official communications of the Executive 
on the subject of Oregon, which required that the 
Senate should have the advantage of all the infor- 
mation these documents contained, and from every 
other credible source. He desired to know, cer- 
tainly, what was the contemplated policy of the 
Executive. Pe 

He could not conceive of any state of things in 
which it could be improper that material informa- 
tion. possessed by the Executive branch of the 
Government might. not be communicated to the 
Legislative branches, and,.if not made public, at 
least communicated confidentially, and especially if 
of such a character thatit might be given to a com- 
mittee of the Senate and to heads of Departments, 
as this had. been. He had yet to learn that any 
Senator on this floor could not as well be entrusted 
with. information essential in. deciding as to the 
measures of this Government as any of the Ex- 
ecutive officers, Unless they. had all the facts, 
could they vote undersiandingly? The papers in 
question might throw light on the views, or, to 
quote the words of the paper referred to, the “de- 
signs,” of the President in regard to Oregon, and 
‘would no doubt materially affect the votes of Sen- 

“ators. He had no hesitation in saying his doubts 
as to what. the notice was desired for, and its ef- 
fect, was one of the inducements with him to vote 
against it, If these papers were not of a charac- 


| by the Senate. 


ter to.be made public, so that foreign nations might 
obtain possession of their contents, at least let them 
be communicated. to the Senate confidentially, 
under the injunction of secrecy. He trusted that 
all the papers would be called for and produced. 
he question was then put, and, after a division, 
the resolution was adopted—25 voting in the affirm- 
ative, and. 11 in the negative. i 

The question then came up on the printing of 
the documents submitted by Mr : Benton, the chair- 
man of the Military Committee. f 

Mr. ALLEN said he believed that there were 
some of the papers which it was thought not ad- 
visable to print. 

Mr. WEBSTER expressed a wish that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri would withhold such of the 
papers as he did not consider essential. to the infor- 
mation of the Senate; and merely lay on the table 
such as might, with propriety, be printed in the 
ordinary way. ; 

Mr. BENTON replied that, as he had before 
stated, the report of he Secretary of War contain- 
ed. all the information concerning the amount of 
estimates required. ‘The other papers he had sub- 
mitted in compliance with the resolution adopted 
With the consent of the Senate he 
would therefore withdraw all the papers except the 
report of the Secretary. 

The report was then ordered to be printed. , 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of the mechanics and laborers employed at the 
Washington nayvy-yard; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON, from the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims, submitted an adverse 
report upon the petition of the heirs of Willis Wil- 
son; which was ordered to be printed. 


ACCOMMODATIONS IN SENATE CHAMBER. 
Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Contin- 


| gent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was refer- 
| red the subject of providing additional accommo- 


dations for the public in the Senate Chamber, sub- 
mitted a lengthy report, 

Mr. DICKINSON ealled for the reading of the 
report, which was ordered, and the same was read 
by the Secretary, and ordered subsequently to be 
printed. The committee propose to erect an addi- 
tional gallery above the present reporters’ gallery, 
and place the reporters for the city papers in small 
galleries. at each end of the circular pallery; and in 


front of the same, leaving the gallery above the 
President’s chair for the accommodation of. vis- 
iters. i 
Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported bills for the relief of John S. 


| Skinner, and the legal- representatives of Isaac 


Greene; which were read, and the reports were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to contract for water-rotted hemp for the 
use of the navy; which, by manimous consent, was 
read a first and second time, considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole, reported back to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr, H. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, submitted an adverse report upon the bill for 
the relief of Sally Rockwood; which was ordered 
to be printed. s 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, submitted 
an adverse report upon- the petition of Samuel 
Knight; which was ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. J., the previous orders were 
postponed, and the following resolution submitted 
several days since was taken up, and agreed to: 

t Resolved, That the reporters of the Senate, who 
have seats assigned them, shall be furnished. with 
one copy cach of such documents, reports, &e., 
of which an extra number are furnshed over the 
regular number printed by order of the Senate.” 

“Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee an the Judi- 
ciary, submitted an adverse report upon the petition 
of Charles Stearns. aera: 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the following 
resolution was taken up for consideration: =~ 

* Resolved, That the Sergeant~at-Arma be autho- 


rized to continue J. G. Schott as an assistant més- 
senger of the Senate, and that the. usual pay be" 
allowed for his services as such from ‘the Ist of 


December last to the end of the session.” ` 


Mr. BREESE observed that he was not alto- 
gether satisfied as.to the propriety of the resolution; 
and he therefore:moved that it be referred to the — 
Committee on the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. cox : 

After some conversation between Messrs. CAM- 
ERON, BERRIEN, EVANS, and BREESE, the 
reference was agreed.to. os J 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said: House had pass- 
ed a bill entitled “ An act to.authroize the President 
to increase the rank and file of the armyof ‘the 
United States;’’ which act was read twice; and ré- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.’ 


SPECIAL ORDER. oo 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order; when S 

Mr. SEVIER rose to address the Senate.. He 
commenced by observing that the President of the 
United States, in discharge of a solemn duty. he 
owed to the country, had at the commencement-of 
the present session given them a fall and detailed 
statement of their relations with Great Britain in, re- 
lation to the Oregon territory; concluding that state- 
ment by recommending Congress to abrogate the 
conventions of 1818 and 1827. The President had 
also. recommended other measures in connexion 
with that one, but of these he would not speak, as 
they were not then before the Senate... That part of 
the Message of the President recommending the ab- 
rogation of that convention, and the resolutions of- 
fered by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. AttEn,] were 
at an early day of that session referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. Thatcommittee act- 
ed promptly on the subject, and the resolution 
which they were now considering embraced. the 
views of that committce. It was a resolution sim- 
ple, clear, and decided; yet it was comprehensive 
and unencumbered by any extraneous matter. 
That resolution only proposed to do what they had 
aright, without offence or explanation, at any time 
to do—to give the notice. The honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, [Mr. Ar- 
LEN,] on the cighth of January, (a day, by-the-by, 
memorable in our annals,) directed the ‘attention 
of the Senate to those resolutions, asking that an 
carly day might be sct apart for their consideration. 
He made a motion to that effect, but it was several 
days before it was acted upon. That postponement 
was made to gratify some Senaters who desired, be- 
fore acting on that important question, to hear from 
England. They were told a packet was expected, 
and it -was all-important that they: should wait ac- 
tion until its arrival. Other Senators desired a post- 
ponement. because they thought. it-unwise. to. act 
until the House had disposed of it. A third clasa 
of Senators, who lived not very remote; desired a 
posiponemoni that they might visit their homes on - 

usiness. All these were gratified, because the 
constituted a majority of that body, and the consid- 
eration of the resolution was fixed for the 10th day 
of February. On that day the absentees had re- 
turned, the House had voted, the expected packet 
had arrived, and they proceeded to consider the re- 
solution; and from that day until then, when he 
spoke, it had formed the subject. of their delibera- 
tons. And yet he doubted if any-one, here or 
elsewhere, could tell what was to be: its fate, or 
how they would dispose of it. In the interim be- 
tween the day the resolution was reported and that 
named for its consideration, the Senator from Ken- 
weky Mr. CRITTENDEN] proposed a. substitute, 
which had for its object the removal: of.all:respon- 
sibility from Congress, and the placing of iton the 
shoulders of the Executive, He (Mr S.) assured 
the Senate that, regardless of that, if the responsi- 
bility should be ‘so. shifted—should ‘the: notice in’ 
that form pass—as surely as the sun rises on that 
day, before the sun should set, it would be acted 
upon by the President. If any gentleman, there- 
fore, indulged the belief that, in that.case, the no- 
tice would not be given, they would find: them- 
selves deceived. But he would ask, was it right, 
or.manly, or proper in Congress to` place the re- 
sponsibility in the hands of the President? It was 
very unlike the gallant bearing of the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Anchen, |who the other day had said 
he was unwilling to vote for any. measure leadin: 
to.a war, although he was protected by his age and 
position: from: encountering the consequences of 
thatwar. But he (Mr. Sevier) had thought there 


was a sort of Whig confessional—one with a mat-) 


f ter of this sort, “ that the Executive power of this: 
é 
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country was. too great, that it was increasing, and 
ought to be diminished.” Now, if war was ap- 
prehended. to come from that notice, was it right 


or becoming to propose to place in the hands of | 


the President the power to make war? He remem- 
-bered:to have heard his friend from Massachusetis 
say, he would not confer such a power as this on 
the Executive, even if the enemy were at the gates 


of the Capitol. And what change had come over’ 


him in proposing now to confer that power on.the 
President? But they ‘possessed no power to 
place the President in that position, whatever he 


might do. The resolution also proposed that the | 


President in his discretion might not give the notice 
antil the expiration of the present session of Con- 
gress. He thought, however, that whatever con- 


sequences resulted from the notice, it was but right | 


and proper that Congress should be in ‘session at 
the time, to meet any contingencies that should 
arise, whatever they might be. He could see no 
good that could come of a delay of sixty, ninety, 
or a hundred days. Did his friend pretend to say 


they should be better prepared then than now? | 


Preceding the resolutions was a preamble three 
times as long as the resolutions; it was a histori- 


cal narrative—he could see no use in it. Preambles | 
and pledges had always been his abomination, be- || 


cause the one reflected on his capacity, and the 
other placed too great a restraint on a gentle- 
man’s liberty. But what did the gentleman ex- 
pect to get by this preamble? Was it held out 
as a golden pill?—or was it intended as a piece 
of diplomacy, by which they. were to tickle her 
Majesty*s Ministers into negotiation? He thought 
it would have no effect. He thought Great 
Britain would be more disposed to look at the 
thing itself than at any garb in which it should 


be dressed. Shortly after these resolutions had | 


been introduced, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Maxcom] had given notice of his in- 
tention to add to these resolutions two additional 
provisoes, The first proposed to refer the con- 
troversy to arbitration; the other, after a specified 
day, proposed to organize in Oregon a territorial 
Government. On the 10th of February it was dis- 
covered that an offer to arbitrate had been made 
by Great Britain and rejected. He (Mr. S.) sup- 
posed also that the mover of the additional provi- 
söes saw that there was in the other House a bill 
pending to organize a Government in that teri- 
tory; and consequently he had withdrawn his pro- 
position. A short time after that, the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr, Conaurrr] introduced another pro- 
position, modifying the resolution of the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrennen.} The latter 


proposed to give the President the power to give j 


the notice at the end of the present session of Con- 
gress. The proposal of the Senator from Geor- 
gia was, that Congress should confer the power on 


the President to give the notice during the session, | 


or at any time he thought proper. Now, he (Mr. 
S.) thought the difference between the two was 
not broad enough to pay for the ink and paper 
used in drawing them up. He thought the same 
objection lay against the latter resolutionsas against 
those of the Senator from Kentucky. Whether 
the President gave or refrained from giving the no 
tice he was alike responsible, and he, (Mr. 8.,) as 
one of his friends, would hold him so. ‘The Sen- 


ator from Georgia added another proposition, ex- | 


pressive of a desire to settle the question by com- 
promist and negotiation. If the President of the 


‘United States had not, under the Constitution, the i 
right proposed to be conferred on him, there might | 


he some propriety in that proposition. But the 
Constitution had conferred this power on him. 


example of tampering with the functions of the 


Executive, and perhaps ultimately lead to inroads | 
rey were all very much | 
interested in preserving it in all its original effi- 


ou the Constitution. They 
‘ciency. He (Mr. S.) was for exercising the power 
‘belonging to themselves; and for leaving that to the 
Executive which belonged to it. But the Senator 
from Georgia proposed to compromise. To com- 
promise wh 
to compromise lay between the Columbia river and 


the 49th parallel. ` Did he mean to divide that? No; i| 


but was it not probable that his resolution would be 
80 construed by the British Minister? 
offered to settle on 49° 
ment refused. They had offered to settle on the 


They had : 
, which the British Govern- | 


at? The territory which they proposed | 


| that he desired it to be removed, 


| Columbia, which offer we had refused. Well, with 
i the President’s Message, which had been sent to all 


i| parts of the country, before them, did -he propose. 


to divide? He was not sure that a majority of the 
people of this country at that very hour would com- 
promise short of 54940’. They were a curious 
people. Senators might go where they would— 
all round the avenue—into the highways and by- 
ways, and on post, pillar, and wall, they would see 
written with chalk, 540 40'.”? They were words 
that had sunk deep into the hearts of the people, 
and before the summer was over, they would be- 
come so deeply impressed as not to be erased. He 
looked upon those signs of the times with deep in- 
terest, and he thought all who could ought to read 
and ‘understand them. His friend from Georgia 
proposed compromise, which, according to his 
interpretation, was to be between the 49th-degree 
and the Columbia river. But he (Mr. S.) would 
ask, Was there a single American in the country, 
of any sort, unwilling to fight Great Britain’ to- 
morrow before he would give up an inch of that 
soil? Notone. Such an alternative would rouse 
the nation to aman, In such a contest they would 
find even their Quaker friends, with arms in their 
hands, proclaiming aloud through the streets— 
“To your tents, O Jsrael!’? And in that state of 
things the Senator from Georgia proposed to com- 
promise. THe (Mr. S.) hoped, whatever resolu- 
tion passed, the word compromise would be omit- 
ted. He could not vote for any form of resolution 
that had thet word in it. He would almost sup- 
port any resolution, if that word were omitted. 
Should a treaty be made, he would do his duty. 
Ata still later period, the Senator from Delaware 
| (Mr. Cuaytoy] proposed another substitute; which 
was but a restatement of that of the Senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen,] with the alteration 
ofa few words. He believed the resolution of the 
committee was preferable to all others; and although 
he would be willing to vote for that of the House, 
he preferred the other on account of its better phra- 
seology. But he could not let that occasion pass 
without saying that the House resolutions had re- 
sponded to the President’s Message faithfully, as 
they ought. They reflected the opinions of the 
people of this country, and, better than all that, 
they were carried, opposed by the terrifying cries 
of war; but notwithstanding all that, the House 
had manfully supported the honor and interests of 
the country. But were they to pass the notice? 
Were they going to carry out the measures of the 
President in regard to this subject? Were the peo- 
| ple to he gratified in that particular? Or were they 
to go home, leaving the matter as it had been for 
thirty years previously, leaving possession to Great 
Britain? These were questions well worthy the 
| grave answer of the Senate. Some Senators were 
opposed to the notice inany form, and their reason 
was because they thought it unnecessary to the 
purposes of negotiation, and if it is sought for 
any purpose but that, they were not for giving 
it. But the President had told them, that, in 
conducting negotiations, he had found the con- 
vention of 1827 an impediment in his way, and 
He had told 
them what he had done, and what, if. that imped- 
| iment were removed, he expected to be able to 
i do. They all knew that, by the terms of the 
convention of 1818, Great Britain had the pos- 
session of ali Oregon, and that having that posses- 
sion, she had no inducement to negotiate about it, 
because she never could get more than she had, 
and if she ever negotiated, of course she must lose 
apart. Since that time the Oregon question had 


í : ; i been up half a dozen times, and it had been dis- 
Could any good arise out of this proposition? Was | 
it not rather likely this evil would spring from it? | 
What was that evil? It would set a dangerous | 


cussed with zeal and eagerness. Now weare told 


these, it is very improper to assert our claim to the 
whole territory. Well, on that (Mr. S.’s) side of 
the House, they thought there was. something cu- 
rious in the fact, that whenever they stopped in 
| their efforts to scttle the question, Great Britain 
stopped too. When they became a little feverish, 
| they talked about Oregon again; and thus it had 
| heen treated from 1840 to that time. 
| 


ir citizens in 


that negotiations are going on, and that pending | 


| Oregon, and made them freeholders,;as they ou, 
| to-be. “These things they cotild do; if the conve: 
tion was abrogated, ‘but not before. -If that: were 
done, they could extend: the laws of the Unitek’. 
States over them, and protect therm, for°they had: 
a right to’ itas American citizens of Américan soit. 
He hopéd never to see the day when a'call from. 
American ‘citizen, however Humble or -dig 
would be made in vain on this Government : 
protect him in his'rights. Tt was for these reasons. : 
the President thought it important to ‘remove ies 
impediment. offered by the convention. * Hew 
glad to find gentleinen now ready:tô accept Ore 
gon on some terms. He remembered when some 
gentlemen in the Senate were not for having’ Ofe- 
gon on any terms. “In: their speeches: im: 1840, 
1844, 1842, 1843, and 1844, and by their ‘votes, 
there could be found a flood of light thrown oni this: 
Oregon matter. They weré then told that the god 
ofthe republic would'be placed on the loftiest peak 
of the Rocky mountains, with his’ face:towards: 
the east, and that all the territory behind'it. would 
be given up to others. They told them that. the 
limits’ of this country ‘were already too. widely 
extended ‘for the ‘prosperity and stability of the 
Union; that it was too widely extended for. the 
improvement of ‘the’country in -mind,.in morals, 
and comforts of every sort. “There was a. sort 
of faint impression on ‘his ming that-on one.of 
those occasions a statement was made showi 
the effect of emigration on the value of lands‘an¢ 
property; and he remembered very distinctly 
that the calculations made to show the effects of 
emigration, attempted to make out that in-work- 
shops and manufactories the value of labor would 
be destroyed. His friend from New Jersey gave 
them a most touching description of the fate of the 
poor Indian in Oregon, representing his being dis- 
turbed by the wòodman’s ‘axe and the American 
rifle in his slumbers and hunting-grounds. The 
Senator spoke of Oregon as being poorer in soil 
than the mountains dividing Canada from Maine. 
| They were told it was unfit for cultivation; that 
Great Britain did not want it except for hunting- 
grounds, or where some ill-natured, sour, bilions 
Englishman might retréat to. ‘They were told that 
New Holland or New Zealand was infinitely bet- 
‘ter than Oregon. Such were‘the ‘speeches ‘made 
in 1841, 1842, 1843, and 1844. But not one word 
about the old reasons -was heard: now; and they 
never would be heard again -until California or 
Mexico should rap for admission’ into the Union. 
Texas had exploded all those-old theories... ‘They 
would take Oregon now, if they. got it without 
i fighting. Fighting, he admitted, was ‘a: terrible 
thing; they all knew that. They were told: by the 
Senator from South Carolina if they got to fighting 
their commerce would be all destroyed; that they 
were to have seven armies,-and two navies, a ten 
years’ war, and at the end of that period a debt of 
five hundred millions; and in the meantime that 
all improvements in steam, and thunder and light- 
| ning, would be stopped. The Senator told them, 
with a certain mock gravity, that Great Britain, 
like the United States, was a religious nation; and 
that, according to the holy commandments; it was 
wrong to covet your ‘neighbor’s lands ‘or steal his 
property. He admitted they were ‘of the same 
stock as the people of Great Britain, their old 
grandmother; and that, unlike a great many Amër- 
icans who go abroad, they had not forgotten their 
native tongue; but could still speak English: “On 
account of this; some people could: not fight ‘for 
Oregon. Yet ifshe should be ‘so: vérywnréason- 
able as to stand out for the whole of the territor i 
they might be'induced to. make: resistance: Hè 
| was opposed to this trifling. He would abrogate 
the convention. Let us be placed where we stood 
before 1817. But, (asks the Senator from Maine,) 
can you get possession of the country? Will Great 
Britain abandon it? This was to ask if she would 
preserve the faith of treaties. If she would not, 
the sooner we go to war the better. He had al- 
ways thought that a man who had in his pocket 
a bond which he knew would never be paid, acted 
wisely when he burned it. 

Mr. S. thought the Senator from South Carolina 
had done more to throw a doubt on our title than 
had been done by all the other speeches which had 
been made. From his high standing in the coun- 
try his remarks would have a proportionate weight: 
But was it not right that we should have correct 
| information on this point? The American eople 
i! were generous, and if the title were doubtful; they 
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would. bethe. last to desire to occupy that to which f 
they were not entitled. Is Oregon: ours or Rot? || 
‘Was it hot. important that they should be enabled 
to. go into the quarrel,.if it camie, with a conviction 
of its justice? He did not:-expect. the Senator: to: 
go further.than-he did. ..He ssid that our title was 
clear up: to. 499... Butlet him answer, does it go 
beyond, or notè:¿Jn-defending his. former policy, 
the Senator ).[Mr.:Catnouw]. contended that by 
rashness we: were likely to lose the whole: . No 
doubt he wasisincere.in his opinions. He (Mr.8.) || 
asked only what was righily theirs, and saw- no. 
reason to shrink from its assertion,- The Senator | 
from Maine [Mr. Evans] and others had also ar- 
gued the question, and controverted the title of the 
United States to the greater patt of Oregon. They, | 
‘indeed, made short work of it. They thought we | 
bad a sort of claim springing from the treaty with || 
France in 1803. That they would. grant: He 
would not attempt now to go into a discussion | 
of that part of the question.. Those who had pre- |; 
ceded him had established beyond doubt the ques- | 


tion of title. So'had the Secretaries of State. He 
mentioned that to show merely that all they (Mr. 
Evans; and those who agreed with him] hag said | 
did not-shake in the slightest degree his (Mr. 8.’s) || 
confidence in the excellence of the United States || 
title. Yet he admitted that the servants of the |! 
Hudson Bay Company did possess a certain kind || 
of rights—a sort of squatters’ rights, which are |! 
pretty well understood in the West. They had 
got these rights by our neglect. He was willing, 
for the sake of peace, that the President should || 
dispose of the Hudson Bay Company according to || 
his discretion. He would do with them as had j 
been done with the W'yandotts and other savages, | 


He would pay them for their improvements, and | 
Jet them go in peace. In their treaty with Russia, |} 
they had given up territory—they did it in the | 
Maine boundary question—following the lead of | 
New England, and New England led on by her |! 
Secretary of State. Thus a cession of country had |} 
been made, giving up an acknowledged portion of | 
Maine, with the consent, he believed, ofall New |! 
England. ‘That was not the only case of the sort, |) 
There were two other cases. A portion of his own | 
State had been ceded away—a portion which had || 
been regularly organized, and part of which had j} 
been settled as far back as 1806. ‘They consented i 
to that—talled a little about it, to be sure; but || 
were laughed at by grave Senators. In the menn- |) 
time, Mexico revolted against Spain, but never 
marched a soldier across the Sabine, All the time 
they had held on to their territory. It was sug- 
ested that that portion of the State should: be | 
ought back. He stated at the time, that, for a |; 
dollar and a half, he could have bought it all back |) 
again from Spain. Yet that was ceded. Events i 
rolled on. They had a fight in Texas, and shi 
gained: her independence; and the same piece of | 
territory was again given to Mexico, although it | 
had: never. been-out of our possession. "Phat was || 
not all.” On'the north of Red river a piece of terri 
tory; in which there were- five counties, was also ji 
ceded away; and that treaty was ratified with the i! 
dissenting: voice only of his friend from Missouri, || 
[Mr. Bewrow;,] and a few others. He mentioned 
this to show that all the parade about negotiation | 
and compromise was useless. Some of our Sens- | 
| 

i 


tors had said that their opinions had changed. | 
Men often deceived themselves, and he thought | 
the change was only in the Senators themselves 
What had we seen since the Cambria sailed? Who 
had forgotten the perfect panic we were in on the | 
| 
| 
| 


Thursday before she sailed? It was a sort of sen- 
atorial stampede. It was contagious. He himself 
began to think of Bladensburg and the British, and | 
became a warrior himself. But when he. hearc 
that there was not a gun mounted on the Delaware 
-no army—no navy,—he was on the eve of ta- 
king to: his’ heels: But he looked: round and 
he saw ‘the’ Senator from “Missouri, [Mr. Bex- | 
ron,} of whom. it might be said, as was said of |} 
Cesar, that he‘‘is the twin-brother of danger, and | 
of the two the elder and:more terrible,” sitting read- | 
ing his documents, calm ‘as a:summer morning. i 

| 

| 


His appearance reassured him, and‘ he’ (Mr. S.) 
then‘got ashamed of himself, and allowed the Cam- 
bria to sail without carrying anything out of what 

the Seriate intended te do: Then came the recom- | 
mendation to build a few war steamers. But that || 
little storm had also passed away.’ Some Senators | 
opposed. the notice because they did not deem it to | 
be necessary. He-thought otherwise. His opin- í 


ion was founded on his knowledge of his couñtry-: 


men. They had become excited on the subject. 
He saw-no symptoms of yielding on either side— 
one standing on the river and the other on 49°— 
people of both countries excited. In that prospect, 
the probability appeared to. him that they would 
have a war. So he thought when he first read the 
President’s Message. Who was to give up? The 

nestion must be settled, and that before the elec- 
tions take place, or its settlement will be impos- 
sible. But the warlike aspect had ‘nothing to do 
with the notice. Notice or no notice, the question 
still had the same complexion. Nations had fre- 


|! quently to fight on comparatively trifling questions. 


So it was with the war of the Revolution, for a 
few cents of duty on tea. So it was with the last 
war, for the impressment of a few American sea- 
men. 
rendered, even at the hazard of war. He was 
opposes to war. So were his constituents. But 
all its inconvenience, they would meet rather than 


lose Oregon. He had not much fear of their losing | 
At all events, it never would be lost to- | 


Oregon. 
gether with the national honor. If they were to 
be overthrown, he (Mr. S.) trusted it would be 
with their fect in the stirrup, and with their faces 
turned towards the enemy. But, as he said, he 
was notso certain that they were going to lose 


| Oregon. Notwithstanding the declarations about 


the desolation of war, without any boasting, he 


| could say that, in ninety days, they could ratse an | 
| army as great as that which Napoleon ted to Mos- |! 


| cow. ‘They gave guns to their children for play- 
things. They were a warlike people. But he 


wanted no war for Oregon, or anything else, if 


they could help it. Let war be avoided by settling į 


the question if they could—by adopting the recom- 


mendations of the President, and abiding by the || 
‘issue—confiding in his ability, talents, and politi- 


Tt was true he was no military 


cal panei 
Fle was an 


chieftain, but he was a true patriot. 


humble Christian, too—a man of fortune, and wn- | 


der all considerations opposed to war, needless! 


| incurred, His whole past career was the best evi- 


dence of hisintegrity, purity, and patriotism. ‘The 
short term of his office—aud he was no candidate 
for re-election—the terrors of impeachment—the 
examples af his predecessors—all conspired to in- 
spire confidence in his conduct. Possessed of all 
these securities, could they hesitate in aiding him 
in the avoidance of a calamity they all deprecated? 
Would they defer action till the moment when that 
action would be unavailing? They hesitated be- 
cause the President, in his Inaugural, asserted the 


| right of the United States to the whole of Oregon, 


and yet afterwards offered to settle on 49°. ‘That’ 
manifested a suspicion unworthy of them and ofthe 
Executive, Reference had been made to the action 
of the Baltimore convention. He had taken part in 


Executivo was not. his first choice, But he would 
not go into that matter, further than to say that in his 
(Mr. S.s) opinion nothing had been done by that 
convention to prevent the President from settling 
the question, if he could; by negotiation. Of that 
negotiation the Senate would judge at the proper 
time. He had now nearly said all that he intended 
to offer. 
would be no war—that the President would be lett 
untrammelled—and that he would be enabled: to 
avoid war. A war would, it was true, be very di 
astrous, expensive, and inconvenient, to the United 
States. But it would be the same to Great Britain, 
and she, he believed, was not disposed to overlook 
that consideration. 


United States, lived by their labor, and flourished 


by their commerce. ‘To her it was, perhaps, fully | 


as desirable as it was to the United States, that this 
question should be settled amicably, and settled 
‘soon. He was ready to confess that he had no par- 
ticular partiality for Great Britain, He had, per- 
haps, inherited prejudices against her. But still, if 
she would settle, with liberality and justice, this 
question, and so establish peace between the two 


countries, he would be one of the first to forget the | 


past of both wars——her unjust diplomacy——and 
would do all-in his power to cultivate with her'the 
most amicable relations henceforth and- forever. 
He asked no favors at her hands. All he asked 
was justice and liberality, and the exereise of a 
manly spirit. If Great Britain evinced such a dis- 
position, and acted in that manner, she would’ be 
met in the same way—ancient differences would be 
forgotten, and peace would shed its happy influ- 


Oregon, trifling or not, would not be sur- ji 


the proceedings of that body, although the present | 


liedeprecated war. He hoped that there. | 


Her people, like those of the | 


ence over the relations and intercourse of these two 
great‘and powerful nations of the earth, 

Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the bill toextend. the laws of. the 
United States over the State of Florida, and pro~- 
vide for the execution of the.same; which was 
agreed to, and the consideration -was resumed as 
in committee of the whole. 

A motion having been heretofore. made to-fill a 
blank in the bill, which had been left for the salary 
of the judges of the.courts proposed to be estab- 
lished, with $2,000, f Pe oe 

Mr. BREESE remarked, that. he did not. sée 
why the judges should receive $2,000 per annum, 
when the judges of the circuit’ courts in Thlinois 
received but $1,500, and until within’a ver few 


| years, for thirty years past, had received but 
! $1,000 a year. E BE 
| Mr. YULEE, in reply, stated, in substance, 


i! that the expense of living in Florida. far exceeded 
that of the western States; and he was confident 
that the salary of $2,000 was absolutely required: 
to procure the necessaries aud comforts of life 
| where the courts were proposed to be located. 
After some conversation between Mr. BREESE, 
Mr. PENNYBACKER, Mr. ATCHISON, and 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN, against the bill as reported, 

and Mr. YULEE, Mr. WESTCOTT, and Mr. 
JOHNSON, of Louisiana, in favor of the same, 
a motion to adjourn was made and carried, 

And the Senate adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonespay, March 25, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

‘| The SPEAKER said that the business first in 

| order would be the motion (pending at the adjourn- ' 
ment last evening) of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] to reconsider the vote by 

which the House had determined that all debate 

on the bill to raise two regiments of riflemen, and 

for other purposes, should terminate. 

Mr. J OSEPH R. INGERSOLL asked leave at 
4 this time to submit a motion to discharge the Com- 
i| mittee of the Whole from the consideration of the 
| bül in relation to the settlement of the title to the 
Pea-patch Island. He was understood to say, that, 
the object of the motion was to afford an opportu- 
nity to strike out the appropriation, which having - 
been done, the bill could be acted upon in ‘the 
House, without being again committed. 05) ¢ 

The SPEAKER said that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. eS 
privileged motion, and would take precedence of 
everything else, © Sa a : 
“So the ELouse passed to the consideration of the 
motion of My. Apams, (who was notat this ‘mo-* 
ment iv his seat,) to reconsider the vote by which 
the House had determined that all debate on this 
bill should terminate. 

Mr. TIBBATTS (addressing the Chair) inquired 
whether the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
made the motion, had voted in the affirmative? `; =. 

The SPEAKER. No division took place; there- 
| fore every gentleman is supposed to have voted in’ 
the affirmative, ip ear 

The question is.on the motion to reconsider; ‘and 
that motion is not debatable. Bae een 

Mr. COBB. I move that the motion be laid on 
the table, 3 3 
And the question having been’ taken, and dé~’ 
cided in the affirmative without a division, ; 
| The motion to réconsider was laid on the table. ` 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL now’ asked ‘leave ‘to 
submit the motion he had indicated. | .. ..° = 

Mr. HOPKINS hoped ‘that thé business which 
|| had engaged the atténtion of the House for two or 
three days, past would be disposed of before any 
|| other proposition was entertained. i 
| And objections having been made, ‘the motion 
i of Mr. InGerso. was not received, oe 
| TWO REGIMENTS: OF RIFLEMEN. . 
|. On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFP, the House 
resolved itself into Committeé of thé Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr: McKay, of North’ 
Caroliña, in the chait,) and resumed the consider- 
| ation ‘of the -bill to: raise two regiments of rifle- 


| men, and for other purposes, oe 

Mr. McCONNELL moved that the bill be laid: 
| aside, for: the purpose cf taking up bill No. 93, 
| Gn ot to the appointment of: certain offi- 
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The CHAIRMAN instructed the Clerk to read 
. the order of the House, under which the commit- 
tee were acting; which having been read— 

The CHAIRMAN said the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, (Mr. McConne.u,]} was 
not in order; as, under the order of the House, the 
committee must first act on the bill under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. J. A. BLACK now offered the amendment 
of which his colleague [Mr. HoLmes] had hereto- 
fore given notice, to amend the bill by adding the 
following proviso: ; 

« Provided, That all appointments of. officers in 
the two regiments shall be made by transfers or 
promotions from the officers of the line of the 
present army of the United States.” 

Mr. COBB inquired whether this was an amend- 
ment to the original bill, (notice of a substitute, 
hereinafter referred to, having been given by Mr. 
TIUNGERFORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
taken upon it first. 

Mr. RHETT. On the substitute for the original 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN: No; on the amendment to 
the original bill. 

Tellers were ordered, and the vote being taken, 
stood—ayes 87, noes 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HLUNGERFORD then moved to amend the 
bill, by striking out all after the enacting words, and 
inserting the following: 

« That the President of the United States be, and 
is hereby, authorized, by voluntary enlistment, to 
increase the number of privates in each or any of 
the companies of the existing regiments of dra- 
goons, artillery, and infantry, to any number not 
exceeding eighty, whenever, in his opinion, the 
exigencies of the public service may require the 
sane. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the said 
substitute, by adding the following words: 

“Provided, That said enlistment shall be for the 
term of three years, and no longer, unless sooner 
disbanded by the President.” 

Mr. HUNGERFORD accepted the amendment 
as a modification of his substitute. 

Mr. THOMASSON moved to amend the substi- 
tute, by striking out “eighty” and inserting ‘‘one 
hundred.” 

Tellers were ordered, and the vote being taken, 
stood, ayes 54, noes 50; no quorum voting, 

Another count was ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING asked that the sub- 
stitute might be read. 

The CHAIRMAN said it had just been read. 

Mr. KING said there was so much noise that 
no man could tell what was going on. 

Mr. YELL rose to propose an amendment, 
which was not now in order. 

A second count was taken, and the vote stood, 
ayes 35, noes not counted. 

So the amendment of Mr. Tuomasson was re- 
jected. 

The question then recurred, and was taken (by 
tellers) on the modified substitute of Mr. Hun- 
GERFoRD, and the vote stood, ayes 85, noes 74. 

So the substitute was adopted. 

And no further amendment being in order, 

The committee, on motion of Mr. S. ADAMS 
and Mr. RATHBUN, rose and reported the bill 
as amended to the House. 

And the question now being on concurring in 
the substituted amendment of the committee, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question, 

Mr. McK AY appealed to him to withdraw it. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. Will you renew it? 

Mr. McKAY. I will. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. Then I withdraw it. 

«So the demand for the previous question was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. McKAY said that as the Commitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, by a decided 
vote, had adopted the substitute of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Huncerrorp,] and as he, 
(Mr. McK.) being in the chair, had not had an op- 
portunity of saying anything, he desired now to 
submit a few remarks in support of an amendment 
which it was his intention to offer. He was most 
decidedly in favor of the substitute. 

‘We have, ever since 1821, when the army was 
organized, preserved what has been called a skele- 
ton establishment. We have had a larger number 


It is; and the vote will be 


| something on our part. 


of officers—I am not going into any general re- 
marks—[eries of ‘Go on, go on’’]—we have 
kept up a larger military establishment, so far as 
regards officers, than was absolutely necessary, 
and it has been expressly with the view that if, 
at any time, any great public emergency should 
arise requiring any addition to this force, this 
skeleton should be so framed as to be capable of 
immediate enlargement. We have at present, 
and have had since 1821, particularly. with the ad- 
ditions made during subsequent years to this skel- 
eton army, a great number of officers—a greater 
number than is absolutely necessary to command 
the privates authorized by existing laws. And he 
therefore was glad when the motion was made by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Huncerrorp]} 
to strike out the whole of this bill, and insert in 
its place the substitute moved by him. But he 
thought this substitute went entirely too far. 

But permit him to make one or two remarks in 
regard to a point that might have some bearing on 
the mind of the House. It was said that this was 
the recommendation of the President. It was true, 
in hig annual Message he does ask that the raising 
of a regiment of mounted riflemen should be au- 
thorized. This was his recommendation—not two 
regiments of riflemen. One regiment only of 
mounted riflemen is the recommendation of the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. BOYD said the recommendation of the 
President was, that a competent military force 
should be raised. 

Mr. McK AY resuming, waived this point, with 


| the single remark that he was. not now going into 


any reasons for the purpose of convincing the 
House of the propriety of this increase. As he 
had said, the great object, when the army was or- 
ganized in 1520 or 182], and all that it was now 
needful for them to do, was to give authority to 
the President to increase the rank and file, if any 
increase is necessary. We want no cpaulettes at 
all; we have enough of them; all we want is bayo- 
nets—imen who carry your guns, your muskets, 
and rifles, to do our fighting. These are the men 
we want. Now what he proposed was, that ten 
privates be added to each company of dragoons, 
and twenty to cach company of artillery and infan- 
try. He also proposed to give the President con- 
tingent authority to increase the number of pri- 
vates in any regiment. Fle did not require him to 
make the increuse in ail. He would give him au- 
thority to raise the number of privates in any reg- 
iment where the public service may require; for 
instance, in Texas a regiment of dragoons may 
be required to scour the Indian territory, and a 
larger number of privates than fifty may be neces- 
sary. Hence he proposed to give the President 
power to increase it from fifty to one hundred. 
What had the British Parliament done? Had they 
authorized any addition to the existing establish- 
ment—to the number of battalions? That was not 
the course they pursued. On the contrary, they 
had put their military force (for that was the usage 
of their military establishment) on what they call- 
ed the war footing, raising the number of privates 
in each regiment from five or six hundred to ten 
or twelve hundred. This is what was done by the 
ministry of Great Britain, according to the news 
received by the last steamer. And it was what he 
proposed to do in this case, without any reference 
at all to the pending negotiations with Great Brit- 
ain. He would not go into that, but he was in 
hopes that that would be brought to an amicable 
conclusion; that these two great nations would 
find some basis on which they can compromise 
their conflicting claims. But in the present attitude 
of affairs it is right, as Great Britain is making 
these military preparations, that we should do 
He proposed to add ten 
privates to each company of dragoons, and twen- 
ty to each company of artillery and infantry; and 
in the second section of his substitute he proposed 
to give contingent authority to the President to 
raise the number in any company to one hundred, 


the existing establishment of the country is to ex- 
tend only to the 30th June, 1847, and then, if the 
position of ourforeign relations should be changed; 
{if our controversy with Mexico should be—and 
he trusted it would be—brought to a friendly ter- 
mination, and our differences with Great Britain 


' should be settled; then in this very bill now passed, 


whenever, in his opinion, the interests of the pub- | 
lic service should require it. And further, he pro- | 
posed to provide that this increase or addition to ! 


there would be a contingent provision that this in. 
crease should be dispensed with, and our militar 

establishment brought back to the basis: on which 
it now stands. ‘This was what. should be ‘done, 
Give your President, who is conversant with: the: 
state of our foreign affairs, authority in case the: 
contingencies of the public service should require,: 
to increase ‘the existing regiments. to -oné:hun- 
dred in each company.: It-can -bê done; it Was 
done during the last war; but if he thinks it not: 
at all necessary, he would not exercise: that au-: 
thority. SPER 

Mr. McK., in conclusion, sent up’ to the Chair: 
the substitute which he offered, and: (in ‘pursuance: 
of his pledge) moved the previous question.” | 

"The amendment was-read as follows: ° ©, 

Amend the amendment reported as the said sub- 
stitute, by striking out all of the same after the 
word “that,” and inserting in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “ten privates be added to each company 
of dragoons, and twenty privates be added to.eac 
company of artillery and infantry. : / 

«s Be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States be, and he is heteby, authorized to 
increase the number of privates in any regiment of 
the peace establishment, whenever, in his opinion, 
the exigencies of the public service yequire the 
same: Provided, That the number of privates in 
any company shall not exceed one hundred. ` 

& Be it further enacted, That any addition or in- 
crease which may be made, under the authority of 
either of the preceding sections, shall continue un-. 
til the 30th June, 1847; and that thereafter no re- 
cruits shall be enlisted until the number of privates 
in the several companies shall be reduced, by the 
expiration of the term of service, by discharges, or 
other causes, to the number authorized in the “Act 
respecting the organization of the army, and for 
other purposes,’ approved August 20, 1842; and 
that the title of the said bill be amended to read, 
‘A bill to increase the rank and file of the military 
peace establishment.’ ”’ 


After some irregular conversation, _ i 

The question was taken on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, and decided in the 
negative—ayes 50, noes 96. edhe a! ae tas 

Mr. BOYD moved to recommit the bill and 
amendments to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The question was then taken; and the vote stood 
—ayes 60, noes 91. ; 

So the bill was not recommitted. ; 

And the question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. McKay, i : i 

Mr. HARALSON obtained the floor. E 

Mr. PRICE inquired of the Chair what effect 
the rejection of the: substitute would have on the 
original bill? 

t ‘The SPEAKER said the rejection of the substi- 
tute would bring the House to a direct vote on the 
engrossment of the original bill. : 

Mr. PRICE said he greatly preferred the ori- 
ginal to the substitute. - 

Mr. HARALSON then proceedcd with his re- 
marks. : He had hoped (he said) thatthe discus- 
sion on this bill would have been terminated by this 
time, and that the final question would have: been 
taken. . New propositions, however, had been in- 
troduced, one of which had met the approbation of 
the committee, and which (especially that offered 
by the gentleman. from North Carolina, Mr: Mc- 
Kay) seemed to require. some notice:at his hands. 

One of the cardinal’ principles which had. distin- 
guished all parties in the United. States was, that 
the maintenance of a large standing army was con- 
trary to the genius of our institutions; and this-be- 
ing the fact, it was incumbent upon this House to 
do nothing calculated to fasten, even contingently, 
upon the country a large military force; yet, if he 
understood the proposition of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, it did authorize contingently an 
increase of the standing army to an extent which 
might probably be alarming to the American 
people. 

Mr. RHETT. Will the honorable chairman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARALSON. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. RHETT. It is this: As the organ on the 
part of this House—having, of course, an oppor- 
tunity of communicating with the Executive—I 
ask the gentleman whether any information has 
been transmitted to the Committee. on Military 
Affairs which authorizes him to say that, on the. 
part of the Executive, there is any desire-that the 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


551 


standing army should be increased to the extent 
provided. for in either of these amendments? 

Mr: HARALSON. Ifthe gentleman will look 
to the report of the Secretary. of War, he will find 
that it is there recommended that authority should 
be given to the President; conitingently to increase 
he standing army; but that recommendation had- 
reference entirelyto.a peace establishment. 

Mr. RHETT, -That is the point. I then-un- 
derstand the chairman to say that he has no infor- 
mation other than that communicated in the doc- 
uments: with. the Message. : 

Mr. HARALSON, “No, sir, I do: not say any 
such’ thing. On the contrary, I say that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs (more than a month ago, 
I believe) reported to the House a bill, not for the 
inerease of the standing army, but to meet the con- 
tingencies of a probable difficulty with other coun- 
tries, and which authorized the President to accept 
the services of number of volunteers, de- 
pendent on. these contingencies. This is now a 
panii fact upon the files of the House; and the 

ill was intended by the committee to supersede 
the necessity of any considerable increase of the 
standing army. Do gentlemen suppose that, if we 
are to have any difficulty with foreign nations, either 
of these amendments will accomplish what will 
be needed, or that fifteen, twenty, or even 
thousand men will be sufficient for the emergency? 
 Mr..G. DAVIS. ‘Will the honorable gentleman 
inform me (for I do not know) whether he has re- 
ceived any: specific recommendation of an increase 
in the army from the Executive department, and, 
if so, what the amount of that increase is? 

Mr. HARALSON, `I will answer the gentle- 
man. On the 3Ist of December last I did receive 
a communication from the Secretar 


lation to the subject on which he asks for informa- |! 


tion. That communication was accompanied with 


estimates and facts in relation to the defences of | 


the country, the publication of which, in the opin- 
ion of the Secretary of War, (and in that opinion 
I concur,) would be detrimental to the publie in- 
terests. 

Mr. G. DAVIS. My question is this: What 
specific increase of the army, with reference to 
cerps or numbers, does the Executive ask from 
Congress? 

Mr. HARALSON. When the bill which I had 
the honor to report to the House shall be taken up 
for action, gentlemen will be informed as to the 
number of men required to fill the blank, 

Mr. G: DAVIS, Still, that is not my question, 
I do not ask what particular incrense the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs proposes shall be made. I 
ask what particular increase in the corps, or the 
number of men, the Executive has asked from 
Congress ? 

Mr. HARALSON.. In the regular army? 

Mr. G. DAVIS. In tho army, in any fore, in 
anything which appertains to the military defences 
ofthe country, | 

Mr. BU T. : Before the gentleman answers the 
interrogatory of the gentloman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Davis,] I desire toask him a question. I ask 
him whether. the communication made to him by 
the Secretary of War was not of a confidential 
nature; and whether he will feel himself at liberty 
now to disclose any of the facts contained in it? 


Mr. HARALSON. I will state candidly to the |! 


gentleman, (though he is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and knows the facts as well 
as I do,).that the communications received, and 
which were laid before the committee, were of a 
confidential nature, and that they did disclose facts 


in relation to the defences of the country, the pub- | 
lication of which it was thought by the Secretary | 
of War, as well as by the heads of bureaus, who | 
made accompanying reports, would be detrimental 1! 


to the public interests. . 
Mr. G. DAVIS. Willthe honorable chairman 
allow me one word? I rise to inquire whether 


the number of men—the amount of increase in the | 
army asked for by the Executive—is a confidential | 


fact reposed in the discretion and confidence of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. HARALSON. JT have goneas 


If gentlemen will wait until this bill is disposed of, 
and then act with me in taking up the bill author- 
izing the President to accept the services of volun- 
teers, they will then know definitely the number 
asked for by the Secretary of War and the num- 


of War in re- || 


F 
far as I feel | 
authorized to go under the communication which I | 
received from the Secretary of War on the subject. 


ber asked for by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I trust that these interruptions are now at an end, 
and that I may be allowed briefly to express my 


troduced. 

After expressing his preference for the bill as it 
originally stood, over both of the amendments, 
Mr. H, proceeded to remark that, ifeither of these 
propositions should be adopted, we should find our- 
selves in possession of a standing army amount- 
ing to some twelve or fourteen thousand men. 
Was this desired? Did gentlemen intend to look 
to a standing army for defence in case the dire real- 
ities which were anticipated in some quarters should 
come to pass? Did not they rather expect to rely 
upon our citizen soldiers to be called into the service 
as volunteers? He hoped that nothing might arise 
to create the necessity for such a eall; but if it 
should, the Committee on Military Affairs had re- 
ported a bill to meet the contingency. In that event 
they should propose to raise fifty thousand volun- 
teers, or as many more as might be necessary. For 
his own part, he would vote for one, two, three hun- 
dred thousand, or a million, if necessary, to sustain 
the rights of the country, or to vindicate its honor. 
And he felt that this was much the better mode of 
proceeding than to inerease largely the standing ar- 
| my. Hedid not make this remark with reference 
| to any increase of the army, nor to such as was pro- 
posed by the original bill. And he referred to the 
statements made yesterday by him, in his remarks, 
(not yet published ,) showing the aggregate increase 
of officers and men under this bill to be 2,956. ‘This 
| was no more than was requisite for the peace es- 
tablishment, which wus less than it had been in the 
time of Jefferson or Madison. 
| What was the recommendation of the President 
in relation to the regiments proposed to be raised by 
this bill? On the supposition that stockade forts 
| would be erected on the route to Oregon, the Pres- 
| ident had recommended that an adequate force 
should be raised to guard and protect our emigrants 
on their way to that territory. What did the 
amendment of the gendeman from North Carolina 
propose to do? ‘Po add ten to twenty men, he be- 
lieved, to the present existing companics of infan- 
try, dragoons, and artillery. And where were these 
forces, or two-thirds of them, nearly, at present? 
| On the Rio Grande, whence it was probable the 
could not be withdrawn for some time to come. He 
| was rather inclined to think thatan addition to that 
| service, rather than. a decrease of it, might be re- 
| quired, But we had the specific recommendation 
| of the President for at least one regiment fora par- 
| ticular service on the line of emigration. If gentle- 

men were disposed to-disregard this recommenda- 
tion ontirely, let them do so; it was their province 
and their right. But that recommendation had 
considerable weight with him in determining what 
his course of action should be. 

He regretted to be under the necessity of making 
a remark in which he apprehended there might be 
too much truth, in regard to these two regiments. 
! He feared that some of the members of this House 
might have been drawn aside from the strict line 
| of their course by the apprehension that the ap- 
| plicanone for commissions to these offices might 

nave been indelicately pressed. He intended no 
reflection upon any man; but he would take occa- 
| sion to say, inasmuch as a number of applications 

had been made to him for commissions in pros- 
pect, that he had not felt at liberty to present one 
| of these applications to the President, because it 
would be asking in advance a nomination for an 
office in the creation of which he had himself to 
give his vote. He wished to make this statement, 
| in order that those who had applied to him might 
understand that he had not submitted their appli- 
cations to the President; though, if the bill became 
a jaw, he should feel it his duty to present them. 
| If any feeling of this kind had operated on the 

minds of members, he trusted that they would 
raise themselves above all such considerations, 
and that they would put upon the President the 
responsibility of making selections as he thought 
the best interests of the country might. require. 
He had yesterday submitted the -réasons why he 
was in favor of this course, and why. he. was óp- 
posed tothe amendment of the gentleman. fom 
South Carolina, [Mr. Houmes,} which proposed 
that the officers should be selected-from the line of 
the army alone. He had no charge to bring 


against the army. On the contrary, he thought it 
had lately dene much to commend itself favorably 


views on these amendments which have been in- | 


{ 


| President and Secretary. of 


to the nation. But he thought that the discretion 
of the selection should be left with the President. 
Whatever opinions might be entertained on minor 
oints by gentlemen, he knew that there was on 
Poth sides of the House a disposition, if dificul- 
ties were to ensue with any foreign Power, to 
make all requisite preparation to meet them. The 
question was as to the best mode. He apprehended - 
that it did not consist in adding largely to the: 
standing army. He should therefore. infinitely 
prefer the original bill, because it was best caloy- 
lated to attain the desired object, and because it 
comported more with the recommendations of the 
War than either of the: 
amendments proposed. i 3 

Mr. McKAY said that when he was last on the 
floor, he did not go into the merits of the question, 
because he was under a pledge not to do 1t., 

He believed there was a great misconception on 
the part of many members of the House as to:the 
nature of the amendment he had offered. He wish- 
ed to make a brief explanation of it. It did not. 
propose as large an increase of the standing army 
as ths bill of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
That would effect an increase of about 2,900 men; 
his amendment increased the rank and file, getting 
clear of all officers, only 2,600 men. f 

And by the second section, he proposed to give 
contingent authority to the President, who knew 
more about our foreign relations than the members 
of this House could be supposed to know, to make 
an increase, if he thinks proper, to the amount sta- 
ted. It was only a contingent authority, and only 
to be exercised when emergency requires, 

Mr. BOYD said, as he understood the recom- 
mendations of the President, they were about these: 
There was a distinct recommendation in reference 
to an increase of the standing army under a certain 
contingency. There was another recommendation 
equally distinct in reference to the service on the 
route to Oregon. He had thought they were about 
meeting the recommendation of the President in the 
passage of the bill from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Tle thought so still. By the increase of 
the army, as proposed by the gentlemen over the 
way, [Mr, Huneerrorpand Mr. McKay,] itseem- 
ed to him (Mr. B.) that we could not meet, in the 
best form, the recommendations of the President, 
or the exigencies of the case. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS inquired whether his 
colleazue—when he referred to the views of the 
President—meant to be understood.as haying refer- 
ence to the message or to those secret, confidential 
communications of which they had heard? -= 

Mr. BOYD replied that he. knew nothing of any 
secret, confidential communications; he knew noth- 
ing of the recommendations of the Executive or 
anybody under. him, — what the gentleman - 
was equally acquainted with, if he had looked into 
the communications made from the Executive to 
this House. 

The very best force upon the Oregon line, he 
believed, would be the acceptance of. volunteer 
regiments, with power to choose their own officers; 
and he would make it their duty to carry the mail 
across to Oregon. It would then be carried safely; 
and whilst*a portion were thus engaged, anda 
portion in the stockade forts proposed to be estab- 
lished, they would furnish complete protection to 
our emigrants to Oregon. He preferred. the bill 
from the Committee on Military Affairs to any of 
the propositions offered in lieu thereof. He had 
been of the opinion that one regiment was enough. 
He still thought so; but he would vote for both 
under the circumstances. He thought it expedient 
and proper that the President of the United States 
should have the discretion to mount’such portion 
of them as in his opinion the service should require. 
It was not his purpose to make a speech; and-he 
would merely further express the hope that they 
would vote down the various propositions, and 
travel back to the original bill, anā pass it. 

In conclusion, Mr. B. demanded the previous 
question. : i 
The question was taken, and the demand was 


seconded: ayes 14, noes 62., 


“And the main question was ordered to be now 


‘Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays 
on the main question; which were ordered. 

Some- conversation followed between Messrs. 
GS: HOUSTON, CULLOM, GW. JONES, 
and the SPEAKER, as to the effect of the vote on 
the various pending propositions. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The question was then taken on the first branch | 


of.the main question, to wit: on the amendment of 
Mr. McKay, and the vote resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Andersen, Ar- 
nold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bayly, Biggs, Blanchard, 
Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, Bufiington, John H. Camp- 
belt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, Douglass, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, 
Grinnell, Herrick, John W. Houston, George 8. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson; George W. 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King,. Leib, Lump- 
kin, McConnell, McGaughey, McIlvaine, McKay, Marsh, 
Miller, Morse, Payne, Perry, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Cateb 
B. Smith, Starkweather, St. John, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 


Benjamin Taompson, Trumbo, Wentworth, Wheaton, | 


White, Winthrop, Woodward, and Wright—76. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Bell, Beaton, James Black, James A, Black, Boyd, Brink- 
erho, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt; Willian W. 
Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, Chipman, Clarke, Crozier, 
Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, Garrett Davis, Jefferson 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dromgoole, EUsworth, Erd- 
man, J. I. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, 
Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Har- 
manson, Hilliard, Hoge, (saac K. 
flungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jen- 
kins, James H. Johnson, Lawrence. Leake, La Sere, 
Lewis, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McHenry, Join P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Perrill, 
Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, 


Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, | 
Severance, Alexander D, Sims, Leonard H. Sims, ‘Thomas ; 


Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Strohm, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Tredway, Wick, Wilmot, Wood, Woodrutt, Wood- 
worth, Yancey, Yell, Young, and Yost—103. 
So the amendment of Mr. McKay was rejected. 
The question then recurred on concurring with 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union in its substitute for the bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Ashmun, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Benton, 


Biggs, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Buffington, J. H. Camp- | 
bell, Carrol, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Colla- | 


mer, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Calver, Cummins, Daniel, 
Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, 
Dromgoole, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 
Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, John W. Houston, George S. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D, Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hungerrd, James B, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Daniel b. King, 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell, Jas. MeDowell, 
McGaughey, Mellenry, Mellvaine, Me Kay, Marsh, John P, 
Martin, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Payne, Perry, Rath- 
bun, Julins Rockwell, Root, Runk, R 

Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, ‘Thibodeaux, 


Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Thur- | 


man, Tilden, Trnmbo, Wheaton, White. Winthrop, Wood 
Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Young, and Yost) L 

NAYS—M 
Black, James A, Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhott, Brod. 
head, William G. Brown, Burt, W. W., Campbell, Cathear 
Chipman, Clarke, Cullom, Cunningham, Jefferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, 
Fries, Garvin, Giles, Hanlin, Jlampton, Haralson, Harman- 
sou, Hoye, Hopkins, Hough, Washington Hunt, Charles J 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Leake, La Sere, 
McClean, Joseph J. McDowell, Barkley Martin, Moulton, 
Niven, Parrish, Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ram- 
sey, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Seaman, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Tibhatts, ‘Tredyay, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodruff, Wood- 
worth, and Yell—76. 


So the substitute proposed by Mr. Hunezrronp 
was concurred in. 


The question now was, on engrossing the sub- | 
Z9 


stitute bill, and on ordering it to a third reading. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. J. J. MeDOWELL moved that the bill be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. MeCONNELL asked the yeas and nays; 


which were ordered, and being taken, resulted as | 


follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bowlin, Boyd, Buftington, Burt, 


Cunningham, Jefferson Davis, Ficklin, Giddings, Hamlin, | 
Harmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, Jenkins, James H. | 
Johnson, La Sere, J. J. McDowell, MeTlvaine, Moulton, ; 
ish, Relfe, Rhett, Russsell, Seammon, Thomas | 


Niven, Parrish, 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stauton, Tilden, Williams, and Wood- 
worth—32, 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Stephen | 


Adams, Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, W. W Campbell, 
John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, R. Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collarmer, Collin, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, Dock- 
-ery, Douglass, Dromgoole, Evisworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, 
Faran, Foot, Fries, Garvin, Gentry; Giles, Gordon, Graham, 


Barringer, 


Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, | 


nssell, Severance, | 


> 


Arnold, Atkinson, Baker, Bedinger, Jas. | 


| 


$ 


| 
l 


| Jonés; Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, T. B. King, Law- 


i Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wiek, Wiliams, 
; Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Woodruft, Woodward, Wright, 
; Yancey, Yell, Young, and Yost—165, 


| el, Mellvaine, Niven, Sawyer, Thomas 
! and Woodworth—15. 


Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Herrick, Hil- 
Hard, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, Edmund W., 
Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W, 


rence, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
McClelland, McConnell, James McDowell, McGaughey, 
MeHenury, McKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Barclay Martin, 
Miller, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, 
Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Julius Rock- 
well, Root, Rank, Sawyer, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, 
St John, Strohm, ‘Thibodeaux, Thomasson, B. Thompson; 
James ‘Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Trumbo, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Yell, and 
Young—150. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. ` 

And the question again recurring on its engross- 
ment— : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE withdrew the demand for 
the yeas and nays, intending to eall for them on 
the passage. : 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading now; 
and, having been read a third time, and the ques- 
tion being, “ Shall this bill pass?” i 

Mr. DROMGOOLE demanded the previous 
question, . i 

There was a second; and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

And the main question, ‘Shall this bill pass?” 
was then taken, and decided in the affirmative, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Adaus, Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, 
Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Elsworth, Erdman, Jobn H. Ewing, Faran, 
Foot, Fries, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 
Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Her- 
rick, Hilliard, Hough, John W. Houston, George S. Hons- 
ton, Edmund W. Uubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James IL. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Lampkin, Maclay, 
McClean, MeCletland, MeConnell, James McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McHenry, MeKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Bark- 
ley Martin, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, Owen, Par- |} 
rish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runix, 
Russell, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, 
Strohm, Thibodeanx, ‘Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
James ‘Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tredway, Trumbo, 


NAYS.~—Messrs. Boyd, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Ficklin, 
Harmanson, Hoge, Ifopkins, La Sere, Joseph J. MeDow- 
Smith, Stanton, 


So the bill was passed in the following form, to 
wit: 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
t sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
t gress assembled, That the President of the United 
‘States be, and he is hereby, authorized, by volun- 
‘tary enlistment, to increase the number of pri- 
‘ vates in each or any of the companies of the ex- 
‘isting regiments of dragoons, artillery, or infan- 
‘try, to any number not exceeding eighty, when- | 
t ever, in his opinion, the exigencies of the public 
< service may require the same. 

“ Provided, That the said enlistments shall be 
‘ for the term of three years, and no longer, unless 
t sooner disbanded by the President.” 

And on motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, its 
title was so amended as to read: * A bill to au-| 
thorize an increase in the rank and file of the Ar- 
my.’ 

The bill was then sent to the Senate for concur- 
rence. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved that the House resolve | 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (with a view there to move to take up 
the bill from the Senate to provide for raisins a 
regiment of mounted riflemen; and the bill to es- 
tablish military posts on the route to Oregon.) 

Mr. G. DAVIS desired to move a suspension of 
the rules to enable him to offer a resolution; but 
the motion was not in order, pending the motion | 
of Mr. Bown. i! 


| posal of the Government. 
| the discharge of his duties here, but they.had never 


Mr. BAYLY desired. the floor, but for what pur-. 
pose the reporter could not learn. cries Ge 
Mr. BOWLIN asked the yeas and- nays onis 
motion, which were ordered; and, beingtaken, res: 
sulted as follows: me a 
YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams; Atkinson, Barrin 
ger, Bedinger, Benton,. Biggs, James, Black, James / 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrough, Bród- 
head, William G. Brown, Burt, William W; Campbell; 


Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman,” Clarke, 
Cobb, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Culiom, Cumming, Cane: 
ningham, Daniel, Dargan, Delano, De Mott,. Dillingba 2 
Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoote, Ellsworth, Erdman, Fa 
Ficklin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Ramilin 


3 

alison, Harmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, George 8.’ Houston, 

Hongerferd, James B- Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenking, ” 
James H., Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, ‘Leake, 
Leib, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, 
McConnell, James McDowell, McKay;:John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Miller, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Owen,, 
Parrish, Payne, Pertil, Perry, Phelps, Price, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Sed- 
don, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Sinith,-Robert Smith, Stanton,..Stark~ 
weather, Stewart, Sykes, James Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
batts, Wentworth, Wick, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, 

Wright, Yancey, and Yell—116. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Baker, Bayly, Milton Brown, Carroll, Cocke, Culver, 
Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, John Hs Ewing, Foot, 
Garvin, Graham, Grinnell, Hampton, Herrick, ° Hilliard, 
Isaac E. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lewis, McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh,. Moseley, Pol- 
lock, Julius Rockwell, Runk, Truman Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, ‘Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vinton, and Young—45, : 3 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. . 


So the House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
Presron Kine, of New York, in the-chair. : 

Mr. McKAY moved to take up bill No. 79., 

Mr. BOWLIN gave notice that, if that. motion 
was rejected, he would submit the motion before 
indicated by him.. - oe ; 

The motion of Mr. McKay having prevailed— 

The committee took up bill No. 79, being a bill 
to supply deficiencies in appropriations for certain 


objects for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1846. 

‘The bill was taken up by sections. 

Mr. McKAY moved an: amendment, to. insert 
between lines seven and: eight, the following. K 

“Tor the contingent expenses of the Senate, 
being for printing and: lithographing: ordered. bY 
the Senate during. the: first. session of the 29th. 
Congress, $51,000.” ap f ; 

Mr. McKAY stated that. the whole fund. for 
printing, &c., for the Senate was exhausted, and 
this amendment was necessary for the .present 
session. : ee 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. . 
“The item appropriating for the Documentary 
History, being under consideration, 

Mr. McK AY moved to amend by adding thereto 
the following proviso, (being the. same as is ap- 
pended in the bill to the item for the Congressional 


‘Globe and Appendix:) 


“ Provided, That this appropriation, or any le- 
gislation heretofore. had in. relation to said work, 
shall not be deemed to. authorize any further sub- 
scription to said work, or the purchasing: any 
further volumes thereof.” ek, 

Mr. McKAY said he thought the practice of 
furnishing members with books for their individual 
use should cease, as it had. already. ceased in the 
Senate. He wished it; however, distinctly under- 
stood that, by this.proviso, he -did not propose. at 
all to interfere with the subsisting contract for this 
work, but to prevent further. subscription or pur- 
chase. : i eet 

Mr. PAYNE expressed his dissent to, and total 
disapprobation of, the system that had grown up 
of the purchase of books for members of Congress 
for their own private use. It was a disgrace to the 
body of which they were members. 

Tn the course of his remarks, 

Mr. J. H. EWING inquired if the gentleman 
had ever received any books? 

Mr. PAYNE replied, that every book that had 
ever been ordered for him was here, and at the dis- 
He had _used:them in 


been and never would be applied to his own private 
use. 

Mr. WINTHROP said there were some: other 
more important items in this bill: there was.an ap- 
propriation of some. $600,000 or $700,000 for, the 


` payment of troops for the.defence of “Texas; and 
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the Committee of Ways and Means and the gen- 
tleman from Alabama: should have got up such a 
debate on this stale matter of books. He hoped 
lt was not raised as a cover of. more important 
pete aan 

Te briefly opposed the provi : 
Woe y ppo: p iso offered by Mr 

And there- followed-an_incidental conversation- 
al debate between Mr. WINTHROP and Mr. 
PAYN E, touching upon the pro riety of: the ap- 
propriation for the defence of Texas, and upon 
certain points. connected with the familiar subject 
of the course of Massachusetts statesmen onthe 
matter of supplies during the last war, the Hart- 
ford Convention, the’ Nullification Convention of 
South Carolina, &c, 


Mr. SAWYER. objected to this discussion on | 


the ground of irrelevancy, and pressed the point. 
It was not, however, sustained by the Chairman. 

Some conversation also followed. between Mr. 
McKAY and Mr. WINTHROP on the subject 
before the committee. 


Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS earnestly opposed and | 


denounced the system of furnishing books to mem- 
bers of Congress at the public expense. f 


Without further actión, the committee rose and 
reported. 


< Mr. McKAY offered a resolution to close the 


debate to-morrow, at three o’clock. 
Pending which resolution, 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, March 26, 1846. 
The Journal having been read— 
The PRESIDEN’ 
report from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in obe- 
dience to a joint resolution of Congress, commu- 
nicating statistical information in relation to agri- 
culture, manufactures, domestic trade, and banks, 
of the several States and Territories; which was 
read. 


SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. CHALMERS presented the credentials of 
Mr. Tuomas F. Rusx, Senator from the State of 
Texas; which were read. 

The PRESIDENT administered the oath of 
office to Mr. Rusx, after which the latter took his 
seat. 

PETITIONS. 


Mr. BAGBY presented additional documents in 
relation to.the claim of the representatives of Ja- 
cob Housman; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of the Ameri- 
can Shipwreck Society in New York, praying the 
enactment of. a law for the betler protection of the 
lives and property of persons wrecked on the 
coast; which was referred .to the Committee on 
Commerce. . : 

Mr. D. also presented three remonstrances of citi- 
zens of New York, against the renewal of the 
patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which 
were laid on the table. 

Mr. D..also asked that James Buchanan have 
Jeave to withdraw his papers; which was agreed 


to. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD presented tho petition of citi- 


bounties allowed to persons engaged in the cod 
fisheries may not be discontinued; which was laid 
on the table. 


zens of Pike and Lincoln counties, in the State of 
Missouri, praying to be protected in the posses- 
sion of the lands purchased by them from the 
United States, which proved to be within the lim- 
its. of a Spanish grant; which was referred to the 
“Committee on Private Land Claims. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. McDUFFIE submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That Gilbert Stalker and N. B. Hill 
have leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 
Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel A. 
Morse. : 
"Mr. PEARCE, pursuant to. notice, asked and 
oblained leave to introduce a bill for the final ad- 


laid before the Senate a 


3 ; ; : i} settlement of it by 
zens of North Yarmouth, Maine, praying that the |) would be candied, 


i 
i 


justment of the accounts of some of the States; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. P. said the Senate were aware that, during 
the late war with Great Britain, some States were 
compelled to appropriate large sums of money for 
their defence from invasion. These expenditures 
were in fact advances to the General Government, 
whose duty it was to protect the whole. country 
from hosil invasion. They were recognised as 
such; ‘and, accordingly, in the course of a few 
years after the close of the war, the States were 


ced by them to the Government of the United 
however, was not then paid. But, in 1826 and 


1827, various acts were passed providing for the 
payment of interest to different States. 


of interest, and rules for the application’ of pay- 
ments, which are supposed to be inequitable. One 
rule was, that no interest should be allowed where 
| interest had not actually been paid. Now, there 
were cases, that of Maryland for instance, where, 
though interest had not been paid, according to the 
terms and construction of the a it had been lost to 
the State. Maryland liquidated in part the debts 
which she had ihuk contracted, by transferring to 
her creditors a six per cent, stock of the United 
|| States, which she then held. She paid in an in- 
| terest-bearing fund, if notin money, and no dif- 
ference in principle could be perceived between the 
two cases, I am happy to say that the Senate’s 
Committee of Finance at the present session have 
admitted the equal equity of the two cases. They 


payment to the State of Alabama of interest on ad- 
vances made by that State for the General Govern- 
ment during the late Creek war, Í believe. An- 
other objectionable rule in the laws referred to has 
| been so construed as to require the application of 


liquidation of pannal without reference to the 
| interest, mstea 

ments to the reduction of principal. The rule is 
clearly at variance with the principles of law which 
regulate such matters between individuals. ‘The 
bill which I introduce is intended to remedy these 
|| errors, and to effect an equitable settlement with 
the States. Mr. P. said he would only add, that 
| the Senate, some years ago, had passed such a bill 
as this—alike in principle, at all events, although 
differing in language and in the details somewhat. 


THE DEBATE ON OREGON. 


| Myr, ALLEN rose and said, that if there were 
no more reports to be made, he desired the indul- 
gence of the Senate, while he recurred to some ob- 
servations which he had made two days ago, in 
| reference to an informal understanding. that the 
| Senate would on a certain day proceed to vote upon 
| the passage of the Oregon resolutions. The sug- 
gestions which he had offered on a former occasion 
were made with a view of attracting the attention 
of Senators to the question of fixing a definite day 
I| on which the vote might be taken, Subsequently 
to that time he had had an opportunity of nascer- 


and he believed he might very sately express the 
| hope that the Senate would proceed to vote on the 
question on Friday week, with a view to the final 
a vote of this body. This, it 
would afford ample time for the 


i! fullest discussion of the question by those who de- 
+) sired to discuss it. And he would suggest, though 


ts í 
a _. |: it was a matter which was of course. altogether 
Mr, ATCHISON presented the petition of citi- fi gether 


within the power of the Senate, and in which he 


i than any other single Senator, still he would sug- 
| gest, that, in order to afford the amplest opportu- 


deliver their views, the Senate continue to sit the 
| whole week oat. 


i There was some excuse for asking the attention 
‘| of the Senate to this matter, and it was found in 


i the fact that there must of necessity be a definite 


was some excuse to be.found in the-fact that many 
| Senators, in consequence of peculiar-cireumstances, 
| would, after the noxt ten days, be compelled to be 
! absent from the body for seme time, and all were 
; anxious to be present when the vote was to be ta- 


ken upon so important a question. -He merely 
threw out these suggestions. Of course the Senate 


These acts | 
| prescribed certain principles for the computation | 


all pryments on account of these advances to the | 


reimbursed the principal of the sums _ thus advan- | 


States. The interest which accrued on these sums, | 


| have, upon this principle, reported a bill for the 


| 


of settling the arrears of interest | 
first, and then applying the residue of the pay- | 


| taining the views of many Senators on this subject, | 


had no more right to have his wishes: consulted | 


period for the termination of the discussion. There | 
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he was somewhat: surprised. that the chairman of | 


i 


ze '| riod. 
| nity to the Senators who had not yet spoken to | 


| 


would act as they saw fit. He thought it proper, 
however, to suggest what he believed to be the 
prevalent opinion. of the body as to the time for 
taking the vote on the question. 

Mr. J. M-CLAYTON said that he concurred 
with the Senator from Ohio that some time should 
be fixed for the termination of the debate, and he 
would be perfectly satisfied that the vote should be 
taken upon the day which the Senator had named : 
| He was aware that many Senators, who would be 
| reluctant to be absent when the vote was to be ta- 
ken, would be compelled to be away fora time from 
the Senate. He had no desire whatever to prevent 
any Senator who desired to address the body uport 
the question from doing so; but he thought the 
time named by the Senator from Ohio was a rea- 
sonable time, and sufficient to allow every Senator 
an opportunity to express his views He did not 
know that any debate which could now take place 
would change the opinion of a single member of 
that body; still he was anxious to give every one 
an opportunity to be heard. He could not con- 
ceive, after all that had been said, that it was pos- 
sible that any benefit could be derived from pro- 
tracting the debate beyond the time mentioned by 
the Senator from Ohio. He did not know what 
the proper mode was, whether by resolution or by 
a general understanding; he rose only for the pur- 
pose of saying that he, for one, was satished with 
the time named by the Senator. . 

Mr. ALLEN said he had stated what he under- 
stood the practice of the Senate to be. It was 
known to Senators that the previous question Was 
not in use, and it had never been the practice to m- 
troduce a resolution for fixing the time for termi- 
nating a debate. This was a practice which had 
| grown up elsewhere, but had never been intro- 
i duced into the Senate; the practice was to have an 
informal understanding, and to carry it out, by re- 
fusing to adjourn until the question was taken. 

Mr. NILES said he concurred in the remarks 
of both the honorable Senators who had just spo- 
ken. He was not in favor of curtailing debate 
upon any question, especially upon one of great 
national importance like the present, At the same 
time Senators must be aware that it is necessary 
that the debate should be brought to a close; and 
it seemed to him that the termination of the discus- 
sion might reasonably be fixed for the day men- 
tioned by the Senator from Ohio. The subject had 
been before the two houses fora longtime. In 
the British Parliament they denominated debate 
which lasted twelve nights a ‘ monster debate” 
this might, with great propriety, he ‘thought, be 
styled a “ monster debate,” asit had‘lasted near- 
ly two-months, and had exercised an influence on 
the business affairs of the country. It ce 
| therefore, to him, that it was very proper that the 

present undefined position of the subject should be 
changed by taking a vote. He thought the debate 
should be brought to a close at as carly a day as 
į that named by the Senator from Ohio, and, that 
| every Senator who had not yet expressed his 
views might have an opportunity to do so, he for 
| one would submit to any degree of personal incon- 
venience, and would be disposed to sit on the-two 
days in the week on which the Senate was. in the 
aa of adjourning, and to hear two speeches a 
ay. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said there was no proposition, 
he believed, before the Senate to adjourn over; 
and he would remark that he saw no probability 
of such a motion being made in the present state 
of the debate, which, he trusted, would be allowed 
to proceed until those who had not yet had an 
opportunity to address the Senate might have 
an opportunity to.do 80, and. then the vote could 
be taken. There was no ‘precedent, he believed, 
in that body, for limiting debate to a given’ pe- 
There was no precedent’ for urging: for- 
ward the close of a debate to such an extent that 


|| two speeches must be delivered:in one day. Some 


gentlemen had taken two days for a single speech; 
and; having ‘said all they purposed saying, were 
now anxious to hasten the debate to a close. He, 
for one, did’ not purpose addressing the Senate 
upon thé Oregon question; but he now entered his 
| protest against the adoption of any rule or prac- 
| tice by which debate should be stifled in that body. 

Gentlemen might determine for themselves upon a 
nidtion-to adjourn; whether it were expedient to 
do-so'without having a rule to govern them. He 
did not understand: the Senator from Ohio as pro- 


i posing anything further than to bring the matter 
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to the notice of Senators individually. But they 
were told that it was necessary to put an end to 
the debate; that it was highly proper to have a 


day fixed in their own minds. for its termination, 


That was a matter which he protested against. 
And-he would take occasion to say that, for one, 
he was ready to vote now, and had been ready for 
two or three weeks past. But when all who de- 
sired it had had an opportunity to address the Sen- 
ate, it would be time enough to take the vote. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said he did not hold to 
the expediency of adopting any artificial rule in 
this case; when gentlemen had had the oppor- 
tunity, which they ought to have, of addressing 
the Senate, it would be time enough for the Sen- 
ate to act. T'ere were two Senators absent, and 
he knew they would be extremely desirous of 
being present when the vote was taken. The 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Huntineron,] 
and the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Sim- 
mowns,] the latter of whom, he believed, was desi- 
rous of expressing his views on the subject, were 
both absent. "Phough he was desirous that the de- 
bate should be brought to a close, yet. he was also 
desirous of giving to every gentleman. an opportu- 

of discussing the question if he desired it, 


nity g 
fr. TANNEGAN said if he had rightly un- | 


derstood the Senator from Ohio, and he was confi- 
dent that he had, the Senator had proposed no rule, 
as he was represented by the Senator from Tennes- 
see to have donc. The Senator from Ohio simply 
suggested to the Senate the propriety of determin- 
ing informally that on to-morrow week the ques- 
tion should be taken. The Senator did not propose 
to adopt a resolution or to fasten a rule upon the 
Senate from which there should he no departure; 
but he simply proposed, as an act of courtesy to 
the Senators present and to those who were absent, 
that the time for taking the vote should be known 
beforehand, that no one might be taken unawares. 
The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Woopnniver,| 
suggested the absence of the Senator from Cornec- 
ticut. If the health of that Senator were such as 
to permit him to be present, he would have timel 
notice; butif, as he had reason to believe, his health 
would not admit of his attendance, was the action 
of the Senate to be suspended on that account in a 
matter of this kind? He was not for preventing 
any Senator from expressing his views, but he held 
that the nine days which would intervene between 
this morning and the day named by the Senator 
from Ohio would be amply sufficient. There were 
gentlemen on his side of the chamber who, though 
they had spoken, would like to say more, but who 
were willing to waive their privilege in order that 
this protracted debate might be brought to a close. 
He thought it was due to the country that the Sen- 
ate should come to some conclusion upon this sub- 
ject. 
THE OREGON NEGOTIATION. 


The Senate then passed to the consideration of 
the following resolution, introduced by Mr. J. M. 
Crayton on the 3d instant: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to communicate to the Senate 
copies of any correspondence that may have taken 
place between the authorities of the United States 
and those of Great Britain since the last document 
transmitted to Congress, in relation to the subject 
of the Oregon territory, or so much thereof as ma 
be communicated without detriment to the public 
interest. ; 


Mr. ALLEN moved that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. He was not aware, he said, that 
the passage of the resolution could be of any ad- 
vantage to the public interests. Constant demands 


of the Senate upon the Executive on this subject | 


seemed to imply something of distrust as to the 
discretion of the Government—the President of 
the United States—and it seemed to him would 
have a bad effect upon the results of the question. 
The Senate, no longer ago than four or five days, 
passed a resolution calling on the Executive for a 
disclosure of his opinion upon the fact whether or 
not there existed any circumstances which, in his 
judgment, demanded an increase in the naval and 


military defences of the country; and if so, what į 


those circumstances were? In answer to that 


resolution, the President had made a commu- | 


nication to the Senate. And now, on the second 
day after that comunication was made, it was to 
be followed by another resolution. calling on the 
President for further disclosures, as if the Senate 


were distrustful that something had been kept 
back which the President was unwilling to com- 


-municate. He thought it was due to the public 


interest that they should do nothing which would 
have a tendency to weaken the moral influence 
which might be supposed to be exerted by a be- 
lief that there was harmony in their councils. in 
the arrangement of this great difficulty And he 
thought that in this point of view, without refer- 
ence to any other consideration, it was due to the 
public interest that the matter should be allowed 
to remain for the present where it was. He was 
aware that the resolution contained the usual sa- 
ving clause, submitting it to the judgment and dis- 
cretion of the President whether the disclosures 
should be made or not; but everybody knew the 
effect of that clause was to force upon him the re- 
sponsibility, after asking him a question, of with- 
holding the answer. He thought it ought to be 
fairly presumed that, after the President had in 
his Annual Message communicated his views to 
Congress, and after he had, in answer to the reso- 
lution of the Senate, given the reasons for his 
recommendation of additional defences; after all 
this, he thought the Senate might fairly presume 
that if anything had transpired between the two 
Governments which ought to be communicated to 
Congress, he would have made the communication 
without any special demand being made upon him. 
Te thought that fair and just reasoning would en- 
title the President to this conclusion. And with 
this view, he moved to Jay the resolution upon the 
table; but temporarily withdrew the motion at. the 
request of 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, who said there was 
nothing in the character of the resolution to lead 
the gentleman to any such construction as he had 
given to it. It was in the usual form in which all 
resolutions of inquiry were couched. It called 
upon the President, in the most respectful terms, 
to communicate to the Senate all such information 
upon the subject as, in his judgment, it was not in- 
consistent with the public interest to communicate. 
No more. And this resolution did not follow, as 
the Senator from Ohio intimated, upon the heels 
of the resolution of the Senator from New Jersey, 
[Mr. Dayron,] which was adopted by the Senate 
a week ago, asking the President whether it was 
necessary for Congress to arm the country. This 
resolution was proposed about a month ago, and 
had no connexion under heaven with the resolution 
of the Senator from New Jersey. The informa- 
tion sought for by this one was not at all of the 
same character as the information sought for by 
that. How was it possible that the fact of the 


| President having answered the resolution of the 


Scnator from New Jersey superseded the necessity 
of giving the information sought for by this? The 
President had told them what, in his judgment, 
was necessary to be done under the existing state 
of things in regard to the national defences. It 
was not proposed to put that question again, but 
to ask whether, in his judement, any information 
can be communicated in relation to the Oregon ne- 
gotiation, consistently with the public interests? 
Upon an important question like this, he was anx- 
ious to obtain a vote that should be as nearly 


| unanimous as possible; for he thought it impor- 


tant that the Senate should speak strongly. And 
if anything had recently occurred which would 
throw additional light on the subject, he was de- 
sirous of obtaining it, if,in the judgment of the 
President, it might be communicated without detri- 
ment to the public interest. 

But the Senator from Ohio said the resolution 
manifested a distrust of the President. He beg- 
ged leave to tell that honorable Senator that the 
mover of the resolution had expressed no such dis- 
trust, and had felt none. Distrust of the Presi- 
dent! How could the resolution imply distrust? 
On the contrary, it confided everything to him; it 
trusted the whole matter to his discretion. It ask- 
ed for such information only as in his judgment 
might properly be given. This was not implying 
a want of confidence. On the contrary, it implied 
great confidence. The resolution had been offered 
a month ago; and did it follow, because it happen- 


ted at this time to come up in its order, that the 


Senate distrusted or doubted the President? The 
President had answered the resolution of the Sen- 


| ator from New Jersey fully, but this was upon a 


different subject. This did not ask for information 
in regard to-national defences, but it asked, in a 
respectful manner, whether, in the judgment of the 


-of 


<= 


President, there was anything in the corresponde `; 
ence which he. could, without’ detriment..to the... 
public interest, lay-before the Senate. -He regret-: 
ted to see the resolution opposed in, the quarter: ` 
from which opposition had come—from the chair-: 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations....1t 
would seem to imply that, in the judgment of that 
Senator, there was something behind, something’ 
in.the correspondence between: the Governmentiof |, 
this country and that of Great Britain which ‘the: 
President. would be bound.ty disclose; and which 
the Senator seemed to think ought-not to be.dia-: 
closed. He did not desire that- anything should, 
be improperly. disclosed; but-since: the opposition 
which had been raised by the Senator. from Ohio; 
he became the more convinced, arid it became the: 
more important, that the resolution ought tobe: 
dopted. f aes ROTA 
: Mr. ALLEN said he had predicated his opposi- 
tion to the passage of the.resolution upon what he: 
believed would be the effect of it upon the country 
and the world, and. not upon what he supposed 
would come before the Senate in case the resolu- 
tion should be passed. He knew full well, indeed, 
he might Say he had. personal reasons for know- 
ing, that it was not the design of: the mover.of the 
resolution to express any. distrust of the President. 
He said he had personal reasons for saying-so, as 
he believed he. knew the generous feelings'of that 
Senator in relation to the President.. He did not. ` 
intend to say that it was the design of the resolu- 
tion, or of the Senate, or of-a solitary member of 
the Senate who might vote for its passage, that it 
should produce this effect; but what he said was, 
that he believed such would be the effect. ‘The 
passage of the resolution would create the appear- 
ance that a distrust was entertained on the part of 
the Senate towards the President of the United 
States. Why, what was the state of the case? 
At the opening of the session the President. com- 
municated in a full, free, frank, consistent manner, 
the views entertained by him, and the course taken, 
as far as related to the action of the Executive 
Government. Subsequently to that time a call had 
been made upon him in reference to the question 
whether or not, in his judgment, any additional 
precautionary defences of the country, were neces- 
sary; and, if so, upon what-reasons that judgment 
is was predicated. Well, the honora le. Sena~ 
tor says, and.says truly, that his resolution was 


upon the table when the other passed—that it was 
there before the other was offered. ` : 
Mr. CLAYTON. Long before. 
Mr. ALLEN. That’s not the question. . The 


time of introduction of the resolution is not the 
question at all. What is the fact? That-on the 
heels of the answer to the other resolution, this one 
is called up. Thatis the state of the matter. Well, 
if the Senate meant to repose faith and confidence 
in their judgment of the Executive, why constant- 
1y probe him with these resolutions, day after day ? 
y constantly put querics to him in relation to 
this Oregon question, the whole of which is, by his 
Message, put solely into our hands for the present 
—so put by the express words of his Annual Mes- 
sage? Task again, is it fairly to be presumed,-in 
all these circumstances, that if anything had occur- - 
red which the President deemed proper for com- 
munication to the Senate, and through the Senate 
to the world, that he would not’ have. made’ that 
communication in answer to. the, resolution. an- 
swered but a day or two ago? ‘That resolution 
had reference expressly ‘to the Oregon difficulty— 
undoubtedly. ~ Well, then, does it not indeed seem 
to imply that the President in his answer to that 
resolution kept something back, which he ought 
to have disclosed, when this resolution is offered 
but a day or two after the other was answered? 
And it is the effect of such an impression which 
I deprecate as being prejudicial to the . public 
interests. I believe it would be so. hat 
have we heard from the honorable Senator him- 
self—speaking with great sense and great judg- 
ment, as he always speaks ?—Why, that he de- 
sires unanimity. And for what purpose?..In 
order that in that unanimity may be manifested 
the power of this Government in its intercourse 
with foreign Governments. Well, then, it is the 
moral effect of unanimity that the Senator de- 
sires. Will he destroy that by a movement here 
implying that—not designedly, to be sure, but yet 
implying—that there is anything else but. una- 
pimity; and amounting to the expression of sen- 
atorial distrust of the Executive—a sort of intima- 
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tion that although called on explicitly a few days 
ago, and although answering explicitly in response 
to that eall, yet that the Senate. thinks there is 
something behind which he has kept back, and to 
which this body is justly entitled? I put that 
question. as to: the effect of this resolution. In 
justice to the Senate, I must repeat that I do not 
believe that any such design is entertained; but I 
speak of the appearance of this thing to the world. 
I speak of the moral effect as indicative of a want 
of confidence in the Executive, and that, too, when 
engaged in.a controversy with that Power repre- 
sented'as the greatest in the world—a controversy, 
in the opinion of many Senators here, involving 
the question of peace or war. That is all. Now, 
I remember that, on a former occasion, when an- 
other negotiation was pending—I believe when the 
celebrated Ashburton treaty was pending—resolu- 
tions of this sort. were tendered—perhaps by my- 
self—perhaps so. They were voted down. On 
one occasion I remember tendering a resolution 
similar to this, in legislative session, and it was 
voted down on the ground that it should have been 
offered in executive session. ï changed it. Iam 
not at liberty to speak of its subsequent fate. But 
at that time it was said—said by grave Senators of 
long experience, older in the public service than 
myself; and doubtless better able to judge of the 
effect of such movements on the public interests— 
that we must not embarrass the Executive with 
such resolutions. Sir, such was the state of the 
case- 

Mr. J. M: CLAYTON. May I ask what was 
the object of that resolution? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think there were three or four 
resolutions. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, then, perhaps the Sen- 
ator will have the goodness to inform us of the 
character of any one of them ? 

Mr. ALLE I think the one to which I last 
alluded was offered during the negotiation of the 
Ashburton treaty. l 

Mr. HAYWOOD. 
sion. * 

Mr ALLEN. Perhaps there was one in tho 
case of the negotiation of the Texas question. But 
these were the reasons then given for voting down 
the resolutions—that I recollect well. And, sir, 
when one was in the Presidential chair who was 
not put there by the voice of the American people— 
who was there under circumstances that deprived 
him of the benefit. of that confidence which every 
other President of the United States had enjoyed— 
even in that case, Senators did not think proper to 
embarrass him with such resolutions. Now, sir, 
I wish the Senator to infer nothing as to what is or 
what is not in existence from the fact that this op- 
position of the resolution came from one connected 
with the Committee on Foreign Relations. I wish 
no such inferences drawn one way or the other. I 
epeak of this resolution as similar resolutions were 
spoken of on former occasions, by graver and more 
experiensen men than myself, whose views pre- 
vailed on those occasions against the passage of 
such resolutions; and I now renew the motion, 
which was withdrawn by me in order to give way 
to. others who desired to speak, to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. 

At the request of My. CRITTENDEN, how- 
ever, the motion to lay on the table was again with- 
drawn; and— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN proceeded to observe that 
he could not concur with the Senator from Ohio 
that the adoption of the resolution would produce 
the ill consequences which the Senator seemed to 
apprehend. There was a broad distinction be- 
tween this and the resolutions offered during the 
pendency of the Ashburton negotiations, and the 
distinction was this: They were now called upon, 
‘according to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio himself, within one short week, to act upon 
the “notice.” They were to perform an act upon 
which, in the judgment of some Senators, peace 
or war depended, The information sought for 
was of a character to enable them the better to de- 
cide upon that question. It was not for the gra- 
tification of idle curiosity; it was not for general 
information and for general use, but it was for a 
special purpose, and for the use of the Senate in 
relation to a particular case, in which they were 
called upon to act. 

It seemed to him the most proper of all courses, 
that before deciding the question, they should have 
all the information that had a bearing upon it, or 


That was in Executive ses- 


any relation to it. To procure that information 
was the object of the resolution. The gentleman 
from Ohio was opposed to anything that. would 
have the appearance of distrust of the President, 
which might diminish that harmony that should 
exercise its moral influence upon the pending con- 
troversy. What sort of confidence was it that the 
gentleman expected? Was it a proper and con- 
stitutional confidence which of ri ht should be re- 
posed in the President of the United States, or 
was it a blind and foolish confidence which the 
gentleman required? There need be no question 
of faith and confidence in matters where it was the 
right of the Senate to call for information to assist 
Senators in forming their judgments. A confi- 
dence which would preclude them from the exer- 
cise of the right to call for information transcended 
the limits of official confidence, and recommended 
official blindness and devotion. The same objec- 
tion would apply to every call for information; it 
might be urged in every instance as it was now 
urged. Why, why call onthe Executive officer, it 
might be said? Is he not entitled to all confidence? 
Are we not bound to be assured that he will do 
nothing that is wrong, but everything that is right? 
Aye we not bound to suppose he will communicate 
everything? Was that the confidence which gen- 
tlemen invited them to repose in the Executive? 
Hereafter they would never be able to make any 
call without being met by the imputation that they 
were expressing distrust of the President, 

The gentleman from Ohio himself knew and ad- 
mitted that it did notin fact imply any want of 
confidence, any distrust; but yet it would have the 
appearance of distrust. it was sufficient to restrain 
their hands from doing an act which was within 
the pale of their legislative duties, because, in the 
delicate relation we bear to the President, it might, 
by possible construction, by inference in implica- 
tion, appear to the imagination of some to bear 
the appearance of distrust of the President. twas 
a new way of treating applications of this sort, He 
had but litde expectation that anything would be 
disclosed that would vary his course. And yet, if 
there were any Senators who thought otherwise, 
he desired all the information that could be ob- 
tained before voting upon a question of so much 
importance, culled upon as they were to vote for 
the notice at a time when it was represented that 
negotiations were suspended. In the opinion of 
soine they ought never to have been suspended: 
and, if suspended, they ought to be renewed. 

But it was represented that negotiations were 
suspended, that the negotiations were standing in 
awful pause, and Congress was called upon to say 
whether they would solve the diplomatic punetilio 
by war. He desired to know whether the suspen- 
sion still continued, and whether these taciturn 
negotiators were willing that the two nations should 
be driven headlong into a war. Chis was the ob- 
ject of the resolution, and he trusted. the Senate 
would see the ropriety of adopting it. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was somewhat sur- 
prised at the ground on which the Senator from 
Ohio was disposed to resist the application of his 
friend from Delaware. It semne. to him that, for 
the very reason which the Senator himself sug- 
gested, they ought to have all the information which 
the President of the United States might deem it his 
duty to communicate to the Senate. If it were 
true, as suggested by the Senator from Ohio—and 
he supposed it to be so—that the adjustment of the 
question now rested with the legislative authority 
of the country, could there be anything more 
proper than that they should be in possession of 
all the information that could be procured? Assu- 
redly not. “Were they to be called upon to decide 
the destinies of the country without being advised 
of all the circumstances of the case? Were they 
to be required to assume the high responsibility of 
determining the question of war or-peace without 
being permitted to call upon the President in the 
ordinary manner, for information, leaving it to his 
discretion whether to give or withhold the infor- 
mation? Were they to be told that a call of this 
kind implied distrust of the President? That, though 
no distrust was felt, the moral effect. of the call 
would be to imply distrust? And what moral effect 
was there in the mere application, such as was made 
every day, that the President would communicate 
certain information, if, in his opinion, it did not 
conflict with the public interests? It seemed to him 
nothing could be more proper than that the Senate 
should have all the information which it was in the 


power of. the Executive to give. Under our insti- 
tutions, questions of this sort were not to be sub- 
mitted to the judgment. of one branch of the Gov- 
ernment alone. It was not for the Prenden’ alone 
to judge of what was important to be communi- 
catad Eon questions on which the Senate had to 
act. It was, he apprehended, their province to re- 
uire all the information in: the. possession of the 
Executive. : : 

There was another consideration which was 
proper, perhaps, to be suggested. A great deal 
might depend upon whether negotiations had been 
finally closed. A great deal might turn-on the 
question whether one Government or the other, 
or both, had submitted their last proposition for 
the adjustment of the controversy. If they had, 
and the President of the United States, in answer 
to that call, {should deem it his duty to inform 
the Senate of that fact, he (Mr. M.) might deem 
it his duty to stand by the Executive.. If the 
President should inform them that, the power of 
negotiation was exhausted, a new state of the 
question. would be presented, and it might be of 
great importance that the fact should be known. 
If negotiations were still pending, why, it would 
throw a gladdening influence, he had no doubt, 
over all the community, and the action of that body 
might have a conservative influence. In every as- 
pect, then, he thought it was highly desirable that 
the resolution should be adopted. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the further discus- 
sion upon the resolution was informally suspend- 
ed, and the Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of 

THE SPECIAL ORDER; 


being the resolution proposing to ive notice to 
Great Britain of the termination of the convention 
of 1827, which allows of the joint occupation of 
the Oregon territory. ; 

Mr. MILLER addressed the Senate. He ob- 
served that the discussion which arose there that 
morning, relative to fixing a day when the debate 
should be brought to a close, convinced him that it 
would be terminated as speedily as would meet the 
convenience of the Senate and the importance of 
the subject. It was not his intention, till within a 
few days, to trouble the Senate with any remarks 
of his; but during the course of that protracted de- 
bate it had assumed so many aspects, that he found 
it almost impossible to express his real opinions 
by a vote one way or the other, IJfit were not too 
serious. a question, it might afford a subject of 
amusement to examine the various. phases it had 
assumed since first submitted to Congress. At one 
time it was.a notice of war. At another it was said 
to bea notice of settlement and peace. At one time 
it was to put a termination to:all negotiation. At 
another it was the helpmate of negotiations now 
pending. It varied according to the degree of lat- 
itude. At-one time it was to place our boundary 
line at 54° 40’, as that by which to stand by, to 
fight by, or die by. At another time it was said 
to offer a help to the President to settle on the basis 
of 49°. It seemed to fall or rise according to the 
position in which it was placed, and like the,mer- 
cury in the barometer, to go up and down accord- 
ing as gentlemen placed their fingers.on the bulb. 
When touched by the warm hands of the Senators 
from Indiana, (Mr. Hannecan,| from Ilinois, 
[Mr. Brezse,] and from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN,] it 
immediately went up to 54° 40’; but when the cool 
and distinguished Senator from North. Carolina 
put his finger upon it, it fell as quickly to 499; and 
thus the same question was put up.and down by 
different gentlemen in different aspects.. The re- 
sult had been as various as he had stated. 

„In December last, the President, in discharge of 
his high duty, informed Congress that_all attempts 
to negotiate or settle by compromise had failed, 
and recommended to Congress to take a step—the 
first in the course of measures—to assert our rights 
to the whole of Oregon. Upon that message. being 
read, the. distinguished Senator. from. Michigan, 
[Mr. Cass,] not then in his seat—a gentleman of 
great experience, and undoubtedly actuated by 
patriotic. feelings and a high sense of duty, felt 
it incumbent. on. him to call the attention of the 
country: dt once to the means of defence, and the 
necessity that existed of placing the country in 
greater security by precautionary measures; and 
he presented to the Senate various. resolutions, 
calling upon the proper committees to inquire into 
and provide for the efficiency of the army and 
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navy. While the Senator’ froni Michigan thus 
discharged his duty by taking measures to prepare 
the defences of the country, the Senator from 
Ohio, at the head of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, proceeding, he supposed, on the belief 
that war-was inevitable, thought it his duty to pre- 
pare the ‘hearts of the eople of the country for’ 
the coming contest. All Congress seemed to be 
ina belligerent spirit; and his friend from Dela- 
ware (Mr. CLarton] felt it necessary to call for 
an inventory of the ships in the navy,.and the 
number of guns in that of both England and Ame- 
rica. The Committee on the Militia, which had 
slept quietly for ten or twenty years, was roused 
from its slumbers to make returns of how many 
citizens of the United States could be arrayed ‘and 
called into the field. During all that time the situ- 
ation of the commander-in-chief-—of the President 
of the United States—was of a very different char- 
acter. He looked in that direction to see whether 
there was any imminent danger likely to come 
out of his measures; whether he recommended 
any appropriations of money—whether the trum- 
pet was sounding through the ranks a note of pre- 
paration for the coming contest. But “ nota drum 
was heard, not a martial note.” He looked at 
those two great arms of the national defence, 
the army and navy, but these departments were 
as quiet and as peaceful as a Quaker meeting- 
house. No preparation for war. The honorable 
gentlemen at the head of the Navy Departmen- 
was engaged in settling matters of etiquette bet 
tween the officers, and making war on the old tars 
of the navy, while the honorable gentleman at the 
head of the War Department. was making re~ 
commendations to Congress to increase the army 
for the purpose of conducting our emigrants to 
Oregon. He looked tothe Treasury Department, 
where the sinews of war are kept, to see what was 
going on there, expecting to find engineers, and 
all sorts of scientific men computing what money 
would be required in the first six months of that 
war; but instead of that he found custom-house 
officers, surveyors, and appraisers, considering 
how far they could cut down the revenue supply 
of the sinews of war. And thus, while the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan was looking to the 
national defences, and the honorable Senator from 
Ohio was preparing the hearts of the people for 
war, the Executive, to say the least of it, was not 
preparing to arm, and the Treasury was gently cut- 
ting down the sinews of war. IY war grew out of 
that question it would be a sentimental war, for 
there was nothing else to prepare the hearts of the 
people for it. 

During all that time the public naturally looked 
to what is called the organ of the Executive, which 
strongly reminded him of one of those instruments 
to be found in taverns, which were played on by 
every one. One morning it was the double drum, 
full of war’s alarms—the next, it warbled out qua- 
vers and semi-quavers, the notes of love and peace. 
Thus the information derived from Washington by 
the country was one day war, another peace, an- 
other doubtful; until at last, men who had been 
accustomed to resort to the court-house to hear the 
news threw down the papers in disgust, and said 
there would be no fight after all. Sir, that was the 
position of things then: when all was doubtful, and 
even the Senator at the head of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations could give no certain informa- 
tion—when the devoted friends of the President 
could give no information—when the magicians and 
soothsayers were all at fault—the honorable Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] was 
brought in to explain the king’s dream and read 
the handwriting on the wall; and he rendered, cer- 
tainly, great service to the country, although he 
produced a little confusion among his own friends. 
But the question came back to them: Where does 
the Executive stand?—was that negotiation still 
open and going on?—was that question still in 
such a position as that it might be settled on the 
basis of 49° by compromise and negotiation ?—or 
had the President fallen back to his first love, as 
expressed in his Inaugural Address, in which he 
went for the whole of Oregon, and declared it our 
right, and that he would stand for it as part of the 
country? His colleague a few days ago, for the 
purpose of getting information to enable him to 
vote understandingly on the various propositions, 
thought proper to put to the President a question 


whether there was anything in our foreign rela- 
tions which required, in his judgment, any increase | 


of oùt naval-oi military forces. He (Mr. M.) had 
hoped that, in answer to that resolution, they 
would be enabled to ascertain clearly: the-position 
of the Executive. As far as it could-be learned 
from the Message, they must resort to construction 
to gët at his meaning. ` His (Mr. M.’s) conclusion 


was, that if the Executive entertained the views h 


attributed to him by some gentlemen, if negotiation 


was at an end, and compromise. had ceased tobe- 


thought of, if he intended: to maintain the claim to 
54° 40' to the point of war, his Message does not 
contain anything to warrant that belief. Hesays, 


in answer to the question proposed, it was heces- 


sary to make some increase in our army and navy; 
and the reason he gave was the nature of our rela~ 
tions with Mexico and Great Britain. If he un- 
derstood right, the extent to which he recom- 
mended an increase, was such as would be useful 
in time of war, and not lost in time of peace—thus 
leaving the question doubtful. But if the Presi- 
dent, like many Senators and the country, enter- 
tained the belief that war was to come out of that 
question of notice, and the present position of ne- 
gotiations, the President knew better than any one 
else the position of that negotiation; and if war was 
to come out of it, the President would be violating 
his duty without proclaiming the danger. One ob- 
servation further in regard to the Message. In 
answer to the call, he had told the country that a 
considerable increase of the army and navy was 
necessary, and he seemed to urge on Congress im- 
mediate action in making the increase. It appeared 
to him that the President, if he believed there was 
anything in the circumstances of thé case to call 
for such an increase as war would demand, he 
ought to have given that information to the Senate 
and the country, without being asked for it. If 
there were circumstances connected with the foreign 
relations requiring an increase in the army and 
navy, it was the duty of the Executive to say so, 
without its being called out by committees or reso- 
lutions of that body. 

His (Mr. M.’s) earnest desire was to see that 
question settled honorably and peaceably, and as 
became two great nations like Great Britain and 
the United States. It was said that advantage might 
be taken by Great Britain of the United States. AN 
such assertions he treated as idle. Great Britain 
dare not take advantage of the United States, nor: 
dare the United States take advantage of Great 
Britain on a question like that. No two honora~ 
ble men, understanding their rights in the settle- 
ment of a question of that kind, ever feared that 
one should take advantage of the other. He wanted 
to sce the question settled peaceably and speedily; 
for unless it were settled speedily, new difficulties 
would arise which it would be difficult to control, 
unti) the whole country would become excited; and 
therefore it was important to bring on a settlement 
on any fairy and honorable terms; and he was the 
more anxious ‘to settle it speedily, from having 
heard it said that public opinion would settle it to 
its own satisfaction, right or wrong. But this was 
a Government of constitutional law, and he would: 
think it due to his countrymen to say that no con- 
siderable portion of them would be found ready to 
drag the matter out of the hands of the Govern- 
ment, and dispose of it as they pleased: He was 
aware there was a process then going on for the 
purpose of manufacturing public opinion. It com- 
menced at the Baltimore convention in the shape 
of its resolutions, and it was to be found in the 
party prints of the day, in toasis, in speeches made 
at cross-roads, and in a new and peculiar form in 
the city of Washington; this manufacture of public 
opinion was going on by chalking “ 540 40” on 
the walls from one end of Pennsy 
the other. It was to be seen, too, 
dinner parties, in the mottoes of wax stamps on 
letters. But he trusted that sort of public opinion 
would not weigh with Government. 

He had before said he desired to see the ques- 
tion settled by peaceful negotiation, and to bring 
that about, he would do almost anything consist- 
ent with the honor and rights of the country, and 
he was prepared to adopt such measures as should. 
be proposed for bringing about that end. ` He 
confessed, however, that when the question was 
first brought before Congress, he was against the 
notice in any form. He supposed the position of 
that question could never be better than it was at 
the commencement of the present Administration, 
for the purpose of adjusting it by negotiation and 
compromise. That being his opinion, he supposed 


in resolutions of 


vania avenue to. | 


the giving of: the notice ob putting “ari énd:to: 
joint occupancy ;: might disturb: the rélaticns. bes 
tween the two Governments; and that the best 
sition-for bringing the question to:a-sucke 
final termination was:to’be:found-under.t 
of joint occupation of 1827. If he could: 
fed that by giving. the notices: ito would said the 
nal and hon: 


President to bring that-matter.t 

able adjustment, he-would* ga: fo 
heart. Ifthe President wanted at-for thé jse 
of sétting the question; he would: say take ut; F. 
give it to you for what-your friend ‘you-want:. 
it for. : 


Say y 
In that: point-of-view -he:-would: give A 
notice into his hands, as he would. give; az oily 
weapon to-a neighbor, to use inself-defence, with, 
an injunction that he should ‘use it-for:thatyand. 
no other purpose. Butif after getting this weapon; 
or notice, he should deceive him, and: se it for 
the purpose of-war; then he should ‘do bown- his: 
own responsibility. He would give it. forsettle-. 
ment; if the President seized it for the. purpose-of: 
aggression, in that case. the consequence should: 
rest with him. Having come: to. that: conclusion, 
he was willing to give the:notice; provided it were.” 
accompanied by a declaration at the same time: for. 
what purpose: it was given. It was admitted on: 
all hands that they had territorial: rights on the 
northwest coast—rights that must; be: defended; 
and rights that should be:defended; :and-he:knew 
no man inthe United States; no matterof what 
party, who was not willing to defend. our. .na- 
tional rights in Oregon īm the ‘manner. they. 
thought ‘théy: ought to. be defended. But: the 
question was, what are those rights?” That was: 
the great point of difference between parties in 
the Senate and elsewhere. ` They were*inchoate: 
rights—rights not yet reduced to possession, which 
was the object of the notice; also to: extend over 
that country the jurisdiction, of our laws, to:make 
it a territory, to define its boundaries—that. was 
the great object of the notice.: Well, the question 
was as to the extent of those rights, and the manner. 
of maintaining them to that extent. That brought 
up the question whether we had an exclusive: 
ekim to the whole of the northwest’ coast... Both, 
countries were in possession; both were occupying: 
a vast extent of unappropriated, uninhabited coun:: 
ty, not ‘belonging: to any civilized: Government,’ 
not defined by boundaries, under. no»'Territorial 
Government, and are considered as still to be set- 
tled by the civilized. nations ‘ofthe: earth. Now: 
the question was as: to the extent, of these claims: 
there. He (Mr. M.) considéréd ‘that . question: 
had been settled long ago by the American Gove: 
ernment, on various occasions; and: it wasi that: 
American title he meant to defend. » He was-not: 
to be told he was arguing against the title of his 
country when he-was striving to defend it to what 
he believed .its full‘extent. . The man who claimed: 
beyond the title of his country was arguing against: 
it, Our title might be divided into two: kinds: 
one was a paper title to it, unaccompanied by 
possession the other as derived from Spain by the 
Florida treaty. “England had a paper-title also, 
which was derived: from: the, admission of Spainy: 
that: she ‘-had:no:right to ‘the exclusive possession: 
of the northwest coast. The history of her title: 
had been very ably given by the Senator- from’ 
New York, (Mr. Dox] -Tt was. a title -by dis- 
covery, made in the fourteeenth: century; when 
she began to sail along the coast, which she cons 
tinued to do for many years; looking dt’ it, and 
surveying. it: But. did Spain -ever perfect’ that: 
title, and make it such as to bé recognised a per. 
fect title by. the law. of mations?-and» ifs, to? 
what extent? The Senator from New York spoke 
as if her title by discovery included: the: whole: 
coast; but when speaking of her making it good 
by occupation and setttlement, he did not: show 
it was done beyond 49° 30’. He therefore came 
to the conclusion, that although Spain had dis- 
covered. that- coast, yet when she conveyed to 
us ail her rights by the treaty of Florida, of 
1819, she had no rights but those derived from: 
discovery, and a couple of locations on the coast, 
not extending beyond 49° 30':. He therefore con+ 
tended, that under Spain we derived no exclusivé 
right to anything more than she possessed herself, 
but merely inchoate rights, which may be perfect- 
ed- by settlement or appropriation. © This-country, 
however, had rights there long before that treaty: 
| was made, which, by the established law of na- 
; tons, were good, and whick had. been recognised: 
' by Great Britain. : Now, súppose Spain; in 1819; 
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instead of conveying to this country all her. pre- 
tensions on the northwest coast, had conveyed 

them: to Great Britain, he would ask, would we 
have surrendered Oregon on that occurrence? Or 
would we have insisted on the discovery by Gray, 
and the subsequent settlements made by American 
citizens ?. Certainly the latter could be done agree- 
ably with the law of nations, and principles recog- 
nised -by the:-whole world. We had a good title 
to Oregon. -He admitted that, and one they should 
defend. The difference between them, perhaps, 
was as to what they meant by the word “Oregon.” 
‘They had purely an American title made by them- 
selves, by the discovery of the Columbia, and by 
-exploration, by settlement, by. possession; a title 
recognised by Great Britain in various ways and 
shapes. It was for that he contended, and the 
Executive or statesman who should settle it would 
do a great service to his country. The only ques- 
tion then was, What country did the American 
title cover? He would say the American title 
covered the territory lying between the Rocky 
mountains on the east, and the Pacific on the west, 
and extending from 42° to 49° north latitude, 
That was all they could claim. ‘The country. had 
been repeatedly described in the course of various 
negotiations; sometimes it was called the northwest 
coast, sometimes the valley of the Columbia, and 
at others Oregon. But by whatever name it went, 
we had ever confined our title to the country be- 
tween 42° and 490. In 1803, when the attention 
of this country was first called to our rights there, 
Mr. Jefferson authorized an exploration of that 
country. And what were those charged with that 
duty sent to explore? Were they told to explore 
beyond 49°-—beyond the valley of the Columbia? 
No; all they were directed to do was to explore 
the valley of the Columbia. Again, in 1818, when 
Mr. Monroe’s attention was directed to the mat- 
ter, they would find from a correspondence be- 
tween the two Governments that alinougit in the 
course of the diplomacy, we claimed ap to 54° 40', 
yet when the two nations came to act, the propo- 
sition was to settle this matter on the baris of 49°, 
The same thing took place during the administra- 
tion of Mr. Adams, and also that of General Jack- 
son, who, in giving instructions, through his See- 
retary of State, Mr. Forsyth, to Mr. ———, who 
‘was authorized to undertake the exploration, di- 
rected him to proceed to the mouth at the Colum- 
bia, and to examine the territory lying along that 
river. It was confined to that. ‘Chere were no 
pretensions at that time to 54° 40°, 

Mr. MILLER here referred toa report of the 
late distinguished Senator from Missouri, (Dr. 
Linn,) from which he read copious extracts for the 

urpose of ‘showing that the American ¢laim was 
Tentted to below 490. Mr. M. also racer a 
map accompanying the report, and stated that the 
line of 499 had been extended to the Pacific upon 
it—all within being denominated t Oregon territo- 
ry,’ and all without, ‘ British territory.” 

The Senator from Missouri, also, who was now 
present, offered, about the same time, u resolution 
to settle the division of the territory on the parallel 
of 49°; and he believed that Senator still occupied 
the same ground. 

Mer. BREESE here inquired the date of the re- 

ort from which he read: 

Mr. MILLER replied its date was 1838. 

Mr. BREESE then asked if there was nota note 
appended. to the map, stating the xeasous why the 
line of 49° had been exteuded to the Pacific? 

Mr. MILLER replied in the allirmative. The 
reason was, that the line had been proposed by 
our Government as the boundary. After reading 
the report, Mr. M. continued to say, it was In vain 


to contend against the accumulated evidence on this | 


question, as they found it through all previous ne- 
gotiations, and down to this very day. When Mr. 
i into office, he found negotiations going 


Polk came1 , he Í neg ; 
on based on that principle. He adopted it, an 
nil, at last, he 


made it his own, and continued it w 


made a proposition omthat very basis of 49°, which | 


was rejected by the British Government, and then 
he threw himself back on the claim to the whole 
up to 54040. And notwithstanding the President, 
in his Inaugural Address, declared our title clear 
and unquestionable up to 54° 40’, he told us that 
‘when: he came into office he found negotiations go- 
ing on. leading to compromise such as was pro- 
posed before. He said, although he entertained 
different opinions, he found himself, embarrassed 
by the course of his predecessors, What did he 


| 


kind; and it was very strange that the President of 
the United States could deem it necessary to make 
any apology to the country for repeating what had 
been done by his predeeessors for the last thirty 
years. If the President and his Secretary. of 
State. were embarrassed on this question, “was 
not the nation embarrassed too? Did they not 
feel that they were treading on dangerous ground 
in assuming a different position before the world 
from that of their predecessors—in taking ground 
never taken Bere by the wisest and best of men? 
And were those who took a stand upon that same 
ground to. be charged with a want of nerve? Were 
they to be told, when they stood where Jackson, 
Monroe, Van Buren had stood, that. they ex- 
hibited want of nerve? Did they betray want of 
nerve when they stood by the side of the Senutor 
from Missouri? What was to prevent the con- 
tinuance of negotiation, and the settlement of the 
uestion by compromise? What was. to prevent 
the country from standing firmly on 499, and set- 
tling on that basis? Nothing had been brought 
before them, to change the position of the matter 
but the resolution of the Baltimore convention. 
It was said the President was committed by that 
resolution. 
attached to this resolution, it was as well to enter 
into a history of that convention, As to the Bal- 
timore convention, he would refer to one or two 
facts connected with the resolutions alluded to— 
how very properly he would not say—in this dis- 
cussion. ‘They were smuggled into that conven- 
tion on the fourth day, when three-fourths of the 
members were absent. It was a fact that the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury, who was, he believed, in 
favor of compromise on 49°, was a member of that 
convention. So also was Mr. Butler, of New 
York, the very particular friend of Mr, Van Buren 
—both of whom were in favor of 49°, Mr. M. then 
alluded to a toast given on St. Patrick’s day in Bal- 
timore; given by a guest, Mr. O’Regon: “ O’Regon 
—Oregon: we will never permit a member of our 
family to come under British tyranny and oppres- 
sion, In his opinion, if it came to fighting, that 
Irish title to the ‘whole of Oregon” would be 
much better than the Spanish title. As to settlin, 
rights for themselves, which had been spoken. of, 
all he had to say, was that they could hardly suc- 


of nations. ‘Che word “compromise”. had been 
| objected to, Some. gentlemen seemed to take the 
alarm at the word “ compromise.” But the word 
was not coined in the Senate. Why, it was first 
used by the President himself—it ran through all 
the negotiations, If there were dishonor in that 
word, the nation had been dishonored for the last 
thirty years. But it was snid national honor was 
involved in it. Ifso, national honor was bound up 
with degrees of latitude—it was merely a question 
of degrees of latitude. He did not believe that 
national honor was at.all involved in the question. 
National honor would be best acquired by a peace- 
ful policy—that had always been the pokey of the 
United States. The magnificent. territory of the 
United States had all been. acquired by peaceful 
negotiation, Was that. policy to be changed now? 
Were they suddenly to disclaim negotiation, and 
resort to war for territorial aggrandizement? When 
he looked over this mighty country, filled and 


people all happy and at work, cutting down for- 
ests and cultivating the earth—when he saw that 
all this was the work of peace, he never could con- 
sent to such a change of policy, . War had, done 


| Silent, Inactive, apparently, yet progressive peace 
had gained all. 

Mr. M. then went.on to say that the natural state 
of the country of Oregon was as nature had left it. 
It was an undiscovered country comparatively. 
Captain Frénont had done more to make.it known 
than any officer of the Government,-or all the for- 
mer efforts of the. Government... Well, it had-to be 
settled by the United. States, and brought under the 
| jurisdiction of civilized government, |: "That was.an 
immense work; but it. was- the work. of peace. 
Was the flag of the United. States:to be carried 
| thither amid blood and carnage? “Was. that the 


Now, when so much authority was | 


ceed in thus setting at naught the recognised Jaw: 


covered over with cities, towns, and villages, the | 


| nothing for them: in the acquisition of territory. | 


t 


li 
|; 


i 


{ 


| if war should come, the Atlantic States, on 
ithe blow would with the greatest severit 


| even in a doubtful case. 


way. in. which. civilization, and Christianity, and 
freedom were to be carried to the shores of the Pa- 
cific? Nos-all. that was to be done by peace—by 
the woodman’s axe—by the humble, peaceful. la- 
bors of the hardy pioneer- Left to herself, Oregon 
would soon become populous and independent; and 
it would. beno.treason tothe country if any one were 
now to set up an independent government there, 


| Every man who had gone into the territory and 


made a settlement, had done more for the prosper- 
ity of Oregon than years of war could effect. ., But 

on whom 
fall, 


would stand up for the country like an affect : 
father contending for the safety of a reckless. son. 
Still, if our flag floated over Oregon by command, 
he would recognise it as his country. He would 


‘follow that flag, and wherever it floated, there 


would he be found. The Senator from Missouri 
had said he was willing to go. to war with England 
That was an expression 
greatly to be regretied—it betrayed more of zea. 
than discretion. It was madness. He (Mr. M. 

had said at an early part of the session that nothing 
but folly and wickedness could bring on a war out 
of this question. So he still believed; and there- 
fore thought there would be no war. There were, 
in his judgment, wisdom and virtue enough in both 


| nations to prevent war. War! about what? The 


use of a river of very little value! No. As the 
Senator from Kentucky said the other day, he 
would say, where was the use of negotiators and 
statesmen, if such a case could not be amicably 
settled? The maxim-—-not the maxim—but -the 
principle that regulated the policy of the nations of 
the world, was, that the preservation of peace was 
the highest duty. On that principle the United 
States had uniformly acted, and hence their pres- 
ent happiness and glory—hence the glorious spec- 
tacle thus presented to the world. And it was the 
solemn duty of the Executive to preserve that glo- 
rious picture unclouded. If, at the end of his term 
of four years, the present Chief Magistrate left. his 
country in that condition, he would indeed be 
gratefully remembered by men of all parties. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, f 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Executive business; and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were re-opened, and it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Taurspay, March: 26, 1846, 

The Journal of yesterday was- read and ap- 
proved. f : 

Mr. G. DAVIS rose and moved a suspension of 
the rules, to enable him to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER said the motion would not now 
be in order, because there wasa resolution pend- 
ing at the adjournment last evening, which was a 
privileged question. 

The SPEAKER then, by consent, laid before 
the House the following r 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report of the survey of Green Bay, in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, made by Captain Williams, in 


| compliance with a resolution of the House of the 


17th ultimo; which letter and report were laid.upon 
the table. mane Re ior cts 

A map accompanying this report was. referred 
by. the Clerk to. the Committee on Engraving. 

A. letter fromthe Secretary, of the. Treasury, 
transmitting, in obedience to the joint resolution of 
the two Houses of. Congress of. the 15th.of June, 
1844, a report of the statistics of the United States; 
which report was-laid upon the table. l 

A, letter from the Secretary of the. Navy, trans- 
mitting, in pursuance of. law, 175. copies of the 
Navy. Register for the year, 1846; which letter was 
laid, upon. the table, and the said, registers were dis- 
tributed to the members. of. the House. 

; DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 

The House proceeded to-the consideration of the 
unfinished busiiiess of yesterday, being the resolu- 
tion of Mr. McK AY, providing that'all debate on 
the bill “to supply deficiencies’ in the appropria- 
tions for certain objects, made for the servicé of the 


fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1846,’? should 
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terminate in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union this day at three o’clock. 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. i 

_ Mr. COBB asked for the reading of the resolu- 
tion; which was read. 

The question, ‘Shall the resolution be laid on 
the table??? was then taken, and decided in the 
negative, as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, William W. 
Campbell, John I. Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dixon, John H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Gra- 
ham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Herrick, Hilliard, Hough, 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P, King, Thomas 
Butler King, Lewis, Levin, McGaughey, McHenry, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pollock, Rhett, Ju- | 
Hus Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawyer, Seunan, Severance, 
Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Trumbo, Vinton, White, | 
Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Bedinger, 
James A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrough, Win. 
G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chip- 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunning- 
ham, Danicl, Darragh, J. Davis, Dobbin, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac 
E. Holmes, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hungerford, James B, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
James H. Jounson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Pres- 
ton King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
McClean, McClelland, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moul- 
ton, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Rath- 
bun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Alexander. D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, Sykes,. Thomasson, 
James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway,. Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- } 
ward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—98. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

And the question recutring on its adoption, 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend it by substi- 
tuting three o’clock to-morrow for three o’clock j 
to-day. ; . 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 73, noes 81. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question again recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution, ; 

Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL asked the yéas 
and nays, which were refused. 

And then the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. Preston Kina, of New 
York, in the chair. 

Mr. SAWTELLE rose, and asked leave of the 
House to make an explanation, which being grant- 
ed, he said: The honorable member from Alabama, 
{Mr. Payns,] in his remarks of yesterday, alluded 
to the select committee which was raised a few 
weeks since, by order of the House, with instruc- 
tions to investigate and inquire into the alleged 
abuse of members in the sale of books, documents, 
&e., and expressed his hopes that the zeal of the 
committee had in no degree abated. i 

Had I been in my seat at the time, from which 
I was temporarily absent, I should have given the 
gentleman the information which I now desire to 
do. The committee, of which I have the honor to 
be chairman, have had the subject under consider- 
ation, but are not yet prepared to report to the 
House. The powers granted to said committee 
are very extensive, and impose a task which can- 
not be accomplished ma day, ora month, but re- 
quires time. ‘The resolution also directs the com- 
mittee to report what order ought to be taken in 
relation to books and documents, now 1n posses- 
sion of the Clerk of the House. Upon inquiry, 
the committee have ascertained that a large num- 
ber of books, consisting of odd volumes and bro- 
ken sets of various works, have accumulated, to 
an alarming extent, in and about the Capitol, and 
they have instructed the librarian to make an in- 
ventory of the same, for the inspection of the 
committee. That service had not yet been com- 
pleted, although the librarian was diligent in his 
labors to do so. g 

I know, sir, that it is a thankless office to be 
compelled to inquire into the sins and disorders of 
others, and often subjects the persons necessarily 
engaged in it to the charge and imputation of pos- 
sessing a cynical temper. But however disagree- 
able it. maybe, I believe that your committee will 
honestly, fearlessly, and religiously discharge their 


duty. Knowing full well the warmth and energy 
with which my honorable friend from Alabama ever 
and always espouses and investigates every subject 
submitted to him for his consideration, whether in 
the House or the committee-room, I will, with 
great frankness, assure him, that:if he can, in the 
least degree, accelerate the movements of the com- 
mittee, I will ask to be excused from further ser- 
vice upon the same, and request of the House, as 
a particular mark of favor, that my friend may be 
substituted in my stead, 

Mr. PAYNE ‘said, I hope not, sir. If, upon ex- 
amination, it should be ascertained that no case 


had occurred in which members had sold the books | 


given to them by Congress, and pocketed the pro- 
ceeds, I cannot consent to deprive: my honorable 
and esteemed friend of the pleasure he must derive 
from announcing the fact to the country, and there- 
by vindicating Congress from existing suspicions 
of its integrity. 

If, upon the other hand, it should be found that 
members had actually sold the books thus obtain- 
ed, he desired to be spared the mortification the 
duty of announcing the fact would occasion him. 
He felt fully sensible his friend would be pained, 
deeply pained, if the examination should criminate 
any one. But he (Mr. P.) felt fully sensible that 
his honorable friend would also discharge his whole 
duty under any and all circumstances. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved to lay aside the bill 
under consideration yesterday, with a view to take 
up the bill to give to every man, maid, and widow, 
160 acres of land. 

The motion was rejected. 

And the committee resumed the consideration of 
the bill to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for certain objects made for the service of the fisca. 
year ending the 30th of June, 1846. : 

Mr. COBB gave notice of the following amend- 
ment which he intended to offer at the end of the 
69th line, and which was read for information: 

“ And that the proper accounting officers of the 
treasury are hereby authorized and directed to 
allow to W. H. Stiles, chargé d’affaires to Austria, 
his salary from the 10th day of May to the 30th 
day of June, 1845, and to pay the same out of any 
unexpended balance of the appropriations for sala- 
ries of the chargés d’affaires of the United States.” 

Mr, C. briefly explained the object of the amend- 
ment, stating that it had the approbation of the 
Committee on Forcign Affairs, and that the pro- 
priety of it was sustained by a letter from the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Mr. McILVAINE rose and commenced to speak 
to an item appropriating $630,000 for transporta- 
tion of troops and military supplies, the purchase 
of horses and military equipments, and various 
other expenses attending the transportation of the 
army to Texas, and supplying its necessities after 
arrival in Texas. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the committee 
had reached the item on which the gentleman was 
addressing the House? 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman had a 
right to speak to the item. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was not in order to 
speak to the item unless some motion was made in 
relation to it. 

Mr. McILVAINE said that the item had been 
spoken to in debate yesterday; but, to remove all 
difficulty, he would move to strike it out. 

Mr. McILVAINE then remarked that the ap- 
propriation which he had moved to strike out was 
to cover the expense of the < military occupation 
of Texas.” e was opposed to it because the 
expense was incurred without the authority of 
law. It was the unauthorized act of the President. 
Texas was nota State of the Union at the time this 
expense was incurred by the marching of troops 
into her tetvitory. He referred to the valedictory 
address of President Jones and the inaugural ad- 
dress of Governor Henderson, delivered at Austin 
on the 18th of February last, to show that on that 
day Texas passed from a Republic to a State of the 
Union. Previous to that time Texas was recog- 
nised by the American Government as an indepen- 
dent State, her revenue laws were in full force, and 
the commercial relations of the two countries were 
as with other independent Governments. The Pres- 
ident had no more right (said Mr. Mc.) to send 
an army into Texas, before it became a State of 
the Union, than he had into Canada, Cuba, or any 
other friendly country. He knew that, as com- 
mander-in-chief of the army, he had the right to 


-tion was, that, b 


dispose of it as he deemed the. safety and interests 
of the country should require; but. in the exercise 
of this power he was limited, in: time of peace at 
least, to the bounds of the: Union. wi, Meee 
Texas. had 


But (continued Mr. Mel.). suppose 
been a State of the Union, there could have. been 
no necessity for military protection to her. Accord- 
ing to the arguments of. the friends of annexation, 
one of the strong objections urged against annexa- 
bringing Texas into. the Union, 
we should adopt her: wars. How was it. met? 
That she had no wars; that the Mexican war upon 
Texas was but a ** paper war,” and had so been 
for the last seven years. | “ads ao 

Mr. Mcl. read from the President’s Message;to . 
show that the Union had been “ peacefully ex- 
tended.” : 

It had been said that Texas would add strength 
to the country; that it was necessary for the “pro- 
tection of the southwestern frontier.”? This argu- 
ment was advanced he believed by General Jack- 
son, and it had been reiterated upon this floor and 
elsewhere; and yet the first act of your Govern- 
ment, after the process of annexation had com- 
menced, was: to’ fortify Texas with the whole dis- 

osable military-and naval-force of the country. 

he whole northern, western, and. southwestern 
frontier was literally stripped of its defences. to af- 
ford protection to Texas: so that that which was to 
give strength to the country required the entire 
strength of the country to defend tt. i 

Mr. Mcl. here referred to the remark of the 
President in his Message, that annexation “ was 
the deliberate homage. of each people to the great 
principles of our Federative Union’’-that “the 
jurisdiction of the United States had been peace- 
fully extended to the Del Norte.’ Deliberate hom- 
age of each people! What are the facts? A large 

art of the province of New Mexico, with its cap- 
ital, Santa Fe, lies east of the Del Norte, and em- 
braces a portion of the very people who, according 
to the President, arc paying ‘‘ deliberate homage” 
to the great principles of our Union. And yet 
these very people are now represented in the Mex- 
ican Congress, : i : 

Mr. Mci. denied that there ever had been a 
Texan settler on the Del Norte, and referred to the 
report of the. Secretary of. War to. show that the 
settlements on that river were Mexican, and not 
Fexan, and so acknowledged by our Government. 
He referred to the existence of Mexican laws. in. 
Santa Fe, and the collection of: duties. upon mer- 
chandise imported from the United States, collected 
by Mexican officers under- Mexican. laws.: FHIe 
also quoted a letter written by a citizen of ‘Texas 
to New Orleans in July last, in which the writer 
says: ‘The old boundary was the Nueces, and its 
line is within thirty miles of San Antonio; the. dis- 
tance thence to the Del Norte varies from 200 to 
300 miles.” * * * c We thought it better for 
Texas to occupy that position before annexation.” 
Texas thought it better to plunder Mexico of a 
part of her territory before annexation, and ask us 
only to protect her in the possession of her plun- 
dered property. 

Mr. Mcl. repeated that Texas did not extend to. 
the Del Norte, and the President, in ordering the 
army to its banks, was invading Mexico. And if 
the country shall be plunged in war, with its rivers 
of blood and its millions of debt: it ‘will be for 
what? Let Texans themselves answer.: ‘The let- 
ter to which he had already referred contained these 
words: §* Unless we -oceupy that. river ((the.Del 
Norte) there is no locality for slaves west of the Colora- 
do.” Here we have.the express admission that 
itis to sustain slavery and slave labor. ; 

Mr. MclI. said he had opposed the annexation 
of Texas, not only because ie believed it to be un- 
constitutional in substance and in form, but be- 
cause it was avowedly and designedly to support 
and extend slavery: He denied that there was 
any power in the Government to tax the people of 
the free States for its support. The South could 
enjoy it, if they chose, to their hearts’ content: the 
North would deprecate the evil, but it would not, 
it could not interfere; but it would not consent to 
be taxed for its support. 

We have been told (said Mr. Mel.) that Texas 
would “bring wealth to the North.” What is 
the prospect? More than half the public bills 
which have been passed’ during the present session 
have been in relation to. Texas: all of which re- 
quire expenditure of money immediately or. pros-, 
pectively. One of these was a_post-route. bill; it 
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B 
a report of the Postmaster General, made in ae 
year 1833, it appears that the cost of transporting 
the mail in the slave States over and above the 
amount. paid by them into the treasury for postage 
during that year amounted to $577,290, whilst the 
free States paid into the treasury for the same time 
an excess of $245,442: By another report of that 
officer, made for the year. 1841, there appears a 
deficiency in the South in like manner amounting 
to $603,303, and an excess in the North of $343,- 
964, showing a deficiency for the slave States of 
about $600,000 a year, which hàs to be paid out 
of the treasury of the people, half of which is paid 
by the people of the free States in postage. Why 
is this so? Is there anything in the geography of 
thecountry? Anything in the climate? Ina pre- 
ponderance of old States North and of new States 
South? Neither, neither! It is the blight of sla- 
very hanging over your land, and we are now ask- 
ed to submit to further taxation for its support; 
for no one will pretend to say that the new State 
Sr Toxa will be a better customer than her old 
sisters. 

Mr. Mcl. then referred to the public lands, and 
said that he had not the documents before him 
to show the fact, but it had been stated upon that 
floor and in the public prints, and he believed had 
never been denied, that while the northern States 
had paid into the treasury an excess over expend- 
itures of about forty millions of dollars, the South 
showed a deficiency of an equal amount. . If, then, 
this statement be truc, as he believed it was, the 
whole public domain, as far as it had been disposed 
of, had been absorbed by the South, 

_ Fie had undertaken to show, on a former ocen- 
sion, that there were no publie lands in Texas 
proper, and that if any be obtained they must be 
emner wronchilly wrested from Mexico or finally 
yielded up. 

How long, asked Mr. Mel., is this expense to 
continue? Indian titles are yet to be extinguished; 
the Indians themselves are yet to be removed from 
the State; Mexicans are to be driven from the soil, 
probably at the cost of a war; Southern planters 
are to be protected in the occupation of the valley 
of the Rio del Norte; and all this to sustain slavery 
and slave labor. But (continued Mr. Mel.) you 
may be told by the honorable chairman of the 

Sommittee of Ways and Means that the money 
is already expended; that ‘the faith of the Gov- 
ernment is pledged,” as in the case of the Indian 
bill. 

Sir, said Mr. Mel., the Constitution has placed 
the purse-strings of the country in the hands of the 
Representatives of the people. ‘No money shall 
be drawn from the treasury but in consequence of 
appropriations made by law.” What does this 
mean? Does it imply discretionary power in Con- 
‘press to judge of the merits of appropriations which 
it is called upon to make, or a positive obligation 
to meet all expenditures made in advance by the 
President? Does not the latter place the treasure 
of the nation at the unlimited control of the Presi- 
dent? Does it not emphatically unite the purse 
with the sword ? 

Where are the trusty sentinels now who watch 
with so much jealousy the accumulation of power 
in the Executive head? Where are the strict con- 
structionists who cannot find power in the Consti- 
tution to improve harbors, clear our rivers, and 
protect the labor of the country? Can they con- 
sent to this unwarrantable assumption of power, 
this reckless disregard of constitutional obliga- 
tions? 

He protested against this unconstitutional ex- 
penditure of the people’s money, in „the name of 
the freemen whom he represented—in the name 
of humanity and justice—in the name of the Con- 
stitution. te would warn gentlemen that, in the 
present progress of public opinion in the North, 
every attempt they made to impose upon them 
new burdens for the support of slavery would 
knock another stone from its foundation. Public 
opinion, said Mr. Mecel., is but beginning to move. 
The people of the North are én industrious, a la- 
borious, a patient people; but continue to trespass 
upon their rights, involve them more and more in 
the support of an Institution which they abhor and 

contemn; squander millions for its supportand de- 
fence: whilst your rivers and harbors go. unim- 
proved, whilst thousands of your fellow-citizens 


pene in watery graves for the want of safe har- 
ors and the removal of river obstructions; strike 
down the tariff by the aid of Texian votes, and 
you but hasten public opinion to its final conclu- 


sion. It is already aroused upon this subject. 
Look at New Hampshire; that State; which but 
a year ago was pointed to by one of its distin- 
guished citizens, (thena member of this House,) 
in connexion with this Texas question, as the only 
Northern State which could withstand the force of 
public opinion, hasbeen the first to fall.  , 

The people are inquiring into their constitution- 
al rights and liabilities; and when their mind is 
made up, they will take their stand upon the exact 
line of the Constitution, and there they will stand 
or perish in its ruins. 

The Constitution has been violated, broken up. 
A foreign Government and a foreign people have 
been brought into the Union; or rather a new 
Union has been formed, with a foreign Govern- 
ment and foreign people, by joint resolution passed 
by a bare majority of Congress. It remains yet 
to be seen whether the friends of the Constituuon 
will suffer this blotch to remain upon its hitherto 
fair face, or whether they will wipe it off by a re- 
peal of the unconstitutional law. - 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH gave notice of, and 
explained the necessity for, an amendment which 
he should offer when in order, for the purpose of 
transferring a part of an appropriation made at the 
last session of Congress for the purpose of paying 
the expenses of the Legislative Council of Florida. 
None of this appropriation had been expended. 
He wished to transfer that appropriation, or so 
much of it as was necessary, (for he believed but 
a small part would be necessury,) to pay arrearages 
to persons for services rendered under the laws of 
the United States, (which made it a debt due from 
the United States,) in prior Legislative Councils of 
Florida. ‘The Legislative Council of Florida had 
the privilege, by law of the United States, of sit- 
ting seventy days; but the act of Congress only 


made appropriations for fifty days. The very fact 
of the Paritary going into a State obliged them to 


sit longer—to sit sixty-five days—at an expense | 


beyond the amount of appropriations provided for. 
The services had actually been rendered, the debt 
was duc, He sent up the amendment to the 
Glerk’s table, where it was read for information. 
Mr. DOUGLASS, in reply to Mr. Mciuvaive, 
recurred at some length to the history of the an- 
nexation of Texas, and to the accompanying meas- 
ures, especially vindicating the action of our Gov- 
ernment in sending into that territory the army of 
occupation, which was designed: (he said) as a 
precautionary mersure—a measure of defence 
against threatened hostilities of Mexico, and with 
no intention of making an aggressive movement 
on Mexico. The State of Texas had accepted the 
terms of our resolution; and the anion, although 
the formalities had not all been gone through with, 
was substantially, and to all intents and purposes, 
complete; and ‘Texas was as much entitled to the 
defence of the General Government as any State 
of this Union. ‘The compact was formed, was ir- 
revocable, and was binding upon every man in this 
Union, whether he, before that time, was for or 
against the annexation. But it was immaterial 
whether the compact was complete or not. If our 
Government had scen fit to make the proposition 
of annexation to Texas, and, by that means, had 
brought down upon her an invasion, it was our 
duty to defend her. Mr. D. paid a high tribute 
to the sagacity, the Lata ase and efficiency with 
which the movement had been characterized, both 
on the part of the Exceutive who had planned and 
direstel; and of the officers and soldiers who had 
executed, and were still engaged in this service. 
Mr. D. digressed briefly into the merits of the 
annexation policy, and spoke of it as a measure 
which had worked out its own vindication in all 
sections of the country. It was a great measure, 
which appealed toall our interests, alike commercial, 
agricultural, and manufacturing; which was an im- 
portant step towards driving Great Britain from 
the continent, and which, in all its results, would 
promote the glory and honor of our Republic... In 
no district in the country could the people now be 
appealed to against it with any hope of success, 
unless it was by working upon their passions and 
prejudices. In this connexion, he spoke in terms 
of strong reprobation and contempt of the man- 
ner in which the subject of slavery had been drag- 
ged in upon this and upon other occasions by a 


cu 

Fin this portion of his remarks, Mr. D. yielded 
for explanation to Mr. GIDDINGS, and on a 
point of order to Mr. CULVER.) , . 

He came from a free State; but he believed this 
agitation could do no good, but, on ‘the contrary, 
harm to all sections of the country, as well-as to 
the slave himself, and tended to keep up heart- 
burnings and jealousies between the North and 
South. He had no favor to the fanatics upon either 
extreme, for he believed them about equally fa- 
natical. Were these frequent inflammatory: ap- 
peals, this lugging in the subject of slavery, and 
connecting it with the tariff, with the river and har- 
bor bill, &e.; and all these movements on the part 
of abolitionists, intended to prepare the people of 
the North, by exciting their jealousies, for a com- 
bination to dissolve this Union? He had recently 
seen that petitions had been presented to the Le- 
gislature of a northern State in favor of a dissolu- 
tion of the Union. He repeated his regret that 
the member from Pennsylvania, or that any other 
member, had felt it his duty to connect this subject 
with any measures which were dear to him, (Mir, 
D.) Butif the question of the improvement of 
rivers and harbors was to be sacrificed, or be re- 
quired to join’ in this fanaticism, this insidious 
attempt to excite one part of the Union against an- 
other, they would find him condemning évery com- 
bination of that kind, for the purpose of preserving 
the peace, harmony, and durability of the Repub- 
lic. He should listen with no complacency to any 
such threats or intimations. For one, he intendcd 
to vote to reduce the tariff, and all he feared was 
that the committee would not bring ina bill that 
would go far enough. He intended, furthermore, 
to continue to vote for river and harbor improve- 
ments, and his southern friends upon the other side... 
could not drive him from it so long as the measure 
was within the provisions of the Constitution and 
the wants of the country. 

Mr. D. touched upon other points, in the course 
of his remarks, further giving way to Mr. MciL- 
VAINE for explanations. 

Mr. STANTON gave notice of an amendment 
he intended to offer, and explained it in a few 
words, ` . 

Mr. McKAY obtained the-floor, with a view 
(as he expressed) of making some explanations of 
various items of the bill. 

Mr. CHIPMAN (and others who were contest- 
ants for the floor) raised the point of order that 
Mr. McKay, having spoken once, had no.tight to 
the floor again while others wished to speak, 

A scene of confusion and disorder followed, 
which was finally terminated by Mr. McILVAINE 
offering to withdraw his amendment, and Mr. Mc- 
KAY waiving his claim to the floor. 

Mr. G. DAVIS was next recognised -by the 
Chair, and occupied the floor during most of his 
hour, taking a wide range of discussion. «He first 
protested against the hot haste with which this bill 
was being pressed through under the conduct of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. A bill appropriating (as he computed) 
nearly two millions, and sought to be passed by the 
committee in two days. Connecting this with the 
military bills, and the recommendations. in ‘refer- 
ence to. an increase of military’ defences, received 
by the military committee from the Executive de- 
partment, and not presented:to the House, he ask- 
ed the honorable gentleman near him, [Mr. Burr] 
and the committee, whether the committees of this 
House were the organs of this Howse or the or- 
gans of the Government? By what right did the 
Committee on Military Affairs of this House keep 
up a confidential communication with. the Execu- 
tive department, and refuse to give to the House 
the information which they received ? 

Mr. BURT said the communication alluded to 
yesterday wes tinde Without the solicitation of the 
committee, and from the impulse 
of War himself. sisi ace cas) 

Mr. DAVIS said the point which he made was 
that. any official communication involving the in- 
terests of the ‘country, and a large expenditure of 
money, coming from the Executive branch of the 
nee reposed in the knowledge of a 

is committee for the recommendation 
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of that committee to the House for its adoption, 
was not and could not become a subject of confi- 
dence to be withheld from the House. 

Mr. HARALSON said he would ask the gen- 
teman, [Mr Davis,] as he had been propound- 
ing questions to members of the Committee, on 
Military” Affairs, to express to him and-to the 
House whether if he [Mr. D.] were the recipient 
of a confidential communication from. any depart- 
ment of the Government, with the-express decla- 
ration that its publicity would work detriment- 
ally to the public interests, he would feel“ himself 
at liberty to make it publie at thé interrogation of 
any member of this House? He would take oc- 
casion to state that, when that communication was 
received by him as chairmain of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, it was promptly submitted to 
the committee while in session, and read’ before 
them; and it was the: opinion of the committee 
then that it ought not to be made public, as it con- 
tained facts in relation to the defences of the coun- | 
try that ought not to be published to the world; | 
for he concurred in the opinion expressed by the 
head of one of the bureaus, that the information 
which it contained would be most eagerly sought 
by. any Government designing hostilities against 
this country, or looking to the probability of their 
oceurrencee at a future day. The whole of it 
should be made public, if the House should so 
order. He took occasion, however, to say that he 
thought parts of it would be entirely improper to 
publish. ; / i 

Mr. DAVIS, in reply, said, as. a private indi- 
vidual, he would feel himself bound to keep secret 
any. confidential communication to him; but when || 
an official communication from the executive || 
branch of the Government was made to him as a 
member of a committee for the action of that com- |i 
mittee and of the House, as a Representative of the 

cople he would nòt receive it in confidence, and 
ip would think that by so receiving it he would 
violate his duty to his constituents and to the 
country. ae 

Mr. HARALSON (Mr. Davis again yielding 
the floor) said that no action which had taken 

lace in the House at all had any relation to the 
information which had been obtained; and before 
action was proposed upon any measure which 
Rad been recommended, and which had relation to 
that communication, such parts of it as it was prop- 
er to make public should most certainly be com- 
municated to the House. i . 

Mr. DAVIS said he was not arguing this case 
particularly, but had reference to the great principle 
involved with reference to the practice of the House 
and its mode of doing business; and he maintained 
that no communications from the Executive could 
be made to this House except through the Speaker 
of the House. ‘ 

Mr. HARALSON said the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs had received no communication from 
the Executive at all. ; 
ceived were from the Secretary of War; and this 
was nothing but the usual practice. It was expect- 
ed that the heads of committees should confer freely 
with the heads of the different departments. 

Mr. DAVIS considered it, although coming nom- 
inally and immediately from the department, in 
fact, a communication from the Executive; and he 
referred to the message of the President to the Sen- 
ate a day or two since, in which the President, in 
so many words, had..declared his approval and 
sanction of the recommendations of his officers; 
and he protested against this practice, which bad 
surreptitiously grown up in this Government for 
the last fifteen or twenty years, of important com- 
munications bearing on the legislation of the coun- 
try, being made from the Executive to the com- 
mittees of Congress. : , 

Healso complained that the estimates for this 
bill were not regularly laid before Congress at the 
commencement of the session, and urged that the 
President should have taken the responsibility of 
boldly and openly before the country asking. for 
this appropriation of money, and that it should not 
be attempted, under a bill “ to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations, to get through this large 
amount without printed estimates, or without its 


being fairly brought out to the House and the jj 


country. i : 

Mr. McKAY said the estimates were all printed. 
. My. DAVIS. When?. : 

Mr. McK AY. When the bill: was reported. 


| inquired of its chairman ( 
| he considered himself instructed by any confiden- 


All the communications re- |} 


+ ed. worthy of calm investigation. - 
Mr. S. JONES inquired of the geutleman how. 
| long the Whig majority of the Twenty-seventh 
! Congress allowed for the consideration of the re- 
peal-of the Sub-Treasury? If he.mistook not, it 
was pressed through without any debate what- 
ever. : : = 

Mr. DAVIS said that was a different matter, and 
had been, year after year, before Congress and the 
people.. But supposing the Whigs had done wrong, 
It was. no justification for wrong now on the part of 
the party now in power. 

M . JONES. Did you vote for the passage of 
that bill in such haste? 

Mr. DAVIS was understood to reply that he 
did. ; 

Mr. JONES. Then you cannot complain now. 

Mr, DAVIS repeated that that was not an anal- 
ogous case ; it was. not upon a bill asking appro- 
priations of upwards of $2,000,000. 

After other remarks; Mr. D. passed on to the 
inquiry relative to the fact of similar communica- 
tions having been made from the Executive de- 

artment to the Committee on Naval Affairs as had 
ba, laid before the Military Committee, and he 
r. Hormes) whether 


tial communication the Executive had made from 


| answering the House when asked? 


Mr. HOLMES replied that he considered him- 
self and the committee as the organ of the House, 
and as its chairman he would receive no confiden- 
tial’ communication, if offered to him, which he 
would not reveal to the House. 

Mr. DAVIS inquired what increase of the navy 
was recommended by the department? 

Mr. HOLMES said, in reply to a resolution of 
the Committce on Naval Affairs, asking what addi- 
tion to the navy the exigencies of the country re- 
quired, the Secretary of the Navy made a report 
in which he recommended ten steamers, speaking 
generally of other means of defence, but making no 
other specific recommendation. He would state, 
also, that the committee considered that communi- 
cation as very unsatisfactory ; and, accordingly, his 
friend from Georgia, [Mr. Kine,] whose interest 
in the navy was perfectly well known, and whose 
zeal manifested itself on every occasion to promote 
the interests of that arm of our defence, felt himself” 
bound to call upon the Secretary of the Navy, and 
ask him for estimates, and a more specific account 
i of what measure he considered necessary; for really 
| the committee were at a loss to tell, from the com- 
munication of the Secretary of the Navy, whether 
! anything more than ten steamers was demanded. 
| The Secretary sent them no further communica- 
| tion; but told that gentleman that there was before 
| the Senate committee a communication from the 
heads of the bureaus, and when he received the 
papers again he would transmit them; accordingly, 
after several days, the papers were transmitted, 
without any communication, verbal or written, 
| from the Secretary of the Navy, leaving them in 
i doubt whether the recommendation. of the bureau 
for a great augmentation of the navy, both in ves- 
sels and men, had the sanction of the department. 
And those papers he (Mr. H.) did feel himself 
bound, with the assent of the committee, tolay be- 
fore the House; whether the House would think 
proper or not to make them public by printing 
| would be for them to determine. But the com- 
mittee felt it to be their duty to lay them before the 
House, as they were the organ-of the House; not 
of the Administration, and let the House act as 
they pleased upon them. He called upon his 
| friend, [Mr. Kixe,] to sanction what he had said. 
Mr. ICING rose to respond to the appeal but— 
Mr. HOUSTON and Mr. DROMGOOLE rose 
į to order, and insisted upon Mr. Davis’s proceed- 
| ing, or yielding the floor altogether. 
| r. DAVIS accordingly resumed, and conclud- 


; ed his remarks. 

About five minutes remained of the time allotted 
to debate. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE obtained the floor and made 
! a few humorous remarks in reply to Mr. Davis, 
which elicited very general merriment throughout 
| the House. He inquired if there was any part of 
| the bill which Mr. D. would vote against; to which 
| receiving (as was understood by the reporter)'a 
| negative reply, he considered that a very good an- 


‘Mr. DAVIS further complained.of the want of 


| time that was given for deliberation upon this bill, 
‘and read various items, each of which he consider- | 


|| Wright, Young, and Yost—85. 


| John H. Campbell, 


i| ningham, Daniel, 


| swer to the gentleman’s speech of nearly an hour ||! 


against the bill... He also: referred: te. the factthat 
the bill, instead. of being sprung upon: the House, 
was reported.on the 23d of February, and:had 
béen open to.the examination of every member 
from that time. -cez iate ue : 

Mr. DAVIS said it-was the closécof the debate 
so suddenly of which he complaineds.. 6. ees 

Mr, DROMGOOLE insisted that the gentleman 
had said that the bill -was:sprung upon them. But’ 
if the gentleman had read and examined the-bill; 
he ought to be competent at all times. to:vote- upon 
it, whether-the House’ were or not.. He consid- 
ered all that his friend had said relative to the tariff; 
the Documentary. History, the British . interest, 
British Whigs, &c., although: they might:be: vety 
good ad-captandum arguments, wholly irrelevant.to 
the bill; and. again asked the gentleman, if there 
was any part of the bill against which he would 
voie, to inform the House. i : 

No reply was- heard. at the left of the Speaker, - 

Mr. CHIPMAN, in the minute. and a half re- 
maining, urged: that the officers and soldiers who 
had done duty in Texas, should be paid; and. even 
if the Executive had. exceeded his constitutional 
authority. in ordering them there, that the punish- 
ment should not be visited upon the gallant poor- 
paid soldier. ; os Ls 

The hour of three having arrived—. oo °. 

The CHAIRMAN announced ‘that. the. debate 
had (in. pursuance of the order of the House of this 
day). terminated, and that the committee would 
proceed to vote. i 
l Mr. RATHBUN moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. S. JONES raised the point of order, wheth- 
er the committee could now rise under the- order 
of the House? i re 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 

And the question being. taken on the motion of 
Mr. Ratugun, the vote stood—ayes 81, noes: 76. 

So the committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. BRODHEAD suggested the propriety of 
calling the committees for reports. : 

A message was received from the Senate, inform- 
ing the House that that body had passed*a bill au- 
thorizing. the Secretary of the Navy to contract for 
the purchase of American water-rotted. hemp for 
the use of the. navy. Brg ohh SEES, oor 

Mr. RATHBUN. said he. rose toa privileged 
question. He moved. to. reconsider the vote by 
which the House had. resolved that the debate on 
the bill to supply deficiencies in appropriations 
should terminate to-day. - : 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF inquired: whether. the 
| gentleman voted in the affirmative on that resolu- 
| ton? : h 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays'on the-mo- 
ton aa reconsider, which were subsequently- or- 

ered. f 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES asked the House to 
take up and dispose of the bill which had. just 
| been. reported from the Senate. It was very im- 
portant to the hemp-growers, and had been acted 
upon in the Senate out of the regular order of 
business. 

Mr, BRINKERHOFF rose to a point of order. 
He wished to know: whether. the gentleman who 
made the motion to reconsider had voted in the 
affirmative. : a , 

Mr, RATHBUN was understood.-to. say, that, 
after having voted for his own. amendment, which 
was rejected, he had voted. for the adoption of the 
resolution... .. ; cs Ce a tate 
| The question, ‘‘ Shall the vote-be reconsidered”? 
was then taken, and resulted as follows; >. ; 
. YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John: Q. Adams;: Arnold; Ash- 
mun, Baker, Barringer, Bell, Milton Brown, Burt, Willinm 
W. Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, 
Elsworth, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, 
Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Her- 
rick, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leib, 
Lewis, McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, James MeDowell, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, 
| Niven, Owen, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rhett, 
i Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Seaman, Severance, Truman 
| Smith, Caled B. Smith, Stewart, St. John, Strom, Thibo- 
| deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Trumbo, Vinton, 
| Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodworth, 


| NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
| Bayty, Bedinger, Benton, Biges, J. Black, J. A. Blaék, Boyd, 
| Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Cobb, Collin, Cullom,. Cummins, Cita- 
Dargan, J.Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
Droomgole, Dunlap,’ Erdman. -Ficktin, : Fries, 
es, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harman- 


Chipman, Clarke, 


Douglas: 
Garvin, 
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W. Hubarå, 
James H. Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Sea- 


“son, Hoge, Hopkins, ‘George 8. Houston, E. 
James B. Hunt,- Charles. J. ‘Ingérsol, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
born. Jones,’ Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Levin, Ligon; Lumpkin; McClean, MeCrate, McKay, Bark- 
ley: Martin, Moulton,:Parrish, Payne, Pertill, Phelps, Price, 
Reid, Ritter ; Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims,, Leonard iL. Sims, Simpson; Thomas 
shilpa Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Jas. Thomp- 
son, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tredway, Wick,}Williams, Wil- 
mot, Woodward, Yancey, and Yell—96. ; 

So the vote was not reconsidered. 

Mi. THOMAS B. KING rose to make an ex- 
planation in reference (he was understood to say, 
though scarcely heard) to a remark made by the 
chairman. of the Committee on Naval Affairs, (Mr. 
IL E. Houmns.} ` : 


Objections were made. 
AMERICAN WATER-ROTTED HEMP. 


The bill from the Senate, (on the Speaker’s ta- 
ble,) authorizing the Secretary of the Nary to con- 
tract for the purchase of American water-rotted 
hemp for the.use of the navy having been taken up, 
and having been read a first and second time by i s 
title, i 


portant bill, and that it had passed the Senate, by 


general consent, without going on the docket, [fit | 


was not passed at once, he was informed that many 
persons would be prevented from planting hemp itt 
the season for planting it. Ee asked therefore that 
the House would act upon it at once. 
_ The bil having been read through for informa- 
tion, 
Mr. P. KING inquired if it necessarily involved 
an appropriation, and therefore must be committed ? 
The SPEAKER thought not. 
So the bill was ordered to a third reading now. 
„And having been read a third time by its tide, 
“Mr. LEAKE moved that it be committed to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, with instructions to 
insert the following words: 
“ Provided, That American water-rotted hemp 
can be had as cheap as other hemp.” 
And the afirmative vote having been taken, stood 
60. 


Mr. LEAKE now asked the yeas and nays on 
his motion, which. were refused, 
‘The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative without a division. 
So the motion to commit was rejected. 
_And:then the bill was passed, 
Mr. McKAY (at half past three) moved the 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole j 


on the state of the Union. 
Pending which motion, 
The’ House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 27, 1846. 
“The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER proceeded: to call for reports } 


from committees. / 
Mi. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 


Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse re- | 


port upon the case of William Fuller, late a mail 
contractor in the State of Georgia; which report 
was laid upon the table. . 

On motion of Mr, McILVAINE, | 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Post Office 

and Post Roads be discharged from the considera- 
tion of the cases of George Hale and George V. 
Mitchell; and of citizens of Northumberland coun- 
ty, in the State of Pennsylvania, for an annual sal- 
ary to the postmaster of that place; which petitions 
were laid upon the table. 

Mr. PAYNE, from. the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to amend and con- 
tinue in force the act to incorporate the Inhabitants 
of the. city. of Washington; which: bill was read 
twice and committed. ae 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported -a:bill: to’ reorganize the Treas- 
ury Department; which: bill was read: twice and 
committed. : : : 

Ow motion of Mr, RATHBUN, 
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Mr. I. E. HOLMES said that it was a veryim- | 


Ordered, That the said Committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of Joseph D. 
Hills, and that it be committed. — 


Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of members of the bar of western Michigan, 
for a division of the State into judicial districts ; 


-which was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. VINTON, 
Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the resolution 


them to inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
bill providing for the appropriation of a suficient 
sum of money to complete the marine hospitals 


| commenced on the sites owned by the United States 


near Pittsburg, in Pennsylvania; Louisville, in 
Kentucky; and Cleveland, in Ohio. Also, from 
the consideration of the petition of citizens of Ohio 
for the reduction of appropriations for the support 
of the army and navy. Also, from the considera- 


tion of the petition of citizens of Summit county, | 
Ohio, for the improvement af the Maumee river; | 
and that said resolution and petitions be leid upon | 


the table. 


Mr. LIGON, from the Committee of Claims, |) 


made adverse reports upou the enses of Gideon | 


Walker and of Alexander King; which reports were 


| laid upon the table, 


Mr. L. also. from the same committee, to whieh 


was referred the resolution from the Senate for the n 


i relief of Peter Gorman, reported the same without <i 
j amendment, aerompanied by n report in writing. 


Ordered, What the said resolution be committed. 


Mr. DANIEL, from the sime committee, made li : : ; ; 
uy : i the city of St. Louis, for a marme hospital, ač- 
companied by a report in writing; which bill was 
made l read twice, and committed. 
John i 
a bill į 


an adverse report upon the memorial of J. W. 
Crane; which report was hud upon the table. 
Mr. D. also, from the same committee, 


W 
Beatty, and S 


Mr. POLLOCK, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill supplementary to the joint resolution 
authorizing the accounting officers of the treasury 
to audit and settle the accounts of Wii P. Zani- 


zinger, approved 15th of June, 1844, accompanied | 
by a report in writing; which bill was read twice | 


and committed, 


On motion of Mr. P., 
Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 


‘charged from the consideration of the petition of 
| James J. Mackall, and others, heirs and represent- 


atives of Captain John G. Mackall, and that it be 
laid upon the table. 


Commerce, reported bills of the following titles, 
viz: 

A bill concerning the custom-house at Castine, 
in the Sinte of Mame; 

A bill relating to the collection district at New 
Orleans, and for other purposes; accompanied by 
a report in the first-mentioned case; which bills 
were severally read a first and second time, and 
committed. 

Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Engraving, 
reported the folowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the map accompanying Doc, No. 


162, relative to the transportation of the mail be- | 


tween this and foreign countries, as transmitted to 
this House, be published with the said document 
which has been ordered to be printed by the 
House. 
Which resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. HILLIARD, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported the following 
resolution, viz: ; $ 


Resolved, That so much of the letter of the Post- | 


master General addressed to. the House, under 
date of March 9th, 1846, as relates to the estab- 
lishment of an Atlantic line of mail-steamersy be 
referred to the favorable consideration of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Meahs, that thé appropriation 
asked for by the Postmaster General may be pro- 
vided for. 


| 


| 
| 


ae New SERIES... 


| ‘Which resolution was agreed to. i 
{ Mr. HILLIARD, from. the same committee; to 
‘which was referred the. said letter from the Post- 


[master General, relative to the transportation of 


the mails between this and foreign countries, made 
a report upon so much of the same as relates toan 
Atlantic line of steamers; which report was laid 
‘upon the table. i 

And, on motion of Mr. H., five thousand extra 


1 . 
i copies were ordered to be printed. 
i Mr. GILES, from the Committee on Commerce, 


: OR vented a bill for eliet sd River Rail- 
of the House’of the 13th of January, instructing |i reported a bill for the relief of the Red Rive } 


road Company, accompanied by a report m wrie: 


| ting; which bill was read twice, and committed. 
l 


Mr. TIBBATTS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to amend an act entitled «An 
act to provide for the better security of the lives of 

assengers on board of vessels propelled in part or 
in whole by steam,” approved July 7th, 1838, ac- 
companied by a reports which bill was read twice. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, from the minority of said.com- 
mittee, reported an amendment to said bill. Or- 
dered that said bill and amendment be committed., 

Mr. MeCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of James Frazier; which report was laid upon 
the table, ` 

Mr. MeCLELLAND, from the same committee, 


i to whieh the petitions upon the subject were re- 
i ferred, reported a bil concerning certain collection 


districts, and for other prrposes; which bill was 
read twice, and committed. ty ‘ 

| Mr. McC. also, from the same committee, re- 
| ported a bill making appropriations for the pur- 
chase of a site, with the buildings thereon, near 


Mr. SIMPSON, from the Committee on En- 
graving, made an adverse report upon the case of 
Thomas Sanford; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Ofiize and Post Roads, reported the following 
resolution; which was agreed tos wy 

Resolved, Vhat 5,000 extra copies of the report 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
on the subject of the foreign mail steamers be 
printed for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Rid R 


On motion of Mr. GRIDER, & 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of Sally Ketchum, and that it be laid upon 
the table. : SS 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made a report upon the case of-John 
McAllister, accompanied by a bill forhis relief; 
which bill was read twice and committed? 
| Mr. LUMPKIN, from the same committee, rei 
| ported a bill to amend an act entitled Anactto pro- 
| vide for the payment of horses or other property’ 
‘Tost and destroyed in the military service of the 
| United States,” approved the 18th day of January, 
| 1837; which bill was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. FICKLIN, from the Committee on: Revo- 
į lutionary Claims, made a report upon the case of 
, the heirs of General Thomas Sumter, late of South. 
| Carolina, accompanied by a bill-for their relief; 
| which bill was read twice and committed... 


On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, 
| Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
i Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
' petition of the widow of Thomas Gibson; and that 
‘it be committed. : : 
| Mr. GRIDER, fiom the same committee, re- 
| ported a bill to establish a board of commissioners 
| to examine and decide certain claims against: the 
| United States, accompanied by a report; which 
| report was.comunitted. 
i Mr. R. CHAPMAN offered the following reso- 
tution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the J udi¢iary 
| be instructed. to inquire into the expediency ofal- 
lowing the United States attorney for the northern 
| district in Alabama additional compensation for: 
“attending the courts and acting as district attorney 


March oT. 


for the middle.district in said State, under the act 
establishing said middle district. 

Mr. B. THOMPSON, from the Commitiee on 
Military Affairs, made a report upon the petition 


of Bennett M, Dill, accompanied by a bill for his | 


relief; which bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the same committee, to | 
which the subject was referred, reported a bill for | 
the commencement of fortifications at Sackett’s | 
Harbor, New York, accomnanied by a report in! 


writing; which bill was read twice and committed. 
Mr. NIVEN, from the same committee, to 


which the subject was referred on the 20th of Feb- | 


ruary Jast, reported a bil authorizing an appro- 
priation to construct works of defence on Dau- 
phin Island, Alabama, and at Proctor’s Landing, 


Louisiana, eccompanied by a report in writing; | 


which bill was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. YE 
Affairs, to which the subject was referred, report- 
ed a bill to establish an armory at Fort Massac, in 


the State of Ilinois, accompanied by a report in ; 
writing; whieh bill was read twice, and commit- | 


ted. 


Mr. Y. also, in pursuance of notice heretofore ; 
given, asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill : 
to establish a board of commissioners to examine |! 


and decide certain claims against the United States; 
which bill was read twice, and committed. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on the Mi- i! 
titia, to which the subject was referred, reported | 
a bill to regulate and enforce returns for the mili- : 
‘| tions of Francis Green, Benjamin Flansford, the | 
‘| heirs of Mary Patton, Jedediah Morse, Hannah | 
| Beck, Jeremiah Eliott, and fudith E. Eggleston, | 
and asked that the committec be discharged from ; 
their further consideration, and that they be laid | 


tia‘and for other purposes, accompanied by a re- 
port in writing; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. 

On motion of Mr. ARBOTT, 


Ordered, That the same committee be discharged | 
from the consideration of the petition of Thomas ! 


Abbott, and that it be laid upon the table. 


My. S. D. HUBBARD, from the Committee on | 


the Militia, reported a bill to aid and encourage 
the States respectively to raise, and organize, and 
officer, a levionary corps within cach of the same, 


and for other purposes, accompanied by a report | 


in writing; which bill was read twice and commit- 
ted. 
Mr. FICKUIN, in pursuance of previous no- 


tice, asked, obtained Jeave, and introduced a bill |) 


for an act to grant eighty acres of land to each 
head of a family, under certain conditions; which 
bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING, from the Committee 


on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the petition 


of John G. Warden, reported a bill for his relief; - 


which bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. D. P. KING, from the same committee, 


made a report upon the memorial of Tames P. Es- 
py, accompanied by a joint resolution, for apply 
ing Espy’s ventilator to the hall of the House of 
Representatives and to the Senate chamber; which 
resolution was read twice and committed, 


Mr. WOOD, from the same committee, made a | 


report upon the memorial of Wilmer Shields, of 


New Orleans, one of the heirs of Thomas Shields, |! 
accompanied by a bill for the relief of his legal | 


representatives ; which bill was read twice and 
committed. 


Mr. DOUGLASS, from the Committee on Ter- | 


‘| said books out of the contingent fund of the House | 
| of Representatives at the contract price, which shall ! 


ritories, to which was referred the bili to define the 
boundaries of the State of Towa, and to repeal sa 


much of the act of the 3d of March, 1845, as relates | 
to the boundaries of Iowa, reported an amendatory | 


bill. 
Ordered, That the said bill be committed. 


Mr. DOUGLASS, from the same committee, || 


reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the 20th, 2ist, and 22d days of | 
May next be set apart for the consideration of | 
business relating to the Territories of Towa and | 


‘Wisconsin. 
Which resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. T. B. KING, from the Committee on Na- |: 


val Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
James Hamilton and Ph. Schuyler, reported a joint 


resolution for the purchase of the right to use their | 


invention for sawing ship timber; which resolution 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. M. L. MARTIN, by leave, presented a re 
port of the House of Representatives of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, with the report of Captain 


Barney, upon the subject of the improvement of 


YELL, from the Committee on Military |! 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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| the harbor of Potosi, in Wisconsin, together with 

i| a map of that improvement; which reports were 
committed, 

Mr. GRIDER, from the Committee on Revolu= 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
executors of Colonel Abraham Bowman, deceased; 
‘| which bill was read twice and committed. 

l Mv. GRIDER, from the minority of the Com- 

|| mittee on Revolutionary Claims, made an adverse 

report upon the petition of Francis Lloyd, the 
i 


i} administrator of the estate of Surgeon John Rob- 
il erts, deceased; which report was 
table. 


: Intionary Claims, made an adverse report upon 


report was laid upon the table. 

4, Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, to whom was referred 
: the memorial of Mrs. Martha Gray, widow of 
Captain Robert Gray, the discoverer of the Colum- 
bia river, reported a bill granting her relief, accom- 
panied by a report; which bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered 
i} to be printed. 

| Mr. B. also reported a bill for the relief of Pat- 
; riek Masterson; which was referred to the same 
committee, and ordered to he printed. 

i| Mr. B. also reported adversely upon the petition 
| 


of Mrs. Lucy Davis; which report was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. ; 
Mr. B. also reported adversely upon the peti- 


upon the table. : 
On motion of Mr. B., the committee was dis- 


morials of Moses Noyes and Major Moses Van 
Campen; and the same were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion of Mr. B., the petition of Stephen 
Renton was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

Mr. SYKES, from the Committee on Patents, 
| reported a bül for the relief of Benjamin Tatham, 
Henry B. Tatham, and George N. Tatham. 

Mr. HARMANSON, on leave given, and in pur- 
| suance of previous notice, introduced a hill to cede 
| Jands to certain parishes in the State of Louisiana, 
ias a levying fund; referred to the Committee on 
i Public Lands, 


Judiciary, reported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Commitice of the Whole 
: House on the state of the Union be discharged 


: gress, and that the whole subject be referred to the 


i mittee be, and they are hereby, directed ..to pur- 
chase the said tenth volume, of such person or per- 
‘sons as will furnish the same at the cheapest rate, 


| the quality of the work considered: and the Clerk | 


of this House is authorized and required to pay for 
i : a 
i be reported to him by said committee. 


And the question recurring on the adoption; 


| tion. 

| Mr. RATHBUN sustained it by afew words, 
| and thea moved the previous question. 

Mr. COBB asked him to withdraw it. 

Mr. RATHBUN declined. 

And the question being taken, the affimative vote 
ii stood 39, noes not counted. 

, So there was nota second. 


ii resolution; 


| Mr. COBB opposed it. 


inserting: 


| to inquire into the publication of the tenth volume 
of the Laws of the United States, and of the copy 


i 


laid upon the : 
Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Revo- | 


i the petition of the widow of Samuel Scott; which - 


charged from the further consideration of the me- | 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the |} 


i from the consideration of the resolution reported | 
| by the Committee on the Judiciary, relating to the: 
ii purchase of the tenth volume of the Laws of Con- į 


; Committee on Engraving; and that the said com- į 


Mr. McCONNELL moved that the resolution į 
he laid upon the table; which motion was rejected. | 


Mr. WINTHROP briefly opposed the resoln- | 


And the question recurring on the adoption of the | 


“That a select committee of three be appointed | 


of said laws, as authorized by the last Congress, .! 


H and to purchase the usual number of copies of said: 
i volume, where they can procure the best at the: 
| lowest price.” = Coogee Ae et 
| Mr. THURMAN made a few remarks in favor 
| of the original resolution. | ae 
| Mr. BIGGS made some inquiries from Mr. Win- 
| prop as to the present state of the publication by. 
! Messrs, Little & Brown;.to which ‘ ae 
| Mr. WINTHROP. replied. : gene 
i The question was then taken on the amendment: 
| of Mr. GORDON, and it was agreed to. s 
| And, as thus 
adopted, 

The following is the committee 
Messrs. Gorpon, Hupsow, and BELL. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill making appropriations 
for certain improvements in the Territory of Iowaz 
which bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported the follow- 
ing resolution: : 

Resolved, That thé Committee of Ways and 
Means be discharged from. the further considera~ 
tion of the resolution instructing them. to inquire. i 
into the expediency of directing the United States 
Mint and its branches to convert all foreign eoin- 
which is, or may be, owned by the General Gov- . 
ernment into the legal coin of the United States. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, made a report upon. the 
petition of Abraham Ansmen, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which bill was read twice and” 
eommitted, : 

Mr. BELL, from the same committeé, made. 
adverse reports upon the petitions of P. Branch, J. 
Klive, and D. Towle; which reports were laid 
| upon the table. f ` 

On motion of Mr. B., è a g 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of B. Cressey; and that it be committed. 

TA message from the. Senate by Mr. Dickins, 
their Secretary: Pey E 

Mr. Speaker: The Senate have passed a bill 
entitled ‘An act for the relief. of George Wan- 
thing,” in which-I am directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the House.] an ae : 

Mr. BOBERT SMITH, by direction of the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, moved that, the ` 
memorial of Robert Mills, relative to his improved 
|| road-way be printed; which motion was agreed to. . 
| Mr. PERRY gave notice of a motion for leave 


| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 
| i 
i 


amended, . the resolution. was 


appointed; 


i| to introduce a bill to surrender the stock held by 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. : 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, made reports upon the petitions of G. Kel-, 
ly, B. Allen, and A. Goodwin, accompanied by a 
report in each case; which reports were severally 
read and committed. 


| On motion of Mr. MOULTON, 

_ Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from ihe consideration of the 
petitions of Wm. Brown, N. Cole, jr., A. Dough- 
ty, D. P. Perkins, B. G. Perkins, J. Sylvester, S. 
|| Page, J. Sianet, S. Thue, S. Bladgett, J. Hanigan, 
i J. Dutton, and Wm. Pittman, and that they be laid 
| upon the table. : 


$ 

| Mr. GOODYEAR, from the Committee on` In- 

| valid Pensions, made a report upon the’ petition of 

J. Dussean, accompanied by a bill for. his. relief 

which bill was read twice and committed. : 
On motion of Mr. G., by leave, ~ ~~ s 

Ordered, That the petition of Martha Olney be 


i| committed. 


On motion of Mr. P. KING, 

Ordered, 'That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 
petitions of Moses Holden, Stephen Barton, David 
Sage, and John Mitchell; also, Asa Sprague, Dan- 
iel Dugan, Levi H. Parrish, Eliphas C, Brown, 
Orinda Cooper, Otis F. Ladd, William Slocum, 
| and Giles London, and that they be laid upon the 
| table. si 
| 
i 


2 


| Mr. MOULTON, from the same committee, 
: made a report upon the petition of John Campbell, 
i accompanied by a bill for his relief; which bill was 
i read twice and committed. . 7 

: Mr. M. also, from the same committee, made. 
; adverse reports upon the petitions of B. Rowe, S. 
Caswell, B. Wright, O. Herrick, M. Davis, and 


1846. 


J. Plummer; which reports were laid upon the 
table, l : 
Mr. PRESTON KING, from the Committee on 


Invalid - Pensions, made a report upon-the petition | 


of Justin Jacobs, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which bill was read twice dnd committed. 
Mr. K. also, from the same committee, made a re- 


por upon the petition of Daniel Pratt, accompanied | 


y a bill for his 


and committed. 
Mr. K: also, from the same committee, made ad- 


relief; which bill was read twice 


verse reports upon the petitions of Jonas D, Platt, | 


Jotin Ingraham, Wm. H. Wilson, Charles Wads- 


worth, and March Farrington; which reports were | 


laid upon the table, 


Mr. DELANO, from the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Surra- 
nus Cobb, accompanied by a bill for. his relief; 
which bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made ad- | 


verse reports upon the 


which reports were laid upon the table. 

Mr: ATKINSON, from the Committee on Rev- 
oluticnary Pensions, to which was referred the bill 
providing a similar compensation for the officers 
and soldiers who served in the Indian wars prior 
to the treaty of Greenville, in 1795, as is now au- 
thorized by law to be paid to the officers and sol- 
diers of the revolutionary war, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report. ad- 
verse to the passage of the bill: ordered that the 
said bill be committed. 

Mr. DELANO, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, made a report upon the memorial of | 


Thurman Gallusha and others, accompanied by 
a bill to repeal an act granting a pension to Peter 
la Allens which bill was read twice and commit- 
ted. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revo- 
Jutionary Claims, reported. bills of the following 
titles: ` 
A bill for the relief of EDzabeth Betts; 

A, bill for the relief of Mary Phelps; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Segar; 

A hill for the relief of Catharine Fulton; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth K. Brunot; 

A bill for the relief of Polly Damron; 

A. bill for the relief of Francis Hutinach; 

Which bills were each accompanied by a report; 
read twice, and committed, 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. SEAMAN 
asked, obtained Teave, and introduced a bill for the 
relief of James Jones; which bill was read twice 
and committed, 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revo- 


jutionary Pensions, made adverse reports upon | 
the petitions of Sarah Hammond, widow of J. | 
Hammond, Elizabeth McClain, widow of Joshua |! 
McClain, Susan Aldrich, widow of Gustavus AL | 
drich, Joanna French, widow of Nathaniel French, t 


Abigail Church, widow of J. Church, Abigail 
Lindley, widow of Lieut. Levi Linley, Roxanna 
Moore, Sally Tyler, Charity Chatfield, Esther 
Humphries, Anna Bissell, Manice Buckman, Poll 
Mahl, Elizabeth Randolph, Polly Owen, tuldah 
Saxton, Sarah Scove, Catharine Adair, M argaret 
Corwin, Catharine Jackson, Ann Pearsey, Re- 
becca Boyd, Hannah Stevenson, Tfaldah Norris, 
“Anne Royall, Nancy G..Van Rensselaer, John 


Vice, John Reed, Peter Dunbar, Mott Wilkin- | 


son, Keziah Hobart, Frederick Gibbs, Levi Ni- 


chols, aud Noah Clark; which reports were laid | 


upon the table. ‘ ; 
Mr. BENJAMIN THOMPSON, from the Com- 


mittee ov Military Affairs, made‘a report upon the | 


petition of Bennett M. Dill, accompanied by a hill 


for his relief; which bill was read twice, and com- 


mitted. , 
Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on Revo- 


lutionary Pensions, made a report upon the peti- | 
tion of Jonathan Brown, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief; which bill was read twice, and commit- | 


ted. , 
Mr. J. also, from- the same committee, made 


adverse reports upon the petitions of Jacob Pat- 

rick, Susan Belknap, widow of Isaac Belknap, Eli- 

zabeth Grinnell, widow of John Redington, and of 

Nicholas Otman, Abraham Bouck, and Peter and 

William Otman; which reports were laid upon the 
ble. 

On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFYF, | 
Ordered, That the Committee on Military Af- 


t etitions of John Downs, | 
George Norton, Daniel Morse, and Jared Gossage; | 


} 
| 
jf 
i 


i 
| 
road from Fort Adams to Newport, in Rhode 
i| Island; also, from the consideration of the petition 
|| of William W. Hubbell, asking Congress to ap- 
propriate money to continue experiments in his 
explosive shell; and also, from the consideration 
Í of the resolution of the House of December 9th, 
| 1845, referring so much of the Annual Message of 


|} States, to forts, fortifications, and militar posts 
|| on the line to` Oregon, &c.; and that they be laid 


i upon the table, 
| On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 


| praying the establishment of an armory at Tusea- 
ij loosa, and from the petition of citizens of Lancaster 
| county, Pennsylvania, relative to the advantages 
| offered by Cohimbia as a site for one of the na- 
| tional foundries proposed to be established, and 
ii that they be committed, 
| On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

| Ordered, That the Committee on Military Af- 
i fairs be discharged from the consideration of the 
| 
| 


letter of John A. Webber, military storekeeper at 
| Watertown, Massachusetts, relative to the pay of 
i military storekcepers, and that it be laid upon the 
table, 

Mr. BRINK ERELOPE, from the Committee on 
| Military Adirs, made an adverse report upon the 
l petition of Richard Pitzpatriek; which report was 
i 
{ 
| 
Í 


{ 


laid upon the table. 

My. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Camnit- 
| tec ou Indian Affairs, reported n bill to repeal an 
‘act entitled An act for the relief of the Stockbridge 
I tribe of Indians,” approved Mareh 3, 1843, and for 
|i other purposes, accompanied by a report in wri- 
i ting: whieh bill was read twice, and committed. 

i Mr. BENTON, from the same committee, made 
j! an adverse report upon, the petitions of Shapen- 
i doshia and nine other Miami Indians, and of David 
i} Foster and other white men, praying that the said 
ji Indians be allowed to remain and receive their au- 
i nuities in Indiana, which reports were laid upon 
i the table. 

‘| On motion of Mr. HARALSON, 

Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be discharged from the consideration of the 
memorial from the military convention of Pennsyl- 
vania, on the subject of the militia system, 


Mi. ANDREW TOANSON, in pursuance of 
previous notice, asked, obtained leave, and intro- 
duced a bill to authorize every poor man in the 
United States, who js the head of a family, to enter 
one hundred and sixty acres of the publie domain, 
‘without money and without prices’? 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CATHCART, from the Cammittee on Pn- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Thomas Murray, Jr., at- 
companied by a report in writing; which bill was 
! read twiee and committed. 

Mr. JACOB ‘THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
i tee on Indian Affairs, made an unfavorable report 
upon the petitions of James E. Rawlings, and the 
heirs of John Motlow; which reporis were laid 
upan the table. 

Mr. BOWLEN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report upon. the petition of 
James Journey, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
i kef which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr, MORSE, by leave, presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of Louisiana, relative to the erec- 
i tion of such fortifications and armaments as will 
effectually secure the city of New Orleans from in- 
yasion: which resolutions were committed. 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS, from the Commit- 

i tee on Private Land Claims, made an adverse re- 
i; port upon the petition of Mary Nations, widow of 
| Christopher Nations; which report was laid upon 
: the table. : 
i Mr. A. also, from the same committee, made a 
i report upon the petition of Jose Carxillo, accom- 
į panied by a bill for his relief; which bill was read. 
twice and committed. 


On motion of Mr. CLARKE, 
i! 


the consideration of the bill to construct a military ; 


the President of the United States as relates to the | 
condition and operation of the army of the United ; 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Af : 
fairs be discharged from the consideration of the | 
joint memorial of the Legislature of Alabama, | 


which bill ; 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary | 
` + i + Co Nites! SPRS } m $ : 
fairs be discharged from the consideration of the ii Claims be discharged from the consideration of the « 


tion of the heirs and representatives of Ferdi- 
‘| nand Hopkins, deceased; also, from the petition 
i, of the heirs of Jacob Cohen; also, from the peti- 
tion of Lucy Alexander and others, heirs of Dr. 
Lawrence Brooke; also, from the petition of the 
heirs of Alexander White; and that they be laid 
upon the table. . g 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made unfavorable reports upon the 
petitions of Ira Baldwin, heir of. Adino Goodenough š 
and Jacob Ken; which reports were laid upon the 
table 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Revo- 
| futionary Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of the widow of Samuel Scott; which. re- 
P 


| 


ort was laid upon the table. : 


THE NATIONAL DEFENCES. 


The Committee on Naval Affairs having been 
‘| called — i 
|| Mr. J. E. HOLMES rose and said: 
| Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected that yester- 
i day, in answer to an inquiry put to meas chair- 
i man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I said that 
| the Secretary of the Navy had sent in a communi- 
il cation recommending the building of ten steam- 
| vessels; and that he had subsequently transmitted 
ii a report from the heads of bureaus containing cer- 
| tain recommendations, Which had been sent to the 
| Senate; but that he had made no communication, 
| either approving or disapproving, endorsing or dis- 
;avowing these recommendations. It is due to 
| the Secretary, however, that I should send to the 
{| Clerk’s table.to be read, as 1 now do, a letter which 
Í he did send on that oceasion. The House can 
li then judge whether there was or was not any sane- 
ij tion or disapproval of the recommendations of the 
E bureas. . 
i The SPEAKER. Does itcome from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs ? 

Mr. HOLMES. Yes, sir. : 

The letter was then read, as follows: 

“Navy DEPARTMENT, | 
“ Washington City, January 14, 1846. 
“Sir: J have the honor to enclose, for the information of 


the Naval Committee of the House of. Representatives, a 


copy of a report made to this Department by Commodores 
Morris, Warrington, Crane, and Shubrick, in reference to 
the necessity and manner of increasing the Navy. 

“The resohition of the Senate committee having been 
somewhat more specifie in its inquiries than. that. of the 
House committee, the enclosed copy will be found more 
detailed in its statements than that whieh. I had the honor 
to transmit to you during the last week. 

« Very respretfully, yours, 
« GHORGE. BANCROFT. 
€ Hon. E E. Hones, &e., ke.” 


The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman 
propose to dispose of this letter? 
i Mr. HOLMES. I move that it be laid on the 
|! table, and printed. 
i Strong objections were made, especially to the 
printin 


| 
i; g. 
i 
i 
i 


i 
| 
| 
H 
1 
| 
i 

| 

1 


H 
i 
| 


| 
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|” Mr. HOLMES. It is due to the Secretary that 
; it should be printed. 

: Mr. CHIPMAN. Not at. all; it is a private 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy. 

po Mr. G. W. JONES demanded the yeasand nays 
$ on the motion of Mr. Homes, but withdrew the 
}! demand. 

| Mr. BURT rose 

i The SPEAKER, 

|! table is not debatable. 
| 


} 
i 


The motion to lay on the 
| Mr. BURT. f am aware of it. Ido not rise 
1, to debate. 

l The SPEAKER. What does: the gentleman 
| desire? ` 
|. Mr. BURT. I wish to inquire whether this 
|| communication embraces. also the communication 
| from the Secretary of the Navy. to which it refers? 
i. . The SPEAKER.. The Chair knows of no mo- 
i, tion to print. anything except what is before the 
| House. 

|. And the question being taken, the communica- 
tion was not laid on the table, nor ordered to be 
: printed. 

And no action was taken upon it. 

Mr. T. B. KING rose and said: I have been 


March 


to: 


Mr. G:S. HOUSTON, (interposing.) That is | 


not in order as a report from a committee.. I ob- i Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve | 


ject. It isa matter which the gentleman endeav- 
ored yesterday to cast upon this House, and which 
the rule precludes. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES. The committee have in- 
structed the gentleman to make a report, and he 
is now about to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


ly in the nature of a report from a committee. 
Mr. KING. I have not endeavored to cast upon 


this House anything which it was improper to ;; 


bring before it, nor to do any act which was not 
in perfect conformity with the views of the com- 
mittee of which Tam a member. 

Mr. CHIPMAN., Trise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. 


It is this: That it is not 


proper for a committee to make a verbal report to || 


the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
think that any report from a committee, whether 
verbal or in writing, is in order. 
tomary to make verbal reports, but the Chair 


knows of no rule of the House that prohibits them. | 


Mr. KING. 1 will detain the House only a few 
moments. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
thought it was due to itself, in consequence of the 


message which was transmitted to the Senate two | 


or three days ago by the President of the United 
States, to make a statement to the House setting 


forth the reasons why it had brought forward no | 


measures to provide for the increase of the naval 
service of the country. It is simply to exonerate 
themselves from any censure on the part of this 
House, or the country, that the committee desire 
to make this statement, 

The President of the United States, in his Annual 
Message of December last, recommended in gene- 
ral terms an increase of the naval force of the 
country, and especially of the steam branch of it. 
But no estimates from the Navy Department, em- 
bracing any views in relation to such’ increase, 
were sentin. The estimates from the department 
for tea repairs and increase of the navy were pre- 
cisely—-— 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, (interposing.) F rise to 
a point of order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Kise] will suspend his remarks. 
deman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is this: Whether it is not 
in the power of the FIouse to make an order re- 

ulring the Committee on Naval Affairs to submit 
their report in writing? Ifso, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is disposed to 


think that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Kina] |: 
cannot make, in the form of an official report, a |; 
verbal statement; because every report from a com- |! 


mitiee must be presented in some such tangible 
form as to be the subject-matter of any motion— 
whether to lay on the table, to commit, to post- 

one indefinitely, or any other motion—which may 
he submitted in relation to it. 

Mr. KING. Thave a paper here from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy which I propose to 

The SPEAKER. The House may give the 
gentleman leave to proceed, if it thinks proper; 
but the Speaker is of opinion that, without such 
leave, the gentleman cannot make his statement; 
because it presents no basis for the action of the 


House; or for a motion to print, which is a uni-! 


versal motion with reports of committees. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 

man’s procecding. 
Mr. KING. Tf hold in my hand a communica- 


tion from the Navy Department, of the 8th of | 


January last, which I ask may be received as part 
of the report which i am instructed to make. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a report from a commit- 
tee? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I object to the reading. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, (to the Chair.) 
Does the gentleman present this as the report of a 
committee? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already ask- | 


ed that question. 


Georgia | 
{Mr. Kine] is entitled to the floor if he has any- į 
thing to present to the House which is legitimate- ; 


The Chair is disposed to | 


It is not cus- | 


The gen- | 


Then I object to the gentle- |; 
i such, unless it comes in some tangible, palpable | 


hour had not expired. i 
The SPEAKER said it had expired. 


il itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
ii the Union. : 

Mr. DANIEL hoped the House would not put 
aside the regular orders of the day—the private 
i; catendar. 

Mr. KING inquired whether it was in order for 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] 
to submit this motion, when he (Mr. K.) was on 
the floor? E 
l! The SPEAKER said, that whenever the morn- 
‘ing hour had expired, it was in order to make any 
motion, no matter what report or what business 
was pending at the time. 

Mr KING. Ihad not yielded the floor to the 
gentleman to make any motion. 


| The SPEAKER. The gentleman had ceased to ! 


| address the Chair. 
| Mr. KING. 
| whilst I sent a communication to the Clerk's table 
‘| to be read; but I had not yielded the floor. 
| Mr. McK AY. As I understand that there are 
| yet many members who wish to make reports 
|i from committees, I will withdraw my motion. 

So the motion to go into committee was with- 
drawn. 


i quires of the gentleman whether it is a report from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs? 


i 
| which he desires may be read. The Chair now in- 
f 

f Mr. KING, 


I stated that I sent it to be read as 


| "Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, (to the Chair.) Can 


Jj 
j 
i "The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
| the gentleman has a right to present any paper 
‘| here, if it comes from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. After it has been presented, it is compe- 
|| tent for the House to decide what shall be done. 

i Mr. S. JONES rose to a point of order. He sub- 
|i mitted that the gentleman could only make a report 
j; from the committee in writing, such as they would 
ii be respousible for to the House. 

i Mr. BAKER. The Chair has decided that the 


i him take an appeal. 


{the gendeman from Georgia [Mr. Kine] has a 
|, right to make a written report from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, in any form he may please. 
|| The gentleman asks that the report may be read. 
‘| But that is a question for the House, not the 
li Speaker, to decide. A gentleman may ask for the 
ii reading, but the House must say whether the pa- 
ii per shall be read or not. 

i Mr. 8. JONES. I say this, that the gentleman 
sents it from the committee. 


: matter. 

Mr. KING. Icertainly did understand the Chair 
i; to decide, at the outsct of these proceedings, that it 
li was competent for a committee to make a verbal 
statement by way of report, and to substantiate that 
| Statement by papers. 
{ The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to be dis- 
| tinetly understood. 


the gentleman could make a report in any form he 
pleased, verbal or otherwise. But upon reflection, 
ii the Chair is satisfied that nothing can be called a re- 
port, or consequently be presented to the House as 


form, upon which the House can act. 

Mr. KING. Well, sir, I do not desire to detain 
i the House, or to do anything that conflicts with its 
; rules, its spirit, or its inclination. If the House is 
|; not willing to hear the verbal statement which I was 
i: directed to make, I will withdraw the paper I sent 
|| tothe Clerk’s desk; and submit it hereafter in wri- 


fairs. 
[Cries of ** Agreed—that is what we want.”’] 
So the paper, without having been read, was 
withdrawn, 


jl report shall be read. If the gentleman over the | 
| way [Mr. Jones] does not like the decision, let į 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that || 


cannot make an argumentasa report, unless he pre- | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands the | 


The Speaker, upon the first | 
| blush, when the gentleman first rose, thought that | 


ting as a report from the Committee on Naval Af- : 


| 
| 


i 


i] 
i| 
i| 

i 


i 
il 
H 


| b | 
t v . 
For the moment I had ceased, |, 200g money 


Mr. KING: [continuing and concluding:] And 
now I desire to make some reports from the ‘Com. 
mittee on Naval Affairs, which are m writing. =. 

[These reports will be found ‘ander the proper 
head.] : Bi nak ay a 

The House consented to. postpone other’ bysi+“ 


| ness, until the committees had been.called through.’ 


Mr. THOMAS B. KENG_ asked leave to pre~ 
sent a resolution, ; aes 
Objection was made. ` ce 
Mr. McIIENRY made a similar request, 
Objected to. M See Sore 
“RULES OF THE HOUSE. | 


Mr. WOODWORTH (leave having been, đe- 
nied) moved that the rules be suspended to enable 
him to give notice that he would ‘hereafter move 
the following as an amendment to the rules: ~~ 

‘ Resolved, ‘That the rule recently reported from . 
the Committee on Rules and adopted by this 
House, in relation to internal improvement bills, 


be applied to all bills raising revenue or appropri- 


Mr. W. asked the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Barringer, Bell; Biranchard,’ Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Car- 
roll, Catheart, Cocke, Coliamer, Constable, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Culver, Cummins, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jefferson 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, 
Foot, Fries, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Graham, Grider, 
Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, Jobn W. 
Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas B. King, Lewis, Levin, McClean, MeClel- 


| land, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mell- 


vaine, Marsh, Miller, Niven, Parrish, Perriil, Perry, Pollock, 
Ramsey, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, Root, Rank, Sawyer, 


| Seammon, Sehenck, Seaman, Severanee, Traman Smith, 


Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, 
Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Ben- 
jamin Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, 
Woodruff, Woodworth, Wright, Yell, and Young—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Burt, 
John H. Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipmar, 
Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dob- 
bin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Erdman, Faran; Ficklin, Foster, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, George S: Houston, Ed- 
mund W. Hubard, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Ligon, Lumpkin, James 
McDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Owen, Payne, 
Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Alexan- 
der D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Stanton, 
Sykes, Tredway, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, 
Yancey, and Yost—71. -> i 


So, two-thirds not voting in the afirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. a 
THE NATIONAL DEFENCES AGAIN. 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed to enable him to: offer the following resolution, 
which was read for information: ; 

Resolved, That the President be requested to in- 


i form this House whether, in his judgment, any in- 


crease of the army or navy be now necessary and 
proper, and if any,.what increase ought to be made 
to thearmy,, and what to the navy, respectively.” 

Mr. SCHENCK indicated a modification which 
should embrace the expense, but which Mr. Davis 
did not accept... 

Mr. BURT moved that the resolution be laid on 
the table. Š A 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution was not 
yet in possession of the House. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked the yeas and nays on his 
motion to suspend the rules, which were’ ordered; 
and being taken, resulted as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q, Adams, Amold, Baker, Bar 
ringer, Bell, Blanchard, Buffington, William W. Campbell 
Carroll, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Dargan; Dar- 
ragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Foot, Gen- 
try, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, John W. 
Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 


| Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, 
| Levin, Long, MeGangshey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, 
:| Miller, Moseley, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, Root, 


Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Triman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
son, Benjamin Thompson, Trumbo, Vinton, Winthrop, 
Wright, ahd Young—i. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, 
Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Callom, Cunningham, 


| Danicl, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 


Donglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, 
Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, 
Taralson, Harmansonu, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, 


i James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jofason, 


i! George W. Jones, Seaborn: Jones, Preston King, Law- 
i rence, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Ligon, Lumpkin, Me 


eCiean, 


56 
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McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, Me- 
Kay, Barkley Martin, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Per- 
ril,- Perry, Pheips, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Sawyer, Sawtelle, Scammon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, Robert: Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, St. Jobn, Sykes, James ‘Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wood- 
ruff, Woodward, Yell, and: Yost-—10i. i 


` So. the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- 
tion was not received: 
THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Athalf past two o’clock—- : 
Mr. PRICE (following up a motion made by Mr. 
Danwer., but withdrawn for the accommodation of 


the committees,) moved that the House go into | 


committee on the private calendar. 


The motion having been agreed to, the House ! 


resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the | 


state of the Union, Mr. Corzamen, of Vermont, i! 


in. the chair. 


The committee took up the private calendar, unc | 


der the ri 
fourth Fridays of the month. 


Many bills were laid over, objection having been |; Enero, 


made. 


After some.time, the committee rose and reported | 


to the Flouse bills of the following titles: 
A bill for the relief of Langley & Jenkins; 
A billfor the relief of John R. Williams; 
A bill for the relief of Charles McKenzie; 


be recommitted to the committee that reported it. 


A motion to adjourn, and a motion to go into: 


Union, $ 


p 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
were severally made and rejected, but uo quorum 
voted. 


A second motion to adjourn was finally decided, 4 


by yeas 74, nays 65, in the affirmative. 
So the Elouse adjourned, 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- | 


sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr, A. JOHNSON: The petition of Russell Gors, 
praying Congress to grant hin a pension: which was reler- 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GILES: ‘The petition of General Tobias K. Stans- 
bury, of Maryland, a soldicr of the Revolution, praying tor 
a pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition for a mnil route 
from Chicago, via Steam Mill, Edward Eldvege's, Warren- 


vile, and Snyders Milla, to Auroras retbrred to the Cony | 
"Khe remon- i 


mittee on the Past Office and Post Rouds, 
strance against a division of Greon Bay land dintriet: ro 
red to the Committee an Publie Lands. 


strictive rule as to debate on the first and | 


1 State. 
A bill forthe relief of David E. Williamson; and : 
A bill for the relief of Cyrus Turner, with a re- : 

commendation that the committee be discharged | 

from its further consideration, in order thatitmight į 


The petition for a 


mail-route from Dutchman's Point, via Sherman, to Litte- | 
7 


ort: referred tothe Conimittee ou the Post Offiee and Post 
Roads. $ 

By Mr, REED: The petition of Alexander Porter, and 70 

other citizens of North Carolini, and Virginia, asking the 


establishment of n post-route from Jeferson, Nomh Caro» ; 


lina, to Greer’s, Virginia: referred to the Conmnittee ou the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. MORSE: ‘The petition of M., B. Davis, praying for | 
a compensation ofa tractofjand: reforred to the Committes ; 


on Private Land Claims, 


By Mr. JOSEPH J, McDOWELL: The meworial ofsun- | 
dry citizens of the State of New York, asking that the hav } 
of 1842, reorganizing the Naval Department of the United ; | 
States, be so amended as to prevent. naval ofticers holding |i ad valoren, and in favor of mininum values and specifie ii 
j ditties: f 


eommissions under the Government of the United States 
from being appointed as chiefs of the bureaus therein cre- 


ated, and authorizing the appointment of civilians to take | 


charge of the same: referred to the Conunittce on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BENTON : The memorial of 137 citizens of Mont- 
gomery county, New York 
newal of letters patent to 
provement in ploughs. 

By Mr. GOOPYEAR: The petition of Chester Jarvis, 
and 13 others, citizens of Otsego county, New York, pray- 
ing for an increase of duty on coarse wool. A like petition 
of A. G. Moore, J. K. Lull, and 28 others, citizens of Otsego 
county, New York: referred to the Committce of Way: 
and Means. : : 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: The memorial of Joseph 
J. Walker, in behalf of sandry claimants for servives and 
supplies rendered and furnished to troops in Florida: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affirs. 
the land oficcs at Newnausvilleand St, Augustine, Florida, 
asking compensation for extra duties imposed by the Presi- 
dent mid Commissioner of Publie Lands: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, ‘Ihe petition of citizens of 
Walton county, Fiorida, for the establishment of a post- 


Benjamin H. Wood, fer an im- 


route from Geneva, in Alabama, to Weheeanna, in Florida: | 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads. 


The petition of Mr. Price, of the State of Morida, | 


A petition trom : 


for compensation for military services: referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. ay M 
By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of She- 
boygan and Marquette counties, Wisconsin, praying that 


J ‘f Gabriet Friend, of ANeghany ennnty, Maryland, pra 
remonstrating against the re- | 
‘the Post Olies, Department as postnoster at Friendsville, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the time may be extended for proving up and paying for 
pre-emption claims upon the public lands. + 

By Mr. FICKLIN : The petition of B. J. Harris, and others, 
of Jasper and the adjoining counties, Hlinois, praying the es 
tablishment of amail, to be supplied with two-horse coaches, 
from Olney, in Richland county, via St. Marie, Newion, | 
the county seat of Jasper, and Greenup, the county seat of | 
Cumberland, to Charleston, the county seat. of Coles; and 
alzo a remonstrance, numerously signed, against the discon- 
tinuance of the route from Newtou, in Jasper, to Greenup, | 
in Cumberland: which said petition and remonstrance were = 
severally referred to the Committee ou the Post Office and : 
Post Roads. j 

By Mr. MeCLRAN: The petition of Jacob Lehman, a 
soldier of the war of 1812, for arrears of pension. The pe 
tition of Nicholas James, a soldier of the revolutionary | 
war fora pension. A i 

By Mr. HOGE: ‘The petition of 261 citizens of the State Í 
of Winois, and Wisconsin Territory, asking Congress to 
make an appropriation for the removal of obstructi i 
the Des Moines and Roek River rapids of the Mis 
river, ‘The petition of 20 other citizens of Rock Is! 
county, in the State of Minois, asking an appropriation for | 
the removal of obstructions in the rapids of the Mississippi 
tiver. The petition of 63 other citizens of the State of HH- 
nois, of Like import: which petitions were referred to the 
Commitee on Roads aid Ca 


By Mr. HHLELARD: A petition from John E. Jones, and ; 
others, in relation to the tenure of ottiee of steamboat in- | 
referred to the Counuittee on the Judiciary. j 

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: ‘The memorid of John N. Ve 
‘ord and John Scrivener, for additional compensation for |; 
Extra serviees ns messengers in the General Land Offiee, || 
ke. The petition of Wittian Colins ang one hundred j! 
others, sitizens of Preble county, Ohio, asking an appro- ;; 
; priation for the completion of the Cumbertaud road, in said |; 
Also. the petition of M, Miller and one hundred and jj 
twenty-eight others, for the same purpose. 

By Mr, DUNLAP: The memorials of C. Rogers and thir- : 
ty-four others, citizens of Freeport, and Asa Clapp and 
ninetwesiv otber ci s of Portland, Maine, remonstating 
against the withdrawal of bounties on pickled fish exported 
to ather countries: refereed to tbe Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

By Me NIVEN: Petitious font citizens of Liberty. Sul- 
fivan eounrs, New York, io favor ofa post-ronte from Mon- 
itero, Ne Ya to Coatilla, N. Yo: referred tothe Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, i 

ity Mr. TRUMBO: The petition and other papers of | 
James Parker, of Lawrence county, KRentueky. praying for | 
n pension for wounds reevived iu the servies of the United | 
States hy 1813: referred to the Committec ou Invalid Pen- : 
sions. i 

By Mr RELEE The petition of George Ramsay, of: 
Missouri, axking Congress to confirm to him a certain entry | 
made under authority ot the Conmussiorer of the General 
Land CHtiee, bur whieh was aterwards revoked. i 

By Mr. DELANO: ‘Phe petition of one hundred ana 
thirty-five voters of Léeking county, Ohio, praying for an 
appropriation for the ereetion of a wire suspension bridge | 
across the east branch of the Ohio river, at Wheeling, | 
Virginia. i 

Ry Mr SEDDON: The petition of the president and di- 
rectors of the Tredegar Company of Richmond, Virginia, i; 


e petition of |i 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, Also tt 

| citizens of Benton county, Florida, praying the establish- 
ment ofa new collection district on the Gulf of Mexico: re- ij 
i ferred to the Committee on Commerce, Also, the petition |i 
à r i 

į Allen J. Johnson and James S. Bell, for leave to reclaim, |! 
by draining, certain lands of the United States covered by || 
water, for a stipulated portion of the same: referred to the 
| Committee on Pablie Bands. 
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convention of Pennsylvania, on the subjeet of th 
ystent: referred to the Conmnittee on the Militia. 
MOULTON : "Phe memorial of the proprietors ol 
the Manchester mills, in New Hampshire, against a tariff ol 


e 


cit 
fj 
referred ta the Committee of W. 


avs and Means. 


Ying to li 
| be released from the payment of a note given for arrears due | 


Tarvland : ret®ered to the Commitce on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Ry Mr. STRONG : Fhe petition and remonstrance of ji 
> many citizens of Courtland county, New York, against the 
renewal of Wood's patent: refefred to the Committee on 
i Patents. 

Ry Mr, SEAMAN: ‘The memorial of Themas G; Talmage 
and 173 other citizens of Brooklyn, Long Island, praying for 
a reorganization of the Navy Department. 

: Mr. WOODRUFF: The petition of Orime Wilber and 
others, of South Richland, Oswego county, New York, fora 
national congress for settlemept of national disputes, and as 
a substitute for war. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: Phe petition of Mrs. Catharine L. 
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Hi 
ti 


| 
|| 


i 
i 
4 
H 


in the Indian hostilities of the Creek country. 

By Mr. NIVEN s 
Sullivan county, New York, praying for the passage of a 
law to pay the heirs of R. Montanya, deceased, for services 
rendered and suiferings endured in the revolutionary war: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Rufus K, Page 
and 100 other citizens of Hallowell, in Maine, that some 


f substitmte‘for war may be adopted in the settiement of dis- 


i ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


i Moines river 
i nals. 


i! eommnis: 
; rejmbnrsement of certai 


i! Jackson counties, and othe 


Moreland, of Alabama, praying payment for losses sustained |; 


: ‘Phe petition af Benjamin Montanya, of | Meeting of Friends. 
i tion of slavery. 


i 
i lake, Wisconsin: 
1 Office and Post Roads. 


putes between nations. M f 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: The petition of Antoine 
Wosdehofi, for petmit and patent of land to which he 
claims to be entitled under the occupation act: referred to. 
the Committee on Publie Lands- 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Th 
dery for. the refunding by the 
money paid by him for rent of a room for the use of the 
clerk of the United. States an at Norfolk, Virginia: re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. ` 

By Mr. DIXON: The memorial of B. Wolcott and 285 oth- 
er foreign and native voters of the town of Enfield, in the 
State of Connecticat, mostly manufacturers and operatives 
employed in the manufacture-of carpeting at. Thompson 
ville, in said town of Enfield, setting forth that their skill 
and Jabor are at once their capital and their chief means of. 
subsistence; and that, if Ieft to contend with the labor of 


e petition of A. Augustus Cow- 
United States of a sum of 


i! foreign lands, our workmen will be reduced t0 & similar 
i rate of wages, and a similar state of poverty; that under 
i ii the present tariff, they enjoy the benefit of protection from 
‘ competition with foreign pauper Jabor; that if the princi- 


ples of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury are car- 
ried out, their business will be ruined; “and praying that no 
change may be made in the present turiff—such a change 
heing calculated to injure the poor and the working man: 
reterred to the Committce of Ways and Means. Also, the 


‘memorial of J. S. Kellogg and 33 other citizens of Oneida 


county, New York, praying that the: office of deputy cus- 


i tom house officer located br Utica, New York, may be abol- 


ished: referred to the Committee on Comimerer, 

By Mr. DODGE: A petition from sundry citizens of 
Iowa, praying that the lands upon which Fort Des Moines 
is located, may be granted to the county of Polk in said 
Territory : referred to the Conmittee on Public Lands. Also 
a petition fora mail route from Keokuek to Fairfield : refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also a petition (or a sufficient appropriation to erect a wire- 
suspension bridge across the Ohio river, connecting the 
national road in Virginia with the same road in Obio: re- 
Also n peti- 
ng that Skunk river may be declared navigable, 
rred to the Committee on Commerce. Also three 
Petitions praying an appropriation for a survey of the Des 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
Also a petition for an appropriation of $10,000 to 
bridge the Des Moines river: reterred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. Also three petitions praying a grant of 
three sections of the inundated lands in Green Bay bottom 
for the improvement of the ‘Territorial road from Burlington, 
to Fort Madisons referred to the Conunitlee on Publie 
Lands. Also a memorial of the Council and House of Rep- 
rescntatives of Towa, praying the passage of a law for the 

ate ot the mineral lauds: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, Also a petition from the board of county 
oners of Dubuque county, Towa, praying for the 
in sums of money alleged to have 
been wrongfully paid by said county on ount of the 
United States: referred to the Committee of Claims. Also 
petitions from the citizens of Henry, Scott, Jefferson, and 
parts of Iowa, praying an ap- 
propriation from Congress for the improvement of the Des 
Moines and Rock River rapids, in the Mississippi river: re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. Also a petition 


i| praying an appropriation for building a wharf at Keokuk 


Lee county, Towa : referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. Also petitions from the Legislatures of Wisconsin: 
and Iowa Territories, asking an increase of the salary of the 
Surveyor-General of those ‘Territories : referred tó the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. es 

By Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS: The memorial of the legis- 
lature of the State of Mis ppi, asking for the gradua- 
tian of the price of the public lands in that State known ag 


ji the lands ceded by the Choctaw Indians, and situate on the 


cast side of Pearl river: referred to the Committee on pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. . Also, a memorial to 
the Congress of the United States, from the legislature of 
Mississippi. asking a grant of Jand, to be used in the con- 
struction of a road, which will promote the early sale, and 
inererse the value of the publie domain in that State: re- 


i ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands, and ordered tohe 


printed, Also, another, asking a grant of land to aid in the 
reclamation from inundation of certain swamps in the coun- 
ties of Adams and Wilkinson, and for other purposes: re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. Also, another, in relation to the Leaf, Pascagoula 
and Checkasany rivers, and indicating the policy to be adopt. 
ed in reference to the publie lands Iving adjacent to those 


tional way, for a proposal to other Governments that a con- 
gress of nations may be assembled to form a code of inter- 


; national law, by which their varying interests may be deter- 


mined. 

By Mr. GARVIN: The petition of Joseph. Robinson, for 
bounty Jand; of Benjamin Perham, of like imports of Mary 
Green, of like import; of John Cripps, of like import; and 
of Tillinghast Mowry and Phebe Vaughn, heirs of John 
Mowry, of Jike import. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of George West, for 
pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 263 citizens of the city of 
Galena, in the State of Minois, asking an appropriation for 
the removal of the obstructions in the rapids of the Missis- 
sippi river: referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The. petition of W. W, Me- 
Louth and others, fora post-route from Fairfield to Dover, 
in. Lenawee country, Michigan. ` A 

By Mr. WOOD: The petition of the Genesee Yearly 

>of New York, in relation to the aboli- 


R 


By Mr. WENTWORTH : The petition of citizens of Me- 
Henry county, Hlinois, for a mail-route from Dorr, MeHenrv 
county, Ilinois, via Lake and Snyder’s Mills, to Geneva 

referred to the Committee on the Post 
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Saturpay, March 28, 1846. f 
The Journal of yesterday (the`reading having |: 
been dispensed with) was approved. i 
Mr. HENLEY, by leave, gave notice of a mo- || 
tion for leave to introduce a bil for the erection of 
a damat the falls in the Ohio river, for the pur- 
pose of improving the navigation of said river. 
Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Engraving, 
reported the following resolution: | 
Resolved, That the maps accompanying the re- |! 
port of the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice, as transmitted to this House, be published, 
with part of said report which has been ordered 
to be printed by the House; which resolution was 
agreed to. | 
A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose and asked leave to 
make a personal explanation. 

Leave having been granted, 

Mr. B. said: I do not take the daily National 
Intelligencer, but the tii-veekly only. ‘Therefore, 
for the first time this morning I have seen its re- 
port of the speech of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. McGavenry,] a portion of which places me 
in a ridiculous position; and one which is as un- 
true as itis ridiculous. The gentleman, speaking 
in opposition to the bill reported from the Com- 
mittece on Military Affairs, then under discussion, 
impuens the motives of members who favored its 
passage, and makes assertions characterized by 
what I cannot but consider an extraordiuary de- 
gree of recklessness. He says: 

“ He very well understood the maneeuvring that 
‘was going on. Certain men, by a gerrymander- 
‘ing operation, were brought into Congress to | 
‘misrepresent their constituents; and when they 
‘dreaded a reckoning, it might prove a very con- | 
“venient thing to retire from legislative toils to a 
‘postin the army. Provision must be made for | 
‘gentlemen so situated. Then members of Con- 
* gress might become colonels, while their cousins 


Sy 
‘and their brothers, and their family friends and 
‘dependants might be placed in the smaller posts, 
«It was a very easy thing to increase the standing 
‘army, but very difficult to decrease it after men 
‘had gota vested interest in a good living. When 
‘had the United States ever heen known to do it? 
* They had in one case, he believed, put a regiment | 
‘of mounted men on foot, but no general reduction 

t had ever taken place.’’ | 

The report then goes on to say: 

“ Mr. Brinkernorr here interposed to remind 
‘Mr. McG. that the present number of the stand- 
‘ing army of the United States was much less that 
“it had been at the close of the last war, and it 
would continue to be less, even should this bill 
€ pass,” 

Now, (continued he,) ‘Mr. Brixgernosr in- | 
terposed to intimate to Mr. McGavangy’’ no such 
thing. He did not allude to the reduction which || 
took place at the close of the last war at all. 
gentleman thought proper to construe his remarks | 
to that effect. He setup aman of straw, and then f 
knocked him down with an air of tiumph—a mat- |; 
ter very easy to accomplish. What he (Mr. B.) 
did say was, that the peace establishment after the | 
war, and the peace establishment before the war, | 
was greater than the present peace establishment, | 

f 
| 
| 


and greater than the present peace establishment | 
would be after it had been increased by all the ad- |! 
ditions proposed by the bill reported from the |; 
Committee on Military Affars. Yet the gentleman |! 
says that no such reduction has taken place. Now || 
the Secretary of War and the Commander-in-chief, |! 
(who is the gentleman’s candidate for the next 
presidency, I presume,) say directly the contrary. 
he report from the commanding general of the | 
army, (General Scott,) communicated to this House | 
at the commencement of this session, says: i 
“ Exclusive of commissioned officers, th 
peace establishment was, from 1868 to 1812, 9,198 
men; from 1815 to 1821, 11,596, (including, said $ 
Mr. B., not only Mr. Madison’s Administration ;! 
after the war, but the whole of Mr. Monroe’s first | 
term,) and at the date of the last reduction in 1842, | 
11,510; since that reduction, as at present, 7,833.” |: 
This is the true state of the case; and it con- | 
firms. what I said in the debate alluded to. H 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- | 
tees for reports. 


| 

i 

i 

i 

, | 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. | 


Thej l 


\| Dye coming up, 


| solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 


MelInvaiwe of Pennsylvania in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the private cal- 
endar. 

On a suggestion by Mr. GENTRY, 

The bill for the relief of George Mayfield, which 
had heretofore been objected to, was laid aside to 
be reported to the TTouse. 


The bill for the rclief of E. J. Weed coming up,- 


Mr. DANTEL briefly stated his reasons why 
he thought it should not pass. . 

Mr. POLLOCK said a few words in its favor. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved that the bill be 
reported to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass. 

The motion, by ayes 65, noes 49, was agreed to. 


So the bill was ordered to be reported to the | 


House, with a recommendation that it do not 


| Pass. 


The bill for the relief of Asa Armingion and 
others coming up— 

The report, ona call, was read. 

Messrs. HAMLIN and A. JOHNSON opposed 
the bill. 

Messrs. CONSTABLE and LAWRENCE 
brietly advocated it. 

Mr. GORDON moved that it be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do not pass; 
which motion, by ayes 80, noes not counted, was 
agreed to. 

So the bill was ordered to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do not 

ASS. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Ann Bruner coming 
up— 

The report was read. 

Also, on a sugeestion by Mr. MeGAUGHEY 
and Mr. McCLERNAND, the report made by a 
select commitiee during the last Congress. 

Mr. GROVER moved that the bill be reported 
to the Tlouse, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY spoke briefly in favor of 
the bill. 

Afier a few words from Messrs. McCONNELL, 
ASHMUN, and DANIEL, 

The bill was ordered to he reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass, 

The bill for the relief of William R. Saunders 
and William R. Porter coming up, 

Mr. THURMAN stated briefly the facts of the 
case, and expressed his own opinion to. be that the 
bill should not pass. : 

Mr. LEAKE called for the reading of the report, 
(which was read,) and made a brief explanation in 


: defence of the bill. 


After a few remarks from Messrs. JOSEPH J. 
McDPOWELL, PETTIT, RATHBUN, GID- 
DINGS, and J. JOHNSON, 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be reported to 
the House, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass; which motion was rejected. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

The bill for the relief of Lieutenant Jonathan 


"The report was read. 

Mr. GROVER asked some explanations. 

Mr. J. JOHNSON gave them. 

Mr. GROVER moved that the bill be reported 


i to the House, with a recommendation that it do 
i} not pass. 

A desultory discussion followed, jn which | 
| Messrs. THOMASSON, D. P. KING, GOR- 


DON, BARRINGER, HAMLIN, JOSEPH J. 


ii MeDOWELL, RATHBUN, S. ADAMS, DAN- 


IEL, J. JOHNSON, and B. MARTIN , partici- 
pated. 

ý The question on the motion of Mr. Grover was 
then taken, and having been agreed to— 

The bill was ordered to be reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

The commitice then rose and reported. . 

On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was discharged from the con- 
sideration of the bill for the relief of John Stock- 
ton, and it was recommitted to the Committee on 
Military Affairs- . 

On motion of Mr. DANTEL, the Committee of 


| the Whole was discharged from the consideration 
| of the bill to provide for continuing certain public 


works in the Territory of Wisconsin; 

And the bill to enable the Secretary of the Navy 
to purchase theright of using Mix’s patent manger- 
stopper ; 


jected. s 


| were agreed to. 


And they were committed to the: Committee -o 
the Whole on thestate of the Union. 200. 

Mr. JAMES A. BLACK moved that the Coma 
mitiee of the Whole be discharged from the farther” 
consideration of the bill for.the relief of Peter Gor”. 
man. ; . po 

Mr. B. said that Gorman was contractor for the : 
road from the Capitol to the navy-yard and ‘cons 
eressional burial ground. "The contract was- dtia: 
low price; the work was well done. All, I believe, 
(continued Mr. B.,) who have examined the facts 
are convinced of the justice of the claim. “The Sen- 
ate have acted promptly, and I learn unanimously. 
The committee of this House has done the sanie, 


' Gorman is a poor man, and now pressed for the- 


funds to payhis workmen. Gorman thinks, as he 


i has labored to smooth our path ‘to the grave, that 


we will not hesitate to acknowledge our obligation. 


| I hope the House will not disappoint this reason- 


able expectation. i 

The motion having been agreed to— = o, 

Mr. B. moved that the bill be puton its third 
reading. g Ro 

Mr. HOPKINS objected. to taking bills up out 
of their regular order. i 

Mr. BLACK said this was a peculiar case.. 

Mr. HOPKINS said there were many peculiar. 
cases. g 

Mr. BLACK moved the previous ‘question. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
(as to the ‘necessity of commitment, ) in which 
Messrs. VINTON, HOPKINS, and McCLEL- 
LAND participated. ; 

The SPEAKER decided that the bill must be 
considered in committee -before it could be finally 
acted upon. i ' , 

Mr. HAMLIN moved an adjournment. Re- 
followed, in which 
THOMASSON, and 


Some further conversation 
Messrs. RATHBUN, COBB, 
BOWLIN participated. i í 

When, on motion of Mr. BLACK, the bill was 
recominitted to the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill on the Speaker’s table for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Col. William Grayson 
coming up— ` : oe ; 

After a few remarks from Messrs. CLARKE 
and. RATHBUN, . SP cae Sve OL aad 

Mr. LEAKE demanded the. previous question, 


| which was seconded; 


And the main question (on the engrossment) was 
ordered. 

Mr. GRAHAM asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and = ' 

Mr. SEAMAN moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion (after some difficulty about a quo- 
rum) was rejected. tee 

The question on the engrossment of the bill was 
then taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 61, 
nays 64. : 

So the bill was rejected. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 30, 1846. 
SENATORS FROM TEXAS: 


Mr. RUSK. presented: the credentials -of his 
colleague, General Samvet, Hovsroy; of Texas; 
which were read, and Mr. Housrow having res 
ceived the oath of office, took his.seat-in. the Sen- 
ate. eee. : 

Mr. SPEIGHT observed that, under the Con- 
stitution, further” action was necessary in ‘relation 
to the Senators from Texas, to wit: their clagsi- 
fication—and submitted ‘the usual résolutions; to 


i the effect that thé Senate proceed to classify the 


Senators from Texas, in their respective classes of 
service, in the mode prescribed: which resolutions 
3 Thereupon, three ballots were 
placed in the ballot-box, and Mr. Hovsrtoy drew 
No. 1, which assigned him to the class of Sena- 
tors whose term of service expires in 1847, and 


Mr. Rusk drew No. 3, placing him in the class of 
Senators whose term of service expires in 1851, 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. WEBSTER presented the memorial of 


; merchants of Boston, Massachusetts, praying that 


the bill to fix the value of certain foreign coins, in 
computation at the custom-houses, may not be 


: made to embrace Turkish coins; which was refer- 


red to the Committee on Finance. 
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‘Mr, EVANS presented the petition of the widow 
of Samuel Frye, a soldier of the late war with 
Great, Britain, praying a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee.on Pensions. z 

Mr. SEMPLE presented the. memorial of A. G. | 
Sloo, praying that a contract be given him for 
transporting the mail between the United States 
and Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of Moses 
W. Strong, in behalf of citizens of Potosi, in 
Wisconsin Territory, praying a grant of land for 
improving the harbor at that place; which was re- ; 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying the esinbikhment of a mail 
route from Pilot Hill, in, that State, to Rockville, | 
Missouri; which was referred to the Committee on | 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of citizens of | 
Van Buren county, Michigan, praying the estab- 
lishment of a mail-route from St. Joseph, in that | 
State, to Milwaukie, Wisconsin Territory; which | 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of the assignees of the Bank of Alexan- 
dria, D. G., praying to be released from the pay- 
ment of interest claimed by the United States on 
the public money deposited in that institution; 
which was referred to the Coinmittee on Finance. 

Mr. J. also presented the memorial of the legal 
representatives of Ethan Allen, praying remunera- 
tion for his revolutionary services; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of Gil | 
bert Stalker and S, b Jill, asking compensation | 
for a steamboat lost in the public service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution, which was agreod to: 
` Resolved, That the Sceretary of the ‘Treasury be 
directed to report to the Senate the condition of the 
old custom-house in the city of New Orleans; 
whether it is now fit for the purposes for whieh it 
is used; whether the commerce of New Orleans 
and the public interest do not require the immediate 
construction of a new custom-house in that city, 
and the sum required for the construction of such 
a buildings and further, that he report to the Sen- 
ate the sum required for the improvement of the 
harbor at Ponchartrain, in the State of Louisiana. 


Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following reso- | 
lution, which was agreed to: 

. Resolved, That a report from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, in relation to creating a board of 
commissioners to adjudicate and settle claims sri- 
sing under the Cherokee treaty of 1835, be kud 
before the President of the United States, as con- 
taining the sense of the Senate. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. MOREHEAD, from the Committee of 
Claims; to whom was referred tho petition of Na- |; 
thaniel Wright, praying the payment of a cancel- 
led treasury note, which had been purloined and i 
subsequently came innocently into the hands of 
the petitioner, stated that said committee had con- ! 
sidered the subject and felt it their duty to make a ; 
favorable report; finding, however, that a bill was 
pending in the Senate, affording relief in all cases 
of the nature of the one in question, he asked that 
the committee be discharged from the farther con- | 
sideration of the subject; which was agreed to. | 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pri- , 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill to confirm the | 
tide of the heirs and legal representatives of Julius 
Dubuque, deceased, to certain Jands; which was 
read and passed to a second reading. ‘The report 

-was ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported : 
a bill to authorize the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, | 
with the approbation of the Attorney-General, to 
purchase of Bailie Peyton, the island at the Grand 
Southwest Pass of the Mississippi river, on which 
a light-house has been erected; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Thompson H., son of Thomas Hutchinson; which 
was read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr J., also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, and others 


u 


| 
i 
i 
| 


l 


3 


l awares, for the pure 


_ the Executive Government deems the cominunica- 


NAL GI 


ae : 
and the report was ordered to be 


which was read, 
printed. : 

Mr. J. also asked that the above committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of S. D. Duvall, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which 
was agreed to. ; f 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee ofj 
Claims,-submitted an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition of Eli Hobbs; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of Orlando 
S. Reese; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, reported 
without amendment the bill from the House of 
Representatives, ¢ 
George D, Spens 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mii- 
tary Afikirs, to whom was referred the bill (from 
the House of Representatives) authorizing the 
President of the United States to increase the rank 
and file of the army, reported the same, with an 
amendment; which was read. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a joint resolution authorizing 
the President of the United States to sanction an 
agreement made between the Wyandottes and Del- 
ase af certain lands by the 
former of the Jatter tribe of Indians; which was 
read apd passed to a second reading. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of Mary B. 
Hook. 

Mr, A, also, from the Committee on Pensions, 
submitted an adverse report upon the petition of 
Willian W, Hall 

Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would on to- 
morrow morning, call up the report of the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses of the Senate, in rela- 
tion to additional xecommeodations for the public in 
the Senate chamber. 

Mr, ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill to grant compensation to pen- | 
sion agents, 

Mr. A. also asked that said committee be dis- 


i charged from the further consideration of the peti- 


tion of bhumah Atwood; which was agreed to. 

[A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that the Speaker of said 
House had signed an enrolled bill] 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury in 


ii relation to the publie deposites, 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted some time since by 
Mr. J. M. Crayron: 

Resolved, ‘That the President of the United 
States be requested to communicate to the Senate 
copies of any correspondence that may have taken 
place between the authorities of the United States 
nd those of Great Britain since the last document 
rasmitted to Congress, in relation to the subject 
of the Oregon territory, or so much thereof as may 
be communicated without detriment to the public 
interest.” 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said: I shall advise 
my honorable friend, the member from Delaware, 


: h forbear from pressing this resolution for a few 
7 GAYS, 


There is vo doubt that there are letters from Mr. 


! Melange; but as the Chairman of the Committee 


on Foreign Relations opposes this motion, I am to 
presume that the Executive Government finds it 
neonvenient to communicate those letters to the 
Senate, at the present moment. 

Yet, it is obvious, that as the Scnate is called on 
o perform a legislative act, it ought, before the | 
rour of its decision comes, to be putin the posses- 


| sion of everything likely to influence its judgment; 
| otherwise, it would be required to perform high 
; legislative functions on mere confidence, St 


i j There 
s certainly some embarrassment in the case. If, 


tion of the correspondence inconvenient, itcan only 
be because negotiation is still going on, or, if sus- 
pended, is expected to be resumed. | So far as rie- 
gotiation is concerned, the communication, or pub- 
lication, of the correspondence, may very properly 
be thought inconvenient.. But, then, the President 
has recommended the passage of a law, or resolu- 


titled ‘An act for the relief of |) 
i 


es of Congress. In support 
n, he himself sent us, un- 
t of the session, thè 
Now, if that was 

If we are enti- 


tion, by the two Hous 


of this recommendatio 


gotiation 
that had 


| perly to be given by authority of Congress; & point 
which I do not now discuss. | 

It is said, indeed, that notice is to be used as a 
weapon, or an instrument, in negotiation. [hardly 
| understand this. It is a metaphor of not very ob- 
f vious application, A weapon seems to imply, not 
; a facility, or mere aid, but the means either of de- 
attack. It 


| fence against attack, or of making an 
| sounds not altogether friendly and pacific. {doubt 
| exceedingly whether, under present circumstances, 


notice would hasten nogotiation; and yet such are 
those circumstances that there may be as much in- 
convenience in standing still as in going forward. 

The truth is, that great embarrassment arises 
from the extreme pretensions and opinions put for- 
ward by the President, in his Inaugural Address, 
La year ago, and in his Message Jast December. 
But for these, notice would have been harmless, 
| and perhaps would have been: authorized by both 
! Houses without mach opposition, and received by 
England without dissatisfaction, But the recom- 
‘mendation of the notice, coupled with the Presi- 
| dent's repeated declarations that he held our title 
l to the whole of the territory to be © clear and un- 
| questionable,” alarmed the country. And well it 
might And if notice were required, in order to 
| enable the President to push these extreme claims 
| to any and every result, then notice ought to be re- 
| fused’ by Congress, unless Congress is ready to 
‘support these pretensions at all hazards. Here 
lies the difieulty. Congress is not prepared, and 
the country is not prepared, as 1 believe, to make 
the President’s opinion of a clear and unquestion- 
able right to the whole territory an ultimatum. 
If he wants notice for such a purpose, he certainly 
must see that it becomes a grave question whether 
Congress will grant it. ‘ 

It was a great, à very great mistake, to accom- 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
! 
| 


i 
i 


| pany the recommendation of ‘notice with’ so posi- 


tive an assertion of our right to the whole terri- 
tory. Did the President mean to adhere to that, 
even to the extremity of war? If-so, he should 
have known that, after what has happened in years 
past, the country was not. likely to sustain him. 

id he mean to say this, and afterwards recede 
from it? If so, why say it at all? Surely the 
President could not have been guilty of playing so 
small a part, as to endeavor to show himself to 
possess spirit, and boldness, and fearlessness of 
| England, more than his predecessors, or his coun- 
trymen, and yet do all this ii the confident hope 
that no serious collision would arise betwedn the 
two countries. So low an ambition, such paltry 
motives, ought not to be imputed. When the 
President declared that, in his judgment, our title 
| to the whole of Oregon was ‘clear and unques- 
tionable,” did he mean to express an official or a 
mere personal opinion? If the latter, it certainly 
had no place in an official communication. If the 
i former—if he intended a solemn official opinion, 
upon which he was resolved to act officially-—then 
it is a very grave question how far he is justified, 
without new lights, or any change of circumstan- 
ces, to place the claims of this country, in this 
| respect, on other grounds than those on which 
| they had stood under his predecessors, and with 
the concurrence of all branches of the Govern- 
ment, for so many years; for it is not to be doubt- 
ed that the United States Government has admit- 
ted, through a long series of years, that England 
has righis in the northwestern parts of this conti- 
nent which are entitled to be respected. 

Mr. President, one who has observed attentively 
what has transpired here and in England, within 
the last three months, must, I think, perceive. that 
j public opinion, in both countries, is coming toa 
conclusion that this controversy ought to be set- 


led; and is not very diverse, in the one country 
and the other, as to the general basis of such set. 
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tlement. ‘That basis is the offer made by the Uni- 
ted Siates to England in 1826. : 
There is no room to doubt, I think, that this 
country is ready to stand by that offer, substantial- 
ly and in effect. Such is my opinion, at least, and 
circumstances certainly indicate that Great Britain 
would not, in all probability would not, regard 
such a proposition as uniit to be considered. I 
said, some weeks ago, that I did not intend to dis- 
cuss titles at length, and certainly not to adduce 
arguments against our own claim. But it appears 
to me that there is a concurrence of arguments, or 
considerations, in favor of regarding. the 49th par- 
allel as the just line of demarcation, which both 
countries might well respect. It has, for many 
years, been the extent of our claim. We have 


claimed up to 49°, and nothing beyond it. We 
have offered to yield everything north of it, It is 


the boundary between the two countries on this 
side the Rocky mountains, and has been since the 
purchase of Louisiana from France. 

I do not think it important either to prove or dis- 
prove the fact, that commissioners under the treaty 
of Utrecht established the 49th parallel as the bound- 
ary between the Enelish and the French posses- 
sions in America, Ancient maps and descriptions 
so represent it; some saying that this line of bound- 
ary is to ran “indefinitely west,” others saying 
terms, that it extends ‘to the northwestern ocean. ”? 
But what is more important, we have considered 
this boundary as established by the treaty of 
Utrecht, at least on this side of the Rocky moun- 
tains. It was on the strength of this that we drove 
back the British pretensions, after we had obtained 
Louisiana, north, from the head-waters of the Mis- 
sissippi to this parallel of 49°, 

This is indubitable, We have acted, therefore, 
and induced others to act, on the idea that this 
boundary was actually established. It now so 
stands in the treaty between the United States and 
England. If, on the general notion of contiguity, 
or continuity, this line be continued ‘indefinitely 
west,” or is allowed to run to the “ northwestern 
ocean,” then it leaves on owr side the valley of the 
Columbia, to which, in my judgment, our title is 
maintainable on the ground of Gray's discovery. 

The Government of the United States has never 
offered any line south of forty-nine, (with the navi- 
gation of the Columbia,) and it never will. It be- 
hooves all concerned to regard this as a settled 
point. As to the navigation of the Columbia, per- 
mancntly or fora term of years, that is all matter 
for just, reasonable, and friendly negotiation, But 
the 49th parallel must be regarded as the general 
live of boundary, and not to be departed from for 


~ 


any line further south. As toal straits, and sounds, | 


and islands in the neighboring sea, all these are 
fair subjects for treaty stipulation. Ifthe general 


basis be agreed to, all the rest, itinay he presumed, | 
may be accomplished by the exercise of a spirit of 1i 


fairness and amity. 

And now, Mr. President, if this be so, why 
should this settlement be longer delayed ? Why 
should cither Government hold back longer from 
doing that which both, I think, ean see must be 
done, if they would avoid a rupture? Every 
hour’s delay is injurious to the interests of both 
countries. 
ness, interrupts their intercourse, and may, in 


time, seriously affect their friendly and respectful | 


feeling towards each other. 


Ylaving said this, Mr. President, it would he 


needless for me, even if it were proper, to add 
more, Tbave expr 
and without disguise. 


I think I see clearly where 


this business must end, if itis to end without se- | 
i ly hope that those in |: 


rious collision; and I earnest 
whose hands power is, on both sides, will exercise 


that power prompily, in removing the great evils 


ar 4 3 . 1 
produced’on both sides by the pendency of this | 
unfortunate, disturbing, and dangerous contro- |: 


versy. 
It is not a case in which cither Governmen 
should stand on matters of form or etiquette. Th 
Interests at stake are too important for that. It is 
not humiliation, it is not condescension even, for 
either Government to signify to the other its readi- 
ness to do at once what it sees must be done ulti- 
mately. 
honor of either Government. 
pitious moment be seized; let candor, and fairness 
and prudence rule the hour; and let these two 
great nations be restored to the full enjoyment o 
heir vast, useful, and harmonious intercourse, 


yin | 


It agitates both, distarbs their busi- |! Presi ] 
‘tion in his mind as to what the President did | 
mean, he ascribes to him the commission of aj} 


ed my own opinions plainly | 


Thus far, the dispute does not touch the | 
Let, thea, the pro- | 


- 
Mr. ALLEN said that the Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts having expressed itas his opinion that 
| the resolution calling for certain information from 
the Executive should for the present be suffered to 
lie on the table, which suggestion, hé presumed, 
would be complied with, it became unnecessary 
| for him to enter upon the discussion. of that ques- 
| tion at this time. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, however, has 
made this the occasion of doing what I estimate 
| as of more importance than expressing his opinion 
| on the subject of this resolution. -Itis undoubted- 
ly true that, constitutionally, and in our intercourse 


| this body enjoy a perfect equality. But it is also 
true, that the long experience which some Senators 
i have enjoyed, and the place they have acquired in 
ithe judgment of their country, make what they 


[i 
i 


H 
i 
j 
i 
f 
| 
| 
i 


ii if it fell from the lips of some other Senators. The 
i Senator from Massachusetts has, for the first time, 
taken this morning, in this Senate, a position on 
|| the question of Oregon. Not only has he done 
| that, but he has taken extraordinary precautions 
! against the possibility of his position being mis- 
| takeu—a precaution that grows by no means out 
of any want of capacity upon his part to speak in 
this 
There is a solemnity in the form with which the 
, opinions of the Senator from Massachusetts have 
been announced to-day, which, connected with the 
i character of that Senator for ability and influence 
| in this country, makes that announcement of great 
| importance in this contest. 


| gon question. 
i Senator, made mistakes of several descriptions, 
| but mainly in having asserted the title of the Uni- 
ii ted States to the whole of this territory up to the 
|| Russian boundary, and that in the Message in 
| which he recommends the termination of the sub- 
| sisting convention between the United States and 

Great Britain, 


| 
j 
1 
i 


, diate connexion with the recommendation of no- 
| tice, the President of the United States has embar- 


| may be the result of the action of Congress upon 
| the recommendations of the Executive, the Presi 


| he held responsible hefore the American people— 
that all the difficulties which may ensue in refer- 
ence to the Oregon question are to be traced back 
to this error on the part of the President commit- 
; ted in his Message to Congress on the opening of 
_ the session. That is onc of the points made by the 
Senator. 

Now, sir, this is the first occasion, I believe 
(i the very first occasion on which I have heard in 
i this Senate any fault thus ascribed by any one 


President meant. Other Senators have said, ‘if the 
means that, I disagree with it.” But the Senator 
from Massachusetts has no doubt in his mind of 
what the President meant; and with a full convic- 


ij great error in this business, and therefore makes 
him responsible for all.the consequences which 
i| may ensue. That’s one of the points made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Another point is—and it is a very important one— 
that in the judgment of that greatly experienced 
and greatly enlightened Senator, the public opin- 
i ion of both the United States and Great Britain is 
concentrating upon a fixed mode of adjusting this 
difficulty: and that that fixed mode is the assump- 
tion as the basis of the adjustment, not the arbi- 
trary line of 49°, but the proposition of 1826, 

hich went south of that line for the purpose of 
i| national advantage, yielding up the navigation of 
‘the Columbia river to Great Britain. 

+ Now this thing is announced to-day, as the first 
‘announcement in the Senate of the United States 


i: this session of a disposition anywhere, (though J |! 
t 


see it in some of the papers for the last three days) 


| lection, that there is the possibility, in any human 
circumstances, of the United States conceding to 
i Great Britain the navigation of the Columbia river. 


| with each other on this floor, all the members of | 


| say upon this floor of much more importance than | 


body without the aid of claborate notes. | 


_ Three points he has distinctly stated: one is, | 
‘that, in his judgment, the President of the United |! 
|| States has made mistakes in reference to the Ore- || 
He has, in the judgment of that | 


The Senator from Massachusetts | 
i thinks that by the assertion of that title in imme- | 


| rassed this question; and that therefore, whatever | 


| dent of the United States, and not Congress, will j 


j who has no difficulty in comprehending what the | 


fessage means this, I am against it,” and “if it | 


—but the first announcement in the Senate of the | 
United States of anybody, according to my recol- 


l That is the point to which Ldesire-to attract ‘the 
particular attention of the Senate. The publ 
| opinion of the two countries; according tò the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts, is converging to the point; 
of negotiation upon the -basis of the proposition of. 
1826, and we all know what that was. Now this: 
strange fact. presents itzelf:.that we started out at 

the commencement of. this ‘session of Congress: 
with claiming the whole of Oregon; at the endo- 
three months beginning to tremble on the 49th par- 

allel; and at the end of three weeks. more falling 

| back even south of that parallel; receding every. 
|| hour, until by the rules of legislative: progression, 

three months more will bring us to the point where. 

we will surrender the whole coun try to Great Bit- 

ain in order to get clear of @ war. an 

Mr. HANNEGAN. | Let them try that! 

Mr. ALLEN. All these things convince me 
that the President of the United Statés. has’ not 
committed a great error; but that he has.manifest- 
|; ed great patriotism and great judgment in asserting 
our claim. as commensurate with our title to. the 
whole of this territory. The whole of this debate, 
thus far, has proceeded upon the assumption~ 
which I believe is unsustained by any reason or 
fact—a false assumption—that Great Britain has a 
just right to a part of this country; and that. she 
will sacrifice no part of her just rights, but will | 
fight for them; and that therefore we must sacri- 
fice a part of our just rights, rather than fight. for - 
them. aa eee 

Sir, if Congress had the first week of its session 
passed this resolution, and the next week had fot- 
lowed it up by a bill to extend our laws as recom- 
mended by the Executive, this Oregon difficulty 
would, in my judgment, have been; by this time, 
settled without blood or the loss of one acre of this 
land of the United States.. But after we have wit- 
nessed, and the world has witnessed, what has 
transpired here—after. Congress has faltered—or 
rather the Senate has faltered, in the face of a vote 
inthe House of Representatives of three to one, 
and one over—and after a distinguished Senator at 
the end of three months of time proposes to fall ` 
back on the Columbia river—I ask any man; what 
is likely to.be the course of Great Britain? . Sir, 
this course of ours seems to invite her to claim,the 
whole. Every inch that we recede from the ground 
we originally took, multiplies the chances of a 
fight for this country with Great Britain. Every- 
body must see this. When she sees hesitation 
when she sees divided counscls—when she ‘sees 
the President censured for the manner in which he 
| has conducted himself on this sabject—when she 
|| sees three months of time wasted, and the arm of 
i the Government paralyzed at home, she will not 
i| hesitate as to her course of policy on this subject. 

: Not at all. 

But the Senator has laid down another proposi- 
tion; and that is—I suppose in order to give public 
opinion in the two countries time to settle down 
upon the Columbia river as a boundary—that, in 
his judgment, we ought to drop this business alto- 
gether for a month; that we ought to postpone this 
resolution. Postponeit! For what purpose? Why, 
until another steamer can arrive here and inform 
us whether or not Queen Victoria is pouting at 
us; to inform us whether or. not the British Gov- 
erament are pleased or offended with our doings 
here, : : 
Sir, this is a species of national humiliation to 
which I, for one, will never submit. It is time we 
should not only speak, but. act like men who are 
conscious of being the representatives of an inde- 
|| pendent Government, who understand its rights, 

i and would assert its rights, without any reference- 

i tothe question whether another Government was 

pleased or displeased. . 

| It was upon these three points I wished to fix 

‘ the attention of the Senate, because, as Ihave be- 

i fore stated, they have been made by that Senator, 

| with his standing in the country—made with ex- 
| traordinary solemnity—made with remarkable pre- 

‘| caution, as to each syllable to which the utterance 

| was given. All these things impress me with the 
|| idea that we are to have more trouble growing out 
| : 
| 

1 

I 


of this Oregon question than we had before im- 
agined. Ifthere is war between these two coun- 
|| tries on this subject, the cause of that war will be 
found in the Senate of the United States—it will be 
found in our hesitating course, in’ our divided 
|, counsels, in the exhibition of an unwillingness 
| Upon our part to sustain the rights of the country 
li by the force of the country. But I will not tres- 
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passon the time allotted for the general discussion || Jand is not to expect anything south of that bound- |! the Executive to be most respectful to him. I Kala 
of the question; and as [ believe the Senator has ary. And [am persuaded that the people of the | that the resolution proposed by the Senator from 
acquiesced in the suggestion that this resolution || United States—a great majority of them—are con- |i fr 
be passed over informally, I move that the Senate || tent now to abide by what their Government offer- || of that proposed by the honorable Senator rom 
now proceed to the consideration of the Special or- || ed to Great Britain in 1896. i Kentucky, [Mri CRITTENDEN I a much more 
der of the day. “Mr. J. M. CLAYTON here rose and said: The | respectful and proper form o passing the nouse 

Mr. A. withdrew the motion at the request of— i) hour has arrived for the special order; and I do not | than the resolution from the House of Representa- 
Mr. WEBSTER, who said: It is very true that || mean to detain the Senate from proceeding to its | tives, because the latter:directs, orders the presi 
expressed; with premeditated precision, my sen- || consideration, T feel however, that it is due to i| dent of the United States to give the notice. That 
timents on this question. It is an important ques- i myself to state, that tn offering. this resolution, I; has not been the customary mode of addressing 
tion; it has respect to the interests of the two na- || had not the remotest design to embarrass the Ex- i the President of the United States, at least: since 
tions, and that in a considerable exigency between || ecutive of the United States. Tt has never, on any i my entrance into Congress. We have always. 
them: . Tt is important, under such circumstances, treated him heretofore as a co-ordinate.-branch of 
to be precise; and I may perhaps be permitted to || ment to the Executive. 1 thought that there were || the Government, entitled to our highest: respect. 
say that I do. not think it would be very far out || many gentlemen in the Senate desirous of obtain- || We have requested him—we have authorized him— 
of the. way if some other gentlemen would adopt a || ing this information, with the view of governing || and that is the general Shape in which we have 
little of the like care to make their language on a || their own conduct on this question. I supposed i| given power to the President of the United States. 
great national question like this somewhat correct |! that the information thus sought would he essen- || We have not “ ordered” him. But the resolution 
and accurate. ` tially pacific in its character; and Tihink now, that || from the House does “order” him. The resolu- 
The gentleman sees fit to consider that this pro- | | tions of the gentlemen from Kentucky and Mary- 
ceeding will be regarded as a national humiliation. |i ‘land authorize the President to give the notice at 
I rather fancy not. l question whether the effect ‘such time as in his discretion shall seem most 
will not be ‘directly opposites and if any counie- i proper. Tam of the opinion that, in the judgment 
nance in Great Britain, whether in high or low | | of the great majority of the Senate, this mode will 
station, shall wear cither a pout or a sarcastic li be much more appropriate than the form proposed 
smile, whether it is not more likely to be originated | » by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re 
by what has passed on the other side of the cham- ; lations or by the House of Representatives. 
ber than on this. I do not propose, as I said when I rose, to pro- 
But one word ona matter more important. The |: long this discussion, I consented. this morning, 
gentleman says that I have offered as a houndar when the subject was first suggested to me by gen- 
the river Columbia. Pray, let me be andestan. tlemen on the other side of the house, that this reso- 
Such a misapprehension of my words and my ‘in such a manner—so shackled ns that during its |! lution be passed over informally. I supposed, from 
meaning as this shows, it seems to ine, that L was | continuance it would he impossible for this coun- || expressions I heard from gentlemen ‘on the other 
not very far out when E took the precaution of) try to acquire a clear and perfect tide to any part | side of the house, that it would be more agreeable 
reducing what T intended to say lo writing, What © of the territory, We are How,asis known to all, © to the Execntive if, for the present, it should not 
I said was, (and I presumed ‘not to dictate to the i peopling that countey with American citizens. Tt © be pressed; and while 1 think, with my friend from 
Senate, or to speak as cw cathedra,) that in my ois in our power to send one hundred emigrants to Massachusetts, (Mr. WERSTER,] that before a final 
judgment publie opinion in both countries tended | Oregon for every one England ean send. And yet, vote is taken on the question of notice those Sena- 
to a union on the general basis of the proposal |) while we are thus filling the country with Ameri- “tors who hold that the information that would be 
made by this Government to that of England in ', can citizens, we acquire no tite whatever by that | elicited by this resolution would be important in 
1826. And I now ask the gentleman trom Ohio | Possession so long as the convention continues. | enabling them to make up their judgment, will be 
whether he does not think so himself? [Mr. | While it remains, the possession of one party is | entitled to the useof it. I repeat that I am nat one 
ALLEN expressed dissent.] Well, then, does not | the possession of the other, As an American, || of those Senators. Whatever may he the charac- 
he think that in this country public opinion is in || therefore, Lam anxious to putan end to the con- | ter of the information, it will not affect my vote. 
The votes of others may be affected by it—proba- 


favor of taking as u basis of settlement the parallel’ vention, and for the purpose expressed by the í 7 
| President in his Message, that we may the more- bly will be affected by it—and for that reason I 


1846. THE 


of 49? 
Mr, ALLEN, in reply, said: 1 havo no idea | efectually assert our rights there, Lagree with ; think it respectful to them, and perfectly proper in 

that public opinion in this country has fixed or |) the Senator from Georgia, that while the conven- | all respects, that before final action on this question 
will fix on any line south of the Russian boundary. |; tion lasts we have got to acquire a title to that ter- | the resolution should be adopted, to the end that 
The proposition that the publie mind, in both na~ itory, and never can perfect that title to any por- || the President, if he think proper, may send the in- 
tions, is in favor of the proposition in 1826, will | tion of it until the convention be abrogated. For į! formation in his possession to the Senate. 
be considered as amounting to this, that we nre | this reason, then, as an American, I am anxious || SPECIAL ORDER 
willing to give up the navigation of the Columbia; to terminate the convention. IfT were an English- | - 
river, 7 man, I should be equally anxious that it continue | 

| 

| 

$ 

| 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
Mr. WEBSTER resumed. Well, if my opin- | jin force, 


of the de ordery being the joint resolution. sub- 

ion is so very far wrong, if it is so wide trom the No matter, then, what may be the information || mitted by Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the Com- 
truth as all that, why, of course, it will go for obtained in reply to the resolution F have offered, || mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing, &c. 
nothing. In relation to what the gentleman Inst | T feel bound to vote for the notices nnd T prefer it Mr. BARROW addressed the Senate. It was 
said, l beg leave to state that what I said, with |! in the form sneeested by the Senator from Mar sald, he observed, at an early period of the session, 
cautious care, was, that public opinion was settling | land, [Mr Jouxson,] which is but a slight modif by the honorable Senator’ from. Ohio, [Mr. AL- 
on the line of 49° as a general basis of agreement. |i ention of that previously offered by the Senator uN,] the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
I did not say the precise basis of all that was jj from Kentucky, [Mr. CrrrexorN.j Relations, that before the American people were 
offered in 1826, because I immediately added that, | One word in conclasion, in reply to the Senator |! called upon to take up arms in defence of their 
taking the parallel of 499 as a general basis, that |! from Ohio, [Mr. Annex} He has charged the | rights, their hearts should be prepared for it. Ee 
then the navigation of the Columbia, either per- |; Senate of the United States with having embar- (Mr. B.) had supposed that, by this time, that 
manently or for a term of years, and that of the |) rassed the Executive during the present session by | belligerent spirit which manifested itself on the 
straits and sounds and islands on the coast, might |) a refusal to comply with the suggestions of the | other side of that chamber had passed away; but 
all be made a matter of friendly negotiation, J did |: President’s Message. 1, from certain manifestations made there this morn- 
not recommend that we should decide either one | Mr, ALLEN. Embarrassed the Oregon ques- i ing, it was plain that the chairman of the Commit- 
way or the other as to the use of the Columbia © tion. ae : i| tee on Foreign Relations believed that, if he had 
river. Not at all. What I meant, and what I Mr. CLAYTON. How? How “embarrassed ‘| not himself, some one else had prepared the hearts 
said, was, that if 499 should be agreed on asa the Oregon question ?™ ‘There is no pony division || of the people for war. ‘That was the conclusion 
general basis, I was satisfied to negotiate about all: in this Senate on that—that everybody knows, | he came to from what fell from the gentleman 
the rest. But the gentleman from Ohio and the |; Probably there are as many Senators on this side _| a few moments before. He seemed at otice to 
Senate will do me the justice to allow that 1 said, | of the chamber as there are on the other in favor | kindle ip and take fire at the idea which was 
as plainly as I could speak or put down words in |, of the measures recommended by the President, | presented to the Senate and the American peo- 
writing, that England must not uxrser anything |; How, then, Lask again, has there been any em- ii ple by the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
sourn of forty-nine degrees. 1 said so in so many | barrassment of the Oregon question? Is it because | chusetts, [Mr. WeEBsTER,] that pubie sentiment, 
words. f we have not in hot haste passed the resolution sent i! here and in Europe, had’ settle down, or was 

It is my opinion—I may be mistaken—but to me | from the House of Representatives? The honorable tending fast to the point that this controversy 
it isas clear as the sun at jonday: that the strong |) gentleman, perhaps, thinks that that « embarrassed |! should be amicably settled on the parallel of 490 
tendency of public opinion is, that we ought to i; the question.” But surely in no other way have | 
stand by our own offer made in 1826, in substance, | we “embarrassed the question.”* Ever sinee iti 
in effect. And was not that the doctrine pit forth | came up the Senate have been engaged in the dis- 
by the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. | cussion of the merits of the question, with the view 
Carnoux] the other day? And has it not been | of calm and full examination of everything con- and elsewhere, told them that he [Mr. ALLEN] en- 

roved that that has always been the extent of our || nected with it. There is not, so tay as I know and `! tertained the same opinion he did at the be 
claim? I think there are reasons why it should | i f 
be. ea i ; nite the || States, asfar as he could discover what their opin- 
But I rose only to explain. Iam of opinion that "| reverse, I believe there isa settled determination | lons-were, Were in favor yet of 54° 40, That being 
this question must be settled, and settled shortly, j| on the part of the grent majority of the Senate to i his opinion, he must suppose some one else had 
on the parallel of 499. As to the navigation of the | pass the measure which the SS ot has recom- |! prepared the hearts of the people for war: for 
Columbia, and the straits, and sounds, and islands, f mended, and that, oe ih my mim ble judgment, 1 whenever jt was determined by the American 
hall tat is a fit subject for negotiation. But Eng- ii in the very shape in which it ought to be held by | people to assert and maintain their title to 54° 40", 
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they must be prepared to go io war. He (Mr. B.) 

did not concur in the opinion expressed by the 

Senator from Ohio. He believed the public senti- j 
ment was not yet prepared for a war with England 

in order to obtain the whole of Oregon. He did 

apprehend, three months ago, that it was possible, 

by deliberate, systematic, and persevering efforts, 

here and elsewhere, to mould the American mind 

into a determination for war on the subject of con- 

troversy pending between this Government. and 

that of Great Britain. He said again, he did, 

three months before, apprehend that.the Ameri- | 
can heart and mind might be prepared for a war 
with England on the Oregon question; he did fear, 
but that fear had passed away, that the American 
people might be induced to involve themselves in 
a war with their brothers in interest, in language, 
in religion, in descent, before they were made 
aware of the nature of the controversy subsisting 
between them and their brothers. 

Mr. B. said he had always belonged to the 
peace party on this question; and he, for one, had 
never feared to express the desire—yes, the anx- 
ious desire, to see the controversy between Eng- 
Jand and the United States concerning Oregon am- 
ieably adjusted on principles of compromise. He 
never had, and never should be, deterred from that 
declaration, for fear of being set down as one of 
the British party. The peace party had been 
charged with timidity and extreme nervousness 
whenever Engeland, and danger from England, 
threatened. ‘They had not in express terms been 
charged with cowardice or a want of patriotism; 
but those charges had been’ made by inuendo 
against them. ary. ( 
quire a reputation for patriotism and courage in 
the estimation of some, by always going to ex- 
tremes of language when a question was presented 
for discussion there, and deliberation elsewhere. In | 
the opinion of some, perhaps, they could acquire a 
reputation for exuberant patriotism by mere words; 
but they made a great mistake who thought the 
American people were easily misled and deceived | 
on a question of that sort. ke was one of those 
humble American cilizens who had no interest in it 
more than thousands of others who felt a fear they 
should be brought into conflict with England, He 
(Mr. B.) confessed he feared war. He had been 
alarmed. at the idea of war. And why? On ac- 
count of considerations personal to himself? No; 
but on account of his country. He regarded war 
as the greatest calamity that could befall the Amer- 
jean nation al this time. He had been alarmed at 
the idea of war, because, independent of its desola- 
tion—independent of the loss of property and life— 
he believed a war between this country and Eng- 
land would throw back the cause of civil, politi- 
cal, and religious liberty half a century. A mem- 
ber of Congress was in no personal danger in a 
war between this country and England. Fle be- 
teved if war came, that his State would be one of 


would not escape, and that the majestic Mississip- | 
pi would be stained and impurpled with the blood 
of the best citizens of his State. He feared war 
on this account, and not from any abject feeling of 
He knew that, if he chose, he 


able to hire a substitute. not | 
wealth who had cause to fear a war with England. 
The army would not be filled with aristocrats, so 
called. Tt was the poor man who was to sulfer— 


the mechanic, the daily laborer, the hardy plough- ʻi 


who was to be torn from his home and fam- 
ily and placed where his life would be in danger, 
although that lfe was necessary to the welfare and 
subsistence of his family. That was the class who 
would suffer; not those who could hire substitutes 
much less members of Congress at Washington 
city, Who would expec 
go into that war-—and, should it come, how many, 
he would ask, would expose themselves? He 
was of opinion there was as. much bravery, in 
proportion to their number, inside the walls of 
Congress as outside, and no more; and if the Brit- 
ish should be guilty of the rashness and folly of 
again invading this city, did they think they would 
be in danger? Notat all. F : 
danger, unless he placed himself in a peculiar po- 


man, 


It was a very easy matter to ac- | 


| 
t a member of Congress to | 


No man would be in | 


{ sition. 
impending danger, they might, if they thought 
proper, adjourn to the highest peak of the Alle- 
ghanies. “Of course the President and Congress 
would retire to the Alleghanies or west of them) 
for he did not believe there would be- a single 
point of safety unless in some remote part of Ken- 
tucky or Tennessee. It was therefore worse than 
idle—it was ridiculous, to talk about personal fear 
as connected with that question. : 

It was said that question was onë which ought 
to soar above party. That sentiment was an hon- 
orable one, and he concurred in it. But had,the 
question out of this chamber (he would say nothing 
of what had occurred there) soared above party ? 
He (Mr. B.) wasa Whig, and hoped in God he 
should die one; aud yet if the alternative was pre- 
sented to him of the total annihilation of the Whig 
party or a war with England for the whole of Ore- 
gon, (which he believed would be an unjust and un- 
necessary one,) he would say, annihilate the Whig 
party forever, 


irioti¢ spirit animated it as should drive it into a 
war with England for the assertion of our claim to 
the whole of Oregon, And were he capable of 


out-[terod Herod himself; he would deal in the 
loudest denunciations of the rapacity, the domineer- 
ing spirit, the insulting spirit of the Linglish nation. 
He would do all he could to raise up the worst 


prejudices of the people on the other side of the At- 
lantic, He would do all in his power to bring about 
the conflict, if he viewed that question as a party 
man. bie would, of course, go for 54° 40', and 
say and do everything he was capable of to bring 
England and us into conflict. And why so? Be- 
cause the conviction was deep in his mind that, if 


for the purpose oi obtaining, by force of arms, pos- 
session of the who 
in Jess than twelve months, i the forms of the Con- 
stitution permitted such a thing, tur out the Exe- 
cutive and bis Cabinet. Their party would be over- 
whelmed, and the Whig party, as a matter of 
course, would come into power. ‘That would be 
the consequence of a war for the whole of Oregon. 
No Administration could stand twenty-four hours 
after involving the country in such a war, if the 
forms of the Constitution permitted their dismissal. 
As ardently ashe desired to see the Whig party 
in power, he would be unwilling to place it there 
at such a tremendous cost as a war with Eugiand. 
But was it true that the question was onc above 
‘party? ‘Lo the credit of both of the great parties 
that divided the people of this country from its 
foundation till thea, they had hitherto been truc in 
refercuce to the Oregon question. lt had been 


a celebrated convention assembled at Baltimore, 
which, to use the language of one of its members, 
was organized by facion and controlled by a dem- 
agogue—that was the language of the Senator from 
orth Carolina when addressing the Senate—that 
controversy with England, which had been con- 
ducted by all parties as a great national one, re- 
ceived, for the first time, in that convention, the 
stamp ofparty. Why was that done? Bevause it 
was jound necessary to make Oregon and another 
great question at that time pending the rallying 
words ofa party. The Democratic party consid- 
ered themselves beaten and overthrown on all their 
other issues, and they knew, unless they could get 
“up new issues of an exciting kind, about which 
there could 


the contest. } 
early on the morning of the third day of the con- 
|i vention—he believed before breakfast—an hour to 
‘i which there ought not, as there had been, objec- 

tions made; for, had it been done after dinner in- 
stead, it would have been attributed to excitement 
ofa certain kind. 
‘| Oregon was cl 
i į D AS 
L ought to annex Oregon and reannex Texas. it 


The moment members were apprized of 


AEWA ; 3 | 
He, for one, would not go with the | 


Whig party if such a foul, abominable, and unpa- | 


looking at that subject as a party man, he would | 


feelings of our nature here at home, and excite the | 


this Administration, or any other, could involve the | 
nation in war in pursuance of any unjust claim, or | 


e of Oregon, the people would, į 


viewed for twenty years by the American people | 
as a national question, not a party one. But when ; 


be much deception and humbuggery, | 
there was no chance of overthrowing the Whigs in | 
Therefore, the resolution was passed | 


That resolution said the title to į 


4 


ear and unquestionable; that we | 


was the first time that party views were brought to | 


bear on that great question between the United | 


< Government it was customary for the President 
il and Congress to consult the Constituiron and laws 


| 


i 


States and England. In the primitive days of our | 


of the country; to consult the experience of past || 


ages, as well as the plain principles of justice and 
truth, when they were gravely ‘considering what: 
was the best policy to be.pursued in relation to the: 
great interests of the American people; -but.in these 
days of corruption, ambition, and vain glory, but: 
few politicians stop to consider the great law,-or. 
the plain principles of justice and truth, in order'to 
determine what they should do. The question, 
then, presented generally to the minds of people 
was this: What was the best policy in order tose- 
cure or promote the election of our candidates? “By. 
what means could they circumvent their political 
adversaries? Very few inquire into the Constitu- 
tion, law, or the rights of other nations or persons. 
What had the Baltimore convention decreed? 
They had ordered to be inscribed on their banners 
| the whole of Oregon, and the whole of Texas. 
That was one of the decrees of that celebrated con- 
vention; and they had been told by the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hannecan,] that Texas and 
Oregon, being twin sisters, born about the same 
time, it was incumbent on the Senate of the United 
States, or the Democratic portion of it, to stand by 
and go for the whole of Oregon up to 549 40’, war 
orno war. That if they acknowledged fealty to 
the party at all, they owed it to that party to go for 
Oregon, war or no war, and more especially as 
Texas had been annexed, was now apart of the 
Republic, and represented by two distinguished 
Senators there. ; 

Mr. B. said he concurred with the Senator from 
Massachusetts. in the few remarks he made there 
this morning, that the first mistake made by the 
President was in his Inaugural Address; and he 
felt at the same time great surprise that a Presi- 
dent, such as we now had, should have forgotten 
that there was some little indelicacy, if not impro- 
priety, in alluding to Oregon at all in his Inaugural 
Address. No man could question the impolicy of 
the manner of his treating that question in his In- 
augural Address, They knew the sensation it 
produced elsewhere; and all who examined the 
matter must conclude that that was an unfortunate 
blunder on the part of the Executive. It was not 
his intention to speak in disrespectful terms of the 
President, towards whom personally he had no 
unkind feelings. Hye was then, and hoped ever to 
be, opposed to him and his party. He knew no- 
thing of his views or intentions in relation to the 
Oregon question further than he had revealed them 
to the Scnate in his Message and correspondence 
communicated to Congress. But in, looking at 
these he had come to certain conclusions as to the 
motives that influenced the President in his man- 
agement of the Oregon controversy. If he (Mr. 
B.) should differ from some. of the gentlemen who 
had addressed the Senate, and given versions very 
different of the meaning of the Executive, it ought 
not to excite surprise if he should differ from both 
as to the meaning and intention of the President. 
‘They had presented to them a most extraordinary, 
and he would say humiliating spectacle; it was 
certainly unparalleled in the history of the coun- 
try; nothing analogous to it in the previous con- 
dition of the country ever before occurred. They 
had one portion of the Democratic members of the 
Senate giving their interpretation of the President’s 
Message, and they had the. chairman of Foreign 


ever before had. been a period when some one in 
the Senate was not authorized to speak for the Ex- 
ecutive, acquainted with his views, and ready to put 
those right who misconstrued his language or his 
views. While one portion of the Democratic party, 
whom he would call the 54° 40’ men, told them that 
the President in his Message stood committed. to 
the country to go for 54° 40" or war; while the Sen- 


j and principles, as expressed at the Baltimore con- 
vention; that should he forsake his standard, bear- 
ing aloft the motto 54° 40’, it would sink him 
down to a depth of damnation from which the hand 
of resurrection could not lift him: (He thought that 
was strong language of the Senator; and he (Mr. 
B.) was at first surprised at this hypothetical de- 
nunciation of the President; and was alarmed lest 
the Senator had caught a peep behind the curtain, 
and knew what the President would do:). in the 
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course of a few days, the Senator and the coun- || 


try were told by the Senator from North: Carolina, 
{Mr. Haywoop,] that the reading of the 540 40° 
men wes entirely erroneous; that they misrepre- | 
sented entirely the views of the President, en 

the Senator from North Carolina, who from all 

circumstances was as likely to` know the views of 
the President as any other, had told'them that the 

interpretation put by the 549 40° gentlemen on the 

President’s Message was wrong, that he had plant- 

ed himself on 49°, from which he could not recede. 
or advance, without rendering himself infamous,” 
and worse than that, make the Senator from North 

Carolina to turn his b 

fears subsided. 


i 
i 
H 
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i 
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t 


if 
| 


sirit of re- 

He Tecan Aei no in- 
crease of the army, and but a very trifling increase 
of the navy; but, what was far more important as 
a proof that the President did not mean war, was 
the fact of his recommending the Secretary of the 
Treasury to repeal the tavifl—a measure that would 
at once deprive them of the means of carrying on 
the war. But he could not mean to settle on 499; 
for, had he been so desirous, he had it in bis power, 
He (Mr. B.) could not come to any other conelu- 
sion on that difficult question than this: that the 
President intended to place himself on the fonce, 
that he might fall on either side, as might be desi- 
rable; that if public ‘sentiment should come np 
loudly in favor of 54° 40’, war, or no war, the 
President could get on that side of the fence; but 
if the sober judgment of the American people, after 
they came to investigate the question, should de- 
cide in favor of an amicable arrangement on the 
parallel of 499, why, then, some of his faithful 
friends, practised in special pleading, could get up | 
there and show hewas from the beginning in favor 
of. 499 and: against 54°. 40", That was his (Mr, 
B.’s) conclusion from reading the Message, and 
hearing the elaborate and ingenious reading of it 
given by the friends of the President on the other 
side of the chamber-—that he never went for either 
49° or 54° 40’, but placed himself on the fence, 
ready to drop on-either side, if necessary. 

Mr. B. would now state a few. reasons why he 
thought the President and his advisers had mis- 
managed that question. He would refer to the 
first letter addressed by the British Minister to the 
Secretary of State, the object of which was to re- 
new with the new Administration a negotiation |) 
that had been before the preceding one. ‘The Sec- 
retary of State, in his reply, first proceeded to ar- 
gue the question of title; and before the proposition | 
to settle is submitted to the British Minister, he | 
told him many things that ought not to be said, if | 
his object had been to induce the British Minister 
to accept his proposition. He told him if the 
question had been a new one, he would have made 
no offer at all; and that, finding negotiations pend- 
ing on principles of compromise on coming into 
office, he did not wish to terminate them; and that, 
while he felt our title good up to 54° 40’, he felt 
constrained, from the state.of the negotiations, and 
by respect to his predecessors, to submit a propo- 
-sition, And what was that? A proposition as 
advantageous to Great Britain as that offered by 
his predecessors? Notatall. But if the ‘President 
felt any obligation to make a proposition because 
his predecessors had done so, did not that obliga- 
tion demand also that it should be as favorable as | 


i 


| 


| not so interpret it, 
any negotiation till he read the Message at Rich- 


ii 
| 


lupon the party to sustain on that the Adininistra- 


| the question whether the Union was or was not the 


was made before? He (Mr. B.) found fault with 
a subseyuent act of the Executive connected imme- 
diately with that proposition; and it was that act, 


and that-act alone, if a conflict should unfortunate- | 


ly take place between this country and England 


| about Oregon, that could lead to it and produce it. | 


Fle did not think the British Minister should have 


rejected that proposition as peremptorily as he did, | 
He knew | 


unless he had instructions to do so. 
nothing as 'to:his instructions, and therefore would 
merely say he thought the British Minister had 
committed a blunder. 


of another. The rejection of the British Min- 
ister was not in itself offensive. He had the 


calamitous wars. tfe did not impugn their mo- 
lives—they were known to God alone; but be 
would say thatthe Executive ought never to have 


If made in good faith, why withdraw it? Ele was 
no diplomatist; but he would undertake to say, 


was made, that it waste uwlimalum, unless so 
said expressly atthe time of ollering it. The Sec- 
retary of State atan earlicr period (Mr, Catnoun] 
properly refused arbiwation at that time. He 
stated the reasons, and did not blink the question 
as the present Secretary had. 
+ 
l 


| His reasou for that belief was the declaration of 
1 


tilio-wvould not have existed. 


question yet. But he trusted that such a cobweb 
would not be allowed to stand in the way of a set- 
tlement of the question, 
mauy lives in private affairs, Good never came 
ofthem, Tn his State, he had known niore than a 
dozen most valuable lives lost by cowardly ad- 
herence to punctitiog, after they had placed’ their 
t honor and their dives in the bands of injudicious 
friends. Well, the negotiation ended—ended, 
What next?) Pho correspondence terminated in 
| August. ‘There is an end, therefore, of this nego- 
itinuon. Ended and terminated by a most improper 


ican people. Nay, he believed it was denied. 
supposed to be the organ of the President—the 
Union—published to the world that the Executiv 
intended to go for 549 40'—that our title was un- 
broken—was a unit from 420 to 540 40'; and ealled 


tion. Tt was a most inilanmatory appeal to the 


| Democratie party to stand by the Executive up to 


549 40°. He held the President responsible for that, 
and that was one of his reasons for saying that the 
whole business had been mismanaged. Mr. B. then 
proceeded at some length to express his views on 


gan of the Executive. He blamed that paper 
for appealing to a party, The article went to 
Engkud, produced a great effect there at the time. 
t still was exercising its effect. It excited the 
Fnglish people in a great degree. He would. pass 
hat over, Congress mets then came the Mes- 
sage—that mysterious document, according to the 
various readings of the gentlemen on, the other 
sidc—and it had a great eifect.:; Some thought it 
ominous of peace, and were delighted. He did 
He ‘did not know there was 


mond, on his way here, His fears were then in- 
creased, not allayed. His apprehensions were 


He had never understood ; 
that.an error of one justified or extenuated that | 


insult to a king's favorite or hig mistress, Jed to | 


withdrawn his proposition. Why withdraw it?! 


that never before, when a great question like that | 
was involved, when a propostion of settlement | 


If that proposition À 
ji had not been withdrawn, the question would hiwe 
been at this moment setled--settled by treaty. | 


tthe British Minister ofthe Crown that the proposi- ; 
tton should nor have been rejected by the Plen- | 
ipotentiary here before submitting it to the Gov- " 
erament at home, "Phe point of honor-~the pune- | 
Ile would not be | 
aurprived if that punetilio became a very serious | 


Punctilios had destroyed” 


jand unprecedented withdrawal of n proposition, | 
| not stated to be the ultimatum, So far as he knew, | 
its very existence was kepta secret from the Amer- | 


One thing heknew, that in November, a paper | 


| 


l 


} 


augmented, though the Message appeared to have 
a sedative effect-on the people who had imagined 
that war was about to. come. What was the spirit 
of that: Message? Was it, indeed, calculated to 
allay excitement across the: water, or remove pre- 
judices and: obstacles in. the way of an amicable 
adjustment of this difficulty? Was it such a mes- 
sage as the Executive would have written had he 
really desired a speedy and peaceful settlement of 
the controversy? No., There were two or three 
subjects “lugged” into it calculated to. excite the - 
people, and render more complicated this Oregon 
uestion, Why, it had so excited the chairman of 
“oreign Relations (Mr, ALLEN] that he burst out 
quite ina flame this morning, and’ said he had 
never heard of such a thing this session as a prop- 
osition to settle on 49°, with the navigation of the 
Columbia offered to Great Britain, ‘The fact was, 
ithe Administration was constantly. shifting its 
ground, The President took the position that na- 
‘tional interest forbade the yielding up the naviga- 
tion of the Columbia. Well, that was just about 
is valuable as the navigation of Goose creek, or 
1 Tiber, (that was the classical name,) which ran 
through the city of Washington. What other mat- 
ter was forced into the Message? And here he 
would say that he must not be told that British 
sentiment was not to be consulted. A majority of 
the Senate and of the American people were quite 
of a different opinion. Well, the President stepped 
, out of his way to tell England that no European 


t 
i 
i 


| Power must hereafter be allowed to colonize any 
part of the North Amorican continent. Why put 
‘forth such a sentiment? Was it needful at this 
‘juncture? Was it wise or prudent?. They knew 
. the effect of a similar declaration by Mr. Monroe, 
and then it was under quite different circumstances 
‘from those which surrounded the President when 
‘he wrote this Message. Mr. Rush, in his last 
“book, described the effect of Mr. Monroe’s declara- 
tion on the British mind, aud on the negotiation 
with which he was charged. Mr. Rush said that 
: it produced a ferment in the English mind, and 
operated most prejudicially on the negotiation, 
‘Mr, B. here deseribed the circumstances under 

which the declaration of Mr. Monroe was made, 
“showing that it was supposed that it would havea 


| good effect in checking European interference inaid- 
ing old Spain to reconquer her revolted provinces. 
Great Britain, on account of her commercial. in- 
terests, desired to see the peovinces independent; 
| and a knowledge of that had its weight in, přo- 
ducing the declaration, Te (Mr. B.) would take 
that occasion of expressing his decided disappro- 
bation of the pringiple of that declaration. It was 
an. unjust, unsound, and’wicked principle: If it 
was ever acted upon, the present institutions: of 
the country must be changed fora despotism. He 
admitted that a case might arise where the Govetn- 
ment of the United States would be called upon in 
| self-defence to say that Murope must not touch this 
i or that colony. But that was the exception—the 
general rule was false and pernicious. To act in 
the annnner hell forth in these declarations, an 
i army like that of Russia, and a navy like that of 
England, would be necessary. But how would 
Jit interfere with their rights and liberties if any 
; foreign Power would undertake. to colonize Pata- 
“gonia or Peru? In his judgment, an infusion of 
European intelligence and civilization would great- 
y advance the cause of liberty in these South 
American republics. There was no such thing as 
rue liberty on this continent beyond the limils.of 
he United States. Those republics, therefore, 
though we.might desire to see them prosperous, ` 
were not so intimately connected with the United 
States as to justify this Government in such chiv- 
alric declarations in their behoof It was, therc- 
fore, indiscreet and uncalled-for in the President, 
o put such a doctrine into his Message... Now, he 
would .sey a few words about the title. 1f the 
i Court of Queen’s Bench were called on to try 
i the case, the United States being thé defendani, 
į the decision would be that England had no title. 
| And if the Supreme Court of the United States 
were to try the case, the United Statés being plain- 
tiff and England the defendant, the former would 
be nonsuited. A distinguished individual had 
made the notable discove ‘ 


sn ry that the original erant 
of the United States was to be found in the Book 
of Genesis, and an act 


confirmatory of it in the 
Book of Psalms. He would not say anything 
about that. Nor would he say anything about 
lithe title by inevitable destiny. Nor would he 


j 
} 


| 


| 
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say anything about the title by a bull of the Pope 
of Rome. He would say that if they had as clear 
a title to Oregon as they had to the District of Co- 
lumbia, he would not give up an inch of the ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. B. then discussed, at some length, the title 
and expressed his views. He then went on to say 
that the balance of the civilized world should de- 
mand of the United States and England a settle- 
ment of this controversy on principles of mutual 
compromise. He hoped the United States Goy. 
ernment would not be ashamed to do what the 
American people demanded—that was, an amica- 
ble settlement. Away with punetilios, and let the 
ultimatum be made—leaving it to England to sa 
whether peace was to continue. In that case Ens- 
land would settle it-—the world would rejoice—and 
the President and his Cabinet would be crowned 
with glory. As to the notice, his opinion had been 
totally changed since he came to Washington. He 
was formerly opposed to it, as in his judgment, a 
war measure. The convention he had regarded 
as a bond of peace on both nations. But the ques- 
tion he now regarded in a different light. He 
never was ashamed to avow a change of opinion 
after due reflection. He now believed that notice 
ought to be given as a measure tending to peace, 
If it is not given in the present state of the contro- 
versy, he regarded it as pregnant with danger. 
tHe was in favor of notice instanter. He was not 
in favor of tying up the President’s hands. Why? 


Because_he wished a speedy settlement. It was 
for the President to move or stand still. Perhaps 


it was not right for him to move—nor would the 
British Government move—till Congress had final- 
„ly acted on this question of notice. Therefore he 
wished the notice given quickly. Every day of 
postponement increased the doubt of a ‘peaceful 
settlement. He was opposed to the form proposed 
hy the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Co.eutr.] 
He never had been in favor of a division of the 
Columbia, and therefore he was opposed to that 
resolution, apprehending—though he was sure the 
mover did not intend that—that Great Britain 
might suppose they were willing to divide between 
the 49th parallel and the Columbia. He went for 
notice, and for notice immediately. If a treaty 
was to come, let it come when the Senate was in 
session, and not in vacation, when parties might 
be organized to oppose it; and if there was to be 
no treaty, let Congress know it before it adjourn- 
ed, so that the proper preparations might be made. 
Let the notice, then, be given at once, Then a 
treaty, 1f to be made, would come before the first 
of August, so that it might be ratified; and if not, 
so that Congress might be ready to vote the 
necessary appropriations for the defence of the 
country. 


NAVAL ESTIMATES. 


Mr. CASS then moved that the Senate adjourn; 
hut withdrew his motion at the request of 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, who said that he desired to present a 
communication from the chiefs of the naval bureaus 
to the Secretary of the Navy; a document called 
for by the resolution of the Senate directing the 
Committees on Military and Naval Affairs to lay 
before the Senate the estimates communicated to 
them by the respective Secretaries of War and 
Navy for the increase of the naval and military 
means of the defence of the country. Mr. F. said 
he availed himself of the occasion to avow, in three 
words, the reasons for his having withheld this 
document from the Senate heretofore. The first 
reason, he had already stated to the Senate ona 
former occasion—to wit, that the document was 
not placed in the hands of the committee for the 
purpose of being presented to the Senate and print- 
ed. On the contrary, the committee were request- 
ed, after using it, to return it again to the Secre- 
tary, which had accordingly been done. Again, 
although he had no doubt the Secretary of the 
Navy would have cheerfully acquiesced in a re- 
quest to return it again to the committee for the 
purpose of being presented to the Senate and print- 
ed, if he had understood the Senate as wishing it, 
yet he (Mr. F.) was unwilling to ask for the re- 
turn for such purpose. He was opposed to the 


printing, for this and for no other reason, that the | 


extravagance of the recommendations of the chiefs 
of the naval bureaus contained in this document, 
would tend to prejudice the country against these 
heads of bureaus if not against the navy itself. But 


now, his views had changed. Under the circum- 
stances, he believed it was due to the President, 
and Secretary of the Navy, as well as to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, that the document should 
be printed. If the people regard the recommenda- 
tions for building seventy-five ships of war and 
steamers, at a cost of over twenty-one millions of 
dollars, to be signally extravagant, neither the 
President, Secretary, or committee, will be found 
in any way implicated in it. On the contrary, so 
far from adopting the recommendations of the 
chiefs of the bureaus, the Secretary, in his written 
communication to the committee, recommended the 
building of ten war steamers only. This recom- 
mendation had the sanction of the President, and 
was adopted by the committee. A Dill was re~- 
ported in conformity with it, which is now pend- 
mg befere the Senate. Now, although he was 
once opposed to the printing of this report from 


the chiefs of the naval bureaus for the reasons sta- 
ted, he could not oppose it longer. ` Insinuations 
had been so frequently made, especially in the 
public prints, that this paper had been withheld for 
unproper and sinister purposes, and that, if made 
public, it would implicate the President and Secre- 


wrong, that he now felt it was due to them to let | 
the document go forth to the public. He therefore | 
moved that it be printed. | 

The question was then put, decided affirmatively, | 
and the document presented was ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. SEVIER then moved that the Senate go | 
into executive session for a few moments. 

Amid cries of “ No, no,” the question was put 
and negatived, | 

A division was then called for, and, by a vote of | 
fifteen to sixteen, the motión was rejected. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The bill from the House of Representatives ma- | 
! king appropriations for supplying deficiencies in 
the naval appropriations of the last fiscal year, was 
then read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

On motion of Mr. CASS, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxpay, March 30, 1846. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- | 

proved, 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, (Mr. Preston Kiwe in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill to supply de- | 
ficiencies in the appropriations for certain objects | 
made for the service of the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1846. ae 

The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
| McKay, to amend the item making an appropria- | 
| tion for the Documentary History, by adding 
thereto the following pono; (being the same as 
that appended in the bill to the item for the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix:) 

“Provided, That this appropriation, or any le- 


tary of the Navy, or the committee in something {| 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. i} 
On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved |! 


‘shall not be deemed to authorize any further sub- | 
‘ scription to said work, or the purchasing any fur- | 
‘ther volumes thereof.” 

The question was taken, and the vote was an 
nounced; but the Chairman spoke in so low atone 
that the reporter could hear nothing beyond the 


i 
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Tellers were ordered, (after some conversation | 


vote being again taken, stood ayes 71, noes 56. 
$ 
iE 
et 
i 
| 
| rejected. 
| 
f 
| 


|| following item: 


{ 
fact that no quorum voted. i 
1 


So the amendment was agreed to. A | 
Mr. SAWYER now moved to strike out the | 


“ To pay balance due Thomas P. Jones for ser- | 


between Mr. SAWYER and the Chair,) and the |! 


i whole item as thus amended; which motion wag | 


i tion of funds or the 


Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to strike out the 


Mr. SCHENCK inquired if it would. be in order. 
to make an explanation ? ~ 

The CHAIRMAN said. no; debate had been: 
foreclosed by the order of the House. — i 

Mr. SCHENCK asked permission to informi 
the House that the appropriation had received the 
unanimous recommendation of the Naval Com 


| mittee. 


The CHAIRMAN said it would not bein order.” 

Mr. DROMGOOLE supposed, he said, that’ it 
would not be in order even to read a document. 

The CHAIRMAN said no. The House was 
dividing. a 

Mr. DROMGOOLE thought that some explana- 
tion should be given. g 

The question, was then taken, and the vote stood 
ayes 59, noes 49. No quorum voting. 

Another count was demanded and taken, and the 
vote stood, ayes 73, noes 58. i 

So the item was stricken out. 


Mr. STANTON (under instructions, he said, 
from the Naval Committee) offered the. following 
amendment: . 

“T'o pay Charles Reeder for services as a mem- 
‘ber of said board of examiners, $3,185. 

«To pay Walter R. Johnson for services as a 
‘member of the said board, $2,340, and for services 
‘in experimenting upon coal, $611.”’ 

The amendment was rejecied. 


Mr. CHIPMAN indicated, but did not make, a 
motion to strike out the item reimbursing the 
Philadelphia board of underwriters for expenses 
paid and to be paid by them. in maintaining the 
light on the Delaware breakwater. 


The following item being under consideration: 

‘« For outfits of chargés d’affaires to Texas, Aus- 
tria, Peru, and Venezuela, $500?°— 

Mr. COBB offered the following amendment: 

“ And that the proper accounting officers of the 
‘Treasury are hereby authorized and directed to 
“allow to Wm. H. Stiles, Chargë d’Affaires to 
‘Austria, his salary from the 10th of June, 1845, 
‘and to pay the same out of any unexpended bal- 
‘ance of the appropriations for salaries of the 
‘chargés d’affaires of the United States.” 

Which amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULVER moved to strike out the follow- 
ing item: 7 è 5 

t For repairing of the State artillery of the State 
‘of Louisiana, injured in the service of the United 
‘States in Texas, during the summer and fall of 
£1845, $1,566.” 

The motion was rejected. . 

Mr. CROZIER offered the following amend- 
ment, (after lines 91 and 92:) g 

“« For the payment of Tennessee volunteers, who 
‘éntered the service of the United States in 1836, 
‘and were farloughed by General John E. Wool, 
‘such sum as may be ascertained to be due them, 
‘at the rate of forty cents per diem for their horses, 
‘and twelve and a half cents per diem for forage, 
‘during the existence of said furlough.” 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CULVER. moved to strike out the follow- 
ing item: 

‘“ For payment of four companies of Texas vol- 
‘unteers, and two companies of Louisiana volun- 


‘ gislation heretofore had in relation to said work, |) {Ss including the supplies required by the quar- 


€ termaster’s department, $69,206 68.” 
Rejected. 


Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out the next 
succeeding item, which is in the following words: 

‘For the transportation of officers’ baggage, 
30,000.” : 


Which motion was rejected. 


Mr. McILVAINE moved to strike out the fol- 
lowing item: 

& For the transportation of troops and supplies of the ar- 
my, including baggage of troops when moving either by land 
or Water ; freightand ferriages; the purchase or hire of hor OS, 
ruules, 2, Carts, Wagons, i boats, for the transporta- 
tion of supplies, and for garrison purpose yage and 
artage at the several posts; hire of team 3 transporta- 
i pay department; expense of sailing pub- 
Hie transports between the posts on the Gulf of Mexico, 
and procuring water at such posts as from their sitation 
require it; of clothing from the depôt at Philadelphia to the 
stations of the troops; of subsistence from tie places of pur- 
chase and from the pla of delive under contracts, to 
such places as the nece: es of the service may require it 
to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small arms, 


bs 


+ from the foundries and armories to the arsenals, fortifica- 


tions, and frontier posts, six hundred and thirty thousand 


= dollars? 


Which motion was rejected. 
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The bill having now been gone throush with 

Mr. McK AY moved that the committee rise and | 
report it, with the amendments, to the House. 

_Mr. BROCKENBROUGH moved to amend the | 
bill by adding thereto the following : 


« That the appropriation made by the act of the dd March, 
1845, entitled “An net making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th-of J une, 1846, and for otber purposes,’ for | 
compensation and mileage of the members or the Le ative | 
Assembly of Morida Territory, pay ofofiicers and attendants, | 
printing; stationery; fuel, and other incidental and contin- 
gent expenses. remaining Unexpended, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, be and the same is hereby transferred 
and appropriated to the payment of all arvearages for similar 
expenses tor former Legislative Assemblies of Florida due to 
members, officers, ‘printers, or others, arising froin the de- || 
ficiencies of former Appropriations to meet the actual ex- 
penses and appropriations of said Lewisiative Asseimblies— | 
such payments to be made to the parties entitled under the 
acts and resolutions of said Legislative Assemblies aud 
sanction of the Governor, 


Otlicer of the Territorial Government.” | 
Mr. GRAHAM inquired if the amendment had | 
undergone the investigation of a committee. | 
ae CHAIRMAN said no discussion was in 
order. i 
Mr. BROCK ENBROUGH wished to say that | 
the amendment merely contemplated the transfer 
of an appropriation. i 
The amendment was rejected, 
The commitice then rose and reported the bill | 
and amendments to the House, 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, reported correct the bill authorizing | 
the Secretary of the Navy to contract for the pur- 
chase of American water-rotted hemp for the naval 
service. | 

_Mr. LEWIS gave notice of a motion to recon- 
sider the vote of Saturday last, by which the House | 
had refused to order the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Colonel William Grayson to be | 
engrossed for a third reading. 

he motion was entered on the Journal. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of this 
bill, the question being on concurring in the aniend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. MeKAY asked the indulgence of the House 
for a few moments to make somo explanations of 
the various items of the bill. 

Before he did so, he would notice one or two of 
the remarks of the gentleman from Kentuck y, (Mr. 
G. Davis,] when this bill was under consideration 
in Committce of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, Ashe understood that gentleman, he com- | 
plained that the estimates of this bill were not sub- 
mitted at the commencement of the session, and | 
it was extraordinary that the department had new- 
lected to ask for these appropriations if they were 
needed for the public service, Now, itso happened 
that the gentleman from Kentucky must wholly 
have overlooked the printed documents. 

Mr. HUDSON raised the point of order, that it 
was out of order in the House to reply to remarks 
delivered in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said it had not been enstomary 
to refer in the House to remarks or proceedings of | 
the standing committees, but it had usually been 
allowed to reply to remarks made in Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Some further remarks on the question of order 
arose between Messrs. DROMGOOLL, WIN- 
THROP, and the SPEAKER, which was termi- 
nated by 

Mr. McK AY offering to waive any further re- 
marks in reply Mr. Davis. | 

Some of the members of the House (Mr. McK. 
proceeded to say) seemed to be under a great mis- 
apprehension in regard to various items of the bill. 
Part of them, a large number of them, were found | 
in the annual estimates communicated to Congress 


at the commencement of the session; and in regard |: 


to others, gentlemen would find a very satisfactory 
reason given by the department in the report of the 
Quartermaster General, accompanying the Presi- 
dent’s Message at the commencement of the ses- 
sion, [Mr. McK. read an extract, in which it was 
stated, in substance, that at that time it was im- 
possible to ascertain what amount might be needed 
to supply the deficiency in the appropriation, and 
that the information would be given as soon as the | 
accounts were returned by the disbursing officers.] |} 


Secretary of State, orothur proper | 


| of law. 


This explained itall. Itwas not unusual (Mr. McK. 
said) to pass bills of this kind. . Ever since the es- 


tablishment of the fiscal year, three or four years | 
ago, it had been done, and it must necessarily hap- | 


pen that unforeseen causes and contingencies re- 
quired expenditures which the executive officers 
were unable to anticipate. At the first session of 
the last Congress one million and a quarter of dol- 
lars were appropriated to supply deficiencies; last 
session a similar appropriation was made. The 
amount of this bill had been stated at two millions. 
That was not the case; the amount, to be sure, 
eve enough; it was $1,553,822. i 
Mr. Mok. proceeded to examine the various 


items that went to make up this amount. Of it, 4 
$197,771 were for the contingent expenses of the | 


two Houses of Congress. Of that sum $117,500 
was wanted for the Senate, and $70,000 for the d 
ficiency in the contingent fimd of the Hlouse. These 
sums, he suid, were large, but they arose from the 
orders made by the Houses respectively, and when 
ordered, of course must be provided for. 

For books the amount was $87,500; and it was 
for the payment of books already purchased by the 
Clerk of the House, under its order, adopted at the 
last session of Congress, and previously. 


Mr, CHIPMAN inquired if there did not some | 


of it go for the purchase of books which were not 
yet printed, 

Mr. McKAY replied in the negative; it did not 
include any books which were not already printed, 
and delivered to members, 

A small item of $4,350 (he continued) was for the 
contingent expenses of the Executive department. 
It was declared to be necessary by the heads of the 
bureaus; he would say nothing about it 


The next item, of one hundred and fifty-two H 


thousand and add dollars, for the salaries of district 
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judges in Ohio, Lidiane, Hinois, and Missouri, and | 


for the contingent judicial expenses of the country, 


he explained, in ike manner, to be necessary €x- i 
He reterred | 


penses, incurred under existing laws, 
to the fuet that, out of the twenty-six States and 
three Territories- Florida, the Distriet of Colum- 
bin, Wiseousin, Lowa, aud the two judicial districts 
of New York, absorbed about one-half of all the 
appropriations for judicial expenses; and he recom- 
mended the investization and correction of the mat- 
ter to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

{At this point he yielded for explanations to 
Messrs. lamun and Brockeysrovan, the latter 
gentleman explaining the manner in which the ap- 
wopriations had been necessarily called for for 
Floridas} 

The next item was $84,500 for foreign inter- 
course; $54,000 for outfits for chargés, and $30,000 
for the contingent expenses of missions abroad, 
This was not unusual. Lt was known to every one 
hore that the practice at. the commencement of every 
Administration was to change the foreign missions 
abroad, 


was the settled policy of the two great parties in the | 


country. Four years ago it was known by gentle- 
men here that the 27th Congress, at its first ses- 


sion, voted a large amount for the outfitof chargés | 
and of ministers—far larger than was provided for } 


here. 


{A word of conversation passed between Mr. || 


G. Davis and Mr. MeKay on this point. ] 


‘The next item was $276,009 for pensions. He ; 
made a statement of the appropriations for pen- | 
sions heretofore made for a few years past, and at |; 
the present session, and said this amount was ren- | 


dered necessary by the laws passed here. He 
pointed out some of the errors and defeets in the 
pension laws, and expressed the hope that they 
would be corrected. He disclaimed Justification 
of them; but while the laws existed, it was their 
duty to provide the mone 
tions made under them. 


Upon the item of $70,772 for the repair of State | 


artillery of Louisiana, injured in the service of the 
United States, and for the payment of the volun- 
teers in Texas from Louisiana, and from Texas, 
he said that some gentlemen seemed to suppose 
that these troops were called out without authority 
This was a mistake. It would be Scen, 
by reading the report of the Secretary of War, 
that the commanding general in Texas had express 


| authority to call out any portion of the militia of 


that State if he thought proper to doso. In regard 


to the Louisiana volunteers, it was trae that Ġen- | 


eral Gaines acted without any delegated authority; 


but the moment the proceeding was known here at | 


He said nothing of the policy; but such | 


i! the department it was immediately disapproved of; 
|| but inasmuch as the company of Louisiana volun- 
|| teers had arrived in Texas, and as the Government 
had been at the expense of transporting them, au- 
thority was given to General Taylor to retain them 
in service if he thought proper so to do. : 

$30,000 was appropriated “ for transportation of 
| officers’ baggage.’?. This. was not a new item, but 
an appropriation made by Executive regulation, 
and under authority of existing laws, and an ex- 
penditure provision for which had been made time 
out of mind. He held in his hand and read from 
a statement showing the expenditures that had been 
made under that head. Under Executive regula- 
tions, ten cents per mile was allowed to officers 
when not on duty and when travelling from place 
i| to place. It was called “transportation of baggage.” 
He thought it too high, and should propose an 
ij amendment, when the regular appropriation bill for 
ii the support of the army should come under con- 
sideration, to reduce it to five cents. The Congress 
| before the last appropriated to this object $115,000; 
the last Congress $75,000. 

In regard to the amount of $630,000 for the trans- 
portation of the army and of supplies to Texas, he 
'| referred to the report of the Secretary of War, 
i| which, he said, explained much better than he 
|| could the reason why these troops were assembled 
‚in Texas. He would not take up the time of the 
| Honse in repeating them. Seventy-six companies 
{ 

i 


of the army were sent to Texas, and the removal 
| of these gave rise to the change of position of some 
i thirty companies more. This amount would not 
| only cover the expenses already incurred, but 
ii would carry the department through to the Ist of 
July next. It was not for the transportation of 
troups alone, as some supposed, but for the pur- 
chase of supplies, of horses, mules, oxen, wagons, 
and everything needed by an army. It was sup- 
posed the army would have to go into the interior 
of Texas, perhaps to the boundary of that State. 
Something like 300 wagons were bought. in Phila- 
delphia, and transported coastwise to Texas; at 
| this time there were with the army of occupation 
| in Texas 2,400 horses, mules, han oxen. eflective 
[and not effective, These all had to be purchased 
j with this money, The Executive had thought 
proper to order a portion of the army to Texas; it 
had gone there, and has to be supplied; and this 
appropriation was necessary, for the purpose of 
enabling the department to meet these expendi- 
tures, justly authorized. He did not stand here to 
say that there had not been some extravagance in 
this expenditure. He further referred to some of 
i| the items going to make up this amount, and, in 
explanation of them, he read an extract from the 
Quartermaster General, General Jesup. Under 
his direction, all these expenditures had been made; 
and he told us that, although advantage had doubt- 
i| less been taken of the necessities of the Govern- 


(| ment, and the subordinate officers had been forced 
to pay more for services and supplies than they 
| were really worth, still he does not see how any of 
i| the expenditures can be avoided. Thus, a distin 

guished officer of the army, who has served you 
i long and faithfully, tells you upon his official re- 
| sponsibility, that he does not see how any of these 


y to mect the appropria- i 


expenditures could be well avoided. Under these 
1 circumstances, he did not see how the House could 
hesitate to vote the necessary supplies, 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, demanded the 
previous question. j 

And the question having been taken, the vote 
' stood, ayes 66, noes 47. 
So there was a second. 
And the main. question (on concurring in the 
| amendments and ordering the bill to a third read- 
|i ing) was ordered to be now taken. 

All the amendments (except as hereinafier men- 
tioned) were concurred in without a division. 

On concurring with the committee in its amend- 
ment striking out the following item, to wit: 

‘To pay balance due Thomas P. Jones for ser- 
‘vices as a member of the board of examiners fur 
| ‘making experimental trials of Taventions ard plans 
| ‘to prevent the explosion of steam boilers, two 
| ‘thousand two hundred and fifty dollars’ 
Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
; were ordered, and resulted as follows: 


| ¥YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson 


i| Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biges, 
Black, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Burt, C 
| Collin, Constable, Cullom, C 
i ferson Davis, De: Mott, Dilli 
i worth, Edwin H. Ewing, 


» Atkinson, 
James Black, James A. 
atheart, Chipman, Cocke, 
ummins, Daniel, Darragh, Jei 
ngham, Dobbin, Dunlap, Ells- 
Faran, Fries, Garvin, Goodyear 
> 
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Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge a 
kins, Hough, George S. Houston, Hungerford, ee 
Hunt, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Preston King, Long, Lumpkin, McClernand 
McConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Niven, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rob- 
erts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- 
son, Starkweather, St. Jobn, Sykes, James Thompson 
Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Went. 
worth, Wick, Wilmot, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey 
Vell, and Yost—89. id 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Ashmun 
Baker, Blanchard, Brodhead, William G, Brown, William 
W. Campbell, Carroll, Clarke, Cobb, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Cunningham, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Drom: 
goole, Picklin, Foot, Giddings, Gordon, Harper, Herrick, 
Isaac B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P 
King, Thomas Butler Ring, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La 
Serc, Lewis, Levin, McClean, McHenry, McIlvaine, Me- | 
Kay, Marsh, Miller, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius 
Rockwell, Ruak, Schenck, Severance, Alexander DÐ. Sims 


Trunan Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, | 


Stewart, Thibodeanx, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, | 


Trambo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodruif, Wright, and `i 


Young—68. , 
So the amendment was concurred in, and the ilem | 
was stricken out. i 
he bill was then ordered to a third reading | 
NOW. I 
And having been read a third time by its title, | 


and the question being, ‘ Shall this bill pass??? || 
Mr. CULVER asked the yeas and nays, which |i 


were ordered; and being taken, resulted as fol- | 


lows: i 
YEAS—Messrs. John Quiney Adams, Stephen Adams, H 


Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Bell, Big; 
A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Wiliam G. Brown, j 
Burt, Wm. W. Campbell, Carroll, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, ; 
Collin, Cons 
Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, | 
Dockery, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elsworth, Faran, Ficklin, | 


Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Gratiam, |! 


Geidér, Hamlin, Harmanson, Harper, Henley, E. E. Holmes, | 
Hopkins, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, Enge 
ford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Inge 
soll, Jenkins, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La 
Sere, Long, Lumpkin, McClean, MeConneH, Joseph J. 
MeDowell, MeIleury, McKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, 
Miller, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Pheips, Reid, Relfe, Runk, Sawtelle, Seammon, Alexander 
D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stan- 
ton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Thibodeaux, Tho- 
masson; James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
'Tibbatts, Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, Wiek, Williams, Wil- 
mot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, 
Vell, and Young—li1. 

© NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Baker, Benton, Clarke, Culver, | 


| 
| 
| 


Cuunmins, Dixon, B. H. Ewing, Giddings, Grover, Herrick, |! 


Hoge, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph Johnson, | 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Danicl P. King, Lewis, | 
MeCrate, MeGanghey, Mclivaine, Barkley Martin, Ratt 
ban, Roberts, Jntius Roekwen, Sawyer, Schenck, Seve 
ance, Truman Smith, ©. B. Smith, Sykes, Tilden, Went- | 
worth, White, Woodworth, and Yost—38, 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, certain papers, (re- 
lating to the bill, as the reporter understood,) in 
order that they might constitute a part of the 
yecord, were laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD made an ineffectual attempt 


By 


canal boats, 

The SPEAKER announced the regular busi- ; 
ness of the day, which was the call of the States 
for resolutions. 

On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLRE, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Jonnson, of Virginia, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to provide for the better organization of 
the treasury, and for the collection, safe-keepin 
transfer, end disbursement of the public revenue. 

The bill having been read through— 


And the first section being under consideration, |: 
in the words following, to wit: f 


& Be it enacted, &e., That the rooms prepared and provi- 
ded in the new treasury building at the seat of Gover nt 
for the use of the Treasurer of the United States, hi 
ants, and clerks, and occupied by them; and also the fi 
proof vaults and safes erected in said rooms for the keeping 
of the publie moneys in the p ion, and under the im- 
mediate control of said Treasurer, are hereby constitute 
and declared to be, the Treasury of the United States; anc 
the said Treasurer of the United States shall keep all ul 
public moneys which shall come to his hands in the Tr 
ury of the United States as hereby constituted, until t 
same shall be drawn therefrom according to law.” 


Mr. CALEB B, SMITH moved to amend itby | 


adding the following proviso: _ 
“That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to prevent the Secretary of the Treasury 


ie 7 H 
from depositing the revenue of the Government in | 


; James Blaek, James i; 


|| vertible into gold and silver. 


any bank or banks which he may deem expedient, 
and also to receive the Government dues in the pa- 
per of specie-paying banks.” 

Mr. C. B. SMITH occupied his hour passing 
over a large range of debate, involving the finan- 
cial history of the Government for the last twenty 
or thirty years, and its multifarious connexion 
with the politics and the diversified interests of the 
country. Ofhis remarks, as well as of other gen- 
tlemen, we give but a general sketch. He said he 
snatched the present opportunity to speak, as he 
could predict from the indications given that the 
majority of this House, by whose unanimous vote 
he supposed this bill would pass, would feel them- 
selves justified in forcing the House to a vote un- 
der the previous question upon this bill in Jess than 
twenty-four hours. He knew the potent force of 
the gag; he knew that at the last Congress, when 
this very same bill was under consideration, it 
was forced through without any debate being al- 
| lowed, under the pretence that the people had de- 
i cided the question at the previous Presidential 
i election. He did not believe the people decided 
this matter in the Presidential canvass of 1844. 
In his own State they were left entirely in the dark 
iin regard to this matter, and no individual pre- 
| tended to say that the sub-treasury was one of the 
measures which would be carried out. He re- 
ferred to the Baltimore convention, of which we 
had heard so much, and said while they had pro- 
| nounced upon the Texas and Oregon questions, 
they had said nothing of this. In scanning the 
proceedings of that convention you looked in vain 


1a phe a y i) ke, || for any reference to the sub-treasury scheme; they 
e, Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, |: i r 


had not forgotten the scenes of 1840, the over- 
t whelming defeat of the party then; and they did 
not wish to bring before the people a subject upon 
which they had already pronounced their denun- 
: ciation, and driven them from power. After Mr. 
Polk was elected, this bill was brought forward 
| and passed under the previous question, and now 
į it was to be driven through again. 

i Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON inquired how 
| long a time was allowed for the repeal of the sub- 
treasury by the twenty-seventh Congress? 

Mr. SMITH replied, some three weeks, he be- 
| lieved, considered in connexion with the national 
| bank bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The bill was passed with but 
one speech being allowed. 

Mr. S., resuming, wished to bring up some rem- 
iniseences connected with the financial history of 


|, the country for the Jast few years. From 1820 


(he said) down to that period in the Administra- 
tion of General Jackson when his grand and mag- 
nificent system of experiments commenced, we en- 
oyed a currency equal to any ever enjoyed by 
any civilized nation—a currency at all times con- 
u He referred to the 
financial measures of General Jackson’s Adminis- 
| tration—the removal of the deposites, the trial of 
the pet-bank system, &c.—and to them ascribed 
the revulsions and disasters which succeeded. 
Such a scene of suffering, bankruptcy, and ruin, 
(he said,) had never heen witnessed by any civil- 
| ized nation, as was experienced hy this, following 
lose upon the adoption of this series of experi- 
ments on the currency. He referred to the bill in- 
| troduced by Mr. Gorpon, in 1834 or 1835, (the 
reporter thinks,) which presented, for the first 
i time, the principles of the sub-treasury scheme, 
‘and to jts rejection in the House by 161 to 33. 
Among the nays, the names of James J. McKay, 
James K. Polk, Richard M. Johnson, and others 
i of the Democratic party, were found; and he read, 
expressed in speeches and writings, the opinions 
of Mr. Polk, and of Mr. Ritchie, then editor of 
ithe Richmond Enquirer, commenting at some 
length upon what he considered the inconsistency 
: of the then and the present positions of the gentle- 
‘men named, and of the Democratic party generally. 
| He came down to the recommendation by Mr. 
i Van Buren of this scheme at the extra session of 
! 1837, noticing its rejection then, and stating, after 
its final adoption and approval on the 4th of July, 
(which was styled by its friends the second Decla- 
, ration of Independence,) that, during the seven 
: months that the law was in force, it never was 
carried, nor could it be carried, into effect, of so 
impracticable a nature was it. It lived for this 
i short period a miserable, languishing life; a mis- 
erable humbug, it was consigned to the grave; and 
it was now to be resuscitated, and clothed with the 
: mantle of Democracy, and its passage, he supposed, 


would be hailed as the third Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. But pass it they might, and notwith- 
standing the hallelujahs which might be raised at 
this third Declaration of Independence, it would | 
be found that the common sense of the country 
would revolt against it, and that the difficulties in 
carrying it out would be insuperable. : 

A great improvement had taken place in the cons 
dition of the country within the last five years; 
and with the exception of a little lowering cloud in 
reference to our Oregon difficulties, so far as re- 
gards our domestic affairs, our people and ‘our 
Government were never in a more prosperous con- 
dition than at present. Why was it? For six 
years this miserable tinkering with the currency 
had becn abandoned. But now it was to be re- 
vived, and by this bill the banks were to be struck 
at, and by the bill to reduce. the tariff the manu- 
facturers were to be reached; and this all with the 
cry that itis for the benefit of the farmer and the 
laborer that these measures are to be taken. He 
| ridiculed the idea that with the prostration of these 
two classes the other portions of the community 
i would flourish. ‘The effect of this war upon the 
banks, and of the passage of this bill, he said; 
would be to lock -up in the vaults of the treasury, 
and withdraw absolutely from any participation in 
the business of the country, $10,000,000—one- 
eighth of the entire coin of the country. This 
would necessarily be followed by the banks con- 
tracting their discounts, as they would absolutely 
be obliged tọ do under. the operation of this 
law; and then the cry would be raised that the 
banks were putting on the screws for political 
effect. Connecting this, however, with the more 
odious measure of the reduction of duties to be- 
tween twenty and thirty per cent., which would 
flood the country with an amount of foreign im- 
portations which. would greatly exceed our ex- 
portation, and which balance of trade would go to 
| exhaust us of dur little remaining specie, another 
suspension of payments, another revulsion would 
sweep over this country, which would equal or ex- 
ceed all the disasters and ruin which resulted from 
the previous tinkering and experiments upon the 
currency. ; 

It was possible to justify this meagure only on 
one ground, and that-was on that of a hard-money 
currency exclusively. If the Democrats on this 
floor were in favor of an exclusive metallic curren- 
cy, they were right: but he would like to have 
them make that issue before the country. Not 
twenty members on this floor, he ventured to say, 
could be found to come out boldly and sustain 
such a system. He referred to the Democratic 
party in his own. State, and said their movements 
were against the banks in disguise, and that neither 
they, nor but few of the party in any portion of the 
Union, dared come out boldly in favor of an ex- 
clusive metallic currency. : 

Mr. DOUGLASS stated that he was in favor of 
a metallic currency. 

Mr. HENLEY said the. gentleman ought to 
have known, and did know, that he (Mr. H.) had 
voted in the Legislature of Indiana, and should 
vote against bank charters. 

Mr. SMITH, resuming, repeated that the gen- 
tleman’s party in their own State (Indiana) did not 
dare come out and show their hand in favor of an 
exclusive metallic currency, for they knew on the 
issue of a metallic currency they would not be sus- 
tained by the people. 

What was to be gained (setting aside its influ- 
ence upon the banks and the’ business relations of 
the country generally) by locking this money. up 
in the vaults of the treasury? Let the history of 
Swartwout, and Price, and Boyd, and Harris, an- 
swer. 

Mr. GORDON wished to know if Mr. Swart- 
; wout was not at one time the Whig candidate for 
| the Vice Presidency? 
| Mr. SMITH replied that all this “gammon” 
| was perfectly well understood. Mr. S. received 
‘and held office under the gentleman’s party, and 
jit was very far from their practice at present to 


ii go into the ranks of the Whig party to find their 


officers. 

Mr. S. having concluded his remarks, 

Mr. WICK addressed the committee as follows: 
T had no expectation of obtaining the floor upon the 
discussion of this bill, and have not now obtained 
i that grand desideratum, (so often sought here in 


i ¥ain,) with a view to inflict upon the committee an 
© hour’s speech, Ishould have been silent were it 


1846.” 


575 


not that my honorable colleague, [Mr. Surra 
has just addressed the committee, has, by his refer- | 
ences to public opinion in Indiana, as he supposes | 
it to be, made it appropriate that some explanation | 
should be given by a Democrat from that. State. |! 
My colleague has said, in substance, that neither || 
in the’year 1844, in the Presidential campaign, nor | 
in 1849, in the Congressional canvass, Aid we of | 
the Democratic party make mention of the design | 
to pass this or any other bill in the nature of the | 
independent-treasury bill of the year 1840. My | 
according to his in- | 

H 


3] who f 


colleague’ speaks; no doubt 
formation. I cannot presume to be positive in 
setting him right about public opinion in any part 
of Indiana except my own district, 
to that district my colleague has heen greatly mis- 
informed. It is true that this was nota topic for 
exciting discussion on those occasions. Those 
who voted with the Democratic party in 1840 re- 
mained in 1844 and 1845 attached to the principles : 
of this bill, ‘Those Democrats who in 1840 voted |: 
with the Whig party had hada “sober second ` 
thought; they had reconsidered a bateh of ques- 
tions and themes—the extravagance of expendi- 
ture charged against the Democratie party—the || 
Florida war—the standing army of men, and the | 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
{ 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 
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: 
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i 
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Tn reference 


standing army of degs—the gold-spoon budget 
of lies—and the independent treasury—and had 
changed their minds upon each of those topics, and 
likewise, honest-hearted patriots were anxions to | 
signalize their change of opinion b successfully | 
giving their suffrages to the men and the measures | 
they had formerly contributed to defeat. Sir, this 
was noble. Ctood men change their course upon | 
conviction. Wise men are open to conviction, 
Bad men, when convinced, adhere to their course | 
from motives of pride and vanity. Fools never |i 


change their minds from conviction. Yf they |) 
change at all, itis from impulse merely. 1 may | 


be asked, how I come to be so well informed as to 
these matters, I answer, that in 1844, my demo- | 
cratic friends placed my name upon their ticket of 
electors for our State. ` Consequently [spent that | 
summer among the people, addressing them on an | 
average about twice per day from the Ist of May | 
till the Ist of November. lt is true that Ehad neiw 
themes for discussion, But yet, whenever it oe- j 
curred to me, L took cars in my addresses to say 
thatif the Democratic party should be trusted by 
the people, the treasury would be made and kept 
independent of the banks. When itdid notoceur, | 
my opponent, or some one of the legion of orators | 
always ready, and, it seemed to me, ever present: 
to oppose and respond to me, would catechise me | 
as to our intentions in reference to the independent | 
treasury; and I am sure no man can be found to! 
say that on any occasion I dodged the question; 
and, sir, if those gentlemen overlooked the cate- 
chising, there were those who did not. T eannot | 
pretend to remember the number of occasions on 
which some good Democratic Whig—I meai one 
who was a Whig in 1840, never before and never | 
since, and who most likely will never be such i! 
again—-would take me out on one side to tell me | 
that the Whigs had lied so outrageously about 
everything else, he was inclined to suppose they had 
also lied about the sub-treasury. Tie had been told | 
that it was a scheme to give favorites a chanes to 
yun away with the public money, but he had as 
eertained afterwards, on investigation, that it wa 
a plan for the safe-keeping of the public money, 
and to keep it out of the hands of the bankers 
And, sir, my Democratic Whig would want to know || 
whether, if we succeeded in electing Polk and |, 
Dallas, we would establish the independent treas- |: 
ury. In every instance did I frankly respond in i 
the afirmative. | 
Again, in 1845, my friends made me the candi- | 
date of the Democratic party for the place in this | 
Hall, to which I regret { bring less ability than my ii 
excellent constituency would well deserve should | 
be enlisted in their service. Asa matter of course, ;: 
I was again ‘‘in the field’? all last summer till the | 
first of August; and during that time, I had the . 
most conclusive evidence of the change of opinion |: 
on this subject. Sir, I was frequently catechised | 
—both by the Old Democrats, who had stood firm | 
in 1840, and by Democrats who had been Demo- | 
cratic Whigs’ in 1840—as to my vote on this | 
measure, and always promptly gave the expected | 
H 

f 

| 

{ 

| 


pledge to give it my support. In public addresses, | 
I rarely neglected to allude to this measure as one 
which we would pass ‘‘of course.” 


i; ple would sponge out their banks on the first op- 
} portunity. They know that if there were no banks 


half-eagle; and for large notes, noble  sonsie” 


i through such banks, to furnish the merchants with | 


l principles and details have been before those who 
sare your masters and mine, since 1837. 


i gentlemen on the other 
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guage of friendly defiance, called upon those of us | 
who represent Democratic districts in Indiana, to | 
say whether we are prepared to stand up to the | 
doctrine of anexclusive metalliecurrency. Icannot | 
answer for any but myself; and for myself I say, | 
I believe the Democracy of Indiana is prepared to | 
defy the world, the flesh, the devil, and the banks, 
and that if it were not that there are Whig States, 
ultra Whig, in our immediate vicinity, which char- 
ter banks, with what they call liberal, and what 
we call corrupt, charters, whose rotten circulation 
of shinplasters would be flooded in upon ns in the | 
absence of a paper circulation of our own,—l say | 
were not this the case, 1 believe the Indiana peo- 


i 


to absorb the gold and silver, in lieu of every paper 
dollar now in their pockets, they would have an 
oldish-looking Spaniard, or Mexican, or two bright | 


i 
j; 
i 
{ 
i 
i 


bill, they would have a bright, glorious-looking 


golden eagles, with their country’s arms inscribed | 
thercon. ‘There isa kind of bank which probably | 
our people would tolerate: 1 mean a bank restricted | 
from issuing small notes, and with what is com- 


monly called the “individual liability clause” in- |i 


serted initscharter, They would desire, perhaps, 
exchange, without materially debauching their cur- 
rency, | 

But, sir, while our Whig neighbors in adjacent i 


States charter swindling ragoeracies, we in Endiana, |: 


to Keep their corrupt eirreney from among us, 
must devise merns, through some kind of cont 
vance, to supply our own shinplasters. We preter 
our own monopoly to those of other States, De- 
eause we ean watch and govern them, aid keep 


them under, Cireumstunces alter eases; and when i 


We cannot control the eire 


imstauces, we try to: 


make a case to suit the circumstances as well as |. 
We make our own shinplasters in self- |: 


We cub. 
defonee, On the same principle, were a cold-water | 
man to be compelled to transact business for hours 
in a liquor shop, where every one’s breath smelt 
of liquor, Lwould bold it no violation of his pledge 
were he to take a small dram in self-defence; on 
the same principle an exquisite might eat garlic ii 
without impeachment to his gentility. i 

So strong, sir, is the feeling of our people in In- | 
diana on this subject, that when we maké a Dem- | 
oeratic bank dircetor to watch the doings of the f 
hatch of banks composing our State bank, or when | 
a Democrat is chosen director of one of our branch- 
es, it has seldom failed, to some good extent, to 
shake the confidence of the Democracy in him, and 
to bring him into a questionable position—often, 
no doubt, unjustly, 

Mr. Chairman, L shall not discuss this bill, Its 
They 


eration, have been adopted by the American peo- | 
ple. ‘They have sent us here to pass the same into | 
u law, and ina few days we shall do so. ‘To the 
side of the Fouse, T desire 


ta say that you can make nothing by ad 
W this bill,” My colleague has read ‘extracts from | 
the writings of the senior editor of the Union, to | 
show that some eight or ten years ago he was op- | 
posed to this bill, Well, what then? It only | 


proves that the senior editor of the Unwn is al 


thinking and conscientious man, and not a pertina- 


cious fool, and therefore has ‘second thoughts,” ;| 


and sometimes changes his mind. 


So, too, my colleague has read an extract from |! 
aspecch of the President, to prove that long ago, i 


before the State banks took to breaking in so furi- | 
ows a manner as they did since then, he (the Pres- | 
ident) held State banks in considerable respect, and 
preferred them, as depositories, to a United States 
bank. Well, now, I reckon he did say something 
of that kind; but it was when the grand object of 


l the Democracy was to break down the United States | 


Bank; and, as | have said before, the State banks 


sort of way, and ask him what he now thinks of i 
State banis, after several years’ experience of |, 


them. My word for it, he will receive a ver 


i 
| wi 


i has thrown. away his ammunition, like a young 


| certain things. 


American halt’ dollars; and for every tive-dollar |i 


cussion i 


I tell you gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, that you can make nothing out of this bill 
in the way of political capital. -It is an old sub- 
ject—stale—fully understood, and decided upon by 
our masters. In opening the diseussion of this bill - 
so ingenious and able a speech, my colleague 


hunter out West, who followed a deer all day, from 


li dawn till twilight, when, being unable to overtake 
i| the deer, and determined to have a shot anyhow, 


he poised his rifle, took careful aim, and fired at 
the—track. Cee y ‘ 

And now a word to my friends on this’ side of 
the House. The people have sent us here to do 
We are responsible, not only for 
the success of those measures indicated by the pub- 
lie will, but also for the time within which they 
may be acted upon. The country is anxious. and 
impatient. We are accused, I fear justly, of need- 
less delay. In 1844, we told the people that James 
K. Polk was a “Young Hickory’’—that he had 


: force of character, and would “go ahead.” | 


| And now, sir, the good Democrats of the land, 


‘having been fully convinced by his communica- 


tions to Congress that he is what we represented 


him, are, nevertheless, saying that we, in this and 


the other Fiall, are anything but prompt in our 
action. They give us credit for our good speech- 
es, but J believe they would rather see our meas- 
ures. The assembly in the other Hall, they are 
| of opinion, creeps on the trigger” to a painful 
extent. Itis time we were doing as well as talk- 
ing; and it is to be hoped that some of the “old 
salts” of the House will spring a resolution upon 
us to-morrow morning to close this debate. Ire- 
peat, that we on this side of the House are re- 
sponsible tor delays, for measures passed, and for 
measures neglected, We are enough, if united, 
Our constituents are united, We ought to be so, 
Mr, LEAISE did not intend to make a speech, 
but morely to set right the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr Santa) upon a few matters of fact. The 
gentleman asserted that the Baltimore convention, 
“in its resolutions, had made no allusion to the sub- 
treasury. But the eighth resolution of that con- 
vention declared emphatically that the party was 
in favor of the great fundamental principle upon 
which this bill is based—that it was in favor of an 
entire Separation of the Government from all con- 
nexion with the banks of the country—a fact 
which he presumed the gentleman overlooked in 
his eagerness and great zeal to arraign: the Dem- 
ocratic party. K 
Again: the gentleman adverted to. the defalea- 
tion, or the defection, rather, -of Samuel Swart- 
wout, in 1837, and of Harris, Boyd, and others, 
as arguments against the independent treasury. 
The gentleman was, or ought to be, aware that 
these defalcations took place two years before that 
measure was adopted, and under the operation of 


i ey | the bank system. As soon as Samuuel Swartwout 
were disapproved of at first; but, after a reconsid- ii 


defalented, he turned round and becam 
as he (Mr. L.) understood. 
Another fact: not one cent of the public money 


e a Whig, 


| was lost while the sub-treasury system was in 


` Operation, 


|B, KING, Mr. SEABORN JONES, and Mr. 
otted to the con- 
ependent treasury. 
of Mr. Kine how 
allowed to be discussed 


y | by the Whig majority in the 27th Congress? 


1e gentleman will very easily 


My excellent colleague [Mr. Surra] has, in lan- |! like all wise men, has been enlightened by facts. || ascertain by referring to the Journal, 


Mr. HOUSTON was 


do A és Pog 7 A . 
oa ee was so serviceable when it would li become prosperous without it—an important ad- | 
elp his party, and so defective when the facts would i| mission, which he hoped would go forth to the | 
go against them. From the examination he had | country. 


| 
been able to give, it appeared that the bill, instead |! 
of being allowed three weeks, was taken up on the | 
2d of August and passed on the 6th of August under | 
the previous question; the gag of which the gentle- |! 
man and his party now found it so convenient to | 
complain. 

Mr, HOPKINS (Mr. Leake still giving way) | 
read from the Journal of the 27th Congress before i 


glad to see that the gentle- |! a bank is not necessary, and that the country has 


But immediately afterwards, the seats through- 
out the Hall were for the most part vacated. 
Mr. CHIPMAN was proceeding to reply to 


: f : some of the remarks of Mr.Smiru, when— | 
him, that the bill for the repeal of the dependent 


treasury was taken up on the 7th of August, (Sat- 
urday,) and that on Monday, the 9th, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union were | 
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Mr. LEAKE (resuming) stated another fact |i be in order. 


upon the authority of the Journal before him, that || Mr, McKAY then changed the form of the mo- 
that bill was not even read by sections, and that a || tion so as 
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The motion was rejected. i 
i 

t 


U The SPEAKER said, the motion would not now i; prefer to sit on Fridays and Saturdays rather than 


point of order taken by a Democratic member, Mr. | 
James W. Williams, that the previous question | 
would not take effect until the bill had been read | 
according to universal custom and rule, was voted | 
down—Mr. Kine voting with the majority; and | 
that the bill was actually voted for aud passed (as ' 
appeared from the Journal) without being read. | 
He threw back upon the gentleman from Indiana ! 
the charge made upon the Democratic party that | 
they ‘are not disposed to accord suficient time for | 
discussion and debate. | 

Mr. KING. H 
that bill? | 

Mr. LEAKE. Ido not know. | 

Mr. KING, I will tell the honorable gentleman, | 
there was one section only. i 

Mr, LEAKE. So much the worse. They could | 
not read even that one. 

The gentleman from Indiana accused the Demo- | 


Flow many sections were there to | 


cratic party in 1844of having shirked the treasury || 
Mr. L. would take occasion to say, that |! 


question. 
down to 1840 he had been opposed to the sub-treas- | 
ury; and that he then became an example of ‘the | 
sober second thought” to which the then President, 
Mr. Van Buren, appealed with so much confidence. | 
‘The gentleman charged that the Democratic party | 
had not declared openly their ground, thus leaving 


the inference to be drawn that the Whigs had i 


avowed and maintained consistently their own 
ground. | 
tion had met and adjourned without preparing any | 
address, or laying down any principles, the Whig 
convention in Virginia, and he was told in Norti 
Carolina, Ohio, and elsewhere, solemnly avowed 
that General Harrison was opposed to a national 
bank; and yet one of the first measures resorted to 
on this floor by the 27th Congress, was the attempt | 
to establish and fasten upon the country a national 
bank. ; 
Mr. S. JONES (Mr. L. yielding the floor) in- 
quired of his colleague [Mr. Kine] ifa Whig com- 
mittee of Georgia, in which the gentleman himself | 
was included, did not prepare an address to the 
people of that State, in which they declared Gen- | 
eral Harrison and “ Tyler too” opposed to ana- 
tional bank? i 
Mr. KING. They made no such assertion 
They simply compiled the declaration of thes 
gentlemen, and left them to stand for what they | 
were worth. AP ; 
Mr. JONES. Was not the compilation intended | 
to show that they were opposed to a Bank of the 
United States, and that General Harrison and Mr. 


Tyler had voted against establishing a Bank of the | 


United States? . j 

Mr. KING replied in the afirmative to the lat- | 
ter inquiry, and said that the extracts compiled 
showed also that General Harrison believed a bank 
to be wise if the people thought it proper and ne- 
cossary. 

Mr. LEAKE resumed, and concluded by no- | 
ticing one more remark of Mr. C. B. Sars. The: 
gentleman 


it 1 
wag to prostrate the great financial and commer 


cial interests of the country, and that the country = 


has now recovered, and is in a prosperous state, 


Mark that: and the country is now In a prosper- ʻi 
ous condition; yet we have no national bank, which a 
has heretofore been the great panacea of the gen- i! 
Wei 


tleman’s party for the evils of the currency. 
have now the gentleman’s admission, at- last, that i 


2 in 18 N ir Pg 7 i; . * . 
But in 1840, after their general conven- |: mington, in that State; which was referred to the | 


|i of the removal of ce 


|| Wood; which 


had told them that the result of this | 
tinkering with the currency from 1834 to 1840 | 


to provide that when the House adjourns, 
| it adjourn to meet at eleven o’cloek to-morrow. 
| No quorum was present, nor anything approach- 
| ing to a quorum. 
| Myr. BARRINGER and Mr. SCHENCK raised 
: this as a point of orders 
and gave notice that he would to-morrow renew 
his motion to change the daily hour of meeting to 
eleven o’clock. 

And then, ata late hour, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, March 31, 1846, 
Mr. SPEIGHT presented the petition of Abram 
| Adams, praying permission to re-locate a military 
; bounty land warrant, issued to hin for his services 


|| in the last war between the United States and Great 


Britain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 
Mr. SEMPLE presented the petition of citizens 


armory at Tort Massac, on the Ohio river, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of citizens 
of Ohio, praying the establishment of a mail route 
from Lebanon to Wilmington, and the discontinu- 
ance of the route between Waynesville aud Wil- 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


the Legislature of the State of New Jersey, in favor 
n obstructions tu the navi 
‘ gation of the Delaware river; which was referred 
to the Commitee on Commerce. 

| Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of 
| Jonathan Smith, an officer in the revolutionary 
; army, praying to be allowed commutation pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
i tionary Claim 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a remonstrance of 
citizens of the State of New York, against the re- 
i newal of a patent heretofore granted to Jethro 
s laid on the table. 

Mr. H. JOHNSON, pursuant to notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill for giving 
effect to the cighth article of the treaty with Spain; 
zhich passed a first’and second reading, was re- 


| 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 


|i to authorize the clerk of the county court of Bates 


county, Illinois, to enter a certain quarter section 
of land, for a county seat; which was read a third 
time and passed. 


_ aud approved an act authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to contract for American water-rotted 
hemp for the use o? the Navy of the United States. | 

Mr. BREESE remarked that he yesterday gave 


tional accommodations in the Senate Chamber to 
the public; the hour being nearly expired, he would 
not do so to-day, but he renewed the notice for to- 
morrow morning. 

| After a few words on the subject between Sena- 
! tors MOREHEAD, ARCHER and BREESE, 


Whereupon Mr. McKAY waived his motion, | 


of Ilinois, praying the establishment of a national | 


Mr. DAYTON presented a resolution passed by |! 


} 
| 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, j/ 
and ordered to be printed. i 


[A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, announcing that he had signed | 


t 


i 
ti 


|, ance on committees. 


' olution submitted by Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON; 
| in relation to Oregon correspondence; when, or 

| motion of Mr. C.; it was informally passed by. ~ 
| The Senate proceeded tothe consideration of the: 
| following resolution, submitted several days since: 
| by Mr. Baesy: ; es 


Resolved, That after Monday next, the Senate : 


will meet at 11 o’clock A. M. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to amend the resolution by” 
striking out the words “Monday next,” and. in- 
serting, ‘* this day.” : i 

Mr. BAGBY accepted the amendment, as a mod- 
ification of his resolution.. 5 

Mr. SEVIER said he was reluctantly compel- 
ed to oppose this resolution, the adoption of which 
would be productive of great inconvenience, with- 
out accelerating the public businéss. He would 


to mect at I1o'clock in the morning. He found 
that the demands of business fully oceupied his 
time in the morning, and it was in, his judgment 
too early in the session to meet at so early an 
hour. ` 

Mr. ALLEN’S object in making his suggestion, 
was to give as much time during this week as pos- 
sible for the discussion of the subject now before 
the Senate. If afterwards it would be found pro- 
per to recur to the old practice, very well. But it 
was, he thought, desirable to give another hour 
daily to the discussion of the special order, which 
it was highly desirable to bring as soon as possible 
to a close. 

Mr. BERRIEN concurred with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Srvrer.] The duties devolving 
upon the members of the Senate were of sucha 
nature as rendered it impossible to meet at so early 
an hour as 11 o’clock, and discharge them ade- 
quately. The industry of Senators—their attention 
to business—the amount of labor performed by 
them—were not to be determined by the length of 
time they satin that chamber. Their constituents 
understood that perfectly well. They had good 
reason to know that the fact was as he had stated. 
With respect to the amendment, it was peculiarly 
| objectionable, and especially when viewed in con- 
nexion with the object which prompted the mover, 
which was stated to be to afford more time for the 
discussion of the special order at present before the 
Senate. That was a very grave and important 
question before the Senate, on which members had 
been heard at their leisure; others desired to be 
heard, and it was certainly, in his judgment, ask- 
ing a little too much that any of them should be 


i 


| subjected to the disadvantage of addressing the 


| Senate after its patience had been exhausted by 
listening previously to a long and elaborate discus- 
sion of the question: He could conceive of nothing 
that would justify thaton the part of those who had 
already spoken.  It-appeared to him, especially, a 


|| departure from the courtesy of the Senate, with 


| regard to all its members. 

| Mr. BREESE also concurred with the Senator 
| from Arkansas. If the rule were confined to the 
| present week, very well; but to any extension of 
iit he was decidedly opposed. It was certainly a 
i much earlier period of the session than that at 
i which the Senate had been accustomed to change 


its hour of meeting, as reference to the Journal 
vould show. Any limitation at present of the time 
Hotted for the discharge of the important duties 
! devolving upon Senators in attention to committee 


session had passed away, and he wished it to be 
distinctly understood that his sole object. was to 
economize time and expedite the public business. 
Mr. SEVIER remarked that one o’clock being 
the hour for the special order, the additional hour 
: in the morning would not expedite that matter. 
Mr. WESTCOTT said he should vote against 
the proposition to meet at eleven o’clock, and also 
i against that by which the Senate is to meet on Fri- 
: days and Saturdays. He found it difficult to at- 
i tend to the business of the people of Florida, making 


v SAT HS i 5 8 © i it necessary to visit the public departmenis in the 
notice of his intention to call up for action this ; 


morning the report in relation to affording addi- :! 


morning before the Senate met, and to get to this 
chamber by twelve o'clock; and, besides, two or 
_ three mornings of each week are devoted to attend- 
He believed, from his brief 
experience, that he could best serve his State by 
: the present practice not being changed. He under- 
| Stood it had been followed for many years. Under 
it, Fridays and Saturdays ean be devoted by Sen- 
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ators to business fully as important to the country 
as if they-were.engaged in listening to one, or two, 
or three-speeches a day here. One hour at least 
every mornitig-is now. devoted to the current busi- 
ness, before. any special order calling up debate is 
taken up. -He-said he regarded the speeches here 
as'the least iniportant part of our doings. Mr. W. 
said he did not care a fig for the railing of any who 
attempted to excite censure of the Senate by the 
people, as being lazy, tardy, and go forth. He felt 
‘responsible to his State, and was notat all alarmed 
that these railings could have any improper effect 
on the intelligent, liberal, and confiding citizens of 
the State he had in part the honor to represent. If 
there was any more economy desired as to Lime, 
Suppose we sit till dark each day. He would vote |! 
for that; but he hoped the resolution just read would 
be lost. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he 
of the Senator would be better accomplished if the 
Senate, by common consent, were to sit every day 
until the question was disposed of. He did not 
think anything would be. gained by meeting at 
eleven o'clock, As for hurrying Senators who had 
not yet spoken, he was disposed to give to all who 
desired it an ample opportunity to express their 
views. And he toate it would be well for that 
purpose that they should sit every day in the 
week. 

Mr. MANGUM said he hoped the resolution 
would not pass: there were gentlemen who desired 
to express their views who would be deterred from 
doing so if it were attempted to force two speeches 
a day upon a wenried Senate. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative: Yeas 13, nays 31. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted several days since 
by Mr. Breesu: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the ‘Treasury be, and be 
is hereby, authorized and dirceted to eange the maps now 
in the roam of the Coumnittce on Publie Lands of the Sen- 
ate, and compiled from the actual surveys, to be finished, vo 
as to render them usett for the purposes for whieh they 

-were originally intended: Provided, if the same cannot be 
finished with the force now at the disposal of the suid Nee- 
refary in the General Land Office, thin, and in that ense, 
additional force be employed for that purpose. 

Mr. BENTON made a few remarks not audible 
in the gallery, ‘ 

Mr. BREESE remarked that the Government 
had already expended a large sum on the construc- || 
tion of these maps—some $50,000 or $100,000; 
but till. completed (und a small expenditure of 
$3,000 or $5,000 would make them complete) they 
svere comparatively valueless: The question sim- 

ply was; whether the sum already expended 
should be. lost, or the small additional expenditure 
of $5,000 at. farthest be made, so as to render these 
maps serviceable. 

A reading of the resolution bein 
was again read. . 

Mr. BENTON then observed that the resolution 
took quite a short cut to accomplish its object. A || 
bill would be necessary, for it was nothing less 
than making.a law which would involve the neces- 
sity for an appropriation. ; 

The question was then put, and the resolution 
was negatived. A division was called for but not 
persisted in. | 

Mr. JARNAGIN asked to be discharged from | 
further service upon the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, his ‘duties on the several standing 
committees being greater than he was able to per- 
form. S 
> The request was acceded to, and Mr. J. was 
‘discharged accordingly. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved that the Senate pro- 
‘ceed to the consideration of the special order of the | 
day, which was agreed to. 

SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, &c. — 

Mr. CASS commenced with a disclaimer of any li 

intention to enter into a formal discussion of the |! 
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thought the object 


g called for, it 


dn refutation of this statement, he read an atiack ;; 
' made upon bimsel! (Mr. Cass) in the Tfouse of 


į the time of the adoption of that treaty, the north- 
| Western territory Was a terra incognita; and how | 


extract from the speech of Mr, Hay woop, in which 
it was stated that the debates in Congress com- 
pared disadvantagcously with the mildness and de- 
corum which prevailed in the British Parliament. 


Lords, by Lord Brongham, aud also upon the peo- 
ple of this country, in 1843. 

When be came here he determined to assail no 
one, and he had hoped to be himself freed from 
attack, Our position here was sufficiently elevated, : 
and we ought to be content to perform our duties | 
conscientiously, He would bandy words with no 
one; although he could not but take exception to | 
language which bad been applied to himself. hi 
would be casy to retort, and he who assails has 
no right to complain when assailed. 

He had formerly said that he could not sce how i 
any one could nssume that the claim of the United 
Sites does not extend north of 499, Since that, 
several Senators had declared that 49° was the har- 
rier of our claim; and thot all our title Jay south of 
that line. A great error certainly prevailed, cither 
among the ultraists ov their opponents. Tle went | 
inko mi argument to show that the error was on the 
Opposite side, Our claim, he asserted, extended 
from California to the Russian boundary. Thati 
whole region of territory was so bound together by ; 
cirenmistances and interests, that it was not politi- | 
cally divisible by lines and parallels of latitude. ; 
He contended against the view of the Senator from | 
Goorgia, (Mr. Brnmen,] that our limitation to the 
parallel of 49 rested on the grounds of contiguity 
aud latitude. He coincided with Mr. Greenhow 
that no such line as was contemplated by the treaty 
of Utrecht was ever run; and asserted, that in none 
of her recent correspondence had Great Britain 
rested her chim on this supposititious line. At 
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could the treaty of Utrecht, in 1714, give a tite to | 
Great Britain, when she herself rests her claim on 
Captain Cook’s discovery some half century after- 
wards? Of course she herself does not recognise | 
this line asa ground of tide. i 

Having shown that no such line as 49 was es- | 
tablished by the treaty of Utrecht, he regarded this 
faet aaa strong argument against the submission, 
on our part, of this question to arbitration. 

After referring to the various propositions made 
from time to time to settle the respective claims 
of the two countries on 499, he quoted from Mr, 
Gallatin to sustain him in astatement that Mr. Gal- 
latin himself did not regard our claim as termina- 
ting at 499, ‘This Government. he contended, was 
not bound to return to an offer which had been i 
previously made and rejected. i 

Fe then proceeded to speak on the subject of 
compromise, and asserted that a compromise did 
not affect the question of title. 

Referring to the language of the President in his 
Message, he would not attempt to deduce from it 
any obligation to renew the rejected offer of 49°, 
In that Message, the President states that, al though 
England had no claim upon us, to show the mad- 
eration of our views, he had offered her the paral- | 
lel of 499, without the Columbia river. The in- 
cipient steps are with the President, and with him 
he was willing to leave it: But he protested, in |i 
advance, against the ground that-we are: bownd to i 
a compromise on the basis which has been reject- | 
ed. And if the question were submitted to arbi- | 
tration, he adduced reasons to show that the decis- | 
sion would be a splitung of the difference. He | 
therefore thanked the President for refusing an | 


his own views. 


i, whole of the United States at this moment. 


ito the discussion on the bi 


Mr. C. then read some remarks, 
which he had made three years ago on this ques- 
tion. The Oregon he claimed was the whole of 


| Oregon, and not an inch of it would ever be sur- 


rendered by his vote. He vindicated the Pres- 
ident from the injustice dene to him by the insin- 
uation that he kept the word of promise to the ear 
and broke it to the hope. The Oregon of the Pres- 


i ident is the same Oregon which ‘so agitated the 


He 
deprecated the mode adopted by the Senator from 
North Carolina in giving his exposition of the 


i meaning and objects of the President, not from his 
: official communications, but from what the Senator 


had called his acts of omission and commission; 
and could not understand what practical benefit 


1 was contemplated by these unsustainable deduc- 


tons. 
With reference to the estimates received from 


` the departments, he asserted that they had been 


made carly in the session, and in the usual man- 


| ner; and that if Senators put these estimates in 


their pockets, the responsibility would be on them, 
and not on the Exceutive. He specified the ‘esti- 
mates from the Navy Pern rement; and adverted 

i | reported by the chair- 
mau of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and the 
issue of it. He then read some recommendations 
from General Scott as to the increase of the army. 
Fle repudiated the iden that the President had not 


reposed confidence in the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations, and highly eulogized 
the able and firm conduct of that Senator through- 
out all this debate, and expressed his conviction 
that the Senator enjoyed the entire confidence of 
the Executive. i i 

He refuted the inferences drawn by several Sen- 
ators who had addressed the Senate, of a. disposi- 
tion on the part. of the President to accept the 
sroposition of 499, from unauthorized statements. 
He demanded the assent of Senators on the other 


|: side to the dechwation that the President and his 


friends were as strongly attached to a pacific policy, 
and as much disposed to meet Great Britain on 
any just and honorable ground, as any on the other 
side of tie Senate; but he would not speak with 
any confidence of the probability of an amicable 
termination of this question until unreasonable de- 
mands were no longer pressed upon, us- Tn the 
prospect before us, he could not recognise the dawn 
ofa bright day. The lion and the cagle could not 
yet lie down together. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Miner] 
had said, not snecringly, that it was better to fight 
for the last inch of territory than ‘the first. He 
asked that Senator. to reflect on the converse of the 
proposition, and to say it was. not better to fight 
for the first inch than the last. In reply to. other 
Senators, he admitted the obligations of every 
Government to avoid war. The power of Eng- 
land was indisputable. Her flag floated in every 
quarter of the globe; her drum was heard on évery 
shore. But her moderation was. less conspicuous 
than her power. All that she could now hope for 
was the territory north of 49° ; and of what value 
was that, when weighed against the dangers, cost, 
and chances of. wax? She is now overrun with 
population and subjects. She has two wars on 
hand—one on La Plata, for commercial objects, 
and one in the Indies, for territorial acquisition. 
Let her abandon her pretensions on this continent, 
andhe would say, “ Well done,” although it would 
be rather late in the day for her to begin. He 
ridiculed the idea that two great nations cannot go 
to War; and cited the wars which were now waging 
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. . a { 
in Africa, in Cireassia, and in India, in refutation | 
of the idea. He cited the course which Great, 
Britain had pursued in reference to China, and the 
revolution which was in progress in that country, 
in consequence of her war upon the Tartar dy- 
nasty of that empire. He touched upon the false 
notion of philanthropy which led men to travel’ to 
the north pole in quest of objects of benevolence, | 


and neglecting their own immediate neighborhood; | gloomily represented by the Senator from South 
and on the different degrees of sympathy called || | ’ 


. : 5 Carolina. Admittine that a war of ten—of five 
forth waon i object of compassion was a brown || years—would be disastrous to us; it could not ex- 
or awhile skint, ‘i ipa - ` . j we i 
From the moment when he read the President's tere Pe lea e A eto ae der. 
Marre he Toren ghe scl wish were | Botid it were be evn ore datos chan he 
energetic action on the part of those who were | WER Cee peeing ead a es 
the public sentinels. He recommended those meas- Mr. CALHOUN said he had putitas a hypoth- 
ures which were calculated to the effective asser i esis, that even a most successful war would be dis- 
nonof i Bese desi girl Rasen i peal a eae a not be terminated in less than 
eg a rr ae Gree reat 
Habe x SRAY ERROAN lo this. || part of the Senator's speech, but to the prediction 
This he had said before, and this he repeated. He || that such a war would produce the overthrow of 
was not able to say whether, if she now came back || this Government, Tn that view, a war would at 
to the parallel of 499, she would find our Govern- | once be a signal of destruction; and we have noth- 
mene prepprod to ient heron ee ee thin H ing Jeft but, when smitten on the one cheek, to 
} : re ti Er 8) turn the other. The experience of two wars stamp- 
flopi, Orany spectator in nig gallery, : He thonght | ed error on this prediction, He referred to the 
it wiser and better to understand the President | ` sued | Senator from South Caroli- 
from his official documents han feo fan Wand ee by N il a phi a e i 
aoc ’ v sup- i| na and Mr. Clay, the Homeric chiefs, during the 
posed acts of omission and commission. He had || jast war, and the effect produced by it on the en- 
i ergies of these who were engaged in fighting the 
battles of the country on our frontier. Fe believed 
! that although we should suffer severely, we should 
come out from another conflict with many glorious 
i wreaths on our brows. 
i Many a raven had croaked in that day. Many 
a Cassandra bad foretold the ruin of the country. 
But he regarded our conntry as the strongest for 
good, and the weakest for evil, in the world—rest- 
hing on public opinion. Tt is the only Government 
‘in which there ean be no revolution. Changes 
i there may be. But the evil of a government of 
i military chieftains, as predicted by the Senator 
|, from South Carolina, was the last which we ought 
to fonr, 

[The above is intended merely to show the gen- 
eral hearing of the speech; a request having been 
made that a regular report of it should be, for the 
present, withheld.] 


to be expected that she will quietly witness the 
occupation of that country by a dense population 
of American citizens? Tf she would ever abandon 
; the country, she would do it now, when there can 
be no dishonor in giving it up; not when there has 
ous up there a great Power capable of resisting 
her. 

The evils of war had, in his opinion, been too 
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dom and patriotism. As to the power of England, || 
while he believed that her excessive weiehtof tax- | 
ation and debt was inevitably urging her to her | 
ruin, he must be a bold man who could take iti| Mr. ASHLEY moved that the Senate adjourn; 
upon himself to predict the period of her greatness. |: but withdrew his motion, and, 

Now, she has the same vigor to strike which she}, On motion of Mr. SEVIER, 

always had. She can draw on the future, to mecti The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the necessities of the present. Our own resources |} Executive business; and shortly afterwards the 
are also great, and equal to, any emergency; and |) doors were re-opened, and, 

the spirit which would urge us onward, would be:; The Senate adjourned. 

as irresistible as the surges of the ocean as they |! 
rolled over the tracks on the sand. We have no : 
king of Avance who can paralyze or expand our | 
energies at his will. 

He then went on to notice some remarks in the 
speech of the Senator fiom South Carolina, [Mr 
CaLHoun,] premising that he should speak of the 
Senator with that respect due not only to his hig! 
character, but to a friendship of thirty years, whicl 
(said Mr. C.) has been to me a source of high |; 
gratification. He coincided with that Senator in }! 
his view of consistency. The man who boasts 
that he never changes, only boasts that. the lessons ʻi 
of wisdom are all lost upon him, and that he does || 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Truespay, March 31, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday, without being read 
through, was approved. 
DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. A. D. STMS asked leave to introduce the 
following resolution: 
Resolved, That the hour to which this Flouse 


a. m., until otherwise ordered. 

Objection having been made, 
. Mr. SIMS moved that the rules be suspended to 

enable him to introduce the resolution. 

from South Carolina, he quoted from some of the) Mr, WINTHROP (turning to Mr. McKay) 
London Journals received by the last steamer, for |) made a remark, of which nothing was heard by the 
the purpose of showing that public opinion in Eng- | reporter. 
land had become less amicable than it was some-;/ But Mr. McKAY said he hoped the House 
time ago. As to the observations of Sir R. Peel | would agree to the change of hour, for it was high 
on the rejection by Mr. Pakenham of the offer of | time that it should be made. 
49, he regarded them as not committing himto any © Mr, WINTHROP asked the yeas and nays on 
particular opinion or course of action. Had he in- | the motion to suspend the rules, which were or- 
tended it to indicate a peaceful disposition, why || dered, and, being taken, were, yeas 105, nays 52. 
have we not, since that period, heard something i: 
from him of a design to carry it into effect? $ 

In relation to the present state of the territory, ʻi 
he regarded it as critical, and liable to be disturbed ` 
every moment. The first gun fired on the Colum- || . emp nn ss 
bia will send its echoes to e further shores of the EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION: 
Atlantic. He was a firm believer in the sure and!) Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if there was on the 
mighty efficacy of the great agent Time, but he | Speaker’s table a communication in relation to the 
believed that Great Britain will not herself permit | deposites of the public money? ; 
this state of things to continue. ‘Whoever has) ‘The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 
Oregon willcommand the North Pacific,” is thelan- |; 
guage which has been used in England; and is it |: the House. 


a 


were suspended. _ A ; 
And the resolution being thus before the House, 
The question was taken, and it was adopted. 


ii shall henceforth stand adjourned, shall be 11 o’clock, į 


So, two-thirds voting in the afirmative, the rules į; 


Mr. DROMGOOLE asked that it be laid before | 


| And the SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
; House the following communication: ; 

| A letter from the Secretary of the ‘ 

| stating, in compliance with the 5th section of the 
Lact of the 30th of June, 1845, making appropria- 
| tions for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
i Government, and for other purposes, that the Bank 
| of Baltimore, and the Bank of Louisiana, two of 
| 
| 
| 
1 
i 
H 
| 


e Treasury, 


the depositories of the Government, have been dis- 
charged since the last session of Congress, with 
the reasons thereof; also, that the deposites have 
been withdrawn from Francis Dodge, of George- 
town, and from the Bank of Wooster, Ohio;. to- 
gether with an extract from the Treasurer’s last 
weekly report, showing the amount on deposite in 
the several depositories, as appears by the last re- 
turns, and a statement showing the stocks now 
deposited with the department as collateral securi- 
ty for the public funds in custody of the various 
depositories. - 

On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the commu- 
nication was laid on the table, and ordered to be 

rinted. x 

The SPEAKER also, by consent, laid before 
| the House a private bill from the Senate, (name 
i not heard:) which was read twice by its title, and 
, committed. 
| DEBATE ON THE SUB-TREASURY BILT. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE offered the following reso- 
i lution: > 

| Resolved, That all debate shall cease on Thurs- 
: day next in Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union, on the bill of this House entitled 
| eA bill to provide for.the better organization of the 
treasury, and for the collection, safe-keeping, trans- 
fer, and disbursement of the public revenue,” at 
i one o'clock, p. m.; and the committee shall, having 
| voted without debate on the pending amendments 
, and such as may be offered, report the bill to the 
House. . 


The resolution having been read— 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to amend it 
by striking out ‘*Thursday,”’ and inserting “ Wed- 
nesday.” / 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he believed the resolu- 
| tion was not debatable. ` ` : 
| The SPEAKER said it was not. > 
| Mr. DROMGOOLE was understood to say, 
' hoped the motion would not prevail. 
| The question on the amendment was 
and it was rejected, a 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution— . eee 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to strike out the‘hour of 
‘Cone,’ and insert “ three.” ` ‘ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question again recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution— 

Mr. WOODWORTH moved that it be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the yeas and 
nays, but withdrew the demand. 

And the question. being taken, the House de- 
|; clared that the resolution should not be laid on the 
: table. > 

And the question recurring on its adoption— 

Mr. McCONNELL moved to strik out “Thurs- 
day next at one o’clock,” and’ insert **Saturday 


he 
then taken, 


i 
t 
i next at three o’clock.”’ ; 
| ‘The amenpment was rejected. 
i 

i 


The question again recurring on the ad 


| S option of 
the resolution, a 
Mr. C. B. SMITH asked the 
! which were refused. 
And then the resolution was adopted. 


yeas and ħays; 


| 

| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
i on this bill should cease on Thursday next at one 
o’clock. 


THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


' On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the House 
; resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union, (Mr. Jounson, of Virginia, 
t in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
: bill to provide for the better organization of the 
: Treasury ,and for the collection, safe-keeping,trans- 
: fer, and disbursement of the public revenue. 

The pending question being on the following 
: amendment heretofore offered by Mr. C. B. Suita 
: to the Ist section of the bill— 

“ Provided, That nothing contained in this act 
l shall be so construed as to prevent the Secretary 


So the House decided that all debate in Com- si. 
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of the Treasury from depositing the revenues of 
the Government in any bank or banks when he 
mey naeta Li expedient; and also to receive Gov- 
rament duessn the paper of specie-payine banks. ”? 

"Mr. CHIPMAN was entitled te the 3 
yielded for the moment to. - 

Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, who offered the 
following amendment; 

Insert’after the werd «< felony” in the 16th line 
of the 17th section, “ And if any oficer charged 
with the disbursement of public moneys shall ac- 
cept oF receive, or transmit to the Treasury De- 
partment, to be allowed in his favor, any receipt 
or voucher from a creditor 
without having 


ment, the full amount specified in said receipt or 
voucher, every such act shall be deemed to be a 
conversion by such officer to his own use of the 
amount specified in sich receipt or voucher.” 

Mr. CHIPMAN resumed his remarks from 
yesterday. He expressed his regret at having ob- 
tained the floor, for he thought all the time allot- 
ted to the debate justly belonged to the opposition 
on this floor, ta whom he wished should he given 
full opportunity to express their views on this int- 
portant question. He thought this course hest 
calculated to promote the interests of the party to 
which he belonged, as he thought such speeches 
as they had yesterday had from the gentleman 
from Indiana, would be more effective aginst the 
gentleman’s own party than any which might 
come from the side of the House to which he (Mr. 
Č.) belonged. Asfor his opponenta, ho did not 
wish to triumph over a fallen foe—-t de mortuis 
nihil nisi bonum” was ever his maxim, He alluded 
to the sneers which had been attempted to be 
thrown upon the Democratic party for having 
changed their opinions on this subject, and vin- 
dicated their course on the ground of having seen 
their errors and renounced them—-n course of which 
the Whig party were never guilty, He referred 
to the early history of the independent treasury, 
as connected with the deposite banks of the coun- 
try, and came down to its final establishment in 
1840, and its repeal in hot haste, eifeeted by the 
triumph of the Whig party in what was justly 
styled yesterday by the gentleman from Virginia 
(My. Leake] the great national debauch of IRAU. 
In passing, he touched upon some of the moral and 
physical characteristics of that contest, whose his- 
tory was wrapped up in such disgrace. 

he gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Sain] told 
them that the country was now prosperous; thatit 
had recovered from the financial embarrassment: 
and ruin of 1836 and 1837; but that, be it observed, 
was without the aid of a national bank, which bad 
always been considered so necessary and indis- 
pensable by the gentleman's party to the well- 
regulation of the currency and the prosperity of 
the country. He ridiculed the disparaging ‘idea 
aflvanced. by the gentleman, of a “ hard-money 
currency’? compared with banke issues, and coni- 
mented upon the discounts, losses, and derange- 
ments which followed in the wake of a flood of 
paper issues. 

The proposition before the commitice was to 
take. the: money collected by the Government for 
the people in gold and silver and place it in secure 
keeping. e ae ’ 
ing of..one person without guards or securities; it 
was an independent treasury without sufficient 
regulations; and the first treasury act passed under 


the Administration of Washington, and which | 


was now in force, contained the substantial princi 
ples of that system which it was now proposed to 
carry out in greater perfection. — 

The cry was raised that this independent treas- 
ury would create one currency for the people and 
another for the Government. But was it not the 


people’s money which was collected by the Gov- | 
eroment?—and.was it. not immediately paid out: 
and continually circulating throughont the commu- : 


nity? It was a miserable humbug; such as the 


‘Whigs had always to hunt up in order to make a |, 


e floor, but |. 


L of the United States, | 
having paid to such ereditor, in such funds | 
as the said officer may have received for disburse- | 


| ment of the United States. 
t visions, checks, and securities upon the treasury 


The money was now left to the keep- | 


ii forty years’ existence of a Bank of ‘the United | 
if States, and said the prosperity of the country was | 
| infinitely sugmented through its instrumentality; 
: and he controverted the correctness of a remark in 
f the reportof Mr. Dromeoorr relating to the  em- 


į an 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a just regard to the interests of that State, he 
would unite with him (Mr. C.) in going for a re- 
duction of this oppressive plundering tariff. He 
closed with repudinting all desire and all idea of 
advantage to his own State from any connexion 
with the bank razs of the country, “That State, 
with its vast surplus of wheat, wanted nothing of 
any currency better than gold and silver, He also 
appealed to other gentlemen from whom he wished 


4 to hear in due time. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was understood to say | 
he had thought this independent weasury had left | 
| in it nothing to commend it to resnest: and that were 


“ 


ned for his friends 


it not for the respect he ente 


j and colleagues on the Committee of Ways and 
; Means who favored it, he should not have felt him- 
! self called upon to address the House. 
inot pardicipare in the discursive remarks which 


had been thrown ont. Hewas willing to accord to 


| the gendeman from Georgia and other gentlemen, 


much eredit for their full and Javid investigation of 
the proceedings of the Iih Congress, in their re- 
peal of the sub-treasnry system. But their friends 
of the present majority ought to recollect that great 
trees are long in crowing to their heieht, but they 
are ent down in an hour; and therefore no equal 
iniputations or corpinints could as justly be made 
against a party who, when satisfied of ‘the errors 
of a system, roze it to the ground speedily, as 
against that party which should build up a system, 
in its nature and character extremely complicated, 
without allowing ample time for iis Investigation 
even by these favorable toit They should recol- 
lect also the denuneistions on their part aginst the 
thor haste’ of the Whig party in the repeal of 
this law, and the success with which they made 
these appeals: mul beware how they followed 
what they successfully pointed out as an evil ex- 
ample. 

Mr. J proceeded to show that there were objec- 
tions to this plan which were fully adequate to 


counterbalanee all the suveestions in its favor. Te |i 


referred to the report ol Mr. Dromcooin accom- 
panying this bill, in the last Cone s directing 
many of his remarks to a reply to positions there- 
in kid down; and he said, ifthe views taken by 
the gentleman in that fir and able argument were 


vorreet, there was much need of such a system; | 


but he eousidered some of them erroneous. 

His first objection to this phi of an independent 
treasury was, that it was altogether unnecessary 
Everything contained in the twenty-six sections of 
this voluminous bill was substantially contained 
in the act of 1789 organizing the Treasury Depart- 
He explained the pro- 


provided in the fourth section of that act, and ap- 
plauded the admirable wisdom displayed in this 
epitome of financial regulations. There was no- 


thing in this bill ofa broad, expansive, statesman- | 


hke character; it was at best bat an incident: it 
builds up, it establishes nothing, Tt provided thkt 
all dues to the United States should be paid, from 
and afier June 30, 3846, in gall and silver coin 
only. Gold and silver were valuable in ther proper 
place, but no civilized nation had ever made them 
the exelusive medium of circulation, and it was 
utterly impossible that it should he done. Te 
cited some practical eases in which bills of ex- 


chanve or other eurrency are niuch more conve- | 


nient and valuable than the precious metals; those 


i concerned should be left at least to thoose for them- 
| selves. 


TTo reverted to the state of the country during the 


harrassments, revulsions, ruinous explosions,” &e. 
of the Bank of the United States, averrine that the 
Bank of the United States never had an explosion 
ov revulsion, with the exception of a brief period 
after its establishment; and that it lived and died 
in great and glorigus prosperity, aud paid the Gov- 


ernment of the United States, at the extremity of 
|, its period, all the friends of the Government de- 


ired it to pay. 
Some conversa 


of Georgia, and Mr. INGERSOLL, on this point. 


The substance of Mr. JONES'S inquiries being, 
whether the Bank of the United States, chartered | 
in 1816, would not, in 1819, have been prostrated 
d ruined by the speculations of its directors and 


He should ; 


stockholders, had it not. been for the intervention 
of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury of the United 
States, who placed the funds of the-Government at 
its control? And was not the bank ruined from 
similar causes, when, carried into Pennsylvania, it 


| did not have the funds. of the Government? 


Mr. INGERSOLL replied to the first inquiry, 
that he could not undertake to speak of a temporary 
embarrassment at the particular period referred to; 
but he did say that, during its whole period, no 
ruinous revulsions or embarrassments took placein 
its concerns; that it discharged in the best manner 
the duties ofa financial institution for the Govern- 
ment, exerted an influence in the highest degree 
beneficial to the people, and died in great and glo- 
rious prosperity. With reference to. the second 
inquiry, he considered that there was no analogy 
yeiween the State institution of Pennsylvania, called 
the Bank of the United States, and a national bank; 
and thatits disaster arose from the error of its man- 
agers undertaking under a State charter to carry on 
the immense machinery ofa stock of $35,000,000, 
and from other errors and indiscretions. 

Mr. I. stated several further points of objection 


| he had to this bill, and detailed reasons which led 
i him to the conclusion that. we were better off under 


the existing law than under this bill, if passed; and 
that a Bank of the Cnited States, under proper pro- 
visions and regulations, would furnish a far cheap- 
er, easier, safer, and more natural instrumentality 
for the transaction of the financial affairs and the 
security of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. L E. HOLMES said this was a grave ques- 


tion, It affected the currency and affected cotton— 
one of the essential interests of the country. The 
bul proposed to collect the revenue in specie, and, 
therefore, it was urged it would. abstract so much 
from the curreney, and from the ability of the coun- 
try to carry on its business, ‘Che business of the 
country, in a practical point of view, was divided 
into two classes: one consisted in the application of 
capital to labor; the other was a species of appli- 
cation that tended to the destruction of the inter- 
ests of labor. What was the banking system, 


; Which had been so much lauded by the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania, who had just spoken? Tt was 
a system of immense potentiality, aud its value 
depended upon its management—the nice adjust- 
ment and adaptaunn of its powers. He admitted 
that it had, in some respects, been valuable; that it 
had developed the energies and promoted. the en- 
terprise of the country. It said to labor, ‘We 
will give you the currency in which you are to-be 
paid, but we will give you no standard by which 
you can estimate its value.” By. this system labor 
was regulated by secret councils, held in bank 
| parlors, whose effect on the currency was as sud- 
den and magical as the touch of Aladdin’s lamp. 
Look to the eperations of the United States 
Bank, an institution which he did not wish to say 
anything to the disparagement of, for in some re- 
ispects it had been a valuable institution, and it 
would be seen that it would require superhuman 


tion passed between Mr. JONES, 


| virtue to regulate its concerns in a safe manner. 

That bank was possessed of a capital that over- 
shadowed all other banks, and it controlled the 
banking operations in every State of the Union. 
Other banks were perfectly indifferent as. to the 
basis of specie. They looked to the great central 
lnstitation, supposing that it would look to the ex- 
changes, and see that the proper portion of specie 
: was kept in the country to maintain the paper eur- 
i rency. 

The bank supposed that its eredit would enable 
it to regulate the exchanges, not only in the United 
States, but in Europe, and also the East Indies. 
| Its bills were substituted for specie in the purchase 
| of teas and silks in China. But.the bank was 


|, indeed to China, but to their agents in’ London— 


the Barings. No specie was apparently used 
in this trade, while in fact it was going out of the 
country every day. The specie continued to go 
i out, until the amount in the country was reduced 
| to six millions. The bank drew upon all the other 
i banks, till it had “exhausted them. The local 
i banks felt easy, because the United States Bank 
| was supposed to have the means of protecting the 
paper currency, 

he local banks were isssuing three dollars in 
paper for one in specie; but, instead of specie, 
they had the notes of the Bank of the United 
States. Men rushed into speculations of the wild- 


£ 

| 

| 

| 

| obliged to transmit specie to meet the bills, not 

i 

1 

| 

| 


est kind, and there was no standard of the value 
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of labor; for it rose and fell with the facilities of | 
obtaining bank paper. The paper of the United | 
States Bank was the basis of the operations of all | 
the others. The wreck was universal, and prop- 
erty was sacrificed, and thousands were ruined. 
The convulsion shook the country to its centre, 
and it required years to recover from its effects. 

Now what was it proposed to do by this bill? 
He cared nothing for the measure, as one for the 
safety of the public money merely. . The Govern- 
ment was not made to preserve and guard the 
money of the people, but to protect their interests— 
to protect the interests of labor. This measure 
would make it imperative on the banks to keep 
such a quantity of specie as would answer the | 
demands of the country. It would be eternally | 
demanding of the banks more or less specie. True, 
there would never be more than eight or ten millions 
wanted at any one time from the banks; but the | 
knowledge that they were liable to be called upon 
would induce them to retain such a portion of spe- 
cie as would sustain their paper issues. It would 
render the banks continually jealous of their ercdit; 
it would make them Argus-eyed in watching each 
other—in watching the ingress and egress of the 
precious metals. By these multiplied guards, it 
would be rendered certain that the banks would 
never be left withdut a sufficient sum in specie. 

The banks will be compelled to make continual 
statements to their own stockholders, and to have 
a board of comparison, as in England. What 
would be the effect of this system? Would it stop 
the business of the country, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had said? The whole sum. at any 
one time in the treasury would not exceed eight | 
or ten millions; and the system would aid the | 
business of the country by checking imprudent 
and rash speculation. As to mere safety, he be- 
lieved the public money would be as safe in the 
banks as anywhere. The penaltics were not, how- 
ever, more severe upon the banks than upon the 
sub-treasurers, 

The whole question was, whether a country, 
with so many States, independent of each other and 
of the General Government, as to the issues of pa- | 
per, ought not to establish some check upon the 
issues of paper, and enable the people to have some 
standard by which to regulate value? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL (whose remarks will 
be given in the Appendix) spoke in favor of the | 
bill, adverting to his action in opposition to it ata 
former session, and arguing that the amendments 
now proposed to the bill, under the sanction of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, had obviated the 
causes of his objection to it, and brought him to 
the conclusion to vote for its passage. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN (whose remarks also 
will be given in the Appendix) opposed the Dill, | 
but directed the greater portion of his remarks to 
a reply to some of the points of Mr. C. J. INER- 
SOLL’s argument, and to a demonstration of the 
position, that whatever cause of objection existed 
during the last Congress in the mind of that gen- 
tleman against the bill then under consideration, | 
was in nowise removed by the terms or provisions | 
of this. 

‘The Chairman then gave the floor to— | 

Mr. GRIDER, who yielded to a motion that the 
committee rise; which prevailing, 

The committee rose, 

And the House adjourned. 


ji 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following Petitions and Memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of the Mayor and 125 
s of the city of Albany, asking the appointment of 
as to the heads of bureausin the Navy Department: | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Joseph Puquet, and 
many other citizens of Jasper county, Mlinois, praying an 
increase of mail facilities from Olney, in Richland county, 
to St. Mary, and thence to Newton, in Jasper county; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 157 eitizens of the State | 
of [linois, asking Congress for an approp on for the re- 
moval of obstructions in the rapids of the M ppi river: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: Tae petition of Joseph Pe- 
ters, 2d, in favor of free trade: referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITE: A memorial of citizens of Saratoga 
county, and State of New York, remonstrating against the 
renewal-and extension of Ietters-patent to Benjamin H. 
Woed, for the improvement in cast-iron ploughs heretofore | 


granted to Jethro Wood, now deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 


cit of the city of Brooklyn, in refation to the defences of the 
cities of New York and Brooklyn, and praying Congress to 


; put them in a proper state of defence. 


By Mr. YELL: The petition of 46 citizens of Fulton 
county, Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a mail- 
route from Batesville, to Fulton court-house, in said State : 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of Anna McLean, praying 
compensation for the services of her husband, who died in 
the service in 1813. 

By Mr. JAMES H. JOHNSON: The petition of David 
Pettit, a soldier of the last war, for a pension for disabilities 
incurred during his services in the same. 

By Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS: ‘Fhe petition of Joseph 
Koger, of Mi ippi, for indemuifieation for the loss sus- 
tained by the 


the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of a number of the 
ns of Indiana and Hlinois, praying a post-route from 
asville, via New Harmony, Grayville, Albion, and Fair- 
field, to Salem, in said last-mentioned State: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Pest Roads. 

By Mr. COCKE: 'Phe petition of Peter Rambo, of the 
county of Sevier, in the State of Tennessee, praying Con- 

ss for compensation for money taken from him by the 
1, Whilst at the surrender of Fort Niagara, in the late 
The petition of Josiah Kindred, of the county of Mor- 
. praying Congress to grant 
him a pension on account of ryices rendered to his coun- 
try as a soldier for a period of seventeen years, including the 
kue war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of M. M. Putney, 
and 86 other settlers on the canal reserve, in Wisconsin, 


war, 
gan, in the State of Tennes 


emptions granted to them. 


priation tor the road from Milwaukie to that place. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 1, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the State Department, exhibiting 
the number of clerks employed in that office, and 
their compensation. i 

Mr. SPEIGHT rose for the purpose of moving 
a reconsideration of the vote taken yesterday, by 


the Committee on Public Lands, in relation to the 
completion of certain maps of the public lands, was 
rejected. Tle was induced to this course, in order 
that that resolution might be amended, so as to 
make it a joint resolution, and thus remove the ob- 
jection raised to it by the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Bunroy.] 

Mr. EVANS suggested that the object would be 
accomplished by the introduction of a new joint 
resolution, 

Mr. SPEIGHT withdrew his motion to recon- 
sider, and the subject was passed over. 

Mr. FHLANNEGAN presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Cayuga county, New York, remonstrating 
against the renewal of a patent heretofore granted 
| to Jethro Wood; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted an additional document 
in relation to the claims of Jacob Flousman; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a joint resolution 
passed by the Legislature of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of the establishment of a naval depot 
at Evie, in that State; which was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


. 


| Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of citi- 


zens of the western part of the State of Missouri, 
praying the establishment of military posts on the 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

of a patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; 

which was laid on the table. 
Mr. PEARCE presented certain resolutions 


land, in favor of the erection of a beacon light at 


State; also, in favor of making the bridges over 
the Eastern branch of the Potomac free of toll; 


table. 


the claim of Hannah Severance; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 


memorial of Ross Winans ‘and others, praying 


By Mr. SEAMAN: The memoriat of the Common Coun- ; 


sceipt of a United States treasury note, which. | 
had been cancelled, but fraudulently reissued: referred to i 


asking that the price of the Jand may be reduced, and pre- j 
The petition of William M. $ 
Dennis, and other citizens of Wisconsin, asking an appro- ; 


which the resolution reported by Mr. Brerss, from | 


route to Oregon; which was referred to the Coni- | 


Mr. DIX presented a remonstrance of citizens | 
of Wayne county, New York, against the renewal 


passed by the Legislature of the State of Mary- | 
i; would lie over for the present. 
the mouth of the harbor of Annapolis, in that | 


| which were ordered to be printed, and laid on the : 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented papers relating to `i 


| that steel may be admitted into the various ports : 


1 


| which was agreed to: : 


| port. 
| only four or five regular reporters employed*in the 


of the United States free of duty; which was 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. J. also presented certain resolutions passed: 
by the Legislature of the State of Maryland, te 
favor of a repeal of the pilot laws of March:2; =. 
1837; also, in favor of.a light-boat-at the mouth of- 
the Patapsco river, and buoys.at the mouth of. the 
Wicomico river; which were ordered. to be. print- 
ed, and lie on the table. , , i 

Mr. J. also presented resolutions passed by that 
body in favor of the erection of fortifications on 
Sollers’s Point flats, in the harbor of Baltimore; 
which took the same. course. : “ 

Mr. DICKINSON | presented a, remonstrance 
of citizens of New York, against the rénewal. of 
Jethro Wood’s patent; which was laid upon the 
table. . 

Mr. DIX moved a reconsideration of the refer- 
ence ordered, in the case of the petition of James 
Buchanan; which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. D. then asked that the petitioner have leave 
to withdraw his papers; which was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That 500 copies of a compilation of 
the pension Jaws now in force, printed by order of 
the House of Representatives under its order of 
the 31st of January, 1846, be printed for the use 
of the Senate. oe ; 

Mr. NILES moved that the resolution be refer- 
red to the Committee on Printing; which was 
agreed to. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD submitted the followin 
lution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions in- 
quire into the expediency of granting a, pension to 
Hannah Severance, for the military serviccs of her 
husband in the war of the Revolution. 


Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, submitted the following resolution; 


g reso- 


Resolved, That Professor Espy be authorized to 
construct one of his patent ventilators, and apply 
the same to the Senate Chamber, and that.the ex- 
pense thereof be paid by the Senate out of the con- 
tingent fund, provided that the same does not ex- 


be 


ceed $250. 


Mr. BREESE moved that, the prior orders of 
the day should be postponed, and that the Senate 
take up for consideration the report submitted by 
him from the Committee on Contingent. Expenses 
of the Senate, in relation to” providing ‘additional 
accommodations for the public in the Senate Cham- 
ber; which motion was agreed to. 

The report was accordingly taken up. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON asked how many re- 
porters were to he excluded ? 

Mr. BREESE referred’ the Senator to the plan 
accompanying the report. There were not more 
than five or six regular reporters employed; and it 
was not intended to make special provision for the 
accommodation of letter-writers, as such. 

Mr. MANGUM wished to ask what was the 
extent of accommodation at present afforded to the 
reporters, how many were now accommodated, 
and to what extent 1t was proposed’ to diminish 
that accommodation? 

Mr. BREESE referred the gentleman to the re- 
As he had already remarked,..there were’ 


Senate, who practised the art of stenography. 

Mr. CLAYTON hoped. the Senator would’ al- 
low the resolution to le over for the present. If 
the object was to exclude any of the letter-writers;* 
he would most decidedly oppose the measure. But 


in order that Senators might have time to examine 


| the report, he moved that the resolution be laid 
| upon the table for the present. 


Mr. MANGUM also hoped that the resolution 
0 3 He would take 
this occasion, however, to reply to a remark which 


' fell from the Senator from Mhnois, [Mr. BreEEsE,} 


to the effect that a due regard to the accommoda- 
tion of the public in the gallery rendered it impos- 
sible to afford much space to the letter-writers and 
reporters. That remark appeared to him (Mr. 
M.) not to be characterized by the usual diseretion 
and accuracy of the honorable Senator. Surely 
the convenience and accommodation of that indus- 
trious and intelligent body—the letter-writers— 
were of more importance than the accommodation 


1846, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


581 


of casual auditors. The letter-writers, he would 
uddertake to say, by their synoptical communica- 
tions to the various presses of the country, diffused 
more information amongst the masses of the peo- 
ple than the reporters for the city papers, who 
made the extended and elaborate reports. He was 
fully aware of the-important: character of the ser- 
vices and labors of the gentlemen who made the 
reports in eatenso,.and he would feel especial pleas- 
ure in Paps them ‘every possible facility and 
aid in-the-discharge of their arduous and respon- 
sible duties. But it was manifestly unfair to ex- 
clude ‘the: letter-writers from a full share of the 
privileges afforded in’ that chamber to the press of 
the country.’ The reports in the city papers were 
vastly important to all who took’a deep interest in 
the proceedings and debates in Congress. They 
were of the greatest utility to newspaper editors 
throughout the country. They formed a valuable 
record for future reference. But the labors of the 
letter-writers were also of high importance. They 
diffused amongst the great mass of citizens, who 
had not time and inclination to read the cumbrous 
reports, as they must necessarily be, of the city 
papers, a knowledge of the daily proceedings of 
Congress. He was perfectly aware that the priv- 
Uege of letter-writing hed been occasionally abused; 
that distorted accounts of the speeches delivered 
had been sometimes given; that in some eases the 
letter-writers had lost a due sense of the respecta. 
bility of their profession, not to speak of their dis- 
regard of truth, and had become mere earicaturiats. 
‘But there was a proper remedy in such cases— 
expulsion from the gallery; and he trusted that 
hereafter, in any instance in’ which any letter- 
writer thus abused his privilege, he would be 
promptly expelled. But the letter-writers were 
justly entitled to all possible accommodation, and | 
nad unquestionably a claim superior to that of the | 
public who resorted to the gallery. 

Mr, BREESE had no abjection to allow the 
resolution to be passed over informally. He would 
merely remark, in reply to the Senator who had 
last spoke, that as it was impossible to accommo- 
date the whole American press, it seemed proper 
to the committee to make some line of division he 
tween those who should be accommodated and 
those who should not. The report, however, 
would, he hoped, be examined; and for that pur- 
pose, he was willing that it be informally laid on 
the table. 

The resolution was accordingly laid on the table 
for the present. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, asked that said committee be discharged |! 
from the further consideration of the petition of | 
Mary Ripley, widow of Jeremiah Ripley, and of || 
the petition of the legal representatives of Corne- | 
lius Oakley; which was agreed to. | 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, submitted an adverse report on the petition į 
of Joanna Purcey; which was ordered to be print- || 
ed. ; 

Mr, FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill to change the distribu- 
tion of the duties in the naval bureaus, with a re- 
port; which was ordered to be printed. | 


The resolution submitted by Mr. J. M. Craw- | 
ron in relation to Oregon correspondence, was ! 
announced as first in order. 

A SENATOR. suggested that it should lie on | 
the table. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON preferred that it should || 


be passed by informally; which was agreed to. | 


The resolution submitted several days since by 
Mr. Yuuen, in relation to calling upon the Presi- 
dent for tabular statements of the expenses of the 
General Government from its organization to the 
present day, was taken up, and laid upon the table 
without debate. 


The following resolution, submitted some time 
since by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, was con- 
sidered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the resolutions of the Legislature 
of the Statc of Louisiana, of the 10th instant, in- | 
structing their Senators and requesting their Repre- | 
sentatives:in Congress to call the immediate atten- | 
tion of the Government of the United States to the | 
necessity of erecting such fortifications and arma- | 
ments as will secure the city of New Orleans from | 
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invasion, be referred to the Secretary of War, and |: 
that he be instructed to report to the Senate a plan 
for the defence of New Orleans, together with an 


estimate of the expenses required to perfect the 
works which may he recommended in said plan. 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr, Yurer, was considered and egreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be in- 
structed to inquire into the right of the State of 
Florida to a ratable share of the surplus revenue 
distributed to the States under the act of Congress 
of June 23, 1836. 


The following resolution, submitted a few days || 


since by Mr. Asuiey, was considered and agreed | 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of directing that, in all cases where a | 
petition is presented to the Senate for the estab- 
lishment of a post-route, and in the samé petition 
the establishment of post offices or the appointment 


of postmasters are prayed for, it shall be the duty |! 


of the Secretary of the Senate to transmit to the 
Postmaster General such petition, provided the 
post-route therein prayed for shall have been estab- | 
lished by law. 


The Senate took up for consideration the ad- 
verse report of the Comittee on Public Lands on 
the petition of Elizabeth Pearce; which was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved that the vacancy occa- 
sioned in the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
by his (Mr. J.`s) withdrawal from said committee, 
be filled by nomination by the Chair; which was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT nominated Mr. Rusk. 


Mr. SPEIGUIT, after stating that he understood 
a Senator desired to make an explanation before ; 
tho regular debate was resumed, moved that the | 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the special | 
order; which was agreed to, 

SPECIAL ORDER—THE ‘ NOTICE.” 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the spesial order—the Joint Resolution, &e. 

Mr. ASHLEY was about to address the Senate, 
bnt yielded to 

Mr. BENTON, who said he did not rise to make 
any speech, but merely to vindicate history, and 
the intelligence of the Senate, from an error into 
which the Senator from Michigan, not now in his 
seat, |Mr. Cass,] had fallen yesterday, in relying 
on Mr, Greenhow’s book on Oregon. That book 
maintained that the commissaries had never acted 


| 


| under the treaty of Utrecht; had never established 


the limits between the British and French posses- 
sions in North Americas had done nothing on the 
subject. And the Senator from Michigan, hold- 
ing Mr. Greenhow to be right, had adopted his 
opinion, and laid so much stress upon the fact of 
the action of these eommissaries, as to make his 
future conduct upon the Oregon question dependent 
upon it, Jf Mr. Greenhow was wrong, and the 
commissaries had acted and established the paral- | 
lel of 499, and this fact was proved, he (Mr. B.) | 
understood the Senator from Michigan to say that | 
he would give up the Russian limit of 54° 40’, and 
never say anything more about Oregon north of 499, 
This isa penalty which Mr. B. would not have im- 
posed: it was giving to the line of the treatyof Utrecht 
a consequence and importance which he would not 
have attributed to it. But the Senator from Mich- 
igan had judged for himself, and judged deliberate- 
ly; for his speech was well prepared, and it was 
his own act to make his future conduct dependent 
upon the correctness of Mr. Greenhow’s opinion, 
which he had quoted and adopted. Mr. B. would 
show, by the highest evidence, that the commis- 
saries did act; that they did establish the limits 
between France and Great Britain in North Amer- 
ica; and that the 49th parallel was one of the lines 


established; and, having shown this, he would 


make no argument upon it, would make no appli- 
cation of the fact, but content himself with vindi- 
cating history at an essential point, and leave it to 
the Senator from Michigan to give it the-influence 
upon his own conduct which he should think 
proper. 

Mr. R. then made a statement introductory to the 
proofs which he meant to introduce; and showing 
how the treaty of Utrecht had become applicable to 
this question of boundary between the United 
States and Great Britain. Jt grew out of the pur- 
chase of Louisiana, and was coeval with that pur- 
chase. It was known to everybody that the north- 


claimed, because there was an impossible call in 
the treaty of 1783. It called for a due west course 
from the Lake of the Woods to the Mississippi, 
when such course would never strike the Missis- 
sippi—the lake being north of the head of that 
river. Upon the supposition that the line due west 
from the lake would ‘strike the river, the right to 
lits free navigation was granted to the British by 

the treaty of peace; but, on finding that the line 
| 


would not strike the river, the struggle began be- 
! tween the two countries—on the part of the British 
to deflect the line, to tum it down southwest, and 
thus get to the river, and with this arrival upon 


that stream come to the enjoyment of its naviga- 


tion. The struggle on the part of the United 
i States was to prevent this consequence—to close 
the line without yielding the navigation; and this 
contest had continued twenty years, when a treaty 
was signed in London to terminate this contest, 
i It was in the year 1803, Mr. Jefferson being Pres- 
ident, and Mr, Rufus King, Minister in Londons 
for, in those days, Ministers were not so rapidly 
changed upen a change of Administration as has 
sometimes since occurred. 

The fifth article of the treaty then signed deflect- 
ed the line so as to reach the Mississippi on the 
| shortest course; and this was done in conformity 
| to instructions from the Government of the United 
States. This treaty was signed in the spring of 
1803; and it so happened that just about the same 
| time, namely, twelve days before the signature of 
this treaty in London, the treaty, without the 
knowledge of Mr. King, for the sale of Louisiana 
to the United States, was transmitted to our Gov- 
‘ernment. ‘The two treaties arrived in the United 
States together, and Mr. Jefferson. immediately 
| saw the advantage which the Louisiana treaty gave 
‘him in cutting off forever the British, both from 
ithe navigation of the Mississippi and from’ the 
! whole valley of that river. The most accomplish- 
| ed diplomatist in America—perhaps equal io any 
| in Europe—he saw at once that the acquisition of 
Louisiana put us in the shoes of the French in all 
| their treaties applicable to that province; that it 
| especially made ns a party to the treaty of Utrecht; 
gave us the benefit of the line forty-nine, establish- 
ed under that treaty, and immediately determined 
to recommend to the Senate the rejection of the 
fifth article of the treaty, signed at London, and to 
rely afterwards upon the Utrecht treaty as a mat- 
ter of right to force the British out of the valley of 
the Mississippi. The Senate concurred with him. 
They rejected the fifth article of the treaty; and: 
then the double duty presented itself to be perform- 
ed at London. 

The rejection of the article of the treaty was to 
be justified; the treaty of Utrecht was to be plead: 
against the British to put an end to their darling 
desire to obtain the navigation of the Mississippi. 
The first was a delicate duty, The non-ratifica- 
tion of a treaty concluded under instructions, ex- 
cept for good cause, is, by the law of nations, an 
injury to the adverse Power, implying a breach 
of faith but little short of the enormity of violating 
the same treaty after its ratification. To show this’ 
good cause—to justify ourselves for a seeming 
| breach of faith—was the immediate care of Mr. 
Jefferson; and immediately after the Senate. had 
acted upon the two treaties—namely, on the 14th 
of February, 1804—Mr. Madison, Secretary of 
State, wrote to Mr. Monroe (Mr. King having 
asked leave to return when he had concluded hig 
treaty) to bring this delicate business. before the 
| British Government, and satisfy: them at once 
upon the point of the non-ratification of the fifth 
article. The treaty of Utrecht furnished the justi- 
fication, and Mr. Monroe was instructed to urge 
| it accordingly. 

Mr. B. said this extraordinary statement brought 
him to the production of his authorities. He 
would now have recourse to the language of others, 
and would read a paragraph from the first letter of 
Mr. Madison to Mr. Monroe on this subject: 


“Ifthe fifth article be expunged, the north boundary of 
Louisiana will, as is reasonable, remain the same in the 
hands of the United States as it was in the hands of France, 
and may he adjusted and established according to the prin- 
ciples and authorities which in that case would have heen 
applicable. There is reason to believe that the boundary 
between Louisiana and the British territories north of it 
were. actually fixed by commissioners appointed under the 
treaty.of Utrecht, and that this boundary was to run from 
the Lake of the Woods westwardly in latitude 49°, in which 
ease the fifth article would be nugatory, as the Hine from 
the Lake of the Woods to the nearcst source of the Missis- 
sippi, would run through territory which, on both sides of 


western corner of the United States could not be 


the line, would belong to the United States. Annexed is a 


paper stating the authority on which the decision of the i 
commissioners under the treaty of Utrecht rests, and the :| 
reasoning opposed to the coustruction, making the 49th de- |! 
gree of latitude the northern boundary of Louisiana, with 
marginal notes in support of that construction. This pay 
will put you more readily into possession of the subjcet, as 
it may enter into your discussions with the British Govern 
ment. But you will perceive the necessity of recurring to | 
the proceedings of tie commissioners, as. the souree of au- | 
thentic information. These not within our reach here, 
and it must, consequently, be left to your own researches į 
and judgment to determine the proper use to be made of | 
them.” 

Mr. B. remarked upon the language of this e3 
tract. ‘The fact of the commissaries having acted į 
was assumed for certain: the precise terms of the 
act, and the construction of those terms, was not |: 
exactly known; and Mr. Monrce was directed to |! 
examine the proceedings of the commissaries in ` 
Londen—to ascertain the particulars—and to act | 
according to his judgment. Mr. Monroe did so, 
and found not the least difficulty om either branch ` 
of his duty. The justification for the non-ratifica- 
tion of the boundary clause seems to have hee 
admitted withouta word; nor did the other branch : 
of the subject encounter the least difficulty. ‘The | 
Utrecht treaty carried all through: but let 
Monroe speak for himself, In his letter to Mr. | 
Madison, of September 8, 1804, he says: ! 

« We then proceeded to examine the convention respeet- 
ing the boundaries in the light in which the ratification by 
the President presented it. On that subject, also, L oniitted 
nothing which the documents in my possession enabled me 
to say; in aid of which, I thought it advisable, a few ¢ 
atterwards, to send to his lordship a note explanatory of 
motives which induced the President and Senate to decline |; 
ratifying the fifth article. As the afiair had become by that |! 
cireninstance in some degree a delicate one, and as it was 
in its nature intricate, F thought it improper to Jet the e 
planation which I had given rest on the memory ofa single 
individual. By committing it to paper, it miglit be better ;; 
understood by Lord Fiarrowby, anu by the Cabinet, to whoin |! 
he will doubtless submit it.” 

In this extract, (resumed Mr. B.,) Mr. Monroe |! 
shows that he held a conversation with Lord Har- || 
rowby, the British Secretary of State, and used the | 
Utrecht treaty for both the purposes for which he || 
had been instructed to use it, and with perfect suc- | 
cess. Healso shows that, unwilling to leave such 
an important matter to the memory ofan individual, | 
he drew up the substance of his conversation in | 
writing, and delivered it to Lord Harrowby, that ! 
he might lay it before the Cabinet. The produc- | 
tion of this paper, then, is the next link in the chain ! 
of the evidence to be laid before the Senate; and | 
here it is: 

« Paper respecting the boundary of the United States, deliver- 
ed to Lord Harrowby, September 5, 1804. 

“ By the tenth article of the treaty of Utrecht, it is agreed ` 
‘that France shall restore to Great Britain the bay and || 
straits of Hudson, together with alt lauds, s 
rivers, and places situate in the said bay and st 
belong thereunto,’ &e. Itisalso agreed, ¢ thatcomm 
shal be forthwith appointed by each Power to deter 
within a year, ti its between the said bay of H 
and the places appertaining to the French; and also to de- | 
seribe and settle, in like manner, the boundaries between | 
the other British and French cotonies in those parts.’ : 

4 Commis appointed by cach: 
Power, wh nf the treaty in estab- 
lishing the boundaries proposed by it. They fixed the north- 
em boundary of Canada and Louisiana by a line beginning 
in the Atlantic, at a‘cape or promontory in 58° 280 north 
latitude; thence, soulhwestwardly to the Lake Mistasin 5 i! 
thenee, further southwest, to the latitude of 48° north from | 
the equator, and along that line indefinitely.” j 


se 


Mr. B. stopped the reading, and remarked upon | 
the extract as faras read. Hesaid this was a state- 
ment—a statement of fact—made by Mr. Monroe `| 
to Lord Barrowby, and which, of itself, establish- |! 
ed the twofold fact, that the commissaries did act |! 
under the treaty of Utrecht, and established the ʻi 
49th parallel as the boundary line between France `; 
and Great Britain from the Lake of the Woods in- : 
definitely west. How unfortunate that the Sena- 
tor from Michigan had not looked to authentic 
documents, instead of looking to Mr. Greenhow’s | 
book, and becoming its dupe and its victim. If so, 
he never could have fallen into the serious error of |! 
denying the establishment of the line under the 
treaty of Utrecht; and the further serious error of | 
saying that Mr. Monroe had added nothing to Mr. -: 
Madison’s statement, and had left the question as | 
doubtful as he found it. In point of fact, Mr. Mon- | 
roe added the particulars of which Mr. Madison had ` 
declared his ignorance; added the beginning, th 
courses, and the ending of the line; and stated the 
whole with the precision of a man who had taken i 
his information from the proceedings of the com- ` 
Missaries. And to whom did he deliver this paper? 
ae > aih, Secretary of State, to be laid before | 

g In Cabinet Council, and to be used against jj 


: in fatitude 49° 
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t 
the Power who was a party to the treaty! And | 
what did Lord Harrowby say? Deny the fact, like 
the Senator who is so unfortunate as to follow Mr. 
Greenhow, or even resist the argument resulting : 
from the fact? Not at all. He made no objection | 
to either the fact or the inference; and Mr. Monroe | 
thus proceeded to apply his facts, and to urge the | 
exclusion of the British from the navigation of the | 
Mississippi and its entire valley, as a matter of 
right, under the Utrecht treaty, and by the provis- | 
ions of which they could hold no territory south of 
490. Hear him: i 

“By Mitchell’s map, by which the treaty of 1783 was | 
formed, it was evident that the northwestern point of the 
Lake of the Woods was at feast as high north as the lati- jj 
tude of 49°, By s of Mr. Thompson, as- į 
tronomer to th Company, it appears to be 1) 
he western boundary | 
} of the Woods, and || 
closing both there, it follows thari s tbe cbvious inten- | 
f the Ministers who negotiated the treaty, and of 
pective Govemments, that the United States sbould |} 
v territory lying between the Lakes and the ! 
of the parallel of the 4 degree of 
sis confirmed by the courses j 
pursued by the ince they are precisely | 
n had been esta ed between Great Britain 
By running due west from | 
on point of the Lake of the Woods to the j 
Mis ppi, it must have heen intended, according to the ; 
lights be to take the parallel of the 49i degree | 
shed mider the treaty ef Utrecht; and 
of the issippi to the 31s 
le, the whole extent of the western bound- į} 
ary of the Unite è boundary which had been 
estat 


afterw 


blished } 


minated the war of ow Revolution : it having been mani- | 
7 the intention of the parties to heal, as far as could 

the wounds which i d inflicted. Nor is it; 

sened by the cir ce that the Mi 

for by the we è from the Lake 

or that i pniated in favor i! 

ssissippi, to the south 

ree of norih faGtude, Great Britain beld : 

ory; that er was her western boundary 

2st, and ceding the territory to the riv 

was impossible not to call for it: and, on the suppos 

it took its source withia the limits of the Hudson 

Bay Company, it was n that it should stipulate tbe į 

free navigation of tae river; but, in oing, it is presumed } 

that her Government respected more a delicate sense of | 

what it might be supposed to owe to the interest of that 

company, than any strong motive of pol founded on the | 

interests of Canada, or its other po: ns in that quar- | 
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sissippi 
of the Woods, 


of the ¿8th 
there no te 


ter. As Great Br a ceded at the same-time the Floridas 
Spain, the navi m of the Mi i her subjects, í 
if it took plac ing under a fore diction, could 
not fail to draw from ber own te the resources | 
eh properly belonged to them, and therefore could not 
be viewed in the light ef a national advantage. After the 
treaty of 1783, and at the time the convention in contempla- 
tion was entered into, the state of things was as is above 
stated. The territory wineh Great Britain held west of the 
was bounded south by the forty-ninth 
degree of norta fatitudc at which lay between the Lake 
of the Woods and the Mi ppi, southward of that paral- 
lel, belonged to the United tes; and that whieh lay to the | 
west of the Mis H It being, however, under 
stood, by mor s or observations, that the 
souree of the extend so high north as had 
bes tain having shown a desire to 
ed States modified in such 
an article to that effect was 
3 in so doing, it was not 
sr or of the British Min- 
the American bound- 
or of them that America 
y right to the territory lying 
ice vot a foot of it belonged to her; 
t to Great Britain to settle the point 


it was intended to lea 


Atthis period, however, certain measures respecting the Mis- 
sissippi, and movements in that quarter, took place, which 
seemed to menace the great inter of America that were 
dependent on that river. ‘hese excited our sensibility, acute 
her hi 
They ied toa disenssion which ter- | 
minated in a treaty with France, by which that Power ceded į 
to the United States the whole of Louisiana, as she had re. 
ecived it of Spain. This treaty took place on the 30th of | 
April, 1803, twelve days only before the convention between | 
Great Britain and the United States igned, and some ! 
days before the adoption of such a vis known to the 
Plenipotentiaries who negotiated and signed the convention. 
«Under such circumstances, it is impossible that any right 
rived under that treaty could be |; 

his convention to Great Bri or that the | 
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Thus the stipulation which is 
ef tne convention has become, 
3 ee ae treaty, perfectly nugatory ; for 
as Great Britain holds no territory southward of the forty 
oth desrce of north latitude, and the United States the 
whole of it, the line proposed by that article would run 
a country 


which now belougs exclusively te the |! 


i 
| 
t 
i 
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This reasoning (said Mr. B.) was conclusive; 
and in the course of the negotiations which follow- 
d, both parties actually proposed articles, adopt- 
ing the Utrecht line from the Lake of the Woods, 
with a proviso against its application to the coun- | 
try west of the Rocky mountains. In adopting | 


į 
i 


i igation of the Mississippi. 


the line, both articles were identical; the provisoes 
were the same; the only difference wasin the modi- 
fication of the extent of the line. Here they are: 

“Article 5, as proposed by the American Commissioners, <>: 

« It is agreed that a Hne drawn due north or south (as the: 
case may require) from the-most northwestern’ part of. the 
Lake of the Woods, until it shall intersect the forty-ninth: 
paraflel of north latitude, and from the point ‘of such inter” 
section due west along and with the said. parallel; shall: be” 
the dividing line between his Majesty’s territories and those 
of the United States to the westward of said lake; ‘and that 
the said line to and along with the said paraliel shall form. 
the southern boundary of his Majesty’s territories, and the 
northern boundary of the said territories of the United States: 
Provided, That nothing in the present article shall be con- 
strued to extend to the northwest coast of America, orto 
the territories belonging to or claimed by either party on the 
continent of America to the westward of the Stony. moun. 
tains.?? 

“ Article 5, as the British Commissioners would. agree to 
make it. 

“Tt is agreed that a line drawn due north or south (as the 
‘ase may require) from the most northwestern point of the 
Lake of the Woods, until it shail intersect the forty ‘ninth 
parailcl of north latitude, and from the point of such inter- 
section dug west, along and with the said parallel, shall be 
the dividing line between his M ty’s territories and those 
of the United States to the westward of the said lake, as far 
as their respective territories extend in thut quarter; and that 
the said line shall, to that extent, form the soulhern BOUND- 
ary of his Majesty’s said territories, and the northern 
boundary of the said territories of the United States: Pro- 
ided, That nothing in the present article shall be con- 
strued to extend to the northwest coast of America, or te 


| the territories belonging to, or claimed by, either party on 


the continent of America to the westward of the Stony 


nrountains,?? 


Here is concurrence (said Mr. B.) in the pro- 


i| ceedings of the commissaries under the treaty of 


Uuecht. Here is submission to that treaty on 


| the part of the British, and a surrender, under its 
| inexorable provisions, of all pretensions to the 


long-cherished and darling pursuit of the free nav- 
True, the article did 


not then ripen into a treaty stipulation. It was 


| Many years afterwards—namely, at London, in 
ii 1818—that this line of 49 was established to the 


Rocky mountains; but the offer of the article in 
1807 was conclusive of the pretension, and though 
mentioned at Ghent in 1815, it was quickly aban- 
doned. 

The question now (Mr. B. said) was to see what 
reception these articles met with at home—met 
with from Mr. Jefferson—to whom they were of 
course immediately communicated. And here let 
Mr. Jefferson speak for himself, as speaking 
through Mr, Madison, in a letter to Messrs. Mon- 
roe and Pinkney, (Mr. Pinkney, of Maryland, 
having then joined Mr. Monroe in London,) under 
date of July 30, 1807: < 

“Your letter of April 25, enclosing the British projét of a 


| convention of limits, and your proposed amendments, bave 


heen duly received. The folowing observations explain 
the terms on which the President authorizes you to close 
and sign the instrument: : 

“The modification of the 5th article (noted a: one which 
the British commissioners would have agreed to) may he 


i admitted in case that proposed by you to them be not attain- 
able. 


But it is much to be wished and pres 
matum, that the proviso to both showd be omit- 
>in no view whatever, necessary, and can have 
little other effect than as än offensive intimation to Spain 
that our claims extend tothe Pacific ocean. However reas- 
nable such claims. may be, compared with those of others, 
it is impolitie, especially at the present moment, to strength- 
en Spanish jealousies of the United States, which it is 
probably an object with Great Britain to excite by the clause 
in question.?? 

This, Mr. President, was. Mr. Jefferson’s opin- 
ion of the line of 490—for it throughout—in its 
whole extent, “indefinitely,” as settled under the 
treaty of Utrecht; and not only for it, but, earnest- 
ly and pressingly so. He was for cutting off the 
proviso, and letting the line run through to. the 
ocean! And who and what was Mr. Jefferson, in 
relation to this Oregon river, the title to which was 


d, though net 


i! to have been settled by this line? He was, we 


might say, its very discoverer; for long before the 
time of Lewis and Clarke, and even before that of 
Gray, when in another part of the world—when 
the United States Minister to France under the con- 
federation—his philosophic mind told him that the 
lofty ridge of the Rocky mountains, penetrating the 
region of eternal snow, and traversing the country 
north and south, must turn waters each way—to the 
west as well as to the east—and send a river to the 
Pacific ocean as well as to the Gulf of Mexico: his 
philosophic mind saw this, and his practical genius 
proposed the realization of his vision. The young 
and intrepid traveller, Ledyard, was then in Paris, 
on his way to commence that African expedition 
in which he so unfortunately lost his life. Mr. 
Jefferson proposed to him to relinquish that design 
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~to betake. himself to a new theatre—to the new 
world, and to the western slope of the North Amer- 
ican continent. He pro 
St. Petersburg, furnishe 
obtain the permission 

Russian Governmentto 
schatka—cross the sea at Bhering’s Straits—follow 
the coast down until he eame to the great river 
which must be there—1 
in the Rocky mouritains—and crossing over, come 
down thé Missouri. This is what Mr. Jefferson 
proposed to Mr. Ledyard some sixty years ago: 


and the protection of the 


ears ‘afterwards, and when President of |! 


twent 
the United States, he carried his idea into effect, 
through the expedition of Lewis and Clarke. Thei 
eXpédition was the execution o 
osed to Ledyard; and nobly did they execute it. 
“heir réturn route was particularly valuable. The 
discovered the route on the return voyage which 
‘will be the commercial route between us and Asia. 
The ear after their return, a Mr. Henry, of Mis 
souri, discovered the South Pass, 
the overland line of travel will for ever be; but the 
returh route of Lewis and Clarke will be the route 
of commerce. It presents but two hundred and ten 
miles of land-carriage between the Great Falls of 
the Missouri and the Upper Falls of the Columbia, 
passing the mountains through’ a low gap and a 
fertile country, long marked by a large Indian and 
buffalo road. . 
Mr. Jefferson, in this proposition to Ledyard, 
and in this expedition of Lewis and Clarke, stands 


forth as the virtual discoverer, and almost the fa- | 
1 i i __ It was the child of | 
his affections and of his pride, and he cherished | 


ther of the Columbia river. 


it not merely as an object of science, but of the 
greatest utility, 
cal benefits to his country; yet he, forty years 
ago, in the very year after the return of Lewis and 
Clarke, and when. enthusiasm for their success 
filled every bosom, and his own more than all, 
proposed, and not only proposed, but pressed the 


proposition, to make 49° the ling of division | 


throughout to the sea, 


osed to him to proceed to | 
with the proper letters to | 
proceed overland. to Kamt- | 


hen follow it up to its source | 


and through iti 


[Le looked to it for great practi- | 


i illustration of eforehim, i Ss i 
if a fine illustration of its folly; for the two before him, j; liberty of his person, on his 


f the object pro- $i 


i dnvolved great nitions in terrible war, But F think | 

that, in one of his illustrations, he fell into a mis- i 
) (Application of an historical fact. and that without | 
He knew very well what i; 
he was about then, and where that line would yun, | 
The coast of the Pacific had been well surveyed: | 


the course of the Coluinbia, from its mouth to the | 


Upper Falls, near the mouth of Clarke's river, just | 
Pp , sj 


below latitude 499, was meandered by Lewis and 
y 


Clarke, and well presented in their map, tle knew fe 
what he was about: and he proposed the latitude | 


of 499 throughout, 
Utrecht. 


and American authority. It is surely enough: but 
there was another party to the treaty—[rance; 
and, to complete the proof, it will he as appropri- 


brief exhibition of French testimony. Tere it 
is—(said Mr. B., displaying two huge folio vol- 
umes, and opening some maps)—here it is: Postle 
wait’s Commercial Dictionary, with D’Anville’s 
“maps, dedicated to the Duke of Orleans, 
Mr. B. then pointed out tha line established un- 
der the treaty of Utrecht, and read the nceount of 
The dese 


of the map. ription was in these word 


“ The line that parts French Canada from British | 
t Canada was settled by commissaries after the peace of 
s's Inlet, on the | 
© Atluntic sea, down to the 49th degree, through the | 


< Utrecht, making a course from Davi 


‘ Lake Abitibis to the Northwest Ocean: therefore Mr. 


‘ D’ Anwille’s dotted line, east of James’s Bay, is false.” | 


This map was made by D’Anville, the great 


French geographer of his age, and dedicated to the <i 


I mention this as an historical | 
fact, and to show his opinion of the treaty of | 
And here I close what E have to say in ' 
relation to that treaty, as depending upon British | 


i: cident of the gown and the water throws its point j 
it as given in a note on the upper left-hand corner ii 


Duke of Orleans, and said to have been made under | 


the patronage of the late Duke, who is said, in a 
note upon the map, to have expended one thousand 

ounds upon its construction and engraving. 
late Duke was probably the Regent Duke who gov- 


tion. 
i Senator from Michigan would have sought the his- | 
The ;; 
: uments which our library contains, an 


erned France during the minority of Louis XV; ¢ 
and, if so, the map may be considered as the werk į 


of the French Government itself, 


of the line of Utrecht; that line, upon the non-ex- 


` istence of which the Senator from Michigan has | 


staked the reversal of his Oregon position. 

Mr. B. said he was no great advocate for the map 
argument—for the collection of two piles of maps, 
one having a line upon it, the other without a Ine, 
and then assigning the victory to the tallest pile. 
He was no great advocate for this map argument; 
and if he was, the two maps before him would be 


Be that as it: 
may, it is the authentic French testimony in favor ; 


i| 
i 
it 
f 
i 
ł 
| 


l 


if 
if 


| Masham on the other—nid was the opposite of 


| 
| 
aud her dog was a party on one side, and Mrs. | 
t 
ate as convenient to conchade the matter with a i 


the day 


amine: 


The great fact is now established. The commis- 
saries did meet under the treaty of Utrecht; they 
did execute the stipulations of that treaty; they 
did determine the linits between the French and 
British possessions in North America; and the 
parallel of forty-nine, from the Lake of the Woods 
indefinitely to the west, was one of the boundaries 
established by them. 

I make no appliestion of this fact; L draw no 
argument from it; L do not apply it to the ques- 
tion of title; Lam not arguing title, and will not 
do it; but | am vindicating history, assailed at a | 
vital point by the book which has been quoted and | 
endorsed: I am vindicating the intelligence of the | 
American Senate, exposed to contemptin the eyes 


which is one of the great 
Europe and Aracriea; and 


litical landmarks in 
am demonstrating to į 


: i 
of Europe by a supposed ignorance of a treaty |) 
i 


l 


the Senator from Michigan that the condition has © 


become absolute on which he bound himself yes 
terday to reverse his Oregon position. g 
Mr, President, the Senator from Michigan sive É 
us some just and wise observations on the frivol- | 
ous and ridiculous causes which have sometimes | 


the aid of Greenhow’s book. It was the case of: 


ithe war resulting from the water on the lady's ji 
pgeown. The incident, | supnose, of the water and ii 


the sown, in whieh two ladies were dramatis per- | 
sonw, and a lite dog a prominent figurante, took ; 
place in the Court of Queen Anne; took place—not | 


rn Hi ! Do not write me down transpired, or |} 
I shall certainly expire. This incident took place |! 


in the Court of Queen Anne. The imperial Sarah, | 
Duchess of Marlborough—(I call her imperial who, 
could say to the proudest of the old English Dukes, | 
that the widow of John, Duke of Marlborough, 


married no man, Not even an emperor)—this lady 


producing war. Tt actually led ta peace; for the 
Queen, taking part with Mrs, Masham, quarrelled 
with the Duchess, and then with the Duke of! 
Marlborough, and so recalled him from his com 
mand, stopped the career of victory, and then 
made peace—the very peace whose benefit we are 
now laine, that of Utrecht, 


i 


And thus the in- ; 


and power on the other side, and actually connects | 
with the very point I have been establishing. | 

Mr. B. had not voted for the purchase of Green- 
how’s book; he had buta poor opinion of books 


Í 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


compiled in closets for the instruction of men of | 


rere a ate aa s t . wae ie 
business. They were gencrally shallow, of no use | here, he has been to a great extent my political: 


to the informed, and dangerous to the uninformed 
whom they led astray, 
would trust to their’ superficial glosses, without | 
going to the fountain head, and seeking truth at 
the bottom of the well, k | 


si 


Had it not been for Greenhow’s Oregon the | 


tory of the treaty of Utrecht in the authentic doc- 
d would have | 
found the truth, and would have been to-day a free | 
man, and not a prisoner, as he constituted himself ; 
yesterday, in the hands of the Forty-Nines. He is 
now their prisoner, doomed to dwell at 49. He 
is not killed, but taken. We may say of him as 
the consoling messenger said to Penelope: ¢ 
« The great Ulysses is not dead, 

But, far from wife aud son, 

He lives a prisoner; on a desert isle,” 
T will not follow the poet, and say— 

k “ Detained by savage men}? 


For the Forty-Nines are not savage, but peaceful 


and to the indolent, who |! 


So of the book in ques- |! 


‘ieation. It is peace that is now inevitable t and 
|| henceforth we must hear that dulcet sound. $ 

|} The effect of this change in the Senator’s posi- 
|i tion must be great. On the Grecian band, of whom 


| ze is the Agamemnon, it must have a most dimin- 
i! ishing effect. That hand for some months has been 
i| sitting for the picture which the poet drew of our 
|: grandmothers, in the time of long-waisted gowns 
i and tight stays— 

| “Smali by degrees and beautifully less.” 

| 

i 


But now the sudden deduction of so much weight 
iland strength, in the person of their chief, must 
|i lenve them almost nothing. On the future conduct 
i| of the campaign it must have a decisive effect, for 
i| the Ajaxes of this expedition, both big and little, 
if must renounce it when their great chief has im- 
| posed the penalty of silence and inaction on him- 
| self, On the country it must have a fine effect, for 
i the alarms of war will suddenly cease. On the 
! treasury the effect will be delightful. Thetwenty- 
| one millions extre for the armament of the navy, 
and the eight or nine millions extra for the army, 
will cease to be wanted. "The Military and Naval 
: Committees, if not wise, have at least been lucky. 
They delayed to report bills for these thirty ml- 
lions, and to-day they become unnecessary. In- 
activity in them, ifnot masterly, has at least been 
profitable; it has saved thirty millions of extra 
i taxes, or loans, to the people, 

But I conclude, I have made no speech upon 
Oregon, and will make none at this time. And 
here I wil answer publicly a question which is 
often put to me privately, Why don’t you speak 2”? 
Answer: l profess to be a friend to this Adminis- 
tration, and mean to keep myself in a position to 
aet according to my professions: I do not mean to 
run ahead of the Administration in its appropriate 
sphere: I do not mean to take negotiation out of 
its hands: 1 do not mean to undertake to lead it, or 
drive it, to come in conflict with it, or to denounce 
it, with or without hypothesis, or before or after 
the fact. The President’s position is arduous: his 
reaponsibilities to his God and his country are 
great. ‘I believe he is doing his best to reconcile 
and accomplish together the great objects of the 
peace, the honor, and the rights of the country; 
and believing this, I shall hold myself in a position 
to view his acts with perfect candor, and with the 
strongest disposition to support him in what he 
may find it necessary to do. 

Mr. HANNEGAWN then rose and said: Mr. 
President, I have a few words io say. I would 
not have made a single observation on this occa- 
sion had it not been for a particular expression, 
companied by a very significant look towards 
; this quarter, which fell from the Senator from Mis- 
| souri. Certainly he was the last man heré from 
| whom I expected an unkind look or an unkind 
allusion. As I said before upon a certain occasion 


; teacher; and, sir, I learned from him on this Oregon 
question more than I Jearned from any other living 
man. TI learned it from his speech on the Ashbur- 
| ton treaty, which from that hour has been to him the 
constant theme of deadly and unmitigated ‘hostility 
against the negotiator who made that. treaty and 
the Senators who voted for it.. I learned mainly 
from that speech my principles in relation to the 
Oregon question. From that speech of the Sena- 
i tor from Missouri, I learned that the American title 
to Oregon up to latitude 55° was.good, not only 
against great Britain, but the whole world. That 
speech was made here only four or five years ago. 
It was he who taught me. I know he is all-pow- 
erful here, but he cannot unlearn me—that is be- 
yond his power. He planted them there, but he 
cannot now pluck them up at his will. I learned 
at the feet of Gamaliel: I have passed from thence; 
I have proclaimed the principles which I found 
there. He may do as he lists. He may, before 


and merciful, and will allow the captive the full 


i his country and the world, abandon those princi- 
ples which he taught me. I will not. 


p 
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Pacific ocean, I will not only close my mouth 
and seal my lips against the utterance of any 
claim to the country north of 49°, but to any 


part of Oregon. But, self-confident as the Sen- 
ator is that he holds “the Agamemnon of our 
little band’’ a prisoner, he may find himself mis- 
taken, Not one single document to which he re- 
ferred—not one paragraph which he read, has ref- 
erence to a foot of land, with the exception of his 
allusion to Lewis and Clarke, west of the Rocky 
mountains, What right had England and France 
to settle a line dividing a country belonging to 
Spain? The Senator from Missouri is perfectl 
aware that such was never the intention—such 
was never in the contemplation of England and 
the United States. But this was the pledge made 
by the Senator from Michigan. By this he is 
bound; and by this, after all that he has said, I. 
express myself also bound. Whenever it can be 
shown that the treaty of Utrecht contemplated the 
establishment of the parallel of 49° west of the 
Rocky mountains, I close my mouth as to Oregon. 
Spain was a party to the treaty, but she did not 
come in, if I recollect right, till some time after- 
wards. 
make the statement with perfect confidence of its 
accuracy; but such is my impression. Spain came 
into it afterwards, protesting that she did not yield 
any rights on the Northwest coast; and only when 
that protest was concurred in did she become a 
party. France and England divide Oregon! As 
to France, prior to 1713, she never asserted a title 
to one foot of territory, from the Isthmus of Da- 
rien to the Arctic circle, on the Pacific coast. And 
yet England and France, according to the version 
which he [Mr. Benton] gives, and with the im- 
pression which he would produce upon the Senate 
and upon the country, parcelled out what we now 
call Oregon. Yet up to that moment—up to the 
signing of the treaty of Utrecht, and long after- 
ward, and down to the signing of the Nootka 
Sound convention, before all Europe, with the as- 
sent of all Christendom, Spain asserted, and main- 
tained, and defe 
coast. 

It would be folly for me to go, even for an in- 
stant, into the arguments by whieh all this has 
been sustained, Jt isa notorious fact, which no 
man, Senator or otherwise, can controvert. 

But E must now congratulate one, who most 
kindly did me the honor some time since, in most | 
flattering language, which at once found its way to 
my heart, to call me friend,” an epithet which I 
will now return to him with his permission—let 
me congratulate my friend, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catnovy,] that 
at last the antipodes have met—that he has made | 
a convert of the Senator from Missouri. f con- 
gratulate him. He has now won the highest tro- 
phy—the brighest intellectual trophy which he 
has ever achieved. He can now make the proud- 
est boast he ever uttered. The great Icader there 
(pointing to Mr. Benronx) has become his [Mr. 
Caruoun’s] convert and his subaltern in the course 
of “masterly inactivity.” 

“Agamemnon of the little hand!’ and the Ajaxes 
—and I, the least of them—* the little Ajax!” 
Sir, I am not even the lesser Ajax; I am buta 
poor private soldier in this cause. | ask no favor, 
and I seek no reward, save the triumph of the 
great cause. Fask for nothing. I should despise 
myself if, in a cause like this, for an instant I 
could cherish a feeling of selfishness. I would 
rather be the little Ajaxn—rather the private soldier, 
fighting simply for subsistence in this cause—than 
to hold my head so high that I could not see aught 
below me; rather be the private soldier, than with 
my haughty foot to press the lowly earth as though 
it were too mean for my tread; rather be the pri- 
vate soldier, than in every look, and attitude, and 
act, and expression, proclaim—‘‘ Tam the ruler! I 
will rule or I will rain; and it is indifferent to me 
whether the consequence be rule or ruin.” Sir, be 
he who he may, there is in this land no man so 
high as to have it in his power to elevate and de- 
press public sentiment in America at his will. Be 
he who he may who makes such an attempt, he 
will speedily find his level. “ Little Ajax’? let it 
be; but let me remind the Senator from Missouri 


I speak from recollection, and do notli 


nded her title to the whole of that |} 


T 
that Agamemnon and the Ajaxes were not the! 
only actors at the siege of Troy. There was an 
Achilles there; and we have an Achilles here. Let! 
the Senator from Missouri beware, lest he be the 
Hector who will grace the triumph of this Achil- 
les. ; 

[Here there was a loud burst of applause in the 
galleries, which the President’s rebuke failed to | 
check for a few moments. ] 

Mr. WEBSTER then rose, and said that these 
breaches of order were so indecorous that he now i 
gave notice that if, hereafter, any marks of appro- | 
bation or disapprobation should be given in the 
galleries, he would exercise his right as a Senator, 
and move that the galleries be cleared, with the 
exception of the ladies. 

It was now nearly three o’clock, and Mr. Asn- | 
LEY yieldine— 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate went 
into Executive session; and after some time so 
spent, the doors were reopened, and then 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 1, 1846. 


The House, in pursuance of its order of yester- | 
day, met at eleven o’clock. H 
The Journal of yesterday (without having been | 
read through) was approved. ; 
Mr. McHENRY (leave having been denied) | 
moved a suspension of the rules to enable him to | 
give notice of the following amendment, which he 
proposed to offer to the rules and orders of the 
House: 
Resolved, That when a bill or resolution shall ' 
i be referred to the Committee of the Whole, and | 
the committee shall amend the same, and, after | 
having so amended it, shall adopt a substitute for | 
| the bill or resolution, the whole of the amendment | 
shall be reported to the House, and the House | 
į shall, either with or without the previous question, | 
p vote upon the amendments in the order in which | 
they are proposed, so that.in voting, the final 
; question upon the amendments proposed shall be | 
between the original bill or resolution, with the | 
| amendments concurred in by the House, and the | 
| substitute proposed by the committee. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE. 1 understand it is only a | 
notice. f 


| 
Mr. McITENRY. That is all, 

And the question having been taken, the House 
| refused to suspend the rules. 

So the notice was not given. 


Mr. McCLEAN, from the Committee on Ac- | 
counts, reporied the following resolution: i 
|, Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be au- | 
thorized to pay John P. Raub and C. Cole, labor- i! 
ers in the employment of the House, the sum of! 
| fifty cents per day cach, in addition to their pres- i 
ent pay of $L 50 per day, in consideration of! 
the additional labor performed by them, and that j 
| the same be paid from the commencement of the | 
present session; and that the doorkeeper be allowed ; 
| to employ an additional fireman from the com- | 
! mencement of the session, at the rate of two dollars | 
| per day, said additional fireman having been al- | 
! lowed by the Committee on Accounts of the last 
| session. 

i Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend the resolution | 
| by including the messengers of the post-office de- | 
| partment of the HTouse. 
j 
1 


| 
Mr. F. said these messengers performed more | 
| Jabor than all the other messengers in the Capitol. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 1! 

And the question recurring on the adoption of | 
the resolution, as amended— 

Mr. PRESTON KINGasked the yeas and nays 
which were ordered; but, 

On motion of Mr. PRICE, the resolution was 
recommitted to the Committce on Accounts. | 
| A message was received from the Senate, in- | 
forming the House that the Senate had passed a į 
bill, entitled “ An act to authorize the justices of |! 
the county court of Bates county, in the State o 
| Missouri, to enter a certain quarter section of land | 
| for a county seat.” | 
| Also, notifying the House that the President o 
| the United States had notified the Senate that he 
did yesterday approve and sign the bill of the Sen- 
ate, entitled An act to authorize the Secretary of | 


2 


| 
| 


| water-rotted hemp for the use of the navy.” 


the Navy to contract fur the purchase of American |! 


THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. ai 

On motion òf Mr, DROMGOOLE, ihe House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Danizx, of North Caro- 
lina in the chair,) and resumed the’ consideration 
of the bill to provide for the better organization of | 
the treasury, and for the collection, safe-keeping, 
transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue, 
and of the amendments thereto pending. 

Mr. GRIDER. was entitled to the floor; but 
yielded for a moment to.. oy, x A 

Mr. McHENRY, who gave notice that he would, 
when in order, offer the following amendment: 

In section 5, lines 5 and 6, strike out the words 
“ unless sooner removed therefrom,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words, ‘¢ if they shall so long faith- 
fully discharge the duties of their respective of- 


| fices.?? 


Mr. GRIDER then resumed the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee in opposition to the bill. He 
proposed (he said) to submit a few remarks to 
show the impolitie and injurious consequences 
which were to result from its passage. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Houmes,] who had addressed the committee yes- 
terday in favor of the bill, had announced his in- 
tention to vote for it because its effect would be to 
check the over issue of State banks, and thereby 
to prohibita too extended currency. He (Mr.G.) 
would attempt to show the gentleman that in this 
respect he was mistaken. In his liberality and 
candor that gentleman had admitted that the pub- 
lic money would be as safe under the contro] and 
agency of banks as it would be under individual 
agency. Now, when a gentleman who supported 
the bill yielded that proposition, he conceded every 
reasonable ground of opposition, and left no foun- 
dation upon which it could commend itself to the 
sober, discreet, and calm judgment of those who 
intended to legislate for the interests of the coun- 
try, and not to subserve or carry out the pledges of 
a party. ; 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. 
IxcersoLL] had taken a course somewhat differ- 
ent, but less candid than that of the gentleman from 
South Carolina. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia could not see anything in the bill but what was 
desirable, and nothing that was objectionable. It 
seemed to that gentleman to be a measure which 
ought to pass, as a matter of form, without inves- 


| tigation, and without remonstrance on the part of 


those who were the Representatives of the people 
here, and who had their highest interests in charge; 
for he said that it was merely supplementary to the 
act of 1789, creating the Treasury Department, and 
appointing a treasurer for the purpose of receiving 
and sefe-keeping the public money. The gentle- 
man could see nothing that had a party aspect in 
the bili. As an individual, he (Mr. G.) wasalways 
proud to see that, on measures which were to op- 
erate on the great interests of the country, gentle- 
men could come up to the proposition without ref- 
erence to party results or party pledges. That ought 
to be, and he presumed was admitted to be, the 
true basis of wise legislation, But hadit not been 
sufficiently demonstrated yesterday, that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania was rather disguising 
this bill; disguising—if he (Mr. G.) could say so 
without discourtesy—what in fact and in truth 
were the prompting motives at this day to the in- 
troduction of this measure-here ? 

This bill had had the benefit of the supervision, 
and had called forth the labors of a distinguished, 
talented, and highly courteous gentleman’ from 
Virginia, [Mr. Dromeoots.]} But at the same time 
that there was manifested in it an able, lawyer-like 
effort, by special pleading, to disguise the true ob- 
ject of the bill, to mask those objectionable fea- 
tures which had caused the country again and 
again to reject it, still the substance, the object, the 
intent, and the consequences of it, were to be the 
same as those which the country had heretofore 
anticipated from it, the nature and character of 
which past experience had sufficiently made 
known. 

His own reflections had brought him to the con- 
viction that there was no imperative necessity for 
the introduction of this bill, except in so far as gen- 
tlemen felt bound to redeem their party pledges. 


, This measure was a tried experiment. He appre- 


hended it was not to be passed because of its in- 
trinsic merits, but as the last resort of a game of 
reckless financial experiments, instead of resorting 
again to that financial agency which had been so 


1846. 


585 


long and so successfully. tried. It would ‘be seen, 
on reference to the resolutions passed at the Balti- 
more convention, that there was one amongst the 
number dictating the necessity of this bill. That 
resolution had been endorsed; word for word, by 
the President in his Message. (Mr. G. read the 
extract,] With this endorsement there could be 
no-hope’as tothe rejection of the bill, He (Mr. 
.G.) did not intend to say, that the resolutions of 
the Baltimore convention were imperative, or that 
they met with ‘even respectfal consideration by all 


the members belonging to the Democratic party; | 


for there were many classes: of our Democratic 
friends, and he did not know that all of them came 
under the denomination of metallic-currency Dem- 
ocrats, 

_Mr. G. here designated the various classifica- 
tions of the Democratic ranks, as he understood 
them, keeping the committee in pleasant humor, 
but expressing the embarrassment he felt as to the 
particular branch of the Democratic family to 
which. he should address his argument. 

He then passed on to a rather extended review 
of the financial history of the Government, from 
the date of the act of 1789, creating the Treasury 
Department, tracing it through all ‘its gradations, 


vicissitudes, and results, down to the explosion of | 


the pet bank system, to justify the position he took, 
that a United States bank had been the best finan- 
cial agent ever employed. te cited facts with the 
design to show the rapid increase of State banks 
and capital which had resulted from the policy of 
the Government in putting down the United States 
Bank, and substituting State banks in lieu of it; the 
effect on the business of the country in producing 
overtrading; in inflating the price of property; in 
turning the tide of importation against us, ao that 
we bought more than we sold; and, finally, in 
bringing upon us bankruptey and State repudia- 
ion. 

He believed it to be impolitie and unjust to sep- 
arate the moneys of the Government from the mo- 
ney of the people—to have tivo currencies, one for 
the Government, and another for the people—aa 
proposed by the bill. It would reduce the price of 


property, the wages of labor, and the produce of | 
sive to the debtor class 


arms. Tt would be oppre 
of the community; injurious to the literature, the 
morals, and the benevolent efforts of the country. 
And the last, and probably the strongest and most 
commanding reason against it was, that it would 
increase to a great extent the patronage of the Ex- 
ecutive, already sufficiently alarming. 

Tile referred to the opinions of the Globe in 1834, 
and of the then and now heady of the Democratic 
party; in opposition to this measure at that time; 
arguing that the evils which were predicted from it 
then were not less certain to result now; avd sub- 
mitting that in every form in which it had been 


presented to the American people it had been con- | 


demned and repudiated. 

_ The people whom He represented would never 
sanction a principle of legislation which gave to the 
Government and its officers one currency, and to 
the people another, ‘The people of the West felt 
that if any preference was to be given, or any dis- 
tinction to be made, they themselves ought to be 
the recipients of it. In his estimation, it was a 
palpable absurdity to talk of giving one currency 
to the Government and its officers, and another to 
the people. Why was the Government instituted? 
For whose benefit? 
the people, designed in its influences and its con- 
sequences to make not the officers of the Govern- 
ment happy, and rich, and _“ silver-heel’d,” (as 
was sometimes said in the West,) but to awake 
the hope and chance of prosperity, and comfort, 
and competency, to all alike. ‘This view com- 


mended itgelf to the charity of men’s hearts; it | 


was the view of that enlarged benevolence which | i x ther } : 
| mers of the Constitution designed the operations : 


H of the Government to be carried on in the constitu- | 


would like to see all prosper, and most especially 
those who were left to their own energies and en- 
terprise. ; 
the bill would not be to produce two currencie 
but it must necessarily do so; and we should see 
the price of property go down one-half by reason 
of the contractions rendered necessary on the part 
of State banks, to defend themselves from the spe- 
cie drafts of this sub-treasury; we should see the 
wages of labor reduced in a like degree; we should 
gee the agricultural products of the country fall to 
one-half of their present value; and the indebted 
class of the country compelled to pay about two 
dollars for every one in discharge of their debts. 


‘This was the Government of | 


Gentlemen might say that the effect of | 


ji 


t 


t 
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i 


| 


| ure whose effect would be gradually and surely to 


| be approved aud sustained by the people through- 
iout the country, 


'denouneing its abuses, and portraying the evils! 


| for experience had satisfied him that no great meas- |! 


f aS | 
l posed to accord more merit to the system than for- | 


l from it. 


| country, to coin and regulate the value of money, 


| and tonnage duties declared that fact in direct and | 
i| positive terms—that gold and silver only should be | 


Í vision into a prohibition against receiving the bills 
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By reference to several sections of the bill, gen- 
tlemen would see the extent to which it proposed 
to increase the patronage of the Executive. 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

Mr. HARMANSON spoke at some length in 
advocacy of the bill under consideration, as a meas- || 


drive the paper issues of. the banks from the com- 
munity. He deprecated the influence of these | 
irresponsible corporations in every point of view— || 
political, commercial, social, and moral; and was 
willing to adopt any measure which would eradi- |; 
cate them from our social system. He would not 
speak of their influence under a bad Administra- 
tion—under this, all admitted they were intolerable; 
but under the best Administration their evils were 
such as would draw down upon them the univer- || 
sal condemnation of the community if they were | 
made acquainted with it. A fundamental objection | 
to them was, that they usurped what the Govern- | 
ment had with the greatest caution reserved to | 
themselves-~—the power to coin money and regulate 
its value, ‘heir issues were three dollars to one 
of specie; hence, upon any foreign or domestic 
demand, in order to save themselves from suspen- 
sion, they would contract their currency; and that 
in the ratio of three to one of the demand. Their 
promises, upon this basis of specie, to pay on de- 
mand were lies; it was impossible for them to re- 
deem the promises which they made to three times 
the amount of their means; and yet the Govern- 
ment was called upon to authorize the manufacture | 
of lies! He denounced the injustice of the special | 
privileges conferred upon the banks of the ne 

f 


i 
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try, and passed over many other considerations to 

show the manifold evils of this system, which, as ! 
a friend of equal rights and privileges, he unqual- || 
ifiedly denounced, calling upon his friends to as- | 
sume boldly this position, and assuring them that : 
when distinctly understood, it would with certainty | 


Mr. SAWYER followed, He spoke generally | 
in favor of the bill, but said that it was not his in- | 
tention to address himself to the Louse. He was | 
speaking to the people of Ohio. He then entered | 
into au examination of the principles aud operation 
of the banking system as it existed in that State, | 


which it had brought on the people there, 
speech will be given in the Appendix.] 
Mr. DANIEL (Mr. MeDoweLL temporarily oc- 
cupying the chair of the committee) said he wasin 
favor of the resolution of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Dromeoonn,] to terminate the debate | 
on this bill to-morrow; he would, however, have | 
preferred three o’clock to one, as the hour. There; 
were certain general rules of condueting legislative 
business which he always wished to see observed, 
irrespective of considerations of party. THe wished 
the opposition to this measure to have the opportu- |! 
nity of sifting it, of detecting, and bringing to the 
view of this committee all the defeets contained init; 


[This |} 


| 
t 
i 
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ure, involving a variety of interests, is likely to be | 
perfect when it is first brought forward. But it j 
seemed to him that they had not availed themselves | 
so far of the opportunity given; the opposition to | 
this measure was really much more feeble in spirit, 
as well as in matter, than he had anticipated. He 
was almost inclined to hope that its opponents on 
this floor, like the country at large, were now dis- 


merly; that many of them had the internal convic- | 
tion that vast and important benefits would result 


The power, and the only power known in this 


was conceded by the Constitution to the Federal 
Government; and there was no doubt that the fra- 


i 
i 
‘ 
i 
] 
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i 
i 
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tional currency. The first bill for raising impost 


received in payment of Government dues. Mr. 
D. traced the subsequent history of the financial | 
measures and operations of the Government, refer- 
ring especially to the construction placed upon this 
provision by Alexander Hamilton, when Secretary 
of the Treasury—a construction (he said) which no 
man with a less ferdle and ingenious mind would 
ever have thought of-—which interpreted. this pro- | 


| from the time of Hamilton 
| the Sub-Treasury act in 1840. Hence the gentle- 


| of credit. of the States, and which admitted of au- 


thorizing, as:he did au thorize, his subordinate offi- 
cers to. receive bank paper having thirty days to 
run. This construction had been practised upon 
down to the passage of 


i man from Kentucky, [Mr. GRIDER,] when he es- 


timated the losses.of the Government by individu- 
als at eight millions of dollars, while the losses by 
banks were but about eight hundred thousand dol- 
lars, reasoned on a wrong basis, because the. Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, Mr. Hamilton, departed 
from the spirit of the law; and since that time the 
financial transactions of the Government had: been 
in contravention of its provisions. Instead of keep- 
ing the public funds under the direction and con- 
trol of the Treasury Department, they had been 
loaned out to banks, and banks had been permitted 
to use them as their own private funds. - 

[The Speaker here resumed the chair inform- 
ally, and a message in writing was received from 
the President of the United States, by the hands of 
J. Knox Walker, Esq., his private secretary.] 

Mr. DANIEL resumed, and passed over many 
points in the history of the United States Bank, 
and of the financial operations of the Government 
generally, to sustain him in his position that there 
was not the safety in the custody of the public 
funds by a bank of the United States, ox by State 
banks, that there was in the provisions of the bill 
now before them, and which embraced. substan- 
tially and carried out in greater perfection the pro- 
visions of the law of 1789. But why make the 
issue between the Bank of the United States and 
the sub-treasury, when at this day none of their 
Whig friends were found scriously advocating the 
establishment of a national bank, and when a lead- 
ing Whig had already declared it an ‘ obsolete 
idea??? 1f it were not already, it was at any rate 
fast becoming an obsolete idea. It might safely be 
assumed that a national bank is out of the ques- 
tion. Whatsystem, then, could be proposed other 
than the present? 

IIe replied to various objections that had been 
urged against the bill. "The pretence that it would 
furnish one currency for the Government and an- 
other for the people, he considered utterly ground- 
less; as especially, if the system for which he had 
ever contended, and should continue to contend, 
were carried into operation, of levying upon the 
people as small an amount of taxes as possible, 
and of conforming the expenditures of Government 
thereto, the money would be continually coming 
in and flowing out of the treasury; and. never for 
any length of time more than one and a half or two 
million dollars would be remaining in the treasury. 
He denied that it would break down the banks of 
the country—that portion of them which are regu- 
lated and conducted in a proper and legitimate man- 
ner; it would be, and ought to be,a restriction upon 
those which were disposed to go to excesses and 
to over-issues. It would establish a uniform cur- 
rency, and would thereby tend greatly to the ad- 
vancement of the laboring interest and all the in- 
terests of community, especially that of agricul- 
ture, which was so important a one in this nation 
of agriculturists, The dangers to be apprehended 
from it as a source of the increase of Executive 
patronage were far less considerable than those 
which would result from the establishment of a 
national bank, whose overshadowing influence was 
of a nature threatening to the liberties of the peo- 
ple, as he honestly believed. 

Mr. D. having concluded— 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES obtained. the floor, 
He spoke in favor of the passage ofthe bill, 
When he first saw the Message of the President 
recommending a disconnexion between the busi- 
ness of the Government and the banks of the 
country, it had met with his approbation. He 
was the friend and advocate of the measure then, 
and he had continued to be so from that day to 
this. He. trusted that it was at length near the 
point of its consummation. He-hoped and be- 

ieved that this Congress would pass the bill, and 
that it was destined to remain on the statute-book 
until it should have received a fair trial of its mer- 
its. If, in practice, it should be found to operate 
injuriously to the public interests, or to the safety 
of the public funds, he should no longer be iis 
ee [This speech will be given in the Ap- 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT said that he knew 

this bill was about to pass, and that it would be a 
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waste of time to argue against it. Still, he would ; 
avail himself of the opportunity to saya few words 
upon the subject. It was the destiny of Mr. Van 
Buren to stake his political existence on this very 
measure, and he was overwhelmed by it. It was |; 
his fate to be driven from power by it. [twas that | 
same destiny which led Napoleon to his Russian 
campaign; and we were told that, even after his 
defeat, lie contemplated a renewal of the enter- | 
prise. Well, sir, (said Mr. H.,) the fatuity of | 
that design was not more extraordinary than that | 
which led the majority now in power, in this Gov- | 
ernment, to another attempt to force this measure 
on the country. 

If he viewed the measure only in a party aspect, 
he would be disposed to defy the majority to adopt į 
this measure. But when he looked at its effects | 
upon the business interests of the country, he was ; 
compelled to oppose it. What reason had we now |; 
for adopting so radical a change in our policy? The |; 
public money had been kept faithfully in the banks. | 
Where was the necessity of any change? It was | 
alleged that public opinion had settled the question 
in favor of the change. Gentlemen had contended | 
that, because they had been brought back into | 

ower, the people had assented to the measure. 

ut this was not so. ‘They had obtained power in |: 
spite of that policy, and not in consequence of it. | 
It had been a clog to their feet, and an obstacle in | 
their path. Whenever it was made a question be- 
fore the people, it was found to be odious to them, 


and assemblages of persons expressed opinions | 
which were not participated in by the country at |; 
large. i 

TIe well remembered the origin of this question; | 
and many who were opposed to it finally gave their ,| 
assent to it, because the party took itup, It re- 
minded him of the story of the jury, who, when 
questioned as to their verdict, admitted that but | 
three of them were in favor of the verdict; but the | 
rest assented to it rather than that there should be | 
a disagreement. i 

Having said so much as to the party aspect of || 
the question, he would speak of its effects on the || 
country at large. rf 

Would it be contended that the sub-treasury || 
was more safe as a depository than the banks? |! 
Will the public money be more secure in the |, 
hands of sub-treasurers than it was now? In thecol- -i 
lection and disbursement of a large sum of money, ; 
would there, be less loss than at present? What || 
was the experience of ail on this subject? He | 
would appeal to any gentleman here, whether, it || 
he had a large sura of money to keep, as agent or ;; 
attorney, he woud put itin private bands, or in i 
the vaults of a respectable bank? 


The common i 
practice and experience of the country settled the i! 
question. Many facts had occurred that threw light +) 
on the subject. We had been told that the public de- | 
posites in the banks were at one time insecure, and |} 
we had all witnessed the causes that led to their ii 
embarrassment in 1837. Tt was true that the Gov- | 
ernment had then a large amount in their hands; 
but did it prove to be unsafe? Was it more inse- || 
cure than the public funds that were at that time || 
in the hands of individual receivers and disbursing + 
officers? He had before him a list of two thou- 
sand individual defaulters, and the report stated ii 
the reasons why the money could not be collected || 
by the Government. ‘The persons in default had ;; 
gone away, or were insolvent, or were dead; noth- 
ing could be got. 

We ought to consider the character of the men į! 
who, under any party, are likely to obtain offices | 
in times of party excitement, Te did net wish to ; 
indulge in any party reflections, but we all know i 
that men frequently obtained offices who were en- | 
tirely unworthy of confidence in business affairs. | 

he defaleation of Mr. Swartwout had been refer- | 
red to; but that was a case that would occur, even ; 
if the sub-treasury were in operation. True, it; 
was not at the time in operation; but the law re- : 
quired that he should put the money in bank. | 
Suppose it had been required that he should de- | 
posite it in the hands of the sub-treasurer, would | 
not the same thing have occurred? ‘Would there 
have been any more security in the one case than 
in the other? The public money was not lost be- 
cause the collector deposited it in banks, but be- 
cause he failed to deposite it in banks. : 


| 
H 


| their hands, or they would 


ii and he wished to take such a part in its accom 


| into a glow of enthusiasm in the description of the 
| blessings which were to result from this boon. 


| without any danger. 


‘| to curtail the operation of the banks, and produce | 


i tion as that. 


| advocate of unsound banks, but of banks that 


i| the country. 
i 

i| money to > 
i to promote the interests of men of moderate means ; 


The collector was required to give a bond with |: 


security; but all know that it would be no securi- 
ty. The parti o 
þe found insolvent, or 
unable to pay. All experience showed ‘that there 
was no security in bonds. But when money was 
placed in banks with a large capital, and in the 
hands of men of integrity and property, what bet- 
ter security could there be? Sir, in this single view 
of the question, it appeared to him that there was 
no reason for a change in the system, and that pub- 


lic money was more secure in banks than in the | 


hands of individuals. : 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DromeooxE] | 
had placed this subject in a more attractive view 
than ever, and had represented it asà very simple 
and harmless affair. The gifted intellect of that | 
gentleman enabled him to adorn whatever he 
touched. But the results which were to grow | 


es would place their property out of l 


out of the system had been shown by experience 


i 
to be prejudicial to the business interests of the |! f , 
|Í the committee. He was gratified, he said, to have 


country. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


I| C. J. IxcERsoLL] had spoken of the measure as a | 
f ` * . ir 
| wonderful boon just given to the world, and which ; 


was to put us m advance of all preceding ages 


plishment as would shed upon him a portion of | 


| the unfading honor that would attach to all who | 


were connected with it. He had worked himself 


| 
What was this boon? What was this mighty | 
benefit to be conferred upon the country? Why, 
it was to require that the Government should col- ; 
lect thirty millions yearly in specie, and take it 


out of its usual channels of circulation, where it |; 
was necessary for the business of the country. f 
i "fhe currency in common use consisted partly of |; 
i gold and silver, and partly of paper; but this law j; 
was to require that the whole revenue should be |: 
: collected in gold and silver. [i 
| any possible reason why || 


Now, sir, was there 
there should be any dillerence made between the 
currency used by the Government and that used 
by the people? There was no principle of poliu- 
cal economy that justified such a difference. He 
held that the Government ought to use the com- 
mon currency of the country, and it could do so 
Icven if there was more risk 
in itthan was pretended, the Government ought to | 
go ov and collect the revenue in the ordinary cur- 
rency, and in such manner as to be least oppres- | 
sive. The gentleman from Pennsylvania candidly | 
avowed that he was in favor of the bill, on the | 


j 
i 
| 


express ground thatit would prostrate all the banks }: 


in the country, and would free the country from | 
banking operauons, ‘That was a far better ground 
than to contend that a mixed currency was not the 
best for the Government as well as for the people. 
It was an absurdity to attempt to collect the reve- | 
nue in specie in the present state of the currency. 
ft would have the efect, as urged by its advocates, 


a contraction of the currency, and oppress debtors i 
to the banks. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ©. J. 
IxcsrsoLL]) declared, among other reasons in fa- 
vor of the measure, that it would operate to pro- 
tect the industry of the country, and that it would 
enable New England to compete with all other 
countries in the world. Jf the currency was re- | 
duced, the value of labor would be brought down, | 
till we could manufacture as cheap as they could | 
in Germany. We did not want any such protec- | 
i It was such protection as the wolf! 
gave to the lamb; and it would bring laboring and į 
industrious men under the control of wealthy cap- | 
italists. We had heard the banking system de- | 
nounced as corrupt and fraudulent. He was no} 


were well managed, and whose paper was con- 
vertibie into specie. It was the people of moderate 
means, and who required their aid, who made 
banks; and through thein industry was stimulated, 
and men of small beginnings were enabled to pros- 
ecute business. 

When the proposed measure was carried into 
operation there could be no credit, except what | 
was based on actual gold and silver, and men of 
large means could control the business interests of 
Borrowers would be obliged to sub- 
mit to the exorbitant demands of those who had 


i 
| look around, and we would seq what crédit had 
i done for this country. Credit had made-all-the 


: tried before. 


than anything else. He admitted that credit was 
liable to abuse, and so was everything else; but if 
credit was susceptible of abuse, was that a reason 
why we should denounce it? We had only to 


improvements, all the great communications in the 
country. We might as well argue against the use 
of steam, because it was sometimes attended with 
danger, as against the use of credit. The effect of 
locking up so much specie must necessarily be to 
cripple the business of the country. 

r. H. had another objection to the scheme. 
It was impracticable. It was found so when it was 
He objected to the bill because it 
would produce a revulsion in commerce, which 
only asked to be let alone. The country was 
prosperous under the tariff of 1842, and industry 
found employment. Mr. H.’s hour having ex- 

ired 

P Mr. G. DAVIS obtained the floor, and addressed 


an opportunity at this late period of the debate to 
give some hasty views on the subject. [fhe could 
have his own wish, every member would be able 
to come here without any prejudice in favor of or 
against the Chief Magistrate or any party. He 
should only look at the Constitution, and the 
merits of the question before him. : 

It was in this spirit that the Constitution intend- 
ed that the members of the House of Representa- 
tives should meet the questions before them. But 
as this was impossible, the next thing to be desired 
was, that there should always be a powerful, zeal- 
ous, and intelligent opposition, to scrutinize the acts 
of the dominant party, and hold them responsible 
for those acts. ‘This could only be done by free- 
dom of debate in this Hall, by liberty to discuss 
and decide every question that arose according to 
its complexity. Mr. D. here vindicated the Whig 
party from the charge that they had curtailed the 
debate on their bill to repeal the sub-treasury. The 
measure was fully debated in the other House, and 
was debated two days here. ‘The measure consist- 
ed of asingle clause, presenting no complexity of 
provisions. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE here stated that there were 
two or three separate provisions on the subject in 
the bill, which Mr. Davis assented to. _ 

Mr. DAVIS said it was simply a meastire for 
the repeal of the sub-treasury, and the time allow- 
ed for discussion was considered as ample. But 
the time allowed now was insufficient, when the 
question was whether we should re-establish that 
system. He was not disposed to complain of the 
limitation of the debate. The author of the bill 
{Mr. Dromeootn] had the magnanimity to give us 
one more day for the discussion than had at first 
been proposed, and thus a few more short hours 
had been allowed for the discussion. 

The measure was to work an important change 
in the concerns of the people and the Government. 
The dominant party was now beginning the series 
of experiments of which the people complained so 
much in 1840. Now, he would ask what reason 
there was for making this proposed change ?—for 
making any experiment upon tlie concerns of the 
people? He was frec to say that, if his party was 
in power, he would be opposed to the re-establish- 
ment of the United States Bank; and why? Be- 
cause we had now a sound currency in the West, 
cheap exchanges, and a wholesome state of busi- 
ness. If he were in the majority, be would be 
content to let well enough alone. There was no- 
thing connected with the state of the exchanges, or 
the demands of the revenue, which required this 
experiment. i 

“After a few further remarks, Mr. D. yielded the 
floor, without concluding, to a motion to adjourn, 
and 

The Efouse then adjourned a few minutes before 
five o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuerspay, April 2, 1846. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
communicating a petition of the Tonawanda band 
of Seneca Indians, praying that steps may be taken 
to abrogate the treaties of 1838 and 1842; which 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BARROW presented the memorial of Be- 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Spn 


thiah Healey, prayinga pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr SPEIGHT presented the petition of citizens 
of Mississippi, praying the erection of lighthouses | 
at Mississippi City and St. Joscph’s Island, in that 
State; which was: referred to the Committee. on |} 


Commerce, 

Mr. DIX presented the 
of the- Tonawanda band of Indians, praying that 
they may be exempted from the operation of the 
treaties of January, 1838, and May, 1842; which 
was referred: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GREENE presented the petition of the legal jj 
representatives of Thomas Hughes, deceased, an 
oficer in the revolutionary army, praying to be 
allowed commutation pay; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of | 
the executor of Judah Alden, an officer in the revo- 
lutionary army, praying to be allowed commata- 
tion pay; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. j 

_ Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the resolution in favor of the 
widow of Edward Dyer, late Sergeant-at-Arms, 
be so construed as to make the same allowance as 
that made to the widow of Samuel Haight, late 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 

‘to whom was referred the House bill for the relief 

of Charles W: Bingley, of South Carolina, report- 
ed the same without amendment, 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of | 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John Bron- |! 
son; which was read, and the report was ordered 
to be printed, : 

Mr. SPEIGHT asked to be excused from fur- 

Sommittee on Military Affairs, 


etition of a delegation i 


ther service on the C 
his duties on the Finance Committee occupying | 
his time to a great extent, 

No objection being made, Mr. S. was excused, 

Mr. 8. then moved tbat the presiding officer be || 
empowered to fill the vacancy in the above com: if 
mittee; which was agreed to, and Mr. Houston | 
was appointed by the Chair. ij 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of |} 
the following resolution, submitted yesterday by | 
Mr. Davron, from the Committee on Public | 
Buildings: : 

Resolved, That Professor Espy be authorized to | 
construct one of his patent ventilators, and apply | 
the same to the Senate chamber, and that the ex. 
pense thereof be paid by the Senate out of the con- 
tingent fund, provided that the same does not ex. 
cecd 4250. 

Mr. BREESE desired the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings to explain the object of 
the resolution, and the nature of the improvement į; 
proposed to be made. i f 

Mr. DAYTON said that the object, which was | 
expressed by the resolution itself, was to ventilate | 
the Senate chamber—a very necessary and desira- | 
ble object. The committee had examined various 
certificates, showing the successful operation of |! 
Mr. Espy’s invention, and were satisfied there- 
from that it would accomplish the desired object 
The machine would not, as he understood, be vis- 
ible externally or internally, and would not mar 
the appearance or symmetry of the chamber or 
the building, The appropriation was trifling, and i 
only intended. to pay for the mechanical execution |! 
of the work. ! 

Mr. BREESE observed, that he had understood | 
that Mr. Espy’s machine was a sort of fan, to be 
worked by animal power, similar to one formerly 
in use in the British House of Commons, and | 
which made so much noise that it was found ne- |! 
cessary to remove it. Another plan had been pro- |} 
osed by Mr. Skirving, which he (Mr. B.) had i 
been led to believe was superior to Mr. Espy’s, | 
and he hoped that the question on the resolution 
would be postponed, in order to afford time to 
‘look into the merits of the two propositions. 

Mr. MANGUM hoped that such a course would 
not be taken. The invention referred to in the | 
resolution had been fully tested by experiments | 
in Philadelphia, and it was found admirably adapt- | 
ed to its purpose. It was intended to be worked | 
by a breeze; and when there was no breeze, then, 
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and then only, it would be necessary to employ 


animal power. 

After some further conversation, in the course 
of which 

Mr. BREESE observed that his only object was 
to secure the best method of ventilation; and 

Mr. MANGUM stated that Mr. Espy’s inven- 


| tion would not make a noise; . r 
The question was taken on the resolution; which | 


was agreed to. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 
the adverse report of the Committee on Revolution- ; 
ary Claims on the petition of Simeon Summers; | 
| Which was concurred in. 


THE SPECIAL ORDER—-THE “‘ NOTICE.” 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 


of the special order; when 


Mr. BENTON rose, and corrected an error into |! 


which the reporter for the Union had fallen in sta- 


ting that the authorities to which he had referred | 
| yesterday bad been “recently met with” by him; 
| on the contrary, they were old acquaintances. 


Mr. ASHLEY then gaid that he was yesterday 


| entitled to the fluor; but had yielded to the Senator 


from Missouri, [Mr. Benrox,] who spoke at such 


‘length as to preclude him (Mr. A.) from address- 


ing the Senate. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Cass] was now in his seat, and, ashe was on 
parole, it was to be supposed he was desirous of 
responding to the Senator from Missouri. He 
(Mr. A.) therefore very willingly ngain waived 
his right, and gave way to the Senator from Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. CASS then rose and said: 

Mr. President: Tam mach obliged to my friend 


from Arkansas [Mr. Asner) for his kindness in, 
| yielding to me the floor upon this occasion. 


is rightin supposing it is necessary, from the posi- 


tion in whieh the honorable Senator from Missouri, | 


by his remarks of yesterday, placed me, Before, | 
however, proceeding further, I must return my 


thanks to my friend from Indiana (Mr. Hasse- |! 


aN) for what be sid of me, and for me, while I 
was absent, Tam still more obliged to him, how- 
ever, for the sake of the common object which he 
and Í, and others of us, have in view, than even 
for my own sake, F learn, and F learn it without 
any surprise, that his vindication was masterly and 
eloquent. Pean well believe it, sir, from the many 
proofs which he has given us during the session 
of his powers of oratory, and especially from the 
positions he has taken and supported in this Ore- 


j gon controversy, 


Mr. President, T have come here this morning 
to free myself, "Pwice in my life T have heen capa 
tured by enemies—-once fighting against: British 


| pretensions in war, and again fighting against Brit- 
ish pretensions in peace, My country redeemed | 


me m the former ense—I come to redeem myself 
in the latter. t 
sonly metaphorically applicable, ‘There is noth- 
ing in the former relations between the honor- 
able Senntor from Missouri: nothing in our pres- 


ent position, which should make us enemies. On| 
the contrary, along personal friendship has ex- | 


isted between us, which T did not suppose was 
undered, Ef. however, it is otherwise, I must 
bear it ae I may. J have borne some greater ca- 
lanities than even the hostility of the honorable 
gendeman from Missouri, 

I came here, sir, as F said before, to redeem my- 
ely and I mean to do it. I will pot speak in the 
triumphant tone which pervades the speech of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri. It is not my 


habit. What he said presents subjects enough for |: 


animadversion, but the manner in which he said it 


reumstances in our relative situations which could 
justify it; still, I repeat that I mean to vindicate my- 
self, and that, too, io the entire satisfaction of ever 
man within the sound of my voice. 

Mr. HANNEGAN, Every impartial man. 
Mr. CASS, No, Mr. President; I will not accept 


; the qualification suggested by my friend from Indi- 


ana. If my vindication is not satisfactory to every 
man, partial or impartial, I will agree to be tied to 


| the chariot wheels of the honorable Senator. from 
Missouri, and to fight the battles of 49; and I hard- 


ly know two more se 
be inflicted upon me. 
The honorable Senator says that I came here the 


vere punishments that could 


| other day to make a studied speech on the subject of 


Oregon. I did so, sir; and he overrates his own 


He: 


Tsay enemies, but I trust the term t 


was still more unacceptable, Tam ignorant of any 5} 


ery | 


i powers, and underrates the mental qualities of the 


members of this body, who comes here to give his 
opinions upon a great national subject without due 
preparation. I sliall not commit that folly; and I 
have too much regard for the intelligence and expe- 
rience of the honorable Senator to believe that he 
|| would. I presume that his thoughts are fully pre- 
pared upon every grave topic on which he presents 
his views to this body. But however it may have 
been before, I have not had much time for prepara- 
tion now, for I was not in my seat yesterday when 
the honorable Senator made his attack; and ofcourse 
I could not know, except from rumor, whathe said 
iÍ till this morning. Now, sir, what is the subject in 
‘controversy between the honorable Senator and 
imyself? He says that I am committed by my 
own declaration, to go for 49, if it is shown that 
commissioners were appointed under the treaty of 
Utrecht to establish that parallel as a boundary. 
' This assertion is the whole foundation of his argu- 


here was an error on this subject; that the treaty 
i of Utrecht never extended to the country west of 
| the Rocky mountains. 

Mr. Greenhow, in his work on Oregon, had ex- 
|; amined this question, and had endeavored to show 
| that no commissioners, under the treaty of Utrecht 
i had ever established any boundary between the 
i French and English possessions on this continent. 
So far as respects the general proposition, itis a 
| mere question of historical authenticity, not having 
ithe sliehtest practical bearing upon our title to Ore- 
i gon; because, hefare our title to Oregon could be 
affected, it must be shown that that line, if estab- 
lished at all, must extend west of the Rocky moun- 
tains. 

Mr. Greenhow, in his work, enters into the ques- 
tion, and I referred to his book as one entitled to 
talent, industry, and caution; and F requested, gen- 
tlemen who had doubts on the subject to turn to 
that work, and I thought that they would satisf 
themselves that no such line bad been established. 
Edid not vouch for the facts or conclusions, « I 
never examined the general subject initeextent. I 
stated, however, that the result of his discussion 
upon my mind was that such a line had not been 
irun. I am still under that impression. sir, and 
‘nothing that was said yesterday has shaken its 
reneth, Sull, I do not hold -myselfat all respon- 
sible for Mr. Greenhow’s accuracy. Ishould in- 
i| vestigate the subject with much more security than 
I have done if T were compelled to be responsible 
for any deductions from it. 

The Senator from Missouri says he comes here 
not to settle a point which can at all influence the 
action of this body, or have the slightest effect upon 
the termination of our controversy with England. 

Te says he “makes no application of this fact,” 
i referring to his proof that the parallel of 49 was 
| established somewhere by the treaty of Utrecht. 
Te says: “I draw no argument from it. Idonot 
apply it to the question of title. lam not arguing 
ittie, and will not do it; but T am vindicating his- 
ii t tory, assailed in a vital point by the book which 
‘has heen quoted and endorsed. I am vindicating 
i ‘the intelligence of the American Senate, exposed 
; f to contempt in the eyes of Europe, by a supposed 


i ‘ignorance of a treaty which is one of the great 
ji * political landmarks in Europeand America,’ &c, 
The Senator will pardon me for saying that this 
seems to me very much of a tempest in a teapot. 
What does he profess to vindicate before the Sen- 
ate of the United States? Not the rights of the 
j| country, but the alleged truth of a historical fact, 
i misrepresented by Mr. Greenhow, and vouched 
| for, as the Senator thinks, by me. Now, sir, it 
|! seems to me, that this solemn trial, before such 
|; court as this, is hardly justified by the nature of 
i the accusation. Here is an historical error. Be 
į itso. Nobody contends that it affects our inter- 
i ests or our honor in the remotest degree: no moreso 


| 


| 


i 
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than the parentage of Romulus and Remus. This 
is not a lecture-room. _ We are neither professors 
nor students, assembled here to discuss the truth 
or falsehood of historical statements which have 
no relation. to our duties. Nor do I suppose, 
even if the assertion of Mr. Greenhow is erro- 
neous, that our national character would require 
the slightest vindication. 

Sail, sir, as this question is thus brought before 
us, I will proceed to give a brief synopsis of it, 
and leave honorable Senators to judge for them- | 
selves. The Senator from Missouri has brought | 
forward prominent facts to prove that the parallel 
of 49° was established by commissioners under 
the treaty of Utrecht. ‘The first is a despatch 
from Mr. Madison to Mr. Monroe; the second, 
a slatement submitted by Mr. Monroe to Lord 
Harrowby; the third—l put them together, for ` 
the honorable gentleman has joined them—Postle- | 
wait’s Dictionary and D’Anville’s maps. 

Now, sir, the first reflection that strikes a man 


is, that if this line were thus established, the proof | 
of it might have been got forty years ago from the 
archives of Paris or London. That would be 
positive and undeniable evidence, and all short of | 
1t is inconclusive, and such as no tribunal of jus- 
tice would receive as final. 


But what says Mr. Madison? The honorable 
Senator from Missouri says: “T'he fact of commis- 
saries having acted, was assumed for certain.” 
The language of Mr. Madison reads far otherwise 
tome. As I stated the other day, he speaks doubt- 
fully upon the subject, and I repeat. the assertion, 
hotwithstanding the contrary averment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. “ There is reason to believe,” 
said Mr. Madison to Mr. Monroe, ‘that the | 
‘boundary between Louisiana and the British ter- | 
‘vitorles north of it, was actually fixed by the | 
‘commissaries appointed under’ the treaty of | 
t Utrecht.” 

He then adds, that he sends a paper, contain- 
ing the authority respecting this alleged decision; 
but he adds cautiously: “ But you will perceive the 
‘necessity of recurring to the proceedings of the 
‘ commissaries as the source of authentic informa- 
‘tion. These are not within our reach here, and 
‘it must be left to your own researches and judg- 
‘ment to determine the proper use to be made of 
“them.” If this is certainty, I should like to know 
what uncertainty is. The honorable Senator re- | 
grets that I had not looked into the original doc- 
uments instead of depending on Greenhow; and 
that if Thad done so, L would not have said that | 
Mv. Monroe had not added anything to Mr. Mad- ' 
ison’s statement, and had left the question as 
doubtful as he had found it. 
Monroe added the particulars of which Mr. Mad- | 
ison declared his ignorance—added the beginning, 


the courses, and the end of the line, and stated the || 


whole of it with the precision of a man who had 
taken his information from the proceedings of the 
commissioners. Ido not see what particulars they 
are of which Mr. Madison declared his ignorance, 
and which Mr. Monroe supplied. Mr. Madison 
douhted the authenticity of the statement, and 
upon that point Mr. Monroe does not say one 
word, 

Aud T may be allowed here to remark, that Mr. 
Madison doubted with precisely the same facts 
which we have before us—the map and book re- 
ferred to by the honorable gentleman. And to this 


day not one single circumstance has been added i! 


which could remove those doubts. Where, then, | 
that illustrious man felt uncertainty, I may be per 
mitted to feel a greater degree of it, in consequence 
of the direct and circumstantial evidence since dis- 


roe resorted to that authority for his statement, 
and not: tothe original archives, 


In point of fact, Mr. |! 


į latitude; thence, southwest- 


| oceurred at all,a century before. It had in reality 


«c Commissaries were ac- 
cordingly appointed by each 
Power, who executed the 
stipulations of the treaty in 
establishing the boundaries 
proposed by it. They fixed 
the northern boundary of 
Canada and Louisiana by a 
line beginning in the Atlan- 
tic, at a cape or promontory 
in 58 deg. 30 min. north 


Douglas says, page 7: “By 
the treaty, however, the 
Canada, or French line, with 


of Great Britain, was ascer- 
tained from a certain pro- 
montory upon the Atlantic 
ocean in 58 deg. 30 min. of 


west to Lake Mistissin; to 
be continued still southwest, 
to the 49th degree, and from) 
thence due west indefinite- 


wardly,to the Lake Mistissin; a 
ly.? 


thence further southwest, to 
the latitude of 49 deg. north 
from the equator, and along 
that. line indefinitely”? 

Now, sir, the honorable Senator from Missouri 
says that Mr. Monroe musthave taken his informa- 
tion from the proceedings of the commissaries. No 
man ean doubt but that Mr. Monroe quoted from 
Douglas’s book. The language is so nearly iden- 
tical as to render such a coincidence impossible, if 
it were accidental. . 

But besides, no commissioners, on such a grave 
subject, ever could have employed such loose lan- 
guage. Beginning at a point on the Atlantic, not 
named, and left to conjecture, thence southwest- 
wardly, an indefinite course, it will be perceived, | 
to Lake Mistissin, without stating what part of | 
the lake itis to strike. The paper sent to Mr. 
Monroe was, no doubt, taken from Douglas, 
though, as it is lost, the fact cannot now be ascer- 
tained. Bunt as the language of Douglas is used 
in making the statement, we may fairly presume 
that the whole assertion was made upon the credit 
of that historian. 

Mr. Monroe, however, presented the fact to 
Lord Harrowby, and it was not contradicted by 


the Hudson Bay Company | 


north latitude, to ran south- | 


H 


ville, for it impugns his own work. Wehave no 
therefore, D’Anville’s authority: for this line as 
being established under the treaty of Utrecht. He 
marks the line upon his map; but whence his au- 
thority for it, is left to conjecture. Eor 

One other point, sir: The honorable Senator in=: 
fers that in an attempted negotiation ‘with the Brite 
ish Government during Mr. Jefferson’s Adminis 
tration, two articles were proposed, one by the 
American commissioners, and one by the British,” 
for the establishment of a boundary between our’ 
country and Canada, from the northwestern part: 
of the Lake of the Woods. The articles are sub- 
stantially the same, with this difference, that the 
British article provides for running the line west- 
ward as far as the respective territories extend in 
that quarter, and both contain provisoes, that: 
neither shall extend west of the Rocky mountains. 
The gentleman said: ‘* Flere is concurrence in the 
proceedings of the commissaries under the treaty 
of Utrecht.’ ‘* Here is. submission to that treaty” 
on the part of the British,” &c., &e. - In the first 
place, sir, allow me to remark, that this wasa 
mere project, and that no treaty was made on: the 
subject tll eleven years afterwards, in 1818. Now, 
what is meant by “concurrence” here? If acci-~ 
dental coincidence, the matter is not worthy of far- 
ther inquiry. But if by ‘‘concurrence”’ is meant, 
that this line was actually established by the treaty 
of Utrecht, and thus binding on the parties, no 
other convention was necessary. Both nations, 
upon this assumption, mistook their own rights 
and their duties. The boundary had been estab- 
lished a century before, and they were:carrying‘on 
auseless and barren negotiation, which was thus 
blindly and unnecessarily ripened into a treaty in 


him, so far as we know. 
From this negative circumstance the gentleman | 
from Missouri draws the important conclusion that 
the fact must have been so. I shall not enter into 
this matter, as it is not at all important. 
Mr. Monroe stated a fact that had oceurred, if it 


little, if any, bearing upon the subject he was 
urging, which was the right of the United States 
to ** possess the territory lying between the lakes 
and the Mississippi, south of the parallel of the 
49th degree of latitude.” 

It was to the treaty of 1783 that he was referring, 
and to Mitchell’s map, by which it was formed, 
He adverts to the treaty of Utrecht by saying, that 
tby running due west from the northwestern point 
of the Lake of the Woods to the Mississippi,” ac- 
cording to the treaty of 1783, “it must have been 
intended, according to the lights before them, to 
take the parallel of the 49th degree of latitude, as 
established under the treaty of Utrecht.” 

Now, sir, it might well be that Lord Harrowby 
never considered it necessary to look into this al- 
leged fact, as it had no real bearing on the subject 
being alluded to merely as giving reasons whic 
may have influenced the commissioners in fixing 
the boundaries of 1783. 

The next proof of the establishment of this line 
given by the Senator was Postlewait’s Commer- 
cial Dictionary, with D’Anville’s map. There 
is no quotation from the dictionary, and the mat- 
ter, therefore, rests on the map alone. 

The Senator then ‘pointed out the line estab- 
lished under the treaty of Utrecht, and read the 
account of it, as given in a note on the upper left 
corner of the map. The description was in these 
words: 


“ The line that paris French Canada from British 
€ Canada was settled by commissaries after the peace 
t of Utrecht, making a course from Davis’s Inlet, on 
€ the Atlantic £ 
© Lake Abitibis, to the Northwest Ocean; therefore Mr. 
© D’.Anville’s dotted line east of Jumes’s Bay is false.” 


Sea, down to the A9th degree, through the i 


1718. But, sir, the Senator proceeds to ask what 
Mr. Jefferson did with this project, and adds that 
he rejected it. And why, sr? The letter from 
Mr. Madison to Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, 
dated July 30, 1807, states: 

“The modification of the 5th article (noted as one which 
the British commissioners would have agreed to) may be 
admitted in case that proposed by you to them be not attain- 
able. Butit is much.to be wished and pressed, though not 
anade an ultimatum, that the proviso to bhoth should be omit- 
| ted. ‘This is,in no view whatever, necessary, and can bave 
little other effect than as an offensive intimation to Spain 
that our claims extend to the Pacific ocean: However reas- 
onable such claims may be, compared with those of others, 
it is impolitic, especially at the present moment, to strength- 
| en Spanish jealousies of the United States, which it is 
probably an object with Great Britain to excite by the clause 
in question.?? 

Now, sir, Mr. Jefferson’s object was not to of- 
fend Spain, and therefore he rejects a proviso which 
expressly limits our claim to the Rocky mountains, 
in order not to excite the jealousy of a most jealous 
nation, by even the appearance of interfering with 
her rights; and yet the honorable Senator supposes 
| that this very treaty, without the proviso, was to 
run to the Pacific, claiming for us and England the 
whole country, And which would excite the jeal- 
; ousy of Spain most? To say expressly the Amer- 
ican Government will make no arrangement with 
that of England for pushing the American title 
west of the Rocky mountains; or to form a treaty 
actually carrying this claim there without regard 
to Spanish rights? It is obvious to me that Mr. 
Jefferson did not- believe in the English title west 
of the Rocky mountains, as far as the Pacific, and, 
therefore, making a treaty with that Power for the 
| establishment between her and the United States 
| would not justly give offence to Spain, as it would 
i not call in question Spanish rights. : 

The honorable gentleman has not said a word 
of Mr. Jefferson in which I-do not fully concur. 


| An abler ora purer statesman is rarely found in 


history. Time, which tries the fame of all men, is” 
| rendering his brighter and brighter; and we have 
i scarcely a name in history—certainly but one— 


The Senator then states that this map was “made 


; by D’Anville, the great. French geographer of his | 
i| ag2, and dedicated to the Duke of Orleans,” &c.; 


and he adds, it is the ‘‘authentic French testimony 
in favor of the line of Utrecht.” 

Now, sir, it is not a little curious that this map, 
thus authoritatively pronounced to be authentic, is 
upon the very face of it stated to be false in one 
important particular. What, then, becomes of the 
correctness of the assertion of the honorable Sena- 


which is more reverenced by the American people 
j as that of a consummate statesman, The honor- 
ij able Senator will please to recollect that this pro- 
ject of Mr. Jefferson’s, under any circumstances, 
|| proves nothing. It was long before the Florida 
| treaty, which has rendered our title inexpugnable. 
|| But, sir, what are the circumstances which render 
| doubtful—I might perhaps say disercdits—the es- 
; tablishment of this parallel of 49° under the treaty 
| of Utrecht? Twill refer here to a portion of an ar- 
i| ticle published in the “ Union,” February 24, 1846; 
|; which I understood was prepared by Mr. Green- 
i kow: 
| _©Incontradiction of all these opinions, no line of separa- 
|| tion whatsoever, between the Hudson’s Bay territories and 
the French possessions, is to be found on the large and 


1846. 
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“beautiful map of America, by Popple, published in 1738, also | 


“under the patronage of the Colonial Department, and bearing 
the certificate. of Dr. Halley to its correctness: noron auy 
mapin the atlas of Maxwell and Senix published in 1721; 
in Boyey’s Political State, 1721; in the History of Hudson’! 
Bay, by Dobbs, 1744 ; in the Histoire dela Nouvelle France, 
by Charlevoix, 17443 in the System of Geography, by Bowen, 
1747 pin the American ‘Traveller, 1769; in the American At- 
las, by Jeffries, 1778; in the History of the Freneh Donin- 
ions in America, by Jeffries, 1760; in the map of America, 
from the Jnateriais by Governor Pownal, 17943 nor is there 
any allusion-to sucha line in the works to which these maps 
are attached, or in any other work or map of reputation 
published during the last century, save those above-men- 

ioned. > 4 

“None of the works above named are authorities on the 
subject, proceeding, as they all do, from persons unconneeted 
with the transactions of the Utrecht treaty, and possessing 
no better means, so far as kiown, of information respecting 
them than other people; these, indeed, only show that the 
boundary was supposed by some persons-to have been xo 
settled at the tine when they were written. Of the works 
which may be considered ax authorities, the following, coni- 
prising, it is believed, all in which a record or notice of such 

a transaction, if it had taken place, should be found, are en 

tirely silent with regard to any decision or other act of ecm- 

missuries, appointed under the treaty. of Utrecht, to settle 
the line of separation between the Hudson Bay territorii 
and the French possessions, vizi T'he collections of treca- 
ties by Dumont, Bo Martens, Jenkinson, Herstlet, and 
others ; Actes, Memoires, &¢., concernant la Paix d'Utrecht, 

1716; and Actes, Negotiations, &e., depuis la Paix d'Utrecht, 

1745—two voluminous works, containing, it may be sup- 

posed, every public document and notice of every net eon- 
nected with the negotiation of the treaty of Utrecht, aud the 
consequent proceedings; Colluetion des Edits, Ordonnances, 

&e., concernant le Canada, Quebec, 1803; apparently a 

complete assemblage of all the most important public docu- 

ments relative to Canada aid tho fur trade; Memnoiee des 

Commnissnires: Francais ot Anglais sur les Possessions des 

deux Couronnes et Amerique, (754 to 1747, whieh could not 

have thas omitted to noti 
it had taken place; the Histoire de ta Diplomatie Brangaise, 
by Flassan, 181); the Histoire des Traites de Paix, by Koch 
and Schoell, 817, To there authorities may be added, as 
equally silent on the subject, the Histories vf England by 

Tindal, Sinoltet, Belsin, Hughes, Mahon, Wade, the Par- 

liamentary History, and the Pietoral History: the Histories 

of France, by Sisanondi, Anquetil, ang Laverctelte 3 Lord Jolm 

Russels Affairs of Europe since the peace of Utrecht; the 

Histories of, and Memoirs ou, Louisiana, by Dumout, Di- 

pratz Vergennes, and Marhoix; the political works of Swift, 

Bolingbroke, and Voltaire; nud many other works relating 

to the history of the period nt which this xettianent of Lort- 

isiana is said to have been made, 

“This is all negative evidence, indeed; but it is the.only 
evidence of which the case admits, and is equivalent to a 
positive contradiction of the supporition thatany settlement 
of boundaries between the Hudsou'’s Bay territory aad the 
Preneh possessions was made under the treaty of Utrecht; 
as such a transaction could not bave failed to he noticed in 
all, or indeed in any, of the works montioned in the pre- 
ceding paragraph, if it had taken place, and especially it it 
had been s0 notorious as the knowledge of it by thoxe who 
asserted it would seem to indicate. ‘That conmmissuries 


were appointed to settle boundaries under the treaty of 


Utrecht, is moat probable; and, in proof not only of their 
meeting, but also of their separation without electing any 
of the objects proposed, the Collowing passage uppeara in 
the Histoire de la Nouvelle Wranee, by Charlevoix: € Prance 
took no part in this dispute, (hetweer the British and In- 
dians in Nova Scotia, in 1833,) in order to avoid giving the 
slightest. pretest for interrepting the good understanding 
between the. two nations, Which had been restored with so 
much difficulty; even the negotiations benween the two 
courts for the settlement of boundaries ceased, although 
cormmissaries had been appointed on both sides, for tiat ob 
ject, since 1719” 


In addition. to the facts above stated, I will add 
another short paragraph, which was handed to me 
by my friend Mr. Hannecan] since I cume here 
to-day. I have not had time to advert to the ori- 
ginal, but I presume it is correet: 

“In De Motras?s hook, the olicial exposition hy the French 
zovem ment of the grounds of the Euglish claims to the Oro- 
gon territory, aud its own foriner pretensions to that region, 
itis said, vol. ii, p. J58: m E 

ecit wasagreed at the peace of 1713, and by the treaty of 
Utrecht, that commissioners should meet to trace with pre- 
cision to the north and the west the Hmits between the Hud- 
son Bay country and New France, and to the south te 
boundaries between that Province and the English posses- 
sions. . Nevertheless, there docs not exist in iny written 
record, nor in any maps or charts, a single document showing 
that these frontiers ever were definitively established. And 
dn 1722 all proceedings on this subject had been abandoned, 
aceording to Father Charlevoix, that not the least pretext 
might be given to violate the good understanding which it 
had.been found so difficult to establish between the two 
crowns of France and England. The archives of the office 
of Foreign Affairs contain no chart or memoir relating to 
the treaty of Utrecht, regnrding these frontiers, nor do. those, 
of the Department of Marine; and thus the asserlion of 
Charlevoix is fully sustained? 7- A ; 

«The reference is to Charlevoix’s New France, vol. iv, p. 
124, and the top of the page.” 

Now, sir, I shall pursue this investigation no 
further. I have already observed that, whether 
this Hine was established or not, east of the Rocky 
mountains, is not of the slightest importance. The 
position that I occupied in my specch and that I 
occupy now is this: It is contended in the Senate, 
and out of it, that the parallel of 49 is our northern 
boundary in the territory of Oregon, and that it was 
assumed as such by our Government in the early 


part of the controversy and so maintained for some 
years; und that we are, therefore, concluded against 
the assertion of any ather boundary. Now, sir, 
my object was to show that no such line was ever 


; Our pretensions, without regard to this statement, 
; or to the acts of our Government, founded upon an 


| took to disprove, and nothing but this. And Iwill į 
‘now ask the honorable Senator from Missouri if | 
| he believes that the parallel of 49 was ever estab- 
! lished by commiss.uries under the treaty of Utrecht, | j Spain 
! try to the Pacific, so as to divide it_between them 
| in 1714, when, as late as 1790, the British Govern- 
: ment, by the Nootka convention, expressly recog- 


; will wait for the honorable gentleman’s reply. 


at this seulement of boundaries, if 


i © [english archives, and, in wuth, would be known 

| what I said; and this was followed by the synop- 

| sis of my views upon the subject, which I read, 
and which I will read again: 


| on the parallel of 499 to the Pacific ocean, 


’ then unknown, and I believe unclaimed; or, at any 
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lishment of a line between the French and British 


k . 1 
established by the treaty of Utrecht in the Oregon 
country, and that we were, therefore, free to urge | 


erroneous impression that the line of 49° did ex- 
tend to the Pacific ocean. This is what I under- 


as a boundary west of the Rocky mountains? | 


[Here Mr. Cass paused for a short time; but Mr. 
Bexron not answering, he continued.] 


Well, the honorable gentleman does not answer |! f it fo 
‘mon with those of Spain? 


me. If he helieved the line run there, L am sure he 
would say so; for, if it did ran there, we are for- | 


| ever foreclosed from any claim under the Louisiana if 
; treaty, aud the force of the honorable gendeman’s į 
| attack upon me would be greatly s 
i he does not answer, l shall take it for granted that 

he believes no such line was ever established there. |i 
; And if the wt is so, my object is answered, and 


rengthened. As | 


we ave relieved from the cmbarrassments arising 
mt of the repeated nssertions that the line of 49 

is our northern boundary inthe territory of Oregon, 
l will now read to the honorable Senator what E 
suid the other day on this subject, and he will per- 


the Rocky mountains was a mere incidental topic 
having no bearing upon my actual position. What 
l did say is this: "Phe treaty of ere never re- 
‘fers to the parallel of 499, and the boundaries it 
€ proposed to establish were those between the 
‘ Drie and English colonies, including the Hud- 
eson Bay Company in Canada. ‘The charter of the 
s Hudson Bay Company granted to the proprictors 
call the ‘lands, countries, and territories,’ upon | 
t the waters discharging themselves into Hudson's 
t Bay. At the date of the treaty of Utrecht, which 
«was in P714, Great Britain elaimed nothi g west 
tof those Glands, countries, and territories,’ and 
tof course there was nothing to divide between 
«France and England west of that line Again, in 
«3714, the northwestern coast was almost a terra 
incognita, n blank upon the map of the world. 
« England then neither knew a foot of it, nor claim- 
ced a foot of it, By adverting to the letter of 
‘Messrs. Gallatin and Rush, communicating an 
enceount of their interview with Messrs, Goulburn 
cand Robinson, British Commissioners, dated Oc- 
ctober 20th, 1818, and to the letter of Mr. Paken- 
sham to Mr. Buchanan, dated September 12th, 
ISt it willbe seen, that the commencement of 
sthe British claim is limited to the discoveries of 
«Captain Cook in 1778. Tow, then, could a boun- 
edury have heen establised, fifty years before, in 
ca region, Where no Englishman had ever penetra- 


ji 
ij 
l 
ji 
j 


` pleasure and with profit some days since. 


i I award him the credit due to it. 
| the other day, alluding to the cect that improper 


sted, and to which Bngland had never asserted a 
t pretension? And yet the assumption that the 
«parallel of 49 degrees was established by the trea- 
«ty of Utrecht asa line between France and Eng- 
sland, in those unknown regions, necessarily in- 
‘volves those inconsistent conclusions. 
ésides, if England, as a party to the treaty of 
© Utrecht, established this line, running to the west- 
tern ocean as the northern boundary of Louisiana, 
«what possible claim has she now south of that 
‘line? The very fact of her existing pretensions, 
t however unfounded these may be, shows that she 
‘considers herself no party to such a line of divi- 
‘sion. It shows, in fact, that no line was run, for 
cif it had been, the evidence of it would be in the 


tto the world without contradiction.” This is 


1. Itis not shown thet any line was established 

2. The country on the northwestern coast was 
rate, no circumstances had arisen to call in ques- 
tion any claim to it. i 7 

3. The British negotiators, in 1896, and their 


aptain Cook in 1778 as the commencement of the 


| 
f 
| 
$ 
| 
| 


But be- |! 


j he understood the gentleman to sa 


Minister here in 1844, fixed upon the voyage of 
B 


ritish title in what is now called Oregon. 


4. The treaty of Utrecht provides for the estab- | 


colonies; imcluding the Hudson Bay Company. 
The British held nothing west of the company’s 
possessions; which, by the charter, included only 
the lands, countries, and’ territories on the waters 
running into Hudson’s Bay. — y 
5. If England established this line to the Pacific 
ocean, she can have nio claim south of it; and this 
kind of argument, ad hominem, becomes conclusive. 
And let me add, that- I owe this argument to my 
friend from Missouri, [Mr. Arcurson,} to whose 
remarks upon Oregon the Senate’ listened -with 


6. How could France and Spain claim the coun- 


nised the Spanish title to that country, and claim- 
ed only the use of it for its own subjects, in com- 


{am now, sir, brought to the annunciation which 
I made, and which the honorable Senator has so 
strangely misunderstood. What I said was this, 
aint will repeat it in the very words I used upon 


| the former occasion: “F now ask, sir, what nght 


has any American statesman, or what right has any 
British statesman, to contend that our claim, what- 
ever it may be, is not just as good north of this line 


| as it is south of it? When this question is answer- 
, ed to my satisfaction, I for one will consent to stop 
; there. p 
| to march, if we can, to the Russian boundary.” 
ecive how much he has misapprehended me, and |! i 
that all my allusion to the parallel of 49° east of |; 


3ut until then, I am among those who mean 


This, sir, is my position, How different it is 
from the position assigned to me by the honorable 
Senator, [need not say. Itrust I have redeemed 


myself, and that F ean again enter into the contest, 
a free man, battling for the full rights of his coun- 
i try even to 54° 40", 


There is one point to which F beg leave to advert. 
The honorable Senator bas given mea fair hit, and 
In my remarks 


persona, “minions, and favorites, and mistresses,’ 
wd produced upon the destinies of nations by the 


l exercise of an injurious influence, I adverted to 


the fact of the offence taken by Mrs. Masham 


| at having a cup of tea spilt upon her silk gown. 
im . 3 . $ P" 
i The incident I remembered, and its influence I re- 


membered, but I thought it had been exerted to 
produce a war, whereas the honorable Senator has 
corrected me, and has shown me that it was exert- 
ed to produce peace, It is a long time since I have 
looked into the English history. “I presume the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri refreshed his 
recollection last evening. 

Mr. BENTON. we have not looked at it for 
forty yenrs.*? 

Mr. CASS. The honorable gentleman's mem- 
ory is then better than mine, I will remark, how- 
ever, that the incident, even as it happened, is 
illustrative of the general position I assumed, be- 


D 


cause the favorite of Queen Anne would as soon 


! have brought about a war as a peace, had the for- 


mer, instead of the latter, been necessary to enable 
her to vent her spleen upon the Duchess of Marl- 
borough. Trepeat, the correction was a fair hit 

Mr. BENTON. ‘And certainly a very gentle 
one.’ f 

Mr. CASS. That is all true: the manner was 
entirely unobjectionable; and I shall testify my 
acknowledgment by putting the fact right in my 
printed speech, 

Mr. BENTON said that he would take-up the 
gentleman at the point where he had entrenched 
himself, and which was the key to the whole case: 
that if the 
proviso attached to article 5, propose by the Brit- 


ish Commissioners, were omitted, that then the 
| boundary line of 49° would stop at the Rocky 


mountains. 

Mr. CASS explained: He had not contended 
that the line would in any case run to the Pacific. 

Mr. BENTON resumed. He understood the 
Senator to say that if the proviso attached to the 
article was stricken out, (as Mr. Jefferson wished 
it should be, and directed Mr. Monroe to “press” 
that it should be,) that then the dividing line of 
49° would not extend west of the Rocky moun- 
tains, ` Tunderstand the gentleman to say so, I 
understand him to say that if the proviso iñ the 
fifth article’ in the British projét for a boundar 
were stricken out, the line would stop at the Rocky 
mountains. Iso understood him when he made 
his speech; Tsu understood ‘him in hig explana- 
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tion; and I still so understand him. And then I 
say—understanding him so, and his silence admits 
that I am right—then I say that the honorable 
Senator is “ out of the frying pan into the fire.” : 
When I heard the gentleman refer to that fifth 
article, and stop the line at the mountain, if the 
proviso was cut off, I construed that the‘copyist 
in transcribing it had made some fatal omission; 
but, on turning to the report of my speech as given 
in the Intelligencer, I find the whole article was 
copied correctly, and that instead of being omitted, 
as I had feared, the clause was made emphatic by 
being printed in italics, | 

The Senator has fallen into so grave an error 
as, by implication, to say that in 1807 the Unired 


States had no claim to any territory west of the || 


Rocky mountains, and on the assumption he ha 


just made our claim in Oregon must date afte 


"1807. i 


The article to which Mr. Monroe says the Brit- | 


| on the Spanish title, since obtained. The discov- 
ery of Gray would have been cut off; the explora- 


i tion by Lewis and Clarke would have been cut 


off; the rights and possessions of the American 
Fur Company would have been cut off—all their 
establishments west of the mountains—Mr. Hen- 
ry’s discòvery of the South Pass—everything we 
had there before 1807 would have been cut off, 
and we should have stood only on such title as 
we could establish ulterior to 1807. These are 
the positions I take; and they amount, in fact, to 
the whole thing in dispute. 

The Senator from Michigan cannot escape: he 
never can escape from the position in which he has 
placed himself to-day. He denies that we had any 
territories west of the Rocky mountains up to 1807. 
The inference is inevitable. Tt cannot be denied: 
t cannot be escaped from; it is all perfectly fair and 
clear, and he cannot get out of it. 

Mr. Jefferson wished to follow the line of Utrecht 


ish Ministers were willing to accede was in these | 
words: 
“ Article 5, as the British Commissioners would agree to 
make tt. i 
& It is agreed that a line drawn due north or south (as the | 
ease may require) from the most northwestern point of the 
Lake of the Woods, until it shall intersect the forty-ninth 
paraliel of north latitude, and from the point of such inter- 
section due west along and with the said para Hel, shall be 
line between his Majesty’s territ uid those 


the said tine 
of his Majesty’s sa y 
of the said territories of the United States: 


longing to or claimed by either party on the continent of 
America to the westward of the Stony mountains.” 

This is the article; and the Senator, by saying 
that the omission of the proviso would stop the 
dividing line at the mountain, clearly says that we 
had noterritory at that time west of the mountain. 

“ So fur as their respective territories extend in that 
quarter.” ; $ 

The paraliel of 49 is here recognised as a boun- | 
dary so far west as the territories of the parties 
extended at that time. This was in 1807, fifteen 
years after Gray's discovery of the mouth of the 
Columbia, and the year after Lewis and Clarke’s 
return. It was in that state of our title that Mr. 
Gallatin, in 1817, speaking of the valley of the 
Columbia, declared our right to it to be clear and | 
unquestionable. It is to this title, such as we then 
had west of the Rocky mountains, that Mr. Jef- |! 
ferson wished Mr. Monroe to ‘press’? upon the 
British Ministers a division by the 49th degree. 
Happily, Mr. Jefferson, in pressing this line then, 
camot be accused of having been under British 
influence. No man will accuse Mr. Jefferson of 
being the advocate of British claims; and therefore 
the fact that he offered the line of 49 throughout 
to the sea must be beaten down—beaten down— 
hidden—-concealed—torn out of the minds of the | 
American people. Mr. Jefferson consented to this |! 
line; and he, thank God, cannot be attacked by 
such a weapon; he must escape, and will escape 
the charge, though no other living man who fol- 
lows him can hope to do so. All the Forty-Nines 
of the present day are to be brought into court and 
arraigned and condemned, but Mr. Jefferson’ can- 
not: therefore the people must not know what he 
said; that forty years ago he proposed the line of 
Utrecht to the ocean; his language must be per- 
verted; his proposition denied; his words read 
backwards. and some Greenhow must go to work |! 
and write a new book to disprove the fact that he | 
ever proposed the dividing line of 49 degrees. i 


| other man living. 


| tion. 


indefinitely west; and I take it he knew about as 
much of the political history of the world, and of 
all connected with America in particular, as any 
This point I therefore consider 
as conclusively established. Passing, then, from 
this point, and leaving this ground in which the 
Senator from Michigan denies that we then had 
any territory beyond the mountains, I proceed to 
what the Senator from Michigan said as to the 
next point. 

Coming to the next point, the Senator.says that 
Mr. Monroe produced no list of authorities to Lord 
Harrowby. But before he demands a list of au- 
thorities to prove Mr. Monroe’s assertion that this 
line was established by commissaries under the 
treaty of Utrecht, he must first show that Lord 
Harrowby, the British Secretary of State, disputed 
or denied the fact. If two parties have opposite 
interests in a disputed matter, and one of them 
brings forward a fact bearing on the claims or in- 
terests of the other, before he brings out his proofs 
to establish it he will wait to see if it is denied, and 
if not, where is the use of parading his proofs? 
Mr. Monroe says the commissaries did meet, and 
did establish a boundary line, running with and 
along the parallel of 49 indefinitely to the west; 
and_having stated this in a verbal interview with 
the Minister, for greater security he afterwards re- 
duces it to writing and submits it to him. Did 
Lord Harrowby deny the fact? That is the ques- 
Did he dispute the fact? Did he urge the 
slightest objection to the assertion—he whose Gov- 
ernment had been a party to the treaty in question, 
and had concurred in establishing the very line—to 
the facts furnished by Mr. Monroe? Never! He 
admitted the whole! And yetit is objected that we 
find Mr. Monroe urging no list of authorities to 


| prove what was admitted ! 


But here the honorable Senator had been guilty 
of an egregious non sequitur. He says that, be- 
cause Mr. Monroe used the same language respect- 
ing the establishment of this line that Douglas 
does, therefore he followed Douglas. Now, the 


| ergo in the case seems to me rather to be, since 
| Monroe and Douglas used the same language in 


regard to the same thing, they must both have 
borrowed from the same source, viz: that to which 


| Mr. Madison had referred Mr. Monroe, and that 
| was the proceedings of the commissaries—the of- 


ficial records of the British Government. The 
Senator says that Mr. Madison did not know 
whether such a line ever had been run; but Mr. 


l 
y, (which was just on the eve of taking |i 
i 


this hou 
had bee 


eaping 


r? Tf this had been done—if the treaty 


rom the admission of this line of 49° in | 


Oregon, but to plead that, as the line was to run |: 


only as far as our territories extended, it did not 
cross the mountains, because we had no territory | 
to the west of them. The Senator would have 
had to abandon all our rights to territory in Ore- 
fon at all, or he could not have got clear of this 
ine, or:we should have been thrown exclasively 


n signed—there would have been no es- || 


plished general scholars and statesmen of his day, 
was President of the United States. 


country. 
acting as his Secretary of State, assumes the fact 
| that the commissaries had met, arid had had “pro- 
ceedings’? in reference to the line; and he sent a 
| paper, with memorandums and marginal notes, 
: (which is not now to be found,) containing doubt- 


», less the reasonings by which he was to make good 


i his argument from that fact. Who drew np the 


He had him- | 
; self been in Europe; and while in Paris, it was his 


| to convince Lord Harrowby. 
| expected that he should make a parade of authori- 


these instructions, he knew and felt that heh 
new and delicate ground to tread; and he therefore 
sent him all the suggestions which might aid hiv: 
in making himself certain of his. facts before heres 
led upon them in argument. Mr. Monroe did” 

| add to what Mr. Madison had told him; he gáye 
the particulars respecting the line; and undoubted: 
ly he had access to the records of their proceedings 
then in London. Can it be. supposed. that: such 
men—and I do but perform a duty and obey a 
patriotic impulse whilst I speak with deference-of 
those who have gone before us—would act as the 
Senator seems to think they did in a matter of 
this weight and consequence? There never have. 
been since their day, or before it, statesmen more 
able, more calm, more just, more careful, more Ja- 
horious, more sagacious, or more patriotic, than 
those who steered us through the ‘storm ‘of ‘the. 
Revolution, and formed the Government: under © 
which we live. There were doubtless in our amy 
men whose deeds of valor entitle them to an eter- 
nal renown: but for years past my attention has, 
in a particular manner, been turned to the acts of 

| those who conducted the political part of the Rev- 
olution; and I am prepared to say that men more 
wise, more devoted, more regardless of themselves, 
or more careful to do nothing but what was. right 
hefore God and man, never were granted to'a na- * 
tion in the hour of its greatest necessity. 

The men of whom I have been speaking in con- 
nexion with the present question, were men of the 
Revolution, It was Jefferson who directed Madi- 
son what to write; it was Madison who directed 
Monroe what to do and say. These men it is who 
say that the line of 49° was established -by com- 
| missaries under the treaty of Utrecht, and directed. 
Monroe to seek for the particulars in the proceed- 
ings of the commissaries, to be found in London. 
And is it at this day to be admitted; and is it to be- 
| repeated here by an American Senator, on suchan 
authority as Greenhow; and is an American Sen- 
ate to sit and hear it; or can any American bring 
himself to suppose, that James Monroe, an Amer- 
ican Minister thus instructed, aman of the utmost 
labor—a man of whom I have heard it said that he 
carried his office with him wherever he went—in 
the social circle, in his walks, in his rides-—and 
was so occupied, so engrossed by his business, that 
it never was out of his mind—that such a man as 
this would go to the English Court and act like a 
beau Dawson, and, instead of going to the proceed- 
ings of the commissaries, as instructed, should 
have recourse to a map published in Boston— 
would found his official assertions and arguments 
to Lord Harrowby on a map made in Boston? No.. 
It was not by comparing piles of maps that he was 
How could it be 


ties when the British Minister admitted the fact 
and all its consequences at the first interview? Such 
presumptions are not to be tolerated. 

The Senator contends that the map I produced 
from Postlewait, though constructed by D’Anville 
and dedicated to the Duke of Orleans, is of no au- 
thority, because it contains a note stating that the 
east end of the line, the end east of James’s Bay, 
is incorrect. But how does that inference follow? 
The inference was the other way: that all is ad- 
mitted to be correct except the part objected to of 
the line—the residue was correct, 

I now repeat my position, that I spoke in vindi- 
cation of history—of the truths of history—and of 
the intelligence of the Senate, and in refutation of 
the impeathment of such men as Jefferson, and 
Madison and Monroe in a book by one Mr. Green- 
how—a book anproved and vouched for by the 
Senator from Michigan. That book denies that 
the commissaries were appointed under the treaty 
of Utrecht, and that they did establish the line of 
49 as a boundary between the French and English 
i possessions—a denial which I understood to be en- 
dorsed by the Senator himself. 

I knew that it would be an impeachment on the 
| intelligence of the Senate to let such a statement go 
; any further. What! that the members of this body 
| Should be ignorant of the provisions and history of 


jia treaty which put an end to the war between 
Queen Anne and Louis XIV., which established 
| the great landmarks which have been guides to the 


paper “Mr. Madison does not say, but it is highly |: the book, and this would giv 
probable it was Mr. Jefferson himself. In giving | rope as if it were an authority on which we relied. 


; policy of nations ever since? 


I could not consent 
that our character should go to the world branded 
; with ignorance like this. The Senator endorsed 
e it currency in- Eu- 


a 


1846. 
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It was due to the Senate: and to the American 
character to show that sucha conélusion would be 
utterly unfounded, and thatthe book was entirely 
erroneous touching so great’ a fact as the establish- 
ment ofa boundary. under that treaty between the 
British and the’ French possessions in America. 

_. As to the question of Oregon T have not touched 
it, nor shall T at present. “The time has nat yet 
come. -E expressly said, ‘after. Iv had established 
the fact of the boundary, that I would have nothing 
to do with its application. I say that the manner 
in which the Senator commented on Greenhaw’s 
book: rendered it proper that. I should correct the 
errorinto which he had fallen. ‘To do that I pro- 
duced authorities bearing directly on that point— 
authorities not “ recently met with,” but known 
and examined by me twenty years ago, Then, 
having began, I had to goon to-the end; and this 
brought me to Mr. Jefferson, and to the great fact 


that Mr. Jefferson pursued the line of 49 as a | 
boundary as far west as the limits of our territo- | 


ries extended. “When I got there I thought 1 had 
got to a place of shelter. 
usthe virtual discoverer, the politieal father of 
Oregon ‘and its great river—the line which he 
agreed to might well be agreed to by others. 


I had two points in view—one was to show that | 


Mr. Jefferson was in favor of carrying this bound- 
ary of 49 into Oregon and to the Pacifie; and the 
other was to show that Mr. Monroe was under no 
necessity to produce the proof of the acts of the 
commissaries, because Lord Harrowby seems at 
once to have admitted the line. 


Mr. WEBSTER said that he wished those gen- | 


tlemen who proposed to go into the history of this 
mattér, (which he did not,) to turn their attention 
to two questions. which he would state. 

It was certain that, by the tenth article of the 
treaty of Utrecht, it was provided that commissa- 
‘ries should be eprsinien 
separation between the French and English pos- 


sessions in the northern part of the continent of 


America. And it was admitted, on the authority 


of Charlevoix, that such commissaries were nem | 
cordingly appointed: but it is denied that there ex- 


ists any evidence of acta performed by them under 
such appointment, and thnt they did in any way 
determine such dividing line. 

Now, it was not doubted, in point of faet, that 
some years after the date of the treaty, Davis's 
Straits, on the Atlantic ocean, (then known as Da- 
vis’s Inlet,) became known and mentioned by fewer 
or by more geographers as the dividing point be- 
tween the territories of the two nations, It was 
equally true that the line of 49° north was tid 
down on certain old maps as a dividing line be- 
tween French and English territory, and said to 
have been established by the treaty of Utrecht, 
after the termination of a curved line, beginning at 
Davis’s Straits, and running in a curve until it 
atrack the parallel of 49°. 

The two questions he wished to ask were these: 
1. How came Davis’s Straits to be known and 
described in'any map aa the dividing point between 


the territories of England and Trance, wiless from | 
something agreed to under the treaty of Utrecht? | 
The treaty designated no starting point at the | 
ocean: how did the makers of these maps get that | 


line? And if the parallel of 49° did not receive its 


character as a dividing line fram that authority, on | 


what authority was sucha character given it in 


those maps? Why was not 48° or 50° taken as ii 


the line?) And why was 499? 


The second question was this: Suppose that no | 
mistake could be shown in this designation, and | 
that no other account could be given of it hut that į 
it was done under the treaty of Utrecht, taking the | 
two facts together, that the treaty did provide that | 


commissaries should be appointed to determine a 
dividing line, and were actually appointed for that 
purpose; and that such a line was laid down on 
the maps professedly on that authority, and no 
other account could be given of it: did they not. 
raise a clear and strong presumption, and such as 
would prevail in all tribunals, that this point of 
Davis’s Straits, and this line of 49°, were fixed and 
determined. by those, and those alone, who had 
authority to determine them? 

Mr, ANN EGAN here rose and remarked that 
the day was considerably advanced, and therefore 
he would, with the permission of his friend from 
‘Arkansas, (Mr. Asuiey,] move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was put and agreed to, and the Sen- 


| ate accordingly proceeded to the consideration of 


With Jefferson before | 


to determine a line of | 


executive business.’ 


and then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuursnay, April 2, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday (without having been 
read through) was approved. 


THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 
On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the House 


i leftto his friends to have 
The doors were shortly afterwards re-opened, |; 


resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 


lina, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill to provide for the better organt 


transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue, 
and of the amendments thereto pending. 

Mr. G. DAVIS resumed his remarks from last 
evening, in Opposition to the bill under considera- 
tion. 
the currency of the country, and expressed him- 


| self in opposition to disturbing this wholesome and 
| salutary state of thir 


gs. Bat as time rolled on, 
and as disorders arose in the currency, it would 
be necessary to resort to a national bank, as the 
Government had twice resorted to it before; until 
that was upon us, however, he was not for dis- 
turbing the present state of things by the estab- 
lishment of a sub-treasnry, nor would he be (if the 


parr with whom he acted were m power) by a 
Bank of the United States, This bill, among other 


provisions, proposed mexorably to collect the 
Government dues in goll and silver. “Chis fea- 
ture, he considered, would act with the most mis- 
| chievous uud deleterious efect on the interests of the 
country, 

Having expanded this point, he next presented 
his objections to the system as a financial agent of 
the Clovernment, arguing that it would afford in- 
suficient cheeks and securities against defaleations 
and fraud, and that it involved a prodigal expend- 
iture for the transaction of the fiscal concerns of 
the Government, while they would be performed 


Howithout the charge of a single eent by a United 


States bank, or by the present system. fn its op- 


and inferior in every respect, 
an amendment he should offer, when in order, to 
throw an additional check upon collecting and dis- 
| bursing officers. 
| Fle digreased into the discussion of other ques- 
tions connected with the polities of the country, 
| and touched upon the Oregon question, alluding to 
the recent remarks of Mr. Doverass thereon, con- 


have voted for him, had they supposed he would 


i} ever consent to the settlement of the question on 


this basis. 

Mr. D. had not concluded his remarks when his 
hour expired, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE obtained the floor. 

Mr. NIVEN desired him to yield, to enable him 
to give notice of an amendment, to be offered when 
in order, 

Mr. FARAN rase (he said) toa privileged ques- 
tion. He had intended to make a speech, and 


privilege of publishing it. 

[Cries of Leave," “leave.” 

Mr. DROMGOOLE declined to yield the Boor, 
as there was no necessity for giving notice of amend- 
ments; they could all be offered when they came 
to vote; and he proceeded, in a necessarily hurried 
manner, owing to the limitation of his time, to an 
exposition and defence of the general principles 


give a general sketch only. 
As he had had the honor of reporting this bill, 


| (he said.) it would be expected that he should 
| make some remarks upon it. 


i He should have 
preferred to have had the bill read section by sec- 
tion, that cach section might. have undergone a 


might be proposed to it. If that course had been 
porun when they had arrived at the stage of the 


state of the Union, (Mr. Daxter, of North Caro- |; f > 
particularly to do so as a matter of respect to them; 


the treasury, and for the collection, safe-kceping, |) A 
nd lÍ to many of these remarks would be found in the 
| general remarks he should make upon this bill. 
‘Permit him, however, to make a passing remark 


| 
ion ofi! 

i 

i 


He referred to the present sound state of |) ag 
ihe said, had changed their opinions, and upon 
H whom he had endeavored to fasten the charge of 
| inconsistency. Tf they had yielded to the honest 


; less constituency, 


| 
© to make war upon in it except the preamble. 

eration, it was also far less convenient, expeditions, |; 
fle gave notice of i 


| tending that the President could not, consistently | 
| with the position occupied hy him previous to the 
election, accept of the line af 49°, and challenging |} 
| the disposition of his friends who go for 54° 40 ta 


ail] when he should offer a bona fide amendment, | pronounced, about sinking the 
he should have felt it his duty, upon this amend- |! the dignity and calmness of the statesman, 
| ment, to have gone into an exposition of the gen- ii far his party denunciations to-d. 


and then he should have 
replied to the arguments 
i i ade i ition to it. But the 
which might be made in opposition 
gentleman from Indiana {Mr. C. B. Smita] thought 
proper to preclude them from that course by offer- 
ing an amendment totally inconsistent with the 


eral principles of the bill, 


| bill, and, at the same time, he opened the whole 


matter, and led to a general discussion. So that, 
when they came to vote upon the bill, they must 


i vote upon all the amendments, without any par- 


teular discussion of their respective merits. Of 


| this, however, he did not complain. 


Ele should be pleased, if he had time, to pay his 
respects in detail to various gentlemen. who had 
preceded him in opposition to this bill, and more 


for most of them, in their reference to him, had 
used terms of courtesy and kindness. The answer 


to the gentleman from Indiana, who complained 
in such terms of rebuke of certain gentlemen who, 


convictions of their judgments—to the force of 
public opinion and the progress of truth—they had 


| only given evidence that they do not belong to that 


class of politicians who are ignorant in spite of ex- 
perience; and instead of rebuke or reproach, he 


| would advise the gentleman from Indiana to fol- 
| low their example. 
f diana seemed to see war in this bill upon the banks, 
i and upon the industry of the countrys o 
‘ tlemen saw a war about Oregon, Texas, and Mex- 
fico; and wars were apprehended upon almost 
> everything, 


But the gentleman from In- 


other gen- 


Some of them seemed rather to rep- 
resent the goddess of Fear, than a bold and fear- 
Such were their apprebensions 
of war, that they see “a ghost in every tree, in 
every bush a spectre,” and seent carnage in every 


! breeze. 


The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. M. Brows] 


l had confined his opposition principally to the pre- 


amble. [twas one of the highest evidences of 
merit in this bill that he should have found nothing 
He 
thinks he sees something mysterious, something 
calculated to disguise and to deceive the-people; 
and that the preamble has been introduced for effect, 
Yet he (Mr. D.) candidly admitted that it was in- 
troduced for effect—io the end that itmight be dis- 
tinctly understood and misrcpresentations be avoid- 
ed. [twas known that this measure had heretofore 
encountered such a ruthless opposition; that it had 
been misrepresented and perverted on the hustings 
before the people, as a “monster,” as something 
new to the people, and repugnant to the Constitu- 
tion. The object of the preamble was simply to 


| indicate the measures of our former legislation to 


which it refers, and to show that the bill,.so far 


| from being anything new, is but in conformity with 
i the early legislation and practice of the Govern- 

| ment, and founded upon the principles of the Con- 
t stitution. 


And when this preamble, like a faithful 
index pointing to early legislation, shall lead the 


| people to think. correctly and see the subject ina 
| proper light, then gentlemen would be deprived of 
ji the opportunity which they have heretofore enjoy- 
: ed of representing this as a terrible “nionster.’? As 
; Falstaff said to Prince tal, ‘this is my vocation,’ 
having been unable to get the floor, he wished the |: 


so it was their vocation, their calling, to represent 


| itas the “odious” sub-treasury, calculated to en- 
courage thieves and robbers, to paniper them out 


of the treasury, to put it within their grasp. The 
preamble points to former legislation which isin 


conformity with, and is carried out-in greater per- 
i fection, by this bill. That is the cause of their com- 
; plaints, of their jeremiads. 
f j a book which he entitled Tristia, describing his sor- 
and of particular provisions of the bill, of which we fi 


The poet Ovid wrote 


rows in his banishment; and these gentlemen also 


j had. better imbody their lamentations in a little 
|! book, and send it forth to the world, that it may be 


seen how they bear their banishment; for the 
have been banished from power—not to the Isle o? 
Patmos or to St. Helena, but to the head waters of 


aeh 1 | * Salt river.” 
| brief investigation with whatever amendments | 


The honorable gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Davis,] to whom he wished to pay a passing trib- 
uie, commenced with a lecture, very beautifully 
partisan and acting 
How 
ay may have corre. 
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sponded with the homily he delivered last evening, ; 


he (Mr. D.) should not consume time to inquire. ij 


He concurred with the honorable gentleman in the | 
opinion, when they came here, that they should | 
examine the questions submitted to their considera- į 
tion impartially, and free from the asperity of party ; 
spirit. Yes, they ought to look up to the Constitu- 
tion itself, which is the origin and definition of their 
powers; they ought to seek there for the extent of | 


their powers in the true construction of that instru- |} 


ment itself, and not to descend to former legislation | 
as a standard, which, in many instances, has grown 

out of mere party strife, and unfaithfully reflects, | 
if it does not infringe upon, the letter and the spirit | 
of the Constitution. If we desire to contemplate | 
the stars in all their beauty and brilliancy, let us į 


cast our eyes up to the firmament, and not satisfy |; 


ourselves by looking down at their faithless reflec- | 


tion in a muddy brook. That would be the course |: 


of wise statesmen; they would mount up to the Con- | 
stitution itself as the sdurce of power, and notquote 


xecedents which have grown out of party strife. 
a 


former measures, enacted’in the heat and violence 
of partisan excitement, while he disregards and sets 
at defiance the supreme authority, the Constitution 
of his country. To him, without injustice or vio- 
lence, may be applied the words of the poet: 
“Then! 1 idiot, gazing on the brook, 
He leaps at stars, and fastens in the mud.” 

We ought to attempt to conform all our legisla- 
tion to the Constitution; we have sworn to do it. It 
is the Constitution which binds together this Union, 
which is our source of power; and if we fail to ob- 
serve, if we violate it, and break it down, the Union | 
itself is destroyed. Sir, that Constitution was 
framed by a wisdom equalled only by the antece- | 
dent bravery which achieved our liberty. It is to | 
this confederacy what the keystone is to the arch; | 
it binds and strengthens all; it binds into one glo- | 
rious confederacy so many separate, sovereign 
States, and it gave rise to that beautiful motto, 
“E pluribus unum.” 


«T'is the Jast keystone 
That makes the arch; the rest tbat there were put 
Are nothing till that comes to bind and shut— 
Then stands it a triumphal mark ! then men 
Observe the strength, the height, the why and when 
Tt was erected; and still walking under, 
Meet some new matter to look up and wonder.” 


And we lave daily cause to look up and admire | 
i 
| 


this beautiful arch of our union, and to view with | 
delighted amazement and patriotic pride its ad- 
mirable operation in binding us together. With 
such sentiments, then, of veneration to our Con- 
slilution—wich such a solemn conviction of our 
duty to conform to the provisions of that instru- 
ment-—I cannot give my assent to any measure | 
until a faithful, candid examination has convinced | 
me that it is within our constitutional compe- | 
tency. j 

With these preliminary remarks, Mr. D. pro- 
posed briefly to examine the provisions of this bill, | 
and to inquire whether they were in conformity 
with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, and 
with the intention of the framers of that instru- 
ment—to Inquire whether it conforms also to the | 
early legislation and practice of the Government, | 

This bill might be said to be divided into two | 


{ 
i 
i 
| 


parts; the first portion of it, down to the 18th sec- ; 
tion inclusive, relates to the collection and safe- ! 
keeping of the public money; the other portion re- | 
lates to the medium in which the revenue shall be | 
collected, with some other miscellaneous regula- 
tions. He would not consume the time of the 
committee by taking each section by itself and 
reviewing its provisions. He would simply state, 
however, that it provides for the establishment of | 
a treasury, and for the safe-keeping of the public | 
money through the agency of officers 
eral Government constitutionally ap 
legally responsible—thereby, so far as the custody 
of the money is concerned, making a complete | 
separation of the Government from the banking | 
institutions-—-the irresponsible corporations of the 
country. It prevents also (while it effects thi: 
separation from the banks) the public revenue, | 


| 


ointed and : 


from the time of its collection to its disbursement, | 
from being employed in any way whatever by the 
individuals who have it in their custody, under 
severe penalties, and proposes faithfully and se- 
curely to keep it, to be used at all times when 
wanted for expenditure for the public service. 
The inquiry, then, was, Does such an establish- 


he grovelling creature of party may content him- | 
self by looking no farther to justify his acts than to |} 


of the Fed- , 


li voritism and injustice. 


|| ment of the treasury, and such a preservation of 


the funds of Government, conform to the spirit and 
i meaning of the Constitution, to the early legisla- 
| tion of the country, and the practice of the Gov- 
ernment? Itis clear, from an examination of the 
| provisions of the Constitution, that the establish- 
ment of a treasury proper is contemplated. The 
| very idea of ‘the collection of duties, of revenue, 
| carries with it and embraces within its meaning a 
treasury—a place in which this revenue shall be 
kept until wanted to be used for constitutional pur- | 
poscs. Besides that, there is a provision in the | 
Constitution which says that ‘ no money shall be 
‘drawn from the treasury but in consequence of 
‘ appropriations. made by law; and a regular state- 
‘ment and account of the receipts and expendi- 
‘tures of all public money shall be published from 


plainly convey an idea than the meaning and inten- 
tion of the Constitution is that there shall bea 
treasury thus established; and the provision that it 
is not to be drawn out of this treasury but in con- 
sequence of appropriations made by law, inevita- 
bly and conclusively proves that it cannot be inter- 
mediately used for any purpose: because, once in 
the treasury, it cannot be taken out or used for any 
purpose until drawn out for appropriations made | 
by law, and to meet such appropriations. This 
he considered a brief and candid exposition of the 
meaning of the Constitution. 

And now, did the bill conform to the early le- 
gislation of the country, both before and after the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution? If gentle- 
men would turn to the Ist volume of the laws of | 
the United States, they would find the very com- | 
mencement of an effort to establish a treasury of 
the United States. Various acts were passed from | 
time to time placing it under the direction of differ- 
ent officers, appointed however by the Continental 
Congress. Sometimes under a board of commis- 
sioners, or a board of directors, under a superin- 
tendent of finance, &c., but invariably under the 
idea that the money was never to be used and 
mingled up with private transactions; so much so, 
that when they first appointed a superintendent of 
the treasury, Robert Morris, who was at that time 
engaged in some mercantile and commercial affairs, 
wrote a letter, which would be found imbodied in 
the laws of the United States, asking whether it 
would be proper for him, having made these en- 
gagements from which he could not release him- 
self, to exercise the office of superintendent; and 
the Congress passed a special provision authorizing 
it; but afterwards they passed an act that no per- 
į Son in any way connected with the treasury should 
i be engaged in any kind of businss; so great was 
| their precaution against mingling the funds of Gov- 
| ernment with those of private individuals. 


Such was briefly the history of the treasury prior 
| soon afier that, when the ‘Treasury Department 
was established, after providing in the fourth sec- 
| in the treasury, and the mode in which they should 
| be paid out, they incorporated in the eighth section 
$ 
| . 
| previous practice and principles of the Continental 
Congress, that no person concerned in the treasury 


| to the formation of the Federal Constitution; and 
tion that the moneys should be received and kept 

| of the same act a provision, in conformity with the 

| should engage in any business, &c.; [Mr. D. read į 


| this provision of the law,] all going to show that || 


| the fathers of our Government, both before and | 
| after the adoption of the Federal Constitution, 
| always kept in view and solemnly intended to 
i guard against the moneys of the Government being 

| used or mingled with private transactions in the | 
intermediate time between their collection and ex- 
penditure. 
conforms precisely to the Constitution, (as L have 
shown,) and with the understasding of the framers 
of the Constitution. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


that principle violated? It is not only violated, but 
you use the public funds for the purpose of favor- 
itism, and for giving corporations and individuals 
in one section of the country an advantage. over 
corporations and individuals who do not receive 


ii this money in other sections; so that the Govern- 


ment itself is made to practice most iniquitous fe- 
That is the effect, even if 
| the money were in no danger in these irresponsible 
corporations. 

So far from the dispensing with the agency of 


i 
} 
i 
f 
i 


f peril to which the public revenue 1s expose 
ji D. produced statistics to show the losses 


‘time totime.” Language, therefore, cannot more |: 


This bill, therefore, in that particular, |) 


Ig that principle carried out when you deposite |} 
the money in hanks to use and trade upon? [snot || 


banks increasing the probability of losses, Mr. D. © 


5 
j 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


« oa g 
thought- he should be able..to, show-that/i 
decrease it at least one-third... ‘There-was: 
tem which either-party ever proposed, whic 
not contemplate two. sets. of officers—collectin 
ficers and disbursing officers. Neither a Uni 
States Bank nor local State banks can disp 
| with them. Now this bill proposes. simply t 
tain these two classes of officers, and to- di 
with the. agency of banks; and, in-so. doing 
: avoid the risk of the losses we have heretofore 
` curred by banks, and to that extent, diminish 


Í 
j 
j 


t 
H 
t 
i 
; 


have been incurred by banks at. different. times: 
and by dispensing with their agency, he. : 
would at least avoid a similar peril for the futu 
From a report made on the llth of Februa 
1841, from the Secretary of the Treasury, it 
peared that the losses which the Government has: 
at various times suffered from connexion’ with 
banks, were estimated to amount to the enormous 
sum of $15,492,000. A report made to the House 
of Representatives, April 30, 1830, believed to, have 
been by Mr. McDurriz, estimates the aggregate 
losses from the reccipt of bank paper which: og- 
curred prior to 1817, at $34,000,000. And in.the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury to which 
he had just alluded, the total loss from 1789 to the 
people (the other was in relation to the Government ` 
itself) from the existefice of banks and -the use. of 
bank paper, is estimated at $365,457,497. - If that 
had been the loss to the people from the use.of 
different paper, and they could show that by atotal 
disconnexion with the banks we should. at least 
improve their condition, while it saved the, people 
from this peril, that of}itself would be a recom- 
mendation of this measure; and that he should 

| endeavor to show when he- came to that branch of 
the subject relating to the medium in which. the 
revenue should be collected. ! 

But if there were no constitutional objection, the- 
principle that the public revenue can be used fa 
purposes of trade, even if there were no objections 
j on the score of inequality and favoritism, is wholly ` 
inadmissible. The effect of taxation in any form © 
is, to take so much from the industry of the people 
to be consumed. by the Government; and if it is to 
be employed for consumption, and not for repro- 
duction, itis as wise to allow the finances of the 
Government to be used as capital in trade, as it 
would be for an individual to take $100, which he 
knew he must expend, and consider it so much 
capital invested. The effect was, whenever your 
bank poe to trade upon so much of the reve- 
nue of the Government as it is allowed to use as its 
capiial—whenever it becomes necessary to. with- 
draw it, or transfer it from that point to another, 
to the extent upon which trade rests upon that 
basis, you withdraw the basis, and it topples down, 
and its influence is felt not only by those immedi- 
ately concerned, but to a large extent by other 
trade and business connected with it. But he had ` 
not time to elaborate this principle further. 

Mr. D. next proceeded to the provision of the bill 
which proposed to return to the constitutional 
standard—to the collection of the revenue of the 
Government in gold and silver—of which his wor- 
thy friend [Mr. Davis] complained in such dolor- 
ous terms, as calculated to produce shock, ruin, 
and revulsion, and to drain the thirty millions. of 
dollars out of the banks all at once. He would 
endeavor to show, first, that the collection of the 
revenue in gold and silver is strictly enjoined 
by the Constitution, and that we- cannot depart 
from it without violating that instrument; and 
next, that it would produce no such deleterious 
consequences as his honorable. friend intimated. 
Among the powers conferred by the Constitu- 
tion upon Congress is the power “ to coin money, 

; regulate the value thereof and of foreign coin, 

and fix the standard of weights and measures.” 
He called particular attention to the fact of the 
enumeration and classification of the power “ to 
| coin money and regulate the value thereof,” with 


} 


| the power to “fix the standard of weights and 
| measures,” showing that it was considered as ne- 
| cessary to regulate the standard of value as of 
| weights and measures, and that it was designed, 
| too, that they should be uniform throughout the 
i Union. The only money-power given by the Con- 


H 
IH 
i 
i 
|| stitution to Congress, is to coin money and. regu- 
i late the vaiue thereof, and of foreign coin, That, 
|| taken in connexion with a prohibition of the Con- 
stitution, and with the history of the formation of 


——— 


the Constitution, shows, 
political trath can arrive 
ty, that the framers of 


_ 80 far asthe Governme 


as nearly as moral and 
at a mathematical certain- 
the Constitution intended, 
nt rs concerned, totally and 


aa to exclude every species of paper cur- 
rency. ‘The provision he alluded to was that 


which preniits any State from making “ anything 
but gold and. silver coin a- tender in payment of 
“debts,” and forbids them to “ emit bills of credit.” 
And the Federal Government was equally prohib- 
ited from issuing bills of credit, for the failure 
to enumerate powers to be conferred upon the 
General Government, is as absolute a prohibi- 
tion as an express prohibition against the States, 
because all the powers vested in Congress are enu- 
merated. But to make the matter more clear, and 
to put it beyond doubt, he begged leave to refer 
briefly to the debates which took place upon this 
feature of the Constitution. The 
originally proposed, after the power to borrow 
money, was drawn up so as to give Congress alxo 
the power to emit bills upon the credit of the 
United States, and the debate upon this subject 
would show that all those who either advocated 
the striking out that proposition or retaining it, 
went on the ground, that the retaining it would 
confer the power upon the Federal Government to 
assue a paper currency, and the striking it out was 
understood to be an absolute prohibition of a paper 
currency, 

(Mr. 5. read from the debates in the Convention 
to establish this point, } 

‘Thas he had endeavored to show that the Con- 
stitution did not permit the Government to ac- 
knowledge or to use any other medium than gold 
and silver, and that it was the intention of the 


framers of the Constitution totally to exelude pa- | 


per currency from the Mederal Government. 


But it was said that this system: was a war upon || 


banks. So far from its being a war upon banks, 


it was an act of non-intervention, an act of nen. | 


trality. When you select deposite banks by se- 
lecting one set nnd making them favorites, by giving 
them the advantage of the public funds, you in 


fact make war upon others who have not this ad- | 


vantage. But the patronage of Federal officers— 
what was it to compare with the officers who would 
be under the influence of this league of Stata banks, 
and whose sélection would be made by the heads 
of these banks, managed us they are by merchants, 
politicians, and speculators? ‘Thesmall patronage 
(with which you cannot dispense) in the appoint- 
ment of recetvers and. disbursing oflicers sinks 
almost.into insignificance in comparison with this 
vast influence of State institutions over their ofi- 
cers, amounting to thousands of individuals. 
The idea that there is not specie enough to carry 
on the transactions of the Government without 
breaking the banks, and producing disaster and 
ruin in the country, was a most remarkable one. 
He had a great respect for the opinion of his wor- 
thy friend from Kentucky, (Mr. Davis,} but he 
would pardon him, and he hoped he should not 
be accused of being British in fecling, or anti-Ame- 
rican in feeling, if he pat the opinion of Sir Robert 
Peel in opposition to the gentleman’s opinion, Sir 
Robert Peel, who had fully examined the subject— 
as, no doubt, the gentleman had—in a speech in 
Parliament, in 1844, expressed his belief hat there 
is gold enough, exclusive of silver, to carry on the 
whole commercial business of the world. The 
amount of specie in the world is estimated to be 
$4,500,000,000, and in the United States more than 
$100,000,000. He had the time but to glance at 
the fact of this small comparative portion in th 
United States, and to state that it arose in a great 
measure from the prevalence of an inferior cur- 
rency. . The amount of specie was now increasing 
in this country. So far back as 1789, Mr. Gallatin 
estimated the amount of specie in the country at 
$72,000,000; and he thought it no, exaggeration in 
Supposing that the amount now in existence was 
upwards of $100,000,000. So far from taking the 
$30,000,000 out of circulation at any one tite, it 
was a fair estimate that $5,000,000 was as much as 
‘would be withdrawn at any one time from circu- 


lation. 
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onstitution, as | 


As to hoarding up the revenue, everybody knew 
that it was collected, not to be hoarded up, but to 
be disbursed; that there was a constant influx and 
efflux, which produced a salutary circulation, and 
tended to expand the circulating medium over the 
country for the accommodation of the people. And 
i| with reference to our not being able to transfer our 
i funds from one part of the Union to another, every- 
i 
i 


i 
ti 
i 


body knows thai it is not so, Is not specie trans- 
ported all over the world? And cannot we trans- 
fer it over the limits of the United States? And 
better incur a litte expense, even if we have to 
haul it in wagons, if you have good money, than 
to have your pockets stuffed full of useless trash. 
The effect of establishing this standard, and adher- 
ing to it by the Federal Government, would be to 
bring the several States to adopt it. So far from 
injuring their banks, it would induce them to keep | 
them ona better and firmer basis; it would increase 
the specie basis, for besides the amount necessary 
for the hanks, the amount of revenue of the Gov- 
ernment would be required in gold and silver; 
hence, iustead of diminishing, it would increase 
the specie basis. 

He had only time, with reference to the objec- 
tion that had been made that this bill would have 
the effvet to make two Kinds of currency, to say 
thatthis bill would not make any currency; the 
erurency both for the Government aud for the peo- 


[i this biH is not to blame, nor the Constitution; it 
| the vicious legislation of the States. We propose |; 
‘in this bill not to interfere with them; we go on the Í! 
|; principle of non-intervention and of State rights. 

Ho also barely alluded to the eost of exchanges 
It could never cousiderubly exeeed the actual cost | 
of transportation of specie, and that, with the in- |; 
creased facilities of intercopmunication, was very |! 
small. And as to the aid of Government in ex- 
| changes, the Government had no more right to 
furnish hjm with a facility of getting his funds from 
New Orleans, than to furnish him with a wagon 
or cart to carry his produceto market. | Therefore 
this bill did not propose to interfere with exchanges. || 
Whenever they became deranged, they would be 
| regulated under the natural operation of the laws of 
trade, better than by any interference of Govern- 
ment or of banks. 

Ele wished to refer hack for a moment, (for in 
the hurry of attempting to discuss such a variety 
of topics in so contracted a time, his remarks | 
necessarily became confused and desultory.) In| 
reference to the use of specie in the transactions | 
of Government and individuals, the calculation | 
i made (he thought) by Mr. Crawford was, that the 


i 
i ; : 
| bank in America suspended specie 

|| long before it may again happen, an 

| be locked u 


; a time of 


| pleis gold and silver; ifthere ix any worse currency, |: 


' when it was thought the sky was clear, suddenly 


i a clap of thunder came, and a universal explosion 


from one end of the country to another, and every 
payment. How 


d your-finances 
p, so that you cannot use one dollar? 
No matter how sound may be their present condi- 
tion, is it safe, prudent, wise, or the poari of saga- 
cious statesmen, to leave things in such a condition 
as to render probable, or even possible, such a ca- 
lamitons explosion? And, using the argument of 
Mr. Van Buren on this subject, if these have been 
and may again be the calamitous consequences, in 
neace, of the connexion of the Govern- 

ment with banks, how mueh more disastrous. 
would it be, if we were engaged in war! Preserve 
our system of banks, with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, without any limitation of law, to use 


| his discretion as to which of these favorite institu- 


ions he will make the depositories of the public 
unds, and with your moncy scaticred over these 
institutions throughout the land, and let war come, 
and they refuse to pay, and explode, where then 
are your sinews of war? Where your bank cur- 
rency? Where your revenue authorized under 


‘the Constitution to be collected, not only for the 
: general welfare, but for the defence of the country ? 
| You are left powerless, unable to maintain the 
' rights of the country, and vindicate its honor. 


Now is the time when the banks profess to be sol- 
vent—when we are told they are so; now is the 
time to take the precaution, now is the time to re- 
turn to the Constitution and the ancient principles 
of our forefathers. 

Permit him to make a passing remark to his 
Democratic friends: they had heard intimations 
that amendments were to be offered to this meas- 
ure by those who profess to be inimical to it. Let 
them adopt their own mode. They did not ask 
their political opponents to assist them in perfect- 
ing a measure under our peculiar care, and belong- 
ing to the Democratic party peculiarly. They 
wanted none of their aid. And let him say, also, 
to his Democratic friends, to forbear offering any | 
proposidas extrancous to this bill—such as estab- 
ishing mints, &c. They are local questions, 
foreign to the bill, and should not be mixed up 
with it. g 

We should pass this bill, (said Mr- D.,) and, 
that by a triumphant majority. He paid a high 
tribute to the far-seeing patriotism and consum- 
mate ability displayed by Mr. Van Buren iù his 
recommendation of this system in his Message at 
the called session of 1837. How gratifying (con- 
| tinued he) must it be to that eminent statesman, 


e amount of revenue to be expended. In other | 
| words, if you collect $30,000,000, $5,000,000 at 
; any one time is suficient to perform this function; 
and the $30,000,000 would not need to be abstract- | 
ed from the banks to leave them lifeless, and hope- 
less, and baseless. Phe calculation is, that in pri- 
vate transactions between man and man, the dol- | 
Jar in specie answers the place of $30 in trade, ex- | 
change, and neighhorhood business transactions; 
i and m Government revenues, that $I in specie an- 
swers the place of $6; so that it was idle, while we 
collect $30,000,000, to talk of withdrawing that 
amount from business and from circulation. 

But one passing rernark in reference to the allu- 
sion of the gentleman from Kentucky, to the pre- | 


i 


which his friend was unwilling to interrupt; but 
ne [Mr. Davis] looked forward to the day, (Mr. 
D. did not say that the gentleman looked forward | 
i with joy to any disaster,) when the bloated sys- | 
[tem (for bloated it would be, if there was no 
restriction put upon the banks by a public cyrren- 
7) would become exploded and burst, like the | 
toad that attempted to swell as big as the ox; and 


i 
i 


i ae used would be about one dollar to six of |! 
pth i 


n operation which he believed to be a 


sent sound and healthful state of the currency |! 


i 


i 


in retirement, to sce that his principles have at last 
triumphed. It is due to the Constitution, from 
whose principles we have so long departed—it is 
ue to the majesty of the popular will—it is due to 
; our own honor and principles—faithfully to reflect 
i the sentiments of our constituency, who at last 
| have expressed themselves so loudly upon it, 
| With these considerations, it is predestined that this 
| bill should pass by a triumphant majority in both 
branches of the legislature; and it is a gratifying 
| reflection that it is a measure. which brings togeth- 
‘er in harmonious and patriotic co-operation the 
whole Democratic party—a unanimity, and co- 
i right har- 
| binger of the harmony to be exhibited on all future 
| occasions. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Tennessee, said- he had de- 
igned to address the committee briefly in reply 
| to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. C. B. Smirn,] 
i but owing to the complaints of the opposition to 
| the shortness of time allotted for the debate on the 
; bill under consideration, he had waived his right, 


1 and padet the floor to gentlemen who had mani- 
| fested much anxiety to get the floor. But as only 


| ten minutes was all that was allowed him, he would 


then the geuileman thought he should take advan- || here remind gentlemen that they had done the Pres- 
tage of the cireunistances to carry out his favorite |! ident injustice in regard to the Constitutional Treas- 
scheme of reviving the * obsolete idea’? ofa United i ury. In 1834, when the amendment was intro- 
States bank. ‘The gentleman had disclosed the || duced by Mr. Gordon, of Virginia, to the bill 
fact, that he looks forward to that condition of | brought forward by the friends of the then Admin- 
i things; and might it not happen any time? Ina |i istration, to regulate the deposites in the State 
i time of profound peace, on the 3d of May, 1] banks, the object of Mr. G. was not so. much to 


gay 
oo, 
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secure the passage of the measure as to embarrass 
the then President of the United States. That fact 
was well known, and now believed to have been 
the design of the advocates of the bill. The Gov- 
eroment had beheld the corruption and faithless- 
ness of the United States Bank; she had brought 
herself in direct conflict with the Government; she 
had proved herself an unworthy agent of the Gov- 
ernment; in fact she had bid defiance, and withheld 
the means of the Government in her coffers, refu- 
sing to pay over moneys by her received, which 
she was legally and morally bound to do. 

What was the result? ‘Yo let her retain the de- 


posites, was to sanction her corrupted and corrupt- | 
ing disregard of law. The result was to regulate | 


the deposttes in the local banks, which banks were 
then solvent, faithfully redeeming their pledges in 
payment of gold and silver for their paper. Under 
these circumstances, Colonel Polk was opposed to 


the crude, undigested plan proposed by Mr. Gor- | 
don, offered, not with any hope of its passage, but | 
only to embarrass, and, if possible, to defeat the | 
The Uni- | 


measure of the President then in ofice. 
ted States Bank having made itself unworthy of 
confidence, and the State banks in like manner, the 
President now recommends to the American Con- 
gress to adopt the measure first suggested and 
adopted by the framers of the Constitution, which 
was contemplated by the Constitution—the collect- 
ing and safekeeping of the public treasure, not by 
an imaginary or ideal being, but by the treasury 
and its duly qualified agents. 


But it is said the President has changed on this | 


subject. For the sake of argument, suppose he 


by the Whigs had, after due consideration, duly 


weighed, received the approval of the enlightened || 
age? Lask, will the opposition, ora part of then, | 


abandon their own ofispring, because another 


comes to its nursing? Usually parents are pleased | 


with the flatter! 


attentions that their offspring 
receive, 


In this case are the laws of nature to be 


reversed? Is the tender plant planted by the hus- | 


bandman by him to be abandoned, by him to be 


plucked up, and considered as unworthy of care, | 
and denounced as fruitless, because another may ` 


delight in it, and look upon it as the most beautiful 
that adorns the garden of flowers? He trusted 
not, Mr. M. said he hoped gentlemen, or one, at 
least, would return to their first love, and if not act 
with the Democrats, at least permit the Democracy 
to act with them, and, with their aid, pass into a 
law the measure in 1834 introduced by the Whigs— 


by them supported and voted for; vote with us for | 
a measure which the safeguards of restraint, re- | 


strictions, and penaities are, by the bill now in 


committee, thrown around their once-favored off- | 


spring. 
But the gentleman from Indiana depicted to us 
the consequences of this bill—the evils to result 


tleman from Indiana, but by the two gentlemen 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Griper and Mr. G. Davis.] 
Now, I call the House to take into consideration 
one fact. 
so contrary to the spirit of our institutions—if this 
bill be calculated to derange the trade and com- 


merce of the country—I ask, who was found de- i 


ranging the trade, who was found deranging the 
monetary system in 1834? ‘The gentleman from 
Indiana was asked to tell who was opposed to this 
bill; he was called upon frequently, and frequently 
did he evade the answer by reading what others 
have said. Well, you hear who was in favor of 
this bill. Will you hear who advocated this mon- 


ster? Will you hear who supported it before the - 


American people, as the Ajax Telamon of finance 
of that day? Wasit Polk? May | be permitted 
to read? “Those who voted in the afimative 
are’’—who? I will read but ong; and in that one 
name there is a reply to the argument of the gentle- 
man from Indiana; and he should have sheathed 
his sword—he should have remained silent when 


he let loose his artillery upon the advocates of this | 


system. He should have known that it was an 
attack upon his own file-leader. 


If this bill he so odious—if this bill be 4 


Who is that file- : 


| favor of this system? : Those who voted in the 


i 
| chusetts— f 

| Mr. ADAMS here rose for explanation. 

i| Mr. MARTIN declined to yield, as he had but 
i| five minutes left. And I beg to say, (Mr. M. add- 
|| ed,) that my object was not to arraign the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. Ee 

Mr. ADAMS, (still seeming to insist upon an 
opportunity for explanation.) If the gentleman 
‘had not arraigned me, I would not ask for expla- 
nation. 

Mr. MARTIN 
Quincy Adams of 1834. ` My object is not to get 
into a political collision with the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts; for, permit me to make one re- 
; mark: I am with that gentleman much as the 
rackoon was with Captain Scott: ‘ Is that Captain 
| Scott? Captain John A. Scott? If that is Cap- 
tain Scott, I will come down.” 
“knock under” to that gentleman (said 

Mr. ADAMS. I surrender. 

Mr. MARTIN. No; I surrender in advance, 
sir; and it is no dishonor to surrender to the gen- 
tleman. 

But (continued Mr. M.) I have read that bill; 
yes, l have examined this deformed skeleton with- 
out flesh, without skin, without the elements of 
life; and with all its deformities, we have for our 
file-leader, and as the advocate of this much-abused 
system, the honorable and venerable gentleman 
i! from Massachusetts. When you draw your weap- 
on again—when you attempt to break a lance, go 


Mr. M.) 


then you may attempt to arraign those who follow 
i him. 

But, a word to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Grper,j as E believe i have but about a 
i; minute left. T'he gentleman summed up eight dif- 
ferent kinds of Democracy on this floor. Now, I 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky, was that the 
i total sum? 

Mr. GRIDER was understood to say that he 
had never made any particular estimate of the ag- 
gregate number; he oniy named those which oc- 
curred to him. 
| Mr. MARTIN resuming. 
i| I had time-—— 

(| [Avoice : You must make haste in being “hap- 
ji py.” 


I should be happy if 


‘bring before the House the different kinds of 


the small number of twenty-eight different kinds 
of Whigs; and about twenty in this House. 

i [A voice: “ Let’s have them.’’] 

Very well, (said Mr. M.) We have Abolition 
i| Whigs, and anti-Abolition Whigs; thatis two: then 
| we havea portion of the Whigs of this House who 


the District of Columbia, and.a portion opposed to 
|i them, (among whom my friend from Kentucky is 
`: to be found;) that is four. 

‘| Here the hammer fell. 


i| in pursuance of the order of the House of yester- 
i day, proceeded to vote on amendments pending or 
to be offered. 

The first question was on the following amend- 
‘| ment, heretofore offered by Mr. Cares B. SMITH, 
i| Lo the first section: 


il shall be so construed as to prevent the Secretary of 
the Treasury from depositing the revenues of the 


ii dues in the paper of specie-paying banks.” 
ii Mr. SMITH withdrew the amendment. 


i 
| 
$ 
i 
f 
i 
{ 
i 
| 
i 


{ 

4 tions, a 

|| Mir. NIYEN moved to amend the second sec- 

| tion, by constituting one of the depositories of the 

| public money “the branch nunt of the city of New 
York, to be established under the provisions of this 

lact.” Rejected. 


! affirmative are, Jonn Quincy Apvams, of Massa- | 


I only referred to the John | 


ĮI will always į 


i first and offer an apology to your own leader, and | 
has; would it be a crime, when a measure proposed i; 


“Mr, MARTIN, (continuing the sentence,) to | 


Whigs. I have made some little estimate, and I find | 


tare In favor of Congress manumitting the slaves of | 
from it; and not only were they depicted by the gen- | 


The hour of one having arrived, the committee, | 


Government in any bank or banks when he may | 
deem it expedient, and also to receive Government i 


i 
i 


{ 


{ 


should'be locate 
Rejected: *” 


MruGRA 


Some doubt existing as to the accuracy of the: 
count, a ‘second count. was ordered, and taken, an 


the vote stood—ayes 64, noes 81. : a 
So the amendment was rejected. ee 
Mr. JOHN A. ROCK WELL moved the follow-" 

ing amendment to the tenth section, which was 

rejected: a ` ete 
Amend by inserting in the tenth section, twelfth: 


li Hine, after the word ‘require :” 4“ Provided, That 


nothing herein contained shall be construed tore- 
quire the actual transfer of the gold and: silverin’ 
one depository to another, but that such transfer 
may be made by the Secretary of the Treasury by 


drafts or other convenient mode.”’ 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL then offered the: 
following amendment, which was rejected: .. 
At the end of the tenth section insert: “Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to prevent the officers of the United:States, or other, 
agents of the Government, recéiving such “drafts; 
from procuring the’ same to be discounted, ox 
otherwise negotiating the same.” ` Rejected.. ` 

Mr. HUNGERFORD offered -the following- 
amendment to:the twelfth section: Sixth dine, after, 
word *‘ reasonable,” add ‘* not exceeding six dol- 
lars per day, and travelling expenses.” 


Mr. S. JONES moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out the word “and” travelling ex- 
penses, and inserting “ including”. travelling ex- 
penses, . Rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr HUNGERFORD 
was agreed to. ; . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE offered the folowing 
amendment, which was agreed to: 

‘Sec. 15. Be it enacted, &e., That the Secreta- 
ry of the Treasury may, at his discretion, transfer 
the balance remaining with any of the present de- 
positories, to any other of the present depositories, 
or to any of the depositories established by. this 
act, ashe may deem the.safety of the publie money 
or the public convenience may require. And: for 
the purpose of payments on public account out of. 
balances remaining with the present’ depositories; 
it shall be. lawful for the Treasurer of ‘the: United 
States to draw upon any-of the said: depositories 
as he may think most conducive to the public in: 
terests, or to the convenience of the public credit- 
ors, or both.” z ; Ban 
- Mr. WHITE moved to amend ‘the. sixteenth 
section by adding the words, “ which certificates 
shall not be transferable.” Rejected. 

Mr. M. L. MARTIN offered the following 
amendment to the seventeenth section: 

Insert after the word “felony,” in the sixteenth 
line of the seventeenth section: And if any of- 
ficer charged with the disbursement of public mo- 
neys shall accept, or receive, or transmit to the 
Treasury Department, to be allowed in his favor, 
any receipt or voucher from a creditor of the Uni- 
ted States, without having paid such creditor, in 


Such funds as the said officer may have received 


| “Provided, That nothing contained in this act |! for disbursement, the full amount specified in such 


receipt or voucher, every such act shall be deemed 
to be conversion by such officer to his own use 
of the amount specified in such receipt or voucher.” 


| Agreed to. 


‘Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL moved ‘the fol- 


i i! lowing amendment: 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by sec- | 


Insert at the end of the 17th section». “ Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to prohibit such postmaster, or other officer, from 
depositing at his own risk the public money re- 
ceived by him, in any bank which shall at the 
time redeem its bills in specie on demand, watil 


| he shall, in pursuance of this act, be required:to 


pay over the same to the Treasurer, or other 


X i 

Mr. McHENRY offered the following amend- | off 

ment; which was rejected : g 7 || cer of the United States.” Rejected. Beas 
+ In section fifth, lines-five and six, strike outthe | Op motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the bill-was 
| Words “unless sooner removed therefrom,” and in- amended in the 17ih section, by striking oùt the 
sert, in lieu thereof, the words “if they shall so following words in the 5th and 6th lines, “and of 
long faithfully discharge the duties of their respective | the kind of money in which it- is received; and 
affices.’” . . || by striking out the following words in the 6th and 
i Mr. PETTIT moved to amend the fifth section || Tih lines: “and the kind of currency in which it 
il by providing that one of the recelvers-general {i is made.” ; eE 


leader? Mr. Granger, of New York? Mr. Pres- | 
ton, of South Carolina? I ask, was it the venerable | 
gentleman from Virginia, [turning to Mr. Drom- | 
GgoLE?] , Pardon me, (he said,Y 1 forgot you were | 
a bachelor, I ask, who voted for the bill? May | 
| 
H 
} 


I direct your attention to the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams?] When the 
House-was called, who said « ay?” . Who was in 


1846. 
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. An amendment was offered to the same section, 
{by whom the reporter: knows. not,) adding th 
words ‘and imprisonment-until the fine js paid.’ 
Rejected. 

; Mr. ASHIMUN moved to amend the same sec- 
tion by adding the Words, «or any other officer o 
the Government, or of the Senate, or House o 
Representatives.” Rejected. 

_ Mr, McGAUGHEY offered the following 

Amendment. as an additional section: “ That the 
drafts authorized’ to he drawn by the 10th section 
-OF This act shall be made payable to the creditor 
authotized to receive the same; and the said 
rafts. shall not be transferable or negotiable in 
any manner whatever; nor shall the amount 
thereof be paid to any assignee or endorser.” 
Rejected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the C 
Ways and Means, 
ment: 

. Strike out the 19th section entire, and insert in 
lien of it— 

“And whereas, by the thirtieth section of the 
act entitled ‘An act to regulate the collection of 
duties imposed by law on the tonnage of ships or 
vessels, and on goods, waves, and merchandises im- 
ported into the United States,’ approved July thir- 
ty-one, seventeen hundred and cighty-nine, it was 
provided that all fees and dues collected by virtue 
of that act.should be received in gold 
coin only; and whereas, also, 
of the act, approved May ten, eigl 
entitled “An act to amend the act 


prey 


ommittee of 
offered the following amend- 


htecn hundred, 


providing for the sale of the lands of the United iF 


States in the territory northwest of the Ohio, and 
above the mouth of Kentucky river, it was pro- 
vided that payment for the a latda shall be made 
by all purchasers in specie 
public debt; and whereas experience has proved 
that said provisions ought to be revived and en- 
forced according to the true and wise intent of the 
Constitution of the United States 

“Sgorion 19. And be it further enacted, That, 
from and after the thirtieth day of June, which will 
be in the year one thousand cieht hundred and for- 
ty-six, all duties, taxes, sales of public lands, debts, 
and sums of money acerning or becoming duo to 
the United states, and also all sums due for post- 
ages, or otherwise, to the General Post Office De- 
partment, shall be paid in gold and silver coin 
only.” 

Mr. GRATIAM moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the preamble. Rejected. 


Mr, FIOUGH moved to amend the amendmentby | 


strilting out the words “which will be,” greed ta, 

Mr. W. HUNT moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding that it should not be lawful for any 
receiver or collector, &e. to recoive in payment of 
public dues any bank bills, drafts, certificates, 
checks, certified checks, or other evidences of lins 


bility issued by or from any banking company or i 


corporation. Rejected, 

The amendment of Mr. Dromcootre, as amend- 
ed, was then agreed to, 

Mr. DROMGOOLEK, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, offered the following amend- 
ment: 

In the 20th section, 2d and 3d linea, strike out 
the words * thirtieth day of June, 1848," and in- 
gert “tbe first day of October, 1846.” 

Mr, WHITE moved to substitute the first day 
of July. Rejected, 


And. the amendment of Mr. Dromeoo.e was |: 


agreed to, , ; 
Mr. WHITE moved to amend the 20th sec- 


tion, by imposing penalties of dismissal from office, |: 


and a fine of $500. | Rejected. 


Mr. VINTON moved to add the words, (at the ' 


end of the sgction,) ‘such offeer or agent shall 


forthwith be discharged from office for any such ` 


violation.”? Rejected. 


Mr. DROMGOOLEK, from the Committee of ` 


Ways and. Means, offered the following amend- 
ments, (in their order,) which were agreed to: 


In the twenty-first section, 7th line, strike out | 
the words “currency legally receivable under the |: 
provisions of this act,’ and insert, “ gold or silver. ?? ; 
[a same section, in Sth, Lith, and 12th lines, strike | 
out the word “ eurrency,” and insert “money.” ji 


In the same section, m 14th, 15th, and 16th lines, 
strike out the words, “ and so as to facilitate his 
paymenis, or otherwise accommodate the public 
service, and promote the cirenlation of the metal- 


lic currency.” 


and silver | 
by the fifth section | 


entitled An act |! 


a or in evidences of the | 


4 


“Provided, That notbing in this act contained |! 
shall be so construed as to authorize the payment 
of any draft, check, or other order, for the pay- 
ment of money to be issued under the provision of i 
this act, to any other person or persons than the i 
person or persons, his, her, or their agent or attor- i} 
ney, in whose favor the same may be drawn.” 

Mr J. R. INGERSOLL offered an amendment | 
Increasing the additional sulary of the treasurer |! 
tof the mint at Philadelphia from $500 to $1,000. 
1 Rejected. j 

Mr. RATHBUN offered an amendment redu- j; 
ing the salary of the treasurer of the branch mint |) 
at New Orleans from $1,000 to $500. Zrreed to. 
| Mr G. DAVIS « 


a - = = - 
il On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the 22d and i 
|) 25th sections were stricken out. i! 
l Mr. WHITE offered an amendment to the 93d :. 
i} section, the reading of which the reporter did not! 
|! hear, but which was rejected. y i 
|| Mr. S. ADAMS offered the following amend- ,, 
i| ment; which was rejected: i 
i! 

i 


d two amendments, (of 
which the reporicr has nota copy,) which were 
rejected. 3 i 
“Another amendincut was offered and rejected, | 
; (the purport of whieh the reporter could not hear.) 
if ‘The bill having been perfected, : 
(Mr. DROMGOCLi moved to insert the follow- | 
ing preamble: i 
* Whereas, by the fourth section of the act en- | 
titled tAn act to establish the Treasury Depart- i} 
ment, approved September twa, seventeen hon: i 
dred and ciehty-nine, H was provided that it should |! 
i be the duty of the Preasurer to receive and keep 
| the moneys of the United Siates, and to disburse | 
Í the same Upon warrants drawn by the Seeretary | 
lof the ‘Treasury, countersicned by the Coniptrol- i 
ler, and recorded hy the Register, and not other- ` 
wise: And whereas it is found necessary to make |i 
further provisions to enable the ‘Treasurer the bet- |} 
ter to carry mto eflect the intent of the said section | 
i 1 
| 


in relation to the receiving and disbursing the | 

moneys of the United States,” | 
The motion was agreed to, | 
The eommitee, on motion of Mr. DROM- ' 

| GOOLE, then rose and reported the bill and ti 
amendments to the touse. 

| Aud the question being on concurring in the i 

| amendments, and on ordering the bill to a third | 


i reading, f ot 
| Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, || 


which was seconded; and the main question—first. || 
| on the amendments, rnd then on ordering the bill |) 
i to a third reading-—was ordered to be now taken. |! 
> Ona suggestion by Mr. HOPKINS, the amend- 
i ments were ordered to be read over, thatif any 
member desired a separate question on any one 
| amendment, it might be reserved, 
[And all the amendments not hereinafter spe- 
j cially mentioned, were agreed to without a record 


i 
i 
| 


vote. i 
Mr. GILES asked the yeas and nays on con- 

curing in the following amendinent of the com- i 

mittee; 

} erike out the nmetcenth section entire, and in- 

© sert in Heu of it— 

“ Aud whereas, by the thirtieth section of the 
act entitled (An act to regulate the collection of 
i duties imposed by law on the tonnage of ships or; 
| vessels, and on goods, wares, and merchandises 
“imported into the United States,’ approved July 
H thirty-one, sevenicen hundred and eighty-nine, it 
was provided that all fees and dues collected by 
virtue of that act should be received in gold and af 
i silver coin only, and whereas, also, by the fifth 
section of the act, approved May ten, eighteen 
hundred, entitled © An act to amend the act entitled 
An act providing for the sale of the lands of the 
> United States in the territory northwest of the 
Ohio. and above the mouth of Kentucky river,’ | 
it was provided that pay mentor the said lands shall 
be made by all purchasers in specie, or in eviden- 
ces of the publie debt; and whereas experience 
has proved that said provisions ought to be revived 
and enforeed according to the true and wise intent 
of the Constitution of the United Stategs— 

t Bec. 1). eind he it further enacted, That from 
and after the thirticth day of Tune, inthe year one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-six, all duties, 
; taxes, sales of publte lands, debis, and sums of 
i money acertung or becoming. due to the United 
States, and also ali sums due for postages, or other ` 
wise, to the General Post Oilice Department, shall : 
U be paid in gold and silver coin only.” 


H 


i 
i 
j 
i 


| 
it 
| 
| 
ii 
1 
l 


i 


i Blick, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhot, Brockenbrou 
head, Wm, G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobh, Collin, 
‘Cummins, Cansinghan, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 


Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, 


iH. Sins, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Sn 
: Starkweather, St. John, Sykes, James Tho 
! man, ‘Tibbatts, ‘Tredway, Wentworth, 
“worth, Yancey 
pmun, Barring 


į Cocke, Colamer, Cranston, Crozier, 


i Runk, Sehenek, Severance, ‘Truman 


; Silden, Trumbo, Vinton, White, 
i Young—66. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: . 


¥EAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Hedinger, Benton, Biggs, J. Black, J. A. Black, Bowlin, 
Bare, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrough,. Brodhead, William G. 
Brown, Bart, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Ulase, Chip- 
inan, Cobb, Collin, Canstable, Culiom, Cummins, Cunning- 
ivun, Daniel, Dorgan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Douglass, 
Dromgocie, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin,’ Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, 
Hoge, Isane Æ. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, Geo. S. Houston, 
fuagerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jonn- 


3 
Rob- 
Leon- 


vr ray, Went 
Woodrutt, Y 
N Abbor, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
ger, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Buftingtan, 
nmpbell, Carroll, Jorm G. Chapman, Clarke, 
‘ocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Ellsworth, J. H. Ew- 
ing, E. H, Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Graham, 
Grider, Herrick, John W. Houston, W. Hunt, Joseph R. 
lagersolh, Danicl P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, 
Long, McGaughey, Melenry, Meilvaine, Marsh, John P. 


‘| Martin, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Ju- 


lus Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Seammon, Severance, 
‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas: Smith, Caleb By 
‘mith, Stewart, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thomp- 
1, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, Winthrop, Wood- 
worth, Wright, and Young—71. 


So the amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading at 
this time. 

And, having been read a third time by its tide, 
and the question bheing, “ Shail the bill pass??? 

Mr. PETTIT demanded the previous question; 


ii which was seconded. 


And the main question was ordered. 

‘The yeas and nays thereon were demanded and 
ordered, 

And the main question, “ Shall this bill pass??? 
was then taken, and decided in the afirmative, as 


| follows: 


YEAS—-Messrs, Stephen Adams, 


Anderson, Atkinson, 
Rayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, J 


ames Black, James A. 
igh, Brod- 
Reuben Chapman, 
Constable, Cullom, 
Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, 
Dromgoole, Dun- 
es, Garvin, Giles, 
Haralson, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 
8. Houston, Hungerford, James’ B. unt, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersolt, Jenkins, James. H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Jolson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston 
King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
MeCtean, McClelland, McClernand, MeConnell, McCrate, 
Joseph J. McDowell, MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Mar- 
tin, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, 
Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Savtelle, 
Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, Alexander P. Sims, Leonard 
mith, Stanton, 
mpzon, Thur- 
Wheaton, Wick, 
Willians, Wilmot, Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, Wood- 
and Yell—-{99. 3 

s. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
ger, Rol, Blanchard, Milton Brown Buffing- 
ton, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Join G. Chapman, 
Culver, Garrett Da- 


John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
s, Graham, Grider, Harper, Herrick 


k 
ouston, Samuel P. Hubbard, Hude 


lap, Elsworth, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fri 
Hamlin, 


NA YS—M 


vis, Dixon, Dockery, 
Poot, Gentry, Gidd 
Hilliard, n W. 
son, Washington Huat, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. 
King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, 
MeHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Julins Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Smith, Albert Smith, 
Stewart, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, 
Winthrop, Wright, and 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend the title, 
0 as to read as follows: : 

“An act to amend the 4th section of the act ap- 
‘proved September 2, 1789, entitled ‘An act to 


|, t establish the Treasury Department,’ and to revive 


‘and enforce the 30th section of the act approved 
‘July 31, 1789, entitled «An act to regulate the 
‘ coliection of duties imposed by-law. on the ton- 
‘nage of ships or vessels, and on goods, wares, 
‘and merchandise imported into the United States,’ 
t and also to revive'and enforce the 5th section of 
t the act approved May 10, 1800, entitled ‘An act 
‘to amend the act entitled An act roviding for 
‘the wales of lands of the United tates, in the 
‘ territory northwest of the Ohio, and above the 
“mouth of the Kentucky river” f 


On which motion Mr. D. demanded the previous 
question. ; 


ordered, ; t 
Mr. HARPER moved that the title be laid on | 
the table and printed. i 
The motion was not in order. 
The amendment was then agreed to. | 
And the title, as amended was agreed to. f 


Mr. CONSTABLE, on leave given, presented 
resolutions of the following titles, from the State of 
Maryland: 

A resolution in favor of free bridges over the 
Eastern branch of the Potomac; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A resolution recommending the erection of a fort 

_on Sollers’s Point, with a view to the defence of the 
city of Baltimore; which was referred to.the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A. resolution recommending an appropriation for 
the erection of a light-house on Greensburg Point, 
at the mouth of the harbor of Annapolis. 

A resolution recommending an appropriation for 
the construction of a light-boat to be stationed at || 
the Bodkin, mouth of the Patapsco, and for plant- 
ing three buoys at the mouth of Wicomico river. 

A resolution in favor of the repeal of the act of !i 
Congress of the 4th of March, 1837, concerning |} 
pilots. 

Ordered, That the said resolutions be referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce. | 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Fripay, April 3, 1846. 
THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


A. message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a hill entitled ‘An act to provide for the Detter 
organization of the Treasury, and for the collec- 
tion, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of |! 
the public revenue; in which the concurrence of |! 
the Senate was requested. The bill was then read | 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittce on Finance. 


PETITIONS. Hi 


Mr. DIX presented four remonstrances of citi- 
zens of New York, against the renewal of a patent |; 
heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which were |! 
laid on the table, 

Mr. CALTIOUN presented the petition of Peter 
Von Schmidt, praying the adoption of his plan for | 
eurying vessels over bars and shoals, by the navy | 
of the United States; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Pe- | 
ter Frost, praying a pension; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ATHERTON. presented the petition of the | 
heirs of John Morrison, deceased, asking to be in- | 
demnified against loss by depreciation of conti- | 
‘nental currency; which was referred to the Com- i 

| 
| 


mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Mi- | 
chael Hanson, late a seaman in the United State 
navy, praying a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of the 
Select and Common Councils of the city of Phila- 
delphia, asking that a law may be passed to insure |} 
medical attendance on board emigrant ships; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. PEARCE moved that the resolutions pre- 
sented by him on the Ist instant, from the Legis- į; 
lature of Maryland, be taken from the table; which | 
was agreed to; the resolution in relation to'a bea- 
con-light at the mouth of the harbor of Annapolis, | 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce; and || 
that in relation to making the bridges over the 
Eastern branch of the Potomac free of toll, was | 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON moved that the several res- 


j! 
p 
| 
olutions from the Legislature of Maryland, pre- į 
i 
i 
I 


H 


sented on the Ist instant, be taken from the table; | 
which was agreed to; those in relation to the re- 
seal of the pilot laws of 1837, and in relation to a 
ight-boat at the mouth of the Patapsco river, were | 
referred to the Committee on Commerce; and the | 
One in relation to fortifications on Sollers’s Point | 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 
On motion of Mr. J,, the memorial of Ross Wi- | 
nans and others, praying that steel may be admit- l 


Í Naval Affairs upon the petition of the mechanics 
; and laborers in the Washington navy yard; which 
: Was concurred in, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DICKINSON, from the € 
Claims, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill for the relief Smith, Thurger, & Co. ; 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee ori Naval | 


Affairs, submitted an adverse report upon the bill 
for the relief of S: B. Duvall. à 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill for the relief John S. Pierce.” 

Mr. P. also reported, without amendment, the 
House bill for the relief of Adam McCulloch. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill to repeal the 


j act of March, 1837, entitled ** An act concerning 


tlots;?? which was read, and passed to a second ' 
p ’ p i 


reading. | 
GENERAT ORDERS OF THE DAY. ; 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration: of | 


the adverse report of the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs, upon the petition of Samuel H. Thompson; 


| which was concurred in. 


Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims, upon the petition of the || 


legal representatives of John Fulford, deceased; 
which was concurred in. i 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


| Revolutionary Claims, on the petition of the ex- 


ecutor of Henry Tatum, deceased; which was | 


| concurred in, 


Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


; Revolutionary Claims upon the petition of the heirs | 
| of Charles Pastener, deceased; which was con- 


curred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Claims upon the memorial of the 
heirs of John Campbell, deceased; which was con- 
curred in, 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs upon the petition of Carey FH. Seely; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs upon the petition of Mary D. Wade; | 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on | 
the Judiciary upon the petitions of members of the 
bar of Philadelphia and: New Jersey in relation to 
the distribution of an unexpended appropriation 
for the salary of one of the judges of the Supreme 
Court; which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


; Naval Affairs upon the petition of Elizabeth Se- 


vier; which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report. of the Committee on 
Pensions upon the petition of Eli Hyde; which 
was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs upon the petition of J. Melville Gil- | 
liss; which was concurred in. 


BREVET AND STAFT RANK. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the | 
report, submitted a few days since by Mr. Ben- 
TON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on 
the petition of sundry officers in the army of the 


}mentous conseque 2 
| sideration, involving possibly the 


United States, in relation to brevet and staff rank; 
which was concvrred in. 
Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Private Land Claims upon the memorial of the 
heirs of Erastus Brown; which was concurred in. 


| Also, the adverse report of the Committee on j 
. Revolutionary Claims upon the petition of the ex- 


ecutor of Abigail Waddans; which was concur- 
red in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims upon the petition of Wil- 
ham §. Jett; which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims upon the petition of Simcon 
Hubbard ; which was concurred in. ` 


Also, the adverse report of the Committee on | 


the Judiciary upon the petition of Charles Stearns; 


which was concurred in. 
Also, ihe adverse report of the Committee on 


I 
i 
i 

| The 


for a third reading. — | 
[A message in writing was received 
President of the United States. à a 
Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the special order of the day; which 
-was agreed to. Be: 


? a 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the special order, being the joint resolution, &c.; 
when ; : 

Mr. ASHLEY addressed the Senate. «He said 
it could. scarcely be expected by any one thathe > 
could advance anything new on the question bë- 
fore the Senate at that stage of its.discussion.» All 
that he could hope to be able to do would be, to 
present some of the old arguments in a new. guise; _ 
and even that he feared he would not be able to do 
with any considerable degree of credit to himself. 
Laboring under these manifest disadvantages, 
which those not long engaged in political discus- 
sion must labor under—not having for years in- 
vestigated with close attention the various ques- 
tions presented—he was sensible that he was in 
danger of presenting many crude. views on the 
subject. Be that as it might, however, he could 
not feel himself justified, as one of the representa- 
tives of one of the sovereign States of the Union, 
in giving a silent vote upon a question of such mo- 
ence as the one now under con- 
eace of this 
country with one of the most powerful nations of 
the earth, as it, was vauntingly represented. He 
could not excuse himself if he: did not give the 
reasons which inftuenced His vote.. He held him- 
self responsible to his constituents for the strength 
and correctness of those reasons. | In the’ discus- 
sion of the question, various matters had been in+ 


| troduced, which, in his humble judgment, were 


altogether irrelevant, and had really nothing to do 
with the question. If they were to confine themi- 


į Selves to the isolated question properly and legiti- 
; matel 


before them, it appeared, in his opinion, 
that there could hardly be any difference of senti- 
ment as to the course which ought to be adopted. 
There were sonie other considerations which doubt- 
less it was proper to entertain. PoR 

It was doubtless right and proper that the Sen- 
ate of the United States—so important a branch of 
the Government—should look forward to, and care- 
fully weigh, the results that might be anticipated 
from the giving of this notice. They were bound 
to look forward; and see whether that measure was 
likely to restilé'in war. If such a result was likely 


|| to follow from it, undoubtedly they then might 


take a different view of it from what they would be 
justified in doing if they supposed that it would; on 
the contrary, result in peace: “Thus far he be- ` 
lieved it was. propef to go beyond ‘the intrinsic 
merits of the question before them; but beyond 
that, he could not for the soul of him see the pro- 
priety of the introduction of any one of the various 
views, and positions, and points, and considera- 
| tions, introduced on both sides of the Senate, ‘not 
| bearing, in his judgment, directly on the question. 


H| What had they to do with such irrelevant consid- 


erations? With what propriety weredhey brought 
; forward? If the giving of the notice, in the judg- 
; ment of the Senate, must result in war, it might, 


i, perhaps, afford grounds for difference of opinion, 


! and furnish reason for deferring the notice ull they 
| prepared for that war; but that was all that he 
| could see had a legitimate bearingon the question. 
| Notwithstanding he had said. that many irrelevant 


considerations had been introduced, havirig been 
‘| introduced, there were a few of them that he felt 


bound to notice, and tocommentupon. He would 
not have introduced them himself; but as they had 


i; been introduced, though improperly as he believed, 


| yet he hardly knew how the discussion of them 


Pensions on the petition of Jemima Flood; which || could be well avoided in these circumstances. 


was concurred in. 


© Having been presented for their deliberation and 
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decision, silence might involve 
tion of the views of the Senate. 

One. matter had somewhat surprisedzhim. It 
was the introduction. of the subject of the Balti- 
more convention Before the Senate; and the state- | 
ment-of the gentleman. from. Virginia, [Mr. Arcu- | 
ER} charging that that was the result of jacobin- 
ism, was. still’ more surprising. On reading the i 
gentleman’s: speech, he (Mr: A.) took occasion to 
examine the subject with renewed attention. He | 
confessed’ that he had not before been perfectly | 
well-informed on the subject—perhaps he was not 
yet; but he had examined with some care the 
grounds on which the gentleman had preferred the 
charge of jacobinism. against any portion of the 
Democratic party. 


& Wrong construc- 


on one side of the Senate or the other. But it 
had been introduced, and he conceived it to be his 
duty to make some reference to it. He read the 
resolution: 

« Resolved, That our title to the whole of the territory of 
Oregon is clear and unquestionable; that no portion of the 
same ought to be ecded to England or any other Power; 
and that the reoceupation of Oregon and the resonexation 
of Texas, at the varliest practicable period, are great Amer- 
yean measures, Which this convention recommends to the i 
cordial support of the Democracy of the Union.” 

That resolution, with several others, was offered 
by Mr. Butler, of New York, a prominent men- | 
ber of the Democratic party; and it was no mor 
nor less than a recommendation to that party 
throughout the United States, which constituted n | 
great majority of the people. Some gentlemen on 
the other side of the ahan ier shook their heads in 
token of dissent from that assertion; but we have 


i 
i 


the proof, actual, positive, demonstrated by thei 


fact that the candidates of that party for the Pres 


idency and Vice Presidency. had been elected. | 
He denied that there was anything that savored of | 


jacobinism in the resolution he had jast read 

hether it bound the people or uot, whether i 
bound the Democratie party ov not, it was certain i 
that it bound, as strongly as bands could bind, two | 


j 


individuals—the President and Vice President. i! 
Long anterior to the Baltimore convention, Mr. $ 


Polk, as was well known, had given to the world | 
similar views on the Oregon question to those | 
which were presented in the resolution. Tle (Mr. | 
Polik) had always claimed that the title of the Uni- | 
ted States to the whole of Oregonu was clear and 
unquestionable. 
language as strong as that employed by the hon- | 
orable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Bes rox] in! 
the year 1842. Mr. A. then went at some length 

to argue that, by 


the Baltimore resolution, the | 


President was legitimately bound. The reprezenta- i 


tives of the Democratic party Had an undoubted 

right, after having elected him, to require him to 
carry out the principles he had thus previously 
avowed. The resolution, therefore, was binding 
on the President and Vice President. By way « 
illustration, he referred to the abuses which were 
frequently practised by electors, who, previous to | 


their election, canvassed their districts, and exe |! 


pounded their views, for the purpose of obtaining | 
votes, without reference to any binding obligation | 
on the individual who was the candidate for the 
Presidency; and it was possible for these cleetar: 


to turn traitors, at the last moment, and cast their | 


Such | 


votes for a candidate of opposite principles. 
le; 


a course was prevented by this resolution, 


repudiated the idea that there was any jacobinism | 


init. It was not held in terrorem over the le 


lation of Congress. 


of the United States, and one by which their can- 
didates were bound. The gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia (Mr. Arcurn] had thought proper to decry i 
the intelligence of the western people. He had i 
accused them of a recklessness of temperanent, |! 
but charitably expressed the hope that the bless- | 
ingsof a more diffused education amongst thew - 
would in time correct the evil effects of that tem- 
perament. He (Mr. A.) would ask if the Senator ij 
really knew the people west of the Alleghanies, to | 
whom he had thus alluded? There. was not any | 
portion of the American people that surpassed them 
in patriotism, in warm, intelligent, and sober at- 
tachment to the institutions of this country. So 
far from being reckless, they had exhibited the if 
patience of Job. After entering into a solemn f 
compact with them, the old States had taken into |i 
their possession the whole of the public lands of |! 
the western States; they had reserved to them- ! 


ik 
ff 


: He could not see the propriety | 
of the allusion to the Baltimore Convention, either |! 


He had contended for that in i 


It was simply a declaration |; 
of the opinions and will of a majority of the people |; 


; which they had heard? 


selves the right of soil, although professedly ad- 
mitting the West into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing. But the West, although they regarded this 
as legalized robbery, and although they vented 
their complaints, did not resort to any bat con- 
stitational means of obtaining redress. So with 
regard to the tariff of 1842; they had quietly and 
peaceably submitted to that which was nothing 
but a legalized robbery of the fruits of honest in- 
dustry and toil. The ballot-box had been their 
only resort. They had never had in the West a 
Hartford Convention to resist their own Govern 
ment. They had never put arms in the hands o 
| their militia, nor resisted the excise. No State in 
the Union, with the exception of Massachusetts, 
had given up so much as the West had done, 
No; they were a law-loving people. And as to 


respect they contrasted not unfavorably with any 


| portion of the Union. ‘To show that, he would 


ask the indulgence of the Senate whilst he referred 


toa table which he held in his hand: 


i 
4 


| Proportion of white persons over 20 ucars of age who 
cannol read and write, to the aggregate white popu- 
lation of the following Slates, according lo the cen- 
sus of 1840. 


In Viniers rosessi » 7.72 per cent, 
AVKQNSAS aseos cece cece ee B5 S 
i Minois, seras 5.82 s 
H Missouri seas. eee 5.97 u 
f Indiana.. ansa. ) “ 
4 Michivan. “ 
| OHI eases ‘s 


i) Average per cent. proportion of the six last- 
named States, 4.84 per cent, 


gentlemen who spoke presented the views of these 
States at the Gime they spoke. But how was it 
witb “Old Virginia?’ with her university, and 
| colleges, and academies, her great wealth, and 
| Means of education for one hundred years? Why, 
she had a proportion of 7.72 per eent. who could 
hot read or write, whilst the average of the 


fore, that the sneer about deficient education came 
from the gentleman on the opposite side with a 
very bad grace indeed. 

Passing from that subject, he w 


| gentlemen as not being, in his judgment, indica- 
| tiveaf a reflecting and judicious patriotism, He 
| did not mean to cast censure on the Senators who 
f had, conscientiously no doubt, advocated the Brit- 
ish titte. 


i : 
} fluence. He believed those gentlemen to 
| and patriotic as gentlemen on his side. 

| thought they erred in Judgment, and had, b 
course, put arguments mto the hands of the British 


be as pure 
But he 


expedition of Lewis and Clarke was represented 
j z 
| by Mr, Robertson as purely commercial, and that 


passports, and actually obtained them. Fe 
A.) hia no doubt that that was alla fish s 
but still, suppose it had any foundation, 
i see what the Senator had done to aid Great Brit. 
paint He (Mr. A.) did not impute to the Senator 
any design to aid Great Britain in her pretensions 
| but he spoke of the effect and tendency of his ar- 
gument, 

Mr. A. then went on to ex 
tion of the introduction of the question of the like- 
: lihood of war resulting from the notice, and of the 
parade that had been made of the 
England, and the allered comparative weakness of 
the United States. He would ask, as lawyers 
would say. “cui bono?” What was the 


all the vivid descriptions of the horrors of war 


l Was it to alarm the fears 
of the American people? He could hardly suppose 
so. That would be a foolish effort, He was con- 
fident that if war came, it would result in sweeping 
away every vestige of European power from this 
continent. The United States need not feara con- 
test with the whole world. They had the means 
of meeting successfully the combined assaults of 
the whole wortd. The white male population of 
the United States in 1880, was 5,355,133; and ir 
1840 it was 7,249,434—an average increase of abou 
3.54 per cent. per annum. Supposing the same 


(Mr 
tory i 


> 


let them 


education, he believed he could show that in that | 


enton to speak 
of the course of the argument pursued by some | 


} He would not say of them, because he | 
did not believe it, that they acted under British in- | 


y their ; 


they applied to England, France, and Spain, for! mands, the Spanish commander offered to give 


object of į 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He had left out of this table Kentucky, Ten- |! 
nessee, and Mississippi, because neither of the | 


i 
| 


i 
i 
i 


i 


i 
i 
| 


press his disapproha- |! 


i 
| 
| 
| 


|| 


it 
$ 
i 
| 
t 
i 
Í 
i 
| 
f 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
i 


| population to continue increasing in the same ratio 
| from 1840 to 1846, inclusive, it would show the 
i white male population, at the end of the present 
| year, to be about 8,645,225. This being assumed, 
| the number of births of white males since 1840 
| would be about 637 per. day; of which number 
_ probably 48 per cent. reached _the-age of 18 years, 
or about 306 per day. All this was'based upon an 
average annual increase of the first ten years allu- 
ded to; but as the progressive or geometrical ratio 
| was greater—say hou 4.32 per cent.—far the pe- 
i riod in which population is supposed to double—a 
| calculation founded on that ratio would give in the 
last six years an increase of 1,879,053, or a total 
of 9,028,487, affording 858 births a day, which, at 
the same ratio of mortality, would give daily 412 
white males arriving at the age of 18 years, In 
this way it would be seen that an annual addition 
could be made to their forces of 140,380 adults ca- 
pable of bearing arms. So they could bring an army 
into the field as large as that whieh Bonaparte led 
into Russia, and afford a sacrifice at the same time 
of 146,380 men annually! My. A. next entered on 
a somewhat claborate review of the argument based. 
by Great Britain on the Nootka Sound convention, 
in the course of which he alluded to the views ad- 
vanced on the same subject by Mr. Arcuer and 
others; and contended that under the Nootka Sound 
| treaty it was impossible for Great Britain to estab- 
i lish any title. ‘It reminded him of a man, who, 
under the infiuence of monomania, had cherished 
the idea that he was entitled to the whole city of 
Rochester, because he had once sold the land on 
‘which it was built; and that, although he had part- 
ed with the deed, he had a right to be as rich as 
John Jacob Astor, This was a parallel with the 
claim of Great Britain under the Nootka Sound 
treaty. In all her negotiations, she had never men- 
tioned this ground of claim, until 1824 or 1826. 
The only claim she had sct up was under Cook’s 
discovery, and by virtue of purchases from Indians 
south of the Columbia river. The terms of the 
Nootka Sound treaty had been obtained at the can- 
| hon’s mouth, and such could never be the case with 


li the United States. He believed that by bringing 
| “West? was 4.84 per eent! He thought, there- | Gain 


this ground of claim into the convention to sustain 
her tide, Great Britain had committed a suicidal 
act. 

Mr. A. here read the fifth article of the treaty, 
and proceeded: Now, sir, this fifth article controls 
the third completely, and confines the British right 
of settlement to the north of the positions occupied 
by Spain. If that is not the clear construction of 
it, then under that treaty they could go ‘clear down 
to Mexico, which they never had the assurance 
to do. The construction I have stated is that 
which any lawyer would make—that is, that the 
fifth article controls the third, and limits the settle- 
ments of Great Britain to the north of those occu- 
pied by Spain, When Vancouver went back for 


€ : 1 || the purpose of executing this convention, he found 
neeotuator, Such, for stance, was the Statement : 


| of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evanss, ] that the | 


a Spanish settlement of ten houses at Nootka 
Sound. What did he do? He claimed the resto- 
ration of these ten houses, and the delivery up of 
| Nootka Sound. But, in response to these de- 


him a little corner lying between the houses and 
the Pacific, containing about half an acre. This 
was refused, with the assertion that the bay of 
San Francisco was the northern limit of Spanish 
settlement. The contrary is the fact. But let me 
here observe, Mr. President, that if Nootka Sound 
has ever heen restored’ to Great Britain, to sécure 
which object she fitted out an armament which cost 
! her fifteen millions of dollars, she never would have 
left it as doubtful whether it was restored; she 


| 


| would have placed proof thereof in ‘her archives, 
naval strength of | 


and in those of Spain also. If those proofs ex- 
isted now, she would produce them; but as the 
are not produced, it is conclusive evidence that 
none such exists; that the restoration nevar took 
place, and for various causes—the wars growin 
out of the French revolution among the rest. She 
let the matter drop—totally forgetting it for twenty- 
eight long years after. “Now, by this mode of 
construction of the instrument, we get at the true 
sense of each of its parts; and it is a legitimate 
mode, and one resorted to by the best usage, for 
the purpose of strengthening such construction, to 
| refer to the contemporaneous views that were held 
| of it. In the debates in the British Parliament, we 
find this convention spoken of as unworthy of 
England, and in fact literally sneered at. This is 
a matter of history; and is it to be supposed that 
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had the statesmen of that time any notion of the 
value to them of that convention, which is now 
attached to it, they would have allowed the repre- 
sentations which were made in Parliament to go 
forth to the world uncontradicted? I cannot ima- 
gine sucha thing. tis incomprehensible, and no 
man can believe it. Let me refer to this matter for 
a moment. ‘I'he Duke of Montrose, in the House 
of Lords, on the occasion of a vote of thanks being 
proposed to the King for the negotiation of the con- 
vention, says: | 
« We are not only restored to Nootka, but we Mog partik i 
pete in e more northern settlement, if we should find at any | 
time that a more northera situation would be preferable for 
the carrying on of the trade.?~-Parlinmentury History, vol. 
28, p. Iu 
This is the language of an individual who was 
in favor of the Government; and from what he 
says itis clear he did not believe a word of the 
sentiments now advanced by the British Minister. 
After looking well into the matter; after consulting 
all sources of information, having the best oppor- | 
tunity of hearing all that could be said in relation 
to the claims of Great Britain, he contents himself i 
i 


with saying that they had acquired the right of | 
settlement north of Nootka Sound. In the Hou se 
of Commons, Mr. Fox said: 

“ He was as much a friend to the claims of Spain, sanc- 
the treaty of Utrecht, as Count Florida Bilanen, or 
any Spanish Minister, because they were founded in justic 
Tuese were, aa exclusive right of ter v, Navigation, ana 

a a ch ‘ h 
commerce, on the s a. The 


j 
j 


: and coast of Spi 
absurd and extravagant claims arose from extending the 
terin Spanish America to seas and coasts where Spain had no 
right of occupancy. ‘To what did we object before, but to ji 
the indefinite limits of Spanish America? The objection 
still remained; for the limits of Spanish America were still 
undefined. *—p. 991. 
Following up the same argument, he adds: 


«Where our admitted right of settlement on the nortb- | 
west coast commenced was completely undefined, Uf it 
was said at Nootka, we did not know that Nootku would be re- i 
stored.??-—-Ibid. | 

i 
| 


| 
| 
li 


And again: 

“Thus we had given up «ll right to seitie, execpt for tem- | 
porary. purposes, to the south of the Spanish seltiements, or in | 
the internals between them, if they happened to be distant. | 
We had obtained an admission of our right to settle to the | 
north, aud even that we had not obtained with clearness. | 
As Spanish settlements were the only mark of limits, sup- | 
pose We were to meet with one farther to the north than we |; 
expected, and a dispute were to arise whether it was new | 
or old, it would be some difficulty to send out our builders | 
to decide, Ke. ”—p. 995. i 

But I do not deem it necessary to go into these 
debates at greater lengds. We learn from them that | 
it was openly asserted and argued in both Houses 
of Parliament, that they had gained nothing by the | 
Nootka convention; even Mr. Pitt himself declared | 
that “ifthey had acquired no territorial rights, they į 
had gained some advantages they did not before | 
possess,” E believe this is perfectly conclusive, |} 
and shows how this conycntion was understood at | 
the time. It always appeared to me, Mr. Presi 
dent, that the views taken by the British Mini 
were suicidal of the claims of Great Britain. Mr. | 
Pakenham has said this convention is in force up to | 
the present time. But let me ask, if it is in foree, | 
how does it happea that she never claimed under it | 
the country down to the Bay of San Francisco?) 
Tiow does it happen that Great Britain, who has į 
shown it her constant purpose to lay hold of every i; 
foot of this earth she ean, has never claimed as far ii 
as the Bay of San Francisco? Why, she felt she : 
had no right; and if she has ever done so since, it 
was altogether an afterthought, for the purpose of 
opposing our claims. Nothing else can account for | 
it. And here, Mr. President, I will not detain you | 
with any lengthened argument to show that this 
Nootka Sound convention was terminated by the 
war between England and Spain in 1796. Itis not i 
necessary to my argument to do so; but I believe 
it is practicable to show from the law of nations, |! 
and in strict accordance with that interpretation 
sanctioned and acted upon by England, that the 
Nootka Sound convention was terminated by the 
war of 1796. What says Mr. Pakenham? That | 
there are certain national rights which, as in this 
case, would survive war. If that be so, in this in- | 
stance, why did he not tell us what these rights 
were, and leave us to judge for ourselves? ‘The 
United States had a claim there under the treaty of ; 
Louisiana; whether right or wrong, her citizens 
had gone there and explored the country; they 
Were in possession, and certainly ought to have 
been consulted before a treaty was made to cut | 
them out. i 


But I have seen an argument advanced in the | 


| possessed of the Spanish title. 


placed he 


i world tog 


do not refer to the discovery by Gray altogether. 


p man from Creorgia that there is any difference be- 
i tween an individual and a Government in regard to 


| make proposals, without the fact being used against 
him in a suit at law, unless accepted by the ad- `! 
verse party. But have we no tribunal between | 
: Hlave we not that ii y 

of the civilized world, to which we refer our case, |) 


| by the precedent set by his predecessors, he was 


newspapers on this subject which has struck my 
my mind with great force; it is this: If, as claimed 
by Great Britain, the convention survived the war, 
aud is still in force, what became of it in 1827? 
In 1818, when the treaty of joint occupation was 
formed, we were on quite a different footing from 
that of 1827; for at the former period we were not 
But in 1827, when 
we renewed the convention of 1818, we were the 
holders of the Spanish title. Théy had transfer- 


red every particle of it to us—the absolute sover- | 


eignty, the- eminent domain, and. whatever their 
rights were under the Nootka Sound convention. 
Ir it were in force at that time, Í would like to 
know how it could be possible it was not annulled 
in that convention of 1827, which it certainly was. 
All the rights of Great Britain, all she can claim, 
were liraited bythe terms of the Nootka Sound 
convention to a joint oceupaney with Spain; and 


it so limited, Spain had the. sole right of sover- | 


elgnty within herself, and we step into Spain’s 
woes. Now see what a situation Great Britain 
would be in, when we come to terminate this con- 
vention of 1827. She wili be driven back on her 
original rights. But 1 think Great Britain has 


joint occupancy,and in entering into a treaty with 
} J? to 


pancy. In entering into the convention of 1827 | 
we merged all claims and go back to our original | 
ighis. Great Britain had nothing but a joint oc- | 
cupancy, and by that she must stand or fall, for 
she has not the shadow or a claim by the conven- | 
tion. | 
l had intended, Mr. President, to say a few 
words on the Aineriezat tite, which I esteem as the | 
best title in existence, and onc we could have main- | 
tained against Spain, Great Britain, and all the | 
ether. If Spain had sold her rights to | 


Great Britain, fam of opinion we could still have | 


maimtained our tile avamst Spain and the whole}! 


worid. And although will concede Spain discov- ! 


cred the country first, she did no act to settle it; | 
and without settlement and exploration, itis agreed | 
that prior discovery is worth little, It is useless | 
to tell me there caunot be a secoud discovery. 1! 
| 
4 
We sent Lewis and Clarke there to explore it; our | 
citizens afterwards sewed it fifty miles north of the | 
Columbia river, and made settlements there. These 
were all captured in the war, but afterwards re- 
stored to us. | believe from all this we could make 
a good claim against england, if she had the Span- 
sh title 

In regard to the question of compromise, I do 
not believe, sir, our Government was bound at all 
in consequence of having made offers of compro- 
wise before; and J cannot agree with the gentle- 


the application of this principle. 
that that principle applies to individuals, because 
there is a tribunal to scitle between them. It is 
consistent with the highest common sense that an 
individual should be able to come forward and 


I do not agree 


at Britain and ourselves? 


with all the circumstances attending it? But how 


is the fact in re 


5 
You may look at the whole, from beginning to 
end, and without one exception, I believe, these 
offers of compromise were withdrawn, and a pro- 


test entered, so that they might not be subsequently |: 
' brought up against them. 


Now, how was Mr. 
Polk situaied in regard to this? Was he bound in 
honor, as some had insisted, to renew those oflers 
made before? [f he was, his proposition, made | 
on his coming into office to the British Minister, | 
was a dishonorable one. If he was bound at all i 
bound to a similar extent, and his proposition 
ought to have been similar to theirs. Theirs in- : 


_ cluded the navigation of the Columbia. His ought ; 


to have included it also. But who believes that? | 
No one. 


ound discretion, was induced to make a proposi- 


in honor to do so. It was done in the exercise of 
a sound discretion, and with a desire to preserve 
the peace of the country, hoping it would be in 


self in this position by her own act. All: 
i she had by the Nootka Sound convention was a |i 


li mise, as to. make it acquiesce in the expresse 


i| teman from Kentucky. either. 


ard to this matter of compromise? |i 


If the President, in the exercise of a! 


un, as he did, it was not because he was bound |: 


| accordance with ‘the sense of the Anerican peo 
n you, sir, but a few moments Jong 


i> F will detai 
I will refer fora mome 0. the amend ment 


er. 
i offered by the Senator from’ Georgia, [Mr. Core 
|! quiTt.} eannot vote: for in account of the 


second clause. [Here Mr. As read the resolutions. 
|as proposed by Mr. CoLeurrr.}.’ Now, sir, “any: 
one who knows the Senator from Georgia“ kows 
he did not intend to involve: the two countries i 
a war. His object.is peace, and: he doubtless 
| lieved that his resolutions. would: be the. méans'of 
| effecting it. And yet, in my humble conception, 
| if we have war, it will:be brought about by givin; 
this form of notice. If it is passed here ii wif 
be rejected by the House of Representatives, ang 
i then no notice will be given.. I would vote for 


‘i that of the House of Representatives ag the onl 


i, means of preserving the peace of the country. It’ 
this notice is carried here, how is it carried >: 

‚i a majority of the Democratic party? No. If it is 
| carried at all, it must.be by a small fraction of 
| the Democrats with the aid-of our friends on: the 
if other side of the chamber; and, if so carried, “it 
| will be sure to be rejected by the House of Rep- 

| resentatives. 8 
But referring back 


to the sixth protocol in-ths 


i| negotiations of 1844, it will be seen it contains the 
us all she had was that same right of joint occu- į! following statement of. the British Minister: ° 


“That reserving for a future occasion such observations 
as he might wish to present by wag of explanations, in re- 
i ply to the statement last presented by the American Pleni 
potentiary, he was for the present obliged to declare, with 
| referencë to the concluding part of that statement, that‘ he 
| did not feel authorized to enter into discussion. respecting, the 
| territory north of the 49th parallel of latitude, which wus une, 
| derstood by the British Government to form the busis of nigo- 

tiation on the side of the United States, us the line of the Oo- 
| Lumbia formed that on the side of Greut Britain.” i 
| The statement thus made has never been retract- 
ied at all. What he says was communicated to 
| Congress, and forms part of our public documents, 
; The British Minister declares he would not. feel _ 
| justified to negotiate for the country north of 49. 
| Now, while we are acting on the:question, we have 
i a proposition offered, expressive of our earnest de- 
| sire to negotiate and compromise this matter. « Ne- 
gotiate for what? The British Government, we 
see, declares its intention was to negotiate for the. 
territory between 49 and the Columbia; and if there 


| 
| 
i 


ij is any foundation for putting such a construction 


on the clause of this resolution in favor of compro- 
n- 


| tentions of the British Government, I ask, is-there 
j a man in this Senate, or in the United States, who 

‘would dare to put such a weapon m'the hands of 
the British Minister—who would. give “his vote for 

it?, I apprehend not. Thave not ‘héard'a single 

individual on either side, be his general views what 

i they may, say he would come down short of 49.» 

T cannot go, sir, for tie proposition of the’gen- 

It authorizes tire, 


| President to give the notice "at any time within 
| twelve months after the expiration of the present 
session of Congress.” I donot pretend; sir, to. be 


| date of the signature of the present: convention, to ‘the ves- 
els, citizens, and subjects of the two Powers; it being well 
nderstood that this agreement is not to be construed to the 
prejudice of any claim which either of the two high con- 
: tracting partics may have to any part of the said country, 
; nor shall it be taken to affect the claims of any other Power 
| or State to any part of the said country ; the only object of 
| the high contracting parties, in that respect, being to prevent 
disputes and diffcrences among themselves.” 


Now, sir, Í cannot see for the soul of me, from 
: this, where we get the authority to settle this coun" 
i try at all, At the time of this convention, it was 

a perfect wilderness. All either party wanted was 
‘a passage through this country in pursuit‘of the 
i| animals of the forest and the fish of the rivers, and 
if the country is to remain open, how. we have the 
right to settle it isto me incomprehensible, if-we 
| are disposed -to keep to the terms of-this conven: 
i do not believe we have. Thé very act of 


i 


i tion, 


taking possession of it by the British, of dotting it 

over with forts, in my opinion, abrogated this con- 
vention. But how the system of masterly inac- 
tivity of the gentleman from South. Carolina [Mr. 
Carnoux] could: be carried on ‘consistently with 
this convention, I cannot understand. Allow me 
to ask. if, in two years more, the Willamette val- 
ley will be open to our people, if this question is 
not now’'seitled? No; it will be closed up. But 
I deem it indispensable that we give the notice be- 
fore we settle that country with our émigrants. It 
willbe acting in good faith to do so, and declare 
our ‘determination to the world that we are pre- 
pared to settle this question. 


Tam sorry, sir, for having detained the Senate |! 


so long. I conclude with the hope that this body 
will pass the notice in some shape. And it seems 
to me, whether war or peace proceed from it, we 
owe it to ourselves to settle this long-pending ques- 
tion. 


House. 


Mr. McDUFFIE obtained the floor, and moved 
an adjournment. 


THE ASHBURTON TREATY. 


Mr. WEBSTER asked for the reading of the 


message which was received from the President. 

_ The message, which was in: reply to a resolu- 
tion introduced by Mr. Weasrex calling for cer- 
tain correspondence relative to the Ashburton trea 
ty, was then read. 


Mr. WEBSTER then, inquired of the Senator 


whether his motion was to adjoum over until 
Monday ? 


Mr. McDUFFIE replied that-it was simply to 
adjourn. 


Mr. WEBSTER wished, then, to say (and the | 
motion to adjourn having been withdrawn for that | 
purpose, Mr. W. proceeded to say) that, in the | 


course of the discussion vpu the Oregon question, 


observations had been made, from various quarters, 
of the Senate, in disparagement of the treaty of 


Washington of August, 1842, Ji was my fortune, 
(continued Mr. W.,) whether for good or evil for 
my country and myself, to have a hand in the ne- 
potiation of that treaty. Et wat much discussed 
Pofore the Senate, and that discussion was made 

ublic. {n returning here again, sir, twough the 
favor of the Commonwealth of which Eam a chi» 
zen, nothing was further from any purpose of mine 
than to revive, or to reconsider, or to discuss over 
again an 


treaty. ‘There have been sentiments expressed by 


Senators here very unfavorable to that treaty, but j 
sentiments which of course gentlemen have aright | 


to express. 
the time, and myself as Seeretary of the Depart- 


ment of State, have been concerned ina trinsic- | 


tion which has been submitted to the Senate, which 
was properly before the Senate, and was a fit sub- 
ject for discussion in the Senate. Nobody ever 
heard, or ever will hear, a word of complaint from 
me of anything said by any Senator in his place 
on that occasion, s 
again, and, in the discussion of the Oregon ques- 
tion, allusions have been frequently made by way 
of disparagement to that treaty in many partien- 
lars, I have not thought it my duty to forbear a 


proper and just vindication of the treaty, as well ; 


for myself, who bore a secondary part in it, as for 
the then President, who gave it his sanction and 
submitted it to the Senate. 

It is my purpose, therefore, with the leave of the 


Senate, to trespass, I hope not too long, on its ine | 


dulgence, as soon as I may have an opportunity, 
and to take occasion to reply to the allusions whieh 


have been made in this debate to the treaty of |, 


Washington. i 7 

It was with this view that I proposed to the Scu- 
ate a call for certain correspondence respecting the 
northeastern boundary which has not been pub- 


lished, I believe, in point of fact, that my call did | 
not extend so far as to embrace every unpublish- | 
ed fact in the case; nevertheless, it extended far |: 
The answer from the | 
President, together with the documents asked for, ; 
are now in the hands of the Secretary of the Sen- |, 


enough for my purpose. 


ate; and my purpose is to move that they be printed 
for the use of the Senate and distributed; and,«t 


the Senator from South Carolina conclude his re- ; 


marks to-morrow, it is my purpose to take up the 
subject to which I have referred, and detain the 
Senate for one hour upon it on Monday. 


i 
| 
i 
| 
| The Journal of yesterday (without having been 
i 
i 
j 
{ 


I hope we will passit; and pass it without || 
any condition such ag will trammel it in the other | 


of the questions connected with that 


The President of the United Stries at t 


But since T have come here | 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, April 3, 1846. 


| read) was approved, 


; ing resolution; which was read for information: 
| Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
i spectfully requested to furnish this House with a 
| detailed statement showing the amount of pay and 
| emoluments for the two Jast fiscal years of the sev- 
| eral field officers and staf’ of the marine corps of 
H the United States; also, the number of officers and 
f 
| 


number at each post, the stations of each officer 
and that he report whether, in his opinion, the 
| good of the service requires the number of officers 
and the grades now in the pay of the Government, 
sand whether any reform, and if any, what reform, 
| is required in said corps; and that he accompany 
his report with any remarks deemed pertinent by 
himself, 

Mr. ASHMUN objected. 

Mr. RAPHBUN moved a suspension of the 


Arkivson] to introdnee the resolution. 


thirds voting in the afirmative, the rules were sus- 
pended, 

Aud the resolution being thus before the House, 

Mr. ASH MUN snbmitted that, being a call for 
information, it must lie over one day. 

The SPEAK ER so decided, except there should 
be unanimous consent, ora suspension of the rules. 

Mr, BOYD moved that the ries be suspended 
for the purpose of considering the resolution at 
this time, 
» And the question having been taken, and two- 
thirds voting in the afirmative, the rules were sus- 
pended. 

And the question being on the adoption of the 
resolution, 


i 
oes 
| again read, 

3 Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, 
ii 


i ordered, and, being taken, the resolution was 
; adopted. 
i 
f 
| 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BURT rose and asked leave of the House 
H to make a personal explanation. 

Leave being granted, 

{He said: l will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, 
j that, a few days since, when a personal allusion 
j; was pide to me by the honorable gentleman from 
1 Kentucky, [Mr G Davis,] in relation to a com- 
munication made by the Secretary of War to the 
Committee on Miltary Affairs, of which } ama 
mouber, [stated that the Committee on Military 
Affairs af the House had made no eall upon the 
| Seerctary of War, but that the communication 
which had been made by the Secretary of War to 
hat committee was made of his own motion. The 
chairman of that committec, as well as myself, 
stated to the House that the information farnished 


confidential nature. 


i 


Wy other secrecy in that communication than such 
as the Injunction of confidence implies. J perceive 


it was my desire, as is known to the chairman of 
t the Military Committee, to have made the correc- 
tion which T now desire to make, the very morn- 
ing this article appeared; but at his suggestion, it 
has been deferred unto the present time. 
i The article headed “ Estimates of the War and 
Navy Departments for National Defence,” in the 
editorial columns of the “Union”: of the 3ist 
March, says: 
«© The military and naval committees of Congress, accord: 
g t0 a long-established usage, commiutmicated with the de- 
parunents, and asked their views as to the increase of our 
national defences.” 

Now, I repeat, sir, that the Committee on Mil- 
tary Affairs of this House made no such commu- 


i 


it 
yey. & ; 
il nication to the Secretary of War. 


Mr. ATKINSON asked leave to offer the follow- : 


{marines in the service of the United States, the | 


rules, to enable the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. | 


And the question having been taken, and two- i 


Mr. HOGE called for its reading, and it was! 


There was a second. ‘The main question was | 


he committee by the Secretary of War was of a | 
L then denied, sit, in answer ,. 
o the gentleman from Kentucky, that there was | 


hat the statement which, on that occasion, I made | 
o the House, has been controverted by the editor | 
of the “Union,’’ in an ariicle of the $Ist March. ‘| 


The article proceeds: 

« They [the Secretaries of War and of the Navy] did not 
iink proper to withhold from the committees of Congress 
1e estimates and suggestions of the bureaus. These were 
so communicated, and in the usual manner, without any 
unction of secrecy Whatever, except that the Secretary of 
Var very properly suggested that some facts as set forth in 
he reports of the military bureaus, and understood to relate 
o the weakness of some military positions, should not be 
nade public.” , 

2 Now, Mr. Speaker, I have the permission of the 
Committee on Military Affairs of this. House to 
use, for the purpose of my statement, a letter to the 

i chairman from the Secretary of War, of 31st of 

Í December, 1845. The following isan extract from 
that letter: 


“Sm: The chairman of the Committee of the Senate on 
Military Affairs having sent to me the resolution of that body 

i inquiring into the condition of our fortifications, &e., and 
desired to be farnished with such information as I had to 
offer in regard to the matters embraced in that resolution, I 
transmitted to hin aecommanication from Major General 
i Scout to me ou military affairs, and two reports, one from 
the Chief Engineer, aud one from the officer in charge of the 

| ordnance burean, accompanied by remarks of my own on 
i; the subject treated of in these documeuts. [herewith send 
H you copies, or rather duplicates of cach of these papers for 
© the use of yourself and the military committee of the House 
Hi with the request that they may not be made public. It would 
i he detrimental to the public interest if the facts therein stated 
should be known to a foreign Power, which may, in the 
© eonrse of events, become the enemy of the United States.” 


ao 


wo ee 


i i 


i 


Phave further to say, sir, that not only was this 
request distinctly made, as his letter shows, but 
there was no Ñtimation that a single fact in the 
reports from the bureans to him inight be made 

‘public by the committee, 

lt is due to the Secretary of War that I should 
say that, although he did, as he states in his letter, 
communicate these estimates to the House com- 
luiice in consequenee of the resolution of the Sen- 
ate, and not of any application to him by the com- 
mittee of the Pouse, 1 deem this communication 
eminently judicious and proper, I do not perceive 
that the slightest censure can be imputed to the 

| Seeretary of War for making this communication. 
li had been called for by a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, aud it was expedient and becoming that it 
shoud have heen submitted to the appropriate 
committee of this House. "Che state of the coun- 
try. at that time, rendered it, in my estimation, 
not only proper, but necessary. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


i Mr. R. SMITH moved that the House resolve 
; itself into Committee of the Whole. on the state of 
l the Union, with aview to take up the:Cumberland 
|| road bill. 
i.. Mr. DROMGOOLE made an ineffectual effort to 
| present a memorial on a subject which he said 
u was now undergoing the investigation of a com- 
mittee. 
‘The question on the motion of Mr. Surra hav- 
! ing been taken, and decided in the aflirmative, 
' The House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Foor, of 

_ Vermont, in the chair.) 
. Mr. R. SWETECH moved that the committee take 
up the bill making an appropriation for the Cum- 
' berland road. 
Mr. BRODHEAD indicated the bill in relation 
to the Hieensing of canal boats. 
i Mr. RATHBUN indicated the bill in relation to 
© the appointment of oificers. i 

The question having heen taken on the motion 
of Mr. Smitu, the vote stood—ayes 81, noes 25. 

No quorum voting. 

A second count was taken, and the vote stood— 
: ayes 80, noes 22. 

Still no quorum voted. : 

Mr. YANCEY moved that the committee rise, 
and report the fact to the House, 

Some conversation folowedyin which Messrs, 
1G. W. JONES, DANIEL, COBB, YANCEY, 
+ and the CHAIRMAN, participated— 

When, to test the fact whether a quorum was 
present or not, 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the committee rise, 
and asked for tellers, who were appointed. 

And the vote being taken, stood—ayes 37, noes 
86. So a quorum voted. 

But the committee refused to rise. 

And: the question having been again taken on 
the motion of Mr. R. Smara, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to provide for the continuation of the 
| Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 

and Hlinois; which is in the following words: ` 


i 


l 
| 
| 


| 
l 
il 
H 
|! 
| 
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f 
« Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives | 

of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 
the sum of one hundred thousand dollars be, and the same i 
is hereby, appropriated for the purpose of continuing the į 
Cumberland road in the State of Ohio; that the sum ofone | 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars be, and the same ishere- | 
| 

} 

' 


by, appropriated for the continuation of said road in the į 
State of Indiana; and that the sum of one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated | 
for the continuation of said road in the State of Tilinois; 
which several sums shail be paid owt of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, and replaced out of the 
fund reserved for laying out and making roads under the di- 
rection of Congr by the several acts passed for the ad- 
mission of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Minois, and Missouri, 
into the Union on an equal footing witu the original States. 

“6 SEC. 2. i 
by appropriated for the € : 
States of Ohio and Indinua f 
i v,in completing said road continuously, to the end tiat | 
nished portions of said road may be surrendered to the | 

ive States: 1, That this restriction shall not : 

i ty repairs on the whole liue of | 

road in said States: And provided further, That the part | 
“said road to be covered with stone shali not exceed the | 
i 

l 

H 

i 

i 

| 

i 


Ani be it further enarted, That the moneys here- | 
struction of the said road in the ; 


shall be expended, as far as prac- | 


tive States (the work in each State 
to the lowest substantial bidder, taking bond and security 
for the performance of the contract, having previously given 
due notice of such letting. 

t Spa. 4. And be it furtiver enacied, That the money here- 
hy appropriated to be expended in the State of Iinois, shall ;i 
be applied wholly to grading and bridging said road.?? ji 

i 


The bill having been read, 


Mr. WICK presuming, he said, that in all prob- || 
ability no bill making an appropriation of money || 
for this object could pass this House, moved, at || 
the suggestion of members better acquainted with || 
the rules of order than himself, to strike out from |! 
the bill all after the enacting clause, and insert the i 
following substitute: fi 

«That there be, and hereby is, grauted to the States of Hi 

tj 
{ 


Ohio, Indiana, Mlinois, and Missonri, for the purpose of com- 
pleting the Cumberland road in the three first-named States, 
and to Jefferson city in the last-named, the quantity of pub- | 
Jic lands hereinafter named, lying in said States respectively, | 
and not otherwise appropriated, to wit: To the State of |) 
Ohio, three huudred and forty-four thousand acres; to the fi 
State of Indiana, nine buudred and twenty-one thousand j| 
six hundred acres; to the State of Ilinois, one million three || 
hundred and eighty-nine thousand three hundred and sixty || 
acres; and to the State of Missowi, one million three hun- | 
dred and thirty-one thousand eight hundred and thirty-two |! 
acres; which said Jands hereby granted to the said States of || 
Ohio, Indiana, Minois, and Missouri, shall be selected by || 
agents to be appointed by the Governors of said States re- i| 
spectively. And the selections, when made, shall be re- ji 
ported to the Commissioner of the General Land Otfice. 


Sno. 2. And beit further enacted, Chatall thelands grant- | 
ed by the first section of this act shall be disposed of by or || 


under the authority of the several States respectively, and | 
the proceeds thereof shall be exclusively applied to the com. | 
pletion of the Cumberland road in said States, and for no | 
other purpose whatsoever. And whenever the President 
shalt be notified by the Governors, or by the proper authori- | 
ties of the several States, (or either of theim,) of their read- 
iness to procced to the selection of the lands hereinhetore 
granted, he shall cause the further sale of tand in said States | 
to be suspended until said Jauds are selected: Provided, | 
That such suspension shall not continue for a longer period i; 
than three months: Provided further, That the State of |: 
Ohio may select the whole or any part of the jands granted |! 
to said State from either of the States through w) 1 the 
said road is laid ont after said States shall have selected the 
lands granted to them by this act. 
13, And be it further enacted, Nhat when the aforesaid jj 
lands shall have beén selected, the Cumberland road, with 
all materials which may bave been procured by the United 
States for the prosecution of the same, shall be surrendered | 
to the said States respectively, and the entire control there- 
of shall thereafter be vested in said States; and said road shall 
be completed within eight years from the passage of this act, 
and, when completed, shall be free from any tolls or charge 
whatever for any property of the United States, or persons | 
in their service passing along the same. | 
t 
| 


“Seo. 4. dnd be it further enacted, That in c 
of the aforesaid States shall fail to complete the s 
within the time specified in this act, such 8 
sha}! forfeit to the United States ali the iands 
main unsold, and also be holden to pay to the United States ; 
all moneys received for lands sold, and not expended in : 
making said read, as provided in this act. 

“See. 5. And be it further enacted, That the said lands |) 
hereby granted to said “States shall not be disposed of at a}! 
Jess price than the minimum pr or the time being, of 
other public lands belonging to the United States. And 
any of the lands seiected under the provisions of this uct 


lands selected within the State of Obio, after o 
at public sale, which shall be done within one year aft 
such selection, may be at all times Hable to private entry at 
the same minimum of other public lands belonging to the 
United States.” co 

Mr. R. SMITH sent to the Clerk’s table, to be | 
read, a memorial which he had this morning re- | 
ceived from: citizens of Illinois, remonstrating | 
against the lend plan of appropriation. i 


‘tof the money appropriation. i 
He did not believe that ij 


| accept of the land appropriation. 
u compact than that made between these States and 


i burnings and dissatisfaction. It 
fact, a very troublesome question in Indiana. No | 


:and would net the Government but litte. 


ii ment, and that such as de 


-tntormed them that if this g 


i this road. À 
| such a compact, he would not vote a single dollar 
ii nor a solitary acre, because the construction of the 


strance of a similar kind. 

Mr. R. SMITH then addressed’ the committee 
briefly in explanation and in vindication of his 
own course of action on this subject. He believed 
that it was the duty of this Government to make 
appropriations.in money for the continuation and 
completion of the Cumberland road, but he had 
litle hope now that anything of that kind could 
be obtained; for ever since the year 1838 the peo- 
ple had been knocking at the doors of Congress, 
and had never obtained a dollar. He was in favor 
He would be glad 
if such a bill could pass. 
it could; but he believed that seven-eighths of his 
constituents would rather have an appropriation of 
land than have nothing at all. It was because of 
the repeated failure in this House to procure ap- 
propriations of money, and because half a loaf 
was better than no bread, that he was willing to 
A more solemn 


the General Government for the completion of this 
road had never been entered into. 

Mr. WICK said he had held a consultation with 
his colleagues, through whose districts the Cum- 


' berland road passed, and they had come to the 


conclusion that the passage of a bill appropriating 
money for the continuance of the Cumberland 


l road, was doubtful, if not hopeless, and that there 


was a better prospect of passing a bill making a 


| grant of land for that purpose; and therefore he 
i should offer an amendment to that effect, which he 
hoped would be acceptable to the committee. 


He briefly advocated the appropriation on the 
ground that the Government had commenced the 
same, and thereby taught the people to expect its 
continuation and completion. This expectation 


| had grown into a positive anticipation by yearly 
appropriations made, and continued for a series of 


Having thus been taught to 
, a failure gave rise to heart- 
lt was, in point of 


years, down to 1838, 
expect appropriations 


man would be elected unless he would pledge him- 
self to support a Ua secre for the road—the 


Legislature had and would continue to adopt reso- 
lutions in favor of such appropriations. The pco- | 


ple of Indiana would continue to ask. Bat if his 
amendment could be adopted, and the bill so amend- 


ed be passed into a law, it would put the subject 


forever at rest. I'or although it was true that the 


land granted by the amendment would be very in- | 


adequate to the completion of the road, it would 
nevertheless go agood way towards the same, and 
the State, thus aided, could devise means to raise 
the deficiency. ‘The lands were of small value, 
The 
State could nurse the lands, pay them out to con- 
tractors, or laborers on the road, or hold them till, 
by lapse of time, they should become valuable. 
He said he hoped the committee would see that 
good policy required the adoption of his amend- 
red to see the measure 
successful would vote for it; and he also hoped 


Í that the House wouid see the policy of putting this 
| subject forever at rest. 


In his friendly interviews 
with great numbers of his constituents, he had 
nt of land were ob- 
tained, it would cnd appropriations for the Cum- 
berland road in Indiana, Ohio, and Jllinois. Al- 


| though the measure of justice was very deficient, 
he yet helieved that his constituents, discouraged 


by a failure to obtain money appropriations for the 


lust eight years, would be contented with the land 
grant, and forever after hold their peace. 
trusted the House would appreciate this modera- i 
‘tion, and not he 


He 


tate to make the grant. 

Mr. FARAN insisted, in a few brief remarks, 
that the Government should stand by its original 
compact with the States—not by the appropriation 
of lands, but by appropriations of money, as they 
had heretofore been made, for the completion of 
If the Government was not bound by 


road by the General Government could be justified 
oa no other ground than the compact which she 
nad made with these States when they came into 
the Union. 

Mr. PETTIT concurred entirely in the opinion 
expressed by the gentieman who had just taken 
his seat, (Mr. Faray,] that the only ground on 


which the construction of this road by the General 


i 


| 
H 


į that if the amendment was agreed. to, the 


j employ or repeat it. 


States of Ohio, Indiana, and Minois, and, ata sub- 
sequent period, with Missouri; and he, for onc, 
was here to demand the right of these States to the 
appropriation of so much money as. was necessary, 
to the construction of the road.. ‘He. did not con- 
cur with the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr, Wicx,} 
3 people 
would never ask anything more here. ks 

Mr: WICK. It'is a matter of perfect under- 
standing between myself and my constituents, that 
I would take this course, made so upon most-occa-~ 
sions when I met them on the stump. 

Mr. PETTIT differed with the gentleman and 
with his constituents. He would not give the light- 
est feather that the breese ever blew for.all the land 
that Congress would give, for it was not according: 
to the compact. He would enter into no-such un- 
derstanding as that which the gentleman had indi- 
cated; and he should vote against the amendment. 

Mr. SCHENCK obtained“the floor, but yielded 
for the moment to— , as 

Mr. YELL, who gave notice of the following 
amendment: : cera 

“ Be it further enacted, That ‘the said’ road shalt be con: 
tinued from St. Louis, in. Missouri, through the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas, the nearest and most ptacticable 
route to San Antonio, in the State of Texas; and for the 
completion of said road in the States of Missouri and Arkan- 
sas there is hereby granted to each of the States for the pur- 


pose aforesaid 540,000 acres of public land, to be selected by 
the Governors of the several States aforesaid, and to be dis- 


i posed of by the Legislatures thereof for: the completion of- 


said road in said States—that being the quantity of public 
land granted to the State of Ohio over and above the quan- 
tity granted to the other new States of this Union. $ 

t And beit further enacted, That the sum of $50,000 be, 


| and the sameis hereby, appropriated out of any money in 


the treasury not otherwise appropriated to complete the said 
Cumberland road in the State of Texas.” 


Mr. SCHENCK then took the floor, and spoke 
at some length in opposition to the amendment of 
My. ‘Wicx, and in urgent advocacy of the claims 
of the road as it was at present established, and as 


a national work which the Government was bound - 


to complete. He desired that an appropriation 
should be made, and that it should be made in the 
ordinary form of an appropriation of money. Mr. 
S. yielded the floor frequently for purposes of ex- 
planation and inquiry. ` Geyn , 
Mr. S., in the course of his remarks, alluding to 
the grant of 400,000 acres of land to Alabama for 
the Muscle Shoals canal, said. that the committee 
must have a lively recollection of the controversy 
we had witnessed a few days ago on this floor 
among the members from that State in. régard ‘to 
the management of that fund. It had been charged, 
by at least one member from that State, that there 
had been fraud, and mismanagement, and’squan- 
dering of that fund; and the member had done this 
in the strongest terms, using language, indeed, so 
strong that-he (Mr. S.) did not think, proper to 
) He wanted to take no part 
in the dispute between different members of the 
delegation from that State. He did not know what 
the facts might be. He referred, however, to the 
difficulty about that fund, and to the question and 
controversy about the disposition of the proceeds 
of those lands, as an illustration’of the impolicy, 
of that form of appropriation. eo mere 
Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN, (Mr. 8. yielding 
the floor,) said, that on the occasion alluded to, he 
had said distinctly, and now repeated, ihat in the 
management of that find, Alabama had acted not 
only faithfully, but wisely; that, so far from having 
disgraced herself, or speculated or peculated in the 
transaction; he stated now, as he had stated then, 
that by the faithful, wise, prudent, and economical 
management ofthe fund, it had been made to yield 
the uttermost farthing, and had been not only faith- 
fully, but honestly, wisely, and economically ex- 


pended. The lands had been sold for their full 
value.. The mode adopted for disposing of them 


was the best that could have been, with a view of 
increasing the fund. ‘Those who at the time be- 
lieved that they ought to have been sold at auction, 
became convinced that they were in error, and that 
the mode adopted—that by valuation—proved to be 
the best in view of increasing the fund. ‘ 


Mr. C. said he was prepared, with documents on _ 


file, to show that the charges made against Alabama, 
and those who managed this fund, were destitute 
of any foundation. He challenged the strictest in- 
vestigation. He would do more—he would take 
the aflimative, and show that in the whole. transac- 
tion, no shadow of just complaint could be’ made. 
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By documents on file, he could show that no fund 
had ever been more faithfully or economically ex- 
pended to the perfect satisfaction of this Govern- 
ment as. well as of Alabama. The work, as far as 
it had been done, (and every dollar and more had 
been expended,) had:cost less than any other work 
of the same kind in the ‘country, and had been as 
well done... In addition to the proceeds of the sale 
of the land, Alabama had appropriated some forty 
thousand dollars; and by.a few patriotic citizens of 
that. Stale, including some of the canal commission- 
érs, ashe (Mr. C.) had been informed, had advanced 
out of their.own private funds a considerable sum 
in addition, towards the work; that has never been 
refunded. : ; i f 

Mr. SCHENCK then concluded his remarks. 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH followed. He urged 
the strong claims that the people of the West had 
upon the Government—not only by virtue of the 
compact,-but upon the abstract merits of the work 
itself without reference to that compact. He hoped 
that. Congress would now settle the question finally 
that :it would either resume the work or abandon 
it forever. . 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES (Mr. ‘Smitu yield- 
ing) said he desired to know whether he was to 
understand ‘the gentleman, as a western man, to 
say that if the question was now decided in the 
affirmative or the negative, it would never be taken 
up again? ti peg : 

Mr. SMITH. It is not in my power to make 
pledges as to what the action of &' subsequent Con- 
gress may be. For my own part, I am confident 
that the people interested in the road will never be 
satisfied until at least partial, if not full; justice be 
done in relation to this matter. 

Mr. HOLMES. If the gentleman is here at the 
next session of Congress, and this question should 
now. be decided one way or another, will he say 
that he, will trouble himself no further about it? 

Mr. SMITH. I will not make any premature 
committals.. I wish to leave myself perfect liberty 
of action so long as I remain here. 

Mr. OWEN ‘took the floor, but yielded for a 
moment to— 

Mr. G. W. JONES, between whom and Mr. 
C. B. SMITH and Mr. BOYD, some conversa- 
tion passed. , 

Mr. OWEN further yielded, to enable ; 

Mr. G. DAVIS to give notice of the following 
amendment: . R 

« And whereas certain States received 500,000 
acres of land, under and by virtue of an act entitled 
‘An act to appropriate the proceeds of the sales ofthe 
public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights,’ ap- 
proved September 14th, 1841: Be tt further enacted, 
That each: and’ every State of the United States, 
other than those to which the said 500,000 acres of 
land were appropriated by the act aforesaid, shall 
be entitled, and there is hereby appropriated to each 
of them, 500,000 acres of land, and. each of such 
States may select that quantity. out of any of the 
unappropriated public lands, m quantities of not 
less hel 160 acres: Provided, That the lands which 


every State may select under this act, shall be sur- | 


veyed and sold by the authority and officers of the 
United States Government, as other public Jands; 
andas the money may be received, it shall be paid 
over to the States whose lands may have been sold,’ 
Mr. OWEN said: I propose to detain the com- 
mittee but a few minutes by any remarks of mine. 
I shall vote for the substitute offered by my col- 
league, [Mr. Wicex]—the substitute proposing an 
appropriation of lands, and cutting off the Cum- 
berland road forever from Federal legislation. I 
shall vote for it, not for the reasons suggested by 
the gentleman from ‘Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] as those 
which, he supposed, guided the friends of that | 
amendment; not because I will take it as the best 
I can get; not that I put up with it as thinking that 
half a loaf is better than no. bread; but because I 
refer; ity : 
F I shall vote for it, because I desire to see the 
question of this toad, so far as the action of Con- 
ress is concerned, S 
o ` desire never to hear the words **Cumber- 
land road’? pronounced in this Hall again. Asa 
western man F desire this. T believe there is nota 
question, of no greater magnitude, that has done 
us,in the West, more harm than this. It misleads 
our politicians. Ittempts them into latitudinarian | 
views on the subject of internal improvement. In} 
one sense we can hardly be said to be free agents 
inthe matter. A public expectation has grown 


ettled now, at once, and for- j 


į up, created, very naturally, if not very justly, by 

our past legislation; a public expectation in regard 
to the completion of this road, which causes. our 
Legislature of Indiana to pass, year after year, 
resolutions unanimously, instructing our Senators, 


propriations on this road. ‘Toa feeling 
we must needs, in a measure, defer. 1 
.to these expectations, nor to the yearly excitements 
to which they will necessarily give rise on this floor. 


| therefore I prefer to cut it. 


some among the strictest constructionists of the 
House. I see not that we are forbidden to im- 


see no eonstitutional objection to building such 


chamber, unnecessary as they ure, and sorry as I 
am to see them here where they injure instead of 
| benefiting. 


| which would ingraft on our Federal legislation a 
mammoth system of internal improvements. Iam 
opposed to it, on every principle of expediency. 
i [tig bad enough, that States should engage in ei 
|L speak of that which I have had occasion to know. 
I have passed through the period of internal im- 
provements in our State; and 1 may add, have 
done what I could to aid in arresting her in her 
headlong course. 


| provements than the General Government; a coun- 
ty better than a States; and better yet individuals 
than a county. The further the execntive power 
is removed from the business to be done, the more 


patronage, Lt is unwise to extend beyond simple 
and necessary limits the sphere of Federal legisla- 
ition; and of all such extensions, this of internal 
improvements is one of the mostinsidious; one the 
most necessary to be guarded and controlled. 


| inally the lands may be called worth a dollar and 
a quarter an acre. They will not fetch it. Indeed, 
there have been repeated proposals to reduce the 
price of public lands in old districts like these, to 
half or even a fourth of their present value. 


Jones] asks what security there is, that, if this bill 
pass, no further appropriation for the road will 
fhcrenticr be asked. Undoubtedly we are unable 
to pledge or control our successors. For ourselves 
we may promise, for them we cannot. But there 
is abundant security in the nature of the case. 1f, 


i vote necessary to bring it up, or to pass the small- 
est appropriation, what chance, what possibility is 
i there, that, loaded down with this bill, and the 
virtual pledge embraced in and accompanying it, 
it should ever again see the light here? © All who 
| yemember the last night of a former session can 
estimate the violence of the feeling that already oy 
poses it. Increased by this bill it will overwhelm 
at once any attempt, if such should ever be made, 
to revive a dispute confessediy compromised and 
| settled, 
lt is not for me to dictate to my fellow-members 
in regard to their couse in voting; but I may be 
allowed to express a hope that gentlemen will vote 
in good faith on the amendment. Ifany one pre- 


trust he will vote to insert it instead of the original 
bill, Lf, afterwards, he prefers that no bill at all 
should pass, then he can vote against the passage 
| of the bill as amended. 


be adopted, so that we may get rid forever of what 
| my colleague [Mr. Canes B. Sairu] has well 
called a vexed question. 

Mr. FICKLIN said: Mr. Chairman, I am re- 
| joiced that we have at length, after many an unsuc- 
| cessful struggle, suceceded in bringing up for con- 
t sideration the bill making an appropriation of 
money for the continuation of the Cumberland 
yoad. This is the first time, since I have had the 
! honor of a seat on this floor, that we have been 
able to have it considered on its own merits asa 
\ substantive proposition. Last session an appro- 


and requesting our Representatives, to vote for ap- | 
so general, | 
see no end | 


I see not how the Gordian knot can be untied; | 
Sir, I do not share the constitutional scruples of |: 
: prove and adorn the grounds around this Capitol, or | 


| to purchase a library of Congress, though neither | 
| object be expressly specified in the Constitution. 1 |: 


| magnificent pillars as those which surround our |: 


But I do see great and growing evils, į 
l sce yearly increasing dangers, in that principle, | 


Yet, asa general rule, a State ii 
can better and more safely conduct internal im- : 


chance of wasteful expenditure and of corrupting | 


Tam sorry this matter of the Cumberland road -' 
| stands us it does; but, so standing, E think we shall |: 
never be able to terminate it on better terms than |: 
| to grant these lands, and have done with it. Nom- i: 


The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Season | 


| already, the Cumberland road can hardly get the | 


fers the substitute, (in case any bill passes,) then I į 


I repeat, sir, my hope, that the substitute may | 
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i] priation for the Cumberland road was placed in 
i the harbor and river bill, but it did not receive the 
|, sanction of the Executive. 

| Here I may be permitted to say that I voted 
against the harbor and river bill of last session, for 
the reason that I thought we could not sanction 
that bill without adopting the principle involved 
and embraced in the general system of internal im- 
provement, so much denounced by the Democratic 
party, and so justly exploded and repudiated by 
the people. : oe AE 

If we are to have a system of internal. improve- 

ment, itis clear that we cannot have a reduction 
| of the tariff; for it is necessary to have high taxes 
© in order to raise money to kecp up such a system— 
it will not, cannot go on without money; that mo- 
ney is a tax upon labor, and must be raised and 
collected from the people, either by a tariff or di- 
| rect taxation. 
The Democrats in my district are in favor of a 
» reduction of the tariff; and however desirable it may 
; be to have an appropriation for the road, they 
would not be willing to abandon their principles, 
and to fasten upon the country a general system of 
| internal improvement, involving an expenditure of 
fifty millions of money ata even to secure 
an appropriation on the Cumberland road. 

The true friends of the road, as well now as 
heretofore, are and have been in favor of letting 
that work stand upon its own merits—upon the 
plighted faith of the Government to complete it; 
“and they have not been, and are not now, willing 
to place it in an omnibus bill of internal improve- 
ment. Even should such a bill pass at this ses- 
sion, with the road appropriation in it, which I do 
: not believe, yet it night be left out the next ses- 
sion, we would have no guaranty, no assurance 
| that it would be continued; if the same amount of 

money would at the next session secure a greater 
i number of votes, then the road would be abandon- 
; ed, and some new work adopted. 

The friends of the road, therefore, both on the 
_ score of principle and of policy, are right in ad- 
| hering to the old landmarks, which are, to let the 
road rest upon its own merits, and to require the 
Government to redeem its faith by its completion. 
This is the true ground, and the one from which 
we should not depart. 

Two propositions have been presented at this 
session of Congress for the benefit of the Cumber- 
land road. One is the usual bill appropriating 
money for the continuation. of the road; and the, 
other bill provides for granting lands for that ob- 
ject to the several States, as follows: To Ohio 
344,000, to Indiaria 921,600, to Illinois 1,389,360, 
to Missouri. 1,339,832: in all, 3,986,792 acres of 
land; which it is thought would be sufficient to 
complete the road without any additional calls 
upon the General Government. “ 

The bill now under consideration is the one ap- 
propriating money, and the land bill will notin 
any way conflict with it. We should first test the 
strength of the money bill, and pass it, if possible; 
and if we cannot pass it, then make a decided ef- 
fort for the lands. 

My purpose next is, to show that this road forms 
no part of, and has never been conneeted with, any 
system of internal improvement at any time estab- 
lished in this country; but, on the contrary, that it 
' is partand parcel of the land system, as established 
| by this Government over the lands obtained by the 
i cession of Virginia. By the deed of cession, which 
| was accepted by Congress on the first of March, 
1784, Virginia ceded to the United States, without 
receiving any equivalent therefor, a portion of Ohio, 
| and all of Indiana, Minois, and Michigan, together 
i with the territory of Wisconsin. On. the 23d of 
i, April, 1784, a committee of Congress, of which 
ii Thomas Jefferson was a member, reported the cele- 
li brated ordinance of that date. On the 20th of May, 
i; 1785, Congress adopted another ordinance touch- 
ing that subject. And on the 13th of July, 1787, 
the committee, of which Nathan Dane wasa mem- 
| ber, reported the well-known and highly-valued or- 
|: dinance of that date;—which said several ordinan- 
ii ces formed the basis of the survey and sales of the 
land ceded to the General Government by Virginia; 

rovides against the taxation of those lands by the 
inhabitants; for their survey into sections: estab- 
lishing a territorial government; and makes its nav- 
igable rivers free forever to the whole country; and 
in short, lays the foundation for all the valuable 
institutions—social, political, and religious—which 
we now enjoy in so eminent a degree. 
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The Constitution of the United States was finally 
adopted by the convention that framed it, on the 
lth day of September, 1787, but not ratified by 
the States for some time afterwards. 

Thus it will be seen—and I call attention spe- 
cially to the fact—that at the time when the Con- 
stitution was adopted, the United States not only 
held these lands in these new States through which 
the road passes, but that Congress had then passed 
the three several ordinances above referred to. 

{In this connexion we see the importance of the 
second clause of the third section and fourth article 
of that instrument, whichis in these words: 

« The Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make 
all needfal rules and regulations respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States; and nothing 
in this Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice any | 
claims of tue United States, or of any particular State.” 

Thus it will be seen that the framers of the Con- 
stitution, in adopting this provision, had an eye to | 
the future disposition of the territory belonging to | 
the Government; and with that far-secing sagacity 
which characterizes the statesmen of that day, they | 
gave Congress full power and authority to dispose 
of, and to regulate, whatever territory the Govern- 
mentmightown. Itisasubstantive grantof power, 
and there was something tangible for the power to ! 
Operate upon when the grant was made; for we then | 
owned, as is above shown, these very lands through 
which the road passes. Hence it follows, that Con- 
gress has full aud ample authority to dispose of 
these lands—if indeed they do not belong to the 
States in which they lie by virtue of their coming 
into and forming part of the confederacy—and_ to 
make all needful rules and regulations concerning 
them. 

What was the first object of the Government in 
regard to these lands? It was to sell them in order | 
to realize money to pay the then national debt; | 
and, also, to furnish Boies for the citizens of the 
Government; which has always, however, been 
too much of a secondary object. 

It cannot, I think, be successfully controverted, 
that Congress has ample power and authority to 
do any and everything, in regard to disposing of | 
the public domain, which may be deemed proper | 
and expedient. ‘Lhe power doubtless exists in | 
Congress to grant it without money and without 
price, to individuals or to States, as has been done 
repeatedly. The power certainly exists to grant 
land for the construction of roads and canals, or | 
aruving other iaiprovements through the Jands, us 
has beea done time and again for the purpose of | 
cuhancing its price, or of facilitaling intercourse 
between diferent portions of the Tulon. : 

‘Lhe wise men of this nation conceived the plan 
of opening a great national tuoroughfare irom 
Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to and 
trough the lands thus owned by the Government. 
Jicuce, in the admission of the new States into the 
Union, the following provisions were made: 

‘The Staie of Ohio was the first of the Lunily o 
sisters (which promises to. become so numerous 
and so populous) that knocked at the door of Con- 
gress for admission into the Union as a sovercign 
state. Ohio was admitted into the Union in 1802, 
with the following stipulation in regard to apply- 
ing a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to 
the purposes of constructing roads to the State: 
“Qae-twenticta part of the net proezeds of the lan 

d State, soid by Congress, from i 
sducting all e 
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Indiana was admitted in 1816, with this pro- : 
vision on that subject: i 
«Five per cont. of the net proceeds of the Jands lying | 


within the said Territory, and which shall be sold by Con- i! BOE AARNE i ne is 
ji 4 T next i constructed to the Mississippi river? If this is not 
‘done, are not we of the new States tricked and 


gross frou: aud after the fest day of December ne 
auductiug all expanses incident to the same, shail be r 
for making publie roads and canals, of whieh thres-fif 
shail be applied to those objects within the State, unde i 
direction of the Legislature thereof, and two-filths to the | 
making of a road or roads leading to the said State, under the + 
direction of Congress.°—Luws of U. S., vol. 6, p 


Ilinois was admitted in 1818, with this provision 
on the subject: 


“Five per cent. of the net proceeds of the lands lying 
Within such State, and which shall be sold by Congress, from 
and after the first day of January, 1819, after deducting all 
expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved for the pur- 
poses ‘following, viz: two-fifths to be disbursed, under the 
direction of Congress, in making roads leading to the State, 


die r ue to be appropriated, by the Legislature of the 
i State, for the encouragement of learning, uf which one-sixth 
| part shail be exclusively bestowed-on a college or univer- 
į Sity.?’—-Luws of the United States, vol. 6, p. 207. 

And Missouri, in 1820, with. the following pro- 
: vision: 

“Five per cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of lands 
lying within the said ‘Territory or State, and which shall be 
sold by Congress, from and after the first day of January 
next, after dedacting all expenses incident to the same, shall 
be reserved tor making public roads and canals, of which 
three-fifths shall be appiied to those objects within the State, 
under the direction of the Legislature thereof; and the other 
two-fifths in detiaying, under the direction of Congress, the 
expenses to be incurred in making of a road or roads, canal 
or canals, leading to the said State?’—Laws of the United 
Stutes, vol. 6, p. 458. 


You will perceive, sir, from the foregoing ex- 
tracts, that Congress had covenanted with the new | 


| continued to receive appropriations from time to 


; land have been purchased, which would for a cen- 


‘Important to all Governments, and doubly so to |) 


overcome us, like a summer's cloud, without our | 


wali leave a cloud upon our national faith, long to 


| dred aad thiriy-two miles of this road, commencing 


: presented: a road national in its character Is pro- 


“of the folly and bad faith of this Government. | 


ji gress 
|| accruing from the sale of lands towards makin 
ii improvements in the States in which the lands li 


| States to make advances for roads; and they stipu- | 


‘old, and three new States. 
l old States, at a cost of more than $21,000 per | 


lated, in consideration therefor, not to tax the lands 

of the General Government for five years after they 
were sold, or had passed into other hands, This 
fund had accumulated from 1802 to 1806; at which 
ime the first law was enacted on the subject of the | 
Cumberland road during the Administration of Mr. 
Jeflerson, and received his approval. This road 


| 
time, for a period of more than thirty years. It | 
has received the approving sanction of six Presi- 
dents of this nation, with the father of Democray 
cy (Thomas Jeiferson) at their head; it has re- 
cvived the aid and support of the distinguished 
statesmen of Virginia and of South Carolina, and 
the whole school of strict constructionists, with the 
brightest star of the South (Mr. Calhoun) at their 
head. 

The great (not to say the paramount) object of 
the General Government was, to bring her lands 
into market. 'To cilvct this, the faith of the nation 
was pledged for the completion of this road, and | 
this was the inducement held out by the Govern- 
ment to cause persons to purchase the public lands. 
The lure was successful. "Thousands of acres of | 


tury to come have remained unsold, but for the 
trust reposed by individuals in the fidelity of the 
Government. ‘Lhat vital and ever-living princi- | 
ple, good faith, and pure and unsullied honor, so | 


one republican in its character, is to be wantonly 
and wilfully sacrificed in the abandonment of this 
great work to its fate. ** Can such things be, and 
? 


special weader?’? No, sir; if this act is done, it 


be remembered. 

‘here is stiil another view, which demonstrates, | 
in a more striking manner, the erying injustice of j| 
tuis proposed abandonment. ‘he first one hun- | 


at Cumbervjand, and running west through the old | 
tates of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and a few miles 
in Virgiuia, cost this Government $2,803,034. 
The Sites of Maryland and Pennsylvania fur- 
nish no fund whatever, either from the sale of 
lands, or otherwise, for this object; and yet they 
have the road compieted within their limits; whilst 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Minois, though 
furnishing funds, are left with the road incomplete | 
within their borders. We then have this spectacle 


| 


i 
! 
jected, to connect the East with the Wesi—to re- | 
apye mountain barricrs—to pass through three | 
lt is finished in the | 


mile; and while progressing in the new States, | 
not half completed, it is of a sudden abandoned, | 
and Icft to become a perfect. wreck—a monument 


Do not all the laws and ordinances of this Gov- 
ernment touching this subject for the last thirty 


iment. 


| quote from the spee 


The money collected from the sales of 1: 
not stand in thie relation; and should not b 
ed in the same light, as money collected by 
tion. Taxes are taken from. the pockets of t 
people by legal.exactions, and cati-only be col 
ed legitimately for the support of the Governi 
The taxing power is a necessary evil, a: 
upon the people, one which they have to: bear fo 
the purpose of sustaining: their Governm : 
you cannot tax. A ‘for the purpose of raising’ a 
bounty to bestowon.B. ‘The public lands 
land fund, however, occupy. another and.a ve 
different ‘position. The land, so far as this 
has for the present heen constructed, was. ceded to 
us by Virginia; it cost us nothing, so. far as the 
grant is concerned; the money. accruing from it 
therefore is not collected by a tariff or by direct 
taxation, but results from. the woluntary act’ of 
those wishing to purchase it. The principle, there- 
fore, that you cannot tax. A against his will for thë 
benefit of B, has no application ‘to: this’ fund, ‘and 
the same authority in the Constitution which gives 
Congress the unlimited control over the land itself, 
necessarily. includes the power of disposing of the 
proceeds thereof. The land fund should ‘Have 
been kept separate and distinct from the tax fund; 
or the money arising from the tariff; ‘they are dif- 
ferent and distinct, and should. never have ‘béen 
mixed the one with the other. . The true reason for 
mingling them together may be found in. the weak- 
ness of the new States at the time, in their infan- 
tine and ‘helpless condition. Had that fund'ac- 
crued from lands lying in the strong and populous 
old States, it would have been kept distinct, and 
known as the land fund; and it would in all prob- 
ability have been appropriated within’ the limits ` 
of those States from which it was collected. 
Holding, then, the settled opinion that: Congress 
has ample power to dispose of whatever title the 
Government may have in the public domain, I 
would invite the attention of the members: ‘from 
older portions of the Union to the fact that, ‘after 
the next census, the star of empire will bė found 
in the West; the sceptre of political power ‘will 
have departed, not from Judah, but from the ‘old 
to the new States. ‘Let this admonition commend 
itself to the sober senses of those members: from 
the old States who are dividing out. for the last 
time the money appropriations of this Govern- 
The old States have been’ voracious and 
unfaithful stewards, and have ‘divided the publié 
treasures amongst themselves. It can, scarcely be 
expected that when. power: changés hands, those 
who have been so deeply and vitally wronged will 
fail to exercise it. Pe eee 
After the census of 1850, the new States- will 
claim the public domain lying within their limits, 
and they will have the force to make that claim res 
spected. Those who come afier us under the 
next census will but follow the dictates of right 
and justice by placing the new States on the same 
footing with the old, by securing to them the pub- 
lic domain within their limits. Until that-is done, 
our policy should be to grant Jands to the States to 
aid in their improvements, and to. grant. to’ each 
actual settler, who is unable to purchase a home, 
eighty acres of land, if he will cultivate it for ‘the 
owth of the new States, I 


term of five years. 
To show the rapid gr 

ch of Mr. Calhoun, made’ in 
the Senate. on the 15th of January, 1889: = 
“I shall begin with premising that I am under strong con- 
viction, both from observation and reflection, that we have 
arrived at the period when an entire revolution of our land 
system, as far as it is applicable to those States, is unavoid- 
able. They have, in fact, outgrown the system. . Since its 
first adoption they have. come into existence, have passed 
through a state of infancy, and have ‘now arrived at man- 
hood. ‘he system which was wise and just at first, is 


neier wise nor just applied to them in their changed con- 
ition. 


years, induce the belief that the road was to be 


t 
t 
H 
i 
H 
H 


cheated of our rights? May we not, in the lan- 
guage of Macbeth, who, too, was duped by fair 
promises, exciaim: 
And be these juggling fiends no more believed 
! ‘That palters with us in a double sense; ` 
‘That keep the word of promise to the ear 
And break it to the hope”? 
I hold, therefore, that the Government is bound 
in good faith to complete this road, and that Con- | 


has ample power to appropriate every dollar 
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“We have heard much, Mr. President, in the present dis- 
cussion, about the growth of the new, States; but, as I may 
Judge from the various measures proposed on the present 
occasion, we have neither. realized its rapidity, nor the nna- 
voidable changes in our land system which must.follow in 
its train. Their wonderful growth is, indeed, one.of those 
realities almost beyond the grasp of imagination. When 1 
go back twenty-seven years, to the period when I first béeama 
a member of the other House, and compare what the new 
States then were, to what they now are; 1 am lost in wonder 


j and amazement. Their growth is without example. There 
pis nothing like itin history. At that time there was buta 


ingle new State, (Opio.) I exclude. Kentucky, Tennessee 
aud Maine, all of which have been admitted since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, and limit my remarks to those 
which have since sprung up on the publie domain. | 

* Ohio hadthen but one Representative in thejother House, 
Jeremiah Morrow, an honest and sensible man, who was at 


1846. 
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that time: at the head of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and-had ‘the confidence of the House so completely that-his 
voice was the law of all subjects connected with them; so 
little interest did-they, at that time, excite... There were then 
thirty-two, Senators: inal, of which Ohio. bad, of course, 
two}. that is, the one-sixteenth of the whole.. In the elec- 
toral college she: had three votes, whieh made her weight 
about the one-fiftieth in that body-—a weight scarcely felt-or 
estimated:in the political movements. of. the day. foot 

“Such, at-that time, was the infant and feeble condition 
of the new States. Since then, in a period but little exceed- | 
ing. that, allotted toa single“ generation to pass over the | 
stage of life, how wonderfill the change! Instead of one, ax | 
then, there are now nine new States; and in the place of 
two, Senators-in: thirty-two, we now have eighteen in fifty- 
two:-making, instead of one-sixteenth, more than a third of 
the whole; and already three territories—Florida, Wiscon- 
sin, and Iowa—are struggling for admission. When admit- 
ted, which must be shortly, there will then be twelve new 
States, with twenty-four Senators in fitty-six, which will in- 
crease their relative weight in this body to three-sevenths of 
the whole. : : 

“ But as wonderful as`has been the inerease in this body, 
it will be still more so, after the next census, in the other, 
it will be taken next year, and a new apportionment of the 
members will be made under the Constitution; when, in- | 
stead of a single meinber, being less than one in a hundred, 
as was the case twenty-seven years ago, the representation 
of the new States will then stand to the old, at least as forty. 
to sixty, or two-fifths of the whole, as calculated by a friend | 
familiar with the subject, and in whose accuracy I have 
entire confidence. Tue new States having, as they will 
then, three-sevenths in this, and two-fifths in the other 
House, will, of course, have a relative weight inthe eec- 
torai college, or the same thing in a choice of a President, 
compounded of the two, that is, five-twellths of lhe whole. 
So much for the past. 

“ Now if we turn to the future, we shall find the cause of 
this. amazing growth so far from being exhausted or weak- | 
ened, is acting with increased force, and urging forward 
the growth of those Statea with accelerated, instead of a de- 
creasing velocity ; so much go, that the past changes in the 
last twenty-seven years will appear as nothing, compared 
with what will take place in the next twenty-seven, unters 
Rome unforeseen occurrence should intervene to retard their 
progress. If my memory serve me, our population, twenty- 
seven years ago, was about seven millions ; and our annual 
increase then—that is, the excess of births over deaths, in- | 
eluding emigration—about two hundred thousand, estimating į 
our growth at three per cent. compound. Since then, our 
population has increased not loss thannine millions, making 

_the present probably about sixteen; whieh, on the sime 
data, will make our annual increase at this Hime but litte 
short of balf a million; the greater part of which will fnd 
their bomes in the new States. i 

“Twill not enter into a minte enleulation as to the effects 

of this great increase on the relative weight of the new and | 
old States at the next succeeding consua, in 1850, This sit | 
ficient to say, that it will give n decided majority to the for- ; 
mer, both in the House of Representatives and in the electo- 
ral college, and, of course, in the Government; and thus, ia ; 
the short space of one generation and a hall, he xeeptre of i 
poe power, as between the old and new States, will 
have passed trom the former ta the latter. 
ask, not whether it would be wise to continue the old sys 
tems no, sir! a far bolder question: Will it be practicable? | 
And if not practicable, wouid it bo wire to struggle to cons | 
tinte it, till overthrown by the foree of unavoidable and i 
irresistible causes? Task, what would be the effects ofsuch | 
a struggle? Would it not be to excite, in the first insntace, | 
animosity and diseord between the oid and new States, aad, 
in the end, to overthrow the entire kuul system, with the 
cortain logs, wtimately, of the public domain? $ shall not, 
‘on this occasion, attempt a formal discussion of these points, 
T propose, in order to illustrate, simply to show how vain 
and dangerous would be the attempt to hold on to the pres- 
ent system, under these great endgrowing changes, byftrn- 
cing its operation, under a single uspect, its bearing ov the 

Presidential question.” y „d 

In Oregon, too, we have an immense quantity | 
of territory which must very soon be embraced in | 
our land system, and our true policy is to extend : 
this road (varying it, if necessary, so as to make | 
a railroad of it} to the mouth of the Columbia river. | 
The lands in that country, or the proceeds thereof, | 
should be appropriated in the construction of the ; 
road. Itis a great national object, and intimately : 
connected with our commercial and agricultural | 
prosperity. I would have the road constructed out | 
of the Jand fund, out of the lands whose price 
would be enhanced. by its completion. By this, 
course we could avoid fastening it as a charge 

upon. the treasury, and also avoid connecting it 
with any gencral system of internal improvements. 
A railroad to the mouth of the Columbia river | 
would almost annihilate space between that point : 
and Washington city, would at once open that - 

country to the enterprise and industry of our rap- ; 
idly increasing population. L will -dismiss this ; 


i 


i 
| 


« Now, with these unquestionable reenits before us, Iii 


branch of the subject, after saying that the Cum- | argument of Mr. Payne, and claimed the authori- | 
berland road is so intimately connected and so | tes of Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 


closely interwoven with the lands ceded to this | 


Government by Virginia, and it has effected so | 


much in promoting the sales of those lands, and | 
the Government has so repeatedly held out induce- 
ments to purchasers to buy even second and third- 
rate landon the line of the road in preference to good 
lands ata distance from it, that Congress cannot 
yefuse’to complete the road without being involved 
in the most palpable violation of good faith. 


+ stiturtomaity and of expediency, and etted statistics 


| showing the amount of appropriations of Jands and 


Let those who profess to have constitutional 


i| scruples on this subject, examine it thoroughly in 


connexion with the Virginia deed of cession, and 
that provision in the Constitution conferring on 
Congress unlimited discretionary power in regard 
to the territory of the Government. Superadd to 
this the fact that the road originated under the Ad- 
ministration of Thomas Jefferson, than whom there 
never existed a more able and far-seeing statesman 
or purer patriot. Let them further recollect, that 
it was time and again sanctioned by General Jack- 
son, who, from year to year, signed bills making 
appropriations to this work; and also, that our 


the Constitution have, in every possible form, sanc- 
tioned this measure. I call upon our friends from 
the South to make no eaptious objections to this 
bill; not to permit sectional jealousies or selfish con- 
siderations to influence their vote; not to join in 
a crusade against it, because it may not square pre- 
cisely with their peculiar notions of constitutional 
construction. 

In conclusion, } would say to each member, let 
this Government be just; let it do right; let it keep 
its plighted faith; and, above all, let the old States 
“turn from the eror of their ways,” and seek no 
longer to oppress the West; for after 1850 she will 
stand on the floor of the American Congress in the 
tall might and majesty of her strength; and though 
she will certainly remember her friends, she may 
not quite forget her enemies, 

Mr, STANTON gave notice of the following 
amendment, which he should offer when in order: 

& Be it further enueted, Tat tor the completion of the 
nitttary road commenced in tae State of Arkiuras, opposite 
Majuphis, in Tounessve, there is hereby granted tu the t 
of Arkansas, 250,000 acres of publie inuds, or so much tere- 
Of us Muy be necessary, tO be selected by tbe Governor of 
suid Stato, and dispured of by the Legetatue thereof. 

si Ane be it furiier enacted, Tiat tae said road shall be 
surrendered to the State af Arkansas, and twe itive control 
thereof abali be vested in mud State to the same extent, aad 
upon the sine Conditions, as hereinbefore provided in ret 
erence to the Cumberinad road, and the States throug: 
which dt peses”? 

Mr. S. briefly explained and enforced the pro- 
priety of this amendment, 

Mr. PAYNI recurred to and vindicated the 
position he had taken, a few days since, with ref 
erence to the nature nud extent of the powers of | 
the General Government; yielding in this con- | 
| nexion for purposes of explanation to Messrs. TIB- | 
BATTS, STANTON, and B. MARTIN, | 

He Soe: wicompromisingly, this appropria- | 
tion for the Cumberland road, denying utterly its | 


eround—yielding for explanations to 
BCULENCES. and ROBERT SMITE. 
Mr. YANCELY, with reference to the claim set 
up iu favor ofthis appropriation, on the ground of 
contract on the part of Government, denied that, 
at least, nt the present tine, there was any obliga- 
j tian of this kind resting upon the Government; the 


Messrs. 


two percent. fund having iong-sinee been exhaust- 


i 
i 
| ed, and probably five tines that aniount of appro- 
| 


| 
| 
| 


been expended upon the Cumberland road about 


another gentleman, seven million dollars. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH interposed, and siated 
that the true amount was about six and a half mil- 
hon dollars. 

Mr. YANCEY. About six anda half million 
dollars; and by this bul there was further asked, 
by the amendment vilered , 3,986,792 acres of land! 


| 
| 
| He opposed the bill, both on the ground of con- 
$ 


otherwise, made by Government to the new States, 
in refutation of the charge of iliberality towards 
said States—yielding to Messrs. GEO. S. HOUS- 
TON, MeCLELLAND, WENTWORTH, and 
SCHENCK. 
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Jackson, and Van Buren, in support of the consti- 
tutionality of this bil. i 

Mr. PAYNE interposed, and (Mr. T. yielding 
the floor) said: By the permission of the gentleman 
i from Kentucky, Í am_ permitted to read an extract 
from the writings of Mr. Jefferson, which consti- 
tutes the shield which protected him in the sup- 
posed novelty of the doctrine advanced by him 
some days ago ‘This is the extract. 


most able statesmen and eminent expounders of | 


constitutionality, and objecting to it on every | 


| 
i 
| 
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printions having already been made. According | 
to a calculation he bad made, there had already | 


five million dollars; according to the estimate of | 


Mr. TIBBATTS replied to the constitutional j; 


i 


“ I consider the foundation of the Constitution, 
“as laid on this ground: all powers not delegated 
| «to the United States, nor prohibited by it to the 
i € States, are reserved to the States or to the people. 
| © To take a single step beyond the boundaries thus spe- 
< cially drawn around the powers of Congress, is to 
< take possession of a boundless field of power, no longer 
* susceptible of any definition”? 

The power to dig a canal, build a road, or im- 
prove a river, is not among the enumerated pow- 
ers. If, then, Congress attempts to do either, we 
take possession of a boundless field of power, no 
longer susceptible of any definition. 

My. TIBBATTS resumed, and. urged the obli- 
gation of contract to make these appropriations. 
He replied also to the arguments of Mr. Yancey 
with reference to the amount of appropriations 
heretofore made to the new States, yielding for ex- 
planations to Messrs. LEAKE and YANCEY. 

Without further proceedings, the committee rose 
and reported progress. 

Mr. BOYD offered a resolution providing that 
the debate on the bill should cease in half an hour 
after it should again have been taken up in com- 
mittee, 

Mr. VINTON moved that the resolution he on 
the table—ayes 46, noes 61. No quorum. 

A motion to adjourn was made; and the yeas 
and nays being ordered, the motion ‘was with- 
drawn. 

The question was then again taken by tellers 
on the motion to lay Mr. Boypn’s resolution on the 
able, There were, ayes 52, noes 56. No quorum, 

Mr. BARRINGER moved an adjournment. 
The yeas and nays were taken on the motion: 
yeas 50, nays 64. 

So the House refused tu adjourn; and a quorum 
voted, 

Mr. STANTON moved a call of the House. 

A motion was here again made that the House 
adjourn, which was carried—yeas 59, nays 55, 

So the House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 4, 1846. 

Mr. DIX presented a remonstrance of citizens of 
Wayne county, New York, against the renewal of 
, a patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which 
į was laid on the table. 
| Mr. D. also presented a petition of citizens’ of 
; Orleans county, New York, praying the abrogation 
| of certain Indian treaties; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Indian Affairs, 
| . Mr, DICKINSON presented a remonstrance of 
citizens of New York, against the renewal of a 
| patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which 
| wos Inid on the table. 
| Mr. EVANS presented the petition of Geo 
l 
f 
} 

i 
j 
i 
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ree 
rent 
on the 


W, Whitten, a soldier in the last war with G 
Britain, asking a pension; which was laid 
table, 

Mr, BREESE presented the petition of Benja- 
min Harris, praying the right of preémption to a 
certain tract of land in Hiinoiss; whieh was laid on 
he table. 

On motion of Mr, BARROW, the papers of 
John Cocke were ordered to be taken from the files 
uf the Senate, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Commit- 
ec on Private Land Claims, reported a-bill for the 
relief of Nathaniel Hoggatt; which was read, and 
the accompanying document was ordered. to be 
arinted, 

i Mr, PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of George W, 
i; Watton; which passed a first and second reading. 

| Mr. P. also, from the same committee, reported 
1 a bill for the relief of Caleb Read; which was read 
a first and second time, 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitting an adverse resolution upon the 
petition of Robert Butler; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The resolution, submitted by Mr. J. M, Cray- 
ron, in relation to the Oregon correspondence was 
again, oh motion of Mr. Č., passed by informally 

The resolution submitted by Mr. ASHLEY. 
that the Senate should hereafter sit on Frida ; 
was taken up, when it was withdrawn by Mr. z 
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The resolution, submitted several days since, 
authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to 
continue James G. Schott as a messenger, &c., 
was considered and agreed to. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the adverse report of the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims upon the petition of John Brooks; 
which was concurred in. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. | 
| 
F 


Mr. ATHERTON moved that the prior orders } 
be postponed, and that the: Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the report of the Committee on i 
Printing, in relation to printing an extra number |} 
of the report of the Commissioner of Patents; |) 
which motion was agreed to. 


| exactly patriotic to deny that we have a title of 
| greater or less validity to the country beyond that 
fine. Iam clearly of opinion that we should com- 
promise this difficulty on the boundary of 49°. I 
entirely concur with the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Wausster,] that such is the 
| Increasing public opinion in both countries, and 
| that it never can be settled on any other basis. ` I 
think it is very desirable that the public mind 
should as speedily as possible be made up to that 
result. 

Now, while I attempt to show that the practical 
view of the subject will bring us to this conclusion, 
a elose but candid examination of the question of 
title will bring us to the conviction that this is the 
only proper point. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the said report; when i 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted a few remarks in favor | 
of printing even a greater number of the docu- 
ment in question than proposed by the Committee | 
on Printing; also showing that the supposition 
that the national gallery of “ bugs and Fejee wigs” | 
was a part of the Patent Office, or an appendage || 
thereto, was a mistake; that the Patent Otice was |) 
distinct in itself, and contributed to the general 
treasury some $11,000 or $12,000 per annum, after 
paying the salaries of officers, &c., and an appro- |; 
priation of $300, made in accordance with an act |; 
of Congress, for the collection and purchase of 
agricultural statistics and specimens. Mr. A. con- | 
sidered it due to the agricultural community, that 
the valuable information contained in the Report of 
the Commisssioner should be widely diffused. 

Mr. A. having concluded, f 

Mr. CALHOUN moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the special order; which mo- į 
tion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 
of the special order, being the joint resolution of |: 
the Senator from Ohio, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give no- 
tice to the British Government of the intention of 
the United States Government to abrogate the con- 
vention for the joint occupancy of the Oregon ter- 
ritory, the resolutions of Messrs. Hanneean, CaL- | 
own, Crittenpen, and Coxeurrr, and the joint | 
resolution of the House of Representatives on the || 
same subject. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said that, before he proceeded | 
to the subject of the proposed notice to Great Brit- 
ain, he felt it his duty, under the peculiar circum- |! 
stanccs in which he was placed, to do that which, |: 
under ordinary circumstances, he should not be 
disposed to do—enter on a thorough and dispas- 
siopate investigation of the respective titles of the 
United States and Great Britain to the Oregon ter- 
ritory; and, in doing so, to state from his conscience | 
what he believed to be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth. 

The Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Asuiry,] in $; 
his speech delivered here yesterday, seemed (said 
Me. McD.) to consider the discussion here of the 
title of the United States, so far as respected what | 
a man might believe to be an iegitimate claim on |) 
our part, to be improper; and yet that Senator | 
himself, as well as various others on the same side, |: 
has gone fully into the question of title, and press- 
ed it to the extreme limit. Now, in the existing 
state of the negotiation, and from the course pur- 
sued by the President of the United States in sub- | 
mitting to Congress the diplomatic correspondence ;| 
of the Ministers of England and the United States, 
this has become a popular question. It is vain to | 
disguise it; and I fear that there is more to apprehend 
from difficulties presented by ourselves than from 
those which proceed from Great Britain. {tis my 
sincere belief that the public mind is laboring under 
a great delusion respecting the title of the United 
States; and the prevailing assumption that our peo- 
ple are unanimously in favor of claiming the whole | 
territory up to 54° 40! is founded entirely on the © 
fact that the discussion here and elsewhere has 
been confined, witha very few exceptions, to those 
who maintain our title to that extent. No Sena- `: 
tor on this side of the chamber has yet, I believe, i: 
uttered one word in opposition to the doctrine that 
the whole of Oregon is ours up to 54° 40'. It is | 
true that there has been a willingness indicated by 
some gentlemen to agree to a compromise of th 
parallel of 49°; yet it seems-to be supposed that 
although we may justly go as far as that, it ie not 
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. derived from it. 


| ed by Great Britain, which had been recognised | 


| mon, to all nations; rights which existed before 


| same rights of trade and of settlement in the coun- 


: Great Britain, and France, and Russia, and the 


| gentlemen who have participated in this discussion 


| pealed to the law of nations in support of the posi- 


|, have taken the trouble of bringing to the Senate a 
i! few books in which that law is stated, and which 


i; in dispute. | 
| always maintained, is, that mere discovery conveys 
| reasonable time by settlement. 


i as a duty they owe to truth, to state, if they can, 


‘The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Asuiey] dwelt 
largely, as the Secretary of State had done before 
him, on the Nootka Sound convention; but I must 
confess that I have never been able to see, either 
in respect to Great Britain or the United States, 
how so much importance has been attributed to 
that treaty. I agree with those gentlemen who 
hold that the war of 1796 between England and 
Spain terminated that convention, so far as any 
rights of Great Britain are supposed to have been 
Itis perfectly clear that the con- 
ventional rights of trading, fishing, &c., secured in 
that instrument—rights totully unknown to the 
law of nations—were terminated by the subsequent 
war in 1796. But there were rights paramount to 
that convention; rights on which the convention 
vas founded; rights which always had been claim- 


by the whole world, and which belonged, in com- 


the convention, and which exist now. Senators 
here have assumed that the convention of Nootka 
conferred rights on Great Britain which she did 
not possess before, and that she so understood and 
received that treaty; but my own opinion is, that 
he sentiment respecting it expressed by Mr. Fox 
n the British Parliament is the true view of its in- 
entand actual operation. Great Britain intention- 
ally limited her rights to such as she had enjoyed 
before the convention—tv such as she always (and 
rightfully) had claimed; for she always had the 


try as Spain had. 
IfI do not show, by the law of nations, that 


United States, all had the same right to settle at 

Nootka as Spain had, I will agree to abandon the 

question. | 
I have observed with regret that almost all the į 


seem to have relied for authority upon their own 
assertion: even when they might have readily ap- 


I 


tions they assumed, they have not done so. 


I consider as entirely conclusive on the question 
What J assert, and that which Great Britain has | 
no tite, unless accompanied or followed within a ! 


And I appeal to 
my friends on this side of the chamber, one and all, į; 


a single accredited writer op international law who 
lays down the doctrine that discovery, without set- 
ulement or possession, gives any title at all. Allow 
me to cite only one extract, from an author of un- 
questionable reputation, and universally referred || 
to as authority. I quote from Vattel: 


« AH mankind have an equal right te things that have not | 
yet fallen into the possession of any one; and those things 
rson who first takes possession of tem. 
inbabited, and 
„it may lawfully take possession of it; and, 
tly made known its will in this respect, 
ved of it by another nation. Thus, navi- | 
of discovery, furnished with a com- | 
sovereign, and meeting with islands or | 
4 rt state, have taken possession of them į 
in the name of their nation; and this title has been usually 
cted, provided it was soon after followed by a real pos- 


ithoutan own 
it has suffi 


going on 
j from the 


Bat it is questioned whether a nation can, by the bare 
act of taking} sion, appropriate to itself countries which 
it does not really occupy, and thus engross a much: greater | 
extent of territory than itis able to people or cultivate. H: 
is not difficult ta determine that such a pretension would be | 
an absolute infringement of the natural rights of men, and | 
pugnant to the views of nature, which, having destined |! 
the whole earth to supply the wants of mankind in general, | 


cept for the purpose of making use of it, and not of Nin 
others from deriving advantage from it: The law of nati 
will, therefore, not ‘acknowledge’ the ‘propel jā” só 

eignty of a nation over: any uninhabited ‘countrié: pt 
those of which it has really taken actual possession, in Which 
it has formed settlements, or of whieh it makes actual Wigs,’ 
In effect, when navigators have met with desert’ oi 


mere empty ceremonies everything on which maiiy 
of our public men, and even our Secretary of 


te 
have put.the claim of Spain, and, through ‘Spain, 
the title.of the United States in Oregon. Hae 
Spain; at a very carly stage of the investigation 
of this- continent, and yery far. south on. the.coast, 
did make discoveries and setup on the coast crosses 
and monuments; and to these they appeal in order 
to establish the Spanish title in the facé.of such an 
authority as I have produced, which pronounces 
all such claims mere idle pretensions. y 
There is one great historical fact in relation to 
the whole territory of Oregon, . Several gentlemen 
here, the Senator from New York especially, [Mr. 
Dix,] went into an interesting detail:of the early 


| discoveries of the Spanish navigators; but it is-a 


remarkable fact that, although the narrative-of the 
Senator was brought down from the very earliest 
ages of discovery, yet he was not able to point’ts 
to one discovery on this part of the coast before the 
year 1774 by Perez, and that by Heceta in the sub- 
sequent years, 1775 and 1776, which gave the Span- 
ish claim the only semblance of right. ` Previous to 


| that, Spain had not the semblance of.a right on this 


coast higher than California. 
But this is a question of such grave importance, 
and it is of such vast consequence, that the people 


| of the United States should rightly ‘understand it, 


inasmuch as in the issue they will to some extent 
have to decide upon it, that I shall not rest this 
upon my own assertion. I have before me a full 
collection.of all the discoveries of Spain upon the 
northwest coast, compiled, by, Mr. Greenhow, a 
gentleman in the office of the Secretary of State, 
under the orders of a former Secretary. Here we 
have it broadly and unequivocally stated, that from 
the first discovery of Nootka and its settlement in 
1789, no civilized nation made.any settlement upon 
that coast from the Bay of San Francisco up to 
Nootka; but that the whole country: lay open and 
unsettled. This is a point of greatimportance, and, 
as it is stated by a writer by no means unfavorable 
to the American claims in Oregon, I will take the 
liberty of reading an extract. [Mr. McD. here 
quoted from Greenhow’s book. ] ne : 

I have heard it declared by Senators who have 
manifested great zeal in maintaining our rights to 
the whole territory, and who spoke doubtless from 
a conscientious conviction of the supposed, correct- 
ness of their position, that the Spanish discoveries 
were valuable from their antiquity; and the Senate 
has been reminded that they were made three cen- 
turies ago. I have always understood’ that ancient 
possession consecrates title; but- how ancient dis- 
covery merely should create a title to térritory, I 
acknowledge myself totally incapable-to compre- 
hend. I should be glad if any-Senator would:in- 
form me what sucha doctrine ‘rests tpon:* Ii is 
vain to disguise the fact that this:Spanish title-froni 
discovery is one of the most. visionary figments 
that ever were brought forward by intelligent men 
on a great national question. I conscientiously be- 
lieve that if Spain were at this hour as much in 


i| possession of Oregon as ever she has been, her title 


to it would not be worth anything. 

In 1592, it is claimed that De Fuca discovered 
the straits which now bear his name. But there is 
no truth in the story. It is notorious that. Fuca’s 
account was not published till thirty years after, 
and that it is universally discredited by the Spanish 
writers. There is no evidence, in the archives of 
either Spain or Mexico, that such a voyage was 
ever made, or even that such a man as De Fuca 
ever existed; yet we are to receive as authentic:the 
narrative of a man who said to.a certain British 
captain that thirty years before he had made a voy- 
age into the Pacific ocean and returned, and whose 
account even of this was not published in England 
till twenty years more had elapsed. It has been 
well said that it is impossible De Fuca could have 


gives no nation a right to appropriate to itself a country, ex- | 


believed (as he said he did) that he had sailed 
across the entire continent and come out into the 
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‘Atlantic ocean. Nobody, in all the previous diplo- 
matic discussions respecting claims on. the north- 
west coast, has ever adduced De.Fuca’s narrative 
as furnishing any ground to be relied upon on either 
side. -~ It has always-been put out of the question, 

as a mere fable, Worth nothing, especially as the 

“Spanish authorities: themselves. wholly rejected it. 

o; the first.discovery, by Spain on the northwest 
coast was made, as I 1s ye said, in 1774. 


But our Secretary of State says that the whole | 


coast was constantly claimed by Spain as hers for 
three centuries; and he also says (1 do not know 
on what authority) that all the nations of Europe 
conceded the validity of herelaim. If there is any 
evidence of this in history, I should be happy to 
see it. The Secretary refers to an acknowledgment 
-of it by the Empress of Russia; but this, when ex- 
amined, amounts to nothing, Certain Spanish sub- 
jects complained to their Government that their 


right had been interfered with by the Russians; | 


the Empress says, in her reply to the Spanish re- 
-monstrance, that if it was so, she was very sorry; 
but she does pot say a word about the Spanish 
title, about which she probably knew as little. Yet 
this is the only evidence he can find that the title of 
Spain was admitted by the nations of Europe. The 
antiquity of discoveries, even admitting that they 
were made, destroys all claim founded on them 
alone. i 

In 1774 Perez discovered Nootka Sound, but 


very superficially. There was no exploration of | 


the country. In 1775 Heceta touched at the mouth 
of the Columbia, or at least visited tho litle bay 
into which it empties, and inferred from what he 
saw that there must be a river there, or else that 
the Straits o? Fuca must be in that place, for they 
had never then been discovered. (‘This voyage 
was not published till 1802.) Four years after Pe- 
rez, Captain Cook also discovered Nootka Sound, 
and fully explored it; and if mere discovery could 


create title, I think that the British claim on that | 


round is quite as good, if not better, than that of 
pain. Spain, as is well known, kept her discov: 
eries secret; and before these discoveries of Perez 
were made known, Captain Cook, the British nav- 
igator, discovered and explored Nootka Sound. 
"hat discovery was forthwith given to the world, 


: ot 
and the sound was frequented by the navigators of 


the United States, of Spain, and of Russia. It 
was not till the Spanish authorities in Mexico 
were informed that the Russians were making set- 
tlements in that quarter that Martinez was sent to 
prevent them, 

In 1799, one Meares, an English lieutenant, 
made a settlement at Nootka; and, according to 
his own account, purchased a tract of land there, 
and erected certain buildings upon it. On that 
fact, however, there is some controversy, It is 
quite immaterial whether what he built was a cot- 


tage or a palace; but, what is material, is that | 
which was afterwards done about the matter by į 


the Spanish and. British Governments. Meares 
presented a memorial to the King of England, in 
which he alleged that his ships had been captured 
and his settlement seized upon by the Spaniards. 
The British Government thereupon took inmedi- 
‘ate steps to avenge the injury and to restore the 
rights of her subjects. And here I shall call the 
attention of the Senate to the grounds on which 
Great Britain acted in this affair. She not merely 
claimed indemnity for the injury dones and dum- 


ages in money for the ships and property taken, | 


but she. claimed farther and mainly that Spain 
should renounce her false and ridiculous claim to 
exclusive dominion on that coast. She claimed 
‘then, as she has claimed since, that the country 


was open to settlement by all, and that Spain had | 


no rights there over the other nations of the world, 
because she had never made any permanent settle- 
ments. i A 

I bave been greatly surprised at the universal 
assumption made by gentlemen on this side of 
the chamber, who go for the latitude of 54° 40', 


that the convention of Nootka was understood | 
and intended to confer rights on Great Britain | 


which she never had before; and that, as that con- 


vention was-terminated by the subsequent war be- | 


tween the two countries In 1796, that war put an 
end to all the rights of Great Britain on that coast. 
I hold the precisely opposite opinion. Great Brit- 
ain contended that Spain had. no rights on that 
coast, except such as she could derive under the 
law of nations from her discoveries, and she has 
always been very scrupulous to maintain the right 


i of all nations to make settlements in that quarter 
of the world. In her convention with this Gov- 
ernment, in 1818, a clause was inserted reserving 
the rights of all other nations in Oregon, and not 
of Spain only, and she has always contended for 
the same doctrine. She has always denied that 
Spain obtained tide to the country from mere 
discovery, but that her own rights there were in 
all respects equal to the rights of Spain; and, 
therefore, the Nootka convention rather restricted 
the rights of England than extended them. Eng- 
land never had any other object on that coust 
bat the prosecution of the fur trade, and I still be- 
lieve that when the furs are exhausted and that 
| trade is over, she will, if let alone, abandon the 
country, though she may be induced, by our re- 
sistance, to hold on to it. : 

it has been said in the course of this debate, that 
Oregon is distant from the coasts of Great Britain 
not less than fifteen or twenty thousand miles; a 
country so remote it is hardly conceivable that she 
would desire to occupy for the purpose of coloni- 
zation, From the geographical position of Oregon, 
it will be seen that in no part of it which Great 
Britain claims, can a State by possibility be erect- 
, ed deriving its support from the mother country. 

So far trom conceiving, as my friend before me 
scems to do, that Spain possessed the right of sov- 
ereignty on all that coast, and that her right was 
only suspended by the treaty of Nootka, I beg 
leave to call the attention of the Senate to one or 
two remarks made in the How of Commons du 
ring the debute respecting thattonvention, Mr 
Fox, who was then at the head of the Opposition 
in Parliament, and against the Minister, neverthe- 
leas sustained the address to the King, and put 
himself on the ground that England should not 
merely demand indemnification for the property 
taken, but that Spain should renounce the absurd 
| title which she chumed to hold undera bull of Pope 
Alexander VJ, "he faet is undoubtedly true, that 
when she sont her navigators along the northwest 
| coast, it was not that she might thereby acquire a 


| country to which she already claimed a title of 
| three hundred yeurs’ standing, founded on a grant 
|| from the Pope. [Mr MeD, bere read some ex- 
tracts from a speech of Mr, Fox, iu the British 
House of Commons, in support of the views which 
he advanced. | 

Ho Various other members of Parliament concur- 
red with him in this view; and Mr. Pitt himself 
| declared that British subjects had been seized and 
their property. taken whale in a country to which 
they fad as clear a right as Spain and that the 
Spanish claim of exclusive sovereignty was wholly 
| unfounded, : 

l think I have now showh that Spain had no 


that Great Britain always denied that right from 
the moment when it came in conilict with her own, 
So far from admitting our claim under Spain to be 
valid, L sincerely regard it as of no value at all. 
In the discussions and correspondence which pre- 
ceded the convention of 1818, neither England nor 
the United States gave one moment's consideration 
to the Spanish title. It will be remembered, and 


tire for temporary relief from the tempest. At that 
ume no navigator presumed to approach the shore; 
and there is no evidence at all that Spain ever de- 


i 
li signed to setile in the country. I bave indeed 
|! heard some gentlemen say that the object of Great 

Britain in settling in Oregon was only to trade 
| with the Indians, but that the object of Spain was 
! to make agricuiuiral improvements. Where, 1 
i ask, is the evidence of any such thing? -If she 
wanted to make agricultural settlements and im- 
| provements, she had hundreds of thousands of 
acres fur more valuable and much nearer, south of 
that territory; but she never was able to profit by 
i] them, in an agricultural view, and I presume never 
| will be. . i 

In regard to the settlement at Nootka, it has 
been ingeniously urged here by the Senator from 


tide, but that she might examine and explore the | 


right to dus territory from her discoveries, and | 


| Arkansas, [Mr, Asuuer,] and others, from one of 
| the articles of the convention, that the claims of 
| Great Britain derived from that treaty were con- 
| fined to the coast north of Nootka, because Nootka 
i} was the most northerly settlement of Spain upon 
the coast. But what isa settlement? Settlement, 
according to the law of nations, means a body of 

| people settled in a certain spot with a view per- 

| manently to reside there. hat'was the settle- 
iment of Nootka? Meares, the Englishman, seems 
to have had some intention of settling there, for he 
went to the place and built houses; and another 
captain associated with him says that he intended 
permanently to reside there. But what was the 
settlement of Spain? It was the sending of one or 
two armed vessels to drive out the English, and - 
they took military possession of the spot. How 
long did they retain it? Up to the period when 

j ther possession was given up to Great Britain un- 

| der the convention, at which time it was distinctly 

| acknowledged that Spain had no title to the terri- 

i tory. J beg that Senators will read that conven- 

1 

1 


ji 
i| 
it 
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tion, and if they can find in it one word which im- 
| plies any greater rights in Spain than in England 
| to the sovereignty of the soil, I will agree to sur- 
| render the question. On the contrary, it is a treaty 
between those two nations, which implies on its 
very face that, in respect of title, they are ona 
pertect equality; that the subjects of neither shall 
disturb those of the other Power, and that the right 
of sovereignty shall remain in abeyance. Yet it 
has been assumed here in debate that the treaty of 
: Nootka was terminated by the war of 1796, and 
| that all the rights of England fell with it; because 
|, all those vights were imbedied and recorded in the 

letter of that treaty. But permit me to say, that 
i although we may succeed in blinding ourselves, we 
i cannot blind our adversaries; although we may 
‘| come to conclusions satisfactory to ourselves, we 
cannot deceive the world on this point. I will 
i believe, as gentlemen contend, that the convention 
, of Nootka was terminated by the war of 1796; but 
| I hold that the claims of Great Britain, instead of 
i being thereby destroyed, were just that much 
|i stronger. The convention, so far as it recognised 
ithe historical and Jegal fact that that country is 
i Open to settlement by all nations, has not been 
:repealed. ‘There stands the acknowledgment by 
i| Spain; and the delivery of Fort Vancouver in 1795, 
and the abandonment of the country by Spain, is 
| a clear admission of the principle in the treaty that 
(| the country is thus opened to settlement.” 

What are the results which follow from thé ter: 
mination of the convention? It puts both the par- 
ties to that instrument back to the position in which 
they stood before. In 1796 Spain abandoned the 
; country and never returned; since thenswe have 
| purchased whatever claim she had there. She 
ceded to us in 1819 all her rights, claims, and pre- 
tensions on the northwest coast. And whatdo they 
amount to? Claims and pretensions are nothing: 


i covery and settlement, Spain made her treaty with 
| us, ceding all her rights, claims, and pretensions to 
the United States. I regard, therefore, the claim of 
i the United States under the Spanish treaty as of no 
i; value at all, and if we had not possessed the right 
| of discovery by Gray, of exploration by Lewis 
H and Clarke, and of settlement by Astor, the Unii- 
En States could never have claimed the country at 
all. 

But I will dwell no longer on this point, but pro- 
ceed to take a view of the subject as it regards the 
limits of our title. I say nothing about the French 
itle. Some Senators are of opinion that the French 
itle to Louisiana extended to the Pacific ocean; it 
|; may be so, but I have never seen the evidence of 
it, Ifit does extend to the ocean, thenit fixes our 
i| boundary at 49°, My own opinion, however, is, 


| 
i 
i 
i 
f 


| 
| 
i 
i 


H 
that we have no title on that coast save under the 
i| discovery: of Captain Gray, and our title on that 
round, if not. “ clear and indisputable,” is such 
i, a8 we can stand on and fight on. 1 am aware, 
indeed, that there may be some difficulty in main- 
j| taining it. Some writers on the law of nations 
| Insist that rights of discovery can arise only from 
| explorations made by officers acting under sover- 
eign authority, and ‘it is contended that Captain 


i Gray, being only a private citizen, and engaged in 


| 
i 
| 
| 


a 
g 
a 


| 
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a trading voyage, and not a voyage of discovery, 
cannot be brought within that description. But, 
even if there were force in this objection, the sub- 


sequent exploration by Lewis and Clarke, which | 


extended up to the latitude of 49°, places our claim 
in an impregnable position, inasmuch as the dis- 


covery of Gray and the exploration of Lewis and | 
Clarke were followed within a reasonable and a | 


short time by the settlement of Mr. Astor. 


for L think that our title is very clear and satisfac- 
yat it is equal to the title by 


tory. ï do not say 
which we hold the soll on which this Capitol 
stands, but I consider it sufficiently clear. 
country to which it relates is in a wild unsettled 
condition, and E hold that whatever tide we have | 
to it forms a proper subject for negotiation and fair | 


compromise; by which I mean that we are not j| 
outh of the line of 49°, | 


bound to claim everythi 
but that some temporary advantages, with privi- 


Great Britain in that part of the territory. 
While I admit our title by the discovery of Gray, | 
I will now proceed to present some other reasons 
why I believe that we ought not to think of going 
north of 49°. Some Senators I know regard this 
Government as under 
a boundary what we have ourselves once offercd. | 
Leonfess this is not my opinion. I presume, how- : 
ever, that the doctrine wil not be carried thus far; | 
but presume also that there is no Senator who | 
does not believe that we may not with great pro- 
priely accept as a compromise that which has four 
times been voluntarily offered by our Government, 
and which extends to that part of Oregon beyond | 
which we never tll now proposed to go. We 
offered 49° in 1818; again in 1824; again in 1826; 
anl in 1844 we offered the same. We have never 
offered less. Now, T put it to Senators to say 
what would they think if Great Britain, instead of 
standing on the offer formerly made by her of the 
river Columbia as a boundary, should insist on 
coming still further south. t have been taught that 
itis our duty to do to others as we would that they 
should do tous. Sure lam that the blood of every 
Senator, of every citizen of the United States, 
would rise at once to fever heat, would get up to 
the war point instantly, if Great Britain should 
retract her offer of the Columbia and insist on 
coming south of that river. Why should not 
England feel inthe same way? This isnot a ques- 
tion of national faith: itis a question of prudence, | 


I | 
leges, &c., might properly enough be conceded to | 
| 


of wisdom, of policy, of equity between nations, ii 
In 1818 we had a revolutionary patriot at the head | 


of the Government, and the Cabinet by which he | 
was strrounded consisted of men who were all 

fresh from the scenes of the recent war; the pulse — 
of the nation beat high; and yet, under these eir- | 
enmstances, our very first offer was the parallel of | 
49°, Subsequently, under circumstances very dif- ; 
ferent, our offer was still substantially the same. L, 
ask, what new light has broken in uponus? What - 


new discovery lias been made? What new argu- || 


ment has been started? On what ground could we | 
vindicate our refusal to offer now what we have | 
offered before? Is our claim less embarrassed ? Is | 
the claim of Great Britain any worse? No; we | 
stand just as we did in 1818. Where did we stand 
then? On our right of discovery, followed by set- 
tlement. Our settlement was captured by England 
in the war, restored by her at the peace, and had 
then, I believe, been nearly if not quite abandon- 
ed. Lam not certain that we had a single citizen 
jn all Oregon, with the exception of Astoria. Thus, 
then, we stand: Great Britain in possession of Fra- 
yews river and the Americans with a few setters 
in the valley of the Columbia. 

Lo be brief, my position is, that the claim of 


Great Britain in Oregon is not founded on the, 


Nootka convention; for that gave her no tite at 


ajl, and rather marred any that she had; ut it is | 


founded on her discovery and scttlement of kra- 
zers river, which happens to ron to the parallel of 
i Rae | Fal p j 
499, If, then, we claun on the ground of having 
discovered the Columbia river, Great Britain has 


a claim equally good on her discovery of Frazers | 


river, If our discovery gives us the valley of our 


river, her discovery gives her the valley of her ;, 


river, 
i will now go further, and state my Views as to 
the possibility of an adjustment of this question. 


I hope our Senators and Representatives, and the 


entire people of the United States, will all take this | 
matter into serious and solemn consideration, for | 


I regret to be compelled to say that I believe we 


Thus | 


d 
i 
i 
| 
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i that he did not think it possible that Great Britain 
H 
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legal obligation to accept as 


j 


i 7 
| are at this very moment in more danger of being | 
l entangled in a war on this miserable question than. 
4 we ever have been before. J shall be most-happy 
: to hear any argument which goes to makè” our | 
|; title stronger; but, if my.view of the whole ground | 
| is worth anything, with a title such as ours, taken | 
(Lin connexion with the repeated offers we have 
j| made for compromise, I ask if any Senator can 
i| believe that England will ever adjust. this ques- 
tion on anything short-of 490 as a boundary? Is | 
there any one who believes she will ever accede | 


Arkansas (Mr. Sevir] had the candor to: admit | 


would ever recede up to 54° 40'. If so, then we 
must make up our minds either to settle this 
controversy on the parallel of 499, or go to war. 
I hold that this is distinctly the question of peace 
or wer. The question should plainly be put to || 
the people, whether they are willing that this con- || 
troversy should be settled peacefully and honor- 
| ably, by agreeing to that boundary, or whether we 


| 
| 
f 


| shall go into a war, which God Almighty alone : 
| knows when or where it will terminate. For one, I| 
i most sincerely believe that if a clear and brief view 

of our title, as it really exists, were presented to the 
people of the United States, and the question could || 
be put to every man whether he would give up the 
country beyond 49° or go to war, ninety-nine out |} 
of every hundred would declare in favor of 499, | 
Great God! Tam shocked at the cold indifference || 


with which some gentlemen have spoken of war. | 
Fadmit that when the national honor and the na- | 
tional liberty are involved, where any national 
right entering into the elements of liberty is con- 
cerned, } should never think of sitting down and 
counting the cost. The national rights must be 
preserved, the national liberty defended. But is 
| this such a question? Is this a question of na- 
tional honor? Where, and how? Do we make 
any sacrifice? If President Polk should to-morrow 
make the sume offer as was made by Mr. Gallatin 
in 1826, how would the honor of the United States 
be involved in it? Should we make a sacrifice of 
that honor by standing where we have twice stood 
before? Must the men of this day utterly disre- 
gard the ground taken and the offer made by those 
who were at the head of our affairs in 1812? To 
me it seems like putting forward undue and unbe- 
coming preteusions;-and £ should not much won- 
der if Great Britain should feel her honor some- | 
i what involved in this attempt on our part to extort | 
from her more than we ever demanded before, | 
is Crreat Britain less able now to maintain her f 
rights than she was then? Are we more able? fj) 
will not enter into the question of relative military || 
power. ‘The power of cach nation is great enough ; 
for any purpose. But I will say that never, since 
the foundation of the world, have two nations ex- 
isted, between whom a war would be so awfully 


{ 
| 


i destructive as a contest at this time must be be- |j 
| tween Great Britain and the United States. The 
| wars of antiquity were the wars of nations desti- 
| tute of commerce, without gunpowder, and without | 
steam, Lut a war between this country and Eng- 

| land, even if nota life should be sacrificed, nota i 
| city burnt, nor a battle fought, would, from the 
mere suspension of the commerce of both coun- | 
i tries, prove a war of vast and terrible desolation, 

| by which millions on both sides must be reduced 
| to destitution and misery. Ereally think that this | 
isa case in which it is perfectly proper that we | 
: should sit down and count the cost. The most |; 
prudent of men, if his honor is assailed, will de- || 
tend it, even at the sacrifice of his life; but if the | 
| question between him and another has reference || 


to our claim up to 54° 40"? 'Y'he Senator from || 


| mountains before they. attempt to settle 


-of Oregon. : : 
» Having now shown what I conceive our titleto 
| this territory to be, I am brought:to consider its. 
probable value. And if there ever was a county 
upon the face of the earth in which I-should co 
sider it a great misfortune for the poorest man’ 
settle—if there be any country in the world which 
‘has been blasted by God, which is utterly: destis: 
tute of all conceivable attraction, insomuch:as'to: 
be scarce capable of sustaining the life of human 
beings, it is this very territory of Oregon. » And 
yet this is the region which has been magnified 
into a perfect El Dorado, In support of this view, 
I will now call the attention of the Senate tò an 
extract from a work published, mainly at the in- 
| stance of the present. Secretary of State, then-a 
Senator. in this chamber, and which contains, as 
is generally admitted, the most perfect account of 
Oregon that ever has been’published. 

The Oregon territory is divided by two ranges 
of mountains, running in a north and south di- 
rection parallel with the coast. The first of these 
ranges, or that-of California, rans about eighty 
miles from the ocean; and the strip of country be- 
tween the mountains and: the sea contains about 
thirty-six thousand square miles, one-eighth or 


| one-tenth of which is fit for cultivation—that is; a 
| body of about four or five thousand square miles. 


As far as I can learn, this is the only portion of 
the whole territory on which a civilized human 
being can rest his foot with any certainty of being 
able to sustain himself by the pursuit’of agricul- 
ture. These mountains divide the country into 
three valleys, of which that next to the ocean is 
much the best. In this les the valley of the Wil- 


| lamette, on this side of which I believe there is not, 


as yet, one American settler. . Those who go there 
travel one thousand miles beyond the, Rocky 

ut 
hear what Mr. Greenhow says. [A quotation was 
read from the writer referred to.] 

A fine farming country, where it seldom rains 
between April and November! No corn can be 
raised in any part of all Oregon! And this is the 
picture of the best part of the territory for agri- 
culture! Then hear the same writer’s account of 
the next or second valley from the sea. [Another 
extract from Greenhow was read, Je © -> 

Here, between the Blue Mountains and the Rocky 
Ridge, ‘it never rains, winter or summer, save a 
short period in the spring.” [A laugh.} Now, I 
should like to know, what kindness there would be 
in a father’s persuading his son to go and settle in 
such a country. Even the famed-valley of the 
Willamette is not larger than one of the counties 
in Pennsylvania, and we have never had any indi- 
cations of a contradiction of what is here said, that 
the whole country on this side of it'is wholly unfit 


| for cultivation. 


I have thus given a description of the territory 
we claim—and which I claim—south of the parallel 
of 490. How is it beyond that line? What is the 
country we are going to war for? I. beseech the 
attention of my friends on this side the chamber to 
what I shall read; and I ask them whether. these 


| statements of Mr. Greenhow are to be believed, or 


we are to credit the new lights we are hereafter to 
get, after the railroad shall have been.completed? 
[A laugh.] Mr. Greenhow says: [Mr.Greenhow’s 
book was again quoted.) - S a 
If this were indeed a question involving the rights, 
and honor, and liberties of the country, } would fight 
to the death even for this miserable strip of barren 
soil, If the claim of Great Britain to it was per- 
fectly gratuitous and insulting, I would die before 


only to a small amount of property, it is a question || 

of prudence, a case in which he may properly con- || 
| sider whether he shall gain or lose by the prose- || 
cution of his claim. Ffa settlement of our contro- li 
: versy with England on the basis of 490 could li 
possibly imply a retraction of our rights from con- }; 
siderations of fear, none would be more against it |) 
than L should. But where all the grounds of dif- | 
ference can be settled in a peaceable manner, and ;; 
Į see that the practical difference between war and Hi 


peace will cost the country one hundred millions 3 
annually for at least five years, if say itis a clear i 
© question of profit and loss; and it is not extrava- i 
| gant to say that the amount of the national sacri- 
fice, so long as such a war should endure, will not 
be less than a hundred millions a year. This is 
the lowest sum at which, | believe, we can main- ; 
| tain the contest, and, as I am responsible to God, | 


i you cannot do so there. 


I would consent to abandon an acre of this waste; 
but as it is a mere question of property, of doubt- 
ful title, I feel very differently. Tor view the mat- 
ter as we may, there is much weakness in all our 
titles to a wilderness inhabited only by savages; 
possibly, if tested by strictly Christian principles, 
the title of both countries would be found in the 


| original inhabitants. I do not, however, doubt the 


title of civilized nations to unsettled country. fit for 
cultivation; but-l may be pardoned for doubting 
the right of a Christian people to drive off savages 
from a region fit only for savages. - 
You have taken possession here of a country 
capable of sustaining and raising into the highest 
; comfort and abundance a civilized community; but 
l It scems to me, then, 
‘that it behooves Congress well to consider not 
i only the value of the country itself, but the nature 


| 1 would not give one-tenth. part of it fer.the whole 


mar 
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and extent-of our claims to.it.. If E am not mis- 
taken; we are likely, if. we go to war for Oregons. 
to exhibit the rev ; 
nation fighting for an unprofitable wrong, 


r an, i spending 
blood and tréasure fora strip of barren 


and never 


r, and 1 say that there never were two 
nations who- were capable of. realizing,tat present 
and: prospectively, such, advantages from peace. 
Never. since the world was formed were there two 
nations’ who would make so great a sacrifice, by 
going to war, of the rights.and interests which the 
God-of nature had given them. What do we sé 
on the other side. of the Atlantic? A new era in 
the history of the world. L regard the proceedings 
of the British Parliament as of greater consequence 
than that country ever witnessed before, Never 
since the foundation of our world has any public 
measure produced so large an increase of national 
prosperity and happiness as. will flow from the 
great reform now in progress, should it happily be 


consummated. I hope to learn, and perhups by | 


the next steamer, that the bill of Sir Robert Peel 
to abolish the corn-laws has passed the House of 
Commons by such a majority as will ensure its 
passage in the Elouse of Lords. Should that 
measure prevail, Indian corn, wheat, all the cereal 
grains, cotton, tobaced—-no, not tobacco, because 
the duties: on it are so immensely high—all the 
great staples produced in this country will be ad- 
mitted into the ports of Great Britain’ [put it to 
my western [riends to consider how great a sacri- 
fice they will make of the interests and the rights 
of their constituents by involving the country ina 
war that must suspend and may destroy these 
advantages forever. 


Tam not one desirous to dwell on the calamities | 


of war, in order to deter my country from main- 
taining its just rights; butlet me say chat the great- 
est of all errors that emi be committed, either by a 
general or a statesman, is to underrate his adver- 
sary and the disadvantiges under which he must 
himselflabor in a war hecontemplates. be should 
endeavor beforehand fully to realize what will be 
the injury he may sustain, and what the sacrifice 
he must make. T should be glad to hear from the 
gentlemen who advocate here our rights up to 549 
40’, whether they believe it possible to adhere to 
that parallel and avoid a war. Is there a man in 
this Senate whoin his own heart believes or ex- 
pects such a course from Great Britain that in that 
ease we shall avoid war? Ifwe do go to war for 
54° 40’, Trust in God we shall have the fimmess 
to die by it, If. we go into such a war for such n 
thing, it must be upon the principle involved; and, 
if so, when can we stop? And do gentlemen stp- 

ose that this wat will be fought on the plains of 
recon? No: Great Britain may send her vessels 
to, the mouth of the Columbia and destroy our 
settlements there, (and this she can do iu less than 


six months,) but hee will not. be the course of this, 


war. If we go to war for such a miscrable desert 
as Oregon, it must be beeanse we are really fighi- 
ing for other causes which mutually inflame us; 
and it will be the most bloody, calamitous, and 
interminable war the world has ever witnessed. 
The war of the Revolution lasted seven years, and 


in what event can.gentlemen hope that this, war | 


Shall we be over- 
Are there any advo- 


will be of shorter, duration? 
coine in less time than that? 


cates of this war who believe that the United States |i 


can be conquered in less than seven years? ; 
And how will it be with England? When wil 


she surrender? Although gentlemen have made aj 


large estimate of her suflerings, sull this would be 
to hera mere military expedition to engage in a war 
ata distance. Her sufferings, in poini of commerce, 
may possibly be us great as ours, though her im- 
mense navy will doubtless prove a great protection 
in this respect. At all events, the war.would be 
one of mutual destruction, destruction of vessels, 
and, beyond all doubt, destruction of cities also. 
Rone can suppose that England. would invade us, 
or doubt that-we should invade her possessions, 
"The invention of steam and its application to war 
must have rendered it comparatively easy for her 
to force her way into our harbors and batter down 
our great cities. Ido not pretend to speak confi- 
dently on, this point, however, because Tam nota 
military man. f should suppose that a steamer 
might successfully pass any battery that can be 


olting spectacle of an enlightened: 


worth fighting. about, unless where. our honor is” 
learly involved. ; ; 

` Ihave said that there is no nation that can do 
us as much injury. by-war-as Great Britain. 1 will 
now go furthe 


» 


y 


erected. That a hazard, like this can be lightly 
esteemed by any man 1 can hardly bring myself to 


belicve. If war shall come, he deceives himself 
H and his countrymen who believes that it will not 
be one of the most fearfully destructive contests 
ever. witnessed. in modern umes. If rights and 
Phonor were involved, 1 say, once more, that all 
this would form but a secondary consideration. 
No nation ought to abandon its clear and indepen- 
dent rights to avoid any danger, how. great svever. 
But as i do in my conscience believe that, so far 
from our honor being in die least endangered by a 
peaceful seulement of this question on the only 


that “the honor of this Crevermnent and of this 
country, and the obligations the Government owes 
to the country, all demand that it shail be settled 
; od that line. A 
And now a few words on the question of notice, 
and I wili relieve the Senate. l'rom the views I 
i have now given they wiil not be surprised when I 
say that iff thowght the giving of dns notice could 
produce war, I should be against it in every possi- 
ble form; and, therefore, 1 shall vote for it iù that 
form which shall express most clearly the deter- 
mination of this Senate to support the President in 


settled. We caunat speak too strongly. 
heard with regret and 
who are in favor of such a compromise; say that 
they are ready to go for the noice in an voquall 
fied form. 
tice in a modified form? 
Lag 
are not the Presidents constitugonal advis¢ 
copsutute no part of the treaty-making power, may 


power., Butwe are his consututional advisers; he 


chamber, and deliberate and consult with the mem- 
bers, doing nothing without their consent; but-that 


| ground alone, as F understand, it was abandoned. 
1, for one, stil think it would be better for him to 
come here, that we might consult more frecly. l 


io sustain him. Mor one, I herc say that if a treaty 
should be sent us toanorrow, on the basis offered 
by Mr. Gallatin, L should go for it without hesita- 
tions and { wish to God that every Senator would 
do the same. With my convictions on the whole 
subject, if L were to involve my country ita war 
| with Great Britain for the miserable difference be- 
| tween 490, with the navigation of the Columbia, 
and 49° without it, £ should feel that] deserved 
‘the everlasting execrations of posterity, and espe- 
| cially of my own children, © 

Mr. BREESE rose and said: The honorable 
Senator from South Carolina had set out with de- 
ching that it was his parpose, in this discussion, 
togspeak the ttuth, theawhole truth, and nothing but 
the truth. And that the Senator had done so, ac- 
cording to his belief, he had no doubt. But the 
Senator had fallen into one great error; and know- 
ing the influence which it would exert upon the 


i 
i 
i 
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constrained to correct him upon that point, so that 
the correction might go out simultaneously with 
his speech. “The point to which he alluded was 

i in the authority whieh the Senator had’ quo- 


i fount 


ard toit would be the 


his course of action with re 


i there was an endeavor- to depreciate the country 
by exaggerating its defects and concealing its ad- 
‘vantages. To satisfy the Senate that the deserip- 
tion drawn by Mr. Grecnhow was far from being 
correct, he would state that the description was 
: written many years’ ago, when the country was 
ibut partially explored and almost aterra incognita. 
Recent descriptions, given by Dr, White, Burnet, 
i and others, who had’ made it their homes, gave it 
lan entirely diferent character, so far as applicable 
| to the region south of the Columbia rivers. 
| Mr, By said he would now present a picture of 
| a portion of the country north of the Columbia, as 


ł 
1 


lne we have ourselves: ever indicated, I believe | 


adjusting the difficuity on the only basis in which, | 
according to my judginent, itever can be amicably | 
l have | 
surprise some gentlemen |) 


Why will they not rather vote for no- | 
y y 


that the House of Representatives, who i 
santi 


have done well in giving the President such a: 
can do nothing in this matier without the consent | 
ofthe Senate. dn the times of Washington it was | 


customary, when treaties were under considera- | 
tion, for the President to come into the Senate | 


was found inevavenient in practice, and on that i 


want the President to know how far we ave ready | 


public mind, if uncontradicted, if it were to go! 
forth with the endorsement of the Senator, he felt 


| ted from Greenhow’s book, depreciating the char- | 
acter and value of the territory of Oregon, Though |! 
the country were not worth a rush, Mr. B. sid, | 


same; but it must be manifest to Senators that! 


‘found in. the second volume of Vancouver’s Voy- ; 


ages; which he-believed would satisfy the Senate 
that the Great. Giver of all good had nowhere 
spread outa more beautiful or desirable country. 
In May, 1792,.Vancouver. proceeded up the Straits 
| of Fuca, through Admiralty Inlet, to Puget’s Sound, 
spending several weeks in his exploration. — 
Proceeding from New. Dungeness, on the Straits 
| of Fuca, in the Chatham’s cutter and Discovery's 
'yawl, Vancouver says: : g 
“On landing on the west end òf the supposed, island, 
i and ascending its eminence, Which wag nearly a perpendicu- 


scape, aimost as enchautingly beautiful as the most elegantly 
finished pleasure grounds iu Europe. From the height w 
ure upon, our conjectures of this land being an is} 
situated before the éuiranee of an opening in the main land 
+ wereconfirmed. The summit of this island presented nearly 
a horizontu surtiec, interspersed with some inequalities of 
ground, Which produced a beautiful variety on an extensive: 
Lawn covered with laxuriany grass, and diversified with an 
vundance of flowers, 
Of fine tre and shrubs o 
fit bad be planted for the 
| from the nortmwest winds 
Witch were promiscuo 
Hud would have p 
sure grounds to he 
stopped to contemplate 
prospret no tess pias 
some gooseberric¢s und x 
wardhess.?? p 

Mr. B. said this was the long island at the open- 
ing into Admiralty Inlet to the northeast, and was 
visited on the Ist day of May, 1792. “The party 
then proceeded to Port Discovery, on the west side 
of this inlet, and the scenery is thus described: 


“The delightful serenity of the weather greatly aided the 
beantiful scenery that was now presented. The surtace of 
the sea was perteeny smooth, and the country before us ex- 
| hibited everyting that bounteous nature could be expected 
j to draw into oue paint of view. As we had no reason to 
huge that this country had ever been indebted for any of 

‘decorations to the hand of man, 1 could tiot possibly be- 
jeve that any uncultivated country had ever been discovered 
exhibiting so rich a picture. 

s Between us and this snowy range, (Mount Baker being 
in sights) the Fmd, which on the seashore terminated like 
that wo had kitely passed, in low perpendicular cliffs, or on 
benches of sand or stone, rose here in a very gentle ascent, 
and was well covered with a variety of stately forest trees. 
if ‘These, however, did not conceat the whole face of the coun- 
i try in one uninterrapted wilderness, but pleasingly clothed 
ts cminences, and chequered the valleys, presenting, in 
p miny directions, extensive spaces that wore the appearance 
| of having been eleared by art, like the beautifulishoid we 
|| bad visited the day before. As we passed along the shore 
|| hear one of these charming spots, the tracks of deer, or of 

some such aniual, were very numerous, and flattered us 
with the hope of not wantiag refreshments of that nature 
Whilst we remained in this quarter. A, picture so 
could not fail to cah to our remembrance cer 
and beloved situations in old England: 


vurions sorts, that seemed 
ple purpose of protecting 
tsis deiightiul meadow, over 
titered a few chumps ortrees, 
most ingenious designer of plea- 
ged more agrevably, Whilst we 
e-several beauties of atare, irt 
than unexpected, we gathered 
s ina state of considerable for- 


5 


certain de 


covery, in north latitude 489.7’, 
| Sevibed as having a great d 
says: ie 


“The country in the neighborhood of this port: may gen- 
erally be considered of a moderate height, although bounded 

on the west side by anountains cov 
which the land from the wate 
diversity by hills of gradual ascent. ` The ‘snow on these 
hills probably dissolves as the summer advances, for pine 
wees were produced on their very summits. On the ken- 
shore, the land generally terminated in low, sandy cliffs; 
hough, in some spaces of considerable extent, it ran nearly 
level from highwator-mark, The soil, for tit most part 
is a light sandy loam, in several places of very considerable 
depth, and abundantly mixed with decayed vegetables. 
The vigor and luxuriance of its prodnetions proved itto be 
a rich, fertile mould, whieh possibly might be.congiderably 
improved by the addition of the caleareous matter contained 
in the marrow stone that presented itself in many places. 
In respect to its mineral pro actions, NO great variety was 
observed. Iron ore, in its various forms, was, generally 
found.*? Š 


He then describes the vegetable kingdom, and 


remarks that such parts of it ‘ applicable to use- 
; fal purpos 


es appeared to grow very. luxuriantly.”? 
He then. says: i 
“This country, in an agricultural 


conceive, is capable of higi 


The port is de- 
epth ofi water; and he 


s edge rises in a pleasing 


point of view, I should 
is h improvement, notwithstand- 
ing the soil in general may be considered to he hight and 
sandy. “Its spontaneous productions im the vicinity of the 
ij woods are nearly the same, and grow in equal luxmi- 
ance, with those under a similar Wel in. Europe ; favor- 
ivg the hope that, if nutritious exotics were introdaced and 
eae uly attended to, they would succeed in: the highest 
degree. : 
“The mildness of the climate, and the forwardness of every 
ies Of plants, atlarded strong grounds in support of this 
opinion. Phe interruptions we ex périenced in. the general 
serenity of the weather, were probably no more-than were 
absolutely requisite inte spring of the year to bring forward 
the annual productions. These were tittended with no vio- 
lJenceof wind, and the rain which fell, although disagreeable 
to travellers, was not sò heavy as to beat down and destroy 
the first efforts ‘of vegetation.” 


He then describes the productiveness of the 
ceuntry m spars: 
The spare forctopsail yard was also very imperfect; 


ij 


| 
| 


| 
i 


j lar cliff, our attention was immediately ealed toa tants. 


Po the northwestward was a cop. 


pleasin 
ightlud | 


He thug describes the country about Port Diss 


y 


ered with: snow, tó“ 
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which obliged us to get the spare maintopsail yard up in its f 
room ; and it was a very fortunate circumstance that these | 
defects were discovered in a country abounding with mate- 
rials to whieh we could resort; having only to make our 
choice from amongst thousands of the finest spurs the world |) 
produces,” i 

He proceeds to say: 


“ To describe the beauties of this region will, on some peme 
occasion, be a very grateful task to the pen of a skilful pane-. 
gyrist. The beuuty of the climate, the INNUMERABLE pleasing 
landseupes, und the dbundunt fertility that unassisted nature 
puts forth, require only to be enriched by the industry of man 
with villages, mansions, cottages, and other buildings, to 7 ender 
if TE MOST LOVELY COUNTRY that can be imagined; whilst 
the labor of the inhabitunts would be amply rewarded in-the 
bounties which nature seems ready to bestow on cultivation? 

Mr. B. said he now apprehended, from the glow- | 
ing descriptions of a part of that territory, to which | 
the enterprise of our citizens had not yet been di- | 
rected, the Senate and the country, taking them in į 
connexion with the well-authenticated accounts of | 
it south, in the Willamette and Umqua valleys, | 
would be satisfied that Oregon was not a poor, 
miserable, valucless waste, but capable of maintain- 
ing its millions of people. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said, the description which he 
had given was taken from histories and geogra- 
phies which professed to give a description of the | 
whole country; the one which the Senator from | 
Hlinois had given was but a single view of a sin- | 
gle landscape, given by a mariner who was struck | 
with a beautiful exhibition of vegetable nature. 
In reading an account of the country given by Cap- | 
tain Fremont, he found that in many parts it was | 
totally unfit for agricultural purposes, though his į 
account was interspersed with romantic views, and | 
descriptions of beautiful scenes in the gorges of the | 
mountains; filled with flowers, but scarcely fit for | 
the production of anything else. H 

But he would remark, in regard. to Fuca Straits 
and Admiralty Inlet, that he was aware there was 
a small strip of country which was in some degree 
suitable for cultivation; but the description which 
he had given was beyond all doubt the correct de- 
scription of the country generally. At all events, 
he would be glad to hear any gentleman disprove 
it on good authority. He had given the same ac- | 
count of the country three years ago, and he had 
never yet heard a successful contradiction. He 
would also remark, that Sir Alexander Macken- 
zic, who had explored the whole country, described | 
it precisely as he had done. And he believed that 
even Mr. White, who was here as agent from the 
settlers in that country, had said a month ago that ! 
agreat deal of the country, for purposes of agri- 
culture, was not worth a fie. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 4, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday (without having been 
read through) was approved. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The SPEAICER announced the first business in 
order to be the resolution of Mr. Boyn, pending at 
the adjournment of the House last evening, pro- | 
viding that all debate in Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union on the bill to provide for | 
the continuation of the Cumberland road in the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, should termi- 
nate in half an hour after the bill should again have |; 
been taken up in committee. i 

Mr. DANIEL inquired of the Chair whether it 
would now be in andes to move that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole on the private cal- 
endar’ $ 

The SPEAKER said, not until the resolution, ;| 
which was itself a privileged question, should have 
been disposed of. j: 

The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
Vixron, that the resolution be laid on the table. 

And whe question being taken, the vote stood— ' 
ayes 53, noes 57. 

No quorum voting, 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of orde 
The resolution proposed that all debate should te 
minate in kalf an hour. Now, he desired to be 
informed whether the gentleman, who was entitled 
to the floor on this bill, had not, by the rules, a 
vested right to one hour ? 

The SPEAKER said it was competent for the |} 
House to limit the debate to any time it thought I 
proper. i 


Mr. SCHENCK. -But it 
rules of the House. ie : 

Mr. BOYD now modified his resolution so as 
to extend the timeto which the debate should be 
limited, from .half:an hour to too hours. : 

And the question having been. again taken by 
tellers on the motion of Mr. “Vinton, the vote 
stood—ayes 43, noes 62. EO T Teg SE 

Still no quorum voting... 

Mr. BO 
House. 

But a few stragglers having, in the interim, pass- 
ed between the tellers, the 
raised up to ayes’ 49, noes 65. 

So a quorum voted. 


And the House decided that the resolution should | 


not be laid on the table. f 
The question then recurring on the adoption 
of the resolution, 


Mr.. WINTHROP asked the yeas and nays, | 


which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Benton, 
Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brock- 
eubough, William G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, R. Chap- 
man, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collamer, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dob- 
bin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, 
Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac B. Holmes, Hough, George S. Hous- 
ton, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J, In- 
gersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 


D moved that there be a call of the | 


aggregate vole was | 


is a change of the} 


Preston King, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, | 


McClelland, McClernand, MceComell, Joseph J. McDowell, | 


James McDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Price, Reid, Relte, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 


Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, | 


Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Sykes, Thomasson, 
James Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, 
Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodruil, Woodward, Yancey, 
and Yell—si. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Bell, Blanehard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, 
Cranston, Crozier, Cuiver, Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, 


| Grider, Harper, Hilliard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 


Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll 
Leake, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, Me 
Marsh, Moseley, Niven, Pollock 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, St. 
John, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Trumbo, Went- 
worth, White, Winthrop, Woodworth, and Young—63. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House resolv- 
ed itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Coss, 
of Georgia, in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of bills on the private calendar. 


Daniel P. King, 
jenry, Melivaine, 


The bill for the relief of William Culver was | 
It was read, as was also the report | 
papers accompanying it, from which it appear- || 


first in order. 
and 

ed that Mr. Culver. entered into a contract with 
the Government. to build a custom-house in New 
London, in Connecticut. In the execution of his 
contract, it was found he had to go much deeper 
for a foundation than was set forth in the specifi- 
cation of the architect; and that, under the instruc- 


tions of the public officers appointed to superintend į 


the work, the walls were made thicker, and work 
was done beyond the specifications upon which the 
contract was based. "he bill grants $1,317 21 in 
full for the extra work and materials. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, a member 
of the Committee of Claims, and who reported the 
bill, gave a full and clear statement of the facts in 


: the case, and of the merits of the claim. 


Mr. BOWLIN opposed the bill; and his objec- 
tions having heen answered by Mr. ROCK- 


| WELL— 


It was laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with the recommendation that it pass. 
BOUNTY ON FISHING VESSELS. 


The bill for the allowance of the usual bounty 
to the owner and crew of the fishing schooner Suc- 
cess, lost at sea twenty days before she had com- 


‘pleted her fishing voyage of four months, next :; 


came before the Flouse. ; 
The bill was opposed by Messrs. GORDON, 


ji DANIEL, BOWLIN, and HOUSTON of Ala- |: 


bama, and wag supported by Messrs, HAMLIN, 
DANIEL P. KING, WILLIAM W. CAMP- 


: BELL, J. A. ROCKWELL, and McCLEL- 


LAND. 

The debate on this bill continued several hours, 
and assumed an interesting and important charac- 
ter. it turned upon the expediency or inexpe- 
diency of the bounty now allowed by Jaw to small 
vessels engaged in the fisheries on the northeastern 


Rathbun, Rhett, Julius | 
Schenck, | 


i 
| 


i 


i 
1 


; not be paid by collectors. 1 
| allowance commence in 1798, and continue down 


i 


{coast of America, as an encouragement, or rather: 
_school, for raising seamen, who afterwards Tay be: 
of very great value in the naval service, andin the 
foreign commerce of the country. : 7 
. As the debate on this bill has’ not terminated 
“and there seemed to be a want of information a: 
to the. laws and usages upon the subject,:the fo 
lowing short abstract has been compiled io 05s% 
By the acts of 4th July, 1789, and of. 16th Au: 
gust, 1790; an allowance per quintal or barrel was 
made on the exportation of dried and. pickled fish; 
-in lieu of a drawback of the duties paid on the iii: 
portation of the salt employed and expended-in 
curing the fish. : - : 
- By the act of the 16th February, 1799, this.al-’ 
lowance or drawback was commuted into an allows 
ance or bounty, per ton, according to the size of 
the vessel, on all vessels that should be employed 
at least four months at sea, in carrying on the Bank 
and other cod-fisheries, between the Ist March 
and the Ist December, in any year; and’by the 6th 
section of the act of 2d May, 1792, this bounty was 
increased by an addition of 20 per cent. The act 
of 16th February, 1792, was limited to seven years, 


i and by the act of 12th April, 1800, it was continued: 
| in force until the 3d March, 1811, when it expired. 
: It was supplied and renewed by the act of 29th June, 


1813, which also increased the bounty per ton of 
the vessel. This act was to cease one year after 


| the close of the then existing war with Great Brit- 


ain. On the 9th February, 1816, (after the war had 
closed,) the act of 29th June, 1813, was made per- 
manent, and is now in force. . By the act of 3d 


: March, 1819, the bounty was again changed, and 
; was established es follows: For vessels of more 
i than five tons, and not exceeding thirty tons, $3 50 
| per ton; if above thirty tons, $4; and if above thirty 


tons, and having had a crew of not Jess than ten 


| persons, and having been actually employed in the 
| cod-fishery, at sea, for the term of three and a half 


months, at the least, but. less than four months of 
the season, $3 50. Provided, that the allowance to 
one vessel, for the whole season, shall not exceed 
$360. This is the rate of bounty now allowed. 

By an act of lst March, 1817, bounties are dis- 
allowed, unless the officers and three-fourths of the 
crew be citizens of the United States, or not sub- 
jects of any foreign State. And by an act of 4th 
April, 1818; vessels detained by unlawful seizure 
are to be allowed the time of such detentionin com- 
puting the four months sea-service, &c. 

The last act upon the subject was passed: May 
25, 1824. It provides forthe payment of the boun- 
ty on vessels lost at sea, or wrecked returtiing to 
port, after having completed the fishing term of four 
months. 

A very large number of special acts have been 
passed by Congress forthe allowance of this boun- 
ty, In cases where, from wreck, loss at sea, or 
other casualties, accidents, or omissions, it could 
These special acts of 


to the present time. 
Whilst Mr. MeCLeLLAND was yet speaking, 
some conversation took place on a point. of order 


| between Mr. G. W. JONES and the CHAIR, 


which was disposed of without appeal, 
A second point of order was then raised by 
Mr. G. W. JONES, that there was no quorum 


| present, and that it was not competent, therefore, 


for the committee to do business. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, as the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. McCietianp| was address- 
ing the committee, there was no mode by which 
the Chair could ascertain whether there was, or 
was not, a quorum. The Chair therefore was 
bound to consider that there was a quorum, 

Mr. JONES appealed from this decision. 

And on this question, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
the vote stood—ayes 68, noes 16. 

No quorum voting. 

Whereupon the House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 0 J 
MONDAY, April 6, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Department of War, in rela- 
tion to the relative capabilities of the. harhors 
| between Erie and Buffalo, on Lake Erie, of being 
| made ports of entry; which was referred to the 

Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Johnson, 
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Courtis, &.Co., merchants in Boston,. Massathu- 
setts, praying the reimbursement of duties illegally 
exacted by the collector of that port; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented several petitions, 
praying an alteration of the Constitution, so as to 
abolish slavery; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the memorial ofJos. T. 
Barclay, proposing a plan for preventing. fraud- 
ulent reductions in the coinage, and its deprecia- 
tion by abrasion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. DIX presented a remonstrance of citizens 
of Onondaga county, New York, against the re- 
newal of a patent heretofore granted to Jethro 
Wood; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. D. also presented a petition of citizens of 
Orleans county, New York, praying the abrogation 
of certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented the memorial 
of the Connecticut Academy of Arts and Sciences, 
praying the publication by Congress of additional 
copies of the scientific works of the late exploring 
expedition, for the benefit of literary institutions; 
wien was referred to the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee or the Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill to attach 
to the Fort Wayne land district certain tracts of 
land, lying within the limits of that district, which 
are not now attached to any district, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Harriet 
Ward; which was read a first time, and the report 
ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL ORDERS OF TIE DAY, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the act to change the distribution of duties among 
the several naval bureaus; which was read a third 
time. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON inquired of the ehair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, whether 
any chango of any of the chiefs of the bareans 
was intended, or any transfer of them contempla- 
ted by the bill? 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, in reply, said that he did not 
see that the subject of inquiry by the Senator from 
Delaware had aught to fo with the object of the 
bill, and explained that it provided simply for an 
arrangement or distribution of the duties, in such 
manner as to connect those subjects which proper- 
ly and naturally come under the same class, which 
was not the case under the present arrangement, 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted some farther || 


remarks, objecting to any course by which a civil- 
jan, or any other than an individual practically 
acquainted with the nature and extent of the ne- 
cessities of the naval serviec, should be placed at 
the head of any of the bureaus in question; or to 
any other change of duties which would impose 
upon Commodore Morris, the present able Chief 
of the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and 
Repairs, additional and more: onerous duties than | 
those now performed by him, without an adequate |) 
increase of salary, Mr. C. was under the impres- 
sion that it was intended to transfer the above gen- 
tleman to the head of the Bureau of Ordnance, | 
under the proposed change of the distribution of |! 
duties, placing him in a situation in which he would 
be compelled to perform not only his present du- 
ties, but all, or nearly all, of those performed by | 
the late Commodore Crane, and this without any 
additional pay., He objected to the principle of || 
employing civilians, in preference to old Commo- |} 
dores who had seen service, and had perhaps been | 
wounded, and who might he better employed on | 
shore than at sea, A charge had been imposed | 
on the treasury by the removal of Captain Shu- | 
brick from the superintendence-of one of these bu- i 
reaus, to the navy-yard, in order to make way for 

a citizen. If such was the intention of the bill, 


. THURSDAY, APRIL 9, 1846. 


“New Senrs....No 39. 


=: SPECIAL ORDER. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN moved that the prior òr- 
ders be postponed; and that: the Senate proceed. to 
the consideration of the special order; which was 
agreed to. 
[A message in- writing was received from the 


| President of the United States. ] 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution, &c. 


THE WASHINGTON TREATY. 


Mr. WEBSTER then rose and said: It is alto- 
gether unexpected to me, Mr. President, to find it 
“my duty here, and at this time, to defend the treaty 


accompanying the negotiation of that treaty. 
is a past transaction. Four years have almost 
elapsed since that treaty recéived the sanction of 
the Senate and became the law of the land. While 
before the Senate, it was discussed with much 
earnestness, and very great ability. 
cation it received the votes of five-sixths of the 
whole Senate—a greater majority, I believe I may 
say, than was ever hefore found for any disputed 
treaty, From that day to this—havine hada hand 


| in the negotiation of that treaty, and feeling it to 


be a measure with which my own reputation was 
intimately connected—TI have been willing to Jeave 
| it to the judgment of the nation. There were, it 
is true, str, some things of whieh F have not com 
plained, and do not complain, bat which, never 
theless, were subjects of regret. The documents 
| accompanying the treaty were voluminous. ‘They 
were not published to any greatextent. The treaty 
itself got before the public improperly and by 


Atlantic const, there are few of the public prints of 


occasion to any great extent. 


plained of, could have been known and read by 
every one of my fellow-citizens from east to wesi, 
and from north to south. But it was impossible. 
Nevertheless, in returning to the Senate again, 
nothing was farther from my purpose than to re- 
new the discussion of any of the topics discussed 
and soettled-at that time; and nothing was farther 


i from my expectation than to be ealled upon. by 
any sense of duty to my own reputation, and to ii 


truth, to make any observations upon the treaty, 
with the correspondence. It has now happened 
that in the debate on the Oregon question, the 


that treaty, and, I believe, every part of it, have 
been the subject of disparaging, disapproving, 


| sometimes contumeltous remarks in one or the 


‘Louse of Congress. Now, with all my in- 
disposition to revive past transactions and make 
them the subjects of debate here, E suppose that it 


į could hardly have been expected by anybody that 


J should sit here from day to day, through the de- 
bate, and through the session, hearing erroneous 
statements, entirely erroneous as to matters of fact 
and deductions from these supposed facts 
erroneous, all tending to produce unfavorable im- 


| pressions respecting the treaty, and the correspond- 


ence, and everybody who had a hand in the 
treaty. I say, it could hardly have been expected 
by anybody that I should sit here and hear all 
this, and keep my peace. The country knows that 
Tam here. They know what I have heard, again 


ing, 
swer from me, why, shall we not hear in all the 
contesis of party and elections that this is a fact, 
because it has been stated where and when an an- 
swer could be given, and no answer was given? 
It is my purpose to give an answer. 

Mr. President, in the negotiation of 1842, and in 


| the correspondence, I acted as Secretary of State 
į under the direction, of course, of the President of 


he objected to it, and called for the yeas and nays 
on its passage. | 


39 


the United States. 


of Washington of 1842, and the correspondence | 
It | 


For its ratifi- | 


piecemeal, We know that it is unhappily true, f 
that away from the large commercial cities of the | 


the country that publish documents on such an) 
I might have felt a | 
i natural desire, that the treaty, so much spoken 
f against, and the correspondence, so much com- 


treaty, and, I believe, every article of it, and the | 
correspondence accompanying the negotiation of | 


qui teas! 


and again, from day to day; and if statements of | 
fact wholly incorrect, are made here, in my hear- ! 
and in my presence, and no reply and no an- | 


But, sir, I shrink not from the! 


responsibility of anything T have ever done under 
any man’s authority. Wherever my name.stands, 
I am ready to answer it, and to defend that with 
which it is connected. I am here to-day to take 
upon myself—without disrespect tõ the f Ma- 
gistrate under whose direction I acted—for the pur- 
poses of this discussion, the whole responsibility 
of everything that has my. name connected with. it 
in the negotiation and correspondence: P 
Sir, the treaty of Washington was, not entered 
into to settle any—or altogether for the purpose of 
l| settling any-—new, arising questions. The matters 
embraced in that treaty, and in the'correspondence 
accompanying the negotiation of that treaty, had 
been interesting subjects in our foreign relations 
for fifty ycars—unsettled for fifty years—agitating 
and annoying the councils of the country for fift 
years. And my duty, then, in entering upon suc 
remarks as I think the occasion calls for in regard 
to one and all of these topics, will be: to treat the 
subject, in the first place, historically—to show 
when the subject arose—what has been its progress 
in the diplomatic history of the country; and es- 
pecially to show in what posture each of those im- 
portant subjects stood at the time when William 
Henry Harrison acceded to the office of President 
of the United States, That is my purpose. I do 
not intend to enter upon any crimination of gentle- 
| men who have filled important’situations in -the 
Executive Government in the earlier history of the 
country, and in the more recent history of the coun- 
try. But I intend to show, in the progress of this 
discussion, the actual position in which things were 
left in regard to the topics embraced by the treaty, 
and the correspondence attending the negotiation 
of the treaty, when the Executive Government 
devolved upon General Harrison. ; 
Now, sir, the first of these topics is the question 
of the northeastern boundary of the United States. 
The general history of that question, from the 
peace of 1783 till this time, is known to all public 
men of course—pretty well understood by the great 
mass of informed men throughout the country. I 
shall allude to it but briefly.” ci i. ws 
Here Mr. Wensren.proceeded to present a con- 
densed statement of the history:of the negotiations 
touthing this northeastern boundary, from the ear- 
liest period down to the commencement of Mr. Van 
Buren’s Administration, in order to show that the 
question wag one of inherent difficulty, in which 
i| no Administration had made any progress towards 
a settlement. Not one had adyanced a single step 
towards such a result. General Jackson had ex- 
pressed his hopes that the question would be set- 
tled, but he had effected nothing towards a settle- 
ment. Mr. Van Buren, in his first Message to 
Congress, represented this question, in point of 
importance, as transcending any other“ question 
connected with the foreign relations of the coun- 
| try, and expressed his ardent hope that it might be 
speedily settled. He (Mr. Wesster) would show. 
that when Mr. Van Buren went out of office, he 
i| left the question quite as far from settlement.as-he 
|i found it, and a liule farther from it. In his bhum- 
| ble judgment, if any advance was made, it was.an 
advance backward; by which he meant to.say, that 
when Mr. Van Buren went out of office, the ques- 
tion had become so complicated, by successive 
series of diplomatic correspondences and arrange- 
ments, that there was a mesh—an_ entanglement— 
about it, which rendered it far more difficultio pro- 
ceed with it than if it had been ‘an open and fresh 
question for diplomatic correspondence. -In order 
to establish these assertions, he would be obliged 
to ask the patience of the Senate to indulge him in 
something more of reference to documents than 
was his custom in public debate; because his desire 
was to present to the couniry, if he might, as well 
as to the Senate, the grounds and reasons, drawn 
from the history of the country, of what he might 
now have an opportunity to say. Mr. W. then 
went on to quote from Mr. Van Buren’s second 
Message; the diplomatic correspondence between 
H Messrs. Fox and Forsyth, in Senate document No. 
|, 819, 2d session 25th Congress; Senate document 
| No. 508, vol. viii, Ist session 26th Congress; Mr. 
Van Buren's Message, December, 1840. From 
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this historical sketch of the diplomatic correspond 
ence between the two Governments during the Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Van Buren, he (Mr. W.) con- 
tended that the whole question was brought into 
as pretty a little diplomatic entanglement as any 
one might choose to look upon of a summer's day 
one which would have taken Richelieu, Talley- 
rand, Nesselrode, and Metternich, to have unravel- 
led. Such, indeed, was the deplorably confused 
and complicated state of the question; such the ut- 
ter hopelessness of adjustment—constantly rece- 
ding, until they would soon have lost sight of each 
other—that Lord Palmerston declared that he had 
not the slightest expectation of a settlement till 
there would be a change in the Administration of 
the Government of the United States. À 

When Mr. Van Buren sent in his last Message’ 
to Congress on the subject, General Harrison was 
elected. A great struggle was then going on be- 
tween the great political parties in England; but 
Lord Palmerston, mindful of his official duties to 
the last, sent over new proposals, with his objec- 
tions to the counter draft of Mr. Forsyth—all the 
seventeen articles of which he rejected, with the 
exception of a single one. This, therefore, may be 
called one step towards a settlement. 

In August, 1840, Mr. Forsyth had sent in his 
counter project, suggesting exploration and arbitra- 
tion. No answer from Myr. Fox was to be found 
on the files of the Department; but the contents of 
a letter from Lord Palmerston to Mr. Fox were 
disclosed in a debate in the British Parliament. It 


had been thought useless to communicate this letter į 


to the United States while Mr. Van Buren re- 
mained in office. 

This was the style in which the Whigs in Eng- 
land, and Mr. Van Buren here, left this question. 

That was the state of the controversy at the 
death of General Harrison—an occurrence which 
he very much regretted on public account as well 
as personally. te (Mr. W.) came to the conclu- 
sion that it was worse than useless to persist in 
that form of settling the question. As far back as 
1838 Mr. Van Buren wrote to the Governor of 
Maine in reference to the sentiments of the people 
of Maine. He (Mr. W.) saw the difficulty of 
calling on the State of Maine to agree to an ar- 
rangement by which she should part with territory 
and jurisdiction; and that consent was required be- 
forehand. But he confided in her, that she would 
do all that patriotism and a sense of duty required; 
and unless some change in the course of negotia- 
tion was made, it was hopeless to expect to settle 
the question in any reasonable time. It had been 
said a hundred times that Maine was coerced into 
an agreement; but that was absurd; for no con- 
ventional line could be agreed upon without her 
consent. 

Mr. W. then proceeded to show the grounds 
upon which the suggestion was made through Mr. 
Fox to the British Government, that the true way 
to settle was by compromise and a conventional 
line, and read a letter addressed to the Department 
of State fron Mr. Everett; also a letter from the 
Department of State in reply. When it was learned 
that Lord Ashburton was coming, with authority 
to settle that and other questions, the United States 
Government saw the necessity of getting the States 
to consent to a conventional line. The Legislature 
of Massachusetts was then in session at Boston, 
and the Governor recommended the adoption of 
resolutions in favor of the appointment of commis- 
sioncrs to represent Massachusetts, which had an 
interest in the dispute to the extent of the lands 
claimed by her—Maine certainly having a much 


more peculiar and delicate interest, as not only ter- į 


ritory, but the right of government was hers. 

A letter was addressed from the Department of 
State to the Governments of those two States, draw- 
ing their attention to the truc state of the question. 
Mr. W. here read a portion of this letter, and ob- 
served, that, on receipt of that letter, the Governor 
of Maine, now an honorable Senator there, [Mr. 
Farrrimyp,] acted promptly, assembled the Legis- 
lature of Maine, and laid ‘the communication be- 
fore them. 

Mr. W. here read a series of resolutions passed 
by the Legislature of Maine in response to the 
communication. The State of Maine, he said, 
was invited to. consent to a line of compromise for 
equivalents and fair considerations; and, as she 
senther commissioners to Washington, and through 
them assented to all that was done; it was absurd 
to complain of that treaty. But there were those 


i 
| 


i another El Dorado. 


| 
li 


|| who thought themselves better able to take care of 


Maine than Maine herself—who had it constantly 
in their mouths that Maine was robbed of a por- 
tion of her territory, and coerced:into compliance; 


| citizens, who were invited to come and make a 


several substantial advantages. Mr. W. here en- 
tered into a minute statement of the difficulties of 
running the line of boundary 700 miles: in length. 
He stated the various points in dispute, and said 
one of the principal difficulties was, that Maine, 


the territory on one side, whilst the United States 
owned none—each of the three States having an 
interest in the matter to the extent of their terri- 
tory. . The difficulty was, to please all. It was 
not to be expected by the Maine commissioners 
| that they were to give up nothing; they could not 
hope to gain new advantages, and at the same time. 
be left in possession of all they claimed. How 
could they call that. compromise?) Maine expected 
nothing of the kind. There were people who said, 
| in her behalf, that she was deprived of a vast tract 
of valuable territory. Not a word of truth was 
i there in that. Such persons were more careful of 
the interests of Maine than she was herself; andin 
that whole State there would not be found ten în- 
telligent, candid men, who would complain, who 
| ever did complaim, or who at this moment would 
| be willing to place Maine ag she was, in possession 
of her wilderness, at the cost of the navigation of 
the St: Joln, and the other solid advantages de- 
rived from the treaty. The whole proceeding on 
| the part of the United States was hus far wise, 
| discreet, and proper. It was wise to endeavor to 
| put an end to the almost interminable aH by 
| correspondence about arbitration and Wek oration, 
| and which had bailed every preceding Administra- 
| tion. It was settled, however, and settled without 
anything being done indiscreet, improper, regard- 
less of the rights of Maine, or unpatriotic, and he 
thanked God that it turned out to be so successful. 
But how stood the account with Maine, about 
whose Joss so much miscrable talk had been used ? 
She had parted, it was true, with a portion of land, 
but what was it worth? He did not mean to un- 
dervalue it. It had been, like Oregon, held up as 
The truth was, it was almost 
entirely worthless, and, as a friend of his just sug- 
gested to him, at that moment it was covered with 
five feet of snow. Mr. W., here read a description 
of the country from Captain Tompkins’s report, 
| With that portion of land Maine had parted by her 
! own consent, for which she received, in the first 
place, from the treasury of the United States, 
i $150,000, its estimated value—a sum greater than 
i she could make of it in fifty years. Yn the next 
| place, the Government of the United States agreed 
| to pay the expenses of her civil posse, and the cx- 
| penses of her survey, which was $200,000, and she 
hopes to receive $100,000 more; so that Maine got 
| $450,000 in cash. Along with this, she acquired 
the navigation of the St. John’s, one of the most 
respectable.rivers of North America, and which, 
as a channel of navigation, he (Mr. W.) confessed 
he had much underrated. Much had been said of 
| the navigation of the Columbia, but the St John’s 
was worth a hundred of it. It was a river with a 
| mouth to it, and he believed his friend from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Sevier] did not think a river anything 
withouta mouth to it. It was navigable to the 
ocean, and its sources touched the very finest por-. 
tions of Maine, among the rest the valley of the 
Aroostook. Itgave them the means of floating the 
fine timber found on the Allegash, the St. Francis, 
the Madawaska, &c., to the ocean; and he would 
confidently say the value of that far exceeded the 
value of the furs sent down the Columbia to Van- 
couver’s Island every year. 

Mr. W. here quoted the authority of a gentle- 


: son Bay Company was $300,000; and also cited 
ithe authority of Mr. McGregor, of the Board 
of Trade in England, to show that the value of 
the fur trade of the Hudson Bay Company, west 
of the Rocky Mountains, was but $138,000-an- 
: nually, and of this, only $20,000 worth were_sent 
| down the Columbia to Vancouver’s Island. From 


i that it was clear that the right to carry down the 


| St. John’s the raw and manufactured ‘articles, the 
timber, and the agricultural produce of Maine, was 


HE s Toe A 
fT incomparably more val 


but the fact was, that four of her most distinguished | 


| compromise, and who did so understandingly, gave: 
| their consent; and well they might, as they gained” 


Massachusetts, and New Hampshire, owned. all. 


|| importantas a connexion 


| man from Missouri, now in this city, to the effect. 
i that the annual value of the fur trade to the Hud- 


le than the Vaunted nay= 
igation of- the. Columbia; and he thought the com- 
missioners of Maine were right, entirely yt 


quisition in the navigation of the St. John’s. k 
There was another class of objections to which 
he wished to say a few words. ` It had often’ heen 
suggested that this arrangement of thë northeast” 
ern boundary question had: given ‘England -an'i 
portant military advantage, in a. road ‘connectin: 
the Province of New Brunswick with that of Low: 
er Canada, and in a range of Heights which’ are: 
considered important as a point of military’ de- 
fence; and the Senator from New York, [Mr Dix} 
who had addressed the Senate at length some days’ 
ago; had said that, by the treaty of Washington, 
a military road was surrendered to Great Britain’ 
which she considered of vital importance. : 
Mr. DIX observed he had not-used the term: 
road. What he had said was, that-a portion of 
territory was ceded to England which she deemed « 
between Canada and the 


wer Provinces. > é he i 
9 Mr. WEBSTER continued. He referred’to the 
specch of Mr. Drx, from which he read the passage 
referred to. ‘The gentleman’ had spoken of a mil’ 
itary communication, if not a military road; and” 
they meant pretty much the same thing. He was 
not a military man, it was true; but he would be. 
happy to be corrected if ‘he was wrong. And ‘he 
also would be much pleased if the hondfable Sen- 
ator would show how that gave to England a vital, 
advantage, or how she could consider 1t as of any’ 
importance at all. g ‘as fetes 

Mr. DIX said he Would with pleasure answer 
the question which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts had propounded to him. He desired to say, 
in the first place, that he had not-examined the sub=’ 
ject of the treaty of Washington critically. Thati 
treaty was published, as, he believed, under: the 
President's proclamation in the latter part of the: 
year 1842, and the injunction of secrecy was not’ 
removed from the debates until then. He had just 
left the country, and was absent two years. He 
had, however, not lost sight entirely of things at _ 
home, and he had some decided, though per. ape ` 
not very distinct, recollections of, the subject, He 
recollected having read while abroad the debates in 
the British Parliament in relation to it. He was 
struck with the declarations of some of the distin- 
guished men who took part in the debate; and he’ 
believed he was sustained by them. in saying that’ _ 
we had ceded to Great Britain “‘a portion 'of terri- 
‘tory which she deemed, of. vital importance asa’ 
‘means of military communication’ between’ the. 
‘Canadas and her Atlantic provinces.” ° 

With regard to the military road the Senator had 
referred to, he had himself made no allusion to one. 
He understood, however, that there was such a 
road, and that it followed the cast ‘bank of the St. 
John’s. If the award of the King of Holland had 
been accepted, that road would have been forced to: 
the north of the head waters of the St. Francis, Our 
boundary under that award would, he believed, 
have been the river last named to its source, ahd’ 
then arange of highlands running nearly parallel 
to the river St. Lawrence, and approaching at some 
points within twenty miles of it, bringing us with- 
ina very short distance from Quebèc: Our bound-’ 
ary under the treaty of Washington was a Tine’ 
drawn from Lake Pohenagamook several miles to’ 
| the eastward of the mountain chain referred to, and 
driving us back to a greater distance from. the St. 
| Lawrence. It was to this strip, between our pres- 
‘ent boundary and. the highlands, that he had'al- 
| luded, as the territory which Great Britain deemed 
| as of vital importance to her as a means of military 
| communication between her Atlantic and inland 
| provinces—not because there was a road on it, but 
because it gave acontinuity of territory where she 
most desired it. He would now read a few ex- 
tracts from the debates in the British Parliament, 
to which he had alluded, in ilustration of what he 
had said. : 

t We were most desirous that every boundary line should 
| duly protect the interests of our North American provinces: 
—which we were determined to: defend with the: whole. 
power of the British empire, so long as they manifested a 
| sincere and honest desire to maintain the connexion. “We 
did, therefore, (fecling it of the highest moment not to*corm- 
| promise their security,) before enteting into any communi- 
cation with Lord Ashburton, consult many of the highest 
military authorities; among them, the gallant officer, Sir. 
H. Douglas, whose ability and experience entitle his opinion 
| to much respect; Sir James Kempt, Lord Seaton, Sir George 


| Murray, and, I may add, the Duke of Wellington. We con- 
sulted all these distinguished officers as to the most desir- 


considering that they had made “ah important ač =y 
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able line of boundary, in a military point of view» One great ii 
object was to select, in preference to that part of the bound- 
ary awarded by the King of Holiand, some boundary that 
Should better countervail any possibility of dispute. And I 
apprehend that we succeeded. We have got more favor- 
able terms by Lord Ashburton’s boundary, so far as military- 
security is concerned, than those which were given by the 
doundary of the King of Holland. We did deem it a great 
object to prevent the Americans from having the command of 
those heights which overlooked the St. Lawrence: but the King 
of Holand had given those heights to the United States ; 
and I beg to tell the noble lord, who is foremost to condemn 
this proposal, that the acquiescence in that alteration of 
boundary has been met by great objections in the United 
States, and that there are some in the United States who 
consider that very great sacrifices have been made by that. | 
Government in giving up that part of the boundary which 
was awarded to the United States by the King of Holand.” 
— Parliamentary Debates, 3d series, vol, 67, page 1243. 

Mr. €. Buller, on the 2d May, 1843, in the 
House of Commons, said: 

“Now, what really was of importance and injurious to | 
us in the King of the Netherlands’ award waa, that it 
drought the American line nearer to Quebec than was con- 
venient. ‘hat was the only military danger to be apprehend- 
ed according to the line so drawn out hy the King. Now, 
the only alteration made by Lord Ashburton in the line of 
the King of the Netherlands was the keeping the Americans 
as far from Quehbee as if we had the whole of the disputed ter- 
vitory in our possession.” —Parliumentary Debates, 3a series, 
vol. 68, page 1187. 

Lord Stanley, on the same day, and in the same 
debate, said: 

“In this position it was that Lord Ashburton entered upon 
the negotiation, and in this position it was thatthe had won 
a better line of boundary—a territory more extensive and 
more defensible im respect to*military operations, and hetter 
adapted for carrying on communication between Quebec und 
New Brunswick.” 

This (Mr. D., said) was what he had alluded 
to, and thought it sustained him in the assertion 
that Great Britain deemed this means of commu- 
nication as of vital importance. But he desired to 
say in referenee to this treaty, and the Senate 
would bear him witness, he had raised no ques- 
tion as to its wisdom. He bad not intended to 
cast any reflection either an those who negotiated 
it, nor on those who assented to its ratification. 

Mr. WEBSTER resumed, The passages read 
by the honorable gentleman, however pertinent to 
another point, did not touch the point to which he 
(Mr. W.) had desired to call his attention. THe 
very well understood what passed in the British 
Parliament on one side and the other, touching the 
heights. But the question at present was with 
regard to the military communication between the 
two provinces. Ju the debates in the British 
Parliament, no one spoke of that as being of the {! 
slightest importance; and he was induced to draw 
the attention of the Senate to this matter, from a | 
circumstance, of which he had been only recently |: 
apprised. He might stale that Lord Palmerston || 
had declared that everything of importance in that 
respect had been given up to the Ame icana by the 
treaty. But he (Mr. W.) was not going to judge 
of this question by the opinion of those on the 
other side of the water. If his object was to de- 
fend the treaty on the authority of Lord Palmer- 
ston, he migh say at once that the gentleman had 
repeatedly called the treaty the “ Ashburton capitu- 
lation.” “He insisted that it had given up every- 
thing; and. that, so far from way thine having begn 
gained by England, every single supulation of the 
treaty was to the advantage of the United States, 
and the disadvantage of England. So far as the 
judgment and authority of Lord Palmerston went, 
he (Mr. W.) might content himself with turning to 
twenty of these same off-hand expressions of his, in 
the roundest and strongest terms, But, amongst 
other things, he speaks of this road, and he enurely 
mislocates it; and withina day or two his (Mr. W.’s) 
attention had been called to a map pee aay) 
the speech of the honorable member from Missouri, 
on which this read is marked, in which (perhaps | 
misled by Lord Palmerston’s remark, or from an 
error derived from the same source as that which 
led his lordship astray) the road was kud down | 
where there never was a road—never could be a | 
road. The actual road that for one hundred years 
has been passed between the province of New | 
Brunswick and the province of Lower Canada, was | 
the Madawaska route; and no doubt it was very | 
convenient for the English Government to possess | 
the territory north of Madawaska, so that they 
might havea road where they had been accustomed 
to have it, in their own territory. But it was only 
in time of peace that it was a useful road. In 
time of war it would be of no value at all, in a 
military pointof view. There was there no pass— 
ne dette, No Government on earth would be 


i Hament, but other 


foolish enough to build a permanent fort there; be- 
cause, if such a thing should happen as the pas- 
sage of troops there, they could go out of the range 
of the shot. It was useful as a communication, 
part of the way—as a convenient land communi- 
cation in time of peace. But did not everybody 


| know—those who were military men as well as 
| not—that unless there be a pass or defile—a strong 


point upon which a fortress is erected, to be an 
obstacle in the way of the marching of an army, 
that, in an open country, a road is in the power of 
the strongest during war? If the United States 
should go to war with England, would they not 
take possession of that road if they thought it 
worth while? Would they be restrained from 


taking possession of it by the treaty of Washing- | 


ton? No. The road would then belong to the 
United States if they could hold it. There was 
not the slightest reason, then, for supposing that 
the communication was of the slightest importance 
in a military point of view, unless that the move- 


ment of armaments and men, in time of peace, | 


could be called military operation. But in time of 
war it would belong to the strongest. It was no 
pass—no defile—it presented no point of defence— 
and never would be of the least value asa military 
communication. Now the read designated on the 
map to which he had referred was a mistake. It 
was a mere imaginary line—there was never a 
rond there in the world—and never could be. 

As to the other point—the defences of these 
heights—he could explain to the Senate in a very 
few words how that matter exactly stood. 


| looked at the map they would see that this ridge of 
| highlands did approach near the Su Lawrence— 


not overlooking Quebec—notso far as that, twenty, 
or thirty, or forty miles from Quebec, But, of 
course, it approached the St. Lawrence much nearer 
than the Adantic oceans and it was true, he knew 
the fret, not only as stated in the debates in Par- 
wise-~that the highest military 
authority in England, perhaps the highest living 
miliary authority, attached great importance to 
these highhinds—why? Fie (Mr, wy supposed, 
in the first place, that distinguished as thu high 


| authority was by services in India and Europe 
| through a long life, he may have been Ted to apply | 
of convenicnce and military defence ; 


European ideas 
to places in America to which they were wholly 
inapplicable. Such highlands as these have not 


been found within the fields of European or Indian | 


warfare, But the main reason was a different one, 


| Ip 1839, the British Government authorized an ea 


parte exploration and survey by Captain Mudge, 


an engineer in the British servicc, and Mr. Feath- | 


orstonhaugh. © They were there two or three 


| months, aud two or three months only; anda very 


extraordinary report theirs turned out to be. He 
had no doubt that Mr. Mudge was a respectable 
erson from his standing in his profession; as to 
Mr. Featherstonhaugh, whom they had known in 


| the United States’ service, he did not regard his 


opinion on any subject as worth a straw, But they 
miade that report, and that report contained this 


| gingular statement, which caused the military in- 


quiry on the part of England, or the results of that 
inquiry. Ht stated that there was a hiatus in these 
highlands—that the region to the northeast o 
where the old Kennebee. road passed over, was for 
thirty or forty miles almost a dead level—that the 
elevation was not over fifty feet at any point. 
‘They reported but one trigonometrical measure- 
ment whieh gave upwards of twelve hundred feet. 
Now, what was the faet? Why, according to the 
survey of able and distinguished American eng 

neers, that line represented in the report alluded to, 
as a gap, as a hiatus, as almost a dead level, was 
found to be a continued series of precipitous ridges 
and lofty eminences, varying in height from twelve 
kondred to two thousand feet! But when the re- 
port of Mudge and Featherstonhaugh reached Eng- 
find; they were making out Lord Ashburton’s in- 
structions, and it was from this utterly erroneous 
survey that importance came to be attached to that 
linc. But any man of common sense, whether 
sossessed of military skill or not, would see that 
in point of fact not the slightest importance in a 
military point of view really attached to the line. 
They had had the report of thelr.own surveyors. 
The true military read to Canada was.that one by. 
the way of the Kennebec—that was Arnold’s track 
and below that, or east of it, there was no passage 
and there never was a passage, leading to Quebec. 
The first road cust of that was the road he had 


If they | 
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| spoken of by the way of Madawaska, which. hit 
the St. Lawrence one hundred and seventeen miles 
below Quebec... Well, the United States engineers 
went there as far back as °38, and the report of 
' General Wool was before him. General Wool 
| said it-was altogether idle—that was the amount of 
| his report—to think of fortifying anything east of 
ithe old road to Quebec, because it was a moun- 
| tainous ridge—a mere wilderness, on which nobody 
| ever thought of passing from Canada or into Can- 
‘ada. Now this military road by which armies: 
i have marched and re-marched. from New England 
into Canada is on the line of the Kennebec to Que- 
bec, and was now just as it was found by the treaty. 
There it was. $ 
But he must go a little further. It had been al- 
ready said that the treaty was one of convention— 
|| of agreement—of equivalents; that it was expected 
| that each party would give something, and that 
|i each party would receive something; and he was 
i| very willing to meet any man, military or not, in 
li regard to this question, as to whether the United 
{| States had derived less advantages, in a military 
| point of view, from this treaty than Great Britain. 
And it was on that point he wished to address.a 
i few words particularly to the honorable Senator 
| from New York, {Mr. Dix.] He [Mr. Dix] had 
ii said that this was a treaty containing a stipulation 
‘| for the interchange of advantages, and he is of 
opinion that England supposed that she had attain- 
ed some military advantages by obtaining a part of 
_the territory; and, to sustain himself, he has read 
|l from the debates inthe British Parliament. He 
li (Mr. W.) did not think so. He did not believe 
i that the advantages in that respect were worth & 
ii rush, or thatthe United States had lust any. Bat 
if if it were so, would it not have been fair and can- 
idid for the honorable gentleman to have said 
| whether equivalent advantages had not been gain- 
ed by the United States in another part of the trea- 
‘ity? Ef it were apparent to the gentleman that the 
| United States had made a concession which Eng- 
i land regarded as of importance to her in regard to 
| this military road—this supposed military road— 
‘he (Mr. W.) submitted to him whether it would 
inot have been candid and proper for him to have 
stated at the same time whether he did not think 
that the regaining of the point at the outlet of Lake’ 
|, Champlain, did not balance—did not overbalance 
|| forty times told, ina military point of view, any- 
i| thine England hed gained in the road alluded to? 
i! That is what he (Mr. W.) contended for. He did 
|; hot complain of any want of candor. He presumed 
|| the fact had been overlooked by the Senator from’ 
New York. But he did not suppose that any man 
|) in the:State of New York could speak of this treaty 
i| as, upon the whole, giving military advantages to 
|! Great Britain; that any man could be found so 
' speaking, was indeed to him a matter of utter 
j: astonishment. The predecessor of the honorable 
|! Senator from New York saw the value of the treaty 
| to his Stare. It did not escape the sagacity of Silas 
|} Wright; he was willing enough for the ratification 
of the treaty, and well he might be; for how did 
| New York stand affected by it? They knew that 
| Rouse’s Point had always been regarded as the ke: 
ito Lake Champlain—the pass, the defile, the de- 
fence between New York and Canada. Well, they 
had always supposed that that fortress lay south of 
45°, that it belonged to the United States.. ‘They 
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| Department. : 
li longer the property of the United States; and 


© when engineers were afterwards sent there to find 
a point for other fortifications, they made.a report 
' that there were only two points, and both further 


south, on which fortifications could be erected. 
| When the treaty was under negotiation, the opin- 


| ion-of military men was called for as to the value 
of Rouse’s Point, in order to ascertain whether it 
was worth while to pay money for it, for that was 
what they had to do, not to England, but to Maine, 
; for. that respect the treaty was tripartite; so, in~ 
deed, was the whole arrangement. ‘The reports 
l Of the military gentlemen all concurred that the 
“natural, and by far the best point, to defend the 
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entrance to the lake, was Rouse’s Point. They ! 
said anybody, with or without a military eye, 
could see, if he looked on the map, that Rouse’s | 
Point was the narrowest passage; that any vessel | 
passing it would come within point blank range | 
of cannon shot; and that that was not all; that the 
point projected so far into the lake, that any vessel 
coming to it from the lake must come head on for 
several miles, and therefore be for that distance in 
the direct range of a raking fire from the battery, 
and in like manner be exposed to the same dan- 
ger—a raking fire for miles before she could bring 
her broadside to bear—if coming from Canada to- 
wards the lake. They said further, that with 
respect to the two points to which he had alluded— 
Windmill Point on one side, and Stony Point on 
the other—on which it was proposed to fortify, 
since they had lost Rouse’s Point, they would be 
of little valuc, as a vessel could pass between, and 
be out of the range of pointblank shot from bat- 
teries erected upon either of them. He. there- 
fore 

Mr. DICKINSON here asked if the Senator | 
would inform him whether the Dutch line did not | 
give Rouse’s Point to the United States? 

Mr. WEBSTER. No, indeed it did not; it gave 
them a circle running round Rouse’s Point, but | 
leaving it in possession of England, and they were | 
told they might take that when they had a mind i 
to! The Dutch line was rejected, and Rouse’s | 
Point was not theirs~they did not take the little | 

| 


circle. Did the ventloman understand him ? 
Mr. DICKINSON. Oh! certainly. 
Mr. WEBSTER was glad to hear it. Well, : 
with respect to the points: any vessel passing be- ; 
tween them was able to bring her broadsides to bear | 
upon them; and the two forts would have been in- | 
capable of rendering cach other the least assistance | 
in case of any assaults by land or water. Such was | 
the view presented to themby the military men, and | 
they told them as a matter of military science that | 
Rouse’s Point was extremely desirable asa point of $| 
military defence. Of one thing he (Mr. W.) was į 
then certain, that the true road to reach Canada in | 
time of war was by the way of Lake Champlain— | 
the old path. Efe took to himself the credit of | 
making a remark, thirty years ago, which had | 
been alluded to by the honorable member from | 
Michigan, [Mr. Cass.| Thirty years ago, he (Mr. | 
wa had said, that when an Kr eriGaN ‘woodsman | 
wished to fell a tree he struck at the trunk, and did | 
not content. himself with lopping off the branches. | 
Now the trunk of the Canadian possessions was 
Montreal, and the river down to Quebec. They | 
had found that out in the Tate war. Fle was not | 
competent to scan the operations of? that war in a 
military point of view; but he did still suppose that i; 
it was rather unfortunate that the war began in i| 
Upper Canada, and he did still suppose that it was | 
rather unfortunate that they made any great effort | 
to make an impression in Upper Canada. All the | 
forces-—following the precedents of former times— | 
should have been immediately centered on Lake |} 
George and Lake Champlain, and a direct move- ti 
ment made upon Montreal. If the glories of the | 
Thames had been Jost, others would have been : 
earned in that case, quite as important, in the ; 
vicinity of Montreal, and one successful blow | 
struck there—upon the trank—would have made $ 
all above it theirs, of course. Well, then, it scem- | 
ed to him highly important that the United Sates | 
should possess Rouse’s Point, as affording the | 
best means of defending the exit from, and the | 
entrance into Lake Champlain from Canada; and | 
he affirmed now, that in all the extent of the `i 
frontier, of sea and land, Jake and ocean, of the : 
great State of New York—next to the Narrows, | 
by which vessels approached her great city—there | 
was not a point so important to her, that she and | 
the Government of which she is a part should pos- ; 
sess, as that which commanded Lake Champlain. | 
Everybody knew that, and must know it, acquaint- | 
ed with the history in former years and former wars. || 
He hoped that this Government would last forever. ` 
But if it did not—if by any decree of Providence 
such a calamity as dissolution and dismemberment ‘| 
should come, and New York be thrown hack upon ` 


her own resources, was there, he asked, a point `! 


she could so much desire for her own defence, ; 
next to that of the-Narrows, as that point on Lake 

Champlain? No, not one—not one. 
was that point secured to New York? Wh 
he had said, the 4 
treaty boundary be 


G 


5th degree of latitude was the 
tween the two countries. In 


i 


Well, how | 


y, as | 


point of fact, it had been taken for granted for 
some years that the 45th degree of latitude run- 
ning north of Rouse’s Point, brought it within the 
jurisdiction of the State of New York. . But it was 4 
found that it ran south of the point, and so gave it 
to the British territory. Well, how did they seek 
to obtain it? By running a hittle circle round it, 

likethe Dutch King? No—they straightened it— 
they retained the old line—they stipulated that that 
which had been understood to be the line should 

be retained. And that not only gave them Rouse’s 

Point, but it gave them some thirty or forty thou- 
sand acres of land lying between 45° and the old line: 

and they did the same for Vermont; by retaining 

the old line they secured to the people of that State 

some sixty or seventy thousand acres; and the line 

of 45° ran "through several of their townships, 

leaving their settlements on the British side, in 

several instances. FJe had never heard any of the 

constituents of his friend near him [Mr. Puers] 

complain of that. They made it a point, there- 

fore, as one of the equivalents—one of the bene- 

fits—one of the considerations and advantages, 

aceruing not directly to the people of Maine, but 

accruing directly to the people of Vermont and 

New York, that the line which had been the re- ; 
ceived line, should be established as the true line. 

What did they do for New Hampshire? There 

had been a territory long in dispute near the source 

of the Connecticut river. They would observe 

that the line was to reach along the highlands to the | 
northwesternmost head of the Connecticut river, 

There were several streams there—what were they? 

They bore different names—which was the true 

northwesternmost head? The State of New Hamp- 

shire had claimed Hall’s stream.’ The Dutch Jine, | 
of which the Senator from New York [Mr. Diex- : 
INSON] was so much enamored, did not give that | 
to New Hampshire; and, indeed, their own com- | 
missioner, (Mr. Van Ness,) when surveying that j 
territory under the treaty of Ghent, said that the | 
line should not run to that erecek. Yet that was 

agreed to, and gave 100,000 acres to New Hamp- | 
shire. He did not say that that was the right con- | 
struction, but it was a construction that the United 

States commissioner under the treaty of Ghent | 
had given up. It had appeared to him (Mr. W.) 

just and important to have it so, and it was agreed | 
to by the British Plenipotentiary. He thought that 

here he ought to relieve the Senate from any far- | 
ther discussion of that boundary. He believed | 
that the negotiation had been fairly conducted to- | 
wards Maine and Massachusetts; that it had re- 

sulted in an arrangement quite favorable to both, 

and that nine-tenths of the people of the States 

were entirely satisfied. He maintained that it had 

given up no important position to the British Gov- 

ernment, but, on the contrary, obtained for the 

United States a military position of very great and | 
acknowledged importance. 

Mr. GREENE here rose and said, that as the 
day was now far advanced, he would, with the per- 
mission of the Senator from Massachusetts, move 
an adjournment. 

Mr. WEBSTER then yielded the floor, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


{It is not pretended to give more than a brief out- | 
line of Mr. Webster’s remarks. His frequent quo- 
tations are necessarily omitted, and as they consti- | 
tute important links, the chain of argument, which | 
is presented in this sketch, is, unavoidably, broken 
aud difficult of connexion.} 
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The Journal of yesterday (without having been 
read through) was approved. 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Objection was made. 


would be called for reports. 

The SPEAKER said the regular order of busi- 
ness would be the call of the States for petitions, 
commencing with the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the purpose of calling the 
: committees in their order for reports. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved to include reso- 


lutions. 


| cate petitions also. 


|| that it be laid-on the table. 


Mr. RATHBUN hoped that all the committees į 


i 


Mr. PRESTON KING was understood to indi- || 


The SPEAKER said the question wo 
ken first on calling for reports. : 

‘And the motion was agreed'ta. °. 

The SPEAKER then put the question 
for resolutions. s 

If the decision was announced, thé rep 
not hear it. ae 

In reply to an inquiry— — sles 

The SPEAKER said that the call of ‘the'co 
mittees for reports would include resolutions from’ 
| committees also. oe T ash 

Mr. JAMES. THOMPSON.: But, can. resolu: 
tions be presented: by individual members? > ee 

The SPEAKER. No; except uñder a stspen-' 


sion of the rules. piel hase 
move to. suspend 


uld: be tá: 


on calling 


orter did 


Mr. THOMPSON. Then I 
the rules. i PE ree 
The SPEAKER. proceeded to call for reports 
from committees, commencing with the Commit-. 
tee on Elections. 3 st Puce Ges i 
Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. What has become 
of the motion to suspend the rules for the recep-. 
tion of resolutions? : 
The SPEAKER. 
tive. 
Mr. JAMES THOMPSON. I certai 
for a division. $ ; 
The SPEAKER. The presentation of ‘resolu~ 
tions from individual members would require a 
suspension of the rules, and a vote of two-thirds. 
The House is already acting under a suspension . 
of the rules in the call of the committees for ré~ 
ports. wee 
Mr. 
i understand it, was agreed to. 
not put. ’ : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman who moved 
to add resolutions, included,.in. the estimation of 
the Chair, only the resolutions from committees.” 
To call for resolutions from: individual members 
will require the call of the States in their order, 
and for that object a motion to suspend the-rules: 
would be required. ` oF 
Mr. JAMES THOMPSON. T 
suspend the rules. e Data a S 
Mr. COBB submitted that the motion was not 
now in order, because the House was already act- 
ing under a suspension of the rules. atime oe 
The SPEAKER. The House is already acting: 
under a suspension-of the rules, and therefore:the, — 
motion is not in order. When the committees. 
have been called through, it will then’ be in order 
to move another suspension of “the rules... = ceini = 
Mr. JAMES THOMPSON. What ‘became of 
the other half of the resolution? EEE E sarc 
The SPEAKER. The Chair. decided that the: 
other part of the motion—that is to say, so much 
of it as regarded the call of the States for resolu-~ 
tions—was rejected.. i 


The SPEAKER then proceeded with the call of 
the committees for reports. 


THE SINGLE DISTRICT SYSTEM. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, moved that:that committee be discharged’ ` 
from the consideration: of the. petition: of ‘citizens 
of Dover, in the State of New Hampshire, relative 
to the right of: the Representatives’ from- the said 
State, in the 29th Congress, to their seats as: such. 
Representatives; which motion ‘was agreed: tos 
when wat gee ce A 

Mr. H. moved that the committee be discharged ` 
from the further consideration ‘of the. subject, and: 


It was decided in the nega- 


nly called’ 


C.J. INGERSOLL. The first motion, as 
The second was: 


hen I move. to. 


But, on the request-of Mr. CULVER, Mr. H. 
| withdrew so much of the motion as proposed that 
the subject should be laid on the table: 

Mr. CULVER then offered the following amend- 
ment.to the report. 

Mr. CULVER moved that it be recommitted to 
the Committee of Elections, with instructions to 
inquire and report whether the: persons therein 
named, as holding seats in this House, were elect- 
ed in conformity with the Constitution of the Uni- 
| ted States and the law of Congress; and if not; then 
to report a resolution declaring their seats vacant: ’ : 

Mr. CULVER said, that as this petition-had 
been forwarded to him from the State‘of New. 
Hampshire, and as he was a member of the Cony, 
mittee of Elections, he asked to submit a remark 
or two. This petition (said Mr.C.) comés from 
; forty-four legal voters of Dover, in ‘the State of 
i| New Hampshire. They have a direct-interest in 
ii the question to which they ask the attention of 
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Congress. : They complain that certain persons, 
claiming to be members of this House from the 
State of New Hampshire, were elected in violation 
of the act of Congress requiring the electiori to be 
held by single districts. This question is now 
brought before the House under different circum- 
stances from those of the last Congress. Then it 
was by resolution, directing the committee to in- 
quire and report; here it is directly upon the peti- 
tion of citizens aggrieved. 

T have looked over (said Mr. C.) the report sub- 
mitted to the last Congress, and run through the 
remarks made, to discover what possible reason 
could have been urged upon that body to have in- 
duced it to nullify a law of Congress and prostrate 
the barriers of the Constitution. In that report, 
submitted by the then chairman of the Committec 
of Elections, (Mr. Dovatass,) I find one argument 
against the act of Congress, which charity would 
fain make me believe induced the strange action of | 
that body. That was this: that as the “single dis- 
trict Jaw’? was passed so late in the year 18412, and 
the Congressional elections coming so soon, the 
States could not comply with it without “extra ses- 
sions” of their Legislatures. This act was passed 
on the 25th June, 1842. T will not stop to consider 
this statesmantife objection to the validity of a law 
of Congress; but weak as it was, it might have 
availed with that Congress. But even that poor 
apology of an objection is now gone. Four years 
will have elapsed next June since this act of Con- 
gress became the paramount law of the land. very | 
State in the Union has had its Legislature together. 
Full apparnmiy has been allowed to conform the | 
State legislation to that act of Conrress. New 
Hampshire, Mississippi, and Missouri, now having 
thirteen members on this Hoor, virtually tell us thoy | 
do not mean to heed that law. 7 
their thirteon members by general ticket, all the 
other States having been districted by law. Sir, 


‘The majority of my committee insist that the action 
of the last Congress is conclusive in the matter, 
deny it. 
action, nov are the circumstances the same, | 

The single district law,” so called, was passed 


in pursuance of the fourth section of the first arti- |: 


ele of the Constitution, whieh directs that “ the 
times, places, and manner of choosing Represen- | 
tatives shall be preseribed in each State by the | 
Legislature thereof; but Congress may ut any time, | 
by law, mann or arter such regulations,” What 
language, in all the voexbulury of common par- 
lance, could be plainer, more simple, and expheit? 
“Make or alter.” Yes, Congress may ‘make? all 
the regulations; build up, settle, and perfect the en- 
tire details; or? may “ alter” such State “ regu- 
lations,” in any particular and to any extent it 
may deem proper, ‘The State appoints a © times” 
Congress can and has altered it, The State de- 


| 
| 
clares the “manner,” Congress may “alter” it. | 


The State enacts that the vote shall be vice voce; |) 


Congress alters it, declaring it by ballot. So of 
the general and single district system, 

But (said Mr. ©.) it were idle te waste words on 
such a palpable meaning of the Constitution, The 
report of the committee in the last Congress, and 
the speeches made in defence of that report, do not 
in a solitary instance give us an authority on that 
side; not one is attempted, except the mere ipse 
dizit of the chairman and the fiat of the dominant 
party in Congress; while, on the other hand, in | 
support of that Jaw, and of this construction of the | 
article in the Constitution, I give you, Mr. Speaker, į 
the exposition of seven of the original thirteen | 
States, to wit: New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
South Carolina, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
last, but not least for my purpose, New Hampshire. 
Each of these admitted the power to be in Con- 
gress by that article; and, lest Congress might im- 
properly or oppressively exercise the right, they 
asked sn amendment of the Constitution restrict- 
ing its exercises but their fears all proved ground- 
less, and the Constitution was not amended. No 
one of them denied the existence of the power 
The other six of the old thirteen silently acquiesced į 
in it. 

In addition’ to all that, (said Mr. C.,) we have 
the expressed views and opinions of three great 
contemporaneous cxpounders of this article, James | 
Madison, Alexander Hamilton, and Patrick Hen- 
ry—men who aided in framing the Constitution, 
and who were (two of them) instrumental in 
adopting this very article. Mr. Madison defended 


They have elected |, 


1i 


This Congress is no way bound by that |) 


i 
i 


| petitioners would have a Representative on this 


lof the Legislature and of the Executive depart- į! 
| mems were necessary before New York could be |) 
(said Mr. C.) thisis rank, practical neLEnicarion, |) 


ie 4 A ; 
for this self-styled ‘¢ Democratic Congress’? to do 


! cursed New Hampshire struggling for life! 
j thought her, like Ephraim of old, joined to her | 
į idols. 
it 

i tution! And, you Texas men over the way, now j 
! take warning! 
i Democracy. She fought on the Texas issue. She 
i 


‘much confusion ensued, several interruptions and | 


E ~ AN 


of providing by law ‘* whether all the voters should 
vote for all the members, or whether a member 
should be allotted to a particular district’*—just | 
such a case as the one now presented. Mr. Ham- i 
ilton defended the necessity of such a provision. | 
Patrick Henry opposed it, but admitted it was | 
there. | 

i 


it in the Convention, and alluded to the very case | 
, 
1 


All the authority, then, down to 1843, is in favor 
of that construction of the article, But it was re- | 
served for the wisdom of that year to throw all the | 
lights-of other days and great men far into the back || 
ground. It was found that the shortest cross-cut || 
course by which to get rid of a law that did not | 
favor “the party,” was to declare it unconstitu- | 
tional, vide over it with iron heels, and nullify it. | 

Į would not be uncharitable, sir; but I fear that | 
party ends and party interest require the nullifica 
tion of this law of Congress, If New Hampshire 
were districted, it is more than probable that these 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
j 
i 
i 
| 
f 
| 
i 
i 


floor, who would more truly reflect back their 
wishes and political preferences. I cannot look į 
upon this open, barefaced wampling down of a | 
law of Congress other than as a painful evidence |) 
of the downward tendency of things in this Repub- 

lie. It receives the bold sanction of a party which | 
has seldom felt or acknowledged the restraints of 

law or Constitution when they conflicted with party 
interests, | might allude to the State of Georgia, 
where that party, when in power, refused to dis- 
triet the Sinte; bit a political revolution ensued, | 
and the law of Congress was heeded. That party, |i 
too, in Virginia, in ‘Peunesxee, and in Indiana, |: 
steadily refused to allow a Senator to be chosen, |! 
because he would not be of their party. So in the il 
State of New York; the law and constitution were | 
set at defiance; and a revolution of both branches | 


| 
i 
| 
! 
i 
t 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


represented in the Senate of the United States. al 
New Hampshire, or at least a portion of her H 
peaple, have just eause to complain, The late mi- | 
nority there are unrepresented here. F ean con- 
ceive ota ease in which New Elampshire, with her 
three members on this floor, might exercise more 
political and party power than Ohio, with her twen- || 
ty-one, or Pennsylvania, with her twenty-six. ‘The || 
two latter Suites elect by single districts; they may |} 
3 

i 


be and often are equally divided on great ques- 
tions; while New Tlampshire with her three, or | 
Missouri with her five, presents an undivided front, ! 
thus controlling the larger States, 

But, sir, [did not rise for a speech; but only to 
make my motion, and ask the yeas and nays, and |! 
tou say a word for that part of New Flampshire, |! 
which, by this shameful act of party nullification, 
has no Representative on this floor. { 

I rejoice, that New Hampshire, tired of waiting H 

| 


her justice, bas at last resolved to do herself jus- |! 


ties. E thought, sir, there were good days in store || 
for her. Itis said that the prayers of the righteous |} 
prevail. T remember, at an carly hour in the ses- | 
| 
f 
| 


sion, that a fervent but laconic prayer was offered 
by my venerable friend from Massachusetts [Joun 
Quivey Avams] as he opened his anti-Texas me- i 
morinls., He asked ** God to bless New Hampshire P? 
Mr. Speaker, God has blessed New Hampshire. 
Yes, sir, the sun that went down on the night ofj 
the 10th of March, 1846, as he shed his last part- 
ing gleam on the summit cliffs of her White Hills, | 
beheld New Hampshire regenerated, redeemed, dis- | 
i 
i 
i 
i 


enthralled. Whata spectacle! Can it be possible? | 
What, poor coliar-bound, regency-ridden, party- || 
We | 


But, thanks to her true sons, victory has | 


perched on her banner. Whata lesson to the party |) 
in power, and to the violators of Law and Consti- 


Look at your Gibraltar of modern 


has surrendered—“ The Old Guard recoils.’ [Here | 


attempts to call Mr. C. to order, but he proceeded :] 

I repeat, sir, that what New Hampshire has 
done on the Texas question, we mean to do in ev- 
ery free State. So help us God! We never will 
submit. We give you notice, one and all, that we 
will fight it to the death, as they have just done in 


i) Preston King, Leake, 


i J. MeDowell, James MeDo 


| 
| 


the Notch of the White Mountains. 
Mr. BRINKERHOFE moved that the whole 


| 
! 
| 
subject be laid on the table. i 


i 


i 
i 


Mr. CULVER asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. Yia, f 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired whether the motion 
to lay the whole subject on the table, if it should 
revail, would carry the speech of his colleague 
Mr. Cutver] with it? 

The Speaker’s reply was not 
porter, r % 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Brixkeruors, and decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: 


heard by the re- 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson Atkinson, 
Bayly, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bow- 


William G.. Brown, 


lin, Boyd, Brinkerhott, Brodbead. 
it, Cath f i Chipman, Clarke, 


Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, x 
Cobb, Culiom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, 
Foster, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Haralson, Henley, Hop- 
kins, Hough, George S, Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hant, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McConnell, McCrae, Joseph 
well, MeKay, Jobn P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Owen, Parrish, Phelps, 
Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relte, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Saw- 
yer, Seammon, Leonard H. Sims, Robert Smith, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thomp- 
son. Thurman, Tibbatts, Lredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Williams, Woodward, Yancey, and Yell—94. 
NAVS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, 
Rarringer, Bell, Blanchard, William W. Campbell, Carroll, 
Join G. Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 


McClelland, McClernand, 


i Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, 


Graham, Grider, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Sam- 
uel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Lewis, Long, MeGaughey, McHenry, Mefivaine, 
Marsh, Mitler, Niven, Norris, Pendleton, Julius Rockwell, 
John A. Roekwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Severance, Atbert 
Smith, Stewart, Thibodeaux, ‘Thomasson, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vinton, White, Woodruff, aud Wright—56. 


So the whole subject was laid on the table. 


Mr. McCONNELL asked leave to introduce a 
resolution. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH asked leave to intro- 
duce a resolution, Objected to. 

On motion of Mr. CLARKE, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the 
pention of A. Grant, and that it be laid upon the 
table. 


‘An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of T. Molette;” which bills were read twice, and 
committed. j ` 


On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of William Whitfield, and that it be commit- 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill relating to and increasing 
the duties of the Attorney General; which bill was 
read twice, and committed. 

Mr, R. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill creating the office of Assistant Secretary of 
Staic, and for other purposes, accompanied by a 
report in writing; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. 


On motion of Mr. LUMPKIN, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of J. Robinson, and that it be committed. 


Mr. T. B. KING offered a resolution, which 
was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to take into their immediate consideration 
the annexed statement of Dr. Richard Frazer, re- 
specting the frequent occurrence of small-pox and 
other contagious diseases on board emigrant packet 
ships, and his suggestions in regard to the meas- 
ures proper to be adopted for the safety of emi- 
grants and passengers on board such ships, and 
the inhabitants of the cities when they arrive, and 
that the committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Ordered that the said resolution and statement 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tions of citizens of Green county, Wisconsin, for a 
graduation of the price of the public lands; of 
Francis D. Murphy, for compensation for discov- 
eries in the art of surveying; of citizens of Colum- 


Ds 
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bia county, Ohio, fora division of the public lands 
among actual settlers; and, also, of citizens of Ni- 
agara county, in the State of New York, in favor 
of giving the public lands in convenient lots to ac- 
tual settlers; which petitions were laid upon the 
table. 


Mr. J. B. HUNT, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill to grant a certain quan- 
tity of land to aid in the improvement of the Fox 
and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same by 
a canal in the territory of Wisconsin; which bill 
was read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON KING, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of R. Palmer, and that it be laid upon the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. K., also, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 


petition of J. S. Jennings, and that it be committed. | 


Mr. MOULTON, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Sam- 
uel T. Winslow; which report was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS, on leave, presented 
a memorial of the Legislature of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, relative to the pre-emption law of 1841, 
and for a confirmation of certain purchases per- 
mitted as pre-emptions under the law aforesaid, 
and suspended on account of informality; which 
memorial was committed. 


Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 


Commerce, made adverse reports upon the follow- |! Te 
| without amendment. i 


ing petitions, viz: Upon the petition of citizens of 
lowa, praying that Chikagua river he made a pub- 
lic highway; which was Inid upon the table. 


Also, upon the petition of citizens of Long Island, i 
New York, praying that Coney Island be made a |} 


port of entry, and for the erection of buoys and 
light-houses on Jones’s channel at Coney Island 
Inlet; and also upon the resolution of the House, of 
January 13, instructing them to inquire into the 
expediency of declaring Michigan City, in the State 
of Indiana, a port of entry; which were laid upon 
the table. 


Mr, ALBERT SMITH, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, made an adverse report 
upon the ease of George Mofiet; which report was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. WHITE gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill providing pensions for widows 
and orphans of persons who lost their lives at sea 
or on land, while in the service of the United States, 
during the Jast war with England, or any war this 
Government has been, or may be engaged in. 

On motion of Mr. T. B. KING, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Ofiee 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail-route from Alba- 
ny, in Barker county, to Thomasville, in Georgia, 
and thence to Tallahassee, Florida; the mail to be 
carried in two-horse stages. 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS presented the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, 
in relation to certain inundated portions of the pub- 
lic lands situated in that State; which was com- 
mitted. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
lating to a naval depot at Erie, in said State; which 
resolutions were committed, 

Mr, FOSTER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill making appropriation 
for the survey of Des Moines river, in the Ter- 
ritory of Iowa; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committce on 
Commerce, reported a bill creating a collection dis- 
trict in Maine, and constituting Bangor in said dis- 
trict a port of entry and delivery; which bill was 
read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

_ Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the bill to cre- 
ate the city of Alton a port of entry; also from the 
consideration of the bill to establish a port of entry 
atiMemphis, in Tennessee; also from the consider- 
at on of the petition of citizens of Delaware, pray- 


ing that Newcastle and Wilmington may be united || sentatives 


i 
i 


f 


| 


| Territory; . 


i 
i read twice and committed, Ji 


iN, 


| schooner Fortune; 


| which report was laid upon the table. 


as a joint port of entry, and for other purposes; |i 
and that they be laid upon the table. 


Mr. McC. also, from the Committee.on Com- 
merce, made an adverse report upon the petition of 
citizens of Warren and Barrington, in the State of 
Rhode Island, praying that these towns may be 
formed into and constitute a separate collection dis- 
trict by the name of the Warren district; which 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported bills of the following ti- 
tles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of R. C. Allen, deceased, late of Florida 

Also a bill for the relief of J. Milsted, of Escam- 
bia county, in the State of Florida; 

Also a bill for the relief of the citizens of the 
town. of Jefferson, in the State of Alabama, accom- 
pamed by a report in each case; j ; 

Also a bill to equalize the compensation of the 
surveyors-general of the public lands of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which bills were 


On mation of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of citizens of the State of Peunsylvania for the re- 
amexation of China to the United States, and that 
it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, to which was referred 
the bill from the Senate entitled An act for the 
relief of George Wentburg,” reported the same 


D? 


Ordered, That the said bill be committed. 


Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Medad Shelly, 
and that it be laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. GOODYEAR, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the petitions of Sarah Heldreth, of J. J. Smith, of 
shby, of J. Carter, and of Margaret C. Han- 
son, and that they be laid upon the table. | 


Mr. TIBBATTS, from the Committee on Com- | 
meree, reported a bill making an appropriation for 
a survey of the bay of Mobile, accompanied by a 
report in writing; which bill was read twice and 
committed. 


Mr. GRINNELL, from the same committee, 
reported hills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Moses Noble; 

A bill for the relief of William Ellery; 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Girls; 1 
A bill for the relief of the owuer and crew of the 

schooner Good Exchange; 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
schooner Garland; | 
A bill for the relief of the owner and-crew of the 

schooner Blooming Youth; 
A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 


Accompanied by a report in each case; which 
bills were read twice, and committed. 


Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL, from the Committee 
of Claims, made adverse reports upon the eases of | 
Maria B. Stall and Charles M. Hudspeth; which 
reports were laid upon the table. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill for the relief of J. C. Doxey; 

A bill for the relief of John Speakman; 

A bill for the relief of P. Capen, of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, legal administrator 
of John Cox, deceased, accompanied by a report 
in each case; which bills were read twice, and 
committed. 


Mr. GORDON, from the same committee, made | 
an adverse report upon the petition of Zenas King; | 


, reported |! 
H 


On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
discharged from the consideration of the petitions 
for the improvement of the Maumee river, and that | 
the petitioners have leave to withdraw their peti- 
tions, 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of the legal repre- | 
of Gen. James C. Watson, of Georgia, | 


Fries, Grover, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, 


accompanied by a bill for their relief; whieh bil: 
was read twice, and committed. ae 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following resold- ~- 
tion, which was agreed to, viz: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be discharged from the consideration of so 


‘much of the President’s Message as relates to the. 


Penitentiary in the District of Columbia; also from 
the report of the Inspectors of said institution; 
also the estimates for a deficiency of appropriation 
‘for the year ending 30th June, 1846; and ‘that the 


| same be referred to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia, with instructions to inquire Into the: 
reform necessary to be made in said institution.” 
Mr. ASHMUN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition of Allen G. Johnson, of Hamilton county, 
Florida; which report. was laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. A., also, ; 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of Mississippi, asking ‘for 
the graduation of the public lands. in that State; 
and that it be committed. ; 


On motion of Mr. A., also, AV: 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of citizens 
of Des Moines for the improvement of a road from 
Burlington to Fort Madison; from the memorial of 
the Legislature of Alabama, respecting the T'en- 
nessee and Coosa Railroad Company; and from the 
memorial of the Legislature of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, for a grant of land to aid in the construc. 
tion of a railroad between the Atlantic and Missis- 
sippi river; and that they be committed. 


In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. REUBEN 
CHAPMAN asked, and obtained leave, and intro- 
duced a bill to relinquish to the State of Alabama. 
the interest of the United States in the canal and 
works at the Muscle and Colbert’s: shoals, in the 
Tennessee river, and to grant to said State certain 
unappropriated lands to complete the said im- 
provement; which bill was read twice, and com- 
mitted. : ee PER 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was recommitted, oñ. 
on the 27th of March last, the bill for the rélief of 
John Stockton, reported the same without amend- - 
ment, accompanied by a report in writing; which 
bill was read twice, and committed. `~ wae 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill for the relief 
of the heirs and legal representatives of C. Turner, 
reported the same without amendment; which bill 
was read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr. BAYLY, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be discharged from: the consideration of the peti- 
tion of N. C. Whitehead and. others; and that it 
be laid upon the.table, í ; 


Mr. WM. W..CAMPBELL, from the Commit- 
tee on the Library, reporied a: joint‘ resolution for 
the execution of. a historical painting forthe Ro- 
tundo; whieh was réad twice. BAU My wa dude 

Mr. C. moved that the resolution be put-on-its 
third reading. Pepe gain gd ae det 

After some . conversation, Mr.. STEPHEN 
ADAMS moved that thè: resolution be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state-of the 


! Union. 


The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, 


| and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson; 
Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, William Q. Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Chip- 
man, Clarke, Crozier, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ficklin, Foster, 
George S. Hous- 
ton, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, Joseph Jolinson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Leake, La Sere, Lump- 
kin, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, Me- 
Kay, John P. Martin, Moulton, Niven, Norris; Owen, 
Payne, Pheips, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Scammon, Severance, Leonard. H: Sims, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. John, Jacob 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wick, Williams, Yancey, ” 
and Yell—74, i . 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quiney Adams, Ashmi; Barrin- 
ger, Bayly, Blanchard; Brodhead, William W. Campbell, 
John G. Chapman, Collamer, Culver, Cunningham, Dock- 
ery, Ellsworth, Foot, Giddings, Gralitim, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hamlin, Harper, Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Thomas 
Butler King, Lewis, Levin, Maclay, McHenry, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Pollock, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock 
well, Root, Runk, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
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So the resolution was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole. on the state of the Union. 
The coramittees had now been called through. 


“THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
siaté of the Union, (Mr. McCieiann, of Mich- 
igan, in the chair,):and resumed -the consideration 
of the bill to provide for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Minois, and of the amendments thereto 

ending. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH rose to a point of order. 
He.desired to know whether it was in order for all 
the members to leave the Hall at the same time? 

The point of order was not entertained by the 
Chair, 

Mr. SMITH expressed the hope that the mem- 
bers would not ali go at once. | 

Mr. R. SMITH, who was entitled to the floor | 
from a previous day, yielded to 

Mr. WICK, who modified his amendment, by! 
adding the following: 

“And provided also, That it shall be lawful and competent 
for either of said States of Ohio, Hidiana, Minois, and Mis- 
sissippi, to appropriate the siid lands hercin granted to said 
States respectively, or the proceeds thereof, in or towards 
the completion ofa railroad, on the same general route with 
the Cumberland road.” 

Mr. FRIES gave notice of the following amend- 
ment which he should offer when in order: 

‘And be it further enacted, That this act shall not take 
efect so as to grant the tands as described in the first sec- 
tion of this aet to any one of said States named therein, 
antil the President shall have been notified by the Governor 
or other proper authority of said States, ar either of them, 
that the Legishiture of such State has, in a constitutional 
maanner, pledged the faith of sneh State notte ask any fur- 
ther appropriation of either lands or money, nrising from the 
two per cent, fund, or otherwise, for the repair, extension, | 
or completion of said Cumberland rond, or substitute there- | 
Yor, and that nothing in this aet contained shill he so eon- 
strued as to authorize achange of the present location of said 
road in the State of Ohio.” 

Mr. WIC KK accepted of this amendment, and 
accordingly further modified his original amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HARPER gave notice of the following 
amendment: 

“ Be it further enacted, ‘Chat the sum of $50,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, approprinted tor the erection of n bridge 
over the Ohio river at Wheeling: Provided, that the same 
be erected in ench manner as in no wire to obstruct the nav- 
igation ofsaid river, And provided, also, That the owner or 
owners of the land heoussaty for the erection of such bridge, 
should release to the United States all claim ta compensa- 
tion therefor; said sum to be paid out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, under the direction of 
the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. R. SMITH, being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee nearly un hour in support of 
the bill. He remarked that if this wasa new ques- 
tion, for the first time brought to the notice of the 
House, and it was proposed to construct n road 
from Cumberland, in Maryland, to Jefferson City, 
in Missouri, he very much questioned whether he 
could be induced to vote for an appropriation for 
any such purpose. No member in this House was 
more strenuously opposed to an extravagant and 
indiscriminate system of internal improvements by 
the General Government than he was. And he 
would not vote for any appropriation, either in the 
bill now before the House, or any other, the prin- 
ciples of which had net been sanctioned by the 
fathers of the Constitution, and similar appropria- 
tions approved by the great expounders of the 
Democratic creed—Jeflerson, Madison, Jackson, 
and Van Buren. Mr. 8. remarked that this was no 
new question; on the contrary, If was commenced 
under the Administration of Thomas Jefferson; its 
first appropriation received his official approbation, | 
and from that time to the commencement of Mr. 
Tyler’s, it had received the fostering care of every 
intermediate Administration. With such facts 
staring him in the face, he must be excused for 
preferring to adopt the construction put upon the 
Yonstitution, and the power of the General Gov- 
ernment to make appropriations for this road, by 
Jefferson and Madison, who acted a conspicuous 

art in framing that instrument, rather than adopt 
p Bee : 
the. constuction given to it by the two honorable 
young gentlemen from Alabama, (Messrs. Yancry 
and Paynre.] He believed that those who framed 
and adopted that Constitution understood full as 
well the powers that instrument designed Congress | 


j 


should exercise, as those of the present generation 
and the present day. And that, protecting himself 
behind the shield constructed by the framers of the 
Constitution, he should continue to advocate and 
support all appropriations designed for the com- 
pletion of this great national work. i 
Mr. S. remarked, that it was a matter a lit- 
tle extraordinary in its character, that during the 
period that road was being constructed through the 
States of Virginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania, a 
large majority of the Representatives of those States 
had respectively recorded their votes, time and time 
again, upon the Journal of this House, in favor of 
the appropriations for that road; and that these con- 
stitutional objections did not appear to have sprung 
up in the minds of the Representatives from Vir- 
ginia against the further construction of this great 
national thoroughfare, until after it had been con- 
structed through that State, and completed to Wheel- 
ing, on the banks of the Ohio. Mr. S. said it was 
true, that those from the above States opposed to 
the bill now under consideration, endeavored to 
shield themselves from inconsistency in legislation 
by averring, that hy the compact the General Gov- 
ernment was only bound to expend the two per 
cent. fund in the construction of this road, But, 
sir, (said Mr. S.,) even this pretext is not al- 
lowed those gentlemen. Up to April, 1820, the 


Cumberkud road through the three States of Ma- 
ryland, Pennsylvania, and Virginia, amounted to 
the sum of $1,698,984; while, during that same 
period, the iwo per cent. fund only amounted to 
$210,000. Here, then, it would appear that up to 
the period above named, (1820,) the excess of ap- 
propriations to the Cumberland road, over and 
above the two per cent. fund, amounted to the enor- 
mous sum of $1,488,984. And yet (said Mr. 8.) 
no objection was raised that the General Govern- 
ment was exceeding its authority, or going beyond 
the stipulations of the compact, by making appro- 
priations to an amount exceeding that realized from 
the two per cent, fund, 

But this was not all. Notwithstanding it was 
well understood at the time that the amount ap- 
propriated had exceeded the sum realized from the | 
two per eent. Pund nearly a million and a half of 
dollars, Congress, on the 15th May, 1820, passed i 
an act providing for the appointment of commis- 
sioners to survey and lay out the Cumberland road 
from Wheeling, in Virginia, to some convenient 
roint on the west banke of the Mississippi river, 
Fatwoen St, Louis and the mouth of the Ilinois 
river, The preamble preceding that act clearly 
demonstrates that Congress looked beyond any 
stipulation whatever contained in the compact 
with Ohia, both for the power and the expediency 
of continuing that road to the banks of the Mis- 
rissippi at least. That preamble is as follows: 
«© Whereas, by the continuation of the Cumberland 
“road from Wheeling, in the State of Virginia, 
“throngh the States of Ohio, Indiana, and HMinois, 
€ the lands of the United States may become more val- 
Suable,? &e. Tere there was an admission, on 
the part of the General Government, of their pow- 
ers to construct this road irrespective of anything 
contained in the compact, from the effect of which 


i 
| 
Í 
{ 
j 


Hit would prave dificult for gentlemen to escape. 


Mr. S. only alluded to these facts, to disprove the 
assertion, so frequently made by those opposing 
this bil, that its friends were contending for new 
and extended powers of the General Government 
to continue these appropriations; and to repel the 
charge that, in advocating them, they were viola- 
ting any principle of the Democratic party. 

Mr. S. then came down to a later period, 
and showed, that during both General Jackson’s 
and Mr. Van Buren’s Administrations, the same 
view had been taken of the power of Congress, as 
well as the expediency of continuing to make ap- 
propriations for the completion and continuation of 
this road, without regard to the two per cent. fund, 
that had been taken by their illustrious and ever 
to be vencrated predecessors, Jefferson and Madi- 
son. During General Jackson’s Administration, 
| larger appropriations were made for the comple- 
tion of the Cumberland road than during any pre- 
vious or subsequent Administration. And as to him 
was awarded the fame of checking a reckless and 
extravagant system of internal improvements, no 
one could question but what he regarded this road 
as coming clearly within the constitutional powers 
of Congress, or he never would have given his 
sanction to appropriations exceeding $3,700,000, 


| 
I 
f 
i 
| 
i 
| 


appropriations made for the construction af the | 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and at the very time, too, when all the mighty 

energies of his indomitable nature were being ex- 

erted to püt a stop to all works of internal im- 

rovement not strictly of a national character. 

| Mr. S. here alluded to, and read the following ex- 

tract from General Jackson’s veto Message upon 
the Maysville road bill: 

« In the Administration of Mr. Jefferson we have two ex- 
amples of the exercise of the right of appropriation, which, 
in the considerations which Jed to their adoption, and in 
their effects upon the public mind, have had a greater agency 
in marking the character of the power than any subsequent 
events. Talude to the payment of fifteen millions of do}lars 
for the purchase of Louisiana, and to the original appropria- 
tion for the construction of the Cumberland road} the Intter 
act deriving much weight from the acquiescence and appro- 
bation of three of the most powerful of the original members 
of the Confederacy expressed through their respective Legis- 
latures. Although the circumstances of the latter case may 
be such as to deprive so much of it as relates to the actual 
| construction of the road, of the force ofan obligatory exposi- 
tion of the Constitution, it must, nevertheless, be admitted 
that,so far as the mere appropriation of money is concerned, 
they present the principle in its most imposing aspect. No 
less than twenty-three different laws have been passcd 
through all the forms of the Constitution, appropriating up- 
wards of two millions and a half of dollars out of the national 
treasury in support of that improvement, with the approba- 
tion of every President of the United States, including my 
predecessor, since its commencement.” 


Mr. S. considered that he had fully shown, both 
from the precept and example of Jefferson, Madison, 

| Jackson, and Van Buren, in their course in regard 

to this road, that no Democrat upon this floor was 

cither trampling with impunity upon any provision 

of the Constitution, or violating or disregarding 

any principle of the Democratic creed, by voting 

for and supporting this bill. fit was an error to 

pursue this course, it was to him a sufficient justi- 

! fication that he had been led into that error by the 

| distinguished Democratic Presidents to whose ac- 

| tion and writings he had previously referred. 

| Mr.S. said, he deemed it a duty he owed to 

| himself, as well as to a portion of his constituents, 

| for whom he entertained the highest regard, and 

1 

! 

| 

| 

| 


| who had remonstrated against the bill appropriating 
land for the completion of this road, to offer some 
explanation in relation to his course in this matter, 
and the motives which actuated him in reporting 
both bills. Atan early day in the session, prompt- 
ed by his own sense of right, and what he believed 
to be the universal desire of his constituents, he 
had reported a bill appropriating $400,000 for the 
prosecution of the work upon the road through the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois. Shortly after 
he had reported that bill, one of the Representatives 
from the State of Indiana, [Mr. C..B. Surru,] in- 
troduced a bill granting a quantity of land supposed 
to he sufficient to complete the road through that 
State; and providing for a surrender of the road to 
Indiana. This bill was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, of which he (Mr. R. Smita) 
had the honor to be chairman. As a member of 
that committee, and feeling the deepest solicitude to 
adopt. that course which would most conduce to 
secure the ompletion of the road, he took the pains 
to address letters to all the members of the House 
from the States of Indiana, I!linois, and Missouri, 
requesting, as friends of the road, their respective 
opinions as to the best policy to be pursued for 
completing the same. Those Representatives, 
with a single exception in Indiana, all concurred 
in recommending the introduction of a bill granting 
to each of the States through which the road passed, 
or was designed to pass, a sufficient quantity of 
the public domain to complete the road through 
their respective limits. In the State of Ohio, there 
was some diversity of opinion, but a decided ma- 
jority were favorable to the land appropriation. 

These strong and nearly unanimous expressions 
from three States most deeply interested in this 
great national work, added to the undeniable fact 
that all attempts to procure a money appropria- 
tion had entirely faited for the last eight years, he 
did not feel himself at liberty to disregard. He 
therefore, in obedience to those expressions, had 
reported bill No. 205, granting lands, accompanied 
| by a report. But that this was done with the un- 
i derstanding that the money bill should be first 
acted upon, and if that failed, then to fall back upon 
the land bill. 

Mr. S. said he should consequently go first for 
the money bill, and only in the event of its failure, 
give his support to the land bill. In pursuing this 
course, he was doing what he conscientiously be- 
lieved was for the best interests of his constituents, 
and the Westin general. And if by so acting, he 
committed an error, to him at least it was a conso- 


| 
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lation to know that such error was one of the head 
and not of the heart. 


measure for the facilitation of the transportation of 


the mail, as a measure of military defence, and of | 


encouragement to the agricultural interests of the 
West, &c., and urged the expediency and justice 
of the measure, independently of the compact. He 
touched upon many matters, especially connecting 
this question with the politics of the country and 
of his own State, and endeavoring to cast the odi- 
um of its failure—if it took place—upon the Demo- 
cratic party. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH devoted the few re- 
maining minutes allotted to debate to a reply to 
Mr. McGavaruy, recurring to the action of Con- 
gess in 1838, 1840, 1842, and at other periods, to 
show that to the Whigs belonged the responsibili- 
ty of the neglect to i 
advocating the general merits of the measure. 
expressed his intention to vote for the amendment 
of his colleague, making appropriation of land in 
licu of moncy. He yielded, in the course of his 
remarks, to 


Mr. DROMGOOLE, who denied that any prop- 


osition appropriating money directly from the ; 


treasury for this work, had ever received the sane- 
tion of any republican President, but that the two 
per cent. fund had always been depended upon to 
meet the appropriations, whenever they had been 
made. 

The two hours allotted for the debate having ex- 
pired, the committee proceeded to vote. 

The state of the question was this: 


Mr. WICK had moved, asa substitute, the mod- i 


ified amendment heretofore published. 
And Mr. YELL moved to amend that amend- 
ment by adding thereto the following: 


“ Beit further enacted, That the said road shall be con- | 
issouri, through the States | 


tinued from Jefferson city, in M 
of Missouri and Arkansas, the nearest 
route, to San Antonio, in the State of Te 
completion of said road in the States of Mis 


and most practicable 
As; and for the 
uri and Arkan- 


sas there is hereby granted to each of the States for the | 


urpose aforesaid, 510,000 acres of public land, to be selected 
by the Governors of the several States aforesaid, and to he 
disposed of by the Legislatures thereof for the completion 
of said roadin said States—that being the quantity of public 


land granted to the State of Ohio over and above the quan- || 


tity granted to the other new States of this Union. 

“And beit further enacted, That the sum of $50,000 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
the treasury not otherwise appropriated, to complete the 
said Cumberland road in the State of Texas.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr, STANTON moved the following amend- 
ment, which was rejected: 

“ Be it further enacted, That for the completion of the 
military road commenced in the State of Arkansas, opposite 


Memphis, in Tennessee, there is hereby granted to the State 
of Arkans. 


State, and disposed of by the Legislature thereof. 

“And be it further enacted, That the said road shall be 
surrendered to the State of Arkansas, and the entire control 
thereof shall be vested in said State to the same extent and 
upon the same conditions as hereinbefore provided in refer- 
ence to the Cumberland road, and the States through which 
it passes.” 


Mr. McCONNELL moved that the Committee | 


rise and report the bill, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 
The motion, if entertained, was not pressed. 
Mr. G. DAVIS moved the following amend- 


ment, which (by a vote not heard by the reporter,) | 


was agreed to: 


: d 500,000 
c ted hy the act aforesaid, shall 
be entitled, and there is hereby appropriated to each of them 
500,000 acres of land, and each of such States may select 
that quantity out of any of the unappropriated public lands, 
in quantities of not less than 160 acres: Provided, That the 
lands which every State may select under this act shall be 
surveyed and sold by the authority and officers of the United 
States Government, as other publie lands, and as the money 
may be received, it shall be paid over to the States whose 
lands may have been sold.” 


Mr. HARPER offered the amendment published | 


above. 


Ohio; $125,000 for Indiana; 
nois. 


intended to express his views on this subject, if an 


pass this appropriation, and | 
He ; 


0,000 acres of public lands, or so much thereof ; 
as may be necessary, to be selected by the Governor of said } 


opportunity had presented itself; but having been 


cut off by the expiration of the time allowed for | 
Mr. McGAUGHEY advocated the bill as a j! debate, he offered the following amendment: 


“And be it further enacted, That a sum not ex- 
‘ ceeding one hundred thousand dollars be, and the 
‘same is hereby appropriated, for the construction 
‘of a road from Rockville, in Montgomery county, 


‘to the Monococy, in Frederick county, in the | 


‘ State of Maryland.” s 


Mr. VINTON offered an amendment, releasing | 


the State of Ohio from the considerations and privi- | 


legos granted by her to the United States as an 
equivalent for the lands granted to her by the United 
States. Rejeeted. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Kentucky, offered an amend- 
ment, providing that the said land should be loca- 
ted north of 54° 40", west of the Rocky mountains, 
Rejected. wee 

Mr. PHELPS offered an amendment providing 
that the said land should be subject to taxation by 
the States in which they lie as soon as selected by 
the States, as provided for in the bill. Rejected. 

The question on the modified substitute, as 
amended, was then taken, aud decided in the afirm- 
ative, ayes $2, noes 35. 

So the modified substitute, as amended, was 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. POLLOCK and Mr. BROD- 
HEAD, the committee then rose and reported the 
bill, as amended, to the House. 

And the question being on concurring with the 
committee in its amendment, and on ordering the 
bill to a third reading, 


Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the previous | 


question. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the whole sub- : 


ject be laid on the table, and asked the yeas and 


nays, which were ordered, and, being taken, result- 
ed as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Benton, Biggs, James Back, James A. Black, Boyd, Brock- 
enbrough, William G. Brown, William W. Campbell, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, 
Daniel, Dargan, Jefe 
bin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Habard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, Jo- 
seph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McConnell, McCrate, James McDowell, McKay, 
John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Payne, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Simpson, Stanton, St. John, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, 
Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Yancey, and Yell—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Bell, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, 


son Davis, De Mott, Dillinghain, Dob- | 


Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, | 


Crozier, Culver, Gunningham, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dock- 
ery, Douglass, Faran, Fickliu, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 
fiddines, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Chas. 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Lewis, Levin, Long, 
MeClelland, MeClernand, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Mefivaine. Marsh, Moseley, Owen, Parrish, 
Phelps, Pollock, Price, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. 


| Rockwell, Runk, Sawyer, Schenck, Severance, Leonard H. 


Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, Thibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Trumho, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, 
Wintbrop, Woodruff, and Wright—v6. 

So the House decided that the whole subject 
should not be laid on the table. 

And the question being on the demand for the 


peaker thereupon gave the floor to 
Mr. COBB, who renewed the demand. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved a call of the House; and | 


asked the yeas and nays on that motion. 
A point of order was here raised by Mr. TIB- 


i BATTS, involving the right of Mr. Cogs to the 


The SPEAKER stated the grounds upon which 
he had made the decision, and to which he ad- 
hered, that Mr. Coss was entitled to the floor. 
Some confusion, and much conversation fol- 
lowed. 


Mr. J.J. McDOWELL appealed from the decis- 


|i ion of the Chair, awarding the floor to Mr. Cons. 


and $125,000 for Ili- | 
i 


| stand as the judgment of the House?” was taken, 
j and decided in the affirmative. 


i 


After some further conversaticn, 
The question, “Shall the decision of the Chair 


So the decision of the Chair was affirmed. ... 


The question then recurred on the motion, that: 


there be a call of the House... 
Pending ‘which, after the usual number of de- 
mands for yeas and nays, which were not orderedy 
The House adjourned. i ines 


a 


IN SENATE. : 
Tusspay, April. 7, 1846. -. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate aco i 
munication from. the Depariment of War, in ake: 
swer to a resolution of the Senate, of the Ist inst., 
referring certain resolutions of the Legislature of . 
Louisiana, relating to the defences of the city of 
New Orleans; which was referred to the Commit- - 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered. to be prmteds 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. CASS presented the memorial of C: H. 
Gratiot, and others, citizens of the. United States, 
praying the removal of Stewart’s rock, in Lake 
Superior, and the establishment of a light, or self- 
acting bell, where it stands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. Bev. ; 

Mr. ALLEN asked leave to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the petition and papers of the 
heirs of Frederick Sleigal, which was agreed-to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted: the 
following resolution, which agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the removal of obstructions 
to the navigation of the river Sabine. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee oñ the Post’ 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill establishing 
certain post routes, and for other purposes; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mitteėiof Claims, reported a bill for the relief of. 
Stalker & Hill; which was read, and passed toa 


second reading, and the report was ordered to be. ` 


printed. 2 = 
GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY, 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
upon the memorial of William H. Thomas; which 
was concurred in. i a ae 

Also, the adverse report of the Same committee; 
upon thé memorial of William H. Thomas, pray- 
ing remuneration for supplies furnished ‘to’ the 
Cherokee Indians; which was concurred in,’ 

The Senate also considered the adverse reportof 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, upon the 
memorial of the legal representatives of William 
Alexander, Earl of Stirlmg; which was concur- 
red in. - 7 Í 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee -on 
Pensions, upon the petition of Elizabeth Gassa- 
way; which was concurred in. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


Mr. ASHLEY moved that the prior orders of 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate: resume 
the consideration of the special order; which mo- 
tion was agreed to. ~ KEEN sapien i oe 

THE TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. WEBSTER arose, and said: On yesterday 
I read an extract from the proceedings in the Brit: 


ish Parliament of.a despatch of Lord Palmerston. - 


to Mr. Fox, dated August, 1841, in which Lord 
Palmerston says that the British Government, as 
early as 1840, had perceived that they never could. 
come to a settlement of this controversy with. the 
Government of Mr. Van Buren, and they there- 
fore wished and waited for a change in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Now, sir, I do not mean to say that that was so. 
I do not wish to say whether the fault was more 
on one side than the other; but I wish to correct; 
in the first place, any inference of an improper or 
injurious character which may be drawn from: 
that statement of the British Secretary 
Affairs. It may be said that the British Secreta 
knew that he could not drive a good bargain with : 
Mr. Van Buren, because he was too upright to 
assent to any arrangement which would be inju- 
rious to the interests of his country. They there- 
fore looked forward to, and waited for a change 
which would bring into power an Administration 
more ready to concur in the purposes of England. 
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Now, to prevent any such construction, I wish to 
say that those remarks of Lord Palmerston, 
whether true or false, were. not caused by an 
stoutness or stiffness of a peculiar nature whic 
Mr. Van Buren had ever maintained on our side 
of the merits of the question. ‘The merits of the 
boundary question were never discussed by Mr. 
Van Buren to any very greatextent. Theonly point 
his Administration discussed was the formation of 
a convention of. exploration and arbitration to set- 
tle the question. A few years before this despatch 
of Lord Palmerston to Mr. Fox, the two Govern- 
ments had agreed how the question could be set- 
tled. They had agreed that there should be an 
exploration. Mr. Van Buren had proposed and 
urged arbitration. England agreed to it. They 
agreed to these two principles, therefore, long be- 
fore the date of that letter of Lord Palmerston; 
and from that agreement till near the close of the 
Van Buren Administration, the whole correspond- 
ence turned on the determination in favor of a 
convention for arbitration according to the stipu- 
lation of the parties. Therefore, it was not on 
account of any notion that Mr. Van Buren stood 
up for American rights better than others. It was 
because the question respecting the convention for 
arbitration had become involved in so much com- 

lexity—so many protests and counter-protests— 
had become so difficult and entangled; and because 
every effort to disentangle it had made it worse. 
On this account alone, Lord Palmerston had made 
the remarks. I do not say whether justly or un- 
justly. I wish to draw no inference that would be 
injurious to others—to make no imputation on Mr. 
Van Buren. 

I believe this has been somewhat overrated on 
both sides. I referred yesterday to the report 
made by General Wool in respect to the road from 
Kennebec. In point of fact, the place which Gen- 
eral Wool recommended in 1838 was a few miles 
farther east, towards the waters of the Penobscot 
river; but generally, the remarks I made were per- 
fectly true, that east of that line there has not becn 
a road or passage. 

The honorable member from New York vester- 
day produced extracts from certain debates in Parv- 
liament, respecting the importance of the territory 
ceded to England in a military point of view. lj 
beg to refer to some others which E hold in my 
hand, but which I shall not read—the speeches of 
Sir Charles Napier, Lord Palmerston, Sir Howard 
Douglass, &c., as an offset to those quoted by the 
honorable Senator. But I do not think it of im- 
portance to balance those opinions against cach 
other. Some gentlemen prefer one set of opinions, 
some prefer others; and, for my own part, I can- 
didly admit that by both, one and the other, facts 
are overstated. I do not believe, str, that anything 
in a military point of view, ceded by us to Eng- 
land, is of any consequence to us or her, or that 
anything was ceded by either party exvept one 
thing—that is Rouse’s Point. I do believe it was | 
an acquisition of importance to repossess ourselves 
of the site of that fortress, and to that point E shall 
proceed to make a few remarks that escaped me 
yesterday. i 

I do not complain here that the Senator from 
New York has underrated the importance of that 
acquisition. But what I do comp ain of—if com- 
plaint it may be called—is, that when he spoke of 
cessions made to England by the treaty of Wash- 
ington, a treaty which proposed to proceed on the 
ground of mutual concessions, equivalents, and 
considerations—when referring to such a treaty 
to show the concessions made to England, he did | 
not consider it necessary to state, on the other | 
hand, the corresponding cessions made by England 
to us. . And I say over again, that the cession of | 
Rouse’s Point by her must be and is considered, | 
by those best capable of appreciating its value, of 
more importance than all the cessions we made to 
England; and to show how our Government con- 
sidered its importance during the Jast war, when 
the nation was oppressed with debt, there was 
nothing that addressed itself with more zeal to them 
than to make a defence suitable for the north end 
of Lake Champlain. As early as 1816, the Gov- || 
ernment paid twenty or thirty thousand dollars for |! 
the site, and went on with the work at an expense 
of one hundred thousand dollars. But in 1818, the 
astronomers appointed found it was on the English 
side of the boundary. That, of course, terminated | 
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Washington? Why the ink with which that trea- 
ty was signed was hardly dry, when the most emi- 
nent engineers were despatched to that place, who 
examined its strength, and proceeded to renew and 
build it. And no military work—not even the for- 
tifications for the defence of the Narrows, approach- 
ing the harbor of New York—has been proceeded 
with by the Government with more zeal. Having 
said so much, sir, I will merely add, that if gentle- 
men desire to obtain more information on this im- 
portant poipt, they may consult the head of the 

ngineer Corps, who went there by instructions to 
examine ìt, and who reported thereon. 

Now, sir, I will conclude my remarks on this 
boundary question. I desire to put it to the peo- 
ple of the United States, whether most of the occa- 
sional complaints that have been made, and that we 
continue to hear repeated against the settlement of 
the boundary question, do not proceed mostly from 
a feeling thatitis not desirable that too much credit 
should be given to those who had a hand in it. 

Another topic was the affair of the ‘ Caroline” 
and the affair of McLeod. These have been the 
subject of discussion and remark in both Houses of 
Congress at this present session, It would be well 
to state briefly the history of these occurrences. 
(Mr. W. here entered on a historical detail of the 
“McLeod case,” as it was called. He quoted from 
the Message of Mr, Van Buren, of December, 1838, 
giving the American account of the invasion, by 
citizens of the United States, of the Canadian pro- 
vinces—an account made up of official and other 
evidence taken by the Government of the United 
States. Me also referred to the British account of 

the same transactions, contained in Senate docu- 
ments, 3d session, 27th Congress, document No. 
99.] ‘That statement of what had actually oc- 
l curred on the Canada frontier was by Mr. Van 
Buren, In the latter part of December, he thought 
the 29th, a British party from Canada came over, 
and in the harbor of Schlosser seized the ‘ Caro- 
fine.”? It created a considerable cxeitement, and 
was the subject of a correspondence between Mr. 
Fox aid Mr, orsyth. Reparation was demand- 
Ped, but not given, Mr, Fox avowed the act as 
| justified it; and ise, made an eceasion for a direct 
appeal to the British Government. Then arose 
| the question, whether the British Government had 
avowed that act. On that subject there was a cor- 
respondence, which was of considerable interest. 
In that position the ease rested ull the arrest of 
McLeod, in 1840. Remonstrances followed im- 
mediately on the part of Mr, Fox. Mr. Forsyth 
did not admit that the Government of Great Britain 
had ever avowed that act, Mere he referred to a 
note from Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Fox, of 26th De- 
cember, 1840. 

The British Government had all along contended 
that when the matter was compliined of by Mr. 
Stevenson, Lord Palmerston at once communicated 
the avowal of the British Government of their ns- 
sumption of the responsibility of the act, nnd stated 
that neither indemnity ner apology was to be ex- 
| pected from the British Government. Yet the affair 
was left in this ansettled state during the whole of 
Mr. Van Buren’s Administration, He referred to 
the correspondence of August, 1841, in_ proof of 
that. Lord Palmeérston reminded Mr. Stevenson 
that as early as May, 1838, Mr. S. addressed a 
note to Lord Palmerston, in which he declared that 
this enterprise in which the Caroline”? was de- 


| stroyed, was planned and executed by the Cana- 
i dian authorities, and then asked, ‘ Could the Uni- 


“ted States, after such a declaration, say that they 
‘did not understand that it was any more than a 
t private outrage, else they would sooner have de- 
‘manded reparation?’ He referred gentlemen to 
the correspondence. Ifso, then the question arose, 
how was that matter left unsettled during the whole 
of Mr. Van Buren’s Administration? 


had he taken to vindicate the honor of the country ? 
Not one. Whose fault was it that proper repara- 
tion had not been demanded and had? Nay, if the 
Government of the United States regarded it as a 
private outrage, it was still to be atoned for. But 
no demand was made for redress. Ashe had said, 
the affair so remained till the arrest of McLeod. 
That created great excitement, not only amongst 
public men, but the masses, who regarded it as a 
national insult—just as Americans, in his judg- 
ment, would have regarded it. McLeod was a 


their operations. But that ispotall, How did our 
Government regard the acquisition by the treaty of |i 


soldier, subject to superior authority. Circum- 


| done by the colonial Government of Canada, and | 


Tt oceurred | 
: : selena | 
in the first year of that Administration: what step 


Í stances had occurred which, to the Canadian au- 
! thorities, appeared to demand and justify the de- 
| struction of the Caroline. McLeod was arrested— 
| was bailed; violence occurred; the judicial author- 
ities were overawed, and he was put into jail. Mr. 
Forsyth then wrote the note he had read, stating 
that so far as he knew he was not aware that the 
act had been avowed by the British Government. 
Then came a despatch from Lord Palmerston to 
Mr. Fox. It was the foundation of Mr. Fox’scom- 
munication to the Department of State, in March, 
1841. In that despatch Lord Palmerston said it 
must have been known that the act was avowed 
by the British Government, and therefore that the 
demanded the release of McLeod. Whatthen? It 
was decmed to be most decorous to take the fact as 
represented by Mr. Forsyth—it was not thought 
proper to gainsay the position of the Secretary, of 
State—that never was a part of the policy of any 
Administration with which he (Mr. W.) ever was 
‘connected. Such, then, was the state of the case 
when General Harrison came into office. He treat- 
‘ed the British Governmentas a just and high-mind- 
ed Government. He said the invasion of the ter- 
i ritory of the United States was an aggression on 
| the sovereignty of ihe United States, and repara- 
‘tion and apology ought to have been made, and it 
| was not yet too late for that. On the other hand, 
he said that the arrest of McLeod, a soldier acting 
under superior authority, was contrary to the law 
; of nations. And in thathe (Mr. W.) need not 
i say he spoke in accordance with all the authorities 
jon the law of nations. After much reflection he 
also said there was an apparent want of courtesy in’ 
the letter of Mr. Fox, under the authority of Lord 
Palmerston, demanding the release of McLeod, 
But he added, that as the proceedings against 
McLeod were wrong, Mr. box should be inform- 
ed, that notwithstanding the uncourteous terms 
of the application, it was just, and McLeod ought 
to be discharged according to the due forms of law. 
i There was an answer to that communication, and 
Mr. Fox was then reminded that the law must 
have its course—that the party, just agin England, 
in the Court of King’s Bench, must be delivered by 
judicial proceedings. He was informed that if the 
indictment had been pending in a United States 
; court, the President could and would have directed 
anol. pros, but as it was in a State’s court, he 
could not. He could only see that the process 
there was fairly conducted. And he (Mr. W.) 
would call upon the Senator from New Yotk, (Mr. 
| Dicxryson] for his authority for saying that the 
1 Hi . 

| United States Government had made a direct and 


palpable interference in the case. Mr. Fox’s lete 
i ter could be found in Senate documents, Ist ses- 
: Sion, 27th Congress, document No.1. And now, 
: he asked, if the decision of the Administration of 
' General Harrison was not exactly right—was it 
not the proper course? When England said she 
was answerable—that it was her act—would they 
have had the Government of the United States to 
‘fall back, and, without calling on that responsi- 
‘bility, when an individual came over the line, 
snatch him up and try him fora murder? Had 
not the British people a right to he incensed in 
that ease? Suppose the United States Govern- 
į ment had invaded any part of the British territory 
į —for reprisal, on just grounds of retaliation—in 
} any way, but under the authority of the United 
i States; and suppose that the act was avowed, re- 
j fused the demand for negotiation, and said they 
; Were ready to meet it: in such a case as that, if the 
British Government had lain still for three years, 
and then seized one of that invading party, and 
threatened to hang him—he would put it to all— 
would not war be declared in six hours? Would 
it be submitted to for a moment? Was there a 
man base enough to say that he would not have 
made it the cause of war? No; nota man with 
an American heart in his bosom would have re- 
mained silent and inactive for a moment when he 
i saw his Government treated in such an outrageous 
manner. Well, then, did not the Administration 
of General Harrison act right? What, then, was 
the just ey, that Great Britain had 
taken upon herself? She made an aggression 
upon the United States by entering its territory for 
a belligerent purpose; she had invaded the sanctity 
of its territorial rights. As to the mere destruc- 
tion of the vessel, if perpetrated on the Canadian 
i side, it would have been quite justifiable. The 
| persons engaged in that vessel were, it was to be 
‘ remembered, violating the laws of their own coun- 
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try: some of them suffered for that, and he wished 
all had suffered. 

Mr. ALLEN here desired to know where the 
proof was of the fact that the Caroline was so en- 
gaged? Was there any record of the fact? 

Mr. WEBSTER. Yes. There was proof— |; 
abundant proof. ‘The fact that the vessél was so | 
engaged, was, he believed, pretty well proved by | 
the trial and conviction of Van Rensselaer. But | 
besides, there was abundant proof in the Depart- | 
ment of State, in the evidence taken in Canada by 
the authorities there, and sent to Great Britain, and 
which could be confirmed by anybody who lived 
anywhere from Buffalo down to Schlosser. It was 
proved by the res geste, What was the condition 
ofthe Caroline? Mr. Stevenson said that she was 
cleared at Buffalo in the latter part of December, 
making the best case he could for the United States, | 
to ply between Buffalo and Schlosser, on the same 
side of the river, a few miles below. Lord Pal- 
merston, with his usual sarcasm, and with more 
than a usual occasion for the application of that 
sarcasm; said, ‘It was very true she was cleared 
tout; but Mr. Stevenson forgot that she was cut 

out of the ice in which she had been laid up for 
the winter, and that in departing from Buffalo, 
instead of going down to Schlosser, she went 
down to Navy [sland;”? and his lordship asked, 
“ What new outbreak of traffic made it necessary 
to have a steamboat plying in the depth of winter 
between Buffalo and Schlosser, when exactly 
€ between those two places on the shore there was | 
‘a very convenient railroad?” Tle (Mr. W.) 
begged most respectfully to suggest all that to the 
consideration of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations! And, as further evidence, he: 
would state the entire omission of the Government | 
of the United States, during the whole of Mr. 
Van Buren’s Administration, to make any demand 
for reparation for the property destroyed. So far 
as he remembered, such a suggestion was never 
made. Butone thing he did very well remember, 
and that was, that a person who had some interest 
inthe property came then to the city of Washing- 
ton, and thought of making an application to the 
Government in the time of Mr. Van Buren. Well, 
he was told that the sooner he shut his tongue on 
that subject the better, for he himself, knowing 
that the purpose to which the vessel had been ap- 
plied, came within the purview of the statutes of 
the United States against fitting out hostile expedi- 
tions against countries with which the United . 
Slates were at peace, was Hable to prosecution; 
and he, ever afterwards, profiting by the friendly i 
admonition, held his peace. That was another | 
piece of evidence which he respectfully submitted 
to the consideration of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations! 

Well, then, to proceed. There were gentlemen | 
in the Cahinet of General Harrison not unknown | 
to eminence in their profession, and they and Gen- 
eral Harrison concurred in the opinion that the 
proceedings against McLeod were unlawful. Gen- 
eral Harrison felt ag a military man; his feelings, 
as such, were touched, and gave him a strong per- 
ception of the great impropriety of the proceedings | 
against McLeod. The case went on in the courts 
of New York. He (Mr. W.) was greatly sur- 
prised at the decision of the courts of New York, 
on the application fora habeas corpus. On the peril 
o 
o 


A 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 


his professional reputation, he affirmed that the 
inion of the court of New York in that case was 
not a respectable opinion. McLeod was acquit- 
ted; in fact there was no proof of his being guilty. 
Well, did not Congress then pass an act that if 
such cases should hereafter occur, they should he 
placed within the jurisdiction of the United States ? 
‘That was a necessary action. As a great princi- 
ple, it lay at the foundation of the Government, 
that the judicial power of the Government must be 
coextensive with the legislative power; that is, 
that when the exercise of legislative and executive 
powers came to be discussed upon questions of 
legality and illegality, and when any question | 
touching the duties of this Government in treaties 
of peace——treaties of alliance on any branch of its ; 
foreign relations—came to be discussed, the final 
decision of that question must be within the su- 
preme judicature under this Government, or else 


. H 
the Government was a mere fiction, a man of straw. | 


It was now necessary for him to take some no- | 


tiee of what had been said on the subject of the 
Ashburton treaty, and the correspondence accom- 
panying the negotiation of that treaty. 


f 
ii 
| 


H 
| 


The honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN,] 
bestowed, I believe, (said Mr. W-.) a very consid- 
erable degree of attention upon topics connected 
with the treaty of Washington. It so happened 
| that my engagements did not permit me to bein 
the Senate during the delivery of any considerable 

ortion of that speech. I wasin here occasionally, 

iowever, and heard some portions of it, and also 
allusions to it. I have not been able- to find any 
particular account of that portion of the honorable 
member’s remarks. In the: only printed speech 
which I have been able to lay my hands on, it is 
said that he took occasion to speak in general 
terms of various topics, enumerating them, cm- 
braced in the treaty of 1842. As I have not seen 
these remarks, therefore T shall not now undertake 
to make any farther allusion to them. If I should 
happen to see them hereafter, so far as I may be- 
lieve that they have not been answered by what I 
have already said, I may, perhaps, deem it worth 
while to embrace some opportunity of taking such 
notice of them as to me they may seem to require. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will now state, for the satis- 
faction of the Senator, the general substance of 
what I said on the subject. If he so desires, I will 
now proceed to do so. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I think that, upon the whole, 
when the gentleman will furnish the public with a 
copy of his speech, I may perhaps have the proper 
opportunity to pay attention to it as it may re- 
quire, especially as l have to say something of 
other speeches which may at present occupy as 
much of the time of the Senate as cen well be de- 
voted to this subject. An honorable member from 
New York nearest the Chair, [Mr. Dickinson, | 
made a speech on this subject. I propose to take 
some notice of that speech. But first, I may re- 
mark that the honorable gentleman did not seem 
to be satistied with his own light; he borrowed 
somewhat extensively. He borrowed and incor- 
porated into his speech, by way of a note, what he 
entitles, “ Extracts from the speech of Mr. C. J. In- 
gersoll, in the House of Representatives. Speaking 
of the McLeod affair, Mr. Ingersoll said: Well, 
then, my first business is to examine a little this 
jewel which the honorable Senator chooses to work 
into his own diadem; and I shall do it unmoved in 
temper, I hope, and at the same time I do not mean 
to omit what I may consider a proper notice of the 
whole of it in all its parts. And here, sir, is that 
extraordinary ebullition called by the honorable 
Senator “the speech of Mr. C. J. Ingersoll in the 
House of Representatives.” Mr. President, I al- 
most wish I could find myself out of order in refer- 
ring to it, as I imagine I should be if it had not 
been that the honorable Senator has made it his 
own anda part of his speech. I should be very 
glad to be compelled not to take any notice of it— 
to be told that 1I was not at liberty to know that 
such a speech was ever made, and I would thank 
God to know that such an ebullition had never 
been made out of a bar-room anywhere, and that’s 
a theatre quite too high for it. Now, sir, a portion 
of this “speech” seems to be directed against the 
individual now addressing the Senate. 
its parts and parcels, and take such notice of them 
as they deserve as I go along. Hear what the Sen- 
ator Says: 

«Mr. Dicxrxson had understood there was a correspond- 
euce between the authorities at Washington and the Gov- 
ernor of New York to that effect; buthe particularly alluded 
to a letter addressed by Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, to 
Mr. Crittenden, Attorney-General at that time, directing 
him to proceed to New York, and take charge of the tial of 
McLeod. He had it not then before him, and did not recol- 
lect its precise language, but would refer to it before he 
! should close. He would endeavor to speak of the history 
of the past truly, and in perfect kindness, but he wished to 
show what we had gained by negotiations with Great Brit- 
ain, and who had made the concessions.” 

Now, sir, either by way of giving interest to 
this narrative—or something else—the gentleman 
from New York makes this a little more distinct. 
He says not only that Mr. Wessrer wrote this 
letter to the Governor of New York, with his own 


Mr. DICKINSON. Will you allow me? 
Mr. WEBSTER. Oh! yes, I will allow you. 


‘| Mr. DICKINSON. The gentleman from New 


York is not at all responsible for the statement in 
ii the note. Nor does the gentleman from New 
‘York make the extracts from Mr. Iycersoi.’s 


il 
i| express 


Twill read | 


hand, but that he sent it by express. I believe the’ 
| express’? matter was expressly by the gentleman 
‘| from New York. 


| 
1 


i 
l 


l 


very extraordinary statement, Having been met 
by the emphatic contradiction of* the honorablé 
Senator from Massachusetts, or what iniplied corn- 
tradiction, I proposed to” reid in justification thé 
remarks of Mr. Incrrsori. The friends of t 
Senator in his immediate vicinity objected to Nave 
it read. J did not read the extract, nor was itin 
the report of my speech, which, in the usual way, 
found its way to the newspapers. But, és T- hed - 
repeated calls for what Thad alluded to as:spoken — 
by Mr. Incersoxt, I did append in the pamphlet 
edition of my speech thosé remarks. “I gave them - 
as they were found in the newspaper, and there- 
fore the Senator from New York neither added to, 
nor diminished, these remarks. ~ I wish to set the 
Senator right as to this single matter of fact.” 

Mr. WEBSTER. _ I have only to.staté the fact 
that the additional falsehood in the speech of Mr. 
Ingersoll, as published by the member from New 
York, is not to be found in the published report. ` 
Mr. DICKINSON. In what paper?. 7 0) 

Mr. WEBSTER. In the National Intelligen- 
cer, as corrected by Mr. Ingersoll himself; and 
so it would appear, that if not inserted by the mem- 
ber from New York, there is one falsehood in the 
case which the original author was not so graceless 
as to retain. Buti goon with this speech: _ 

« Out of this controversy arose the arrest of Alexander 
McLeod. What he intended to state now, consisted of 
facts not yet generally known, but which would soon bë 
made known, for they were in progress of publication,’ and 
he had received them in no confidence, from the. best at- 
thority. When McLeod was arrested, General’ Harrison, 
had just died, and Mr. Tyler was not yet at home as hig 
successor. Mr. Webster—who was de facto the Adminis. 
tration—Mr. Webster wrote to the Governor of New York. 
with his own hand, a letter, and sent it by express, marked 
« private,” in which the Governor was told that he must ye- 
lease McLeod, or see the magnificent commercial emporium 
laid in ashes. The brilliant description given by the gentle- 
man from Virginia of the prospective destruction of: that. 
city in the case of a War, was, in a measure, anticipated on 
this occasion. McLeod must be released, said the Secretary 
of State, or New York must be laid in ashes. The Gover: 
nor asked when this would be done?. The reply was, forth- 
with. Do you not see coming on. the waves of the sea the 
Paixhan guns? And if McLeod be not released, New York 
will be destroyed. But, said the Governor, the power of 
pardon is vested in me, and even if he be convicted, he may 
be pardoned. Oh, no, said the Secretary, if you even try 
him, you will bring desiruction-on.yourselves.”* i eet 


Well, now, I say thata- series of more distinct, 
unalloyed falsehoods—absolute, unqualified, en-, 
tire—never appeared in any publication in Christ- 
endom. Every allegation ‘here. made—every ane; 
would entirely justify the usé of that expressive 
monosyllable which some peoplé‘are' base enough: 
and low enough to deserve to have thrown in their 
teeth, but which a gentleman does hot often like to 
utter. Every one of them, from beginning’ to end, 
is false. There is not a particle of truth in them=— 
there is not the slightest foundation for any ‘one of 
thesé assertions. *‘ Mr. Webster wrote a private 
letter,” &c. False, sir—all false. I never’ said or 
wrote such a thing in my life to the Governor of the 
State of New York. “McLeod must be released.”” 
It is false. I never said any such thing. ‘New 
York must be laid in ashes. “The Governor asked 
when this was to be, done?” ~ What doés this 
mean? Here I am charged with writing a. letter 
to the Governor of New York, telling him that he 
must release McLeod, or ‘see -the magnificent 
commercial emporium laid in ashes.” Sir, [never 
wrote to the Governor of New York, säying that 
he must release McLeod. I never said a ‘word 
about the magnificent emporium being laid in ash- 
es. But it seems that the Governor of New, York 
then writes to me another letter in answer’to mine, 
inquiring when New York was to be ‘laid in 
ashes,” and the reply was, “ forthwith.” And 
here we have this Mr. Ingersoll himself prepa- 


i ring this speech for the press, italicising the word 


forthwith, as if I had written another letter to the 
Governor of New York, “ telling him” that New 
York was to be laid in ashes “forthwith.” What 
follows? Steam force! Inever mentioned steam 
force nor. any other force. ‘* But, said the Gov- . 
ernor, the power. of pardon is vested in me, atid if 
he be convicted he may. be pardoned:’? Here ia 
another letter--a third letter from me! * Oh! no, 


| said the Secretary” —why; here’ Iam writing a 


fourth letter !—“ if you even ‘try ‘him-you will 
bring destruction upon yourselves.” ‘This is stated 
by a man or a thing that has a seat in one of the 
| Houses of Congress. I promised to keep my 


u {| temper, and I will. The whole concern is infi- 
| speech any part of his; on the contrary, I stated || nitely contemptible, and cannot disturb the temper. 
ly, at the time that I alluded to it as ail of a reasonable man. But I will expose it. 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


619 


Such, then, are the contents of the letters which | 


this person describes as “facts not generally 
known, but which would soon be made known, 
for they weré in progress of publication, and he 
had received them in no confidence, from the best 
authority.?? Well, I do not know where he got his 
“ authority,” unless, as suggested by a friend 
near me, it was. from some chapters of his own 
recent work! But let me state what did occur, and 
so prepare the minds of the Senate for some de- 
gree of astonishment, that any man in the world 
could tell such a story as that. When McLeod 
was arrested .there was a good deal of con- 
versation in Washington and elsewhere about 
what would happen. It was a subject of very 
considerable conversation, and certainly of em- 
barrassment to’ the Government. It was hoped 
and expected by me, and I believe by other 
gentlemen, that the Governor of New York 
would see that it was a case in which, if he were 
invested with authority, by the Constitution and 
the authority of. the State; he would recommend 
the entering of a nolle pros. by the prosecuting of- 
ficer of the State of New York. It was expected 
that he would do that, and General Harrison one 
day said to me that he had received a letter from a 
friend, in which he was informed that the Govern- 
or of New York had made up his mind to take 


that course, and that he was very glad of it, as it || 


relieved the Government. It was about the time 
that the Attorney General was to proceed to New 
York to see how the matter was; and the case was 
to be tried immediately, within ten days, at Loeck- 
port, in the western part of the State of New 
York, Having heard this, however, General 
Harrison directed me to write a note 
the Governor of New York, stating that he had 
done exactly what was proper, and by so doing 


had relieved the Government from some embar- |! 


Mr. WEBSTER then read the letter. 
follows: 
© DEPARTMENT GF Beare, ? 
+ Washington, March 11, RAL § 
“My par Sir! The President has denened, not direetly, 
but by means of a lotter from n friend, that you had cx- 


pressed a disposition to direct a nolle prosegui in the case of 


the indictment against McLeod, on being informed by this 
Government that the British Government has offteially 


avowed the attacicon the Caroline as an act done by its own | 


authority. The President directs me to express his thunk» 
Yor the proniptitude with which you apponr disposed to per- 
form an act whieh he supposes proper for the oceasion, und 
which is calculated to relieve this Government fron enbar- 
rassments, and the country from some dangers ot coltision 
with a foreign Power. À 

« You will have seen Mr, Critenden, whom {take this oc- 
casion to commend to your kindest ronen; 

«f have the honor to be, yours truly, 

Alave.t s DANIEL WEBSTER. 
& His ExecHeney Wintan H. SEWARD, 
“Govancr of New York n 

Mr. MANGUM. Was that the only letter 
written? i 

Mr. WEBSTER. Yes, the only letter. Now, 


how am Í to treat such allegations? Itis the false- |, 


hood “ with circumstance.” 


might pass unregarded ; but here he quotes whathe | 


calls “the highest authority.’’ He states particu- 


lars. He gives all possible plausible marks of credit | 
€ How wn Ito treatit? Why, sir, Í 


to the falsehood, 
[I pronounce it an utter, 
all its parts, from beginning to end. 
wish to use epithets, nor to call names. 


ryan absolute filschood, in 
Now, fdo nat 
But I hold 


up this piere, which I have painted Runtly but ; 


truly—I hold it up to every man in the Senate and 
in the country, and Task him to look atit, and then 
write at the bottem of it anything which he thinks 
it most resembles. 

The specch proceeds: “The next step taken by 
«the Administration was to appoint a district aitor- 
‘ney, who was to be charged with the defence of 
< Alexander McLeod—the gentleman who was late- 


t Iy removed from office-—and a fee of five thousand | 
hands for this purpose, ™ | 
The Government of i! 
the United States had no more to do with the em- | 


«dollars was put into his 
Falsc, sir—false every way. 
ployment of Mr. Spencer for the defence of Me- 
Leod than had the 

[taking up the corrected report of Mr. 1.’s speech 
in the Intelligencer]—here he says that, enlighter.~ 
ed by the gentleman from New York, he found he 


of thanks to |; 


A general statement | 


tovernment of France. Here— | 


was mistaken on this point” ‘*Mistaken!”? No 


other allegations. “ Mistaken!’? No man who 
makes such statements is entitled to shelter him- 
self under any notion of mistake. His declaration 
in this particular is no more false than is the dec- 
laration that the Government of the United States 
l- appointed an attorney, or charged their attorney 

with the defence of MeLeod. ‘They never inter- 
fered in the slightest degree. It is true, they fur- 
nished to Mr. Spencer, as they would have fur- 
| nished to any other counsel, the official correspond- 
|| ence, to prove that the Government of Great Britain 
i} avowed the act of the destruction of the Caroline 
| as their own. The speech goes on: “Application 

t was afterwards made to the Chief Justice of the 
| ‘State of New York for the release of McLeod. 


i 
| 
i 
| 
eak ; 
| t plication. ‘The marshal was about to let him go, 
| ‘and that if MeLeod went out of prison, he should 
| ‘go in,” Edo not know what the marshal had to 
| do with the case. McLeod was in prison under 
|| the authority of the State of New York. Ido not 
I know how it was possible that the marshal—an 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i] 
t 
| 
i 
1 
| 


officer of the United States—could interfere. But 
there are some other matters in the speech to which 
I must refer, “He would call on the honorable 
member from Massachusetts [Mr. Adams] to sus- 
tain him.” [do not find that the honorable mem- 
ber from Massachusetts has yet sustained him in 
these statements, and I rather think he never will, 
; He asserts that £ wrote to the Committee on For- 
| eign Affairs of the House on the subject. Tt isa 


“These are facts,” he 
” 


falsehood: I never did. 
says, “which no one will dispute. 
I say E have no recollection of then at all. 


them. 


Hess h 4 
i ofany such note being written by me. 
written such a note, E think T should have remem- 


bered it, 


i discussing. [Here Mr. W. read an extract from 
| the speech of Mr. Tugersoll, charging hin (Mr. 


W.) with offering to give Oregon for free wade 


j ner, in Badtimore, May, 1543.] 

| Here by me sits a Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
; Jounson,| who was present at that dinner, and 
i heard that speech; and if I wanted a witness be- 


j} could readily call upon him. In that speech I did 
|i pot mention Oregon, nor allude to Oregon in the 
i slightest degree, It is an utter falsehood. There 
| ean be no mistake about ite The author of this 
n speech (Mr. Ingersoll] was not there. If he 
i| knew anything about it, he must have acquired it 
| from the printed speech; but in that there was not 
i, the slightest reference to Oregon—-there is another 
| statement just as false, Why, sir, the hydrostatic 
| preasure has no means of condensing falsehood— 
anything--into such a narrow compass as the au- 
thor of this speech condenses felschood. AH 
ateam-power does not equal ia What does he 
suy here? Why, that my whee at Baltimore con- 
tained a strong recommendation of a commercial 
weaty with England. Why, sir, a commercial 
veaty with England to regulate the subjects upon 
© which J was talking at Baltimore~-the duties be- 


i tween the two countries—was just the thing that 1 
i did ret recommend, and which 1 there declared the 
treaty snaking power had no right to make—no au- 
| thority to make. He would represent me as hold- 
ji ing out the idea that the power of laying duties for 
j revenue was a power that could be freely exercised 
by the President and Senate as the treaty-making 
power! 
H Constitution than that. ! 
| just the reverse of that—exactly the reverse. Sir, 


certain articles, the produce of this country—some 
change with respect to the policy of the corn-laws. 


| portant it would be, if things should so tam out 
| as that that great product of ours—the Indian corn, 
of which we raised five times as much as we do of 
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i more mistaken or false than he was in any of his į 


‘The judge did not think proper to grant the ap- | 


| “when he was told that he must do it at his peril; | 


l dispute | 


| Pde not believe Mr. Adams has any recollection | 


If I had: 


Well, now, this person next proceeds to | 
a topic no way conneeted with what he had been jf 


Hotes : gs 
{i with Enghud, in a speech made at a publie din- i 


yond my own statement and printed specch, Ii 


Why, hape that I know more of thei 
The ground L took was j| 


my correspandence, public and private, with Eng- |i 


land then led me to anueipate, before long, some |! 
l change in the policy of England with respect to ij 
f š 


nd l suggested, in that speech, how very im- |! 


fi into England. And I said that, in the spirit that 
| prevailed, and which I knew prevailed—I knew 
i that the topic had been discussed in the Board of 
| Tradesin England—if an arrangement could be 
[made in some proper manner to produce such a 
| result, it would be a piece of great good fortune. 
But, then, did I not immediately proceed to say 
i that that could not be done by treaty?. I used the 
word “arrangement”—studiously used it—to avoid 
the conclusion that it could be done by treaty. I 
will read what I said: 


“ Rut with regard to the direct intercourse between us arid 
England, great interest is excited, many wishes expressed, 
and strong opinions entertained, in favor of an attempt to 
settle duties on certain articles by treaty or arrangement. I 
say, gentlemen, ‘by arrangement,’ and Í use that terin by de- 
sign. ‘The Constitution of the United States leaves with 
Congress the great business of laying duties to support the 
Government. Jt has made it the duty of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the popular branch of the Government, to take 
the lead on such subjects. There have been sonie few cases 
| in which treaties have been entered into, having the effect 
to limit duties; but it is not necessary—and that is an im- 
portaut part of the whole subject—it is not necessary to go 
upon the idea, that if we come to an understanding with 
foreign Governments upon rates of duties, that understand- 
ing can be effected only by means of a treaty ratified by the 
President, and two-thirds of the Senate, according to the 
form of the Constitution.” * * * X * 
' €R is true, a treaty is the Jaw of the land, 
} the whole business of revenue and general provision for all 
i the wants of the country is undonbtedly a very peculiar 
I 
i 
$ 


But then, as 


business of the House of Representatives, or of Congress, I 
| am of opinion, and always bave been, that there should he 
| no encroachment upon that power by the exercise of the 
| treaty-making power, unless in case of great and evident 
| necessity.” 
i 
t 


There had been some cases of necessity, like that 


| of France in the case of Louisiana. And yet he 
| says that in the speech, in which Oregon was not 
i| mentioned at all, in which I repudiated altogether 
|| to levying of revenue by the treaty-making power, 
| that I recommended a treaty with England. Sir, 
il grow weary, weary with this speech, Who 
' should allude to representations and imputationgs 
apparently so groundless? Why, sir, there is one 
thing in the speech from which I will supplicate 
n itsauthor to have me excused. Fie says, he never 
‘agreed with me in politics. That is wue. We 
i never did, and, I think, we never shall agree. He 
said, many years ago, that if he had lived in the 
tine of the Revolution, he would have been a Tory. 
| E don’t think I would. He has said also very re- 
{ . . ` 
į cently in a printed book of his, that the Declara- 
| tion of Independence was carried with difficulty, if 
| not by accident. That is his estimate of the great 
charter of our national existence. We would 
| never agree in politics, I admit. But he'said, Mr. 
| 
i 
| 


| 
i 
1 


Webster is a man of talents. Here I beg to be 
excused, Iean bear his abuse, but if he under- 
takes my commendation, I begin to tremble for my 
reputation. Task again, what can account for the 
apparent maliciousness of his statements? I do 
not think that they were made through malice—I 
am inclined to think there is not feeling enough in 
‘him of like or dislike. T think it proceeds from a 
| moral obtuseness—a native want of perception be- 
tween truth and falsehood, or the result of so lone 
a discipline in that sublime school of morals that 
teaches all is fair in polities; and if he éver pos- 
sessed an iota of original, native discrimination, it 
altogether obliterated. But what does he say 
further? Speaking of the treaty of Washington, 
he says, “the good old Bay State,” &e. He loves 
i the old Bay State! He loves Massachusetts!— He! 
'—He! If he loves Massachusetts, he is like— 
i —- “ that luckless swain, who grieved 
For friendship unreturned, and unrequited love.?? 

L can tell him, sir, the whole people of Massa- 
chusetts hold him and his love, his principles, his 
speeches, his veracity, and his value of truth, in 
utter: what shall Í say?—in anything but ro- 
spect. I don’t know their motives. I say the 
ʻi mind of the man scems to be grotesque—bizarre. 
Why itis rather the caricature of a mind than a 
mind itself. Sir, we sometimes use a phrase bor- 

rowed from mechanics, when we see a man of 
‘some knowledge and a little talent, who is found 
absolutely incapable of producing anything useful 


{ 
| 


i 
i 
ji 
i 


fi 

1j . ` 

| often upside down as upside up; as often injurious 
i to those who use it, as doing Injury to others— 
i 
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my duty to take some notice of them. Our ac- | 
quaintance is but short, but it has not been un- | 
pleasant. I always thought him a man of courte- 
ous manners and kind feelings; but it cannot be 
expected I shall sit here and listen to statements 
such as the honorable Senator has made on this | 
question, and not answer them. I repeat, that it |! 
gives me great pain to take notice of the gentle- | 
man’s speech. This controversy is not mine; all 
can bear witness to that. I have not undertaken |! 
to advance, of my own accord, a single word about |} 
the treaty of Washington. I am forced, driven to | 
it; and, sir, when I am driven to the wall, I mean |! 
to stand up and make battle, even against the most || 
formidable odds. What I find fault with is, that {] 

| 


throughout his speech, the honorable Senator con- |} 
tinually makes the remark that he wishes to tell 
the truth—that he is making a search after truth. 
But if this be a specimen of the honorable Sena- 
tor’s search after truth, a collection of his researches 
would be a very amusing compilation, If the hon- 
orable Senator, during relaxation from his duties 
here, would put his researches together, I under 
take to say they would sell quickly. The Har- | 
pers would make well out of them. The people H 
of the United States will pay well for what gives ‘! 
them a good hearty laugh; and it is no matter if that | 
effect be produced, whether it be by a story from !! 


Dickens, by a caricature from Punch, ora volume | 
of the researches after truth by an honorable mem- /! 
ber of the Senate. Now, sir, I propose to follow |! 
the honorable Senator a few steps in the course of | 
his researches. I have already said that iu two or | 
three passages of his specch' the gentleman ex- | 
wesses his strong desire to state the facts. [Here 4 
Ar, W. read a quotation from the speech of Mr. | 
Dicxinson.] He says there are four things we have || 
lost by the treaty of Washington. I cannot find | 
the passages, but the amount of it is that we made 
a very important concession of territory to Eng- | 
land under that treaty, Now that treaty proposed {| 
to be a treaty of concession on both sides. ‘The | 
gentleman states concessions made by the United || 
States, but entirely forgets, in his researches after | 
truth; to state those made on the other side. He ! 
takes no notice of the cession of Rouse’s Point— | 
of a strip of land a hundred miles long, on the | 
border of the state of New York. His notion of | 
historical truth is to state all on one side of the | 
story, and forget all the rest. That is a system 
of research after truth which will hardly commend 
itself to the attention of most men. But, sir, what 
I wish principally to do now is, to turn to another 
part of this speech. [Iere Mr. W. quoted from | 
Mr. Dicninson’s speech.| I before gave the gen- ; 
tleman notice that I would call upon him for the į 
authority upon which he made such a statement || 
as that an attempt was made at Washington by | 
members of the Government to stop the course of į 
justice; and now, if the gentleman is ready with | 
the proofs, I would be glad to have them. $ 
Mr. DICKINSON, Iwill reserve what I have i 
to say until the gentleman has done, when I shall '| 
produce it to bis satisfaction. ji 
Mr. WEBSTER. I undertake to say no au- j! 
thority will be produced, or is producible, that ii 
there were attempts made at Washington to in- || 
torfere with the trial of McLeod. What oceurred ? f 
It was suggested by the Government to Governor | 
Seward, that the President was gratified that he || 
had come to the conclusion to enter a nolle prosequi |i 
in the case of McLeod. Was that a palpable inter 
ference with judicial authority? Was that a resist- |} 
ance of the ordinary process of law? The Gov- 
ernment of the United States had nothing at all 
to do with it. But I wish to know in what 
school the gentleman has been taught that if a; 
man is In prison, and his counsel moves to have i! 
him brought up on the great writ of habeas cor- 
pus, that that is any resistance of judicial pro- || 
cess in favor of the prisoner? I dare say the |: 
honorable gentleman among his authorities can į! 
produce none to show such to be an interference. |i 
fe may call what he likes a direct and palpable in- |. 
terference. He may apply the term to the journey 
of the Attorney General to Albany. But that does 
not prove itso. I hold the gentleman responsible 
to prove that the Government did some act or acts || 
which the common sense of men holds to be a pal- | 
pable and direct interference. I say there was | 
none. He quotes the letter of instructions to the 
Attorney General. 
That letter says io the Attorney General, that if | 
the case were pending in the courts of the United || 


| ter; and I call upon the gentleman at his leisure to 


4 which is as black and foul-mouthed as ever. was | 


i said, disgraceful to the country, what was done, 
+, SO to me. 


i the most emphatic language. n 
| very next day he procceded to read that speech in 


ii read. 


ii speech, and then circulated it to the full extent 


‘| found our agents and messengers franking and di- 


| then 


i Some calumny on the gentleman which he denied, 


“ from an official source. | 


; it is, if printed, is documentary history! 
| sir, I repeat again, that it has given me pain to be 


States, so that the President could have control 
over it, he would direct the prosecuting officer to 
entera nol. pros.; but as it belonged entirely to the 
Governor of New York, it is referred to the Gov- 
ernor himself. That is evident in the letter which 
the Attorney General carried to the Governor of 
New York; and there was not another act done by 
authority at Washington in reference to this mat- į 


produce his authority for his statements. One 
word more in answer to the remarks the gentleman 
made this morning, and I shall leave it. The ebul- 
lition which I have been commenting upon, ànd 


ejected from anything standing on two legs, was 
published a few days before the honorable Senator 
from New York made his speech. He referred to 
it, and stated a fact contained in it. I was here in 
my seat and heard it, and arose, and told the hon- 
orable Senator it was an utter falsehood. He 
knew I denounced it as an absolute calumny. He 
saw on the face of that statement, that, if it was 
true, it was utterly disgraceful to me. It was, he 


and if it was disgraceful to the country, it must be 
I stated my denial of the truth of that 
specch of Mr. Ingersoll in the strongest terms—in 


What then? The 


the Senate; but it was objected to, and was not 
But the next day, as he tells us, he sent his 
own speech to press, and inserted this speech of 
Ingersoll, knowing I had pronounced it a false- 
hood. Yes, miserable, calumnious, and scanda- 
lous as it was, he snatched at it, and put it in his 


of his ability. I happened to go into the chamber 
one day when the Senate was not in session, and 


recting that speech to all parts of New York; and 
I do not doubt that enough of it was sent by him | 
into Broome county to fill a barn, and pretty bad | 
fodder it would be. And now I beg to know if; 
that is friendly, candid, or just? Does any man 
think he can stand up here with the proper dignit 
of a Senator of the United States, and pursue such 
a course? He knew the speech he quoted was 
calumnious. He heard it pronounced utterly false. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Only one single point in it 
was answered or denied by the Senator. That 
was, that the fee of the Attorney-General was not 
paid by the Government of the United States. I 
referred to the statements because I had a right to 
do it, and thinking it was part of my duty. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I do not say what a man 
has a right to do 

Mr. DICKINSON. As a matter of propriety, 


Mr. WEBSTER. Well, I say it was not pro- 
per to do it. Suppose I had dragged out of a ditch 


would it be proper in me to persist in it after that 
denial ? 

Mr. DICKINSON. The speech quoted was doc- 
umentary matter, and I had a right and full liberty 
to lay such before the country. 

Mr. WEBSTER. That is true of documentary 
history, but when did that speech become docu- 
mentary history? 

Mr. DICKINSON. It was considered so by 
me, because it was printed and went to the public || 


Mr. WEBSTER. Indeed! So any falsehood, | 
any vile calumny that is raked up, no matter what | 
Now, | 


driven into this controversy—great pain; but I re- 


peat again, that if I am attacked here for anything i| 


done in the course of my public life, 1 shall defend | 
myself. My public reputation, be it ever so little, 

be it such as it may, has been earned by thirty | 
years" service in these halls. It is dearer to me | 


than life itself, and till life is extinct I will defend |: 


it. In this part of the case, I would now desire to 

see produced those authorities, which, it is said, | 
prove upon the Administration in which I bore a | 
part, a direct and palpable interference in the ju- 
dicial proceedings of one of the States of this f 
Union. 


| tlements on each side. 


i 
i 
1 
1 


Scotland. Why, I believe the fact is, that a wo- 
man had murdered:her husband,.or some relative ` 
in Scotland, and fled to this country... She was’ 
pursued, demanded, and carried. back, and from. 
some defect in the ordinary regularity of evidence, 
or some such cause, which not unfrequently occurs 
in criminal trials, she was acquitted. But, sirg- 


¥ 


undertake to say that the article for the extradition’ © - 


| of offenders contained in the treaty of 1842, if there 


were nothing else in the treaty of any: value, has’. 
of itself been of more value to this country; and is” 
of moré value to the progress of civilization, the 
cause of humanity, and the good: understanding. 
between nations, than could be readily computed, 
What was the state and condition of this country 
on the borders at the time of this treaty? "Why;. 
it was the time when the “ patriot societies’? were 
all in operation—when companies were formed and 
officers appointed by secret associations to: carry 


| on the war in Canada; and as I have said already, 


the disturbances were so frequent and so threaten- 
ing that the United States Government here de- 
spatched General Scott to the frontier to make a 
draft on the State for militia to preserve the peace 
of the border. What in the world repressed these 
disorders? Nothing in the world but a provision 
between the two Governments that if those “ pa- 
triots” and * barn-burners’’ went. from one sidé to. 
the other to destroy their neighbors’ property, try 
ing to bring ona war all the time—for that was 
their object—they would be punished. As soon 
as that provision was agreed to, the disturbances ` 
ceased on one side and on the other. . They were 
heard of no more. In the formation of this clause 
of the treaty I had the advantage of consultation. 
with a venerable friend near me, one of the mem- 
bers from Michigan, [Mr. Woopsriver.}.. He 
pressed me not to forego the opportunity of intro- 
ducing some such provision. He examined it; and, 
since it occurs to me, I will ask him if he knows 
any other cause for the instantaneous suppression. 
of these border difficulties? ; À : 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE. In regard to this pro- 
vision, I have to say that it had been the subject 
of a communication from the Governor of the State 
of Michigan to the Legislature, and it grew out of 
an increasing evil resulting from the facility with 


j which fugitives from justice could escape, and 


which had utterly broken in upon. the peace and 
safety of society there. Extending for a distance 
of about one hundred miles, the narrow.straits of 


| Detvoitand St.-Clair furnish every imaginable facil- ' 


ity for the aay of fugitives, lined as they were. 
with boats of all descriptions, from thé bark canoe 
to the steamer of a thousand tons, with dense. set- 
I was impressed ‘with. the 
great importance of some provision of this kind, 
and among my first duties on arriving here after 
the inauguration of Genéral Harrison, was to prë- 
sent the subject to the view of the honorable gen- 
tleman, then Secretary of State. At his sugges- 
tion—for his answer was favorable—I introduced 
a resolution to test the sense of the Senate. Af- 
terwards, as the negotiation with Lord Ashburton 
proceeded, at the request of the honorable Secre- 
tary, I drew up the form which was. substantially 
the same as that introduced in the treaty. It-was ~ 
submitted confidentially to all the members from 
the border States, and met with .unanimous.¢on+ 
currence. The practical results of that provision 
have been fortunate in the highest degree. All the 
evils which it sought to remedy have disappeared, 
and in peoo of the value and extent of this deliv- 
erance, I will ask a reading of a portion of the Gov- 
ernor’s message on the subject. [The passage was 
read by the Secretary.] 1 have now only to add 
my perfect conviction that no act of the legislative 
or of the treaty-making power has ever been 
attended by happier and more unequivocally -for- 
tunate consequences than this very provision, so 
far as the peace and safety of society on the fron- 
tier are concerned. 

Mr. WEBSTER resumed. I-am happy to find 
that, in its operation, the provision has satisfied 
those at whose request it was made. But-Imay 
now state, I suppose without offence and without 


|| cavil, that since the negotiation of this treaty, con- 


taining this article, we have negotiated treaties with 


ji other Governments of Europe containing the same, 


I will now allude, as bricfly as possible, to the i and that between other Governments of Europe 


|| remaining points of the treaty, to which allusion j themselves treaties have been negotiated containing 
That contains no interference. | had been made. The subject of the delivery of |; that provision—a provision never before known to 


fugitives from justice has been revived. It has been |! have existed in any of the treaties between European 


said that an innocent woman had been sent back to || 


nations. Lam happy to see, therefore, that it has 
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proved itself to be useful to: the- citizens of the 
nited States, for whose benefit it was devised and 


iir the 
Europe, and that it has never heen complained of 
by anybody except by 
and felons themselves.” . : 
Now, sir, Comes the matter of the African squad- 
ron, to which Tam induced to turn my attention 
for a- moment, out of sincere respéct to the member 
from Arkansas, [Mr: Peynir.) who suggested the 
other da that to that article he had some objec- 
ton. There is ho man whose opinions are more 
independent than those of that 
one maintains:them with more candor. 
understood the Senator, he appears to think that 
that article gave up the right of search. What does 
that mean? We never claimed that right. We had 
no-such right to give up; or does it mean exactly 
the opposite of what he says—that it yielded to 
England herclaim? No such thing. The arrange- 
ment made by this treaty was to carry into efect 


those stipulations in the treaty of Ghent that we 
thought 


out the world. The object of it was to accomplish 
all that in a way that should avoid the possibility 
of subjecting our vessels, under any pretence, to 
the right of search. I will not dwell on this. But 
allow me tó state the sentiments on this subject of 
persons in the service of the United States abroad, 
whose opinions are entitled to respect. . There is 
a letter sent to the Department of State by Mr, 
Wheaton, dated Berlin, November 16th, 1842. 
(Mr. W. read from this tetter an extract, oxpres- 
sive of the writer’s approbation of this article of 
the treaty, as particularly well adapted to the end 
proposed, and by which for the first time the pol- 
ley of the United States in this respect might be 
said to have exercised a decided influcnee upon 
that of eve) Tam quite willing, (snid Mr, 
W.) to rest on this opinion of Mr, Wheaton as to 
the propriety, and safety, the security and the wis- 


dom of the article in this treaty respecting the sup- || 


i 
adopted, that it has proved itself worthy of favor | 
judgment of the most enlightened nations of | 


murderers, and fugitives, | 


gentleman; and no | 
But, if I| 


t inding on us, as well as to effect an object | 
important to this country, to the interestsof human- | 
ity, and to the general cause of civilization through- | 


degree to a higher and stronger foundation. The 
letter addressed on that subject from the Depart- 
ment of State to the British Plenipotentiary is 
among the documents. I only wish it to be read. 
It expresses shortly the course of this Government 
on that subject. Lord Ashburton had no author- 
ity to settle that question—a circumstance which I 
do not regard, because l do not deem the subject 
as one atall proper for treaty stipulation. [Mr. 
W. here read from the letter alluded to.} The 
declaration there made, he said, would stand, not 
on account of any ability in the writer, or author- 
ity in the name subscribed to the letter. But it 
will stand, because it announces great principles 
of public Jaw. - It will stand, because it announces 
the true doctrine of the independence and equal- 
ity of nations upon the sea. It will stand, be- 
cause it announces the determination of the people 
and Government of the United States to main- 
tain those principles—to uphold these doctrines, 
through good report and through evil report, for- 
ever. ‘The declaration, sir, will stand. {Here Mr. 
W. referred to the outrages that had been perpe- 
trated on board American coasting vessels in their 
passage along the Bahamas, from the south to the 
southwest, and alluded to the case of the “ En- 
dymion.”? He called on the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Carnoux] to say whether he (Mr, 
W.) had not aimed at the object of preventing the 
recurrence of such scenes, (Mr, CALHOUN ex- 
pressed his assent.) Mr. W. then thus concluded: 

am ready to put it to the people of this country 
if the northeastern boundary question bas not been 
settled honorably, fairly, and satisfactorily to the 
| States concerned, and nine-tenths of the American 
people. Jam ready to put it to the people of this 
country whether, in the matter of the African 
| squadron, a great ditheulty has not been removed, 


| the immunity of our flag been established, and 


i whether more has not thus been done towards the 


| done before by both countries, And in regard to 
the Creole case, l pat it to the gentleman and every 
| citizen of the country whether everything intended 
o be accomplished by correspondence and nego- 


i accomplishment of the object thay had ever beon | 


pression of the African slave-trade by a squadron |) s j 
of our own, against any little artillery that may be i| And then 1 will Put it to the country, finally, 
used against it yet. L beg the gentleman's pardon, | whether what was done on that oceasion—vw hether 
F did not allude to his opinion; 1 have for him the |! the result of talent or fortune—(I claim no merit 
highest respect, T was thinking of what is said in || for talent)—has not heen favorable to the maritime 
some of these “documents.” But Ineed not stop || rights of the United States and to the civilized 
there, Upon the appearance of this treaty between | world—whether it is not so regarded by all the 
England and the United States, the States of Europe || civilized world, These ave the questions which 


tiation on that subject has not been accomplished, 


did alter their treaty stipulations and their policy. || 


The treaty of 1841 between the Five Powers had not 
been ratified by France. There was so much oppo- 


I wish, to-day, to put to the country, and every 
citizen of the country. Iam willing to abide by 
the reply. 


sition to it in France on the ground that it gave the | 
right of search to the English cruisers, that the King || having survived the fire of the honorable Senator 
and M. Guizot, though the ony was negotiated | from Massachusetts, he felt bound to do what, 
according to their instructions, did not choose to li under other circumstances, he would not have 
ratify it, I have stated the cause ie popular indig- |} done—claim onee more the indulgence of the 
nation against it. “Well, what was done? Wil tell ji Senate. Notwithstanding the strong personal at- 

ou. When, the treaty of Washington became || taek of the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
known in-Eiarope, the wise men of the two coun- || setts, [Mr. Wensren,} he should proceed to his 
tries, who wished to do all they could to suppress | subject, unprovoked by the sneers of that honor- 


Mr. DICKINSON here rose and said that, 


the African slave-trade, and to do it in a manner 

expressing in the highest degree the immunity of 
the flag of either, the supremacy of' either, agreed 
to abandon the quintuple treaty of 1841—~the un- 
ratified treaty—they gave it up. j 
in my hand the treaty between France and Eng 
land, signed in London, on the 29th of May, 1845 
the articles of which, respecting the manner of put- 


ting an end to the slave-trade, embody exacily the 
ərovisions contained in the treaty of Washington, | 
i 


Thus it had been that France had borrowed from 
the treaty stipulations between the United States 


And I have now 


able Senator—unintiniidated by his threats, and 
unruflled by his anger—and he would endeavor to 
treat it in a mumer becoming his position. He 
would repeat, that, in his humble effort upon Ore- 
gon, he deemed it proper to insist, ag an argument 


| against too much eoneession, that the history of our 
; country showed a constant concession to British 


domination; and he cited a few leading cases for 


i the purpose of establishing his positions, He 
; Would refer to the appending part of the humble | 


speech, that it might be seen whether he had de- 
parted from the strictest rules of propriety and 


and England, the mode of fulfilling her duties and i} 


accomplishing her purpose in perfect accordance | In speaking of the McLeod affair, and the murder 
with the immunity. of her flag. i 


i N : H of Durfee, Mr, D. said: 
Mr. President, there is another topic on which I |} 


À A d 1 SAn individual nimed McLeod, an inhabitant of Canada. 
have to say.a few words, It has been said that i| avowed himself the murderer, and being in the State of New 


the treaty of Washington and the negotiations ac- I| York, was pnvetcd mi confined in Jail, ue Federal Gov- 
ri i eave the rn AL interesting ques- || erument endeavored to prevent his trial by the courts of 
company ing it, leave TAS aes nd found it 5 With New York; and but for the commendable firmmess of her 
tion of impressment where they $ „~ jj executive and judicial authorities, would have succeeded. 
all humility and modesty, I must beg to express | No reparation hus yet been made; and it is said to have 
my dissent from that opinion. I must be permit- Í! heen charged upon ae fost of the other branch of Con- 
ied to say that the correspondence connected with | giese font tue ee ot S a eea ea ae 
ae = à it pa i . Min D 
the negotiation of that treaty—although impress- i the statement, bat hoped for the honor of the nation it was 
ment was not in the treaty—has, in the Jadement f not true iehor ti 
st of considerable and respect- |! “Mr. Wensrer. Itis wholly false. _ i : 
ees world, ee lear orca been regarded a not H “Mir. DICKINSON was happy to hear it. A He wished to be 
ab € persons $ Re > a it || correctas to the history of the past; but if his recollection 
having left the question of impressment where it) coved him, the Federal Governinent insisted that the me 


found it, but advanced the true doctrine in some | thorities of New York, under the cirenmstances, had no 


decorum. 


right to try McLeod, who declared he had sent the missile 
which terminated the life of one.of her citizens upon her 
own soil. Does the Senator wish to explain? 

“Mr. Weaster. Not at present; I do not want to inter- 
rupt the Senator. [shall think it necessary, perhaps, to 
cali on him hereafter for the authority upon which he makes 
this statement. a 

“Mr. Dickinson had understood there was a correspond- 
ence between the authorities at Washington and the Gov- 
ernor of New York to that effect; but. he alluded particu- 
larly to a letter addressed by Mr. Webster, Secretary of 
State, to Mr. Crittenden, Attorney General at that time, 
directing hin to proceed to New York and take charge of 
the wialof McLeod. He had itnot then before him, and did 
hot recollect its precise language, but would refer to it be- 
fore he should close. He would endeavor to speak of the 
history of the past truly, and in perfect kindness, but he 
wished to show what we had gained by negotiations with: 
Great Britain, and who had made the, concessions. . 

“Mr. D. here gave way to a motion for Executive ses- 
sion. S 

& WEDNESDAY, February 25.—Mr. DICKINSON said, when 
he gave way yesterday, in discussing the McLeod affair, he 
had incidentally alluded to a statement which, be had un. 
derstood, had been made in the other House of Congress by 
the chairman of the Committee ou Foreign Affairs. The 
statement surprised him, as he had previously stated; for he 
thought, if true, it was a great abuse, which should be guard- 
ed against for the future, and, if not, it shonld be denied. 
He would produce and read the remarks to which he alluded, 
as well in justification of his statement as to allow the lace 
Secretary Mr. Webster] a full opportunity for explanation, 
if he desired. SS Sats 

“Mr. Evans said it was not in order. . 

“Mr. Dickinson said he had no desire to read, if object- 
ed to from the other side, and would waive it.” 


This (Mr. D. said) was an extract from the 
speech as delivered and published—and was a 
faithful history of what took place; containing his 
statement and allusion to Mr. Ingersoll’s speech- 
the denial of the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Wensren,] for it went with it, and to this was ap- 
pended in a note an extract from the speech. of 
Mr. Ingersoll, the chairman of the Committee of 
Foreign Relations in the House of Representa- 
tives; a high and responsible authority, and, not- 
withstanding the denunciation of the honorable, 
learned, and dignified Senator, He would add »high- 
ly respectable; a gentleman who had been long bes, 


fore the country, had filled many high and distins 
ability; was 


guished posts with great credit’ and 
uow holding one of the most. honorable and respon- 
sible positions in the other House of Congress, 
The note was only published with the pamphlet 
edition; that was his own, and he did not think it 
necessary to ask of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to whom he might send it. He said the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Weg- 
sten,]on Friday last, although he: had not the 
floor for the following Saturday or Monday, an- 
nounced with marked formality ihat he would 
speak on Monday. on the Ashburton treaty. He 
-) was somewhat inexperienced here, and 
therefore was unable to determine at the time what 
such announcement meant; and he would not now 
say that any portion of the Senator’s remarks were 
addressed for the edification of those whom his time- 
ly advertisement had assembled. The Senator had 
consumed much time in his denunciation of him- 
self, (Mr. D.,) and boasted, in a tone of great tri- 
umph, that his speech was erroneous in its state- 
ments, and yet, after discharging all his batteries, 
he had not singled out one erroneous statement, 
and had only assailed a single inference—which 
was, whether the lederal authorities interfered with 
the ordinary course of justice in New York, touch- 
ing the McLeod affair; and it would be seen that 
he (Mr. D.) was correct in both facts and infer- 
ences. Mr. D. said his offence had this extent— 
no more. He had appended the extract from Mr. 
Ingersoll’s speech to his pamphlet edition as a 
matter of history. Mr. Ingersoll’s speech was 
before the public long before he so appended that 
fact to his—was official language from a responsi- 
ble sourcee—and, though not in technical, perhaps, 
yet m popular phrase, was a public document. Tt 
was not, in the language of the honorable Senator, 
a slander fished up from the gutters. It had been 
long before the public, circulated here and in Eu- 
rope, and known to the Senator—was introduced 
by Mr. D., as he stated, at the time, to enable the 
Senator to contradict it, if erroneous; and yet it 
had been for months uncontradicted, except in a 
single point; and that was, whether the counsel of 
McLeod was. paid from the treasury. 

He had to regret that the honorable Senator 
could not have pursued the defence of his negotia- 
tions without invidious sneers, and that he thought 
It necessary to arempi to disparage an inexpe- 
| Menced, humble, and unambitious member, b 
i sneeringly remarking on the fearful odds he had to 
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encounter in this personal contest which he had | 
opened. But Mr. D. would not imitate bim in 
temper or spirit; he should feel it his duty to ex- | 
tend his remarks to some length, and would there- | 
fore, for the present, move an executive session. | 
_The motion of Mr. D. was then put, and nega- | 
tived; and then, on motion, i 

The Senate adjourned. j 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. H 
Turspay, April T, 1846. f 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- li 
proved. i! 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. i 


Mr. McCONNELL asked leave to introduce a |; 
resolution in relation to a mail-route, i 
But the SPEAKER said that the unfinished bu- | 
siness of yesterday would be first in order. 
Mr. McCONNELL withdrew his request, i 
And the House resumed the consideration of the | 
bill making appropriations for the continuation of | 
the Cumberland road through the States of Ohio, i 
Indiana, and Illinois, i 
The question immediately pending being on the | 
demand of Mr. Coss for the previous question. | 
Mr. CULLOM, remarking that there ought to | 
be a fuller attendance when this question was de- | 
cided than there was at present, moved that there || 
be a call of the House. i 
And a call was ordered. 
And the roll having been called, 151 members 
answered to their names. 
And the names of the absentees having been 
called over, 168 members appeared to be present, 
When, on motion of Mr. BOYD, all further pro- | 
ceedings on the call were dispensed with. 
‘The question then recurred on the demand for | 
the previous question. | 
Mr. GRAHAM rose to put an inquiry to the | 
Chair. If the previous question was sustained, | 
| 


would it be in order for a member to call for a di- 
vision, so as to take the question separatel 

each clause of the bill as reported from the Com- | 

ittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the recollec- | 

| 

| 

| 


on 


tion of the gentleman to the fact, that this question | 
arose on the passage of the Oregon resolutions. 
The Chair then decided that the question was di- 
visible. The Flouse overruled that decision; and 
the Chair, therefore, now feels bound to decide that 
it is not in order to call fora division on an amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

‘he question then again recurred-and was taken 
on the demand for the previous question; and there | 
was a second. | 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH demanded the yeas and | 
nays on the question of ordering the main question; | 
which were refused. 

And the main question (being first on concurring 
with the committee in its amendment, and then on || 
ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third read- | 
ing) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. SAWYER was here understood to inquire | 
of the Chair, whether the question could not be di- || 
vided under the new rule adopted in relation to in- 
ternal improvement bills ? i 

The SPEAKER said the matter did not come 
within that rule. : 

iv, HOGE called for the reading of the amend- 
ment; which was read. 

Mr. EL. also asked for the decision of the Chair 
under the new rule above referred to. 

The rule was read. 

Mr. HOGE. Does the Speaker decide that, un- 
der that rule, the question cannot be divided? 

The SPEAKER said he did so decide, and for 
several reasons. In the first place, the bill as | 
amended did not involve an appropriation of mo- 
ney. in the next place, it made an appropriation 
of lands for the construction of the road, butit also 
ceded the road to the States after it should have 
been completed. In the third place, the bill appro- 
priated 500,000 acres of land to certain States—a 

rovision which did not come within the rule. 
Under all these circumstances the Chair was of | 
opinion that the question could not be divided. 


Mr. GRAHAM appealed from the decision: i 
[i. e. the decision first given.] l 
Mr. G. W. JONES suggested that this question |! 
of order could not be made in the present stage of i 
the question. The question now. was, on concur- ti 


ring with the committee; whereas the rule had 
enee to the question of the engrossment.of the 
all. - 

The SPEAKER said he had decided the ques- 
tion now, aithough not strictly in order, because a 
decision had been asked for. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested to Mr. Grauam to 


reserve the appeal until the question came up. on | 


the engrossment of the bill. 

The SPEAKER (on a moment’s reflection) said 
that the gentleman had a right to make the ques- 
tion now. ‘The question came up properly on 
concurrence; and not on the engrossment of the 

ill. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. Do I understand the 


| gentleman from North Carolina, [Mir GRaHAM,] 
| as taking an appeal on a distinct point of order? 


The SPEANDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. 1 thought the gentle- 
man had appealed on the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Llinois, [Mr. Hoex.] 

The SPEAKER. No; on a distinct point, 
under the decision of the House on the Oregon re- 
solutions, the Chair has now decided, that, on the 
question of concurring in the amendment of the 
committee, the Lfouse cannot divide the bill under 
consideration. 

'The amended bill was again read. 

Mr. CHIPMAN (on the extreme right of the 
Chair) made an inquiry, of which nothing was 
heard by the reporter on the left. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Granam,] 


and to the House; that the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union, yesterday, re- 
ported to the House this bill, with an amendment, 
and the chairman could not have reported the bill 
in any other form, under the 127th rule, which 
reads as follows: 

“ Al amendments made to an original motion in 
committee shall be incorporated with the motion, 
and so reported.’’ 

The chairman of the committee (continued the 
Speaker) reported the bill to the House with one 
amendment, which was, striking out the original, 
or money bill, and inserting what the Clerk has 


read. The question has been made by the gentle- ; 


man from North Carolina, [Mr. Granam,] whether 
it is competent for the ELouse to act upon these two 
main propositions (so to speak) separately upon 
the question of concurrence. ‘The Chair decides 
that, under the decision had on the Oregon resolu- 
tions, tle House cannot, on the question of con- 
currence, divide the bill. ‘The House will recol- 
lect tuat, on the question of concurring in the Ore- 
gon resolutions, when there were two distinct pro- 
positions, the Speaker ruled that the question could 
be divided. The House overraled that decision 
In obedience to that decision, the Speaker, what- 
ever his own judgment may be, feels bound to de- 


| cide that the amendment reported yesterday cannot 


be divided. And from this decision the gentleman 
from North Carolina appeals. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH asked the yeas and | 


nays on the appeal, which were refused. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER desired to make an | 


explanation, of the purport of which nothing could 
be heard by the reporter. 

Butthe SPEAKER interposed to check all further 
discussion. 

Mr. STARK WEATHER was understood then 
to appeal to the House to hear his explanation. 

` Objections on all sides. 

Mr. BOYD asked that the Clerk might turn to 
the Oregon resolutions for the information of the 
House. He (Mr. B.) thought that it would be 
perceived clearly that that was not divisible matter. 

Mr. P. KING suggested that the present matter 
was no more divisible than that. 

The SPEAKER said dcbate was not in order. 

Mr. KING said he was not debating. 

Mr. BOYD inquired whether it was in order for 
him to call for ihe reading of the Oregon resolu- 


i tions? 


The SPEAKER said they might be read by con- 


Many objections were made. 

The SPEAKER. The reading is objected to, 
and is not therefore in order. : 

The confusion in the Efall was great. 

Mr. VINTON was understood to inquire, wheth- 


il er, at the last session of Congress, a decision had 


not been made by: the Chair, that where a motion 
was submitted to strike out and insert, if the mat- 


|! ter to be inserted was. in-itself. divisipte,a ‘division: 
il could be had on-the substitute proposition of which: 
the bill was composed? --- ; LOS he 
The SPEAKER ‘said, his impression was that: °° 
such was the fact, and that a similar prictice had: => 
_been tolerated for years. wo 
Mr. VINTON was making another- inguirys: 
(the purport of which the. reporter knows. not,) > 
when he wag interrupted by. cries to order. 0 0s: 
The SPEAKER now.asked that, by permissi 
of the House, the Oregon resolutions migh 


read. i ` ee 
“Mr. RATHBUN and other. members objected., 
So the resolutions were not read. ; poe Ngee 
Mr. TIBBATTS (with a..view. to release. the. 
House from the restriction which it had placed 
on its action), moyed to reconsider the. vote by. 
which the previous question had been seconded... 
The SPEAKER said that it would beriecessary, 
for the gentleman first to move to reconsider the. 
vote by which the main question had been. ordered: 
Mr. TIBBATTS made that motion, and demand- 
ed the yeas and nays; which were refused. 
Mr. T. then withdrew his motion. $ 
So the question recurred on the appeal of Mr. 
GRAHAM. : Í 3 poe 
Mr. Q. DAVIS moved that it be laid on the. 
table. : as 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH. asked the yee and 
nays on that motion, which were refused. ae 
And the question was then taken, (by tellers,). 
and the vote stood, ayes 111, noes not counted. 
So the appeal was laid on the table... i 
The question then recurred on concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, in its proposed amendment to the bill. \, 
Mr. TBBAT TS here rose to move the recom- 
mitment of the bill with instructions. |. : 
But the SPEAKER said that the previous ques- 
tion having been demanded, the main question on 
the motion to recommit was not in order. i 
A brief conversation between Mr. G. S. HOUS- 
TON; Mr. TIBBATTS, and the SPEAKER, fol- 
lowed. i carved : 
Mr: G. W. JONES now moved thai the whole, 
subject be laid on. the table. A To 
he yeas and nays were asked. and. ordered;. 


7 


and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS-—-Messrs. Stephen Adams,. Andersons, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James. As ` 
Black, Boyd, William G. Brown, Burt, Williana W., Camp- 
bell, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman; Chase, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole,’ Dunlap, Misi 
worth, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson; Har- 
manson, Hilliard, Isaac B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Edmund ‘W. Habard, Flongerford, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaburn Jones, Preston King, 
Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, Me- 
Connell, McCrate,; James MeDowell, McKay, John P. Mar- 
tin, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Payne; 
Pendleton, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle,’ Scam- 
mon, Seddon, Simpson, Stanton, Sykes, James Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wheaton, VVilliams, Wood, 
Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yell—87. 3 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Armold, 
i Ashmun, Barringer, Bell; Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, 
Brodhead, Milton, Brown,: Carrol, Cathcart, John G. 
Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Cummins, Cunningham; Garrett Davis, Dixon, 
Dockery, Douglass, Edwin- H. Ewing; Faran, Ficktin, ‘Foot, 
Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Harper, Henley, Hoge, Samuel D; Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll Lewis, Levin, 
| Long, McClelland, McClernand, Joseph J: Meowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McIlvaine, - Marsh, Miller, Moms: Moseley, 
Owen, Parrish, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ramsey; 
Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Sawyer, Schenck, Severauce, Leonard H. Sims, Truman 
Smith; Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb- B. Smith, 
tobert Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, Thibodeaux, Benja- 
min Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, ‘"Lildem, ‘Trumbo, 
Wentworth, White, Wick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, 
Wright, and Young—94. g 


So the House decided that the whole subject 
should not be laid on the table. i 


‘| The question then again recurred on concurring 

| with the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

the Union, in its proposed amend mentio the bill. 
Mr. WICK inquired of the Chair if it would 

i now be in order to move to recommit? 

1} The SPEAKER said it would not, for the rea- 

| sons already stated. The House.was proceeding 

| to vote under the restriction of the previous ques- 

I 

i 


i uon. 

The yeas and nays, were. asked. and ordered, on 
i the pending question. Ba 
+ Mr. TIBBATTS moved a. reconsideration . of 
|| the vote by which the main question had-beea or- 
| dered, and asked the yeas and nayss- : 


1846. 
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Mr. HENLEY. If the House should récon- | 
sider. the- vote, and. should. then ‘decide that the. 
main question should not now be ordered, would 
not the effect bé to postpone the subject until to- 
morrow? 


now. announced.that they were not ordered. 
There was great uproar in the Hall. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in 
The SPEAKER. It is very long, and has al- 
concur with the Committee of the Whole on the 
See yesterday *s proceedings. ] 
T 
Order having: been obtained, 
nal bill? 
and havin, 
Willian W., Campbell, Carroll, Jobn G. Chapman, Reuben 
der, Grimeilyiontin, Hampton, Harper, Hopkins, Hough, 
Moseley, Moulton, Norris, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, White, Wick, Wilmot, Win- 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Willian’ G. 
Fara, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Haralson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W, Jones, Preston King, Law- 
ris, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, Phelps, Price, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurman, ‘Cibbatts, Tredway, Vinton, 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in 
appi opriailon bill heretofore published. ] 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- į 
A H 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Hoge, Samuel 
Pollock, Ramsey; Relfe, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Saw- 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Win- 


The SPEAKER, when this inquiry was put, 
was counting. to. ascertain whether the requisite 
number had voted to order thé yeas and nays, and 

Mr. TIBBAT'TS withdrew his motion. 
So the question. again recurred on concurring 
with the comniittée in its proposed amendment. 
: Mr, C.J. INGERSOLL. What is the ques- 
tion? 7 
The SPEAKER. On concurring with the Com- 
the amendment reported yesterday to the House. 
Mr. INGERSOLL, “What is the amendment? 
T ask that it may be read. 
ready been read two or three times this. morning. 
The Clerk. will call the roll. 
The question was then put, ‘‘ Will the Louse 
q p 
state of the Union, in its proposed amendment?” | 
[To wit, on the substitute land appropriation of Mr. 
‘Wick, as amended on motion of Mr. G. Davis. 
e Clerk proceeded to call the roll, but sus- 
pended the operation, from the impossibility of 
earing the answers of members, 
_ Mr. PETTIT inquired of the Chair, whether, 
if the Hlouse refused to concur in the amendment, 
the question would not then come up on the origi- 
If there was an answer the reporter did not 
hear it, 
The Clerk proceeded with the call of the roll; 
as follows: 
YEAS—Mosers, Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Bell, James Raek, Blanehard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
C! 
Chapman, Coeke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Dargan, Garrett Davis, Diltingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dun- 
lap, Edwin HM. wing, Foot, Foster, Gentry, Gralnun, Gri- 
Sanuel D, Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hant, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Scaborn Jones, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, 
Long, MoCrate, MeGaughey, Mellvaine, Murais Miller, 
Rathbun, Roberts, Julias Rockwell, Jobn A. Rockwell, 
Root, Rünk, Sawyer, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, “homasson, Benjamin 
throp, Woodruff, Wright, and Young—-78. 
NAYS-~Messrs.. John Quincy Adams, Stephon Adams, 
Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, 
Brown, Burt, Oatheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cummins, Cunningham, Danicl, 
Jefferson Davis, D 
Varmansou, Henley,’ Hoge; isme Be Holmes, George 8. 
Houston, Edmund: Wy Hubard, Hungerford, James B, unt, 
Hunter, Charles. J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, 
rence, Leake, La Sore, Ligon, Lampkin, Maclay, MeClel- 
land, McClernand, MeConnell, Joseph J. MeDowell, James 
McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mor- 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, “Sawtelle, Seammon, Schenck, Seddon, | 
Leonard M. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, | 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Sykes, James Thompson, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Wood, Woodward, Wood- 
worth, Yancey, and Yell—L08. 
So the House refused to coneur with the Com- 
its amended bill. : 
Whereupon, the question recurred on the en- 
grossment of the original bill, [To wit: the money 
r. ROBERT SMITH asked the yeasand nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted as 
follows: 
mun, Blancitard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, William W. Camp- 
hell, Carroll,’ John G. Chapman, Cranston, Culver, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Dixon, Douglass, Paran, Ficklin, Foot, 
D. Hubbard, Hudson, W. Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, J. R. Inger- 
soll, Lewis, Levin, Long, McClernand, Joseph J, McDowell, 
McGaughey, Mclivaine, Mortis, Moseley, Owen, Pettit, 
Schenck, Severance; Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb BY Smithy Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, | 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, 
throp, Woodruff, Wright, and Young—72. f 
NAY S-Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, | 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, J. Black, J. i 


g completed it, the vole was announced | 


è Mott, “Dobbin, Dorglass, Dromgoole, | 


| John P. Martin, Barkley 


A. Black, Boyd, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Win. G. Brown, 


‘Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 


Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, Culiom, Daniel, 
Dargan, G. Davis, J. Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
Dockery, Dromgooje, Dunlap, Elsworth, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, Hopkins, 
Hough, George S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungertord, 
James B. Hunt, Hanter, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W, Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, 
T. B. King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McConnell, McCrate, James McDowell, McKay, 
Martin, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Parrish, Payne, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Keid, Rhett, Rob- 
erts, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seddon, L. H. Sims, Simpson, 
Stanton, St. John. i 
son, Tredway, Trumbo, Wheaton, Wiliams, Wilmot, 
Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, Yanecy, and Yell—106. 


“So the bill was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. RATHBUN. 1 move to reconsider the 
vote by which the House refused to order the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and I ask the 
previous question. 


Mr. SCHENCK moved that there be a call of |: 


the House. 
But the House would not be called. 


The question recurring on the demand for the | 
| previous ¢ 


uestion; 
Mr. TIBBATTS inquired of the Speaker, if it 
was now in order to move to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER said it was not, 

The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 
And the main question (on the motion to recon- 
sider) was ordered to be now taken, 

Mr. SCHEN 
consider be laid on the table; which, after a brief 
conversation between Mr. G. W. JONES and the 
SPEAKER, was rejected. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table, 

And the question recurring on the motion to re- 
consider, it was taken and decided in the negative, 
without a division, 

So the vote was not reconsidered. 


Mr. DOUGLASS moved that the House resolve | 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


the Union. 
Several voices: “ For what purpose?” 


Mr, DOUGLASS. ‘To take up the Oregon bills. |} 
The question on the motion having been taken, | 


and deeided in the affirmative; _ 

The Lfouse resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. McCurn- 
NAND, of Illinois, in the chair.) 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved that the committee take 
up the hill to protect the rights of American set- 
tlers in the territory of Oregon, until the termina- 
tion of the joint occupancy of the same, 


Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice that, if that mo- 


| tion should not prevail, he would move to take up 


the bill in relation to the licensing of canal-boats. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFE gave notice that he would 
(in the event of the motion of Mr. Dougrass fail- 
ing) move to take up the bill from the Senate to 
provide for raising one regiment of mounted rife- 
men, and for the estublishinent of military stations 
on the route to Oregon. 


And Mr. JACOB THOMPSON gave notice of | 
his intention (in the contingency aforesaid) to move | 


the bill to graduate and reduce the price of the pub- 
lie lands. 


THE TERRITORY OF OREGON. 


The question was taken by tellers, on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Dovexass, and the vote stood ayes 38, 
noes 77. 

So the committee determined that it would not 
take up the bill to protect the rights of American 
settlers in the territory of Oregon, until the termi- 
nation of the joint occupancy of the same. 


On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, (to whom |! 
| the Chairman awarded the floor,) the committee 


took up the bill from the Senate, (No 29,) to pro- 
vide for raising one regiment of mounted riflemen, 
and for the establishment of military stations on 
the route to Oregon. 

Some conversation followed, ona point of order 
raised by Mr. BRODHEAD, but which led tò no 
action. j 

The bill, having been read through; 
up by sections. : i 

“Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he was instructed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 


was taken 


Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- | 


K moved that the motion to re- | 


| 
{ 


this bill from the Senate was referred, to offer cer- 
tain amendments. The substantive amendments 
were but two, and the other amendments were but 
verbal, intended to make the-balance of the bill 
conform to them. He proceeded to explain the 
two main amendments.. The first one was to 
strike out the word “ mounted,’” in order to make 
it a regiment of riflemen; but they. proposed to 
add at the end of the first section a clause giving to 
the President of the United States: discretionary 
authority to mount the whole. or a part of. the. re-. 
giment, whenever, in his opinion, the public. ser- 
vice shall require. He hoped and he trusted that 
there would be no opposition to this feature of. the 
bill. It was offered because, if the President of 
the United States should find that only a part of 
the regiment is required, it would be mounted; if, 
after the experiment was made, the whole was 
necessary to be mounted, be could so order it; and 
then the object of those who believe the whole of 
it should be mounted would be effected; while, if 
| any of it can be kept on foot without injury to the 
service, public economy would be promoted. 

The other amendment, which was in fact an ad- 
ditional section, was the following: 

“And be it further enacted, That, for the purpose 
of encouraging the formation of agricultural settle- 
ments in the immediate vicinity of: the stations 
aforesaid, the President be, and is hereby, autho- 
rized and required, so soon as the Indian title 
i thereto shall be extinguished, to grant and convey 
| 320 acres of land, lying within the distance of five 
; miles from any such station, to each male head of 
ii a family who shall, with his family, within three 
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| years after the establishment of such station, take 
up his residence on such land, and continuously 
t! reside on and cultivate a part of: the same for the 
ii period of five years; and the President is hereb 
further authorized to cause to be made all ack 
ii regulations as may be necessary to insure to each 
į settler the quict enjoyment of such land as he shall 
reside on and cultivate as aforesaid, prior to the 
ii time when the Indian title thereto shall be extin- 
ti guished, and the conveyance thereof be made as 
aforesaid. ”? 

Some years ago, the Senate of the United States 
ij (he believed) addressed to the Executive depart- 
ji ment an inguiry as to the most economici and 
proper method of defending the western frontier— 
Arkansas, Missouri, and lowa—against the Prairie 
Indians. It was while Mr. Poinsett wag Secretary 
of War. He proposed that, for. the more eco- 
nomical supply. of the troops kept at the military 
stations. in the West, farms should be let out in 
their vicinity, to he cultivated by the troops them- 
selves, that thence they might be enabled to draw 
supplies for their own su port, without. transport. 
ing them from the East. h he object of this amend- 
ment was the same; but the committee, in offering 
jit, proposed to accomplish that end by different 
i meane. The Committee on Military Affairs were 
|i unanimous in the recommendation of this clause 
| and he hoped it would be in order to state that he 
1 had submitted it to a number of men, all eminent 
|! for their knowledge on the subject, who all gaye it 
| their approval. ‘The land in the West, on the 
| route to Oregon, was of no object to the United 
|; States—no value to them; and yet, by making a 
|; somewhat liberal grant to settlers, you may secure 
| around each post which is established an agricul- 
ij tural settlement, which will not only afford sup- 

plies to our troops, but a surplus of products. to 
sell to emigrants passing on that route to Oregon. 
He supposed there was no doubt but a grant of 
320 acres to each actual settler in the neighborhood 
of these posts would induce many to settle them- 
selves there; and thus Oregon emigrants, whé now 
have no stopping place, no resting place, where 
accommodations can be afforded for mending their 
vehicles, for nursing the sick and for surgical. ope- 
rations, will find themselves now and then, as these 
stations occur, in the midst of civilized settlemenis 
|| and with all the comforts of civilized life accessible 

to them. i ' 

These were briefly the objects. of the amend- 
| ments; and he would not detain the committee by 

further explanation. ` ` 

Mr. RATHBUN said he h 
this bill now before the Hou 
was a. bill which had been re 
and there passed toa second 
and he found, upon further in 
i; Was not in possession of a 


at 
i 


| i 
l 


i 
i 
| 
H 

i 
i 
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ad been looking at 
se, and he found it 
ported to the Senate, 
reading, and printed; 
quiry, that this House 


` single printed copy ag 
it passed the Senate, nor of the amendments Which 
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were made to it by that body. Now, he was not 


prepared, upon any examination he could give to 
a bill of this importance, where there was but a- 
single copy in the House, to take it up and act 
actupon it. For the purpose, therefore, of having 
the bill printed, and allowing opportunity for ex- 
amination of its provisions, he moved that it be 
laid aside, and that the committee take up bill 
No. 23. : 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said that the Senate bill, 
as reported from the committee of that body, was | 
laid upon the tables of the members of this House. 
It was slightly amended in that body, itwas true, 
but the modifications made were simple, and easily 
understood. It was not customary to print bills | 
after they had passed the Senate, and were sent 
here for concurrence. He hoped the bill would | 
not be laid aside. 

Mr. HOUSTON hoped the gentleman from New 
York would not make this sidewise opposition to 
the bill, but that it would be met fairly, now that 
it was before the committee, and passed or rejected, | 
according to its merits or demerits. 

Mr. COBB then, and Mr. DROMGOOLE sub- | 
sequently, raised the point of order, that this mo- 
tion was not debatable; which point was sustained 
by the Chairman. 

Mr. HARALSON, however, was allowed to ex- 
lain the circumstances attending the bill in this 
Touse. He said the modifications made in the 

Senate were very few, of an immaterial nature, and 
he hoped it would not be laid aside. 

The question was propounded on the motion to 
postpone; but after some difficulty, for want of a 
quorum, 

Mr. RATHBUN withdrew the motion for the 
present, giving nolice, however, (as was understood 
by the reporter,) that he should renew it hereafter. 

Mr. WHITE gave notice of the following 

amendment, which he should offer when in order: | 

“ That all the officers for the aforesaid regiment 
of riflemen, shall be selected from the regular line 
of the United States army.” 

Mr. LEVIN moved the following amendment to | 
the amendment of Mr. Brinkennorr: 

t“ Provided, That the officers and soldiers of said 
regiment shall be Americans by birth.” 

Mr. L. addregsed the committee during the al- 
lotted hour in support of his amendment, and upon |} 
topics connected with the Native American ques- 
tion. [Weare able at the present time to give a 
sketch only of his remarks.] 

The necessity of such an amendment had been 
forced upon him (he said) by the report of the Ju- 
diciary Committee. ‘The Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States gives to Congress the power to pass a 
uniform law of naturalization; but it was contended | 
by the ultra liberals that Congress possesses no | 
power respecting the qualifications of voters, as | 
reenlated by the States under their respective con- 
stitutions and Jaws. It was contended that a wide |, 
difference exists between the two powers, so that | 
the action of Congress never can interfere with the 
legislation of the States. This was a novel and to 
him a startling proposition. Could it be that this 
Republie possesses no power of self-preservation 
against the contaminating influence of an alien 
vote? Mr. L. entered into a definition of some of 
the elementary powers of government connected 
with citizenship, and an exposition of his views of | 
their distribution between the Federal and State 
Governments, contending that the power to pass 
naturalization laws, given to Congress by the Con- 
stitution, conferred the control of the right of suf- 
frage and the right of eligibility to office, upon the 
General Government, to whom it was surrendered | 
by the States, as was conclusively proved by the | 
fact that Congress has, at various times, extended 
and abridged the period of probation to foreigners; 
and, as was confirmed by the uniform practice of 
the States, with the exception of Michigan and ! 
Illinois, whose right he denied to admit aliens to | 
vote upon a residence of six or twelve months, as 
had been done by the latter State. He repelled the | 
charge made upon the Native American party, of | 
violation of the reserved rights of the States, and | 
contended that it was equally opposed to true State- | 

1 


j 


| 
| 
| 
| 


rights doctrines and to sound principle to encour- ; 
age infringement on the part of the States on the 
powers conferred upon the General Government, 
or infringement by the General Government on the ij 
powers reserved to the States. . The foundation of ii 
the Native American party (he said) was foundin |! 
the existing naturalization law, and their principles i 


il 
Hi 
i 


had been sanctioned by Jefferson himself, whom 


| no one would accuse of being an enemy of State 


rights. . ; 

In reply to an inquiry of Mr. S. JONES, touch- 
ing this point in his amendment, he said. that an 
alien could not be received under the Constitution 
into the army, inasmuch as he had not sworn al- 
legiance to our Government. 

“Mr. JONES. Can he not be received and take 
allegiance for that purpose? 4 

Mr. LEVIN. He can be if naturalized. He 
should be very sorry (he said) to trust aliens: His 
views on this subject were drawn from a certain 
document sent forth by General Washington from 
Cambridge, when he gave directions to his officers 
to place none but natives on the outposts. R 

Mr. L. next proceeded to notice such objections 
as from time to time had heen thrown out by mem- 
bers of this House against the Native American 
party. He first repelled the charge made, that its 
principles were analogous to that of the alien and 
sedition law of 1798, pointing out the wide dissim- 
ilarity and opposite designs of their provisions. 

Mr. S. JONES rose to a pointof order, He 


! said it was not in order on a-bill of this kind to 
| go into the question of the naturalization laws. If 
| the committee, however, (that was, the few who 


were here,) decided that it was, he was willing to 
submit; but he thought the gentleman should re- 
serve his speech for the hustings. ` 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
deciding Mr. L.’s remarks in order. 

Mr. LEVIN resumed, and replied to other at- 
tacks made upon the Native American party, en- 
tering into a general exposition and defence of the 
principles of that party, and arguing the propriety 
of the extension of the term of probation to for- 
eigners to twenty-one years before conferring upon 
them the privileges of citizenship, &. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE replied in a vein of humor 
which elicited the general merriment of the com- 
mittee; of which also at present we give the points 
only. 

The gentleman, he said, had totally mistaken 
the foundation of this Government—the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Constitution of the 
United States. Tere, in this American country, 
where all were either foreigners or the descend- 
ants of foreigners, he came to preach up the doc- 
trines of Native Americanism. He had better go 
to the savages and preach the doctrine of In- 
dian rights in this country, and demand of us to 
prefer savagism to civilization. The gentleman 
had made avery eloquent speech. There were 


| two ideas in it; although Mr. D. knew that he be- 


longed to the party which professed to have but 
one idea. 

In reply to the first point, of the power in Con- 
gress, Mr. D. contended that the Constitution in 
conferring upon Congress the power to pass uni- 
form Jaws of naturalization, did not interfere with 
the rights of the States in regulating suffrage, as 
the two subjects were totally distinct from each 
other. 

The gentleman had also forgot one thing, namely, 
that one great ground of complaintagainst the King 
of Great Britain in the Declaration of Independence 
was, that he had obstructed emigration to this 
country. Yet the gentleman was here to revive 
the obsolete idea—more “ obsolete’? than that of a 
Bank of the United States, in direct contravention 
to this complaint of our forefathers. 

The next question was that of policy. Mr. D. 
opposed on this ground the proposition of the gen- 


‘| tleman and his party to refuse to admit aliens to 


the rights of citizenship until they have been in 
this country twenty-one years. By so doing, he 
contended that we would parcel them off for twen- 


ty-one years, giving them no rights, and inciting | 
them to disturbance and combinations in order to | 


gain the rights of freemen. The best way when 
they had left their own country and adopted this 
as their home, with which they identified their 
feelings and interests, was to incorporate them as 
speedily as could be into our family, as bone of 
our bone and flesh of our flesh, and not to keep 
them a distinct class of proscribed men. He refer- 
red to the reinvigorating influences of emigration 
upon the Roman republic, and maintained its ben- 
eficial effects upon our own country, as acknowl- 
edged and sustained by the Declaration of Inde- 

endence, as well as: by the Constitution of the 


nited States, directly contrary to both of which | 


were the gentleman’s arguments. 


-suffrage of the States, as to wonder that. anybody 


[Some conversation took ‘place between M 
WOODWARD and Mr. DROMGOOLE, 
the power of. the States to confer suffrage, and 
upon other points.] _- a ae 

Mr. DROMGOOLE considered so clear the want’: 
of power in Congress to interfere with the right ‘o 


ever could have dreamed to the contrary. “He 
ferred to a case which arose in the State of Min 
in which the question had been settled by the 
preme Court of the United States. ‘The’ poy 
pass uniform naturalization laws, and regulating’: 
the right of suffrage, were entirely ‘distinct—the © 

latter Eelsnriog to the States as clearly as the for~ 

mer to the General Government. fea niece cares 

One fundamental contrast between the English `. 
constitution and our own. was, that, while they ® 
discouraged and laid checks and restraints upon” 
foreigners going there, we opened the door to them... 
He would like to have the gentleman [Mr. Levin} 
explain, if-his principle had been adopted, ‘ho 
our revolutionary war ever would have been foug 
and how we, any of us, would have become eitis: 
zens of this. glorious Republic ? ates 

Mr. LEVIN repeated what he had said, that” 
his principles were in accordance with the ‘order’. 
given by General Washington at Cambridge. < $ 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. Did General Washington | 
ever advocate the puneiple by which every alien 
should be excluded from the army? che 

Further conversation took place on this point, 
between Messrs. LEVIN, DROMGOOLE, and : 
CAMPBELL., , oT de 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, resuming, said, all’ the, 
gentleman had read from Washington was a mere’ 
Jetter admonitory to his officers to select men in’ 
whom they could confide. This touched merely’ 
the point of discretion with reference to the selec- 
tion of worthy officers, and did not look to the en- 
tire exclusion of foreigners. He alluded to the 
valuable services rendered us by foreigners ‘during * 
the revolutionary war, and mentione in terms of 
high encomium the names of Lafayette, Koscius- 
ko, De Kalb, &e. Among all the foreigners who’ 
had served in our army, who had come here. to 
make it their home, and identify their. fortunes: 
with us, he: defied them to point to one foreigner 
who had proved a traitor. - He could point (and 
he did it with sorrow) to the traitor of the Revo- 
lution, and of the last war-—~Benedict Arnold, and - 
Hull—both of whom were ‘born in this ‘country: 
He said not that foreigners are more trustworthy. 
than natives; he maintained no such doctrine; but: 
he said, let the disrcetion of: selection sbe: to. 
our commanders, both-military and daval, opi: 

Some conversation passed between Mr. LEVIN. 
and Mr. DROMGOOLE, as. to ‘the place. of Ar- 
nold’s nativity, Mr. L.-stating his impression that 
he was an Englishman, and Mr. D. reading from 
a biographical work, (to substantiate’ his previous 
statemént,) that he was born in Connecticut. 

Mr. D. was proceeding in this conversation, 
when his remaks were termiriated by the expira- 
tion of his hour. : i 

The committee then rose and reported. 

And the House adjourned. ` 


IN SENATE. 2206008 
‘Wepnespay, April 8; 1846.5 40 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Alexan- 

der Wilson, of Broome county, Ilinois, praying a’ 

énsion for services in the late war with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DIX presented two remonstrances of citi- 
zens of New York against the renewal of a patent 
heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which were. 
laid on the table. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of the 
administrator of William Torrey, deceased, än’ 
officer in the revolutionary war, praying to be'al- 
lowed commutation pay; which was referred to: 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ae: 

Mr. DICKINSON presented two remonstrances 
of citizens of the State of New York, against the 


! renewal of a patent heretofore granted: to Jethro 


Wood; which were laid on the table. 37- : 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a memorial of mer-: 
chants and others, citizens of Key West, Florida, 
praying the establishment of a United States dis- 
trict court at that place; which was-laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. ee 


Mr. BREESE, from ihe Coramittee on Public 


Se 


“WAS 


ee 


ON 


Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of | 
Claims, reported a bill authorizing the payment of | 
assum of money to Robert Purkis; which was read, | 


“and passed to the second reading. 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON submitted the follawing reso- 
lution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate any in- 
formation in the possession of the Government 
‘showing that complaints have been made by an 
of our vessels.of having been searched by British 
cruisers since the Washington Treaty of 1842; and 
if so, the names of the vessels, together with the 
dates and places of such acts; and, also, copies of 
any correspondence that may have passed between 
the two Governments on the subject. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 


The report was 


to change the distribution of the duties among the || 


several naval bureaus, 

Mr, FAIRFIELD called for the reading. of the 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy, accompany- 
ing the report of the committee; which was as fol- 
lows: ` i 

i “Navy Devarrment, Murek M, 1846, 

“Sint Tho sudden death of the chict of the Burenu 
of Ordnance and Hydrography 
the prompt action of Cougress to authorize a different nod 
more systematic distribution of the duties of the several 
bureaus. 

“The Bureau of Navy Yards and Doeke should also have 
under its charge bydrogeaphy. ‘Phen all the shore stätions 
would be under one head. 

“Ordnance being a part of equipment, the Buread of Ord- 
naneo mey appropriately be charged with the duties of equip 
ment. Phen: tho entire aquipment of vessels afloat would 
Aevolve upon the same bureau. 

“This would simplify the 
would bea great ndvantuge to the public serviee if the 8ce- 

. Fetary of the Navy, by a résolution similar to. the tfth rec- 
tion ofthe act approved the Blatof Auguat, 1842, could be 
invested with wathority to make the requisite changes, 

Tf Congress will “repose such Wiseretion, the peculiar 
qualifications of the officers at the head ot the respective 
‘burcaus could be called into action, 

“These: changes involve no. new. ee 

«Tam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ent 71S ya “G@. BANCROFT. 
« Hots Journ Pamrinno, 

Sot Ohalrman Gomon Naval Affutrs, U. 8. Senate” 


By this it will be perceived, said Mr. F', that the | 


alarm Which has been excited by this bill is alto- 
gether groundless. It neither proposes to multiply 
nor diminish, the number of naval bureaus, nordoes 
it propose to ¢ 
naval officers to civilians, or the reverse. It simply 
roposes to transfer the charge of one class of dutics 
from one bureau to another—separating what isin- 
like an t 
that;were homogeneous. ` To a proposition so sime 
ple, and so obviously proper, he hed not anticipated 
the slightest objection, and he could not but believe 
that, on farther reflection, 
ware would withdraw his objections, and let the bill 
pass, Nothing can be further from the truth than 
supposing that it has an unfriendly aspect towards 
the chief of the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, 
and Repair. [tis thought that this distinguished 
officer ig to. be made to give place to a civilian, or 
is to be transferred to à bureau where the duties 
will be much more onerous: than in his present 
bureau, while the compensation will remain the 


same. Now, exactly the reverse of all this is the 
fact, even supposing it to be the intention of the 
President, or Secretary, to transfer Commodore 


Bureau of Equipment and Ordnance, 
fident would not be done without 
Jä add that, in his opinion, 


Morris to the 
which he was con 
his consent. And he wou 
! knowing the views of the Se s he did 
disnensing with the services of that distinguished 
vafer altogether had never been thought of for en 


49 


makes it nogossary t0 ash | 


business of the aee; and it | 


hange the character of the chiefs from || 


d dissimilar, and bringing together the duties | 


the Senator from Dela- | 


Secretary as he did, the | 


those qualities lost to 


sent. But should’ he be transferred to the Bureau 
of Equir 


ties wou 
tional compensation ? 
that the duties attached ta th 


i 
H 


lutely diminish his duties, Tt is true it was said 
if yesterday by the Senator from Delaware, (Mr. 
h Crayron,] that the duties of construction and re 
|, pair were not performed by him, but by a naval 
i} constructorattached to that bureau. He could hard- 
H ly believe the Senator from Delaware to be correct 
ilih this. Commndore Morris is not the man to al- 
i| low his own duties to be performed by others. But 
if it were so, it would seem to present a strong ar- 


ting the charge of consiruction and repair to remain 


had nothing to do with construction and repair? Tt 
shows that an unnatural classification will not be 
adhered to in practice, however it may stand upon 
But if the Senator from Dela- 
wd to the comparative 


‘the statute-bools, 
| ware was mistaken io re 


go in regard to the compensation, ‘The salary of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Re- 


mrem to which he would promote Commodore 
Morris is 43,500. 


more onerous, and the compensation less, he would 


would be less and the compensation more. 
trusted, then, that the imputation of having an un- 


no longer rest upon this bill, 
not. But again: it is thought that this is part of a 
| plan of the Secretary to re-organize these bureaus, 
and place eiviliana at the head of them, instead of 
naval officers. This supposition, he was persua- 
ded, is also unfounded, LHe was well informed of 
| the views of the Secretary upon this point, and he 
| knew that the Secretary was in favor of leaving this 
mater precisely where the law had left it, ‘Phere 
i were five bureans—for three of them the President 
in required to sclect naval oficera; for the other two, 
he may take civilians. ‘This division, thus estab- 
lished by law, the Secretary has no wish to disturb, 
Again: it has been alleged by the Senator from 
Delaware, that there is no propriety in the change 
| proposed; that the classification was all very well 
asitis, Now he would inquire what propriety 
| there was in connecting equipment with construc: 
| tion and repair? ‘Phe law contemplates that the 


would a carpenter know about the kind and quality 
of the canvass of a ship, the size or cut of her sails, 


The truth is, the duties are entirely dissimilar. 
naval constructor may be very skilful, and a faith- 
ful and valuable offieer as such, and know nothing 
of the equipment of a vessel, So while Commo- 
dore Morris and other naval captains may know 
but little about planning and constructing a ship, 
they know all about equipping her and getting her 
ready for sea after she is launched. So of hydrox- 
raphy and ordnance. ‘There was no natural con- 
nexion between tbem, 


rigging. 


| 
: 


| 
| 


And, as he had-said | 
e commodore would i 


which Commodore Morris now is, are much more ap 
onerous than those of any other bureau. The | 
ransfer, then, instead of increasing, would abso- | 


| gumeni in favor of the passage of this bil, What ; 
propriety could there be, be would ask, in permit- ; 


| attached to a bureau, while the chief of that burcan | 
{ 
i 
q 


duties of the two bureans named, he was no less i! 


foe is $8,000; while the salary attached to the | 


Instead, therefore, of transfer ii 
ring him te a burean where the duties would be |; 


he promoted to a higher bureau, where the duties | 


Te i 


friendly aspect towards Commodore Morris would |! 
Certainly it should |; 


chief shall be a skilful naval constructor; but what ij 


or the size, quantity, and quality of the cordage? : 
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| ed to the qualifications of our experienced “naval 


nt distribution of ‘these offices he thought the 
| to ‘complain—by law 
i they have three-fifths, while in fact they have four- 
fifths. Now, there is a strong feeling in the.coun- 
try in favor of having them all filled by civilians ; 
and he thought, if the officers of the navy acted 
wisely, they would not disturb the present arrange- 
ment, for in endeavoring to get all, they. may'l0se 
what they have. On the whole, he hoped that op- 
nogition to the bill would be withdrawn, and that 
‘it would be permitted to pass. For, if it was to 
© pass atall, it was desirable that it should pass early, 
C inasmuch as the selection of an officer to fill the 
place now vacant, might be, in a great measure, 
controlled by the arrangement of duties proposed. 
in the bill. i 

Mr. HUNTINGTON explained that one reason 
for the catablishment of these bureaus was, that 
the old post-captains might be employed on shore 
in a sphere in which their services might be made 
beneficial to the country. He was in the Senate 
at the time when the bills were passed. In his 
apinion, the business of the Navy Department 
might to be in the hands of naval officers. They 
: were best fitted by experience for the duties; ‘they 
vere less open to extrancous influence fi 


li prese 
‘naval officers had no reason 


| 


i 
i 
H 
i 


ti 


rom abroad 
in relation to contracts; the wants of the seamen 
were better understood, and would be more readily 
supplied by them: and their employment would 
he a saving from the treasury, C 


“ommodore Shu- 
E brick had lately been removed to the navy-yard, 
i and a civilian had been substituted for him in the 
‘bureau which he had satisfactorily filled. And it 


| was possible that the system which had been com- 
© meneed in his ease was intended to be carried out 
in reference to the other bureaus. Perhaps it was 
woposed to substitute civilians, or mere politicians, 
; knowing nothing of the duties, bat claiming re- 
wards for their party services. He regretted that 
the state of his health would not allow him to 
speak at length on the subject; but he could not 
avoid rising to express his fears that this bill was 
merely an entering-wedge for the introduction of 
| civilians or mere party politicians into these bu- 
reaus. 
1 Mr. J, M. CLAYTON said that he felta pecu- 
i! Har sensitiveness on the subject of this. bill because 
| he thought jts- tendency was to transfer althe- 
|i naval officers from these bureaus; and also: to; break 
up altogether the. Bureau of Construction; which 
could be easily attained, or placed in the hands of 
a civilian, when the equipment: duties were sep- 
arated from it, The duties belonging tothe De- 
partment of ELydrography could: not possibly be 
understood by a civilian. So it was-with the du- 
i tics of the Ordnance Department. When the sup- 
ply of rigging and the repairs were separated from 
i that bureau, an opportunity would: be given: for 
i paing. at its head a civilian or a mere politician. 
| He believed the main object of the- present’ bill 
| was the removal of the officer who now so. effi- 
ciently presided over the bureau. The Department 
of i ydescraphy: he was aware, was -understhe 
charge of a very intelligent and competent officer— 
Lieutenant Maury—to whom was entrusted. the 
| care of the maps and instruments, and no change 
could pronably be intended in his case: Hede- 
sired that the bill might be permitted to. lie over.for 
he present, as he had an: amendment prepared, 
which might probably obviate all the objections:he 
ii had to the bill, and which: ke would- be glad to 
|i show to the chairman of the Naval Committee: He 
i hoped, therefore, that it would’ be passed ‘by in- 
i formally for the present. Ga bem ta E aad 
iescing in this suggestion, the 
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i The Senate acquiescing i 
ii bill was informally passed by. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS: 


The Senate considered the-adverse report of the 
|| Committee on Pensions upon the petition of Samuel 
| Knight, Jey which was concurred in. ; 
i Also, thé adverse report-of the Committee of 
| Claims upon the petition of Eli Hobbs; which was 
Aone “in. Í 

“Also, the adverse report of- the Committee. of 
{| Claims upon the memorial of Orlando S. ` Rees; 
if which was concurred in. 3 : 
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Also, the adverse report of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs upon the petition of Mary B. Hook; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Commitiee on 
Pensions, upon the petition of William W. Hall; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, upon the petition of Joanna Quicez; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, upon the petition of G. D. Duvall; 
which was concurred in. . 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee of 
Claims, upon the petition of Robert Butler; which 
was concurred in. 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE—OREGON. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the fol- 
Jowing resolution, submitted several wecks since 
by Mr. J. M. CLAYTON: 
“ Resolved, Thatthe President of the United States 


be requested to communicate to the Senate copies | 


of any correspondence that may have taken place 


between the authorities of the United States and | 
those of Great Britain since the last documents i 


transmitted in relation to the subject of the Oregon 
territory, or of so much thereof as may he comum- 
nicated without detriment to the public interest.” 


Mr. ALLEN suggested that the resolution De | 


passed by informally, 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON observed that the reso- 
lution had been postponed for several weeks, at the 


` ” x eS RE or . Ş R) 
suggestion of the Senator from Ohio. Fe thought |i Tylor, either good or bad, except that he stood in|! 


its adoption at this timo was essential, in order to 
accelerate the decision of the Oregon question. 
There were Senators who probably would not be 
disposed to vote for the notice, without having all 
the information before them, althor 
have no effect on his own vote, 
final action of the Senate upon that question had 
nearly arrived, and he trusted the honorable Sena- 
tor would sec the propriety, under the peculiar cir 
cumstances of the case, of suffering the resolution 
to be adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had heard nothin 


Ww 
1S 


o 


g, he had 


seen nothing, to change his opinion about the pro- | 
pricty of passing this resolution, ‘I'he objection | 
which he had taken before existed stil, and that | 


objection was, that the passage of resolutions from 
day to day, as often as steamers arrived from Eng- 
land, carried with it the appearance of a distrust, 
(not so intended by the Senate, of course;) but 
the proceeding carried with it the appearance 

distr 
ministration in tae management of the Oregon ne- 
golintion, It was fair and x ) 


ance ofa 


ment of the session, voluntarily laid before the two 
Houses of Congress the state of the negotiation, 


and recommended the interposition of the law- | 


making power in reference to the Oregon territory; 


it was reasonable, under the circumstances, to snp- | 
pose that if anything had occurred subsequently | 


which was known to the Executive, and was not 
known to the Senate, and which be deemed it 


proper and consistent with the public interest to | 
communicate, be would have communicated it |! 


without being interrogated. Two calls had already 
been made upon tne Executive upon this very 
subject. 


relation to the Oregon question, as what, in the 
opinion of the Executive, was necessary by way 
of military preparation. He di 
for an opinion upon the question of the military 
defences of the country. Had it called, as he had 
heard it said on the other side, for facts, as far as 
those facts formed the groundwork for that opin- 
ion, and no further, he would stiil have offered no 
objection to its passage. That resolution was re- 
sponded to: and now it was said that the pend- 
ency of the question in the two Houses of Con- 

ress constituted the right of the two Houses to 
interrogate the Executive. 
United States believed that the President was in- 
competent to judge what were his duties towards 
Congress, pending legislative action, or if they be- 


hjt would | 
The time for the | 


st of the ability and the wisdom of the Ad- ; 


sonable to presume, | 
X : A : 
from the fact that the Executive, at the commence- : 


The first was made by the House of | 
Representatives, and brought out the information | 
of the tender and rejection of two propositions to i 
arbitrate. The other was an inquiry made by the |} 
Senate, and was responded to a few days ago, | 
bringing out not so much what had transpired in | 


t ; id not oppose that || 
resolution, mainly for the reason that it only called | 


If the Senate of the |: 


! Deved that the President was actuated by evil or 
; improper motives, under such cirewimstances: it 
would be extremely. proper that this resolution, 
and all others which Senators might be disposed 
| to offer by way of inquiry, should pass. But, in 


| 


; proceeding upon the world and upon the powers 
| of this Government, in the controversy with Great 
|| Britain, would be highly detrimental. . This was 
why he thought the resolution ought nat to pass. 
If any Senator would rise in his place, and sa 
that he believed the President of the United States 
had in his possession information which the public 
| interest required should be communicated, and 
; that, having it in his possession, he suppressed it 
|| —if any man would say this of the President, he 
| would vote for the passage of the resolution in or- 
der that such man might be gratified. 


i 
È 
i 


Oregon question was pending. before Congress, 
vhen the legislative power was about to act upon 
t, and when they did act in the most solemn form 
‘upon the very same question, a similar resolution 
was offered, calling upon President Tyler -for like 
: information, and was voted down. And on that 
ii occasion he remembered the Senator from Ken- 
© tucky [Mr. Moneireap}| made an claborate speech, 
+ and other Senators made speeches, alleging all the 
reasons which he (Mr. A.) bad now adduced in 
|, reference to this resolution, and even more, against 
| the passage of the resolution then offered. “That 


i was when the Administration was in the hands of | 


i Mr. Tyler. He would say nothing respecting Mr 
a peentiar position hefore the American people, not 


i Htieal parties; yet. on that oceasion, it was thought 
that the passing of resolutions of inquiry would be 


L be presuming that the President would do wrong. 


p Te would not trouble the Senate by referring to ‘| 
as recorded in the ;) 


‘the vote upon that occasie 


| Journal, It was sufficient for his present purpose 
to state that the Senate did establish the principle. 
, It was neither from his knowledge of what in- 
' formation did or what did not exist that he oppased 
this resolution. He opposed it because he believed 
its moral effect would be bad. IH he knew that 
there was not one solitary communication which 
ji had passed between the two Governments which 


| 
| 
| 
[i 


| the absence of these reasons, the effect of sucha. 


He had said on a former occasion, and he re- | 
peated now, that in former years, when this very | 


: having the confidence of ether of the great po- | 


an aet net respectful or proper in itself, as it would | 


i 
f 


‘i had not been made public, he would nevertheless : 


| oppose the resolution, because the reasons for his 


opposition to it would govern then as well as now, | 


And he wished no inference tobe drawn one way 
1! or another from his oppos 
“was not in existence. 

the ground that thus perpetually 
i ident with resolutions would imp 
i; the American people, a want of confidence in the 
: President on the part of tue Senate, and that such 
an implication would greatly prejudice our inter- 
ests in the controversy with Great Pritain. If the 
| Senator was disposed to force a vote upon the res- 
‘| olution, he was ready, for one, to vote upon it. 
He would not, of course, complain of it, whatever 
‘might be the result. He had merely stated what 
! had been the practice of that body, and by what 
principles grave Senators had heretofore been gov- 
ered under like circumstances. Having stated 
» this, and having stated what he believed would be 
the moral effect of the adoption of the resolution, 
he left the matter entirely to the discretion of Sen- 
ators. 


Mr. J.M. CLAYTON said he understood as 


petine the Pres- 


‘had been the practice of the Senate. One or two 
solitary cases might be pointed out in which re- 
sistance had been made; but no one at all acquaint- 


resolutions of this description had been ordinarily 
the subject of opposition. Such resolutions, un- 
ess under very peculiar circumstances, were adopt- 
“ed as a matter of course. And why? Because 
they asked the President for just so much infor- 
mation as in his opinion might be communicated 


more. 


repeated half a dozen times over that the resolu- 
ii tion would imply a distrust of the Executive, but 
: he had not shown the Senate in what way it would 
i have such an effect. He maintained that itim- 
i: plied the highest confidence; for the whole matter 


sition, as to what was or | 
His opposition was upon | 


well as the gentleman from Ohio himself did what | 


ed with the practice of the Senate would say that | 


i without detriment to the public interests, and no | 


Everybody must see that there was no , 
impropriety in that. The Senator from Ohio had i 


y, in the view of || 


| been long delayed, at the request of the chait 


| What was the state of the case now? 


was left discretionary with the President. ©The: 
Senator said they were probing the Executive day. 
after day. Why, they had been debating: thig: 
question for months, and only onè resolution: of 


| inquiry had: been passed, and that was promptly : 


resident. This resolution ‘has 


answered by the 


of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that 
Senator still persisted in his opposition to'it 
that, too, when the Senate was on the eve.of a vote 
upon the ‘question. Fie appealed to the friendssof 
that Senator against such an opposition as:this, 
Gentlemen, when called on to vote upon the qués- 
tion of notice, might say they were not prepared 
to vote without the information asked for by this 
resolution. They might say, with a great show 
of reason, that they were not willing to ‘*go it 
blind.” The President might probably have'in- 
formation which, if communicated, would alter the . 
whole state of the question. ., The extraordinary’ 


‘opposition of the Senator from Ohio, standing: in* 


the position he did as ehairman. of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, would have the. effect of 
giving to the people of this country suspicions of a 
very different character from those to which the 
Senator had advyerted. It might very reasonably 
be suspected, judging from the source from “which 


| opposition came, thatthe gentleman feared the Pres- 


ident would give information which the Senator 
would be unwilling should be given. The Sena- 
tor would find upon reflection, that he was much 
more exposed to suspicion for his opposition than 
the Senate would be for its adoption of the resolu- 
tion. He had already announced his determina- 
tion to vote for the notice. That determination 
was not likely to be affected by anything which 
would be disclosed; but he could see no good rea- 
son why other Senators should. not have the ben- 
efit of the information, if any was to be procured. 
He wished to ask the Senator from Ohio if be did 
not wish to have a strong vote in favor of the no- 
tice; and there were many Senators who- would 
hold back until all the information in the hands of 
the Executive was before them.. As to distrust of 
the Senate, he asked that some:better proof of it 
should be shown than had been as yet disclosed. 
He would ask the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the resolution. . ; : 
The yeas and nays were ordered. acne 
Mr. MOREHEAD said he should not have 
troubled the Senate, had it not been.for the allusion 
which was made to himself by the Senator ‘from 
Ohio. On a former occasion, he had deemed it his 
duty to oppose the passage.of a resolution which, 
in its terms, was certainly: similar.to the present 
one, being a call for, information; but the Senate, 
in his view, stood at that time in altogether a dif- 
ferent position from the one it occupied: now... The 
resolution calling for information at that time was 
offered at a period when it was understood negotia- 


; tions were pending between this Government and 


Great Britain upon the Oregon question, and at a 
period when there was no duty devolving upon 
the Senate which made it indispensable that they 
should have the information. It was a mere. call 
for information tending to no practical result, at a 
time when there was no méastre pending to which 
that information could be made-directly applicable. 
à ‘ At the 
commencement of the session the President deemed 
it his duty to call upon the Legislature to consider 
the propriety of giving notice to Great Britain of 
the termination of the joint occupancy of the Ore- 
gon territory. The notice was passed by the House 
of Representatives, and sent to the Senate; and it 
had been for months the subject of legislative ac- 
tion in that body. A very important duty was 
now to be performed by the Senate. They were 
called upon to determine a question which might 
involve peace or war—to assume,a high responsi- 
bility; and, under these circumstances, he thought 
they were entitled to demand and receive all the 
information upon the subject which the President 
of the United States might have in his possession. 
They ought not to be called on to perform so.high 
a duty blindfold. How. could it be said. to imply 
any distrust of the President to ask for information 
to enable the Senate to-act understandingly?. He, 
for one, desired to know what were the preeise re- 
lations existing between the British Government 
and our own. fie acted on the same responsibility 
in regard to this matter that the President himself? 
did, and he claimed the right to possess the same 
information. 
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Mr. ALLEN replied. He would detain the Sen- | 
aie only a few moments.’ Ele had alluded to what 
hadbeen done in the Senate. on-a former. occasion, 
and the remarks which had fallen from the Senator 
who had just taken, his seat, renderedit necessary 
for him: to: enter a little more into the details of that 

ease. He-(Mr. As) on that occasion submitted a: 
resolution,‘ calling upon President Tyler, and he 
made a Speech in support of it, which was recorded 
in the volume before him, (Congressional Debates.) 
Other Senators made speeches also recorded.in that 
volumes Hie then stated the facts on which he 
preditated his resolution. The Senate of the Uni- 
ted States. had passed a bill upon the Oregon sub- 
ject: a bill, letit be remembered, which, on its face, 
in name, claimed up to the Russian boundary— 
bounding the United States claim by parallels of 
latitude, and going to 54940, That bill passed 
the Senate upon the yens and nays, ineffaceably re- 
corded, Well, during the session of the British 
Parliament which immediately succeeded the ses- | 
sion of the Senate at which that bill was passed, | 
that bill became the subject-matter of diseussion, 
In that debate, a leading member of the Opposition 
had declared, that had that bill become a law, it 
would have been a cause of war. The Prime Min- 
ister of England replied to that declaration. He said 
that he did not exactly know, but he believed that 
the vote of the Senate had been divided oni the pas- 
sage of the bill; he-had not the official aceonnt be- 
fore him, it seemed, buthe stated that he would not 
decide a hypothetical case of war, that he would 
not suppose a question and then decide it to be a |} 
question of war or no war; but this was what he 
would say, that ho had assurances from the Prosi- 
dentof the United States, which justified the convic- 
tion upon his part that he [the President] would not 
have permitted that bill to become a law. That 
was the point on which he (Mr. A.) hung his reso- 
lution, “I'he Senate had passed a bill, The British 
Minister alleged that he had reasons which induced | 
him to believe that President Tyler would nat have | 
permitted that bill to hecomea law, and he (Mr, A.) 
wanted to know what the reasons were, whieh the 
British Minister had, aud the Ameriean Senate had 
not, for supponing that President Tyler would have | 
vetoed that bill, Well, in that stue of the ease, 
they met again, The Oregon question again came 
Lefore the Senate. They were required to exer- 
cise the law-making function upon that question, 
and in that state of the casc, wiih the diseussion in 
the British Parliament before them, and the decla- |} 

’ vation of the British Premier that he had these as- | 
surances from the President that he would have 
vetoed that bill—for thatavas the substance of his 
declarations—he (Mr. A.) wanted to know before 
they proceeded with subsequent legislation, what 
those reasons were; what the atate of the case was, 
as created by the relations existing between the 
President of the United States and the Prime Min- 
ister of England. It was material that that should 

“be: known to: the Senate, because the Prime Minis- 
ter of England had virtually said that the Senate 
of the United States had done a thing which the | 
President would have vetoed, and which they were 
about to do again. That had been no haphazard 
declaration. of an humble member of the British | 
Parliament—not made in an oyster-cellar by an ir- 
responsible man—but made by a man who shook 
the trident of Old England over the waters of the 
world.” He ‘it waswho declared that he had the 
assurance that that bill would not pass—that Mr. 
Tyler would have defeated it. Well, the Senate 
came to act upon it again, and he (Mr. A.) wished 
to know the facts as to what had passed between 
the President and the British Government, and on 
that he predicated his resolution, because the state 
of the case required it, inasmuch as they had the 
threat.of a velo hanging over them; and it was 
with that argument he wentbefore the Senate with 
his’ resoulution—an argument that never was an- 
sweredyand never could be answered... It was that 
which the Senate, with that wisdom, gravity, and 
patriotism renowned ‘all over*the world; voted 
down, on the argument of grave and. sedate Sena- 
tors, who alleged that the passage of the resolution 
would have the same effect which he alleged the 

assage of that now before the Senate’ would 
ave, although the circumstances were more 
strongly im. favor of the passage of the one which 
he (Mr. A.) offered. Now they had an Executive 
that had some. responsibility—that possessed: the 
confidence of some portion of the American peo- | 


Faments uttered on the floor of the United States 


| Senate proceed to the consideration of the special 


į makes no allowance for the position of a Government so 
i open fo popular influence as thatof America. 


“ple toback it—one which had some character at 


stake, as well as the Senate, and which might be | 
fairly presumed would have regard to that charac- || 
ter, and would not suppress—would not keep back |} 
any information which the rights, honor, and i 
interests of the country required should be com- 
municated to the Senate. o man rose there and 
said that he believed that Mr. Polk would pocket 
information and withhold it from the Senate, if it | 
was proper to be communicated to them, and the 
public interests demanded its communication. If} 
any man rose in his place and made such a decla- | 
ration, he (Mr. A.) would immediately withdraw | 
his opposition, and vote for the resolution. H 

But what said the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Cravrox?] He said that in the 
absence of this resolution, the Senate might vote 
in the dark. Senators might not vote for the Ore- 
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gon resolution to give the notice, because that reso- ii 
Indeed! 


imply distrust? If any man would falter—would | 
hesitate—would vote against the joint resolution 
because the one now offered did not pags, the im- 
putation was, that Mr. Polk kept something back, 
which he was afraid to give them. He repeated, 
if any manmade such a declaration, he (Mr. A.) 
would at once vote for the resolution. He had ji 
stated over and over again the erounds on which ii 
he opposed the resolution, Hedid not impute any |! 
such motive to any one; but the general tendency i 
of the action of the Senate since it had got the i 
resolution from the Pouse, was, to paralyze the 
arny of the aggregate Govermment—he spoke not ; 
only of the Exeeutive ann, but the arm of the ag- $i 
gregate Government, Tt had had the effeet ofii 
dividing, to some extent, the opinions of men | 
whose united opinions alone could sustain the | 
glory and honor of the country. How divided? :. 
By argument, which they were told at the outset | 
of the discussion would blister the tongue of the 
man who uttered them-—-divided by argument, | 


| 


| which went to establish the iujastice of the United i! 


States Government towards Great Britain, if they i 
established anything ot all, und therefore tending | 
to envournee Great Britain in the proseeution of 
her demands even at the paint of the sword, with : 
the approbation of the world, invoked by argu- | 


Senate, 
Mr. BREESE here rose, and moved that the 


order. 

Mr. CALHOUN heggeg the Senator to with- 
draw his mation for a few moments, ay he had one 
word ta say. He felt it due to the late Adminis. 
tration to state in reference to what had fahe 


to, or any such bill. 
ed such an idea, he 
The language of the Senator from Ohio might, if | 
unexplained, prodnee the erroneous impression Í 


lf Mr. Tyler ever entertain- ; 
confined it to his awn breast. | 


that Mr. Tyler had expressed a determination to 
veto the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had not so stated, but had | 
merely alluded to what Sir Robert Peel had said. |: 
He had said nothing of any declaration on the 
part of the Administration. i 

Mr. CALHOUN. {understand you perfectly. | 

Mr. ALLEN. In order to put the question ati 
rest, I will ask the Secretary to read the passage | 
in the speech of the British Premier to which Iii 
alluded. 

The Secretary then read the passage. It is as 
follows: i 


“Phe question of the Oregon territory, no doubt, is not 
adjusted: but on that it is not ne r that {should ad- 
dress the House at any length. With respect to the conrse 
which the American Government has taken, the noble lord 


We, how- 
ever, deal with the Executive Government, and not with the 
Senate. We have proposed to thatGovernment to consider 
the means of eficeting a conciliatory adjustment respecting 
the Oregon territory; and we-have met with ne repulse, bat | 
have reecived assurances, in reply to. our proposition, that į 
the Executive Government of the United States is anxious 

to come to an adjustment of that question; and we have! 
every reason to hope that, unless we revive the former ani- 
mosity, and embitter the feclings between the two countries, ii 
an. attempt fo settle that question by negotiation will be sat- t 
isfuctory. The noble lord says that the Senate has passed a ji 
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bim fora moment, 


ri what was the date of it? 


bill, which E believe it has not passed. T think the votes 
were equally divided; but whatever the Senate may do, it 
is impossible for the Executive Government to approve of 
such a billafter having expressed a desire to negotiate. The 
noble lord says the adoption of that bill would be a case of 
war. I will not discuss hypothetical cases of war, when, 
as I have said, thé Executive Government has signi- 
fied to us its desire to maintain peace; and to effect a satis- 
factory adjustment of the question of the Oregon territory. 
I trust in the assurances of the Executive Government; and 
I will not believe that it will give its consent to å legislative 
measure at variance with those assurances.” 

Mr. CALHOUN. Why, the Senator spoke of 
direct “ assurances’’—does he not perceive that 
the “assurances” consisted merely of deductions 
from the expression of a desire on the part of thi 
Executive to negotiate ? . À 

Mr. ALLEN. The English language means 
what the English dictionary telis us, and not what 
Senators choose to make it mean. lt is true the 


| President is not represented as using the term veto. 


But what does the British Minister say? “I will 
‘not discuss the question. I trust in the assurances 
‘of the Executive Government, and I do not be- 
“lieve that it will give iis sanction to a legislative 
‘measure at variance with these assurances.” 
“Give its sanction to a legislative measure’’— 
speaking of the bill passed and discussed as the 
bill which would justify Great Britain in going to 
war. Tt was in that state of the case, in order to 
ascertain what these “assurances” were, that I 
offered my resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Is it necessary for me to say 
that every Senator must see that the “ assurance”? 
was a mere deduction from the fact that the Presi- 


| dent was disposed to negotiate? 


Mr. ALLIEN, [don’t care whether it was de- 
duction or addition. F 

Mr. BREESE renewed his motion to take up 
the special order; which was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order, 
being the joint resolution, &e.; when— 

Mr. DICKINSON, being about to speak, yielded 
the floor to i 

Mr, CASS, who begged the Senator to indulge 
Te then requested the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetis [Mr. Wrasrer] to read 
the letter from Mr. Wheaton, which he had read 
yesterday. He hegged it to be understood, that 
n making this request, he had no intention to say 


| a word on the subject of fhe Ashburton treaty, nor 


to go into any part of the discussion of yesterday; 
nor had what he intended to say any personal. rela- 
tion to the Senator from Massachusetts at all. He 
would bo glad if the Senator would once more read 
the letter. ` 

Mr. WEBSTER said he had not the letter be- 
fore him. Could the Senator from Michigan state 
I 


Mr. CASS. October or November, 1842. 


wish to add, that the question I am about to put 


has not reference to the Senator, but the subject 


i alluded to in the letter. 


Mr. WEBSTER, 
fore me at present, 

Mr. CASS. You can state whether I am right 
ar wrong in my recollection. If I recollect right, 
in that letter Mr. Wheaton said, or intimated pretty 
strongly, that the Ashburton treaty was thé cause 


I have not my reference be- 


|| of the rejection of the Quintuple treaty by France. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Yes. 
Mr. CASS. Well, then, I will show that Mr. 


| Wheaton was wrong. 


Mr. WEBSTER. If you wish to proceed, per- 
haps you had better wait till you get the letter. 

Mr. CASS. Oh! that is the purport of it. 

Mr. WEBSTER. What Mr. Wheaton said 
was, that he attributed the indisposition to the rat- 
ification of the treaty of 1841, on the part of France, 
to the treaty of Washington, of 1842. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator will see that 
I have no reference to him, but to Mr. Wheaton— 
a gentleman whom I know, and who is known to 
many Senators here—a gentleman of high charac- 
ter. But he has fallen into an error in this case, as 
Iwill show, I desire to set the matter right, Ihave 
nothing tosay about the Washington treaty. Itis 
a mere matter of history with me. But this isa 
fact in which I do feel somewhat interested. Now, 
the Ashburton treaty was confirmed by the Senate 


| the 22d of August, 1842—ratified. 13th October, 


1842—proclaimed 10th November, 1842. [Mr. C. 
also read from a despatch of his to the Secretary of 
State, February 20th, 1842, as follows: 
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Apres, 


& Paris, February 20, 1842. 

« I called on M. Guizot, and we had a very full conversi- 
tion on the whole affair; but adding nothing to the declara- 
tion, 1 did not think proper to put any question to him 
respecting it. He told me also that my Ietter would be laid 
before the King and Council on Sunday, when, T suppose, 
the matter will be discussed, and some definitive step adopted. 
I have uot seen the King for nearly two weeks, and cannot 

‘therefore reportto you his views. r 
a brother has prevented me from going to court recently. 
Lentercd fully with M. Guizot into the consequences ofa 
War between EBugland and the United States. He did not 
hesitate to say, that, in such event, there was reason to fear 


3 


the former would put in force her old pretensions, and that, | 


in six months, France might find herself compelled to re- 
sist—that no Administration could support itself bere which 
would not defend those principles of maritime Jaw that had 
made a large part of the French policy since the days of Louis 
XIV. In this he 

Frenchman says. 


[Mr. C. also read from a despatch of February 
22, 1842, as foilows:] 


692d FEBRUARY, 1842, 
« Among others, I have had a full conversation with M 
Thiers. Ee thinks it impossible the mmistry should ratify 
the treaty, and he says that if they do they will lose their 
places. * * t * * > r x x * 
“T'he fact is, that the pride of the English Government i 
committed upon the ratification of this treaty. Its failure 
would be a fatal stroke at the influence of England, and no 
stone wili be left unturned to avoid such ad se Beor 
closing this letter 1 will tell you the prospeets with as much 
certainty as I can collect them.” 


«© QA FEBRUARY. 
«You will sce that the ratifications of the treaty hav 
been exchanged at London, and that France is ont of the 
European concert. J saw M. Guizot yesterday, to tell him, 
what I knew through Mr. ott, that in the despatch 
from Lord Aberdeen he persisted as strongly as ever in this 
claim of seareh. Alter conversing a little while upon the 
a he told me he would answer my letter in some 
ays”? 


 Pranvary 236th. 
“Isaw, also, M. Dupin, whose name is well known as 
one of the first statesmen, and the first Jawyer of France 
He said to me, speaking of the claim of visit, ¢ Persist in 


your opposition to that unjust and arrogant pretension. All |! 


France is with you.’ ” 


The Chamber of Deputies (Mr. C. continned) 
adjourned on the 4th of June, and then the Quin- 
tuple treaty was as dead as if it had been buried 
with the mummies in the tomb of the Pharaohs 
I am not aware that the public know the pr 
day when the French Government announced 
to that of England its definitive resolution on this 
subject. 

Mr. WEBSTER. That’s the very thing. 

Mr. CASS. I beg pardon of the Senator. The 
“very thing” is, whether that rejection was ocea- 
sioned by the Washington treaty. The Washing 
ton treaty was ratified in Angust, and reached 
Europe in September; but, as L have just said, the 
treaty of 1841 was as dead in June as it could pos- 
sibly be. The rejection of it, forced by the French 
people on the Government, had rang through Bu- 
rope long before the ratification of the Washington 
treaty. This solely with regard to this anachronism 
on the part of Mr. Wheaton, that Í had anything 
to say. Ihave nothing to say about the treaty; 


y 


The news of the death of | 


is right, and says only what every other | 
3” 


| gentleman, I will read it, and refrain from entering 
Lat all into that subject. 
$ # * 


* + 


e Berrum; November 16, 1842. 


i * 
| «The arrangement it (the Washington treaty) -contains 
i 


* 


on the subject of the African slave trade is particularly sat- 
| isfactory as adapted to secure the end proposed of the only 
means consistent with our maritime rights. This arrange- 
; ment has decided the course of the French Government in 
i| Mr. CASS. The principle I wanted to get at 
l! was this: An act is committed, which at the time 
| of commission is a crime. The British Govern- 
| ment subsequently say, “‘ they will take that act 
| upon themseives.” This assumption of responsi- 
|!| bility does not change the character of the act. If 
i the person committing it had been arrested in the 
‘| country where committed, he is responsible to its 
ti laws. ` I understand the British Government did 
|i not previously direct this act. 
i Mr. WEBSTER. Not at all. 

My. CASS. Is there any evidence that the Brit- 
ish Government directed the act? 

Mr. WEBSTER. 
day. : 

Mr. CASS. The past avowal does not alter the 
| previous character of the act. 
(Mr WEBSTER. 


| demands reparation of the British Government; 
i and he states the case in this way, that the expe- 
i dition was planned by the authorities of Canada, 
ii with the approval and direction of the Governor of 
: Canada. 

Mr. CASS. Does the gentleman mean to say 
sritish Imperial Government issued orders 
f for the invasion? 

i Mr. WEBSTER. Of course it was the Colonial 
| Government. 

Mr. CASS. The Colonial Government has no 
| Authority to make war, It has a natural right to 
i defend itself. But what we complain of is, that a 
i predatory band from Canada entered the State of 
| New York, and there committed a murder. 

| Mr. WEBSTER. ‘The honorable member has 
t 


I refer him to Mr. Van Bu- 
The 


; , 1837. 
© Buren informs Congress that certain refugees in 
» Canada, escaping from the consequences of the rev- 
ii olution there, had come to the United States, and 
ii there formed a band, together with many citizens 
i of ours, and made war on the territory of citizens 
i of Canada ; that this led the Canadian authorities 
| to assemble troops for the defence of Canada, and 
4 which were actually in the field in order to resist 
i the aggressions from the side of the United States. 
| The defence of Canada was of course made under 
ithe order of the military authorities of Canada. 


Certainly: I gave it yester- i 


I refer to the statement of | 
n Mr. Stevenson, as far buck as 1838, in which he | 


not refreshed his memory Ly reading the account | 


but, as I am up, 1 may allude to an idea which has || This is Mr. Van Buren’s account of the transac- 


occurred to me, and which I would commend to i; tion up to the 4th of December, 1837. Then the | 


the gentlemen who may pursue this discussion. It |, military, being assembied by the authority of the 


is this: how far the past avowal of a Government :' Canadian Government to resist the invasion of | 


affects the moral or legal character of an act pre- i: those persons from the United States, did resist 
viously committed? Fiad McLeod been convicted ‘i that invasion—did resist their hostile attacks: and 


and executed before the past avowal of the British | on the 29th of December, the steamboat ‘* Caro- || 


Government, assuming the responsibility of the | 
act for which he had suffered had been communi- |; their assailants, and bringing arms and ammu- 
cated, would not the legality of his conviction been |! nition, and so on, from the ‘American side, to Navy 
untouched ? 
Mr. WEBSTER. LT hope the honorable mem- | her into the American port, and there destroyed 
ber from New York (Mr. Dicxinsox] will allow | her, by authority of the Canadian Government. 
me—— | Mr. CASS. 
_Mr, DICKINSON. Certainly for an explana- į moment. He does not touch the point. I under- 
tion, if not tedious. © stand distinctly that the Canadian authorities de- 
Mr. WEBSTER. Well, I believe, after all, the | fended themselves. This, I before said, they hada 
gentleman has not the floor, and there’s no giving |) right todo. But they had no right to invade the 
about it. i i territory of the United States. This could only be 
Mr. DICKINSON. Yes; I had the floor, and ; done—for it was an act of war—by the Imperial 
yielded to the Senator from Michigan, who desired l! Government. ‘The honorable Senator says, “they 
to ask a question. "invaded our territory.” ‘This, of course, was not 
Mr. WEBSTER. I suppose, then, the Senator | adefensive, but an offensive act. There is no doubt 
will allow me to answer it. With regard to the : of that. If done by the Canadian authority, it was 
inquiry of my friend from Michigan, I have mere- | void and illegal, and all acting, mere trespassers. If 
ly to say that this avowal is matter of evidence, : by orders from home, an armed band entered the 


and acted backward according toa well-established | territory of the United States, it was an act of war, |; 


doctrine of law, furnishing competent evidence for ; and we were at war with England. But this is not 
the discharge of the individual. That was the | pretended. Two coterminous countries are bound 
reason why the Government here sent official proof | to kecp the peace towards each other. Ifa predato- 
aan n ae eod, on the act was done un- ii ry band enters into one from the territory of the 
to the lett 7 A o he ritish Government. As !! other, without the proper authority, they are crim- 

è er of Mr. Wheaton; in justice to that !Í inals, and may be dealt with as such; if all sre 


ii line” being, as they said, in the employment of | 
l Istand, in the British possessions, they did follow | 


I will detain the Senator for one | 


taken, they may all be punished, arid'no.demant of 
satisfaction may be necessary. If they retreat, and 
are protected, the Government. thus: protecting 
them assumes ‘their acts, and is responsible for 
them; but this responsibility relates to the satisfac- 
tion—the original act remains the same, and is-not 
affected by subsequent circumstances. if Me- 
| Leod entered New. York without the previous au- 
thority of the ‘British Imperial Government, and 
killed a man, he was guilty of murder, and the na- 
| ture of the crime could not be changed, else we are” 
involved in this absurdity, that between the cord- 
mission of the act and the avowal there.is an inter- 
val when the act js murder, and the criminal may 
be justly exectited, though after the avowal the.act 
ane the actor are both innocent. . I speak of an 
avowal which does not assume to have directed the 
act in the first instance, but only to claim the re- 
sponsibility. . a . 
| “Mr. WEBSTER. Why, this is a matter that 
certainly cannot be complicated. 1 suppose the 
gentleman admits that the Government and. author 
ities of Canada had a right to defend themselves. 
i Then, in the exercise of a right of self-defence, 
they thought it proper, and fit, and justifiable, to 
follow an ‘enemy into the territory of the United 
States. ‘They call it self-defence. The question 
is whether it was justifiable self-defence. Certain-. 
ly there cannot be any mistake about it. f f 
Mr. CASS. Ido not deny the right of self-de- 
fence—I have already conceded it. But I thought 
the honorable Senator put the justification of this 
| act upon the avowal by the British Government. 


If committed. in self-defence, as alleged, 1do not 
| sec how it can be justified in any circumstances. 
|| A vessel is seized while in the United States, either 
|| because it had been or would be employed in an 
|| enterprise against Canada. As to what had been 
done, I presume no one will contend it could be 
seized for that reason with a view to forfeiture or 
| punishment of those engaged; and as to its future 
i employment, they would have had the same right 
| to seize any other vessel on the Niagara straits on 
H 


i| the presumption that it would be employed to in- 
vade Canada. The fact is, the act was an offen- 
sive one. f s 
Mr. DICKINSON, in reply to Mr. WEBSTER, 
occupied the floor of the Senate for nearly three 
hours. As itis totally impossible to present, on 
the spur of the moment, a faithful report of his 
speech; and as no condensed view of it could- be 
given without manifest injustice to the course and 
argument of the Senator, the readers of the Globe 
are referred to the Appendix, in which his remarks 
| will be published at length. - He complained ver 
much of the unprovoked bitterness with whic 
his speech on the Oregon question had been com- 
mented on by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
ll asserting that the distinguished Senator had not 
| only exceeded the rule of courtesy which governed 
legislative discussion, but that he had. lost sight of 
justice, kindness, and magnanimity, in assailing so 
|| Severely a Senator as unaspiring as he professed 
l| himself to be. In illustration of this, he quoted all | 
| 
| 
i 


the passages in the speech of Mr, Wessrer which 
| related to himself, and parried or repelled them, in 
| detail, as he procceded; declaring, at the same 


ime, that the Senator from Massachusetts had ex- 
hausted all his wit and eloquence in endeavoring to 
turn his (Mr. D.’s) speech into ridicule, without 
effecting any perfect vindication of his own course 
in the negotiation and conclusion of the treaty of 
il Washington. f 
i| After Mr. DICKINSON had concluded, 
| Mr. MANGUM rose to address the Senate; but, 
as it was nearly five o’clock, 

The Senate adjourned. 


| 

| 

} 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

| Wepvespay, April 8, 1846. 

| The Journal of yesterday having been read in 
: part— 

i Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved that its further 
| reading be dispensed with. 

i ‘The motion was not agreed. to. 

| The Journal was then read 

| proved. 

i Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved that the House 
|, resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union. 
j 

ii 


through, and ap- 


i 
i 
i 


THE SLAVE TRADE. 
Mr. ADAMS. I ask leave at this time to offer 


BE. 
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a resolution, which I hope may be read ‘for infer- 


ma. | Mr. GORDON said, that, as albision had been 


j| made to the opinions of the President, he would 


Mr. BRINKERHOFP. I feel every disposition 
to yield the floor. Let the eaten he el for 
information. : ; ae 
aoe SPEAKER... Does the gentleman yield the 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. -I wish to hear what | 
the resolution is, uo" B 
And thé resolution was read as follows: 
‘Resolved, That the. President of the United States || 
be ested to. causeto Le communicated to this 
House, if, not incompatible with the. public. inter- 
est, copies of the. correspondence of George Wil- 
liam Gordon, late consul of the United States at | 
Rio Janeiro, with the. Department of State, relating | 
to the slave-trade, in vessels and by citizens of the 
United States, between the coast of Africa and 
Brazil. 

‘The SPEAKER.: Does the 
his motion ?. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he did. 

The resolution having been introduced— 
The question was taken, and it was adopled. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF renewed his motion, 

` Mr. HENLEY asked leave at this time to intro- 


i 


gentleman withdraw 


: 
| 


this kind, and 
refuse it; 


H 
H 
} 
$ 
f 


i 


l 


< n 
| ow, (continued Mr, 
| President, it is necessary that, in this particular 


į Tie . 


Mr. BRINKERFIOFF declined to withdraw his 
motion. ý 

Mr. HENLEY. 
tleman. 
_ Mr. LUMPKIN asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tuon. 

But the motion of Mr. Beiykernorr was still 
pending. 

MOUNTED RIFLEMEN, ETC. 


_ The question having been taken and decided in 
the affirmative, the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Cuapman, of Alabama, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill from the Sen- 
ate to provide for raising one regiment of mounted 
riflemen, and for the establishment of militar 
stations on the route to Oregon; and of the amoud- 
ments thereto pending. 

Mr. STANTON was entitled to the floor, and 
addressed the committee for a short time. The 
greater portion of his remarks was directed to an 
examination of some of the arguments advanced 
yesterday an the subject of Native Americanism. 

Mr. S. then gave notice of his intention to offer 
two amendments. 

* The first amendment waa as follows: 

“Tn the third line of the bill, strike out the word 
“ one,’ and insert in lieu. thereof the word ‘two.’ 
_ The second amendment, was in the words fol- 
lowing: Soe ae 

«i Be it further enacted, That the President is here- 
by authorized to establish and put into operation, 
ai ‘some suitable. place within the Oregon terri- 
tory, a furnace for the smelting and manufacture 
of iron, in order to supply the army of the United 
States, as well as emigrants, with that material; 
and that the sum of $50,000. is hereby appropri- 
ated for that purpose, out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. S. briefly enforced the propriety of the adop- 
tion of the sécond amendment. 
that no gentleman would question the power of | 
the Government to create such an establishment. | 

The question was here put to Mr. S., (by whom 
the reporter could. not Jearn,) whether iron was to 
be found in any settled part of Oregon? 

My. S. said he did not know. He did not know 
whether there was any furnace established in Ore- | 

on. He supposed not,” But one thing we did ;! 
know; and that was, that iron was to be found on | 
the direct route to Oregon, and it wasa matter of |, 
reat importance.that such an establishment should | 
Be created. The expensé would bear but a’smiall | 
proportion to the benéfits which would result from 
it, He did not intend by offering this amendment 
(although he thought it was one of high import- 
ance). to embarrass the bill; and he desired that 
two' regiments might be raised instead of ‘one, be- | 
cause it would-be carrying out the policy recom- | 
mended by the President, and the policy which | 


was necessary for the protection of our citizens. 


Tam much obliged to the gen- 


i 


d 

Í 
at 
ij 
if 


} 
1 
i 
i 
i 


He presumed | 


take the liberty to read. from the Message what his 
recommendation on this subject was, ‘The Presi- 


| dent said: 


“For the protection of emigrants while on their 


| £ way to Oregon, against the attacks of the Indian 


‘ tribes occupying the country through which they 
‘pass, I recommend that a suitable number of 
* stockades and block-house forts be erected along 
‘the usual route between our frontier settlements 
t on the Missouri and the Rocky mountains; and 
‘that an adequate force of moumed riflemen be 
‘raised to guard and protect them on their jour- 


G.,) in the opinion of the 


service, there should be a particular force—a force 
of mounted riflemen; and that the ordinary infan- 
try force of the country would not answer the pur- 

What is the object of establishing hoes 
lock-house forts, and stockades, 
this force of mounted riflemen? It is not only to 
protect emigrmis on their way to Oregon, but to 
encourage their emigration thither. 
we are prepared to abandon, not only the assertion 
of our claims, but our claims themselves, to Ore- 
gon, and to present ourselves in apposition to the 
President—we are bound to carry out his recom- 


i mendation, and, asf think, to establish this force 


in that regton of the country. 
The gentleman from ‘Tennessee (Mr. Stranron] 


has proposed an amendment inerensing the force : 
proposed by the bill from one to two regiments; || 


and if he can sneceed in ingrafiing his amend- 
ment on the bill, I have no doubt that he will de- 
feat it, 


Mr. STANTON rose to inquire whether the | 
‘gentleman intewled to say that he (Mr. 8.) had 


| offered the amendment with the view to defeat the 


ii dian service, I do not believe that the infantry are 


| any force at all there, in my 
! not the foree for this service. 


| and detail them for this particular service. Wheth 
terit is so or not, | cannot at this moment say; 


| his head. 
‘ident can eonvert them into riflemen, but not i 
| mount them. Upon this point } desire to say tha 
i Lalo not believe that the infantry of the regula 
{army know anything more about riding a horse 


bill? 
Mr. GORDON, No. 


defeat the bil. [ believe that he is the friend of 


the bill, especially coming as he does from the i 


I 


State of Tenuessee; but | think he misjudges. 


think that his fricudship for the measure leads him | 
lo propose an amendment, which, in my opinion, | 


if adopted, will ly defeat the bill; because 
the sense of the House has already been taken on 


‘this very proposition, which was decided in the 


NETALVE, 

Now, for the purpose of protecting emigrants on 
their way to Oregon, and of encouraging their 
going there, Lam in favor of having one regiment 
of riflemen mounted, in whole or n part, at the 
discretion of the President, for this peculiar ser- 
vice, between the Missouri and the Rocky moun: 
tains, as well as for the purpose of keeping the 
Indians in cheek, and preventing hostilities on their 
part against our frontier settlers, 

It has been said by those who ought to know, 


i that the President already has the power to mount 


one or two of the present regiments of infantr 


bat I am so informed. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means (Mr. McKay] shakes 
I understand him to say that the Pres 


than old women. They are not horsemen, and if 
it is requisite to have mounted ridemen for this In- 


the men to mount. f know that the President į 
authorized by the bil which recently passed this 
House to inerease the rank and file of the regular 
army; and by so increasing it he has, in the opin- 
ion of some gentlemen, sufficient force for this ser- 
vice. I would rather that the President would 
withhold the exercise of that power to increase the 
rank and file, and organize de nove from among the 


men of the western county, if you please, this | 


regiment of mounted riflemen. For, I repeat, Ido 
not believe that the infantry soldiery know any- 
ihing more of the horseback riding in the Indian 
country than so many old women. If we teed 
“judement, they are 
hat a regiment of 
mounted riflemen, or some Mounted: force ir this 
region, will be of essential service; we have the 


il evidence of the President himself in his Message, 


and organizing : 


And unless | 


I do not believe that the | 
gentleman offered the amendment with a view to | 


-we have already exhibited a mounted force in that. 
region, and we have the testimony of the President 
as to the effect which its appeara 
_ on the Indian tribes. - The President says: 
“ During the last summer the first regiment of 
| «dragoons made extensive excursions through the 
‘ Indian country on our borders, a part of them ad- 
‘ vancing nearly to the possessions of the Hudson’s 
‘ Bay Company in the north, and a part as far as 
“the South Pass of the Rocky mountains, and the, 
“headwaters of the tributary.streams.of the Colo- 
‘rado of the West. Tne exhibition of this mili- 
“tary force among the Indian. tribes in those di 
‘tant regions, and the councils held with therh b 
‘t commanders of the expeditions, it is believed, - 
‘will have a salutary influence in restraining them | 
‘from hostilities among themselves, and maintain- 
‘ing friendly relations between them and the Uni- 
‘ted States,” ; 
So that this force (continued Mr. G.) is neces- 
sary in order to maintain a friendly disposition to- 
wards the United States, on the part of the Indian 
tribes. But Iam in favor of a mounted regiment 
particularly, because it is to protect and encourage 
emigration to the territory of Oregon. Here, in, 
this House, we have passed the notice to terminate 
the juint occupancy of the Oregon territory between 
the United States and Great Britain. It has gone. 
to the Senate. It delayed, and there are 


arance there has had 


It is there 
some gentlemen who are unwilling to send a bill of 
this character to the Senate, until it is known 
whether the notice will pass that body or not. In 
relation to that matter, I have to say that we will 
do our duty, and leave the Senate to do its duty. 
! We will not pass or withhold measures here, on 
| speculation as to what the Senate will or will not 
' do, If this measure, or any one of the measures, 
recommended by the President in relation to Ore- 
'| gon, is to fail, and we, in the face of the civilized, 
‘World, are to back out from our position, to quail 
hefore British power, to sec all these measures fail, 
for God’s sake let the glory or the shame of the 
failure of these measures belong to the Senate, and 
| not to the House of Representatives. I repeat, if 
these measures are to fail, if we are to take back: 
‘i all we have said, if we are not to have slockades 
and block-houses, nor a mounted force, nor the’ 
passage of the notice, let us discharge our duty to 
; the Constitution, to the country, and to God, taking 
the responsibility of our own measures; and if they 
i failin the Senate, leave to that body the glory. 
or the shame of their defeat. I hope that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee will 
not prevail; I hope that he will reconsider his pros 
position, because, as T have said, I believe that it 
will defeat the bil. I may be mistaken, but I 
think that the sentiment and judgment of this 
House are in favor of one’ regiment of mounted 
riflemen, and, in my opinion, that will answer the 
great purpose recommended by the Président. * 
Mr. STANTON (Mr. G. yielding the floor) 
desired to make a suggestion. ‘The gentleman ar- 
gued that his (Mr. 8.’s) amendment would defeat 
the bill. If he (Mr. S.) thought so, he would: 
withdraw it; but he desired to suggest, that if the’ 
| amendment was voted down, there would of course 
; be an end of it. pe ea ee 
i ‘The CHAIRMAN said that amendment was 
not now in order. ae 
Mr. STANTON was understood to say; that as 
the committee were discussing the bill, he supposed’ 
it was in order to give notice of the amendment: 
Now, unless the gentleman supposed that some 
members would vote for the amendment, with the 
intention of killing the bill, it was certain. that it 
could not have that effect. If there were members: 
enough willing to vote for one mounted ‘regiment; 
' then they certainly could defeat any proposition, 
| the effect of which might be to kili the bill ~~ 
Mr. GORDON (concluding.) T have'no inten- 
‘ tion to inflict an hour’s speech upor the commit- 
‘tee. I rose simply to state the reasons why I 
should vote for the Senate bill to raise one regiment 
of mounted riflemen; and why I should be glad tø: 
sec it pass as one of the measures recommended 
out:the avowed policy 
tion to-the Oregon ter- 


\ by the President. to eariy 
of this Government imre 
ritory. eis 
“Mr. Gi WeJONES wished to understand-thig 
matter before he voted uponit. He referred tothe- 
attion of the House, heretofore taken, authorizing 
the President to increase the rank and ‘file of the 
army.~ It: was the opinion of the House, he bes 
i lieved, at the time it passed that bill, that it author- 
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ized all the increase of the army that was requisite i 
fora peace establishment. He understood that, 
under a former law, the President had power to 
convert at his discretion one or more of the present 
regiments into riflemen or light infantry. If so, 
the President already possessed all the power pro- 

osed by the former bill to raise two regiments. 
He (Mr, J.) would like to hear the opinion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. YeLL] on this 
subject. 

Another reason why he (Mr. J.) preferred the 
other bill was, thatit did not bring into the army 
any additional number of officers. 

Mr. YELL (in answer to the invitation of Mr. 
Jones, who now yielded the floor for the purpose | 
of the explanation) was understood (though, from 
his positon only fitfully heard,) to advert to the | 
opinion he had a few days since expressed in fa- | 
vor of the bill of this House, to raise two réeimenis 
of riflemen (not mounted) in preference to the bill 
from the Senate to raise one regiment of riflemen 
mounted. He still entertained the opinion that 
the increase of the army by these two regiments, | 
and by the addition, in the diseretion of the Presi- 
dent, of ten men to each company of the existing 
artillery, infantry, and dragoons, (as also proposed |} 
in the bill of this House,) would, in time of peace, 
have been sufficient for all practical purposes. But || 
the House thought otherwise, and had passed a 
bill, which, inpointof fact, gave double the amount |! 
of increase contemplated by the original bill. He | 
still entertained the opinion that that bill conteni- | 
plated an increase fully adequate to the protection 
of the country; and he should not himself have de- | 
sired to vote for more. But living on the western | 
frontier, and being sustained, as he knew he wouid | 
be, by the voice of his people, he had voted for the 
amended bill which gave double the increase that 
was asked for, ben 

_ His own desire had been that two regiments of | 
riflemen should be raised in the western country, 
composed of men who knew something of western 
service; but as he could not get them, he would 
just as soon take the infantry now in service, in- | 
stead of adopting the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Brinkeguorr,] which proposed i 
to strike out the regiment of dragoons, and insert |! 
one of riflemen. 

lt was truc that the President was authorized, |! 
under the existing law, to take the present regi- || 
ments of infantry and put rifles into their hands, or | 
convert them into light-infantry. But still they |j 
were nothing more than the same druuken foreign- 
ers—Irish and Dutch—who, to save their souls, 
could not ‘ride a horse halta mile, He preferred 
troops raised trom the West, who knew something 
about riding, about pursuing an enemy, and build- 
ing a fort. He did not say whether he should vote 
for aregiment of mounted men or not. He thought, 
however, he was ready to:do so, inasmuch as it 
had been recommended by the President, and in- 
sisted on by the department, as necessary to the 
protection of the Oregon emigrants. But he be- 
lieved that we have enough, and that the better | 
plan would be to mount a portion of those now in 
the service. We had already two of the finest cav- 
alry regiments in the world—the first and second 
dragoons. And he thought that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, to raise one regiment | 
of riflemen, amounted to nothing; because, under | 
the act of 1813, the President had the power to 
make riflemen to-morrow. 

Mr. Y., in the course of these remarks, yielded 
the floor, for purposes of explanation, to Messrs 
BRINKERHOFP, STANTON, JEFFERSON | 
DAVIS, RATHBUN, and McCONNELL, I 

Mr. HARALSON read the section of the act re- 
ferred to, (remarking that it did not give the Pres 
dent the power to raise the kind of Torce required j| 
for this service,) and which is in the following i 
words: i 

“And be it further enacted, That the President | 
shall be, and he is hereby, authorized, whenever 
he may deem the same xpedient, to cause not 
exceeding two of the regiments of infantry to be 
armed and equipped, and to serye as a regiment of 
riflemen, and one other of the regiments of infan- 
try to be armed and equipped, and to serve as a 
regiment of light infantry. ”? 
ea G. W TONES then continued. He was 

€ was understood to say) correct i ini 
Ao Ma armen ay) correct in the opinion 

E authorizing the President to mount any portion 
e infantry, but to make riflemen and light in- 


| ranks or otherwise, as they pleased. ‘Then would 


| ambition. 


| subject of Native American principles, and in vin- 
' dication of the course of that party. 


argument, and replying to some of the positions 
‘ heretofore assumed by Mr. Dromeoore. 


| to say that it was the democratic masses of Illinois 
; who gave the vote of Ilinois to Mr. Polk. T 
| vote in his favor reached the preéminent majority 


faniry of thêm. What, then, was the proposition 
in the bill? It wasito increase the army by the 
addition of one other regiment beyond the increase 
which had been already authorized. And upon | 
what ground? 'That, on this particular service, 
we must have hardy western pioneers—hunters— 
that the present army was of a class and character, 
of men unfit for the service. But what did this bill 
propose? To enlist men, and to make them a com- 
ponent part of the regular army also. He under- 
stood something of western character; and he ap- 
pealed to every member from that portion of the 
Union to say, whether these hardy, independent, 
liberty-loving men would take the bounty proposed 
by this bill? No; if the bill was passed, men 
would be enlisted of precisely the same character | 
as that now composing the rank and file of the 
army, whatever that might be. If the kind of 
men indicated by gentemen, was desired, it would 
be necessary to change the whole character of the 
bill—to convert it into a bil authorizing “the or- 
ganization of a regiment of volunteers, with power 
to elect their own oflicers—io select them from the 


there be something to sumulate their pride and 


Mr. SAWYER desired to ask a question. The 
gentleman suggested that the officers should be 
taken from the rank and file. Could this be done 
under the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. JONES. My proposition was,that instead 
of raising a regiment of regulars, we should au- 
thorize the raising of a regiment of volunteers for 
this Oregon service. ‘hey could then take their 
officers from where they pleased; and, in-his opin- 
ion, the only way in which an American citizen 
ould ever serve as a soldier was under this pro- 
sion, that be should elect his own officers. i 
Mr. J. moved that the committee rise, with a 
view to the adoption of a resolution in the House 
terminating the debate. 

Mr. McCONNEELL hoped the motion would not 
prevail, f 

The question was taken, and the committee re- 
fused to rise. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL then obtained the 
floor, and addressed the committee generally on the 


Mr. C. yielded the floor for explanation or in- 
quiry to Messrs. Rarusux, Leake, and Woop. 
Mr. WOODRUFF followed in the same train of 


Mr. W. having made an allusion to the influence 
of the forcign vote, in Illinois, upon the decision of 
the late Presidential canvass— i 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose and asked the gentle- 
man from New York for permission to explain. 
And consent being given, Mr. McC. said that he 
had understood the gentleman to say in effect that |! 
the electoral vote of the State of Ilinois had been 
given to Mr. Polk in the late Presidential election 
in consequence of the foreign vote, so called, of 
that State. 

Mr. WOODRUFF said that he believed the 
Whigs had attributed the vote of that State to that |! 
cause, i i 

Mr. McCLERNAND said the gentleman was 
not materially misunderstood by him. He desired 


The 


of about thirteen thousand, and was made up, no 
doubt, of natives and foreigners, but principally of 
native-born voters. If the foreign vote united, it 
only added another proof of their sagacity and pa- į 
triotism. 

Mr. CHIPMAN obtained the floor, and yiclded 
to— 

Mr. ST. JOHN, who gave notice of the follow- 
ing amendment: 

E Strike out ‘326,’ and insert ‘640’ in lieu there- į 
f; and add, after the words, ‘ head of a family,’ 
he words, ‘and 160 acres to each other male per- 
son of such family.’ ”” a5 : 

Mr. CHIFMAN resumed, and proceeded at 
ength in reply to Mr. Leviy, and other gentlemen | 
who had spoken upon that side of the question, to ; 
give his views of the Native-American question, į 
tracing the history of that party from its inception l 
to the present, and condemning their objects—the : 

{ 


extension of the period of probation to foreigners 
to twenty-one years—as the most dangerous, the 


-come to identify themselves with. us; and- make 


|, tion. 
; country, declaring himself to be an Irishman, and 


most fertile of evils, and the most ruinous propos.: 
sition that was ever. advanced on this foor. He 
deprecated in strong terms the efforts: of: thé advo- 
cates of this cause, like those of the kindred meas- 
ure of abolitionism, to mix them up respecti; 
with every. question, of whatever nature that was 
brought before the consideration of: this Houses” 
He defended the character, in-every.réspeéct,. of the 

great mass of the foreign population, who. have 


this their home, and condemned, in every poinvot 
view, the proposition to deprive them: of the imes: 
timable privileges of citizenship for, twenty-one 
years, which would be for the whole life of many, 
of them after they arrive on our shores. : 

Mr. C. concluded: with a few remarks-upon’ the 
merits of the bill. He wanted to see this regiment 
raised. He wanted to see it mounted, to extend 
iis aid, and be a controlling force from one station 


! to another on the route to Oregon, to keep back. 


and hold in check the Indians, and‘afford protec- 
tion and security to our emigrants, 9 on 

As a matter of economy, he wanted, the whole 
or a portion of them, as might be necessary, mdunt- 
ed, to save this Government $20,000 a year in the 


| transporting the United States mail. to American 


citizens who have gone thither to open.up'a new 
empire of soil and of riches to this Republic. “He 
wanted the present: oppréssive system.of taxation 
abolished and brought down. to the revenue stand- 
ard, and then he wanted all proper economy ob- 
served in the expenditures of the Government; but 
if the present system were continued, which would 
raise some thirty or forty millions by the taxation 
of one portion of the community for the benefit of 
another, if there could be devised any system of 
distribution—any system by which it should be 
drawn out of the treasury, and carried batk.to the 


| pockets of the people thus oppressed, he would go 
| for it; but when we came down to the revenue 
| standard of duties, he would 
| went farthest, to regulate and confine the public 


o as far ashe who 


expenditures within the smallest limits possible, 
consistently with the character, dignity, obliga- 
tions, and efficiency of this Government. 

Mr. McCONNELL observing that he had, not 
risen for the purpose of making a speech—that was 
wholly out of his line of business—but to makea 
few common-sense remarks, proceeded to say-he 
was opposed to the bill toto celo as it came from 
the Senate, on the ground of its inefficiency. and 
total. inadequacy to answer the ‘ends-proposed, by. 
it; and he. was most. emphatically, strenuously, 
and dogmatically adverse. to.it; in- case the amen 
ment of. the gentleman from. Pennsyly f 
Levin] was adopted. The instructions and Indoe- 
trinations of .his eéarly'life, the, teachings ‘of ‘the 
blessed Constitution itself had long, since. brought 
him to believe in. an equality of rights, and pro- 


‘scription to none, and that it would ‘be recreant to 


every principle, stained with the blood of our rev- 
olutionary sires, to deny the honest foreigner, who 
seeks an asylum on our shores, anda home in this 
land of freedom, the privileges of citizenship, and 
of taking up arms in defence of the country of 
their adoption for twenty-one years. It would be 


| in contravention, and utter upturning of the spirit 


of the Constitution itself, as well as the uniform 
course of legislation under it. He uttered his most 
emphatic protest against the going back, and cun- 
doing all the legislation of sixty years past forthe 
purpose of gratifying a little faction of individuals 
that love place better than principle; and to. appease 
whom they would haveto destroy our present Con- 
stitution, and form a new one, tó satisfy the con- 
sciences of these gentlemen, if, indeed, they had 
any consciences, which he held to be an open ques- 
He warily defended the foreigners of the 


condemning, in unqualified terms, the attacks.and 
slanders upon them by those who disparaged their 


| intelligence, their subordination to law, and. their 


morality, and would seek to make them a marked 
and proscribed class. He briefly touched upon 
and replied to many other remarks which had fall-. 
en from the advocates of the Native American 
cause in this debate. 6 ce 

Mr. HOPKINS gave notice of an amendment 
he intended to offer when in order; andie 
should be allowed no. opportunity hereni 
wished to say a few words in. explanation 
The amendment is as follows: 

“ Be tt further enacted, That a post-ro 
tablished from Fort Leavenworth via Gran 
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on the Platte river; Fort Larimee, the south pass 
of the Rocky Mountains; Fort Hall, Fort Boise, 
Fort Wallawalla, and Oregon city, on the Willa- | 
mette river, to, Astoria, at.the mouth of the Colum- 
bia, on the Pacific ocean. z es 
“ find be.it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Postmaster General to cause the United | 
States_ mails to: be transported on_ the ‘said route 
from. Fort. Leavenworth to Astoria and back at 
least once.a. month, by such means of conveyance 
as he may-deem most advantageous to the public 
service, and..on-the bestterms that can be obtained 
by. contractin the mode now provided by law for 
the transportation of. the United States mail: Pro- 
vided, That if, in the opinion of the President of 
the United States, it be expedient to cause the mail 
on the route aforesaid to be carried by detachments 
of mounted men in the service of the United States, 
he may order the said mail to be carried in that | 
“way, instead of having it transported by contract, 
as above provided.” 
It would be seen (continued Mr. H.) from the 

‘reading of the latter part of that amendment, that 
it proposed to incorporate into this bill a provision 
for the establishment of a post-route from Fort 
Leavenworth to the mouth of the Columbia river, 
and to-connect it with the regiment proposed by 
this bill, ifthe President of the United States should 
deem it proper. It was proposed to assign a limited 
force—a mounted force—io the line of emigration 


} 


along which it is desirable to transport the mail of | 


the United States. There was therefore nothing 
inconsistent. in this amendment with the duties 
they would be required to perform in protecting the 
emigrants along the whole extent of the route, from 
Fort Leavenworth on the western border of Mis- 
souri to the mouth of Columbia river. We have 
now, it is admitied by all, some cight or ten thou- 
sand of American population in Oregon. ‘To them 
we owe protection not only, but we owe to them the 
privileges and benefits which, under the adminis- 
tration.of our Government, are conferred upon 
American citizens throughout our entire territory. 
At present they were left in their distant homes 
entirely deprived of any regular mail communica- 
tion with their friends, and the region of country 
they had left behind; syagglers occasionally return, 
it is true, but they form no security to the emi- 
grants who remain, that any intelligence they may 
desire to transmit will ever reach its place of dest- 
nation, These additional services would be de- 


volved upon these mounted men without involving | 


any additional expense to the Government. It had 
that merit which he hoped would xecommend it to 
‘the favorable consideration of the committee, and 
to its adoption; for while the country continues as 
at present, (end a large portion of it might be ex- 
pected to remain for a long time uninhe 
fested with roving bands-of wild savages, no con- 


tract Would be Likely to be made, under the ordi- | 


‘nary law, for the transportation: of the mail of the 
United: States, withouta large additional expendi- 
qure for a -military guard which would be abso- 
Yutely necesstry to accompany it. Tt seemed to 
him; therefore, peculiarly proper that the provis- 
jon contained in the latter clause of the amendment 
should be adopted, and that this regiment of mount- 
cd men, (in his judgment wholly inadequate to an- 


| 


abited,) in- | 


| ready for action, which could be accomplished 
alone by passing this bill into a law without delay. 
This was the only way of raising a proper mili- 
tary force for this service: let the officers of this 
! regiment—the company officers—go into the west- 
i ern country. to enlist the men to serve under them, 
| where there are men competent to ride, hunt, and. 
| acquainted with the dangers. and. hardships of the 
|i service to be found; and with the state of feeling 
il that now exists, let it be known that the regiment 
;| was intended expressly for this Oregon route, and 
il there would be no difficulty whatever in finding 
! sufficient recruits, which difficulty would exist, to 
‘| some extent, in recruiting for the army generally. 
i| As to taking for this service a portion of each 
company as it now exists, all must be aware that 
t could not be accomplished. A man would object 
o being transferred, if he was eminent in his regi- 
ment; and such men only would answer for this 
service. 


be found at the mouth of the Columbia river; 
and communications would. be conveyed in this 
| way to them in a much shorter time than was 

possible to be done by the irregular, uncertain 
conveyances around the Cape. It was necessary, 
therefore, for our citizens engaged in that trade. 
It would also be the shortest and most direct 
route to China, end would doubtless, in the 
course of time, become the route from Europe to 
China. A mail must be established at no distant 
day, and he was happy that this opportunity was 
offered to the Government to esiablish and put itm 
operation without any additional expense, whereas 
runder the ordinary method of contract for trans- 

ponanon, a heavy expenditure would necessarily 
be incurred. But this much was due to the cit 
zens of Oregon alone, and he would not, consider- 
ing their remote situation and their utter destitu- 
tion of mail facilities, stop on account of expense. 
if additional expense were necessary; but, happily 
in this way, it might be entirely avoided. 

Mr. J. DAVIS said, with no unfriendliness to 
the object of the gentleman from Virginia; (for he 
thought it was one of the great objects to be ac- 
complished in connexion with Oregon—the estab- 
i lishment of a regular mail to that territory,) he 
must object to the gentleman’ amendment, and he 
hoped no amendment would be incorporated into 
the bill. Immediate action was essentially neces- 
sary; any amendment which sent this bill baek to 
the Senate, would produce such delay as would 
| almost defoat the object of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS (Mr. D. yielding for explana- 
tion) said, the amendiuent which he had sent to | 
the Chair was not likely to dclay the final action 
| of Congress upon this subject, [twas an amend- | 
| ment in direet conformity with the bill already re- : 
‘ported to the Senate by the Committee on the Post 1! penses for forage, &c., were incurred to any great 
i Otice and Post Roads of that body, which was o extent. 

i likely to mect with favorable consideration there. He touched upon the question of nativeism, op- 

‘The bill of the Senate ditered from this amend- |! posing the amendment of Mr. Luvin, and arguin, 

| ment only in this, that it proposed to give to the | while the West was principally to be relied on to 

{i President of the United States the power to have ii furnish the men and officers, fitted by education and 

(this mail transported to Oregon by detachments i experience for this peculiar service, that the dis- 

|i from the army of the United States, while his È cretion should be left to select from among foreign- 
| amendment was specifie in its provisions, and re- i| ers, as well as elsewhere, those who were best 

| ferred directly to the regiment they were about to qualified, He spoke in high terms of the value 
| raise by this bill—a reviment assigned to this par- i| aud efficiency of service of many foreigners, and 

| teular dine. His amendineat, therefore, had that |) instanced the case of an Englishman, (of whom he 
| peculiar merit aver the bill of the Senate, and | gave some anecdote,) who was the best dragoon he 

ij would doubtless be concurred in in that body |) had ever seen. 

L without delay, He concluded by appealing to his western friends, 

| Mr. DAVIS resumed, The bill, as it was now | especially, who knew the necessity of this- bill; and 

4, before them, (he said,) had passed the Senate. To || that the force proposed under it should be raised 
f attach any amendment certainly would beget the | and ready for service by the 20th May, to reject 

j 

| 

| 

i 


} 
i 
i 
i 


j 


li unless they gave it to him bylaw. There was no 
i regiment of infantry not now employed; and we 
knew not how soon we might be called to increase 
ow army now in Texas. : 

As to expense, he considered that it was usually 
much over estimated. While in service on this 
ronte, the men would nearly support themselves 
| upon game, and their horses would subsist on the 
grass at their fect. It was only when they re- 
turned to garrison to be recruited, that the ex- 


i 


} 


| 


li 
il 
i H 
| 


| 
} 


delay of goading it back; if the Senate would act || amendments, which would embarrass the bill, and 
immediately upon it, it might not be so objections |! pass it without delay.” — gi es 
able; but they were now so involved in the discus- |) Mr. SAWYER next obtained the floor. He 
sion which was now oceupying their attention, |, intended (he said). to occupy the attention of ‘the 
and overriding everything else, that there was no |) House but a very few minutes. There was onl 
certainty when it would be reached, if sent back one branch of the subject on which he intended to 
| there again, f 

Again, he held that there could be no necessity 
of giving in the law authority to the President of j 


i 
1 i i ( 

f | say anything. He discovered that a gentleman 
| 
i 


from New York (Mr. Wuire} had given notice 
that he would introduce an amendment to this bill 


be United States to direct that these troops shall i} at hie proper time, to take the officers of this regi- 
escort the mil, since he had that authority now i| ment from the regular army. Upon that branch 


over every existing regiment in the army. 


9 t of the subject he intended to say a few words, and 
Mr. HOPKINS (Mr. D. again yielding for ex- 


awer the end,) 8o-far as it can afford protection to 
emigrants along the line, should also afford 
tection to the public mails; for while it did not con- | 
stitute a force large enough, (v i 
objection to it,) still, as far as it went, it would ac- 
complish both ‘purposes, and the necessity for beth 
seemed most obvious: 
tive of Captain Frémont, and to an account he had 
recently scen in th ë 2 
bery, by Indians, of a return trading party from | 
Santa Fé, showing the dangers of travel in that | 
direction, and said that the necessity for this pro- , 


tection was, he believed, universally admitted; the |: 
s to the best mode in which it | 


estion was a 
Ped ne afforded. Itseemed to him that this bill | 
proposed the only protection which was. safe and 
Sracticable, and he regretted that it did not raise a — 
[arger force for this purpose. He considered 
amendment an important one, and that its import- 
ance would on diminis by. 

of the Oregon question. 

ad of our S iens (as he had already stated) 
‘were already in that territory. “It was necessary 
for them. Butit wou he 
and most direct route from the northern cities to) 


ships in the Pacific, a large number of whom would | 


Some eight or ten | 


pro- '; 


h, (which was his oniy i 
i mar 


Ho referred to the narra- |; 


e papers, of ‘the attack and rob- | n woul 
eden © line under the direction of the general post office 


= (he said,) as a friend of the Administration, to its 
hed by no-settlement we may |, 
i in a proper > g royi 
! facilities for the transportation of this mail highl 

| important, but he considered- this regiment still 
id also be found the shortest ;, 


H 


he would say at the outset, that, should à propo- 
sition of this kind be adopted or engrafte upon 
this bill, he should vote against it without an 
hesitation whatever, for rcasons which he would 
give, and which were to his mind sufficient. And 
now he undertook to say that you can enlist no 
man into that service from the West, to be gov- 
emed by any man taken from. the regular, army; 
if he was to be a man taken from West Point or 
elsewhere, and not familiar with the peculiar na- 
ture of this service, there were very. few of his 
western friends who would join him; he did not 
wish any of his friends to go into that service. 
He had heard an objection. made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. MecGavaney] when the bill 
to raise two regimenis was under ‘consideration; 
and it was said by the gentleman that this bill 
would furnish very convenient places for certain 
members of Congress who were to lose their seats 
here in consequence, of gerrymandering. in their 
respective States and of other causes, and that this 
bill was got-up for the purpose of making places 
for them. He did not know how the gentleman 
arrived-at his conclusion. So far as ‘his statement 
with reference to gerrymandering was concerned, 
the gentleman was well answered’ at the time, 


| planation) stated that, without this amendment, | 
there was.no law authorizing the establishment of 
| a post office in Oregon; there wag no law author- 
izing the President of the United States to send the 


f 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 


t 


| 
Tof the United States to Oregon; and any mail | 


~ sent there would have to be entrusted to somebody | 
t or other whose duty it was notmade by law to dis- | 
tribute it, and it would be equal or worse than no | 
mailatall. Tt would be better to put the whole | 


| 


i 
[i 


i law and the Postmaster General, And he under- 
! stood that the President, though he had not con- 
versed with hint on the subject, was exceedingly 
anxious to have this provision incorporated in the 
bill, that he might send the mail to Oregon. 

After some further conversation on this point 
between these two gentlemen, 

Mr. DAVISresumed, Heattached much weight, 


| 


i 


the Í; 


| 
i 
i 
recommendations, when they came before Congress 
x form; and he considered: the providing 


more important. By the 20th of next:month, the 
emigration would commence.: Then it. was neces- | 


| sary that this regiment should be organized. and l Upon the other branch of the subject he wished to 
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to whom the gentleman referred. He understood 
him to allude to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Colonel Tissarrs.] 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the gentleman 
that it was not in order to call gentlemen by their 


i 
names. | 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, I will take that back, li 
then, It was understood that a large petition was | 
got up recommending the appointment of the gen- | 
eman as colonel. ‘There were other gentlemen, | 
he did not care whether it was the gentleman from | 
Kentucky or yourself, (addressing the Chairman,) | 
an from any other portion of the Union, | 


if 
H 
EL 
+ 
1 
i 
i 
f 
H 


l 
j 
i 


or any m : i 
so that he was as well qualified as he took the ;i 
gentleman from Kentucky to be. He wanted a}: 


man at the head of this regiment who had the i 
requisite natural good sense, and the proper expe- | 
rience and discipline in regard to the nature of this 
peculiar service, if he undertook this Oregon ex- 
pedition; and a man whose general qualifications 
would be an inducement to many young men who |! 
live in the West to enlist, with the full assurance 
that if they enlist in this regiment under such à |; 
commander—as he believed they would do in suf- |; 
ficient numbers and without hesitation—that they | 
would be so conducted as to render the service |: 
efficiently, to do honor to themselves and their |: 
Government, and to be protected in their own lives A 
and interests so far as their gallantry and bravery ; 
under the direction of a leader who understands | 
his business would protect them, i; 
_ The objection had been urged by some gentle- |! 
men, that when they made up this regiment, it |! 
would be composed of the loafers and vagabonds |; 
of the country. ‘Sir, (said Mr. S.,) that will be | 
the effect, if you put at their head a man that they |! 
have not confidence in; that is the fact. He | 
would be glad if it could be done, to see ihe ofli- |: 
cers of this regiment chosen by the companies i! 
themselves after their organization; but, that, he |: 
undertook to say, could not be done, for the Con- |: 
stitution itself intervened and prevented , giving au- | 
‘thority to the President to make the appointments. |. 
Well, he was perfectly willing to leave it in the | 
hands of the President to select, citizens, if he |: 
chooses, or men from the regular army; and he |! 
had the utmost confidence in the intelligence of the 
‘President, that he would select the citizens only 
“calculated for this peculiar service. 

But he was astonished to see this proposition | 
coming from the quarter from which it bad emana- |! 
ted. His friend from the same State near him | 
(Mr. Ratupus] he thought would make no such || 
wroposition, nor did he think a majority of the |: 
1 


Representatives of the State of New York would i; 


{ 


sustain it. 

[Mr. Ration indicated his favor to the amend- | 
ment.) i 

I am astonished (continued Mr. 8.) that my j 
friend on my left says he is in favor of it. Now, ;i 
I undertake to say that from the State of New York ;; 
this objection ought not to come. Let them look i 
for amoment (and he had been at some pains to ji 
ascertain the facts) and sec how many persons there |, 
were in the army from New York, and from the | 
other States of the Union; and he had made this |. 
examination in anticipation of his friend from Ken- 
tucky being appointed to that place, and he had | 
looked at that gentleman’s State to see how many | 
officers of the army itnow has. He had the whole ;; 
number in the army, and, in addition to that, he $ 


had the number of officers in the navy from the | 
different States; and he found that New York has |; 
now 182 officers in the army, avd that Kentucky i 
has 86, (the least of any State in the Union in pro | 
portion to its population.) Keatneky, Ohio, and ;; 
Georgia siand at the tail of the list, and Virginia | 
and New York at the head; and itcame with a 
bad grace, it appeared to him, from that quarter, 
to ask that the President be deprived from select- 
ing from the ranks of the people, when he sees a | 
man well versed in the military tacties of the coun- | 
try as are those educated at West Point; and, per- 
mit him to say, with four times as much natural 
sense as those who had been there receiving their 
education in so much style at the public expense. 
He had instituted this comparison to show—and |: 
he intended to usc it on another occasion to show | 
more fully the situation of things in reg: rd to the 
different States in this respect. From New York : 
there were 182 officers in the army; from Ohio 


i 
|: 


there were 28; and froni Georgia still less; and yet, | f ; : ei 
U thing, with the three thousand miles of wild, un- ¿i 


siryif the President, in his discretion, should see 


bestow a little attention, as he believed he knew į 


: New York. 


' ventleman’s candidate. 


[i = P 7 hee ae 
| proper to select a man from Georgia, from, Ken- 


|} tucky, or from Ohio, he is proposed to be prohibit- 
i| ed—by whom? By those who have four times 
their proportionate number already, by the wilful 
act and intention of these individuals. He pttit, 
then, to the sense of this House whether, under 
the circumstances, they would assent to this unjust 
limitation and restriction of the discretionary pow- 
er of the President in selecting his officers from 
those best qualified for the service? And he asked 
gentlemen if they had a son, a neighbor, ora friend, 
who wished to enlist in the army, whether, they 


would prefer him to be led by a man who is sup- | 


posed at least well to understand the nature. of his 
business at the West, or would they prefer him to 
be led by a gentleman who has spent his whole life 


in the barracks, and in the ease and luxury of the į| 
: Military Academy at West Point? 


It was a ques- 


tion for every gentleman to take home to himself; 


‘and when he should have answered it, Mr. `S. 
‘thought he would be decidedly against the pro- 


posed amendment of the gentleman from New 


i York. 


Mr. S. would no longer occupy the attention of 
the committee, 

Mr. RATHBUN obtained the floor, and yielded 
to 

Mr. G. W. JONES, who gave notice of the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

“ Strike out from the word ‘ that’ in the first line 
to, and including riflemen in the second line, and 
insert ‘the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby authorized to accept volunteers who 
may offer their service as mounted riflemen, not 
exceeding one regiment, to serve for two years af- 
ter they shall have arrived at the place of rendez- 


yous, unless sooner discharged.’ Strike out from | 


the word ‘war’ in the 3d line 3d section, to and in 
cluding the word ‘ limitation’ in the 5th line. 

There was an evident disposition in many por- 
tions of the committee to rise. 

Mr. RATHBUN declined to yield, and proceed 
ed with his remarks at a late hour, of which we 
gtve the points. 

He should not have troubled the committee (he 


said) had it not been for the remarks of the gentle- į 
The | 


him to this conclusion, and to the conclusion also 
that Georgia had not so much to complain of as 
the gentleman supposed. 

Now, in regard to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Tissarrs,] if any man was to be taken from 
the ranks of the people, and put in the place ‘indi- 
cated by the gentleman from Ohio, he (Mr. R.) 
was one of the last men who would object to the 
g He had none; he'had sent 
no petition for officers; he had ño candidates ‘for 


| offices to be created by raising one regiment, or 


one hundred regiments. We had already some 
three, four, or five times as many officers in the 
army as we could employ; if they were unfit for 


this service, discharge them; get rid of them, be 


! fore we add any more to their number. But he 


had yet to learn that we had not as good men in 


the regular army to perform this service as could | 


be found in this House, or in the country. Where 


was Frémont and his men, and Kearney and his | 
Mr, R. alluded to the indefatigable energy | 
‘and bravery of these gentlemen, and the hardships 
‘they have endured, and considered them, or selec- 
‘tions from their men, as well or better qualified ` 


men? 


only were qualified to officer this regiment; stating 


that it woul 


claims; and he contended that men properly select- 
ed from Virginia, from New York, or other States, 
were equally with western men qu 
ly acquainted, not perhaps with the valley of the 
Mississippi, but with what was quite a different 


than those who wouid be selected trom civil life. | 
' He scouted the idea put forth, that western men 


d not be the men who wear the hunt- : 
‘ ing shirt who were likely to receive the office, bat |) 
“some fortunate one of the numerous. candidates | 
‘who were already on the ground urging their | 


alified and equal- 


| Settled country. over which our emigtati 
à passes, and where their services woul 


| gor 
quired. ; : ay? 
| Mr. R: had seen né-changé in the state of Ait 
to require this additional resiment; since the pas. 
| sagé by the House of ‘the bill to increage the rank 
and file of the army, and the tefiisal to ‘raise ‘two 
regiments of dragoons; and he was not: prep 
until somè new cause was shown; to go fo 
increase. Inthe bill which they hatse 
Senate they had provided for ‘an incréa: i 
army greater in- amount ‘than two reginents, and 
greater than was asked for by the Comimiittee on 
Military Affairs, but without providing fora tare’ 
increase of officers." He dwelt ‘upon the evils to 
be apprehended from creating these‘offices, and 
leaving them, to be filled from: civil life, “or frorn 
the army, as the President might think proper, and 
urged the propriety in case the regiment was dd- 
j| termined to be raised, of their stepping in to ‘relieve 
the President, in the manner indicated: by. the 
amendment of his colleague, [Mr. Waits,] im- 
iting the selection of the officers to: the officers Of 
the regular army, of the trouble to which, withous 
it; he must necessarily be subjected, fronrthe’ pér- 
tinacity-with which the claims of the three thou- 
sand applicants for these offices would -be urged 
upon him by themselves and their friends. x 
Mr. GORDON inquired if Congress were able, 
under.the - Constitution, to prescribe to the Presi- 
dent, who has the ‘appointing power; from’ what 
particular class these officers should be taken? < + 
I| Mr. RATHBUN considered that they had, that 
i| they might, without transcending the limits of their 
| jurisdiction, determine that the number of officers 
li in the army should not be increased, and then’the 
President would make this selection out of the-pre- 
sent list of supernumeraries. eer 
„Mr. R. touched upon some other points, and 
tj eed the floor for explanations and inquiries to 
i! Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, and Mr. HARALSON. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, ‘appealed 
|| to the committee, as this matter had been discussed 
| long enough, to act upon this question, and to 
| promptly. PERSA oi 
He would like to. know (he said).if the gentle- 
man from New: York, whgewas unwilling to vote 
for this regiment, whether: he had gone Tato that 
j| full examination which showed him ‘that it:was 
! not necessary ?. Mr. T'stook’the:recommendations 
of. the President, the Secretary of War, Captain 
| Frémont, and those who chad examined ‘the. sub- 
| ject, sustained as they were “by the facts of the 
case; and should vote for this force, which was 
i asked for by those who had the responsibility.of 
| this subject. E? ; 
‘| He referred to the dangers of the route; ‘the ne- 
cessity for protection to our emigrants, such-as con- 
‘| templated; expressed his sense of the importance 
of energy of action on this subject,‘and his fore- 
bodings, that notwithstanding the-strong. desires of 
| the President to the contrary, years would elapse 
|, before the final settlement of the question; -ang 
li closed with a renewal of his appeal to gentlemen 
| to pass this bill without amendment, ;as>it came 
| from: the Senate, so that the regiment under it may ` 
| be organized and. ready for ‘action ‘bythe first.of 
| May, about which time the emigration commenced. 
He proposed të move that:the-committee viseand 
i report the bill; buta disposition.in some, parts;man- 
Lifesting itself notto:close the debate-in: this way, 
he-waived that motion, and moved that the commit- 
|| tee rise, with a-view to the adoption of a:resolution 
i in the House for the termination of the debate, 
The motion being agréed to, the committee rose 
and reported. 


THE DEAF AND DUMB. 
Mr. McCLERNAND (leave having been de- 


; nied) made a motion to suspend the rules, to ena- 
ble him to offer a resolution granting the use of the 


|i Hall, to-morrow evening, for the use of the New 


t 


| York institution for the instruction of the deaf and 
dumb. ~- ‘ 
No quorum voted. 
TUL DEBATE. 

Mr. HARALSON desired to offer a resolution 
i; terminating the debate on the bill under discussion 
| in committee to-morrow, at one o clock. ; 

But as no quorum had voted- on- the motion of 
» Mr. McCuernany, and no business could be tráns- 
| acted, oe 
The House adjourned. _ 


Si 1846. 
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: IN SENATE; 


. Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following reso- 
lution: ee na 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 
to contract with Charles Preuss, the assistant of Captain 


Fremont in his expedition to the Ro 
and North California, for compiling a topographical map of 
the travelling route from the mouth of the Kansas, on the 
frontier of Missouri, to the main Columbia river, where the 
emigrants usnally.embark on the rivor, and deseend by 
water to the lower Columbia; the said map to be compiled 
from the original notes, journals, and sketches of Captain 
Fremont, and his assistant, Charies Preuss, taken in the 
field, and from actual observation, in addition to the usual 
topography of the country over which the route passes. 
Also the latitude and tongitude of remarkable places, the 
elevations of the country above the Gulf of Mexico by the 
barometer at certain distances, the tomperature of the air 
by the thermometer at sunrise and noon of each day, the 
state of the Woather, and the course of the winds; also at 
suntise and noon of each day. Also to show every night 
euecampmient, and. every. noon-day halt, with the wood, 
water, grass, hills, mountains, prairies, rivers creeks, 
branches, springs, lakes, pools, ‘and ponda, crossed. over or 
seen in the expedition, the whole to be correetly laid down 
from positive observations by the eye, Or instruments 5 and 
also that the said Seerctary be authorized to contract with 
g competent person for lithographing the same, 


cky mountains, Oregon, 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Ter- | 


ritories, reported a bill to provide for the settlo- 
ment of the accounts of William D. Slaughter, late 
Secretary of ‘the ‘Territory of Wisconsin; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 
CHANGE OF DUTIES IN NAVAL BUREAUS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 


to change the distribution of duties among the sev- | 


eral naval bureaus, 

Mr. ARCHER expressed a hope that the sub- 
ject would be allowed to lie over for a few days, 
to enable him to inquire into the merits of the bill. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD had no objection to the prop- 
osition, and the subject was therefore passed over 
informally. 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- | 


olution submitted by: Mr, J.M. Cuayron, calling 
onthe President for copies of any Oregon corre- 
apondence. A ; 

. Mr. ATCHISON arose and said, he did not 
takea yery deep interest in the resolution, yet he 
would vote forat. “Itwas only two weeks since, 
in an'answer given toa call made by the Senator 
from New Jersey, they had received a message 


from the President, in which he stated that nothing | 


had transpired since the meeting of Congress to 
change “his op » the i : 
the notice to Great Britain, with a view to the nb- 
rogation of the convention for joint occupation of 
the Oregon territory. ‘Upon that assurance, and 
taking the opinion of the President of the United 
States as ‘his guide, he was ready and willing to 
yote for the notice; indeed, he had been ready for 
the three last years.. Since the time he first had the 
honor.of taking a seat-in that Senate, he thought 
there was a propriety in the thing itself, without 
any intimation from the President of the United 
States.. He had uniformly voted for similar reso- 
lutions as that before them, calling for information 
on that subject. He was. still wiling, and would 
continue, from week to week, to vote for such mo- 
tions, until that great question should be settled, 
If the resolution was prompted by nothing more 
than curiosity to know what had taken place, it 
was, in his opinion, a laudable curiosity. He 
thought it ought to be known what had been done, 
what had transpired between the Governments of 
the United States and Great Britain. ‘The Presi- 
dent could communicate to the Senate just ae hich 
as, in his opinion, was not detrimental to the pub- 
lie interests. Hence he could sce nothing wrong, 
nothing to embarrass the President of the United 


|! covered no reason for chi 


inion, then expressed, as io giving | 


| haps for different reasons from Senators on the 


| time, he had no objeetion to further. light on the | 


j ister in dngland, containing his opinions as to the | 


; and recommend to the attention of Con 


States; nor could he see anything like distrust, so 
far as their action was concerned. 

: ing any Senator with 
eXpressing distrust of the President, least of all 
from the uniform course of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, could. they accuse him of it; for, since his 
speech in the early part of this debate, he had al- 
ways looked upon him as one ofthe most devoted 
friends of the notice, 
himself anxious for light on the subject, but per- 


other side. He, (Mr. A.,) for one, if there was 
anything in the State correspondence—in any com- 
munication the President should make indicating 


that he desired the notice for the-purpose of maz |! 
king a compromise on the parallel of 49°, would I: 
On the other hand gen- |, 


refuse to give the notice. 
temen thinking differenuy, on finding it his inten- 
tion to use the notice as a weapon, and to act upon 
the true spirit of the declaration in his Message, 
that it was now necessary to assert our jurisdic- 


tion as was claimed, for that reason, might refuse |! 
to vote for the notice. He, for one, would not f 
vote in favor of yielding any portion of our terri- į; t 
‘arm of the Government, or did he mean something 


tory. But he wanted ull the light the President 


could give them; not that he distrusted him, for |i 


lime and again he, for one, had expressed his cou- 
fidence in the President. 
formation imparted in his Messnge as expressive 
of his opinion as far as it went; but, at the same 


subject. 

Mr. SEVIER expressed his regret that he should : 
in this instance, ditier from his friend from Mis | 
gouri, and that he could not vote for the resolution | 
of his friend trom Delaware. Bat he had some | 
reasons for believing that there was nothing in the | 
State Dopartment that could have the slightest 
bearing upon the question, ‘There might possibly 
be some confidential communications from our Min- 


result of the action of the two Goveruments on the 
Oregon question, But suppose this resolution to 
be passed, the President must either refuse to wn- 
swor the call, and by doing so lead the public to 
believe that there was something important which 
was concealed, and thus create expectation and sur- 
mise, or he must comply with the resolution, and 
disclose matters perhaps which ought uot to be dis- | 
closed, aud show his hand to the British Minister. 
He believed, if the resolution passed and was com- 
plied with by the President, the answer would con- 
uin suggestions from our Minister, and nothing 
more. Hoe was ready atall times. to vole for any 
proper edl for infomnatien touching domestic mat- 
ters; but, in regard to the foreign relations of the 
Government, it was the duty of the President, un- 
der the Constitution, to lay before Congress from 
time to time such information as he might be in 
possossion of. But here it was proposed to bring 
Mto this Chamber and publish confidential stare- 
meuts of our Minister in England, by which our 
adversaries in the negotiation could avail them- 
selves of his caleulations.. lt appeared to him there 
was something wrong in all dus. He thought it 
was pushing the thing further than it was proper 
to push it. Fle cared not what the informauon | 
might be—whether in favor of 49 or 54 40, or any- 
thing else—he would vote for the “notice;’” he 
would voto for it at all events. For these reasons 
he regretted exceedingly that he could not vote for 
his tricud’s resolution; he regretted to give a vote 
which would in the rematest degree have the ap- 
pearance of a disposition to deprive him of the light 
of information, but he felt it his duty to vote 
against it, 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said the Senator from 
Arkansas was entirely mistaken in supposing that 
it was.the duty of the President, under any clause 


of the Constitution, to communicate information, |: 


uncalled for, regarding the foreign relations of the 
Govermneut. The words of the Constitution were, | 
that the President should communicate from time | 
to time information ‘on the state of the Union,” 
gress such | 
measures as he deemed necessary. The. President | 
might very properly, without violating that clause 


of the Constitution, withhold. the information. He |! 


did not mean to be understood as saying that the | 
President would withhold any information from 
Congress which he might, without. detriment: to 
the public interest, cummmunicate. - But this he 
would say, that he thought it was the duty ofthe | 
Senate, under all the circumsiances.of the case, to | 


He had dis- į; 


Now, he (Mr. A.) was |; 


He would take the in- | 


i (Mr. ©. 


| Gre 


| call upon the President for all the information in 
his possession, and which in his judgment it would 
| not bé improper tò communicate. If there ‘were 
snch communications from our Minister abroad as 
the Senator had suggested, the President would of 
course not disclose them. $ ; 

But he didnot desire to detain the Senate, and 
‘he would not have troubled them with a single re- 
mark, but for some remarks which were made by 
the Senator from Ohio yesterday, and:which he 
| had not an opportunity of replying to at the time, 
, in consequence of the Senate immediately proceed- 
_ ing to the consideration of the.special order: The. 
! Senator had charged upon the Senate of the United 
States that its action in reference to. the Oregon 

uestion had paralyzed the arm not only of the 
executive, but of the whole Government. This 
declaration, or something similar toit,hehad:-heard  , 
: two or three times repeated by the honorable Sens ;“ 
ator, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign’ 
: Relations, He did not understand precisely what 
it was to which the Senator alluded as paralyzing 
the arm of the Government. Did he mean. that 
the protraction of the debate had paralyzed. the 


which had occurred in the debate? If the Senator 
meant the former, he had only to say that the honors 
able Senator had had his full share in paralyzing the 
: arm of the Executive. He had consumed as much 
‘time, and more, in debate than any one on that 
floor, and done more to protract the debate than 
any other Senator there. The honorable Senator 
had provoked more irrelevant discussion than any 
other man upon the floor of the Senate. Who. was 
it that started the discussion of the Northeastern 
boundary question, which had consumed three 
days’ time? fi was the honorable Senator himself, 
in the speech which he made at the opening of the 
debate, by denouncing the treaty of Washington, 
and calling in question the wisdom of the negotia- 
tors, ‘The honorable Senator made it the duty of 
the former Secretary of State, now a Senator, to © 
enter into a vindication of that treaty, and of his 
| conduct in its negotiation. ; 
| The honorable gentleman [Mr. Wessrer] was 
certainly not to be censured for that, for the course 
aken by the chairman had led him into it, Ele 
aoe willing that the Senate should share 
all just responsibility with the Executive. He 
was not willing that a single Senator should escape 
from his just portion of it. He did not think that 
the Senate deserved the censure which the honor- 
able Senator had cast upon it for the course which 
it had chosen. to.take upon this great question of 
giving notice to England. There had been adi- 
versity of opinion among Senators, but it was an 
honest difference, and. many of them had been 
anxious from the beginning of the discussion to 
obtain all the light and all the:information possible. 
He had seen no manifestation. of feeling which 
did nat become the Senate, and therefore utterl 
, denied the charge made by the honorable Senator, 
| that the Senate had paralyzed the arm of the Gov- 
erument, or that the charges made against. it from 
any quarter were true, that it had acted on any 
but the highest and most honorable motives on the 
question, F E 
Mr. ALLEN followed. Hedid not-intend. to 
renew the discussion that morning, or intend. to 
make more than a few remarks in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, (Mr. Crayron,] as an act of 
justice to himself. The Senator was greatly in 
error, or rather was in a great error, in supposing 
‘he (Mr. A.) had charged anything on,the Senate. 
What he said, and ahat appeared in his reported 
remarks, not corrected by him, but still reported 
| correctly, was, that the effect of the action of the 
: Senate would be, not. to paralyze.the.arm of ihe 
: Executive alone, but the arm of the:Government, 
including the aggregate of its paris—the President, 
Congress, &c. He did not mean to say it was the 
intention of the Senate to paralyze the arm. of the 
Government, but he said that would-be the conse- 
quence of the proceedings they .wilnessed there, 
nd what were those proceedings? Why, they 
were delay, hesitation, and a course of discussion 
calculated to encourage Great Britain to advance 
claims, and press them, as he. had said before, to 
the .aword’s: point. When, he would ask, had 
at Britain ‘such a strong title made outas had 
; been made-out for her during the discussion of the 
| matter. in-that body? Where was an English State 
i paper; where was a speech of.any member of Par- 
here was a solitary: English newspaper, 


i 


| 


i liament; w 
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or anything emanating from an English mind, 
which gave so colorable a title to Great Britain as 
what they had heard on that floor? He did not į 
say Senators had transcended what they believed 
their duty in that particular; he did not say they 
had done that which they had no right to do; but 
he would say the effect of such a proceeding—of 
such a protracted, hesitating, faltering course, was 
to encourage Great Britain to claim beyond that 
which she otherwise should claim, and to fall on 
the dernier resort. 

He was not going to renew the Oregon discus- 
sion on that motion. He had said yesterday, what 
all knew, that arguments had been used there, and 
repeated over and over again, to the disparagement 
of our title to a part of that territory—arguments 


which they were told by some Senators they would |) 


not utter, pending a negotiation, were their tongues 
to blister in their mouths. ‘The Senator was there- 
fore wrong in saying that he (Mr. A.) intended to : 
attack the Senate for what it did. But he was 
bound, in justice and truth itself, to express his 
opinion as to the effect of what had been done | 
there. How could they legislate otherwise? Ought | 
not the eflect of their actions to be the very rule 
of their action? Ought they not to look to the 
efect of what they did as the test to show whether | 
they should do it or not? ‘There was no other test |; 
in legislation but the effect of their measures. | 
Wow, as to the Ashburton treaty, he would not : 
make allusion to it then, because the Senator from į 
Massachusetts had made no especial reference to 
him which called for a reply; but at another time 
would do so, if necessary. He did not intend to 
force discussion, but would take it up in the natural 
order of things. Livery one knew the reason of his 
introduction of that treaty into the debate was to 
illustrate the position that Great Britain had always 
a specific object in her policy with all maukind, 
but especially with the United States, and that was, 
to settle one cause of quarrel at a time, keeping 
over the others to periods most auspicious for her- 
self, and he had referred to the correspondence 
guoted to show that that was her policy now; but 
he did not go into the details of the treaty. He 
knew that would be wading into a broad bog, and 
opening a discussion that might keep them for the 
balance of the session of Congress. He knew 
many grave matters were involved, and that it was 
impossible to introduce their discussion then with 
a due regard to the public interests, In regard to 
that treaty and negotiation, he made no threats in 
regard to the future, nor should he be palsied by 
any remarks made by others. He would proceed, | 
on a proper occasion, whenever it arose in the dis- it 
charge of his public duty, to examine that treaty | 
in all its details, and the circumstances attending | 
its negotiation. eee 
Mr. CLAYTON here rose to reply, and inquired 
whether the Senator from Ohio had acknowledged 
his speech as reported in the newspapers ? iS 
Mr. ALLEN replied he had referred to the Union | 
report, but, from its general accuracy, he did not 


doubt it was accurately reported in the Intelligen- 


cer. 

Mr. CLAYTON said the remarks of the Senator 
were very correctly reported in the Union also. | 
He then read an extract of the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, comprising his strictures on the | 
Senate, and proceeded. it was, he said, to that he 
had referred. His (Mr. C.’s) object was before, 
and now, to vindicate the Senate, The Senator | 
from Ohio now said it was not the intention of the |; 
Senate to paralyze the arm of the Executive; he || 
did notassail their motives; but he said it was the || 
effect of some portion of the debates there, without || 
the Senate intending to effect such an object, and | 
that portion was the discussion of the title by those 
who believed we had no good titl 
degrecs. He was not one of those wh € 
cussed the question of title at all. Early in the 
session he had given it as his opinion thatit would | 
be better to reserve the discussion of tithe untila | 
treaty was presented to the Senate. But those | 
who had chosen to discuss that question, were cer- | 
tainly provoked to it by those who entertained a 
different opinion, and who atiempted to show our | 
title good beyond 499. The discussion had not 
commenced with those who believed our title be 
yond 49° defective; they d 
from a sense of duty. H 
peach the intention of gentlemen there, 
would ask if the claim of our Government to 54° 


e beyond 49}; 


, should be done or omitted, it was desirable to have 
| all the information that could possibly be obtained. 


| the Committee on Foreign Relations had used lan- 


| aspect of the notice at the commencement of the 
i session, and that might still be one of the results 


ii of title, and tell the people of the United States | 


| title extended to 54° 40’—that it was good—and on 


i| knew that that Senator, and those who thought 


I 

i 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

|i it would be because they did not understand the 
f 

| 

| 

| 

| 

i 

| 

i with him, occupied a position which, always be- 
t 


| Were they to sit still and say nothing, and give a | 
|| vote against the notice with the declaration there 


ho had dis- |, That was the true state of the case. 
| fact, this question had been brought before the two 


| 


i 


; who thought with himself. 


i 
id so in self-defence, and j| ne: j k i 
e had no desire to im- |) things he had mentioned? Did not everybody | 
but he j| know that if the notice had been simply proposed 


j 


40' were sustained there, would itnot have the ten- i) difference of opinion? 
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dency to paralyze the arm of the Executive Gov- 
ernment? He would leave it tothe country to 
answer that question. 

Mr. CALHOUN asked for the reading of the 
resolution. The resolution having been read, Mr. 
C. said, that he felt some embarrassment in saying 
anything on the questian before the Senate; and 
the reason was, that the matter came before them 
ina double aspect. In one aspect it was the case 
of a negotiation which had failed, and in which 
they were called upon to perform certain acts. In 
another aspect, it was the case of a pending nego- 
tiation. It was not easy to imagine two cases which 
demanded more directly opposite action. If the 
negotiation were still pending, in his. opinion, there 
might bea question as to the propriety of the reso- 
lution; but if the negotiation were finished, the 
Senate, being called on to determine if certain acts 


The only question was, which was the stronger of 
the two cases. 

Now, then, such being the state of the business, 
as he relied upon the discretion of the Executive, 
and believed that he had too much firmness, in 
case of a pending negotiation, to communicate any- 
thing injuriously affecting the question; and if there 
was any information that might with propriety be 
nmunicated, having a bearing cither upon the 
notice or the measures which they had been called 
upon to perform by the Executive Department, it į 
was proper that they should have before them all 
which the President might deem it proper to cori- 
municate. In that view of the case, with all def- 
erence to the Executive, and without intending to 
cause him any embarrassment, he (Mr. ©.) felt 
himseli’ compelled to vote in favor of the call. But 
that was not the only question. The chairman of 


uage certainly in its bearing—if not intended— 
aleulated to press upon the character of the Sen- | 
ate and the course they had pursued on the ques- 
tion of the notice. He (Mr. ALLeN] complained 
that they had made out a stronger case for the Brit- 
ish than the British had made out for themselves. 
Ho (Mr. C.) appealed to every member of the Sen- | 
ate and the whole country, whether, when they | 
were called upon to perform an act which might 

involve peace or war—and that certainly was the 


of the measure—whether, as patriots, as honest 
men, they were not hound to go into the question 


precisely the nature of the title? They were bound | 
to do so; for he held to the truth of the maxim 
which declared, ‘demand nothing that is not right, ; 
and submit to nothing that is wrong.’? And he 
was disposed to modify the maxim, so as to make 
it read, “ demand nothing which we are not certain 
is right.” ‘Chat was a maxim of whose wisdom 
and justice the people of the United States were 
well convinced, and if ever it was violated by them, 
facts and true state of the case. 
Ohio, (Mr. ArLex,}] and other gentlemen who 
thought with him, assumed that the United States 


that ground alone they justified the notice. He 


fore the eyes of the American people, was a very 
desirable one, appearing to advocate the opinion 
ofthe country. It was an agreeable position; but 
what was the position of those who did not think | 
that the title of the United States was indisputable? 


that the title of the United States went to 54° 40'? 
In point of | 
houses of Congress before negotiations had been | 
finally concluded. He blamed not the Executive 
for that—-he censured nobody; but he simply stated 
facts, for the purpose of doing justice to Senators 


f 
| 
i 
He had heard a great deai about “ paralyzing į 
the power of the Executive,” and heard a great. 


nerve.” Did not all that grow out of the state of | 


as an abstract thing, there would be no cause of 
But they had been obliged 


1 


tt 


deal about ‘* want of unanimity,” and “ want of |: 


to look beyond that, to:see what it would lead:to;.: 
and believing that the notice, without compromise, 
would be war, how could they agree-with those 
who, believing it to be so, were yet willing to give), 
it, and go to war? Why he, and those whe ... 
thought with him, had just as much reason'te com- . 
plain of “ want of unanimity.” He might go on,’ 
and state point after point, and he. ventured to-say 
thatevery Senator felt the same embarrassment that 
he did. It was an awful.position. ‘It was exceeds + 
ingly unfortunate that any circumstances should: ~ 
have induced the President to bring the matter bes 
fore them béfore its conclusion. “Every ‘one who 
had anything to do with the control-of the foreign 
affairs of the country must feel and lament it. ie, 
therefore, he, or any other, had been constrained 
to say anything in disparagement of the title ás- 
umed, it was only said in justice to themselves. 
! As to the time which the debate had occupied, he 
had taken his portion of it, and so had others taken 


t 


theirs. But he must say that the time thus occu- 
pied by the debate had been very far from being 


misapplied. He ‘believed that it had produced a 
most extraordinary “ unanimity” as to the great © 
point, and the only point, on which the quéstion 
could be settled—that was an adjustment of the 
controversy between the two countries on the paral- 
lel of 49°.” If the question was to end by negotia~ 
tion, it must end there; and the strong. conviction 
expressed of the truth of that opinion expressed by 
meinbers of the Senate on all sides, members dif- 
fering on almost every point except that, had, in 
his opinion, laid the foundation of an adjusiment 
of the question in that manner. He felt every hope 
that such a “unanimity” had been. produced. in 
the Senate and in the country, as would lead to 
that peaceful and honorable settlement of the ques~ 
tion. > 
Mr. ALLEN again rose and said: It would not 
be right any longer to acquiesce in statements so 
repeatedly made in that Chamber, that the discus- 
sion, or anything else, had produced ‘‘ unanimity?” 
there in favor of a surrender of one-half of the Ore- 
gon territory. He did not know what some gen- 
tlemen meant by “unanimity.” But he thought 
that when the time of taking the vote on the ques- 
tion came} it would be found that a majority. of 
those who came thereas Democrats were decidedly 
opposed to any’‘* unanimity,’ such as that just 
described. He-was aware that there was one way 
of affecting public sentiment, and of producing an 
effect abroad, and that was, to assume that the 
thing was all done—all fixed—all agreed upon, 
and that the people had no remedy but to acquiesce 
in what was Tone there. What evidence, he should - 
like to know, had the Senator of that ‘* unanimity” 
of which he spoke? Who authorized hin’ to rise 
there and say that there was unanimity in the 
Senate upon the point of ceding one-half of that’ 
territory to Great Britain? It was of just such 
speeches as that that he (Mr. A.) complained, as 
being calculated to paralyze the efforts of the Gov- 
ernment to extend the jurisdiction commensurate 
with their claim; and, now, whilst he was up, as a 
part and parcel of that unanimity spoken of, and 
m answer to the allegation of its existence there, 
he would desire to say a word or two on certain 


H 


points. i BRE 
He spoke not of men’ there.or in thé House of, 
Representatives. The course of individuals’ was 


their own, and with it he had no‘ right to meddle, 
whatever it might be. He should speak of bodies— 
constitutional bodies—acting organically as bod- 
ies—of Senates by their majorities, of Houses of 
Representatives by their majorities, without ques- 
tioning the propriety of the conduct of any one 
of the members of the wisdom of his course. 
That was not his business... A great effort had 
| been made there, and repeated as often asa steam~ 
er arrived, to produce the impression that there 
| was but a small body of men left—an humble, 
powerless body, standing on the Russian line— 
that they had departed from the whole body of 
their fellow-citizens, and gone on a kind of cru- 
gade, like a straggling band of Indians, and taken 
their position without company in the cold latitude ` 
of 54°40’. That had been the impression sought 
to be produced, and also that this thing was of re- 
cent origin. It was well for truth that there were 
some things less perishable than the perishable 
stuff of which human memory was made. (It was 
veli for truth, that its memorials could be niulti+ 
plied as often as the press-serew could be turned, 
l and that those memorials could be disseminated 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
f 
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over the wide surface_of.the countr 
sively to be ever collected in one pile, 
hilated by the fire of a night... It was well. for | 
truth, that’. the ever-enduring records of the Sen- | 
ate changed not, and did not lie, but spoke as often i 
as the returning sun-light of to-day, the same lan- | 
guage to all and every man that read them. It | 
was well for truth, that these Journals were spread | 
abroad, open to the eye of the undivided masses, : 
and. that, their contents could be referred toto sup- | 
J 


too exter 


‘ply the frail “recollection of men. 
then, how new: the line of 54° 40' was, Let them | 
ste when the first foot-print was placed upon that 
line... Let- them see -who placed it there. He 
would speak not of this great man’s name, 
that. He-had long since ceased to be governed 
by names--long since. Much rather would: he 
be governed by things: What proposition was 
there, on both sides, of which gr 
names. might not be invoked ! 
therefore, with men. His own experience in hu- 
man affairs—ay, his own experience in the Senate 
of the United States, had told him that great names 
did not always hold a fixed and changeless: posi- 
tion. No, no; he dealt not with names. He 
dealt with the nets of bodies. He would not go 
into a past generation; he would see what organie 
ody 


Mr. McDUFFIE here remarked, that perhaps | 


the gentleman, if he intended to proceed, would see 
the propriety of asking the indulgence of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, (Mr. Manoum,}] who 


had the floor.on the special order, and that in re- | 


spect to him he would move the special order. 
Mr. ALLEN, | Certainly; if the Senator de- 
sired to proceed he (Mr, A.) would instantly de- 
sist, and resume his remarks the first opportunity. 
The resolution was then passed over informally, 
and the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 


THE SPECIAL ORDER— THE NOTICE.” 


Mr. MANGUM addressed the Senate, He suid 
that until recently he had not expected to take any 


part in this debate; and that in what he now pro- | 


posed to offer, he should make no reference to the 
question of tide. Tie felt an abiding conviction 
that the whole matter had come before Congress 
improperly, Efe entertained nota particle of 
that the question never could have been thrown 
upon Congress unless asa war or quasi WAY menys- 
ure. TIe held it to be incontrovertible that there 
was no direct or delegated nuthority.by which Con- 
gress could in any way affect an existing treaty, 
either amending, altering, or abrogating it, the cr- 


fect of which would be to involve the country in ' 


war.. But incontrovertible as itwar, it was useless 
to present that view. He might appear singular 
in‘that view. T'he only coincidence of opinion 
with him on that point had been the intimations 
which had fallen. that morning from the Senator 
from South Carolina, [in Caraovun.) ‘The Sen 
ate and: Executive made treaties, Congres 

by. majorities. The power of treaty-making was 
one highly rostricted by the Constitution—the Sen- 
ate—two-thirds of ib—and the Executive possessed 
the power. It was exclusive, Ie contended that 
the Congress had no power of making or breaking 
a treaty; yet it might indirectly do so. “He was 
aware that a precedent was sought to be estab- 


lished in the abrogation in 1798-o0f the treaty be- | 


tween Trance and the United States. That was 
a quasi war measure--which only in good faith 
could have happened in consequence of a defective 
carrying out of the stipulations on the part of 
France. he IS a treaty conti 

the special provision for ‘‘notice’’ of abrogation by 
either party. Ee alluded to the terms ‘contracting 
partes.” He asked what was their constitutional 
construction? Were they not greatly restricted ? 
And could treaties be negotiated or abrogated in 
any other form? 


Let them see, || 


nor || 


| should call on the Senate to act, not on their re- 
and anni- |; 


sponsibility, but.on the responsibility of the Ex- 
ecutive? ‘The idea was odious to liberty. It might 
be that the body—a majority of it—might not have 
confidence, official or personal, in the Executive; 
and yet they were to act in blind faith in such a 
| one. If such a -principle were recognised, these 
halls might as well be closed. Why not, in such 
a case, charge the Executive with the whole duty 
of the foreign relations of the country?) Why 
change. the Senators into machines, to be acted 
upon by the wire-pulling power of the Executive? 
e could not imagine a grosser prostitution of the 
character and office of Senator. If it was the Fa- 
ther of his Country—in these days almost sacrile- 


| 


! 

ij calling upon the different departments for 
| P l ference to what additional force 
|| would be required for the defence of the country, 
i| which; he would state from good authority, werè 
li introduced upon’ consultation with the Executive, 
i| and with his assent... 

| Mr. CASS said that that was the fact. He had 
‘intimated to the President-and Secretary. of State 
I his intention of offering such resolutions, and no 
ii opposition was made. tay 
i Mr. MANGUM proceeded. It was, then, very 
ii easy afterwards—when the sentiment of the ma 
|| jority of the Senate was known to be favorable to, 


a settlement on 49°—to call for estimates. from the 


4 the resolutions of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 


gious to name—who was the Chief Magistrate of || War and Navy Departments. All this was very 
the country, he would repel the doctrine, that by | much like shufiling evasion. Not so in the days 


eat and virtuous | 
He dealt not, : 


doubt i 


But the present was a treaty containing » 


He thought, therefore, that the ; 


his faith in that high functionary he (Mr. M.) 
should be called on to act blindfold, He had said 
this much from a profound conviction in his own 
|i mind that his position was utterly impregnable. 
i He had been astonished that that view of the case 
H had not before been presented. He had communi- 
i| cated with the ablest jurists of the country, and all 
|| entertained the same opinion. But they were told 


j| was provided for in the treaty, That was trac in 
| the abswact. But was it true in the present circum- 
stances—when, under the excitement, menaces, 
l and all that he would not designate, it seemed to 
i} scek war at all events? He thought not. 


|| deliberaie jadement, and with ail respect to the 


| 


| knew a ease that had been so “botched amet Ways 


i assuming, as Was given oul, that the purposes of | 


t the Executive were purposes of peace, When was 


il 
| 


ii in that stage thrown before Congress? Where 
H was the preecdent and reason, that, in questions 
ki that sort, the Senate sat with closed doors? HE war 
ji was intended, the course was eminently proper, 
L But was that the profession of the gentleman? 


ii Was there u gentleman in that chamber who did | 
Only one or two—the i 
higan, | Mr. Cass,] and 


not sry he desired peace? 

+ honorable Senator from Mic 
Hp One or two others, Were apprehensive of war, 
il 


tion, The crror arose at the Baltimore convention, 
| That was the first instance in the history of the 
i country in which a popular assemblage took in 
hand the management of the foreign relations of 
| the country. ‘hat error was too steadily followed 
up and persisted in in the Inaugural Address, and 

the subsequent policy of the Administration. T'he 
i| litle band with whom he had the honor of being 
i ussociated, Was eminently conservative. ‘They 
|| were Known to be opposed to war. There was 
ij another band—a poruon of the victorious Demo- 
I craie party——also known to be favorably disposed 
j tu a peaceable settlement of the question, ‘The 


ii 
i 


ss acted |! process of Presidentmaking was one which ocea- |! 


ii sionally threatened seriously the safety of the ma- 
H ehine. Hf there was anything peculiar in the char- 
| acter of the American people, u was a strong pic- 
|, disposition to war, ‘Chere was no nation in whic 
i there existed so strong a proclivity to pugnacity 
i} When every man carried with him a portion of 
ji the national sovereignty, it required no preparation 
{of the national heart for war when the national 
|| honor was supposed to be affected. 'Pheir plain 
| tellow-citizens, attired in insey-woolsey, were more 
| keenly alive to national insult, or imagined nation- 


| al insult, than any other people on the face of the | 


earth. Well, then, it was amongst such a people 
that the firebrand of this Oregon question had 
been recklessly Hung. And when the Senate eame 


| to discuss the question, it way unfortunately found 


ʻi that it was no longer a party question. Gentlemen 
had scattered this firebrand in all directions, defy- 
‘ing any calculations, @ priori, as to the result. 


notice should be given, if given at all, only by ap- i| They had most intricate dialectics in the President’s 


plication to the treaty-making power. Suppose 


there were any doubts on the. subject, he appealed f 
to the Senate if there was nota preponderance of 


the scale in favor of the views. he had presented? | 
Yt was a total reversal of all their princi ov- | 
ernment, to be called on to vote on such a question — 
without possessing all the information in the hands | 
of the Executive. What right haa the Executive 
to call on us to perform an act, while he Hern 
the information to give light to our action? In | 
what age did they live, that an Executive, in a 
Government of free and written consltutions, 


| 


i 


pies of Gov- | 


i| called, it was necessary te m 


| Message. He was not disposed to go into it 


l Miro M. then proceeded to speak of what was, 
in his judgment, a very obvious contradiction be- 
| tween the Message and the entire want of rallitary 

preparations. He insisted that. there was a gross 
| incongruity between the. extreme. prétensions~ of 
i the President and the absence of commensurate 


4 warlike preparations. It was found that a division 


had taken place in the Democratic party, and, to 


‘| gratify the Hotspurs of the party, as they had-been 


es e: some movement 
| in the way of military preparation, Then came 


i| that the notice was a mere peace measure—that it 


Ín hisi 


constituted authorities of the country, he never | 


ever known before that such a subject had been | 


Oy 


He (Mr. M.) thought the mismanagement of | 
the case had resulted trom making it a party ques- | 


| of the hero of New Orleans. If he meant war, he 
isaid it. Ifhe meant reprisals, he said it. He 
i| never knew what it was to shuflle. He spoke-of 
the reports of the bureaus having “ sneaked”? into 
the Senate. The chairmen of the Committees on 
Military Affairs and Naval Affairs deserved credit 
for the position they took in respect to these re- 
commendations. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan, who had been designated the Achilles 
of the 549 40! party: 

Mr. CASS, That is quite too much honor. 

Mr: MANGUM. ‘Well, that Senator who had 
complained so often that they would not build a 
ship because they could not build a navy, had no 
ti reason certainly to complain of the recommenda- 
! tions of the increase of the navy. Butall that, for- 

i sooth, was without the assent of the Executive. 

Was there ever such a case known as an Execu- 
i tive without an organ of his views and opinions in 
either Llouse of Congress? It had been declared 
in the newspaper organ, that no man could speak 
for him; that no man, beyond his Cabinet, knew 
“his views. When General Jackson was at the 
head of the Government, did such a state of things 
st? Tf Mr, Clay, if the gentleman from Mis- 

souri, [Mr. Beyrox,] or if the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Carnoon,] was at the head 
of affairs, would such a state of things exist? Such 
a state of things was prejudicial to the interests of 
the country. ‘The present Administration was rc- 
-markable chiefly for one thing in the management 
|i of this question, and that was, its secretiveness, 
He could only add the expression of the hope, that 
į hereafter, the Chief Magistrate would’ be. chosen 
| from amongst the ablest men of the country. He 
| thought that the President had placed: hirhself sin 
ii sach'a position’ that he could move ji 'any direc- 
| tion on this question, without dislocating his politi- 
| cal opinions any more than his physical structure. 
f At all events, if he would settle down on 49°, he 
| would not be absolutely denounced by the great 
|| mass of the American people. No man who de- 
sired peace had felt otherwise than deeply mort. 
fied at the character of the debates on this question 
in the Senate. The chairman of Foreign Relations 
|| led off with the most violentand studied assault on 
i the country with whom they were negotiating, 
| The whole world was ransacked for the purpose of 
| taking up stale abuse of the country with whom 
i: they desired to settle the question’ peaceably. If 
i! he [Mr. Auten] never would he brought to deplore 
| that speech, it was certain that the intelligent men 
i| of the country deplored it, considering the position 
l; Which the Senator happened to occupy. But he 
{| (Mr. M.) must do the Senator justice. There wag 
i| in his speech one very consolatory assurance: he 
i had assured the Senate that the Government of 
| Great Britain was a pauper Government... It had 
ii only to be touched, and it-would fall! Had ‘the 
Senator lived in the time of Napoleon, he would . 
have been of incalculable aid ‘to him in imparting 
i that admirable idea, that the great ‘bulwark of 
i| Christendom had only to be touched, and it would 
|i fall. Tt was well for England that the Senator did 
|j not live in thatday. But the whole tendency of the 
|; Speech was inflammatory, and therefore it was to 
| be deplored. The episode which had occupied the 
| attention of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wersrer]: was also-to: be regretted—as a matter 
of humanity. Jt had certainly elicited a most tri- 
umphant vindication of a portion of the public con- 
duct of the honorable Senator. - But he would com- 
mend ‘to him the maxim of the old philosopher— 
experimentant corpora vili—let him choose the viler 
bodies for the amusement of his leisure hours, and 
not impale grave and distinguished Senators, hang- 
ing them up te “ blacken in the sen,” à 
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Mr. M. then proceeded to speak more particu- | 
larly of his own views on the question of notice. || 
He took a different view of the policy of Great | 
Britain in this matter from that taken by the Sen- |! 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catuoun.] He! 
(Mr. M.) was of opinion, he feared, that there was || 
on the part of England, if not an increased tone | 
of arogance, at least of extended demand. He | 
thoughtit unsafe to rely on the expressions of pub- 
lic opinion in the newspaper press, Yet he thought | 
he had perceived in the British journals a different 
tone from that alluded to by some, as more favor- | 
able to a proper and just settlement of the question. | 
But he would not detain the Senate any longer. | 

Mr. BAGBY then rose, and signifying his de- ‘| 
sire to address the Senate on the special order, i 
moved an adjournment. 


F 
} 


| 
Mr. HAYWOOD asked the Senator to yield | 
him the floor for a minute, and he asked the indul- | 
gence of the Senate whilst he did what he had sel- `! 
dom or never done before—that was, to make a re- |! 
mark which might probably lead to a colloquy inthe || 
Senate between Senators. Mr. H. said the answer i; 
of the Senator from Michigan to his colleague’s || 
(Mr. Maneum] question in the course of his jj 
speech, might be interpreted by others, as itseem- || 
ed to have been understood by his colleague, very 1 
differently from the true meaning of the Senator |! 
from Michigan. Mr. H. said his object was to | 
ascertain and Jet the Senate understand the truth 
in respect to it, without entering into the discus- 
sion. He then did not understand the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] as intending to say 
that the President had procured or counselled that 
Senator to introduce any resolutions at all, but he |! 
{Mr. Cass] had answered his colleague’s [Mr. 
Maxsum] inquiry, by stating, that he, [Mr. Cass,] 
having prepared a resolution of inquiry into the 
condition of the public defences, and wishing to 
propose that resolution to the Senate, the Presi- 
dent was only notified of the fact, by the Senator |; 
from Michigan, and asked, whether he, the Presi- | 
dent, knew of any objection to such a step; and | 
that the President answered, that he knew of no || 
objection to it. But beyond this the President had | 
not been consulted in that matter. If Mr. H. had |; 
j 
1 


misapprehended the Senator from Michigan, he || 
should be glad to be informed of it. 

Mr. WEBSTER. What resolutions? 

Mr. HAYWOOD. The resolutions which no- : 
body opposed in the Senate, proposing an inquiry |! 
into the defences of the country—the ‘inevitable ‘| 
war” resolutions, as they ave called, 

My. CASS said he had already stated the cir- 
cumstances under which the resolutions were offer- 
ed, He had stated his intention of offering them 
to the President, and to Mr. Buchanan, and to; 
several Senators on both sides. He had not gone 
into the consideration of these resolutions, in any :| 
consultation with the President; but believing it; 
was due to the relation in which he stood to the |! 
Administration, he notified the President of hisin- || 
tention to offer the resolutions, and asked him || 
whether he saw any objection to them; and he said || 
he did not. The President expressed his general | 
approbation of the object. He would add, that an || 
important alieration was made in the resolutions, ! 
which he considered an improvement. 

Mr. BERRIEN. By whom was the alteration 
made? 

Mr. CASS. By.Mr. Buchanan. It was a great 
improvement, and perhaps removed what the Sen- 
ator from Georgia would have regarded as an || 
objectionable feature. These were the facts. f 

Mr. ALLEN then moved that the Senate pro 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business 
[Cries of ‘f no,” “ no ’—*“ adjourn.’ *] 

Mr. BENTON remarked that there was new ` 
Executive business, which should be taken up; || 
and then i 

The motion to go into Executive session wa: 
unanimously agreed to. 

After some time spent in Executive session, the | 
doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. | 


| 
l 
ji 
| 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. - | 
Tuurspay, April 9, 1846. : 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. |: 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- |: 
ness.to be the resolution offered last evening by the | 
gentleman from Tiliois, [Mr. McCrerxanp,] | 
granting the use of the Hall this evening to the | 
: presses. 


New York Institution for the Deaf and Dumb. 


| his motion. 


| He wished merely to introduce a resolution of in- 
| quiry. 


| port or mistake about them. 


4 for my personal vindication, but the occasion in- 
| volves the most precious privilege of members of | 


; dulge me with a word of explanation of some | 
: resolutions, to which, I suppose, there can hardly | 
i be objection. Í 


i next Monday; and then I shall pray permission to | 


| appear, was to settle the oreson question, by yiel 


|, tary Webster’s misdemeanors in office, his fraud- į 
y 


g i 
Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor, with a desire | 
(he was understood to say) to offer.a resolution of |! 
inquiry. l . 
SENATOR WEBSTER. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and asked leave j| 
make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER again stated what the unfinished 
business was. 


Mr. BAYLY repeated his request. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL invited the gentleman 
to yield the floor, for the purpose of a personal ex- 
planation. 

Some conversation followed. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Barry] would not insist on 
He thought it was personally unkind || 


to 


H 
| 
H 
i 
i 


r D 
in the gentleman to do so. 


Mr. BAYLY did not wish (he said) to be mis- 
understood. He did not ask to introduce any 
business ihat would occupy the time of the House. 


3 
i 
t 


The SPEAKER said no motion was in order 
until the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. McCurrnanp] had been disposed of. 

Mr. BAYLY yielded the floor. 

And Mr. INGERSOLL repeated his request for 
leave to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. RA'THBUN said he hoped it would be made 
in committee. i 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that it could not be} 
made in committee, as the gentleman would see. |! 

Mr. RATHBUN withdrew his objection. i! 

Whereupon, the floor was given, for purposes i 
of a personal explanation, to i 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, who said: 

Mr. Sreaxen: I have put the few words I desire | 
to say, in writing, that there might be no misre- | 
| 


i 
it 
if 


l would not ask the indulgence of the House |} 


this House, in which the people are represented. | 
lts freedom of speech has been grossly attacked, | 
through me, by a Senator, Mr. Daniel Webster, | 
Of him, as a Senator, or an individual, I never | 
have spoken here. Of Mr. Daniel Webster’s 
misconduct as Secretary of State, 1 have often t 
spoken, mostly to censure it, in the instance which 
provoked him this session with a severity which į 
{ acknowledge justifies retort. | 

All | rise now to do, is, to ask the House to in 


If adopted, I presume they may be answered by | 


speak on the subject. f 


One of them is designed to bring officially be- 
fore this House the journal or minutes of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, in February, 1843, when |}. 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. |} 
Avams] was chairman of the committee. l 

According to good precedents and authorities, I į 
am entitled to read these minutes to the House, 
without its leave. But, as doubts may be enter- 
tained, I prefer to obviate all objections by obtain- 
ing its sanction in form. 

These minutes will prove that Mr. Secretary |: 
Webster made known to members of that com- | 
mittee, by a written communication, the Presi- i| 
dent’s wish for a special mission to Great Britain, | 
which special mission, I think, it will auttieionny 4 

si 


ing which, Mr. Webster has lately dened our į; 
right to claim. i 

The resolution for information, from the Depart- | 
ment of State, will bring forth proofs of Mr. Secre- | 


ulent misapplication and personal use of the public ‘| 
funds, and corrupting party presses with the mo- |; 
ney appropriated by law for the contingent ex- || 
penses of foreign intercourse. When discharged, 
as he was, from the department to which he was | 
so great a disgrace, he was a delinquent, a public || 


some of them signed by him,-willrevealthe mys-: 
tery, of which one of his corrupt-agen & letter. 
to him marked “‘ private,” applauds as Mr, Web- 


sters new and admirable mode. of: settling the. 
| Northeastern boundary question, after: the forty.. 


years’ blundering, however. honest: and: patriotic, 
of Washington, the Adamses, Jefferson, Madison, ; 
Monroe, Jackson, and Van. Buren, who. did not 
consider it right to expend public moneys in,cors 
rupting the press and the:people. reas 


t is sickening, if not: sad reality, that.a man of 


| fine abilities, as- preposterously as. profanely mis- 


called Godlike, should be. exposed in ‘his mean.and 
paltry contrivances and associations, with notori- 
ously, base fellows in palpably vile. misuse of: the; 
public money. When I spoke the offensive words 
of the Secretary which appear to have goaded 
him to the madness generally betraying the guilty, 
I had no ideaof the extent of his offence. Indeed, 
I have not now, for detection has. only begun-sinee, 
he called me to it.. One of his coadjutors writes to 
the Secretary. of State, that he presumes the con- 
tingent fund is ample, and the Secretary’s control 
over it complete. a : 
These papers, when made.printed documents, 
will show, also, application of some of the.same. 
secret contingent fund to the release. of Mcleod; 
and although Mr. Webster. is reported. to have: 
said in the Senate, that there was arly. one letter 
on that subject, three in one and the same day. will 
appear. . ` : 
Whether, when possessed of the proofs of Mr.. 
Secretary Webster’s malversation, corruption, and: 
delinquency, his offences will be deemed impeach- 
able misdemeanors in office, conviction for which 
might remove him from the Senate, and disqualify 
him to hold any office of honor, trust, or profit, 
under the United States, will remain to be con- 
sidered. ; f 
Should it prove necessary to go to that extremi- 
ty, the similitude will be wọnderful with a great 
English lawyer, called by a poet the wisest and 
meanest of mankind. j ak 
It will be perceived that the detection, if Lam.not 
mistaken, which my former disclosures may lead 
to, merge my individual wrong, and even the injus- 
tice done through me to the representative eharac- 
ter, freedom, and privilege of this House, in the 
much greater importance of misdemeanor in office. 
When Congress sees the proofs T propose:to sub- 
mit, they will judge all parties, and do what is right. 
It is useless, and would be worse than useless, for 
me to apply epithets to Mr. Webster. Idesireto 
try him, and be tried myself, by proofs. 
I now offer the following resolutions, to which 
I presume no objection will be made. Lask that 
they may be read for information. __ 
And no objection having been made, the resolu~ 
tions were read as follows: s, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State furnish this 
House an account of all payments made on Presi- 
dent’s certificates from the fund: appropriated by 
law through the agency of that department for the 
contingent expenses of foreign intercourse since the 
4th of March, 1841, with copies of- all entries, re~ 
ceipts, letters, vouchers, memorandums; or other 
evidence of such payments, to whom: paid, for 


| what, and particularly all concerning the- Northeast 


boundary dispute with Great Britain; also, copies 
of whatever communications were made from. thë 
Secretary of State during the last session of the 
27th Congress—particularly February; 1843,. to 
Mr. Cushmg and to Mr. Adams, members of the 
Committee of Foreign Affairs of this House of the 
wish of the President of the United States to insti- 
tute a special mission to Great Britain; also, copies 
of all letters on the books of the Department of 
State to any officer of the United States, or any 
person in New York, concerning Alexander Me- 
Leod. 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs of this House submit to the 
House the journal or minutes of that committee 
during the last session of the 27th Congress. A 

Mr. McKAY asked for the- reading of tne first 
part of the resolutions; which was read. DA 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. As I desire to have a full 


defaulter. He did not account for the public mo- || 
ney he fraudulently abstracted from the department |! communication on this subject, not having been a 
till more than a year after he was expelled from it, |: member of Congress at the time of the transac- 
and did not account for most of it then, by paying |; tions referred to, I want a formal vote of the 
back the money he abstracted, but by vouchers | House. Ido not rise to make a speech, but to 
from notoriously base agents of his choice, who |, ask the yeas and nays on the adoption of the reso- 
reccipted for it, to be expended in managing party |i lutions. i 

Papers from the Department of State, : And the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. VINTON: (scareely-heard) was understood 
to suggest that, as this was: a:call on the depart- 
ment for information, the resolutions must, by the 
rule, lie over one-day.. He would suggest that 
they-should take that course, and come up as a | 
matter of course to-morrow morning. - 

Mr. McK AY. -l should. be glad ‘to. know 
whether,-by that branch of the resolution which 
contemplates the production of all papers. for ex- 
“penditures, of. -money on the certificates of the | 
President, it is contemplated; that. anything more | 
‘in xelation’to these items of expenditure should be | 


‘produced beyond the certificates.of the President? | 


| question, and no objection was made. 


: resolution received, without any objection, but the 


i 


The SPEAKER. The Chair distinctly put the 


. Mr. SMITH. T understood that merely to be 
upon receiving the resolution. 
The SPEAKER stated, that not only was the 


Chair put the question on the yeas and nays on the 
i adoption of the resolution, and still no objection 
| was made, and the House ordered the yeas and 
nays. 

It 


| Mr. INGERSOLL now resumed the floor. 


is the resolution, therefore, (said Mr. 1.,) about 
which I am addressing the Chair; and I am sorry 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. . Yes, sir. 
Mr. McKAY. ‘hen I cannot vote for it. It 


pristion as may 

resident. If the gentleman, by his resolutions, 
intends to call for all papers that may be on file in 
relation to this subject, the very objest of the law 
authorizing these expenditures to be made will be 
completely defeated. And it will stand as a pre- 
cedent to justify a similar proceeding in all future 
cases. 

Mr. INGERSOLL begged to say, in answer to 
his honorable friend from North Carolina, that he 
was sorry that the gentleman interfered at all in ! 
the performance of a high public duty, g 
of the resolutions which he (Mr. 1) had brought 
to the notice of this House. 


| 


| 

He knew that the 
gentleman, as an honest man, and an independent | 
member of this House, was specially careful of the , 
public moneys, and that he would be, upon this | 
occasion; as he has been upon all occasions, one of 
the most foremost to puy proper attention tọ their 
rotection, ‘There are, as the gentleman says, two | 
unds appropriated by law annually, and) placed | 
under the disposal of the President, through the | 
Department of State; one of which, as his honora- | 
ble friend, the chairman of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, intimated, was some times called a 
“seeret service fund.” It was not true, as the 
entleman said, that, from the foundation of the 
Zovernment, there has been a law regulating the 


matter, He has not looked at it (said Mr, 1.) se i) 


lately or so carefully as I have. ‘The law is dated | 


Ist. May, 1810, and will be found, I think, in the I 
fourth volume of the Laws of the United States, ij 


303d page. By that law, the President's certificate | 
is made to cover various expenditures, which are 
deemed of a confidential character, and are certain- 
ly not proper, in most instances, for public ex- ; 
-posure.. But, sir, this resolution calls for proof of | 
abuse of that- ud, 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITIS rose and addressed | 
the Chair. wie f , ʻ 

‘Mr. INGERSOLL, (declining to yield.) No; 
excuse me, sir. . ; 

Mr. SMITH. I rise to a point of order. T wish 
to know if the resolution of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania does not lay over under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The House, by unanimous 
consent, received the resolution. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. That question of order be- 
ing disposed of, is there any other? : 

Mr. SMITH. It isnot disposed of. Irise to a 
point of order. 

-Mr. INGERSOLL. Does the gentleman ap- 


1? 
PeThe SPEAKER. The gentleman rises to a 
point. of order. ` 

“Mr. INGERSOLL. The-gentleman does not 

appeal. Then I claim the floor. TAA 
Mr. SMITH said he bourses make an inquiry 

f the Speaker in relation to this point. : 
° Mr INGERSOLL. Yes, sir; but Ido not yield 
é r for inquiry. 
aoon TAKER The gentleman from Connec- 

- ticut rises to a point of order. 


Mr. SMITH. I wish to inquire of the Chair i 


whether the Speaker understood the House to do 
anything more than merely consent to the gentle- 
` man’s introducing the resolution which is now be- 


` fore the House? 


rowing out || 


i that my friend from North Carolina (and he Is the 
last man from whom I should have expected any 
| opposition to this resolution) obliges me to explain 


! purpose of accomplishing the treaty of the North- 
| custern boundary; and the question for this House 
| to decide now is, whether, if there were forty Jaws 
from beyond the beginning of the Government, 
any gentleman would prevent these papers from 
being brought forward. Sir, this is an extraordi- | 
nary case; this is no common case. I would be 
the last man, sir, (and I should have known noth- | 
| ing about this, but fur my connexion with the Com- | 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs, and from what £ know, | 
and have known, about these matters,) I should 
be the last man to interfere with the ordinary ap- | 
i plication of this secret serviceemoney. Buti will 
i state what [ know to be the fact, and what I pre- | 
| sume the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means knows to be the fact, that from the acces- 
| sion of that extraordinary man, Andrew Jackson, 
i in 1829, down to the departure from Washington 
j of Mr. Van Buren, at the expiration of his Presi 
| dential term, not one farthing of Umt money was | 
| kept from publie view, aud that the private use of | 
| it did begin hnmediately after Mr. Webster came | 
into ollice, 

Mr. MeKAY here rose, and withdrew his ob- | 
jection to the resolutions. 

Mr. INGERSOLL hereupon yielded the floor. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE obtained it, and demanded 
| the previous question. 
| Mr. WINTHROP demanded the yeas and nays 
| on the previous question, i 

The question was put, and taken on seconding 
the demand for the previous question, and decided 
in the negative-—yeas 58, nays 75. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE again obtained the floor; 
and was recognised by the Speaker. 

Mr. CULLO 


i 
i 


; of the vote, refusing the second of the demand for 
| the previous question, having voted, under misap- 

pr 
| 


ehension, in the negative, 
Mr. DROMGOOLE, however, insisted on his |! 
right to the floor, and proceeded to remark that he 
had buta few words to say, and the fèw remarks 
he meant to say, would be in exoneration of the | 
Whig party ofthe United States, (and he seldom 
gaid anything complimentary to them.) The res- 
olution offered by his honorable friend from Penn- 
sylvania related to a pemi of history when the then 
Secretary of State had been separated from the | 
Whig party, when he was acting with (Mr. D. 
believed) the most corrupt Administration that ever 
existed in this country. At that time, the Whig | 
party denounced the then Secretary of State; how | 
far they can since justify themselves in now again 
applying to him the epithet of the godlike,” he 


together aguin; but at the time when he was Sec- 


able gentleman (the Whig party of the United 
States) were as wide from him as are the poles 
asunder. Mr. D. believed perfectly, absolutely, 
n the charge made or implied jn this resolution, 

that there was a corruption in that Administration 


M rose to move a reconsideration || 


should not attempt to examine. They had got | 


retary of State, the party alluded to by the honor- |! 


ii one single exception—the Senator 


s agred. in the business, and it was.sufficient 
for hae say that if they could extort all the cor- 
| respondence there will be proof the most positive 
| and absolute, not only of a corrupt use of the 
money, but, from the letter itself of the then Sec- 


H 


| retary, that he sanctioned and recommended—yes, 


|! absolutely recommended—a corrupt use of the 
| fund. e would merely say. further, then, that 
i they wanted the letter, and if they could get it 
| they would be borneout.in this charge. He went 
| for the resolution; and he called for the yeas and 
nays, because he wanted to see the vote of this: 
House, and sce who was in favor of probing this 
matter to the bottom; and, as he had done m the 
commencement of his remarks, he exonerated hon- 
orable Whigs, because there were honorable and 
patriotice men among the Whig party. He con- 
cluded by repeating what he had before said, that 
the most corrupt Administration that ever cursed 
the country was the Administration of, John 
Tyler. 

Mr BAYLY said he regretted very much the 
course of remark in which his honorable colleague 
(Mr. DromcooLe] had seen fit to indulge. He 
(Mr. B.) did not stand here, or mean. to stand 
here, as the defender of Mr. Tyler’s Administra- 
tion, It is true (said Mr. B.) that I am his (Mr. 
Tyler’s) immediate Representative, but notwith- 
standing, sir, I have no disposition to shield him 
or his Administration from any just reproach to 
| which it may be liable. But he regretted that his 
| honorable colleague had seen. fit. to make his re- 


|; marks of condemnation so pointed as that he con- 


| ceived himself called upon to vindicate even the 
, Whigs from the errors of that Administration. 
| He knew that it was the habit in this country 
| now—he knew that there were members of the 
Republican party who seek all occasions, fit and 
unfit, to assail the Administration of Mr. Tyler. 
It has not always been so. When that Adminis- 
tration was in power, it received far less assaults 
from that quarter than it receives now. The time 
was, sir, when, so far from its being the object of 
unmitigated assault from the Republican party, it 
was courted and caressed, it was flattered and 
lauded; resolutions of laudation were passed in 
Republican meetings and conventions, and it was 


j| left to the time that Mr. Tyler retired from office, 


for odium and contempt to be heaped upon it. 

I wish to be distinctly understood, Mr. Speaker. 
Ido not mean that my position should be. mis- 
taken. I am not a defender of. Mr. Tyler’ sAd- 
ministration; I was not, to any considerable ex- 
tent, its admirer; I never was particularly its fiend; 
but I do say, sir, that the Republican cause of this 
country owes much to that Administration. There 
is not a Republican within the sound of my voice 
who can deny the fact; there is nota Republican, 
sir, who can say, that but for Mr. Tyler’s Admin- 
istration, you would ‘have had all the Pederal errors 
fixed upon you, some of them for years.. What 
would become of my friend’s Sub-treasury bill, to 
which he is so much devoted, but for that Admin- 
istration? Sir, its consummation would have been 
delayed twenty years, unless the questionable doc- 
trine of repeal had been saneioned by the Repub- 
lican party. But Mr. Tyler’s Administration, if 
i it did no more-——- 3 a Se 

Mr. DROMGOOLE interposed, and asked his 
colleague to permit him, in all kindness, to make 
an inquiry, Was he to understand the gentleman 
to maintain that President Tyler wasin favor of 


| the principle of the Independent ‘Treasury.? 


Mr. BAYLY. I maintain no such thing. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. If he does, I desire him 
to conform that to his [Mr. 'T..’s] ** exchequer.” 

‘Mr. BAYLY resuming. My friend’ does not 
understand my remarks. I do not say that Mr, 
‘Tyler was in favor of the Sub-treasury; but I say 
that, by vetoing the bank, with a charter of twen ty 
years, he saved the country, for that length of 
time, from the incubus of a national bank, with 
all its corruptions. After its charter, he would 
ask of his colleague, how he could have consum- 
mated his plan of divorcing the Government from 
the banking instituffons of the country ? 

Had it not been for Mr. Tyler’s Administration 
‘that difficulty could not have been avoided. Not 
‘only that, but how was it with the distribution 
policy? How was it with many other measures 
of the Administration, which brought. for it un- 
measured applause from the Republican party?. 
Why, in the Senate of the United States, with but 

from Missauri,. 
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I believe—honorable Senators of the Republican 
perty, vied with each other in heaping praise upon | 
im. t 
I regret, therefore, if this assault was to be made f 
upon that Administration, after it had gone out of |: 
power, after it had been sufficiently condemned, || 
as it seemed to him—if such an attack was to be | 
made, he thought it should not have come from || 
his honorable colleague. ! 
One remark, now that he was upon the floor, l 
in reference to the resolution of his honorable || 
friend from Pennsylvania, and he should not have |! 
| 

if 


troubled the Flouse, had he not been called up by 
the remarks of his colleague. He participated | 
with the gentleman from North Carolina in the | 
difficulties in reference to these resolutions. He | 
did not believe this House had the right to call |) 
upon the President of the United States to disclose | 
the disposition which had been made of the secret |: 
service fund. 
Mr. C.. J. INGERSOLL interposed, and said, : 
he called for the disclosure of no duty, but he ; 
ealled for the detection of an abuse and neglect of 
duty. And let him add to the gentleman from 
Virginia, that he would be satisfied, if he (Mr. 1.) | 
mistook not, if he suffered this inquiry to be con- 
summated, that one of the reasons why Mr, Ty- 
ler discharged Mr. Webster (and he had infinite | 
difficulty in getting rid of him) was this very | 
service. ji 
Mr. BAYLY resuming, said if the gentleman | 
would so modify his resolution as to give it refer- || 
ence to a corrupt use of money, not contemplated jj 
by the law creating the fund, or the use of it for | 
the corruption of the press of this country—if he | 
would so confine his resolution as only to refer to’! 
the improper use of that secret-service fund within 
the United States—he did not know that he would i 
object to it. jf 
Mr. INGERSOLL. Thatisal it is. E 
Mr. BAYLY. But the resolution is too broad; | 
it is drawn in too general terms; and the House has |! 
no right to call upon the President, in the general || 
terms proposed, for information as to how the |: 
secret-service fund has been expended. In this |: 
Government, and in other Governments, the secret- |! 
service fund is conferred expressly for secret pur- 
poses. That is its design; a means of conduct 
ing negotiations, which the corruptions of the |) 
Old World, and, he might also add, of the New |: 
World, to some extent, require; a means which | 
the President must have for success. Why, | 
very often you can only get important informa- |! 
tion by the secret use of money; you can only 
subsidize spies by money; and the only way the 
Government can secure success, is, to give the in- 
dividuals employed the most reliable assurance 
that their transactions would be forever veiled 
from sight. Let the mode in which this secret-ser- 
vice fund is expended be disclosed to the world, and 
you will find no Minister hereafter, no Government 
agent, successfulin theuseof it. He did not pretend 
to know that any portion of it has thus been used 
in this instance. But suppose a portion of this 
secret-service fund had been used in securing the 
services of some foreign subject: you disclose the 
fact, and his head pays the forfeit, and there stands | 
the warning to all others in all future time. He | 
doubted exceedingly, if it were put to him now to | 
pass the law which was passed almost coeval with 
the existence of this Government, erecting the se- |, 
cret-service fund; he doubted whether he should |! 
vote for it. His impression was, he would not |: 
vote for it. It is following an example of other | 
Governments, which was thought necessary, bat f 
which he considered of exceedingly doubtful pro- | 
priety. He doubted whether a Republican Gov- | 
ernment like ours, whose foundation rests upon the 
virtue of its citizens, and of which, publicity in all © 
its transactions is a characteristic—even at the sac- 
rifice of some facilities in conducting our foreign |! 


relations—ought ever to have instituted such a | 
fund. But they have done it. It has been ex- I 
pended as a secret-service fund; and it would be | 
perfidious now in this Govegnment; it would he a 
breach of faith, to publish to the world the uses 
that have been made of that fund. If it should 
turn out, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania sup- ;: 
posed, that Mr. Webster had applied any portion |; 
of this fund to ‘private use, to the corruption of: 
public editors, he (Mr. B,) should say it was a use | 


; could not anticipate it; he had not examined the 
i laws on this subject; therefore he did not pretend | 
to speak with exact precision; but he did know the | 


is 


ion that you cannot impeach him. 
| cannot impeach a Senator.. 
! United States may expel him; but I have yet to 
| learn that this Flouse can bring articles of im- 
| peachment against a Senator, not because of acts 
|| done by him as Senator, but as Secretary of State; 


| sents. 


but a poor compensation for the injuries we should 
do.. Did anybody believe that the thing could oc- 
cur hereafter? Surely not. Then to expose Mr. 
Webster—you can do no more—you invade invio- 
lable secrecy ,and destroy the character of the fund, 
and all chance of its usefulness hereafter. 

Mr. INGERSOLL again interposed, and (Mr. 
B. yielding the floor) ‘said he did not understand 
that this fund was ever applied to what the gentle- 
man called corruption. k was no such thing; the 
gentleman totally misconceived the matter., He 
(Mr. I.) had had considerable acquaintance with 
the secret movements of this Government under 
two or three Administrations. He did not know 
of it; he did not believe it; he thought the gentle- 
man had totally mistaken the matter, and his whole 
argument was based not only upon a mistake, but 
upon an imputation on his own Governmoni which 
he could not sit still and not deny. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) admitted that he was 
speaking on this subject without any special ex- 
amination. He had not anticipated this debate; he 


general character of that fund; he knew that it was 
iven to the President for secret purposes; he did 
not care whether for purposes of corruption or 
otherwise; he knew in former Administrations this 
secret fund had been frecly used in our foreign ne- 
gotiations, How used, no one but the President 
for the time being knew or could know. Perhaps 
he was mistaken in supposing that it was for cor- | 
ruption; he hoped he was. 

case? If it was given for any other secret purpose 


But would it alter the | 


than that of corruption, was it proper that it should | 


be disclosed? The disclosure of this now would 
prevent the successful use of the secret-service 
fund forever hereafter. | 

Mr. INGERSOLL here said a word which was | 
entirely lost to the reporter, 

But (continued Mr. B.) he did not wish to be | 
diverted froin the point he was aimingat. He did | 
not understand precisely the object of these resolu- | 
tions, Have they designed to lay the foundation i 
of the impeachment of the Secretary of State? He | 
is out of office. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. What if he is? 

Mr. BAYLY. IL appeal to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, as a good lawyer, whether you can 
impeach a public officer after he is out of office? It | 
is the officer you impeach; not the man. I would 
like to know how you can impeach an officer, when | 
he is no longer an officer? he Constitution only | 


| authorizes the impeachment of “ officers” of the 
! United States. 


Would you impeach him as a 
Senator for acts when he was Secretary of State? 
Would the gentleman from Pennsylvania tell him 
that? Mr. B. would not undertake to put his 
learning in opposition to that of the distinguished 
gentleman; but he was willing to hazard his opin- 
This House 
The Senate of the 


besides, a Senator is not ‘an officer of the United 

States.” Fe is the officer of the State he repre- | 
Tf, therefore, the resolutions are moved as | 
a foundation of impeachment, I say the House ! 
ought not to pass it. But if they are moved with 

a view of getting hold of the evidence of the man- | 
ner in which this seeret-service fund has been 
managed, with a view to an impeachment, I do 
humbly think another mode of proceeding ought to 
be instituted. Appoint a committee to inquire into 
the manner in which this fund has been employed, 
and let this committee, in which this House can con- 


: fide—among whom I should like to see the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania—ascertain the use to which 


- this fund has been applied; but it seems to me it 


is going too far that this information should be 
precipitately, hastily laid before the public, when 
it is not even known it will amount to anything. 
If ï heard the resolutions read, they are not even 
guarded in the usual way, by asking that the in- 
formation be communicated ‘if not incompatible 
with the public interests. ”” 

Mr. INGERSOLL. They ask the President 
for nothing. They exercise the power of this 


} 


i 


| 
| 
i 
i 


ofa publi¢ fund that never could have been antici- | House to call upon the Secretary of State, by a 
pated by the Government when it established this i direction, that he shall make this communication. 
fund, and the exposure, in this instance, would be |; Mr. BAYLY. If that is the case, it is perfectly | 


impossible that this House cat s these res: 
olutions.. You call upon the Secretary of: State, 
directly, requiring him to communicate to this 
House information relating to the secret. fund, 
which is confided exclusively to the’ President. > 
With all due deference to the’ experienced. chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I say it’ 
is utterly without precedent.” Make your call upon 
the President, if at all. Guard it in the usual way; 
ask him to communicate it, if itis notincompatible 
with the public interests.’ Do-not, in a matter eon-. 
cerning the sécret-service fund, which -is‘connected 
with your foreign relations, go to the Secietary’of 
State, and not even allow discretion in. him, and 
require him to answer the call. Is this House ‘pre- 
pared for that? Thope my friend from North Car- 
olina, the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, will read the law to the House; I believe 
he has it. I have not read it for a long tithe. My 
impression of the terms of the statute are not very 
distinct; my recollection of the law is, that or its 
face it declares that the President should’ not be’ 
made accountable for the manner in which this 
fund is used, ` 

Mr. MeKAY. Iwill read it.” The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is mistaken when he-says that 
the first law was passed in 1810. The firstlaw wag 
in 1793, and it was subsequently re-enacted in 1810. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Nery well; thatis the law 
now. : “ . 

Mr. McKAY. It has always been so. ‘ This is 
the provision of the law: 

“ Where any sum of money shall be drawn from 
‘ the treasury under any Jaw making appropriation 
‘ for the contingent expenses of intercourse between 
‘the United States and foreign nations, the’ Presi- 
‘dent ‘shall cause the same to be duly settled añ- 


| ‘nually with the accounting officers of the treasury, 


‘by causing such money to be accounted for spe- 
‘cially, in all instances wherein the. expenditure 
‘thereof. may, in his judgment, be made public; 
‘and by making a certificate of the amount of such 
‘ expenditures as he may think it advisable not to 
t specify; and such certificate shall be deemed a 
‘ sufficient voucher for the sum therein expressed 
‘to have been expended,” - es vest 
Mr. INGERSOLL. At the treasury.’ 
Mr. McKAY. At the treasury. 
Mr. INGERSOLL. That is ally: 
‘Mr. McK AY (continuing his senten 


ey all there- 
fore to be found at the treasury would. be the cer- 


tificate of the President. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. But in the State Depait- 
ment there would be found the evidence——f{the ` 
rest of the sentence was lost to the reporter.],: 

Mr. McKAY (resuming.) It is a very. small 
amount. The amount of money expended out-of 
the treasury from 1829 down to 1844, which ‘has 
been settled upon these certificates of the President, 
the House would be surprised to learn, is the small 
amount of $5,460. (Referring to the document 
which he held in his hand) he said the first ex- 
penditure since 1829 was on the 4th August, 1842, 
$4,460, and on the 29:h June, 1843, $1,000—ma- 
king $5,460, which is the whole sum expended for 
this service from:4829 to 1844; and all in two ‘years, 
(not one.) That is theofficial document.” r; 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I read that docunient yës- 
terday very carefully! 05 7 soo sienten 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming.) T find I was iot mis- 
taken in speaking from my general recollection of 
the character of the law respecting the secret ser- 
vice fund. ; 

Mr. BOYD (interposing) said he proposed to 
amend the resolution. He hoped the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania would accept his amendment, 
and modify his resolution accordingly. f 

Mr. T. B. KING. I desire to ask the Chair if 
the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is subject to amendment? ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would decide that 
question when it is raised. The gentleman from 
Virginia is entitled to the floor; if he yields it for 
an amendment—— 

Mr. BAYLY. Ido not yield the floor; butto 
accommodate the gentleman, I will read the amend- 
ment. The Clerk can read it. 

The amendment of Mr. Boyp was 
| read as follows: ; 


“ Provided, That no document or matter is re- 


accordingly 


;, quested to be furnished by the foregoing resdlu- 


| tons which, in the opinion of the President, would 
improperly involve the. citizen or subject. of any 
: foreign Power.” ` 
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Mr. INGERSOLL, If T-am: at liberty; will 
aécept iti Ce Fi 
~ The SPEAKER was understood to say that the} 
gentleman wäs at liberty to modify his own reso-. 
lution. a REA say 
’ The amendment was accordingly accepted, and’ 
the amendment of Mr. INGERsoLr was so. modified. 

Mr. BAYLY tesamed;‘and proceeded with his 
remarks.“ In part, this “modification obviated: his 

objection. The call ought to be made on the Presi- 
dent, and not on the Secretary of State. But the 
Call; fissthe gentleman from North Carolina had 
‘shown; would be utterly useless. “The law re- 
quires. that the accounting officer shall settle the 
account merely on the certificate of the President. 
There is no item, no manner in which anybody 
can ascertain, in the Treasury Department, or else- 
wheres the use to which the money has been ap- 
plea, 

Mr. INGERSOLL. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken, Į assure him. ` 

Mr. BAYLY. I speak from the law. Itre- 

uires no idems—no specifications, and I do not 
think any will be found. f 

Mr. INGERSOLL, That is for the settlement 
at the treasury—that is all. Surely the gentleman 
can see the difference. It is palpable; I think. 

Mr. BAYLY. I understand that. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, You may call on the Pres- 
ident. I have not the slightest objection, I am 
sure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the power 
to modify his resolution if he desires. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Putin the President, then. 

The resolution was thus modified, so aa to make 
the call upon the President. 

Mr. BAYLY. This removes another objection, 
and with one more remark 1 will conclude. 
sire the gentleman from Pennsylvania to under- 
stand distinetly, what I should suppose, from the 
irrifation of his manner, he does not understand 

Mr. INGERSOLL (interposing.) I assure you 
Tam not at all irritated; 1am porfeetly exln———~ 

Mr. BAYLY. Iam very glad to hear in 


Mr. INGERSOLL (continuing his sentenee)— || 
in a very good humor with myself, and not at all l 


in bad humor with my friend, 

Mr. BAYLY. I am very happy to hear it. 
Nothing was further from my intention (continued 
Mr. B.) than to'interfere in the contest which has 
grown up between the two distinguished members 
of the two Houses; they are able to fight out their 
battles themselves; and my friend will not under- 
stand me as desiring to interfere in this controver- 
sy, or to interpose any. obstacle in his way in 


making out full and complete case in vindication | 


of himself againat the attack made upon him. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. T have disclaimed that F 
was answering—-(a word or two was not caught 
by the reporter.) : 


“Mr. BAYLY. I was speaking of the attacks | 


made upon that gentleman, 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I know; but I have not 
spoken of those. attacks. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, I am under very great 
misapprehension, then. T have ‘but one more 
remark: [have no desire of interposing any dif- 
ficulty in the gentleman’s obtaining information, 
and T would vote for it, if I could, consistently with 
my views of duty, but I cannot. And I was rejoiced 
that my friend from North Carolina, the chairman | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, made this | 
objection to the resolution, which struck me at the 
first blush, as is known to gentlemen who sit near! 
me. T never feel embarrassed in following his lead ; 
on any subject; and hence, at the sacrifice of my | 
own wishes, I shall vote against the resolution. F| 
have made these unpremeditated and desultory re- | 
marks to assign my reasons, i 

Mr HARALSON said that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. INnceRrsoLt] had accepted 
the modification proposing to make the call on the | 
President. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Boyp] had suggested another modification, which 
had also been accepted, and which he (Mr. H.) 
thought was very proper in itself. : He could see 
no great advantage that was to be derived from the 
further discussion of the subject, and he therefore | 
demanded the previous question. = 

Mr. WINTHROP said he demanded the yeas 
and nays on ordering the main question. — | 

© Mri HILLIARD appealed to the generosity of 


entlemen to allow the other side of the House to 
e heard. 


| 


ij 


i 
t 


i 
H 
i 


F 


| the subject, and that it did not fairl i 
| the jurisdiction ofthis body. Notwithstanding this, 


ney 
I de-i 
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Mr. WINTHROP said he hoped that Massa- 
chusetts might be heard at some period of the 


day. 

Mr. HARALSON, remarking that there seem- 
ed to be a general desire that he should withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, withdrew 
it, j 

So the démand for the previous question was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HILLIARD said, he exceedingly regret- 
ted the unpleasant state of affairs—the personal 
collision (b y certainly every onc must see that it 
was such) which had arisen between a distinguish- 
ed Senator, and the distinguished gentleman on his 
left, (Mr. C. J. Ixcersouz,] whom he took the 
liberty to call his friend; a collision which, how- 


ever deeply it might affect these two gentlemen in- | 


dividually, must also in some measure affect the 
country, because the reputation of each of them, 
was in some degree the property of the nation. 
Still, this matter did not legitimately and properly 
helong to the regular business of the House. 
Therefore he considered that the objection of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy,] was fitly 
and properly made—that we had no control over 
come within 


he thought it would ill become the friends of that 


| distinguished Senator, to interpose the slightest 


obstacle in the way of this investigation. 


Mr. BAYLY. “I hope the gentleman did not! 


understand me as making this 
of Mr. Webster? 

Mr. HILLIARD. 
gross a misconception. 
su 


jection as a friend 


l did not for a moment 
ppose anything of the kind, ttis a misfortune 


heard) thata man whose intellect and public 


tricus, and have asmociated it abroad with every- 


i thing that ia to be honered and Joved, should have $ 
Tam | 


so few personal and political friends here, 
not Ou terms of intimate friendship with that gen- 
Homan, but froma casual aequaintance, L have seen 
much in bim to admire. 
surable in him, f have not observed it, 


unjust of men, if T did not, in the face of the ho 
thty which is manifested towards him here, bear 
testimony to his scrupulous regard to the public 
interests, Whenever F have had an opportunity to 
observe his course, 1 must think that my honor- 
able aud distinguished friend, [Mr. INGERSOLL] 


who [ know believes all that he said, has, under | 
the influence of one of these flerce contests of par- į 


ty, which so often arise in this country, taken too 


harsh a view of some circumstances in the life of | 


the Senator, Sul, I repeat, it il becomes the 
friends of Mr. Webster to interpose any objec- 
tion to the passage of this resolution, U being a 


Whig, (and Itake this occasion to say that I used | 


the word in no low, or bitter’ partisan sense, and 
that being in a great minority here, | avow myself 
honored m doing battle under that siandard,) |, for 
one, will interpose no objection; but, on the con- 
trar 

candu of a man who came into office as a Whig. 


Twill cheerfully vote for this resolution, and I trust ! 


that his Partai friends here will imitate my ex- 
ample. Jf there is anything in the public history 
of that Senator of an unworthy or diseracefil 


|} character, let the world know it. The world ought 


to kuow it, If, as the gentleman has intimated, 
Mr. Webster has fallen so low as to resemble 
Lord Bacon, not only in the greatness of hig intel- 
lect, but in the meanness of his conduct, let the 
world know it. If there is no foundation for any 
of the charges that are made against him, then 
the time has come when he ought forever to be 
vindicated from them. 


' 
i 
| 
j 


| 
| 
| 


that both gentlemen should discover that they have 
mutually misunderstood each other.. May we not 
hope that such a state of things may yet come to 


I could not be gnilty of so 4 


r TT, was understood to say, thoush doubtfully |) 
sore i 
vices have rendered the nae of his country Hus- | 


If there is anything cen- | 
Looking i 
| to the official intercourse which, for some tine, 1 

had with him, I should be the meanest and most i 


» I challenge the fullest investigation into the | 


ass? I know how little regard is shown to’ in- 
dividual reputation in this country. It is a nation 
al calamity;. the hiphent cannot. escape any more 
| than the Jowest. If this distinguished Senator, 
whose fame is “boundéd only by the civilized 
world, has done a great wrong’ in the disposition 
of the public funds, and ‘has meanly applied them 
to his own personal use, Jet the world ‘understand 
iit. If he has not, then, as a man ‘whose sympa- 
thies are ever with the weaker party, T would be 

lad that it should be made manifest. 

Mr. WINTHROP then obtained the floor: =< 

He said the honorable member from Virginia 

[Mr. Bariri had ventured to say a word in vindi- 
| cation of John Tyler; and, under that example, 
| there probably would be nothing indelicate in a 
Massachusetts man saying a word in defence of 
Daniel Webster. He did not propose, howev- 
er, todo so. Ido claim (continued Mr, W.Y so 
ii Par as one so much his junior may be allowed to 
|, claim, the distinction of being a friend of that Sen- 
i ator; but I think that within a day or two past, 
li he has given sufficient evidence to everybody that 
i| he is able to defend himself always, and against 
j every charge which may be arrayed against him. 
| Edo not propose, therefore, on this occasion, to 
l enter into any defence of Mr. Webster. I rise in 
| defence of this House—of the honor, the charac- 
i| ter, and the dignity of the House. What are the 
i| precise circumstances before us? 

The honorable member from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
C. J. Incrrsou,] on the 9th of February last, I be- 
lieve, arrayed a series of charges against a distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wer- 
| STER,] during the period in which he heid the re- 
i| sponsible station of Secretary of State of the United. 
Sites, Within a few days past, these, charges 
have been met and denied, in what form, or with 
what effect, it is not for me to say. But under the 
| immediate sting of the terms in which that denial 
was made, the honorable member from Pennsyl- 
vania comes forward into the House of Represent- 
Jatives, and, disclaiming that he rises for any pur- 
| poses of self-defence, calls upon the House to help 

tim in arraying a new series of charges upon en- 
| tirely different grounds against the same distin- 
| guished Secretary of State. 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL. (Mr. Winruror 
yielding the floor.) I desire to know whether. the 
zentleman has said within a few days, before Mr. 

Vebster spoke in the Senate, that ‘the’ scarifying 
process was to be applied to any body? As’a man 
of truth, I ask him, as he stands. by me here, to an- 
a swer the question. i 

Mr. WINTHROP, When the gentleman says 
that he wishes to put a question to me asa man of 
| truth, T have to say that he will get an answer when 
I am ready to give it. 

i Mr. INGERSOLL, Ah! 

i} Mro WINTHROP (continned.) I say he will 
| get an answer when I am ready to giveit. If, how- 
ever, he desires to know the fact, I will say that . 
|| Mr. Webster did give pretty general information 
that he considered these charges grossly unfound- 
ed, and that he intended to prove them to be so; 
And Isa f 

Mr. INGERSOLL. And that, the gentleman 
said, was the searifying process. Was that said? 

Several voices. ‘* Now you have got it.” 

Mr. INGERSOLL. No—I have not got it. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Will the Chair be good 
enough to assert my right to the floor? 

The SPEAKER (who had_ interposed imme- 
diately before Mr. W, appealed to him) claimed 
the floor peremptorily for that gentleman. 

Mr. WINTHROP. ‘When the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has taken his seat, T will proceed, 

Mr. Iveersout having resumed. his seat— 

Mr. WINTHROP proceeded. I was. charging 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania with dodging 
this great question; and now he tums upon me 
and asks me whether, in conversation with some 
one, I used the term “ searifying process??? Ihe- 
lieve I did. i 2 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Wasit applied to me? 

Mr. WINTHROP, I forget whether it was 
applied to. you or to another. I did understand 
that the charges were to be replied to with some 
indignation and force, Whether Mr, Webster 
| has done so or not, it is not for me to say. I do 

hot mean to involve myself on that point, I sa 
that the cireumstances under which ihis House i 
| caled apon, Naat these resolutions, are these: 
i nember from Pennsylvania arrays 


| 


k 
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a series of charges against Mr. Daniel Webster, l 
Secretary of State of the United States in the years | 
1842 and 1843. These charges are denied and 
replicd to; and the honorable member, under the 
immediate sting of that denial and repulsion, rises | 
in this House and calls for its aid in arrayimg an 
entirely different and distinct series of charges upon 
utterly other and separate issues against the same 
distinguished person. Now, does not the obvious 
inquiry present itself, Why, if these charges are 
true, they were not thought of before? Why did 
not that sense of public duty—that sense of public 
honor, which now calls for an impeachment, if that | 
is the object, (though the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Bayty,] if he is correct, as I believe he is, in | 
the construction of the law, has shown that any j 
idea of that kind, under such circumstances, is 
futile,) require that thesenew charges should be 
made at some other moment than when, in the 
heat of blood, the gentleman is smarting under the 
sense of imagined or real wrongs? : 


Mr. INGERSOLL. Because I never heard of || 


them till yesterday. 

- Mr. WINTHROP, Sir, these hearings the day 
after an injury received are to be listened to with 
an car almost, if not altogether, closed. They are 
to be taken with many grains of salt—these infor- | 
mations that are laid the day after an honorable 
gentleman made an assault upon another in another 
branch of this Capitol. {think the common rules | 
of candor and fairness required that the gentleman | 
should sleep a night or two on this hearsay testi- 
mony, which he says he heard of only yesterday. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, Not hearsay. | 

Mr. WINTEIROP. The honorable member has | 
certainly means of information, hearsay informa- 
tion, not open to all. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Not hearsay. 

Mr. WINTHROP—(continuing.) And here 
let me protest against the introduction of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Boyp.] The judgment of the Secretary of State 
is to be appealed to on this question. It is to be 
put within the discretion of the friends of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether let- 
ters which may bear upon the question, shall be 
suppressed under the pretence that the interests of 
forcign Governments are concerned. I say that, 
if this Mouse is to institute a personal process of 
this kind, if under the instigation of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in a moment of passion, this 
Efouse is to institute a process against the character 
and fame of a man whose name will live when the 
names of other persons, whom Iwill not designate, 
shall have perished forever, then let no hostile 
President, or Secretary of State, undertake to dis- 
criminate between papers that are to be produced 
and those that are to be suppressed. Give us all— 
every letter. The honorable member had one let- 
ter which he called for. Did it prove his case? Can 
he prove this new charge by letters written on this 

‘ gubject from the earliest days down to that on which 
weare now speaking? Letuscompare the Adminis- | 
trations of the State Departmentin relation to these | 
foreign questions from the time when Mr. Jefferson 
was at its head to that of Mr. Buchanan. Let us 
sce what the use of this secret-service money was 
jn the case of Texas. Let us see what it was in | 
the case of Louisiana, as well as in that of the 
Northeastern boundary. If we are to have any- 
thing, let us have the whole. I demand it all. 
And in behalf of the distinguished Senator whom 
I am proud this day to call my friend, I challenge 
the judgment of the country upon the issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been betrayed into a more 
extended observation, and have seemingly express- 
ed myself in a much more excited manner than I | 
had designed. 


ly, that 
outund 


ble, amidst the excitement, which had been gene- 


|! ments, which authorized the expenditure of secret- 


! case of Mr. Webster, but to the end of the Admin- |į 


i tional propositions would be made, the result of 
it which would be, to bring out the use that had been 


i the very destiny of this Confederacy. Should we 


| 
it 
i 


nobler objects than even the sympathies of one’s |! 


| prised at the sudden and unexpected debate which 


rated, and which naturally sprang from that feel- 
ing which, from a common spark, kindled in the 
breasts of all, that the still small voice of reason 
could be heard, he thought that this House would 
deliberate well, would solemnly pause, (however 
great their sympathies with any honorable mem- 

er might be,) before they adopted the important 
and comprehensive resolution under consideration. 
The resolution proposed that all that the Govern- 
ment had done under the sanction of a law, ren- 
dered necessary by the exigencies of all Governa- 


i 
| 
| 


| 
| 


service money at certain periods and for certain 
urposes, should be unveiled and fully revealed. 
he resolution was not even so Jimited in its terms 
as to apply to persons in this country, but was as 
comprehensive and enlarged as the uses of that 
money was applicable under the law. And in what 
state of things, at what period of our history, in 
what exigencies of the country, were we called 
upon to unveil this secret-service money and the ap- 
' plication thereof? Ata period when he ventured 
i to assert, without any know 
this Government or of the Administration at this 
‘ time, but with some knowledge of the people with 
j whom we had to deal in the relations we bore to 
the southwestern country, there must be an appli- 
cation of the secret-service fund not here, but in 
other ways. We were called upon to set a prece- 
dent by the resolution, of the application of that ji 
fund. ` Could we thus deprive the Government of 
that reserved power which, under difficult and ex- 
traordinary cireumstances, was beyond the Con- 
stitution and the Jaws, but which must be vested 
somewhere; which, in Rome, resided in its dicta- 
tors; and which in every Government must be a || 
reserved power somewhere? And the little of such |! 
power which was left in this Government, pressed |! 
upon as it was by the Democratic principle which || 
almost deprived it of the ability to keep from the 
public eye things which ought not to be disclosed, |; 
was to be taken away? For, if this resolution 
assed, it would not be limited to the Senator from |! 
Aassachusetts; its effect would not be merely the 
vindication of the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. It went to the root of the application of i 
this secret-service fand; a fund which he believed 
in the present state of the country was imperiously 
demanded. ‘The resolution went not only to the 


istration of Mr. Tyler; and he supposed that addi- 


| made of this fund through all Administrations. 
We all know that there was a time when Mr. 
i Madison thought proper to use secret agents for 
_ the purpose of eliciting important facts involving 
| deprive the Executive of the means to procure in- 
| formation which could not otherwise be extracted ? 
| There was nothing he (Mr. H.) would not do asa 
Representative on this floor to aid the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania in vindicating himself, if that į; 
| were required, even by carrying the war into Afri- 
ca, as he believed it was the gentleman’s duty to 
do. As a gentleman, he (Mr. FI.) felt that he 
ought to do it, and he had no doubt that he would |} 
doit. But there were higher considerations and 
heart towards a friend. Tet us pause before, for || 
a special purpose, we did an act involving general 
and comprehensive results. 
Mr. SEDDON said no one could feel more sur- 


had been sprung upon the committee on the reso- | 
lution of the honorable gentleman from Pennsylva- 
pia than himself; but he trusted this Flouse would 
not allow itself to be thrown from the balance of 
correct judgment, or be carried away by the ex- | 
citing feelings naturally inspired by the character 
of this resolution. He thought, when this House 
came calmly to view the real character of the ques- 
tion now presented to it, it would at once be seen į 
by all parties that there was great and palpable 
propriety in the adoption of the resolution, some- | 
| what modified in its form. And he thought the 


fully hear 
ed to say, th 1 
‘ennsylvania had ri 


ledge of the action of li 


i 


that after the honorable gentleman from | 
sen, and upon his oficial re- | 


sponsibility declared, not from. hearsay, but. from / 
+ personal knowledge and examination, that the pros 
luction of certain documents in:the official archives 
f the nation, would show that.a high functionary . 
of the Government has been guilty of fraud, cor- 
ruption, and peculation,—when a charge. so:seri- 
ous, sọ grave In its character, was thus deliberately 
made by a Representative in his seat, it became the 
duty of this House to make the inquiry; it was due 
to ibe honorable Senator himself, upon whom these 
charges were made. | He made not the slightest 
spretensions to be a friend, either peliticallyor per- . 
sonally, of the honorable Senator from A thn: 
setts; but he was an American, and wishing to.pre- 
serve (as far as it could consistently be done wath 
| truth) pure and sacred the reputation of American 
statesmen, he was not willing. that any man who 
has held the high office of Secretary of State, should 
be charged publicly with these high offences, and 
the opportunity of investigation and proof be.de- 
nied. He agreed with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Hiiriarp,] that that Senator’s friends 
ought to come forward, and boldly and manfully 
i challenge investigation into this grave charge in 
| this House, which was the grand inquest of the 
nation. ud ; i 
But while he thought this investigation ought to 
be made, he did not think they ought to carry this 
inquiry one whit beyond the necessity. which calls 
for it.” Ele though ‘the resolution ought so to be 
amended as to limit this inquiry and this disclosure 
to the period during which it was alleged these 
acts of peculation and fraud were committed. Fe 
thought so; he believed, as.a general rule, under 


| ordinary circumstances great and serious public 
injury must be sustained by the development of 
| the manner in which this secret-service fund has 


been used. The very end and purpose of the fund 
would be frustrated and set at naught if they al- 
lowed the general development without great and 
serious cause. He thought the allegation made 


| from a high source of fraud and peculation on the 


part of a distinguished public functionary, consti- 


; tuted reason abundant for the exception from the 
| rulein this particular case. 


1 The inquiry ought to 
be made in this particular case; but it ougtit to be 
limited merely to the case, for it seemed to him 
that it had already been shown by one or two gen- 
tlemen, that to bring igdown.to the present time 
might do most serious detriment in the present èx- 


| isting foreign relations of the country. Our foreign 


affairs were now unsetiled: who could doubt that 
in the wise Administration and use of this secret- 
service fund, (he spoke entirely without positive 
knowledge on the subject,) there were agents now 
employed? It was unwise, therefore, toe d the 
inquiry down to the present time. foie 

But the objection that this disclosure, if limited 
to the particular time during which Mr. Webster 
was Secretary of State, would afford no just op- 
portunity of comparing its use with its use under 
other Adininistrations, and that what taken by 
itself might, seem an improper application of the 
fand, when compared with the practice of the Gov- 
ernment would find in some measure, at least, a 
justification, had some weight. Mi. S. contended, 
that if any other period was to'be embraced in the 
inquiry, it should be some preceding and not some 
subsequent one. He hoped the resolution would 
be properly modified, and’ he should ‘vote for it, 
| with the desire to do justice to the high function- 
ary whose character was assailed, and not with 
the slightest desire to injure or impair his well- 
deserved fame. 

In conclusion, he offered the following amend- 
ment to the resolution: 

After the figures 1841, insert “ until the retire- 
ment of Daniel Webster, Esg., from the Depart- 
ment of State.” 

My. ADAMS asked for the reading of the reso- 
lution, as modified; which having been read, Mr. 
A. proceeded to address the Flouse. Owing’ to 
his position in the Hall, and the great confasion 
which occasionally prevailed, increased by almost 
incessant conversations, it was very difficult to catch, 
| otherwise than doubtfully, some of his particular 
| expressions. But the reporter thinks that, proba- 
| bly, he will not be far out of the way in presenting 
| that gentleman as follows: : 

Mr. Spraxer: I wish this House would divest 
tself of every sentiment or feeling connectéd with 
circumstances extraneous to this fesolution, and 
|; would consider it as a measure of yery great im- 
i! portance, carrying out of violating the provisions 
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of the. Coistitution ofthe United States: Having 
made this obsérvation,.and. having endeavored to 
separate. the resolution from. personal considera- 
tons: of every kind, I say that I cannot. yote for 
it in the form-in which it-is now presented. < 

«Phere are parts of it-asking for information, 
which:I believe it is the right of this House to. call 
for, and to which I have no objection whatsoever. 
I believe, on hearing the resolution read, as 1 just 
now-did for the first time, having been in. attend- 
ance on the committee when the resolution was 
first intreduced,—I believe, I say, that to those 


parts which do not. bring into question any pro- i the Secretary of State than that it should pass į; 


visions of the Constitution, or the necessary secre- 
cy to be observed on the part of the Executive, in 
respect to matters which concern the foreign rela- 
tions iof the country, I shall have. no objection. 
But. the first, and as I think, the most material 
part of that resolution, requires an exhibition to 
this House of the manner in which a fund has been 
expended, which, under the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, has been hitherto buried in 
profound secrecy, and in. respect to which it was 
the intention, aa I have always understood, that 
perpetual secrecy should be maintained. The pro- 
vision is, that- a certain sum of money shall be 
paced at the disposal of the actual President of the 
hited States, for which no other account shall. be 
given than by a certificate under the. hand of the 
President himself that it has been expended for the 
public benefit, and that document, when carried to 
the treasury, passes the account. It has been said, 
or at least intimated by gentlemen on this floor, 
that the object of this secret fund is necessary to 
corruption. ‘This is not sos During the time I 
had the honor of oceupying that station, I gaveacer- 
tificate for the expenditure of one year’s appro- 
priation of this fund, and it turned out to be alto- 
gether inadequate to the end to be accomplished; 
and there was no more corruption in the whole of 
the transaction for which that money was applied 
than there is in the debate of this Fouse to-day. 
Ido not say what it was for. I have never stated 
to anybody except to my successor in that office 
what the money was expended for. But imme- 
diately after he came into office, I made known to 
him the object of the expenditure; and he accom- 
plished the purpose for which that money was de- 
signed, and of which I will only say that it was a 
treaty of commerce with the Sublime Porte. Now, 
if the EIouse will only recollect for a moment what 
advantage and benefit have resulted to this country 
from that. provision of the law giving to the Presi- 
dent of the United States the power to apply a eer- 
tain sum for secret-service money in our relations 
with foreign countries; if they will reflect what the 
state of things was at that time, and how necessary 
such a fund was to the accomplishment of the end 
which that negotiation with the Sultan of Turkey 
had in view, although probably there is not a menm- 


ber of the EHLouse who knew of any such money | 


having been so expended; if, I say, the House will 
consider these things, and bear in mind with what 
effect that fund was used, they will be disposed, I 
think, to reconsider the opinion that it 1s a cor- 
ruption fund, and will believe that it may be ap- 


- plied for purposes as fair and honorable as any | 


country can require. 

To the objections thus stated to the adoption of 
this resolution, I must add another—that there is 
any inquiry whatever, in regard to the secret ser- 
vice, to which this fund was applied, with refer- 
ence to the negotiation in the Ashburton treaty. 

“This must be altogether struck out before Í can 
vote for the resolution. 

Mr. C. J, INGERSOLL. There is not a word 
about the Ashburton treaty in the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, one of the objec- 
tions I have to this resolution.is, that it has not the 
very object which the mover of it says it has.. It 
calls upon the President to. give an account of 

moneys expended through the Department of 
State, and charges them.as.agamst the Secretary of 
‘State: Now, for_the expenditure of that money, 
‘the Secretary: of State, present or past, is no more 
‘responsible than you or I. The Jaw itself requires 
that it shall be expended by order of the President 


4] 


himself. It does not go through the Secretary of | 
State. The order which I issued to.that effect for į 


1 
| 
! the whole sum of money was not known to the 


| Secretary of State at the time I made it, any more 
| than it was to you an. hour ago. The Secretary 
| of State was not at the seat of Government at the 
| time I directed the negotiation. He was not here 
| for months afterwards. I do not know that he 
| knows to this day for what that money was ex- 
| pended. The law itself gives to the President alone 
L the power of expending it; and it is no more ne- | 
į! cessary that it should pass through the hands of | 


i; through this House. That is one of my reasons 
|, for objecting to the adoption of the resolution. It) 
ifeannot bring the information it calls for; and if it | 
i is to produce any effect at all, it must be addressed | 
i| to Mr. John Tyler, and not to the Secretary of | 
|! State, or to the present President; for probably the | 
|| present President knows no more than you or I, 
ii for what purpose the money was expended. It 
ii does not, I repeat, go through the Secretary of | 
li State. Ido not know but what the President may | 
|| authorize the Secretary of State to expend the | 
{| money. That may have been the fact in the pres- i 
ent case, 


i 
i 
H 
i 
i 


f sponsible; and if the gentleman intends to impeach | 
© anybody for the expenditure of that money, it must | 

be John Tyler, and not Daniel Webster. ; 
Ho Mr ©. J. INGERSOLL. Iam anxious to say | 
|i that in all this business, so far as I know, Mr. Fy- | 
© ler’s conduct has been irreproachable, and that my | 
l| object is to get at a guilty Secretary who abused | 
i} that power. 

Mr. ADAMS. Whether the Secretary abused 
that power or not, I will not undertake at present 


abuse it, it was by the order of his superior, the 
President of the United States, who alone had the | 
authority to expend the money. The Secretary | 
of State had no more power to spend a dollar of | 
it than you or L, Mr. Speaker, have to-day. 

Whatever expenditure was made by the Secretary | 


‘af State, or through that Department, must have 
| been made, and could be made in no other way, 
| than by an order from the President. He is the 
; responsible person, aud if there has been any cor- 
ruption in the expenditure of the money, which I 
do not in the’slightest degree suspect, Mr. Tyler 
is the responsible person, and he it is who is to be 
called upon to account for it. T say, therefore, 
that if you send the resolution to the President of 
the United States, it is extremely probable that he 
may answer that he knows no more about it than 
you do. Tt does not follow that, because I com- 
‘inunicated to my immediate successor for what 

purpose I had ordered an expenditure of this 

money—not through the Department of State, but 
| through other channels—that other Presidents may 
| havo done so. Under the law which has been 
read by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. McKay,] this money is to be 
accounted for by a personal certificate from the 
President, having no more reference to the Depart- 
ment of State than to the Department of the 
Treasury, and perhaps not so much. He is au- 
thorized and required to certify to the accounting 
officers for certain sums of money expended, with 
his approbation, for certain purposes, and that | 
H certificate is to answer for all the more minute de- 
| tails required in all other amounts settled at the 
Treasury Department. That certificate he must 
give, and he is responsible for it, as I have always 
held myself responsible to the country for all time, 
so long as I live, for the expenditure of that 
money. 

And here I take occasion to say that I differ 
with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bamir, 
and, I believe, other gentlemen who have stated 
that the day of impeachment has passed, by the 
Constitution, from the moment the public office 
expires. I hold no such doctrine. I hold myself, 
so long as I have the breath of life in my body, 
amenable to impeachment by this House for every- 
thing I did during the time I held any public office. 


But for it the President himself is re- |! 


to say; but I do say, that if he had the power to i 


| 


| T speak with reference to 
| stitution, and to the grea 


Mr. BAYLY. Is not the judgment, in case of 
impeachment, removal from office? 


` 


| 
j 
! 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. ADAMS, And disqualification to hold any 
office of honor, trust, or. profit, under the United 
States for eyer afterwards—a punishment much 
greater in my opinion than removal from ofice. It 
clings to a man as loùg as he lives; and if any pub- 
lic officer ever put himself in a position to he tried 
by impeachment, he would have very little-of.my 
good opinion, if he did not think disqualification 
from holding. office for life a more severe unish- 
ment than mere removal from office, I hold, there- 
fore, that every President of the United States, 
every Secretary of State, every officer impeachable 
by the laws of the country, is as liable, twenty 
years after his office has expired, as he is whilst 
he continues in office; and if such is not the case, 
if an officer could thus ward off the pains of im- 
peachment, what would be the value of the pro- 
vision, or when do you suppose discoveries would 
be made. that would render impeachment effectual ? 
the provisions of the Con- 
t object contemplated by 
these provisions; and I now say that if one tenth 
of the charges against the person who is here at- 
tacked are true, impeachment, in my humble judg- 
ment, is the course which ought to be pursued by 
this House; and that in that process of impeach- 
ment the usual requisites of justice to every man 
charged with heinous crimes and misdemeanors, 
should be complied with; that the accused should 
have notice of the impeachment; that he should 
have notice of the evidence to be brought against 
him; that he may have the means of defence be- 
fore the bar of this Flouse; and that he may not 
be reached by side-blows by applications for what 
may be dragged uy outof the Department of State, 
when he was in that office, to injure him in the 
public mind, probably for services of the first im- 
portance to the country. i ; 

As to other parts of the resolution, calling for 
copies of papers in relation to a fee probably paid 
toa lawyer in the defence of a man on trial in the 
State of New York, or other things, documents 
which may possibly bring up the broken ruins of 
a conflict between the Government of the United 
States and the Governor of the State of New York 
at that time, matters which I believe had much þet- 
ter be suffered to slumber, as. they have done for 
many years past, when connected with the charge 
of corruption; I should be very reluctant to give 
my vote for sucha call. As to the negotiation on 
the Ashburton treaty, I have no doubt that there 
were transactions passed between the proper de- 
partments, some parts of which may be rought to 
light by a call on the Department of State. But if 
the secret features of that negotiation are to be call- 
ed for and Jaid before the House, I expect you will 
have calls for information, of which you will find 
no trace in the Department of State, and which 
will implicate, so far perhaps as even to expose to 
the chance of public censure, those by no. means 
included in the resolutions. There is probably 
much secret history connected with that negotia- 


| tion and that treaty, which I believe it-would be 


quite as well to suffer to pass into oblivion. Butif 
they are to be brought forth, I shall vote that all 
may be brought forth, and then I think we shall 
have public speculation resting on other persons 
besides the Secretary of State. 

So. far as concerns the charge of corruption 
against a Senator of the United States from my own 
immediate Commonwealth—a man highly honored 
by his fellow-citizens not only for the services ren- 
dered in the negotiation of that treaty, but for 
many other public services of the first importance, 
I, for my part, have no objection to call for any- 
thing in the Department of State, because it is my 
full belief that anything which is elicited. by that 
inquiry will operate far more to justify him, than 
to sustain any charges against him. But, I repeat, 
if this call is to.be made as to the employment of 
the secret-service money, in the course of that ne- 
gotiation, it must be made not on the Department 
of State, but upon the President of the United 
States.. The present President, I think it extreme- 
ly probable, though it may not be so, will say that 
he knows no more about the application of the 


! secret-service money at that time, than this House 
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knows. Therefore the information requested can- | 
not be furnished. And if the call is made upon i 
the Department, then I say it will not answer the |: 
purpose; because it is the President's order which į 
is to be inquired into, and not anything that neces- 
sarily passes through the Department of State. If) 
Mr. Webster employed one dollar either to send h 
an express to New York, or to pay the district | 
attorncy to conduct the defence of McLeod, or for i 
any other purpose, he could not have done so with- Hi 
out an ole: from the President, for which the |: 
President, and not the Secretary of State, is respon- || 
sible. If, therefore, the gentleman from Pennsyl- |! 
vania will come forward with an avowal that it is |! 
his purpose to impeach Mr. Tyler as President of || 
the United States, and that he calls for information | 
for that purpose, I have no objection. | 
Mr. INGERSOLL was here understood to say 
(though the reporter only conjectures) thatis a dis- |! 
tinct resolution. |: 
Mr. ADAMS. Well, if that is a distinct reso- j; 
lution, the call is proper upon the President to far- 
nish copies of the papers, (as [ understand it,) in 
the Department of Siate in relation to the negotia- 
tion of the Ashburton treaty. i 
Mr. INGERSOLL. Itis not for that. li 
Mr. ADAMS. Well, then, i cannet see ; 
what lawful purpose it is. ote for 
Tam willing to call on the D 
anything there, whether on the negotiation of the 
Ashburton treaty, or in relation to the proceedings | 
in the case of McLeod, or for the correspondence 
with the Governor of New York. ‘There was un- | 
doubtedly, as I well knew at the time, a corre- || 
spondence between the Department of State, under 
the order of Mr. Tyler, and the Governor of Ne 
York; and I do not know but what we shall hear 
of it in due time as casting, in the opinion of many 
persons, some censure on the Administration ¢ 
that day. 
lision of a serious and dangerous nature between 
the Administration of the United States and the 
Governor of New York, at a time when an inti- | 
mate friend of mine, one of the best men in the 
world, Mr. Seward, was Governor; and I think it 
possible that in that correspondence which is called || 
for here, it will be seen that there were different 
views entertained by Mr. Tyler, the head of the 
Administration, (although communicated through |! 
the Department of State,) and Governor Seward. |! 
One of the most unfortunate circumstances attend- |! 
ing the then state of things was this very col- || 
lision between the General Government and || 
the Government of New York; and it was a point |! 
upon which 1 was infinitely more apnrehensive |! 
than I was as to the difficulty with Great Britain, į 
Now, it is well Known that the genticman from |) 
Pennsylvania was very much dissatisfied with the |} 
negotiation of that treaty. Itis well known, for | 
he said so here, time and time again, that he wanted |, 
to take the sense of the House upon it; and he j! 
once said that the ratification of the treaty depended | 
on this Fiouse. ti 
Mr. INGERSOLL. And the proposition was | 
put down by the previous question. ij 
Mr. ADAMS. Then you admit you made it? |i 
{| 


ji 
{i 


ji 
tr 
r 
| 


} 


i 


i 
j 


itis well known that there was a cal- ii 
il 
It 
j 


| 


H 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 


Mr. INGERSOLL. I do. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, you remember the fate i! 
of your proposition, then; and we all know what i! 
has been the fate of ail opposition made. to that 
treaty both in this ITouse and the other. We ail |; 
know that the ‘‘advice” for its ratification was |: 
given by a very large majority. How fara rem- i 
nant of sensibility on the issues made in the oppo- | 
sition to that treaty may have operated on the il 
mind of the gentleman in inducing him to offer a | 
resolution to revive this controversy, it is not for j 
me to inquire. Nor is it very important. 
claims all personal resentment or animosity. 

Mr. INGERSOLL was understood to say, Fi; 
have made no such disclaimer. iB 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I understood the gente- i 
man to doso, If he now withdraws it, that ground |: 
is gone; and I suppose the House will give a little |; 
less confidence to his patriotic denunciations of a |: 
Senator in the other end of the Capitol, if it is sat 
isfied that they arise as much from personal ani- 
mosity and resentment, as from a desire to promote | 
the good of the country. f 

Mr. Speaker, I believe J have given to the Hons 
my most material objections to the adoption of this 
resolution as it now stands. Itmust be very much | 
pared down to a call for documents from the De |) 


partment of State, which must, as a matter ofi 


i question. 


| whether the Constitution authorized 


J oppose it on account of the gentleman who is, in 
substance, impeached before this House; for (as 
my honorable colleague, Mr. Wiyrurop, says) he 
perfectly able to justify himself, and whenever 
an attack upon him is made, I would rather be 
anywhere than in the place of him who makes it. 

In regard to the proceedings of this. Govern- 
ment, in the case of McLeod, every gentleman 
here at that time (in 1841, I think,) will recollect 
how anxiously, how long, and how ably on both 
sides, all these questions were at that time debated 
in this House. The final conclusion of it was 
very signally manifested, not only by thé defeat of 
every proposition against the treaty, or its nego- 
ators, but by the passage of an act of Congress, 
ow the law of the land, ascertaining, and remov- 
ng from all possibility of question, that which had 
constituted the grand diffculty in the case. | 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 


Mr. ADAMS. I will allow the gentleman to iH 
‘ask me a question, if he will allow me to sit down 


und pot to auswer him. 

Whereunon Mr. Apams took his seat. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether he recoilects that a gentleman from 
New York, who then represented the Utica dis- 


subject, upon which I and others spoke, 
nd that that, too, was put down by the previous 
We never got a werd of answer from 
the Exeentive on this subject. 

Myr. ADAMS, I refer the gentleman to the 
journal of the day. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. 


I have already examined 


the journal. I wish the gentleman would do like- |! 


wise, 


Mr, YANCEY differed, he said, from the vener- | 
able and distinguished gentleman from Massa- | 
the question, 


ebusetts [Mr. Apams] in regard to 
the proceed- 
ing here proposed. He had examined the pro- 
vision of the Constitution, and did not find it to 
justify the interpretation put upon it by the gen- 
Ueman in the least degree. Money expended for 
secret purposes must, under the Constitution, be 
accounted for as well as any other funds drawn 
from the treasury. If five dollars could be ex- 
pended, without responsibility and without any 
account, so could forty millions be expended, and 
no account be given of it. 

The Constitution provided that all expenditures 
of money, from time to time, should be accounted 
for. AN money appropriated by this House was 
public money, and a regular statement of its ex- 
penditure must be made. It must appear that it is 


| expended for the benefit of the public, and, there- 


fore, a regular statement was required. 

The peculiar spirit of the American Govern- 
ment requires that this House should exercise the 
right of calling to a strict account all who were 


charged with the expenditure of public money. | 


The gross attack made on the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. Inexrsour] 
warranted this inguiry. It showed that its author 
had neither dignity nor morality in bis character. 
The author of such abuse deserved no respect nor 
consideration from us. Even his own friends 
covid nat object to the proposed call, 

[tis honorable colleagne [Mr. Hitirarp} had 


said that Mr. Webster was respected, honored, ! 


and loved abroad, and that he was the proudest 


boast of every American. Tie should despise him- | 


self as an American, if he could think sn. 


Mr. HILLIARD said he spoke of Mr. Web- 


ster’s public character: and he did know that Mr. | 
ii Webster did occupy in Europe, as a statesman, as | 


high a position in public estimation as any man 
that breathed. 
Mr, YANCEY asked what public acts of Mr. 


Wrebster’s life had made the American name loved |} 


nd respected abroad? Was it his course in the 


contest with the lion power of England? Did that | 


make him loved abroad? Did his votes against 
the supply of provisions and clothing of bare-foot- 
ed and starving American soldiers attach honor to 
his name? Was it that that made England love 


chim? 


Mr. BIGGS here asked if it was in order on this 
resolution to discuss the character of Daniel Web- 
ster? 

Mr. YANCEY asked whether Mr. Webster's 
course on the French question entitled him to re- 


course, be there, before I can vote for it; not that. 


. FLoyp,|] moved a resolution of inauiry‘! 
runy 


spect? When the noble-heartéd Jackson wasendeav- 
oting to enforce France toa fulfilment of heriréatyé 
stipulation, did not Mr. Webater.say inthe Senate 
itat he would not vote a cent even if the British. 
| were battering down the walls of the Capitol? Was 
; it not declared here by the venérable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,} in regard to that 
i godlike man, whose hame was so much honored. 
and loved abroad, that he had but one more step: 
tó take, and that was; to join the enemy. in-batters 
ling down the walls of the Capitol?” “Were these 
i the acts that caused his colleague to say that hig 
i pame ‘was loved, honored, and respected. abroad? 
|-A’s to the Ashburton treaty, he was -content:to: Tet 
that subject sleep; but he: must say that a better 
treaty could have been made; he must say that an 
‘American negotiator, in whom was felt the pulsa- 
‘| tions of an American heart; would have demanded: 
i something like a satisfactory apology for the-mur= 
der of Durfee. f a : 
' But the venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Anas] says that the Secretary of State 
was not responsible, but. the President, for the 
: use of the secret-service money. All the recom- 
mendations for the application of the fund were, 
however, made by the Secretary, and the vouchers 
were by him placed before the President.: Ifthe 
money was improperly expended, it was the fault 
of the Secretary. It-was the duty of this House : 
to present articles of impeachment, and of the Sen- 
ate to try them. How could this House present 
the articles, unless’ they could call for the neces- 
| sary papers? This House had a right to demand: 
| a statement of the manner in which the publie 
| money was expended. The honorable gentleman ` 
i from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ineersor1] had stated 
how the money was expended, and he’stated it.on 
his responsibility, and therefore the subject ought . 
to be examined. genes See 
He protested solemnly against the remark that 
the character of Mr. Webster was loved and hon-, 
ored. His talents were admired, as he would agree. 
Many names went to posterity with opprobrium, 
while the names of honest men were lost in obsecus 
rity. The name of Benedict Arnold would bere» 
membered through all time, while many a gallant 
soldier, who fought barefooted-and bare headed for , 
his country, would ‘be forgotten. He would like 
to know one fact? Was Mr. Webster the pen- 
sioned agent of the Massachusetts manufacturers? 
It had been stated ‘that the sum of $100,000 had 
been paid to him, or settled on his family, for ser - 
vices which he was to render here to the manufac+ 
turing interests. The tariff would, he hoped, soon’ 
come up for discussion here; and he would-ask 
i whether Mr. Webster’s, views ‘on ‘the~ subject 
would be regarded by his brother Senators as the 
views of an independent'and disinterested man? ` 
Mr. McCLERNAND said the subject had been 
sufficiently discussed, and it interrupted the regular: 
| business of the House. He therefore called for the 
previous question. ri 
' Mr. HILLIARD earnestly requested the gentle- - 
man to withdraw it for-a brief explanation, prom- 
ising to renew it; if required. > Enh 
Mr. HILLIARD ’S request having been coniplied 
with, he said, in reply tò his “honorable colleague; 
| for whom he entertained a high ‘respect, that he `.. 
had nothing to’ do. with Mr. Webster's political `; 
errors; and as to the charges: brought against Mr.” 
Webster, he would-believe, until they were proved, 
that they arose from misconéeption. ` If Mr. Web- 
ster’s course was unfortunate as to the war, he 
(Mr. H.) had nothing ‘to do with it. He envied 
the feelings of no one who would turn over the 
pages of filth and vile party defamation to rake u 
i charges against any man. : - 
| What he had to say was, that he had noticed 
| with pride and satisfaction, when in Europe, that 
; the name of Webster was loved, honored, and re- 
| spected. He would meet the full responsibility of 
this declaration, here and elsewhere. Did his col- 
i league seek to identify him on this account with 
Mr. Webster’s political errors, and use it against 
+ him at home? 
|. Mr. YAINCEY said that he was aware that the 
i declaration was uttered in the warmth of ‘feeling. 
i; He had atiributed it only to that cause. z 
li Mr. HILLIARD was, he said, going on-to re 
i 
F 


i mark that among the most eminent persons in Eu- 
‘| rope, no American name next to the namie of Wash- 
li mgton, was held in higher respect: than that: of 


i Daniel Webster. 
4 [Here some hisses were heard.] 
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I repeat, said Mr. H., no effort to put down such fi 
an'expression will succeed. I defy any one to point 
to a single living-American who ‘stands higher in 
Europe than Mr. Webster. I do. not give my own 
opinion only, but I state the fact that, in all the 
glorious constellation-of American names, none is 
brighter in European estimation than. that of Web 
ster... He did not say: this on account of any inti- 
macy or particular friendship with. that gentleman. 
His relations towards him were. not of that char- 
acter, S Sara É 2 : : 

Mr./Webater-had repelled, perhaps, too warmly 
the attacks made upon him; but did he provoke 

„the controversy ? Had he. not occasion to speak 
with ‘severity? and did nót the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania acknowledge that he had 
given him just cause of offence? Who began the 
assault in the Senate? It was not Mr. Webster. 
Had it come to this, that because an assault had | 
been made by one member of a party upon an in- 
dividual, the whole should join in it and ery down 
with him? . Pe f - r 

It seemed to him, that the higher a man rose in 
public estimation, the more vehement were the as- 
Saults made upon him. No man was a warmer 

Whig than himself, (Mr. H.,) but he had charity 
for his political opponents. Gentlemen accustom- 
ed only to the atmosphere of party may not know 
that men are estimated abroad by standards to 
which they do not refer, His desire was that a 
most searching investigation of this matter should 
take place. Jt was due to Mr. Webster, to his 
Priends, and to hig country.“ If Mr. Webster had 
been so unfortunate as to combine all the sections | 
of the party against him, he would yet consider it 
his duty as an American, to rescue his name from 
their reproach. : 

Mr. H. expressed the opinion that a person out 
of office could not be impeached, because the pen- 
alty of misdemeanor was disqualification and re- | 
moval. it could not go beyond it. He must be 
allowed to say, that his diposition prompted him, 
in such a case as:this, to take side with the weaker 
party. He knew not how the honorable gente- 
man from. Pennsylvania obtained the information 
which he said he possessed. Who furnished it 
to him? Itwas in the keeping only of the Admin- 
istration. Did the Administration furnish it for | 
the purpose of striking a blow at a prominent op-+ 
ponent? ; 

As to Mr. Webster being employed by the man- 
ufacturers as a pensioned agent, he knew nothing 
at all about it; he was not responsible for any of 
the acts of that Senator. He had stated the simple 
fact, and it was-true--and every. man who had 
been abroad would admit—that: the greatest name 
of all living Americans in Europe was that of Web- 
ster, Mr. H. now felt bound, he said, to renew 
the motion for the previous question. i 

Mr. YANCEY asked his colleague to withdraw 
it for the purpose of explanation. 
is Mr. DIXON offered ‘the following amendment, 
which Was read: i 

«6 Resolved, further, That, in addition to the in- | 
formation: above called for, the President be re- 

vested to’ furnish to this House an account of 

e expenditure of all- secret-service money since 
the 4th day of. March, 1837, and particularly in | 


the negotiations and proceedings relating in any |, 
4 Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Carroll, Catheart, Angustus Chap- 
| man, Renhen Chapman, Chase, Chipman, sla Neel 


manner to’ the annexation of Texas, by treaty or 
otherwise, and the service for which, and the 
names of the persons to.whom, all said money 
was paid.”’ s 

Some conversation here arose as to a point of 
order. : 

It being understood that Mr. H. had withdrawn 
the motion for the previous question, Mr. BRINK- 
ERHOFF renewed it. ` ae 

Mr. INGERSOLL accepted as a modification of 
the. resolutions the amendment offered by Mr. || 
SEDDON: On R S | 

Afier some conversation, © < t: ; 

.. The question ón: the demand, for. the previous 
question was taken, and there was a second, 

Mr. VINTON called-for the yeas. and nays on 
ordering the main question, which were ordered, 
and, being taken; resulted as follows: ` 

: YEAS Messrs. “John Quincy Adams, Anderson, .At- 

kinson, Bedinger, ‘Benton, Biggs, James Black, James | 


g ; S 3 i 

Black, Bowlin, Boyd; Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brod- |} 
head, Wiliam G: Brown, Cathcart, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 

Cullom,: Cummins, Cunningham,Daniel, Jefferson. Davis, 

Pe Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, -Ells- | 

worth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, fi 

Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, li 


i son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 


| Farn, 


| the resolution, 


| and having assigned his reasons for the motion, 


| ordered) were then taken, and resulted as follows: | 


| Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Ditingbam, Dixon, Dob- 


i Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. 
| John, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, James Thompson, Jacob i 
i 


| Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood- 


Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hongh, George S. Houston, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James H. John- 


Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Li- 
gon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, McCiernand, 
McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Niven, Norris, Parrish, 
Payne, Pettit, Phelps, Price, Reid, Reife, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seamnion, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
James. Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wentworth 
Wheaton; Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and 
Yell—i08. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Bayly, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Burt, William W. Camp- 
bell, Carrol, John G. Chapman, Augustus Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Cranston, . Crozier, Culver, 
Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, | 
Gentry, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, 
Harper, Hilliard, Ysaac E. Holmes, Edmund W. Hubard, | 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Thomas | 
Butler King, Lewis, Long, James McDowell, MeGaughey, 
McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller. Moseley, Owen. Pen- 
dieton, Pollock, Ramsey, Julins Rockwell, Jobn A. Roek- ji 
well, Root, Runk, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, Ale 
hert Smith, Stewart, Benjamin Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Trumbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright, Yancey, and 
Young—7. 


So the House decided that the main question 
should now he put. 

Which main question was first on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Dixon, (given above.) 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted ag 
follows: í 


VEAS—Moesrsa. Abbott, Arnold 
Blanchard, Milton Brown, W. W. shell, Carroll, John i 
G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, n Culver, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edwin J. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Grinnell, Grover, 
Hampton, Harper, Samuel D. Nnbbard, Wndson, Washington 
not, Thos. Butler Kine, Lewis, Long, James MeDowell, 
McGaughey, Mellenry, Mefivaine, Marsh, Binor, Moseley, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Pendleton. Pheips. Pollock, Ram- 
sey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rink, | 
Sehenek, Severance, Trnman Smith, Atbert Smith, Stew- 
art, Thibodenux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, 
Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wright, 
Felt, and Voung—63. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Jobn È, Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 

Bavly, Bedinger, Bell, Renton, Rives, J. Black, T. A. Wack, 
Rowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Broekenbrongh, Brodhead, W. G. 
Brown, Burt, Ausustus Chapman. R. Chapman, Chass, Chip- 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Cranston, Cnttom, Cromins. Conning- 
haw, PDantel, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De | 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromeaole Fils Eraman, | 
Poster, Pries, Garvin, 
Graham, Grider, Haralson, T H Ten Roy 
Holmes, Hopkins, Geo. S. Honston, Edmund W. Rubard, i 
Hungerford, James R. Hunt, Banter, Chartes J. Ingersotl, | 
Joseph R. Ingersoll. James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, | 
Andrew Johnson, Gaorge W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Law- 
renee, Leake, Ta Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Mock. MeClean, | 
MeCtelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph &. McDowell, 
MeKay, John P. Martin, Barklew Martin, Morris, Morse, 
Niven, Payne, Pettit. Price, Rathbua, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roherts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, Leonard H, 
Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John. Strony, Svkes, James Thompson, 
Incob Thompson, Thurman, Tibhatis, Trodway, Went- 
worth, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, and Yan- 
eoy—112. 

So the amendment was refeeled. 

The question then reenrred on the adoption of 


Ashmun, Barringer, 


4 


Mr. HUDSON asked to be exensed from voting, 


withdrew it. , 
The veas and nays (which had heretofore been 


YEAS.—-Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bedin- 
ger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 


Cocke, Crozier, Cullom, Caminins, Cunningham, Daniel, | 
bin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Etsworth, Erdman, Faran, Fick- 
lin, Foot, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gardon, 
Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, 
Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Hous- 
ton, Edmund W. Hutbard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Law- | 
rence, Leake, La Sere, Lewis, Ligon, Long. Tarmpkin, 
Maclay, McClean, MeCiclland. MeClernand, MeConnell, | 
Joseph J. MeDowell, James McDowell. MeGanghey, Me- | 
Kay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Niven, Nor- 
ris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Root, Runk, | 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sime, | 


Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Trnmbo, Vinton, 


ward, Yancey, Yell, and Young—138, 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Bayly, 
James A. Black, Blanchard, Brockenbrough, Burt, Wiliam 
W. Campbell, Cranston, Garrett Davis, Dockery, Edwin 
H. Ewing, Grider, Grinnell, Isaac FE. Holmes, Hudson, 
Gunter, Thomas B. King, McHenry, Miller, Moseley, Julius 
Rockwell, Schenck, Severance; Simpson, Truman Smith, 
and ‘Tilden—28. 


i 


l to be furnished 


i ber 


So the resolution was adopted in the following 
form, to-wit: ; 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be re~ 
quested te- cause té-be furnished to this House an account 
of all payments made on President’s certificates from’ the 
fund appropriated by Jaw through the agency of the State De- 
partment, for the contingent expenses of foreign intercourse 
since the 4th day of ‘March, 184}, until the retirement of 
Daniel Wehster, Esq., from: the Department of State, with, 
copies of all. entries, receipts, letters, vouchers, memoran- 
dums, or other evidence. of such payments, to whom-paid, 
for what, and particularly al} concerning the northeastern 
boundary dispute with Great Britain; also, copies -of what- 
ever communications wére made from the Secretary of State 
during the last session of the 27th Congress, particularly Feb- 
ruary, 1843, ta Mr. Cushing and to Mr.-Adatassmembers of 
the committee of this House on Foreign Affairs, of thewish 
of the President of the United States to institate:a special 
mission to Great Britain; also, copies of all letters on the 
books of the Department of State, to any officer of the Uni- 
ted States, or any person in New York, concerning Alexander 
McLeod: Provided, That no document of matter is requested 
he foregoing resolution which, in the 
opinion of the President, would improperly involve the citi- 
zen or subjeet of any foreign Pov 

“ Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee. of this 
House on Forcign Atiairs submit to this House the journal 
or minutes of that committee during the last session of the 
Qith Congress.” 


DEAF AND DUMB. 


Mr. McCLERNAND called for the considera- 
tion of the motion he made yesterday, and pend- 
ing at the adjournment, to suspend the rules pre- 
scribing the order of business, to enable him. to 
propose the following resolution: i 

Resolved, That the use of the Hall of Repre- 
sentatives be granted to the deputation from the 
New York Institution for the instruction of the 
Deaf and Dumb, now in this city, upon the ad- 
journment of the House on Friday, the 10th in- 
stant, for the purpose of enabling them to exhibit 


| the proficiency attained in that interesting and be- 


nevolent branch of education. 
The rules were suspended. 
The resolution was introduced; and, being read, 
it was agreed to without opposition. 
MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 


Mr. HARALSON moved the usual resolution, 
that all debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the bill to raise an addition- 


ial reriment of mounted riflemen, and for the con- 


struction of military posts for the protection of 
emigrants to Oregon, shall cease in one hour after 
the said bill shall be again taken up in commit- 
tee. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to amend the 
resolution by striking out + one hour"? and. insert- 
ing “ two hours.’ Negatived.: > Spee 

The resolution was then agreed to, under the 
operation of the previous question. , 

And-so debate on the bill will cease in one hour 
after it shall be again taken up in Committee of the 
Whole. s : 7 


THE McLEOD CASE. 


Mr. BAYLY moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the President of the United States 
quested to transmit to the House of Represent- 
atives, if not inconsistent with the public interest, 
copies of the correspondence, in the year 1841, be- 
tween the President of the United States and the 
Governor of New York, relative to the appearance 
of Joshua A. Spencer, Esq., DistrictA: ttomey of 
the United States for the western district of New 
York, in the courts of the State of New York, as 
counsel for. Alexander McLeod. i 


Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the resolution 


i| hy adding thereto the following additional resolu- 


tion: . 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed 
to inform this House whether any person has been. 


- permitted to violate the secrecy of the Department 


of State by examination of the coufidential and pri- 
vate papers or documents which are’ placed in his 
keeping, and if so, when said violation took place, 
and by whom it was committed; or whether he has 
communicated to any person any parts of the con- 
tents of such papers or documents which are thus 
confidentially in his keeping, and if so, to whom 
and when said communication was made. 

The CHAIR (Mr. Hopxiys officiating) ruled 
the-amendment out of order, as not being of a.kin- 
dred subject. with the original proposition. 

Mr. ASHMUN appealed. i 
- An adjournment was here moved by Mr. HAM- 
LIN, which prevailed. 

And the House adjourned accordingly. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, April 10, 1846. 

Mr. DIX presented a remonstrance from citizens 
of Courtland county, New York, against the re- 
newal of a patent heretofore granted to Jethro 
Wood; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON presented a memorial of 
representatives of the Society of Friends of the 
States of New York, Vermont, and Michigan, re- | 
monstrating against the adoption of any measures 
in relation to the Oregon question which shall re- 
sult in war. 

Mr. WEBSTER. presented the petition of Ziba 
Baker, a revolutionary soldier, asking a pension; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ey 
Mr. BENTON presented a petition of the pub- | 
lishers of American reprints of foreign periodical ; 
works, praying that the duty on foreign periodi- | 
cals, when in course of publication in the United | 
States, may not be increased; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. B. also presented the petition of citizens of 
St. T.ouis, Missouri, praying the extension of the 
laws of the United States over the Oregon territory, 
to the latitude of 54° 40’; which was laid on the | 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of the Cham- } 
ber of Commerce, remonstrating against the repeal ! 
of the “Act in relation to pilots,” approved March 
2, 1837; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a memorial of Wil- 
lis J. Spann, and others, citizens of Marion coun- 
ty, Florida, representing that great injury would 
be done them by the passage of the bill now before 
the Senate for the relief of Arredondo’s heirs, and 
remonstrating against its passage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BREESE moved that the Senate take up | 
the “ bill for the relief of Joseph Chaires, executor | 
of Benjamin Chaires, deceased, Gad Humphreys, 
and Pedro Miranda, claiming to be the assignees 
of Jose de la Maya Arredondo, of the State of 
Florida,’’ in order to recommit the said bill to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary; which motion being 
peroed to, the biH was taken up and so recommit- 
ted. 


Mr. DIX presented additional documents in re- 
lation to the claim of Sally Rockwood; which | 
were laid on the table and ordered to be printed, 
together with the other papers in relation to the 
same case. | 


Í 
į 


| 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be furnished to the Senate 
an account of all payments made on President’s 
certificates from the fund appropriated by law for 
the contingent expenses of foreign intercourse since 
the 4th of March, 1825, to this time, with the copies 


of all entries, vouchers, memorandums, or other || 


evidence of such payments, to whom paid, and 
for what; including the sum of thirty thousand dol- į 
lars “for contingent expenses of all the missions 
abroad,” now proposed to be provided for by the | 
bill now before the Senate, entitled ** An act to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for cer- 
tain objects made for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, 1846;’? but no docu- 
ment or matter is requested by this resolution to 
be furnished, which, in the opinion of the Presi- | 
dent, would improperly involve the citizen or sub- 
ject of any foreign Power. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be request- 
ed to inform the Senate whether any claims for 
French spoliations before 1800, were presented for 
allowance before the commissioners, sitting under 
the treaty with France of 1831; and if so, whether 
it appears from the report of the said commission- 
ers that any such claims were allowed. 


Mr. WEBSTER. submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
be requested to communicate to the Senate, if not 
incompatible with the public interest, al] corre- 
Spondence between the Govstiuteat of the United 
States and that of. Great Britain in the years of 


i 
4 
i 


1840, 184], 1842, and 1843, respecting the right or | 


practice of visitin 
in time of peace. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the House bill for 
the relief of Charles Benns, reported the same with- 
| oul amendment; the report was ordered to be 
| printed. 5 : : 
‘Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary, reported a hill conferring upon the commis- 
sioners appointed under the ‘Act forthe more con- 


g, or searching, merchant vessels 


depending in the courts of the United States, ap- 
proved February 20, 1812,” the power of inqui- 
ring into, and binding over, for- certain offences 
against the United States; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. BERRIEN, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, asked and obtained leave to introduce | 
a bill for the relief of Abraham B. Fanning; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the resolution 
submitted by him yesterday, authorizing the Sec- | 
retary of the Senate to contract with C. Preuss, the 
assistant of Captain Fremont in his expedition to 
the Rocky Mountains, Oregon, and North Califor- 
nia, for compiling a topographical map of the 
travelling route from the mouth of the Kansas, on | 
the frontier of Missouri, to the main Columbia i 
river, where the emigrants usually embark on the 
river, was taken up, considered, and agreed to. 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD moved that the prior orders 
of the day be postponed, and that the Senate re- 
sume the consideration of the special order; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT announced the special order, 
being, &e . 
Mr. FAIRFIELD (Mr. Bacsy yielding the 
floor) said he had hoped that he should never 
again be called upon to participate in any way, or 
to any extent, in a discussion upon the North- 
eastern boundary question. To him it had lost | 
all its: freshness and interest. It was was an old 
matter, in which many wrongs had been done— 
many mistakes committed—many injuries suffered 
—and many things and events occurred which he 
had been disposed to let pass to the grave of 
oblivion. For one, although dissatisfied with the 
treaty of 1842, which dissatisfaction was not only 
freely, but ‘officially expressed at the time, he 
had not been in the habit of alluding to it in 
a spirit of querulousness, ot for the purpose of 
censuring those who participated in its accom- 
plishment. He had always been disposed to re- 
gard it as an unavoidable event—a sort of dispen- 
sation, to which quiet submission was hetter than 
unavailing regret and complaint. But he did not 
by any means intend to complain of those who 
thought otherwise. If it was regarded by some as 
a subject fraught with instruction—as one of the 
great lessons which the past presents for the bene- | 

fit of the present and the future, they were not to 
he censured for referring to it, and deriving from 
it. all the light and instruction it could afford. For 
himself, however, he recurred to it with reluctance. 
Nor would he have said one word upon the sub- | 
ject now, but for the very strong expression of the | 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Wenster,| that ‘ not fifty candid, intelligent men 
in Maine could he found, who ever did, or who 
now, complain of this treaty.” This, to be sure, | 
is a matter of opinion, and can never be demon- | 
strated. But he could not feel justified in seeming 
to acquiesce in the correctness of this opinion by 
his.silence; and he rose principally to this single 
point, though he should probably allude to others. į 
For himself, he had no private griefs to be assua- 
ged, nor private injuries to be redressed. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts, not only 
in this debate, but upon all previous occasions, had 
treated him with all that respect, and kindness 
even, which he had any right to expect. In what 
he had to say, therefore, he was only actuated by 
a sense of justice to his constituents, and a proper 
regard for the correctness of history. The honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts was understood 
to say that Maine was perfectly satisfied with the 
treaty of Washington, and that, in his opinion; not 
fifty candid, intelligent men in that State, could be 
found who complained of it. Now, though there 
is no way, as he had said before, of demonstrating 


t 
( 


} 
t 


venient taking of affidavits and bail in civil cases | 


this question, he could not forbear expressing his ii 


own opinion that a large proportion 
of Maine were disappointed, and grieved, 
Satisfied, with the settlement of this question upa 
the terms of that treaty. It is trae that the com: 
plaints were not embodied: in any tangible form, 
and now to be found in public: ‘documents, but 
they nevertheless existed. Maine had bound he 
isélf by the appointment’ of commissioners, 

could do nothing to correét their error, if error. 
they had committed. Their decision was conclu: 
sive and binding; and complaint, therefore; could 
only cast censure upan: the commissioners, whe 
were believed to have acted honestly and cons 
entiously, without, in the-slightest degree, resto- 

ring the State to her rights, or correcting the wrongs 

of the treaty. Hence the people of Maine sub- 

mitted to the treaty as a matter of-necessity. They- 


i 


H acquiesced in it, but were never satisfied: with it: 


They yiclded to it without approving it,- And, 
though it may be true that, under the prospect: of 
an arbitration, many would have preferred adopt- 
ing the treaty adjustment to.leaving the question 
still open and unsettled; yet he was confident, 


i| could they have foreseen the result, they would 


never have consented to the appointment of com- 
missioners. Such certainty were his own views 
in relation to it. He had taken some. pains at the 
time, and subsequently, to ascertain the precise 
state of public sentiment upon the subject, and he 
sincerely believed that the special message of the 
Governor to the Legislature, at their extra session 
in May, 1842, and the annual message to the Les 
gislature in January, 1843, truly reflected public 
opinion in the State. And if the Senate would ` 
pardon him for thé apparent egotism, he would 
read a few passages from each, as ‘lustrative of the 
views which were then taken.. The Senator fron 
Massachusetts has recited’ the circumstances, cor- 
rectly in regard to his communication to the Goy- 
ernments of Maine and Massachusetts, and his 
invitation to them to co-operate in the proposed - 
amicable adjustment of the boundary question. 
Under all the circumstances, he, (Mr. F',) then 
acting m another capacity, would not have felt juss 
tified in refusing to assemble the Legislature, and 
thus permit the people, through that Legislature; to 
decide for themselves upon the grave and important 
question submitted by the General Government, 
and indirectly by England herself.”:He-did not 
hesitate, therefore, to call the Legislature together; 
and upon, their assembling, to advise them to ac-.. 
cede to the request of the General Goverhment. 
His views, however, would more distinctly ap- 
pear by reading a few passages from the ‘messagé 
| to the Legislature upon that occasion. After :a 
recital of the material parts of the communitation 
of the Secretary of State; [Mr. Webster,] and a 
reference to the accompanying. circumstances; it 
says: ne os eee fe see cae 

“ When we regard the clearnéss of our title tò the 1értito~ 
ty in controversy—the frivolous. and unfounded pretensions 
of the British claim—the long and vexatious delay that’ has 
been designedly effected—the frequent*invasion and ocet- 
pation of our territory—the devastation of our forests—thé 
arrest and imprisonment: of our. citizehs-there- is danger 
that an honest. indignation: may lead us.to-overléok many 
important considerations ‘necessary to:a, d sound 
decision. hE ` ee à DREN 

“It is due therefore to the subject that we view itino 
lights. One alternative now conteniplated, it seems; by the’ 
General Government, is a-submissign of the question to an. 
other arbitration., Against this, Maine has. ever remons 
ted, and I believe will continue to remonstrate” We - 
not perceive the difference, so far as authority is concerned; 
between doing a thing directly and indirecty.. If the Gen~ 
eral Government has no power to cede directly any portion 
of the territory of this. State, neither has it the power to ac- 
complish the same thing through the forms of an arbitration. 
But, right or wrong in our position—successful or otherwise 
as we may be hereafter in maintaining it—we see, as a mat- 
ter of fact, that the. General Government is determined to 
attempt the exercise of such a power, and thus once more 
jeopard our territory, unless some other mode of adjustment 
be agreed upon. ` That this should be seriously considered, 
in coming to a decision, is obvious. 

“Whatever may be the claim, however, of the General 


e 
existing controversy, and invites her co-operation in é 
ing that ohject. 

“The British Government is also now prepared to pro- 
pose, for so Iam disposed to regard the matter, what may 
be thought to be ‘a just and equitable equivalent,’ for a 
portion of that which she has heretofore claimed as her awn. 
If this is not going as far 


frect- 


quarter. 


“ If anything less than this is intended; Tam pe ude 


1846, 


qaishi a part to obtain an undisputed 
ut, 


for a portion of. this territory, as F am_at present disposed to 
believe, I do not see why this vexed question may not thus 
be put forever at rest. And it is difficult to perceive, how 
Paine; in thus consulting her interest, would compromit her 
“Entertaining these views, I am free to say that I think 
favorably of the appointment of comnrissioners by the Le- 
gislature, with such powers ag a just view of the case would 
seem to require; and not wishing to avoid my share of re- 
~Sponsibility, I cheerfully recommend that course. 
-It may be that I have formed a too favorable opinion of 
“the present disposition of the British Government, and that 
‘a totally unreasonable, and, of course, unacceptable propo- 
Sition will be made to us. Whatthen? Would it neces- 
sarily follow that we had erred in appointing commission- 


ers, and placing ourselves in an attitude. to Jearn what that | 


“proposition would be? We shall, to be sure, have incurred 
the expense of an. extra session of the Legislature; but we 
shall have shown to our sister States, and the world, that 
_ having a Just cause, we were disposed to adopt a liheral and 
fair course in conducting it; and that, though strenuous and 
ardent in the maintenance of our rights, we were not obsti- 
nately bent on a course tending to increase irritation, or 
bring about hostilities between the two countries. Letwhat 
would. be the result, Maine would stand, as she has hercto- 
fore stood, blameless,” 5, 

_ In this extract, (said Mr. F.) his “views, at the 
time were fully expressed; that is to say, under- 
standing that the British Minister was fully au- 
thorized to settle all questions in dispute between 
„the two countries, and in regard to the Maine 
boundary in’ particular, was authorized anil dis- 
posed to cede to Maine a portion of English terri- 
„tory in exchange for what England wanted of the 
territory of Maine, he was disposed to give the 
parties an opportunity to make such an adjust- 
ment. He (Mr. T.) was never in favor of taking 


money, of any amount, for the territory or juris- | 


diction of Maine, nor would the people of Maine 
ever have consented to it had the question been 
first submitted to them. But there was a strip of 
land extending from the junction of the American 
line with the river St. John, extending down to 
Eel rivér, say. about seventy miles in length, which 
was,much wanted by Maine, as well as the free 
navigation of the St. John; and for.these she was 
‘always ready to render a fair equivalent in land 
north of the St. John. The feasibility, and almost 
certainty. that.such an arrangement could be effect- 
ed, being pressed upon the Governor.and members 
of the Legislature, by many persons, apparently 
Speaking ex cathedra, could not fail to have a great 
influence... They: had great influence, and Maine 
yielded : But, for one, he was free to say, that 
- had’such à proposition, as that contained in the 
treaty, been submitted to. him. by the General Gov- 


ernment in the first instance, the Legislature would | 


never have been assembled by any actof his, Nor 
(he repeated) did he believe the Tepislatore or the 
people, upon such a proposition; would ever have 
consented to the appointment of commissioners, 
His own. views, and he believed the views of the 
great body of the people of Maine, were expressed 
in the Annual: Message. of the Governor to the 
Legislature, January, 1843. 

f the Senate would pardon him he would read 

a brief extract: : 
«“ The indirect overtures of the British Government for an 
amicable adjustment, of the boundary question, it is well 
_ known, were met on the part of this State in a spirit of mag- 


nanimous forgetfulness of the past, and with a generous 
regard -to the supposed interests and wishes-of her sister 


‘States: Earnestly entreated by the General Government, and ! 


pressed'as she was by. circumstances, she could not hesitate 
to place herself in a position admitting of an amicable and 
honorable settlement of the question, confidently trusting 
that the Government of the Union, in some: ofits depart- 
ments at least, would. secure her. from: sacrifice. . For this 
_step she has no-cause of self-reproach. It was taken under 
circumstances: that would fully justify its repetition. How 
“this generosity and confidence on her part has heen reward- 


ed, is seen in the result. 'But I forbear to dilate upon the | 


subject, especially as.it would be unavailing. “If in this 
-Maine.‘ has not:been treated as she has endeavored to.de- 
serve,’ itis far from. being the first instance. AN her inju- 
ries; however, cannot shake her sensé of duty. As a mem- 
-Der of the Union, she will continuc to be’what she bas ever 


been—faithful and true; and if she could be satisfied that the | 
sacrifice was necessary for the good of the country, she could ` 


- "in that find ample consolation. To insolent and unfounded 


These extracts, as he had before said, in his 
opinion, fairly represented public sentiment in 
Maine. Andif he was right, in this particular, 
the Senator from Massachusetts was deeply in er- 
ror, when he said that not fifty candid and intelli- 


-gent persons could be found who were dissatisfied 


with this treaty—unless he should say, which he 


(Mr. F.) knew he would not, that the great body 


of the people of Maine were not candid and intel- 
ligent. But there was another point to which he 
wished to say a word, and that was in regard to 


the equivalents received by Maine for her sacrificed §: 


territory. _Ttappeared to him that they were great- 
ly over-estimated by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 


expenses of the military and civil posse forces, call- 
ed out upon the occasion of the “ Aroostook war.” 
These expenses were incurred in defending the 
country from invasion, and upon every principle of 
constitutional obligation, should have been paid by 
the United States, whether the question had been 
settled by treaty or not. It would seem, therefore, 
to be hardly fair, although these expenses were pro- 
vided for in the treaty, to regard them as a part of 
the consideration received by Maine for the lands 
surrendered to the British Government. The pay- 
ment of a just debt by the General Government to 
Maine, could not constitute an obligation on her 
part to surrender any portion of her property either 
to. the English Government or to that of the United 
States, Again: it is respectfully submitted, wheth- 
er the advantages resulting from what is called the 
free navigation of the river St. John are not greatly 
exaggerated. It is admitted that there are many 
timber lands lying upon the St. Join. and the 
streams emptying into it, whose value would be 
greatly enhanced by the privilege of having their 
products transported down and from the river free 
of tax or duty. 


had shown how the design of the treaty of Wash- | 
ington had been frustrated, and the privilege ren- ; 


dered of no value. That this privilece—the free 
navigation of the St, John, the right to transport 
American lumber and produce through it to the 


sea, free of any and all tax or duty, and that priv- | 


ilege only—was regarded as of any value, will ap- 


pear by reference to the correspondence which | 


immediately preceded the treaty, between the Brit- 
ish Minister and the Secretary of State, (Mr. Web- 
ster,} and between the latter and the Maine Com- 
missioners. Inthe second letter of Lord Ashburton 
to Mr. Webster, he says: 

«J would engage that on the final settlement of these dif- 
ferencos, a tuber and produce of the forest of the tribu- 
tary waters of the St. John, shall be received freely without 
duty, and dealt with in every respect like the same articles 
of New Brunswiek.”* 


Mr. Webster, in his rep! 
8, 1842, says: 

s It must not be denied that, to secure this privilege, and 
to have a right to enjoy it, free from tar, or toll, or other lia- 
bility, or inability, is an object of considerable importance to 
the people of Maine.” 


Lord Ashburton, in his next letter, dated July 
11, 1842, in alluding to this matter, says: 
tis considered by my Government as a very important 
concession, Tam snre it must be considered by all perso 
in Maine, connected with the lumber trade, as not only val- 
uable but indispensable; and fam compelled to add. that I 
am empowered to allow this privilege only in the event of 
a settlement of the boundary on satisfactory terms. It is 
aid,in the memorandum of the Maine commissioners, that 


y, under date of July 


| this conceded navigntion will be as useful to the town of St. 


Joln’s as to the lumberers of Maine; but it will not escape 
you that, even if this be so, itis a concession necessary to 
give any value whatever to so bulky an article as Jamber, 
which, being not otherwise disposable, would hear any re 
sonable toll, which the provincial authorities of New Brun 
wick might think it expedient to levy upon it. - Farther, it 
should not be forgotten that the timber, once at the mouth of 
the St. John, will have the privilege of reaching thie British 


as well as other markets; and, lastly, that it is a very differ. |! 
ent thing to hold a privilege of this important description by ; 
right, or by mere sufferance, to be granted or withheld at i 


pleasure.” 

Mr. Webster, in communicating this proposition 
to the Maine commissioners, says: 

* If this line should be agreed to, on the part of the United 
States, I suppose that the British Minister would, as an 
equivalent, stipulate, first, for the use of the river St. John 
for the conveyance of the timber growing on any of its 


! branches to tide-water free from all discriminating tolls, im- 
| positions, or disabilities of any kind, the timber enjoying all 


the privileges of British colonial timber. AH opinions con- 
eur that this privilege of navigation must greatly enhance 
the value-of the territory, and the timber growing thereon, 
and proye exceedingly useful to the people of Maine.” 


For instance, he would refer to the amount | 
| paid by the General Government to Maine, for the 


lt may be recollected, however, i 
that upon a former day and another occasion, he | 
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The Maine commissioners, in their reply to the 
; proposition of the Secretary of State, say: 
i “If, upon mature consideration, the Senate of the United 


F 
i 


i} States shall advise and consent tothe ratification of a treaty, 


{| corresponding in its.terms with your proposal, and with the 

‘| conditions in our memorandum, accompanying this note, 

li (marked A,) and identified by our signatures, they by virtue 

| of the power vested in them by the resolves of the Legisla- 

i ture of Maine, give the assent of that State to such conven- 

| tional line, with the terms, conditions, and equivalents, 
herein mentioned.” A i 


| The memorandum marked A 
| lowing: 


j X "i 
1} 3d, That the right of free navigation of the St. John, as 
ii set forth in the pronasition of Mr. Webster, on the part of 


k contained the fol- 


+, the United States, shall extend to, and include the products 
i of, the soil in the same manner as the products of the forest, 
and that no toll, tua, or duty be lenied upon timler, coming 
H from the territory of Maine?” 

"Then follows the 3d article of the treaty, which 
says that i Ves 

| AN the prodnee of the forest, in logs, lumber, timber,” 
i, &e., grown in any of those parts of the State of -Maine 
i: watered by the river St. John, or by its tributaries,’ ‘shall 
|; have free access into, and through the said river and its 
|i tributaries, having their source within the State of Maine, 
i, to and from the seaport at the mouth of the St. John, and to 
l and around the falls of the said river, cither by boats, rafts. 

|| or other conveyance; that when within the province of 
i} New Brunwick, the said produce shall be dealt with, as if 
f it were the produce of the said province; that in like man- 
ii ner, the inhabitants of the territory of the upper St. John, 
i; determined by this treaty to belong to her. Britannic Majes- 
i ty, shall have free aceess to, and throngh the river for their 
i! produco, in those parts where the said river runs wholly 
‘| through the State of Maine.’ 

Here, then, under this article of the treaty, ac- 
companied by the correspondence and qualified as- 
sent of the Maine commissioners, rests the right of 
i that State to what she bought, and dearly paid for, 
i the free navigation of the St. John. Is it sufficient 
ii for the purpose, or is it not? If it be, then the 
|! course of the British Government in imposing a tax 
‘ion the timber cut from the forests of Maine, and 
|i passed down the St. Jobn, is in violation of the 
y treaty, and this Government should insist on an 
immediate repeal of the law, and a full and ample 
i: remuneration to the citizens of Maine, from whom 

these illegal exactions have heen made. If the trea~ 
ty is not sufficient for (he purpose, then the citizens 
‘ of Maine must lament, that an unfortunate form of 
! expression has deprived them of advantages which 
li they had supposed fully secured to them; and, in- 


ii 
H 
Hi 


i 
l} 


i 
t 
| 
| 
l 
i 


i deed, which seems to have been the supposition 
i also of the Maine commissioners, and: the Secreta- 
| ry of State. The language of the correspondence, 
l-is, that the lumber, &c., referred to.in:the treaty, 
| shall be subject to no ‘roll, tax, or duty,” ‘or other 
| liability or inability.”’. The language of the treaty 
| is in conformity with that of the correspondence, as 
| construed by Maine. Hence it would seem that 
| thetax is in violation of the treaty, and should: be 
| repealed and atoned for.: But by a communication 
| from Lord Aberdeen to Mr. Everett, Minister of 
l the United States at London, under date of Decem- 
i| ber 9, 1844, it would seem that the British Gov- 
i| ernment seek a justification for this act in these 
l| words of the treaty—to wit: that. the lumber, pro- 
ii duce, &c., of Maine, “shall, when within the pro- 
i, vince of New Brunswick, be dealt with: as:3f-it 
il were the produce of the said province:”.'These 
|| words, it is contended, justify a tax or toll onlum- 
| ber, &e., on passing down the river, if it be genet- 
ial, and apply to the lumber of the province, as well 
las to the lumber of Maine. The lumbermen of 
i Maine reply to this, and with great force, that these 
li words were not intended to restrict and limit the 
|i right previously given of free exemption from toll, 
|) ax, or duty, but were intended, on the contrary, 
ii to enlarge and extend the privileges attached:to the 
i} Maine lumber; that is to say, it was not only to 
l pass down and out of the river without being: sub- 
jected to a tax or duty, but there should be no in- 
vidious or unjust discrimination made in the police 
i and other regulations between the Maine lumber 
and the lumber of the province, when it reached 
the port of exportation at the mouth of the river, 
' But, even if the British Government should be 
H right in its construction of this article of the treaty, 
|i there are other grounds for showing a clear. and 
; palpable violation of it. It is contended. by. the 
|| British Government that a tax or toll may be im- 
|| posed, provided it bear alike upon American and 
Ni province lumber. Suppose it were so—grant the 
Ji correctness of the position to its full extent—and 
|, still the provincial statute will be found to bea 
direct and palpable violation of the treaty. The 


i 
j 
$ 
t 


j 
ii 


|i 
| first section, in which a tax or duty is Imposed 
‘alike on all lumber, &c. shipped from the province 
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of New Brunswick, contains the following proviso, 
to wit: $ 


“ < Provided always, and be it further cnacted, That the duty : 


imposed by this section shail ‘not be payable upon the ex 
portation of any timber, &c., ‘which shall have bean cut 
upon crown lands under a 
ernor or administrator of 
before this act shul? come into operation, nor upon any timber, 


&e., cut upon granted lands within this province, and actu- | 


ally carried to the port of shipment before this act shall come 


into-operation, and the duties hereby inposed shall be remit? | 


ted as hereinafter provided.’ 77 

This act, which was passed March 25, 1844, was 
not to go into operation until the Ist day of May 
next following. Inasmuch, therefore, as all the 
timber cut for the year was cut on both sides of 


the line before the Ist of May, it will be perceived |! 
f those operating upon the | 


that ail the lumber o 
British side of the line was exempt from taxation 
for the year 1844, wh 


the American side of the line was made subject to 


a tax of twenly cents per thousand superficial feet. | 


But this is not all. Even if there had been no 
such discrimination between American and Vritish 
timber, in the form alluded to, there is a diserimi- 
nation in another form, equally in violation of the 
treaty, and far more odious, because it seems to be 
the offspring of trick and contrivance. It consists 
in an effectual refunding the tax or duty to the pro- 
vincial lamberman, by charging him ‘nothing for 
‘“stumpage,’? or the privilege of cutting timber 
upon the crown lands. The timber in the forest 
is given to him upon his paying a tax or toll when 
the timber arrives at the mouth of the river, there- 
by enabling the provincial Goverament to preserve 


is practised. There is, to be sure, no express prot 


vision in this act for refunding the duty, except as || 


before stated; but it is done under other, though 
less public authority. Lord Aberdeen, in replyin 


to Mr. Everett’s complaints for this cause, not | 
only does not deny it, but admits and justifies it. | 


Moreover, it is evident enough in the preamble to 
the report, which ruas thus: 

“« Whereas, in consequence of the alteration of protective 
duties upon colonial timber, and other circuunstances affect- 
iag its value, it is thought reasonable and just to reduce 
the rates of tonnage duty (or ¢stumpage’) in timber and tum- 
ber cut upon the crown lands, and to adopt.a less difficult 
and expensive mode for its collection,” &e., &e. 

Here the purpose is directly avowed to collect 
the “stumpage’’ in the form of a duty on expor- 
tation; and whatever pretence may be set up rela- 
ting to an alteration of the protective dutics, the 
design is too plain and palpable to be mistaken by 


any one; itis to evade a plain treaty obligation, | 


and replenish the provincial treasury by illegal and 
unjust exactions from the lumbermen of Maine. 
if he (Mr. F.) had taken a correct view of this 
subject, it presents a case calling loudly for re- 


dress, and he hoped that the powerful talents and | 


influence of the Senator from Massachusetts would 
be exerted to obtain it. Especially, as the treaty 
negotiated by him, and construed, as it seems to 
have been by the British Government, has not only 
been of no advantage or benefit to Maine, but, on 
the contrary, a positive injury. For, prior to this 
treaty, no toll or duty whatever was exacted. 
Since the treaty, a duty is imposed which goes far 
to swallow up the hard-earned profits of the poor 
lumbermen, But there was one other occurrence 
to which he felt bound to allude, which had done 


much to strengthen and confirm the dissatisfaction | 


of the people of Maine with the treaty of Wash- 
ington. He referred to the debate which occurred 
in the British Parliament, in March, 1843, upon 
the subject of this treaty, in which disclosures were 
made that stamped the course of the British Gov- 
ernment with the deepest colors of fraud. This is 


strong language, but no stronger, he believed, than | 


the transaction fully justified. The Senate would 
ermit him to read from Hansard’s Parliamentary 
ebates, volume 5, page 1248, a part of the speech 
of Sir Robert Peel in reply to Lord Palmerston. 


The latter gentleman had assailed the treaty of | 
Washington for yielding so much to the American E 


claim, and insisting, that, by an arbitration England 
would have obtained a much larger portion of the 


disputed territory than she did under the treaty. |: 


Lord Palmerston also alluded to the map, said to 
have been discovered by Mr. 
which the line was laid down agreeably to the Eng- 
lish claim, and alleged to have been done by Dr. 
Franklin.” Sir Robert replies that this is of no 
force, inasmuch as there is no evidence whatever 


‘nse from the Lieutenant-Gov- | 
Government for the time being, | 


ile all the lumber cut from || 


i| connecting it with Dr. Franklin, and then goes on 
i to say: : i 

_ “But there is stif another map. - Here—in-this ‘country— 
in the library of the late King, was deposited a map, by 
Mitchell, of the date of 1783. That map was in the posses- 
ion of the Iate King, and if was also in possession of the 
| noble‘lord, but he did not communicate its contents to Mr. 
il Webster. It is marked by a broad red line, and on that line 
is written, ‘boundary as described by our negotiator, Mr. Os- 


That map wes on an extended seale. Tt was in possession 
| of the fate King, who was particularly curious in respect 
to geographical inguiries. On that map, T repeat, is placed 
| the boundary line—that claimed by the United States—and 
on four different places on that line, “boundary as described 
i by Oswald? Now, Udo not say that that was the boundary 
i ultimately setted by the negotiators; but nothing can be 
more fallacions than founding a elaim upon contemporary 
"ou ean also prove that they were adopted by 
and when the noble lord it for granted 
ted to arbitration, we should have been 
3, I cannot help thinking 
have been open to much discussion. In- 
eve thet the clvim of Greet Britain was well 


} Maps, unle 
the negotiate 
that, if we had r 
ii suecessful m obte 
j| the matter would 
1 deed, Ido notk 


| fore the world, is there any language too strong in 
‘| which to characterize the couse of the British Gov- 
j 


ernment? 
i course of the controversy in regard to the north- 
il eastern houndary, prior to the negotiations of the 
treaty of 1842. there was in the possession of the 
King, and in the Ryritish archives, a map—Mitch- 


i used by the negotiators of the treaty of 1783, on 


is Aes i a ilish commissioner who negotiated the provisional | 
the forms of equality in the imposition of taxes, || articles of this treaty, November, 1782,) in exact | 


while, in fact, the grossest partiality and injustice | 


accordance with the claims of the United States. 
It has always heen known, therefore, to the Brit- 
ish Government, that their claim was. an unjust 


‘and prosecuted even to the very verge of war. If 
it be regarded as too strong an inference from the 
possession of this map, that the British tide was 


! declaration of Sir Robert Peel, in the same speech, 
that he ‘did not believe the claim of England to be well 
founded.” Now, sir, transfer this transaction to 
| private life, and how would it be regarded? What 


i through the forms of Jaw or otherwise, to obtain 
the possession and property in his neighbor’s farm, 
when he had full and ample evidence in his pocket 
that the right and title to the farm was fully in his 
neighbor, and notin himself? Is there one code 
:! of morals for individuals and another for nations? 
On the contrary, does not the same immutable 
i; principles of right, of truth, of justice, apply to 


i both; and fraud and deception. deserve as strong 


But this transaction contracts a deeper dye when 
we trace ita step farther. It appears by the dec- 
laration of Sir Robert Peel, that at the very time 
| Lord Ashburton was in this country, and negotia- 
ting the treaty of Washington, he had in his pos- 


i 
i 
i 
|i other? 
f 
| 


‘he permits himself to say, in a letter to the Secre- 
| tary of State, of June 13, 1842: 


{| We believe the position maintained by us on the subject 
| of this boundary to be founded in justice and equity; and we 
i: deny that we have been determined in our pretensions by 
| policy and expedience.” 
i 
H 
I 


Again: he says, in his letter of the 2Ist of June: 


«I will only here add the most solemn assurance, which 
| I would not hightly make, that after a long and careful con- 

sideration of all the arguments and inferences, direct and 
! circumstantial, bearing on the whole of this truly difficult 
i question, it is my settled conviction that it was the intention 
: of the parties to the treaty of peace of 1783, however ‘imper- 


{ 
| 
| 
| Great Britain, by their description of boundaries, the whole 
| of the waters of the St. John.” 
| 
i 
i 
| 


How such declarations could be made by one 
| having in his possession the evidence that the line 
| crossed the main branch of the St. John, and ex- 
tended some sixty or seventy miles beyond it to the 
highlands dividing the waters emptying themselves, 


the other, into the Atlantic ocean, agreeably to the 
American claim, isnot for him to explain. Indeed, 


to probabilities in regard to the correctness of the 
| opinion expressed, that the people of Maine were 
il fully satisfied with this treaty—a treaty which gave 
ii to England over thrée million acres of territory as 
|| incontestably the property of that State as any one 


welds? and that line follows the clain of the United States. | 


4; thatitis a claim which the negotiators. intended to | 
They sbow, that during the whole | 


ells map—which, itis well known, was the map- 


| 
which the line is traced by Mr. Oswald, (the Brit- | 


| one; and still it has been persevered in—pressed | 


| 

i $ | 

| known to he unfounded, he would add the express here to the opinion which he had all along enter- 
| 


would be said of one who should make an effort, |! 


iand emphatic a reprobation in one case as in the ! 


| session this identical map. Notwithstanding this, | 


fectly these intentions may have been executed, to leave to | 


on the one hand into the St. Lawrence, and on || 


it seemed to him inexplicable and astounding. Un- || 
ii der all these circumstances, he might well appeal ; 
Sparks, at Paris, on ji 


of the many millions of acres which now constitute 
her broad domain. He had intended ‘to have:allu-- 
ded to other topics, such as the quality and value 
of the lands tranaferred, the important military ad- 
vantages surrendered, &c.; but “the morning hour?” 
having elapsed, hé-would not trespass upon the 
| rights of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Bacny,} 
i who is now entitled to the floor. te 

When Mr. F- had-concluded—. A EE 

Mr. WEBSTER desired permission to occupy, 
a few minutes, for the purpose of replying to some 
of the remarks of the Senator frorn Maine: 

Mr. BAGBY remarked that he was apprehen- 
sive that this episode was likely:to consume a good 
deal of time. He had stated to the Senator from 
i Maine that he cared not how’ the morning hour 
was disposed of, so that the time appropriated to 
the discussion of the special order should not be 
interfered with. He was not at all inclined, how- 
ever, to depart from that practice of courtesy to- 
wards individual Senators which usually prevail- 
| ed, and he would say to the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts that, if this collateral discussion could he 
terminated within a reasonable time, he would 
yield all claim to the floor until it was ended. 

Mr. WESTCOT'T here moved ‘that, when the 
Senate adjourns, it adjourn to meet again on Mon- 
day next. ; aoe 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were taken; 


and the motion was negatived, by yeas 16, nays 
2 


i Mr. WEBSTER observed that he wished~to 
‘i say only a very few words, and, if the Senator 
} would yield him the floor for ten mimtes, it would 
i| be sufficient. But if it were at all disagreeable to 
| the Senator to do so, he would take some other 
| opportunity. > 7 

Mr. BAGBY said he would not only yield to 
the Senator the time he asked for, but a longer 
time. i 

| Mr. WEBSTER then said he was only about 


i Ga 
ito remark that he was very much inclined to.ad- 


| tained, notwithstanding all that had been said by 
the Senator from Maine. He would not assert 
! that there could not be found in the State of Maine 
individuals who wished that the treaty of Wash- 
ington were undone, and that things should stand 
again as they did before the- formation of that 
i treaty. ‘There might be men who wished this, he 
would admit; but what he meant. to assert was 
this, and it was what he fully believed, that there 
was in Maine no considerable number’ of persons 
who would be now willing to annul that treaty, 
j and place the Government again in the position it 
was in, of being obliged to arbitrate. ` as 

The gentleman had spoken of the confidence of 
the people of the State of Maine in her title tò the 
territory which she claimed. There was no sort 
of doubt upon that point; but it must he remem- 
|| bered that England had spoken as confidently of 
| her right, and each Government had stipulated that 
it would not insist upon its own judgment, but 
would leave the matter to an arbitration. Know- 
i| ing the length of time it would take for the-settle- 
i| ment of the controversy. by arbitration, aid the 
i| uncertainty that would necessarily attend it; he ve- 
peated that he did not believe there was ‘anybody,. 
i or at least any considerable numberof persons, ‘im 
Maine, who would wish to reversé the matter and 
go back to arbitration, ; ke i 

As to the money which had been received by the 
| State of Maine, the gentleman seemed to regard it 
as unjust that the United States should have been 
bound to pay it. All that he had to say in regard 
to that was, that was a matter of equity which was 
open to the consideration of Congress whether the 
|! State should be remunerated the expense of defend- 

ing her jurisdiction. ; 

As to that portion of the treaty which related to 
the St. John’s river, it was settled just as the Maine 
Commissioners wished it. They were entirely 

| satisfied. It appeared to him that if complaint was 
to be made by anybody, it should have been by 
i those intelligent gentlemen who represented the 


‘| State of Maine at the formation of the treaty; it 
|| was their act, not his. They lived in the very neigh- 
borhood of the disputed boundary, and came here 
to defend the rights of their State. ‘They were the 
parties, then, who should be held responsible. 
The gentleman had said he thought it clear that 
England had palpably and_ plainly. violated: the 
| treaty by the acts of her colonial auilnrides: h 
| might be so; bat if it were so, it was no fault of the 


i 
i 
i 
| 
ul 


i 
1 


` idency~ | But he 
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treaty; the best treaty in.the world might be vio- 
lated; and if. violated, it was the business-of the | 


gentleman to say that the State of Maine would not 
-have complained if the navigation of the St. John’s 
had been obtained by: the cession of the lands north 
oof. that river. In. regard to that, he thought it 
might safely be. said that the quantity of land ceded 
by the treaty was of quite as little valué as that in- 
dicated by.the.gentleman... The whole: of it would 
Not: perhaps: be worth fifty thousand dollars to the 
‘State in a hundréd years. As to that, Maine could | 
judge for herself, -but he wished that it should be 
- -understood that the question was one which was 
difficult of settlement, and that the Government of } 
„the United, States was exceedingly. embarrassed 
ry ite, Le ; 
One word'as to the debate in the British Parlia- 
“ment. He was not about to make any accusation. 
of unfairness: . There were different maps marked 
differently, and so far favoring the opposite claims 
sof the two Governments. He thanked the gentle- 
“wan from Alabama for allowing him a portion of 
his time. i 
Mr. BAGBY commenced with an expression of 
his belief, that there was great unanimity in the 
Senate and ‘in ‘the country in favor of giving the 
notice, as a right reserved to either of the parties 
to the convention, in the treaty itself. This point 
admitted; hë notieed ‘the: rernark of the Senator 
from. North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] yesterday, 
that it was not competent to Congress, in the exe- 
cution of its: constitutional functions, to put an 
end to this convention. He denied the correctness 
of the application of this objection to the present 
case, because the treaty itself provided for it, and 
the action of Congress was directed only to the 
_.carrying out of this provision of the treaty. 
He was always in favor of terminating the con- 
vention, One reason was, that he would make the 
< position of the settlers in Oregon more definite and 
‘secure; and ‘another was, because it would have 
„the effect of settling the respective claims of the 
two Governments on a permanent basis. As to 
the title itself, he would not consume the time of 
the Senato by going into an elaborate investigation 
of the chain of discoveries, which had been already 
dwelt on at sufficient length. Ele would content 
himself with stating that, on the discovery by 
Gray, the subsequent exploration of Lewis and 
Clarke, and the superaddition of the Spanish title, 
he based the title of the United States, against 
Great Britain, to the whole of the territory claim- 
ed by us, as ‘stronger and more sustainable than 
any other which could be opposed to it. Resting 
on discovery, exploration, and settlement, and 
adding tò that the title of Spain, our title was the 
best; He did’ not concur in the opinion, that Spain 
had abandoned her title at Nootka Sound. 


While he thus contended that our right and title |; 


to the whole. territory-up’ to 54° 40! was. the best, 
che, however, did-not insist on our perfect title to 
“that part of the. territory which was washed by 
| Frazer’s river. On the ground of discovery, therc- 
fore, he thought that Great Britain could maintain 
a superior title there: Great Britain, in pushing 
her discoveries in this territory, never contempla- 
ted the establishment of her sovercignty over the 
soil. She did not look beyond commercial rights— 
-the privileges of fishing and trading. f 
è referred to the course of the debate which 
. had taken place on this question—on the thrilling 
` manner in which all the horrors of war had been 
brought forward and depicted. Referring to the 
picture of the Senator from Maryland, (Mr. Jons- 
son,] held up to the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. | 
Breuse,] of the widow of a slaughtered soldier 
reproaching him for. the loss of her husband, he 
(Mr. B.) said that, if he-thought the honor of the | 
. country required it, -he would not be deterred from | 
doing his duty. by considerations: connected with 
individual misery. . The Senator from South Car- 
olina, also; had alarmed’ the Senate with a perspec- | 
tive of a seven years’ war, a debt of fifteen hun- | 
dred millions, and,-at its close, a contest among 
| the seven generals (for he had asserted the neces- | 
sity of- maintaining seven armies) for the Pres- 
which we have already been engaged, the first of | 
which raised the Father 
second, the statesman who had been called the i 
hero of two wars, to the Presidential seat, without |! 
bringing on the country any of those ‘dangers |! 


which the Senator from South Carolina sọ much j 


{ 


; ayik : | 
Government-to obtain redress. Ele understood the 


ji 
(Mr. B.) quoted the two wars in | 

ji 
of his Country, and the i 


dreaded. Our security, in his opinion, was to be 
found in the intelligence of the people of the Uni- 
ted States, which would always prevent them 
from being made the mere instruments of personal 
ambition. 

‘The Texas question having been mixed up with 
this debate, he took occasion to make the declara- | 
| tion that he had always been the friend of the an- 
nexation of Texas. But-he had his own views as 
to the time and the manner in which it should be 
accomplished. He was not in favor of too. great | 
precipitancy, but preferred to leave time for the | 
free and deliberate action of the inteiligence of the 
people of Texas. 

As to the northeastern boundary question, he 
| said a few words, in explanation of his vote against | 
the treaty of Washington: the main reason for 
which was, that it did not embrace ail the ques- | 
tions in dispute. It was not from any suspicions | 
that the negotiators of the treaty had acted im- 


| 


Was concerned, it would stand forever. 

‘Lhe Baltimore convention had also been touched 
pon. He regarded that convention as a court of 
| limited jurisdiction. It was called for the purpose 

of nominating a President and’ Vice President; 

j having done that; tac convention ought to have 
adjourned: and having meddied with the Oregon 
question, it had exceeded its jurisdiction. 

He eulogized tie Message of the President in | 
‘relation to the Oregon question, as the most 
clear and able document which had ever come 
under his observation. ‘There was notbing in that 
| Message to bear out the doubts which had been 


our title, No one could doubt the sincerity aud | 
succinctness with which he asserted it up to 54° 40". 


Message, and to give the construction which they 
severally appeared to be susceptible of, and coni- 
plained of the misrepresentation to which it had 
| been subjected in many of ity portions, and of the 
undeserved censure which had been cast on it. 

An ofier of compromise, whether accepted or 
rejected, does not altect the previous rights of the 
parties. Hie did not admit that the offer we had 
made to cumpromise imposed any obligation on us 
to renew, or aveept it, it oilvred, at any subsequent į 
period. ‘There appeared to him to be an incon- | 
sistency in those who desired to throw all the re- 
sponsibility of war on the United States in any 
cage. ‘They were willing to fight-up to 49%. Yet 
Great Britain had rejected the offer of 499; and 
with whom, then, is the blame, the responsibility 
| of war, if war arise on that point, to rest? He 

belived if the notice had been given in. December, 
i the question would have been by this. time peace- 
fully settled. Delay giving the notice until another 
session, and it will be found that the question will 
then presentas great a dificulily as now. He would 
not reiy on time without action, and he was there- | 
| fore opposed to ** masterly inactivity.” 

The reduction of the tariff was an object dearer 
to his heart than any other political question; but 
rather than abandon an iota of our rights in Ore- 
gon, he was prepared to sacrifice even that object. 
| He gave a glowing description of our destiny as it 
is evidently marked out, and expressed his fervent 
hope that we should not, by any departure from 
the great principles of justice, do anything which | 
would thwart the designs of Providence in our 
favor. 

He would be willing to vote for any treaty which 
does not implicate our honor or seriously afiect 


dealing with whoni no one ever came out a great 
gainer. f 

While he was in favor first of the naked form of į 
notice, as it came from the Committee on Foreign 
! Relations, if he could not obtain that, he would go 
for that which came from the House of Represent- 
atives, although he had some objection to the sec- 


properly. ‘Lhe treaty was ratified, and, as far as he !! 


j| yesterday. 


expressed as to his true meaning of the extent of | 


He proceeded to refer to the various points in the j 


ond proposilion. Its passage in the House by so 


great a majority strongly recommended it to his 
approbation. For the proposition of the Senator 
from Georgia, he-could not vote in any case. He 
did not consider the expression in that resolution, 
i on the subject of compromise on a line rejected, as 
proper in an act of Congress; and such this notice 
would be when passed. . oe 

Mr. UPHAM moved that the Senate adjourn— 
ayes 19, noes 17. : 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 10, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read in part; and, 
/ on motion of Mr. HILLIARD, the further reading 
was dispensed with— . 
And then the Journal was approved., 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HILLIARD asked leave to make a person» 
al explanation. 

And leave having been granted— 

Mr. HILLIARD said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say a few words in regard to the occurrences of 
It will be remembered that in the re- 
marks which I had the honor first to submit to the 
House yesterday, I stated that it was not my pur- 
‘nose to undertake the defence of Mr. Webster; 
but that I hoped a thorough investigation of the 
charges made against him would result in leaving 
him in the enjoyment of that high reputation 
which he now possessed, and which was not limit- 
ed to his own country, but extended throughout 
Europe. 

My honorable colleague thought proper to ex- 
press his surprise at my statement of the extent of 
Mr. Webster’s reputation, and added charges to 
those already made aguinst that distinguished Sen- 
ator. I felvit my duty to explain what I had said, 
| and, in the course of my remarks, was going on to 
say that next to the name of Washington—a name 
placed, both at homeand abroad, quite beyond that 
of other men—L had heard the name of no other 
American mentioned eftener than that of Mr. Web- 
ster, and it was always mentioned with respect and 
admiration. 

In the midst of this remark I was interrupted by 
an expression of impatience on the part of. some 
members of the House, who understood me to be 
about to assert that the same sort of veneration 
attached to the name of Mr.. Webster, which was 
universally accorded to that of Washington. I did 
not intend to convey.any such idea; ‘but simply to 
express, in strong terms, my sense of Mr. Web- 
ster’s wide-spread reputation—a reputation which, 
like that of other eminent Americans, constitutes 
a portion of the moral property of the nation. I 
hope now that I shall be understood. Let me add, 
sir, that when an American finds himself in a for- 
eign country, the mists of party pass away. from 
his eyes, and, as he looks across the broad Atlan- 
tic, he regards his whole country and its. public 
men without reference to those unhappy divisions 
which sometimes exist athome. In this way, Ire- 
joiced to hear others spoken of in terms.of admira- 
tion, which showed that their high qualities ‘were 
known and appreciated. I might name Calhoun,’ 
Clay, and others, who have earned a fame which 
elevates the American name. A gentleman near 
me inquires how General Jackson was regarded in 
| Europe. 1 unhesitatingly say that. his name is 
always mentioned there in terms which: makes the 
bosom of an American thrill with. something of 
the feelings which-swelled the bosom of Mr, Clay, 
who happened to be in Paris when the news of the 
victory of New Orleans reached there; and who, 
to use his own language, ‘* walked the Boulevards 
| of that city an inch taller than he was before.” He 
is no longer living, and I was speaking only of the 
living, not of the illustrious dead, who form no fit 
standards of comparison for those who, in the 
midst of the contests of life, are yet subject to its 
infirmities. 

Having thus explained myself, I must make my 
acknowledgments to the House, for the uniform 
courtesy Which it has extended to me, and for the 
opportunity which has been given me this morning 
of explaining a remark which was for the moment 
misunderstood. 


THE CASE OF MCLEOD. 
The SPEAKER again announced the unfinished 


i 


business to be the following resol 
evening by Mr. Bayry: í 

Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
be requested to transmit to this House, if not in- | 
consistent with the public interest, copies of the | 
correspondence in 1841, between the President of | 
the United States and the Governor of New York, | 
relative to the appearance of Joshua A. Spencer, | 
Esq., District Attorney of the United States for the 
western district of New York, in the courts of the 
State of New York, as counsel for Alexander Me- 
Leod. 


To which resolution Mr. Asumun had offered 
the following amendment: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State inform this . 
House whether any person has beer permitted to 
violate the secrecy of the Department of State by | 
examination of the confidential and. private papers : 
or documents which are placed in his keeping, and |; 
if so, when said violation took place, and by whom |; 
it was committed, or whether he has communica- | 
ted to any person any parts of the contents of said : 
papers or documents which are thus confidentially | 
in his keeping, and if so, to whom, and when said 
communication was made. 


This amendment the Speaker, (Mr. Hopkins, 
pro tem.,) had declared to be out of order, on the || 
ground that it was a different subject-matter from ‘! 


that embraced in the original resolution. Hi 
From this decision Mr. Asumun_ had appealed. i 
And, pending the appeal, the House had ad- i} 
journed. 
So the question now was, “ Shall the decision of || 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Flouse ?”’ 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved that the rules of +) 
the House be suspended, and that the House re- | 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the |! 
state of the Union. : {i 

The SPEAKER decided the motion to be not i| 
now in order. i 

The resolution and the proposed amendment i 
having been read— i 

Mr. ASHMUN said that he lad yesterday so | 
modified the resolution as to make the call upon the . 
President. ‘The Clerk did not so read it. Mr. A. ii 
hoped that the modification would be made, 1 

he resolution was accordingly so modified. 

The SPEAKER said: The Sie concurs in 
the decision made by the gentleman who occupied 
the chair yesterday, that the amendment inasmuch |; 
as it was on a subject entirely different and dis- ; 
tinct from the original resolution, was not in order. 
The 55th rule is iu the following words: ! 

s No motion or proposition ona subject different |! 
© from that under consideration, shall be admitted | 
“under color of amendment.” if 

Now (continued the SPEAKER) the original i 
resolution calls for copies of certain papers; and |! 
the other for certain evidences of the violation of | 
the private archives of the State Department. | 
The Speaker, therefore, sustains the decision given : 
yesterday. 

Mr. ASHMUN desired to call the attention of || 
the Speaker to the following passage from the | 
Manual. i! 

“If an amendment be proposed inconsistent | 
t with one already agreed to, itis a fit ground for |, 
‘its rejection by the House; but not within the 
“competency of the Speaker to suppress, as if it 
‘were against order, for were he permitted to draw 
‘questions of consistence within the vortex of or- 
‘der, he might usurp a negative on important i, 
‘ modifications, and suppress, instead of subserv- 
‘ing, the legislative wil.” : 

Mr. A. continued. J protest against the decision. 
l want to get at the proof of the origin of the con- :! 
spiracy. Let the House vote the resolution down 
if it will, but let it not get rid of it upon the plea 
that it is not in order. í 

Mr. G. 8. HOUSTON. 
charge a conspiracy ? 

Mr. ASHMUN., 

Mr. HOUSTON, 


| 


if 
i 
i 


ii 


j 


Does the gentleman 
Ido. 
Oa the part of whom? 

Mr. ASHMUN. Not of that gentleman. 

Mr. HOUSTON. With whom was the con- |, 
spiracy made? : 
Mr. ASHMUN. With one member of this 
House and another conspirator behind him. ii 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman say 
whom he intends to include in the conspiracy with | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Iy- | 
GERSOLL 7] $ 


Mr. ASHMUN. 


i the gentieman from Pennsylvania and any one in 


| Asumun] who had taken the appeal, had thought! 


| extract, which, with great deference to the opinion 


ial, but under an arbitrary rule of this House, 
| which, in this particular, modified and changed 


| t jection by the House; but not within the compe- 


; man from Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] was a dif- | 


| of the improper use of this secret fund. By this | 
i inquiry, I ask how the gentleman got his informa- { 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
to include the President, or Secretary of State, in 
this conspiracy which he aileges to exist? - i 

Mr. ASHMUN. When I get the information, 


Does the gentleman intend 


I shall use it as I see fit. 
be catechized— i 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then, sir 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield | 
the floor? ; 
Mr. ASHMUN declined. : ! 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then I have to say that the | 
gentleman has made a charge of conspiracy which 
he dare not disclose, because he himself knows the 
charge to be untrue. 
Mr. W. HUNT interposed to order 
And the SPEAKER enjoined it. 
Mr. ASHMUN. Ihave made a charge, and I 
propose to prove it by the information to be devel- 
oped. Let gentlemen vote for the resolution, and 
they will see 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman may, for 
aught we know, be charging a conspiracy between 


1 do not stand here to 


the streets; and I say that if he intends to include 
the President, or the Secretary of State, the charge 
is totally untrue, and I am willing that any inform- į 
ation he can call for should come. | 
Mr. COBB took the floor. ! 
Mr. HOPKINS asked him to yield for a mo- 
ment, 
Mi ASHMUN. Ihave the floor, and I donot } 
jield it. | 
? The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the | 
gentleman-to have yielded the floor. _ | 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman did yield it. | 
Mr. ASHMUN said he had not yielded. | 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia | 
{Mr. Coss] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. COBB yielded to 
Mr. HOPKINS, who said he would not detain | 
the House for more than afew moments. He did ; 
not intend to enter into the controversy, but he ; 
wished to make a single remark-on the point of | 
order. The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. ; 


proper to refer to the Manual, and had read an } 


of the gentleman, he (Mr. H.) submitted, had 
nothing whatever to do with the question of order. 
'Vhe question of order arose, not under the Manu- į 


l 
) 
H 
i 
1 


i 
| 
the Manual, and became the fixed law of the j 
House. He granted that in a case like that in the | 
Manual, if it depended on that, the gentleman | 
would be right. But the case in the Manual was | 
not embraced in the question here. ‘The Manual | 
said: ! 
“Ifan amendment be proposed inconsistent with | 
‘ one already agreed to, it is a fit ground for its re- | 

| 
‘tence of the 
t against order. | 
Now, under the 55th rule of the House, (which | 
had been read by the Speaker,) the question was, |] 
whether the amendment proposed by the gentle- | 


Speaker to suppress, as if it were | 
? 


ferent proposition from that offered by the gentle- |! 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty.] On that point ! 
there could be no doubt. As the Speaker had very |, 


` Harper, Hilliard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 


BB. The question of ‘order does -not 
necessarily involve the merits of the resolution pro-< 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. Tf, 
ata proper time, the gentleman shall think proper 
to introduce a resolution of that kind, and to sus- 
tain it by such personal charges. on his'part-as witk 
authorize its adoption, it wiil be time enough to 
consider the matter. The only question now. bé- 
fore us is on the point of order. “It is not-necea+ 
sary to detain the House with a debate on that 
matter. And J move that the appeal be laid on thie 
table. oy a ace 
Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays on the 
appeal, which were ordered; and being taken, re~. 
sulted as follows: eee 
- YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Benson, Biggs, J. Black, J. A. Black, Bowlin, Brin- 
kerhoff, Brodhead, Wiliam G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cun- 


| ningham, Daniel, J. Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 


Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Foster, Garvin, Giles, 


li Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson,. 


Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, G. S. Houston, B: W: Hub- 
ard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James 
H. Johuson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, La 
Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin,. Maclay, McClein, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, J. J. McDowell, James MeDow- 
el, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mortis, 
Morse, Niven, Norris, Owen, Payne, Price, Rathbun, Reid, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, 
Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stark~ 
weather, St. John, Strong,. Sykes, Thomasson, James 
Thompson, Jacob. Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, 
Woodward, Yancey, and Yell.—105. t ; 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Wm. We 
Campbell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Graham, Grinnell, Hampton, 
Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Thomas B. 
King, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius 
Rockwell,John A. Roekwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Sever- 
ance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb Be 
Smith, Stewart, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, white, Win- 
throp, and Young—61. : ; £ 
So the House affirmed the decision of the Speak- 
er, i . ` 
And the amendment of Mr. Asumun was de- 
clared to be out of order. ae 
Whereupon ‘the question recurred on the adop- 
tion of the resolution of Mr. BAYLY. : 
Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 
Mr. SCHENCK asked Mr. B. to withdraw the 
demand, to enable him (Mr. S.) to offer an amend- 
ment, as he was understood to say. a ee 
The demand was not withdrawn. ; 7 
And the question being taken thereon, the vote 
stond, ayes 98, noes 35. etek 
So there was a second. 
The main question was then ordered anā being 
taken, the resolution was adopted. 


SENATOR WEBSTER. 


DANIEL rose and addressed the Chair. 
. DIXON rose, he said, to a privileged ques- 
tion. He moved that the vote by which the reso- 
lution calling for certain:information ‘in relation. to 
Senator Webster had yesterday‘ been adopted; be- 
reconsidered. a At ane eR Beds ara 
A conversation followed on one or two-subordi- 
nate points of order, after which cas 
Mr. McCLELLAND raised the point of order, 
that the resolution had gone to the President of 
the United States; that it had passed from under 
the control of this House, and that, therefore, a 


Mr. 
Mr 


1 properly said, the resolution of the gentleman from |; motion to reconsider was not in order. 


Virginia called for copies of papers; the amend- || 
ment, as the genticman himself admitted, was a call i 


i: for information to impeach the Secretary of State. | 
! It had no connexion at all with the othersubject.. || the Speaker; whether the fact is not as I have 
At > 


Mr. ASHMUN. Will the gentleman allow me |! 
to explain? 

Mr. HOPKINS yieiding— 
r. ASHMUN said: It is not my object to im- |! 
h the Secretary of State. You will bear me | 


peac 


: witness that yesterday a member from the State of |; 


Pennsylvania said thathe had personal knowledge 


tion, whether wrongfully, or whether the Secretary : 
of State permitted him to get it? i 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
call, The gentleman has a right to make it. 
that is not the question. Does the gentleman’s call i 


embrace information of the kind contemplated by | 


But || 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not apprized 
of what the actual condition of the matter is. 
Mr. McCLELLAND. [ask the Clerk through 


stated—that the resolution has gone to the Presi- 
dent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
such is the fact. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. Then I call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker to a fact of which I suppose 
he is aware, that this very question was raised 
during the last Congress. A bill or résolution was 
passed, and sent to the Senate. - The next morn- 
ing a motion was made to reconsider the vote. 


l ora || The Chair said that the motion was out of order, be~. 
am not complaining of the | 


cause the bill or resolution had passed from under 
i the jurisdiction of the House. A motion was then 
` made that a messenger be sent to the Senate, to 


| obtain possession of the bill or resolution, so that 


| the resolution of the gentleman from Virginia? lti the motion to reconsider could: bè based. upon a 
If any gentleman feels him- |: seems to me there is no affinity between the two. ii subject-matter which came within the jurisdiction 
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of the--House.. Now, I ‘say that this ‘resolution 
-has passed ‘from “our hands; that. it is no longer 
within our jurisdiction; and that the House must, 
by a vote, direct. the Clerk to-obtain’ possession of 
the resolution, before. the Hlouse can act upon the 
“subjects oie Geko a 
Mr: ASHMUN ‘desired: to inquire whether it 
was possible that the House; on ‘a point of ordi- 
nary ‘patliamentary law; could -be deprived. of ju- 
‘visdiction’ over ‘this subject? The motion of re- 
‘consideration was as‘applicable to this ‘subject as 
“tovany others. > 
= Mro DIXON ‘(who still retained the right to the 
“floor)-inquired if the time consumed in these ques- 
tions would-be taken from his howr? 
“The SPEAKER’ said not. i 
The SPEAKER then said that the chair would 
overrule the point of order. The chair recollected 
that on one, ‘and probably on several ‘occasions, 
-motions had been made to reconsider votes on bills 
which had gone to the Senate; and that a message 
had been sent to that body, the object of which was 
‘to bring back the bill that the House might recon- 
sider'its action. In the present case, however, a 
copy of the resolution, and not the original resolu- 
tion, had gone to. the President, so that it was still 
within the reach of the House. 

Mr. McCLELLAND proposed to read a passage 
from the Manual. ` : 

Mr. SCHENCK. Does the gentleman appeal? 

Mr. McCL ELLAND. said:he did appeal. And 
he read the following passage from the Manual: 

“The rule permitting a reconsideration of a ques- 
“tion, affixing to it no limitation of time or circum- 
‘stance, it may be asked whether there is no limit- 
‘tion. If, after the vote, the paper on which it is 
‘ passed has been parted with, there čan be no re- 
* consideration, as if a vote has been for the passage 

“Sof a bill and the-bill has been sent to the other 
*Fouse,”’ dc. 

Now Mr. McC. understood that this paper had 
passed from under the control of the House. Sup- 
pose that the President had gone on to consider the 
subject, and had prepared a communication to be 
transmitted to this House, and which might be sent 
here immediately after the reconsideration. What 

ower had this House, then, to aunul the proceed- 
ings of the President? ‘There was no power to con- 
trol his action, unless a vote of this House should 
bring the fact to the knowledge of the President 
‘himself, in some proper form. 
Mr: VINTON took'the floor; but 

The SPEAKER desired that the following pre- 

-cedent might be read: 


& Weonespay, May 27, 1840.—A motion was'then made, 
by Mr. Aurorp-that the House do reconsider the vote of yes- 
terday on.the passage of. the bill from. the Benate, entitled 
An act supplenientary to the act entitled € An act to grant 
pre-emption rights to the ‘settlers ‘on the public lands,’ ap- 
proved June 22, 1838. i : 

«Mr. Janusson stated: that he understood that the bill had 
been taken: by the Clerk to the Senate, in which house it 
- originated; hna was consequently now beyond the control of 
‘this: House? and ‘therefore the motion to reconsider could 
snot beentertained. 080 5S iv ; 

u The SPEAKER decided that the motion to reconsider was 

in order under the: 50th rule, which provided that, when a 

motion has been once'made, and carried in the affirmative or 

negative, it ‘shall be in order for any member of the major- 
ity to.move for ‘the reconsideration thereof on the same or 

the succeeding day. , 


“From this decision Mr: Perrin took an appeal to the 
House... | * ` 


The previous question was moved by Mr: Wat. Cosr` 


Jonnson—demanded and put, viz: 
« Shali the main question’ be now put? 
~ And carried in the affirmative. A 
«The main question was then pat, viz: 
« That the decision ofthe Chair do stand as the judgment 
of the House? “And passed-in the affirmative. 
«And while the question of reconsideration was under 
debate: ae : , 
ea Mr. Burre; from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, report~ 
ed that the committee. had: examined the enrolled bill enti- 
ted, An act supplemental to. an act‘entitled An act to grant 
pre-emption rights tọ settlers on the public lands, approved 
une 22, 1838, (being the bill the reconsideration of the vote 
on the ‘passage of which was ‘under discussion,) and found 
the same'to.be truly: enrolled. ae pa 
« The SPEAKER said he should decline -to'sign said bill 
until the motion to. reconsider was settled. rani 
: Hee And after further debate ov the motion of Mr. ALFORD, 
‘the previous question was-moved by Mr. Caaraan, of Ala- 
bama.” E : ae 
The SPEAKER (the precedent having been 
‘opead) said that, in this case, not. only had ‘the bill 
been passed and sent to the Senate, but it had been 
reported by ‘the Committee on Enrolled Bills; and 
yet the vote was reconsidered. 


Mr. DAN i 


7 TEL raised a point of order; touching 
‘chi prior right to the floor, which the Speaker over- 
ruled. - x ; 


-the Chair, on the 


‘It-was-remarked that the bill was not in possession | 


Mr. VINTON briefly sustained the decision of |! from Pennsylvania is a public defaulter: was there 


point of order raised by Mr. Me- || 
CLELLAND. 5 i 
Mr. ROBERTS desired to call the attention of | 
the Speaker to a decision made on the last day of 
the 28th Congress, on the Chickasaw bill. Mr. 
Cave Johnson moved a reconsideration of the vote. 


of the House. The Chair decided that a motion 
to reconsider could not be. entertained until the 
House had possession of the bill. Mr. Johnson 
made a motion to reconsider, and introduced a 
resolution asking the Senate to return the bill; 
after which, the Chair entertained the motion to 
reconsider, If the House now entertained a mo- 
tion to reconsider, and the resolution was in pos- 
‘session of the. President, and he was furnishing | 
the information called for, it seemed to him that 
the reconsideration could have very little effect on 
the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. That case is in the recollec- | 
tion of the Chair. But it will be seen that the | 
House did not refuse to entertain a motion to re- 
consider, but only refused to reconsider the vote 
until the bill should have been brought back. In | 
the present case, the original resolution is still in 
the House. 

The question was then taken, and the decision 
of the Chair was affirmed. 

So the motion to reconsider was entertained, 

Mr. DIXON procecded to address the commit- 
tee from a position in which many of his remarks 
were doubtfully heard on the left of the Speaker. 
We attempt to give but a sketch of his remarks. 

In the first place, in giving his reasons why this 
yote ought to be reconsidered, he would call the 
attention of the House to the state of the question 
as it was yesterday presented. It would be recol- 
lected, that the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. C. J. Lyeersort,] in discussing | 
the Oregon resolutions, some weeks since, took 
occasion to go out of the record, and to call in 
question the proceedings of a gentleman now a 
member of the other branch of this Congress, at 
the time alluded to, Secretary of State, bringing 
aguinst the gentleman several charges, and those 
several charges of a very grave and peculiar char- 
acter. He accused him of conduct which, as the 
gentleman himself said, in his defence, if proved 
true, would disgrace him in the eyes of the whole 
community. The remarks of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania were not only repeated on this floor, 
but they were deliberately written out by the gen- 
tleman afterwards, as he (Mr. D.) supposed. 

Mr. INGERSOLL (in his seat) was understood 
to indicate that this was not the case. 

Mr. DIXON begged the gentleman’s pardon. 
He had supposed so because the reports were dif- \ 
ferent in the diferent papers, But the report was 
sent through all the country on the wings of the | 
wind. And not only this, but an honorable Sen- 
ator—a co-Senator with the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts—appended the remarks of the gentleman | 


a = 4 : à ji 
from Pennsylvania, in their most offensive form, f 


to his speech, which was extensively circulated. 
These charges thus had the widest possible circu- | 


lation, and were intended to produce an effect upon |j 


the minds of the people of this country. 

With regard to the nature of the attack, Mr. D. 
intended to say nothing: the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, in his defence before the Sen- 
ate, had spoken of it in a proper manner. Now, 
what could have been expected from the Senator 
from Massachusetts? Mr. D. need not say that 
he did not stand here to defend that gentleman: he 
should shrink from an attempt of that kind. He 
needed no defence. But did the gentleman sup- 
pose that the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts would sit down in his seat upon the floor of 
the Senate and allow these charges. to pass in si- 
lence, to allow them to produce the effect for which 
they were intended—to undermine his reputahon— 
wahout that gentleman taking any notice of them? 
What did hedo? The Senator from Massachu- 
setts did not rise in his place and ask the Senate to 
help him to prove the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia was a defaulter.. Mr. D. was not aware that he 
could found anything upon which to attempt to do 
it. -But suppose he had done it; that instead of 
replying to any of the charges brought against 
him, he had maintained a sullen silence on that: 
point, and said if you will give me your aid and 
send for persons and papers, I will prove, not that |! 
these charges are not une, but that the gentleman ii 


distinctly and expressly đeny., 


a gentleman upon this floor, or in the countrya 
friend of Mr. Webster, who would not have hung 
his head in shame at such a course?» What did 
he do? Instead ef making charges of a different 
character against the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the Senator from Massachusetts calls for papers to 
‘exculpate himself; and when these papers came, 
he arose and went into a most able, and certainly a 
most scathing and. crushing defence of himself, and 
attack upon the gentleman from -Pennsyivania. 
‘And the Senator from Massachusetts denied every 


i charge, save one, brought against him by the:gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania; and that one he did not 
It was. respecting 
| the alleged fact of a letter by him having been 
written to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House, recommending a Special Minister upon the 
i Oregon question. He did not recollect that such 
! a letter had been written. Now, what had the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania done? He had passed 
over all the others, and in his resolutions merely 
alluded to the question whether that letter was se- 
cret, Now, whether it was secret or not seemed 
immaterial. But would it not have been more 
becoming to the gentleman himself, if instead. of 
attempting to prove what was-not denied, he had 
| attempted to substantiate his charges as to what 
| was denied? But he repelled the other charges ` 
| in a manner which the honorable gentleman from 
| Alabama, {Mr. Yancey,] thought undignified. 
That it was most severe, most scathing, most 
crushing, Mr. D. would willingly admit; but that 
| it was undignified, he could not assent to. So far 


ii from it, it was the most dignified he had ever wit- 


nessed; not one word or phrase was used that 
might not proceed from the mouth of any gentle- 
man. If the language used was objectionable, 
what were they to say of the attack, yesterday, of 
the gentleman’ from Pennsylvania? There was 
| language used in his written attack much more of- 
fensive, much stronger, than any used by the gen- 
teman from Massachusetts. Mr. D. here made 
| some allusion to the prediction which they had 
i heard had been made with reference to a ‘ scari- 
| fying’? process, and his opinion that the prediction 


i| had been proved trne. 


Mr. D. should not blame the gentleman for be- 
ing offended; he had a right to be oflended; but 
knowing, as he did, that gentleman *s powerful elo- 
quence, brilliant wit, and effective sarcasm, he ex- 
pected a display of these qualities in: his denial of 
these charges; but he confessed his surprise:to find 
that.the gentleman from Pennsylvania, instead of 
denying any of the charges, or rather of attempting 
to substantiate the charges he hat before made, 
came into this House and told them, at least, tliat 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts was a 
great public defaulter! ; 

But the resolution of inquiry was offered hy the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and Mr. D. con- 
i fessed, he, for one, felt it his duty, at the time, to. 
| vote in favor of the resolutions. He thought it 
was due to Mr. Webster, that after such an as- 
sault, and charges of so grave a character, every 
examination, every scrutiny, and every investiga- 
tion proposed by his enemies should be afforded; 
and he felt the most perfect confidence, that Mr. 
Webster would come out of this inquiry entirely 
unsullied and untarnished in every respect. 

Myr. D. alluded to the amendmenthe had proposed 
to that resolution, and which had been rejected by 
the House, calling for the same information con- 
cerning the use of the secret-service fund-in -set- 


Í tling the Texas matter; and showed that those gen- 
| tlemen who-were foremost in urging the resolutions 


of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, did not vote, 
and dared not vote to make this inquiry.. He-said 
dared not, as he had a right to, because they voted: 
against it, and they could not shield . themselves 
with the claim that the inquiry was—(the remain- 
der of the sentence was not heard.) 

Mr. FARAN (Mr. D. yielding) said, with refer- 
ence to the charge of the gentleman, that those gen- 
tlemen who voted against his amendment, were 
afraid to make. the inquiry, asked whether there 
was nota public document yesterday read in this 
House, that not one cent of the secret-service mo- 
ney was expended between 1829 and 1842?: 

‘Mr. DIXON said his amendment asked particu- 
larly for the manner in which it had been expended 
since that period. 

Mr. FARAN. If the gentleman will make a 
charge in relation to that matter, I will vote as 
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readily as any man in this House to make the in- | 


quiry. 


attack against him. 

As he had before said, he did not stand here as 
the defender of the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts; but he wished to reply to some of the 
charges against him, brought, among others, by the 


honorable gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Yancey.] |! 


For that gentleman, he had before entertained the 
highest respect, and he did not say now but that 
he still entertained that respect, though he confessed 
he was sorry to -hear him make the charges against 
the Senator from Massachusetts, which he had 
made in the heat of debate. 


to the interests of the country during that war. | 


Mr. D. could see no occasion for going back to th 
political divisions which existed at that time, and 
singling that gentleman out, and making a personal 
charge upon hum for the position which he held at 
that time, in common with many others. But it 
seemed to him peculiarly unfortunate, considering 
the other names which were associated with that 
of Mr. Webster at that period. He would like 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. 
J. IxerrsoLL,}] whether it was true that he himself, 
who, together with the gentleman from Alabama, 
was attacking Mr. Websier’s conduct during the 
last war, had ever said, as was reported of him, 
that if he had lived in the time of the Revolution, 
he should have been a tory? 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Yes. 

Mr. DIXON. The gentleman had a right to— 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Certainly I had the right. 

Mr, DIXON (continuing) repeated that the gen 
tleman had a right to that opinion; but under the 
circumstances, he thought this allusion of Mr. 
Yancey peculiarly unfortunate. He wished to ask 


of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether a | 
certain other distinguished gentleman, from whom i 


the gentleman expected to get his information, had 
ever said, as was commonly reported, that if he 


had a drop of democratic blood in his veins, and |; 
knew where it was, he would cut the vein, and let 


it out. 


Mr. INGERSOLL was understood to say, No; | 


T believe not. 

My. BRODHEAD (Mr. D. yielding) begged 
leave to say to the gentleman, and the House, that 
that distinguished gentleman denied haying uttered 
this expression, and always had denied it, and it 
was proved on the floor of the convention which 
reformed the constitution of Pennsylvania, by a 
gentleman from Lancaster, who (Mr. B. was un- 
derstood to say) was a Whig, that it was not true. 

Mr. DIXON was very glad it was not true. But, 
if it was not, he presumed it would not be denied 
that that gentleman, the present Secretary of State, 
was, at that time, acting with the party with whom 
the Senator from Massachusetts acted, and as guil- 
ty as that Senator was. He should like to know 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether or 


not Mr. Buchanan was a member of the Federal į 


party at the late war, and a member of the Wash- 
ington Benevolent Society. 

Mr. USGERSOLL said he wag present, a mem- 
ber of the convention of Pennsylvania, when the 


charge was made to which the gentleman had at | 
first alluded was mct and completely refuted. He | 


believed that at the time of the late war of 1812, 


Mr. Buchanan, who was then a very young man, | 


belonged to what was then known as the Federal 
` party; and he desired to add that there was not a 
Federalist in Pennsylvania who ever burned a blue 
light, as they did in Connecticut, or was, in any 
respect, a traitor to his country, and that Mr 
Buchanan, with his musket on his shoulder, turned 
out to fight the British. 

Mr. DIXON supposed at’ the time of the late 


war, and of the Revolution, the great body of the | 


people of Pennsylvania were on the side of the 
country. But Pennsylvania was not without citi- 
zens willing to avow, at the present time, that if 
they had. been old enough, they would have done 


The gentleman al- }: 
luded to the course of the Senator from Massachu- | 
setts, during the last war, as having been adverse | 
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| ‘ pos T 
i| What was equally as bad as burning blue-lights. 
| He presumed this allusion of the gentleman to blug- 
i lights was against Connecticut. i 
F 


|! cut. Against individuals in the State of Connecfi- 
cut the charge was made in an, official despatch of 


H 
i 
|! Commodore Decatur. 
ii 
i 


s 


blue-lights for the purpose of guiding the enemy, 
it was not true; he could find no proof of it what- | 
ever. ; | 
i: Mr. YANCEY (in reference to the remark of 
| the Speaker).said he thought it had a direct refer- 
| ence to the question; blue-lights and Mr. Webster 
| were intimately connected. 
' Mr. DIXON (resuming) thought he could show. 
lights rather more blue, of a deeper azure, if he was 
allowed to go into the character of other individu- 
| ais. He was willing to meet gentlemen upon that 
# question. 

But the gentleman said further, that Mr. Web- 
ster once said he would oppose appropriations to 
; defend this Capitol, if the British were thundering 
j at its walls. ‘The gentleman had misstated him, un- 
intentionally, no doubt. What Mr. Webster did 
say was—(Mr. D. did not defend him; he went for 
the country, Constitution or no Constitution; we 
i had a Constitution then, but we had actually no | 
, Constitution now;) but what he did say was, rather 
| than see the Constitution destroyed, he would sce the | 
British thundering at the walls of the Capitol. This 


i 


i 
{t 


who was the great defender of the Constitution, 
knew that if once violated and destroyed, it could 
i! never be restored to life—that there was no resur- | 
f rection for it; and he knew, if this Capitol was 
| burned and destroyed by an enemy, another Capi- 
| tol would rise over our heads. Viewed in this light, 
|i Mr. D. could see nothing so objectionable in this 
| remark. 

| But he thought the eloquent gentleman from Ala- 
| bama had some peculiar reason for this attack upon | 
| the State of Massachusetts, in the person of Mr. 

| Webster—a reason not personal to himself, but | 
| belonging to the party with whom he associated. 
| If he was not mistaken, that gentleman belonged to | 
the party that once nullified —— 

Mr. YANCEY was understood to say that. he 
had never favored the views of what was called the 
Nullification party. 

Mr. DIXON had supposed the contrary; he 
knew that the political Godfather of the gentleman 
was the head and front of the Nullifiers. He al- į 
luded to the period when nullification was threaten- 


Hi 
|| Senator from Massachusetts, who fought shoulder 
i, to shoulder with a man now in his grave, who was 
Il known as “Old Hickory.” Those two put out the | 
l! lights of nullification in that region of country, and, 
|} in his opinion, he did more by his eloquence than 
| General Jackson did by his force bill. He also 
| alluded to the aid, foreign to the State of South Car- 
i olina, which Mr. Clay in his magnanimity had | 
l brought to them, saving, if not their necks from the 
flax, at least their honor. He spoke of them not 
personally, or individually, but as a body, when he 
said they kneeled down and kissed the dust at the | 
i feet of Andrew Jackson; and not satisfied with hav- | 
sing “ Old Hickory,” who forced upon them the | 
force bill, they took up “Young Hickory,” who | 
voted for it. ! 
£ 
| 


t 
j’ 
if 


t 


Mr. BURT wished to put the gentleman right as 
to a matter of fact. Hie was a Nulifier, and knew 
1 something of that matter. 

i Mr. DIXON said he had made no personal allu- 


Mr. INGERSOLL. Not the State of Connect- i 


was a strong remark, he knew; but Mr. Webster, |! 


ed by South Carolina, and said it was met by the || 


gress of the United States. Sir, they never céased 
their resistance as long as it. continued .in force, 
they never’would have done it, for Jackson, Web: 
ster, or Connecticut bie eee + : a8 
Mr. DIXON resumed. The gentleman said 
they were enabled to escape with honor in conge- 
quence of the compromise act. Ys 
Mr. BURT wished to explain.. e 
Mr. DIXON declined further to yield the floor, 
las his time was. limited... Who introduced: the 
| compromise, asked he? And who supported it? 
Was not Henry Clay found among. its-foremost 
i champions and supporters? This, he : proceeded 
| to argue, was the only way of escape, and of re 
conciling the difficulty; South Carolina. had de 
clared that this law was no law: and were pledged 
to nullify it; General Jackson had taken his stand 
against them. Who should yield? Either blood 
must be shed, or South Carolina must yield. 
Mr. J. E. HOLMES. South Carolina would 


|| not yield. 


Mr. DIXON. Then Jackson must have yiela- 


|| ed, or blood have. been shed. He-repeated his 


eulogium on the course of Mr. Clay in interposing 
with his compromisé, and averting the disastrous 
consequences that threatened to follow. . 

3ut a somewhat different course had been taken 
| by them since that period. That party now ex- 
isted as a free-trade party. They had not nullified 
the tariff of 1842—a tariff more odious to them 
than. any ever enacted except that of 1828. They 
said that Mr. Polk was a free-trade man, and they 
| voted for him on that ground; while the gentle- 
| man from Pennsylvania, and his Secretary of 
| State, took directly the opposite ground, (he pre- 
sumed; he spoke of that party generally,) and 
sustained Mr. Polk on the ground that he was a 
| better tariff man than Mr..Clay. . 

Returning from this somewhat protracted digres- 
sion on the subject of the tariff, Mr. D. proceeded 
| to say, that he knew not what might be the motives 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. But he 
thought the country would determine that they 
were of a personal character—that the object was 
revenge for the infliction under which the, gentle- 
man suffered ‘from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. If that gentleman was guilty of the charge 
of feloniously abstracting the public money from 
the Treasury of the United States, (of which. he 
had no belief,) he should profoundly regret it. 
But the gentleman from Pennsylvania must prove 
these charges. He could not escape from them; 
he presumed he would attempt to-—— 

Mr. INGERSOLL—(in his:seat.). Never fear. 

Mr. DIXON... I suppose the gentleman: from 
Pennsylvania will drop the charges? , 

Mr. INGERSOLL. No; I will not. 

Mr. DIXON. Why not? 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Because I will prove them. 

Mr. DIXON passed on to another topic, and was 
; commenting on Mr. Yanczy’s position on the no- 
tice, classed as. he was with those that were called 
the British. party—and; he had no doubt, there, ac- 
cording tò the honest convictions of his own judg- 
ment—and urging that that gentleman ought also 
| to accord to-Mr. Webster the same freedom of 
opinion and action: ~. When his hour expired 

Mr. DANIEL rose.to make a motion to:get rid 
of this business... But, before he ‘submitted it, he 
| wished to make a brief explanation of his vote in 


i 
i 
i 


:| favor of this resolution. The gentleman from Penn- 


i sylvania, on his responsibility as a member of this 
| House, had submitted grave charges touching the 
i conduct of a high functionary of this Government, 
j and his resolutions were offered with a view of 
| eliciting the facts of the case. If the charges were 
ij true, the facts ought to be laid before the House 
| and the country. He had voted for the resolution 


ii amended in sucha way as to guard, as he sup- 


j; posed, against any pernicious effects which it 


sion: on the contrary, he had disclaimed all person- 
: al allusions. 

Mr. BURT. But the gentleman cannot avoid 
i| personal allusion ina matter of that kind. For the 
i: reputation and honor of that party, he did not ask 
here of the gentleman from Connecticut, or any 
other gentleman, an opportunity to make a vindi- 
cation. ‘The gentleman spoke of being rescued by 
: Mr. Clay. If the gentleman would only take the 
opportunity to consult the history of the country, 
and of that time, he would see that that gallant 
band of which he (Mr B.) was one of the young- 
est and humblest, never laid down their purpose 


Ji until the odious tariff was compromised by the Con- 


| would produce by extending it to a period with 
li which it necessarily had no connexion. It was 
so amended as to limit the inquiry to the conduct 
l: of that particular functionary while in office. Now, 
|| some pretended to say that they ought not to in- 
‘quire into this matter—that it was foréver to re- 
main a secret.. This was a strange doctrine to 
i him! that, in a representative Government, where 
i| we all receive our authority from the people, and 
| to which people we are accountable,. that, any 
, branch of the Government is too high for the scra- 
: tiny of the people themselves or of their Represent- 
atives. He repudiated such a docirine... It was 


li entirely at variance with the genius and. spirit of 
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our whole system. He had therefore voted for 
the resolutions. There were various-amendments 
offered, which, with this motion.of reconsideration 
seemed to him to be offered, not for the purposé of 
depitimote ingniry but. for some party purpose. 
The good sense of the American people would see 
this, and would judge who was: right and who 
was wrong. 0s : 

All thése: -additional inquiries proposed to be 
made, were without any definite object. -No man 
came forward and made a charge, and endorsed it 

; with his personal responsibility. Let any man do 
it, he cared not what officer 1t touched, and he 
¿Would go with him with all his heart; he would 
“pry into corruption, wherever it exists, and would 
do all he could to bring it forward and lay it, be- 
fore the American people. f 
Entertaining these views, hé had voted for the 
resolutions and against all irrelevant matters offered 
for party purposes, tor for the purpose of. weaken- 
ing the mquiry, and subsequent reflection had but 
confirmed hirn in thé correctness of this course. 
Ithad been said that the resolutions were brought 
forward to minister to the angry feelings of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 4 was perfectly im- 
material to him what might.be the motives which 
had induced that gentleman to come forward and 
make these charges. He had brought before the | 
House, on his own’ responsibility, charges of this 
grave and serious character, and it was their duty 
to the American people to have the question inves- 
‘tigated, and the facts brought to light. 
Mr. D. concluded by moving wily on the table 
the motion to reconsider. oo. 
Mr, DIXON rose and renewed the motion to 


reconsider. | 


_Mr. BOYD renewed it, and demanded the pre- 
vious question, but, at the request of several mem- | 
bers, withdrew the motion. 

Mr. YANCEY renewed it. | 

Mr. YANCEY said that this question was of no | 
slight importance, inasmuch as it involved the | 
“money power of the House. The responsibilitics | 

of à disbursing officer to the appropriating power | 
involved a serious principle. He ‘had yesterday 
spoken to that point, and his argument had not 
been answered either by his colleague, [Mr. EIn- 
raan) or by the gentleman from Connecticut, 
(Mr. cont or by any other person who had 

articipated in the debate. The Constitution (said 

“Mr. Y.) confers upon this House a power to ap- 

propriate public money, and it declares that all 

public money thus appropriated shall be accounted 
for. -The seéret-service fund is public money ap- 
propriated by this House. The resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania calls for an account 
of its disbursement. The House has, therefore, 
“most unquestionably the constitutional power to 
_ pass the resolution, ‘and it consequently becomes | 
“a question of expediency only. 

‘He svould now, therefore, leave that part of the | 
‘“subject;'and™ advert to-other matters. Yesterday 
“(said Mr: Y-Y my honorable colleague [Mr. Hr- | 

Liar] said that he would make no such attack | 
‘upon'a public man as that involved in this resolu- | 
tion; or was contained in my remarks; he would 
never make ani attempt to track down a great pub- 
‘lie man in'that manner. Now, Iwould ask of m 
“colleague whether, I did not hear him, in the Prest- 
dential election of 1840, retailing to the people of 
“Alabama the vile slang of Ogleism. I heard the | 
gentleman, with great eloquence of manner, and to 
the gteat entertainment of his friends around him, 


“tell how many towels Mr. Van Buren used, and go i 


into many other particulars not fit to be repeated to 
ears polite, or, evento ears as impolite as those of 
“the House sometimes ‘seem to be. He went into | 
many interesting details about gold spoons, and | 
excited:greatly the tisibility of the crowd who lis- į 
‘tened to him, and of myself among the number. | 
Mr HILLIARD did not hesitate to ‘say that, ; 
‘in 1840, he had taken some humble part in that po- | 
litical contest which resulted so gloriously to the 
cause of sound principles. And, during the Presi- 
‘ dential Ganvass, be did read to some of his con- i 
stituents a portion of Mr. Ogle’s speech. | 
Mr. YANCEY. My colleague confesses, then, | 
“to “ the’soft impeachment,” and therein confesses 
ihat he did try to track down a public man, and 
“that not in the manner in which, according to the 
; gentleman, I have helped to track down ‘the late 
` Secretary of State. I didnot, however, follow that 
 ex-Seeretary into those filthy purlieus with which’ 
“he has shown himself to be very familiar. “I did 


| directing my remarks, but to the high character 
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not state to this House how many towels he made 
use of, or how many gold or silver spoons he had 
on his table, or go into any exposition of any other 
of those unmentionable luxuries which itis sup- 
posed the ex-Secretary indulges in.. My colleague, 
when he would track down a great man, went Into 
Ogleism; I did not. If such a course is objection- 
able, then I do not profess to know what is, or | 
what is not so. But my colleague defended the 
character of the Senator from Massachusetts with 
great warmth, and zeal, and some eloquence. He 
spoke of his high character, of his intellectual pow- | 
er, his public services, and professed himself to be | 
proud to be classed with him as a Whig. My col- į 
league may have all that pride to himself. For | 
many gentlemen of Whig principles I entertain 
great respect; but I should regret to be classed with 
the party to which they belong. My colleague, I! 
think, said that the name of Webster stood next į 
to Washington in the estimation of Europe. Ij 
have never heard them placed in that connexion | 
before; and the only propinquity that I know of | 
between the two men is, that their names follow 
each other in the alphabet. Washington was a, 
Whig in whom I could glory. With the name of 
Daniel Webster I loathe any connexion of a polit- 
ical kind; not upon the subject of banks, for upon 
such subjects men may honorably differ, but with 
reference to his course during the war. 

But how did my colleague undertake to defend | 
the character of this illustrious and godlike per- | 
sonage? I asked him if it was Mr. Webster’s 
opposition to the late war that gained him the 
hearts of the patriots of the Old World? And 
how did he reply? He said he knew nothing i 


excuse for it, saying that Mr. Webster was at that | 
time a young man. I see my colleague shakes his | 
| head at this. . 

Mr. HILLIARD said that he had declared, į 
when rising to address the House yesterday, that | 
he did not do so for the purpose of defending Mr. | 
Webster; nor should he have added a word further 
to the debate, had it not been for the personal at- 
| tack made by his colleague; when he had observed 
that he should be happy after the present storm | 
| had subsided, to see Mr. Webster still continuing 
| to onjoy the same high reputation to which he had 
| ever been entitled. i 

Mr. YANCEY here quoted the speech of Mr. 
HiLrrarn, as reported in the Union. 

«What he had to say was, that he had noticed 
‘with pride and satisfaction, when in Europe, that 
“the name of Webster was loved, honored, and 
‘respected. He would meet the full responsibility 
“of this declaration, here and elsewhere. 

“Tf Mr. Webster’s course was unfortunate as 
tto the war, he (Mr. FI.) had nothing to do with it. | 
t Fle envied the feelings of no one who would turn 
| € over the pages of filth and vile party defamation 
“to rake up charges against any man. 

“ i do not give my own opinion only, but I state 
‘the fact that, in all the glorious constellation of 
t American names, none Is brighter in European | 
“estimation than that of Webster. 

“ Mr. Hintrarn was, he said, going on to remark 
‘that among the most eminent persons in Europe 
“no American name, next to the name of Wash- 
t ton, was held in higher respect than that of Dan- 
‘jel Webster.” 

I merely bring these to the recollection of my 
colleague, to show that he did not undertake to 
defend Mr. Webster against any one of the charges 
I brought against him. And yet he bestowed upon ; 
his character the very highest commendation. On | 
what foundation did this commendation rest? | 

Mr. HILLIARD. I stated that the people | 
abroad did not look into the minutie of our party | 
divisions. They did not undertake to go into such | 
particulars, but regarded Mr. Webster for his great | 
and shining qualities as an American statesman. 

Mr. YANCEY. It is not to the estimation in 
which Mr. Webster is held in Europe, I am now 


attributed by my colleague to his favorite Senator. 
I asked him on what ground he rested these com- 
mendations? Was it on Mr. Webster’s course 
during the last war? He said it was not; he knew 
nothing about that. Was it on the part he acted 
in the Ashburton treaty? No; my colleague said 
he had nothing to with that subject. Then I in- 
quired whether it was because Mr. Webster had 
said that if the enemy were thundering at the | 
gates of the Capitol, he would not vote a cent! 


about that, but urged the plea of infuncy as an i! 


for its defence? He said that was not the cause. 
I then inquired whether it was because he was at 
this. hour the pensioned agent of the manufactu- 
rers? That is the rumor in all directions. “It is 
uncontradicted by his friends; I believe they dare 
not deny it. My colleague admitted that that was 
not the ground of his praise. Then what was it? 
It must be something. oe eee : 

Mr. WINTHROP said he should, reserve ex- 
planation on such topics till he hada full-and fair 
opportunity of going into the subject; but he de- 
nied that Mr. Webster was, in any just sense the 
pensioned agent of the manufacturing” interest, . 
or of any other interest. He had been charged at 
one time with being the pensioned agent “of the 
United States Bank; at another with being the 
pensioned agent of the British; and now with be- 
me the pensioned agent of the manufacturers. 

Mr. YANCEY. I will not try conclusions, at 
this time, with the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
He does not deny the fact. 

Mr, WINTHROP wished to add that he had 
not denied the charge, because he did net know of 
asingle dollar having been raised in the city he 
represented. No such fact was within his knowl- 
edge. As to the peculiar circumstances which the 
honorable member had found stated in a news- 
paper, he should neither admit nor deny them. If 
they had occurred, they were not within his per- 
sonal knowledge. He would deny nothing about 
which he knew nothing. 

Mr. YANCEY. I give great credit to the hon- 
orale gentleman from Massachusetts for the can- 
dor of his remarks. The gentleman does not deny 
the charge. And why? Because it is not within 
his knowledge. "This is very proper. I make a 
statement, upon public newspaper authority, with 
which almost the whole United States are con- 
versant, I have been informed that the sum of 
$100,000 has been raised by the friends of Mr. 
Webster, to pension him as a Senator of the Uni- 
ted States, It is raised, as I understand, on man- 
ufacturing stocks, 

Mr. ASH MUN here roseand asked the floor for 
an explanation; but Mr. Y. declined to yield it.” 

Mr. YANCEY. I understand this sum has 
been placed to the credit of Mr. Webster, or in 
trust for his family, or the money pledged to him, 
Ifthe fact is not so, the statement can be contra- 
dicted. It is further said that at the beginning of 
this winter he was not disposed to come on ‘to the 
Senate at all, because some $30,000 or $40,000 of 
the amount had not been raised. Heis the attor- 
ney of the manufacturers. They have raised for 
him $100,000 in manufacturing stock. Here is 
shown the peculiar cunning of the Yankee. Ifthe 
t godlike” shall sueceed in preventing a repeal of 
the tariff, the stock. will be very high; but if he 
does not, then his income will sink in proportion, 
It is so arranged as to reward him in’ proportion 
to his success. It will be remarked that Mr. 
Webster, coming from-one of the towns which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Winturop] 
represents, (Mr. Webster being one of his own 
constituents,) that gentleman denies that ‘in any 
just sense” Mr. W. is the pensioned agent of the 
manufacturers. Now, as to what isa “just sense,’? 
we may differ; our standard of justice may differ, 

I heard it said m Baltimore, by a ‘warm friend 
of Mr. Webster, both personal and political, that 
he was a man of expensive habits, and was poor, 
and could not afford to represent the State of Mas. 
sachusetts, if his friends did not raise him this 
money. Admit that he is poor—as poor as, Cin- 
cinnatus, who was forced to follow the plow;—can 
he not, like Cincinnatus, leave his plow:to do ser- 
vice to his country; and then, Cincinnatus like, 
return to his plow as poor as when he left it? 
Cannot a poor man serve his country? Is there 
not patriotism enough in Mr. W-s heart to induce 
him to submit to the common privations to which 
others submit, and to do without the extravagance 
and luxury to which his expensive habits may 
have accustomed him, and serve his country at a 
critical period like this, without being paid $6,000 
a year above what any other Sénator receives, for 
occupying a seat in the Senate? Why are Rep- 
reséntatives paid out of the treasury of the United 
States, and not out of the State treasuries? Be~ 
eause, did they look to their own States for their 
pay; local influences and local interests would 
exert too strong à sway over their minds, and they 
would not be able to preserve that personal inde- 
pendence of character which alone fits a man to 
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act on general views for the good of his whole : 
country. er 

The tax for the pay of a Representative is, | 
therefore, levied from the whole nation of which | 
he is a legislator. It is a wise provision of the 
Constitution. If, then, it bea fact that Mr, Web- 
ster is pensioned for his public services by a par- 
ticular class of men at home, is not the spirit at 
least, if not the letter of the Constitution, thereby 
violated? If he is paid, what is it for?. Is it that 
his eloquent voice may merely resound within the 
walis of the Senate chamber? Is it that he may 
adorn the public counsels merely, without any view | 
to private and personal interests? That is not human 
nature, If it be true that the manufacturers, who 
have already accumulated enormous fortunes, are 
still asking for more and more protection, that those 
fortunes may be yet further augmented, and Mr. 
‘Webster represents these interests in the Senate, 
itis not hard to divine that the $100,000 have not 
heen raised merely that he may bring his talents 
aud experience to the public councils. If, by the 
force of truth ably presented, a flash of ‘light 
should chance to beam in upon his understanding, 
and show him that the Constitution forbids his fa- 
vorile doctrine of protection, can he raise his voice 
against it in obedience to his conscience? Would 
he not be derelict to his engagement if he did? 
Might not the manulacturers turn upon him and 
say, ‘‘ You ure our paid attorney; did we not give 
you $100,000 for the very purpose of defending 
this doctrine of protection; and are you now going 
to betray us??? Wo, sir; he is bound, hand and 
foot; so that when the tariff comes up in the Sen- 
ate, and he shall rise and argue for the constitu- 
tionality of protection, it wiil be easy to retort 
upon him, that his thoughts receive their coloring 
from the bribe which is rolling like a sweet morsel 
under his tongue ! 

Is it, then, on this that the high estimate of his 
character, as alluded to by my colleague, is founded? 
Itisnot. Before he went to Europe, itis said, his 
debts were paid. When in England, it is also said 
the Barings, those shrewd and far-seeing bankers, | 
paid him a thousand pounds sterling for his legal 
opinion on the subject of the State debts. Did 
those experienced and able moneyed men invest 
two or three hundred millions in our State stocks 
without first knowing whether the American States 
had or had not the power to contract debts? Would 
they give Mr. Webster five thousand dollars for his 
legal opinion merely as to that power? IfI may be 
permitted to understand that transaction in any 
Just sense,” it would be that that money was ad- 
vanced him for a purpose very foreign from that 
which appeared on the face of the matter. Was it | 
on this that my colleague based his estimate of Mr, || 
Webster’s exalted character—an opinion given to a 
foreign Jew money-lender against his own coun- || 
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uymen? Ifnot, on what then? He has not given lj 
usa single item. Ifall this is “ tracking down” of ii 


public men, then I fear I must occupy as fearful a i 
position as any of those who have presumed to at- | 


i 


Hinuarp,] who had lauded the character of Mr. 
Webster so highly. 1 protested against those com- 
mendations, and in that point of view my charges 
were not gratuitous. I had a right to go for them 
to history, and to use them. 

The gentleman from Connecticut said that before 
I brought these charges I had his high respect. I 
trust his respect is not diminished. I should greatly 
regret it, The gentleman and I are old acquaini- 
ances and old friends—were students in college to- 
gether, I remember with the greatest pleasure 
those days of our early life; and ï think he has no 
cause to consider himself aggrieved. If, however, 
| I have lost anything of his good will, | must e’en 
bear it as I may. 

Mr. DIXON said Mr. Y. still had that respect. 

Mr. YANCEY. The gentleman thinks the his- 
tory of the last war has nothing to do with the 
character of Mr. Webster, and he thinks I was un- 
fortunate in alluding to it. Why? Because a rela- 
tive of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was a 
tory. 
Mr. DIXON. I did not ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether his relatives were tories, but 
whether he had not said that if he had lived in the 
days of the Revolution he would himself have been 
a tory, and he said he would. 

Mr. YANCEY. Very well; then it seems to 


would have been a tory had he lived in the war of 
the Revolution, and the other actually was a tory 
in the last war. One would have been a tory on 
contingency, and the other was a tory outright. 
Why do l say this? If the case had been that 
Mr. W. opposed the policy, and the justice, and 
the expediency of the war up to the very hour 
when war was declared, but afterwards supported 
and aided his country’s cause in the war, the charge 
of toryism could never have attached to him. 
But, after the war was declared, if he refused to 
aid, but, on the contrary, only embarrassed and 
thwarted his country, then I say he was no better 


tack the “godlike.” I may prepare for as terrible l 
a “ scarifying’’ as my friend over the way from |; 
Pennsylvania. And of what did this scarifying and ‘| 
this rending actually consist? Was it anything |! 
more than “false” heaped upon ‘‘false,’’ “creature”? |; 
upon “thing,” and “thing” upon ‘creature?’ The i 
eagle soars into the blue vault of heaven, and darts f 
| 
j 
| 
] 
i 
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covy duck loves to dip his foul feathers into the ! 
mud, and scatterabout the dirty water on everything 
around, as he shakes himself free from it! i 
It is said that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

gota “scarifying.”’ I think that the gentleman from ° 
Pennsylvania gave the Senator an emetic, and its ! 
operation has thrown offhis stomach an immense 
discharge of bile, with which he has plentifully be- 
spattered the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Yet : 
he still survives, and does not seem much the worse 

for the infliction. It might be a just conclusion, | 
from the vast amount of bile thrown up, that the | 
Senator’s system could not have been ina healthy 
state. My colleague envies the feelings of no one 
who would turn over the pages of vile party defa- 
mation, to rake up charges against any mav. Let 
any man read the debates of 1842, and see what A 
the Senator’s Whig friends said of him. If it was ʻi 
half true, it placed him so low, that it was impos- || 
sible he should get any lower. Ido not say that | 
the charges of the Whigs were true—(God forbid 
that I should be answerable for the truth of what 
they say!)—but I say, 


| 
upon his prey like the bolt of Jove; but the mus- | 
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| 
letany man look at what they | 


than a tory ora British Whig. So on this ques- 
tion of Oregon: the gentleman from Connecticut 
and I may differ, but if a war shall grow out of the 


; question, sure I am that the gentleman and I shall 


differ no longer. 

But how was it with Mr. Webster? When we 
were actually engaged in the struggle, and things 
looked dark, and the result seemed doubtful, (and 
in point of fact we did fail of attaining the end of 
the war, which was a relinquishment of the doc- 
rine of impressment,) he refused to vote to arm, 
or clothe, or feed our suffering soldiers in the field. 
So low did he then stand in the eyes of the patriots 
of this land as not even to deserve the epithet of 
“ creature,” unless the word “wretched” should 
be prefixed to it, Nothing, sir, nothing can ever 
ustify a patriot in refusing to lend his aid to his 
country in her hour of need. 

But for the influence of Mr. W., and those who 
acted with him, the war might have been pressed 


with so much vigor and success, that this question | 
of impressment might at this day have been put at | 


rest, and not avoided as it was by him in the Ash- 


adopted, we had a Constitution. ‘That was in the 
| days of old Jackson’s glory; then the democracy 
| was triumphant, and the Constitution was safely 
| preserved in their hands. 


may look to the extra session of 1841 for the cause, 


me the only difference between Mr. Webster and ! 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania is this: the one ! 


burton treaty, and left an open question still. The } 
gentleman said that when the compromise act was !! 


If it was now mutilated, | 
: “broken down, destroyed, gone,” the gentleman 


i 
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li of the heavens. 
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when it was so grossly violated at the suggestion | 
of his party leader . Clay. P 
The gentleman said it was Mr. Clay who sa: 
the honor of the Nullifiers. If he intended that 
a hit at me, he was mistaken, for I was nat oné of 
them; I was a State-rights Union man. I agreed 
with General Jackson that they were carryin 
their doctrines too far, and if carried out, it would , 
destroy the Union. I might plead infancy, how- 
; ever, in my own behalf, as my colleague pleaded 
it in behalf of Mr. Webster. But T am not dis. 
posed to do so, (though actually underage.) ` -Buts 
did Henry Clay save the honor of the Nullifiers? 
| Mr. Hayne had proposed the very principles ‘on 
which the compromise was afterwards founded, at 
the session previous to the enactment of the.com- 
romise. Mr. Clay did propose the compromisé; 
ut it was to save, not the honor of the Nullifiers, 
but the principles of the protective tariff. His wise 
and far seeing ken perceived that it was in danger. 
He saw Verplanck’s bill introduced into the” 
House, reducing duties to 15 per cent. “He knew 
General Jackson to be in favor of that bill; and he 
saw the House was about to pass the bill; and, if 
that bill passed, that he might bid good’ by to his 
American system. He has said that it was about 
to be strangled by that giant Hercules; that he 
snatched the infant from the cradle of danger, saved 
i its life, gave ita platform on which during nine 
| years to rest and recruit its vigor, i 
The candidate of the Whigs, ‘in the élection of 
1840, said during that canvass that he was opposed 
i to the repeal of the compromise act; but no sooner 
was he in power than he cut in sunder those bonds 
which ought to have been held sacred. The samir 
e 
| people became indignant, and, hurling these usurp- 
ers from their seats, sent here a democratic ma- 
| jority of sixty votes. We are now pledged to re- 
peal the act they forced upon us; and if we donot 
repeal it, we shall prove ourselves utterly recreant 
to good faith, honor, and justice. ae 
Though I did not belong to the Nullifiers, and 
though my party and theirs were arrayed in hostile 
battalions, and ‘prepared for civil war, yet I will 
say of them, that a band of more honorable men 
never existed. They never forsook one’ of the 
great principles on which they had united. But 
never was such mutual rage and animosity more . 
nobly obliterated, and replaced by the most perfect 
concord and brotherly harmony. ‘They agreed to 
modify the oath of allegiance, so that Union men 
and Nullifiers could take it, and every trace öf ill- 
will passed away like a cloud from the clear face 
They sent to the Senate one of 
the most gallant men that ever drew the breath of 
| life—the very quintescence of all that was to be 
| loved in human character, the noble, high-souled, 
chivalric Huger—the finished and accomplished 
| gentleman—the leader of the Union party: more 
; than this—they have since that compromise elected 
i two leading Union men to the office of Governor 
ate; and one of them now fills that high 
In that gallant little State there is heard no 
| such appellation as Union men or Nullifiers, ‘The 
people of that State are unanimously united in fa- 
vor of the great constitutional doctrines of the coun- 
try, under the name of Republicans. Sir, the honor 


| promise was violated by the tariff of 1842. 
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į; of the Nullifiers has been in far better keeping than 


it would have been in that of Henry Clay. Had 
it been in his keeping, and been kept no better than 
_ he kept his own, as connected with this compro- 
mise act, that honor, instead of shining, as now, 
so brightly, would have been a by-word in the 
mouth of man. 

The gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Drxon,] 
errs, then, in supposing that there is any “rank- 
ling”? in my bosom, because Mr. Webster ma 
have interfered between the Nullifiers and their 
object. Their object, sir, was accomplished in the 
enactment of the compromise act. I have no cause 
! for any peculiar “‘rankling” in my breast. Ihave 
not risen to interfere between Mr, Webster and 
ithe Representative from Pennsylvania, whom he 
i has so grossly attacked. I should have been con- 
ii tent to have given a silent vote; and was in hopes 
: that the House would have done 80, on the reso- 
lutions introduced by that Representative. The 
were merely of inquiry; and as such did not call 
for debate. Discussion would have been more 
i; Appropriate on the information which those rela- 
tions may elicit. But as the friends of this ex- 
|| Secretary chose rather to throw the character of 
« their favorite into the debate which sprung up, 
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without my aid’ or. instigation; and.as the Whigs 
have been warned not to permit the arm of their 
champion: to be thus struck down, while it is deal- 
ing such mighty. blows; and ‘as they have carried 
their. commendation so far as to place him by the 
side of the loved and revered Washington, and to 
elain’ that he-brought love and respect to the name 
ofan. American citizen abroad; by its Association | 
with his owh, E-could not sit silent. Of Daniel | 
Webster. T know. nothing, save what the public || 
records disclose. “That history, thus disclosed, has 
iven ‘me a loathing of his public character, which 
| cannot and will not undertake to’conceal. It | 
richly entitles: him to be considered what the world 
said, and said truly, of another great intellect—if 
not the “wisest,” at least as “ the basest, mean- 
est of mankind.” And yet, sir, his infatuated ad: || 
mirers have styled him—profanely styled him, as | 
was well said by the gentleman from Pennsylva- | 
nia, [Mr. O. J. Incersorr,|—as: “the Godlike.” . 
Sir; he bears another familiar appellation, and I || 
must think a true one—‘ Black-Dan!”? And his 
friend from: Connecticut [Mr. Drxon] has given 
an illustration of what he thinks this other appel- 
lation means. 5 ; 

That gentleman said that Mr. Webster’s philip- 
pic against Mr. Ingersoll had reminded him of 
an anecdote-he had heard, which was'this: During 
the revolutionary war, or just previous, a Mr. In- 
gersoll held the office of commissioner of stamps; 
the people made him promise to resign it publicly, 
and to swear never again to exercise its duties. 
They placéd Ingersoll ona white horse, led him 
to the town house, and followed, hooting and 
shouting behind! My friend said, that the scene 
reminded him of Death on the pale horse, spoken | 
of in Scripture, as followed by Hell! I presume 
that he designed us to draw the conclusion that 
Mr. Ingersoll caught hellin the castigation Mr. 
W. gave him. Perhaps, sir, he did. It at all 
events shows to us that Mr. Webster has two | 
characters, which, Proteus-like, he can assume, as 
his interests. or necessities demand—the ‘* God- 
like? tand the “‘Hell-like’’—the **God-like Daniel,” 
and “Blieck Dan!’? At all events, sir, no matter || 
what character he bears abroad, that character 
here, in his own land, is not an enviable one. For || 
myself, I acknowledge the power of his intellect; 
but I do not award my respect to great men for 
mere intellect. And when a great intellectual |i 
name is not associated with public integrity, I will 
leave his praise to the hangers-on of courts and 
the: sycophants of the palace. Such names are un- 
worthy of.commendation from the lips of a virtu- 
ous American, > 5o, 

Mr. COBB said he thought the debate had gone 
as far asthe. House was disposed to indulge it. 
He would: make an effort,-at all: events, to bring it 
to a close; and with. that view he moved to lay 
the. motion ‘to. reconsider on the table: A ma-i 
jority. could dispose of the motion as it thought |! 
propers J o08 car Eon me 
< Mri BAYLY.: asked. Mr: Cogs to withdraw the | 
motion for five minutes.’ 

Mr. COBB declined, remarking that the House |, 
could decide it. : Ha 

And the question having been then taken, the 
motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

My. DANIEL moved that the House go into | 
Committee of the Whole on the private calendar. . 


MOUNTED REGIMENT. 


But, on motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Ratasun, of New York, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill from the Senate to provide for raising one regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen yand to establish military 
posts on the route to Oregon, with the pending 
amendments. < 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON was opposed to the 
amendment which had been offered to the bill, pre- 
ferring the bill as it came from the Senate. His 
reasons. for passing that bill he would present in 
brief, Ouronly safety was to adhere to the bill as 
it passed the Senate, and avoid sending it back. 
For twenty years past, the West had required a | 
police such as this bill. propdsed, - This bill was.no | 
part of. any preparation for war, and was not-de- 
Signed for that purpose. It was designed for the || 

rotection of emigrants to Oregon from the Indians. | 

n 1835, a regiment of dragoons was raised for the 
protection of the frontier, but the object now pro- |, 
poséd was a different one. 


| infantry regiment. 


| cèrs. 
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egon was soon to commence, and should it pro- 
perly be protected, the number of settlers would, in 
ten years, amount to two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand. The measure could only succeed by adher- 
ing tothe billas itwas. Why should not the pres- 
ent friends of the measure adhere to the bill? We 
had the recommendation of the President and the 
Secretary of War in favor of its passage, and also 
that of.an expedition which was sent out for the 
purpose of an examination. Could we not follow 
the lights of those who had investigated the sub- 
ject? It had been proved that no less a number 
than two thousand of- our citizens, traders, and 
others, had in’ the last ten years been murdered by 
the Indians in that country. What were the mo- 
tives to emigration to Oregon? Let it be under- 
stood that the country is not, as Mr. McDuffie 
described it, a barren waste—but let a true account 
of it be given—let it be understood that it isa 
country admirably adapted for lumbering and gra- 
zing, and emigration will rapidly increase. Let it 
be understood that lumber is there obtained in the 
greatest abundance, and can be sold at a high price 
in the Sandwich Islands, and many persons will 
flock to Oregon for the purpose of carrying on that 
business. ‘The facilities for grazing were also very 
great. 

He wished to suggest to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Horxrxs] that his amendment, in 
regard to the carrying the mail, was entirely unne- 


cessary, because in a few days a separate bill for | 


that object would come up, and ail the Oregon 
bills would, as he hoped, be passed in the course 
of a week. THe hoped, therefore, that the friends 
of these measures would stand by the bill as it 
was, His honorable friend, [Mr. S, Jowes,] who 
had offered the lust amendment, had done it with- 
out the sanction of a single Government oflicer, as 
he presumed. We could only act upon the recom- 
mendation of those who had military experience. 
What might be the military genius of the gentle- 
man from Georgia he did not know. 

Mr. S. JONES here said that he did not pre- 
tend to any military experience, but he would be 
ashamed to vote for a bill of this kind with refer- 


| ence to a war with England. The bills which bad 


already passed, had increased the peace establish- 
ment to upwards of eleven thousand men, which 
was quite sufficient for objects of peace. There 
were mounted men enough already, for the Presi- 
dent had discretionary power upon this subject. 

Mr. HARALSON explained that the gentleman 
from Georgia was mistaken in supposing that the 
regiment of light infantry was mounted. 

“Mr. J. DAVIS would explain, he said, the dif- 
ference hetween light infantry and mounted rifle~ 
men. The light infantry used no bayonets, and 
marched in double quick time. 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed: Whether that regi- 
ment was mounted or not, he thought the gentle- 
man from Georgia was dismounted, and would, 
therefore, make a poor show in the prairies, 

‘The President had recommended this regiment 


|| for the protection of emigrants to Oregon, not to 


fight the British. It would be just as expensive to 


mount the light infantry regiment, as the gentle- i| 
man from Georgia proposed, as to raise this regi- | 
| ment, 


Mr. HOLMES referred to the law; and said 
that the President had power to accomplish the 


| object. 


Mr. S. JONES made some explanations, to show 
that the President had_ the power to mount a light 
He had the power, also, to 
levy new soldiers to fill up the regiments; and if 
he could not enlist men in the northern and south- 


ern States who were capable of riding through the | 


woods, he might go to the West, and there find 


any number of them. os 
Mr. THOMPSON, after some further interrup- 


í tions, insisted on proceeding, though he said he 
was willing to yield the floor to those who might | 
be able to do the subject more justice than himself. | 


The amendment could not be made to work, and 


would not answer for the particular purposes in- ; 


tended by the bill. Ifwe increased the number 
of men in the light-infantry regiment and then 
mounted them, we should incur the same expense 
as we should by the measure proposed in the 


bill. : 
Mr. S. JONES. There would be now new ofi- 


Mr. THOMPSON went on io insist that, 


| honor to the service. 
| the most economical and most effectual mode of 


affer ; 
The emigration to Or- ‘the examinations. and recommendations which |i not be wanted there for more than two years. He 


had heen made by the proper authorities, the bill 
was entitled to the confidence and support of the 
House.. = . 

Mr, JACOB THOMPSON desired, he said, to 
make a practical speech on. the subject, so far as 
he was able.’ He believed that, under existing 
circumstances, a. regiment ought to be: raised for 
the protection of emigrants, but he was opposed 
to any increase of the peace establishment. All 
experience had shown that, when menvonce got 
epaulettes upon their shoulders, they could. never 
be got rid of. During the present excitement, offi 
cers might be appointed, and when the necessity 
for them had passed away; it would be found im 
possible to obtain any reduction of thei? number. 

Let us do what existing circumstances demand, 
and raise a volunteer regiment for a limited time. 
It was now said that we wanted a corps of dragoons 
to gallant our emigrants to Oregon; but as we had 
lately increased the regiments from fifty to eighty 


men, an additional permanent force could not be 


necessary. The power of the western Indians 
was not so terrible as had been represented. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, here re- 
marked, that there were no troops at all in the 
Oregon region. Colonel Kearny had recommended 
that a force should be sent once a year into that 
region. a 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. Well, the Indians 
have seen our troops, and that will suffice for them. 
If we now raise. a volunteer regiment, we could ob- 
tain the most gallant young men in the country to 
go to Oregon; and after two years’ service they 
would pass again into private life. In two years 


| our difficulties with Great Britain would he settled, 


or we shall have a war. He hoped it would not 
be made necessary to pass a law in order to discon- 
tinue the existence of this additional force. It was 
said that we wanted men for the forts and stock- 
ades on the way, but we had authorized the Presi- 
dent to raise an additional force, and he could direct 
a few companies to garrison the stockades on the 
route. l 

There was one grand objection to the plan of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr, James Tuome- 
son] that it proposed a permanent and expensive 
addition to the peace establishment. 

There was no economy in the measure; this 
Congress was one of the most profligate in expend- 
itures that he had ever witnessed; it was only 
necessary to name expenditures in order to-grant 
them; but his plan would avoid any ultimate’ ex 
pense, and would effect the object in view... It was 
said that the emigrants would start on the. 20th: of 
May next, and we must therefore pass this bill ‘in 
hot haste; but he doubted whether: any emigrants 
cared much about this escort, Emigrants went out 
last year without any escort, and they would do it 
again. He urged the raising of a volunteer corps, 
who would at the end of two years bring us back 
correct information of the country, and thereby 
promote its settlement, or in the event of a wat 
with Great Britain could be retained, and be ah 
This, he thought, would be 


facilitating emigration to Oregon. 

Mr. HARALSON here remarked that the meas- 
ure was not proposed in view of a war with any 
foreign power. In reference to that contingency, a 
bill had been reported by the committee to author- 
ize the enlistment of volunteers. The number was 
left blank in the bill: but he had no objection to 
state that the committee would propose to fill the 
blank with at least fifly thousand. . ‘The gentleman 
would here find the volunteer system to his heart’s 
content. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued. ‘Then. Dunder- 
stand that this regiment is to bea permanent addj- 
tion to the peace establishment, and against that I 
enter my solemn protest. 

-Mr. JAMES THOMPSON explained, that the 
bill which had recently passed gave the President 
a discretionary power to fill up the companies to 
eighty men each. Butif this measure passed, there 
might be no necessity for the exercise of that 
power. 

Mr, JACOB. THOMPSON understood, he said, 
thatthe number of mounted men would beincreased 
by these different bills to twenty-four hundred, 
Such a number would not be necessary as a perma- 
nent force to keep the Indians in check.. Afterone 


i whipping, they would be peaceable for many years. 


The mounted men now employed in Texas would 
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was willing to grant this escort to our citizens who 
were emigrating to Oregon, not because they want- 
ed it, but because it was our duty to afford them 
protection. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFIF would detain the House 


afew moments, he said, upon a question which | 


had not been discussed—that provision in the bill 
which related to the establishment of military posts. 
Gentlemen had differed as to the quality of the 
troops to be raised, and as to the question whether 


any should be raised at all; but it was absolutely į 


necessary that the posts should be garrisoned. 
Now, we were told that our emigrants could go out 
without the aid of an escort. They would set out 
from Fort Independence, and have a journey before 
them of two thousand miles, in the whole extent 
of which they would not meet a solitary civilized 
settlement. ‘There was nota place on the route 
where the comforts of civilized life could he ob- 
tained, not a place where the services of a physi- 
cian or surgeon could be had. ‘There was not a 
place on the route where a horse could be shod, or 
a wagon repaired, unless through the means of a 
travelling forge. He would conjure the House not 


Some were in favor of ‘masterly inactivity,” and 
others were in favor of “masterly activity ;? but the 
policy of promoting emigration was an element in 
both of these systems. AH could unite, therefore, 
on this measure. For years and years the Gov- 
ernment has recommended it, Mr. Poinsett and 
all his successors urged it. T'he people call for it. 


All agreed that there must be a mail route to Ore- i 


gon, and if so, we must have stations on the route 
for the mail. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose and said, that the 
surprise which he had felt at the very strenuous 


opposition made, was enhanced when he looked to | 
rounds upon which it had been in the main | 
Jt was a fact, in his judgment, that ; 


theg 
predicated. 
the bill had been opposed more for imaginary than 
real, substantial reasons, Gentlemen bad assumed 
facts to exist which did not exist, and had reason- 
ed from them to conclusions adverse to the meas- 
ure, Such had been the case with the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Taompson.] ‘That gentle- 


man had assumed that, if we raised the proposed | 


reg 


egiment, it would become a part of the permanent 
military establishment, And why so? Because, 
as the gentleman says, we have never been able 


to reduce the army aiter increasing it. 


Now, sir, | 


the gendeman’s premises are altogether hypo- i 


theticul—indeed, they are contrary to the thet. ; 


The army is smaller now than the peace establish- 
ment of 1808, 1812, 1815, 1821, or 1842. During 
Une interval between the two first-named periods, 
it amounted to 9,123 men; during the next, it 
amounted to 11,596; in 1842, it amounted to 11,510; 
and, since that, it has been reduced to 7,888, con- 
siderably less than it was in 1808. At the last men- 
tioned date, our population was about 7,080,000, 
and the receipts from customs were $16,363,550; 
now our population is some 20,000,000, and the 
receipts from customs for the last fiscal year were 
$27,000,000. Since 1808, the frontier of the Re- 
publie has been extended west, so as to embrace 
an empire in itself, so that the decrease of the mili- 
tary force is relatively much greater than it shows 
to be in numbers. 

The cause of the gentleman’s opposition to a per- 
manent increase of the army is the fear which he ex- 
presses, that the military might become dangerous 
to liberty. Mr. McC. said he had heard much of 
the danger of standing armies to free institutions. 


and beloved institutions; and the signal for the an- 


i 


li 


i 
i| 
i 


t 


| nullifies his argument; for if we raise this regiment | 


45 ie, | it will deduct as much from the contingent force 
to sacrifice the posts through any difference of || ? 


opinion as to the kind of troops to be employed. | 


| the creation of this regiment looks towards hostili- | 


i it for nosuch purpose. Independentand irrespec- 


1 Conor 


‘| growing commerce upon the prairies of the Far | 


t far as he understood, to protect the frontiers, and || 


| Lake Superior to the Sabine. 


| still less, since the second regiment has been order- | 


| territories of the Choctaws, Cherokees, and other located 
; Indians—45,000 in nuinber. 


|; natural roots, vegetables, and fruits of the country. The 
i Yutas, Shoshonce, Bannack, Crow,and Blackfeet tribes, re- 1 
i side within the Rocky Mountains, but visit the plains to 
i hunt, make war, and plunder. il 
i; An immense commerce is carried on with these tribes, |i 
: and through the countries which they inhabit. 


| tries, horses, mules, buckskins, moccasins, curiosities, and 
i trir 


nihilation of any organized force which Congress - 
might raise, would be the attempt of such a force to 
subjugate the people or overturn our institutions: 

There was a time in the history of the Roman 
empire, when long preéxisting corruptions. and 
degradation had prepared the people to submit toa 
military yoke. The Pretorian band, depraved by 
a variety of causes, mounted the ramparts, and 
with a loud voice proclaimed the ‘Roman world 
was fór sale,” and actually sold it to an obscure 
but wealthy senator for-6,250 drachms. But we | 
have not arrived at that point in the downward ; 
scale of degeneracy and ruin. Our flight is still 
upward—our course is still onward—full of hope 
and promise to ourselves and to mankind. 

The gentleman from Mississippi, however, says 
that we have already passed a bill which may-in- | 
crease the military establishment from 7,000 to || 
about 12,000 men. He must be aware that-the | 
increase of which he speaks is a contingent one— | 
to be made or not, at the discretion of the Presi- 
dent. Now, if this be the case, and it is, the fact |! 


provided for. In effect, this will be no increase of 
the army, additional to what provision has been 
made for, either positively or conditionally. 

Another misapprehension of gentlemen is, that | 


ty with Great Britain. The President recommends 


tive of the insecurity of our relations with foreign | 
nations, humanity and sound policy require it. | 
ss and the country seem to be fatally un- 


1 
conscious of the fact that we have a valuable and | 


West, and the lives of American citizens there to 
protect, against the treachery, piracy, and hostility i| 
of numerous warlike bands of savages. These in- |i 
terests are distinct from the interests and security || 
of the immediate western frontiers. In 1833, per- || 
haps, the first regiment of dragoons was raised; || 
in 1836 the second. ‘The first was commanded by |} 
General Dodge, nowby Colonel Kearny. The sec- || 
ond by Colonel Twiggs. They were designed, as |} 
to restrain the savages inhabiting the frontiers, | 
from warring upon each other, At the time they | 
were created, our frontier extended only from 

Since then, it has | 
been extended from the Sabine, several hundred 

miles throuch roving and savage bands, to the Rio | 
Grande. If these regiments were only sufficient | 
for the service to which they were orignally assign- | 
ed, much less are they competent to that which de- |; 


mands the attention of the Government now, and ij 


| 
el to jom the army of occupation under General || 
Tavilor upon the confines of Mexico. il 
The regiment now proposed is designed neither |! 
for the exigency of a collision with England nor for |} 
the frontier service mentioned, It is designed to i 
protect American emigration and the commerce of || 
the prairies, as before mentioned. The magnitude |! 
of these interests will appear from the subjoined | 
extract: {| 
t 


“ Four great trails radiate towards the west from Inde 
pendence, Missouri : i; 
i 


# lst The Missouri river to the north, into the countries of | 
the Crows, Blackfeet, Grosventres, Blood Indians, Assini- 
boina, and others—more than forty tribes—rich in furs, wild, 
warlike, and numerous. The trade of the Missouri river 
embraces 120,900 Indians. 

«A. The Oregon trail, passing by the Great Platte to the 
South Pass. Along this are the Kansas, Pawnees, Sioux, 
Cheyennes, Half-breeds, Araphahoes, Arickarees, Shosho- | 
nies, Bannacks, and Yutas—35,000. 

& 3d. The Mexican trail and its fork to the Upper Arkansas. : 
Upon this trail are the Osages, Pawnees, Cumanehes, Kio- ; 
was, Araphahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Yutas—in att 40,000. 

“4th. The Texas trail, passing for the most part through the 


i 
<¢ Those Indians are all nomadic tribes of the great plains, |; 
subsisting on buffalo and other game——as elk, deer, ante- |! 
lope, grisly bear, beaver, otter, porcupine, &c.—and the i 


t This commerce may he arranged as follows: | 
“1st. The trade in buffalo robes, buffalo calves, furs, pel- | 


s, with the Indians. 
«34. The Mexican trade in specie, merchandise, goid : 
dust, robes, peitries, blankets, horses, mules, Mexican sad- i 
dies, bridles, spurs, &c. | 
«3d. An immense emigration to Oregon and California, | 
by one trail, and to Texas by another. 


The former periodi- i 


i of that territory. 


i and our commerce upon the 
| victims and spoils of savages? 


| of yesterday, debate. was limited) having 


f cal with the seasons, the latter constant; both vigorous, 


well established, and annually augmenting in value “au 


numbers. fae 
« Under these separate heads, behold the value in money 
to the American people of ae commerce carried ‘on by 
companies, partnerships, and individuals. SR 
ehe supplies for the Indian trade are transported in 


| steamboats up the Missouri, and in wagons to the base'of 


the Rocky Mountains, along their whole range, from New. 
Mexico to the British boundary line. ` 
« The capital employed amounts tO .se.seessse $ 
«The yield, in the aggregate, 120,000 buffalo 
robes, at #4 eache.... vsaserees . j 
« Other items—calves, buckskins, peltries íi 
« Added to these is the amount of the annuities paid to-the. 
Indians of the frontier, which returns into the border. States, 
in exchange for inerchandise and eattle. g DONERA 
« One thousand Americans are engaged directly and indi- 
rectly in the prosecution of this trade. N ; 
“The Mexican trade, passing ARo the Indian country, 
penetrates as far as Mexico city, and Guymas, an azat- 
lan, upon the Pacific, No doubt upward of $2,000,000 of 
capital and 1,200 men are employed in this trade, whichis 
about to receive a great impulse during the present season 
from the drawback given by the last Congress: l 
« The trade retums annually, besides robes, furs, peltriés, 
mules, and horses, $750,000 in Mexican silver coin and gold 
dust. The exports to Mexico are silks, woollen, and ‘cot 
ton fabrics, shoes, cutlery, wagons, pleasure carriages, play- 


pene 


| ing-eards, American horses, &c. 


Ù Other routes from Arkansas and Texas also share in 
this Mexican commerce, a portion of the returns of which 
come home by sea. ` E. 3 

« The emigration to Oregon passing into that territory by 
the sources of the Platte and Arkansas rivers, has been 

& Tn 1842, 137 men, women, and children : in 1843, 875 men, 
women, and children, and 1,300 head of cattle; in 1844, 
1,475 men, women, and children, and 8,000 head of cattle 
and sheep; in 1845, 3,000 men, women, and children, and 
7,500 head of cattle and sheep. . E 

“These emigrating parties, together with smaller ones by 
sea, from the ynountains, and from California, make the 
American population of Oregon about 8,000; which, added 


to 1,250 British, gives the strength of the white population 


“The emigration to Texas has been as yet many times 
greater than that to Oregon, and a great traffic’ attends the 
passage of so many parties through the Inflian countries.” 

Mr. McC. said he vouched for the authority-of 
Mr. William Gilpin, a gentleman of the highest ins 
telligence and authority. Mr. G: resides upon the 


| western frontier, and lately made a visit to. Oregon, 


and he speaks of what he knows. 

The regiment now proposed, is intended to pro- 
tect these interests, and the human life involved in 
them. Its field of operations will be in thé great 
plains, which stretch from the frontiers to: the 
Rocky mountains—800 miles in width, ‘and in 
Jength stretching from the Gulf of. Mexico to the 
Aretic seas—inhabited by some 200,000 savages, 
some of them the most warlike and the best horse- 
men in the world. It will also be a part of its. ser- 
vice to protect our interests, agricultural and com- 
mercial, and to afford security to our settlements 
west of the Rocky Mountains. For the want of 
protection, we have already lost two thousand valu- 
able lives in these regions, besides a large amount 
of property, in consequence of the hostile and pirat- 
ical habits of the savages. Is it not time;.there- 
fore, in view of all these things, that the Govern- 
mentshould act? Shall millions be poured out for 
the encouragement and protection of commerce 
upon the high seas, and the lives of our citizens, 
prairies, be left the 


The hour (to which, by the order of the House 
expired, 
the committee proceeded to vote. care 

The first question was.on the proposition of Mr. 
Brixernorr, (from the Conimitiee on Military: 
Affairs,) to amend the first section— 

‘ By striking out the word ‘ mounted,’ so as to 
< make the regiment a regiment of riflemen on foot; 
£ but that the President be authorized to mount the 
‘ whole or any part of the said regiment whenever 
‘he may be of opinion that the exigencies of the 
t public service require it.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

And then Mr. B. withdrew certain other amend- 
ments, contingent on the adoption of this, and not 
pertinent in the event of its rejection. 

Mr. G. W. JONES offered the following amend- 
ment; which was rejected: 

“ Strike out the proviso for raising a regiment 


: “of mounted riflemen, and insert: ‘ That the Presi- 


‘dent of the United States be, snd he hereby is, 
‘authorized to accept volunteers who may offer 
‘their services as mounted riflemen, not exceed- 
‘ing one regiment, to serve for two years after 
‘they shall have arrived at the place of rendez- 
i ‘vous, unless sooner discharged, who- shall elect 
| € their own regimental and company officers.’ ”’ 


| Mr. McCONNELL moved an amendment, pro- 


1846,° 
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posing to substitute “ twenty-one ” regiments for 
* one regiment.’ “Rejected. > 50n 7 i 
Mr. DANIEL moved an amendment, 
the term of service to 
py eae 1846.. = ; : 
rı HAMLIN moved: to amend. the amend- 
ment by 
missed,” 
Mr: DANIEL accepted this as a modification. 
And the amendment, as modified, was rejected: 
Mr. WHITE offered the following amendment: 
‘That all the officers for the aforesaid regiment 
“of riflemen shall be selected from the regular line 
* ofthe United States army.” : 
This amendment, by ayes 78, noes 71, was 
agreed fo. coo o” i 5 
_ Mr. LEVIN had heretofore moved the follow- 
ing amendment; which was now rejected. > 
‘t That the officers and soldiers of said regiment 
shall be Americans by birth.” 


Mr. STANTON moved to amend the bill by 
striking out. one regiment,” and inserting * two 
regiments.” Rejected. 

Mr. BRINK-ERHOFF (from the Committee on 
Military Affairs) offered the following amend- 
ment: ; 

“Bec. T. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
‘ purpose of encouraging the formation of agricul- 
‘tural settlements in the immediate vicinity of the 
‘stations aforesaid, ‘the President be, and is here- 
‘ by, authorized and. required, so soon. as the In- 
‘dian title thereto shall be: extinguished, to grant 
‘and convey three hundred and twenty acres of 
‘land, lying within the distance of five miles from 
‘any such station, to each male head of a family 
“who shail, with his family, within three years 
‘after the establishment of such station, take up 
“his residence on such land, and continuously re- 
t side on, and cultivate a part of, the same for the 
‘ pence of five years; and the President is hereby 
< further authorized to cause to be made all such 
‘ regulations as may be necessary to insure to each 
‘settler the quiet enjoyment of such land as he 
‘shall reside on and cultivate as aforesaid, prior to | 
‘the time when the Indian. title thereto shall be | 
‘extinguished, and the conveyance thereof be | 
‘made as aforesaid.” 

Mr. ST. JOHN moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out 320 acres,” and inserting ‘ 640 
acres;’? and by inserting after the words ‘ head 
of a family,” the words, “and 100 acres to each 
other male person of such family.” 

Mr. MeCONNELL moved to: insert ** female” 
after “male; but the amendment was not at this 
time in order. cares 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE moved:to amend the. amendment, 
by adding after the word + Jand,” the words ‘ east 
of ras Rocky Mountains.””). Rejected. 

Mr: J. As ROCKWELL moved to amend the 
amendmentby adding-a proviso that nothing there- 
in containéd'shouldi:be.so construed as to violate 
the convention of 1827... - f 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF accepted the modifica- 
tion. . 

And the modified amendment, by ayes 43, noes 
not counted, was rejected. ! 


Mr. 
mient:. oy “| 
‘* Be it further enacted, That a post-route be 
‘established from Fort Leavenworth, via Grand 
© Island, on the Platte river, Fort Laramie, the South 
‘Pass’ of the Rocky mountains, Fort Hall, Fort 
‘Boise, Fort Wallawalla, and Oregon city, on the 
< Willamette river, to Astoria, at the mouth of the 

© Columbia river, on the Pacific ocean. 


limiting 
two years from the-Ist of 


adding ‘the. words, fif not sooner dis- 


& And be it further enacted, That. it shall be the |! 


t duty of the Postmaster General to cause the Uni- | 
* ted States mails to be transported on the said route, 
i from Fort Leavenworth to Astoria and back, at 


> ‘least once a month, by such means’ of convey- || 


“ance as he may deem most advantageous to the | 
t public service, and on. the best terms that can be 
“obtained by contract; in the mode now. provided 
t by law for the transportation of the United States 
‘mail: Provided, That ‘if, in the opinion of the 
«President of the United States, it be expedient to 
i Cause the mail on the route aforesaid to be car- 
‘ried by detachinents of mounted men in the ser-- 
«vice of the United States, he may order the said 
© mail to be carried in that. way, instead of having 
` cit transported by contract, as above provided. 


HOPKINS: offered the following amend- || 
: : 


i Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Seamman, Runk, Schenck, 


| Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brocken- į 


Mr. ASHMUN raised the point of order. 
It was overruled by the chair, 
. Mr. ASHMUN appealed, 
And the committee sustained the decision of the 
Chair. i 
And the amendment 
rejected. 


Mr. STANTON offered the following amend- 
ment, which was rejected: e ' 

‘* Be it further enacted, That the President is 
€ hereby authorised to establish and put into opera- 
‘ tion at some suitable place within the Oregon ter- 
t ritory, a furnace for the smelting and manufacture 
‘ of iron, in order to supply the army of the United 
‘ States, as well as emigrants, with that material; | 
‘and that the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropri- 
‘ated for that purpose out of any money in the 
“treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON offered the following 
amendment, which was rejected: 

‘And be it further enacted, That the regiment 
‘raised by this act shall be disbanded whenever, 
‘in the opinion of the President of the United 
‘States he can withdraw (without danger to the 
‘ public interests) one of the regiments of the pres- 
‘ent army from service in the State of Texas, 
‘ which regiment, so withdrawn, shall be substitu- 
‘ted for the regiment so disbanded, and that the | 
‘ President shall have power (in the event he with- 
‘draws one of the foot regiments) to mount such 
| portion of them as the service may require, ” 

Mr. S. JONES offered the following as a sub- 
Stitute for the first five sections of the bill: 

“ Whereas the President is by law authorized, 


» by ayes 59, noes 65, was 


be armed and equipped, and to serve as a regi- 
ment of riflemen; and whereas it may become 
necessary for the frontier service that one of said 
regiments should be mounted: 

‘“ Be it enacted, ‘That the President he, and he is 
hereby, authorized, whenever he may deem the 
same expedient, to cause one of said regiments 
to be mounted and armed, and equipped as 


may require the same.” 
‘Tae amendment was rejected, 


The committee, then, on motion of Mr. PRICE, 
rose and reported the bill, with the single amend- 
ment which had been adopted, to the House. 

And the question being on concurring in the 
| Amendment, and ordering the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading, 

Mr. BRUINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. LEWIS moved that the House adjourn. 

The Louse refused to adjourn. 


The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question was ordered to 
j be now taken. 

Which main question was, first, on concurring 
in the following amendment of the committee, to 
wit: 

‘Phat all the officers of the aforesaid regiment 
‘ of riflemen shall be selected from the regular line 
‘ of the army.” 

Mr. McDOWELIL asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted’ as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Bar- 
ringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, William G. Brown, William W. Campbell, 
Carroll, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Clarke, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Gar- į 
prett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Erdman, Edwin H. i 

Ewing, Foot, Fries, Gentry, Goodyear, Graham, Grinnell 
Grover, Hamlin, Harper, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, Samuel | 
D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. | 
Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaburn | 
Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, Lewis, McLean, McCrate, 
James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, M arsh, | 
Miller, Morse, Moseley, Norris, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius 


Severance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Stew- 
art, St. John, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Jacob 
Thompson, Trumbo, Winton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, 
Wood, Wright, Yancey, and Young—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 


brough, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, | 
Cobb, Cumingham, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dil- 

lingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Ellsworth, Faran, 
Ficklin, Foster Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Haralson, Harman- 1 
son, Henley, Hose, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, | 
Edmund W. Hubard, Hungertord, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, | 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, La Sere, Ligon, Long, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, 


whenever he may deem the same expedient, to |; 
cause not exceeding two regiments of infantry to |} : : aes 

+ F ji relation to obstructions to the navigation of the 
! river Sabine. ‘ 


mounted riflemen, whenever the publie service |) 


Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Mar- 
tin, Morris, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, Phelps, | 


| rable that more 


Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seddon, Leon- . 
ard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Sykes, James Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 


Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Yell—&. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. FRIES moved a reconsideration of the vote. 
Pending which motion, _ : 5 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE.. A 
Sarurpay, April 11, 1846. °: oe 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a remonstrance:of + 
citizens of New York against the renewal of a pat 
ent to the heirs of Jethro Wood; which was laid 
on the table. 

On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the memorial of 
the heirs of James Rell, deceased, on the files of 
the Senate, was referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, A 

Mr, BENTON presented the petitions of citizens 
of Missouri, praying the establishment ofa mail- 
route from Independence, in that State, to the Ore» 
gon territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of Ben- 
nington, New York, praying that Zebulon Weade, 
a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, may 
be placed upon the pension roll; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. a 


Mr. JOHNSON submitted a message of the 
President of the United States, communicated to 
the Senate the 21st of March, 1842, in relation to 
the proceedings of the commissioner for running 
the boundary between the United States and 
Texas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as containing valuable information in 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: ; 

Resolved, T'hat the Committee on Finance be in- 
structed to inquire whether further legislation. is 
necessary to apply the present surplus revenue, 
and what may þirrafier accrue, to the redemption 
of the public debt at an earlier period than can be 
done by existing laws. f 
Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 


|| tion: 


Resolved, That the President of the United Stateg 
be requested to communicate to the Senate copies 
of all the correspondence with the Secretary of 
State (if not incompatible with the public. interest) 
in the: years 1840, 18417,1842, and 1843, touching 
the right or practice of visiting or searching vessels 
in time of peace. oat 

On the suggestion of Mr. DAYTON, the reso- 
lution lies over: : 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


M. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, submitted an adverse report upon 
the petition of the representatives of Francis Vigo; 
which was ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. P., from the same committee, submitted ad- 
verse reporis upon the petitions of the representa- 
tives of Samuel Beach, Christopher Delayenne, 
and Benjamin Van Valkenburgh; which reports 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Jones and Boker, and others; which was read, 
and the report was ordered to be printed. 


ACCOMMODATIONS IN SENATE CHAMBER. 


The report of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, relating to certain alterations in the galle- 
ries, being taken up— Neg pen ene s 

Mr. BREESE, chairman of that committee, ob- 


| Served that the attention of the committee whose 


duty it was to audit and control the contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate, had been called, by repeated 
complaints which had been made of a want of ac- 
commodation for ladies who visited the Senate 
chamber for the. purpose of listening tothe debates, 
and of the necessity of providing more convenient 
seats for the Reporters, to the subject of making 
such alterations as would serve better to accommo. 
date the public and those connected with the pub- 
lic press. As faras the Reporters were concerned, 
it was highly desirable that better accommodations 
should be afforded them, and it was no less debi- - 
extensive accommodations:should 
be provided for the ladies and the public generally, 
This was made apparent by the fact, that recent y 
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the very great concourse of persons who visited 
the Senate could not be comfortably seated, in fact 
very n any could not obtain even an entrance with- 
in the Senate chamber. The alterations proposed, 
he thought, would be advantageous, not only to 
the public and the press, but to Senators, inasmuch 
ia the glare of light from the eastern windows 
would be prevented, and, at the same time, the 
quantity of light would not be diminished, because 
it was proposed to enlarge the lantern upon the 
dome. They could be made without interrupting 
the business of the Senate. Mr. B. proceeded to 
explain the alterations that were proposed by the 
committee, and remarked that the architect who 
had been consulted by the committee, (Mr. Robert 
Mills, a gentleman who bore a very high reputa- 
tion in his profession, and had enjoyed the confi- 
dence of Mr, Jefferson,) had submitted such plans 
as had entirely met the approbation of the com- 
mittee. According to the plan now submitted one 
hundred and fifty additional spectators would be 
admitted; while the alterations would conduce to 
the public convenience, even if the chamber should 
be adapted to the accommodation of the Supreme 
Court, as was proposed. In order to meet the views 
of the Senators from Delaware and North Caro- 
lina, (Messrs. J. M. Crayton and Maneum,) he 
would propose to amend the original proposition 
of the committee by adding the following: “ Allow- 
ing, at the same time, equal accommodation to that 
now allowed to the public press.” 

Mr. MANGUM expressed his concurrence in 
the recommendation of the committee as now mod- 
ified. He had some doubts, however, as to how 
far the new arrangements would interfere with the 
architectural beauty of the chamber, and as to 
how far the sound would be affected by the change. 

Mr. NILES was favorable to the report, inas- 
much as it afforded additional accommodation to 
the public, particularly the ladies. As to the re- 
porters and letter-writers, he regarded their accom- 
modation as a matter altogether of minor consid- 
eration. They did not deserve any special privi- 
leges from the Senate. 

Mr. DAYTON desired that the subject should be 
allowed to lie over for a short time to afford an op- 
portunity for consideration. If a change in the ar- 
rangements were made, it ought to be made with 
great care and deliberation. 

It was accordingly passed by informally. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the re- 
port of the Committee on Printing, in relation to 
printing an additional number of the report of the 
Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. NILES submitted a few remarks upon the 
subject, reiterating his fomer objections to printing 
as large number of copies as proposed by the com- 
mittee, which, he contended, had not been at all 
met by the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Asuey.] 
He was opposed to a bureau for the distribution of 
secds, and stated that some kind of corn—calico 
corn, he believed—had been sent to a friend of his 
in New York State, who had written to him in 
November that the corn was still growing, and the 
Lord only knew when it would stop. 

Mr. PHELPS stated that the reason which in- 
duced the Committee on Patents to report in favor 
of publishing twenty-five thousand copies of the 
report, was, that they found that the public sought 
for it with more avidity, read it with more interest, 


and paid for it more cheerfully than they did for | 


any other document which was published by Con- 
gress. The document was in great demand, and 
notwithstanding the large number printed last year, 
it was entirely inadequate to the applications there- 
for. The argument that the report had been pub- 
lished and made an article of sale by the booksel- 
lers was an evidence of estimate which the public 
made of its value; and he hoped the amendment 
proposed. by the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. 


Nixes, to print ten thousand copies,] would not | 


prevail, In the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on Patents, [Mr. Cameron,] he would 
move that the farther consideration of the subject 
be postponed until Tuesday next. 


Mr. CHALMERS said, in explanation, that he | 


had yielded to the views of the majority of the 
Committee on Printing in the report which they 
had made, although himself in favor of printing a 
smaller number than reported. 

_. The further consideration of the subject was then 
postponed till Tuesday next. 


i 
i 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE—-OREGON., 
The Senate resumed the consideration. of the fol- 


by Mr. J. M. CLAYTON: 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate copies 
of any correspondence that may have taken place 
between the authorities of the United States and 
those of Great Britain since the last documents 
transmitted in relation to the subject of the. Oregon 
territory, or of so much thereof as may be com- 
municaied without detriment to the public inter- 
est.” 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the subject be passed 
over informally. 

Mr. ATCHISON hoped that the vote would be 
taken then. If not, an excuse would be in exist- 
‘ence for deferring the vote on “ the notice.” 

Mr. SEVIER withdrew his motion. 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that he would take an- 
other opportunity of making the remarks which he 
had intended to offer when he gave way yesterday 
to the Senator from North Carolina, (Mr. Man- 
GUM] 7 

The vote on the passage of the resolution was 
then taken, and resulted as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, 
Bright, Calhoun, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Cor- 
win, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Houston, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Mil- 
ler, Morehead, Phelps, Rusk, Simmons, Webster, Westcott, 
aud Woodbridge—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, 
Cass, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Haywood, Jen- 
ness, Niles, Pennybacker, Sevier, Sturgeon, and Turney 


Ads 


RIGHT OF SEARCH. 


Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate take up 
the resolution submitted this morning by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Atten,| in order to amend 
it to meet the ohject desired by that gentleman, 
and to put it upon its passage; which motion was 
agreed to. 

‘The resolution was. then read, amended by the 


| spondence requested by the resolution adopted yes- 
terday,” and, as amended, it was agreed to. 

[The effect of the amendment is to incorporate 
into Mr. ALLEen’s call, the resolution offered yes- 
terday by Mr. Janwaaiy.] 


SPECIAL ORDER. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. PHELPS stated that his colleague, [Mr. 
Upxam,] who was expected to address the Senate 
! to-day upon the special order, was unable to be 
present to-day, and he therefore hoped the special 
order would be passed over informally. 

Mr. SEVIER. ‘What is the matter with him? 

Mr. PHELPS. He is ill; unable to leave his 
room, 

Mr. MOREHEAD also stated that Mr. Upnam 


order would be passed over. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN concurred with Mr. More- 
HEAD. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the special order 
was not before the Senate. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

be pressed. 

The PRESIDENT was proceeding to announce 
the special order, when 

| Mr. ALLEN moved that the Senate go into Ex- 
| ecutive session; stating that there was some busi- 
| 


I hope then it will not 


| ness to be transacted, the action upon which, to 
| be effectual, should be taken during the present 
week. š 

: After some further conversation, Mr. A.’s mo- 
| tion was agreed to. 

| The Senate went into Executive session, and, 
_ after some time spent therein, the doors were again 
i opened. 


| Representatives, announcing that said House had 


| passed the Senate bill to raise a regiment of mownt- || 


ndment; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RANK AND FILE OF THE ARMY. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to increase the rank and file of the army; | 
when, 

On motion of Mr, BENTON, it was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
> The Senate then adjourned. 


; ed riflemen, &c., with an amer 


lowing resolution, submitted several weeks since 


| insertion of the words “in addition to the corre- |} 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


i 


A message was received from the House of |! 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. |. 
Saturpay, April 11, 1846.00 
The Journal of yesterday was read and .ap- 


red. cae 
"The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 


ness to be the bill in relation to mounted riflemen: 
SENATOR WEBSTER. ; 


Mr. WINTHROP rose. for personal explana- 
tion; and having obtained leave, proceeded. as fol- 
lows: wat Deane. sees 
"Tn the course of a service of six years, I; bave 
never before asked permission of the House to 
make what is called a personal explanation. “Nor 
am I sure that E should: do so now, were my own 


! conduct or character alone concerned. But Fdo not 


feel at liberty to allow anything to-pass;.as having 


| been spoken by me, which may involve the slight- 


est unjust reflection upon others. 
T do not mean to complain of any reporters. : On 
the contrary, I would make, both to those of the 


| Intelligencer and those of the Union, the acknowl- 


edgments, for their general accuracy and: excel= 
lence, which are justly duc from us all, : 
But this I will say, that whatever I actually said. 
in this House yesterday, I am represented in the 
Intelligener of this morning of having conveyed 


j an idea, which I certainly did not intend to con- 


vey. : 

if I was understood as meaning anything less 
than that the charge of being a pensioned agent of 
the manufacturing interest brought. against Mr. 
Webster yesterday, was, in every just sense, and 
in every unjust sense, and in all senses whatso- 
ever, an unfounded and untrue charge. I desire 
now to correct that understanding, and to express 
that idea fully and unqualifiedly. a 

But there is another part of the report to which I 
wish toallude. I said, that as to the fact which the, 
honorable member from Alabama [Mr. Yancgy] 
had found in a newspaper, and which he said the 
whole people of the United States were conversant 
with—that the sum of $100,000 had been raised in 
some quarter for the benefit of Mr. Webster or his 
family—I knew nothing, and therefore should 
deny nothing. I added, that I wished that other 
gentlemen would observe the same rule as to their 
assertions. 

This remark was strictly true at the time at 
which it was made. I had, indeed, seen the news- 
paper statement. I had heard something of a pro- 
posed manifestation of regard and gratitude towards 

r. Webster. But so far as my own personal 
knowledge reached yesterday, nothing of the sort 
had been done. i ; 

Now, sir, this morning I know more about the 
matter; and as the remarks which I made ‘yester- 
day might involve me in the suspicion of desiring 
to remain ignorant myself and to keep others in ig - 
norance, and might look like an attempt on the part 
of Mr. Webster’s friends to cover up and conceala 


was ill, and expressed the hope that the special | transaction in the highest degree honorable both to 


him and to themselves, I take the very earliest op- 


| portunity to give to the House and to the country 


the results of my inquiries. 

I cannot proceed to do so, however, without ex- 
pressing the deep disgust which I feel for the sort 
of personal assault which has been carried on in 
this House fora day or two past, and for the ne- 
cessity which has been created of introducing the 
private affairs of anybody before the country, But 
| others have thought these matters a fit topic for 
| the councils of the nation, and upon them must 
| rest the responsibility. 

I desire, then, to make the following declaration 


| by authority: 


Mr. Webster does not own a single dollar’s 
i worth of stock in any manufacturing company 
| whatever; nor is a dollar’s worth of such stock 
| held by others in trust for him or. his fami! y, or in 
i any way to be beneficial to him or them; nor is 
{he interested, in any way, in any manufactory 
whatever, nor in the rise or fall in any sort of man- 
| ufacturing stock or property; nor has any trans- 
; action of any kind taken place on condition of 
| Mr. Webster’s remaining in the Senate or leaving 
: the Senate. ig 
; Mr. Webster has disposed of certain. valuable 
| Western lands at prices not exceeding their actual 
; value, for which he has been paid. An arrange- 
‘ment, intended for his benefit, which. he regards 


| as highly honorable to him, and which; 1-may 


; Say, isas high a compliment as was eyer paid to 
‘any public man in our eountry—being the pro- 
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vision of an annuity for life—was announced -to 
- him here. last month. 7 : j 

The gentleman. making the communication ac- 
. fompanied it with this declaration and statement 
of ita origin and objects: f 


-6e This fund: has been raised, freely and cheer- | 


* fülly, by your friends, in evidence of their grate- 
* ful sénse of the valuable services you have ren- 
“dered to your whole country.. -They have done 
‘it without your sanction or knowledge, and with 
“some reason to imagine that their purpose might 
«not be entirely acceptable to you: Your friends 
“are numerous; the same who for five and twenty 
+ years have rallied round you. But time will do 
“its work on all of us; and when increasing age 
* shall render labor irksome to you, and call for re- 
`4 pose, these friends, or many of them, may be in 

, #their. graves. If what has been done be not 
“needful for the present, it may yet hereafter tend 
“to the comfort of your advancing years, and 
“serve hereafter to recall to your mind friends 
€ whose hearts have been with you.” 

In this communication there is not the slightest 
reference to Mr. Webster’s remaining in Congress, 
or to his leaving Congress; still less to his support 
of any interest, any policy, or any party in the 
country. Its motive is declared to be a grateful 
sense of the valuable services rendered to ‘ the 
whole country.” 

And I take it upon myself to say, sir, because I 
know, that this proceeding originated with per- 
sons deeply, if not exclusively, interested in the 
commerce of the country. Nor is it difficult to 
understand how those interested in.that commerce, 
as well as those who are at all times gratified with 

the preservation of honorable peace, and with an 
able and successful defence of just maritime rights, 
should find cause to be grateful for the public ser- 
vices of Mr. Webster. 

But it is my purpose, on this occasion, to ex- 
plain, and not to_ eulogize. Such an explanation 
was due to Mr. Webster; but not to him alone. 
Tt was due to the honorable and generous men, my 
constituents, who have been parties to this trans- 
action, and upon whom the charge of having pen- 
sioned an agent to advocate any peculiar interests 
of their own, is a gross and unworthy imputation. 
It was equally due.to the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, whose immediate and honored Senator 
and servant, Mr. Webster is. He is here as no 
agent of private individuals, “He holds his seat by 
the free and unsolicited suffrages of the Legislature 
of Massachusetts. He was elected by the honest 


and independent members of that body two years | 


ago,as he had been several times before, because 
his principles were known, and his ability proved; 
and because in ‘maintaining those principles, with 
the unsurpassed. power which he has uniformly 
exhibited, they. believed. that he would advance the 
best interests, not merely of their own fellow-citi- 
zens, without distinction of pursuit or party, but 
the best interésts of the whole people of the Union. 

With these remarks, I leave the subject. 

Mr. YANCEY (leave being further granted to 
him for personal explanation) said: I perceive, 
Mr. Speaker, in the Baltimore American of this 
morning, in a letter written by its letter-writer from 
this city, the following statement in its account of 
the proceedings of the House yesterday: 

« Mr. Yancey spoke nearly an hour in continued 
‘animadversion upon Mr. Webster. He would 
< loathe, he said, to keep company with Daniel Webster, 
‘and the whole speech was in this spirit.” 
< The writer (said Mr. Y.) mistook my remark. 
What-I did say, alluding to the facts 1 had some- 
what fully demonstrated in relation to his politi- 
cal-course during the last war. and some other of 
his public acts, was, that I should loathe any poli- 
tical connexion with Mr. Webster. And so | am 
reported in the National Intelligencer of this morn- 
ing. How I would like a personal, connexion, it 
is not-for me now to say.. : 2 

In another portion of the letter, this letter-writer 
says, that in relation to Mr. Webster being a pen- 
sioned agent of the manufacturing Interest, 

«Mr, Asumon said the charge was untrue, and 


called for proof.” ` 
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Now, (said Mr. Y.,) Mr. Ashmun said no such 
thing, or if he said it, it did not reach my ears. 
The report of the Intelligencer says that Mr. 


; Ashmun rose and interrupted me, and I refused 


he interruption. Thereupon he took his seat. 
He did not say the charge was untrue: if he said 
it, it was in such atone of voice that I did not 
hear it. 

I am very glad that the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Winturor,| has at 
last, by authority, given this matter a substantive 
form, and shape. ‘Tt seems I was not very wrong 
in the views q took in relation to this subject. 
Although the friends of the honorable ex-Secretary 
of State, in presenting to him this annuity —not in 
the shape of manufacturing stocks, but an annuity 
secured to him for life—have done it very hand- 
somely, and have not shown a disposition to pen- 
sion him upon the country as a Senator. 

I am glad it has appeared before the country in 
some authoritative shape. As it is l take it; and 


; the country will take it. In order to set this matter 


more fully before the country, in the remarks which 
are published by the gentleman from Massachu- 


be glad to see the amount of this annuity, and the 


names of those connected with it. I have no right | 
to demand it; but if it should suit the gentleman’s li 
sense of propriety, in common with the country, | 


I should be happy to see it, 

Mr. WINTHROP. Really, really, sir, the cu- 
riosity of the honorable member from Alabama 
reaches much farther than my own, $ cannot au- 


swer his inquiry, for 1 do not know the fact. My j 


scarch into Mr. Webster’s private affurs—my 
right of search did not go the length of his questions. 
1 will say on this point, however,—but not until 1 
have asked, (in the way of parenthesis,) how other 
Senators and Representatives—nay, how the hon- 
orable member himself—would like to have all 
their private affairs, all the circumstances of their 
private life and history, unveiled to public view, 
and exposed to partisan gaze and scrutiny,—I will 
slate that the cjuzens of boston are not accustomed 
to do things by halves, and that whatever they 
have done In this case, has undoubtedly been done 
with their characteristic liberality. If the honor- 
able member desires it, he may assume the sum 
mentioned in the newspapers, for all me. 

Mr. YANCEY. Do i understand the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts to say that this fund was jj 


made up by the commercial interest ? 
Mr. WINTHROP replied in the affirmative. 
Mr. YANCEY continued. If it was the com- 
mercial interest which originated this gift—a great 
public interest, then, thus rewards a public servant, 
then in private life, and that person then at once 


resumes public life, and while enjoying that annu- |} 


ity, private, if the gentleman from Massachusetts 
chooses to call it, and privately given, this great 
public interest naturally looks to this public repre- 
sentation in the Senate as its advocate, for he is 
living upon its bounty and charity? 1s itan unpar- 
donable * curiosity,’’ therefore, in me, to desire 
to know something of a transaction involving pub- 
lie character and morals? Certainly, when taken 
in connexion with a charge thus publicly made in 
the Poel ic publicly made upon the floor of 


|| Congress, by a member in his place, when this 


charge was taken in connexion with the explana- 
tion which the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has made this morning with so much 
care, it could not be deemed curious in him, nor 
as prying into Mr. Webster’s private affairs, to 
desire to know the amount of the subscription, 


and by whom it is made. Why? Because it is | 


a public matter; because it is connected with a 
publie man; because the charge is made for pub- 
lic purposes, and it is deemed sufficiently import- 
ant to draw forth a public written explanation, 


and by authority. f Da 
~ Mr. WINTHROP interposed, and inquired 


Í whether it had not been the very purport of his 


explanation to take away everything of a publie 
character, and to place it in its true hght as a pri- 


‘vate transaction ? 


ih 


setts, if it should suit his sense of propriety, justice, | 
and authority upon the subject, for one, l should | 


- Mr. RATHBUN rose, and inquired what was 
the question before the House? . ge 
The SPEAKER replied that there was no ques- 
tion; but the. gentleman from Alabama; had been . 
permitted to make a personal explanations... 
Mr, YANCEY, resuming, repeated that this was 
ia public matter, although the 


niemans: ‘from 
Massachusetts had publicly explained it, that he 
might, publicly, make it private. How far this an- 
nuity went for public services, and under what 
circumstances and by whom it was given, he de- 
sired to know, that it might be known whether in 
any “just sense or conclusion’ it-was a pension. 
But he would say this much for the explanation of 
this matter: sre 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose and called for the 
; orders ofthe day. He submitted that the person- 
al explanation had ceased long ago, and that the 
debate had gone off upon extraneous matters. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alaba- 
ma is on the floor by the consent of the House. 

My. YANCEY (resuming) observed that he was 
oing on to say that a high. and proper example 
ad been set on this subject of public men’s receiv- 
ing pensions under the name of presents for public 
services previously rendered. : 

1 have understood that the venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts has had a splendid Bible thus 
presented to him; and that te could not thus re- 
ceive it; but sent its value of $20 to those who had 
| presented it! ; , 

1 understand that a distinguished son of Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Crurrenven] has had a splendid. farm 
offered him for public services rendered, and that 
he could not, with his high sense of propriety, and 
of the delicate relations of a public man to the peo- 
ple, accept of such a present! I have never heard 
of this being denied or refused by the late ex- 
Secretary of State, 

The subject is indeed “ disgusting,” sir, which 
is the disgust arising from a sickening review of 
“ disgusting ” public acts. : 

Mr BRINKERHOFY called for the orders of 
the day. : 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN, ETC. 


The House thereupon resumed the consideration 
of the unfinished business of yesterday, which was 
the bill from thé Senate to provide for raising one 
regiment of mounted riflemen, and to establish 
military posts on the route to Oregon. 

And the state of the question was this: ` 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had reported the bill to the House with the 
following amendment: ‘* That all the officers:of the 
aforesaid regiment of riflemen shall be selected 
from the regular line of the United States army.”” 
In which amendment the House had concurred. 

Mr. FRIES had moved a reconsideration of the 
vote; pending which motion, the House: had ad- 
journed. : 

And the question now recurred, ‘t Will. the 
House reconsider the vote by which the. said 
amendment was concurred in?”’ 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. : 

The SPEAKER said, if that motion shoul 
vail, it would carry the bill also to the table. -. 

Whereupon, Mr. RATHBUN: withdrew: his > 
motion. , mote ; 

Mr. ITARALSON inquired whether. the motion 
to reconsider was debatable. 

The SPEAKER said no; the previous question 

-had been ordered, and not yet exhausted. 

Mr. HARALSON said he would have been glad 
of an opportunity to make a few remarks. 

The question was then taken, “and resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, 
James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Burt, Cathcart, 
Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, 

| Jefferson Davis, De: Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Bilsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 
Giles, Gordon, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, George 8. 


d pre- 


t 


| Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
i Ingersoll, Jenkins, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
3 MeClelland, McClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, 


3 


7 oo “i : 7 $ š a » a : . 
i amendment added by a vote of the House; he |] then, that they were making no‘new officers with 


Chapman, Augusins A. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, 
Yranston, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dixon, 
Dockery, Dunlap, Foot, Gentry, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, 


Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Isaae | 


FB. Holmes, 5. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Johnson, Joseph Jobn- 
son, George W. Jones, Scaborn Jones, Preston King, ‘I’. B. 
King, Lawrence, Lewis, Long, MeCrate, McGaughey, Me- 
Henry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Norris, Pen- 
dieton, Pollock, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, Jolm AsRock- 
well, Root, Runk, Seammon, Severance, Simpson, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, St. Jolin, 
Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Tilden, 
Vinton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, 
Wright, Yancey, and Young—ss. 

So the Flouse decided that the vote should not 
be reconsidered. 

The question then was on ordering the bill to a 
third reading. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. ST. JOHN inquired of the Speaker whether 
a motion to reconsider would be now in order? 

The SPEAKER said no; because the previous 
question was a higher motion, and its operation 
had not yet been exhausted. 

The question was then taken, and resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Stephen | 


Adams, Anderson, Arnold, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, James Black, James A. Black, Blanchard, 
Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Carroll, Cathcart, Jolm G. Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Cu 


lom, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Gar- | 
Ld 3 ’ 3 


rett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, MUsworth, Erdman, an, Fick 
lin, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Har- 
per, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, George S. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Fud- 
son, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, . Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, George W, Jones, 
Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, La Sere, Lewis, Long, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, MeCiean, McClelland, McClernand, 
McCrate, James McDowell, McHenry, Marsh, John P. 
Martin, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 


Pendleton, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Roberts, Julius Rock- | 


well, John A. Rockwell, Root Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Rinith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stewart, St. John, hibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, 
Thurman, Tredway, "rumbo, Wentworth, White, 4 € 
Wiliams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, W 
Yaneey, Yell, and Young—338. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Boyd, Burt, William W. Camp- 
bel, Chipman, Cobb, Crozier, Dobbin, Dockery, Drom- 
goole, Graham, Henley, Isaac W. Holmes, Hungerford, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, James IH. Johnson, Scaborn Jones, 
Preston King, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
Mclivaine, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Niven, Nor- 
ris, Reid, Sawyer, Strong, Sykes, Tilden, Vinton, and 
Wheaton—38, 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading now. 


ty 


And having been read a third time by its title, | 
and the question being on the final passage thereof, | 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question. . 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON inquired whether 
he could now make a motion to recommit the bill ? 

The SPEAKER said no; the previous question 
would cut it off. 

Mr. THOMPSON hoped that the previous ques- 
tion would be voted down. 

And the question on the demand for the previous 


question was then taken by tellers, and the vote | 


stood ayes 90, noes 54. 

So there was a second, 

And the main question was ordered, and having 
been taken, the bill was passed. 

Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of the vote. 

A brief conversation followed on a point of 
order. 

Mr. COBB went into some remarks explanatory 
of his object in moving to reconsider the vote, 
which he said was to move that the bill be recom- 


mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, for the purpose of striking out the | 
amendment which had rendered it obnoxius to its | 


sincere friends. He had voted against the engross- 
ment of the bill, not because he was opposed to the 
bill itself. He had been its warm friend and ad- 
xocate from the time it was recommended by the 
President and the Secretary of War. He had ad- 


vocated it in all shapes and forms: but with the | 
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| could not give it his sanction or support. The 
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i| strenuous in the advocacy of the bill would be | 


i why it should be incorporated into the bill, had | 


| amendment of this character, 


| 
|, constitutional power, it was one which, in hisjudg- |! 
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object contemplated by those who had been most But the gentleman said it would be treating the 
destroyed if the amendment was suffered to remain. 
And if he correctly understood the matter, the | 
gentlemen who had. voted for this amendment 
would not.reach the object they had in view. 

Mr. WHITE (who had introduced the amend- 
ment) made a remark, of which nothing was heard 
by the reporter, but the purport of which may be 
inferred from the next sentence of Mr. Cogs: 

Mr. COBB said he trusted that the gentleman 
did not consider him as impugning his motives, or |} 
that of any other gentleman who had supported the ! 
amendment. But he (Mr. C.) desired to show that 
if the gentleman was governed by the same reasons || 
as actuated those who had addressed the House, 
then that object could not be attained. The only |; 
reason assigned by the friends of the amendment | 


had ninety-five supernumerary officers—ninety-five 
men doing nothing. | ae 

Mr. COBB inquired if they did not by this bill 

rovide for the appointment of new officers? ‘Did 

Bis colleague expect that we could officer the preg- 
| ent regiment without making promotions? 

Mr. JONES. Well, I expect the officers would 
not complain of that. It was the last thing‘he ever. 
| heard of—that an officer complained of being pro- 

moted in rank. 

Mr. COBB said he was not here peculiarly ad-- 
vocating the interests of the officers of the army, 
although he had nothing on.earth to say against 
them. He was replying‘to the argument of his 
‘colleague, in which he stated that they were cre- 
ating new officers; and he asked him whether we 
would get officers from the existing army, unless 
by promotion,which was nothing more than confer- 
ring a new office upon those who were promoted: 

Mr. RATHBUN (Mr. Jones still yielding) said 
it was to be found, by looking at the: Blue Book, 
at the list of colonels, that six of these colonels 
were now brevet brigadier generals; and one-of. 
them was in command in Texas. ae . 

Mr. YELL said a word in explanation on this 
point, which the reporter did not catch. : 

Mr. JONES (resuming) said there was no dif- 
| culty about officers; there were plenty of them. 
The great object of this bill was to make more 
offices. The true object, no doubt, had in view 
by many persons was, that places might be created 
so as to make a necessity for appointments. 

Mr. HARALSON wished to explain. - 

Mr. JONES declined to yield, but ty 

Mr. HARALSON (still upon the floor) said, so 
far as he was concerned in reporting this bill, he 
had no object in creating offices. sg ee EAS 

Mr. JONES had not said that the gentleman 
had. He repeated: that no doubt the object of 
many persons, in voting for this. bill without ofi- 
: cers, was for the purpose of having officers ap- 
pointed. He did not charge it upon the Military 
Committee. f t SEG 

A voice. Upon whom do you charge it? >- 

Mr. JONES. Not on the Military Committee. 

Mr. COBB (in his seat) was understood to say 
that there was not one supernumerary out of ser- 
vice. ; 


Mr. JONES. Then Ido not understand 
orts. T qi 
j J. A. BLACK (Mr. J. again ‘yielding the 


reference to the principle of economy, to prevent 
any new officers from being brought into the army, |! 
on the ground that there were already supernume- 
raries enough, and that therefore any addition was 
unnecessary. If this new regiment was raised, |! 
and the amendment was to remain, where were we 
to geta colonel out of the line? Was there a colonel 
that was not now on service? Where were we to 
geta major or a captain? Was the regimentto be |! 
officered out of the supernumerary lieutenants to 
whom reference had so frequently been made in 
the course of the debate? He called upon gentle- 
men who had supported the amendment on the 
score of economy to consider how we were to ob- 
ain officers out of the line, unless by displacing | 
them from regiments in which they were now serv- || 
ng, and thus leaving vacancies there to be filled up. | 

He was informed that this was to_be done by 
he promotion of inferior officers. What, then, | 
vecame of the great object of economy? Would | 
a dollar be saved? Ifa major was made into a || 
colonel, and similar promotions were made through. |! 
the different grades, would not the expense to the 
Government be the same as if the officers were 
taken from other places? Was not this true? He 
appealed to the friends of the amendment in sin- 
cerity and good faith to say, what became of the 
economy that was sought for? There was nothing 
in it, It was fallacious and deceptive on the face |i 
of it, and he was sure the House would not be led 
off from the real merits of the question by an | 


But who were these supernumerary officers by | 
whom this regiment was to be officered? They 
were lieutenants; and, as he was informed, they 
were the only persons to whom allusion had been 
made. If the bill was left in its original form, did 
it prevent the President of the United States from 
giving these supernumerary second lieutenants of 
the regular army such appointments as in his opin- 
on their experience aid ability. enabled them to 
fill? It was a mere question of confidence in the 
wisdom and discretion of the Executive as to the 
selection of the officers. 

Mr. C. then proceeded to show the propriety of 
giving this discretion to the President, contending | 
hat ifthe Executive was thus to be limited in his 
constitutional power to confer offices of this kind, 
there would be no end to the restrictions that would f 
be put upon him; and urging that the tendency of j 
the amendment, if left asit was, would be to make |! 
the regent a permanent addition to the army, in- |i 
stead of organizing a corps fora particular purpose, | 
which might be disbanded when the necessity for || 
its service had passed away. He adverted to the |! 
delay, and even the probable risk to the fate of the 
bill, which might result from a disagreement or | 
controversy between the two Houseson this amend- 
ment. In every view, either of expediency or of | 


the re- 


Mr. 
floor) said there were ninety to one hundred ‘E sú- 
pernumerary’’ officers. He did not-say that they 
were idle; he never had said'so. There were nine- 
ty-five companies, as far as he could ascertain, that 
had four officers each. - i : : 

Mr. JONES, (resuming.) What are supernu- 
merary officers but those whom the. law does “not 
require, who are not in their regulai service? If 
the law requires but three'officers to a ‘company, 
and you put four there, this man is not in’ his 
proper service, and is a supernumerary under the 
law. There were now ninety-five supernumera- 
ries. It would take thirty-four of them, he under- 
stood, (for he himself was not a military man,) to 
fill up this regiment with officers—thereby redu- 
cing the number more than one-third. ; 

Mr. RATHBUN, (in his seat.) You will have 
sixty more who will graduate at West Point in 
two or three months. z í 


manifest 


ment, ought not to receive the favorable consider- 
ation of the House. 
Mr. C., in the course of his remarks, yielded for 
pes of explanation or inquiry to Messrs. | 
rancey and J. R. INGERsoLL. t 
Mr, SEABORN JONES said he did not intend |! 


laces. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFPF, in order to test the'sense 
| of this House and bring this debate to.a close, 
to go into the constitutional argument that they had |; said he intended to make a motion: ` But before 
the power to order additional men to be raised and | he did so, he wished to inquire of the Chair, in 
not additional officers. These officers had already i case the motion of reconsiderationwerè laid on the 
been appointed by the President. He believed on | table, whether it would carry the bill witi it, or 
the other bill there was no question raised whether |; whether it would stand passed. =< 
they had the right to fill up the rank and file to | The SPEAKER replied that the bill: would 
eighty in each company. It might have been said, stand passed. 
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Mr., BRINKERHOFF. : I therefore move to 
jay the motion ‘to reconsider on the tablé, and I 
demand the yeas ahd nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ Nome’ conversation followed ‘between. Messrs. 
HAMLIN, HENLEY, and W. HUNT, on isci- 
dental questions’ of order. 

Mr BRINKERHOFF, on further considera- 
tion, said. hewould modify his motion. ` He de- 
manded ‘the: previous question; on the motion to 
reconsider, withdrawing his motion to lay on the 


table: 4 : 
n The question was then taken on the demand for 
question, and there wasa second. 


the previous : 
“Mr. RATHBUN moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid onthe ‘table; which’ motion, by 
ayes 54, noes 82, was rejected. 

So the motion was not laid on the table. 

Mr. McKAY. inquired whether it would- be in 
order to move to postpone the consideration of the 
“question until a future day, in order -to ascertain 
whether the Senate would pass the bill authori- 
zing the increase of the rank and file of the army? 
a The SPEAKER said the motion would ‘not be 
in order. 


And ‘the question “ Will the House reconsider 


the vote by which the bill was passed ?”’ was taken, 
and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—-Messrs. John Q, Adams; Biggs, James Black, 
. Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Cathcart, Reuben Chap- 

man, Chipman, Cobb, Crozier, Cummins, Cunninghain, 
Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, 
Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Hampton, Haralson, Har- 
manson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, George 8. Houston, Han- 
gerford, James B, Fiunt, Chartes J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Kennedy, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, Joseph J. McDowell, James 
McDowell, MeGaughey, McKay, John P. Martin, Burktey 
Martin, Morris, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, 
‘Phelps, Price, Reid, Rele, Ritter, Roberta, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, James ‘Chomp- 
son, Jacob ‘Thompson, Thurman, 'Tibbatta, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, and Yell—83. 

NAX S--Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Amold, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, fames A. Black, 
Blanchard; Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Milton Brawn, William 
G. Brown, William W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Coeke, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Cullom, Ciilver, Danicl, Garrett Davis, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dunlap, Midsall, Mdwin H. Ewing, Moot, 
Gentry, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Harper, Hilliard, 
Blias B, Holmes, Isaac B. Holmes, Bdanund W, Hubard, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hadson, Washington Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Lewis, Long, 
"McClean, MeConnell, MeCrate, MeHonry, MeNvaine, 

. Marsh; Miller 
bun, Jalius Rockwell Jom A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Scammion, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Rimpson, Tru- 
man Smith, Albert Smith, Caleh B Smith, Stewart, Srrohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thoniasson, ‘Tilden, Treadway, Trumbo, Vin- 
ton, Wheaton, White,. Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, 
Wright, Yancey, ind: Young—-93. 

So the vote was nót reconsidered. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House pro- 


ceeded. tothe 
ealendare >i 
-oThe-bill-for.the: allowance of the ‘commutation 
of five years full pay, in lieu of ‘the half-pay for 
life, to which Col. Wm. Grayson, of the revolu- 
tionary army, was entitled, to his legal representa- 
tives, was first in-order. 

This bill was ably and extensively debated for 
several days in Committee of the Whole, and was 
reported to the House with a recommendation that 
it pass. On the 28th March it was rejected on the 
question that it be engrossed and read the third 
time; and on the 30th. of the same month a motion 
was made to. reconsider the vote thus rejecting the 
bill. 

And the question now came up on the reconsid- 
eration. 

Mr. HILLIARD, in a short and eloquent 
speech, portrayed the life ‘and eminent public 
services, military and -civil, of Col, Grayson, and 
earnestly advocated the bill. 

Mr. HOGE moved to lay the. motion to recon- 
sider-on the table. 

© Mr. MecDOWELL, of Ohio, moved a call of 
the House.. It-was negatived. o - - | 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved an 

, adjournment. i ee a 

‘The yeas and nays being ordered, he with- 

, drew. it. à 
> It was renewed by another member; and— 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 

there were for the adjournment 39, against it 105. 
“ “So the House refused to adjourn. : 


consideration of bills on the private 


Morse, Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Rath- ; 


the 


And ‘the question was then taken by yeas and 
naysthat the motion to reconsider do lie on the 
table, and there were: Yeas 82, nays 67. 

Sundry bills which have heretofore been report- 


‘ed from the Committee of the Whole, with a rec- 


ommendation that they do pass, being first in or- 
der, viz: > i 

The hill for the relief of Wiley B. Parnell; 

The bill for the relief of Isabella Baldridge, wid- 
ow of- Captain John Baldridge; 

The bill for the relief of Sampson Brown; 

Were severally ordered to a third reading, were 
read a third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Langtry and Jenkins 
coming up— 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS opposed the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL explained the case, and the pa- 
pers were read. i 

Messrs. STEPHEN ADAMS and POLLOCK 
supported the bill. 


After the debate closed, the bill was ordered | 


to athird reading, and was read the third time and 
passed. 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 13, 1846. 


Mr. DIX presented two remonstrances of citi- | 
zens of Ontario and Cayuga counties, New York, | 


against the renewal of Jethro Wood's patent; 
which were laid on the table. 


Mr. CORWIN presented a remonstrance of cit- | 


izens of Medina county, Ohio, against the renewal 
of Jethro Wood's patent; which was laid on the 
table, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented several 


, petitions from citizens of Louisiana, praying an 


appropriation for the removal of obstructions to 


the navigation of the Sabine river; which were re- : 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of the 
administrator of James Livingston, deceased, pray- 
ing to be allowed commutation pay, with interest; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr, DIX submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: ‘ 

Resolved, That the Committee on. the Library 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
purchasing a portrait of the Baron Steuben. - 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 


i resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed 


to communicate to the Senate any proceeding or | 


deeision of the commissioners sitting under the 


| treaty of Paris of 1831, by which any claims for 


spoliations on Amerienn commerce by the French 
prior to the ratification of the convention of Septem- 
ber 30, 1800, were rejected or disallowed by said 
commissioners, together with the reasons, if any, 
assigned by said commissioners therefor. 

At the suggestion af Mr. ALLEN, the resolu- 
tion was ordered to lie over, under the rule. 


Mr. BREESE, fram the Committee on Public 


Lands, asked that said committee be discharged , 


from the further consideration of the petition of 
Isaac Barnes, praying the right of pre-emption to 
certain lands; whieh was agreed to. i 

Mr. B. also, from the sane committee, moved 
that the memorial of the Legislature of Missis- 
sippi, praying the enactment of a law for quieting 
titles to lands In that State, be printed for the use 
of the Senate, as containing valuable information; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the memorial of the Galena and Chi- | 


cago Railroad Company, asking the right of way 
through the public lands, and the pre-emption right 
to said lands through which the road should pass, 
reported “A bill to grant to the Galena and Chi- 
cago Railroad Company the right of way through 


was read, and passed to a second reading. 


The report accompanying the bill was ordered || 


to be printed. A 
Mr. B. also moved that the Committee on Pub- 


ii 


i 


li Senator who might desire to `spea 


public lands, and for other purposes,” which | 


lic Lands be discharged from the further consid- 
ération of the memorial of the delegates from: the 
northern counties of Ilinois; which motion was 
| agreed to. ` 
i TERMINATION OF THE DEBATE. 


Mr. ALLEN roseand remarked that he thought 
rit might be assumed as tolerably certain that some 
time within the present week the Senate would 
| proceed to vote’on the Oregon resolutions. -This 
eing the case, he was of the opinion. that it would 
be an accommodation to many Senators..to. have 
1i an understanding as to the exact day on which the 
i| Senate would proceed: to vote upon them. And 
| he would here state that it was his-intention when 
i| they came to the vote to move to lay upon the 
ii table the resolution reported by the Committee on 
| Foreign Relations, and to take up that which was 
i sent to them from the House of Representatives, 
in order to test the sense of the Senate upon that 
i; resolution. He was desirous that a day should 
be determined on, inasmuch as some of the mem- 
|, bers of the body would be unavoidably absent, he 
i: understood, within a few days, and they would 
ii like to time their absence so that it should not fall 
| on that day when the vote should he taken. 
Mr. R. JOHNSON. Does the Senator name a’ 


H the slightest objection to fixing apon some day for 
i it was not to be 


at 
; not the intention] ` 
i Mr. M. was quite willing, then, that Thursday 
should be the day. He would remind the: Sena- 
i tor, however, that discussion might arise ‘òn the 
i various propositions by way of amendment to the 
‘i resolution of notice, which would preclude the 
i! possibility of taking the final vote on that day. 
` Mr. R. JOHNSON presumed that any gentle- 
: man desiring to speak on Thursday, would not be 
eut off by this arrangement. 
Mr. WANNEGAN. Certainly not. But the 


|: Senate may refuse to adjourn. 


Mr, ALLEN stated that it was not proposed to 
‘establish any arbitrary rule, which would be con- 
| trary to the practice of the Senate. Nox was it his 
desire to interfere with the rights or wishes. of any 
a But every 
.| Senator could resolve in his own mind that the de- 
ii bate should terminate, and not tò adjourn before a 
il vote Was taken, ieee eas a : 
| Mr. WEBSTER. I have no objection. 
| My. ALLEN then suggested that Wednesday 
might be fixed on. 3 f 
Mr. WEBSTER. Thursday. : 
| M. ALLEN acquiesced, and named Thursday. 
i Mr. MOREHEAD suggested that a discussion, 
after the first vote, might arisé on the various 
|! amendments, and the debate might thus be pro- 
tracted beyond the day named. 75.0: 3 
Mr. WEBSTER. Such debate would be short. 
Mr. ALLEN. Itis not likely thata discussion 
on. the amendments would be ‘a very protracted 
one. After a debate of such length, every Senator 
must have pretty clearly determined, in “his own 
mind, as to the form of notice for which he will 
vote. As regards myself, such is my unwilling- 
ness to put off the final vote on this question, that 
I will waive my right to reply to any. remarks: 
ii made during the discussion, reserving the privilege 
to answer on some occasion which may present 
itself hereafter.: When a running discussion arises, 
it has been the usual practice of the Senate to sit 
| it: out; otherwise, we should no sooner see land, 
| than we might be at sea again, 
4 Here the conversation dropped. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON expressed a hope that 
the resolution which he had just submitied might 
{i be taken up for consideration. me ` 3 
il Mr. ALLEN had no-particular objection. He 
asked for the reading. > iis oe TEES 
The resolution was then read. 

_M. WEBSTER briefly explained its object. A 
‘reference of petitions and memorials regarding eer- 
tain claims had been made to a committee, in the 
duties of which the honorable Senator froupDela- 
ware [Mr. J. M. Crayon] took-'a principal part. 
These claims were for spoliations by the French 


under the treaty of 1831, as an indemnity to indi- 
viduals who had sustained losses in consequence 
of French spoliations, and when the commissioners 
came to adjust the claims, they rejected all claims 
arising prior to the formation of that treaty, upon 
the supposition that the United States had herself 
assumed the payment of them. 

Mr. ALLEN said he was quite willing to with- 
draw his objections, and allow the resolution to be | 
adopted. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON observed that the resolu- 
tion might be considered as an amendment to one 
which he had offered a few days ago. That reso- 
lution inquired respecting claims prior to 1800 gen- 
erally. He had ascertained, however, that there 
were others which did not fall precisely under that 
class, but which had nevertheless arisen prior to 
the ratification of the treaty of 1800. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and said that he had it in | 
contemplation, provided no other Senator should 
have possession of the floor on Wednesday next, | 
to address the Senate on that day on the subject of 
Oregon, and adduce such reasons as he might then 
have to offer for the vote which he should give || 
upon that subject. 


SECRET-SERVICE FUND. 


The resolution submitted on Friday, by Mr. 
Jarnacin, calling upon the President for accounts 
of the disbursement of the secret-service fund, 
from 1825 to the present. time, was, at the sugges- 
tion of the mover, passed over informally. 

{The substance of that resolution was imbodied 
in the call of Mr. Arren, in yesterday ’s proceed- 
ings. ] 

GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims upon the pe- 
tition of Reuben Mills; which was concurred in. 

Also the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, upon the petition of Deliverance Slassin; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, upon the petition of Abigail Reeves; 
which was concurred in. 

The act to change the distribution of duties be- | 
tween the several naval bureaus, was, at the sug- 
gestion of Mr. Arcner, passed by informally. 

{A message was received from the Eouse of | 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed bills for the relief of Langtry & Jenkins, 
Sampson Brown, Isahella Baldridge, and Wiley 
B. Parnell, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was asked. ] 

{Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 

SPECIAL ORDER—OREGON——-THE NOTICE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
special order of the day; when 

Mr. UPHAM, who was entitled to the floor, 
being absent, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON stated, that as the Senator 
from Vermont, who was entitled to the floor, was 

revented from addressing the Senate by sickness, 

e would avail himself of this opportunity to pre- | 
sent the conclusions of his mind on the subject. 
In doing this, he intimated his intention tọ read 
some remarks which he had prepared at an earlier 
stage of the debate. He commented on the form | 
of resolution submitted by Mr. CRITTENDEN, ex- | 
pressing his regret that it was not more explicit, 
although he did not say that he would not vote for 
it. Ifany notice be given, he thought it should he 
accompanied by a specific opinion recommending | 
a just and honorable compromise of the question. 
He contended that if both Governments adhered 
to their original claims, there would be no peace- | 
ful adjustment. In reference to the objections 
taken by some Senators that the joint resolution 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, by directing 
the President to issue the notice, took from him | 
all responsibility in the matter, he did not attach | 
such weight to the objection as others might. It; 
was a difference in terms, rather than in substance. 
Whether a discretionary power be vested in the | 
President or not, Congress must take its full share 
of the responsibility. Fle did not feel much anx- 


| 
t 


| ing peace. 


Li 
! 

| 30th of June, as proposed by the Senator from 
Maryland. Ifit was a peace measure; the sooner 
it was given the better. f 

As to the resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, he contended that the second part of 
that resolution did not intend to be an expression | 
of the House in favor of adjustment by negotia- 
tion; but merely as an indication that the House 
did not desire to interfere with any pending nego- | 
tiation. The form of notice in the proposition of | 
the Senator from Kentucky was more im accord- 
ance with his views than either the resolution of 
the House of Representatives or that reported by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

On the subject of title, he did not propose to go 
into a critical investigation, but he would say that 
he did not regard the title we had set up to the whole, 
as so clear and indisputable, that we cannot hon- 
orably agree to a compromise. We have fre- 
quently negotiated on the basis of a compromise, 
and treated the question of our title to the whole as 
an open question. To settle this by compromise in- 
volves no point of honor. Our ancestors, who 
were neither fools nor idiots, were willing to adopt | 


of the desire which can bring disgrace on our pres- | 
ent counsels. 

fle here quoted from Mr. Rush, to show the 
opinion of that gentleman that, sincere as he was 
in his belief of the superiority of our title, he was | 
bound in justice to say,that he believed the Min- | 
isters with whom he had to negotiate were equally 
sincere in their convictions. His State would not 
support him in any vote which would rashly plunge 
us into awar, any more than it would in any 
dishonorable concession for the purpose of preserv- 
War, however, he did not regard as 
within the scope of probability, unless brought on 
by our own mismanagement. 

Reviewing the correspondence between Mr. Bu- | 
chanan and Mr. Pakenham on the subject of ar- 
Ditration, he insisted that the Sccretary of State | 
had taken wrong grounds in that correspondence; | 
and he remarked, in detail, on the insufficiency of | 
the objections with which the propositions of the ! 
British Minister were met. Jf Mr. Buchanan | 
was right in his view that the territorial rights of | 
the United States could not be made the subject of 
arbitration, why had our Government agreed to an 
arbitration for the purpose of determining as to 
territorial rights to be surrendered in Maine? If 
we have such a perfect title to the whole of Oregon, 
how is it that we made the convention of 1817 with | 
Great Britain? and how is it that Mr. Polk was 
induced to offer to Great Britain an adjustment on 
the parallel of 49? 

While he believed that the Oregon question would 
be amicably settled, he stated that he should give 
his vote in favor of such an increase of the navy 
and army as the growing extent and increasing 
interests of our country demanded. To prepare 
for war in time of peace, was the policy of the ji 
party with which he acted. If war should come, 
he would be found fighting with his country against 
foreign aggression. Connecticut had, in a former 
war, contributed more, in proportion to her size, 
towards the clothing of the army, than any other 
State; and she would be found, in any future war, i 
equally prompt and energetic in her action. 

He believed that notice in some form should be ji 
passed, although he thought it probable, that before | 
many months or weeks had passed, events might 
transpire which would render any notice unneces- || 
sary. The joint resolution, as reported from the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations, he could not sup- 
port; and, in his judgment, it ought not to be car- 
ried. 

The notice was advocated as necessary for one 
of four purposes. Ist. For the protection of our 
people in Oregon, and of such as may hereafter set- 
tle there. 2d. For the assertion and maintenance 
of our claim to the territory. 3d. To prevent fu- 
ture collisions between the people of the two coun- 
tries. And 4th. To quiet the public mind, and 
remove the paralysis which now suspends our 
trade. A 

To the first, he answered that our people in Or- ; 
egon required no new policy for their protection. | 


neighbors, and were very likely to continue so. 


this basis, and there can be nothing in a repetition |; 


They were on excellent terms with their British į 


To the second, he replied that, if no notice were 
fo pass, our title and claims would remam pre- 


cisely as strong and clear.as now: ..Asto the third 
of these purposes, he alleged that thé laws enacted 
by Great Britain were merely for the protection 
and government of her own subjects, and’ had never 
been extended over the citizens of the United 
States. There was no danger of collisions while 
this state of things continued. As to the last pur- 
poses he denied that the business of the country 
ad been paralyzed by the delay in giving the no- 
tee. 4 $ nor 
He asked if it was likely that the giving of no- 
tice would induce Great Britain to renew any offer 
of negotiation?. The notice, in itself, was a harm- 
less measure; it was in the bond. But if the pas- 
sage of the notice was to be accompanied by those 
measures the tendency of which was’ to--provoke 
hostility, then we must expect war. It appeared 
to him, therefore, to be proper that the notice 
should not be given, or that it should le given in 
such a form as would express the desire. of Con- 
gress for an amicable adjustment ofthe question 
by an honorable and a just compromise. 
Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the Senate now 
adjourn, but withdrew the motion, ` 
Mr. SEVIER having expressed a wish that the . 
Senate should proceed to the consideration of Ex- 
ecutive business. f p 24 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The following message frorn`the President of 
the United States was then read: 


To the Senate of the United Siates: : 
In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 
11th instant, calling for ‘t copies ofany correspond- 
ence that may have taken place between. the au- 
thorities of the United States and those of Great 
Britain, since the. last documents transmitted to 


| Congress, in relation to the subject of the Oregon 


territory, or so much thereof as may be commu- 
nicated without detriment to the public interest,” 
I have to state that no correspondence in ‘relation 
to the Oregon territory has taken place between 
the authorities of the United States and those of 
Great Britain since the date of the last documents. 
on the subject: transmitted by me to ‘Congress. 
; JAMES K. POLK. 

Wasuineron, April 13, 1846. 0 0 S 

Mr. WEBSTER asked for a second reading. 

The message was again read by the Secretary. 

Mr. WEBSTER. ‘The answer of the President 
to the resolution of the Senate. seems to be com- 
pleie: but does not preclude the idea that there has 

een correspondence between the Department of 

State and the American Minister in London. Ido 
not mean to say that there has been any such cor- 
respondence; but it seems -to be génerally under- 
stood that there are letters from Mt. McLane, 
whether important or not I cannot say; but if there 


i be such letters, they are clearly not within the 


terms of the call. . : 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON did not think it proper 
to call for letters sent by the American Minister at 
London; all he had asked was the correspondence: 
between the two Governments. 

Mr. WEBSTER. There is nothing more pro- 
per, and sometimes nothing: more important, than 
to ask for the correspondence between. the Depart- 
ment here and the American Minister at London. 

Mr. ALLEN then moved that the message be 


li laid on the table and printed; which was agreed 


to. 
i CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

A message from the President, in relation to 
the existing difficulties between the several bands 
of the Cherokee Indians, and the recent murders 
committed by some of the said Indians, was also 
read; and, 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. 8. also moved that the message and accom 
panying documents be printed. s 

Mr. JARNAGIN was opposed to the printing 
until the committee had examined the nature of the 
documents. f 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that, as the message 
had also been sent to the House of Representa- 
tives, it would doubtless be printed. He consid- 
ered it impracticable for the committee to wade 
through the documents in their manuscript form, 
arid persisted in his motion to print, which motion 
was agreed to. 


The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Langtry & Jenkins was read a first 
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and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. : a 
The bill from the House of Representatives for, 
_the relief of Sampson Brown, was. read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, ©- i So 
_ "The bill from the House of. Representatives. for 
the relief of Isabella Baldridge, widow of Captain 
John Baldridge, was read a first and second time, 
and referredto the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Wiley B. Parnell, of Blount county, 
Alabama, was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee om Pubtic Lands. 

On motion of Mr, SEVIER, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after a few minutes so spent, the doors were 
again opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: Monpay, April 13, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday having been read in 
part ` : 
0 Mr. J.P. MARTIN moved that the further read- 
ing be dispensed with, and that the House proceed 
to the orders of the day, with a view to take action 
‘on the bill in relation to the mileage of members. 


And the question having been taken, the House | 


decided that the further reading should not be dis- 
pensed with, 
The Journal was then read. through, and ap- 
roved. 
J The SPEAKER said that the regular business 
of the day would be the call of the States for reso- 
qutions, commencing with the Territory of lowa. 


Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was read for informa- 
‘tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on 
‘the state of the Union be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the House bill, entitled «A 
‘pill relative to licensing, &e., of canal boats, ”? 

Objection having been made, the resolution was 
not received. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ASHIMUN asked for leave to make a brief 
personal ex lanation; and leave being granted, he 
said, that while he was absent from the House on 


“Saturday, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Yan- | 


“cry] had made an allusion to him which he desired 
to notice. : f 

Mr. SEABORN JONES suggested that Mr. 
Yancey was not now in’ his seat, and that the ex- 
planation had better be made at some time when he 
was present. , : 

Mr: ASHMUN- said he would, with great pleas- 
ure, defer his remarks, according to the suggestion, 
if-he could be 
time; although thegéntleman from Alabama had 

“made his statement at a time when he (Mr. A.) 
was out of the House. But he would be governed 
by the general sense of the House. 

[Cries of “go on” from all parts of the House. | 

Mr. ASHMUN then procceded to say that he 
found in the report of Saturday’s debate, as given 

-in the Intelligencer of this morning, the following: 
“Mr. Yancey asked leave to make a personal 
explanation, and leave being granted, he said: ‘I 

erceive, Mr. Speaker, in the Baltimore American 
of this morning, in a letter written by its letter- 
writer from this city, the following statement in 
its account of the proceedings of the House yes- 
terday?’ 


«Mr. Yancey spoke nearly an hour in con- | 


Webster. He 
with Daniel 
in the spirit 


tinued animadversion upon Mr. 
would loathe, he said, to keep company 
‘Webster, and the whole: speech was 
f is remark. ; 
e he writer (said Mr. Y.) mistook my remark. 
“What I did say, alluding to the facts I had some- 
what fully demonstrated in relation to his political 
course during the last war and some other of his 
~ Sublic acts, was, that I should loathe any political 
connexion with Mr. Webster. And.so F am re- 
orted ih the National Intelligencer of this morn- 
omg. How I would like a personal connexion, it 
i r me now to say. : i 
1s Ne neler onion at the letter, this letter- 
writer says that, in relation. to Mr. Webster being 
a pensioned agent of the manufacturing interest— 


sure of having the floor at a future | 


ji 
4 


t 


| 


: Hus Rockwell, Jolm A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Seammon, 


“cMr. Asnmun said the charge was untrue, 
and called for proof.’ 

“ Now, (said Mr. Y.,) Mr. Asamun said no 
such thing, or if he said it, it did not reach my 
ears. 

- The report of the Intelligencer says that Mr. 
AsHMUN rose and interrupted me, and { refused the | 
interruption, Thereupon he took his seat. He did 
not say the charge was untrue; if he said it, it was 
in such a tone of voice that I did not hear it.” 


Now, sir, I desire to set this matter right, and 
state the occurrence precisely as it took place. It 
will be recollected, that‘on Thursday the gentleman } 
from Alabama had made specific charges against | 
Mr. Webster upon the authority of newspaper ru- 
mors. He charged, upon this authority, that Mr. 
Webster stood in the Senate as the pensioned agent 
of the manufacturing interest; that the manufactur- | 
ers had raised a fund of $100,000 to place him in 
the Senate; and he asked whether, when he came 
to advocate the tariff, he would not stand before the | 
people as a pensioned agent, and roll this fund asa 
sweet morsel under his tongue? Not content with 
this—with stating in such general terms these news- 
paper rumors—he, on the next day, repeated the | 
general charge, with an additional specification, that 
he understood, upon the same hewepiper authority, 


f 
tion, I did say that the charge was not true. i 
gentleman says that ‘ Mr. Asumun said no such Hl 
thing, or if he said it, it did not reach my ears,” || 
I presume, then, thet he did not hear it; but I did | 
say it in a tone of voice which was intended to | 
reach him, and every one else in the House, and jj 
it was heard by every gentleman around, and by |; 
some, at Feast, of the reporters of the public press. |, 
The account of the occurrence, therefore, in the |} 
Baltimore American, so far as I am concerned, is 
correct. 


AMERICAN SETTLERS IN OREGON. 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved. that, the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (for the purpose. of: ta- 
king up the bill to protect the rights of American 
settlers in the territory of Oregon until the termi- 
nation of the joint occupation of the same.) 

Myn BOYD demanded tellers, but changed his 
mation to n demand for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Mesare. Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black, James A. Bhiek, Bowlin, Boyd, Burt, Catheart, | 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Durgan, De Mou, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Fries, Garvin, Giles, 
Gordon, Grover, {amlin, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough 
Geo. 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungertord, James 
B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeCtelhind, H 
MeClernand, MeCrate, Joseph J. MeDowell, McKay, Jobn || 
P. Martin, Barkley Martin; Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, 
Price, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Sawyer, Leonard H. Sima, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, 
Sykes, James ‘Thompson, Jacob Thonipson, ‘Tredway, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Wiek, Williams, Woodward, Yan- 
eey, and Yell—80, - 

NAYS—Mesers. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Within &. Brown, William W. Campbell, Carroll, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, | 
Jefferson Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, John I Bw- 
ing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Elias B. Holmes, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Thomas But- 
ler King, Lewis, Long, McClean, McConnell, J, McDowell, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, 
Moseley, Pendieton, Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, Relfe, Ju- 


Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Truman Sraith, Albert Smith, - 
Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, ‘Tibbatts, Trumbo, Vinton, Winthrop, Wood, 
Woodrutl, Wright, and Young—78. : . | 
So the House resolved itself into. Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; Mr. Hamu, 
of Maine, in the chairs: >. wis gu aude 
Mr. JAMES THOMPSON. moved. that. the 
commitiee proceed to the consideration of ‘the bill 
above designated by him. 7 : : 
Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice that if the mo- 


| 
| 
| 2dth, 


i| seven, (until said 
i 
| 


| judicial district, and 


| 
| 
| 


tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

‘Trompson] should not prevail, he (Mr. B.) would 
move to take up the bill in relation to the licensing 
of canal boats.. 

And Mr. HARALSON gave notice of a bill, 
the title of which ‘could not be heard, but which 
was understood to be a bill in relation to certain 
| fortifications. : : eens 
| The question, on the motion of Mr. THOMP. 
SON having been taken, the vote stood—ayes 79, 
noes 68. : i ne ` 

So the committee proceeded to theconsideration 


|| of the following bill: which was read through: 


“A BILL to protect the rights of American setters in the 
| “territory of Oregon, until the termination of the joint oc- 
cupation of the same. 

« Be it enacted ly the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, That 
the jurisdiction of the supreme court of the Territory of 
Towa, and the laws of said Territory, so far as the same 
may be applicable, are hereby extended over all. that 
portion of the territory of the United States which lies 
west of the Rocky Mountains; and also over all ‘that por- 
tion of the intermediate conntry west of the Missouri river, 


i and between the fortieth and forty-third parallels «of north 
i 


latitude: Provited, That this act shall not be construed nor 
exceuted- in such a marmer as to deprive the subjects of 


| Great Britain of any of the rights and privileges secured by 


the third article of the treaty signed at London, October 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, and continued in force 
by the treaty of August sixth, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
treaty stipulation shall cease by virtue of 
the notice provided for in the second article of said last- 


i| mentioned treaty.) 


« See. 2. And be it further enacted, That all the country 
described in the first seetion of this act shall constitute one 
a district court. shall be held therein by 
the judge to be appointed under this act, at such times and 
places as he shall designate; and said court shall possess 
all the powers and authority vested in the present district 
courts of said Territory of Towa. An additional justice of 


Í the supreme court of the Territory of Towa shall be ap- 
| pointed, who shall hold his office by the same tenure; re- 


ceive the same compensation, and possess the same powers 
and authority as are conferred by law upon the other justices 
of said court, and who shall hold the district courts in said 
district as aforesaid. 

“Suo, 3. And be it further enacted, That the President 
he hereby authorized to appoint the requisite number of 
justices of the peace and such ministerial officers as shall 
be necessary for the due execution of the laws: Provided, 


| That any subject of Great Britain who shall be arrested un- 


der the provisions of this act, for erime alleged to have been 


{| committed within the territory of the United States west of 
| the Rocky Mountains, while the same remai 
| to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the United States and 
| Great Britain, pursuant to stipulations between the two 


us free and open 


Powers, shall be delivered up for trial, on proof of his being 


| such British subject, to the nearest and most convenient au- 


thorities having cognizance of such offence by the laws of 
Great Britain. yg 

«& Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That provision shall 
hefeatter be made by law to secure and grant to‘every. white 
porion male or female, aver the age of eighteenyears, three 

undred and twenty acres of land ; -and to every white per- 
son, male or female, under the agé of eighteen years, one 
hundred and sixty acres of Innd, who shall have resided in 
the said territory described in the first section of this act for 
five consecutive years, to commence, within three years 
from the passage of this act. 

¢Spes5. Ant he it further enacted, That there shall he 
appointed, in the manner provided by law for similar officers, 
a superintendent of Indian affairs, and such Indian. agents 
and sub-agents as shall be necessary to the public interests, 
to whom may be intrusted, wider the direction of the Presi- 
dent, and in accordance with the ‘existing laws, so far as 
they may be consistent with the purport ofthis act, the reg- 
ulation of trade and intercourse with the Indian. tribes, and 
the execution of the laws herein extended over the country 


i deserihed in the first section of this act. 


c Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to cause to be -crected such 
biock-houses, stockades, or military posts, as shall be neces- 
sary to protect emigrants, settlers, and traders on the route 
to and in the territory of Oregon, against Indian’ depreda- 
tiowa and aggressions, and to furnish such ammunition and 
supplies ag shall be necessary to their defence, 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the President be 
hereby authorized to cause to be raised, officered, and equip- 
ped, in such manner as the President shall direct, two regi- 
ments of mounted men, to guard and protect emigrants, 
settlers and traders, against the Indians... 

“Sec. 8 And be it further enacted, That a mail-route be, 
and is hereby, established from St. Joseph’s, Missousi, to the 
mouth. of the Columbia river. parece 

«é Sea. 9. And be i further enacted, ‘That the sum of three 
hundred thousand dullars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated to carry the provisions of this act into effect.” 


| Mr. JAMES THOMPSON was understood to 


give notice of his intention to strike out those sec- 
tions of the. bill in relation to riflemen. and stock- 
ade forts. ‘ ; 
The bill being then read by sections, and 
section being under. consideration, 
1 Mre McHENRY. moved to amend it by insert- 
ing “after the words ‘west of the Rocky: Moun- 
stains; the words “south of the 49th. parallel of 
north latitude. ”” : 
| Mr. MeH. spoke briefly in support of the amend- 
į ment. He had been in favor of thenotice, he said, 
and had so voted in every shape and form; but, 


the first 


T 
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upon mature reflection, he was free to say that our | 
title beyond the 49th degree was not such as, in ; 
his estimation, would justify this House in placing 
itself in such a position as would almost with cer- ! 
tainty lead to a conflict with Great Britain. If the 
President had asked for the various measures he 
had recommended, simply with the assurance of 
having the controversy amicably settled, he (Mr. 
MeH.) would be in favor of extending our laws 
in general terms over all that portion of territory | 
west of the Rocky Mountains, But inasmach as | 
in his Message the President had assumed the po- ; 
sition that ow title to 54 40" was clear and unques- ` 
tionable, and had indicated that every measure 
adopted for the purpose of taking possession of 
the territory would be carried to that. extent, he 
(Mr. Met) could not, by his vote, place in the 
President’s hands the power to take possession of 
territory beyond what he believed to be clearly ; 
ours, Fie would not trouble the House at this 
time with any remarks upon the title. Te thought 
our tiile to the Columbia river, and to the revion 
drained by it, was good, and he would be willing 
to stand by it. He believed that the notice ought 
to be given for the purpose of settling that ques- 
tion. But he thought that we should take posses- 
sion of only so much as we all conceived we had a | 
certain title to. Te thought it would be better 
not to go beyond that point, as to which we could 
all be unanimous, and as to which we all agreed 
that our title was undoubted. If, as some gen- | 
tleman thought, there was even now the prospect : 
of adificulty with one of the greatest Powers of 
the earth, the consequences of which would be most 
disastrous, why should they be forced into meas- 
ures which their own judgment did not approve? | 
‘Was it good policy? Fle thought not. His amend- |: 
ment surrendered nothing; it did not in the slieht- i 
est degree interfere with our title beyond the 49th 
parallel, if we had a good title to the territory be- 
yond it, ‘The amendment merely designated the 
line of 49°, as that upon which the President could 
receive unanimous support,and of which we could 
thus take possession. - Ee (Mr. McH.) was not =: 
disposed to condemn the President in advance; but 
when he said that his opinion was, that our title to 
54° 40' was clear and unquestionable, and asked | 
Congress to take possession of that whole territo- 
ry, he for one did not feel inclined to extend these 
measures beyond the pointup to which he himself 
thought that our title was clear and manifest. And 
he adverted briefly to the bad policy ofa different 
course of conduct. Te would go as far as any || 
man in sustaining the honor of the country. But 
this was a mere matter of policy. ‘The amend- 
ment proposed the surrender of nothing. It mere- ; 
ly said that, having got rid of the treaty of joint 
occupation, we would take possession of the terri- | 
tory so far as our title was clearly good. He 
would not now enter upon the question of title. If |: 
hereafter he should write out his remarks, he might ` 
state explicitly what his views on that point were. ; 
Mr. WENTWORTH said he rose merely to | 
make a few inquiries. Hehoped he had made his | 
last Oregon speech. Indeed, he hoped so at the 
last session. He came here expecting to pass Ore- 
gon and Texas both under the operation of the | 
previous question. He hoped to make but one | 
more speech, and he would commend it to all | 
others, and that was “ay” on the passage of the | 
notice and the bill. 
At the last session of Congress, this Fouse pass- | 
ed a bill extending jurisdiction up to 54° 40’, by a 
vote of 140 to 59, embracing all the Democrats of 
this House but five, and all the South Carolina 
delegation but one. The Democrats opposing it, 


man of Alabama, Coles of Virginia, Davis of New : 
York, and Jones of Tennessee. i 

Now the first question he wished to ask was 
this: “ What has occurred since the adjournment 
of the last Congress to make our title good to only 


four degrees and forty minutes when the House 
passed the bill, at the last session? 

He wanted some gentleman to reply to this, if 
there was any gentleman who would change his | 
extent of claim since the last session. 


He now wished, in all sincerity, to have the hon- `: 
{! struck out the line of 54° 40’, he did not think 


orable gentleman from Kentucky answer him one 
question; and that question was, would he vote to 
extend’ the ordinary territorial organization over | 
all of Oregon, up to the 49th degree, by the ap- 
pointment of a governor, judges, &e., &c.? 


i 


I 


: Heved our title hones 


: question to ask, and, as it was his last, he would 


i quick to take pos 


li by his friend from Kentucky. 


i 


IE 
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! Mr. McHENRY explained that he had said he 
vould go for evcry necessary measure to extend 
our possessions to 490, because he believed our 
title was good up to that parallel. He would go 
for any measure, before the expiration of the year 
and after the notice was given, that would not in- 
terfere with our treaty stipulations; and. after the 
year he would goto take absolute possession of 


titled. 


up to the 49th degree, as if we took it all up to the 


: Sdth degree 40 minutes? 


Mr. McHENRY rose to reply, and asked Mr. 


Wentworrtn if he would not aceept of the 49th 


W 
le 


: degree, if Great Britain should offer it? 


Mr, WENTWORTH said, No, sir; no, sir.” 
Mr. McHENRY proceeded to say that the po- 


the whole of that territory to which we were en- | 


Mr. WENTWORTH then asked Mr. McHen- 
ry if- his course would not plunge the country into | 
a war? He wanted to know if he had any reason i 
i to believe that Great Britain would not make it a 
cause of war quite as quick if we took possession | 


sition whieh he assumed was this, that now, as: 


we were about to take measures to extend our 
possessions, we should give the notice. He was 
willing to take possession at once as far as he be- 
ly extended, without regard 
to what might or what might not be the opinions 
of Great Britain. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he had one mor 


not give way for an answer, but would close by 


asking it, and Jet gentlemen answer it at their lei- | 


ure. 
Jt was this: 

By what facts, and by what process of reason- 
ing, do we prove our title good to the 49th degree, 
and bad to every inch above it? 

Until this shall be answered to the satisfaction 


i of the people, they will always be for 54° 40’. 


And so long as no one is able to assure them that 
Great Britain will pot make it a cause of war as 
ssion to 499 as to 54° 40’, they 
will say, if war must come, let it come for the 


i| Whole, and not a part. 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL said he felt con- 
strained to vote against the amendment proposed 
He (Mr. R.) had 


understood that in the original bill which had been 


reported from the Committee on the Territories, 


the limit of 549 40’ was designated as being the 
northern boundary of the territory over which we 
were to extend our laws. That bill had been re- 
committed; and he now found that that limit had 
been left out, and that the provisions of the present 


i bill were these—[Mr. R. here stated the terms of 
i. the section.] 


] The general terms only were used. 
He thought that we should adopt these words, and 
these alone. It was his opinion that there ought 
to be a settlement on the parallel of 499; but he did 
not believe that it was the policy of the House or 
of Congress to pass a law or resolution fixing par- 
ticular limits of negotiation. That, he thought, 
belonged to another department of the Government 

the treaty-making power; and not to Congress 
in its Jegislative character. There were a large 
number of settlements, consisting of British sub- 
jects, south of 49°, and if any provision was to be 
adopted to interfere with the rights of persons now 


in that territory, we might as well extend it be- | 


yond the line of 499 as up to it. If, therefore, it 


was right to pass a law at all, it was right to ex- | 
i! tend it over the entire territory. 
i he had endeavored to show that the British laws |) 
` extended over the whole of this territory; and not || 
[ i only so, but over all persons residing within it, |! 
were Messrs. Campbell of South Carolina, Chap- =! 


Some time ago, 


both British and American; although, so far as any |! 
action had been had, no American citizen, to his || 
knowledge, had been made subject to these laws. || 


i The terms in the act were general terms, and they |i 
į extended the laws of Canada over the entire terri- |} 
3 2 “tory. He had at the same time expressed his ap- 
forty-nine degrees now, when it was good to fifty- 


prehension that the conflict of these two systems of 
laws over the same country would be more danger- 
i ous than any other one thing that could happen. |! 
Under these circumstances, if any law at all was to | 
be passed, it seemed to him that there should be 

no limitation to any particular line; and ifthe Com- 
mittee on Territories had, wisely as he thought, 


| 
that the House should fix any. There were other | 
provisions of the bill in respect to which he should | 


did not think that, generally speaking, the first i 


Tt was one that thousands besides himself !: 
: need information upon. 


| 
{ 


i 
| 
| 
| 
į 
| 
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i 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


A 
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i 
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| 
| 
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be glad at the proper time to give his opinion. He |: 


; section could be better expressed, with the excep- 
‘ion, perhaps, of that portion of it which spoke of 
i the laws of the Ps of lowa; and to that he 
| would add, ‘¢and the laws of. the United States 
in relation to the Territory oflowa,” because there 
| were laws which in reality constituted a portion 
of those which governed: Lowa, which were laws 
of the United States, and not of that Territory. 
If the section could be so amended as. éxpressly 
i| to except British subjects from its operation, he 
| would give his vote for that section. : 


Mr.J. Q. ADAMS addressed the committee frony 
| a position, and in atone of voice, which. we regret 
| rendered it extremely difficult to catch his remarks 
iat the left of the Speaker. As far a8 ‘could be 
: heard, he spoke to the following effect: 5 

| He was inclined to move that the committee 
| rise, for the purpose of postponing the considera- 
tion of this bill, until they knew whether any 


‘i notice would be given for the termination of the 


i joint convention of non-oceupation.of the year 
1828. TS 
Sir, (said Mr. A.,) it will be recollected that the 

| first bill reported to this Flouse on thig immense- 
ly comprehensive subject of Oregon, was from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and that it was be- 
| fore the resolution of notice was reported. from the 
| Committee on Foreign Affairs; and that when that 
nH was brought forward, there was avery gen- 

al doubt entertained in this city, whether the - 
Committee on Foreign Affairs would report the 
| notice at all; and that, then, in addressing. the 
House, I said that I considered the question. of 
notice the first of all the measures (of which there 
| were many) to be determined upon in reference’ to 
i this subject. It was then a question whether the | 
i Committee on Foreign Affairs would. report to this 
: House the notice. In the course‘of a few days 


i 
j 
| 


i 


|| after that date, the resolution of notice was report- 


i ed; it was debated for several weeks in this House, 
i leaving the bills of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs in the mean time in abeyance, as well as all 
other measures on the same subject... After three. 
or four weeks of debate, highly animated, extreme- 
ly eloquent on the part of the opposition to that 
measure, as well as of its friends, this House, by 
a majority of one hundred and nine votes, passed 
i the resolution of notice. : 

i Sir, I confess, after all that had been said in this 
i. House against that, notice, upon _principlés, of ex- 
pediency, and uponany others which were brought 
In opposition to it, when I found a majority of this 
House composed of both the great political par- 
ties passing the notice by a majority more than 
| three to one, 1 did hope that we should have that 
i Measure very soon disposed: of, not only, by this’ 
: House, but by the other House. The resolution 
of notice has been now, I believe, more than two 
months under the consideration of the other branch 

| of Congress; it passed this House on the 9th. of 
| February. And now I hear it stated.-that the pre- 
| vailing operation in both Houses of Congress, and 
! among the people of the nation, is immediately 
| tending, if not already consummated, to the point 
| that this whole business is to, be: terminated. by 
| proposing to Great Britain that which she has three: 
| or four times rejected. with .contempt—the line of 
| 
H 


i 
i 
t 
t 
| 
| 


| 49° of north latitude. 7 pate O 
! Iam told, sir, that this is. so universal an opin- 
ion in this House, as well as in the other, and 
among the people of this country, that I am almost 
afraid to say that I am not for settling the question 
at the line of 49°. I must venture it, sir, because 
And now, sir,as we are told the consist- 
ency of great statesmen consisis in change of opin- 
ions—which I call the philosophy of the weather- 
cock—I say, that if this House pass this bill, and 
instead of putting down “ south of the line of 499,” 
as is proposed by. this amendment, will say ‘south 
of latitude 54° 40',” I will vote for it. Wehavea 
convention with Russia, that we will not make’ 
settlements north of 54° 40’; and by the same con- 
vention, Russia has intimated to us that she will 
make no settlements south of that line. 

Sir, there are perhaps the larger portion of my 
own constituents—certainly a large proportion of 
the people of this country—who would not go with 
me 1n this conviction, and who are already blaming 
i me for having assumed, at this session, that that 

was the line to which we are entitled. Eck tt ood 
| Sir, it is no novel opinion in me. This hand was 
| the first that drew the line of the boundaries of 
this country to the southern sea, in what was called 
the Florida treaty. That line was first drawn 


j 


itis so. 
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from latitude 42° north, including all the posses- 
sions held -by Spain, and then, by subsequent 
stipulations with Russia, it was limited, só far as 
our settlement was: concerned, to the line of 54° 
40. And I beg ‘leave: to say, with respect to 
these boundaries, and to the boundaries ofa treaty | 
which Great-Britain, within one year after ours, 
made with Russia, for the first time acknowledg- 
ingson: her part; ‘the line of Russia at 54° 40., 
that Great Britaif-made the same stipulations with 
Russia,.which we had already made, and recog- 
nised-the right-of- Russia to. make settlements 
north‘ of 549-40’; and stipulated with Russia that 
ce wout make no such settlements north of that. 

-Now, sir—and this I say certainly not boasting- 
‘ly on my part,. but as a matter. of fact—by the 
treaty with Spain the line of 42° of latitude from 
a-certain position on the Arkansas river to the 
South Sea was first drawn by me with a stipula- 
tion on the part of Spain that from that parallel of 
latitude north, all her rights were ceded to the | 
Nee States. Sir, I think it was in the year 

>. Mr. PARAN rose and said, before the gentle- | 
man from Massachusetts left this part of the sub- 
ject, he wished to ask him. whether it was not a 
great consideration in the settlement of that treaty 
with Spain. that that portion of territory called 
Texas was.ceded to Spain in order that we might 
acquire a perfect ‘title: through her to the Oregon 
territory? Whether’ that was not a great consid- 
eration at the'time,? : 
Mr. ADAMS. -It was no consideration at all. 
Texas was not a question at the time of the nego- 
tiation of that treaty, or until years afterwards— 
that Spain should relinquish all her claim to Ore- 
gon in consideration of our giving up Texas. If 
such-a compact was made at the Baltimore con- 
vention, or anywhere else, it was not binding on 
him, (Mr. A.) His position was, that the right 
of the United States to the line of 54° 40' was 
founded on no such agreement, and he repudiated 
itin all its parts. 

Mr. FARAN (Mr. A, again yielding) explained | 
that he had not intended to-say that the title of the | 
United States to Oregon was founded on anything 
of the kind. But he had simply wished to inquire | 
whether, in the negotiation respecting that treaty, 
it was not one consideration with our Government 
‘that we could get the Spanish title to the northwest | 
coast, and whether, on that account, we did not | 


cede that portion of the country now called Texas? |, 


He'asked merely for information, as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was concerned in the negotia- 
tion of that treaty. ` > 
Mr. ADAMS, resuming, said he had no recol- 
lection of any cession relating to ‘Texas in that ne- 
_gotiation at all. That negotiation was for the pur- 
ode of: Florida; and as to the boundaries of Lou- 
jsiana, they ‘had been considered as settled long | 
before: There was- no article in the treaty that | 
hadaniy réfererice: to that atall, The question of | 
the tréatywas-on:the. northern boundary of Lou- 
isiana-Tiow far that was to extend; and in many 
»receding negotiations that had been proposed to | 
he referred to commissioners to settle. This point 
was proposed, again during the negotiation; and | 
then T proposed myself, without any appointment 
of commissioners, that we should take a degree of 
latitude, and go upon that line to the South Sea. 
Previous to that, in- 1808, when the negotiation 
was carried on in England, Messrs. Monroe and 
Pinkney had‘been instructed not to propose any- 
thing like 'a line to the South Sea, for fear of giving 
offence to Spain; and. he. believed it was not m- 
tended by our Government to assert anything from | 
the Louisiana treaty of a ‘claim, on our part, to | 
the South Sea—a claim, by the way, which would 
have been absurd when our dominions were bound- | 
éd by the Mississippi. And Great Britain had re- | 
nounced, many ‘years before, when drawing her | 
boundary in 1762, all pretensions to the térritory 
west of the Mississippi- 5 
Mr. A. observed, that 
ject was entirely desultory 
tion. But to prove to this 
tensions to any territory wes 
to the South Sea had been renounced by Great | 
‘Britain, he had here before him the first volume of ; 


what he said on this sub- | 
and without prepara- . 
committee that all pre- 


the Laws of the United States, in which there was the Pop 
by George III to Governor || on which Po 
“Wright, of Georgia, of the -20th January, 1764. || gave the whole 
fie asked the Clerk to read the first section of that Ji w 


the commission given 


|| make pence with Great Britain at the: conclusion, 


„tiver there commonly called Savannah, all along the seacoast | 


- {| to be converted by the most patriotic and ious zeal 
t of the Mississippi || 


| 


GLOB 


commission; and he begged gentlemen to be par- 
ticular to notice its date, 20th January, 1764. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


« Commission to Governor Wright, of Georgia, (of the 20th 
of January, 1764.) George II., by the grace of God of Great 
Britain, France, and Irclaud, Kin y Defender of the Faith, 
and so forth, to our trusty and well beloved James Wright, 
esquire, greeting: ` 

s“ Whereas we did, by our letters patent, under our great 
seal of Great Britain, bearing date at Westminster the Ath 
day of May, in the first year of our reign, constitute and ap- 
point you, the said James Wright, esquire, to be our captain- 
general and governor-in- chief in and over our eolony of Geor- 
gia, in America, lying from the most northern stream ota 


to the southward unto the most southern stream of a certain { 
other great water or river called Alvamaha, and westward 
from the heads of the said rivers, respectively, in direct lines 
to the South seas, and of all hatspace, circuit, and precinct of | 
lands lying within the said boundaries, with the istands in the 
sea lying opposite to the eastern const of the said Lunds with- | 
in twenty leagues of the same, for and during our pleasure, 
as by the said recited letters patent, relati 
had, may more folly and at large appear: 


do revoke and determine, such part and so much of the said | 


recited letters patent, and every clause, article, and thing 
therein contained, which dots any way re 
the limits or bounds of our said province, as before deseribed 5 
and further know you, that we, rept 


ii 
! 


late to or concern 1 p 
f te 


i 


i 
1 
i 


i 


on being thereunto j| 4 
Now, know you, i! Ing. 
that we have revoked and determined, and by these presents |; earth in w 


ng especial trust and li 


confidence in the prudence, courage, and loyalty of you, the |! 
said James Wright, of our especial grace, certain knowledge, |i 


and mere motion, have thought fit ty constitute and appoint, | 
and by these presents do constitute and appoint, you, the 
said James Wright, to be our enptain-general and gover- 
norin-chief in aml over our colony of Georgia, in Amer- 
ica, bounded on the north by the most northern strewn | 
of a river there commonly ealed Savannah, as far as the | 
head of said river, and from thence westward as far as our 
territories extend.” 


Mr. A. stopped the reading at the words, “‘west- |; 
ward, as far as our territories extend,” and request- 
ed the House to please to observe the difference 
between the two commissions. The first commis- 
sion, given only three years before, (in 1761,) pro- 
vided that this line should run direct to the South 
Sea; in 1764, that commission was revoked, and 
the line was drawn westward, as far as their terri- 
tories extended. Why was it revoked? Why did | 
the. King of England withdraw that boundary? 
Why, in the interval, he had made peace with ; 
France and Spain, and renounced all pretensions | 
to any title west of the Mississippi. Ee, there- || 
fore, leaves the boundary in a state of obscurity; 
he revokes the commission, giving the line west 
ward to the South Sea, and gives it “as fur as our | 
territories extend,” which, by the treaty with | 
France and Spain, was at the Mississippi. i 
Now after that, he asked, what claim Great | 
Britain had to the territory on the South Sea? . And 
then twenty years. afterwards, when we came to 


| 
| 
| 


of the wartof the Revolution, the boundary-of the | 
territory ceded by Great Britain to the: United | 
States was ut the line of the Mississippi, and there 
it rested; neither Great Britain nor the United 
States having any claim to the territory to the | 
South Sea, until our territory was extended by | 
subsequent treaties with France and Spain. 

Sir, (continued. Mr. A.) Tsay that Great Britain 

had no claim whatever, from the ime of her treaty 

of peace with France and Spain, by which she | 
acquired Canada—the French part of Canada— | 
by whieh it was secured to her, and by which she 
holds it to this day; that she renounced forever all 
claim to an jurisdiction of territory upon the South 
Sea. She had no chim whatever. I believe she 
has no pretensions to any vow; but she claims, as 
far as | understand, that the-whole of that coast is 
an open territory, to be possessed by the first Eu- 
ropean, civilized, Christan sovereign, that thinks 
proper to send and take possession of any part for 
the purpose of trading with, and converung the 
savages to Christianity. Now, upon that ground, 
1 hold that our claim is better than that of Great 
Brittin, The groùnd on which Pope Alexander 
VI. gave that country to Spain—to Ferdinand and 
Isabella, and their successors—was for the purpose 
of converting the savages to Christianity; and that 
is the consideration given in the bull of Pope Alex- 
ander, and the consideration on which Pope Adrian 
gave to Great Britain the island of Ireland—be- 
cause it was then inhabited by savages, who were 


of Henry IL, which was to be: rewarded. by Pope 
Adrian with the possession of the island of Ireland. 
That was the ground of all the concessions made by: 
es down to that time; that. was the ground | 
e Alexander Vivof pious memory, 
of this country to Spain.” Now, 
British negotiation to Spain | 


hen we speak of the 


‘ national law. 


| ritories of the King of Eng 


| 


about the title of Pope Alexander, we do it merely 
forthe sake of laughing at them. But my inquiry is, 
when we come to the question of prior title, what 
right any King of England has to cede the countries * 
in this hemisphere any better than that of the, 
Popes? All the kings of England, since the refor- 
mation of Luther, who have given grants of terri- 
tories upon these continents of North and South 
America, have all given them for these identical pur- 
poses, not for conquest; oh no, not for aggtandize~ 
ment; notat all; but to convert the savages to Chris- 
tianity; and you find itin every one: f the charters 
of the Kings of England just in, the same words. 
ou find it in the charter of Alexander Vi. to Spi 
tt was agreed in by them all; and thereis the foun- 
dation of all the title of Europeans to any portion 
ofthis continent. It is by acquiescence in these 
grants, first by the Popes, and afterwards by the 
Kings of England. Sir, they are all good for noth- 


But still I believe that we hold this spot of 
hich you sit in that chair on no better ti- 
tle; tracing it back to its origin, 1 mean. We claim 
ossession of this land by grants of Kings of Eng- 
and to the colonies of Virginia and Marylarid, pe 
cisely of the same nature as the grant of ope Alex- 
ander to Spain. Wel, when J addressed the com- 
mittee before on this question, I did undertake to 
show the origin of our title to land, and I quoted 
from Genesis, lst chapter, 36th to 30th verses, 
somewhat to the surprise and astonishment of 
many members of this House; and to my great sur -, 
prise, I find it has been considered by the public 
journals as being something novel, new. Well, 
suppose I resort to higher authority. Here (said 
Mr. A., taking up an antique looking book from, 
under his table) is authority which I believe no 
lawyer will question. This is no other than Gro= 
tius, the first great founder of the theory of inter- 
I ask the Clerk to reada short par- 


2d, page, 
tion with 


my au 
cient? 
the European King 
of controversy an 
centuries, is of no avail at all. 
that, as a primitive original title, the title of Pope 
Alexander was just as good as that of. any king or 
queen of England, from Elizabeth, or from Henry 
VII. S E ea! 
What, then, does title rest upon? Discõvery, 
exploration, settlement, continuity, “contiguity, 
treaty—all these are matters of fact, not of right. 
There is not a particle of right in any one of them. 
There must be a prior title of right, and that prior 
title cannot be traced to any other source than that 
of God Almighty, in the Ist chapter of. Genesis. 
I say this rather as an apology for my. aying ré- 
ferred to this authority heretofore. SE 
But setting this.all aside, what th 


ë value of the 


‘charters of the Kings of England. was, you, may 
infer from these two commissions tothe. Governor 


of Georgia, issued one in 1761, embracing the line 
to the South Sea, and the other in 1764, only three 
years afterwards, revoking it, with a. conscious 
admission that they had no right to extend their 
claims there, and extending it “as far as” the ter- 

F the and extend, which was 
to the; Mississippi. i 


_ Now; is.not this a disposal of title on the part of 


Gireat Britain. to any, territory whatsoever on the 


“shores..of the Pacific? If so, how came she. to. 


have.title now? She had renounced formally, in- 
ferribly renounced, and in every form renounced, 
title to. one inch of territory west of thé Missis- 
sippi. l 
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He meant the |' 
ji 


What becomes of the next title? 
title by discovery by Meares. This was a matter 
of fact; and this reference to discovery, explora- 
tion, &c., did not settle the right at all. Nothing 
could settle the right but actual possession, and that 
was what he was for taking now of this disputed | 
territory. I want (said he) possession of it now, 
because we want it. In the year 1818, when we 
treated with Great Britain on this subject, we of- 
fered her to take the line of 49° for a boundary, 
and allow her the navigation of the Columbia 
river. Why, our own title to the Columbia river 
was then disputed by Spain. We had gone and dis- 
covered the Columbia without inquiring what was | 
the value of Pope Alexander’s grant, any more 
than any other grant. We had discovered and 
partly explored the Columbia river, and had even 
made a settlement on it at the mouth of that river. 
But when we made that convention with Great | 
Britain, (as I was saying when Iwas cut off at j 
the close of my hour, when I last addressed the 

tousc on the subject,) in 1818, when we made | 
this convention, we stipulated that we would not 
make settlement north and south of that line of 
499°, but that the country should be open to navi- 
gation, commerce, and trading, with the Indians 
for ten years. at 

Well, sir, what were our rights then? We had |: 
the right of claim by discovery of the Columbia |: 
river and settlement made upon it; and that settle- |; 
ment had been taken as a conquest during the war |: 
with Great Britain, and Great Britain, in conse- |’ 
quence of a stipulation to that effect, restored to us 
our property after the conclusion of peace. But 
in that convention of 1818, it was merely a stipu- |! 
lation that we should not make settlements—that | 
is, that we should not occupy, and that same stip- |: 
ulation was binding upon Great Britain as well as ! 
upon us. It was not only a total misnomer, | 


i 
i 
i 
j 
H 
i 
| 
i 
j 
j 
i 


l 
afi 


but | 
a total perversion of the whole question of right, ` 
to call that convention a convention of joint occu- |: 
pation; it was a convention of non-occupation. | 
And, in making this convention with Great Brit- {i 
ain, we stipulated formally to reserve the right of |! 
“any third Power’’—that is to say, the right of |i 
Spain, for no other Power but Spain had any |! 
claim—and it was reserved in the convention of |! 
1818, as Mr. A. showed when he was up before, | 
from the words of the convention itself. The || 
year after that, Spain ceded to us all her right || 
upon the whole of that coast from 42° north. {| 
Those rights, then, which we had reserved, by | 
compact with Great Britain, in the convention of |! 
1818, were all transferred to us; and when, in: 
1827, we came to renew that convention for an in- | 
definite period, it was made in the same form as | 
the convention of 1818, lewving out the reservation, i! 
and thereby, on the part of Great Britain as well | 
as ourselves, admiting that the United States were l 
entitled to all the claims and pretensions of Spain. | 
But there was another circumstance, which he |. 
did intend at that time to have adduced; and had |: 
not this debate been sprung upon him by surprise, |i 
he would have had the opportunity to show here 
that Great Britain claims as a new title to a part of 
this territory of Oregon—of which she insists upon 
the lion’s half—this Nootka Sound convention of |; 
1790. That Nootka Sound convention, and the ori- 
gin of the claim of Great Britain upon it, had been Hi 
fully exposed in a very admirable speech by one 
of the Senators from New York, in another place. | 
Ie had shown what was the moral right of the li 
claim of Great Britain, founded upon auy discov- i 
ery or settlement by Meares; that Meares was a 
supercargo, he believed, or, at least, was employed 
on board a vessel fitted out at Macao, China, under | 
a Portuguese flag, and with Portuguese owners, | 
and with no authority from any other Power. It:- 
was an expedition contrary to the laws of China, ;' 
contrary to the laws of England, invading the priv- `: 
lege of the East India Company; contrary to the | 
laws of Spain; and in the instructions given to the 
captain of that ship, or*to this man Meares, they |: 
were instructed, if molested at all by English ves- ! 
sels, to take them as prizes; so far were they from | 
having any authority from the English Governor. 
It was indeed true ‘that, under this protection of 
Portuguese authority, there were certain English © 
_waders in Macao, China, who were owners of the |. 
property embarked in this expedition. They went |. 
to Nootka Sound, and they met there two vessels | 
of the United States, one of which was called the |: 
Columbia and the other the Washington. They : 


ii 
H 


| them off to Mazatlan or St. Mark’s. 


: Portugal, as a subject of Portugal. 


j! tuguese flag. 


: tlements. 


of being stopped by Spanish authorities upon the 
coast, to make a fur-trade voyage between there 


i and China, and were violating no law, unless it 
; was that of Spain. 


And now we are told, among 
other things by British negotiators, that we have 
no claim at all in consequence of that, because the 
owners and captains of that vessel were specula- 
ting,and transacting business upon their own private 
account, and because they had not got a commis- 


sion from the proper authorities to make a voyage of ' 
_ trade into the country which Spain claimed. There 


they met this man Meares, and the Spanish Gov- 
ernor had sufficient settlements there, and sufficient 


jurisdiction there, to seize them; that is to say, he’ 


seized Meares and his Poriuguese vessel, and sent 
After his re- 
lease, Meares went to England, and writes and 


: publishes a fraudulent account of his voyage, con- 


cealing entirely the fact that he was under Portu- 
guese authority, and not the authority of Great 
Britain, and claiming, at the same time, indemnity 
for the seizure of this vessel, which was fitted out 
under Portuguese authority. And this was done 
and upheld by the British Government, who at the 


‘ same time tells us we can derive no benefit from 


Gray ’s discovery; because it was not authorized 
by the National Government. Well, when this 
story told by Meares came to the ears of the Brit- 
ish Parliament, they took fireat once; they imme- 
diately set to making great preparations, as great 
preparations as they are now making against us— 
for a war—a war for what? 


i Jent trader against her own laws, against the laws 
of China, and against the laws of Spain. 


That 
was what they made the great armament for, of 
which those who did noteven dispute its expedien- 
ey, somewhat objected to its immense expense. 
Meares kept out of sight entirely the fact that he 
had not the smallest right to any indemnity; that 
if there was an outrage upon him at all, it was 
because he was acting under a commission from 
J All this was 
hidden; Meares never told that he was acting un- 
der Portuguese authority, and in fraud of the East 
India Company, as well as of Spain and of China. 


i Mr. A. was understood to refer to a publication 


within the last year or two from- English sources, 
which said it was true that, for the sake of avoid- 
ing trouble with China, he did fit out under the Por- 
That was the way (said Mr. A.) 
that they got rid of that; and at the same time they 
tell us that one cause of their superior title to ours 
ix, that Captain Gray’s discovery gives no right at 


all, because he had not a commission from the | 


proper American authorities of that day. 

What Mr. A. wanted to show when upon the 
floor of the House before, was the variation of ex- 
pression between the convention of 1818 and that 
of 1827, in neither of which the word. “settlement”? 
was used. Now, in the Nootka Sound conven- 
tion, the substanee of which was the same as our 
conventions with Great Britain of the year 1818 and 
the year 1827, the word “settlement” was included; 
that was to say, that Spain agreed that the subjects 
of Great Britain should have the right of naviga- 
tion, and trading with the savages, and of settle- 
ment. He had not got the convention before him. 


| Ifanybody would get Greenhow’s book, they would 


find that convention, and they would there find, 
that among the rights and privileges reserved to 
Great Britain on that coast, there was nothing like 
possession of that territory, nothing like jurisdic- 
tion, but merely the freedom to navigate, the free- 


dom to trade with the savages, and to make set- ii 


Now, that word “settlement” in the 
Nootka Sound convention, was one of the strings 
upon which they harp the most, as giving Great 
Britain territorial rights over the northwest coast, 
because they had stipulated with Spain that they 


merce, and trade, and to make settlements. It was 


very unnecessary to inquire what was the spirit of 


that treaty; but (he said) they harp upon it very 
much, as giving to them the right to exercise juris- 
diction and possession of territory there. He would 


i not enter into the question, whether that Nootka 


Sound convention was abolished by war, nor would 
he consume the time of the commitlee by bringing 
up the controversy which he himself held with the 
British Government in 1818, in which they say, in 
so many words, that ‘our right” to claim under 


the Nootka Sound convention; that that claim is 
: | of no account whatsoever, since war abolished the 
were fitted outat Boston, fitted out under the chance || treat y- That was the question, whether the treaty | 


To sustain a fraudu- | 


should be allowed the right to navigation, com- |! 


| of independence was violated by war. "They main- 

i tained 1t was. Mr. A. maintained itwas noti and 
| he stated the discrimination of treaties which were 
not violated. And Lord Bathurst took the ground 
that the British Government knew of no exception .: 
to the principle that al} treaties were abolished by: 
the war. j 

[Mr. HOLMES here addressed a remark to Mr, : 
A., which was not heard by the reporter.] wont 

Well, sir, (continued Mr. A.,) I-make no ques- 
| tion whatsoever whether the treaty of Nootka 
Sound was abolished by the war or not... I sayy 
that if Great Britain was entitled to make. setile- 
ments by the treaty of Nootka Sound in 1790, she 
has forfeited and abandoned that right by the omis- 
sion of the word in the convention of 1818 and 
1827. 

In 1818, the convention was made between us 
and Great Britain. Great Britain. claimed at that 
time the privileges of the Nootka Sound conven- 
| tion; but she did not choose to claim the right to: 
|| make settlements for the limited time of ten years. 
| That convention itself excluded it; it left out that 
|| word “settlements,” copying the Nootka Sound con- 
vention in all other respects, leaving the country 
|i open for navigation, commerce, and trade with the 
| savages. Why did they leave out the word “settle~ 
ment?” -There was no reasons assigned for leaving: 
| it out; butif it had been included, we should have: 
| had the right of settlement as well as they. They 
forfeited it; they renounced it by omitting the word 
“settlement” in the convention of 1818, and it con- 
|! tinues to be omitted ‘to this day. In 1827, when 
the convention came to be renewed, an indefinite 
| time was assigned instead of ten years; and there. 
|| again the reservation of rights of any third Power 
was omitted, clearly, because we had acquired alt 
the rights of the third Power, whose rights were 
reserved before, and the word ‘ settlement” con- 
tinued to be omitted; Great Britain having no right 
| under that convention to make any settlements 
| whatever. . 

Mr. A. had not the Nootka Sound convention 
| before him, but if he had, he thought he should - 
| take the trouble now of making the comparisor 
i (as he had intended to do at.the close. of his last 
remarks) between the three conventions. 

The convention being here brought him by Mr. 
| James Tompson, 3 an iaai oe. 
| The Clerk, at Mr. A.’s request, proceeded to 
[read the third article, on which Mr, A. said he 
| based his argument so far as regards. the right of 
| Great Britain to settlement. i f 
| _ The reading had but just commenced, when Mr. 
| A.’s hour expired. = Ag 
|. Mr. BURT addressed the Chairman, and -pro- 
| posed, in compliance with what seemed a generat 
| wish of the committee, to yield, to allow Mr. An- 
! ams to continue his remarks, stating that he him- 
self did not wish to occupy his whole hour. 

[The Speaker. here resumed the Chair informal- 
| ly, and a message in writing was received from the 
| President of the United States: by the hands of J. 
|| Knox Walker, Esg., his private secretary.] 

Mr. ADAMS still- retained the floor, and the 
| reading of the article having been. concluded, with 
į the remark that. if Great. Britain. ever. had the: right 
of making settlements there under this convention, 
| she had forfeited it under the conventions of 1818 
|; and 1827 by omitting to provide for it, he declined 
‘to use the privilege of speaking longer than his 
! hour, and resumed his seat. 

| Mr. BURT resumed the floor, and said that he 


l 
j: 

i 
t 
i 
{ 
j 


| 


i 
i 


| that when, amongst others, I had the honor of ad- 
i, dressing the committee upon it, I desired to know 
|i why it was that he, (entertaining the views he had 
f expressed to-day, and denying, as I understood 
i him, that he had received any new lights. respecte 
j ing our title to this territory,) while Secretary of -` 
| State under Mr. Monroe, and again whilst Presi- 

:| dent of the United States, offered to divide the coun- 

try with Great Britains and, in the emphatic lan- 

|| guage of Mr. Clay—language which, upon the gen~ 
ii teman’s own authority, I may attribute to him as . 


H 


‘conveying his sentiments, and not the sentiments 
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of his Secretary of State—spoke of an equal par- 
tition. of this territory as being the only just mode 
of settling. the. conflicting pretensions of the two 
Governments. Ithen said. that this House; and 
this country, had a rightto know of that honora- 
ble gentleman, why; if he entertained the opinion 
that Great Britain had. no. just pretension to. this 
territory—nay.,: without ‘the -expression of any 
opinion ~whatsoeverof our own title—if he be- 
lievéd, as he says to-day he does, that Great Brit- 
ain has no: just. pretension or title to land on that 
coast; why he was then:willing to divide the coun- 
try equally bétween ‘the United States and Great 
Britain? I believe that he is responsible for the 
offer of Mr. Gallatin. That proposition I under- 
stood to be the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and the country, and the world, 


will now demand of him why the proposition he | 


then made he is not to-day willing to accord to 
Great Britain. I do not mean now, or at any 
time, to speak disrbspectfully or aiscourteously to 
that gentleman... T have many reasons for not 
doing so. But I must be permitted to say that, in 
my judgment, there is great truth and foree in the 
position of the présent Executive, that his prede- 
cessors, and chief among them the honorable gen- 
Ueman from Massachusetts, were. responsible for 
that necessity which, in his estimation, authorized 
this Government to offer to divide that territor 
with Great Britain. . The gentleman is responsi- 
ble, and he should answer. 

But the gentleman from Minois, [Mr. Went- 
worTu,] in his briéf remarks this morning, 
as on another occasion, seemed disposed, in my 
estimation, to place those members of the Demo- 
cratic party who, during the last session of Con- 
gress, voted for the territorial bill reported by a 
gentleman at that time at the head of the Commit- 
tee on Territories, and now Governor of the State 
of Tennessee, [Mr. Brown,] in a position which 
subjected them to the imputation, at least, of very 
Grote inconsistency. Not only once, but twice, 

uring the-present session of Congress, the hon- 
Grable gentleman has made special reference to the 
representation in this Hall from the State of South 
Carolina. As one of that representation, as one 
of those who voted for the bill to which the gen- 
tleman has referred, I think proper, on this ocea- 
sion, to place that representation and myself right 
before this House and the country. 1 understand 
the gentleman to allege that the bill of the last ses- 
sion, which passed this’ House, asserted. the title 
of the United:States to the northwest territory from 
42° to 54° 40'. Now, I have ‘that'bill before me. 
Its history will be remembered, I am sure, by many 
members who. ñow hear-me. And T call upon the 
gentleman to put. his finger upon the section, the 
line, or the word of that bill which asserts the title 
of the United States to 54° 40’. 

The first:section of the bill, which, as.every gen- 


tleman then here.(and there are many of them | 


- now as then members of this Honse) knows, was 
a bill to extend the jurisdiction and the laws of the 
United States over citizens of the United States in 
the territory of Oregon, described that territory, 
and designated as a portion of it the parallel of 
540. But there was not a single sentence orword 
in any section. of the bill which asserted the title 
of the United States to 54° 40’. I shall be sus- 
tained by every member of the last Congress when 
I say that it was well understood that the object of 
that bill, (as I think is apparent on its face,) was 
to extend the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States over American citizens in the territory of 
Oregon: Fifty-four forty was given as a part of 
the description of the territory, and nothing more. 


There was contained in that bill a provision, as an || : 
j | feuted as to apply to the subjects of Great Britain i 
| sin the territory of the United States which lies | 


inducement to emigration, making grants of land; 
and I-now beg leave to show, not only that there 
was no assertion of the title of the United States 
to 54°40’; but that it was distinctly admitted in 
the bill that Great Britain had rights there; that 
she had asserted her pretensions; and that these 
pretensions were respected by the bill. - The 40th 
section is in the following words: 


g, a8 well. 


i 


‘And be it further enacted, That no sale or con- | 
‘ tract. of any kind, of such lands, shalt be valid be- | 


< fore a patent issues therefore; nor shall the same 
‘ be takeh in execution, as bound by any judgment, 
«mortgage, or lien of any kind before the patent 
‘js issued. ”? : : : TAHIA 
And (said Mr. B-) there is a proviso appended 
to this section, which is in the following words: 
< Provided always, That the future grants of 


| amendment, and also to the modification proposed 


t lands contemplated by this act shall be subject to |! He also asked whether the bill was intended to 


‘the settlement of any dispute now pending be- || extend our jurisdiction up to 549 40°. If so, it 


‘tween Great Britain and: the United States, in 


‘relation to these respective claims, and subject || 


‘ also to the acquirement by treaty or otherwise of | 


i € the Indian title to said lands.” | 


Now, (continued Mr. B.,) the bill before the 
committee is, in my estimation, identical in its ob- 


will be remembered on all sides, that during the 
last session of Congress, the title to this country | 
was not the subject of discussion. I remember 
well a most just rebuke which the honorable gen- ; 
tleman from Massachusetts gave to the committee | 
and the House, when they proceeded to vote for | 
that bill. I remember that the House had author- | 
ized the purchase of Greenhow’s book, which that. | 
gentleman, in his own peculiar and racy phrase- | 
ology, called the Gospel of our title. I remember | 
that before that book was laid upon the desks of į 
members, through the pressure of the West, this | 
House did proceed to vote upon the bill, as to the | 
merits of which they were to he enlightened by | 


that book. Iknow that many others, like myself, || 
had no access to information in relation to our | 


title, or to the quality of the soil. I gave my vote 
from the confidence J felt in western gentlemen; I 
gave it from the well-deserved confidence I felt in 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. A.V. Brown,] 
who now so worthily fills the highest office in the 
gift of his State, But if, in the absence of infor- 
mation then, and with full information now before | 
me, I should be satisfied that I gave an erroneous 
vote, I have no such pride of consistency as would 
induce me to adhere to it. I would cheerfully re- 
tract. But not having perceived that I was in error 
then, or that I am now required to proceed one 
step further than L then went, I am ready to give 
my vote for this bill. - 

The question was then taken on the amendment | 
of Mr. McHenry, and it was rejected. | 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out the following words from the 
end thercof: 

“ Until said treaty stipulation shall cease by 
‘virtue of the notice provided for in the second 
t article of said last-mentioned treaty.” 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON advocated the amend- 
ment which he had proposed. At the end of the 
yeur’s notice, the subject could he legislated upon. 
Yt was unnecessary tò make any provision in ad- 
vance, 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH was opposed to the į; 
bill as it stood, because it took: the war power from | 
the hands of this House and conferred it upon the | 
President. He would move to amend the first | 
section, so as to provide that its provisions should ! 
not extend to British subjects. If he believed that | 
our tite was clear and: unquestionable up to 540 | 
40'; if he was willing to hazard a war upon the as- | 
sertion of that claim, then he would not object to | 
the bill as it stood. The provision. of the bill | 
would be so used by the President as to pare us | 

: 
i 


into a war, without any authority from Congress, | 
Fle protested against a course which would take | 
the war power out of the control of Congress. He | 
moved to amend the bill by adding the following | 
proviso: | 
‘* Provided, That this act shall not be so exe- l 
i 
i 
i 
it 


t west of the Rocky Mountains, until it shall be | 
€ otherwise provided by law.” 
Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, was opposed to’the 


by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housrox.] ! 
The amendments proposed would leave us where i 
we were. A 
Mr. JAMES THOMPSON said the amendment | 
offered by the gentleman was. ingeniously: con- | 
trived to defeat the object of the bill: -It would 
make a complete inversion. of the object ‘of: the | 
measure. Great Britain had extended her Jaws 


_and jurisdiction over the territory. 


i 
Mr. J, R. INGERSOLL disputed the fact that | 
the law of Great Britain was at all similar to this. i 


$ 


ought to be candidly and explicitly stated.. 
Mr. THOMPSON replied that those who, like 
himself, believed our title to be good up to 54° 40’, 
would consider the bill as extending up to that 
line. If his honorable colleague stopped at 499, 


| then he would consider our jurisdiction as stopping 


there. The laws were extendéd by’ the bill over 
the territory belonging to the United States. : 

Mr. J. J. McDOWELL stated that hë should,at 
a proper time, propose aù amendment explicit] 
stating that our jurisdiction was extended, by this 
bill, up to 540 4u’. : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL wished to see the ob- 
ject and meaning of the bill candidly and plainly 
stated. He asserted that the British-act did not 
extend the laws of the Canadas over citizens of 
the United States. There was a reservation in 
their favor. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON explained the pro- 
visions of the British statutes of 1823 and 1827, 
and showed that they made no reservations as to- 
citizens of the United States. he provision re- 
ferred to by his colleague was intended only to 
guard against interference with American tra- 
ders. American citizens were liable to be prose- 
cuted and judgment to be given, without appeal, 
before one, two, or three justices. At the expira- 
tion of the year’s notice, there would be no Bri tish 
jurisdiction in the territory; and if the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut. 
prevailed, British subjects, after that time, would 
be amenable to no jurisdiction at all. 

Mr. THURMAN spoke at length on the sub- 
ject, and in opposition to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. He thought 
the bill ought to show on its face an assertion of . 
our claim up to the Russian boundary. Those 
who had denounced him and his friends as mere 
hawks, ultras, and Hotspurs, because they had 
advocated our claim up to 54° 40', ought to go 
farther back, and look at the origin of that preten- 
sion. It would be found that this Government 
was committed to the maintenance of that line by 
the treaty with Russia, which was made in the 
year 1824, That treaty stipulated that we should 
make no settlements north of 54° 40’, and Russia 
none south. After Congress began to act on the 
subject, they passed a bill (Dr. Linn’s) which 
asserted our claim up to 54° 40’. . The Senate 
passed that bill, and it failed in the House forwant. 
of time. Congress, at the late session, passeda, 
bill which clearly defined the houndary-of Oregon, 
and asserted: our claim up to 54° 40". - The: Balti- 
more convention asserted the claim, The Presi- 
dent, who had asserted it in his letter to citizens 
in Cincinnati, reasserted our title as clear and une- 
quivocal in his Inaugural Address, 

In his Message, at the opening of the session, 
the President recommended that the notice be given 
to terminate the joint oceupancy or use of the ter- 
ritory, and suggested that, at ‘the end of the term, 
we must be prepared either to maintain our rights 
or abandon them—the latter course being one that 
was not to be thought of. 

After all this, it might be supposed that -one 
could advocate the American claim without being 
called an ultra. Every branch of the Government 
had maintained. our extreme rights at different 
times; the Senate, the House, and the Executive, 
had all, on different occasions, pronounced in favor 
of it. It appeared to him that we had retrogradéd 
on this question. The bill now proposed did not 
directly state the boundaries which we assumed. 
Formerly, the question was one. merely national; 
at this session it was suggested that it was a West- 
ern measure. It was a suggestion well-calculated 
to have an unfavorable influence abroad, 

There seemed to-be here great fear of the West. 
The West had no sectional questions. They had 
ever manifested a sincere feeling upon every na- 
tional question. They never inquired whether the 
territory in dispute was southern, or eastern, or 
western; and on the Texas and Maine boundary 
questions, they had proved this... The bold- stand 
heretofore taken by this House on this subject 


‘would not soon be abandoned, as he hoped. 


Mr. DANIEL ‘expressed: his regret at the de- 
¢lared intention of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
McDowex1] to offer an amendment, claiming the 
country up to 54° 40’. He was opposed to, the 
amendment limiting our jurisdiction to the region 


: south of 499; and he would vote against an exten- 
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sion of it, by this bill, up to.54° 40. The country 
had been left in controversy between the United 


States and Great Britain alone, and they not agree- į 


ing upon a division, had made a treaty of joint 
use. We were admitted to be the power in actual 
ossession. Great Britain, for the protection of 
her subjects, had extended her laws over them, in 
that country, by a statute m 1824. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. Incrrsory] 
was mistaken in supposing that any exception 
was made in that statute in favor of American 
citizens. Our proposed act was more circumspect, 
for it embraced an express provision that it should 
never apply to British subjects while the treaty 
was in existence. 

In the bill of last session there was not, ori 
ginally, a provision for giving the notice. When 


the notice was moved in the House, he voted | 


against it, because a negotiation was pending. The ` 


Dil, vevertheless, passed with the notice, and he 
voted for it. 
propriety of his course then and now. 
give reasons why he thought the amendment in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Ohio was impolitic 
te had implicit confidence in the Executive; and, 
for the correct discharge of all the duties in his 
sphere, he was under the same responsibility that 
we were, 


3ritain should see fitto make usa friendly over 
ture, he should be left free to accede to it. Te 
might be willing to accept it, if a fair and honor 
able one, or at least to consult the Senate in regard 
to it. He did not wish to discuss the question of 
title, or to settle it by this bill. 

Mr. BOYD asked whether the gentleman con- 


TIe had no doubt that he would defend | 
and protect the honor of the country. If Great |! 


Every one, he trusted, would sec the i 
He would |: 


sidered that the bill involved any rights of Great | 


Britain? ; 
Mr, DANIEL said the amendment proposed 
would invade the sphere of the Executive. He 


question on 529; 


th 
i 
i 


1 


suming our title to be 54940', we should leave it to | 
the President to do what might seem proper on the | 
subject. He had made his remarks in consequence ;| 


of the suggestion thrown out by the gentleman 
from Ohio. He had the utmost confidence in the 
Executive; and he believed he would prove to be— 
what he had always supposed him to be—a true, 
strict-construction, Jeffersonian Demoerat. 
believed the executive would maintain our rights. 
When he voted for the bill of last session, all that 
had since transpired or taken place was not known. 
He would not now-vote for the amendment pro- 


posed, but would prefer to leave the President free | 


to act on the subject. The British Cabinet under- 


He | 


stood our intentions, and the motives which might | 


be supposed to influence the President; and the 
pp y 


were now holding back, to see if popular influence | 


would not force the President to recede from his 
pretensions. 1f we were ceremonious, they would 
soon give us their ultimatum, and then we would 
know whether we were to have a war or peace. 
He believed it would be the best policy to make no 
reference to our title in the bill. 

Mr. WOODWARD said, those who did not be- 
lieve that the title beyond 49° was conclusive, were 
placed in the predicament that they could not dis- 
charge their duty without running the risk of being 
called British. 


f a notice had been submitted here | 


as a distinct proposition, without our assuming to ; 


` judge of the title, it would have passed long ago. 
He had nothing more to say about the title; but he 


would remark, that while he repudiated the idea j 


that the President was compelled to accept 49°, 


because he had offered it, he would say that the | 
question was one of boundary entirely. l was so | 
considered when the existing convention was made, | 


and that convention had certainly not strengthened 
our title to the whole of Oregon up to 54° 40". 
in this bill a claim to 54° 40’ was implied, it cught 
to be expressed. Mr. Floyd’s bi 


1 was strictly | 


limited to the terms of the existing convention, : 
The bill of 1842-3 did not contain any notice, and | 


it was intended to operate under the convention 
and to be co-extensive with it. The laws of Great 
Britain, as applied to this territory, went down to 
the line of 42° under the convention. 


tha 
vorable to the convention. He took the same view. 
He expected that the notice would soon be given, 
and after the expiration of the year, our title would 
be defined. . 


| States, transmitting a letter from the Governor of} 


If. 


€ ere Of , 490, he would be willing to fight for 54° 40’. 
might, perhaps, have it in his power to settle the |: 
and, instead of passing a bill as- | 


i the end of the year’s notice, be wiser than we were 


: a motion that the committee rise; which prevailing, 
: the committee rose and reported. 


i laid on the table. 


| will not pass the bill with the notice. 


; and of Oregon, we were so much averse to the 


| Opposing it. 


Mr. DANIEL concurred with the gentleman, | 
the extension of our jurisdiction would be unfa- , 


Mr. WOODWARD continued. 
Great Britain went down to 42°, why should not 
ours go up to 54°40’? Every bill up to this time, 
which hat been submitted to Congress, had refer- 
ence to the convention of joint. occupancy—he 
viewed that term in its general sense, without paus- 
ing to criticise it. It was now said that the bil of 
the last session committed us to 540 40’. This was 
an outrageous injustice to every one who voted for 
it. He appealed to witnesses, all around him; 
whether this was so. The bill was framed with- | 
out reference to the notice, and after it came ‘into 
the House, the notice was forced prematurely upon 
us, without time for investigation or consultation, 
The bill was framed to meet the stipulations of the 
convention, and the notice was thrust in to kill it, | 


If the laws of || 


ternal feuds still exist, which call for the promprintervans ' 
tion of the Government of the United States... Srta 

“Since the meeting of Congress, several unprovoked mur. 
ders have been committed by the stronger upon the weaker 
party of the tibe, which will probably remain unpunished: 
by the Indian authori ties; ‘and. there is reacon to apprehend: 
that similar outrages will continue. to be perpetrated, unless 
| restrained by the authorities of the United States. Many of.- 
the weaker party hare been compelled to seek refuge beyond.” 
the limjts of the Indian country, and within the State of Ar- 
kansas,and are destitute of the means for their daily subsist... 
ence. The military forces of the United States. stationed on 
the western frontier Jnave-been active in their-exertions to 
suppress these outages and to execute the treaty of 1835, by 
which it is stipulated’ that * the United States agree: to: pro. > 
tect the Cherokee nation from. domestic strife. and ‘foreign 
enemies, and against: intestine wars, between the several. 
tribes.’ These exertions of the army have proved to agreat; 
extent unavailing, for the reasons stated in the accompany-: 
ing documents, ineuaing communications from the ‘officer 
conmanding Fort Gibson. X 


We had said that we would hazard your votes on 
Texas annexation, before we would give you the 
notice. Our friends agreed that they would leave 
out the notice. Gentlemen who now figured large- 
ly on 54° 40', voted against the notice, as a distinct 
proposition, last year, Atthe last hour, when not 
a moment was allowed for reflection, the notice was 
proposed, and members were forced to vote upon 
it. The notice was put in by the enemies and the 
involuntary friends. of the bil. It was said we 
have kept with you of the South, for the Senate 
We were 
committed against the notice, If the alternative 
should he between abandoning the protection of | 
our citizens and taking the bill with the notice, he 
would take the notice. So far from there having | 
been any bargain between the friends of Texas 


notice, that we were willing to hazard ‘Texas in 
It was by a manceuvre that the no- 
tice was adopted. We had no right, by any pro- 
vision of this bill, to restrict the teaty-making 
power. If Mr. Polk should not make a treaty on 


He was ona sliding scale, not backward, but 
upward. He denied that we could, by any act, | 
narrow the limits of the Executive power. Even if 
we took 519, how could we tell that the President 
would not get 540 40'. He denied that he himself 
was committed to 54° 40’, or any other line, and he 
only proposed to render the provisions of the bill 
conformable with the treaty. Why was his friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. McDowe 1,] so desirous of com- 
mitting the House toa certain boundary ? Could he 
not trust to the future legislation of Congress? The 
question was growing stronger, and we should, at 


now, and more competent to act. If former acts 
and declarations committed us to 54° 40’, why were 
we not committed to 49° by the offer made last 
summer? Twelve months after the passage of the 
notice, he would be willing to vote for an act fixing 
our limits, and he would stand to them. 


Mr, FARAN obtained the floor, but yielded to 


j 
j 
t 
H 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
i 

A. letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, | 
in obedience to the acts of April 18th, 1818, and 
the fith section of the act of August 26th, 1849, | 
statements of the names of the clerks in that Depart: | 
ment, with their compensation; which letter and; 
report were laid upon the table. i 

A message from the President of the United ! 


the State of Ohio, in answer to a communication 
addressed to him in compliance with the resolution 
of the House of Representatives, of January 30th, 
1846, in regard to the present condition of the Co- 
lumbus and Sandusky turnpike road; which was 


A message from the President of the United ` 
States, by James Knox Walker, his private secre 
tary; which was read, as follows: 


“WASHINGTON, April 13, 1846. 
“To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

“Jn my Annual Message of the 24 December last; it was 
stated that serions difliculties of long standing continued to 
distract the several parties into which the Cherokee tribe of | 
indians is unhappily divided; that all the efforts of the Gov- 


which have been received from the several bands or parties 
of the Cherokees themselves. It will be perceived that in- 


“I submit for the consideration of Congress the propriety 
of making such amerndinents of the laws regulating inter- 
cowse with the Inlian tribes as will subject to trial and 
punishment inthe courts of the United States all Indians 
guilty of murder, and such other felonies as may be designa- 
ed, when conmitted on other Indians within the jurisdic- 
i tion of the United States, Sneh a modification of the ex- 
| isting laws is súggsted, because if offenders against the 
laws of humanity in the. Indiau country are left tobe 
| punished by Indian laws, they will generally, if not always, 
| be permitted to escape with impunity. This has been the 
casein repeated Instances among the Cherokees. For years 
unprovoked murders have been committed,.and yet no effort 
has been made to bring the offenders to punishment. Should 
this state of things cora tinue, it is not difficult to foresee that 
the weakerparty will be finally destroyed. | As the guardian 
| of the Indian tribes, the Government of the United’ States ` 
is bound by every consideration of duty.and humanity toin- 
terpose to prevent such a disaster. , 

“From the examination which I have made into the:ac- 
tual state of things ir the Cherokee nation, I am satisfied 
that there is no probability that the different bands or parties 
into which it is divided can ever again live together in peace 
and harmony ; and that the well-being of the whole requires 
that they should be separated and Jive under separate gov- 
ernments, as distinct tribes. That portion who emigrated to 
| the west of the Mississippi prior to the year 1819, commonly 
| called the “old settlers,” and that portion who made the 
treaty of 1835, known as the “ treaty party,” it is believed: 
would willingly unite, and could live together ini harmony. 
The number of these, as nearly as càn be estimated, is about 
one-third of the tribe. The whole number of all: the bands 
or parties does not probably exceed twenty thousand. The 
country which they oc cupy embraces seven millions of acres 
of land, with the privilege of an outlet to the western limits 
of the United States. -This country is susceptible of divis- 
; ion, and is large enough for all, Y submit to Congress the 
| Propriety of either dividing the country which they. at, pres-. 
ent occupy, or of providing by law a new home for the one 
or the other, of the bands or parties now in hostile array 
| against each other,as the most effectual if not the only 
means of preserving the weaker. party from. massacre and 
total extermination. Should Congress favor.the division of . 
the country as suggest ed, and the separation of the Chero- 
kees into two distinct tribes, justice will require that the an- 
nuities and funds belonging to the whole, now held in. trust 
for them by the UWnitecl States, should be equitably distribu- 
ted among the parties according to their respective claims 
and numbers. There is still asmall number óf the Chero- 
kee tribe remaining within the State of North'Carolina, who, 
according to the stiptzlatious of the treaty of. 1835, should 
have emigrated with their brethren to the west of the: Mis- 
sissippi: Itis desimbie that they should be removed, ‘and, 
in the event ofa division of the country in the west, or of a 
new home being provided. for a portion of the tribe, that 
they be permitted to join either party, as they may prefer, 
and be incorporated with them. I submit the whole subject 
to Congress, that suck legislative measures may be adopted 
as will be just to all the: parties or bands of the tribe. Such 
measures, Tam satisied, are the only means of arresting ‘the 
| horrid and inhuman massacres which have marked the his- 

tory of the Cherokees for the last few years; and especially 
for the last few months. The Cherokees have been regard- 
ed asamong the most enlightened. of the Indian tribes >but 
expcrience has provedl that they have: not yet advanceéd:to 
| such a state of civilization as to dispense with the guardian 
care and control of the. Government. of the United States. 


H 


it “JAMES K. POLK.” 


The message was referred to, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HENLEY, in pursuance of notice here- 
tofore given, on leave, introduced a bill to remove 
obstructions to navigation at the Falls of the Ohio 
| river, by the construction of a dam and locks, and 
appropriating $250,000 for that purpose. : 

The bill was rad. 

Mr. HENLEY moved its reference to a select 
committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals; which motion taking 
precedence, the question was put, and it was carried, 

And sothe bill was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS, from the Committee on 
Manufactures, asked to be discharged from the 
consideration of the memorial of citizens of New 
Hampshire against. a change in the tariff; also, from 
the memorial of G@. W. Stewart and 620 other citi- 
| zens of Brook county, Virginia, for protection tô 
: the manufactures of fire brick, and that they be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Agreed te, Andthen the House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. _ 
Turspay, April 14, 1846. 


? r: CHALMERS ‘presented:.the memoriat of 
„the Legislature of Mississippi, asking the passage 
of a law to confirm and regulate pre-emption claims; | 
which was-laid onthe table: Sar 
Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of Eliza- 
beth Byars, praying a pension; which was referred 
to.the Committee on Pensions. . ; 
. Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of John D. 
Watt; praying permission to locate a quantity. of | 
land; in lieu df that: to which he had a patent, but 
which had been previously granted to certain Tn- 
dian - claimants, by treaty; which was referred to 
the.Committee on Private Land Claims. © 
Mr. ASHLEY presented the'petition of Leroy | 
P. Evans, of Conway county, Arkansas, praying ; 
payment for a horse, alleged to have died while in | 
the military service of. the United States; which | 
was. referred to the Committee of Claims. ! 
Mr. HAY WOOD, from the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia, asked that said committee be | 


discharged from the.further consideration of the | 
petition of John D. Carter; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on )Finanee, 
reported without amendment the (Housc) bill ma- 
king appropriations for the payment of revolution- 
ary and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1847, and for other pur- 
poses. 3 

Mr.-L. also, from:the same committee, reported 
with an amendment the (House) bill to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the. service of 
the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1846. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, in re- 
lation to the subject of printing the report. of the 
Commissioner of Patents, was taken up, and, at the 
suggestion of 

Mr. CAMERON, was passed over informally. 

Mr. Janwaarn’s resolution, calling for accounts 
of the disbt rs zments of the secret-service fund from 
the year 1825 to the present time, was again, at 
the request of that gentleman, passed over infor- 
mally. 


INCREASED ACCOMMODATION. 


The report of the committee appointed to audit 
and control the contingent expenses of the Senate, 
regarding certain alterations in the Senate chamber, 
coming up for consideration, and the resolution 
with which it concludes having. been read—~ 

Mr. EVANS inquired how many persons would 
bé accominodated in addition to the present num- 
ber? If only. one hundred and. fifty: additional 
be accommodated, ahd the cost 


Mr. BREESE remarked that the details had 
been fully gone into by the report, and he regretted 
that it had not received the attention of the Senator 
from Kentucky. Had it done so, he was sure the 
Senator would have been satisfied that the pro- 
osed improvements were important, and° were 
free from the objections which had been suggested 


by him. As far as the light was concerned, there 
would be an increased quantity from an enlarge- 
ment, of the lantern upon the dome, - The chamber 
would in fact be better lighted, and the light would 
come from where it ought to come, from above, in 
order. to’ prevent that unpleasant glare which at 
present existed. ee ae 

Mr. BREESE. moved to dimend the resohition 
by adding the words, ‘to be paid out of the con- 

“tingent fund of the Senate.” : 

Mr, HAYWOOD said he should object to. the 
resolution were it only on account of this amend: 
ment. The. alteration ought to be made by pro- 
vision of law, by a regular appropriation.. topay 
for it out-of the contingent fund-would be an abuse 

an evasion—which he hoped would tot- be 
-alowed. The legitimate object of the contingent 
“fand furnish the chamber for the conve- 


‘fund was to 
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nience of the printers, and no changes in the build- 


| ing, no pulling down or putting up, should be dohe 


without the assent of both Houses. i 
_ Mr. BREESE replied that it had been the prac- 
tice of the Senate to pay for all improvements and 
alterations made in dhe hamber out of that fund. 
The upper gallery proposed to be: restored was a 
part of the original construction of the chamber, 
and was removed because it obstructed the light. 

Mr. ARCHER was in favor of providing in- 
| creased accommodation. . The position oceupied at 
present by the ladies who visited the Senate was 
extremely uncomfortable, from its narrow limits, 
and the closeness and heat of the atmosphere. He 
hoped the resolution which accompanied the report 
would obtain the favor of the Senate. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he was opposed to any 
change. ‘ 

Mr. WEBSTER said he thought it would be a 


very useful alteration to assign a gallery to the la- 


| better arrangements should be made, if possible, 
! for the accommodation of the press. He thought, 
however, that the erection of a new gallery would 
| seriously interfere with the admission of light and 
air, as well as with the symmetry of the chamber. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN said this was the first time 
| he had ever heard of the alterations proposed. T 


from above; but it would be difficult to obtain ai 
‘from above, as it ran in different currents. He 


jj and that the chamber should continue a thousand 
i! years as it stood at this moment. 

The amendment was then rejected; and 

The question being put on the adoption of the 
resolution, it was negatived without a division. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


when— 
Mr. WESTCOTT (Mr. Hayyeean having 


enate. He stated that, after close research, 
been said in debate, he had come to the conclusion 
that the title of the United States all along the 
coast of Oregon was clear and indisputable from 
42° to 54° 40". In this view he embraced the bays 
and rivers running to the Pacific.. Any part of 


yielded as a gratuity, and not asa right properly 
demandable by Great Britain. She has not the 
| slightest ground of claim to the exclusive sover- 
‘eignty of any part of Oregon. In no part of her 
| correspondence with this or any other country has 


i she ever set up any such claim, clearly because she 
| knew that such pretension would be untenable. It 


was the language of her Ministers at home and her 
Ambassadors abroad, that she made no claim to 
exclusive sovereignty in this territory. 

|! "Whence, then, the origin of the joint occupa- 
| tion? Coulda joint occupation arise out of a dis- 
covery made not by the parties jointly, but by one 
| of them separately? A right of joint occupancy 


| 
i 
i 
} 


i tlement. On this ground, therefore, on the ground 
[of any discovery or exploration by her, Great 
| Britain could not set up any claim to joint. occu- 
pancy. If she had any right, it must be looked 
for in some treaty stipulations. She could derive 
no right from contiguity, when that contiguity em- 
braced a separate interest. 

He stated his belief that the parallel of 49° did 
not extend as a boundary beyond the Rocky 
Mountains. To prove this, he quoted Malte Brun. 
The English did not regard this line as running to 
ithe Pacific, because they discarded it. at Nootka. 
Nor had this line, west of the Rocky Mountains, 
| been ever alluded to by the British diplomatists. 
The right of Spain to the exclusive possession of 
the whole northwest coast beyond 54% 40’, with 
all the bays and rivers,.was founded in the law of 
nations. i 
| The Senator from New York {Mr. Drx] had 
so clearly defined the claim of Spain, that he would 
content himself with a. mere reference “to- that 
Speech, and confine himself to the convention at 
Nootka Sound. The diplomatic correspodence of 
the Ministers of Great Britain is carefully’ pre- 
-gerved in her archives. She had possession of all 
the correspondence which led to the Nootka Sound 
treaty; and the fact that she had, in all her diplo- 


| dies‘ exclusively, and he was quite willing that i 


was desirable, God knows, to procure more light | 


eae: : : ji 
wished that every pillar should remain untouched, i; 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration |: 
of the special order, being the joint resolution, &c.; |: 


ielded the floor to him) rose and addressed the |! 


‘and an attentive consideration of all which had |) 


this territory conceded to Great Britain would be |; 


‘ could not, in his view. arise out of a separate set- | 


matic communications, studiously avoided any 
reference to that. correspondence, was, in his opin- 
ion, evidence thatits production would have been 
injurious to her claim in the present dispute. From 
the Annual Register he quoted portions of the de- 
bate on this treaty,-for.the purpose of showing 
that the British Government kept back this cor- 
respondence from the House. of Commons. Ile 
felt warranted, therefore, : in -the «inference. that 
there was something in this: correspondence which, 
if made known, would have prejudiced the British 
claim. When Meares landed at Nootka:Sound, 
the Spaniards not only had the legal possession, 
but had built forts, made settlements, and expend- 
ed hundreds of thousands of pounds. The memo- 
rial of Meares to the British Parliament was an 
after thought. A communication from Count Flor- 
ida Blanca, published in the Annual Register of 
1790, shows that the attempt of Meares was at the 
i instigation of some British merchants resident. in 
India, for the purpose of obtaining a participation 
in the furtrade. In this communication. addressed 
to the British Government, the title of Spain was 
vindicated. And Mr. Fox, who was in the op- 
position, said he was as much in favor of the claims 
| of Spain as Count Florida Blanca, or any other 
; person, as founded on the treaty of Utrecht, be- 
cause they were founded in justice.—(Parliamen- 
tary History, vol. 28, p. 991.) . f 

Mr. Fitzherbert was sent Minister from, Great 
|. Britain to Spain, in June, 1790. Count Florida 
Blanea and Mr. Fitzherbert exchanged communi- 
: cations in the month of July. The Spanish dec- 
‘Jaration reserved the rights of Spain.in the terri- 
i| tory of Nootka, and the treaty was made in the 
| following October, Mr. W., then read the articles 

of the treaty, under the fifth of which Great Britain 
: cannot make any settlement on any portion of the 
i territory occupied by Spnin. Mr, W. referred to 
a manuscript volume in the Congressional Library, 
presented by Colonel Torrence, containing interest- 
ing details as to the policy of Mexico (acting under 
the orders of Spain) in relation to the northwest 
coast. This volume had been quoted by Mr, 
; Owen, in the other House, and it placed the rights 
of Spain on a clear footing, containing an order of 
the Viceroy of Mexico to keep up a military force 
! at Nootka. 

He intimated his intention to append to his 
| speech, when prepared for the press, various ex- 
tracts from this work. 7 

Mr. W. intimated that he did regard outright to 
Nootka: grounded on the Spanish claim, which we 
had obtained by the treaty of 1819, as. perfect! 
clear, He referred to the debates ir the. Englis 
Parliament, to show that Mr. Fox, and others, 
considered the Nootka treaty as injuriously restrict- 
ing the rights of Great Britain to the mere right of 
residence for the purpose of trading with the In- 
| dians. : 

But although he considered the title of the Uni- 
ted States perfect to 54° 40’, along the coast of the 
Pacific, and including the bays and rivers connect- 
ed therewith, he had come to the conclusion that it 
would not be expedient to give the notice to Great 
Britain of the termination of the convention. He 
regarded the notice as a measure of war, and he 
believed that, if given, it will not have the least effect 
in inducing Great Britain to recede; and, if we 
commence our preparations of war, she will not 
wait for their completion to begin the attack. 

He declared that if the treaty were to be sent to 
| the Senate for ratification, on the basis of. anything 
elow 49°, or yielding the permanent navigation of 
the Straits of Fuca, it would not pass: the Senate. 
He believed that Great Britain had made her war- 
like preparations with a view to a conflict with this 
country. From the tone of the British -press, he 
was satisfied that there was a deep spirit of hostil- 
ity against this country smouldering in the breasts 
of the people of England. He did not-dread that 
the withholding of the notice would lead to any 
outbreaks in the territory of Oregon. And if 
Great Britain should, in the end, show a disposi- 
tion to act unjustly and unfairly, he would vote to 
declare war-against her, and carry it, not only into 
Oregon, but:into’ Canada. 

e would vote:agaist the notice in any form;al- 
though -he preferred the naked notice.to any other 
form, because:he regarded it as the most dignified, 

One or two Senators had intimated a wish that 
the vote on the notice could be postponed until 
near the close of the session, in order to see what 
| course would be pursued. by the British Govern- 
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He cared not for any effect which might n 
il 


efficient measures were taken to increase our naval 
and military defences, it would secure his vote for | 
the notice. He then commented on the miserably | 
unprotected state of the Florida coast, exposing || 
all that frontier to devastation and capture, before 
any preventive measures could be applied. He 
spoke of the facility with which we could bring an | 
army into the field, declaring that we could raise a 
powerful army ina shorter time than any other 
nation in the world. 

In conclusion, he disavowed all allegiance to 
party, and apologized, on the ground of his pecu- | 
liar position, for troubling the Senate at so much | 
length. i 

Mr. HOUSTON then moved that the Senate ad- || 
journ, but withdrew it at the request of H 

Mr. KATRETELD, who moved that the Senate ; 
proceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. MANGUM renewed the motion to adjourn, : 
which was negatived——yaes 14, nays 19. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, expressed the : 
hope that, as many Senators were absent, the cal- 
endar would be taken up, instead of going into 
Executive session, [Cries of “ No, no.’’] 

Mr. FAIRFIECLO withdrew his motion at the 
request of Mr. MeDurrig. 

Mr. McDUFFIE rose, and remarked that it was 
extraordinary that any Senator should have so en- 
tircly overlooked or misunderstood the language 
of Mr. Fox in the British Parliament, as to have 
given to it the construction which the Senator from 
Florida had given to it. He then quoted from the 
same volume which had been used by the Senator 
from Florida, a page further on, to show that Mr. : 
Fox and others asserted that Great Britain had | 
important rights at Nootka before the convention, 
and which remained to her after its termination, | 
and that Spain never held a legal possession, such | 
as is contemplated by the law of nations. Great 
Britain claimed, in common with other nations; || 
she so claims now; unjustly, as far as regards our || 
claim to the territory embraced in Gray’s dis- i 
covery. j 

A message from the President of the United 
States in relation to the erection of a fire-proof 
building for the use of the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, and estimating the expense of the same, 
was read. 

On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate |: 
went into Executive session; and after some time | 
80 spent, 


Adjourned. iH 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, -4pril 14, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DANIEL rose to a privileged question, and 
said the reports in the Union and Intelligencer, of |! 
the remarks he felt constrained Lo make on yester- 
day in the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 
the Union, upon the Oregon bill, were such, that || 
he felt himself under the disagreeable necessity of 
following the example so often set, of asking the 
indulgence of the House for a moment, in order to |: 
correct the erroneous positions which he had been | 
made to assume. | 

Leave having been granted, Mr. D. continued— |: 

In the report of his remarks in the Union, there | 
was scarcely a single position taken by him cor- 
rectly presented. ‘The whole tenor of the publish- 
ed remarks were so much at variance with the 
grounds he actually assumed, that to prevent him- || 
self from being drawn into false positions hereafter, 
he might be under the necessity of publishing the | 
substance of what he did say. It was but justice | 
to the standing reporters of the Union, that be || 
should state, that the report was not prepared by 
them. 

In the brief report of the Intelligencer he was 
correctly reported, as far as it went, with two ex- |! 
ceptions. He was made to say, ‘ Let us state our 
ultimatum, and then we should know whether we 
were to have peace or war.” So far from saying `i 
that, what he did say was almost precisely the ` 
contrary. In expressing the regret he felt at the 
delay in passing the notice, and the diversity of |: 
opinion among us, he said in substance that, in 
his opinion, it would have been infinitely better || 
for us to have passed the notice promptly, and 
with becoming unanimity, aad to have left tl 


i} 


1e : 


‘make known her ultimatum. © We should then 
| know whether we are to have peace or war. 


i to boundary. He thought the convention suffi- 


i| his seat yesterday morning when the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] had risen to | 


; to say that the charge, as it appeared in the public 


‘| not hear it. 


i other (Mr. Wiyruror] states, “ by authority,” 
i! that he is in the enjoyment of “an annuity for life,” 


| by the consent of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 


maintenance of our title to the country in question 
to the Executive Department of the Government, 
to whom by the Constitution it properly belongs. 
Such a course would evince confidence in the Ex- 
ecutive in the proper discharge of those, duties 
which the Constitution devolves upon him, and 
probably cause Great Britain to take her stand and 


Nor 
did he say he -was opposed to all amendments. 
His opposition was to the amendments in regard 


ciently indicated the country over which. it was 
proposed to extend the protection ofour laws. He 
did not wish to do anything to fetter the Execu- 
tive in negotiation. 

Mr. YANCEY also rose to an explanation, and 
(leave having been granted) said that he was notin 


state that he was correctly reported by the Balti- 
more American as having said that the charge made 
by me that Mr. Webster was a pensioned agent of 
the manufacturers was untrue. I presume, there- | 
fore, that he did say so; though so indistinctly as | 
not to be heard where I stood. I now desire to 
know of the gentleman from Massachusetts, wheth- 
er, in using that expression ‘it is not true,” he al- 
luded to my statement that I made this charge upon | 
authority of public papers, or whether he designed | 


papers, was not true? 

Mr. ASHMUN said that he did not distinctly 
hear the question of the gentleman from Alabama, 
and desired him to repeat it; which he did. 

Mr. A. then said that his language was so plain, | 
that he did not suppose that any man of intelligence 
could doubt as to its meaning, or could give to ita 
doen construction, if he was even anxious to 

ou, 

Mr. YANCEY said he was not present and did 


Mr. ASHUMUN said, I am correctly reported in 
the Intelligence and Union; and my language was 
a most emphatic and unequivocal denial of the truth 
of the statement which the gentleman had under- 
taken to make upon the authority of the newspa- 


ers. 
Mr. YANCEY. [am satished, sir. All I now 
have to add is, that I leave the matter between 
the two gentlemen from Massachusetts—one of | 
whom [Mr. Asamun] denies that Mr. Webster is 


tta pensioned agent of the manufacturers,” and the 


given by the commercial interest. If the nature of | 
things cannot be changed, it seems that the names | 
may. 

Mr. OWEN said, that so many of his fellow- 


members had, this morning, urged him to consent jį 


to a postponement of the Smithsonian hill, the spe- 
cial order of to-day, for one week, with the under- 
standing that there should be no farther postpone- 
ment, that he now made that motion, adding to it, 


nia, [Mr. C. J. Incersout,| a motion to postpone 
a bill relative to a duty on Java coffee, introduced 
hy him, and made the special order for this day 


week—one week longer. . 
Mr. HARALSON moved to amend, by insert- 


ing two weeks instead of one for the first bill, and 
three weeks instead of two for the other. 
The motion on the amendment was lost. And 
the question recurring on the original motion of | 
Mr. Owen, it was carried. So the Smithsonian 
bill is made the special order for Tuesday, the 21st 


i| of April, and the bill relative to Java coffee, is 


made the special order for Tuesday, the 28th of 
April. 

Mr. PHELPS gave notice of a motion for leave | 
to introduce a bill to confirm certain entries of land | 


made at the Springfield land office, in the State of | 
| Missouri. H 


_Mr. PHELPS offered the following resolution, 
viz: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of establishing post-routes from Green- i 
; feld, Dade county, by Buck Prairie, Carsville, : 
sand John B. Williams’s, to Forsyth, Taney | 
| county, in the State of Missouri; from George- | 


town, Peters county, by Clear Mills, to Lexing- 
ton, Lafayette county, in the State of Missour 
from Warsaw, Benton county, Missouri, by Osce- 


ji 
H they should postpone action upon this bill until 


i 
H 


ola and Batesville, to F'órt Scott, in the 
territory; from Washbourne Prairie, Barry coun: 
ty, Missouri, to Maysville, in Arkansas; from 
Bolivar, Polk county, by Humansville,'to-Osces 

St. Clair county, Missouri. E 


The said resolution was read; when 

Mr. McCONNELL moved tø amend 
by adding thereto the-following: J 
. © That the Committee on. the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed. to inquire into the expe- 
diency of establishing amail coach“ rouie from 
Huntsville, by Gunter’s Landing, Double Spring, 
Jacksonville, Talladega, to Montgomery, Ala- 
bama, the’ present seat of the State Goverment.” 

Mr. PHELPS accepted the said “amendment, 
and modified his said resolution accordingly, and 
the said resolution, as modified, was agreed to.: 


AMERICAN SETTLERS IN. OREGON. 


Mr. HARALSON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on‘the state of 
the Union; but withdrew the motion at the request 
of— ` > 

Mr. BOYD; who offered a resolution, in the 
usual form, providing that all debate in Committee 
of the whole on the state of the Union. on the bill 
to protect the rights of American settlers in the ter- 
retory of Oregon, until the termination of the joint 


the ‘sam: 


| occupation of the same, should terminate on Thurs- 


day next, at two o’clock. ; 

Mr. HOGE moved to amend the resolution, by 
striking out “Thursday next, at two o’dock,” 
and inserting, “half an hour after: taking up said 
bill; which motion was rejected. ; 

Mr. H. further moved to amend the resolution, 
by striking out “Thursday,” and inserting to- 
morrow.’ Rejected. , Pa 

The question recurring on the resolution— 

Mr. YANCEY inquired whether it was in order 
to stale his objections to it? 

á The SPEAKER said no discussion was in or- 
er. 

Mr. YANCEY then moved to amend the reso- 
Jution, so as to substitute ‘ Monday week” for the 
day therein designated. ` 

Which motion was rejected. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the 
resolution by inserting “** one o’clock,’? instead of 
“two, 

Which motion was rejected. : 

And then the resolution was adopted. ` 

Mr. HARALSON renewed his motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. É 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested 
mittees should be called for reports. 

Mr. HARALSON persisted in his motion. 

And the question thereon having been taken, and 
decided in the affirmative— 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamin, of 
Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill to protect the rights of American 


that the com- 


j settlers in the territory of Oregon until the termi- 


nation of the joint occupation of the same. 

Mr. FARAN, who was entitled to the floor from 
last evening, addressed the committee in.a speech, 
which is in course of preparation, and which will 
appear in the Appendix. 

The points only-are here presented: 

He said he could not agree with the venerable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. A.pams,] that 


they saw what was to be the fate of the notice in 
the Senate. Let them do what they believed to be 
their duty, and if the Senate failed to do theirs, on 
them would rest the responsibility. f 
He thought it proper that they should define th 
limits of Oregon in this bill. ‘The common accep- 
tation of the extent of that territory was that por- 
tion of country lying between the Pacific and the 
Rocky Mountains, embraced between 49° and 54° 
40' north latitude. If the limitation to 49°, as pro- 


| posed by the amendment of Mr. McHenry, was 
; made in this bill, he argued that it would debar our 


Government from hereafter setting up claim to any 


f the basis on which they might hereafteragree to 
settle the question, He also vindicated the Presi- 
dent's refusal to submit the question to arbitration, 
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é sontended that the British Government having 
previously, at several times, refused the 49th par- 
“allel, their offer of arbitration was with a view to 
obtain. something better than that line, to which 
great majority of: both political parties in this 
uotry were unwilling to assente. “as 
‘The impression attempted ‘to be produced on the 
minds of the people of the country, that:this.ques- 
tion would be and ought to be settled on the basis 
of 49°, he: considered ‘an erroneous and injurious 
Impression. H was founded upon :the erroneous 
assumption: that our Government. had claims to | 
nothing more, inasmuchas it has several times 
miade the offer; but that he said was by way of 
compromise, in which each party offer to surren- 
der: to the other by way of settlement, that to 
which they think they have the best right; and also 
npon the assumption that, by the conventions of 
1818 and 1827,.we: had agreed that Great Britain 
has rights in that territory. But that convention, 
so far from acknowledging any claims, expressly 
left that whole question in abeyance. It was also 
unwise, he contended, to make this impression, be- 
cause we have no proof that, Great Britain will ac- 
cept of this line; in order to show the improbabil- 
ity of whith, he read from a paper before him a 
detailed chronological account of the various offers 
and their rejections) made by. the British and 
merican Governments respectively during the 
whole course of negotiation om this subject. In 
further estimating the probability of the refusal by 
the British Government of this line, Mr. F. no- 
ticed the obstacle. presented to it by the cavalier 
rejection by Mr. Pakenham of Mr. Buchanan ’s last 
proposition; and from Sir ‘Robert Peel’s declara- 
tion concerning it, that “ he could not say” that it 
ought to have been rejected, he denied the correct- 
ness of the inference that he (Sir Robert Peel) was 
in favor of accepting it, but considered that it would 
have been more conformable to his dictates of 
policy to have kept it under revision for a while 
for ‘the excitement here to abate, and a door be 
opened for future and more favorable settlement to 
reat Britain. 

He mentioned the unfavorable effect which the 
acceptance of that line would have upon the Hud- 
son Bay Company, destroying it, as it would, in 
one year, and the indecision manifestsd by the 
American Congress, and the tone of a portion of 


| tory, as founded on the several grounds of discov- 


them. This was doubtless a mistaken idea. But 
the longer we delayed this matter, the more diffi- 
culty we should find in settling it. 

„He was gratified to see that the amendment of 
his colleague, [Mr. McHenry,] confining the ope- 
ration of this bill to the south of 49°, had been voted 
down. ` But he thought the time had come when 
this House should declare whether it was for 49° 
or 549-40’, and upon this bill. Mr. T. reviewed’ 
the course of this Government, tracing the unity 
of the position occupied by it from the year 1827, 
when we claimed the territory up to 54° 40’, down 
to the passage by this House. at the last session, by 
a vote of 140 to 59, of the bill extending our juris- 
diction up to 549 40’; and he took the position 
that the Democratic party, in passing this bill, held 
out to the President the idea that they would sus- 
tain him in asserting the. right and title of this 
country to 549 40’. 

It was important, for two reasons, that the first 
section of this bill should assert what we believe 
to be our right: first, because the British Govern- 
ment would believe that we were backing out from 
our pretensions, if, believing that we have a just | 
title to 54° 40’, we do not declare it; and second, 
if we did not believe that we were entitled to 549 
40’, that the President of the United States might 
know that he was not to be sustained by Congrese 
in asserting our claims higher than 49°. 

He was no advocate for war, The civilized 
world, for twenty-eight years, had enjoyed a peace 
that has aided the prosperity of the world in every 
respect; and any man who, without just cause, 
should disturb its peaceful relations, would deserve 
the exccrations of mankind. But he would not 
be deterred, from the anticipation of the evils of 
war—which he portrayed in strong terms—from 
the assertion and maintenance of our just rights, 
They should, at once, be declared by the Repre- 
sentatives of the people, as far as they believe : 
them to exist, in order that the people might be | 
informed of the opinions of their Representatives, | 
The people, after they were satisfied of the extent | 
of their just rights, wanted no more; but the 
would submit to surrender none of them. Though 
ho was no advocate for war, he yet apprehended 
no danger to this country from the ultimate result 
of aconflict with Great Britain, or any other na- 
tion or nations. The declaration of war with 

%reat. Britain would sound the tocsin of the con- 
flict which should drive forever the British power | 
from this continent. 

Mr. T. examined at some length, and with mi- 
nuteness, the question of title to the Oregon terri- 


ery, exploration, &c.; arriving at the conclusion 
that the right of discovery and of formal possession, 
necording to the usages of those times, and of grant 
from Ferdinand and Isabella, according to the laws 
of nations then received by the Christian world, 
was in Spain; that the rent of exploration and 
settlement was in the United States; that Great 
Britain never did make any permanent settlement 
prior to the convention of 1818, and could acquire 
no right since that time, because of the existence 
of the convention of non-oceupation; and that, on 
the termination of this convention after twelve 
months notice, the claims of the two nations would 
remain the same as they existed in 1818, with the 
exception that the United States had subsequently 
(in 1819) acquired the right of Spain, and had thus, 
in her own right and in that of Spain, the elements 
of discovery, exploration, and settlement, which 
constituted a good and valid title to the whole ter- 
ritory. 

He referred to a question previously put by his 


the commercial and other press, and of individuals 

here favoring British pretensions; hoth which he 
strongly reprobated, as other obstacles to a settle- 
ment on the line of 499, 
. He believed that the British Government had no 
right whatever to any portion of the Northwest 
coast between 420 and 54° 40’; that the notice 
should be given; atid’ that, whatever negotiations 
might hereafter arise, the question of boundary was 
not an open subject: to be treated of, but merely | 
the period:whieh should be ‘allowed to them to 
close up their affairs and remove from the territory. |! 
_ In conclusion, he gave notice, that when he wrote 
out his speech, he should take the liberty to in- | 
clude other points-upon which want of time pre- 
vented his now dwelling. | 

Mr. TIBBATTS, mentioning the fact that he had i 
had the honor of occupying the chair of the com- 
mittee when the resolation for giving the notice | 
was under consideration, and had thereby been | 
prevented from addressing the committee, pro- 
ceeded to give his views upon the general subject, 
of which we give. but a sketch at present; but 
which will be more fully presented hereafter. 

He alluded to ‘the resolutions of amendment, 
which he had proposed to the resolution for giving 
the notice, and to the opinions therein expressed, 
which still remained unchanged. Fle believed that 
the true course of the country was to give the 
notice to Great Britain for the termination of the 
aonvention of 1827; and inasmuch as it was appre- 
hended by some, that this notice would be consid- 
ered. by Great Britain a déclaration of war, he was 
willing to accompany the.notice with a declaration 
on the part ofthe President, that the matter 1s still | 
open to. negotiation; and that the war power of the 

- Government relating both to the army and thë navy | 
_ should be. placed under the control of. the Presi- 
dent; with a sufficient amount of money to make | 
all necessary préparations, for defence. | He. was 
still of the same opinion.. Fle did not believe that || 
delay had been of benefit: at. all; on the contrary, 
that it was prejudicial to our interests. Wealready 
“found it. declared in England that there would be 
- found a party in this country who would sustain-; 


! could offer to the British Government the line of 


i made previously to the time when. made by them. 


colleague, [Mr, G. Davis,] how the present Exec- 
utive, who believed we were entitled to 549 40’, 


49°; and said he would answer his honorable col- 
league by asking him another question: If the 
yencrable gentleman from Massachusetts believed 
our title good to 54° 40', how could he have offered 
to the British Government the line of 490? And 
if Mr. Clay, who was that genleman’s Secretary 
of State, believed our title extended so far, also, 
how could he have offered 490? Mr. Polk himself 
declared that he had made the offer in deference to 
the acts of his predecessors; but this reason did 
not apply to the gentleman from Massachusetts and. 
to Mr. Clay, inasmuch as the offer had not been 


He argued that this matter would not be settled 


i; don between the 


H 


because any alteration of the present existing state 
of things would be less favorable to British inter- 
ests than. her present position, enjoying, as she 
does, the right of navigation and of trade—a free 
introduction of her merchandise into that terri- 
tory. For this reason the notice should be given, 
not as a war measure, but as a peace measure. 
No man could doubt,.(he said,) if this-matter were 
not settled with Great Britain in a very short time, 
but war must inevitably ensue...” 
He contended that we had aright to 
bill whether we gave the notice or not, 


pass mhis 
Vith or 


without the notice, we had the fight to extend the 
shield of our laws over our people m that territory, 


| and to carry out all the measures recommended by 

the President. : i 

But gentlemen asked, “ What do you ex ect to 
do, provided this notice is given?’ Could any 
man doubt that, after the termination of the twelve 
months of notice, we would extend our jurisdic- 
| tion up to 549 40'? No man could doubt it, The 
result was plain. This question must either be 
settled by negotiation, or collision between the two « 
countries would certainly follow. T 

Mr. T. concluded by renewing his appeal to gen- 
tlemen, who believed that we are entitled to 540 
40', to come out and declare it on this bill, that the, 
President and the treaty-making power may know 
| to what extent they will be sustained by the.Rep- 
i yesentatives of the people. If they believed that 
our claims went only to 49°, let them equally de- 
clare it, for the same reason. For one, he took the 
| former position, and he should come out boldly 
and avow it; and he confided in the President and 
Senate to take the proper course in the matter; he 
would not praise or blame the action of the treaty- 
making power in advance. ; 

Mr, VINTON obtained the floor, and offered 


‘| the following as an amendment to the amendment: 


‘Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so 
construed or executed as to deprive the subjects of 
Grent Britain of any of the rights and. privileges 
secured to them by the convention signed at Lon- 

United States and Great Britain 
on the Gth day of August, 127; nor so as to vio- 
late said convention in any other manner whatever, 
and this act shall remain in force till said conven- 
tion shall be annulled and abrogated, and no long- 
er.” 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH withdrew his amend- 
ment. i 

And My. Vinron’s took its place. ee 

Mr. VINTON then explained his views in rela- 
tion to the operation of the bill, expressing his in- 
tention to vote for it, if the proviso should. be in- 
serted. If not, he could not give it his sanction, 

Mr. V.a in the course of his remarks, referred 
to the motives which induced the Whigs.to vote 
for the notice last winter, : 

Mr. WOODWARD explained 
tend, yesterday, to make an charge against the 
Whig side of the House, in alluding to their course 
| last winter in relation to ‘*notice.’”’ He meant no 
more than to state, historically, the facts. as they 
occurred, and to explain how they influenced the 
vote of the House upon the Oregon bill; and he 
submitted that he had stated the facts correctly, 
but was, perhaps, wrong in undertaking to guess 
| at the motives that actuated the Whjg.members. . 
i He entertained no doubt whatever that the honor- 
| able member from Ohio [Mr. Vinrow] voted as he 
| then did for the reasons he now states, and he 
| was free to admit that the rest of the Whigs were 
| governed by the same motives. are 
| [Whilst Mr. V. was speaking, the committee 
| rose informally, and. the SPEAKER resumed the 
| chair, for the purpose of receiving a message in 
| writing from the President ofthe United States, 
i by the hands of J. K. Walker, Esq., his ‘private 
| secretary. Under the impression. that the. Mes- 
| sage was an answer to Mr, ©. J. Incersoiy’s call 
f 
i 
i 
f 
| 
H 


ned. Ho did not in- 


! for information, some anxiety was manifested for 
its reading. But it had no reference to that sub- 
| ject. 
|? Mk. COBB followedin advocacy of the bill, and 
urged the necessity of defining in it the extent of 
our rights. to. Oregons and of making. a permanent 
extension of our jurisdiction, and the protection of 
our laws over our citizens in that territory, con- 
| tending that we might as well do this one year in 
advance, as-one month in advance of the termina- 
tion of the convention—thereby avoiding the pos- 


4 


between the two counties until the notice is given, 


| sibility ofan interregnum of American laws, (while 
i those of the British would continue, and those 
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more extended report will appear hereafter, he | 
yielded for explanations or inquiries to Mr. VIN- 
TON and Mr. BURT. 

Mr. HOLMES said he had not heard a single 
gentleman, whether Democrat or Whig, express an | 
opinion upon this bill, who was not in favor of 
passing it, should some modifications be adopted. 
He had, until yesterday, considered the bill harm- | 
less, and he had really intended to give it his vote. 
But the discussion of yesterday had induced him | 
to examine the bill more closely; and he found him- | 
self compelled to oppose it. In doing this, he was 
compelled to go against his colleagues, and also 
against the Democracy of the House, and even 
without the consolation of having the Whigs with 
him. 

The notice he had deemed a precursor of evil; 
but it was a cloud no bigger than a man’s hand, | 
compared with the mighty influence which now || 
hung over the land. There was nota single provi- || 
sion of this bill that was not a distinct violation of 
the convention, The convention stipulated that the | 
right of eminent domain should be held in abeyance; | 
but this bill asserted for us the right of eminent do- i! 
main—the exercise of empire over the region. The || 
Hudson Bay Company had received laws acting | 
on persons. They claimed no territorial or proper- | 
ty jurisdiction. They had orected some forts under | 
the stipulations of the treaty, they being allowed to |) 
trade with the Indians. But what did this bill do? 
It contained three provisions, all of which were in 
violation of the convention. In the first place, it 
extended the whole jurisdiction of Iowa over the 
entire region; and here he would remark that this 
would be as much in violation of the treaty, if it 
extended to 499, as if it extended to 54940". The 
convention stipulated fora joint jurisdiction and 
usufruct. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON here asked the ven- 
teman from South Carolina, whether by extending 
our laws over our citizens in that region, we vio- 
lated the treaty stipulation ? g j 

Mr. HOLMES had, he said, argued, that by ex 
tending the whole judicial power of Towa over 
Oregon, we had asserted and claimed the eminent || 
domain, His objection was to the exercise of | 
eminent domain. ‘There was another clause in the | 
hill, to which he had a strong objection: he meant 
the provision for the erection of military posts. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON explained that this 
provision of the bill was rendered unnecessary by 
a bill which had already passed the House. He 
also remarked that the right to erect fortifications in 
the territory by either party had never heen doubt- 
ed. ‘The establishment of a military post at the 
mouth of the Columbia was recommended by Mr. 
Monroe and by Mr. Adams. ; 

Mr. HOLMES said he doubted it, notwith- | 
standing these authorities. Was not the asser- ; 
tion of territorial rights a violation of the treaty of | 
1827? i 

Mr. THOMPSON said, if our Government ex- | 
ercised a jurisdiction over the whole territory during |: 
the existence of the treaty, that would be a viola- |! 
tion of it; but when the treat 
would be no violation, 

Mr. HOLMES understood, he said, the question 
to be this: whether the right of empire being in |! 
abeyance, the erection of military posts was not ` 
ample assertion of eminent domain? 

Now, (said Mr. H.,) if we pass this bill, and | 
give itto the President to be executed, would it not 
devolve upon the President a power to involve us 
in a collision? There was another provision in this 
bill, to which he objected: the establishment of |! 
Indian agencies for the regulation of trade with the !: 
Indians, without modification or condition. The ` 
powers of the Indian agent were at least pro-con- |i 
sular—he regulated the trade with, and in fact eov- © 
erned, the Indians.’ Mr. H. alluded to the fact that | 
many of these Indian tribes had been subsidized i; 
by the Hudson Bay Company, and that an attempt ii 


y was at an end, it | 


i gument was not a joke, it was difficult to say what | 


i good, and it derived no aid from the Spanish title. 
| sion as to the effect of this measure. 


| to obstruct a negotiation, which was the only alter- 


| an explanation? 


| be passed, he would say, prepare at once—and he | 
| would not stand back. 


ii powers, to give him also thirty millions, to enable 
‘him to carry out the purposes of the bill. 


; rules. 


|: by the rule to the introduction of business out of | 


to control them would involve us in a collision at 
once. : 
In fact, (Mr. H. said,) no bill could be framed 
that wasa more complete and explicit assertion of 
our exclusive rights in the territory, The gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Coss] goes, he says, upon 
our rights; but unfortunately, others. also adhered 
to their rights. He had examined this subject of 
right, and he would grant that gentlemen who stood 
upon 54° 40’ could with more reason support this 
bill than he could. He had heard no argument in 
favor of the exclusive title to Oregon up to the Rus- 
sian boundary, except that. which was based on 
the Spanish claim. Upon what did that Spanish 
tide rest? He was surprised to hear froma Pro- 
testant gentleman, m the nineteenth century, the 
doctrine that the title rests upon a grant from the 
Pope, and which, if good, would give the whole 
continent to Spain. Mr. H. remarked upon the 
absurdity of this pretension, and his surprise that 
one who had grown gray in public affairs, . who 
was high in rank and in honor, and who was par 
excellence the American diplomatist, should ad- 
vance the opinion that we had a title through Spain 
from Pope Alexander the Sixth. “Non invideo, 
sed miror magis,” exclaimed Mr. H., in reference 
to this doctrine. We must rest, said Mr. H., upon 
our own title by discovery and exploration. We 
must rest on our own title, and not that of Spain. 
If we took this title, we must rely upon Genesis 
for its authority, and it might give us an Exodus. || 
The subject was too grave for a jest, but if this ar- 


it was. ‘That baseless fabric of a title, we were 
called upon to support, and, in defence of it, to 
lead our people to battle. He believed our own 
title to be just, so far as it went. Our acts made it 


The gentleman from Georgia had no apprehen- 
He (Mr. H.) 
confessed that he had. Would it not have the effect 


native to a war, by asserting eminent domain? 
Was it not a challenge, followed by a request for 
Upon the day Whien the notice 
terminated the joint occupancy, it would place us in 
collision with Great Britain. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] had 
demonstrated, thatif his amendment was notadopt- 
ed, the termination of the joint occupancy put us, 
ipso facto, in a state of open war. Should this bill 


We owed it to the Presi- 
dent, and to the country, if we gave him these | 


Wej 
must not leave our citizens in Oregon in such a sit- 
uation as will justify the accusation against us, 
that we have abandoned them to destruction. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN took the floor, and, on 
his motion, the committee rose. 

On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the 
message received yesterday from the President of : 
the United States on the subject of the Cherokee ! 
relations, with the accompanying report of the | 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, were ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr, THOMPSON moved the printing of an ex- | 
tra number of the report. | 

Objection being made, the motion lies over, 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, asked leave to report a bill. 

Objection having been made— 

Mr. HOPKINS moved a suspension of the | 


i 


On which motion no quorum voted. 

A motion to adjourn was made and rejected. 
After some conversation, 

The SPEAKER obviated the objection allowed | 


its regular order. He said the first business in or- | 
der is the call of the committees for reports. Re- 
ports are in order from the Committee on Elections..! 
{Much merriment.) 

No reports having been made from the Commit- | 
tee on Elections— 

The SPEAKER said: The Committee of Ways | 
and Means. ; 

Mr. McKAY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to report a 
bill. 


And the bill was read a first time by its title, as |! 


| baizes, hockings, &e.; cables and cordagé’s laces, 


ties-.on imports, and fi 
purposes, ` i aati whee 
The SPEAKER said: The second readin 
bill. einen) 
Mr, STEWART objected. À - 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made;. so 
question will-be, ‘‘ Shall this bill be rejected” 
Some conversation followed. after ‘which, ..- 
The SPEAKER said that the question ofthe 
rejection of the bill was not debatable. : 
And the question, “ Shall this bill be rej 
was taken, and decided in the negative. 
So the bill was not rejected. ` ea 
It was then read a second time by. its title, and, 


on motion of Mr. McKAY, was referred, to, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. McKAY gave notice that he would, at same 
early day, ask the House to. fix-a time for which 
they would make the bill the. special order. 
Several voices? ‘* Do it now.’’. : 
Mr. McKAY. I will not make the motion now, 
because I promised some. gentlemen that I would 
not. ' . k 
{Our reporter has compiled, with much haste, 
the following abstract or synopsis of the bill. -It 
is believed to be syfficiently accurate and. fall to 
give a general view or outline of its provisions.— 
Nat. Int. 
From and after the ist December next, the.du- 
ties on imports shall be as follows: : 
Goods to pay 75 per cent. ad valorem.—Brandy and other 
spirits, cordials. i oa 
Goods to pay 30 per cent. ad valorem.—Alabaster, almonds, 
anchovies, German silver, gold-and silver embroidery; arti- 
eles worn by men, women, and chiidren; made, wholly-or 
in part by hand ; asses, skins, balsams, cosmetics, &c.; bas- 
kets, bay rum, beads, benzoats, Bologna sausages, bracelets, 
&e.; gum-elastie articles, brooms and brushes; cameos set, 
canes, capers, &c.; caps made of fur, caps, gloves, leggins, 
&c.; card cases, pocket books, &e.; carpets and carpeting, 
&e.; carriages and parts, cassia, Cayenne pepper, cheese, 
cinnamon, clocks and parts of clocks, ready-made clothing, 
cloves, coach and harness furniture, coal, coke, combs, 
compositions ofglass, &e. when set, composition table tops, 
comfits, &c. ; confectionary ofall kinds; coral, cotton cords. 
court plaster; crayons of all kinds, currants, Cutlery of all 
kinds, dates, diamonds, &c. when set in gold, &c.; dolls 
and toys of all kinds, epaulets, &c.; fans, feathers, and 
flowers; figs, frames and sticks for umbrellas ; furniture, 
cabinet; ginger, grapes, gum benzoin, hair pencils; hat 
bodies, of cotton; honey, human hair, ink and ink powder 5 
iron, in blooms, bolts, bars, loops, pigs, rods, slabs, or other 
form, not otherwise provided for; castings of iron, serap 
iron, vessels of cast iron, japanned ware, jewelry, jet or 
manufactures of jet, lead pencils, maccaroni, &c.'; mace, 
manufactures of the cork tree, manufactures of bone, &e. 5 
manufactures of brass, copper, gold, iron, lead, pewter, 
platina, silver, tin, &e.; manufactures of cotton, wool, silk, 
worsted; linen, if embroidered or tamboured ; manufactures 
of glass, colored, stained, or painted; crystals of glass: for 
watches, glasses for spectacles; paintings on glass, porcelain 
glass; mannfacture of leather, manufactures’ of marble; of 
paper, of papier maché, of wood, of wool; medicinal pre- 
parations, metallic pens, mineral waters, molasses, mus- 
kets, rifles, &c.; nutinegs; oil cloth ; oils volatile, essential 
or expressed; olive oil, salad; olives; paper, paperiboxes, 
and other fancy boxes; paper envelopes, parasols, parch- 
ment; pepper, pimento; plated and gilt ware, of all kinds 5 
playing cards; plums; prepared fish, poultry and game; 
prunes, raisins; red chalk pencils; saddiery of all kinds’; sal- 
mon, preserved; scagliola table tops; sealing wax; cigars, 
and manufactures of tobacco; side arms, silver-plated metal, 
soaps, sugars, sirups of sugar; umbrellas, vellum, wafers, 
water colors; wines of all Kinds. me 
Goods to pay 25 per cent. ad valorem.—Butions of aionas,, 
C., o 
cotton ; manufactures of cotton, goat’s hair or -mohair3 of 
silk, of worsted ; slates other than roofing slate, woollen and 
worsted yarn, wool unmanufactured, : ` 
Goods to pay 20 per cent. ad yalorem.—Acids, ale, beer, 
and porter; aloes, akam, amber, ambergris, anise seed, animal 
carbon, asilimor wroot; dycing or tanning articles, not 
in a crude sta afcetida, hacon, banannas, barley, beef, 
beeswax, berries, bismuth, bitter apple, blankets, blank 
books, blue v > lumber, baran, boncho leaves, brecia, 
bronze powder, burgundy pitch, butter, cadmium, calamine, 
calomel, camphor, can , Caps, gloves, &c., made of 
cotton, cassia buds, castor oil, castorum, chromate of lead, 
chocolate, chromate, bichromate, hydryodate and prussiaie 
of potash, cobalt, cocoa nuts, coculus indicus, copperas, 
copper, rods, bolts, nails, and spikes; copper bottoms, .cop- 
per in shects or plates, called brazier’s copper ; corks, cu- 
bebs, dried pulp; earthen, china, and stone ware; emery, 
ether; feathers and downs, feldspar, fig blue, firewood; fish, 
smoked, salted, dried, or pickled: fish glue, fish skins, flats, 
braids, plaits, sparture and willow squares; floss silks, flour 
of sulphur, Frankfort black, French chalk, fruit, fulminates, 
furs dressedon the skin; gamboge, ginger; glass tumblers, 
not cut or printed; glue, grass cloth, gunpowder ; hair-cloth, 
hair, &c., used for beds and mattresses; hams, hats and 
bonnets of straw, hats of wool, hat-hodies of wool, batters? 
plush of silk or cotton, hemp unnanufactured; hempseed, 
and linseed, and rapeseed oil; Indian corn and cornmeal , 
ipecacuanha, iridium, iris or orris root, ivory or bone, Mack 5 
jalap, juniper berries, jute, Sisal grass; coir and other 
vegetable substances, unmanufactured; lae sulphur, lamp- 
Mack, lard, leather, lead, lead pipes, lead shot, leeches, 
linen, liquorice paste, juice or root, litharge; malt, manga- 
nese; manufactures: of flax, of hemp; marine ¢oral,. un- 
manufactured; floor matting, of flags, jute, or grass; medi- 
cinal drugs, roots, and leaves, in a crude state ; metais un- 


ected?’ 


t 
| 
| 
| 
\ 
| 
i 
| 


1846. 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


671 


manufactured ;. mineral and: bituminous substances, crude; 
musical: instruments; mikate of lead, nuts, oats, o¢hres, 
_ oils, (animal Y olive oil other-than’ salad, opium, oranges, 
lemons and limes, Orange'and lemon’ peel; patent mordant, 
«paints, paper-hangings, pearl: barley ;- periodicals, and other 
“Avorks-in the-course. of republication. im. the United States y 
» Pineapples, pitch, plantain, plumbago, pork, potatoes, potas- 
Prussian blue, ‘pumpkins, putty, quilis, red chalk, rhu- 
‘parb, rice or paddy, roofing'slates’s. rail brimstone, Roman 
cement; rye and rye: flour; saddlery; commons; tinned or 
japanned }-sago, sal soda, ‘and all other carbonates of soda, 
Salt, salts, sarsaparilia ;-sewing silks, shaddocks, sheathin 
paper, shoes of India rubber, silk, twist, tanned and dressed 
skins, slate pencils, ‘smaltz, spermactti candles, spiiits of 
turpentine; sponge; spunk, squills, starch, stearine candles, 
Stereotype plates; stili- bottoms, sulphates of barytes and 
“quinine, tallow candles, tapioca, tar, thread laces and in- 
_Sertings 5 tobacco, unmanufactured ; twine and pack hregd, 
type mêta, types, vanilla beans, verdigris, cotton velvet, vel- 
vet of cotton and siik, vermilion, vinegar, wax candles, 
whalebone, wheat and’ wheat flour, white and red lead, 
whiting, white vitriol, window glass, unmanufactured woud, 
woollen listings; yarns.” F y 
To pay 15 per cént. ad valorem.—-Angola, Thibet, and goat’s 
hair, unmanufactured’s arsenic, Peruvian and. quilia bark, 
- Brazil paste, cedar wood, ebony, granadilla, mahogany, rose- 
‘wood, satin wood, codilla, gazier’s diamonds, dragon’s 
blood, extracts, of indigo, Jogwood and madder, wimanu- 
factured flax, gold and viiver leaf, bronze and iron liquors, 
manna, «marble. in-the rough, Duteh and bronze metal in 
the leaf, mineral cromes; sewing, darning, and knitting 
heedles; ozier or willow for baskets, paving tiles, seppia; 
` steel in bars. 
in sheets. £ 
To py 10 per cent. ad valorem.—Ammonia, aranatto; 
printed books, magazines, painphlets, periodicals, and illus- 
trated newspapers; building stones, cameos, and mosties, 
chronometers and parts, cocoa and cocoa shells, compo-i- 
tions of glass and paste, cork-treé bark, cream tartar, cud- 
bear; diansonds,. gems, pearls, rubies, and other precious 
stones, unset; engravings; tax, hemp, and rape seed; ful- 
Ters carth, hattery? furs, goldbeaters’ skins, guany cloth; 
hair of all kinds, wicleaned, aninanafactured ; india-rubber, 
in bottles, slabs; or shoets; temon and firme juiee, lime, mii- 
sic and musie paper, maps aad charts,-nux.vomies, palm 
and cocon-nut oils, orpiiment, palm-leat, plaster of Paris, pot- 
ishing stones, pumice, quicksilver, rattans and reeds, rotten 
stone, sal ammoniac, saltpetre, raw silk, soda ash, sulphuric 
acid, tatton, marrow, and all other soap stocks, teame tin 
plates, tinfoil, tin iu plates and sheets, tin plates galvanized, 
watches and watch materials, woad of pustel. 
To pay S per cent. ud valorem,—-Alcornoque, barilin; bells, 
when old, og:-bell metal; bleaching powders; brass, in pigs 
or hays 3:old-brass, bristles, barr stones, chalk, clay, cochin- 
eal; coppers in pigs or bars; old copper, flints, grindstonca, 
um Arabic, gum Barbary, gum Kast India, guin Joddy, gum 
enegal, gany substitute or burnt starch, guin tragneanth, 
horns, bones and teeth, indigo, kelp, Keres, lic dye, ne 
spirits, madder, nation, niekol paving stones, old pewter, 
rags; raw hides and skins, whether dried or sulted; raw 
hides, pickled ; safflower, saffron and saffron enke; saltpeue 
or nitrate of soda, or potash when crude; seedlac, xhethic, 
sumac, terra japonica, or catachu; dn, in pigs, bars, or 
biocks; tortoise and otver shells, wumanutactured 5 tumeric 5 
waste or shoddy; weld; zinc, spelter, or teutenugue, un- 
manulactured, not otherwise provided for, 
“Alb articles not specially provided for shall. pay twenty per 
cent od vilorem. . ra X 


The following to be admitted free of. duby:—Animals im- 
ported’ for breed ; argol; or crade-tartar berries; nuts and 
vegetables, unmanutactuted, used for dyeing ; ull dycwoods 
in sticks; crade brimstone ; gold and silver bultion senblaet 
CONS, 
when imported direct. from place of growth in American 
vessels; or foreign: vessels entitled by reciprocal treaties to 
be exeinpt from discriminating duties, tonnage, and other 
charges; cofee, the growth of the possessions of the Nether- 

< Jands; imported trom the Netherlands in. the same manner ; 
C goly; silver; ond-eopper coin; copper ore, copper imparted 
: for the United. States, Mint; cotton, felt tor sheathing ves- 


` pels} fish fresh caught; gardon, and other seeds not other- | 


wise “provided for} goods, wares, and merchandise, tho 
growth or manufacture of the United States exported and 
brought back to the United Spates in the same condition as 
when exported, on which no bounty or drawback has been 
allowed; green tartles, guano, household effects, old and ia 
use of persons ‘or families from abroad, not intended for 


sale, &c.; ivery. anmanutactured ivory nuts or vegetable | 


ivory, old. junk, madder root, models of inventions and other 
jmprovernents in the arts, nutgalls, oakum, spermacet ail, 
qwhale and other fish of American fisheries, other articles 
-of produce ofsuch fisheries, paintings and statuary of Amer- 
ican artists, other paintings and statuary if imported as ob- 
jects of taste, motber of pearl; personal and household 
effects.of citizens dying abroad; plaster of Paris unground ; 
»platina unmanufactired; sheathing copper, 48 by 14 inches, 
weight 14 to 34 ounces por square foot; sheathing metal ; 
specimens of natural-history, mineralogy, or botany; trees, 
__ shrubs, plants, and roots; wearing apparel in use and other 
personal eflects, professional books, implements and tools 
of trade. ehh : , , 
In any. year in which’ there shall-be a deficiency of reve- 
nue, 10 per cent. ad vuloren on tea and coffee, to take effect 
after the first quarter of. the ensuing year. A 
Instead of the bounty on pickleğ noh a drawback equalin 
apunt tthe duty on salt ehall be paid. — | x 
ar Goods ih public store on the 2d December, 1846, shall be 
subject to no other duty upon the entry. thereofthan if im- 
ported after that day. : 
Goods imported fro t I 
Cape Horn may remain in. public store tor 
fifty days: and if impottgd from beyond those capes, one 
red and eighty days. ann 
a anny an addition to the cost or value of the invoice 
may be made hy the person making the entry, So as- to raise 


m this side the Cape'of Good Hope or 


the value to the true market value in the markets-of the coun- | 


and to add all costs, &c., upon which 
be assessed. 


ds are undervalue 


try whenee imported, 
amount so made, duty shall 


<o ¥f the appraisers think the goo d with the: 


p plates, or sheets; zinc, spelter, or teutenugue, | 


medals, and collections of antiquities ; coffee and tan | 


one hundred and |} 


i 
j 


i 
} 


| 


j 


| for the use of the 
i and heit 
f ject of a penitentiary. 


| body for an appropriation of Fort Howard to the Territory 


intention of fraud, the goods may be taken for the use of the 
United States, and sold at auction, and the proceeds placed 
in the treasury; the ownerto be paid the amount declared in 
the entry, and five per centum in addition. - This to be the 
law till ist January, 1848. 


All revenue and eustom-house efficers who are not now 
sworn, to be sworn faithfully and diligently to perform the 
duties of their offices respectively. 

All acts and parts of acts repugnant to be repealed. 

SICK AND DISABLED SEAMEN. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was. referred sundry petitions of 
officers and seamen engaged in the whale fishery, 
and of citizens of various towns in Massachusetts 
and other States in their behalf, reported a bill sup- 
plementary to the act for the relief of sick and dis- 
abled seamen, and for other purposes. T'he bill pro- | 
vides that vessels arriving from a whaling voyage 
shall pay ten cents per month for the time con- 
sumed in the voyage for every seaman, to be re- 
tained from the wages. or shares of the seamen; 
which sum shall he added to the fund for the bene- 
fit of sick and disabled seamen. And there is ap- 
propriated out of the public Treasury, $20,000 for i 
the erection of a marine hospital at New Bedford, | 
in Massachusetts, and the further sum of $20,000 
for the erection of a marine hospital at New Lon- 
don, in Connecticut. T'he bill was read and com- 
mitted. 

And the House adjourned. 


FALLS OF THE OHIO. 


| right in said warrant: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. Panwa yo 7 

By Mr. STEWART: Resolutions of Pennsylvania Legis- 
lature, in favor.of the establishment of a naval depét.at 
Erie, Pennsyivania: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. i : a T 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Foster Demartus, of 
Missouri, a soldier. in the late. -war, praying to be permit- 
ted to select 160 acres of public Jand,in lieu of his bounty 
| land which is worthless: referred to. the Committee on 
Public Lands. oe oe By 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Bernard O'Neal, of 
Portsmouth, Virginia, praying. for compensation for injuries 
done to bis lands by officers of the Government-of:the:Uni- 
ted States: referred to the Committee of Glaim: z: =i; 

By Mr. GILES: The memorial of Ross: Wynansy and 
others, of the city of Baltimore, dealers in'steel, and: manu- 
freturers of agricultural instruments, praying that steel may 
be-adnutted duty free; referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. z i z 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Ase Hw, of 
Joliet, IBinois: referred to the Committee on Invalid. Pen- 
sions. Also, a petition for a mail-route from Dundee, Kane 
county, via Barrington, Lake Zurich, and Gilmer, to Liber- 
tyvillc, Lake county, Ilinois. Also, for a mail-route. from 
Littiefort, Otsego, Sterling, and Mill creek, to Anticeb; Mi- 
nois: referred to the Committee on the Post Oficeand Post 
Ronds. “ 4 k à 

By Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL: The petition and ac- 
companying papers of Anna Farrington, widow of Jonathan 
Park, a soldier of the Revolution, asking for a pension ` re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of Marcus F. John- 
son, to-he allowed to enter a parcel of land asa pre-emption: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. Also, the peti- 
tion of the inhabitants of Louisiana, for a mail-route from 
Vandalia to Little Providence: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of citizens ‘of 


The following is a copy of the bill introduced | 
yesterday by Mr. Henery: i 
A BILL to remove obsirnetions to the navigation of the | 


i 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives | 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the Becretary oF War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to tause a dam and lock to be constructed at the 
falls of the Obio river, ofu substantial and permanent char- 
acter, adequate for the passage at all times of such vessels 
as navigate that river. 

Suc. 2, Beit further enacted, That the sum of two hun- 
dred and fiky thousand dollars be, and itis hereby, appropri- 
ated for dial purpose. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

By Mr. TIBBATY'S : ‘The memorial of Benjamin Craw- 
ford, in relation to his invention of a seale, by which the 
amount of pressure and the quantity of water in steam- 
boilers will be gecurately shown: referred to the Conunit- 
tee on Commerer, 

By Mr... B. HUNT: The memorial of Benjamin Loomis, 
of Michigan, for an invalid pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Peasions. 

By Mr. SCAMMON: The petition of James Walker and 
59 Others, praying for a mail-route from Saco to Lowell, in 
the State of Mame, Qhrough Buxton, Standish, Limingion, 
Baldwin, Sebago, Demiiurk, Bridgton, and Swedden: refor- 
red to the Comittee on the Post Office and Post Ronds. 

By Me. STEWART: ‘Toe memorial of the trustees of the | 
publie schools of Washington city, praying for aid: referred | 
tothe Committee for the District of Columbia. | The remon- 
strance of the baporting merchants of New York, against 
the proposed change of the duties on sitk. ‘Phe petition of 
adarge umber af the citizens of New Hampshire, remon- 
steating against any change of the present tanith | 

By Mr. BROCKENBBOUGH: The petition of Sarah P, 
Anderson, tor compensation for loss of property seized upon ' 
Jnited States; referred to the Committee | 


on Claims, 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The petiton of widow Gramilla 
, for confirmation ofa tract of land in Louisiana. 

By Me. M. L, MARTIN: ‘The memorial of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Wisconsin, on the sub- 
‘The memorial of the same body, 
relative to the canal lands, and to the even sections on the 
cahal reserve in said Territory. ‘Phe memorial of the same 


for educational purposes. The memorial of the same body, 
qiative to the establishing certain mail-routes. 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The memorial of William S. Wait 
and 103 other citizens of Bond county, Minois, praying a 
money appropriation for the further construction of the 
Cumberland road: referred to the Committee ofthe Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. HENLEY : The petition of James B. McCutcheon, 
of Indiana, asking compessntion for property destroyed by 
the American army during the Jat war; 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 95 citizens of the county 
of Mercer, in the State of filinoia, asking an appropriation 
far the removal of obstructions in the rapids of the Mis- 
sissippi river: referred to the Committee on Roads. and 
Canals. : 

By Mr. SCAMMON: ‘The petition of Ann Smith, of Hol- 
lis, Maine, widow of John Smith, praying for a- pension. on 
account of the services of her husband during the revolu- 
tionary war: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. es feast a 

By Mr, HARALSON: The: petition of. John W. -Shep- 
herd, heir of Peter Shepherd, deceased, praying Congress to 
pass an act authorizing the heirs of the said -Peter Shep- 
herd to locate n certain military land warrant on any unlo- 
cated land belonging to the General Government, or to pay 


to said heira a sum of money equivalent to the original | 


faits of the Ohio. ui 


A sas ; \; 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- | 


i St. Lawrence county, New York, for a mail-route from 
| Antwerp to Canton, via Shingle ereek, Fowler, Futiervilte, 
Edwards and Russeli— three times in each week. Also, re- 
monstrance of citizens of St. Lawrence county, New York, 
agiit the extension of a certain plough patent to Jethro 
Wood. 


io By Mr. JAMES H. JOHNSON ; The petition of Thomas 


| Sinclair, a soldier of the last war, praying fora pension for 
i disabilities incurred in the same. 

By Mr, MeULERNAND: The petition of Josiah Black- 
man and others, of Gallatin conuty, Minos, praying relief: 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BENTON: The remonstrance of Chauney Jolm- 
son, and others, citizens of Herkimer county, New York, 
remonsuating against the renewal and extension of letters 
patent to Jethro Wood for an improvement in ploughs. 

By Mr. DODGE: A petition from the citizens of Jackson 
: county, praying an appropriation for the improvement of 
the upper and iower rapids in the Mississippi river: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. Also, a petition for the 


i sane purpose, trom the citizens of Seott county: referred 


to the same committee. Also, a comuunication from the 

| register and receiver of the Jand office at Fairfield, strongly 

| urging the establishment of a mail route from Keokuck to 

Pairfield: referred to the Committee on the Post Office anp 

Post Roads. . Also, a petition from members of the Legisla- 

ture of Jowa, asking that the surveyor-general of Wiscon- 

sin und lowa may be paid the same compensation that is — 

| paid other auryeyors-general, Also, a memorial of°150 citi- 

| gong of Des Moines county, praying. Congress for an appro- 
priation for the.improvement of the upper and lower rapids 

in. the Miasiasippi river: referred to the Committee on Corn- 

| mere. Also, n petition from the citizens of Louisa. conn- 

j ty for the same object: referred to the surie committee. 

| Also, a petition from sundry citizens of Wapello county, 
fraying the establishment of a post-route from the Sac and 
ox agency to Oskaloosa: referred to the Committee on the 

Post Office and Post Roads 

Ry Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The memorial of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Wisconsin, on the subject of improving 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers. The memorial on the suh- 
ject of the reserved mineral lands, The memorial for an 
appropriation Lo coniplete the harbar at Potosi: The mèmo- 
tial relative to a road from Prairie du Chien to Lapoint. The 
petition of settlers on tha canal lands for a reduction of the 
price, and granting pre-emptions of those landa. a 

By Mr. HUBARD: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Fer- 
i guson, praying fora pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. SS 
` By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of M. H. Marston: and 
others, praying Congres to consider the expediency of en- 
deavoring to effect such a change in the Constitution and 
| laws as shail appropriate the public lands of the nation in 
j aid of the extinction of slavery throughout the Union. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of fifty-eight citizens of the 
counties of Whiteside, Carroll, and Ogle, in:the State of I- 
linois, praying the establishment of a mail-route from Fulton 
City, in said. caunty of Whiteside, via French Grove, Mil- 
ledgeville, Bik Horn Grove, and Buffalo Grove; to Oregon, in 
; said county of Ogie: referred to the Committee on. the. Post 

Office and Post Roads. ae 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Lake 
county, for a new mail-route from Litteport, Lake county, 
via Otsego, Sterling, and Mill Creek, to Antioch: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads... Also, the 
petition of Valentine Spawn: referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. YANCEY: The petition of: Patrick McKinney and 
sighty-two other citizens of Coosa county, Alabama, asking 
for the -establishment-of a. mail-route: from, Wetumpka, via’ 
Vicksburg. and Scoopoteg, to. Talladega: referred to the 
Committee on the Post, Office and Post Roads. : 

_ By, Mr, CATHCART: The petition of Willam Snavely 
-of Indiana, práying compensation for damage sustained by 
the location of an Indian reservation upon a tract ofJand pur- 
chased by him: referred to the Committee of Claims: Also. 
the petition of E. C. Abbott, and other citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the establishment of a post-ronte fron ows 


a i ‘om Bigelow’s 
Mills to Tassinong: referred to the Commi 
Office and Post Roads. HE oa ag Post 
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By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Bryan Mulanphy and ; 
Jacob Hawken, citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, setting forth | 
our claims to Oregon, and urging the maintaining of them to 
the whole territory: referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 


of Calhoun county, in the State of Michigan, for the estab 
lishment of a mail-reute from Battle Creek, in said county, 
by the Valley of the Grand Rivers, in the State of Michigan, 
to Milwaukie, in the Territory of Wisconsin: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCONNELL: The petition ofnumerous citizens 
of the county of Albany, State of New York, praying Con- ; 
gress to grant to the tax-paying, road-working, mustering, 
and war-fighting poor the freedom of occupying and culti- | 
vating a fraction of lands, not exceeding 160 acres: referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Peter Von Schmidt, 
praying the establishment of a railroad from St. Louis, in 
Missouri, to some navigable point on the Columbia river, in | 
Oregon: referred to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. M.L. MARTIN: Memorial of the Legislative As- | 
sembly of Wisconsin on the subject of acollection district | 
and port of entry in said Territory. The petition of settlers | 
on canal lands in Wisconsin, asking a reduction of price | 
and pre-emption rights of said lands. 

By Mr. THURMAN; The petition of the hciress. of Dr. 
Frederick Seigle tor commutation pay due for the revolu 
tionary services of her said ancestor: referred to the Com 
mittee on Revolutionary Claiins. 


State of New York, remonstrating against the extension of 
acertain plough patent to Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of citizens of Sidney 
Ohio, for a mail-route from Sidney to Urbanna, via Pales- ; 


tine: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post |! 


Roads. 


IN SENATE. i 
WEDNESDAY, April 15, 1846. 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a i 
communication from the Department of War, 
transmitting fifty copies of the Army Register. 
Mr, STURGEON presented the memorial of | 
the Historical Society of Pennsylvania, praying 
the publication, by Congress, of an additional num- 
ber of copies of the works of the.exploring expedi- 
tion, for the benefit of the literary institutions of 
the United States; which was referred to the Coni- 
mittee on the Library. 


Mr. DIX presented the memorial of shipmasters i 


and others engaged in navigation from the port of 
New York, praying that the pilot law of 1837 may 
not be repealed; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. D. also presented the proceedings of a pub- 
lic meeting in Batavia, New York, praying that 
measures may be taken to prevent the fulfilment of 
the treaties of 1838 and 1842 with the Tonawanda | 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen 
sions, asked that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition o 
Priscilla Green; which was agreed to, 

Mr. A. also asked that the Committee on Pen- 
sions be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Martha Moore; which was agreed 
to 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of |: 


John Keith, of New York, 
Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported, 


|| «dred and forty-six, eleven thousand nine hundred 
|| © and forty-nine dollars and sixty-four cents. 


without amendment, the (House) bills for the re- | 


hef of Sampson Brown and John Baldridge. 
Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Com. | 
merce, asked that a letter of the Secretary of the 


Treasury to that committee, dated March 31, 1841, | 


relative to duties improperly laid and collected | 


upon Portugal wines, with accompanying docu- | 


ments, be referred to the Committee on Finance, | 
with instructions to inquire into the expediency of | 
providing by law for refunding the said duties, | 


and that the said committee report by bill or other- ;' 


wise; which was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. i 


Mr. LEWIS moved to postpone the prior or- : 
ders, with a view to take up the bill to supply defi- | 
ciencies in the appropriation for certain objects, 


made for the service of the fiscal -year ending the | 


30th June, 1846. : 

Mr. L. stated the necessity that existed for | 
prompt action on the bill. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Strike out “ For the safekeeping of the books | 


‘and papers in the office of the Register of the © 


‘Treasury, two thousand three hundred dollars. 


“For compensation for the superintendent of 
sthe Patent Office, tw 


i; enactment to which he alluded was a provis 


| which had been 
6 hundred and fifty dollars.” l 


= ie penitentiary of the District 6f Colum 
By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The memorial of 264 citizens |; 


į ‘members of the House of Representatives and 


By Mr. PRESTON KING: Fonrteen memorials from the ii ‘thousand dollars. 


i cidental expenses, and for the publication of the | 
| Territorial laws, allowed by law or resolution of 


any pretext whatever, be expended exceadi 
amount appropriated: by Congress, "Thee 
ence of the two énactments to Which ‘he had 
ded réndered it a very strong probability—a 
might safely say it was more than a mete pr 
| bility—that if any-arrearages were now:due 
because the money which ‘had been approp 
by Congress had been misapplied, and that 
gress could not with any propriety be called upon 
| to supply the deficiency. ~He- regretted “that the’ 
Senators from Florida were not presenit, for he h 
lieved that as itewas*at their instance: that’ -th 
propriation was inserted in the bills; they. migi 
able to tell the Senate where some of this: mi y 
had gone. : i Daes ; 
Mr. LEWIS said he also regretted thatineithér: 
of the Senators from Florida-were in -theit-seats, 
He was not himself prepared to defend the accounts 
of the Legislature of Florida. *Acéounts ‘for bal- 
ances of expenditure had. been transmitted: to. the 
i! committee by.the Secretary of the Treasury; ahd 
i| it appeared ‘that they were founded upon -the’ cir. 
cumstance that the session of the Legislature had 
continued fifteen days longer than had been: pro- 
vided for: He was quite willing that the subject, 
should be passed by informally for the presenj., ae 
It was accordingly passed by. ; ies 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it wis- Paa 


items, viz: M / 
“ For amount required for the su 


poe of the 
ja for the 
‘fiscal year ending thirtieth June, eighteen bun- 


* For refunding certain duties collected under the 
‘act of the thirtieth of August, eighteen hundred. 
“and forty-two, entitled.‘ An aet to.provide reve- į 
< nue from imports, and to change and modify ex- 
“isting laws imposing duties on imports, and for 
t other purposes,’ contrary to the terms of the con- 
‘vention of eighteen hundred and fifteen between 
t Great Britain and the United States, in fulfilment 
‘of the agreement lately entered into by the Gov- 
t ernment of the United States and Great Britain, 
“one hundred thousand dollars. 

“ For compensation and mileage of Senators and | 


© Delegates, the same being rendered necessary by 
an increase in the number of Senators and mem- | 
‘bers of the House of Representatives, twenty | 


« For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 
‘ five thousand dollars. 

“For payment of arrears of expenses of the 
‘ Legislature of the late Territory of Florida, be- 
‘ ing for balances of compensation and- mileage _ Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns\jt .ad- 
“to the presiding officers and members of both || journ to meet at eleven o’clock to-morrow. 5." 
‘ Houses, balances of compensation to the officers | > SPECIAL ORDER. 


‘ aplains inters thereof, an her in- | ` ODEA DOSES 
and chaplains and printers, thereof, and other in- | On motion of Mr, ALLEN, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the special order, being 
the joint resolution, &c.; when— =» 9. i 

Mr. HOUSTON said he- was. not insensible-of 
the peculiar position’ he occupied in rising to ad- 
dress a body so distinguished for its intelligence as 
‘this; but he felt himself called upon. to assign the 
reasons which would govern the vote he was now 
called on to give. The Executive had called upon 
us to give notice to great. Britain of the abrogation 
of the convention which has so long,existed, and 
we have to determine if the circumstances are such 
as to justify us in doing so. In-his opinion they 
did. lt was probable that important events might 
hang on this measure; and although he was against 
any rash action, he-was in favor of calm, deliberate 
action. Great Britain has rejected all our-oflers of 
compromise, yet he believed that she was not pre- 
pared.to go Into a war with this.country.. 

He did not think that the President could have 
withheld his application to Congress, without de- 
parting from that plain and direct course which his 
station and his duty pointed out. “When.this con- 

troversy began, it was felt in Texass and although 
į she had not then become an integral part of. this 
Republic, she took the deepest interest in: all that 
concerns it, and every’ movement ‘here was ‘felt 
throughout her whole territory. He justified the; 
course pursued by Mr. Polk throughout the whole ¢ 
j| negotiation. ; RSE 
| He asked what evidence England had given of 
i her desire to negotiate? She had indeed offered 

arbitration; but were we to wait her beck to regu- 
late our course? He hoped we should go on in our 
course, without pausing to consider what England 
proposes to do. He did not think. that‘ there was 
| anything in her conduct which indicated any desire 


‘the House incurring said expense, which arrears 
‘are unpaid, owing to deficiencies in appropria- 
“tions for the years eighteen hundred and forty- 
‘two, eighteen hundred and forty-three, eighteen 
“hundred and forty-four, and eighteen hundred 
‘and forty-five, a sum not exceeding sixteen thou- 
“sand dollars; said sum of sixteen thousand dol- 
‘Jars to be in full for all said arrears.” 

The question was about to be taken on-all the 
amendments, when 

Mr. EVANS moved that the question on the 
appropriation for the Secretary of Florida, be taken 
separately. : 

The other amendments were then agreed to. 

The question being on the last amendment. | 

Mr. EVANS said he did not think the Senate 


| 
H] 
t 


had to do was to go to the Department and prove | 
that those arrearages were for objects authorized |i A pt 1 
by law, and they would of course be paid. There | and her sympathy with the Sihks, in order to prove 
was another enactment which had been passed in |! that there was nothing in her course on which he 
the same year, a reference to which must preclude |} could bang an expectation that she would yield a 
the idea that there could be any arrearaces. The ij Step, or abandon an interest, — = 

i i He eulogized the clear, sagacious intellect of the 
President, and reposed the fullest reliance omhis 
patriotism and prudence, And Ife indicated. his 


i 
i 
i 


added to the appropriation bill, | 
“that no money shall, in any instance, or under 


P PUBLISHE 


S. 


BLAIR 


Hra Conaress, “Isr Session. _ 


desire to-confide nand sustain it.. He. hoped for 
peace, and he did: not. know, that there would be 
any war... Butif there:should be, we shail never 
be more: prepared for it than we are now. We can 
never be, m:a state of preparation for. war, because 
Preparation supposes. taxation and increased bur- 
eng; and. no member of Congress, who desired to 
retain his seat, would be willing to vote for such 
increase of burdens on the people, i 
here was no evidence that, if we were to offer 
to renew negotiations, the offer would be accepted. 
Five times have ropositions been made, and as 
often rejected; and there was little ground for ex- 
pectation that another offer would be received with 
a better spirit. And, in case of another offer, and 
another rejection, would it not be sufficient cause 
for war, unless we would subject ourselves to the 
taunt of being kicked and insulted by Great Brit- 
ain? If she desire to negotiate, let the offer come 
from her. He would never be willing that we 
should make any new advance. If such be her 
desire, the pene of the notice will interpose no 
obstacle. He would not say a word against Eng- 
land, as. regards her individual character, which 
imbodied the elements of bravery, generosity, no- 
bility, and magnanimity. Tt was only in her in- 
ternational character that he looked ‘at her with 
jealousy and suspicion. When she fights, it is for 
a golden prize, as in India. Whenever she desires 
war, she never wants a pretext; and had it been 
her desire to make war with the United States, she 
would have found a pretext, without reference to 
the Oregon question. He did not, therefore, look 
on the notice as an act likely to lead to a war. 


Touching on the annexation óf Texas, ho asked | 


if the tardy acceptance of her, after she had been 


appealing for seven years, betrayed any spirit of 


usurpation in the Government of the United States? 
He thought, on the contrary, that the United States 
had evinced an unnecessary modesty and delicacy 
on the subject. But the annexation had Ween 
achieved; not by the triumph of arms, but by the 
subjugation of the hearts and affections of the 
‘Texan people. 


Adverting. again to the suggestion of compro- | 


mise, he thought that a disposition to make any 
would only have the effect of: making Great Brit- 
ain more aggressive in het tone, and-more unrea- 
sonable in her demands. He regretted that we 
had not,.on this question, presented a united front; 
the effect.of which, he assumed, would have been 
to make England: move. moderate in her course. 
But he rejoiced to hear Senators declare that, in 
case of. war, they would be. found on the side of 
their country. Fle sincerely trasted that we should 
all be found there. 


Here Mr. H: read an‘extract from the London | 


Times, on the debate which had taken place in the 
two Houses of Congress, and the apathy of the 
public opinion on. the subject of the President’s 
warlike disposition... He then proceeded, that 
Great Britain would have to wait long if she cx- 
pected any popular meetings here for the purpose 
of censuring the President's course. He did not 
agree with Senators who had expressed an opin- 
ion that public, sentiment would settle down on a 
compromise on the parallel of 499. The territory 
of Oregon, he believed, would. become a portion 
of the United States, from the. increase of emi- 
grants procteding thither; and that, without refer- 
ence to the question of- title, although, if we have 
nota. sufficient title now, it will certainly sot be 
stronger then. aS g ; 

He then denied (continuing bis comment on the 
Times) that the annexation of Texas. by the Uni- 
ted States was any aggression on Mexico; and 
contended that while we were descendants. from, 
the Anglo-Saxon stock, we ought to be permitted 
credit for the Anglo-Saxon love of territorial and 
pecuniary acquisition. . The British press not only 
vented its.wrath on the President, but on the mul- 
titude: Not much respect seemed to be paid to 
the multitude. in England; but: here the multitude 
was omnipotent, and generally carried matters 
‘their own way. As far as the ‘profession of an 
desire of peace with the United States appeared, 
he hoped its sincerity would be evinced by an offer 
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to renew negotiations w 
footing, 

He would, at some inconvenience, yield a claim, 
the right to which wasin England; but to yield 
j a claim, in which the right was in us, would only 
be to provoke new mortifications. Shoulda treaty 
be presented, he would not commit himself as to 
his vote on any specific parallel of latitude; but if 
the proposition suggested. by Mr. Gallatin, em- 
bracing the right of navigation to the Columbia 
river, were now to be made in the shape of a trea- 


a vacant seat in the Senate. 

In giving his vote, he would give it for the naked 
notice, in preference to it as connected with any 
modification, He would vote to give it respect- 
fully, and leave the President free to give itin such 
mode as he may, in view of his responsibility to 
the country, think best. Whenever he may submit 
a treaty for ratification, it would be for the Senate 
to give their opinion as to its propriety or other- 
wise. Flis duty prompts, and his position enables 

| him to exercise, a constant vigilance over our for- 

eign relations, and he ought to be left untrammel- 
led to perform the functions which have been con- 
stitutionally.committed to him. 

The settlers in Oregon appeared to him to have 
aatrong claim on the protection of our Govern- 
ment, and personal protection could not be given 
without politient jurisdiction, 

Mr. TI. then went into a history of the proceed- 
ings which had taken place in the United States 
with referenee to the annexation of Texas, dedu- 
cing, from the details mto which he entered, that 
while all the applications for admission were dis- 
regarded, so long as she was poor and importunate; 
she was invited and courted into the Union as 
soon as her situation had been reversed. When 


ity as a sister State. 

He wished that the President could have been 
left to pursue his own course as to this notice, 
without any indication of the opinion of the Sen- 
ate as to the manner., He had courteously asked 
theadviceof the Congress, and hethought it should 
be given without being so worded as to cause him 
embarrassments, 

War had been stated by Mr. Macon na neces- 
sary once in every thirty years. Without exactly 
adopting that idea, he could not help believing that 
the evils of war had been somewhat exaggerated. 
It had some advantages, among which he enumer 
ated the draining off the restless and dissatisfied 
portion of the population, who might be killed off 
with benefit to the remainder; and also the effect it 
had in disciplining the habits of men into subordi- 
nation to the rules of order. 

He paid a passing tribute to General Jackson, 


or wrong, had contributed to build-up the glory 
of his country, Tell the hero who had fought 
| your battles victoriously that he should be dis- 
qualified for civil office, and how many would 
‘ou find hereafter willing to expose their lives in 
pattle. Fie would never encourage. the dread of 
military chieftains. They were men like others, 
subject to common infirmities; but public senti- 
ment would apply a sure corrective. 

He would give his vote for the notice, in the 
hope and belief that it would lead to measures pro- 
ductive of the peace and honor of the country. 


a few remarks on the subject. He was not pre- 
pared to go on now. But if the Senate would ad- 
journ, he would promise, not to oceupy so much 
‘time to-morrow, as to interfere with taking the final 
vote. . 

The Senate then proceeded to the considération 
of Executive business; and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were re-opened, and: 

The Senate adjourned. pee 


E HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Wrepnespar, April 15, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


ith us on an equitable ; 


ty, he would not vote for it: he would rather leave | 


rhe could bring a kingdom for her dowry, and a ; 


$ io for ar je CIS, she vas receive Dt equal- ; . . : . 
nation for her jewels, she was received on at jual j; section of land for a county seat,” was read twice, 


who, whether his policy was, abstractly, right į 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said he desired to present ! 
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l EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER, hy consent, laid before the 

the House following Executive communications: 
A message from the President. of the United ` 

states, heretofore received, was read, and is as fol- 


P 


i| To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


|| In compliance with the act of the 3d of March, 
j| 1845, I communicate to Congress herewith a report 
li of the Secretaries of War and the Navy, on the 
subjects of a fire-proof building for the Warand 
i Navy Departments, together with documents ex- 
| | plaining the plans to which it refers, and contain- 


ing an estimate of the cost of erecting the build- 
lj ings proposed. o 

; Congress having made no appropriation for the 
I employment of an architect to prepare and submit 
|i the necessary plans, none was appointed. Several 
|! skilful architects were invited to submit plans and 
| estimates, and from those that were submitted, a 
selection has been made of such as would furnish 
the requisite building for the accommodation of 
the War and Navy Departments, at the least ex- 
| pense, All the plans and estimates which have 
: been received are herewith communicated for the 


_ information of Congress. N 

! JAMES K, POLK. 
| WASRINGTON, April 14, 1846. 
| Ordered, ‘That the said message be committed. 


| Also, a letter from the Seerctary of War, trans- 
| miting 228 copies of the Army Register, in com- 
i plianee with the resolution of the House of the 
17th of February, 1880, the 30th of August, 1842, 
and the 16th of February, 1843; which was laid 
upon the table. 

The bill from the Senate, entitled “An act to 
authorize the justices of the county court of Bates, 
in the State of Missouri, to enter a certain quarter 


and committed. 


The SPEAKER announced the regular buaineas 
to he the call-of the committees for reports, com-. 
| mencing where the call had last been suspended—. 

with the Committee on. Commerce, cie. 
| . Mr. W. HUNT asked leave to intrad 
i 


olution, (relating to'a post route,) which’ 
fot information. j oe tects ne 
; Objection being made, the resolution was not re- 
| ceived. 

JURISDICTION OF THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


Mr. FOSTER moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the House had yesterday deter- 
mined that all debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the bill to protect the 
rights of American settlers in the territory of Orè- 
gon. uutil the termination of the joint occupation 
of the same, should terminate on Thursday, at two 
o'clock. ee ERa 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH asked the yeas aid 
nays; which were ordered, and, being taken; re- 
sulted as follows: : i 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, 
Rayly, Bedinger, Boll, 


as read” 


Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, 
James A. Black, Blanchard, Milton 
Brown, Burt, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston;. Crozier, Culver, 
Dixon, Foster, Gentry, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, 
Elias $. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson., Washingtou 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Thomas 
B. King, Lewis, Long, McClelland, James MeDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, MeHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh,. Barkley Martin, 
Morse, Moseley, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, Julius Rock- 
well, John A: Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Simpson, ‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stewart, Stroh, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thompson 
Trumbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodward, Yancey, and Young—74. 5 
NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Biggs, Boyd, Brod- 
head, William G. Brown, Catheart, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 
Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Taran, Ficklin, Giles, Gordon, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley; Hoge, Hough George 
S. Houston, Edmund W. Habard, Charles J. Togersoh, 
Joscph Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Lawrence, La Sere. Lunp- 
kin, Mactay, McConnell, Joseph J. MeDowell, McKay, 
Morris, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Reid 
Ritter, Roberts; Sawtelle; Sawyer, Scammon “Leonard H. 
Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton Starkweather, 
St. John, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wiek, 
Williams, Wilmot, and Yell—67. À : 


So the vote was reconsidered. 


| 
| 


Hi] 


674. 


the resolution, ib 


self into Committee of the Whole on the state of}; 


the Union. eaten | 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON inquired whether the! 
resolution was not before the House for action. | 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is before the | 


House. 
Mr. Q.S. HOUSTON. I would rather the vote | 
should be taken now, i 
The SPEAKER, The motion is a privileged | 
motion. 
Mr. FOSTER moved to amend the resolution | 
by striking out “Thursday, at two o'clock,” and 
inserting * Friday.” 

Mr. HENLEY. 
to-day. 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON. I will go for that. 

The SPEAKER, The question will be first on 
the. longest time. | 

Mr. ASHMUN. 
day. 

And the question on Monday (being the longest | 
time) was taken, and the affirmative vote stood, |! 
ayes 73. 

Mr. BOYD. Is the question to postpone the || 
termination of the debate until Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BOYD. Is it in order for me to modify the | 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. Not after the House has act- Í 
ed upon it. 

Mr. BOYD. Fas the House acted upon it? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. KENNEDY now asked the yeas and nays 
on the motion to. insert Monday, which were or- 
dered; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Blanchard, Milton 
Brown, Burt, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Colamer, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Dixon, 
Edsall, John IL Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton Leper Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, 

«Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, WW. Hunt, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Thomas B. King, Lewis, Long, MeCieland, James Me- 
Dowell, McGaughey; McHenry; Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Moseley, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, Julius Rockwell, Jolin |} 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sev- 
erance, Traman Sinith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stewart, Stroinn, Sykes, ‘Thibodeaux, Jacob Thompson, 
‘Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood- | 
raft, Yancey, and Young-—-77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Biggs, James A. | 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Cath- 
cart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobh, Cullom, Cunningham, 
Daniel, De Moit, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, /! 
Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Giles, Gordon, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George | 
S. Houston, B. W. Hubard, Janes B. Munt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Joseph Johuson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones 
Kennedy, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, McCtor- | 
nand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, MeKay, Barkley i 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Pheips, Price, | 

Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scaminon, Leonard 

H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Sinith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John, Stroug, James Thompson, Thur- f 
man, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick 
Williams, Woodward, and Yel—82, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Foster to insert “ Friday,” instead of Thurs- |) 


I move to insert two o’clock, 


I move two o'clock on Mon- || 


day. H 
The question was taken, and the vote stood— | 
ayes 75, noes 60. I 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

And the resolution, as thus amended, was adopt- 
ed. 

So it was decided that all debate on the bill shoud | 
terminate on Friday, at two o'clock, instead of i! 
Thursday. i 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH. Well, we'll hear from | 
England by Friday. : 

Mr. HAMLIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken, i 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays. ; 

The SPEAKER decided the motion of the gen- ` 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Hamurs] to be out of. 
order, 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. WHITE moved that ten thousand extra 
copies of the report in relation to the bill to reduce | 
the duties on: imports, and for other purposes, be į 
pes 

e motion lies over one day by the rule. i 

‘Mr. PRESTON KING moved. that the House |; 


resolve itself into Committee of. the Whol, 7 
: č ; 
state of the Union. : on the; 


; until the termination of the joint occupation of the | 
| same. 


mistake, -No legislation, that he was aware of, 


without a conflict? 
; 49th parallel, followed up recently by our present | 
i ain would submit to be expelled from the country 
: Without resistance? 

2 where these steps ave to lead us. 


' tion, in various forms, has 


The SPEAKER said there was a motion pend- | 
ing to go into committee. . i i 
And the question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. . 
JURISDICTION OF THE OREGON TERRITORY. 


So the House resolved itself into. Committee of 


the Whole on. the state of the Union, (Mr. Ham- |j 


iin, of Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to protect the rights‘of Ameri» 
can settlers in the territory of Oregon until the ter- 
mination of the joint occupation of the same. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN said the tile of the bill 
under discussion was ‘ A bill to protect the rights 
of American settlers in the ‘territory of Oregon, 
= This was an imposing title. It expressed 
an object for which, if carried out in good faith by 
the bill, he would vpte. He would vote for.any 
and every measure necessary to protect our citi- | 
zens, But, then, the bill contained other and far 
different matters than those indicated in the title. 
It contained objects and purposes far more deeply 
important than any heretofore discussed on this 
much agitated Oregon question. This bill. pro- 
posed legislative action, immediate, direct, and ab- 
solute, over the whole of the Oregon territory. It | 
looked to exclusive sovereignty over the whole, at 
the end of the contemplated year’s notice, permit: 
ting and recognising the exercise of ‘no right. on 
the part of Great Britain after that time. In fact, 
the reservations in favor of the rights of British 
subjects during the year were of doubifal charac- 
ter, and in their consequences probably tending to 
immediate conflict. To prove this, Mr. B. went 
into an examination of the various provisions of 
the bill, and what he deemed the necessary legal 
consequences resulting from them. y 

But this untimely and extraordinary legislation, 
it had been said, had been justified by similar legis- 
lation on the part of Great Britain. This was a 


had taken place:on. the part of Great Britain since | 
the convention of 1827. That convention settled 

whatever previous conflict (if any) that exists, 

and had been in good faith carried out, and Great 

Britain, as faras he knew, had in all things ob- 

served iis provisions. Besides, if Great Britain 

had been guilty of wrong, (of which there was in || 
this matter not the slightest proot,) the proper way |i 
was to demand redress, and uot, in advance of this 
demand, set off wrong against wrong, and thereby 
open a hostile conflict. 

‘What, then, did this bill propose to do? It pro» 
posed, at the cnd of the year’s notice, to take ab- 
solute, unqualified, and exclusive possession of the 
whole of Oregon. It recognised no rights of any |! 
kind in Great Britain after that time: Its effects 
necessarily would be, if executed, to require every 
British flas that floats there to be pulled down, 
and every British subject, without qualification or 
exception, to leave the country or submit, to. our 
laws. Did gentlemen believe this could be done 
After repeated offers, on the 
part of our Government, to compromise on the || 


Executive, did gentlemen suppose that Great Brit- 


We seem (said Mr. B.) to be driving on from 
one false step to another, without any distinct idea 
‘This is now the 
fifth month of the session, and this Oregon ques- 
en the continued sub- 


|] US. 


| uance of peace between the two countries. 


| that the extreme action of seizing the whole teri: 
| tory, as contemplated by this bill, might:be avert: 
ed by a treaty: But. arè gentlemen willine to tisk. 
| this in the present excited state of. the publie? Ig 
this not ‘putting the’ peace of the country upon 
| a most dangerous issue? But-in: connexion with 
this, a still more important’ consideration: presents 
itself. lt takes two-thirds of the Senate to ratify a 
treaty. If, therefore, the 54° 40' menin the’Sen- 
| ate can muster even a minority sufficient: to ‘defeat 
the treaty, then the law goes mto effect by itsown 
force. Does nat this present a powerful-motive to 
the extreme 54° 40! mien? It is not at all to he 
wondered at that they are so much delighted at the 
prospect of the passage of this bill. 

I think the time has arrived when Congress 
should either cease ‘action on this question, or élse 
speak out, and tell the-country what we intend do- 
ing. If we intend to have ‘all Oregon”? or fight, 
let us say so, and then the country will understand 
Let our bravery bèin action, and not in 
speeches. Let the country—the peaceful, quiet 


| citizens of the country-—know what we are doing. 


But no; this is not to be done. ` The country ig 


| to be led on step by step; and what folly produces 


is to be set down to necessity. The war spirit is 
to be kindled, but mixed up with great professions 
of love for peace. No-one on this: floor. professes 
to love war. All profess an extreme attachment 
for peace; and the steps which have led us ‘almost 
into. the flames of an unnecessary ‘war, have ‘been 


| proclaimed as treading in the surest paths of peace, 


Fe well recollected the progress of this proposition 
‘of a love of peace, as proclaimed at various stages 
of the “notice.” . At first, “notice” was consider- 
eda bold measure, and was: so: proclaimed to. the 
country. When the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] declared:-himself for notice, the 
House. and galleries yesounded withedmiration of 
the boldness of the ‘deed. Iiwas- then warlike to 
be for -the notice. “Bat thé country began to speak 
out in favor of konorable peace, andagainst unne- 
cessary war; and forthwith “notice”? becamea peace 
measure; and those who were for it claim to” be 
most the friends of peace.: And thé ‘masterly in- 
activity men” were very:nigh. being considered’ as 
on the war side of thë questions 5) Veta 
And now I desire to say something ofthe causes 
which have produced this unhappy'state of things. 
In an evil hour, for the welfare of the country, this 
question Was seized upon for the- purpose of Pres- 
ident-making. It was laid hold of as one of the 
elements of agitation in a political campaign, to 
‘override other questions. An exclusive’ claim’ to 
“all -Oregon”? was'set upand any one who dared 
to doubt the propriety of this, was to be‘denounced 
as onthe British sideof the question, = The Batti- 
more convention’ emblazoned: the claim i 
flag, andit was shouted over the Uni 
the watchwords ‘of party, Next: 
rural Address of the new. Se res 
in it the reiteration of this Claim’ of exdlusive: rig 
to the whole of the territory. < ‘This‘announcement 
in the Inaugural, putting on a higher dignity and 
assuming a-greater importance than could attach 
to the declarations of a mere ‘party. convention, 


| attracted special notice in Great Britain, and called 


| forth a response not at all favorable to the contin- 
€ This 
| naturally aroused a corresponding increase of ex- 


ject of excitement and discussion, not only here, | 
but throughout the country; and all was now as ; 
dark before us as at the commencement of the ses-'| 
sion, The debates have only served to make dark- || 
ness more visible. At first, we thought we under- 
stood the President, now we are sure we do not. 
AH about him is mystery. A large portion of this 
long debate has been between his own leading and 
prominent friends in this and the other wing of the 
Capitol, on the question of what he does mean. 


i 


| One wing of his party says he is now for “all Or- | 
| egon,” or war; another wing says he is for nego- | 
i tation and compromise. And in this state of | 


things we are continually exhorted to be unani- | 
mous! And when we ask, unanimous in what? | 


ave are answered, in support of the President, | 


| of the late Annual Message. : 
i; in possession of new and important, if not strange 


| cltement on this side of the waters; and the ques- 
; tion Was at once in danger ef being transferred 
p from one about acres of land, into.a point of nation- 
Lal honor, in which both Governments began, in 
! some degree, to look upon their standing before 


| the world as involved. And here arose, and here 


i still exists, the whole. difficulty of the case.‘ 


In this posture things stood, upto the appearance 
By that we ‘are put 


| movements, on the part of this Government.. The 
| high pretensions of exclusive. claim set up bythe 
| Baltimore’ convention, and. proclaimed in a still 
i more solemn form by the Inaugural, was: either 
| forgotten or disregarded, and we were 1old-by the 
| President that he had offered to divide the disputed 
i country with ‘Great Britain ion‘ the €9th degree , 


1846. 


and'that: this offer had been: 
to.“ precédent”?. set- h 
perhaps, to avoid: 
his: western.and 


2: made: from deference 
y: his. predecessors. But, 
the wrath-and: denunciations of 
J northern friends, the President 
goes: on to inform us that, as his offer had not been 
accepted,“he had: withdrawn it and had again. set 
up-his claim to-all the territory. “Our title to the 
‘whole. of. Oregon” ‘is again proclaimed, and the’ 
‘President: says maintained by.irrefragable facts 
and arguinents, The reason given by the Pres- 
ident for-offering the 49th degree asa compromise 
deserves special notice. He says the offer was made 
in deference to: “precedent” of a. similar kind set 
by, his “predecessors.” This:seems well enough 
in these times of progression, — It was’ cheer- 
ang to see-anything that showed: a proper respect 
for precedents. But-why were not these « prece- 
denis” thought of. when the Inavigural was deliv- 
ered? Were they known to the President? Ifso, 
they then deserved as much respect as when he 
afterwards offered to surrender nearly-half, and, 
perhaps, the ‘most valuable. half, of the disputed 
territory: - If they were not known to him, he 
spoke in-his Inaugural without a proper knowledge 
of the subject. f 
But another view of this point deserves still more 
Special notice. If the President, as he informs us, 
in making this offer to Great Britain, was governed 
by “ precedent” set by the distinguished men who 
preceded him in the Executive chair, did he wenken 
- the force: of these ‘precedents’? by adding another 
to the number? -Did he, by following these prece- 
dents, destroy their force ? What would he thought 
‘of a judge who would make a decision in deference 
to former precedents, and. then declare, that he, 
having followed. these precedenta, and added his 
own to the number, was entirely released, not only 
from the force of the precedents he had solemnly 
followed, but from his own decision also? And yet 
such a judge would act precisely as our President 
has acted in this case. Having followed the prece- 
‘dents.of his predecessors, he claims tò be entirel y 
released from their force, and from that of his own 
also. Surely if these precedents ever had force to 
estop us from setting up, at the hazard of war, a 
claim of exclusive right, whieh we had repeatedly 
offered to surrender, they have lost none of this 
moral obligation by recent events. They have, on 
the contrary, greatly increased their farce by the 
solemn sanction of this Administration, Can the 
President, in the face of these facta, call for contri. | 
butions: of blood and treasure from the people to 
sustain aclaim which he has himself offered tw give 
away? : ' r 
Bontit is said, this offer was made for the sake of 
peace. Very well, But is not peace as dew now as 
when he made the offer? In my poor judgment, 
when he made the offer he should have stood upon, | 
it, and the whole country. would have rallied to him |i 
with.one heart and one feeling. If he had called for i 
notice, it- would have been passed by au almost i 
iH 
1l 


ananimoua vote. It-was the extreme pretensions 
set up in. the Message in the face of the Presidents H 
own acts, that; in, my judgment, rendered the give) 
ing notice inam unqualified form improper. Butt, 
will here take occasion to say, that if the bill au- | 
thorizing notice, returned from ihe Senate amended, 
as I have been informed it will be, in that form, 1 
will vote for it, and my impression is, that my | 
Whig colleagues will also vote forit ih 
His colleague (Mr. Srawron], had said, that if 
49° should be offered by Great Britain as a com- | 
promisé, it ought to be accepted. If so, why not | 
lace ourselves on that ground, and stand on that. 
line of division as an ulumatum? Why break off | 
negotiation, and in .a passion claim all? Why | 
lace ourselves in a false position before the world, |: 
by first offering to surrender half, and then pro- | 
voking an unnecessary. war, founded on a claim of 
exclusive title to all? ne y 
But (continued Mr. B.) I have another colleague, í 
[Mr. Jonynson,] who declares. that no compro- |! 
mise is. to be made; that we must, notwithstand- i 
ing all that has passed, still have. the whole of | 
the territory; aud to prove that, he read the reso- | 
lation of the Baltimore convention, which ‘is as | 
; . | 
Rohil, That our title. to.the whole of the || 
‘ territory of Oregon, is clear and unquestionable, | 
‘and.that no: portion of the same ought.to be ce- i 
«ded to: England or any other Power, and thatthe 
< reoccupation of Oregon and the reannexation. of | 
-< € Texas at the earliest practicable period, are great | 
Té American measures, which this convewion re- 


i 


Sof the Union.” 


‘lieve them sa. 


1 on the weak points, the Whigs 


675 


* commend to thea 


And _ his colleague also refers to the endorse- 
ment of this exclusive claim by the President in 


his Inaugural, in which he declares ovr. title is | 


“clear and unquestionable.” My colleague, by 


reading-the Baltimore resolution, and referring to} 


the Inaugural, (unintentionally, perhaps;) inflicts 
cruel censure on, his own’ President. For, if it be 
true * that our title to thew 
t Oregon is clear and unquestionable, and thal no por- 
‘tion of the same ought to be ceded to England or any 
‘other Power ;” has not the President been guil ty 
of wanton violation of duty in offering to surrender 
nearly half of the territory—enough, in the estima- 
tion of his colleague, to make six such States as 
Tennessee? 

His colleague [Mr, Tounson] said the Whig 
members from Tennessee, as far as they have mede 
any exposé, were willing to compromise with 
Great Britain on the line offered by the President, 
This might be true. . They certainly did nat agree 
with either the Baltimore convention or the Inau- 
sural. They thought the deelaration of both un- 
timely and improper. We believed they were cal- 
culated to render the amicalde adjustment of the 
question more difficult and doubtful, We therefore 
believe them untimely and wrong, and still be- 
But when the President abandoned 
the extravagant pretensions of the Baltimore con- 
vention and his own Inaugural, and offered, for the 
sake of pence, the 49th degree as a compromise, 


we said he did right, and we still any so. But, } 


unfortunately for his own consistency, and he fear- 
ed, for the peace of the country-dreading, per- 


| haps, the fire from the guns of his own friends~ 
| the President had abandoned his new position, with- 


drawn the proposition of compromise, 
negotiation abruptly, and again hang 
the Baltimore 
Tnangural!! 
But hear (continued Mr. B.) what my colleague 
Mr, Jounson] suys of the relative positions of the 
Whigs and Democrats of Tennessee, TIe says: 

“ But how did the President stand? Why, he 
‘waa sustained in his strong position—the line of 
t54 degrees 40 minues—by the Democracy; while, 

came in and sup- 

Was there ever an Administration 

patter sustained than this? The Executive, in 
‘offering the compramiae of the line of 49 degreca, 


himself up on 
resolutions and the declaration of his 


‘ pe ned him. 
‘ 


| © was Suppanen by the Whigs of Tennessee; so far 
: ag they 


y had made an exposé of their opinions.’” 
Here (concluded Mr. B.) the Presidentja repre- 
sented as having figured in various pleasing atti- 
tides——sometinies delighting the Demoeracy, and 
ometimes the Whigs, He has his strong posi- 


| tion,” which is his claim of “all,” and his “wenk 
i point,” which is his offer to divide. The former, the 


Domocracy sustains the latter, the Whigs sustain, 


Now, according to my colleague's own showing, | 
i the Whigs have the advantage, bey sustain mhat 
H the President has done; the Democracy sustain that 


he has said. ‘The Democracy furnish support to his 
wings while flying; the Whigs sustaiy the ground 
on which he lights down. He has taken to his 
wings again, itis true, in dread of a fire from his 
own friends; but it is eee of late that he is 
becoming greatly fatigued, and will soon agai light 
down at the point from which he took his last start. 

Mr, GILES addressed the committee. | do not 


rise, Mr. Chairman, (said he,) to apeak agningt |) 


time, or,to occupy the whole hour allotted to me 
under the standing rule of the Mouse. T shall very 
briefly give the views which T have taken apon the 
matter which now awaits the action of this com- 
mittee, 

Tam in favor, Mr. Chairman, of the bill, if it 
ean be made to conforny to its tide. Tain in favor 
of carrying out fally, and to the letter, the recom- 
mendations of ithe President of the United States. 
So far us the bill, which is now the 
of discussion, shall e 
tions, it will receive my vote and m 

Before preceeding to discnss 


y support. 
the. items ofthe 


bil, T hope I may: be pardoned for the suggestion, | 


that it does seem to mé to be in bad tasto for arly 
gentleman upon this floor, inthe discussion ota 
question affecting our national: policy; tochacacil 
lt 


ecutive of the country, If weave to come out oft 
this contest peacefilly and honorably, we must 
resent, an all questions of national poliey, an. un- 
roken front. In view of this, then, it does ap- 


t 
emocracy 


hale of the territory of | 


broken off || 


i subject-matter | 
entorm to those recommenda- | 


u 
ng, as has been done, withthe action of the: Rte 


pear to me, Mr. Chairman, that these cavillings at 
the action of the President are in bad taste, to say- 
the least. of them. Why, sir, our party polities 
should be left to slumber athome; and it did strike 
me, when listening tothe remarks of the eloquent 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr M. Erowy,] that 

he was, in his own person. here. today, giving: a 
|! forcible illustration of that: course which. -he. so 
i} loudly condemned in the: Baltimore convention. 
Mr. Chairman, the Presidentin his Annual Mes- 
sage, after detailing the negatiations in reference to 
our territory on the northwest coast of Ameriaa, 
ii after telling what had. been done by that negotia- 
tion and its unsuccessful issue, recommends to the 
i Congress of the country four different, independ- 
‘Lent, and distinct measures—the fist and most im-- 
| portant of these measures is the notice. He re 
commends that notice be given to tefminate this 
state of non-oceupaney, or of “ joint occupancy,” 
lan it has been miscalled. Now, this first measure 
i which he recommendcd—this first one of the series 
i| —afier the most full and able discussion that an 
i| subject has undergone in the Congress of the Uni- 
i| ted States since the great debate upon the Missouri 
admission, was passed by an overwhelming vote; 
(and I hope and trast that before to-morrow’s sun 
| sets, in the other wing of this Capitol; in the Sen- 
| ate of the United States, that notice may be given, 
| and sustained with equal unanimity. Although 
that body has marched slowly, I hope they will 
| march stirely to the same result, the support of the 
ii President in the first of the serics of measures 
i whieh he has recommended. . 

1 Now, the next measure that he recommends is, 
| that we shall erect forts and stoekades along the 
i route to Oregon for the protection of our emigrants 
| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 


1 
| 
| 
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| on their passage through the Indian country, That 
i measure has already been provided forin ore of 
| the sections of a bill, whieh passed a few days 
since, providing: for raising a regiment of riflemen. 

The other mensure—the raising a regiment of 
mounted riflemen to protect our emigrants—has 
already been acted on. 

What remains? Why, the last measure, and the 
measure which this bill is intended to provide for. 
So far as it keeps within the limitation of that re- 
commendation, Lam for it; where it transcends 
that recommendation, I am against it.. What is 
that recommendation, sir? 

“Tt will become proper for Congress to deter- 
‘mine what legislation they can in’ the, meanstime 
‘adopt, without violating this convention, ‘Beyond 
| all question, the: protection of our laws and our 
‘jurisdiction, civil and criminal, ought.to be im- 
‘mediately extended over our citizens in Oregon, 
‘They have had just cause to complain of our 
|| neglect in: this particular, and have. in. conse- 
‘quence been compelled, for. their own. security 
‘and protection, to establish a provisional govern- 
li ‘ment for themselves. Strong in their allegiance 
i tand ardent in their attachment ‘to the United 
| «States, they have been thus erst upon their own 
fi 
| 


‘resources. They'are anxious that our. laws 
‘should be extended over them; and I recommend 
‘that this be done by Congress with as litte delay 
| fas possible, in the full extent to which the Brit- 
| tish Parliament have proceeded in regard to’ Brit 


| 
\ 
i 
| 
Îi sish subjects in that territory, by their act of July 
i 62, 1821, ‘for regulating the | fur trade, and estib- 
| ‘lishing a criminal and civil jurisdiction within 
|, feertain parta of North America.’ ”? ; 

| The last measure, and the only one which. we 
|, have not carried outas recommended in the Mes- 
i sage, is that which should extend. the’ laws of the 
| United States over our citizens in Oregon.” 

| Now, sir, this bill was denounced by a ¢enile- 
| man, (Mr. Hoimes,] who spoke fromthe place 1 
| now occupy, as jn every feature of it infringing 
our present treaty stipulations. Now, Task, ifthe 
| first section of this bill, as I hope it will be modi- 
i fled by some of the amendments which have been 
i submitted, or by one which, if they do not pre- 
| vail, I-shall submit by striking out the latter part 
Fot it, from the ‘ISth or 16ti.ine,—ie there any- 
| thing in the first section ‘of’ this bill : that violates, 
| 


t 
f 
l in the slightest. maner, even by implication, either 
the convention-of 1818 or of 1827? ; 
“oo Pie fourth section-of the bill lam oF osed to, 
| 


ereafier 


pane move to strike it ont are 
i 
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But taking the other sections of the bill, with the | 
modifications I have mentioned, is it justly lable 
to the censure of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Hoxaias,] who addressed the committee 
yesterday? Some gentlemen object to the phrase- || 
ology of this bill, because it does not indicate the 
limit of the territory. Now I think so far from 
the bill being objectionable on that score, it is one 
of the features which recommend it. It speaks of 
what? Of the territory of the United States which | 
lies west of the Rocky Mountains. If it had gone | 
on.to speak of the precise limits of the territory 
extending it to 54° 40’, it might possibly have in | 
some measure tended to retard negotiations, if they | 
are about to be renewed. It might have been con- 
strued in the spirit of defiance by this Congress to 
the British Government. If it had indicated the 

arallel of 49° as the northern limit, it would have | 

een considered by the British Government as an 
abandonment on the part of the American Con- 
gress of all claim which the. Government may have 
north of the 49th parallel of latitude. It does | 
appear to me, Mr. Chairman, that in either view | 
of this case, it was rightfully framed to speak of 
your territory as it lies west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, without defining it by limit. i 

But it is a bill to do what, sir? Itis a bill “to |) 

protect the rights of American settlers in the terri- | 
tory of Oregon, until the termination of the joint || 
occupation of the same.” ft must be, then, co- || 
extensive with the American territory there. It | 
must be co-extensive, at least, with your popula- {| 
tion there. It is not to protect the right to the soil, 
and it should not, as I shall show hereafter, go on 
to make grants of the soil; but it is to do for your 
own citizens what the British Government has 
wisely done for theirs for more than twenty years | 
—-to extend over them the shield of your protec- ! 
tion, and the administration of your law, civil and | 
criminal. i 

Now, is it Hable to the objection raised against || 
it by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. M. || 
Browy,] that it can interfere with civil rights of į 
the British subjects? It appears to me not, Mr. 
Chairman. It appears to me that the exception in 
the first clause reserves to the subjects.of Great, | 
Britain the right to be tried by their own courts of | 
judicature in pursuance of the construction which |) 
hoth nations have given to the conventions ofi 
1818 and 1827. Now the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee said that, whatever might be the provisions ! 
of the law of 1821, which extended over the north- | 
west territory the laws of Canada, it was abroga- | 
ted by the convention of 1827, Well, sir, when | 
the law of 1821 was passed by the British Pania- | 
ment, the convention of 1818 was in existence, | 
and the convention of 1827 is but a renewal of the | 
convention of 1818. What did the British Gov- | 
ernment then do, sir? Why, did they make any 
special reservation in favor of American subjects? 
Did they even word it as cautiously as the drafter 
of this first section has placed the language of 
this bill? No, sir. Iwill read the sixth section 
of the law of Great Britain of 182]: 

“SECTION 6. And be it further enacted, What, from and 
after the passing of this act, the courts of judicature now 
existing, or which may hereafter be established in the prov- 
ince of Upper Canada, shall have the saine civil jurisdiction, 
power, and authority, as well in the cognizance of suits as 
in the issuing process, mesne and final, and in all other re- 
spects whatsoever, within the said Indian territories, and 
other parts of America not within the limits of either of the 
provinces of Lower or_ Upper Canada, or of any civil gov- 
ernment of the United States,as the said courts have or are 
invested with within the limits of the said provinces of 
Lower or Upper Canada respectively, and that all and eve 
contract, agreement, debt, liability, and demand whatso- 
ever, made, entered into, incurred, or arising within the 
said Indian territories, and other parts of Amcrica, and all || 
and every wrong and injury to the person, or to property, 
real or personal, committed or done within the same, shall 
be, and be deemed to be, of the same nature, and be cogni- 
zable by the same courts, magistrates, or justices of the 
peace, and be tried in the same manner, and subject to the 
same consequences in all respects, as if the same had been 
made, entered into, incurred, arisen, committed or done, 
within the said provine: of Upper Canada, anything in any 
act or acts of Parliament, or grant, or charter, tothe contrary 
notwithstanding: Provided, always, That all such sults and 
actions relating to lands, or to any claimsin respectof lands, : 
not being within the province of Upper Canada, shall be de- i 
cided according to the laws of that part the United Kingdom 
called England, and shall not be subject to or affected by 
any local acts, statutes, or laws of the Legislature of Upper | 
Canada. 
_ There (continued Mr. G.) is the British law, as į 

‘general as lariguage could make it, extending over | 
all this northwestern. territory.the laws of Upper | 
‘Canada. I-grant, Mr. Chairman, that in the ad- 
ministration of this law, the intelligent agents of 


i 


iment. As is very properly remarked by a friend 


i settlers who have gone there, and fòr the punish- 


| 1827. 


sections of this bill which makes it amenable to the 


| by the first section of this act, 


the Hudson Bay Company-have never construed 
it so as to make its processes bear on the citizens 
of the United States. I grant-a construction has 
been given to it by the officers and agents of the 
Hudson Bay Company, so as to prevent the ex- 
ecution of the law becoming an infringement of the 
convention of 1827; but it was the construction | 
they have wisely placed upon it, and not the terms 
of the law itself, that has prevented such infringe- 


t 
| 


on my right, that is -a construction that can be 
changed at pleasure. But the law of Parliament ! 
is in direct conflict with the treaty of 1818, which | 
was then in existence, for it extended the laws of | 
Canada over the territory of Oregon, without any 
exception whatever, or any allusion to the rights | 
guarantied to the citizens of the United States un- 
der the convention of 1818. 

Now, is such the law now awaiting the action of | 
the committee? Is not its first section what it pur- | 
ports to be? Upon whom is it to operate? Upon 
British subjects? I contend not. It is to operate 
alone for the protection of the rights of American | 


ment of crimes: that there may be committed by 
American settlers in the territory of Oregon. It 
extends the laws and jurisdiction of the courts of 
Towa to this distant territory, as the British law 
had extended the laws of Upper Canada over the 
northwest coast of America; tie in the first section 
it clearly and plainly excepts the rights of British 
subjects growing out of the conventions of 1818 and 
And the only amendment I should like to 
see prevail to that section is, an amendment which | 
should strike out all of the 15th line after the word 
“ 1827” to the end of the section, so as to limit it 
in its operation to the existence of the ‘joint oc- 
cupancy,’’ (so called.) I contend.that this section, 
thus modified, would make this bill as it should 
be, temporary. It should be what the President 
recommended it to be—a bill to protect the rights 
of our settlers there, until this “joint occupancy”? | 
shall cease; and with the amendment I have sug- 
gested, it is properly framed to accomplish that 
object. 
Now, is there anything in the 2d, 3d, and 5th 


objections of the gentleman from South Carolina? 
The 2d section merely provides the courts before 
whom the crimes committed there shall be tried; 
it merely designates the tribunals that shall adju- 
dicate all matters of right between our own citizens. 
The 3d section merely provides for the appointment 
of civil officers there; and the 5th section merely for 
the appointment of Indian agents to regulate trade 
between the Indians and our own emigrants there 
during this “ joint-oceupancy,’’ and to see to the 
execution of the laws-extended over that country 


Now, is there anything objectionable there? any- 
thing that infringes the rights of the subjects of 
Great Britain under the convention of 1818, and as 
continued by the convention of 1827? Why, what | 
is that convention? During the discussion upon the | 
notice, Mr. Chairman, it was very properly re- | 
marked, that, at the date of the convention of 1818, 
we should have been considered the party right- 
fully in possession. We were in possession cer- | 
tainly of the fort at the mouth of the Columbia. | 
Now, what does the treaty of 1818 do, and what 
are its limitations? I will read its 3d article: 

eit is agreed that any country that may be claimed by ! 
either party on the northwest coast of America, westward 
of the Stony Mountains, shall, together with ifs harbors, 
bays, and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers within the 
same, be free and open, for the term of ten years from the 
date of the signature of the present convention, to the ves- 
sels, Citizens, and subjects of the two Powers; it being well |) 
understood that this agreement is not to be construed to the | 
prejudice ofany claim which either of the two high contract- | 
ing parties may have to any part of the said ecuntry3 nor į 
shall it be taken to affect the claims of any other Power or 
State to any part of the said country; the only ebject of the 
high contracting parties, in that respect, being to prevent 
disputes and differences amongst themselyes.” 
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This territory, then, is té be open for the pur- | 
poses of trade to the citizens, vessels, and subjects | 
of the two high contracting parties. i 
not leave either party free to facilitate that trade by | 


every means in their power, whether by the erec- |) 


tion of forts and stockades, or by the protection o 
their emigrants going there, or by sending provi 
jons there, or by any means known among civilizec 
men, to facilitate trade? Would the éxercise o 


Now did that | 


| settlement of this question. ` 


| 
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lina contended that the erection of forts there would : 
be equivalent to an immediate declarationsof ‘war. ~ 
I differ with the honorable gentleman. If. they are 
erected for ‘the protection -of the emigrant, -and-to 
facilitate trade, they are erected rightfally:under the 
convention of 1827, which authorizes our Govern 
ment to use every means to facilitate their own trade 
and protect their citizens, ‘but which do ‘not pre-” 
vent ‘the citizens, subjects, and vessels” of Great 
Britain from a participation-in the same privileges, 
Why, have notthe British Governmenterected forts - 
there? Tam aware that they -have not doneit by 
the act of the Government itself openly; but the 
gentleman from South Carolina, «as a lawyer, ii 
familiar with the principle qui facit per alium; facit 
per se. They have done it through the organiza- 
tion of the Hudson Bay Company, in: the: same 
way as they would. have done ‘it in the Indies, 
through the East India Company. . It is an organi- 
zation, a perfect one, whose Government resides 
in London, and which moves as an unit: ‘The 
Hudson Bay Company have-erected their forts in 
every. part of that territory. Has our Government 
ever protested against it? No; because they have 
erected them for the purpeses of trade, as«they 
had a right to do, consistently with the provisions 
of the conventions of 1818 and 1827..~ And T hold, 
we clearly have the same right of erecting. any 


-forts or stockades we may think proper, either: in 


Oregon or on the route to Oregon, if our object:be’ 
to protect our’ citizens, or facilitate their trade. 
That treaty has not been prohibitory, but permis- 
sive, to both nations, giving them certain rights, 
and providing that the bays and rivers of ‘that 
country shall be open, first, for the term’ of ten 
years, and then indefinitely, to the vessels, citizens, 
and subjects of the two Powers. F contend, there- 
fore, that there is nothing inthe principal ppovis- 
ions of this bill which makes it aménable ‘to the 
objections raised against it. wie So 
ut I have an objection, Mr. Chairman, to the 
4th section of the bill. I-contend that thig bill 
should be temporary in its character and provisions 
—that it should do only what its title purports to 
do—that it should protect the rights of American 
séttlers in Oregoruntil thetermination ofthe joint 
occupancy.” ” And why?” Because this ** joint oc- 
cupancy” is a ‘very difficult.matter to ‘legislate ` 
about. ` We require’ one ‘system of ‘legislation to 
protect our citizens there: during the. continuance 
of this convention; when it shall have expired, we 
require another system. J am; therefore, for stri- 
king from this bill every feature ofa permanent 
character; and leaving it as it should be, a bill.car- 
rying out the recommendations ‘of the President. 
It should: be temporary, and continue only so. long 
as this “joint occupancy’” continues. hen that 
joint occupancy” expires~-when the convention 
of 1827 shall be ended by notice of twelve months, 
(if notice’shall be given, )—then will be the time for 
Congress, if this difficult and embarrassed ques- 
tion be not settled in’ the mean time by treaty, to 
provide a territorial government, and to support 
that government. -Then will come the time when, 
if this matter be not” settled“ before; weshall have 
the din of arms, and there will beno escape frorn 
it. But we do not want this legislation ‘now. we 
do not want to do anything that: may, ‘peradven- 
ture, keep off, retard, possibly defeat, a peaceable 
want that our action 
here shall be clearly within the legitimate exercise 
of our'rights under the conventions of 1818 and 
1827; that this bill shall, by no construction which 
can be given to it, infringe any of the rights which 


“the citizens, or subjects, or Government of Great 


Britain, have under the conventions of 1818 and 
$827; and therefore, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to the 4th section. I am opposed to it because it 
holds out promises of grants of land to emigrants 
to that territory. I am aware that it says they 
must be residents there five years, and musi get 
there within three years from this date. 

But there are several objections to it.. First, it 
holds out promises of grants of land in-a territory 
of which we have not now the sole possession; of 
which, as’some gentlemen have said, the eminent 
domain is in abeyance. Certainly we have not the 

xclusive possession; and it is yet uncertain of 
what part we shall have exclusive possession. - 
We may, then, be holding out promises with 
which we may not beable hereafter to comply; 
and the emigrant who -goes with his: family, aud 


any of these be an infringement of the treaty stipu- ! locates himself in- that territory onthe faith of 
lations? Why, the gentleman from South Caro- 3 them, may plant himself north of 499; and we by 
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treaty stipulations may: limit, our- territorial claim 


to that line. Tt is therefore delusive to the emi- | 


grant himself, and, it would appear, an exercise of 
the right. of eminent. domain, when by'treaty we 
are not in a condition to exercise that right at the 
present time. I thereforé-am for striking out this 
section, and: leaving ‘the subject. to come up for 
future action when this question is settled’ by trea- 
ty, and we become the exchisive possessors of the 
soil, or else when thie notice being given, we shall 
926. in -A position where our honor and our. duty 
shall require us. to assert our title to the whole of 
the territory. 
Mr: Chairman, a word or two. upon the course 
-ôf the Executive in this matter, and I have done; 
for I will redeem my promise of giving my views 
very briefly on this bill. The gendleman who last 
occupied the attention of the committee, [Mr. M. 
Brown;| takes exception to the conduct of the 
President, inasmuch as he offercd to. divide this 
territory by the 49th parallel, and afterwards falls 
back on a claim to the whole territory. Why, it 
does appear to me, Mr. Chairman, that there was 
no.other course left for the President, than the very 
one ‘he has pursued. Believing, as his Message 
aggures us he does, that our title to that whole ter- 
ritory is better than that of Great Britain, when in 
the spirit of peace and in deference to the precedents 
set him by his predecessors, he had made what I 
think the diplomatists of the world will pronounce 
a most liberal. offer to divide this territory, and that 
offer. had been promptly rejected, and no other 
proposition was intimated from across the water, 
or from. the other Government,—-I ask gentlemen, 
in all candor, what. other course was left for the 
President than to fall hack. upon his claim to the 
whole territory, and by the able eaposé of his Sec- 
retary, to place the grounds on which he proceeded, 
before the civilized world? He did so; and no 
other course could have.been pursued with honor, 
either to himself or to the high station in which he 
acted. Why, was he to say to Great Britain, * T 
have offered you 499, and I will keep that offer 
open; though You.haye rejected it once, you may 
reject it again ?”? Was there any dignity in such 
a course? Task the gentleman from Tennessee, 


Mr. M. Broww,] would he have the President of 
the United States now repeat this offer to Great 


Britain; and to say to Great Britain again, we will 
divide this territory by the 49th parallel of latitude? 
Is there an American statesman, belonging to 
whichever party he may, who would thus have 
his Government. humiliated before the civilized 
world? 

He repeated, that, having done what tho spirit 
of peace and respect for the examples of his pre- 


decessors required him to; that, having offered to | 


divide: this territory by a parallel which would 


make the. same boundary which now divides us | 
from the Lake.of the Wooda to the Rocky Moun- | 


tains our’ bouridary to the Pacific Ocean, and that 
offer having been rejected, he did what every hon- 
est man would do in regard to land. Your offer of 
compromise having failed, you fall back then upon 
the whole, and you place your basis of claim be- 
fore the. world. 

Wow, in ‘conclusion, Mr. Chairman, whichever 
way be the result of this embarrassed question of 
our foreign policy, I, for one, upon a careful review 
of all the correspondence, and much deliberation 
upon the. subject, can perceive no particular in 
which the American: President has been derelict to 
his duty, or unworthy of his high station. But I 
‘must express. my fears—fears which have. been 
‘strengthened by perusing the papers of the last 
few weeks—that the. prospects of peace are become 
ing darkened indeed. We. have offered to. divide 
this territory by the parallel of 49°, and that has 
been rejected. I know not an American states- 

- man who would have: his -Government go. below 
‘that parallel. “I know not.a man, certainly not a 
man within the American Congress, who would 
now. have his Government divide this territory by 
the Columbia. river, or by any line: south of that 
which has been offered and rejected.. I see from 
the prints across the water, that they go for the 
horth bank. of the, Columbia river as their alti- 
matum: 1 fear there is an impassable gulf be- 
‘tween us; and our only hope for the preservation 
‘of peace. is, that the. returning sense of justice on 
the part of the British Government and ber pleni- 

otentiaries may lead her. to accept. of our offer 

“which has been rejected before, and thereby keep 
the gates of the temple of Janus closed. ; 


| Mr, PAYNE (in remarks of which a report 
| will appear hereafter in the Appendix) addressed 
the committee. He referred to the course which 
the debate had taken, as well on this bill as on the 


having abstained from participation in it, the fact 
that subjects had been prematurely introduced, 
which should not have been introduced, and from 
which much evil and no good might result. 
Referring to the bill under consideration, he ex- 
pressed himself willing to extend our jurisdiction 
and laws over the territory, but not to vote for any 
proposition which would interfere with treaty stip- 
ulations: between the Government of the United 


insert, “operate upon British subjects, or to 
t deprive Great Britain of any of the rights and 
‘ privileges now existing and acquired by the treaty 
‘of October 20, 1818, and continued in force by 
“the treaty of August 6, 1827.” 

Guarding. the bill at these points, Mr. P. was 
willing to vote for it. 

Mr. SEDDON (whose speech will appear in the 
Appendix) then obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee, without having concluded his argu- 
ment, during the hour. He spoke generally to the 
provisions and objects of the bill, and especially in 


Of so essential and vital importance did he (Mr. S.) 
conceive that amendment to be, that his own indi- 
vidual action would be made dependant upon its 
acceptance or rejection. It proposed to limit the 
operation and effect of the bill to the period during 
which the convention now subsisting between the 
United States and Great Britain, for the joint occu- 
sation of the Oregon territory, should continue in 
foree. With that saving clause, he could see no 
jost exception to it, and he was prepured to give 
his vote inita favor, 

Mr. GORDON did not intend to make a general 
speech on the subject of Oregon, but briefly 
awer somo of the objections. made to this bill. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Sxonon]. contended 
(hat thia law; in its operation, would extend to 540 
40'; and, anticipating the dissolution of the convens 
tion of 1897, claimed tirat the jurisdiction of these 
laws would be in full force over the whole territory 
up to the Russian line; and this he deprecated, be- 
cause it might be regarded by Great Britain as a 
quasi declaration of war, and a justification of a re- 
sort to hostilities on her part. Why, would not 
the gentleman allow. this Government to do, on its 
own part, under this convention, in respect to this 
torritery, so much as the Government of Great 


| 
f 
| 
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Britain had done by its legislation? The gentle- 
man admitted that the British act of 1821 was a 
territorial act-—that it covers the whole territory 
from 420 up to 549 40°; and there is no limitation 
to that act—none whatever; aud it would be in 
force when this iventy shall be terminated. And 
yot, hecause this act under the consideration of the 
committee was territorial in its character, and 
would extend, after the termination of the treaty, 
over the whole territory, did he object to its pass- 
age. Now, what right would Great Britain have 
to complain, if they passed this bill in the very 
words now before them, when, by the gentle- 
man’s own admission, she, as far back as 1821, 
had passed a similar law, during this treaty, which 
is now in full force and operation in that territory, 
and will be after the determination of this con- 
vention? 


Mr. J. DAVIS (Mr. G. yielding the floor) 


from New York, whether the British act to which 
he referred did not contain its own limitation, in 
language which restricted it to the country where 
| there was no civil government—language evidently 
| adopted in prospect of our extending our laws over 
this territory of Oregon? | i 

Mr. GORDON, resuming, said the language of 
the law, as he understood it, was merely descrip- 
tive of the country over which the law is extended. 
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| favor of the amendment proposed by Mr. VINTON, | 


resolution of notice, assigning as his reason for | 


to an- | 
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It was not passed to be limited by any contingency 
of the kind to which the gentleman alluded; itex- 
tended over the whole territory west of the Rocky 
Mountains; and would so extend whether we 
should have any. civil Government organized in 
that territory or not. We had, and still haves iio 
civil Government whatever. There was, there- 
fore,no limitation to thé British act; it was in force, 
and would be at thé termination of this convention, 
provided. we give the notice. ain 
The gentleman from Virginia, then, was willing 

| to allow the British Government to legislate, but 
was unwilling to extend to his own Government 
that privilege to the same extent. Now, Great. 
Britain has put a construction on this convention; 
she has declared, by passing that act herself, that 
| she has power to pass it. ‘Although this act was 
[notin the same words, it was, in substance, the 
| British law, and we propose by this bill to. extend 
| our jurisdiction over that country in the same man- 
| ner as Great Britain herself has done. "d 
He had stated that, by the gentleman’s construc- 
tion, he carried this law up to 54° 40’. In: terms, 
it was not extended to this line. It was extended, 
over all that portion of the territory of the United 
States which lies west, of the Rocky Mountains, 
without defining what this territory is. {f we pass 
this law, and leave its execution. to the Executive, 
as we shall have to do, and which be (Mr. G.) 
was content to do, the Executive would determine 
how far our territory extends, and he had no doubt 
that that determination would be in accordance 
| with the position ke took in his Annual Message. 
| The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] had 
| said that this bill was in accordance with, and in 
' pursuance of, the convention of 1827; that we were 
not to pass it by virtue of our title to Oregon, but 
by virtue of the treaty of joint occupation. Then, 
according to the gendeman's own argument, clearly 
if this law depended upon the convention of 1827, 
the moment that convention was terminated by 
giving the notice, the law ceases to exist. ` Yet the 
gentleman proposed to amend the bill by limiting 
its operation. to the termination of the joint con- 
i vention, which, he seemed to think, would be very 
i soon—in the course of some twelve months. Ac- 


| amendment was a work of supererogation, What, 


ji then, according to the gentleman from Ohio, was 


the use of the amendment? Why, he seemed to 
be afraid, unless that declaration was put on, the 
face of the law itself, that it might, give offence to 
Great Britain. He would ask the honorable gen- 
tleman if Great Britain, when she passed the low 
of 1821, consulted this Government? She did not, 
And he claimed that we had the right to do under 
this’treaty precisely what Great Britain lias done, 
She had set the precedent, and it wag for us to fol- 
i low the example. os : 

The gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Homes] was opposed to the bill because it au- 
thorized the President to cause to be erected such 
block-houses, stockades, or military posts, as.may 
be necessary to protect our emigrants and settlers 
on their route to Oregon—because it would be in 
violition of the treaty, and be just cause of war on 
the part of Great Britain. But Great Britain had 
some thirty forts on that territory coming almost 
down to the Mexican line, going quite up ‘to the 
Russian line, and scattered all over the territory; 
! and yet the gentleman from South Carolina would 
‘not allow the United States to build a single fort 
,on that territory. Now, Great Britain had erected 
‘her forts and planted her flag there. without the.ex- 
| ponnner that is given in this bill.” We propose 

y the bill to erect forts for protection against Tn- + 
dian depredations and aggressions, ahd to furnish 
| such ammunition and supplies as ma be neces- 
| sary for the defence of our settlers; and has it come 
to this, that for the territory of Oregon, under the 
convention of 1827, we shall not. be permitted to 
ido this, when Great Britain has scattered some 
' thirty forts over that territory, and garrisoned them, 


| 


3 |; not only to keep the Indians. in check and: punish 
wished to propound this question tò the gentleman } 


gressions upon her subjects, but, as he believed, 
| also to defend and maintain her claim to.the Colum- 
! bia river, ifnot-below, and to enlist the Indians on 
| her.side? . And could we. not follow her example 
i without giving offerice to this haughty, over-bear- 
ing Power? oe 
~ Again, the gentleman found fault with the fifth 
i 
| 


$ 


| section, as a monstrous violation of the treaty sub- 
sisting between the two countries, because it pro- 
posed to appoint Indian agents—not to. sell or 


C 


grant land, but to regulate trade and intercourse } 


; oe A 
with the Indian tribes, and to see to the execution 


of the laws extended over that country in the first | 
But Great Britain had done all | 


section of tliis act. 
this and more; she had enlisted the Indians on her 
side. Mr. G. contended that, by parity of r 
ing, we had the right to operate upon them so as 
to bring them to stand at least equally favorable to 
usin case of a conflict. Great Britain might do 
all these things—might claim the territory to the 
Columbia river—might have her forts garrisoned—— 
her military power and civil government organized 
within this territory, under the convention of 1827, 
and yet the doing the same thing on our part was 
a canse of complaint! fle could not understand 
such logic. And it appeared to him there must be 
something behind hidden. It appeared to bim 
that this argument must be built upon a desire that 
this territory shoufd be lost to the United States, 
and should belong to the Power which is asserting 
a claim to It. : : 


There was nothing in this bill which was not | 


justified by the precedents ‘set by Great Britain. 
Our territory was not defined in this bil; we were 
about extending our laws and jurisdiction over our 
people in that region; and if the convention is 


terminated, the execution of this law would de- | 
valve upon the President; and Mr, G., without į 


any distrust of him, would leave him to say how 
far our territory extends, 

He hoped, and sincerely believed, that if we 
gave the notice, as he trusted we should, before 
the expiration of twelve months this question of 
dispute between Great Britain and the United 
States would be setiled by negotiation by the two 
Governments. On what parallel of latitude the 
settlement would be made, he would. not antici- 
pate, but believed, if so settled, it would be settled 
by the Executive as it ought to, be. 
the longer it was delayed, was becoming the more 
difficult of settlement, and unless we passed the 
notice, it would doubtless become more complica- 
ted. If it was not settled within twelve months, 
he feared it never would be, unless by resort to 
force. If it was not settled within that time, was 
there any gentleman in this [Louse who was not 
prepared to stand up and assert our claim to Ore- 
gon where this bill would earry it? 

He was of the opinion that this law would cons 
tinue after the expiration of the notice, and the 
termination of the treaty of 1827: and it should 
continue. Should our citizens be left there without 
the protection of law? Should there be an inter- 
regnum in which they should neither enjoy the 
protection of treaty, or the protection of Jaw, while 
sull this act of Great Britain continued in force 
protecting her subjects? 

These were his views. 


nothing but we could find precedent for in the 
British legislation on the subject; and he was for 
going under the treaty of 1827, as far as the Brit- 
ish legislation had gone, and for giving that pro- 
tection to our citizens in that territory that belongs 
to them, that it is our duty to give, and the same 
that Great Britain has given to her subjects, And 
if we wished to be respected among the nations of 
the earth, if we wished the respect, love, and alle- 
giance of our own citizens, we must extend our 
laws and protection over them, and give them that 
protection which they have a right to claim, from 
the fact that they are citizens of this free Govern- 
ment. 


A motion was made that the committee rise, on |! 


which no quorum voted. 
The committee rose, and reported that fact to 
the House. 


And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuurspay, April 16, 1846. 

Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of citizens 
of Washington county, District of Columbia, pray- 
ing the passage of a law for the preservation of 
growing timber and fruit trees in the said county; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
rict of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of citi 
zens of Philadelphia, praying a modification of the 
‘patent laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr: C.also presented the petition of persons en- 


THE 


son | 


The question, 


There was nothing in {i 
the bill that violates the convention ; there wag / 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The report of the Committee on Printing in rela- 
tion to printing the report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, was passed over informally, at the sugges- 
| tion of Mr. ASHLEY. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. JARNAGIN, 
in rélation to the disbursement of the secret-service 


fund, was also passed b 
gestion of the mover, 


The appropriation bill was called up, and 

Mr, EVANS suggested thatit be laid over until 
Mondav. 
' Myr. WESTCOTT stated he was absent when 


y informally, at the sug- 


did not get to the Senate till a few momente after 
the bill was passed by till to-day, to’enable him to 
explain the amendment making an appropriation 
not exceeding $16,000 in. fall for all arrearages of 
expenses of the Legislature of Florida Territory. 
Understanding the bill might come up yesterday, |: 
his absence was. occasioned by his being engaged 
in procuring the precise details of the amounts un- 
paid, for which this appropriation was wished, so 
aa to satisfy the Senate of its justice. He would 
submit them to the Senate when the'bill should be 
d again; but he preferred it should be laid 


Mr. LEWIS suggested that the bill be laid over jj 
informally till to-morrow, if the Senate should then 
sit; which was agreed to. 

The bilt to change the distribution of duties 
among: the several naval bureaux was next an- 
| nounced, when 

Mr, ARCHER moved that it be passed over, 
and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of |} 
the special order, (being the joint resolution, &c.;) 
which motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN addressed the Senate. He 
was sensible that, notwithstanding. the importance 
of the subject and the ability with which it was 
discussed, ‘the Senate had so far lost its interest in 
the debate, that nothing which he could say would 
be likely to command much attention. But having |i 
had the honor of submitting an amendment to the 
resolution now before the body, he felt it tò bë his 
: duty to speak as briefly as possible, and in a man- 
| ner as Hule irksome to the Senate as in his power. |) 

The immediate question was, that of giving or 
withholding the “notice,” and he therefore did 
not feel it necessary to enter into any minute analy |) 
sis of the claims of the respective parties in this 
controversy. Very little stress was placed by him 
on any title not founded on settlement and oecupa- 
tion. And while we claim and maintain this as a 
ground of ‘our title, it is proper that we should re- 
spect the title of any other similarly founded. “As 
eatly as 1807, Mr. Jefferson was anxious that we 
should continue beyond the Rocky Mountains the 
line of boundary on this side of the mountains. Sub- 
| sequently, without any definite settlement of our |} 
i adverse claims, the convention of 1838, for the | 
joint occupancy of the territory, was agreed on, 


i to time, but without effect, to obtain a permanent | 
settlement of the disputed claims; and finally, the 

| President has thought proper to come to Congress | 
| with a recommendation that this joint occupancy | 
i should be terminated in the manner stipulated by 
i the treaty. A s 

| He very much regretted that this question had 
not been allowed to slumber; the territory would 
gradually have been settled by emigrants from the 
United States, thus creating a power on the spot of 
great importance in maintaining possession, and 
also constituting an important fact which would 
have exercised influence on any future negotiations, 
By whom had this question been brought forward, 
and made the subject of party action and party 
declamation? It was introduced by the Baltimore 


this bill was called up on yesterday morning, and jj 


| (Mr: 'C.) thought the oracti¢as 


| confront them. 
| the question to the influence of existing.-cireum- 


| gated in either country, and 


: t ¢ || although, wise when madè. English laws were” 
| Jn 1827, this convention was renewed for an indefi- || 
| nite period. Attempts have been made, from time |i 


tion has been forced upotus, and if is necessary 
now that we should dispose of it! asid our judg- 
ment, would be most ‘conducive-to. the ‘peace, the 
honor, and: welfare of the country. = Seen 

For one, he was prepared, in this state of things, 
to vote for the notice which the President asked 
for. It had been objected. that. the notice would 
not facilitate negotiation, and might possibly be r 
garded as an unfriendly, proceeding, diminishit 


7 N žek D. 
the chances ofa continuance of our friendly rela= 


| color of defiance, and might derive a hostile char- 
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was abrogate], both parties would feel their- ré 


settled in his log cabin'in Or 


w 


pescenbly was increased by giving ‘this’ notices 
f given in terms of amity and respect, and without 
offence, the matter would become one of necessity, 
and be taken up by the people toavoid:the dangers 
of war.’ To avoid those dangers, we mitst “often 
It would increase danger tò leave 


stances.. It might be well imagined that feelings 
of envy and hostility would be excited among the 


; people in Oregon by the warm appeals which were 
į made in this Hall. 


It would not-appear strange tò - 
him if, leaving this’question’ open. to popular ex- 
vitement, they should hear, on their return to Con- 
gress, accounts of bloodshed: and violence.” Tales 
of outrage, violence, “and wrong. would-be “propa 


by war. Po <ontinue®’ the: 
putting off danger fora “da 
it was inapplicable to they 


operating on the citizens of the United’ States, and 
instead of their being. calculated to’control and 

i pacify them, “it was rather a provocation to out- 

| break and irritation, and tending to violence in- 
stead. of peace. It was a source of anger and dis- 
turbance, and there could be no governrnent there; 

| and Jeaving it so would make it worse. 

| Impressed with these convictions, he was thers- 
| fore in favor of ‘the notice, and had confidence in 

| the President of the United States, whose business 
it was to look to the interests of the country, and 
take care of its peace. He had told them in his 
Message it was his settled purpose to preserve 
peace between the two countries, and that he stil: 
cherished the hope of an amicable adjustment. It: 
| could not be that the President contemplated war’ 
| in recommending the notice, for, had such been the, 
| case, he would not have been so forgetful of the 
| interests of the country, or so regardless of its se- 
| curity, as to have withheld the recommeridstions ` 
| of preparatory measures. ` Whatever in sof 
| danger might be derived from. the Janguage 
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in all the security and-serenity of. profound peace. | 


“This condition of things,justified the inference that 
_the Executive believed’ that friendly negotiations 


-eould take. place, and an ‘amicable settlement be | 


“made; and it was in answer to his call upon the 
Senate to strengthen his ‘hands: for that purpose, 
“that he (Mr, C.) was-prepared to’vote for ‘the no- 
tice. The danger of wàr, after the termination of 
the convention; would prove sufficient to influence 
the two nations. It ought to do so; and they who 
will have to ‘decide the. question’ of peace or war 


+ will be-constrained to look at the subject with that | 


solemn: deliberation, and that. sagacious foresight 
and calculation of-consequences, which would make 
‘them resolute not rashly tò plunge these two great 
countries in a bloody controversy.’ If. they could 
not settle the question, it would be a derogation 
from the wisdom and humanity of the age. He 
regarded it as a question which, if statesmen and 
diplomatists could not settle, they were not worth 
anything. : 

. He (Mr. C.) in giving this notice, looked. for- 
ward to it with confidence, as a means of peace, 
as the best means to be found under present cir- 
cumstances; and although there might be some 


danger in it, yet it was less than that to be appre- f 


‘hended from other quarters. Let them, then, like 
freemen, like true men, give the notice as the best 
preservative of peace; and being actuated in doing 
šo by good and pure motives, they could then 
abide the consequences, If it was not settled, 
“whose fault.would it be? Let the President look 
_well to his responsibility. If he does notdo all 
his duty for the preservation of the’ poace of the 
country, or by any act of omission or commission 
should plu i 
position? Let him be prepared to show, if war 
comes, that he offered all fair terms. for a settle- 
ment of the question. No party promise, no Bal- 
timore resolution, would excuse him if he neglect- 
ed his duty to his country. Ne knows the whole 
history of the matter; he knows what had been 
done in past times. Sages and statesmen had 


marked out the way for himal] was before him. į 


There was a way to peace, and a way to war, 
Let him choose'on his responsibility. Let him 
ask himself, what is the valuo of the territo- 


ry in dispute, and what were the consequences, 


‘of war. Set down this territory at any value-—it 
was a mere question of property——just such as 
arises between two individuals, Was honor in- 
volved in that latter case? 
None; it was 2 mère naked question of 
If it were any great question of principle, as the 
Senator from Foxas [Mr Houvsron] had snid 
yesterday, the cost of a war ought not to be count- 
èd. He'agreed with thate. But when there was 
no principle involved—n 
they not: 
volved?» 
' - @xpatiate onthef, 
regard it only às that gay, fanc 
“allite feathered plumes and tinsel 


property, 


Divest war of all its horrora; 


3; all its parade 


and music, ona parade day; and was it wthing to || 


be desired by: this country? But what did not 
war do? Did it not change the feelings of brother- 
hood into feelings of bitterness and hostility? Did 
it not impede national progress, incur vast national 
debt, involve great sacrifices of human interest? 
And were they to be blind to all these considera- 
tions? If war were a thing that built school- 
houses and churches, and tended to advance man- 
kind in all the arts of civilization—in all the 


charities of social life—it might be desired. But, || 


on the contrary, it was to be sedulously avoided. 
The subject of this contest was a strip of territo- 
ry of equivocal value. : r 
they to encounter war? Ee said not, “Shut your 
eyes to the consequences of a war.” He said, 
«Look at them.” ` Each party was great and pow 
~ erful. Í 
overflowing wi 
~ spirit competent the 
‘Of England it had been proudly. said, that the sun 
neverset-on her dominions. Of that war, the same 
` might be said. ‘On that war the sun would never 
act. There.would benno respite. Each hour of the 
: twenty-four would find the parties hotly engaged. 
hat would-be the debt thus incurred? Cer- 
$500;000,000 ! Wasnot that 
On the other hand, letus look 


th moral and. physical energy, with 


nge it into war, how fearful will be his | 


Was there any here? |! 


onational honor--ought | 
to estimate the’value of. the property in- | 
As to the evils of war, he would not | 


fanciful, fine thing, with | 


And for such a prize, were | 


The United States was a great country, | 


tto employ it to the fullest extent. | 


forefathers were struggling for evistence. Now 
the child had been born who would live to see one 
hundred millions of freemen. in this land.. That 
sought to be achieved. to-day by arms, would to- 
| morrow be their national inheritance. They were 
(the great first-born of the continent. In. the full 
confidence of the power of the United States, 


„European ambition, and at M. Guizot's balance 
| of power.on this continent. y 
memoir. formerly prepared and presented ‘to the 
King of Prussia, in which the author described the 
country, bays, rivers, and mountains of this coun- 
| try, and stated that nature had raised a barrier 


j 


| people, by establishing on their borders the powerful | 
| tribe of Cherokee Indians, who would always keep | 
|; them in check, thus interposing an effectual balance 
| of power. 3 
der if, at some future day, the Americans should be 
| excited by their wild ambition to cross the Missis- 
| sippi. And, marking how our progress has out- | 

stripped the comprehensive views of this writer, | 
i why are we now to show such an cagerness for | 
|| acquisition? Nature, and our own natural growth, 
E 


are doing everything for use Without aggression, 
| without awakening the just jealousy of any other | 
nation, we are destined to achieve conquests such | 
|i as the Roman legions never did, and never could | 
Il achieve. Why, then, shall we pluck green fruit, 
| 


that to-morrow will fall ripe into our hands ? 

He had spoke of all this as part of the element 
of that conquering character which he ascribed to 
his conntrymen-violating no right—preserving 
i their sacred Union— and all the rest was certain 
From their lineage was to descend a raco wielding ' 
la scepte of imperial power, such as the hand of 
| Europeans never grasped. It could not be doubted ; 
| that the President would look at the whole mattor 


į 
i 


in a spirit worthy of his station. ‘There was in i 
|| the office itself, in his judgment, a means of purt- 
| fication, by which a man, whatever the medium of 


| could be retarded by European nations? -= | | 
He (Mr. C.) could not help entertaining these 
views, being surprised atthe lugubrious. retrospec- 
tion indulged in by the Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Dickinson,} with respect to the negotiations 
Of this country with England. He (Mr. C.) read 
the History of the past differently, So far from 
seeing anything to excite regret, he saw every- | 
thing to awaken rejoicing. They had given up, it | 
was alleged, a barren hill ora frozen valley, But | 
| just let them ask where the boundary of their pos: | 
i sessions was? Why, it was so far removed that | 
they could not find it He believed it was just | 
| where they chose to place it. If they had met j 
with losses, they might say with the marshal of | 
i! Napoleon, in reply to the Emperor’s remark, that | 
| when he and the marshal were lieutenants, pros | 
| motions were not go frequent as they had come to | 
|! be. «True, true,” said the marshal; “but, ab! | 
you have made up famously for it since!” Tt was | 
|i said that compromise would disgrace the country. | 
| He regretted to hear such a term thus employed. į 
Tfthat were true, need he remind gentlemen that 
| Jefferson, Monroe, Adams, Gallatin; Clay, Gen- 
eral Jackson, had all “ disgraced” their country? 
Here Mr. C. made a few remarks in reply to 
observations of the Senator trom Michigan, (Mr. 
Cass,] relative ta settlement on 490. He was | 
willing to take 54° 40° if we could get it; but if a | 
treaty founded on 49° were to be laid before the | 
Senate, he trusted that the Senator from Michigan | 
and himself would be found voting together for its 
ratification. Ele regretted that the suggestion of a 
reference to: the arbitration of distinguished citi- 
| zens—the proper tribunal for a republican people— 
i had been rejected. ; giter iun o) 
| On the subject of the’ interference of General 
| Harrison with the courts of New York; in the case 
had so. erieved the Senator 
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of McLeod, which 
from New 


H 


l 
| 


smiled with contempt.at all the petty schemes of | 
| 
He. adverted to a | 
f a A 
i the British authorities: 


| || send him (Mr. C.) 
ij against the dangerous usurpations of the American | 


Yet the author said he would not won- |: 


York, (Mr. Diexwson,}] he made a t} 


= sey onaman a 


brief explanation; premising that he thought it 
| extremely hard that he, (Mr. C.,) who had en- 
| joyed for so-brief a period the luxury of- office, 
| should be made responsible for such heavy charges. 
He stated that McLeod, who had boasted in such 
loud and bullying manner of the share he had iri 


iH 
is 
lla 


he | the murder of a United States citizen, told a lie; 


place at. the. time when the 
| murder was committed, although it. had been 
| alleged that he was there. But if he liad been 
! there, it would have been. under the sanction of 
He. went on to.show. that 
i the only interference of General Harrison-was, to 
to Lockport, to-see.the-facts 
| placed correctly on the record, in the eyent of a 
| necessity of laying the case before the Supreme 
‘Court. He appealed. to the course of General 
| Washington, as establishing a precedent, and. re- 
ferred to the fact of the employment of Mr, Wirt 
in the case of Aaron Burr, and also of the employ- 
ment of Mr. Bibb, by the United States, in asim- 
ilar case. He (Mr. C.) went very reluctantly, 
It was a cold, inclement season, and he wanted 
to go to Kentucky; but, in obedience to the in- 
structions of the President, he went. On his way, 
he called on Governor Seward, at Albany, deliv- 
ered to him. his instructions, and had a long con- 
yersation with him, when he declared himself un- 
willing to grant a nolle prosequi, or to pardon before 
trial; but said that if McLeod were convicted, he 


| that he was not at the 


| would immediately pardon him, for he knew that 
‘| he wag innocent, having in his hand the evidence 


that McLeod was not there. He also thought 
| that, as his innocence was clear, a trial would be 


l the most satisfactory mode of tranquilizing the 


| publie mind. , 
In conclusion, he adverted to the objections 
which had been made to the form of notice con- 


i tained in his amendment, by the Senator from 


Arkansas and others. Agreeing with the Senator 


i from Texas, that all must be left to the discretion 


‘of the Executive, the form of his amendment left 


‘ him free from embarrassment; the proceedings of 


| the Senate must ultimately be acted on at his dis- 
| cretion. He thought it would be improper for 
Congress to interfere in advance with the action of 
the President. The Senator had referred also to 
the amendment, as implying submission and apol- 


i! ogy to England, and as placing the United States 
ij in a servile attitude, with bated breath, waiting for 


the beck of England-— 

Mr. HOUSTON disclaimed any reference to the 
amendment. i yee ATE 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said the Senator from Tex- 
as did not bring back to the brotherhood into which 
he had been once admitted warmer American: feel- 
ings thaw he found bere around him. Referring to 
the present condition ofthe question, he said the 
aia of the two nations were now standing 
idle, looking at each other, waiting to see which 
should speak first. This was the only punctilio 
| which prevented the settlement of the questions 
, and as he had the sincerest respect for both of these 
| gentlemen, he doubted not that after this punctilio 
. was got over, they would meet and proceed toa 
| final and amicable settlement, > . 
' He then referred toa calculation which had bee: 
| made by aSenator who had described the resources 
| of this country, that we should have adaily increase 
i of four hundred and eighteen young men, and that 
this would contribute a sufficient supply to be daily 
| slaughtered. According to this curious caleulation, 
| we should be at the end of the war just as well-off 
| asat the beginning. The only difference is, that 
| the young men would all be killed, and we who 
‘are left shall be grown pretty old, -There would 
! then be danger of the.extinction of the class. 

Fle concluded with. asserting: that he should be 
found on the side of his country. in: the ‘event of 
war, although he trusted every difficulty would be 
speedily adjusted. i : Í 
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THE VOTE. f 

_ Mr. ALLEN then rose and said, that five-and- 
i sixty days ago, he had opened this discussion. In 
the intervening debate, many things had been said 
to which he could desire: an ‘opportunity. to reply. 
But in view of the public interests, ‘as well as with 
a becoming regard to the patience of the Senate, he 
would not-longer:- protract the discussion, by a 
nae which might have the effect of reopening it 
altogether. He should waive any right that he 
i might have to reply to arguments. urged against 

those presented by him, or to observations which 
had been made in the course of the discussion, di- 


rected more against him personally than the posi- 
tions which he bad assumed. He should there- 
fore fulfil the promise made by him to the Senate 
a few days ago, by now moving to lay upon the 
table the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and the uccompanying prop- 
osition of amendment, with the view of now pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the resolution sent 
tothe body from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled A joint resolution of notice to Great Britain, 
toannul and abrogate the convention, and so forth, 
This motion he made, not because he preferred the 
House resolution to that reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. The very fact of 
having acquiesced in that resolution, and reported 
it, was a declaration of his own preference for it, 
as reported, and also of the preference of a ma- 
jority of the Committee on Foreign Relations. But 
‘he should, nevertheless, make the motion to take || 
up the House resolution first, because upon that 
resolution the Senate was obliged to act; and sec- 
ondly, because, although the latter clause of that 
resolution was objectionable to hin, he was will- 
ing to vote for it'as it stood, in deference to the 
House of Representatives, who had sent it there 
by so large and overwhelming a vote; and still far 
ther, because the adoption of that resolution as it f 
stood, by putting an end to the matter, would, in 
all probability, be followed by the sanction and 
signature of the President; whereas, if amended, H 

and reported hack, or if they passed the resolution 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, the whole 
matter would be again sent to the Fiouse, and the | 
question exposed to the danger of delay from a re- 
newal of the discussion there, probably resulting 
ina conflict between the two Houses themselves as 
to the form of the notice. These, then, were the 
reasons which induced him to offer the motion |! 
which he now made. | 
Mr. PENNYBACKER here rose, and intima- 
ted a desire, if in order, to submit a few remarks. 
Mr. ALLEN. When the resolution is before 
the Senate, further discussion, will, of course, be 
in order. 
i 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. The effect of ! 
laying the joint resolution of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations on the table will be to lay on the | 
‘table with itall the amendments proposed to that 
resolution ? i 

Mr. ALLEN. . Of course. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked for the 
‘yeas and nays on the question. (Cries of “no,” 
‘no.”) He would withdraw his call. 

The motion to lay on the table was then agreed | 
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to. | 
Mr. ALLEN then moved that the Senate pro- ! 
ceed to the consideration of the House resolution. 
Which having been agreed to, 
The Flouse resolution was read, as follows: 


“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of | 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States cause notice to be given 
to the Government of Great Britain that the convention be- 
tween the United States of America and Great Britain, con- 
corning the territory on the northwest coast of America, west 
ofthe Stony Mountains, of the 6th of August, 1827, signed 
at London, shall be annulled and abrogated twelve months 
after giving said notice. 

2, And be it further resolved, That nothing herein con- | 
tained is intended to interfere with the right and discretion | 
of the proper authorities of the two contracting parties tore- 
new or pursue negotiations for an amicable settlement of the | 
controversy respecting the Oregon territory.” 

Mr. R. JOLLNSON then said he rose to propose 
two amendments to the resolution. The first was | 
as follows: i 

“That, by the convention concluded the twentieth day of fi 
October, eighteen hundred and cighteen, between the Uni- [i 
ted States of America and the King of the United Kingdom |; 
of Great Britain and Ireland, for the period of ten years, n 
and afterwards indefinitely extended and continued in force |! 
by another convention of the same parties, concluded the | 
sixth day of August, in tbe year of our Lord ohe thousand |: 
eight hundred and twenty-seven, it was agreed that any 
country that may be claimed by either party on the north- 
west coast of America, westward of the Stony or Rocky 
Mountains, now commonly calicd the Oregon territory, |; 
should, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks, and the 
navigation of all rivers within the same, be ‘free and open? |i 
to the vessels, citizens, and subjects, of the two Powers, j; 
but without prejudice to any claim which either of the 
parties might have to any patt of said country; and with 
this further provision, in the second article of the said con- 
vention of the sixth of August, eighteen lndred and twen- |! 
ty-seven, that either party might nbrogate and annul said 
convention, on giving due notice of twelve months to the 
other contracting party,—that it has now become desirable 
that the respective claims of the United States and Great | 
Britain should be definitely settled; and that said territory | 
may no longer than need be remain subject to the evil con- { 
sequences-of the divided allegiance of its American and ; 


| 


i gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson,] the 


| adopt for the security and protection of American citizens 


i ment. 


| duced, he (Mr. P.) was disposed to vote for it, be- 
|, cause it seemed to be coincident with what he 


; now press it on the Senate. 


good understanding of the two countries. And, therefore, 
: that steps be taken for the abrogation of the said convention 
of the sixth August, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, in 
the mode prescribed im its second article, and that the at- 
tention of the Governments of both countries may be the 
more earnestly and immediately directed to renewed efforts 
for the amicalile settlement of all their differences and dis- 
putes in respeet to said territory.” 

It would be perceived (Mr. J. said) that what he 
had read was precisely the preamble submitted by 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN,] 
on the 14th of January; with the slight alteration 
of inserting the word “ amicable’? before the word 
| **settiement.”? And if that preamble was adopted, 
| his purpose was to move to strike out the whole of 
the second resolution, adopted by the House, and 
substitute for it the following: 

“ And be it further resolved, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States be, and he is hereby, authorized, at his discretion 
to give to the British Government the notice required by its 
said second article for the abrogation of the said convention 
of the 6th August, 1827.7? i $ 

This, also, was identical with that offered, by the 
g 
KA 
proviso is struck out. j , N 

A brief conversation on a point of order, in which 
Messrs. ALLEN, CALHOUN, SEVIER, and 
MANGUM, took part. 

Mr. ALLEN rose and said he had an amend- 
ment to offer to the amendment submitted by the 


terms of which he had extracted from the Presi- 
dent’s Message, and pointing directly to the neces- 
sity of the resolution itself, Hig amendment was 
as follows: ' 


After “ has” in the Alst line, insert, “become the duty of 
Congress to consider what measures it may be proper to 


now inhabiting, or who may hereatter inhabit; Oregon, and 
for the maintenance of our just title to that territory.” 


He asked for the yeas and nays on that amend- | 


Mr. PENNYBACISER then rose for the pur- 
ose of making an explanation of the vote which 
e was about to give. His position, and the sur- 

rounding excitement from the general impatience 
for the question, rendered it impossible to catch 
the language of his remarks. Their purport was 
to show his conviction that if the notice was com- 
mitted to the discretion of the President, he would 
feel himself enabled to enter into negotiations with 
Great Britain, on the principle of a compromise on 
the parallel of 49°, and that he had not, in any of | 
his publie communications, placed himself in a po- | 
sition which disabled him from taking this course. 
When the amendment of Mr. Colquitt was intro- 


thought to be the views of the President, which | 


_ would be strengthened by such án expression of | 


the opinion of the Senaie.. But seven weeks -had 


any specific expression from the Senate. He would 
now, therefore, vote for the resolution as it came 
from the House of Representatives: he might have 
suggested a slight amendment, but he would not 


When the honorable Senator resumed his seat, 
there were loud cries of ‘ question,” « question.” 
The question then occurring on the amendment | 
offered by Mr. Aturn, the yeas and nays were | 


British population, and of the confusion and conflict of na- 
tional jurisdictions, dangerous to the cherished. peace and 


enator from Kentucky, only that the whole of the | 


Mr. BREESE objected to. the words.in the: last 
clause of the amendment;,“‘ at his discretion,” and 
| moved as an amendment that they be. struck out, 
Mr. BERRIEN remarked; that. even Hf sthe 
amendment of the Senator from. Ilinois prevailed, 
| the purport of the resolution would not he changed, 
r. BREESE said he intended, ifhis amendment 
succeeded, to follow it up by. another, inserting, 
“ authorized. and directed to give the British:Goy. ’ 
; ernment the notice,” &c. oe eee 
Cries-of “ question.” . 
The question on the ad 
moved by Mr. 
tived, i ; 
-Fhe yeas and nays were then ordered, on. the 
call of Mr. ALLEN, and resulted: aş follows:.. 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Dickinson, Dix, Fair- 
i field, Hannegan, Houston, Jenness, Niles, Pennybacker, 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, and Tarney—22, 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, Cat- 
houn, Chalmers, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Cor- 
win, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Haywood, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson . of 
Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead 
Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Speight, Upham, Webster; and 
Woodhbridge—32. i 3 
So the amendment was rejected: 


The question was then taken on. the original 
amendment, offered by the Senator from Mary- 
land; and the yeas and nays being called for and 
ordered, it was decided as follows: © > ~: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, Thom- 
as Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, 
Dayton, ‘Evans, Greene, Haywood, Huntington, Jarnagin: 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis MeDut 
fie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, 
Speight, Upham, Webster, Westcott, and Woodbridge—30. 

NAYS—Messts. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Diek- 
inson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston,’ Jenness, Niles, 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, and ‘Turney 


ji i ee da es 
i option of the amendment 
Breese was. then put and nega- 


| 


The resolution, as amended, was then reported 
to the Senate; and the question being: on concur- 
ring in its adoption— aan f J 

Mr. PENNYBACKER rose to offer an amend- 
ment; but objection being made. to. it, as out of 
order, (being a motion to strike out what had just 
been ingserted,) he withdrew it,. 

Mr. ALLEN then rose.and said: We now come 
to the main point inthe controversy, in which we 
are required to do.a moral act, and.one-upon which 
i the welfare of ‘the country rests; ‘and it doing this 
; act, for myself, I shall act with. reference. to all its 
relations, present and remote, that may be involved 
lin it. At the opening-of this session of ‘Congress 
| the President made the distinct declaration that he 
, did not anticipate any proposition from Great Bri- 
| tain, and advised Congress to put an end:to the 
| existing treaty, in order to extend our laws over 
| our citizens in the territory of Oregon.  A'call was 
i made upon the President recently to know what 
was the existing state of negotiations upon the sub- 
| ject; and in answer to. that call the President -has 
informed us that no correspondence has taken place 
between the two Governments since his communi- 
| cation to. Congress upon that.subject.  "Chus stands 
| the case. I have'submitted: an ‘amendment tothe 
| preamble in the exact language, of the, President’s 
recommendation to us, declaratory of the duty of 
this Government to extend its. laws: over’ the cit- 
izens who are now. in Oregon, or who, may go 
i there hereafter, and with a view of securing. our 


1 
i 
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i: title to the territory. That proposition. has. been 


; voted down; and this much of the President’s mes- 


called for, ordered, and resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Comeron, Cass, Chalmers, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Jenness, Niles, Semple, 
Sevier, Sturgeon, Tumey, and Westeott—22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, T. 
Clayton, J. M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Evans, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Me 
Duffie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Ponnybacker, 


: Phelps, Rusk, Simmons, Speight, Upham, Webster, and 
|! Woodbridge—s2. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The question recurring on Lhe amendment offered 
| by Mr. Jounsow, it was put, and, on a division, 
| was carried. 
Mr. SEVIER called for the yeas and nays, and 
‘ the call being seconded, they were ordered, when 
Mr, DICKINSON inquired if the proviso con- 
tained in the amendment as originally proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky had been stricken out? 
Mr. JOHNSON replied that it had. 


i 
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| sage has thus been disapproved of by the Senate 
upon a solemn càll for the yeas anå nays. And, 
| notwithstanding that call of the Presidentupon us, 
| we propose now to pass a, resolution addresssing 
ji advice to him, with regard to the manner in which 
|| he is to exercise the treaty-making power; because 
|| this preamble is addressed to somebody; it is 
|| either addressed to the President of the United 
‘| States or it is addressed to Great Britain: itis a 

thing totally gratuitous; a thing which has no 
effect as a law-making measure; but itis a thing 
: which is done with a view of producing a moral 

effect upon some sort of existing authority, either 
|: the President or the Government of Great Britain. 
l: If addressed to the President, it is in reference to 
|, the manner in which he shall exercise the treaty- 
| making power; and as such ought to. haye been 
i! addressed to him by a vote of two-thirds..of the 
|! Senate in Executive session, acting in thei reaty- 
| making character. If addressed to Great Britain, 


t it is a humiliation; it is an attempt to holdinter= 
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-course with a foreign Government, not through the 
appointed organ of imtercoutse; but through the Le- 
gislature. Itis an attempt to Speak behind the Presi- 
dent, round: the ‘President, and not through him, 
sas the constituted organ appointed to speak in be- 
half of the-nation:. What was this preamble, if not 
“intended for one-of these two.objects? On its face 
it professes’ to. speak. to both the Executive of this 
‘Government and Great. Britain. And to this ex- 
tentit is in utter violätion of the rights and- duties 
-ofthe Govérnment, in ops of its epartments in 
“regard to the otlier. The President asks you to 
"pass laws-in regard to the territory of Oregon, and 
“you answer him by advising him to negotiate, 
“when he tells you negotiation is atan end. Well, 
sir, before this thing can have any effect in binding 
‘the President, it must have a vote of two-thirds of 
the Senate actin: ‘constitutionally; and as such en- 
titled to be heard. 

Now, sir, we have heard in this discussion many 
remarks made about the interference. of the Con- 
gress with the treaty-making power; it is said Con- 
gress: ought not to interfere; that it is a power en- 
trusted by the Constitution to two-thirds of the 
Sénate in conjunction with the President elected by 
the mass of the people. The right of Congress or 
of the people to meddle with the matter has been 

disputed ; T do not dispute it; but I call upon the 
Senate, when they come to advise the President, to 
do so. in their Executive character, and by a vote 
of two-thirds, and not by a legislative act. 
» But, sir, the preamble now, adopted is utterly iñ- 
consistent ‘with the. object of the resolution iiself. 
The resolution, aa just adopted, leaves it to the dis- 
cretion. of the President whether he will give the 
notice or not; while the preamble tells him to go 
on. The preamble specifies the reasons on which 
‘the resolution is predicated, and yet, notwithstand- 
ing this, the resolution leaves the whole matter to 
the Executive. Sir, this question of discretionary 
power was raised elsewhere; it was said that giv- 
‘ing the Presidenta discretionary power to give the 
-notice was little elso than entrusting him with the 
‘war-making power. What a spectacle do we now 
present? e decline the responsibility of giving 
the notice ourselves; we decline the responsibility, 
we evade the danger, we aay to the President, we 
-leave the whole matter with you, although the 
- President, in his Message, referred the whole mat- 
‘ter tous. But wedo not choose to incur any re~ 
‘sponsibility inthe matter. We may have war, le 
is a ticklish question before the people, and, Mr. 


President, we intend to place you in a situation to | 


“bear all the responsibility. ẹ will remain where 
we are, and let public denunciation fall on you. 
Sir, I will not go into the general discussion of this 
subject;’ but I-will-say that after so overwhelming 

„a vote in the House of Representatives, after n 
unanimity unparalleled upon any question, com- 

-prehending a majority of the two political parties 
of this country-~almoat the whole of the one, and 

. one-half of the-other-——it. seemed to me that the con- 

‘sideration which was due to.that great organ of the 
‘popular will ought to have induced us to adopt the 
resolution. of the House. How will it be now, 


when you send:all this back to the House, with | 


,, a preamble containing half a dozen new principles, 
# and a resolution changed in its whole character 


from that of the House, containing propositions | 


which have been already voted down by, the 
House? What will be the consequence? Why, 
‘you will reopen the discussion, make an issue bè- 
tween the two Houses of Congress, array one 
‘against the other, and present the aspect of a di- 
vided Congress. The House has done an act; the 
Senate has repudiated. that act, and yet we say we 


all desire unanimity. Sir, it is an utter want of į 
unanimity, by keeping onë House arrayed against || 


the other, and both Houses against the President, 
as will be the. case if this resolution be adopted. 
There are Senators. who. even say they blame the 
President. for sending the question. to, Congress; 
who say that, in doing so, the President committed 
an act of indiscretion; and. yet theysay we act 
-only for the public good, and not from. any. feeling 
of hostility to. the President: And what. do they 


do? Why, they throw the whole subject back to | 
the President, to be managed in future according | 


to-his diseretion, after having condemned him for 
a want of diseretioù in his past management. The 
President will not decline the discretion; he will 
go behind no bush, Ihave no doubt the President 
“Will take the responsibility which. is Sought to be 
imposed on him, and meet it like a man. But that 


is no. excuse for us, if the peace of the country (| duty to.come?. Where did he come from? Is. it 
should be involved, for declining all the responsi- | the little petty office of chairman of the Committee 
bility which ought properly to rest upon our shoul- f on Foreign Relations which warrants him, in his 
ders, for the purpose of strengthening the position || own opinion, to put on these airs of authority? 
of the Government, i to assume this predominance? and to lecture us as 
For these reasons, and with the hope that this | to our official duty as he has now dune? The Sen- 
matter may. be put in a better shape, and that the || ate had just adopted a resolution ‘proposed to it by 
House may afford us an opportunity of amending || the Senator from Maryland, [Mr, R. Jonsson, ] 
what we have done, Ishall take the responsibility || when the gentleman, from Ohio. gets up and says in 
of votihg against the resolution, and I would take || his place that the Senate has.humiliated itself— 
that responsibility if I stood alone. I recollect that || that it has adopted. a miserable, feeble, palierings 
on another occasion, a few years ago, I stood alone i| contracted, and (as he would have-said) abject and 
upon a question; and five years afterwards a ma- || slavish resolution. Let me tell him that he does 
jority of the Senate ratifie my vote. And upon | not know this body, nor how to estimate the mate- 
this question I would stand alone, and die upon it | rial of which it is composed, And let.me add, 
alone, rather than pass an act so humiliating to | there is another and a more difficult lesson-which 
the country. Sir, it will produce a contest between | I fear the Senator has yet to learn, and that is, to 
the two Houses, a thing that we have all along de- |! know himself. When he knows himself a little 
sired to avoid; because, from the beginning to the || better, he will be in circumstances which will en- 
end, everybody has conceded the moral power of || able him better to appreciate what is due from him 
our position consisted in our union of counsel, our || to the Senate. He may vaunt himself in his as- 
standing shoulder to shoulder; yet, sir, afier a vote i! sumed office of exclusive vindicator of the Presi- 
in the House of Representatives, a body directly || dent of the United States, and defender of the honor 
emanating from the mass of the people-—— of the House of Representatives; but that gives 
Mr, R. JOHNSON called the Senator from Ohio || him no warrant to treat this body with a want of 
to order, for referring to the action of the House. || consideration. As a member of the Senate, I feel 
Mr. ALLEN. Not in order? I say, sir, after || that its dignity has been assailed, and its character 
a vote as large as that—a vote to such an astonish- |; traduced, My.own personal share in the remarks 
ing extent unanimous under the peculiar circum- || of the gentleman, and my own ersonal sense of 
stances attending the organization of that House || injury and offence, are absorbed in the. stronger 
—after such a vote, I did think the Senate ought, |} conviction of the disrespect which has been mani- 
to some extent, to defer to the moral influence of |! fested towards this body. The Senate has adopted 
that vote, That is what I say. T think if the || the substance of a resolution which I had myself 
Senate had passed the House resolutions, and we | the honor to ofler, and the gentleman has felt him- 
had presented the moral spectacle to the world of ;; selfauthorized to characterize thatresolution which 
a united Congress, sustaining the President, the || had just received the sanction of this body as a 
choice of the people, that we would have presented j| poor, paltry, faltering, timid, tremulous thing, I 
amoral force to Cireat Britain that would have | can tell that Senator that the majority of this Sen- 
made that Power falter before she determined to || ate and the humble individual who now addresses 
bring this controversy to the arbitrament of the | it are as little moved by the dread of any fespon- 
sword, But, as itis, what will be the substance |) sibility but that of doing wrong as the chairman of 
of the despatches that will go to England by the || the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
next steamer? It willbe, “Ilold on; hold your i Does it belong to this body to submit to remarka, 
position; prepare your guns; announce your read- || no matter with what force’ or vehemence of ges- 
ness for war; the divisions already manifested in i| ticulation and loudness of tone they may be deliv- 
America will be increased; their fears of war will || ered, which convey injurious imputations on its 
‘ho increased by your threats, and at last her Ma- © official course and public acts? If the force of the 
jesty'’s Government muy get the whole of Ore- li gentleman's argument was to be measured by the 
gon.” These hopes will induce the British Gov- |; extent and vigor of his manipulations, it might be 
ernment to protract the negotiations until after our difficult to answer it. I, for one, shall not stand 
adjournment; they will be no more willing to bring || here to be rebuked, nor to hear this Senate schooled 
them to a conchision than. before; they will say || or called to account by any such. authority, The 
there ig the whole commercial interest.of America || gentleman undertakes. to. make himself the advo- 
in the East. clamoring against a war under an cate and defender of the Elouse of. Representatives. 
circumstances; they will say hera is a vote of the || Why, sir, who or what is the Housé of Repre- 


| Senatein favor of a preamblo instructing the Pres- |! sentatives of the United States, that it stands jn 
j| need of such an advocate? The gentleman’s ad- 
vocacy of one of the Houses of Congress is équally 

an act of supererogation (shall. say of assump- 
tion?) with his rebuke ofthe other. Who here has 
; arraigned the House of Representatives? Who is 
| there among us that does not think of and treat: it 
| with the most profound respect? And what mem- 

: ber of thie Senate, who knew how. to respect his 

wn dignity, did not feel that we were a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government? And when before did 

any member of this body rise in his: place and tell 

us that we are to be controlled in our action here 
| by the action of majorities, or the largeness of 
| majorities, inthe other House of Congress? The 
| gentleman tells us of the majority by which a cer- 
| tain resolution has passed another body, and he 
| brings that here as an argument to govern and to 
| control us in our independent legislative action. 

| What would the other House of Congress think 
| ofa member. there who should tell them that the 
| Senate had passed a certain measure; and that out 
_ of a decent respect to the Senate, they inust pass 
| ittoo? Would not that Mouse think ag vilely of 
; us, could we be actuated by such a motive, as we, 

! in the like case, should. be- warranted in thinkin: 

; of them? As the presiding officer of this body, Í 
| appeal to you, sir, whether, in Speaking in this 


ident to open negotiations again, and they will ob- | 
serve, in a part of the resolution, a declining, on i 
{ 
| 


the part of the Senate, to take the responsibihty of 
n positive act. . 

i ‘The Senate does not say they want the treaty | 
| ended. No, sit, they want negotiation, bargain, | 
trafic, to proceed; but they have not declared that | 


the convention shall end, 
case, The President told us he had done with ne- 
gotiation, and he recommended the law-making 
power to take up the aubject; and, instead of doing 
so, they, divided, faltering, paltering, manacled, 
hampered, with a frightful unwillingness to meet | 
responsibility—saying, oh! we leave it all to your | 
|i discretion, With all these things staring. them in | 

the face, do you think Great Britain, whose trì- | 
dent. already holds the world in awe, will crouch, | 
will get on her knees to us? Do you think you | 
will encourage Great Britain to give up anything | 
by showing your unwillingness to claim anything? | 
Notatall. Ishall, for one, vote, if I stand alone, | 
|! against such a proceeding. My vote will stand | 
here alone just. ns long.as in company. I shall | 
| vote against the resolutions, trusting that the final | 
result of the business may produce a resolution | 
I| more in accordance with. the interests of the coun- | 

ryt and the dignity of the Senate. | 


i 


| 
| 
z| 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


That is the state of the |! 


Mr. CRITTENDEN rose in reply, and said he | 


| chamber of votes and majorities of a co-ordinate 


would not suffer impuiations such as those which |l. branch, on the subject before us, the member from 
the gentleman had made against. the-action and Ohio has not violated morc: than the mere rules of 
character of the Senate to pass altogether without: | order of the Senate? The theory of the Constitu- 
notice. What, asked Mr, C., is his commission? || tionis, that the two branches of the Legislature 
| and whence is it derived? and-who authorizes him | shall act independently of each other; and the rules 

to assume here the air and tone of pre-eminence | which forbid. reference to what is done in the 
which so strongly marks. his language when. ad- i other branch:-has its foundation in that ineiple 
dressing the Senate? “On what meat does. this. alt ia, for. you to judge whether both:the rule and the 
our Cæsar feed,” that he isto rise here and lecture ||. principle have not here been violated. The gen- 
-us for decisions to which we have deemed it our j) temmen is- chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
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A pril 16, 


Relations; but what confidence are we to repose i 


in his lectures addressed to us on great national | 
affairs, while he is himself wanting in respect to 
the body to which he belongs? In attempting to 
influence this Sénate, by holding up to us the | 
course of the House, he has violated the order of! 
the Senate and treated it with disrespect. 

We are not to be influenced in that way, much 
less is that gentleman to hector over us and tell us 
that we are bound to this or that course of action, 
because the House of Representatives has adopted 
it. How would they submit to such an indignity ? 
I hope that no more such language will be permit- 
ted here. It is offensive. The gentleman tells us 
that the President will hide behind no bush. What 
does he mean? Does he mean that the Senate will 
do it? 
sort of rhetoric which has no meaning in it? “The 
gentleman is calling upon us for unanimity; he is 
Deseeching us heré to be unanimous. Why, sir, 
was the like ever heard? A gentleman, inasmall 
minority of this body, calling upon us continually 
for unanimity! He very modestly requires that 
all the other members of this body shall at once 
abandon their owa opinions, and go over to the 
very small minority to which he belongs. Sir, 
could the gentleman’s comprehensive ingenuity 
point out no other mode of arriving at unanimity ? 
Suppose the gentleman himself should pack up, | 


j 


with all his dignities of chairman of the Committee |! 


on Foreign Relations, and go over to the majority, 
would not that be some approach to unanimity? | 
No, sir, that will not do. Weare all, I suppose, 
to consent that our views shall be unheeded, and 
we are all to come over to him as the great stand- 
ard-bearer, beneath whose banner alone all nation- 
al unanimity, all patriotic unanimity, all unanim- 
ity becoming an American, is to be found. Yes, 
sir. There is to be no contraband there. T'he fla 
is to cover everything, and to be the witness o 
the nationality of ‘all over which it is spread, and 
of the gentleman, as one of those who are under it. 
Really, sir, I have supposed it to be a possible 
case that a man may have as much patriotism and 
as much bravery, in the ordinary scenes of human 
life, as even the Senator himself, and yet not rally 
under that standard. The gentleman seems to 
think he has an unansweral.le claim to invoke our | 
unanimity, because he tells us that for many along 
year he himself, on a great public measure, stood 
“solitary and alone.” He was then, I imagine, 


not quite so ardent in favor of unanimity. | 
But, mark it, sir, such was the effect, such the | 


influence of that magnanimous example, that now 
the Senate and all mankind are come to rally i 
round the gentleman from Ohio. True, he says 
it took five years to accomplish this. Now, sir, 
will not the Senator have magnanimity enough to | 
allow us five years to resign our principles and our 
convictions and adopt his? Or does he demand 
instant submission? And is that his new doctrine 
of unanimity ? 

I had thought, according to the arrangement | 


proposed, that we were to-day to do little else than || 


vote, We all know that that Senator, both here 
in his place and in his personal intercourse with 
us, has expressed the greatest possible desire and 
solicitude that we would fix upon a day when we 
should arrive at a result in this matter: and yet 
now, when that day is come, when the gentle- 
man’s own appointed time has arrived, the course 
of the Senate, which he so earnestly invoked, and 
which was to bring our deliberations to a close, 
has only quickened him to renewed efforts in pro 
longing this contest. He now tells us that he will 
vote against all resolutions; as we have not adopt- 
ed his amendment, he goes against t 
Well, sir, be it so; the gentleman’s course may 
no doubt be a cause of great regret, and he may 
consult his personal dignity by standing alone 
another five years, and waiting in solitary grandeur | 
till all the Senate and all Congress shall fiock and | 
congregate about him. Achilles in his tent! 
Yes, sir; Achilles in his tent! 

mend the lesson to which I have once referred — 


| 


Know thyself! It is the wisest lesson that any |; justify a reply, though to reply to all of them would | 


man can learn. 


The honorable gentleman finds out now, for the | ; i 
‘i I speak? He must really be an intelligent Senator 


first time, that the preamble which the Senate has 
adopted is entirely incoherent and irrelevant to the 
other portion of the resolution. The Senaie, it 
seems, did not know this; for they have just adopt- 
ed both. And how does he make it out? The 
President has asked us to authorize him to give 


If not, was his remark of that innocent |i 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
ji 
i 
| 
| 
| 


i with England of the whole territory. The opera- 
ii tion of the law was to be extended over the whole 


i extension of our laws over our own citizens; and 
he whole, © 
‘extend to them wherever they might be, in any 
and every part of the territory. 
‘i been cited and given to the public asa recorded 


I would still recom- i 


| convention. This resolution does authorize him. 
nd what more? [t declares it to be desirable 
that he should give the notice and should abrogate 
| the convention. Now, I ask, is there anything 
inconsistent in this? As I understand the matter, 
it is in. exact compliance with the recommendation 
| of the President. Butit is now first discovered by 
the Senator from Ohio that there is no consistency 
in it, and he goes against the whole. à 

Mr. President, I have no pleasure in this sort of 
animadversion—it gives me no satisfaction what- 
ever; but I cannot and will not sit here and allow 
such language and see such airs of superiority and 
supercilious arrogance without a reply. We have 
had quite cnough'of it and to spare, and from the 
same quarter. The gentleman seeks by vehemence 
of gesticulation and volume of sound to give effect 
to what he. is pleased to say; and really, sir, in 
i someof his gestures the gentleman is not only 
| offensive but really alarming. ~ Notwithstanding 
some reasonable measure of natural courage, gén- 
tlemen not.accustomed to arms, and whose training 
has only been in bodies of. a political character, 
might suffer some personal apprehension. Sir, the | 
gentleman may get up a panic here, and there is no 
telling what may be the effect of a panic. I have 
heard of panies in armies producing effects the | 
most terrible; I have heard of stampadoes and 
many other things equally terrible; but here, sir, we 
` have been told that the resolution we have adopted 
| is a miserable paltry thing; that the Senate. is pal- 
tering in a double sense; that it is hiding behind 
the bush; that it is skulking from responsibility 
| and presuming to differ from the House of Repre- 
| sentatives. And all this is brandished over us with 
a magnificence of style and manner that really, sir, 
I scarce know where the Senate stands and what is | 
to become of it. 

There is a word or two more I wish to add be- 
fore I sit down. I hope we shall get all Oregon. 
I hope we may have it up to 54° 40"; but then if I 
can’t get all that, I for one am willing to submit to 
take 490. But [do not like to hear it said that I 
am on the records of the Senate as having voted 
that our title is good up to 54° 40'; yet I find that 
statement expressly made in aspeech of his which 
I will here quote. ' ` 

[Mr. C. here read an extract from a s 
merly delivered by Mr. Atten.] 

The Senator told us he had it recorded in a vol- 
Yes, sir, the gentleman makes 
| speeches, and puts them in books, and Jays them 
before him, and then quotes them to us as “ docu- 


peech for- 


man, perhaps, may not have been correctly report- 
ed. I remember, indeed, that we had a bill before 
us in which we proposed to legislate for Oregon as 
far as England had legislated, and to provide laws 
| which were to operate during our joint occupancy 


territory, but that looked to, and expressly pro- 
vided for, a state of joint occupancy, and: neither 
declared nor implied that we had any exclusive 
title to the whole or to any part. That was not 
the question mooted. The question was as to the | 


what less could we say than that the laws should 


Yet this bill has 


document proving that the Senate, by iis vote, had 
; declared that our right was clear and unquestion- 
able ap to 54° 46". 


| remarks made by the Senator from Kentucky would 


take a considerable time. The Senator desired to 
know (continued Mr. A.) under what commission 


t to be under the necessity of asking such a ques 
‘tion, Ispeak under the commission of a State as 
respectable in every particular as any other State 
‘inthe Union. I speak under a commission of tha 
ii character which I bear asa man; a character a 


f ine ee f 
notice to Great Britain of the termination of the 


Mr. ALLEN said he thought the extraordinary |; ner is to make gestures. 


unsullied, sir,as that of the Senator from Kentucky, 
or any of those with whom he acts.’ I speak, sir, 
{| under the commission which a sense óf duty im- 
|| poses upon a Senator as deeply interested in the 
welfare of his country as that Senator, or’ those - 
with whom he acts. These are the commissions 
which have rendéred it necessary that I should 
speak, and of these the jeers of the Senator cannot 
deprive me, either at present òr in future. Com- 
missions, every one of which I intend to fulfil, and 
to live up to; and in doing so I will never be found 
contributing: to the sacrifice of the rights or the 
honor of my country. . = E 
The Senator says the first great duty of a màn 
is to`knów himself. He knows that; and itis very 
strange that, knowing himself, he had not remained 
silent upon this occasion, and not'come forth here. 
to do the, very thing which he charges me with 
doing, by entering into a voluntary defence of the 
Senate. -The Senate must have come. to a pretty 
| pass if it requires the gentleman to come. forward 
| as its attorney general to. vindicate its character, 
He asks me under what commission I defend the 
House of Representatives? -I ask him under what 
commission he presumes to be the organ of the 
Senate, and the keeeper of its character? 
My..CRITTENDEN. - I do not; but, as.oné of 
the body, I think it right to defend myself, and 
those with whom I act. a 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator speaks for the 
whole body. I speak of the whole body... The 
difference between the Senator and myself is, that 
he speaks for the body, and I speak of the acts of 
| the body. Ihave as much interest in the Senate, 
in its character and conduct, as the Senator from 
Kentucky. Iam part and parcel of the body, and 
the proportion which I bear to the body can neither 
be increased nor diminished by the remarks of the. 
Senator. His remarks-in reference to individuals 
| here, and his grotesque faces, cannot have the least 
effect. His eulogies cannot elevate them nor his 
sneers depress. I want to know what it is that I 
have done to the Senator which makes himso has- 
}ty, on every occasion when I speak, to rise up and 
address his rebukes to me? Has hea privatepique? 
I know of none; I can imagine none. It must be 
that he thus comes forward because he.supposes he 
is in duty bound. to: take upon. himself the guar- 
dianship of the Senate. I do.not deny the Sena- 
tor’sright. Tonly say it hespeaks somecomplacence 
on his part, that, when anything is said, up he 
jumps and performs the part of attorney general; 
assuming, as in this case, that the Senate had-been 
abused; an assumption not at all justified by. the 
fact. I spoke of the public acts of the body just . 
as the Senator speaks of the House of Represent- 
| atives. Are we not at liberty to speak of our own 
acts,-or of the acts of any branch of the Govern- 
ment? When we speak of an act which has been 
done, shall we be met with the charge, You aréat- 
tacking a branch of the Government; you must 
not interfere with it; you must not refer to what 
has heretofore been done by Congress, or you will 
incur the charge of making an ‘attack upon Con- 
gress? I think the gentlenian’s imagination has 
carried him rather-too far in the execution of his 
assumed comimission, 


{ 


subject in no other light. Not a word can be said 
but, outspringing his broad shield, he cries, “ Stop; 
not one inch farther. Behold the shield of Achil- 
les—not in his tent; oh, no—Achilles advanced to 
war, shield on arm!’? 

But I again repeat that I am utterly at a loss to 


A account for the unnecessary warmth of the Sena- 


| tor. He says that I spoke disparagingly, deroga- 
| torily, rebukingly, of this body. Whon, I pray? 
| He speaks of my manner, The manner of the 
| Senator from Kentucky is to make faces; my man- 
He thinks the audience 
| will be alarmed at my gesticulations. Well, they 
1 will be compensated by a hearty laugh at the faces 
|i made by the Senator. T mean no harm by speak- 
ing in a loud tone; and if people are here who come 
| to be entertained, they cannot fail to be so, seeing 
that we have comedy as well as tragedy enacted. 
Now, in regard to the bill relating to Oregon, to 
which allusion has been made, the Senator says it 
was only for extending our-laws over Oregon. 
i There is some little difference, the Senator would 


I 
i 


1 


i 
f 
i 
1 
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find, between that enactment and British legislation 
upon the same subject. “Two acts were. passed by 
Great Britain—one in 1801, arid the other in 1824: 
in these acts no limits were assigned; the might 
be. construed to extend throughout the Russian 
ortion of the continent, and from-the confines of 
issouri to the Pacific. They were ‘entirely unde- 
fined as to limits.” Did we pass our act in that way? 
Far from it. With the true characteristics of our 
countrymen, .we went with compass and chain in 
hand; we left nothing to implication, nothing doubt- 
ful inthe minds of our citizens within what limits 
they would be protected by our liw.. The làn- 
guage of the law is not general. “[Mr. Aue here 
read a portion of the act.] © These are the words of 
the act asserting our ‘claim, for ‘which the Senate 
voted, and which the Senate passed. What right 
had we to limit our claim there? Why go to that 
articular boundary? Why choose that particular 
degree of latitude, even going so minutely as to 
mention the minutes? Yes; sir; we were deter- 
mined to claim. every acre, and we even professed 
that. we would in future grant to our citizens lands 
co-extensive with thè limits defined in the bill; and 
granting land as an act of sovereignty.. It is the 
highest act of sovereignty in regard to property. 
Thus the Senate does stand committed, as I before 
said, to the whole extent of our title, in so many 
words, by degrees and minutes of degrees. 

The British left their limits undefined. They 
could, under that law, claim all, or more, from the 
Columbia river up to the Russian boundary, or up 
to the Frozen ocean, and. come down to the còn- 

fines of the Missouri. There was nothing in the 
act to limit them. They were bounded only b 
the absence of political jurisdiction... Not so wit 
us; we have done very differently; we have, by 
metes and bounds, acting on the true American 
principle, marked out our boundary with arcu- 
racy, and set down our northern limit at 549 40%, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN rose to offer some obser- 
vations in. yeply, when the presiding officer re- 
marked, that this personal discussion had gone 
far enough, and he begged the gentlemen would 
desist from pursuing it further. It was, he said, 
with great reluctance that he felt himself obliged 
to interfere. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked, that it would 
have been well if the objection from the Chair had 
been made at an earlier period, 


Mr. ALLIEN hoped. the Senator would bo al- | 


lewed to proceed. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. 
same right the Senator from Ohio has enjoyed. I 
trust there is at least one member of this body for 
whom I have a right to speak, and he happens to 
be one who is assailed by the Senator from Ohio. 
Sir, Tam contentto learn from any. body. I would 
even learn from & blackguard how to improve my 
manners, or fiom him who has the slightest, flim- 
‘siest claim to be called a gentleman. 

If T have acted a part, it is n part I intended, and 
T doubt whether the language J employed was con- 
sidered farcical by any other than the Senator from 
Ohio. T presume to be among the humblest of my 
friends; but, whatever may be the deficiency of my 
capacity, hold in detestation, I feel an irresistible 
inclination to put down arrogance and impndence, 
from whatever quarter it may come. 
doubt it is a fault, but itis a fault which the re- 
bukes and animadversions of my best friends have 
not entirely cured me of; much less am I to he 
schooled out of it by such a teacher as the Senator 


from Ohio. ; 


Sir, I-ventured to ask’ by what commission the | 


Senator from ‘Ohio presumed to read lectures to 


Senators here—by what commission he undertook | 


to assume an dracular position, and arraign the 


Senate on a charge of paltering in a double sense— | 
of hiding behind the bush—of committing acts of |! 


humiliation. = -7 


I asked by' what warrant any Senator dared to 


address the Senate in that manner? By what priv- | 


ilege? By what prerogative? And Jam answer- 
ed, it is by commission from the State af Ohio; 
and that that State is one of the most respectable 
in the Union. Sir, the gentleman can say nothing 
of that State that will not meet my. hearty concur- 
rence. ‘That great State of the West! er chil- 
dren are scarcely more proud of her than I, one of 
her nearest: neighbors. But the: gentleman will 
excuse me for being a little incredulous as to the 
extent of that commission. The commission of 
‘Which he speaks is to perform the part of a gentle- 


Certainly; I claim the | 


I have nol! 


mah, The State of Ohio never gave a commission 
to any one to violate the rules of decorum; to stand 
up with assumed superciliousness, and to give or- 
ders and to dictate to Senators what course they 
ought to pursue. The commission of the gentlé- 
man comes from anothér source. I wish I were 
at liberty, consistently. with the rales of order, to 
say from what source it comes—to speak out my 
whole mind on the subject. 

Among the least, I think, of the gentleman’s er- 
rore—I had like to have said presumptions—it 
seems his belief that I have made him a particular 
object of attention, and that I have been extremel 
anxious, on all occasions, to reply to him. Well, 
sir, there may be some object of ambition to be at- 
tained by having a formidable name or a great 
roan for an antagonist—to attack an Achilles or a 
Hector—where victory might make a man’s for- 
tune, and defeat detract nothing from his fame, 


reflected from his name in which I sought to warm 
and illuminate myself? If he believed this, he is 
| entirely mistaken—altogether wrong. Never did 
I expect, humble as my name maybe, to borrow 
any lustre from him; and [ believe I can appeal to 
you, Mr. President, to bear me witness, when I 


gain renown by touching his shield. I am not 
altogether unambitions; very likely I have am- 


it could be attained in this way. 

I ean promise the gentleman another thing, and 
T hope it may be the means of peace between us— 
that F shall not seek him out; but if he ever attacks 
my dignity, or gives offence, as I thought he in- 
tended, disagreeable ag it might be, E would never 
allow the time to pass—if I were bedridden, I 
It wonld get ont of my bed to make a last attack, 
Mr. ALLEN, Tas the Senator understood me 


do him an injury? 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. T said the remarks were 
ofa character offensive to all who had voted: what 


| spoke far itself, 

| Mr, ALLEN. To what remarks does the gen- 
| Jeman allude? 

| Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have repeated them 
several times, 

i Mr, ALLEN, Was there any remark, person- 
|| ally offensive to you or to any one? 

ii Mr. CRITTENDEN. . Yes. : 

i My, ALLEN. Not a single remark which T 
made could be construed as being personally offen- 
sive to any one-—no reference to the individual 
course of any member of the body, and therefore 
| the assumption of the Senator is not justified by 
‘the facta of the case, 

i Mr. CRITTENDEN, Tam very glad that the 
i gentioman explains away all the offensive charac- 
i tør of his remarks, ‘But did he not speak of dodg- 
ing behind a bush—of shunning responsibility—of 
doing an act of humiliation? If he did not mean 


speak hereafter till he have some meaning! 

| The question was then called on engrossing the 
|| resolution and ordering it to a third reading, 

| It was put, and decided in the afirmative. 

| The yeas and nays were then called for and or- 

dered. 

‘| Mr. CHALMERS asked the effect of the vote. 
uo Mr. SEVIER replied, that it would be tanta- 
f 
j 
il 
| 

! 

} 


mount to a final vote. 
The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 

i as follows: 
YEAS—Mosars. Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, Cameron, Chalmers 
Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Dix, 


i CEE. 
f Haywood, Houston, Huntingtom Jarnagin, Jobnson of Mas 
! ryland, Johns of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuttie, Mangum, 
t Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Pennybacker, Pheips, 
Rusk, Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Turney, Upham, Webster, 
| and Woodbridge—40. 
| NAYS—Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Breese, Bright, Cass, 
Thomas Clayton, Dickinson, Evans, Fairfield, Hannegan, 
Jenness, Semple, Sturgeon, and Westcott-—14, 


So the resolution was ordered to be engrossed, 
and read a third time. : ; 


i. The joint resolution was then reada third time; 


and passed without a divisions 0 : 
A motion was then made to adjourn till Monday: 
Agreed to, ‘ 


i And then the Senate adjourned: 


But has the gentleman dreamed that it was this | 
sort of fame that I sought—that it was the light | 


say that, as often as the illustrious hero has pre- |i 
sented himself in the field, I have never sought to |! 


bition, but, through my ignorance, I never knew | 


as having made sv attack upon him with a view to | 


his intention was itis for him to explain. The act |! 


what he said, Lean only give him the advice once |! 
i given to a certain member of Parliament—not to | 


l] HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ~. 

i Tuurspay, April 16, 1846. 

| The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
| proved. f , 

i Mr. G. S. HOUSTON hoped the committees 
would be called for reports. : 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Engra- 
ving, offered the following. resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted—viz: ; 

Resoived, That the Clerk of this House.cause the 
small map belonging to the case communicated by. 
ithe President of the United: States relative to the 
_ Cherokee Indians, to be printed. ee 
Mr. W., HUNT asked leave to introduce a reso- 
tution. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON insisted on the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call for reports of 
committees. ve 

Mr. GILES, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported sundry amendments to the bill authorizing 
the erection of certain lighthouses, and for other 
; purposes; ordered that said amendments be com- 
| mitted. 
| On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, 

l Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 
|| discharged from the consideration of the resolution 


| of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, on the subject 
ofa naval depdt at Erie, and that it be committed; 
and also from the consideration of the memorial of 
the Legislature of the Territory of Wisconsin, on 
the subject of a collection district and port of entry 
at Milwaukie, in said Territory, and that it be laid 
upon the table, 

Mr. McC, also, from the Committee on Com- 
i merce, made adverse reports upon the petitions for 
a new collection district at Cedar Keys, and to 
|, abolish the office of Inspector of Customs atUtica, 
in the State of New York; which reports were laid 
upon the table. À 

Mr. McC. also, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills of the folowing titles, viz: ` 

A bill to re-establish the collection district o 
Brunswick, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill extending the privileges granted by the 
seventh section of the act of the 3d of March, fas, 
; to the town of Whitehall; 
| Which bills were read twice, and committed. 


On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, 
| Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
| from the consideration of the memorial-of the Cit 
| Council of Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi, 
l for'an appropriation for the hospital at that: place, 
and that it be laid upon the table.” : 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Thomas 
Harris Hodges, administrator of John H. Hodges; 
i which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, trom the same committee, 
reported bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of J. Curwen, surviving part- 
j ner of Willing & Curwen; 

i A bill for the relief of the owners of the Spanish 
| brig Restaurador; 

| A bill for the relief of the owners of the ship 
; Herald, of Baltimore; : 

| A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
| schooner Madison; 2 : 

| A bill for the relief of William B. Lang; ` 

| _ Accompanied by a report in each case, except in 
| the last mentioned bill. 

| Which bills were read twice, and committed, 
| 

{ 

| 

{ 
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JURISDICTION OVER OREGON: 


On motion. of Mr. HARALSON, the House 
resolved itself into. Committee of the Whale on 
| the state of the Union, (Mr: Hamry of Maine, 
| in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
| bill to protect the rights of American settlers in 
| the territory of Oregon until the termination of the 
| Joint occupation of the same. - : 
| Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL spoke generally to the 
| merits of the bill, and in explanation of the objec- 

tions which he entertained against it. The first of 

these objections was,.that it was. indefinitein its 
| character; and nöt only indefinite, but equivocal 
| and deceptive, without any such intention on. thé 
part of the cömmiittee, and, of course, of the Hon- 
orable. gentleman [Mr. James THomPson] “who. 
“Made the report. There were various opinions ag 
to what the rights of the United States, west of 
the Rocky Mountains, were. If thé bill meant 
i $40 40', let it say so. 
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Mr. JAMES THOMPSON. Will the gentle- 
man vote for 54° 46'? ; 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. No, I will vote 
against it with all my heart. I'l not ask you to 
put in 540 40'; I only ask you to put in what you 
mean. Ithink that I shall vote against the bill | 
under any circumstances; but we ought to know 


what it means. . . 
The next objection was, that the bill found no 


correspondence in the British statutes on this sub- 
ject. Lt stood alone. And Mr. I. referred to the 
legislation of Great Britain to show that it had 
been designed simply to maintain order amongst 
British subjects in this territory, and not to assert 
any exclusive title over any portion of it. 

Mr. J. adverted to the question of title, and to 
the negotiations in relation to it, contending that 
the notice, accompanied as it was now shown that 
it was to be, by legislation, the tendency of which 
was necessarily and inevitably to war. i 

Mr. I. yielded the floor for explanation in the 
course of his remarks to Messrs. ADAMS, I. E. 
HOLMES, and C. J. INGERSOLL, 

Mr. WOOD said that he had not risen for the 
purpose of making a speech, but to propose a sub- 
stitute for the first section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN said the amendment would 
not now be in order, but that it might be read for 
information. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause in the 
first section, and insert: 

“That the jurisdiction of the supreme court of 
‘the Territory of Iowa, and the laws of the said 
* Territory (as far as they are applicable) are here- | 
‘by extended over the territory of Oregon, so 
s called, lying west of the Rocky Mountains, and 
“ to all citizens of the United States residing there- 
“in; and, also, to that portion of the intermediate 
“country west of the Missouri river, and between 
t the 40th and 43d degrees of north latitude, not in- 
* duded in any other State or Territory; and that, 
‘from and after the passing of this act, all offences 
“committed within said countries shall be, and be 
“deemed to be, offences of the same nature, and 
‘subject to the same punishment as if the same 
Shad been committed in the Territory of Iowa: 
< Provided, That-nothing in this act contained shall 
‘be so construed as to operate on any subject or 
“subjects of Great Britain.” 

Mr. WOOD continued. I suppose it is the 
honest intention of this House to extend the juris- 
diction of the laws of the United States over Amer- 
ican citizens in Oregon. I presume that it is not 
intended to go further; that it is not intended to 
assert our claim or right to the eminent domain 
at present, or to undertake to pass upon that 
which is the business of the President, and of 
the treaty-making power. Therefore it is that 1 
have omitted the words ‘all our territory; and | 
I have confined my proposition to a description of 
whatis called the territory of Oregon, extending 


the jurisdiction of our laws to our citizens in that |/ 
a t 


territory, and not undertaking to pass upon the 
tide of the United States. 

In another part of the amendment, J have made 
a reservation with regard to the British subjects, 
so that there shall be no complaint on that score. 
itis said that the bill under consideration is the 
same as the British act. This is not so. I will 
ask the Clerk to read the preamble and first sec- 
‘tion of the act of Parliament (passed in 1803) con- 
cerning this territory. The Clerk read as follows: 


« Whereas crimes and offences have been committed in 
the Indinn territories, and other parts of America, not within 
the limits of the provinces of Lower and Upper Canada, or 
either of them, or of the jurisdiction of any of the courts | 

ablished in those provinces, or within the limits of any 
vil government of the United States of America, and are | 
therefore not cognizable by any jurisdiction whatever, and by 
reason thereof, great crimes and offences have gone, and | 
may hereafter go unpunished, and greatly increase; for rem- 
ody whereof, &e.: Be it enacted, That from and after the | 
passing of this act, all offences committed within any of the 
Indian territories, or parts of America not within the timits 
of either of the said provinces of Lower or Upper Canada, 
or of any civil government of the United States of America, 
shall be, and be deemed to be offences of the same nature, 
and shall be tried in the same manner, and subject to the 
same punishment as if the same had been committed within 
the provinces of Lower or Upper Canada.” 


The act of 1821 was the second act, and refers 
to this act of 1803, whilst at the same time it recog- 


nises the convention between the United States and |: 


-Great Britain. And in both of these acts, the ter- 


\ 


| ada. There is no assertion of the right of territory 
| or of eminent domain. Now, by the bill under 
| consideration, there is a direct assertion of the title 
ito that country. Under what circumstances. was 
| the British act passed? A great deal of capital has. 
been attempted to be made out of it. There was 
no collision between the two Governments at that 
time. As was well remarked yesterday, the bill, 
was passed under different circumstanees from 
those which now exist. The two Governments 
are now on the ève of a collision; it is in contem- 
plation to give a notice terminating the convention 
under circumstances materially differing from those 

| which then existed. I am willing to go as far as 
Great Britain has gone in extending jurisdiction 
over the territory, but I will not consent to trench 
} on the rights of the President and treaty-making 
power, and to decide in this House a question of 
title which belongs to another tribunal. © Distrust- 
| ing my own ability, with great deference to the 
superior wisdom of the House, and with a desire 
to attain the object which I believe the House has 
| in view, I submit the stibstitute. 

Mr. PHELPS (of whose remarks a report will 
appear in the Appendix) next addressed the com- 
mittee in favor of the bill, and in vindication of its 
provisions, as one of the series of measures recom- 
mended by the President as necessary for the pro- 
| tection of American rights in the territory of Ore- 
gon, and for the protection of our emigrants now 
residing there, or those on their route thither. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL briefly gave his 
views of the bill and of various amendments.’ He 
objected to the amendment of Mr. Payne as ineffec- 
tive for the purpose declared to be intended by it— 
| viz: to limit the operation of the law to the continu- 
ance of the convention of 1827, and advocated the 
amendment of Mr, Vinton tothe amendment, as 
| going to secure this object. He was ready to give 
| his hearty concurrence to the bill in case it were so 
amended as to bring it to conform to its title, and 
thus ‘ to protect the rights of American settlers in 
the territory of Oregon during ihe continuance of the 
joint occupation in the same;” and he thought that 
in this form it would receive the almost unanimous 
support of the House. Beyond that he was not 
willing to go, nor were they required to go by the 
recommendations of the President. During this 
continuance he was ready to extend the protection 
| of our laws over our citizens in the entire territory, 
| and it was immaterial whether the extreme bounda- 
| ries were mentioned, or it was left in general terms, 
| to operate throughout the territory. But he ob- 
| jected to itin its present form, as framed to operate 
| beyond this period; and in addition to the general 
| inexpediency of this extension, he pointed out man 
| provisions refidering the bill defective and impracti- 
cable as a permanent measure. 

In the course of his remarks he yielded for ex- 
planation or inquiry to Mr. THOMPSON, of Penn- 
| sylvania, and Mr. JONES, of Georgia. 

Mr. WICK addressed the committee in a speech 
(which will be given in the Appendix) in defence 
of the course of the President in relation to this 
question; arguing, that upon the British Govern- 
ment now devolved the onus of reopening negotia- 
tions, (if any more were entered into,) and giving 
his views generally. , 

Mr. S. JONES ‘said it was not his intention. to 
| occupy much of the time of the committee. It 
| appeared to him that we were, and that we ought | 
i to be, prepared to go to the same extent in the ex- 
i tension of our laws over the Oregon territory as 
| England had done many years ago in the exten- 
i sion of hers. And if he had been able to ascertain 
| the extent to which she had gone, there was no | 
‘limit short of 42° south. It had been contended || 

t 


| 
| 
t 


|: by persons on this floor, that these laws are not 


| intended to extend over American citizens within 
i the Oregon territory; but, as was remarked by a | 


l gentleman the other day, that was only the con- | 
|; struction placed upon the law by her judges. The 
! laws themselves made no exception; they did not || 


| except the citizens of the United States from their | 
| operation. But it had been observed. that the 


H 
| 
| 
judges had wisely put a construction upon it, | 


‘event collision with the United States and in- 
ingement of treaty. 

Now, if there were any infringement of treaty 
on the part of Great Britain, it was by the passage 
of the law. She considered that, under the con- 


H 
| 
| 


titory is.always.spoken of as the Indian country— 
the Indian territory—countries contiguous to Can- 


not that right, for we had heard ino remonstranca 
against the extension of ‘the laws of Great: Britain 
generally ever the people, of Great: Britain-in that 
territory. We proposed to extend our laws, and 
we proposed an exception in favor of British sub- 
jects. where they be guilty of any crime. Gentle- 
men had objected that this-exception did not extend 
to civil cases, but England had made no such. ex- 
ception. ’ mi 

Mentioning the ‘subject. of title into. which he 
should not now enter, and stating that. the Nootka 
Sound converition conferred, upon Great Britain no. 
right of settlement, except for mere . temporary 
purposes, Mr. J. proceeded to say that it wag time 
that we passed some law for the _protectlion of our 
citizens in Oregon. In this all were agreed. | The 
main question was, what kind of acts they should 
be; and it was considered by many, by his con- 
stituents, and by the whole American people, that 
it should be. truckling to England if. we feared to 


|| pass laws coextensive with the provisions of her 


acts. 

For one, so far as she has gone, he was willing 
to go; he would not stop a single foot this side.’ 

But they were told’ that this law was objection- 
able, because it operated upon‘the territory, and not 
upon the people of the territory. He did not ún- 
derstand how a law operated upon territory, unless 
that law was intended to distribute lands. lying in 
that territory, or to make some provision in regard 
to those lands. The laws of the United States op- 
erate alone upon individuals, leaving to the Stata 
laws to operate upon lands.. This bill operated upon 
persons—upon people who were to go there; and 
it might operate on their property through. their 
persons, In that Way it should operate upon terri- 
tory, and beyond this it should not go. , 

But it was objected that the fourth section of the 
bill provides for a future Congress giving to settlers 
three hundred and‘ twenty acres of land, because, 
it was contended, it was dictating to a future Con- 
gress, and attempting to bind that Congress to do 
this act. He held it was no dictation; it was in- 
tended in'the light of a promise to all persons who 
should go there, bona fide, to. settle, and remain five 
years, that Congress would great them three hun- 
dred and twenty acres of land.: One reason, for this 
promise was, that -it was yet. uncertain over what 
portion of the territory we should gain absolute 
exclusive title. It would not be questioned that 
one Congress might authorize the making of.con- 
tracts which would be binding on-a subsequent 
Congress. = 
And this was all the obligation they sought to 
impose on future Congresses, the obligation-of á 
contract with bona fide settlers, that if they will.go 
there, we will give them.so much'land. e want 
this country settled by sturdy pioneers, who will 
be ready and able to defend the soil. : 
There was not a lawyer in England that would 
doubt that the title of the United States up to 49° 
was better than that of England; and between 49° 
and: 54° 40', he also considered our title was the 
better title: He admitted that above 499 it was not 
unquestionable. title, free from incumbrance, and 
therefore a. spirit of just’ and’ liberal ‘compromise 
would divide the territory between. the two: high 
contracting -partiés. But he. concurred ‘with ‘the 
gentleman who had just taken his. seat, [Mr. 
‘Wicx,] and he did ‘not believe there was a man in 
this House, or in the United States, who had ex- 
amined the question, who doubted our title up to 
49°, and who would not fight rather than surren- 
der any portion of territory below that line. But 
he had heard with mortification and deep regret, the 
remark from a member of this House, and he un- 
derstood the same had fallen also from a member 
of the other House, that the United States ought 
again to tender to Great Britain the offer of the 
line of 49°, He hoped we never would. He said, 
England has the right to return, (she might be 
mistaken, we might be mistaken,) but England 
has the right to conclude that we will accept the 
line of 499, if offered by her. And when an emi- 
nent Whig in the other branch of this Congress, 


Nees Fie ae fe ootlueal parece; || (Mr. Woasren,] had declared that England might 
he z Baie R „to. 


expect the United States never to give them one 
foot below 49°, but fight rather than do it; he 
(Mr. J.) hoped that when that part of his speech 
reached Great Britain, they would believe there 


| it was not a war party alone, but thé whole peo- 


| ple, that would sustain Mr.’ Polk in that posi- 


vention, she had a right to pass that law; the 


me 
| tion. 
| United States never had considered that she had | away, and a new. Congress is elected before the 


And he believed if this Congress passes 
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- Settlement of this question,-she never could settle 
upon the parallel of 499." -He did fot say that a 
new Congress would be’ instructed formally, spe- 
cially, particularly, bat he believed the public mind 
was onward on this question; that,’as our title is 
“better: understood, the ‘people would not-be dis- 
‘posed to give-up as muchas they how. were, Time 
would de what ‘time: has done heretofore, and our 
title would grow’ stronger and stronger in the esti- 
‘mation of our-people.. “England had.a-right:to-be- 
lieve, if sheiw good faith tenders a.compromise at 
490, thatthe “President will accept of it, «Mr, J. 
did: not know whether-he:would:or not. ‘He could 
.only judge of him by his. public acts; but he could 
only say, when a compromise is offered from one 
“private individual to another and ‘rejected, that in- 
dividual has a right to expect if: he turns round 
‘and makes. the same offer it will be received by the 
first party. We had made 49° our-ultimatum by 
the withdrawal of our proposition on. that line 
after it was rejected; and if England did not be- 
lieve that we will never settle on better terms for 
her than 49°, ‘neither would she * be persuaded, 
though one. rose from the dead.”? 

‘Mr. POLLOCK objected to the bill with its 
present provisions, as going beyond its avowed 
object in its title, viz: a temporary measure for the 
‘protection of the rights of our settlers during the 
continuance of the joint occupation. It not only 
contemplated this, but, atthe expiration of this pe- 
riod, itassumed'a permanent character. He was 
‘originally an Oregon man, but he considered that 
the passage of this ‘bill without alteration, would 
be in direct violation of the convention of 1827. 
Fle was disposed to go as far as Great Britain had 
gone, by her law of 1821, for the protection of her 
citizens, which, if not by express provision, by a 
fair construction, excepted from its operation Amer- 
dcan-citizens. If the amendment of Mr. Vinrow 
were-adopted, the serious objections to the bill will 
-be:-removed; the recommendations of the President 
-would be carried out; protection would be afforded 
to American citizens; and the faith of the United 
‘States: would be preserved. 
receive his vote. 
5 Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, obtained the 

oor, 

And, on motion, the committee rose, 
- And the House adjourned. 


0 | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
, Farway, April 17, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday waa read and ap- 
proved. ; ` ; 
Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL moved that the House 
resolve-itsélf. into Committee of the ‘Whole on the 
state of the Union. .; ae 
Mr. G. 8. HOUSTON rose to inquire whether 
‘the joint: resolution from the Senate om the. sub- 
-ject of tthe notice’? had-been received from the 
Senate. | ` 
The SPEAKER. Notto the knowledge of the 
hair, . 
e Mr. COBB. How could it bave been received? 
The question on the motion of Mr. C. J. Ivcer- 
soLL having been taken, and decided in the afirm- 
o Ative- 
; * "The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole. on the state of the Union, (Mr. HAMLIN, 
of Maine, in the chair.) 


THE NOTICE. 


The Chairman had just taken his sent, when 
The SPEAKER resumed the chair informally 
receive f 
CA menet from the Senate, by the hands of A. 
Dickins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House that 
the Senate had passed the joint resolution of notice 
-to-Great. Britain to annul and abrogate the conven- 
tiopbėetween the United States and Great Britain, 
“of the 6th day of August, 1827, relative to the 
-country.on the northwest coast of America, west- 
ward. of the Stony Mountains, commonly called 
Oregon, with an amendment, in which the-concur- 
rence of the House. was asked. 


‘JURISDICTION OVER OREGON TERRITORY. 


; irman again resumed. his seat in com- 
eas ea wine committee resumed. me considera- 
tion of the bill to protect the rights is American 

‘settlers in the territory of Oregon, until the. termi- 
“pation of the joint occupancy of the same. 


In this form it would | 


| ed to see this country maintain ita rights to Oregon, 


terms we can gel. Some of those who were called | 


Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN addressed the com- || 
mittee during his hour. He explained and vindi- l 
cated the position which he occupied in so small a |! 


‘minority—a minority of three of the Democratic | 


party——at the last session in opposition to the bill || 
organizing a territorial government over Oregon, i 
assigning as the principal reason therefor his be- | 
lief, from the hasty examination he was then able | 
to give it, (which had been strengthened on more 
mature reflection, and which was now claimed by 
the friends of the bill,) that it committed those who 
pupporied it to the hne of 54°.40'; and from his 
belief also that it was in violation of the conven- 
tion of 1827, as was declared in substance by the 
President in his Annual Message at the commence- | 
ment of this session. He alluded to the events |: 
which have taken place since the last session of || 
Congress, to the advancing opinion on the part of |; 


i 
i 
{ 
| 
! 
i 
i 
; 
i 
j 


i 
i 
|! 
| 
} 
i 
{ 
| 
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ject. In case the bill remained in its present form, | 
as a permanent mensure, he should be compelled 
to take the responsibility of voting against it, even | 
though he should stand alone; but he warmly ap- 
pealed to his friends who took the other view, to 
defer such action until the next session, and thus 
avoid a separntion at present, and still to present | 
an unbroken front upon this embarrassing ques- 
tion of our foreign relations. He objected also to 
many details of the bill—especially to the promise |; 
of granta of land.to settlers (which he considered 
tantamount to grants themselves, and an infraction 
of the treaty stipulations.) 

In the course of his remarks. (of which a report 
will appear in the Appendix) he yielded for expla- 
nation to Mr. G.S. HOUSTON, |. . 

Mr. DOUGLASS had no desire again to enter 
into the discussion, of the Oregon question, He 
did not propose at this time to discuss the validity |! 
or the extent of our title to the northwest coasi, 
the question of notice, or our rights under the treaty 
of joint occupancy, any further than it became ne- 
ceasary to sec how far the provisions of this bill 
were consistent with the treaty of joint occupancy. 
His object in trespassing upon the committee and 
the House at this time was to explain the provis- | 
iong of this bil, comparing them with the British | 
regulations on the same subject, and answering | 
auch objections as had been urged, that this bill | 
was in conilict with the treaty of joint occupancy. | 

| 
f 


| 
| 
| 
t 


He was unwilling to do any act during the con- 
tinuance of the treaty which could, by any process 
of reasoning, be construed to. violate any one of its 
provisions or its principles. As much as he desir- i 


and the whole of Oregon, and as unwilling as he | 
was to give any vote for any measure which might | 
surrender, or propose to surrender, or contemplate | 
the probability of a future surrender of any portion 
of that country, he did, nevertheless, regard that it 
was incumbent upon this country to. preserve its 
honor and its faith; as well as its territorial rights, 
For that reason he should vote for no bill which 
he believed violated. any provision or principle of || 
the treaty of joint occupation, N : 

Various gentlemen, in the discussion: ofthis 
question, had objected to this bill, because-it. did 
not prescribe specific boundaries. to ‘Gur. territory: 
west of the Rocky Mountains; and, vas. faras he 
could guther, these objections came from. the-op- |! 
posite sides of the House-—from the two-extremes:. 
those who went for the whole of Oregon, and from || 
those who are ready to compromise.on the’ best 
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u 54O 40’ men,” were unwilling to go for the bill. 
unless the boundaries are prescribed in it, because 
it will be conceded a. relinquishment of some of 
our claim. Others.object, and his friend from Al- 
abama, [Mr. Cuapmay,}. without boundaries, as- 
serted our claim to ae K , and pledged every man 
-who voted for it to this line. >, 

If this bill should pass, he (Mr. D.) should be 
very glad to put the construction upon it which 
was argued by these gentlemen; andhe would. be 
very glad to get this Government committed, and 
by a committal, too, so firm, thet they-can’be held 
to it, to the stand of 540 40'.. But candor required 
him to say that he did not regard this bill.as com 
mitting the Government to 540 40’, or. anyother 
line. There had been other acts onthe part..of 
this House, and the Senate, and the Executive 
Department, which, in his estimation, have com- 
mitted the Government to 54° 40'; and if these 
committals were not strong enough, were not.firm 
enough, and sacred enough, to hold our Govern- 
ment to that point, certainly there was nothing in 
this bill that could do so. He confessed, when 
this bill was originally brought forward into this 


| House by himself, it did specify 54° 40’ as the 


northern boundary; that he felt unwilling to see it 
stricken out; that he felt it hig duty to bring in the 
amendment which he had offered, to show. his own 
dissent, as well as that of his colleague upon the 
committee, the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Price.) He objected to striking out 540 40’, not 
because he considered it of any practical utility in 


|, the bill, but because he was apprehensive that its 
i} omission would be considered as a surrender, or a 
| disposal to yield somewhat in regard to this ques- 
j tion, 
i; should commit the Government. 


He would rather have had a line in it which 


But he found many members of this House. who 


were unwilling to vote for any particular Jine, and 
i yet were willing to extend protection to our citi- 
| zens in Oregon so far as is consistent with the stip- 
‘ulations of the treaty between the United States 


and Great Britain. i 

Now, what was the language of this bill? It pro- 
vided that the jurisdiction of the United States shall 
be, and hereby is, extended over all that portion of 
the United States which lies west of the Rocky 
Mountains. But the question was asked, What 
portion of country is that? He understood it to be 
all that portion west of the Rocky Mountains be- 
tween 42° and 540 40! at least; others understood 
it west of the Rocky Mountains and ‘between:420 
and. 49°;.others between 42° and.520; and otherg 
somewhere beginning. at 42°, and running north of 
that, they knew not how far, And because of this 
contrariety of opinion, and inasmuch as it was ne- 
cessary to bring a majority of this House to the 


| support of some measure for the protection of our 


citizens there, and inasmuch as all our settlers were 
upon that portion of the country, to which our title 
is indisputable, it was thought best to leave the 
question of tite open, fixing. no boundary: and 
how could it be said, then, that when the bill pre» 
scribed no boundary at. all, it committed the Gov- 
ernment to any particular line? As he had before 
remarked, he wished it did; but he was compelled 
in all candor and frankness to say that, in. his es- 
timation, it did not. And they were. reduced to 
the necessity—those who went for the whole-of the 
territory—to take the bill in the shape which pre» 
scribed no boundary at all, or Jose the bill, he was 
afraid; and he preferred it in that shape rather than 
to lose it altogether, bight 

Mr. J. R, INGERSOLL interposed, and was 
understood to ask of the gentleman: to: make-tho 
effort to get the specific line of 54°.40' inserted 
in the bill. Focuses ed 

Mr. DOUGLASS was not prepared. to: promise 
his friend from Pennsylvania at thistime- that he 
would make the effort to get the line: of 549. 40" in- 
troduced. He was not yet determined..whether 
he would or not; and if he did not,:he presumed 


.that the gentleman understood very. well-the reason 


why he would not; and the gentleman’s anxiety to 
getit rather cooled his ardor for having it put in; 
for he-apprehended: that.-his friend, if he went for 
“the whole or-norie;”?: would. probably go for none, 
and would rather have the bill defeated in toto, and 
no: bill at all- passed; and if he thought the.inser- 
tien of 549 40’ would defeat -all.our. legislation, 
abandon-the whole country, forfeit all our rights 

and throw our citizens there to. the mercy of the 
British or the Indians, he would deem it wise and 
prudent. to ‘put in that boundary for thia purpose, 
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Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL (Mr. D. again yield- | 
ing) was understood to call upon the gentleman to 
put in the form of positive enactment what he had 
so well argued before the committee. PEN 

Mr. DOUGLASS (resuming) repeated his dis- 
inclination to gratify the gentleman, by giving an 
indirect blow at this bill, having learned, if he 
wished to gain an object, it was sometimes better 
to yield a little that one might desire, in order to || 
get the support of a majority, rather than being ij 
impracticable, and insisting upon his own pecu- 
liar views to hazard the whole, and Jose the ob- 
ject he had in view. He understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to occupy the position that this 
country of Oregon belongs to nobody, and thus that | 
we have no country west of the Rocky Moun- || 
tains; and, entertaining these views, the gentleman || 
deemed it consistent with honor and patriotism to | 
attempt to defeat this bill by a parliamentary at- | 
tack. 

Butas Mr. D.’s object was different—as he be- | 
lieved we had a title to. the whole territory—he | 
would vote for a billwhich extends our jurisdiction |i 
over the whole territory in general terms, and there- | 
by furnishes’ protection to our people, and sends | 
our officers there for the purpose of protecting our | 
rights, and at the same time avoiding collisions 
with the Indians or the Hudson Bay Company; | 
and when the time comes, he would prescribe the 
boundary hereafter, And he said to the gentle- | 
man now, in answer to his question, that when | 
the time came to prescribe the boundary, he would 
find him (Mr. D.) voting for 54° 40’, and nothing || 
short; and he hoped the gentleman would be with 
him upon that question. 

Mr. HOLMES here addressed a remark to Mr. 
D., which was not heard by the reporter, (but the | 
purport of which may be gathered from Mr. D.’s 
reply.) 

Mr. DOUGLASS (resuming) said he would tell | 
the gentleman. The gentleman from South Caro- | 
lina asked him how he reconciled what he had just | 
said with the sentiment he had before uttered, that 
if he could not get the whole, he was willing to 
take a part. He would tell the gentleman, when 
it came to a question of his rights, he went for his 
rights, and the whole of his rights, and the main- 
tenance of his honor, Honor, the gentleman said, 
wasaunity; he wished the gentleman to understand 
that his rights and the rights of his country were | 
aunity; and he knew not how it was that the gen- | 
tlemin went to make a division of his country’s 
rights, and thought it consistent with honor and 
patriousm to protect that portion of the country’s | 
rights that lie in one section of the Union, and |; 
abandon that portion of the country’s rights that i 
lie in another portion of the Union. Our rights, 
as well as our honor, are a unit, and to be the sub- | 
ject of no compromise at all, 

This bill made no boundaries. A difficulty might 
arise as to how far this bill extended our jurisdic- 
tion. In principle, there could be no conflict. The 
bill said that our jurisdiction is extended to the ex- 
tent of our tile. But it might be said that the ex- | 
tent of our title was unknown. That was true; so 
that whilst there was no conflict in principle, there 
may be in practice. ‘There might be a difficulty in |) 
ascertaining where the dividing line was. He |, 
thought there was no difficulty, others thought there |) 
was. Then, if our people were scattered over that 
whole territory at this moment, from 42° to 54° 40’, 
he conceded that there would be an immediate col- 
lision arising between our citizens and British sub- :: 
jects in the execution of theselaws. Butitso hap- |: 
pened that our people there were all confined to the | 
south of the Columbia. Our Jaws, under this bill, | 
would be executed just as far as our settlements 
extend; they would expand as our settlements in- 
erease. Their execution, therefore, at first would |! 
be confined to the south side of the Columbia; |! 
when our people spread over it, they would go with |; 
them; and when we found the Indians and the fur- | 
bearing animals receding from our settlements, we 
would find the Hudson Bay Company following 
them, and our settlements would take their place. 
Thus, under the operation of this bill, our laws | 
might, at first, be confined to the south side of the 
Columbia river, and proceed from point to point up |; 
to Portland channel. ‘Thus it might be many 
years before a conflict arises (if any ever should |, 
arise) between our settlements on the other side of | 
the mountains and the British or the Hudson Bay || 
Company.. $ f 

He could i 


i 
t 
| 
i 
f 
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not-express positively the firm convie- 


| quent legislation could reach the criminals and pun- 


i thought it would be the height of folly to let this 


tion that no collision would arise; but he thought 
it would be much less likely under this bill than if 
you do not pass it, for the simple reason that this 
bill provided for the sending of our justices of the 
peace, our Indian agents, arid other ministerial 
agents, into that territory. Our superintendent of 
Indian Affairs would execute our laws under the 
divection of the President. :« Through this superin- 
tendent there, the. President could exercise that 
wholesome restraint upon our settlers there that 
would avoid collision, and keep them at peace, 
when, perhaps, if-left to their. own. will, their own 
enthusiasm and passions, they might create: con- 
flicts and plunge the two countries into war. It 
was remarked by a gentleman near him that there 
was now no law, and that this bill gives them law; 
and in that remark was a most powerful and unan- 
swerable argument in favor of this bill. 

But his esteemed friend from Ohio, [Mr. Vin- 
TON,] had disparaged this bill, as. flimsy and inef- 
fective. Compared with the bill he (Mr. D.) had 
introduced in the amendment which he had offered, 
or compared with the bill he had brought forward 
for the organization of a territorial. government, 
with its whole machinery, to be put in operation 
at once, perhaps that judgment might be correct. 
But he thought this bill would not be -found quite 
as inefficient as was imagined. It was susceptible 
of being made one of the most efficient and pow- 
erful bills ever passed by this Congress. It gave 
discretionary power and discretionary means, and 


| these vested in the hands of a man of firmness, of 


prudence, and wisdom, might be made a most effi- 
cient and powerful enginery of Government.’ The 
right kind of a man should be placed-at the head 
of it; and he was willing to trust the Executive 
with the appointment and direction of the mode in 
which his duties should be performed under this 
bill. He believed this bill would furnish ample 
and full protection to our settlers there, during the 
continuance of this joint occupation. 

He proceeded to notice other objections. Gen- 
tlemen had urged the objection that this bill should 
be limited in its operation to the continuance of the 
treaty of joint occupancy; and he was sorry to hear 
some gentlemen say, unless it was thus limited, 
they would not vote for it. The reason which they 
urged was one, in the facts of which he fully con- 
curred; but he did not think they ought to conduct 
to the conclusion at which they arrive. That rea- 
son was, that this bill was just what it should be 
during the continuance of the joint occupancy, but 
when the joint occupancy ceases, that new and dif- 
ferent, and perhaps more efficient, legislation will 
become necessary Now, he concurred fully in 


this; but this was no reason why they should have |! 


this bill terminated on the day the convention ex- 
pires, and our people be left without law, without 
government, and without’ protection or restraint 
until a new code of laws shall be passed and put 
in operation. Suppose that after the notice. was 
given and expired on account of a difference be- 
tween the two Houses of Congress, for instance 
as to the precise form of a law, Congréss should 
adjourn and go home: what would be the conse- 
quence, unless this bill was so framed as to con- 
tinue in operation? By this bill we abolished the 
provisional government they have established for 
themselves; and, at the expiration of the notice, 
the people would be left without law, without pro- | 
tection, and without government. Crime then | 
could be committed with impunity; and no subse- 


ish them. They would also be left without offi- 
cers, and their militia would be disbanded at the | 
very time we may expect possibly to have a colli- 
ion with Great Britain in this territory. He 


bill terminate there. 
or changed by law. z 

But it bad been urged—he thought without due 
consideration—-that this bill, if it did not terminate 
by its own limitation at the expiration of the | 


notice, would violate the treaty. It would not 


Let it continue until repealed 


| violate the treaty as long as it was in force, but 
would begin to violate it just at the moment it be- i, 
| 


comes dead. And this argument had been urged | 
with a good deal of enthusiasm, and he fancied 


zery much thought and reflection. Ttr équired no 
answer to show that the law would not violate a 
treaty after that treaty had expired. 

Then, what did it violate? Why, it extended to 
our territory, and only this. It extended concur, 


with a good deal of sincerity, although not with | 


rently with the. British legislation: so long 1 
‘treaty continues. It would -become-exclusive as 
| soon as the treaty expires. And-he considered it 
| self-evident that it shouldbe first applied io our 
| own; not to British territory. a. 

` Recurring to the objection that it extended our 
| jurisdiction to the extent of ‘our title-and it waa 
| uncertain how far. our title goes—he repeated, that 
| in; principle this provision was correct, though. in 
practice 1t might possibly give. rise to collisions. 
But there was, in his estimation, no probability-of 
conflict arising immediately, unless , the.public 
| authorities of the two Governments desire to have, 
i conflict. The President of the United States, 
| through his Superintendent of Indian. Affairs, 
| under this bill, would have the power to restrain 
American citizens from any aggressions that would 
| lead to'a conflicts and the- British Government, 
| through their judicial officer in that country, James 
Douglass, had the same power; for anybody who 
| knew anything about that high functionary, knew 
i that he exercises a more unlimited, unrestricted 
| power in Oregon than any despot on earth... His 
willis the law, and his vassals execute his will. 
Talk about slaves in South Carolina or Louisiana: 
the British subjects in Oregon were mere slaves, 
Look into the condition of: the Hudson’s: Bay 
Company, and you found slavery in all.its forms, 
| Hence there was no necessity of collision. between 
the settlers belonging to the two Governments, 
unless one or the other desire to. produce it. 

But the fourth section of the bill was objected: to 
because it contemplated the granting a. certain 
amount of land hereafter to-each settler.in Oregon; 
| and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CHAPMAN] 
| said it was manifést that there was no distinction 
between the promise to grant and the grant of lands 


|| itself. It seemed to Mr. D. to be a debatable 


point. For instance, the treaty of joint occupation, 
| to some extent merged the sovereignty of the-soil 
and left it in abeyance. The grant of land was a 
igh act of sovereignty, and would hence be con- 
sidered a violation of the convention; but as we 
claimed we own the country, and ‘there was ‘some 
part of it over which none would dispute our claim, 
‘a promise could be. made, that when this. incum- 
brance arising out of the joint occupancy shall be 
removed—when the sovereignty, shall. be brought 
back to its original position in us, that then we will 
| make the grant. It was like the. bond, that when 
you buy a piece of land you will convey it. Or, it 
was more like a bond, that you will convey a piece 
| of land without incumbrance, when the incum- 
! brance, which is now upon it, is removed. He 
| thought there was a manifest difference. 
Another objection to striking it out was; that 
| every bill heretofore introducéd into. Congress-had 
| made promise of lands hereafter.. Our ‘people have 
| gone there.and settled, under the faith of this action. 
If they refused now to carry it out, they discourage 
settlement, and thus weakened our force in that ter- 
‘ritory. For this reason he thought it would be im- 
| politic to leave it out. = i 
| But if gentlemen would look. at: the act:of. the 
British Parliament of 1821, they would: find: that 
the British: Government contemplated at Iéast some- 
thing ofthis kind. . (Mr. De referred to the: words 
of the law in proof of this.) And it was wellknown 
that Dr. McLaughlin, the acting governor- of the: 
' Hudson Bay Company, had ‘laid out towns and 
cities even south of the Columbia, and even in some 
cases that American citizens held town lots, the 
; ground upon which their storehouses were erected 
&e., under deed from the governor of the Hudson 
| Bay Company. And yet, nothwithstanding all this, 
| were we not to make promises of grants, when the 
! incumbrance upon our property is removed? “He 
| was willing to go on in our legislation~not as far 
i as the Parliament of Great Britain had gone—but 
! as far as they had deemed it proper to execute the 
- laws they had passed. These laws, under. the law 
: of 1821, were to extend over the whole of Oregon, 
‘absolutely, unconditionally, exclusively, without 
/any exemption of American citizens from the ope- 
ration of those laws. Yes, by the British laws 
now in operation over Oregon, every American 
citizen, if arrested, was liable to be taken to Cana- 
da, and put into jail, under trial, whenever the act- 
ing agent of the Hudson Bay Company shall. say 
It was true that the British authorities did not 
ji think it proper to execute that. law, and therefore 
| instructions were given to draw a distinction. 
American citizens were thus exempted, not-from 
the law, but from mere motives of policy, by an 
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er of her Majesty the Queen to: James Doug- 
„dass, her representative in that territory. 
- Mr. HOLMES was hore understood to suggest 
the difficulty that would arise: under this bill when 
Towa threw, off its territorial. character, and was 
admitted as a‘State, Pg ag e 
``. Mr. DOUGLASS said the committee had anti- 
cipated ‘that; ‘and. this. would: be. the remedy: the 
admission of Towa into the Union created a neces- 
sity for:the organization of a new. territory adjoin- 
ing Towa, for the protection of citizens. léft without 
its-boundaries; ahd they proposed, at this session, 
as-soon as the Idwa bill passed, to create a new 
territory, and attach Oregon to it: : 
Mr. HOLMES here made. ‘another remark, 
which was altogether inaudible to the reporter. 
Mr. DOUGLASS resuming, said, yes, [know 
the. gentleman is. speaking as a friend to 540 40’, 
and if 54° 40’ had many more such friends to 
speak for it on this floor, ke was really afraid that 
we would have no Oregon at all; that-all Oregon 
would be blotted out of the map, and would not 
be found:on. the face of the globe except in the 
British‘ possessions. The gentleman a friend of 
54° 40'! Why, the gentleman regarded the 540 
40’ men as “war hawks” and “ war dogs!” 
-In reference to another remark of Mr. Homes, 
Mr. DOUGLASS said the gentleman remarked 
that they—the friends of the entire claim to 540 
40'—had modified their position; but he thought 
the gentleman. would find that the only way to 
account for this seeming change of position, was 
that the gentleman had thrown away the glasses 
that formerly obscured his vision, and now saw 
their position in its true light.. . So far ag. he (Mr. 
D.) could speak for the 54° 40’ men, he could only 
say that he pursued such legislation as he believed 
best calculated to protect our rights there, and get 
the whole country, He was for Oregon, and the 
whole of Oregons and if gentlemen thought that 


Ahere was any inconsistency between this bill and 
their:position,;.he wanted them to consider that the 
opposition of friends, from whom they had a right 
to expect better things, compelled them to tuke 
that which they had found it extremely hard to 
accept; but that which, beeause they were com- 
paled to protect our rights there, and maintain the 
ionor of the country, they took as the best they 
could get. And he hoped they would not be taunted 
with it, in addition, by applying to them the term 
moderation. Butif the gentleman meant by the term 
moderation a disposition to yield up one inch from 
54°. 40', now or hereafter, under this or any future 
Administration, or to.sanction or approve, justify, 
or defend any man that does it, he would find him- 
self mistaken, If the gentleman expected him, as 
a 540 40' man, ever to release the Democratic party 
fromthe charge of perfidy, if they receded from 
54° 40’, or relinquished any portion of the terri- 
-tory below that, he mistook his man. Mr. D. 
“made. no quarrel with those who. differed with him. 
He impugned’ the motives of no man. He left 
them free to exercise their own judgment; but he 
withdrew nothing he had said upon this or any 
other occasion, as to the awful responsibility that 
rests upon any man that should ever yield one 
inch from 54° 40’, after bheing committed to it aa 
firmly by honor as he said the whole Democratic 
‘party were. i 
“These being his sentiments, when he came to 
legislation he might. yield something, for the sake 
of obtaining.a greater good hereafter. Ee knew, 
in the estimation of many of his 54° 40’ friends, he 
had yielded too much already. They scemed to 
think it would be better to lose all legislation than 
to make this sacrifice; yet he believed that the 


good of the country, the safety of our people be- |) 


vond the mountains, the peace of the world, re- 
quired some legislation on this subject—some efi- 
cient legislation. "We were in more danger of war | 
by this--he would bot say timid course—but by 
this want of activity, of harmony, and. union, in 
“assertion and defence of our rights there, than from 
any other cause, And now, if war ever grows out 
of this Oregon question, it will grow out of the fact 
that these compromises have increased the British 
pretensions so much, that we can never make an. 
honorable settlement of the question. It was the 
“compromisers who were the war.-men—not from 
design, but from timidity, from want of resolu- 
“tion. He did: not suppose any argument would | 
produce any effect now upon the minds of those 


‘which destroyed their own object. 
peace, and we could have peace, and the whole of | 


-men who have argued the British side better than 
Mr, Pakenham himself; who have maintained ! 


British interests better than Great Britain ever 
could maintain them. These men it was that en- 
couraged the arrogance and the pretensions of Great 


Britain, till she demanded so much that this coun- | 


try could never yield it. He did not regret it; be- 
cause he thought that cut off their last hope of set- 
lement. He thought they had used the weapon 
He wanted 


Oregon, if we would stand by the rights and inter- 
ests of our country, and. act firmly in the defence 


of those rights and interests by our legislation here. | 


Mr. D.’s hour here expired. 

“Mr, JEFFERSON DAVIS took the floor; but 
yielded it for a moment to 

Myr. DANIEL, who gave notice that he would 
offer the following amendment, which was read for 
information: f 

Strike out all iù the first section of the bill after 


‘eluded between the two countries, defining the 
‘rights of the United States to the territory, in that 
‘event to remain in foree over such portion there- 
‘of as may be secured to the United States, until 
altered or repealed: Provided, however, ‘That this 
“act shall not be construed nor executed in such 
‘manner as to deprive the subjects of Great Brit- 
‘ain of any of the rights and privileges secured by 
‘the treaty aforesaid, and also over all that portion 
“of the intermediate country west of Missouri river, 


‘and between the 40th and 43d parallels of north lat- || 


“itude.” 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS said, the closing re- 
marks of the gentleman who had preceded him cer- 
tainly invited a reply; but in consideration of the 
little time which remained of that allowed for 
this discussion and the number of gentlemen anx- 
ious to address the committee, he would only say, 
in answer to these remarks, that he re 


man in his opinions upon Oregon, were so want- 
ing in wisdom or patriotism as ignoranty or tim- 


idly to saevitice American rights. Not always was | 


it found that those who most readily entered into 
quarrel, bore themselves best after they were in. 
Sometimes the first to get into n -row are the first 
who wish themselves out. ` 
He declined to enter into the question of title, 
The ancient voyages of Spain—the ancient con- 


| ventions in relation to. the Northwest coast of 


Americn—seemed to him so lithe: connected with 
the subject before the committee, that he had lis- 
tened to such speeches with the feelings of the 
Vicar of Wakefield, when he met the sharper of 
the fair in prison, and he commenced his recital 
on cosmogony. Stop! said the Vicar, sorry to 
interrupt so much learning, but I think I have 
heard all that before. 

He would point out his most prominent objec- 
tions to the bin and before closing, would offer 
a substitute for its provisions. He said, the title 
of the bill met his entire approval. Our citizens 
in Oregon had a right to expect our protection. Tt 
was gratifying to him to witness the fact, that 
though they had gone beyond the exercise of our 
jurisdiction, they looked back and asked that the 
Jaws of their fatber-land might follow them; they 


| invited the restraints of our legislation; thus giv- 


ng the’ highest proof of their attachment, and 
paying the righest tribute to our Institutions. 
"Chere is sufficient unanimity as to the propriety 


of extending our laws over American citizens in 
Oregon, to justify me in omitung that branch ofi 
the subject, and proceeding at once to inquire by | 


what mode this may be effected. By the bill under 
discussion, it is proposed to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the supreme court of Iowa, and the laws 
of said Territory, as far as applicable to that por- 
tion of the territory of the United States which 


lies west of the Rocky, Mountains, and also over | 


a belt of country east of those mountains and west 
of the Missouri river, and lying betweén. the for- 
tieth and forty-third parallel of north latitude, 
Who here knows what the laws of Iowa are, 
still less what they may be; but this much we all 
may know, that from the difference in the condi- 
tion and wants of the two countries, the one must 


pered the! 
assumption, that all who differed from the gende- | 


America, Our Government had always recog- 
nised the usufruct of the Indians of the territory 
i possessed by them. Our jurisdiction over Indian 
| country has heretofore been confined to regulating 
‘trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes; and 

serving process upon our own citizens within the 
| Indian territory. This is to give force to.the laws 


l 
i 
l 4 
jot Towa over all the Indian country therem. de- 
i 
1 
| 
| 


i seribed; to wrest, without the just and liberal com- 
pensation we have heretofore paid for the extin- 
guishment of Indian title, a belt of country on this 
side of the mountains, from the tribes who possess 
it, and, by the strong hand, to seize all which lies 
| beyond. 

| e said, gentleman had frequently addressed 
| us upon the rights of Great Britain and the con- 
|| flicting claims of that Government and ours in the 
|| Oregon territory. By the conventions of 1818 and 
A 1897, the title as between these two Governments 
ij was in abeyance. Let us strictly regard all our 
i treaty stipulations with that rival claimant; buat 
I, most especially let us respect the rights of the 
more helpless occupant, and more rightful posses- 
ii sor—the savage—who originally held the country. 
| ‘To this end, he said, he had drawn up, and would 
{i submit a substinue for the bill, violative of the 
i| rights of no one, in strict accordance with the usage 
n of this Government, and, as he believed, most ef- 
| fective to preserve peace and order, and extend to 
ony citizens in Oregon the benefits of our republi- 
pean laws and institutions, It was the application, 
iso far as suited to the circumstances, of the ordi- 
[nance of 1787, for the government of the territory 
j of the United States northwest of the Ohio river, 
| and of the Jaw of 1789, to render it more effectual, 
Under these, our citizens in the various territories 
of the northwest had passed from the condition of 
Indian country to the second grade of government. 
No question could arise in their ‘application which 
had not been already adjudicated; and; therefore, 
| in'adopting this plan, we could distinctly see, and 
| accurately judge, of the results it would. produce, 

In view of the peculiar condition of the Oregon ter- 
ritory, he excepted, by a proviso, that portion of 
the ordinance which refers to a general assembly; 
| also substituted for the freehold qualification ‘of 
| officers required by that instrament-the qualifica- 
| Hons prescribed in the territory ofJowa, where, no 
|| freehold is necessary, and had added a section se- 
į curing to the British subjects in Oregon all the rights 
| and privileges they derive from existing: treaties, 
| so long as those treaties shall continue. By this 
| substitute it is proposed to provide for the appoint- 
ment of a Governor, who should be ex officio super- 
|| intendent of Indian affairs, and three judges: These 
| officers appointed by the President, ‘by ard with 
|| the consent of the Senate, are to receive the same 
|| compensation as officers of a like grade in the Ter- 
| ritory of Iowa. They are to be authorized to adopt 
t such laws from the statutes of ‘the different States 
| of our Union as may be applicable to the condi- 
| tion of that country, the whole to-be subject to the 
|! revision and approval of Congress, 

Thus, sir, we shall be guarded against the dan- 
gers of extending the laws of a tertitory existing, 
and hercafier to be enacted without our knowledge, 
and above our control, likewise from any improper 
egislation which might result from a representa- 
tive assembly in a mixed and wnseitled colony. 
The officers of the Government thus constituted are 
authorized by proclamation to define the limits of 
the settlements of our citizens in Oregon, to which 
the Indian title has been, or may be extinguished, 
| and within sach settlement to locate the ‘seat: of 
| government for the territory. Until the Indian title 
| has-been legally extinguished in some portion of 

the territory, it is a violation of the policy we have 
heretofore observed, and which stands upon our 
' history a proud monument of humanity and jus- 

ticé, to locate our courts, and assume territorial 
Jurisdiction in that country. 


| 
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Having a point upon which to rest our territorial 
government, its process can thence extend into the 
Indian country around it to persons found therein, 
and subject to our jurisdiction. , S 
of 1834, a criminal might be arrested in the terri- 
tory of Oregon, brought over to our courts.in Mis- 


souri or Iowa for trial, as they are frequently || 


arrested, and brought to trial from the Indian coun- 
try east of the mountains. 

"From the various instances of erecting a territo- 
rial government in the manner proposed, he would 
detain the committee by a reference to but one—. 
that of Wisconsin. i ` : 

The United States held free from Indian title the 
small tract of land at Green Bay. Upon this they 
located their territorial officers; here the laws were 
administered: and hence a process issued into the 
remainder of the territory occupied by Indians. 

The only difference between Wisconsin and Ore- 
gon, if any difference exists to vary Our practice on 
this point, must arise from. the joint-occupancy con- 
vention between England and the United States. 
To my mind this offers no obstacle. 

Our settlements in Oregon are entirely within the 
limits within which we have actual, legal posses- 
sion—our possession recognised by the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain before the joint convention 
was formed which is now said to impose upon us 
limitations. 

Pending the negotiation of 1827, Mr. Gallatin 
informs us the American Plenipotentiary declined 
to agree to any convention containing an express 
provision against the exercise of any exclusive 
sovereignty over the territory. He says, in his 
letter dated January 22, 1846, referring to the ne- 
gotiations of 1827, in relation to the territory west 
of the Stony Mountains, “* The probability that it 
might become necessary for the United States to 
establish a territorial, or some sort of a government, 
over their own citizens, was explicitly avowed.” 
Great Britain, through her mercantile corporation, 
the Hudson Bay Company, extends her laws over 
Oregon. We have none other than political cor- 
porations, through which to effect the same object 
on the part of the United States. The proposition 
he submitted was through a governor and judges, 
as the head of a territorial. incorporation, to trans- 
mit the laws of the United States to her citizens 
residing beyond the practical extension of her or- 
ganized jurisdiction. 

This, he contended, we had a right to do under 
the existing convention with Great Britain; this | 
was our duty to our own citizens, to the Indian 
inhabitants of that territory, and, as he believed, 
essential to the preservation of order, and the main- 
tenance of our treaty obligations. This policy 
was unconnected with the termination of the con- 
vention of the joint occupancy with Great Britain, 
and should have been adopted long ago. It was 
necessary to limit the British act of 1821, which | 
has found an excuse, in the absence of all other 
law, or ‘ civil government,” for an extension in- 
vasive of our nights, and injurious to our people. 

With this brief explanation, and relying on the 
familiarity of the committee with the subject-mat- 
ter it contained, he submiited his substitute to their 
consideration. : 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose and said, that 
he had been instructed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs to offer, as a substitute for that part of 
the bill relating to the Indians, a bill which he had 
recently reported from that committee. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON said that the Com 
mittee on Territories would assent to that amend 
ment. 

Mr. OWEN then spoke on the subject; and his 
remarks will be given hereafter in the Appendix. 
Mr. O. said the bill left the extent of our claim 
independent, as it should do. 

He did not believe that there were ten men in the 
House who denied that we had any right in the |! 
territory. All agreed that we had some rights. 
Was it not, then, our duty to extend the laws of 
the United States over our citizens? He could not 
concur with the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Vinton] to terminate our jurisdiction, 
under this bill, with the expiration of the joint oc- 
cupation. That gentleman had said that the meas- 
ure would be construed to be offensive to Great 
Britain. As far as national honor was concerned, 
it. was a substantial and business matter, not a 
mere.abstraction. . No nation could þe bullied, or 
insulted, or deprived of its just rights, without suf- 
fering in: the eyes of other nations, . We should 


iH 


Now, by the act | 


 terrritory, yet by this amendment, if adopted, we 
|i would say that, after the termination of the con- 


| Jurisdiction. 


| tory that she had done. ‘ 
i said that no nation had any title in the territory. 
But Great Britain had asserted and exercised rights 


| do nothing that would place this or any other na- | 
tion in such an attitude: Eminent. lawyers. here 
i had differed as to the construction of this bill, and 
as to the construction of British statutes. Some 
had said that the British statutes of 1821 claimed 
| a territorial jurisdiction, Certainly this bill did 
not propose to do half so much as Great Britain 
had done. The only restriction. in the British 
statute related to trade. British. subjects were re- 
stricted from an exclusive right to trade where cit- 
izens of the United States. have a right. to trade. | 
We, in this bill, reserved all the rights of British 
subjects. . i 
We had not gone half as far as the British Gov- |] 
ernment had done. Suppose it should be said in ji 
‘Parliament that Great Britain had been bullied by 
the American Government, would not Sir Robert į 
Peel be compelled to reply, that the American Gov-:; 
; ernment had not gone half as far as the British 
Government had done? It would, therefore, be no 
cause of complaint to Great Britain. We should 
take care not to do anything that would appear to 
be an abandonment of our rights. í 
! He could see no reason for limiting the. bill to the 
| existence of the convention. The British subjects 
j would not thus be cut off from all protection. “The 
British jurisdiction would remain, while our people | 
| would not have laws to protect them. It would be | 
| considered, it had been argued, by the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Szppon,] that this bill as- |! 
sumed to extend our jurisdiction over the whole 
of Oregon at the end of the convention. ý 
had no people north of the Columbia. Our settlers - 
were in the valley of Willamette. But the ques- 
tion must came to an issue, ; 
Mr. SEDDON here proposed a question not 
heard by the reporter, | 
Mr. OWEN continued. It might be the right | 
and duty of our country to exclude all British juris- 
diction in their vicinity. The question of jurisdic- | 


} 
{ 
f 
i 
i 
i 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 
j 


tion must arise, and it might as well arise in this || 


as in any other manner. ; 

The practical effect of the amendment would be 
to intimate to Great Britain that we did not intend 
to defend our jurisdiction over our settlers, The 
moral effect of thisewould: be bad. va 

Mr. O. objected to several of the amendments 
that had been proposed, exempting British subjects 


! within our limits from the operation of our laws, 


Mr. BELL here suggested some amendments. 

Mr. OWEN thought there ought to be some 
additional assurance that the people who settled 
in Oregon should have grants of land on the west | 
side of the mountains, hese lands were ours, 


į though subject to an .incumbrance, which would 


; Ree i | 
cease with the expiration of the convention., i 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON had risen, he said, 
merely. for the purpose of suggesting the propriety | 
of yielding a little for the purpose of unanimity in 
regard to this bill. No one could imagine how 
much anxiety he had felt in relation to it; and he 
would say that he would have been loth to propose 
the bill, had he known how much he would have 
to endure. F : 

He would detain the committee only for a. few 
moments, while he made some suggestions in re- 
gard to the amendments that had been offered:. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Vix- | 
ron] would be a complete inversion, or reversion 
of the principle and objects of the bill. The gen- 
tleman had called this an imbecile bill, But if he 
were to indulge in any such reflections, he would 
show that the genlleman’s proposition was of the 
most imbecile character. 

The amendment would prevent the exercise of 
our jurisdiction in the territory after the termina- 
tion of the joint occupancy. Though we put an 
end to the convention, and assert our title to the 


vention, we would have no rights in the territory, 
and that we must clear out, bag and haggage— 
giving no protection to our citizens—exercising no 


We were so much in fear of Great Britain that 
we could not exert the same authority in the terri- 
Some gentlemen here had 


of jurisdiction in it, to a greater extent than we 
proposed, as he would show. He read some por- 
tions of the British statute of 1821. , 
Some objection -had been made to the promise of 
lands. 


| words: 


But we |j 


He would show a hundred cases-in which |; 


this: protective legislation -had taken. place.’. 
referred to the example ‘of. Virginia, New York 
and Pennsylvania, in 1779, whenlands were grant. 
ed prospectively, and upon some contingentiég,.to 
the revolutionary officers-frem those States; He 
went on to argue that such promises were: péra 
fectly proper. : : ni 


The-hourof two having arrived, the:committee; | 


j in pursuance of the order of the- House of Wed- 


nesday, proceeded to vote on amendments pend- 
ing, or to be offered; i ; oe 
The first section. of the bill isin the following 
“ Be it enacted by the Senate ond House of Repe 
“resentatives of the United States. of America, in 
* Congress assembled, That the. jurisdiction of the 
‘ supreme court of the. Territory of. Iowa, and the. 
‘laws of said Territory, so far as the same may be 
‘applicable, are hereby extended over all that por- 
‘tion of the territory of the United States which . 
‘ lies west of the Rocky Mountains; and, also, over 
‘all that portion of the intermediate country west of 


| ‘the Missouri river, and between the fortieth and 
| ‘ forty-third parallels of north latitude: Provided, 


‘that this act shall not be construed nor executed 
‘in such manner as to deprive the subjects of Great 
‘ Britain of any of the rights and privileges.secured , 
‘by the.third article of the treaty signed at Lon- 
‘don, October twentieth, eighteen hundred and 
‘eighteen, and continued in force by the treaty of 
‘August sixth, eighteen’ hundred’ and’ twenty- 
‘seven, (until said treaty stipulation shall cease by 
‘virtue of the notice provided for in the second 
‘article of said last-mentioned treaty:.)”” y 


_The first amendment was that of Mr @eS. : 
HOUSTON, to strike out therefrom the following 
words: pbs f 

‘* Until said treaty stipulation shall cease by vir- 
* tue of the notice provided for in the second article 
‘ of said last-mentioned treaty..”” ; 


Some conversation, took place on points of order . 
between Messrs. G. DAVIS, BOYD, DANIEL, 
TIBBATTS, and G. S. HOUSTON. fee 

Mr. BOYD moved to amend thé section so as 
to strike out from the 12th line the words * by the 
third article of.’ Agreed to: eae ea 

“Some further conversation followed between 
McCLELLAND and the Chair. |0: me 

The question was then ‘taken on the améndment 

| of Mr, Boyo; and it was rejected. °° 00 
The question was then taken on the amendme: 
of Mr. Hocenon and it was agreed to. : 

Mr. PAYNE offered the following amendment: 

‘* Strike out, in the 11th line of the first section, 
‘all after the words ‘as to,’ and insert the following: 
| <‘ operate upon British subjects, or to deprive Great 
| ‘ Britain of any of therighis and privileges now ex- 
j ‘isting, and acquired by the treaty signed at Lib 
‘don October the twentieth, eighteér Hundied ‘ai 
“eighteen, and continued in. force by the treaty of 
‘August sixth, eighteen hundred’ and twenty- 
‘seven,’ ? Me DRA ETT 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved, to amend the 
| amendment by inserting à provision that the Pres- 
ident, forthwith ‘give twe ths >; 
Government of Great Britain of 
the convention óf 1827.0. ; 

The amendment Was-déelared to be out of ore : 

The amendment of Mr, Payne was then rejected. 

The question now recurred on the amendment 
heretofore offered by Mr. Vinron, and which he 
now modified to tead as follows: , 

** Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so 
| construed or executed as to deprive the sub- 
| ‘jects of Great Britain of any of the rights and 
‘privileges secured to them by the convention 

‘signed at London, between the Ünited States and 
| ‘Great Britain, on the sixth day of August, in the 
“year 1827; nor so as to violate said convention. in 
‘any other manner whatever; and this act shall 
‘remain in force till said convention shall be an- 
`‘ nulled and abrogated, and no longer; but if, in 
‘the mean time, the boundary between the -Unitéd 
| States and Great Britain shall be settled by treaty, 
1 ‘this act shall continue in force over such portion 
‘ of said territory as shall then belong tothe United 
‘States, till the same shall be altered and repealed.” 

Mr. PAYNE moved to amend the amendment 
| as follows: ; sale 

“Strike out the words ‘deprive the subjecis.of. 
|| ‘ Great Britain of any rights and privileges secured. 
|| “by the 3d article of the treaty of October 20, 1818, 
¿tand continued in force by. We: treaty. of August 
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‘6; 1827,.-until said treaty. stipulation shall cease 
“by virtue :of- the notice provided for in the 24 
* article of- the last-mentioned treaty;’ and, insert 
‘operate upon British subjects, or to deprive Great 
-< Britain ofany of the rights. and privileges now 
“existing and. acquired by the treaty of October 
“£20, 1818, and. continued in-force by the treaty of 
August -6, 1827.” ” ca 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. McCLELLAND moved the following 
amendment to the amendment, which was rejected: 
“ Provided, That nothing in‘ this act contained 
€ shall be construed soas to operate on any subject 
‘ or subjects of Great Britain, or their effects: And 
< provided, further, That nothing herein contained 
J! shall be understood or considered as waiving or 
‘impairing any-of the rights or claims of the Uni- 
‘ted States to said territory or any part thereof.” 
Which amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Vinton, by striking out the words 
“and this act,” to the words “altered and re- 
pealed.”? Rejected. : : 


The:question.on the amendment of Mr. Vinton 
was then taken, (by tellers,) and by ayes 79, noes 
98, was-rejectéd. f 

‘Mr. RATHBUN moved ‘to. amend the section 
after the word * mountains,” by adding “north of 
the 42d degree of north latitude, and south of 54° | 
40’ north latitude.” 

Which amendment, h 
rejected, 

Mr.: WOODWARD moved 
amendment; which was rejected: 

Strike out the words * that portion. of” begin- 
ning in the fifth line, and also the words “ of the 
United States,” in the sixth line, and aftor the 
word “all,” in the fifth line, insert the words t the 
citizens of the United States in.” 

Mr. HOUGH moved to amend the scetion, by 
striking out the words “all that portion of? Rè- 
jected. 


y ayes 60, noes 70, was | 


the following | 


Mr. DARGAN moved to amend, by inserting |! 


after the word ‘‘applicable,”’ in the fourth line of 
the first. section, the words ‘as they now eniat.” 
Agreed to. f 
- Mr. WOOD moved the following modified sub- | 
stitute for the first section: 

“ That the jurisdiction of the supreme court of 
“the Territory, of Iowa, and the laws of the said 
© Territory, ag for as they are applicable,) are 
* hereby extended over the territory of Oregon, so | 
‘called, lying west of the Rocky Mouuntaing, and 
© to all persons whatever therein; and alse, to that 
‘portion of thé: intermediate country west of the 
‘ Missouri rivér, and between the 40th and 43d de. | 
“grees of north latitude, not included in any other 
€ State or Territory; and that, from and after the 
* pasaig of this act, all offences committed within 
* said countries shall be, and be deemed to be, of- 
“fences of the same nature, and subject to the same 
< punishment as if the same had been committed 
“in the Territory of lowa: Provided, That nothing 
‘in this act contained shall be so construed as to 
‘apply to any subject or subjects of Great Brit- 
Sam.” . : ; i 
The amendment (by ayes 33, noes not count. | 
ed,) was rejected. | 
To the second section no amendment was offer- 
ed. s ; ` 

The third section being under consideration in | 
the words following: aS k | 

Spe, 3.And be it further enacted, That the Pres- | 
«ident be hereby authorized. to: appoint the requi- 
“site number of justices of the peace, and such 
‘ ministerial-officers as shall be sania for the 
‘due execution of the laws: Provided, That any 
“subject of Great Britain who shall. be arrested 
«under the provisions. of this act, for crime. alleged 
“to have been: committed within the territory of 
‘the United States: west. of the Rocky Mountains, | 


| by atriking out © 8200" and inserting © 360." Re- 


Hi 


| 55, nocs 65, was rejected, 


‘between the two Powers, shall be delivered up 
‘for trial, on proof of his being such British sub- 
‘ject, to the nearest and most convenient authori- 
‘ties having cognizance of such offence by the 
“laws of Great Baitain.”’ 

Mr. BOYD offered an amendment, which he 
withdrew. 


Mr. BELL moved to amend the section by 
striking out the words “while the same remains 
‘free and open to the vessels, citizens, and subjects 
‘of the United States and Great Britain, pursuant 
‘to stipulations between the two Powers,” and in- | 
serting the words ‘ whilé the conflicting claims of 
the two Governments remain unadjusted.” Re- 
jected. 


. Mr, GILES moved to amend the section, by ; 
inserting after the word * provided,” the words | 


‘tended over the said territory by the first section 


‘be amenable to either the civil or criminal Jaw ex- | 
l | 
Rejected. i 


‘of this act.” 


heretofore made and withdrawn hy Mr. Boyy—to | 
strike out the words “ while the same remains free | 
‘and open to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of | 
‘the United States and of Great Britain, pursuant | 
‘to stipulations between the two Powers,” and ad- | 
ding the proviso—orivinally offered by Mr. Me- | 
CLELLAND ==" that nothing herem conauned shall | 


| Cing any of the rights or claims of the United States | 
| Sto said territory, orany part thereof." Rejected. 
The fourth section being wider consideration, 
| in the words following: 

“Gmc. 4, dnd be it further enacted, That pro- 
‘vision shall hereafter be made by law to secure 
“and grant to every white person, male or female 
* over the age of eig 


| 
UES 
hteen years, three hundred and | 


‘male or female, under the age of eighteen years 
‘one hundred and sixt 


i 
En 


acres of land, who shall 


years from the passage 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to amend it 


jected, 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, the section was so 
amended ns to read “the said land to be located 
within paid territory.” 

Mr. BIGGS moved to amend the same section, 
pe ú proviso, “That all future grants of | 
and contemplated by this act, shall be subject to 
‘the settlement of any dispute now pending be- 
t tween Great Britain and the United States, touch- 


h 


4 


| ‘ing their respective claims, and subject also to the | 
| Sacquirement, by treaty or 


r otherwise, of the Indian | 
which amendment, by ayes | 


“title to said lands; 


Mr. TILDEN moved to amend gaid fourth sec- 
tion, by striking out the word “white;? which 


rejected. 
Mr. GILES moved to strike out the section; | 


| which motion, by ayes 66, noes 70, was rejected. | 


| follows: 


ji “law for similar officers, a superintendent of Indian 
| t affairs, and such Indien agents and sub-agents as 


| ident, and in accordance with the existing laws, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


< while the same remains free and open to the-ves- 
gels, citizens, and subjects. of the United States 1 
¿and of Great Britain, pursuant to stipulations 1 


AA 


: r . : A 
The fifth section being under consideration, as 


“See. 5. and be i further enacted, ‘That there 


‘shall be appointed, in the manner provided by | 


‘shall be necessary to the public interests, to whom 
t may be entrusted, under the direction of the Pres- 


“so far as the H may be consistent with the purport 
‘of this act, the regulation of trade and-intercourse 
‘with the Indian tribes, and the execution<of: the: 
‘laws herein extended over.the country, described: 
‘in the first section of this agu 0% oes 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved as á substis 
tute for the section another bill, consisting of sev=" 
eral sections; which (after an ineffectual motion to 
amend by Mr. Hoven) was rejected, 


i 
i 
i 
I 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


“that no subject or citizen of Great Britain shall | 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON renewed the motion— | 


| © be understood or considered as waiving or impair- || Rejected 
| Rejected. 


3 i i 
“twenty acres of land, and to every white person, ||! 
] 


‘have resided in the said territory described in the i , d is herek blished 
‘ first section of this act for five consecutive years, || ‘toute be, and is hereby, established from St. Jo- 
Le to commence within three 


“of this act.” 


amendment, by ayes 14, noes not counted, was || 


Mr. REID moved to amend the section, by add- 
ing, that the salary of the Indian agent should be 
$4,000. Rejected. : : ce 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved a similar amendment, 
designating $3,000. Rejected. A 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved an amendment, limit- 
ing the number of agents and sub-agents to four. 
Rejected. 

Mr: I. E. HOLMES moved to strike out the 
section; which amendment, by ayes 53, noes 70, 
was rejected. 
| The sixth section being under consideration in 
| the words following: 


| “Bec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
| ‘ident be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause to 


‘itary posts as shall be necessary to protect emi- 
‘grants, settlers, and traders, on the route to and 
‘in the territory of Oregon, against Indian depre- 


| 

l 
i: ‘be erected such block-houses, stockades; or mil- 

| 

j3 

{ 


i| “dations and aggressions, and to furnish such am- 
i 


‘munition and supplies as shall be- necessary to 
| * their defence.” 


Mr. McHIENRY moved to add the following 
proviso: 

“That no such block-houses, stockades, or mil- 
‘itary posts shall be erected or established north of 
| (the 49th parallel by virtue of this act, nor ‘until 
| «directed by law.” Rejected: 

/ Mr. GILES moved to strike out the. section. 


On motion of Mr. DOUGLASS, the following 
(i. e. seventh) section was stricken out: 

“Sue. 7, And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
‘ident be hereby authorized to cause to be raised, 
‘ofticered, and equipped, in such manner as the 
t President shall direct, two regiments of mounted 
‘men, to guard and protect emigrants, settlers, and 
‘traders, against the Indians.” 


The eighth section being under consideration, in 
the words following: 
See. B. And be it further enacted, That a mail- 


‘seph’s, Missouri, to the mouth 

“river? " io ee 
Mr. HOPKINS: moved ‘the: following’ amend- 

ment; which wasagreed toi eae es 

Strike out the sighth section and insert: 

‘Be it further enacted, That a’ post-route ‘be 
‘established from Fort Leavenworth, via Grand 
‘Tsland, onthe Phitteriver, Fort Laramie, the South 
“Pass of the Rocky Mountains, Fort: Hall, Fort 
‘Boise, Fort Wallawalla, and Oregon city, où the 
‘Willamette river, to Astoria, at the mouth of the 
‘Columbia river, on the Pacific ocean: 

“And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
‘duty of the Postmaster General to cauaé the: Uni- 
‘ted States mails to be transported: on. the said 
| ‘route, from Fort Leavenworth to Astosa and 
‘back, at least oncea month, by such means’ of 


of the Columbia 


| ‘conveyance as he may deem most advantageous 


| ‘to the public service, and on the best terms that 
‘can be obtained by contract; in the mode now 
‘provided by law for the transportation of the 
‘United States mail: Provided, That if, in the 
‘opinion of the President of the United. States, it 
‘be expedient to cause the mail on the route afore- 
‘ said to be carried by detachments of mounted men 
‘in the service of the United States, He may order 
‘the said mail to. be. carried in that way, instead 
‘of having it transported by contract, as above 
t provided.” ee 

The ninth section being under consideration, in 
the words following: Pie. ag 

“ See. 9. And be it further enacted; That the sum 
€ of. three hundred thousand. dollars be, and the 
“same is hereby,-appropriated to carry’ the provis- 
ions of this act. into. effect.” aa 

On: motion of Mr. JAMES: THOMPSON, it 
was amended. by substituting one for three hundred 
thousand dollars.: oe a 
1 Ihe:-bulchaving now been 

Mr, JEFFERSON DAVI 

i ing as a substitute therefor: 

“That from and after the fourth day of July 


gone through. with, 
3 proposed the follow- 
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‘next, the territory of the United States, lying 
‘west’ of the Stony Mountains, shall, for the pur- 
‘poses of temporary government, constitute a sep- 
‘arate territory, by the name of Oregon. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there 
€ shall be established, within the said territory, a 
€ government in all respects similar to that provided 
t by the ordinance of Congress, passed on the thir- 
‘teenth day of July, one thousand seven hundred 
t and eighty-seven, for the government of the ter- 
‘ritory of the United States northwest of the river 
‘Ohio, and by an act passed on the seventh day of 
t August, one thousand seven hundred and eighty- 
‘nine, entitled * An act to provide for the govern- 
‘ment of the territory northwest of the river 
‘Ohio,’ and the inhabitants thereof shall be enti- 
‘tled to, and enjoy all and singular the rights, 
‘privileges, and advantages granted and secured 
‘to the people of the territory of the United States 
‘northwest of the river Ohio by the said ordinance: 
€ Provided, That a legislative assembly shall not 
‘be organized in said territory of Oregon, until the 
‘same shall be authorized by an act of Congress. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
‘ officers for said territory, who, by virtue of this 
‘act, shall be appointed by the President of the 
‘United States, by and with the advice and con- 
‘sent of the Senate, shall respectively exercise the 


“same powers, perform the same duties, and re- | 


‘ceive for their services the same compensation, 
‘as by the laws of the United States have been 
“provided and established for similar officers in 
‘ Towa Territory; and the duties and emoluments 
‘of Superintendent of Indian Affairs shall be uni- 
‘ted with those of Governor: Provided, That the 
‘qualifications for office shall be the same as in 
s lowa Territory. i 

“Suc. 4, And be it further enacted, That the 
‘Governor and judges of said territory shall, by 
* proclamation, define the limits of the settlements 
‘of American citizens in said territory to which 
‘the Indian title has been or may be extinguished; 
‘and the seat of government of said territory shall 
‘be located at such point within the limits of said 
‘settlements as the Governor and judges, or a 
‘majority of them, shall select. $ 

«Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That pro- 
t vision shall hereafter be made by law to secure 
“and grant to every white person, male or female, 
‘ over the age of eighteen years, three hundred and 
‘twenty acres of land; and to every white person, 
t male or female, under the age of eighteen years, 
‘one hundred and sixty acres of land, who shall 
‘have resided in the said territory described in 
‘the first section of this act for five consecutive 
‘ years, to commence within three years from the 
< passage of this act. 

“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
‘contained in this act shall be construed to deprive 


‘ the subjects of Great Britain of any of the rights | 


‘and privileges secured to them by existing treaty 
t stipulations during the continuance threof.” 
Which substitute amendment was rejected. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH offered the following’ 
as an additional section: 

“That the President of the United States forth- 
‘with cause notice to be given to the Government 
‘of Great Britain that the convention between the 
t United States and Great Britain, concerning the 
‘ territory of Oregon, of the sixth of August, eigh- 
‘teen hundred and twenty-seven, signed at Lon- 
‘don, shall be annulled and abrogated twelve 
‘months after the expiration of the said notice, 
t conformably to the second article of the said con- 


‘vention of the sixth of August, eighteen hundred | 


‘and twenty-seven.” 


The CHAIR decided the amendment to be out | 


of order. 
Mr. SMITH appealed; 


And the committee sustained the decision of the ¢ 


Chair. 

So the amendment was not entertained. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL offered the following 
amendment: 

“ Be tt further enacted, That this act shall con- 


‘tinue in force no longer than during the continu- | 


‘ance of the joint convention aforesaid between 
‘the United States and Great Britain.” 


Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS suggested that the 
amendment was not in. order, the same. proposi- 


tion having bocen previously offered, and voted 
down. 2o ; 


Some conversation followed between Mr. COBB, 


| 


į 
| 
j 
| 


i 
Hj 


| old soldier, for a gratuity, Also one of like import from 
| Caldwell : referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- į 


i Jaw for a congress of nations to settle all disputes without H 
‘war. 


' county, to Shade Gap, in Huntingdon county: referred to 
' the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


i: Southgate, Killrail, Sunmans, to Napoleon, in Ripley. Also, |! 
: from Versailles, in Ripley county, to Moore’s Hill, in Dear- : 


Mr, CHIPMAN, and the CHAIR, on the point of | 


order; after which, ee : 
. The question was taken, (by tellers,) and by ayes 
70, noes 89, the amendment was rejected. — 


Mr. WINTHROP offered the following as an 
additional section: j : 

“ That involuntary servitude, except for crime, 
‘shall not exist within the territories of the United 
‘ States to which this bill relates.’ i 


Mr. TILDEN moved tò amend the amendment | 
by adding: : 

‘Nor shall any distinction be made between the 
citizens of the said territory on account of color.” | 

Which motion was rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. Winrur 
51, noes 67, was rejected. . 


On the motion of Messrs. PRICE and STE- 
PHEN ADAMS, the committee rose, and reported 
the bill-and amendments to the House. Ran, 

Mr. JAMES 'THOMPSON demanded the pre- 
vious question; which was seconded. __ 

My. MORSE, in explanation of a motion he sub- | 
mitted, that when this House adjourns, it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next, said he desired that an 
opportunity should be given to examine the amend- 
ments to the bill. . 

The motion, b 

And then the Elouse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

By Mr. P. KING: Several memorials from the State of 
New Kork; against the renewal ofa certain patent to Jethro 

i OR. 

By Mr. GARVIN: The petition of John Sutherland, pa 

ohn | 


or, by ayes | 


SIONS. 

By Mr. WENT WORTEL: The petition of citizens of Me- 
Henry county, for a mail-ronte from Ostend, via Browne’s 
& Towle’s Flouring-Mills, to FTebrou: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. aA 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The memorial of Benjamin | 
Hall, of Switzerland county, Indiana, asking the passage of 
a law allowing him back pension: money: referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. . 

. By. J. DAVIS: The memorial of the City Council 
and 357 citizens of Vicksburg, Mississippi; asking an appro- |} 
priation for the hospital at that place : referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. i w 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 61 citizens of the coun- 
ties of Whiteside, Carroll, and Ogle, in the State of Dinois, 
asking the establishment of a mai-route from Fulton city, in 
said county of Whiteside, via Genesee Grove, Milledgeville, 
Elkhorn Grove, and Buffalo Grove, to Oregon, in said county 
of Ogle: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. | 

By Mr. M. L, MARTIN: Two petitions of citizens of 
Dodge county, for a post-route from Watertown to Fond 
du Lac, in the Territory of Wisconsin, Alsos the petition 
of Mrs. Candace Porter, widow of Amos Porter, for arrears 
of pension due to her Jate husband as ‘a wounded soldier of 
the revolutionary war, ; 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition and papers of the heirs of 
Gordon White, of the State of Tennessee, praying Congress 
to grant their mother. the benefit of the joint. resolution. of 
Congress, passed 16th August, 1842: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. i 

By Mr. WRIGRT: The memorial of the New Jersey 
Historical Society, asking Congress: ta print an increased 
number of copies, prepared from materials collected by the 
Exploring Expedition, 

By Mr. TILDEN: The petition of Abijah T. Betton, of 
Trumbull county, Ohio, praying for a pension, for wounds 
reccived in the last war, 

By Mr. GRINNELEL: The petition of Joseph H. Lewis, 
and 180 other ¢itizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, 
masters, officers, and seamen, engaged in the whale fishery, | 
asking that they may be entitled to the privileges of the 
United States marine hospitals, and be assessed hospital | 
money at the rate of ten cents per month. Also, the petition || 
of Thomas Ely, of Sandwich, Massacitusetts, and 80 other jj 
citizens of the same place, praying Congress to provide by | 


By Mr. YELL: The petition of William Sterrad, of Ar- 
kar for a pension: referred tothe Committee on Invalid 


r. POLLOCK: The petition of Jesse Bener, and 70 |! 
others, citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, praying | 


| | 


yeas 57, nays 116, was rejected. ||. 


By.Mr. SEDDON: The petition of Mathias. Bame, fora’ - 
pension: referred to the Commitiee-on Invalid Pensions.. ~ 
: By Mr. TIBBATTS: A memoriak signed: by’ numerous 
travellers, on the Ohio and. Mississippi, praying that a law 
be passed requiting steam véssels to use “ Evans's’ safety 
valve”? T N EGE har See 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition and papers of Charles: Me- 
Clane, of Missouri, asking Congress to confirm to “him a 
certain tract of land in the State -of Missouri, containing 
640.acres, on which he had established, himself, and cultis 
vated, prior to the purchase of Louisiana, in 1803: referred 
to the Committee on Private Laid Claims. ~ ne 


HOUSE OF. REPRESENTATIVES,- 
i Sarurnay, April 18, 1846. s 
The Journal of yesterday was tead and ap- 
proved. Se) S a 
TERRITORY OF OREGON. 


The House resumed the consideration of the ut- 
finished ‘business of yesterday, being the bill, to 
protect the rights of American settlers in the terri- 
tory of Oregon, until the termination of the joint 
occupation of the same. ee 
The SPEAKER said, that previous to thé: ad- 
journment of the House. yesterday the previous 
question had beerimoved and seconded, and the 
question now was, ‘* Shall the main question be 
ordered ?”” wos eae 
And the main question was ordered. o © 
Which main question was on concurring ‘with 
the Committee of the Whole on the state “of. the 
Union in its amendments, and on ordering the:bill 
to a third reading. otas 
The SPEAKER suggested that the amendments 
should.be read, and the question taken.upon them 
collectively, except as to such on which any wiem- 
ber might desire a separate vote, Bet ans 
“The amendments were. read, an 
collectively. | he: ; 
And the bill was ordered to.a third reading now. 
Mr. G. W. JONES demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded. ` f 
And the main question (ofi the. 
bill) was ordéred to be now taken... 
d the yeas an 


d concurred: in 


passagé of the 
Mr.. WINTHROP aske 


q nays: 
which were ordered. °. es 


And the main question, “ Shall this bill: Ma 
-was then taken, and decided inthe aff “as 
follows: Ss : : 

-YEAS—Messts: ‘Stephen Adams, Anderson, «Arnold, 
Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James ‘Black, James Ai: Black, 
Howlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, W, G. Brown, 


Burt, Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, 
Cumniins, Cunningham, Daniel, De’ Mott, Dillingham, 


Thompson, T] 
Wick, Willams, Woodward, 


Gaughey, McHenry, ee 


So the bill was 


passed in the following form, ‘to 
wit: $ 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
jurisdiction of the supreme court of the Territory of Iowa, 


for the establishment of a mail-route from Collomsville, by 4 
way of Susquehanuah township, to Williamsport, all in said 4 


and the Jaws of said Territory, so far as the same may be 
applicable as they now exist, are hereby extended over all 


county, Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petitions of sundry inhabit- | 
ants of Juniata and Huntingdon cownties, for the alteration H 


and extension of the mail-route from Miffington, Juniata i 
j 
i 


i 
| 
By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The petition of Thomas A. i 


Baun, and 85 others, praying Congress to establisha mail- | 
ronte from New ‘Trenton, in Franklin county, Indiana, via |) 


$ 


born county, 


By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of ‘Abigail Doughty, | 


daughter of Ichabod Doughty, a soldier of the revolution: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


that portion of the territory of the United States which les 
west of the Rocky Mountains; and also over all that portion 


| the judge to be appointed under this act,at such times and 
© places as he shall designate; and said court shall possess all 
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the. powers and authority vested in the present district courts | 


of said Territory of Towa.“ An-additional justi Thesu- 
preme court of the Territory of Towa ‘shall Te capone i 
who: shall held. his-office -by the -same. tenure, receive the 
game compensation, and possess the. same powers and at- 
thority as are conferréd by law upon the other justices of. 
hold'the district courts in said dis- 


said court, and wh 
triet, as aforesaid, Se; Pa . 
F. SEO: 3.: And be it further. enacted, That the President. he 
lereby authori fo. appoint the requisie number of jus- 
tides Of the peac and such ministerial officers as shall be 
necessary for the hie execution of the taws: Provided, That. 
any subject oF Great Britain who shail be arrested under the 
provisions. of this act, for crime alleged to have been com- 
mitted with) the territory of the United States west of the 
Rocky Mou! tains, while the. same remains free and: open to 
the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the United States and 
of Great Britain, ‘pursuant to stipulations between.the.two 
Powers, shall be delivered up for trial, on proof of his being 
. Such British subject, to the nearest and most convenient 
authorities having cognizance of kieh offence: by the laws 
of Great Britain. ¢ an 

Sec. 4. And be tt {inthe enacted, That provision shall 
hereafter be made. by law: to secure and grant to every white 
person, male or female, over the age of eightéen years, threg 
hundred-and twenty acres of land; and to every white per- 
son, male or female, under the age of eighteen: years, one 
hundred and: sixty acres of land, who-shall have resided in | 
the said territory described iu the first section of this act for 
five consecutive years, to: commence within three years from 
the passage of this act, provided the said land be located in 
said territory. 

SEC. 5. And, beit further enacted, That there shall be ap- 
pointed, in the manner provided by Jaw for similar officers, 
a superintendent of Indian affairs; and: sueh Fndian agents 
and sub-agenta as shall be necessary to the public interests, 
to whom may bz intrusted, under the direction of the Pres- 
ident, aud in accordance with the existing laws, so far as 
they may be consistent with the purport of this act, the rog- 
ulation Of trade and intercourse with’ the Indian tribes, and 
the execution of the laws hercin. extended over the country 
described in the first section of this act. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized ‘to ctuso to. be erected such 
block-houses, stockades, or military poste, as shall he necus- 
sary to protect emigrants, settlers, and traders on the route 
to and inthe territory of Oregon, against Indian depredations 
and aggressions, and to furnish such ammunition and sup- 
Plies ay shall be necessary to their defence: 

Sec. 7. Mad be tt further enacted, That a poxt-route be cs- 
tablished from, Fort Leavenworth, via Grand Island, an the 
Platte river, Fort Laramie, the South Pass of the Rocky 
Mountains, Fort Hail, Fort Boise, Fort Watlawalta, and 
Oregon City, on the Willamerte river, to Astorin, ut the 
mouth of the Columbia river, on the Pacifle Ooean, 

SEC. 8, And he it further enacted, Thatit shatl be the duty of 
the Postmaster General to ease the United States mails to 
be transported on the said route, from Mort Leavenworth to 
Astoria aid back, at least once a monti, by such means of 
conveyance as he may deem mostudvantagcons to the publie 
service, and on the best terms that can be obtudned by éon- 
tract, in the mode now provided by law for the transporta- 
tion of the United States mail: Provided, That if, inthe 
opinion of the President of the United States, it be expedient 
to, cause the mail-on the route aforesaid to be carried by de. 
tachments of mounted men in the service of the United 
States, he may order the:said mail to be carried in thatway, 
oe of having it transported by contract, us aboye pro- 
vided, 4 Fs ate aed 

Sec. 9. And be tt further enacted, That the stan of one Dun- 
dred thousand’ dòlars tey and the samo ia hereby, appropri- 
ated tö carry the provisions of thisnet into effect, 

Before the -vote had been announced, 

Mi DOUGLASS ‘rose, and having been asked 
by. the Speaker whether he waa within the bar 
when his nate was called, said that he was not; 
that eee just entered the Hall, having been ab- 
senton publie duty, and that he now asked leave 
to votes oop 

‘Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER announced the vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill, and-gave the floor to 

~ Mr. JAMES TEOMPSON, who rose to move 
an amendment to the title. . 

-Mr DOUGLASS submitted that he had not 

ielded the floor; and he now moved a suspension 
of the rules to enable him to vote. 

The SPEAKER. said the motion came too late, 
the result of ‘the votë having been announced. 

Some conversation followed on the point of or- | 
der; when : i f A 

The SPEAKER said, that by the unanimous 
consent of the Flousé, the Chair would put the 

uestion on allowing the gentleman to vote. 

Mr. VINTON and other members objected. 

So'Mr: Doverass was not allowed to vote. 

Mr: JAMES THOMPSON now. moved a re- 
consideration of the vote’ by: which the bill had 
‘been passed, and demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. And the main question 
{on the reconsideration) was: ordered. to. be now 
taken. Kaem? yA 

Mr. DOUGLASS asked the yeas and nays there- 
oñ, which were refused. :- helen S28 

"And the question having then been taken and 
decided in the negative, the vote was not recon- 
pidered.0 0 = : ` CES is 3 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved to amend 

the title of the bill so as to read, “A bill to protect i 


west of tho Stony Mountain, of the 6th of August, 1897, 


‘ the rights of American citizens in the territory of 
‘the United States west of the Rocky Mountains, 
‘and for other purposes.” : : 

_And on this motion, Mr. T. demanded the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded. 

Mr. BOWEIN asked to-have read, for inform- 
ation, the following amendment, which he had de- 
sired to move to the title: 


‘A bill to extend the laws and protection of the | 

_* United States to citizens in the territory of Oregon, | 
‘and to establish a mail-route to and through the ; 
“same.?? f | 
The main question was ordered; and, being taken, i 
the amendment of Mr. Tuompson was agreed to. | 


So. the title was amended accordingly, 
And the bill was sent to the Senate for concur- 


The SPEAKER said the first business in order 
would be the call of the committees for reports. 


| 
is 
rence, f 


THE NOTICE. 


On motion of Mr. BOYD, the House proceeded | 
to the consideration of the message heretofore re- 
ceived from the Senate in relation to the joint reso- | 
lution of notice. Í 

The resolutions, as they passed this House, and 
as sent to the Senate, were in the following form: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of Jimerica in Cangress assembled, That the 
President of the United States cause notice to be given to 
the Government of Great Britain that the convention be- 
tween the United States of America and Great Britain, con- 
cerning We territory on the northwest coast of America, 


months after giving said notice, 


f 

| 

aigned at London, shali be sunutied and abrogated twilve j 
t 

2. And he it further resolved, Vhat nothing herein contained | 


is intended to interfere with the right and di-erction of the 7 


proper authorities of the two contracting parties to renew or | 
pursne negotiations for an amicable settlement of the con- 
troversy rexpecting the Oregon territory. 


The Senate had stricken out all of the said reso- || 


lutions, and had substituted the following: 


“Resolved, Yo, That by the convention concluded the 
tventiot day of October, eighteen bundred and eighteen, 
between the United States of America and the King of the 
United Kingdom of Great Rritnin and Ireland, for the period 


often years, and afterwards indefinitely extended and con- | 


concluded the sixth day of August, in the year of our Lord, | 
one thousand cigar bundred and twenty-seven, it was agreed 
that any couutry that may be claimed hy either party on the 
northwest const of America, westward of the Stony or 
Rocky Mountains, now commonly called the Oregon terri- 
tory, should, together with ita harbors, bays, and creeks, 
and the navigation of all rivers within te sine, be ‘free 
and open’ to the yerole, citizens, and subjects of the two 
Pawara, but: without prejudica to any claim whieh either. 
of tho purtics might have to any part of said county ‘and 
with mtis further provision in the adeond article of the said 
convention of the sixth of August, eighteen hundred and 
twonty zeven, that either party might abrogate and. annul 
enid convention, on giving due notice of twelve months to 
the other contrreting party,-~tint it har now become de- 
sirable that the respective claims of the United States: nnd 
Great Britain should be definitely settled; and that anid ter. 
ritory may nn longer than need he remain subject to the evil 
consequences of the divided allegiance of its American and 
British population, and of the contusion and conflict of 
national jurisdictions, dangerous tò the cherished peace 
and good understanding of the two-countties: And, there- 
fore, ‘that steps be taken for the abrogation of the. said 
convention of the sixth August, eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-ceven, in the mode prescribed in its second article, and 
that the attention ofthe Governments of both countries niay 
de the more earnestly and immediately directed to renewed 
eforta for the amienble setthement of all their differences 
and disputes in respect to snid territory, 
Sand he i further resolerd, That the President of the 
Tnited States be, and he is hereby, authorized, at his dis- 
erection, to give to the British Government the notice re~ | 


H 
tinned in foree by another convention of the same parties, | 
i 
i 
| 


buired by its said second article for the abrogation of the | 
said convention of the sixth of August, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-seven?” ` 
And the question now was, “ Will the House 
concur in the amendment of the Senate to the said | 
resolutions ??* 
Mr. OWEN moved to amend the amendment 
of the Senate by substituting for the following | 
words, to wit: * earnestly and immediately direct- | 
“ed to renewed efforts for the amicable settlement | 
‘of all their differences and disputes in respect 
“to said territory,” = 
The following. words: , 
“Be the more earnestly directed to the import- 
tance of a specdy adjustment.of all their, difer- 
‘ences and disputes-in -respect'to said torrritory.”” 
And also to amend by striking out the second 
section of the resolutions, and inserting the follow- 
ing? 5 = pers ee 
Te And be it further resolved, Fhat the President. 
“of the United States is authorized and requested 
“to give to the British Government the notice. re- 
< quired by its said second article for the abroga- 


it Lewis, Ligon, peer 


|| Sykes, Thomasson, James: 


|i © tion of the said convention of the 6th of August, 
©1827.” : 
And, on this motion, Mr OWEN demanded 
the previous question. : - . f 
Mr. TIBBATTS asked-Mr. O. to withdraw the 
‘| demand, with a view tö enable him (Mr. T.) to 
it offer a resolution for the appointment of a commit- 
tee of conference beforé any-action was taken. ; 
Mr. OWEN did not withdraw. oe 
After a brief conversation. between) Mr. Me- 
CLERNAND and the SPEAKER ön å poimtof 
order, post east tina ead 
The demand for the previous question was sec 
onded, and the main question was ordered to be 


| 
H 
i 


j! now taken. ; 

| Which main question was, first, on the amend- 
| ment of Mr. Owen to the amendment of the Sen- 
| ate. 

i Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL would like to have it 
| read again. 

| And it was read. : 

| After an inquiry, by Mr. W. HUNT, 

Mr. HOGE asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinsons 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowling 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Williams G. Brown, Cath 

| eart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Culloin, Cummings 
| Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham) - 
Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdians 
Faran, Bicklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Groy 
ver, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, James B, Hunt, Chartes J. Iugersoll, James H. John 
I son, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
| Kennedy, Lawrence, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay; 
f 


McClelland, MeClernand, Joseph J. MeDowel, James Me- 
Dowell, MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
| Norrie, Owen, Parrish, Pertill, Pettit, Phelps, Price, Rath- 
| ban, Reid, Rolfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam- 
| mon, Leonard H. Sins, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stark- 
| weather, St. Jolm, Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Fibbatts, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wiel Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodruft, Yell, ani 

Ost—T00, ` 

NAYS--Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adame, Arnold, Bar- 
ringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Blanchard, Milton. Brown, 
Bart, Wiliam W., Campbell, Johu IH. Campbell, Carrot, 


f] John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 


1 man, Coeke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Dargan, Garrett 
| Davis, Dixon, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Edwin H, Ewing, 
| Coot, Gentry, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, Griancll, Hamp- 
i ton, Harper, Hitiard, Was B. Holmes, Isane E. Holmes, 
| Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
1 Washington Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
| Andrew Johnson, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Loug, Me- 
Crate, MeGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Niven, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, Sutins Rockwell, 
doim A. Rockwell, Root, Rünk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddo; 
Severance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert, Smith 
B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Strohim, Thi 
Thomasson, Tilden, ‘Tredway, ‘Trumlio, Vinton 
Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, and Yuncoy—-87.~. i 
So'the amendment of Mr. Owen was agreed to. 
And the question now being on coneurting in 
the aniendment of the Senate as thus amended— 
Mr. BOYD asked for its reading, and-hoped that 
gentleman would come to order whilst it wastead. 
The amendment was read. ee : 
Mr. BAYLY asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Mesers, Jobn Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 
| Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 
| Black, James A. Blick, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brock+ 
enbrough, - Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wiliam G Brown, 
William W. Campbeh, Johu H. Campbell, Carroll, Cath- 
cart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
socke, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Cumninghain, Daniel, 
Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Doki- 
bin, Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdinan, John H. Bwing, 
Fieklin, Poster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, 


i| Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Har- 


manson, Harper, Henley, Hitliard: Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard; Washington: Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J: Ingersoll, Jenkins, James, H. 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Bedibórn' Jones, Kennedy, Lawrenee, La‘ Sere, 
'Maciay;  MeGieliand,-MeCler- 
nand, McCrate, Joseph: J. McDowell, James. MeDowell, 
McHenry, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Morse, Norris, Owen, Patrish, Payne, Perti)l, Pettit, Phelps, 
Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Reire, Ritter, Robérts, Ji: 
lius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scamnion, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Leonard F: Sims, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert. Smithy Stan- 
ton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, “Strong, 

‘Phonipson; ‘Jacob ‘Thompson, 


Thorman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tredway, Trumbo, Went- 


worth, Wheaton White, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Yell144. 


n NAYS—Sessrs, Abbott, Arnold, Bayly, Bedinger, Burt, 
John G. Chapman, ‘Augustus A; Chapman, Collamer, Cran- 
Ston; Garrett Davis, Doekery, Dromgoole, Edwin Hi. Ewig, 
Faran, Fost, Grinnell, Isaac E. Holmes, Edmund We Hubard, 
udson, Hunter, Joseph R; Ingersoll, hos. B. King, Long: 
MeGaughey, Marsh, Milter, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, 
John A. Rockwell, Seddon, Simpson, Caleb Be Smith; Ste 
phens, Thibodeaux, Vinton, Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, 
and Yancey-—40. 


i. So the resolutions of the Senate, as amended 


Resolved, fe., O i 0 
day of October, 1818, between the United States of America 
and the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Trelahd, for the period of ten years, and afterwards indefi- 
nitely extended and continued in force by another conven- 
tion of the same parties, concluded the 6th day of August, 
in the year of our Lord 1827, it was agreed that any ‘country 
that may be claimed by either party on the northwest coast 
of America, westward of the Stony or Rocky Mountains, 
now commonly called the Oregon territory, should, together 
with its harbors, bays, and creeks, and the navigation of ail 
rivers within the same, be free and open to the vessels, citi- 
zens, and subjects of the two Powers ; but without prejudice 
to-any claim which cither of the parties might have to any part 
of said country; and with this further provision in the sec- 
ond article of the said convention of the 6th of August, 1827, 
that either party might abrogate and annul-said convention 
on giving due notice of twelve months-to the other contract- 
ing party, that it has now become desirable that the respect- 
ive claims of the United States and Great Britain, should be 
definitely settled, aud that said territory may no longer 
than necd be remain. subject to the evil consequences of the 
divided allegiance of its American and British population, 
and of the confusion and conflict of national jurisdictions, 
dangerous to the cherished peace and good understanding 
of the two countries. And, therefore, that steps be taken 
for the abrogation of the said convention of the 6th of Au- 
gust, 1827, in the mode prescribed in its second article, and 
that the attention of the Governments of both countries may 
be the more earnestly directed to the importance of a speedy 
adjustment of all their differences and disputes in respect to 
said territory. 

And be it further resolved, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States is anthorized and requested to give to the British 
Government the notice required by its said second article 
for the abrogation of the convention of the 6th of August, 
1827. 

Mr. J.J. McDOWELL voted in the affirmative, 
protesting against those portions of the preamble 
which speak of settling British claims and earnest- 
ly recommending a compromise. p 

Mr. PETTIT moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the amendment, as amended, had 
been concurred in, and demanded the previous 
question. 

There was & second. 

The main question was ordered, and, being 


taken, the vote was nut reconsidered. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House then 
proceeded to the consideration of private bills. 

The bill for the relief of James’ Hillman, and the 
bill for the relief of Samuel Jordan, heretofore re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole with a 
recommendation that they pass, were severally 
read the third time and passed. 

The bill making compensation to John R. Wil- 
liams, of Michigan, for damage done to his prop- 
erty by the military in the war of 1812 with Great 
Britain, also reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with a recommendation that it do pass, 
came up in regular order. 

In Committee of the Whole this bill was amend- 
ed by reducing the sum proposed to be paid from 
$2,000 to $1,250. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out $1,250, and inserting 
$3,000, and supported his motion in a speech of 
some length. 

Mr. DANIEL opposed the bill, out and out. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
was opposed by Messrs. CHIPMAN and HAM- 


LIN, who advocated the sum proposed by Mr. | 


McCuenvanp. 


Mr. GORDON supported the amendment of the | 


Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, was in fa- 
vor of the sum reported in the bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAND withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. TIGBATTS thought there had been debate 
enough on so smali a case, and moved the previous 
question, which was sustained, and, under its op- 
eration, the amendment of the committee was dis- 
agreed to. 

And the bill was then read the third time, and 
passed without amendment. 
; a mouon was here made to adjourn, and nega- 
tved. 


The bill from the Senate for the relief of David | 


F. Williamson, of Arkansas; the bill for the re- 
lief of Charles M. McKenzie; and the bill to amend 
the act for the relief of George Mayfield, were 


severally read the third time, passed, and sent to į! 


the Senate for concurrence. 
And the House adjourned. 


8 we PETITIONS, &c. 
The" following petitions and ‘memorials were 


That by the convention concluded the 20th 


presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: : 


By Mr. DE MOTT: The memorial of citizens of Wayne 
county, New York, against the extension of a patent on 
ploughs to the heirs of Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 62 citizens of the State of 
Mlinois, asking Congress to establish a mail-route from Peru, 
in said State of Ilinois, via Princéton, the county seat of 
Henry county, and Millersburgh, to New Boston, on the 
Mississippi river: referred to the. Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. g 

By Mr. STRONG: The remonstrance of Jolm Hallenback, 
and many other citizens of Tioga county, New York, against 
the extension of Wouod’s patent for making cast-iron ploughs: 
referred to the Committee on Patents. ` 

By Mr. MACLAY : The memorial of Read, Taylor, & Co., 
and others, importers of watches, jewelry, and precious 
stones, praying that the duties on these articles may not be 
increased beyond the present rates. Also, the petition of 
Charles Sinith, of New York, for a pension. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of Eleonora B. Watkins, 
widow of Gassaway Watkins, who was an officer of the 
Maryland Continental line,in the war of the Revolution, for 
the payment of a certificate of money due to her said bus- 
band, Ist August, 1780, and which certificate has been lost 
or mislaid: referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Hiram Rose and others, 
for the establishment of a mail route from Waterville, in the 
county of Kennebec, to Newport, in the county of Penob- 
scot, thence through Corinna and Dexter, to Dover, in the 
county of Piscataquis. 


Hargess, of Jackson county, Alabama, for a pension and com- 


pensation for his father, Abraham Hargess, for services in the 
revolutionary war. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of B..F. Lemen, 
postmaster at Salem, Ilinois, praying an increase of his com- 
pensation: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ` 3 


_ ON SENATE. 
Monpay, April 20, 1846. - 

Mr. EVANS presented the petition of the repre- 
sentative of Edward Flurlwell, deceased, a revolu- 
tionary soldier, praying a pension; which was re- 
| ferred’ to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the petition of Abram P. 
Housman, administrator of Jacob Elousman, de- 
ceased, praying the reimbursement of advances 
made for the public service during the Florida 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. | 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 

Mr. SEVIER submitted a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian: Affairs, communicating infor- 
mation in relation to difficulties existing in the 
Cherokee nation of Indians; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S. also submitted documents showing the 
appropriation required to carry into effect the treaty 
with the Kansas Indians, and to negotiate a treaty 
| with the Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie In- 
dians; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented three remonstran- 
ces of citizens of New York against the renewal 
of a patent heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; 
which was laid on the table. ` : 

Mr. D. also presented a petition of citizens of 
Erie county, New York, praying the abrogation 
of certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. : 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of the wid- 
ow of McCalloh, a deceased naval officer, 
praying a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of Thom- 
ji as Blanchard, praying the extension of his patent 
| for a self-directing turning machine; which was re- 
i ferred to the Committee on Patents. ; 
|| Mr. DIX presented the petition of citizens of 
| Cayuga county, New York, praying the abroga- 
| tion of certain treaties made with the Seneca In- 
j dians; whieh was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. a at 
| Mr. D. also presented additional testimony in 
relation to the case of Jacob B. Clarke; which. 
was referred to the Committee on Finance.. 

Mr. D. futher presented a remonstrance of citi~ 

| zens of Cayuga county, New York, against the 
renewal of Jethro Wood’s patent; which was laid 
ii on the table. 
Mr. D. still farther presented the memorial of 
| the New York Historical Society, praying that 
|| books and scientific apparatus imported for the 
| use of philosophical and literary institutions, may 
li be admitted free of duty; which was referred to 
ii the Committee on Finance. 


| 
| 
| 
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By Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN: The petition of Thomas | 


Chamber of ‘Commerce of : New. York, praying. 
that the independent treasury bill may not become: 
alaw; which was referred to the Committee on’ 
Finance, and-ordered to:be.printed = 0 0: 

Mr. D. still further presented the petition .of. 
940 citizens of New York. city, praying that. the 
pilot law of 1837 may be repealed; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to'be printed. ae 
| Mr. D. also presented a: remonstrance of farm- 

ers of Erie county, New York, against the ré- 
newal of Jethro’ Wood’s patent; which was laid 
on the table. oe 

[A message was received from the- FLouse: of- 
Representatives, announcing that said House ‘had 
passed’ the amendment to the joint resolution of 
notice, adopted by the Senate, with an amendment. 
Also; that the House had passed a bill to protect 
the rights of American citizens in Oregon, ahd 
several private bills, in ‘all of which the coneur- 
rence of the Senate was asked.] ` : . 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of the 
daughter of Jamés Maxwell deceased, an officer ix 
the revolutionary army, praying to be allowed com- 
mutation pay; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims.” ~ : 

_Mr. CRITTENDEN presented ‘the petition of 
the heirs of Colonel William Grayson, an-officer in 
the revolutionary army, praying to be allowed com- 
mutation pay; which-was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. N 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting the copies of correspondence 
between the Governments of the United States and 
| Great Britain, in rélation to the right of search, 

was read. X . : 

Mr. WEBSTER (who submitted the resolution 
calling for the. correspondence) ‘moved that. the, 
message and documents. be printed; which was 
agreed to. ` Pe, ae 

Mr. SEMPLE submitted. the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: ‘i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed. to inquire into the propriety 
of authorizing the legal repreeinitatvezof Johu Ries 
Jones, deceased, to locate: certai ds confirmed 
to him by the Governors of the Northwest and Th- 
diana Territories... = eh ae ae 

Mr. S. also submitted’ the 
which was agreed to: > ase : ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to communicate to the Senate a list of such 
lands as had been confirmed to John Rice Jones, 
deceased, by the Governors of the Northwest and ~ 
Indiana Territories, and which were afterwards 
rejected by the commissioners appointed: in pursu- 
ance of the act of the 20th February, 1812, forthe 
purpose of inquiring into the validity of,claims:con- 
firmed by said Governors. T aos 


Mr. PEARCE, from the'Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported a bill for the’ relief of Elizabeth 
Hamilton; widow.of Alexander Hamilton; which 
was read, and passed to the-second readings o 

The report: accompanying: the:bill was, ordered 
to be printed. auies n 

Mr. SEMPLE, from tl f ittée'on the . 
Post Office and. Post Roads, reported @ bill to pro- 
vide for the transmission of the. United:States mail: 
across the Isthmus of Panama;’ which was. read, 
and passed to the second reading.. v 

The report accompanying the bill was ordered 
to be printed. 

The Senate took up the following bills, reported 
from the House of Representatives, viz: 

An act to amend an act approved February 24th, 
| 1843, entitled An act to amend an act entitled an act 
for the relief of George Mayfield, approved July 

Tth, 1842; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

An act to protect the rights of American citizens 
in the Oregon territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first time. % i Aot 
| - Mr. SPEIGHT objected to a second reading at 
: this time. ` 
| -An act for the relief of James Hillman; which 
; was read a first and second time, and referred: to 
| the Committee on Pensions. AA N : 
| An act for the relief of the heirs of Willam Ey- 
i 
i 


following ‘resolution; 


ii ans; which was read. twice, and-referred to the 
i; Committee on Pensions. ot ppb at 

‘| An act for the relief of Samuel Gordon; which 
| was read twice, and referred to. the Commitséé on 


u Pensions. 
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ams; which 
ommittee of 


An act for the relief. of John R. Willi 
was-read twice, and referred tó the C 
Claims nes Ene TT : 

An act for the relief-of Charles M. Mackenzie; 
which was read the:-first and second. time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on-Public Lands. 

. THE JOINT RESOLUTION OF “NOTICE.” 
_ The amendment to the joint resolution: of  no- 
- tice, -as reported. from, the House of Representa- 
. tives, Was. then taken.up and read. {See House 
proceedings of Saturday.) > 
ooo ALLEN and Mr: MANGUM rose simul- 
taneously, and the latter having’ first caught the 
eye of the Present, said that there was some 
diversity of opinion as to the parliamentary. prac- 
tice upon a question of the character now before 
the Senate. To obviate any difficulty that might 
arise from that diversity of opinion; if in order, he 
would move that the Senate disagree with the 
epoudiiente made hy the House of Representa- 
ives. 

„Mr: ALLEN then said that when he yielded 
the floor to the Senator, he was about to move that 
the Senate concur in the amendments. He sub- 
mitted to. the Chair which motion had precedence. | 

The PRESIDENT entertained the opinion that 
the motion to agree had précedence. 

, Mr. HAYWOOD regarded the two motions as 
identical—a refusal to concur was equivalent to an 
affirmative vote to disagrée. They might bring it | 
up in any form they pleased. A’motion to con- | 
cur superseded the necessity af a motion to dis- | 
agree. He wished the opinion of the Chair as to 
whether, in the event of thë Senate refusing to còn- 
cur, it would become necessury to vote. atlirma- 
tively that they disngreed? If not, the questions 
were clearly identical, and the question of prece- | 
dence was of no sort of consequence. 


The PRESIDEN'T decided that the motion to | 


Mr. MANGUM then said that, if in order—as 
he supposed it was—he would move that the Sen- 
ate adhere to its amendment. 
to occupy the time of the Senate on the question 
and therefore made the motion without further re 
mark: 

` Mr. HAYWOOD said it would be time enougl 
to make that motion when the House should have 
insisted on its amendment. The Senate having 


i| cede. 


priety of the case, and gentlemen near him con- 
curred in the opinion. He withdrew his motion. 
. Mr. HAYWOOD rose to state the order of pro- 
ceeding from the t“ Manual.” Mr. Jefferson had 
laid it down that either the motion to agree or dis- 
agree precluded the necessity for the other. 

Mr. WEBSTER remarked that there was now 
nothing before the House. 


i 


by indisposition, appeared and asked perftission 
to record his vote, huving been absent when the 
! roll was-called. 

The PRESIDENT then put the question, if, by 
unanimous consent, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts should have leave to record his. vote, 

Mr. BENTON asked if the result had been an- 
nounced, 

The PRESIDENT answered in the affirmative. 

Mr, BENTON. Then leave cannot be granted. 
A rule to that effect had been announced, and rigid- 
ly adhered to, 

Mr. WEBSTER. Yes, that is the rule. 

Mr, CRIFTENDEN coneurred in the same 
| opinion. He saw the evil which would result 
from departing from the rule; and therefore cheer- 


j 


of allowing his friend to record his vote. 
concur had precedence, and read the rule from the | Mr. DAVIS did not wish to press the subject. 
Manual, as follows: : i He readily agreed that the objection of the Senator 

«The questions respeeting amendments from |! from Missouri was well founded. 
< another house ave, first, to agree; second, to dis- 
‘agree; third, to recede; fourth, to insist; fifth, to, 
< adhere.” 

Mr. ALLEN then moved that the Senate agree ! 
to the amendment of the Llouse. 

Mr. MANGUM asked for the yeas and nays. 

The call for the yeas and nays having been sec- 
onded, they were ordered. 

_ |, Mr. SEVIER. asked if there. were not separate 
propositions in the amendment, on which the vote 
should. be taken separately. 

The PRESIDENT atated that, in the opinion 
of the Chair, there could be no division of the 
question, as, the amendment. mado by the House 
was a single motion, {to strike out and insert’! | quire whether. it contained anything of the nature 

Mr. JOHNSON, of. Maryland, read from the | 
“ Manyal’” the rule regulating the practice in vo- 
ting on. amendments from the other House, and 

_ Said. that he rose to. inquire whether, if the motion 

. to.agree should be carried, the necessity of putting | 
the question, which appeared to he in order, “to 
disagree,” would not be superseded ? 

The PRESIDENT replied in the afirmative, 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON inquired if there were 
not two amendments; first, to strike out, and se- 
condly, to insert? 

The PRESIDENT replied that the terms were 
strike out and insert.” . i 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON asked a division on the | 

uestion; first, on “ striking out,” if-in order. i 

The PRESIDENT regarded the amendment as 
being one proposition, and decided that there could 
be no division of the question, ; 

Tere there were.general cries of ‘ question.” 

Mr. SEVIER. had supposed that the terms 
t striking out?’ and tt inserting,” presented two 
propositions, requiring a separate vote. 


THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 


jj reported from the Committee on Printing, recom- 

i 

|| ples of the annual report of the Commissioner of 
atonis. 

The question being on the amendment moved 
by Mr, Nines 
insert five,” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that the docu- 
ment waa guita a voluminous one. He did not ob- 
| jeet to it on that account, however; but rose to in- 


{ 
t 
i 
i 


ive policy. 

Mr. ATHERTON had not read the document, 
but he understood that it did not contain any es- 
says of that sort—that is, he had been told so by 
the Commissioner of Patents himself, and by cor- 
| tain Senators. ‘The Senator from Arkansas (Mr. 
Asuey] had so informed him. 

Mr, ASHLEY had been go informed by the 


i 


| jams.” 

A SENATOR, Any what? 

Mr. WEBSTER. He means  Buncombisms.” 
Mr. CAMERON, speaking from wider the gal- 


į report of the conimitice, aud against the amend- 
jp ment. 
Mr. CALHOUN rose and said that he should 


vote for the smallest number, and afterwards vote 


l 
i 


u vo publication of the report of the Commissioner of 

The PRESIDEN was of opinion that these |; Patents in the form which it had assuned—a bulky 
terms included but one proposition. i| collection of agricultural statistics, obtained at sec- 
The yeas and nays were then.taken on Mr. AL- i ond-hand. Indeed, he regarded the Patent Office in 
LEnx’s motion to concur, and resulted as. follows: itself as agreat abuse, Ithad grown up silently and 
YEAS—Messrs; Alien, Ashley, Atehison, Atherton, ij by artfulaneans, to be a separate department of the | 
Bagby, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Case, Dickin, i Government.. He had understood that the head of 
Dix, Fairfield, Houston, Jenne Niles; Pennyino er Rusk, || Gio office went on an annual tour, and paid his trav- 
Bempt IE Meets Archen Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, || elling expenses oul of the. appropriation, | When. 
. Thomas Clayton, Jobn M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, | he was in the State Department, he had inserted in 
Evans, Greene, Haywood, Huntington, JTarnagin, ee | the letter granting this ‘leave a provision that the 
of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, ee me, Commissioner should be pai dout of no fan d. The 
Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Speigh Lb Up sry clerks in that office were nominated. by the 
Webster, Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yulee—29. very cier KS : by the 

k head of the office, and the Secretary had but the 

power of vetoing his nominations. Fyrom the very 


i 
j 


i 

| 

i 
ham, i | 

go the motion to concur in the House amend- | 
ment was lost. , 


He did not intend | 


disagreed to it, non constat, the House might re- : 


Mr. MANGUM would withdraw his motion. | 
He had no doubt about the parliamentary pro- | 


Mr. DAVIS, having been detained from his scat i 


fully surrendered lis wishes on theeubject in favor {| 


next business before it, which was a resolution : 


mending the printing of twenty-five thousand co- | 


» to strike out “twenty-five,” and |) 


| of political essaye upon the subject of the protect- | 


Commissioner; he had been positively assured | 


that the report did not contain any ‘* Bundelcund- | 


Jery, made a few observations in support of the i 


ugainst the whole resolution. He objected to the | 


beginning, the Patent Office had been an imposi- 
tion. The first appropristiorie to erect that splen- 
did building were obtained under the solemn decla- 
ration tliat the whole cost would not exceed ninety 
| thousand dollars: butit eventually cost the country 
about half a milion! “If-they-were to take the 
charge of agriculture into their hands, the sum now 
annually expended on. this Patent Office, ostensibly 
with the view of promoting the interests of the agri- 
cultural classes, could be infinitely bettera propri- 
ated. Tf they were to take agriculture under their 
special guardianship, let them go directly to‘ work, 
as they had with commerce. But he was entirely 
opposed to the present wasteful, irregular, and un- 
profitable mode of proceeding. He was opposed: to 
this inward-working of the Government upon aspe- 
cial matter which he verily believed did not belong 
to itat al]. He was also opposed to the resolution, 
because the printing of the document could be exe- 
cuted, he was told, ata cheaper rate than that pro- 
nosed. As to the pretensions set up for the Patent 
Office on the ground of its value in promoting the 
agricultural interests, all he knew personally was, 
that the Commissioner had annually sent hima 
bundle of garden-seeds, of which he (Mr. C.) dis- 

nosed io his friends who would take them; and 
‘indeed he had himself once made a trial of a few 
of them, and planted them in his garden,-but he 
found them perfectly worthless. At the end of 
| two years they were as far from germinating as 
‘ever! If the reports of the Commissioner were no 
ii better than his seeds, he (Mr. C.) therefore thought 
! very little of them. [A laugh.] 

Mr. CAMERON insisted that almost all the re- 
cent improvements in the arts in the United States 
of America had resulted from the Patent Office. 

‘The spinning-jenny and the cotton-gin were some 
‘of the results of the Patent Office. Rare and most 
valuable seeds had resulted from the Patent Office. 
The agriculture of Pennsylvania was much’ in- 
i debted to the Patent Office. Members of Con- 
i gress were liberally supplied with sceds to dis- 
; tribute from the Patent Office. As to the cost 


j 
i 
i 


‘of printing, he had only to say, that the state- 
; ment made on that subject the other day, by the 
i| Seflator from Connecticut, (Mr. Nrves,] was en- 
tircly incorrect. Fle (Mr. C.) was indeed aston- 
ished at the opposition which had been manifested 
to such an excellent and valuable 
as the Patent Office. 


public institution 


Ar, 


Irish potato; learned disquisitions on the most. ap- 
|; propriate regimen for dyspeptic hens and dropsical 
geese; and abtruse investigations into the’ modus 
| operandi of artificial manures! Now, all that was 
very well in its way, and he (Mr. 8.) was very 
desirous to see useful practical information’ on 


all subjects connected with agriculture. diffused 
throughout the land. But he did not believe that 
Congress had any right to appropriate large sums 
of the public money for the purpose of keeping 
up an immense esiablislimént and a flock of mu- 
nificently-paid officials, whose principal- business 
appeared to be the getting up of an elaborate re- 
|| port annually, with the help of newspapets, maga- 
i zines, and scissors and paste, Mr.S. then enu- 
i| merated the various officers connected’ with the 
| Patent Office, with the salaries received by each. 
He then adverted to the seeds”? and “samples of 
corn,’ &e. They were generally worthless; and it 
was to be remarked that with regard to ‘corn, the 
specimens came not from the corn-growing States 
—none came from Ohio, Indiana, the Wabash, or 


Tennessee. Last year, he took ‘home a paper of 
|| Victoria peas, and 


gave. them to his. gardener, who 
afterwards. came to him and said, ** Why, sir, you 
have brought me the old-fashioned black-eyed pea t” 
The fact was, that these seeds were either. pur- 
chased with thé Patent-Office money, or else were 
giatuitously given to the office for the purpose of 
making a character for them.’ In either case; he 
neéd not say that the whole thing was improper. 
Mr. BRIGHT was unwilling to have the sim- 
ple question of printing embarrassed by anything 
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connected with the constitutionality of the Patent | 


Office or the. circumstances in which the building 
had been erected. The information contained in 
‘the “ report” was of a kind eagerly sought for by 
the agriculturists of the country. He presumed 
there was nothing in it of interest to the Senators 
from South Carolina or Arkansas. 
Mr. SEVIER. Indeed! Why not? 


Mr. BRIGHT. Their pursuits are different’ 


from those of the great masses of the country. 

Mr. SEVIER. Tama farmer, sir. I have been 
a farmer all my life. 

Mr. BRIGHT proceeded.: There might be 
abuses connected with the Patent Office—he did not 
say there were not. But he contended that the 
report contained very valuable information, and 
that the people were cager for it. He was willing 
to vote for the largest number of copies. 


Mr. ASHLEY reiterated his former remarks as | 


to the economical character-—the self-sustaining 
character of the Patent Office. As to the seeds 
and agricultural ‘statistics, Congress had appro- 
riated $3,000 for the purpose of collecting them. 

hether the seeds were good, or bad, or indiffer- 


ent, was not the question, although, if bad, it | 


might be a good reason against the appropriation. 
He (Mr. A.) was himself a farmer—a bad onc 
perhaps. He would not say that the Senators 
from South Carolina and Arkansas were also bad 
farmers, 

Mr. CALHOUN. I hope not. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Why, they might be very good 
farmers so far as growing cotton and corn went. 
And even as regarded the single product of corn, 
he had no doubt that the circulation of the report 
of the Commissioner of Patents had increased its 
amount five per cent. all over the United States. 
And so it was with the cultivation of grasses. As 
to the increase of appropriations to which refer- 


ence had been made, it had only been natural; and : 


it was to be remarked that the larger portion of 
the building denominated the Patent Otice, had 
been appropriated by Congress to the ‘ National 
Institute’? Mr. A. again alluded to the great de- 
sire—the intense eagerness—the universal avidity 
with which this report was sought by the people— 
that was a sure proof that it was a valuable docu- 
ment. : 

Cries of “ Question,” “ question.” 

Mr. CAMERON remarked, thatif the gentlemen 
from South Carolina and Arkansas would go into 
Pennsylvania amongst his constitaents—not gen- 


tlemen farmers, but men who held their own | 


ploughs—they would see the wonderful benefits 
ae useful influences dispensed by the Patent Of- 
ce. 

Mr. JOFINSON, of Louisiana, would vote for 
printing the largest number of the report. It was 
the most interesting of all documents, except Fré- 
mont’s report. Asa proof of the excellence and 
eminently. scientific character of the reports of the 
Patent Office, Mr. J. would just mention one fact. 
It had been presented by the American Minister 
to a scientific association in Russia, and had actu- 
ally been received with marked approbation. 

Cries of ** Question,” “ question.” 

Mr. SEVIER wished to say that, to the Patent 
Office itself, he had no objection. It was calcu- 
lated, under proper management, to be a valuable 
public institution. 


sive establishment, affecting to take charge of the 
agriculture of the country, with which it had no 
more to do than had the War Department. After 
some further remarks from Mr. S., in refutation 
of the idea that the popularity of the report was 
any argument in favor of the propriety and justice 
of expending the public money in its publication— 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, to print 5,000 copies. 

The PRESIDENT was under the impression 
thst the yeas and nays had been ordered, but was 
not certain, not then having his memorandum 
before him. 

Mr.. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, thought they 


had been. ordered; but, to seltle the matter, he | 


would call for them. 

The call having been scconded, the yeas and 
. nays were ordered; and being taken, the amend- 
_ ment was. rejected: Ayes 18, noes 31. 
My. BENTON moved to amend by inserting 
.10,000; and the question being taken, it was deci- 
ded in the negative: Ayes 19, noes 5. 

Mr. MANGU™M then moved an amendment to 


inst But he contended that it had | 
been misdirected—converted into a bloated expen- | 


i 
| 
| 
H 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| said he had examined as to the claims in arrears at 


print 15,000; which motion was put and rejected: 
Ayes 21, noes 27. ; i 

Then the question recurred on the resolution 
reported from the Committee on Printing, autho- 
rizing the printing of 25,000 copies; and the motion 
to adopt having been put, it was agreed to. ~ 


APPROPRIATION BILL: 


Mr. LEWIS moved:that the prior orders of the 
day be postponed, and that the Senate take up the. 
bill to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
certain, objects, made for the service of the fiscal 
year ending 30th June, 1846; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that he felt bound to 
make his acknowledgments to the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Evaws,] and to the Senator from Al~ 
abama, [Mr. Lewis,] for their courtesy in post- 
poning this bill the other day in consequence of his 
(Mr. W.’s) absence from the Senate when it was 
called up. He was absent procuring from the 
Treasury Department the necessary data to show 
the appropriation asked for was just and reason- 
able, and came in the moment after the bill was laid 
aside. He had now that data, and he did not doubt it 
would satisfy the Senator from Maine and all others. 
It was true that there had been wastefulness and 
extravagance in the Territorial Governments; and 
the Senator from Maine was fulfillinga duty inscru- 
tinizing appropriations for their_expenses, and, so 
far from finding fault, he (Mr. W.) would yield his 
humble commendation for his course. , r W. 
said he would not deny that Florida, while a Ter- 
ritory, was not exempt from the charges made by 
that Senator more than the other Territories. He 
frecly conceded her Territorial Legislature had been 
prodigal in their expenditures, and not restricted 
enough in their allowances; that they had employ- 
ed unnecessary officers and clerks, and had dis- 
regarded economy in many respects. This evil 
would exist in a Territorial Government from its 
very nature. Mr. W. said he could not deny the 
justice of the charge of extravagance made by the 
Senator from Maine, because he (Mr. W.) had, 
while in Florida as the acting Executive, vetoed one 
of the compensation bills passed by the Council, and 
at asubsequent period, asa member of the Council, 
voted against another-like bill on account of their 
exceeding the appropriation of Congress. But what 
of all this? Theappropriation now asked was not 
asked for the Legislature of Florida or for the State 
of Florida, but for the benefit of individuals to whom 
the money was justly owing. It was asked for to 
pay .chiefly balances of stationers’ bills, printers’ 
bills, merchants’ bills for candles, bills for fuel, and 
such like contingencies, due as well to Whigs as 
Democrats, for their accounts incurred by the Legis- 
lature of the Territory. Ifitisasked why were these 
accounts not paid, the answer is at hand. Some of 
the mone which ought to have gone to pay them 
was applied here at the Federal treasury, to pay: 
others who had been allowed accounts and de- 
mands by the Legislature of the Territory, which || 
ought not to have been preferred to ‘these; -but the: 
holders of which accounts were enabled to present: 
them first here, as the others, and particularly the 
printers, had generally to delay sending theirs some. 
days, till their work was finished, and their bills 
examined and approved by the Executive. The 
rule formerly at the treasury was, ‘‘first come, first 
served; and when the printers and stationers 
came, and some others also, they found the money 
gone. A year ago the treasury made a pro rata 
distribution among the large accounts. ‘This was 
more equitable; but all the small bills made in the 
aggregate a considerable sum; and these small bills 
were in some instances the very ones which should 
not have been preferred. There were also, (Mr. 
W. conceded,) as Mr. Evans contended, some de- 
mands paid out of the annual appropriations which 
should never have been paid outof them,and which 
were expressly forbidden; and Mr. W. said this 
is one of the reasons these accounts are now un- 
paid; in fact, the chief reason. He admitted the 
charges for the copying the laws, and for the dis- 
tribution of them, were, in his opinion, too great. 
But no one denies, or can deny, that these claims 
now asked for are honest, just, and reasonable. He | 


the First Auditor’s Office, and believed ‘them to be 
correct; but he thought the aggregate amount esti- 
mated for, probably, when they came to be adjust- | 
ed and settled at the treasury, would fall short of | 
the sum asked for three or four thousand dollars. 


‘clearly said that no ‘Terri 


It was impossible the Auditor could ascertain the | 


precise amount outstanding: Mr. W zreferred to 
statements of the claims he had obtaivied fromthe 
papers at the treasury; and explained them? He 
appealed to the liberality: of the Senate to pay for - 
the chaplains to ‘the Legislature, dncluded:in the 
sum asked. for. ‘He said it was the practice, he 
believed, in every Legislature in this country... He 
did not understand this allowance, however, to be 
“objected to. Pe ed as 
Mr. W. said, the Senator [Mr. E.] was right âs 
to the fourth section of the act of Congress ‘of Au- 
gust, 1842, authorizing a settlement and payment 
of all arrears up to its passage, and that the ‘appro- 
priation for that purpose was indefinite: . The spe- 
cific amount of appropriation that year was $27,125. 
All the current expenses of that. year were paid at 
the treasury, and part of the arrears. But-how~ 
were the arrears paid? Not out of the indefinite 
appropriation made by the fourth section referred 
to, but out of the appropriation of $27,125 made. 
by the act of June, 1842, and the next year’s ap- 
propriation by the act of December, 1842. So that 
nearly $10,000 of ‘the ‘appropriation for 1843 was 
exhausted for arrears before the Legislature’ sat.in 
1843, and the same as to 1844 and 1845. The 
arrears were originally chiefly caused in this way. ' 
A Senate was allowed Florida, by act of Congress, 
without at the same time making an adequate ad- 
ditional appropriation for the nécéssarily increased 
expense.. The pay and mileage of the ‘members 


-of the Territorial Senate and House alone amount- 


ed to $20,000. Asg to the contingent expenses, Mr. 
W. ‘said, there was paid for articles no ‘more than 
he (Mr. W.) paid at Tallahassee for similar arti- 
cles.. The merchant should not Jose his aécount 
because-the Legislature were. prodigal of candles, 
or the stationer, ‘because it wasted’ the paper, or 
the printer, because it had too much printing done. 
The prices paid were reasonable. Owing to the 
erroneous mode formerly pursued at the treasury, 
the old arrears had ‘been paid out, of the annual 
current appropriation till the present auditor came 
in, who very properly pursued a different course. 
Mr. W.’admitied some of the spécific extravagant 
charges, pointed out by Mr. By ane cin the com- 
pensation, act, of the Florida Legislati d he 
said this bill was not to“ pay fori to pay 
honest and just claims, imprope: gfally. 
deferred and postponed fó 
claims. 


ly and wror 

| postponed for ‘these very erroneous 
He’ admitted, ‘too, the’ Council had em- 
ployed too many clerks; but he said that was no 


reason why the stationers, and ‘printer's, and mer- 
chants, should not be paid their just dues." Mr. W. 
referred to the books of the public accounts of the 
United States from the year 1842 to 1845, inclusive, 
which he cited. f ` . aoga H 
Mr. EVANS said there could be`ho misunder- 


purposes. 
anted to'see 


thèm: corrected.” 
lowed but ‘stich 
be no deficiencies tö y 


at 


expend money beyond. the stint Matéed-by 
Congress for their‘ use, Now: "Territorial 
Legislature of Florida had conformed to’ that law, 
it had not, exceeded that sum, and consequently 
there could be no deficiencies; but if they had— 
if there were misapplications of the monéy, Con- 
gress was not responsible. He would ask if that 


system was to go. on, or to be resisted at once? 


Was the law prohibiting them from transcending 
the provisions of Congress to be in force, or was 
it to be a dead law? Ifthe principle of the claim 
were now admitted, it would extend to other Ter- 
ritorial Governments, and there would be no end 
to claims for deficiencies on Government. ` There 
had been evidences already given that stich would 
be the case. He would not say, in the* present 
instance, that the Territorial Government: had 
taken the moncy for other purposes than the law 
prescribed; but if it were so, it was a- matter for 
their prompt attention. One instance, however, 
of the way money was expended was this: By the 
Territorial law, it was the duty ‘of the. public 
printer to furnish a copy of the laws of Congress. 
The law of 1842 was contained’ in. ‘three or four 
pages, for copying which. tén:dollars would have 
been an ample compensation to a clerk; and:yet a 


1846. 
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“for that service. It was an éxamination into the 
‘flagrant abuses ‘of. Territorial. Governments. that 
chad led to the passage of the law of 1842, and its 
‘xpress object was to- arrest everything like arrear- 
‘ages, deficiencies,” and ‘such abuses. -The only 
evidence of anything like a deficiency in the: pres- 
“ent -anstarice, “was: the certificate of ‘the Auditor, 
‘which he made out“by deducting the appropria- 
“tons ma as by: the 


sum of-no less than three hundred dollars was paid 


ide: Dy. Congréss from ‘those ‘ma 
ial Legislature. = ; 
$ ESTCOTT observed that there would 
have been’ no‘ deficieney-in the: appropriations of 
-läst year if they had not been exhausted by appli- 
cations to discharge the arrears: of former years, 
and the greater part of them were to be attributed 
to Congress itself... One item-of expense was that 
“of the Legislature, $15,000; the contingent expen- 
ses were above $15,000; -the old arréars were up- 
wards of $8,000, whilst the appropriation:of Con- 
gress was only $27,000; In 1842, Congress ap- 
-propriated that sum, but, in its liberality ordered 
the deficiency.to be made up, ‘which was done, 
„and iù the present cage there could be no difficulty 
„ih the matter if it was left to the officers of the 
treasury. ` 
Mr.: HUNTINGTON observed that although 
the sum asked was a small one, yet the attention 
of the Senate was due to the subject, as it might 
„become a precedent for many other demands of a 
similar nature, -With a positive, clear, and ex- 
plicit law to meet the cage’ before them, he would 
ask them if they wore going to male the disburse- 
ment in violation of it? "That was the question. 
That law was in force, and-he hoped it would be 
_ continued; but if that claim was allowed, the 
would have applications similar in principle, al- 
though they might differ in form, from other Ter- 
` yitories in ike circumstances. . He (Mr. H.) was 
unwilling to accede to the claim; and although the 
“sum was small, yet.he thought there waa involved 


<in itaclear principle to which the. Senate ought 


not toragree, but adhere to the law aa it stood. 
The question simply was, were they to make an 


; appropriation in the face and in violation of 


that law? It would be setting a most dangerous 
precedent to allow any Territorial Legislature, or 
officer of the treasury, to set themselves up against 
the law. They ought not, therefore, in clear vio- 
lation of what was Taw, ask Congress to pay them 
what they were not entitled to. And although he 
(Mr. H.): felt. every. disposition to entertain. any 
Just claims, yet in the face of the Jaw prohibitory 
of exceeding appropriationa, they were called upon 
tö object to the claim. He hoped it would not be 
received, a ; 
Mr. YULEE: addressed a fow remarks to the 


> Senate.» He was understood to say, in support of 
_ the’ bill, “that the ‘appropriation: of Congress of 


“$27,000 in 1842, was made in advance of a knowl- 
“edge of the public necoasities;. that circumstances 
“-aflerwards occurred which augmented those neces- 
“sities, and caused the doficiencies: alluded to; and 


for that, the State Government of Florida was in no | 


way responsible. If the authority given to ap- 
ropriate the money of Congress had been vio- 

' fua, it was done by the Territorial Government, 
'. existing under the Federal Government of the Uni- 
ted States. If the Government (as it did, for in- 
stance) ‘authorized the Legislature to sit a given 
“number of days, and the session. was protracted 
beyond. that period, the abuse was perpetrated by 


the Federal officers themselves; and it was hard | 
that those who furnished the paper and fuel should | 
3. He trusted that, among other | 
reasons, the smallness of the amount would induce 


be the sufferers. 


Senators. to give it their attention. They bad lit- 
tle to fear from the precedent. There were now 
“but. few ‘Territories 
being “many more; for he. supposed that Oregon 
oavould be ready to: demand admission as a State 
into the: Union by the time they had established 
complete jurisdiction over itto 49°, 
| [A voice: There is Cuba:?] =. à 
Mr. YULEE. Cuba would come ìn as a State. 
[A voice: “And California T 
Mr. YULEE. Comparing the expenses of the 
~, State Government. with those of the.Territorial, 
they would find that abuses were not. to be charged 
‘on the. former; J£ there were any, they. were the 
“fault of the. Federal Government.: He trusted it 
“would not be necessary to urge the claimt further 


‘on honorable Senators. 


' Mr. EVANS moved. to amend by striking out 


, and no likelihood of. there || P) 3 F h 
é y | vice of volunteers at any time and in any circum- 
: stances. 


“be audited by the proper officer of the depart- 


_, Lhe amendments were adopted. 


| some information. 


; President, or anybody else, could increase the army 


| whether there was any authority of law for the 
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the words in the 28th line, “additions and appro- | 


priations,” and inserting in their place the words, 


“ expenditures ordered by the Territorial Legisla- ! 
ture. beyond the appropriations made by 


Con- 
ress.” Also, to amend by inserting in the 32d 
ine these words: ‘* The accounts for which shall 


meht.” 


Mr. EVANS said he now rose to move an 
amendment which had been put into his handa, to 
pay atrearages due to Dr. T. P. Jones. |In refer- 
ence to the claim of Dr. Jones, he had made due 
inquiry, and found the facts to be thus: In 1843 a 
bil passed both Houses, by which the Secretary | 
of the Navy was authorized to appoint a board to 
make experiments on steam boilers, with a view of f 
ascertaining the best mode of preventing explo- 
sions, and to carry out the project a sum of $20,000 | 
was appropriated. Professor Johnson, and Dr. | 
Jones, and another, were appointed as the board. | 
On this service they were engaged about eleven 
months under a specific contract. Dr. Jones’s 
compensation was to be $300 per month—a pretty 
high salary, to be sure—but regularly contracted 
for with the Secretary of the Navy, who was au- 
thorized by Congress. They made a great many 
experiments, and he believed some of them very 
valuable; and the report presented a few years ago 
had been of great benefit to the ey The ap- 
propriation of $20,000 was found in the course of 
prasediags not to be enough, as a good deal of it 
had been spent by the Secretary of the Navy in 
retting steam-boilers, &c,, before these gentlemen | 

egan their work. ‘There remained not enough to 
pay their salary. ‘The balance was se idmsreoner A 
duc to Dr. Jones; the amount was rightly stated; 
the services were | 


regularly made. 
amendment. 

Me. 'TURNEY objected, as he understood the : 
board had proceeded against the wish of the Sec- 


serformed, and the report was l 
de moved the adoption of the | 


retary of the Navy. He thought they ought to be 
cautions in adopting the amendment. | 

Mr. EVANS explained, and read a communi- | 
cation from the Secretary of the Navy, stuing the | 
H 
i 


case, and showing that although the board was at 
one period directed to cease operations, it was sub- 
sequently agreed by the board, on reflection, that 
auch a step would render useless all that had been 
done, and that the board should proceed with their 
operations, which they did. 

The amendment wes adopted. 

Mr. EVANS further moved to amend the bill 
by omitting so much: of it as related to the Texas 
volunteers, and modifying that: part which related 
to the Louisiana: militia, by striking off $60,000 
from the sum $69,000, leaving the sum appro- 
priated by the bill, $9,000, towards their compen- 
sation, He made. the motion in order to obtain 
It uppeured that four compa- | 
nies of Texas volunteers were received into the 
service of the United States for three months last 
summer, but when they were discharged. he could 
not say. ‘The Secretary at War was culled on to 
know by what legal authonty theae volantcers |i 
wore admitted into the army of the United States, | 
and to show by what authority any Secretary, 


by one man, even for one day. The answer of the 
Sceretary, instead of giving legal authority for the 
act, said the volunteers Were taken into the service 
by his order. Now, what he (Mr. E.) desired to 
know from any quarter, from the chairman. of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, who was also on | 
the Finance Committee, and therefore well versed | 
in such matters,—what he wished to know was, 


President of the United. States to accept the ser- 


In his (Mr. EVs) researches, he could 
find none whatever; and he believed it would be 
found that the present was the first instance in: the 
operations of our Government in which the Presi- 
dent, or anybody else, had undertaken to receive 


‘to'call upon. the militia in certain cases 


the danger was apprchended. That was authority 
to call out the a oa but not volunteers, for they 
were very different, and the law authorizing him 
to call out the militia. could never authorize him to 
do so with volunteers.. The militia were com- 
posed of citizens. of the country, not likely to be 
driven into. any improper enterprise; but volun- 
teers might be congregated under anybody, on any 
| service that offered-inducement enough. -There 
was no law by which volunteers could. be,employ - 
ed in this country, much less abroad; and it was 


the first instance in. which: the -President of. the 
United States had accented, without revious 


law authorizing it, the services of volunteers... If 


| he could do so for one day, why‘not for a year, ar 


many years, and add to the army at pleasure? . If 
he could do so, where was the use of any law on 
the army? This very thing, the power of en~ 
larging the army, was one of the strongest objec- 
tions to the adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States; and its defenders were hardly able 
to sueceed, by replying that the President could 
not raise a man unless the law gave him authority. 
The Secretary of War replicd, the volunteers were 
engaged “ by his authority ;?’ but the question still 
to he determined was, where did the Secretary find 
his authority? The time allowed the President to 
raise militia was three months, and in that time 
there could not be much harm done... He hoped 
the gentleman at the head of the military depart- 
ment of the Government would Iet them know 
where he found his authority; and until he (Mr. 
2.) learned that, he could not vote forthe appro-’ 
priation. Undoubtedly they ought to be paid, as 
they had been, he believed, out of. the general ap- 
propriations for the army. f À 
Mr. JOLINSON, of Louisiana. 
militia were not paid. =a ; 2 
Mr. EVANS replied, they were not volunteers 
but militia—a different thing; they were called | 
out by the commanding general of that. depart- 
ment, to be disbanded after two months’ service. 
He imagined the Louisiana militia were not paid, 


The Louisiana 


| because there were no appropriationd to reach 


them; but he thought it would be found the Texas 
volunteers were paid out of the army fund. .He 
wished to know if there was any authority for ac- 
cepting the services of volunteers under the circum- 
stances, If there was, gentlemen would be likely 
to know something about it. ; A 

Mr. CASS rose to correct some of the views of 
the gentleman. from Maine, [Mr. Evas bel 
was a discretionary power. giv 


A pag has CF 

Jeft to judge when it should be advisabl 8 
‘The gentleman could not object to, his calling upon 
the volunteers instead of the militia, for it. was. his 
(Mr. C.’s) impression that. the President was au- 
thorized to doso. The question was simply, Could 
the President accept the services.of volunteers. in- 
stead of the militia?’ As to the: time for which 
they were called to serve, it was. not meant. that 
the power of the President wag. limited to. three 
months; but simply that militia were not obliged 
to serve after that period against their will; but the 
President’s power continued, and he could call 
upon others to take their place as often as the three 
months expired. After replying eae nof 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. JOHNSON, ] 
that he dil not know how a call for volunteers was 
to be made, Mr. C called for the reading of the 
communication of the Secretary of War. to the 
Committee on Finance, in reply to their inquiries 
as to the employment of the troops undér con- 
sideration. tone TE odie e el Cook 
[The Secretary read the commünicadon, | 3 

r. EVANS read the law iti relatión to the em- 
ployment: of militia by. the President: By: that 
fate, he observed, the President was to call upon 
the militia of the State most- convenient. Now, 
he wanted to know, if that was the only authority 
existing, could the President accept the services of 
volunteers—not militia—but volunteers from any 
quarter—Indians.or not? Tf that Taw did not give 
it, he wished to know where was the authority by 


into the army of the United States any ‘volunteers. 

or any force whatever, which practice or law ha 

not authorized. There were abundant authorities | 
on the subject. There wasa statute half a centry 
old authorizing the President, in case of invagion 
or imminent danger of invasion, Of. insurrection, 
or any of those contingencies that may- arise to 
make it proper, to call into the service for not more | 
than three months the militia‘of the State where | 


| which Texas volunteers were incorporated. into 


the army-of the United States ?° ; 
My, CASS again made a short explanation. He 
said: militia were liable to: serve. one. year. otit of 
tivo; that a large portion of the youth of the coun- 
try.. were- opposed to service in the militia; but 
there was another description of volunteers, con- 
sisting of regular companies attached to militia 


| regiments, that might be called out. Sometimes 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


volunteer companies; and he thought it likely such 
was the description called out in this case. 

“Mr. RUSK was not prepared to enter into an 
investigation as to the difference between volun- 
teers and militia, but he had always considered | 
volunteers as part of the militia. - The practice, as | 
far as he knew, was, that the general commandin 
the department, when it became necessary, calle 
on the Governor of the State, who immediately 
issued his proclamation calling out the militia, and | 
the requisition was immediately filled up. He saw 
no distinction between volunteers and militia. Nor 
could he see why there should now be any dis- | 
tinction made between Louisiana and Texas. The | 
only question was, whether there was an emer- 
gency to justify the President to call out the militia? 
They had surrendered entirely their independent 
sovereignty, and had no alliance, offensive or de- 
fensive, with any foreign Government. That cre- 
ated a state of things which required the President 
to send the troops of the United States to protect 
Texas against any possible invasion, on account of 
that act: of surrenderment to the mother country. 
General Taylor was shortly afterwards—in the 
month of July or August—ordered_to take up his | 
position on the western frontier of Texas He did j 


Arista, commanding the Mexican forces, calling 
on the chivalry of Mexico to come forth and repel | 
the intruders. What, then, was the condition of | 
General Taylor? He was an officer who had earn- 
ed many laurels in the service of his country. Was 
it to be supposed that he would endanger the honor 
of his country and his own reputation by any want 
of due precaution? Certainly not. He acted as 
became a wise and prudent man. General Gaines 
thought proper in that state of affairs to call out a | 

ortion of the militia of Louisiana; and General | 
Taylor, acting with proper discretion, called upon 
the President of Texas, then exercising a delegated 
authority from the convention, under the former 
constitution, untit the State constitution should be 
accepted by the Congress of the United States, to 
furnish these companies of volunteers. They re- 
sponded to the call made by President Jones, and 
performed faithfully services which General Taylor 

imself had characterized as important and valu- 
able. They had rendered the service demanded of 
them. They had not received the pay for those | 
services, and itdid seem to him that it was but just 
that they should stand on the same footing as the 
volunteers from Louisiana. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, | 
and it was rejected. | 
Mr. EVANS asked if there had not been a letter 
received by the committee from the Department 

relative to the mission to China, ; 

Mr. HUNTINGTON replied in thé affirmative. 

The letter was read. 

Mr. EVANS wished to inquire whether that 
mission to China was still in existence, or had ter- 
minated. Was the salary of the Commissioner || 
going on? What was the condition of the affair? 

_ Mr. ALLEN replied that the mission was still 
in existence. He had not made special inquiry into 


| months. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
" Monpay, April 20, 1846. 
The Joumal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. | t a 
Mr. DARGAN, on leave, presented a petition, 


i Mr. PHELPS, in pursuance of previous notice, 


asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill to con- 
firm certain entries of land made at the Springfield 
Land Office, in the State of Missouri; which was 
read twice, and committed. 

The SPEAKER said the regular.order of busi- 
ness was the call of the States for petitions. 

Mr. BRODHIEAD moved that the rules in rela- 
tion to the order of business be suspended for one 
hour, that the committees might be called in their 
| order for reports. > 
Mr. A. JOHNSON called tor the regular orders 
vof the day. 


Bxopueap, and the House refused to suspend the 
rules to receive reports from committees, 

| Mr, C. J. INGERSOLL asked leave—at the 
| request, he was understood to say, of the officers 
| of the House—to introduce the following resolu- 
| thon: 

Resolved, That, for the purpose of ventilating 


|| the Hall of the House of Representatives, and giv- 


ing an opportunity to lay down the summer mat- 
ting, as has been done in previous long. sessions, 
this House will, when it adjourns on. Thursday, 
| the 30th of April instant, adjourn to meet on the 
following Monday. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON objected. 

Mr. BOYD and Mr. T. B. KING moved a sus- 
pension of the rules, that the resolution might be 


|! received, 


| Mr. JACOB THOMPSON withdrew his objec- 


i} tion. 


Mr. G. W. JONES inquired whether the reso- 
lution. fixed the adjournment at a time when the 
races over the National Course would come off? If 
not, itshould be so. arranged that it might take 
place at that time. i 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. 
nothing about the races. . 

Mr. JONES. Iproposeto defer the adjournment 
until the races. à 

The objection having been renewed, a motion 
was made to suspend the rules, and was decided in 
the affirmative. g 

And the resolution being thus before the House, 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING moved to amend the 
same by inserting after the word “session”? the fol- 
lowing: “and also to apply Espy’s ventilator to. 
‘the Hall of the House of Representatives, in the 
‘same manner as it has been applied to the Senate 
‘ Chamber.” 5 

Mr. KING desired to say a word in explanation 
of his amendment. He was understood to state 
that one of Mr. Espy’s ventilators had. been con- 
structed for the use of the Senate, and it was. pro- 
posed by the amendment to have a similar ventila- 
tor for the use of the House during the summer 
The cost of that in the Senate had been 


I assure you I knaw 


the matter, but he believed that the Minister had f 
returned home on leave, and expected soon to re- 
sume his position. 

Mr. ARCHER. It was not on leave entirely, 
but in consequence of the state of his health, which 
he (Mr. A.) understood disabled him from proceed- 
ing to his destination. He had heard that it was 
the intention of the gentleman soon to resume his 
voyage, | 

Mr. CASS here asked a question of the Senator | 
from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] relative to the services 
for which Dr. T. P. Jones claimed compensation, | 

Mr. EVANS. A year ago, the then Secretary | 
of the Navy, Mr. Mason, transmitted the account 
of Dr. Jones and others. 

Mr. CASS. Did he recommend their payment? 


| 
i 
| 
| 


1 
| 
| 
jj 
| 
i 


Mr. EVANS, in reply, read from the report, in || 


which the non-payment was stated to have arisen | 
from the exhaustion of the appropriations. It | 
struck him (Mr. E.) that certainly the accounts 
ought to be paid. 


5 ž i 3 j H 

The question on concurring in the amendments i| 
. agreed to as in Committee of the Whole, was then |! 
i 


put, and: carried in the affirmative. 

And then, on motion; the bill wag read a third 
me, and ‘passed. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


ti 


about $250. The amendment proposed to appro- 
priate the same amount, or so much thereof as 
might. be necessary. 

Mr. B. MARTIN. We have too much wind 
here already. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

And the question recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution, 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to amend by striking 
out the day designated, and inserting “the day 
‘preceding the commencement of the races over 
‘the National Course.” . 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON demanded the pre- 
vious question. , 

' Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
| LEAKE, T. B. KING, and G. W. JONES, par- 


ticipated. 
ject be laid on the table. The motion was.rejected. 


| seconded, and the main question was ordered, and 

| being tuken—first, on the amendment of Mr. Jonzs, 

and the amendment was rejected. : 
Mr. G. W, JONES asked the yeasand nays on 

the adoption of the resolution, which was refused. 
And then the resolution was adopted. 


‘The demand for the previous question was then | 


(name not heard,) which ‘he subsequently with- {i 
rew, : 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. |! 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that ihe 


|| House resolve itself inte Committee of the Whole 


i on the state of the Union, with, a view; if that mo- 
| tion prevailed, to move that the committee proceed 
| to the consideration of the bill-to regulate trade and 
intercourse with the Indian tribes in the Territory 
of Oregon, and to preserve peace ahd- cultivate 
friendship with and among the said Indians... .. = 
The motion having. been: put and decided inthe 
affirmative, the House resolved itself into Commit- 
„tee of the Whole on. the’ state of the Union, (Mr: 

G. S. Houston, of Alabama, in the chair): -t 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that the com- 

| mittee take up the bill above indicated by, him. 
Mr. SCHENCK gave notice that, if-the motion 
-of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 'Tuomr- 
son] should not prevail, he (Mr. 8.) would move 
to take up the bill in relation to the pay and mile- 
age of members. > ; a 

INDIAN TRIBES IN OREGON.. 


The question on the motion of- Mr, Jacon 
Tuomrson having been taken and decided inthe 
affirmative, the committee proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill to regulate trade and intercourse. 
with the Indian tribes in the territory of Oregon, 
| and to preserve peace and cultivate friendship with. 
and among the said Indians. ; 

The bill was read as follows: 

Beit enacted 


give bond, with two or more-secu-". 
‘ou 


ful execution of the same, a 
pensation of fifteen. hundr 


Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That in order the more 
effectually. to cultivate peace and preserve a good under- 
standing with the various tribes of Indians west of the 
Rocky Mountains, in addition to the powers heretofore eon- 
ferred in the Indian country, the superintendent in the Ore- 
gon territory shall be vested with the authority to arrest, or 
‘cause to be arrested, any citizen or other person who shall 
send, carry, or deliver any talk, speech, message, Jetter, or . 


roe fa . 
sign, to or from any Indian tribe, nation, chief, or individual, 


|. with an intent to produce a contravention or infraction of any 


treaty, or to disturb the peace and tranquillity of the United 
States, or of said Indian tribes, and brought before him; and 
if, upon inquiry and full investigation, the superintendent 
shall be clearly satisfied of the guilt of the accused, he shall 


| cause such punishment to be inflicted as in hig judgment may 


| be deemed just and right, not extending in any case to. life 


i, or limb: Provided, however, That the party accuséd shalt 


Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the whole sub- | 


have the privilege of summoning and examing the witnesses 

| both for and against him, and of confronting his.accusers on 
the trial: And provided further, That the: superintendent 
shall in every case report forthwith a full account of: all” the 
| facts and his proceedings thereon to the Secretary of War. 

| Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That. for the “purpose of 
| promoting the moral. improvement; and of preventing. dis- 
| turbances of the peace between American.citizens.and the 
| various Indian tribes; the President shall. be, and he is bére- 


by, authorized to cause any of the friendly Indians ‘on the 
‘ route to the Oregon territory, as well as west ofthe Rocky 
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Mountains, tobe furnished with-useful domestic animals 
and implements of husbandry, or with goods, as hé shall 
think proper- Provided, ‘The wholé amount of stich presents 
shall not exceed. the sum often thousand dollars, and a de- 
tailed and specific accointof the distribution provided for in. 
this.act shall_be kept.and regularly returned to the Secretary 
of. War, attested in such’ manner: as. may be. prescribed by 
the President: ind provided; ‘The said distribution shall be 
made by the proper “officers of Government, without addi- 
tionalt expense i ve oS : oy R 
Sec. 8. And he it: further. enacted, That the President of 
the. Dnitéd States ‘bey..and ‘he “js hereby, authorized -to 
cause such. rations ashe shall judge: proper, tò be issued, 
‘under such regulations as he shall think :fit.to establish, to 
Indians who. may. visit. the superintendency or agencies in 
-the Orégon territory; and a special account of these issues 
shail-be kept and rendered, and in no case shali the sum 
thus expended exceed two thousand dollars in one year. 
_ Bec. 9. And be it further enacted, That convenient buid- 
ings shall be erécted for the residence of the superintendent 
and. the different agents in the territory. of. Oregon, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War; and for. this purpose 
an amount not exceeding three. thousand dollars shall be 
expended. i a ` 
Sec. 10. And beit further enacted, That the sum of thirty 
thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out ofany money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
forthe purpose of carrying this act into effect. 


The first-section of the bill being under consid- 
eration, : 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON moved to amend 
it by reducing the salary of the Superintendent of 
Indian affairs from $4,000 to $2,000, 

“My. JACOB THOMPSON said he did not sup- 
pose that the committee or the House would aitrib- 
ute to-him ‘any ‘disposition to favor extravagant 
salaries. . He desired, however, to be liberal in this 
case, because he thought that. the public service 
required liberality. ` The service to be performed 
was ofa delicate nature, and would require an ìn- 
dividual of such a character as that entire confi- 
dence could be placed in him. The Hudson Bay 
Company at this time had almost the entire con- 
trol of the Oregon Indians. We wanted a man of 
firmness, intelligence, and character. Through 
the Indian agent had to be derived almost all the 

- authentic information given to the Government; 
and we all knew how very important such inform- 
ation at this time would be. The bill ought not 
to authorize such a salary as would enable the 
President to tender the office. to any upstart. who 
might want.a place; but such a salary as would 
command the services of. a man fit and competent 
to be President of the United States. Such aman 
would not be willing to break up. his business 
connexions, and leave his home for such a distant 

- region for the salary proposed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr Jounson.] He (Mr. T.) 
hoped the amendment would not prevail. 

t. A. JOHNSON said he had no desire to 
embarrass the bill, but he had proposed the amend- 
ment under a conviction that a: salary of $4,000 
was altogether too much, .. The position itself was 
worth a fortune without.one dollar of salary; and 
a salary of $2,000 wasample to secure the services 
of aby man, competent to discharge the duties of 
the office. 

: Mr. THURMAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment.by striking out $2,000 and inserting 93,000. 

‘And (Mr. T. said). ho would briefly assign his 
reasons for the motion. This Indian agent or su- 
perintendent was not an officer appointed under 
ordinary circumstances. He would, to a certain 
extent, have to see the laws executed in the Ore- 
gon territory. Fle ought to be a superior man, 
for a good deal would depend upon him, Much 
jn relation to.the peace of that country would de- 
pend upon him; much, whether there should be a 
conflict there or not. Fe ought, therefore, to bea 
man of ability, weight of character, and sound judg- 
ment, and not a man.of mere ordinary intellect. 
He thought, under these circumstances, that $3,000 
would be a proper remuneration. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON here suggested that a mo- 
tion should first be submitted to strike out the sum 
altogether, leaving a blank. It could then be filled 
up with such sum as the committee might think 

er. rate F 
Pr he motion took that form, and’ the ‘question 
thereoti having been taken and decided in the af- 
firmative— ` ee ; 

The amount was stricken out. ~~ 

Mr. THURMAN then moved.to fill the blank 
with the sum of $3,000. 

Which. motion—by ayes 69, 

reed to. : : 

i re Me. BRODHEAD now. moved. to substitute 
$4,000 instead of $3,000. 

The motion was not in order. 


noes 54-—was 


Mr. SEDDON indicated a motion to strike out 
the sixth section. . i 

The motión was not in order at this time, but is 
recurred to hereafter. 

No further amendment having been offered to 
the first section, it was passed over. 


.. And the second section having been read— 


Mr. YANCEY moved to strike out the sum of 
HR (the salary of the Indian agents) and insert 

000. 

Mr. JACOB. THOMPSON believed (he said) 
that $1,500 was the salary received by all the In- 
dian agents on this side of the mountains. Surely 
the House would not give less to those on the other 
side. Ifany discrimination at all was to be made, 
he thought it should be in favor of those agents, 
who were farthest removed from the settlements. 

Mr. YANCEY was understood to say that he 
was willing to carry out the reduction, in any 
proper bill, to all the agents alike. 


Mr. McKAY could not (he said) see the neces- į 


sity of this second section. ‘The act of 1834 autho- 
rized the appointinent of Indian agents, to be located 
on this side of the mountains. But there was 
another provision, which gave authority to the 
President to appoint any number of sub-agents, to 
be located west of the Rocky Mountains. He (Mr. 
McK.) submitted, that under the power which the 
President already possessed, to appoint as many 
sub-agents as he pieuse, thore was no necessity 


for this section, Their compensation was fixed at | 


$750. These sub-agents, with the assistance of 
the interpreters, for whose appointment the bil 
provided, were just as competent to perform the 
service required as agents. ire 

Mr. PETTIT was here understood to inquire, 
whether the President had not, by virtue of the 


law to which the gentleman referred, already ap- į 
pointed an Indian ugent west of the Rocky Mount- | 


ains? 

Mr. McKAY said such was the fact. 

There was another provision in the same act, 
which authorized the President to require any ofli- 
cer of the army to perform the duty of Indian agent. 


There were many gentlemen here, (as had been j 


demonstrated in the course of recent debates,) who 
thought that there were a great mwy sapernumer- 
aries in the army, who had no particular duty to 
attend to. If this was the case, and if (as he trusted) 
it was not likely that we should havea war, why 
could not these duties be performed by those super- 
numerary military officers? ‘The law empowerin, 
the President to employ them was express: ani 
positive. He moved to strike out the section. 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] was cor- 
rect in stating that the President had the power to 
appoint as many sub-agents as he thought proper, 
and that their salary was fixed at $750. The ob- 
ject of this bill was to limit the number of agents 
tw be appointed by the Government to a number 
not exceeding four. The reason why the com- 
mittoe increased the grade was, that these officers 
were scattered at great distances from each other, 
(such. was the information received from the State 
Department;) and the committee thought that the 
highest grade of agents should be appomted—men 
of character, in whom perfect trust and confidence 
could be reposed. These sub-agents were gen- 
erally: men that were runners through the country, 
and ‘not such as he was willing to trust in the 
delicate state of the relations which existed in that 
country, where the Hudson Bay Company kept 
the Indians, whose good opinion we were anxious 
to secure, in pay. fi was of the utmost moment 
that wo should do so—that we should leave no 
effort untied to win them over. Therefore it was 


that these appointments should be filled by a better | 


order of men. The agents, as provided in this bill, 
would have to ge before the Senate; whereas sub- 
agents could be appointed fromany quarter. There 
would necessarily be more care and circumspec- 


tion in the appointment of the former than of the | 
The number of Indians was large; their 
exact number was not accarately ascertained ybut | 


latter. 


the tribes numbered some fifteen or twenty, and 
were scattered over the country for many hundred 


miles, : 


As to the employment of supernumerary: officers. 


We had at this time no part of the army in Oregon.” 


It would not do now to. detach these officers from 
the army, even if the President had the power to 
doso, which he doubted. Whilst attached to the 
army, they could, to be sure, perform any service 


H 


com 
‘number... Further than that he was opposed to 


of this kind; but he did not consider that the Pres- 
ident had the power to detach them for this pur- 


| pose; and if he had, they would still have to re- 


ceive their compensation. 

Mr. McKAY referred to page 360 of the report 
of Elijah White, who (Mr. McKay remarked) had 
accepted the appointment of sub-agent, at the com- 
pensation of $750: i 2 

Mr. THOMPSON said it was true; and it was 
also true that Mr. White had now a claim before: 
Congress, and which had been favorably reported 
on in the Senate, for the sum of seven thousand 
dollars. After twelve hundred dollars had beer 
paid to him, which was the utmost sum that it 
was in the power of the department to allow, he 
now said that he had spent seven thousand dollars 
beyond the $1,200 paid to him. ; 

r. McK AY. On what ground? 

Mr. THOMPSON, On the ground of the great. 
expense to which he was subjected, Thejourney 
took him at least four months, and he says it well- 
nigh ruined him; and he now appeals to Congress 
for relief. I want to get rid of all claims of this 


| description. 


Mr. YANCEY said the fact that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs have reported that this man, Mr, 
White, is entitled to $7,000 extra, pretty conclu- 
sively proved that the House ought not to take, 
without looking into it, all that was recommended 
by that committee. 


“Mr. THOMPSON (in his seat.) It was the 
committee of the Senate. 
Mr. YANCEY (resuming.) Yes. The com- 


mittee of the Senate. To the committee of the 


| House I am willing to give a little more credit, 


He thought $1,500 was more than was necessary 
for these Indian agents. ‘The first lieutenants of 
the army received $1,000 a year, and some of the 
first men in the country were in these offices. And 
surely we could get intelligent and competent men 
who would take this office for this sum. He in- 
sisted on his amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS said, it should be recollected 
that lieutenants in the army had prospects of ad- 
vancement and promotion, whereas these Indian 
agents had none. A lieutenant, therefore, could 
well afford to take $1,000, when that sum would 
scarcely subsist an agent west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, 

Mr. McCLELLAND, (very imperfectly heard 
from the position in which he addressed the Chair, ) 
was understood to refer tothe Oregon jurisdictié 
bill which had passed the House on Satirda’ 
to say that, though he had not attacked ‘it; ye 
had not voted for it. He thought thatin wiany of 
its provisions it was dangerous and exceptionable. 
He considered this as a still. more exceptionable 
bill; and he thought that after the statement that 
had been made Hy the gentleman ‘from North 
Carolina, (Mr. McWay,] the section ought to be 
struck out, or that if anything of it was left, it 


i should be the mere regulation of the compensation 


of agents and sub-agents. The fifth section of the 


| bill last under discussion provided for the appoint 


ment of Superintendent of Indian Affairs, of agents 


j and of sub-agents; and the only defect of the sec- 


tion was, that it did not provide what the salaries 
should be, All, therefore, that was required ima 
bill of this kind would be some regulation’ as’ to 
the salaries. He thought that the salary of $4,000 
for the Superintendent of Indian Affairs was too 
much. ` 
lt seemed to him that an examination of this 
bill must satisfy the minds of gentlemen that many 
of its provisions. were in conflict with the Consu- 
tution of the United States, if not with existing 
treaties between the United States: and. Great Brit- 
ain. Look at the sixth section... Let'any gentle- 
man demonstrate, if he could, how. that: section 
conformed to the Constitution in relation. to. the 
trial and punishment of crimes. He had ‘wholly 
misconceived its meaning and purpose, if it did 
not direct the trial and punishment of a:man with- 
out jury. A-more preposterous-thing he. bad 
never heard of. He had heard-of a man being 
hung. and tried afterwards, but this outstripped 
even. that. absurdity. “Fle repeated, that’ all that 
was necessary to:be.dohe was to provide for the 
nsation of these officers, and tò: linitt ‘their 


going; and if the bill was reported. to the House 
wits present form, he should vote against it. 
Representing, as he did, a people as:anxious as 
any other to have the whole of Oregon, and nothing 
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less, he yet felt it due to himself to make these 
few remarks in explanation of his course and his 
votes. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Yancey; which, by ayes 79, noes not count- 
ed, was agreed to. : f 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
McKay; and, having been decided in the afirma- 
tive, the second section was stricken out. : 

The third section being under consideration— 

Mr. YANCEY moved to aménd it by limiting 
the number of interpreters to four. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said-he was willing. 

Mr. McKAY suggested that it would. be better 
to leave the matter discretionary with the President. 

Mr. YANCEY said he perceived that the num- 
ber of blacksmiths was ‘limited to four, and he 
thought the agents might be limited to the same 
number. Four, he presumed, would be sufficient; 
aud if aless number was required, the President 
would make the appointments accordingly. 

Mr. McK AY moved to reduce the pay of the 
interpreters from. $400 to $300. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. JACOB 
THOMPSON and McKAY, 

The question was taken on the amendment o 
Mr. Yancey, and it was rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. McKay was agreed 
to. 


To the fourth and fifth sections no amendments | 
were offered. 

And the sixth section being under consideration, | 

Mr. THURMAN moved the following substi- 
tute: 

« That any person who shall send, carry, or de- 
‘liver any talk, speech, message, letter, or sign, to 
‘or from any Indian tribe, nation, chief, or indi- | 
‘vidual, with an intent to produce a contravention | 
‘or infraction of any treaty to which the United | 
‘States are a party, or to disturb the peace and 
‘ tranquillity of the United States, or of said Indian | 
‘tribes, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor; and, 
‘upon conviction thereof, shall be fined in any sum 
‘not exceeding one thousand dollars, and impris- 
‘onment for any time not exceeding three years; | 
‘and it is hereby made the duty. of the superin- | 
‘tendent, hereby created, to cause all such offend- 

. fers to be arrested and brought to trial before the 
‘proper tribunal: Provided, That nothing in this | 
‘act shall apply to any Indian whatsoever, or to 


‘any subject of Great Britain during the existence || 


‘of the convention of 1827, between the United | 
‘States and Great Britain, relative to the territory | 
‘west of the Stony Mountains.” 

_ Mr. SEDDON moved to strike out the said sec- 
uon. 


SECRET-SERVICE FUND AND MR. WEBSTER. 


Mr. BAYLY rose and said that a message from 
the President of the United States, which he was 
sure the, House would desire to hear read, was 
now waiting. He moved, therefore, that the com- 
mitteec rise. 


The motion having been agreed to, the commit- H 


tee rose and reported. 
And the Speaker being in the chair, 
A message in writing was received from the | 
President of the United States, by the hands of J. | 
K. Walker, Esq., his Private Secretary, and which 
was read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives : 


i Congress foreseeing that it might become necessary and 


for the sum or sums therein expressed to have been“ex~ 
pended.” . 

‘rie law making these provisions is in fuli force. It is 
binding upon all the. departments of the Government, and 
especially upon the Executive, whose duty it is ‘to take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed.” “In the exercise 
of the discretion lodged by it in the Executive, several of my 
predecessors have made “certificates” of the amount * of 
such expenditures as they have thought it advisable not to 
specify,” and upon these certificates, as the only vouchers, 


|| settlements have been made at the treasury. 


It appears that within the period specified in thé resolu- 
tion of the House, certificates were given by my immediate 
predecessor, upon which settlements have been made at the 
treasury, amounting to five thousand four hundred and sixty 
dollars. “He has solemnly determined that the objects and 
items of these expenditures should not be made public, and 
lias given his certificate to that cfleet, which are. placed upon 
the records: of the country. Under the direct authority of 
an existing law, he has exercised the power of placing these 
expenditures auder the seal of confidence, and the whole 
jnatter was terminated before f came into office. An im- 
| portant question arises whether a subsequent President, 
į either voluntarily or at the request of one branch of Con- 
gress, can, without a violation of the spirit of the law, re- 
“vise the acts of his predecessor, and expose to public view 

that which he had determined should not be “ made pub- 
lic”? If not a matter of strict duty, it would certainly be 
a safe general rule that this should not be dane. Indeed, it 
may. well happen, and probibly would happen, that the 
President for the time being would not-be in possession of 
the information upon which his predecessoracted, and coyld 
not therefore have the means of judging whether’ he bad 
exercised his discretion wisely or not. The law requires no 
other voucher but the President’s certificate, and there is 


| ecipts, letters, vouchers, memorandums, or other evidence 


| ment. The President who makes the “ certificate”? may, if 
| he chooses, keep all the information and evidence upon 
| which he acts in his own possession. - If, for the informa- 
tion of his successors, he shall leave the evidence on which 
i he acts, and the items of the expenditures which make up 

the sum for. which he has given his “certificate,” on the 
confidential files of one of the Executive departments, they 
| do not, in any proper sense, become thereby public records. 
‘They are never seen or examined by the accounting officers 
of the treasury, when they settle an account on the “ Presi- 
dent’s certificate.” The first Congress of the United States, 
| on the Ist of July, 1790, passed an act ‘providing the means 
of intercourse between the United. States and foreign na- 
tions,” by Which a similar provision to. that which now 
exists was made for the settlement of such expenditures as, 
in the judgment of the President, ought not to be made pub- 
| lic. ‘This act.was limited in its duration. It was continued 


i for a limited term in 1793; and between that time and the | 


i date of the act of May 1, 1810, which is. now in force, the 

: same provision was revived’ and continued. Expenditures 
|! were made and settled under Presidential certificates, in | 
pursuance of these laws. 

i Ifthe President may answer the present call, he must an- 

| swer similar calls for every such expenditure of a confiden- 


{ have considered the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 9th instant, by which I am requested “to 
‘eause to be furnished to that House an account of ali pay- | 
“ments made on Presidents’ certificates from the fund ap- | 
*propriated by law, through the 
‘ment, for the contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 
* from the áth of March, 1841, until the retirement of Daniel į 
“Webster from the Department of State, with copies of all | 
‘entries, receipts, letters, vouchers, memorandums, or other į 
‘evidence of such payments, to whom paid, for what, and } 
«particularly all concerning the northeastern boundary dis- | 


é pute with Great Britain.” H 


With an anxious desire to furnish to the House any infor- į 
mation requested by that body which may bein the Execu- | 


tive departments, I have feit bound by a sense of public duty i 


to inquire how far I could with propriety, or consistent! 
With the existing laws, respond to their call. 

The usual annual appropriation * for the contingent ex 
penses of intercourse between the United States and foreign 
nations” has been disbursed since the date of the act of May 
1, 1810, in pursuance of its provisions. 

By the third section of that act it is provided— 

“ That when any sum or suis of money shall be drawn 
‘froin the. treasury, under.any law making appropriation for 
‘the contingent expenses of intercourse between the United 
‘States and foreign: nations, the President shall be, and he 
= Cis hereby, authorized to cause, the same to be duly settled 
‘annually.with the accounting officers. of.the treasury, in the 
‘manner following-that is ‘to say, by causing the same to 


rency of the State Depart- ji 


| tial character, made under every Administration, in war and 


Hi in peace, from the organization of the Government to the 


| present period. To break the seal of confidence imposed by 
the law, and heretofore uniformly preserved, would be sub- 
| versive of the very purpose for which the law was enacted, 


ind might be productive of the most disastrous consequences. 


| The expenditures of this confidential character, itis believed, 
į were never before sought to be made public; and I should 
| greatly apprehend the consequences of establishing a prece- 


| dent which would render such disclosures hereafter inevit- | 


i able. 

| tam fully aware of the strong and correct public feeling 
| which exists throughout the country against secrecy of any 
kind in the adininistration of the Government, and especially 
in reference to public expenditures; yet our foreign negotia- 


|| tions are wisely and properly confined to the knowledge of 


the Executive during their pendency. Our laws reguire the 
accounts of every particular expenditure to be rendered and 

nublicly settled at the Treasury Department. The single cx- 
cepiion which exists is, not that the amount embraced under 
Presidents’ certificates shall be withheld from the public, 


Ih 
I 
ii 
H 
i 
p 


ji but merely that the items of which these are composed shall | 


not be divulged. To this extent, and no further,is secrecy 
observed. ay 

4 ‘Phe laudable vigilance of the -people in regard to all the 
| expenditures of the Government, as well as a sensé of duty 
: on the part of the President, and a desire to retain the good 
i opinion of his fellow-eitizens, will prevent any sunyexpend- 
Hi ed from being accounted for by the President’s certificate, 


nothing in its provisions which’ requires any “ entries, re- | 


| of such payments,”? to be preserved in the Executive depart- || 


unless in cases of urgent nece: 
therefore been’ resorted to but 
‘history. E e e Hees ae 

For my own part, F have not-éaused any account 
ever to be settled ‘on a Presidéntial ‘certificate.’ 


'&: had 


J} no occasion rendering it necessary, in my judgment, tómake. 


such a certificate; and it would. be an: extreme-case: which 
would ever induce me to éxercise this ‘authority yet; if such 
a ease should: arise, it ‘wo ý 
responsibility devolved ea a 
During my. Administration, all expenditures for contingent 
expenses of foreign intercourse, it- which the accounts: 
been closed, have been settled upon regular vouchers; as: 
other public accounts are settled atthe treasury; itii 
It may be alleged that the power of impeachment belongs 
to the House of Représentatives, and ‘that, with a. view: to 
the exercise of this power; that ‘House has the tight toin- 
‘vestigate the conduct of: all public “officers ‘under thie Gov- 
ernment. ‘This is cheerfally-admitted. “In ath a-casé, ‘the 
safety of the Republic would ‘be the supreme. law; and: the 
power of the House in the pursuit of this object would pent- 
trate into the most secret recesses of the Executive depart- 
ments. . It could command ‘the attendance of any and-every 
agent of the Government, and: compe! :‘themto produce:all 
papers, public or private, official or unofficial, and to:testify 
on oath. to all facts within their knowledge.: -Butieven'in a 
ease of that kind, they would ‘adopt al! wise precautions to 
prevent the exposure of all such matters, the publication of 
which might injuriously. affeet the public interest, except'so 
far as this might be necessary to. accomplish the. great, ends 
of public. justice. If the House. of Representatives; as the 
grand inquest of the nation, should’at any time-have reason 
to believe that there has-been -malversation in ofice; by an 
improper use or application, ofthe public money, by a public 
officer, and. should think proper {6 institute an inguiry into 
the matter, all the archives and papérs of the Executive de- 
partments, public or. private, would be Subject to the inspec- 


ted that eniergencies may.arise-in which it becomes absolute- 


poses were to be thade-known: by the exh 
nal papers and youchers..to.:4] 
It, would; be easy to 


Actuated, undoubtedly,. by considerations of 
Congress provided such a fund, coeval with the 
of the Government, and subsequently enacted ‘the ‘la 
1810, as the permanent law of the land. While this law'ex- 
ists in full force; Iféel bound, bya high sense of public:pol- 
icy and duty, to observe its provisions, and the, rm prac- 
tice of my predecessors, under. it.. With-great respect for 
the House of Representatives, and an anxious desire to con- 
fori to their wishes, Tam constrained. to:come'to:this con- 
clusion. : a 


WASHINGTON, April 20, 1846. 

The reading of the accompanying correspond- 
ence was dispensed with. : ' 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that themes- 
sage and accompanying documents be laid on the 
table, and printed; but, after a brief. conversation, 
waived the motion at the request of - 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, who said, if the House 
wished to hear the further reading he hadno ob- 


jection. But he presumed, from what he had 
|| heard of the communication, that ‘the: reading 
li would take some time. It related ‘only to. the 
|| McLeod case, and it will undoubtedly be much 


better understood when printed. =~ > 


and perhaps himself, t 


| occasion. j 


1846. 


OBE. 
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The President (said Mr. 1.) has answered the 
resolution I submitted in a way that to me is unex- 
poet and therefore, and only therefore, it is that 

deem. it necessary to say anything. I shall 
premise what I have to say by this statement. 
Some strong expressions have fallen from mem- 
bers here as to the part that was taken, or supposed 
to be: taken, in this matter by me. A member 
from Massachusetts’ [Mr. Asumun] spoke of a 
~conspiracy; and a member from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Dixon,}in the course of some impertinent obser- 
vations, mentioned the other day—I do not recol- 
lect what, nor do I care—that other persons were 
combined with me in the movement. It is proper 
that I should say, therefore, that if there is a con- 
spirator, I am the only one. That neither the 
President of the United States, nor the Secretary 
of State, who was absent, nor the acting Secretary 
of State at the time of the adoption of the resolu- 
tions which I submitted, (with whom I had some 
slight intercourse, which I will mention,) knew 
anything at all of this matter. Among all the hard 
things that have been said of me, I am not aware 
that my truth has ever been called in question; but 
when the coarse contradiction to which 1 was sub- 
jected from another place, instead of being stung, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Win- 


ruror] has said, I was at least. stimulated to an | 


effort to vindicate my truth; and for that purpose, 
I went to the Department of State, with no idea of 
discovering what I did. I went for the purpose of 
ascertaining what correspondence there was upon 
the subject of the McLeod case, (which the Pres- 
ident has thought proper to give to-day,) and what 


correspondence, or letter, was there to the gente- | 


man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] and to 


Mr. Cushing, (for they are named in the same en- | 


try on the journal,) respecting a special mission 
to England. I say no more than this: that in 
looking for these papers, in particular for that let- 
ter, it could not be found; and in some extent of 
research, which was required upon it, to my great 
amazement, I came upon other papers, which led 
me the next day in this Flouse, without taking 
counsel of any human being, to move the resolu- 
tions, and state what I did state. F took no coun- 
sel but of my own pillow that night, and the next 
day came into this House without the knowledge 
of a human being; and moved the resolutions, m 
which it would seem from the President’s answer 
there were words—to wit: “ Presidents’ certifi- 
cates”——which I was:not sufficiently acquainted 
with the subject to have omitted—which were 
objectionable. I will speak of that before 1 sit 
down. a 

But first, as to what the President has commu- 
nicated. J stated that a special mission had been 
called for for the purpose of settling the Oregon ques- 
tion; and La pealed to the gentlaman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Hloumes,] who was sitting near 
me, and to the venerable gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts, (Mr. Anams,] who were both members of 


this House, and of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs at that time, for the proof of what L sud, 
neither of whom denied it, | eee 

When this subject was mentioned in this House 
by the member from Connecticut, [Mr. Dixox,| 
he said that it had not been denied by Mr. Web- 
ster. Sir, said I, that is not the fact. | 
grossly denied. ‘The reported language is, © this 
is another falsehood ;” these are the very words: 
«Mr. L says, nobody disputes it, 1 dispute it, 
‘said Mr. Webster. If he refers to the venera- 
‘ble gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apam: 
c for confirmation of his statement, I faney he will 
‘not get that confirmation.” [ will thank the 
Clerk to read the entry of the Journal, (which the 
House has authorized me to bring here,) and there 
they will find, in the handwriting of the vencrable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, all I said upon that 

bject. , 
The Clerk here read the following: 


DAY, Q5th February, ri 

ing Anverett, Granger, Caruthers, Meriwether, Holmes. f 
Meeting called by the chairman yesterday. He was unt- 
ble to notify Mr. Stuart; Mr. Shepperd absent from indispo- 
m iesolutions in relation to the Oregon territory of the Le- 
islatures of Missouri and of Hlinois were read; wW ith refer- 
Sa which, and to a communication from the Secretary 


g hi 5 j 
eeto ME Cushing and Mr, Adams, of the wish of the 


President of the United States to institute a special mission 
re ‘itain. i E 
Cea moved that he he instructed to. move in the 
House, as an amendment to the civil and diplomatic appro- 

naron pill, now under consideration in committee of the 
Sole on the state of the Union, an appropriation of $1801 


Great Britain, ifthe President should deem 
expedient to institute such a mission. 

On this motion, 

Adams, Cushing, Holmes, voted ay. ? 

Everett, Granger, Caruthers, Meriwether, voted nay. 

But two members of the eonunittee being absent, the final 
vote was postponed to the meeting on Tuesday next. 

Resolutions of the Legisiature of Alabama in favor of the 
annexation of Texas to this Union, and sundry petitions 
against that measure referred to this committee being con- 
sidered, Mr. Adams moved that the chairman be instructed 
to report thereon to the Honse the following resolutions. 

TUESDAY, 28th February, 1843.—Present, Adams, C ushing, 
Everett, Granger, Stuart, Shepperd, Meriwether, Holmes, 
Caruthers—all the members. 

The question of moving. an appropriation for an outfit 
and salary for a special mission to Great Britain was decided 
in the negative. 

Ayes— Adams, Holmes, Cushing. 


it necessary or 


Meriwether, 


it was | 


1843.—-Present, Adams, Cush- | 


Adjourned to Thursday, 2d March, at 9 A. M. 


er, (said Mr. 1.,) that in the handwriting of the 


say upon it, 
With respect (if I may be allowed here to allude 


more upon the subject of a commercial treaty—— 

Mr. ADAMS interposed, and (Mr. 1. yielding) 
|! requested of the gendeman to produce the letter 
I| which he had insisted was addressed to him (Mr. 
ij A.) by the Secretary of Suue at that time, propo- 
i Sing this appropriation. 
|} Mr INGERSOLL, I request of the gentleman 
announced in the entry as (1 think) a written com- 
munication. 
Mr. L of the Clerk.) 

‘Lhe extract from the above record of the Journal 
was again read, in which “a communication from 
the Secretary of State to Mr. Cushing and Mr, 
|| Adama,” &e,, is spoken of, 

Mr. ADAMS (Mr. I again yielding) said the 

faet that there was an application from the Seere- 
lary of State for an appropriation for a special 
minister to Great Britain, was undoubtedly true; 
and that the appropriation requested, from Ue Nec- 
retary of Sete, at the direction of the President, 
ji Was considered in the committee and rejected by 
|| the committee, was also trae. 
i} That any written communication to him from 
i} the Secretary, of State took place, he had no recol- 
l| lection of, and he did not believe; and if there had 
|i been such a communication, it would have rested 
ii in the committec-room, together with these entries 
that were made in my own hand. 

With respect to the fact whether this-communi- 
cation was made by the Secretary of State in wri- 
ting or verbally, he did not know that there was 
| any importanee connected with the fact. Had he 
l been iskal when the gentleman offered his resolu- 
tons to say whether such a transaction took place, 
he should have answered it instantly. 
gentle 


Yt wW 


|] a communication from the Secretary of State to Mr. 
I Cushing. Ee did not undertake to say as to that 
H with perfect positiveness. 

| But so far as related to any secrecy in this trens- 
i 


aeuon, Mr. A, never considered there was any, 
| nor that there was any treason in it, nor anything 
| more than the ordinary sort of commuiication from 
ithe Executive Department to the Cominittee on 
| Foreign Agairs, 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
| Mr. INGERSOLL (resuming) said he knew 
ł 


ij nothing at all of this matter except what was writ- 
(l ten in the handwriting of the gentleman from Mas- 
|| sachusetts upon the minutes of what might be 
i| called the Journal of the Committee on Foreign 
| Affairs at the time. He did not know that it was 
H a secretat thattime. His attention was called to it 
by a gentleman not now a member of this House. 
He certunly supposed that there was a written 
communication, because the gentleman. knew as 
well as he did that the President of the United 
li States never, he supposed, calls. on Congress 
i through one of its committees for so important an 
j actas the appropriation of a large sum of money 
in order to send a special mission to a foreign coun- 
try without making the communication in writing. 
And what brought him into-acquaintance with some 
‘other facts, was going to the department te find 
| that letter. He did not find it there, and he was 
informed it could not be found. - And he confessed 
it excited some surprise in his mind. 


i 
i 
i 
f 


for outfit and salary of a special Envoy Extraordinary .to | 


i] | Nays—Everett, Granger, Shepperd, Stuart, Caruthers, | 


The House will perceive, therefore, Mr. Speak- | 
gentleman from Massachusetts what 1 said upon | 


that subject is verified, and that is all { desire to | 


to it) to a speech that was made soon after in Bali- | 


from Massachusetts to produce the note which he | 


What are the words there? (asked | 


What the | 
man proposed to make of ithe did not know. : 
as possible, though, that there might have been || 


The House would recollect that he said, when 
be spoke upon the Oregon question, that that diffi- 
i- culty was an unfortunate legacy from the Maine 
difficulty. Lord Ashburton came here for the 
purpose of settling both; and the language of Lord 
| Aberdeen on. that subject is certainly remarkable. 
Lord Ashburton came here. to settle both: he did 
i not settle both. My impression, I confess, was— 
jand F saw no very great impropriety. in it—that 
i between Lord Ashburton and Mr.: Webster, as 
| there were no protocols, as the whole proceeding 
was informal, conversational, and confidential; 
| believe, in a great measure, and never communica- 
í ted to the public till it was subsequenti written 
| down—that there was an agreement. I thought it 
i very likely that they had agreed that the Oregon 
question should be Tort for future action, and for a 


| 
i special mission to Great Britain, as the Maine 
ih 
i 
} 
i 


i question was then settled by a special mission to 
| this country. And the language I find here of 
i} Lord Aberdeen to Mr. Fox is a litle remarkable. 
i| It will be found at the 139th page of the Presi- 
|| dent’s Message and accompanying documents com- 
|i municated to Congress at the commencement of the 
i 
i 
| 
i 


| present session: 
«I speak of the line of boundary west of the Rocky Moun- 


| 
! tains. 

| “You are aware that Lord Ashburton was furnished with 
| specific and detailed instructions, with respect to the treat- 
| ment of this point of difference between thé two Govern- 
i 

1 

l 


i 
Li 
a 


i| for abstaining from proposing to carry on the discussion with 
© respect to the question of the northwestern boundary, wis 
i} the apprehension lest, by so doing, the settlement of the far 
more important matter of tue northeastern boundary should 
be impeded, or exposed to the hazard of failure.” 
I stated this (said Mr. 1.) because I believed it to 
be a fact, and I think I have abundantly proved it. 
The next subject on which the President has 
ji made an answer, is the case of McLeod; and on 
ii this, also, L wish to say a few words. I stated, 
-on what I believe strong authority, that the Exec- 
H ative of the United States had attempted to influ- 
i ence the constituted authorities of the State of New 
| York to prevent the trial and procure the release 
iof MeLeod. That is the substance of what I 
|i stated, E stated, if I am not mistaken, that a letter 
{t 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


| 


marked ‘ private” was sent from the Secretary of 
State to the Governor of New York. I acknowl- 
edge that, in the course of my statement, ‘some 
things that I knew had not been: personally said 
by the Sccretary.of State were mentioned:as pro- 
ceeding from him, because he directed them to be 
sent, was the prime mover in the whole business, 
anid whatever was said by his agent was in fact 
said by him. I have another motive ‘for stating 
| this: 1 know that the bearer of the public instruc- 
| tions, a gentleman highly esteemed, whose mame 
|T did not desire to connect at all with this transac- 
tion, whom I believe incapable of doing anything 
wrong—bat I did not wisli to introduce the name 
of Mr. Crittenden at all—I know that gentleman 
i has, within a few days, explained his agency in 
l this transaction, and Í cannot perceive any very 
igreat difference between Mr. Crittenden and 
i myself. J will ask the Clerk to read a few lines 
i from a New York newspaper, which some kind 
‘friend has sent to me latterly. It is an extract 
|| from a speech of Mr. John Young, who, I under- 
| stand, is a highly respectable and prominent Whig 
|! member of the Kasembly of the New York Legis- 
i lature. 

| The Clerk read the following: 

i 


i 
» SAM recollect when a British armed. force from: Canada 
ii invaded our shores, cut out and burnt a steamboat, and mur- 
| dered a citizen. Urecolleetit, and L reeollect.also the sen- 
fi sation which ran through the community in which T live. I 
(| recollect well, as that feeling progressed through the State, 
i) that it seemed with us to embrace the entire West.. I recol- 
i lect that very well. Time passed along, and the person 
charged with that murder, in violation of our Jaws, was ar- 
it rested and held to trial. Do you recollect another thing, and 
4 how far public feeling sustained the then Governor in the 
{| course he pursued? I recollect that al the influence of all the 
1) public functionaries at Washington came down here at the cap- 
i) Ual to suppress thut trial, AN the power of the General Gov- 
jį ernment was brought to bear on the Government of this State 
to prevent-thot trial. They were alarmed at the idea of in- 
curing the danger of awar with Great Britain. Do you rec- 
olect—does the gentleman from Putnam, and does the gen- 
tenian fróm St. Lawrence recoliect—the high ground the 
‘Executive took on that occasion 2°? 


“Well, sir, T beg leave now to say a single word 
i further. I think, with great respect and deference 

to Mr. Crittenden, that there must be some little 
error in his recollection of this case. He says that 
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he went on that mission; he says that e 
instructions from the President, General Harrison; 
that he talked with General Harrison on the subject; 
that General Harrison sanctioned what was done. 


ĮI am aware that General Harrison was responsible 


for what was done—that General Harrison knew 
perfectly well what was done; but what I stated 
was, that Mr. Webster was, in respect of that mät- 
ter, de facto, President of the United States. Mr: 
Crittenden left here the 15th March, 184]; General 
Harrison was inaugurated on the 4th March, nine 
days only before; and General Harrison, in his 
Inaugural Address, delivered on the 4th March, 
Says: 

“It is my intention to use every means in my power to 
preserve the friendiy intercourse which now so happily ex- 
ists with every foreign nation, and that, although, of course, 
not well informed us to the state of pending negotiutions with 
any of them,” &c. 


General Harrison must, and I have no hesitation 
in stating it—I take it for granted, that he must 
have deferred largely to the advice and sugges- 
tions of his Secretary of State. I cannot help 
thinking, therefore, what I said before, as to this 
matter being done by the Secretary of State. And | 
there is nothing in that respect in which I ean be | 
fairly contradicted, even as a matter of mistake. 
What I stated was upon the most responsible au- 
thority, upon no confidential communication, and 
I can hardly believe will be in any respect gainsaid 
by the eminent personage from whom I received 
it; and it was merely for the purpose of vindica- 
ting the truth of my assertions, it was for that pur- 
pose, and that alone, that I went to the Department 
of State, not asking anything, not dreaming of 
anything there to do what has been called changing 
the issue. : : 

With respect to the charges I made on the 9th 
of this month, [ repeat them. I say upon my re- 
sponsibility as a member of this body, and as an 
individual, that the charges L then made are not | 
only facts, that they are not only the truth, but 
they are directly, easily susceptible of proof from 
the Department of State. 

A gentleman inquired what were those charges? 

Mr. INGERSOLL. The charges of Mr. Web- 
.ster’s having taken into his possession the contin- 
gent service fund, which was never done cither 
before or since; secondly, his having applied a 
portion of that fund to corrupt the party press; 
and thirdly, of his having left office indebted to 
that fund, and of his not being able to settle that 
debt until nearly two years after he went out, and 
just before the present Administration came into 
power. All this is true, And I say further, as I 
said before, that I know little, very little, of what 
more I presume exists and can be proved; be- | 
cause, ever since I made that statement, [ have 
coneeived both the propriety and policy of my 
situation to be a passive silence, and to leave the 
matter to take its own course. . 

And now | say, in conclusion, that I shall not 
make any further movement on this subject; that 
it does not appear to me, or the friends I have con- 
sulted, that I am the proper person to doit. After 
all that has passed, itis for others to say whether 
any further movement shall be made, and what it 
shall be. AlI have to say is simply to repeat the 
charges that [have made, with the asseveration 
that they can be proved; and I think it is obvious, 
from the President’s response, that the proofs of 
these charges are attainable; and that, had E omit- 
ted in my resolutions the words “ the President's 
certificates,” the proofs would have been here be- 
fore now. It is not for me to call for them. I 
have done a very disagreeable duty—a duty, I as- 
sure the House, it was painful for me to perform; 
and all I need add is, that the charges are true, and 
may be easily proved. 


| 
i] 


F | ene 2 ; 
he received | the United States had, at any time, or in any man- 


| discussed. 


Mr. T. B. KING was understood to remark 
that any member of this body who, for any pur- 


pose whatever, rose in this House to assail, in any | 


form, the re 


highest position, except two, in the gift of the peo- 
ple or the Government of the United States, was 
bound to substantiate his charges, or else they 
would recoil. with redoubled force upon himself. 


‘When the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania || 


made these charges, which were now lying before 
„him, on the 8th of February last, he confessed h 


ed into his mind—he: had: never heard, among all | 


l 


the slanders. of the day, that- the Government of | 


|| pain, to have anything to say upon such a subject. 


putation of any man, but especially of | to them, he comes forward again, and brings other 
any citizen of the United States who had held the |! 


| the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 


| the gentleman had substantiated the charges made 
by him on the 9th February, against the Secretary 
| of State in 1841? 


| ner, attempted to interfere with the progress of 
| justice, or the execution of the laws of the State | 
lof New York. fay fate j 

Mr. BURT rose to a point of order, and object- } 
ed to the gentleman’s proceeding, on the ground of 
irrelevancy; but after some conversation, waived 
his objection, and ` ` ; Ka 

Mr. KING proceeded. He was going on to | 
say that in all the charges heretofore made, he had 
never, before the charges of the gentleman ‘from | 
Pennsylvania of the 9th Febuary last, heard it | 
intimated that there was any attempt oh the part 
of the Administration of the General Government | 
to interfere with the execution of the laws, or the 
course of justice in the State of New York, or that 
the Secretary of State at that time had acted any 
part unbecoming him asan officer of the Govern- 
! ment, or done what was not strictly his duty to do. 
| The gentleman from Pennsylvania thought he 

had substantiated the charges made by him on the 

9th of February last. With all due respect, he 
was forced to differ from the gentleman. He (Mr. 
K.) thought he should be sustained by the House 
and the country in his opinion, that he had not sub- 
stantiated any single item of the charges he then 
preferred. 

The gentleman had declared in his remarks, 
which were personal to Mr. Webster, that Mr. 
Webster wrote a letter marked “ private,” and he 
believed the gentleman said he wrote as many as 
three letters in one day. 

Mr. INGERSOLL here made a remark, which 
was entirely lost to the reporter. . 

Mr. KING (continuing.) They were all pub- | 
lic letters except one; and that——- 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON rose to a point of order, 
which, afier considerable conversation, he placed 
in the following form: 

That the letter. referred to by Mr. Kine, nor a 
copy of that letter, not being a part of the message’ 
of the President, and therefore not before the 
House, it was not in order to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER, referring to the difficulty of 
drawing the precise limit to which the debate should 
be confined, and to the extent to which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania had been indulged, decided 
that the fact being referred to in the Message that 
no such letter was to be found in the Department 
of State, it formed a part of the subject-matter of 
the communication of the President, and might. be 


Mr. HOUSTON appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. WINTHROP required that the point of or- 
der should be reduced to writing. 

After some conversation, this was done, but it 
subsequently appearing that the point of order had 
been based on a misapprehension of the state of 
. facts, no further proceedings took place in relation 
to it. 

Mr. KING (resuming) said he would like to ask 


every member of this House, in what particular. 


The main body of the charge 
was, that the Government of the United States had 
interfered with the administration of justice in New 
York. Where was tho evidence to sustain this? 
Not the slightest particle had been brought for- 
ward, 
The private letter addressed by Mr. Webster to | 

the Governor of New York, (which was read by 
| Mr. Webster in his reply to these charges in the 
Senate,) did not contain the slightest proof of any 


= - 
without the written sa 
President. EPOS R 

That not one dollar-was paid.to.any connexion, 

e personal.or political friend: of the Secretary of 
tate. a stk f 

It appears that the sum of:$4,500 was expended 
while Mr..W. was Secretary of Siate, out of the 
fund for foreign intercourse, in the years-1841 and 
1842: . ` ee 
‘Very proper objects of this expenditure may be 
easily imagined or suggested in those years... 

In the year 1841 the whole northern frontier. was 
in a continual state of agitation, created by the 
Patriot Society or Hunters’ Lodges, as they were 
called. . These were secret political clubs, organ- 
ized and -existing at various points, from: Ogdens- 
burgh up to Lake Huron.’ Their object was to 
make incursions and commit outragesin:.Canada, 
and by this. means to provoke. retaliation and to 
carry on a border war. They are known to have 
| gone the length even.of arranging for an army, to 

be called the army for the deliverance of Canada. 

It. will be’ remembered that: General Scott was 
sent to the frontier, and: General Brady command- 
ed at Detroit. It was necessary to find out the 
purposes of these secret clubs... They were found 
out. Their constitution, organization, and commis- 
sions, all were found out, and the military authori- 
ties of the United States were kept advised of their 
movements and purposes. os 

All. this source of disorder and mischief was 
dried up and cut off by the extradition article of 
the treaty‘of Washington. ` a 

A second. source of expenditure to some small 
amount was found, no doubt, in the negotiation or 
the negotiations jn respect to :several subjects.in 
1842. Confidential agents, it 1s: understood and 
supposed, were sent to confer with the Governor 
of Maine, and other things were done, and neces- 
sarily done, which the public interest did not allow 
to be made known to other Governments. Publi- 
city here would be, of course, publicity every- 
where. : 

In the third place, it came to my knowledge, 
and therefore I can now allude to it, without being 
particular, that, in 1841-and,1842, what;was,con- 
sidered a’ very important: service was: performed 
and: paid for out of this fund, by:order of- the 
President, in a matter. ‘much. connected with-the 
peace of one portion.of the United States.” And I 
was consulted confidentially, as a member of Con- 
gress from that portion of: country. . It is not pro- 
per, perhaps, even now, to speak more particularly. 
But of one thing I am sure, that there are gentle- 
men in this House who voted for the resolution of 
the honorable member froni Pennsylvania, who, 
if they had known what I knew, would ‘sooner 
have put their-heads into the fire than to have join- 
ed in any vote derogatory to the honor and:char- 
acter of the able and distinguished Senator, who 
was at that time'at the head of the State Depart- 
ment, in regard to the disbursements by. him, un- 
der the orders of the President, out of any fund 
placed: by lawat the President’s disposal- 

There was. nothing: more common or-more ne- 
cessary, at times, in this -Governmentiand.in all 


Governments, than to employ. secret-service funds 
by Mr. Apams 


in the negotiation of treaties’ 

Mr. K. referred to the statement 
in the previous debate, respecting the use of this 
fund during Mr. A.’s Administration, and yielded 
to Mr. A., who made an explanation on this sub- 
ject, which (from his turning away) was entirely 


lost to the reporter, (but the purport of which may 
be inferred from Mr. K.’s subsequent remarks.) 


nection: or authority-of the 


| intention of any such interference. 
It afforded Mr. K. no pleasure, 


but very great 


: But the gentleman from Pennsylvania had brought 
it upon himself. He had failed to substantiate the 
: charges first made, and without scarcely alluding 


charges of a more grave and important nature; 
and these also he bad failed to substantiate, but told 


_ which the President declined to communicate would 
| prove them so. ] 
probability that the evidence would not have been 


i| withheld by the President had there been evidence 
Mr. Incersouy’s |) 


in the department to sustain 
charges. 

I am authorized to state (continued Mr. K.) 
that not.one cent was disbursed out of that fund 


was very greatly-surprised, for-it had never enter- |: 


| 
| 
i 
j 
| 
| 


Mr. K. procceded to argue the | 


Mr. KING (resuming) said it appeared from the 
explanation of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
that he did actually give authority to nse the whole 
$30,000; but in fact that but 98,000 of it was used, 
upon his certificate, at the time, which was almost 
twice the amount ($4,480) expended under Mr. 
Tyler’s Administration; and of this it should be 
remarked $1,000 was expended after Mr. Webster 
left the office of Secretary of State. This sum, he 
said, was used by President Tyler during the 


H 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
l 
| 
i 
H 


them that they were true, and that the records || troubles on the northeastern boundary and ‘the 


! northern frontier, and his only astonishment was 
that a greater sum had not been found indispensa- 
bly necessary. : : 

Mr. K. proceeded at some length further to. ar- 
gue, thatas the accounts were settled, and could 
| only be settled by the President's ‘certificate, the 
|| President, and not the Secretary, was responsible, 
i| and (if any one) should be arraigned. If this in- 


l 
| 
| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
| 
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quiry were to be carried out, he would like to have 
it-explained how the $100,000 appropriated in re- 
lation to Texas had been disposed of. He also | 
repeated that, notwithstanding the authority of | 
Mr. Young, of New York, the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania was mistaken, and that he had not | 
“produced the. slightest scinYlation of proof that | 
this Government attempted to interfere with the | 
administration of justice in New York, When 
Mr. Webster went out of office, Mr. K. said he | 
understood the fact to be that he settled his account | 
by drawing a check for the balance that seemed to | 
be against him, and when the vouchers came in | 
for that amount, there was a certain amount placed | 
to his credit, which was subsequently refunded. f 
| 
| 
t 


He contended that Mr. Crittenden, instead of | 
sustaining Mr. IneersoL, in his charges of inter- | 
ference, directed the whole tenor of his remarks to | 
show directly the reverse. | 

Mr. DROMGOOLE (Mr. K.. yielding) asked of | 
the gentleman if Mr. Crittenden did not declare | 
that he went to New York concerning the McLeod | 
case, with written instructions in his pocket. 

Mr. KING resuming. Well, suppose he did; |! 
that showed no attempt at interference; and Mr. | 
Crittenden directly stated that there was no inten- | 
tion on the part of the Administration to interfere, | 

Mr, K., concluded by repeating that Mr. Incer- | 
souu had failed to produce proofs to substantiate 
his charges. 

_ The question now recurred on the original mo- 
tion of Mr. Jacos Tuompson, to lay on the table 
and print. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved the previous question 
on the motion to print; which was seconded. 

Mr, WINTHROP demanded the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question, which were ordér- 
ed, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, Banton, Biggs, James Black, 
James Av Blick, Bowlin, Boyd, Broekenbrough, Brodhend, 
William G. Brown, Bart, Catheart, Augustus A, Chapman, 
Renben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, | 
Jullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, detterson 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Puitap 
Erdman, Paran, Pickin, Pries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hoge, | 
Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edintmd W. Hubud 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James H 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Audrew Johnson, George W 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, 
Leake, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Lampkin, Machy, MeCtel 
land, McClernand, MeConnell, dames McDowell, MeKay, | 
Join P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norrix, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Porrill, Phelpsa, Price, Rathbun, | 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seaman, | 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Sterk 
weather, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Jacob ‘Thompson, Tht 
man, Tibbatts, ‘redway, Wontworth, Wheaton, Wick, f 
Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Yuneey, Yell, nnd Vont |) 
—114. i i! 

NAYS—Messra, Abbott, Arnold, Ashman, Barringer, | 
Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, JohnH. Campbell, John | 
G. Chapman, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Garrett Davis 
Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, Jolm EL Ewing, E 
win H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Grinnet 
Hampton, Harper, Hillinrd, Bias B. Hobnes, Sumacl 
Hubbard, Hudsou, Washington Huut, Charles J. bagersoll 
Josepb k. Ingersoll, “Thos Batter King, Lewis, Me 
Gaughey, McHenry, Marsh, Milter, Mosetey, Pendleton, 
Pollock, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Bunk 
Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Trunan Simit, 
Albert Smith, Caleb. B. Smiti, Stephens, Stewart, Soh, | 
Tilden, ‘T'rambo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodrat, i 
and Wright-—63. i 

So the main question was ordered. i 

And, having been taken, the message and docu- | 
ments were laid on the table, and ordered to be 


printed. 


l 


THE NOTICE. 

Whilst Mr. ©. J. ingersori was speaking, 

A message was received from the Senate by A. 
Dickins, Esq, Secretary, informing the douse that 
the Senate had disagreed to the amendment. of the | 
Ffouse to the amendment of the Senate to the joint 
resolution of the House, entitled © Joint resolution ; 
of notice to Great Britain to annul and abrogate 
the convention. between Great Britain and t 
United States, of August 6th, 1827, relative to the 
country òn the northwest coast of America, west- 
ward of the Stony Mountaitis, commonly called 
Oregon.” . 

When the message from the President of the 
United States had been disposed of— i 

Mr. OWEN moved that the House proceed to | 
the consideration of the said message from the ) 


Senate. . l i 
Which motion having been agreed to— |! 
ii 
} 


The message was taken up and read. f 
Mr. WENTWORTH demanded a call of the | 
House. 


jy Pose, and the other Io 


| committee of conference, 


’ 
i< but are brought back, to be the foundation of the 


: debate. 


© conference has been 3 ippoirusk 


Mr. OWEN moved that a committee of three 
be appointed on the part of this House to meet a 
similar committee on the part of the Senate on the 
subject of disagreeing votes of the two houses. 

Mr. ROBERTS submitted that such a motion 
was not-in order at this time; and that the first 
motion that could be entertained must be a motion 
either to insist, or to adhere, or to recede. And he 
moved that this House insist on its amendment to 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN inquired of the Speaker 
whether the effect of a refusal to insist would be, 
ipso facto, an agreement of the resolutions to the 
Senate, or whether the question would afterwards 
come up on agreeing or not agreeing, and whether, 
after that, the House could ask a committee of con- 
ference, 

The SPEAKER (directing his attention first to 
the point of order raised by Mr. Ronenrs) directed 
the Clerk to read the first joint rule, which is in 
the following words: $ 


© fn every cense of an amendment of a bill agreed to in one | 
House, and dissented to in the other, if etser House shall {) 


request a Conlerehes, and appoint a commilles yor that pur- 
spiti] aise appointa committee to 
comer, such committees shad, at a convenient bour, to be 


H 
agrecd on by their chairmen, meet in the conference cham- | 
her, and state to cach other, verbally or in writing, as either | 


shail choose, We reasons of their respective Toases for and 
against te amendment, and vonter freely Unereon,”” 


_ Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL inquired whether it was 
in order to move to appoint a commiuce of confer- 


ence until the House had determined whether it | 


would insist or recede. 

"Lhe Speaker’s reply, if any, was not heard on 
the left of’ the chair; but the decision is given fully | 
hereafter, | 

Mr. G, S. HOUSTON said, if he understood | 
the mode in which the Chair would put the ques- | 
tion, it would be that the House insist, and ask a | 

‘The committtec of con- | 
ference followed immediately after a vote to insist. 

Mr. OWEN desired to say one word on the | 
point of order, and proceeded to refer to the Man- 
ual; when 

Mr. GENTRY (recognised by the Speaker) said 
he understood the pending question to be on the | 
motion to insist, Tle desired to know whether a 
motion to amend that motion so as to recede would | 
be in order. If so, he moved it 

The SPEAKER. A motion to recede takes pre- 
cedence over a motion to insist. 

Mr, GENTRY. Then 1 move to recede. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that, un- 
der the rule, it would be irregular to ask a commit- 
tee of conference until the House shall have deci- 
ded either to recede or to insist. But the Chair 
staton to the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 
Rongrrs,}] that the Manual itself, at one point, 
provides: that a committee of conference may be 
Appointed at any time. 

Mr 8. JONES. "Phe Manual (page 190) holds 


this language: “A conference muy be asked be- 
i *fore the House asking it has come toa resolution 
| fof disagreement, insisting or adhering.” 


Mr, OWEN. And, in addition to that, the Man- 
ual says: "his is the most reasonable and respect- 
ful proceeding.” 

Mr. 5. JONES, TP will read on—{n which case 
“the papers are not left with the other conferees 


t vote tobe given. And this is the most reasonable 
“and respectial proceeding.” 

Mr. HUNTER, Does the gentleman appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? If not, I object to 


Mr, S. JONES. Tappeal; but I have read this | 


i extract from the Manaal, in the hope that the 


Spenker will correct his decision without the neces- | 
sity of persisting in the appeal, 

The SPEAKER. The jomtrde which has been 
read, is, as a nutter of course, the statute govern- 
ing the action of this House; and though the Chair | 
is not prepared to say but that a committee might 
be appointed, under eertain circumstances, yet the 


| Chur says thatit would be irregular, and not ac- 


cording to practice. By reference to the Journals 


of the Inst two Congresses, it will be seen that a 
motion to insist, or to recede, has uniformly been 


acted upon by the House before a committee of 


Mr. DROMGOOLE inguired what the precise 


Í condition of the question before the House was? 


The SPEAKER stated it. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE said, that a motion to recede 


1 The SP 


from the amendment of the House to the amend- 
ment of the Senate was certainly in order; but if 
| that was voted down, (and, by-the-by, he hoped 
| it would be,) it would then be in order to move to 
| insist. If this House insisted, and the Senate sub- 
sequently insisted, then a motion, for a committee 
of conference would be in order, to prevent the final 
| loss of the resolutions. If both houses finally ad- 
| hered to their respective amendments, then the res- 
; olutions were lost. 8 
| Hr. HARALSON desired to be informed by the 
i! Chair whether, if the House should not recede, and: 
|; the resolutions should be transmitted to the Senate, 
ii and that body should adhere, the matter was. not 
| then at an end, or whether the House could then, 
‘should such be its sense, recede from its position? 
| He asked for information to govern his vote. 
, The SPEAKER suid he would decide that ques- 
| tion in its proper place. There was now another 
| question pending. 
| Mr. HARALSON submitted that, as that ques- 
i tion might determine his vote, he had a right to be 
‘informed in respect to it, in order that he might 
vote understandingly. 
| Mr. RATHBUN again called attention to the 
f first joint rule. 

Mr. TIBBATTS read it. He said that, accord- 
| ing to the parliamentary law, the House could 
i have asked a committee of conference. The, rule 
| of the House took the place of the parliamentary 
ilaw. By that rule the House had the power to 
task such a committee before taking a vote, either 


| on receding or insisting. 


t 


i Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. Did the Chair de- 

i cide the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr, Owen] to be out of order? : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided, 

| and has further decided that the motion to recede 

į takes precedence of a motion to insist. 

Mr. THOMPSON, Is such a motion mado? 

‘The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BAYLY. Is the motion pending? 

D) The motion is before the 


i 
SAKER. 
House. Put the pending question is on the appeal 
‘taken by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jones, ] 
from the deeision of the Chair, Gentlemen on one 
side desire that a committee of conference shall 
| be appointed before the question is taken, either on 
ia motion to recede or a motion to insist. The 
| Chair has decided that, according to the practice 
| of the House, and under the first joint rule, a mo- 
| tion to recede, or to insist, or to adhere, has uni- 
versally been made and acted upon before asking 
for a committee of conference. There is not one 
instance in the several years past, during which the 
Chair has examined the Journals, wherein a mo~ 
tion for a committee of conference was made with- 
outa previous or concurrent motion either to insist, 
| to recede, or to adhere. And the Chair is of opin- 
‘ion that it is necessary that the House should vote 
j op one or the other af heso motions before asking 
‘acommittee of conference. At the 176th page of 
: the Manual, these motions are placed in their reg- 
i ular order; first, to recede; second, to insist; third, 
; to adhere. And in this order they take precedence 
iof each other. From this decision there is an ap- 
i peal, and the question is, ‘Shall the decision of 
i the Chair stand as the judgment of the House??? 
» Mr. BLACK, remarking that this was a ver 
‘important question, on which the Hotse should 
_ not act without deliberation, moved that the House 
i adjourn, 
| But the House refused to adjourn. 
| Mr. RATHBUN asked that the first joint rule 
; might again be read. 
| ol McCLERNAND objected, unless it was in 
į} order. $ 
| The SPEAKER. said the rule had already been 
| read, and the question was on the appeal. 
| The appeal was debated briefly by Messrs. S. 


JONES, McCLERNAND, and RATHBUN. 
_ Mr. RATHBUN demanded the previous ques- 
tion, and resisted an appeal by 

Mr. HOPKINS to withdraw it, that he (Mr. 
H.) might explain a misapprehension which, it 
seemed to him, existed as to the first rule. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onde, , 

nd the main question (on the appeal) was or- 

dered, and, being taken, the House pH aed the de- 
cision of the chair. 

a the SPEAKER said: 

The question is on the motion of the gé 
from Tennessee, [Mr. GexrrRY:] “Will rman 


| 
j 
l 
i 
f 
| 
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recede from its amendment to the amendment of f 
the Senate?” 

Mr. BAYLY rose to make a few remarks. 

Some further discussion arose on incidental 
points. of order, leading to no action, m which 
Messrs. TIBBATTS, ASHMUN, BAYLY, 
CHAPMAN, S. JONES, and the SPEAKER, 
participated. 

Mr. BAYLY (whose property the floor was) 
then said: I had desired, Mr. Speaker, to submit 
a few remarks; but friends around me, on this 
side, are anxious that there“should be no, debate. 
1 therefore forego the strong inclination I have to 
address the Efouse, and move the previous ques- 
tion. à ; 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the House adjourn. 

But the House again refused te adjourn. 

The question was then taken. on the demand for 
the previous question, and there was a second. 

And the main questiou was ordered to be now 
taken. 

The yeas and nays thereon were ordered, and, 
after some conversation on the effect of the vote 
on subsequent proceedings, were taken, and result- 
ed as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, 
James A. Black, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Burt, John H. 
Campbell, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reu- 
ben Chapman, Cocke, Coilamer, Cranston, Crozier, Dar-- 
gan, Gurett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Join H. Ew- 
ing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holmes, Isaac E, Holmes, Hopkins, Edmund W. Hub- 
ard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, ‘Washington Hunt, 
Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Thomas B. King, Leake, 
Lewis, Ligon, McCrate, McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, Jwius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, 
Seddon, Severance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Sinith, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Thi- 
bodeaux, Tilden, Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Win- 
throp, Wood, Woodward, Wright, and Yancey—ss. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Biggs, James Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Cathcart, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdman,» Faran, 
Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Harmanson, Hoge, Wough, George S. Houston, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H. Yolnson Joseph. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
Lawrence, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, Me- 
Clernand, MeConnell, James McDowell, McKay, Jomi P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Perrill, Pottit, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leonard H. 
Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, Sykes, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood- 
ruff, Yell, and Yost—95. 

So the House decided that it would not recede 
from its amendment to the amendment of the 
Senate. . 

Whereupon the question recurred on the motion 
of Mr. Ronerrs, to wit: 

«Will this Elouse insist on its amendment to the 
amendment of the Senate?” 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. a 

Mr. HARALSON (to the Speaker.) Is it in 
order now to ask for a committee of conference? 

The SPEAKER. The proceeding is not regu- 
lar; although there is nothing in the rule to pre- 
vent it at this time. . 

Mr. HARALSON. I make the motion. 

After a brief convêrsation on a point of order, 

Mr. OWEN said, I modify my motion so as to 
insist, and to ask a committee of conference. 

The previous question was asked, and seconded, 
and the main question was ordered. 

Which main question was on insisting, and ask- 
ing a committee of conference. 

Mr. W. HUNT and Mr. COLLAMER de- 
manded a division of the question; which was or- 
dered. ‘ . 

And some further conversation followed on points 
of order, in which Messrs. G. S. HOUSTON, W. 
HUNT, TIBBATTS, and the SPEAKER, parti- 
cipated . ; 

And the main question, ‘* Will this House insist 
on its amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate??? was then taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, | 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, | 
Brodhead, Wiliam G. Brown, Catheart, Chase, Chipman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Danicl, 
Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dougiass, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, 
‘Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Har- 


Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, La Sere, Levin, Lump- 


McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mor- 
ris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Perrill, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe,. Ritter; Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Seammon, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, 
Sykes, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wentworth 
Wheston, Wiek, Williams, Wilmot, Woodruff, Yell, and 

ost--161. 5 i 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott; Jobn Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Blanchard, Brockenbrough, Miiton 
Brown, Burt, Jobo H. Campbell, John &. Chapman, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dock- 
ery, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giles, 
Graham, Grider, Giinuell, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holmes, Hopkins, Edmund W, Hubard, Samuel D, Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R: Inger- 
soll, Thomas B. King, Leake, Lewis, Ligon, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Payne, Pendle- 
ton, Pollock, Julius Rockwell, John. A. Rockwell, Root, 
Runk, Scbenek, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Tilden, Tred: 
way, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodward, 
Wright, and Yancey—82. 

So the House determined that it would insist. 

The SPEAKER then declared the question to 
be, on the appointment of a committee of confer- 
ence; and announced the decision to be, that such 
a committee should be ordered. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, who had addressed the 
Chair whilst the Speaker was in the act of announ- 
cing. the decision, but had not yet announced it, 
rose to.a point of order. : 

The SPEAKER said it was too late. The de- 
cision had been announced. i 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that he- had distincily 
addressed the Chair before the final result was an- 
nounced. He submitted that now that the House 
had decided to insist on its amendment, the proper 
time for the appointment of a committee of con- 
ference would be, when the answer to that deter- 
mination of the House came from the Senate. Such, 
he submitted, was the true parliamentary proceed- 


ing. Keay : 

The SPEAKER said this question of order came 
too late. The matter had passed from before the 
House. The House had voted affirmatively on 


had now no. question before it. : 

The question of fact as to time became a matter 
of some animated conversation, in which Messrs. 
DROMGOOLE, R. CHAPMAN, A. JOHNSON, 
and McCLERNAND participated; when . 

Mr. CHAPMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the committee had been ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTS inquired, as a point of order, 
whether the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cuar- 
man] had voted with the majority? But, as a prior 
proceeding to the settlement of this question, he 
moved that the House adjourn. 

But the House would not adjourn. 

And the question recurring on the motion to 
reconsider, 

Mr. RATHBUN demanded the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and the main question 
(on the reconsideration) was ordered. . 

Mr. HAMLIN was now understood to.recur to 
the question of the competency of Mr. R. Cuar- 
MAN to move the reconsideration, on the ground of 
his not having voted in the majority, or at all, 

Mr. CHAPMAN. There was no division. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman did not vote 
at all, he is considered as voting with the majority. 
Such has been the uniform construction. 

Tellers were ordered on the main question, and 
Messrs. Asumun and Doucrass were appointed. 

The count was taken. 

The tellers could not agree.as to the result. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said, there was so much con- 
fusion, that the tellers could not say precisely what 
the vote was; but he thought it was a tie. He did 
not, however, speak positively. 


declared to be—ayes 89, noes 62. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then again recurred on the appoint- 
ment of a committee of conference. 

And, pending this motion, 

The House adjourned. 


; IN SENATE. 
Turspay, April 21, 1846. 


As soon as the Journal was read, — 
The following message was received from the 


manson;'Hoge;: Hough, George S. Houston, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J, Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph 


| House of Representatives: 


kin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, James. 


the proposition for a committee of conference, and 


| 
À second count was ordered, and the vote was 


t 


i fisheries; which was laid on the table. 


Mr. Presipenr: The House of Representatives: 
insist on théir amendment tothe amendment of the’ 
Senate to the joint. resolution ‘of notice to Great. 
Britain to annul and abrogate'the convention bes 
tween Great Britain and the United States, of thé 
6th of August, 1827, relative to:the country\on the: 
northwest coast of America, westward ofthe Rocky. 
Mountains. They ask a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, ‘and: have’ap- 


pointed Mr. ©. J. Incersou.,:Mr<Owen, and 
Mr. Hitiiarp, managers-to-conduct.the said con- 
ference on their part. === g 

The Senate having agreed to. take up thé mes- 
sage for consideration, ~~ Rae ERs SRS Se 
<- Mr. ALLEN then said: If it be in order—and 
I am not certain whether it be or not, the House 
having appointed a committee of conference with 
this body—I move that the Senate recede.” 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator move 
that the Senate recede from its own amendment, 
or from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House of Representatives ? i 
Mr. ALLEN said. his motion was to recede 
from the Senate’s disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House, if that motion was in order.” 
The PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready’ for 
the question? ` Laie ne 
The yeas and nays were calle 
the call was seconded, 
Mr. CALHOUN inquired, Has the Chair pro- 
nounced the motion to be in order? ` : 
Mr. MANGUM then rose before the Chair re- 
plied, and said: The Senate is not now fall, and’I 
think all will agree that it is very desirable that 
on this subject a full expression of its “opinion 
should be given. I suppose the motion to be quite 
in order; but I hope that the mover will consent 
that it lie over for some time. ‘I move, therefore, 
that the further consideration of the motion of the 
honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] be 
postponed till one o’elock. I hope the Senator will 
assent. 1 Se mae 
` Mr. ALLEN. I understand the desire express- 
ed by the Senator from North Carolina is, that this 
motion be postponed till one o’clock, to-da 
have no objection to that, > noas 
The question was then taken 0 
postpone till one o’clock; and it wa: 
agreed to. gh Sie fawn pees 
Mr. HAYWOOD rose and. said,” that there 
seemed. to be some irregularity. in this proceeding. 
The first motion, as it appeared to him, should be 
a motion to—— i E. adie wy 
Mr. SEVIER here interrupted the Senator, 
suggesting that there was no question before the 
Senate, and that the remarks of the Senator were 
not in order. r ER 
Mr. HAYWOOD yielded, expressing his grati- 
fication to learn that there was some. res paid 
to order. A j : ee 


d for; but before 


PETITIONS. 


“Mr. SEVIER presented: the memorial of 'S: 
uel, W.. Bell, praying compensation for hiss 
in aiding in: the negotiation. of a` treaty 
Seminole Indians; which wi ferred: 
mittee ön Indian Affairs °°" ; ' aa 

Mr. DICKENSON: presented a’ memorial of 
sachems, chiefs, and warriors .of the "Tora 
band of the Seneca Indians, praying to be exempta 
ed from the operation of the treaties of 1838 and 
1842, between the. United States and the Seneca 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of 
Isaac Davenport, representative of Joseph Daven- 
port, deceased, a revolutionary soldier, praying a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. as 

Mr. F. also presented a remonstrance of citizens 
of Danville, Maine, against the discontinuance of 
the bounties allowed to, vessels engaged in the'cod 


amr 
ervices 
ith: the 

Com- 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial of citizens of 
New York, praying the adoption of measures for 
enforcing the rights of American vessels trading 
| with the port of Buenos Ayres, against, the block- 
ade of that port by the British and French forces; 
which was referred to the Committee on ‘Foreign 
Relations. a Sae 

Mr. CORWIN. presented a remonstränče: of 
citizens of Ohio, against the renewal’ of- Jethro 
Wood’s patent; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. BENTON presented two petitions of officers 


| 


1846. 
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of the army, praying the establishment of a mili- 
tary asylum. for ‘the support of invalid soldiers of 
the army of .the United States; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs.  ~ 
Mr. ARCHER. presented a memorial numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Penns lvania, praying 
an alteration of the naturalization lws which was 
referred to thë Committee on the J udiciary. 


se + RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 


resolution; which was agreed’ to: 

_ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to the Senáte such information, 
not heretofore communicated, relative to the char- j 
acter and actual condition of the mineral regions in 
the Lake Superior country, within the State of | 
Michigan and the Territory of Wisconsin, as may | 
remain in the Treasury Department, and es ecially 
the reports supposed to have been recently made | 
to the General Land Office of the mineral surveys 
undertaken by the late Dr. Houghton. 

Mr. W, also submitted the following resolution; | 
which was agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War cause 
such information, not heretofore communicated, 
relative to the condition of the mineral regions in 
the Lake Superior country, relative to the progress 
made by individuals, or associate companies of ing | 
dividual adventurers, in opening and working tlie | 
copper or other mines there, and especially the 
report or reports of any agent or agents angle 
by the War Department in those regions, if 
such have been made to the snid Department, 
heretofore communicated to the Senate, 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed | 
to transmit to the Sonate the proceedings of the 


any 
hot 


| 


yed | 


Mr. ALLEN rose and moved that the Senate 
| now proceed to take up the message from the 
House of Representatives. i 

| Mr. HAYWOOD then said, that when called to 
| order, he was about to submit to the Senate that 
the question, which was properly before it, was, 
whether it would grant its consent to the appoint- 
ment of a committee of conference with that ap- 
pointed by the House. A committee of confer- 
ence was a committee raised under the joint rules 
by the concurrent action of the two bodies; and a 
| proposition to refer a question to that committee 
| was a motion to refer the main subject, and a mo- 
| Won to refer had precedence of the setdement of the 
‘main question. "That, therefore, was the ouly mo- 
| tion then in order, unless it was the intention of 
| the Senator from Ohiv to refuse to coneur in the 
| proposition of the House of Representatives for a 
| committee of conference, and to proceed at once to | 
| dispose of the question. He (Mr. H.) did not | 
| Suppose that that was the intention of the Senator, | 
He submitted the question to the decision of the 

Chair. Considerations of politeness and courtesy, | 
it seemed to him, were alone suilicient to induce | 
the Senate to give precedence to the motion to | 
raise a commnitice of conference. If the Senate en- |} 


tertained a proposition to recede, it would be equal- 


ih 


in order w entertain a proposition to insist, and 
en to adhere, thus completely overriding the mes- 
sage of the other House as to the conference. 
i They would thus have decided the question as to | 
which they disagreed before the conference had 
i taken place, He submitted to the Chair whether 
i the appointment of a conunitice of conference was 
; not first in. order. 
Mr. ALLEN remarked, that it seemed to him 
i that the question made by him had preecdence of 
that submitted by the Senator from North Curoli- | 
ya. He (Mr. A.) had made a motion whieh re- || 


court of inquiry, of which Brigadier Gencral Wool 
was president, lately held at Springfield, (Massa- 
chusetts,) to inquire into certain charges against 
J. W. Ripley, superintendent of the armory at 
that place, together with the testimony and proof 
taken by said court. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTERS. 


‘Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
dictary, to whom was referred the bill for the relief | 


of Abraham B. Fanning, reported it without | 


amendinent. ; 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 


mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of |: 


Edward Bolen, of Florida; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 
THE TARIFF, 
Mr. DIX moved to postpone the prior orders, 
and that the Senate take up the bill to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to provide revenue from im- 


‘ports, and to change and modify existing laws |i 


‘imposing duties on imports, and for other pur 
t poses > which motion was agreed to; and the 
bill being: considered as in committee of the whole, 


: dated solely to their own action, If the Senate re- |} 
heeded trom what it had done, then the House had |! 
i no difference with it, and of course there was noth- |) 
ling on whieh to appoint a committee of conference H 
"Phe motion to recede, therefore, in the natural o 

i Qer of things, appenred to be the proper one, H 
i the Senate refused to recede, then would arise the | 
Pease tn which it would be proper to consider HF 


i Whether or not a committee of couference should i 


he appointed. But the question now was upon his 
(Mr, A.’s) motion whether the Senate would agree 
to undo the thing which it had done, and by doing 
which the difference between the two Houses had 
_ originated, If the Senate should recede, the dit- 
; ferenco would be at once ended, and no committee 
could be necessary. Tf the Senate refused to re- 
cede, then, and then alone, would the question of 
appointing a committtes necessarily and propert 
arise. He submitted, then, without at all istend: 
ing to be deeply skilled in the knowledge of the 
rules on this subjeet, whether the view he had 
presented was not the common-sense view, if he 
might be allowed so to designate it? 

Mr. HAYWOOD replied that he did not feel any |! 
particular interest in the matter, A proposition for 


Mr. D. stated that he would be under the neces- 
sity of leaving the city on the 28th of the present 


month for a few days, and it was probable that) 


the bill might be reached in its regular order on 
the calendar before his. return. Being desirous of 
being present when the bill was taken up, be 
moved that it be made the special order of the day | 


for Monday, the llth of May; which motion was i 


agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, pursuant to no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to mtroduce a bill 
to confirm to the heirs and legal representatives of 
Pierre Dufresne, the title to a certain tract of laud; 
which was read a first and second time, and re 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. ); 


Mr. MOREHIAD moved to postpone the prior | 
orders of the day, in order to take up the bill for | 


elief of John P. Skinner, ut è legal repre- |; ; 1 
the relief of John P, Skinner, und the logal repre k oforder? As he had observed, however, he had | 


sentatives of Isaac Greene; which was agreed to. 


The bill was taken up, read a second time, and © other, but submitted it to the Vice President. 


considered in committee of the whole. 
Mr. SEVIER called for the reading of the report 
of the committee reporting the bill, which was or- 
red; and. after some conversation in relation 
one Bees Senators PHELPS and NILES, 
the bill was laid on the table for the present.by 
unanimous consent. 


THE MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
The hour of one o’clock having arrived, ii 


n How much better would their conferees be off, 


i with the solemn vote of the body refusing to recede; | 


pa conference was a motion to refer a disputed ques- 
i tion between the (wo Houses to a committee of con- 
ference; and a motion to refer had expressly, by 
the rules, always precedence of the main question. 
It was proposed, lower, that they should deride | 
the mam question first, and then settle the other; 
) foralthough, as the Senator from Ohio well remark- 
ed, if the Senate receded there would be nothing to | 
refer, yet how much would there be to confer about 
in the spirit of concession and settlement after the ii 
: Senate by a deliberate vote had refused to recede? | 


{ 
i 
i 
with the exception that they went to the conference | 


i 
and then when they came back, supposing that they i! 
of their conference, n rec 


moved, as the teak c ion, |i 
how absurd, when the question had been previously |} 
decided, aud the motion would be accordingly out i 


j ho particular interest in the matter one way or the | 

Mr. ALLEN had but oneremark to offer. If the |} 
Senate refused to recede, and appointed a committee | 
of conference, they would do exactly what the |! 
| House had done—that is, they would declare their 
| determination to stand by ther own act, and then 
| to appeal toa sort of intermediatory tribunal for the 
| settlement of the question between the two Houses, 
Now, he (Mr.A.) answered the Senator from North 
Carolina by saying, that after the Senate refused to 


j 
| 
| 
i 


| Clayton, J. M, Clayton, Colquitt 


recede, they would have done precisely what the 
House had done when they refused to concur; but 
the House did another thing after that—they ap- 
pointed a committee; Very well. Then it would 
be in order for the Senate to appoint a committee, 
and the two Houses would occupy precisely sim~ 
ilar grounds; and-the two: committees occupy: pre- 
cisely the same position. That was.all., He was 
about to say that another degree might be. attained; 
that the House of Representatives. might take an- - 
other step, but they could not; having appointed a 
committee, there was a final action of that. body. 
If the Senate refused to recede, and appointed a 
committee, that putan end to the controversy so 
faras the two Houses were concerned, until the re- 
sult of the meeting of the committees should be 
known. In that case, the Senate, as he had already 
remarked, would do preciscly what the House did 
—it would take another vote on the question of 
standing by what it had done before the appoint- 
ment of a comiittee. 

Mr. CALHOUN did not regard the question of 
order that had been raised as a matter of much 
consequence, If the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio prevailed, it would be exactly reversing the 
vote given yesterday; and from the large majority 
then, that was a result not very likely to happen, as 
it would be tantamount toa recbnuiteration: As to 
the mere point of order, he regarded the view of 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoop] 
as the correct one. The motion for reference was 
a privileged question, and overruled any other. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN inquired if the result of the 


| motion Chat had been made be not to recede, would 


the subject still remain before the Senate for a 


i further aflirmative question for ‘insisting’? or 


“adhering? or was the motion now made equiv- 


_ alent to one or other of these questions ? 


[Several Senators. “It is not.” 

Mr. GRITUENDEN. Well, then, in that 
shapo the subject remains with us for “insisting” 
or “adhering.” 

[Several Senators.“ Certainly.” 


The PRESIDENT said it was the opinion of 


| the Chair that a vote not to recede turned the Sen- 


ate hack upon the proposition of the House for a 
conference, He stated further that he did not 
think the message from the Tlouse was equivalent 
toa motion for the appointment of a committee 
onthe part of the Senate, but that such motion 
must be made separately, in its order. The mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio was, therefore, first 
in order-—-that the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives: l : 

Mr. MANGUM asked for the yeas and nays; 


| and the call being seconded, they were ordered. 


On being taken, the yeas and nays resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cass, Diekinson, Dix, Pairfletd, 
Houston, Jenness, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Seinple, Be- 
vier, and ‘Torney n 

NAY X= Mess 


Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, T. 
Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, 
Evans, Greene, Haywood, Uuntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnsen of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Man- 
guin, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Speight, 
Upham, Webster, Westcott, W ondbridge, and Yiulee-=3), 


So the motion to recede was lost. mo 


Mr. HAYWOOD then moved that the Senate 
proceed to the appointment of a committee of coh- 
ference. 

Mr. MANGUM. suggested that the motion be 
amended by intimating the number of the members 
of the committee—three. 

The amendment being accepted by Mr. HAY- 
WOOD, the question was put, and the motion was 
unanimously agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the Senate then 

roceeded to elect the members of the committee 
y ballot. And the result was as follows: 


Mr. Berrien.........80 Mr. Atchison isesi 
Mr. Haywood......29 Mr. Benton... es... 
Mr. Corwin.........30° Mr. J. M. Clayton... 
Mr. Allen... ........15- Mr. Houston ......, 
Mr. Cass.....065...14 Mr, Colquitt......., 
Mr. Crittenden....... 6 Mr. Pennybacker..., 
Mr. Sevier. paica 4 Mr. Turney ....00., 
Mr. Semple. seriea. 4 Mr. Calhoun... 
Mr. Dixs......60.. 4 Mr. Bright. 20... 

So Messis. BERRIEN, Corwin, and Havwoap, 
were declared to be elected, and the President an- 


nounced that they constituted the committee of 
conference with that of the other House, 


l 
1 


1 
badat 
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JURISDICTION OVER OREGON. 


The bill (from the House of Representatives) to į 


extend the jurisdiction of the United States over 
the American citizens in Oregon, and for other 
purposes, was read a second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. . 

Mr. DIX moved that the (House) bill for the 
relief of Charles W. Bingley, of Charleston, South 
Carolina, be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce; which motion was agreed to. 

Ow motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate 
went into Executive session; and, after some time 
spent therein, the doors were opened; when 

Mr. BREESE moved to reconsider the vote re- 
ferring the bill to protect the rights of American 
citizens in Oregon to the Committee on Territories, 
in order to refer it to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion to reconsider was disagreed to, and 
then 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 21, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday having been read. 

Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN rose to move a cor- 
rection. It was, he said, a matter of no import- 
ance; but he was represented as having moved the 
previous question. He‘had not the honor to do 
so, although he tried to obtain the floor for the pur- | 
nose, 
j The Journal was corrected accordingly. 

, Mr. BAYLY said he understood he was repre- 
sented on the Joumal as having moved the pre- 
vious question, ‘after debate.” If such was the 
statement, it was incorrect, because he had posses- 
sion of the floor, and had distinctly announced his 
intention to forego the desire he had to speak, in 
compliance with a request on the part of friends | 
nearhim. ` 

The Journal was corrected accordingly; and was 
then approved. : 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


A. message was received from the Senate by A. 
Dickins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House that 
the Senate had passed the bill making appropria- 
tion for certain deficiencies in appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1846, with 
amendments, in which the Senate asked the con- | 
currence of this House. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, submitted on leave, 
the bill and amendments were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

THE SMITHSONIAN BEQUEST. 
The SPEAKER said that the special order of 
the day was the bill in relation to the Smithsonian 
bequest. 

On motion of Mr. OWEN, the consideration of 
the special order was postponed until to-morrow. 

THE DISAGREEING VOTES. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be, the motion pending at the adjournment 
last evening, that a committee of conference on the 
part of this House be appointed on the subject of 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the |! 


joint resolution of notice. 


Mr. BIGGS demanded the previous question; i 


and, by ayes 81, noes 44, the demand was second- | 
ed. i 
And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 
The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; 


i 
i 
| 
{ 


i 


and, (after some conversation on a point of order 
between Mr. S. JONES and the Chair,) being 
taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson 
Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black 
Blanchard, Bowlin, Boy 
Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, R 
Chipman, Cobh, 
Daniel, Dargan, Garrett Davis, J 


cuben Chapman, Chase, 


efferson Davis, Delano, De | 
ai, 
Goodyear, Gordon, 
atson, Harmauson, Hilliard 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
jigton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jeni 


Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Har 
; E. B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, 


ns, James H. 


McClelland, McConnell, James McDowell, McHenry, Mell- 


vhine, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, |: 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perril, Pettit, Pheips, Poliock, i: 
» Price, Rathbun, Reidy. Rele, Ritter, Roberts, Julius Rock- | 


well, John A, Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, |i ‘inquiry and full investigation, the superintendent | sable to the object to'be attained. = 


Dobbin, Dunlap, Erdman, Garvin, Giles, | 


Boyd, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Burt, i hi 
oho 

2 il 

Colin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, $: 


| to 


Hubard, Hungerford, Wali- £ 
See > © shall commit. any overt act in contravention or 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, |) a any 
Preston King, Lawrence, La Sere, Levin, Lumpkin, Maclay, i 


7 i 
Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 


Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Thomasson, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tredway, Trumbo, 
Wheaton, White, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- 
ward, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—138. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Milton Brown, 
William G- Brown, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Cranston, 
Crozier, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, John H. Ewing, Ficklin, 
Foot, Gentry, Grider, Grinnell, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Sam- 
uel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew John- 
son, Kennedy, Thomas B. King, Leake, Lewis, McCler- 
nand, McGaughey, Marsh, John P. Martin, Moseley, Pen- 
deton, Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Robert Smith, 


Stephens, Thibodeaux, Vinton, Wentworth, Winthrop,and 
Wright—49. À 
So the committee of conference was ordered to 


be appointed. 
Before the vote was announced— 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and said, “ Mr. 
Speaker.” 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman within’! 


the bar when his name was called ? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I was not; but I 
desire to say that if I had been, I would have voted 
for a committee of conference. 

Mr. E. H. EWING. And I desire to say that 
if I had been within the bar, I should have voted 
against a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER announced the following mem- 


| bers as composing the committee of conference: 


Mr. C. 
Hiwrarp. 


THE SECRET-SERVICE FUND. 


Mr. BAYLY rose to inquire of the Chair 
whether a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the papers transmitted from the President yesier- 
day had been laid on the table and ordered to be 

rinted was a debatable motion ? 

The SPEAKER said it was not, because the 
motion to lay on the table was not debatable. 


. Ineersott, Mr. Owen, and Mr. 


Mr. BAYLY said his reason for making the | 


inquiry was, that he was desirous, if possible, to 
cut off debate upon the motion, submitted yes- 
terday, to lay on the table and print the message 
pid corre penser? in relation to the secret-service 
und. 

The SPEAKER said he thought the motion to 
reconsider would not be debatable. 


THE INDIAN TRIBES IN OREGON. 

On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. G. S. Houston, of 
Alabama, in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill to regulate trade and intercourse 
with the Indian tribes in the territory of Oregon, 


and to preserve peace and cultivate friendship with | 


and among the said Indians, 


Mr. SEDDON held the floor from yesterday, on | 


a motion which he was then understood to submit 
to strike out the 6th section, and which motion 


lowing amendment: 
Insert at the end of the 12th line the words, 


MPSON said he did not wish 
claim it. 
Mr. SEDDON'continued. The amendment of 
that gentleman by no means covered all the objec- 
tionable provisions of the bill, or accomplished all 
the purposes contemplated by the amendment he 
mself proposed now to offer. 
The amendment was read for information. 
Swike out all after “ other person’’ in the seventh 
line and insert as follows: 

« Acknowledging allegiance or owing obedience 
‘to the Government of the United States, who 


| «infraction of any treaty of the United States, or 


‘who shall disturb the peace of the United States 
© or of said Indian tribes, and have such citizen or 
‘other person brought before him; and if, upon 


« shall be satisfied of the guil 


War.” oe 

Mr. S. then continued. It would. have. been 
gratifying to his feelings (he said) if he could have 
had an opportunity to complete the representation 
of the views which he had ona former day in part 
expressed on this general, subject. But he was 
‘aware that any connexion between the two bills 
would-be somewhat. forced and unnatural; and he 
would not, therefore, indulge, in any such latitude 
of debate. . His purpose was briefly to address his 
observations to the bill ‘before the committee, and 
especially to the sixth section, as one of its. most 
objectionable features. "To the general principle of 
the bill he was not opposed; but many of ‘its pro- 
visions seemed to him to'be very exceptionable. © 

The general object of the bill was to establish a 
superintendency and agencies of Indian affairs west 
of the Rocky Mountains; to clothe them with power 
to. preserve Shag and cultivate friendly relations 
with the Indians, in order to accomplish the ‘pur- 
poses of public policy which we desired to effect in 
that region. . The bill further provided for certain 
gratuities and favors to the Indians, by way of con- 
ciliating their friendship and obtainingan influence 
amongst them. sip INS o ee 

He thought that the United States had hitherto 
neglected too much this subject of Indian relations 
west of the Rocky. Mountains. It would have been 
better if in time past measures had been adopted 
to render these Indians: friendly to our settlers, 
Many of the difficulties experienced by our-citizens 
who went to trade in that region, had been’ the re- 
sult of jealousy on the-part of the Indians, and of 
the powerful monopoly of the Hudson’ Bay Com- 
pany, which had had: the'wisdom':to see the im- 
“portance of’ securing an: influence and” obtaining 
permanent control over these tribes, and had made 
ue of all means requisite to the attainment of that 
end. 

Ifit would have been wise in us to adopt these 
measures some time since, it was still more clearly 
the part of wisdom to adopt them now, when that 
country was about to be permanently settled and 
occupied by our own emigrants, who had gone to 
make their homes there. ‘We were called upon by 
considerations of national honor. to take measures 
to protect these emigrants; and prominent. among 
| these measures, was that which provided for the 
maintenance of amicable relations with the Indians, 
and: for: obtaining an ‘influence and control over 
them. Against. the: general_..purposes.of the bill, 
- therefore, he had no -complaint to makes but: he 
must- bë permitted to say,,that, in,shaping their 
legislation for: the accomplishment of these-great 
ends, they should observe certain general princi- 
ples, which they should be scrupulously careful not 
+o invade or disregard. Looking to the remote- 
ness of this region of country, and to the impossi- 
bility of foreseeing all the contingencies and exi- 
gencies which might arise there, it was impracti- 
| cable to provide for all cases by special legisla- 
tion. It was due to candor to say that it was 
necessary to give to the agents who might be 
selected a large discretion. But the very fact that 
it was indispensably necessary, from the circum- 
stances of the case and the character of the coun- 
try, to delegate this discretion, rendered it doubly 
| incumbent upon Congress not to. confer greater 
| power than was absolutely required. It was con- 
| trary to the spirit of our institutions; it was repug- 
nani to the fundamental principles of liberty itself, 
to confer wide and extended discretionary power, 
to be exercised at the will and pleasure of any ex- 
ecutive officer. Such powers, if conferred atall, 
must necessarily: be left to the ‘discretion of the 
executive agent; and that fact furnished one of the 
most conclusive reasons why the power should 
not exceed by one iota’ that. which was indispen- 
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Another principle to be held sacred was this: 
that so long as there was a ‘joint convention, or 
treaty, in relation to this territor 
country, the faith of that tre 
served inviolate, and that they should be careful 
that they did not by any legislation trench upon 
its clear provisions. Whatever might be the views 
of different portions of the House in relation to 
the question of title, as to the course which it 
would be proper to adopt after the termination of 
the convention, every American, 
Representative, having at heart the honor of his 
country, must be solicitous that there should be no 
violation. of the faith of treatiés, nor anything 
which even had the appearance of a violation or 
contravention of their provisions. 

Now, it seemed to him demonstrable that all 
these great leading principles which ought to be 
kept in view in legislating on this subject, were 
clearly dnd palpably violated. Ffo doubted not 
that this sixth section’ had been reported without 
due consideration and reflection on the part of the 
committee. It was one of the most arbitrary and 
oppressive enactments that had ever been passed in 
any country. Its provisions would more appropri- 
ately become the firman of a sultan, and would be 
mofe properly executed by a bashaw, than dis- 
grace the pages of American legislation, or be 
carried into effect by the magistrates of a free coun- 
try. The extent of its powers was too great— 
repugnant to the spirit of our institutions, to the 
genius of freedom, and to the Constitution of the 
Union. 

And first, in relation to the class of persons over 
whom the provisions of this bill were to operate. 
The section gave power to the superintendent over 


“any citizen or other person,” who shall send, |! 
Now, under |! 


carry, or deliver any message, &e. 
these broad and comprehensive terma— other 
sons?’ —who might not be included? Wast 
nota joint convention with Great Britain, by which 
the rights of her subjects were as great and as 
complete as the rights of our own citizens? 
it not admitted on: all sides that we had no exelu- 


sive sovereignty, no power to extend exclusive | 


jurisdiction over the territory, so long as the joint 
occupation remained? Ant 
under the term ‘other person,” every person in 
that territory would now, whilst this joint conven- 
tion was yet.in existence, be liable to arrest and 
unishment at thé will and diseretion of the super- 


intendent; liable to arrest for doing probably that 


very thing which he might have been ordered by | 


the Government of which he was a stbject to do, 
or by the Hudson Bay Company, of which he 
might be an agent or employee, 


Jt seemed to him most extraordinary that, in rela- |: 
tion to the whole series of Oregon hills, there should | 


have appeared to be a constant desire, not openly 
and directly, but covertly and indirectly, to con- 
travene the provisions of this convention Wint- 
ever their views on other questions might be, were 
they not bound to maintain the honor and faith of 
the nation pledged by that convention? And he 
put it to every man within the sound of his voice 
to say whether, if power was given over eve 

citizen, “or other person,” it did not expressly 
give to the superintendent the power over all Brit 
ish subjects, even during the continuance of the 
convention? Would gentlemen adopt this meas 
ure in defiance of treaty stipulations, and of the 
pledged faith ofthe nation? Was that the doctrine 
to be inculcated here? Was our honor thus to be 
tarnished in the face of the world? 


hour. Let the views of gentlemen be what they ) 
might; let a warlike spirit animate the hearts of | 
members heré, and impel them on to a collision | 


with a formidable foe; still they were Americans, 
and as American Representatives, they would never 
enter upon a war at the expense of the national 
honor, and under a gross violation of the faith of 
treaties. He trusted that all that was required was, 
that it should be clearly shown that the bill in this 
respect did violate the convention. If he could 
succeed in demonstrating this truth, surely his ob- 
ject would be attained, and the bill, in this partien- 
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y with a foreign- 
aty should be pre- | 


every American |! 
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here |; 
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yet by this secon, | 


He trusted | 
that folly and madness would not thus rule the | 
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i lar, be: amended. The words other person,” 
1, would embrace not only British subjects, but all 
i the Indians within the ‘territory, who might, under 
; the commiand of their chiefs, transmit intelligence 
|, from one tribe to another. Could a more unheard- 
| of barbarity be contemplated? The Roman Em- 
| peror whose name was held in execration for wri- 
; ting the laws in small characters and placing them 
ii so bigh up that they could not be read by the citi- 

| zens, was merciful in comparison with an American | 

Congress, which would passa law by which In- 

dians, who never heard of law, were to be arrested i 
and punished for doing nothing else than commu- 
| nieating with another tribe. The title declared 
the object of the bill to be to preserve peuce and 
cultivate friendship with the Indians. Was this 
the way in which the object was to be attained ? 
Could anything be better calculated to exeite their 
jealousy and ill will? or to goad them to wreak 
their vengeance on the unprotected settlers in that 
far-off region? He was told, in extenuation of 
i this provision, that a similar power was exercised 
in some of the acknowledged States und Territories 
of the United States, But there was no analogy 
in the two cases; because, in the other ease, the 
tribes were within the undoubted limits of the 
United States, surrounded and pressed upon at all 
| sides by the citizens and the power of the Union. 
H They knew our superior might; they knew that 
they were powerless to resist us, and that they 
li must submit to the seizure aod the punishment of 
i, their emissaries, Bat in this distant territory, 
| where the tribes were more powerful, where the y 
| knew nothing of our superior might, where they 
| were but untamed savages of the West, would 
i they not resent the outrages committed on their 
i Nights by the seizure and the punishment. of their 
| 

| 


H 
i 


messengers in this manuce? Was it possible for 
it : ae aie 
ji ingenuity to devise a better mode of irritating aud 


rendering them hostile? Let one such act be com- 
H mitted, and the whole tribe would be in arms, 
i And if there existed any disposition on the part of 
the Hudson Bay Company to encourage unfriendly 
feclings on the part of the Indians towards us, 
what better plea could they desire, or what more 
servicenble argument could they use? ‘This was 
plain and clear, h waa no abstraction. And Mr. 
iS. here refuted the idea which had been: thrown 
ii out, that there was anything on the English statute- 
book coextensive with this bill as originally re- 
! ported, as amended, there might be; that even 
i then, in its practical operation, the bill would go 
mach further than English legislation had gone, 

He would limit its operation to citizens of the 
| United Suues, or to other perses in that territory, 
who acknowledged allegiance, or owed obedience 
! to the Government of the United States; he would | 


| embraco all persons who were there cither as | 
; American citizens, or persons in American settle- | 
ments acknowledging allegiance to, as being within 
the range of, American laws. ‘The mischief would 
i thus be avoided, whilst at the same time all the 
! benefits which we required might be accom- 
| plished. p : 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said, the question 
simply was, whether power should be given to 


murder our citizens in that territory, or whether | 
it should be confined simply to citizens whe owed | 
obedience to the laws of the United States. 

Mr. SEDDON continued. Undoubtedly (he 
| said) he would so restrict the provision; undoubt- 
edly he would exclude all British subjects. from 
arrest during the continuance of the convention 
for that or any other alleged offence; because there | 
> was in that convention an express provision ex- | 
chiding us from the exercise of exclusive sover- | 
eignty or jurisdiction, What right had we to | 
arrest a British subject there on the ground that he 
was stirring up dissension, or atiempting to inter- 
rupt the peace and tranquillity of the United States, 
or of the Indian tribes? Let gentlemen bring the 
matter home to their own feelings and seitiments. 
| Let an American citizen be arrested on the allega- 
tion that he was carrying a message, or listening | 
to a talk, which, in the estimation of the Hudson 
Bay Company, or one of its superintendents or | 
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i other legal 


officers, was calculated to disturb the pexte. Let 
him be arrested and punished. “‘What-would: be 
the feeling of évery American? What would be 
| the feeling of every Representative on'this floor, if, 
during the continuance of the convention, we were 
to receive information of such an outrage?” Would 
i he not feel called upon, by the most solemn obliga~ 
| tion of duty to his country, and to the citizens 
whom that country was bound to protect, not only 
to feel the injury, but to resent it? The gentleman 
himself (Mr. Jacos Tuompson] was not willing 
| to give the right to punish a British subject. He 
says they must be discharged. But what right 
was there to arrest a British subject? If our juris- 
diction did not extend so far as to the power to 
punish, by what right was he to be arrested?’ Such 
a thing might be done by mistake, when seeking 
to arrest an American citizen; but if wilfully and 
designedly done, knowing that we had no jurisdic- 
tion, what was it buta gross violation of the con- 
vention? Whatwas it but a national Lynch law? 
It had been said that the power of Judge Lynch’ 
seemed about to be superseded on the east side of 
the mountains, Did gentlemen contemplate the 
removal of the jurisdiction of that illustrious ju- 
rist westward of the mountains? Did they con- 
template making him their superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs? Look at the indefinite character of 
the powers thus bestowed. It would be power 
enough to authorize the superintendent to judge 
what would be an infraction of the treaty—or an 
overt act—or a breach of the peace. ' But to allow 
him to penetrate the recesses of the human breasts 
to decide on the secret intent of a messenger, was 
givin y a power very little short of that exercised 
y Rhadamanthus in the infernal regions. It was 
altogether repugnant to the genius of our institu- 
tions and to the Airit of freedom. This he had 
sought to remedy by the amendment. 

He came now to consider the objection to the 
mode of judgment and of punishment. He was 


f happy to find that the views of gentlemen on all 


sides accorded with his own on this point, and that 
even the gentleman himself admitted that this: pro- 
vision could not be sustairied. It was well it was 
80, for the provision was in direct and“ palpable 
violation of the express letter of the Constitution. 
It gave to this superintendent, who was to be 
clothed with powers that would disgrace a despot- 
ism, the right to punish at his discretion, and on 
his own judgment of the intent. No trial by jury 
was required—no indictment or presentment was to 
befound, He would ask the Clerk to read certain 
clauses of the Constitution of the United States. 


The Clerk read the following sections: 


“The tial of all crimes, except in enses of impeachment, 
shalt be by jury.” 

“No person shalt be held to answer for a eapilal, or other- 
Wise infanious crime, unless on n presentment or indictment 
j Of a grand jury,” &e., &e. 

“Tn al criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the 
right to n speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of 
the State and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed; which district shall have been previously ascer- 
tained by law; and to be informed of the nature and cause 
of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses 
| against him; and to have compulsory process for obtaining 
Witoesses in his favor; and to have the assistance of coun- 


arrest individuals who might excite the Indians to |} sel tor his defence.” 


Such (Mr. S. continued) were the requisitions 
of the Constitution, This Oregon territory, it waa 
true, was a far-off country, but not tod farto de- 
mand our attention—to be kept within the pale of 
the Constitution, or the operation. of the funda- 
mental laws of the land. Those laws would be 
expiraiy violated by the provisions of this bill, 

n conclusion, (said Mr. S.,) allow me, Mr. 
Chairman, to say that, in my opinion, it would be 
more advisable to strike out the whole section than 
to attempt to amend it. The bill which we passed 
the other day for the protection of American emi- 
grants’ extends the laws and jurisdiction of thé 
courts of Iowa, as faras applicable, over the whole 
territory west ‘of the Stony Mountains, and ap- 
points agents or superintendents to whom is en- 
trusted. their execution. The appointment of 
other officers by this bill, and the enactment of 
h provisions for the punishment of 
| offences, may produce serious confusion in the 
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execution and administration of laws under con- 
flicting systems and with different sets of officers; 
and especially as the ultimate authority which 
might reconcile conflicts or settle differences must 
besoremote. Understanding, however, that there 
was an earnest wish on the part of many to retain 
some of the provisions of this section, I have con- 
tented myself with endeavoring to remove its most 
obnoxious features. I therefore only press my 
piopes amendment, though 1 would prefer to 


ave the whole section stricken out. — f 
Mr. THURMAN said it was not his intention 
to inflict a long speech upon the committee, and he 


should not trouble them with a single remark were- 


it not that he had yesterday submitted a substi- 
tute for the section, and were it not that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Seppon] 
was, in his opinion, objectionable. : 

The objections of the gentleman from Virginia 
to this section were three: first, that it operates 
upon British subjects and Indians; secondly, that 
the offences of which it took cognizance were not 
specifically and distinctly defined; and thirdly, 
that the section provides an unconstitutional mode 
of punishment. As to the latter objection, it seem- 
ed to him that it was not necessary to discuss this 
proposition at all, for he did not believe that one 
wasin favor of retaining this provision, He should, 
therefore, pass it by. 

Next, as to the objection that it was too vague 
and uncertain: and to this point he wished to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Virginia. The 
gentleman sought to remedy this by an amend- 
ment; and now, with great deference to that gen- 
tleman, he undertook to assert that his amendment 
was a thousand times more vague, more uncertain, 
more indefensible, than was the section under con- 
sideration in this particular. The object of the 
amendment of the gentleman was to operate upon 
any person who has committed an overt act to in- 
fract a treaty to-which the United States is a party, 
or has committed a misdemeanor. But it leaves 
entirely indefinite what is an overt act, and is liable 
to the full force of the same objection which the 

entleman anticipates—that it places the law itself 
in the breast of he judge. Mr. T. read, and com- 
pared at some length, the provisions of the bill and 
of the amendment, and presented, in various forms, 
his objection to the amendment, that in like man- 
ner, or to agreater degree, it was vague and indefi- 
nite. The Constitution of the United States, the 
English law, and the common law, defined partic- 
ularly and clearly what constituted an overt act of 
treason; but this amendment made no definition of 
“overt”? acts upon which it was to operate. In- 
stead of remedying, it increased the difficulty. 

The gentleman objected that the law proposed to 
take cognizance of the intent. But this objection 
might be brought against any Jaw. In the case of 
treason, it was the intent which constitutes the 
offence; and so it was in the case of every offence. 

Mr. SEDDON explained that his objection was 
that the bill made the offence lie, not in the overt 
act, but in the intent, and that it ought at least to 
characterize in some way those acts upon which it 
operated, so as to make them oyert acts from 
which intention could be inferred. 

Mr. THURMAN said the bill did characterize 
them as specifically as it was possible to do, and 
specified that it must be an act for the purpose of 
infracting a treaty of the United States, or disturb- 
ing the peace and tranquillity of the United States. 
He further argued that it was the intent which 
gave character to the act, and that of itself an act 
might be innocent, when a criminal fintent would 
make it criminal. 

Some further conversation ensued between Mr. 
SEDDON and Mr. THURMAN on this point. 

Another objection (continued Mr. T.) was, that 
this objection not only operated upon citizens of 
the United States, but upon Indians and British 
subjects. In his amendment, Mr. T. expressly 
excluded Indians and the subjects of Great Britain 
from the operation of this law—Indians forever, 
and subjects of Great Britain during the continu- 
ance of the convention. Perhaps the gentleman 
and himself did not agree precisely upon this point, 
however. He (Mr. 'T.) believed that Indians 
ought to be excluded from the operation of this 
law; that we ought not to punish them for offences 
committed, and that the attempt (even if we had 
the .power) would be more likely to produce dis- 
torbances and unhappy effects than to promote the 
peace And tranquillity of the United States. 


He was also opposed to punishing British sub- 
jects by our tribunals during the existence of this 
| ‘convention; but he was notin favor of limiting this 
| section so as to prevent their being arrested. The 
gentleman from Virginia said it would be in viola.” 
tion of our treaty with Great Britain to arrest these 
disturbers of the peace in case they were subjects 
of Great Britain, Certainly there was nothing in 
the treaty which in-expréss words prohibited us 
from. extending our laws over that territory. -Ft 
was his judgment that.we could not make grants 
| of land in the Oregon territory under this conven- 

tion. The treaty merely provided that this coun- 
try. should be free and open during its continuance 
to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the two 
Powers. A grant of land conveyed exclusive pos-" 
session; therefore it withdrew, to the extent that 
it went, so much land from the operation of the 
convention. But he was not willing to go further, 
and say that we can arrest no offender there at all. 
The provision of the treaty was simply to leave 
free and open the country to the vessels, citizens, 
and subjects of the two Powers; and it. has prop- 
erly been termed.u treaty of navigation and trade. 
Now, pass this law, and would it prevent the law- 


privileges secured to him by this convention—from 


He thought not. And he was not singular in this 
opinion. The Senate thought so when they passed 
what was known as Dr. Linn’s bill, which, with- 
out giving the notice, extended the jurisdiction. of 
our Jaws over that. territory; and so thought the 


House, when, at the last session, the bill organi- 
zing a Territorial Government over Oregon was re- 
ported without the notice included, and wlien, 
against the amendment to insert the notice, he be- 
lieved the great majority of the Democratic party 
voted. Under this law, then, none of the rights 
and privileges of British subjects under the conven- 
tion were taken away. He was not prepared to | 
say that we might not arrest, and punish hen too, | 
by our tribunals; but he was not in favor of pun- 

ishing them; he was in favor of arresting them, and 


ities to be tried, With such an act on our part, 
as well as the part of Great Britain; he compared 
the principle and operation of this enactment to the | 
provision in the treaty of Washington. for the de- 
ivery of fugitives from justice. So far from being 
an act of hostility, it would be an effort on the part 
of both countries to prevent a disturbance of the 
friendly relations between them. 

Mr. T., in conclusion, sent up to the Clerk’s ta- 
ble, to be read, the substitute amendment of which | 
he had before given notice. `, | 

Mr. JENKINS said, that the laws of Iowa had | 
been extended over this territory by a bill which | 
had passed this House; and, therefore, no farther | 
legislation was necessary. If, therefore; it wasin 
order, he would move to strike out the 6th section. > 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not in order now. 

Mr. JENKINS (continuing) said, he was inter- 
ested in the remarks of the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Szppon] on this subject, and 
he apprehended whenever we undertook to enlarge 
the boundary of the common law and intfoduce a- 
new class of offences, we should do it with great 
caution. Upon looking into this bill they found 
that it had been got up with that degree of haste, | 
and bearing such marks of carelessness, as to ren- 
der it unsafe to pass it. Whatever was contained 


judgment, should be stricken therefrom. When the 
bill they had sent to the Senate passed into a law, į 
there was law enough over that territory to punish | 
for all offences. All its other provisions were un- | 
necessary and inexpedient in every point of view, | 
and he hoped they would be stricken out, leaving | 
merely the clause providing for the appointment of | 
Indian agents in that territory. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON should confine his 
remarks to the merits of the bill, anda defence of 
its provisions. He was surprised that gentlemen 
did not consider the circumstances under which it- 
was reported. The intention of the bill was to ex- 
tend the Indian laws over Oregon, where there were 
no laws of the United States now in force. 
object was to cultivate peace and friendly relations 
with the Indians. With that view, the President 
of the United States, during the last year, had ap- 


now found it necessary to extend this provision 


ful trader of Great Britain from exercising’ all the || 


navigating the waters and trading in this territory? | 


House, or at least the Democratic party: of the | 


of handing them over to the proper British author- | 


in it beyond the mere appointment of agents, in his |j 


Our | 


‘pointed a special agent to proceed to Oregon. We | 


for intercourse and ‘regulation, an 
some. order, that our'settlements 1 
there. : Peas 

“The gentleman from New Yorkse 


rested upon himself. 

As to the next point—the matter of punishment. 
He agreed, that if we had any tribunals there, he 
would give no jurisdiction to the superintendent, 
But in the absence of all judicial tribunals, what 
should: be done?- The citizens of Oregon lived 
under such temporary and imperfect laws as they 


agreed upon themselves. It was all lynch-law in. 
Oregon—the law.of public opinion; and in the ab- 
sence of all means of trial, it was certainly an im» 
provement on the present state of things to give 
the jurisdiction to. the superintendent, who, after 
trial, should report to the Secretary of War, 'he 
having an eye all the time to the preservation of 
the peace, welfare, and good relations of. our citi- 
zens. But he presumed we should have the juris- 
diction of tribunals extended over the territory; he 
had therefore stricken out this provision, soas to 
give to the superintendent the power of arrest, and 
then to deliver the person over to the proper tribu- 
nals of the United States. : 

He agreed with a good deal the gentleman from 
Virginia had said, but he could not agree-that we 
should change the law, as it now stands on this 
side of the mountains for the other side of the 
mountains, and make a special exception in behalf 
of the British subjects, for two reasons, and, he 
might add, a third: the first and greatest of which 
was, that if we make an exception in behalf of 
British subjects, we do more than they ever. have 
proposed to do. And he insisted upon it, that if 
a man was so reckless, so evilly-disposed, and so 
fatally, bent on mischief as to go among these Indians 
with the intention of producing a warlike movement 
on onr settlements, the superintendent should arrest 
him—not to punish him, but‘to-hand “him over -to 
trial, as was, provided in our Indian law... Give 
him the power which the-Hudson Bay. Company 
has, and would exercise tomorrow, and would the’ 
gentleman from Virginia, or any other gentleman, 
complain of their exercising that power over our 
citizens who were found disturbing the peace of 
the Indians and the whites in this manner? i 

Mr. SEDDON repeated the statement of his po- 
sition on this point. : , i aui 

The great object of the bill (continued Mr, T.) 
was to preserve nae and tranquillity wót- only on 
the part. of the Indians towards -the whites, but 
among themselves.. Our relations to the Indians 


Se 


imposed upon us this duty; we were bound to ex- 
ert the strong arm.of our laws among these ab- 
original.tribes, who were. dependenit-on us. — 
The question was taken’ on the amendment. of 
Mr. THompson, and decided in the atirmative. ` 
So the amendment was agreed tow oo, 7 
The question then being on the amen 
Mr. Sxpvon, the vote was about tobe taken, w 
some delay arose for want.of a quorum.” 
Mr. A. JOHNSON in the meantime addressed 
some remarks to the committee. He agreed with 
the gentleman from’ New York, (Mr. Jenxis,] 
and was in favor of striking out the entire sixth 
section, and-other portions of the bill. If the bill 
which they had sent to the Senate became a law, 
the laws over that territory were ample. It was in 
vain to attempt to patch up this bill. Fle would 
not exactly (like the gentleman from New York) 
‘attribute carelessness to the committee, or to its 
! chairman who reported the bill. He would be 
ll more charitable, and say it was, perhaps, the best 
the committee could do. For when they looked at 
|i the structure, the formation, the malformation, of 
il the committees of this House, no man’ could ex- 
pect anything perfect from them—for that which is 
would be malin its 


‘| 
ii any . 
| mal in its origin, he thought, 


4 effect. _ 

| He objected at some length to the provisions of ` 
| the sixth section, as an unnecessary restriction oF 
i| the freedom of speech and of : the press. “Ta case 
| a man, who happened to be within the jurisdiction 
| of this superintendent, happened to speak the dis- 
\ approval which he might entertain of a treaty, he 
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. punish- 
ight of appeal, the 
fact by looking into 


jected. 


6th section, and being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES moved to strike out 
al} after the enacting clause of the bill; which mo- 
tion was not then entertained, 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON moved to strike 
out from the last section the sum of $30,000, and 
insert $20,000, for the purpose of carrying this act 
into effect. This motion was agreed to. 


gone through with) moved to strike out all after 
i the enacting clause. 


parucularty 
etween the proposed sal- |) to strike Oregon from the map. 


Mr, McK AY remarked, that there were several 


nation and alteration, ‘The President of the 


| tural implements, goods, &e., to the amount of 
| $10,000 yearly. Was there not a law already in 
| existence to the same effeet? 
lowing the President to apply $5,000 per annum 
for this parpose. i 
increasing the amount? Another seetion of the 
| bil authorizes the payment of $2,000 a year for 
| rations for the Indians when they visit the aven- 


former act, to supply these rations, 


He repeHed the charge of carelessness on the | 
part of the committec, made by Mr. Jenkins, and | 
expressed. the opinion that in these objections on i; 
the part of that gentleman, and of others, and in 
their previous course, they were straining at n gnat 


the Rocky Mountains. Phe committee had dealt 
i frankly with the House, and all the objections 
i| which had been urged to this bill, applied with 
and swallowing a camel. "They had swallowed a equal force to laws whieh had been Jong in ex- 
Dill, (the bill to extend our jurisdiction over Ameri- |! istence. 

can settlers in Oregon, to provide grants of land, |) He did not insist upon the domestic animals as 
&c.,) a few days ago, which, in his humble opin- | necessary presents to the Indian tribes; but the 
ion, and in the opinions of our negotiators with | presents of implements of husbandry, goods, &c., 
foreign Governments, in the opinion of previous | were absolutely necessary, if we would cultivate 
Congresses, previous Presidents, of the Present) pence and friendship with the Orezon Indians. 
President and Senate was in direct violation ot: Whatever side the Indians should take in the Ore- 
our solemn treaty stipulations with Great Britain; | won dispute would be successful. They would 
they had swallowed that. decide the contest in Oregon, and it was therefore 
He would not say that the bill ought to pass in © necessary tor us to have their friendship, 

the form in which it was introduced, but he would | 
say, when you extend your laws over the Oregon | 
territory—when you abrogate the British law 
when you throw yourself aloof froni all the stipu- - 


rayed against the American title and cause in any 
contest. ‘They were now in the pay of the Hud- 
son Bay Company, yho had the control over 


ae | 
eed 


i their friendship would be of more advantage to 
ous than an army of 4,000 men in the territory. 
“The committee, therefore, wished to appropriate 

$10,000, for the purpose of cultivating the friend- 
| ship of these nligis ‘They were of the opinion 
that the sam of 
She wanted for use on this side of the mountains. 
_ As to the rations, what would bo the tse of ra- 
: tions, unless the Indians should come to see them? 
| And if they came, they must be fed. 


son Bay Com 
and it would 


p jects. . : 
In the present state of our foreign relations, and 
considering the action of Congress in regard to 


i have the power to decide the contest, should this 
House now higele for a few dimes? 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES modified his motion, so as 
to move to lay the bill aside, te be reported to the 


elton of disturbing th 


to our prejudice with the Indian tribes. 
As to t 


aside, to be reported to the House. 


The question recurred upon striking out the i; 


Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES (the bill having been | 


Mr. GORDON. The ventleman had better move | 


provisions of the bill which required some expia- (i 

Uni- į 
ted Stutes was authorized to make presents to the | 
Indians in Oregon, in domestic animals, agricul- | 
He read the law al- | 


What necessity was there for} 


cies, The President had power already, under a: 
Mr, JACOB THOMPSON replied that the for- 


mer laws had no reference to Oregon, and it was : 
necessary to extend those laws to the otherside of 


Th was | 
idle to suppose that the Indians would not be ar- | 


“them. "They were in number about 16,000, and |: 


$5,000 uow allowed by law would |! 


The Hud- '! 


“gon Bay Compniy spent thousands on these ob- | 


Oregon, and considering, too, that the Indians | 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the bill be laid | 


The question recurred on the motion of Mr. I. Ex 
i Hommes. - 

Mr. McKAY had one word to say. In the An- 
nual Message of the President, he asked authority 
to actin relation to Indian affairs west of the Rock 


Every 
purpose would be effected by giving the President 
the power to appoint these officers. Tt was trifling 
with the legislative power to pile bill upon bill for 
‘the same objects. 


_ provisions which would be contested. ’ 
| perative on Congress to make some provision in 
relation to this subject. He did not believe him- 
iself that the bill sent to the Senate on Saturday 
i; would pase that body. 
A conversation followed upon several points of 
‘i order; after which the question was taken on the 
i motion of Mr. I. E. Hoxmes, and decided in the 
|i Negative—G4 to 74. 
i On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the committee 
rose, and the bill was reported to the House with 
sundry amendments, 

{Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a raport ] 

The question now being on concurring in the 
endicis, and on ordering the bill to a third 
reading. . 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, remarking that it 
_ seemed to be the desire of a great many members 
| that the bill should be postponed, moved that its 
further consideration be postponed until the second 
Monday in May, and that the amendments be 
printed, 

The motion having been agreed to, the farther 
consideration of the bill was accordingly post- 
| poned. 

THE NOTICE, 


Hi 


| Whilst the House was in committee, the Speaker 
| resumed the chair, informally, to receive a mes- 
| sage from the Senate, by A, Dickens, Esq., Secre- 
| tary, informing the House that the Senate had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the 
' two Flouses, on the amendment of the House to 
| the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolu- 
‘tion of the House of Representatives, . entitled 
“Joint Resolution of notice to Great Britain to 
‘annul and abrogate the convention between Great 

Britain and the United States, of the 6th of August, 

1827, relative to the country on the northwest coast 

of America, west of the Stony Mountains, com- 
; monly called Oregon,” and had appointed Mr. 
| Berrien, Mr. Corwin, and Mr. Haywoop, mana- 
gers at said conference on their part, ; 
And the House adjourned, 


j 
| 
| 


i 


IN SENATE. 

i Wepxespay, April 22, 1846. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
sentatives, aunouncing that the Speaker of said 
| House had signed an enrolled bill. 

THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 


Mr. WEBSTER rose and said: Mr. President, I 
daily receive so many letters making inquiries touch- 
< ing the probable progress of one of the measures now 
i| before the Senate, that I desire to ask, very respect- 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
‘its fliancial affairs. 
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in the consideration of the bill that he is now 
able to say whether they will report the bill with ` 
or without amendment, and if with amendments, 
if he can now intimate what those amendments 
are? This information must necessarily be ex- | 
cecdingly useful to the public. And I will also | 
ask if he will be so obliging as to state at what pe- | 
riod the subject will come up for consideration ? | 
This last question is not unimportant in itself, but 
to me it is especially important, because I shall 
shortly have occasion to be absent for a few days. 
Mr. LEWIS said: I am happy, Mr. President, 
to have it in my power to reply to the questions 
of the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
so far as the Committee on Finance have had the 
subject under consideration. I cannot, however, 
say ot what time the sub-treasury bill will be re- | 
ported back to the Senate. The committee have 
determined to give precedence, in the action of the 
Senate, to a bill reported by the honorable Senator 
from New York [Mr. Dix] for establishing a ware- 
housing system. This bill has been urged on the 
committee by commercial men as a remedial meas- | 


om 


| 


ure, in its tendency strongly calculated to relieve |, 


any pressure which might otherwise result from a | 
precipitate or sudden introduction of the specie | 
clauses of the sub-treasury. 
warehousing bill, the cominittee propose to pre- 
cede action on the sub-treasury by bills to establish 
branch mints at Charleston and New York—imeas- 


ures which have also been urged, from respectable || 


commercial sources, as in their tendency calculated 
to facilitate the introduction of specie payments 
into the treasury. So far as any or all of these 
measures are calculated to allay apprehension in 
the public mind, they will receive the cordial sup- 
port of the committee, 

Tt is certain, sir, that, from. the very reason we 
have not now a sub-treasury in operation, large 
amounts of publie money have accumulated in 
deposite in the banks. This amount—not less than 
eleven or twelve millions—has become the basis of 
a much larger paper circulation, while the recep- 
tion of paper money in the ducs. of the Govern- 
ment has, in addition to other causes, considerably 
expanded the aggregate circulation of this country, 
so much so as to create an adverse state of foreign 
exchanges, and at a time, too, when the monetary | 
condition of England is far from being settled and 
easy. f 

Under these cireumstances, the committee, while | 
a majority of them are in every way favorable to 
what they believe the only constitutional mode of | 
collecting, depositing, and disbursing what they | 
believe to be the only currency known to the Con- 
stitution, are most anxious that this change shall | 
be effected in a manner to produce as little pressure 
as possible on the commercial community. To 


i 


quences from the too sudden introduction of the | 


sub-treasury, we have, after full deliberation, with | 


entire unanimity, Getermined that the specie clause 
shall in no event be reported to go into effect sooner 
than the first of January next. 

So far as this course, on the part of the commit- 
tee, is calculated to allay apprehension, I am happy | 
in heing able to furnish the honorable gentleman | 


the information he asks. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the proceedings of | 
a meeting of citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of | 


the establishment of a national foundry at Port | 


Richmond, in the county of Philadelphia, Penn- i 
sylvania; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. f 

Mr. Č. also presented the petition of members of | 
the House of Representatives of the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, praying that the duties on impor 
ed boots ‘and shoes may not be reduced; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr.C. further presented a memorial of ship-own 
ers, ship-masters, and other citizens of Philadel- 
phia, remonstrating against the repeal of the pilot 
law of 1837; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of citi- 


zens of Savannah, Missouri, praying an alteration | 


of the mail-route from Savannah to Liberty, in that 


State; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads. _ . 
“Mr. SPEIGHT, from the Committee on Finance, 


reported’& bill to establish a Branch United States J 


In addition to the || 


| 


iH Mint in the city of Charleston; which was read, 


| and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Commit- 
i tee on Pensions, submitted an adverse report upon 
i the petition of Charles Larrabee; which report was 

| ordered to be printed. - oe 
Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
| Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Ray Tomp- 
kins, and other children and heirs of the late Dan- 
| iel D. Tompkins; which was read, and passed to- 
the second reading. f 

SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the sale of. cer- 


tain reserved lands in the St. Helena Land District, 
in the State of Alabama; which was read, and pass- 


| act of June 19, 1840, in relation to. granting pen- 
Í sions, submitted a report in writing; which was 
i 


olina. 

Mr. D. submitted a few remarks in explanation 
of the bill, from which it appears that Mr. Bing- 
ley purchased a forcign barque wrecked ọn the 
coast of the United States, and sold for the benefit 
of the underwriters; and. having been informed by 
high authority that he could, under the circum- 


paired as an American vessel, he expended a sum 
about equal tothe general value of vessels of the 
| game class in repairing the barque. Finding sub- 
sequently that he could not obtain the registry of 
his vessel, he now asks the passage by Congress 
of an act to enable him so to do: The committee 
considered the case of the petitioner worthy of 


attention, and cited a precedent for the passage of 


| the bill. 

Mr. D. having concluded his explanation, moved 
that the prior orders be postponed, and that. the 
bill in question be considered; which motion was 
agreed to. f 

The hill was then considered as in committee of 
the whole, and after the adoption of an unimportant 
amendment, submitted by Mr. Dix, it was report- 
! ed to the Senate, and the amendment was concur- 


| red in, and ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
| be read a third time. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 


i{ reported a bill to establish a branch of the mint of | 
| the United States in the city of New York; which 
ni } ii was read, and passed to the-second reading. 

prepare for this result, and to avoid any conse- |; 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the papers which the President 
i of the United States is requested to, communicate 
o the Senate by its resolution of the 11th instant, 
| in addition to the correspondence requested. by its 
resolution of the 10th, are to be understood as com- 
prehending no more than the protest addressed by 


| 


‘| the Minister of the United States at Paris, inthe 
PETITIONS. H 


| year 1842, against the concurrence of France in 
the Quintuple treaty, together with all the corre- 
spondence relating thereto. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that this resolution was 
| based upon another and a former one, which com- 
: prehended a call for a very large number of pa- 


$ 
t 


|i pers, which would be useless if communicated. 


| A compliance with the former resolution would 


“| require an immense deal of writing in the Depart- 


i ments, and would consume a very long time, for 
they were obliged in the Departments to take the 


| for all papers on the subject. The object of the 
| present resolution was to bring out such papers as 


| the others, g 
ii who were particularly interested in the call, and 
il as there could be no inconvenience arising from its 
| adoption, he asked its adoption now in place of 
| being laid over. : 
| Mr. WEBSTER. Ihave no objection. ' 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER said, with the 
i unanimous consent of the Senate the question 
| would be now put. i 

The resolution was adopted. 


stances of the case, register the barque when re- jj 


resolution as it purported on its face to be—a call | 


were absolutely necessary in the case, omitting |; 
It had been submitted to gentlemen 


T 


SHORET-SERVICE FUND: 


The following resolution, offered by Mr. Jan- 
NAGIN some days ago, was taken tip: ; 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be furnished, to the Senate 
an account of all payments made on Presidents’ 
| certificates, from the fund appropriated by law. for 
the . contingent- expenses of foreign intercourse, 
since the 4th March, 1825, to this time; with copies 
of all entries, réceipts, letters, vouchers, memo- 
randums, or other evidence of such payments; to 
| whom: paid, and for what; including the sum of 
thirty thousand dollars for contingent expenses of ` 
all the missions abroad, now proposed to be pro- 
vided for by the bill before the Senate entitled 
“An act to supply deficiencies ‘in the appropria- 
tions for certain objects made for the services of 
| the fiscal year ending 3d June, 1845;°’ but no foc- 
ument or matter is requested by this resolution to 
be furnished which, in’ the opinion of the Presi- 
dent, would improperly involve the citizens or 
subjects of any foreign Power. .. 


The resolution having been read— 


Mr. WEBSTER. rose and ‘said: I have afew, 
and but a few, remarks to ‘make on the President’s 
message in answer to the resolution of the House. 
of Representatives calling for an account of the 
disbursements during the period in which I had the 
honor to be Secretary of State, out of the fund for 
the contingent expense of foreign intercourse. * 

In the first place, sit, I am happy to say that? 
entirely approve the course of proceeding which 
the President has adopted. In my judgment, he 
could not have acted otherwise than he has’ done, 
without the violation of law and of his own duty. 
Sir, as I know that not a dollar was disbursed from 
that fand without the, sanction of the President, 
and as I am conscious that every disbursement was 
made fora proper.and necessary public purpose, it 
might be thought that I should desire the publica- 
tion of the papers, in order ‘that everybody might 
see what they are, or what they show. But this 
is a matter of so little concernment to mè (and I 
presume it is of as little to the late. President) that . 
| I certainly would not wish to see. an important 
| principle, and‘an-ithportant law, violated and Bro- . 
ken for any personal convenience in that respect. 
Iam not at all apprehensive that the: country: will. 
suspect either President Tyler, or mie, acting under 
his authority, of anything improper in the disburse- 
ment of a few hundred dr a few thousand dollars, 
in a case in which the law reposes’ confidence in’ - 
the President, and gives him a discretion as to - 
| making the expenditure public. | ; 
| Sir, a President of the United States, or the head 
of a department acting by his authority, must think 
but poorly of his own reputation and standing with 
| the country if he is afraid of being suspected" of 
| having violated his duty and his oath ina matter, 
of so little moment. I will add, that a person who 
entertains such a suspicion, without reason, of any ` 
public man, may himself be-well suspected of hav- 
ing held a no.very: complimentary dialogue. with 
himself. 0 00. ee te O T 

Sir, we all know that the head of a depart 

cannot touch a dollar of this fund except with the 
President’s sanction. . The whole power; and the. 
whole responsibility, is ‘with, the Président. Thé 
President’s message states this so fully and clearly i 
that I need not dwell upon'it, I will say, in the 
first place, that no expenditure, improper in itself, 
or improper-in its amount, was made, to my kiiow- 
i ledge, judgment, or belief. And T will say, in the 
next place, that the late President of the United 
States, in all things respecting the expenditure of 
the public moneys, was remarkably cautious, ex- 
act, and particular. f 

And I here say, sir, that all declarations, aver- 
ments, statements, or insinuations, made any where, 
or by anybody, which impute perversion, misap- 
plication, or waste of the public funds, committed 
| or made by me while Secretary of State, are utter- 
ly groundless and untrue. And I will conclude 
with one remark, the bearing of which I ‘shall 
leave to the Senate and to the country. 

Whoever charges me with having either. misap- 
| plied or wasted the public funds, while in the De- 
| partment of State, has either seen the papers, or 
; has, in some other way, obtained knowledge on 
‘ the subject, or he has not. If he has seen no pa- 
|| pers, and has no knowledge, then his imputations 
, are purely wanton and slanderous. If he has:seen 
| the papers, or has any knowledge, then he would 


| 


{ 


i 
i 
t 
D 
i 


1846. 


0 obligation of se- 
er proof, he would 


of course. tell all he.knew, if he knew anything 


which could im the slightest dégree, bear hin out. 
‘The'charge, therefore, was either made in utter 
ignorance: of any facts to support it, or else with 

~- the knowledge that the facts Shieh d> exist would, 
if made known, entirely disprove it. . As to the 
Source of this miserable vituperation; I have no- 
thing to say. Iam afraid I shall be thought to 
have paid too much attention to it already. Sir, I 
Jeave the author of these slanders where he is-—I 
leave him in the worst company I know of in the 
world—I leave him with himself, 

Mr. JARNAGIN said, a somewhat similar reso- 
lution, adopted: by the House of Representatives, 
having been responded to by the President, refus. 
ing, on public grounds, to give the information 
Mian for, he was disposed. to withdraw the reso- | 

ution, 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER observed that the 
Senator from Tennessee could withdraw the re- 
solution only by the unanimous consent of the 
Senate. E f 

ya JARNAGIN,. I presume no Senator will 
object, ; 

Mr. WESTCOTT. I object. 

Mr. JARNAGIN. Very well; the Senate can 
decide upon it then. : 

Mr. WESTCOTT, T-object to the withdrawal 
of this resolution, because T desire the vote of the | 
Senate upon it by re and nays, as a precedent. I 
regard the principle involved in it as highly im- 
portant, Tam opposed to its adoption, and hope 
the Senate will reject it hy a decisive voto, 

What is the case? Congress, in making the an- 
nual appropriations for the contingent expenses of | 
our foreign intercourse, allows a fund of five thou- 
sand dollars, commonly designated as © tho secret 
service, fund,” to be yearly expended by the Ex- 
ecutive officers; and by ihe general act of May, 
1810, the only voucher for the disbursement of this | 
fund, where the. President, in bis judgment, is of 
opinion, that the particulars of the expenditure 
should not be mado public, is (as ia provided by 
the act) the certificate of the President of such dis- 
bursement, without stating for what specific pur- | 
poseit is made, or to whom made. ; 

Mr. W. said he believed all our Presidents have 
caused to be used more or less of the secret-service 
fund; and Mr. W. said he would not suffer him- 


budget of trash he got from Henry, but he did right | 
in buying it, and the country approved of his con~ | 
duct in that respects Mr. W. said, for his part, be | 
. was of opinion that if this sccret-service fund was || 
_ increased to double the amount now allowed, and į 
if every'cent of it was asi spent by the Presi- || 
dent, it would be. monėy well laid out for the coun- | 
try: To-counteract the intrigues of foreign Courts, | 
to. procure. knowledge of those. intrigues, which | 
might affect. our interests and regulate the action of | 
our Government, the President should employ secret | 
agents, either citizens or foreigners, as“ circum. | 
stances should dictate to be most advisable; and | 
the only rule to regulate such employment should 
be his opinion that it might probably be. beneficial 
to our country. o si 
Doubtless, very often such agents will render 
but little service, and sometimes none; but this is 
no answer to the arguments in favor of employing 
them whenever the President has reason to-believe 
they may be beneficial. Our ambassadors abroad 


| 
J 
| 


negotiated the Nootka Sound convention, it would, 
I did not doubt, when published, shed light on the 
British claim to Oregon, and, indeed, that I gas- 
ected it would of itself effectually crush that claim. 
very one who knows anything about it, must 
know that the employment of seeret agents in Mex- 
ico, in Cuba, and elsewhere, at this very time, would 
he highly judicious, aad ix, in fact, imperiously 
demanded by the interests of this Government. 
Such course should be pursued forthwith. ‘The 
Government would be remiss and negligent if they 
did notadoptsuch policy. Great Britain and other 
Governments are active in this way. Why should 
not we use the same weapons? 

Mr. W. said he was highly gratified with the 
messure of the President in answer to the resolu- 


9 


tions of the House of Representatives, except in | 
(one particular. 
ie : : 

ident thought, by the manner in which he referred 


It seemed to him that the Pres- 


to the fact that none of the secret-service fund had 
been expended since his inauguration, that it was 
creditable to the Administration. Mr, W, did not 
regard this fact in that light by any means. Hi 
humble commendation would be more cheerfully 
given for the judicious and beneficial expenditur 
of the whole of it, as ho (Mr. W.) doubted not 
could be dane. It would show vigilanee. 
W. said he did not believe the American y 
would find fault with such expenditure, 


information—find it necessary to do so? 
deny ourselves such important advantage in our 
transactions and intercourse with then? 
trust their officers to employ scerct agents, 
should we refuse to trust ours? 1 
atriotie or trustworthy? Can it be that repub- 


Why 


ican ofticers, elected by the people for their abili- | 


ties and patriotism, tested as they always mre by 


years of service for their country, are notas worthy | 


of confidence as the officers ofa monareh y ? 
Now, (said Mr. W.,) what is the resolutior 
under consideration? 


secret-gervice fund for a certain. period has been 
spent. The Senator who offered this resolution, 
Tam satisfied, has no idea that any impropriety 
hes occurred as to its disbursement. Tam con- 


vinced he believes nwa Edo not hesitate to declare | 


that T do; nay, as Idean it my dut 


to say, that 
the imputations made against the late 


resident and 


ts 


| the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts in 
| reference to the use of this fund improperly, whilst 
the latter was Secretary of State, are slanders of || 


the silliest and most pitiful character, Sir, (said 


Mr. Wa) T will not, as a Senator, by any vote of | 


mine, permit any such fugacious scandal against 


j any high executive officer of my country, of any 


politienl party, and especially against a citizen who 
stands as high before the world as does the Seva- 
tor assailed, and of whose reputation and fame 
abroad, (opposed as Lam to him in political opin- 
ion on almost every subject of party contest,) Pas 
an American feel proud—T say F will not consent 
that such gossip shall be the foundation of 


upon the President, or any action whatever of this | 


chamber. 

I will not dignify such unworthy accusations by 
any notice of themi whatever. . But this is not the 
chief reason for my desire that this resolution may 
be voted down by the Senate, to stand as a prece- 
dent. 
Polk, and all future Presidents, may be assured 
that, as to the disbursement of this fund, the Ex- 
ecutive acts upon his own: responsibility, and-is 
not to he called to an account: otherwise, the act 
of Congress would be a ditty tap. Sir, it isa 
pretty business if we cannot repose suficient còn- 
fidenee in our Chief Magistrate—one who is ele- 
vated to the highest station in the gift-of the people 
of these States by their free suffrages—to‘entrust. 
him with the expenditure of the paltry.sum of fifty 
thousand dollars a year. for his country-in. this: 
Mr. W. said he felt humbled. that he was 


Spanish Ministers who | 


Mr. | 
wople | 
Why, 

i sir, (anid Mr. W.) do not we all know that every 
foreign Government employs means of procuring |: 
Shall wo li 


They | 


Are they less 


The Senate, it is proposed, | 
shall ask the President to inform it as to how the | 


a eall j 


He said he especially desired that President | 


‘ be disbursed—as to the discretion which will be 
il exercised; and that it will be protected by Congress 
and by the people from scandalous imputations, so 
asily made in regard to it; and that itmay not: be. 
deterred from ils judicious and patriotic use, by any 
apprehensions of popular suspicion improperly excited, 
‘or popular clamor gotten up for other than. patriotic 
i| abjects. . 

4 The distinction which the resolution makes be- 


distinguished and worthy functionary 
aithful officer 


He hoped the 
resolution would be rejected at once. 

Mr. MANGUM said he most heartily concurred 
| in the sentiments expressed by the Senator from 
Florida. Fle hoped the vote would be taken, and, 
H when taken, that the resolution would be rejected 
by the unanimous vote of the Senate. -He thought 
the President, in his message, had done all that 
| was incumbent upon him in the performance of his 
iduty. Ttafforded him pleasure always to approve 
‘of the course of the Chief Magistrate of his coun- 
try. He took it for granted that the President 
would always act, in reference to the small amount 
‘of money devoted to secret service, in a manner 
i consistent with honor and integrity. He would 
not for a moment admit a supposition of the re- 
i| verses and no prurient or wanton curiosity should 
ibe indulged in looking into this matter. He hoped 
that the vote of the body would be unanimous for 
the rejection of the resolution, on the ground that 
the inquiry was in itself improper... Be 

Mr. JARNAGLN hoped he- might be ‘indulged 
in a single remark. . This resolution; although -he 
had had the honor of submitting:.it, was not so 
much a favorite with him that he should be dissat- 
ished with a refusal on the part of the Senate to 
adopt it. It had for some time pastibeen. lying 
| upon the table at his own instance, and for rea- 
| Sons satisfactory to himself, and, he had no doubt, 
perfectly obvious to the Senate. Since he had 
i} seen the President’s message in answer to a reso- 
lution of the other Flouse, he was. perfectly satis- 
fied with the reasons therein assigned; and he would 
| suy farther, that he heartily approved of the argu- 
iments and principles therein laid down; and no 
| one would vote more heartily in- favor of:.those 
| principles than he would do by voting against his 
own resolution, as leave to withdraw‘it: had.-been 
ij refused. fs 
| Mr. BREESE said he did not know what object 


i| could be attained by taking a direct vote upon this 
il resolution, Ele would, therefore, move that it be 
i laid on the table. cea ee 

1 Mr, ALLEN said he should without hesitation 
i| vole against. the passage of the resolution, and: he 
| would do so on the ground that.an inquiry of: this 
H 

i 


kind could never be justified except upon:the alle- 
gation of the existence of abuses of improper con- 
duct on the part of public men, and with a view to 
base an impeachment upon those allegations or 
‘i charges. Besides, the Senate of the United. States 
i | vas not the body whose duty it-was:to: originate 
i impeachments; it was the body that.was.appoint- 
ped by the Constitution to try charges when made, 
but not to make them. And even if there were, 
therefore, allegations concerning any public officer 
upon whith jt was intended to base an impeach- 
ment, he would still, upon these grounds, vote 
against the resolution. i 
The motion to lay the resolution upon the table 
was: nevatived; and the question being upon. its 
| Suoption, the yeas and nays were ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: : 


April 22; pe 


VEA—Mr. Turney—l. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Bagby, Barrow, Beaton, Berrien, Calhoun, Cass, 
Thomas Clayton, ohn M. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Da- 
vis, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Haywood, 
Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, Jenness, Johnson of Loui 
anu, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, filler, Morehead, Niles, 
Pearce, Pennybacker, Phelps, Sevier, Summons, Speight, 
Upham, Webster, Westcott, and Woodbridge—t4- 

So the resolution was rejected. 

CLAIMS FOR FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON moved to postpone the 
prior orders, and take up the bill to make indem- 
nities for French spoliations prior to 1800. . 

Mr. BENTON hoped the Senator would par- 
don him for objecting to the motion; but the true 
course was to proceed with the calendar in its reg- 
ular order. Besides, there were two bills that had 
been introduced by himself for the relief of very 
praiseworthy widows, both of which had prece- 
dence of the bill of the Senator from Delaware, 
and one of which was among the first on the 
docket. 

Mr. CLAYTON expressed the hope that the 
Senator would not object to the motion. His was 
a bill where hundreds of widows and orphans 
were interested; and besides, he (Mr. C.) would 
be very willing to go with the Senator from Mis- 
souri -in support of his widows, and he trusted 


that the Senator would agree to permit the bill to || 
The consideration of the bill had || 


be taken up. 
been delayed, because he was aware that it would 
elicit-a discussion, which could not be gone into 
while the notice resolutions were under considera- 
tion. Six weeks ago, he had given natice of his 
intention to call up this bill as soon ag those reso- 
lations were disposed of. He hoped it would now 
be take up as the special order. 

Mr. BENTON. I surrender, sir; I surrender. 
The gentleman can make his bill the special order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Cuayton’s mo- 
tion, and decided in the affirmative, 

Mr. CLAYTON then rose and said it would be 
necessary to go somewhat at length into the his- 
tory of the facts and circumstances, out of which 
the claims presented in this bill had grown. He 
claimed for himself perfect disinterestedness in 
standing forward as the advocate of the bill. His 
State also was in no degree interested ‘in its fate. 
He was no advocate of it from the fact that,con- 
stituents and friends were urging him, but on ac- 
count of its clear and abstract justice. During a 
long professional carecer, he had been in the habit 
of examining questions of a judicial character, and 
he had never met with a case the evidence in favor 
of which was more satisfactory than in this, 

The bill proposes that a sum not exceeding five 
millions of dollars shall be distributed among the 
claimants for spoliations prior to July, 1801. It 
was not necessary to state the real amount of these 
claims, which far exceeded the maximum of five 
millions appropriated by this bill, which merely 
contemplated a pro rata distribution, as far as that 
sum would go. ; 

In the former discussions of this bill, many to- 
pics had been introduced which were entirely un- 
necessary, and the only effect of which was to 
encumber and mystify it. Objections had heen 
started on the supposition that some of these claim- 
ants had been already paid under the- treaties of 
1803 and 1831. But he proceeded to show that 
neither the treaty of Louisiana nor the treaty of 
Paris had touched these claims. If any of the 
claimants had applied under these treatics, their 
claims had not been allowed; and there was a pro- 
vision in this bill which expressly provided that 
no claims paid under these conventions should be 
allowed. 

It had also been objected that many of these 
claims were in the hands of speculators; that many 
of the claimants having died, their claims had 
passed into the hands of others. The objection 
had been answered in a report made in the other 
House, which contained the signatures of many of 
the original claimants. These claims had not be- 
come the subjects of speculation from the simple 


fact that they are of too little and too uncertain | 


value in the market, to induce speculators to med- 
dle with them. And, on this point also, the bill 
was specific, as. it provided that no more should 
be paid to any individual than a pre rata compen- 
sation for the actual amount which he had paid for 
the claim. These elaims-+had stood over until many 
of the original-claimants had sunk into their graves, 
and their- property had fallen into the hands of their 
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widows or executors; and others of them had been 


| justice of the claims. 


with the members. 


| Speaker, accepted the invitation. 


operated on by the bankrupicy and insolvency laws, 
because many had been ruined by the delay in 
doing them justice. . i 
The last objection which he would. notice in this 
preliminary view, was, that these claims had be- 
come stale and antiquated; that. it was impossible 
that Congress would have suffered forty-five years 
to elapse without paying these claimants,. if, in 
fact, they were justly entitled to payment. He- 
would reply to this objection, by going into the | 
history of their origin, and he would satisfy the 
Senate that this objection also was without force. 

Mr. C. went into an elaborate historical view of | 
the efforts which had been made from time to time 
to obtain the favorable action of Congress on these 
claims. Twenty-five reports had been made by 
committees of Congress, out of which twenty-two 
were favorable, and these were not all the reports |; 
of select committees. The three adverse reports 
were from committees composed of individuals 
who had no opportunity of examining into the 
Fifteen bills had been re- 
ported. The Senate had-twice passed bills on the | 
evidence before them—once in 1835, by a vote of 
25 to 20; and again, during the Jast Congress, by 
a vote of 26 to 95. The House of Representatives 
could never be brought to a direct vote on these |! 
bills, having never gone into the merits of the 
claims; and he challenged gentlemen to show from 
the records that this was not the fact. The condi- 
tion of the country, embarrassed by debt, from 
time to time, had delayed any action on these 
claims until, at length, they came to be denounced. 
as stale and antiquated. 

Mr. CLAYTON contimed his remarks until three 
o'clock, by giving a history of the transactions out 
of which the claims grew, when he gave way, 
without concluding, for a motion to adjourn. | 

The Senate then adjourned. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, April 22, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 

proved. ' 
THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION., 


zè 

The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the day to be the bill in relation to the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

Mr. OWEN moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER invited to the chair 

Mr. Seanorn Jones, who excused himself on 
the ground that he had but a limited acquaintance |! 


Mr. Burr having then been. addressed by the 


Whereupon the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burr, of South Carolina, in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill entitled A 
bill to establish the Smithsonian Institution for the 
increase and diffusion of knowledge among men.” 

The bill having been read through, was taken 
up by sections. 

And the first section being under consideration, 
in the words following— 


Whereas James Smithson, Esquire, of London, in the king- 
dom of Great Britain, by his last will and testament, did 
give the whole of his property to the United States of | 
America, to found at Washington, under the name of the 
Smithsonian Institution, an establishment for the increase 
and diffusion of knowledge among men; and whereas || 
Congress have heretofore received said property and ac- |} 
cepted said trust: therefore, that the same may be exe- |i 
cuted in good faith, and aecording to the will of the liberal 
and enlightened donor, 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
so much of the property of the said James Smithson as has 
been received in money, and paid into the treasury of the 
United States, being the sum of five hundred and fifteen 
thousand one hundred and sixty-nine dollars, be lent to the || 
United States treasury, at six per centum per annum inter- |; 
est, from the first day of September, in the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-eight, when the same was re- 
ceived into the said treasury; and that so much of the inter- | 
est as may have accrued on said sum on the first day of July. || 
next, which will amount to the sum of two. hundred and. |; 
forty-two thousand one hundred and twenty-nine dollars, or | 


so much thereof as shall by the board of managers ef the in- į 
stitution established by this act he deemed necessary, be, 

and the same is hereby, appropriated for the ereetion of |} 
suitabie buildings, the enclosing and. preparing of suitable 
grounds, and for other current incidental expenses of the 


i them.” 


| teen thousand one hundred and sixty-nine dollars, received: 


into the United States treasury on the first,of September, one 
thousand eight hundred. and thirty-eight, payable, in half 


| yearly payments, on the first of: January and ‘July in: each 


year, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated. for the: per- 
petual maintenance and support of said institution} and ali 
expenditures and appropriations to be made, from time to 
time, to the purposes: of the institution aforesaid, ‘shall be 
exclusively from the accruing interest, and not from. the 


| principal of the said fond. 


And be it further enacted, That all the moneys and stocks 
which have been, or may hereafter be, received into the... 
treasury of the United. States, on’ account of the fund be- 
queathed by James Smithson, be, and the same: hereby are, 
pledged to refund to the treasury of the United States the. 


sums hereby appropriated. f 


My. G. W. JONES moved that the 
be stricken out. , 
Mr. OWEN said: We have been unfortunate, 
in this country, in the administration: of legacies 
bequeathed by benevolent men for the improve- 
ment of our race. Of the noble Girard fund, three 
quarters of a million of dollars are ‘lost. forever, 
and though half a generation has passed away since 
the eccentric Philadelphian died, not one child has 
yet reaped the benefit. of his munificent bequest. 
A temple has indeed arisen that outshines Greece 
and her Parthenon; its sumptuous Corinthian pil- 
lars, each one costing. a sum that.would: have en-. 
dowed a professorship, are the admiration of be- 
holders and the boast of the Quaker city; but years 
must yet elapse before the first son of indigence. 
can ascend the steps of that princely portico, and 
sit down within those marble halls, to receive ‘the 
education for which its simple and unostentatious 

founder sought. to provide. Bd aye 

Yet it is not for us of this National Legislature 
to arraign, as dilatory, the corporation of Philadel- 
phia. It is sixteen years since James Smithson 


said section 


died, leaving to the United States the reversion of 
! more than half a million ef dollars, to found, in 


this District, an institution “ for the increase and 


| diffusion of knowledge among men. It will be 


ten years, on the Ist of July next, since this Gov- 
ernment solemnly accepted. the trust, created ‘by., 
Mr. Smithson’s will. It willbe eight years. next 
September since the money was obtained'from the 
English Court. of Chancery ‘and paid- into the 
Treasury: of the United States.. And:yet, though 
distinguished men have: moved inthis: matters; 
though. projects have: beér: brought forward and. 
discussed in Congress, there has, ull:thisday, been, 
no final action; the first human. being-hasg:-yet:to * 
receive the benefit of the Smithsonian bequest; the 
corner stone of the first building has‘yet to. be laid, 
in fulfilment of the intentions of the-philanthropie.. 
testator. Se cot 
Small encouragement is there, in such tardiness: 
as this, to others, as wealthy and as hberal as: 
Smithson and Girard, to follow their noble éxam- 
ple! Small encouragement to such men, to entrust, 
to our care. bequests for human improvement? 
Due diligence is one of the duties of a faithful. 
trustee. Has Congress, in its conduct of this 
sacred trusteeship, used due diligence? . Have its 
members-realized, in:the depths. of their hearts, its 


‘duties and. their urgent importance? Or. has:not 


the language’ of: oir:legislative action rather: been: 
but this : <The Smithsonian fund?.Ah,truet 
That’s well. thought: of.» One forgets these small: 
matters. . We ought:certainly: to attend:to:it-ore « 
of these days, if we could:only:find-time,??° Wes 
are asthe guests, in the. parable, Bidden to-the. 
marriage feast. “I have married a wife, and 
therefore I cannot come.” ‘i have houghta yoke 
of oxen, and must needs remain at home to prove 
Let us see to it, that the condemnation 
passed upon: their paltry excuses fall not, with 
double force, upon our supineness in this thing. 
There are those, among the strict construction- 
ists of the House, who will. vote to return this 
fund to the British Court of Chancery; alleging 


i that we have no constitutional power to receive or 
| to administer it. 


I suppose, judging from the 
tenor of the amendment moved by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. G. W. Jonzs,} that-he will 
‘so vote. 

Mr. JONES. I certainly shall.. : 

Mr. OWEN. Well, sir, though I share not the 
gentleman’s. constitutional seruples, yet I, too, if 
action in this matter be much longer delayed, shall 


| jom-in the vote to send back the money to the 


country whence it came. There is not-commen. 
honesty in the man who shall. receivé 8 trust fund’ 
even for an object the most indifferent, and. then. 


said institution; and that six per cent. interest on the said i 
trust fund, it being the said amount of five hundred and fif- | 


keep the money in his hands, without applying-it: 
according to the will of the lezator. “What, then: 
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shall we say of a great. Government; that accepts, 
solemnly accepts; before God and man, a bequest 
fora purpose sacred and holy, if any such purpose 
there be‘upon earth; and thën, indolent or indiffer- - 
ent, so braves the just censure of the world; so 
disappoints the generous confidence reposed in it, 
as to neglect and postpone, year after year, every 
measure for the administration of that bequest? 

Delay is denial. We have no more right to put 

. off, throughout Tong years, the appropriation of 
Sucha fund, than we have to direct it to our own 
private: purposes. Nonuse works forfeiture as 
surely as misuse. Mr. Richard Rush, through 
whose agency the fund was realized and remitted 
to this country, in a paper read two years ‘ago, be- 
fore the National Institute, remarks, that if this 
delay of action had been anticipated by the Eng- 

` lish chancery judges, it “ might have forestalled 
the decree in our favor, in the unrestricted manner 
in which it was made.” He adds: ‘It is at least 
‘known, that the English Court of Chancery is | 
< slow to part with trust-funds under any ordinar 
* circumstances, without full security that they will | 
‘not be. diverted. from their object, or suffered to 
“languish in neglect. That tribunal asked no such 
‘security from the United States. It would have 

. ‘implied the possibility of laches in the high trus- 
€ tee. ”= Paper read April 8,1844; 

Thus we are not legally accountable. The 
heavier, for that very reason, is our moral respon- 
sibility. The gambler; beyond the pale of the 
Jaw, commonly retains honor: enough to meet his 
promises. We have less than the gambler’s honor 
if, sheltered behind our sovereignty, we take ad- 
vantage of the impunity it affords,.and become un- 
faithful to a high and imperative duty. 

I impute not to an American Congress] attrib- 
ute not to any of my fellow niembars—the delib- 
erate intention to neglect the objects of this trust, 
There is, doubtless thore always haa been, a right 
feeling on the ‘subject. The just cnuac of com- 
plaint. is, that this right feeling, like many other 

ood intentions in this world, has never ripened 
into action. “ When you feel nobly and intend 
well, go and do something! Do some good; it 
avails nothing merely to think about it. Such 
were the words, pronounced from yonder desk, by 
a teacher whose impressive eloquence recently ; 
filled this hall. T thought of the Smithsonian be- 
quest when I heard them. 

Nor is it dificult to distinguish the reason, though 
‘it furnished no sufficient apology for this prolonged 
inaction. Tt is to be ascribed, though in part to m= 
difference, yet chiefly to the. difficulty ol selecting | 

_ between various and conflicting plaus, Tho words 

‘of the will, liberal and comprehensive, do not in- 
dicate the specific mode in which the intentions of 
the 'testatorshall be-carried into effect. Mr. Smith- 
son léft the whole of his property, failing certain 
relatives, and an old servant, (now all deceascd,) 
“to the United States of America; ro rounp, at 
€ Washington, under the name of the Smithsonian 
€ Institution; AN ESTABLISHMENT FOR THE INCREASE 
© AND DIFFUSION OF KNOWLEDGE AMONG MEN.” 

« An institution for the increase and diffusion of 
knowledge among men.” These are the words, 
and the only words, that remain to us as a guide 
in framing a Smithsonian bill; our sole guide; un- 
less, indeed, we are to summon, as a conimentary 
on the text of the will, and an additional indication 
of the probable intentions of Mr. Smithson, such 
particulars as have reached us touching his private 
character. and habits... These are very seanty. Mr. 
Rush says: i 

<c What I have hoard:and may contide in, amounts to this: 
“that he was, in fact, the natural son of the Duke of North- 
umberland’s that his mother was a Mrs, Macie, of an ancient 
family in Wiltshire, of the name of Hungerford; that he was | 
educated at Oxtord, where he took an honorary degree: in 
1786; that: he. does not appear to have had any fixed Lome, 
living in lodgings while in: London, and occasionally staying 
a year or two ata time in cities on ‘the continent, as Paris, 
Berlin; Florence, Genoa, at whieh fast he died; and that the 
ampte provision made for him by the ‘Duke of Northumber- 
jand, with retired. and. simpe habits, enabled him to accu- 
mulate the. fortune which now passes to the United States.” 
—Report 277 H. R. Wih Cong: lst Sess. pı 99. 


Mr. Rush further says: Zag 

« He interested bimself. little in questions of Government, 
being devoted to science, and chiefly chemistry. This ha 
introduced him to the society of Cavendish, W array Nite 
otvers advantageously knowt ‘to the Royal Society in Lon- 
don, of which he was a meinber.??—Ibid.- > À 
-In a Memoir of the Scientific Character and Re+ 
searches of James Smithson,” prepared two years 
ago by Professor Johnson, of Philadelphia, there 


{ 


|| of State “to apply to persons versed in science 
i| and familiar with the subject of public education, 


| plants for distribution; a press to print lectures,’ 


are enumerated twenty-four papers or treatises by 
Smithson, published in the “ Transactions of the 
Royal Society,” and other scientific journals of the 
day, containing contributions chiefly to the sciences 
of mineralogy, geology, and, more especially, min- 
eral chemistry. Some:of. these contain acute sug- 
gestions regarding geological theories, since con- 
firmed by more modern observation; others evince | 
the minute care and accuracy demanded by uaa) 
titative analysis; while one or two, ofa more hum- 
ble- character, show that the man of acience dis- 
dained not to apply his knowledge to common | 
things, even to the details of domestic economy. 
In the ** Annals of Philosophy,” (vol. xxii, p. 30,) 
he has a brief tract on the “ method of making 
coffee,” It contains the following excellent obser- 
vation: 

«In all cases means of economy tend to augment and dif- 
fuse comfort and happiness. ‘They bring within the reach 
of the many what wastefid proceeding confines to the few. i 
By diminishing expenditure on one article, they allow of | 
some other enjoyment which was before unattainable.” | 


Even in a trifle like this we may trace the utili- |; 


tarian simplicity and practical benevolence of James 
Smithson. 

The will determines the name of the institution, 
and renders imperative its location at Washington. 
It decides, also, that a Smithsonian institution shall 
have two distinct objects; one to increase the sum 
of human knowledge, the other to aid in its diffu- 
gion: for we cannot imagine the terms to have been 
employed’as synonymous, From the character of | 
the testator’s pursuits, we may fairly infer, further, 
that a Smithsonian bil, framed in aeeardance with i 
the evident intentions of Smithson himself, must 
inelude the natural sciences, and especially chemis- 
try, together with their application to the useful | 


arts of life, among the branches of knowledge to i 


be inereased and diffused. And, as his own habits 
were frugal and unostentatious, so, in all its details, 
should be the institution that bears his name. 
Suffer me now briefly to pass in review the his- 
tory of our legislative procecdings in this matter. | 
The money was paid into the United States treas- | 
ury on the Lat of September, 1838. On the 6th of 
December, of the same year, President Van Buren 
rent a message to Congress, informing that body, 
that he had, in July, 1838, directed the Secretary | 


f 


1 


“ns to the mode of disposing of the fund best cal- 
t culated to meet the intentions of the testator, and 
‘prove most beneficial to mankind,’ fa 

From the wording of this message we may infer 
that Mr. Van Buren considered the advancement: 
of science and of public education the proper object 
ofa Smithsonian Institution. 

He communicated to Congress the replies re- 
ceived. A brief abstract of the more important of 
these may be usefid and interesting at this time, 

Professor Wayland proposed a university of a 
high grade, to teach Latin, Greek, Hebrew, and 
the Oriental languages, together with a long list of | 
other branches, including rhetoric and poetry, in- 
tellectual philosophy, the Jaw of nations, &c. 
hill substantially based upon this recommendation 


711 


collecting and sending home useful information . 


} 


i| and valuable specimens from abroad. 


- The venerable.gentieman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams,} who has labored in this good cause 
with more. zeal and perseverance than any other 
i man, expressed, in his reply, the opinion, that no 
part of the fund should be devoted * to the endaw- 
ment of any school, college, university, or ecclesi- 
astical establishment;” and he proposed. to employ 
| seven years’ income of the fund in the establishment 
| of an observatory, with instruments, and a;small 
‘library. This proposal was afterwards, at no:less 
| than four different sessions, incorporated. in.a bill; 
| but failed, on these occasions, among the unfinished 
business. I believe I am authorized in saying for 
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| the gentleman from Massachusetts, that, inasmuch 


as these, his intentions, have been since otherwise 
carried out, and as we have already, in this District, 
a Government Observatory, at least equal in every- 
thing but the experience of its observors to the Royal 
Observatory at Greenwich, he has ceased to press 
that proposal. . 

Though the plan actually proposed by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts was restricted, for some 
years, to an observatory, he yet recognised, as in 
accordance with the language of the bequest, ‘ the | 
improvement of all the arts and sciences.” In a 
report made in 1840, he adds: 

«A botanical garden, a cabinet of natural history, a mai- 
seum of mineralogy, conchology, or geology, a general 
accumulating library, are undoubtediy included within the 
comprehensive grasp of Mr. Smithson’s desig. ”—H. R. 
Report, No. 277, 26th Oong., Ist sess., p 18. ` 


we 
= 
= 
= 
S 
xs 
2 
= 
= 
z 
ig 
g 
ber 
i 
2 
3 
g 
S, 
S 
vo d 
D 
pa 
ae. 
3 
= 
Ce 
a 
= 
© 
Q 
Q 
oi 
og 
S 
Q 
t 


lng sci- 
“Allinstruc- 


entific tracts and-other useful treatises. 
tion to be gratuitous, : ae $ 

This bili was subsequently so. amended by. the 
Senate, that the lectures were restricted to a course ; 
or-courses to be delivered during the. session. of 
Congress, at an expense not exceeding five thou- 
sand dollars annually; and the printing, to a pub- 
lication of these lectures; while the annual. ap- 
propriation for a library was to be “not less than 
twenty thousand dollars.” oi 

The experimental farm, botanical garden, and. 
conservatories, as well as the museum, laboratory, 


was introduced, in 1839, into the Senate; and, on 
the 5th of February of that year, after full de-| 
bate, was laid on the table by a vote of twenty to 
fifteen. R $ 

Dr. Cooper proposed a university, to be opened 
only to graduates of other colleges, to teach the 
higher branches of mathematics, including its ap- 
plication to astronomy, chemistry, &c.; also, the 
principles: of botany and agriculture. No Latin | 
oy Greek; no mere literature; no medicine or law. 
The above recommendations in regard to botany 
and agriculture, and also those excluding: the’ 
learned languages and professions, have been 
adopted in the present Smithsonian bill. 

Mr. Richard Rush proposed a building, with 
grounds attached, sufficient to reproduce seeds and 


&e.} courses of lectures on the: leading: branches 
of physical and moral science, and on government: 
and public law; the salaries to be ample enough to 
command the besten, and. admit of the exclusive: 
devotion of their time-to the studies and investiras: 
tions of their posts; the lectures, when delivered. 
to be the property of the Institution: for publica- 
tion. Most of these recommendations ‘are adopted: 
in the bill before you. Mt: Rush also made the: 
excellent suggestion, that consuls and ‘other United 


and scientific cabinets, were nominally retained: 
but how these were to be supported, considering. 
that at least two-thirds of the entire-income was 
annually to be spent on the library, does not very 
clearly appear. i fe eh at 
This library plan, as it was. commonly called, 
passed the Senate and reached our House. An 
| amendment or substitute, nearly: similar to the pres- 
ent bill, was submitted by myself and printed; but, 
| in the hurry: of a: ghort session, the.whole matter 
was left once more among the unfinished business. 
As this Senate bill is the only one, establishing a 
Smithsonian Institution, that has yet passed either 
branch of Congress, its principal. feature demands 
our deliberate and respectful consideration. ` 
The library contemplated by this bill, it was ex- 
| pressly provided, ‘was to be * of the largest class 
of libraries now inthe world.>?: We shall. better 
understand both the object-and the cost of this pro~, 
posal, by taking asa commentary thereon some of. 
the remarks -with which it was introduced. by its. 
‘authors. then-a-distinguished member of the other. 
branchy but no longer there to. adorn its debates ` 
‘with the gay flowers of his brilliant eloquence, 
He objected to limiting the cost of the library: 
building:to one hundred thousand.dollars; seeing, 
ashe reminded the Senate, that the “largest class”’, 


States officers might greatly aid the Institution. by” 


of public libraries contain. from a quarter of a mil-, 
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said: 

Twenty thousand dollars a year for twenty-five years are 
five hundred thousand dollars; and five hundred thousand 
dollars direetly expended, not by a bibliomaniac, bat bya 
man of sense and reading, thoroughly imstructed in bibli- 


1 
I 


ards the purchase of as 


— Speech of Senator 
He adds, a little further on, that “sucha step 
taken, we should never leave the work unfinished ; 
and that when finished, it would ‘rival anything 
civilization has ever had to show.” 
He argues of the value and importance of such 
a library after this wise: 

& J do not know, that of all the printed books in the world, 
we have, in this country, more than fifty thousand different 
works. ‘The consequence has been felt and lamented by all 
our authors and all our scholars. It bas been often said that 
Gibbon’s History could not have been written here for want 
of books, Isuppose that Hallam’s Middle Ages, and his In- 
troduction to the Literature of Europe, could not. Irving’s 
Columbus was written in Spain; Wheaton’s Northmen pre- i 
pared to be written in Copenhagen. See how this inade- 
quate supply operates. An American mind kindles with a 
subject; it enters on an investigation with a spirit and abil- 
ity worthy of the most splendid achievement; goes a little 
way, finds that a dozen books—one book, perhaps—is indis- 
pensable, which cannot be found this side of Gottingen or 
Oxford; it tires of the pursuit or abandons it altogether,” 

C. 
And the Senator branches off, in his own bril- 

lant style, into a dissertation on the value and im- 

portance of such a library: “a vast store-house,”’ 

says he; “a vast treasury of all the facts which 

make up the history of man and of nature;” * * 

‘a silent, yet wise and eloquent teacher; dead, yet 

speaking; not dead! for Milton has told us: ‘a 

good book is not absolutely a dead thing—the pre- 

cious life-blood, rather, of a master spirit; a sea- 
soned life of man, embalmed and treasured up on 
purpose to a life beyond life.’ ” 

If the question were between a library and no 
library; between books and -no books; the lan- 
guage thus employed, fervid as it is, would be all 
insufficient to shadow forth the towering magni- 
tude of the subject. John Faust—if, indeed, to 
the goldsmith of Mentz the world owe the art of 

` type-setting—conferred on his race a greater boon 
than ever before did living man. There is no com- 
parison to be made between the effects of the art 
of printing and those of any other discovery put 
forth by human wit. . There is nothing to which 
to liken it. It was a general gaol-delivery of the 
thoughts of the world. It was a sending forth of 
these winged messengers, hitherto bound down 
each in his own narrow sphere, emancipated, over 
the earth. And that was the great day, not of In- 
tellect only, but of Freedom also. ‘Then was 
struck the heaviest blow against law-giving for the 
mind. The Strombolean Cave was opened; the 
long-pent winds of opinion set free; and no edict- 
framing Æolus could: crib and confine them te 
their prison-house again. 

Yes! well might laust incur the charge of de- 
monocracy! for, almost to the letter, has his won- 
drous craft realized, in our day, the fables of east- 
ern romance. Drawa chair before your library, 
and you have obtained the magical carpet of the 
Arabian tale; you are transported, at a wish, far- 
ther than to Africa’s deserts or India’s groves; not 
to other climes only, but to other times also. The 
speaking page introduces you, not to your cotem- 
poraries alone, but to your ancestors, through cen- 
turies past. The best and the wisest of former 
generations are summoned to your presence. Tn i 
books exists the by-gone world. By books we | 
come into contact with the mankind of former ages. | 
By books we travel among ancient nations, visit 
tribes long since extinct, and are made familiar | 
with manners, that have yielded, centuries ago, to 
the innovating influence of time. Contracted, in- | 
deed, is his mental horizon, limited his sphere of į 
comparison, whose fancy has never lived among 
the sages and the heroes of the olden time, to 
listen to their teachings, and to learn from their | 
achievements. 

As fur as the farthest, then, will I go, in his esti- | 
mate of the blessings which the art of printing has 
conferred upon man. But such reasoning, bears 
not on the proposal embraced in the Senate bill. 
Tt substantiates not at all the propriety of spend- 
ing half a million, or two, or three half millions of 
dollars, to rival the bibliomaniacs of Paris and of 
Munich. ; 

A library of Congress we already. have; a library 
of forty or. fifty thousand volumes; a library m- 
creasing atthe rate of one or two.thousand volumes | 


ography, would go far, very far, tow 
good a library as Europe can boast.” 
Choate, January 8, 1845. 
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| a year. ‘he Smithsonian bill before you permits, 
| in addition, an expenditure not exceeding ten thou- 
sand dollarsa year for this object. Say that but half 
that sum is annuail y expended by the managers; and 


|| still, in some twelve or fifteen years, the two libra- 


ries will probably number from eighty to a hun- 
dred - thousand. volumes. “Are there a hundred 
thousand. volumes inthe world worth reading? I. 
doubt it much. Are there four thousand volumes 
| published yearly worth buying? I do not believe 
there are. A small garner suffices to store the 
wheat; it is the chaff that is bulky and fills up the 
store-house. Books are like wealth. An income 
we must have to live; a certain amount of. income 
to livein comfort. Beyond a certain income the, 
power of wealth to purchase comfért, or even 
wholesome luxury, ceases altogether. How much 
more of true comfort is there ina fortune of a mil- 
lion of dollars than in one of fifty, or say a hun- } 
i dred thousand? If more there be, the excess is | 
hardly appreciable; the burden and the cares of | 
the millionaire outweigh it tenfold. And go, also, 
of these vast and bloated book-gatherings, that 
sleep in dust and cobwebs, on the library shelves 
of European monarchies. Up toa judicious selec- 
tion of thirty, fifty, a hundred thousand volumes, 
if you will, how vast—yea, how priceless—is the | 
intellectual: wealth! From. one to five hundred 
thousand, what do we gain? Nothing? That | 
would not be true; a gobict emptied into the Pa- 
cific adds to the mass of its waters. But if, within 
these limits, we set down one book out of a hun-¢ 
dred as worth the money it costs, we are assuredly | 
making too-libera! an estimate. 

I pray you, sir, not to stretch these strictures be- 
yond their precise application. Iam not one of 
those who judge slightingly the learning of the 
past. We find shining forth from the dark mass 
of ancient literature, gems of rare beauty and | 
value; unequalled, even to-day, in purity and 
truth. But, then, also, what clouds of idle verbi- į 
age! What loads of ostentatious technicalities ! 
It is but of late years that even the disciple of sci- 
ence has deigned to simplify and translate; former- 
ly his great object seems to have been to obscure | 
and mystify.. The satirist, in sketching an indi- 
vidual variety, hay aptly described the species, 
when he says: : 

The wise men of’ Egypt were secret as dummies, 
And even when they most condescended to teach, 

They packed up their meaning, as they did their mummies, 
in sO many Wrappers, twas out of one’s reach.” 

But there are such noble enterprises as those of | 
Gibbon and Hallam; valuable to all; doubly valua- 
ble to the moralist and the statesman. And in re- 
gard to such it is argued that if one of our own 
scholars, fired with generous ambition to rival the 
historians of the Old World, enters on such a task, 
he may find that a dozen, or perhapsa single book, 
necessary for reference, “ cannot be found this side 
of Gottingen or Oxford.” Suppose he does, what 
is the remedy? A very simple one suggests itself; 
that he should order, through an importer of for-, 
eign books, the particular work which he lacks. | 
To save him the trouble and expense of so doing, 
the friends of the mammoth library schemé pro- 
pose—what?. That we should begin by expend- 
ing half a million of doilars, which would “ go far | 
towards the purchase of as good a library as Europe 
can boast,” that ‘such a step taken, we should 
never leave the work unfinished;”’ and that, when 
finished, it would rival anything civilization has 
| ever had to show.” . 

; Itis prudent, before we enter on this rivalship, 
| to count its cost. Without seeking to reach the 
seven hundred thousand volumes of the Parisian 
library, let us suppose that we try for the half mil- 
lion of volumes nad form the boast of Munich, or 
fill up the shelves of the Bodleian. Our librarian } 
informs me that the present Congressional library 
(certainly not one of the most expensive) has cost 
upwards of three dollars a volume; its binding alone 
has averaged over a dollar a volume. The same 
works could be purchased now, it is true, much 
more cheaply; but, on the other hand, the rare old 
books and curious manuscripts necessary to com- 
plete a library of the largest class would raise the 
i average. Assuming, then, the above rate, a rival 
of the Munich library would cost us a million and 


a half of dollars ; its binding alone would amount to 
a sum equal to the entire Smithsonian fund, as: 


l 
t 


originally remitted to us from England. — 
|! And thus, not only the entire legacy which we 
| have promised to expend, so that it shail increase 


and diffuse knowledge among mien, is to be :squan- 
dered in this idle and booiless’ rivalry, but’ tliou- 
sands on thousands must be added to finish the 
work, from what source to be derived, let ita advo~. 
cates inform us. And when we have spent thrice 
the amount of Smithson’s original bequest. on the 
project, we shall have the satisfaction of believing - 
that we may possibly have saved to. some worthy.. 
scholar a hundréd, or perchance a few hundred 
dollars, which otherwise he must have spent. to. 
obtain from Europe half a dozen valuable works 
of reference! Rae: 
But there are other reasons urged for this appro- 
priation of the Smithsonian fand. | E 
“There is something to point to, if you should be asked.to 
account for it unexpectedly; and something to point.to if a 
traveller shouid taunt you with the collections which he has. 
scen abroad, and which gild and recommend the absolt- 
tisms of Vienna or St.Petersburg.””—Senitor Choute’s Speéecity 
us above. a 
This purchasing of a reply to some silly travel» - 
ler’s idle taunts, at a cost of a million and a half of 
dollars, including a fund sacredly pledged to hu- 
man improvement, seems to me a somewhat costly 
and unscrupulous mode of gratifying national van-: 
ity. Itis ineffectual, too; unless we are prepared 
te add a few millions more, to buy up—if money- 
could buy !—the means. of reply to other ‘taunts, - 
quite as just and quite as likely to be cast up to us. 
There is the Vatican, with its ae 
“ Statues but known from -shapes of the earth; 
By being too lovely formortal birth.?” 
There is the Florence Gallery, with its 
& Paintings, whose colors of life were caught 
From the fairy tints in the rainbow. wrought” 
images.of beauty, living conceptions of grandeur, 
refining, cultivating, elevating; worth all the musty 
manuscripts of Oxford, ten times told! How are 
we to escape the imputation that our rudeJand can 
show no such triumphs of artas these? Are we to. ` 
follow Bonaparte’s plan? Are we to carry war 
into the land of the olive and the vine; and enrich: 
this city, as the French Emperor did his capital, 
with the artistical spoils of the world? Unless we 
adopt some such plan, must not. Europe’s taunts 
remain unanswered still? l : 
And Jet them.so remain! I share. not.the-feel-. 
ings òf the learned: and eloquent. Senator tö whose 
remarks Ihave taken: liberty to reply, when he. 
says: 3 By apt, Tea OLS sige i 
“1 confess to a pang of. envy and grief, that there should 
be one drop or one morsel more of the bread or water of iu- 
tellectual life tasted by the European than by the American 
mind. Why should not the soul of this country eat as good ~ 


food, and as much of it, as the soul of Europe >? 


It grieves me not, that the fantastic taste of some 
epicure in learning may chance to find,.on the book- 
shelves. of Paris, some literary morsel of choice 
and ancient flavor, such as our own metropolis’. 
supplies not.. I feel no envy, if we republicans 
are outdone by luxurious Europe in some high- 
seasoned delicacy of the pampered soul. Enough 
have we to console ourselves !—objecis of national 
ambition, how much higher, how infinitely nobler 
than these !-objéets of national pride, before which - 
these petty antiquarian triumphs dwarf down into 
utter insignificancy!’ Look abroad: over. oi far- 
ee Jand, then ‘glance. across ‘to:thé monar- 
chies of the-Old World, and: say; if I speak jot- 
truth ! A DISS eel ap EE ERR Ga 
I have sojourned among the-laborers of Englands . 
I have visited, amid their vineyards, the peasantry’ 
of France; I have dwelt for years in the midst of 
| the hardy mountaincers of Switzerland. I have 
seen, and conversed, and sat down in their cottages 
! with them all. Ihave found often among them 
i simple goodness: ignorance, oppression, cannot 
trample out that. I have witnessed patience under 
hopeless toil, resignation beneath grievous wrongs; 
I have met with civility, kindness, a cheerful smile, 
and aready welcome. But the spirit of the man 
was not there !—the spirit that can lift up its brow. 
with a noble confidence, and feel that, while it ig 
no man’s master, neither is it any man’s slave. Bee 
tween them and the favored of capricious fortune, 
-one felt—they fcli—there was a great gulf fixed, 
broad, impassable. 

Far other is it even in the lowliest cabin of our. 
frontier West. Itis an equal you meet there; an. 
equal in political rights; one to whom honors. and 
office, even the highest, are as open as to, yourself. 
You feel that it isan equal. The tone in which hos- 
pitality is tendered to you, humble. though means 
and forms may be, reminds you.of it. ."The-con- 

versation, running over the great subjects of the 
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day, branching off, perhaps, to questions of consti- 
a ee tight, or international law, assures you 

Ii. £ ` 

I have heard iñ many'a backwoods cabin, lighted 
but by the blazing log heap, arguments-on govern- 
ment, views of national policy, judgments of men 
and. things, that;. for. sound sense and practical 
wisdom, would not -disgrace any legislative body 
upon:earth. peau aE 

And shall we grudge to Europe her antiquarian 
lore, her cumbrous: folios, her illuminated manu- 
scripts, the chaff of learned dulness that cumbers 
herold library shelves? A “t pang of envy and 
grief shall we feel? Out upon it! Men have we; 
a people; a free people; self-respecting, self-govern- 
ing; that which gold cannot buy; that which kings 
cannot make! Grief! Envy! Theirs let it be, 
who look upon this young land, in her freshness, 
in her ‘strength! Let them feel it who behotd, 
from afar, our people-bravely batiling their onward 
way; treading, with liberty at their side, the path 
of progressive- improvement; each, step upward 
and onward; onward to the great goal of public 
virtue and social equality. 

Equality! I spoke of our citizens as ¢ uals; 
equals in the sense of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence; equals in political privilege; in the legal 
right to the pursuit of happiness. Equals, ina 
restricted sense of the. term, men never can be. 
The power of intellect will command, while the 
world endures; the influence of cultivation will be 
felt, while men‘continue to live upon earth; and felt 
the more, the longer the warld improves, the better | 
men become. Unequal, then, in their influence 
over their fellows; unequal, in the space they fill 
in the world’s thoughts; unequal, in the power 
with which they draw after them the hearts of 
many—thus unequal, to some extent, men must 
ever be. 

_ But here arises a great question; a practical ques- 
tion; an inquiry éspecially pertinent to the subject 
before us. The. natural inequality of man is a 
thousand times increased by artificial influence 
throughout society. Is that well? Or if not well, 
can itbe avoided? Or if not avoided, can it be 
lessened? I-fecl assured that it can be much les- 
sened. Iam not sanguine enough to believe that 
I—perhaps not my children, even—shall see the 
day, when equality of education shall prevail, even 
in this ropa tat land. But I hold it to bea re | 
publican obligation to do all that we property and 
constitutionally may, in order gradually to reach, 
or at least to approach, that period. I hold it to: 
be a democratic duty to elevate, to the utmost of 
our ability, the character of our COMMON SCHOOL | 
uvstruction. I hold this to.be a far higher and | 
holier duty than to give additional depth to learned | 
studies, or supply curious authorities to antiqua» | 
rian. research. : r | 
` Guided. by- such considerations, I incorporated | 
in the bill-before you, as one of its principal fena- | 
tures, a NORMAL BRANCH. This, and the clause | 
providing for original researches in natural science, | 
are the only important additions that have been į 
made in it to Senator Tappan’s bill of last session. | 
t 
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Normal schoolse—that is, schools to teach teach- 
ers, to instruct in the science of instruction—wre an 
improvement of comparatively modern date. The 
first. ever attempted seems to have been in Prussia, 
established about the. year 1704, by Franke, the 
celebrated founder of the Orphan House of Halle. 
They have gradually increased in number and fit- 
vor from that day to this, in all the more civilized 
nations of Europe; and Mrs. Austin, in her preface 
to Cousin’s " Public Instruction in Prussia,” re- 
marks, that the progress. of primary instruction m 
Europe may be nee by the provision made for 

education af teachers. . i 
a eT eonun of the Normal Schools of 
Europe is given in the ninth chapter of Professor 
Bache’s ‘ Report on Education-in Europe, ' made 
to the Trustees of the Girard-College. Mr. Bache 
visited Europe under instructions from the com- 
mittee of the Institution; and his excellentrepart, 
full of practical details and accurate statistics, is a 
redeeming point inthe management of that trust. 

Two States only of our Union-have yét estab- 
Iished State Normal Schools: Massachusetts and 
New York. -Massachusetts has three, educating 
in all about two hundred pupils; and New York 
has one, containing about the same number of ari 
dents; the sole object of both being, to educate teach- 


ommon schools. ‘The experiment has been 
2G successful, The report. for 1844 -of the 


| State of New York, and promises, ere long, to do the same i 


Massachusetts Board of Education, says of one of i 


their schools, (that at Lexington): 


* Such is the reputation of this school, that applications 
have been made to it from seven of our sister States for 
teachers.” 

And Mr. Horace Mans, Secretary of the Mas- 
sachusetts Board of Education, writes to me: 

“When first opened in Massachusetts, Normal schools | 
were an experiment in this country, Like all new ideas, 
they have had to encounter serious obstacles; but they 
have tritmphed-over every species of opposition, have com- 
mended themselves, more and more every year, to the good 
sense of our people, and we now have the pleasure, notonly 
of seeing them firmly established here, but of knowing that : 
their success hus given birth to a similar institation in the 


in other States.” 


_ The Normal branch of the Smithsonian Institu- | 
tion is intended not by any means to take the place | 
of State Normal schools, but only in aid of them; 
as an institution in the same department, supple- 
mental to these, as they may gradually increase | 
throughout the Union, bat of a higher grade, and 
prepared to carry forward young pérsons who may 
have passed through the courses given in the for- | 
mer, or others who desire to perfect themselves in | 
the most useful of all modern sciences, the humble 
yet world-subduing science of primary education; 
an institution, also, in which the improvementand 
perfecting of that republican science shall be a pe- 
culiar object; an institution, finally, where we may | 
hope to find trained, competent, and enlightened 
teachers for these State Normal schools. i 


As an cssential portion of this Normal depart- | 
ment, professorships of the more useful arts and || 


i p > 
sciences are to be provided for. The character of : 


common school education, especially in the north- || 


ern Atlantic States, is gradually changing, Twenty 
years ago, De Witt Clinton, in his annual message 
a eat the opinion that in our common schools | 


“the outlines of geography, algebra, mineralogy, || 


agricultural chemistry, mechanical philosophy, as- | 


ceptors, without essential interference with the calls | 


of domestic industry." ‘Phis opinion is daily gain- | 


ing strength, and has been partially acted upon in 
several of the New England States. 
New York, also, a small advance towards it has || 
been already made. Recently the board of trustees || 
of the public schools in that city, adopted, among | 
other resolutions, the following: i 

“ Resolved, ‘That a portion of time not exceed- || 
‘ing one houra week be appropriated to employ- || 
‘ments incident to elementary instruction in sub- 
‘jects of natural science.” i 

In aceordance with these gradually enlarging 
views, the course of study of the New York State 
Normal School, as 1 lewn by the printed: circular 
whieh I-hold in my hand, embraces natural phi- 
losophy, chemistry, human. physiology, history, | 
the elements of astronomy, &c., in addition to the 
special lectures on the theory-and practice of teach- 
ing. These various adgances, thus sanctioned 
by publie opinion, indicate that a Normal Depart- 
mentin the Smithsonian Institution, to be worthy 
of the age, mast include scientific courses by some i 


It is also, by the bill, specially madea part of the | 
duty of these men to institute scientific researches. | 


i 
of tho ablest men of the day. Hl 
l 


In these, as we have seen, Smithson spent the | 
greater part of his life. And it camot be doubted | 
that, were he yet alive and here to-day to explain | 


i 
t 
| 

bis wishes, ee researches in the exact sciences | 

would bo declared by him a part of his plan. | 
i 


| With the knowledge of his tife and favorite pur- 
suits before us, and the words of bis will specify- | 


ing the increase as well as the diffusion of knowl- | 
edge for our guide, it seema nothing less than an | 


imperative duty to include scientific research among | 


fe ~ . n + D 
the objects of-a Smithsonian Institution. 


| 
I said an imperative duty. Such is the nature | 
of our obligation to fulfil whatever we may fairly i 
infer to have been Smithson’s intentions, 
money is not ours; HW itwere. we might take coun- 
sel from our own wishes and fancies, in its appro- 
priation. But it is merely intrusted to us, and for 
a specific purpose. Mr. Avams, in his report made 
in 1840, well says: à ` | 


«Jn the commisaion of every trust there ja an implied I 


ribute of the soul to the integrity and intelligence ot rhe 
inita: and there is also an implied cail for the faithful ex- 
ercise of tieze properties to-the fulfilment of the purpose of. 
the trast. The trilute and the cali acquire additional force 
and energy when the trust is committed for’ performance’ 
after the decease of him hy whom it is granted, when be no 
longer exists to witness or tu constrain: tie erteetive fulfi- | 


ment of his design.” 


In the city of |) 


This i 


And these considerations seem to me, alsó, con- 
clusive against the great library plan. In the first 
place, Smithson’s own pursuits were scientific, not 
‘antiquarian. In the second, had he desired merely 
| to found a library, it is. reasonable to suppose he 

would have said.so. ` 

The bill, as reported to the House, has been 
! framed in that spirit of compromise so necessary 


il in this world of a thousand. opinions. The im- 


ortance of the chief objects at which it:aims will 
i be conceded by all—the advancement of agricul- 
ture, the improvement of primary education, and 
| the prosecution of scientific research. And if even; 
i in its practical effects, the plan fall short.of the an~ 
i ticipations of its friends, suffer me to ask you, 
| what is the alternative in the Senate bill of last 
| year, the only one that has yet found favor enough 
| to succeed in either branch? Beyond the library 
i scheme and the professorship of agriculture, (a 
| feature ec ually in that bill and this,) what is pro- 
i posed? Public lectures, to be delivered in this 
ity “ during the sessions of Congress.” Who.is. 
| to profit by these lectures? Let the author of the 
plan answer: 

«Who would their audiences be? Members of Congress, 
with their families ; members of the Government, with theirs, 
some inhabitants of this city, some few strangers, who occa~ 
sionally honor us with visite of curiosity or business. They 
would be public men, of mature years and minds ; educated, 
diseiplined, to some degree; of liheral curiosity, and appre~ 
cintion of generous and various knowledge.’’—Speech of 
Senator Odoate, as ubove. 


Here isa plan for gratuitous lectures to be de- 
! livered to members of Congress and. of the Gov- 
| ernment, with their families; to some citizens of 
| Washington, and a few passing strangers; to men 
—wso it is expressed—educated, disciplined; already 
capable of “appreciating generous and various 
knowledge.” And this, as the mode the moat ef- 
fectual, the most comprehensive, the most just and 
equal, to increase and diffuse knowledge amone 


tronomy, &e., might be communicated by able pre- || Men! We are to pass by all plans that may reac 


and benefit the people, by improving their educa- 
! tion and clevating the character of their teachers; 
lall proposals, even, to scatter broadcast among 
| them useful tracts, popular treatises; all projects, 
in short, to distribute among them the bread and 
water of intellectual life wherever these are craved; 
and we are to adopt, in their stead, a course of lec- 
tures expressly restricted to the sessions of Con- 
gress, expressly prepared for ourselves ‘and for a 
few Government officers and. strangers; a course 
of lectures to be especially adapted to an audience 
already favored by tortune and.education=~already, 
as We are complacently. told, of mature mindsand 
above all need of elementary instruction! 

Sir, over the entire land must the rills from this 
sacred fountain. freely. flow; not to be arrested and 
walled up here, to minister to our pleasure or con- 
venience. We greatly mistake, if we imagine that 
our constituents are indifferent to the privilege of 
drawing from these waters of knowledge; that the 
cannot appreciate their fertilizing influence. . If 
there be one feeling more powerful than another 
in the hearts of the millions of this Jand, even 
through its remotest forests, itis, that the. intel- 
lectual eultivation which circumstances may have 
denied to them shall be secured to their children, 


‘| They value, sometimes even beyond their worth; the- 


literary advantages, by aid of which the few com.’ 
i monly distance their competitors in ae of. 
| emolument and honor. Ay, and beyond this, they: 


|| feel—do we not all feel ?—~that we are not in temper, 


in habits, in feelings, or in intelligence, what we 
ought to be, or what we might have been 3-that 
| our nature.was better than our. education: “They 
| feel—has not. the. most: careless among us felt. it 
| too?—that there are springs.of virtue within. us 
| that have seldom been touched; generous aspirings 
; that have scarcely been called into action: capabili- 
| tes of improvement that have hardly been awaken- 
ed; capabilities of enjoyment that have been turned 
| to fountains of bitterness. 1f we might now-re- 


t 


| educate ourselves even from the cradle upwards, 


|| developing each mental power and. moral faculty, 
H checking the rising 


vice and-cultivating the nascent 
virtue; bending the <pliant habit to reason, and 
mastéring the evil passion at its-birth—how gladly 
would. we grasp at- the offer! how dearly value 
the privilege! And what selfishness would do far 
itself, think you not that parental affection desires 
for: its: offspring ?.. Yes, vice itself desires: it ! 
Stronger than. the thirst after riches; deeper. than 
the craving for power, springing from the best and 
most enduring of human instincis, is the parent’s 
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longing for the welfare of his child! Criminal he 
may be; ignorant he may be; reckless cven of his 
own character, hopeless of a reputable standing for 
himself; but his children! if brutish excess have 
not utterly quenched the principle of good within 
him—for them there is still a redeeming virtue In 
his soul; a striving after better things; a hope that 
they may escape the vices which have degraded 
him; that they may emerge from the ignorance in 
which he is benighted, if not to wealth and honor, 
at least to fair fame and honest reputation; a credit 
to his blighted name, and a comfort to his declining 
years. 3 i . 

Such are the sentiments that spring up to meet 
us from among the people; shared by the bad as 
well.as the good; universal in their prevalence. 
And it is to such sentiments, the best earnest of 

rogressive improvement in man, that the provis- 
ions of this bill ought, so far as the amount of the 
legacy and the terms of the will permit, to respond. 

Such views are in accordance with the spirit of 
the age, and the. wants of the times. Itis nota 
world all of flowers and sunshine, this we live in. 
Itis a world, where thousands are starving; where 
tens of thousands toil to live—live, only to die! It 
is a world, where cruel suffering exists, where 
shameful crimes are committed, where terrible op- 

ression is endured, where dark ignorance is found. 

t has scenes of wrong, and outrage, and guilt, and 
wo. They rise before us. ‘They thrust themselves 
on our attention. Not to gild, not to embellish; a 
graver, a sadder duty is his, who would aid in such 
a world’s improvement. , 

To effect permanent good in such a world, we 
must reach the minds and the hearts of the masses; 
we must diffuse knowledge among men; we must 
not deal it out to scholars and students alone, but 
even to Tom, Dick,’ and Harry; and then, asa 
wise and witty female writer of the day expressed 
it, “they will become Mr. Thomas, and Mr. 
Richard, and Mr. Henry.” They may not be- 
come profound scholars, erudite graduates. Nor 
is that necessary. Well to know common things 
is the essential. It is not elaborate learning that 
most improves the world, or that exerts most influ- 
ence in its government. Working-day knowledge 
is simple, almost in the ratio of its im portance; and 
Milton has told us, A 

«That not to know at large of things remote 
From use, obsenre and subtle, bat to know 
That which before us lies, in daily life, 

Is the prime wisdom.” 

The ancient masters realized not these truths, 
With the millions they had no sympathy. In 
private, and to the initiated few alone, did they 
deign to unroll the mystical page of their philoso- 
phy; they scorned to expose it to the gaze of the 

rofane vulgar. 

Thanks to the stirring spirit of progressive im- 
provement, all this, in our age, is changed. By 
modern teachers the prope are spoken of, spoken 
to, cared for, instructed. ‘To the people the char- 
acteristic literature of the day is addressed. What 
has become of the ponderous folio, in which the 
learning of the Middle Ages used to issue, to a 
small and exclusive circle, its solemn manifesto? 
Now we have the slender pamphlet, the popular 
tract, the cheap periodical, cast forth even to the 
limits of civilization, penetrating into every nook 
and corner of the land; often light, often worthless, 
but often, too, instructive, effective; written for the 
masses, reaching the masses; and awaking, far and 
wide, a consciousness of deficiency, a spirit of in- 
quiry, a desire to know more. _ 

The people govern in America. Ere long, the 
people will govern throughout the habitable earth. 
And they are coming into power in an age when 
questions of mighty import rise up for their de- 
cision. They who govern should be wise. They 


who govern should be educated. They who de- | 


cide mighty questions should be enlightened. Then, 
as we value wise government, as we would have 
the destinies of our kind shaped by an enlight- 
ened tribunal, let the schools of the people, and 
the teachers who preside in these schools, and the 
system that prevails in these schools, be our pecu- 
liar care. 
-We cannot reform the world, no, nor provid 
instruction’ for a great nation, by any direction 
given to half a million of dollars. But something, 
even’ in such a cause, may be effected by it— 
something, I devoutly believe, that-shall be felt all 
éver our broad land. - The-essential is, that, if lit- 
tle weean: do, that little “be: well: done—be: done 


|i gentleman’s proposition, if he understood it aright, 


i! had a brother, who was once in this country; and 
|i his amendment proposed to refund this money to 


faithfally, in the spirit of the trust, in the spirit of 
the age—in a spirit not restrictive, not exclusive, 
but diffusive, universal. 

.Mr. JONES modified his motion as follows: 

Strike out all the bill after the word “ be’’ in the 
sixth line of the first section, and insert— 

“ Paid by the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
‘heirs-at-law or next of kin of the said James 
‘Smithson, or their authorized agents, whenever. 
‘they shall demand the same: Provided, That the 
‘Secretary of the Treasury shall, in paying over 
‘said money as herein directed, deliver to said 
‘heirs.all State bonds or other stocks of every kind 
‘which have been purchased with said money,.or. 
‘any part thereof, in lieu of so much of said money 
tas shall have been so invested in. State bonds or 
‘other stocks. And the balance of said’ sum-of 
‘money, if any, not so. invested, shall be paid out 
‘of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
‘propriated.”? A 

Mr. G. W. JONES said. it was not his purpose 
to make a speech on this occasion; but believing, 
as he did, that this whole matter. was wrong; that! 
this Government, in the first instance, had no right 
and no power to accept of this trust fund, he was 
in favor of returning the amount of the money or | 
of the stocks in which that money has been invest- 
ed; to the heirs-at-aw or next of kin of the late 
Mr. Smithson, whenever they shall make the de- 
mand of the Government. He admitted the right 
of the Government ‘ to- borrow money’? under the ! 
Constitution, but denied that it had any particle of 
power to deal in stocks or to loan money. We 
had no power either to receive this money in the 
first instance, or to invest it in State stocks and 
fund it, as this bill proposed to do, in perpetuity 
upon the Government. He wanted to create no 
such debt upon this Government. He was satis- 
fied that his constituents desired no such debt fund- 
ed—1o such burden imposed upon them. f 

But waiving the objection of the want of power 
on the part of the. Government, he was still-opposed 
to the establishment of an institution like that pro- 
posed in the bill under the direction and patronage 
of the Governmentof the United States. He would 
be the last man on this floor to say or do-anything 
on this floor. or clsewhere to obstruct the enlighten- 
ment and education of the people; he was as thor- 
oughly satisfied of the benefits of education as any- 
body, but he could not sanction the establishment 
of such an institution under the direction of the 
Government of the United States. Where might 
itend? What might such an institution come to 
be in the course of events? . This $513,000 was to 
be funded at six per cent. interest forever. Was 
there afriend of this measure; was there one who 
lad reflected for a moment on the proposition, who 
believed that when once established they would stop | 
at the appropriation of this six per cent. interest an- 
nually for its support? It was, in his opinion, noth- 
ing more than the entering wedge to fastening upon 
the United States an institution the expenses and 
appropriation: for which would be augmented at. 
almost every session of Congress. 

It was neither the right, the power, or the true 
policy of the Government to attempt to rear up 
here inthe city of Washington an institution for 
the education of school teachers, of agricultural pro- | 
fessors, &c., to send out into the country. . There 
was too great a tendency to centralization in this | 
Government already, in his opinion. The legiti- | 
mate and appropriate sphere of this Government | 
was to take care of our concerns with foreign Pow- || 
ers, leaving our domestic laws and regulations to 
be made by the State Legislatures. Every meas- || 
ure of this kind had the tendency to make the 
people throughout the country look more to this 
great central power than to the State Governments. 

[Ie had not risen for the purpose of making a 
speech, but of submitting a few remarks in expla- 
nation of his amendment. 


Mr. SAWYER (My. J. giving way) said the 


ii 


was to refund this money to the heirs of Smith- 
son. Now he was well informed that Mr. Smith- 
son had no heirs whatever. And if such was the 
fact, he wished to ask of the gentleman how his 
amendment could be made operative? 

Mr. JONES replied that certainly, if he never 
had heirs, it would be difficult to find them. But 
he understood that, though he had no children, he | 


| the heirs or next of kin of James Smithson. 


_was' not before aware; the’ 
‘be regularly 


In conclusion, he remarked ‘that, if his propos” 
tion failéd, and this Smithsonian institution was tò- 
‘be established, he should then be in favor of had- . 
ing over the State stocks, which Were purchased 
by this money, to the managers of thé institution,’ 
and of letting them conduct it independently of the 
Government. And, voting for’ this proposition; 
all that related to the establishment of a body 
politic and corporate, he should also wish t6-Have 
stricken out, for he would vote for’ the establish- 
ment of no corporation by this Government." ` 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL expressed his favor 
for the general“features: of the bill, but before cn- 
tering upon the direct question, hé directed a few, 
remarks to thë amendment of Mr. Jonus, which 
he considered entirely futile, as far as any idea of 
refunding the money to heirs was concerned, inas- 
much as it was ascertained beyond doubt that Mr. 
Smithson had no heirs, or next of kin. He had 
had one son, who died during his minority; and 
thereupon this Government, as the résiduary lega- 
tee, came in’ possession of the property in legal 
form from the attorneys in chancery of the execu- 
tors of Mr. Smithson, at London. This amend- 
ment, if carried out into’a law, therefore, ‘would 
result in working a forfeiture of the funds to the 
British Government. pct Ge * 
But My. I. contended, that as ‘we had received 
it by solemn act‘of Congress, and retained it for 
eight long years, it was now binding, on the ground 
of faith, honor, and duty, to appropriate it in ‘the 
manner designed by the testator himself; and the. 
fact that this fund had been invested by the Treas- 
urer of the United States, under direction of Con- 
gress, in Arkansas stocks—did not affect this ques- 
tion, in any respect; the Government of the United 
States being always responsible for the restoration 
of this fund, and the devotion’ of it to the proper’ 
objects. The fund was sacred in the treasury of 
the United States at this’ moment, and they were 
pledged, every one of them,-to redeem ity wi 
And the true question now presented was 
were the intentions of the donor? 
Mr. I. here incidentally, in reference to an allu- 
sion by. Mr, Owen to the Girard 'firnd, went into’ 


, What, 


‘ 


„an explanation, at-3ome length, of the circunstan- 


ces and restrictions of that legacy, thé manner'in 
which it had been expended, &c., stating that the 
reason why the school ‘ha ‘erè this; partially” 
at least, gone: into’ operation, ‘was an utifórtunate 
proviso placed by Mr. Girard in his-will, that none 
of the orphans intended ‘to Be benefited’ should. be 
received and educated, until the entire five build- 
ings were fully completed according’ to the plan’ 
prescribed by him. Upon this point’ Mr. Pyteld- 
ed to Mr. Owen for explanation. pe 
Recurring to the position that the fact that this 
fund might have been invested by the act of the 
Government itself in Arkansas stocks principally, 
andto a small extent in the stocks of Ohio, Hlinois, 
and Michigan, in no manner diminished its account- 
ability for the amount of its obligation to appro~ 
priate in accordance with the intention of Mr: 
Smithson. © => Í LOAR 
Mr. VINTON interposed; and'said, if any por- 
tion of it was investéd in Ohio’ bonds, òf which he 
terest on them woua 


aidi TOn "e 
Mr. YELL also (speaking for Arkarsäsy said: 
we are ready to’settle at any times nAn ou ia 

Mr. INGERSOLL.” I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. YELL, (in reply to another remark of Mr. 
INGERSOLL, not heard by the: reporter.) When- 
ever we can bring the treasury of the United States 
to a settlement, then we will talk about it. 

Mr. INGERSOLL (resuming) said he concur- 
red in the general views of Mr. Owen, especially 
as at the conclusion of the bill there was a section . 
authorizing Congress to make such changes’ as 
from time to time it might deem expedient. 


H 


p 
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He agreed with Mr. Owen that a 
such as was provided for in the bill which passed 
the Senate two years ago, was not desirab c; and 
said that the necessary buildings to contain the 
greatest library in the world would, in its own 
erection, exhaust. the entire sum. This Capitol 
itself would not be sufficient to contain eight hun- 
dred. thousand volumes, which would be the largest 
library in.the world, so properly arranged as to be 
accessible... A library was not the object of Mr. 
Smithson; but that it should cover general ground, 
m which all objects of science (if possible) should 
be included, and among the rest, he agreed with 
the bill in the propriety of appropriating a part of 
the annual fund to the preparation of instructors, 
to be sent out throughout the whole country. He 
would also appropriate a part of the fund to the 
defraying the expenses of the delivery of annual | 
lectures by our most distinguished men’, at different 
points throughout the country for scientific instruc- 
tion. 

Mr. I. briefly gave some other general views, 
approving decidedly the object of the institution, | 
and warmly urging the bounden duty of Congress 
to apply it according to the intentions of Mr. Smith- | 
son, and to discharge the obligations imposed upon 
it by the acceptance ofthis trust. 

Mr. G. W. JONES modified his amendment by 
inserting after the words ‘* next of kin,” the words 
“or residuary legatee.” 

Mr. STANTON next addressed the committee. 
It had been very generally complained of, he said, 
that a great delay had taken place in the execution | 
of the trust imposed upon the Government in the | 
acceptance of the Smithsonian fund. Whether | 


great library, 


these complaints were well or ill-founded, he be- jj 


lieved the time for action had now come, and that | 
honor and good faith required the appropriation of | 
this fund to its legitimate purposes, This urgency | 
was sirenethened. he contended, by the possibility | 
of any collision that might arise with Great Britain, | 
Unlike some other gentlemen, he had been unable į 
to bring himself to the conclusion, that at this | 
age of the world, these two grent nations, so oniy 
bound together by ties of interest und kindred, 
would madly rush into a sanguinary conflict. But 
the mere possibility of such an occurrence consti- 


tuted an additional reason for the proinpi discharge 
of our duty in the disposition of this fund. Incase 
of a war it would be highly dishonorable for the 
United States to allow this fund to remain in the 
Treasury of the Government, to be used against 
that very nation from the liberality and benevoe | 
lence of one of whose citizens it had been received. 
It might be urged that in case of war, all the obli- 
gations between the two nations were abrogated; | 
but this, he contended, would not be the case with | 
the obligations of eee and of justice, and selt 
respect. He hoped we should avoid this source 
of disgrace, and that we should by no such act 
furnish fresh food for tho grave charges and shan- 
ders upon us. of English non and British 
travellers, compared with which the. oft-repeated 
charges of faithlessness and repudiation would be 
trifling. . : ; 
Mr. S. then proceeded in remarks running 
through nearly the remainder of his hour, w give 
his views on the subject, both with reference to its 
general provisions and particular details, apphud- 
ing the enlarged arin and expansive philan- 
thropy on the part of Mr. Smithson, which prompt- 
ed the directing this fund to the establishment of! 
an institution for the increase and diffusion of i 
knowledge among men, and his wisdom in loca- | 
i 
| 


ing i is ¥ ies il; strongly advocating | 
ting it on this republican soil; strong ive g 
the propriety and the duty, having received this | 
fand eight years since, of our discharging gurgelves 
of the obligations we had assumed, by careying, 
out those intentions as far as could be learnt; anc | 
in pointing out some of the invaluable advantages | 
which, in its operation, it would work to the peo- 
le of this country, the Government itself, and the 
world at large, &c., ke. 
Mr. SAWYER. moved to 2 
striking out “ six,” in the frst section, 
ad Pi »”» 
ing in heu thereof ‘five. : a 
n FThere was a motion pending to strike out the 
whole bill, and therefore this motion to amend was 
in order. gto 
The ninth section was not under consideration; | 
but when it should be, he would move to amend it! 


amend the bill by 
and insert- 


> willing that his 
constituents should be saddled with so high a rate 


of interest as six per cent., for the people must pay | 


it out of their poc 
per cent was high enough. 

The other amendment which he would propose 
related to the regulations for the admission of stu- 
dents into the various departments of the institu- 
tion. He proposed to take the students from the 
different States and Territories of the United States, 
according to their representation in Congress, so 
that they shall not all be taken from Virginia, Ma- 
ryland, and this District, as had been the case in 
regard to all other appointments. Heretofore, nine- 
tenths of all appointments had been made from 
this District and the neighboring Stes. 
States had been blotted out from the vocabulary of 
appointments, ‘There was a bill before the House 
to do this, butit was impossible to reach it, ob- 


| stacles being thrown in the way whenever it was 


attempted. While we were passing lawa for cre- 
ating more public institutions, it was woper to 
make a proviso that the persons benefited by it 
should be taken from every portion of the Union, 
instead of one locality. W 

tions, he was disposed to vote for this bill, 

Mr. D. P. KING had some amendments, he 
said, to propose to the bill, at a proper time. In 
establishing an insutution hke this, for the increase 
and diffusion of knowledge among men, there 


ought undoubtedly to be some rangement for the » 


education of teachers. He would propose that 


lands and buildings be provided for young men, to | 
enable them to prepare for such an education as | 


will qualify them for usefulness and to teach others, 


He proposed that persous should be received who, i: 
He! 


by their ktbor, would maintain themselves. 
was desirous of promoting Che interests of dhe yeo- 
manry of the country—of cultivating the hand as 


well as the head and heart; and he hoped provis- |: 


iong for these objects would be made in the bill 
He should move to insert in the Tth section, after 
the word © professors,” the words © of agricul- 
ture.” A very large portion of the people were 
agriculturiats, and it was the most useful and m- 
tcrestung object of pursuit, He wished to provide 
for the use of those who became students lands and 
buildings, with a view to enable them to engage in 
practical agriculture, 

Hie was not disposed, at this time, togo into the 
subject fully, but he submitted that the best mode 
of carrying out the objects of the donor, was; to 
promote agricultural Knowledge. 

Mr. OWEN had a few words to say in reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sawyen,} who had 
urged that the rate of interest should be five instead 
of six percent. LHewould ask the committee genc- 
rally, whether, in regard to a perfect gratuity—a 
fund for public objects to which this Government 
had not contributed one cent—we ought not to be 
willing to pay as large an interest as we were or- 
dimuily obliged to pay on loans? Ought we not 
to yield something to the object of the bequest? 

ìt mustalso be considered that, by this bill, much 
expense was saved to the Government, 
this plan be carried out, it would save all the ex- 
penses attending the preservation of the collections 
of the Exploring Expedition. These could not be 
taken care of without considerable expense., It 
would also be recollected, that it was a part of 
General Washington’s plan in laying out this: city, 
to extend the publie grounds from the Capitol to 
the President’sfHouse, These grounds embraced 
more than one hundred acres, and should they be 


| embellished and improved, according to the original 


design, the expense would be very great. All these 
expenses were to be defrayed by the Smithsonian 


| Institution. All that was asked was the ordinary 


interest of six per cent:, which the Government 
had recently been obliged to pay. 

In regard to the 9th section of the bill, he would 
be glad if the objections of the gentleman from Okio 
should prove to be good, and that ‘there shouldbe 
such an overflew of applications for admission into 
the institution as to render any restrictions neces- 
sary. He apprended that there would be no neces- 
sity for such restrictions, for we did not propose, 


ets. Fora permanent loan, five | 


Other | 


ith proper modifica- | 


Should | 


rsons to come, 

| Mr. D. P. KING said he had proposed’ such.a 
|| modification of the plan as would enable students 
| to pay their board by laboring on the farm. ofthe. 
jj Institution, k A : : JA 
| Mr. OWEN said that this point was before the: 
i| committee, and it was agreed that. young men 
fj might be employed as managers and laborers, if 
i they were willing, while they were pursuing their 
f studies. 

| Mr, SAWYER remarked that it had been sug- 
if gested that the 9th section already provided for 
ii this object. But he must insist upon it that it did 
i| nots aud to prove it he would read the section, as- 
| follows: 

| “That the said board of managers shal! also make rules 
| and regulations for the admission of students into the vari- 
t 

| 

| 

| 

\ 


The same provision applied to officers of the in- 
| stitution, but the managers were not instructed to 
| distribute among the several States and Territories 
i| all the students applying for admission, 
i My. J. DAVIS said, that so far as the Govern- 
|; ment was concerned, the bill conferred no powers 
! on it. Al objections on that score were unfound- 
ied. He was afraid that the benches of the institu- 
; tion would not be filled to overflowing, and that no 
restriction Would be necessary on that score. The 
9th section might stand as it was for the present, 
aud when necessary Congress could amend the act 
ij in order to meet any circumstances that might 
arise. Inthe mean time be would throw open the 
door to all, whether for a single lecture or for a 
, Whole course; and he regarded lectures as the 
greatest means of extending knowledge which had: 
been adopted in modern times. It was second only 
‘to the invention of the art of printing. 

Everything in the bill tended to the increase and 
diffusion of knowledge among men. 

Some had urged that the trust ought not to have 
been accepted. [twas too late to make that ob- 
jection. He held that we were now obliged to 
carry it into execution; and as to the funds: them- 
selves, they ought to be considered as money’ still 
in the treasury, unconnected with any stocks, He 
regretted that any one had proposed to return: the: 
stocks to the heirs or kin of the original owner, 

Mr. QG. W. JONES said be did not. profess to: 
understand the whole doctrine of trusts, butif trast 
funds were placed in the hands of the Government, 
i) was the Government bound to keep the money, in- 
| stead of investing it? Was the Government bound 
i! to pay interest on it without investing it? 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS. ‘That will depend 
on the character of the fund, The fund was given 
in trust for a specific object. 

Mr. G. W. JONES. Suppose the fund had 
heen left to the gentleman from Mississippi: was 
he bound to keep it and pay six per cent. interest 
upon it? Or, if he invested it in Mississippi. or 
other State stocks, in good faith, would he be bound 
as trustee to make good the principal and interest 
of the fund? 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS could, he said, an- 
swer that case in perfect conformity with his own 
| views und feelings on the subject. He would re- 
ject the trust unless he was willing to execute it; 
and if he misapplied the money and delayed to ex- 
ecute the trust for eight years, he would consider’ 
himself bound in honor to make good: the-whole 
fund. i 

Mr. D. continued. He would admit that the 
i; Government had no authority to take charge of the 
i| subject of education, and he did not consider this 
|| bilas liable to that objection. The Normal school 
i system he considered as highly beneficial, serving 
| to produce uniformity. in the language, and to: la 
i the foundation of ali sciences. ‘The apelling-book 
| of Noah Webster, which had been used exten- 
| sively in: our primary schools, had done more to 
| produce. uniformity in our language in this coun- 
| try than anything else, If we sent out good school 
H 
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vice -to the country. 
Mr. Dy enlarged upon the benefits. which would 
result to science and the diffusion. of every kind of 


books'from this institution, it would be of vast ser- 


| 
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useful knowledge, from an institution which would 
gather young men from the remotest parts of the 
country, at the common pomt where every facility 

` for practical instruction would be afforded. The 
taste of the country would be refined, and he did 
not consider this as anti-democratic. Knowledge 
was the common cement that was to unite all the 
heterogeneous materials of this Uni 
mass, like the very pillars before us. If there was 
any constitutional objection to the establishment of 
a corporation, he was willing to strike out that 
feature in the bill, and preserve the remainder. 
But let us do something to carry out the objects of 
the testator, or let us throw back the fund upon the 
chancery court of England. 

_Mr. MARSH desired, he said, to add a few 
words on this subject, but was unable to proceed 
at present, in consequence of indisposition. He 
therefore moved that the committee rise. 

Some . conversation ensued, upon which Mr. 
MARSH withdrew the motion. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS expressed a wish that some 
progress be made in the bill, by taking a vote on 
some of the amendments. È 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Sawyer, and it was decided in the 
negative. 

On motion of Mr. MARSH, the committee then 
rose and reported progress. 


LICENSING OF CANAL BOATS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD submitted, on leave, a mo- 
tion that the Committce of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the consideration 
of the bill relative to the licensing, &c., of canal 
boats. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON inquired whether 
the bill contained an appropriation? 

Mr. BRODHEAD said. it did not. 

The motion was agreed to; and the question then 
was on the engrossment. 

The bill (of which the reporter has not a copy) 
underwent some amendment on motion of Mr. 
BRODHEAD and Mr. DE MOTT. 

Mr. LAWRENCE stated briefly some general 
objections to the bill, which were replied to by 

‘Mr. BRODHEAD, who yielded the floor for in- 

uiry to Messrs. THURMAN, GRINNELL, and 
GORDON. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, a section was 
added repealing all laws or parts of laws inconsist- 
ent with this act. 

Mr. GORDON moved a recommitment of the 
bill Lo the Committee on Commerce, and indicated 
certain instructions, which were not, however, for- 
mally moved. 

On the motion to recommit, no quorum voted. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 23, 1846. 
OREGON NOTICE. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee of Con- 
ference on the part of the Senate on the disagree- 
ing vote of the two Houses on the question of 
notice to Great Britain for terminating the treaty 
of joint occupation of the Oregon territory, reported 
as follows: 

The Committee of Conference on the part of the 
Senate on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses 
on the joint resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives, entitled ‘* Joint resolution of notice to Great 
s Britain to annul and abrogate the convention be- 
“tween Great Britain and the United States of the 
“6th August, 1827, relative to the country on the 
‘northwest coast of America westward of the Stony 
‘Mountains, commonly called Oregon,” respect- 
fully report: 


That they have met the conferees on the part of | 


the House of Representatives, and, after free and 
full conference upon the subject of said disagreeing 
votes, the joint conferees have unanimously agreed 
to recommend, and do recommend, to the respec- 
tive Houses, as follows: 


That the first section of the amendment of the | 
Senate to the original resolution of the House be | 


so amended as to be, in form, a preamble to the 
second section of the said amendment. 

And, that the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives respectively recede from their disagreements 
to the amendment and amendment to the amend- 
ment of the original resolution of the House, and 


on into one’ 


jj 


mutually agree to substitute therefor the following 


joint resolution: . 
JOINT RESOLUTION concerning the Oregon territory. 


« Whereas, by the convention concluded the 20th day of- 


October, eighteen hundred and eighteen, between the United 


States of America and the King of the United Kingdom of 


Great Britain and Ireland, for the period of ten years, and 
afterwards indefinitely extended and continued in. force by 
another convention of the same parties, concluded the sixth 
day. of August, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-seven, it was agreed that any. country 
that may be claimed by either party on the northwest coast 
of America westward of the Stony or Rocky Mountains, 
now commonly called the Oregon territory, should, together 
with its harbors bays, and creeks, and the navigation of all 
rivers wiihin the. same, be ‘free and. open to the vessels, 
citizens, aud subjects of the two Powers, but without preju- 
dice to any claim which either of the parties might have to 
any part of said country; and with this further provision, in 
the second article of the said convention of the sixth of Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, that either pariy 
might abrogate and annal said convention, on giving due 
notice of twelve months to the other contracting party: 
“And whereas it has now become desirable that the re- 


| spective claims. of the United States and Great Britain 


should be definitely settled, and that said territory may no 
longer than need be remain subject to the evil consequences 
of the divided allegiance of its American and British popu- 
lation, and of the confusion and conflict of national jurisdic- 
tions, dangerous to the cherished peace and good under- 
standing of the two countrics: 

“ With a view, therefore, that steps be taken for the ab- 
rogation of the said convention of the sixth of August, eigh- 
teen hundred and tweuty-seven, in the mode prescribed in 
its second articic, and that the attention of the Governments 
of both countries may be the more earnestly directed to the 
adoption of all proper measures for a speedy and amicable 
adjustment of the differences and disputes in regard to the 
said territory— : 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby; autho- 
rized, at his discretion, to give to the Government of Great 
Britain the notice required by the second article of the said 
convention of the sixth of August, cighteen hundred and 
twenty seven, for the abrogation of the same.” 


JOHN MACPHERSON BERRIEN, 
"THOMAS CORWIN. 
WM. H. HAYWOOD, jr., 


Ovmmitice on the part of the Senate. 


C. J. INGERSOLL, 
ROBERT DALE OWEN, 
HENRY W. HILLIARD, 
Committee on the part of the House. 


The Report having been read, Mr. BERRIEN 
submitted the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That the Senate agree to the report of 
the Committee of Conference, and that: tlie: joint 
resolution of the. House of Representatives be 
amended accordingly. 


Mr. ALLEN rose and said: If I understand 
correctly from the reading of the resolution as now 
proposed from the Committee of Conference, that 
part of it which relates to giving the notice is ex- 
actly in the same words as the resolution passed 
by the Senate, and sent to the Efouse of Repre- 
sentatives. It may be, however, that I have mis- 
apprehended the resolution from only having hear 
it read once. i 

Mr. BERRIEN. The Senator from Ohio is cor- 
rect; it is precisely the same resolution as. that 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. . So I supposed, sir. The only 
material change made, as Í understand, is that by 
which the preamble to the resolution which: went 
from the Senate is restored to its proper position 
in the proceedings as a.preamble, instead of form- 
ing a part of the positive resolve of the Senate—that 
is, it is restored to the condition it was in when 
the original motion was made by the Senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen,| by a motion to 
amend which, that part of the resolution assumed 
the form of apreamble. By the subsequent action 
of the Scnate adopting the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson,] the preamble 


| was incorporated into, and became a part of, the 


resolution. The amendment proposed by the 


| Committee of Conference is, to restore the parts of 


the Senate resolution to the same relation they 
bore to each other in the original proposition; ĉe. 


to make that part which was originally a preamble, | 


again assume that form, which it had lost by the 
action of the Senate, incorporating it into the body 
of the resolution. I believe that is-the result of 


the proceedings of the Committee of Conference. | 


There is, I am reminded by the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Sevier,] a slight change -in the 
last clause of the preamble—a chauge of phrase- 
ology, but not of fact. So that we have here, sub- 
stantially, the resolution as passed by the Senate; 
and the old question arises, whether this body 
approves the resolution in that form? This will 


against. the- proceeding: Upon’ the question of 
agreeing, I wish to record my name, for thé reasong 
I have. given on a former occasion, and which I 
shall not now repeat, against these proceedings: 
Mr. SEVIER inquired, what would bë the effect 
of a final vote on the resolution? Supposing’ the 
report of the committee of conference: should be 
rejected, what became of it then? Would the vote: 
be final? 70 > e AR TR, 
The PRESIDENT replied, it would ‘not neces- 
sarily be final. It would be competent for the two 
Houses to have another conference: => 5 CHHT 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to lay 
the report on the table, remarking that the Senate’ 
was not yet full; but immediately withdrew ‘it. 
Mr. ALLEN. TI believe the Seciator indicates a 
desire that the vote should not be taken now.. I 
move it be passed informally by till one.o’clock. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. T keow of no’ Senator 
absent. I think we may as well. proceed. ': ; 
_ Here there were véry general: calls of“ gues- 
tion,” “ question,” * go on,” &e.- be 
‘Mr. ALLEN. ‘There are several Senators ab- 
sent from this side of the house. It is now only: 
a quarter after twelve o’clock, and I move that the 
taking of the votebe postponed till one o’clock this 
ay. ” hy 
The motion was agréed to. = 
Mr: PENNYBACKER presentéd the petition, 
of the heirs of William Grayson, an officer in the 
revolutionary army, praying to be allowed commu- 
tation pay; which was referred to the Committee’ 
on Revolutionary Claims. eh ees 


Mr.. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the: 
petition of shipowners and masters, and other citi- 
zens of Baltimore; Maryland, praying that. the 
pilot laws of 1837 may not be repealed; which was’ 
aid on the table. han ears, 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a remonstrance.of 
farmers of Herkimer county, New York, against 
the renewal of Jethro Wood’s patent; which was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a ‘petition of: citi- 
zens of Missouri, praying. the establishment of a 
mail-route from Gallatin, in. Daviess county, to St. 


Joseph’s in Buchanan. county,’ latis- 

1 burg, Clinton county, to,Athens, in-Gentry ‘coun- 

y tate Of Missouri; which- was. referred. to, the. 
ommittee.on the Post Oficeand: Post Roads. > 


Mr. SEVIER. submitted’ the following resolu-:. 
tion; which was agreed“to: rae 

Resolved, That the. Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to transmit to the Senate the. supple- 
ment to the Synopsis of Treasury Instructions for 
the administration of the revente laws from:1789: 
to. the present time, purporting to illustrate the or-" 
ganization and the operations of the Treasury’ De- 
partment, and its various bureaus, and - that he 
accompany the same with his views in‘relation to 
the work. i ; : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: ee 

‘Resolve, That the Committee. on Commerce be- 
directed to'inquire into the expediency of “erecting 
a light-house-at or near the mouthof the Straits of 
St. Marie, at the upper‘extremity of Lake Huron; 
also, at or near Point. Wabeshance, in the:Straits- 
of Michilimacinac and thé northern extremity of 
Lake Michigan; also, at the head of Green Bay, 
near the mouth of Fox river, in the ‘Ferritory of 
Wisconsin. and of making appropriations therefor. 
|| Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Watson, which was read and passed to a second 
ij reading. The accompanying report was ordered 
l| to: be printed. : : 
On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was. ordered that 
‘| 500 additional copies of the recent message from 
the President of the United States, in relation. to 
the feuds among the several bands of Cherokee In- 
(| dians, be printed for the use of the Senate. 
‘| ‘The act for the relief of Charles W. Bingley, of 
Charleston, South Carolina, was taken up, read a 
third time, and passed. 


i| The following resolution, submitted on the 2ist 
| instant, by Mr. Benron, was considered and agreed 
iq to: es By os 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
‘| to transmit to the Senate the- proceedings of the: 
‘| court of inquiry, of which Brigadier General Wool 
i| was President, lately held ‘at Springfield(Massa- 


i 
| 
Í 


t 
i 


impose on me the necessity of recording my vote || chusetts,) to inquire into certain charges against.J. 
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W. Ripley, superintendent of the armory at that 
pace , together with the testimony and proof taken 
y said court. =e 
JURISDICTION OVER OREGON. 


_ The Senate resumed the consideration of a mo- 
tion, submitted.on the 21st instant by Mr. Bresse, 
that the vote by. which the, bill to protect the rights 
of American citizens in Oregon was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, be reconsidered. 

„Mr. BREESE said that, on examination of the 
bill, it would be found that the reference to the 
Committee on Territories was not the proper one. 
One portion of it properly belonged to. the Judiciary 
Committee; another to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; another to the Committee on Public Lands; 
and another to the Committees on the Post Office 
and Post Roads and Finance. He thought it would 
be the best course to send the bill to the Committee 
on Vag et Afairs., 

Mr. BENTON suggested that the bill be divided 
out to the a propriate committees. 

Mr. BREESE was quite ready to agree to that 
suggestion, 

Mr. EVANS remarked, that he believed the ref- 
erence to the Committee on Territories was ordered 
on motion of the chairman of that committee, who 
was not now in his seat. In his (Mr. E.'s) judg- 
ment, the reference was an appropriate one; and 
he moved that the further consideration of the sub- 
ject be postponed till to-morrow, in order to afford 
to the chairman of the Committee on ‘Territories 
an opportunity of expressing his views. "The mo- 
tion to postpone was then agreed to. ; 

Mr. UPHAM moved that the prior orders be 
postponed, and that the Senate take up the bill for 
the relief of John P. Skinner, and the legal rep- 
resentatives of Isade Greene; which motion was 
agreed to. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole; when 

Mr. SEVIER submitted a few remarks in oppo- 
sition thereto, in the course of which, he stated 
that the petitioners wére sureties for a defaulter to 
the United States to the amount of $13,000; the 
suretics had paid $6,000, were released trom the 
balance, and now it was proposed to refund the 
$6,000 paid by the sureties. Mr. S. considered 
that if this bill was passed, it would establish a 


‘precedent, which, if followed up, would destroy | 


entirely all benefit of the surety system. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained, that when the defal- 
cation was discovered, the principal was in posses- 
sion of property out of which the United States 
might have been reimbursed; the sureties applied 
to the proper authorities, and asked a prosecution 
of the principal. The United States neglecting to 
prosecute, the only question was, whether Con- 
gress would compel the sureties to pay that which 
the Government had lost by negligence. Mr. B. 


said that Congress decided in the negative, and j} 
released the sureties from the payment of the | 


balance of defalcation; the same reasons for this 
release were good in behalf of the 
sureties for the amount which the bill contemplates 
to refund. 


Mr. COLQUITT replied to Mr. Berriew, In- | 


king the ground that the sureties stood in the same 
relation to the principal as did the United States, 
and should themselves have brought a sult. 

After some further conversation between Sena- 
tors PHELPS, COLQUITT, and NILES, the 
latter gentleman gave way to a motion by 


Mr. BERRIEN, that the Senate take up the re- li i 
i suled as follows: 


ort of the confererice committee, which had been 
made the special order for one o’clock, which hour 
had arrived; which motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF THE CONFERENCE COMMITTEE. | 


Mr. BERRIEN then renewed his call for the 
question on the resolution of concurrence submit- 
ted by him. 


Mr. SEVIER requested the Senator to state the | 
difference between the Senate amendment, anil | 
the resolution proposed by the conference commut- | 


er. BERRIEN replied, that the committee of 


/ r 5 restor resolution to the | 
conference propose to restore the reso! 
P Mr. CRITTENDEN, ! 


X riginally proposed by Cr 
with ge following alteration, to wit: In the last 
‘ clause of the preamble, instead of “ and that the 
‘attention of the Governments of both countries 
‘may be more earnestly and immediately directed 
‘to renewed efforts for the settlement of all their 


| whole country in dispute; that our tide only ter- 
f mimes where the Russian Hne begins, at 54 


| to argue the tide. H rde 
| Executive in arranging a treaty or insisting upon 


| by the negotiators of the two countries, the Senate | 


dan of the | 
i; would have beeu more respectful to thë President, | 
and in the end better for the country. But as the 
«detent of the present notice would, in his opinion, 
The a defeat of the notice during the present session 
| of Congress, he should vote for it, without meane 
| ing to commit himself in favor of any treaty whieh 
| should not secure to the United States the whole of 


row, Bentona, Rerries, Calboun, Cameron, Thomas Chaytou, 
| John M. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dix, 


| Duthie, Mangum, Miter, Moreheud, Nites, Pearee, Peony 


‘ differences and disputes. in respect to said terri- 
t tory,” insert, “and that the attention of the Gov- 
‘ernments of both countries may be the more 
‘earnestly directed to the adoption of all. proper 
‘measures for a speedy and amicable adjustment of 
‘ the differences and disputes in regard to said ter- 
‘ritory.” Also, in the resolution, instead of “ give 
“to the British Government the notice required by 
‘its said second article for the abrogation of the | 
‘ said convention of the Gth of August, 1827,” insert 
‘s give to the Government of Great Britain the no- 
‘ tice required by the second article of the said con- 
‘vention for the abrogation of the same.” The 
House amended that amendment of the Senate by 
striking out, ‘and immediately directed to renew- |i 
ed efforts for the amicable settlement,” and by | 

} 

H 


substituting the words “directed to the importance 
of a speedy adjustment.” The committee of con- | 
ference had agreed to strike out from the amend- |i 
ment of the House from the word * importance” 
inclusive, and to insert “adoption of all proper 
‘measures for the amicable settlement of all their 
‘differences or disputes in respect to said terri- 
‘tory.”? If in order, he asked the yeas and nays | 
on the question. 

Mr. CAMERON said he should vote for the re- | 
port of the committee, and before he did so, he | 
wished to say a word or two in exphmation of his | 
vote, 

Mr. C. said he was in favor of a plain notice, 
and on every vote pending the termination of the 
question he had been with the friends of it. Next, | 
he was willing to take the notiee which came from | 
the House of Representatives, and had voted for | 
it, Failing to get cither of them, he had voted for 
the resolution which had passed the Senate, LHe | 
did so becuuse he considered it more important to j| 
the interests of the country that the action of Con- | 
gress on this important question should be indi- |) 
cated by unanimity than if was to have that action |! 
expressed in any particular form; and, above all, |; 
he believed that a speedy settlement of the impend- |; 
ing difficulties between the two countries could | 
only be had by terminating the joint occupancy of |! 


i 
t 
| 


} 


the territory in dispute. Until a point was fixed | 
at which this state of uncertainty must cease, he 
did not believe the question of peace or war would | 
be determined, || 

The President, in bis annual message, had asked if 
for authority to give the notice to terminate the 
joint occupancy under the treaty, and, having full 
confidence in his integrity, capacity, and patriot- 
ism, Mr. C. was willing to trust the whole question 
in his hands. 

Mr. C. suid he believed fully in our right to the 


{ i 


40'; | 
but he did not think this the proper time or place | 
It eould be better done by the 


He had done so in the published cor- 
When a treaty should be agreed on 


our rights. 
respondence. 


evise their acts, This course Mr, C. thought ! 


could re 


our just rights in Oregon. 5 
On the question of concurring in the report, the 
yeas and mys were ordered, and, being taken, re- 


i 
ti 
| 

YEBAS—-Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Bar- i! 

i 
id 


Evans, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnsonu of Louisiana, Lewis, Meu- 


i backer, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Srumons, Speight, Turacy, i 
L Upham, Webster, Woodbridge. Yulee—{f3 H 


t 
AY S-—Mersrs. Alen, Atebison, Breese, Bright, Cass, i 
{i 
‘ 
H 


Dickinson, Fairtield, Jenness, Semple, Westeott—10. 
Mr. DIX moved that the report submitted yes- 
terday in the case of Charles W. Bingly be print- 


f 
| 


Ped for the use of the Senate; which motion was |) 
| agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. ARCHER moved to postpone prior orders, 
and that the Senate resume the consideration of the 


unfinished business of yesterday, to wit: the bill |; 


i 
i 
i 
i 


| 
in relation to French spoliation claims. l 
The bill is as follows: i 


| the s 


| thousand seven hundred and eighty-vight. 


: said departinent, may be used 


i 


; 


A BILL to provide for the ascertainment of claims of Amer- 
ican citizens for spoliations prior to the thirty-first day of- 
July, one thousand eight hundred and one. ó 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of- 

the United States of America in. Congress assembled, That 

satisfaction shall be made, to an amount not exceeding five 
millions of dollars, to such citizens of the United States, or 
to their legal representatives, as had valid claims to indem- 
nity upon the French Government, arising out of illegal cap- 
tures, detentions, forcible seizures, iHegal condemnations 
and confiscations, committed prior to the ratification of the 
convention between the United States and the French Re- 
public, concluded on the thirtieth day of September, one 
thousand eight hundred, the ratifications of which were ex- 
changed on the thirty-first day of July folowing: Provided, 
That the provisions of this act shall not extend to such è 
claims as are stipulated for and embraced in the convention 
between the United States and the French Republic, con- 
cluded on the thirtieth day of April, one thousand eight 
hundred and three, and for the liquidation and payment 
whereof provision is made in the said convention; nor to 


; such claims as were allowed and paid, in whole or in part, 


under the provisionsof the treaty between the United States 
and Spain, concluded on the twenty-second day of Febru- 
ary, one thousand eight hundred and nineteen; nor to such 
elaims as were allowed, in whole or in part, under the pro- 
visions of the treaty between the United States and France, 
eonchided on the fourth day of July, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and thirty-one: And provided, also, That in all cases 
of transfer or assignment, no claimant shall be entitled to re- 
ceive an amount beyond the consideration paid, and interest 
thereon, 

See. 2. And be it further enacted, That, for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the provisious of this act, and to ascertain 
the full amount and validity of said claims, three commis- 
sioners shall be appointed by the President, by.and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, who shall meet at the city 
of Washington, on or before the first Monday in October 
next, and within the space of two years from the time of 
their first meeting, shall receive, examine, and decide upon 
the mount and validity of all the claims included within 
the description above-mentioned; and the Secretary of State 
is required forthwith, ater the passage of this act, to give 
notice or the said meeting, to be published in three news- 
papers in Washington, and in such other papers as he may 
think proper, ‘The said commissioners shalt take an oath or 
Affinnation, to be enteredon the record of their proceedings, 
for the fhithtal and diligent performance of their duties; and, 
in case of the death or resignation of any such commissioner, 
bis place may be supplied by appointinent as aforesaid, or 
by the President, during the recess of the Senate, of another 
commissioner in his stead. ‘The said commissioner shall be 
authorized to hear and examine all questions relative to the 
said claints, and to receive al suitable testimony, on oath or 
affirmation, and all other proper evidence or documents con- 
cerning the rame; and the rules for the decision of said com- 
missioners shall be the principles of justice, the law of na- 
tions, and the former treaties between the United States 
and Franee, to wit: the treaty of amity and commerce of 
tof Kebrusvy, ose thousand seven hundred and 
seventy-eight; We treaty of alliance of the same date; and 
the consular convention of the fourteenth of November, one 
2 Their decisions 
shall be in writing, and filed with their secretary, and the 
individuals interested therein shall, on demand, have a copy 
thereof; and the promulgation of the decisions ofsaid com- 
missioners shall be in public. The said ‘commissioners. 
shall not, at any one time after the first day of January next, 
adjourn tor a longer period than ten days, without the cor- 
sent of the President of the United States, in writing, first 
had and obtained, ` 

Sue. 3. And be it further: enuete?d, That the said commis- 
sioners shall be, aud they are horeby, authorized to make all 
necdtl rules and regulations, not contravening the laws of 
the land or the provisions of this act, for carrying their snid 
commission into full and complete effect, 

Sgod., And be it further enacted, Thatit shall he the duty 
of the Becretary of” State to procure, within the shortest 
time after the passage of this act, through the American 
Minister at Paris, or otherwise, all such evidence and docu- 
menta relating to said chains as can be obtained trom abroad ; 
which, together with the like evidence and documents on 
file in the Department of State, or which may be filed in the 

hefore said commissioners hy 
the claimants interested; but the samo shail not be removed 
from the files of said commissioners, 

See, 5. And be it further enacted, That the awards of all 
such claims as may be admitted and adjusted by the said 
commissioners, to an amount not exceeding five millions of 
dollars, shall be paid pro rata; and that the said commis- 
sloners, acting upon that principle, shail ascertain and fix the 
amountto be paid upon each award. 

Sre.G, And he it further enacted, That the records of the 
proceedings of said commissioners, and the documents pro- 


| duced before them, shall, after the commission is closed, be 


deposited in the Department of State. 
Acc, T. nd be it further enacted, That the President of 


| the United Statesis herehy authorized to wake any mneasure 
: which he may deem expedient for organizing the said 
i board of comuissioners, and for this purpose appoint, with 


the advice and consentof the Senate, a secretary well versed 
nthe French and Spanish Innguages ; and ‘the said com- 
missioners shall have power to appointa clerk, and also a 
messenger, 

Sc. &. .2nd be it further enacted, That the compensation 
of the respective officers, for whose appointment provision 
s made by this act, shall not exceed the following sume 

hich shail be paid out of the appropriation hereby directed 
n behalf of the said claimants: 

To each commissioner, at the rate, by the year, of three 
thousand dollars, for two years only, No compensation 
shall be allowed them for a longer period; 

To the secretary of the board, at the rate, 
two honarind dolars ; 

o the clerk, at the rate, by the year, of one t 
dollars; and to. the messenger, at the tate; by irae 
three hundred dollars: Provided, That the whole expenses 
of he commission shal not exceed thirty thousand dollars, 

Bre. 9. And be it further enacted, That, during the contin 


by the year, of 
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vance of said commission, all documents and communica- 
tions having relation to said claims, which shall be ad- 
dressed to or from the said secretary, shall be free from 
postage. y A 
SEC. 10. And be it further enucted, That, for carrying this 
act into execution, the sum of fitty thousand doljars be, and 
hereby is, appropriated to be taken from any money in the 


treasury not otherwise appropriated. , 
Sre il. And be it further enucted, That the sum herein 


appropriated shali be in full discharge of ali claims for com- , 
pensation for the class of eases provided for in this act; and 

that no claim or memorial shall bê received by the commis- 

sioners, unless accompanied by a release and discharge of 
the United States from all other and further compensation 

than he, she, or they may be entitled to receive under the 

provisions of this act. 

Mr. CLAYTON resumed his remarks on ‘the 
pill. He commenced with a reference to the fact 
that our Ministers, sent to France in’ 1799, were 
not accredited, because they were not authorized 
to pay the bribe demanded. Subsequently, when 
France notified us that she would receive any 
Ministers we might send, the President of the 
United States commissioned Chief Justice Ells- 
worth, Mr. Davie, and Mr. Murray, to repair to 
France, and enter into negotiations, which led to 
the treaty of 1800. Our Ministers were specially 
instructed to make the indemnity to our citizens 
for spoliations a sine qua non. Failing to effect 
this, they offered to buy out, for a consideration 
of eight millions of francs, the two articles (the 
llth and i7th) of the treaty of amity and com- 
merce; which was refused. France offered the 
17th (the article of guaranty) for ten millions. In 
no instance did our Ministers yield, or France 
deny, that she was responsible for the indemnity. 
Talleyrand, in a letter to Gerry, disavows the acts 
of spoliation, and asserts that a remedy was pre- 
paring. The convention of 1800 was at length 
concluded. 
commissioners for the payment of these indemni- 
ties to no purpose; and the true reason, as proved 
by the minutes. of our commissioners, was, that 
the Frénch coffers were exhausted, and that France 
was then making her strongest. efforts to obtain 
the peace of Amiens, which was soon afterwards 
concluded, 

The last article of the convention 


ment and individuals, or between the individuals of 


either Government, with a special exclusion of the | 


indemnities for spoliations, When the convention 
came to the United States for ratification, objec- 
tions were made to the second article, on party 
grounds. The Federalists had a majority in the 


Senate, and voted to expunge the second article; | 


and, as a vote of two-thirds could not be obtained 
for that article, it was expunged. From an ex- 


amination of the politics of those who voted to ex- | 


punge, he concluded that they were actuated by a 
desire to get rid of the French treaties; but they 
had no intention to expunge the indemnities. He 
could find no authorities to prove that the release 
from the treaties would have been a release from 
the indemnities; and there was no ground to deny 
the hability of the United States Government for 
them. ~ > 

Mr. Murray, (our Minister at the Hague,) 
who was entrusted with the exchange of ratifi- 


cations, evaded saying anything about the indem- ; 
nities, and wrote home to the State Department | 
But Talleyrand pressed : 


that he should evade it. 
him to assign the motive of the United States Gov- 
ernment for the expunging of the second article; 
and he was compelled to reply. Fic replied by an 
ingenious evasion, Stating that in the absence of all 
instructions, he could only conjecture that it was 
intended to remove all ulterior causes of difference 
between the two nations. The French diploma- 
tists took him at his word, and required him to 
add an article carrying out this idea, by which 
both countries were released from any mutual lia- 
bilities on the score of indemnity for spoliations. 

Having thus disposed of the history of the case, 
he entered into the argument upon the bill. He 
laid down two propositions, and stated that if he 
sustained both, or either, he should have made out 
an irresistible case. 

His first proposition was: That the claims pro- 
vided for in this bill were admitted by France, 
and renounced, or sacrificed by us, in the conven- 
tion of 1806, for the purpose of procuring an ex- 
emption from the obligations of the treaty of 1788, 
and the consular convention of 1780. 

His second proposition was, that, suppose the 


treaties to have been made invalid, whether in con- | 
sequence. of war, or by the act of L798, which de-!! 


Our Ministers pressed the French | 


„provides for | 
the payment of all debts between either Govern- | 


clared them void, in that case these claims were 
renounced or sacrificed by the convention of 1800, 
for the purpose of avoiding a war ‘with. France, 
preventing future spoliations, and securing the 
other advantages contemplated by the convention 
of 1800. = i - ; 

In sustaining his. proposition, he proceeded to 


war, between the dates of their conclusion ‘and the 
convention of 1800; defining what was,according to 
the law of nations, .a ‘state of war; and showing. 
that none of our acts of Congress, in that:interval, 
could properly bear the: construction that “they 
were of a belligerent character. ` In doing this, he 
referred to all the acts of Congress, which had. re- 
ference to our relations with France, commenting 
upon them as he proceeded, for the purpose ‘of 
showing that they. sustained his position, that 
there had been no state of war existing between 
the two countries. He also produced an original 
letter from John Adams, in which he congratu- 
lates himself on his success in preventing War, and 
securing the continuance of peace. 

But supposing that there had been war, he de- 
nied that war extinguished debts; ane if war did 
not extinguish debts, it did not destroy the indem- 
nities; nor was he disposed to admit that it always 
abrogated treaties, co 

Did the act of 1798 annul these treaties? The 
question was, whether Congress: could annul a 
treaty. This, he insisted, could only be done by 
the treaty-making power. -He referred to the 
Federalist, where the assertion is to be found, that 
the legislative authority could not annul a treaty. 
To the same conclusion the decision of Mr. Jef- 
ferson and Mr. Marshall came. But if the act of 


spection or retroactive operation; ‘and therefore 
only affected subsequent operations, while all the 
important acts, which could have been construed 
into a violation of treaties, took. place before that 

eriod, ws 

Whether the treaties were extinguished or not, 
he contended that, under the law of nations, France 
was still responsible for these claims up to the timé 
when our Government surrendered them. He 
then referred to a list of authorities—Livingston, 
Monroe, Marshall, (clarum et venerabile nomen;,) 
Napoleon Bonaparte, (who forced us to-sign an- 
article renouncing the indemnities,) Madison, and 
Pickering; and with these, anda brief argument in 
support of his second proposition, in which: he 
i| pointed out the facts which sustained him in his 
‘| view that the United States Government had- as- 
|| sumed these indemnities, for the purposes he had 
specified in his proposition. Mr. C. concluded his 
remarks. 

Mr. DIX then obtained the floor for the purpose 
of replying to Mr. Crayton. ~ 

On motion, 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns it ad 
journ to meet on Monday. ; 

On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of Executive 
business; and, after some time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, and 

“The Senate adjourned. 


| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tnurspay, April 23, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. BOYD offered a resolution providing that 
all debate on this bill should cease in one hour and 
a half after it should again be taken up in commit- 
tee, unless sooner disposed of, and that the com- 
mittee should then proceed to vote on amend- 


ments pending, or to be offered. 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to’amend the 


after it shall have been taken up in committee,” 
and inserting ‘‘ two o’clock.” 

Mr. GRAHAM moved that the resolution and 
amendment be laid on the table. 


in the affirmative, the resolution and amendment 
| were laid on the table. A 
The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the special order of yesterday, the bill 
to establish the Smithsonian institution for the in- 
crease and diffusion of knowledge among men. 
On motion of Mr. OWEN, the House resolved 


show that those treaties had ‘not been annulled by | 


Congress did repeal the treaties, it had no retro- |} 


| learning, he yet condescended ‘ 


resolution by striking out “one hour and a half! 
y, Ə T 1 


And the question having been taken, and decided | 


itself into Committee ofthe W Ý eof 
the Union, (Mr. Bort, of South Carolina, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration öf the’ said 

Mr. Mars w 


as entitled.to the floo 
THE NOTICE. | .: 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, one 6f the: 
of the joint committee. of conferengé on the part of 
this House on the. disagreeing’ votes of the two 
Houses in relation to the joint resolution of notice, 
had entered the Hall ad interim, and a motion was 
made b : f : tess 
Mr. PRICE, that the committee: r 
the report of the committee. $ E 
After a brief conversation on a point of fact= ^ 
Mr MARSH yielded the floor to 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, who was. understood 
by the reporter to- say: I do not wish, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the committeé should rise; bat twil, if 
the committee please, make a brief explanation 
here. ee ; 
The joint committee of conference have unani- 
mously agreed upon a report. It seems to -be-a 
matter at least questionable, if. not certain, inas- 
much: as the papers are with the Senate, that-it' is 
not in order to report here until a report shall have 
been made in that. body, and sent tous. ` There- 
fore, at the last meeting of the committee, a few 
minutes ago, it was understood between us, and 1 
consider myself bound by that indeérstanding, that 
our réport should not be made until-we shall “have 
heard from the Senate. Ido not, therefore, seé any 
necessity forthe committee to rise until afew mo- 
ments after we shall have received a message:from 
that body. met Bete 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. .._ 


The committée resumed the consideration of the 
bill to establish the Smithsonian institution, forthe 
increase and diffusion of knowledge ‘among men. 

- Mr. MARSH addressed the committée in favor 
of action on the subject, urging the necessity of 
delivering the nation from the reproach of unfaith- 


tmatagers 


ise to “teceive 


He. was’ iinderstood. to: say t 
‘ever plan Was adopted, must; of 3 
of compromise; and. ‘tha y 
preferred ‘the plan as: orig 
should cheerfully accede: to 
modified. -And he’ woul 


the donor... : E 
Mr. MORSE said he desired to submit a few 

observations in relation to the disposition of this 

fund. ‘ mie NN 
Expressing the pleasuré which he had derived 


mont, [Mr.Mars;] or by ; 
bill before the House. mithson was a pri 
tical man; and although endowed With the hich 
‘devote ‘his t 
a subject of the most domestic and homely charac- 
ter. If his intention had been to establish-a úni- 
versity, or a magnificent library, and thus to have 
his name transmitted to posterity, it would have 
been easy for him to have said so, and nothing 
would have been left to this country but to carry 
out his enlightened and liberal intentions. . But he 
had no doubt studied the peculiar character of the 
American people, and discovered, that whilst they 
entertained a proper respect for the learning and 
| genius of the German universities, of the scievices 
taught in the universities of Europe, still ‘there 
was something in the common sense and practical 
knowledge of that people which comported with 
his notions; and he desired that this money should 
be devoted to some plan of diffusing practical and 
useful knowledge amongst them. : : 

Mr. M., referring to some portions of the argu- 
ment of Mr. Marsu, inquired what there was in 
the learning and science of Europe comparable. to 
the discovery of the steam engine by an American, 
or of the cotton-gin, or of the magnetic telegtaph ? 
All our inventions had a tendency to improve the 
condition of the human race, and articularly of the 
common people; and it was no doubt ‘under a just 


i 


ij 
i 
i 


1846. _ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


719 


and proper appreciation of that character, that the 
testator left his money to be applied to such objects. 
Did he intend to establish a university? No.” Did 
he intend to establish a magnificent library? No. 
He knew that the world was full of. musty compi- 
lations, of the productions of learned authors, ie 
wondered at more for. their extent than for their 
usefulness. . He (Mr. M.) was not among the num- 
ber.of those who. wished to. depreciate the learning 
treasured up.for ages past by the book-makers and 
book-collectors of all nations; but he proposed to 
offer to the consideration of the committee a sub- 
stitute, which, he thought, would remove some of 
the constitutional. objections raised against the bill, 
and which would, in his judgment, meet the inten- 
tion’of the donor. . 
He did not wish, however, to interfere with the 
progress of this bill. Ele concurred in the opinion 
which had been expressed, that it was a crime, a 
burning sin, that this nation showd have held this 
money for ten years, in violation of 2 solemn trust, 
and in violation of the solemn obligations imposed 
upon every man who, at this bar, had taken the 
oath: to support the Constitution and to act for the 
best interests of the people. Tt was in violation of 
that spirit which ever ought to actuate the Ameri 
can nation, to be the recipient of this munificent 
sum, and yet to suffer t 
the oi pollei—to be so long deprived of any ben- 
efit from it. But if there was strength enough in 
the House to pass the bill, he. had no particular 
pride in taking another course. 
fore, submit his proposition at the proper time, 
leaving the committee to act upon it as it might 
think proper. 
_ The substitute of which Mr. M, gave notice is 
in the following words: 
A BILL to establish the Smithsonian Institution for the & iri- 
crease and diffusion of knowiviige wunong men’? 


Whereas James Smithson, Esquire, of London, in the 
Kingdom of Great Britain, by luis last wil} and testament did 
give the whole of his property to the United States of Aner- 
ica, to found, at Washingtou, under the name of the Suiith. 
soutan. Institution, an establisiment for the increase and 
diffusion of knowledge amoug mens ond whereas theere- 
ation of a university, acadenty, or college, ig Hable to consti- 
tutional difficulties, sectional jealousios, and would absorb 
u kirge Proportion of the finds in the erection of buifdings, 


and would inore or less interfere with the nunwrous institu. | 


tious throughout our eonatry 5 and with u view of carrying 
out, in the simplest form, Wie benevolent intwitivus of the 
donor: 


Be it enuted by the Senute und House of Representa. | 


tives of the United States of vimeriva in Congress ussembled, 


‘That the management ot bis fand shall be entrusted to a | 


board of managers, to be styled the Trustees of the Sitti 
sonin Legacy, to bo composed of the President and Vice 


President-of the United States, the Chief. Justice, during į 


the time for yhich they shall.hold thoir respoctiva otier, 
the heads of the different departments, the forcign minis 
tera, the Mayor of the city of Washington, members of 
the Benate and. House of Representatives, together with 


seven other persone, two of whow shall he members of 


Uie National. fastitute, and resident in the city of Wash- 
ington, and the otier. five thereof shall be inhabitants 
of States; Aud no two of thun of the same State. 
And the mangers ta be selected as aforesaid Trom Con. 
-gress<shall be uppointed- immediately after the passage ot 
this nct—the members of the Sena by the President there- 


of, uid: the members of the Boose by the Speaker thereots H 


aud thososo appointed shall serve until the fourth Wednes 
day of December the getoond next ufter the passage of tiis 


aetz nnt then, and bienuiaily thercatter, on every alternate | 
fourth Wednesday of December, a like number shali be ap. i 
pointed in the same manner, to serve until the fourth Wed- | 


nesday of December the second suceceding their appoint- 
mènt; aud they shail also constitute and be denominated a 
joint standing committoe of Congress on thé Smithsonian in- 
stitution ; and vacancies oceusioned by death, resignation, or 
otherwise, shall be tilled as vacancies in commiltees ure 
filed 5 and the other seven managers afor d shall Nerve 
for the teri of two years from the fourth Wednesday of De- 
cember next alter the passage of this Ret; When, aud on 
every alternate fourth Wednesday ol December therealer,a, 
new election thereof shall be made by joint resolution of 
Congre nd vacancies océasioned by death, resignation, 


or otherwise, may be filed in like manner, by joint resolu- i 
And the said managers shall meet and |) 


ion of Congress. h g : : weet 
GE: by. the choice of a president, in the city of Wash- 
g ? A 


ington, on the first Monday in September next atter the i 
pansage of this act, and they shall then fix on the tinies for | 
regular mectings of the.board; and on_application of any | 
three of. the managers tò the supérintendent of-the said iu- `i 


ituti it shall be his duty to-appoint-a. special meeting of 
re board of Which he shail give notice by letter, to each of 
the members; and atany sineécting of the board of managers, 
five shall constitute à quorum to do business. 5 And each 
member of the board.of managers shall be paid.his necessary 
travelling and other. actual expenses in attending meetings 
of the board, which shall be audited and recorded hy the 
superintendent. of the institution ; but his service as mann 
ger shall be gratuitous: And whenever moncy.is required 
for the payment of the. debts or performance of the contract 
of the institution, incurred or entered into in gonfonnity 
with theprovisions of this act, or for making the pure hases 
and executing the objects authorized by Mis ach the zapet 
intendent or the managers, or any three thereof, muy cer ify 
“to the President of the board that such sum of money is re- 


ne people—the masses, | 


He should, therc- | 


quired; whereupon, he shali submit the same toa commit- 
tee of three of the managers, appointed for that purpose, for 
examination and approval; and upon such examination and 
approval, be shali certify the same to the proper officer of 
the treasury for payment. And the said board shall make 
all needful rules, regulations, and- by-laws, for the govern- 
-ment of the institution and the persons employed therein, 
and shall submit to Congress, at each session thereof, a re- 


port of the operations, expenditures, and condition of the 
institution. 


And be it further enacted, That, so soon as the board of 
managers shall be regularly and legally organized, it shall 
4 be their duty to cause to be published, for the space of one 

year, in such of the most widely circulated newspapers in 
the United States and in Europe, as they may deem best, 
the otfer of« suitable rewards or prizes for the best written 
essay on ten subjects, the most practical and usefal which 
the majority of said board shall determine upon. And 
when, after a decision upon the relative merits of the differ- 
ent essays, they determine to. which the prize shall be 
awarded on the several subjects, it shall be their duty to 
have as many copies of cach of the essays printed as they 
may deem best, to be distributed to the Governors of the 
several States; to the several incorporated literary univer- 
sities; to such European institutions as they may choose; 
and the balance to be distributed throughout the United 
States, by the members of Congress, thus fulfilling, in the 
letter and spirit, the wise aud comprehensive intentions 
of the donor tor the increase and diffusion of knowledge 
among men. 

Mr. OWEN desired to say a few words in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Vermont, (Mr. Marsn,] 
and the gentleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Morse. ] 
The gentleman from Louisiana had already given 
the most important item in reply to the 
from Vermont—namely, that we had ‘no right to 
ran counter to what might clearly seem to be the 
intention of Mr. Smithson. This fund was not 
ours; it was intrusted to us for a special purpose; 
and unless we could believe that he would desire, 
if living, the establishment of a library, the money 
ought not to be so appropriated, 

‘This bill had been framed in a spirit of compro- 
mise. The original Senate bill of the last session 
appropriated $5,000 for this object. The gentle- 
man from Vermont, Mr. O, believed, proposed 
| twenty thousand. The bill proposed a medium— 
asum not exceeding ten thousand dollars. He 
hoped the House would not go farther, A. ven- 
tileman who had formerly been librarian of Con- 
gress, in conversation with him, had said that he 
thought it was impracticable to 
vantage, more than ten thotisan 
books, The duty must be intrusted to one agent, 
| to prevent the purchase of duplicates; and no one 
;agent could purchase advantageously more than 
i this amount; so that there was a practical difliculty 
in the way. 

In relation to the course suggested by the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, [Mr, Monss,] the same plan 
had occurred to Doctor Cooper, of South Caro ina, 
but had been rejected by him, {Mr. O. here read 
an extract in support of this assertion.) < 

As to wcheap publication branch, he would res 
mind the committee that we already had one. In 
| looking over the periodicals of the day, it did not 
; appear that the prize exsays were the best; the vol- 
untary CHRAYS seemed to be 50. 
| plenty of treatises of a most useful character, with- 
vut paying a dollar for them. ‘The mere gratifica- 
; Gon of having them published would be inducement 
suilicient to enable us to obtain them, 

‘The gentleman said that there should be no lab- 
oratory; that it was not the design of Mr. Smith- 
son. “Lhe thet that Mr, Smithson spent half of 
his life in a laboratory seemed to refute this objec- 
tion, ; 

There was little in the bill of an imperative char- 
acter in relation to all these various branches. 
phrasealogy was “may.” If, therefore, it was 
discovered that one branch would be more bene- 
ficial than another, there was the power to adopt 
it. There was nothing at all binding about it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN spoke urgently in opposition 
1 tothe bill, His first reason for voting (as he said 
he mtended to do) against it was based on a fact 
that was irrevocable—namely, that this Govern- 
ment, great and powerful as it was—prospering 
| and progressing as it was in original native intel- 
lect, fostered by institutions known to no other 

Suntry, and no other people—should have con- 
sented to be the recipient of what was. called here 
| a munificent donation of half a million ‘from’ an 
; Englishman to enlightened American republicans 
| in this country. Fow didit happen that this Gov- 
T 
{ 
| 


ernment accepted such a boon from a foreigner 
Fan Englishman, too. He looked upon itas a stain 
on the history of the country, as an insult to‘ the 
| American nation. He wished this Government to 


i 


gentleman ; 


oa with ad- : 
dollars? worth of | 


We should find | 


Its | 


wash its hands of all such eleemosynary dealings. | 


| 


| 


i 
i 


i imation to the throne of Heaven ? 


| in yieldin, 


There was a native stock in this country, intellec- 


tual and 
he truste: 
ceive any. 2 

In making these remarks, he would probably be 
charged with being opposed to education. “He 
was opposed to it in the light-in which, in modèrn 
times, it was sought tọ be inculcated iri this coun- 
try—an education whieh ‘passed over-all ‘thought, 
all reflection, all originality, and. was based -upon 
an intellectual lumber-house of undigested and in- 
digestible matter; thrown together in the head of 
some aspirant after immortal intellectual fame, 


hysical, that needed no foreign aid, and 
H in Godit would not condescend to re- 


| without originality enough to give character, he 


would not say to what—he had a term, but proba- 
bly it might be inappropriate for him to: utter it 
here. How the donor of this money, being an 
Englishman, came to love this country so well, 
God only knew; but he (Mr. C.) would say that 
g to his suggestion, the country had hum- 
bled and degraded itself. 

He objected to”the bill, because, clearly and in 
terms, it established a corporation. He appealed 
to his political friends, after all their opposition, 
after all their arguments, after all their efforts to 
put down a United States bank on ie grontid ofits 
unconstitutionality, whether—tickled, amused, 
their pride touched by the great advantages of dis- 
pelling the cloud of ignorance which overshadowed 
the American Republic—they would now belie all 
their principles and all their professions? What 
distinction was there between a corporation in the 
form of a United States bank and a corporation 
intended to elevate. humanity in close approx- 
Fe appealed to 
his friends here—to those who held their seats by 
virtue of the very opposition they had made to the 
Bank of the United intpa wherher this Govern- 
ment had the power tocrente a corporation? The 
rose by any other name, &e., and a corporation by 
any other name, should be as offensive to the De- 
mocracy. Was it necessary to label the animal, 
that we might know to what species it belonged, 
as was done in the case of the Dutehman’s picture 
of a man with the horse, where the name was put 
upon it, that the beholder might know what it 
was? He declared that the bill proposed the es- 
tablishment of one of the most withering and dead- 
ly corporations, carrying with it all the features of 
an aristocracy the most offensive that could be es- 
tablished in any country under heaven. He. was 
opposed to an aristocracy of wealth; but he was 
in favor ofan aristocracy of intellect—n false 
education~-not. of knowledge that consisted” in 
bringing’ together exploded ideas—but of that 
knowledge which was the offspring of an intellect 
patented ditectly by the Almighty. 

Mr. C. then proceeded to state some 
jections to the bill, diverging considera 
field of party politics. 

In conclusion, he declared himself in favor of 
some such plan as had been proposed by the gen- 
teman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones. 

On motion of Mr. BAYLY, the committee rose, 


` 


general ob- 
biy into the 


j and reported. 


Mr. OWEN offered a resolution to close the de- 
bate in an hour and a half. i . 

The resolution, by ayes 92 noes 44, was laid on 
the table. . b 

After some conversation— 

On motion of Mr, ADAMS, the rules were sus- 
pended, to enable him to offer the following sub- 
stitute amendment to the bill; which amendment 
having been read’ by itself, was” referred t6 the 
Committee of the Whole on the state'of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed: - 

Strike out the preamble, and all except the enact- 


| ing clause, and insert: 


That the President of the United States be requested, by 


; the use of suitable means of moral suasion, and yo others;to 


obtain froin the Governments of the States of Arkansas, Ili- 
nois, and Michigan, payment of the arrears of interést due 
from the said States to the United States, and the interest 
thereafter, and the principal as it shall become dud, accord- 


| ing to the promises on the face of the bonds given by the said 


States for moneys bequeathed by James Smithson, a benev- 
olent Englishman, to the United. States of Ameviga, for the 
special purpoxe of founding at the pity of Washington an in- 
stitution for the increase and diffusion of knowledge among 
men, which bequest. was, by act of Congress, approved on 
the first of July, 1895, accepted, with a pledge of the faith of 
the United “States that it'should be applied to the purposes 
prescribed by the testator. 
Shall have been obtained from the said States of. Arkansas, 
Ulinois, and Michigan, of the arrears ofinterest due on their 
said bonds, Congress shall forthwith proceed to appropriate 
said sums of interest so recovered, together with the interest 


SEC. 2. vind be it further enacted, That when payment 
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hitherto received, or hereafter to be received, until the time 
of making such appropriations, in such manner as they 
shall deem suited, to redeem the pledge of the faith of the |i 
United States, to the application of the funds of the bequest 
ofthe said James Smithson, to the specific purpose pre- 
scribed by the testator. 4 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That until the arrears 
of interest due by the said States of Arkansas, Ilinois, and 
Michigan, to the United States, upon their said respective 
bonds, shall have been received at the treasury of the United 
States, no appropriation shall be made by Congress charge- 
able upon the people of the United States, f 
of the purposes prescribed by the testator, James Smithson, 
for the disposal of his bequest. oe 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That within the first 
thirty days of each and every successive session of Con- 
gress, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of. the Treasury 
to report to Congress the then actual state of the Smithso- 
nian fund, and particularly the amount of arrears of interest 
due upon the said bonds of the States of Arkansas, Illinois, 
and Michigan; together with copies of all correspondence, 
showing the result of the means of moral suasion used during 
the preceding year, to obtain payment of the said arrears of 
interest; and the said annual reports shall be printed for the 
information of the people. 

And then, on motion of Mr. J. R. INGER- 
SOLL, the further consideration of the subject was | 


postponed until Monday next. 


CANAL BOATS. 

The House took up the unfinished business on | 
the Speaker’s table, being the bill in relation to the 
licensing of canal boats. 

Mr. P. KING said, the bill was an important 
one; it was easily understood, and could be amend- 
ed in the House, if further amendments were ne- 
cessary; he therefore begged his colleague [Mr. |] 
Gorpon] to withdraw his motion to recommit. 

Mr. GORDON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. GRINNELL said, the object of the ‘bill is 
to exempt vessels or canal-boats from the requisi- 
tions of the act of 1793, regulating the coasting 
trade. By that act all vessels over twenty tons are 
required to be enrolled and licensed. The owner, 
before receiving the enrolment and license, is re- 
quired to give bond ina penalty of $200 to $1,000, 
according to the size of the vessel, that the vessel 
shall not be employed in any illicit trade; in other 
words, that she shall not be employed in defraud- 
ing the revenue, This regulation (Mr. G. said) 
has been found very important in guarding the rev- 
enue, and has operated to prevent smuggling. The 
bill now before the House would allow vessels of 
a certain class, called canal-boats, to carry on the 
coasting trade free of these restrictions; for in- 
stance, the trade between New York and Philadel- 
phia, through the Raritan and Delaware canal, 
could be carried on by these canal-boats free from 
all the restrictions and guards imposed by the act 
of 1793. If one of them were detected in defraud- 
ing the revenue, the only forfeiture would be, that 
of the vessel; whereas, if she were enrolled and 
licensed, the owner would be subjected to the pén- 
alty provided by law, and the bond given on taking 
out the enrolment and license. would be forfeit- 
ed, and the captain would also be subjected to 
penalty. Mr. G. inquired, would it be right to || 
“compel vessels employed in the same trade between 
New York and Philadelphia, by the way of Sandy 
Hook and the Delaware bay, to take out enrol- 
ment and license, and subject the persons employ- į 
ed on board of them to the payment of hospital | 
moncy, when those passing via the canal would 
be frec? 

Mr. G. was here interrupted by a message from 
the Senate. 


3 THE NOTICE. 


A message was received from. the Senate, by the | 
hands of A. Dickens, Esq., forming the House | 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- | 


mittee of conference (made to the Senate by the | 
said committee on their part) upon the joint res- | 
olution of the House of notice to Great Britain to | 
annul and abrogate the convention of the Gth of | 
August, 1827, relative to the country on the north- 
west coast of America, westward of the Stony 
Mountains, commonly called Oregon. 

By general consent, f 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the committee 
on the part of this House, made the following re- 
port, which he read himself at the Clerk’s table: 

The committee of conference on the part of the 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes 
of the two. Houses on the joint resolution of the 
House of Representatives, entitled ‘Joint resolu- | 
tion of notice to Great Britain to annul and abrogate || 
the convention between’ Great Britain and the Uni- į 
‘ted States of the 6th of August, 1827, relative to 
the country: om the: northwest coast of America, 


for tue fuifiiment jj | 


| “di 
amended accordingly. 


westward of the Stony Mountains, commonly 


| called Oregon,” respectfully report: 


That they have met the conferees on the part of 


ji the Senate, and, after free and full conference upon | 


the subject of said disagreeing votes, the joint con- 


iferees have unanimously agreed to recommend, 
and-do recommend, to the respective Houses, as | 


follows: 7 
That the first section of the amendment of the 
Senate to the original resolution of the House be 
so amended as to be, in form, a preamble to the 
second section of the said amendment. > > 
And that the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives respectively recede from their disagreements 
to the amendment and amendment to the amend- 
ment of the original resolution of the House, and 
mutually agree to substitute therefor the following 
joint resolution: 
JOINT RESOLUTION concerning the Oregon’ Territory. 
Whereas, by the convention concluded the 20th day of 
October, 1818, between the United States of America and the 
King of the United Kingdoms of. Great Britain and Ireland, 
for the period of ten years, and afterwards indefinitely 
extended and continued in force by another convention of 
the same parties concluded the 6th day of August in the year 
of our Lord, 1827, it was agreed that any country that may 
be claimed by either party on the northwest coast of Ameri- 
ca, westward of the Stony or Rocky Mountains, now com- 
monly called the Oregon territory, should, together with its 
harbors, bays, and creeks, and the navigation of all rivers 
within the same, be free and open to the vessels, citizens, 
and subjects of the two powers; but without prejudice to 
any claim which either of the parties might have to any part 


| of said country; and with this further provision in the 2d 


article of the said convention of the 6th of August, 1827, that 
either party might. abrogate and annul said convention on 
giving the notice of twelve months to the other contracting 
party: 

And whereas it has now become desirable that the respec- 
tive claims of the United States and Great Britain should be 
definitely settled,-and that said territory may no longer than 
need be remain subject,to the evil consequences of the di- 
vided allegiance of its American and British population, and 
of the confusion and conflict of national jurisdictions, dan- 
gerous to the cherished peace and good understanding of the 
two countries: 

With a view, therefore, that steps be taken for the abroga- 
tion of the said convention of the 6th of August, 1827, in the 
mode prescribed in its 2d article, and that the attention of 
the Governments of hoth countries may be the more earnest- 
ly directed to the adoption of all proper measures for a speedy 
and amicable adjustment of the differences and disputes: in 
regard to the said territory: . 

‘Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
President of the United States he, and he is hereby, autho- 
rized, at his discretion, to give to the Government of Great 
Britain the notice required by the second article of the said 
convention of the sixth of August, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-seven, for the abrogation of the same. 

C. J. INGERSOLL, 
ROBERT DALE OWEN, 
HENRY W. HILLIARD, 

Committee on the part of the House. 
JN. MACPHERSON BERRIEN, 
THOMAS CORWIN, 

WILLIAM H. HAYWOOD, Jr., 
Committee on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. I. concluded by offering the following reso- | 
| lution: 


Resolved, That the House agree to the report of 
the Committee of Conference, and that the: joint 
resolution of the House of Representatives be 


Mr. BAYLY and Mr. BRODHEAD demanded 
the previous question; which was seconded. 

Mr. GENTRY, in order that he might vote un- 
derstandingly, wished to ask a question of the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
(Mr. C. J. Incrrsous.,| which he (Mr. G.) would 
be glad to have answered. He had heard of the 


| difference between tweedle-dum and tweedle-dee; | 


he had heard of a man 
« Who could distinguish and divide 
A hair *twixt southand southwest side.” 

The SPEAKER interposed to order, which was 
demanded in many parts of the House. 

Mr. GENTRY, continuing. J desire the chair- 
man of the Committee of Conference to perform a 
task equally difficult, by explaining the difference 
in substance and meaning between the resolution 
of notice now reported by the House, and the re- 
solution as first amended by the Senate, in which 


_the House refused to concur. 


Renewed cries to order. 


Mr. C. F. INGERSOLL (to the Chair.) Am I | 


at liberty to answer? 


versation followed on a point of order, in which” ” 
Messrs. HAMLIN, G. S. HOUSTON, and: the’: 
i| SPEAKER, participated. ` ane 

The yeas and nays were asked and orderéd on 
the main question. . a f f 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked to be excised from 
voting; and leave being given, he said: => 

Mr. Speaxer: I find myself in some diffeulty. 
If I-vote to concur, it will be contrary to my ide: 
l nation and judgment—if I vote:to non-coneur, E 
may be supposed to be opposed to “* notice” in any 
form, which is not-the fact. This is the situation 
in which I'am placed by the report of the teom- 
mittee of conference.” I wish. it was otherwise. 
The report presents several difficulties. {ti con- 
flicts with propriety and sound policy. ..' The Prés- 
ident, at the- commencement of the present Con- 
; gress, informed us, in his Annual Message, thathe 
offered to compromise the Oregon controversy upon 
the 49th parallel of latitude, as the dividing -lije 
between the American and. British possessions 
upon the northwest coast. This offer, he said was 
made under the moral constraint of the acts of- his 
predecessors. It was rejected; and he then,in ac- 
cordance with his own inclination and judgment, 
affirmed our title to the whole territory in dispute 
by irrefragable facts and arguments. This was the 
final and voluntary position assumed, by the Presi- 
dent in view of all the cireumstances of the case. 
‘In support of this position, a resolution of. notice 

was introduced into this body, and after full de- 
bate, was triumphantly passed by it. The resoly- 
tion contained an affirmative and a negative clause. 
It operated: per se to abrogate the convention, and 
it disclaimed the intention and the propriety of legis~ 
lative interference with the treaty-making power. 
It went to the Senate, and there it was amended— 
and how? By the substitution of another for it. 
By substituting a virtual instruction upon the Preg- 
ident to re- offer the 49th parallel; and, if necessary 
to prevent war, the navigation of the Columbia 
river; and a discretionary power to give or with- 
‘hold the notice. Thus amended, it came to the 
House, and the House, no doubt upon the ground 
l| stated, rejected it. The exceptionable words were 
these—that it directed ‘* renewed efforts” of compro- 
mise.to be made, and. authorized the President, 
at his discretion; to give the notice. ~ 

A committee of conference was appointed, and 
this committee has.teported—what? The. restora— 
tion of the Frouse resolution?.No.:.. The Senate 
| amendment? Yes ;, in substance and ‘almost in 
identical words. “ Méasures’’ of compromise. are 
substituted for “ efforts’’ of compromisé, and the 
i notice is left, as: before, at:the’“ discretion’? of. the 
i President. How then, sir, can T,'who-ai unwil- 
| ling to yield- an inch of the Oregon térritory—who 
voted to reject the Senate amendment—who voted 
against this “ committee of conference’’—anxious 
as I am for notice—how, I say, can I consistently 
vote for concurring in the report? _ 

The report is more objectionable than the Senate 
amendment. » The latter only instructed the Presi- 
dent to renew éfforts left off-—efforts to compromise 
upon the 49th parallel. T'he former instructs him 
to. ‘adopt? measures? —any: measures: of amicable 
compromise, whether upon ‘the 49th ‘parallel; or 
south of that line.: Hf the Senate were willing to 
concede substance, why did the 7 
than a mere word? Ww 
equivalent termis? A 
i Sir, I am opposed to the report, because it is 
deceptive ; because it, in effect, instructs the Presi- 
i dent to avert war by any sacrifice of territory or 
: territorial right; because, having made the ‘last 
offer of compromise, we cannot now renew the 
| offer consistently with our own dignity and self- 
i: respect; because it is incumbent on Great Britain 
|| to make the next offer; and because, too, we have 
pno right to direct the President, or the treaty- 
| making power, how they shall compromise.’ We 
may abrogate the treaty, but we cannot control the 
} action of the treaty-making power. By the adop- 
ii tion of the report, you place-the President in the 
il dilemma of disregarding: the instructions of Con- 
|: gress to cormpromise by concession, or of violating 
i| his plighted faith to the people to maintain the 
; whole. By seeking to throw upon him the respon~ 


hey not concedesmore 
hy did they insist- upon ` 


i 
i 
H 
i 


| 

, sibility of giving or withholding the notice, you 
| degrade a great national question to a miserable 
| party level. Who is there here who would- shrink 
|, from the responsibility of doing his duty ?. Who 
ii would not covet the glory.of sharing such a respon- 


| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
l 


Mr. Speaker, I will take the hazard of being mis- | 
understood, and ‘will vote my convictions of duty. 
I withdraw my motion. . : 
The main-question was then taken, and resulted | 
as follows: | - H 
YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, | 
Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, Buyly, Bedinger, į 
Beil, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, j 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, W. W. Camp- 
bell, J. H. Campbell, Carrol, J. G. Chapman, A. A. Chap- | 
man, R. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Coilamer, Collin, ; 
Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Gar- | 
ret Davis, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Dillingham, Dixon, Dob- : 
bin; Dockery, Dunlap, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gra- | 
ham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, ; 
Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, B.-B. Holmes, L E. Holmes, Hop- | 
kins, Hongh, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, D. P. King, T. B. King, Lawrence, | 
Leake, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay MeConnett, | 
McCrate, James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Melt- | 
vaine, McKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, | 
Miller, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Payne, Pendleton, Phelps, | 
Pollock, Price, Ritter, Roberta, Julius Rockwell, John A. | 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, Sec 
don, Severance, Simpson, runt. Smith, Albert Smith, 
C. B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Strobm, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, B. ‘Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tilden, | 
‘Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wiliama, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—142, 
NAY8—Messrs, Anderson, William G Brown, Catheart, | 
Chipman, Cobb, Cummins, Cunningham, De Mott, Dong- 
lass, Paran, Ficklin, Fries, Gordon, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hoge, George 8. Houston, James B. Hunt, James H. Jolm- 
son, Andrew Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Leib, Me 
Clelland, MeClernand, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Parrish, 
Perill, Pettit, Rathbun, Reid, Relie, Sawyer, Scammon, | 
Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert’ Smith, Stark- | 
weather, St, John, Thurman, 'Tibbats, Wentworth, Whea- 
ton, and Wick—46, 


So the Flouse agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference, and the joint resolution of the 
FIouse was amended aceordingly. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, and demanded the previous question; | 
which was seconded. : i 

The main question was ordered, and, being taken, | 
the vote was not reconsidered. 

Whereupon the Fouse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- | 
priate committees: 

By Mr, HARMANSON: The petition of W. W. Wall, | 
for the location of a certain tract of land in Louisiana, i 

By Mr. GRINNELGEG: The petition of citizens of Truro, ; 
Massachusetts, asking for a continuance of the allowance to | 
the owners and crews of versels there employed in the ish- 
eries. The memorial of the representatives of the roligious | 
society of Friends for the States of New York, Vermont, | 
Michigan, and some parts adjacent, against war, i 
By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: ‘The memorial ofn large num- | 

| 
| 
| 
' 
' 


i 
i 
} 
j 


ber of citizens of St. Clair county, HHnois, asserting our | 
right and title to the whole of Oregon up to 54° 40° north 
latitude, and praying Congress to extend our laws over the 
territory, und to adopt active and efficent measures to pro- 
tect our settlers in Oregon: referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. - a 

By Me. POLLOCK: ‘The petition of J. MeKinney and 
128 others, citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylvania, ree 
monstrating against any alteration or reduction of the tariif 
act of 1842. 

By Mr. STRONG : The remonstrance of B. B. Phelps and 
others, inhabitants of Tioga county, and iso from Alanson 
Coats and others, citizens of Courtland county, New York, 
against granting a renewal of Wood's patent plow to Benja- 
min H. Wood or to any other person: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. . . 

By Mr. MOSELEY : ‘The memorial of John R. St Jom, 
proposing 10 relinquish for, publie use, for a consideration, 
to be paid by the Government of the United States, his al- 
leged invention of the means of discovering, at all tim ud 
places, the declination or variations of the magnetic needle, 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: ‘The petition of citizens of Rock 
county, Wisconsin, fora mail-route front Jonesville to Chris- | 
tiana, via Catfish and Albion, The petitions of citizens of i 
Dodge county for a mail-route from Watertown to Wam- | 
pum. ‘The memorial of the legislative assembly of Wiseon- | 
sin relative to the claim of Major E. Dickinson. a 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of James Warman, of | 
Indiana, praying compensation for a horse lost in ranging 
service in the year 1632: referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, April 24, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read. i 
A suggestion we made by Mr. RATHBUN, | 


46 


if 
| 


| 
i 
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which was understood to be, that his colleague, 
(Mr. Mactay,] who had voted yesterday in the 
negative on concurring in the report of the Com- 


mittee of Conference, was recorded as voting in the | 


affirmative. 


-° Mr. Mactay not being in his seat, a motion to | 


amend was entered, and laid over for the present. 


Mr. McKAY, on leave given, reported back, 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, the bill 
heretofore referred to it, with sundry amendments 
thereto by the Senate. It was referred to the 


! Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr, McKAY asked leave to submit a motion to 
print 1,000 extra copies of the revenue bill. 
Mr. STEWART suggested a larger number; 


, that designated not being, he thought, sufficient. 


Mr. McKAY said, if there was any objection, 
he would withdraw the motion. 

Mr. STEWART said, no objection; all he de- 
sired was, that a large number should be printed. 

Mr. McKAY withdrew his motion, 

Mr. STEWART renewed it. 


But objections being made, the motion was not 


| entertained. 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correct the joint resolution of 
notice concerning the Oregon territory. 

And the Speaker signed the said resolution. 


LICENSING OF CANAL BOATS. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- | 


ness on the Speaker’s table to be the bill in relation 
to the licensing, &e. of canal boats, the pending 
question being on the motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, 
to add a section repealing all acts and parts of acts 
inconsistent with the bill. 

Mr. GREINNELL, who commenced some re- 


marks on the bill yesterday, but was interrupted | 


by the report of the conferées on the Oregon res- 
olutions, resumed to-day, and said: Tf the present 


bill should become a liw, it would make many | 


innovations upon the system now established for 
the security of the revenue; the law now requires 
all vessels enrolled and licensed having on board a 
certain amount of foreign goods to deliver a mani- 
fest of the cargo to the collector, and obtain a clear- 
ance for the port she is bound to, and on arrival to 
enter and deliver a manifest of the cargo on board, 
and obtain a permit to land; by this the custom- 
house officers have a knowledge of the cargoes of 
these vessels, and can detect any articles that have 
not paid duty. If this bill passes it would repeal 
this provision of the law of 1793, so far aa it is 
applicable to canal boats, Mr. G. said it was dan- 
gerous to attempt in this way to exempt a particu- 
lar class of vessels from a general system, which 
was established with great care, and had succeeded 
so well in guarding the revenue. By this bill canal 
boats may take full cargoes of foreign goods sub- 
ject to duty, without clearing or entering at the 
custom-house, thus opening a door for enormous 
frauds on the revenue. 

He was disposed to relieve the canal boats from 
all restrictions so far as it could be done with safe- 
ty to the revenue, and for this purpose he had pre- 
pared a substitute for the bill under consideration. 
The substitute provides that the enrolment, license, 
or register shall be granted free, and that the men 
employed on board canal boats shall not be sub- 


| jected to the payment of hospital money, nor en- 


titled to the privileges of the marine hospitals; and 
that canal boats shall not be libelled for the wages 
of any person who may be employed on board of 
them. Efe observed, that when canal boats enter 
upon the rivers and bays, in ports of entry or de- 
livery, they ought to be subjected to the same laws 
as other vessels employed in the coasting trade, or 
the revenue would be defrauded. By his substi- 
tute they are relieved from all expense for their 
papers, and the crews from the payment of hospi- 
tal money. Mr. G. said thot, having administered, 
as a custom-house officer, the act of 1793, and com- 
plied with its provisions as a ship-owner, he knew 
its provisions to be salutary: it was drawn with 
great skill, and had stood the test of time; he 
therefore felt the more hesitation in repealing or 
relaxing any part of it. The substitute concedes 
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| all to the owners of canal boats and to their crews 
ii that could Le done with sdfety... Mr. G- concluded 
i by moving the following substitute: 

That the owner or owners, master or captain, or other 
i 


|} person, employed in navigating canal boats, without-magts 
; OF steam power, now by law required to be registered, li- 


i! censed, or enrolied aud licensed, shail not be required to 
i pay any marine hospital tax or money; nor, shall: the per- 
‘| sons employed to navigate such boats receive any benefit 
j or advantage fram the marine hospital fund 5 nor shall such 
j; owner or owners, master or captain, or other persons, be 
Hi required to pay fees, or make any compensation, for such 
Hl register, license, or enrolment and license; nor shall any 
H such boant be subject to be libelled in any of the United 

States courts, for the wages of any person or persons who 
; may be employed on board thereof, or in navigating the 
ame 


“Sec. Q. Ant be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
Cacts repugnant to the provisions of this act be, and the 


H 
it 


same are hereby, repeated.” 
il 


| Mr. J. R, INGERSOLL did not think the sub- 
ji stitute would meet the objects intended to be ac- 
ii complished. Fie had seen a correspondence be- 
i! tween oflicers of the Government and persons in- 
|| terested. in these boats, which did not contemplate 

he licensing of canal boats at all.. ‘The act from 
i the operation of which it was desired to exempt 
ii these boats was passed in 1793, when there was 


no such thing as a canal in the country; it was, 


i therefore, passed without any reference whatever 
i to the class of boats which it was now wished to 
i! relieve from the hardships and inconveniences of 
its vpefation, Mr. 1. then went on to describe, in 
graphic terms, the difference between the vessels 
į contemplated by the law of 1793 and the canal 
i; boats now in use, and showed its entire inapplica- 
| bility to these boats, as well as the great injustice 
|; of subjecting them to its operation. 

io Mr. POLLOCK said the argument of his col- 
‘league [Mr. J. R. IncersoLL] was conclusive 


i construction of canal boats, the business in which 
i they are engaged, and their equipment-and crews, 
| to illustrate the great hardships of subjecting them 
| to the operation of the act-of 1793. 0 07 
i Mr. McK AY said this bill had already taken up 
a good deal of time, and although it might be very 
important in the estimation of some gentlemen, 
who were particularly interested in it, he hoped that 
|; the debate might be brought toa close. But before 
i this was done, he asked permission to say a word 
‘i ortwo. There were various laws regulating the 
i, terms on which the foreign and domestic trade were 
The owners of vessels were re- 


| to be carried on. ) 
| quired to take out particular papers. Those en- 
| gaged in the foreign trade were required to be regis- 
i tered; those in the internal or coasting trade to be 
; enrolled and licensed. The object was to prevent 
| frauds on the revenue; and another important ob- 
i ject, in relation to the coasting trade, proposed to be 
t accomplished by these laws, was, that the monopo- 
| ly of the coasting or internal trade of the countr 
, should be secured to ourown citizens. Mr: McK. 
i argued that this object would be defeated by the 
| bill, since, if it passed, any foreigner might engage 
i inthe trade. Fle examined several of the other pro- 
; Visions, with a view to show their objectionable 
i character, and concluded by moving that the bill be 
| liid on the table. And on that motion he asked 
_ the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD and Mr. RATHBUN made 
; an ineffectual appeal to Mr. McKay to withdraw 
_ the motion. — nore ’ 
i ‘The question, ‘Shall this bill be laid on the ta- 
; ble??? was then taken, and resulted as follows: 
|! YEAS—Messra. Arnold, Ashmun, ‘Atkinson, Barringer, 
| Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, Buffington, Chase, Cobb, Cranston, 
| Cullom, Jefferson Davis, Dobbin, Douglass, Ficklin, Gordon, 
| Graham, Grinnell, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, George 
| S. Houston, Edmund W. Habard, Hudson, Daniel P. King, 
i Ligon, MeClernand, MeCrate, McKay, Moulton, Price, 
_ Reid, Roberts, Scammon, Simpson, Stephens, Thibodeaux, 
Benjamin Thompson, Woodward, and Yancey—41. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Anderson, Bell, Brock- 
enbrough, Brodhead, Wiliam W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
į} bell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collin, 
i! Constable, Cunningham, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, 
© Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Poster, Fries, Giles, 
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Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Harper, Henley, Terrick, Hitiard, 
Hough, Bias B Holmes? Hoge, Samnel D. Hubbard, Hunger- 
ford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles L Inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph Jobnson, Andrew John- 
son, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, Lumpkin, MeCicliand, McGaughey, 
McIlvaine, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Porrill, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Rath- 
bun, Relfe, Ritter, John A, Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, 
Triman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, ‘rambo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton 
White, Williams, Wilmot, Woodruff, Wright, Yell, and 
Yost—L05. g 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the substitute— 

Mr. HAMLIN said he voted against laying the 
bill on the table, although he would have voted 
against the original bill, which he could not ap- 
prove. He voted against the motion to lay on the 
table, because he wished to amend it, and make it 
such as he could-approve; and the confidence he 
had in the practical knowledge of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GRNNeLL] led him to 
believe that the amendment he had proposed would 
do that. ) 
ment, and then vote for the passage of the bill. 
Mr. H. then explained his views of the subject at 
length, and stated the frauds which he believed 


would certainly follow the passage of the bill, if), 


canal boats were exempt from the necessity of 
‘taking out licenses, registers,‘or enrolments. He 
would exempt them from the payment of all cus- 
tom-house fees, and from the payment of hospital 
money, and from taxation of all kinds. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said the subject was fully 
understood and discussed at the last session, and 
he thought it was well understood now. Ele was 
opposed to the original. bill, and in favor of Mr. 
Grinnexi’s substitute. He inquired how these 
boats had gotten along with them business here- 
tofore? 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL said it was not until 
lately that the law had been enforced against them. 

Mr. McCLELLAND did not know how it might 
be with canals in Pennsylvania, but with respect 
to those in New York the law had long since been 
enforeed. Tie thought it was the first duty of the 
House to guard. the revenue, which he really be- 
lieved would be much endangered by the passage 
of the bill. Efe would vote for the substitute offered 
by Mr. Gninre.1 to relieve them from hospital 
dues. Further than that he was not disposed to go. 

Mr. BRODHEAD was anxious that the debate 
should be brought toa close. The substitute, it 
was truc, relicved the class of persons embraced in 
the bill. from some of the evils and difficulties of 
which they complained, but it did not obviate the 
main difficulty existing under the act of 1793. He 
would ask that the bill and proposed substitute 
might be read, so that in voting on the different 


propositions gentlemen might understand distinetly | 


on what they were voting. 

The bill and substitute having been read by the 
Clerk 

Mr. BRODHEAD demanded the previous ques- 
tion, but withdrew the demand on pledge of re- 
newal by 

Mr. P. KING, who said a few words in reply to 
Mr. McKay, and expressed the opinion that the 
substitute, whilst it obviated. all the dangers appre- 
hended from the original bill, would accomplish all 
the beneficial ends sought to be attained. 

Mr. K.,in redemption of his pledge, renewed 
the demand for the previous question, which was 
seconded. i 

The main question was ordered, and the substi- 
tute of Mr. GriNNELL was adopted. 

The bill, as thus amended, was then ordered to 
a third reading now; 

And having becn read a third time, was passed. 

Several suggestions for the amendment of the 
title were made— 

When finally, on motion of Mr. McKAY, it 
was amended so as to read, “A bill to except canal 
boats from the payment of fees and hospital mo- 
ney. 

THE POST OFFICE. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, in the 
chair, ) and proceeded to the consideration of the bill 

“making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department, 
1847. 


He should therefore vote for that amend- | 


| 

i! 

| Ee tt enacted by the Senate and: House of Representatives 
| of the United States of Mtinerica in Congress assembled, That 
: the following sums of moncy be, and the same are hereby, 
! appropriated for the service of the Post Office Department, - 
|| for the year ending the thirtieth of June, cighteen hundred 


ars, one million dollars ; 
p, steamboat, aud way letters, twelve thousand 


! For shi 
| dollars ; 


this line would reimburse the Government almost 
immediately, and it ought notto be attached to any 
other system. Should the enterprise fail, it would- 
be thrown back for half a century. “As-to the qués- 
tion why the British Queen did not succeed, he 
could speak very positively, for he wasin Belgium 
when-the experiment was made and when it failed. 
No steamer was ever constructed so badly; and it 
| was risking one’s life to sail in her. - The Belgian 
Government, finding that she was unsafe, took her 
to pieces, and sold the machinery. „Another reason 
was, that but a ‘single vessel was selected for this 


| For wrapping-paper, sixtcen thousand dollars ; 
i! For office furniture, (for post offices,) four thousand dol- | 
1 Jars; ; 
|! For advertising, thirty thousand dolkirs; 
For mail-bags, twenty thousand dollars; 
For blanks, seventeen thousand doilars 5 
For mail-locks, keys, and stamps, four thousand dollars; 
| For mail depredations and special agents, thirtecn thou- | 
i sand dollars; i 
j! For clerks for offices, (for offices. of postmasters,) two 
i: hundred thousand dollars ; | 
; For miscellaneous, fifty thousand dollars. 
Sec. 2, And beit further enacted, "That in case the reve- | 
| mues of the department, referred toin the first section of this | 
i act, shall prove insufficient to meet the foregoing appropria- | 
: Hons, then any deficiency that may thus arise shall be paid 
i] out of any moneys in the’ treasury not otherwise appropria- 
‘| ted: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
ji strued to authorize any payment to supply a deficiency in 
it the appropriation for compensation of postmasters. 
Mr. McK AY moved the following amendment: 
After the word mails, in 9th line, Ist section, in- 
sert, “including $25,000 for the line of mail steam- 
ers from New York to Bromen,” and strike out 
50,000” and insert ¢* 75,000.” z 
Tn support of this amendment, . ; | 
Mr. McK AY said, it would be recollected that | 
‘at the last Congress, a law had been passed au- 
i| thorizing the Postmaster General to make a con- | 
|i tract for mail steamers. A contract had been made. | 
f Tn a communication which the Postmaster General 
‘| had addressed to the Tlousc, (No. 237,) he stated 
| that fact, and asked an appropriation of $25,000. 


J| Mr. McK, would not take up the time of the ċom- | 
| mittee in reading the communication; gentlemen 


t 
i 
i 
F 
| 


could examine it for themselves. i 
Mr. T. B. KING said he would greatly prefer 
that the subject, which had thus come very sud- 
denly upon the committee, should be more thor- 
l| oughly examined before an appropriation was 
i; made. sanctioning any contract by the Postmaster 
| General... He (Mr: K.) was by no means prepared 
i| to give his sanction to this contract, It might be 
‘| Wise and proper; he was not about either to con- 
: demn or approve it at present, But he doubted 
|, whether it was expedient that the particular meas- || 
li ure recommended by the Postmaster General 
| should be adopted. If the Postmaster General 
|! thought that the department would be reimbursed 
| by the transportation of the mails, he (Mr. K.) 
thought he would be mistaken.. He (Mr. K.) was 
i not at this moment prepared to show the advan- 
tages to be derived, or the difficultios to be encoun- 
ii tered in the particular route recommended, What 
| he desired was, that the House should not. act pre- || 
|! cipitately; and when they did act, he wished to |! 
‘| see such measures adopted as would secure all the 
|, objects sought to be accomplished. He thought 
|! the subject had not yet been sufficiently investiga- 
|| ted, and he desired, therefore, that the bill should 
'| be laid aside for a few days. He wished it to be | 
| understood that he had no feeling of hostility to | 
|; the route recommended; but he had. his doubts in | 
|; relation to it. | 
| Mr. McKAY was surprised that the gentleman | 
should object to taking. up the bill-at this time, | 
onsidering that we were im the fifth month of the 
1 session. The Postmaster Gencral had made his 
‘| report on the subject early in March, 


i 
| 
if 
lio 
{ 
‘| It was re- 
i ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
u Post Reads, and an claborate report in. favor of 
‘| confirming the contract with Mr. Mills was made 
© by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hinurarp.] 
l That gentleman could furnish all the facts which | 
i; the gentl 
| Mr. T. B. KING had not been surprised at the | 
p bill itself, but at finding this proposition in it. i 
Mr. HILLIARD believed (he said) that the | 
gentleman from Georgia was mistaken in some of | 
is views on this subject, and that he could set him | 
right. The gentleman approved of the object, but | 
wanted a general system, and wished. particularly | 
| to have a line to Liverpool and to the Pacific ocean. 
|| Lt was not fair to make the Atlantic line depend on | 


i 
$i 
| 
| 


| ratify the contract. 


cman from Georgia wished. f 


communication, and the enterprise was not con- 
ducted -with sufficient skill and perseverance.’ 
‘What advantage, (asked Mr. H.,) would there 
| be in entering into a contest with the large lines.to 
Liverpool? ‘Cowes was as accessible as ‘Liver- 
pool, and-was nearer to London, and possessed 
| many advantages for speedy communication with 
all parts of Europe. No route could possibly pos- 
| sess so many important advantages as that-which 
| the Postmaster General had selected. What was 
the aspect of the question? Proposals were offered 
and bids made ‘under a law of Congress, and the 
Postmaster General had entered into a contract, 
with guaranties, for a certain line of steamers, and 
he submitted it to the House for confirmation. It 
had been examined by the committee and ap- 
‘proved; and now, for the first time, an objection 
was made to it. Why embarrass. this with any 
other line? We were not here to subserve any 
private or individual interests. Twenty-five thon- 
sand dollars was the whole amount of the appropri- 


i 
Í 
| 


| ation now asked, and it was to fulfil the contract of 


the first quarter, after the first steamer should be 
put on the line. The whole amount'to he paid for 
the service of four steamers.was $400,000. ‘The 
British Government paid $450,000: to the Cunard 
line, and it more.than paid its expenses; and he did 
not doubt that this-linc would yield ample returns, 
not only in pecuniary profit, but in intelligence, in 
the promotion of commercial enterprise, and ‘in the 
diffusion of a knowledge of American institutions. 
Mr. McCLERNAND here asked whether the 
steamers were under contract? and when. this line 
was to be put in operation? -He wisked'to know, 
too, whether we were to advarice the money for 
building the steamers? o ee 
Mr. HILLIARD ' explained that ‘one of the 
steamers would be ready next spring, and that the 
Government did not advance one cent towards 
their construction. The Postmaster General did 
not ask the contractor’ to build: the steamers until 
the appropriation was,made.. _ aoe: 
Mr. McCLERNAND. .Then the object..is to 
Mr. T. B: KING asked for the reading of the 
contract. He had, he said, never seen ity and 
could not say that he would vote for its ratification 
until it had been examined. He wished to have 
the contract read for the. information of the com- 
mittee. ss i 
‘Mr, HOPKINS explained that several bids were 
offered, according-to the proposals, and that the 
lowest one was accepted,’ Rc tr stave Soyeuse 
Mr. BARKLEY, MARTIN. begged. leave. to 
state, that the document containing the contract had 
been in the gentleman’s box for ten’ days, and that 
it was his.own fault if. the gentleman was not bet- 
ter informed as tothe terms of the contract. He 
did not think the action of the House ought to be 
delayed on this subject on account of the. objec- 
tions of the gentleman from Georgia. The gen- 
tleman was not opposed to the object contemplated, 


| but he opposed the bill because the line did not con- 


| nect directly with Liverpool. Should the House 
delay their action for the accommodation of a gen- 
tleman who had not informed himself on the sub- 
ject, though he had attempted to enlighten the 
House upon it? ` 


j 
i 
j 
l 


| Mr. T. B. KING said, the gentleman had mis- 


| understood him. Fle had not said that he was‘op- 
| posed.to the bill, .On the contrary, he was inclined 
: to sustain it, and he had professed no great igno- 
rance about the measure. He had merely desired 
| a temporary delay. 
| "The Clerk here read that part of the report whi 
| relates to the contract with Mr. Mills. 2 

| Mr. T. B. KING said he found the contract to 
| be much the same as he had supposed. . Fle would 
| contrast it in some respects with thé British mail- 
| steamer service. The British: mail steamers were 


| 
4 
t 


ch 


for the year. ending 30th Junc, || the success of other enterprises, and we must begin || built under direction òf the Admiralty; they were 


4 somewhere. The committee had believed that |i required to carry an armament-on.board; they were 


meet 
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commanded by navy officers; and they were obliged 
to carry a certain numberof: persons connected 
with the Government, He did not find that ‘any 
of these objects were. secured by the proposed con- 
tract.. Now, he would ask, of what ‘use would 
these steamers be in time of war? The British 
steamers were used for a number of purposes, to 
which they could not be applied by us. They were 
used to transport troops to their distant. co onies, 
and to tow line-of-battle ships, The insular posi- 
tion of Great Britain also rendered it necessary for 
her to ‘employ steam vessels to prevent an enemy 
from landing on her. shores. Al these things had 
induced the’ Britisk Government to go largely 
the employment of steamers. When the United 
States should begin to employ such vessels, he 
hoped they would do it ia an effectual manner. The 
old mode of constructing steam ships would render 
them perfectly useless for fighting purposes, If the 
machinery was not put out of the reach of shot, the 
money would be thrown away. The magazine 
might as well be between decks as the boiler. 
better vessels could not be produced than upon the 
old mode, it would be unless to build any. The 
machinery must be protected by being placed below 
the water line. The Missouri and the Mississippi 
frigates had cost $750,000 each, and were ulterly 
useless. These vessels and the Union also, were 
a total loss. The old Fulton had cost $500,000, 
and was never able to stand x single brondside. A 
four-pound shot would blow her up sky-high. 
Such improvements ought to be adopted as would 
adapt the steamers to war purposes. ‘The British 
Steamers were Sontuanded by navy oflicers—and 
why? Because the old salts in the navy were wi- 
acquainted with the management of war steamers, 
and it was the design of the Government to ne- 
quaint them with that species of service. He 
thought we were going too loosely into this mat- 
ter; and it was to the manner of going into it that 


he objected. The improvements which lie had | 
suggested had not yet been fully accomplished; 


and ke desired that they should be. ‘The gentle- 
man from Alabama (Mr. Hinnann] had said that 
there ought to be no personal feeling in this matter, 
The gentleman aon not suppose him to have 
any. He had no personal feeling connected with 
any one in this matter, What he wished was, that 
wo should go into this thing with our eyes open, 
and that the country should not be deceived into a 
reliance on these steamers for war purposes, and 
then find them to be utterly useless, 
the Cunard line was fit to go into batde, nor any 
of the old steamers. ‘They might do to transport 
troops, and might be useful in a war with auch a 
people as the Chinese, but not with any naval Pow- 
er. People’ had seen that their money bad becu 
thrown away in building steamers heretofore, 
Mr. HOPKINS remarked that the right was re- 
served to take the steamers for war purposes, but 
the Government was not obliged to take them. 
Mr. T. B. KING said the contract was to run 
through five years, and would involve an expendi- 
ture of $2,000,000, which would be sufficient to 
build five good war steamers. Te did not believe 
that the Bremen route would pay $50,000 a year, 
Mr. HOPKINS said the overland postage in 
England ‘was very high—forty-three cents ona let- 
ter and sixty-one cents on a newspaper sont from 
this country to Bremen. | bale 
Mr. T. B. KING replied, that the British Gov- 
ernment would reduce their rates of postage, to 
meet this competition, and the probability was that 
a reciprocal tariff of postage would be adopted hy 
the two Governments. nny intelligent architect 
would say that we could build steamers that could 
cross the Atlantic two days quicker than any now 
afloat. 
eet should be swift sailers. We never cx- 
pected to fight in line; we must fight in ee 
ships; if not, we would have no advantage. y e 
should give encouragement to our architects to 
build our war steamers so as to outsail those of any 
other Power. Great Britain had so many more 
ships than we had, that it would be uscless to ren 
der ours merely equal to theirs in point of a 
Unless they were swifter they would be a x 
except when they could fight ship to ship, a 
British Government was discarding the pa d i 
wheels, and putting their machinery be low Bs 
water line, The Princeton was our best sup, a 
drew too much water—cnough fora vessel 6 ie ) 
tons—and she might be taken by an enemy whose 


line ships were swifter than she. The great con- | 


into. 


If 


Not one of 


It was of great importance that our steam» | 


sideration should be igre whether to run after or 
from an enemy. All these advantages could be 
obtained, for our architects had skill enough and 
our merchants enterprise enough to go into the 
enterprise. a= ie 
Liverpool (Mr. K. said) was the great com- 
mercial point; and if we sent letters to Cowes, they 
must go to Liverpool afterwards to be forwarded to 
their destination. He did not think that the con- 
tract was sufficiently specific, or that the Govern- 
ment had secured all the advantages by it which 
were necessary for the success of the enterprise. 
Mr. HILLIARD said that the gentleman had 
completely demonstrated the propriety of the ap- 
propriation by the very arguments he had used 
against it. He desires such a system as will be 
useful in war and in peace, and he had said that | 
the Government had built no war steamers that 
were good for anything. That was a good reason | 
why the Government should build no more, and | 
why they should be built by private contract. No 
money was asked for building these steamers, and | 
but a small appropriation was proposed to com- 
pensate the contractors for carrying the mail. The 
contract required, alse, that the vessels should be | 
built with a regard to the latest improvements, and | 
t their capacity for war purposes was to be judged 
of by scientific persons to be employed to Inspect 
| them. We ought not to permit foreign nations to 
outstrip us in steam navigation, and employ our | 
own resources in Sustaining their enterprises. He 
gave his reasons for the belief that the project |; 
would he eminently successful. ii 
l Mr. THURMAN said it could not be denied ji 
| that the principal inducement to contract for mail |! 
steamers was to obtain vessels suitable for war j 
|i purposes. Jf this object could not be accomplish- ;! 
ed, the measure woukl not receive his vote. Ie f 
was not willing to pay, $400,000 a year for the | 
transportation of muls alone by the proposed line. | 
He rend the contract, in orderto show that it did i 
provide for vessels adapted to war purposes, 


i 
f 
i 
i 


| Now there could be used no language which 
would more direcdy dechire that these vessels | 
should be construeted as war vessels. 


withhold the money, it was true, he did not, but |! 
that would not accomplish our object; and there- f 
fore the contract ought to stipulate, that before any |} 
money shall be paid for any of these ships they || 
shall first he certified by the proper officer to be fit 
for service as war steamers. To provide for this 
object, 

Mr. T. moved, in. conclusion, the following 
| amendment to the amendment of Mr, McKay: 

Provided, That no money shall be paid (under 
the contract entered into by the Postmaster Gene- 
ral with Edward Mills for Atlantic mail transport- |! 
ation) for any service by any aioamiähin until 
| such ship should be first examined by suitable per- || 
song, appointed by the President, and be certified | 
i| by such persona to be constructed in all particu- 
| kirs in compliance with said contract, and to be in il 
jall respects proper for usc as a steam vessel of |! 
| war. 
f Mr. T. B. KING snid the gentleman from Ala- || 
bamn, [Mr. Hintranp,} without any intention on | 
his part, had so directed his remarks as to tend to |! 
place him (Mr, K) in a false position. Mr. K. j 
waa not opposed to this syxtem; he was as anxious || 
as could be the gentloman to gee such a line of |, 
ships established on American capital, and by | 


| American skill and industry. But what he wished || 


| 
f 


| was, to see it woll done, if done at all ; and he had : 
i 


asked that this bill might be postponed a few days, 
in order that the subject nieht be considered more 
thoroughly, $i 
SO The gentloman had said this was a very small || 
; sum, and that bone of it was to be paid in advance |! 
of the performance of the work. And yet they |! 
| were pressed to appropriate this sum a $25,000 i| 
o without delay, when the plan was not to take |; 
‘effect until Ist January next. At that time, the i 
| next session ef Congress would have continued a |} 
i month. Why, then, could there be so pressing a | 
| necd now? : 

| 


i 
The gentleman seemed to think he had ‘very | 
| adroitly turned his (Mr. K.'s) argument against | 

himself—that, because the Government had: buite 
some vessels that were not fit for the service, there- | 
fore the Government was not the proper agent | 
4 


i then, ane 
| the protective poliey—that it was intended to keep 
j up the necessity for the tarif of 1842. 


| not limiting the action of the Post: 


| 
| 


i 


ment had expended money enough to have learned 
some wisdom, and that that wisdom should be 
exercised in the construction of steam-ships here- 
after, to insure that they be well constructed for 
war purposes, by g 

If the bill were now to be acted upon, he should 
vote for the amendment of Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. PAYNE wished, before he proceeded with 
a few remarks, to inquire of the chairntan of the 
Committee on the Post Office and~Post. Roads, 


| whether or not-it was contemplated, during’ the 


present session of Congress, to present @ Dill 
which had for its object the increase of pos 
upon letters transmitted through the mail? And, 
if so, at what time the report might be expected ? 

Mr. HOPKINS replied that the committee had 
agreed on the basis of a bill which looks to some 
increase of the postage—it would not be a very 
heavy increase—and that the bill would probably 
be reported to the House during the next week. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing) said it occurred to 
him that this information from the chairman of the 
Committce on the Post Office and Post Roads was 
a very good reason why they should not act upon 
this bill at the present time. Before we appropri- 
ated money by way of extending our mail facili- 
ties, or of enlarging our post office system, we 
should look to the place from which the means to 
mect the expense was to be derived. S 

Some two years since a bill was passed through 
this House, under the operation of the gagsrule, 


| too~—whipped through without permitting debate 


to any extent, and in such a manner as precluded 
the proper examination at that time—for the re- 
duction of the rates of postage. Now, what was 
likely to be the effect of this measure? We were 
then told that instead of diminishing the revenue of 
the Post Office Department it would increase it. 
When it was urged that its effect would be to quar- 


| ter the Post Office Department on the customs, 


they were met on all sides with the plea that the 
diminution of the rates of postage would result in 
an increased aggregate amount. Eo thought then 
that this prediction was founded in errors he thought 

| thought now, that it was one branch of 


By throw- 
ing the Post Office Department for support upon 
the revenues from customs, we augmented the ex- 
penditures of the Government, and (in proportion 
to that augmentation) the necessity for the contin- 


| uance of the existing rate of duty. 


In order to arrive at the practical operation of the 
system, Mr. P. referred to the report of the Post- 
master General, ‘showing the deficiency of the 
means of the Department to meet the expenditures 
during the present year, to be $1,323,997. This 
amount, under the existing arrangements, was to 
be paid from customs. 

Now, what was the proposition? Jt was to 
carry out a contract which would involve an ex- 
jeni iture by the Government. of nearly halfa mil- 
ion more. Thus, if the estimate of the Postmas- 
ter General as to the present deficiency was cor- 
rect, it would make a little tess than two millions 
of dollars, if any, to be drawn out of the revenucs 
of the customs in the treasury to be appropriated 
to the Post Office Department. Now, if the’ ex- 
penditure were ta stop there even, it might bé tol- 
erated. Knowing the amount of expenditure by 
estimating the value of the service, we could deter- 
mine whether we would incur the expense. But 
it did not stop there. There were various propo- 

itions in this bill, and among others, one section 
very much like the section in the harbor and river 
bill in reference to the. Louisville ‘and ‘Portland 
canal; a section making no specific appropriation; 
ce Deépart- 
ment, but providing that in case the revéenwes of the 
department shall prove insufficient, appropriations 
io mect the deficiency shall be paid out of an 
money in the treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. ; 

For himself, he was opposed to any increase of 
the expenditures of the Post Office Department un- 
til the revenues of the department authorized it; 
and especially was he opposed to an indefinite ap- 
propriation like that proposed in this section. He 
was opposed ‘to itin principle. Who was bene- 
fited by the Post Office Department? Was it not 
-those who were engaged in writing letters?’ And 
if s0, ought they not te bear the burden ‘of ‘its 
expenses? But, instead of placing the burdens 
thus upon those who reared: its benefits, you re- 
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quire individuals in the country, who perhaps do 
not write one letter a year, to pay their equal pro- 
portion to meet the expenditures of this Post Office 
Department. In other words, we taxed the coat, 
the salt, the shirt, of the laboring man, to pay the 
postage upon the letters written by the commer- 
cial men of the country, and others who write them. 
It was unjust, because they threw the burdens of 
this department not on those who participated in 
its advantages, but upon those who scarcely wrote 
a letter. : 

This was unjust, and he ventured the prediction 
that that injustice would be so glaring, that it would 
strike all with such force, if there were not an 
ulterior object behind, to wit: the quartering the 
whole expenditures of every department of the 
Government on customs, that it would not find an 
advocate on this floor. i 

But it was argued that these steamers were so to 
be constructed as to be fit for war-steamers in case 
of an emergency. He knew little concerning the 
construction of steamers, but he was unwiling, 
even if that were the object, to make the expendi- | 
ture unless the necessity arose. If wars.were 
contemplated between this and any other Govern- 
ment, any distinct proposition brought forward for 
the increase of our army or navy, with direct ref- 
erence to that result, let the cost be what it might, 
he was ready to support. But be was unwilling 
to sustain a proposition of the description of that 
before the committee—taxing the laboring classes 
for the bencfit of the merchants of Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, &c. 

If the revenues of the department were equal to 
it, then, and not till then, was he willing to enlarge 
the operations of the department. He was willing 
and desirous that every dollar derived through the 
Post Office Department should be applied to the 
extension of mail conveyances throughout the 
whole country. In this Government, its benefits 
and advantages ought to he disbursed equally over 
the whole country; and he was opposed to taxing 
one portion of the community for the benefit of 
another portion. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL said it was now ten 
years since the first English steamer (the Sirius) 
made its oe on the bay and harbor of New 
York; and he well remembered the thrill that ran 
through the whole community, and the prophecies 
made, that the experiment having been tried, 
American enterprise and American industry would 
carry our steamers across the ocean to every part 
of Europe, During that time, Great Britain had 
literally sent her steamers over the whole earth, 
and was now destroying our trade, and interfering 
with the enterprise of our people, and she would 
quadruple her operations for the ten years to come. 
In view of this, he repudiated the idea that we 
should supinely remain without making any move- 
ments ourselves until all the experiments were 
tried. They would continue to be tried, and if we 
waited for this, we should waitforever.. We now 
proposed to do but little. ‘This was the first propo- 
sition of the American Government, a Govern- 
ment which had now four-fifths of the commerce 
of Great Britain; and while Great Britain was 
reaping the benefit of all these measures, she was | 
reaping the benefit at the expense of the American | 
Government and the American people. 

He agreed with Mr. Taurman that we should 
havea check on these contractors; and he read from 
the. contract with Mr. Mills, to show that, under 
it, we already had that check; and that, during the 
period of their construction, or subsequent thereto, 
the steamers were liable to the supervision of the 
Government, and if not found fit for war service, it | 
was in our power fairly to withhold any further | 
compensation. | 


Fle hoped, therefore, that we should not hesitate || 


promptly to fulfil the contract, and that these means | 
of mail communication would be established with- į 
out delay—not for the benefit of the commercial 
interests alone, as the gentleman from Alabama : 
[Mr. Payne] seemed to think, but of all the inter- 
ests of the country. The agricultural and other | 
interests found their market and their supply of 
foreign imports through the commercial interests, 
and all were alike interested in this plan of facilita- | 
ting mail communication. 

Mr. HAMLIN wouid not detain the committee 
long. He concurred substantially with the able 


report of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. HiL- i 
Liarb.] He was in favor of this measure, because | 


it was designed to extend the facilities of mail com- |! 


H š 

| munication to our own people at home, and those 
abroad, and incidentally to aid the commercial in- 
terests of the country. And what were they but 
interests of the constituents of the gentleman from, 
Alabama, [Mr. Payne,] and the interests of the 
whole country? i : 

He did not design to repeat the general views of 
this question. It was enough for him to know that 
the reasons in its favor were sufficiently. strong for 
him to give it a cordial affirmative vote. 

But he had risen for the purpose of replying to 
the rémarks of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Payne,] in reference to the subject of cheap, post- 
age. He hoped the time had not yet arrived 
when his friends here would march back from the 
advance which they had made ina liberal system 
of free postage. He was in favor of it as well for 
the advantage of the commerce as well as because 
it was beneficial to the great interests of the coun- 
try. 
The gentleman’s first objection was, that it was 
designed eventually to throw the expenditures of 
the Post Office Department upon the treasury. 
To that he was as much opposed as could be the 
gentleman from Alabama; and he denied entire! 
that even the present rates of postage would ulti- 
mately bring the burden of a particle of expense 
on account of the Post Office Department upon the 
treasury. And he defied the gentleman from Ala- 
| bama to point to a single man who had intelligently 
investigated the subject, who prophesied that for 
the first year the revenue, under the present re- 
duced rates of postage, would be beyond what it 
had been proved to be. And why, then, should 
ihe infer that it would fall short for, subsequent 

ears? ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE (Mr. II. yielding) wished tlie 
gentleman to state whether, in his opinion, the 
business men would not write, under the old rates, 
| every letter their business required, and whether 
they would write.any more than their business 
required even under the existing rates of postage? 
And, secondly, if they would not, he should like 
to know what sort of increase there would be, 
unless perchance it was in Jove-letters, and they 
would not be sufficient to swell the amount to any 
great extent. As to the prediction of what was 
to be the result in the increased revenue, under the | 
present decreased rates of postage, the gentleman 
was in very much the same predicament of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, when he undertook 
to prove that high taxes make low prices, and that 
the keeping up the tariff of 1842 would bring down 
the prices of goods to nothing. 

Mr. HAMLIN (resuming) thought the gentle- 
man bimself was in a dilemma similar to that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania argued that high taxes make 
low prices; and the gentleman from Alabama ar- 
gued that low taxes on letters, or low rates of post- 
age, would not increase the number of Jetters sent 
by themail. He answered the gentleman directly: 
that there would be more letters written under the 
cheap system than under the old rates, there could 
be no particle of doubt. And, independent of 
this, the numerous violations of the post office law, 
under the old rates, by the transmission of letters 
by private expresses, which, at the North, strip- 
ped the department almost entirely of its revenue, 
were entirely avoided under the present law, and 
thereby thousands and thousands of dollars were 
saved to the department which would not other- 
wise be received. 

Mr. H. was in favor of abolishing the franking 
privilege entirely, which now remained under the 
existing law, and urged the justice of the Govern- 
ment, in the same manner as individuals, paying 
the postage upon official communications, con- 
demning the manifest oppression and injustice of 
throwing this burden on the commercial and other 
branches of the postage-paying community. These 
classes had been taxed for ycars to pay for the let- 
ters which were franked under the authority of the 
| Government. And, in’addition to this, they of the 
northern States were taxed 2,000,000 for postage, 
while they received but $1,000,000, and $1,000,000 
went to the South, to Alabama, and other States. | 
Yet the gentleman from Alabama, who now com- | 
plained of injustice, could see no injustice at all in | 
| this. As in taxation of imports, so in rates of 
postage, he was in favor of levying an amount just | 


| 


equal to the corresponding expenditures of each, 


Hable matter sent. He thought he was correct in say- 


ing that the amount of free ‘mailable matter ema- 
nating from the various departments öf this’ city, 
was $500,000, or more. He appealed to the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and: Post 
Koade to know if the amount was not as large as 
that. i a 

Mr. HOPKINS said, he thought it would not 
exceed $500,000. : ae 

Mr: HAMLIN (resuming) éstimated the amount 
of mailable matter sent under Congressional franks 
at another half: million; so that, in fact, of this 
$1,300,000 called for, only $300,000 was fairly: to 
be reckoned as a deficit of the department. “And 
this, he argued, was comparatively small for the 
first year, and furnished no just cause of complaint, 
when ‘they recollected that for fifty or sixty yéars, 
the postage-paying community bad paid for the 
free letters of Government, amounting to millions 
and millions of dollars. f 3 

He apprehended, also, that the gentleman ‘from 
Alabama might be in error, and suppose the ap- 
propriations called for from the treasury larger 
than they actually were, inasmuch as, in order to 
apply the revenues of the department themselves, 
it was necessary that they should be appropriated 
according to law; and hence the greater part of the 
appropriations for the department were nota bur- 
den upon the treasury, but were of money actually 
taken in by the department itself. À ; 

“But none of the advocates of low postage sup- 
posed that the reduced rates would furnish.revenue 
enough to meet the expenses of the department for 
the first year. The penny system in England for 
the first year did not meet the expenditure, while 
at the end of three years the revenue was more 
than double, And there was nothing in the habits 
and circumstances of our people to prevent a like 
increase ofrevenue. With-these considerations he 
had been, and still continued, in favor of the re- 
duced rates of postage, and he. should vote with 
all cheerfulness for. this bill. -, Se 

Mr. PAYNE brieffy rejoined. The gentleman 
from Maine (he said) had. attempted to place him 
(Mr: P.) in as bad a dilemma as the gentleman 
rom Pennsylvania was found ig. “Now, he had 
“submitted to the gentleman two questions. Mr. 
P. repeated the questions, (as above given,) and 
-he contended that the extent of correspondence’ òn 
the part of the business community, under de-- 
creased rates of postage, would not be increased 
beyond. their business wants, (the extent which it 
would attain under the old system,). while the 
ee increase of other correspondence that might 
take place would go but very little towards making 
up the deficiency occasioned by the reduction. 

With regard to the injustice of the old ‘system: 
in its operation upon the North and the South, he’ 
replied that avery large proportion of thé mail 
taxes received at Baltimore, Philadelphia, New 
York, &c., were paid by people throughout the 
whole Union, who were customers of the mer- 


chants in these cities, and to whom the postage’sn 
` their business letters was regularly charged on their 


accounts, But granting that the South had received 
a little more under the operation of the Post Office 
Department thah the. North, compared with. their 
respective taxes therefor, this was comparatively a 
trifling sum, when taken im connexion’ with. the 
comparative inequalities and, oppression they had 
suffered under the taxation of our system of duties 
on imports, and under the comparatively small and 
unjust amount of “disbursements which they had 
received from the General Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS did not rise to make a speech 
on the general subject, for he was very anxious to 
bring the matter to a decision. He regretted that 
the gentleman from Alabama and the gentleman 
from Maine had seen fit to go mto the general 
question of the rates of postage in this bill. It was 
undoubtedly connected with it in some manner, 
but a bill directly connected with the subject would 
soon be reported, and would afford a more appro- 


| priate opportunity for the discussion; and this bill 


was for an independent appropriation, and would 
be necessary, whatever might be the action of Con- 
gress on the question of the rates of postage. 

He believed the almost unanimous sentiment of 
this [louse was in favor of these foreign mail ser- 
vices—services rendered necessary by the constant 
increase of commercial intercourse between this 


country and Europe, atid the large emigration from 


and let the Government pay its proportion of the || Europe to the United States, many of which émi- 
expenses óf the department according to its mail- |i grants, under the existing ‘post office régulations, 


1846. 


were cut off from all intercourse with their former 
homes and their friends; The ‘subject. had been 
carefully examined on the part of the department, 
and of the committee’ of the House, who had re- 
ported unanimously in favor of this appropria- 
tion. faite hae ‘ 

`- The amount was a small one. And he did not 
understand the Objections to be against the services, 


om T 


PETITIONS, &. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre 


sented under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committecs: 


alle: referred to the Committee on Indian A@airs. 
By Mr. DUNLAP: The petition of E R. W arren and 43 
others, citizens of Woolwich, Lincoln county, in the State 


so much as against some circuns Waca conn of Maine, praying for a congress of nations to settle national 
see S ected || differences: which was ref ; i y 
: 4 : ae : : 3 referred to the Comunittee on For- 
with ito "Those of the gentleman from Georgia || eign Affairs. 


(Mr. Kine] were the most for By Mr, PEYPET: The 
not opposed. to. the service, b 
ers would not be 
Mr. H. dared say 
vessels of a differ 
the gentleman wh 


midable; yet he was | 
€, but thought the steam- 
80. serviceable as might be built. 
the gentleman would preferto see 
ent character; but he submitted to 
‘ ether he would be likely to be sus- 
tained in such a ‘project—whether they had not 
better take what they could get than enter into an 
abortive effort to get what they could not reach. 
He should not enter into the general argument in 
Support of this bill, He believed a large majority 
of this House were ready at least to make this ex- 
periment—an experiment which he thought offered 
strong national inducements for its adoption, and 
which was justified he thought as well on the score | 
of economy as of public necessity. It was, as he 
had said, but an experiment; for under the contract i 
the Postmaster General had the power to discon- 
tinue the service at his discretion. And if be did | 
not, and Congress was disposed to, under the very | 
law which authorized him to make the contract, | 


they were authorized to supersede it at pleasure, 
He alluded to Mr it 


. : . Tuurman’s amendment, sta- 
ting his approval of its general object; but suggest 
tug objections to it under the circumstances, NaN- | 
mach as some of the vessels were alread y under 
construction, and what would be its effect upon 
them he could not tell. T'he contract was wready 
made under aet of Congress of 84 March, 1845, and 
no such stipulation was found in its its terms bud 
been agreed on by the Postmaster Gener and the 
contractors, and heshould now regret, in theappro- 
priation for the fulfilmentof this contract, to see an 
amendment adopted without he could be assured of 
its effect upon thas already made. 

One remark only in reply to My. Hamiin, and 
he trusted that any further discussion on the genes 
ral subject of postage would be postponed until the 
appropriation bill came up. In reference to the 
statement of Mr. Hamu, that the revennes of the | 
department under the first year’s reduction of post- 
age were equal to the amount anticipated by its 
advocates, Mr. H. read from the report of the mi- 
nority of the Post Office Committee, (whose propo- | 
sition, hesaid, wag substantially adopted and pissed 
into a law,) estimating the probable amount of post- 


re petition of C. D, Munday and 107 
other citizens of Indiaua, praying the erection of a new 
land district in the Great Miami reservation : referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The petition of Jobn J. 
Young and 38 other citizens of said State, praying in like 
manner: referred to the same committee, ‘The petition of 
Stephen Philpott and 65 ether citizens of indiana, praying 
i change ina mail-route therein named: referred to the Com 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Reads. 

By Mr. ELIAS B. HOLMES: ‘he remonstrance of P. D. 
Wright and 81 other citizens of Monroe county, New York, 
against renewing, or in any way extending to Benjamin H, 


H granted to Jethro Wood, in celation to castitoa ploughs. 
i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunoay, pril 25, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was fead and ap- 
proved, 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, 

TAE TARIFF BILL 
_ Mr. MeKAY, on a request to that effect by Mr, 
Bropiteap, renewed the moton he had yesterday 
withdrawn to print 1,000 extra copies of the reve- 
nue bill, 


entertnined— 


£1,000," and insert 2,000," which motion, by 
ayes SL, noes not counted, was rejected. And the 
original motion was then agreed to, 

Mr, MeKAY then renewed his motion to go 
into Comittee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 

The SPEAKER said there was a privileged 
iho Journal of Thursday. 

The Journal had stated, that on the motion to 
concur in the reportot the commitier of conference f 
on the joint resolution of notice, Mr. Macray had | 
| voted in the afirmative, whereas Mr. RATHBUN 
| hud expressed the opinion that his colleague voted 
in the negative, 

‘The SPEAKER now requested Mr. Macnay to 
state how the fact waa. 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


By Mr, WICK: The petition of the heirs of Hyacinth La i 


Wood, or any other person, tbe patent right heretofore | 


Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve | 


The motion having, by general consent, been ý 


Mr. PRESTON KING moved to strike out 


nestion pending in relation to the amendment of i 


725 


r. JACOB THOMPSON, remarking that a 
‘ y present, moved that there be 


M 3 
quorum was certain! 
a call of the House. 

But the House refused a call. 


THE PRIVATE. CALENDAR. 


Mr. McK AY now again demanded the yeas and 
‘| nays on the motion to go into Committee of. the 
© Whole on the state of the Union, which were 
ordered, and having been taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: i 


YEAS—Messre. Ashmun, Atkinson, Bedinger, Bell; Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbroughy Willian 
W. Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Collin, Cul- 
lom, Cunningham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dunlap, Edwin H. Ew- 
L ing, Fickiin, Garvin, Gites, Goodyear, Grinnell, Haralson, 
ji Herriek, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Hous- 
itom Edmund W. Hubard, Hudson, Hungerford, Hunter, 
L Charles J. Ingersoll, James H. Jolmson, George W. Jones, 
| Beaborn Jones, Kennedy, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeCielland, 
H MeCleruand, MeConnell, Mellenry, MeKay, Marsh, Bark- 
Jey Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, 
Phelps, Price, Reid, Rele, Ritter, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Stephens, St. 
_ Jolin, Strong, Benj. Thon n, Jacob Thompson, Thur- 
niun Tibbatts, ad Wiek—73. 
NAYS—-Messrs. Anderson, Arnold, Barringer, Brodhead, 
L Wiliam G. Brown, Burt, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cath- 
i ear, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chipman, 
| Crtnston, Crozier, Dockery, Douglass, Erdman, Joho A. 
© Ewing, Foot, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Hamlin, Harper, 
i Henley, Isaac E Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbar, Warbing- 
i top Huut, James B. Huat, Joseph Johnson, Damiel P. King, 
£ Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leake: Deib, La Sere, 
© Lewise, Levin, Long, Maclay, McGaughey, Melivaine, John 
Martin, Moseley, Parrish, Perritl, Pollock, Rathbun, Joba 
i Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Seannon, Sehenck, 
| Boman, Severance, Traman Smith, Albert Smith, Cateb 
B. Smith, Starkweather, Suahm, ‘Thiboteaax, Thomasson, 
‘Tilden, ‘Prombe, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
White, Woodrat, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, Yell, and 
Yost--77, 


So the House refused to go into committee. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House then 
passed to the regular orders of the day, being the 
consideration of bills on the private calendar. 

Mr. DANIEL said he hoped the Louse would 
pardon him for expressing the wish that the ad- 
jourmment to-day would be postponed to a later 
‘hour than that at whieh it took place on the day 
» when private bills were last considered. 

Vhe first business in order was the bill on the 
Speakers table for the relief of William Saunders 


it 


í 
‘ 


1 and William R. Porter; the question being on its 
 engrossment. 


Mr. TLLURMAN opposed the bill. 

Mr, LEAKE advocated it. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be Jaidon 
table; but withdrew the motion to enable 

Mr: LEAKE to make some explanations; after 
which, 

Mr, L. (in pursuance of a pledge) renewed the 
motion to lay on the table, expressing the hope 
| that it would be voted down, 

And the question being taken, the vote stood, 
ayes 34, noes 32. i 


he 


age under that pan at $4,928,547. : H Mr. MACLAY mid he had voted in the negn- 
Mr. GRINNELL (a member of that committee) | Wi p the J i Kast aie 
explained that that was an estimate on the bill of |; lel aes ae ied y nu ardere to be so 
the minority, which differed from that which be- | UMended as to conform to the fact, 
camea law. That bill proposed that postage should || THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 
be prepaid, and varied in other particulars. | Tho question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Mr. HOPKINS (resuming) granted that the rates | MeK avem 
adopted by the bill that finally passed were still i Mr, RATHBUN called for the regular order of 
lower than those recommended by the minority of | business, which was the consideration of the pri- 
the committee; but still he was not mistaken in the || yate calendar, 
general statement, Te did not think that any gen- |) Mr, POLLOCK urgently seconded the motion. 
tleman who advocated the reduction of the rates of |) Mr, COBB asked the yeas and nays on the mo- 
postage arise sts that ee Taling off of ys a f tion to go into ceommittec; which were refused. 
enue woul e orty or forty-five per ent., tha il ETENN REI : i 
was the reduction that had been realized. _ || DERICTIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 
. But Mr. H. would not enter into the discussion i Mr. McK AY said he hoped the House would 
at present; and he appealed to gentlemen friendly | indulge him with the privilege of making a single 
to the bill, and to all, to allow the question now to | remark. 
, : . Bo an SPRAKRR ; 
be taken, without further discussion. i f The SPEAKER said the gentleman could pro- 
Without further proceedings, the committee rose || ceed by general consent, 
and reported. ` Uo Mr. McKAY continued. The House would 
F ; R rer n}. i| recollect that some time age a bill was passed to 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- || supply deficiencies in appropriations for the service |. 
lowing Executive CO na N P lice the present year. "Phat bill had come back from | 
A letter from the Secretary of the at a INW- the Senate with various amendments. lt was im | 
swer to the resolution of the 5th of March last, as || 


to what provisions of Jaw are necessary to eltec 
the retrenchment recommended in his annual re- 
port, and which his estimate for pay of the navy 
may prove deficient; also, as to what provisions of |i 
law are requisite to insure the more exact account- |} 
ability of disbursing officers in that branch of the f 
public service; which letter was laid upon the table. |) 
On motion of Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON, | 

Ordered, That leavé be given to withdraw from 

the files of the office the papers in.the case of E. 
i 


H 


He hoped the motion to go into committee would 
prevail. 


Wood. 


| 
The House adjourned. i 


No qnoram voting. j 
| Mr. HOPKINS suggested that, to avoid difi- 
i culty about a quorum, the motion to lay on the 
i table should be withdrawn, and a motion for the 
H previous question substituted. 
The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 
The demand for the previous question was sec- 
| onded, and the main question was ordered to ‘be 
now taken. 
And the question on the engrossment of the bill 
having been taken, the vote stood ayes 39, noes 54. 
No quorum voting, 
Tellers were ordered; and the vote having been 
again taken, the vote stood, ayes 40, noes 62. 
' Sul no quorum voting. 
Mr. LEAKE moved that the House adjourn. 
But the House would not adjourn. Ta 
Mr. DANIEL suid there must be some mode by 
which the House could be put inte a competent 
condition for the transaction of the public busi- 
i ness, and he demanded the yeas and nays on the 
|; question of the engrossment of the “bill; which 
were ordered. f 
Mr. GORDON suggested that no business could 
transneted in thè absence ot’ a quorum. 


| 
f 


ent of the bill, and the vote stood, yeas 49, nays 
87. : ; 
So, a quorum having voted, the bill was rejected. 
The hill to enable the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase the right of using Mix’s patent manger- 
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ing been first concurred in,) was read a third time, ;; 


and passed. 

The following bills, which had heretofore been 
reported from the Committee of the Whole, with 
recommendations that they do not pass, were re- 


jected: es N 
A bill for the relief of the securities of Ehjah J. 


Weed, late quartermaster of marines, deceased; 
A bill for the relief of Asa Armington and others; | 
A bill for the relief of Mary Ann Bruner; 

A bill to authorize the payment of seven years’ 
half-pay of a lieutenant, due on account of the death 
of Lieut. Jonathan Dye, an officer in the Virginia 
Continental line, and who was killed in the battle 
of Brandywine. ; f , 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House resolved 
itsclf into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Cares B. 
Smrti in the chair, 

BOUNTY TO FISHING VESSELS. 

The first bill in order was that for the allowance | 
of the usual fishing bounty to the owner and crew | 
of the schooner Success, lost at sca twenty days 
before she had completed her fishing voyage of 
four months. 

This bill was elaborately debated in Committee 
of the Whole on Saturday, the 5th of April instant, 
and the committee then rosc without coming to a 
decision. The debate being resumed to-day— 

Mr. GRINNELL rose and said: Mr. Chairman, 
we are now deciding on the claims of individuals | 
upon the Government, and are therefore acting un- 
der the solemnity and responsibility of jurors. The 
case before us is of a class of great interest to the 
citizens of a part of the district winch I have the 
honor to represent, the fishermen of Cape Cod; and 
there is none with whom E more deeply sympa- 
thize. Although I have never participated in their 
hard and bazardous employment, yet I have been | 
an eye-witness, to some extent, of their dangers | 
and duties. ‘They are generally poor, living on a | 
light sandy soil, upon which western farmers would 
slarve; yet you find in their small unpretending 
dwellings the greatest, neatness, and-a good degree 
of comfort. "They commence their labors as fish- 
ermen carly in.the spring, in preparing their ves- 
sels; these are from fifty to one hundred tons; their 
provisions for the voyage censist of salted becfand 
pork, Indian corn, flour, and molasses. Upon these 
articles and fish, they live for six or cight months 
in the year. These, with the salt they take on 
board, say five to eight hundred bashes, they ob- 
tain generally on the credit of the voyage. ‘They 
start usually in the months of April and May, in 
their small vessels, for the Grand Bank, the coasts 
of Newfoundland, Labrador, &c., where there is 
almost constant fog and eold through the fishing 
season; they are wet and cold nearly all the time. 
Those that proceed to the Grand Bank, anchor in 
about fifty fathoms of water, with a cable of one 
hundred and twenty fathoms long, and there ride 
out the gales of the ocean, to the astonishment of 
the commanders of the navies of the world. 

The codfish, when taken on bourd, are cleaned 
and salted in bulk, in the hold of the vessel; the 
tongues and sounds are carefully taken out and 
salted in casks; they are a delicate and delicious 
article, particularly the tongues when broiled fresh. 


The livers are saved in casks, and a most valu- || 


able oil is extracted from them for the use of tan- 
ners. 
months, though frequently the trips are longer. On 
returning, the fish are taken from the hold of the 
vessels in a green or pickled state. They are 
then spread upon hakes, in the open air, made of 
brash, raised about two feel from the ground, for 
two weeks or more, being carefully turned daily, 
and gathcred in heaps during damp or rainy wea- 
ther. They are then, with the tongues, sounds, 
and oil, sent to market. The price of the fish is 
usually two to three dollars per quintal. A vessel 
of sixty tons brings home about five hundred to 
six hundred quintals. The shares of men em- 
ployed average twelve dollars per month, say, for 
the eight months they are occupied, ninety-six dol- 
lars. In the winter, they follow some trade—shoc- 
making, &e. Thus they are never idle; and this 
constant labor is the secret cause. of the prosperity 
of New England, so inscrutable to other parts of 
the United States. The owners of these vessels 
have rarely been known to accumulate much prop- 
_ erty; ‘they are of a respectable, but not-rich class. | 
Our government at an early day, (1790,) with that | 


stopper, (the amendments made in committee hav- | wise foresight which so eminently distinguished 


If successful, they return in about four || 


ithe statesmen of that period, commenced giving 
bounties or allowances to the owners and crews of 
these cod-fishing vessels, three-eighths to the own- 
i ers, and-five-eighths to the crews. A large portion 
of the bounty was collected and received by the 
: Government in the duty on'the salt, and on the 
foreign articies used in building-and equipping the 
vessels; the duties on thé latter, itis well ascer- 
“tained, is four dollars per ton, or two hundred to 
i four hundred dollars on each vessel... ‘The bounty 
now allowed by law is three and a half to four 
dollars per ton, provided that in no case it shall 
i excced three hundred and sixty dollars per vessel 
and crew: generally, it amounts to two hundred to 
two hundred: and fifty dollars.. By granting this 
bounty, the Government has added greatly to the 
security of the country in time of war; for in no 
other way can efficient trustworthy seamen be ob- 
tained. in time of peace, this business has added 
greatly to the prosperity of the country. ‘The num- | 
ber of men now employed-annually in this business 
is estimated at ten thousand. The estimate is made 
from the number of vesscls employed and their ton- 
nage, which amounted to sixty-nine thousand eight | 
hundred and twenty-five tons on the 30th of June | 
last. These men, in the event of war, would be 
thrown out of employment, and would be, as in | 
times past, prompt to enter on board our navy in 
defence of our country. But for these hardy fisher- 
men, we should not-now be able to point to the |! 
capture of the Guerriere, and other naval victories | 
during the last war, Without seamen ships of war 
are valucless.. Look at the example of France; | 
she has never been able to eope with England on į 
the occan for the want of seamen... Her Govern- | 
ment is now attempting to supply this vital defi- 
ciency by liberal bounties to.those engaged in the 
fisheries. At has appropriated and expended an- 
nually since 2837 from four to fivc and a half mil- 
lions of francs, or about one million of dollars, for | 
this purpose. By a law now in operation, and to | 
| 
| 


i 


| eontinuc until 1851, France allows to each seaman 
engaged in the business fifty francs per annum, and 
| to the owncrs and crews of the vesscls twenty-two 
| francs per quintal on all dry salt codfish taken in | 
French vessels on the Grand Bank or coast. of 
Newfoundland and imported into French colonies, 
| or when taken out of entrepôts in France, being 
equal to four dollars per quintal; whereas the 
whole bounty allowed by our Government amounts 
to only about fifty cents per quintal. Under this 
liberal allowance the number of Freùch sailors 
have rapidly increased, and their character for sca- 
manship improved. In 1811 our law for the en- 
couragement of the cod fishery was suffered to ex- | 
pire. It was soon found necessary to yenew it. 
Accordingly, in 1813, it was re-enacted, and has 
continued to this time, thus proving the importance 
of the system, and that we could not succeed with- 
ont it. Ifthe small bounty now granted should be 
discontinued, the business would, greatly fall-off, 
and we should lose this excellent nursery for sea- 
men, Another consequence that would arise from 
the decline in this business would be an increase 
in the price of dry codfish, This would be felt by 
the consumers throughout the country. Although 
| not of the national importance that the loss of sea- 
men is, yet it is worthy of consideration. H the 
reduced duty proposed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury should take plece, and the present bounty 
allowed by France continue, I think we shall be-i 
| supplied with this article by French fishermen. 

As this is an important subject in a national 
point of view, intimately connected with the com- 
mercial history as well as the prosperity and the 
naval defences and glory of the country, I hope I 
may be excused for introducing into this debate a 
calm, dispassionate, and ably-drawn paper, which 
has lately been presented to Congress, and printed 
| by its order, but which, from the paucity of infor- 
mation on this subject which this discussion has 
disclosed, I fear has not been as extensively read 
as its merits deserve. It will be remembered that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report 
on the finances and the tariffy has’recommended the 
entire abolition of the allowance of bounty to ves- 
sels employed in the cod fishery, as well as the 
bounty on the exportation of pickled fish. This 
: recommendation, so vitally affecting the business, 
the living, the prosperity of a large class of citizens, 
has produced an excitement arid alarm it was so 
well calculated to produce. The citizens of Mar- 
| blehead have forwarded to Congress an able and 


dispassionate memorial and remonstrance agaiiist 
this proposed repeal. That memoriat is drawn 
with calmness and candor, and does not contain a 
word which I do not know to be strictly trie. It 
is: signed by men whe would tot pwt-their names 
to-any paper which they did not know to be true, 
even at the sacrifice of their own interests. And, 
as several paragraphs of it contain information tal- 
culated to enlighten the committee on the vote itis 
about to give on the bil} before it, and. wilt enable 
members to give that vote with a more correct 
knowledge and understanding of the facis, D-irust 
I shall be excused for reading a few of those para- 
graphs. They are as follows: 0 00 F 

« During the period ef our celonial history, the fisheries 
had slowly advaneed to a healthy state of prosperity, under 


| the fostering.care of the mother country; so that, at the com- 


mencemeni of the Revolution, the business had reached æ 
state more prosperous. than any it hag ever since attained. 
The town of Marblebead hag, at that period, a greater popu- 
lation and more wealth than it now possesses. “fhe elosc of 
the Revolution found the town a mere ruin compared to 
what # was wheu the war first broke out. : 
€ At the conclusion of peace, renewed efforts were made 
by our citizens to establish themselves in the business again, 
which was continute for g few years, wider the many dis- 
advantages necessarily attendant upon a new Government 
and the derangéd commercial relations consequent. upon the 
then state of things. The struggle, however, was of bus 
short duration, before it be¢aiie apparent that the business— 
always considered important to the commerce and resources 
of the comutry—could not be prosecuted as a-mecas of liveli- 
lood untess some relief could be. obtained from the ovem- 
ment. . This. relief. was sought and granted for a Kinited 
periód; and it was by the aid of this and the European wars 
which folsow.ed, that the fisheries once more afforded a rei- 
sonable return for.the labor and capital employed in then. 
But, by the:combined operation of the non-intereourse 
and embargo acts, followed by thet war of 1812, this state of 
prosperity svon disappeared, and the fisheries, aud most of 
the capitat invested in them, Wweré wellnigh annihilated. Fë 
was to remedy this state of things that the aet ef July 20, 


| 1813, allowing the present bounty.to vesseis employed in 


the cod fishery, and the bounty on the exportation. of pickled. 
fish, and acts levying a duty on the.importation of torcigty 
dry fish, were passed; which acts itis now. the object. of the 
propositions before Congress t repeat and abokish. 

“< Your memorialists believe, that had it not been for these 
enactments, thus passed and provided for the relict of ‘the 
fisheries, the business would tong since have been abundon- 


| ed; for, even with the aid-and protection thus afforded, and 


an -uniiterrapted continuance of peace for the last thirty 
years, many ‘individuals, and even. joint-stock companics, 
with their capital solely invested in it, have, after a few 
years’ trial of the business, abandoned it, as- rot aifording in 
the aggregate, a‘saving return for the capital and labor eii- 
ployed. And such is the yncertainty and vacitlating success 
attendant upon the best organized and well-directed. efforts 
for taking the fish, (one year of plenty being often succeeded 
by years of scareity,) that, in repeated instances, all the eap- 
ital embarked in-the business has been totally lost. i 

“ And although it has been stated before your honorable 
body, in support of an effort to repeal thé aid and ‘protection 
which the present laws aftord, that the poor fisherman eanis 
his. 4600 for what was called “his three and a half iponths” 
labor,’ yet your memorialists. woll know that. there is no 
truth in the assertion. ‘The fishermen of this town, engaged 
in the bauk cod fishery, are usually employed from Marea 
to November and December, from ‘the time they begin the 
labor of fitting the vessels for sea, until they return: to their 
Winter quarters, being. a period of full-eiglit months.on. an 
average ;.aud-your memorialists ayer, from their oum per- 
sonal knowledge, that it is Bo uncommon oceutrence for fish- 
Crngen to be thus constantly toiling through all the working 
portion ‘of the year, and not earn a single dollar (bounty and 
all.ineluded) over. and above their outfit expenses, aud: the 
advance of a few necessaries to their, familhes during. their 
absence. And it is thus that, in seasons of scarcity, it often 
happens that crews cannot He obtdinéd for vessels engaged 
in the business, except the owner. will first ganvanty that 
they shall make something. (a sumito be. first agreed on) ip 
return for their labor, over: and: above. their Shares:of fish, 
afier deducting the outfits of the voyage. ` Etis truet in 
seasons when fish happen to be ‘plenty, ‘and a good mar. 
Ket is obtained for-them, that, in sueh-cascs, both the own- 


| ersand fishermen realize a remunenling profit for their eap- 


ital and labor; but this state of things is rather rare than 
otherwise; and such is the uncertainty, and, as it were, tot- 
tery nature Of the business, that, in looking around among 
those who have been engaged in it all their lives, they can- 
not point outa solitary owner who has become wealthy from 
the profits of the fishing business alone, nora single fisherman, 
with a family depending upon him for sapport, who has 
been able to lay up, from the earnings of the business, a sur- 
plus for his old age. 

‘Phere are other considerations of public policy apper- 
taining to the fisheries, which your meimorialists hope will 
not pass unnoticed, in deciding upon the propositions now 
before your honorabie body. Et is well known that the fish- 
eries of New England bave long been regarded as a yahiable 
nursery of bardy and able seamen; and your memorialists 
believe that it was from this consideration, as much as.to 
provide for a drawback of the duty upon fereigu salt, that the 
present bounty and protection to the fishing interests were 
granted. And whatever pecuniary losses and misfortunes 
the citizens of this town have been called upon to endure, 
by embargoes and wars; and the uncertainties and fluctua- 
tug character of their leading business, it is presumed. they 
may, with confidenee, refer to their past charaeter’and éon- 
duct in hours of danger and trial, in proof. that the.degree of 
protection and aid which their much loved country bas af- 
forded to the fisheriés, has- not been wholly unrequited by 


i them. They believe they may, without indelicacy, point to 


Some return on their part, in, ‘their services, sufferings, and 
sacrifices, for the independence and honor of thelr country 
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in both the revolutionary and late wars. In the days of. the 

evolution, nearly every able-bodied citizen of the town bore 
arms in the cause of the country, by sea or land; and in the 
late war, full one thousand men and boys were engaged in 
the contest, mostly.in the naval and privateering service, a 
large portion of whom—and. many of your memorinlists 
among the number—were incarcerated in the prisons of the- 
enemy, when peace crowned the efforts of tcir country 


with success,” ~ 


T have thus presented the merits ‘of the bount 
granted by law to the owners and crews of vessels 
employed in the cod fishery, in the hope, when its 
Operation is understood, that it will commend itself 
to the favor of the committee. 

th cases like the one under consideration, where 

the poor fishermen, when pursuing their dangerous 
voyages, have been overwhelmed by the tempest 
or storms, and, by the inscrutable acts of Provi- 
dence, prevented from continuing their occupation 
four months as required by law, Congress has 
always granted reliefas a matter of justice to the 
unfortunate. Is there not some degree of cruelty 
in refusing it? They, the fishermen, have done 
all in their power to carry out the design and polic 
of the Government. ‘They have, from their amali 
means, fitted out their vessel, purchased a quantity 
of salt and other articles, on which the Govern- 
ment has received a revenue, and have been pre- 
vented in fulfilling the precise terms of the law by 
causes beyond their control. 
_ As Ï have before remarked, and as is set forth 
in the memorial T have read, the owners and crews 
of these cod-tishing vessels are gencrall poor, 
living on a poor soil, and merely sv men by the 
greatest frugality and industry in obtaining a sub- 
sistence. They are remarkable for their strict 
moral character. ‘The population of Capo Cod, 
Barnstable county, in 1840, was 32,548; probably 
by this time they number 35,000 or 36,000. 1 may 
mention, as a remarkable instance, that last yonr 
only twelve prisoners were committed to the jail 
of that county; two were blacks, and three foreign- 
ers. This has been about the average for several 
yews, The whole amount paid by the Govern- 
ment for bounties to all the Saher of the United 
States for several years past has avernged about 
$250,000. The duties on the salt consumed, and 
on the articles in building the vessels, and used on 
board of them, would probably amount to half this 
sum or more. Thus the Government is paying 
for the defence of the country $100,000 or $125,000, 
and in the cheapest manner possible, by secaring 
for any emergency ten thousand excellent seamen 
for the public service; and without them no nation 
has ever succeeded, or can succeed, in commerce 
or in maintaining any naval power. 

In conclusion, 1 beg leave to submit to the Com- 
mittee the following summary statement, show- 
ing the product of the cod fishery in the county 
of Barnstable for the year ending Deeember 31, 
1945.. l 

Vossols employed 195; burden 10,237 tons; average SIM 

Estimated valve of fish, oll, Xe. taken—~ 
87,648 quintals of dry codiish, at $2 tB., 
Amount received for liver oils 
Bounty on 181 vessels... ee aneeen 
Bounty on JJ vessels, the bounty was probably re- 

fused, they being fost or wrecked, 
and thus prevented from being em- 
ployed the ting required by law, 


195 
The whole number of men employed on board vessel in į 
the cod and mackerel fishery was........ sarnase Sik 


Mr. GORDON next rose and opposed the bill, | 


and advised the friends of the fishing interest to 


refrain from pressing cases upon the attention of | 


Congress which do not come within the provisions 
of the general laws for the allowance of bounty. 

By pressing such cases they endanger the exist- 
ence of the general laws and the ; 
Mr. G. did not think these fishermen were entitled 
to all the credit that was given them by his friend 


from Massachusetts, [Mr.Grinnent.] They were | 
like other men, everattentive to their own interest, | 


ich they were as careful as other men to attend || capi l 
whi 7 ‘the seamen thomseives, their wives and children, 


tor to their widows and orphans. Too much had 
i already been said on so small a-case; but he felt 


to. No bounty was allowed to whale-fishery men. 
They certainly encountered as much danger, and 
were as valuable, in a national point of view, as 
the cod-fishery men. 


ence? ‘The bounty ought not be allowed ; and he 


would move that the bill be reported to the House | 


with a recommendation that it be rejected. 


Mr. SEVERANCE made an animated and car- | 


nest appeal to the committee in behalf of the 
widows and orphans of those poor and brave- 
hearted men who go on this adventurous business, 
and become buried in the kosor of the 


bounty jtself i! AS f 
| brave, noble, patriotic, and country-loving race. 
l As to the pidauice of bounty, it was hardly worth 


Why, therefore, the differ- | 


I 


i 
| 
j 
j 


| 


+) gentlennm, orany other, to go into Marbichead and | 


great deep. |i words. 


| ease when private bills were taken up, that the 
, 
i ; : 
House found itself without a quorum; and unless 


ied again to trouble the committee on-the bill, nor 


| lomial dependency of Great Britain, has this bounty 
i been allowed. 


; our coast, 
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f 
| 
i 
i 
i 


i 
3i ii 
pay to the widows and orphans of the officers and |; 
seamen lost in the Hornet. Nobody complained | 
of that, because it was right and proper; yet it was {| 
a mere gratuity. In the present instance, the || 
country is asked to pay to the widow and orphan | 
what the husband and father would have been en- | 
titled to by law, if they had lived to return to port. i 
He hoped the committce would vote down the |, 
motion to reject the Lil. i 

The question was here put on the motion that i; 
the bill be reported to the House with a recom- | 
mendation that it be rejected; and there were— | 
ayes 47, noes 60, No quorum, a 

Another count was had: ayes 44, noes 59. Still | 
no quorum, 

The committee then rose, and reported that it 
had been compelled to do so for want of a quorum 
to-do business. 

Mr. DANIEL stid he felt that in this laxity of 
attendance of members of the House, they would 
never get through the private calendar, He there- © 
fore felt constrained to move a call of the Fouse. | 

Mr, ADAMS demanded the yeas and nays; i 
which were ordered, and, being wken, were— | 
yeas 77, maya 67, (a quoram voting.) i 
So a call of the House was ordered. p 

i 
i 


And one or (wo members having answered to | 
their names, 

Mr. COBB moved that further proceedings on 
the call be dispensed with, 

Mr. DANIEL said he hoped not, 
for the first time, insist. 


He should, 
Le had venceatlly been the 


thera were some means to enforce the aticndance 
of the members, nothing could be done. 

The question on the motion of Mr. Coss was 
taken, and decided in the affirmative, 

So futher proceedings an the call were dispensed | 
with, | 

Mr, BAYLY save noties of a motion to recon- | 
sider the vote by which the bill for the relict of the j 
heirs of Jonathan Dye haul been rejected, | 

The House then went back into committee. fi 

And the question recurring on the motion to re- l; 
port the above-mentioned bill to the House with a 
recommendation that it do not pass, 

Mr. DANIEG P, KING said he had not intend- | 


would he have done so, if an important principle 
were not involved, and he feared was about to be 
sacrificed, A gendeman from New York. [Mr, 
Gonvon| has asked why bounty is not allowed to 
whaling nnd merchant vessels, and what reasons 
exist for allowance of bounty to this class of ves- 
sek in particular. Mr. K. said it was becauseit 
had been tho settled policy of the Government from 
its very commencement; yes, before the commence- 
ment of the Government, from a period long be- 
fore the Revolution, when this country was a co- 


hnost all foreign nations allow it, 
and their vessel swarm oo the fishing-grounds on 
France allows a heuvy bounty; and 
take our bounty away, and French vessels would 
come into our ports and underscil ow own fishing | 
vessels. "Fhe gentienian has said these fishermen |: 
will not fight. Mr. K. said he would not advise that |: 


say so. ‘Their bravery has never before been |; 
questioned. It was proverbial. They were a |! 


disputing ubout—not more than ten or twelve dol- {i 
lars a head. It did not go to the owners of the į: 
vessels exclusively, to large capitalists; it went to i 

ii 


sure the members of the committee could not find |! 
it in their hearts to reject this bill, and thereby im- | 
i 
į 


i 
i 
plant sorrow in the hearts, and bring tears into the i 


eyes of poor widows and children, whose. fathers |) 


and husbands lie buried in-the deep, where they || 
have been cast in their perilous endeavors to carn |i 
this bounty, this small sum, - ~ : : 
Mr. LEAKE and Mr. DOUGLASS said a few || 


t 


> Congress, pas 
Cries under m 
| paced under civil goverment aa heretofore. 


Mr. ADAMS TOV. moved that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 
Which motion, by ayes 73, noes 32, was agreed 


to. Sate, i 
So the bill was laid aside to be reported. 


The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Bird coming 
up— ahs: 

Mr. ST. JOHN moved thatit be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation. that it donot pass. 

Mr. LEWIS asked for reasons... -. 

The report, on the call of Mr. ST. JOHN, was 
read, z pyri 
Mr. D. P. KING advocated its passage-[yield- 
ing the floor for inquiry to Mr. Tuurman and Mr. 
Dasig. | i 

Mr. LEWIS followed on the same side. 

After a few words from Messrs. GRIDER, 
DANIEL, and E. H. EWING, . 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it do not 


i pasa, 


The motion, by ayes 53, noes 6G, was rejected. 
The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 


; the House. 


Whereupon the committee rose and reported. 
Aud the House adjourned. : 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


; sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
i priate committee; 


st 


By Mr. HENLEY : The petition of Mexander McDonald 
and Sitvanus Jaskington, for invatiit pensions: referred to 


E ohe Commitee on frvalid Pensions. 


By Mr. JAMES I JOHNSON: ‘he petition of Messrs. 
Charles D. Abell, Joshua Allen, and 1150 others, citizens, of 
Uampden county, Massachusetts, praying that the law of 
seil in August, 2, placing the national armo- 
tary government, be repented; and the same 


By Mr, COCKE: The petition of the heirs of Samuel 
Jackson, Qeceascd, praying Congress to grant them the ar- 


_ teanezes of pension due uicir said father at the time of his 
death. 


Uy Mr. STANTON: The petition of James M, Lewis, 
praying a pension for wounds received while in the service 
of the United States, dnring tre late war with Great Britain: 
teferred to the Committee on tivadide Pensions. 

By Mr. BARLUNGIER: The petition of George Boggs, for 
a pension: referred to the Comimitice on Revolutionary Pen- 


‘sions. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 27, 1846 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the pieootings ofa Democratic meeting of cite. 
izens 0 or oe sustaining the policy of the: 
President of the United States in relation to Oregon, 


| our foreign relations, and the public defences, 


Also, the proceedings of a public meeting of cit- 


i isens of Philadelphia, urging upon Congress the 
i necessity of making appropriations for the. im- 


provement and increase of the national defences. 
Which were hud on the table. 
Also, a communication from the Department of 
State, in eh aca with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 13th instant, transmitting a statement of 


; claims for spoliations on Americar comnierce by 
: the French prior to the ratification of the treaty 
with France of 1800, which were acted upon: by 
i the Board of Commissioncrs sitting under the treaty 
_ of Paris of 1831. : 


Which was ordered to be printed, 
PETITIONS. 
Mr. EVANS presented the petition of William 
A, Howard, captain of the United States revenue 
steamer “ McLane,” praying increased compen- 


sation for services’ while acting’ by order. of the 
President of the United States, under the direction 


_of Commodore Dallas, in the naval service in the 


West Indices; which was referred to the Commit- 
tec on Naval Affairs. . 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Alexis 
Orgot, praying a pension for injuries received 
while serving in Captain Fremont’s expedition to 
the Rocky Mountains; which waa referred to the 
Committee on Pensions.. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Mary S. Clitz, 
widow of a late captain in the United Statesarmy, 
praying a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. i 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented several memorials 
of ship-owners, ship-masters, and others, of Bath, 
Bangor, Portland, Thomaston, and Kennebunk, in 
the State of Maine, remonstrating against the re- 
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i April 27; 


peal of the pilot laws of 1837; which 
upon the table. f Pe 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of the ad- 
ministrator of Francis R. Sanchez, praying remu 
neration for loss of property, occasioned by the 
acts of the United States troops; which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims, : 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Louis Chap- 
polin, praying remuneration for property taken for 
the use of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. x 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Mar- 
garet Heyland, praying a pension, and. of Samuel 
Knapp, a revolutionary soldier, praying to be al- 
lowed arrears of pension; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. C. also presented the memorial of citizens | 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, praying the ; 
establishment of a national foundry at Port Rich- į 


mond, in said county; which was referred to the į 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
REPORTS QF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Publie 
Lands, to whom was referred the (Elouse) bill for 
the relief of Charles M. McKenzie, reported the 
same without amendment. f 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on. Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 


the heirs of Crocker Sampson; which was read a |: 


first time. The accompanying report was ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. G. also, from the same committee, submit- | 


ted a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Asenath Canney; which was read a first time. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Joint Committee on 
the Library, reported a joint resolution, authori- 
zing the employment of. Hiram Powers to execute 
certain statues for the United States; which joint 
resolution was read a first and second time, and the 
accompanying report was ordered to be printed. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the Speaker of 
said House had signed the joint resolution abro- 
gating the convention providing for the joint occu- 
pation of the Oregon territory. Also, that said 

louse had passed a bill to exempt canal boats 
from the payment of fees and hospital money; and 
a bill to enable the Secretary of the Navy to pur- 
chase the right of using Mix’s patent mangor- 
stopper. ] 

GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The House bill, to enable the Secretary of the 
Navy to purchase the right of using Mix’s patent 
manger-stopper, was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Athairs. 

The House bill, to exempt canal boats from the 
payment of fees and hospital money, was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


OREGON-—-‘' THE NOTICE.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the joint re- ; 
solution of notice for the abrogation of the con- 
vention providing for the joint occupation of the | 
Oregon territory. : 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, of the rep- 
resentatives upon the petitions of Samuel Beach, 
Christopher Delazenne, Benjamin Durkee, and 
Benjamin Van Valkenburgh; which were concur- 
red in. : f 

T'he Senate also considered the adverse report of í 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, upon the ; 
memorial of the heirs and representatives of Fran- ; 
cis Vigo; which, 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, was laid on the 
table. : 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, upon the petition of Charles Larrabee; 
which report was concurred in. 

Also, the report of the Committee on Pensions, 
on the subject of extending the provisions of the 
pension act of June 19, 1840, to certain cases, 
concluding with a request that the said committee 
be discharged from the farther consideration of 
the subject; which request was agreed to. 

(Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 


i THE OREGON JURISDICTION BILL. 
The next subject for consideration was the mo- 


i 


i: gest to the Senate the necessity of expediting action 
© on this bill. - 


| him that the Committee on Territories was the ap- 


|| propriate one. 
\ prised subjects which in themselves might belong 


1 Mr. ALLEN remarked that the bill had been 


‘| referred to the Committee on Territories, and after- 
‘| wards a motion to reconsider was made, and laid 
‘| on the table till this time. He presumed that the 
|! mere fact of reconsidering the: motion would not 
‘| necessarily change the direction of the measure. | 
i| Votes were frequently reconsidered in order to ac- | 
‘| commodate Senators. He rose for the purpose of 
expressing the hope that this bill would be at once 
referred to some committee—he was somewhat 
embarrassed as to what committee would be the 
mostappropriate. He desired to say, further, that 
he hoped that the committee which might be charged 
with the bill would afford the Senate an opportu- 
nity of acting upon it as soon as may be. | 

lt was. beyond doubt that the convention now 
subsisting between the United States and Great | 
Britain in relation to the Oregon territory would | 
soon terminate. Whilst that convention existed, : 


United States.and the shores of the Pacific, would 
render it impossible to give effect to the bill in Jess 
than six months from the date of its passage. , It 
would take that time to apply this law for the pro- 
tection of the citizens of the United States in that 
| territory—it would take one-half of the time be- 
tween now and the expiration of the subsisting 
convention, which was now the only protection 
which American citizens had against British law 
in Oregon. He mentioned this, merely to call the 
attention of Senators to that important state of the 
case, in order that all duc expedition might be used 
in carrying the bill into execution, so that it might 
take the place of the convention in protecting A mer- 
ican citizens in Oregon, the convention of course 
expiring at the expiration of the notice, that it is 
the will of the United States that it should termi- 
nate, and that will probably be in about thirteen 
months. At the end of that—the remotest period 
—there will be no laws or protection for seven or 
eight thousand American citizens beyond ‘the 
Rocky Mountains; and in order to provide in due 
i time for that state of things he desired now to sug- 


t 
{ 

Mr. HUNTINGTON understood his friend from 
llinois, [Mr. Breese,] who moved to reconsider, 
i tosay that it was more proper that the bill should 
: be referred to some other committee; he (Mr. H.) 
hoped, then, that on the general question of recon- 
ideration, it would not be considered improper 
by the Senator or the Senate to treat the subject in 
that point of view. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ALLEN] had very truly stated that there were very 
important features in the bill, and to one of them 
he had particularly referred—that was the section || 
extending the laws of the United States over the || 
whole territory of Oregon, so that these laws would | 
: apply to all there on the expiration of the existing | 
: convention. In that point of view, it becomes a |} 
| very important question whether the bill shall not |; 
e modified in that feature. But he (Mr. H.) did | 
not propose to go into that subject at present. The 
uestion now was simply as to the reference of the 
ill. Ifit was to be referred to any standing com- 
mittee—and he did not see any necessity for the 
reference to a special committee—it did appear to 


| 
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It was quite true that the bill com- 


| to withdraw his motion. 


f . ba . 
to other committees. A part of it-extended -the - 
laws of the Territory of Iowa over'the citizens of 


Oregon—that should go to the Judiciary Commit: 
tee; the fourth section provided for grants of land— 
that was a subject forthe Committee on Publie 
Lands; the fifth related to Indian agents; which 
was a proper subject for the Committee on, Indian 
Affairs, the portion which had reference to military 
objects, might go to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs; and that which related to mail-routes, to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. But 
-it had never been the practice to divide bills, and: 
parcel them out to separate committees. That 
would be very inconvenient, and was, indeed, im- 
practicable. ‘The Oregon country was denomina- 
ted a “territory’’ in the bill; arid in his judgment 


| the Committee on Territories was the appropriate 


one to which the bill should be referred. “The bill 

had come from the Committee on Territories in the 

other House; and, in his opinion, no committee 
was more compctent to take charge of it here. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Dix] had the floor in reply to the 
Senator from Delaware on the bill before the Sen- 
ate; and as the morning hour. had nearly expired, 
he moved that the further consideration of the mo- 
tion to reconsider be postponed, and that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the order of the day. ; 

Mr. ALLEN desired to say one word, He had 


| no desire to protract this discussion. His sole ob- 


ject was to get the bill referred promptly. . He 
would ask his friend from Hlinois [Mr. Breese] 
Mr. WESTCOTT said he had no feeling about 
the motion, but he l > 
Mr. SEVIER rose to order.. 2s 
The PRESIDENT reminded the Senator that 


the question was now on the postponement. 
Mr. BREESE then withdrew his motion. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. . 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the bill relative to French 
spoliations prior to 1800. - . f 

Mr. DIX rose in reply to Mr. Carron, stating. 
that, after mature consideration, he had come toa 
conclusion differing from thé. opinion of’ the ma- 
jority of the Select Committee, of which he was a 
member, and he felt it to. be his duty to present ‘the 
reasons which had brought him to. this conclusion. 
He would have preferred that the other member of 


| the committee, (Mr. Mancum,] who, with him, 


constituted the minority, should have assumed the 
task, in consequence of his greater standing and 
experience. ; we 
ongratulating the Senator from Delaware on 
the enviable position he occupied, having no‘ per- 
sonal friends or constituents to urge him. on, with 
reference to this bill, he expressed his regret that 
such was not his own case. One-third of the en: 
tire amount of these claims was in the possession 
of citizens of New York; many of them were in 
the hands. of -personal. friends, ‘and: hence he had 
the strongest inducements‘to give à favorable con: 
sideration of their claims, and. to see,justice done 
to them. .. He felt: pain that he had not been able: 
to bring his mind to ‘a ‘decision, in harmony with 
their-wishes and interests. OEE tbe 
Mr. D. recapitulated ‘the course which-had-béeen > 


| taken during this session‘ in relation to these claims, * 


for the purpose of repelling the inference that the 
committal to a committee favorable to the claims, 
indicated a disposition on the part of the Senate 
to adopt the most favorable view of the merits of 
these claims. 

He then went into a history of the treaties of 
1778, between the United States and France; and 


| of the assistance rendered by France to us in our 


struggle for independence. : He desired to speak 
of this assistance with proper respect; but-he re- 
garded the existing Government.of France, at that 
period, as acting principally with an eye to the în- 
terests of theirown country. Generosity was not 
the attribute of Governments; it was only to: be 
looked for among individuals. “With a view ‘to 
illustrate the history of that portion of our Revolu- 
tion, which the Senator from Delaware had char- 
acterized as the darkest period of our revolution- 
ary struggle, he selected some portions of that his- 
tory to bear him (Mr. D.) out in the view, that, 
so far from being the darkest, it was one of the 
most brilliant of its periods... France, therefore, 
came to our aid, not in the moment of our distress, 
but in the midst of our glory’, 


ae 
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He desired to show that there was no insepara- 
ble connexion between the treaties which had been 
referred to and these ¢laims. The treaties were 
for commercial purposes, and for objects of defence. 
They expressly guarantied forever the independ- 
ence of the United States on the part of France; 
and, on the part of the United States, they guaran- 
tied the permanence of the sovereignty of France 
forever over her possessions in this continent. The 
amicable relations thus established continued until 
after the close of the war of our Revolution, When 
France had changed the form of her Goverment, 
by a decree of her National Convention, she threw. 
off all her obligations to neutral nations, which led 
to a remonstrance from the Minister of the United 

States, and this produced an exception of our 
commerce from the operation of that decree. But, 
nevertheless, France commenced a series of out- 
rages upon our commerce, which were carried to a 
very mischievous extent. . _ 

Mr. D. then went into some detail, to show that 
there was nothing in the course taken by the Uni- 
ted States, under these circumstances, to justify the 
conclusion to which the Senator from’ Delaware | 
had come. . He contended that it had been made | 
clear by Mr, Jefferson, that we had never been | 
guilty of any violation of our obligations, even | 
while France was perpetrating the most grievous | 
outrages on our commerce, Franee, in the mean 
time, insisted that she had no hostile intentions 
against the United States, but assigned various | 
excuses, which were deemed insuflicient by our 
Government, and led to remonstrances on our 
part. With reference to these claimants, he con- 
tended that the Government of the United States 
neither assumed, nor intended to assume, any re- 
sponsibility other than that of prescnting their com- 
plaints to the French Government for redress, in 
the strongest manner practicable, and this had been 
done. 

He insisted that the treaties between the United | 
States and France in 1793, were abrogated by the 
acts of both parties—by the uct of Congress of | 
1798, on one hand, and by the conduet of France, į 
on the other—and could no longer be cousidered | 
obligatory on either, Subsequent to that period, ; 
a stile of things arose in which captures were | 
made by the two Powers, not preceded, itis true, 
by any proclamation of war, but which were such 
as evidently to warrant the inference that a state 
of actual hostilities existed. | ; 

He admitted that our ministers were instructed, 
in the negotiations which followed this unsettled | 
condition of our intercourse, to urge these chius | 
for spoliations upon France; and introduced por- ; 
tions of history to show that france evaded the | 
responsibility. under a variety of prelexts; pertina | 
ciously coupling the treaties and indumniues, and 
contending that France had, in no instance, come | 
mitted any act abrogating these treaties, Jie fact, 
he came to the conclusion, from a deliberate inve 
tigation of the documents, making such infurences 
as were dictated by common sense, that theso 
claims to indemnities for spoliations were abans 
doned by both Governments, and that the United : 
States were bound neither by honor nor justice to 
pay these claims. Judging of these chums, which |: 
they were called upon now, ufter a lapse of forty f 
years, to allow, it was safest to rely on the conton i 
poraneous testimony of the thues. I ay had sull ¿Í 
been refused; and it would be unsafe to allow them ; 
now. He regretted to diiler from his friend, (the 
Senator from Delaware,) but could not avoid hold- 
ing that we were not bound to respond to these | 
claims. Ele knew of no principle by which a ; 
Government, after extraordinary efforts to obtain 
a redress of grievances, could be held responsible 
for them. It had obtained, by the negouation of 
1803, four millions, and of 1831, nearly five mil- : 
lions of dollars. He held Government had done 

` its duty, and was fully exonerated from all further 
action i atter. 
E of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business Ri 
and, after some time, the doors were reopened, ; 
and , 
The Senate adjourned. 


was the bill in rélation to the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, the consideration of which bad been post- 
poned until to-da 


Mr: POLLOCK rose (he was understood to 


not state, so faras the reporter is informed. 
THE SECRET-SERVICE FUND. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and asked leave 
to make a bricf personal explanation, 

Mr. HARALSON. 
to the personal matters between the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. asennad 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. W EB- 
STER,} I protest against it. 
fecling that F object, but because the time of the 
country is too precious to be consumed in matters 
of person crimination and recrimination, to the 
exclusion of the public business; especially when 


gasily through the public prints as in this House. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Then I must move a sus- 
pension of the rules, 

Mr. ASHMUN. I trust that the gentleman 
will be allowed to proceed, provided the House 
will give me leave to reply to him. 

Mr, HENLEY, (to the Chair) What rule is 
it necessary to suspend, in order that a gentleman 
may make a personal explanation? for personal 
explanations of some Kind or other are minie every 
day. 

The SPEAKER, ‘There is nosuch thing known 
in matters of jegislation as a 
Such things are constantly w nated by unanimous 
consent, Bat if unanimous consent in not given, 
and a suspension of the rules takes place, then add 
the rules muat be suspended. Phe question is, 
* Shall the rales be suspended?” 

Mr. HENLEY. 1f there are no such rules, 
how can they be suspended ? 

The SPEAK ER. No personal explanation ean 
be made within avy strict technical rule of the 
House, and, if tolerated at all, it must be either by 
ummimons consent or by a suspension oP all rules 
relating to the order of business. 

The question is, © Shall the rules be suspended 
to allow the gentleman Co makea personal expla- 
nation?” 

Mr, COBB asked the yeas and nays, which 
wore ordered, 

Mr. ASUMUN desired to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to amend a motion 
i to auapend the rules is not in order. 

[A message was received from the Senate by A. 
Dickens, Eaq., Seeretary, stating that the Senate 
had passed the bill of the House entitled © An act 
tor the relief of Charles W. Bingley, of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina,” with an amend ment.} 

The question * Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was then taken, and decided in the affirmative, ns 
follows: 


tsura Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Bar- 
ringon, Bayly, Bedinger, Bett, Junes A. Black, Bowlin, 
Krockenbrough, Brodhead, Catheart, John G. Chapman, 
mae, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cranston, Cunningham, 
Darragh, Jefferson Davis, Ditlimgam, Dobbin, Dockery, 
Dunlap, Erdman, Faran, Pieklin, Foot, Pries, Giddings, 
Gordon, Graham, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, 
Hentey, Hoge, Rdmand W. Hubbard, James h. Hunt, Hun- 
ter, Charles d, Ingersoll, Joseph R, Ingeroh, George W. 
Joues, Senhor Jones, Preston King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, 
Levin, Ligon, bong, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeQielland, Janes 
MeDowell, Mctlvaine, John P. Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
i Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Peril, Pettit, 
1) Phelps, Pollock, Pree, Rathhun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 
; erw, Rawtele, Sawyer, Seammen, Seddon, Severanee, A. 
E D, Sima, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Stark- 

wether, Steplons, St.John, Stroh, Thibodeaux, Thoms- 
| son, Jacob ‘Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tihbatts, ‘Tilden, Vance, 
Vinton, Wentworth, Wick, Yancey, and Yost—102. 

NAYS--Messra, Burt, Carroll, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, 
Dixon, Gentry, Unralson, Herrick, Elias R. Holmes; Hop- 
kins, George 8, Houston, Thomas Ritter King, Lewis, Me- 
Ganghey, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Morse, Root, Runk, Sea- 


Yew. 
So the rules were suspended, 


And leave having been thus granted, 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL spoke as follows: 


terms, in Senate, assailed my truth, concerning 
i: transactions of which gee ought to bein the 

Department of State, TP went there in. search of 
| them for my vindication. As a. member of the 
© Committee on Foreign Affairs, for some years, 1 


į 
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The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 


| bly none which any other member of Congress is 
|! not entitled to. 


peeve ‘SPEAKER said the special order of the day |: Searching for proofs, not to expose him, but vin- 


say) to-a privileged motion, but what.it was he did. 


If the application relates || 


it is from no personal | 


the former can be settled between the parties as | 


sersonal explanation, | 


| prin, “Pru Smith, Wheaten, White, Woodward, and f 


Mr. Srearer: When Mr. Webster, in virulent] 


! have some freedom of access there; though proba- 


dicate myself, I fell most unexpectedly on others, 
! which led me next day to denounce him as a delin- 
quent. R 
! a When the President’s answer to the resolution 
, of the House of Representatives refused certain 
: documents, I repeated, in general assertions, the 
fact of his delinquency, and added, that it is easily 
‘ susceptible of proof. My friends advised me to go 
: no further, supposing that Mr. Webster would chal- 
‘ lenge investigation. : : 


| Not having done so, but. having again, with op- 
ii probrious language, in Senate, charged me with 
|: slander, and called on me to substantiate my aceus 
Íi sation of him, I now submit a short statement, 
i which may be tested as to truth. 

There are three charges of delinquency: 

First. Unlawful use of the fund appropriated for 
the contingent service of foreign intercourse, com- 
monly called the secret-service fund. 

Secondly. Misapplying part of that fund to cor- 
rupt party presses 

‘hirdly. Leaving the Department of State in 
default to that fund. 

First. Congress appropriates annually a small 
sum, commonly $30,000, for the contingent expen- 
| ses of foreign intercourse; the disbursement of part 
of which is sometimes usefully clandestine, but 
never, as has been erroneously supposed, corrup!, 
; Whenever, in the President's opinion, it would be 
‘wrong to make public how any part of it is dis- 
| posed of, he so certifies; and, by act of Congress, 
i fiin mere certificate is sufficient voucher at the treas- 
i ury for the required settlement. 
| 
i 


These funds have, for the last sixteen years, if 
not always, been in the hands of a clerk, called by 
acts of Cohen. the disbursing agent of the De- 
partment of State, who kept them in banks, as 
agent. “Phe official routine is, for the President, 
on the requisition of the Secretary of Stale, to au- 
i thorize payment of the money from the treasury 
to the disbursing agent of the State Department. 
‘The disbursing agent is debited at the treasury with 
the sum drawn into the Departinent of State, keeps 
it to his oredit, as agent, in bank, and gives checks 
as required by the Sceretary, for payment to any 
person be may designate. 

In this way the first cheek I saw, when I went to 
the department, was drawn by the agent for the 
i service at New York in McLeod’s case, $1,000. 
| But, shortly after President Harrison’s death, 
‘and before Vice President Tyler was‘at home in 
| Chief Magistracy—in April, 1841—Mr. Secretar 
| Webster began an entirely novel method of deals 

ing with the secret-service fund. Instead of ¢ 
tecting the disbursing agent to pay any.third person, 
| Mr. Webster required the money to be paid to him- 
‘self. 

| In this way he drew to himself from the disburs- 

ing agent twelve thousand dollars during tho first, 
i nihe months of Mr. Webster’s ineumbency as Sec- 
retary, about $1,300 a month in 1841, and three 
; thousand dollars more early in 1842. . 
| Thus he took into his own hands fifteen thou- 
i sand dollars in his first twelve months. The Press: 
| ident, there is written evidence in the department 
| to show, never authorized this, knew nothing of it, 
j and when first apprised of it, more than fourtéen 
| months after it had been going on, to the large 
| amount of fifteen thousand dollars, refused it his 
| sanction. 

lt was not till July, 1842, as the evidence in the 

i department shows, in Mr. Webster’s handwriting, 
| that he got a President’s certificate for four thou- 
i 
t 


i sand four hundred and sixty dollars, ($4,460.) 
That President’s certificate, of which L took a 
; minute, dated 19th July, 1842, is— 

, To J. J. Crittenden, for expenses of journey to 
| New York. co. es. cc cee eevee eters eens LOO 
| To F. O. J. Smith, for services connected with 

| the northeastern boundary. see sses seee. 2,000 
| To Alexander Powell, for journey to, and 

stay on the frontier in 1841, on the subject 

of the disturbances... essens ceeee eevee 1,000 
With several other items. 

The first item in this short account concerning 
McLeod, will show -how Iwas led from that to 
other objects; and some of the other items will 
show the agente whom, as Secretary of State, Mr, 
Webster employed. Both Houses of Congress, if 
not the public at large, have not been left in igno- 
tance of the characters of some of those on whom the 
Secretary of State bestowed large sums of public 


| money, if their receipts correctly vouch what they 
Í got. i 
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Why return it if taken for any public purpose? 
Where had it been kept? If in any place, of de- 
posite, was it separate from Mr. Webster’s private 
funds? Did he use it? i 

These $5,000 were returned ten days after, ac- | 
cording to the published correspondence, his nego-. 
tiation with the British Envoy Extraordinary 
began by conversational and confidential inter- 
course, without protocols or other usual records of 
such transactions. 

In 1843 Mr. Webster took to himself $2,000 
more, making altogether $17,000. i 

On closing the account, crediting the $5,000 re- 
turned, and various other sums, there remained a ! 
balance against him of $2,290 of the secret-service 
fund. One of his credits against it was for $1,400, 
published in House document, report No 29, first 
session, 28th Congress—report of Mr. Rogers for 
maps, charts, surveys, and expenses of. bringing 
them to the seat of Government, and for copies of 
transcripts, and for various agencies to procure in- | 
formation connected with the boundary treaty. 

This inarticulate and comprehensive mixwre of 
many incongruous items, without specification of 
prices, dates, or any apparent test of rectitude, Mr. 
Beeretary Webster certified himself as a proper 
eredit for himself, and deducted from his debit to 
the secret-service fund. Without that credit his 
default to that fund would have been $3,690, in- 
stead of $2,290, which it was when he was re- i 
moved from office.’ : j 

The $17,000 were in his hands, contrary to | 
uniform usage; if used by him, contrary to the | 
sub-treasury act. Whether so, is for him to make |! 
appear, The burden of proof is on him. 

Secondly: Application of the sceret-service fund 
to corrupt party presses. The Ashburton. treaty 
bears date the 9th August, 1842. Congress were 
then in session; and, as Mr, Apams has charged 
me lately—and I confess I did what little I could, as 
one of a small minority in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, (we. had forty votes, I think, under the 
previous question,) to resist a treaty which Mr. 

Vebster has lately stated in the Senate granted | 
near half a million of dollars froin the treasury of 
the United States to the people of Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts—I then desired to contend, when put | 
down by the previous question, that the Louse of 
Represcntatives had a constitutional right to pass | 
on such a treaty. i 

What Tam now enabled to add of revelation |; 

_ from the Department of State, will prove that my 
instincts of aversion to the treaty were even truer 
than reason. fe 

In the Department of State, there is now a letter 
signed F, O. J. Smith, marked private, dated Port- 
land, the 12th of August, 1842, addressed to Mr. 
Webster, Scerctery of State, substantially as fol- 
lows: . 

Tt begins by congratulating Mr. Webster on his | 
seltlement of the Maine boundary question by a 
new mode of approaching the subject, after forty years 
of diplomacy, without which new mode another | 
ee years of diplomacy would have come to no- 
thing, 

(Mr. F. O. J. Smith seems to have suggested the 
boast with which. his correspondent, Mr. Webster, 
hugged himself in his elaborate vindication in the 
Senate.] 

Mr. Smith informs Mr. Webster by this letter 
that he had occasion to resort to services and influ- 
ences, in order to adjust the tone and direction of THE 
PARTY PRESSES, and through them of public senti- 
ment, to a purpose so desirable of accomplishment | 
under Mr. Webster’s administration. i] 

Mr, Smith, therefore, submits a claim or ac- if 

i 
| 


after he vouches #500. more, as will be shown. 


| enbrough, Brodhead, Bullington, Burt, William: W. Camp- 


| Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dillingham, Dixon, 


i| Maclay, MeCielland, McConnell, McCrate, James Me- 


| batts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton 


hirdly. Leaving the Department of State-in 


debt to the secret-service fund, $2,290. The re- 
cords of the department show this default beyond 
all denial or question. ae 

They show, furthermore, that it was neither paid 
nor accounted for during nearly two years after 
Mr. Webster’s removal from office. 

They show several letters sent to him by Presi- 
dent Tylex’s direction, urging payment, and eva- 
sive Ictters of excuse from Mr. Webster for non- 
payment. - ; iA - 

At length, a peremptory letter that exposure į 
would or might be the consequence of more delay, 
produced reimbursement. ., But settlement did not 
take place till the Ist of February, 1845, ten days 
before President Polk arrived in Washington to be 
imaugurated, when Mr. Webster produced another 
voucher from Mr. F. O. J. Smith, for an additional 
$500, and other vouchers, one from George Smith 
for $500. 

George Smith, since dead, denied that he had 
ever been paid or vouched more than $150, to, 
which sum Mr. Webster reduced the $500 at first | 
demanded, as his agent, now in Washington, will: 
prove. ; 

} Granting all the vouchers. Mr. Webster produ- 
ced, there was nevertheless a balance of about 
$1,200 due from him, at all events, when he left 
the department. ‘That sum he was in default to | 
the secret-service fund, after crediting everything 
in the way of repayment, offset, or voucher, that 
he claimed. 

In all £ have said in this affair, no allusion has 
been made to any private aggravation. Regretting 
the exposure forced from me, having afforded Mr. 
Webster several opportunities to meet the charges 
in his own way, that which he chose, left me no 
alternative but this forbearing justification of my- 
self; , 

A. resolution, or committee, which I cannot in- | 
stitute, will soon test the truth of my statements. 

Mr. I. having concluded— | 

Mr. ASHMUN rosc and asked lcavc of the 
House to make a brief reply. 

Objection was made. | 

Mr. W. HUNT moved that the rules be sus- 
pended. : 

Mr. PENDLETON demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered. 

r. G. S HOUSTON desired the Speaker to 
state what the motion was. i 

The SPEAKER. It is for leave to reply in the 
form of a personal explanation. 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON. 1 did not understand 
the gentleman as wishing to make a personal ex- 
planation. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I will put the motion in such 
a form that there shall be no question about it. I 
appeal to the justice and generosity of this House 
to allow me to reply. ; 

The SPEAKER. -All these explanations and 
replics are foreign to all the known rules and laws 
of the House. They can only be received by 
unanimous consent, or by a suspension of the 
rules. And the Chair doubts whether, even un- || 
der the latter process, they can be regularly made. 

After a brief conversation, in which Messrs. 
BOYD, McKAY, HUNTER, and PENDLE. | 
TON, participated, . 

The question, “ Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative, as fol- || 
lows: 


i 
YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, ‘|| 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Boyd, Brock- 


hell, Jobn H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chap- || 
man, Augustus A, Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, |) 
Colluner, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Daniel, 


Dobbin, Dockery, Dunlap, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, | 
Moot, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Grahami, Grin- | 
nell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Ilen- 
ley, Hilliard, Hoge, I. E. Holmes, Eduund W. Hubard, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Hunter, Charics J. {ngersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Sea- 
born Jones, Preston King, Thomas B. King, Lawrence, | 
Leake, Leib, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Long, Lumpkin, 


Dowell, McGaughey, Mclivaine, McKay, Miller, Morris, | 
Morse, Moseley, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, 

Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- | 
erts, John A. Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, Schenck, | 
Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Alexander If. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Strohm, Sykes, ‘Thibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tharman, Tib- 
> Wentworth, Wick, 
Wright, Yancey, Young, and Yost—137. i 


| 
i 
i 
| 
1 
| 
| 


| 
H 


i been exhibited here. 


Barkley . Martin, Root, Sawyer, Thomas Smith, Jacob 
Thompson, White, Woodruff, Woodward, apd- Y eii—24.. : 


So the rules were suspended.. - : 


. And leave having accordingly. been granted,.. 

Mr. ASHMUN thereupon took the floor. 

Mr. HUNTER rose, and requested of the gen» 
tleman the floor, to be allowed to propound an in« 
terrogatory to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Incersotn.] : : 

Mr. ASHMUN. Certainly, ae ate) 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish. to ask of the gentle- 
man. from Pennsylvania whether he ever received 
any information on this subject from Mr. Trist, 
who was then acting Secretary of State? 

Mr. INGERSOLL replied that he had received 
no intimation or information.of any sort from him. 

Mr. BAYLY (Mr. A. further yielding the floor). 
said-he believed he understood the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to disclaim imputing to Mr. Tyler, 
the late President of the. United States; any fault 
in reference to the abuses that: had been committed 
in this fund. Did he understand the gentleman 
correctly? : < ; 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Yes, sir.’ 

Mr. ASHMUWN resumed the floor, and pro- 
ceeded. eae f con 

I was very confident, Mr. Speaker, (said. he,) 
that the sense of justice that prevails in this House 
‘would not preclude me from an opportunity of re- 
plying to the member from Pennsylvania. After 
the repeated, deliberate, cold-blooded ebullitions of 
that.gentleman here : 

The SPEAKER interposed to order. - The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. must avoid personali- 
ties. Although the House had suspended its rules 
to allow this debate to proceed, the Chair would, 
take the responsibility of requiring: the gentleman 
to preserve the order of the House... ; 

Mr. ASHMUN. Well, I suppose it was per- 


| fectly in order for the member from Pennsylvania 


to utter all sorts. of abusive epithets: about an ab- 
sent gentleman, and that a Senator, calling him by . 
name, too,-and yet it is not strictly parliamentary 
to impute any bad motives ta—~ : i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no. power be- 
tween present and absent gentlemen; but he has 
power between present gentlemen, and it’must be 
exercised. : eg Ao Sanat eg 

Mr. ASHMUN, (resuming) ‘I intend to keep 
myself strictly within the’ rules: of ‘order: T was 
saying, that I was sure, after the repeated, de- 


liberate, premeditated assaults, which the member 


from Pennsylvania has made on the distinguished 
member from Massachusetts; this House would not 
refuse to hear a word or two in reply, and the vote 
of the Tlouse just taken has not disippointéd‘me. 
I think the House, as the nation, are not-only sur- 
prised, but are mortified at the scenes which have 
A The House has been de- 
nounced abroad in the press, and by the people, for 
its wanton violation of good taste and good man- 
ners; but I think an offence has been committed 
here higher than that against good taste and good 
manners. - I think an. offence has: been committed 
against society, as well-as against the reputation of 
this House: “Is it nota matter /of mortification 
that this Hlouse should -be the vehicle: of ‘such ire- 
peated vituperation as we have heard ‘and witness: 


-ed? Is it not a matter‘ of. astonishment; pure, and’ 


unmingied astonishment, that a member, who has 
lived so long in public life, and who ought to know 
what reputation is worth, (if indeed itis worth any - 
thing to him,) should be willing so often, repeatedly, 
with words written down, to come into this House 
and attempt to destroy the fame of a distinguished 


| man—a fame which is a part of the property of the 


people of the United States? If he was a young 
member, just entering into political life, whodesired 
to gain some fame by his connecting his name with 
the name of the high and distinguished individual, 
whose character he was endeavoring to traduce, it 
would not be so strange. Themember from Penn- 


| sylvania told us the other day that he first met Mr. 


Webster in public life thirty-odd years ago. “Well, 
from that time to this has he ever received the 
slightest cause of offence from Mr. Webster? I 
appeal to the whole nation to say that, however 
strongly Mr. Webster has spoken of parties or of 
principles, all his speeches have been free from per- 
sonalities. I do not believe, or know, thatany, 
the slightest, cause of offence has been given by Mr. 
‘Webster, unless it may be that one that may ran- 


NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, Cullom, 


Cunningham, Gentry, Haralson, Herrick, Hopkins, George |} 
S. Houston, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Lewis, || 


|; kle in his bosom—that he (Mr. W.) has teñ him 


alone; that he has fathomed enough of his charac- 
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ter to know that it was not worth while for him to | 
say anything about him. Sir, he has never attack- 
edhim. Why, then, why, then, I ask, on the 9th 
of February, when we had been discussing great 
andgrave questions, involving peace and war, why, 
then, did the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, when permitted by common consent to 
make the ‘closing reply in that debate, instead of | 
a statesmanlike argumenton the important quès- 
tions involved ‘im that discussion, why did he vol- 
untarily, deliberately, purposely go out of his way 
to attack that gentleman, bringing in accusations 
which had no ‘sort of connexion with the subject 
under discussion—accusations which have been 
proved to be false? And for what sort of motives? 

uring thirty years he had known Mr. Webster 
as a public man, and for a considerable portion of | 
that time the. gentleman himself had been a public | 
man. I think when he was about to make that at- 
tack, and when he recalled the recollections of that 
Congress in which he met Mr. Webster for. the | 
first time, that there might have been wakened up a | 
remembrance that should have cautioned him how 
again he undertook to attack the name and charac- 
ter of a distinguished citizen, 

Sir, there was in that Congress a gentleman of | 
the highest patriotic virtue, chivalry, intelligence, 
character, and standing, in every respect—a gentle- 
man from New Jerscy—a gentleman he knows at 
once--his thoughts ran at once to the name of | 
Stockton. There was in that Congress, when he | 
first commenced public life, a gentleman who was | 
slandered to his face, ‘That Mr. Stockton was | 
falsified in this Iall; and the retribution that im- 
mediately followed, the © scarifying” process that 
immediately began, is within the recollection of 
those who lived at that time. Sir, tradition tells | 
us of the withering, blasting attek of Mr. Stock- | 
ton, in reply to the slander of that day, and that | 
the man who uttered this slander left this Chai i 


crying like a whipped schoolboy; and 1 should © 
wonder that that lesson had ever been forgotten. |: 


At feast it has taught him one thing—never again 


to utter an attack upon agentionan in his presence, | 


And I believe now, as was intimated y my col- 

‘Teague the other day, that sooner than he wonld | 
have made this attack upon Mr. Webster, i pre- 
sent, he would have bitten his tongue oft 
Mr. Webster is not here. Tle relies on his name, 


character, the fame of his public tite, and the weak | 


cloris of a few friends here, to defend him, 
Sir, this attack is buta continaation of that course 
of vituperation that commenced with Mr, Stock- 


ton, that followed upon Judge Marshall and the į} 


“sof the Supreme Court, ii a charge of cor 
ruption in their decision on the question of the ex- 
tending of the charter of the Bank of the United 
States. That course of vituperation has lived útl | 
now. j 

The. genu c ] ' 
bold simplicity—! might suy with audacious sine | 
nlivity—said that whatever thiug had been s dol 
Tim, he never know before that his truth had been 
called in question. Now 1 beg to say that the gen- 
tleman must either be very deat’ or very blind, for 
that is the precise question that all the world make | 
in relation to this matter, Lt is the truth of the 
charges—the slander, the vituperation, the vilien- 


Jude 


i 


tion which has been poured upon great men from i} 


the same source, . f f 
Sir, he is the accuser and the witness in relation 
to Mr. Webster. It becomes us, then, to know 
who the aceuser is, and what is the character of the | 
witness. He has brought ws here from the secret 
recesses of the State Department certain memoran 
da, letters, and documents, and we are expected ! 
to take them on the oe of his ee i 
y Iness-—for no otherwise can we pu re i 1} Pee 
Hee jt. The President of the United State 
says the seal is too sacred to allow him to break it 
even upon the call of this House; th a 
boldness that is unparalleled, the member from | 
Pennsylvania stands up and says he has fond out 
a way to get into these scoret archives, and he 
comes here and asks us and the nation to believe 
- he has told the truth in relation to this matter. — 
Now, what, then, says the accuser and the wit- 
ness.in this case? Why, on the 9th of F anes 
-he made five or six specific charges against Mr 
Webster. He charged him, in the most imposing 
manner, and with a shake of the finger, Sn x a 
solemn gravity that impressed this Houn wil nt i 
importance of this communication, with ving 
written a letter marked ‘‘ private ? to the Governor 


} 


y 


į 


| 
| 


i 
f 
i 
f 
} 


Bur) 


cman the other day, with the most || 


and yet, with a | 


of New York, with certain contents; with having 
sent it by express. And he said the next atep 
taken by the Administration of which Mr. Web- 


have been proved false. 


letter was sent; but not by express. Why, then, 
cumstantial manner in which this letter was sent 
in order to make the House think it a matter o 


great importance? 


was sent by express? 

Mr. ASHMUN., I think s0. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. — [think not. 

Mr. ASHMUN. I have anticipated this, and 
have before me the Daily Union. 

Mr, INGERSOLL, “That is not right. 

Mr. ASLIMUN, Who tells the truth—the Re 
porter for the Union, or that gentleman? Do the 
Reporters for the Union come here to falsify mem 
bers, and insert words that were never uttered 
He is so reported; 1 remember he said so, and so 
do many gentlemen around me 

Mr. INGERSOLL. 1 remember I did not. 

Mr. ASHMUN continuing. Aud when he 
says, with that child-like simplicity, that he never 
knew his truth called in question, that is an ex- 
cellent consideration to be looked at in this com 
nexion, 


torney, Has that not been proved false? 
Mr. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) ‘Prue. 
Mr. ASLIMUN, 


gentionan tiudertakes to bolster up his former 
statements by the evidence produced this morni 


v 
Wy 


it entirely fails to show that any mouey was pud | 
the Administration asa tee for the counsel of 


b 
} M: Leo: 


he had not said that it was puid by dhe ddministra- 
tion. 

Nhe SPEAKER called Mr. E to order for inter- 
ruption. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Lam not afraid of this inter- 
jectional conversation; for the more this matter is 
stirred, the more truth will be elicited, 
| The gentleman says he did not say that it was 

paid hy the Administration. 1 put it to the honest 
senso of this House, if it was not so stated as to be 
understood that it was paid by theAdministration ? 

Mr, INGERSOLL, (in his sent) No. 

Mr, ASEIMUN. f did not put it to you. 
put it to the honest sense of this House. 

Well, he says that a note was written by Mr. 
Webster to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for 
a Minister to go to Great Britain to settle the Ore- 
gon question. Well, if he did so, Í think the 54° 
AU men should be glad that he moved sa early. 
But this is only important as to the matter of truth. 
Mr. Webster says he did not send a pote. It is 
true that a verbal communication with Mr. Ad- 
ams, or Mr. Cushing, or both, took place. 


1 


Pennsylvania the credit of having told one truth 
in the whole, And it reminds me of an anecdote 


sirous of getting something to drink, Knowing 
that the farmer was rather surly and ught-fisted 


he told the farmer that he had just cume by the 
bend of the brook, where was a tree, and that a | 


deer was feeding by that tree. 
1e, “give me suniething to drink for this informa- 
ion? The farmer now complied with his request, 
and was off with his rifle after the deer. He got 
there, and found the tree, and the bend of the 
brook, but no deer. Upon coming back, he de- 
nounced the Indian for having deceived him. 
| Well,” says. the Indian, “did you not find a 
brook and a trec? Wel, did I not tell you two 
‘truths to one he??? Now the gentleman gets. u 
here and says—although | know the word ** lic 
is not parliamentary- 

Mr. B. MARTIN rose to a polnt- of order. -He 
submitted to the Chair whether such language was 
in order, or within the usage of this House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


it was true that a private 


did the gentleman get up here, and declare the cir- | 


Mr. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) Did I say it! 


Well, he did state that a fee of $5,000 was put | 
into the hands of the gentleman, fate district nt- i 


“Trae! Sir, there is not! 
one word of truth in it, On the contrary, if the i 


Mr. INGERSOLL was understood to say that 


So fur |; 
L admit the statement, and give the member from i] 


of an Indian, who came by an furmer’s house, de- i! 


“And now,” says | 


R] 


is a matter of great difficulty for the Speaker-to- de- 
is strictly in order, or within 


cide what language 1 


the rule and practice of this House, because all 


| 
| 


! 
i 


ster was a member, was to procure to be employed, || rules have been’ suspended, and the House is re- 
as counsel for McLeod, a gentleman who was i ceiying explanations under the authority or limita- 
lately removed from the office of district attorne j tion of no rule whatever. P: 
in New York, and that a fee of five thousand dee i Mr. ASHMUN. I was about to say, and did 
i Jars was poi into his hands for that purpose. i say ——- ; , ; 
Now, these were specifie charges. All of them | The SPEAKER. The Chair has already called 


‘the gentleman to order, and required him not to 
‘indulge in the use of un narliamentary language. 

i Mr. ASHMUN. I did say that Ldid notiniend 
‘to apply the term to the gentleman from Penysyl- 

vania. 

| Mr. ASHMUN resumed. 1 did notintend that 
li term to the gentleman from Pennsylvania: His 
|i were mistakes; and if he has one accuracy to five 
i mistakes, it is doing pretty well. 
HI 


i 
| 
i 
i 


i 


i 


Well, these charges were denounced as false, 
| and proved, as Í said, false. ‘There was no attempt 
i on the part of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
| prove them to be true; and the gentleman says un- 
der these eircumstanecs he went to the State De- 
partment in search of further materials, Well, sir, 
it was very natural, if he had the free run of the 
State Department, that he should go there; that, 
| following the bent of his inclination, he should get 
Hall the means in his power to traduce Mr. Web- 
i ster. 
But now the question comes before the House 
land the nation—and it is an important question in 
| judging of the witness and the accuser—by what 
|; means, foul or fair—how has this pretended infor- 
mation been extracted from the secret archives of 
‘the Sinte Department? Why, sir, the House made 
a solemn eall by a majority of this body upon the 
President to furnish this information from the State 
Department, 'The President of the United States, 
inasvlemn message addressed to this House, re- 
i fused to communicate the information, The Pres- 
"ident stated that the laws and the Constitution, and 
=the oath he had taken, imposed upon him a duty 
i which forbade him to expose to any eye anything 
contained in that department, He said there was 
H a gcal of confidence upon it that he could not break, 
that this House could not require him to break, 
unless it wasa case of impeachment; and yet the 
member from Pennsylvania stands up bere, with a 
‘holdness most admirable, and says he has been 
| prowling there, that he knows Whit is there, and 
that he has got there all this information which he 
has communicated to this House. Now, I want 
to know how he got there. ‘The President says 
there is a seal of obligation, of confidence, upon 
i this department. Who broke’that seal? Efe ex- 
empts the Secretary of State and the President, he 
says. I exempt them. I have no idea that hon- 
orable men had anything to do with that transac- 
tion, Was it some underling in that department, 
that has been a panderer upon this occasion? Lf 
assisted by anybody, it must have been by ah un- 
derling, for PE sny no honorable man would have 
any connexion with the subject. Who furnished 
him witha key? or did he take one from his own 
| pocket? or did he pick the lock, to ascertain what 
: wax contained in the secret archives of the depart- 
ment? Who was the guilty man? If the gentle- 
man does not reveal him, the responsibility is upon 
him [Mr. Ivcersoun.| Fle broke into the State 
| Department, where he had no right to go--know- 
i ing that he had no rightto go. Has there been any- 
: body removed from office in the State Department 
for breach of confidence? Has the gentleman, as 
a member of the Administration party, communi- 
i cuted to the Exeentive the foul agent? No; he 
ji takes the responsibility; he chooses to shield the 
conspirator, if there is any; itis upon him. And 
‘jhe admits he has gone arid broken in where the 
| President says he had no right tò go, and where 
i| this House has no right to go. Now the gentle- 
i| man states, this morning, that these documents are 
| in possession of one of the clerks of the depart- 
| ment. Dare the gentleman rise jn his seat and 
| state who that clerk is? Was it him? 
| Well, the gentleman described to us how he 
| had “ stumbled upon this information to his entire 
paneme". And for my life I could not but 
think it was like a man who has feloniously broken 


j 
i 


| into a house for one thing and stumbles upon an- 

other, and, after laying his hands upon all he can 
| get, decamps and seis fire to the house. It did 
; seem to me so stealthlike, groping about where he 
had no right to be, doing injury, and lighting upon 


H 


gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Maxtin,] thatit | information which he says surprised him. 
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Mr. CHIPMAN rose and made a point of order 
against Mr. A., (as was understood ,) on the ground 
of irrelevancy. f 

The SPEAKER said it was impossible to state 
strictly what was the line of debate to which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts was confined. The 
House had seen proper to suspend its rules in, 
order to allow the gentleman to proceed, and it was 
now for them to say whether he was in order or 
not. 

Mr. ASHIMUN (continuing.) The gentleman 
spoke of the manner in which he got this informa- 
tion. I was merely drawing the picture a little 
more graphically. It was perfectly in order. 

[Another point of order was here made, so far at 
the right of the Speaker as to prevent our seeing 
from whom it emanated, or understanding in what 
form it was presented. It was not pressed, how- 
ever. 


Mr. ASIIMUN (resuming) said he would waive | 


that point. 
I have somet 


hing important (he continued) in 
relation to the character of the witness. 


Well, it 


is by these means he avows before the world he | 
has procured the means of uttering this accusation | 
against the distinguished Senator from Massachu- | 


setts, Now, in judging of the character of the wit- | 
ness and accuser, you must always take into con- | 


sideration to some extent the position he has as- | 


sumed upon the trial. He has brought against the 
Senator from Massachusetts four or five distinct, 
specific allegations. Among others, he has charged 
hun with the personal use of the money of the peo- 
ple of the United States, and of being a defaulter 
while in office, and going out of office a defaulter. | 

Sir, the member from Pennsylvania is. the last 
man, so far as the public records show, that I 
should suppose would have ventured upon stirring 
an inquiry into official pecwlations—the last man 
in this House. The records of Congress, I should 
suppose, would have stared him in the face, and 
have palsied his tongue when he begins to speak 
of the personal use of the money of the people of | 
the United States. Is it probable that for the pur- 
pose of witdrawing public attention from one state 
of things, this charge has béen made upon another 
oficer? Why, the member from Pennsylvania 
has held office under this Government. He held 
it for a course of years, until he was turned out of | 
office by President Jackson. In the first month of | 
his Administration, he was turned out for official 
peculations and the use of the moneys of | 

Mr. HOPKINS rose toa point of order. He | 
submitted that there was no subject before the 
House, either in the course of its legitimate busi- 
ness, or under a suspension of the rules, which 
authorized the gentleman to go into the matters 
to which he was now referring, as to charges of | 
peculation during the Administration of General 
Jackson. 

The SPEAKER. The House has suspended | 
all the rules and orders of its proceeding, and has 
tolerated a species of debate not known to legisla- | 
tive rulos. It is impossible, therefore, for the 
Chair to confine the gentleman strictly within these 
rules, though the Chair, in several instances, re- | 
quested the gentleman to do so. The Chair has | 
taken the position—not under the rules of the | 
House, for they are suspended—but on the general 
parliamentary ground that between members of 


i 


the same body, the gentleman must confine himself 
strictly to such language as is to be tolerated in the 
general course of parliamentary debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the Chair decide that | 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] | 
is in order? : i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does so decide. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I appeal from the decision. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Can an appeal be taken when 
all the rules are suspended ? 

The SPEAKER. 
confusion would be the result. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Upon this subject —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot pro- 
ceed pending the appeal. 7 

Mr. ASHMUN. On tbis question of appeal I 
have a word to say. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. C. J. IncergsoLL] charged official 
peculation upon a distinguished Senator 

Mr. HOPKINS submitted that the appeal was 
not debatable. 

‘Phe SPEAKER said the Chair would be under 


Yes; otherwise interminable ʻi 


the necessity of assuming the responsibility of 
deciding that the appeal was not debatable. Gen- 


‘i voll, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cocke, Coliamer, Consta- 


l 


tlemen must vote upon it without debate; and the 
vote would be tantamount to giving or refusing 
leave to the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
proceed. > 
Mr. ASHMUN. If that attempt is to be made; 
Task the yeasand nays. ~ <. . 
And they were-subsequently ordered, 
Mr. SCHENCK. I understood the Chair to 


have decided that the appeal is not debatable. Can i 


I appeal from that decision? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman cannot pile 
one appeal upon another. 

The SPEAKER so decided. 

Mr. BAYLY. . In order that. I may vote under- 
standingly, I desire to ask a question. The Chair 
has stated (correctly, no doubt) that all the rules 
are suspended. But are we not acting under the 
parliamentary law? ls not that law, of necessity, 


li in force without reference to the rules of the House? 
The SPEAKER. “The Chair is under the im- | 


pression that that law és in operation. 

Mr. BAYLY. Then I shall feel constrained to 
vote to sustain the appeal. ` 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the Speaker decide that 
the parliamentary law is the law of this House in- 
dependent of the rules established by the House | 
itself? I ask the Speaker upon what authority he 
makes that decision? And what that parliamen- 
tary law is which is the law of this House? i 

The SPEAKER. With great respect to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] the 
Chair will state, that whenever the House sus- 
pends the rules by which it is governed, the par- | 
liamentary law of necessity operates; and as an 
example of the correctness of this position, the 
Speaker refers to the gentleman from Massachu- | 
setts himself. That gentleman, on one occasion— 
at the commencement of the 26th Congress—when | 
presiding temporarily here—made the same de- | 
cision precisely, that the parliamentary law was in í 
operation, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Precisely. 

Mr. ADAMS. I demand whether any decision 
made by me on any occasion here was submitted 
to, or questioned by, the House; and whether the 
principle, that the House is bound by the parlia- 
mentary law of another country, was involved in 
any decision I ever made, and was sustained by 
the House at that time? I deny that there ever 
was any such decision. 

The SPEAKER. Such is the impression of the | 
Chair. The Clerk can refer to the Journals, and 
see whether the Chair is correct or not. 

The question now is, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I desire to ask a ques- 
tion, the answer to which may govern my vote. | 
The gentleman asked a suspension of the rules, in | 
order to defend Mr. Webster, as I understood, 
from the attack made upon him. 

The SPEAKER. No debate isin order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Iam not debating. I 
am merely asking for information. I voted in favor 


1 


| of a suspension of the rules, that the gentleman 
| might defend Mr. Webster. 


I have listened to the 
defence; and candidly I think the gentleman has | 
been making a personal attack ever since he began. 

Loud cries to order, 

Mr. TIBBATTS, (to the Speaker.) Is it in or- 
der to move that the appeal be Jaid on the table? 

The SPEAKER. it is; and if the motion pre- | 
vails, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Asa- 
MUN] will be authorized to proceed with his re- 
marks. 

Mr. TIBBATTS. I make the motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Lask the ycas and nays, that 
it may be seen who it is that is willing thus to 
consume the public time here. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and havin 
been taken, resulted as follows: 

i š. Jobn Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, 


g inger, Bell, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, 
Bufington, William W. Campbell, Join H. Campbell, Car- 


s 


ble, Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, 
Dixon, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Giddings, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampion, Harper, Herrick, Hil- 
liard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Hoines, Edmund 
W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, 
Preston Kiug, Thomas B, King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClei- 


land, McGaughey, Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Morse, | 


Moseley, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, Rathbun, Relfe, John 
A. Rockwell, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander D. Sims, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stephens, St. John, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, 


j 
H 


Vance, Vinton, 
Young—90. : CEES cea 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayly, Biggs, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, 
William G- Brown, Cathcart; ‘Augustus A; Chapman, Chip-. 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, 
Jetierson Davis, Dobbin, Erdman, Faran, Fieklin, Garvin, 
Giles, Goodyear, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson; Hopkins, 
Hough, George. S. Houston, James B. Hunt, Joseph Jolin- 
son, George W. Jones, Seaborn- Jones, Leake, La Sere, 
Ligon, Maclay, McConnell, James MeDowell,McKay, Bark- 
ley Martin, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Per- 
rill, Phelps, Price, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Scammon, Leonard-H. Sims, Robert Smith; Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Jacob. Thompson, . Wentworth, . Wick, Wood, 
Woodruff, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—67, 0 + : 

So the appeal-was laid on the table. . 

The SPEAKER. Since this question has arisen, 
the Chair finds it necessary to modify its original 
decision upon it.” The Chair has decided that alt 
the rules of this House are suspended; but finds it 
indispensably necessary to withdraw that decision, 
so far as ali the rules are concerned; and to decide 
that only such rules (and none- other) as permit 
the gentleman to address the House without any 
subject before it, are suspended. R 

Mr. ASHMUN resumed. Before I proceed, sir, 
(said he,) I wish to ask of. the Speaker a single 
question. Will the hour rule apply to this debate, 
under the suspension of the rules? : i 
_ The SPEAKER replied that it would; but the 
time consuméd by points of order would not be de~ 
ducted from the gentleman’s time. — ; 

Mr. ASHMUN. I have just stated, sir, in order 
that the House and the country might judge of the 
weight of the accusation and the testimony which 
is brought to sustain it, that the accuser himself 
was formerly a public officer; ‘that on the accession 


, White, Wilmot, Woodward; Wright, and 


| of General Jackson to office on the 4th of March, 


1829, he was dismissed from that office; that he 
was dismissed for abuses in office connected with 
public moneys. We all know that when General 
Jackson came into office, one of the pledges he gave 
us in his Inaugural Address was, that, there were 
abuses which were to be reformed, and he consid- 
ered: himself pledged to reform them. . This was 
one of the first acis of his Administration—to re- 
move from office the District Attorney. of the east- 


| ern district of Pennsylvania, on the ground which 


I have stated. Well, ] hold in my-hand theyol- 
ume` of Executive documents..for1839,:and. 1840, 
which contains the. history of -the-transactions to 

which J allude. --The-gentleman was removed froni 

office in March, or.on‘the first of April, 1829; his- 
term of office would expire in February, 1830; it 
had less than a year longer to run; and yet General 

Jackson, with that honest indignation, which, what- 

ever may have been his other. faults, he Kad of all 

sorts of peculations, did not permit him to:enjoy 

the remainder of his term. He removed him, and, 

appointed in hisstead Mr. Dallas. And the official 

account was not closed’; the balance of that account 

was not paid into the treasury until 1839—nearly - 
ten ae after he.was removed from office. > Sir, 

in 1836, a suit was commenced against him; he had. 

been reported as a defaulter to the department; he 

presented. large and enormous charges to offset the 

balance against him, and they were disallowed by 

the accounting officers of the treasury. A.suit was 

commenced against bim for.some $37,000; he pre- 

sented an accourit—an account which is. presented 

in this document—of. the .most.-monsttous. items 

that official eyes ever saw, and in that'suit, in. the 

year 1837, with the assistance of such means as he 

could get upon the spot in Pennsylvania, he so far 

reduced the claim of the Government, that judg- 

ment was rendered against him for $3,985 78—al- 

most $4,000. ‘That was about the first of May, 

1837. A liquidated balance was then found by the 

courts of the United States for that amount, and 

yet it was not until the 19th January, 1839, that 

the last amount of that indebtedness was paid into 

the treasury of the United States, nearly two years 

after that amount had been found by the jury and 
judgment entered by the court. The first payment 
was made in March, 1838, of $1,800, and on. the 
19th January, 1839, (almost two years after,) the 
balance was paid. 

Now, I say, if any gentlemen, and all gentlemen 
will—I think the whole public ought to—investi- 
gate these accounts, they will find that he retained 
in his hands an immense amount of public money; 


H 
i 
H 
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E 


that when pressed to suit by the agents of the Uni- 
ted States, he brought in an account composed of 
the most monstrous items as an offset; and that 
finally judgment of nearly $4,000 was found against 
him, and that judgment was not: satisfied till two 
years afterwards. Well, how his account was 
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made up tradition tells. us somewhat—this docu- 
ment tells us somewhat... This is the certificate of 
Judge Hopkinson, - Under the direction of the Dis- 
trict Attorney the grand jury returned six hundred 
and fifty-one bills of indictment in a certain tea 
case—which was all one transaction. It arose upon 
two or three cargoes of tea that were delivered out 
in violation of the laws to A, B,C, &c.  'The Dis- 
trict Attorney was directed to prosecute them, and 
instead of libelling them in one’ or two accounts, 
he libelled “each ‘package, having six hundred and 
fifty-one bills of indictment issued out, on each of 
which he levied his charge of costs. Now, it may 
be said it was according to law; Judge Hopkinson 
certified this enormous amount, it was true; but he 
considered itwas an unusual charge, as every law- 
yer knows; and it was a charge much greater than | 
he was entitled to under the spirit of the law. And | 
besides this, he brought in a charge for other ser- 
vices—for extra official services. And after this 
amount was made up, judgment was rendered | 
against him of nearly $4,000 in 1837, and it was 
not satisfied till March, 1889. I am reminded itis 
a fact, that the jury only allowed about one-fifth of 
the account presented, 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL interposed (Mr. Asu- 
mown yielding the floor) and said: I regret the neces- 
sity which constrains me to take any part whatever 
in this proceeding. From the bemnning it has 
been to.me a cause of much pain; and T have care- 
fally refrained from everything in connexion with 
it, except when duty has required that I should 
givea vote. I have voted, and I have done no 
more. Jn relation to the particular statement now 
made, [am not at liberty to preserve silence. Thus 
far the controversy has been one in which my feel- 
ings of affectionate relationship were alone con- 
cerned. <A different. sitnation is now created. I 
was counsel for the District Attorney in the suit 
with the United States. On the trial of the cause 
I was his only counsel. F know, Mr, Speaker— 


They'were such as did not, fora moment, that 1 
have ever heard, excite a suspicion of official or 
personal delinquency on the part of the individual 
concerned in them. Te had long held the ofice 
of District Attorney. Very large sums of money 
had, during a course of years, passed through his 
hands, It was interesting to himself, aud, asinight 


have been supposed, it was scarcely less intorest- ii 


ing to the Government, that his accounts should be 
settled. Ele endeavored repeatedly, and for a 
length of time, to bring about a settlement. His 
efforts were fruitless. No adjustment was made. 
He could not, in the nature of the thing, bring suit 


|, charges? Charges of peculation—charges upon 


i) The House knows that it is utterly impossible; 
I well know—the facts connected with the case, | 


But in relation to these facts, I agree that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania did urge, time and 
again, a settlement—a suit to be commenced; and | 
when that suit was commenced, its result was, that | 
judgment was rendered against him for nearly 
$4,000, and that balance was not paid up until two 
| years afterwards. The gentleman says, in his 
Opinion, his whole course was highly honorable. 
T leave it-for the House, for the world, to judge in 
relation to his bringing 651 cases out of one trans- 
action—out of which he sought to accumulate a 
monstrous amount as an offset to the charges of 
| the treasury against him. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) Did you 
| read the printed testimony in that document? 
| Mr, ASHMUN. It is of two students in the 
| District Attorncy’s office. A certificate furnished 
| years afterwards by the foreman of the grand jury. | 
i Did not every lawyer know that the grand jury 
! were directed, instructed, counselled in their course, 
` by the advice of the District Attorney? 
; But I leave this matter, with the facts of the gen- 
| tleman from Pennsylvania, which are all true, and 
| with the opinions he has pronounced; and F ask 
' the House and the world to pronounce upon these 
facts, Sir, for what purpose was it that on the 
immediate accession of General Jackson to office, 
| this District Attorney was tumbled head and heels 
i out of office? General Jackson scented it out; his 
| keen sagacity hit upon it, and he was immediate- 
ily displaced, 

Well now, under such circumstances, and from 
such a source, these charges come, Whatare the l 


f 


| Mr. Webster of the personal use of this fund. 
| Now, no proof has been produced to sustain the 
| truth of this charge. it has not been sustained by 
| one particle of evidence that the gentleman has wi- | 
l dertaken to state to the House, that that secret-ser- 

| vice find was taken possession of by Mr. Webster. 


: that it cannot be true; that that fund is ander the 
; direction and control of the President, and can only 
| be obtained on the certificate of the Presidents and | 
; when I saw the litde by-play by which the gentle- 
| man from Virginia {Mr. Bayny] called upon the 
i gentleman from Pennsylvania to exempt Mr. Ty- | 
i ler from any connexion with this tratmaction, l 
i understood it perfectly well, and 1 know equally 

well that. Mr. 'Lyler has said, and now says, that 
| not one dollar was expended but under his direc- 
‘tion, And I know further, the insidious efforts 
| that have been resorted to to get Mr, Tyler to take 
! ground on this subject against Mr, Webster. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. By me? 


against the Government, or otherwise compel what 
he so much desired and so anxiously sought. [He 


therefore, with the advice of counsel, gave notice |} 
to the ‘proper department that be had some funds | 


i 
| 
F 
} 
$ 
in his hands, and that he would require suit to be | 
bronght against him as the only means of effecting | 
a full and final settlement, and that in the mean | 
time the fand should be invested for the benefit of | 
the United States. Suit was brought. An ac- | 
count of items was exhibited, amounting to more | 
than a million of dollars, which had been oficially | 
| 

d 


received by the District Attorney, and he was re- |, 


quired to exhibit vouchers for the payment of 
them to the proper authority. : J 
tire clearness, and to the satisfaction of the judge 
and jury. A balance of between three and four 
thousand dollars remained, and a verdict was found 
accordingly. The conduct of the District Attor 
ney during the whole transaction was, m my esti- | 
mation, perfectly honorable, and I have never, that | 
J recollect, until this. moment, heard a suggestion 
from any quarter to the contrary. 

It has been in a collateral mamer only—one 
known especially: to myself—that I have felt my- 
self at liberty, and under an obligation, to inter 
pose, It is my intention, from motives that will 
meet with unhesitating response—motives of pe- 
culiar.delicacy—to refrain as much as possible in 
the future, as I have done in the past, from taking 

rt in this controversy. i . 
nN, ‘ASHMUN resumed. I yielded with the 
utmost cheerfulness to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, whosenear relationship to the other gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania entitled him to be heard, 
and whose high and honorable character’ entitles 
him to belief, as far as he states facts. So far as 
his opinion may be influenced by the delicate po- 
sition in which he stands to the other gentleman, 
I leave for the House to decide. 


He did so with en- |; 


Mr. ASHMUN not returning an immediate an- 
i SWE, 

Mr. INGERSOLL repeated the question: By 
me? 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Iis utterly false. 

‘The SPEAKER rapped to order, 

Mr. INGERSOLL, (still standing and contin- 
| uing his sentence.) It isa lie; the he of a coward, 
| Mr. ASHMUN resuming. Yes, the nged Penn- 
| sylyanian-~— 

Mr. INGERSOLL, (interposing.) Eam quite 
young enough, 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes; theaged Pennsylvanian 
comes here to use language towards me which he 
supposes can provoke a personal conflict. I come 
from a section of country where they neither be- 
lieve in dueling, bowie-knives, or pistols. We 
are neither afraid of them nor do we use them. 

Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) Nor of 
; getting drunk? i ae 
i Mr. ASHMUN, (continaing.) The member 
| from Pennsylvania supposed by using that phrase 
| he would disturb my equanimity. If he chaoses 
l ta try whether fam afraid, let him try and he will 
find out. 

I stated that insidious efforts have been made to 
‘induce Mr. Tyler to take ground on this subject | 
against Mr. Webster. T believe when the gentie- 
man first found he was to be disappointed m the 
| proof, that efforts were made by him, or at least | 
wiih his connivance, for this purpose. And it has | 
! been stated in the public papers that certain gentle- i 
‘men were requested to doso. I will not vouch for 
all that is said in the papers; but when T have seen 
the means resorted to—that the secret archives of 
the Government have been broken into for the ob- 
taining the means of detraction, 1 am at liberty 
| to state all I know in relation to other efforts. i 


I come back, Mr. Speaker, to the charge that Mr. 
Webster has used the public funds. The'gentle- 
man says $17,000. Where is the proof? It rests 
entirely upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
He says he has obtained it; and in so saying, he 
admits his own shame; that he has been where'he 
has no right to be. He professed to read what he 
called a letter. How much of that was his own 
comments, and how much the true letter, we do not 
know. It purports to be for the corruption of the 
press. Well. I beg the gentleman to answer how 
much money it will take to buy up the Democratic 

ress in Maine. Even if a thousand’ or two dol- 
ars had been used by Mr. Tyler and Mr. Webster 
for the purpose of circulating information among 
the people of Maine so as to bring them to agree 
upon a conventional boundary, of the justice of 
which they were satisfied, Mr. A. considered it no 
worse than the giving the publie printing to editors 
of the political press. But was this corrupting 
the public press? It is all idle. There is not 
the slightest evidence of it except the mere state- 
ment of the member from Pennsylvania. How 
much that is worth I leave the House to decide. 

Sir, this embraces substantially all the charges 
made by the member. I have not time to go more 
particularly into details. We has again written a 
communication on this subject, which will probably 
receive notice elsewhere. J have said all I intend- 
ed to say. E have endeavored to discharge what I 
conceived to be my duty—to hold up this odious 
slander before the community for their disgust and 
their contempt. And although I know, until hu- 
manity is somewhat purified, there will be some 
that will countenance the member from Pennsylva- 
nia in the atrocious vilification he has pursued, yet 
Ido believe that men of all parties—gentlemen of 
honor—high-minded gentlemen, who hold the 
character of our public men to be part of the pub- 
lie property, will do fall justice to all parties in re- 
lation to this accusation—that they will fix upon 
its author the mark of reprobation and condemna- 
tion, which will stand uneffaced until repentance- 
long, deep, and sincere—shall have claimed mercy 


i for him. 


Mr. COBB rose ty offer a resolution. 

Mr. SCITIENCK rose to a question of privilege. 

Mr. COBB. Mine also is a privileged question. 

The resolution was read. lt provided that all 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the bill to establish “ the Smithsonian 
Institution” should cease in two hours after it 
should have been taken up. : 

And Mr. C. demanded the previous question. 

Mr. GRAHAM moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. 


Mr. SCHENCK (to the Speaker.) Ts the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Cons} 
a privileged question, or a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. Itis considered a privileged 
question, not a question of privilege. There is a 
material distinction between the two, 

Mr. SCHENCK. lam aware of it, Irise to 
a question of privilege as to the rules which govern 
this House in their communication with the Execu- 
tive departments. I offer this resolution: 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Whereas this House, on the 9th day of April instant, pasz- 
ed a resolution, which is in the words and tems following 
“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
‘quested to cause to be furnished to this House an account 
Sof all payments made on Presidents? certificates from the 

fund appropriated by law through the agency of the State 
‘Depurtment, for the contingent expenses of foreign inter- 


‘course, since the 4th day of March, 1841, unti) the retire- 
‘ment of Daniel Webster from the Department of State, with 


| Seopics of all entries, letters, receipts, vouchers, menoran - 


t dams, or other evidence of such payments, to whom pnid, 


| ‘for what, and ‘particularly all concerning the northeastern 


‘houndary dispute with Great Britain. Also copies of what- 
Sever communications were made from the Secretary of State 
‘during the last session of the 97th Congress, particularly 
t February, 1843, to Mr. Cushing and Mr. Adams, members of 
‘the committee of this House on Foreign Attairs, of the wish 
tof the President of the United States to institute a special 
‘mission to Great Britain. Also copies of all letters oh the 
sof the Department of State to any officer of the United 
‘States, or any parson in New York, concerning Alexander 
‘McLeod: Provided, That no document or matter is request 

“ed to bé furnished by the foregoing résolution which, in the 
‘opinion of the President, would improperly involve the citi- 
tzen or subjectof any foreign Power,” which said resohition 
was communicated to the President of the United States; 
and whereas the President, on the 20th day of April instant 

communicated to this Hanse his reply to said resolution, in 
which he declined to disclose or furnish any information in 
regard to the expenditure of the secret-service fund, assign 
ing, among other reasona, the following: that if the Presi 
dent may answer the present call, he must answer similar 
calls for every such expenditure of a confidential character, 
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made under every Administration, in war and in peace, 
from the organization of the Government to the present pe- 
riod; that to break the seal of confidence imposed by law, 
and heretofore uniformly preserved, would be subversive of | 
the vary purpose for which the law was enacted, and might 
be ‘productive of the most disastrous consequences; and 
that the expenditures of this confidential character, it is be- 
lieved, were never before sought to be made public, and he 
should greatly appreliend the consequences of establishing a 
preecdent which would render such disclosures hereafter 
eee CHARDES JARED INGERSOLL, a member of 
this House, and one of the Representatives from the State 
of Pennsylvania, has this day declared to.this House, in his 

Jace here, that he is in possession of, or has had access to, 
the information in relation lo the expenditure of the secret- 
service fand which was asked for in-said resolution and re- 
fused to the House, or of some portion thereof, with proof 
and documents in relation thereto, and has disclosed the 
same to the Honse and to the public, and the said Incsr- 
soru avers that he found or procured the said information 
from the Department of State: therefore, 

Resolved, That a select committee of five members be ap- 
pointed to inguire how the seal of confidence imposed: by 
law, heretofore uniformly prescrved in relation to the ex- 
penditure of said secret fund, has come to be broken 3 and 
how the said Cranes J. Incersoun has obtained the infor- 
mation whieh he bas communicated to this House and to 
the public, and through whose agency such information has 
been procured; whether by the act of said INGERSOLL him- 
self, or by any officer of any department of this Government ; 
and that the said committee have power to send for persons 
and papers; and that they report to the House as soon as 
practicable the result of their investigation, 

{Several messages in writing were reecived from 
the President of the United States, by the hands of 
J. K. Walker, Esq., his private secretary.] 

Mr. LEAKE moved that the resolution of Mr. | 


Scuenck be laid upon the table. 1: 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. The resolution is not 


yet received. I object. 
Mr. SCHENCK (to the Speaker.) Have not I 


the floor? | 


The SPEAKER. No debate can be entertained |) 
at present. ‘The resolution is not received, ~ | 

Mr. BOYD. I object—it is not a question of 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The first question to be de- 
cided is, Will the House receive the resolution ? 
and the next, Is the resolution a question of priv- || 
ilege ? 

Mr. SCHENCK. A 
always in order. ~ f px 
The SPEAKER. If that question can be made; 
but the question of the reception of the resolution 

necessarily takes precedence. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Does not the fact of the ques- 
tion of privilege present itself to be decided as the 
very first thing? 

The SPEAKER. The House may refuse to re- | 
ceive any proposition of the kind. Of course, the 
Speaker cannot act until the Flouse has determined |} 
whether it will receive the resolution or not. | 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. Under the decision of || 
the Chair, then, this is not a question of privilege. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not so de- 
cided. That question cannot come up until the 
Tfouse has decided whether it will receive the res- 
olution. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays on 
the reception of the resolution. 

Some conversation followed, (as to the fate of 
Mr. Cosr’s resolution,) in which Messrs, TIB- 
BATTS, R. CHAPMAN, and. the SPEAKER, 
took part. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia || 
{Mr. Cons] rose toa privileged question, which 
was a resolution to close debate on the bill in re- |j 
lation to the Smithsonian Institute. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Sciewcr] rose to a question |} 
of privilege, which is another and a very different 
thing. The Chair decided that, ifitis a question 
of privilege, it will override ail other business. 


4 


question of privilege is 


The gentleman from Ohio submitted his resolu- |; 


tion, which was read for information. The gen- | 
tlman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] objected to 
its reception. The Chair decides that, in that | 
case, the question is, “ Will the House receive the 
resolution ?” 

Mr. COBB (to the Speaker.) I desire to make 
an inquiry. In the event of the Fouse determin- 
ing to receive the resolution, and the Speaker then 
deciding that it is not a question of privilege, what 
will be the situation of the paper before the House? 

The SPEAKER. That of any other question. 

Mr. COBB... Ifthe Speaker should decide, after 
the resolution has been received, that it is nota 
question of privilege, will the resolution be before 
the House for its rejection or adoption ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will act upon all 
these questions of order in. theit proper time. 


i 
j 
| 


| 
i 
| 


| ought to be at once rejected by the Chair. 


| the Chair to the matter and language of the resolu- 
tion. He thought that there wasan inquiry of that 


jj ment. Itwasa matter of privilege to the House 


| dered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


Mr. COBB. My object in making the inquiry 
is to direct the attention of the Speaker io this 
point—that the -question of privilege ought to be 
determined now before the question of reception. 
After the House shall have received the resolution, 
it will then be before the House, whether as a 
question of privilege or not, and must override 
the resolution I have introduced; whereas, if itis 
not a question of privilege, the Chair ought not at 
this time to entertain any other question respecting 
it except under a suspension of ‘the rules. 

‘Mr. T. B. KING submitted that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Scuenck] claimed to introduce his 
resolution as a question of privilege. : 

The SPEAKER. There isino debatable ques- 
tion before the House, A 
- Mr. T. B. KING. Ido notriscto debate, but to 
a point of order. The gentleman from Ohio makes 
a question of privilege. The question is, is it pro- 
| per for him to introduce. the resolution as such? 
And it is for the Chair to decide whether it isa 
question of privilege or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair-has given its de- 
cision once or twice. The gentlenian from Ohio 
rose and presented a paper. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] objected to its reception. 
As to the character and qualifications of the paper, 
| the Chair will, at a..proper time, decide; but the 
Chair cannot touch or act upon that paper until 
| the House has decided’ whether it shall be re- 
| ceived. 

Mr. BOYD. I desire to say a word in explano- 
| tion, Linsist that this paper cannot be received. 
It is out of order to make any such motion as that 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, because 
| the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Coss] had offered 
a resolution, which was the question before the 
House; and the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio not being either a privileged question or a 
question of privilege, cannot interfere with the busi- 
ness before the House. I think that the Chair is 
under the necessity of so deciding; and the gentle- 
man’s motion, like all others, not of privilege, 
On that 
ground alone I objected. I withdraw the objection. 
Bat, in my opinion, the only question in order is 
the. resolution of the gentleman from Georgia; and 
that ‘that of the gentleman from Ohio must be ruled 
out of order. f 

The SPEAKER. `A question of 
rides every olher sort of question. 

Mr. BOYD. Is it a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 
question when the objection to the reception of the 
resolution is withdrawn. ` 

Mr. BOYD. I have withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair decides that 
there is nothing in. the resolution which brings it 
under the category of a question of privilege. 

“Mr. SCHENCK. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and I ask the yeas and nays. ` 

Mr. 8. was proceeding to make a remark. 

Mr. S. JONES inquired whether the gentleman 
had a right to debate? a ee 

The SPEAKER said not. D an 

Mr. SCHENCK desired to call the attention of 


privilege over- 


character in relation to a member of the House, 
and an inquiry in relation to the rule of the House 
in its communication with the Executive Depart- 


and the whole country. 

The SPEAKER. “The Chair has no hesitation 
in deciding that it is not a question of privilege, 
and cannot be offered as such. f 

Mr, LEAKE. I move that the whole subject 
| be laid upon the table. 


/ Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL and Mr. W. 
| HUNT asked the yeas and nays; which were or- 


|  YEAS-Messrs. Atkinson, Bedinger, Biggs, J. A. Black, 
| Bowlia, Brodhead, Willian G. Brown, Catheart, Augustus 
A, Chapman, Renben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
| Collin, Callow, Daniel, Dargan, J. Davis, Dillingham, Dob- 
f hin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Varan, Fickliny Fries, Garvin, 
| Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Henley, George S, Hous- 
fou, Edmund W. Hubard, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
{ Jones, Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Maclay, McConnell, Me- 
| Kay, John P. Martin, Moulton, Perrill, Price, Rathbun, 
| Reid, Ritter, Sawycr, Seddon, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, St. Joim, Jacob Thompson, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Wilmot, Yell, and Yost—61. 


| resolution. of the 


‘the. question ‘aS origin 


Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis; -` Delano, Dixon, 
Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, Jolm H: Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Poot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grider, ‘Grinnell, 
Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Herrick. Hoge, 
Elias B. ‘Holmes, Hough, Samticl D. Hubbari, Hudson 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph Johnson, Seaborn 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston’ King, "Thomas Buiter King; 
Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, McClelland, Me- 
Gaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, . Marsh. Barkley Martin; > 
Miller, Morris, Moséley, Norris, Parrish, Payne Pendletony 
Pettit, Pollock, Relfe, John A. Rockwell, Root; Runk, 
Scammon,: Schenck, Seaman, Severance; Alexander D. 
Sims, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Strohm, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, ‘Thurman, 
Tibpatts, Tiden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wood- 
ruff, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, and Young—~103, 
So the whole subject was not laid on: the table. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, when ‘his name was 
called; rose to inquire of the Speaker whether this 
was a case in-which, under the rule of the House, 
he ought to be considered personally interested, 
and therefore not to vote? He was perfectly ready 
to record his vote, if the Speaker so decided: 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman wil} exercise 
his own discretion. J 

The question now récurred. on the appeal of Mr. 
Scumnex from the decision of the Chair, that the 
resolution was not a question of privilege... 

Mr. SCHENCK thereupon modified his resolu- 
tion, by adding, after the words:“by any officer of 
any department. of this Government,”’. the words 
following: —- : Paaa i a 

‘And if by a member, then, whether. he does 
* not deserve by such conduct, punishment by the 
< House, and whether in such transaction there has 
‘not been an offence committed against the dignity 
‘ and privileges-of the House.” f 

Myr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, inquired whether 
the gentleman had a right to modify. : 

The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman had 
a right to modify at any time before action on the 
resolution, or the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. . ý 
Some conversation followed. p 

Mr. CHAPMAN appealed from the decision, 
because (said he) that decision involved another, 
namely, whether this resolution in this new form’ 
was a privileged question orot.: 

‘The ‘SPEAKER ‘The Chair. has, decided that 

ly presented, lob. a 
question. of privilege, and. would not-override. the 
entleman from: Georgia, [Mr. 
Cosz,] ‘or any: other. business, +: The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] now ‘comes. forward, 
and, after a motion to Jay.the resolution on the 
table had been rejected, desires to modify it. < The 
Chair decides that the gentleman hasa right So to 
do al any time before action, or prior to a ‘demand 
for the previous question. . From this decision. the 
gentleman from Alabama appeals. ke 

The Chair further decides that. the resolution in 
the form in which it now stands, under the modi- - 
fication, is a question of privilege. . a 

[Thus the appeal taken by Mr. Sctizwer fell to 
the ground, and the pending question was on the 
appeal-of Mr. Cuapman.] me 
- After some remarks on a point of order. 

„Mr. NORRIS moved that the whole ‘subject be 
laid upon the'table: SHS aha niet 

The yeas and nays were asked:and ordered 3. 
being taken, resultcd:as follows: 0-) s 

YEAS—Moessrs.. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, ; Bëdinger, 
Biggs, Bowlin, Brodhead. Augustus. A. Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Cullom, Daniel; Datgan, Diling- 
ham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Giles, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Henley, Hopkins, Jas. 
B. Hunt, Andréw Johnson, George W. Jones, Maclay, Me- 
Connell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Moul- 
ton, Norris, Owen, Perrill, Roberts, Sawyer, Scammou, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, 


Jacob Thompson, Wentworth, and Wilmot—s0. 
NAYS—Meassrs. John Quincy Adams, Amolt, Barringer, 


T'i 


| Bayly, Bell, James A, Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton 


Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, Witham W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Reuben’ Chapman, 
Cobb, Cocke, Cotlamer, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cun- 
ningham, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, John H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harmanson, Har- 
per, Herrick, Hoge, Elias’B. Holmes, Tough, ‘George S. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Habbard, Hid- 
son, W. Hunt. J. Johnson, S. Jones, D, P. King, P. King, 
Thos. B, King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Latip- 
kin, McClelland, McGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, 
Barkley Martin, Miller, Moseley, Parrish, Pendleton, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pollock, Relfe, John A: Roekwell, Root, Rumk, 
Schenck, Scaman, Seddon, Severauce, Alexander.D. Sims 
Leonard H., Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stephens, Strohm, Thibodeanx; Thomasson, Benja- 
min Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo; Vance, 


| Bayly, Bell, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, Bufiing- 


i 
i 
! NAYS—Messrs, John Q. Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, 
H 
Lton, Burt, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- 


i 


| roll, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, Constable, Cranston; Crozier, |! 


f 
i 


| cey, Yell, and Young—104. 


Vinton, White, Wick, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, Yan- 


So thé whole subject was not laid on the table. 
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The question then: again recurring on the appeal 
of Mr. Cuarpman— 

Mr. C. said that as the Speaker had decided that 
the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Scuencz] was à question. `of privilege, and as, 
therefore, the gentleman would have a right. to 
offer it at any time, he (Mr: C.) would withdraw 
his appeal, : seg 

So the appeal wag withdrawn. : 

The question then recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution— 

Mr. PETTITT inquired if it-was open to amend- 
ment? oe 

The SPEAKER answered affirmatively. 

Mr. PETTIT thereupon moved to. amend the | 
resolution by adding thercto the following: 

‘ And that another select committee of five be 
‘appointed, to inquire into the truth of the charges 
‘ this day made in this House by Mr. C. J. Inger- 
i A 2 : : 

soll against Mr. Daniel Webster, with a view to 
‘founding an impeachment against said Daniel 
< Webster; and that said committee have power 
‘to send for persons and papers, books and vouch- 
“ers. k ` l 

And Mr. P. demanded the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK. [rise to a question of order. | 
If the gentleman will offer that as a separate propo- | 
sition I will vote for it. 

Several voices. No—let all go together. 

Mr. SCHENCK. My resolution relates to the 
privileges of a member ofthis House. "The amend- 
ment contemplates a distinet proposition. {submit 
thercfore that it is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules this amend- | 
ment to be in order. If it related to a person not | 
a member, or to a transaction not intimately con- 
nected with the original resolution, the Chair would 
decide that it was out of order. 

After a brief conversation, the question on the | 
demand for the previous question was taken, and | 
there was a second, I 

And the main question (first on the amendment, |! 
and then on the resolution) was ordered aod taken, |! 

The amendment was agreed to, | 
And the resolution, as amended, was adopted. | 

| 
5 
| 


So the two committees were ordered to be ap- 
pointed, 

THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTE. 

The question now recurred on the motion to lay |! 
on the table the resolution of Mr. Couns, closing the || 
debate on this. bill in two hours, 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, with 
the folowing result: 

YUAS—Messrs, John Q. Adama, Arnoldi, Ashman, Bar. | 
ringer, Bedinger, Bell, Bulthigtou, Burt, W. W. Campbett, | 
JAL Campbell, Carroll, Jolm G, Chapuiany A. A. Chapman, | 
Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Darsan, Darah, Garrett Davis, 
Delano, Dixon, Doelwry, Th Bwdius, B. H Baving, Poot, || 
Giddings, Grabam, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Her- | 
rick, Hoge, Ea B, Holmes, $. D. Hubbard, Hadson, Wash- |] 
ingtou Hunt, Hunter, ©, d. Ingersoll, Joseph Johason, Dan- 
iei P. King, Thomas Bater King, Lewis, Long, Meltoney, |) 
Marshi, d. P. Martin, Barkloy Martin, Milter, Morris, Moseley, |! 
Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Pettit, Pollock, Johu A, Rovkweil, | 
Root, Ruak, Seaman, Seddou, Severnnee, As D, Sits, ‘tras j 
man Smith, Albert Sinith, Caleb R. Simitin Stephens, Strole, ! 

f 
| 


Thibodeaux, Tilden, rumbo, Vinton, Wood, Woodrutt, | 
Woodward, Wright, Yancey, and Young--78, 

NA ¥S—Mosare. Atkinson, Bayly, Biggs, dames A. Black, 
Bowlin, Brodhead, Brackenbrough, W. G. Brown, R. Chap- | 
man, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Gunaning- | 
ham, Danial, J. Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, rd- i 
gman, Faran, Fieklin, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Gordon, i 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Ehamanson, Hopkins, Hough, G. | 
S. Houston, J.B. Hunt, Andrew Johnson, George Wy doues, į 
Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Lawrenee, Leake, Leib, La j 
Sete, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeCicthiid, MeConnetl, MeCrate, | 
MeGaughey, Metivaine, Melay, Morse, Moulton, Norris, i 
Owen, Pervill, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Relle, Ritter, Saw- ; 
telle, Sawyer, Seammon, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert f 
Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strong, Thomsson, Jacob Phomp- 
son, Thurman, Tibbatis, Vanves Wentworth, Wick, Wilmot, | 
Yell, and Yost—8!.. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question was ordered, ji 
(which was on the adoption of the resolution.) 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: f 

YEAS--Messis. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Biggs, | 
Bowlin, Brockenbrongh, Brodhead, Willian G. Brown, An- | 
gustas A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke; Cobb, | 

| 


S. 


Collin, Constable, Cunningham, Dan ty Dillingham, Dob- 
pin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdinan, Puran, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hopkins, 
Hough, George S. Houston, James B. Hont, Hunter, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones Scaborn Janes, Preston 
King, Lawrence, La Sere, Lumpkin, McClelland, MeCon- 
io McKay, . Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norri 
athbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawyer, 
John, 


i 
| 
! 
i 


neil, McCrate, ce 
Payne, Phelps, Price, R ni He, Rit 3 
Scanunon, Seddon, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, St. 


j 


| information calle 


Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Vance, Went- 
worth, Wick, Wilmot, Yell, aud Yost—73. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Arnold, Barringer, 
Bedinger, Bell, Milton Brown, Buffington, Burt, William 
W. Campbell, Jom H. Campbell, Carroll, Jobn G. Chap- 


man, Cocke; Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Dargan, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Dockery, John H. Ewing, 


Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Fries, Giddings, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Filiard, Hoge, Elias 
B. Holmes, Samuet D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph John- 
son, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leake, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, Maclay, James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mellvaine, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Miller, Moseley, Parrish, 
Pendicton, Perrill, Pollock, Jolm A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Ålexander D. 
Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Ste- 
phens, Strohm, Chibadeaux, Thomasson, ‘Tilden, Trumbo. 

inton, Wood, Woodrat, Woudwird, Wright, Yancey, and 
Young—85. 

So the resolution was rejected. 


_Mr. POLLOCK moved that the House recon- | 
sider the vote of Saturday last, by which the bill | 


for the relief of the sureties of Elijah J. Weed, de- 
ceased, late Quartermaster in the Marine Corps, 
was rejected. 

‘The motion to reconsider remains over, by con- 
sent, until the next private bill day, (Friday) 


Two messages from the President of the United | 


States were read as follows: 


Wasmincton, April 27, 1846. 
To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report and accompanying |; 


papers from the Secretary of War, in reply to the 
resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
Bist December last, in relation to clairas arising 
under the Choctaw treaty of 1830, whieh have been 
presented to and allowed or rejected by the Com- 
missioners appointed in pursuance of the acts of 
the 3d March, 1937, and 23d August, 1842. 
JAMES K, POLK. 


Wasiuneron, pril 27, 1846. 
To the House of Representatives: 
Liransmit herewith a report of the Secretary of 
War, and accompanying papers, containing the 
d for by the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of December 19, 1345, 


relating to certain claims of the Chickasaw tribe į 


of Indians. JAMES K. POLK. 


Both messages were ordered to be laid upon thè į} 


table. 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tourspay, April 28, 1846. 
A message was received from the President of 


the United States, announcing that he had signed 
and approved a “bill for the relief of David M. 


! Williamson, of Pope county, Arkansas.” 


Mr. MILLER presented a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of New Jersey, remonstrating 


i against the repeal of the tarif of 1842; which was 


referred to the Comimitice on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed, i 

Mr, M, also presented a resolution passed by the 
same body, praying Congress to make an appro- 
wiation for the erection of an light-house on Tuck- 
er's bench, or Absecomb beach, in that Stue; which 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and i 


ordered to be printed, 
PETITIONS. 


Mr. SPEIGHT presented the petition of the rep- | 


resenlatives of -Henry de la Francia, deceased, 
praying the payment of a Judginent obtained 
agaist the ngent of the convention of West Flori- 
da, for supplies of arms and ammunition for the 
use of the provincial government, wior to the ac- 
quisition of that territory by the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Philip 
Slaughter, an officer in the revolutionary amy, 
praying to be allowed arrews of pension; which 
was referred to the Canimittce on Pensions, : 
Mr. BREESE presented the petition of citizens 


| of St. Louis, Missouri, praying an extension ofthe 
“Jaws of the United States over the territory of Ore- 
igon up to 54° 40’, and an increase of the military 


and naval defences of the country; which was laid 


on the table. T 
Mr. SEVIER presented additional documents 
in support of the claim of Thomas Wilson; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Myr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Creed 
` i > s judgment 
Taylor, praying to be released from a judgm 
obeu against him as surety for H. L. Eding- 


{i of the treasury operations, 


| ton, late postmaster at Napoleon, Arkansas; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. Me 
i Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented three petitions 
| of citizens of Michigan, praying the establishment 
| of a.post-route from Shiawassee to Lyons, in that 
| State; which were referred to the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads. Sh 
| Mr. W. also presented the memorial of citizens 
lof Michigan, praying an appropriation for theim- 
i provement of the American side of the Detroit riv- 
her; which was referred to the Committee.on Cor- 
i merce. 1 
f 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of remit- 
ting to J. H. McLellan, owner of the American 
ship Byron, the additional tonnage duty charged 
i; upon said ship, on her arrival from Odessa, in 
i consequence of having a crew of forcign seamen. 
Mr. E. also presented documents relating to the 
claim of J. H. MeLellan; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ATCHISON asked that Elijah White have 
permission to withdraw his petition and papers; 
which was ordered. 

Mr. HENRY JOHNSON, pursuant to notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a. bill for che 
i relief of Captain John Clitz, deceased; which was 
i read a first and second time, and referred to the 
i Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


i! Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
i diciary, asked that said committee be discharged 
' from the further consideration of the petition of the 
i| widow of Joseph Nourse, deccased; which request 


| 

|| was agreed to, 

i Me. BREESE, fram the Committee on Publie 
| 


Michigan; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading, 

Mr. HENRY JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the 
relie? of William B. Keene, accompanied by a re- 
port; which was ordered to he printed. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate took up for consideration the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted a few days since: by Mr. 
SEVIER: am 

Resolved, That the Secretary. of ‘the Treasury 
be requested to transmit to the Senate the supple- 
ment to the Synopsis of Treasury Instructions for 
the administration of the revenue laws from 1789 
to the present time, purporting to illustrate the or- 
ganization and the operations of the Treasury De- 
partment, and its various bureaus, and that ‘he 
accompany the same with his views in relation to 
| the work, 

Mr. SEVIER stated that he had offered this 
resolution at the suggestion of a gentleman who 
considered the information as of great importanec. 
He had intended to call on the Sceretary of the 
Treasury in relation to it, but had been prevented. 
He would therefore move to postpone the ‘reaolu- 
tion till Thursday. 

Mr. EVANS suggested that, as modified, there 
would be no objection to it, 

Mr. BENTON apposed the resolution; If they 

were ta go back as faras 1789, and collect all the 
operations of the treasury laws, the work would 
consume onc or two years, an equally long period 
in the printing, and when the report would becom- 
i| plete, everybody would have forgotten all about 
ithe matter. He had known instances nota few, 
| in which large reports of five or six hundred pages 
i had been ordered and got up, and, when prepared, 
f even the movers in the matier had forgotten the 
li whole business. 
I Mr. ARCHER understood that the documents 
|! had been already transcribed. They had been ex- 
|| amined by the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
ij object of the resolution was simply to get the work 
| here, (without incurring any expense,) in order 
|| that the Committee on Finance might examine it, 
if and reject it if nat valuable; or, if otherwise, rec- 
ommend it for printing. It comprises an ‘analysis 
i ; _ He had no objection 
ji that the resolution should tie over till the Senator 
i] [Mr. Sevier] had an opportunity of seeing the Sec- 
i. retiwy of the Treasury. ° 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


736 


Mr. SEVIER remarked that he had been inform- 
ed that this work, which was an important one, 
had been prepared, and was at present in the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who deemed it 
valuable and useful. It was simply on that con- 
sideration that he (Mr. S.) had offered the resolu- 
tion. If the work were indeed as valuable as it 
was represented to be, there could be no question 
as to the propriety of passing the resolution, and of 
printing the work. If otherwise, it would. be, of 
course, rejected. There had been a variety of con- 
flicting views relative to the construction of the 
revenue laws; and the object of the work in ques- 
tion was, as he understood, to class these differing 
constructions so that everybody could perceive at 
one glance the former operations of this most im- 
portant department of the Government. , He did 
not wish, however, to press the matter at present. 
He desired to see the Secretary of the Treasury 
in relation to the subject; ‘and for that purpose he 
moved that the resolution lie on the table till Thurs- 
day morning. —_ . 

Mr. ALLEN asked the honorable Senator to 
withdraw his motion for a few moments. It was 
very well known that several instances had occur- 
redin which a conflict of opinion had originated 
relative to the construction of the revenue laws by | 
collectors, giving rise to a return of dutics in the 
end. If it were the object of the.compilation now 
sought to ‘present the orders by which that de- 
partment put a construction on the revenue laws, 
and at the sare time to present a report of the 
amount of duties returned. in consequence of dif- 
ferent constructions put on the laws by the custom- 
house officers, and thus to exhibit the necessity of 
greater accuracy in future legislation, then the doc- 
ument would seem to be of importance. He im- 
avined that something of that kind was in contem- 
plation by the gentleman at whose instance the 
motion had been made. Having said this, he (Mr. 
A.) would remark, further, that there was great 
propriety in the observation made by the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] with regard to those 
indiscriminate calls, and the indiscriminate expen- 
diture with which they were followed. But this 
document was already prepared; and of course with 
regard to it the argument grounded on the labor 
and expense had not any application. It was cér- 
tainly well enough to have the document submit- 
ted to the proper committee, in order to afford them 
an opportunity, after examination, of expressing 
their opinion as to the propriety of printing it. 

Mr. EVANS observed, thatif the matter was to 
lie over he did not know that he was called on to 
make any remarks at present. But he would state 
that he objected to the resolution the other day, be- | 
cause it called for the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury as to the utility of sucha work. He 
(Mr. E.) did not consider it expedient for either 
House of Congress to call for the “opinions” of 
Heads of Departments. They could judge for 
themselves. [He had remarked the other day, that | 
if he was rightly informed, that it was a very use- | 
less work. He believed he ought to retract or 
modify that expression, by saying that he knew 
nothing about its value. It was the supplement of | 
a work prepared and laid, a year or two ago, be- |; 
fore the Committee on Finance. The late Senator | 
from New Hampshire, Mr. Woodbury, and he |! 
(Mr. E.) himself, had examined the work, and | 
decided that it was not worth the expense of print- 
ing—that it was entirely worthless in every re- 
spect. That was the principal work. What the 
supplement was he did not know. But he knew 
that the committee did not recommend the printing 
of the principal work. 

Mr. DAVIS here inquired what were the con- 
tents of the principal work ? E 

Mr. EVANS replied that about one hundred |; 
pages were occupied with the titles of acts of Con- | 
gress, and nothing else. It was called “ A Synop- i 
tical Index.’? Nothing was given as to the nature 
of the laws themselves. All that, indeed, had been 
well given in a very good work, now extant, Gor- 
don’s Digest.” Then a large number of pages were | 
occupied with the details of returned duties, and the Í 
substance briefly of certain treasury constructions | 
of all the revenue laws ever in existence, whether | 
repealed or not. For instance, it gave the tariff of ! 
1816, and divers questions relative to the rates of | 
„duties. And so with that and other laws not now | 
| 
| 


in force, and for which others have been substitu-_ 
ted. : Of what earthly importance was it to know 
the construction put on laws existing fifty years |! 


‘tions of the work; but at the time, after due exam- 
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very unentertaining, but very. uninstructivey be- 
cause it related to matters which had become a part 
of the history of the past. .Of what -importance 
was it whether duties had béer returned: ornot re- 
turned? Occasions had occurred where the duties 
had been returned by false construction.of various 
acts. How did that happen? Why, one year.the 
head of the Treasury Department gave one con- . 
struction of. an act;-next ‘year. there would be an- 
other head and another construction, followed, of 
course, by applications for a return of duties. paid 
under the former construction. ‘Such things would 
of course occur so long as men’s minds differed in 
the construction of the law, but the correspondence 


ago, and long since repealed?. Of what-value was 
the information, that twenty-five years ago a for- 
eign vessel paid this or that tonnage. duty? So 
with a great many other matters, entirely obsolete 
-—out of date—and the details of which were of no, 
possible interest or value now.. His memory was 
not very distinctas to the character of other por- 


ination by the committee, it was not regarded as of 
any value. That portion of the work was now on. 
their table. He had no objection that the supple- 
mental work should be submitted to the Committee 
on Commerce or the Committee on Finance, in or- 
der that they might ascertain whether.it was really 


| posing measures of this sort. 


of any value, unless the fact, of calling for it inclu- 
ded any expenditure for the preparation of the work. 
According to his recollection—he spoke, however, 


with some hesitancy as to. the perfect accuracy of 


his recollection of the matter—it would turn out 
that the work was the result of voluntary effort, 
without any authority atall, made by the compi- 


| ler, in the hope that it would be purchased by Con- 


gress. He. thought there had been no law to au- 
thorize it. There was an appropriation made three 
or four years ago for a work of this description, 
and the next year an additional appropriation was 
made for its completion, as it had been begun. In- 
stead, however, of doing what was then in con- 


‘ templation by the head of the department and the 
‘Committee of Finance, those engaged in the work 


had been going on ever since, making what addi- 
tions they pleased. He (Mr. E.) had an impres- 
sion, derived from information communicated by 
the late Secretary of the Treasury, that he suggest- 
ed the stopping of the work altogether; but it was 
carried on voluntarily by the compiler, in expecta- 
tion that Congress would compensate him. He 
supposed that, after all, the object now sought was 
to obtain an appropriation to pay for the compila- 
tion, and then for the printing. Now, as he had 


already said, he had no objection to call for the 


work, unless the call was with the view hereafter 
of approving the compilation, and printing it. 

Mr ARCHER thought that he might-invoke 
the attention of the Senate to a manifest prejudice 
on the part of his honorable friend from Maine, 
when he said that he did not know anything of the 
work, and then went into details as to the charac- 
ter of another and different work. He (Mr. A.) 
understood that the whole work was a history ab 
initio of the treasury operations of the United States 
in relation to the custom-houses and land offices. 
He differed from his honorable friend in regard to 
the value’ of the first part of the work, although 


; referring to laws which had been repealed, and the 


matters which he had designated “ obsolete.” It 
was desirable to be able to refer to that history, if 
for no other purpose than to ascertain the modifi- 


! cations made in the laws, andin that way to realize 


the benefit of these modifications. But this is an 
addition to the work already authorized and paid 
for, he supposed, under the appropriation to which 
allusion had been made, and the object of it was to 
exhibit the modus operandi of the treasury in rela- 
tion to custom-houses, and the public land offices. 
The resolution did not look to any appropriation— 
it merely asked that the compilation already made 
be brought before the committee, so. that it might 
be submitted to it; and certainly that would be an 
impartial examination, as the Senators from Maine 
{Mr. Evans] and Missouri [Mr. Bento} were 
members of that committee. The purport of the 
resolution was nothing more than to ask for what 
was already prepared, Nota farthing was asked 
for the transcription. It was only asked to bring 
the work here, and subject it to the examination 


of a committee, of which two gentlemen opposed 


to the resolution were members, in order that they 
might pronounce whether it was of any value or 
not. 

Mr. DAVIS did not rise for the purpose of op- 
He did not know 
what the contents of the work were. But if made 
up of titles to. laws which had been repealed, as 
was the case with regard to most of the revenue 
laws; or, if it were made up of correspondence be- 
tween the comptrollers and collectors and heads of 
the department, under the various acts which had 
been framed, he, for one, could not see of what 
possible value the work could be. The. corre- 
spondence between the comptroilers and collectors 
of the various districts and the head of the Treas- 


ury Department was very voluminous, and he | 


thought that gentlemen would find it to be not only 


thus elicited was, in his judgment, of small value. 
He had, however, ‘no sort of objection :that’ the 
work should be called for and examined, if'no ex- 
ense were to be incurred. As to the. revenue 
aws themselves, they had -been very well given in 
‘* Gordon’s Digest:’’. ‘Works giving all the neces- 
sary information as to the operation of the laws 
could be had in any of the booksellers”. shops. 
There was-no lack of information ön that point. 
Mr. SEVIER regretted that he was not able to 
give the information desired by Senators relative to 
the contents of the work. He had not been ablé 
to obtain leisure to visit the department and obtain 
the information. He had been requested to offer 
the resolution, and had complied. But from what 
he had been told, he had no doubt that.the work 
was one of merit and value, and should bein the 
possession of the Senate. An accurate knowledge 
of the treasury laws was. of obvious importance; 
and if the work gave only their tiles, it was not 
destitute of interest and value. The Secretary of 
the Treasury regarded the work asa valuable one. 
As to the objections relative to. expenditures for 
the work, he (Mr. Sevier) would only remark 
that every one who knew him would, he believed, 
acquit him of regarding with favor any movement 
attended by an improper expenditure of the public 
‘money. He had always been opposed to any un- 
necessary printing. But the work had been pre- 
pared, and he thought that it would. be proper to 
examine it, in order to ascertain whether it was 
worthy of being printed or not... -He renewed his 
motion to postpone the further consideration of the 
resolution till Thursday. next. s 


Raa Pom ee 
The motion to postpone was then put and agreed 
to. : wines UAC SUC aes AE 
CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

The Senate considered the motion submitted by 
Mr. JARNAGIN, to reconsider the vote: here- 
tofore taken upon the question of ordering the bill 
for the payment of the claims of the State:of New 
Hampshire against the United States, to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. | oe ee N 
Mr. ATHERTON believed that this bill for pay- 
ing the claims of New Hampshire was denied a 
third reading, in consequence. of an entire misap- 
prehension on the part. of several gentlemen with 
regard to the merits of the claims. It was on their 
representations that they had voted without a tho- 
rough understanding-of the ‘question, not having 
had an opportunity of examining it-fully, that -he 
had been induced to:move-a reconsideration of the 
Vote. It seemed to hiny that the only objection 
which had been urged ‘against. the claims of the 
State of New. Hampshire ón- the Federal :Govern- 
ment, had been entirely superseded and done away 
with by the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Wesster,] not then in his seat, in the speech 
which he had made the other day in relation to 
the Ashburton treaty. Ashe (Mr. A.) understood 
the objection urged against the claims, it was to 
the effect.that this territory was always considered 
as within the acknowledged jurisdiction of the State 
of New Hampshire. Now, those who recollected 
the statement made by the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts on the occasion referred to, would 
remember that he took quite a different view of the 
subject. He admitted that, before the award of the 
King of the Netherlands, jurisdiction had been ex- 
ercised by the State of New Hampshire over this 
portion of territory; but he [Mr, Wegsrer] assert- 
ed distinctly, not only that the British also claimed 
jurisdiction, but that, after that award was given, 
they undertook to exercise jurisdiction there; and 
the Senator also intimated that there was. pretty 
good ground, on the part of the British, for ünder- 
iaking to exercise jurisdiction there; claiming ‘to 


himself a good deal of credit for rescuing the terri- 


li tory from the British by the treaty which gave it 
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re. by “an undisputed title; be- 
he obtained the jurisdiction 
Claimed. “Fle (Mr. A.) did 
ot kı nthe mere question of a re- 
consideration of the vote, it was necessary for him 
invat length into the consideration of the 
subject. If any serious objectiow were made, how- 
ever, he'should feel called or to state to the Senate 
the ground of the claims. ` ce: 

The questign on the reconsideration was then 
put, and carried in the affirmative. Ioa 

Mr. PHELPS remarked that he voted’ for the 
reconsideration, on the supposition that tl 
would lie over for some days. 


H 


4 


Mr. ATHERTON then, in reply, gave notice || 


that, at an early day, he would call up the bill, 
and have the question decided. He ha 
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no desire |! 
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to take advantage of the absence of any Senator, | 
and would cheerfully allow the bill to lie over till | 
another day, when the Senate would be full, ` 

‘The Senate took up the act to change the dis- | 
tribution: of. duties among the several naval bu- | 
reaus, when, 

On motion of Mri HUNTINGTON, its consid- 
eration was postponed in consequence of the ab- | 
rence of the chairman of the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, [Mrs Farrm.y,) by whom the bill was | 


reported. s 

The consideration of the bilt for the relief of 
Nathaniel Goddard and others, being the next 
business on the calendar, 

Mr. TOURNEY desired, unless the aperiat order 
of the day (French spoliation bill) was taken up, | 
to-submit a fow remarks, j 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said that he was not ji 


aware that any Senator waa prepared to rpeak | 
upon the spoliation bill, He (M 
afte? all of those who intended to address the Sen- | 
ate upon the subject had so done, to reply to their | 
arguments against the bill; and if no gentenan 
desired to speak upon it to-day, he had no objec- 
tion to ity postponement for the present, and that 
private bills be considered, 

The bill for the retiet of Nathaniel Goddard and | 
others, was then, taken up on ite passage. H was 
opposed by Mr. TURNEY, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. | 
COLQUITT, Mr. CASS, Mr. CALTLOUN, and | 
Mr. NILES, and advoented by Mr Ra JOHN- 
SON, Mr. DAVIS, Mr. J, M. CLAYTON, and 
Mr. BERRIEN. 

Tho ground on-which the bill was opposed was, 


that the flour which formed the cargo uf the vessel, | 
pod for Cadiz, was in ji 


although ostensibly ship iz, 
fact intended for the supply of the British troops | 
iri Spain; ‘and that, as we were at war with Great | 
Britain; this was an illegal shipment, and that the | 
élaimants’ were not entitled to receive back the 


e C.) destred, |] 


| 


H 
j? 


5 


value of the forfeited cargo. It was further insin- 
uated that the sailing underan British Heonse was 
proof of. a traitorous design and intercourse w 
the enemy; and that, as she was taken by a United 
States vesel, while under British protection, the 
owners ought to institute their claim against the | 
British Government, and not before an American | 
Songress. © Stress was also laid on the faet that | 
the Supreme Court had decided against this claim, | 
a transaction in violation of law. | 
Ji was replied by the friends of the bill, that this 
was a fair and proper mercantile transaction. | Wi 
were at peace with Spain when this vessel shipped 
the flour for Cadiz. The vessel suiled with Amer 
ican papers, and under the American flag; but ; 
owing to the danger from British craisers, she had 
obtained a British license, after taking the opinio 
of Mr. Pinkney, the Attorney “General of the | 
United States, as to the legality of this course. I 
was denied that any evidence existed ofthe inten 
tion of the owners to sell the four to the British 
troops. It was represented as a case of injustice, 


as arising oot of 


that the United States Government should retain |; 


in its treasury the amount of this forfeited cargo, 
on the ground of the illegality of the act, when the 
opinion of the Supreme Court, which had heen re- 
ferred to, was a divided opinion, Judge. Marshall 
and other judges’ dissenting, and when the pay. | 
ment-had been recommended by Mr. Crawford 

‘and Mr. Lowndes. The claimants were ignorant | 


4T 


| 
l 
! 
f 
i 
| 
| 


with į; ) N 
| itself into Commitee 
‘the Union, (Mr. 


i 
l 


ithe day to betho bill to provide for the establish- 


| to the blind pupils belonging to the institations of 
| Boston, Philadelphia, and Vinvinia, for an exhibi- 


; consideration of the Smithsonian fund, and to ex- 
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that they were acting in violation of law, and con- i 
sidered ‘themselves secure after they had fortified |; 
themselves by the: most eminent legal opinions, |i 
and in equity were entitled to receive back their 
money; the more especially as the proceedings of 
the judicial courts entirely acquitted them of any of 
the fraridulent or treasonable intentions which had 
beën charged against them. 

The yeas and nays on the passage of the bill 
were ordered, on the call of Mr. ALLIEN; and the . 
question being taken, it was decided in the affirma- 
tive: yeas 22, nays 20. 

So the bill was passed. 
‘She Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 28, 146. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- . 

proved, 
THE SECRET-SERVICE FUND. H 

The SPEAKER announced the following mem- i 
bers as coniposing the select committee yesterday 
ordered to be appointed on so much of the resolu- 
tion in relation fo the seeretservice fund ax was ` 
Wered by Mr. Scnexek: Messrs. Scnpxex, Dos- 
BIN, Melran TMi nates and Jons A. Reen- 
WELL. 

Mr. THURMAN said that he was under the 
necessity of jeaving the elty tomorrow, or next, 
day at farthest, for some tide; snd, on that ace 
count, as Well ag on aeconnt of his health, he asked | 
to he excused from serving on the said committee, 
Mr. T. was exeuxed, 

And Mr. Stanvon war appointed in his place. 

And the following members were announced as 
composing the geleet connnit(ee on so nmel of the ; 
resolution as was offered by Mr, Perrie: Messrs, 


| Perris, Vistos, Jerrersos Davis, D. P. Kisu, 
and Winer, i 


The SPEAKER announced the special order of 


mento the Smithsonian Institution for the increase 
and diffusion of knowledge amongst men. 


Mr, GILES, on leave given, offered. the follow- 
ing resolution; which was adopted without a di- 
Vinton: i 

Resolved, ‘That the use of this Hall be granted 1, 


H 


ton this afternoon, after the adjournment of the 
Fouse. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL made an earnest but | 
ineffeetnal appeal to the House to take up the hil 
to provide for the payment of treasury notes pur 
loined at New Orleans, de. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

On motion of Mr, OWEN, the House resolved 
of the Whole on the state o 
june, of South Carolina, in the 
chaiv,) and resumed the consideration of the bil 
to provide for the establishment of the Smithsonin 
Institution for the increase and diffusion of know! 
ede amongst men, and the amendments thereto 
pending. ; 

Mr. A. D. SIMS said that, before entering on 
the consideration of the main question before the 
committee, he desired to invite ita attention to the |! 


press his views upon what he considered to he the 
woe Hehe in which that tind should be regarded, 

Under the will of the late James Smithson, the 
bequest made by him was paid aver to the Unitec 
States. ‘The meney, under the action of Congres: 
was lonned out ta certain States. No matter for 
what purpose that fund might be dedicated, the 
faith and the honor of the country, by the action 
of Congress, were pledged to regard at at all times 
as being in the treasury of the United States; and 
the United States was in fast itself a creditor of the i; 
States to whom the woney was loaned; so that the |; 
Arkansas, or Michigan, or Hlimois bonds or se- | 


curities—or the securiiies of any State to which 


this money had been loaned—were in feet debts i 
due to the General Government; and the fnd © 


> auditer-general, 


; times p: 


: did liberality of James Smithson. ] 
‘that, animated by a spirit of benevolence ‘to. his 


itself must be regarded as in the treasury of the 
United States. ee A y 
Mr. MeCLELLAND nere rosé:to explain, and 
Mr. Sims yielding) Mr. MeC. said that a misap- 
prehension prevailed in the committee as. to the 
nayment of the interest by the State of Michigan 
on that portion of the Smithsonian fund invested 
n the bonds of that State. He considered this- in- 
erest paid; and from the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, it appeared that the amount 
Jaimed to be due on the Ist of January last was 
181 07; and this had, in all. probability, been 
nore than paid by the application of the five per 
cent. fund upto this period. In June, 1845, the 


| then auditor-general of the State of Michigan en- 
L deavored to obtain a statement of this acedunt, and 


ihe five per cent, fund, in order to make provision 
for the payment of any balance that might be found 
due, but failed. On the 7th of November last, he 
wrote and requested him (Mr. McC.) to make the 
necessary inquiries, with the same view; and soon 
after his ‘arrival, at the commencement of this ses- 
sion, he wrote to the proper department. for the 
required information, but did not receive any reply 
until the 87th of February, and then he was ad- 
vised that the small amount before stated was due. 
This statement he had forwarded to the present 
He (Mr. Me.) had no doubt 
provision world be made tor the prompt payment 
of the interest hereafter to accrue if the five per 
cent. fond was found to be insufficiente Whilst 
up, he would state that the authorities of Michigan 
had consented to the application of the five per 
cent. fund to the payment of this interest, and that 
the resolution passed by the last Congress, direct- 
ing this application, was shown to bim by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
(Me. MeK ay] before it was offered, and was fally 
approved of by him, and was supported by the en- 
ure delegation from Michigan in both Houses. Tn 
conclusion, he would say, that he believed the State 
would make every effort to pay all just claims 
against it; and in regard to this fund, would at all 
ay the interest fairly and honorably. 

SIM S‘continued: it e had not intended (he 


Mr, 


i said) by any remark he had made to inculpate an 


State to which this fund might have been loaned. 
He merely wished to shaw what the duty and ‘the 
obligation of the Government were in regard to.the 
fond itself. Whatever disposition might finally be 


| made of it—whether an institution such as was 


contemplated should be established; whether. the 
fund should be returned to the British chancery; or 
rhether it should be distributed among the heirs of 
Smithson—-no difficulty ought to arise as to the 
fact of the fund itself having been loaned out by 
the Government; and that, for all honorable, prav- 


i tical, and proper purposes, it must be regarded in 
} good faith as m the treasury of the United States, 


to be devoted to whatever purpose might be 
thought proper, For his own part, he had. no 
apprehension or fear but what each of the States 
vould in good time and in good faith redeeni their 
obligations, and refund every dollar that had been 
loaned to them. 

He now approached the main question. -Much 
had been said in praise of the munificent and splen- 
It had been said. 


race, he had made his will, constituted the Govem- 
ment of the United States his. trustee to carry out 
his intentions, and had dedicated to the noble pur- 
pose of the increase and difusion of knowledge 


' among men an entire estate, under the management 
of the Government of the United States. 


It was 
not his (Mr. S.’s) disposition, nor was it-his wont, 
nor would it become kini to speak in terms of re- 
proach of one who now slept under the sod. But 
he must be perniitted to` sayy that none of these 
feolings of pride and admiration which seemed to 
glow im the bosoms of some gentlemen, in contem- 
plating the will of Mr. Smithson, found an echo in 
fis (Mr. S.’s} heart. He saw in the will of that 
individual what he bad seen in the wills of man 

other men. After having griped, through their 
lives, every shilling that came into. their hands, 
animated at last by some posthumous vanity, 
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trustee to carry out this splendid vanity. 

Mr. S. then proceeded to contend that the Gov- 
ernment was not instituted for any such purposes 
as the administration of charities. 
grant of power in the Constitution admitting such 
an exercise. And as there was no such power, 
and as this fund was still under our control, and as 
the trust had not been executed, it became Congress 
to pause, and to retrace, so far as possible, the er- 
rors ithad already committed. There was but one 


power in the Constitution under which this char- | 
ity could be administered, and that was as a local ' 


legislature for the District of Columbia. But that 


would not fall within the intention and design of | 


the testator. It was not intended that this fund 
should be applied to the exclusive purpose of the 
use of the District of Columbia. The only true 
course would be to reject all these plans, including 
the substitute which had been offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams.] 
if this were done, he (Mr. S.) pledged himself that, 
should no other member do so, he would introduce 
a bill repealing all laws heretofore enacted on this 


subject, and giving authority and direction for the | 
restoration of the money to the British chancery. | 
Tt could then be devoted to purposes in England į 
similar to those which had been contemplated in | 
The only difference | 


the city of Washington. 
would be in the location of the institution. 


Mr. ADAMS. said, in this matter he was in | 
favor of anying oul the principle of the ancient į 
atch the bear before you sell his | 


proverb—‘‘ 
skin.” But a very small portion of these funds 
was now in the treasury; and the bill proposed to 
take from the treasury the money of the people of 
the United States, raised by taxation, to the amount 
of seven or eight hundred thousand dollars, to be 
expended in leu of the fund of the late Mr. Smith- 
son, which was not in our power at present. ‘The 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Sms] said 
that this money was to be considered as if it was in 
the treasury of the United States. Mr. A. would 
be very glad if he could so consider its ` 

Mr. SIMS said, in the report which the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts made to this House a | 


few years ago, he took the identical ground that 
this money ought to be considercd in the treasury, 


bonds this fund was invested, were debtors of the 
General Government. ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS replied, that if any report made 
by him three or four years ago stated that this 
money was to be considered in the treasury of the 
United States, he would inform the gentleman and 
the committee that he had had some experience 


since that time that convinced him very perfectly | 


that it was not in the treasury.of the United 
States. 

It was the office of the amendment which he pro- 
posed, to try to get it back into the treasury, to 
enable the Congress of the United States to redeem 
the pledge which they gave, by the acceptance of 
this fuad, to this nation, to the memory of the tes- 


tator, and the civilized world, that it should be! 


faithfully applied according to the intentions of the 
donor. The money was not in the treasury, and 
could not, without a violation of all reason, be 
considered in it. 

The question whether the treasury of the United 
States, or the people of the United States, were 
responsible for this money and for its application, 
according to the intent of the testator, Mr. A. was 
understood to say, was another question. 


But he did not think the contingency had arisen 
and especially that it had not arisen for the appli 
cation of the money to any of the purposes pro- 
posed in this bill. 


There was no | 


And | 


If it. 
were necessury now, in order to redeem the plight- | 
ed faith of the nation, he was ready to vote an ap- | 
propriation of that amount, or of ten times.that | 
amount, to be raised by a tax upon the people. : 


He had heard with great delight the learned and |; 


ingenious remarks of the gentleman from Vermont | 


$30,000 which this sum ought to give us. There 
was no other object to. which it. could be: more 
worthily applied to promote the object of the tes- 
tator. f i $ 

‘To the main object proposed by the bill—viz: 


the application of a large portion of the fund to the į 


education-of teachers of normal schools—Mr. A. 
expressed his decided opposition. He would rather 


i| have the whole money thrown into the Potomac 
| than to appropriate one dollar for that purpose. 


Mr. A. alluded to some facts in the history of 
this fund, showing his.own connexion with it, the 
circumstances wider. which it was received, the in- 
vestment, three days after it was received, of 
$500,000 in Arkansas bonds, and the remainder in 
bonds of Michigan, Ilinois, and Ohio; the payment 
by Ohio of her interest and the failure on the part 
of Arkansas to pay a cent of her interest, &c. 

Mr. THURMAN (Mr. A. yielding) inquired 
for information of Mr. Apams whether this invest- 
ment in the bonds of Arkansas was made without 
any warrant or authority of law? : 

Mr. ADAMS. The fact is directly the reverse. 
Mr. A. stated the circumstances under which the 
legalized investment was made. On-a bill for the 


| support of the West Point Academy, a provision 


was engrafted (he said) that this fund should be 
invested in State stocks. Hecommented upon the 
incongruity of the two subjects in terms which ex- 


! cited the merriment of the committee. 


He next reviewed the legislative history of this 
subject during the four Congresses which have 
elapsed since the receipt of the fund eight years 
since, giving a minute account of the various prop- 


| ositions made in reports to both Houses of Con- 


gress, and their respective fates—none of them 
having received the sanction of both Houses. 
When it first came before Congress, and he be- 
lieved this money was in the treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, he was of opinion among the sciences 
the pursuit of which was recommended by the tes- 
tator, that of astronomy was the first to which a 
portion of the interest should be applied. 

In the administration of this fund there were two 
or three principles that should be pursued. One 
was, that it should never cost the people of the 
United States a dollar—that it should support itself. 
Another, that no part should ever he applied to the 
ordinary purposes of education of children. He 
felt on that subject something the feeling of the 
gentleman from Michigan, {Mr. Curpman,] thatit 
was unworthy the people of the United States to 


t ii receive foreign aid for the education of their chil- 
and that Arkansas, and the other States in whose | 


dren. It was their own duty to do it for them- 


; Selves, and not to depend on any eleemosynary 


bequest for it, There was no way in which the 
States could more degrade themselves than by rely- 
Ing on foreign aid or on the General Government 
for the education of their children. He differed 
with him on other points, however, and thought it 
highly proper that it should be received to carry 
out the intent of the testator, for the ‘increase 


| and difftision of knowledge among men.’? 


Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, inquired of the 


| gentleman from Massachusetts the power under 
the Constitution by which Congress was autho- 
: rized to accept and administer this fund ? 


Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will point me 
to the power in the Constitution of the United 
States to annex Texas, I wiil answer his question. 

Mr. SIMS. Ifthe gentleman finds the power 
under the same clause, it is certainly a novel clause 
under which to claim it—that which, in express 
terms, permits new States to be admitted into the 
Union. ; 

Mr. ADAMS. I presume the gentleman con- 


siders that a constructive power; and if so, it will j 
: answer for what it is worth. 


He (Mr. A.) could 
find in the Constitution many clauses besides that 
authorizing Congress to provide for the common 
defence and general welfare. What means more 
efficient to this end than the increase and diffusion 
of knowledge among men. i i 
Mr. A. further opposed the application proposed 
by the bill undor consideration to the ordinary 


purposes of education, on the ground of the ine- | 


quality of the benefits it would confer—the State 
of Massachusetts, (a fact of which he was proud,) 
the State of New York, the “Empire State,” and 


(Mr. Marsu] a few days since; and especially that |, 
portion which advocated the application of that | 
fund ultimately.to the only purpose of erecting a |! 
great and magnificent library, instead of the paltry i 
application of $5,000 a year out of the more than |} 


Virginia, another empire State, (to whose citizens 
our present Minister to Brazil, before he left the 
country, addressed a letter, calling on them to tax 
themselves for the education of their children—for 
which Mr. A. should honor him, if he had never 


done anything else in his tife,) arid other States— 
having themselves made. provision: forthe - edu+ 
cation of their children, so that they. would not 
thank Congress for making this application of this 
fund. The State of Indiana, from which, the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Owen] came, who reported this bill, 
ihag. property enough. to-take: care of her own. 
i children, without wasting this fund for such a 
purpose. Cie. he 
i He would say nothing, further of other. provis- 
ions of the bill. Some of them were praper, others 
‘were not. But an experienée of eight or ten years, 
since we received. this money, had shown him, 
that whenever distinguished scientific-men were 
called upon for their opinions, scarcely two agreed., 

‘In addition to the application of a portion of this 
fund to the science of astronomy, there was an- 
other provision which he foand, and which he was 
happy to see this bill. made, viz: that no- portion 
of the fund should be appropriated—that it should. 
be a perpetual fund. It was’ the interest which 
was to be applied... pa 

But in the mean time, while this delay had taken 
| place, he was delighted that an astronomical ob-. 
servatory—not perhaps so great as it should have 
jeen—had been smuggled into the number of the 
institutions of the country, under the mask. of a 
small depét for charts, &e. There was not one 
word about it in the law. He would like to ask 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Sims] 
where was the power under the Constitution to 
make this appropriation? - : 

Mr. A. D.-SIMS said, he did not know; but 
since the doctrine’ promulgated by a distinguished 
President of the United States, of erecting light- 
houses in the skies, had grown’'into popular favor, 
he should presume that. the gentleman would find 
no difficulty as to the question of power. . 

Mr. ADAMS said he was very glad to hear that 
it had grown into popular favor. The appropria- 
tion for this astronomical observatory, he repeated, 
had been clandestincly smuggled into the law, 
under the head of a depét for charts, when a short 
time before a provision had been inserted in a bill 
passed, that no appropriation should be applied to 
an astronomical observatory. Heclaimed no merit 
for the,erection of the: astronomical observatory; 
but in thé. course of his:whole: life, ‘no-conferring 
of honor, óf interest; of office, had given him more 
delight than the belief that he had ‘contributed, in 
| some small degree, to produce. these. astronomical 
observatories, both here and elsewhere. He no 
longer wished any portion. of this. fund, applied to 
an astronomical observatory. <>.. eae 

Nor did he think it important to-the people that 
any provision of this bill should be-carried*into 
effect immediately, but rather, that measures should 
be taken to induce the States to pay the interest on 
their bonds, and then let the money. be. appropria- 
ted to any purpose‘on which Congress could agree 
more unanimously than on this bill. Á 

He noticed among the objections, made, that 
against making of this~institution an incorpora- 
tion. He urged that it was. indispengahly neces- 
sary to form. the board into àn incorporation; that 
unless it were done, the: funds: would: be wasted. in 
five years; that thete would bene. power in thein» 
stitution, not even. the “power. of. succession; that 
it would fall into the hands-of a joint committee of 
Congress, who would dispose of itas faction, party 
spirit, or caprice. should dictate... He scouted: the 
idea of the unconstitutionality of the establishment, 
by Congress, of.the corporations in the District of 
Columbia, as in contravention of the uniform 
legislation of the couritry, in the corporation of 
colleges, benevolent societies, the National Insti- 
tute, &c. i 

In conclusion, believing that they could not agree 
very well on this bill, and that, by the time we got 
| this money of Arkansas and the other States, they 
could agree better, he sent up to the Clerk’s table, 
where it was again read, the amendment of which 
he gave notice last week, (and which was then 
published in the Congressional Globe.) - 

On the faith (he said) of observations of the gen- 
|| leman from Michigan, that Michigan had. rega- 
i| larly paid the interest on her bonds, he modified 
i| his amendment, by striking out the word “ Michi- 
gan,” wherever it occurred therein. 

[Whilst Mr. Anams was. speaking, the Speaker 
resumed the chair informally, to receive a message. 
from the President of the United-States, by the 
i| hands of J. K. Walker, Esq., his private secretary,” 
i informing the House that the President hat yes~ 
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down, to amend the first section-a8 follows: 
_ Strike out all after the word « next,” in the 11th 
line, to thé Word ‘be,’ in the 14th line, and insert 
the following: . h 

“ And actually paid into the treasury of the Uni- 
< ted States by the States which have borrowed and 
“used said fund.’? : A 
_ Mr. J. Was satisfiëd (he said) that a large ma- 
jority of the House was opposed to taking this sum 
out of the: treasury’ for the purpose of establishin 
such an institution as was contemplated by this 
bill. It was true that the money had been received 
by the Government of the United States; but if the 
Government had been acting in good faith, and had 
vested these funds in bonds of the States, and these 
States-had repudiated or refused’ to pay, was there 
a man here; whovat this time would be willing to 
take this amount out ‘of the pockets of his constit- 
uents for the erection of an institution of this kind ? 
Was this Governmeiit bound to levy a tax upon 
the people for stich a purpose? If it Tad-been act- 
ing fairly‘as a trustee, if it had acted in good faith, 
and if this fund had been lost and destroyed, and 
not intentionally perverted or misapplied, it was no 
more responsible than any other trustee under such 
circumstances would be. i 

Some conversation took place between Mr. J. 
and Mr. Sims of South Carolina, as to the legal 
liability of trustees in certain cases. f 

Mr. J. insisted that there was neither authority 
for, nor justice in, taking this sum of money from 
the pockets of the people for the establishment of 
this institution, and he contended that no substan- 
tial good could result to the mass of. the people, 
and that an annual appropriation would be neces- 
sary from the treasury of the United States to keep 
it in operation. : ce 

Mr. RATHBUN said he-knew ‘very little about 
this subject. He had taken very littlé pains to ex- 
amine the bill before the committee. Hie had read 
no reports from, previous. committees. He had 
heard what had been saidin relation to the project 
generally.. And there were a few things connected 
with facts known to everybody which would con- 
trol his võte. wks i 

We had received'a fand of half a million of dol- 
lars and’ upwards, and had pledged the faith of the 
Government’ to execute the trust in the manner |j 


er- 
aon. who.gave itto the Government’ that it shoulä | 
ppli Two a particular purpose, and none other? | 

sinoi received on: the condition: that it 
should be‘so applied? Bee Fe i 
After yielding for ati inquiry to Mr. A. Jonson, | 
Mr.-R. proceeded. This Government had: misap- | 
{ 


plied a fund given for a specific purpose; and when | 
jt was called upon, through a-respectable:commit- | 
tee, to appropriate the money ‘to the object for |; 
whith it was received, it was no answer to say, | 
« We have loaned it out to the States, and they I 
cannot pay us.”” It would not answer for an in~ I 
dividual tó say so—still less for a nation like ours. | 
We were bound to-day, and we had been bound | 
every day, when Congress was in session, for eight 
‘years past, to ‘appropriate the money honestly, | 
‘without undertaking to avoid the just responsibil- į} 
ity by an excuse which was one of dur own cerea- i! 


tion. Arkansas; it is said; would not pay, and 
some ‘other States refused to pay the interest, 
That was a matter between this Government and 
the State of Arkansas, and was no answer to the 
solemn pledge given to apply this money to a spe- 
cifie purpose. ce fe, 

The question arose, how should the money be 
appropriated? What was the mode best calculated 


to produce the most beneficial results? One gentle- 


man wanted a library; another, an observatory; a 
third, common schools; a fourth, farming schools; 
a fifth, some other particular object; and among the 
number was that proposed by the bill under con- 
sideration. For his own part, he did not feel dis- 
posed to object to any plan bearing plausibility on 
its face. He was in favor of expending the money 
in some way, and upon some scheme, faithfully 
and honestly; but, above all, he was in favor of 
appropriating and expending the money, whether 
the final result should be good or not. He wished 
to wipe out the stain which rested on the character 
of this Government of withholding the money be- 
cause we were not able to discover the best mode 
of expending it. Let us take one step—let us do 
something; and if any blunder should be commit- 
ted, experience would énable us to correct it. In 
his judgment, a library was the least plausible of 
the schemes proposed. The plan proposed in the’ 


bill was, in his opinion, one of the best that had 


been suggested. 

The gentleman from. Tennessee [Mr. A. Joun- 
son] had asked whether any gentleman here would 
take the money from the pockets of the people for 
this purpose. He, (Mr. R.,) for one, answered 
“yes.” Let us take this money which the Gov- 
ernment had taken, and, if gentlemen pleased, had 


squandered; let us honestly appropriate it and ex- | 


pend it as was designed, 

He represented a constituency who would be 
among the last in the world to withhold a fair and 
honest. expenditure of the publie money, because 
the Government representing the people had misap- 
plied it. THe had no fear of a constituency worthy 
to be represented here, for doing what was honest 
on behalf of the Government and reputable on be- 
half of themselves. We had had the gold, as we 
had been informed. It had been placed in the pub- 
lic treasury. It had not been wasted by accidėnt, 
It had been applied under the deliberate action of 
the Government. ‘The Government held the bonds. 
Tt might at some future day receive the money for 


them; buthe did not believe in the propriety of | 


waiting until, by “ moral suasion,” or any. other 
kind of persuasion, the money was to be recovered 
from that improvident loan. He was ready to vote 
for the bill in which, so fav as he understood it, he 
could discover no objectionable features. Tt had 
been digested and arranged by a committee as com- 
petent in point of learning, judgment, and capacity, 
as could be found in this or any other country. 


| Some confidence must be placed in their recom- 


mendations, otherwise no action ever could be had 
onthe subject. Ifthe plan had defects, time would 
develop them, and the proper remedy could be ap- 
lied. 
Mr. FICKLEN opposed the bill. 


being in the treasury, and that we could not excuse 

ourselves by saying that the fund had been loaned 

out to the States, and could not now be realized. 
The objections which he entertained to the bill 


|| applied to all its sections; but to the first, his ob- 


jection was radical. He alluded to the connexion 
to be established between this institution and the 
treasury of the United States. A million of dollars 
would be required to meet the deficiency in this 
Smithsonian bequest. 

He was willing to expend the money for a libra- 


ry; or in carrying out the propositions of a substi- || 
tute’ bill which he had prepared—in building a 


house and providing a library, and for: scientific 
apparatus. He was in favor of any system, or 
plan, by which the fund could be disconnected from 
the treasury of the United States. 

Mr. OWEN desired to inquire whether the gen- 


tleman proposed’to appropriate the principal, or | 


the interest only? 

Mr. FICKLIN said he was willing that the gen- 
tleman and others who were the peculiar friends of 
the bill, should take their own course in that respect, 
He (Mr. F.) was willing te apply the whole of the 
principal, or a part of it, to keep up whatever insti- 
tution might be adopted; or he was willing that the 


i He thought, | 
| however, that the good faith of the Government 
required that this money should be considered as | 


| sum of $500,000 should be loaned to some natural 
‘or artificial person, and that the interest alone 
should be applied. He was. indifferent on that’ 
| point. The great object he had in view was, he 
| repeated, the disconnexion of the fund from the 
public treasury. He was for any bill in preference 
to this. i ; 

| Mr. OWEN. Does the gentleman understand 
that one dollar, except that belonging to the Smith- 
| sonian fund, is appropaiated by this bill either 
|| presently or prospectively ? g 

! Mr. FICKLIN. The first section of the bill 
connects the fund with the treasury—places it in 
| the treasury. : 

| Mr OWEN. Not places it there; it was placed 
| there eight years ago. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Exactly so; but this bill re- 
cognises it there by law. Then the interest is to 
be paid upon the money, out of the treasury. This 
| is sucking the life-blood from the treasury. We 
‘do not want to create a perpetual. debt of interest 
i upon half a million of money, to be paid whilst 
| this Government endures. -We want no such pòl- 
|i ypus—no such wen fastened upon the Govern- 
i} ment. As to present or prospective appropria- 
| tions, I say that the machinery, the paraphernalia, 
connected with this bill, cannot be carried out on 
a. respectable scale for less (Mr. F. was under- 
i stood to say) than one million of dollars a year. 
It is, to be sure, provided that the money shall not 
come out of the treasury at present; but do we not 
know that subsequent Congresses can enlarge the 
| appropriations? Experience should teach us to 
guard against everything of this kind. 4 

Mr. F". regarded the bill as one of the most odious 
and abominable ever presented here. He would 
i rather see this half million returned to the British 
Court of Chancery; he would rather see ten mil- 
lions sunk to the bottom of the Potomac, or melte 
ed, or destroyed, tban see this bill pass. ; 
` Mr. THURMAN said that he had heard it sta- 
ted this morning that the investment of the Smith- 
sonian fund in State bonds was an act unauthorized 
bylaw. Not having time to investigate the laws 
himself, he had privately inquired of a number of 
members whether such was the fact, but they were 
‘unable to inform him. He had thereupon made 
' the inquiry of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
| (Mr. Avams,] whose acquaintance with the subject 


i 
| 
i 


| was so thorough. The inquiry was important; 
| for if the investment was an unauthorized act, it. 
| would not do for this Government to shield itself 
|i behind the misconduct of its officer, and say that 
| the money is not inthe treasury. Butif, on the 
other hand, the Government had, in good faith, in- 
vested the fund so that it might produce interest 
until an application of it should be made, pursuant 
to the design of the testator, then the objection of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the money 
is not in the treasury, is entitled to great weight. 
For, as a general rule, itis the duty of a trustee to 
make the trust fund produce interest; and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States probably did right in 
directing this fund to be invested, and ought not, 
asa matter of course, to be held bound to reim- 
burse it at any moment ona failure to pay by those 
to whom it had been loaned. Whether the invest- 
ments made were judicious or otherwise, Mr. T. 
did not know. He had not inquired, for it was 
not his purpose to cast censure anywhere. 
As to the merits of the bill under consideration, 
| Mr. T. would do. nothing more than express an 
| opinion, without going into any argument what- 
ever. He could not vote forthe bill, unless it were 
most materially changed. He was opposed to the 
|| erection of an immense institution at the city of 
i| Washington, that would ultimately become a charge 
upon the treasury, and would necessarily be partial 
|l in its operations and benefits. He was rather in- 
i| clined to believe that the best disposition of the 
fund that could be made, would be to invest the 
interest arising from it in a library. There were 
|| oreat objections to this plan, to be sure. They had 
| been’ forcibly stated by the chairman of the select 
committee, (Mr. Owzn.} But there was one great 
recommendation it possessed that strongly influ- 
enced Mr. T, ‘That was, that though it might not 
effect the greatest amount of benefit that could be 
produced by the fund, it was not liable to the 
abuses to which. all the other plans would prob- 
ably give rise. It would create no large body of 
| office holders, no patronage, no favoritism, no par- 
i tial, sectional advantages. 
Mr, OWEN wished to say a few words in reply 
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» (Mr. Apams.] il 


tothe is.] | 
He was very sorry that duty devolved upon him. | 


gentleman from Massachusetts 


| 
He had for that gentleman, in more senses than one, || 
a most wholesome respect. Not only did he re-} 
spect his character most sincerely, his acquire- | 
ments, his long experience, his information, so | 
accurate on every subject, but in addition to all | 
that, he had for him, as opposed to him in argu- 
ment, a, most wholesome respect. If any one.) 
who ever debated with him came off the better in | 
the contest, it was while he (Mr. 0.) was out of the | 
Tiouse. And it was nothing but a sense of duty | 
which induced him to reply to the gentleman. | 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had labored l 
more zealously in this good cause than, perhaps, i 
any other individual. He read from a report of | 
Mr. Apams, of March, 1840, in regard to the ap- | 
plication of these moneys, in which, among other | 
things, it was declared: 

« Jt will be perceived that the United States have made 
themselves creditors to the States, and made themselves re- 
sponsible for the punctual payment ofthe interest of these 
bonds,” &e. 

That (said Mr. O.) was the opinion of the gen- : 
tleman from Massachusetts, in 1840; it was Mr 
©.’s opinion to-day. He believed it is the United : 
States that are the creditors of the State of Arkan- 


(from which Mr. O. read)—-which went further | 

than the bill now before the committee, absolutely |! 

declaring that $800,000 was now in the treasury of 

the United States, the interest of which, being about 

$33,000 more than this bill applied, was to be ap- 
prepa oan 

e alluded to the objection of Mr. Fickrim, that 

we should doubtless appropriate hundreds of thon- | 

sands more than this sum, if we now began; and ii 

said, in the unwillingness of membersto appropriate | 

t 

t 

| 
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even the interest, there was no very great reason í 
to imagine that they would be so ready to appro- | 
priate a larger sum, not included in this amountat | 
all, over which the institution has no right and with | 
which no commexion, 

He was no lawyer, and would not argue the case || 
technically; but he would say, if there be any 
means of lowering our national character over the 
whole civilized world (and with so small a gain to 
the Government) more effectually than this, he did 
not know what it was. Efe held in regard to pub- 
lic and private morals there is no difference. The 
interest that had accrued ‘on this sum was about 
$242,000, (about one-half of which had been paid,) 
orabout one-hundredth part of the annual expend- 
itures and receipts of the Government; and, in 
addition to this, we had some ten or twelve thou- | 
sand dollars surplus in the treasury. And still we 
claimed that we were relieved of the obligation for 
this money, because we had invested it in stocks, 
the interest of which was not paid. It was like a | 
man with an annual income of $2,000, and in ad- | 
dition having (say) $1,000 deposited in bank, who 
had loaned to a wayward or unfortunate son $20, 
(one-hundredth part of his income,) which he -had | 
received in trust for a friend; and who, one-half of 
it having been paid, when called upon for the re- 
turn of that trust, should refuse it on the ground 
that one-half of the sum had not been paid by his 
son, Lo whom, as trustee of the fund, he had loan- || 
edit! No one would hesitate to say that, as a | 
matter of common justice and honesty, he should ; 
pay this small amount, even if the son never paid || 
itto him. And what we ought to do as individu- | 
als, we ought also to do as public men. 

He would not follow the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts through the whole course of his re- 
marks. 
the Government was ultimately responsible for the 
application of.this fund according to the intention 
of the testator... If it did happen (which was not 
probable, for he did not doubt her) that Arkansas 
did notat some future period pay the interest, we 
should be called upon to pay it from the treasury, 
according -to, the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Now, he wanted to know .what was the difference 
between. taxing our. constituents (as the phrase 


1 


He believed the gentleman admitted that |) 


was) then and now? So far as the burden was 
concerned, it was nothing; so far as reputation was 
concerned, it was everything, The first duty of a 


| trustee was to carry into effect the object of the 


trust; and if this duty was neglected, were we not 
bound to provide at least against the loss of the 
fund? ns ; 

„In reference to the advocacy by Mr. Apams of 
the application of the fund to a library, ‘and to 
some remarks of Mr. A., (as the reporter under- 
stood,) that it was more in accordance with his 
fancy, Mr. O, urged that fancy should have nothing 
to do with the question; that we were bound ta 
appropriate this fund strictly according to the in- 
tentions of the testator, whose intentions the appro- 
priation of the principal portion of which toa 
library, he argued, could not meet, inasmuch as, 
though a library might tend to the ‘ diffusion,”’ 
it would not to the ‘increase’? “of knowledge 
among men;”’ and as if a library had been intended 
by Mr. Smithson, le would undoubtedly have 
expressed it. | i , 

He was not specially wedded to this feature of 
normal schools, yet he confessed he considered it 
the most important one in the bill. And the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts wholly misunderstood 
him if he supposed that his (Mr. O.’s) proposition 
was to supersede the State normal schools. It was 
rather a supplement to them—an institution which 
would carry them further, where the science of 
education should be improved. And for this they 
had high authority, Mr. O. referred to Mr. Van 
Buren’s language on the subject, from. which, 
though not express to this point, he considered the 
inference fair'that he would be in favor of sucha 
feature. ’ ; 

As to the disgrace of educating our children with 
foreign aid, there was no proposition in this bill to 
educate children, but the teachers of children. And j 
as to the disgrace, it might be said with equal’ pro- 
priety that it was disgraceful to receive foreign aid 
for the founding a library. 

One special portion of the duties of this normal, 
branch would be to call the attention of the States 
generally to these normal. schools, and it might, 
and he hoped would, in this way, become the 
means of increasing these schools. A 

In conclusion, Mr. O. said the practical effect of 
the amendment of Mr. Avams would be to post- 
pone the matter indefinitely. His (Mr. O.’s) opin- 
ion coincided much more nearly with the opinion 


' heretofore expressed from a source he respected so 


highly on at least four different occasions; and he 


| hoped that Congress would no longer delay to 


appropriate this fund, as in honor and justice they | 
were bound, so as to carry out as near as might 
be the intentions of James Smithson. ` 

Mr. E. H. EWING dissented from that part òf | 
the amendment of Mr, Apams which went to make 
a legislative promise that nothing should be done 
until the arrears of interest were collected from the 
States in whose bonds the funds had been investe 
ed; and gave notice of a motion to strike it out. 

He was not able to say that this Government 
had performed in a proper manner the duties of 
trustce, and with proper precaution invested these 
funds. Clearly, if this investment had thus been 
made, and the duties of trustee faithfully perform- 
ed, the Government could not be held to assume 


| the debt, and carry out the intentions of the tes- 
|i tator. 


He could not agree with Mr. Sms that this fund 
could ever be replaced in the chancery of England. | 
This Government was now a trustee in regard to 
this fund. By its acceptance of it, it had obligated 
itself to make a disposal of it according to the in- | 
tentions of the testator, and was incapable of | 
divesting itself of it. 

If it had been properly invested, as a trustee | 
should invest it, the Government was not bound, 
for the sake of keeping up its name, to make an 
| appropriation of the money of the people of the | 
i! United States for tne support of this: charity, or | 
i| any other. The question was, whether this in- | 
vestment had been made in good faith—whether at 
the time there was a reasonable probability that it 
| would be returned, or the interest on it paid regu- 
| larly. 

That question he was not able now to determine, 
il and he presumed this was the case with other 
‘| members of the House. Hence, in the absence 
| from the treasury of this fund, he was willing to 
| postpone action on the subject for the present. 

i Mr.J. Q. ADAMS had, he said, a few words 


| to say: In-regard to the-purposes of this bequest, 
and the obligation and duty-of the United States to., 

| carry. them into effect, he agreed with the. honor- 

„able chairman of the committee who. reported the, 
bill. Both had the same object in view. < Inre- 
gard to the mode of:reaching the object, he did not... . 

“agree with the-gentleman. He regretted this dik ~ 
ference of opinion; but in all. the public discussions |” 
of. this question, hardly any.two.persons had been 
found to agree. . If he differed from the honorable. 
chairman, the honorable chairman had also. diife 

| ed from all who had. preceded him. in. the imyvesti-> = 

gation of this subject. This ‘bill was entirely dit. i 

, ferent from any that had been reported heretofore. 

The chairman had done him the honor to refer io.” 

his. (Mr. A.’s) former views on this subject, but 

did not propose to carry them out, It was import ’ 

ant to the argument to. consider how the fund was 

expended. He admitted that at the time when the 

| fund was invested in Arkansas stocks, those stocks - 

| were at par, as were all the State stocks... ‘The 

| banks afterwards suspended, and not. only the Ar- 

| kansas stocks, but all the State stocks depreciated. 

| The interest on these. bonds'was not paidy andit 

was the same cease with the bonds of-other States. 

| He (Mr. A.) entertained. and “cherished. the hope 

that, by means of what he called moral ‘suasion— 

| by considerations of justice between State and State, 

and man and man—the people of Arkarisas, having 

| this subject presented to them year.after year. by 

| the President of the United States, would, for the 

sake of their own*honor and interests, pay ‘the 

debi. - He had that faith. . Mr. A. went.on to ex 


ji plain the provisions of his substitute for the bill. 


| He proposed that no appropriation: for the, pur- . 
| poses of this institution should be made: a tax on 
i the people of the United States. Should this be 
agreed to, and become a part of the act, he be- 
lieved that it would be more effectual in. persuad- 
ing the people of Arkansas to pay this.money, 
than would be the thunder of the line-of-battle 
ships with. which we have been lately threatened 
in the British Parliament. . No application of force 
was proposed. by him. He would speak to them 
only as friends, to. friends. .. He would say. to. them, 
we would not tax. our own peopleto:pay:the sum 
for which ‘you are indebted—which you ought to 
|: pay—and which you can pay .almosi, without feel, 
ing ite e e Y P yt donge es” 
Ir. YELL said, with the leave of the honorable 
| gentleman, he would make some explanations. The 
| remarks of the gentleman left it to be understood 
i that the interest of the Arkansas bonds khad: not 
| been paid, and that the State was not disposed, to 
pay. its debts. Hie wished to let the House know 
the state of this matter. | Halfa million of State 
bonds. were (in 1838) sold, and the proceeds invest- 
ed in the Real Estate Bank of Arkansas. . The. bonds 
invested were to be paid in twenty-five years., ‘To. 
sécure them, was pledged the bank capital of a mil- 
lion and.a half, and real estate which had been val- 
ued at three millions. In addition to this, the State” 
took. the bills ‘recéivable-and the-assets of the bank. 
‘The State at length ‘saw-its error, andthe whole 
country had. opened its: eyes tothe evils of sucha 
system. ‘The State acted as honéstly-as the nature 
-of the case would admit. t-wound up.the-bank, 
and determined to pay“sfirst, the outstanding motes, 
| and second, the special deposites.... All these had 
been paid. At the expiration of the time for which 
“the bonds were given, he ‘had no doubt that they 
would be paid; and if the assets of the bank were 
insufficient, the State would pay them. 
Mr. Y. also showed, from an official document, 
that about. ninety thousand dollars had been paid 
| towards the interest on these Arkansas bonds, Mr. 
Y. went on to show that the State of Arkansas- had 
| been greatly misused by the General Government. 
The distribution act passed in 1841... He, as. the 
Executive of Arkansas, recammended to the Legis- 
| lature not to accept the share of that State. ..’"That 
| body, though one-third of them were good Whigs, 
| unanimously refused to accept it. .But.the Secre- 
| tary of the Treasury credited the sum, not to Ar- 
| kansas, but to the bank. The bank received it; 
and there it remained: When Arkansas.cameinto 
: the Union, five per cent. of the proceeds of lands 
|i sold in her limits were given to the States Tl 
i: 1842, the sum was promptly. paid. After that time, 
|; the Government retained the amount. « Heargued 
| that they had no. more right to take it-than they 
|! had to take the lands. set apart for the support. of 
i schools. Wher the Government was disposed to 
i! do justice to. Arkansas, the people -of that State 
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i to. meet theit obligations. 
The assets of the bank: were equal-to‘the nai 
of-all.the debts. G ve S rgs TS DED N 
-He would not, however, pledsé. his State to a 
for the default of the bank When the bonds had 
become due, andthe bank was-found unable to 
pay theni then the State. mishit be called upon... 


would-be, better enabled 


r. ADAMS said‘the United States had nothing 
to do with the bank: “The State.of Arkansas gave 


bonds for the money, and they were in the treasury 
now. Fhe raoney was paid to ‘an 


% agent, and the 
United States -had-nothing to do with ‘the investment 
of the money. ee eS : 

-Mri YELL said ‘the State of: Arkansas made a 
bank. “They issued bonds and invested them in 
the Real Estate Bank... -- 

Mr. ADAMS. . Sir, I had heard before that the 
State of Arkansas: never received any benefit from 
this money. ‘Butit was. paid to’ their authorized 
agents. It was. received in the name of the State, 
and not of the bank, : As to the argument that the 
money was invested in thé bank, and the bank was 
broken, he would leave that to such Operation as it 
might have upon this committee, and let it go for 
what it was worth. He would say nothing to the 
disparagement of the State of Arkansas, or of the 
Government of the United States on, account of this 
contract, But if the five hundred thousand dollars 
in. British sovereigns was sent by an agent to the 
sovereign State-of Arkansas, it-was a matter of no 
concern to the Government of the United States 
whether the money was filched on the way. 

Mr. YELL here’ asked if the gentleman. inti- 
mated that the moncy was misapplied by any agent 
or agents of the State of Arkansas? ' 

Mr. ADAMS had not suid a word (he said) in- 
timating any such thing. He had stated the fact. 
He repeated that. the United States had nothing to 
do with the concerns of the bank, which the gen- 
tleman had said was broken, and upon which fact 
the gentleman ‘had argued that the State was not 
bound to pay.the money. 

Mr. A. was very sorry (he said) that this ques- 
tion had been brought on. He had made no re- 
flection onthe State of Arkansas, or on the bank, 
or on the agent. He still ‘expressed the hope that 
the State-of Arkansas, after an appeal to her sense 
of justice and honor, would pay the principal and 
interestof the debt as it became due. 

As to the State of Michigan, that portion of the 
substitute which applied to it he should strike out. 
The State had made a provision for the payment 
of the money due by her. : 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON wished to ask one 
or two questions on this subject of the honorable 
chairman -who'reported.the bill. f 

‘Was the money appropriated by the bill actually 
in the treasury?" i 


Mr. OWEN said it would take a lawyer to an- | 


swer such- a question. Half of the interest had 
been paid, and half not. .. 

Mr: A. JOHNSON.: Then I understand that 
more than twò hundred thousand dollars for the 
buildings, &c., are to be-paid, not out of the funds 
of the institution, but out of the treasury. He wish- 
ed this to be understood by the people. 

Mr. OWEN said the gentleman might so con- 
sider it; but-he did not wish him to construe what 
he had said into an admission that he [Mr. Joun- 
son] was correct. i 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON said he would now 
propose a question to the learned chairman of the, 
Committee on, the Judiciary. The first section of 
the bill proposed to lend: money to the treasury. 
Suppose. we had loaned the fund to the United 
States Bank, when it was in existence, and the 
bank had failed, would the Government be bound 
to make good-the fund? . 

Mr. RATHBUN had no objection to answer, as 
he said; and, asa. lawyer, he. would say, that a 
trustee’ investing money in-execution of a trust, 
and in good faith, would not be bound to return it 
ifit should-be lost. -But a Government professing 
to be the’ first in the world, ought. not, in his 
opinion, tọ avail itself of a legal-and technical ex- 
cuse, but should proceed to see the trust faithfully 
OST ANDREW JOHNSON contended that the 
same moral reasons applied in both cases. The 
pill itself, he proceeded to show, did not hold the 
Government tobe responsible, if it acted in good 
faith; for it provided that all the investments on | 
account of the fund:be pledged to refund the money 


do:the treasury. 
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This proved that the bill did not || be an increased number of the copies of the. Ex- | 


| for its object. 


| to bring ina bill to provide for the disposal of the 


| shall agaby have been taken up. 


| a communication from the Department of War, 


| in support of the claim of Creed Taylor; which 


! were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
» and Post Roads. 


appropriate money in the treasury, and it was not | 
bound for the money. 

_ There was something a little farcical and amu- 
sing in, this system of normal instruction, which 


was to provide the country with school teachers. | 
He. would like to see a 


instead of schoolmasters, Washington city was f 
not à place for such an institution, He believed i 
that it would result in an injury to the country in- | 
stead of a-benefit. i 


_Mr. A. JOHNSON objected, he said, to the en- |! 
tire scheme, 


Mr. A. JOILNSON replied that he objected to 
the whale principle of the measure, and that he 
would send the money back to the source from 
whence it came. li 

Mr. J. DAVIS followed, with some remarks in || 
support of the measure. ‘The Government was |! 
bound, after solemnly accepting the trust, to exe- || 
cute it faithfully. i! 
, Mr. BELL spoke on the same side of the ques- || 
tion, It was eight years since the United States |] 
(be said) had accepted this trust, which was one |: 
ofa delicate and important character. | The ques- i 
tion was, in what manner the trust should be dis- ` 
charged. He held that the United States was re- || 
sponsible for the fund, and ought to appropriate it 
He hoped that Arkansas would one 
day pay the money, but he feared it would be a 
distant day. It was necessary to act now. He. 
did not wholly approve of the bill reported, but he 
would take it rather than do nothing. 

Mr. HOUGH sent to the Chair a substitute for |! 
the bill, which he gave notice he would offer; and 
it was read, i 


The committre then rose, and reported progress, 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING, ` 
Mr. HENLEY gave notice of a motion for leave 


public printing by contract. 
THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTE. 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, (and under the 
operation of the previous question,) a resolution 


was adopted, providing that all debate on this bill | 
(in committee) should ecase in one hour after it | 


And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. | 
‘Weonuspay, April 29, 1846. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Scnate 


made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, calling for information respecting the mineral | 
lands of the Lake Superior region, accompanied 
by a report from Colonel Talcott, of the Ordnance 
Bureau; which, on motionof Mr. WOODBRIDGE, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of John 
Develin, asking compensation for services rendered | 
in the office of the Fifth Auditor; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented additional documents | 


Mr. HUNTINGTON. asked to withdraw. the 
papers of. Elisha Tracy, witha view that they | 
might be taken and presented-in the House; which. 
was agreed to. i 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the. memorial of the 
Georgia Historical Society, asking that there may 


loring Expedition, so as to enable the public li- 
Pisnes and scientific associations to have them; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Libra- 
ry, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the. Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill to refund to-certain citizens therein 


! named an excess of duties exacted‘on foreign mer- 


chandise; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. LEWIS, from the same committee, made 


| an adverse report on the petition of Jacob Clarke; 
i which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to John Clarke; which was read a first time, 

Mr. JOHNSON made adverse reports on the 
petition of the widow of John Little and Ruth 
Fr 


y. 
Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 


| sions, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
| Zebulon Mead and Elizabeth Myers. 


On motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 


‘instructed to inquire into the expediency of dis- 


tributing copies of the American Archives now be- 


| longing to the Government among the historical 


societies, incorporated public libraries, colleges, 


; and universities, in the United States. 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


Mr. JARNAGIN, in pursuance of leave, intro- 
duced a joint resolution iu regard to claims of citi- 
zens of the United States against the Republic of 
Mexico. i 

Mr. J. desired that it might be read a second 
time by its title, with a view to reference. 

The reading of the joint resolution having been 
called for, it was read as follows: 

JOINT RESOLUTION in regard to claims of citizens of 
the United States upon the Republic of Mexico, 

Whereas, since the year one thousand cight hundred and 
twenty-one, the public authorities of the Republic of Mex: 
icq have repeutadly perpetrated and permitted numerous 
and grows outrages upon the persons and property of unof- 
fending citizens of the United States, equally in violation of 
the obligations and existing treaties as of the principles of 
Jaw aud justice : Aud whereas the Government of the United 
Stites, recognising its imperative obligations to protect its 
citizens in tae enjoyment of their just rights, and to enforce 
by suitable means proper remuneration when these rights 


j are infringed by any foreign Power, have fora series of 


years sought to obtain redress from Mexico for these reit- 
erated and aggravated wrongs in a friendly and pacific man- 
ner: And whereas the Government of Mexico has on several 
occasions admitted as well the occurrence of the outrages 
complained of, as the obligation thereby imposed on. it fully 


| to make compensation for such wrongs, but has nevertheless 


permitted the same to remain without redress, thus disre- 
garding ‘her own high obligation as well as solemn promises: 
And whereas even that portion. of these claims which have 
been definitively adjudicated by a tribunal constituted. for 
that objcet by the two Powers has been allowed to remain 
unpaid, in violation of the most precise treaty stipulations, 
and even the funds solemnly pledged for their liquidation to 
be diverted to other objects: And whereas the Government 
of Mexico pertinacionsly omits to do justice in the premises, 
and has also peremptorily refused to receive the diplomatic 
representative of the United States, and has rejected every 
pacific overture which has heen made to her, thus leaving 
to the Government of the United States only the alternative 
of the absolute abandonmentof the rights and interests of its 
citizens, which it is bound by every obligation both express 
and implied to vindicate and sustain, or to resort to more 
effective measures for their vindication: 

Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and Iouse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
Wed, That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and empowered, by and with the consent of the Senate, to 
appoint three suitable’ persons as commissioners, together 
with one to act as their secretary, who shall constitute a 
board to hold its sittings in the city of Washington atan early 
day to be fixed by the President; that the said board, when 
organized, shall be authorized and empowered to receive, 
hear, examine, and finally decide all claims of citizeng of the 
United States upon the Republic of Mexico which shall be 
presented or exhibited too it, to. ascertain and adjust the 
amount. due on each respectively, and from time to time 
report the same, together with a succinct statement of the 
nature and character of each claim so received and allowed 
to the Sceretary of State. And the said board in its said 
adjudications shall be governed by the law of Nations, the 
treaties between the two Powers, and by the principles and 
rules established and cmbraced in the unratified treaty 
executed by their respective Plenipotentiaries on the 20th 
November, 1843. And the said board shail have power to 
appoint a-cléerk to aid in the performance of its duties, 

And be it further resolved, That the said commissioners 

and secretary shall receive. the same compensation for their 
services as: was provided for the similar officers by the act of 
June 12,1840. 
And bett further resolved, That the. President: shall have 
and exercise the same powers, as to the contingent expen- 
ses of said board, asis provided in and by said act, and that 
thé same shall be paid out of any money in the treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


The resolution was then referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 
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DUTIES OF THE NAVAL BUREAUS. 


The bill to change the distribution 
among the several naval bureaus was t 
when , 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that it be c 
the table until the return to the city of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. 
Farnrierp,| when he (Mr. Hi.) would call it up 
again. A i 

The motion 


MICHIGAN LAND BILL. 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill ‘granting alternate 
sections of the public domain for completing cer- 


aken. up, 


was agreéd to. 


tain. works of internal improvement in the State of | 


Michigan, and for other purposes, a 

Mr. PHELPS expressed a willingness to. ac- 
commodate the friends of this bill, but suggested 
that there were other bills deserving of considera- 
tion, on the score of priority; and, among others, 
the bill for the relief of Skinner, which had been 


already debated, and would, if acted on immedi- | 


ately, be disposed of without further discussion. 


discussed for two or three days already, and he /! 


thought it might now be promptly disposed of, af- 
ter which the bill referred to by the Senator from 
Vermont? could be taken up. 


some modification made of its provisions; but he 
would like that it should not be taken up at this 
time, for the reason that it was expected that a re- 
port would soon be made from the select commit- 
tee of which the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
Carnoux] was chairman, relating to the subject 
of donations of lands to the States for internal im- 
provements, in order that some general system 
might be adopted. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed that it might be prop- 
er for him to state, as the Senator from Florida had 
alluded to the subject, that it would probably take 
some time to finish that report, as the subject was 
a complicated one, and required a gvod-deal of de- 
liberation. As far as the Michigan bill was. còn- 
cerned, he understood the principle was simply 
giving alternate sections of the public land for the 
pee of enhancing the value of the remainder. 

pon this point he would say that he had not the 
slightest doubt that the Government not only had 
the right, as proprietor of the public domain, to 
AR portions of that domain for such a purpose, 

ut that it was the duty of the Government to do 
so. The Government, in bis opinion, ought to be 
ashamed of allowing their lands to be enhanced in 
value by the exertions and at the cost of a: State, 
without contributing in some degree to produce 
this result. Whether the particniar works in this 
case were of such a description as to induce the 
belief that the object of the donation would be at- 
tained, or whether the extent offered for selection 
was not too great, were matters for the considera- 
tion of Senators. If he were entirely satisfied on 
these points, re would be glad to seé the land 
appropriated. He thought, however, that there 
ought to be a provision introduced securing to the 


Government the right of transit upon the road in- | 


tended to be constructed, at least so far as the 
transportation of munitions of war. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE observed, that if it were | 
the desire of any Senator that the matter should be |; 


postponed till another day, he had not the slightest 
objection. If any gentleman desired further infor- 
mation relative to the details of the bill—the na- 
ture of the contemplated works—the topograph 
of the country, and the necessity of the work—it 
was proper that the further consideration of the 
bill should he postponed. The principal reason, 
however, which had operated with himself in wish- 
ing the matter deferred, was the absence of his 
colleague, [Mr.Cass.] That gentleman was now 
in his seat, and of course that reason no longer ex- 
isted. For himself, he was ready to give any in- 
formation relative to the bill at any time when the 
Senate may think proper to take it up. 

The bill was taken up, and the Senate proceed- 
ed to. its consiđeration as in committee of the 
vnes 

e first question bee d - 
tafore offered by Me TS oe a amendment here 

Mr. YULEE withdrew the ‘amendment. 


~ Mr. SPEIGHT asked for a reading of the bill, 


of duties : 


laid on | 


| The PRESIDENT inquired if the Senator de- 


f 
| 


: gired the reading of the whole of the bill? 

Mr. SPEIGHT replied, that he desired only the | 
| sections describing the grant to- be read: $ 
The portion of the bill alluded to was then read. 
e annex.a copy of the bill entire, as follows: 


A BILL to apply certain alternate sections of the public’ 
domain toward the completion of works of internal im- 
provement in the State of Michigan, and for other pur- 

- poses. ; 


i, The 
|i be su 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he was disposed to sup- | 
port the bill mentioned, although he should prefer | 


|} United States. said Government may place therein: And | 


| igan, a quantity 
width, on each side of said rai 
| the county of Washtenaw, and the mouti 
i river of Lake Michigan, in the county of Berrien, to be se- 
lected by an agent, or agents, to be appointed by the Gov- 
ernoraof said State, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, reserving each alternate section of the land 
unsold to the United States; and. the land sareserved to | 
| the United States shall not be soid for less than two dollars 
and filty cents per acre. And as some of the sections and 
parts of sections within the limits aforesaid have been here- 
tofere cold, or otherwise disposed of or encumbered, so that 


i: they cannot be so applied, itis further enacted that a quan- |i 


Mr. SPEIGHT observed that this bill had been | 


i tity of Tand equal to that so sold, or otherwise disposed of 
nr encumbered, shall be seleeted by said agent, ander the 
| direction. of the Seerctary of the Treasury, froin the public 
‘lands near the site of said railroad, on either side thereof. 
d land hereby granted to the, State of Michigan, to 
niect,to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, for the 


resaid, and no other: Provided, Phat the said 


purposes afo ‘ 
i yailrodd shall be and remain a publie highway, for the use 
i of the Government of t Inited States, free from toll or 
! other charge upon any cars or carriages the said Government 
may plaee thereon, and upon any property or troops of the 


| provided, also, That the said railroad shall be completed: 
within twenty years; or else that the said State of Michigan | 
shall be bound to pay to the United States the amount of 
any of said granted lands previously sold by said State, the 
| tides of purchasers under said State remaining valid. 

Buc. 2. dnd be it further enacted, Thatthere be, and here- 
by is, granted to the said State of Michigan, for the purpose 
of aiding the said State to complete the Clinton ‘and Kala- 
mazoo can,” so called, s quantity of kind equal to one-half 
of five sections in width, on each side of said canal, between 
Rochester, in the county of Oakland, in said State, and the 
Grand Rapids of Grand river of Lake Michigan, in the county 
of Kent; or the designated point of the termination of said 
Clinton and Kalamazoo. canal, on the K«tamazoo river of 
Lake Michigan, in the county of Allegan, in said State 5 or, 
at the election of the Legislature of Michigan, (if said Legis- 

ire should deem it expedient to. complete said canal to 


ature 8 
both its western termini,) between said Rochester and each 
of said proposed terinimations thereof; and reserving each 
| alternate section. of the land unsold to the United States, to” 
be selected by an agent or agents to be appointed by the Gov- 
ernor of said State, bat subject to the approval. of the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury ; and the tands so reserved to the United 
States shall not be sold for less than two dollars and fifty 
cents per acre. And as some of the sections, or parts of the 
sections, within ‘the limits aforesaid, have been heretofore 
sold, or otherwise disposed of or encumbered, so that they 
cannot be so applied, it is further enacted, that a quantity of 
land, equal to that gold, or otherwise disposed of or eneum- 
bered, shall. be selected by said agent or agents, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, from any public 
Jands (not otherwise appropriated, or disposed of, or encum- 
| vered) near the site of said canal, on either side thereof, ‘The 
| said lands hereby granted to the State of Michigan to be sub- 
ject. to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, for the purpo- 
| ses aforesaid, and no other: Provided, That'said canal, when 
completed, shall be and forever remain a public:highway for: 
| the use of the Government of the United States, free from 
| any toll or other charge whatever, for any property of the 
United States, or persons in'their service, passing through 
! the same: And provided, also, That said “ Clinton and Kala- 
mazoo canal” shall be completed to one or both of its west- 
ern termini within twenty years, or the State shalt be bound 
to pay to the United States the amount of any lands previ- 
ously sold by said State, the title of purchasers under the State 
remaining valid. , 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That before it shall be 

' competent for the Legislature of Michigan to dispose of any | 
of the lands in the first and second sections of this act men- | 
tioned and granted, a chart or charts, showing the courses 
and distances, and points of termination of said canal and 
its branches, and said railroads, shall be reported, or caused 
to he reported, by the Governor of the State of Michigan, or 
by some person -or persons to be by him appointed, to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


the appropriation from .the point up to. which the” 
State had already. finished, the work. “The-appro: 
_priation designated was for five miles, or, ancequiv. 
alent.on each side~ten- mileg-in all-—-the same as 


both the road 


fit of it aş a matter of right, if they purchased it., 
was;he thought, a very serious ions: whe 
they. would not have the benefit: the rights of 
the State pertaining to that roa ell, Congress 
was about to make a grant ta that State, not agen- 
eral grant, but a donation with a,specific applica- 
tion, which was to complete the road. Whether 
that grant was to accrue to the bénefit of the pūt- 
chasers of the road was not decided. He was not 
much of a lawyer, but he thought it very question- 
able; at least there was reason to. believe thatthe 
| donation would accrue to. the benefit’ of: the com- 
pany, because it was made for the specie purpose 
of completing this road. It seemed to. him that the 
sale. would carry. the grant with it. Atallevents, 
on to assist the State to.complete 


matter: : He need: not repeat. what 
this subject on another occasion: 


original and best days. 
Senator talk of the power.of this Government to 
make roads and canals by reason of an accession 


of power in the character of proprietors. Indeed, 
in the face. of such an opinion, he (Mr. N.) felt 
almost discouraged to express his own views: 


Mr, SEVIER submitted an inquiry to the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, (Mr. Woopsripce,] the terms | 
of which were not distinctly heard by the reporter, 
but the purport of which will. be seen from the 
answer of i 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, who said that he would 
state, in reply to the honorable Senator, that the 
entire length of the railway from one terminus to 
the other was two hundred miles; but the hill con- 
templated the commencement of this appropriation 
at a distance of forty miles from-one terminus, so 
that the bill applied only to one hundred and sixty 
miles of the railway. "The canal was originally | 
two hundred and sixteen miles long, of which | 
| some sixteen or twenty miles had been finished; | 


| and the bill contemplated. the commencement of i 


Against a doctrine so broad, so illimitable as that, 
it was useless to bring arguments there, particu+ 
larly as it was sustained by such a distinguished 
Senator, who had hitherto stood up manfully and 
eo in. the support of what he (Mr. N.) 

elieved was the sound principle onthe subject, 
according to the just construction of the Constita- 
tion. What! did the possession of property on 
the part of this Government give Congress-an une 
| limited power to do anything? Why, stich aprin- 
ciple included the Cumberland road, and-all-roads, 
and everything connected with the public.domain, 
everywhere throughout the Union. ... There was po 
limit to sucha doctrine. It was the. very foot and 
source of this great evil. It-commeénced. with this 
fallacious'ides, without proper.consideration on the 


i 
i 
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‘part.of the greatest and first men of the count 

Evei Mr. Jefferson himself fell into an érřor on ER 

$ subject, andit was not to'be wondered that others| 
had been led ‘astray. “Tt was said by the Senator 
from i South Carolina that he was.a.convert to this 

doctrine at ‘this’ ate hour. Did‘ that conversion 

rlain convention last year? -He 


pe equivalent in the increased value of the public 
and. If one-half of the land had been already 


tions in these States, it was easy to see how the 
entire public domain could be absorbed in this way. 
‘A system more preposterous, more unjust, more 
discordant with any recognised principle of sound 
legislation, could not be imagined. Jt was thé re- 
‘mark of a very wise man who lived during a very 
interesting period of the French Revolution, that 
‘there were but three ways of living in the world: 
one was, by thé interest of capital; the second, b 

‘the wages of labor; and the third, by sterling, so call- 
ed or not So called... ‘That was a very strong remark | 
as applied'to individuals, but as applied to corpo- 


rations it was; he (Mr. N.) thought, strictly and | 


literally trué—they were sustained either by honest 
‘credit in these-public works, or else by stealing, so 
‘called or niot'so called—that was by plundering the 
‘public:in its generat capacity, or by plundering in- 
dividuals.” "This has been a system of plunder. 
These works were undertaken with a view to plun- 
der in many instances, in others not with thé re- 
quisite capital or redit; and the projectors, having 
commenced them and got into debt, make out a 
case of nécessity for their completion in some way, 
and that is by plundering the public or individuals, | 
‘or engaging in some sort of plunder. That was | 
the species of plunder that they were now called 
on to sustain." He protested against it. He did | 
not know whether the system had already com- 
menced; but if not, he hoped it never would be | 
permitted to commence, and therefore he would | 
vote against the bill. He asked for the yeas and | 
nays on the question. 
fr. CALHOUN replied. When up before he 
made a very few observations, and stated that in 
his opinion the Government had a right, in its pro- 
-prietary character, to contribute to public improve- 
ments, suċh as roads and canals, sections‘of the 
sublic lands as far as might be in accordance with 
the extent of benefit accruing to the public domain 
by the improvements. ‘The Senator from Connec- 
tieut [Mr. Nites] rose in his place and denounced 


(Mr. C's) former course. Now he asked the Sen- 
ator in what particular he (Mr. C.) had abandoned 
his former course? He gave him time to answer. 
The Senator was silent. He could not specify in 


this opinion as involving an abandonment of his j| 


what particular he (Mr. C.) had “ abandoned his 
' course.” He (Mr. C.) thought that, as a matter of | 
eourtesy, before he ventured to make a charge of | 


this kind, the Senator from Connecticut should || in such a way as was legitimate and strictly inci- 
have examined his (Mr. C.’s) past course and past || dental to their’ mere Ns at character. But 
action on this subject. There never had been a || the present bill, he (Mr. NN.) apprehended, went 


‘time when he (Mr. C.) had not stood and acted’on | still farther than that. It was, indeed, difficult, to 


this subject in the'same way. He had voted fora | prescribe any limit to the operation of such a prin- 
grant of alternate sections to Illinois, He had voted ciple. They were told that the grant would benefit 
in that way uniformly—at all times. - Yet the Sen- || the public land. It might or might not do so. How 
ator from Connecticut, without regarding either his || could it do so-if the line went through a portion of 


“(Mr..C.°s) feelings or a sense of justice, got up and || the public domain already disposed of, or a porton 


announced to the Senate that"he (Mr. C.) had |i > 
“abandoned” his former opinions, and was a con- || ment could not depend on such’ contingencies. 
vert to the doctrine! He (Mr. C.) deemed it due || There was or there was not a power to ‘expend 
to every man, that when charges of that kind were | money in this way. All that they could do was, 
made, they should be preferred only after a thor- | to take care of the public lands, survey them, and., 
ough examination of his past life and past action, || make temporary improvements, in order to get ac- 
and ought not to be ventured on in the dark— || cess to them, But here was a general power con- 
thrown’ out haphazard—asg in this instance they |! tended for—a power to make roads and canals 
had been thrown out by the Senator from Connecti- i anywhere which might have a connexion with. the 
cut, Fle (Mr. ©.) acted now on the principle on |; public domain, and tend to facilitate its sale and ` 
which he had acted from the beginning—a princi- | Increase its price. That was, he thought, an un- 
ple perfectly clear; and not only was it clearly the || limited power, and he denied ity existence. 
fi 

| 
| 


not likely to be sold? e power of the Govern- 


right of the Government to make these grants, but |} Mr. CALHOUN remarked, in reply, that.if the 
he considered that it was the duty of the Govern- || gentleman could not see a distinction between the 
ment to do so. They did not in so doing act in || case of the Cumberland road—a work undertaken 
their sovereign capacity. The question of internal by the General Government—and_ the case in 
improvements was not at all involved, but simply || which the Government, in its proprietary charac- 
that of proprietorship, whether, when anything j| ter, contributes to works undertaken by States or 
was done to enhance the value of their lands in the || individuals, he (Mr. C.) could only express his 
vicinity of the works, they were not called on and || regret. To him the difference was as great as that 
bound in good faith to contribute something as the f between night and day. Tn the one case there was 
proprietors. As to the extent of the grant in this i an exercise af the right of Sovereignty, in the other 
case, he was not then prepared to offer any opinion. || simply that of ownership. 
It seemed to him a large grant, but the propriety of |, Mr. CASS said he did not rise for the purpose 
that was matter for consideration. ‘There was one | of defending the course of Mr. Jefferson upon a 
portion of the bill which, it was proper to add, did |! similar subject to that under consideration, which 
not, in his Judgment, come within the principle— jj the honorable Senator from Connecticut seems to 
that was to say, that where the land had heen pur- condemn. The views of that iustrious statesman 
chased by companies or individuals the State had | did not need Mr. C.’s support. They may be 
not aright to sections, as in that case the public i] safely Jefe with his own fame to the guardianship 
interests would not be promoted by the grant, that || of his countrymen. Nor did he seck to redeem 
portion of the public domain having been already i| the Senator from South Carolina from the charge 
disposed of. But, in this, and in all cases where a || of inconsistency, which, in like manner the Sen- 
road passed through the public lands and application |! ator from Connecticut had preferred against him. 
was made when the wrk had been commenced, and |! The honorable Senator thus called to account was 
there was a reasonable probability that the value | fully competent, as every one knew, to defend him- 
of the public lands Woud be enhanced, he wasin | self But he rose for the purpose of correcting 
favor of contributing largely, and in so doing he |) some of the misapprehensions into which the Sen- 
abandoned no principle. As far ashe could judge l ator from Connecticut had fallen. 
of the localities, the canal would be of vast impor- | As to the question of constitutionality raised by 
tance. ‘The lands intermediate between the termini || the Senator, it has no application here. Tt will be 
would be greatly increased in valuc, As to the rail- |! tecollected that’ the Government of the United 
road he could not express any opinion, but was de- |} States has double functions to perform, By. the 
sirous to see it completed, and for that purpose was || Constitution it manages the external concerns of 
willing to. grant the desired appropriation, on. con- || the country, and those internal concerns which 
dition only that the Government should have the || nattrally arise out of the relations which the States 
use of it whan required for the conveyance of stores |! hear to one another, The General and the State 
and troops, i Governments are kept distinct and independent of 
Mr. NILES explained. “He had no intention to |! each other. And in the practical exposition of the 
misrepresent the Senator, f powers of Congress, it ought to become a funda- 
Mr. CALHOUN. Ofcourse not. I did notac- |i mental principle, that a strict construction shall be 
cuse the Senator of that. s adopted, so that no authority not clearly granted, 
Mr, NILES had only put such a construction on |! or not actually necessary to carry clearly express- 
the views of the Senator as he deemed warrant. | ed powers into effect, shall be assumed by it. 
able. He believed that the Senator had voted |; And here lies the difficulty which has always Veen 
against the appropriation for the Cumberland road. |) felt in the exercise of certain functions by Congress 
“Mr. CALE OUN, Certainly. which interfere with the State sovereignties; and 
Mr. NILES likewise believed that the Senator || which are not among the express powers enumer- 
had denied any general power of the Government || ated in the Constitution, such as the making roads, 
in any form to co-operate in or assist the execution |) &c. But the General Government possesses an- 
of works of public improvement. Now, he (Mr. |; other function besides that of special Jaw making. 
Caxton] had told them that certain improvements | Tt is a great landowner, holding and having hek 
might. be made by the Government—that expendi- : 
tures might be curred by. the Government in its |! empowered by the Constitution to dispose of and 
capacity of proprietor of the public domain. Hej! make all needful rules and regulations respecting the. 
(Mr. N.) inferred that that principle was broad |) territory or other property belonging to the United 
enough to lead to almost any result.” He still || States, Here is an unlimited authority enabling 
thought so. ‘Ihe principle might be confined by |, Congress to take any course it thinks proper 
the Senator to works constructed within the limits |! concerning the public lands. While the jurisdic- 
of the public domain; but if it were a sound prin- || tion as well as the tile is in the United States, this 
ciple at all, it was one without any limit. Be- |! power is unlimited. “After the establishment, how- 
cause it was easily conceived, that if their proprie- || ever, of State Governments, the ordinary jurisdic- 
torship gave them a right to expend money and tion’ passes to the State authorities, and the power 
construct roads with the view of enhancing the || of Congress ceases as a law-maker, except in those 
value of the public lands and promoting their sale, |! cases provided for by the Constitution; and in other 
the principle went beyond the limits of the public || cases it retains only its power as a landowner. 
domain. So it started. That was the origin of 
the system of intemal improvements. ‘The funds $ -th j 
granted for the construction of the ‘Cumberland |; and to dispose of it just as it pleases, restrained 
road’were appropriated on the principle. that thel only by a wholesome discretion. And our statute- 
Government had a right fo construct a road Zo || books are filled with legislation upon this subject. 
the public domain. The gentleman voted against ||" Tt will be seen, therefore, that the question of dis- 
the Cumberland road, but now he says the Gov. || posing of the public lands is the only one which 
ernment may expend inoney to benefit the public || arises in this case. There is no question of juris- 
domain. Well, probably the Government might, | diction here. This bill does not propose to interfere 


more than one-half of the Union, and expressly 


able it to complete a great road, and to dig a canal | 
across the peninsula. If it accept the trust, it wil 
exercise its own power, and the works will go on. 
If it do not, there will be an end to the matter, and 
_ the act will remain a dead letter upon the statute- 
book. Se i 
So much for the constitutional question. But 
(said Mr. C.) why should this grant be made? 
he Senator from Connecticut sees no reason -for 
i. He sees only in the proposition a useless ex- 
penditure of the public means. If we look further, 
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| tion, and not a little’of it èven beyond. And it 


| seen no such rate of progress. In Europe they 
|| heard of it, and read of it, but never could realize 
it, for there was nothing like it, nor_near it, in all 
history. It is probably the proudest’ monument 
of human exertion, which it has been givento man 
to erect. Mr. C. bad seen it, bad participated in 
| it, in its commencement, its progress, and its great 
| résult. He could speak of it from personal knowl- 
| edge. He had mingled in it, and much of his life 
had been passed upon the very verge of civiliza- 


f 


was his deliberate opinion, that no community, be 
it where it may, could exhibit nobler characteris- 


(said Mr. C.,) we shall see in these grants a wise 
and just, as well as asettled policy, which has pre- 
vailed ever since the establishment of the Govern- 
ment. 

Congress is a landowner, and as a reasonable 
one, should, in the disposition of ils property, be 
actuated by the same’ motives which operate upon 
individuals. It must, in the first instance, survey | 
its land, and then establish its principles of sale, | 
and its offices for selling it. These aré indispensa- | 
ble and preliminary steps. Hs domain is an im- 
mense one. It has been difficult of access. And 
the General Government has found it absolutely 
necessary to make roads to and through various 
parts of it. These it is not necessary to advert to, 
for they are well known te all who are familiar with 
the subject, commencing with the road through the 
Northwestern Territory, alluded to by the Senator 
from Hlinois, running from Wheeling to Maysville, 
in 1796. Any landholder seeking to dipose of his 
large landed interest, would ask himself what im- 
provements he could make to give it greater value 
and a readier sale. This is a dictate of common 
sense, as well of every day’s experience. Roads, 
every one knows, facilitate settlements. . They in- 
vite the pionéers along them, and encourage and 
enable them to penetrate into the interior of the 
country, and thus in succession cause more tracts 
to become valuable, and to be brought into market. | 
‘Nor is it necessary to produce this result that the 
road should pass through each tract of the public 
land, asthe honorable Senator from Virginia seems 
to suppose. Such a system of improvement would 
be impossible. The effect of a great road in in- 
creasing the value of land, is felt far beyond the 
Immediate line of the road, and the farther as the 
road is the more important. These great arteries 
have lateral communications opening into them, 
Other things being equal, their effect increases as 
we approach the road, but it operates for a long 
distance. The pioneer fixes himself upon the road, 
and when these positions are all taken, those in the 
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|i than to go into battle. 
j tler is generally exhausted in the purchase of his || 
He be- |} 
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it 
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tics than are to be found in the enterprising popu- 
lation of the western country. And how (said Mr. 
C.) has all this beén done? Why, the honorable 
Senator from Connecticut, to illustrate his. own 
views, has told an anecdote of a. merchant, who, 
| boasting of his profits, said he had doubled his 
capital in the course of a day. And'being asked 
| how, replied, he had’ put new -marks upon his 
goods, and thus doubled the prices. And when 
told of the increased value, which improvementand 
settlement give to a new country, this is the an- 
swer of the honorable Senator. I ean tell that 
honorable Senator, that it is not by such marks as 
i these, that a wilderness gives place to towns, and 
villages, and farms. The forest is brought down | 
| by far different marks—by industry, and enter- 
| prise, and privation, and want, and suffering. Mr. 
C. said, he had often thought it required more 
moral courage for a man to ġo into’a thick forest 
with an uxe upon his shoulder, to open a farm, 
The money of the new set- 


and and in preparatory arrangements, 
rins with but little besides his own energy, and 
for years perhaps he has to struggle with dificul- 
ties which no man who has not seen’ can appreci- 
ate;~and with a family around him to excite his 
solicitude as well as to share his privations. He 
is ultimately rewarded, but his reward comes after 
many a day of toil and night of trouble. Is nothing 
(said Mr. C.) due to such a state ofthings? That 
population has built up your western country. It 
hes given to your treasury almost two hundred 
millions of dollars, It has enriched your domain, 


lion of acres, including the ceded and unceded In- | 
dian claims. Will you do nothing? Will you 
have your bond ?—your pound of flesh, and your 
blood, too? You own, or have owned, the whole 
country. The first payment to be made must’be 
made to you. The whole value of the country 
passes from the pockets of individuals into the 


rear are occupied; and thus the process goes on. 
And though the land on the contemplated railroad 
is sold, still its effect,as a means of value, is felt in 
the whole country through which it passes; and 
insures a better and speedier disposition of the pub- 
lic Jand. 

As before said, while in a Territorial state, these 
improvements are made by the General Govern- 
ment, When that political condition gives way to 
a State government, the improvements should be 
effected through their authority. 

But there are higher considerations than mere 
questions of profit, which bear upon this subject. | 
Much is due to that enterprise, and industry; and 
privation, which have built up a new world west 
of the Allegany mountains. 

Mr. C. said he thought if the Senator from Con- 
necticut could have seen the process by which the 
forest is made to give way to the wonders of im- 
provement, he would not only vote for, but advo- 
cate the bill under consideration. 

Mr. C. said that both himself and his colleague 
could speak from long experience upon this sub- 
ject. He had crossed the Ohio almost half a cen- 
tury ago, and his colleague ata still earlier period; 


treasury of the public. Are we to go on (said Mr. 
C.) doing everything, and you doing nothing? 
You do-not even pay your share of the ordinary 


erty would be valueless and society could not ex- 
ist. You have the benefit of our taxes, but pay 


settled such a country at so small an expenditure 
or such slight encouragements. 

Letus not be told, as we have been told, that it 
| is not for the Government to take any measures to 
| encourage the progress of settlement. What would 
' this country now be, if the Alleghany hounded the | 
| Republic? What would be its prospects, ifan in- | 
‘i terdict were laid upon the further advance of its | 
citizens? How long before the scenes which afflict 
humanity in the O 


1 
ts repose, would 


be transferred here? How long 


| which yet embraces more than one thousand mil- |! 


expenses of State government, without which prop- |i 


ernmenton the face of the caitth which would have |! 


d World, and every day threaten |: i 
i ful exertion, 


ceive a different and a safe direction. “Phey have 
no reason. to wage. war.against social: or (political 
systems. A moderate share of industry ‘will ‘give 
to every mana farm, on which he can sit dowianad 
surround himself with his family.” Landowners,. 
‘as.a class, are unknown in this. country..." Weare 
all stimulated by the hope of thoge rewards-which 
are within the reach of all. ; Our extensive domain 
invites enterprising young. men-to.oceupy and wm- 
prove it. Instead of being. shut up in cities, and 
employed. in manufactories, and witnessing: the 
scenes which such a state.of things bring with them 
in Europe, and may eventually. bring with them 
| here, they seek new homes in the West, acquire 
| land, and have thus a most. permanent interest in 
| the prosperity of the country...» i Pa 
l Mr. C. said that, in his opinion, one of the first 
‘elements in the safety and stability of our institu- 
tions was this very power of emigration and settle- 
ment, Many a strong mind, which might excite 
difficulties if kept down by adverse cireumstances 
in the midst of a. dense population, finds free scope 
| for enterprise and exertion in the vast domains of 
|i the West. ‘And for long generations to. come, 
while. this outlet is open, and these, rewards thus 
held out, he believed we had nothing. to fear for 
the permanency of our institutions... Mr. C. did 
not consider it necessary to advert. to other con~ 
siderations connected with the growth and progress 
of our Republic. These are sufficiently. obvious, 
and find. sufficient response in every, American 
heart. ao i s É : 
Independently of. the more general views, to 
! which Mr. C. ‘had. already alluded, applicable te 
the whole national domain, and which dictate.the 
necessity of local improvements on the ‘part of 
Congress as, the: means of.enhancing the value of 
the public. property, Mr. C: said there are other 
considerations which applied with peculiar force to 
the State of Michigan, A large. portion. of that _ 
State consisted of a peninsula, projecting as it were 
into the British dominions... No man can foresee 
what, or how soon, exertions may be required*to. 
We 
encies. 
a rail- 


| 


1 


18 ti 
apart, across the peninsula.“ If carried into effect, 
they will greatly: facilitate all necessary communi- 
cations. For four or five months in’ the ’year ña- 
ture interdicts navigation “in all that.region. At 
that time a road is indispensable to preserye a 
| proper communication. Should circumstances sad- 
| denly require an increase of force upon our border 
| adjoining Canada, a railroad would ‘enable. the 
|! Government to place it there. speedily and: eco- 


; taught us some lessons, which, if another should 
_ unhappily come, ought to be turned to profit.. Our 
| principal effort would undoubtedly be made below; 
| but still no portion of the country would be yield- 
ed without a struggle, nor gained without power- 
Mr. C. said he hoped that such a 


‘| before a dense po 


pulation would be seen seeking | 


Sul, pru- 


state of things would not soon arise. 


and he had in his eye at this moment a valued i unċertain employment, and would find a scanty || dence at all times dictated that we should look to 


friend (alluding to General Vance, of Ohio, who 
stood in the lobby) who was also familiar with all 
those early scenes, the remembrance of which is 
now fading away, who was one of the first pio- 
neers in Ohio, and whose public and private char- 


rat not without the aid of pùb- 

sufficient to prevent starvation ? 
‘| When the population of a country is surrounded 
:| by such circumstances, the evil becomes a social 
“and not a political one—incurable, without an 


ii subsistence, and t 
< lic bounty, barely 


|! probable consequences, and, as far as. may be, 
| guard against them. Mr. C. said that his. gol: 
league had explained so-ably and clearly-his views 
| of this whole matter in a speech honorable to him- 


| self, and satisfactory to the Senate, that he.did not 


acter and conduct command respect and regard | entire reorganization of society. Strong minds, | feel it necessary to go into all the details there ex 


wherever he is known. They had seen an empire 
start into existence, then covered by an intermima- 
ble forest. A handful of people had increased to 
five millions, and the increase had been in all the 
elements of moral äs Well as material advancement. 
Mr C: had sought itas a land of promise, and had 


| pressed down by adverse difficulties, make hem- 


i selves felt in efforts directed against the Govern- |i 


nent. The acquisition of property is utterly be- 
| yond the reach of the great masses. ] 0 
| outno hope of a comfortable support in its decline. 
l! Here strong minds and strong passions may re- 


Life holds |; 


| plained. His colleague had shown the financial 
condition of the State, and had shown conclusively 
| that its inability to pay its debt resulted from eir= 
cumstances beyond its control. It had been cheat- 
| éd, swindled by the banking institutions, in a man- 
| ner that ought to send individuals toa penitentiary 
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A large ortion..of.its bonds had passed from it 
„Without the slightest consideration, and many of 
them, itis believed, under circumstances that would 
` Justify a court of equity in interposing relief: Every | 
citizen ii, the State is: most anxious to bring its | 
$ just debt within its means; and for this purpose a 
aw. was recently passed,’ to which the honorable 
Senator from Connecticut has alluded, for the sale 
of the railroad at a far less sum. than it'cost., A 
“system..of taxation Has been instituted for the pay- 
‘ment. of the interest. It is hoped and believed that 
. the sale will go'on, and that the State‘will thus be 
enabled to call in'so many of its outstanding bonds, 
asto bring’ the residue of its debt within its con- 
trol, - This is a consummation devoutly sought by 
the people of the State and the State: Government. 
But such a ‘result, if attained, furnishes no objec- 
tion as urged against this bill. ‘The road will be 
completed, and the two great objects which Con- 
gress ought to seek will be attained.: ‘Its effect 
will be felt in. the enhanced value of all the land 
within a reasonable distance of it, and it will be- 
come a great line. of communication, useful in 
peace, and almost indispensable in war. If thus 
completed, and with adequate securities, which the 
law of its.sale contains, for its use by the public 
and by individuals, why require the State forever 
to hold it? Individuals can manage it better. All | 
experience provés that: And while the’ State is | 
striving to redeem its eredit and pay its debts, | 
should an impediment be thrown in its way by | 
Congress >- Why require it to retain property, 
when no earthly advantage would result from it, 
and when it is most anxious to sell it, in order to 
pay its debts? Such.e limitation would seem to be | 
a premium upon dishonesty. You would prevent | 
the State from doing what is right; and what it 
wishes to do, by the penalty of not receiving your 
‘proportion of your just, expenditures, rendered | 
Just by the enhanced value of your property, if she | 
effect the, sale, which is to relieve her, and pay her | 
creditors. I°do not see either the justice or the | 
policy. of such a limitation, and 1 trust the amend- 
ment will rot prevail. 
_ Mr. NILES then made some remarks in reply 
and explanation. Te contended that the latitude 
of construction given to the clause in the Consti- 
tution quoted by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Cass] was infinitely more dangerous than the doc- 
trine upon which heretofore the system of internal 
improvements had been advocated. He denied 
that the increase in the wealth and resources of 
the West had been the result of Government ex- 
penditures. Individual industry and enterprise | 
had achieved the triumphs which they had wit- 
nessed in the West. He insisted that the bill was | 
nothing more nor less than a revival of that sys- 
tem. of internal improvements advocated with such |f 
pertinacity some years ‘since, and sought to be 
ingrafted:on the country. It was then the gront 
leading ‘measure of a political party, who were 
ready to stake their existence upon it—that was to 
say, the distribution of the proceeds of the public 
lands amongst.all the States. At first, he beheved, 
itwas pretended that the appropriations were to 
be confined to the objects designated in this very | 
bill. But public opinion had declared against that 
system; and yet it was now attempted to revive 
jt-—confining it, however, to those States in which 
the publi¢ domain was located. Ifthe law to regu- 
late the public domain authorized the construction of 
roads and canals, then he insisted it authorized the 
‘claim formerly setup in all its extent, as urged by 
those who contended fór the doctrine to which he f 
had alluded. There was, indeed, more show of i 
propriety in the doctrine formerly set up as 1 | 
ihe partial, sectional system of which this bi yrs | 
an example. If he would go into the thing at all, | 
he would go into it in the broadest sense. As to i 
the argoment based on enhancing, the value of | 
“public Jands, he regarded it as of little weight. i| 
He was willing to reduce the price of the public | 


At 


i 


‘ands. Ín that way the-benefit would be general. || 
ee oil was otal and sectional. -Gentlemen | 
had talked a great deal.about a liberal policy, and | 
all that. He was oppose 
ground that it was illiberal, b 
a just. as | 
ma BREESE said he was in favor of the prin- | 
nd saw no particular objection to į 
had intended, to offer some general 
ut the Senator from Michi- 
Cass,] had antici- | 
d he had design- || 


d tothe bill on the very | 
ecause it was partial |: 


i 
i 
il 
t 


ple of the bill, a 
jts details. He 


in its support, b 


remarks 1 $ : 
gan who had just spoken, (Mr. 
the groun 


pated him, and covered 


ed to occupy, and ina more satisfactory manner. 
There was, however, said Mr. B., some consider- 
ations bearing on the subject which he had omit- 


ted, and which he would endeavor to supply. 
“Mr. B., said he would first advert to the principle 
of justice involved in. the case, as it was the duty 


as well as desire of Congress to do justice, and to 
act with impartiality towards all the new. States in 
the disposal of the public domain within them. The 
first State, Mr. B, said, formed out of ceded terri- 
tory in which the United States was the great pro- 
prietor of all the lands within it, is Ohio; and to 


| her Congress had been liberal, in granting lands 


for canals, tumpikes, and for other useful and be- 
neficent purposes; not for thé benefit of Ohio alone, 
but as à means of improving their own lands and 
making them saleable. That State contained some- 
thing over twenty-five millions of acres; and to aid 
an selling them, Congress had granted to her, for 
internal improvements alone, 1,180,192 acres; and 
to the State of Indiana, with about twenty-three 
and-a-half millions of acres, there had been grant- 
ed for the same purpose, 1,608,404 acres; whilst to 
the State of Michigan, with more than thirty-eight 
millions of acres, there had been granted for such 


purpose but 500,000 acres. The grants proposed |! 


by the bill, Mr, B. said, amount to a fraction over 
oue million of acres; which, with what she had re- 
ceived, will make the extent of her grants but a 
trifle greater than those to Indiana. Mr. B. said, 
if the dimensions of the States afforded any correct 
basis for the extent of these grants—and it seemed 


to him proper that they should, because they mark- | 
ed. the extentof the interest which the United States | 
had in the lads to be benefited by the grants—the | 
State of Michigan would be entitled to more than | 
two millions of acres. On the principle, then, of | 


fair and impartial justice, Michigan could chum a 
much larger grant than that contemplated by the 
bill now under consideration. 

Mr. B. suid, xo far as grants of this kind were 
concerned, they had never been regarded by any 
statesman as bearing upon, or bemg connected 
with, iulernal improvements by Congress, in the 
States, with the moneys raised by taxes, duties, 
imposts, aud excises, for purposes specified in the 
Constiuuton. ‘hey were foreign fram them atto- 


gether, aud rested upon a principle wholly difer- | 


ent, which was adverted to by the Senator from 
South Caroling, [Mr. Canuoun,] that of proprie- 
torship of the lands, and an application of the 
power, under the Constitution, to dispose of them. 
Such grants (Mr. B. said) were coeval. with an 
ownership of the lands, and were made by the early 
Congresses in repeated instances; the design being 
to make the reserved lands saleable, and to-open 
the domain to settlement. The constitutional ob- 
jection, though adverted to, as the Senator from 


Connecticut (My, Nines] has done, had never pre- | 


vailed; and statesmen the mast strict in their con- 
struction of the Constitution, had given bills for 
such purposes their unqualified sanction, 

© Mr. B. said he regretted very much to hear ob- 
jections made to such grants by Senators from the 


original States, who had derived to themselves ex- | 


clusively all the benefits of the domain within their 
limits. The old Congress of 1778 declared—in 
considering the objections of Rhode Island, Mary- 


land, and New Jersey, to the Articles of Conted- 


eration—that the States, individually, by the suc- 
cesstul issue of the Revolution, would be the pro- 
prictors of all the unsettled lands within them, 


and not the United States; and this in virtue of: 
|! 


(Mr. B. said,) they had been enabled to endow | 


their individual sovereignty and independence. 
From this fund, thus placed at their own disposal, 


colleges, establish schools, construct public works; 
and yet the new States, admitted into the Union 
with the same rights of sovereignty and independ- 
enee as the original States, were obliged to apply 
to Congress for the right of way over the public 
lands before they could construct a railroad, turn- 
pike, or canals and, according to the argument of 
the Senator, (Mr. Nitves,] must encounter all the 
expense of such works, the inevitable effect. of 


| which is, to make the lands of the United States 


accessible and saleable, and bring money. into the 
public treasury, and not take it out, as the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Baesy] supposes. 
States (Mr. B. said), had ‘used their public domain 
as they pleased—they. deriving all the benefit from 
it. .He thought, then, that objections to such grants 
as these came with a very ill grace from that quar- 
ter, and savored of injustice. Mr. B. said he 


The old“ 


j 
l 
Í 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
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es 


thought it was very ungenerous that any objec- 
tions should be urged to these grants from such a 

uarter. The old States (Mr. B. said) were-also 
indirectly benefited by the improvement of the new 
States, which has been and will be brought about 
by such works of internal improvement as this 
bill designs to aid, and the national treasury also. 
The new States are the producers for the old; they 
furnish reciprocal markets forthe productions of 
each, and ours will ke cheapened to them by in- 
creasing the facilities of transportation; and if this 
can be done constitutionally, as he-believed it could 
be, why these objections? “Mr. B. said he did not 
believe any constitutional objections te such grants 
could be sustained by fair argument, The whole 
history of our legislation upon the subject of the 
public lands, was in favor of the principle of this 
bill. 

Mr. B. said the United States stood in the rela- 
tion of proprietor of the public lands, and if they 
had no right to make donations of them of this 
| kind in that character, he would ask the Senator 
from Connecticut, (Mr. Nu.es,} by what constitu- 
tional authority did the United States own these 
lands? Certainly (said Mr. B.) if they can own 
them, they can dispose of them under the grant of 
power in the Constitution. ‘to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the ter- 
ritory or other property of the United States,” 
and in subjection to the condition upon which they 
were ceded and accepted, that they should be dis- 
posed of for the common benefit. No one can 
doubt, (said Mr. B.,) in looking to the improve- 
ment of the West in less than one generation, 
hastened by such grants as these, that the common 
benefit has been promoted by them. The United 
States owning the lands, it was a question of ex- 
pediency simply, for Congress to determine wheth- 
er their lands could be made saleable and produce 
money to the treasury by making a road through 
| them, or not. If the question was determined in 
the affirmative, Congress had a right to grant land 
to make the road, or to make it by its own action; 
for no State right is infringed if the United States 
own the land in the new States. Mr. B. said that 
was the governing principle in Mr. Jeflerson’s 
time, when he projected the Cumberland road to 
extend through Ohio; and it governed the grant of 
the sixteenth sections and of the free donations 
to the carly. pioneers—to open the immense mass 
of public lands to sale and settlement. Congress, 
in 1820, in extending this road through the States 
of Indiana and Ilinois to Missouri, avowed, in the 

reamble of the act, that.it was to make the public 
lands more. valuable, and actually paid for the 
survey of the.road out of the general revenues of 
the country arising from imports and other sources; 
| thereby authorizing the principle, much more ex- 
tensive than is now contended for, that in order to 
enhance the value of the public lands, as held in 
i trust by the United States for the benefit of all the 
| States, the moneys of the public treasury might be 
used to pay the expenses of a survey of a road 
through them, 7 

As far back as 1796, Mr. B. said, Congress 
granted to Ebenezer Lane three miles square of the 
publie land, to open a road from Wheeling to 
fa destenn in Kentucky; the whole course of it 
being through the public lands. . This was the ob- 
ject of all the grants to the new States for purposes 
| of internal improvement—to. settle the lands. As 
following these grants to Ohio, Indiana, and Hli- 
nòis, the United States had sold lands jn those 
States.to an amount exceeding sixty millions of 
dollars, which, without them, would have been 
unsaleable for an indefinite term of years., By 
sales of theselands thus stimulated by these grants, 
a great part of the debt of the Revolution, and of the 
i last war, had been paid; and it must have been 
la wise policy which had produced such results. 
| Thirty years ago, there was not, one organized 
State northwest of the Ohio river, with a popula- 
tion of less than halfa million. Now there is more 
than four and a half millions. Mr, B. said he 
would not dwell on the vast increase in population 
and wealth which had: arisen from this wise policy 
on the part of Congress, and he prayed it would 
continue’ to-be.pursued towards all the new States 
in the:most liberal manner. 

Mr. WESTCOTT followed in support of the 
bill. He averred that no Government on the face 
oftheearth had acted so meanly and niggardly as 
had the United States with respect to the public 
domain. Spain—despotic Spain—when in posses- 
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sion of Louisiana and Florida, made liberal dona- 
tions and grants on condition of improvement; 
these grants were not made to her subjects alone, 
but also to foreigners, to citizens of the United 
States: and there were hundreds of grants to citi- 
zens of the United States, and which were faithful- 
ly perfected, to be found in the archives of the 
Spanish Government, on the sole condition of im- | 
provement. So it was with the administration of 
the public domain of Louisiana when in the hands 
of Spain. England pursued the same policy when 
in possession of Florida, and even to a greater ex- 
tent than it was pursued by Spain. She pursued 
the same policy in Canada. 
the policy of the United States, with regard to the 
immense domain which it acquired by the cession 
of Florida and Louisiana, and with regard to the 
vast quantity of land which it had obtained by ces- 
sion of the States? A miserable, huckstering, ped- 
dling policy of selling it out at one dollar and a 
quarter per acre. Although, time after time, session 
after session of Congress, application had been 
made to them to graduate the price of these public 
jands, they had uniformly refused. to lower the 
price, although the lands might remain unsold and 
unoccupied for twenty-five years, Whilst he was 
a member of Congress his vote would always be 
found recorded in favor of any bill granting public 
lands for any reasonable object; and he would not 
be very particular in his scrutiny of the probabili- 
ties of the utility of the object.. He regarded the 
continued possession of these lands by the General 
Goverment as a nuisance. He regarded the whole 
policy of the Governmentin that respect as fraught 
‘with gredt abuses. It increased the patronage of 
the General Government to an improper extent, 
leading to corruption and injury to the public in- 
terests. In many districts the proceeds of the sales 
did not cover the expenses of the agencies and the 
losses by defulcations.” He thought that the sys- 
tem ought to be changed; and that the Govern- 
ment should become more liberal with regard to 
the public lands. It was not the possession of a 
vast public domain which constituted the greatness 
of a Government. He would rather have one good 
citizen on the coast of Florida to defend and rep- 
resent the country, than a thousand acres of un- 
cultivated soil. Th every respect the policy of the 
United States with regard to the public lands had 
been most miserable.” Let them look to their min- 
eral lands, and see what a huckstering poliey had 
been pursued. So, too, with their live-oak lands. 
One good American settler surely was worth more | 
than a hundred live-oak trees. He had no patience | 
with such a narrow-minded and impolitic sys- | 
tem. He did not entirely concur with the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Cannoun,] that the | 
grant should be proportioned to the equivalent 
which might be expected to arise from the increas- 
ed value of the public lands. Hie (Mr. W.) was 
of opinion that the grant would be perfectly justi- 
fiable on the ground of giving strength to the part 
of the country for whose benefit the grant was | 
made, Ee had paid some attention to the details 
of this bill, and was quite assured that the General 
Government could not in any case make a more 
proper and jnstifiable donation of the public lands | 
than that contemplated by the bill. 

Mr. ARCHER thought the right to make the 
appropriation proposed by the present bill reposed 


But what had ‘been | 


|| rassed, was because the public expenses wer 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON rose, and after expressing 
olina, [Mr. Canuoun,] that the expenditures for 


States would be remunerated by the-result, he 
was desirous of seeing a sufficient quantity of land 
appropriated for the purposes of the bill. He 
would therefore move to amend the bill by stri- 
king out, in the 3d section, after the words ‘° to 
dispose of,” the word “any,” and Insert “ more 
than one-third.” 
“ oranted,” he would mo 


ve the insertion of the 


following words: 
“<The said railroad and canal, mentioned in said sections, 


the United States by the Governor of 
and that.” 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE observed, that if the Sen- 


the State of Michigan; 


$ 


Michigan as a security, he was- sorry for it. He 
thought full confidence ought to be placed in Mithi- 
gan. The grant could not be altogether for her 
benefit, for at least twenty years; and: after that 
period, even should. the works be completed; she 
would be compelled to give a dollar for every acre. 
Fe knew the subject was one which had become 
fatiguing to the Senate; and remembered the old 
maxim that brevity is the soul of wit. There it 
was the soul of common sense. And yet the relation 
in which he stood. to that bill. compelled him to 
makea few remarks further. ‘The principal ground 
of objection to this bill by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. Nu.zs,] was what common sense 
suggested—the entire equality of the States. What 
he said as to that he (Mr. W.) would not contra- 


$ 


his concurrence with the Senator from South Car- | 


improvements by the Government-of the United | 


And again, after the. word | 


shall be fully completed, and so certified to the President of } 


ate required more than the honor of the State of ` 


what it would bring. To provide against that, he 
would propose another amendinent. [The reporter © 
was unable to get a copy of this amendment; but 
its object was to provide against. the sale or aliéna- 
‘tion of the reads or-canals contemplated. ] Sri 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE inquired if it wag con! 
plated by the amendment ‘that in case one: ‘of ‘the 
objects-of the bill were accomplished and ‘not. the 
other, the State would be exctided’ from all’ aid. 
They were totally distinct undertakings, For one, 
he believed a contract had been ‘made, arid a law 
assed; but he could not speak as to the other, 
e wished to know whether the proviso applied 
to that one which may not be sold, or to both? pote 
Mr. BENTON was understood to say it applied 
to both...” - E O RA d 
Mr. CASS observed that what they were called 
upon to do was to reimburseto Michigan a portion 
of herexpenditure. IfStates were not able to meet 
their engagements, were they‘to say they should 
not sell their public works after completion? "Fhe 
object now was to make the road for.a great public 
purpose.’ What the State would ultimately.do with 
that property was not their concern i 


| 


$ 
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Mr. CLAYTON spoke briefly in favor of delib- 
eration and caution before acceding to the request 
of Michigan. fey ee ae Soe aot mo 
The question was then takén upon. the amend- 
ments submitted by Mr. J. M. Crarron, which 
were adopted. í i a 
The question was next taken upon the first 
amendment proposed by Mr. Benron, which was ' 
agreed to. - f ‘ 


The questi 


i 


on then recurring upon Mr. Benton’s 


dict; it was at the foundation of the whole matter, | 
He would remind Senators that the rights of all | 
States were originally derived from the Common- ' 
wealth of Virgmia on terms of equality, and on | 
condition, too, that those coming. after should be į 
possessed of the same privileges, and be treated in 

l 


the same manner. "Ihe Constitution of the United 
States controls each State, and says that new- States 


limits, There was no power. more indispensable 
than that of taxing all the lands with the. sovereign 

ower. Every nation. claimed it: The General 
Government,as it had aright to do, said-to Michi- 
gan, You may come into the Union, but shall not 
tax the lands; but in taking away that sovereign 
power of taxation, it was understood some equiva- 
lent should be given for it. Michigan had sought 
repeatedly the means of increasing her facilities of 
commerce, her internal improvements, and the re- 
sult was a total failure—the destruction of her re- 
sources. The whole of the expense of her past 
improvéments was borne by one-fourth of her peo- 
ple. That was neither right nor in accordance 
with the constitutional principle, nor that upon 
which the Commonwealth of Virginia acted to-. 
wards. the old States, and stipulated in behalf of | 
| all that they should be admitted on equal condi- | 
tions and terms. Why did they give Ohio five 
| per cent. on the sales of public lands? To make 
! her a favorite? 
| embarrassed. The reason Michigan was embar- 


| thrown upon. one-fourth of the people. The ap: 
| propriation asked for would be but an act of jus- 


| tice, and a compliance with the broad and sound | 


on the distinction made by the Senator from South 
Carolina, (My. Cantoun.] If the bill were con- | 
structed oñ its proper principle, it ought not to be 
construed as touching the power in the Federal 
Government of promoting internal improvements. 

twas not an exercise of the power over internal 
improvements at all, but of that other power spo- 
kon of by the Senator from South Carolina—the 
power to dispose of the public lands. There was - 
no power less subject to limitation, or wh: 
ought to be less subject, than that one. Eis objec- 
tion to the bill was, its not being grounded on the 
power of disposing of the public lands, but on the 
two powers mixed up together. The bill, as he 
understood, contemplated an appropriation of land, 
and of money also. 
certain’ contingencies, in the Government of the 
United States, to appropriate land for improve- 
ments, but that caule not warrant the appropria- 
tion proposed. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained. 
After a few more remarks from Mr. ARCHER, 

the reading of a portion of ‘the bill was called for; 
which was ordered. - ; f 


il principle of equality among States, spoken of by 
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which i; 


There was a power, under |; 


j 


the Senator from Connecticut, | 

Mr. BENTON wished to know what would be | 
the total quantity of land granted, including former | 
appropriations. 
, Mr. BREESE replied by giving a- statement of 
i the amount, the substance of which appears else- 
; where. 

Mr. BENTON proposed the following amend- 
ment, to be added to the end of section 2d: 
i © Provided, further, Thet the whole quantity of land 
| granted by this act, when added to grants heretofore made 
| by the United States to the State of Michigan for roads and 
| canals, shall not exceed the guautity heretofore granted to 
| the State of Indiana for objects of intornal improvement. ”? 
Mr. B. continued to say that the next thing he 

wished was a guaranty against the possibility of 
| these roads and canals being sold. He wished the 
| State to keep them, and was not willing it should 
‘alienate them. He was not—while they were par- 
‘ simoniously dealing out forty acres of land to'a 
| farmer, making him pay down the money for it— 
| for making a grant of one or two millions of acres, 


| 
l 
i 
i 
| 


ii which might go as an appendage to some road or | 


il canal sold at auction, without competition, for 


‘and CASS. 


shall not take possession of the lands within their | 


Not at all; but because she wasii 


second amendment, some further conversational 
debate ensued betw 


een Senators HUNTINGTON 


ely opposed to any obsta- 


iia 
he Serato 


bill should be struck out, and.a simple grant made 
to the State of Michigan, as had ‘been Made to 
{ndiana and other States. ieee 
The question was then taken o 
and it was rejected. j A 
. Mr. DAVIS then proposed that after the word. 
“sold” in the Ist section, should be inserted ‘and. 
conveyed;” and also after:** thercof,”’ insert “ ex- 
cept those ‘lands herein reserved.” Agreed’ to. 

fr. DAVIS then moved a similar verbal amend- 
ment in the. section relating to the canal. wn 
Agreed to.” | a a ey ; hae 
Mr. ARCHER. objected. to the departure in the 
bill from the ordinary practice and rule in regard 
to such. appropriations, and that was the granting 
of the public land merely for the benefit of the State’ 


n the amendment, 


of Michigan. Why make: ‘further: app 
effect that already dong—and ‘he. therefc 
that the grants should be confined tothe line—if 
the lands had been already sold, why make'a grant 


to facilitate their gale? a. moved to strike out of 
the first section as amended from the word ‘ acre” 
-to the word * reserved.’’ 

Mr. HUNTINGTON objected. If the object 
was to complete the works, so that the value of the 
public lands might be enhanced, would not the 
purpose be as well effected in the manner provided 
iby the bill as by the amendment? The power 
was the same, and the effect the same. In either 
ease the object would be accomplished. They 
went upon the principle that the lands were want- 
ed in order to complete the road. If the power 
‘existed to make the grant, and: if some. of the 
i sections had been sold, why not give sections ad- 
jacent? i ` 

Mr. CASS asked if the mover of the. amend- ` 
ment meant that every section in the neighborhood 
of the road would not be improved in value?” All 
the portions of the country were increased in value 
by roads. True, as they receded from ‘the road, 
was less, but still: the land did 
increase in value within ‘a reasonable distanci ; 
j the road. wo 5 


‘| the inerease in value 
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Mr: ARCHER. replied, . According. to the Sen- 
ator, though all. the lands had-been sold, still the 
grant. would. be contributing to an important west- 
em. improveme He (Mr. A.) contended ‘that 
the argument-of the. Senator would go to show 
that, although ‘the lands in the vicinity of the read 
had mereased ‘to. the value of 430 or $40 an acre, 
o-be made. He. insisted that 
e-austained on the ground that 
md was to be fattened in that 


way after the ‘proper end of such grants had been 


~ Mr. CALHOUN 


was pround to believe that the end of the grant 
would.be accomplished. But when the grants 
went beyond that, the policy was very question- 
able. On principle and on the ground of expedi- 
ency, therefore, it would be impossible for him to 
vote for the grants. beyond the: line, although he 
had a.very. strong. desire to vote for the bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS made a few remarks, when 

The question on the amendment was taken, and, 
after a division, was rejected by a vote of 13 to 20. 

‘Mr: BENTON moved, as an'amendment, to 
strike out from the first section of the bill, after the 
words “ for the purpose of aiding said State,” the 
words ‘Sand for the reimbursement of expenses 
incurred,” ae 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE opposed the amendment. 
He saw nothing offensive to any one, in the provis- 
ion of the bill-which it was proposed to amend— 
nothing involving anything like an assumption of 
a Statedebt. It sought simply to pay what equity 
required. f 

fter. a few remarks from Mr. SIMMONS, the 
` question was taken on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were.asked for by Mr. BEN- 
TON; and being seconded, were taken, with the 
following result: 

‘YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 
erton, Benton; Breese/ fight, Calhoun, Davis, Haywood 
Jenness, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, Rusk, Sevier, Turney, an 
Westcott—L9. g 

WAYS—Mesgsrs. Barrow, Berrien, Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Evans, Huntington, Jarna- 
gin, Johnson of Louisiana, Morehead, Simmons, Speight, 

pham, aud Woodbridge—15, 

_ So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. "THOMAS CLAYTON moved the follow- 
ing amendment, to wit: Insert after the last word 
in the first proviso: “tor in the cars and carriages 
“belonging to, and used by, the proprietors of said 
«road, at the option of the United States,”” : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE had no objection to this 
amendment, but cordially assented to it. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

_Mr. BENTON moved the following additional 
amendment, to wit: Add to the last word of the 
clause preceding the first proviso, in the first sec- 
tion, the words, “and shall not be sold for less than 
one dollar and a quarter per acre.” 
` Agreed to. ee : 

Mr.. B. farther submitted the following amend- 
ment; to wit: Insert after the words ‘ twenty 
years,” in the second proviso of the first section, 
the words, ‘and remain the property of the 


State.” ened A 
Which amendment was rejected without a divis- 


Mr. SEVIER proposed the following substitute 
‘for the entire bill; which was read: f 
Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 


rt: ek 
ae Bhat there- be granted to the State of Michigan a quan- 


i e public lands for purposes of internal improve- 
ee es reala State, which shall, together with the amount 
said State. has already received for such purposes, be equal 
in quantity to that already received by the State of Indiana 
for internal improvements; the selection. of which quantity 

' ghall be made in the limits of said State, in such manner as 
the Legislature of said State sh al) désignate, and loeated in 
arcels conformably to sectional divisions and subdivisions, 
P? “ot Tess than three hundred and twenty acres in any one 
location, or any public land except such as is, or may he, 
reserved from sale by any law of Congress, or proclamation 
of the President of the United States ; which said locations 


may be made at any time, after the lands of the United 


States, in said State, 
existing laws,” 

: The question being taken on the above substitute, 
it was rejected—_yeas 15, nays 21-——as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs,, Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Ben- 
ton, Bright, Cass, Haywood, Jenness, Lewis, Niles, Rusk, 
Serier, Turney, arid Yulee—15, 
< NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Breese, Cal- 
houn, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 
sen. Davis, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, 

cDuffie, Miller, Morehead Simmons, Speight, Upham, 
Westcott, and Woodbridge—2l. 

_No further amendments being submitted to the 
bill, it was reported to the Senate, when the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and resulted as follows: 

_ YEAS—Messrs..Allen, Aslilvy, Atchison, Barrow, Ber- 
rien, Breese, Bright, Cass, Tuomas Clayton, Jolin M. 
Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Evans, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Morehead, Rusk, 
vevien Simmons, Speight, Upham, Westeott, and Wood- 

ridge—Qh. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Benton, Calhoun 
Haywood, Jenness, Lewis, McBuilie, Niles, ‘Turney, and 
¥wee—1i, 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE moved that the bill should 
be immediately put upon its third reading; but 
objection being made, the motion was not enter- 
tamed. 

Mr. SPEIGHT gave notice that, on to-mor- 
row, he would ask the Senate to take up a little 
bill of a similar nature. [A laugh.] And he hoped 
every Senator who was opposed to it would be 
present, 


shall have been surveyed aceording to 


MINERAL LANDS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- |i 
ale a communication from the Secretary of the | 
Treasury in relation to the condition of the mine- | 
ral lands in the Lake Superior region; which was | 


read. 
On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, April 29, 1846, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


Mr, W. HUNT, on leave given, offered the fol- | 


lowing resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads: be, instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post-road from Dock- 
port, New York, to Somerset, New York, 

Mr. DOCKERY, on leave given, offered the fol- 
‘lowing resolution; which was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of establishing a mail-route from Ak 
bemarle, Stanley county, North Carolina, by the 
way of Daniel Reap’s and Morgan’s Mills, on 
Rocky river, to Clear Creek post office, in Meck- 
lenburg county, North Carolina, and back by 
Thomas Roland’s. 

Mr.. YOST, from the Committee on Engraving, 
reported the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to, viz: 


Resolved, That ‘the map or chart accompanying | 


document No. 80, relative to the ship channel, 


near Ship Island, Mississippi Sound, as transmit- |! 


ted to this House, be published with the said doc- | first mooted, this part of the bill struck him favor- 


ument, which has been ordered to be printed by 
the said House. 


Mr. Y. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following resolution, which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the chart of Green Bay, accom- 
panying document No. 170, as transmitted to this 
EZouse, be published with the said document, 
which has been ordered to be printed by the House. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the Smithsonian Institution bill. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked leave to intro- 
duce a bill, of which notice had been given. 

Objection was made. F 

Mr. GORDON made an ineffectual motion to 
suspend the rules, for the purpose of calling the 
committees for reports, i a 


THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. G 


Oa motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolvéd 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


| 
| 
li 


| 


the Union, (Mr. Burr, of South Carolina, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
to provide for the establishment of a Smithsonian , 
Institution forthe increase and diffusion of know- 
ledge among.men.., f 

The amendment given notice of by Mr. A. Joun- 
son last evening, was read, at the request of several 
-members. ‘ech Bey 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. OWEN 
and others, À ` i 

Mr. HAMLIN briefly addressed the committee. 
He regarded this fund as one which had been re- 
ceived by the Government to carry out the Ibten- 
tions of Mr. Smithson, to which, by their accept- 
ance, they had solemnly bound themselves. , 

He alluded to the dificulty—nay, the impossi- 
bility—-of any select committee agreeing upon a 
plan which in: all its details should be in accord- 
ance with the views of all. Notwithstanding this, 
he trusted we should not let this opportunity go by 
to make a commencement in this matter: he had 
not the slightest doubt of the full and unqualified 
power of this Government to take charge of this 
money and give.it the direction required by the 
will of Mr. Smithson. 

While there were features in the bill with which 
he was not entirely pleased, he should vote for the 
bill in case it was not amended. But there were 
some amendments to the bill of the gentleman from 
Indiana [My. Owen] to which he would fain hope 
that gentleman himself would lend a favorable ear. 


with this institution a department of agricultural 


chemistry, and a professor of agriculture proper. 

Mr. OWEN (Mr. FL, yielding) explained that 
there was an express provision of the bill to ap- 
point professors of agriculture, and there was also 
another by which such professors of more useful 
arts and sciences were to be appointed, which 
would undoubtedly include a professor of chemis~ 
try, part of whose duties it would be to lecture on 
the application of chemistry to agriculture. 

Mr. HAMLIN was aware of this; but it should 
be more specifically provided for. 

He noticed one or two features of the bill, and 
suggested one or two modifications he would like 
to see made; but, if it.could not be amended, he 
urged its psagewithout further delay as a mat- 
ter of good faith, common: honesty, and one. prom- 
ising important benefits to the people and the na- 
tion, . He -considered the money in the treasury, 
‘and the United. States responsible for the invest- 
ment of the fund according to the intentions of the 


| testator. 


Mr. WOOD desired to say a very few words 
upon the bill. Much bad been said about national 


| honor during this session on this floor; butif there 


ever was a point in which the national honor was 


| concerned, it was in carrying out the intentions of 


the testator in his bequest. For my own part, I 
consider it an honor to my country that the subject 
of a monarchical Government should have selected 
this as the instrument of his expansive benevo- 
lence. The bill, however, before us was, in. his 
opinion, defective in some of its provisions: I 
refer particularly to that section which contem- 
plates a normal school. When this subject was. 


ably; but, upon more mature reflection, he had 
come to the conclusion that this clause was objec- 
tionable. . Normal instruction could only be done, 
and well done, in the respective States, among sev- 
eral of which it had already been commenced; and 
besides, sir, Í should deprecate that kind of educa- 
tion that should flow down from this place among 
the people. He responded with all his heart to 
the remarks made by the honorable gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Samitin] in relation to agricul- 
tural instruction.. He would do all he could to 
increase and diffuse useful knowledge among the 
masses, but this could not, and would not be at- 
tained. by sueh education as would be obtained 
here;.or.by- collecting at this. point a splendid libra- 
ry. Ehe latter might, and unquestionably would, 
„benefit: those. already learned, but not the people. 
‘With the view of attaining that object, he should 
offer an amendment, which he would ask the Clerk 
to read. [The Clerk here read the amendment 

which will be found, as offered, at a subsequent 
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stage of the proceedings.] He had hastily glanced 
at a substitute offered by his colleague, [Mr. |) 
Hovex,] just laid on his table, and which he 
thought was less objectionable than the original 
bill. Yet, sir, L feel, in common with others, what 
is due to the honorable gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Owen,] the. chairman of the committee, for 
his exertions in this matter, and know how difficult 
itis to frame a bill to meet the views of all; but 
difficult as it might be, it was no reason why a be- 
ginning should not be made to carry out the inten- 
tions of the testator. P 

Mr. A. D. SIMS offered a substitute for the bill; 
which was read. 

Mr. GILES submitted an amendment, provi- 
ding for the publication and distribution of books 
for the instruction of. the blind; which was read. 
He would say nothing in favor of the amendment 
just read, for it would be a libel on the House to 
suppose that any argument in favor of it would be 
required. He took it for granted that the commit- 
tee would now act on this subject, and he could 
not believe that the proposition of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Anams] would receive 
the sanction of the committee. In the face of the $ 
world we had assumed this trust. We had taken || 
the money under the will of ‘this distinguished |! 
stranger, but we had delayed, for a long time, the |) 
execution of the trust. He hoped the faith of the i 
United States would not be allowed to suffer any |! 
injury in the eyes of the world, by longer delay of || 
action on the subject. Chere were some portions || 
of the bill of the gentleman from Indiana which | 
he would like to see altered. While he had no 
constitutional scruples: himself as to the incorpora- | 
tion of the institution, yet he would be willing, in 
courtesy to the opinion of others, to strike out that 
provision from the bill, for all its ends could be ac-,}! 
complished without it. He urged the committee 
not to delay action, because there was difficulty in | 
each step before them. Congress had power to |} 
alter and amend the act, and it was now necessary | 
only to take the initiatory step. The form could || 
he ultered from time to time, so as to carry out the | 
intentions of the testator. The objections urged to 
a normal school were not well founded. It would 
send abroad a number of educated men; and was 
not education the richest boon that could be con- 
ferred on the country next to the preservation of ' 
liberty. Our institutions were dependant upon in- 
telligence and reason; and no matter what profes- 
sion the young men educated. at this school should 
adopt, they would add to the stock of knowledge, | 
and diffuse it among men. 

Mr. WICK said, that some opinions had been 
expressed in the course of the debate, which he 
could not suffer to pass uncontradicted. He alluded 
to the opinions on the subject of the doctrine of 
trust. Lt was alleged that all which the Govern- 
ment was responsible for, was the stocks in which 
the fund had been invested, This fund was in- 
trusted to our charge, and it was important that 
the honor of the country should be sustained by its 
faithful execution. He totally dissented, as a law- 
yer, from the doctrines which had been advanced. 
A trustee in ordinary cases was not bound, if he 
was authorized to use his discretion, as to the mode 
of investing the fund intrusted to him. But the 
Government of the United States had no such dis- 
cretion in this case.. There was no power given 
by the will of Smithson to invest the money in any 
special manner, and the Government invested it at 
its own hazard. 

If, of his own accord, and without authority, a | 
trustee made an investment, he was responsible for | 
it. Thus the United States stood in relation to this 
matter, and to this extent they were responsible, | 
if atall. 
burden of this trust would never have been accept- |! 
ed by the Government. But we did accept the 
trust, and the national faith would be tarnished 
should it not be executed. Had he been here at 
the time he would have voted againstit. He knew 
that the Government had no constitutional power ! 
to establish. a college of itself. ‘he power. was 
not granted in the Constitution; but it might be ad- 
mitted that the Government had the power to accept | 
‘a trust for the purpose, Fie had always advocated I 
a strict construction of the Constitution, but he be- 
lieved that the Government might accept the trust. 
We had accepted the trast, and it was our duty to 
execute it. - 

MiA. D. SIMS m 
constitutional question. 


{ 
i 
! 


} 
1 


t 


| 
| 
| 


i 
} 


j 


j 


If his wishes had been consulted, the | 


i 
li 


it 
| 
ade some remarks on the | 


| 


Mr. G. W. JONES asked whether, if money 
should be given by will for the establishment of a 


| national bank, the Government would be bound || 


to execute the trust, or have power to accept‘it? 


Mr. WICK replied, that he would vote against 


the acceptance of such a trust. : . 
. Mr. WASHINGTON. HUNT entirely concur- 
red with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Wick] 
in his view of this subject. It appeared to him that 
it was a reproach to the Government to delay car- 
rying out the purposes of this trust. ei 

The committee proceeded to vote. i 

The first question was.on the following amend- 
ment of Mr. Anprew Jouwnson to the first sec- 
tion: i i 

“ Strike où 


t all after the word ‘next? in the 1th 


' «line, to the word ‘be,’ in the 14th line, and insert 


‘the following: ‘And actually paid into the treas- 


‘ury of the United States by the States which have | 


‘ borrowed and used said fund.’” 
Mr: OWEN inquired of the mover of thé amend- 


| ment whether, if this amendment was carried, it 


would apply to any moneys that have been paid 
into the treasury of the United States as interest 
and have been reinvested in State stocks? 

No answer being returned, 

Mr. O. said he hoped the amendmen 
prevail. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected without a division. 

The second section being under consideration, 

Mr. TIBBAT'TS moved the amendment of which. 
notice had previously been given, to strike out the 


twould not 


| words providing that the board of managers ‘‘shall | 


‘be, and hereby aré, constituted a board politic and 


| ‘corporate, by the style and title of the ‘ Smithso- 
; f nian Instituuon,’ wath perpetual succession, and 


‘the usual powers, duties, and liabilities incident | 


|. to corporations.” 


The question was taken by tellers, and decided | 
in the aflirmative—ayes 70, noes 44. 

So these words were stricken out. 

Mr. OWEN moved to insert after the word 
‘* managers,” (in lieu of the words stricken out,) 
the words ‘and the said institution shall be known 
by the style and title of the Smithsonian Institu- 
lion.’ 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The fourth section being under consideration; 

Mr. OWEN moved an amendment, (which he 


| stated to be necessary in consequence of the previ: 


ous amendment striking out the clause constitu- 
ting a corporation,) to insert, at the 44th line, the 
words: 

‘* And all questions which may arise between the 


‘ United States and any person claiming under and |] 


| ‘ by virtue of any such contract, shall be heard and 


‘determined by said board of managers.” 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. - : e 

Mr. OWEN also moved to insert, at the. 10th 
line, the words: 

‘And all prosecutions for trespass on said pro- 
‘ perty, and all civil suits-in behalf of said institu- 
‘ tion, shall be prosecuted in the name of the Uni- 
‘ ted States in any court having competent jurisdic- 


i é tion of the same.” 


Agreed to—ayes 61, noes not counted. 

The fifth section being under consideration— 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved an amendment 
to insert at the Qist line the words: 

“ Which collection shall be denominated the 
‘National Museum. And it shall be lawful for 
‘the National Institute to deposite its collections 
tin said museum, [in consideration whereof said 


| “institute shall have the right to appoint a curator 


‘to said museum, with such compensation as the 


ii é managers of the Smithsonian Institution shall 
ge 


‘assign;]| and the said National Institute shall have 


| fa right to hold its meetings in the buildings of the 


t Smithsonian Institution, in any room which shall 
‘be assigned for such purpose by the managers of 
* the Smithsonian Institution.” 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out the words in brackets fi] 

The amendment to LHe- amendment was rejected. 

‘The question recurring on the original amend- 
ment of Mr. ÎNGERsoLL, was decided in the afirm- 
ative—ayes 67, noes 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved an amendment to 
_ the fifth section, (which provides for suitable ar- 
rangements for the reception of all objects. of art 
| and of foreign and curious research, of natural his 


> 


‘tory, of plants, &c.; belonging tothe United States, 
“ which. may. be in: the city of Washington, Jito: 
insert, after the word ** Waghinator he words, 
I| ‘tor elsewhere.” FETT : : 
The amendment was rejécted. : 
Fhe seventh section. being under consideratio’ 
Mr. HAMLIN moved to insert, after the word 


j4 arts,” in: the provision for’ the/appointmentjof 
| professor of common school nstrnction, withs ch: 


others “chiefly of the more- useful sciences and 
arts,” the words “ especially chemistry-as applied 
to agriculture.” Rejected... ESSERE goo 

ike out the follows 


Mr. ADAMS moved ‘to ‘sti 
ing. eer it = 
“ Sec. 7. And whereas the most effectual: ‘niode. of: pro- 
| moting the general diffusion of knowledge is by judiciously 
| conducted common schools, to the establishment of which 
l! throughout the Union much aid will be afforded by improv- 
ʻi ing and perfecting the common-school system of the. cour 
| try, and by elevating the standard of qualification’ for com 
:mon-school teachers: And: whereas knowledge may ‘be 
| essentially increased among mên by. instituting scientific 
researches, and, generally, by spreading among the people, a 
; taste for science and the arts— x a i 
| “ Beit further enacted, That the board of managers shall 
establish a normal branch-of the. institution, by appointing 
some suitable përson as professor of common-school instruc- 
tion, with such. other professors, chiefly of the‘moré useful 
sciences and arts, as-may be necessary for such a thorough, 
| Scientific, and liberal course of instruction as may he adapt- 
| ed to qualify young persons as teachers of commen schools, 
| and to give to others a knowledge of an improved common~ 
| school system; and also, when desired, to qualify ‘students 
‘as teachers or professors of the more important Aravehes ot 
| natural science. -And the hoard of managers mayauthorize . 
the professors of the institirtion to grant to such of its stu- 
dents as may desire it, after suitable examination, certifi- 
cates of qualification as common-school teachers ; and also 
as teachers ‘or professors in various’ branches of sciences 
| they may also employ able men to lecture upon useful sub- 
jects, and shall fix the eompensation:of such lecturers: and 
professors.” _ f : etic 
The question was taken. by-tellers, and decided | 
in the affirmative—ayes 72, noes 42. : 
‘So the words were stricken out 
{The section, as amended, stands in 
| ing form: ge aats hep at 
“ Be tifurther enacted, That there shall not be established - 
in connexion with the institution, any-school of Jaw, or 
medicine, or divinity, nor any professorship of aneient Tan- 
uages. And the. said managers. shall make,-from, the 
interest of said: fund, an‘ appropriation; ‘not exceeding. an 
average of ten ‘thousand. dollars. anna the:-pradizal 
formation of a library, composed of -val 
ing to: all departments of. Ruman know 
Section eight being under consideration—.. |. 
Mr. OWEN moved an amendment ‘to-add alata. 
close an amendment, which,: after various. modifi- 
cations, assumed the following form: ee 
“ And the said board of ‘managers shall appoint such pro- 
fessors of the more useful sciences and arts as may be ne- 
cessary for. a thorough, scientific, and liberal course: of in- 
struction; they nay also employ able men to lecture upon 
useful subjects, and shall fix the compensation of such lec 
turers and professors : Provided, That the expenditure on 
account of the institution shall at no, time exceed ‘the inter- 
est of the fund.” x Be 
Mr. BOYD and Mr. ADAMS respectively tais- 
ed the point of order against this amendment, on 
the ground ofidentity with the words. stricken out 
on motion-of Mr. Anams.. ego 
The CHAIRMAN overruled the point.o 
thus deciding the amendment irr order. -. é 
The question was taken, -and,’after‘some delay 
for want of a quorum, was decided. in the negative: 
ayes 42, noes FP. 8 i ny es E 
So the motion was rejected...) os as ; 
Mr. ADAMS moved to:strike out the ninth sec- 
tion, in the words following, (which he said were 
now rendered useless by the amendments previously 
made :) oe : 
BEC 9. And be it further enacted, That the said board of 
managers shall also make rules and regulations for the ad- 
mission of students into the various departments of the in- 
stitution, and their conduct and deportment while they re- 
main therein: Provided, That all instruction in said institu- 
tion shall be gratuitous to those students who conform ‘to 
such rules and regulations.” 
The question being taken, was. decided 
affirmative. ` 
So the section was stricken out. 
The tenth section being under consideration— 
Mr. GILES moved an amendment, to add at the 
end thereof the following: 2 : ie 
“And shall cause to be published from time to time books 
in raised characters for the education of the blind, to- be dis: 
tributed by the said board of managers, among the different 
State institutions for the education of the blind? $: 
The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. See 
Mr. WOOD moved an amendme 
the 4th line of 10th section the wer 


i 


| 
‘the follow- 


‘ 


"8 


£ order; As 


in- the 


GLOB 
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E. 


; The qu 
rejected. 


being 
a noes 57. 
So thi i tricken out. oo o? ; 
Je Me WOOD. moved: an amendment, to add as a 
new section, betwe n the 10th and 11th sections, 


taken, was decide 


d in the.af- 


. eth further enacted, That the sum of $20,000 of the 

interest of said fund be,‘and is hereby, appropriated annually 

' for the purchase or publication ofa Bbrary for the diffasion 
of useful knowledge, to be selected or published under the 
direction of the said.hoard of managers, which shall, include 
the best-elementary popular works upon the history, geogra- 
phy; and statistics of the United States; upon botany, min- 
eralogy, geology, agriculture, agricultural chemistry, mechan- 
ies;‘and physiology; and which said library. shall be distrib- 
uted among the several States and Territories in the-ratio of 
their representation, and be forwarded .to the several Gov- 
ernors of said States and Territories, to be.distributed among 
the people thereof in such a manner as their respective Le- 
gislatures shall. determine, and shall most tend to increase | 
and diffuse knowledge.” : 


Mr: JEFFERSON DAVIS moved an amend- 
ment, to add at the close of the last section the fol- 
lowing proviso: - a: 

- And provided further, Thatno appropriation shall-be made 
for the advancement of this institution except trom moneys 
which properly belong to the Smithsonian fund.” 

Agreed. to. : ; À 

Mr. McCLERNAND gave notice of a substitute | 
which he intended to offer, when in order, (which 
was read for information.) 

Mr.G. W. JONES moved a further proviso at 
the end of the bill, as follows: 

“Provided, That nothing in this act shall he so construed 
as to connect, in any manner whatever, said Smithsonian 
Institution. with any other institution or society whatever.” 

Rejected. f 

The bill having now been gone through with, 

‘The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
G. W. Songs, to strike out all the bill after the 
word tbe,” in the 6th line, Ist section, and insert: 

“ Paid ‘by the Secretary of the Treasury to the heirs-at- 
law or next of kin or residuary legates of the said James 
Smithson, or their authorized agents, whenever they shall 
demand the same: Provided, hat the: Scevetary of the 
Treasury shall, in paying over said money as herein direct- 
ed, deliver to said heirs all State bonds or other stocks of 
every kind, which bave been purchased with said money or 
any part thereof, in lien of so much of said money as shall 
have been so invested in State. bonds or other stocks, snd 
the balance of said sum of money, if any, not so invested, 
shall be paid out of any money in the treasury not otherwise | 
appropriated.” 

Mr. SIMS moved as an amendment to the | 
amendment, the proposition of which he had given | 
notice, (as a substitute for the bill,) to provide for | 
the return of the money. | i 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment out | 
of order at this time. 

: Mr: RATHBUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment of Mr. Sonus, by striking ont so much as 
relates to the restoring to the heirs, &c., of Mr. 
‘Smithson the ‘bonds of the States, (so that the 
money, and not the bonds, should be returned.) 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the original 
amendment of Mr. Jones, was taken by tellers, 
and decided in the negative—ayes 8, noes 115. 

So the amendment was rejected, i 

The question then being on rising and reporting 
the bill as amended— i i 

Mr. ADAMS, in compliance with previous no- 
tice, offered the following substitute for the bill: 

Strike out the preamble, and all except the enact- i 
ing clause, and insert: 

«That the President of the United States be requested, by 
the use of: suitable means of moral suasion, and no others, 
to obtain from the: Governments of the States of Arkansas 
and Thinois payment of the arrears of interest due from the 
said States to the United States, and the interest thereafter, | 
and the principal as it shall become due, according to the į 
promises on the face of the bonds given by the said States 
for moneys. bequeathed by James. Smithson, a benevolent | 
Englishman, to the United States of America, for the special 
purpose of founding at the city of Washington an institution 
for the increase and diffusion of knowledge among men, 
which bequest was, by an 


act of Congress, approved on the 
first of July, 1836, accepted, with a pledge of the faith of the | 
United States that it should he applied to the purposes pre- 

ibe estator, ; i 

ey eae ie it further enacted, That when payment 
shalt have been obtained from the said States of Arkansas 
and IJinois of the arrears of interest duc on their said bonds, 
Congress shall forthwith proceed to appropriate said sums 
of interest: so recovered, together with the interest hitherto | 
received, or hereafter to be received, until the time of ma- | 
king such appropriations, in such manner as they stall deem | 
suited. to redeem the pledge of the faith of the United States, 


to the application of th 
James Smithson, 
testator. y 

ESEC. 3. And be it further enacted, That until the arrears 
-of interest due by the said States of Arkansas and Illinois to 
the United States, upon their said respective bonds, shall 
have been received at the treasury of the United States, no 
appropriation shall be made by Congress chargeable upon 
the people of the United States, for the fulfilment of the pur- 
poses prescribed.-by the testator, James Smithson, for the 
disposal of his bequest. 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, ‘That within the first 
thirty days of each and every successive session of Con- 
gress, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to 
report to Congress the then actual state of the Smithsonian 
fund, and particularly the amount of arrears of interest due 
upon the said bonds of the States of Arkansas and (MHinois, 
together with copies of all correspondcnee, showing the re- 
sult of the means of moral suasion used during the prece 
ding year to obtain payment of the said arrears of inter 
and the said annual reports shall be printed for the intorma- | 
tion of the people.” 


Mr. HOPKINS moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out in its first section the 
words ‘of moral suasion and no others.” Agreed | 
to. 

The third section of the said substitute amend- | 
ment being under consideration. | 

Mr. J. DAVIS moved an amendment, to add at 
the end of the section the followieg: i 

Provided, however, That ifthe Governor of the State of 
Arkansas shal) make it appear tu the satisfaction of the At- i 
torney General of the United States that he has used suitable | 
į means to obtain from the Real Estate Bank of Arkansas pay- | 


ment of the debt due by said bank to the Stare of Arkansas, | 
i Dut without suceess, then, and in chat case, and until the : 


arrears due by the said Real Estate Bank shall have been $ 
received into the treasury of the State of Arkansas, the said | 


State heretofore pledged her faith for the due payment of | 
the principal and interest of said bonds,” i 


rejected. i 


add at the end of the seetion the following: 


“That the State of Illinois shall bave the power here- 
after, like other States, to tax all lands within that State ns 
noon aa sold, providing the proceeds of said tax shall be ap- 
plied to paying the interest due the Smithson find,so far as | 


terest upon her other bonds.” i 


the amendment, on the ground of trrelevancy. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point, and de- 
cided the amendment out of order, 

Mr. E. H. EWING moved an amendment to 
the substitute, to strike out the third section, Re- 
jected. 

The fourth. section, on the suggestion of Mr. 
HOPKINS, was so modified by Mr. ADAMS, as 
| to conform to the amendment of the first, by stri- 
king out the words ‘ moral suasion.”” 

‘The question then being on the substitute of Mr. 
Apams, as amended, was taken by tellers, and de- ' 
cided in the negative—ayes 57, noes 74. 

So the substitute of Mr. Apams was rejected, 

‘The question again recurring on the original bill, 
as amended, 

Mr. TOUGH offered the amendment of which 
he had given notice as a substitute for the entire 
bill, being a bill consisting of fourteen sections. | 

[The substitute, as passed in an amended form, | 
will be found below.] 

Mr. MARSH moved several amendments, all 
with a view, as he said, to direet the appropriation | 
entirely to the purposes of a library. 

The first one was to section 7th, to strike out the 
words “and such lecturers as may be employed 
by said board,”” and the words ‘and lecturers, and 
all other officers of the institution. ”? 

The question being taken, was decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 72, noes 39. 

So the amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. M. next moved to strike out section 8, as 
follows: 

«Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the said board of 
regents shall employ so many and such able men to fecture 
upon useful subjects and at aueh times and places as they 
may deem most beneficial for the “ increase aud diffusion of 
knowledge among men p7 and shall aiso, during each session 
of Congress, cause a course of such lectures to be delivered, 
weekly or semi-weekly, publicly, in the lecture-room of said 
institution, and shall make all suitabie provisions for the ac- 
commodation of all members and honorary members of said 
institution, and of both Houses of Congress.” 


| 


1 
1 
f 


į 


Also; an amendment to the Sth section, to in- 
crease the annual appropriation for the library from 
$20,000 to $25,000. - Agreed to. i 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out the first 


section. 


inay he necessary, and the balance, it any, to puying the in- t! 


Mr. HOPKINS raised the point of order against ‘i 


T'he question being taken, the amendment was į 


HH 


{ 


i 


1 


The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 


j 


State shalt be, and is hereby, declared to be absolved from |) 
the promises on the face of fier bonds by which the said |! 


| 
i 


1 


be out of order, that portion of the substitute bill 


having been passed. a 

Mr. MARSH moved an amendment to strike 
out the 10th and 11th sections of the substitute, in 
the words following: f 

“Sec. 10. And te it further enacted; That the said board 
of regents shall make all needful rules, regulations, and by 
laws, for the government of the institution and the persons 
employed therein ; and, in prescribing the dudes of the pro- 
fessors and lecturers, they shall have reference to the intro- 
duction and illustration of subjects connected: with: the ap- 
plication of science to the productive and liberal arts oftife, 
improvements in agriculture, in manufactures, in trades, and 
in domestic economy; and they shall also have special re- 
ference to the increase and extension of scientific Knowl- 
edge generally, by experiment and research. And the said 
regents shall cause to be printed, from time to time, any lec- 
ture or course of lectures which they may deem useful. And 
it shall be the duty of each lecturer while in the service of 
the institution, to submit a copy of any lecture or lectures 
delivered by hin to the regents, if required. : 

“Skee. Lt. And he it further enacted, That it shall be com~ 
petent for the board of managers to cause to be printed and , 
published, periodically or occasionally, essays, pamphlets, 
magazines, or other brief works or productions for the, dis- 
semination of information among the people, especially 
works in popular form on agriculture and its Jatest improve- 
ments, or the sciences and the aid they bring to labor, man- 
wus explanatory of the best systems of common-school in- 
struction, and, generally, tracts illustrative of objects of 
elementary science, and treatises on history, natural and 
civil, chemistry, astronomy, or any other department ot 
uscfal knowledge; and may, at their diseretion, offer and 
pay to any citizen or foreigner such sum or prize as they 
niay deem disereet for the best-written production of any 
such prize essay or work ; and shall, whenever required by 
resolution of either House of Congress, cause to be printed 
and delivered to such House, for distribution among the 
people at large, as publie documents of Congress are distrib- 
uted, so many copies of such lectures, essays, pamphlets, 
magazines, tracts, or other brief works, as they may procure 
to be written or delivered, under the provisions of this act, 
as shall be required by such resolution, the expenses of 
which to be paid out of the funds of said institution.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN moved an amendment, to 
strike out the J2th section. Rejected. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved an amendment, as an 
additional section, (the 13th,) in the words follow- 
mg: . ` i 

“See. 13. And be it further enaeled, That the author or 
proprietor of auy book, map, chart, musical consposition, 
print, ent, or engraving, for whieb a copyright shall he se~ 
cured under the existing acts of Congress, or those which 
shall hereatter be enacted, respecting copyrights, shall, 
within three months from: the publication of said bonk, map, 
chart, musical composition, print, eutn, engraving, deliver, 
or cause to be delivered, one.copy of the same to the libra- 
rian of the Bmithsonian Institute, and one copy to the libras 
rian of the Congress Library, for the use of said libraries.?? 

The question being taken, the amendment. was 
agreed to. pee ae BEE . 

The, question now being on adopting the sub- 
stitute of Mr. Hoven, as amended, was taken by 
tellers, and decided. in the affirmative—ayes 83, 
noes 40. 

So the substitute was adopted. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
and amendments to the Flouse. 

‘The question being first on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute amendment of the committee— 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded. 3 

The main question was ordered. 

The yeas and nays were asked and orderèd, and 
being taken, resulicd—yeas 81, nays 76—as fol- 
lows: 

_ YEAS—Messrs, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Atkinson, Bar- 
tinger, Bell, J. A. Black, Brockeubrough, Milton Brown, 
William G: Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John 
H. Campbell, Carroil, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cueke, Col- 
lin, Cranston, Crozier, Cullon, Garrett Davis, Delano, 
Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ew- 
ing, Faran, Ficklin, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Grinnell, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D.. Hubbard, Hudson, Wash. 
ington Hunt, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Daniel P. 
King, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Lewis, Levin, Li- 
gon, Maclay, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, 
Morse, Moseley, Norris, Parrish,’ Payne, Relfe, John’ A. 
Rockwell, Root, Seammon, Seaman, Simpson, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Young, and Yost- 


2 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinker- 
hoff, Brodhead, Burt, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman; Chase, 
Constable, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, George-S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hun- 


| ter, Charles J: Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph John- 


son, Preston King, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin 
McClernard, McCrate, James McDowell, 
Martin, B. Martin, Morris, Moulton, Ow 
Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, S 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Caleb B. Smith Ro- 
bert Smith, Stanton, St. John, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wheaton 
Ti Wihbnot, Woodrufi, Woodward, Yancey, and Yen 
TG. 


, McLean, 
MeKay,-J.. P. 
en, Perrill, Phelps, 
awtelle, Severance, 
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So the amendment of the committee was adopt- 
ed. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. GORDON demanded the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill; which were ordered, and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 85, nays 76—as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Bell, James -As 
Black, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W- 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, Cranston, 
Crozier ,Cunningham, Garrett Davis, Jefterson Davis, Del- 
ano, Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, 
Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Goodycar, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, E. É. Holmes, 
Hough, Samuei D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Daniel P; King, Thomas 
B. King, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Maclay, McOrate, 
McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Morse, Moseley, 
Owen, Pollock, Rathbun, Relfe, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Sawtelle, Scammon, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Strohm, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tilden, 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wick, Wilmot, Wood, 
Young, and Yost—85. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockeubrough, Brodhead, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Constable, Cullom, Daniel, 
Dargan, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Graham, 
Grover, Harmargon, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. Houston, E. 
W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Pres- 
ton King, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, McCiean, Me- 
Clelland, McClernand, James MeDowell, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Parrish, 
Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Price, Reid, Ritter, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stephens, St. John, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Wheaton, Woodruff, Woodward, Yancey, and 
Yell—76, 


So the bill was passed in the following form, (be- 
ing the substitute of Mr. Hover as amended:) 


A BILL to establish the Smithsonian Institution “for the 
increase and diffusion of knowledge among men,” 

James Smithson, Esquire, of London, in the Kingdom of 
Great Britain, having by Ais last will and testament.given the 
whole of his property to the United States of America, to 
found, at Washington, under the name of the “ Smithsonian 
Institution,?? an establishment for the increase and diffusion 
of knowledge among men; and the United States having, by 
an act of Congress, received said property, aud accepted said 
trust: Therefore, for the faithful execution of said trust ac- 
cording to the will of the liberal and enlightened.donor: ` 

Be it enactet by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United. States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President and he United States, the 


ice President of ti 
Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre- 
tary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, the Attorney General, the Chief Justice, and the Com- 
missioner of the Patent Office of the United States, and the 
Mayor of the city of Washington, during the time for which 


they shall hold their respective offices, and such other per- | 


sons as they may elect honorary members, be, and they are 
hereby, constituted an “establishment,” by the name of the 
“Smithsonian Institution,” for the increase and diffusion of 


knowledge among men; and by that name shall be known | 
petual succession, with the powers, limitations, | 


and have 
and restrictions hereinafter contained, and no other. y 
Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
property of the said James Smithson as has been received 
in money, and paid into the treasury of the United States, 
being the sum of five hundred and fifteen thousand one 
hundred and sixty-nine dollars, be lent to the United States 
treast : 
first day of September, in the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and thirty-eight, when the same was received into the 
said treasury; and that so much of the interest as may have 
acerued on said swn on the first day of July next, which 
will amount-to the sum of two hundred and forty-two thou- 
sand one hundred and twenty-nine dollars, or so much 
hereof as shall, by the board of regents of the institution e3- 
d by this act, be deemed necessary, be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated for the erection of suitable buildings, 
and for other current incidental expenses of said institu- 
tion; and that six per centum interest on the said trust fund, 
itbeing the said amount of five hundred and fifteen thou- 
sand one hundred and. sixty-nine dollars, received into the 
United States treasury on the first of September, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirty-cight, payable, in half-yearly 
payments, on the first of January and July in each year, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for the perpetual main- 
tenance and support of said institution; and all expendi- 
tures and appropriations to be made, from time to time, to 
tue purposes of Ui : xch 
ly from the accruing interest, and not from the principal of 
said fund. And be i further enacted, That all moneys and 
stocks which have been, or may hereafter be, received into 
the treasivy of the United States, on account of the fund be- 
queathed by James Smithson, be, and the same hereby are, 
pledged to refund to the treasury of the United States the 
sums hereby appropriated. i 
BEC. 3: And beit further enacted, That the business of 


the said institution shall be conducted at the city of Wash- 1): 


ington, bya board of regents, by the name of the regents of 
the “4 Smithsonian Institution,’ to be composed of the Vice 
Presidentof the United States, the Chief Justice of the Uni- 
ted States, and the Mayor of the city of Washington, during 
the time for which they shall hold their respective offices ; 
three members, of the Senate, and three members of the 
House of Representatives, together witb six other persons, 
other than members of Congress; twe of whom shall be 
inembers of the National Institute in the city of Washing- 
ton, and residents in the said city ; and the oiher four. thereof 
shall be inhabitants of States, and no two of them of the 


same Staie. And the regents to be selected as aforesaid || shall be'a sufficient voucher for settlement and payment at | D. 


zat six per centum per annum interest, from the | 


o institution atoresaid, shall be exclusive- | 


7 
| 


I 


shall be appointed immediately after the passage of this 
act—the members of the Senate by the President: thereof, 
the members of the House by the Speaker thereof, aud the 
six other persons by joint résolution of tie Senate. and 
House of Representatives; and the members of the Howse 
so appointed shall serve until the foulth Wednesday in De~ 
cember, the second next after the passage of this act; and | 
then, and: biennially thereafter, on evéry alternate fourth 
Wednesday of December, a like number sbail be appointed 
in the same manner, to serve until the fourth Wednesday iit 
- December, the second succeeding their appointment. Aind 
the Setiators so appointed shall serve during the term. for 
which they shal} hold, without re-election, their office as Sen- 
ators. And vacancies occasioned by death, resignation, of 
otherwise, sball be filled as vacancies in committees are flied; 
and the other six members aforesaid shall serve two for two ` 
years, two for four years, and two for six years 5: thé terms of 
service in the first place, to be détermined by lot; but after'the 
first term, then their regular term of service shall bé six years; 
and new electiohs thereof shall be made by joint resolution 
of Congress; and vacancies occasioned by death, resigna- 
tion or otherwise, may be filled in like manner by joint. reso- 
lution of Congress. And-the said regents shall meet inthe 
city of Washington, on the first Monday of September next 
after the passage of this act, and organize by the election of 
one of their number as chancellor, who shall be the presi- 
ding officer of said board of regents, by the name. of the 
Chancellor of the “ Smithsonian Institution,” and a suitable 
person as Secretary of said institution, who shall also be the 
secretary of said board of regents; said board shalt also elect 
three of their. own body as an executive committee, and | 
said regents shall then fix on ‘the time for the regular meet- 
ings of said board; and on application of any three of the 
| regents to the secretary of the said institution, it shall be 
his duty to’appoint a special meeting of the board of regents, 
of which he shall give notice by letter to each of the mem- 


a quorum to do business. And each member of said board 
shall be paid his necessary travelling and other actual ex- 
penses in attending meetings. of the board, which shall be 
audited by the éxecutive committee, and recorded by the 
secretary of said board; but his services as regent shall bé 
gratuitous. And whénever money is required for, the pay- 
ment of the debts or performance of the contracts of the in- 
stitution, incurred or entered into in ‘conformity. with the 
|| provisions of this act, or for making the purchases and exe- 
cuting the objects authorized by this act, the board of re- 
gents, or the executive committee thereof, may certify to 
the chancellor and secretary of the board that such sum of 
money is required; whereupon, they shall examine the 
same, and if they. shall approve thereof, shall certify the 
same to the proper officer of the treasury for payment. And 
the said board shall submit to’ Congress, at each session 
thereof, a report of the operations, expenditures, and con- 
dition of the institution. i De N 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That after the Board of 
Regents shall have met, and, become organized, it shall be 
their. duty forthwith to proceed to select a suitable site for 
such building as may bé necessary for the institution, ;.} 
which ground may be`taken and appropriated out of that 
pat of the public ground in the city of Washington lyin 
etween the Patent Office and Seventh street: Provided, 
The President of the United States, the Secretary of State, 
the Secretary of-the Treasury, the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the Cominissioner of the Patent 
Oiee, shall consent to the same; but if the persons last 
named shall not consent, then such location may be made 
upon any other of the public grounds within the city of 
Washington, belonging to the United States, which said 
regents may select, by and with the cousent of the persons 
herein named; and the said ground so selected shall be set 
out by proper metes and bounds, and a description of the 
same shall be made and recorded ina hook to be provided 
for that purpose, and signed hy the said regents, or so. many 
of them as-may be convened at the time of their said organ- 
ization; and such record, or a copy thereof, certified by the 
chancellor and secretary of the Board of Regents, shall be 
received in evidence in all courts of the extent-and bounda- 
ries of the Jands appropriated tothe said institution; and 
upon the making of such record, such ‘site and lands shall 
be deemed and taken to be appropriated, by force of this act, 
to the said institution. : ; 

Suc. 5. Andie it further enacted, That, so soon as the Board 
| of Regents shal have selected the said site, they shall cause 
to be erected a suitable building, of plain'and darable mate- 
rials and structure, without unnecessary ornament, and of 
sulficient size, and with suitable rooms, or halls, for the re- 
ception and arrangement, upon a liberal scale, of objects 
of natural history, including a geological and mineralogical 
eabinet; also a chemical laboratory, a library, a gallery of 
art, and the necessary lecture rooms, and the said board 
shall have authority, by themselves, or by a committee of 
three of their members, to contract for the completion of 
| such building, upon such plan as may be directed by the 
Board of Regents, and shalt take sufficient security for the 
building and finishing the. same according to the said plan, 
i and in the time stipulated in such contract; and may so lo- | 
i| cate said building, if they shall deem it proper, as in appear- | 
ance to form a wing to the Patent Office building, and may | 
} so connect the same with the present hall of said Patent 
| Office building, containing the national cabinet of curiosi- i 
i} ties, as to constitute the said hall, in whole or in part, the 
| deposite for the cahinet of said institution, if they deem -it | 
| expedient so to do, provided said building shall be located 
upon said Patent Office lot, in the manner aforesaid: Pro- 


| 


i 
i 
| 
j 
l 
| 
i 
i 


‘| 


— 


bers ; and at any meeting of said board five shall constitute |i 


| able by the board-of'regents, whenever; in’ their judgments; - 


li putting down spring matting, 


ons. as they: 
ie 


apply to, and be in force for, the protection: of 
‘buildings, and other property: of: said. in: 
moneys recovered by, or accruing. y} 
paid into the treasury of the Unit i it of: * 
the: Smithsonian bequest, and separately accounted “for; ag 
providedin the act approved July first, éightéen hundred and 
thirty-six, accepting said bequest... eo 
SEC. 6. And be it further enacted, That in spr On i 
suitable arrangements can be made for their réceptiony ail: 
objects of art and-of foreign and’ curious résearch, and atl 
objects of natural history, plants, and géologi¢al and miter- 
alogical specimens belonging, ‘or “hereafter. to belong’ to the 
United States, which may. be inthe cityof- Washington; in. 
whosesoever custody. the same may bé, shall: be delivered ta: 
such persons as may be authorized by the board:of regents: 
to. receive them, and shall be arranged in suck order, and so 
classed, as best to facilitate the examination: and: study ‘of 
them, in the’building so as aforesaid to be erectéd for the : 
institution; and the -regents:of said institution sha}l:after- 


the board of regents shall ‘take charge of the building and 
property: of suid institution, and shall, under their direction, 
make a fair and accurate record of all their proceédings, to. 
be preserved in said. institution; and the said secretary’ 
shall also discharge the duties of librarian*and of keeper of 
the museum, and may, with thé consent of the board of 
regents, employ assistants; and the said officers: shall, res 
ceive for their services such sum as may be allowed by the 
bourd of regents, to be paid serai-anniually on the first ‘day 
of January and- Jaly apd the said officers shall be remo 


the interests of the institution require any of the said.officera 


or not required for the purposes herein: provided; ‘the sai 
managers are hereby authorized to make such disposal’as 
they shah deem best suited for the promotion: of the purpose 
of the testator, anything herein contained to the contrary 
notwithstanding. $ AEA 
Sko. 10. And- be it further endeted; That the aut or 
proprietor of any book, map, chart, musical. composition, 
print, cut, or engraving, for which. a’ copyright shall be se- 
cured under the éxisting acts of Congress, or those which - 
shall hereafter be enacted respecting copyrights, shall, within 
three months from the publication of said book, map, chart, 
musical composition, print, cut, or engraving, ‘déliver, or: 
eause to be delivered, one edpy.of the same to the librarian 
of the Smithsonian: tnstitution, arid one copy to the Jibra- 
rian of Congress Library, for the usé of the said libraries. 

Sec. Ll. And be it further enacted, That there ix reserved 
to Congress ‘the right of altering, amending, adding to, ort, 
pealing any of the provisions of this act: Provu i 
contract, or individual right, made ‘or acquired 
provisions, shall be thereby divested ot im: edi j 
' Mr, OWEN moved to reconsider the vote on the’ 
passage, and moved the previous- question. `.. 
The previous question” was’ seconded, and the 
| main question was ordered, and, being takèn, was 
decided in the negative. . ; 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote, and 
the bill is finally passed. 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL, BTC. 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, who.stated that 
| he had been informed by the officers of the House 
| that the time (F'riday and Saturday) for which the 
House had agreed to adjourn would be entirely in- 
| sufficient to allow of the usual cleaning of the Hall, 
&e., it was agreed 


vided, however, ‘That the whole expense of the building and 
enclosures aforesaid shall not exceed the amount of 
| dollars 


i| money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated ; together 


4) With such sum or sums out of the annual interest accruing 
; to the institution as may, in any vedr, remaitd unexpended, | 


after paying the current expenses of the institution. And 
duplicates of all such contracts as may be made by the said 
i board of regents shall be deposited with the Treasurer of the 
; United States; and all claims on any contract made as afore- 
| said shall be allowed and certified by the board of regents, 
| orthe executive committee thereof, as the case may be, and 


i} being signed by the chancellor and secretary of the board, 


i 


3 which sum is hereby appropriated, payable out of ; 


i 
i 
i 
\ 
| 
i 
i 


that the House meet at 9 o’clock to-morrow morn- 
ing, [with a view of then adjourning over.] 


SPANISH TONNAGE DUTIES. - 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. said: there was a bill 
relating to this subject which was put down aé the 
special order for to-day---a bill which would take 
buta very little time: That it might not lose its 

| precedence, he moved the postponement of the spe- 
| cial order to Tuesday next. Agreed to 
A message from. the Senate was received b: 4 
ickens, the Secretary, stating that the Senate had 


ti 
i 
i$] 


1846. 


751 


The President: of the United States has notified 


nday: last, approve 
“An act for the. rlef of 
l sof Pope county, in the State 


of Arkansas: ?? ; 


And; on motion, the House adjourned to tomor- 
Tow, at nine o*docks = 


~~ PETITIONS, &c: 

The following petitions an 

-Senied, under the rule, 
priate committees: 


By Mr.. DELANO: The petition of Sarah Waddle, widow, 
of Robert Waddle, deceased, praying compensation for ser- 
vices rendered by said deceased upoh the western frontier, 
during the difficulties with the: Indiana after the revolution- 
ary wär : referred tothe Committee of Claims. : 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of- 
Spring Creek, Iroquois county, Dlinois, for a mail-route from 
; Urbana, Champagne county, to Middleport, Iroquois coun- 
~ ty, Hlinois. Also, the petition of several postmasters in 

Lake county, Hlinois, for a mail-route from Chicago, via 

Sand-ridge, Socrates, Ranas, and Lake Zurich: referred to 

the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John A. Cotton, Aaron 
Livingston, and. 86 others, praying for a grant of land for the 
seat of justice in the parish of astrop + referred to the Com- 
mitte on Public Lands. ° : 

© _ Also, the. petition of William J. 

Mitchell Neal, and 146. others 

the obstructions in the Sabine 

mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. R: SMITH: The 


d memorials were pre- 
and referred to the appro- 


Huddleston, John Gill, 
praying for the removal of 
river: referred to the Com- 


memorial of E J. Osburne, Esq. 
and $4 others, citizens of Randolph county, Minois, assert- 
ing our title to the whole of the country called Oregon up to 
54 degrees 40 minutes north latitude; and praying Congress 
to make such disposition of the moneys.of the United States, 
and the forces, naval and military, as will protect our citi- 
zens, and ensure the peace and dignity of the nation: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Samuel Lewis, of 
Jackson county, Missouri, praying indemnity for losses sus- 
tained by reason of delay occasioned by Governmentofficers 
in the execution of a contract. 


IN SENATE. 
. Tuurspay, April 30, 1846. 
A message was received from the Hous 


resentatives, announcing that said House 
ed a bill to establish the Smithsonian Ins 


THE NOTICE. 


Also, that the President of the United States had 
notified the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives that he had approved the joint resolution ceon- | 
cerning the Oregon Territory. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The act to establish the Sniitheonian Institution 
for the diffusion of knowledge among men was ta- 
kenup, andread à first and second time; when 

Myr. LEWIS moved that it be referred to a select 
committee of three, to be appointed by the Chair; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Senators 
Dix, Corwin, and Lewis, as said special commit- 
tee. 


e of Rep- 
had pass- 
titute, 


ji 
GENERAL ORDERS OP THE DAY. 


The Senate considered. the adverse report of the 
Committee on Pensions on the petition of Eliza- 
beth Byars; which report was concurred in, 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions upon the petition of Zebulon Mead; 
which was concurred in. > 


; REVENUE LAWS. 


g been prepared merely b 
r. Fornar and Mr. Bib, 
and completed under Mr. Walker. 

Mr. ATCHISON then moved, for the purpose 
of testing the sense of the Senate as to the final 
disposition of the matter, to lay the resolution on 
| the table; which was agreed to—ayes 20, noes 15. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
‘President of the United States.] 


GRANT OF LAND TO THE STATE OF MIS- 
SISSIPPI. 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the Senate should 
take up for consideration the * Bill to aid the State 
of Mississippi in the construction of a railroad 
from Jackson, through Brandon, to the western 
boundary of Alabama;’’ which motion was agreed 
to. 


The bill, which was read, is as follows: 


A BILL to aid the State of Mississippi in the construction 
of a railroad from Jackson, through Brandon, to the west- 
ern boundary of Alabama. 

„Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

That whenever the route tor the railroad from Jackson, 

through Braudon, to the western boundary of Alabama, in 

| the direction of Montgomery, in said State, shall be survey- 
ed and established, there shall be, and is hereby, granted to 
the State of Mississippi, alternate sections of the public land 
on cach side of said road, throughout the said route, from 

Jackson, through Brandon; to the said western boundary of 

the State of Alabama ; raid grant not to extend beyond five 


in number being hereby granted to the said State of Missis- 
sippi, and those which are even in number being hereby 
| reserved to the United States: Provided, nevertheless, That 
said grant is hereby made on the condition that the proceeds 
of the sales of snid lands, thus granted to the said State of 
Mississippi, shall be faithfully applied by said State to the 
construction of said railroad, and to no other purpose what- 
aver: vlad provided; That the selections of lands to be made 
by said State, under this aet, shall not extend to any land to 
which the tight of pre-emption may attach; and that they 
shall be made by an agent or agents, to be appointed by the 
| Governor of anid State, under the € tion of the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury; and thatthe said work shall be commenced 
within two years, and finished within five years, from the 
passage of this aet. 

Sere. And be it further enacted, That the right of way 
over the lands of the United States is hereby granted to the 
said State, lor the construction of said road: Provided, how- 
ever, ‘That the said right of way shall not be construed to 
extend to a strip of land more than one hundred feet wide, 
| on ench side of said rond, from the commencement to the 
termination of said road. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said it was not his purpose to 
enter into a general discussion upon this bill. 'The 
subject had been fully discussed yesterday, upon 
a similar bill in relation to the State of Michigan. 
It would be unnecessary to touch again upon the 
constitutional question, as to the right of the General 

tovernment to bestow portions of the public lands 
upon the States for the purpose of aiding objects 
| of improvement which were calculated to benefit 
the whale United States. In the present case there 
were but two or three links remaining to be com- 
pleted in order to form a continuous line of rail- 
| road from Boston to the Mississippi river. It 
would be needless for him to enter into a detail of 
the advantages which would result to the whole 
Union from such a line of communication; they 
were fally set forth in a report which had been 
submitted along with the bill, He would refrain, 
therefore, from troubling the Senate with any ob- 
servations, unless objections should be urged 
| against the passage of the bill; in that case it would 
be incumbent on him to reply to those objections. 


The consideration of the following resolution, | 
heretofore submitted by Mr, Sevier, was resumed: | 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
“be requested: to transmit to the Senate the supple- | 
‘ment to the Synopsis of Treasury Instructions for | 
‘ the administration of the revenue laws from 1789 | 
‘to the present time, purporting to illustrate the | 
‘organization and the operations of the Treasury | 
£ Department, and its various bureaus, and that he | 
‘accompany the same with his views in relation to | 
‘the work.” : \ 

The resolution, the object of which was to pay 
to Dr. Mayo such compensation as might be 
deemed just for ihe Comprenon of the Supp ement 
ary synopsis, was discussed for nearly two hours. 
ii wen defended by Mr. SEVIER, Mr. ALLEN, 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, and Mr. ARCHER, as 
relating: to a work which was very valuable as a 
source of reference, It was opposed by Mr. BEN- 
TON, Mr. EVANS, and Mr. VESTCOTT, who 


| 


] 


He then moved two verbal amendments to the 
bill, which were agreed to. 

Mr. BAGBY sud he did not suppose that any- 
thing he could say would change the vote of a sin- 
gle Senator; for, from what had taken place yes- 
terday, during his absence frorn the Senate on 
account of indisposition, he concluded that their 
minds were made up as to the propricty of grant- 
i ing public lands for purposes of internal improve- 
ment. He was not opposed to this bill, because 
it proposed to confer advantages on the State of 
Mississippi; if it applied to his own State, his ab- 
jections would be the same; those objections lay 
‘deeper than any considerations of immediate ad- 
vantage or disadvantage to any particular State. 
He objected to it because its effect would be to 
withhold from the treasury a portion of the pub- 
lic funds, and to apply them to purposes of internal 
ifmprovement. And he insisted that there was no 


| 
| 


miles on each side of said road: the sections which are odd | 


difference whether those works of internal im- | 
i provement were commenced by the State or by the |! refuse lands, which 


General: Government. Nor was there any differ- 
ence in principle between withholding the amount 
of the proceeds of the sales. of these lands from the 
treasury, and taking an equal amount of money 
out of the treasury. Where was the difference 
| between withholding from the treasury lands to 
the value of $190,000-and taking that amount out 
of the treasury? He challenged any Senator to 
show that there was any. ‘The whole thing was 
wrong. It was establishing a principle that would 
lead to mischievous results. “The Government 
| was to be dragged into works of this kind on the 
| ground that they were too large and expensive for 
i individual or State enterprise. And the constitu- 
tional objection was to be answered by saying that 
; the General Government did not ab initio under- 
take the works, or grant charters therefor. He 
i| could see no real difference between undertaking 
| the works at the beginning, and assuming them in 
i the course of construction. For these reasons he 
| was opposed to the bill; but as he saw there was 
i an evident determination to go forward, he would 
content himself with merely calling for the yeas 
and nays. . 

Mr. SPEIGHT said he was rejoiced to find that 
| thé Senator from Alabama was able to resiime his 
| seat, from which he had been detained yesterday 
li by indisposition. He regretted the absence of the 
i Senator yesterday, as it would have been much 
|i more satisfactory had he participated in the debate 
| on the constitutional question. He would: do the 
| Senator the justice to say that he believed him to 
be sincere in his objections. THe had not expected 
the support of the Senator; but he had hoped that, 
after the discussion which had taken place upon 
the Michigan bill, he would not have renewed the 
question of constitutionality. 

The Senator said there was no difference between 
granting lands and taking money out of the treas- 
ury. He thought there was a manifest difference, 
| particularly in the case now before the Senate. 
What was the condition of the land proposed to be 
t granted? Tt was not situated in the new part of 
the State; it was not a portion of the land recently 
| yielded up by the Indians; but it was the refuse of 
‘the publie land, land which had been subject to 


i 


| 
| 
i 
| 
H 
i 


|i purchase and entry by settlers for forty years, and 


| had been left unoccupied, because it was of the 
| poorest description. No person would bid for it 
| at the minimum price of one dollar and a quarter 
an acre. Te would put it to the Senator to say if 
he did not see a manifest difference between grant- 
ing a portion of this land,‘ whereby the value of 
the remainder might be enhanced, and letting itlie 
wholly unoccupied and altogether useless for per- 
haps another forty years. If there was any unre- 
stricted power in the Constitution, it was that in 
relation to the public domain. The General Gov- 
ernment had unlimited power over it, to dispose of 
it in any way they pleased; to sell it, or to give it 
away. When the question was debated some days 
ago upon the Michigan bill, the Senator had 
brought up the authority of Mr. Jefferson in sup- 
li port of his position; bat the Senator would recol- 
| leet that laws were passed during the Administra- 
tion of Mr. Jefferson making grants of lands to in- 
dividuals for various purposes. There had not 
been an Administration since the formation of the 
Government under which laws had not been pass- 
jed making donations of land to individuals and 
States, Under what power were grants made for 
j the purposes of education and for religious pur- 

poses? These were not objected to as unconstitu- 
i tional. 

He concluded by saying that he had not expect- 
ed the support of the honorable Senator, but he 
had hoped that, as the bill was to benefit a ‘sister 
State, as well as in some degree his own State, he 
would relax somewhat of his opposition; and con- 
i| tent himself witk voting against the bill. i 

Mr. BAGBY said the fact that it was his own 
State, or any other State, that was to be benefited 
by a particular law, could never change a principle. 

e would have gone as far in support of the Michi- 
gan bill as he would of a bill in favor of Ala- 

ama, werehe not restrained by the principle which 
he had avowed, and he was happy to say that 
Alabama was not there, and never would be through 
i his agency, seeking a grant of the publie lands for 
any such purposes. The Senator from Mississip- 
p seemed to think there was a marked difference 
etween this case and a proposition to grant lands 
which were more valuable. He said these were 
had been in the market for 


1 


: 


forty years, t 
for granted, that the lands were worth something, 
or his friend from Mississippi would not be so 
eager to get them. If they were of no value, he 
did not see how the road was to be constructed by 
the amount proposed to be raised, by their sale; and 
if they were of any value, they belonged- to` the 
United States, and the proceeds ought to go into 
the public treasury. : 

Mr. SPEIGHT. But the General Government 
is the absolute proprietor of all the publie domain, 
and has the right to dispose of it. 

Mr. BAGBY. There is no doubt. about the- 
right of the General Government to dispose of the 
public lands, but this brings up another principle. 
One great object originally intended to be accom- 
plished by disposing of alternate sections of the 
public lands was to enhance the value of the re- |} 
mainder, and to enable the Government to raise 
the price to two dollars anda half per acre, instead 
of one dollar and twenty-five cents. The institu- 
tion of this system was to enhance the price: to 
this I have always been opposed. 

‘he State which I have the honor in part to 
represent, and, if I do not greatly err, the honorable 
Senator’s own State, have been laboring for years. 
to bring down the price. Tam opposed to the bill |} 
for these reasons; I consider it infinitely more im- 
portant that we should, if it be possible by legis- 
lation to do so, enable the poorer class of citizens 
to obtain lands at a cheap rate. than to construct 
roads at the expense of the General Government. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had a very few re- 
marks to make in relation to this bill. It was not 
liable to the objections which he had raised in ref- 
erence to the Michigan bill.. It was a very differ- 
ent case; and, in his opinion, a very simple one, 
not involving in the slightest degree any constitu- 
tional question. . He would very willingly vote for 
this bill; for he believed the remainder of the pub- 
lic lands, after the poruon comprised in this bill 
had been disposed of, would bring a greater amount 
into the treasury than the whole of them would 
produce in case no such appropriation of those 
lands were made. It was.a mode of disposing of 
the public lands which he considered highly ad- 
vantageous to the treasury, ‘and it was upon this 
pound that he would give his'vote in favor of the 

vl. ; 

He would add one word as to the importance of 
the work. This road constituted one of the links 
in the chain of communication from Maine to the 
Mississippi, and it would leave but two other links 
to be filled up in order to make the line complete; 
and he thought they might look forward with a 
tolerable degree of certainty to its entire comple- 
tion in the course of six or seven years at the fur- 
thest, if no unfortunate occurrence should interrupt 
the progress of the works. ‘The road would pass 
through the very centre of the cotton-growing re- 
gion. It would facilitate travel to a great extent, 
and would be eminently beneficial, not only to the 
States immediately concerned, but to the whole 
Union, and the Government itself would be‘amply 
remunerated for the quantity of land granted. 

Mr. SIMMONS suggested the insertion. of a 
clause raising the price of the remaining sections 
of the public land to two dollars and fifty cents 
per acre. 3 

Mr. SPEIGHT observed that the land was of 
sucha description that it would be in vain to ex- 

ect to obtain that price. 

Mr. NILES said he thought, if the General Gov- 
ernmentcontributed to the construction of the road, 
they ought to have some control overit, and derive 
some immediate benefit fromit. He moved, there- 
fore, to insert, by way of amendment to the first 
section, the following: “ And that the mail of the 
t United States be carried on said road at the same 
‘rate as by four-horse post coaches.” 

Some discussion ensued upon this amendment; 
and, the question being taken, it was rejected. 

On. motion of Mr, SIMMONS, the following 
amendment was adopted: ‘That troops and mu- 
‘nitions of war belonging to the United States 
‘shall be transported along the said road free of 
‘ charge.’’ 

Mr. SIMMONS moved the amendment which 
he had before suggested respecting the price of the 
remaining sections of the public lands, viz.: to in- 
sert in the first.section,.after-the words “and to no 
other purpose whatever,” the following: ‘and that 
tthe land hereby granted shall not be sold for less 


$ 


| equality, in regard to the grants for internal im- 


‘being the case, he was willing to cóncur in any 


‘than $1.25 per acre; and that: the alternate sec- | 


public lands, a grant of half a million of acres was | 


provement. Now, it seems that prior to the act of ; 
1842, some of the States had already received a 
much Jarger quantity than 500,000 acres. This 


legislation by which the equality designed might | 
be reached, by bringing all the new States up to | 
the ratio of that one of them which had received the 
largest quantity, and which he believed wasIndiana. 


Mr, BREESE. Yes; Indiana has received | 
1,608,404 acres. : aa 


Mr. YULEE. I am ready, then, to vote to 
Tinois, or Mississippi, or either of the other new į 
States, a proportionate 

Mr. HAYWOOD. 
too? : 

Mr. YULEE.. Because there is not the same | 
consideration for the grant. ‘The inducement to 
the grants made to the new States, is the exemp- 
tion of the public lands from taxation. This is a-j 
great burden to the States within which the pub- 
lic lands lie, and a great. benefit to the United 
States. An equivalent is proper, and he was wil- | 
ling to measure the equivalent due to Mississippi | 
and the other new States by that which: has been | 
up to this time allowed to Indiana. He had only 
one requirement to make; namely, the assurance 
that the grant proposed in this bill is asked for by 
the State to be applied to the particular improve- 
ment designated init, and that the quantity grant- 
ed is within the limits he had prescribed to himself 
in what he had said. s 

Mr. SPEIGHT. The grant is asked for: by 
the State in the shape this bill proposes, and. the 
quantity is much less than would be required to 
bring Mississippi to. an equality with Indiatia. `. 

Mr, YULEE said he was prepared, then, to 
vote without hesitation for the bill, and for one 
even more liberal. He was ready to grant to 
Mississippian amount of land for internal improve- 
ment proportionate to the grants to Indiana, so 
far as his vote might avail. But he desired to re- 
main altogether uncommitted as regards the prin- 
ciples upon which this bill had been rested by its 
advocates, 

The bil was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The question being upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time, the yeas and nays 
were taken, and resulted as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Bar- 
row, Breese, Cajhoun, Cass, Thomas Ciayton, John M. Clay- 
ton, Corwin, Davis, Evans, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, į 


grant. 
Why. not to.the old States, 


Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Upham, Westcott, Wooabridge, 
and Yulee—2s. 


i 
i 
i 
} 
{ 


grants for similar purposes being first deducted from || + 


iL- Mr. TIBBATTS presen 
Howe, on behalf of the Massachusetts'Asylumi for. - 


i| time to put the Hall. 


Joùnson of Louisiana, Mangun, Morehead, Phelps, Rurk, i 
t 


g aS PRIVATE BIL a 
Mr. UPHAM movedthat:the Senate shi 
sume. the consideration of: the-bill for the reli : 
John P. Skinner,.and the legal representatives of 
Isaac Green; which motion was agréed ‘ti 
Mr..U. submitted a few remarks. in’explanat 
of the bill, and in support‘of the claim.of the. 
tioners; after which. 0. i ee cut $ 
Mr. ALLEN moved an adjournment; which was 
disagreed. to. me ee 
Mr: McDUFFIE observed that he considered“ 
the claim a very questionable one, and moved: 
the bill be laid on the table; which motion: 
agreed to. ` Ure Plas ee 
Mr. PHELPS moved that the Benate'do'i 
journ; which was not agreed to: yeas 14; ‘na 
“ Mr. MANGUM observed that there was’ ve 
ident indisposition on the part of the Senate to act _ 
upon the bill, and moved that the Senate should 
adjourn; but withdrew’ at the request of = TA. 
‘` Mr. PHELPS, who submitted a few. remarks; 
after which, the motion. to adjourn- was put ‘and 
j agreed to, © 6 ot fon Ai AO i : 
The Senate then adjourned.” 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
; Tuurspay; April 30, 184600 o A 

The House met ‘at nine o’clock, A. .M., in pir- 
suarice of the order of yesterday, and.the Jou 
was read. — A Rey hae 


ted a memorial of g G. : 


| the Blind, and of S, Arthuy, on behalf of-the Penn- 

sylvania Institution for the Blindy:amd who also. 
represents in the. said memorial the Institutions for 
the Blind in‘ the States of. Kentucky, Ohio, Vir- 
ginia, and-New York, praying. Congress to:make 


|| an appropriation of money: from the ‘public’ treas- 


ury for printing a sufficient number of elementary. 
and standard books for the use'and. instruction of 
the blind of our whole country, and that thé.books, 
| when printed, be deposited with the. Executive of 
the several States for distribution. Nee te 
Mr, TIBBATTS moved that the memorial: be 
referred to a sélect committee, 
“Mand ‘pending “the question. 
House adjourned: until“ Monda: 
May. proximo, to.afford ‘the ‘officer: 
| summer tring, 


, IN- SENATE. 
Monpay, May 4, 1846: 
The Journal having been ready. oe o> 
Mr. DAYTON presented the.petition of citizens 
of New Jersey, praying -an appropriation for: the 
removal of obstructions in the Delaware river near 
Periwig island; which was referred tothe Com: ° 
mittee on Commerce. Sie Sn gaia 
Mr. D. also presented the. memorial-of John Js- 
Adams, of Camden, New Jersey, praying -an’ex- 
tension ofa. patent right; which was referred: to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office... 
Mr. D- further presented: the memorial of Isaiah 
Foy, late a deputy postmaster, praying t i 
bursement of a sim d 
was referred to the co! 
and Post Roads.: i 
Mr. SEVIER presented: the 1h 
Ross and others, representatives’ of thé Cherokee. 
nation of Indians, on the subject of the existing dift 


mamittes 


|| ficulties in that nation, and their relations with the 


United States; which, together with documents in 
relation to the subject, was referred to the Com-. 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
„Mr. UPHAM submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 8 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro-— 
viding by law for the allowance of arrearages of 


NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Colquitt, Haywood, 
Jenness, McDuffie, Niles, Turney—8. - ` 

So the bill was- ordered to a third reading. 

On motion, it was ordered that when the Senate 


| adjourns it stand adjourned until Monday next. 


GRANT OF LAND TO STATE OF MICHIGAN. 


The bill to apply certain. alternate sections of 
| the public domain towards the completion of 
i works of internal improvement in the State of 
Michigan, and. for. other purposes, was. read a 


third time and passed,- 


pensions to Nathaniel Stafford, of Vermont, from 
ithe time of his disability to, the 30th of March; 
| 1846, when his name was entered upon. thé pen- 
sion roll as a pensioner. - Sree 
Mr. U. also submitted certain testimony in the 
case referred to in the resolution; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. eee: 
| Mr. CASS submitted the following, resolution; 
(| which was agreed to: — EE 
| Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be 
i! directed to report to, the Senate-the state-of the 
H land claims at the Sault St Me he State of 
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Michigan; how many have been presented for 
confirmation, and what proceedings have been had 
upon them; ‘and ‘also, whether any further legisla~ 
tion Is necessary, and if any, what, to the adjudi- 
cation and confirmation of the just claims to land 


Mr. DAVIS shbmitted 
which was agreed to: 

_ Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of increas- 
ing the number of inspectors of the customs. in 
the district of Fall River, Massachusetts. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the House bill making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses.of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes 
for thé year ending June 30, 1847, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. L. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the heirs of the late Uri Em- 
mona; which was read a first and second time, and 

eaccompany ing report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the. Committee on Private 
Land Claims; to whom was referred the House bill 
entitled An act.to amend an actapproved February 
24th, 1843, entitled An act to amend an act entitled 
An act for the relief of George Mayfield, approved 
July 27th, 1842,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. Y. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the assignces and legal repre- 
sentatives of Jacques Martin; which was read and 
passed to the second reading; the report accompa- 
nying the bill was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. Y. further, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of Villeneuve Le 
Blanc, submitted a report in the case, and asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of Alexis Argot; 
which was read and passed to the second reading; 
the accompany ing report was ordered to he printed, 

Mr. YULEL, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported without amendment the bill 
confirming the claim of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Pierre Dufresne, to a tract of land. 


Mr. ASHLEY gave notice that he should, at an 
early day, ask leave to present a bill to grant to the 
State of Arkansas a quantity of land equal to what 
lias heretofore been granted to the State of Indiana, 
to. complete the road from Memphis, in Tennessee, 
to Little Rock, to remove obstructions in White, 
Black, and Washita rivers, and other objects of in- 
ternal improvement.” 

The bill to aid the State of Mississippi in the 
construction of a railroad from Jackson, through 
Brandon, to the western boundary of Alabama, 
was taken up, on motion of 

Mr. SPEIGHT, read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENRY JOHNSON moved that the prior 
orders of the day be postponed, and that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the “ Bill-:pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended pre-emp- 
tion claims in the several States and Territories. ”? 

Mr. J. offered a few remarks enforcing the im- 
portance of taking up the bill without further de- 
lay. ; 

Mr. YULEE thought that the public interests 
would-be materially promoted by speedy action on 
the bill. / ; 

Mr. PHELPS reminded the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. Jounson,] that on the last day on 
which the Sefate had sat, a private bill (the bill 
for the relief of John P. Skinner) had been taken 
up immediately before adjournment, and that it 
was allowed to be passed by till this day, on con- 
dition that itwould now be taken up: He (Mr. P.) 
was under the necessity of Icaving the city to-mor- 
row, and he therefore hoped that the bill would 
be now taken up. f : 

Mr, JOHNSON then withdrew his motion. 

* Mr. LEWIS. moved that the prior orders be 
postponed, and that the Senate should consider the 


the following resolution; 


act making appropriations for the payment of rev- 
olutionary and other pensions of the United States 


for the year ending 30th of June, 1847; which mo- 
tion was agreed to. ; 
.The bill was considered as in committee of the 


whole; and no amendments being offered thereto, | 
it was reported back to the Senate, and ordered to i 
be read a third time. | 


of John P. Skinner and the legal representatives of | 


A debate arose on this bill, occupying about two 
hours, between Senators PHELPS, UPHAM, | 
DAVIS, HUNTINGTON, SIMMONS, and | 
BERRIEN, in support of the bill, and Senators f 
COLQUITT, SEVIER, McDUFFIE, PENNY- | 
BACKER, and HAY WOOD, in opposition there- | 
to, when it was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment; and the question being taken on} 
ordering it to be engrossed for a third reading, it | 
was decided in the affirmative—ycas 22, nays 15. | 


Mr. JOIINSON, of Louisiana, renewed his mo- il I ` 
|| their proceedings by Congress. But he did not rise 


tion to take up the bill providing for the adjustment 
of all suepented pre-emption claims inthe several | 
States and Territories; which was agreed to. i 

Mr. HAYWOOD desired to be informed as to | 
the number of the claims proposed to be adjusted 
by the bill. à 


jr 


i FS 
| attentively, in order to 


TWaxwoon] had directed the attention of the Senate 
to the bill by his succinct and pertinent, remarks. 
The truth wag that the bill contemplated an. entire 
departure from precedent. By it a court of equity 
would be created, which would be called on to qe- 
cide on every entry still unadjusted, and that decis- 
lion would be final. A fifty-dotiar claim could not 


| now be got through this body without its being 
j and re- 
a board 


| 
f 
| 
| 
i 
i 
H 


the exclusive control of the 

tribunal should be created independent of Congress 
| for the adjustment of these claims. And how are 
they to be decided? On legal principles? Not at 
all; but upon principles of equity. This was an 
| important power; and he was not prepared to say 
| that it ought to be confided to officers of the Execu- 
| tive department of the Government, without a pro- 
vision was inserted in the bill for a supervision of 


pro domain, and no, 


| to discuss the question, He was not prepared to 
i say that some legislation on the subject was not 

necessary. But he wished to examine the bill more 
| ascertain whether it would 
| admitor provisions securing effectually theinterests 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisina, called for the 
reading of the report; which having been read by | 
the Secretary, 

Mr. SPRIGTUF submitted a few obeervations in 
favor of the bill, to which he was sure there could | 
not be the slightest objection. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, explained the | 
object of the bill, and submitted a few remarks, | 
showing the necessity of taking some measures 
for the settlement of the clams in question, which 
object he knew of no hetter way to accomplish | 


j 
f 


than by the proposed bill. H 


Mr, HAYWOOD repeated his inquiry as to the 
number of the claims proposed to be settled, and f 
then went on to oppose the bill, on the ground that || 
it would inconveniently burden the officers of the 
Government designated in it as the constituent | 
members of the proposed adjudicating tribunal, 
Each of these had, he alleged, quite enough—more 
than enough, to doin then officiakcharacters and 
why superadd to the present range of their duties 
such an onerous amount of responsibility and 
labor? Let a board be established, composed of 
the right sort of men, and he would willingly vote | 
for it. Dut he would not sit silently by and vote | 
such a bill, imposing an immense accumulation of | 
patronage in the hands of the Exeentive depart- 
ment of the Government, when no sort of good | 
object was to be gained hy it which could not be | 
atlained infinitely better in another manner. It; 
was a great trust, and one for the proper discharge 
of which, if transferred to a board, arrangements 
should ‘be made which would avoid the possibility 
of suspicion. Such a board ought to be entirely 
above the reach of party politics or party influ- | 
ences. ‘To its hands would be committed’ a vast | 
treasure. To its award would be submitted a 
multitude of claims all over the United States— 
claims of peron residing upon the land and of 
those residing elsewhere—all of which would be 
decided at the will and pleasure of the board con- 
stituted for the purpose of passing upon them— 
a board responsible to no one, and whose decision 
would be final. Tt was indeed a trust that ought 
to be confided only with the utmost caution to 
any human tribunal, Fle repeated that it would | 
be an unjust burden imposed on the officers named | 
in the bill, if they did not desire it; and if they did ; 
desire it, it was one that ought not to be imposed | 
upon them, because if any board were to be estab 
lished it ought to be com josed of members selected | 
with due precaution, ad entirely distinct from the | 
Executive department, so that no suspicion might 
attach to them. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON expressed his desire that 
a little time would be granted in order to afford 
Senators an opportunity of submitting the bill toa 
careful and deliberate examination. He was glad, 
however, that his friend from North Carolina (Mr. 


¡į constitun 


both of the United States and the claimants, and 
i yet admitting the proper and speedy settlement of 
‘the claims. He was not prepared to vote for a bill 
f ituting those oficers of the Government a 
| court with diseretionary and final power to adjudi- 
| eate these claims. He hoped, therefore, that in 
i view of all these considerations, the bill would be 
; allowed to lie over, in order to afford to the Senate 
‘additional time for reflection. 

' Mr. YULEE remarked that the bill should be 
| yestricted as much as possible, with the view of 
iring justice to the United States as wellasto the 


elaimanis. It was certainly desirable, and, indeed, 


necessary, that some mode should be adopted for 
the speedy adjustment of these claims. The com- 
mittee who reported the bill were very Reny, of 
that opinion. Different modes of effecting this 
adjustment had presented themselves. He would 
himself have preferred local boards, in order that 
the claimants might have been cnabled to prose- 
cute their claims with the least possible expense. 
| But the objection to that—one which would doubt- 
less suggest itself to every Senator—was the ne- 
cessity of establishing a board in each of the land 
districts of the United States, thereby creating an 
immense number of officials, and entailing on the 
Government a vast expense. The only objec- 
tion, in his opinion, which could be urged against 
| the appointment of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Attorney General, and the Commissioner of 
the Land Office as a board of adjudication, was, 
| that the chimants might regard it as on ex parte 
itribunal, that it was too remote from them, and 
| might be supposed to be too favorably inclined to 
the Government side of the case. But the objec- 
tion that these officers would be embarrassed by 
the additional duties imposed upon them, surely 
could not be deemed valid when it was considered 
that they themselves had agreed to assume these 
duties and the attendant responsibility. It seemed 
to him that the only guard necessary—and he sub- 
mitted that to the gentleman who had more partic- 
ularly the charge of the bill—was a provision 
requiring these officers after having made their de- 
cision, to report it to: Congress before it could be 
| regarded as final. By that means an adequate 
check would be imposed on the action of the offi- 
cers, securing the Government against the conse- 
quences of any improper decision, and at the same 
time affording to any aggrieved claimant an oppor- 
tunity of appeal. The Senator had objected to 
giving an equitable power. ‘That did not appear 
to be a valid objection. In no other way could 
‘ these cases be settled, for the very reason of there 
being any difficulty in the case, was, that they did 
not come within the strict letter of the law. It 


i 


|; was on principes of equity that the claims rested; 
if and it was on 


i 


i an y by their reference to an equitable 
| tribunal that a settlement could possibly be effect- 


flicting pre-emption rights continually occurring, 
and that there were many which had for along 
time been suspended, and with which the officers 
were perfectly familiar, Fe thought that the 
claimants were in general disposed to rest on the 
decisions of these officers if 
quire their decision to be reported, so that an op- 
portunity would be left for appeal. The honorable 
gentleman again alluded to the number of claims 
unscttled, and the length of time during which the 
settlement had been suspended, and went on to 
observe that some legislation was necessary ; that 
he could not sce what other tribunal could so well 
be resorted to as that proposed by the bill. 

Mr. ASHLEY was decidedly in favor of the 
general object of the bill, though he would not ad- 
vocate itin the form now presented. He did not 
see the propriety of creating this board of commis- 
sioners. He should greatly prefer that the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office should determine on 
the claims in the first instance, and if any party 
felt aggrieved, an appeal could be made to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office had a right to call for the legal 


opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury, and the į 


Secretary of the Treasury could eall on the Attor- 
ney General. Such had uniformly been the prac- 
tice, He could, therefore, sce no object in consti- 
tuting those officers into a board, when to their 
adjudication the cascs were submitted at present. 


Te apprehended that the most important thing was |] 


the immediate decision of those cases one way or 
another. ‘The evil of allowing these claims to re- 
main unadjusted was not confined to Louisiana; it 
extended over the whole Southwest. It was, in- 
deed, a serious evil, and demanded the prompt 
attention of Congress. If the consideration of the 
bill was to be deferred for the present, he would 
not make any further remarks upon it; but when 
it came up, he would propose an alteration, giving 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
equitable powers to decide the eases, leaving to the 
aggrieved opportunity of appeal to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said the bill under discussion 
was important to many citizens of Florida. There 


were hundreds’ of pre-emption cases. undecided || 


from that State. They ought to be settled. The 
interests of the pre-emption claimants require it. 
The interests of the United States require it. Ele 
agreed with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas, (Mr, Asitny,] that it would probably 
be more judicious that the primary decision of 
these cases should be left with the Cocninieniine 
of the General Land Office; but he did not agree 
that it was expedient to trouble either the head 
of the Treasury or the Attorney General with 
them, either by making them members of the 
“board,” or by providing for an appeal to them. 
As to these boards,” he was opposed to them. 
They divided and weakened responsibility, and 
were the very worst tribunals contrived in this‘ 
country. They were tardy, expensive, ineflicient, 
and not reliable to any effect. One honest, intel- 
ligent, practical, industrious business man would 
do any work more efficiently and, satisfactorily 
than any of these “boards”? he had ever seen. 
The Commissioner was the most suitable person 
to intrust with the sett 
for one reason, that he would give: He was het- 
ter acquainted (the duties of his office compelled 
him to be so) with the nature and merits of these 
cases than any other person. He knew all the 

apers, where to find them, and had besa 
knowledge of the details of the business. As to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, he had quite enough to 
do to manage the multifarious affairs of the Treas- 
ury Department. Without intending to say any- 
thing invidious of the present Attorney General, 
(Mr. W. said,) he regarded whoever held that 
office, if he was a good Attorney General, as about 
the last man in the Government who should be 
designated to decide these cases. It was not great 
literary attainments, or scholarship, or legal learn- 
ing,or oratorical powers, that was wanted, butplain, 


. . Í 
practical good sense, and a practical knowledge of 


the operation and effect of the different pre-cmp- 
tion laws, and particularly the common law of pre- 
emptioners, as recognised between the settlersin the 
frontier States, in reference to disputes between 
themselves. The present Commissioner he believed 
well qualified, ghd one of the best officers in the 
Government. 


ongress would re- |! 


ement of these claims; and | 


May 4 


S no 


> 


remedy. 

No pre-emption cases extended to more than one 
hundred and sixty acres of land; and they were not, 
therefore, separately, of much momentto the United 


ji States. Mr. W. said he knew the Senator from 
North Carolina had entire confidence in the pres- 
ent Administration, and he (Mr. W.) had no fears 
on the score of patronage from any other. As re- | 
garded the United States, no rules of decision most 
favorable to pre-emptioners could work much 
harm. The pre-cmptioner paid $1 25 per acre for 
i his Jand, if his pre-emption was allowed. His | 
; only privilege was, he was allowed to buy it at | 
that price, in preference to anybody else, if he, 
had settled on it, and clavate iE before it was | 
subject to entry, and had continued to cultivate it 
üll his application. ‘* Settlement and continued 
| habitation and cultivation,” he believed, were the | 
ji terms used in mostof the acts. Now, sir, (said Mr. | 
W.,)in my State, many settlers were driven off land | 
they occupied under pre-emption rights, by the 
Seminoles; and though they have returned ‘since 
the diplomatic arrangements of the officers of the 
; United States army with the Indians have induced 
the latter to keep quiet for the present, yet the 
j} strict terms of the act, it was held, in some cases, 
excluded them. Cases of various character con- 
stantly occwred in all the new States. It wasim- } 
|| practicable—nay, impossible—to classify these 
į cases, and. to lay down general rules. A law of 
this character was, therefore, called for impera- 
tively. : 


to'the amendment suggested by the Senator ‘from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Asuiey.] The Commissioner of 
the Land Office wag perfectly familiar with these 
cases, and in ten minutes could, at any time, get 
all the necessary information relative to any par- 
ticular claim. Jn iis office all the necessary inform- | 
ation was to he obtained, and was very easy of | 
| access. Then the Secretory of the Treasury was, 
iby law, the head of the Land Office, and controlled | 
| the decisions of the Commissioner. In any case, 
| the Commissioner, when he has doubts, applied to 
| the Sceretary of the Treasury; and the aes as 
has been remarked, could at any time obtain the 
opinion of the Attorney General. It was therefore 
obvious that it would be pretty much the same ar- 


Mr. JOHNSON -had not the slightest objection | 


rangement, whether the mode contemplated in the 
bill was adopted, or that suggested by the Senator 
| from Arkansas. As for himself, he was perfectly 
indifferent as to which mode was adopted. As to 
| the objection of the Senator from North Carolina, 


to be incurred in the adjudication of these claims, 
| it was only necessary to remind him that the labor 
had been already performed. He repeated that | 
he had no objection to the amendment. With only 
one additional remark would he at present detain 
| the Senate. Some of these claims were presented 
| by individuals who had sought their adjustment 
| for eight or ten years. They had paid for the 
j lands. They had their homes upon them. They 
had expended their moans in effecting imprové- 
ments. In his opinion, the whole of these claims— 
with the exception of cases where fraud was man- 
ifest—ought to be at once adjusted. They had ' 
been suspended merely on account of the absence 
of certain formalities.” The winter before last the 
subject was referred to a committee of the Senate. 
He was nota member of that committee, but an 
honorable friend near him [Mr. J ARNAGIN] was, 
as he believed. After a full investigation, the 
committee declared its opinion that all of these | 
claims—except where fraud was alleged and sus- 
tained—should he settled; and they reported a bill | 
to that effect, so far as Louisiana was concerned. 


! (Mr. Haxwoop,] relative to the amount of labor | 


ii The subject was, however, referred to the Land 


i! Office, and a report of every claim, with the causes | 


of suspension, orderéd; and also.a plan of adjust- 
ment, The result of that-had been the:reporting 
of this board. Every claim in Louisiana had been’ 
reported, the causes of ‘suspension, and:this plan 
of adjustment recommended, °° 9 0 L7 í 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was’ unwilling to inter- 
pose.any obstacle in the way of a speedy. adjust- 
ment of these claims. But in-order to afford ‘time 
for a due consideration of the bill, he would move. 
its postponement tll Thursday next. 

Mr. JOHNSON hoped it would be delayed only 
till to-morrow. i 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was about to reply, when 
a motion was made to adjourn, and: the motion 
being agreed to, 

The Sinaje adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 4, 1846. | 


The Journal of Thursday was read and ap- 
roved, : f 
p The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the motion pending at the adjournment 
on Thursday last, to refer to a select commiittee of 
five the memorial presented by Mr. Trszarrs in 
behalf of the blind. 

The motion having been taken and agreed to, 
the memorial was ordered to be referred accord- 


ingly. 

Mr. BRODHEAD inquired of the Speaker what 
would be the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER said the call of the States for 
petitions, commencing, where the call had last been 
suspended, with the State of Connecticut. f 

Mr. BRODHEAD said it had been a long time 
since the committees had been called for reports. 
He moved, therefore, that the rules. be suspended 
for that object. i 

And two-thirds having voted for the motion, the 
rules were suspended. 

» So the SPEAKER procecded to call for 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ~ 


Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the ‘case of Martin, Thomas, 
late a lieutenant of ordnance e; dent of 
the United States lead mines in'the States of Mis- 
souti, Tlinois, and Wisconsin, accompanied by a 
bill “for his ‘telief which: bill was read twice, and 
conmmitted :* PE RE GE See ons a 
Mr. G. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the case of Jacob Gideon, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief; which bill was read twice 
and committed. i i 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee; made ad- 
verse reports upon the cases of J. Calvert Ford, of 
John W. Ford, of John Scrivener, of Thomas C. 
Miler, of Edward Morriss, of John Mason, of 
Edward Pitzgerald, of Marshall A. Mathias, and 
of Joseph Davis; which reports were laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the same committec, re- 
ported bills of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of David Thomas, of Phila- 
delphia; , 

bill for the relief of Michael Nourse; 

A bill for the relief of Elisha F. Richards; ac- 
companied by a report in each case; which bills 
were read twice, and committed. 

Mr. P. also, from; the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the cases of A. Augustus 
Coudery, of John S. Tyson, administrator of Jon- 
athan’ W. Sherburne, of the heirs of Bernard 
Todd, and of Abraham. C. Crandall; which reports 
were laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. P., 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
non of James Little, and that it be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Orlando S. 
Rees and Jacob Stonifert; which reports were laid 
upon the table. ~ í 


Mr. GRINNELL, from the -Committee- on 
Commerce, reported bills of the following: titles, 
viz: r ae, Sanae 

A bill for the purchase of a site and eréction of a 
custom-house at Eastport, in the State of Maine; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Billings, owner of 
fishing schooner Susanna; accompanied bya report 
in_each. case; P ese 

Which bills were.read. twice, and committed. - 


1846. 
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Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the petition of Archibald Ball 
and Samuel 8.1 inch, of New York, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which bill was read twice, 
and committed 0... aoe. 

On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, —; a 

| Ordered, That-the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged fromthe: consideration of the petition 
of citizens of North Carolina for a custom-house 
and. marine. hospital in the town of Newbern, in 
said State; and that it-be laid upon the table. 


Mr. THIBODEAUX, from the committee to 
which was referred the bill for the relief of John 
Chasseaud,. the consul of the United States for 
Syria and Palestine, reported an amendatory bill, 
accompanied by a report in writing; which bill was 
read twice, and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time to-day. The said bill, being engrossed, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. CROZIER 
asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill allow- 
ing duties on foreign merchandise, imported into 
Knoxville and Chattanooga, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, to be secured and paid at those places; 
which bill was read twice and committed. 


Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill authorizing the issue 
of patents to George Ramsey and Thomas T. Jan- 
uary, for certain lands entered in the county of St. 
Louis, in the State of Missouri; accompanied by a 
report in each’ case; which bills were read twice 
and committed. 


Mr. M. L. MARTIN, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked, obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
to quiet certain titles to land in. the Territory of 
‘Wisconsin; which bill was read twice and com- 
mitted. . 

On motion of Mr. RELFE, 

Ordered; That the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of Charles McClain, of Missouri, and that it be 
committed. ; 

Mr. R. also, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to which the petition upon the subject was referred, 
reported a bill to authorize the constituted author- 
ities of the county of Polk, in the ‘Territory of 
Towa, to enter a quarter section of Jand fora seat 
of Apes which bili was read twice and commit- 
ted. ~ 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to establish a permanent pro- 


spective system in favor of actual settlers on the | 


ublic lands, reported an amendatory bill; which 
bin was read twice and committed. 

On motion of Mr. PETTIT, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from. the consideration of the petition 
of James. Williams, and that it be committed. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill to estab- 
lish a board of commissioners to examine and de- 
cide certain: claims against the United States, 
reported an amendatory bill. 

Ordered, That said bill be committed. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH, by leave, moved that 
the Committee of the Whole Elouse be discharged 
from the.consideration of the bill to grant the right 
of pre-emption to. actual settlers on the lands ac- 
quired by treaty from the Miami Indians in In- 
diana; which motion was agreed to. ` 

And the question being on ordering the bill to a 
tkird reading, f an 

Mr. G. DAVIS opposed it in a few remarks, 
directed particularly to the description and value 
of the lands, and asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH explained briefly what 
the condition of these lands was, and strongly 
urged the propriety and justice of the passage of 

e bill. ; : 
ra CATHCART remarked that the gentleman 
from Kentucky, who had so warmly opposed the 
bill, [Mr. G. Davis,] had stated to the House that 
these lands were excluded from the operation of 
the pre-emption act of 1841 in consequence of their 
cxtraordinary value., Mr, C. could not state what 
influences operated upon Congress at that time, as 
he was not here; but he thought the reason for the 
exclusion of these lands must be sought a little | 
farther back in point of time. In 1838, the Legis- 
lature of Indiana, then-engaged:in the prosecution 

_ofa stupendous system of internal improvement, 


asked: of Congress the right to pre-empt these lands į 


The gentleman from Kentucky is much mistaken 
as to the value of these lands, and he could assure 
him that, so far from their being the best in the 
State, they are far inferior to many large tracts 
which have been pre-empted at $1 23. 

The Committee on Public Lands have seen 


pre er so to amend the bill which he (Mr. C.) | 
1 


ad introduced as to increase the minimum price 
from $1 25 to $2 per acre. This he regretted, as 
notwithstanding these lands cost something more 
than the public domain generally, yet he did not 
consider them sufficiently valuable to justify this 
increase. 

‘The opposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to this bill would apply with equal force to any pre- 
emption bill which might be offered. 

Mr. C. asked, Will you not extend to these set- 
tlers the same protection which other settlers upon 
the public lands have received? He knew that the 


appeal would not be in vain, and that this ITouse | 


would not, for the mere hope of a pitiful specula- 
tion, which could end in no advantage to any one 
but the heartless speculator, expose this honest, 


gencrous-hearted people to the risk of being robbed | 


of their humble homes. 


Mr. KENNEDY said: Mr. Speaker, after what | 
has been said by my colleagues, (Messrs. Smeu | 


and Carncarr,} f do not wish to protract this de- 
bate. But being the only person now here from 
my State who was a member of the Congress which 
passed the general pre-emption bill, from the ope- 
rations of which these Miami lands were exempted, 


l cannot suffer the remarks which fell from the i 


honorable member from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] to 
go to the House without some reply. 

1 know that the reason why these lands were 
exempted from the operation of that bill was not, 
as suggested by that honorable gentleman, ‘the 
high values”? but that exemption was made at the 
augvestion of the then delegation from that State, 
under the impression that the benefits which the 
pre-emption gave, granted to the actual settlers, 
might be made to inure to the State. I doubted 
then, and Lam now convinced, that this policy of 
robbing the settlers of those lands for the benefit of 
the State at Mrge was wrong. The State has since 


ubundoned this idea, and now asks that the same ! 


justice which that law meted out to settlers on other 
publie lands, and which would then have been 
granted to the scttlers on these, had it not been for 
her own error, as I then and now conceive it to 
have been, may soon be extended to the settlers 
on this Miami reserve. ‘These settlers are as good 
and meritorious citizens as any other of that worthy 
class of men, who have invariably pioneered our 
cople into the heart of the western wilderness; and 
am persuaded that their claim to justice is only 
to be fairly stated, in order to secure a favorable 
response from the members of this House. 

‘The only thing wrong in this bill is, that the 
minimum price of these lands is raised from the 
usual onc dollar and twenty-five cents to two dol- 
lars. But this difference these settlers can and will 


submit to, not because these lands are more valu- | 


able than thousands of other tracts of land in the 


other western States which have beon pre-empted, | 


but because they cost the Government considerably 
more than the average price of public lands; and 
because the hardships of the frontier life are not 


so severely felt bere as in other places more dis- | 


tant from the neighborhood of white settlements, 
One word as to the great value which some gen- 
tlemen seem to attach to these lands. There are 
on this reserve some choice tracts of land, (but 
not more so than in other portions of the State;) 
but taken as a whole, Ido not believe that if this 
tract of country was put up at auction and knocked 


down to the highest bidder to-morrow, that it. 


would average two dollars per acre. It then re- 
solves itself into this simple question: whether 


! which call for the deliberation of the House, move. 
|, for the previous question. 


ji 


| On the intimation of Mr. Davis that he desired 
‘to submit some other remarks, Mr. Kennepy 
| withdrew his call for the previous question. 

i Mr. G. DAVIS replied bricfly to some of these 
j: remarks, vindicating the course he had taken, and 
i justifying his opposition to the bill. 

‘ Mr. PETTITT made a strong appeal to the 
| House in favor of the bill. He expressed surprise 
‘that opposition to it should come from a member 


| who was himself the Representative of an agricul- 
‘tural interest; and declared that he never would 
|! consent to see that interest made secondary, or 
i subservient to any other, be that other what it 
might. 

The previous question was then demanded and 


1i 

H 

| 

H A : 

į seconded. And the main question was ordered, 
i 

| 

| 

i 


and, being taken, the bill was ordered to a third 
reading now. 

i} And having been read a third time, and the ques- 
ii tion being on tbe final passage, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
ii taken, were yeas 95, nays 46. 

| So the bill was passed. 


Mr. RELFE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to provide for the sale of the 
mineral lands south of Lake Superior, in the State 
of Michigan and Territory of Wisconsin, accom- 
| panied by a report in writing; which bill was read , 
wiec und comm iied; A map accompanying the 
bil was by the Clerk committed. 


| Mr. A. JOLINSON, on leave given, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, and, on 
molion of Mr. Facog Tompson, was laid on the 
| table. 


Whereas, the permanency of a Democratie form of Gov- 
ermnent depends, to a very great extent, upon the perfect 
equality of the citizens und the respectability of labor and 
the laborer, in all classes, and no distinction ought to be 
recognised in theory or practice in a pure Democracy, ex- 
eept that which may be brought about by high moral worth 
| and superior intelectual attainments: And whereas, most 
| if not all the States composing this Confederacy have eflect- 
| ed prison-houses, commonly called penitentiaries, and have 
| passert criminal codes punishing all offences, with few ex- 
| ceptions, at hard labor and confinement in said prison- 
houses or penitentiaries: And whereas, the various branches 
of mechanism have been introduced, and to a very great ex- 
tent Gontined to said prison-houses or penitentiaries ; and 
the convicts, from the new beginner in crime, who has com- 
mitted petit larceny, to the old, hardened, incorrigible offend- 
er, who has committed the foulest and most diabolical of- 
fences enumerated in the black catalogue of crime, are em- 
ployed at the different branches of meehanism, which, by 
association, has a direct tendency to degrade labor, and, in 
therame ratio, to lower the mechanical portion of the com- 
munity in public estimation generally: And whereas, the 
erection of penitentiaries by the several States composing 
this Union, is nothing more nor less than setting up so many 
workshops, filled with all the vile transgressors of good order. 
aud law, who have been rendered infamous in consequence ` 
of having committed the most outrageous offences, and 
making them competitors of honest and industrious mechan- 
ies of the country, who are taxed for the purpose of erecting 
those prison-houses or penitentiaries, keeping them up, and 
supporiing the conviets: And whercas, the Federal Govern- 
ment has, of a more recent date, followed in the footsteps 
of the several States by the erection of a prison-house or 
| penitentiary in the District of Columbia, and lave employed 
the conviets confined in said penitentiary at the various 
branches of mechanism, and thereby enters the Jist as a 
competitor of the mechanics residing in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and extending its deleterious influence, in all prob- 
ability, far beyond its bounds : 

“Therefore, be it resolved by this House, That the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, in- 
stricted to inquire into the expediency and absolute neces- 
| sity of directing the employment of all the convicts now 
| confined in the penitentiary located in this District, 80 as to 
avoid all competition with the mechanics of the District of 
| Columbia. 

{| And be it further resolved, That said Committee inquire 
| into the propriety of abolishing the penitentiary system alto- 
i gether in the District of Columbia, and instituting some 
A other mode of punishment for ali the violators of good order 
| and law; and that said Committee report to this House at 
j the earliest practicable period the result of their investiga- 
i tions. 


Mr. ALEXANDER D. SIMS, from the Com- 
| mittee on the District of Columbia, reported a bill 
| to incorporate the gas company of the city of 
4 Washington, in the District of Columbia, accom- 
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panied by a report in writing; which bill was read | 
twice and committed. 

Mr. RATHBUN, by leave, presented: a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of New York, 
on the subject of the militia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Militia. : 

Also, a resolution of the same Legislature, upon 
the subject of pilotage; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. i 


Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the improvement of Pennsylvania | 
avenue and four-and-a-half street; which bill was 
read twice and committed. i; 


Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Revo- |: 


lutionary Claims, made a report upon the ease of | 


Elizabeth Convers, widow of Josiah Convers, ac- 4 
companied by a bill for her relief; which bill was !! 
twice read and committed. | 


Mr. H., from the same committee, made an ad- 


verse report upon the case of the heirs of Lewis | 
Whiting and of Nathan Beard; whieh reports |: 


were laid upon the table. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported bills of the following titles, 
viz: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of William Dickson, deceased: 


panied by a report in each case; which bills were 
read twice and committed. 

On motion of Mr, ALBERT SMITH, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of the | 
pennon of William More, of Minois, and that it be | 
aid upon the table. 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Indian Af- | 


i 
i 


fairs, made a report upon the petition of George B. |} 


Russell and others, accompanied by a bil for their 
relief; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of George Robin- 
son, administrator of George M, Lovender, deceas- 
ed; which report was laid upon the table. 

‘Mr, CATHCART, from the Committeé on Tn: 
dian Affairs, reported bills of the following: tides, 
viz: 


1 
H 
H 
I 


i sions he discharged from the consideration of the 


: the table, 


l : : committed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill for the relief of Charles Chappell; accom- |; 


į mittee on Roads and Canals, to whom was refer- 


A. bill to confirm the sale of certain reservations; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Joseph E. Primenu and Thomas J. Chapman; ae- | 
companied by a report in the last-mentioned case; | 
which bills were read twice and committed. j 

Mr. J. B. HUNT, from the Committee on Pub- | 
lic Lands, made a report upon the petition of Julius | 
Elder and sons, accompanied by a bill for their re- | 
tief; which bill was read twice and committed, 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, made an | 
unfavorable report upon the petition of Gustaye De 
Neven; which report was laid apon the table. l 

Mr. JOSEPH MORRIS, from the Committee li 
on Public Lands, re H 
titles, viz: i 

A bill in relation to Wyandot Innds in the State | 
of Ohio; 

A. bill for the relief of Thomas Scott, register of 
the land office at Chillicothe, Ohio, for services con- | 
nected with the duties of his office; accompanied 
by a report in each case; which billy were read 
twice, and committed, t 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, ordered that the || 
committee on Public Lands be discharged from 
the consideration of the petition of the Protestant | 
University of the United States, and thatit be laid | 
upon the table. 

_ Mr. ATKINSON offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was read, considered, and agreed toy | 
viz: 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
Instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- 
pealing so much of the act entitled “ An actrelatine 
to certain collection districts, and for other pur- 
poses, approved June 15, 1844,” as discontinues 
the port of delivery at South Quay, in Virginia, 
and that they have leave to report by bill or other- 
wise. 


Mr. JOHN QUINCY ADAMS, on leave, of- | 
fered the following resolution, which was acrced i 
to, viz: E BE 

Resolved, That the President of the United State 
be requested. to` inform this House whether 


ported hills of the following | 


i ent session; and that the door-keeper be allowed 
: to employ one additional fireman from the com- 


soldier or soldiers in the army of the United States | 
have been shot for desertion, or in the act of de- 
erting; and if so, by whose order, and under what 
uthority. © me 
Mr. L E. HOLMES offered the following res- 
lution; whieh was agreed to, viz: $ 
Resolved, That the President be requested to coms | 
municate to this House the correspondence between 
Commander G. J. Pendergrast and the Govern- 
ments on the Rio de la Plata and the foreign naval | 
commanders and the United States Minister at | 
Buenos Ayres and the Navy Department, whilst i 
or since said Pendergrast was in ‘command of the } 
United States ship Boston on the Rio de la Plata, | 
touching said service. 
On motion of Mr. BRODFIEAD, ! 
Ordered, That the Committec on Revolutionary | 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of | 
the petition of Jerusha Smith, and that she have | 
leave to withdraw her petition. 


On motion of Mr. GOODYEAR, : 
Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


petition of Peter Ambler, and that it be laid upon 


| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
f 
On motion of Mr. P. KING, | 
Ordered, That the petition of David Todd he re- | 
Mr. D. P. KING, from the Committee on Ac- | 
counts, reported the following resolution; which | 
was agreed to, viz: < 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be au- | 
thorised to employ a competent person, fór atime | 
not exceeding two months, at $3 per day, to ar- 
range and restore to the files the mass of valuable 
original papers which wers withdrawn when the 
American State papers were compiled by order of 
Congress. 


Mr. R. SMITH, from the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, made the following report: The Com- 


i 
i 
| 
i 
! 
| 
{ 
| 


red a bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines und Rock River. Rapids, 
in the Mississippi. river;also a large numberof 
memorials: numérously signed’ by the: citizens ‘of. 
Illinois and the Territories of Iowa and Wisconsin, 
praying an appropriation for thé same object, have 
Instructed me to report the bill back to the House, 
and move its reference to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and that the bill | 
be printed. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Accounts, | 
reported the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be au- | 
thorized to pay John P. Raub and C. Cole, labor- : 
ers in the employment of the House, the sum of 
fifty cents per day cach, in addition to their pres- |! 
ent pay of $1 50 per day, in consideration of the 
additional labor performed by them, and that the 
same be paid from the commencement of the pres- 


mencement of the session at the rate of $2 per day, 
(said additional fireman having been allowed by 
the Committee of Accounts of the last session.) 


j3 
t 

| 
fy i 
Which was agreed to. l 
! 


i 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- ! 


mittee of Claims, made adverse reports upon the. || 
petitions of Peter Rambo, of Elijah Rose, of John | 
Rudolph, of the President and Directors of the | 
Tredegar Iron Company of Virginia, and of eiti- |! 
zens of New Bedford, in the State of Massachu- f 
setts, praying that a fine imposed upon Captain || 

; which reports | 


Jonathan Walker may be refunded 
were laid upon the table. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on the | 
Library, to which was referred the memorial of | 
sundry artists relative to the purchase of the por- 
traits of the first five Presidents of the United | 
States, reported a joint resolution relative to the 
portraits of the first five Presidents; which resolu- | 
tion was read twice, and committed. ; 


On motion of Mr. McCLEAN, 
Resolved, That the 


at law of Thomas Anman, be taken from the table, i 
and referred back to the Committee on Revolu- j 
tionary Claims. ' | 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, made adverse reports upon the petitions of i| 


any |' Captain David S. Rogers, and of the Police J ury ii 


of Avoyclles Parish, Louis ana, for the survey and 
examination of a. route for a: road-from the Red 
River to the Sabine; which reports were laid upon 
the-table. one E Sa 
In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. ROBERT 


| SMITH asked, obtained leave, and’ introduced a 


bill to provide for the publication of the laws of the 


il United States in the several States and Territo- 


ries, and for other purposes; which bill was read 
twice, and committed. 4 


On motion of Mr. STARKWEATHER; 

Ordered, That the Committee of Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 
petitions of Sherman’ Pierce, Josephine Nourse, 
and Fanny Fowler, and that they be‘laid upon the 
table. ‘ ; 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH offered ‘the follow- 
ing resolution, which was read, considered, and 
agreed to, as follows, viz? ; 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Naval Affairs 


| be instructed to inquire and report the amount, and 


location, and probable value of lands reserved. for 
naval purposes-on account of its supposed valuable 
timber; and whether any, and what amount. of 
timber has been procured: from ‘said lands for the 
use of the navy, and at what cost; and the compar- 
ative economy of naval timber procured by the 
Government from its own lands, and from private 
contractors; and to report generally whether it 
would not be expedient to, throw open all lands so 
reserved to sale, entry, and presmption, as other 
lands; and ‘specially as to such reservations in 
Florida, 

Mr. HOUGH, from the Committee on, the Post 
Office and Post Roads, made an adverse report upon 
the case of Dunning R. McNair; which report was 
laid upon the table. : 

Mr. St. JOHN, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of the heirs of Moses Cooke; which report 
was laid upon the table. Ka 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Committee 
on Indian. Affairs, reported. the following resolution; 


which was agreed. tor”. 3 
‘Resolved, That copy of the report's agent 
of the Cherokees,.and copiéwof letters of Generals 


Gaines and Arbuckle in relation to. Cherokee diffi- 
culties, lately communicated to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, be printed. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH gave notice ofa mo 
tion for leave to introduce a joint resolution con- 
cerning the survey of certain lands in West Florida. 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, at 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition 
of the officers and troops of the United States at 
Fort Columbus, New York harbor, for the erection 
of a building at Fort Columbus, and that they be 
laid upon the table. 


Mr. STANTON, from the Committec on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the construction of float- 


jing dry-docks at Philadelphia and Pensacola, ac- 


companied by a report in writing; which bill was 
read twice and committed. 


Mr. MACLAY, from the Committee oh Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of the 
legal. representatives of James H. Clarke, reported 
a bill for their relief; which bill was-read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. MACLAY, from the same committee, re- 
ported bilis of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of the officers and crew of the 
United States steam frigate Missouri; 

A bill for the relief of the forward officers of the 
late exploring expedition ; Ne oe 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
test the utility of Dr. Earle’s process for the pres- 
ervation of canvass.and cordage, accompanied by 
a report in each case; which bills were read twice, 
and committed. a eae 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Susan Brum, 
accompanied by a report in writing; which bill was 
read twice, and committed, © 7 > ne 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, ©; 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary. 
Pensions be discharged. from the consideration of 
the petitions of William Fowles, William Gavet, 
and legal representatives of Edward Dyer,-and that 
they be laid upo the table. 0000 Bi 

On motion of Mr.. 


BRODHEAD, = = 
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Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of ‘the’ Union be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration’ of Senate’ Dill for the relief of 
George Wentling; and the said bill was left on the 
Speaker’s tablée oi = ' PEN 


Mr. SEAMAN; from the Committee on Revo: | 


lutionary, Claims, reported a bill, for the relief of 
Anna Griffin; whieh bill was read twice, and com- 
mitted. =i, ea 


On motion of Mr. SEAMAN, 

Ordered; That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition. of Mary Feathers, and that it be laid 
upon the table: 


DEFICIENCIES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr: McKAY, the House then re- 
Solved itself into Committee of: the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill to-supply deficiencies in certain ap- 
propriations for the current year, which had been 
returned from the Senate with sundry amendments, 

Mr. McKAY briefly explained the several 
amendments to the bill. f 

The first (he said) was for increasing the appro- 


priation for. the contingent expenses of the Senate | 


from $67,500.to $77,500. This was a very large 
deficiency, but that body of course had the man- 
agement of its own contingent fund, and thought 
the amount nécessary. In addition, the expenses 
had already béen-incurred. The committee therc- 
fore recommended a concurrence. 

The next was $11,000, to supply a deficiency in 
the fund for the expenditures of the penitentiary 
in the District of Golurabie: The committee of 
the House determined at first that no appropria- 
tion should be made until an examination was 
made of the concerns of the institution. That sub- 
ect had been turned over to the. Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and they were now engaged 
in that examination. This amendment provided 
only for expenses already incurred. ‘The commit- 
tee, therefore, had concluded to recommend a con- 
currence. 

The next amendment was of $100,000 to exc- 
cute an arrangement made between this Govern- 
ment and Great Britain for the refunding of certain 
duties improperly levied. 
tion, he referred to House document No. 169, 
(from which he read an extract.) The counter 
claim of the same kind which our Government 
was entitled to receive from Great Britain was 
about $300,000. ‘ 

' The next, provided for the payment of a sum of 
money alleged to be due to Dr. Jones, for services 
as member of a board of examiners to experiment 
upon certain inyentions to prevent the explosion 
of steam boilers, under act of Congress. (Mr. 
McK. read from the act.) Under the authority of 


this.act, the Secretary organized a board consisting |} 


of three persons, of whom Dr. Jones was one. 
That board commenced the performance of their 
duty, and while engaged, this $6,000 became ex- 
hausted.’ The examination was incomplete, and 
they were told: by the Secretary of the Navy that 
they might go on with their labors, and rely for 
further compensation on appropriation hy Con- 
gress. They did so, and the result of that exam- 
ination was communicated to Congress and printed. 

Mr. RATHBUN, (in his seat.) And it is good 
for nothing. 


Some further conversation on this item. ensued | 
between Mr. TIBBATTS and Mr. McKAY, in į 


which it was stated that this appropriation had been 
once refused by a vote of the House, and been re- 
ported against by the Committee on Commerce. 
The Committee of Ways and Means now recom- 
mend a disagreement. . or 

‘With reference to the amendment appropriating 
$16,000 for arrears of legislative expenses of Flor- 
ida while a Territory, Mr. McK AY caused to be 
read extracts from two laws of the year 1842 on 
the subject, expressly declaring that no legislative 
session should commence until an appropriation 
was made for meeting its expenses, and that it 
should not be so continued as that its expenses 
should exceed the appropriation.” Mr. McK., in- 
dividually, was of the opinion, under these laws, 
that this appropriation should not be made.. But 
in case the committee thought otherwise, he should 
move an amendment to reduce the amount from 
$16,000 to. $10,000, which he referred to some of 
the details of the case to show was sufficient. 


For detailed informa- | 


i out the country, the rations for sick sailors, &c., 


Mr. D. P. KING inquired of Mr. McK. if any 
provision of this bil was intended to meet the de- 
ficiency in the marine hospital fund? 

Mr. McK AY replied in the negative. 

_ Mr. KING. 
to year to make ah’appropriation for this object? 

Mr. McKAY.. In the civil and diplomatic bill. 
Not in this bill. 
ciences for the present year. 

Mr. KING gave notice of an amendment to ap- 
propriate for the deficiency in the funds of the 
several marine hospitals, $25,000. I 

Mr. DROMGOOLE made a brief explanation | 
of the amendment of the Senate, appropriating for | 
compensation for services of Dr. Jones. He had ! 
presented the memorial of Dr. J., but had been | 


prevented from saying anything upon it when this | 


ill was under consideration in committee orin the | 


House. The particular act under which this board | 
was organized was not of August, 1842, but of | 


May, 1843. Mr. D. caused to be read the fifth sec- !' 
tion, in which, he said, the Secretary of the Navy ii 


was positively enjoined to constitute this board. į 
Under that authority and requirement he had ap- 


able and scientific report which he held in his 
hand, written by Dr. Jones himself. He had not 


but only for actual serviec. And the question 


was, whether, after he had performed that duty, |! 


(and thus had been deprived of other profitable |i 


employment,) and the Government had reccived || 


the benefit of it, they were willing to pay for it? |) 
It was to be borne in mind, that, at the time the | 
fund was exhausted, they might have received pay |: 
for their services up to that timc, and have gone ij 
no further, thus benefiting the Government in no || 
degree; but they were authorized by the Secre- i! 
tary of the Navy to continue their investigations, || 
relying on future appropriations. As a matter of j! 
equity and justice, he urged the appropriation; |! 
and he trusted that the friendship he entertained 
for Dr. Jones—a friendship first formed when that 
gentleman was connected with that ancient insti- | 
tution, William and Mary’s College—would beji 
no disparagement to a claim which, on its own |i 
merits, was entitled to receive the support of the į; 
Elouse. 

Mr. BROCK ENBROUGIEL rose to. speak to the j! 
amendment relative to arrears of legislative ex- 
penses in Florida, but his remarks were decided 
out of order at present. 

The question was announced to be first upon con- 
curring in the amendment of the Senate, increasing 
from $67,500 to $77,500 the appropriation for defi- 


ciency in the contingent fund of the Senate. | 


Mr. KING moved his amendment to this amend- 
ment, to appropriate $25,000 for deficiency in ma- | 
rine hospital fund. 

Mr. i. explained that the usual appropriation to 
defray the annual expenses of this fund had not 
been made at the last session of Congress. Of 


as it not been usual from year |! 


This is a bill to supply defi- |! 


‘ i! 
pointed Dr. Jones and others, who had conducted |) 

Aloe $ | 
the examination, the result of which was the very |} 


i 
l 


charged from the time the board was constituted, |i 


tained. 


i that broad shield-of democratic. protection which 
! was so frequently vaunted of concerning all. This 
fund had fallen so short, that several of our.citizens 
i had come forward, and advanced -their maney. to 


| the Government, trusting the Government for the 
i 


purpose of protecting the poor sailors from the gross 
i frauds practised on them, in obliging them to pay 
| monthly stipends. He referred to the information 
i he had received at Charleston hospital, where, in 
| consequence of the failure of this fund, the officers 
“were obliged to say to Jack Tur, when, disabled 
| from service, he came there to find a comfortable 
i retreat, that they could not take him in, as the ap- 
propriation was exhausted. Under these circum- 
stances, he had advised the mayor of the city, that 
an advance of the money should be made by the 
city authorities, and that they should rely on the 
justice of the Government for a future appropria- 
tion, They had advanced the money; and the con- 
sequence was, that at the sickly season of the year, 
many had been taken care of by the local authori- 
' ties, who would have been thrownron the cold chari- 
‘ty of the world by the kind, very distinguished, 
very vaunted liberalists, of the General Govern- 
i ment. : 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Kine, and on two counts no quorum voted. 

Mr. McK AY appealed to Mr. Kine to withdraw 
his amendment, and allow the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill to come up before this matter 
was pressad; No application had been made from 
the department to the Committee of Ways and 
Means for this appropriation. ‘There had been 
one for an appropriation for the next year, which 
was provided for in the general appropriation bill. 
How could the gentleman from Massachusetts un- 
dertake to say that precisely the amount of $25,000 


i: was pate ? 


Mr. KING replicd that was the usual annual 
appropriato. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr, THOM- 
ASSON and Mr. MeKAY, in which the latter gen- 
teman stated that an appropriation for the continu- 
ation and erection of marine hospitals was contained 
in the general bill, and the former expressed the 
‘hope that it would be acted on without delay, and 
ina more specific manner than at the last. year, 
when $25,000 each had been appropriated for hos- 
pitals at Louisville, Cleaveland, Ohio, Pittsburg, 
and Cumberland, which, by the construction of the 


|! Secretary, had been limited to $25,000 for all; the 


consequence of which was, that the hospital at Lou- 
isville as well as the others had been commenced, 
and, carried but a little way, had been stopped for 
| want of funds, and the work was now going to 
ceay. : 
Mr. SEABORN JONES and Mr. ADAMS re- 
| spectively objected to debate or any proceeding, on 


course the expenditures for these hospitals through- 


had been very much reduced, and great distress and 
embarrassment had been the result. He hoped that 
the usual appropriation, which was due in justice, į 
would be made. i 
Mr. McKAY raised the point of order against 
this amendment that it was irrelevant to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, (for contingent expenses,) to | 
which it was offered. 
He also objected to it on the ground that its ne- | 
cessity was not shown, no call having been made | 
from the Department for it, and it being casy to 
provide for it in thé civil and diplomatie bill, which 
was yet ta be passed. . 
Mr. RHETT spoke on the question of order į 
against the propriety of admitting the amendment., 
Mr. ATKINSON advocated the rmendment, and 
urged the importance, as a matter of justice as well 
as mercy, of making the appropriation, referring to 
the embarrassments and distresses occasioned at 
the hospital at Norfolk by the failure to make it: 
After a word or two by Mr. Daxraco— -= 
The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
deciding the amendment in order. i 
Mr. L.E. HOLMES had had some doubt whether 
the amendment to the amendment could be received; 
but with that respect he ever entertained for the 
Chair, he cheerfully concurred in its decision; and 
he urged that if it could be brought in in order, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 


1 
i 
H 
t 
| 


| account of the absence of a quorum, 

Mr. A. moved that the committee rise, 

The question being taken, the vote stoo! 
6, noes 65; no quorum voting. _ 

The committee rose, and reported that fact to 
the House. 
„Mr. PRICE moved a call of the House; on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn: 
: rejected—yeas 16, nays 110. 

A quorum having voted, 

The committee resumed its session. i 

The question was again taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Kine, and the vote stood—ayes 53, noes 56 
—no quorum still. 

The committee again rose and reported the fact. 

Mr. McKAY moved a call of the House; which 
was ordered. 

The roll having been called, 124 members were 
; ascertained to be in attendance. 
Mr. HERRICK inquired for information wheth- 
l er, in case the call was carried out, and fines were 
levied, they were paid: by the members fined or by 
the contingent fund? 

: The SPEAKER replied that they were generally 
paid from the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. H. moved, then, to dispense with further 
proceedings in the call: negatived. : 

The- hist of absentees was called, and 134 mem- 
{ hers were found in attendance, 
Mr. PRICE moved to suspend further proceed- 


d—ay es 


ings in the call: carried—ayes 92, 
quorum voting. : 
And, on motion, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate conimittecs: 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Mil- 


waukie, asking that their city charter may be affirmed by 
Congress. 

By Mr. TRUMBO: The petition and other papers of Mat- 
thew Grey, of Clarke county, Kentucky, praying compen- 
sation for services in the kest war: referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

By Mr. CHASE: The petition of Samuel Graves, of Ten- 
nessec, praying Congress to grant him a pension: referred 
to Me Commitee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BE. B. HOLMES: Certain resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York, touching the due regula- 
tion by law of the pilots and pilotage of the ports of this 
Union. 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: The petition of Jolu Gam- 


ble, of the State of Florida: referred to the Committee of 


Claims. 
By Mr. ARNOLD: The petition of citizens of Rhode 
Island, for a revenue boat between Wickford and Point 


merce. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Louis V. B and 
61 other citizens of Missouri, praying for the enlargement 
of the provisions of the act of 1836, confirming titles to 


tands under Spanish and French claims in Upper Louisiana, 
so as to direct that the serip authorized to be issued in the 
case of a float, where the lands had been before sold by the 
Government of the United tes, should be issued to the 
actual claimant at the time of ring the same-—the actual 
ownership of the same to be ascertained in such manner as 
Congress may direct: referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

By Mr. DODGE: The petition from tie citizens of Clay- 
ton county, asking the establishment of a mail-route from 
Jackson via Monona, to Prairie du Chien: referred to the 
Comnnittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also three 
petitions numerous med by citizens of Lowa Territory, 
praying for the establishment of a post-route from Farming- 
ton via Bonaparte to Keosauqua: sred to the same com- 
mittee. Also, a petition from citizens of Towa, praying the 
establishment ot a mail-route from Keokuk via “ Prairie 
House,” Franklin, West Point, Salem, Glasgow, and Fair- 
field, to Towa city. Also, another asking a mail-route from 
Keokuk via « Prairie House,?? Primrose, Winchester, Bir- 
mingham, Fairfield, Agency city, Ottumwa, and Oskaloosa, 
to Fort Des Moines. Four petitions from citizens of Henry 
con, praying an approprigtion for the improvement of the 
Dex Moines and Rock River Rapids, in the Mississippi river: 
‘yefbrred to the Committee ön Roads ind Canals, ‘Ai igo three 
‘petitions from citizens of Lee county, praying the same ap- 
propriation : referred to the same committee. Also, a peti- 
tion from citizens of Wapello county, for the same object: 
referred to the sane committee. Also, a petition from Du- 
buque county, for the sume purpose: referred to the same 
committee. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 5, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, in an- 
swer to a resolution of the Senate, in relation to 
certain land claims entered in the name of John 
Rice Jones; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The PRESIDENT also presented the petition 
of John S. Smith, a soldier of the Jate war, pray- 
ing to be allowed arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the 
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, asking for some 
legislation to prevent the introduction of infectious 
diseases by vessels landing emigrants at our ports; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
“merce. 

Mr. CORWIWN asked permission to withdraw 

from the files of the Senate the petition and papers 
of John F. Moore; which was granted. 
r Mr. DAVIS presented petitions from ship own- 
ers and masters of Newburyport, Salem, and New 
Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts; and of 68 
ship owners and masters of Nantucket, Massachu- 
setis, praying that the pilot laws of 1837 may not 
be repealed; which several petitions were laid upon 
the table. 


Mr. WESTCOTT presented a memorial of citi- | 


zens of Florida, in relation to the introduction and 
cultivation of tropical plants into that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

_ Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, being objected to, lies over one day 
under the rule: 


Resolved, That, after this day, the regular hour | 


to which the Senate shall stand adjourncd, shall 
be eleven A. M., until otherwise ordered. 


| Pensions, upon the petition of Ruth Frye; which 


Judith light-house: referred to the Committee on Com- ji report was concurred in. 


! publie domain: Therefore, 


| the Unitel States of America in Oongress assembled, That the 


| such cases of suspension, and to order and finally adjudge 
accordingly. 


diciary, to whom was referred the subject of in- 
quiring into the expediency of extending the ju- 
risdiction of the United States district courts over 
all the lakes and navigable waters of the United 
States, reported a bill to amend an act entitled 
«An act extending the jurisdiction of the district 
courts to certain cases upon the lakes and nav- 
igable waters connecting the same, approved Feb- 
ruary 26, 1845; which was read, and passed to 
the second reading. i 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of Moses 
Meeker, and asked ‘to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
moved that said committee be discharged from the 
farther consideration of the petition of Willliam 
B. Bend; which motion was agreed to. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Pensions, upon the petition of Sa- 
rah Little; which report was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Finance, upon the petition of Jacob D. Clark; 
which report was concurred in. 


The “ Bill for the relief of John P. Skinner, and 
the legal representatives of Isaac Greene,” was 
read a third time and passed. 


SETTLEMENT OF PRE-EMPTION CLAIMS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the 
prior orders of the day be postponed, and that the 
Senate resume the consideration of the bill pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended pre- 
emption land claims in the several States and Ter- 
ritorics, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON objected to taking up the 
bill at the present time, as the Senate was very 
thin, and the bill a very important one. 

Mr. ATCHISON remarked that, though of no 
great importance to the Government, the bill was 
of vast importance to the individual claimants, and 
he hoped the matter would be disposed of as speed- 
ilyas possibles i i ge oy ee E a a 

Mr. BREESE hoped that the Senator. would 
withdraw his objection, and allow the. bill to be 
discussed. P 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was perfectly willing that 
the bill should be taken up, if its friends desired. 

Mr. ASHLEY did not perecive any great neces- 
sity for pressing the bill. Lis State was as much 
interested in itas any other, but he had no desire 
to sce action on it precipitated. Information had 
been asked relative to the bill, and he was willing 
to afford time for a satisfactory response. 

After some further conversation it was agreed to 
take up the bill. ; 

The Senate then proceeded, ás in committee of 
the whole, to the consideration ofthe bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked for a read- 
ing of the bill. < 

The bill was accordingly read, as follows: 

A BILL providing for the adjustment of all suspended pre- 
emption land claims in the several States and Territories. 
Whereas there exists a vast mimber of suspended entries 

in the several States and Territorics in which the public 

lands are situated, upon which patents cannot issue under 
existing legislation, and which are aceumujating from your 
to year to such an extent as to produce great inconvenience 
to the public, as well as to the gencral operations of the 

General Land Office: 

And whereas it is necessary and proper that all persons 
justly and equitably entitled to patents should receive them, 


and that all unjust and fraudulent entries should be can- 
celled, and the land revert again and become a part of the | 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 


Seeretary of the Treasury, the Attorney General, and the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and they are 
hereby, constituted a board of commissioners, to examine 
and determine, upon principles of equity and justice, all 


Seo. 2 And be it further enacted, That the said board 
shall arrange their decisions into two classes: the first class 
to embrace all such eases of equity as may be finally con- 
firmed by the board aforesaid; and the second class to 
mimre all such cases as the board reject and decide to be 
invatid. 

SEC. 3. And be it further enacted, That for all lands cov- 
ered by entries or sales, which are placed in the first class 
patents shall issue to the claimants; and all lands embraced 
by entries or sales placed in the second class, shall ipso facto 
revert to, and become part of, the public domain. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall and may 
be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to order into imarket, after due notice, without the formality | 


pened pursuant to the directions of the Commissioner afore- 
Bi . A $ q 

Mr. YULEE then rose and said, that inasmuch 
as objections to the-bill had been made yesterda 
by several Senators, he had prepared himself wit 
some facts to which he invited the attention of the 
Senate. The subject was referred to in the report 
of the Commissioner of the Land Office, an extract 
from which he would desire the Secretary to read: 

«Cases of suspension for various causes exist ‘in all the 
States and Territories in which the public lands are situated. 
These have been accumulating since the commencement of 
the present public land system, and give rise at the present 
time toan amount of correspondence very embarrassing to 
the operations of the office. In many instances patents are 
withheld from claimants for causes wholly irremovable un- 
der existing legislation: and yet, on principles of substantial 
justice, the purchasers are entitled to their patents. As it is 
utterly impracticable to provide by law for each particular 
case, and as it is necessary that these suspensions, whick 
are increasing from. yerr to year, be finally disposed of, I 
would suggest that the Secretary of the Treasury, the Attor- 
ney General; and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office be authorized by kaw to act together as a board, ang 
examine and determiné all cases of suspension upon princi- 
ples of equity and justice. In this way, honest and bona fide 
purchasers will be able to obtain their patents, and claims 
that are unjust and inequitable canbe finally rejected. Some 
measure of this kind is indispensable to relieve this office 
from embarrassment, and. remove the doubt and uncertainty 
which hang over the titles of some of our citizens to the very 
farms on which they have resided for years.” 

There were, (Mr. Y. went on to say,) in all, five 
thousand -cases of suspended claims, which could 
not be disposed of until there was some legislation 
on the subject. In reference to that legislation, and 
in order to enable the Senate to judge of the nature 
of the cases suspended, he had obtained from. the 
department one or two cases of each description as 
illustrations of the nature of the evil, in oiler that 
the Senate might be the better advised as to the 
character of the appropriate remedy. He would 
first adduce a case of suspended pre-emption in the 
State of Missouri: A : nas 

‘t Zachariah Poor. entered, under the act of 19th 
* June, 1834; the SE. fr..q 4 E St 
* Louis dist., showing that all tlie acts necessary 
“under that law: were performed by him, to give a 
‘right of pre-emption, but the land was ‘reserved 
t for the satisfaction of a private claim at the date 
tof the law. At the time of the entry, the private 
‘claim had been located, and that portion of the 
‘ original reservation was no longer necessary for 
‘ the private claim; but, having been reserved at the 
t date of the pre-emption law, its privileges did not 
“embrace said Jand.’’ . 

That was one case. The case of Williamson 
(acted on at the present session) would afford an- 
other and similar illustration. Mr. Y. then ad- 
duced several other cases—in one of them the sus- 
pension having existed for fifteen years—and then 
went on to say that-these illustrations would show 
to the Senate that legislation was necessary. He 
had been furnished, in a letter from the Land Of- 
fice, with the causes of suspension. The following 
‘was a summary of these causes: 

Where the entry was allowed without affidavit 
at the proper time. : : 

Where the affidavit was not exactly formal. _ 

Where the entry was allowed before the plat was 
returned, &c. j 

Private entries suspended— 

For defects’ in the plats at the time of entry. 

For defects in description. : 

For irregularity on the part of the register. 

_For reservations of the land. : : 

For the entry of a forty-acre ‘tract without affi- 
davit, ete. : 

He had inquired into these particular causes, 
with a view of meeting a suggestion of the Senator 


| from South Carolina, [Mr, Catnoun,] now sitting 


on the other side of the chamber, and ‘would now 
state them to him if he would favor him with his 
attention; he would state the result of his inquiries. 
It would be seen that the grounds for. suspeiision 
were various, but that. in each case there was an 


|| illegality inthe proceedings. ‘There were only two 


modes of reaching the matter. Congress. must 
either legislate on each special: case, or delegate 
power of decision to. some other tribunal. The 
easiest mode was that proposed by the bill. The 
object of the bill was the exercise of an equitable 
power. - It was not proposed to decide cases of 
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disputed title between individuals: The cases had 
been kept open, and'no decisions made, because 
these decisions would have beech adverse. to ‘the 
claimants. It seemed. to him. that, although it 


might please the Senate to modify the bill, yet-it | 


must be acknowledged: that some legislation was: 
necessary to: settiethese claims on principles ‘of 
equity... He was- in favor of Congress: retaining 
an advisory power. 
i Mr. HUNTINGTON was desirous yesterday 
for longer ‘time’ fór consideration of the bill; but 
had not objected to-day, as its friends wished it to 
be taken up." He was perfectly convinced that 
some legislation was necessary: The question was 
as to the best mode of adjudication.. It would be 
well to recollect-that the pre-emption law contained 
provisions for the. benefit of the Government as 
well as that of the settlers. Patents had been re- 
fused in thousands of cases. Did the bill make 
suitable provision for the sécurity of the Govern- 
ment? Hewished the Senate to understand that 
every suspended claim, no matter for what cause 
suspended, could-be decided by this board finally, 
not only as between the Government and the 
claimant, but as between contesting claimants. 
The board would have a right to decide on the 
validity of the patents, no matter whether the law 
had been complied with or not. . Here were 5,000 
cases of suspension, over which the bill gives to 
this board an absolute power. “Now, was it pru- 
elent—accordant with usage—to create such a 
board for such a purpose? That was the question, 
Congress would have no control over the board; 
its decision would be final. Was that consistent 
with the analogy- of the operation of the laws? 
He was not willing to commence the practice of 
giving any board conclusive jurisdiction. It was 
paray easy to have an examination of the case 
oy the proper legal officers. He repeated, that 
the bill proceeded on the supposition that every 
case was to be decided on principles of equity, and 
insisted that they should do as in all other cases. 
Let the claimant come to Congress, and ifthe claim 
was just it would be allowed. There was no ne- 
cessity for much delay. With that view, and for 
the purpose of testing the question whether such a 
board should be constituted, he would move the 
following amendment: 

[Not being able to procure a copy of the amend- 
ment, we give the substance, which is as follows:] 

“ Strike out the preamble, and all. of the bil 
after the. enacting clause, and insert a substitute 
providing that the Commissioner of the General 

and Office should: inquire into and report the 
reasons why existing pre-emption claims were 
suspended, together with his opinion and the rea- 
sons therefor; as: to what individual claims should 
be allowed, and which should be rejected; thus 
leaving Congress to take final action in -the prem- 


ises,” : a 
Tt would be perceived that his object was to keep 
the final supervision in the hands of Congress. 
Mr. SPEIGHT always'listened to the Senator 
from Connecticut with great attention; but he 
would inquire of the Senator how long he sup- 
posed it would be before Congress would have 
passed on five thousand cases of suspended pre- 
emption claims? He was surprised to hear the 
question asked “how many claims are there?” 
That appeared to be the great bugbear in the case. 
Why, the more numerous the cases, the greater 
the necessity of. action, and speedy action. It 
seemed to be the desire of some that the Govern- 


ment should hold both the lands and the money. į 


He contended that if the poor settler whose claim 
was rejected got back only the money paid by him, 
the Government would be acting a part no more 
honorable than that of a common robber. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON could not tell the Senator 
who last spoke what length of time thë process of 
adjudication by Congress would take; but he did 
not regard that as a serious objection to the prin- 
ciple. He could not perceive how any difficulty 
would arise to impede the action of Congress on a 
report of these cases in which they would be clas- 
sified. If there were nothing in them properly to 
arrest the action of Congress, undoubtedly they 
would be at once passed upon. There were those 
who felt sufficient interest in the claims to make 
known any fraud if it existed. He could not see 
any difficulty in allowing Congress to act in these 


aN. SPEIGLIT. Ay, if Congress would act 
speedily. 


| such a pri 


_ Mr. HUNTINGTON could see no reason why 
it should not. 

Mr. SPEIGHT remarked, that the action of 
Congress had always heretofore been dilatory in 
cases of claims. — 

„Mr. HUNTINGTON inquired if Congress was 
dilatory in its action, was that any just reason to 
refuse a reference to it of cases which properly 
come under its jurisdiction? He presumed that 


Congréss would do its duty when the report came | 


before it. He objected to the bill on principle, and 
was confident that there was not an instance to be 


found on their statute-books in which such power | 
as that to be exercised under the bill had ever been | 


vested in any board. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, observed that all 
the difficulties in these cases had arisen from the 
ignorance or improper conduct of the officers ap- 


pointed by the Government for the purpose of | 
í 4 Congress had passed | 
at different periods laws giving pre-emption rights | 


deciding upon these claims. 


to certain settlers on the public lands. The com- 
missioners had been constituted as a court to re~ 
ceive the money and give a receipt, and the law had 
pointed out the mode of procedure; but when the 


returns were made to the General Land Office, it | 


was said that in these cases the proper formalities 


had not been observed, and therefore they remain- | 


ed suspended. Here the honorable Senator read 


from a report of the Land Office relative to the | 


claimants in the State of Louisiana, in order to 


show that the suspension arose, not from error on | 
the part of the claimants, for they had complied |} 


with the requisitions of the commissioners, but on 
account of some informality on the part of the 
court. He had introduced this subject to the Sen- 
ate two years ago, when a bill was passed by the 
Senate unanimously, but it could not 
the House; so, at the last session, a similar bill 
had passed the Senate, and did not go through the 
House. 
through both Flouses. He objected to further 
delay, and suggested that if this amendment were 
adopted, there would be little probability of getting 
any bill passed. 

Mr. ASHLEY had intended to offer an amend 
ment, but finding it would not meet the defects of 
the bill, he would not offer it. There was but one 
provision of law which gives an appeal. By law, 
all persons having claims of pre-emption were to 
prove them to the satisfaction of the register. and 
receiver. The consequence was, that claimants, 
when notable to comply with the provisions of 
law, were not confirmed in their cims. The pre- 
sent was a casc between the Government and set- 
tlers, and he would ask if it were desired by Sen- 
ators to retain the money of settlers in the treasury ? 
As to his own State, airy he never knew 
of any fraudulent land claims. A return of the 
money, or the issue of their patents, was the right 
of those five thousand people, who had acted con- 
fiding in the good faith of the Government, Pro- 
vided the parties could be heard, he would be por- 
fectly willing to leave it to the Government, and he 
would be glad to seca full investigation of the issue 
in question, He would not offer the amendment 
he proposed, and hoped the last one offered would 
not prevail. He desired to sce the matter before 
the commiss 
and put.an end to the grievances the bill proposed 
to remedy. 

Mr. DAYTON was satisfied, from the statement 
of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Yours,] of the 
importance of this bill, and that they should not 


pass it in its present form. These five thousand 


| claims had been in effect rejected, and that bill was 


really a bill to concede these five thousand claims. 
Ee would not say the bill ought not to pass, or 
that there was not equity in those claims; but he 
protested against the introduction in legislation of 
neiple as would pass five thousand land 
claims, while others were neglected. Those land 
claims ought to have no preference before pension, 
post office, or other claims. If that principle were 
acted upon, where was it to end?) The Govern- 
ment said these claims ought not to pass—that 


| here was a competent tribunal to examine them, 


That bill asked for an imperium in imperio, in the 
form of atribunal withouta precedent. He agreed 
with the Senator from Connecticut, that a brief re- 
ort should be made to Congress, and its action 
ad, as the best manner of disposing of them; for 
that bill opened the door to wrong. 


Mr. SEVIER was opposed to the amendment, | 


fe gotthrough ! 


It was not so easy a matter to get a bill | 


ioners, who would act promptly in it, | 


and to the bill itself, because it would involve the 
fraud spoken of by me Senator from Mississippi, 
| (Mr. Sperent.] By a report he held in his hand, 
he found that claims were made, but which could 
not be granted, as they conflicted with private 
‘claims. Were they to grant patents in that case ? 
| Mr. S. cited three or four other ‘classes of cases, 
lin which valid reasons existed for withholding 
patents, and then went on to say, that, in his 
judgment, it would be very unjust to bring the 
|| claimants to the city of Washington from all quar- 
ters of the Union, obliging them to incur great ex- 
pense and inconvenience. He was opposed to an 
such remedy as that proposed by the bill: Half 
of the cases at least ought not to be remedied at 
all, and those which ought to be remedied could 
| be remedied by the existing laws. That was his 
view of the case. He was entirely opposed to the 
bill in its present form, contending that, on a re- 
view of the report of the Commissioner of the 
Land Office, the grounds of suspension proved 
that there was not a case which might not be dis- 
posed of without the passage of this bill. 
| Mr. ALLEN said this bill involved very large 
interests—five thousand titles to land—and was 
applicable to all parts of the Union. Tt was a dif- 
tion on which to legislate—a very difficult 
subject. The difficulty lay in the danger of dis- 
i} turbing the existing rights of individuals by legis- 
lation. Now, this act applied not merely to cases 
|| where the question was one of equity between 
li the Government and an individual, but to cases 
where the question was between two individuals 
‘ and the Government—where there were three par- 
tics. It was quite easy to conceive, that when a 
question was confined to A and the Government— 
as, for instance, where A had entered lands, and 
wid the money, though irregularly and not accord- 
ing to the strict forms of the statute—there might 
be justice and equity in the Government, by a sub- 
sequent law, doing away with the consequences of 
that irregularity, and granting the title, or paying 
back the money. That would be an easy arrange- 
| ment. But in cases where third parties were con- 
| cerned, it was a different affair. The case put by 
the Scnator from Arkansas was one of these, and 
it was but one of a numerous class. There were 
cases whore the title was contested by A and B, and 
where the difficulty arose as to which should obtain 
it. The question for the Government then was not 
whether the title ought to be granted or not, but to 
which of the contestants should it be granted. He 
did not design to go into an argument on this sub- 
ject, but desired merely to point out some of the, 
difficulties in the way of legislating at all upon 
these cases. His chief object in doing so was to 
enforce the propriety and expediency of givin 
some more time to the consideration of the bill. It 
was a new thing there to pass a law affecting the 
rights of individuals to five thousand tracts of land. 
It was no small matter. It wasa thing which car- 
ried with it no small consequences, It was a thing 
which demanded serious reflection and much fore- 
sight. When a Government undertook to do an 
act which disturbed the subsisting rights of indi- 
viduals, it ought to be well assured that it is doing 
so in order to achieve a great public good, and to 
| confer substantial bencfits. It ought to be certain 
that it is about to do good, and not evil. If the 
question were only between the Government and 
the citizen alone, the Government might proceed 
in its equity and compromise the matter; and even 
if it became the loser, and the citizen the gainer, it 
might not be unjust or improper; but here was a 
question where two parties besides the Govern- 
ment might be interested; and it was proposed to 
pass an act of Congress, by which the conflicting 
claims and rights of individuals might be involved; 
an act of Congress which was to be used in courts 
of law; an act of Congress by which titles were to 
be derived from a new source; an act, he would 
undertake to say, which would create more litiga- 
tion than any one act which Congress had passed 
for many years. This was a discretion in chance- 
ry; it proposed to be such on its face. He there- 
fore. desired that adequate time would be allowed. 
for the examination of the bill, and that it would 
not now be pressed. 

Mr. YULEE remarked that, with the permission 
of the Senator from Ohio, he would show that the 
Senator from Arkansas had totally misconceived the 
nature of the cases submitted by the Commissioner. 

Mr. ALLEN was quite willing that the Senator 
should proceed. 


i} ficult ques 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 


te that it was not 


Mr. YULEE had merely to sta wa 
the purpose of the bill, ner ef the Commissioner, 
nor was it competent to the Commissioner to de- 


| 
cide on cases as between individuals, Tt was com- | 
netent to the Government only to decide in cases | 
between itself and individuals. Tt was not designed | 
by the bill that the board skould decide upon con- | 
tested claims between individuals. | 


Mr. ALLEN observed that on the face of the bill ! 
all claims were included. i 
Mr. A. would again suggest that the bill be pass- | 
ed by informally. i 
Mr. SPEIGIIT said that if the Senator [Mr. | 
Hurtinaron| would give way he would make that | 
motion, and the amendment could be offered to 
morrow. i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, asked the object | 
of the postponement. f i 
Mr. SPISIGIIT replied that it was in order to 
afford time for a more fall and thorough examina- | 
tion and discussion of the bill. TIe would move || 
that it be made the special order for to-morrow. n 
Mr. YULEE desired an opportunity to make a | 
correction of what he regarded as an error in regard | 
to a matter of fact on the part of the Senator from |! 
New Jersey, [Mr. Dayrox.] That Senator had 
objected to the bill on the ground that it sought to | 
introduce a new principle into their legislation—to || 
wit, an allowance of decision on claims according | 
to the principles of equity. If the Senator would : 
look back to what had occurred since he had be- 
come a member of the body, he would find that he | 
had probably given the sanction of his own vote to | 
the very principle to which he now objected. In| 
his (Mr. Y.’s) ownshort experience, he could refer | 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


time he had been informed of that fact. | 
| 
f 


x 


to cases in which the decision of claims was au- | 
thorized to be made according to the principles of | 
equity. In 1843, the accounting officer of the treas- | 
ury was authorized to settle certain claims of the | 
Florida militia, &e., on principles of equity and | 
justice, under the direction of the Secretary of War. | 
That was one case. Again: in 1844 an act was 
passed authorizing the settlement of private claims 

on the same. principle. A whole class of private 

claims was, by that act, submitted for. deeision:to 

the discretion of the President, exercised on the 

principles of equity and justice—no matter what 

the nature or illegality-of them. But the Senator | 
scemed to suppose that the decision of the cases | 
was submitted entirely to the mere ‘discretion’? of | 
the board. It was not so. They were to decide | 
on the principles of equity—principles ascertained, | 
known, acknowledged, defined, as fully almost as | 
those of law—and casily pursued. After some | 
further remarks in reply to objections urged against | 
the bill, showing that it was impossible to make | 
any gencral rule apply to these cases, the honor- | 
able Senator concluded by some energetic obserya- 
tions as to the necessity of speedy action on the 
subject. As to the idea of retarning. the money to | 
the settler, which he bad paid for the land, and 


then ejecting him, H would be not in equity, but 
most miquitous, 


Mr, BREESE remarked that it seemed to be 
conceded on all hands that some legislation was | 
necessary on this subject, and that this bill, if not | 
now pertect, should be so amended as to meet the | 
nature of the case, and assume a form agreeable 
to a majority of the Senate. After what had fallen 
from the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Sevier] 
all must be satisfied of the necessity of legislation. 
Ge had made the strongest possible argument in | 
favor of some bill or other. The great difficulty | 
in the case had, it would appear, been overlooked; | 
it was this—-the department could not get along | 
with these cases under the existing laws. That: 
was the great difficulty, as would be more clearly | 
perceived from the report of the Land Commis- || 
sioner. There must be some tribunal clothed with i 
power for their adjudication. He would beg to | 
call the attention of the Senate to the statement | 
of the Commissioner. In closing his report, he 
SAYS: 

“In compliance with a resolution of the Senate, dated 
the 28th of February last, directing a report to be made to | 
that body at this session of Congress, of the number of the 
pre-emption land claims in the State of Louisiana for which ! 
patents cannot be issued on account of irregularities in the | 
entries, or from other causes, and a plan for their adjust- i 
ment, I have the honor to enclose herewith a statement | 
showing the numbers of the said cases in each district, with | 
the particular cause of suspension—the aggregate of such | 


‘| money, that would afford a very inadequate meas- 


| ing+made his plantation—would he he satisfied 


cases being 556. This does not include those entries already | 
decided to have been illegal and void, (ia many of which, |) 
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under existin 
ed,) bat only 
been had, 

« In reference to a plan for the settlement of those cases, 
ĮI can suggest no better one than that recommended in my 
mamuat report in reference to similar cases existing in other 
States besides Lonisiana—to wit: the final action upon prin- 
ciples of equity aud justice, by a board consisting of the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, the Attorney Generat, and the 
Comunissioner of the General Land Office, upon all such 
cases; thus ficeing this office of its present most fruitful 
source Of embarrassment, and enabling parties who have 
substantially complied with the requisitions of the Jaw as 
tosettlement and improvement of the land, to obtain patents 
therefor.” 1 i 


That was the great object—to enable those who 
had complied substantially with the requisitions of 
the laws to obtain patents. As to refunding the 


g laws, the purchase money has been refund- 
those upon which no definitive action has yet 


Wauld the Senator from Arkan- 


ure of justice. 


sas be himself satisfied with such an adjudication? || 
i Uf he had fourteen years ago purchased the land— 
| complied substantially with the requisitions of the | 
| laws—made his improvements—erected his dwell- 


with a final decision, that there had. been some } 
irregularity in the entry, but that his money would | 
be returned? 

Mr. SEVIER here observed that he was willing | 
to vote for the bill if it gave the settler his land; 
but he was opposed to leaving the decision of the | 
ases to the conscience of any man, whoever he | 
might he. ; g 

Mr. BREESE proceeded. Questions as to the 
merits of claims were every day decided by the 
Commissioner, as a matter of course, in the dis- 
charge of his duty; and he says that whenever the 
department could act it has acted. These cases 
were suspended because, under existing laws, the 
department could not act on them. He (Mr. B.) 
asked the Senate to look at the condition of things | 
in the western country—in ten of the new States 
and Territories. It had been by the error or negli- 
gence of the officers of the Government that these 
claims had been suspended. As to the objection 
against the application of the principles of equity. 
to these cases it was altogether futile. Every day 
these principles were applied in the settlement: of. 
claims against the Government, “Every day the 
accounting officers. of the Treasury were ordered | 
to scttle claims on the principles of equity.and:jas- | 
tice. Why not organize a board for the settlement 
of these claims in the same way? The Senator 
drew a vivid picture of the hardship of refusing a 
just and speedy settlement of the claims of the set- 
tler, who had gone on year after year improving 
his land, but who was liable to be ejected because 
some informality in the entry—not his fault—ex- 
isted in hiscase. There might be some objection 
to the details of the bill; it might be proper to re- 
pose the trustin the hands of the Commissioner of 
the Land Office; but in his (Mr. B.’s) judgment, 
the business had much better be committed to. this 
hoard—each of the members of which were quite 
familiar with all the operations of the Land Office. | 
As to the objection of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Atuen,] itamounted to nothing. He spoke of cases 
between the Government and individuals, and | 
thought that in such cases it was well enough to 
clothe some tribunal with powers of adjudication; 
but that in cases of contested claims, it would be 
improper and dangerous. He (Mr. B.) then allu- | 
ded to cases in which the Commissioner of the | 
Land Office now exercised this power as between 
contesting claimants, deciding whether the entry 


of the one or the other was valid. That was done |} 


every day; and the board could possess no more | 
power than the Commissioner possessed already, | 
and exercised. It was to supply the defect of the 
existing laws, and establish a tribunal which would 
examine into all the facts, and ascertain, in the ab-- 
sence of all fraud, whether or not the laws had į 
been ‘* substantially”? complied with; and then on 
principles of equity and justice, to give a title, that | 
this bill had been framed. So far as the rights of 
contesting claimants were concerned, the bill would 
not at all interfere with them. The patent con- 
ferred no title—it was simply the evidence of title 
—there must be some law to show the title before 
it could be valid. 

This bill (Mr. B. said) did not originate with the 
Committee on Public Lands, though it had their 
unanimous sanction. It had originated with the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. As to the 
amendment now pending, he had no great objec- 
tion to it, except that it clothed the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office with the power to de- 


cide in all these cases,.. His decision certainly was 
entitled to weight, and ought to; have weighte for 
the present incumbent was:one of the ablest officers 
of the Government—a ‘worthy , honest, and intelli- 
gent man, But the scheme was impracticable; be- 
cause, in a conversation: which he (Mr: B.) had 
had with the Commissioner that morning in regard 
to: the number of ‘these. claims, he informed ‘him 
(Mr. B.) that there were tens of thousands. When 
such a mass of claims came bef6re Congress, it 
; might well be asked, when wasit likely that they 
would be disposed of? Congress would ‘not take, 
and ought not to take, the report: of the Commis- 
| sioner on implicit faith. ` It would be subjected to. 
examination; and, from- the prior practice of Con- 
gress, it was not to be supposed that the settlement 
of the cases could be speedily effected... The: bill 
proposed that these claims should be disposed in 
| two classes—one composed of those to be confirm-~ 
ed, if the law had been complied with substantially; 
and the other of those cases, in which the land was 
to revert to the public domain, and be again ex- 
posed to sale. That, in sum and substance, was 


the amount of power. conferred... Perhaps there 


„ments: to the bill, in: the form 
‘than formal propositions: Its 
be the opinion of all the Senate: 
to.apply some mode of relief to those:cases, “1 
claims were now suspended over a ‘portion of the 
public domain, and they were of a peculiar descrip- 
tion. He did not speak now of such cases as were 
of fraudulent origin, but of cases in which im- 
i provements had ‘been made by-the settler; and to 
which the pre-emption laws were intended to’ ap- 
ply. lt was the approved policy of the Govern- 
ment that those pre-emption grants should-be en- 
couraged, at least to a certain extent, in order to 
| facilitate the settlement of the new States as faras 
consistent with the interests of the old. In rela- 
tion to the apprehension which seemed to exist.in 
the mind of the Senator from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Huwrimcron,] and in the minds of such Senators 
as might agree with him—that the Government 
‘itself might possibly suffer by the operation of the 
bill on the table, it appeared to him (Mr. J.) to be 
without proper foundation. He.understood thatin 
all these cases the money had either been paid or 
tendered. In the latter case the question had been 
between the Government and the individual as to 
the right of the person tendering the money to his 
patent. In the majority of cases, if notin by far 
the greatest proportion of them, the money had 
actually been paid into the treasury. .He could 
very readily imagine that the officer having charge 
of the land department might for very good rea- 
sons retain in his hands many-of. these grants ina 
state of suspense, because ‘gross injustice might 
| be done the settler by an immediate rejection of 
the claim and putting the land into the market. 
But if the Senate. refused, to -pass this bill, and 
the Register of the Land Office should go-on and 
reject the tlaims as he was.compelled to: do—so 
he (Mr. J.) understood—then. the land would be 
thrown into the market, and he. supposed the Uni- 
ted States would: hardly expect. ‘to. receive more 
than the dollar and a quarter an acre, but‘it would. 
not lose the money returned. So:far.as the Govern- 
ment, then, was concerned in.a pecuniary point of 
view it was quite immaterial whetheritheld on tothe 
money already received, or-rejected.all the- patents, 
got the lands, and sold them to oth : 
There was another objection; an Earr 
tion to that, as well as to others, that he had risen 


-THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


761 


to make a-suggestion, which was, that,in the terms 
to be found in-the first: section. of this bill—which 
provided that in all the cases covered by the objects 
of the billy the board which the bill constituted was 
to.decide upon:them on. principles of equity and 
justic--anunlimited discretion was. given to the 
board; that according to their notions of what was: 
just-and-equitable, the patent might be issued or 
refused.’ Fe had:supposed, looking ta the past le- 
gislation of Congress, and looking to the very many 
_ resolutions which, had passed the Senate, that these 
terms,.‘‘principles.of equity and justice,” as. used 
inlaws of this:deséription, meant such principles 
of equity and justice as: governed. courts of equity 
in administering justice between man and man. He 
supposed that it never was the design of Congress 
in authorizing the settlement of cases on those prin- 
ciples,. to.. do anything more than, to constitute a 
proper accounting oficer as chancellor over the ac- 
count. But in-order to correct the error of the bill 
—if it were an error-—he would suggest that imme- 
diately..after the. terms “principles of justice and 
equity,” the words be added, “‘as recognised and 
enforced in courts. of equity.” After further re- 
marks relative to this amendment, the Senator went 
on to say that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] 


had suggested a difficulty which perhaps required || 


correction. The Senator had referred to cases in 
which there might be contesting claimants. It was 
easy to imagine such cases under the pre-emption 
laws—cases in which the pre-emption proprietor, 
or he who was entitled ‘to bea proprietor having 
failed to,comply with the law, some other party 
without any fault on his part had obtained a prior 
right as against the Government, and by pursuing 
all the forms of law has acquired a title as against 
the party who had been ‘negligent. He (Mr. J.) 
therefore thought, with the Senator from Ohio, that 
it was advisable and just to limit the operation of 
this bill-to.those cases in which the only parties in- 
terested ‘were the Government on the one hand, and 
the individual’ claimant on the other; and with a 
view to effect that’ object, he would propose to 
amend the bill by inserting this provision: ‘Pro- 
vided further, That this act shall not extend to an 
other. cases than those in which the United States 
and the claimant under this act are the only parties 
having an interest in said laws.” There was but 
one other matter to which he would call the atten- 
tion of the Senate, and it was necessary to go much 
into detail as to the motives and reagons for it. 
The object of the bill was ta settle the claims. As 
drafted, the bill.contained no limitation of the time 
within which this board wasto act. If it remain- 
ed on the statute book fifty years hence, the board 
would be just as:competent. to decide in the mat- 
ters.embraced in the act as it was on the day after 
the passage of the bill. There were other reasons 
which: pointed. to. the propriety of a limitation of 
the time during which the bill was to operate, if 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Bresse] was right 
in-histinformation. . He. (Mr. J.) understood that 
Senator to say that there were about ten thousand 
cases unsettled. . 

Mr. BREESE. ` Tens and tens of thousands! 

Mr. JOHNSON. That was a pretty formidable 
corps de reserve to carry into the heat of an election- 
eering contest... Of course he (Mr. J.) spoke with- 
out any invidious allusion to.any political party— 


without reference to the present Administration or | 


to any future one which might assume the reins of 
power. f 
and tens of thousands” would constitute a formi- 
dable. body of men. to be. broùght into party con- 
flict. He therefore thought that it would be better 
for all hands—for the Government as well as for 
the proprietors of the lands-——that some reasonable 
limitation of time should be fixed, within which 
these disputed questions of title with the Govern- 
ment.and the claimants: should be settled; and, as 
he supposed—speaking subject to the correction of 
those. better informed than he himselfwas on the 
subject—-that it might all be done, if the claimants 
arid the officers were diligent, within two years 
from the passage of the act, he would suggest the 
following proviso: “that the power and jurisdic- 
“tion given to the board shall cease and determine 
‘at the expiration of two years from the passage 
‘ thereof.” A 

Mr. ATCHISON rose to express his concur- 
rence in the general views expressed by the Sena- 
tor from. Maryland [Mr. Jonnson] with regard to 
iwo of his amendments. One of his amendments 
was perhaps important——another was unnecessary 


But all must perceive that these “tens | 


—the third, he (Mr. A.) should vote for cheerful- 
ly, and that was the amendment proposing to 
limit the jurisdiction of the board to cases between 


| the larmantand the Government, where the rights 


of no third party were involved. But he could 
not agree thatthe board should be limited to an 
equitable jurisdiction in the technical meaning of 
that term. That would, in his opinion, defeat the 
object of the bill. There being but two parties 
whose interests were to be taken into considera- 
tion—the purchaser and the Government—if the 
decision was made, as the Senator himself had 
properly observed, in favor of the, issuing of the 
patent, then the Government had had the price 


| paid for the land; and if the decision was against 


the claimant, he was not to be estopped from an 
appeal to Congress. The amendment was unne- 
cessary. He was altogether opposed to limiting 
the operation of the bill to two years; because 
cases would be continually arising, and the Com- 


I| missioner took that view of the subject. 


Mr. R. JOHNSON begged to interrupt the Sen- 
ator for a moment. He supposed that the bill 
itself had reference only to existing cases; that it 
was not prospective. He (Mr. J.) had no desire 
to defeat the bill—quite the contrary. 

Mr. ATCHISON quoted the clause of the bill: 
« cases which are accumulating from year to year,” 
&¢., and also quoted from the report of the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, summing up all the 
reasons given for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BREESE here read a letter addressed to the 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Jounson] and him- 
self, from the register at Mineral Point, Wiscon- 
sin, stating that since the land office was estab- 
lished there in 1834, nota single patent had been 
granted upon any one of the numerous eniries 
there made. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON did not wish to protract 
the discussion, but would merely suggest to his 
friend from Maryland, (Mr. Jorson,} that the 
effect of the passage of this bill, even as proposed 
to he amended by him—especially if carried out 
with the idea that it was to have a prospective oper- 
ation—would be to constitute a board with the 
power to set aside any provision of the pre-emp- 
tion laws, if, in justice and equity, they thought 
that the ‘claimant ought to have the land. Ee 
wished to put this question: Was it best to estab- 
lish a principle by which a board would be consti- 
tuted to set aside and nullify every provision of a 
salutary law made for the security of the public 
interesis; if, in the opinion of that board, justice 
and equity should so require? He could not vote 
for the bill in any shape, ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, did not so un- 
derstand the bill, As it appeared to some Senators 
that the operation of the bill was to be permanent, 
he would move to amend it by striking out after 


the word ‘* Legislature” the words ‘and which | 


are accumulating from year to year.” 

The question was then called for on Mr, Fux- 
ringron’s amendment, 

Mr. R. JOHNSON thought that his amend- 
ments were first in order, 

Mr. BREESE. The amendments of the Seflator 
from Maryland are first in order, for it is the right 
of the friends of the bill to make it as perfect as 
possible before any proposition to strike out can 
be entertained. 

In this opinion the PRESIDENT coincided, and 
the question being taken on the amendments seri- 
atim, they were all atreed to. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON then withdrew his amend- | 


ment, and moved to lay the bill on the table as a 
test question, the friends of the bill seeming de- 
sirous of a thorough discussion. 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the yeas and nays on 
this motion, and the call being seconded, they were 
ordered, aid taken with the following result: 

YRAS—Measrs. Atherton, Calhoun, Dayton, Evans, Hay- 
wood, Hnntington, Jarnagin,Jenness, Lewis, Mangum, Niles, 
and Upham—12. 

NAYS-—Messts. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Breese, Bright, 
Cameron, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Houston, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, McDuffie, Pennybacker, 
Speight, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—17. 

So. the bill was not laid onthe table. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON then. moved, in-order to 
make the bill still more precise in. the terms Hmit- 
ing its operation to existing cases, to amend it by 
inserting in the first section the words “now. ex- 
isting.” 

“This amendment was also agreed- to; and the 
bill, as amended, was reported to the Senate, the 


amendments concurred in, and the question about 
to be taken on ordering the bill, as amended, to be 
engrossed for a third reading; when 

Mr. CALHOUN. rose and said: He had no 
doubt some measure ought to be adopted to remedy 
the evils complained of, but he could not bring his 
mind to the belief that the made now proposed was 
the best. He objected, in the first place, to the 
appointment of a board of commissioners. He 
had had some little experience, having been a mem- 
ber of two or three boards; and, in-his opinion, 
it was the most inconvenient: and irresponsible 
method that could be adopted. Theycould scarcely 
ever be got to hold a meeting, eac member hav- 
ing his own separate. engagements, and nobody 
being individually responsible for a failure in the 
transaction of the business of the board. He would 
infinitely prefer giving the power in this. instance 
to the Commissioner of the Land Office, with in- 
structions that he should report to Congress by 
classes, giving briefly the reasons for the allowance 
of those claims that might be allowed. The Com- 
missioner had the right to consult the Solicitor of 
the Treasury and to require his opinion upon the 
cases, in the same manner as the Secretary of the 
Treasury had the right to consult the Attorney 
General ‘of the United States and to take his opin- 
ion. And he was sure that the matter would take 
less time if conducted in that way, and would be 
more satisfactorily accomplished. 

He objected to the board for the further reason 
that it appeared to him it would be the commence- 
ment of a very dangerous system; a substitution of 
equity for law; for he did not think that the qual- 
ifymg words put in by the Senator from Mary- 
land could have much effect. The only power 
under our system of Government to which much 
discretion was entrusted was Congress. Under 
an express provision of the Constitution, neither 
the Executive nor the Judiciary had a particle of 
discretion confided to them. ‘The words of the 
Constitution were: 

“ The Congress shall have power to make all 
“Jaws which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
‘rying into execution the foregoing powers, and 
‘all other powers vested by this Constitution in 
“the Government of the United States, or in any 
‘department or officer thereof.” 

Thus, continued Mr. C., in consequence of this 
clear provision in the Constitution, where a power 
is of such a nature that it cannot. be exercised 
either by the Judiciary or the Executive, its exer- 
cise must devolve upon Congress. Sir, it isin my 
opinion. very. dangerous to begin shifting this pow- 
er; and if it should become in any particular case 
indispensably necessary, it ought to be done with 
very severe guards, If it be necessary that a dis- 
eretionary power should be exercised, it is better 
to leave it to its natural operation in the depart- 
ments of the Government as now constituted, 
where the opinions of one officer are required to 
be supported and confirmed by those of another; 
and in case they disagree, the final decision resis 
with Congress. This would be vastly more con- 
venient. But Ido not deem it necessary at all to 
exercise any discretion; therefore, I am against the 
thing altogether. I am_ perfectly satisfied that if 
you call upon the Commissioner of the Land Office 
to give the whole of the claims in a classified form, 
the number of cases of any one class that will come 
within the scope and intention of the provisions of 
this bill, will not exceed half a dozen; and when 
you have them before you, you can then pass a 
law allowing or rejecting the claims by classes, 
specifying in what instances the money shall be 
returned, and in what instances the title shall be 
confirmed; in short, any disposition which Con- 
gress may think proper to make. Any intelligent 
man at the head of the Land Office, being familiar 
with the cases, from an examination of all the de- 
tails, after he has classified them, can, in twenty- 
four hours, draw up a bill that will cover the whole 
ofthem. This mode of proceeding would save a 
vast deal of trouble. Pass such a law, and, in- 
stead of taking two years, it ought not to take six 
months to complete the whole. And it would be 
infinitely better, in my opinion, for all concerned. 
‘Those eases which cannot be brought under some 
one of the classes will be open for the action of 
Congress; and in this way all necessity for the ex- 
ercise of discretionary power will be avoided. 

__ tis quite impossible that the Senator from Flor- 
ida can be correct when he says that the descrip- 
tion of objections to these claims iş as varied as the 


very qualification which the Senator has agreed to | 


put In goes upon the ground that there are certain 
principles to be observed, and that the cases may 
be classified. 
ply these principles than to leave the matter dis- 
cretionary with the Commissioner of the Land 
Office or the board, and after the claims are ar- 
ranged in their classes, there will be no difficulty, 
in my opinion, in our revising them. 

Acting under these impressions, I cannot vote 
for the bill; and I do hope that it will yet be laid 
upon the table, in order to give time, and to sec 


whether we cannot accomplish our object in much | 


better form, 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the bill be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. SPEIGHT inquired whether that motion 
was now in order, the same motion having been 
previously made, and the vote taken upon it? 

Mr. HAYWOOD observed that, since that vote 


was taken, the bill had been reported to the Senate | 


from the Committee of the Whole, and the ques- 


tion had been taken upon concurring in the amend- | 


ments made in committee. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said he had no | 


objection that the bill should lic over until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. MANGUM said the views expressed by the 
Senator from South Carolina struck him as having 
much force. ‘The long experience of the Senator 
in one of the Departments of the Government, in- 
dependently of the force and cogency of his rea- 
soning, entitled his opinions to great weight and 
consideration; and, with a view of giving a more 
full and careful consideration to the subject, he 
would change the motion he had made, and move 
that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said the objec- 
tion he had to referring this matter to the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office alone was that it might 
be five or six years before the claims were acted 
upon, 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he hoped the bill would 
be recommitted, and that the suggestions of the 
Senator from South Carolina. would be adopted.’ 

The motion for recomniitment was adopted. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resontatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed sundry bills, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was asked. 

{Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 

The Senate took up the bill to supply deficiencies 


in the appropriations for certain objects made for | 


the service of the fiscal yearending J une 30th, 1846, 
which was reported back from the House this mom- 
ing with amendments; when, 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, it was referred to the | 


Committee on Finance. 
An act to grant the right of pre-emption to actual 


settlers on the public lands acquired by treaty from | 


the Miami Indians, in Indiana, also reported from 


the Llouse of Representatives, was read twice, and | 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act for the relief of John Chasseaud, the con- 
sulof the United States for Syria and Palestine, 
also reported from the House this morning, was 


read a first and second time, and referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LEWIS moved that three hundred addi- 
tional copies of the bill to establish the warehousing 
system be printed for the use of the Scnate; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuuspay, May 5, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and |) 


the further reading having, on motion of Mr. Li- 
GON, been dispensed with— 


The SPEAKER announced the special order of | 


the day to be the bill to repeal that part of the act 
of the 30th of August, 1842, which imposes a duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem on Java coffee, and to 
refund the discriminating tonnage duty levied on 
Spanish vessels (except those from Cuba and Porto 
Rico) by act of 13th of July, 1832. 

Mr. LIGON, on leave, from the Committee of 
Claims, made reports upon the following cases, viz: 


Now, it is better that we should ap- | 
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| committed. Also upon the petition of the heirs of 
Gassaway Watkins, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which bill was read twice and committed. 
Also an adverse report upon the petitions of Charles 
G. Layton and of Gideon Walker; which reports 


were laid upon the table, 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, submitted on 
i| leave, 


} 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


be discharged from the consideration of the me- 
morials of citizens of St. Clair and Randolph coun- 
i| ties, in the State of Ilinois, asserting the title of 
the United States to the Oregon territory up to 54° 
40’ north latitude, and of the non-commissioned 
officers and privates for a chapel at Governor’s 
i Island, New York harbor; which memorials were 
laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. BURT, submitted on leave, 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the statement of R. Parker, paymaster at 
Harper’s Ferry, Virginia, relating to the pay of 
military storckeepers and paymasters; which was 
| laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLASS, submitted on 
leave, 

Ordered, That leave he given to Josephine Nourse 
to withdraw her petition. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, submitted on leave, 

Ordered, That leave be given to withdraw the 
memorial and papers in the case of Charles M. 
Gibson. 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL moved that the House 


state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up the 
special order of the day. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. McKAY appealed to the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania [Mr. C. J. IncersoLL] to consent that 

| the consideration of the special order should again 
‘be postponed until to-morrow, 

Tn support of that motion, (continued Mr. McK.,) 


eral of the appropriations’ are exhausted. I saw 
General. Jesup, the Quartermaster General, this 
morning, who informed. me that the whole of the 
|| appropriations for the military service, so far as 
his department is concerned, are exhausted, and 
that he is now meeting the expenditures necessary 
for the army in'Texas upon his own personal respon- 
sibility. 

Mr 6. J. INGERSOLL made aremark in reply 
to Mr. McKay, which the reporter could not hear, 
He was believed to say that the bill which was the 


and to decline to yield to a motion to postpone. 

Mr. McK AY. Take it up after this bill.is dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL still declining, 

Mr. McKAY moved that the special order ‘be 
postponed until to-morrow. 

And the motion having been agreed to, the spe- 
cial order was postponed accordingly. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House then re- 
l| solved itself into Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Presron Kiwe in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill to 
supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for the 
current fiscal year, which had been returned from 

the Senate with certain amendments. 

4 The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
: D. P. Kine to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
| ate increasing the appropriation for the contingent 
| fund of the Senate from $67,500 to 77,500, by ad- 
| ding thereto an appropriation of $25,000 to meet 
| deficiencies in the expenditures of the several ma- 
: rine hospitals. 


taken, an extract on this subject might be read 


After a brief conversation between the CHAIR 
and Mr. DROMGOOLE on a point of order— 
The question was taken by tellers, and the vote 
stood—ayes 62, noes 55. 
; Sothe amendment of Mr. Kine was agreed to. 
| After some further conversation— 
!| The question on the amendment of the Senate, 
|| as thus amended, was taken, and by yeas 56, noes 
{i 60, was rejected. : 


į 

| 

i 

i 

| 

f s 

| which was read. 
i 

| 

Í 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the | 


I request the permission of the Houseto state, what: 
is already. known. to most of its: members, that sev" 


special order would not take more than an hour, | 


Mr. KING asked that before the question was. 


from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury; | 


All such. amendments: of the Senate-as are not 
herein particularly mentioned, were. concurred in 
without a division. : i oes 

The amendment of the Senate. appropriating 
$2,250 to pay a balance due to Dr. I. P. Jones for 
services rendered as a member of the board of éx- 
aminers to experiment on certain inventions to 
prevent the explosion of steam_vessels, coming up 
on the question of concurrence— 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON briefly sustained it, 
as appearing to him to’ be a good- and valid claim, 

Mr. BOYD submitted that if it was so, it was a 
proper subject for the Committee of Claims. He 
= opposed to legislation by amendments of this 
kind. ; ; 

Mr. TIBBATTS made a suggestion which was 
not heard. 

Mr. RATHBUN briefly opposed the claim. - 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES suggested certain 
difficulties, on the disposition of which, he thought, 
the decision of the question should rest. : 

Mr. DARRAGH. submitted some remarks, in 
the nature of a general appeal in behalf of private 
claimants—arguing that to go. before this House 
with a claim was almost equivalent to going into 
the court of chancery. = 

Mr. GORDON submitted that there was no 
doubt that these services had been rendered, and he 
was content to vote for the amendment. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD contended that; aécord- 
ing to Dr, Jones’s own showing, he had no claim 
whatsoever on the Government; and to demon- 
strate this, Mr. H. asked that the. memorial might 
be read. 

And it was read accordingly. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked that the law under 
which the board was constituted might be read. 

And it was read accordingly. 

The question was then taken, and. the committee 
refused to concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The-committee also refused to concur in the 
amendment of the Senate appropriating $250 for 
compensation to the superintendent of the post 
office building. Soe ; 


The amendment’ of. the Senate.: 
$5,000 for the contingent expenses of forei, te 
course coming up, (which amendment the Commit- 
tee of Waysand Means had recommended should’ . 
7 amieridod by striking: out $5,000; and inserting 

y Ta, af E ‘ 

Mr McK AY read a letter from the Secretary of 
State. The original estimate, it appeared, was 
$15,000; but the Secretary now thought that, un- 
less some unforeseen contingency should arise, the 
sum of $5,000 would carry him through... The 
Committee of Ways and Means, however, thought 
that, in the present posture of our foreign affairs, 
it was important that the Secretary of State should 
have as large an amount at his command as might 


be likely to be called for, and therefore they had 
raised the sum to $7,500. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. To the 30th of June 
next? 

Mr. McKAY assented. 

After an inguiry by Mr. WINTHROP, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. : ý 
And the amendment of the Senate, as thus 
amended, was concurred in. 

The amendment of the Senate appropriating 
$16,000 for arrears of legislative expense of Flori- 
da whilst a. Territory, coming up— 3 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH addressed the com- 
mittee at length in favor of the amendment, show- 
ing how the deficiencies had occurred, and defend- 
ing Florida against charges of extravagance in 
expenditures which, he contended, had been mode- 
rate, and inher favor, when- compared with the 
Territories of Michigan, Iowa, and Wisconsin. 

Mr. McK AY replied, recapitulating the objections 
he had raised yesterday against the. amendinent. 
He now moved to reduce the amendment of the 
Senate from $16,000 to $8,000: i 


Mr. BROCKENBROUGH briefly replied. <- 
Mr. GROVER opposed the amendment of Mr: 
McKay, and hoped that the committee would reject ` 
the amendment of the Senate. f 

Mr. S. JONES thought that a sufticientcause for- 
this amendment might be found in the nécessity of 
the case, arising out of the change-of things:in 
Florida, from being a Territory to becoming a State. 
He thought, however, that à medium’ between the 
twosums designated might be proper, and:hemoved: 
to reduce the sum from $16,000 to:$12,000... 2" 


1846.. 


763 


The amendment was rejected. : ; 
; And the amendment of My. MeKay was agreed 
o ‘ 

And the amendment óf. the Senate, as thus 
amended, was not concurred in. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee then 
rose and -réported the bill.and amendments to the 
House. 2 ee 

Mr. HAMLIN demanded the previous question, 
which (after ‘a’ brief conversation ‘between Mr. 
Dromeoore and the Chair on a point of order) was 
séconded. See S 

‘And the main qüestion (being on concurring with 
the: Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union in its action) was ordered to be now taken. 

The House concurred with the committee in 
every part of its action on the said bill, except as 
. ‘follows: 

The House refused to concur with the conimit- 
tee in its amendment striking out'the amendment 
of the Senate, increasing the appropriation for the 
paar Nae fund of the Senate from’ $67,500 to 

3500. 

And then the House concurred with the Sena 
in that amendment. i 

Whereupon the bill was again sent to the Sen- 
ate. - : 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 


On the suggestion of the SPEAKER, and by 
general consent, 

The following Senate billy on the Speaker’s table 
were taken up, read twice by their titles, and refer- 
red to the appropriate committees: 

An act to apply certain sections of the public 
domain towards the completion of works of inter- 
nal improvement in the State of Michigan, and for 
other purposes. 

An act to aid the State of Mississippi in the con- 
struction of a railroad: from Jackson, through 
Brandon, to the western boundary of Alabama. 

An act. for the relief of Nathaniel Goddard. 


‘RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the bill to provide 
for the retrocession of Alexandria to the State of 
Virginia was made the special order of the day for 
Friday next. 

“THE MARINE CORPS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting tabu- 
lar statements in pursuance of the resolution of the 
House of the 3d of April last, relative to the 
amount of pay and emoluments for the two last 
fiscal years of. the several field officers and staff of 
the marine corps of the United States, the number 
of officers and marines in the service of the United 
States, &e. p 

Some desultory conversation followed us to the 

ropriate reference. 
PPN COBB moved the Naval Committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN (carrying out the wishes of a 
member, Mr. ATKINSON, not at the moment m his 
seat) moved a select committee; but withdrew the 


- motion. 2 a 
Mr. ATKINSON (now in his seat) renewed 
that motion, and briefly sustained its propriety. 
Mr. McK.AY was also in favor of that reference. 
Mr. COBB then withdrew his motion. . 
‘And the letter was referred to a select committee 
composed as follows: Mr. Arauwson, Mr. Cran- 
sron; Mr. James A. Brack, Mr. Hame, and Mr. 


Coss. 
THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House again re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Jacos THOMPSON, of Mis- 
sissippi, in the chair,) and resumed the considera~ 
tion of the bill making appropriations for the Post 

ce Department. i 

Othe tention was on the motion of Mr. McK AY 
to amend the bill in the ninth line of the first sec- 
tion, after the word “ mails,” by inserting the 
words “including $25,000 for the line of mail 
steamers from New York to Bremen,” and by 
striking out “ $25,000” (in the aggregate item) and 
inserting ‘ $75,000.” 
inserting P inendment Mr. THURMAN had 
heretofore moved the following proviso: 


is i o pai der the contract 

vided, ‘That no money shall be paid, un i 
tA ine between the Postmaster General. and Edward 
Milis for Atlantic mail transportation, for any service by any 
steamship until such sbip shall have been first examined by 
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suitable persons appointed by the President, and been certi- 
fied by such persons to he constructed in all particulars in 
compliance with said contract, and to be, in all respects, 
proper for use as a steam vessel of war. i 


And the question immediately pending was on 
the said proviso. 

Mr. McKAY thought the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio altogether unnecessary. The 
contract of the Postmaster General with Mr. Mills | 
expressly provided that these steam vessels should, 
at ariy time, before or after completion, be subject | 
to inspection by officers appointed for this pur- 
pose, with a view to report on their eligibility in 
all respects to war urposes. In addition to that, | 
the committee would observe that the contract ex- | 
pressly reserved to the Postmaster General the 
power to discontinue it at any time by making one | 
month’s payment; and Congress might withhold | 
the appropriation, thus leaving the contract com- 
pletely under the control of the Government. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the | 
amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the original amend- 
ment, it was taken, and the amendment was 
adopted, 


lowing being under consideration: 

Be it further enacted; That in case the revenues of the de- 
partment, referred to in the first section of this act, shalt 
prove insuflicient to meet the foregoing appropriations, then |i 
any deficiency that may thus arise shall be paid out of any 
money in thie treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, 
‘That nothing herein contained shall be construed to autho- 
rize auy payment to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for compensation of postmasters. 

Mr. COBB said, if he understood the nature of 
the proviso to this last section, he proposed to move |} 
that it be stricken out. It would be recollected by |! 
the House that in consequence of the reduction of j; 
postage on letters, it was apprehended at the last || 
session of Congress by the opponents of that meas- 
ure, that its eflect would be to deprive the coinmu- f 
nity, to a very great extent, of the privilege of post į 
offices in small towns and villages throughout the 
country; and that in consequence of the reduction 
of the revenues of the post offices, and the conse- 
quent reduction of their commissions, and of the || 
taking away the franking privilege, responsible | 
men could not be induced to hold these offices. | 
The members of this House, and all who read the ! 
papers of the day, would recollect that after the 
aw went into operation the Post Office Department 
was literally deluged with the resignations of post- 
masters in all the towns and villages of the coun- 
try, on account of the fact that the compensations 
were not sufficient to induce them to remain. in 
office. In this state of things, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, under the construction placed upon the law 
by the Attorney General of the United States, 
alowed these postmasters additional compensation 
and was at liberty, according to his recollection, to 
allow them any amount not exceeding the amount 
they received under the previous law. By this 
means these resignations were stopped. The effect 
of this proviso would be to overrule the decision of |; 
the Attorney General and the action of the Post- 
master General under that decision; and the post- 
masters of the small offices, being reduced to the 
same compensation as they received before this 
construction was put upon the law, it might be ap- 

rchended that a similar state of things would be 
Drought about, to wit: that very many of these 
postinasters would resign, and our people be de- 
prived of the privileges of the post office in the 
small towns and villages. He desired to leave the 
matter where it now stood, and was unwilling that | 
this law—to the passage of which he was opposed, | 
and which he believed was working injuriously to | 
the contry enould operate to deprive the people 
in the small towns and villages of the privilege of 
the post office. He therefore moved to strike out 
the proviso of the section. 

Mr PETTIT thought, for the very reason the 
gentleman from Georgia had assigned, the proviso 
ought not to be stricken out. While he admitted 
that we and the country had a well-deserved re- 
spect and esteem for the Attorncy General and 
Pestmaster General, yet he was satisfied that no 
portion of the country acquiesced in the decision 
of the Postmaster General, based upon the con- | 
| struction by the Attorney General of the law. He 
had heard but one opinion, and the gentleman did 
not controvert it, that that construction was in vio- 
lation of the law of Congress. He had always 

one fora full and sufficient compensation for men 


|; stealing, than all others. 


The reading of the bill progressed, and the fol- | 
if 
| 


i that the officer may know what it shall be, and 
! there be no discretionary power in another to alter 
| it. Small salaries, reduced pay, penurious living 
j to public men, were, in his opinion, a greater cause 
| of corruption, profligacy, and wickedness, ay, and 
; It was the cause of bri- 
| bery in your legislative halls—a cause of the at- 
| tempt in an old and respectable State of our Union 
| to practise what has been practised there before. 

e was sustained by the opinion of legal men 
throughout the country, that the practice of the 
Postmaster General, in allowing the same compen- 
sation to postmasters as received under the. old 
law, was unsustained by the law now in force. 
The law of Congress provides that a certain per 
cent. upon the receipts of the office should go to 
the postmaster, for their compensation. Congress 
changed the law, reducing the receipts to one-sixth 
of their former amount, perhaps, and does not 
alter the per centage; and what can be plainer than 
that their compensation must be reduced’ accord- 
ingly? What metaphysical reasoning, what miser- 
able subterfuges must be resorted to to prove 


i that, notwithstanding this change in the law, they 


may receive the same compensation ! 
Te believed that neither of these functionaries 


| pretended to. sustain this construction and this 


practice on any legal principle at all; but that they 
resorted to what they called the necessity of the 
case to justify them. And the Postmaster Gene- 
ral, informed of the fact—of which there could be 


i no doubt, for all through bis (Mr. P.’s) district 
| constant resignations were being made and appli- 
cations for appointment to the vacancies—that the 


department, under the new law, had received at 
no time Jess than one hundred resignations a day. 
Why? Because it was understood that their 
compensation fell as the incomes of their respective 
offices fell; and such was the plain letter and lan- 
guage of the law. 

Mr. P. repudiated in every view the principle of 
leaving to any officer the determining the amount 
of compensation to an officer, as was done in this 
case, not only without authority of law,-but in di- 
rect violation of law. 

He knew this matter of cheap postage was often 
made an electioneering hobby at home. Fle had 
had it undertaken against him. But he was willing 
to meet that issue; and when the farmers or plant- ` 
ers, who received, perhaps, ten letters a year, and 
were taxed al the old rates twenty-five cents each, 
they would willingly pay it when they became ac- 
quainted with the fact that the mercantile establish- 
ments in the East wrote, some of them, from one 
hundred to five hundred letters. a day, employing 
in some cases twenty clerks to write them, and on 
these paid the same rate of postage according to 
their mail accommodations, and an amount which, 
upon all the letters sent, was sufficient to sustain 


| the mail service of the country. He contended 


that those who have the benefit of the department 
should pay its expenses, and dwelt upon the injus~ 
tice of so reducing the rates of postage as to male 
the department a burden upon the general treasury, 
thus taxing the farmers of the West, who seldom 
sent a letter, equally for its support with the mer- 
cantile classes of our cities, who sent thousands 
of letters per year. AJl the latter class were clam- 
orous for low rates of postage; and it was very.nat- 
ural they shouldbe. But he wished them to pay 
the same in proportion to their greater-use of the 
mail transportation, as did those who used it less, 
for the quantity they sent. 

This proviso limited the Postmaster General to 
the amount he should allow them; it fixed. it defi- 
nitely, certainly. While he said nothing as to the 
exact amount which should be allowed, and was 
content to leave to Congress to determine, he heart- 
ily approved of this provision, and wanted the com- 

cnsation, whatever it was, definitely fixed by law.’ 

e therefore hoped the proviso would notbe strick- 


| en out. 


Mr. McKAY said the committee would observe 
(what all were aware of) that. these appropria- 
tions were payable out of the revenues of the Post 
Office Department, which, by law, were. kept dis- 
tinct from other moneys in the treasury. Heread 
from the first. section of the bill, and referred to 
the act of July 2, 1836, to which it alludes, to 
show this fact. But while this was the regulation 
of law, it was well known, in consequence of the 
act of the last session reducing the rates of post- 


in office; but he wanted it to be provided by law, 


age, that these appropriations would be insuff- 
cient to defray the necessary expenses of the de- 


deputy postmiasters. 

Rone conversation occurred between Mr. A. D. 
SIMS and Mr. McK AY, which was not sufi- 
ciently audible at the reporter’s desk to be re- 

orted. : 


Mr. McK AY (continuing) said he was going on |i 


to say, when interrupted, that at the time these 
several acts were passed, it was notin the con- 
templation at least of the friends of this measure, 


that the deficiency for compensation of postmasters | 
should be paid out of the general funds of the | 
But, in anticipation of the reduction of | 


treasury. 
the revenues of the department, which everybody, 
even the friends of the measure foresaw, a special 
provision was made in the law itself, (from which 
he read,) that when the commissions of deput 
postmasters are less than $25 per annum, it shail 
be lawful for the Postmaster General to increas 
them, provided they sball not excecd 50 per cent. 
of the postage accruing at the respective offices. 
But it was well known that the Attorney Gen- 
eral said we had authority under these laws to 


make up the deficiency out of the general sum in |: 


the treasury. It was estimated by the Postmaster 
General that the deficiency in the revenues of the 
department for the next fiscal year would be the 
gross sum of one million of dollars. All they pro- 
posed in this bill was that no deficiency for com- 
pensation of postmasters should be taken from the 
general revenues of the treasury. 

He was for raising the rates of postage. 
hoped the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads would report a bill for this prrpose—to some, 
not to any very great extent. But until that, or 
some other remedial legislation was passed by Con- 
gress, provision must be made out of the general 
treasury, to carry on the operations of the depart- 
ment, i could not be the intention of any one here 
in this House that it be stopped; and they all must 
know, from the great falling off that has taken place 
from the redise. rates of postage, that it must stop, 
unless some particular provision be made. 

But to be frank with the committee, he did not 
think it very important that this proviso should be 
retained. Suppose the Postmaster General saw fit 
to increase the rates of compensation allowed to 
deputies, and, for their pay was confined to the rev- 
enues derived from the department, the cousequence 


would be, that the deficiency for transportation of p 


the mails, and under other heads, would be in- 
creased. But the Committee of Ways and Means 


thought this proviso should be inserted, for the pur- | 
pose of carrying out the obvious intention of the | 


legislature at the last session of Congress, and that 
was, that the declining compensation of the post- 
masters should be met by the Postmaster General, 
increasing their compensation in the cases provided 
for, 

Mr. HOPKINS had but a word or two to say. 
It might be expected that a bill would be very soon 
presented from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads on the sabjectof the compensation 
of the postmasters of the United States. ‘The com- 


mittee and the department had felt the importance | 


of it, and they had substantially agreed to a bill 
regulating the compensation of the postmasters, to 
relieve the department from the difficulty under 
which they now labored on this subject. 

Until u 
this bill i 
the exce 
from Georgia, to strike out this proviso. 
proviso was retained in the bill, so far from giving 
any compensation to the postmasters, in some of 
the most important offices of the Union, you would 
actually bring them in debt to the department. He 
ventured to say, under the decision of the Attor- 
ney General and the rule acted on by the Post 
Office Department, the postmasters at Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, New Orleans, Louis- 


n the form ia which it was reported, with 


ville, and other points, would be actual debtors to | 


the department, instead of receiving any compen- 
sation. 

[A voice: ** How ???] 

Tt was indispensable, therefore, (continued Mr. 
H.) that, until Congress do something, this rule 
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iat was done he thought it better to leave | 


tion of the proposition of the gentleman Í 
If this 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


+ 


thousand dollars more than the total commissions. 
Hence he repeated that the commissions, in some 
| of the offices, will not be sufficient to pay the con- 
| tingentexpenses of the office. Fe had said before the 
|i law was passed, that such would be the effect of it. 
|| If the proviso in this bill were stricken out, the 
i| service would remain precisely where it is at pres- 
ent, and, of course, if an act pass Congress regu- 
lating the compensations of postmasters, so much 
of this bill would be rendered unnecessary; for 
| the evil sought to be remedied in this proviso will 
: be guarded against, and in the better form of law. 


Objectionable as it might be to allow so important 
a branch of the public service to depend in so great 
a degree upon the decision of two persons, and de- 
sirable as it was to regulate the whole matter by 
aw, until that was done he thought it better to 
submit to that evil Gian to the great and pervading 
ovil which would arise throughout the whole mail 
i; service of the United States, by adopting this pro- 
| viso, thus causing many postmasters to resign, 
| many post oflices to he closed, the letters usually 
‘| coming to which would have to be sent ten or 
| 

| 


; twelve miles further, and the papers would be stop- 
| ped; thus causing a reduction in the revenues of 
the department, and, with the inability of the de- 
partment to pay, causing much cmbarrassment and 
much injustice to contractors, &c. 

A word or two of conversation ensued between 
Mr. PETTITT and Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. G. W. JONES hoped this proviso would 
not be stricken out, or rather that it should be more 
| explicit in defining the object intended to be accom- 
plished by it. That object was, in his opinion, 
to overrule and to correct one of the boldest and 
most palpable usurpations of the legislative powers 


ernment: “One Of the provisions of thé ‘bill of the 
last Congress, reducing the rates of postage through- 
out the country, was, that where tlie compensation 
of the postmasters should be less than $25, the 
Postmaster General may increase the compensa- 
tion, provided that it should not exceed 50 per 
| cent. of the revenues of their respective offices. 
| But here we have the opimon of the Attorney 
i General of the United States, acted on by the Post- 
i master General, that they may receive the same 
i| compensation which they received under the for- 
mer law of the old rates of postage. What might 
not this effect? lt might require not only the‘ag- 
gregate amount of receipts for compensation for the 
post offices, but it might bring the Government in 
debt to the. postasters, in order to pay them the 
same compensation received under the former law. 

lt was not only unauthorized by law, but it was 
in direct, palpable violation of law; and he could 
lot agree for a moment with the gentleman from 
Virginia, the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Otlice and Post Roads, [Mr. Horxins,] that 
t was betier for us to submit to this, as he con- 
ceived, violation of law, than to submit to the de- 


! 

| try. No; Jet them endeavor to keep themselves 
| within their own proper sphere, and, as far as they 
could, every other department and branch of this 
Government within the limits prescribed to it. It 
was the duty of the exccutive officcr to exccute the 
law as madc, and not say what the law ought to 
be. ‘Tolerate this in this instance, and at the next 
time its authority would be quoted as a precedent 
for a thing not only not right 1n itself, but violative 
of all principle in its inception. 

He could not conceive how the gentleman from 
Virginia could bring the postmasters at the larger 
places in debt to the Government. 1f he understood 
the matter, the postmasters had a salary fixed by 
law; where the per cent. would amount to a certain 
sum they had a salary in lieu thereof. 

Mr. HOPKINS explained that the gentleman 
was wholly mistaken. He did not remember an 
instance in the Union where the postmaster has a 
i salary. The only limitation is where the commis- 
| sion exceeds $2,000 he is limited to that sum; and 
i itis no salary. 


But he hoped the proviso would be stricken out. . 


rangement of the post office business of the coun- | 


of this country. by au executive oficer of the Gov- 


Mr. JONES (resuming) said that amounted tọ a 
salary. .. ; aes ae 

In addition to this, -he understood where, the 
had a commission, that they did not pay for their 
office rent, clerk Imre, &c. Indeed he found-under 
this. very bill that appropriations. were made for 
these very objects—200,000 for clerk hire, $50,000 
for miscellaneous, &e. reas 

Like the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Cosn,] 
and the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Horxurs,| 


‘he (Mr. J.) had opposed the passage of the bill at 


the last session of Congress, and he thought we 
should now increase the rate of postage. If the law. 
as it now stands would not afford ample. compen- 
sation for the postmasters in the small and the large 
offices, he would go with this House to increase 
the rate of compensation, They should be paid, 
and paid liberally for their services; but their com» 
pensation should be fixed by law, and not be liable 
to be increased or reduced by any officer of this 
Government. Ee dwelt upon the evils that would 
arise from intrusting the executive officers with 
this undue compensation, contending that the sal- 
aries of any other officers might with equal pro- 
priety be increased, and that this'ought prompil 
to be repudiated by Congress lest it should furnish 
a precedent for others. aes 

My. BIGGS inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means whether the 
amount of the item HY this bill of one million dol- 
lars compensation to postmasters was: estimated 
under the construction of the Attorney General, or 
under what was considered the actual provision of 
the existing law? . i 

Mr. Me KAY’S reply was not definitely under- 
stood; but he stated that it was shown by docu- 
ment No. 97, that the compensation received by 
postmasters before this law went into operation 
was $F,033,000—a larger amount by $33,000 than 


for the compensation’.of: 


masters to what was considered 
tion ‘of the bill of the: last Congress.” He was ut- 
terly opposed to giving him such instructions, for 
the eflect must necessarily be to put down all the 
soll offices from one end of the Union to the 
other. i 

Mr. B. complained of the vagueness of terms of 
the law of the last session, so that it was extreme- 
ly difficult to-place any construction upon it, and 
said the Attorney General, having placed a reason- 
able construction upon it, so as to carry out in the 
most beneficial manner the object of the law—viz: 
the rendering efficient this branch of the service— 


„Should not be complained of as he had been, 


The gentleman from Tennessee said the Execu- 
tive officers are not to make, but to execute the 
law. The difficulty in this case was to ascertain 
what the law was; and the Attorney General, in 
doing ‘this, had puta sensible, rational construc- 
tion upon it, 

If this proviso remairied, it seemed to him that 
it would be a virtual instruction to the Postmaster 
General to change his practice under the present 
construction of the law; and that its. effect would 
be to abolish a large portion of the small offices of 
the country, and confine, the mail facilities to the 
thoroughfares from city to city. To that he was 
utterly opposed. fate S 

Mr. JONES interposed, and inquired if the gen- 
tleman endorsed the construction of the Attorney 
General? , 

Mr. BIGGS replied, that, looking at the whole 
body of the law, and its object and intent—viz: to 


| make this department efficient—he considered it to 


be a correct construction. - 

In case this proviso were not stricken out (as he 
desired it to be) he should then move:ati amend- 
ment to it, to restore to the deputy postmasters 
their franking privilege, which he-considered a. ne- 
cessary inducement to them to remain ‘in. office 
after the reduction of their commissions,. under 


| what gentlemen considered the proper construction 


of the new law, which. reduction. this. proviso 
would have the effect to make: LPR 
Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, thought it much: 


to be regretted that the law of 1845, making so 


1846... 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


765 


great a reduction.of postage should have been 
passed. “It. was understood to be an experiment, 
and certain clauses were introduced for the purpose 
of providing against any injury to the mail service 
from it. -One:section: provided that the compensa- 
tion of small offices might be increased, provided it 
did not.exceed 50:per cent. of their revenues. Mr. 
S: read fromthe: construction of the Jaw: by the 
Attorney: General, which he considered: had’ been 
unjastifiably denotinced:: He argued that the sum 
of $750,000 was approptiated, in the bill reducing 
the rates of postage, to be-expended, at the discre- 
tion of. the Postmaster General, for,the purpose of 
preventing the occurrence of any. embarrassment 
in carrying out the new project. “The first year of 
the experiment was considered as the most criti- 
cal, and the Pppropriation was intended to guard 
against any difficulties that would derange the 
whole system. The Postmaster General decided 
‘thatthe deputy postmasters should receive the same 
compensation that they had received under the pre- 
vious law. 'The‘ntention of Congress was, that the 
Postmaster General should take care that the de- 
partment should receive no detriment. T'he decis- 
10n of the Attorney General was, therefore, correct. 
Onereason, which showed Congress intended, in the 
law, that the $750,000 should be used to facilitate 
the experiment, was, that, by another provision of 
the law, four millions, if necessary, were appropri- 
ated to make up aty deficiency in the revenue of 
the department.- Whatever might be the amount 
of the deficiency, it was provided that it should be 
made up out of the treasury. + i 
Mr. PETTIT asked if there was not a specific 
law for the payment of postmasters. They were 
allowed a commission, and the extent of their com- 
pensation was limited. 
. Mr. SIMS said this was true. But the only ren- 
son why this sum of $750,000 was placed at the 
discretion of the Postmaster General was, to guard 
against the occurrence of any inconvenience arising 
from the operation of the new law. The inconveni- 
ence from the reduction of the pay of the deputy 
postmasters would have been very great. Con 
gress gave not only the four millions to supply all 
deficiencies. in the revenue of the department, but 
seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars to mect 
any embarrassments in the execution of the act. 
tle was in favor of striking out the proviso as 
unnecessary, There would still be a check upon 
the amount of compensation, It would be limited 
to what. the deputy postmasters had received last 
year. He hoped the proviso would, be stricken 
out, and that the House would then be prepared to 
support the pro position which the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. i 
ulation of the compensation of postmasters by law. 
Mr. J. DAVIS said it was necessary to provide 


against the recurrence of the evil that had hereto- |! 
fore occurred: It was an essential principle that | 
the compensation of every officer should be regu- | 
lated: by law. Thre resignation of deputy postmas- | 


ters might, be very numerous, and very inconveni- 
ent, unless more provision be made for their com- 
pensation, Te would suggest an amendment to 
the proviso, by allowing that the deputy postmas- 
ters should receive mailable matter—letters or pa- 
pers—free of postage when. sent to them, and for 
their own. proper use. This would be some equiv- 
alent for the services they rendered; one that was 
not liable to the objections of franking. He moved 
that amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. said that the service would be 
greatly embarrassed, unless we struck out the pro- 
viso. He would venture the opinion confidently 
that there was nota member on the floor, in whose 
district two-thirds of the postmasters. would not re- 
sign, if this proviso was retained in the bill. | 

Mr. J. DAVIS remarked that his proposition 
was intended:to relieve the small offices. 

Mr. HOPKINS said it would not disembarrass 
the larger ones. This whole subject was now be- 
fore the, Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and they. would report bills both in relation 
to the rates of postage and the compensation of 

3 ters. : 3 
M GORDON remarked, that unless this pro- 
viso was stricken ont, or provision be made by 
law for the compensation of postmasters, One- 
fourth of the postmasters would resign. | He had 
nothing to say as to the correctness or incorrect 
ness of the construction pul on the law b me 
Attorney General; but he would say that, had that 
construction not been adopted 


Lorxins,] would report for the reg- | 
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whole post office system would have been de- 
ranged and embarrassed by the resignation of post- 
masters.. If this proviso should be retained, it 
would drive one-fourth of the postmasters in his 
district into resignation. He should vote to strike 
out the proviso. : 

_,Mr. RATHBUN said the gentleman from Vir- 
gina (Mr. Hopkins] was of the opinion that the 
large offices must stop, unless the proviso be 
stricken out. He did not think so. he bill ap- 
propriated $200,000 for the payment of the clerks 
in these offices, and all the contingent office ex- 
penses were provided for. Ho had great respect 


‘for the opinion of the gentleman from Virginia, 


{Mr. Horxiws,} but he doubted very much whceth- 
er the result that he contemplated would grow out 
of this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS said the gentleman from New 
York differed, then, in opinion with the principal 
postmasters and others. 

Mr. RATHBUN understood, he said, all the 


machinery that had been got up for the purpose of |! 
breaking up the cheap postage bill, He had hoard || 
that the postmasters had been busy here. He had |! 
been a postmaster himself, and knew something of || 


the business of that office. He would say here 
that he was not to be frightened by the clamors of 


postmasters any more than he would be by the |j 


warriors of Mexico or England. 

The only mistake made by Congress in passing 
the cheap postage law was, in adopting a ten- 
cent rate of postage. There should have been vo 
rate above five cents. If we would now take one 
step down to the minimum rate, it would remove 


all the evil that was complained of in the opera- |! 


tion of the bill, Before the experiment was half 
made, it was now attempted to embarrass it, and 
break it up. 


The patriotism of the country was not at so low |] 


ancbb that no one could be found to discharge the 
duties of postmaster under the present law. Te 
believed that, in his district, there was no post oflice 
where, if there were two merchants at the place, 
both would not apply for the ofice. Hf there was 
no other compensation, the business whieh the post 
office would bring to them would be cateorel 

them as an adequate equivalent for their services, 
Gentleman said that their constituents would resign 
unless this proviso should be stricken out; but 
when a community should be found in which no 
one ‘man would be willing to take the post office, 
either for his own convenience or that of his neigh- 
bors, he would undertake to say that the Govern- 
ment. would lose nothing by the discontinuance of 
the office in that community; and he would farther 
suy, that such a place would not deserve an office. 
He was in favor of retaining the proviso, for he 
believed that the construction put upon the law was 
wrong. ‘There was as much appropriated for the 
compensation of the posunasters as they had last 

car, 

Mr. HENLEY remarked upon the declaration 
of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Rarnsen,] 
that patriotism was not at so lowan ebb that no 
one could be found to serve as postmaster without 

nould be put on the 
principle of patriotism, his constituents would be 
as prompt ag any to render the service. Butin his 


opinion it would be well to mix this patriotism of | 


the House with a lite justice, 

This Government was able to pay for all services 
rendered to it, and the service of postmasters ought 
to be paid for. If the proviso were stricken out, 
the small offices would suter. ‘The postmasters 
would be deprived of any compensation, and the 
country of their services. 

He did not know what position his colleague 
meant to take before his constituents in defence of 
his proposition on this subject, 

Mr. PETTITT explained that he was not for cut- 
ting down the pay of postmasters. He was rather 
in favor of inereasing it. He had taken the same 
ground generally in regard to all officers, to allow 
a proper compensation for services. 

Mr. HENLEY said that his colleague’s propo- 
sition took away all the compensation from the 
postmasters, though he was nominally in favor of 
allowing an adequate compensation. ‘The law for 
the reduction of postage was got up-in. the cities, 
gard to the interests of the people in the 


interior. ‘The project now advocated would take 


away a number of the post offices from his district; | 


one of them where there were five thousand inhab- 


: ns 
and acted upon, the} itants. 


by |; 


If it was intended to cut off accommodations from 
the people of the interior, for the sake of promoting 
the interests of the scaboard, let it be done openly 
| and ina manly manner. Let the money be taken 
| out of the treasury at once. Let it not be done by 
depriving the postmasters. of compensation, and 
by depriving the people in a large portion of the 
country of the facilities of the post office establish- 
ment. ; 

He was in favor of increasing the rates. of post- 
age. That ought to be done. But he was utterly: 
opposed to the reduction of the pay: of postmasters 
at the same time. He was as much opposed to the 
present law as any onc, and when the bill should 
come from the committee to increase the rates of 
postage and the pay of postmasters, he would give 
it his support. . 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the committee 
rose, 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
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i 
| 
| 
| 
| Mr. PENNYBACKER presented the memorial 
| of Charles M. Gibson, praying compensation for 
| a waggon and team of horses captured by the Sem- 
| inole Indians in Florida; which was referred to the 
| Committee of Claims. 

| Mr. MORENEAD asked leave to withdraw 
| from the files of the Senate the petition and papers 
| of Samuel Y. Keene, and that they be referred to 
| the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; which 
! was agreed to. 

; Mr. CORWIN presented the supplemental me- 
| morial of the heirs and legal representatives of 
| Captain Benjamin Tarrison, an officer in the rev- 
| olutionary army, praying the allowance of com- 
| mutation pay and bounty land; which was order 
| ed to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
| Revolutionary Claims, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill to supply deficien- 
cies bf appropriations made for the service of 
the fiscal year cuding June 30, 1847, together with 
certain amendments made by the Fouse to certain 
| Senate amendments, made a report, recommending 
| that the Senate do recede from their fourth amend- 

ment to said bill, and that the Senate do concur 
. With the Flouse of Representatives in their amend- 
! ment to tlic eighth amendment, and that the Sen- 
ate do insist on their third and ninth amendments 
to snid bill. sp E 

Mr. L. also, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported “An act making appropriations for certain 
fortifications of the United States for the year 
ending on the 30th of June, 1847,” with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ATCIIISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, submitted an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of Margaret Heyland; which report was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. TOTTNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
| mittee on Pensions, submitted adverse reports upon 
| the petitions of Hezekiah Wingate, Thomas Hall, 
and James Updike; which reports were severally 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. also asked that the Committee on Pen- 
; sions should be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Michael Harrison, and 
| that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
i fairs; which was agreed to. f 
Mr. J. also, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill for the relief of the 
| Mexican Railroad. Company; which was read a 
| first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
| on Publie Lands. 


DEFICIENCIES OF APPROPRIATIONS., 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate proceeded 
i to the consideration of the report of the Committee 
on Finance upon the “ Act to supply deficiencies 
of appropriations made for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30,1847; which report was con- 
curred in. ` 
On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate consider- 
ed, as in committee of the whole, the. bill ma- 
| king appropriations for certain fortifications of the 
United States for the year ending on the 30th of 
| June, 1847,” which had been referred to the Com- 
i mittee on Finance, and reported baek with an 
: amendment, increasing the appropriations for Fort 
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sired time to procure certain necessary information 
in relation to the subject, he expressed the hope 
that the bill would be passed by informally for a 
day or two. j 

3y unanimous consent, the bill was passed by 
informally. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved that the prior orders of 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate take up 
for consideration the ‘ Bill to amend the act ap- 
€ proved June 17th, 1844, for the adjudication of 
€ private land claims before the courts, and for other 
€ purposes.” Mr. A. presumed that there would 
be no difficulty in relation to the bill, which, unless 
it was passed speedily, would be of no use what- 
ever. The object of the bill was, to compel per- 
sons holding pre-emption claims upon unsurveyed 
public lands, which have been settled upon by other 
citizens and improved, under the impression that 
the said lands were a portion of the publie domain, 
to take other lands in lieu of those claimed by them. 
that innocent settlers might not be robbed of their 
improvements, made, in many cases, through a 
period of twenty and thirty years. 

Mr. WESTCOTT expressed the hope that the 
motion would not prevail; himself and colleague 
were desirous of taking up the Florida judicial bill, 
but had given way several times to other subjects; 
they were anxious now to press speedy action 
upon the subject. 

‘She motion was not agreed to. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. SPEIGETT, was considered and rejected— 
yeas 16, nays 22: 

Resolved, That after this day the regular hour 
to which the Senate shall stand adjourned shall be 
eleven a. m., until otherwise ordered. 


CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


he Senate resumed the consideration of the 
‘bill providing for the settlement of the claims of 
New Hampshire against the United States,” 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. ATHERTON expressed his regret that he 
should be compelled to trouble the Senate with 
some remarks on this bill, in consequence of some 
iihupprelhcnsion which prevailed as to its charac- 
ter, 
was to obtain payment for the troops called out by 
the State of New Hampshire, as if they had been 
called out by order of the General Government. 
The land which was the scene of the operations of 
these troops, he described as embracing about one 
hundred thousand acres of land, some of which was 
of good quality. He then reiterated what he had 
stated when the bill was up for consideration some 
time since, in relation to the origin and progress of 
the difficulties which had arisen between the State 
of New Hampshire and the Canadian authorities; 
and went again into a history of the negotiations 
by which that dispute had been settled. With re- 
gard to this claim for remuneration, he looked upon 
it as resting on the same principle as the bill to set- 
tle the claims of the State of Maine, which had 
passed. The State of New Hampshire, consider- 
ing the claim to be just, had pressed on her Sena- 
tors and Representatives to use their efforts to get 
it allowed. 


T 


Mr. A. then made some brief replies to the ob- ji 


jections which had been urged against the bill, and 
showed that it was only by the prompt and ener- 
getic action of the State that a state of things which 
rust have resulted in bloodshed was prevented. 


Lhe amount of the claim was only $6,000, which | 


he contended was justly due. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said it would be obvi- i 


ously improper to press the bill to a vote in a thin 
Senate, especially when the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Puetrs] and the Senator from Ken tucky, 
(Mr. Crirrenven,] who had taken part against the 
bill, were absent. The bill having been rejected 
once by a decided vote, it would be a strange pro- 
cecding in a thin Senate to reverse that decision. 
Mr. ATHERTON stated that the former vote 
was nota fair expression of the opinion of the Sen- 
ate. On the former division many Senators were 
absent, and these were about equally divided, and 


some voted against the bill under a misapprehen- 
5 regular calendar. 


sion of its provisions. 


r 


Je then explained that the object of the bill j; 


j the subject. 
| hoped there would be no final action on the bill at 


| reading, with the 


| Seinple, Speight, Turn 


Mr. MANGUM referred to the absence of the 
Senators who had been named, as a sufficient rea- 
son for postponement. 

Mr. ATHERTON said, if the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crivrenpen,] now. absent, de- 
sired to discuss the bill, he (Mr. A.) would not 
object to the postponement. 

Mr. MANGUM had no authority for asserting 
that the Senator from Kentucky intended to debate 
But the Senate was thin, and he 


present. He moved that the bill be postponed till 
Monday, the 18th, and made the special order for 
that day. 

The question being taken on the motion to post- 
pone, it was decided in the negative: Ayes 14, 
noes 17. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 

g folowing resalt: 

YEAS-—Messrs, Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Colquitt, Haywood, 
Houston, Jenness, Lewis, MeDuftie, Niles, Pennybacker, 

n Westcott, and Yulee—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Thomas Clay- 
ton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Evans, 
Huntington, Jolmson of Louisiana, Mangum, and More- 
head—13. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. ATHERTON then said that he had no de- 
sire to take advantage of the thinness of the Sen- 
ate. He was willing to let the bill lie till there 
was a full Senate. 

Mr. MOREHEAD hoped that the. bill would 
take the ordinary course. It appeared that. those 
opposed to the bill were not to expect any cour- 
tesy. He trusted that the bill would: be 
in the natural-course. ©’ í 

Mr. WESTCOTT remarked that he had voted 
against the postponement, because it was a public 


|! bill in which the personal feelings or convenience 


of no Senator was interested. Had it been of the 
latter character, he would have been willing to 
postpone. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House in- 
sisted upon their third and ninth amendmeuts to 
the Senate amendments to the bill to supply defi- 
ciencies of appropriations, made for the service of 
the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1846, 


DEFICIENCIES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The message from the Housc, alluded to above, 
was read. 

Mr. HAY WOOD moved that the Senate recede 
frora its third amendment. 

Mr. EVANS objected, and remarked, that if the 


į motion prevailed, he would feel himself under the 


necessity of moving that the Senate recede from its 
second amendment also. i 

Mr. HAYWOOD stated that he was not aware 
that there was more than one amendment, and then 
moved that the Senate recede from both its amend- 
ments; his object was to secure the passage of the 
main features of the bill. 

Mr. WES'TCOTT objected to this course, but 
was in favor of the appointment of a committee of 
conference between the two Houses. 

Mr. BAGBY cxpressed the hope that the first 
amendment would not be receded from, as such a 
course would deprive Mr. 'T. P. Jones of his equi- 
table claim for services rendered the United States, 
in making certain experiments in relation to steam 
boilers. 

The question being taken upon Mr. Haywoop’s 
motion, it was decided in the affirmative, yeas 17, 
ar fe 12. 

So the amendments were receded from. 


MINERAL LANDS. 

Mr. BREESE, in fulfilment of a pledge to the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Corwry,] moved that the 
Senate should take up for consideration a joint res- 
olution in relation to the mineral lands. 

Mr. EVANS objected to proceeding out of the 


taken up. 


The question: being taken upon the motion; it 
was lost. ee } 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS, 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON moved thatthe’ Senate 
should take up the consideration of the French 
spoliation bill, with a view to the designation of. 
some day upon which .the debate thereon should. 
be resumed ; the motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. MOREHEAD signified his:intention of ad- 
dressing the. Senate upon the ‘subject, but. was not 
prepared to do so at present; and moved that its fur- 
ther consideration be postponed until Monday 
next; which motion was agreed to. Diere 


JUDICIARY. ; Pye 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of. the. 
Whole, the consideration of the ‘bill to.establish 
t courts of the United States, and to provide’ for 
‘ the due execution of the laws of the United States , 
‘in the State of Florida.” . The Committee on the 
Judiciary heretofore reported a substitute for the 
original bill, which substitute was under discus- 
sion. 

Sundry amendments were proposed, in the dis- 
cussion of which Messrs. YULEE, WESTCOTT, 
JOHNSON, of Louisiana, and EVANS, took 
part; after which, the bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate, the amendments were coneurred in, the amend- 
atory bill as amended was concurred. in, and ‘or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. NILES moved that the Senate should pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business; 
which motion was not agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE Or REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonespay, May 6, 1846. 


The Journal of. yesterday was read in part, and 
(the further reading having, on motion of Mr. 
MARSH, been dispensed with) was approved. 

The SPEAKER announced thë special order of 
the day to be the bill to repeal that part of: the act 
of the 30th August, 1842, which imposes a duty of 
twenty per cent: ad: valorem,on. Java coffee, gic... 

Mr McKAY asked: leave: to submit a motion 
that hereafter the House would take a-daily recess 


from two to‘half-past three o'clock. 

Objections were made. © =o e x 

Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, to enable him to submit the motion. 

The SPEAKER expressed doubts whether the 
motion could be received, inasmuch as the specia 
order had itself been made under a suspension of 
the rules. 

After a brief conversation between Mr, BOYD 
and the SPEAKER, on the point of order— 

Mr. McKAY moved to postpone the considera- 
tion of the special order for the moment, to enable 
him to submit the motion. 

The affirmative vote stood 23; the noes were not 
counted. 

So the’special order was not postponed; and the 
motion for a recess was not received. 


Mr. S. ADAMS, on leave given, withdrew from 
the files of the House the papers in the case of 
Mrs, E, Adams, and of Mrs. Mayrant. 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN, on leave given, presented 
a memorial of citizens of Tennessee valley, pray- 
ing an appropriation for the removal of obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of the Tennessee river at 
Muscle and Colbert’s Shoals; which memorial was 
committed. . à 


JAVA COFFEE AND SPANISH VESSELS. 


On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. : 

The SPEAKER invited Mr. Payne to the chair, 
who excused himself, ~ . ae ` 

The SPEAKER then extended the invitation to 
Mr. Boyn, who accepted it. 

The committee proceeded. to. the consideration 
of the special order, being the bill to repeal that 
part of the act of the 30th August, 1842, which 
imposes a duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem on 
Java coffee, and to refund the discriminating. ton- 
nage duties levied on Spanish vessels (except those 
from Cuba and Porto Rico) by.the act of 13th July; 


’ 


1832. ; 
The bill was reád as follows: 


- Be it enacted by the Senate and House of ‘Representatives 
of the United States of America in: Congress assembled, ‘Phat 
from and after the passage of this act, Java’ coffee imported 
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from the European. ports of the Kingdom of the Ne 


lands into the United Statee ar 


{ > Whether in Dutch or American 
vessels, shall. be admitted Without discriminating duty, upon 
the same footing with coffee imported directly trom Brazil 
and other countries Where: coffee is produced; and that so 
inuch of the act of thé: thirtieth of ‘August, éighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two as-impoges'a duty of twenty per cent. 
ad vuoren on Java coffee, bé, and the same is hereby, re- 
ealed, >r o ; 3 ai 
Sec. 2 
criminating’ to 
the actof fhe. 
ty-4W0, coming from any foreign country, (except those 
from Cuba and Porto Rico,) be refunded ; and far from and 
after the passagé ‘of ‘this act, no discriminating tonnage du- 
ties be Jevied on Spanish vessels, except such as come from 


t Puirther enacted, That the amount of dis- 
fe duties levied on Spanish vessels inder 
leenth of July, eighteen hundred and thir- 


Cuba dnd: Porto Rico: 

Mr. C.J. fNGERSO 

, first section of the bill. _ 
` Mr. T.said the Dutch subject was embraced in 
the:general tariff act reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means. There was no occasion, 
therefore, for that provision here. All-we wanted 
was the'second section réspecting Spanish tonnage 
duties, which, he flattered himself, would receive 
the unanimous sanction of the House. 

-Mre WINTHROP rose, and was proceeding in 
the course of remark indicated below, when 

Mr: C. J. INGERSOLL interposed, and de- 
sired to say a few words in explanation. 

Mr. WINTHROP yieldine— 

My. L.:said his object on this. occasion was to 
have nothing to do with the tariff proorcon. He 
was endeavoring, pursuant to the recommendation 
of the four last’ Presidents of the United States— 
Presidents Jackson, Van Buren, Tyler, and Polk— 
to doan act of simple justice to Spain under our 
treaty arrangements with her. It happened that 
the subject of similar character respecting Java 
coffee was provided for im the general tariff bill 
reported from the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He was therefore willing to pass that over till that 
bill came up, so as to get at the Spanish queation, 
which was a matter of pure justice, and which he 
promised himself would meet the uaunimous sup- 
port ofthe House. 

Mr. WINTHROP (resuming) said he had his 
reasons for pursuing his owh course, one of which 
was, that when the tariff bill came up, amid. the 
multitude of other apparently more important ques- 
tions which would present themselves, this might 
be passed over without opportunity being afforded 
for due consideration. , 

He regretted that this subject had come upon him 
somewhat by surprise. It was one of great im- 
portance to the navigating interests of the country, 
which he said had been treated for many years past 
with utter and undeserved neglect. tle wasin fa- 
vor of striking out this section from the bill, but he 
could not consent to have it done silently and with- 
out explanation, Thesame provision was contain- 


LL moved to'strike out the 


ed in the new: tariff bill, and. might be carried | 


through hereafter.’ It was a provision most unjust 
to the American ship-owner, and was called for b 
no considerations of treaty stipulation. Mr, W. 
then went into.a, detailed statement as to the legis- 
lative and exccutive action on the subject, and into 
the general condition of our trade with the island 
of Java. He referred to the discriminating duties 
levied in that island, both upon imports and cx- 
ports, against the American merchant, He spoke 
at some length, also, in regard to the diserimina- 
ting duties imposed by the British Government in 
their East India possessions in favor of their own 
navigation. The policy of both the British and 
Dutch Governments was to protect their own ship- 
ing, and give it the benefit of all the long voyages. 
They would give us the little boon of bringing 
their products from Holland or England; but they 
insisted on bringing them in their own bottoms 
from Java and Bengal. This was a wise and pa- 
triotic policy on their part, and he only wished that 
it could be pursued with equal zeal and pemeve 
rance by our own Government. Mr. W. allu ' 
to the care bestowed by our fathers in the early 
days of our history, upon the interests of our nav- 
igation, and concluded by wishing that there was 
more of information and more of intelligence 10 
regard to these commercial questions, both in he 
legislative and executive departments of the coun- 
7 As the Representative ofa 


“y at the present day. | L 
eee commercial city, he felt bound to invoke for 
o e consideration of the 


those interests’ the attentiv 


His. JONES said, according to the informa- 


i from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
of the gentleman from u 
Wasranor,| and of the correctness of it there was 


` egon, felony, and breach of the 
| f from arrest, during their attendance at the session {| 


no doubt, there was an export duty laid upon cof- 
fee coming from Java in any vessels other than ves- 
sels belonging to the kingdom of the Netherlands, 
thereby making a discriminating duty in favor of 
their vessels against American and other foreign 
vessels of 20 per cent. Ordinarily, he was not in 
favor of retaliatory duties; but in this case he 
thought it highly important that we should retain 
a discriminating duty against vessels belonging to 
the kingdom of the Keherlands He desired that 
this section should not passin its present form, 
but to see it so amended. as to protect American 
ships against the discriminating duty charged by 
the Netherlands in favor of their own ships. 

He moved an amendment, to strike out, in the 
fifth line, the words “whether in Dutch or,” and 
to add, at the close of the section, ‘so far as re- 
‘gards Dutch coffee exported in American ves- 
‘sels,’ so as to continue the discriminating duty 
entirely in favor of American vessels, and placing 
them entirely on the same footing Dutch vessels are 
placed on by their own Government. 
pected that a motion of that sort would have come 
from the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE interposed, and, remarking 
that there was an important question of privilege 
which had arisen, requested Mr. Jones to give 
way to a motion that the committee rise, 

Mr. JONES, still retaining his right to the floor, 
yielded for this purpose. 

And on motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the com- 


mittee rose and reported. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 
Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to a question of priv- 


ilege. 

He had been informed, (he said,) on authority | 
which he could not question, that a colleague of | 
his had received a subpena to attend a court of | 
justice in this District. His colleague had no ob- | 
jection to attend. But he (Mr. D.) wished the 
House to decide the question of privilege, inas- 
much as it had, he understood, been discussed in 
court. ‘The Manual, under the head of Privilege, 
at page 122, held the following langnage: 


May 


The privilege of a member is t 


‘leave, it isa ground for punishing bim, but can- 
‘not in effect waive the privilege of the House.” 
Thus (continued Mr. D.) my colleague, (and 
thero are others in the same situation,) if he waives 
this privilege—(which privilege is to attend here 
Sani goes off to attend a court in any State or 
Territory, or even in this District, and thereby 
goes from the service of the House, subjects him- 
self to punishment. T have already said that my 
colleague (whom I may be permitted to name, Mr. | 
Hoprxws) has no objections to attend. But he 
desires that the House should express its permis- 
sion, and grant him, and others, who haves 
may be, subpanaed, (all of whom f do not know,) 
leave to attend, ‘The words of the Constitution are: 
“They [members] shall in all cases, except trea- 
pees, be privileged 


| 
i 
| 
| 
f 


‘ of their respective Houses, and in going to or re- | 
‘turning from the same”? 

Mr. Jefferson, in his Manual, gives his interpre- 
tation of the constitutional privilege from arrest, | 
and which he says is an exemption even from the | 
service of asubpana, and he assigns the reason. 
Ele says: 

a Gis privilege from arrest, privileges of course 
‘against all } 
‘punishable by an attachment of the person; as a 
“subpa@na ad respondendum, or testificandum, or 
‘a summons on a jury; and with reason; because 
‘a member has superior duties to perform in an- 
© other place. [When a Representative is withdrawn 
‘from his seat by summons, the forty thousand 
© people whom he represents lose their voice in de- | 
s [ato and vote, as they do on. his voluntary ab- 
‘sence; when a Senator is withdrawn by summons 
‘his State loses half its voice in debate and vote, | 
© as it does on his voluntary absence. The enor- | 
‘mous disparity of evil admits no comparison. ”’] 

I therefore, (continned Mr. D.,) propose to move 
ageneral resolution, thatany member who has been, 
or may be, subpenacd to attend the cirewit court, 
during its present term, shall have the leave of the 
House to do so. 


Mr. WINTHROP desired to suggest to the hon- 


He had ex- | 


wivilege of || 
| tthe Louse. Tf the member waive it without | 


peen or j! 


. + X ` t 
wocess the disobedience of which is |! 


words to that effect. r. W. said that this was 
not a new-subject to him. He had himself come: 
|| very near to being involved in a collision with the 

i judicial authorities of this District on a point of 
| this kind four years ago. He had then examined 

ithe subject carefully in relation to his own duties 

and his own rightsas a member of the House; and 

| he had come to the conclusion: that there was no 

power in any judicial tribunal in the land to com- 

pel the attendance of a member of Congress, for the 

| purpose of giving testimony. He was for assert- 

i| Ing our privilege on this subject to the fullest èx- 

i tent, and for using no phraseology which should 
| leave that assertion in any degree doubtful. It was 

1a privilege of our constituents, as well as of our- 

|! selves. If they might be deprived of their Repre- 

|, sentative here by judicial process at one moment, 

i| they might be at another, A Representative might 

| be withdrawn from his place when questions of 
| the gravest importance—of peace and war, of tariff 
| or finance—were depending for their decision upon 

į his single vote. Nothing could be more dangerous 
to the interests of the people than the admission of 
such a power, and he hoped the House would re- 

| sist its exercise on all occasions. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE could see no necessity, be 

| Said, for the modification. But he concurred fully 

with his friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Win- 

| THROP,} that the courts of the District could not 

dissolve Congress, for that was the whole amount 

of the matter. If they could subpana one member, 

| they could air ante both branches of Congress, 

i and thus, for all practical purposes, dissolve Con- 

| gress itself. All the House could do was to give 

leave to its members to attend, so as to absolve 

them from punishment. They could not compel 

then to attend. ‘The question, he understood, had 

been argued for several days in the court here, but 


i; what the decision was he did not know. 


| Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL (whom it was impos- 
sible to hear with any accuracy) was understood 
| to refer to a case which had occurred several years 
| ago, where he had been robbed of his wateh, and 
| 
| 
| 


| in which the man charged with the theft had been 
i pronsented and tried in Alexandria. He (Mr, 1.) 
lad been subpænaed. A question had been raised 
before the court whether he would not be com- 
pelled to attend and give his testimony, notwith- 
standing his duties here, [He did not speak with 
entire certainty, but he rather thought the result 
was that he must attend. Mr. Fendall, who'was at 
the time prosecuting attorney, had treated himwith - 
gront courtesy, and his testimony was finally taken > 
by deposition. He had risen merely to staté this 
fact, and to suggest to the gentleman from Vir- 
| vinia [Mr. Dromaoorr] that any resolution of this 
kind should be worded with great caution. It was 
not a personal, but a public business; and he (Mr. 
n submitted that great care should be takenin the 
a option of any such proposition, , 
The SPEAKER. The resolution, as framed by 
the Clerk, in obedience to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Dromcoors,] will 
now be read. 
The resolution was read as follows: 
Resolved, That any member of this House who 
has been or may be summoned to attend as a wit- 
ness before the circuit court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia, now sitting in the 
city of Washington, has the leave of this House 
during the present session to attend as a witness 
in said court, if he shall think proper to do so, 
Mr. THOMASSON was understood to say that 
he was not prepared to vote for the resolution, 
and he was unwilling to vote againstit. His mind 
was not entirely Satisfied as to the correctness of 
the position taken in it. He did not apprehend 
that there was any fear of a collision between Can- 
gress and the courts of the District, and the cases 
whieh had been cited by gentlemen who had pre- 
ceded him had convinced him that some impro- 
| priety might result from the resolution, although 
it was somewhat negative in its character, The 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. INGERSOLL} 
nad been robbed of his watch at his boarding- 
house; and if he had not chosen to appear against 
the individual, was there to be no power in the law 
to punish that individual or to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses? The most hardened villain 
might in this way go unpunished. It seemed to 
him that this was a declaration of authority and 
power that would not readily be ‘assented to, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


orable member from Virginia the propriety of add- 


ing the words, ‘if they think fit to do so,” or other | 


(here was no danger of any encroachment on the 
nghts of the House. 


i 
i 
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Mr. GORDON made a remark or suggestion, 
of which the reporter did not hear a word. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, said that this case 
was not anew one, nor was the controversy be- 
tween the privileges of a member of Congress and 
the courts of law a new controversy. He was 
understood [though scarcely heard, there was so 
much confusion in the Hall] to refer to the case of 
Thomas Cooper, which occurred whilst Congress 
was in session at Philadelphia. Under the law 
then existing, the truth of the libel upon the Pres- 
ident or any public officer might be given in evi- 
dence. Members of Congress, as well as the 
President, were summoned. Judge Chase, as well 
as the district judge who sat on the trial, decided 
that Mr. Cooper was not entitled to compulsory 
process against members of Congress, ‘The court 
decided that such process would be incompatible 
with the interpretation of the privilege of mem- 
bers, as given by Mr. Jetierson in the Manual. 

No member had a right to waive his own priv- 
ilege, because it was the privilege of the House, 
Nor was this a personal privilege; it was the priv- 
ilege of the constituency. ‘The Elouse, conse- 
quently, ought not to waive it. He was therefore 
opposed to the resolution, not on the ground stated 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. ‘fuomas- 
S0N,| but on the ground that as this was nota per- 
sonal privilege, the Fouse had no right to waive 
it, He hoped the resolution would not be adopted. 

Mr. McGAUGELEY was understood te say that 
he thought the objection raised by the gentleman 
from Kentucky IMr. Tiomasson}] was not appli- 
cable to the ease. If the specches of the gentle- 
man from Virginia and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts were embodied in the resolution, he 
(Mr. McG.) thought he should vote against it. 
But all that the resolution proposed was, that if 
these gentlemen desired to attend court, they might, 
so fur as this House was concerned, do so. dt 
was merely granting them leave to attend, thus 
frecing them irom any punishment for non-attend- 
ance on their duties here. By the adoption of the 
resolution the House did not decide the question 
of privilege—not atall. Jt was merely telling cer- 
tain members. that they might do as they pleased 
in the premises, and that this Houge would not 
punish them for their absence, if they chose to at- 
tend the court. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES said he was decided- 
ly opposed to the adoption of the resolution. It was 
extremely unsafe for this House to legislate, in this 
summary manner, on general principles. W hat was 
the amount of the resolution? It was conceded by 
the gentleman himself, that the member was not, by 
any compulsory process, liable to be carried to 
court, Un that score, therefore, no danger was to 
be apprehended 

But a question of some difficulty, in connexion 
with the resolution, presented itself to his mind. 
Suppose the tarifi bill should be taken apa bill on 
which he believed a goodly number of the meni- 
bers of this Liouse would, uf they could, avoid vo- 
ting. Under the general privilege thus granted, 
without any exception, to attend the circuit court, 
which might sit here for some weeks to come, gen- 
tlemen might get oul summary process upon any | 
subject for the purpose of exempting themselves 
from their attendance here, and avoiding the horri- 
bie and stringent rule of the yeas and nays. Wy 


he should be sent for by means of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, what would be done? The klouse would not 


punish him, if satisfied it was to subserve the pur- || the court wished the attendance of any members of 
! this Flouse, that they should have the privilege to 


All hede- | 


poses of justice, but would let the court suspend 
its proceedi pr 
cited its business. In the one case great injury 
mighthe done by the resolution—in the other, there 


| 

t 
statu quo. The privileges of the House were thus | 
a wall of fire beyond which the. courts could not | 
pass; but to relax.their own privileges might en- 


able members, if they chose, to avoid voting onan j; 


i 
| 

important bill, The House should not, when so | 
+ 


grave a subject was pending, adopt any resolution || 


til this Flouse should have prose- ji 


i that it should waive none of the 
i: House. 


which might enable a member to avoid his respon- 
sibility to the Constitution under the influence of a 
subpoena. f 

Mr. VINTON said, he was disposed to give the 
privilege asked by this resolution; but he did not 
think it should be given in such form as to waive 


oe . 3 i 3 
| difficulty with the resolution was this—that in the 


shape in which it was proposed, it carried with it 
an admission that the court had a right to subpoena 


a member. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE (interposing) was under- 
stood to say: Task the gentleman to permit the res- 
olution to be read, and thus see what are its quali- 
fications. Iam the last man that will ever ‘yield 
any of the privileges of this House. 

The resolution having been again read— 

Mr. VINTON proceeded. . He was about to 
remark, when interrupted by the gentleman from 
Virginia, that the privileges of the House seemed 
to be well defined and specifically laid down by 
Mr. Jefferson in his Manual. In the first place, 
one of them was that no member should be sum- 
moned, cited, or arrested in his own case, Another 
was, that no member should be summoned as a 
witness. If, then, that was one of the privileges 
of the House, this resolution, it seemed to him, 
should be so shaped.as that the court should have 
lenve to summon them. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE (turning to Mr. Vinton) 
made a remark of which not a word was heard by 
the reporter, . 

Mr. BURT was understood to make a sugges- 
tion for a modification of the resolution, but noth- 
ing of it was heard by the reporter. 

Mr. A. D. SIMS suggested that instead of any- 
thing being said in the resolution about the court, 
the House should simply grant leave of absence to 
those who wished to attend it. 

Mr. VINTON said he would send the Manual 
to the Clerk’s table to be read, so that members 
might understand what the privileges of the House 
were. All he desired was that the resolution 
should be put into such a form that the House 
shall not waive its privileges, whilst, at the same 
time, those members whose testimony was needed 
might be permitted to go and give it. He thought 
the gentleman from Virginia was mistaken in sup- 
posing that the court had any power to summon 
any member here. 

The Clerk then read the following passage from 
the Manual: 

«© The privileges of members of Parliament, from 
“smalkand. obscure beginnings, have been advan- 
t cing for centuries with a firm and never yielding 
‘pace. - Claims seem to have been brought for- 
“ward from time to time, and repeated, till some 
‘example of their admission enabled them to build 
“law on that example. We can only therefore 
state the points of progression at which they now 
tare, Itis now acknowledged, 1st. That they are 
Sat all times exempted from question clsewhere for 


“anything said in their own House; that during the | 


“time of privilege, 2d. Neither a member himself, 
‘his wife, or his servants, (familiares sui,) for any 
‘matter of their own, may be arrested on mesne 
‘process, in any civil suit; 3d. Nor be detained 
‘under execution, though levied before time of 
‘privilege; 4th. Nor impleaded, cited, or subpoc- 
‘naed in any court; 5th, Nor summoned as a wit- 
‘ness or juror; Gth. Nor may thcir lands or goods 
‘be distrained; 7th. Nor their persons assaulted 
‘or characters traduced. And the period of time 
t covered by privilege, before and after the session, 
t with the practice of short prorogations under the 
“connivance of the crown, amounts in. fact toa 


: ; ; * h 5 | ‘perpetual protection against the course of jus- 
having subjected himself to this process of court, |) 


*lice.”? 
Mr. VINTON resumed. 


interfere with the resolution. 


He did not wish to 
It was his desire if 


attend if they thought proper so to do. 
sired was again to suggest to the gentleman from 


i ; ! A there |! Virginia, or those members having any charge of 
might be no result from letting things remain In | : 


this matter, to put the resolation in such a form as 
privileges of this 


Mr. DROMGOOLE. I give the gentleman per- 
aiacion to modify the resolution. I hope he will 
o s0, 
Mr. VINTON declined to take charge of it.. He 


merely proposed that the Hause should adhere to 
its privileges as defined in the Manual, and should 
i yicld none of them. ` | 
Mr. GORDON suggested that the best thing the |! 


House could do, would be to grant leave of absence 
to those members who desired to attend the cowrt. 


privilege of his constituents... It would -hea mere 
leave of absence of which the member might ayail 
himself or not, as he pleased. He (Mr. G.)-thought 
there was no necessity for the adoption of the res- 
olution. It was a high public duty.to attend court 
on a subpena; and a member eould, if he chose,’ 
unquestionably go, and the Housewould never" 
punish him for his absence without leave, any more 
than it punished members who went home to. see 
their families without leave. A member could go 
to court without asking leave, and no harm would 
be done. _ If, however, he had any scruple about 
it, he might ask leave, or get a friend to do so.. He 
(Mr. G.) moved that the resolution: be laid-on the 
table. 3 CE 
Mr.. ADAMS rose and addressed the chairr. 
The SPEAKER. said the motion to lay on the 
table was not debatable. ce # 

Mr. GORDON persisted in his motion, — 

Mr. ADAMS wished the resolution modified. - 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. Deeming. this an impor- 
tant question, and not wishing thus to get rid of it, 
Task the yeas and nays on the motion to lay on 
the table; which were ordered. i k 

The question, “ Shall this resolution be laid on 
the table 2?? was then taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, as follows: . 

7 RAS—Messrs. Atkinson, James A. Black, Boyd, Broeck- 
enbrough, Brodhead, Chnse, Clarke, Çonstabté, ‘Callous, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Faran, Vries, Garvin, Gor- 
don, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Elias Bi Holmes; James 
B. itunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, 
George W, Jones, keib, McClean, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Parrish, Sawyer, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims; Bim son, Thomas Smith, Thomas- 
sou, Jacob ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden,- Wheaton, “and 
Yell—44. ea ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
Arnold, Baker, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
James Black, Bowlin, -Brinkerhoft, William: G Brown, 
Butlington, Burt, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Daniel, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Edsall, Erdman, John M. Ewing, Bdwin H. Ewing, | 
Ficklin, Poot, Gentry, Giddings, Goodycar, Graham, Grm-~ 
nell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Herrick, 
Isaac E. Holmes, Wopkins,. Hough, Jona + Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D: Hubbard, Hodson, Pun- 
gerford, Charies J. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Seaborn 
Jones, Daniel P.. King, La Sere, Lewis Ligon, Lony, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McConnell; MeGanghey, 
McHenry,” Mellvaine, McKay, Maysh, John P. Martin, 
Miller, Moseley, Owen. Payne, Pendieton; Periil}, Phelps, 
Pollock; Pricej: Ramsey, Reidi Ritgor;. Jena Ay Rockwell; 


Root, Sawtelle, Scammon, Se s 
8 bB. 


enek, Severance, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caich B. Smith, Starkweather, Ste- 


phens, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thibo- 
deanx, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Trumbo, 
Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wick, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Woodruff, Woodward, Yancey, Young, and Yost—117. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on its adoption, `- 

Mr. HUNTER moved. to amend it by adding 
thereto the following proviso: ; 

“Provided, That this shall not be considered a 
‘a waiver of the privileges of this-FIouse, or as an 
© admission of a right in the courts of law to arrest 
‘its members, except for treason, felony, or breach 
‘ of the peace, during the session of the House, or 
‘to issue process against them during such ses- 
‘ gion, when a disobedience to such process would 
‘be punishable by an attachment of the person; 
‘nor shall this resolution be construed into an or- 


‘der to any of its members to. attend under any 


“subpoena or summons, should he object to do 
< 80.” i 

Mr. ADAMS (who was not in his seat at the 
moment Mr. Dromeooie introduced his resolu- 
tion) now inquired of the Speaker how it had 
come before the House? 

The SPEAKER explained. ; pa 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the gentleman who: offered 
the resolution the member to whom the subpoena 
has been issued by the court ? $ 

Mr. DROMGOOLE explained. 

‘Mr. CONSTABLE desired to inquire-whether 
the gentleman from Virginia had the authority of 
other members to ask a similar waiver? “Was it 
done by their request? and who were they? : 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Massas- 
chusetts is entitled to thé floor. : Den 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, I hope the gentleman wil 
allow me to reply to the question. eae 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly... bp 

Mr. CONSTABLE said, the question he desir- 
ed to have answered was thisr-who had been sub- 

cenaed ?—and did they desire the privilege asked? . 


any of the admitted privileges of the Tlouse. Nor j 
did he understand that the gentleman from. Vir- | 


ginia [Mr DromaooLe] intended to waive any; the i: to attend—for such, after all, was his privilege, the || 


Because (he was understood to: say) If stripped of 
their privilege, the court might seize them. 7 
Mr. DROMGOOLE. -When gentle enaskme- 


And after that ; 
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if any other member has asked for’ a privilege, I 
mean to say that L-haye moved for no. privilege, 
` except the -simple “privilege of. absence. to. attend 
court, if: gentlemen -choose to avail themselves of 
it... The resolution does not exempt them.from the 
auty of attending the House if they prefer it; and, 
by: ooking: to the terms of the resolution, the gen- 
tleman will find that itis so. My simple proposi- 
ion was, that the House should grant-leave to my 
colleague, whom I. thought. it better to mention, 
{Mr. Hopxus;] and I referred ‘to others as being 
in the same position: But we waive no privilege. 
The resolution imposes no obligation upon them 
to-attend court, nor will it bear any such construc- 
tion. Therefore, I think there. is no necessity for 
the proviso. 0. 7 ` 
r. CONSTABLE. I understand, then, that 
thë gentleman offers the resolution in behalf of one 
of his colleagues only. : 

The SPEAKER. ` The gentleman from Massa- 
ehusetts, : : 

Mr. CONSTABLE. I would like to know if 
there-are ‘any other members. I hope the mem- 
bers themselves will state- 

The SPEAKER. again interposed. 

And Mr: ADAMS took the floor. He said he 
thought the matter was one of great importance, as 
involving, first, the privileges of the members of 
this House; and, secondly, the powers of the courts 
of justice. He hoped that no collision would be 
produced between these two institutions or estab- 

ishments of our country. 

The resolution was a general resolution, to ope- 
rate during the present session upon all the mem- 
bers of the House. It scemed to him to be far 
more extensive than was necessary to mect the 
case. This was an exceedingly delicate question 
for the House to decide. On the one hand were 
privileges.which were a‘ departure from the com- 
mon law of the country in favor of members of the 
House—not for their own advantage, but for the 
advantage of the country whose interesia they 
represented: On the other hand, the sacred power 
of the courts of justice to summon witnesses he- 

. fore them, was equally important to the libertics 
of the country andto all its rights and interests. 
That about which he was most anxious was, that 
there should be no collision between these two 
great bodies—ihe Representatives of the people 
on the one hand,.and the courts of justice on the 
other, ; k 

For his own, part, he should object to any gen- 
eral resolution, - Fe should wish to recur to the 
practices heretofore of the British Parliament, from 
which oux institutions, in this respect, had their 


origin, not for the purpose of considering any of | 
these privileges, in relation to the, British Parlin- | 
ment, as having any application here, but because | 
the practice, as there established, was a goad source | 
to consult as to the mode of proceeding in such | 


cases. aes 
The general. principle was, that a member was 


exempted from arrest, even for the purpose of 


being summoned before a court of justice. But, 
jn the first place, he held that no member was 
bound-to claim that privilege; and if he could at- 
tend asa witness on a summons or ave he 
might do.so if he pleased, Ele was not pound to 
call upon the House to protect him on the score of 
privilege. He might attend if he thought proper, 
without violating his duty to himself. And he 
(Mr. A.) had had his own experience m this mat- 
ter, He had received summonses from this very 
court, by regular process, to attend, first the grand 
jury, and then the court itself; and he had never 


‘thought it worth while to trouble the House about |; 


it, or to take advaniage of his privilege. He had 
yeadily attended, as if he had no privilege. And 
this was what he thought every member should 
do, unless he had some special reason, for avoiding 
attendance. If he had, without inquiring into the 
merits of the case, he (Mr. A.) took it to be the 
duty of the member to state the fact that he had 
been summoned, and to ask the actlon of the 
House, either to protect him, or to give him per- 
mission to attend. “This was the proper coume 
He held that no member was bound, by any rule 


ce 


| down. 


account, ashe might ask to be protected against 
the duty of attending by his privilege; and that was 
precisely what he thought ought to be done in the 
present case. 

At all events, he believed that the resolution 
should not in its present farm be adopted. He 
had voted againat levins it on the table, because 
there was no use in laying it on the table, as any 
of the members summoned in this way had the 


right to call upon the House, to state the fact of | 


their being summoned, and to ask permission to 
attend, or protection from arrest. Je 
for granted that if there was no interference of the 
House, and members did not attend the court on 
process served, thera would arise n very grave 
question, whether the privileges of the Constitu- 
tion would save him from arrest for refusal to at- 
tend. 
to their power of summoning witnesses, and com- 
pelling hei aitoraunee: The courts were obliged 
to issue process; it was not discretionary with 
them. They might net know whether a person 
was a member of this House or not. A member, 
if summoned, might go before the court, and plead 
his privilege, and the court would decide accord- 
ingly. Butifa member summoned did not attend, 
he took it for granted that the next step was Lo 


order his arrest, aud, in case of refusal, to put him | 
in prison. ‘That was the practice in England; and | 


although he did not know that any such case had 
oveurred here, he took it for granted that this very 
thing might occur. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE here desired Mr. Apams to 
allow him to interrupt him for a moment. The 
gentleman had stated that the court might order a 
subpmna to be issued without knowing whether 
the party was a member of the House. Now, I 
any (remarked Mr. D.) that itis at their peril to 
take notice whether the person is a member of the 
House or not. 

Mr. ADAMS, Where is that law? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. Itis in the Manual, 


| which, on your own motion, was adopted as the 


rules and regulations of this House; and of which 
thousands of copies, on your motion, were printed. 
F remember it well; it was not very long after E be- 
came a member of this body. 

(‘The passage in the Manual is as follows: 

& Every man must at his peril take notice who 


! are members of either House returned of record.” 


Mr. ADAMS said be had not moved the Man- 
ual as the rules of this House, for the purpose of 
making any portion of the law of the British Par- 
liament the law of this House. The privileges, 
most especially, of the members of the British 
House of Commons were not the laws of this 
country, and God forbid they ever should be. ‘The 
gentleman would find that the Manual itself bore 
testimony to the enormous excesses of the British 
Parliament on this subject of privileges, and that 
those privileges had, from time to ume, becn cut 


posing that the Manual was adopted as the law of 
the House on his (Mr. A.’s) motion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE here explained, that, on 
reflection, he believed that the Manual had been 
adopted as the law of the House on the motion of 


a former colleague of his own, (Mi, Mercer, of Vir- j| 


ginia;] but that he could not be mistaken as to the 
fact that a great many copies had been printed on 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
thus showing his concurrence... Tee! 

Mr, ADAMS referred to'the part he had taken 
as a member of committees to revise the rules, but 
declared that he had never considered any portion 
of the Manual to be in force here, otherwise than 


‘or he took it}! 


That was a privilege of the court; belonging |) 


But the gentleman was mistaken in sup- | 


A brief conversation followed between Messrs. 
i ADAMS and DROMGOOLE. Papal $ 


| tial reasons for it. His first duty was, if he could 
f attend without neglecting his other duties, to do 50, 
|| without saying a word. And he waived no privi- 
i| lege by so doing. But he (Mr. A.) also believed 
* that no member ought to claim a privilege here but 
|; by himself, and not by a friend, The practice in 
i, the British Commons was, whenever a member 


it 
| in his (Mr. A.’s) judgment, to have very substan- 


ii now. 
i Mr. BURT (Mr. A. yielding) here offered a sub- 
stitute for the resolution, and which was read as 
| follows: ‘ 
' This House having been informed that Mr. 
H © Hoprrixs, one of its members, has. been served. 
| © with the process of the Circuit Court of the Uni- 
Í “ted States, now sitting in this city, to attend as a 
| € witness in a criminal proceeding pending in that 
court: 

“ Resolved, That Mr. Horxrs have the leave of 
“this House to attend said court.” 


Mr. ADAMS said he should cheerfully vote for 
this substitute, He thought it proposed the proper 
; course, and would obviate all difficulty between the 
| House and the court, unless the gentleman from 
l! Virginia [Mr. Hops] wished to be pee by 
| his privilege from the duty of attending. If so, 
' he hoped the gentleman himself would put in that 
p elim. 

Mr. JOHN H. EWING gave notice of an 
amendment. which he desired at the proper time to 
i; offer to the substitute of the gentleman from South 
i) Carolina {Mr. Borr] Tt was read as follows: 

“That while this House cannot recognise the 
‘right of the courts of law to issue subpena for 
‘ the attendance of any of its members as witness- 
‘es, it leaves to the discretion of those whose ‘at- 
‘tendance may be. required: at the circuit court 
t now holding in this city, the privilege to give their 
‘attendance if they think proper.” 

Mr. E. said he disapproved the substitute, be- 
i cause it would appear to recognise the right of the 
; court to issue the subpenas. ‘The resolution stated 
| that a subpoena had been already served on a mem- 
i ber, and leave was to be granted to him to attend. 
i He (Mv. E.) was not willing to recognise this 
| 
l 
| 
{ 
| 


| 
| 
| 
ji 
i 
| 
| 
| 
t 


right. 

‘Mr. CONSTABLE gave notice of the following 
amendment: ; 

« Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
‘he so construed by the said circuit court as to au- 
‘thorize or empower it to compel, by subpena, 
‘attachment, or otherwise, the attendance. of any 
‘member of this House as a witness, except in 
‘case of treason, felony, and breach of the peace.” 


_Mr. HENLEY demanded the previous. ques- 
i uor, 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved that the whole 
subject be laid on the table; which motion was 
rejected. : 

And the question recurring on the demand for 
the previous question, there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER announced the main question 
to be on the substitute of Mr. Burr. 

And the vote being taken, stood: Ayes.76, noes 
44. - 

So the substitute of Mr. Burr was adopted. 

And the original resolution, thus amended, was 
| adopted. 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


| A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
| Dickens, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had receded from their fourth 
amendment to the bill entitled “ An act to supply 
i ‘deficiencies in the appropriations for certain ob- 
ii ‘jeets made for the service of the fiscal year end- 


__ May 6, 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the said third and ninth 
amendments. : 

The third amendment appropriates $2,250 to pay 
Dr. Jones. ; | 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House insist on | 
its disagreement. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to recede. | 

The House refused to recede. 

And determined to insist. ` i 

The ninth amendment was the appropriation of f 
$16,000 for arrears of expenses of the Legislative || 
Assembly of Florida. i 


Mr. MeKAY moved that the House insist on its | 


disagreement. : 
Mr. BROCKENBROUGH moved to recede. 
The Louse refused to recede. | 
And determined to insist. 4 
‘The bill was then again sent to the Senate. | 
And after some time, a message was received |; 
from that body, stating that it had receded from | 


these two amendments. ! 


So the bill has finally passed both Flouses. 1i c 
i clause, and gave as a reason not only that it would 


The following messages from the President were 
Jaid before the House: 
To the House of Representatives : 

J transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, 


with accompanying papers, in answer to the resolution of | 
the House of Representatives of the 8th ultimo, requesting | 


the President to communicate to that bady, if uot incompat- i 


ible with the publie interest, copies of the correspondence of 
George William Gordon, late Consul of tie United States at 
Riode Janeiro, with the Departmentof State, relating to the 


slave trade, in vessels and by citizens of the United States, | j 


between the coast of Africa and Brazil. 
JAMES K. POLK, 
WASHINGTON, May 6th, 1846. 
Laid on the table. 


To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of War, in 


answer to the resolution of the House of Representatives of | 
the 4th instant, calling for information “ whether any sol- į 


c dier or soldiers of the army of the United States have been 
‘shot for-desertion, or in the act of deserting; and if so, by 
¢ whose order, and under what authority??? - 
i a JAMES K. POLK, 

‘Wasurneron, May 6; 1846. 0 

Laid on the table, aud ordered to be printed, 
To the House of Representatives + 

J transmit herewith reports of the Secretaries of War and 


of the Treasury, with additionafpapers, relative to the claims 
of certain Chickasaw Indians, which, with those heretofore 


communicated to Congress, contain all the information | 
entied for by the resolution of the House of Representatives | 


of the 19th December last. JAMES K. POLK. 


Wasuineron, May 6, 1846. 
JAVA COFFEE AND SPANISH VESSELS. 


The House again resolved itself into Committec | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyn, | 


of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to repeal that part of the act 
of the 30th August, 1842, which imposes a duty of 
twenty per cent, ad valorem on Java coffee, and to 
refund thie discriminating tonnage duties levied on 
Spanish vessels (except those from Cuba and Porto 
Rico) by the act of the 13th July, 1832. 


Mr. SEABORN JONES resumed the floor, and, {| 


observing that in consequence of the excitement 


which had prevailed in the House npon the ques- | 
tion of privilege, he feared that what he was say- |} 


ing when interrupted might not be recollected, re- 


capitulated his remarks, and caused to be again | 


read his amendment, and the section as it would 


stand in case the amendment were adopted, and | 
entered into some further explanations to show | 
that the object of his amendinent was to place the | 
American vessels on the same footing with those | 
It would be recollected (he said) | 


of the Dutch. 
that all the coffee taken by Dutch vessels is car 


ried first to the Netherlands, for they are thereby | 
relieved from the duty of twenty per cent. which |; 


is imposed on other vessels. ‘Then it is brought 


from the Netherlands to the United States, either į; 
by vessels of the United States or Dutch vessels. i 


The operation of this law was to give to Dutch 


vessels almost the entire privilege of carrying coffee | 


from Java to the Netherlands; and it is reasonable 
to suppose that, having enjoyed this prior advan- 
tage, the Dutch vessels will bring it from there to 
the United States also. His object was to place 
the ships of the United States precisely on the 
samé footing of the ships of the Netherlands. 
‘That was the reason why he had said that he had 


Affairs. À 

He sent up to the Clerk’s table, where extracts 
from them were successively read, the report of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs on this subject, 


| the message of General Jackson in 1833, of Presi- 
i dent Polk at the commencement of the present 
| session, and the last report of the Register of the 

Treasury, showing the aggregate amount of duties 


thus irregularly collected from 1832 to 1845 to be 


| $15,857. 


Mr. HOLMES said the honorable gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania, [Mr. bycersorn,} who re- 


ported this very bill, moved to strike out- this 


i save time, but that when the general tariff bill 
comes up it would be acted on. He would be 
glad to have the gentleman assure him that when 
i that tariff bill came up he [Mr. 1.] would vote for 
iit. If so, Mr. H. would not consume the time of 
the committee by saying another word at present. 
And he asked that gentleman when the tariff bill 
I| comes up with that clause in it, whether they could 
depend on his vote in favor of it. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. You may depend on 
my vote for this clause. T sustained it n 1812, 
il and will sustain it again. As to the gëncral fea- 
tures of the tariff bill, I will reserve myself until 
i; that day comes, 

Mr. HOLMES. 'Thatis what I expected. And 
it shows the impropricty of the friends of this 
clause suffering it to be stricken out of this bill. 
Because, to say the least—though perhaps I am 
wrong in having any doubt about it—sonie: peo- 
‘ple are incredulous as to the tariff bill passing; and 
if it should not pags, this clause will not pass. 
am sorry I should suggest any doubt as to the 
fate of the tarif bill, inasmuch as the whole De- 
mocratic party by the Baltimore Convention, and 
by the Jast canvass, are pledged to the repeal of 
the tariff of 1842. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL interposed, and (Mr. 


i understood) to the position of the chairman of the 
| Committee on Foreign Affairs in relation to this 
clause, begged the gentleman from South Carolina 
to accept of the assurance that every Democrat from 
Pennsylvania would Tee the tariff bill reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOLMES. Still that shows the propriet 
of our preserving in this bill this clause. Aithough 
he did not doubt that the Penns 
perhaps with the exception of the gentleman—([the 
| reporter is not confident to whom this allusion was 
| made]—will come up to the pledges of the Baltimore 
Convention, still this clause should be allowed to 
remain in this bill. 

Mr. BRODILEAD rose and (Mr. H. yielding) 
said the gentleman from South Carolina seemed to 
be very familiar with the proceedings of the Balti- 
more Convention, Te would like to have him say 
What were the pledges of that convention on the 
subj 


| now. 
; as to strike outa part of his own bill, which he 
|j admits to be salutary-—— 

i Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. Very good. [should 
li like to have it become a law. - 

o Now there is no objection to its remaining, (con- 


(| EL. yielding the floor) after some. allusion (as was | 


lvania Democrats, 


But (continued Mr. Ti.) this question is one of | 
if we should not carry the | 


-tinued Mr. H.;y because if the tariff bill passes 
there will.be no necessity.for it; if not, this stands 
in full force. oe E TE : 

But (Mr. H. proceeded to gay) what are thé’ ob- 
jections to it, supposing that the tariff bill do not 
pasa? The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
‘Wintnror] ghavely gets up; skilled as he is, ahd 
eminently skilled in the knowledge of the commer- 
cial advantages. guarantied to -Ms ‘portion of the 
country by the Constitution of the United States, 


Ji and the laws passed under it, of the monopoly of 


the whole domestic tonnage of the country, inclu 
ding the. whole transit from port to port, extend- 
ing from the St. Johns, on the boun: ary. between 
us and Canada, down to the. Del Norte, or the sep- 
arating line between us and México, with:discrim- 
inating duties in favor of that very tonnage, with 
fishing bounties of 4240 perannum.on every vessel 
| that goes out, ‘and likewise with the bounties of 
| salt. ‘With all these facts in view, he gravely gets 
up and declares that the navigating interests of the 
country have been more neglected than any other, 
and opposes a very small boon to the southern 
section of the country contained in this bill, on the 
ground that these interests which have received so 
large a share of the favor of the Government may 
be injured! Tt does show that there is an appetite 
i that Increases by what it feeds on, and that never 
will be satiated until it licks up the whole interests 
of the Republic, and concentrates them..in, the 
northern portion of the country. You have are- 
ciprocity treaty with Brazil which allows the coffee 
of Brazil to come in vessels of Brazil to our. ports 
free of duty,. Theres no objection on the part of 
the gentleman to that. And why? Because. all 
that coffee which comes into. this cquntry goes ta 
purchase northern manufactures, northern, cottons, 
shoes, and various articles. And why is.it that 
when coffee comes from Holland, it does not‘come 
I| on the same duty as the Rio coffee? Because New 
England exports nothing to Holland of any im- 
portance; but the coffee of Java, which comes here, 
is in purchase of the tobacco, cotton, cc., of the 
southern States. And by imposing a duty on this 
import, you impano: in the same ratio, a duty on 
the exports of the southern States; but by admit- 
ting Rio’ coffee free; you-take off-any restriction 
‘from: thé commerce. or exports: of the northern 
States. And ‘that :is\ the whole: question. He 
hoped that no enlightened man, who was a friend 
f to equal justice, would vote to strike out this sec- 
tion, and thus deprive them of that little boon 
which the agriculture of the South claimed. 

Mr. S. JONES said the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs) induced him briefly to trespass 
| upon the time of the committee again.. The gentle- 
| man informed them that, by treaty, we can impose 
no duty on coffee imported into the United States 
in Dutch vessels. He found, in a report made to 
the House at the last session, a correspondence 
which had taken place between the then Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Minister for the Nether- 
lands, in which'it was admitted that. duties could 
not be imposed on coffee brought into the United 
| States in Dutch vessels; but at the same time that 
| coffee brought from Holland in American. vessels 
is subject to 20. per cent. ad valorem duty. (He 
read from the report to show this fact.) He had 
supposed (he said) that coffee coming in Dutch ves- 
sels was subject to duty as well as in American 
vessels, But by the decision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Dutch vessels were exempted, while 
American’ vessels were charged. It wasa stronger 
case; and showed a stronger necessity to relieve 
| American vessels. ‘The order.of the Secretary of 
|| the Freasury was to reliéve-Dutch vessels. It.was 
a strange sort of legislation, leaving-the diserimi- 
nation of 20 per cent. against.our ships in the ports 
of Europe, and adding on 20 per cent. against our 
vessels here. He hoped this principle would: not 
prevail. E oc EAN 

The question being taken; the amendment of 
|i Mr. Jongs was agreed to. ie 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Ix- 
GERSOLL, to strike out the first section— 

Mr. JONES said if they now struck out the first 
section, they restored the Dutch vessels to. all the 
undue advantages which the. amendment was de- 
! signed to take away, and: restore equality to our 

own vessels. {ob PY ASTER Po 2 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved: an. amendment tothe 
section to strike out in the 4th line the words ‘from 
the European porte of the kingdom of the Nether- 
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lands,” s0 as to make coffee free of duty imported 
from any part of the world; Ses Ne 
The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. 
Tipsatrs Was agreed to. = > ae Ttg 
Tke qgestion'recurring on thé motion to strike 
tute TEE 7 . : Tate 


violated any subsisting treaties, 
ther examination between this and. the time when 
they came to act om the tariff ‘bill, it should be 
found that they could, consistently with the faith 
of the nation, take any step of this kind, tọ pro- 
mote the navigating ‘interests of the country, he 
should cordially unite with the gentleman in efforts 


ùt if; upon far- 


to effect that object. : 

Mr. G. DAVIS (a member of the Committee 
on. Foreign Affairs) said he had not been present 
at any meeting of the committee when this first 
section had received their sanction, and he did not 
believe it had undergone the’ full investigation of 
the committee. He hoped that it would be strick- 
en out.’ ve : 

Mr. S.: JONES, in- rèply. to Mr. WINTHROP, 
said the section, as now: amended, operated alone 
on vessels of the United: States, and: certainly it 
could not. be affected’ by any treaty. But sup- 
posing it was inconsistent with a treaty: the re- 
sult would be, as the Secretary of the reasury , 
stated, that the treaty, being the paramount law 
of the land, would override and render nugatory 
the law. And it would take a long course of rea- 
soning to convince him that the United States 
would, by treaty with any nation, prevent herself 
from removing ‘estrictions on our own vessels, 
This clause, as amended, took off the duty im- 
posed by the tariff of 1842 upon coffee imported in 
vessels of the United States, putting them on the 
footing of Dutch vessels. 


Mr. TIBBATTS said, as the section now stood, 


coffee imported into the United States from any 
part of the world would come in free of duty, and 
of course Java coffee, from the Netherlands, would 
come in free of duty. This section did not inter- 
fere with the treaty at all; but its operation would 
be, to make coffee introduced into the United States 
free of duty, He was in favor. of making it free, 
and he hoped. those in favor of it would keep this 
provision in the bill. ° : 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. WIN- 
THROP and Mr. BROCKENBROUGH. 
` Mr. B. said; iffhe understood the proposition on 
which they were called tò vote, the effect of the 
section, if they retained it, would be to make the 
importation of coffee free from whatever quarter it 
comes, whether from the kingdom of the Nether- 
lands or elsewhere. All those who were willing 
that. the importation of coffee should be free, and 
who were willing to’ give. greater encouragement 
to American shipping, would vote to retain the 
section. | . 

The question was taken, tellers having been 
ordered at the’ demand of Mr. C. J, INGER- 
SOLLL, and it was decided in the negative—ayes 
52, noes 59. : . 

So thecommittee refused to strike out the section, 

The bill having been gone through, 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the com- 
mittee rose and reported the bill and amendments 
to the House. 

The previous question was demanded and. sec- 
onded: And the main question was. ordered. 

The House concurred with the committee in its 
amendiients, and, having been ordered to a third 
reading now, ei Ss ž 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, its title 
was amended by adding thereto the words ‘and 
to prohibit such duties hereafter.”’ 

The bill was then sent to the Senate. 

Mr. WHEATON, from.the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. T 

Mr BOYD moved.to.go into committee. 

A motion to adjourn was made, and, by yeas 75, 
nays.58, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
‘Phe following petitions and memorials were pre- 


sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

- By Mre RELFE: The petition of John H. Monroe, of Mis- 
souri, praying to be placed on the invalid pension list: refer- 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, the petition 
of Henry, D.. Spears, of Missouri, praying compensation for a 
horse lost during the last war with Great Britain, while in 
the service of the United States as a mounted ranger: refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 
ander Coleman, to be allowed to locate a land claim hereto- 


sion,” on other public lands: referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. . 

By Mr. LEWIS: The memorial of Walter Sessions, pray- 
ing the United States to aid him in enforcing his claim against 
the Provincial Government of Canada: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 


Missouri, praying compensation for additional services ren- 
dered as mail contractor. 

By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: The concurrent resolutions of 
the Senate and Assembly of the State of New York, on the 
subject of the militia of the United States. 

By Mr. LEWIS: The affidavits of O. Lee and C. Rabin- 
son, in support of O. Lee’s claim: referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of sundry importing 
merchants of the city of New York, praying that Antwerp 
may be substituted for Bremen, in the arrangement made by 


the city of New York by steam vessels: referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN; The petition of cighty-five set- 
tlera (fifteen of them widows) residing on the cnnal lands in 
Wisconsin, asking a reduction of the price to ten shillings 
per acre. 

By Mr. McCLEAN: The memorial of the religious Society 
of Friends of Indiana Yearly Meeting, recommending a 
course of negotiation, pacific and conciliatory, with the Brit- 
ish Government in regard to the disputed claims in the Ore- 
gon territory. 
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Mr. DIX presented several remonstrances of citi- 
zens of New York, against the renewal of a patent 
heretofore granted to Jethro Wood; which were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. DIX also presented petitions of Morland, 
Michall, Sands, Fuller, & Co., Laverty, Gantley, & 
Co., and J. and F. Woodhead, merchants, in the 
city of New York, praying the return of certain du- 
ties illegally exacted of them; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Benjamin 
L. Lucas, a soldier in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, praying a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted a reso- 
lution passed by the Legislature of Louisiana, in 
favor of an appropriation by Congress for the erec- 
tion of a light-house at the mouth of Bayou Bon- 
fonca, on the margin of Lake Pontchartrain, and also 
one at the mouth of the river Tanchipalso; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, BREESE, from the Committee on “Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill to graduate 
and reduce the price of the public lands, and for 
other purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, $ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, to whom was re- 
committed the bill providing for the settlement of 
all suspended pre-emption claims in the several 
States and Territories, reported it back to the Sen- 
ate with amendments, which Mr. J. considered 
would entirely meet the objections heretofore urged 
against the bal, and asked that its consideration be 
now resumed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON objected to this motion; 
the amendments should first be printed, and then 
brought before the Senate for action. 

After some further conversation hetween Senators 
JOHNSON, of Louisiana, HUNTINGTON, and 
SPEIGHT, the consideration of the bill was post- 
poned. : 
be a general wish of the Senate to have a change 
of carpeting, &c., made in the Senate Chamber, 
similar to that recently made in the Hall of Repre- 
sentatives. As a preliminary step to the accom- 
plishment of this end, he moved that when the 
Senate adjourned, it should be to Monday next; 
which motion was agreed to almost unanimously. 


given for the accomplishment of the object above 
alluded to, but, being informed that the motion was 


_ |} unnecessary, it was withdrawn. 


The “Act for the settlement of the claims of 
f New Hampshire against the United States,” was 
| taken up fora third reading. 


Also, the petition of Alex- |j 


fore confirmed and surveyed in the “Old Mine Conces- | 


"By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of George R. Smith, of ; 


the Postmaster General for the transportation of mails from | 


Mr. MANGUM said that he understood it to | 


Mr. M. then moved that the necessary order be j 


H 


{ 


į refund 


Mr. DAYTON observed that he understood the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Aruerron,] 
yesterday, to agree that if the vote was then taken 
on ordering the bill to a third reading, he would 
not press its final passage until the Senate was full. 

After some conversation between Mr. ATHER- 
TON and. Mr. MOREHEAD, in which other 
Senators participated, the bill was passed by in- 
formally, s peos. 

Mr. ATHERTON reiterating his unwillingness 
to press it to a third reading in the absente.of any 
Senator interested in it. A 

[A message was received from the. House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed the ‘Bill to repeal that part of the act of 
the 30th of August, 1842, which imposes a duty of 
ipa 6 i cent. ad valorem on Java coffee, and to 

the discriminating tonnage duties levied on 
Spanish vessels (except those from Cuba and 
Porto Rico) by the act of the 13th of July, 1832.” 

Also, announcing that the Speaker of the House 
had signed an enrolled bill.) 

The * Bill to repeal that part of the act of the 
30th of August, 1842, which imposes a duty of 
twenty per cent.ad valorem on Java, coffee, and to. 
refund the discriminating tonnage duties levied on 
Spanish vessels (except those from Cuba and Porto 
Rico) by the act of the 13th of July, 1832,” was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ; 

Mr. CAMERON moved to postpone the prior 
orders of the day, and take up the bill to extend 
a patent heretofore granted to Bancroft Wood- 
cock, 

Mr. EVANS objected to travelling out of the 
calendar. 

The question was then taken on the motion, 
which was disagreed to. : 

The Senate considered the bill granting a pen- 


| sion to Richard Elliott; which was read a second 


time, considered as in committee of the whole, re- 
ported back to the Senate without amendment, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate considered the ‘joint resolution in 
favor of David Shaw and Solomon T. Corser,” 
providing for tieit coinpenraton for extra services 
under the orders of the Postmaster General; which 
was amended by the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads; the Senate concurred in, said 
amendments, and the joint resolution was ordered. 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate considered the joint resolution in 
relation to the issuing of grants of certain lands in 
Louisiana. 

Mr. ASHLEY expressed the hope that this 
subject would not be acted upon during the ab- 
sence of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDurrie,] who had expressed a desire to be heard 
upon it, and who was now detained from his geat 
by indisposition, 

By consent of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Bill was passed by informally. | 

The Senate considered the bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of J. J. Bulow; jr., de- 
ceased, which was read a second: time. A 

(The bill seeks to compensate Mr. Bulow for the 
destraction of his property in Florida, by the In- 
dians, which destruction is alleged to have-taken 
place in consequence of its occupation by the Uni- 
ted States as a military post.] : 3 

After a-long debate between Senator J. M- 
CLAYTON in favor of the bill, and Senators 
WESTCOTT and YULEE in opposition to the 
allowance of this claim. independently of the vast 
number of similar claims by other citizens of Flor- 
ida, and some conversation in -relation: thereto 
between Senators CRITTENDEN, DAYTON, 
NILES, and PENNYBACKER, Ti 

Mr. NILES moved that the bill be laid on the 
table; which was agreed to. : 

The Senate then went into Executive session, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
opened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trurspay, May 7, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday having been read in 
art, 
p Mr. BRODHEAD moved that its further read- 


g be dispensed with. 


Mr. COBB objected. ; 
And the question having been taken, the House 


in 


decided that the further reading should not be dis- į 
pensed with. : , 

The reading having then been concluded, the 
Journal was approved. ee 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ‘ 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS asked leave to offer a series 
of resolutions. . i 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der pending the motion to go into committee. — 
~The SPEAKER was about to put the question 
on the motion of Mr. McKay, when 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL rose to offer certain re- 
solutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman will cast his 
eye around him, he will see that there are some 
twenty or thirty applications for the introduction 
of various propositions, none of which can be en- 
tertained whilst there isa motion pending to go 
into committee. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL was under the impres- 
sion that his motion was one of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union is a 
privileged motion, and is always in order. | 

And the question being taken the motion was ; 
rejected. 

So the House refused io go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


reported the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered and adopted. 

Resoluvd, That the map accompanying House 
bill relative to the sale of mineral lands in the 
northern peninsula of Michigan, as transmitted to 
this House, be published with the said bill, which 
has been ordered to be printed by the House. 


Mr. J. Q. ADAMS asked leave to offer a series 
of resolutions; which were read for information, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House the name 
of each and every soldier in the army of the United 
States. who, since the commencement of the pres- 
ent session of Congress, has been put to death by 
military execution without trial; also the name of 
each and every person belonging to the army of 
the United States, whether officer or soldier, by 
whom or by whose order such military execution 
has been perpetrated. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be arrested and tricd by 
court martial, for murder, cach and every person 
belonging to the army of the United States, whether 
officer or soldicr, by whom or by whose order any 
soldier of the gaid army has been put to death 
without a trial. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of this LTouse be instructed to inquire into the 
causes of the recent increase of desertion from the 
army of the United States, and to report whether 
any further legislation by Congress be necessary 
or expedient on that subject. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES objected to the recep- 
tion of the resolutions. He was willing, he said, 
to investigate the matter after the war with Mex- 
ico should have closed. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the rules be suspended, | 
to enable him to offer the resolutions; and on that 
motion he asked the yeas and nays; which were | 
ordered. | 

Mr, GRAHAM asked that the resolutions might | 
be again read. i 
i 


Mr. COBB objected. 

The question, ‘ Shall the rules be suspended???’ | 
was then taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Carroll, 
J. G. Chapman, Cranston, Culver, Darragh, Jolin H, Ewing, 
Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, Hampton, Herrick, E. B. Holmes, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, D. P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Mc- | 
Lean, McGaughey, Mclivaine, Moseley, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Root, Scammon, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, | 
Cc. B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, and 
Winthrop—45. 

NAYS-—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, 
Benton, James Biack, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Burt, Cathcart, R. Chapman, 
Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Culiom, Danici, 
Dargan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Drongoole, 
Dunlap, Erdman, Ficklin, Garvin, Gentry, Goodyear, Gor- 
don, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Harper, Henley, I. E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, John W. Houston; ‘gamund W. Hubard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, 


pe 


Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Engraving, l had been called for. 
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McClernand, McConnell, MeKay, Jobn P. Martin, Morris, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Price, Reid, Rell, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seddon, Alex- 
ander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Robert Smith, St. John, 
Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs, Towns, Wont- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Wood, Woodward, Yancey, Yel, 
and Yost—85. ; ` 

So the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- 
tions were noi received. 

Mr. GIDDINGS now rose, and moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House had. yesterday 
ordered to be printed the communication from the 
President, covering a report from the War De- 
partment in relation to the shouting of certain de- 
serters from the American army opposite Matamo- 
ras. 

The SPEAKER. Did thegentleman vote with 
the majority? : 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had done so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My object is to call the atten- 
tion of the House, and, through the House, the 
attention of the country, to the nature and char- 
acter of that transaction. I find myselfanticipated 
by the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Avans] by the introduction of his resolutions 
this morning, so far as his views are there express- 
ed. The light in which I view this transaction 

Mr. TIBBATTS rose to a question of order. 


The motion submitted yesterday had been simply i 


a motion to lay on the table and print. No division 
The motion now was to re- 
consider the motion to print. Could that motion 
be debated? 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair was under the 
impression that the motion to reconsider, so far as 
the motion to print was concerned, was debatable. 

A brief conversation followed, 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed. My sole object in 
moving a reconsideration of the vote is to call the 
attention of the House and the country to the char- 
acter of that transaction. When this motion shall 
have been disposed of, the path will be open to move 
a reconsideration of the vote by which the papers 
were laid on the table, in order to substitute a mo- 
tion for another disposition of them—their reference 
to the Committee on Military Affairs.. 

If I understand the facts.of the case as they have 
been transmitted in this report, General Taylor, 
whilst occupying a position opposite Matamoras— 
within the proper bounds, I suppose, of Mexico— 
as much beyond the bounds or intendency of 


| Texas as if he had been in South Carolina, or in 


the city of Mexico itself—General Taylor, I say, 
as the Executive informs us, in perfect peace and 
amity with Mexico, found himself, or his army, in 
the act of being deserted by some of his troops. 
The soldiers who deserted from the camp were pur- 
sued by a scrgeant’s guard—or by a picket, (if I 
recollect the words of the report,) and whilst at- 
tempting to swim across the Rio del Norte, were 
shot by order of the officer in the command of the 
guard. Thus were the lives of Americans sacri- 
iced by the tyrannical order of a single sergeant, 
without arrest or trial, without having been pro- 
nounced guilty of any misdemeanor, and without 
having been arraigned.. I do not hesitate to char- 
acterize the transaction as a foul murder, as much 
so as if that oficer had come into this Hall and 
shot down any two or three of the members of this 
body. By the laws of this land, by the rules and 
articles of war, by the genius of our institutions, 
the act was as unauthorized as it would have been 
to have shot down in cold blood a member of this 
House. 

I have not entered upon this matter without 
having consulting former precedents, to which it is 
my design to ask the attention of the House. I 
have before me a case perfectly in point, which 
abundantly demonstrates what the feeling of this 
House formerly was when transactions of this 
character took place under military power. 
ask the attention of the House to this authority, 
because it will show the spirit that prevailed in 
this House in a former period, in the purer and 
better days of this Republic, when there was a 
love of liberty here, when the rights of man were 
regarded, wlien the institutions of our country 
were revered, when the laws were upheld, and 
when the honor of the country was sustained. 

And now to the facts. In the month of August, 
1818, when Colonel William King, commanding 
the forces in Florida 7 f 

Mr: G. W. JONES. I rise to a question of 
order. 3 : 


T will || 


The SPEAKER.: The gentleman wil state his 
point of order. The gentleman’ from Ohio“ will 
take his seat. ~ a E 

Mr. JONES, I submit that it is notin order, 
on a motion to reconsider a motion to print, to go 
into the merits of the subject-matter; that the gen- 
tleman must confine his: remarks to the reasons 
why the docunient should be printed, and must not 
go into the merits of the question. cyt 
`The SPEAKER. On a motion to reednsider a 
motion to print, the remarks of the gentleman 
must be confined to the ‘propriety or impropriety 
of the printing, : cs iz ; 

Mr JONES. Then is not:the gentleman out of 
orders : 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman must confine 
himself solely. to the question Of printing. © 
_ Mr. J.Q. ADAMS: | But, as a-debatable mat- 
ter, are not the character and nature of the docu- 
ment to’ be printed matter of legitimate observa- 
tion? Are not such remarks perfectly relevant? 

The SPEAKER. So far as the question of 
printing is concerned, the propriety or impropriety 
of printing uy matter may be shown asa matter 
of course. The Chair cannot, in atlvance, say ex- 
actly what would and what would not be relevant. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My object is ‘to show the 
importance of this very document; to let the. peo- 
pe know the importance ofa document. which has 
een communicated to this House, butwhich. is 
Gs suppressed; which has not yet been put forth 
y any paper in this city; and which, by an order 
of this House, kas been suppressed. And it is to 
develop the importance of that document, that I 
have now spoken. And in order to do that, I 
oe of the former practice of this Flouse, and of 
the considerations which entered formerly into the 
investigation of a case peciscly similar, And I 
desired to show that at that time the House not 
only ordered the documents printed, but went fur- > 
ther, as T will now prove. a 

In the second volume of American State Papers, 
(entiged Military Papers,) at pages 38 and 39, I 

nd the following message from the then President 
of the United States. ewes 

Mr.-G. was proceeding to read the message. 

Mr. G. W: JONES rose and ‘objected. : 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Ohio 
‘[Mr. Ginpines]. is: re vested again to state what 
the precise character of his motion is. f 

r. GIDDINGS. I moved to reconsider the 
vote which directed the printing of the communi- 
cation made to the House yesterday by the Presi- 
dent, and of the report from the Secretary of War 
in relation to the shooting of certain soldiers oppo- 
site Matamoras. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House has already or- 
dered the printing, the gentleman cannot go into 
any argument to show the propriety of printing. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Does the Chair undertake 
to say, without having heard my argument, what 
it amounts to—either as to printing or not to 

rinting ? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair says that the gen- 
tleman cannot go into the question of the impor- 
tance of printinga document which the House has 
already ordered to be printed. The Speaker was 
under the impression that the House had refused 
the printing. ; : : 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My motion is to reconsider 
the order for printing; and now, as I understand 
it, the matter is open to the discussion on the mo- 
tion to print. s i ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can. take 
| ground to show that the printing ought not to have 
i been ordered. . ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If the Chair will bear with 
me, my argument may probably come to that con- 
clusion. ButI must take the course, in stating my 
own views, that my own judgment points oùt. 

Mr. SCHENCK, (to the Chair.) “Is italways > 
considered out of order for a gentleman to make a 
speech against his own motion? 7 

The SPEAKER, (in good humor.) -T exam- 
ples are to have any weight, it is not ahways out of 
order. i E 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Now, with the. consent .of 
| the House, I will proceed to read the communica- 
tion of the President, and to state the light in 
which transactions of ‘this ‘kind ‘have heretofore 
been regarded by this House. When Iwas inter- 
rupted, I was. proceeding tö read the message of 
President Monroe. Itiis dated the 8th of January, 
| 1820; and is‘as folowsa e17 z 


1846. 
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“To the House of Representatives of the United States: > 


«<Tn-eompliance with the resolution of th 
€ > t} è House of Rep- 
resentatives, of 14th December, 1819, requesting me eto 


€ cause to be. laid before it any informati 
ASO k sfore it any inforn 
€ respeëting certain i y. nation I may possess 


ecutions whi A infi A 
< the army ofthe U 8 which have been inflicted in 


‘40 the laws and regulations provided for th 
S egul e government of 
: the same,? Ttransmit areport-from the Secretary of War, 
Qntaining a- detailed: account in relation to the object. of 
ma ~. JAMES MONROE.” 


sard resolu 


-An‘con exion with that'message, (continued Mr. 
-G.,) John’ C.. Calhoun, then Secretary of War, 
made, thë following communication: . 
Agna War DEPARTMENT, January 6, 1820. 
Sir: Dhave-caused the records of this department to be 
examined for all the information it. possesses ‘respecting 
; perin executions, or rather punishments, which may have 
he en inflicted in the army since the year 1815, contrary to 
the aws and regulations provided for the government of the 
same,’ conformably to resolution of 14th of Deceniber, 1819; 
and I now have the honor to state, that as soon as it was 
reported tö this department that Colonel King, of the 4th in- 
antey, while commanding at Pensacola, had given orders 
to shoot down deserters if found within the limits of Florida, 
I directed the enclosed. order (marked A) to be sent him, 
His wuswer to this order was received during my absence, 
tast summer. The colonel reported ‘that such order had 
been given, and that it was in accordance with the estab- 
lished usages of the service, whem other means of checking 
desertion, which had become so frequent as to threaten the 
total reduction of the foree under his counnand, had failed. 
© aJ CO, CALHOUN.” 
Message from the Adjutant General’s office, 
March 29, 1819: ~ i À 
«Sinz. It has been reported to the War Department, from 
a source entitled to credit, that, since you have bad the 
command’ in Plorida and at Pensacola, orders have been 
given to shoot down. deserters if found within the limits of 
Florida, and that such orders emanated from Colonel King, 
inilitary commandant, and have accordingly been executed, 
The Secretary of War directs that you forthwith make n 
particular and detailed report, stating the orders, by whom 
given, by whom executed, on whom executed, and the time 
when executed, with such further facts us you may deem 
inportant on this subject. 
“I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, ` 
“D, PARKER, 
“Adjutant and Inspector General. 
Wintram Kina, 4th Infuntry, 
E Tensaw Post Office, Alabama,” 
_ Mr. G. continued: On the 10th of August follow- 
ing, the following order was issued by the com- 
mandant of the southern division of the army: 


Extract from a general order, dated Adjutant and 
Inspector General’s Office, Auguat 10, 1819: 

«The commanding general of the sonth division will de- 
tail and organize ageneral court martial as soon as practici- 
bly consistent with the interests of the service, for tho trial 
of Colonel William King, of the 4th infantry. Such charges, 
documents, and communications as the War Department 
possesses, are herewith tranamitted to be put into tho hands 
of the judge-advocate of the South division, or such officer 
ag: may be detailed for that duty, in.case he cannot attend 
the court,” 

This (continued: Mr, G.) was the order con- 
vening the court. ‘Without being further tedious, 
I will say, that, immediately afterwards an order 
was. issued, for the arrest of Colonel King. He 
was arrested, and I will read the specification un- 
der which he was tried: 

SecSpeowrcarion Qd.—In that the said Colonel William, 
King, being then commanding officer of the province ot 
West Florida, did fail, refuse, and neglect to cunde an ini 
mediate inquiry into the circumstances attending the denth 
of Neil Cameron, a private and deserter from the Ist battalion 
eompany, 4th infantry, who was in the most cruel aud inhu- 
man manner put to death on the 16th September, 1818, by 
sergeant Childress, of the 7th battalion company, inor about 
sixteen or seventeen miles from Pensacola, West Mlorida, 
although said Cameron had made no resistance, but begged 
to be taken back, and punished according to the nature of 
his offence, by order of a general court-martial,” 

The court-martial (Mr. G. continued) was con- 
vened in October, and after a long and tedious in- 
vestigation, (for there were other charges,) Colonel 
‘King was found guilty of the charge of shooting, 
or rather of refusing to inquire.into the shooting of 
aman who was charged with being a deserter. The 
court found him guilty, and sentenced him to sus- 
pension from all rank, pay, and emoluments for the 
_period‘of five years. And, by a gencral order, pro- 
mulgated to the army, the President of the United 
States approved the sentence, and directed it to be 
carried into. effect.. Such was the sentence of that 
oficer. And now I come to the action of this 

House in relation to it. This House not, being 
satisfied with the sentence of the court-martial for 
such a crime, the. Committee on Military Affairs, 
(on the 12th of May following,) to whom had been 

` referred the report of the Secretary of War, con- 

„taining the’ proceedings of. the court-martial, re- 

orted the following resolution: : 

: P «t Resolved, That the President of the United 
«States be requested to strike from the roll of the 


“Col. 


ited States since the year 1815, contrary - 


| peal bein 


‘army the said William King, late of the fourth 


: Sey ISE 
‘ regiment of United States infantry.” 


This (continied Mr. G.) is the precedent to 
which I desire to call the attention of this House. 


I now refer to the facts of the case as stated by the | 


defendant himself, in order that the House ‘may 


clearly understand the similitude between that case 
and this. 


Mr. G. then proceeded to read the following 
statement: 


Facts stated by Oolonet King. 

Between the 15th and 18th of September, during my ab- 
sence from Pensacola, no fewer than eight desertions took 
place from the battalion of the 4th regiment, less than three 
hundred strong. They were pursued on the orders of Major 
E. Dinkins, then of the eighth infantry, commanding the gar 
rison of Pensacola, the non-commissioned Officers charged 
with the conduct of the parties being specially instructed to 
shoot down deserters wherever found, 

One of the parties, commanded by Sergeant William Chil- 
dress, of the seventh battalion company, fourth infantry, 
caine up with Neil Cameron, a deserter from the tirst battal- 
jon company, fourth regiment, about fillcen milesabove Pen- 
sacola, and shot bim. This is the only instance in which 
orders to shoot deserters were carried ito effect. 


Whilst Mr. G. was reading this statement— 

Mr. BURT rose to a question of order. He had 
no desire (he said) to restrict the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Gippines] in any course of debate sanc- 


submitted that inasmuch as the House had ordered į 
the communication to be printed, and as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had moved a reconsideration of 
the vote, the gentleman must confine himself to a} 
course of remark at least intended to show that the 
action of the House yesterday was wrong, and that 
it ought to be reconsidered. He (Mr. B.) was 
aware that it was a difficult thing for the Chair to 
decide precisely what was, or was not, pertinent 
to the matter before the House. But certainly the 
general scope of the remarks should be directed to- 
wards the vote which the gentleman sought to 
have reconsidered. The whole course of the gen- 
deman’s remarks, if they had any tendency what- 
soever to the purpose, was to show that the papers 
should have been printed, that the matter should be 
laid before the public, and that an investigation 
ought to follow. It seemed to him (Mr, B.) that 
he could not be mistaken in supposing that the ob- | 
ject of the gentleman’s remyrks was to show that i 
the resolution proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] or some similar res- 
olution, should be adopted; and that they could 
not have the slightest relevancy to the question 
before the House. ‘Therefore, (concluded Mr. B.,) 
I call the gentleman to order, for not speaking to 
the question as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Gippnves] has moved a reconsideration of the 
vote of yesterday, by which the printing of these 
papers was ordered, The gentleman, when he first 
set out speaking, was, in the judgment of the Chair, 
speaking irrelevantly, and the Chair called him to 
order. During the last few moments, the gentleman 
has not been speaking on any subject, but has been 
reading from a book; and the Chair ts not able to 
state whether the gentleman intenda to apply all 
this to the illustration of his argument, or for what 


other purpose it was designed. The Chair has || 


ruled, and will continue to rule, the gentleman out | 


of order, if he continues to argue that the document į 


should be printed. 


i 


Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN appealed from the 
| decision of the Chair, and moved that the appeal be 
| laid on the table. 
| ‘The question was taken, 
on the table. . ; 
Mr. COBB now moved that the motion to re-con- 
sider be laid-on the table. C 
And the question being taken, the motion ta.re- 
consider the vote, by which the printing had been 
ordered, was laid on the table, "pie 


Mr. McCLEAN asked: leave to 
resolutions of the Legislature of 
which he desired might be read. Ses oss 

But Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS, who had sent 
the following resolution to the Chair, simultane” 
ously with the privileged motion submitted by Mr. 
| Gappines, now called it up, and it was read: 
Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Presi- 
| dent of the Senate and Speaker of the House of 
| Representatives adjourn heir respective Houses 
| sine die on Monday, the 13th day of July next, at 
j two o’clock p. m. 
| Objections having been made— 

Mr. ADAMS and Mr. HENLEY moved a sus- 
pension of the rules, 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked the yeas and 


and the appeal was laid 


pieni certain 
Pennsylvania, 


, if $ i de and, being taken, re- 
tioned by the rules of the House. Buthe (Mr. B.) ji nays, which were ordered, 2 £ i 


' sulted as follows: 


YRAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Arnold, Bakers 
Barringer, Bell, Benton, James Black, Brodhead, Milton 
Rrown, Wiltitm G. Brown, Buffington, Jobn H. Campbell, 
Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, 
Crozier, Cullom, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Doug- 
lass, Dunlap, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Faran, Ficklin, Foot, Gentry, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John 
W. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuct D. Hubbard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
| R. Ingersoll, Andrew Jolinson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leib, Lewis, Ligon, Long, 
McClean, McClelland, MeClernand,McConnell, McGaughey, 
Melivaine, Miller, Moseley, Parrish, Pollock, Price, Ram- 
sey, Relfe, Ritter, Jolin A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Seam- 
mon, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Leonard H, Sims, 
| Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Robert Sinith, Starkweather, 
| Stewart, St. John, Strohm, ‘Thibodeaux, ‘Thomasson Javob 

Thompson, ‘Thurman, Tibbatts, ‘Coombs, Trumbo, Vance, 

L Wheaton, Winthrop, Woodruff, Yell, and Young—101. 
O NAYS-~Meesrs. John Q. Adams, Anderson, Bayly, Bedin- 
; ger, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brocken- 
hrough, Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuhen Chapman, 
Cobb, Coltin, Cranston, Culver, Danie), De Mott, Dilling- 
ham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Fries, Goodyear, Gorton, Gra- 
ham, Harmanson, Hoge, Isaac FE. Holmes, Hopkins, Hud- 
son, Hunter, Joseph Johnson, La Sere, Maclay, McKay, 
Marsh, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pendleton, .Perrill, 
Pettit, Phelps, Rathbun, Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. 
Sims, Stanton, Strong, Tilden, Towns, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wick, Woodward, and Yost-—-62. wy d en 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union, Mr. Jacos Trompson, of Mississippi, 
Í in the chair, and resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department, for the year ending 30th 
June, 1847. 

The state of the question was this: 

Mr. Coss had heretofore moved to strike out the 
following proviso: eerie 

« Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 


Mr. BURT. Suppose the gentleman should take || 


a newspaper, and proceed to read the account of | 
the battle with the Sikhs: would the House per- | 
mit the gentleman to read it, on the ground that | 
they did not know what application he might give | 
to it? | 

After some conversation, in which Messrs. J. H. 
EWING, BURT, GIDDINGS, and the SPEAK- | 
ER participated— 

The SPEAKER, in reply to a direct inguiry by | 
Mr. BURT, said, that under every onside ioi i 
the Chair decided that the gentleman from Ohio | 
[Mr. Gippines} was not in order.* 

Some further conversation followed, and no ap- 
g elsewhere taken— 


*To the Reporter of the Congressional Globes. 
‘Will yot please say to your readers, that when ruled out 
of order this morning, I merely desired to add to. what F had 
said and read, that Mr. King having declared that be submit- 
ted his “order to General Jackson. and General Gaines, who 
by their silence, had approved it,” ‘those officers were called 
on, by direction of 8 resolution of this House, to say whether 


‘be construed to authorize any payment to supply 
* a deficiency in the appropriation for compensation 
€ of postmasters.” 

And Mr. Jerrerson Davis had heretofore moved 
| the following amendment: 

“ And provided further, That these officers shall 

; € be, and Geen are, relieved from all charge upon 
| ¢mailable matter addressed and properly belonging 
| cto them.” ; = 

Mr. HAMLIN, who was entitled to the floor, 
(having moved the rising of the committee when 
the bill was last under consideration,) said he had 
not taken the floor to continue the debate which at 
that time had been progressing, which would di~ 
rectly come up on a bill which would, soon come 
under the consideration of the House.. He would 
therefore yield the floor, with the expression of the 
hope that—the time for action having arrived—the 
committee would proceed to act. 

Mr. HOPKINS, chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, said it would be 


such were the faet, and they both denied: havin approved 


such order in 
expressed with apparent indignation. J. R. GEDDINGS. 


} 


any manner whatever; and such denial was | 


remembered, when the subject was up.a few days 
since, he expressed the opinion that if this proviso 
were retained in the bill and made to operate onthe . 
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compensation of posimasters, it would Icave them 
at several offices without ono dollar of pay. He 
had said that would be the case with the postmas- | 
ters at Boston, New York, Pliiadelphia, Baltimore, 
New Orleans, and St. Louis. ‘That position was 
controverted by the chairman of the Commitice į 
of Ways and Means, [Mr. McKay,] and also by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Rarnunvy.] 
Since that time he had examined the subject further, 
and he desired now to relieve himself from the.con- 
tradiction then given to his remarks by these two 
gentlemen particularly. He had before him a 
statement obtained from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, showing the state of accounts at the several 
post offices named, for the quarter ending 31st De- 
cember, 1845, which fully sustained him in the 
position he had then taken. ‘This was the official 
statement of the accounts of these several post of- 
fices for that quarter: 


\ 
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BOSOM sarsa 85,374,323 
New York...{ 111,604,18 
Phifadetpbia..|  4,578,17 H 
Baltimore.,..} 2,733,411 j 
St. Louis.....) 1,951,714 65 |; 
New Orleans,{ 2,898,95 628,63 f 


The committee might rely on 
this as a correct statement, drawn from the regular 
returns of these offices, and in no way affected. h 
the gross appropriation of $200,000 for “ clerk- 
hire,” under this bill. 

Tt was contended that the appropriation of 200- 


000 for clerk hire covered the whole sum. ‘This | 
was a mistake. By reference to the act of 1825, 
it would be seen that the postmasters were restrict- 
ed to the commissions arising out of their respect- 
ive offices. This appropriation of $50,000 was a 
sort of charity to cover all the deficiencies in the 
service, but had’ no reference whatever to the pay 
of incidental expenses of the office, to which it was 
wholly inadequate. 

The effect, then, of retaining the proviso would 
be to bring the department to draw for compensa- 
tion of postmasters on its own funds proper, and 
throw the appropriations for contractors upon the 
treasury. If that was to be the practical working 
of the thing, they had better at once avoid it by 
removing this proviso, and leaving the present state 
of things to continue as it now exists. 

The gentleman from New York had made some | 
complaint of postmasters who were now here, and 
exercising, as he believed, their influence for their | 
own interests. Mr. H. had scen but two of these | 
postmasters, who had made no suggestions to him 
on the subject; but instead of denouncing them for 
giving information on matters with which they 
were practically and thoroughly acquainted, and 
with which the members of the House were not | 
well informed, they might well and beneficially | 
consult them. But he relieved himself, and the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and |; 
the Postmaster General, from the imputation of! 
receiving any improper influence from these gen- | 
tlemen—for gentlemen he believed they were, in | 
all the attributes of gentlemen. They would hon- 
orably compare with gentlemen on this floor; and 
they were not the less honorable men because they 
happened to be public officers. 

He had heard it mentioned that there was ex- 
travagance in the post office at New York-in this 
branch of expenditure for clerks’ hire. But the | 
clerks there were now inadequate, and worked | 
almost to death. He was informed yesterday by | 
the postmaster at New York, whom he happened | 
to meet, that his day clerks went upon duty at four || 
o’clock in the morning, and were relieved at seven | 
at night; and the night clerks were engaged from | 
seven at night to four in the morning; and that he | 
is often indebted to the indulgence of the owners | 
and proprietors of steamboats, railroads, é&c., for 
their indulgence in allowing the mails to be placed 
on board behind the regular time. . Many of the 
best clerks were resigning from absolute necessity, | 


as the labors were too severe for them. 
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The ides of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Rarnsun] was delusive. It might be that in the 
gentleman’s district there would be found postmas- 
ters to perform their duties from the mere prompt- 
ingsofan enlarged and elevated patriotism. When- 
ever they found the gentleman ready to serve them 
here in-Cengress’ for nothing, this might be the 
case, and he presumed it would not be before. 
When that time would arrive the gentleman could 
better determine than himself. : 

This was a subject in which the. people were 
deeply interested, and in which it was not the post- 
masters alone who were principally interested, as 
had been declared. Mr. H. contended that it was 
for the interest of the people that the postmasters 
should be fairly and reasonably paid, that compe- 
tentand faithful men could not be got to discharge 
the duties without pay, and thatin ease they could, 


| the Government had no right to ask their services 


on such terms. 

He had made these remarks principally with a 
view to show, as he had fully shown, that the facts 
sustained him in the statement he had previously 
made with regard to the compensation of postmas- 
ters, and he repeated the expression of the hope 
that the proviso would be stricken out. : 

Mr. GQ. DAVIS agreed, in some respects, with 
theagentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Perrrr,] in his 
reprobation of the disregard manifested by the head 
of the Post Office Department of the law regulating 
the compensation of postmasters. He hoped the 
proviso of the second section going to enforce this 
law would not be stricken out. The Jaws regula- 
ting postage and the rates of compensation had been 
recklessly, boldly, violated by the head of the de- 
partment in as flagitious and wanton a manner, in 
his humble opinion, as had ever before been done 
by any executive officer of the Government. 

He rend the tariff of commissions upon the re- 
ceipts of the respective offices allowed as compen- 


sation to the several postmasters, under the law of |} 


1825, and the section of the act of 1845 empower- 
ing the Postmaster General in case of a commission 
being less than $25, to raise it in-his discretion, 
provided it shall not exceed fifty per cent. of the 
receipts of the office, and contended at some length, 
(presenting his argument in various forms,) that 
the öbhigation was as- clear and as Strong under 
these laws to confine the compensation.of postmas- 
ters to the commissions specified, as it would be to 
confine them toa salary stated in express terms. 
The departure from this principle, and the allow- 
ance of additional compensation by the Postmaster 


| General at his discretion, was the ground on which 
| he arraigned the Postmaster General. 


He also an- 
imadverted upon the construction given by that 
functionary to the laws regulating the franking 
privilege of members of Congress. 

The proviso to this section (he said) was intend- 
ed to correct this gross disregard by the execu- 
tive officer of the law of the land, and compel him 
to execute it. He admitted, with the gentleman 
from Indiana, that the compensation of deputy 
postmasters was too small; he might incline to 
vote for its increase. But that was not the ques- 
tion. It was, Will Congress regulate the postage 
and the compensation of deputy postmasters ?—and 
will it permit the Postmaster General to disregard 
this law, and determine for himself the rate of 
compensation ? 

It was sought to be justified by necessity. He 
repudiated this ever-ready plea of tyrants. He 
knew no such plea under a government of con- 
stitution and law. Where the law makes a re- 
quirement, the officer who executes it should be 
held to a strict observance of it. There was no 
safety except in that course. . It was time to ar- 
rest this suspending, this dispensing power over 
the law, by the will of the executive officer. If 
the law was defective, and the compensation pro- 
vided by it to deputy postmasters was insufficient, 
let them remedy it, but not leave it to be regulated 


by the head of the department by his own arbi- || 


trary will, and that in defiance of the law. . 

Mr. HUNTER had listened with a great deal 
of attention to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Davis,] as he always did, and had listened 
with aitention, and some surprise, to some of the 
gentlemen who had spoken the day before yester- 
day. He confessed, from the assault first: made 
on the opinion of the Attorney General, and the 
action of the Postmaster General upon it, he was 
somewhat staggered; and it did seem to him that 
they had acted improperly, and departed from the 


t 
t 


express provisions of. the Jaw... At that time, he 


had not read the law; or examined the, subjects 
but since then-he had been indticed. to bestow some 
examination upon the law, ‘and the opinion of the 
Attorney General, and he had come. to ‘a conclu- 
sion enurely. the opposite of that of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. He thought -the-opinion, of the 


‘Attorney General’ correct, andthe action of the 


Postmaster General upon that:opinion correct. 
“There had seemed to be a general. misunder- 
standing in the House in relation to the matter ; 
and it had been supposed. that it was the necessity 
of the case. which had required the Postmaster 
General to make these allowances, and: that, in 
order to keep the Post. Office. Department, he had 
made them.» He had supposed that it was attempt- 
ed to justify them on the plea of necessity, and, 
like the gentleman from Kentucky, he. thought 
that plea. entirely. unsatisfactory and insufficient. 
Let the laws we enact, (said he,) no matter how 
incoherent, how loose, how impolitic, yet, if they 


| be the laws of the land, let them be faithfully exe- 
i cuted by the exceutive department of the country. 


But, In point of fact, the opinion of the Attorney 
General was based on no such supposition; but it 
was based on the conclusion, that the Postmaster 
General was authorized to make these allowances 
by the law of 1845, It was true that these allow- 
ances were contrary to the law of 1825, but since 
that time, another law had been passéd, partially 
repealing that law. It was the opinion of the At- 
torney General, that,the 22d section of this act of 
1845 invested: the Postmaster General with the 
discretion of making these extra allowances, to all 
departments of the mail service except that of the 
Post Office Department ‘here, provided he, kept 
within the bounds of $4,500,000, as:is required by 
that section. oe 7 

Mr. H. read the 22d section of the act of 1845, 


| as follows: 


“Sec. W And be it further enacted, That, in case the 
amowt of postages collécted from the rates of postage pre- 
scribed by this act, with the annual appropriation from the 
treasury of seven hundred and filty thousand dollars herein 
granted, shall prove insufficient to defray the expense of the 
mail service throughout the United States to an, extent equal 
to Whatis now enjoyed. by the public, and also the. expense 
of extending and: enlarging the same in due proportion with 
the increase and expansion of the population, particularly 
in the new States and. Territories; the deficiency that’ may 
sgo arise shall: bo paid out.of any moneys in the treasury not 
otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the. amount of ex- 
penditures for the Post Office Department shall not, in the 
entire aggregate, exclusive of salaries of officers, clerks, and 
messengers of the General Post Office, and the contingent 
fund of the same, exceed the annual amount of four millions 
five hundred thousand dolars.’” : 


Now, was it not clear that it was apprehended: 
by this section that the mail service through- 
out the country might fail under the new law and 
that it was intended by it to confer on the .Post- . 
master General authority to keep up the same 
amount of mail service to which the people had 
been accustomed, and a reasonable inereage for the 
Territories? And was he not invested with dis- 
cretion to make a sufficient amount of appropria- 
tions ‘to effect this object, provided they did not 
exceed in their total amount four anda half mil- 
lions? Now he-believed it was contended that he 
was not allowed any discretion in reference to post- 
masters, because this provision was in reference to 
t the mailservice.” But did not that embrace all 
the expenses of the Post Office Department? By 
the very terms of the proviso, would it net embrace 
everything connected with the service of the Post 
Office Department, unless the Post, Office Depart- 
ment here were excluded by the proviso» What 
was the necéssity for the proviso, unless it was 
that this term ‘mail service” had this general, 
broad signification and. acceptation ? 

But it, was said that this special provision of the 
6th section of the-former act; that if any postmas- 


j ter receive less than twenty-five dollars perannum, 


the Postmaster General may increase his compen: 
sation, provided it does not exceed fifty për cent. 
of the revenue collected at his office, was in con- 
flict with this construction of the 22d section: Not 
at all. This provision was only a cumulative 
provision. It was provided that if he did not -re- 
ceive twenty-five dollars, in that case he was to be 
allowed a larger amount of compensation, not to 
exceed fifty per cent. of the receipts of the office. 
If this was allowed, and ‘still Je didnot receive 
enough, it was-doubtless the intention of the law. 
that the office. should be discontinued; and: such, 
he understood, had been the practice of- the Post- 
master Géneral in all such cases: aoe 


dou 
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But there were-other cases of large offices—such 
as were referred to by his colleague {Mr. Horas ]— 
which the 6th. section:did- not meet, but which the 
22d section did meet: . It was obvious that the 20d 
section was intended to cover déficienties in every 
branch of the mail service—for the pay of postmas- 
ters.as well as ‘of mail transportation. There was 
no technical signification of that word; the words of 
the proviso showed that it was desighed for évery- 
thing except the Post Office Department here. And 
to show- how careful:the framers of this law were 
{and alooser or more incoherent piece of legis- 
lation he had never seen: in ‘his: life—he thought the 
Attorney General and the Postmaster General de- 
served credit for extracting some. order out of this 
chaos and confusion) lest the mail service might 
fail, the 21st section appropriated $750,000 to, sup- 
ply any deficiency that might arise, and the 22d 
section made a.general appropriation fordeficiency, 
provided the aggregate ‘amount did not exceed four 
and a half millions dollars. 


~ The Postmaster General had a discretion unlim- || 


ited vested in him to keep up the ordinary mail ser- 
vice, and a proportional increase to. the increase of 
our population, provided the expenses did not ex- 
ceed four and a half millions of dollars. Suppose 
he had neglected to use it, and had permitted these 
large post offices throughout the country to go 
down; what would have been the clamor raised 
against him and the Executiye! What denuncia- 
tions would not have been heaped on the Attorne 
General and the Postmaster General for their con- 
duct! But the Postmaster General sought most 
carefully to restrain. his authority within all the 
limitations derived from the positive enactments of 
the statute, or a fair construction of it. 

Here was another law which was passed the 

same day, he believed, of the latter law, making 
appropriations for the Post Office Department for 
-the year ending 30th June, 1846; anditso happened 
that the amount of appropriations under that bill 
(for he-had cast up the items) came to $4,500,000 
within $84,000. While the Postmaster General 
limited his discretion, ás he had done, by expend- 
ing this amount, allowed to be expended in the 
92d section, according to the construction of that 
section, imbodied in the subsequent act, could he 
or could the Attorney General have had a greater 
regard for the law than they had had? 

His colleague informed them that the department 
had received in one day more than one hundred 
resignations. Mr. H. admitted, if the law did not 
authorize him-to make these allowances, he ought 
not to authorize them. But this 22d section in- 
vested him with discretion. These resignations 
made a case in which this discretion was to be ex- | 
ercised and’ applied; and, in applying it, Mr. H, 
maintained that he had doubtless been governed by 
the'will-of Congress, and by the words of the law, 
asfar as it was possible to'be governed by words | 
go loosely put together. . 

He agreed with the gentleman from Kentucky 
that the law ought to'be amended. Ho hoped that 
his colleague would soon bring in a bill regulating 
the payment of postmasters. He disliked to leave 
as much discretion as this law left to the Postmas- 
ter General. ° Ele regretted that such legislation had 
been placed on our statute book. But he man- 
tained; while it was there, that the Postmaster 
General was bound to act as he did act; and if he 
had not done it, and, in consequence of his failure 
to do it, these large post offices had gone down, 
there would have been a motion to impeach him, 
for he would: have disregarded this positive pro- 
vision of the law. What it was his duty to do he 

had done, and whatever blame. there was m the 
matter attached not'to the Attorney General or to 
the Postmaster General, but to the law itself, and 
it ought to be reformed. He would go with the 
gentleman from ote for limiting the discre- 
tion as far as possible an ptacticable to do so by 
legal enactment; but when they had invested this 
discretion in him, and his responsibility to exercise 
it was so tremendous as involving the failure of the ; 
entire mail service of the countrys he could not 
blame him for. using this discretion. He would 
go with the gentleman to remodel this section tiot 
only, but other provisions of the law which wou 
biless meet the gentleman’s sanction. 

r of striking out the proviso, be- 
asto defeat the effect of this 22d 
He believed, unless some such 
the chairman of the Committee 
d Post Roads had given notice 


He was in favor € 
cause its operation W 
section of the law. 
bill as that of which 
on the Post Office an 


H 
i 
i 


! 


proposed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, 


eral, or anybody else. 
say that, unlike the gentleman from Kentucky, so 
far from regarding the opinion of the Attorney 
General as enigmatical, he considered it remark- 
ably clear and explicit. 

_ Mr. G. DAVIS briefly rejoined. If the Attorney 
General was here (he said) he would put to him 
this proposition: Does the law of Congress regulate 
the compensation of deputy postmasters? The 
reply must be in the afirmative, because here was 
the aw, (referring to the law of 1825, which pre- 
scribes the tariff of commissions.) 

_ Mr. HUNTER (in his seat.) The law of 1845 
is the law in force also. 

Mr. DAVIS. When a certain per centum on 
the receipts of an oficer is fixed for his compensa- 
tion, that is just as specific a compensation as 
though the same was distinctly stated. He urged 
that there was no ambisnity in the law of 1825, 


i 


in words it could be done, any discretion on the 
part of the Postmaster General in reference to their 
compensation, excepting in the ease (which was 
provided for in the subsequent law) where the 
amount of commission for the year is less than 
twenty-five dollars, in which case it may be in- 
creased not to exceed fifty per cent. of the receipts 
of the oltice. 


a lawyer, whether, when a subject was expressly | 


or construction of law 


stood to say that this was not of the class of cases 
alluded to by the gentleman. In this case, when | 
the commissions of the postmaster were Jess than 
twenty-five dollars, and being increased us they | 
| were authorized to be not to exceed fifty per cent. | 
Fon the receipts, were still insuficient, it was ob- | 
| viously the intention of the law that the post office 
should be discontinued. But in the case of these 
large post offices, it was not designed to discon- 
tinue them, It would not do to do it, because the 
inconvenience to the country would be too serious 
' and too extensive; and in these cases the 22d sec- 
tion came in, and was expressly applicable. 

Mr. DAVIS (continuing) said the Attorney 
General had not suid, and he would not risk his 
reputation in saying, that he could increase the | 
commissions of the deputy postmasters by law in 
any other mode than that fixed by the law of 1825. 
| After further enforcing this view of the case, he 
snid it was not legal intelligence that had induced 
the Attorney General to give this opinion, but it 
was the necessity of the case. But the moral 
force of the law, the requisitions of the law, the 
sanction of the law, ought to be the only necessity 
known, and no other necessity should be toler- 
ated or practised on. ‘he Postmaster General, 
he contended, under his plea of necessity, set aside 
the positive requirements of the law by implica- 
tion. He supposed the case that the contractors 
should refuse to execute their contracts unless the | 
Postmaster General would allow them as much more 
as he allowed the deputy postmasters, would the 
gentleman from Virginin say then that his discretion 
under the 22d section would allow him to comply 
| with their demands? It was an analogous case 
| precisely. 

p Mr. DARRAGH said, according to his recol- 
| lection of the discussion which took place on the 


; passage of the law of 1845, the compensation of |: 


i the deputy postmasters at the large offices was not | 
called in question. He had now heard with some 

astonishment from the chairman of the Committee 

on the Post Office and Post Roads that under this 

law these postmasters were left without compensa- 

tion, and some of them brought in debt to the de- 

partment, In that discussion n was pretended that 

| the small offices might:be the sufferers. And he 

| rather supposed that this flood of resignations 
which had inundated the Postmaster General had 
come from the small offices. 

| Fle considered it a mistaken policy of the gentle- 


But he must be allowed to || 


ti 


‘ ae f 
He appealed to the gentleman from Virginia, as |) 


| provided for by lawin words, that express pro- |! 
| vision of law could be overruled by any implication |: 


i these officers to be paid? 


! appeared to him, in some ac: 
| The Postmaster General might be ver 


ON OL LW ‘ ney General, supposing th 
Mr. HUNTER (indistinetly heard) was under- |! 


He would not undertake to discuss the opinion 
of the Attorney General. For the gentleman per- 
he -had the 


the case. 


But let that pass. 
But if this proviso was 


stricken out, how were 
Was this money to be 
thrown loosely into the hands of the Postmaster 
General, for him to give to this officer and to_that 
officer as much as he saw fit respectively? . They 


; could not invest him with this power, or any other 
_ officer with such a power, under 


the Constitution. 
Where was the standard, then? It ought to be, it 
t previous to this law. 
honest and 
discreet in its distribution—he doubted not but he 


i was. But Congress ought to designate the manner 


in which this money should be expended. This 


‘was the objection he had to striking out the pro- 


viso. 


Mr. STANTON said it was with great dif- 


e | dence he proposed to say anything upon a legal 
and that it precluded, as distinctly and positively as |! 


question in a body where there are so many. older 


‘and abler lawyers than himself. But he would oc- 


cupy the floor buta very few moments, and he 


i would confine himself to a single point. 


He was surprised to see the very able opinion of 
the Attorney General attacked very boldly from 
several quarters. He had examined that opinion, 
and it had struck him as altogether correct in its 
reasoning and in its conclusions. He had no hesi- 
tation in pronouncing it, according to his judgment, 
sound upon every principle of construction to be 
applied in such cases. . 

He would not repeat the arguments of the Attor- 
cy were generally under- 
stood and appreciated. Fle would present one 
idea, not advanced by any other gentleman in his 
hearing, and in answer to the honorable gentleman 


| from Kentucky. That gentleman argued that the 


law of 1845 providing for an anti- 
in the revenues of the Post Office 
he new law, and appropriating 
which the Post- 


provision in the 
cipated deficiency 
Department under t 
a sum to supply such deficiency, 


| master General might apply as the revenues of said 


department “are now applied by law,” could not 
authorize the Postmaster General to increage, the 
compensation of the. postmasters, because. that was 
fixed ‘by law,” according to certain rates. of per 
centum upon the revenues received at the respective 
post offices. Now, this position of the gentleman 
presented no difficulty to his mind. It was fore- 
geen that the revenues of the department would be 
deficient. A provision was made to supply that 
deficiency. The compensation of postmasters is to 
be calculated upon the amount of revenue. Now, 
if the revenues were to be increased from any quar- 
ter to supply deficiencies, it was but an equitable 


‘and reasonable rule of construction, that the com- 
| pensation of postmasters should be measured by 
‘the increased revenue as supplied from the treas- 


ury.. Their per-centum, as cut down and destroyed 
by the diminution of postages, should keep pace 
with the necessary revenue, as it should beincreas- 
ed according to the necessities of the service. This 
consideration struck him as one forcibly present- 
ing itself, growing out of the two laws referred to, 
and forming a fair ground of equitable construc- 
tion. It seemed to him to meet the objection urged 
by the gentleman from Kentucky; and, together 
with the arguments resented in the opmion of the 
Attorney General, left no doubt upon his own mind 
as to the soundness of that opinion. , 

This was all he intended to say; and he there- 
fore yielded the floor. 

Mr. McHENRY said that the postmasters had 
certain commissions upon the receipts of their of- 
fices, and the law in this way fixed their compen- 
sation as explicitly as if it had done it, by dollars 
and cents.. And no discretion whatever was given 
to the Postmaster General in reference to compen- 
sation, except in cases where the commission is 
less than twenty-five dollars per annum; in which 
cage. it may. be increased, but not to exceed fifty 
per cent of the ree aes The deficiency contem- 
plated to be supplied was not for the compensa- 
tion of postmasters, but in their offices, and for 
other expenses. He was emphatically in favor of 


retaining the proviso, and of regulating the matter 
as far as possible by law, and leaving nothing to 
the discretion of the Executive Department. 

Mr. SEDDON had listened with attention to 
the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky on 
this subject. By the law of 1825, a mode was 
prescribed by which the rates of compensation to 


deputy postmasters should be determined. That } 


was a general provision by which the compensa- 


tion of postmasiers was made to depend on the | 
But under the law of | 


receipts of their offices. | i 
1845 a great reduction was made in the rates of 
postage, and upon that reduction it was foreseen 
that great and serious difficulties would arise, but 
which could not be fully anticipated and provided 
for. There was, on the part of the framers of 
this law, a desire to provide for the mail service of 
the country, and to make provision for any diffi- 
culty which might arise. Among the provisions 
thus incorporated into this bill with reference to 
this new state of things, there were two which 
bore directly on this question, and which were 
found in the 21st and 22d sections. The 2ist was 
introduced on the supposition that there would be 
a deficiency. A calculation was made as to what 


ply 


other and more general provision for the same ob- 
ject. There wasa desire on the part of Congress 
to provide for all the deficiencies which might be 
expected to arise. The purposes of the appropri- 
ation of the seven hundred and fifty thousand dol- 
lars were expressly declared in the 21st section. 


This was an appropriation for deficiencies anticipa- 
pprop pa- | 


ted; and the next section provided that any defi- 
ciency that occurred should, to the extent of four 
and a half millions, be paid out of the treasury. 
It was utterly impossible to foresee all the dificul- 
ties that might embarrass the experiment; but some 
were foreseen, and expressly provided for.: The 
difficulties as to the compensation of postmasters 
were not foréseen, but these were covered by the 
general provision for deficiencies... He contended, 
therefore, that the provision made by former laws 
for the payment of postmasters did not exclude 
them from the provisions of the law of 1845. 

Mr. BAKER said the Postmaster General had 
expended a million of dollars in addition to what 
he was authorized to expend by law, and this was 
defended under a construction of law which he 
(Mr, B.) did not concur in. This was too impor- 
tant a subject to be passed over in haste. Univer- 
sal astonishment was expressed in the country 
when this order of the Postmaster General was 
promulgated-——when it was ordered by that officer 
that an amount of a million of dollars be added to 
the compensation that the postmasters were sup- 
posed to be entitled to under the Jaw. 

He, (Mr. B.,) for one, would say that he did 
not believe the opinion to be a sound one, under 


‘which the Postmaster General had regulated his | 


conduct. By the law of 1845, the rates of postage 
were reduced, and they regulated the mode of 
expending the revenues of the department. The 
mode of compensating the postmasters of the large 
and small offices was regulated by law. Congress 
had fully examined the whole subject, and had 
acted upon it. The question was, by what au- 
thority the Postmaster General undertook to re- 
verse the opinion of Congress? If Congress did 
anticipate difficulty, as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Senpon] had supposed, then why did 
they not provide for it? Did they authorize the 
Postmaster General to legislate on the subject? 

Mr. SEDDON explained, that the law, in his 
opinion, provided first for the difficulties that were 
proven, and next made a general provision for all 

` deficiencies that might occur. 

Mr. BAKER continued. 
difficulties were to be provided against. 
knew that the whole subject of compensation for 
posimasters was provided for by law. 

He appealed to the common sense of the House, 
whether the law of 1845 could have passed, if it 
had been understood thatthe Postmaster General 
was to add $1,000,000 to the expenditure by con- 
struction, ‘The Attorney General had justified the 
construction put upon the law by the Postmaster 


Congress knew what 


They | 


ef $750,000 was intended to cover all contingen- 
j cies, but others had justified it upon different 


grounds. 
ii to be paid according to the receipts of their post 
|| offices. As the compénsation was governed by 
|i law, bow could it be regulated by any other rule? 
| There could be no deficiency in the compensation 
| of postmasters, because their compensation was 
| 
i 
t 
t 
i 
| 


The postmasters were, under the law, 


fixed. 

| Mr. SEDDON here remarked that it was antici- 
| pated that the labors of the postmasters woukl be 
i; Increased by the bill. ‘Fhe object of the bill was 
|} to increase the number of letters passing through 
the mails. 

| Mr. BAKER said Congress could not foresee 
|| whether the law would increase or diminish the 
|| labors of postmasters, and if they should be ulti- 
| mately increased, their compensation might be in- 
il creased by law. à 

‘| The construction of the Postmaster General 
would not have been tolerated by Congress, could 
lit have been anticipated; yet now $1,000,000 had 
i been spent; and upon whom, and by what rule? 
i! He could not help expressing his opinion of the 
| act, and of the principle, or rather the want of prin- 


‘were necessarily provided for, and that was the 
payment of contractors. They must be paid, or 
| the mail establishment must stop; and for that class 
| of expenses alone was the appropriation of $750,- 
|: 000 provided. He said the twenty-second section 
| was only an addition to the twenty-first, and was 
| the same in principle. Power was given to meet 
| deficiencies arising in the execution of the laws, 
and not. in the exercise of official discretion. ‘The 
twenty-second section increased the amount of the 
contingent appropriation. If the $750,000 was not 
1; enough, then up to four and a half millions. the de- 
ficiency should be taken from the treasury; but all 
these payments were to be regulated by the law of 
the land. He was not willing to yield to any execu- 
tive officer the power of substituting discretion: for 
law.  I£in a time of profound péace such powers: 
could ‘be assumed, what would be done on the first 
il appearance of a war? “And we were now talking 
| of an Oregon war and a war with Mexico. 
| Mr. McCLERNAND said that it was not his 
H purpose to continue the debate which had already 
i been protracted and very irrelevant. He rose for 
! the purpose of expressing his surprise at the op- 
| position which had been made to the amendment 
proposed. The Postmaster Gencral had construed 
the law of 1845, precipitately thrust through this 
House at the last session, so as to authorize the 
increase of the compensation of post officers in cer- 
| tain cases. It was objected that this construction 
was incorrect; that the law had not only limited 
the compensation, but had virtually abolished the 
exercise of the franking privilege by postmasters. 
This was the ground of controversy. Mr. McC. 
said that before the present debate, no complaint 
had been heard from any quarter of the construc- 
tion of the Postmaster General. On the contrary, 
it had been approved by the public press and pub- 
| lic opinion. Now was the first time complaint had 
| been heard, and now it was the emanation of party. 
: Y 

Mr. McC. could not find language to express his 
surprise at the denunciations which his colleague 
(Mr. Baker} had scen fit to hur! at the Postmaster 
General. Did not the gentleman know that a dif- 
ferent construction would have abolished half—he 
was authorized to say by the chairman of the 
|| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, well- 
nigh three-fourths—of the post offices in Illinois, 
‘| and the new States generally? The gentleman de- 
nounced an act which had preserved to. the people 
of Ilinois the facilities and benefits of the mail sys- 
| tem; and it seemed that he was not only opposed 
i| to what had been done, but that he was now in 
i| favor of the incorporation of a provision which 

should, for the future, cut off these facilities and 
|j benefits. x ; 

Mr. BAKER here said that he was not opposed 
to the extension of mail facilities, nor to allowing 

a just compensation to post officers. He had only 
| spoken as to the conduct of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. 


ii 


! 
} 
i 
{ 


subject of censure, had been what had secured 


Mr. McCLERNAND said that “ condtct,” the | 


ese objects; and that therefore the gentleman’s 
sentiments and language were at variance, 

One word more, and he had- done... The gentle- 
man from New Yoxk [Mr. Rarugsuy] had said, 
the other day, that the present. Jaw had. operated 
well in his district; that there it “had not been: at- ` 
tended with the effect of abolishing any offices. 
But he would say to the gentleman that he should 
not permit his district to be the ocean of the river 
‘of his patriotism. He should. notadhere to a law 
which rendered the mail system a monopoly in 
favor of a few cities and populous.communities. 

Mr. BAKER here remarked that he was willing 
to take all the responsibility of paying the post- 
masters, but he wished to. have all the glory and 
honor ‘of’ paying them by law instead of leaving it 
to Caye Johnson. . 

Mr. BIGGS moved an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Da- 
vis,] providing that’ the postmasters should have 
the franking privilegein cases where their compen- 
sation did not exceed two hundred dollars. 

Mr, HOPKINS appealed both to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Brees,] and the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] to withdraw 
their amendments; stating that the committee would 
be ready in a day or two to report’a bill embracing 
the whole subject of compensation and franking. 

Mr. BIGGS said that he would. withdraw his 
amendment, if that of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi should be withdrawn. | 

Mr. HOPKINS said the whole subject had beer 
reduced to form in a bill.which he hoped would be 
reported to-morrow. He hoped the amendments 
would be withdrawn, and that a distinet vote would 
be taken on.striking out the’ proviso, which}.in. his 
opinion, ought to be stricken ote i) veu : 

Mr. PET TIT said, that as:the-gentleman from 
Virginia had assured the House that:a bill would 
be reported in-a day.ortwo which would regu- 
late this matter, and. as. he desired until then to 
retain this proviso, he -would:move that the bilbe 


laid aside for thespresent..) 5 o O, 
| The motion was rejected. oou Pes 

Mr..J.. DAVIS said he would withdraw his 
améndment. if he’ supposed his object would be 
reached :in any other-way. He was unwilling to 
make the Post ‘Office.Department, a charge upon 
the country. ssie Ge: LOR A Ee bni w 

Mr. BIGGS withdrew his. motion-to amend. 

“The question was then. taken on, Mr. Davis's 
amendment, and it was rejected. X i 

The question then recurred. upon striking out 
the proviso in the original bill, and it was agreed 
to—ayes 82, noes 55. Seed 
Mr, McK AY moved an amendment appropria- 
ting $4,000 for the support of the telegraph. be- 
tween Washington and Baltimore, until the lst.of 
January next, and providing that the Postmaster 
General shall have the power, at his discretion, of 
renting out the telegraph to any one who will keep 
it in repair for its receipts, or to make an absolute 
saleand transfer of the same. 

Mr. McK AY explained that the support of the 
telegraph during the last year had cost $7,200, and ` 
the receipts were $1,147. The. committee had 
‘proposed an additional appropriation to keep.it in 
operation until the Ist of January next, and to.au- 
‘thorize the Postmaster General to rent it or sell it, 
‘The expetises of the establishment were $5,850 
per annum, es 

Mr. PETTIT said the amendment was entirely 
unnecessary. It-was useless to instruct the Post- 
master General, for he would put what construc- 
tion on the law he pleased, and the House would 
sustain him in it. e could see no propriety in 
prescribing anything for the regulation of the de- 
partment, while it was to be subject to the exercise 
of individual discretion. He looked on the tele- 
graph as a miserable and utterly. useless thing. 

t would always cost more than any: advantage 
that could possibly be derived from it would be 
worth, : ; 

Mr. McK ay’s amendment was then: agreed to. 

„Mr. WINTHROP moved to amend by pro- 
viding that $40 75 be paid to Haine & Coleman, 
for an ascertained balance due to them: : 

This was agreed to. ` ee 

Mr. McK AY moved that the bill be-laid aside, 
for the purpose of taking up bill No. 116, for the 
support of the Military Academy. z ; 

it was objected to. : Se aa 

Mr. PET'TIT moved that the. committee rise. 


Congress, he said, might adjourn and. leave it-to 


1846: 


TTT 


the Attorney 
public affairs. : 

The committee then rose: and. reported the bill 
and amendments to the House. l 


[A message was received from the. President of 
the United States, by J. K. Walker, Esq., his Pri- 
väte Secretary, signifying his approval of the pen- 
sion laws). re wa 


Mr, WHEATON, from 


rolled Bills, made a report] 
< Mr: BRODHEAD demanded 


tion; which was seconded, 

And the main question (on concurring with the 

. Committee of the Whole on the-state of the Union 

iñ its amendments, and on: ordering the bill to a 
third reading) was ordered to. be now taken. 

"The amendments, except as hereafter particularly 
mentioned, were concurred. in. without a division: 

On concurring with the committee in striking out 
the following proviso, to wit: 

‘* Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
< be:construed to authorize any payment to supply 
‘a deficiency in the appropriation for compensa- 
‘ tion of postmasters,’” ‘ 

- Mr. G. W. JONES asked the. yeas and nays; 
whieh were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
ollows: K 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Atkinson, Bay- 
ly, Bedinger, Biggs, James A.- Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 
erhoft, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt, 
Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cobb, -Collin, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, 
Dillingham; Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, 
Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Goodyear. Gordon, Grover, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkine, Edmund W. 
Hubard, James B. Hunt, Bunter, Charles. J. Ingersoll, Jo- 
seph Johnson, Levin, Liunpkin, ‘Maclay, McClean, Me- 
Cleland, McClemand, James McDowell, Jolm P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Niven, Owen, Perrill, 
Phelps, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawyer, Scammon, Sea- 
man, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- 
son, Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Strong, Sykes, 
Jacob Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, ‘Towns, Wentworth, Wick, 
Woodward, and Yancey—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Baker, Bell, 
Benton, Milton Brown, Buffington, Jobn H, Camphell, Oar- 
roll, John G. Cha man; Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Jobn H. 
Ewing, Edwin u. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Grahan, 
Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Herrick, 
Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel D, 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew 
Johnson, George Ww. Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Pres- 
ton King, Lewis, Ligon, Long, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mclivaine, MeKay, Marsh, Miller, Moulton, Norris, Pettit, 
Pollock, Ramsay, Rathbun, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Schének, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, 

"hibodeaux; Thomasson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, 
Yell, and Young—74. . 

So the proviso was stricken out. : 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading now; 

And, having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question being “ Shall this bill pass ?””. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that it be recommitted 
to the. Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
with the following instructions: . 

Provided, That instead of any payments being 
hereafter made to deputy postmasters in order to 
supply deficiencies. in thelr compensation, the frank- 
ing privilege shall be restored to all deputy post- 
masters whose Sieg dee by law may be less 
than one hurfdred dollars per annum during the 
year to end the first day of June next, as such 
franking privilege existed prior to the third day of 
March, 1845. , 

-0 To be added at the end of the 2d section. __ 

Mr. COBB demanded the previous question, 
(which cuts off the motion to recommit with in- 
structions, and brings the House to a direct vote 
on the passage of the bill.) À pA ; 

There was a. second. The main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, the bill was passed. 


And then the House adjourned. 


the. Committee on En- 


the previous ques- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 8, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 


(the further reading thereof being, 
Mr. TIBBATTS, dispensed with) was approved. 


RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 


The SPEAKER announced the special order of 


ay to be the bill to retrocede the county of 
ee ane in the District of Columbia, to the 


tate of Virginia. 
zii THE BLIND. 
» TIBBATTS, from the select committee 
panes appointed on the subject, asked leave to 


report a bill. taran 


General and other officers to regulate | 


on motion ofj 


Mr. HUNTER said he would not object, pro- 


vided debate did not arise. i 

And leave having been granted— 
_ The bill was introduced, and read twice by its 
title, It is in the following words: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


there be set apart for the benefit of persons in the United | 


States afflicted with blindness a quantity of Jand, equal to 
three townships, which may be selected and located by a 
competent and fit person appointed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, out of any of the public lands of the United States, 


in sections corresponding with any of the legal divirions in |! 


which the public lands are authorized to be surveyed, so as 
not to interfere with private land claims, or the rights of pre- 
emption; which lauds, when so located, shall be dispused 
of. under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 


procure the printing of a library of books for the use of the | 
lind, which books shall be distributed among the States and | 


‘Territories of the United States by the Sccretary of the 
Treasury, as near as may be practicable in the ratio of the 
number of blind persons in each State and Territory respec- 


tively at the time of such distribution: Provided, ‘That the i! 


said lands shall not be sold for less than $1 25 per acre. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said, that as he presumed there 
could be no difference of opinion as to a bill of this 
character, he would ask that it be put on its pas- 
sage. 

Objections were made. 

A motion was indicated, (by whom the reporter 


could not hear, though it was afterwards submit- |; 


ted by Mr. Danmu,) that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he hoped those who were 


in favor of the bill would vote against any such | 


motion; for if it was sent to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, it would never 


again be reached in the world. Heasked that the |! 


bill might be read through. 


Mr. HUNTER submitted to the Chair, that the i 
bill, inasmuch as it made an appropriation of land, |! 


must be committed. 
The SPEAKER expressed that opinion. 


Mr. TIBBATTS was understood to say, that he |; 
knew of no rule which required the commitment of |i 
a bill which made an appropriation of land, but not | 


of money. 

The SPEAKER expressed the opinion that all 
appropriations of land, as well as of money, must 
pass under the action of the committee. 


Mr. TIBBATTS asked that the rule might be | 


read. 

Mr. DANIEL now moved that the bill be com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. TIBBATTS again expressed the hope that 
the motion would not prevail. It was tantamount 
to the defeat of the bill. 

Mr. YANCEY moved its commitment to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays on 
the motion of Mr. DANIEL; which were ordered, 

Mr. FARAN desired to say a single word. He 
was favorable to the object of the bill, but there 
were various other institutions or asylums, as well 
as those of the blind, throughout the Union; as, 
for instance, the lunatic andthe deaf. He would 
like to see a grant of land made to each State, the 
proceeds of which should be distributed for the 


enefit of such benevolent institutions—the blind, į 


the lunatic, the deaf. He would not confine the 
grant to one. 
Mr. VANCE was understood to suggest that 


= 


the call for the yeas and nays should 


the committee, and take its place with other bills. 


Mr. TIBBATTS would have no objection, he | 


said, to that course, provided the House would 


consent to make the bill the special order for a day | 
Otherwise, he repeated, the commitment | 


certain, 
of the bill was e 

Mr. ATKIN 
the table. 


uivalent to its defeat. 


Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays, | 


which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as | 


follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, : 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, James A. Black, Burt, John G. | 


Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, 
Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, Dobbin, 
Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Isaac E. Holmes, Edmund 
W. Hubard, Hunter, George W. Janes, Ligon, MeKay, 
Morse, Moulton, Parrish, Payne, Pendieton, Phelps, Price, 
Reid, Roberts, Seddon, A. D, Sims,. Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Stanton, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Jacob 
Thompson, Toombs, Wick, Woodward, and Yancey—49, 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Bell, Biggs, 
Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, John H. Camphell, Cath- 


cart, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, De!- | 


‘be with- | 
drawn, and that the bill should be allowed to go to | 


N moved that the bill be Jaid on | 


| ano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, John 
H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Fries, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, 
! Graham Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, 
|! Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hunger- 
: ford, Joseph R.. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Levin, 
i! Long, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, James McDowell, 
|! McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, John P. Martin, 
; Barkley Martin, Miller, Moseley, Niven, . Norris, Owen, 
Pettit, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Sawtelle, Seammon, Severance, Truman Smith, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, 
! Stephens, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Thomasson, Thur- 
| man, ‘Lidbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
| worth, Wheaton, Winthrop, Wood, Yell, and Young—-90. 
| 
| 
i 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 
And the question then recurring, first, on the 
| motion to commit to the Committee of the Whole 
‘on the state of the Union— : 

Mr. HUNTER suggested that the pending mo- 
tion should be suffered to lie over until another 


ij a position as that it might be reached hereafter. 

|| The SPEAKER said the bill might lie over by 
|| unanimous consent. 

‘| Mr. HOPKINS submitted the question of the 
i Necessity of commitment. 


The SPEAKER said the Chair had already de- 


i cided that commitment was necessary. The House 

could now determine that question on the pending 

|! motion to refer. 

‘| Mr. HOPKINS suggested the previous question. 

| Mr. YANCEY now rose to inquire whether the 

I bill had been reported from a select committee ? 

‘| The SPEAKER stated the fact. 

i Mr. YANCEY thereupon withdrew his motion 

l; to refer to the Committee on Public Lands. - 
And the question, ‘ Shall this bill be referred to 

the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

(| Union ??? was then taken, and resulted as follows : 


YRAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, Ander- 
son, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, Jas. Black, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhotl, Carroll, Cari- 

euben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cranston, Cullom, 
Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dob- 
ii bin, Dunlay, Mdsall, Erdman, Ficklin, Garvin, Goodyear, 
| Gordon, Graham, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Haralson, 
|, Harmison, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, J. 
H W. Houston, Hungerford, James B, Hunt, Hunter, Charles 
J. Tugersoll, Joveph R. Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, P. King, Leib, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, 
Long, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, James McDow- 
ell, Mclivaine, McKay, Barkley Martin, Mortis, Morse, 
Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Phelps, Price, Ritter, Roh- 
erts, Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, St. Jobn, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
‘Thomasson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Toonibs, Wentworth, Wood- 
ward, Yancey, and Yell—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Bell, Burt, Jolm H. Campbell, 
Crozier, Culver, Garrett Bavis, Delano, Douglass, John H, 
Ewing, Faran, Foot, Giddings, Hamlin, Elias B, Holmes, 
Hough, Samuel D. Hubhard, frudson, D. P. King, Lewis, 
Maclay, McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, John P. Martin, 
Miller, Moseloy, Niven, Pendleton, Perrill, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, 
Schenek, Seddon, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
i} Caleb B. Smith, Strohm, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, 
i Wheaton, Wick, Winthrop, Wood, Woodruff, and Young 

woe A 
So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

1 Mr. HUNTER said, that as this was the day 
; Set apart for the consideration of the special order, 
| he would move that the Efouse resolve itself into 


1 
| 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| 
i 


i; cart, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


i Mr. DANIEL expressed the hope that the mo- 
| tion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] 
‘| would not prevail. 
‘| Mr. HUNTER submitted that the motion was 
| not. debatable. ; 
i| The SPEAKER so decided. 
ii My. DANIEL said he did not wish to debate. 
| But he called the attention of the House to the fact 
ii that the regular business of the day was the con- 
‘| sideration of the private calendar, now heavil 
i laden; and he hoped the Flouse would take up that 
calendar. 
{| After a brief conversation, in which Messrs. 
|| HAMLIN and the SPEAKER participated, 
i} Mr. HAMLIN moved that the special order be 
|| postponed until Monday next, (with a view to the 
consideration of the private calendar, as the reporter 
understood.) 

Mr. HUNTER submitted whetlier that motion 
was in order, 
|| The SPEAKER said the question must first be 
;| taken on the motion to go into committee. 


7718 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


May 8, 


After an inquiry by Mr. HENLEY, not heard | 
by the reporter, il 
The question on the motion of Mr. HUNTER i 
was taken, and decided in the aflirmative—ayes 94, |i 
Noes not counted. ' 
RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA, j 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Dove- 
Lass, of Illinois, in the chair;) and, on motion of ; 
Mr. HUNTER, proceeded to the consideration of | 
the bill to retrocede the county of Alexandria, in | 
the District of Columbia, to the State of Virginia. | 
The bill was read as follows: | 
| 

Í 

i 

i 

{ 

$ 

| 


i 
} 
t 
| 


Whereas no more territory ought to be held under the ex- 
elusive legislation given to Congress over the distriet which 
is the seat of the Gencral Government, than may be neces- 
sary and proper for the purposes of such a scat; and whereas 
experience hath shown that the portion of the District of 
Columbia ceded to the United States by the State of Virginia 
has not been, nor is ever likely to be, necessary for that pur- 
pose; and whereas the State af Virginia, by an net pi 
on the third day of February, eighteen hundred and fe ix, 
entitled “ An act accepting, by the State of Virginia, the 
county of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, when the 
same shall be receded by the Congress of the United States,” 
hath signified her willingness to take back the said territory 
ceded as aforesaill : therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives o 

the United States of elinerica in Congress assembled, That, | 
with the ènt OF the people ot the ccusty and town of | 
Aloxand to be ascertained as hereinalter prescribed, all of | 
that portion of the District of Columbia ceded to the United | 
States by the State of Virginia, and all the rights and jur 
diction therewith ceded over the same, be, and the san ey 
hereby, ceded and forever relinquished to the State of Vir- | 
ginia, in fall and absolute right and jurisdiction, as well of | 
soil as of persons residing or to reside thereon. 
2. And be it further enacted, Tit nothing herein 
ined sball be construed to vest in the State of Virginia, : 
any right of property in the custom-house and post office i 
of the United States within the town of Alexandria, or in the | 
soit ofthe territory hereby receded so as to affect the rights | 
of individuals or corporations therein, otherwise than as the | 
same shall or may be transferred by such individuals or cor- 
ms to the State of Virginia. 

Sec. & And be it further enacted, That the jurisdiction i) 
and laws now existing in the said territory, ceded to the | 
United States by the State of Virginia, as aforesaid, over |i 
the persons and property of individuals thercin residing, |; 
alall not cease or determine until the State of Virginia shall 
hereafter provide, by law, for the extension of her juris 
diction aud judicial system over the said territory bereby | 
receded. : i 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That this act shall not i| 
be in force until after the assent of the people of the county H 
and town of Alexaudria shall be given. toit in the mode here- ji 

li 
i 
i 


sed 


inafter provided., Immediatetyafter the close of the present 
session of Congress, the President of the United States shall | 
appoint five commissioners, (any three of whom may act,) || 
citizens of the said town or county of Alexandria, and free- 
holders within the same, who shall be sworn before some 
justice of the peace in und for the said town or county, to 
discharge the duties hereby imposed upon them faithfully, 
impartially, and to the bestot their ability. These commis- 
sioners, or any three of them, shall proceed within ten days |i 
after they ave notified of their appointment, to fix upon the : 
time, place, and manner of taking (he vote within the town j: 
or couaty of Alexandria, and shall give notice of the same ;' 
by advertisement in the newspapers of the said town, And ṣi 
on the day and at the place so appointed, every white male | 
eitiz of the county and town of Alexandria, of twenty-one | 
of aye, or more, aud who shall bave been a resident | 
therein fortwo years OF nore next preceding the time when | 
he offers to vote, and who shall not be insane ora pauper, ii 
7 voce upon the question of accepting or reject- 
ous ofthis act. The said commissioners shall | 


p $ h raae i a 
arising in relation to the rightof voting under u 


Within three days after this vote is taken as a ` 
said commissi s spal make out thre ements of the 
tof this poll upon oath, and ur their seals. Of: 
ese, one shat) be transmitted to the President of the Uni- ii 
ted States, one to the Governor of the Commonwealth o 
Virginia, and one shall be deposited in the clerk’s office o 
the county court of Alexandria, If a majority of the votes 
s9 given suall be cast against accepting the provisions of this 
act, then it shall be void and of no effect; but ifa majority ii 
of the said votes should be in favor of accepting the provis- i: 
ions of this act, then this act shall be in fall force, and it |) 
shall be the duty of the President of the United States to |, 
inform the Governor of Virginia that this act is in full for 
and effect, and to make proclamation of the fact. 

Seo. 5. And be it furth acted, "Whit, in such case, the 
right of property in the half square in Alexandria, on which 
stands the court-ho hounded by Columbus, Queen, and | 
Princess streets, and the half square on which stands the |: 
jail, bounded by Princess, St. Asaph, and Pitt streets, shall | 

e conveyed to the Governor of Virginia and his successors, | 
for the use of the county and corporation of Alexandria | 
forever; and the Solicitor of the Treasury of the United | 

i 


States is hereby authorized and required, in the name and | 
on behalf of the United States, to make all the proper and | 
necessary conveyances for that purpose. i 

| 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the United States | 
retain the right of property and jurisdiction over the Long | 
Bridge across. the Potomac river, and over so much Hand on | 

„the southern side of the river as may be necessary for the | 
abutment of the said bridge. i 

Mr. HUNTER addressed the committee, (in a | 
speech, of which a full report will be given here- 
after in the Appendix.) He- explained generally 
the object .of the bill, and urgently advocated its |! 


| scourge of God, but by, the hand of man. 


ations of public policy which justified and sanc- 
tioned the measure. He examined the constitu- 
tional objections which had been urged against it, 
answering and refuting them. He'spoke of the 
importance of the retrocession to the people of 
Alexandria; and depicted, in glowing colors,-the 
blight that had fellen on. that. city by reason of 
her dependence on the General Government; her 
declining commerce; her premature decay; the des- 
olation which had come upon her, not by the 
He 
believed that if the boon càntemplated by this bill 
were granted, the blessings of the people of Alex- 
andria, and of their posterity, would’ fall upon 
Congress. If this opportunity was neglected, Con- 
gress would be responsible for whatever evils might 
result. $ : i 
The three first sections of the bill having been 
read, and no amendment having been offered— 
Mr. CULVER moved to amend the 4th section 
in the 17th line, by striking out the word ‘ white.” 
Mr. C. said he wanted every male citizen should 
enjoy the right of the elective franchise. He spoke 


| of a great variety of shades of complexion, with so 


slight distinctions, that it would be difficult, under 
the bill which conferred this privilege only on 
white male citizens, to tell who were voters. i 

He wished the honorable gentleman who report- 
ed this bill would state in its preamble the whole 
truth concerning the causes which had tended to 
bring it forward, or that the preamble might be 
stricken out entirely. One reason which operated 
upon that gentleman might be that under the Con- 


stitution and laws, fugitive slaves—fugitive slaves | 


from this Distriet—-could not be captured and re- 
tained. If so, this would be no very strong reason 
for voting for this bill, 

He argued that Mr. Hunrer, by taking the po- 
sition that in case of the retrocession, Virginia 
could masumit the slaves in Alexandria, had vir- 
tually admitted the power of Congress to manumit 
them there, and in the whole District. For Con- 


; gress now exercised exclusive jurisdiction over the 


District; and if the surrender of her power to the 
State authorized that State to abolish slavery, cer- 
tainly Congress itself possessed that power while 
she retained. this exclusive jurisdiction. 

Tf the bill and preamble were so ‘modified as to 
strike out the word ‘ white,” as much as he was 
opposed to putting back 1,000 or 1,500 slaves un- 


i der the jurisdiction of Virginia, he should not be 
4) very much opposed to the bill. 


‘The question being taken, the amendment was 


‘ rejected. 


“Mr. MORRIS rose to move an amendment; but, 
after some conversation, he yielded to 

Mr.G. W. JONES, who moved an amendment, 
to strike out from the word “ every,’ in the 16th 


| line, to “paupers,” in the 20th line, and insert in 
i lieu thereof “every white male citizen of the Uni- 


‘ted States who shall have resided in the said 


i county of Alexandria six months preceding the 
| time when he offers his vote, insane persons and 
| € paupers excepted.” 


After some conversation, in which Messrs. TIB- 
BATTS, HUNTER, WENTWORTH, and oth- 
ers participated, : 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
adopted. : 

Mr. PAYNE moved to strike out in the 2d line, 


: 4th. section, the words ‘in the county and town 


of Alexandria,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“the District of Columbia’’—(so as to require the 
assent of the citizens of the whole District, instead 


| of Alexandria merely, to the retrocession.) 


Mr. P. said he had not anticipated the consider- 


; ation and action upon this subject at this time, and 
| he was not so well prepared to debate the subject 


now as he wished to be. But he would not dis- 
guise his true feelings in regard to the measure. 
He was opposed to the passage of this bill, and for 
reasons which were satisfactory to his own mind, 


_ whatever weight they might have with other gen- 


tlemen, 

With regard to the argument which the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Huxrer] had made, and 
most eloquently made too, he had but a word to 


say—and that was, that he attached some more | 


importance than the gentleman seemed to do to the 


execution of the trust with which this Government | 
| was invested when the seat of Government was | 
4) located in the District of Columbia. 


miles square,yand there ‘to locate the ‘seat of Gov- 
ernment. The Congress of the United States ‘had 
fully executed that power, and‘in-his humble opin= 
ion, with its exectition'the whole mattér stopped, 
and the’ power was exhausted; and .more: impor- 
tance he conceived attached to this subject than the 
gentleman from Virginia thought proper'to give it. 
Mr. BOYD here addressed an inquiry- to.Mr. 
Payne, which, from his’ turning away, was en- 
tirely lost to the reporter, 0° = “Te en, 
Ar: PAYNE replied, if Providence interposed, 
and brought around a:state of ‘things wholly: be- 
| yond the control of: this ‘Government, he assured 
the honorable gentleman from Kentueky <“ sufi- 
cient unto the day is the evil thereof.’ But if the 
gentleman himself and his friends voluntarily in- 
volved themselves in a difficulty of that:sort, Mr. 
| P. hoped they would ‘vot call on him to point out 
i the means by which to extricate themselves. ` He 
| thought the whole error in regard to:this case re- 
sulted from the fact that the gentleman: seemed to 
| consider Congress omnipotent within the District 
| of Columbia; that the clause -giving to it exclu- 
| sive legislation”? made it an absolute despotism; 
that Congress could: perform: any act within this 
| District it deems proper, independently of the lim- 
itations of the Constitution. That was an-error, 
: The Constitution gives: to Congress: ‘exclusive’? 
| power of legislation, but not unlimited: power. -It 
| cannot’ within. this District ‘take private property. 
| except for public use, and on paying jost compen- 
sation therefor; it cannot abolish the right of ha- 
| beas corpus, of trial by jury, or do any of those acts 
prohibited by the Constitution, No; Congress 
imust legislate exclusively within the District of 
Columbia—no other legislation caf be admitted: 
| within it-—but it must legislate. under ‘the. provis- 
‘ions of the Constitution. Otherwise all the difi- 
culties which the gentleman from Virginia seemed 
| to anticipate would occur; but confining himself to 
i the limitations of the Constitution, they would. be 
| obviated, and the bill under consideration will be 
excluded. Congress had the right to receive a 
district and exercise exclusive legislation. There 
its power stopped. It had no right to transfer. 
` With:reference to the:ametidment which Mr.-P. 
had’ offered: The District of Columbia, so far as 
the Government: was concerned, was one. No 
sections, no divisions were known to the Govern- 
mem of the United States... They’ were politically 
one people; united: in one political association; 
| bound to submit to one authority; and their des- 
tinies, in fact, linked together in one common 
| bond. It seemed to him, therefore, that whenever 
| 
| 


| an attempt was made to alienate a part of that com- 
munity, the assent of the whole, at least, was 
‘necessary. If he was disposed to go into the 
question generally, he would deny the power of a 

overnment to transfer its territory, and of. this 
Government particularly; and the books would 
bear him out in the fact that no territory could be 
transferred, unless such transfer was necessary in 
order to preserve the whole. But no such neces- 
sity éxisted: This proposition of transfer was not 
founded on necessity, but on the will of a-few in- 
dividuals living in one part of the District. Now, 
| before this retrocession.was made, the question 
should be submitted to the whole people of ‘the 
| District of Columbia; and in case it was sanctioned 
| by them, the case would at least be presented in a 
| more favorable light than it is at present. 

Another objection he had. to the bill was, that 
we had paid a very large amount for that portion 
|, of tlie District.of Columbia south ‘of the Potomac 
| river. Was it contemplated to refund this money? 
! Did the Virginia Legislature, in its zeal to get 
| back a portion of this District, think proper to’ pro- 
vide for refunding that money—notless, hethought, 
j; than a million of dollars?. No; they ask you to 
i give back Alexandria; the soil, too—a thing which 
this Government never had, but the jurisdiction 
only. But if they adopted a: proviso :to. this bill 
| declaring that we will not pay the debt of the cor- 
| poration. of Alexandria, amounting to somewhere 
| m the neighborhood of ‘one million of. dollars, it 
|| would very much change. the: state of vote when 
| taken; and then the people of Alexandria: will re- 
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ment, ‘they preferred to remaih-as: they-ar ; 
insisted, if this bill was-to pass, it ipa Heda ed 
the declaration that this Government was not going 
to pay that debt, soas toexelude the millions of 
petitions which». session ‘after session “would be 
presented. to.refund:this debt: ` ON 
-There was. another objection to this bill which 

did. not. come- so: immediately before this House; 
but, ast was: nota: party objection; he deemed 
proper:to'state it They were. aware that in Vir- 
ginia there had been a conflict going-on, he might 
say, almost from. the beginning of that.Govern- 

‘ment down to the present day, on the subject-of 
the right of s 
ton, but an eastern: and western question in Vir- 
ginia; and that. State was now on the very point 
of calling a convention, the: object of which was 
to extend the right of suffrage and equalize the 
right of representation in the counties. ` As things 
now stand, eastern Virginia controls the political 
power of that State, with a population vastly in- 
ferior to western Virginia, This bill proposed to 
add. 2,500 or 3,000 voters to the éastern side of 
Virginia; the influence of all whom would be 
thrown against western Virginia, whose object is 
to extend the right of suffrage, and havea con- 
vention, as she ought to have... Having been born 
and reared in that State, Mr. P. might be permit- 
ted to say he felt an interest in her institutions 
and her interests and he hoped the day would yet 
come when Virginia, noble as she is In many re- 
spects, May yet.take hér stand side by side with 
the enlightened States of the Union which have 
discarded all those old:distinctions, and who now 
permit the right of suffrage to rest upon the free- 
dom of the citizen, and hot on the property he 
holds in his possession. > : 

Mr. SEDDON interposed, and (Mr. P. yield- 
ing) was understood to call attention to the fact 
that the Virginia Legislature, by a unanimous 
‘vote, representing of course the eastern as well as 
the western portion of the State, had agreed to 
this. retrocession of Alexandria, There was no 
objection, therefore, on the part of western Vir- 
ginia to this measure. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, rose and appealed 
to. the gentleman to allow a further explanation. 

Mr, PAYNE. Certainly, sir. I wish to hear 
from western Virginia. 

Mr. JOHNSON said his colleague (Mr. Sen- 
pon] referred to the question of convention; he 
was in error. There was a division of sentiment 
in Virginia; and western Virginia required a con- 
vention assembled on a-basis different from that 
which the eastern part was willing to accord to 
them, and they never would consent to meet their 
eastern brethren. on that subject until they could 
meet, them on the broad principles of equal rights. 

Mr. PAYNE (resuming) said he was aware of 
the interest felt on this great question of a conven- 
tion inthe western part of Virginia. Tt was nota 

arty question as. between Whigs and Democrats, 
Pat was advocated by the friends of freedom, 
whether found marching under the Whig or the 
Democratie banners. On the great question of the 
right of suffrage, where party divisions had been 
laid aside to promote the great principles of liberty 
and the right of suffrage—in such a conflict, what 
he desired. was, that the Congress of the United 
States shall not throw its weight and influence 
against those who were battling for the right of 

frage. ‘ 7 
MMJ . McDOWELL.(Mr. P. yielding the floor) 
said he should like to be informed by the gentle- 
man—(the rernainder of the sentence was lost to 
the reporter.] - He should like to know, above all, 

er the gen 
bg a fundamental article of his own creed, that 
we are entitled to self-government. And further- 
re, Whether 

De his party creed, he does not go for the largest 
liberty j 
Mr: 


Ofe : 
PAYNE. I must ask the gentleman to re- 
his question to writing. i - 
aee oad like-to know also, (continued Mr. Mc- 
DOWELL;) on what general or particular doctrine 
it is that the gentleman desires the power of Con- 
gress ae À : 
inia.: Furthermore——: ee ag 
eMe. PAYN E (interposing) insisted on his right 
to e AOO OW EL; (yielding.) Well, they are 
hard questions, and difficult for the gentleman to 


answer. 


t 4 éastern Virginia, which would go to aid in frustra 
suffrage. This was nota party ques- | oi E : 


eman from Alabama does not ad- | 


as a special and particular article | 


interfere with the local questions of Vir- | 


Mr. PAYNE, Ifthe honorable gentleman over 
the way will submit his questions in writing, it will 
afford me‘much pleasure to answer them. 

Mr. McDOWELL. 


Government adding three or four thousand votes to 


ting western Virginia in her efforts to extend th 
right of suffrage and the basis of political freedom 
He presumed, as far as this Government was con 
cerned, he had the right to remonstrate against thi 
Government taking a side in this contest, and tha 
-against the extension of rights. He would say to 
the Government, in reference to this subject. 
‘* Hands off, and let not the Congress of the Unite 
States lend its power against a majority, now strug 
gling for a great principle of liberty against the domi- 
nant power of the minority.” And he asked the 
gentleman if this could be called an interference 


refusal to interfere on either side. 

He considered this the only important question 
the gentleman from Virginia Kad put to him; and 
he had but little more to add. He had discharged 
his duty on this floor—a duty which led him 
against his own inclinations; and he confessed, 
when he heard the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hunter] make his address on this floor, 
every feeling of his heart induced him to go with 
him; but in a great question of this kind, where 
fundamental right-is concerned, and where the at- 


retard the progress of freedom, he could occupy no 
other position than that of opposition to it. 
accomplishment of this great measure—the exten- 
sion of the right of suffrage—which was raised at 
the present time in Virginia, would be defeated or 


this bill. Fle trusted that the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States would not give it its sanction, at least 
until it had received a more complete investiga- 
tion. 


any part in this discussion, nor should he now have 
risen to do so, were it not for the very extraordi- 


member from. Alabama. ‘This was now the third 
session in which he had been a member of this 
House. 


all he had never heard one at which he was so pro- 
heard delivered from the gentleman from Alabama. 
formly shown a greater degree of indignation— 


into excitement, when members from other States 
had undertaken to interfere with the domestic con- 
cerns of the State which he has the honor in part 
to represent—if there was one who had signalized 
himself on such occasions, it was the gentleman 
from Alabama. And yet he undertook to come 
before the House of Representatives, to drag be- 
fore it the domestic policy, the polities of our State, 
and Mr. B. took leave to say, utterly to misrepre- 
sent the feelings and opinions of that section in 
which he resided. 

Mr. PAYNE, (in his seat.) Ido not doubt that, 
sir. I do not doubt that. 

Mr. BAYLY (continuing.) Who gave the gen- 
tleman from Alabama a commission to come here 
und invoke the Congress of the United States to 
| take part in the local politics of Virginia? Where 
did the gentleman find his commission to come and 
invoke Congress to take part with the western por- 
tion of Virginia (as he is pleased to say) against 
the eastern? I deny that he has any such authori- 
ty. Without meaning any personal offence to the 
gentleman, for whom Ihave no other than kind 
feelings, I say it is a most impertinent interfe- 
rence—an interference for which we do not thank 
him—an interference which my distinguished friend 
[Mr. J ounson] from the western portion of Vir- 
| ginia, with his statesmanlike devotion to that sec- 
tion, with an ability which I undertake to say that 
gentleman can never equal, does not thank him: 


with the internal concerns of Virginia? It was a | 


tempt is made by the action of this Government to |; 


The | 


retarded for more than ten years by the passage of |: 


Mr. BAYLY said he had not designed to take |! 
nary speech which they had just heard from the | 
During that time, he had heard many: 
speeches at which he was amazed; but among them | 
foundly astonished as that which they had just | 


If there was a member on this floay who had uni- | 


who had uniformly more constantly lashed himself |! 


| the gentleman from Alabama as emphatically as I 
|| repudiate his description of the feelings that actu- 
|| ate the eastern portion. sed y 
i That gentleman says a contest is going on im 
j Virginia between those in favor of the extension of 
| the right of suffrage-and those opposed to it, and 
| has undertaken to say- that these sets of opinions 
are geographically divided. I deny that fact. In 
| eastern Virginia there are as zealous, and I beg leave 
i to say, as able advocates of the extension of the 
i right of suffrage as are tô be found in the Com- 
' monwealth. Whence does the gentleman get his 
information? Ido not come here to speak of my 
own opinions. This House has nothing to do with 
i them. It is not the proper occasion for me to un- 
dertake to express these opinions, and still less to 
sustain them. I undertake to say, however, that 
there may be no mistake about it, that there is.no 
more zealous advocate of the right of suffrage than 
Tam. 

But not one of the least astonishing portions of 
l the gentleman’s specch was, that, whereas he was 
| so anxious to extend the right of suffrage to all 
| the people of Virginia, he is taking the course, and 
the only course, that can prevent the extension of 
that right to the two thousand and more voters of 
‘the city and county of Alexandria. If the gentle- 
| man would display his zeal for the right of suttrage, 
‘let him go to extend it to the citizens of Alexan- 
i dria, to whom, under this bill, as wide an exten- 
: sion of the right of suffrage was made as anybody 
; can ask for. That bill refers the question to all 
| the male white inhabitants, without any exception, 
i but paupers, lunatics, and felons. And I un- 
i! dertake to say, without fear of contradiction, that 
i if this retrocession take place, every voter in the 
ii portion ceded of this District will be the ally of 
those who go for the extension of the right of suf- 
1 frage. 
But the gentleman undertook further to say, that, 
: on the call of a convention, there was a geograph- 
, ical division. Mr. B. denied that fact. There 
was no such division. The county (Accomac) in 
which he lived voted at the last session of the 
Legislature of Virginia for a call for a convention. 
From time immemorial almost—for he supposed 
‘ twenty or thirty years—had that old and venerated 
i county uniformly voted in the same way. And 
yet the gentleman from Alabama, with these facts 
| Staring him in the face, undertook to tell this House 
| thateastern Virginia is against a call for a conven- 
tion to correct the errors in her constitution. The 
gentleman was mistaken; before he came here to 
talk about our local politics, he had better learn 
something of them; and if well informed on the 
subject, he utterly denied the right of the gentle- 
|i man to enter into it at all. 
He had not risen to enter into the merits of the 
i discussion. Fie had heard no answer yet to the 
‘argument of his colleague, the chairman of the 
t Committee for the District of Columbia, [Mr. 
'Hunrer.] Till that argument was answered, it 
i seemed to him that they were not called upon to 
| argue the question further. 
' But Mr. B. begged leave to state a fact about 
i 
| 


which, in the heat of debate, there seemed to have 
been some misunderstanding. My friend -[Mr. 
| Jounson] denied the assertion of my friend from 
! Richmond, [Mr. Seppon,] that the Legislature of 
ii Virginia was unanimous on the subject of retro- 
|i cession. My colleague did not mean to deny that 
li fact, as I am informed. 
| Mr. JOHNSON (Mr. B. yielding) said it was 
ii proper to state that, owing to the difficulty of hear- 
i ing in the Flall, he understood his colleague, (Mr. 
i Seppow,] when he said Virginia was unanimous 
ii on the subject, to allude to the subject of a con- 
li vention. He learned, however, that im. his re- 
‘i marks, he [Mr. S.] had reference to the vote on 
ji the retrocession of Alexandria. On that I was 
{i not informed, and when I said the vote had not 
| been unanimous, my remark alluded to the ques- 
: tion of convention. . 

| Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said he would not go 
A into the discussion with. his colleague in reference 
i to Virginia politics; but for the information of the 
i, gentleman from Alabama, who seems to take so 
|; much. interest: inthe. affairs of Virginia, it was a 
} very singular fact, that in the jate convention of 
f Virginia, which formed our present constitution, 
i there was but one solitary delegation which pre- 
i| sented throughout an undivided front in favor of 


That gentleman, here speaking for the western | the West, and that delegation was from this very 
portion of Virginia, has repudiated the kindness of {} district—this very Loudoun and Fairfax district, 
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Mr. B. argued that this small accession of pop- | 
ulation—the population of Alexandria town and | 
county, all told, being but ten thousand, and of | 
them only six hundred voters, ( which was a large 
proportion for a southern population )—would be | 
of no account in a contest of eastern and western 
Virginia, even if they all cast their votes in that | 
way, which was notatall probable. The addition | 
of these votes to those of a State numbering one 
and a half millions of inhabitants, would be a mere | 
bagatelle, the merest trifle in the world in a politi- | 
cal point of view. i 

In coneluding, Mr. B. begged the House, (and 
he thought in asking this he was not asking what | 
was not reasonable,) in deciding this question to | 
decide it on its own merits, with reference solely 
to national considerations, and without any sort of 
reference to the local influences or interests of Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. McCLERNAND obtained the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE appealed to him to yield, to allow 
an explanation. — 

Mr. SIMS also wished the floor, in order to sub- 
mit a motion, inasmuch as this bill was made. the 
special order for one day, that the committee rise | 
with the view of adopting a resolution fixing an | 
hour to-day for terminating the debate. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, stating that he would 
submit that motion if such seemed to be the sense 
of the committee, yielded to— 

Mr. PAYNE, who said he had risen and sub- | 
mitted, when upon the floor before, a few observa- 
tions, without having investigated the subject, and 
had spoken from his general information respect- 
ing it. The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bay- 
Ly,} had thought proper to characterize his remarks 
as impudent, 

Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) I said no such 
thing. 

Mr. PAYNE, (continuing.) As impertinent, | 
then! “Impertinent” to interfere in the legislation | 
of this Congress! ‘Impertinent’’ to interfere with 
anything appertaining to Virginia! And are re- 
marks which E make upon a subject thus coming 
directly before this Congress, to be characterized 
by the gentleman from Virginia as ‘impertinent???’ 
1 scorn that remark; and I hurl it back in the teeth 
of the source from-which it originated. _ “Imperti- 
nent” to interfere in the follies of Virginia! Are | 
they too sacred to be touched, because her citizens 
have grown old in them? Why, if twice as old, or | 
if they had existed from the beginning of time, I 
would attack them, fearless of the imputations | 
thrown upon me, or of the consequences which | 
may flow from it. | 


Lam asked where I got my commission to inter- | 
fere in Virginia politics. My “ commission”? That | 
is a quotation from the other wing of the Capitol. 
I hold it by the will of seventy thousand freemen; 
and by the God who made me I will sustain it. 
There is where I got my commission, sir. | 

But, sir, (said Mr. P.,) I have not interfered in} 
Virginia politics; I have not sought to interfere in | 
Virginia politics; I have said nothing in regard to | 
Virginia polities, or of the right of Virginia to gov- | 
ern herself. IT said that a struggle was going onin | 
Virginia between the eastern and westem part to | 

calla convention, one object of which was to extend | 
the right of suffrage. The gentleman denies it. | 
Now L appeal to the gentleman from the western ; 
part of Virginia whether that contest is not going | 
on, and has been for years. 
Mr. BAYLY. I denied no such thing. 
Mr. PAYNE. Lappeal to the House whether : 
the gentleman did not say there was a contest going 
onabout a call for a convention. This is what he | 
did say; but the gentleman now has the right to 
take other ground if he chooses. 
Mr. BAYLY. I denicd that it was purely a sec- 
tional contest; and I now deny it. , : 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman now puts it on | 
the ground of sectionality; and I ask the gentleman 
from the western part of Virginia whether, when- 
ever a convention fas been defeated, it has not been : 
defeated by eastern Virginia, and desired by west- 
ern Virginia? l 
Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON said it was with great | 
reluctance that he interferod again in this contest 
between the gentlemen. I can repeat what I said | 
_ before, that we of the West are exceedingly anxious 
. to assemble a convention to alter the fundamental 
laws of the State of Virginia; that there is but one 
opinion in that section of the State; that the whole 
western part of the State are looking anxiously to } 


the time when we should be able to assemble a con- 
vention to reform the constitution of the State. The 
east, we understand there, are opposed to a con- 
vention. 

Mr. PAYNE (interposing.) - So do I. 

At least so far as regards the basis of representa- 
tion, (continued Mr. J.,) the eastern portion of 
the State have proposed to assemble a.convention, 
but upon terms which we of the west do not think 

roper to accept. That is what I understand -to 
e the true state of feeling. : : 

Mr. PAYNE. That is precisely what I stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS (Mr. P. yielding the floor) said 
the extension of the right of suffrage is one of the 
matters which has entered into the consideration 
of this question of a convention. But instead of 
being the question, as characterized by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Payng,] which more 
than any other engaged the public mind, there has 
perhaps been a louder clamor for restricting, rather 
than extending the right of suffrage—so as to pre- 
vent the railroad or floating vote, which. gives to 
the cities an undue. influence over the surrounding 
counties. ` 

Mr. PAYNE, (resuming.) I said it was one of 
the questions, and an important question, as the 
right of suffrage is and always must be. 1 think 
1 am sustained most signally in the position I took 
by the gentlemen from Virginia [Mr. Jounson 
and Mr. Hernins,] the gentleman from Accomac 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The gentleman from Virginia (from the Acco- 
mac district) had told him he seemed to-feel a pe- 
culiar interest in Virginia—and in western Virginia. 
And why should he not? Was it not natural? 
There his eyes had first opened upon the light of 
day; there it was that he had grown to manhood; 


there he had quenched his thirst from the rivulet | 


bursting from the face of her hills; there’ he had 
laid the foundation of whatever knowledge of pol- 
itics, or otherwise, that he might possess. It was 
true, he had spent a considerable portion of his 
life west of the Alleghanies; but he still had a 
deep and sincere interest in seeing his old State 
take her stand upon correct principles, in a great 
question of civil liberty. hee od 
But his object was not to interfere with the do- 
mestic affairs of Virginia, but to warn Congress 
against taking à part in that contest, and more es- 
pecially on the wrong side, seeking to trample 
down the will of a minority by what is deemed 
the majority. He apprehended, hereafter, it would 
be wholly out of order to allude to Virginia under 
any circumstances; that the Virginia delegation 
would rise up and say, Do not interfere with us. 
There was a firmness of attachment to Virginia 
errors, on the part of her Representatives, which 
sickened him, (Mr. P.,) and must sicken others. 
It is high time that they should be exposed and 


corrected; and gentlemen should not complain of | 


interference, if, in this matter, he held the mirror 
up, that they might ‘see themselves as others see 
them.” 

But, said the gentleman, western Virginia would 
repudiate his (Mr. P.’s) friendship: He did not 
fear that it would be repudiated by Democrats in 
any quarter. A life of twenty years’ consistent 
devotion to the Democratic principles insured for 
him favor, or at Jeast a fair consideration, from 
Democrats. Had he been changing with the 
changes of power—a Whig to-day and a Demo- 
erat to-morrow—a mere weathercock, to indicate 
the variations of the popular will—he might not be 
able to flatter himself with this indulgence from 
the Democratic party. 

Mr. McCLERNAND resumed the floor; but 
yielded, at request, to - 


Mr. BAYLY, who wished to make one remark, ` 


and but one, with reference to himself personally. 
The gentleman from Alabama, (he said,) with 
some violence of gesture, not unusual to him, had 


| seemed to take offence when he (Mr. B.) had said 


that his (Mr. P.’s) interference on this floor with 
the domestic concerns of Virginia was impertinent, 
and he said he threw back the imputation in my 
teeth. Iwill inform the gentleman (said Mr. B.) 
—it is not necessary for me to inform this House— 


that { shall not notice the throwing back an impu- | 


tation which | have before applied. 
Mr. PAYNE, (in his seat.) I am very well 
satisfied. It is nothing I have to complain of. 
Mr. McCLERNAND now resumed the floor, 


and proceeded. 2 
He said he had risen to speak to the question of 


i red. 


| [Mr. Boyn] had asked 


power involved, and not to take a: part in thë con- 
troversy—somew hat: personal-—avhich had occur- 
e had been anxious to vote for the bill, not. 
only from a desire to -gratify the wishes of: the 
pore immediately concerned, but “also because 
his inclinations had. been wrought uponby. the 
eloquent and persuasive remarks which had Tallen 
from the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter.] 


| But upon ‘investigation, an insuperable objection 


presented itself, -There was a want of -constitu- 
tional power. :The géntleman from Kentucky 
the gentleman: from Ala- 
bama [Mr.. Payne]. whether, if the District: of 
Columbia: had been sunk by an earthquake, it 
would not be competent for: Corigress to relocate 
the seat of Government: Mr. McC. answered, 
Unquestionably; first, from the necessity of the 
case, necessity rising above law; secondly, because 
the question of relocation was an entirely different 
question from that of the power of Congress to 
alienate an integral portion of the territory and 
people of the District. . Congress had full power 
to change the location of the seat of Government; 
and in that case, by operation of law, the Dis- 
trict, including territory and people, would revert 
to the States ceding it. j : 

The Constitution was quite clear upon the main 
point at issue. It declares that Congress shal] have 
power ‘to exercise exclusive ‘legislation in all 
‘cases whatsoever over such District (not exceed- 
‘ing ten miles square) as may, by cession of pat- . 
‘ticular States and the:acceptance of Congress, 
‘become the seat of Government, *? é&c.. 

The words are, * in all cases.” - What cases? 
Cases in which the States themselves.could not 
“ exercise legislation ?”?. No; certainly not. -Inal 
those cases in which it would have been competent 
for the States to have legislated? No; perhaps 
not even in these. But in all cases necessary and 
proper to the ends of-a seat of Government, and to 
the enforcement of a civil police, or civil: govern- 
ment; and in this lies the construction which se- 
cures the property of the people of the District, 

- Again: conceding, for the sake of argument, that 
the jurisdiction of the. Government, under the 
clause quoted, is equal to what was the jurisdiction 
of the ues of Virginia and: Maryland before the 
çession, “yet-.the Government cannot ‘rightfully 
alienate any portion of her. ‘territory, or people of 
the District, without: their consent, or at least the 
consent of a majority. On this point Vattel says: 

* Government has no right to traffic with their (its mem- 
bers) rank and liberty, *. * » They are united 
to the society to be its members. They acknowledge the 
authority of the States to promote in concert their common 
welfare and safety; and not to be at its diposal like a'farm 
or a herd of cattle.” 

Locke, in his Treatise on Civil Government, 
says: 

oir the consent of the majority shall not in reason be re- 
ceived as the act of the whole, and include every individual, 
nothing but the consent of every individual can make any- 
thing to be the act of the whole.” 

Judge Story, in his Commentaries upon the Con- 
stitution, says: P 

“No right exists, or is supposed to exist, on the part of 
any town or county, orany organized body within the State, 
short of the whole people ‘of the State, to alter, suspend, re- 
sist, or disown the operations of the Constitution, or to with- 
draw themselves from its jurisdiction.” 

Now, if the people of the District form-one body 
politic, if they are a unit for civil purposes, it is 
not competent, for a minority. to withdraw’ them- 
selves from the common jurisdiction of, all;‘nor 
can anything less than the consént-of a majorit 


| confer the power. upon Congress, if it ‘can take it 
| all, to alienate any portion of them. 


The bill under consideration proceeds’ upon the 
petition of the people of the county of Alexandria, 
to transfer their county and their jurisdiction to the 
State of Virginia; and yet the people of that county 
constitute but a small minority of the people of the 
whole District. ; 

A case might be put, which would show the 
prenl injustice of the principle declared in the 

ill.. Ifthe District, acting as a corporation under 
the law of Congress, had contracted a debt of sev- 
eral millions of-dollars, would -it not be grossly 
unjust to the majority to allow the-minority, upon 
their application, to escape-a just share of the bur- 


; den, by transferring themselves to another jurisdic- 


tion? : uber’ : 
Mr. A. D. SIMS moved that the-conimittee tise, 
remarking: that his object was not to close thed 
bate. Sia Ui bby morana ay 
Mr. JAS. McDOWELL said the obj 
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be better accomplished. by a discussion at large. 
Our hands were now in the work, and our hearts 
were for it. Tt would be as-well to carry it through 
to-day. He hoped the gentleman from South Car- 
olina would withdraw his motion. He did not ask 
it as any personal favor, for he had not in view 
any intention. of addressing the-committee: 

Mr, SIMS withdrew. the motion. ` > 

Mr. JAMES McDOWELL then said, that with- 
out: going into. the question, he felt himself con- 
strained, ‘by a. sense of duty, to make some remarks 
in regard to what’ had. fallen from the gentleman 
from, Alabama, [Mr. Payne.} . He spoke of the 
devotion of his people to their own institutions and 
recollections, and deprecated the discussion which 
had arisen upon the internal concerns of Virginia, 
as unnecessary and out of place, and having no 
bearing on the question. He did not wonder that 
her institutions were open to the atimadversion of 
Congress. While she gloried in the success and 
the renown. of: those of her sons, who, like the 
gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Payne,| had left 
her, she did not court their ‘assistance or need 
their counsels. No one here felt a higher obliga- 
tion resting upon him to support the: principles of 
unrestricted suffrage than himself. e represent- 
ed a constituency that was more undividedly at- 
tached to it than any other in his State—a district 
which had been gloriously distinguished as the 
Tenth Legion. of Democracy. His own. convic- 
tions on this subject corresponded with those of the 
seventy thousand people whom he represented; but 
the subject had nothing to do with the discussion 
of this question, though it had been invoked as a 
reason against aretrocession of Alexandria. ‘Those 
who advanced such an argument were alien to the 
habits and feelings of the Commonwealth ‘of Vir- 
ginia. She wanted justice to all; and her motto 
was, “Fiat justitia, ruat celum,” 

Mr. Mel. then adverted, in an éloquent strain, 
to the situation. of Alexandria; and appealed in a 
forcible manner tothe House to disenthral her from 
her bonds. ; . 

[A report of Mr. McDowet1’s. remarks is ne- 
cessarily deferred.] 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Payne, and it was relented. 

Mr. PAYNE said he was certain that the House 
did not understand the question. The object of 
the amendment was to subject the question of re- 
trocession to the whole people of the District of 
Columbia, and not to a portion of the people. 

The question was again, put on the amendment, 
and it was again rejected. 

: Mr. RATHBUN moved to strike out the 4th 
section. There was no difference of opinion among 
the people of Alexandria, as he understood, as to 
the policy of recession, and there was, therefore, 
‘no necessity for the expense and mockery of this 

ction. SS : 

Me HUNTER remarked that the people of Al- 
‘exandria. were. not unanimous on the subject, 
though there was-a large majority in favor o the 
measure. `- ; S 

Thé question was taken on Mr. Rarusen’s 
amendment, and it was negatived. 

Mr. MORRIS moved to amend the’ 6th sec- 
tion, so as to strike out the word “return,” and 
insert the word “ cede,’ ™and to strike out ‘ south- 
ern,” and insert “ northern.”? 

Sore conversation on this 
Mr. THURMAN, Mr. MORRIS, and Mr. 
“HAM, when the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to strike out the 


Gth Ree HOLMES said that if we ceded the 


oint arose between 
GRA- 


Mr. E. B. HOJ d the 
territory, it was improper to reserve any part o 
the propert 


Mr. RINKERHOFF was in favor of equal- 
izing thë expense of keeping the bridge in repair 
between: the two Governments. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
ju was agreed to—76 to 50. `, 

So the sixth section was stricken out. | ` 

Mr. PAYNE moved to add a new section to the 
bijl, providing that.in no event shall Congress 
hereafter assume to pay the debts .of the corpora- 
tion of Alexandria.» 


his was agreed to. : 
O moton oE Mr. HOGE, the committee rose 


and reported the -bill and amendments to the 


HiG. W. JONES demanded the previous ques- 


‘tions which was seconded. 


H George W. Jones, Seaboru Jones, Danici P. King, La Sere, 


And the main question (being first on concurring 
with the committee in its amendments, and then 
on ordering the bill to a third reading) was ordered 
to be now taken. 

All the amendments were concurred in. 

And the bill was ordered to a third reading now. 

“And having been read a third time by its title— 


And the question being, Shall this bill pass?”— 
Mr. G. W. JONES demanded the previous 
question. : 


There was a second; and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. . 


Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays on | 
the main question; which were ordered, and bei 


ng 
taken, resulted as follows: 
_YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Baker, Bar- i 
ringer, Beyiy, Bedinger, James A. Black, Bowlin, boyd, j 


William G. Brown, Burt, Join H. Campbell, Augustus 
A. Chapman, R. Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, j 
Crozier, Cullom, Darragh, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, Ed- 

sall, Edwin H. Ewing, Fieklin, Foot, Gentry, Gordon, Gra- | 
ham, Grover, Haralson, Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. } 
Holmes, Hopkins, John W. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Hungertord, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, 


Lewis, Levin, Ligon, McCtelland, McConnell, James Me- 
Dowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, Miller, Morse, | 
Moseley, Norris, Owen, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rath- | 
bun, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, 
Scammon, Schenck, Seddon, Leonard H, Sios, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Catcb B. Sinith, Stanton, Stephens, Stew- 
art, St. Johu, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thompson, 
Toombs, Towns, ‘Trumbo, Vinton, Winthrop, Woodruff, 
Woodward, Yancey, and Yell—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Anderson, 
Arnold, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, Blanchard, Brink- 
erhoff, Brodhead, Wm. W. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, 
Jobn G. Chapman, Clarke, Cranston, Culver, Danicl, Gar- 
rett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, 
Dromgoole, Erdman, John I. Ewing, Fries, Garvin, Good- | 
your, Hamlin, Harper, Henley, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, James B. Hunt, Charles L Engersott, Joseph Jobn- 
son, Kennedy, Preston Kin 
Clean, MeClernand, Metivaine, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Payne, Perrill, į 
Phelps, Price, Roberts, Alexander D. Sims, Starkweather, 
Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Vance, and Young—65. 

So the bill was passed. 

And the House (under the operation of the pre- 
vious question) rejected a motion to reconsider the 
vote. 

Mr. MORRIS asked leave to make a report. 

Objections were made. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Richard Lee, Thomas 
M. Davies, and 50 others, citizens of Schuylkill county, 
Pennsylvania, tnborers, miners, and operators, engaged in 
mining and trading in coal, remonstrating against any inter- 
ference with the present tariff, 

By Mr. YELI: The petition of 159 citizens of Arkansas, 
praying for the establishment of a mail-route from Colum- 

in, iu Chicot county, Arkansas, via Warren, Bradley coun- 
ty, O Dorado, Union county, Linnville, Latayette county, 
thence to Clarkeville, In the State of Texas: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TILDEN: The memorial of David J. Beardsley, 
and 104 other citizens of Portage county, Ohio, praying for 
a taw giving to ench indigent headof a family a tract of land 
out of the public domain: referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. Also, the memorial of P. Tallman, and 130 
other. citizens of Summit county, Ohio, renonstrating 
against the renewal of the patent of Jethro Wood for cast- 
ing iron plough points. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The remonstrance of Dr. Charles 
J. Carpenter, aud HI other citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, 
remonstrating against the employment of the funds about 
to bo appropriated for a marine hospital nt St. Louis to 
tue purchase of the city work-house, or the county poor- 
house of said county, for such purpose, alleging the present 
accommodation superior to either im their opinion ; and also 
urging the selection of an appropriate site tor said hospital, 
by competent persons appointed for that purpose, in lieu of 
purchasing either of the above sites: reterred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. E. B. HOLMES: The memorial of the ‘religious 
Society of Friends of Indiana Yearly Meeting, by their 
clerk, Elijah Conin, deprecating all wars, and suggesting pa- | 
cifie negotiation, and finally, as a dernier resort, arbitration, 
as the trae way of settling the Oregon controversy. 

By Mr. GRINNEL The petition of Abigail Bodfish, of | 
Sandwich, Massachusetts, fora pension, in consideration of 
the services of her husband in the revolutionary army. 

By Mr. C. B. SMITH: The memorial of the religious 
Society of Friends of Indiana Yearly Meeting, by their 
meeting for sufferings, urging upon Congress the propriety 
and neeessity of a peaceful settlement of the controversy 
between the United States and Great Britain, in regard to 
their respective claims to the territory of Oregon. 

By Mr. MeCLERNAND: The petition of numerous citi- 
zens of Edwards county, Dlinois, praying a change of mail- 
routes in adjacent parts of THinois, so as to save distance and 
promote economy and public: convenience : referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The remonstrance of Johannan Coeck- 
hill, John Miller, and one hundred and twenty-five other 
citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, laborers, mi- 


g Leib, Long, Lumpkin, Me- |i 


ners, and operators, engaged in mining and trading in coal, 
remonstrating against any change or modification of the 
present tariff Jaws. ee | Lk 

Ry Mr. McCLEAN : Three petitions signed by 286 citizens 
of Adams county, Pennsylvania, and one signed by 57 citi- 
zens of York, Pennsyivania, of similar tenor, praying Con- 
gress to establish a post-route from York, Pennsylvania, via 
East Berlin, to Petersburg, (York Sulphur Spring;) and that 
the mail on said route be carried daily and in two-horse 
coaches. 7 

By Mr. BAYLY: The petition of Samuel M. Latimer, set- 
ting forth that he has the legal title, by prior deeds, to a por- 
tion of the lands at Old Point Comfort; and asking Congress 
| to purchase his claim thereto. Re 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, May 9, 1846.. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the bill (pending at the adjournment on 
Thursday) for the relief of Charles W: Pinckney, 
which had been returned from the Senate with an 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


My, DANIEL moved that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the private calendar, 

Mr. McCLEAN asked leave to present certain 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vane. 

Mr. DANIEL was understood to express his 
| willingness to yield the floor for that purpose. 
| Mr.G. DAVIS desired to move a suspension of 
Í the rules, to enable him to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER said the question would be 
taken first on the motion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. DANIEL. ] 

And the question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the private calendar. 

The bill for the relief of William Culver (the 
first in the order of business on the Speaker’s table) 
was read a third time and passed. 


RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS moved a suspension 
of the rules to enable him to offer the following 
resolution: f 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested toinforin this House whether any portions or de- 
tachnents of the American anny on the Kio Grande have 
attacked, or been attacked by, the Mexican forces or people; 
whether any American officers or soldiers have been killed 
in any’such attack, and, if so, the name or names of such 
officers or soldiers 5 and whether. they were killed in the 
American or Mexican territory. ` 

Second. Whether any supplies for the American army 
have been captured by the Mexican forces; and, if sò, what 
amount of supplies were thus captured, what force had been 
detailed to guard them, and what efforts were made to retake 
them. 

Third. Whether any naval commander of the United 
States has blockaded the mouth of the Rio Grande or Mata 
moras; whether such commander has ordered off or eap- 
tured any American, English, or Mexican ships from Mata- 
moras or the mouth of the Rio Grande, and, if so, what 
ships have been thus ordered off or captured; and also com- 
municate to this-House a copy of any order or orders under 
which any such commander may have acted. 


Mr. D. asked the yeas and nays on his motion, 


i) which were ordered; and, being taken, were as 


| follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Barringer, Bell, Blanch- 
ard, Milton Brown, W. G. Brown, Buffington, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, John M. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Poot, Giddings, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, J. McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mecllvaine, Marsh, Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Jomi A. . 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Thibo- 
deaux, ‘Thomasson, Bejamin Thompson, Pibbatts, Tilden, 
Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Winthrop, Yell, and 
Young—64. 

NAYS—Mossrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Biggs, James A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Burt, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 


| Cobb, Collin, Culiom, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De 


Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Fries, Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson? 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, Edinund W. Hubard, 
Huneerford, J. B. Huut, J. Johnson, Andrew Jonnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClean, Me- 
Clelland, McClernand, McKay, J. P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morris; ‘Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Parrish, Payne, 
Perrill, Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Strong, Bykes, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Wick, Woodward, and Yancey—S5. 


So the rules were not suspended, and the resolu- 


|; tion was not received, 
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Mr. DOUGLASS asked leave to make a report 
from the Committee on the Territories. 
Objected to. 


THE SECRET-SERVICE FUND. 


Mr. PETTIT, on leave given, offered the follow- 
ing. resolution: i 

Resolved, That the committee charged with the 
Investigation of the charges made by C. J. INGER- 
sort against the late Secretary of State, Daniel 
Webster, be, and are hereby, authorized to sit | 
during the session of this House; and that the com- 
mittee have power to employ a clerk. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to strike out the last 
clause of the resolution—i. e., so much as related 
to the employment of a clerk. 

Mr. PETTIT. ‘There is not a member on the 
committee who will serve twenty-four hours with- 
out a clerk. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then let the House appoint 
other members. 

Mr. PETTIT. Very well. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the resolution 
by providing that a clerk should be allowed to the 
select committee of which he was chairman, ape 

He 


pointed on another branch of the resolution, 
did not, he said, ask leave to sit during the sessions | 


by the committee. 

The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Hamun, and decided in the affirmative, 

So that portion of the resolution whieh provided 
for the employment of a clerk was stricken out. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr, Scuencx, and it was rejected. 

And then the resolution, as amended, was adopt- 
ed—that is to say, the committee have leave to sit į 
during the sessions of the House. 

Mr. PETTIT now rose, and asked to be ex- 
cused from further service on the committee. No 
member of it, he said, could do the necessary 
writing. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES moved to discharge the 
whole committee and let them go free. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
of Mr, Pertir, i 

And the House, without a division 
he should not be excused. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Thereupon the House resumed the consideration 
of the private calendar. 

The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner ‘‘ Success” coming up on the question 
of engrossment, 

Mr. MORRIS moved that the bill be laid on the 
table. j 
The yeas and nays were asked, and ordered; | 
and, being taken, were—yeas 71, nays 85. | 
So the bill was nog laid on the table. 


| 

i 

| 

of the House, because that privilege was not desired | 
| 

| 


, decided that 


The bill was then ordered to a third reading |; 
i; The report, on a call, was read; as also, on the 


now, 
And having been read a third time by its title, 


i 
if 


And the question being, ‘Shall this bill pass??— i 


Mr. GORDON asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and being taken, were yeas 80, nays 
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|| which were ordered; and, being taken, were, yeas 
i 62, nays 72. : i 
| So the vote was not reconsidered. 


SECRET-SERVICE FUND. 


The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before. the 
| House the following letter: f 
|I“ Fon. J. W. Davis: 

“Sır : Tam confined to my bed, and attended by 
“Dr. Hall, of this city. There is not the slightest 
‘ probability of my being able to be out for man 
‘days, and it may be weeks. I must therefore ask 
‘of the. House, through you, to be excused from 
‘serving on the special committee to investigate 
‘ charges against Daniel Webster. : 

“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

May 9, 1846.” “D. WILMOT. 


On motion of Mr. BOYD, Mr. Witmor was 
excused. 
ORPHAN ASYLUM OF ALEXANDRIA. 


Mr. A. D. SIMS moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the consideration of the 
| bill to incorporate the Orphan Asylum and Female 


i! Free School of Alexandria, in the District of Co- 


| lumbia. 


| Mr. RATHBUN hoped Congress would not 
1 


legislate any more at present for Alexandria. 

Mr, BRINKERHOEFE. Let Virginia do it. 

Mr. RATHBUN. We passed a bill yesterday 
| to retrocede Alexandria to the State of Virginia; 
let us wait and see what the fate of the bill is to be. 
| Mr. SIMS said a few words not heard by the 
reporter. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 
The yeas and nays were taken, and were—yeas 
| 48, nays 98. 
Į 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 


|| Sims, to discharge the Committee of the Whole 


| from the further consideration of the above-men- 
į tioned bill. 

| Butthe SPEAKER decided that the bill required, 
by the rules, to be considered in committee. 


On motion of Mr. WENT WORTH, the House 
-then resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the private calendar.’ ` 
The SPEAKER invited Mr, Marsun, of. Ver- 
mont, to the chair. 

Mr. MARSH desired on this, and on all other 
| occasions, to be excused, because (he said) his 
i sight was so imperfect, that he was unable to dis- 
t tinguish members in their places. 
| The SPEAKER invited Mr. Canes B. Smith, 


' Mr, CLARKE moved that it be reported to the 
| House, with a recommendation .that it do not 
; pass. 


l suggestion of Mr. GROVER, an adverse report 
made at a former session. . 
After a few remarks from Messrs. JOHNSON, 
of Virginia, RATHBUN, BRINKERHOFF, 
| CLARKE, and SEDDON — 


So the bill was passed. t 
The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Bird coming |; 


. n d 
up on its final passage, 


It was opposed by Messrs. CLARKE and GOR- | 
DON, and advocated by Messrs. D. P. KING, 


66. 
So the bill was passed. 


The Senate bill for the relief of George Wently E 


was read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. BAYLY called up the motion heretofore | 
made by him, to reconsider the vote by which the | 
bill to authorize the payment of seven years’ half- | 


pay of a lieutenant, due on account of the death of ʻi ‘ f e 
; amend Mr. Coss’s motion, by striking out the 


Lieutenant Jonathan Dye, had been rejected. 


The report, on the request of Mr. B. was read. |) 


Mr. BAYLY advocated the motion to reconsid- 
er, and spoke in favor of the bill, (yielding for | 
explanation to Messrs. BRINKERHOFF, CLARKE, | 
and Gorpon.) 


Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question, | 
which was seconded; and the main questioh (on | 
the reconsideration). was ordered. to be now taken. » 

Mr. HUNGERFORD asked the yeas and nays, | 


The bill was laid asid to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do not pass, 
The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the fishing schooner Tancred next came before the 


ii eommittee, This bill makes anall nee of bount 

LEWIS, and ADAMS. i E O 
Mr. DANIEL asked the yeas and nays, which |. 

were ordered; and being taken, were yeas 76, nays |, 


on a fishing vessel lost at sea. 

Mr. COBB moved that the bill be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do not 
pass. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved to amend the motion 
i so that the recommendation be that the bill do 
i pass. z 

The CHAIRMAN said, if the first motion was 
rejected the bill would be reported to the House as 
a matter of course. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved to 


word “ not.” . 
The CHAIRMAN ruled the motion out of or- 


; der, for the reason given on the motion made by 
| Mr. GRINNELL. 


i Mr. GORDON opposed the bill, and moved 
Mr. HAMLIN opposed the motion. i 


that the committee rise. Lost. 

Mr. D. P. KING answered Mr. Gorpon; and 
spoke to the bill with much zeal and animation. 
The House had, this day, in two votes, by yeas 
| and nays, decided in favor of a bill precisely sim- 


anit 


ilat; he had no fear they would reverse iton this 
Hi. è RE hacia ye j wee 
Mr. GORDON rejoined 
his-opposition..— ep Sy SEE SE 
` Mr. DILLINGHAM madean effective and for 
cible speech in support-of the bill and in answer to 


yand waxed warmer in 


Mr. Gordon. To which: that--gentleman made 
another rejoinder. ` pe EE ae 

Mr. HAMLIN took the floor, and:in ‘a speech 
of much feeling and warmth, advocated ‘the bill, 
and spoke in warm terms of eulogy of the-institu- 
tions, the charities, the habits, manners, customs, 
and business of New England; which had. been; 
he thought, somewhat disparaged in the debate. 

The question was taken on the motion that the 
bill be reported with a recommendation that it. do 
not pass, and it was lost—41 to Tl: z 

he Committee of the Whole then ‘rose andre- 

ported the bill, and the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownnay, May 11, 1846. 
The Journal having been read-— 


A Message was received- from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Waller, his Private Sec- 
retary, which was read by. the Secretary of the 
Senate, as follows: z ; 


To the Senate and House of Representativess © oti: ogo 

The existing. state of the relations betweén the’ United 
States and Mexico, reniders.it proper that I should bring the 
subject to the consideration of Congress. In my Message 
at the commencement of your présent session, the state of 
these relations, the causes which led to the suspension of 
diplomatic intercourse between the two countries in March 
1845, and the long continued and unredressed wrongs aud 
injuries committed by the Mexican Government on citizens 
of the United. States in their persons and property, were 
briefly set forth. z ; 

As the facts and opinions which were then laid before you 
were carefully considered, I cannot better express my. pres- 
ent convictions of the condition of. affairs up to that tinie, 
than by referring you to that communication, 

The strong desire to establish peace with Mexico, on lib. 
eral und honorable terms, and the readiness of this Govern 
ment to regulate and adjust our boundary, and other causea 
of. difference with that Power, on ‘such fair and equitable 
principles as would lead to permanent relations of the most 
friendly nature, induced me in September last to seek-tha 
reopening of diplomatic relations between the two countries. 
Every measure adopted on our part had for its object ihe for- 
therance of. these: desiréd:results..:2n communicating to 
Congress a succinct Atatement of the injuries which we had 
suffered from Mexico, and which have been accumulating 
during a period of more than twenty years, every expression 
that could tend to inflame the people of Mexico, or defeat or 
delay a pacific result, was carefully avoided. An Envoy of 
the United States repaired to Mexico with full powers. to ad- 
just every existing difference. But though present on the 
Mexican soil, by agreement between the two Governmeats, 
invested with full powers, and bearing evidence of te most 
friendly dispositions, his mission has been unavailirg.. The 
Mexican Government not only refused to receive nim, or 
listen to his propositions, but after a long-continued series 
of menaces, have at last invaded our territory and shed the 
blood of our fellow-citizens on our own soil. 

It now becomes my duty to state more in detail the origin, 
progress, and failure of that mission.. In pursuance of the 
instructions given in September last, an inquiry was made, 
on the 13th of October, in 1845, in the most friendly terms, 
‘through ovr consul in-Mexico, of the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, whether the Mexican Government “ would receive 
‘an envoy from the United States intrùsted with fall powers 
‘to adjust all the questions in dispute between the two 
‘Governments ;” with the assurance that “should the an- 
‘swer be in the affirmative, such-an envoy would be imme- 
‘diately despatched to Mexico.” The Mexican Minister, 
on the 15th of October, gave an affirmative answer to this 
inquiry, requesting at the same time that our naval force at 
Vora Cruz might be withdrawn, lest its: continued presence 
might assume the appearance of menace and coercion 
pending the negotiations. This force was immediately 
| withdrawn. On the 10th of November, 1845, Mr. John Sli- 
dell, of Louisiana, was commissioned by me as- Envoy. 
Extraordinary and Minister. Plenipotentiary of the United 
States to Mexico, and was intrusted with full powers. to ad- 
just both the questions of the Texas boundary and of indem- 
nification to our citizens. The redress of ‘the wrongs of. 
our citizens naturally and inseparably blended itself with | 
the question of boundary. The settlement of the ohe ques- 
tion in any correct view of the subject involves that of the 
other. I.could not, for a moment, entertain, the idea that 
the claims of our much-injured and long-suffering citizens, 
many of which had existed for more than twenty years, 
should be postponed, or separated from the settlement of the 
boundary question. =e 
i Mr. Stidell arrived at Vera Cruz on the 30th of Noveniber, 
and was courteously received by the authorities ofthat city. 
But the Government of General Herrera was then tottering 
to its fall. The revolutionary party: had. seized upon the . 
Texas question to effect or hasten its overthrow. | Its deter- 
mination to restore friendly rélations with the United: States, 
and to receive our Minister, to negotiate for-the settlement 
of this question, was violently assailed; and was made the- 
| great theme of denunciation against it; The Government of 
General Herrera, there is good réason to believe, was sin” 
| cerely desirous to receive our Minister; butit yielded to the 
storm raised by its enemies, and on the Qist of December të- 
| fused to accredit Mr. Slidell upon thé mostinivolous.pretexts. 

These are so fuily and ably-exposed.in the note Sii- 
‘ deil of the 24th of December Tast; to “the: Me, 
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of Foreign Relations, herewith transmitted, that I deem it | 


sine to enter into further detail on this portion of the 
Five days after.the date of Me lidel a note, General Her- 
d : a eneral Paredes without 
struggle, and. on ‘the SOth of December, resigned the Presi. 
dency. This revolution”was. accomplishéd solely by the 
ar mythe people baving taken little part in the cóntest; anà 
hus the supreme powerin Mexico passed into the hands of 
a Dae aden on : Ees 
Determined to leave no effort untried to effect an amicable 
adjusimen witi Mexico, F directed-Mr. Slidell to present his 
credentials. tothe Government. of General Paredes, and: ask 
to be, 6fficially. received “by him. ‘There would bave been 
less growhd.-for taking this step had’ General Paredes come 
into power by a regular constitutional succession. In that 
event his Administration would have been considered but a 
mere constitutional ‘continuance of the Government of Gen- 
eral Herrera, and the refusal of the latter tò receiveow Min- 
ister would have been deemed conclusivé, unless an intima- 
tion had been given, by General ‘Paredes of- his desire to re- 
verse the decision of his predecessor. ~ zi 
But the Government of General Paredes owes its existence 
to a military revolution, by which the subsisting constitu- 
tional authorities had been subverted. The form of govern- 
ment was entirely changed, as well as all the high function- 
aries by whom it was administered. i 
Under these circumstances, Mr. Slidell, in obedience to 
my direction, addressed.a note to the Mexican Minister of 
Foreign Relations, under date of the Ist of March last, ask- 
ing to be received by that Government in the diplomatic 
character to which he had been appointed. ‘This Minister, 
„Ìn his reply, under date of the 12th of March, reiterated the 
arguments of his predecessor, and, in terms that may be con- 
sideréd as giving Just grounds of offence to the Goverriment 
and people of the United States, denied the application of 
Mr. Slidell. Nothing, therefore, remained forour Envoy but 
to demand his passports, and return to his own country. 

Thus the Government of Mexico, though solemnly pledged 
by official acts in‘ October last to“ receive and acercdit an 
American envoy, violated their plighted faith, and rcfased 
the offer ofa peaceful adjustment ot’ our difficulties. Not 
only was the otfer rejected, but the indignity of its rejection 
was enhanced by the manifest breach of taith in refusing to 
admit the Envoy, who came because they had bound them- 
selves to receive him. Nor can it be said that the offer was 
fruitless from the want of opportunity of discussing it: our 
Envoy was present on their own soil. Nor can it be ascribed 
toa want of sufficient powers: our Envoy had full powers 
to adjust every question of difference. -Nor’was there room 
for complaint that our propositions for settlement were un- 

reasonable: permission was not even given our Envoy to 
make.any proposition whatever, Nor can it be objected 
that we, oli our part, would not listen’ to any reasonable 
terms of their suggestion: the Mexican Government refused 
all negotiation, and have made no proposition of apy kind. 

Tn my message at the commencement of the present sex- 
sion, Í informed you that, upon the earnest appeal both of 
the Congr and convention of Texas, I had ordered an 
efficient military: force to take a position “ between the 
Nueces. and the De} Norte.” This had become necessary to 
meet a threatened invasion of Texas by the Mexican forces, 
for which extensive military preparations had been made, 
‘The invasion was threatened solely becanse Texas had de~ 
termined, in accordance with n solemn resolution of the 
Congress of the United States, to annex herselfto onr Union 5 
and, under these circumstances, it was plainly our duty to 
extend our protection ‘over her citizens and soil. _ 

This force was concentrated at Corpus Christi, and re- 
mained there until after I had received such information trom 
Mexico as rendered it probable, if not certain, that the Mexi- 
can Goverrunènt would refuse to receive our Envoys 

Meantime ‘Texas, by the final action of our Congress, had 
become an“integral part of our Union. ‘Phe Congress of 
Texas by its act of December 19th, 1836, bad declared the 
Rio del Norte to be the boundary of that Republic. Ls juris- 
diction had been extended and exercised beyond the Nueevs, 

~- Tue country between that river and the Del Norte had been 
represented in the Congress and in the Convention of Texas, 
had thus taken partin the act of annexation itself, und is now 
iicluded withinone of our Congressional districts. Ourown 
Congress had, morcover, with great unanimity, by the act 
approved December Sst, 1845, recognised the country be- 
yond the ‘Nueces as a part of our territory by including it 
Within our own revente system; and a revenue officer, to 
reside within that district, has been appointed by and with 


the advice and consentof the Senate. It became, therefore, | 


Pay si rh fence of that portion 
of wreent necessity to provide for the defence of tha 
of our country. Accordingly, on the thirteenth of January 
last, instructions were issued to the general in command 
of these troops to occupy the left bauk of the Del Norte. 
his river—vwhich is the southwe: ! the 
Sinte of Texas—is an exposed frontier. From this quarter 
invasion was threatened; upon it and inits immediate vicin- 
ity, in, the judgment of high military experience, are the 
proper stations for the protecting forces of the Government, 
Jn addition to this important consideration, sev oral others 
occurred to induce this movement, Among these are the 
facilities afforded by the: ports a à zo and th 
mouth of the Del Norte for the reception of supplies by sea, 
the stronger and more healthful military positions, the eon- 
venience for obtaining a ready and a more abundant supply 
of provisions, water, fuel, and.forage, and the advantages 
which are afforded by the Del Norte in forwarding supplics to 
uch po 3 may be established in the interiorand upon the 
S sis as 
jan frontier: . ; = 
tee movement of the troops to the Del Norte was made 
p the Commanding General, under positive instructions to 
stain from. all aggressive acts towards Mexico, or Mexi- 
ein citizens, and, to regard the relations between that Re- 
public and the United States as peaceful, unless she should 
lar ar, or commit acts of ` 
doe war He was specially directed to protect private 
roperty and respect personal rights. 
‘Phe army moved from Corpus 
arch, and on t č 
Paik òf ihe Del Norte, opposite 
encamped 
strengthene 


Christi on the lith of 


to Matamoras, where it 


d by the erection of field works. 


stern boundary of the | 


also been established at Point Isabel, near the Brasos San- f 
tiago, thirty miles in rear of the encampment. The selec- | 
tion of his position was necessarily confided to the judgment } 
of the general in command. | 
The Mexican forces at Matamoras assumed a belligerent | 
attitude; and on the 12th of April, General Ampudia, then | 
~in command, notified General Taylor to break up his camp 
within twenty-four hours, and to retire beyond the Nucces H 
river; and in the event of his failure to comply with these | 
demands, announced thatarms, and arms alone, must decide | 
the question. But no open act of hostility was commited | 
until the 24th of April. On that day, General Arista, who | 
had suceeeded to the cominand of the Mexican forces, com- | 
municated to General Taylor that “he considered hostilities | 
commenced, and should prosecute them.” A party of dra- | 
goons of sixty-three men and officers were on the same 
day despatched from the American camp up the Rio del 
Norte, on its left bank, to ascertain whether the Mexican 
troops bad crossed, or were preparing to cross, the river 
“hecame engaged with a large body of these troops, and 
after a short affair, in which some sixteen were killed and 
‘wounded, appear to have been surrounded and compelled 
€ to surrender.” 
__ The grievous wrongs perpetrated by Mexico upon our cit 
izens throughout a long period of years, remain unredressed 5 
and solemn treaties, pledging her public faith for ti Tress, 


willing to enforce the execution of such treaties, fuils to per- 
form one of its plainest duties. 

Our commerce with Mexico has been almost annihilated. 
Tt was formerly highly beneficial to both nations; but our 
merehants have been deterred from prosecuting it, by the 
system of outrage and extortion which the Mexican author- 
ities have pursued againstthem; whilsttheir appeals through | 


vain. Our forbearance has gone to such an extreme as to | 
be mistaken in its character. Had we acted with vigor in 
repelling the insults and redressing the injuries inflicted by 
Mexico at the commencement, we should doubtless have 
escaped.all the difficulties in which we are now involved. 
Instead of this, however, we have been exerting our hest 
efforts to propitiate her good will, Upon te pretext that 
Texas, a nation as independent as herset, thougut proper to 
unite its destinies witn our ow atlected to believe 
that we have severed her r ory, wad, in official 
proclamations and manifestues, has repeatedly threatened to | 
make war upon us, for the purpose of reconquering Texa: 
In the meantime, we have tried every hort at reconcilia- 
tion. ‘The cup of forbearance had been cxbausted, even be- 
i fore the recent information from the frontier of the Del Norte, 
But how, after reiterated menaces, Mexico has sed the ; 
} boundary of the United States, has invaded our territory, and 
shed American blood upon the American soil. 


{ 


As war exists, and, notwithstanding all our efforts to avoid | 
il, exists by the act of Mexico herselt, we are called upon, 
by every consideration of duty and patriotism, to vindicate, 
with decision, the honor, the rigitts, and the interests of our 
country. 

Anticipating the possibility of a erisis like that which has 
arrived, instructions were given in August last, “as a pve 
cautionary measure,” against invasion, or threatened inya- 
sion, authorizing General Taylor, it the emergency required, 
to accept volunteers, not from Texas oily, but from the 
States of Louisiana, Aiubana, Mississippi, ‘Tennessee, and 
Kentucky; and corresponding letters were addressed to the 
respective Governors of thase States. ‘These instructions 
i were repeated; and in January last, soon after the incorpo- 
ration of & Texas into our union of States,” General Taylor 
| was further “authorized by the President to make a requi- 
‘sition upon the executive of that State for such of its militia 
| force as may be needed to repel invasion or to secure the 
“country against apprehended invasion.” On the 2d day of | 
| March, be wus again reminded, “in the event of the ap- 
s proach of any considerable Mexican force, promptly aud 
| efficiently to uge the authority with which he was clothed to ; 

cemi to him such auxiliary foree as he might need.” War 
actually existing, Qud our territory having been invaded, | 
General Tayler, pursuant to authority vested in bim by my 
direction, has called on the Governor of Texas for four regi- 

ments of State roops—two to be mounted, and two to serve 

| on dots and on the Governor of Louisiana for four regi- 
ments ofinfantry, to be sent to him ussoon as practicable. 

tin further vindication of our rights aad detence of our 

territory, I invoke the prompt action of Congress to recog- 


of the Executive the means of prosecuting the war with 
vigor, and thus hastening the restoration of peace. ‘Lo this 
end I recommend that authority should be given to eall into į 
the public service a farge body of volunteers to serve for not | 
less than six or twelve months unless sooner discharged. A 
voluuteer ree is, beyond question, more efficient than any | 


at Brazos Sautiago and the | 


otter description of citizen soldicvs; and it is not to be i 
doubted that a mimber far beyond that required would read- : 
Uy rush to the field apon the cat of their country. I further 
recommend that a Hberal provision be made for sustaining | 


munitions. of war. | 
‘The most cnergetic and prompt measures, and the imme- | 

| 

i 


| 
| 
{ 
i 
| our entire military force, and furnishing it with supplies and ii 
| 
i 
i 


diate appearance in arms of a large and overpowering force, 
| are recommended to Congress as the most certain and ef. 


i cient means of bringing the existing collision with Mexico | 


t to & speedy and successful termination. 


he 28th of that month arrived on the left į 


g i osition, which has since been į 
on a commanding pos 3 s enot has | 


| 
| 
| In making these recommendations, f deem it proper to | 
| declare that it is my anxious desire not only to terminate | 
| hostilities. speedily, but to bring all matters in dispute be- | 
i tween this Government and Mexico to an early and ammica. 
| ble adjustment; and, in this View, T shall be prepared to r 

| new negotiations, whenever Mexico shall be ready toreecive | 


‘| propositions, or to make propositions of her own, 
of hostility indicative of a: 


| 

i Į transmit herewith a copy of the correspondence between 
| our Envoy to Mexico and the Mexican Minister for Foreign 
i ; and so much of the correspondence between that 
Í 


i the honorable Senator from South Carolina. 
; love She has pro- i; motive in moving to print,an extra number of 
claimed that hostitities have commenced, aud that the two i 


i | copies ssag : i ~ 
KAUNA are NON AL wAn: i copies of the message and accompanying docu 


nise the existence of the war, and to place at the disposition |! 


‘ter, as contained in the 


Mr. DAVIS called for a reading of the documents 
accompanying the message. 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped that the Senator would 
not press his call, as he understood that the docu- 


: ments were very voluminous, and the readin 


would occupy two or three hours. They woul 


| be printed with all possible. expedition; and he 
! (Mr. S.) moved that an extra number of copies— 
i twenty thousand—be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS did not press his call... ~- 
Mr. CALHOUN then rose, and said: .The ques- 
tion now submitted to us is one of the gravest char- 


i; acter, and the importance of the consequences 
; which may result from it we cannot now deter- 


mine. I do hope that this body will give to it that 


‘high, full, and dispassionate consideration which 


is worthy the character of the body and the high 


' constitutional functions which it is called on to 

: exercise. 

; calmly and deliberately, and do all that the Consti- 

have been disregarded. A Government either unable orun- | ae interests, and honor of the country may 
Erate; 


I trust that we will weigh everything 


I hope that in the present state. of the 
question nothing further will be done than is usual 


i —that is, to print the document for the use of the 
| Senate, and after we have had the subject under 
| consideration, it will be time enough to determine 


$ i zh |! the number of copies to be printed. I say this be- 
their own Government for indemnity have been made in || 


cause no man can make up his opinion from the 


| mere reading of the message, and the printing of 


an extra number may seem to be a committal of 
this body in favor of all which is contained in the 
message. Itis eminently proper that, in this case, 
the deliberate sense of the body should be ex- 
pressed. It is always understood that printing a 
large numberof documents is an endorsement. At 
all events, I think it would be undignified in the 
Senate to printon this occasion more than the usual 
number. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, I rise to respond to every 
sentence—every word—which has been uttered by 
My 


ments was the suggestion of Senators around me. 


| Lhad supposed that the country would be anxious 


to read those documents, and I cannot see why the 
printing of it should be necessarily considered as 
an endorsement of that message. But I take oc- 
casion to state here in my place that I endorse every 
word of that message. approve of it. The Pres- 
ident has recommended what I am prepared to 
carry out. It is uscless to conceal the fact that he 
has recommended no declaration of war. ‘He only 
asks Congress to place at his disposal a sufficient 
military force to repel any invasion of the territory 
of the United States. apprehend that there is 
not a single Senator who will not cordially respond 
to that. portion of the message; and I am confident 
I only: do justice to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Caruoun,] when I say that none will 
more cordially respond to it than himself. Lf I ap- 
prehended that my motion was at all inconsistent 


| with the dignity of the Senate, I need not say that 


I would at once withdraw it. Far be it from me 
to entertain any desire to precipitate the action of 
the body in this important affair, But the docus 
ment will appear in the newspapers, and there will 
be a general anxiety in the country to read it; and. 
I cannot see the impropriety of printing such a 


| namber of extra copies as will ensure the most exa 


tended circulation of the message. It is an im- 


; portant document, and we seem to have approached 


an important crisis, and I agree with the Senator 
that we should meet it firmly, calmly, and with 
deliberation. For my part, I am prepared so to 
meet the crisis. 

Mr. ALLEN said: Itis usual, I believe, when 


i a very important communication is made to the 


two Houses of Congress by the Executive, if it 
and the accompanying documents be so volumi- 
nous as not to find adunission into the public news- 
apers of the country, for the Congress of the 
nited States to meet the natural demand of the 
country, to print an extra number of such a com- 
munication with the accompanying documents, 
No man will question for an instant the transcen- 
dent importance of the case communicated to the 
Senate to-day. No man will doubt that that mat- 
Gor i papers on the table, is too 
voluminous. to obtain publication in the newspaper 
press of the country. No man can doubt the right 
of the American people to indalge that wholesome 


| curiosity which induces them to look for the pub- 


lication of such documents. These are facts about 
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has told us that the President recommends no dec- 
laration of war; but he did not tell us what the 
President has told us, which is the far more impor- |! 
tant fact, that war actually exists, and he asks the 
Congress of the United States to acknowledge that 
fact by such a public act as shall nationalize the 
troops, and put the United States in that relation | 
to the nations of the world which she has a right 
to assume, as growing out of a state of war. Sir, | 
it has been said that time for deliberation is neces- | 
sary; but the time of deliberation should be meas- | 
ured by the crisis presented by the state of facts | 
upon which that deliberation is to be had; and | 
what is the crisis here! T'he crisis is existing war. |! 
‘Lhe deliberation can tend to no point, if it have a 
useful object, except the great point of the defence || 
of the country against invasion. And as for the ' 
suggestion thrown out that the arm of the Govern- |! 
ment should be limited to its own soil—that we |! 
should be required to fight over one square of the | 
board, while Mexico fights over the whole board | 

i 

1 


~~seems to me to involve a most suicidal policy. | 
Tow can this war be brought to a successful issue? | 
How can any permanent peace be expected to re- 
sult at all from this conflict with Mexico, unless 
she is given distinctly to understand that when she 
makes war upon the United States she incurs all 
the penalties which the condition of war inflicts 
upon nations? But I am sensible that this is di- 
gressive. I desire that these documents may be 
printed in large numbers, for the reasons that I 
have given; and for the sake of testing the sense 
of the Senate, J ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SEVIER. I understand that the motion to 
refer the message and print has been carried. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion has not yet 
been put. i 

Mr. SEVIER moved that that motion be first |) 


ut, 
à Mr. J. M. CLAYTON then rose and said: I | 
hope the message will not be referred to the Com- |} 
mittee on Foreign Relations, but to the appropriate | 
committee—that on Military Affairs. ‘The very | 
| 
\ 
i 


object of the message is to procure munitions of 
war. It seems, therefore, eminently: proper that 
‘the subject should go to the Military Committee, | 
and not to the Committee on Foreign Relations, I | 
cannot perceive any propricty in the reference to | 
the latter committee. | 
Mr. CALHOUN. I have effected my object in || 
part—the object which 1 had in view in offering the | 
fewfobservations which I addressed to the Senate. | 
My object was to show that there should be no 
haste on this subject, and that it should not be in- | 
ferred, from the printing of a large number of the | 
message, that there was any special endorsement 
of iton the part of the Senate. Fam informed 


copies. 

Whilst I am up, I take occasion to say, that I 
agree with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr, ALLEn,] ij 
that the President has announced that there is war; Hi 
but according to my interpretation, there is no || 
war according to the sense of our Constitution. I|! 
distinguish between hostilities and war, and God 
forbid that, acting under the Constitution, we | 
should ever confound one with the other, ‘There ij 
may be invasion without war, and the President i 
is authorized to repel invasion without war. Buti 
itis our sacred duty to make war, and it is for us 
to determine whether war shall be declared or not. 


Tt was in this aspect of the question || 
that I regarded it as one of great magnitude, and |; 
deprecated any precipitate action on the part of the | 
Senate. ‘There is a certain decorum which belongs | 
to us, and which should always characterize our | 
conduct. ‘There is a certain forbearance, dignity, | 
and calmness, which will make war not the less ef- | 
$ 
| 
| 
i 
| 


fective if it should be our fate to be involved in war. | 


; to raise a discussion on this question of reference, 


|| a reference of the Message as, on consultation of 


| ordinarily. referred matters of this sort. 
| Senator from Delaware [Mr. rhe lal has not 


: I would ask the Senator from Mississippi to with- 


| ask the yeas and nays. 


i the reference should be made to the Committee on 
| Foreign Relations; and 1 do so because I concur 


| some action on the part of Congress. 
! States now find themselves in a state of war with 
| Mexico, it is a war which has not been brought 
i power of declaring war belongs. It does, there- 
i fore, seem to me that before we can occupy a pro- 
i wor 


| think, we dare not disregard, at all events it is our 
|| duty, to pay respect to it)—before we assume a 


| that part assigned to them`by the Constitution. It 
| is with that view, and with regret, that I cannot 
l| concur with the Senator from Delaware, and I 


| this war, 


{i ly allied to his own on this general ‘subject. I 


ji gress? I hold that its first duty is to vote the sup- | 
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Nothing is further from my design. I moved such 


precedents, I deemed proper. The natural and 
roper reference appeared to be the Committeé on 
Foreign Relations. The Senator talks of calmness, 
and the necessity of deliberation and ‘dignified 
action. Assuredly our course has been of that 
character., Is. there any breach. of decoram—is 
there any want of dignity, in referring this Mes- 
Sage to an appropriate committee. : 

Ar. CALHOUN. Will the Senator permit me 
to say that I had not the slightest reference to the 
motion made by him to refer the Message? 

Mr. SEVIER resumed. My motion was to re- 
fer the Message to the committee to whin ar 
the 


the same confidence in that committee which I en- 
tertain, thatis not any reason against that reference. 


draw his motion, and I would then move that the 
question be taken on the reference; and on that I 


Mr. MOREHWAD said: I regret that I cannot 
concur with my friend from Delaware in his sug- 
gestion as to the proper direction which this docu- 
ment should take. I think that in the first instance 


with the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Cas- 
uouN,] that before war does exist, according to the 
Constitution of the United States, there must be 
Thus far, 
if war does now exist—if the people of the United 


aboutor declared by the legislative department of 
the United States, to which constitutionally the 


per posirion in the estimation of the nations of the 
d—(whose opinion on subjects of this sort, I 


hostile position, which in all probability it will.be 
our duty to assume—this eet ought to be-re- 
ferred to that committee which in all cases of this 
sort has charge: of these subjects; that this ought 
to be done before the Congress of the United States 
shall recognise the existence of war, and perform 


hope that the subject will take the usual direc- 
tion, 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON. It is perfectly clear to 
my mind that this Message should go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and not to that on For- 
cign Relations. The President has announced to 
the Senate of the United States that there is war— 
that war does exist between this country and Mex- 
ico, and he calls upon us for millions of money-to | 
aid him in carrying on that war; he pronounces it 
necessary, and demands of us the needful supplies. 
He also asks for tens of thousands of volunteers. 
Now | am quite willmg—although I do not take | 
upon myself any portion of the responsibility of 
this war—that devolves upon the President, and 
upon him alone, with those who have brought it 
about—but I say Iam quite ready to fight it out. 
I will not undertake to decide, in the first instance, 
whether it was right or not; but I go for the sol- | 
diers and the millions at once, to support the honor 
of the country and the army. ‘The Committee on 
Foreign Relations can decide at their leisure any 
grave questions touching the constitutionality of 
We shall have all that undoubtedly in 
debate here from day to day; but the first duty of 
the Senate, in my judgment, is to vote the sup- 
plies. Well, what has the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations to do with that? What does it know 
about the manner of furnishing these supplies? 
That is the appropriate duty of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I would say to my friend from 
South Carolina—if he will allow me to call him 
my friend—that I entertain opinions perhaps close- 


do not mean to express any opinion as to. the 
sending of troops to the Rio Grande, by voting for 
the supplies. The President has announced the ex- 
istence of war.. What is the first duty of Con- 


plies; to lose no time in defending the. country. i 


ean be no 
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The other questions: involved will- haye to bë set- 
tled between usand the people of the United States, 
arid the Executive. On these questions- all due 
deliberation should be“ observed," but the aétion 
with regard to the supplies should be prompt and 
immediate. See ie ne 
-. Mr. ARCHER. Iam a good deal astonished 
that thé clear mind of my friend from Delaware 
should have failed to.make the distinction between 
a state of war, properly so called, and the state.in 
which we are now placed...” He and several other 
Senators have assumed that we are ina state of war. 
Tsay that we are not. When, some years ago, 
a vessel belonging to citizens of the United States 
the “ Caroline’) was forcibly captured by an 

nglish force, did that constitute a case of war 
between Great Britain and. the United: States? I 
say that the President does not affirm that we are 
in a state of war. He cannot affirm ‘it; for if he 
did, he- would affirm that which, in a legal and 
constitutional acceptation, could. not be true... If 
true, what would be the result? The officers and 
men on the Rio Grande might involve the country 
in war at their pleasure. 

Mr. SEVIER here referred the Senator to the 
terms of the declaration of war in 1819, and: pro- 
posed that the Secretary should read an extract 
from it; but the offer was declined, "and 

Mr. ARCHER proceeded. It has been stated, 
on the highest authority that the President of the 
United States cannot declare war: The interven- 
tion of Congress is absolutely indispensable to con- 
stitute war. What is the import of the message 
received this morning? A certain state of facts has 
reached the President, which has rendered it neces- 
sary for him, in. the discharge of his duty, to:in- 
form Congress of the necessity of inquiring what 
action of Congress may be necessary, and whether 
there shall or shall not be war on the part. of the 
United States. Does the existence of hostilities 
on one of the frontiers of the United States neces- 
sarily put us in.a state of war with any foreign 
Power? Clearly not. Suppose we have misun- 
derstood the state of things on the Rio Grande, and 
that the Mexican authorities have acted justifiably 
under the circumstances: the danger of admitting 
the doctrine that.a state.of. war can. exist except 
by the constitutional: action of the Goverment of 
the United ‘States will then be evident, There 
vestion about that.’ There can be 
no war till the ascertained facts be submitted to 
the Congress of the United States, to be pro- 
nounced upon by them, and till they authorize 
war. That is the question. In the necessity of 
preparations, all the members of the Senate and . 
all the citizens of the country, I am-sure, fully con- 
cur, and ,no time need be lost. The Committee 
on Foreign Relations can make their report to- 
morrow. ‘They are not required to pass upon the 
nature or amount of military preparation. Not at 
all. ‘That belongs to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The provinées of these committees are 
essentially distinct. . It is the duty of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations to examine into the state 
of the facts communicated by the President, and 
to sy whether it is proper that this Government 
should put itself into a condition of war or not. 
Then the resulting office of the Committees on 
Naval and Military Affairs will be.to ascertain 
what naval and military preparations may be requi- 
site. I hope, therefore, that the course pursued 
on all other occasions will be followed on the pres- 
ent; that the Message of the. President. wil go, 
first, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
that then, on -its report, the Naval and Military 
Committees will take the proper action. © - 

Mr, BENTON said: I apprehend that there are 
two very distinct questions presented ‘to’ the con- 
sideration of the Senate in the message of the Pres- 
ident. He announces the fact of the invasion. of 
the territory of the United States, that’s one thing. 
He then proposes to Congress to carry on war 


‘against Mexico on a scale commensurate with the 


exigency of the occasion, in order to bring it to an 
immediate close, These are two distinct subjects; 
and on these two subjects a different form of action 
is, I think, required.” It is not merely the -consti- 
tutional authority, but the duty of the President to 
repel invasion at once, and by all the means which 
the law has put into his-hands. © He has regular 
army and navy for that purpose. ‘The act of Con- 
gress of 1795 authorized him to. call out-the militia 
from the neighboring States for that: purpose; but 
their service is limited ‘toa period of three months; 
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aon often as mergencies of this kind have oc- 
ured, ib" nas been deemed proper, both for the 
purpose’ of getting troops more promptly into ac- 
uon, and also such as could be retained in the sèr- 
pie for a longer ‘peridd=it has; I say, been usual 
or: Congress ‘on alt suth occasions, when in ses- 
sion, and when notin session, it has been usual | 
for the President to call for volunteers. And on 
this occasion this course has been followed. A call 
for volunteers has ‘been ‘authorized in conformit 
to tme praece Which we have always followed. 
act of 1795: authorized the practice of resort to 
volunteers; and on this occasion the officer in com- 
mand on the Rio Grande has called for volunteers. 
The first thing weehave to do is, to give the Presi- 
cent money m pay. these volunteers; and more if 
A e ane a oe ee 
e zin é <. In this view of 
it the súbject is a military one; and proper for the 
action of the Military Committee. They'are to say 
whether eight thousand men, or'double that num- 
ber, are necessary; and the Committee on Finance 
is to report what money. may be necessary. Thus’ 
far the question is military.” But after that it is a 
question which eonoenis the foreign relations of the 
country, and should, consequently, go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. If the first measures 
be adopted—and on that I suppose’ there can be no 
difference of opinion—there will be time to consider 
the other part.of the subject; and it is obvious that 
it would be very inexpedient to delay the former 
till after the consideration of the latter. It might 
be very detrimental to the public’interest to do 
nothing till-the questions connected with our for- 
eign relations were settled. If, then, as is frequeñt- 
ly done, one portion of the message were referred to 
the Military Comite, and the other to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, the whole matter 
would be at ones setiled: T would male dint thes 
tion, if the Senate think my view proper, that so 
much of the President’s message as relates to re- 
elling invasion of the territory of the United 
tates, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and so’ much as relates to otr foreign reln- 
iont be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. : 
- Mr. ALLEN. The remarks of the Senator from 
Missouri, and his suggestion relative to the dispo- 
sition of the two distinct portions of the message, 
strike meas very proper, and I readily concur. 
‘The appropriations for the defence of the country 
reed nòt be delayed by being connected with other 
questions growing out of the same state of facts. 
< Mr: SEVIER: If the Senator will allow me, I 
will accept! of his motion as a modification of mine. 
The question was then about to be put; when 
Mr: CASS rose and said: Thave buta few words 
tosay. ‘The messageis evidently intended to bea 
species of manifesto—a statement of the difficulties 
between this country and Mexico, very similar in 
rinciple to. the message sent to Congress by Mr. || 
Madison in 1812. Itis an exposé of our grievances || 
with that Government, to go before the American 
people and the world. I agree that the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Benron] has pu it in its prop- 
er bearing. I desired to say that I feel very much 
gratified at hearing the declaration which fell from 
the lips of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. CLAY- 
ron.]} He has spoken like an American Senator 
and an American patriot. He is ready to meet the 
exigency in which he finds the country placed. The 
ground he takes is fair for a party man. He goes 
for the country first, and then intends to ask who 
prought ‘the country into this position. That isa 
very fair coutse. Ihave no objection to the course 
which the Senator has thus marked out for himself. 
Let us go for the’ countr first—let us make all 
requisite prepara ood i aon we haye tone tinai 
: perfect repared to enteran ” 
oR of. or Pis right, or who is wrong. I agree 
with the Senator from Mississippi in his expression 
of concurrence with every word of the message. So- 
far'as one vote and one voice will carry the Admin- 
jatration through, mine will be cheerfully given. 
“And I must be-allowed to say further, (and T use 
the word in its best sense,) I repel the construe- H 
tion put upon it by the honorable Senator from į 
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South Carolina. One nation can create a state of | 


war—it eae two nations to make a peace. Sup- 
pose the other nation declares war—suppose Mex- 
ico declares war, are you at peace? Whatan absurd 
doctrine is that!: I know of no intermediate state 
between peace and war. Are you at peace wit! 


Mexico? Are we at this moment at peace with | 


Mexico? No. It is astate of war. Every gen 
tleman here knows that there have been a dozer 
wars in Europe without any declaration of war on 
either side. The war of 1755 was such a war. So 
was the war of 1804. Can ithe said that our troops 
may chasethe Mexicans over the boundary, and then 
take off their hats and say, ‘Good bye, gentlemen, 
until you come back, when we shall be ready for 
youagain?”? The honorable gentleman from South 


Carolina says we are in a state of hostility, but not 


in a state of war. Now I am not going to dispute 
about words, but I deny the doctrine advanced by 
him in toto. What is the difference between hos- 
tility and war? Suppose Mexico issued orders to 
privateers to-morrow, are you to wait for a declara- 
tion of war? Ifan invader approaches, can you not 
drive him off? Are we not now in that state of hos- 
tility which leads to the legitimate consequence of 
war? I, for one, wish to be distinctly understood, 
that whether war be declared or not, we are now in 
a position in which all the legitimate rights and con- 
sequences of war exist. We are placed in a solemn 
position. This is a mostimportant crisis. But if 


we advance to our duty with firmness, promptitude, ; 


and decision, our course is plain and honorable be- 
fore the world. If we do not act in that spirit—if 
we make half war and half peace—if we say to 
Mexico, “Advance, and we'll fight you; if not, we 


| will remain quiet,” we will dishonor ourselves for- 


ever in the eyes of mankind. What have we to 
gain by such conduct? The advantage is altogether 
on thesideof Mexico. She keeps up an army, and 
ean invade us when she pleases. There is but one 
course for us to take. Push an expedition into 
Mexico, till we compel her to make peace—not to 
hold the country; but compel her to make such a 
peace as we have a right to demand. 

Mr. CALHOUN again rose and said: I entirely 
concur in the separation of the message in respect 
to its reference. Now I hope that there will-not be 
the slightest difference of opinion, but the utmost 
unanimity and promptitude of action in repelling 
invasion. One part of my object was to bring 
about this state of things. Every one must have 
felt the awkwardness-of blending the two subjects 
contained in the message together—the solemnity 
of the one requiring deliberation, the urgency of 
the other demanding promptitude of action. Both 
subjects ave now properly disposed of, and there 
will be ample time hereafter to discuss the various 
points connected with the one, whilst the other 
will not be subjected to any improper or danger- 
ous delay. The Senator from Michigan [Mr 
Cass] repelled no observation of mine. His re- 
marks had not the slightest reference to anything 
Į said. I said, in the sense of the Constitution war 
could be declared only by Congress; that it was 
only through the exercise of the authority of Con- 
gress that that state of things called * war” could 
be announced to the country and the world. There 
ig no question between him and myself. The 
question is between him and the Constitution. It 
would be a great abuse of language, then, in a con- 
stitutional sense, to say we are at war with Mex- 
ico. Itis, if we have got the true account, a state of 
invasion—not even of hostilities between the United 
States and Mexico. Itisa state of hostility between 
the two forces on the frontier. Now, whether we 
shall proceed and settle all our accounts at once, is 
that grave question to which I alluded, and with 
regard to which I said { agreed with the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Au.ey,] in the expression of 
opinion that it ought to be most carefully exam- 


ined; and that then we should, with the utmost de- | 


cision, proceed to discharge our duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not rise to continue this 
debate, but simply to move that so much of the An- 
nual Message of the President as relates to Mexico 


be printed in connexion with the message and doc-. 


uments communicated to the Senate this day. 


v: 


| Mr. MOREHEAD said: T-have no earthly ob- 
jection to the division of the message. I rise for 
i| the purpose of saying one word in answer to what 
'| has fallen from the Senator from Michigan; and 
‘before F come to the immediate point to which i 
'! desire to call the attention of the Senate, I must-be 
permitted to express my surprise that the honor- 
able gentleman [Mr. Cass] should think it a sub- 
ct of congratulation at all that any Senator should 
express such sentiments as those which fell from 
‘ the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Crayron.] The 
gentleman from Michigan expressed his personal 
| gratification that any Senator should arise andavow 
| his purpose of standing by his country in such an 
emergency. I trust that that sentiment is a com- 
! mon sentiment, entertained by every member of the 
Senate of the United States. 1 trust that itis not 
so singular as to be made properly the subject of 
special remark. But with regard to the point as- 
t| sumed hy him, whether there 1s war now existing 
i between the United States and Mexico, I desire to 
l! add one word. It is well known to us all that the 
| power to declare war belongs exclusively to the. 
i} Congress of the United States. The President of 
ithe United States has no constitutional power to 
ii involve the nation in war, But if war does exist 
i! at this time between the United States and Mexico, 
|, itmay follow that the President of the United States 
i! may involve the country in war without the assent 
' of the legislative department of the Government. F 
can very well conceive a case-—and I trust that the 
allusion Tam about to make will not be regarded 
jas having any reference to the present cireumstan- 
|i ces—l can very well conceive a case, in which the 
l army of the United States might be directed to as- 


{ 


i 
l 


i; sume a position in the territory of Mexico—such a 
hostile position—as to demand from the Mexican 
| Government that she should repel such.an invasion 
of her territory—an invasion made by the Presi- 
i dent of the United States. Suppose she did repel 
| such invasion, and hostilities arose between this 
| Government and that of Mexico, would that be war 
according to the Constitution of the United States? 
ji Now, I hold that itis competent alone for Congress 
|| to declare when war does exist between this Gov- 
|| ernment and any other nation. In this view of the 
j case, I.do not think that there does exist, at this 
i! Moment, war between the two nations, in the con- 
| stitutional senso; and<I think that there is a very 
i! essential difference between the existence of hestil- 
į ities, as such, and actual war. “There was a period 
| in the history of the Government, which it occurs 
i! to me to point out, when that distinction was prac- 
| tically carried out. It was a period in the history 
: of the Government when hostile relations subsisted 
‘| between the French Republic and ours. There 
i; were aggressions committed upon the high seas 
i upon our commerce. We complained of that to 
ii the French Government. ‘There were claims which 
|, the French Government had against us, and which 
|, that Government insisted were not fulfilled, and 
/ made a formal complaint to our Government to that 
i effect. Step after step in the controversy led us at 
i last to hostile relations, and the Congress of the 
f United States adopted various measures indicating 
|; the existence of hostilities; but there was no war 
l! declared, and no war actually existed between the 
li two Governments, although there was a very ex- 
| tensive series of hostile indications on the ocean, 
l and hostile action on the part of one Government 
awards the other; yet not amounting, as I under- 
stand, to actual war, as intended. by the Constitu- 
‘tion. It was, however, a state of hostility, which 
; made it necessary for the Congress of the United 
; States to adopt various measures authorizing the 
Executive to repel aggression on the part of France. 
| T will not detain the Senate. I hope the distinction 
| will be scen clearly enough, and that the Senate 
i! will insist on the recognition of that distinction; 
; and, in conclusion, I hope that portion of the mes- 
sage relating to the foreign relations of the Govern- 
; ment will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
i: Relations. ; 
i) Mr. CASS replied. I am surprised that any 
' gentleman should for a moment suppose that F 


|; made any improper or unkind allusion in expres- 
ising my satisfaction with the patriotic sentiments 


i 
i 
; 
{ 


expre But I 
am older than the Senator from Kentucky. | re- 
collect the time when a man could not get up, even į; 
in the Senate, and congratulate any member of it |; 
for the expression of such a sentiment. Thank | 
God I can do it now! I believe there is not aman 


| 
le 
t 
ti 


on that side of the chamber that is not ready to go ij 


just as far as I would. It was the recollection of 
‘a very diferent state of things, to which I have | 
never before alluded in this place, and hope never | 
hereafter to allude, that prompted that honest and | 
sincere congratulation. toi 
declare war; but, I repeat, one nation can make a | 
war. In Europe, as | remarked, there have been 
numerous examples of that. I merely repeat that | 
any one nation may go to war, and, of necessity, 


Congress has power to ij 


| fied. 


put its antagonist in a state of war. 

Mr. DAVIS said: I coneur in the division of the 
message for the purposes of reference. [do not |! 
think that the time for the discussion of the grave |! 
and solemn question involved has yet arrived. But | 
it must necessarily arrive when the legislative body 
of the United States is asked to act on the subject. 
‘Then will come the proper time for the discussion | 
of it; and then I hope it will be fully discussed. I 
hope it will then be examined and probed to the 
bottom. For one, Tam right willing to give my |; 
support to the national dignity and honor, and to H 
repel an invasion of this territory, by giving to the | 
President all suitable means for that purpose. Yet 
we havea right, and it is our duty, to know whether 
the territory of this country has been invaded. 
"That's the question to he considered here and to be 
discussed here; and I confess, for one, that some 
portions of the message—which F shall not attempt 
to characterize till I see it in print—some portions 
of the message strike me with a considerable de- | 
gree of surprise. Weare told in that document | 
that the blood of American citizens has been spilt || 
on our soil, This may be so. It may be true. 
But in the same message we are told that there is 
a question of boundary between us and Mexico, 
and an unsettled questiou; and that the Minister 
was sent there from. here fur the purpose of nego- 
tiating that very question, Well, now, the Presi- 
dent may mean, for aught I know, that this ques- 
tion of debatable ground does not exist where the 
army is at present located... It is said, also, in the 
message, that there are certain proofs of action on 
the part of this Government, tending to show that 
this territory is ours. If I recollect right, it was 
said that ports of entry had been established, and 
an officer of the revenue appointed. If that be so— | 
if it were true that there was an intention on the |; 
part of this Government, by these acts, to spread i 
its revenue laws indefinitely over anything whieh |; 
they might call Texas, I for one misapprehended |; 

{i 


ji 


j; Mexican forces, 
i done without consulting Congress; it was done 


the tenor of the act altogether. I never mies 
that any revenue system was to be established on 
debatable ground. “I never imagined that the rev- 
enue laws of the United States were to be extended 
indefinitely over a disputed territory, but that they 
were to be limited to that portion of the country | 
which was acknowledged to be Texas. ‘That was | 
my idea of the act. I may have entirely misap- | 
prehended it, but that was the view taken of it by | 
nie. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said a port of entry is estab- 
lished at Corpus Christi. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was under the impression that | 
it was on the east side of the river, that it was to 
be limited to undebatable ground, without intend- 
ing to advance any opinion in this stage of the 
matter. It is necessary that we proceed to the ex- 
amination of this subject with deliberation and 
candor, as Was so well expressed by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Cansroun.} lor one, | 
I enter on the examination of this question with-: 
out any previous prejudice whatever, with ani 
honest disposition to ascertain the truth, Buti 
it turns out that this territory is debatable ground 
a Serious responsibility rests somewhere, and pre 

_ sents the question of war in a very different aspect | 
from what it would have possessed had the inva- , 
. sion been made within the acknowledged limits of | 
this country. This is all i wish at present to say i 
l 

| 


on the subject: 
Mr. SEVIER. Ihave only one word to say in 

reply: and that- is, that whenever the day of reck- , 

oning conies in-regard to the action of the Admin- | 


istration in ordering. the army to the Del Norte, I) 


_am-ready. to meet. any opponent. The Executive | 


- has done precisely what the national interests re- i, vice? How would it have been with Delaware, his || 
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As to the constitutionality of the procedure, I 
would only at present: revert to what was done 
under the late Administration, when my friend on 
the right [Mr. Carnoux] was a member of it, with 


i respect to the sending of a fleet to Vera Cruz, and 


an army into-Texas, and that before we had pass- 
ed upon the admission of Texas into the Union. 
Butt shall not go into this subject now. I am 
quite content with the declaration of the Senator; 
that he is willing to vote supplies to repel an inva- 
sion of a territory which he says is not our own. 
Mr. J. M7 CLAYTON: said : The remarks of 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Sevier] render 
it necessary for me to say something in reply. 
The President of the United States has ordered the 
army to take up a position on the left bank of the 
Rio Grande; and in obedience to instructions from 
the Executive, the general commanding has taken 
up a position in front of the town of Matamoras. 
1 understand, and there is no dispute about the 
fact, that the general who established his camp 
there, has a battery of eighteen-pounders pointing 
at the town, and that the Rio Grande has in fact 


| been blockaded, so as to exclude supplies from the 


It is well known that this was 


without consulting the Senate of the United States, 
and, so far as I understand, without even commu- 
nicating the movements of the army to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, or any other committee 
of this body. Before | proceed further, I wish to 
put one question to the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, [Mr. Benron.] I’ desire to 
know whether, on any former occasion during this 
session, any information has been received by that 
committee, from which he could form an opinion 
of the motives or objects of the Executive in send- 
ing an army to that place? I desire to know if he 


| has any information of the object of sending the | 


troops thither? Is there any settlement to be pro- 
tected there? T await a reply. 

Mr. BENTON aiswered that nothing more was 
known to him, as chairman of the Committee on 
Mititary Affairs, than was in the | 
every other Senator. AJl the knowledge he had on 
the subject was derived from the documents before 
the Senate. o) 0 iin wed 5 : ; 

Mr. CLAYTON proceeded:: There ‘has ‘been, 
then, I presume, no communication. No commit- 
tee is in possession of the views of the Executive; 


i so that the Senate is notat all in any way respon- 


sible for the conduct of the Executive, or for the 
moving of an army to that point. Now, I say, so 
far as I understand the subject—and I am impelled 


| to make the remark in consequence of the observa- 


tions of the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Sevier] 


i —that the whole conduct of the Executive in this 


ease has been utterly unjustifiable. If the acts -of 
the Executive do not amount to acts of war, they 
are acts which necessarily tended to provoke war, 
and to bring on war, and that without consulting 
Congress or the constitutional advisers of the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States. For that reason I 
take the occasion to say now and at the time to 
which he refers, when the discussion is to come off, 
l will repeat that I condemn the conduct of the Ex- 
ecutive. I do not see on what principle it ean be 
shown that the President, without consulting Con- 
eress and obtaining its sanction for the procedure, 
had a right to.send an army to take up a position, 
where, as it must have been foreseen, the inevitable 
consequence would be war. But Iwill not go on 
with this debate. I think it out of place. My 
justification, however, will I hope be found in the 


; necessity of replying to the remarks of the Senator 


from Arkansas. ; 
Mr. SEVIER rejoined: One word of reply to the 
Senator from Delaware, and a very brief reply in- 


deed is all that is required. He seems to express | 
! some surprise that an army should be sent to the 


Rio del Norte. I need not tell him that the army of 
the United States is always moved from one point 
to another in the United States without asking Con- 
gress. We have a Commander-in-Chief, a Secre- 
tary of War, and a President, who always decide 
on the proper disposition of the army. ‘We have 
admitted Texas into the Union. Its frontier was 
threatened with invasion, and the Legislature and 
Executive of the State called on our aid. Was it 
then necessary to pass an act of Congress before 
any portion of the army could be senton that ser- 


quired, and what the Constitution and laws justi- |; own State, or avy other State of the Union, in a 


The President has done his duty manfully.: 


dossession of |}. 


| necessary for the defence of Texas. 


thing 


similar case? Would all aid. have been refused till 


. application was made to Congress; and till itauth o- 


rized the order sending a portion of the-army toide- 


‘fend the frontier? And ther thê Senator may grave- 


ly ask the chairman of the Committée on Military 
ffairs, whether he had best called on arid inform- 
ed of the motives of the Executive in so disposing 
ofthe army. . I think when.my friend from Deli- 
ware looks at this matter with his accustomed: 
calmmess.and ability, he will sce Jess to find fault 
with than he now seems to perceive.. My. own 
opinion always has been that the army is under. 
the direction of the President and. Commander-in- 
Chief, and to be placed. where-they think proper. 
Ihave never known an act of Congress placing the 
army. any where. ae : 
r. CLAYTON here asked a question not heard 
in the gallery. ~ eee 7 
Mr. SEVIER replied: All I know is derived 
from the message of the President.: ‘The President 
tells us that General ‘Taylor—a very worthy and 
intelligent officer—was directed to take post on the 


| Del Norte at some- proper time. He had full dis- 
| cretion—ample discretion; he was ordered to sur- 
| vey that river, and to take up post upon. it at such 


a point as, in his judgment; would be occupied 
most advantageously to the national interesis. He 
did so. Well, if there is any: blame, on whose 
shoulders does it fall? Does it fall on the Presi- 
dent? When he sends a man high inthe service, 
capable, experienced, and, I suppose, enjoying the 
full confidence of the party onthe opposite side of 
the chamber—and: when that officer is allowed the 
exercise of ample discretion—J ask, is it fair and 
magnanimous to blame the President for it? I 
think not. I understand that General Scott was 
himself consulted about this very post, and that 
he, General Taylor, and General Wool—three of 
our highest military men—examined the matter 
and located that post after due consultation. But 
my main remark is this, that if the post was in- 
judiciously selected, the President is not to be 
blamed, as he gave the commanding officer a carte 
blanche as to the location: of it. i i 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON. .. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas has not addressed himself at all to the chief 
point which-I presented.: [have no official inform 
ationias to whether any of. the generals had any- 
to do. with the location of the: post. I have 
nothing to do.with that, , I. do: wot suppose, how- 
ever, that it-will be found, on investigation, that 
the information of the Senator from Arkansas is 
correct, : 

Mr. SEVIER. So I was told this morning. 
But I did not mean to say that it was from an, offi- 
cial source, ; ; 

Mr. CLAYTON. [rather think that it will be 
found, wher the matter is properly investigated, 
that the President informed them that it was de~ 
cided to take possession of the Rio Grande, and 
asked where the post should be located; and that 
the point opposite Matamoras was suggested, tor 
which they may have assented. But I doubt much 
whether the generals have recommended. in ad- 
vance of the Executive any position whatever om 
this river, or that. they even recommended that the 
left bank of.it should be occupied. at all.: But that 
is neither here nor there. If they had, that does 
not exonerate the President and his Administration 
of the responsibility under which they labor, The 
question is, Was it proper? was it right? The 
honorable Senator from. Arkansas said that it was 
proper forthe defence of the frontier of Texas, and 
Let-ua look 
at that for a moment. Was it necessary to take 
pa position. on the left bank of the Del Norte? 

as not. the former position at Corpus Christi 
quite sufficient? “Why was it. necessary to. cross. 
the desert, and take up a position immediately in 
front.of the friendly town of Matamoras? Why 


| wasit necessary to take up that position, with the 
| batteries pointed against the town at a distance of 


not more than five hundred yards from its envi- 
rons? It was an aggressive act;-an_ act: which the 
civilized world will so-designate.. Jt. was as much 
an act of aggression on our part as. is a: man’s 
pointing a pistol at another’s breast: But there is 
another. matter to which I alluded, and: to-which 
the Senator did not think. proper to pay. any atten- 
tion, and that is the blockade of. the river.: Lhe 
honorable Senator with, I must be allowed-to say, 
amusing nažveté, endeavored io-throw-the, respon- 
sibility of all this on, the oficerin command.of the 
army. Now Lam well persuaded:that,: 


the facts ‘are fully developeds it will- 

General. Taylor hus. done nothing r ee 
was ordered. to dos. that he will be. fully. justified 
by the instructions“which he received in every 
part of ‘his conduct: -T protest agairist this attempt 
to shift the:responsibility from the Government 
to the-shouldérs of the. commanding officer act- 


ing. In-Strict accordance with its instructions. It. 


ais unjas towards that officer. 
cumstances in’-which the A 
pk 


Inthe peculiar cir- 
nces"in’ y ; dministrátion ` have 
him, it is glaringly! unjust. I do com- 
in-ia justified ins complaining with some 
indignation—that any. attempt should be made, in 
any quarter, to-cast ‘the responsibility of the Ad- 
ministration on the. officer in command of the 
_treops. What is the meaning of this attempt, in 
the quarter from which it-has emanated? I will 
not pretend to say. These.are the matters to 
which, fi that debate to which my friend has 
pointed, I shall call his attention. I will give the 
subject that calm and dispassionate consideration 
which he desires, I have already endeavored. to 
do so.’ I have felt that these acts of the Executive 
ought to be condemned—I, do condemn them. I 
think “that they will-be condemned by the people 
of the United States. By these acts we have been 
precipitated into a war with a friendly nation. 
Congress has not been consulted, nor either branch 
of it. The President of the United States has the 
power to provoke war, perhaps the power to carry 
on war, without the consent of Congress, but he 
has not the right to do-it; and whilst I, and my 
friends. on this side of the House, in obedience to 
the dictates of patriotism, as I trust, are ready to 
vote all the money in the treasury, and all that 
is necessary, if there is not.enough there, for the 
purpose of defending the country, and vindicating 
its honor and character, I think we have some 
right to call on gentlemen on the other side of the 
Elouse, and ask of them to abjure the spirit of 
party, calmly and fairly to weigh the acts of the 
Administration, although it is the Administra- 
tion of their own choice; and when they see that 
done by the Executive which they, in their con. 
sciences, cannot approve, to join with us in con- 
demning it openly, in the face of Tlcaven and all 
men. 

Mr. ALLEN arose and said he had no desire to 
protract the discussion, but he wished to say he 
thought any censure of the President premature, 
because there had not yet been time to examine 
the facts communicated by.the Executive; and it 
was for that reason that he thought it extremely un- 
just towards the President that any Senator should 
begin this business. by denouncing him—-by char- 
ging errors on the Government, and accusing it of 
being the aggressor, before there is time to exam- 
ine the state of the case, This he thought a very 
bad. beginning, if they wanted the war to be sne- 
cessful—if they wanted to-sustain the honor and 
dignity of the country. If they desired that, they 
madea: bad commencement, before the public doc- 


uments the President had sent there were printed, | 


to premise that the Executive had been the aggres- 
sor, and to place all the moral wrong on the head 
of our own Government by one of its branches. 
He would say again; it was a bad beginning. 


War was. not prosecuted alone by arms. It was || bee 
i} Ohio (Mr. ALLEN} next turned on him, and said 


not steel that constituted the chief power in moder 


times, but the opinions of mankind, the will of the | 


country. That constituted the power, rather than 
the steel placed in the hands of soldiers. And 
how wére they haebanding that power? Why, 
when the very first announcement of an mvasion 
is made, it was thundered forth that the United 
States Government was in the wrong—that we 
were the aggressors. That might be wise in the 
of Senators on the other side; but he 


judgment ; t ; 
(Mr. A.) believed, on second reflection, not one 
would be found to say it was not unwise. He 


remature to condemn the Executive 


thought it i ) 
ore ocuments which had been laid before 


before the r 
them had been.. printed. l 
aware inquired how it happened that that river 
was blockaded. The answer was given Im the 
message: . The river was blockaded to cut off 
supplies from ‘the Mexican army, after, and in 
consequence of, the Mexican commander having 
announced the fact that a state of hostilities. had 
‘commenced. That was the reason ofthe blockade. 
Jn regard to the position of ‘the army on the Rio 
Del Norte, he would say, as the President had mad 
jn his message, thar the military reasons on whiel 
he acted came from the highest military author- 


The Senator from Del- | 
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ity now in the country, and came, too, in such 
an intelligible form as would enable the Senate 
to see its propriety. He was then speaking of 
the‘military reasons. In regard to the political 
reasons for taking ap.a position on the Rio Grande 
at all, these were questions the Senate would dis- 
cuss for itself afterwards. Most Senators said they 
were willing to provide the means for defending the 
country; but there were those who questioned the 
policy which led to its necessity. When that great 
question should be opened there—when the politi- 
cal reasons on which the Administration acted in 
ordering the army to take up a position on the Rio 
Grande—when the time.to discuss those questions 
came, he (Mr. A.) promised there would be men 
found there able to render such good and satisfac~ 
tory-reasons, as would fully justify the course of 
the Executive. No man disputed the absolute ne- 
cessity, the urgency, the instant need there was of 
providing for the defence of the country. After 
that came the great question of political reasons for 
placing the army where it was. By the time that 
came up, these documents would be printed; Sen- 
ators would have time to reflect, and come to such 
conclusions as the state of facts justified. But he 
had arisen merely to say, he regretted to hear the 
cool, cautious, and deliberate Senator from Dela- 
ware {Mr. Carrow] falling into the error, as he 
(Mr. A.) conceived it to be, of pronouncing judg- 
ment against his country, before it was heard, 
before its own or any other tribunal. 
been marched before without consulting Congress; 


and he remembered a remarkable instance, in which |: 


a part of the army of the United States was order- 


r í 
ed to change position, and take up another near a |: 
scene that was about to be transacted in Rhode f 


Island; and it was not thought necessary that the 


Senate should call on the Executive for its reasons |: 
No; there was then a great political | 
The President thought he had | 


for doing so, 
struggle going on, 
reasons to anticipate a breach of the publie peace, 
and a violation of public order; and without con- 


sulting the Senate or House of Representatives, he ij 
ordered detachments of the army to march and take | 


up their position, 


Americans on arbitrary institutions. There was 


no call made in the Senate or House of Represent- |: 


atives, to inquire into the reasons for ordering the 
army to march on that occasion. 
uestion would not be further debated, but that all 


country was a different thing from the Executive, 
He complained of the acts of the Administration, 
and he would say, from the information they had 
received, the Senator from Arkansas was not jus- 
tified in attempting a vindication of all that had 
been done. ‘That wasall, Butthe gentleman from 


he (Mr. C.) had pronounced judgment against the 
country. He had pronduneet judgment against 
nothing, but had called in question certain acts of | 
this Government. He would not then go on with 


that discussion, because it was out of place; but |: 


he would tell the gentlemen from Ohio and Arkan- į 


sas, that although he would not throw the gauntlet |, 

of debate at the feet of any one, yet when that sub. |) 
iH . 

; American people. 


ject was brought up, he would attempt to show 


that the President, in ordering the army to take up |} 


a position on the Rio Grande—to take astep which 
must necessarily lead us into collision with a friend- 


ly and neighboring country—did an act which was | 


not justifiable. 
Mr. CALHOUN briefly corrected an allusion of | 


the Senator, from Arkansas, { Mr. Sevren,] to the |: 
acts of the Executive, while he was a member of | 


it, in regard to the direction of the army, which, 
he said; had been ordered to ‘Texas. to -repel.the 
aggressions of the Indians. fates 

Mr. SEVIER intimating that he was not yet 
entirely satisfied, 


Armies had |! 


That was to repel an invasion | 
by Americans, not by Mexieans—an mvasion of |) 


Tle hoped the ij 


l no wish to protract the discussion; bat he had one 
I or two remarks to make, to which he asked the at- 
| tention of the Senate. He thought the question’ 
| before them was one of the first importance, and 
that, until. the. documents which accompanied the - 
message had been disposed of in the right direction, 
gentlemen could not have the opportunity of ac- 
quainting themselves with the state of facts. The 
reasons were given in the message for placing Gen- 
eral Taylor on the left bank of the Rio Grande; 
i and in taking up that position, he (Mr. H.) had 
no doubt it would be admitted on all hands-as the 
necessary course, and that suggested by. the emerr 
gencies of the country. He did not intend entering 
then into a discussion, because he did not wish to 
produce delay; because he thought the state of 
‘things required prompt action—not discussion. 
! Every indication which had been given, went to 
| show the consequences would have been the same, 
i whether the army occupied a position on the Rio 
| Grande or at Corpus Christi. A declaration of 
war had been made by the President, or, rather, 
| 


i 
H 
H 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i] the usurper of Mexico; his generals reiterated it, 
and told General ‘l'aylor that war should be begun 
if he did not remove from his position. He would 
not blame the Administration for not being respon- 
sible forGeneral Tayler, but he was convinced the 
Government was responsible for what had been 
done-—the Executive was responsible—and in as- 
‘suming that position he could justify it. The 
| American people will do it; the national honor 


$ 
i, required it. 'That was not an occasion of ordinary 
|i importance; it was one which required action, not 
i| words; not discussion in advance of information, 
i and in anticipation of what may or may not be 
|! the question. Whether that war was constructive 
|i or actual, he thought American troops on Ameri- 
|: ean soil, recognised before the annexation of Texas 
U as Texian territory, aud, by adoption, now Amer- 
| ican territory, would not fail to vindicate their 
|; honor and repel aggression, American blood had 
|i been shed on it. ‘Chat soil had been consecrated 
ʻi before to them, and their rights must be defended. 
i| He hoped the question would be put. 
! Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to know whether 
‘the documents communicated contained a letter 
from the Mexican Secretary, of Jast October, agree- 
ing to receive a Minister or Commissioner from the 
United States. 
Mr. SEVIER. There is a letter from our con- 
| sul. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. From our consul, then; 
| thatisall. J was induced to make the inquiry from 
| secing in the correspondence with our Minister 
there a denial of the fact... . 
| Mr. SEVIER understood that the American con- 
| sulyat the intimation of his Government, asked the 
| Government of Mexico whether it would accept a 
| Minister from our Government... The answer was, 
i « Yes,” and he communicated the fact lo the Gov- 
| ernment. 
(| Mr. CRITTENDEN, There is but one ques- 
tion more 1 wish to ask; that is, whether those 
| documents contain any order for the removal of 
i our troops from Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande? 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that the best way would 
be to read the index of the documents. 

The Clerk having read the index, 

Mr. CASS presented the letter of the Mexican 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, expressing the willing- 
ness of his Government to receive a Minister from 
the United States. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that, so far, he 
could not discover there was in the list of papers 
alluded to anything which showed on what order 
General Taylor acted; and he thought it was right 
‘that the whole matter- should be laid before: the 


Mr. CASS said his authority. was found in the 
orders of the War Department... 

"The Clerk here read an order addressed to Gen- 
eral Taylor from the War Department, dated Jan- 


l uary 30, 1846. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN was glad at last to see 
what he all along apprehended, that General Tay- 
! Jor acted under the authority of this Government 
| in taking up his post. . He was an officer of great 
| 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


discretion, with foll authority for what he had 
done.. ‘He thought they might regret the events 
communicated by the President’s message. In his 
opinion, intelligence that ought to be more distres- 


Mr. CALHOUN remarked, that when the prop- 
er time should. come, he would satisfy the Senator: 
Mr. HOUSTON arose, and observed that he had 


| 
| sing to us had seldom been communicated by any 
| President to that body-—very seldom. He (Mr. 
i C.) did not look upon it as trifling news, He was 


willing 


j 


Presidents gone before us. strug- ; 
gle for liberty in South America and Mexico, it | 
was the cherished policy of this country to extend 
to them sympathy, comfort, and friendship. This 
country had regarded their rising as an imitation 


to give the. people every opportunity of 
udging, by contrasting our present with that old 


of our example—as a new creation of republics, || 


united by a strong affinity, and warm sympathy. | 
They were regarded as a portion of that great sys- | 
tem of republics which were to stand forth in | 

roud contrast with the Governments of the Old | 


Vorld. That was the kind and generous view | 
taken. As the head of the republican system, our | 


poliey was to cheer and cherish them, and lead | 
them in the way to that liberty we had éstablished, | 
and of which we had set the example. Now we 
found ourselves the first to enter into a state of war 
with one of those republics—the greatest of them, ; 
and our nearest neighbor. We find ourselves in 
a state of war when it was our interest to cherish 
them, and cultivate their friendship. We, that | 
should naturally be looked up to as the protector 
of all these republics—exercising no dominion | 
over them, but constituting as it were a great pro- 
tectorate over the whole. ‘These generous dispo- 
sitions were all vanished and brought to an end, 
and war and bloodshed had taken their place. It : 
was not in the amount of precious blood that had | 
been shed that consisted the importance of that 
event, No; it was the great political consequences | 
—the bad example—the evil consequences to lib- 
erty and republicanism in every place. The hand 
of one republic stretched out in hostility against 
another! And he deprecated it the more, when 
he reflected that one was feeble and impotent; that 
anarchy and revolution had consumed her strength, 
and requiring the force of our example and aid to 
sustain her and prevent her falling back again, in 
her trouble, into the hands of despots, and that 
monarchical system from-which we saw her, with | 
pleasure, arise. These were the first impressions , 
made upon him by the announeement of that 
message. But, however, all that was to be dep- 
recated, the country was in a-state of hostility, 
and there was but one course to pursue. Its de- 
fence was a duty about which they were not to 
hesitate or pause. But when that was done, it 
was also their duty to scrutinize thatextraordinary 
state of things—the acts of the Executive—and 
the whole course of events that have lead to these 
disasters—so that we may find out who is in fault. 

He would be very glad if his friend, the Senator 
from Arkansas, [Mr. Sevier,] should be able to 
work outa satisfactory defence of all that had been 
done. He hoped to find his country in the right. 
Flowever, he would stand by her, right or wrong. | 
The course that had been parsucd was not that 
generous and forbearing policy that ought to be 
exercised by a powerful and great republic, That 
was what he thought. He saw no reason for push- 
ing the army up to the banks of the Rio Grande, 
and establishi ng and fortifying our camp in a peace- 
ful country. But that is nota war; it was on our 
own soil! Let them, fora moment, extend the 
principle. Let them, for a moment, consider what 
our course would be under like circumstances. 
Suppose a British army were marched right up to 
our boundary while angry negotiations were going 
on, and cannons were pointed into one of our cities. 
Was there, he would ask, a man in this nation 
who would not consider it a national insult, and | 
not expect it to produce war in all its horrors? But | 
he would not prolong his remarks; there would be 
still time to take up the matter. At present it | 
might not be entirely just to enter into the subject. 
He would therefore submit, and wait for a proper | 
time. American blood had been shed, and, it had | 
been said, on American soil. It was too true blood | 
had been shed, and there was no gentleman more i 
willing to hold to a strict account the authors | 
of that act, be it the fault of Mexico or of our own | 
officers, whether of the Government or of the army. 
Who was responsible for the hostilities that had | 
been announced? Who was answerable for that | 
American blood that had been shed? That was | 
the question. Whoever they were, they were to | 


| 
| 


be held to a strict account. The blood of the brave | 


was not to be shed wantonly. As to its being shed | 
‘on American soil; on the border of the Rio Grande, | 
he was not prepared to say that we could so safely ; 
‘assume that as a fact. When Texas was admitted | 
a State of this Union, the resolution passed in this | 


ine of policy that had received the sanction of i;i 
From the first strug- ii 


| 
ij 


| dertake to settle all differences. It would be worthy: | 


terms, and that would reconcile those two great 


‘| the defence of ow country. 


i| certainly a very unfortunate people. 


| not placed there till all attempts to negotiate had 


| from General Scott. 


mightier than they are that our condescension ‘will {| 


be noble. Who could (he would ask) render a 
greater service to this country than by. restoring 
that peace and harmony that ought still to exist? 
It would be worthy of a special mission; and he 
(Mr. C.) would, if he had the direction of it, un- 


of a great embassy. He would take Henry Clay, 
Martin Van Buren, the Senators from South Caro- ; 
lina and Missouri, one, two, three, or all of them, 
and settle it. Did they not think they would make 
peace 2—a just and honorable peace 2—one on fair | 


nations? Jn the meantime we are called upon for 
That was to be done 
first; but as soon as we can, and between every 
blow we strike, we were to remember it fell on 
the head of a neighbor—every wound we inflicted 
was on another republican—a man we could make 
our friend. Such a mission was worthy of the 
highest talent in the land. We-had surrounded 
the Mexicans with fiery insults, as they conceived. 
All that could occur to wound national pride had 
occurred. It required healing measures to remedy 
that. He threw out these remarks as those ex- 
pressive of the feelings that grew out of the first | 
blush of the subject. They should all agree about. 
the defence of the country, and he hoped it would | 
be so as to the means of pacification to be used. 
Mr. SEVIER observed that Americans were 
He never 
knew them to be right in the whole course of his 
life. They were wrong, five years ago, in the case 
of France; wrong, lately, with. Great. Britain; 
wrong in. the Black Hawk: war} wrong. with: the 
Creeks; and now, wrong again with Mexico. “He 
had hoped to sec his country right once in his life, 
but he was to be disappointed. This country had 
endured more from Mexico than any civilized 
Power ever stood from another, This country 
had reared her up, fostered her, protected her, as 
it had. the republics of South America. Was she 
a republic to-day? How long had she been a 
republic? How long since she had an emperor 
on her throne? With every disposition to be len- 
tent, there was a limit to insult from one country 
to another. Mexico made war upon the United 
States when they were endeavoring, long before 
crossing the Nueces, to negotiate.- Troops were 


iH 
ji 


failed. He asserted that in taking up his position, | 
under the unlimited authority placed on him, Gen- 
eral Taylor did right. He understood that the spot 


was selected in consequence of a written paper 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. That does not alter the 
fact, or justify the Administration. 

Mr. SEVIER resumed. He admitted this was 
no defence of the Administration. He would con- 
demn neither him nor the Government, nor make 
it a question whether he was on American soil or 
not. That question would come up hereafter. He 
hoped the policy of the Government would not be 
condemned- in advance; and if we could not be 


right entirely, he hoped we should come pretty 
near it once in his life. 


would not wish, like some.on the other. side, to 
endorse all that had been-said and done in the més- 
sage of the President on the subject.: -The time 
would come when. the inquiry. would. be -suitable 


i and proper-—after taking steps for-the defence of 


the country—what had led, to this state of things, 
and who were responsible fotit? When that time 
came; he (Mr. H} would -express his views in re= ` 
lation toit. . He now wished to ask the Senator: 
from Michigan a question. It appeared from the 
message of the President: that a communication was 


iL made to our consul in Mexico by that Government 


in reply to one from him, expressing the readiness 
of the Mexican Government to receive 2 commis- 
sion from: this Government. to settle’ all ‘disputed 
matters between them. The answer-of the Mexi- 
can Secretary of State had been read; in which, he. 
expresses the willingness of that Government to 
receive an ambassador” to settle the dispute; but 
whether that refers to all disputes was uncertain, 


il but could be known, perhaps, by a close examina- 


uon of the letter. “He wished to know whether 
the answer of the Mexican Secretary assented to 
the reception of a minister for the settlement of alt 
disputes, or some particular one... As the Senator 
from Michigan was well acquainted with the sub- 


i ject, he thought he could answer the question, 


The letter of the American consul to the Mexican 
Government was here read. f 
The PRESIDENT then proceeded to:pat the 
question on the motion of Mr. Sprient; when 
Mr. ALLEN withdrew his call for the yeas and 
nays; and the question was taken, and the motioit 
agreed to. . Sa ° 
{A message was received from the House of 


Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed ‘sundry bills, &c.] i 


CANAL ACROSS THE ISTHMUS OF PANAMA. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the’ Department of State, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, certain information in relation to the con- 
struction of a ship-canal across the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama; which was read, and ordered to be printed. 


: PETITIONS. 

Mr, ARCHER presented the petition of the ex- 
ecutors of Robert. Porterfield, praying tobe allowed 
bounty land; which was referred'to the Committee 


on Public Lands. >, s 
Mr. EVANS presented the memorial of Gibson, 


Sons, & Co., Gabriel Mead & Co., and Tooker, 


| Mead, & Co., praying the. reimbursement of: cer- 


tain duties alleged to have been illegally exacted; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition of a number 
of ship-owners and masters of vessels navigating 
the lakes, praying that Chicago may not be made 
a port of entry; which was laid on the tablé, and 
ordered. to be printed. ; 

Mr. BAGBY presented the petition of Thomas 
P. Jones, praying remuneration for services and 
expenses incurred while a member ofa board of 
examiners appointed to experiment on steam-boil- 
ers; which wasreferred tothe Committee of Claims. 


RESOLUTION. 


Mr. EVANS submitted the following resolution, 

. which was agreed to: oe 
Resolved, That the Committee on Cominerce be 

instructed to inquire into the expediency of provi- 


i ding by law that any articles, the growth, produc- 


tion, or manufacture of the adjoining British prov- 


i; inces, or brought into the United States therefrom, 


on which daties may have been paid or secured, 


: may be exported. from any port in the United 


States for the henefit of drawback of the said duties 
under such regulations as may be. proper. for the 
Security of revenue. _ k 

Mr. BENTON, fromthe Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the act to authorize 


the President of the United States to increase the 
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‘The bill was considered’ as in commi oot i i S i i 
Yea asin mittee of the || On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the rules of the |} Which report and resolution were laid upon the 
BSR a submitted afew- remarks in || House were suspended for the purpose of enabling i Speaker’s table. ? 
Me EV. ANS ask eed es i .,., || the committees to'be called for reports. | Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
4 ed the aggregate increase which Mr. R. SMITH, from the Committee on Roads 


would be-smadé by the:amendment. 
Mr. BENTON replied that the addition to the 
army would: be between 6,000. and 7,000. 

The question was then taken on the amendments, 
which were agreed to; the bill was reported to.the 
Senate, and the amendments concutred in, 

Ma. JM: CLAYTON-desired to. know if. the 
bill “did ‘not-increase the army to-about 15,000 men. 
Mer BEN TON „replied in the affirmative; but 
Stated that when, in the opinion of the Executive, 
the exigencies of the country did not require the 
additional force, the bill provided for the reduction 
of the number of men to sixty-four in each com- 
pany, thas dispensirig with one-third. 

The bill was then ordered to 4 third reading, im- 
mediately read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. B. also, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, to whom was referred: the bill to raise a | 


regiment of mounted riflemen for.the protection of 
emigrants, traders, &., on the route to Oregon, 
and the amendment made thereto by the House of 
Representatives providing that the officers for said 
regiment. should be taken from the regular line of 
the United States army, made a: report thereon, re- 
commending that the Senate do not concur in said 
amendment. : aN 

On motion.of Mr. B., the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of this report, and the same was 
concurred in. : 

A joint resolution from the House affirming a 
certain act of the Legislative Assembly of Wiscon- 
sin, was read twice and referred to the Committee 
on ‘Territories. ` ` 

_ An act (from the House) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Culver was read twice and veferred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Anact (from the House) for the reli€f of the 
owner and crew of the schooner Excess was read | 
twice, and xeferred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

_ An'act (from the House) for the relief of Nathan- 
iel Bird was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 


An act (from the House) to retrocede the county | 
of Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, to the 
State of Virginia, was read. twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

An act (from.the House) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Departnent, for 
the ‘year ending. June 30, 1847, was read twice, and 
referred to. the Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution for the relief of David Shaw 
and Solomon T. Corser, was read a third time and | 
passed. ` | 

An act granting a pension to Richard Elliott was 
read a third time and passed. 


THE JUDICIARY. 


An act to establish courts of the United States, 
‘and to provide for the due execution of the laws of 
the United. States in the State of Florida, was read 
a third time and passed. 


‘Mr. ARCHER moved a reconsideration of the | 
vote taken on concurring with the recommenda. | 
tion of the Committee:on. Military Affairs, to dis- | 
agree. to the amendment made by the House of 
Representatives to the bill raising a regiment of 
mounted riflemen, &c., and asked that the subject 
should lie over. 

Mr. BENTON moved that the Senate should | 
proceed to a vote upon the motion to reconsider, 

Mr.-ARCHER ‘objected to taking the question | 
‘upon his motion to-day; and after some furthe 
conversation— : 

- -Mr. BENTON withdrew his motion, and moved 
that the Senate should proceed to:the consideration 
of Executive business; Which latter mouon was 


agreed to. <$ : : | 
“The Senate then went into. Executive session; 


i 
i 
i 
i 


and after some time spent therein, the doors were || y f 
: € ` Ji of the laws of the United States, and the purchase 


ain opened, and 
"The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
_ Mownay, May i, 1846. f 
_ ‘The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- | 


agi 


and Canals, reported back the bill making an ap- 
propriation.to improve the falls on the Ohio river, 


West; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be- printed. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, offered 
the following resolution: 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro. 
viding a map to aecompany the memorial of Robert 


way,” ordered to be printed by the House; pro- 
vided the said maps shall not cost more than one 
dollar per one hundred-copies. 
Not adopted. 
Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made an adverse report upon 


laid upon the table. 

Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports upan the petitions 
of Jesse Campbell, Emery Lyman, Asa Hall, Oba- 
diah Bass, Jacob Shade, Stephen Brian, and F. G. 
Brown; which were laid upon the table. 

My. S. also, from the same committee, made re- 
ports upon the following petitions, viz: upon the 
petition of William Causey, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; and upon the petition of Wilfred 
Knott, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
bills were read twice, and committed. 


On motion of Mr. SEDDON, 


i sions be dischareed from the consideration of the 
petition of F. Wilson's representatives, and that it 
be committed. 


On motion of Mr. PRESTON KING, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of J. Eldridge, and that it be committed. 


Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a bill in addition to, and amendatory of, 
the several acts to promote the progress of the use- 
ful arts: which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. CAMPBELL, from the 
Committee. on Accounts, reported the following 
resolution; which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved; That the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives pay to WirLram H. Brockensroucn, 
out of the fund appropriated for the payment of 
members, $432, for fifty-four days’ per diem, while 
contesting the seat of Edward C. Cabell, as a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Florida. 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of William Shepley; which was laid upon 
the table. i 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill dividing the State of 
Georgia into judicial districts, and organizing and 

| establishing one additional district court of the Uni- 
ted States with cjrenit powers and jurisdiction; 
which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. NIVEN, from the Committee on Military 

| Affairs, to which was referred so much of the re- 

port of the Secretary of War as relates to the Mil- 
‘itary Academy at West Point, made a report there- 
on, accompanied by a bill relating to the Military 
Academy at West Point; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. THOMASSON gave notice of a motion for 
leave to introduce a hill to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a post-road from the District of Colum- 
bia to the Columbia river, in the Oregon territory. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported a resolution relative to an eques- 
trian statue of Washington; which resolution was 
read iwice, and committed, 

Mr. GORDON, from the select committee ap- 
pointed on the 27th of March last upon the subject 


of a tenth volume of the same, made a report there- 
on, and recommended the ‘adoption of the follow- 
| ing resolution, viz: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of this House cause 
to be distributed the ‘tenth volume of the laws of 
the United States in the same manner as the eighth 


proved. 


and ninth volumes were distributed. 


accompanied by a report, setting forth the import- |; 
ance of this improvement to the commerce of the | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be |: 


Mills, submitting his plan of an improved  road- | 


the petition of Elizabeth Taylor; which report was 
p ytor; r | 


Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Invalid Pen- |; 


made adverse reports upon the petitions of Daniel 
|! ‘Turnipseed and Joseph Kager; which reports were 
i| Taid upon the table. ; 

| Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
|| merce, reported bills of the following titles, viz: 

A Dill for the removal of the collector’s office for 
the collection district of Bristol and Warren, from 
Bristol to Warren; f 

A bill for the relief of the owner and crew of the 
|, fishing schooner Congress; accompanied by a re- 

port in each case; which bills were read twice, and 
committed, 


On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND. 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be 
discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of citizens of the county of Philadelphia, in 
‘the State of Pennsylvania, for a foundry at Port 
Richmond, in the said county; and that it be com- 
mitted. 

On motion of Mr. RELFE, 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be discharged from the consideration of 
the resolution of the House of the 13th of Jan- 
uary last, relating to granting to Arkansas in trust 
the Hot Springs and reservations of six sec- 
tions of land around the same; also, from the pe- 
tition of the Western Settlement Society of Ohio 
for a law to enable them to hold real estate; also, 
from the petition of citizens of Washington county, 
in Wisconsin Territory, to extend the time of 
payment for pre-emption lands; aud from the pe- 
| tition of James Morgan of Indiana; and that they 
be kuid upon the table. 


Mr. MORRIS, trom the Committee on Public 
' Lands, made a report upon the claim of the widow 
and heirs of John B. Chapman, accompanied by 
a bill for their relief; which bill was read twice, 
and committed, 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported bills of the 
following titles, viz: 

A bill to amend the 19th section of the act passed 
on the 3d of March, 1845, entitled An act to re- 
“duce the rates of postage, to limit the use and cor- 
‘rect the abuse of the franking privilege, and for 
‘the prevention of frauds on the Post Office De- 
¢ partiment,” and 

À bill to amend the act approved the 3d of March, 
1845, entitled ** An act to reduce the rates of post- 
“age, to limit the use and prevent the abuse of the 
‘ franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
“on the Post Office Department;”” which bills were 
read twice, and committed. 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, made a report upon the 
petition of Anthony Bessey, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which bill was read twice, and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of Isaac Guess, accom- 
panied by a hill for his relief; which bill was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. WICK, from the same committee, made an 
il adverse report upon the petition of Samuel Reed, 
of Pike county, in the State of Ohio; which was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. W. also, from the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, made a favorable re- 
port upon the memorial of Pierre Chouteau and 
others, for the confirmation of the Dubuque claim, 
in the Territory of Iowa; which report was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to purchase McClintock’s mortising and 
tenanting machine for the use of the navy, accom- 
panied by a report in writings which bill was read 
i twice, and committed. 

Mr. COBB, from the Commitiee on Foreign 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- 
tion for a congress of nations; which report was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, from the Committee on Fer- 
ritories, to which was referred the bill to enable the 
people of Wisconsin Territory to form a constitu- 
tion and State government, and for the admission 
of such State into the Union, reported an amenda- 
tory bill; which bill was committed. ` 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, reported 
‘a bill disaffirming all laws of the Territory of lowa 


| 
l 
i 
| 
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nung franking privileges; which : 
pill was read twice, and committed. 
On motion of Mr. BOYD, Ess 
Ordered, That tie Committee on Territories be 


and Wisconsin ¢ 


H 
i 
i 
i 
i 


; 2 c ; aip | 
dicharged from the consideration of the petition of | 


the judges of the supreme court and members of | 
the bar of Iowa, for an appropriation for a law 
library, and that it be kud apoirthe table. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on 
Territories, reported a joint resolution affirming aj 
certain act of the Legislative Assembly of Wiscon- 
sin; which resolution was read a third time, and j 

assed, : f 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose and gave notice that | 
he would on Monday next, or as soon thereafter 
as practicable, call up the bill (heretofore reported 
from the Committee on Commerce) making appro- | 
priations for certain light-houses. i 

Mr. PETTIT asked leave to offer a resolution | 
(which was read for information) calling (so far | 
as the reporter could hear) for copies of all orders | 
given to General Taylor. 

Mr. HARALSON and Mr. BRODITEAD ob- 
jected to the reception of the resolution. 

Mr, PETTIT moved a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER said the motion could not be | 
entertained, because the House was alread y acting | 
under a suspension of the rules. 

So the resolution was not received. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES asked leave to pre- 
sent a memorial from the representatives of the 
Cherokee nation, which he desired to have refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 

Objection was made. 

Whereupon, Mr. H. presented the memorial | 
under the rule. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose and said, it 
would be in the recollection of the House, that the | 


consideration of the bill to regulate the wade and |! 


intercourse with the Indian tribes in the territory 


of Oregon, and to preserve peace and cultivate || 


friendship with and among the said Indians, had 
been postponed to this day. 

Fie moved that its further consideration be post- 
poned until Monday next. 

Ordered accordingly. 


Mr. E. B, HOLMES asked leave to offer a res- | 
olution, which he desired might ‘be read for infor- 
mation. 

Objected to, 

THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


It was now half-past cleven o’clock. 

Mr. McK AY, remarking that some time would 
probably yet elapse before a message was received 
from the President of the United States, moved 
that the House reso}ve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

Which motion having been agreed to— 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Gorpon, |} 


of New York, in the chair.) 

On motion of Mr McKAY, the committee pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the following bill: 
A BILL making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 

tary Academy for th: year ending on the thirtieth June, 

eighteen hundred and forty-seven. 


Heit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 


the United States of vimericu in Congress assembled, That 
the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropri- 


ated out of any money in the treasury not otherwise appro- |} 


printed, for. the support of the Military Academy tor the year 
ending on the thirticth June, eightecn hundred and forty- 
seven: 

For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and musicians, | 
seventy-eight thousand nine hundred dollars ; 

For commutation of subsistence, five thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty-six dolars; 

For.commutation of forage for officers’ horses, two thou- i 
sand four hundred doilars ; 

For clothing for their servants, four hundred and twenty 
dollars; 

For repairs and improvements, fuel and apparatus, for- 
age for public horses and oxen, stationery, printing, and 
other incidental and contingent expenses, twenty thousand i 
dollars; 

For completing the barracks for cadets, fifteen thousand 
dollars. 

The bill having been read through, 

, Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out the enact- 
ing clause. 

Mr. HOPKINS raised the question of order, 


that such a motion was not in order. 


A brief conversation followed on the question of 
order, when 


Mr. SAWYER said it was a matter of indiffer- 
ence-to him how he accomplished his object; but 


| necessary to complete the buildings already com- 


| ly assign his reasons. 


| strong in this House ‘and strong in the country. 
i 


| that the cadets now in the academy should gradu- 


{| graduated, the said institution should be abolished. 


|| the Government; but when he saw such abuses as | 


he intended to give his vote In-accordance with the 
He would, however, so 
e first section 


i motion he had made. 
| modify it as to move to strike out th 
H of the bill. : : 
Mr. S. said, that after. the experience we had 
| had within the last few days, he could have very 
|| liste confidence in expending. money for any such 


i 
| 
i 


purpose as ihe keeping up of. this institution. 
That was all he had to say. ` 

Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL desired to in-- 
quire of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means [Mr. MeKar] whether the appropria- 
tions contemplated by this bill were prospective, 
or to pay amounts already due? ` 

Mr. McKAY. The bill explains itself on its 
face. It makes appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
on the 30th June, 1847. 

Mr. SAWYER now indicated a further motion 
to amend, which, however, was not formally re- 
ceived, “that hereafter the institution at West 
i Potut shall be abolished.” Ben ee, 

The CHAIRMAN said the question would be 
on the motion to strike out the first section, 

Mr. RATHBUN indicated an amendment, in 
| the form of an additional section, which was not 
now in order, but is arain hereinafter referred to. 

The question was then taken by tellers on the 
motion of Mr. Sawyer, and the vote stood, ayes 
55, noes 101. i 

A So the committee refused to strike out the sec- 
ton. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved to strike out the fol- 
lowing item: 

“ Tor clothing for their servants, four hundred 
and twenty dollars.” 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. J. ti. CAMPBELL moved an amendment, 
appropriating two thousand dollars {the reporter 
thinks] to defray the expenses of a board of visit- 
ers. 

Which motion was rejected. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to strike out the fol- | 
| lowing item: : 

“ For completing the barracks for cadets, fifteen 
thousand dollars.” ° ; 

Mr. McK AY. was: understood. to say, (though | 
quite. imperfectly heard,). that. Congress hadal- 
ready, within the last: two or three years, spent | 
large sums of money in erecting harracks for the 
accommodation of the cadets. One of the old 
barracks was defective; and it wag necessary that 
anew one should be erected; and this sum was 


F 


menced. 


= 


| ceiving-a.message from the 


Mr. RATHBUN said he was perfectly in car- 
nest in submitting this motion, and he would brief- 
He was in favor of abol- 
ishing this institution. The action of this House 
for somé time-—its action in raising a regiment of 
mounted riflemen, and in directing that the officers 
should be taken from the citizens of the country, 
| showed that the feeling against this institution was 


His intention was to offer an amendment providing 


ate according to law; but that on their graduation, 
the institution should be abolished. | If that amend- 
rnent should be agreed to, no more expenditures | 
would be required for anything connected with the 
continuance of the institution.. The ordinary ap- 
propriations must, of course, be made; but beyond 
j that he was not in favor of going. He was in 
favor of allowing the young men now there to 
graduate; and when that is done, he was for wind- 
ing up the institution. 7 

The question was then taken by telle 
vote stood, ayes 52, noes 90. 

So the committee refused to strike out the item. 

Mr. RATHBUN now moved, as an additional 
section, an amendment that no cadet should here- 
after be appointed to the said Military Academy; 
j and that, as soon as the present cadets should have 


rs, and the 


Mr, SAWYER said he had a few words to say. 
on this motion. The time was now come when 
every republican, every honest man, should strike 
for his country. He did not wish to baffie the 
action of the committee, nor of the House, nor of 


he believed existed in this institution, he would no 
longer be a faithful representative of a free people 
| if he did not raise his voice, weak though it might 


Í be, in behalf of the rights. of the people. 


“We are on the eve, (continued Mri S: as: iibe- 
lieve,.of an important war—a very important: War. 
We have.been waiting here, in.expectation of re- 
Bresident of the United 
States, informing us whatis oing onon-our south- 
western -frontier..- There have been. two ov-thiree 
ropositions in relation.to:the subject. introduced 
into this House within the last.few.days—one this 
morning. They have all been voted down, under 
the expectation that a message would -be received 
from the President; communicating, without the in- 
tervention of a resolution of the House, whateyer 
information was in his possession: 1: appears to me 
that, under the present circumstances.of the case, 
the House ought to be acting: upon ‘subjects far - 
more important to us.as 4 nation and a people than 
anything we are now engaged in. Weare work- 
ing in the dark; we are plodding away at- things | 
not interesting to us. eee 
But to the facts.. Look to the character of the 
news. received on Saturday evening. If my will 
could have prevailed, Congress should-have been 
in session yesterday, notwithstanding it was the 
Sabbath; and. before the sun had set.a law should 
have been passed ordering amillion of freemen, if 
need-be, to be raised.and sent on their way to that 
frontier.. But instead of that; we are lying-on our 
oars;:no message from the President, no action on 
the part of Congress; and’ here we: are: proposing 
appropriations—proposing to tax the people to. the 
amount of thousands of dollars ‘to support an insti- 
tution which is a blight, a mildew,. and & curse 
upon the nation >>, Ph Sie 
What have we heard from the army of occupa- 
tion? The President, as. 1 understand the. matter, 
gave the officer at the head‘of that: army power to 
call forth the whole force of the nation ta’ his aids 
That officer, either because he deemed, it inexpe- 
dient to avail himself of that. power, or for the 
want of the requisite information, has. suffered 
himself: to be cut off, as. it were; -to'be gurrounded 
by the enemy. ‘Thus stands the case now. And 
here we are, the Representatives of the people, in 


‘the halls of Congress, delaying our action, and the 


President refusing, L am sorry: to: say, to send. us 
the information necessary to:thataction. š 
Mr. HARALSON here rose, and. (turning to 
Mr. Sayergr, and-therefore very-doubtfally heard) 
was understood to say; that the gentleman was la- 
boring under’a very grêat mistake. There had 
been no delay or negligence on the part of the Pres- 
ident. A message was to be. transmitted to both 
Houses of Congress at twelve o'clock; it could not 
have been transmitted earlier, because the Houses 
were not in session yesterday. ' The ‘despatches 
had been received only on Saturday, late at night. 
Nor had there been any negligence or delay om the 
part of the commander of the southwestern army. 
Mr. SAWYER. I am aware of that fact. Lam 
aware that we have been waiting on the action of 
the Senate, and that if that body had not hap- 
pened to be in session to-day, we must have 
waited until to-morrow. You see the organ, as it 
is called. I am bound to say, thatI do not see 
why it is denouncing this House in connexion. with 
the Senate for its want of- action upon these great 
and important subjects. Let it turn its batteries 
and its denunciations in the proper direction~that 
is, against the Senate—and I shall have no objec- 
tion. - What have we been doing? . Have we nege 
lected our duty? No. -We have passed all the 
bills which the President, so far, has asked us to 
pass. And where are these bills now? . In the 
Senate. Yet the gentleman desires that we should 
delay still longer. There is a point beyond which 
| no republicah can be expected to. remain sileritl 
.Mr. HARALSON here rose. . His remark was 
not heard by the reporter, but it was understood 
| to be a denial of the statement that he,-or the con~ 
mittee of which he was'a member, desired any de- 
lay. On the contrary, he referred: tothe constant 
efforts that he had made during the. session, ‘to 
take up and act on the bills reported, by that-com- 
mittee. v t 
Mr. SAWYER. I wish thé gentleman to keep 
perfectly cool. I have the floor, and] intend-to.say 
fearlessly what I believe is right... I-do.not charge 
the gentleman, nor do I wish’ to be.understood as 
charging the committee of. which he is a member, 
with not having done their duty. ‘They have’ re- 
ported bill upon bill; and we havepassed‘every bill 
| which the Executive has asked,“ I cast: no. ten- 
| sure upon this House; but Ido cast-censure oh the 
j other end of the Capitol. How stands. the case 
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now? We have passed the notice. “We have 
_the Oregon jurisdiction’ bill, We hae Sent ths 
bill which came from the. Senate to’ provide for the 
raising of a regiment of mounted -viflemen, and sent 
it back’ to. that body with -a small: amendment. 
These-—all these bills—have been lying at the other 
end. of the Capitol for amonth, and no action has 
been ta, en upon them. Tsay there is not a prom- 

_ inentmeasure recommended by the President-which 
‘ tis Haine has not pasea : 

-Bevera voices. - What do you say:of the tariff? 
Mr. SAWYER. Weare Save | with neglect- 
ite the tariff. If cénsure, is to rest anywhere in 
relation to ‘that matter, which I-do-not meen to 
charge, it is with the chairnian of the Committee 

_ of Ways and Means; for everybody knows that 
the bill has been reported only a shorttime. J am 
prepared, and I believe this House is:prepared, to 


take up that bill at the earliest practicable period, | 


and to pass it. Why, then, are we censured ? 
Because, I suppose, it will not do to cast the whole 
of the censure on that highly honorable and digni- 


fied ‘body. that can sit only three or four days in a | 


week. "They have time enough to attend to the 
business of their committees. Yet we are to come 
in for a portion of the censure. I hurl it back. 

A message from the President being now ob- 
served at the centre door— ` 

Mr. BRINKERHOFE suggested that his col- 

Teague, [Mr. Sawxer,] should yield the floor fora 
motion that the conimittee rise. f 

Mr. SAWYER. I will do so. I rejoice that 
my voice has been heard, and that it has brought 
a message from the President of the United States. 

The committee then, on motion of Mr. BRINK- 
ERHOFT, rose and reported progress. 


RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


. A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of J. 
K. Walker, Esq., his Private Secretary. 

The message, by unanimous consent, was read. 
[See Senate proceedings.) 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked for the reading of the 
documents. 

Mr. HARALSON said the correspondence was 
very voluminous; a large portion of it was from 
our Minister, recently at Mexico, and to read it 
would, perhaps, be delaying the action of the 
Elouse longer than gentlemen desired. The gen- 
eral facts of the correspondence had been detailed 
in the Presidént’s message. He had referred not 
only to the correspondence with the Minister at 
Mexico, but. also: to the correspondence between 
General Taylor and the department. And as the 
reading would take a considerable time, he (Mr. 


H.) moved that the message and documents be 


laid .on-the,table.. 

Mr. G J. INGERSOLL was understood to say, 
he was:not sure but that we knew a good deal of 
the. correspondence between Mr. Slidell and the 
Mexican Government, inasmuch as it had been 
published by that Government. He did not know 
whether this was that correspondence or not. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the message and 
documents be laid on the table and printed, and he 
demanded the previous question. 

Mr. G. DAVIS suggested, that at least the cor- 
yespondence between General Taylor and the De- 
partment should be read. f ` 

Mr. HARALSON. I have made my motion. 
_ A conversation followed on a point of order be- 
tween Mr. SCHENCK, Mr. G. DAVIS, and the 
. SPEAKER. , 

Mr. SCHENCK called for the reading of the 
documents, which led to a point of order, and an 
appeal by Mr. Scnenck from the decision made 
by the Chair, which decision the House sustained. 
"My. DELANO asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion to lay on the table and print. | 
_ Mr. ASHMUN called for the reading of the pa- 

ers. . $ 
P The SPEAKER dëcided that, until the motion 
to lay on the table (which.was a privileged mo- 
tion) was withdrawn, ihe gentleman could not 
make a motion for the reading of the papers. , 
Mr. RATHBUN submitted that the previous 
uestion -had been demanded. os 
* The SPEAKER said yes; but.in addition to that, 
the motion to lay on the table was not debatable. 

A conversation followed on a point of order be- 
iween the SPEAKER and Mr. WINTHROP. 

Mr. WINTHROP asked a division of the ques- 
tion; which was ordered. 


The question recurring on the printing, 

Mr. WINTHROP called for the reading. 

Objected to. 

The SPEAKER 
the decision of the 
should not be read. 


pus ihe question, and declared 
ouse to be, that the papers 


Some conversation followed on a point of order | 


between Mr. SCHENCK. and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the reading had been refused, and 
asked the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. L. H. SIMS moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and being taken, were yeas 116, nays 

So the motion to reconsider was 

The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, (an the motion to print,) 

After some conversation between Messrs. PRES- 
TON KING, HARALSON, and the SPEAKER— 

Mr. HARALSON (explaining that his object 
was, that such portions of the correspondence as 
might be deemed necessary should be read in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union) 
moved that the papers be taken from the table, and 
referred to that committee. 

Ordered accordingly. 

And, after some further conversation, the pre- 
vious question was seconded. ‘The main question 
was ordered, and the papers were ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BRODELEAD indicated, but did not press, 
a motion to print an additional number of copies. 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House re- 


solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the |! 
| state of the Union, and proceeded to the considers 


tion of the following bill: 


A MUL to 
under certain contingencies therein named, to acee 
services of volunteers, aad for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senite and House of Representatives of {i 


the United States of Ameria in Oongress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and be is hereby, au- 


Taid on the table. : 
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have the appointment of their ewn aids-de-camp; and the 
President shall, if necessary, apportion the staff, field, and 
eneral officers among the Tespective States and Territories 
from which the volunteers sball tender their services, as-he 
may deem proper. g 
Sec. 7. Andbeit further enacted, That the volunteers who 
imay be received into the service of the United States by virtue 
of the provisions of this’ act shall he entitled to all the ben- 
"| efit which may be conferred on persons wounded in the 
service.of the United States... . 
Sec. & And be it further enacted, That, in the event of 
cither of the contingencies mentioned in the first and third 


i| sections of this act, the ` President of the United States be, 


| authorized’ forthwith to. coinplete all the 
| public armed vessels now authorized. by law, and to pur- 
| chase or charter, arm, equip, and man such merchant ves- 
sels and steamboats as, upon examination, may he found fit, 
i or easily converted into armed vessels fit for the public ser- 


and he is hereby, 


i 
| 
{ 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


authorize the President of the United States, | 
pt the | 


thorized to resist any attempt which may be made on the | 


part of any foreign nation, to 
part of tbe territory of the E 
dixpute between the United 3 
ment; as well as also to 
Statos to, and to repel invasion upon, the said territory; ¢ 
for this purpose, to employ the naval and military forces 
the United States, and such portions of the militia as he may 
deom advisable to call into seryice. 

Bo. 2 And be it farther enacted; That the militia, when 
called into service of the United States hy virtue of this 
act, or any other act, may, iť in the opinion: of the Presi- 
dont of the United States the publie intereat requires it, be 
compelled to serve for aterm notexceeding six months alter 
their arrival. at the place of rendezvous, in any one year, 
nnless sooner discharged. 

Sec. 3, And be dt further enucted, That in the event of 
netual invasion of the territory 
foreign Power, or if, in the opinion of the President of the 
United States, there be imminent danger of such invasion, 
or of hostilities with any foreign Power, he be, and is here- 
by, authorized, if he deems the same expediont, to call for 
and acrept the services: of any number of volunteers, not 
exceeding thousand, who may offer their services, 
either as cavalry, artillery, infantry, or riflemen, to serve 
gix or twelve months after they shall have arrived at the 
place of rendezvous, unless sooner discharged; and the said 
volunteers shall furnish their own clothes, and, if cav- 
alry, their own horses 5 and, when mustered into servier, 
shall be armed 
Bates. 

See. 4. And be it farther enacted, That said volunteers 
shall be habta to he called upon to do military duty only in 
cases such as nro mentioned in the firstand third sections of 
this act; and when called into actual service, aud while re- 
maining therein, shall be subject to the rules and articles of 
war, and shafl be, in alt reapeets, except as to clothing and 
pay, placed on the same footing with. similar corps of the 
United States army; and in tieu of clothing, every non- 
commissioned officer and private in any company, who may 
thus offer himeett, shall be entitled, when éaled into actual 
service, 
clothing of a non-commissioned offeer or private (as the 
cage may be) in the regular troops of the United States. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That the said volunteers 


ied States, or any territory ia 
ates and any foreign Govern- 


| go offering their services shall be accepted by the President 


in companies, battalions, squadrons, and regiments, whose 
officers shall be appointed in the manner prescribed by Jaw 
in the several States and Territories, to which such com- 
panies, hattalions, squadrons, and regiments shali respect- 
ively belong. 

Sec. 6. Jind he it further enacted, That the President-of 
the United States be, and heis hereby, authorized to organ- 
ize companies-so tendering their services into battalions or 
squadrons, battalions and squadrons into regiments, regi- 
ments iuto brigades, and brigades into divisions, as soon as 
the number of volunteers shall render such organization, in 
his judgment, expedient; and shall, hy and with the advice 
of the Senate, appoint the generals of brigade. and division, 
and the general stalf, as now authorized by law i Provided, 
however, That major. generals and: brigadier generals shalt 


un fie rights of the United ` 


of the United States by any į 


nad equipped at the expense of the United | 


to receive in money a sum equal to the cost of | 


exclusive juisdiction over any |) 


i HOFF, then rose 
i 


vice, and in such aumher as he may deem necessary for the 
protection of the seaboard, Jake coast, and the general 
defence of the country. 

Sic. 9. dnd be it further enacted, That the sum of: 
millions of dollars, out of any moneys in the treasury, or to 
come into the treasury, not otherwise appropriated, be, and 
| the same is hereby ppropriated, for the purpose of carrying 
| the provisions of this act into effect ; and that the President 
the same as soon 


iS 
i 
i 
i 


| of the United States be authorized to use 
| as, in his opinion, the same may become necessary. 
ee. 10, And be it further enacted, ‘That, whenever the 
| militia or volunteers are called and received into the service 
| of the United States, under the provisions of this act, they 
i 


shall have the organization of the army of the United States, 
and shall have the same pay and allowances, except as fol- 
lows, to wit: Privates of infantry, artillery, and riflemen 
palt receive eight dollars per month, and privates of vol- 
| unteer mounted corps twenty dollars per nionth, for their 
| services and the use and risk of thejr horses. 

i c J1. And be it further enacted, That the several pro- 
visions of this act shall be in force for the term of two years 
from the date of the pagsage thereof, and no longer. 


The bill was read, and considerable conversation 

: followed on a call for the reading of the documents. 

! ‘The committee, on motion of Mr. BRINKER- 

and reported progress. 

i Mr. BRINKERFIOFF offered a resolution to 
close the debate in committee in two hours. 


Mr. DARRAGEL moved that the resolution be 
‘aid on the table, and asked the yeas and nays; 
| which were refused. 

And the question being taken, 


i 

| the resolution 
| was not laid on the table. 

! ious question was then 
{ 


The demand for the prev 
seconded, and the main question (on the adoption 
of the resolution) was ordered, 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeasand nays; which 
were refused; and then the resolution was adopted. 

Whereupon, the House again resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Horains, of Virginia, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the said bill. 

The reading of certain portions of the documents 
was ordered, and about an. hour and a half was 
occupied in the process. 

The reading having been concluded— 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF (a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs) said he had a substi- 
tute for the first section of this bill, which he de- 
sired to be read, and to say a very few words in 
explanation of the object for which he offered it. 

Mr. ELARALSON. . Will the gentleman allow 
me to state to the committee the amendments 
which I intend to offer from the Committee on. 
Military Affairs? 

Mr. GIDDINGS rose to a question of order. 
In the first communication from General Taylor, 
he spoke of the epee the civil authorities of 
Tamaulipas whic accompanied that paper. Mr. 
G. wished to know if that protest had been read. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that all the papers 
had been read, except. those the reading of which 
had been dispensed with by vote of the House. 

Mr. HARALSON (Mr. Bringernorr yielded 
the floor) moved to amend the fourth line y stri; 
king out after the word “ attempt,” the words 
“ which may be made,” and inserting in leu 
thereof the words ‘¢ which has been made or shall 
hereafter be made,” 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF resumed, and at his re- 
quest the substitute proposed by him for the first 
section was read, as follows: 

« Whereas, hy the act of the Republic of Mexico, a state of 
| war exists between the United States and that Republic: 

“R t therefore enacted by the Senate ond House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, authorized, in order to prosecute the same to a 
successful termination, and to resist any attempt which may 
be made on the partof any foreign nation to exclusive juris- 
diction over aty part of the territory of the United States, or 
any territory in dispute between the United States and any 
foreign Government, and to sustain the rights of the United 
States to, andto repel invasion upon, said territory, and for 
these purposes to employ the naval and military forces of the 
United States and such portions of the militia as he may 
! deem advisable to call into service.” 
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M ee 


Mr, ROBERTS wished 
time. 


the committee that the bill, as it now stood, provi- ` 
ded generally. for nothing more than operations 
strictly defensive. It does not (said he) io any 
part of it recognise the existence of war with a 
foreign Government, nor provide for the prosecu- 


tion of a war further than on the occurrence of cer- |! 


tain contingencies alluded to in the first and third 
sections, and that on the principle of operations 
strictly defensive. 

Now, the committee will remember, in the mes- | 
sage of the’ President of the United States, read in i 
the hearing of the Efouse this morning, there is 
contained a distinct recommendation that the 
House, on its part, not only furnish him with the | 
means of prosecuting a war against Mexico, but 
also make a distinct recognition of the existence of 
a state of war. My amendment, sir, is proposed | 
to supply that deficiency in this bill, inasmuch as | 
it recognises the existence of a state of war, and | 
authorizes its prosecution, : 

Now, I can hardly conceive that any one should | 
be so short-sighted as to wish to confine the opera- 
tions of this Government to defensive operations 


alone. It will be expensive; it will be vexatious; !! 
ii had no objection to the amendment of Mr, Tuome- 
He had |} 


it will be disastrous; it will be long continued; it 


will have no end; it will enable the enemy to choose |: 


his point of attack; it will oblige us to cover our 
whole frontier, There will be no o 
forded the Executive, by all the means we furnish | 
him, to conquer the enemy and conquer peace. It 
will be a second edition of the Florida war, but far 
worse in its results, because prosecuted against a 
more powerful enemy. 

Now, a state of war exists; hostilities have been 
commenced by the Mexican forces; the blood of 
American soldiers has been shed; guns have been 
fired; warlike operations are progressing, F 
self I hold it to be no part of my duty to inquire 
how this war originated, nor wherefore; whether it 
was the fault of any one here, or of any one con- 
nected with this Government. 
me, asa man professing an ordinary share of patri- 
otism and representing a patriotic constituency, to 
know that it exists; and from this state of things, 
to arrive at the conclusion (necessarily, it seems to 
me) that ‘our only course is to conquer peace by a 
vigorous prosecution of the war just commenced. 
If the war of 1812 taught any lesson to this or any 
other nation, it is the folly, the insanity of prose- | 
cuting a tiwopenny war. “1am in favor of no suc? 
war., lam in favor of prosecuting this war in such | 
a manner that our enemy shall be at once erush- | 
ed—such a war as should fully, instantly, at once į 


bring them to our fect, and compe! the conclusion |: 


of an honorable penea permanent peace. With i; 
this view, sir, I have offered this amendinent, re 
coguising, in accordance with the express recom- 


miendation of the Executive in this mornine’s mos- || 


sage, the existence of a war, and authorizing him 
to prosecute it by other measures, if hecessary, | 
than those of stricly defensive character. 

1 will say, further, that this amendment has been ! 
offered substantially as it was drawn np by the 
honorable chairman of the committee, [the Com- i 
mittee on Military Affairs,] to which I have the- 
honor to belong.” It is true that it has not been 
reported by the committee. At the time the com- 
mittee was m session we were to a great extent in 
ignorance of what would be the purport of the Ex- ; 
ecutive message, and this amendment has been i 
made to conform to the recommendations contain- 
ed in that message. 

Mr. B. remarking that he did not wish improper- 
ly to occupy the time of the House when other 
were wishing to speak, and when so little time re : 
mained for debate; and having thus briefly, but, he | 
trusted, plainly, explained the object of the amend- : 
ment he had offered, resumed his seat. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH obtained the floor, | 
and gave notice of an amendment which he intend- ; 
ed to offer as a substitute for the first four sections 

; 


of the bill; as follows: 


ce Whereas war has been declared and made upon the Uni- i 
ted States by the Republic of Mexico— 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and Hous 
uf the United States 
all the respective e 
ple of the United 
and their. respecti 
other, and ali neu 
ingly. 


t e of Representatives | 
of America in Congress assembled, That | 
ountries, governments tizeus, and peo 
States and Mexico are in a state of war 
ve rights and duties with regard to eacl 
tral nations, are to be regulated accord- | 


il of the Mexican 


` Mr. BRINKERHOFF said it would be seen by || 


‘| should offer. 


pportunity af- i} 


or my- jj 


It is enough for |} 


il the Government of Mexico, fro: 


Be it further enacted, That tie President of the 
ed States is authorized aud requested to retaliate the 
can invasion, and to take possession and hold as much 
territory as may be in his power, antil peace 
be concinded; and that he bave anthority to accept-the ser- 
vices of any number of volunteers not excceding fifty thou- 
and, to serve as cavalry, artillery, or riflemen, until the end 
of the war, unless sooner discharged ; and the said volun- 
teers shall furnish their own clothes, and if cavalry, their 
own horses; and when mustered into service, shall be arm- 
ed and equipped at the expense of the United States f and 
said volunteers shall, when in actual service, be subject to 
the rules and articles of war, and in all respects, except 
clothing and pay, be placed on the same footing with similar 
corps of the United States army ; aud in lieu of clothing, 
non-commissioned officers and privates shall receive in mo- 
ney a sum of money equal to the cost of such clothing ofthe 
regular troops of the United States.” abe 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON appealed to Mr, B 
| to allow him to give notice ofan amendment, which, 
should the gentleman’s amendment be rejected, he 


7 
i 
i 
i 
| 
! 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


Mr. B. yielding, the amendment was read, as 
follows: 

€ Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representa- 
tines of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
‘That war be, and the same is hereby, declared to exist be- | 
tween the Republic of Mexico and the United States of 
America and their Territories; and that the President of the 
United States is hereby authorized to use the whole land i 
and naval foree of the United States to carry the same into į 
effect. ; 


Mr. BROCKENRROUGH (resuming) said he 


son as a substitute for the first section. 
tawn the first section with a view to make ita | 
positive declaration and acknowledgment. of the 
existence of war on the part of this Government. 
He deemed it absolutely necessary to come from 
the Congress of the United States.” This bill from 
the Committee on Military Affairs was reported 
long since, and is deficient now, because the war 
has been made. He agreed entirely with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. Brivrernorr,] that war 
should be declared and recognised by this Govern- 
ment, and in most explicit and positive terms, And 
not only that it should be declared, butif it was 
intended to be carried on, that ample means should 
| be immediately provided, if we mean to-avoid what 
the Duke of Wellington had called the greatest of 
évils—a small war by a great country. We must 
declare war, and compel our enemy to renderus 
that justice. which she has long refused. ' He said, 
open wide the gates of war; let the Mexican nation 
know, that not only is the Congress‘of the United 
States ready to sanction an invasion, but let Con- 
gress authorize and require an invasion on the part 
of the United States, in retaliation of the blood shed | 
on the banks of the Rio Grande. 

Tt was not bis desire to occupy the time of the 
House upon a subject on which other gentlemen 


fi 
| 
i 
i 


known and carrying out his views—that war should 
be actually declared, and an invasion required of 
the Mexican territory by fifty thousand men. 
There was another amendment which he deemed 
essential; he wished: provision to be made for ac- 
cepting the services of volunteers to the end of the 
war. He had seen too much of the evils ofa lim-. 
ited and short term for receiving reeruits in the 
Florida war and elsewhere; of having men muster- 
ed into the service and mustered out at the end of 
three, six, or twelve months, when they had just 
become qualified for service. Let them enter the 
ervice to remain until the end of the war, and then 
we should show not only the people of this coun- | 
try, but the people of Mexico, and the world, that 
we are in earnest. Let us do something, and not 
be perpemally backing, watching, and hoping for | 
some good result without putting our shoulders to | 
_ the wheel. i i 
Mr. I. E. HOLMES said he agreed with the gen- | 
tleman from Georgia, and he supposed with every 
gentleman on this floor, that we should act vigor- 
ously. But, sir, (said he,) Jet this country beware 
that she puts hersclf in no false position before the i 
nations of the globe. Sir, the whole point at issue | 
now is this: While we are required to raise regi- | 
ments, and do what is recommended by the Exec- | 
utive, and while we should do it with vigor, shall 
we recognise the absolute existence of war, as pro- 
posed on the one part, or make a declaration of 
war, as proposed on the other? We have not the 
information. I deny, as far as information has | 


oO 


been a declaration of war on the part of Mexico. 
| Have the powers of Mexico de 


m their capital, an- 


were better prepared than himself. He had intro- i 
duced this amendment for the purpose of making || 


been communicated to this House, that there has j 


clared war? Has i 


! more than that:the two armies 


; beg, assume that which is no 


i table, where it was 


nounced. hostilities? If they have, there is war, 

and y u need, not respond but at: the cannon’s 

mouth. -But the point is this: W é- know nothing” 
have come into-col- 
lision. within the disputed territory, and Tdeny. that 
war is absolutely, necessarily, the result of it. Sup 
pose the Mexican Congress should. not recognise 
the conduct of their general, and condemn it, and 
send here a remonstrance, or rather an apology- 
is it war? The invasion of any set of men in any 
capacity is not war. . I rémember—there-are men 
on this floor who remember—all know that ‘our 
ftigate, the Chesapeake, was captured. in 1807 by 
the frigate Leopard. Was that absolutely war? 
Will any man say that it created war? ; Does not 
every man know that a national. ship is regarded 
by the law of nations as national territory; and that 
actual. invasion upon a.ship has the same effect of 
the invasion of territory—that it creates, ipso facto, 
war? And is there any necessity for us, in this 
moment of exigency, when we are resolved to sup- 
port the Administration.in the vindication of the 
rights of our country and in ‘redress for the blood 
of its citizens—is it necessary for us to take another 


į step which can result in.no.good, and ‘may result 


in much evil?—which, without producing one sin- 
gle benefit, without imparting” nerve or sinews to 
the war, involves an irremediable, injury to the 
commerce of the country? -df thére be no declara- 
tlon of war on our part-—-if there be none on. the 
part of the authorities.of Mexico, let us not pre- 
cipitate thë privateers on the ocean, who will be 
considered as pirates Without'a declaration on the 
one side or the other. : f 

But if the declaration is to come from one side 


jor the other, let us, before it comes, for God's 


sake, for the sake of the merchants, of the trade 
and of the property of the country, give our mer- 
chants an opportunity to withdraw their commerce 
from this wide desert of waters, where ‘privateers 
are ready, like Arabs, to spring upon their prey. : 

Mr. GENTRY (Mr. Hormes yielding at “his 
request) said he agreed with the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Hormes,} that in all we do 
at present, we should look simply to the defence 
of opr country from the invasion which: ‘hes’ been. 
made, and that. war cannot. be leg: imately made 
by this country, unless it should be déclaved in the . 
way the ‘Constitution contem, lates; by the Con- 
gress of the United States. He was in favor of 
striking out the Ist and 2d sections of the bill. All 
that followed related simply to the furnishing the 
President with the means necessary to defend the 
country from invasion. They could consider the 
propriety of a declaration of war when they had 
more light on this question. If that: were neces- 
sary he presumed Congress would authorize it. 

Mr. BOYD (Mr. Hots further yielding) gave 
notice of an amendment, to strike out the Ist sec- 
tion, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

«< Whereas by the act of the Republic of Mexico a state of 
war exists between that Government and the United States: 

“ Be it enacted, &c., What for the purpose. uf enabling the 
Government of the United States to prosecute said war to 
a speedy and succésstul termination, the President be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to employ the militia, naval, and 
military. forees of the United States, and to call for and ac- 
cept the services of any number of volunteers not exceeding 
50,000, who may offer. their services, either as cavalry, ar- 
tillery, infantry, or riflemen, to serve twelve months after 
mey shall have arrived at the place of rendezvous, orto the 
end of the war, unless sooner discharged; and that the sum 
of ten millions of dollars out of any moneys in the Treasury 
or to come into the Treasury not otherwise appropriated be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for the purpose of ¢ar- 
rying the provisions of this act into effect.” 

Mr. HOLMES (resuming) said there had been - 
no motion, no amendment, that does not go to in- 
vest the Executive of the country with adequate 


i power to carry this contest between Mexico.and 


ourselves toa speedy termination; an 


dno gentle: 
man would object to that. 


But do not let us, I 
t to be assumed, and 
the assumption of which will redound to no benefit” 
one way or another. . n 
Mr. SCHENCK interposed, and, stating that ~ 
he had an amendment which he thought would ex- 
actly méet the gentlemen’s views, 
Mr. HOLMES yielded. f i 
Mr. SCHENCK then sent up to. the Clerk’s 
read in part, the following 
amendment, which he gave notice of his intention 
to -offer at the proper time: 
Strike out all after enacting clause, and” insert— 
“ Whereas it has been communiéhted to Congress ‘by the 
President of the United States, that this Goverment is now 
engaged in a war with Mexico, and a call has been madé on’ 
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Congress for means. to proseci itti IE a 
Ve United States? and p. cute hostilities on the part of 
«© Whereas Congtess-is informed that, in awar th 

menced, lo:ses have occurred: to Tie SHAS UL 
States, employed by. the. President on-the bank of the river 
Det Norte, and: that such army, if not already lost, is in an 
exposed and perilous’ situation, and requires immediate and 
: speedy relief and-feinforcement: Theréfore; 

Beit enacted, &e:; Thätwhile Corigress will not sanction 
or approve the forcible occupation, under the orders. of the 
President g United States, of territory between the riv- 
ets’ Nuece’ sand Del Norte, hy the-armed forces.of the United 
States,-nor' of. any. hostilities which have been carried on by 
order, of. the President against the .Government. or ‘people of 
Moxico,; yet to enable the President of the United States to 
relieve and extricate the army of the United States from the 
position in‘which it has become involved, and to prevent 
any Invasion or encroachments upon’ the territory of this 
Union, and to protect and defend, to the fullest éxtent, the 
citizens aid people of the United States, as far as the same 
may be in any way affected or endangered by hostilities 
with Mexico, the President is hereby authorized in addition 
to. all the present military and naval, forces of the United 
States, to call for and accept the services of any number of 
volunteers not exceeding fifty thousand, who may offer 
their services, either as cavalry, artillery, infantry, or rifle- 
men, to serve six months, or twelve months, or two years, 
as the President in his discretion may think best, who shall 
be mustered into service, and armed and equipped at the 
expense of the. United States; provided only, that said vol- 
unteers shall furnish their own clothes ; and, if cavalry, their 
own horses. oe ‘ 

“See, 2, And be it further enacted, That for the same pur- 
poses, the President is authorized to call into the service of 
the United States, and to employ such portions of the militia 
as he may think necessary. 

“ (Sections 2d, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 10th, and llth of 
the bill (one or two of thein slightly modified) follow. 


Mr. HOLMES (resuming and concluding) said 
he would state to the gentleman from Ohio, that s9 
far from wishing to delay action, he considered 
there were two things distinct from each other, to 
wit: the first, immediate action, and the other, re- 
flection. He was for acting where action was 
required, avid for reflection where reflection was 
required. Now action was required instantly. Ee 
was for putting: at the disposal of the Government 
the means it demands. It was his intention to 


separate the immediate furnishing supplies from | 


the consideration: of the declaration of war; and 
for that purpose, while the Committee on Military 
Affairs had very properly taken into their hands 
the necessity of immediate action, and immediate 
supply, he would move hereafter at the proper time 
to refer the subject of declaration of war to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, who could dis- 
cuss it themselves, and communicate to the House 
all the facts, when we could determine the question 
with the solemnity which the gravity óf. the occa- 
sion requires, and vindicate to all nations our 
promptitude of action, and our calmness of reflec- 
tion. i . 

Mr. RHETT. saitl his. purpose in rising was 
simply to, draw a distinction, which it appeared to 
him had not been drawn upon the question under 
consideration by any gentleman who had address- 
ed the committee. ‘The power to declare war was 


in Congress; the President. of the United. States, | 


technically ‘speaking, has no right to make war; 
and if he does, he is impeachable for it.. He has 
not made war; he does not recommend us to make 
war. Not a state of war-exists, but a state of hos- 
tilities exists. There is a state of hostility exist- 
ing. between us and the Mexican nation. The 
Mexican nation can. declare war, and the people 
of the United States in Congress assembled can 
declare war; but the Executive of neither nation 
has the power to declare war, or put their nation 
into a state of war. The President has the right 
to repel invasion; an 
the eneniy at any distance beyond our border, so 
as effectually to protect our border and our people. 
The President can do this, but he can never make 
war, nor could he issue letters of marque and re- 
prisal. These powers are expressly given to Con- 
gress.. He cannot jeopard our commerce on the 
ocean by rendering it amenable te seizure; he can- 
not conquer Mexico, unless he is authorized to do 
go by the Congress declaring war. This distinction, 
Mr, R. conceded, was exceedingly important. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL interposed, and said he 


should like to inquire of the gentleman from South | 


Carolina if the President would have power to 


blockade a port? 
Mr. RHETT i rite 
States, although he used the word “ war,” in 


; elations “with. Mexico, had not 
via Pind ee but-only to repel invasion, 
and togo as far as necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF 
President distinctl 


nise the existence of a state of war, 


din doing this, he may follow | 


gaid-the President of the United | 


(interposing) said the; 
y requested Congress to recog- 
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,Mr. RHETT (continuing) said the President 
did not ask them to declare war; and when he 
used the word.‘ war,” he used it synonymously 
with a state of hostilities. If he had wanted them 
to declare war, why did he not recomniend to them 
to declare it? i j 

-A state of war could only be created by the 
Congress of the United States, or by the Govern- 
mentof Mexico. A state of hostilities might exist 
by the action of the Executives of the two nations. 
The President of the United Slates might put the 
country ina state of hostility, but not in a state 
of war, without rendering himself liable to im- 
peachment;. in. other worda, he could not declare 
war. 

He was willing to vote all he understood the 
President to require—money to any amount, and 
men in any numbers. | 
onr commerce should be exposed ta the pirates of 
all nations, in a contest with anation which has no 
commerce at all. 

Mr. HARALSON said, amidst the excitement 
around him, he desired to be cool. The amend- 
ments which he was instructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to make, were few, as it was 
believed the original bill, with slight alterations, 
would amply provide for the exigency. "We want 
volunteers; so said the President, so said the com- 
mander of our forces on the Rio Grande. The bill 
was originally framed with an eye to the probable 
wants of the service in that quarter, as well as 
elsewhere. The committee had directed him. to 
move to fill one of the blanks with the number of 
fifty thousand men, or any less number which the 


President, in his discretion, might deem necessary ! 


to settle the affair with Mexico, To fill the other 
blank, he was instructed to move the sum of 
$10,000,000, which, it was believed, would be am- 
ple for all purposes, if the war should be prase- 
cuted by the Government with that energy which, 
we trust, will characterize its action. 


allude to our commerce, and ask us not to make a 
declaration of war, because, perchance, some of 
our merchants may be injured. 
men have us delay on that account? Which calls 
most loudly upon us, the dollars of our merchants 
or the blood of our people shed upon the Rio 
Grande? That blood cries aloud upon us for 
prompt, speedy, and definite action—action which 
shall show in a manner not to be misunderstood that 
we intend to maintain all our rights, and that we 
will take redress for the invasion of our territory 
and for the blood of American. citizens, shed on 
American soil. . It is immaterial whether yow for- 
mally declare war or not. If the war exists as we 
are formally told, not only by our own Govern- 
ment, but by the manifesto of the Mexican gen- 
eral, men and money are the articles needed. No 
langnage which you may use can change the facts 


| or make a war without men and money; nor will 


your withholding such a declaration prevent it. 
‘The power to defend is given in the bill, and the 
known rules of warfare would authorize the Exec- 
utive to weaken the enemy by cutting off his sup- 
plios. For these purposes yow may go into the 
enemy’s country. And who is there who would 
not give the Executive that power when the Mex- 
ican army is coming into our territory, killing our 
people, and cutting off our supplies? After the 
Mexican army have become the aggressors, who 
would prevent our army from going down upon 
the coast and intercepting their supplies and their 
army? Sir, if energetic measures be not pursued, 
even to the penetrating into the Mexican territory, 
if necessary, the Executive would justly subject 
himself to censure. The facts have been submit- 
ted to us by the President in the communication just 
read. Shall we falter and delay, or act promptly, 
speak the truth, and do our duty to our country? 
There is but one course to pursue; that is to strike 
for our country—to send men without delay to 
the aid of those already there, ard sustain our 


| rights and our honor. Promptness of action is 


needed both here and there. 

The Chairman’s hammer here fell, and the com- 
mittee, in pursuance of the order of the House, 
proceeded to vote. | - : 

Some conversation followed on a question of 
order. g i 

The question was first on the amendment of Mr, 
Hlararson, to insertin the first section the words 
se which have been or which shall hereafter be.” 

Mr. BURT moved that the committee rise, (re- 


But he was not willing that | 


Would gentle- | 


marking, that if it webe not out of. order, he would 
be glad to assign his reasons for the motion.) 
he committee, by ayes 80, noes 96, refused to 
rise. 
And the amendment’ of Mr. Hararson was 
greed to. i 
Mr. BURT moved to amend the first section, 
by striking out the words.‘ on- the part of every 
foreign nation,” and inserting ‘by. the Govern- 
ment of Mexico.” ais 
Mr. HILLIARD suggested a modification, to 
strike out the words ‘exclusive jurisdiction over,”’ 
and insert ‘* invade.” 
Mr. BURT did not accept the suggestion. 
And the amendment, by ayes 49, noes not count- 
ed, was rejected. 


Mr. ROBERTS moved the following addition to 
the first section; which was rejected. 

« Whereas a state of war exists between the Republie of 
Mexico and the allies thereof, and the United States of 
America and their ‘Territorics— 

“ Be it enacted, That the President of the United States is 
hereby authorized to use the whole land and naval force of 
the United States to carry the same into effect; and to issue 
to private armed vessels of the United States commissions, 
or letters of marque and general reprisal, in such form as 
he shall think proper, and under the seal of the United 
States, against the vessels, goods, and effects-of the Govern- 
ment of said Republic of Mexico, aud the people and allies 
thereof.” 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend the section in 
the 9th line, after the word ** territory,” by insert- 
ing **and to cause the territory of such nation to 
be invaded.” Rejected. . 

Mr. DOUGLASS, (to test, he said, the sense 
of the committee,) moved to strike out certain 
portions of the first section, so as to make it read 
as follows: 

“That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to employ the naval 
and military forces of the United States, and such 
portions of the militia as he may deem advisable 


a | to call into service, for the vigorous prosecution of 
Gentlemen (said Mr. H.) have been pleased to |) 
p 


the war now existing between this country and 


| Mexico.” 


‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS moved to amend the 
section in the 4th line, by adding, ‘ for the vigor- 
ous prosecution of hostilities now existing between 
this country and Mexico.” 

Mr. THURMAN moved to amend the amend~ 
ment by striking out the word “hostilities,” and 
inserting “ war.” . ; , 

The CHAIR said the motion was not in order, 
a proposition to that effect having just been re- 
jected. í 

And then the amendment of Mr. Davis was re- 
jected. : . , 

Mr. E. B. HOLMES offered the. following 
amendment; which, by yeas 8, noes 122, was re- 
jected. 

« Provided that the provisions of this (the first) section do 
not, nor shall they be deemed to, apply to that portion of 
the country west and south of the river Nueces, except so 
far as to withdraw, and, if need be, to rescue, our army 
from the region of the Rio Grande.” 

Mr. CHIPMAN offered the following substi- 
tute amendment, which was rejected: 

“Be it enacted, §e., That whereas the existing Govern- 
ment of Mexico bas, by an open and avowed act of hos~ 
lility violated American soil, and wantonly and unprovok- 
ediy shed the blood of American citizens: ‘Therefore war 
ia hereby expressly declared hy this Government against 
Mexico; and the President of the United States be, and 
hereby is, authorized to employ the naval and military forces 
of the United States, and such portions of the militia as he 
may deem advisable to call into service, for the efficient 
prosecution of such war? 

Mr. E.H. EWING offered the following amend- 
ment; which was rejected: 

Strike out all after the word “that,” in the second line of 
the first section, down to the word “to,” in the ninth line, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

«tn consideration of the relations existing between this 
Government and the Government of Mexico, and in con- 
sideration of the- recent collision that bas taken place be- 
tween the armies of Mexico and the United States on the 
Rio Bravo del Norte, the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered a preamble, (of 
which. the reporter has. not a copy,) that war be 
declared- to-exist: between the republic of Mexico 
and: the United States; which, by ayes 37, noes 
not counted, was rejected. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH now accepted as his 
own, and offered the substitute proposition of Mr. 
Jacos Tuompson (given above.) 

Not now in order. 


The question was then taken on the proposed 
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substitute (as above given) of Mr. BRINKERHOFF | 
for the first section. i 
And the vote stood, ayes 80, noes 82. i 
So the substitute was rejected. | 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON now proposed the 
substitute heretofore introduced by him, which, by i 
ayes 40, noes not counted, was rejected. 
Mr. BAKER offered a substitute for the first i 
section, (of which the reporter has not a copy.) ; 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL (with a view to ma- 
turer consideration) moved that the committee rise. 
Rejected. 
‘And the substitute of Mr. Baker was rejected. | 
‘The question was then taken on Mr. Boyp’s |} 
substitute for the first section, (it having been first | 
so modified, on the suggestion of Mr. GRAHAM, as || 
to provide that the term of service should be twelve | 
months, &c.) N j 
The vote stood, ayes 92, noes 76. 
So the substitute was adopted. | 
On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, the third | 
section was so amended as to make it conform to ;| 
the other part of the bill as it now stood. f 
On motion of Mr. B., the fourth section was so || 
{ 
| 
I 
| 
j 
{ 


amended as to strike out the words “ be liable to | 
be called upon to do military duty only in cases | 
such as are mentioned in the first and third sec- į 
tions of this act.” i 
Mr. McKAY moved to amend the sixth section | 
by striking out all after the word “ expedient,” | 
Rejected. À 
On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFP, the eighth 
section was so amended as to strike out the words 
‘Cin the event of either of the contingencies men- 
tioned in the first and third sections of this act.” 
On motion of Mr. B., the ninth section was | 
stricken out, having been first so amended, on | 
motion of Mr. HAMLIN, as to fill the blank with 
ten millions of dollars. 
[The object of the striking out the section was | 
to make it conform to the bill as it now stood.] 
Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN moved to amend 
the tenth section by increasing the pay of privates | 
of infantry, artillery, and riflemen, from $8 to $10 
per month. . 
” Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked for tellers; which 
were ordered. : . 
And the vote being taken, stood—ayes 88, noes 
30 i 


So the amendment was agreed to. ind 
Mr. DELANO offered the following addition to 
the eleventh section; which was rejected by ayes |; 
27, noes 97: i 
« Provided that nothing herein contained shall be consid- |; 
ered as approving the conduct of the President in taking | 
armed occupation of any territory lying between the river i 
Nueces and the Rio Del Norte, and claimed by Mexico as ; 
never having constituted part of the Province of Texas | 
during the time that Texas constitnied part of the Mexican ! 
Republie.” j 
On motion of Mr. GORDON, the eleventh sec- f 
tion was stricken out. f | 
On motion of Mr. HARALSON (on leave) the | 
seventh section was amended by the insertion of | 
the words “ who shall be wounded or otherwise | 
disabled.” $ | 

Mr. SCHENCK offered the substitute fer the | 
bill, (above given,) which was rejected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the 
committee rose and reported the bill and amend- | 
ments to the House. — . ; ! 

And the question being on concurring with the į 
committee in its amendments, and ordering the bill | 
toa third reading— i i 

Mr, BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded, and the main ques- | 
tion was ordered. i : 

The amendments of the committee not herein- 

“after more particularly mentioned, were concurred 
in without a division. . 

On concurring in the substitute amendment of jj 
Mr. Boyp, i 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL asked the yeas | 
and nays; which were ordered. X 

After some conversation on a point of order, | 
the question was taken, and resulted as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Arnold, At- ; 
kinson, Baker, Bell, Bcuton, James Black, James A. Biack, | 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerbotf,Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Mil- | 
ton Brown, Wiiliam G. Brown, John H. Campbell, Cath- | 
cart, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chip- i 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Colin, Cullom, Cummins, > 
Daniel, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De_ Mott, Dillingham, į 
Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, | 
Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Goodyear, Gordon, | 
Graham, Groyer, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, | 
Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Houston, Hungerford, James j 


! Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Blanchard, Buffington, ¥ 
ulver, | 


B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W., Joues, Kennedy, 
Preston King, Leib, La Sere, Levin, ‘Ligon, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, 


Joseph J. McDowell, James .MeDowell, McKay, John: P. 


Martin, Barkley’ Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, ettit, Phe} ps, Pol- 
lock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Suong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, Trumbo, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Wick, Yell, and Yoüng—123. ` 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John g 


uincy Adams; Ashmun, 
Burt, 
Wiliam W. Campbell, Carroll, Cranston, Crozier, 
Garrett Davis, Delano, Dockery, Dunlap, John H. Ewing, 
Edwin I. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Grinnell, Ham- 
lin, Hampton, Harper, Herriek, Hilliard, Ètias B. Halmes, 
keane E. Holmes, John WV. Houston, Edmund W, Hubard, 
Samuel Ð, Habbard, Hudson, Hunter, Daniel P. King, 


i Thomas B. King, Lewis, McGaughey, McHenry, Mell- 


vains, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Rhett, Jobn A. 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Alexander 
D. Sims, Simpson, ‘rumau Smith, Albert Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, 
‘Poombs, Vance, Vinton, Winthrop, Woodward; and Yan- 


| eey—67 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
On concurring in the amendment of Mr. Rev- 


‘nen Crapman, raising the pay of the infantry, 


&c., from eight dollars to ten dollars— 
Mr. RATHBUN asked the yeas and nays, 


| which were ordered; and, being taken, were as 


follows: è 

YEAS--Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Arnold, Baker, Bell, 
Benton, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, William G. Brown, 
Batlington, Burt, William W. Campbell, John. H. Camp- 
bell, Carroil, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Crozier, Cullam, Culver, Dar- 
gan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Doagiass, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Erdinan, Edwin H. Ewing, Ficktin, Garvin, Gentry, 
Gordon, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, Hoge, Bilias B, Holmes, George S. Houston, 
Chartes J. Ingersoll, Joseph R., Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClexn, McClernand, McConnell, 
Josepa J. McDowell, James McDowell, MeHenry, Mell- 
vaine, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Pettit, Pollock, Price, 
Ramsey, Relte, Ritter, John A. Rockwell, Sawyer, Schenck, 
Leonard H. Sims, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, 
Thibodeanx, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tibbatis, 


Tillen, Towns, Treadway, Trumbo, Wentworth, Wood- 
ruf, ooäward, Yell, and Young. AA 
NAYS—Mussrs. Joh 


n Quincy Adams, Stephon Adams,’ 
Ashinun, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedingor, Biggs, James 
A. Black, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrough,, Brodtiea y Milton’ 
Brown, Augustus A. @hapman, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, 
Cranston, Cuunmin, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Dil- 
fingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole, Elisworth, Jobn H. 
Ewing, Faran, Font, Fries, Giddings, Goodyear, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hamlin, Harmauson, Hilliard, Hopkins, Hough, 


i John W. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hub- 


bard, Hungertord, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, An- 
drew JSolnson, Kennedy, Danicl P. King, Preston King, 
Ligon, McClelland, McGaughey, MeKay, Marsh, Miller, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Pendleton, Phelps, Rath- 
bun, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Scammon, Seddon, Severance, 
Alexander Dy Sims, Truman Smith, St. John, Strong, Jacob 


| Thompsen, ‘Thurman, ‘Toombs, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 


Wick, Winthrop, and Yancey—83. f 

So the amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading 
now; and having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question. being “Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered. to be now 
taken. 

Mr. J. A. ROCK WELL asked the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS rose and said: Mr. 
Speaker, J ask the House to excuse me from voting 
on the passage of this bill, and I will assign very 
briefly my reasons. 

This is a measure, directly and indirectly, of very 
great importance, and yet no opportunity, not- a 
ingle moment, has been allowed any Whig of this 
House to say one word upon it. So far as it can 
operate upon the fate of the gallant General and 


his little army upon the Del Norte, there is no need’ 


for such unparaileled haste in urging a measure of 
its character through this body. He is on a fron- 
tier threé thousand miles distant. In the exercise 
of a discretionary power vested in him by the 
Executive, he has made a requisition on the Gov- 
ernors of the neighboring States for ten thousand 
troops. At this. moment, the destiny of General 
Taylor and his gallant band is sealed, and I doubt 
not that ere now the prompt succor which he has 
received from the States contiguous to the theatre 
of his operations has given him such force he has 
beaten back the enemy, and that his victorious 


| standard at this moment floats over Matamoras. 


Whatever it is, his fate isnow sealed, and anything 


we may now do will be- tos late to influen 
There. could, then, be no-valid objection. to give a 
day-to the consideration-of this tl ,and no-person 
would’ desire more. > But the haughty and domi- 
nating majority will not‘allow now this mach.. | 

But, Mr. Speaker, Ihave. an. objection, to. the 
preamble of the bill’ It recites that-war exists be- 


| tween:-the‘ United States and Mexico, and that this 
-war was begun by Mexico. °’That informal war 


exists between the two countries is undeniable; but 
that Mexico commenced. it.is utterly, untrue, and. I 
object to the preamble because it Sets forth so bold 
a falsehood.. I am decidedly, strongly, in favor of 
the appropriation of the.money, and of the raising 
of the forces for, which. the bill provides... For these 
purposes, it is sufficient for me that our country is 
at-war, be it formal or informal, whether begun by 
Mexico or onr own Government. Lrequire -only 
to know that dur army. is in danger, and whether 
it be in the territory of the United States or Mexico, 
I am ready to vote men and money even to the ut- 
most resources of the country for the rescue. If 
the war be wrongful, at a more convenient season 
I would hold them responsible who made it. But 
I protest solemnly against defiling this. measure 
with the unfounded statement that Mexico: began 
this war. `° That- position ‘is not necessary to-give 
this bill any possible effect. It could have been as 
well omitted, and, had. it been rejected, I doubt not 
the bill would. receive the unanimous vote of the 
House. But that was not the object'of its authors. 
Their purpose was to make the Whigs vote against, 
or force them to aid in,throwing a shelter over the 
Administration, by voting fora bill which: set forth 
that this needless and unexpected war was com- 
menced by Mexico, tee eS ie 

Sir, if the bill contained any recitation upon that 
point in truth and justice, itahould be that’this war 
was begun by the President. . The'river Nueces is 
the true western boundary of 'Texas., The coun- 
try between that stream and the Del Norte is:part’ 
of Mexico; and that Power had people and estab- 
lishments imit. Months ago the President, of his 
own will, orders General Taylor ‘and his army to 
take. post at:Corpus Christi, on. the west bank of 
the: Nueces; where.they remained until a-consider- 


Lable- time ' after the: beginning ‘of this’ session of 


Congress.::-In. March Jasty:under the positive or- 
ders: of: ‘the. President, he moves through the dis- 
puted country upon the-De] Norte. ‘The Mexican 
authorities meet him at several points with the 
declaration that he has invaded their country, and 
with. protests against the aggression, ‘They warn 
him that unless he retires east of the Nueces, he 
will be deemed to he making war upon, Mexico, 
and they will resort to force. He refers to the posi- 
tive orders of the Executive, and in the execution 
of them he presses on to Matamoras; strongly for- 
tifies a position overlooking the city, and mounts 
a battery of cannon within three hundred yards of 
it, bearing upon its public square, and from whence 
he could, in a few hours, batter itdown. He then 
blockades the port of Matamoras, orders off Eng- 
lish and American vessels, and directs the. cap- 
ture of a Spanish schooner. The Mexican com- 
mander treats all these as-acts of war; and, on the 
25th of April, General Taylor is informed, by a 
messenger from the Mexican camp, that hostili- 
ties exist, that the Mexicans will prosecute them 
according to the usages of civilized nations. . That 
night a detachment of the Mexican army crosses 
the Rio Grande, General Taylor. sends out'a scout- 
ing party to reconnoitre, which attacks: the Mexi- 
cans, and is defeated and captured by the Mexi- 
cans, and thus war is raging in bloody earnestness, 
It is our own President who began this-war.. He 
has been carrying it on for monthsJn’a series. of 
acts. Congress, which is: vested ‘exclusively by 
the Constitution with the war-making power, he 
has not deigned to consult, much less to‘ask-it for 
any authority. Now, forsooth, when it has un- 
expectedly broke forth in bloody- reverses, & posi- 
tion must be taken by the friends of the President 
in Congress to protect him by: charging’ Mexico 
with being the author of the war; andhe, in {cold 
blood, teaches others to sacrifice a brave and vet- 
eran officer, whenever it may become necessary ta 
cover his mistakes and incompetence: 

I have yet atiother objection“ to: this: billy AH 
that is-proposed to be voted ‘by- this ‘bill is tobe 
trusted to him. He is to -conduet: this war. He 
is our Commander-in-Chief; our. Generalissimo of 
army and navy. “He know: ought to/know, 
how much money. and howmaeny É 
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Ons, 


esident and. Commander-in-Chief in 


Mr. DOUGLASS, who said the reasons Mr. 


Davis was giving might be, in his own view, ver 
good reasons why he should vote against the bill, 
ut not why he should be excused from voting. 
The CHAIR ruled that, according to the usage 
of the House on similar cases, Mr. Davis must be 
suffered to give his own reasons ashe thought fit. 
From this decision Mr. BRINKERDOFE took 
anappeal. * 
` Mr. EWING, of Pennsylvania, demanded the 
yeas and nays; which, being ordered and taken, 
resulted in sustaining the decision of the Chair, by 
yeas 112, nays 72. 
Mr. DAVIS having proceeded— 
Mr. HENLEY called him to.order, and the Chair 
ruled him to'be out of order, 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF objected to his proceed- 
‘ing, and insigted.on the rule in the case. 

r. DAVIS thereupon withdrew his request for 
leave to be excused from voting, and said he should 
vote for the bill. f 
. Mr. BAYLY rose and said: , 
| Mr. Spraxer: I ask to be excused from voting. 
I cannot vote in silence, without placing myself in 
a false position. l 7 
declaration of war, made without Executive recom- 
mendation; for E do not understand the message, 


from hearing it read, as recommending a declara- | 


tion of war, and made, too, when we do not know 
that the invasion of our territory and the aggres- 
sive acts are sanctioned by the Mexican Govern- 
ment. They may yet be disavowed, and repara- 
tion madé. Iam unwilling, therefore, at this time, 
and, under the circumstances, to vote for a declara- 
tion of war. I do not think such a declaration ne- 
cessary to meet the emergency. On the other hand, 
I am anxious to vote such supplies of men and 
money as will afford succor to our army, and repel 
the invasion. Imust,as Lam now situated, decline 
to do this, or vote for the bill before the House. I 

if not excused, as 1 can 


shall vote for ‘the bi ot egouned, e 1 Ca 
e withhold supplies, under the circum S, 
a ereki PM B. then withdrew his 


as the eee ee aes 
quest to be. excused. ee . 
eha question, “ Shall this bill-pass?” was then 


taken, and decided as follows: 


3] Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams; Anderson, Ar- 
Weir atkins, Baker, Barringer, Bedinger, Bayly, Bell, 
Benton Biggs, James, Black, James A. Black, Blanchard, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, 
Milton rown, William G: Brown, Buffington, Burt, Wil- 
ia W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Caryoll, Cathcart, 
Hon G. Chapman, ‘Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
goha ‘Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Coħb, Cocke, Collin, Cro- 
ier? Cullom Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis; Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
Dockery, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Elisworth, 


I consider this bill virtually a | 


| 


| Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton Haralson; Harmanson, 


Jolin, Stroug, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, 


‘Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Winthrop, Woodruff, 


| place of rendezvous, or to the end of the war, tidess sooner 


| whall furnish their own clothes, and if cavalry, their own 


| officers shail i i 
i inthe several States and Territories to which such com- 


“men shall receive ten dollars per month, and privates of 


Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, 
Foot, Fries, Garvin, Geary, Goodyear, Gordon, Grahams 


Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, 
Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, Jolin W. Houston, G. S. 
Houston, E: W. Hubard, Hungerford; J. B. Hunt, Hunter, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, P. King, 
Thomas Butler King, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McCicau, McCletland, McCleruund, 
MeConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, Mc- 
Gaughey, Melienry, McKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Bark- 
ley Martin, Miller, Morris, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Owen,. Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Pettit, | 
Phelps, Pollock, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Jom ‘A. Rockwell, Sawtelle, Sew- 
yer, Seammon, Schenck, Seddon, Alex. B. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas | 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. 
Thurman, Tibbutts, Toombs, Towns, Tredway, Tr umbo, 
Woodward, Yancey, Yell, and Young~-174. 
NAYS—Mesers. Jolm Q. Adams, Ashmun, Cranston, | 
Culver, Delano, Giddings, Grinnell, Hudson, D. P. King, 
Root, Severance, Stroh, Tilden, and Vance—H. 
So the bill was passed in the following form, viz: 
Whereas, by the act of the Republic of Mexico, a state of 
war exists between that Government and the United States: 
Be it enneted by the Senate and House of Representutives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That, 
for the purpose of enabling the Goverument of tue United 
States to prosecute raid war to a speedy aud successful ter- 
mination, the President be, and he is herchy, authorized to 
employ the militia, naval, and military foress of the United 
States, and to call forand accept the services of any number 
of volunteers, not exceeding titty thousand, who may offer 
their services, either aa cavalry, artilery, or riflemen, to 
serve twelve months after they shail have arrived at the 


discharged; and thatthe sum of ten milhous of dollars out 
of ayy moneys in the ‘Treasury, or to come into the Treas- 
ury, not otherwise appropriated, be, aud tue same is hereby, 
appropriated, for the purpose of carrying the provisions of 
this act into effect. 

Seo. Q Aml be it further enceted, 'Tbat the militia, when 
ealted into the service of the United States by virtue of this 
act, or any other act, may, ifin the opinion of tae President 
of the United States the public interest requires it, be com- 
peled to serve for u term not exceeding six imgotis, after 
their arrival at the place of rendezvous, in nny one year, 
unless sooner discharged. 

She. 3, And be it further enacted, Thatthe suid volunteers 


horses; and when mustered into service shall be armed and 
equipped at the expense or the United States. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enceted, That said volunteers | 
shall, 


` 
hen called into actual service, and while remaining 
therein, be subject to the rules and artietes of war, and shall 
be in all respeets, exceptas to clothing and piy, phiced ou 
the suue fooling with similar corps of the United States 
Anny; andin licn ofclothing every non-commissioned ofticer 
aud private, ii any company, who may thus offer himself, 
shali be entitled, when called into actual service, to receive 
in money a sum equal to the cost of clothing of a non-com- 
missioned officer or private (as. the case may: be) in the reg- 

ular troops of the United States. , 
See. ó, vind be iè further enacted, That the said voluntecrs 
so offering their services shall be aceepted by the President 
in companiés, battalions, squadrons, aad regiments, whose 
be appointed in the maunrer prescribed by law 


puntes, battuions, squadrous, and regiments, shall respect- 
ively belong. 

Suc. G. dnl be tt further enacted, That the President of | 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to orga- 
nize compiies so tendering their services into battalions or 
sqtuudrona; battalions and aytuidrons into regiments; regi- 
ments into brigades; and brigades into divisions, as svon as 
the number of volunteers shail render such organization, in 
his judgment, expedient; aad shall, by and with the advice 
of the Senate, appoint the generals of brigade and division, 
andthe general staff, ax now authorized by Jaw: Provided, 
howeerr, ‘hat major generals and brigadier generals shall 
have the appointment of their own aids-de camp, and the 
President shall, if necessary, apportion the stafi, field, and 
general oiicers among the respective States and Territories 
from whieh the volunteers shall tender their services, as he 
may deem proper, 

See. T. And be it further enacted, Thatthe volunteers who 
may be received into the service of the United States by 
virtue of the provisions of this act, and who shali be wound- 
edt or otherwise disabled in the service, shall be entitled to 
all the benetit whieh inay be conferred on persons wounded 
in the service of the United States, 


Sec. 8 And be it further enacted, That the Presidentof the |! 
! United States be, aad he is hereby, authorized sordywith to 


complete ail the public armed vessels now authorized by 
law, and to purchase or charter, arn, equip, and man such 
merchant vessels and steamboats as, upon examination, 
may be found fit, or casily converted into armed vessels fit 
for the publie serviee, aud in such number as he may deem 
necessary for the protection of the seaboard, lake coast, and 
the general defence of the country. 

s 9, And be it further enacted, That, whenever the 
mil or volunteers are called and received into the ser- 
vice of the United States under the provisions of this act, 
they shall have the organization of the army of the Unite: 
States, and shall have the same pay aud allowances, except 
as follows, to wit: Privates of infantry, artillery, and rifle- 


volunteer mounted corps twenty dollars per month, for their 
services and the use and risk of their horses; 

And its title was so amended as to read ‘An 
act providing for the prosecution of the existing 
war between the United States and the Republic of | 


A motion was. made ta reconsider the vote by 
which the-bill had. been passed; and the question 
being taken under the. operation of the previous 
| question, the.vote was not reconsidered. 

The bill was then ordered to be sent to the 
Senate. $ 3 

RANK AND. FILE OF THE ARMY: 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House 
took up the bill to increase the rank and file of the 
army, and concurred in the amendments made 
thereto by the Senate. [See Senate proceedings.] 

And then, at a very late hour, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 12, 1846. 


i A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, informing the Senate that the House 
had concurred in the Senate’s amendment to the 
bill providing for the increase of the army of the 
United States. 

The following bill was received from the House 
of Representatives: “ An act providing for the 
prosecution of the existing war between the United 
| States and the Republic of Mexico.” 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the en- 
tire bill, and the bill was accordingly read. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to postpone the prior orders 
of the day, for the purpose of proceeding, at once, 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CALHOUN rose and said, he hoped, at 
least, one day would be allowed to those who were 
| to vote upon this bill, as an opportunity to consult 
the documents which had been submitted to the 
Senate by the Executive, as containing the ground 
| on which the bill was to pass. It wasa bill amount- 
| ing to a declaration of war. Mr. C. had no objec- 
: tion whatever to voting the amount of supplies con- 
tained in the bill, or even a greater amount; but he 
was at present unprepared to vote anything which 
amounted to a declaration of war. The question 
was one of great magnitude, and gentlemen who 
entertained doubts respecting the facts on which the 
bill was founded, or in regard to the necessity or 

ropriety of a declaration of war, should certainly 
have some short time allowed them for reflection. 
He was not opposed to the bill in many of its fea- 
tures; all he asked was that the gentlemen who had 
charge of it would afford him a little time to egam- 
ine the documents accompanying the President’s 
message; which had’ been ordered to be printed, 
but were not yet in possession of the Senate. 

He asked that the first section of the bill be 
again read, and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. BERRIEN asked if he rightly understood 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio to be, to post- 
pone the prior orders for the purpose of consider- 
ing the bill at this time? Did he rightly under- 
‘stand this to be the purport of the motion of the 
| Senator ? 

The CHAIR. - You are right. 

Mr. BERRIEN inquired if the bill had been 
read a second time. 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. He had 
| heard no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN, chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, stated that the intelligence in 
regard to the existing state of affairs on the banks 
of the Rio del Norte had not arrived in this city 
until Saturday evening at five o’clock. It was of 
such a nature that a Government of any other 
form than ours would have required a force to be 
despatched and means taken to rescue our army 
from its perilous condition within an‘ hour after 
the reception of the despatches; but ours was a 
constitutional Government, under which Congress 
| alone could declare war, and nothing decisive could 
be done in the case before Monday morning, when 
Congress should meet. The obstacle occasioned 
by this delay had now been removed. Congress 
had met, one branch had acted, and the bill which 
was the result of its-action was already before the 
Senate, and the urgency of the case required in- 
staritaction. The gentleman from South Carolina 
appealed for some short space for the examination 
“of documents; but such was the posture of affairs 
|-that.no time could be afforded for the least delay. 
A delay of forty-eight hours might produce events 

which would become the occasion of a lasting war. 


Mexico.” 


He must therefore demand the yeas and na 
í € ‘ i so 
"ordering the bill to its third reading. as 


second time. He believed this was a question 
which, in the long course of the Senate’s proceed- 
ings, had never before been propounded. | He was 
quite as anxious as the Senator from Ohio to pro- 
ceed expeditiously to action upon the bill. He was 
fully aware that there were many considerations 
urging the Senate to prompt action; yet he could 
not feel himself so pressed by the urgency of these 
considerations as to be compelled to act with inju- 
dicious haste, and to see the rules of the Senate 


violated; and he therefore asked of the presiding |} 


otficer that the question might be distinctly pro- 
posed whether this bitl should now be read a 
second time. 


The CHAIR replied that the presiding officer į 


of the Senate had already distinctly. put the ques- 
tion whether the bill should pass to its second read- 


ing by unanimous consent, and no objection had || 


been made. 

Mr. REVERDY JOHNSON inquired what 
Senator had moved that the bill be read a second 
time? 

The PRESIDENT replied that no gentleman 
had distinctly made the motion, but the Chair had 
put the question in this form: “ By unanimous 
consent of the Senate, the bill will now be read a 
second time;” and no objection had been made. 


Mr. JOHNSON said he did not profess to be | 


profoundly skilled in questions of order, but he 


ad been under the impression that the bill could | 


not regularly be ordered to a second reading ex- 
cept on the motion of some member of the Senate. 


Mr. ALLEN did not agree in this opinion, but į 


should not waste time or embarrass the Senate by 
a discussion of questions of order. 

Mr. MANGUM said he had no disposition to 
embarrass the passage of the bill. He should, 
however, greatly hesitate to vote for it in its pres- 
ent shape, inasmuch as it was equivalent to a 
declaration of war; but he was prepared at once 
to vote supplies to any amount, whether of men 
or money. Al he asked was, that the political 
question as to the actual existence of a war might 
be separated from the vote of supplies. If the 
friends of the Administration wanted their: fifty 
thousand meh and their ten millions of dollars, 
they could have both in half an hour, if the 
would not embarrass the bill by connecting it 
with the other question. Mr. M. had understood 
yesterday that it was expressly with a view to 
avoid this difficulty that a portion of the message 
had been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, while a different committee had been 
charged with what related to the raising of sup- 
plies. Fle had hoped that the Senator from Mis- 


souri [Mr, Benton] would have reported to the | 


Senate from the Military Committee a bill free 
from all extraneous matter, and providing sim- 
ply for the raising of troops and the granting of 
money, 

Mr. M. emphatically repeated that he had no 
disposition whatever, neither had those with whom 
he acted, to embarrass the passage of this bill. 
They felt quite as deep an interest in the na- 
tional honor, and quite as much pride in the na- 
tional dignity, as the chairman of the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs; yet they were unwilling, though |) 


at the expense of being charged with a want of 
patriotism, to be placed in a false position. ‘They 
were not willing to assume the fact, without evi- 
dence, that a state of war between the United 
States and Mexico did actually exist. Suppose 
that the troops which had crossed the Rio del 
Norte had acted without authority from their 
Government, and that the collision which had 
unhappily taken place was owing to their own 
unauthorized act: was any Senator prepared to 
say that, according to the doctrines of national 
law, this constituted a state of war between the 
two nations? The act of these military officers 
might yet be disavowed, and, until the Senate 
was better informed, were they ready solemnly 
to pass an act which was equivalent to declaring 
war in form? Mr M., for one, was not willing to 
do this. He wanted more light; and he did not 
see that any injury could possibly result from sep- 
arating a declaration of war from a vote of supplies. 
‘He and his friends were ready to grant whatever 


men and money were required in half an hour. | 


And before the men raised could arrive at their 


destination, the requisite time would bave been |! Relations. Meantime let the troops be on their | 


exican sol- 
diery were unauthorized, and that the two nations 
were not constitutionally ina state of war, why 
‘| pass this bill in such a form as should give to the 


| 
| it should turn out that the acts of the 


| 


President the power to declare war at his pleasure? 
l) If gentlemen on the other side of the chamber had 
|| no purpose to embarrass others, and if their object 
| really was to obtain with all possible expedition 
‘| and unanimity a grant of supplies, they had but to 
| Separate that question from the question of peace 
i| and war, and they could obtain it to-day, they 
; could obtain it in an hour. 

Mr. ALLEN spoke to the question of order. 
! Would it not be more proper for this discussion to 
\| take place after the motion ta postpone had been 
| decided, and the bill was before the Senate? 
When the CHAIR decided that the bill was now 
i| before the Senate as in committee of the whole, 
and was open to amendment. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the motion had been, 
| to postpone the previous orders of the day, and 
| take up this bill. 
| The CHAIR thought no such motion was neces- 
i sary, and ruled that the bill, having been read a 
i| second time, was now before the committee and 
| open to amendment. 
| Mr. MANGUM said he had no shadow of ob- 
| jection to having the subject taken up and disposed 
of. He was well assured that there was not one 
gentleman ‘on.that side the Chamber who, wished 
to. interpose a single objection to the grant of: sup- 

lies. As far as ho knew,- dr had reason: to- þe- 
l Tere, if gentlemen would but consent that- the 
i| political question should be separated from the vote 
|i of supplies, they could have the vote of supplies 
i| Just as soon as it was possible to pass the bill 
|! through the forms of legislation. And he put it 
ij to gentlemen on the other side, whether, such a 
i; course would not be much better than embarrass- 
| ing their fellow-Senators by insisting upon having 

the two questions included under the same vote? 
Had any evidence been submitted to Senators to 
prove that the assent of the actual authorities of the 
; Mexican Government, whoever. they might be, 
i 


| 
f had been given to the military movements in the 
j 


i 
f] 


| 


‘| vicinity of our camp? He had seen none, the doc- 
; uments had not been printed, and he had had no op- 
|| portunity to examine them. The act of the military 
|; commanders might be disavowed by their Govern- 
! ment; and then in what condition would gentlemen 
|; find themselves? It was said that the President 
asked the Senate only to recognise the fact that war 
existed; but where was the difference between a 
recognition that war existed and a declaration that 
H war existed? (which was the amount of a declara- 
| tion of war.) He could sec no difference. He 
| was fully aware that no remark could be made by 
|: those who hesitated to pass the bill that would not 
;| be deemed unpatriotic and represented as evidence 
| of some improper feeling; but he hoped gentlemen 
! would not be deterred by considerations of this 
|| kind from taking whatever course their duty might 
J require. If a state of war did exist, then a grave 
inquiry would arise as to who was the author of it, 
i; and whether the blame rested on Mexico or on the- 
| course of our own authorities, . If the responsibil- 

ity should, after all, be found to lie at the door of 
our own Government, Mr. M. would not attempt 
| to anticipate that judgment which would be. pro- 
i| nounced: by public sentiment on every man cón- 
‘| cerned in such a transaction. He would once 
i! more repeat, that if the sole object of gentlemen on 
! the other side-was to do what the President required, 
|| by affording him the requisite appropriations and 
| any amount of troops he asked for, they could do 
i itat once. Let this be done, and then refer the 
political question to. the Committee on. Foreign 


i 
i 
i 
ji 
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i 
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| march, and, before thoy reached the theatre of op- 


| had occurred but a slight military. conflict bet 


erations, the rapid progress of ‘information would 


i convey to them the result of the Senate’s’delibera- 


tion, so that no actual délay would’ be occasioned: 
Mr: M. and his friends felt the ‘strongestidesire 
to grant, without a moment's ‘delay, whatever the 
safety of our-army and the honor of our Govern- 
ment should require’. He had hoped’ that a new 
bill would have-been reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. e should have more confi- 
dence in the present bill, bad: it passed üñder the 
examination of that committee. “The question be- 
fore the Senate was in fact a military question, and 
was appropriate to that committee!“ Doubtless the 
honor. of the country must. be maintained’ at ‘all 
hazards and at any cost, and he hoped. gentlemen 
would feel and remember, that if any delay: o¢cur- 
red in. granting the necessary means, the responsi- 
bility could not lie on that’side of the Chamber. <, 
Ar. BENTON, chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs,’ stated, that on the reception of 
the news from our southern frontier, that commit- 
tee had met early this morning, and having with 
them a newspaper copy of the House bill, had 
gone into.a consideration of the whole case, and 
had decided that ifthe bill had been referred to ` 
them and they had reported, they should have re- 
ported the present bill, though with some modifica- 
tions. He understood also, that as far as the’ 
Committee on: Foreign Relations was concerned, 
they should have been ready to have done the 
same thing; so that, in either event, the Senate 
would have had the same bill before it, but, per- 
hapa, in a modified form. ae 
r. CALHOUN ‘said that he had:no disposition 
whatever to create unnecessary delay in ‘the pas- 
sage of this bill, The rule he had ‘nid down for 
himself, and which throughout life he had endeav- 
ored to follow, had been to discharge’ his. duty in 
whatever emergency he might be placed, and es- 
pecially was he called to observe this rule in acting 
on so solemn a question as a declaration of war, 
All he wanted, all he asked for, was time to make 
up his opinion, He sought no delay, and resorted 
to no indirect course to conceal. his true intent. 
Gentlemen argued strongly in favor of unanimity; 
but if, unanimity constituted an-element of force, 
and the friends of the: bill: were So anxious to’ ob- 


‘täin it, Why could they not accommodate gentle- 


men who had honest doubts as to the state of facts, _ 
by consenting to strike out the preamble of the | 
bil, and to suffer the question of supplies to be 
separated from the question ofa declaration of war? 
yas not such a course reasonable? ‘Was it not 
fair and just? Gentlemen. stated ‘to the Senate 
that the information received from the frontier was 
such as to require instant action : if so, they could 
have" instant action. If any delay occurred, the 
delay was their own. Mr: Č. should create none. 
He was prepared to vote the supplies on the spot, 
and without an hour’s delay; but it was just as 
impossible for him to vote for that preamble as it 


-was for him to plunge a dagger into his own heart, 


and more so. Hecould not; he was not prepared 
to afirm that war existed between the United States 
and Mexico, and that it existed by the act of that 
Government. ` How could he affirm this, when he 
had no evidence on which to affirm it? How did: 
he know that the Government of Mexico would 
not disavow what had been doné? “Was he to be 
called upon to give a vote like this? It would be 
impossible for him to, utter it, consistently with 
that sacred regard for truth in which he had been 
educated. > 5 

He had no difficulty as to'his coutse: His mind 
was made up; it was made up unalterably; he could 
neither vote affirmatively nor negatively. He had 
no certain evidence to go on. ‘hether any one 
would go with him in this course he did ‘not Know; 
he had made no inquiries, and he did not know 
that a single friend would bë found at his side: As 
to what might be said on ‘such a course, and all 
that was called popularity, he did not eare the shap 
of his finger. If he could not stand and brave so 
small a danger, he should be but little worthy of 
what small amount of reputation. he might: have 
earned: He could notagree to make waron Mexi- 
co by making war ón the -Constitution; and-the 
Senate would make war-on the.Constitution: by. 
declaring war to exist’ between the-two Goverti- 
ments when no war had been declared; and nothing 


a portion of two. armies.: Yet h Sisk 
firm, in the very face of the Constitution, 
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a 
ry movement of General Ta 
every citizen of the United States was made the 
enemy ofevery man in Mexico. It was monstrous. 
It stripped Congress of. the power of making-war: 
and, what was more and ‘Worse, it pave that power 
to every: officery nay, to every suba tern command- 
ing. a corporal’s: guard, Di gentlemen. call upon 

pect. he. was going to 


lor and General Arista 


him-to‘do ‘this? Did they ex 
vote fora position, so monstrous? “If. they forced 
the: question upon him, he should take his own 
course.: If they wanted unanimity, they could have 
it; but-if they chose to proceed on their own petty 
party views, be it so. me es 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said that he was as sin- 
cerely interested in having speedy and united ac- | 
tion on this bill-as any gentleman on the other 
side of the Chamber possibly could be; and he 
hoped they would suffer it to be presented in such 
a shape that all could vote for it. What was de- 
sired by them was equally desired by Mr. C. and 
his friends. . All they wanted was an opportunity 
of voting supplies to the Executive without being 
called upon, at once, and without time even to 
read the documents, to declare‘ that a state of war 
did exist: Why could ‘not gentlemen so far ac- 
commodate them as. to postpone this question of 
war or no war, und, so modify their bill as to let 
gentlemen on both sides of the. Chamber give ita 
Unanimous vote? Let the bill go to the Military 
Committee; in five- minutes they could report it 
back to the Senate with the requisite modifications. 
They were willing to sit till midnight if necessary, 
and not rise till it was passed. They were willing, 
ready, anxious to pass it. 

The President had sent to the Senate a mass of 
documents containing that evidence which was to 
be the basis of their action; but these had not yet 
been printed, and Senators had no Opportunity to 
examine them. Was it justice either to them or 
to the President of the United States, to call on 
them to pass the bill without even seeing what he 
had deemed it proper and necessary to send them 
as the basis of their action? Te had not asked 
the Senate to decide in haste like this. Had any 
gentleman read these documents? They could noi, 
because they were yet in the hands of the printer. 
And had the President desired the Senate to act 
as blind, without looking at one of the papers he 
had sent them? No. Mr. C. would do the Ex- 
ecutive the justice to believe that, when he sent 
documentary evidence he meant it to be read; anù 
yet here were they asked to decide without even a 
glance at it. Mr. C. could not say whether a | 
state of war did or did not exist. Efe desired to 
examine the evidence submitted; and so, he should 
supposé,.must. every member of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations desire. Ele would proceed as 
rapidly in.voting supplies as any other gentleman, 
behe who he might. Why would not gentlemen 
suffer the question to be decided as they did yes- 
terday ? ae ; 

There ‘was another objection to the bill, which he 
wished.to state, and which he desired to be duly 
weighed. Why this hot haste? They had the 
day before them: why not take the requisite time | 
to deliberate on what they were doing? This bill 
appropriated ten millions of dollars. Of this he 
ata not complain; he had not the slightest objec- 
tion to it; he was ready to vote twenty millions, 
but it appeared objectionable to him because it | 
stated no specific objects to which the money was | 
to be applied. The appropriation was general, 
indefinite. ‘The President was vested at once with | 
the absolute’ disposal of ten millions of dollars, | 
without. declaring that so much was to be applied 
fo the ‘arniy, so much to the navy, so much for 

rovisions, so much for transportation, &c. Mr. C. | 
held this not to be in conformity with the Constitu- 
tion. He appealed io gentlemen of the Democracy 
to say. whether this was democratic, The Old 
Democratic party made this one.of the great prin- 
ciples of their action. They insisted on specific: 
appropriations ‘as one of the great distinctions of 
democratic Government: Tt was emphatically. re- 
commended by Mr. Jefferson, and was one of the 
watehwords: of the party of which he was the 
‘acknowledged head: Whosoever opposed it was 


i 
j 


at once set down-as an enemy Of that party. And į 
yet did any man ever behold-a more sweeping-ap- | 
propriation than this of ten millions without a | 


„gress over the subject-was here delegated in a single 


| tho question to refer, i 


| ate yesterday, with respect to the reference of the 


| bill, by swiking out the political question. 


| would be a very long and laborious process. 


i mittee’s modifications, and he should be content. 


j also been referred to the Committee on Foreign 


eign Relations had also had the bill under consid- | 


single specification? The whole power of Con- 


line to the President of the United States. Were 
gentlemen willing to do this? Were they not 
bound, by the doctrines of their own party, as 
well as by the Constitution of the United- States, 
to render it a little more specific? To say so much 
shall be applied to the. building, so much to the 
equipping, of vessels, so much for provisions, so 
much for forage, so-much for transportation, &c.? 
Was there‘one among the powers. delegated to 
Congress in the Constitution which Congress 
could transfer to the President, or to any other in- 
dividual or body? If it could delegate one of its 
powers, it might another; and might delegate them 
all away. The power to appropriate money was 
one of their peculiar powers: could they give this 
to the President? This wasa subject which had 
been often and elaborately discussed, and Mr. C. 
had supposed the question had long been settled. 
He was ready to vote the ten millions, but he 
wished it divided under specific heads, according 
to the Jeffersonian doctrine of political orthodoxy; 
otherwise, the Senate would be guilty of a gross 
departure from the Constitution. 

Mr. C. again expressed his desire that the bill 
should be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. By modifying it, as they were prepared 
to do, they might secure unanimity in the vote of 
the Senate. And was not this highly desirable? 
He did not know all the facts which ought to be | 
pe before him in acting on so solemn a matter; 

ut he should feel greatly relieved by a concurrent 
vote of all his brother Senators. Let the Military 
Committee report it back to the Senate immediate- 
ly, (as he believed they were pa to do,) and 
Mr. C. and his friends would pledge themselves to 
sit here till midnight and pass the bill. Fle moved 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tery Afairs, 

r. ALLEN said that, on behalf of the Mili- 
tary Committee, he understood the chairman to 
say that ho was ready to report the bill back in its 
present shape. He asked the yeas and nays on 


i Mr. MANGUM said it might be reported to- 
ay. f 

Ar. CLAYTON. Yes; and I, for one, nm wil- 
ling to sit till midnight, if necessary, in order to 
pass it: 

Mr. BENTON said the Military Committee had 
met early this morning; had examined the bill, and 
directed some. amendments. 

Mr. MANGUM asked if the Senator would per- 
mit the amendments to be read, f 

Mr. BENTON said, ‘t Certainly;? and added, 


that in accordance with the resolution of the Sen- 
message, the committee had proposed to amend the 


‘The amendments were then read. 

Mr. CLAYTON hoped the bill would be suffer- 
ed to go to that committee, and let them report it 
back with these amendments. It would greatly 
relieve his own-side of the Chamber, and enable 
them to satisfy their seruples on the question of |] 
the existence of war. And could they not also 
render the appropriation somewhat more definite, 
and so remove all objections on that point also? 

Mr. BENTON replied that to adapt the appro- 
priation to each respective head of expenditure 

t 
would consume a great deal of time. On that ac- 
count, while fully agreeing with the geneman from 
Delaware on the principle he had stated as to spe- 
cific appropriations, he could not undertake to do 
what he desired. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, if this was not practica- 
ble, let the gentleman report the bill with the com- 


Mr. ALLEN said that a part of the message had 


Affairs. The political question had not been refer- 
red to the committee, and hence they had confined 
their attention to so much of the bill as related to 
their own department. The Committee on For- 


eration, and the majority of that committee concur- 
red in the propositions contained in the preamble, 
and in the first section of the bill, declaring that 
war does actually exist. The question had by that || 
committee been decided; so that, in fact, both the 
questions referred had been settled by the respect- | 
ive committees. Ie hoped, therefore, that the |; 
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bill would. not be referred as proposed, but that 
speedy action would be-had upon it. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that the reason stated 
by the- gentleman from Ohio did not interfere with 
the motion to refer. ~ The explanations made by 
the chairman of the Military Committee went to 
show that the ulmost expedition could: be ob- 
tained by the reference. ‘I'he amendments were 
prepared and reduced to writing, and the bill and 
amendments could be at once reported- back to the 
Senate, and would be ready for its sanction. Mean- 
time the Committee on Foreign Relations could 
report simultaneously, and the Senate would be 
ready to act upon both. He trusted the motion of 
the Senator from Delaware would prevail. 

The question was now taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, T. 
Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day- 
ton, Evans, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Morehead, Simmons, Up- 
ham, and Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Colquitt, 
Dix, Houston, Jenness, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, Penny- 
> Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, 
Westeott, and Yuleé—26. f. 

So the Senate refused to refer, 


Mr. CLAYTON asked Mr. Renron whether 
he had meant to report these amendments, if the 
bill had been referred ? 

Mr. BEN'TON replied, that the committee had 
resolved that they would act subordinately to the 
will of the Senate. If the Senate should decide 
that war did actually exist, then they should report 
in one way; but if the Senate should decide to 
give the President the means not to prosecute the 
war, but only to repel invasion, then the commit- 
tee would modify their report in another way, so, 
as to provide for repelling invasion instead of pros- 
ecuting the war. l 

[A message was here received from the Elouse 
of Representatives, notifying the Senate that the 
Tfouse had concurred in ‘the Senate’s bill to raise 
a corps of sappers, miners, and pontoniers. | 

Mr. ALLEN said, that the Committee on For- 


| eign Relations would have reported this morning, 


had not the bill from the House come in immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal, and before 
reports from committees were called for. The re- 
port of the committee would have conformed, in 
substance, to the first section of the House bill. 
The committee had designed: to report a bill which 
the Senate might either act upon independently or 
insert as an amendment into the House bill; or if 
the Senate should prefer to adopt the first section 
of the House bill as it stood, then that their report 
should he suffered to sleep on the table. The first 
section of the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives contained substantially the results of the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
would have been in fact their report. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON inquired whether that 
committee had had before them the documents ac- 
companying the President’s Message, either in 
manuscript or in a printed form? 

Mr. ALLEN replied that they had had. the doc- 
uments before them in manuscript, and had also 
heard the message from the President read, and 
they could not close their eyes to the fact so glar- 
ingly palpable, that there was a state of war be- 
tween Mexico and the United States, even had 
they never seen one of the documents or heard the 
message at all, 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said it seemed. also that 
the committee could not close their eyes to another 
fact, and that was, that the war came from the 
Government of Mexico. The committee, how» 
ever, had had the manuscripts before them. The 
Senate all knew how voluminous these were. Mr. 
C. presumed that the committee had read them; 
and, if so, they must have been very laborious in- 
deed. But what opportunity had Mr. C. and the 
rest of the Senate enjoyed of looking at these doc- 
uments? Lhe committee had enjoyed this—the 
Senate had not. He, for one, desired to have the 
same opportunity of forming a correct judgment 
which the Senator from Ohio had had. He had not 
had access to these papers. But the committee 
asked him and his friends to go it blindly, without 
looking at the evidence in the case. He must re- 
ceive their inferences from that evidence as being 
infallibly correct. Now, he thought it was re- 
quiring rather too much to ask this. 

Mr. C. here again put the question to Mr, Bex- 


which he had read? Mr. C. preferred that he | 
should do it; but, if not, he should move them | 
himself. 

Mr. BENTON declining — 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON proceeded to move the 
amendments. : 

The first amendment was to strike out the pre- 
amble of the bill. 

The CHAIR decided that the preamble was the 
Jast thing to be considered; and the motion was 
therefore not now in order. 

Mr. BENTON explained that the committee 
had proposed to strike out the preamble, not in re- 
gard to the political question, but only in reference | 
to the direction which the Senate had given to that | 
committee, 

Mr. B. had received, in a Mexican paper, the 
copy of a ae pee made by the President ad 
interim of the Mexican Republic, to his fellow-cit- 
izens, on hearing of the advance of the American 
troops to the banks of the Rio del Norte. ‘There | 
was one paragraph in this message, or proclama- 
tion, which referred directly to the question how 
far the march of our army was or was not an act j 
of war; and it went to show the correctness of the 
doctrine, that there might be hostilities without a 
state of war, as there might be a state of war with- 
out actual hostilities. ‘The President ad interim 
stated in this paper that ‘it was not his right, as 
t such, by his own act, to declare war; but that the 
‘august Mexican Congress would take into con- 
“sideration the state of conflict in which they found 
t themselves, and that a magnanimous and suffering 
‘people would not be attacked with impunity; but 
‘in the meanwhile, it might be necessary to repel 
“acts of hostility, and take the initiative in regard to 
€ the invaders, by rolling back upon them the guilt 
< of disturbing the peace of the world; that Mexico 
t would not submit to any hostile act committed 
* by the people or Government of the United States; 
t but that every such act would be met and repulsed 
tby all the power of the Republic.” Mr. B. had 
repeated this passage from a proclamation from the 
present President of Mexico, with a view to show 
that the door was. open for an adjustment of our 
difficulties; and: he. thought he «could see, in the 
language of this officer, that a peaceable adjustment | 
of them might be effected. So far as he could see | 
from this declaration, the Government of Mexico | 
seemed to be willing and ready for such a result; || 
it seemed to consider the hostilities as proceeding || 
from our troops only, and there appeared to be an | 
opinion that Mexico ought to adopt some other | 
preliminary measures before she drew the sword. |; 

H 
| 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said that he drew the 
same inference from this paper with the gentleman | 
from Missouri, that hostiliues did not necessarily | 
imply a state of war. In fact there was no treatise |} 
on the law of nations which did not definitively 
declare that the one might exist without the other; 
that letters of marque and reprisal might be issued 
and acted upon, and yet no state of war exist, un- 
less they were issued generally. Military meas- 
ures of mere defence did not constitute a war. Bat 
Mr. C. purposely abstained from entering into the 
question whether war did or did not exist ; perhaps 
it did, but he was not willing to say so in this bill 
before the Senate knew the fact. He would not 
say that there was not a state of war; he assumed 
no such position. All he wanted was an opportu- 
nity to look at the documents to see how far we 
could be justified in solemnly declaring that war 
did exist. | 

With a view to test the sense of the Senate, he | 
would move to amend the bill by striking out, in 
the third line of the first section, the words ‘ pros- 
ecute said war to aspeedy and successful termina- 
tion,” and inserting the words “repel invasion.” If 
this motion should succeed, he should then follow 
it up with corresponding amendments in the subse- 
quent parts of the bill. Sa ; : 

The question being on striking out and inserting 
as above proposed— 

Mr. BREESE demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered by the Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he would now appeal to 
the Senate, and ask if there was a man there who 
could believe, on the only document which they 

‘had—how authentic he knew not—that there ex- 
isted war, in its proper and constitutional form, | 
between the two countries? War must be made | 
by the sovereign authority, which, in this case, | 
-Were the Mexican Congress, on the one side, and || 


fr 
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rican Congress, on the other. The Presi- 
dent of Mexico could not make war. It could 
only be done by the two countries.: Even if the 
two Presidents had declared war, the nations could 
disavow the act; and he called onthe Senate to 
reflect upon the position in which they would be 
placed in case they made a declaration of war; and 
ìn due course of time. there should come a disa- 


vowal on the part of Mexico. It would. be a most | 


extraordinary proceeding to make a declaration of 
war after what had been read by the Senator from 
Missouri as the language of the President of. the 
Mexican Republic. He would much rather that 
the Senator from Delaware had divided his motion, 
and made the proposition first. on striking.out; and 
he put it to the conscience and to the sense of truth 
entertained by every member of the body, whether 


| he could make a public declaration that war does 


now exist. . 

Mr. HOUSTON said it was not his purpose to 
occupy much of the time of that honorable body; 
he rose merely for the purpose of declaring what 
the true position of this country, according to his 
apprehension, now was in relation to Mexico. 
This conviction was that they were actually in a 
state of war. War had existed for ten years be- 
tween Mexico and Texas; and it had been declared 
in advance on the part of Mexico, when the ques- 
tion of the annexation of Texas to the United 
States was agitated, that if that annexation took 


| place the war would not only be continued against 


‘Lexas, but war would be proclaimed also against 
the United States. ‘The war had continued to be 
prosecuted against Texas, and Texas having in 
the meantime become a portion of the United 
States, the Government of thé United States was 
now placed in the situation occupied heretofore by 
‘Texas in relation to Mexico. War, therefore, in 
his judgment, unquestionably existed between 
Mexico and the United States. It had been ex- 
tended to the United States by the declaration of 
the Mexican Government, and had been continued 
and renewed by the recent acts of that Govern- 


ment—acts of outrage and violence committed upon | 


the United States troops within that territory, from 
which they had declared they would expel the cit- 
izens of Texas as ‘intruders and rebels. Texas 
having been annéxed to the United’ States in ‘the 
face of these declarations on the part of. Mexico, 
and in the face of the existing war, he would ask 
what circumstances had occurred since the annex- 
ation which had at all changed the nature of those 
relations, and rendered them peaceful? He -ap- 


prehended that those relations had not changed; | 
and if they had not changed, the United States and | 


Mexico were unquestionably in a state of war, 
Mexico being yet engaged in an aggressive war 
upon the State of Texas, one of the States of this 
Union. ‘The United States was, therefore, placed 


| precisely in the situation in which Texas had been 


for the last ten years, subject to the aggressions, 
incursions, inroads, attacks, and outrages of the 
Mexican. forces, acting in obedience to the com- 
mands of the constituted authorities of the Mexi- 
can Government. Could any doubt exist that 
they were in fact and truth ina state of war? In 
his conscience he could not resist the conviction 
that they were as virtually, as effectually in a state 
of war, as if Mexico had six weeks ago declared 
war expressly against the United States. ‘Ten 
years ago Mexico commenced hostilities against 
Uexas; there were temporary suspensions of hos- 
tiiues, but the war was renewed from, time to 


ii time; those cessations of arms were from time to 


time interrupted by renewed declarations of war 
and extermination against the inhabitants of Tex- 
as. How long was it necessary, then, to pause and 
consider whether there was war or not? How 
long was the Congress of the United States to pon- 
der? Were they to. regard the declarations of 
Mexico, pronounced by the chief officer or usurper 
of her Government, as having ño force, on. the 
ground that he had no authority to declare war?— 
that it belonged only to Congress to declare. it? 
So long as they held that as the rule 6f their ac- 
tion, so long would they find themselves deceived. 
So long as he could delude them with professions 
of peace, so long would he continue those profes- 
sions, while his acts would continue to be acts of 
hostility and violence. 

He had not risen for the purpose of occupying 
the time of the Senate in any lengthened. speech. 


He would be glad if the bill were put in such a | 


form as would meet the wishes of every honorable 


la hostile design. 


to gratify: 
‘the subs 


Senator. . He would be entirely willing 
y 


scribe to any measure of- the ‘kind, Fe could not 
assent to it, because he thought it would be-utterly. 
useless. If they intended to act‘at:all, they ought 


| to act as thousli they intended to-redress the wrongs 


they had suffered. Lhe policy. of declaring war 
might be discussed for months, and: in ihe mean 
time our troops would: be: Jeftto. waste away and 
be destroyed, until only the skeleton of an army 
would be left, while debts accumulated upon the 
nation and the Mexicans remained unchastised. 
Humiliated as we might‘regard her, imbecile as 
were her people, we ought nevertheless to consider 
her and to treat her as.a nation, so long as she was 
capable of outraging the rights of America: ` Her 
degradation should: not be allowed to excite in our 
breasts a feeling of pity;.so.long as:she manifested 
a disposition to commit outrages:upon our: country, 
we should entertain no other feeling than a feeling 
of resentment; weshould not; through.a mistaken 
pity, withhold our hands ‘from, inflicting chastise- 
ment. Having received wrongs at her hands; it 
was. our duty’ to redress those wrongs. Injury 
having been inflicted: by. Mexico, she ought to be 
unished. Her insolence ought not-to. be tolerated. 
he ought to be made aware. that we could not 
only repel insult, but also punish it. 

He was prepared to vote for a declaration that 
we were in a state of war, and the measures: ne- 
cessarily consequent.upon ‘such declaration could 
be immediately adopted and carried into execution. 
Perhaps the next intelligence received would: be 
that advantage had been taken of our inactivity, 
and some new outrage perpetrated more seriously 
involving the national honor and dignity than any 
which had. yet reached our ears. We would then 
be prepared ‘to act decisively, no doubt. Then, 
‘why not act at once? ‘The officers of the Mexican 
Government announced. her’to be in a state of war: 
where, then, was the ground for hesitation? When 
they’ were informed thatan experienced. officer, an 
experienced. military commander, had been des- 
patched tothe frontier with orders from the Gov- 
ernment to assume the. command, to'supersede an 
officer already there, and to assume the responsi- 
bility of the prosecution of the war, did Senators 
believe it was without a definite object? Did they 
believe it was to repel invasion alone that. he was 
sent, and not to. commit aggression? . Was not the 
crossing of the Rio Grande by the Mexican forces 
of itself an act of war? Was not the entering our 
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| territory by an armed force an act of war? How- 


ever the decision might hereafter be in regard to the 
precise extent of our territory, the Mexicans knew 
full well that the river had been assumed as the 
boundary. .Up to the time of annexation it had 
been so.considered, and, more than that, the Mexi- 
cans had never once established a military encamp- 
ment onthe east side of the river; it had never 
Leen held, even by themselves, to be within the 
limits of Mexico, otherwise than upon the ridicu- 
lous ground of claiming the whole of Texas to be 
theirs. oe . T 
They had marched across the river in. military 
artray—they had entered upon American soil with 
‘Was this not war? And now 
were Senators prepared to temporize and to predi- 
cate the action of this Government upon that of: the 
Mexican. Government, as if the latter. was a sys- 
tematic, regular, and orderly Government? .-He, 
for one, was not prepared to do-so.’ How many 
revolutions had that Government undergone within 
the last. three years? Not less than three, with 
another now in embryo. “Perhaps the next arrival 
might bring us news. of another change, and -that 
the American army on the Rio del Norte had been 
destroyed while awaiting: the.action of the Mexi- 
can Government, in the. supposition’ that it-was.a 
regularly-constituted Government, instead’of-being 
a Government of brigands and despots, zuling-with 
a rod of iron, and keeping faith. with no‘ other na- 
tion, and heaping indignities. upon the“American 
flag. -A state of war now existed.as perfectas it 
could be after a formal: declaration or-retognition 
of a state of war by-the: Congress of the United 
States. Their action had been continually. indica- 
tive of a staté: of wary -and:-the-quesiion NOW was, 
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whether the. Government. -of -the United States 
would. respond to that-action, and visit. the ag- 
gressors with punishment.. ` 

. Mr. MANGUM said. the evidence of the exist- 
ence.of. war; which, had just been presented by the 
honorable Senator from Texas, was not in conso- 
nance With.the A.vierican idea of war, or at least 
not with what. was. the American idea when the 
question of anneXation.was under discussion bere 
at two-several sessions ' : 
ted States. And -he assumed that such was not 
now the idea-of a state of war. on the part of the 
Government, or those. who held the political power 
and..authority; for, if there was any one thing, 


above all others, that. was repelled and repudiated | 


at the time of the annexation, it was that we should 
thereby acquire a war. Fe thought that the opin- 
jon did not exist with any one whe favored the 
measure of annexation, that we should, as a con- 
sequence of the consummation of that measure, 
assume a war.. Nor did he believe that such was 
the opinion’ of the Mexican Government. He 
thought that the proclamation which had just been 
translated: by. the honorable ‘chairman of the Com- 
mittee on. Military Affairs, was clear and conclu- 
sive on that point. Did not the -present head of 
the Mexican Government assume that there was a 
state. of peace between the two countries? He 
disclaimed clearly and distinctly the power, as the 
Executive head of the Government, of putting the 
nation in a state of war with the. United States; 
and alluded. to the assembling of a new Congress, 
when the question should be referred to them. Ee 
offered, then, as proof that a state of war did not 
exist; not only the American sentiment and the 
sentiment of all those gentlemen. who. were favor- 
able to annexation, but the sentiment of the chief 
Executive officer of the Mexican Government; all 
going to show that a state of war did not exist an- 
terior. to the recent acts of hostility on the banks 
of the Rio del Norte:. Therefore the question was 
reduced to. the. point whether, in consequence of 
those acts of hostility, as far as we had evidence of 
them, war did exist. War, as had been justly re- 
marked, was an emanation of the will of the sov- 
ereign power. And he appealed to the honorable 
chairman of the Cammitice on Foreign Relations 
to inform them in what document could be found 
the proof—for as yet no opportunity had been af- 
forded to examine the documents—that Mexico 
had assented to any act of hostility which might 
be denominated a state of war. 

But he had risen principally for the purpose of 
requesting the honorable Senator from Delaware 
to withdraw his motion to strike out and insert; 
because in that form. the question was indivisible; 
but if. it were made-simply to strike out, then the 
question as to the matter which should be inserted 
might. undergo. any modification. which, in the 
sense of the ‘Senate, seemed necessary. And he 
was frank to say that in this state of the question it 
was utterly repugnant to his sense of propriety and 
prudence tò declare that the country was in a state 
of war, or to recognise.a state of war in any form. 
_ lt was very desirable, however, that our troops 
should be enabled to act, and not be confined to 
the left bank of the Rio Grande; for he knew well 
the inefficiency of an army in the predicament in 
which ours was now placed. B i 
had already been said, suppose it should occur that 
there should be a disavowal on the part of the 
Mexican Government of the act of aggression: 
where would then. be the evidence of a state of 
war?. In what predicament would Congress then 
be placed, in case they had declared that the coun- 
try was in a state of war—or had recognised the 


existence of war, which was, inall respects, equiv- | 
But he was willing, 


alent to-a declaration of war? l a | 
if there should be a necessity resulting either from 
a want of dišavowal or a continuance of hostili- 
ties, by which it appeared that the sovereign au- 
thority. of Mexico assented to the commission of 
acts of aggression, he was willing, in such case, 
to confide to the Executive the power of directing 
the American troops to proceed to the very seat of 
empire, and he was willing to grant all the. means 
that might be deemed necessary in supplies of men 
and money. He hoped the honorable Senator 
would withdraw his proposed amendment; and 
tion simply to strike out.. 
mE CLAYTON expressed his willingness to 
make the change suggested, if any gentleman on 
the other side wished it. Unless, therefore, any 
Senator on the other side would prefer that the 


But, to repeat what | 


of the Congress of the Uni- |! b 


i 


motion should be put as he had first made it, he 
would withdraw that motion, and substitute a mo- 
tion to strike out only. 

, Mr. McDUFFIE said he considered it would be 
in. order to strike. out the preamble first. There 
was no rule of that or any legislative body which 
sought to prevent an amendment of any part ofa 
bill” When amendments were reported from a 
Committee of the Whole to the Senate, there might 
e a rule which required that the Senate should 
first take up and act upon the amendments made 


in the body of the bill, and afterwards act on the | 
preamble; and there was sufficient reason for this, ` 
because modifications of the bill itself might re- | 


quire corresponding modifications in the preamble; 
but this reason did not 
first motion would be to strike out the preamble. 
Mr. CLAYTON said that was the motion he 
had originally made, which was pronounced out of 


‘order by the Chair. 
A desultory conversation took place here be- | 


tween Messrs. SEVIER, CALHOUN, CRIT 
TENDEN, MANGUM, and DAVIS, which re- 
lated solely to points of order. 

Mr, ARCHER rose, and after alluding to the 
assertion of the Senator from Texas that war had 
existed since the annexation of ‘Texas, said he 
maintained that doctrine when the guestion of an- 
nexation was presented. In that view he might be 


supposed to vote against the motion of the Senator | 


from Delaware to strike out. They must, as he 
had before said, draw a line between war de faclo and 


de jure. ‘The circumstances brought to their knowl- | 


edge satisfied him that war ought to be declared 


against Mexico, and by tiat act legalize the vets | 


that have ensued the annexation of ‘Texas to the 
United States. He would be entirely willing to 
vote for such declaration thea, because he could 


not see the rectitude of granting large sums of mo- | 


ney without a full recognition of its necessity and 
propricty by Government, Fle wished, in rela- 
tion to thatand every war in which his country 


might be involved, to sve it prosecuted with vigor ` 
Many gentlemen thought, that | 


and unanimity. 
such a state of things is not existing between this 
country and Mexico as would authorize a deekun- 
tion of war by the United States. 

Mr. CALHOUN (after ascertaining that the al- 
lusion was to him) said he had not used any such 
expression. He could not take on him to say, in 
absence of necessary information, how far the 
present state of things would justify the Govern- 
ment in declaring war; but what he said was, that, 
there could be no state of war—no. declaration of 
its existence made, but by the constitutional au- 
thority—the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. ARCHER continued to say, that on yester- 


day he spoke of war not existing de jure, or in the 
legal acceptation of the term; but a state of war de 
Jacto did exist; and the question to be presented, 
in afew days, would be, were they prepared to 


make that war de facto a war de jure? He would | 


vote for the motion of the honorable Senator from 
Delaware, to strike out the word “wary? but he 
could not do so without that avowal of his opinion 
to go before the people of the United States, 


was willing to wait for advices from Mexico, and | 


learn what was to be the termination of the present 


state of things; and if it was to be war, he was for | 


provecuting it with promptitude and energy. He 
would not consent that any officer, military or 
civil, of the United States, should make blockades, 
throw up fortifications in sight ofa foreign nation 
aud exercise, in truth all the powers of war, and 
impose all its expenses, all its commitments, will 
foreign nations. li that state of things he would 
not consent, unless it got a legal coloring from the 
United States. "The Senators on the other side, in 


this view of the question, and for the sake of una- 
| 


nimity, vught to defer to the suggestion made on 


| his side for delay, and see the necessity of delib- 


eration before they put themselves in this position 
before the world. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, snid he had not 
been able to examine the documents laid before 
Congress, and wished therefore to inquire, whether 
the Mexican Government, in this correspondence 
with the United States, had not, on several occa- 
sions, declared that they would consider the an- 
nexation of Texas a declaration of war, and repeat- 


edly declared that, in consequence of that. act, they 
| considered war as existing between the two. Gov- 


ernments; and he. was rather inclined to think that 
the Congress of Mexico, either before or since the 


apply here. Tie hoped the ; 


He: 


annexation of Texas, had declared that it was a 
| declaration of war. He was under that impres- 
sion. He. would like- to. have an opportunity to 
examine the documents. : In. the meantime, he 
i would be happy to learn from the chairman of the 
| Committee on Foreign Relations. whether he was 
rightin his opinion, At any. rate, he did: consider 
war existed de facto, and Government was bound 
to adopt all necessary measures, not only to repel 
| invasion, but to carry on that war. It was not 
necessary, in his opinion, to declare war; but if it 
' was, he would vote for a declaration under the ex- 
isting state of things. f $ 
Mr. PENNYBACKER next addressed the Sen- 
ate at some length. The principal aim of his argu- 
ment was, to show that a formal declaration was 
not essential to the existence of war. In support 
i of this, he cited a number of instances from mod- 
ern history, and quoted from Vattel, from Judge 
Kent’s Commentaries, and the decisions of the 
| English Admiralty, to the same end. After settling 
|i this point, the honorable Senator argued that, in 
l! the absence of a declaration of war, it was com- 
| petent to judge from hostilities enacted whether 
|, war existed or not. Admitting that, he proceeded 
ito review the relations between Mexico and the 
| 


il 

i United States, the successive events that had lead 
|, to the present state of things, all which proved 
that war actually does exist between the two 
| countries, and that, although it might be dispensed 
with, a declaration of war was desirable by the 
| United States; that the people might all know 
| their position; that neutral nations might conduct 
themselves suitably; and that there might be an 
open and palpable occasion shown for the voting 
| of the supplies necessary to its energetic prose- 
| cution. 

| Mr, CASS said: I do not rise to detain the Sen» 
| ate long, nor to enter into any protracted discussion 
| of the subject now under consideration, 1 have but 
| little to say, and I shall say that speedily. In the 
! first place, sir, I desire to answer the appeal which 
| has been made to this side of the Chamber by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, [Mr. J. M. 
| Cayton.) Ile desires that portion of the bill 
which asserts the existence of a war between the 
United States and Mexico, brought on by the ag- 
gression of the latter, should be passed by for the 
present, and that we should now confine ourselves 
to a consideration of the measures necessary for the 
defence of the country. For my own part I should 
be happy to take the course indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, and which he asks us to adopt, 
were I not prevented from doing so by higher con- 
siderations. If we appropriate money and raise 
men for the mere purpose of repelling an invasion, 
we place ourselves in the very position which the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Car- 
| Houn,] deemed yesterday the proper one, and to 
| which Í then expresscd, and yet feel, insuperable 
objections. A Mexican army is upon our soil. 
Are we to confine our efforts to repelling them? 
| Are we to drive them to the border, and then stop 
; our pursuit, and allow them to find a refuge in their 
, own territory? And what then? 'To collect again 
point, and again 
lowed by a sim- 
What sort of a condition of things 
would this be, sir? The advantage would be alto- 
gether on the side of the Mexicans, while the loss 
would be altogether ours. Their army is main- 
|| tained at any rate, and it would cost them little 
more to renew and continue these border contests 
than to keep their troops in. their cantonments, 
| while we must spread troops along our border, and 
| hold them in readiness to meet these invasions at 
| Whatever point they may be attempted. Now, sir, 
; no vote of mine shall place my country in this sit- 
| uation. And besides, these Mexican hostilities 
i will not be confined to operations by land. Are 
we to suffer their. privateers to spread themselves 
| over the ocean, to capture our sailors and vessels, 
and to ruin our commerce? This-state of things, 
I, for one, am disposed to meet with promptitude 
and energy. Mexico has attacked the United 
States—has placed herself in a belligerent attitude, 
And now let her take the'consequences of her own 
aggression. : For these reasons, sir, while we pro- 
vide. for the defence of the country, Í am for makin 
the defence effectual by not only driving off the 
i enemy, but by following them into their own ter- 
| ritory, and by dictating a peace even in the capital, 
{| if it be necessary. 


i But, sir, why does the honorable Senator 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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{ 
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| 
t 
į; to cross our frontier at some other 
| to renew the same scenes, to be fol 
i ilar immunity ? 
| 
| 
| 
l 
H 
i 


from 


Delaware ask the separation, and request us to 
postpone our decision upon the relative condition 
of this country and Mexico, while we provide only 
for driving the invaders from our soil? He says, 
sir, that he desires time to examine the documents 
which the President has submitted to us, before he 
can decide whether there is a state of war between 
the United States and Mexico. I cannot conceive, 
sir, that any delay can be necessary for this-pur- 


nose. T'he main facts are indisputable. They are | 


efore the Senate, before the country, and before 
the world. A Mexican army has passed our 
boundary, and is now upon the soil of the Republic. 
Our troops have been attacked, captured, and killed. 
Our army is surrounded, and efforts are making to 
subdue them. Now, sir, no documents are neces- 
sary to establish these facts; and these facts, it 
scems to me, are all that can be necessary to justify 
the statement of the President of the existence of 
war, and our concurrence in his recommendation. 
If, indeed, the object be to examine the conduct of 
the Executive, to ascertain whether this condition 
of things is to be attributed to him, then, undoubt- 
edly, a careful examination of the documents would 
be necessary. And from indications already given, 
I presume that such an investigation will be enter- 
ed upon. 
and I will venture to predict that the more severe 
it is, the more triumphant for the Administration 
will be the result. But that subject may well give 
way to this. Let us postpone that inquiry till we 
are provided for the defence of the country and the 
vindication of our honor. That course seems to 
me to be equally indicated by duty, by policy, and 
by patriotism. 


And now, sir, permit me to advert to another | 


branch of this subject. Strange doctrines. have 
been heard yesterday and to-day, such as have 
been presented neither by the history of our own 
country nor that ofany other. Among those who 
oppose the course of the Executive, there seems to 
he an important difference of opinion on some of 
the principles which should regulate our conduct. 
By some it is contended that the invasion of the 
Mexican army is not an act of war, because we 
have no proof that it. was committed by the order 
of the Mexican Government.’ “While others, and 
among them the distinguished Senator from South 
Javolina, maintain, that no act of another country 
can create a state of war with this unless such war 
be declared by Congress. Now, sir, it seems to 
me that this pretension is equally dangerous in its 
conclusions, and unsound in the reasoning by 
which it is supported. If I understood the honor- 
able Senator yesterday, he considers there are three 
conditions in which our country may be placed 
with relation to another. A state of peace, of war, 
and of hostilities. This to me, sir, is a new divis- 
ion of the principle of intercommunication between 
different countries. ‘War I understand, and peace 
Tunderstand, and the rights and duties which they 
bring with them. 
tradistinguished from these relations, is a new 
chapter in the law of nations tome. Our Consti- 
tution is equally silent upon the subject. I sup- 
posed, heretofore, thatif we were not at peace with 
a country we were at war with it. 
that there was an intermediate state creating new 


rights and duties, which I am afraid it will be diffi- | 


cult to find unless a new Grotius starts up upon the 
occasion. ‘The Senator from Missouri (nr. BEN- 
on] has correctly stated that there may be war 
without hostilities, and hostilities without war. 
Belligerent operations may be ternporarily sus- 
pended, and there may be acts of aggression, which 
may be called hostilities, which may be committed 
without the authority of a Government. Rencon- 
tres, for instance, between ships-of-war, or preda- 
tory incursions across the boundary of a country. 
But there can be no hostilities undertaken by a 
Government which do not constitute a state of war. 
War is a fact, sir, created by an effort made by 
one nation to injure another. One party may 


make a war, though it requires two parties to | 


make a peace. The Senator from South Carolina 
contends that as Congress alone have a right, by 
the Constitution, to declare war, therefore, there 
can be no war till it is thus declared. There is here 
a very obvious error. It is certain that Congress 
alone has the right to declare war. Thatis, there is 
no other authority in the United States, which, on 
our-part, can change the relations of peace with 
another country inte those of war. No authority 
but Congress can commence an aggressive war, 


For one, I am prepared to enter into it, | 


Buta state of hostilities, as con- | 


T had to learn | 
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us without the co-operation of Congress. Another 


of peace with us, and substitute for these the rela- 
tions of war, with their legitimate conséquences: 


vious declaration. It may be commenced~by. à 
manifesto announcing the fact to the world, or by 
hostile attacks by land or sea. The honorable 
Senator from. Virginia [My. Pennysackzr] has 
well stated the modern practice of nations on‘ this 
subject. He has referred both to facts and author- 
ities, showing that acts of hostility, with or without 
a public declaration, constitute a'state of war. Tt 
was thus the war of 1756 was commenced. It was 
thus, I believe, was commenced the war between 
England and France during our Revolution. “The 
peace of Amiens was terminated by an act. of hos- 
tility, and not by a public manifesto. The capture 
of ihe Danish fleet was preceded by no detlaration 
of the intentions of the British Government, _ Our 
own war of {812 was declared on the 18th of June. 
The manifesto of the Prince Regent, declaring war 
against us was not issued till January 10,1813. 
And _ yet long before that our borders had been 
penetrated in many directions, an army had been 
| subdued and captured, and the whole territory of 
| Michigan had been overrun and seized. AJ these 
i facts prove conclusively that it is a state of hostili- 
| ties that produces war, and not any formal decla- 
| ration, Any other construction would lead to this 
i 


| practical absurdity. England, for instance, by an 
| act of hostility or bya public declaration announces 
| that she is at war with us. If the view presented 
i by the honorable Senator from South Carolina is 


has acted upon the subject. One party, then, is at 
war, while the other is at peace; or, at any rate, in 
this new intermediate state of hostilities, before 
unknown to the world. Now, sir, it is very clear 
that Mexico is at war with us, we at war with 
her. If she terminates the peaceful relations be- 
tween two countries, they are terminated whether 
we consent or not. The new state of things thus 
created does not depend upon the will of Congress, 
The. two nations arè at war, because one of them 
has chosen to place'them. both in-that attitude: < 
But; sir, itis contended by some of the Senators 
i that, in the present case, there is ño evidence’ that 
| the invasion of our territory has been authorized 
|! by the Mexican Government; and until that au- 
thority is shown, the act itsclf does not constitute 
a state of war. I have already said, sir, that there 
may be accidental or unauthorized rencontres 
which do not therefore constitute war. The case 
of the ‘ Little Belt?’ was of that description. But 
the nature and circumstances of an aggression 
sufficiently indicate its true character and conse- 
quences. A Mexican army invades our territory. 
The President calls upon Congress: for the neces- 
sary means to repel and punish this act of aggres- 
sion. And we are met, forsooth, at the very 
threshold of our proceedings, that it does. not ap- 
pear that this invasion has been committed bythe 
authority of the Mexican Government. hy, 


stances? Do you want such as is required by a 
county court in investigating a claim for fifty dol- 
lars? Maust we have a certificate from a justice of 
the peace of Mexico that the President of that re- 
| public has directed this attack upon our territory ? 
And whatever evidence may be required, how long 
are we to wait for it? Flow far may the invaders 
march before we are satisfied that we are at war 
with Mexico? Why, sir, such a state of things 
must be judged by moral evidence, by the circum- 
' stances attending it. It might be enough to say 
that the invasion itself throws the responsibility 
; upon the Mexican Government, and is a sufficient 
; justification for us in holding that Government 
accountable. The negative proof is not upon us. 
|, The moral presumption is sufficient for our action. 
: But, sir, there is much more than the bare fact of 
invasion to justify the conclusion that we are at 
war with Mexico. The Government of that 
country has protested ever since the first: project 
| of the annexation of Texas, and has announced 


drawn their Minister from the United - States, 
and broken off all diplomatic relations with us. 
They have refused to recognise, and have treated 
with contumely, our Minister charged with full 
|; powers to adjust all matters in dispute, and whom 

they solemnly. oromised to receive. They have 


if 
H 
H 


ji 


| But another country can commence a war against 


country can, at its pleasure, terminate the relations 


War may be commenced. with or without a pre-’ 


correct, we are not at war with her till Congress | 


sir, what evidence is required under such circum- | 


its completion as a casus belli. They have with- | 


“ernment. 


whois the present Dictator of that unha 


collected an army upon our frontier, 
šeit to assume its: command’ one of thi 
itary officers in the. republic.’ He.-sutmmoned 
“General Taylor to retire, or that war would: 
mediately commence. His summons being dis 
regarded, he commenced. the war by crossing | 
in- force into. our territory, : bý attacking “our: 
‘troops, and by surrounding: our army. = Now, 
sir, I appeal to every. Senator on the other 
‘side -of the“ chamber, if he-does-not ‘bélieve ‘that 
all this has: been done by order of the Mexican 
Government. I: presume- there- is not a’ man 
within the: sound of my voice who will not say 
that, in his'‘opinion; the Mëxican gerieral has acted 
under the direct instructions of the:-Mexican Qov- 
And are we now to be'told, sir, that we’ 
must sit still till we ascertain, whether his acts have 
been avowed or disclaimed ?:. No, sir. “A hostile 
army is in our country; our frontier has-been: pen- 
etrated; a-foreign banner floats over the'soil of the 
republic; our-citizens have been killed, while de- 
fending their country; a great blow has been aim- 
ed at us; and while we are talking and asking for 
evidence. it- may have been ‘struck, and our army 
beén annihilated. And what then? The triumph- 
ant Mexicans will march ‘onwards till they reach 
the frontiers‘of Louisiana, or till we receive ‘such 
a formal certificate of the intentions of the Mexi- 
can Government as Will unité us in a determination 
to recognise the existence of the war; and to.take 
the necessary. measures to prosecute it with vigor. 
It has, indeed, been suggested that acts of hostility 
to constitute a state of war must be directed by the 
legitimate authority of the “country; and if not 
constitutional’ at. home, they cannot: be operative 
abroad.. This is not the least strange among the 
strange principles we have heard advanced: to-day. 
What have we to do with the constitution of Mex- 
ico? What have we to do with the powers of her 
President, or of hey Congress? It is not for us to 
stop in the midst of our deliberations to turn over 
the pages of the last, so-called, constitution of 
Mexico,.and to seek how the powers of Govern- 
ment are divided among its various functionaries, 
nor to inquire what.is the last promunciamento, or 
coun- 
tiy. The changes, both ‘of authority and'author- 
ities; are sò rapid- that it. is difficult to keep: pace 
with them. :: Whoever directs the military power 
of the Mexican Government against us is, for our 
purposes, the representative of the Mexican nation. 
Whether he has attained that power by usurpa- 
tion, by false construction, or by an exercise 
of legitimate authority, the responsibility of his 
country is the same, If a fleet of the United 
States should, by order of the President, bombard. 
an English town, or commit any other act of ag- 
gression, certainly we should be held responsible; 
and such acts of aggression would be considered 
acts of war. Honorable Senators have said that 
this act of invasion by the Mexican army may be 
unauthorized; and they demand of us, what would 
be the condition of the two countries if such should 
turn out to be the fact? Why, sir, the answer is 
equally clear and easy. If the Mexican Govern- 
ment should disavow the act of invasion, with- 
draw their army, punish their general, and make 
poper satisfaction for the injury done, peace would 

e immediately restored. . ‘But until this is done, 
we have only to accept the state of war which is 
offered to us, and act accordingly. ; 

- I have no doubt the boundary of Texas goes to 
the Rio del Norte. But I do not place the justifi- 
cation of our Government ‘upon any question of 
title. Granting that the Mexicans have a claim to 
that country, as well as we, still the nature of the 
aggression is not changed.’ “We-werein:the pos- 
session of the country—a possession obtained with- 
out conflict. And we could not be divested of this 
possession but by our own consent; or by an act 
of war. ‘The ultimate claim to the country: was 
question for diplomatic adjustment.’ Till that took 
place, the possessive’ right was in us; and any 
attempt to dislodge us'was a clear act of war. It 
appears to me, sir; that the present isa most! im- 
portant crisis in the history of this. country—a eri- 
sis which is, perhaps; to affect our character and 
our destiny for.a long series of years: Ifwe meet 
this act.of aggression promptly, vigorously, ener- 
getically, as becomes the représentatives of a great 
and spirited people, we shall furhish a Jesson,to the 
world which wil be profitably remembered -heres 
after. But-if we spend our time in-useless discus- 
| sion—if we adopt timid, half-way measures-——if we 
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Melty. action seeking for further evidence, we shall 
exnibit counsels and conduct whose effects. will 
impress themselves. upon many a chapter of our 
fui ure history. Our institutions have no admirers 
among the moriarchical and aristocratical Govern- 
ments of the Old World. Our condition and prog- 
ress are a standing reproach to many of the politi- 
cal principles which are there practically adopted. 
This new doctrine of a, batance of power on the 
American continent is an unerring indication of 
What they apprehend and what they design. We 
have but one safe course before ‘us. Let us put 
forth our whole strength. Let us organize a force 
that will leave no doubt as to the resalt.. Let us 
enter. the: Mexican territory, and conquer a peace 
at the point of the bayonet. Let us move on, till 
we meet reasonable proposals from the Mexican 
Government, and if these are not met this side of 
the capital, let us take possession of the city of 
Montezuma, and dictate our own conditions. And 
T’trust those conditions will be honorable and rea- 
sonable. If all this is done soon, it will be well 
done. But if delayed, thero will be other parties 
‘than Mexico who will soon mingle emanes in 
this affair; and the consequences may be felt 
‘throughout the civilized world. I am ‘not afraid to 
trust, the President with the necessary power to 
vindicate the country, and defend its honor. T be- 
lieve he will exceute his duties ably and patrioti- 
cally. Before I conclude, I beg leave to tender my 
thanks to the distinguished Senator from Texas, 
(Mr. Hovsron,] for the patriotic sentiments he 
has this day uttered. He fine shown us that he is 
as able to advocate the rights of his country in 
counsel as to maintain them in arms, His name 
is connected with onc of those imperishable deeds 
which connect themselves with the fate of nations. 
He led the forces of his adopted country upon that 
day which secured their indenendensa. and broke 
the power of Mexico. Ele had the rare goad for- 
tune to overthrow a hostile army, and to capture 
the Chief Magistrate of a hostile nation. The Ro- 
mans would have given him an ovation, We will 
give him what is better than that for a republican 
—~a hearty reception among us, and the tribute of 
our thanks for his worth and services. 


Mr. BERRIEN replied: If it were true, as had | 


been stated by the Scnator, that the destiny of this 
country for a century depended on this question, 
surely that was not any argument against due do- 
liberation.” It-is tod‘untruly represented to-day to 
justify mein recording my vote in silence. H the 
ill provided for a declaration of war, the argu- 
ment ofthe gentleman might be quite pertinent 
and proper. But that is not the question. No 
‘declaration of war is proposed by the bill. It 
proposes-to recognise the cxistence of an antece- 
dent state of war. I oppose the bill, first, because 
inconsistent with the truth; and, secondly, because 
it involves: consequences: not to be properly haz- 
arded by the éxigency of the case. We are, ac- 
cording to the bill, in a state of war without the 
constitutional action of cither Government. How 
then? Mustit not follow that the President of the 
‘United ‘States and the President of Mexico have 
ower to declare war? Is that true? You have 
itfrom both the gentlemen [Messrs. PENNYBACKER 
and Cass] that the power to declare war is vested 
in the Congress of both nations. They have failed 
in showing that any modification in the law of na- 
tions justifies their assertion that war docs actually 
exist. There was'no analogy in the case put by 
the Senator [Mr. Cass] of the bombardment of 
an English port by the United. States flect. We 
deny that war exists; we admit the existence of 
hostilities—the power of this Government to repel 
them. But whether these hostilities are the act 
of the Mexican nation, or even of the Mexican 
President, we are utterly uninformed. The Sen- 
ator [Mr. Cass]. states truly the law of nations 
with regard to ‘hostilities. They are to be repelled 
atonce. A formal declaration of war is not neces- 
sary. Suppose the Mexican general did not act 
under the authority of the constituted authorities 
of Mexico: would war exist even on the suppo- 
sition of the Senator from Michigan? Cory 
not. But-he says the Mexican army has crosse 
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the boundary of the United States. Is he pre- fi which they would not desire to ‘be employed 
pared to show that the Del Norte is the bound- I agaitist-them. Let them -regollect that the day 
` d 


ary? i might come when the majority 
r. CASS explained. His idea was that the |i side of the Chamber. h 7 
Mexicans had no right to attack the United States || amining the documents, he (Mr. C:) would be wil- 
troops on that side of the river. |i ling to vote a declaration of war. - But ‘he could 
_ My. BERRIEN, The proposition of the Senator i not assént to that without examinafion—without a 
i eee exists. a does he prove it? Why, : hi opponi SSA en = aoe 
the presence ofa Mexican army around the |} Mr. FIOUSTON asked the Senator iro sla- 
United States army. Does he not thus decide i ware what évidence would satisfy him of the ex- 
the question of boundary? No. I beg to ask į istence ofa state of war. ay . 
how that possession was acquired, and by whom? Mr. J. M. CLAYTON replied, that authentic 
It was by the march of the United States army | evidence of the fact that the hostilities had been 
into the territory. If conceding that it was a dis- | sanctioned by the Mexican authorities would ie 
puted territory, the right of Mexico was equal i; isfy him. But there was no such evidence before 
with that of the United States to enter the territory. |i them now. It was a common thing for the Mexi- 
If our possession was derived from marching our | can Government to disavow the acts of their gen- 
aiy ne cannot Mexico exercise the same || prales A general cane an act toidu Slien 
right? Does priority in an aët of hostility vest | the Government disavowed to-morrow. » ater 
a national right? The argument of the Senator |! a declaration of war, or a recognition of astate of 
is, that the mareh of the Mexican army was an | war by the Congres n the Unita Pulea me 
act of hostility. If so, Į have demonstrated that |. gence should be received of the fact that the Mexi- 
the march of the United States army was an equal |; can Government had isay owel the act of Hae 
act of hostility. War docs not, then, exist by any | military officers on the Rio Grande, how mortified 
act of the constituted authoritics, in whose hands $ would they all be, and how much would they re- 
abne is he power to crente war, F In eriy aspect x kret titt Hey had not icone a era fonio ta 
Q Ae KUDJEE the proposi ion of the senator 18 i vad decided, after denbera ONE ‘ ’ steal 
unsustained, and we are not subject to the impu- || of precipitately rushing on a declaration of war. 
tation of maintaining the ridiculous position that!, Mr. HOUSTON again rose, but yielded to-— 
we are not competent to stop at the Rio Grande, Mr. WESTCOTT, who rose amid loud eries of 
and refrain from repelling invasion. The question i! “ question,” said that, had he been called upon to 
whether the hostilities committed by the Mexican ‘i vote on this bill on yesterday, he believed he should 
O ee eee aay ace wich tnd eoninacol: Hime iega bie Gay 
ier and different question. T hold that there is ;; tion since then had convine as his 
nothing cleaver than that such invasion may be re- | to vote for it. Fe did not entirely approve of the 
pelled hy the most powerful means, by the pursuit | phrascology of the bill. This was, however, no 
of the invaders, and by all possible and necessary ; time for verbal criticism. Immediate, prompt, de- 
means to minke the repulsi pipes and for: oe action os dened aoe Sone the 
varposes OF e lastisement. declaration of war | wll was not that whieh had been urge. was 
not necessary for the purpose of arming us with | entirely different, He was not disposed (as this 
all necessary power to repel the invasion, and pun- | bill seemed to do) to throw upon Mexico the com- 
ish the aggression. If recognised by the Govern- ;| mencement of this war. We preferred that this 
ment of Mexico, then war does exist; if not, the |; Government, instead of the declaration in this bill, 
hostility will have been committed by an officer of |; that * war existed,” and “ by the act of Mexico, 
| 
| 
1 


ould be on his 
It mighfbe that after ex- 


the Mexican army, and no war will exist between || should make an independent, affirmative, positive, 
the two countries, Now I ask what will be the || and unequivocal declaration of war against ‘that 
consequences of the recognition of a state of war? || Government. He felt assured’ that the past con- 
Tho Senator has alluded to the withdrawal of the || duct of Mexico towards the United States, ever 
Mexican Minister, and the rejection of ours. But i since Mexico had claimed to be a distinct nation, 
has not our commeree with Mexico been undis- jj if fairly exhibited to the civilized world, would 
turbe? The presumption of the Senator, then, |; fully justify such declaration. Yes, Mr. President, 
is refuted by the continuance of the discharge of |; (said Mr., Wo) if the soldiers of Mexico had not 
the finetions of our consuls. The rejection or || invaded Tetas during the last month—if they had 
withdrawal of a Minister is no evidence of the ex- || not murdered Colonel Cross—if they had not killed 
istence of any war-—it affords no presumption of |! Lieutenant Porter—if they had not attacked Har- 
such a state of war: But I was about to allude || dee and Thornton—nay, if her present rulers were 
to the consequences of a recognition of the exist- || now to apologize and atone for these acts, there is 
ence of war. At once an end would be put to the |) ample cause for our declaring war against her to 
subsisting treatics. Most conveniently for Mex- i be found in her past course towards us. Sir, we 
ico, the accumulated claims of our citizens would || have been most forbearing towards Mexico. We 
ji have allowed our feelings for a neighboring sister 
republic to restrain us from demanding and enfor- 
cing long ago reparation for her insults and out- 


zens in Mexico would be at her mercy. Itis said i 
that Mexican privateers may be already on the 
seas. That eannot be, unless the hostilities have || rages. The American people would not have sub- 
been recognised by the Government. The evi- |] mitted to the indignities they have patiently en- 
dence thus far is otherwise. The Mexican Gov- |! dured from Mexico, from any other Government 
ernment will be answerable for every aggression |! on God’s earth. They would have risen as one 
upon our commerce, if made before a declaration man to repel them years since. This forbearance 
of war. And for what are all these consequences |! has but emboldened Mexico to further wrong. 
to be incurred? Why, that we may chastise the || Her rulers have mistaken our sympathy for her 
Mexican army, and Mexico in all her parts and | difficulties and misfortunes, and our consideration 

of her weakness, for pusillanimity. It is time 


portions if she avows the act. But in absence of |} 
all evidence that this is the act of Mexica—with || they should be undeccived. The world has been 
evidence looking the other way—is it proper, is it || imposed upon with respect to the true causes 
wise, is it justifiable in us, to make a premature jj of difference between Mexico and the United 
declaration that war does exist? ! States. The recent occurrences are but a drop 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON rose to reply to the Sen- || in the bucket. Mexieo has artfully sought to 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] He appealed to |! create the impression that what she calls the 
the opposite side, and asked them to wait at least || “ spoliation” of Texas is the origin and cause 
till the evidence reget | the President -was || of these difficulties. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) before 
printed. ‘The Senator from Michigan said he was || the Texas revolution, she had outraged our flag 
satisfied of the fact. Buthe was satisfied without i| in her own ports, and on the high seas in the 
evidence—with nothing but newspaper reports, Ee || Gulf. She had robbed and imprisoned our citizens, 
was willing to “ go it blind.” ‘Te contended that |} and even our diplomatic and consular agents in her 
there was no evidence before them to enable them || jurisdiction were outraged and insulted in a manner 
to make up an honest opinion on the subject. He |} which, by the acknowledged laws of nations, 
hoped that the majority would not exercise a power afforded to us just canse for declaring war against 


mode of re- 


But we forebore to resort to this 


her. i 
dress. We negotiated a treaty with her, by which 


she engaged to indemnify our citizens. She plight- 
ed her faith as g nation to do them justice—to pay 
for her spoliations of their property and outrages 
of their rights. Has she done so? No, sir ! No, 
sir! She has ignominiously violated her plighted 
faith to them and to this Government. She has 
dishonorably withheld from us the debt. she en- 
gaged to pay for their benefit. The President, in 
his message, states that these spoliation claims 
amount to upwards of $6,000,000. I believe, sir, | 
that 47,000,000 would not indemnify those Ameri- 
ean citizens who have suffered from the wrongs 
and outrages of that Government. She ought in 
justice to pay that amount, and this Government 
should compel her to pay it. Without referring to 
her insults to our flag—the insults to. our diplo- 
matic and consular agents, or even the imprison- 
ment of some of them and other American citizens, 
we can find in her. course with respect to the in- 
demnity for these spoliations, and in the gross in- 
dignity cast in the teeth of the American people, ; 
in the treatment of their commissioned Minister, | 
(My. Slidell,) this winter, after her invitation to 
send him, as all Christendom would say, just 
cause for an affirmative declaration of war agai 
her. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) Lara not for tempo 
—for any half-way measures. I am in favor of 
such declaration; and, without reference to 3 
occurrences, I should bein favor of it. Ie 
if the military chief who has usurped the reins of | 
power in Mexico—l caro not if its Congress should | 
disavow the acts of Generals Ampudia and Arista 

— if it should disgrace and punish these officers for 
their recent acts in the State of T'exas—still, causes 
which would weigh with me as sufficient to justify 
this declaration, were not removed. Doubtless her 
rulers are instigated by the emissaries of other 
Governments inimical to us. Their influences can- 
not be concealed. They are manifest. They will | 
not deter me in the least degree from pursuing the 
path that I believe the honor of my country re- 
quires me to follow. 

Mr. President, I coincide fully in the distinction 
maintained on yesterday by the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Carolina (Me. CaLuoun]) between 
mere hostilities and war, according to the meaning 
of the Federal Constitution. No hostilities can be 
recognised as war by this Government, unless they 
have been declared by Congress to constitute war. 
E hold, too, that it is important this distinction 
should be maintained; as otherwise the acts of the 
Executive may create war, and the wise constitu- 
tional provision, placing the power of declaring 
war exclusively in Congress, will be a dead letter, 
I am, however, for Congress in this case exer- 
cising its constitutional power. As I have before 
said, I should, after calm deliberation on the sub- 
ject, prefer an afirmative, unequivocal declaration 
of war;, but I am not disposed to be fastidious as 
to the mode. I should prefer a manifesto, stating 
our grievances to the world. But the effeed of this 
bill, if it is passed, will be the same as if it was 
such affirmative declaration. The act of June 18, 
1812, declared ‘ war to exist against Great Brit- 
ain;? and this bill recites that “it does exist by 
the act of Mexico.” The efect is the essential 
part of the matter. 

Mr. W. said he was in favor of the declaration 
of war; because he did not believe that hostilities 
could be as efficiently. effectually, and successfully 
earried on by the Exeentive without it as with it. 
Tconeur (said Mr. W.) in the opinions advanced 
on this point by the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Pennypacker,] and other Senators. 

Without it, and without the express authority 
of Congress, the President cannot issue commis- 
sions to privateers—issue letters of marque and 
reprisal—cannot authorize the blockade of the 
Mexican ports—cannot authorize the capture of 
Mexican vessels on the high seas as prizes of 
war. Without such declaration, Mexicans taken | 
in arms, after defeat in attacking our citizens or 
soldiers, cannot be held by the Executive authority i 
as prisoners of war—treason in aiding her troops 
may even go unpunished; and, above all, without 
it the observance of the duties of other nations | 
towards us, the duty of neutrality, so likely to be 
violated, could not be properly enforced, With- | 
out such declaration, Mexicd may be supplied 
with arms, ammunition, and munitions of war b 
other nations; and if captured, they would not be |! 
liable to forfeiture as “ contraband of war.” The |! 


li 


i this to the guasi piratical Indian contest, which it 


|, gives the President the power to select the princi- 


i| hetween the troops of the two countries. To whose | 


‘but he feared that when that matter was investi- 
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declaration of war will in every way strengthen 
the Executive arm in this contest—athome, abroad, 
on ihe field of contest, and in these halls. ft will 
increase the efficiency of the supplies of men and 
money we propose to give threefold. It will con- 
vince the world we are in earnest in this matter. 
Other nations may profit by the information. `- 
Even if this matter with Mexico should be set- 
tled in a month, the money we expénd in warlike | 
preparations may no: be spent unprofitably.. If 
war is formally declared, the contest with Mexico 
must. be carried on by the rules of civilized war- 
fare—by the acknowledged laws of war. I prefer 


will otherwise become. The rules of civilized war 
are well known. In this age, every nation must 
obey them. If war is formally declared, and 
Mexico should, by its favorable fortune to her 
arms, have the power to perpetrate a repetition of 
the atrocities of the Alamo and Goliad, she dare 
not do so in the face of the civilized world. I re- 
peat, therefore, that I shall go for this part of this 
hill, and am prepared to sit here till it is passed. 
Alteration will make delay, and expedition is all- 
important. 

I do not approve of that part of this bill which 


pal officers of the volunteer militia. Was it a new 
question, I should be inclined to regard the consti- 
tutional objection raised to it as a very serious 
one: but Tam disposed to yield to the precedents 
of 1812 and 1813 in its favor. I should be better | 
satisfied to leave the power to the State authorities, 
The volunteers will be better satisñed. They will 
he jealous of officers of Federal appointment. But 
this objection T will forego, for the purpose of se- 
curing Immediate action on the bill, that troops may 
be sent forthwith to the field, and the honor, and in- | 
terests, and rights, of the country maintained.. | 
Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped that the emergency 
would not be found so pressing as some Senators 
appeared to suppose. Ele had great confidence in 
the officer commanding the forces on the Rio | 
Grande, and was pretty confident that, in eight-and- 
forty hours after the date of last advices, it would 
be found that the general commanding had whipped 
the Mexicans, driven them across the river, and 
was in the town of Matamoras.’ He might be 
wrong, but that was his speculation. Still he ad- 
mitted that they were not to act under such a sup- 
osition. They were to act with the least possi- | 
le delay consistent with order and propriety. He 
was, to a great extent, prepared to vote for the sup- 
plies—not indeed so advisedly as he would have 
desired. One thing was certain—that there had | 
been, to some extent, a conflict on the Rio Grande | 


fault that was to be ascribed he could not now say; 


gated, it would be found that he would not be able | 
to regard with entire approbation the conduct of 
the Executive. He saw no reason for the advance 
of the troops to the Rio Grande—for the hazard- 
ing of those consequences which every sensible 
man must have foreseen. It was not for a moment 
to be imagined that the angry armies of two angry 
and quarrelling nations should, day after day, face 
each other with cannons pointed at each other, and 
only a fordable river between them, and conflict 
not result. It was conceded that this was disputed | 
territory. . What right had the United States to į 
take possession of it? Had not the other disputing 
claimant an equal right? But he would not pros- 
ecute that view of the subject at present. He was 
willing to consider the exigency as urgent as they 
pleased, and to make adequate preparation. As it 
was the wish of some Senators to rest with that in 
the meantime, he should be entirely content with | 
that course, but he did not know that he would be } 
willing to limit the Government to repelling inva- | 
sion. Perhaps he would be satisfied with an ex- 
pression of what he meant by repelling invasion. | 
He meant by that, pursuing, beating down, till the | 
borders were freed from danger of a repetition of | 
the invasion. 

A SENATOR. «That would be war.” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No; there was a shade 
of difference—a very perceptible one. . He believed 
it was indispensable policy to make the war as 
sharp and shortas possible. If it lingered one year | 
it would not be a Mexican war. With a straw | 
you could kindle a fire to burn. down.a city. In} 
this connected condition. of the world war was felt ! 


everywhere. War could not be made with Mexico |, with her armies. These facts ii 


‘that it would render the bill. less: efficient. . 


without touching the interests and exciting the jeal- 
ousies of all nations trading with us... Great edn- 
sequences might be involved “in that war: -tle ~ 
would therefore make'it as compendious-as possi- 
ble.) He would even, if he had his: way, sendia 
Minister Plenipotentiary with the General, and be~ 
tween every blow hold out.the offer of peace.. He 
would be willing to give the means. to the President 
for the purpose of repelling invasion, and otherwise 

rosecuting hostilities, tillthe peace of the countr 

è secured from the danger of further invasion, All 
the time he would give notice of peace by the Min- 
ister going along with the General. Thus limited, 
he was assured they would get any amount of mil- 
itary force. He would move to.strike out and in- 
sert something like that. which he had: suggested. 
After-expressing his dissatisfaction, with- the pre- 
amble, of which he. saw no necessity—there was 
none in the declaration of war in 1812—the honoy- 
able Senator resumed his seat. . 

Mr. CALHOUN then rose and said: Senators 
have not made the distinction—an. obvious one— 
between the fact, whether there-be war, and the act 
of declaring war. AI admitted. that there was no 
war connected with this invasion which gave them 
aright to declare war. War was an act of hostility, 
which came fiom the sovereign: power. As a mere 
matter of truth or falsehood, hë could not vote for 
the bill. As men, and as patriots, he appealed to 
the Senators whether they ought not to.remove this 
impediment, provided: its removal would not. de- 
stroy the efficiency of the bill; They ought to ac- 
commodate those who thought with him. “Was it 
not desirable to havea strong vote? Why, then, 
not remove- this impediment. to`a strong, vote? 
There could be but one objection, and that was, 

ut 
could that objection be entertained by any.one? 
He now came to make some remarks on the speech 
of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN. } 
He had madea suggestion which seemed to remove 
every objection. It gave this bill all possible efi- 
ciency——ability to. prosecute the hostilities not 
merely to the fronticr, but beyond it. They could 
do no more than that. But since some gentlemen 
around him seemed to say that there was war, he 
would allude to.that. The difference between the 
existing state of things was as wide as the poles. 
‘War placed every member of this community at 
war with every member of the Mexican communi- 
ty. But it did not end there—it created new rela- 
tions between this country and all other Powers, 
and amongst these relations was the right of block- 
ade—interfering with the nations’of the world, and 
tending to bring us into conflict with them. ‘The 
moment war was declared privatecring commenced, 
and swarms of privateers were Jet loose upon our 
extended commerce. And more than that, any 
mode of adjustment was set aside except that by a 
treaty of peace. Why, in the name of all that is 
reasonable, he asked, would they rush at once to 
the ultimate resort? Suppose this turned out to be 
a case in which war ought to be declared, after ex- 
amination of all the documents: let the declaration 
be made in due form.and with becoming dignity— 
not in this side-way, as if they were afraid to do it. 
Let them show a front to the world, such as was 
becoming the character of the nation. In the pres- 
ent condition of the world, war was a tremendous 
thing. ‘The whole sentiment of the civilized world 
was turning stronger and stronger against war. 
And let us not, (said Mr.C.,) for the honor of our: 
country—-for the dignity of the Republic-—be the 
first to create a state of. war.- Mortal man cannot 
sce the end of it. When I look on and. see that 
we are rushing upon the most tremendous event, I 
am amazed. “Iam more than amazed; Lam ima 
state of wonder and desp alarm. “This is not the 
tone of character to go into war. They who go 
into war in this manner—as if seeking a divisive 
course—cannot expect to succeed. It is a hasty, 
thoughiless course. I do not wish to use any words 
in an offensive sunse-—but with all possible empha- - 
sis, exhort you to avoid. even the appeatance. of ' 
precipitancy, or want of that deep reflection. and 
profound meditation which alone can guide you to 
a successful issue. pot gates EEN 

Mr. ALLEN here said he would. not protract 
the discussion. ‘There were certain great facts in 
this case which no arguments could set aside. Our 
friendly relations with Mexico had been interrupt- 
ed by herown acts. She hadrécalled her Minister, 
literally expelled ours, and fad ir dour soil 

ó- could set 
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aside, and the way of duty was as clear as noon- 


me k 
The PRESIDENT then 
question on: Mr. 
out, when Ban cae 
-Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, stated that. he 
would, vote in favor of the ‘motion to strike out, for 
the purpose of inserting the amendment suggested 
by the geniléman from Kentucky, [Mr? Crirren- 
DEN,]. wishing it distinctly understood that he did 
‘not,intend at the present time to express any opin- 
ion upon the propriety of marching United States 
troops upon the territory in dispute between this 
country. and Mexico. ; i 
. Mro BREESE desired to be informed whether 
thé yeas and nays had been ordered upon the mo- 
tion under discussion; the motion originally was 
to strike out and insert, upon. which the yeas and 
nays were ordered; subsequently the motion was 
modified, and is now simply to. strike out; he de- 
sired to Know whether the yeas and nays had been 
ordered upon this modification. 
‘The PRESIDENT replied in the affirmative, 
Thé question was then taken, and resulted as 
follows: $ : ; 
YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, T. 
Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day- 
ton, Evans, Huntington, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, McDuflie, Mangum, Morehead, Simmons, Up- 
ham, and Woodbridge—20. i - 
NAYS—Mossrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright; Cameron, Cass, Colquitt, Dix, 
Housion, Jarnagin, Jenness, Lewis, N Pennyhacker, 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Stnrgcon, Varney, and Xu- 


teo—25. 

So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed a desire that the 
ground taken upon this subject by the minority 
‘should be recorded upon the Journal, and for this 
purpose he moved to strike out from’ the first sec- 
tion of the bill the words * to prosecute suid war 
to.a speedy and successful termination,” and in- 
sert ‘for the purpose of repelling the invasion, the 
President is hereby,” &c. 

The. PRESIDENT was of opinion that this re- 
newal of a motion to strike out a sentence which 
the Senate had already refused to strike out, was 

“notin order, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN explained, and contended 
that the motion to strike out and insert was in 
order. 

After a short discussion upon the point of order 
between Senators CALHOUN, MANGUM, and 
BERRIEN, the Chair reversed its opinion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered.” 

‘The question: was then taken, and resulted as 
follows: $ ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, T. 
Claytoa, John M: Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day- 
ton, Evans, Huntington, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, MeDuffic, Mangum, Morehead, Simmons, Up- 
ham, and: Woodbridge--20. i 

NAY S—Moessrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Cathoun, Dix, 
Houston, Jarnagin, Jenness, Lewis, Niles, Ponnybacker, 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Turuey, West- 
cott, and Yulee—26, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN objected to the provision 
dn the 6th section of the bill, which empowers the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint the generals of brigade and 
division and the general staff, in support of which 
objection he submitted a few observations. : 

Mr. BENTON read from various acts showing 
precedents for the provision objected to. Among 
the cases cited was the course pursued in 1812, 1m- 
volving precisely the same principle which was 
vobjected to by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 

NDEN. Hes 

ORE ORTETENDEN, in reply, said he was 
aware that-formerly the practice and the Jaw was 
the same as provided in the section objected to, 
Hut since 1836 the laws had ‘been different. In the 
act of 1836 it would -be found that provision was 
made for.a different course from that which. had 
been pursued previously, which course had been 
ohserved.as the rule since that time. i 

Mr. SPEIGHT suggested that the bill should 

o taken up by sections. 
e irer a Ew remarks by Mr. BERRIEN, 

Mr. CLAYTON said thatit had now become 
the painful duty of himself and those who thought 
with him to deċide upon voting for supplies or re- 
fusing so to votc. He had hoped that the gener- 
osity of the opposite side would have placed him 


proceeded to put the 
F. M. Cxiavron’s motion to strike 


and his friends in such a situation that they could | 


have voted at once for the supplies. Warm -and 
earnest appeals to that effect had been made, butin 
vain. But he would not be forced into a false po- 
sition. Whilst protesting against the whole course 
of conduct on the other side that day as oppressive 
of the minority, he was bound to say that he would 
vote for the supplies.. But he voted: for them under 
a protest. He voted in the dark, becanse he was 
compelled to do so, or vote against affording the 
supplies. 5 
Av. DAVIS, after some explanatory remarks, 
announced his intention of voting against the bill. 
A lengthened conversation, in which Messrs. 
CRITTENDEN, HOUSTON, ARCHER, and 
BENTON took part, then ensucd on an amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Crirrenpen, to strike out 


the clause in the sixth section giving to the Presi- | 
dent the appointment of the generals of brigade | 


and division. 
Finally, after a division, the clause was stricken 
from the section. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, suggested an amendment to the first sec- | 


tion of the bill, providing that the volunteers should 
be enrolled for “six or’? twelve months, &c. 

Mr. CASS expressed the hope that the amend- 
ment would not be adopted; he knew, from his 
own experience, that it would be quite as casy to 
muster the desired number of men for twelve as for 


six months; the troops thus enrolled would be more | 


efficient, and far more economical. 


Mr. BENTON signified that he was not disposed | 


to persist in the amendment, and no objection being 
made, it was withdrawn. 


Mr. B. then proposed to amend the first section, H 


by inserting after the word “ discharged,’? the 
words “according to the time for which they shall 
have been mustered into service; which amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. B. then moved to amend the third section, 
by inserting after the word “horses,” the words 
“and horse equipments.” 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that he would be 
obliged to vote against this amendment; he knew 


that during the Seminole war there was a great | 


deal of difficulty in getting proper and uniform 
horse equipments at the South, this would occur 
again in the present instance; and if the amend- 
ment. was passed, it would be found almost impos- 
sible to get the proper materials for the desired 
purposes ; F 

he question was taken on the amendment, and 
the same was agreed to. 

Mr. BENTON then moved to strike out from 
the third section the words “and equipped;” which 
motion was agreed to, 

Mr. B. also moved that the ninth section be 
amended, by striking out all after the word “allow- 
ances,” and insert, “and all mounted privates, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and artificers 
shall be allowed forty cents per day for the use 
and risk of their horses, except of horses. actually 
killed in action; and if any mounted volunteer, 
non-commissioned officer, musician, or artificer, 
shall not keep himself provided with a serviceable 
horse, the said volunteer shall serve on foot;” 
which amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that the preamble 
to the bill be stricken out, and proéeeded to make 
afew remarks in support of the motion; in the 
course of which he animadverted strongly upon 
the course of the Administration in relation to the 
difficulties with Mexico, in sending the troops of 
the United States upon disputed territory,and caus- 
ing the guns of the American forees to be pointed 
upon Matamoras, &o.,a course of menacing which 
he (Mr. EL.) considered highly improper. Mr. F. 
asked for the yeas and nays upon his motion. 

Mr. SEVIER rose to a question of order, Un- 


der the then condition of the bill, he did not con- | 


sider that the motion submitted by the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. Huntineron] could be 
entertained until the bill had been reported from 
the committee to the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON supposed that his motion 
was in order; but if there was any objection raised, 
he would postpone it until after. the bill had been 
reported. . 

After some further conversation, Mr. H. per- 
sisted in his motion, and the question of order was 
“passed over. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, rose and said, | 


that when he first heard of the peril in which our 


| army was placed, and the invasion of the territory 
of the United States by the Mexican troops, he 
was resolved: to do whatever lay in his power 
to rescue the one and repel the other; and he was 
rendy now to do whatever appeared correct and 
proper. Judging-from.the information before the 
Senate—and he ‘regretted that the documents ac- 
| companying the message: of yesterday were not 
before the Senate—he believed that a state of war 
does exist—not in the strict constitutional sense, 
but in the other, and the almost equally important 
sense, to wit: the territory of. the United States 
had been invaded, and with an armed force. He 
(Mr. J.) was not present in the Senate when the 
annexation resolution was passed; but in honesty 
and candor he was compelied to say that had he 
been, he would have voted against it. Texas, 
however, had been annexed to the United States, 
and the Rio Grande had been recognised as her 
houndary by the United States, and by those Gov- 
ernments which had acknowledged the indepen- 
dence of the Republic of Texas. Further: in pur- 
suance of the offer of the Congress of the United 
States, Texas had adopted a constitution, in which 
the Rio Grande was stated as her boundary;. the 
laws of the United States had been extended over 
all the country to that river, and the territory in 
dispute was recognised as one of her congressional 
districts. It was no matter, then, how this new 
State eame into the Union; she was now one of 
the States of that Union; was entitled to all the 
| privileges of a State; and her citizens were entitled, 
in their persons and property, to all the rights and 
protection afforded to citizens of other States; the 
faith of the United States was pledged to vindicate 
her rights, boundary, and territory. The United 
| States having thus adopted the State of Texas, the 
invasion of the territory within the boundary which 
her constitution claims, was an invasion of the 
territory of the United States. and should be repel- 
led accordingly. He (Mr. J.) could not vote for 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut, (Mr. Hunvineroy.] Fle could vote 
for no amendment which implied that the United 
States was an aggressor ina war; but, in the pres- 
ent case, he would advocate such a course as would 
ii show to the world that the conflict was not the 
seeking of the United States, but of Mexico, In 
conclusion, Mr. J. observed, that if he was right 
in his view of the extension of the jurisdiction of 
the United States over Texas to the Rio Grande, 
&e., we were as actually in a state of war as 
though the news had been received that the entire 
forces under the command of General ‘Taylor had 
been attacked and cut off by the Mexican troops. 

{A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed the Senate bill, providing for the raising 
and organization of a-company of sappers, miners, 
| and pontoniers, with amendments. 

Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr Jounson] must be mistaken on the 
question of boundary. ‘The subject of boundary 
was expressly referred to in the discussion on the 
annexation of 'Texas, and was referred to in the 
annexation resolution itsclf{ The second section 
of that resolution says: 

“Sre.2. Andhe it further resolved, That the foregoing 
consent of Congress is given npon the following conditions, 
and with the folowing guaranties, to wit: First, Said State 
to be formed, subject to the adjustment by this Government 


of all questions of boundary that may arise with other Gov- 
ernments.?? 


The question which we-are now called upon to 
détermine. he understood to be, whether the war 
declared to exist has heen. caused by Mexico. 
Whether it is waged by the authority of Mexico 
may depend on circumstances. We have not had 
an opportunity to investigate the subject. The 
question may hereafter present itself in a different 
hight from that in which we now sec it; and yet, 
under these circumstances, we are called upon to 
declare that this is a war authorized by Mexico. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON thought his friend from 
Maryland was laboring under a mistaken idea with 
respect to the purport of his amendment. If we 
erase the preamble, we do not thereby deny that 
| war exists; nor do we assert that Mexico has. not 
| authorized these hostile acts. We only declare, 
by striking out the preamble, that we wish to in- 
| vestigate; that we do not know; that we have not 
i| evidence whether war does exist authorized by 
i Mexico. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Mary : 
ico claims the whole of Texas. We cannot go 
to Mexico, therefore, to ask about our boundaries. 
She denies the existence of such a State as Texas. 
We go to Texas to inquire about the boundary. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that, in the debates on the 
annexation of Texas, the question of the true 
boundary was one of much doubt and difficulty. 
1t was difficult to understand whether the Nueces 
or the Rio Grande was the boundary between 
‘Texas and Mexico; and the section referred to was 
added by the Senate for this very reason, It was 
to settle this disputed boundary that the amend- 
ment referred. to was made. 

Mr. ARCHER said the bill to be reported by 
the Committce on Foreign Relations would proba- 
bly contain the same preamble. Why, then, re- 
fuse to strike out the preamble from this bill, there- 
by sceuring a full vote? This would not prevent 
the adoption of the same preamble in another bill, 
which amounts to the same thing. This pre- 
amble properly belongs to a bill to be reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations decla- | 
ring war. i 

The yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. 
Howrnxeron’s motion to strike out the preamble; 
which was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Mc Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cathoun, Thos 
Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day 
ton, Evans, Huntington, MeDuflic, Mangum, Morchead, 
Simmons, Upham, and Woodbridge —18, 

NAYS.—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Colquitt, Dix, |i 
Houston, Jarnagin, Jenness, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
soy of Louisiana, Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Sem- 
ple, Sevier; Speight, Sturgeon, Turmey, Westcott, and Yu- 

COO. 

No other amendment being proposed, the bill 
was reported to the Senate from the committee of 
the whole. 

The amendments made in committce were then 
agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Several Senators calling for the immediate third 
reading of the bill, and no objection being made 
thereto, it was so read, : 

The PRESIDENT. then proceeded. to put the 
question, “ Shall this-bill pass 2”. s 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped. that the question 
might be so put as to. divide the preamble from the 
bill. The question might. first be taken on the 
passage of the bill, without the preamble, and the 
preamble could be voted for separately. 
would secure a large vote for the passage of the bill. | 

Mr. SEVIER said the preamble was only the 
title‘of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT said, it is the opinion of the 
Chair that the preamble is a part of the bill, and 
that it cannot he divided. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, now I want to vote 
for the bill, and LT trust that by unanimous consent 
of the Senate the question may be taken on the 
bill and on the preamble separately. 

Mr. CALHOUN would not vote for it, with or 
without the preamble. It isa solemn declaration 
of war to Mexico and to the world. ‘This was i! 
taking a step of which he could not approve. || 
When his name should be called, therefore, he | 
would remain silent. 

Mr. UPHAM wished to vote for the bill, but he 
could not vote for the preamble. He had not in- 
formation to cnable him to vote for the preamble, 
and he could not vote what he did not know. 

Mr. DAYTON made a similar statement. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said the question might be 
put, “ Shall the bill pass??? Make that the ques- 
tion, without the preamble, and he was willing and 
anxious to vote for it. 
preamble. 

Mr. BREESE said thatif the question could not 
be divided unless by unanimous. consent of the 
Senate, he would object. 

Mr. MANGUM asked the President whether 
he and other Senators could vote for the bill with a 
protest against the preamble, and whether that pro- 
test would be put on the Journal. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said that there was a precedent 
for entering a protest on the Journal. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN appealed to the Senator 
from Ilinois [Mr. Bresse} to withdraw his objec- |; 
tion. After a pause, Mr. C. asked, Does the Sen- || 
ator yield his objection? 

Mr. BREESE said, if the course indicated by 
the Senator-from Kentucky was pursued, it would 
make the bill so unmeaning that he himself should |! 


l i 
He would not vote for the |} 


H 
H 


. aes 
This |i 


| States to proseeut 


j same ish 


be unwilling to vote for it;. and the time for amend- 
ing it had, by the rules of the Senate, passed... Ehe 
preamble gave point and meaning to the bill, and it 
was now by a vote of the Senate a-part- of the bill. 
The fate of the bill might be endangered if this 
course was. pursued. ` $ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN pledged himself that he | 
would move to reconsider, if there was any danger 
like that which the Senator from Ilinois appre- 
hended. $ : N on 

Mr. BREESE then withdrew his objection. 

The PRESIDENT then stated that, by unani- 


mous consent of the Senate, the question would be, | 


Shall the bill pass without the preamble? ., 

Mr. BAGBY cauld not consent to have the ques- 
tion put in this way. He could not vote for the bill 
without the preamble. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested to the Chair 


that the question might be put somewhat differently | 


from the form in which it had been stated. 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON saw no difficulty in vo- 
ting for the bill itself, first, without the preamble, 


| and then for the preamble. 


Mr. BAGBY said, if it was put in this form, he 


| would have to vote against the bill, while he wish- 
, ed to vote for it. 


Mr, J. M. CLAYTON thought that the Senator | 
from Alabama might vote for the bill without the 
preamble, and vote for the preamble afterward. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON said ‘that the Senator from 


| Alabama could have no more difficulty in voting 


for the bill and the preamble separately than he 

could have for voting for different sections of 

the bill separately. 

The ycas and nays were called for and ordered. 

Mr. MOREHISAD suggested that the question 
might be taken without the yeas and nays. There | 
was evidently a large majority for the bill, and it | 
would be better not to have the nays recorded. 

Mr, MANGUM had made up his mind to vote 
for the bill, but he entered his most solemn pro- 
test against the hasty declaration of the preamble, 
about the existence of war, and he would. ask the | 
Senate that that protest might ke entered on the 
Journal. ; : . 

Messrs, J. M; CLAYTON and DAYTON en- 
tered similar protests. ` : Ey 

The question, “Shall the bill pass P? was then 
put, and resulted as follows: 

YRAS—Mes Allen, Arche, Ashley, Atchison, Ath- 

m, Baghy, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, 
John M. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, 
m, Dix, Houston, Jamagin, Jenness, Johnson of 
viand, Johnson of Loenisiana, Lewis, MeDuflie, 
Mangum, Morchead, Niles, Penuybacker, Rusk, Semple, 
Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, 
Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yul A, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Thomas Clayton and Davis—2. 

(Senators Berrien, Carnoux, and Evans, being 
in their seats, did not vote. The other members, 
whose names are not recorded above, were ab- 
sent. ] 

When Mr. CRITTENDEN ’s name was called, he 
voted “ay, except the preamble.’’ So also did 
Mr. Upnam. f 

'The bill was then read b 
the following form: 

AN ACT providing for the prosécution of the existing war | 
between the United States and the Republie of Mexico. 
Whereas, by theact of the Republic of Mexico, a state of 

war exists between that Government and the United States: | 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 


| 


y its tide, and passed in 


‘of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That, 


for the purpose of enabling the Government of the United } 
id war to a speedy and successful ter- 
inination, the President he, and he is hereby, authorized to 
employ the militia, naval, and military forces of the United 
States, and to cali for and accept the services of any number 


i of volunteers, not exceeding lifty thonsand, who may offer 
their services, either as cavalry, artillery, or riflemen, to į 


> twelve months afier they shall have arrived at the 
ce of rendezvous, or to the end of the war, unless sooner 
discharged, according to the time for which they shall have 


| been nnistered into service; and that the sum of ten: mil- 


lions of doHlarsout of any money in the Treasury, or to come 
into the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, be, and the 
by, Rpppropriated, for the purpose of carrying 

the provisions of this act into effect. bee 
SEC. 2. dnd be it further enccied, That the militia, when 
called into the service of the United States by virtue of this 
act, or any Other act, may, ifin the opinion of the President 


| of the United States the public interest requires it, be eom- 
pelled to serve for a term not exceeding six months, after 


their arrival at the place of rendezvous, 
unless sooner discharged. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said volun- 

teers shall furnish their own clothes, and, if-cavalry, their 

and horse equipments ; and when mustered 

vice, shall. be armed at the expense of the United 


in any one year, 


a 


| therein, be subject.to therules'and articles of war and shall 
be hall respects, except as-to clothing and pay; placed ‘on 
the same fooling with similar corps of the United: States 
army3. and, int lieu: of -clothing, evéry“non-eommissiéned 
officer.and: private in any compan who may thus offer: hith- 
self shali be entitled, when called into actual service, tò re- 
ceive in money a sum egual. tothe cost of clothing öf a non- 
commissioned officer’ or private (as the case may be) itithe 
regular troops of the United States.: oh as 
Suc. 5. And. be it further enacted, That the said volun- 
teers so offering their sorvices shalt be accepted bythe Pies- 
ident in companies, battalions, squadrons, and regiments, 
whose officers Shall beappomted in the manner preseribed 
| by daw in the several States/and- Territories to which sueh 
companies, battalions, squadrons, ‘and. regiments, shall. re- 
spectively belong. Bh ieee 3 
Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States be, and he. is hereby, authorized:to/organize 
companies’ so tendering their- services into. dattalions or 
squadrons; battalions and squadrons ‘into regiments 3. regi- 
ments into brigades, and brigades into divisions, as soon as 
the number of. volunteers shall render such organization, in 
his judgment, expedicnt;-aud the. President shall; ifnetes- 
sary, apportion the staff, field, and general officers among 
the respective States and 'Ferritories from which the. volun- 
teers shall tender their services, as he may deem proper. 
‘Sec. 7, And-be tt further enacted, That the volunteers who 
may be received into the. service of the United States: by 
virtue of the provisions of this xet, and whoshall be wound- 
ed or otherwise disabled in the ‘service, shall be entitled to 
all the benefit which may‘be'conferred on persons wounded 
in the service of the United States, est 
Sec. 8, And beit:further-endcted, That the President ofthe 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized forthwith te 
complete all: the’ public: armed: vessels: now. authoriacd: by 
law, and to-purcliase.or charter, arm, equip, and. man-suct 
; merchant vessels ahd steamboats as, upon examination, may 
be found fit, or casily ‘converted into armed véssels‘fit for the 
public, service, and in such number as. he may deem neccs- 
sary for the protection of the seaboard, lake coast, and. the 
general defence of the country. -- se . : 
Sec. 9. And be it furtherenacted, That, whenever the miti- 
| tin or volunteers are called and teecived into the service of 
the United States, under the provisions of this act, they shalt 
have the organization ofthe army ofthe United States, and 
: shal} have the same pay and allowances} andol mounted 
privates, non-commissioned. officers, musicians and artifi-. 
cers, shall be alowéd 40 cents per day for the use and risk 


|! of their-horses, except of horses‘aétually killed in action 3 


| and if any mounted volunteer, non-commissioned officer, 
musician, or private, shall not keep himself provided witha 
serviecable horse, said volunteer shall serve on foot. 

The Sonate, then, at half past six o'clock, ad- 
journed. , : 


TIOUSEOF REPRESENTATIVES. 
; ., Turspay, May 12, 1846... 0° 

The Journal of yesterday having been read, (ex- 
ceptas to so much as embraced the reports: from 
commitiecs, the reading whereof was. dispensed 
with, Y ; ae Pas 

M? WINTHROP rose toa. correction. Fle 
found himself reported (he said) in. both the, morn- 
| ing papers as having voted against the motion to 
increase the pay of the infantry, &c., from. eight 
dollars to ten dollars per month. He had voted in 
the affirmative; and as he supposed that the lists of 
| yeas and nays had been taken. from the Journal, 
| the error, he presumed, must have originated there. 
| ‘The Journal having been ordered to be so amend- 
ed-as to conform to the fact stated by. Mr. Win- 
| THROP, was approved. ; 

The Chair was occupied by Mr. Horrins, of 
Virginia, the Speaker being present in the Fall, 
| but suffering under severe indisposition. . ~ 


SAPPERS, MINERS, AND PONTONIERS. 


| ` Mr. BURT, under instructions from the Com- 
‘mittee on Military Affairs, asked the House to 
take up and dispose of another bill which, he said, 
was necessary In the exigency-which had arisen. 
With that view he moved that the Hotse resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on thë state of 
the Union. Ld 
And the motion having been agreed to,- 

- The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Norris, of 
New Hampshire, in the chair,) and took up the bill 
(from the Senate) to provide for the organization of 
a company of sappers, miners, ahd pontoniers. 

i. The bill was toad, and also an amendment.(pro- 
it-posed by the Committee on Military Affairs:of this 
| House) substituting in the 6th section. the figure:6 
i (in the year) instead of 7, soas to read 18460, 
The amendment (after a word of explanation by 
: Mr. BURT) was agreed to.. x EEE 
ii Mr. BURT moved that the committee: tise and 
|| report the bill and amendment to the Houses. ”, 

| Myr. GIDDINGS said; the object of this bill was 
| to increase the standing army of the Ui 

The House had. yesterday passede bi 
izing an increase: in the militar 

States, to the extent of fifty: thouga 
i From the. very commencement oF K 


| 


i 


1846. 
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vice in this. House; he had of osed -any increase 
of the standing army; and he ves ppposed to-it at 
this time, PP = 

‘Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON raised a 
order,’ which was overruléd-by the’ Chair. 
proceeded ‘to say that he was 
ing army, because he believed 
four Government intended this 
ation ‘to em ithin itself the inherent prin- 
ciple’ of “self-defence. “Our institutions had been 
based upon the hypothesis that a nation of freemen 
contained within ‘itself the power to répel foreign 
aggression; ‘to maintain the rights of the sovereign 
people; and to sustain the institutions which: they 
had ‘themselves established. E6 regarded a stand- 


point of 


Mr. GIDDINGS 


sng army as a foe to free institutions. It was op- | 


posed to the exercise of that freedom which was 
our national boast. We had had’a signal illustra- 
tion of the danger of a standing army on the Rio 
del Norte, 
ied’ to the protection’ of the law as any American 
eiuzen, had been shot down in cold blood, without 
charge, or trial, investigation, defence, conviction, 
or judgment.” ` 

Mr. BURT here desired Mr. Guppine 
the floor tò enable him (Mr. 
character of his motion. 

Mr. G. déclined to yield until he should have 
closed his remarks. e had yesterday (he pro- 
ceeded to ‘say) heard it stated from a high source, 
“that American blood had been shed upon Ameri- 
can soil;’? yet we had the documents. before us to 
show that the first blood which had been shed was 
that of our own soldiers—shed b 
their brethren in arms, without nel yinvoslieations 


sto yield 
B.) to change the 


or conviction. He objected to the increase of any | 
body of men who would thus bathe their hands in | 


their brother’s blood. 

We had had another illustration of the danger of a 
standing army: ` We had seen an American Pres- 
ident, who was by the Constitution the commander- 
in-chief of the army and the ‘navy, as weil as the 
militia, invade a foreign soil, plant the American 

` standard there, subverting the rights of a foreign 
people, and extending a military despotism over 
them. In the progress of a revolution which was 
fast verging towards a dissolution of this Union, 
we had seen an American President, without pro- 
vocation, and. without right, planting the ataiidard 
of the United States on a foreign soil, and using 
the military forces of the United States to violate 
every principle of international law and of moral 
justice. | : 

Mr. BRODHEAD called Mr. G. to order on the 
ground of irrelevancy.” AE Ge 

Mr. J. P. MARTIN ‘said that the gentleman 
was conversing about his brethren—the Mexicans— 
which Mr. M: submitted it was perfectly in order 
for the gentleniai‘to do. i . 

Some conversation. followed on the point of 
ordér; after which, : j 

Mr. G., not being arrested by the Chair, pro- 
ceeded with his remarks. 
question of territorial right, contending t L 
movement of General Taylor was as much an in- 
vasion of the Mexican territory, as if that officer 
had planted his guns in the public squares of the 
city of Mexicg. Fle adverted to the probable con- 
sequences of the war, to, the ‘prospect of its long 
duration, to its heavy expenditures, its disastrous 
results upon the interests, and, as in connexion 


with slavery, upon the harmony and perpetuity of | 


the Union. : 


Mr. G. had not concluded when the hour ecx- 


ired. 


Mr. BURT now changed the motion he had sub- 
mitted to a motion that the committee rise, with a | 
the | 


view to the introduction of a resolution, in 
Fouse; to close the debate. i 

T'he motion was agreed to. 

Whereupon the committee rose. 


But the CHAIRMAN reported the bill and ; 


amendment (and not the progress of the commit- 

tee) to the House. ; i f 
Considerable conversation followed, in which 

Messrs. BOYD, J. Q. ADAMS, BURT, TIB- 


BATTS, GORDON, RATHBUN, JOSEPH J. | 


McDOWELL, and the CHAIRMAN took part. 

The result was that the question was stated to 
be on concurrifig with the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union in its amendment, and 
on ordering the bill to a third reading. - 


Mr. BURT moved the previous question, which | 


was seconded. 


where American soldiers, as much enti- | 


the hands of, 


Tic entered uyon the | 
iat the | 


H 
f 
j 
{ 
| 


ii 


The main question was ordered to be now taken. | 

The amendment was concurred in. - i 

And the bill was read a third time by its title. | 

The question then being, “Shall this bill pass?” 
„Mr, HARALSON demanded the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded. j 

And the main question was ordered to be now | 
taken: 

The ycas and nays were ordered, and, being 


taken, resulted as follows: if 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Amold, Ash” 
mun, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, Jas 
A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrongl 
Brodhead, Wiliam ©. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William 
W. Campbell, Catheart, Join. G. Chapman, Augustus A. | 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, | 
Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, | 
Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garret. Davis, Jefferson Davis, 
Delaao, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass 
Dunlap, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Po: 
ter, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 
STU 


George S. Howton, Ebuund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hab- 
bard, Hudson, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll 
Audrew Jobuson, Scaborn Sones, Damel P. King, Thomas 
B., King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, 
Ligon, Lwupkin, MeClean, MeCletlind, McCternand, Me- 
Counet, Joseph J. Me Dowell, James MeDowell, Mettenry, 
Mclivaine, McKay, Marsh, John'P, } 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Ps ish, Payne, Pendleton, į 
Perrill, Potin Phelps, Pollock, Ratubun, Reid, Reife, Ritter, 
Roberts, J, A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Seammon, Schenck, 
Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H Sins, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Uhomas Smitb, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Stephene, Stewart, Strom, Strong, Benjamin Phomp-on, 
Jacob Thompson, Phun ibbatts, Hiilen, Toombs, | 
Towns, "tredway, Prombo. Vanee, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wick, Wiliams, Winthrop, Woodrtut, Woodward, Wood- ; 
worth, Yancey, and Young—tit. 
NAYS—Mersrs. Johu Quiney Adams, Boyd, Culver, 
Giddings, Hungertord, George W. Jones, Sawyer, Stark- | 
weather, and St. Joun—9. 
So the bill was passed in the following form, viz: 


A BILL tor the organization of a company of sappeérs, mi- 
ners, ånd pontonicrs, 


Be it enucted by the Sencte and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, hat 
there be added to the corps of cugineers one company of 
suppers, ininers, and pontoniers, to be called engineer sol- 
diers; whicli company shall be composed of ten Kerge, 
or master werkinen, ten corporals, or overseers, two intsi- 
cians, (thirty-nine privates of the fist chass, or artificers, and i 
thirty-nine privates of the second cles, or keburers, in all 
One hundred men. | 

See, Ant he it further enucted, That the pay and rations | 
of the sergeants, or master workmen of said company, shall | 
he the same as those now allowed by law to the master 
workmen employed by the ordnance dopartiuent, excepting 
that the engineer sergeants shall reccive one radon ouly 
per day, instead of one ration and a halt’; of the corporals, 
or overseers, the same ag those now allowed by law to the 
armorers, cardage makers, and blacksmitus employed by 
the ordnance deparbnent, excepting that. the engineer cor- 
porals shall recive One ration only per day, instead of ope 
ration and a hat’; of the privates of the first class, or arti- | 
ficurs, the rame as those now allowed by law to the artifi- 
cimployed by the ordnanee department; of the privates 
of the secoud class, or laborers, the same as those now 
lawed by law to the laborers employed by die ordnance 
departnent; anit of the musicians, the same as those allow- 
ed by haw to the nitsicims of the line of the anny: the said 
non-commissioned onicers, privates, and musicians being 
respectively entitled to the same clodiing and other allow- 
ances as are granted by law to non-commissioned ofticers, 
privates, and musicians of the artillery in the army of the 
United States, i 

fy 3. Aind he it further enacted, That the said engineer 
compiny shall be subject to the rules and articles of war; 
shall be reeruited in the same manner, and with the sane 
limitation, and shall be entitled to the same provisions, al- 


| 


lownnees, and benefits, in every respect, as are allowed to || r 
' i i s l Mr. McK AY moved that the committee resume 


the other troops constituting the present military peace cs- 
tablishineut. 

See. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said engineer 
company shall be attached to, and compose a part of, the 
corps of engineers, and be oRicered by officers of that corps, 
as at present organized. They stall be instructed in, and 
perform all the duties of sappers, miners, and pontoniers, 
and shall aid in giving practical justruction in these branches | 
at the Military Academy. hey shall, moreover, under the 
orders of the chief engineer, be liable to serve, by detach- | 
ments, in overseeing and aiding laborers upon fortifications | 
or other works vuder the engineer deparunent, und in su- 
pervising finished fortifications as fort-keepers; preventing 
injury and applying repairs. 


Š 
with the approbation ofthe Sverctary of War, be aathorized 
to regulate and determine the number, quality, form, di- 
mensions, &¢., of the necessary vehicles, pontons, tools, 


r, Griunell, Grover, Hampton, Haralson, Harmanzon, ji 
Henley, Herrick, billiard, Hopkins, Hough, J. W. Houston, |i 


tn, Barkley Martin, ji 


aC. 5. Anl he it further cnucted, That the chiefengineer, | 


to the Military Academy at West Point, involving 
an expenditure of some $25,000 and upwards an- 
nually, and of no practical use in the world, except 
nereasing largely the expenditures of the peace 
establishment. This force was a very Important 
branch of the public service in time of war, and he 
desired. the army to be possessed of it; but he was 


| provides for the [peer attachment of this corps 
i 
t 
t 


| not willing to give any vote for thus'increasingthe 


| 

i peace establishment. What good could it'do for, 
| us to send one hundred men to West Point to teach 
| the cadets practically the science of sapping, mi- 
| ning, and pontoning? We havea corps of engi- 
i neers at the West Point Academy sufficient to edu- 
| cate the cadets there. This corps of .sappers, 
| miners, and pontoniers could be of very little usé 
{ 
i 


4 in time of peace, except for sapping and mining 


‘the treasury, and for this we had a corps in the 
rest of the army amply sufficient. 

He thought, when public forces were raised for 
an emergency like this, they should bear in mind 
und act upon one important principle; and that was, 
to make provision for disbanding them when the 
emergency ceased; for this was the only time when» 
: we could get rid of them without infinite difficulty. 
| He had an amendment to this effect, which he in- 
tended ‘to offer in case the bill was rccommitted. 
Mr. BURT thought the objections of the gentle- 
‘man from New York to this bill were not well 
| taken. 1t was obvious to those who were not pre- 
| judiced against the West Point Academy that the 


only earthly connexion which this corps could have 

with the exercises of that academy is to aid at par- 
| ticular occasions in certain exercises in field works. 
l Tt was not the particular corps of engineers, but all 
, the cadets educated there, who were to be instruct- 
ed by this corps. 
; He would not go into the general argument in 
‘ favor of this bill, inasmuch as it was well under- 
| Stood that the great majority of the House were in 
favor of it, and as action was demanded by the 
| exigencies of our country. ‘he commander of 
| our army on the Mexican border has called for a 
| corps of this kind. He (Mr. R.) greatly feared 
that Point Isabel, which is the great depdt of all 
jour stores, of all our munitions, commissary ’s 
stores, quartermaster’s stores, for the want of this 
corpa, is now, whilst we are cavilling about straws, 
in the possession of the Mexican army. In his 
estimation, this was not the time to make this ob- 
jection, or raise this discussion. I move the pre- 
vious question. a 

The question wasthen taken, (under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, the demand for the 
yeas and nays on the main question having been 
refused) 

And the House refused to reconsider the vote. 


f DEFENSIVE WORKS. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the House re- 
i solve itsclf into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (for the purpose of taking up 
the bill making appropriations for certain defensive 
i works.) 

The motion having been agreed to— 

i The House resolved itsclf into Committee of the 
! Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Benton, of 
| New York, in the chair.) 


| the consideration of the Military Academy bill. 

| Mr. HARALSON moved to lay aside that bill, 
| in order to take up the bill he had indicated; but 
| he waived his motion for the present. 


j WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


| Whereupon, the committee resumed the consid- 
į eration of the bill making appropriations, for the 
| Support of the Military Academy for the year end- 
iing on the 30th June, 1847. 

The pending question was on the amendment 
i of Mr. Raruoun, that, after the cadets now there 
should have graduated, the academy should be 
abolished. 


implemenis, arms, quid otter supplies for the ase and service 
of said company as a body of sappers, miners, aud ponto- 
iers. 

j Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, 'That for the fiseal year 
ending June thirticth, one thonsand cight hundred and forty- 
six, the sum of twenty-five thousand dollars be, and the 
same. is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pay, 
subsistence, and clothing of said company, and Tor carrying 
out the other purposes of this act. 


Mr. RATHBUN moved areconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill had been passed. 

My. RATHBUN said, if gentlemen would turn 
to the fourth section of the hill, they would find it 


/ Mr. SAWYER (who held the floor from yester- 
| day) resumed and concluded his remarks. 

| It is rather discouraging, (he said,) Mr, Chair- 
i} man, to commence a speech at this stage of the 
game, and when the House is so very thin. But 
i 


perhaps I may as well talk to the Chair and to empty 
benches, as under any other circumstances, 
When I was cut off yesterday in the remarks 
I was making, by the arrival of a message from 
the President of the United States, I was diseours- 
ing about a lecture which had been read to thig 
House by the “ Union.” Thad got pretty nearly 


relation to the recommendations of the 


tion in 
Executive have been concerned. This House, 
if I may be permitted to say so, has done its duty. 

- Bat whilst I say that, I must, at the same time, be 
allowed to say, that, Įm my humbte judgment, the 
other branch of this Legislature has not done its 
daty. I say it has not done its duty. The article 
in the organ states that both branches of the nation- | 
al Legislature are Democratic. J deny it. This 
branch is Democratic; the other is Whig. The 
action of both demonstrates the fact. And I hope 
that hereafter, this body will not be charged with 
a dereliction of duty, but that the blame will rest 
where it belongs—-with the Senate. | hope that, 
in future, our friend of the organ, when catechi- 
sing and castigating us for a dereliction of duty, 
will not associate this body with the other; that 
he will not be afraid to do his duty to that body, 
but that-he will urge them on to a correct discharge 
of their duties, and to the consummation. of such 
legislation as will redeem the pledges they have 
given, or carry out the views which the people had 
in sending them here. I hope that hereafter, if 
that body should suffer important public measures 
to lie on the tables of their committees for months 
and months, or should refuse to.report or-act upon 
- them, we shall be held free from the cerisure, and that~ 
the people may be given to tiadersiand where that 
censure ought properly to rest. There is a con- 
trast between the action of this Fouse and of the 
Senate, and of the Senate and [House of Represen- 
tatives of the State of Louisiana, which must 
strike the mind of every man. Within a few 
minutes of the introduction of measures into those 
bodies, appropriations of money were made to 
send men on their way to the relief of General 
Taylor’s army. But when these same questions 
came up before the Senate of the United States, 
we hear (as, indeed, we have heard in this Mouse 
to-day, and I regret to say from a colleague of my 
own) arguments in favor of that country with 
which we are at war. I regret to find that there 
are men here, as well as in. the other end of the 
Capitol, who never find their country in the right— 
who are always proclaiming that we are in the 
wrong, and our enemy in the right. Read the re- 
ports of speeches delivered at the other end of the 
Capitol, and you will sce the evidence of the fact. 
Read the speeches of honorable Senators on the 
Oregon, and other questions involving the interests 
of our country, and you will see men now, as you 
have seen them heretofore, taking the side of the 
enemy against their own country. That is the 
course which is now pursued at the other end of 
this Capitol. And I think it highly probable that 
the bill we passed yesterday, with so much true 
democratic republican zeal, may be discussed for 
days or weeks, or may be so altered or whittled 
down as that when it comes back here we may 
not be able to recognise it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Military Academy at 
West Point is, I believe, the subject under consid- 
eration. I have been wandering a little. But I 
suppose that I shall be almost considered out of 
order in touching the main question, as it is alto- 
gether unusual here to do so. The bill, however, 
opens a wide range of debate. Ido not wish to 
detain the committee very long, but I object to 
make any further appropriations, of the character 
of some of these contemplated in the bill, for the 
support of this institution. It may be necessar 
to make appropriations in order to fulfil, legiti- 
mately and in good faith, a contract entered into. 


‘It may be well, in that view of that case, to pass 


the bill under consideration. But. I hope and trust 
that the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Rarusun] may prevail, that we may 
cut off this rotten and cerrupt institution, that is a 
drain npon the public treasury; this thing that is 
demoralizing in its effects; that has no tendency.to 
good, or to. the preservation of liberty and union. 
Let these gentlemen who are there now. know-that, 
after their time has expired, no further additions 
will-be made; and Jet the vote which we give ‘on. 
this motion be a warning that, even if we should 
now fail in our object, the motion will be-renewed 
from time to time, in the hope that it may yet: 
finally triumph. i wes a 

It is said that these young men are sént thereto 
be educated for the service of the country in time 
of war. l 
tenths of the young men educated there atthe pub- 
lic expense never spend one haw in the public 
service after their education has been completed. 
But so soon as they have received their education, 
at the public éxpense, (whilst the mass of the com- 
munity have to educate their own children,) and 
arrived at manhood, they enter the professions. 
The objection would not be so strong, if the chil- 
dren of the poor were educated at West Point. 
But itis the children of the rich—the powerfal— 
the influential classes; the children of members of 
Congress and their friends; and I almost fear that 
this very fact may so operate as to prevent forever 
the abolition of this institution.. ; 

Mr. BURT explained. The gentleman. was 
mistaken in his facts... Beyond the interest which 
he (Mr. B.) felt as an American citizen and a 
member of this House iù the institution, he had 
none in it. But he held in his hand a paper, 
(which he would be glad to submit to the exami- 
nation of the gentleman,) showing the occupation. 
and condition of two hundred and twenty-one of 
the cadets on the 27th June, 1842. One hundred 
and cighty-two were in indigent, or in reduced or 
moderate circumstances; and the families of one 
hundred and forty-four resided in the couniry. 
No high functionary of the Government, General 
or. State, had at that time a son there. Whatever 
objections. might exist to. the academy, he was 


sure that the gentleman from Ohio desired ‘tobe: 


correctly informed as to the facis: - isi 

Mr. SAWYER. I have not‘looked at the ta- 
bles. I spoke merely from niy own experience. 

Twas saying that I feared the influence which 
could he brought to bear against this amendment 
might forever defeat it. I will state the reason. It 
is because members of Congress have sons there. 
They stand in the line of safe precedents. They 
have their sons educated, and the sons of such-of 
their constituents as are friendly to us. And I 
say that, so far as my experience goes, it is the 
sons of the wealthy that are educated there. I 
know that there are members of Congress, not a 
few, who at this: moment have sons at that acad- 
emy. ; 

Mr. BURT. By the appointment of members 
of Congress? Or since they came to Congress? 

Mr. SAWYER. [do not know. I saw them 
very busy here yesterday voting against this 
amendment, and J think they will do so again. I 
venture to say that they will keep on, and that the 
same influence will ‘operate upon the minds of gen- 
tlemen for the future. Therefore it is that I fear 
the institution is fastened upon us for all time to 
come. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. My colleague seems 
to attribute the votes of members to interested mo- 
tives. I voted against the amendment. But I have 
never been instrumental in making more than one 
appointment, and that was a young man--a me- 
chanic—a printer’s apprentice, worth nothing in the 
world. I make this explanation, that the gentle- 
man’s charge may not be made to apply to me. 


THE ARMY OF OCCUPATION. 


The committee rose informally, and á 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of. Mr. J. K. 
Walker, his Private Secretary, transmitting eopies 
of certain (additional) correspondence between the 
department and General Taylor, and General Tay- 
lor and General Ampudia, &c. In its dates itis 
earlier than some of that transmitted yesterday. 

The message and documents were read, laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD indicated, but did not press, 
a Motion for an extra number. .- 


What are the facts? “I assert ‘tlrat nine- | 


care. told:that we should. not go over to. the. 


a WEST POINT AGADEM: 
= The Chairman having resumed his.séat 
mittee— > Uae as 


Mr. SAWYER continued. ‘IA ‘answer to. the 
suggestion of my. colleague, [Mr. Brinxernori,| 


I would inquire whether that poor. printers boy of 
whom.he speaks was not an apprentice in-a print>. 
ing. office; where there wasa Democratic: sheet 
printed?—whether my ftiend’s:poluical reputation 
was not somewhat. at, stake; or whether. some 
favors were not expected? wee ea 
` Mr. BRINKERHOFF 
printing office; but no politic 
ever actuated. mes. ee 
Mr. SAWYER... Except thiezeneral considera- 
Mr. BRINKERHOF®S. ° I state further, that, he 
was not only.a poor printer’s boy, but the son ‘of a 
mechanic—a hatter of our town. i sey . 
Mr. SAWYER.: Wel, I must say that. my 
colleague has done.better:than many others. If all 
had done as well, the institution, so far; would be 
ood. Son ig : ‘ 
f Mr. BURT mađea remark, or submitted an in- 
quiry; not heard by.ihe reporter... < 
Me SAWYER... About: indivi 


It was -a Democratic 
al consideration. what- 


YER... ) dual ¢ases I am 
not prepared to speak; ‘but,..so farias. my expe- , 
rience goes, L-repeat that it is “the children of the 
wealthy and the influential who get to.that estab- 
lishment. J believe that'to be true...Therefore it 
is that-I fear we may not be‘able to rid-ourselves 


.of the. institution, though I hope we may do so 


hereafter. Co i Catena 
We have just received another message cover- 
ing additional documents: from the army.’ I am 
not disposed. to censure. the. conduct. of General 
Taylor; but: must say.that I feel very, little con- 
fidence in the course he has taken. : He certainly 
had been invested with all the power that a man 
could have to call to. his. aid all the military force 
he needed; and, seeing the, enemy approaching 
under the declaration which they made, that they 
would consider that an actof war, had been com- 
mitted if he did not withdraw his army, he ought 
to. have taken the warning he yeceived, and made 
preparations for every emergency; yet here, to-day, 
after hearing./of the massacre of our soldiers, we 
lex- 
ican: territory;-that we have already invädęed; the 
soil of Mexico; and that we should not blame her 
for declaring war against us, and. shooting down 
our soldiers. Lam not astonished to hear such Jan- 
guage from the source whence it has come, either 
here or at the other end of the Capitol. "The same 
language was used in the days of old, and:-will be 
used by certain gentlemen so long as the republic 
exists. : f RN 
But I especially regret, that, whilst thie House 
has so liberally and so promptly made the requi- 
site appropriations to carry on the war, and to re- 
lieve our army from its present desperate situa- 
tion—I say I especially regret that, out of the four- 
teen negative votes, (only fourteen, thank God,) 
five of them should have comé from my own 
State. Out of the twenty-six States represented 
here, there were but fourteen negative voles, and 
five of these Ohio furnished? One ‘consolation I 
have; neither of them hails from beneath ihe folds 
of the Democrati¢ flag. I say it is the only conso- 
lation I have; but it ¿s a consolation. 
. To. return fora moment to the cadets? [have 
very little faith in their capability-so, to conduct 
our military affairs as to redound to the credit and 
glory of the country. I do not-know an: instance 
of a brave, gallant champion coming frorn that in- 
stitution. ‘Whenever we have: had such, they 
have all been picked up. from. the fields, and: the 
woods, and the workshops of our country... 
_ With reference to the remark I-made that these 
young men, after receiving their education, left 
the public service, I would add, that if.this insti- 
tution is continued, it ought to be made imperative 
on those educated there atthe public, expensé to 
serve their country, to make returns.in good faith 
for the benefits they have received... But, I repeat, 
as things. now stand, nine out often never enter 
the army. They make better lawgivérs or, pro- 
fessional men than military officers: 20) 000 
On referring to the army.and navy. lists, I think 
I discover some corruptions: existing there; and 
I rejoice to. see the present efficient head ‘of the 
Navy Department taking. hold'of onebranch of the 
matter as che has. done. igve he sis: gomg to 
render some efficient servi nd to 
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rid us of an incubus, a. burden, a disgrace upon 
our people. “These officers are a perfect. set, of 
drones, living on the fat of the land, and at the ex- 


pense of the tax-paying community. The expense | 


of the army. and the navy, in a time of profound 
peace, 1s enormous, itis alarming; and itis grow- 
ing more and more so every year. Look over the 
navy list recently published. I have taken some 


trouble: to- ascertain what these gentlemen aré 
abati si ee < i 
Of captains, there are sixty-seven. Of thisnum- 


ber.thirty-six are waiting orders,’ And if you look 


at the list you’ will be astonished a the fact that 
Some of them have been waiting orders for twenty 


years... Is it supposed they are not on pay whilst | 


waiting orders? They receive from $800 to $1,800 
a year; a majority of them are. at this moment 
waiting orders, and have been so from four to six, 
eight, ten, and twenty years. Of these captains, 
twenty-eight are on duty. ‘The rest are lying by, 
eating fihe dinners and drinking rich wines. And 
Tam informed, from a high source, that of those 
waiting orders; some are unfit for service; and you 
may, if you please, guess from what reason. They 
are incapable from the very fact that they eat too 
many dinners and drink too much wine. 

Of commanders, there are ninety-seven. Of these, 
fifty-one are waiting orders, and have been almost 
time out of mind. There are forty-five on duty. 

Of lieutenants, there are three hundred and 
twenty-six. Of these, ninety-five are waiting or- 
ders... And we have pursers and chaplains, who 
have been waiting orders for ten years. 

if I am wrong, then the register is wrong. 
These are damning, withering abusés, which de- 
serve to be exposed and remedied. 1 make these 
charges, and I hope that the Military and Naval 
Committees, notwithstanding their other arduous 
duties, will examine into these outrageous. abuses 
of the public: treasure. Of-the nincty-seven com- 
manders, fourteen only are on duty at sea. 

We are, to be sure, gloriously blessed with a 
marine band twice a week, to play sweet whole- 
some music for the dandies and wiskerandoes and 
the members of Congress, in the publie grounds 
near the President’s louse. Who provided such 
a thing for our glorification, or for the amusement 
of peculiar classes in Washington city? By what 
law isitauthorized? It were better that they were 
playing Yankee Doodle in the city of Matumoras 
than tickling our ears with their tuncfal notes here; 
and it would be better that these lazy captains and 
commanders of the army and navy should be de- 
fending. their country there than idling life away 
here. You may order them off as soon as you 
please; it will be weeks, nay, months—and in- 


stances in proof can be.cited—before they will start į 


on their. destination. They love their homes and 
their habits too well. : These arc abuses that may 


be winked at. “But they exist nevertheless; and | 


I, as a faithful Representativo, designing to do my 
duty in the face of displeasure and frowns, whence- 
soever they may arise, proclaim these facts to my 
constituents and to the country, that they may 
know that there is at least one man hore who will 
do his duty fearlessly. 1-regret that my aged 
friend, the "venerable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] and others, have taken so 
decided an interest in resolutions, bringing the at- 
tention of the House and the country to certain 
deserters shot, as it is said, by the command of 
General Taylor. Ido not know what gentlemen 
design to do with the information they called for; 
but they. pressed for it with a great deal of zeal and 
bitterness. I regret that a gentleman of the vener- 


able age and experience of the member from Mas- | 


sachusetts should have had any 


part in these reso- 
lutions. I, not being- half as o 


d, not. knowing a 


fourth as much as that gentleman, may be wrong, 
and he may be right. I speak according to my | 
judgment; and I undertake lo say, that the very | 
fact of the introduction of such a resolution herc, 


indicated a distrust of the conduct of the military 
commander, which was the very last thing that 
should have been done; because, if you intend, by 
any resolution of that kind, to pass a vote of con 
sure upon him for doing what he believed to be his 
duty—especially in ee Canis s—you place 
ini in a situation not ver 7 ee 
Ot GIDDINGS. Does my colleague intend to 
be understood as. justifying the shooting of ery 
man, being either in the army or a citizen, withou 
atrial? o 


"Mr. SAWYER. Ido. 


that bil up. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Very well, that is all. 
question more. In time of peace, or any other? 

Mr. SAWYER. I do, most emphatically— 
whether our own men or any others. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. And do you regard that as 
the Democratic doctrine? ` à 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. That will do. 


suit of negrocs—sustaining them in the use of the 
knife and the sword to defend themselves. Am I 
wrong? 


Mr. GIDDINGS. You have heard me advocate | 


the right of self-defence in all persons. 


Do you 


deny to any human being in Ohio the right of self- |} 


defence, where he is charged with no crime? 

Mr. SAWYER. My time is about to expire 
I cannot yield the floor any more. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then do not put questions, 
if you ave unwilling to have an answer. 

Mr. SAWYER. | advocate the doctrine of Old 
Hickory, who set a good example, as Washington 
would have done if he had found a traitor in his 
camp—take him dead or alive. It is just; it is cor- 
rect. The result of any other course of proceeding 
must be mutiny, and we all know what follows 
then, 

1 was regretting a while avo that there were bon- 


orable members here, and in the other end of the | 


Capitol, who advocate the cause of the enemy 
against that of their own country, and who con- 


| tinue to throw stumbling-blocks in the way of the 


successful termination of it. We have seen evi- 
dences of that to-duy, and we sew them yesterday 
We have heard argaments justifying the Me 

icans in shooting down our soldiers and attacking 
onr arm y, beenuse it is said we have no title to the 
territory in which that army is encamped. And on 
Sunday Inst, the force of the pulpit (as was the 


One | 


i anything in relation to the remarks of the member 
i from Ohio, [Mr. Gropiyes,] in relation to the 
ji shooting down of the soldiers, or rather the men, 
(for they were not soldiers,) who deserted their 
i standard in the face of their-army, and attempted 
j| to go over to the énemy at Matamoras. I do not 
l think an argument in defence of. such persons, de- 
! serves an answer on this floor. I think the only. 
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rope of the hangman. i 
any response to the appeal of that gentleman for 
the vengeance of Heaven upon our officers and 
soldiers, who are now, or who hereafter may be, 


i called “hon to defend our rights against the Mexi- 
cans. I only express my wonder at the temerity 


of that Representative, on this floor, who will rise 
in his place and express the aspiration which has 
i been uttered by the gentleman from Ohio this 
| morning; and I only wonder that he docs not stand 
| in fear himself that a thunderbolt from that God 
į does not strike him to the floor of this House in 
; ullering sentiments of that kind. f 
Mr. Chairman, I regret that my honorable friend 
i| from Ohio, [Mr. Sawyer,j who has just taken his 
i seat, has been led to a seeming censure of General 
i| Taylor, in the course of his remarks. y 

i Mr. SAWYER interposed, and (Mr. T. yield- 
| ing) was understood to say that, as far as informed 
jat present, he did not fecl altogether satisfied with 
i General Taylors conduct; but nothing was further 
from his mind at present than directly to censure 
1 his conduct. 

i Mr. TIBBATTS, (vesuming.) Iam satisfied, 
i Mr. Chairman, that my friend did not intend to do 
i any injustice to that gentleman, 1 am satisfied 
i that every man who knows General Taylor, knows 
i| that a more honest or a braver man, a more perfect 
i: gentleman, a more gallant officer, does not wear the 
i, epaulette of any army on the face of the globe. 
xeneral Taylor is an officer of expcricnec; one who 
is not transgressed in any degree the authority 
| given him by this Government; and one who will 


| not fall short of exercising that authority to the full 
extent of the discretion placed in his hands. 


1 rise, however, Mr. Chairman, at the present 


case in the last war) was brought to bear—to gag |) time, more with a view of noticing a remark pya 
is 


the mouths of the friends of the country—to ery 
down a war in defence of the outraged rights of 
the nation. Such a sermon as that, I say, was 
preached in this city. Gentlemen will know to 
whom I refer. The sermon was not. preached in 
this Hall, ‘The Ashburton treaty was taken up; a 
sermon was preached in favor of the Godlike; of 
the position be has taken; and against the party 
that is opposed to him and his principles, 

Mr. Chairman, I have given but a hasty glance 
at matters as they exist. There is another bill on 
our tables which I have been anxiously trying to 
get ut. 

Mr. GIDDINGS desired to make an inquiry as | 
to the sermon alluded to. Fe wanted his colleague | 
to do the clergy justice. a ol 

i 


| 
i 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF. [think he has done it | 
pretty well. 

Mr. SAWYER. My colleague will know to 
whom ] allude, and the persons present at the 
church know. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
to make an inquiry. 

Mr. SAWYER. I suppose my colleague is not |! 
the defender of the clergy of this city. If he will I 
il 
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I was not there, but E wish į 
ji 

I 


say that he comes here as their advocate, I will l 
answer his inquiry. | 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I merely wish to know—— 
Mr. SAWYER, (continuing.) There is another i 
bill, for the removal of other abuses in the Gov- |! 
ernment, in which I feel a deep interest. I fear it |; 
will not be reached. But I give notice that so soon |! 
as we shall have got through with bills of more /! 
direct. importance, touching our preparations for H 
war, I intend to be very troublesome until I get H 
I have prepared from high authority | 
a variety of statistics, by which I intend to show i 
some of the outrageous abuses existing in the amy ji 
and navy, and in the distribution‘of offices, more 
fully than I have yet shown them. That isall. 
Mr. TIBBATTS said he did not rise for the 
purpose of discussing the particular amendment 
under consideration, nor indeed the bill now before i 
the committee. Nor do I intend (said he) to say | 


i colleague of mine, [Mr. G. Davis,] not now in 
| placc, uttered on yesterday, and some remarks 
i which are reported to have been made by the Sen- 
ators from Kentucky in the other branch of this 
l; Capitol yesterday.- The deservedly high standing 
| of these gentlemen in this country makes it proper 
ithat something should be said in relation to the 
| positions they have assumed on this occasion, 
i and that those positions shall not go forth to the 
ʻi country uncontradicted. 
| One of my colleagues [Mr. Boyn] yesterday pro- 


i posca an amendment to the bill which passed this 

Touse for the increase of the army, the preamble 
of which amendment (and which was adopted and 
became a portion of the bill which passed this 
House) recited that “ whereas, by the act of the 
€ Republic of Mexico, a state of war exists between 
‘that Governmentand the United States.” Now, 
my other colleague, [Mr. G. Davis,] in relation to 
that preamble, says: 

« But, Mr. Speaker, I have an objection tothe preamble of 
the bill, It reeites that war exists between the United 
States and Mexico, and that this war was begun by Mexico. 
That informal war exists between the two countries is wi- 
denjable ; but that Mexico’ commenced it is utterly untruc, 
and I object to the preamble because it sets forth so bold a 
falsehood. Iam decidediy, strongly, in favor of the appro- 
priation of the money, and of the raising of the forces for 
which the bill provides. For these purposes, it is sufficient 


i} for me that our country is at war, be it formal or informal, 
! whether begun by Mexico or our own Government. 


I re. 
quire only to know that our army isin danger, and whether 
it be in the territory a United States or Mexico, I am 
ready to vote men and Money, even to the utmost resources 
of the country, for the resne. If the war be wrongful, at a 
more convenient season I would hold them responsible who 
made it. But L protest solemnly against defiling this meas. 
ure with the unfounded statement that Mexico began this 
war. That position is not necessary to give this bill any 
possible effect. It could’ have been as well omitted, and 

‘had it been rejected, T doubt not the bill would receive the 
unanimous vote of the Horse. But that was not the ob- 
ject of its authors. Their purpose was to make the Whigs 
vote against, or force them to aid in throwing ashelter over 
the Administration, by voting for a bill which set forth that 
this necdiess and unexpected war was commenced hy Mex- 
ico. 

t Bir, if the bill contained 
in truth and justice, it should 
the President. 


any recitation upon that point 
eit be that this war was begun by 
Tihe river Nueces is the true western bound. 
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ary of Texas. The country between that stream and the 
Del Norte is part of Mexico,” 


An honorable Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. : 


Morenean,] remarks: 


“He could very well conceive a case where the army of ; 


the United States, having assumed a position within the 


territory of Mexico, suek a position as would demand from i 


Mexico that she should repel the invasion, and that the hos- 
tilities should arise between the two countries: would that 
be a state of war? No.” . 

Now, the honorable Senator cites a case—a case 
which is actually charged to exist by the honora- 
ble Representative from Kentueky on this floor, It 
is with a view to this question: Whether a war 
exists between these two countries? whether the 
assertion of the President of the United States, in 
his message to this Housc, and the assertion in 
the preamble to this bill, be true or not? and wheth- 
er, if that war does exist, it has been brought 


on by the act of the President of the United States, | 
or the Government of Mexico ?---that I wish to re- i 


ccive the attention of this committee. 


Now, what is war? “ War’? is defined by Vat- | 
tel as “ that state in which we prosecute our rights | 
And further on, he tells us that way ii 


oS 


by force. 
is cither defensive or offensive.” 1t is said there 
declare war. 
the Government which has the right to declare 
war, except the Congress of the United States. 
And the distinction is drawn as to whether this is 
a case of war, or merely the existence of a slate 
of hostilities between the Mexican Government 
and this. 
clare war’? must be taken in reference to an offensive 
war. Weare told (and such is the fact—no man 
can doubt it) that war is not only “ offensive,” but 
* defensive.” If the Government of Mexico should 
declare war against the United States, and should 
invade the territory of the United States, will the 


honorable gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. | 
Ruerr]—who, I believe, drew that distinction— | 


will he say that war does not exist? And will he 
say that the President of the United States has not 
the right to prosecute a defensive war without the 
interposition of- Congress? 


Mr. RHETT said he-would answer with cheer- j 


‘fulness, if the gentleman desired; and (Mr. T. 
yielding) he said, in the ordinary use of the word 
“war,” 
collisions of any 


subordinate, or of the President of the United 
States himself, to make “ war.” Now, what is 
the case here? Here is a case of mere military 
commanders coming in collision. "Lhe Constitu- 
tion of Mexico says the Congress of Mexico shall 
declare war, and the Constitution of the United 
States says the Congress of the United States shall 
declare war; and there can be no mere commander, 
or other officer of these two nations who can put 


pvery man, woman, and child in Mexico and the ; 
except by | 
the coöperation of the two sovereign authorities | 


United States in a state of “war,” 


of the two nations. But there may be collisions— 
there may be hostilities, defensive or aggressive, 
resulting from the action of other Powers; although 


constitutionally, according to the Constitutions. of | 


Mexico and the United States, there cannot be 
“war? 
clared by the constitutional power of one or other 
of the two countries. And he begged gentlemen 
to look at the consequences that would result if 
this were not true. It puts it in the power of any 


military squad, of any commander of our nation, į 
or of any other nation, to put this nation in a state | 
In or- | 
der to constitute war between nations, that killing || 


of war. The killing of people is not war. 


must be sanctioned by the war-making power; 


not sanctioned, it is collision between military |! 


forces, between citizens; andin ordinary parlance 


is “ war,” but not war in the sense in which that ' 


term is made use of in the Constitution. 
Mr. TIBBATTS resumed. 


would operate as very little consolation to our 
countrymen who have been killed by this invasion 
of our territory by Mexican authority, or to their 
friends and relatives, to know (if they could know) 
this distinction, that they have died by 
` hostility, and not by an act of war. 
however, to take the gentleman on his strict con- 
struction of the Constitution, and I say war can 
- exist, and that war does exist at this time, between 


Now, the power of Congress ‘to de~- ! 


we generally mean any fighting—military | 
kind; but in a constitutional | 
sense, under our Constitution, I say to the gentle- | 
man that it is not in the power of a general, of a 
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this country and Mexico, without a declaration of- 
war on the part of the Congress of -the United 
States. J call the attention of the gentleman and 
| of the committee to the distinction taken by Vattel 
as io war “ offensive,” and war *defensive;”? and 
1 the question I put to the gentleman makes the dis- 
tinction itself. If the Government. of Mexico 


ij vade our.territory by an army, she is in astate of | 
'| offensive-war; and if the Presidént.of the United 

States, in the exercise ‘of his constitutional duty, | 
should repel that invasion by the military power- 
which is under his control, as the commander-in« | 
chief -of our military and naval forces, then this 
country is in a state of defensive war, without any. 
declaration of war on the part of Congress... _ 

According, then, to the Constitution of this coun- | 
try—according to the state of facts existing on the 
borders of Texas at this moment—there is a state 
of war existing between this country and Mexico; | 
one that is a defensive war, [ admit, on the:part of 
this Government, which cannot become. offensive 
without a declaration of war by Congress. 

Mr. RHETT interposed, and ingnired whether 


id a H 2 

i i! the clause of the Constitution conferring upon Con- 
is no power in this Government that has a right to | 
It is true that there is no power in : 


gress the power ‘to declare war, grant letters of. 
marque and reprisal,” &c., said anything about 


i| defensive”? war, or ‘ offensive” war? 
Mr. TIBBATTS replicd: ‘There is nothing said |} 


in this clause; but our Constitution establishes that 
our President is the head of the army and navy of 
i| this country; and the laws passed in pursuance of 
that Constitution give him the power to'call the aid 
of the army, and navy, and militia, to repel inva- 
sion, and carry on defensive war without the aid 
of Congress. Then I take it, that plainly, accord- | 
ing to the law of nations, the position taken by the | 
President of the United States is a true position— 
that war does exist, and that the declaration in the 
preamble to this bill is truth. Whether we will 
make an offensive war against Mexico, and invade 
her territories, remains yet to be determined. Not.; 
only the President of the United States has the | 
right to go into a defensive war, but this power-is | 
secured to the States themselves. This is the pro- 
visions. . > wart 

“No State shall, without the congent-of the Congress, lay: 
nny duty of tonnage, keep troops or'ships of: warin time.of- 
peach, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State, or with a forcign Power, or engage in war, unless ac- 


tually invaded, or in such imminent danger as wilt not admitof 
delay? : 
i 


H 
H 

a “Mr. C. feared that all had not been done by our Execu- 
t 
| 
1 


‘Then, let the gentleman no longer contend 'thata | 
state of war cannot cxist—a state of defensive war 
—and constitutionally exist, by the President of the | 
United States repelling an invasion, or by a State | 
repelling an invasion, independently of any act of | 
Congress. . | 

1 now come, sir, to the consideration of the ques- | 
tion, whether this war has been brought on by the 
act of the President of the United States, or by the 
act.of the Government of Mexico; and to address 
myself to the remark of another honorable Senator 
from Kentucky (Mr. Crirrenven] yesterday. The 
honorable gentleman says: 


! tive that might have been done to avoid that result. He | 
| hoped the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Sevier] might be 
; able to justify, in every particular, the conduet of the Presi- 


lose: dhnt “war? ig aathonized and de i, vancing our army througl a disputed territory to- the banks | 
unless a al a Ze a 


It must be per- j 
ceived (said he) that this is all an abstraction. It: 


an act of | 
Lam willing, | 


dent; but at present he could sec no good reason for ad- 


of the Rio del Norte, and pointing our cannon upon the 
i town of Matamoras.’? 

Now, whether this war has been brought on by | 
the act of this Government, Mr. Chairman, or by 


and the Del Norte is territory belonging to Texas 
or to Mexico. My colleague [Mr. Davis] says. it 
belongs to Mexico. I had occasion, Mr. Chair- 
man, at the last session of Congress, in a speech 
i; which I made on this Texas question, to devote 
|| Some of my time to an examination of this ques- 
| tion of title. Now, sir, the lower part of the Rio 
del Norte, has been claimed, not only by the peo- 
ple of Texas themselves, but acknowledged by this 
Government before we ceded this country to Spain. 


made, I will send them to the Clerk, that he may 
read them. ` 
‘| The Clerk then read the following: 
1] e Mr. Jefferson, in his letter to Mr. Bowdoin, 11th July, 
1806, (Jeff, Cor., p. 49,) says: 
ce With respect io our western boundary, your instruc- 
‘tions will be your guide. I will only add, as a comment 
‘to them, that we are attached to the retaining the B 


H 


I| should declare. war against this country,-and in- fi 


the Government of Mexico, depends on the other f 
question, whether the territory between the Nueces | 


| And without repeating those remarks which E then | 


i 


| Fthat name than any other Spot in the territory. 


l; enough to controvert it. 


c : ay of | 
| «St. Bernard, because it was-the first establishment of the : portunities, best to know its’limits-decky 


‘ unfortunate La Sale, was the cradle of Lou jong, and more 
‘ineontestably covered and-conveyed to ús by Frai 


im 


-JE EBE Bernard’s Bay—bay:in the Gulf of: Mexi 
“eoast of Texas, longitude 96 50: Ws Jatitide 28.30) Nim- 
t Worcester’s Guzélteer, ed. 1 fees : 3 

cided hy Fiance fo Spai 
was retrocéded by Spain'to France in 1800, and occupied hy 
Fiance. By- tè treaty of Paris; ofthe 3d-April; 1808, it was 
delivered by the French. authorities in 1804. © Mr: Madison, 
expressing his own: views, ‘and those of Mr: Jefferson, in a 
tended westwardly to: the Rio: Bravo, otherwise called Rio 

Bravo. del Norte... Orders were ‘accordingly obtained. from 
the Spanish, authorities for the 

“the West side of the Mississipi 
son-states.that Mr. Laussat, the commissioner by whom the 
Freneh Government delivered the possession of Louisiana to 
ter of the 8th of Fuly, 1804, Mr. Madison declares ihe Oppo- 
sition of Mr. Jefferson to * the relinguishment of any territory 

i Mra Monroe, ina ettor of the 8th of November, 1803, en- 
closes documents, which, he says, ‘ fro" incontestably? that 
and Mr. Pinckney unites. with’ Mr, Monroe ‘ina. similar 
declaration; and on the 20th April, 1805,.in a letter io Mr. 

Monroe, in his letters of January 19th and June 10th, 1806, 
says, that none could question Cour tifle to Texas, and con- 
‘that out title to the Del: Norte was as cleat asto the iskind of 
New Orleans. : g 
1th March, 1818, says: 00i e E 

: i rance ‘always ‘did extend ‘westward to 

‘you eall."Texas as. being within the limits, and: forming:a 
‘part, of Louisiana.’ * And he further. says: “Well might 
‘that the ¢ claim of the United States to the: boundary of the 
‘Rio Bravo was as clear as their right to the:island of New 
says y © Out title to Texas is estiblished -beyo e power 
“of further controversy.” > + ` 
Graham, of June 2, 1818, says: | ee 

“The President wishes, you to. proceed with all con- 

‘improbable, you should, in the progress of the journoy, 
‘Jearn that they have abandoned, or been ‘driven from it. 
‘north of the.Rio Bravo, and within the territory claimed by the 
¢ United Siates, you, will repair. thither, without, however, 
<foree. eni arrived, you will, in asnifable manner, make 
«known to the chief orjeader of the expedition, yotr author- 


H Louisiana was ce in 17615 ana” 
ceded by France ta the. Unite tates, and the possession 
letter of the 3lst of March, 1804, says, that Louisiatia ex- 
i elt Of Al the posts on 
‘And in a letterof the Slat of January; 1804, ‘Mr. Madi- 
us, announced. tthe Del Norte as its true boundury.? = In 'adet- 
whutever eastcard of the Bravo”? 
the boundary of Louisiana is * the -Rio: Bravo to the west ;? 
Madison, they assert our.‘title tobe unquestionable.’ . Mr. 
curs with Mr: Jefferson and Mr: Madisonin: the: opinion, 
“Mr. John Quiney Adams, in atetter to'Don Onis, of the 
“<The laimi of 
‘the Rio Bravo.’ “Sheaways claimed. the territory which 
s Mesers. Pinckney and Monroe write to M.-Cevaltos, in 1805, 
‘Orleans? And in his letter of the 3}g9u October, 1818, he 
Mr. Adams, in his letter of instructions. is Mn George 
c venient speed to that place, (Galveston,) unless; as is not 
‘Should-they have removed to Matagorda, or any other place 
cexposing yourself to be captured by any Spanish ‘military 
city fromthe Government ofthe United States, and express 


“¢the-surprise which the President has soen possession thus 


taken, ‘without guiihority foim the United States, of a place 
i within their territorial limits, and upon which no lawful set- 
etlement'can be made without their sanction... You will calf 
cupon him explicitly to avow under what national authority 
«they profess to act, and take caré thatdue warning be given 
cto the whole body that the place is within the United States, 
cwho wilt suffer no permanent settlement to be mude-there, 
cundey any authority other than their own.? ; 

“ Mr. Clay, in bis speech on the Spanish treaty, April 3, 
1820, (Mallory, vol. 1, ‘pp. 400 and 401,) says’: 

& T'he title to. the Perdido on the one side, and to the ‘Rio 
‘del Norte on the other, rested on the same principle—the 
‘priority of discovery and of occupation by France; the 
‘principle observed among Enropean, nations having con- 
‘tiguous settlements being that the unoccupied space be- 
‘tween them should be equally,divided.’ “In 1685 he (La 
*Salle) made an establishment on the Bay of St. Bernard, 
‘west of the Colorado, emptying into it, ‘Whe nearest Span- * 
‘ish settlement was: Panuco; and the Rio del Norte, about 
“the midway line, became the common boundary.” —~ 

e Mr. Clay, also, in his tetter of the 17th April,.1844, pub- 
lished in the National Intelligencer, says: à 

“c 'The United States acquired a title to Texas extending, 
‘as J believe, to the. Rio del Norte, by the treaty-of Louis- 
‘jana. They ceded and relinquished that title to Spain by 
‘the treaty of 1819, by which the Sabine was substituted for 
‘the Rio del Norte as our western boundary?” — ’ 


T request the Clerk also to read an ‘extract from 
My. Clay’s speech of the 3d of April, 1820. In 
relation to our title to Texas he says+—~ | 

Mr. SEVERANCE hete interposed, and asked 
Mr. "F. if he considered that the tréaty of 1819 had 
any binding force? ae oe : 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied; certainty; but my ob- 
ject isto show what we claimed tobe the boundary 
of Texas before that treaty was made; 

The Clerk then read the extractfrom’Mr. Clay’s 
speech referred to, as follows: F oe 

“This involved av inquiry into our claim to. Texas. It 
was not his intention to enter at large into this subject. > He 
presumed the spectacle would not-be presented; of question- 
ing, in this branch of the Government, our-title to Texas, 
which had been constantly maintained by the Executive for 
more than fifteen years past, under three several Adminis- 
trations. - He was, at the same time, réady and prepared to 
| make out our title, if any. one in this- House were fearless 
He would, for the, present, briefly 
state that the man who is most familiar: e transactions 
of the Government—who largely participated in ‘the forma~ 
tion of the:Constitution, and inal as been done under 
it—who, besides. the eminent ser 
his country, principally contribu 


Louisiana, and who must be supposed, fro 
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go, that our ti io del $ ¢ 

OF US One a Te el Noe e a wel tunded 
Mr. Chairman, (continued Mr. T. i 
thorities to whith I have referred, nee itera: 
ably, that by no patriot of any party in this coun- 
try was our title to’ the Rió del Norte ever doubted 
prior to the cession of thatterritory to Spain. They 
Show. w. vas the ancient boundary of Texas; 
and att time it was never disputed—aniong 
Americans, ai least—that the lower Del Norte was 
the western boundary of ‘Texas, Well, in addi- 
‘on to this, in. 1836, the Texans themselves de- 
clared, in their organic law, that the Rio del Norte 
was their western boundary; and after Santa Ana 
„Was captured, in the ‘agreement between him and 
the Texan Government, it was conceded by him 
that the Rio del Norte was the western boundary 
of Texas, and that. the troops of the Mexicans 
should be withdrawn from that country to the west 
of the Rio del Norte. ~ ` 


` Mr. SEVERANCE again interposed, and in- 


‘quired if that act of Santa Ana was not disavowed | 


by Mexico? 


Mr. TIBBATTS replied, just in the same man- 
“ney in which Spain disavowed the act of O’Donohu, 
the Spanish general, by which the independence of 
Mexico had been acknowledged; but the Mexicans 
have insisted on it, and-claimed that acknowledg- 
ment to be sufficient. j 


By the 3d article of the treaty of May 14, 1836, | 


(continued Mr. 'T.,) between’ Santa Ana and the 
Texan Government, it is declared: ‘The Mexican 
“troops will evacuate the territory of Texas, pass- 
“ing to the other side of the Rio Grande del Norte.” 

And they did evacuate that country, sir, (said 
Mr. 'T.,) and they have never reoceupied it; and 
the AS ‘exans have. held that country from that day 
to this. 

The country between the Nueces and the Rio 
del Norte composes a country, or part of a coun- 


try—a part of the organization of the State of | 


Texas. It is a part ofa congressional district that 
will shortly be repregented on this floor—the mem- 
ber sò to represent which is already elected. 
Congress of the United States have themselves re- 


cognised this fact, by the passage- of an aet estah- | 


lishing a port of entry on this very territory, and 
by the extension, by this very Congress, without 
a dissenting voice, of the revenue kws of this Gov- 
ernment over that very territory, 

Thus, sir, has the President of the United States 
brought on this war. Has he, by giving orders to 
General Taylor to occupy. the left bank of the Rio 

_del Norte, transcended his constitutional duties to 
his country? And has. he, by this act, hipropely 
brought a war upon this country? Or bas that 
war been brought upon us. by thè invasion of this 
the territory of the United” Stues by Mexican 
forces? This is the. question; aud il seems to me, 
in the face of these facts, no gentleman enn doubt 
Tora moment as to who has enused this war. 

What, thon, is the state of the case? We are 
invaded by the Mexican army—our territory is 
invaded. Is Mexico in a state of war with us? 
Why, no man can doubt it; no man enn doubt, 
from the declarations of her Government, m nil its 
departments, and from the subsequent action of 
her army, that she is in a state of aggressive war 
towards us. And will gentlemen contend that a 
war can exist as far as respects Mexico, and that 
there is no war with us? ‘This would be a strange 
anomaly. Mexico is at war with us, but we are 
pot at war with her! I 
United States had the constitutional power, and it 

was his constituli 
TOSS. i 
5 The next question is, has the President of the 

United States done. all he could do to avoid war? 
It seems to me that no man can doubt this when 
he looks at the correspondence between this Gov- 
ernment and the Government of Mexico. All that 

I haye to say-is this: were it nol for the crippled 


and unfortunate situation of the Mexican Govern- | 
President of the United States has gone | 


t, the gon 
oven deal further than he could have been justi- 
fied, or would have been justified by the people of 
this country in going. If he had gone as ‘far to 
avoid war with Great Britain or France as he has 
40 avoid war with Mexico, he would have received 
the condemnation of the American people. - He is 
justified in what he has done by the fact that Mex- 

Jeo t ak, and we are strong. 
100. DARRAGH said, while the momentous 


The | 


Sir, the President of the | 


onal duty to go into a state of i 
defensive war, and that without the aid of Con- ; 


i 


he justified to the world 


i was entitled were erroneous; 


question of war was before the country; he could 


not withhold from the Government any amount of 


force or of means that might be required... That 
the honor and rights of the country should be sus- 
tained, was his first and greatest object and desire. 
To sustain these, he would go to any extent. 

He would not, draw any distinction between a 
state of hostility and a state of war. There might, 
without doubt, be a border war, without a general 
war, and this would be war as between the two 
parties concerned. Other parties must be notified, 
în order that they’ might be made subject to block- 
ades. But war actually existed in this casc, and 
not merely hostilities ou the border; and the House 
had very properly passed a bill recognising that 
state of the case. If blockading ports, shooting 
down men, and capturing vessels was not war, he 
did not know what it was. 
a state of hostilities; this was a case of open war, 
The Commanding General told us that it was wa 
Our depéts may, at this moment, be in the hands 
of theenemy. The House, he repeated, had done 
right in decanting: this to bea state of war. We 
had thereby given notice to third parties that war 
existed, and all neutrals would take notice of it 


He wondered why the thunder invoked by the | 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sawyer] was not di- 
rected against the cnemy—against Canales, and 
Carasco, and all who had shed the blood of our 
eitizens. 


But he differed from the gentleman who last ad- | 


dressed the committee, (Mr. Tisnarts,] in regard 
to the territorial limits of Texas. 


sèt down in every mip and by every authority as 
belonging to Spain, France had no territory, ns 


was long ago admitted, cast of the Rio Grande, | 
which we could claim under the Louisiana treaty. || 
Mr. Dannacu referred to authorities to show that | 


the western boundary of ‘Texas was the Nueces. 


The region Letween the two rivers was a thon- i! 
sand miles in width ag it stretched towards the west, i 
it 


but itt the south it narrowed down to 170 miles in 
width. It contained portions of four Mexican de- 
parunents. {n annexing ‘Pexas, therefore, we had 
rnnexed, not only ex 
Mexico, but thousands of Mexienn citizens, and 


mnmy Mexican settlements, including Santa Me, ;' 


whereour merchants who come with caravans from 
the West, now paid duties to the Mexican Govern- 
ment. He would like to know whether Santa L'e 
was a part of the United States. The argument in 
support of our claim to the country west of the 
Rio Grande was, that France bad discovered it, and 
that it was a part of Louisiana. 

But the only discovery that could be adduced 
was that of a small exploring party with La Salle. 
He denied that there was any authority for the 
assertion that Texas ever extended beyond the 
Nueces. What was this tide? What were the 
proofs in support of this claim of Texas? What- 
ever the title was, it was surrendered by the Florida 
treaty. Suppose the argument to be correct, still 
all our claims were merged in the treaty of Florida, 


One of the principal motives that Spain had to | 
cede the Floridas to us, was the establishment of | 


the boundary of the Sabine. 


But ‘Texas was annexed, and so far from being | 
sorry for it, he rejoiced at it; and he should ever | 


rejoice at the extension of our institutions. Fle 
hoped the time would come when the whole con- 
tinent would be under our institutions. 

Mr, D. asked whether a law of Texas could 
define the western boundary of Texas? If Texas 
could thus make the Rio Grande the boundary, 
they could make the Pacific the boundary; they 
could take all Mexico, How would such a course 
? Whatright had a nation 
to take territory belonging to another nation? 

But it was alleged that Santa Ana admitted that 
the boundary was the Rio Grande, while he was 
a prisoner. "Phe circumstances showed that he 
acted under duress, avd that the admission could 
not be availed of as an argument. But even if 
Santa Ana had admitted it while in power, and 
in the palace of the Montezumas, it would amount 


to nothing; for he had no right to cede away the | 
territory of the country. He could not disintegrate | 


Mexico, nor cede away a'single inch of the soil. 


As to the policy of annexing "Texas, he'was of the |- 


same opinion now as formerly. Perhaps his opin- 
jons as to the western boundary to which Texas 
‘but it appeared to 
him that this tiking possession of the Rio Grande 


It was idle to talk of 


The territory |, 
| between the Nueces and the Rio Grande had been | 


as, which had revolted from ;; 


|| hađ something more in it than the mere assertion 
| of an old claim of title, E i 
‘| The lands. of Texas were, by the terms of an- 
i nexation, to be kept by her, and she was to pro- 
| vide for her debts and liabilities. Texas had a 
i large debt and many liabilities. She had issued 
|| more scrip than any account had been kept of; and 
| it was the. impression, that-after the soldiers’ and 
‘other claims were met, there would not be land 
i enough left in Texas proper. to meet. the scrip. 
‘Therefore it was enacted that the Rio Grande 
| should be the boundary. l i 
| The boundary was not fixed by the law of this 
| Government assenting to annexation... It provided 
| for the annexation of the country rightfully inclu- 
| ded in the limits of Texas; and the adjustment of 
the boundary with Mexico was expressly reserved 
to the United States Government. When Texas 
found her lands insufficient to pay her liabilities, 
she set up a claim to the Rio Grande as aboundary. 
She President said in his Message that he had 
sent a Minister to Mexico to settle our difficulties 
with her. He sent orders to the army to take a 
yosition in Mexican territory, and then sent a 
Minister to Mexico. This was done at a. time 
; when Herrera’s Government had been overthrown, 
i| upon the ground that he was disposed to treat 
| with the United States for the surrender of Mex- 
‘jean soil. If the army had remained at the Nuc- 
| 
t 


ji 

ji 

j 
j 


ces, our Minister might have been received, Pa- 
| redes could not receive him while ourarmy menaced 
l| their territory, for he had come into. power on this 
‘very question of receiving a minister from the 
| United States, while the country was invaded. 

; Mr. THURMAN made some remarks expres- 
sive of an opinion that the refusal of Mexico to 
‘receive our Minister had no connexion with the 
movements of the army, and that the army was 
i ordered to the Rio Grande after it had become 
certain that Mexico would not receive Mr. Slidell. 

Mr, DARRAGIE (resuming) had no feeling of 
compassion, he said, for Mexico. He believed 
| her to he faithless and unjust. ‘The Government 
| of the United States had permitted from her what 
| no other Government would have suffered, 
American citizens were invited to Mexico, and 
© were then plundered, imprisoned, murdered by 
Mexican authorities, Some were poor cripples, 
after being made beggars. Widows and orphans 
of those citizens had in vain sought any recom- 
pense from this Government. We had folded our 
arms and done nothing. In 1834, a commission 
was instituted to ascertain these claims and settle 
IÍ them; and of the whole amount adjudicated—about 
two millions—not one-sixth had been paid. Two 
instalments, that the Mexican Government held a 
receipt for from our Minister, (Mr. Shannon,) we 
were shuffled out of. This was by some trickery 
of Mexico. : 

The Governments of England and of France had 
not suffered the wrongs of their citizens to pass 
unredressed. ‘They demanded and obtained re- 
| dress. France saw that Mexico would play the 
j same game with beras with us. She promptly 
battered down her castle of San Juan d’Ulloa, She 


obtained the indemnity she sought, and made Mex- 
co pay the expenses of the war besides. If we 


went into this war, he hoped there would be no 
| peace ull not only the Rio Grande question, but 
i every other question was settled, and every dollar 
| of those claims paid, Efe had no fecling on the 
| subject of the territory in dispute. Ple was as 
anxious as any one to extend the limits of our free 
institutions, and would be ever ready to go as far 
as he that went farthest to protect the honor of the 
country. 

On motion of Mr. GORDON, the committee rose 
and reported progress. 

Mr. McKAY offered a resolution, providing 
that the debate on the bill should terminate in ten 
minutes after it should again be taken up in com- 
mittee. 

A motion was made by Mr. TOOMBS to ad- 
i journ; which motion—by yeas 58, nays T3—was 
i rejected; and the question recurred on the adop- 
| tion of the resolution. 
| Myr. McKAY demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded: 

The main question was ordered. 

No quorum having voted, (it being now half 
past three o’clock)— 3 

Ee yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

motion to adjourn was made by Mr. ALBE 
SMITH, and rected. TA ADBERT 


t 
| 
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And the question being then taken (under the 
operation of the previous question) on the adoption 
of the resolution, the vote stood, yeas 85, nays 33. 

“So the resolution was adopted. i 

Mr. THURMAN moved a recess till half-past 

seven. 


A motion was made to adjourn. Rejected. 


The question then recurred on the motion of Mr.. 


THURMAN. E 

Mr. WINTHROP moved an amendment, fixing 
ten o'clock to-night. 

Mr. E. B. HOLMES moved ten to-morrow 
morning, {This motion was not entertained. ] 

Mr. WINTHROP said, as a question inter- 
vened since the motion to adjourn had been voted 
on, he would now again move to adjourn, 

The CHAIR put the question, and announced 
that it was lost. , 

Mr. WINTHROP asked a division. 

The CHAIR decided that it was too late to call 
for a division after the decision was announced. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he had called for a di- 
vision before the decision was announced, and ap- 
pealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PRICE moved the previous question. 

Mr. WINTHROP said, as a motion now inter- 
vened, he would again move an adjournment. 

‘Tellers were ordered—ayes 59, noes 64. Nega- 
tived. 

The question recurred on the appeal. 

Mer. WINTHROP said, as a division had now 
been had on a motion to adjourn, he would with- 
draw the appeal. 

The demand for the previous question recurred. 
It was withdrawn, and renewed three several times, 
and was at last seconded. 

A motion was again made to adjourn, and nega- 
tived. 

The previous question was put, that is,‘ Shall 
the main question be now put??? and decided in 
the affirmative, 

Another motion was here made to adjourn, The 
yeas and nays were taken; and it was negatived— 
yeas 68, nays 76. 

Mr. Winrnrop’s amendment was rejected. 

‘The question recurred on Mr. Tuorman’s mo- 
tion—ayes 67, noes 65. Agreed to. l 

And the House. accordingly took a recess, at 
four o’clock, till half-past seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 


At half-past seven o’clock, the SPEAKER re- 
swmned the chair, and laid before the [Louse the fol- 
lowing communication, 

Horsu op REPRESENTATIVES, Mery 12, 1946, 

Sir: Having been hy the House refused a clerk to assist 
in doing the manual labor in the comniittee to investigate 
the charges against Mr. Webster, and die House having re- 
fused to Gxelise me from further service on that committee, 
thus seeming disposed to impose on me an undue degree of 
Jabor, T have felt it due to mys 
vommittec; and E again most respectfully ask the Tlouse to 
excuse ie, and that another may be appointed in my place. 

Your obedicnt servant, 


JONN PETIT. 

iton. Jous W. Davis, Speaker, e. 

The said communication was read; when, 

On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFT, Mr. Per- 
vit was excused from further service upon the said 
committee, and Mr. Szasorn Jones was appointed 
in his place. 

RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Dickens: 

Mr, Sesaxer: The Senate have passed the bill 
of this House, entitled “An act providing for the 
prosecution of the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico,” with amend- 
ments. 

‘Lhe House proceeded to the consideration of the 
said amendments; which were read. 

And the question was stated, “ Will the House 
agree thereto??? When . : 

Mr. HARALSON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and the main question was 
ordered, and all the said amendments were concur- 
red in, except the following, viz: _ f : 

Strike out the following words in section nine, 
to wit: “ Except as follows, to wit: privates of in- 
fantry, artillery, and riflemen, shall receive ten dol- 
lars per month, and privates of volunteer mounted 
corps twenty dollars per month, for their services 
and the use and risk of their horses;” and insert, 
“and all mounted privates, non-commissioned offi- 
cers, musicians, and artificers, shall be allowed forty 
cents per day for the use and risk of their horses, 


I to refuse to serve on Wat jj 


except of horses actually killed in action; and if 
any mounted volunteer, non-commissioned officer, 
musician, or private, shall not keep himself provi- 
ded with a serviceable horse, said volunteers shall 
serve on foot.” j 

And the question being put, ‘Will the House 
agree thereto?” it was decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: i r 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Atkuison, Barringer, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 


| A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Broeck- 
| enbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, John H. Campbell, 


Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cranston, Cullem, Cum- 
mins, Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De“Mott, Dilling- 
bam, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elisworth, 
Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmangony Hilliard, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, John W. Houston, Edmuad, W. 
Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thos: 
Butler King, Leake, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, McClean, 
McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrili, Pettit, Phelps, Price, 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Root, Sawtelle, Suw- 
yer, Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, L. H. Sims, 
Simpson, Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Thibodeaux, Jacob Thomp- 
son, ‘Thurman, Tredway, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth 

y bonton, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, Yancey, an 

Yell—tl7. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Amold, Baker, Bell, 
Mitton Brown, Bullington, Burt, William W. Campbell, 
Carroll, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Cro- 
zier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dockery, Edsall, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Zampton, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Etias B. Holmes, Hudson, Leib, 


| Lewis, Lumpkin, McClernaud, MeConneh, MeHenry, Mel- 


vaine, Marsh, John P. Martin, Moseley, Pollock, Ramsey, 
J. A. Rockwell, Stephens; Stewart, Strohm, Thomasson, 
Tibbatts, ‘rumbo, Winthrop, and Young—s0. 

The said amendments having all been concur- 
red in, 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the last mention- 
ed vote be reconsidered. 

And the question being stated, 

Mr, HARALSON moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and the main question was 
ordered and put, and the House refused to recon- 
sider said vote; when oe 

Mr, HARALSON moved that the vote on agree- 
ing to all the said amendments, except the last, be 
reconsidered. ee 

And the question being stated, =- 


Mr. HARALSON moved the previous questions | P 


which was seconded, and the main question was 
ordered and put, and the Fiouse refused to recon- 
sider said vote. 

Ordered, That the Clerk acquaint the Senate 
thereof. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 13, 1846. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentalives, announcing that said House had con- 
curred in the amendments made by the Senate to 
the ‘*act providing for the prosecution of the ex- 
isting war between the United States and the Re- 
public of Mexico;”’ also, that ‘the Speaker of the 
House had signed several enrolled bills: 

The Journal was then read. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT signed the*Mexican 
war bill, and sundry other enrolled bills. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message received from the President of the 
United States, transmitting certain (additional) cor- 
respondence between the Department of War and 
General Taylor, and General Taylor and General 
Ampudia, &c., of an earlier date than that trans- 
mitted on Monday, was read, and ordered to be 
printed. _ > 

Mr. ALLEN moved that 20,000 additional cop- 
ies of the correspondence just received be printed 
for the use of the Senate, in connexion with that 
received on Monday last; which motion was 
agreed to. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. SPEIGHT presented the petition of Clem- 
ents, Bryan, & Co., praying indemnity for loss 
sustained by the annulment of their contract for the 
removal of the Cherokee Indians; which was re- 


| ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of citizens 
of Ohio, asking a mail-route from Lebanon to Wil- 
mington, in that State, and the discontinuance of 
the mail-route between Waynesville and Wilming- 


ed to the Commit 
Post Office and Post Roads. 
“Mr. C. also presented four petitions of itizens | 


‘ton; which was referred ioth 


the Commiittee‘on Commerce. ` a 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Pittman, praying a pension; which was-refer- 
red to the Committee on Pensions. « e. 

Mr. JENNESS presented a “petition of- ship- 
owners and shipmasters, of Portsmouth, New 
. Hampshire, praying that the pilot law of 1837 may 
not-be repealed; which wag laid’ on the ‘table. ° 

Mr. ARCHER presented a. similar. petition'of 
shipmasters and shipowners-of Alexandria, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which took the same course, 

’ Mr. MILLER presented aremonstrance, to the 
same effect, from citizens of Newark, New Jersey; 
which also was laid upon the table. > ane 

Mr. CAMERON presented two memorials from 
citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, en- 
gaged in the coal trade, preying -that the tariff of 
1842 may not be repealed; which were referred to 
the Committee'on Finance. oe. 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial of’citizens of 
the city and ‘county of Philadelphia, praying the 
establishment of a national foundry within the State 
of Pennsylvania; which was réferred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. | TRETEN 

Mr. C. further presented ‘resolutions passed by. 
the Legislature of. Pennsylvania, opposed “to the 
establishmont of a ‘national bank, the distribation 
of the. proceeds of the ‘sales of the public lands 
among the States, and in favor. of a separation of 
the Government from banking “institutions, by 
means of an independent treasury.) 8 oe 

Mr, C. still further presented a memorial of im- 
porters and dealers in wines and liquors, inPhila- 
mea ite Pennsylvania, praying that foreign wines 
and liquors may. be subject to specific, instead of 
ad valorem, duties; which was referred to the Come - 
mittee on Finance. ms ae. 

Mr. C. also presented.a resolution passed bythe 
Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, instruct- 
ing their Senators and requesting their Representa» 
tives in:Congress. to vote against any reduction of 
-the tariff of: 1842,’ In» presenting the: resolution, 
Mr, C, availed himself ofthe opportunity to ex- 
ress the pleasure with which he would obey these 
Instructions. Mr. C.:farther preserited the- peti- 
tion of A. Gy Ralston &Co., praying the repay- 
mentof duties alleged to have been illegally exacted 
of them by the collector for the.“port of Philadel- 
phia; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 5 Pe ie, os. 

Mr. CORWIN presented. the petition of John 
P. Converse, praying compensation for services as 
special agent of the Post Office Department, for 
settling certain claims for tolls charged against 
mail contractors, and assumed by that department; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented a concurrent resolution of 
both houses of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, in favor of reorganizing the militia system 
of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Militia, and ordered to be print- 


of Ohio, prayiog an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Maumee river; which was referred to 


ed. : A 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition -of — 
citizens of Mystic, Connecticut, praying a redue- 
tion of thepay and mileage of members of. Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Retrenchment. - 3 ea: 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of citizens. of 
Lucas county, ohio, praying an appropriation for 
improving the Maumee river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. oo 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of citizens :of 
Detroit, Michigan, praying thé construction of a 
road. from Green Bay to the mineral region of 
Lake Superior; which was referred to the ‘Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. 3 a, 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of artists and other 


| citizens of New York, praying that piintiiigs, Stat- 


uary, and other works. of -art, may be: admitted: 
into the ports of the United: States’ free of duty; 
which was referred to the. Committee on Finance. 
Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of. John: 
M. Moore, late chief clerk-in the General Land: 
Office, praying compensation for’ extra services; 
which was referred to the Committee ‘on Pub 
| Lands. ys fie yes 
Mr.. YULEE. presented the memor 
trustees of the West Florida Collegia 
praying the confirmation of their title: 
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on which they have erected. their building; which 
was referred to. the Committee on-Public Lands. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON ‘submitted the following 
resolution, which was agreed to: oo 
_ Resolved, That the Committee: on Commerce be 
instructed to:inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for. the completion of the works: 
for the. improvement. of the river 'Thames,:con- 
nected with the harbor at Norwich, in the State of 
Connecticut, and that the papers on file in the 
office ‘of the Secretary of the Senate be referred to 
said committee. : 


Mr. BERRIEN said’ the. bill that had passed 
yesterday might render. necessary some further 
legislation. It would be recollected that we had a 
treaty with Spain, in the tlth article of which it 
was stipulated that neither Power should permit 
privateering to be carried on from their ports 
against each other.. It was’ thought that Cuba 
might be the place from: whence privateers would 
be fitted out. "The article subjects the parties to 

` the punishment of piracy; and, although treaties 
were regarded:as the law of the land, still it had 
been thought by Judge Story that they ought to 
be accompanied by some legislative enactment to 
give them full validity. He therefore begged leave 
to submit the following resolution, and ask its im- 
mediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed’ to inquire whether any, and what, 
legislation by Congress is necessary to give effect 
to the 11th article of the treaty of San Lorenzo el 
Real, of the 27th October, 1795, between the Uni- 
ted States and Spain; and that they have leave to 
report by bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was at once adopted. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved; The the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed. to pay to Elizabeth ‘Tims, the mother of 
James Tims, las postmaster of the Senate, de- 
ceased, the sum of $150, to defray the funeral ex- 
penses; and that he be hereby further directed to 
pay to Elizabeth Tims the balance of the salary of 
said James Tims from the time of his death till 
the close of the present session; and also the addi- 
tional compensation usually allowed him for his 
strict and faithful attention to the duties of his 
ofice. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pon- 
sions, submitted an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition. of Zeba Baker; which was ordered to be 
printed. ` | 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill forthe re- 
lief of certain-persons.therein named, the owners 
of certain treasury notes which were Jost while 
under the control of the Post Office ee | 
which was read, and passed to the second readings | 
and the accompanying report was ordered to be 
printed. =, ; 

Mr. N. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill supplementary to. the act providing for the 
transportation of the mail between the United 
States and foreign countries; which was read, and | 
the accompan ying report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted an adverse report 
upon the petition. of Michael Bowden; which re- 
port was ordered to be printed. s 

Mr. J. also asked that the said committee should | 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 


petition of Ann Kelly, and that it be referred to the |} 


Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agrecd to. 
Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs. of ouis dela Houssaye; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading; and the accompa- 
nying report was ordered to be printed. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FORTIFICATIONS: 


Mr. LEWIS moved that the prior orders of the | 
day should be postponed, in order to take up the | 
act: (from the House) making appropriations for 
certain fortifications of the United States for the 
year ‘ending June 30, 1847; ‘which motion was 
agreed to. : 
Š The bill wag then taken up, considered as in 
committee of the whole, amended so as to. appro- 
priate $200,000 instead of $100,000 for the fortifi- 
cation of the Florida reef, reported back to the 
Senate, and the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, pressed an | 
amendment of $30,000 for fortifications at Proctor’s ; 
Landing. Se | 
. Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend : 
the bill by inserting $30,000 for fortifications at 
Soliers’s Point, near Baltimore. ; . | 

These amendments were withdrawn, it being 
represented by Mr. LEWIS and Mr. EVANS, | 
that this bill embraced merely old works, and that į 


another bill, on which these amendments might | 


properly be grafted, was in its progress through the | 
Jouse of Representatives. | 
The bill was then passed. | 
Mr. LEWIS then moved to take up the bill; 
from the House making’ appropriations for the | 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian de- | 
partment, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
various tribes of Indians for the year ending 30th 
June, 1847; which motion was agreed to. 
` This bill was discussed until a late hour in the | 
afternoon; and, after having been amended in sev- 
eral particulars, was passed over informally. 
And, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate | 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- | 
ness; and, alter some time spent therein, adjourned. 


Wepyespay, May 13, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- || 
proved. l 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. i 
Dickens, Esq., Secretary, informing the House ii 
that the Senate had passed n bill entitled “An act 7 
granting a pension to Richard Eliott,” and u reso- |! 
lution in favor of David Shaw and Solomon T. |; 
Corser. | 

Also, that the President of the United States | 
had notified the Senate that he did, on the 8th in- | 
stant, approve and sign a bill of the Senate entitled | 
“An act to repeal a part of the act entitled ‘An act f 
supplementary to the several laws for the sale of | 
the public lands, approved April 5, 1832, and for 
other purposes. ? ™? 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee have e 
amined enrolled bills of the following Utles, viz: 

An net to authorize an inerense of the rank and | 
file of the army of the United States; : 

An act providing for the prosceution of the e 
isting war between the United States and the Re- 
publie of Mexicos | 

An act for the relief of Charles W. Bingley, of l| 
Charleston, S. C., and found the same truly enrolled; ii 
when the Speaker signed the said bills. 


TIE NAVAL AND REVENUE MARINE. 
Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES sent to the Chair the | 


following letter, which, on his request, was read | 
for information: 


<Preasery Departmen, Meirch 3L, 1846. 

“Sin: ‘Phe steamers uow under construction for the rev 
enue marine having progressed very rapidly towards co 
pletion, it is desirable tbat some action should be taker 
upon the bill whieh F had the Honor to submit with my let 
ter dated December 23, 1845, and which 1 nnderstand you jį 
have taken nader your care. 

“Tt is probable they will be ready tor active service in the 
course of the approaching sunnner or fili, and their pri 
ence npon the southern const is very desirable. Under e 
isting laws, the appointment of engineers is limited to + 
af each grade, being the number required for those steamers 
now in operation. 

+} have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient |; 
servant, ER. J. WALKER, 
“Secretury of the Treasury. 


| 
| 
i 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
| 


ji 
HI 
H 
it 


“Hon. 1. E. HOLMES, 
“Chairman Uam. Naval Affuirs, Ho. of Reps”? 

Mr. H. said that there was a bill in Committee 
ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, which 
regulated this matter. And he moved that the | 
committee be discharged from the further consid- | 
eration of the bill, with a view to have it put on | 
its passage. 

And the question having been taken on the mo- 
tion, and decided in the affirmative— | 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill ; Pr | 

And the question then was on ordering it to a | 
third reading. 


The bill was read as follows: | 


A BILL to regulate the. appointments and promotions of 
officers in the United States revenue marine, and for other i 
purposes. k 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives | 

of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 

all captains and lieutenants hereafter to be appointed in the ! 


f 
i 


] 
1 


t 


i ted States. 
‘one, the navy proper; another connected with the 


| there was nee. 


other time, 
; as chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
give due consideration to the subject. 


| uppointments. 


i 


| 


: xaid service that he is of good moral character, 


revenue marine service shall be appointed by the President 
of the United States, hy and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate; and all non-commissioned officers in said ser- 
vice shall be appointed by the Seeretary of the ‘Treasury, 
upon: his warrant. 


SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That no person shall be 


; first appointed in the revenue marine service to a higher 
! grade than third Heutenant, 


and none shall be considered 
eligible to that office ‘except he be between the age of 
eighteen and twenty-five years. 7 

Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That no officer shall be pro- 
moted to a higher grade than second lieutenant unless he 
shal) produce the -written testimony of ‘two captains in the 

that he has 
the necessary qualifications as a scaman.and navigator, and 
until he shaŭ have been examined, and a report in his favor 
made by a board of officers appointed for that purpose. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the President and 
Secretary of the Treasury may appoint to the revenue ma- 
rine service, in the same manner as prescribed by the act of 
the third of March, one thousand cight hundred and forty- 
ve, one superintending engineer, who shall receive the 
ume rate of compensation as alowed to captains in said 
service, two additional chief and two additional assistant 
~ugineers, whose compensation shall be the same as pre- 

ribed in the act aforesaid. 
0.5. And be it further enacted, That from and after the 


|| passage of this act, the boatswains, gunners, and carpenters 


cmptoyed in the revenue marine service of the United States 


! shail be paid at the rate of thirty-five dollars per month, and 


one navy ration per diem. 

Mr. RATHBUN desired to propose a substi- 
tute, the object of which was to transfer the ves- 
scls of the revenue service to the navy of the Uni- 
We had now (he said) three navies; 


Post Office Department; a third, the revenue ma- 
rine; and even a fourth branch, he believed, was 
growing up, belonging to the coast survey. So 
far as he understood the objects, uses, and pur- 
poses of the revenue service, it was absolutely of 
no benefit to the country. It was growing out of 
the control of the proper officers of the navy, and 
was not subject to that complete responsibility 
which in a Government like ours was necessary. 
It increased largely the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment without any adequate service returned. 
It was very important, in his judgement, (and so he 
had been ‘advised by experienced men,) that we 
should concentrate all our navy wider that one 
branch known properly as the navy. 

Mr. L E. HOLMES suggested to Mr, Raru- 
BUN not to interpose these objections now, when 
ssity for prompt and decided action, 
but thatthe discussion should be continued at some 
Tle (Mr. 11.) would pledge himself, 


Mr. RATHBUN had no doubt, he said, that 
the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Houmes] 
acted from just and patriotic motives. But he 
(Mr. R.) must-be permitted to differ with that gen- 
Ueman, for he found that it was always too late to 
correct a thing which had taken a wrong direction 
by the action of this Government, The very same 
reason which had actuated him yesterday in en- 
deavoring to prevent the permanent attachment of 
a corps of sappers and miners to the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point, actuated him to-day in en- 
deavoring to prevent the increase of a marine which 
was acting under two separate departments, and 
two distinct commands. The navy was provided 
with the means for the appointment of engincers 
and men, and for taking charge of them; and there 
were officers and men ready and waiting for these 
Ile had no desire to delay the ac- 
tion of this House; but he was in no panie in rela- 
tion to the difficulties between this Government 
and Mexico. He was not disposed to act wrong 
in haste, and then, when he had become cool, to 
turn round and act right. Ele was for acting right 
at once; and it took no longer time to act right than 
wrong. His substitute would take from the treas- 
ury, which was charged with the collection of all 
the revenue, which had a corps of officers almost 
without limit, aud responsibilities almost too great 
for any man, a large portion of patronage and ex- 
penditures, and would transfer them to the legiti- 
mate department of the Government. He called 
upon the members to take up the subject, and see 
whether they were prepared to transfer to the naval 
service vessels and men belonging to the Treasury 
Department, and yet leave the command in that 
department, This revenue-marine service was a 
worthless and useless thing, which ought to be 
transferred to the navy by law. It was time we 
acted on the correct principle of condensing that 
navy. He had conversed with the officers of the: 
navy, and he had never yet found any who under- 
stood the uses and purposes of this branch of the 
navy, but who denounced the whole thing as 


that it ought to be transferred to the navy. f 

Mer. R. moved that the bill be recommitted, with 
instructions to report a bill transferring the vessels 
of the revenue marine to the Navy Department. 

Mr. GORDON demanded the previous question, 
but there was no second. : 

And the question recurring on the motion to re- 
commit with instructions, : 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING desired to say a few 
words in confirmation of the views which had been 
expressed hy the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Rarusun.] The question of the. transfer. of the 
revenue marine to the navy had attracted his (Mr. 
R.I) attention some years ago. It was true that 
that service constituted a considerable navy in 
itscif. : 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported a joint resolution to correct a 
clerical crror in the bill (heretofore passed) to sup- 
ply deficiencies in. certain appropriations for the 
current fiseal year. 

‘The joint resolution having been twice read, and 
having been ordered to a third reading, was read a |! 
third time and passed. 


THE NAVAL AND REVENUE MARINE. 


The House resumed the consideration of this 

bill. 
Mr. THOMAS B. KING continued his remarks. 
he revenue service, he was remarking, was be- | 
coming a very considerable branch of the military 
marine of the country. In its original organization | 
it was not intended, he presumed, that it should 
reach its present growth. Yet, he confessed, there 
were very considerable difficulties in the way of its 
transfer, How far this bill might increase these 
difieulties he could not positively say, but he 
thought it would, to some extent, augment them. 

Notwithstanding the urgency with which the 
measure was pressed, he was inclined to think it | 
would be better to adopt the proposition of the gen- | 
tileman from New York (Mr. Rarusun.] 

Mr. HOLMES said there were some things 
which he. knew, because he did not know. He 
knew the impropriety of altering a ‘great system in 
a summary manner, because he did not know the 
operation in all respects of such alteration. ` And 
for gentlemen, in their wisdom and intelligence, to 
recommend to this House the alteration, in so 
stuminary a manner, of a great system, interwoven 
with all our revenue, marine, and naval systems 
from the formation of this Government to this 
time, was about as bold, and he had no doubt dis- 
played as much science, as Galileo’s recommen- 
dation, that it be understood hereafter that the 
world goes round the sun, instead of the sun going 
round fthe world! If this whole system were to | 
be altered, let it be done with caution and care. 
When hostilities have burst upon us, and when 
we had given yesterday the power to the President 
to raise armies and launch navies, on a small bill, 
which was required to put into immediate action 
the vessels already built, that they might be sent 
from one port to another to give warning of the 
fleet of our enemy on our coast, or of privatecrs 
there—to stop now, aud go into the alteration und 
revision of a great system, did appear to him so 
sublime, that he did not know how to designate it. 

Ife moved the previous question; bat withdrew i 
it at request, and on pledge of its renewal by f 

Mr. STANTON, who said, that while he agrecd | 
in the general views of Mr. RatugunN, as to the f 
propriety of connecting the revenue branch of the | 
public service with the Navy Department, he | 
could not concur in his proposition at present. i 
tn making this great change, it would be necessary ij 
to go to the very foundation of the system. Whi 
therefore, he was ready, on the proper occasion |i 
and on the proper bill, to vote for the transfer of |! 
the vessels and men in the revenue service, and to |! 
put them under the charge of the Navy Depart- i 
ment, where he thought they properly belonged, ii 

| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


p 


subject to be called into the revenue service by a | 

reguisition of the Secretary of the Treasury— 

while he would vote for this under the proper cir- 

cumstances, he should not be able to do so now; 

„for the efficiency of the service at the present con- 
i 

H 


juncture called for the passage of this bill, in com- 
pliance with the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the. Treasury. 


| the revenue marine system on the Treasury De- 


| would be the call of the committees for reports. 


| tion for the purpose of constructing a lighthouse 


i| chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
i twy Academy for the year ending on the 30th 
| June, 1847. 


t after be appointed; and that so soon as the cadets 


| limitation of the resolution adopted yesterday, | 


| that the committee rise, Le had submitted the mo- 


|, tion to terminate the debate than to retain the floor | 
| that he might address the committee. But he 


| to say a few words on the question before the com- 


May 13, — 


Mr. S. moved the previous quéstion; but with- ] 
drew it at the request of : ; 

Mr. MeCLELLAND, who said he was-inclined 
to go with the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Rarusun,] to make the revenue marine system a 
part and parcel of the navy system of the: coun- 
try; but the Secretary of the Treasury might ‘be 
authorized at any time to apply to the Seerctary of 
the Navy, and he might detach a portion of the 
naval officers to perform the revenue service of the 
country, who.would still remain subject to: the 
rules and regulations of the Secretary of the Navy, 
except so tar as regards. these revenue services, 
which shall be performed under. the direction of 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. The first, second, 
third, and fifth sections, had`in view the establish- 
ment of a permanent syster, and the ingrafting ` 


partment; but the fourth section looked only to the 
appointment of additional engineers for the navy. 
He took it for granted that this was necessary from 
the fact that it was reported from the Naval Com- 
mittee, to whom the subject appropriately be- 
longed, 

lic moved, if it was in order, to strike out the 
whole bill except the fourth section. 

‘Phe motion to recommit, with instructions, was 
the first question pending. 

Mr. MeKAY read the present law regulating 
this subject, from which it appeared that the rev- 
enue cutters were already liable to be connected 
with the navy when the exigencies of the service 
required. The President of the United States had 
the power, under the existing law, to transfer them 
to the navy, or, at least, to bring them to co-ope- 
rate with the navy, under the direction of the head 
of that department. 

Mr. RATHBUN said, the difficulty of that law 
was what he wanted to get rid of, and to bring 
this system altogether under the direction of the 
Navy Department, and into a position in which 
Congress might have control over the appropria- 
tions therefor, instead of leaving them to remain, 
as at present, supported from the gross revenue, 
not from the treasury proper. ; 

Mr. McKAY (iù his seut) said they were, by 
recent law, made dependant on the appropriations 
of Congress. _ ee ; 

The question was'taken by tellers, on the motion 
of Mr. Rarubon to recommit. with instructions, 
ong was decided in the aftirmative—yeas 85, nays 
99. 

So the bill was recommitted. 

The SPEAKER said the business first in ‚order | 


Mr. HAMPTON, on leave given, presented the || 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of | 
New Jersey, requesting their Senators and Kepre- 
sentatives in Congress to use every proper and 
honorable effort to prevent the repeal or material 
alteration of the laws now in force imposing duties 
on foreign imports. 

Also, joint resolutions of the same, requesting 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress. to 
use their influence to obtain a sufficient appropria- 


on ‘Tucker's beach, or Absecomb’s beach. 
‘The resolutions were referred to their appropriate 
committees, and ordered to be printed. 
WEST POINT ACADEMY. 
_ On motion of Mr, McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Benton, of New York, in the 


making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 

T'he pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Rarasun, pro viding that no cadets shall here- 
now there shall have graduated, the institution shall 
be abolished. 


Mr. GORDON resumed the floor, (under the 


that debate should cease in tea minutes.) 
Mr. G. said that when (yesterday) he had moved 


tion more with a view to the adoption of a resolu- 


would avail himself of the privilege he possessed 


mitice, and on matters and things in general. 


| 
ii to himself.” 


-The pending question (continued: Mr: G.) is the 
amendment of my. colleague, (Mr. R 


e Ratupun,) 
which proposes; prospectively, the discontinuance 
of the West Point Academy,- I differ from my 
colleague. ..T cannot support a proposition thatthe 
Military Academy, which is the only public. mili- 
tary school inthe. United- States; ball be- abol- 
ished. That the United States should be without 
such an. establishment Ido not .believe; nor.do L 
believe that ther¢.is in the United States a site bet 
ter. adapted.to such an establishment than that at 
West Point. If that academy should be diseontin- 
ued, the effect, in my judgment, would be-to build 
up some dozen or twenty schools in different States 
of the Union.. Probably every State would come 
in and want a military: school established within 
its limits. Iam not. going to pursue this question 
further. Itis sufficient for'me. to say that. shall 
vote against the proposition, especiatly atthis time. 


‘The academy was established to qualify men to 


engage in the army, to sèrve the country in time 
of. war; and now, when war is upon us, when it 
has been declared to „exist, wp starts a proposition 
here, and at this crisis, to dbolish the only military 
school in the country... Iam opposed to it. 

‘But E willow pass on-to the state of the Union; 
and Iwill notice some things that have taken place 
within a few days past, particularly in this Hall. 

There are two. kinds of immortality—one of 
glory, the other.of infamy. The immortality of. 
Eraiostratas, who set fire tothe’ Ephesian ternple, 
was of the latter class... So.also was that of Nero, 
who fiddled whilst Rome was. burning. And to 
come down to the history of our own times and 
our own country, we find that we had tories in the 
Revolution; we had the Hartford Convention inthe 
war of 1812; and we had the blue-light Federal- 
ists, who had their beacons tolight the enemy. to 
the shores of our country: We had also those in 
the last war who opposed it, voted against the sup- 
plies, attempted to paralyze the arm of the Govern- 
ment, and rejoiced at the victories of the enem 
over the armies of their country.” Now I clays all 
of these with Eratostratus and with Nero. 

And now, what shall I say of the fourteen who 
voted against the recognition of ‘the existence of 
war, and against the supplies to prosecute that wat 
toa speedy: and successtultermination? Where, 
E ask; shall I class*them? Where'shall [ class thé 
man who has explained to the world the vote which 
he gave, who has put-his ñame on record, who 
will have an immortality either of glory or of infa- 
my, who has published such language and planted 
himself on such.sentiments as these Í am about to 
read? Listen: . 

Mr. G. now read from a letlerof Mr. SEVERANCE, 
published in this day’s Intelligencer: 

“J believe the Mexicans upon the Rio Grande have been 
acting strictly iu self-defence; and if they have madea manly 
resistance to General Taylor, they are 10 be honored and ap- 
plauded for doing so. Without now calling in question the 
mode by which the Mexican Deparunent of Texas was con- 
verted inte a State of our Union, I do deny that General 
Taylor, since he advanced beyond the Nueces, has been 
either on the soil of the United States or on that of Texas, 
He has been, and was at the last accounts, in the Mexican 
Department of Tamaulipas, and it is therc, on Mexican soil, 
that blood has been shed. ‘The war has not heen commenced 
by Mexico, but by the President of the United States, with- 
out the authority of Congress, and without any necessity.?? 

Here (continued Mr. G.) is an honorable Rep- 
resentative in the American Congress, avowing, in 
the face of the world, that the war, to carry. on 
which this House has voted supplies,with a una- 
nimity almost unparalleled, “ had. not been com- 
menced by Mexico, but by the President of the 
United States, without the authority of Congress, 
and without any. necessity.” Complaining of, his 
country ! justifying Mexico! Charging the Exec- 
utive of his own country, who has an embarrass- 
ing-war on his hands, with an impeachable crime! 
For the gentleman says: “It was not required b 
‘ any sound policy, and it was totally forbidden by 
“the Constitution of the United States, by a regard 
‘ for justice, and by international comity and good 
‘faith.”? Thus denouncing. the. Executi¢e of his 
own country as worthy the execration of the.civil- 
ized world. ‘Such is the language’of a Represente 
ative of the American people! not used in the heat 
of debate, but deliberately written, and sent toa 
newspaper to be published to the world... cess 

This is not all, 
clares: olor 

“The bill which passed the House yesterday sanctioiis his 4 
proceedings, and endorses his manifesto of the causes of war, 
throwing the odium on the Mexicans, ‘which justly S 


de 


The same Representative 
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< And again: ; 
- “Unless the President desires war,:and looks to the con: 
quest -of Mexico, I. submit whether he: has not committed 
both a political crime and.a-blunder, and I will wait. for an 
answer on the results of the measure.” | 
The CHAIRMAN here announced the expira- 
tion of the time allowed-for debate. 
Mr. GORDON took his seat, remarking he was 
sorry to be thus cutoff. : 
The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Rarabun, ang'by ayes 50, noes 94, it was 
rejected. 9 f ; 
The bill was then laid aside 
House: ` 
Mr. TIBBATTS made an ineffectual motion to 
take up the bill for the benefit of the blind. 


THE ARMY. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the committee pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the support of thé army, for the 
year ending on the 30th of June, 1847. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the following 
item, by increasing the amount to $468,193 67: 

« For subsistence in kind, $313,735.” ) 

Mr. McKAY sent. to the Clerk’s table a letter 
from the department, showing the necessity of this 
increase, on account of extraordinary expenses 
consequent upon the military occupation of Texas; 
which was read. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out the following 
item, on the ground that. the appropriation had 
some time ago been transferred to the bill making 
appropriations for fortifications: 

* For armanient of fortifications, $300,000.” 

The item was stricken out. 

‘The following item being under consideration— 

“ For repairs and improvements and new ma- 
chinery at peers armory, $125,000 — 

Mr. MeKAY moved the following amendment, 
{to come in at the end thereof,) which was agreed 
to: 

“And the súm of $5,000, out of the appropria- 
‘tion made for the same object by the act approved 
“March 3d, 1845, is declared to have been intend- 
‘ed for the purchase of the lots adjoining the ar- 
‘mory grounds, as expressed in the estimates, to 
‘which purpose it has been applied.” 

The following item being under consideration—. 

“For arsenals, $157,593 — 

Mr. McK AY moved to amend it by increasing 
‘the amount to $168;593. Agreed tos: 

The following item being under consideration— 

‘For expenses of the mineral land service, 
$30,0007?— . ; ; 

Mr. McK AY moved to'amend it, after the word 
“ service,” by adding. the words ‘ including those 
incurred since the 1st January, 1846.” Agreed to, 

Thesecond section’ being under consideration, 
in the words: following— 

“ That the President of the United States may, 
‘in his discretion, direct the expenditure of the 
‘ appropriation for the“ armament of fortifications,’ 
‘and ‘for the. purchase of ordnance, ordnance 
‘stores, and supplies,’ at any time afler the passage 
tof this act?’ ; $ 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, it was amended by 
striking out. the’ words “ for the armament of for- 
tifieations, and.” 
` Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, moved the fol- 
lowing as an additional section: 

And be: tt further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act to the end of the present 
war, the monthly pay of the non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and- privates of the artillery, 
infantry, and riflemen, who may be in the service 
of the United States, shall-be the same as the pay 
allowed to the non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates of the dragoon regiments of the 
United States. : : 

Mr. BLACK, in a few words; explained the 
necessity which had arisen for ihis amendment, 
from the ‘provision in reference to pay made'in the 
bill passed yesterday. 

Mr. McK AY hoped the amendment ‘would not 
prevail. This was a bill merely appro rating for 
the army as it now exists. He alluded to the.ac- 
tion just taken-by both Houses on this subject, in 
the bill passed yesterday, and reada statement of 
the pay.of privates in our army at different periods 
since the foundation of our Government. The pa 
for privates had been eight dollars only for a short | 


tobe reported to the 


rel 


f 


| onable economy as anybody; but we were now 


| 


j Sufficient from the difficulty of raising recruits, 


time, having been a great part of the time four dol- 
lars; and they were better clothed and paid under 
the present cornpensation than any soldiers in the 
world. —. : an 

Mr. BLACK admitted this, and desired they 
should continue so to be paid and clothed. He 
knew that the pay for time of peace had been too, 
high, and he was as desirous to practise all reas- 


calling for volunteers from the yeomanry of the 
country, to dèfeñd the country, and he thought’ 
the rate proposed. by his amendment was not too 
high; and he wished all to be placed on the same 
footing. i ARA is 

Mr. BURT moved an amendment to the amend- 
ment of his colleague, so ‘as to limit its operation 
to the time of war. ` 

This amendment was understood to be accepted 
by Mr. Brack, and his amendment modified ac- 
cordingly. ; 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved an amendment to the 
amendment, to provide that all privates shall re- | 
ceive ten dollars per month-during the war. 

Mr. McKAY again expressed the hope that all 
these amendments.would be voted down. It-had 
been determined by both Houses, in the bill which 
passed only last night, that the pay of privates 
should be seven dollars; and he hoped something 
like consistency of action would be pursued. In 
addition, if this amendment were adopted, the item 
for pay would have to be largely increased, and 
various other portions of the bill over which they |! 
had not passed, would have to be amended. 

Mr. ‘TIBBATTS said, although the House 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate, reducing 
i the pay of privates, it was not to be inferred that |! 
they were in favor of such reduction. They agreed | 
to ìt, because they feared by not doing so the bill 
would be greatly delayed, if not defeated, when it 
was necessary that it should immediately become 
alaw. As far as-regarded the other argument of 
| the gentleman, that the adoption of the amend- 
ment would require a change of other items, it was 
a mere matter of figures and verbal alteration, and 
could easily be done. ‘The man in the service of 
his conntry actually engaged in prosecuting a war, 
risking his life, and at a great distance from his 
home, should be better paid in time of war than in 
peace for lounging about arsenals and armories. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL did not think it ne- 
cessarily followed from the Senate’s amendment 
that they were opposed to raising the pay of our 
soldiers; but that it was merely their intention to 
make the wages of the volunteer the same as of 
our regular soldier. He went for raising the wages 
of both. He argued that the present pay was in- 


and from the fact that the army of the United 
States is made up at this very hour of foreigners, 
and not of our own citizens, beeanse our citizens, 
from. their greater skill and better practical ac- 
quaintance with the ordinary arts and business of 
life, were better qualified to acquire a subsistence 
in the ordinary course of industry. Now, if we 
made up this army, of which we were informed 
so many had deserted and gone over to the enemy, 
of our native-born citizens, we should avoid this 
difficulty. He therefore went for a sufficient coni- 
pensation to induce natives to go into the army; | 
and he thought the wages proposed by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Tiwsarrs] not too high 
in time of war, to which the operation’ of the 
amendment was limited. 

Mr. HAMLIN concurred with the gentleman 
from. New York.in his premises, but could not ar- 
rive at the same conclusion. While engaged in 
actual service he thought the compensation pro- 
posed by the.gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Brack] precisely right. . 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, leave being granted, 
inquired if the dragoons were obliged to maintain 
their horses out of their wages, or if specific provi- 
sion was made for them ? 

Mr. HAMLIN replied that the dragoon was 
paid ¢8 per month, and forage for horse, or forty 
cents a day allowance for horse. Á 

In case of actual war, (he proceeded to say;) in | 
which the honor and interests of the country were || 
involved, he did-not believe the fighting was to be 
done on the basis of dollars and cenis. If that 
were so, he would say to the gentleman from New | 
York, why, let us have foreign mercenaries to do } 


| gentleman 


; to hurry out of it. 


our fighting. But there was another impulse over, || 
aboye, and far beyond that ignoble consideration 


| 
au 


that fired- the heart of every man, and that would 
lead him to go where. duty calls him in the defence 
of his country at whatever risk. It was high and 
elevated patriotism—the sincere love of country. 
And. men actuated by. such: impulses, it was, on 
whom we were to rely, and. not.on those who 
fought merely. for thé motive of dollars and cents. 

As far as the matter of pay was concerned, he 
thought this $8 per month—nearly: $100 a year, 
in addition to. clothing—-was better pay than was 
usually received for ordinary labor. The true sol- 
dier’s impulses would be as~ warm, and he would 
be as ready to fight for this as for an increased 
compensation; but he believed that justice to the 
soldier himself, who usually left other business, 
and the welfare of the service, required that reason- 
able compensation should be given; but as inde- 
pendent men, they were not called upon from these 
or other considerations to increase the pay. He 
understood very well, that declining to. vote for the 
increase of pay, he might be attacked by some gen- 
tlemen; but regardless of such considerations, and 
in obedience to the honest dictates of his judg- 
ment, he: should vote for the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, and against that 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. - 

Mr. ROOT was in favorf equalizing the wages 
of the rank and file of the different branches of the 
service, as was proposed by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and of increasing the compensa- 
tion from $8 to $10, as was proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. “He found himself to oc- 
cupy different grounds now from those he occupied 
afew days ago. He was then, and had a right to 
be, the friend of every Mexican; now, he had no 
such right; he was made by your act the enemy of 
every man in that republic, and he believed, in 
consequence of their yesterday’s work, he shonid 
be the enemy of every citizen of some other nation 
before long. - : 

Now we are in a war.. It is regarded by some 
gentlemen as a small war. It will grow to'a great 
one, unless we make ita short war. Let us, then, 
go into it thoroughly. Ihave heard something 
from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Gor- 
pon] about the fourteen men who were enemies 
{o their country. Iam one of those (said Mr. RI 
who voted against the declaration of war. fÍ 
thought F was right then, and I think so now. But 
that is over. We are in a war now; and Lam 
with you now, and my constituents are with you, 
[Cries of“ Good.”] And'l speak for a people who 
live on the frontier—who can look into the ene- 
my’s country, or what may become an enemy’s 
country very: shortly. We are with you-in this 
war with Mexico; and if other wars come, we 
shall-do our duty. 

Mr. R. warmly advocated the increase to $10 of 
the compensation per month of those who take 
the dry hard knocks in the war—who had no pro- 
motion or honors in view—and whose only congo- 
lation was the reflection of having done their duty. 
If they could carn $8 per day in Congress for de- 
claring war, he thought certainly those who did 
the actual service and the fighting were entitled to 
more than $8 per month. He questioned very 
much the correctness of those gentlemen‘in favor 
of the war, who did not think they were entitled 
to more. He referred to the stinted bounties and 
“wages given at the commencement of the last war, 
but $16 bounty being offered; and to the increase, 
before the close of the war, to $144 a year; and 
urged that we should not commence with a nig- 
gardly compensation, but should offer full and rea- 
sonable wages. He would. cut-off, not from the 
pay of soldiers, but such items as $49,000 “ for 
transportation of officers’ baggage.” 

Notwithstanding the vety censorious remarks 
of the gentleman from New York upon the fonr- 
teen men who voted. differently from him, he felt 
comfortable under that vote; and he said. to that 
, who resided far back among the anti- 
renters and anti-readers, that there were some who 
were very ready for a fight, but were very quick 

| Mr. R. was not of this pum- 
ber. Yesterday his rule of conduct was to keep 
his country tight ifthe could. He had a new rule 
to-day: now she wasin a war, and he went for his 
country, right or wrong. He was responsible for 
his course to his constituents; and he should not 
look to Ulster and Delaware counties, or their rep- 
resentative. Let them first settle their own ac- 
counts about anti-rent wars-and other matters 
before they teok others in charge. , 
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and (after some conversation with Mr. GORDON as 
to the right to the floor) proceeded. f 
House, in its grave, deliberative wisdom, i£ they 
thought it was wise and statesmanlike now, in the 
beginning of a war of which no man can see the 
end, to be raising the pay and emoluments of the 
army? ‘This was to be no child’s play, no holy- 
day war. We are to goto war with a people inur- 
ed toarms, who have ableand experienced generals, 
who have already placed our army in an. unfortu- 
nate position. We were to go to war wi tha mighty 
country,of immense surface. It has its mountains, 
its rivers, its narrow passes, capable of defence; 
and from what he learned of the matter he feared 
that a Mexican chapparel might be quite as formi- 
dable a place of refuge for an enemy as a Florida 
swamp or morass. We had looked on the Florida 
war as a small matter, until the regular army be- 
came a regular drain on the treasury. He begged 
gentlemen not to begin now in this way. We had 
given a vote that was calculated to strike terror 
into the breasts of our foe. Let us not now lose 
the moral effect of that vote by holding out the 
idea that the American people were not going to 
engage in this war without the additional stimu- 
lus of money. ‘The news that we were receiving 
by every mail showed that our people were ready; 
that the drums were being beat, the flag unfurled, 
and volunteers were rushing to our standard; and 
now, would gentlemen, in this moment of enthu- 
siasm, when the country was ripe for war, have 
us throw out the suspicion that our men were not 
going to war except for the consideration of mo- 
ney? Te considered cight dollars per month was 
enough wages—especially if, as the gentleman 
from Ohio had said, it was all to be spent at the 
camp; and he thought the history of the last war, 
as alluded to by the gentleman, admonished us 
that we should not begin with the largest offers of 
compensation first. I'ifty thousand volunteers had 
been authorized to be raised. We might need 
fifty thousand, and fifty thousand twice-told more. 
Let them not, therefore, be voting cxtra millions 
of eight dollars; for the pen people—those who 
remained at home, (and they would still constitute 
the majority,) who paid the taxes—would under- 
stand it as well as members of Congress. Our 
soldiers were willing to fight for what was consid- 
cred a reasonable compensation in the country; 
and they should authorize no expenditures larger 
than were necessary. He was the last man who 
wasin favor of war. He would go as far as might 
be to avoid it; he had seen the desolations, the 
plunderings, the burnings, the distress of families, 
the anguish and agony of the widowed mother, 
and the childless parent, which were occasioned 
hy war; and his constituents knew something 
of what a war was by sad, melancholy, expe- 
rience. While the rest of this country poured out 
ity treasure with a lavish hand, they poured out 
their blood. The very soil he represented was 
rich with the blood of its inhabitants; and there- 
fore he should be the last man to advocate war. 
But when we bad received a message from the 
President, telling us that the war had already be- 
gun; that the enemy had invaded our soil, and 
slain our people; when we had recounted the long 
listof wrongs we had suffered from Mexico, which 
had never been retaliated; and when he thought of 
the abuses and insults heaped upon us in the pom- 
ous Mexican pronunciamentos,—he thought it 
due to the rights of the nation, to neutral nations, 
to assume a belligerent attitude, and he had pro- 
posed to begin the war by a formal declaration. 
Ie hoped this amendment would not pass. We 
had acted nobly. He felt prouder of his country 
than he did before; 
Congress; and the people, he felt assured, would 
call for no mercenary tribute to bring them into the 
army of the country. ; 
Mr, GORDON said the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Roor] informed them that he was one of the 
fourteen who voted against the bill declaring the 
existence of war; and he states also what is not 
true—what is false in fact—that he (Mr. G.) as- 
serted that the fourteen who voted against the bill 
were enemies to their country. He said no such 
thing; 
the world by onc of the gentlemen, [Mr. SEVER- 
ance; ] for his vote, and he did not even call him an 
enemy to the country. If he was or is a tory, or 
if the gentleman from Ohio was, it might not be 


from choice, but from asseciation—an association 


justly attaches 


he felt proud of the American | 


he was commenting on the reasons given to | 


which has. perverted their judginents, and made 
them what God never intended they should be. 
The gentleman from Ohio says he voted against 
this bill, but now he is with us. Well—better late 
than never. > Late repentance, if sincere, was ad- 
equate to salvation; but as to his sincerity, he left 
it for the gentleman’s copstituents to: pronounce 
upon, when he now professed to be for his coun- 
try, while by his vote he-stood forever recorded 
against his country. : i 

Now that war is 
vote ten dollars to the soldiers per month, “Why? 
Was it to get ten dollars per month for his friends 
in his district? Undoubtedly there were -volun- 
teers—not the gentleman himself, (he never would 
do; he wanted to get back here)~who would go 
from the gentleman’s district—and he had sagacity 
enough to discover that this vote for the ten dollars 


would be something in the pockets of his popular- 


ity; but he would not vote a man ora dollar to 
repel the invasion of Mexieans who crossed our 
frontier and shed the blood of ow citizens. And 
that was the patriotism which the gentleman dis- 
played on this oceasion! Now, if the gentleman 
from Ohio was content, he (Mr. G.) was.~ He had 
taken all the notice of him which he or his remarks 
deserved. 

He should not suffer himself to be drawn aside 
into a discussion of any local difficulties in the 
State of New York, of which the gentleman was 
utterly ignorant, to gratify his impertinent curi- 
osity. The people of that State know how to take 
care of themselves without foreign interference. 
Had the gentleman been there, [have no doubt he 
would have been found on the side of the patroon 
aristocracy, whose days are numbered, against 
necdful and just reforms, and the rights of the 
peoples as he now is on the side of Mexico against 
iis country. 

Mr. Q. did not believe it was profitable in this 
crisis to be talking about our right to Texas; yet 
he did think it proper to answer some of the ob. 
jections made by the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. 


Severance.] He understood that gentleman to” 


say, that the territory between.the-Nuecés and the 


-Rio Grande was not only disputed territory, but 


that.it belonged to the: Mexican Government; and 
that the American blood shed by Mexicans: on 
this side the Rio Grande was shed on: Mexican 
soil by Mexicans defending their own territory; 
and that Mexico is to be honored for the part she 
has taken in this war; that this Government has 
acted in the wrong; that the President has acted 
without authority, and that all the odium of war 
to the Executive of this country. 
By the organic law of 1836, the Republic of Texas 
fixed her western boundary on the Rio Grande. 
It became a part of the original constitution of 
Texas, and ‘Texas, according to this boundary, 
not only achieved her independence, and main- 
tained it for ten years, but up to this boundary her 
independence was recognised by the United States, 
France, England, and Holland. This very terri- 
tory is a part of a congressional district, and in a 
few days it would be represented, he trusted, by 
a representative speaking and advocating the cause 
of Texas, and the rights of his constituents, on 
this floor. Not only this, but it was a revenue 
district of the United States, made so by this same 
Congress; and the bill making it such district 
passed without opposition, and was voted for, if he 
was not mistaken, by the gentleman from Ohio 
and the gentleman from Maine themselves. And 
we heard from them, at that time, no plea that this 
was Mexican territory. In regard to the upper 
Rio Grande, he would not speak so positively; 
but in regard to the lower Rio Grande, where our 
army was now encamped, and where American 
blood had been shed, ever since the treaty of 1803, 
it had been claimed and admitted to be a portion 
of the territory of Texas. It had been so claimed 
by Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Adams, Henry 
Clay, and Benton; and the Rio Grande was ad- 
mitted by Spainte be the true boundary between 
Tamaulipas and Texas. What man, then, but he 
who was demented by party strife and prejudice— 
a Tory against his will—would, when American 
blood has been shed on American soil, stand up 
and condemn the title of his Government. to this 
territory? This was the kind of patriotism which 
was exhibited by certain gentlemen on this floor. 
With reference to the amendment under consid- 
eration, he believed that soldiers, in time of war, 
were entilled to higher compensation than they re- 


declared, the gentleman would * 


ceive in time of peace. He went for ‘raising-the 
compensation. of our: soldiers, ‘dragoons ‘and: in- 
faniry, all round: He admitted; with~the gentle 
man from Florida, [Mr: “Broccensroucn,] that 
the volunteers who were to go and tobe efficient 
soldiers in. Texas, would be- impelled by love of 
country, as. the efficient motive which ‘governed 
them; bat they should have an equitable compen- 
sation. He- would vote for ten dollars for them; 
ifthat was disagreed to, he would vote for eight 
dollars, and would agree tò Tess rather than lose 
the bill. He was unwilling to make a discrimina- 
tion between volunteers and regular soldiers, which 
might tend to produce jealousies and unfavorable 
results; and He would pay to all a fair and-reason- 


| able compensation. - 


Mr. SEVERANCE said that facts could’ be. set 
forth which would show that we were not.acting 
in self-defence in the military movement on the Rio 
Grande. It was imperative upon us, while plun- 
ging into war, to inquire what were the causes of it, 
and how we-got into it. He did not propose to go 
back to the annexation of Texas; but it was well 
known that the western boundary of Texas was in 
dispute, and was so admitted: inthe act assenting 
to the annexation. He would call upon'any friend 
of the measure of war just adopted, to say when 
the Rio Grande was the boundary of Texas. An 
attempt was made by Texas upon Matemoras, but 
the expedition did not’ succeed, and the ‘Texan 
troops were driven back. ‘When did Texas hold 
any post onthe Rio Grande? Never. The popu- 
lation between* the Nueces and ‘the. Rio Grande - 
were all Mexicans—theré were no Texans there. 
It was our duty to sée that our country was in the 
right in every conflict, and we ¢ould not ‘advance 
the glory of ihe country by placing it in the wrong; 
and it was our especial duty to preserve peace with 
the republics on this continent.) , 

What object was to be gained by: this war? 
Mexico had no commerce upon which we could 
make reprisals. In issuing letters of marque ‘she 
would have the advantage ten times over.» We 
could, it was said, invade her territory. We might - 

Junder her churches, and carry off har treasures. 

e did not know how-it was with her churches, 
but there was'a. plentiful scarcity in her treasury. 
Shall ‘we: overrun and. conquer Mexico? What 
shall we do with her population? Shall we bring 
them into the Union on an equal “footing with us 
as voters? jon 

He protested against sending the troops further 
than Corpus Christi, He had done his duty, in 
voting against the bill. i f 

Mr. DELANO spoke at length on the subject, 
and in vindication of his vote against the bill. - T'he 
President had informed us in his message‘that we 
were in a state of war—Wwar with a sister republic., 
War was declared, and the time had arrived when 
he was compelled to go for his country, right or 
wrong.’ Up to that period he had endeavored to 
keep his country in the right; but war having been 
declared, he would now sustain the arms and main- 
tain the exertions-of the country. He.-was, there- 
fore, in favor of the amendment proposed to- in- 
crease the pay of the soldiers to ten ollars a month. 
He adverted to the difficulties and dangers which 
would attend the service. The bones of our coun- 
trymen would be left- bleaching on the mountains 
of Mexico., The diseases of the climate would be’ 
fatal to vast numbers of them. He guarded him- 
self against any charge of refusing: the means for — 
rescuing General Taylor’s army from peril. His 
destiny was fixed long before this. bill-could be 
carried into effect. No debate had. been allowed 
on the bill. Our mouths were stopped by the. ad- 
ministration of the gag rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS here asked whether the gentle- 
man knew that the rule of which he spoke origi- 
nated in the 27th Congress, which.was:a Whig 
Congress? > ae 

Mr. H. read the rule adopted March Ist, 1842, 
which provided for the discharge of the Comniittee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, from. the 
consideration of any bill referred ‘to. it after acting, 
without debate, on all amendments pending, or that 
may be offered, ait 
_ Mr. DELANO, in reply, said, if: that was;so, 
iit proved that his Democratic. friends -were -apt 
scholars. We were offered a hill -with a preamble 
which contained many falsehoods in-a.few words, 
and which he could not vote for.<0 PR 

We were in the midst of a war, whi had 
|| engaged in without authority: of law and. without 
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being in the right, and? he was now ready to go 
shoulder to shoulder with all those who- sustained 
the honor of the country. Where this war would 
end -he.could not. predict. But we had not yet 
settled, the Oregon. question. - He never had any 
confidence in the sincerity of the President’s decla- 
rations of a purpose tò maintain our rights in Ore- 
gon, ` He. believed that he would give away -all 
Oregon ‘to. prosecute. this war for a territory not 
belonging to us. He would ask the gentleman 
from Minois [Mr. Doverass] where he stood now? 
-Was he upon the ground of 619 now? .. Where 
was the expense of this war to end? It was said 
that we must conquer peace. We had let loose 
war. If any one could conquer it back again, he 
hoped they would undertake it very soon., If any 
one would take the contract at the South to. con- 
quer Mexico in ninety days, he would like to see 
it done. eae: f 
We had declared war without notice. It came 
upon the country like a clap of thunder in a clear’ 
sky. The pirates were ready to be let loose upon 
our unprotected commerce. We had everything 
to lose—nothing to gain, Send your armies, in the 
prosecution of this illegal, unrighteous, and dam- 
nable war, to the mountains of Mexico, and disease 
and the foe will sweep them off in thousands. 
The passes and mountains of Mexico would be- 
come a charnel-house for our people, and their 


bones would be scattered all over its vast terri- 


tory, before this peace would be conquered. 

He thought the matter, in a military point of 
view, would become important before we got 
through with it;"and he would undertake to show 
what would be the result in a financial view. We 
had got through with the glorious Florida war, at 
an expense of forty or fifty millions of dollars. 
This war would cost a vast deal more. He enu- 
merated the various items of military expenditures 
that would be required. 


So far, the amount of appropriations was about | 


fifteen millions. If the people had any common 
sense, they would hold responsible the authors of 
this war, which was conceived in fraud, and was 
to be consummated in iniquity. There were many 
other topics to which he wished to advert, and 
there was one. that he must, in the candor of a free- 
man, allude to. 
been urged, to extend the area of freedom, but the 
result would be very different. 

Mr. DOUGLASS next took the floor. [Several 
members proposed that the committee rise, that he 
might proceed with his speech in the morning.] 
He declined to avail himself of their courtesy, as he 
had but a few remarks. to make, and those: princi- 
pally in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, who had 
just taken his seat, [Mr.. DeLano.] The gentle- 
man from Ohio (said Mr: D.) has been so kind as 
to herald my advent before.my arrival, and an- 
nounce that I was about to follow him in the de- 
bate. 
the fact that I took a seat near him, and listened 
to his speech with the most respectful attention. 


Acting upon this suggestion, he has addressed a | 


large portion of his speech to me, and invited an 
answer from me, especially to the principal points 
in bis argument. 
respect; and while I shall speak with freedom and 
‘boldness of his positions and arguments, I trust I 
shall‘observe the same respectful courtesy towards 
my opponents which has characterized his effort. 
I commend the patriotism, if not the morality, of 
the sentiment. which. he quoted at the beginning, 
and. repeated several times in the course of his 


speech: “1 go for my country, right or wrong.” 
L fear, however, that this ‘sentiment, once so much | 
approved by our countrymen, isabout to be brought 
into disrespect and contempt by the use which the {| 


gentleman and some of his coadjutors are now 
making of it. . They “go for, their country, right 


or wrong,” but they insist that their country is, || 
They | 
say that they. will support the war; but that, in | 


and, has been, all the time in the wrong. 


their. opinion, “the war is unholy,. unrighteous, 
and damnable.’ 


Mr. J. W,-HOUSTON. Who made: use of | 
that. expression? Was it any gentleman on this | 


side of the House ? 


Mr. DOUGLASS.. Yes, sir. The gentleman 


from Ohio, [Mr. Dexawo,] who has just taken bis | 
seat, made.use of the identical words, and repeated | 


them several times with great emphasis in the course 
of his speech, while the great body of his political 
friends listened with the most profound respect, 


The war was intended, it had | 


I suppose that he drew this inference from i 


IL propose to gratify him in this | 


i 
f 
i 


and gave every indication of approbation and en- 
couragement, by expressions, looks, and nods of 
assent. I see the venerable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts before me now nods his approval of the 
sentiment. “ E 

Mr. ADAMS.: Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
prove and endorse every word and syllable of it. 

Mr, DOUGLASS. “So I supposed, from the 
marked indications of approval which that gentle- 
man and his friends gave to every attack upon the 
rights, interests, and honor of his own country. 


What reliance, shall we place on the sincerity of 


gentlemen’s professions, that they are for the coun- 


} try right or wrong, when they exert all their pow- 


er and influence to put their country in the wrong 
in the eyes of Christendom, and invoke the wrath 


„of Heaven upon us for our manifold crimes and 


aggressions? With professions of patriotism. on 
their lips, do they not show that their hearts are 


‘against their own country? They appeal to: the 
consciences and religious feelings of our country-- 


men to unite in execration of our Government, 


‘army, citizen soldiers, and country, for prosecuting 


what they denounce as an unholy, unrighteous, 
and damnable cause. They predict that the judg- 
ment of God will rest upon us; that sickness, and 
carnage, and death will be our portion; that defeat 
and disgrace will attend our arms. Is there not 
treason in the heart that can feel, and poison in 
the breath that can uttcr such sentiments against 
their own country, when forced to take up arms 
in self-defence, to repel invasion by a brutal and 
perfidious enemy? They for their country right 
or wrong, who tell our people, if they rally under 
their country’s standard, their bones will bleach on 
the plains of Mexico, and the enemy will look 
down from the mountain top to behold the destruc- 
tion of our armies by disease and malarias, and 
all those mysterious elements of death which Di- 
vine Providence employs to punish a wicked peo- 
ple for prosecuting an unholy. and unjust war! 
Sir, I tell these gentlemen that ‘it requires more 
charity than falls to the lot of frail man to believe 
that these sentiments are consistent with the sin- 
cerity of their professions—with patriotism, hon- 
or, and duty to their country. Patriotism ema- 
nates from the heart, fills the soul, infuses itself into 
the whole man, and ee and acts the same lan- 
guage. A friend of his country in war will feel, 
speak, and act for his country; will revere his 
country’s cause, and hate his country’s enemies. 
America wants no friends, acknowledges the fidel- 
ity of no citizen who, after war is declared, con- 
demns the justice of her. cause, or sympathizes 
-with the enemy. All such are traitors in their 
hearts; and would to God that they would commit 
some overt act for which they could be dealt with 
according to their deserts. 

I will now proceed to examine the arguments 
by which the gentleman from Ohio, and those with 
whom he acts, pretend to justify their foreign sym- 
pathies. They assume that the Rio del Norte was 
not the boundary line between Texas and Mexico; 
that the Republic of Texas never extended beyond 
the Nueces—and consequently our Government 
was under no obligation, and had no right to pro- 
teet the lives and property of American citizens be- 
yond the last-mentioned river. In support of this 
assumption, the gentleman has referred to the dis- 
pute which he says arose between the provinces 
of Coahuila and;'Texas, and the decisions of Al- 
monte and some other Mexican General thereon 
prior to the Texan revolution, and while those 
provinces constituted a State of the Mexican con- 
federacy.. He has also referred to Mr. Hastings’s 
History of Texas, in which we are also informed 
that the same boundary is assigned to the Mexican 
province of Texas. Ido not deem it necessary to 
go back to a period anterior to the Texan revolu- 
tion, to ascertain the limits and boundaries of the 
Republic of Texas. But if the gentleman has so 
great a reverence for antiquity as to place more re- 
lance upon old authorities, which have become 
obsolete and inapplicable, in consequence of the 
changed relations of that country, I will gratify his 


taste In that respect, by.directing his attention to | 


the various maps, records, histories, and authori- 
ties—Spanish, English, and French—by which it 


| is shown that the Rio del Norte was the boundary 


line between the French province of Louisiana and 
the Spanish provinces of Mexico. The gentleman 
ean satisfy himself on that point, if he will take the 
pains to reada despatch (I might with propriety 


say a book, from its very great length) written by ii 


the American Secretary of State, John Q. Adams, 
to the Spanish Minister, (Don Onis,) in 1819. He 
will there find: the authorities all collected and re- 
viewed with a elearness and ability which defies 


‘refutation; and demonstrates the validity of the 


American title under the treaty of 1803, to the 
country in dispute, together with the.expression of 
his opinion, by the venerable geritleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that our title to the Del 
Norte was as clear.as to-the island of New Orleans. 
This was the opinion-of Mr. Adams in 1819. It. 
was the opinion of Messrs. Monroe and Pinckney 
in. 1805. It was the opinion of Jefferson and Madi- 
son—of all our Presidents, and all Administrations, 
from the day of the purchase of Louisiana in 1803, 
to the fatal treaty of relinquishment to Spain in 
1819. I give the gentleman the opinion of these 
men in opposition to the opinion of Almonte and 
his brother Mexican General, and then leave the 


i question of boundary prior to the Texan revolu- 


tion. ` Will he tell us, and his constituents, that 
those distinguished statesmen, including his friend 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. A pams,] as well as Mr. 
Polk and the American Congress, were engaged in 
an unholy, an unrighteous, and damnable cause, 
in claiming title to the: Rio del Norte? i 
But, sir, I have already said that I do not deem 
it necessary to rely upon these old. authorities for 
the full and complete justification of our Govern- 
ment in defending possession of the country on the 
left bank of the Rio del Norte. There is better 
and higher evidence than this. The Republic of 
Texas held the country by a more glorious title 
than can be traced through the old maps and musty 
records of Spanish and French courts. She held 
the country by the same title that our forefathers of 
the Revolution acquired our territory and achieved 
the independence of this Republic. ‘She held it by 
virtue of her Declaration of Independence, setting 
forth the inalienable rights of man, by men who 
had hearts to. feel and minds to comprehend the 
blessings of freedom; by principles successfully 
maintained by the irresistible power of her arms, 
and consecrated by the precious blood of her glo- 
rious heroes. These are her muniments of title 
to the empire which she has voluntarily annexed 
to our Union, and which we have plighted our 
faith to. protect and defend against invasion or dis- 
memberment. We have received the Republic of 
Texas, with her entire territory, into this Union, 
as an independent and sovereign State, and have 
no right to alienale or surrender any portion of it. 
This obligation, the, gentlemen of the opposition 
admit, so far as respects the country to the north- 
east of the Nueces, but dény both ‘the obligation 
and right to go beyond that ‘river. I should have 
felt myself under peculiar obligations to ‘them, if 
they would have condescended to inform us upon 
what grounds they assume the Nueces to have . 
been the boundary line of the Republic of Texas, 
and draw a distinction between our right to the 
country on the opposite sides of that stream. F 
know nothing in the history of that republic, from 
its birth to its transition, that will authorize any 
such assumption. In order that I might be certain 
of the accuracy of the facts to whieh I am about 
to refer, I have taken the precaution, within the 
last few minutes, to have them authenticated by 
the testimony of the two most distinguished actorg 
(one of whom I now recognise in my eye) of those 
thrilling and glorious scenes of the Texan revolu- 
tion. Before this high authority, 1 assert that, as 
early as the campaign of 1835, there were soldiers 


| and officers too in the Texan army, who resided 


in the country between the Nueces and the Del 
Norte. These same heroic men from’ the west 
side of the Nueces, or so many of them as-had not 
been butchered by the Mexican soldiery, were 
present at the battle of San Jacinto, on the 21st of 
April, 1836, when Santa Anna was captured, and 
the Mexican army annihilated. Although few in 
number, and from their residences exposed to 
more of the barbarities of the Mexicans than any. 
other portion of Texas, they were faithful to the 
cause of freedom, and constant in their devotion to 
the cause of the republic throughout its existence, 
Immediately after the battle of San Jacinto, Santa 
Anna made a proposition to the commander of the 
Texan army to make a treaty of peace, by which 
Mexico would recognise ihe independence of 
Texas, with the Rio del Norte as the boundary. 
In May, 1836, such a treaty was made between 
the government of Texasand Santa Anna, in which 
the independence of the republic of Texas was 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


conformity with the treaty of peace. 

Mr. J. W. HOUSTON. I wish to ask of the 
gentleman from Illinois, was that treaty ever rati- 
fied by the Government of Mexico ? 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I will answer the gentle- 
man’s question with great pleasure. That treaty 
was never ratified on the part of Mexico by any- 
body except Santa Anna, for the very good reason 
that, in the year previous, Santa Anna had usurped 
the Government of Mexico, had abolished the Con- 
stitution and the regularly established Government, 
and taken ail the powers of Government into his 
own hands. To give stability to. the power which 
he had usurped by the sword, he called a Congress 
around him, composed of his own adherents and 
followers, and had himself formally proclaimed 
Dictator of the Republic of Mexico, and, as such, 
clothed with all the powers of Government, civil 
and military. In this capacity, he marched his 
armies into Texas for the purpose of reducing those 
people into subjection to the despotism which he 
had established, and oxterminating the last vestige 
of freedom which remained in all his dominions, 
While engaged in this work of desolation with fire 
and sword, committing butcheries and barbarities 
unknown to civilized warfare, he fell into the hands 
of the heroic Houston and his gallant little army; 
a captive to those whom he was striving to reduce 
to captivity. Then it was that the tyrant became 
the suppliant—a suppliant for his life and liberty— 
at the hands of those he had designed as his victims. 
There the Dictator bent the knee in prayer for 
mercy, offering to recognise the independence of 
Texas, with the Rio Del Norte. Subsequently 
the treaty was entered into in due form, as L have 
already stated, and the Mexicans evacuated Texas 
in pursuance of its provisions, retiring to the west 
side of the Rio Del Norte. ‘his treaty was en- 
wered into by the Government of Mexico de facto, 
Sante Anna combining in his own person atthe.time 
all the powers of the Government, and. as suchwas 
binding om the Mexican nation. 

Mr. JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. I desire to 
inquire of the gentleman from Ilinois if Santa Anna 
was not a prisoner of war at the time, and in duress, 
when he exeeuted that treaty? 

Mr. DOUGLASS, in reply. Santa Anna was a 
prisoner of war at the time, and so was the entire 
Government of Mexico, he being the Government 
de Jacto, and clothed with all the powers of Govern- 
ment, civil and military. The Government was a 
prisoner at the time, and in duress. . But will it be 
contended that that circumstance rendered its obli- 
gation the less obligatory? We are now at war 
with Mexico. Ourarmies will soon march into the 
heart of that country. I trust they will penetrate 
as far as the capital, and capture the army, people, 
and Grovernment-——make them all prisoners of war, 
and keep them in duress until they shall conclude 
a treaty of peace and boundary with us, by which 
they shall not only recognise the Rio del Norte, 
but such other line as we shall choose to dictate 
or accept. Will the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts contend that a treaty made with us under 
those circumstances would not be binding, be- 
cause, forsooth, the Government was a prisoner at 
the time? How is a conquered nation ever to 
make peace, if the gentleman’s doctrine is to pre- 
vail? They refuse to make peace before they are 
conquered, because they hope for victory. ‘They 
are Incompetent to do so afterwards, because they 
are in duress! Surely an unfortunate and defeated 
belligerent would be in a most lamentable condi- 
tion: too imbecile to resist, disarmed, conquered, 
still incompetent to make a treaty of peace, and 
adjust the matter in dispute on such fair and equi- 
table terms as a magnanimous foe shall propose, 
because the war of aggression which they com- 
menced has resulted disastrously, and made them 
capuves! I fear that, if this doctrine shall prevail, 
these gentlemen will soon find their Mexican 
fricnds in a most pitiable condition, Perhaps, if 
that Government should be reduced to captivity, 
these gentlemen would require that our armies 
should retire within our own territory, and set the 
Government at liberty, before negotiations for 


people will deem it their duty to act upon. “Our 
crude notions of things may teach us that the city 
of Mexico would. be. the 
form a treaty of peace. ` a 

`: Mr. ADAMS. ‘Has not that treaty. with Santa 
Anna been discarded by the Mexican’ Government 
since? 5 : 


not aware of any treaty or compact Which that 
Government ever entered ‘into that has: not either 
been violated or repudiated by them ‘afterwards. 
And our treaty stipulations with them furnish am- 


deemed it necessary to inquire, therefore, what 
particular acts of disavowal have been since adopt- 
ed by the Mexican’ Government. It is sufficient 
for my purpose that the treaty was entered into 
and sanctioned by the Government de facto for the 
time being. Tho acts ofa Government de facto 
are binding on the nation as against foreign nations, 
without reference to the mode in whieh that Gov- 
ernment was established, whether by revohition, 
usurpation, or rightful and constitutional means. 
Mr. ADAMS. 
| tion. i 
Mr. DOUGLASS. I do not intend to enter 
into a discussion of the law of nations with the 
learned gentleman from Massachusetts: T will 
only say that I understand all writers on the law 
of nations to lay down the principle as I have 
stated. Certainly the practice and usages of all 
civilized nations sanction it, of which history fur- 
nishes us innumerable examples, Mexico herself 
was nothing buta Governmentde facto in the strict 


revolution. 
| 1821, aud had successfully 
tional existence, but her independence was not 
recognised by the mother country until December, 
1836. Yet we had recognised ‘her existence as 
a Government de facto in the meantime, and had 
entered into treaties of commerce, as well as of 
boundary. ‘These treaties were made with the 
existing Government for the time being, whether 
a constitutional republic, a military despotism, or 
a. dictatorship. We never -pretended..to ‘inquire 
into the question whether the Government had 
been righttully formed or not; it was sufficient for 
our purposes that it was the existing Government 
de facto. So it was with Texas. She became in- 
dependent de fucto in 1836, and we recognised her 
independence as such immediately afterwards, and 
so did England, France, and most of the great 
Powers of the globe. All other nations formed 
| treaties with her as a Government de fucto, without 
inquiring who had been right and who in the 
wrong in her revolutionary struggle. We pur- 
chased Louisiana from Napoleon, a usurper at the 
head of a military despotism. Does the gentleman 
deny the validity of the acts of the British Gov- 
j ernment during the times of Oliver. Crorawell, 
because it was a mere Government de Jacto, estab- 
lished in blood, in violation of the British Consti- 
tution? Many of the most important. treaties 
affecting the destinies of Europe were made with the 
British Government during ‘that period. Who 
ever thought of-denying their va idity because 
they had been made by a Government de Sacto, 


monarchy? ‘The doctrine of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is a novel one; it finds no sanétion 
in the books, and no examples in history: The 
universal doctrine is, that the acts of the Govern- 
ment de factoare binding upon the nation as against 
other nations, from the consequences of which it 
cannot release itself by a subsequent revolution. 
It is immaterial, therefore, whether Mexico has or 
has not since repudiated Santa Anna’s treaty with 
Texas. 1t was executed at the time by competent 
authority: She availed hersclf of all its benefits. 
By virtue of it she saved the remnant of her army 
from total annihilation. Under it she was enabled 
to remove in peace and security all her soldiers, 
citizens, and property, beyond the Rio Del Norte. 
The question is, had she a moral or legal right 
to repudiate it, after she had enjoyed all its advan- 
tages? But theright of Texas to the country west 
of the Nucces does not rest on this treaty and the 
preceding acts alone. She has had legal posses- 
sion of, and exercised jurisdiction over it, from that 
day to this. When the people of ‘Texas assem- 


peace could be opened. This may be their view 
of the subject, but I doubt whether it is the view | 


| bled in 1836 to form. the constitution of the repub- 
lic, the inhabitants residing between the Nueces 


ple ground for this presumption. T° havé not | 


which had been reared on the ruins of the British’ 


which the American Government or the Amériean | 


most suitable place to || 


Mr. DOUGLASS. I presume it has; for Fam | 


I deny it—I deny the proposi- | 


Besides all these: facts; Te 
organized, and courts establishes 
and has successfully maintain 


into between Texas and Mexico; for the cessation 
of hostilities." The proposition. was proposed and , 
accepted; and-in the proclamation of the President 
of Mexico announcing its éxistence,: the Mexican 
troops were directed to retire. from Texas tothe 
west bank of the Rio del Norte, and did soin pur: 
suance of that armistice.. Here we finda cléarand 
unequivocal recognition of the Rio del Norte as the 
boundary by Mexicoas late as 1843." What strong- 
er evidence could we-have of the establishment of 
a boundary line than this ‘train. of facts, reaching 


| back as far as 1835, and all‘tending to two points- 
| legal. sense of’ the term, at the time of the Texan | 
She had revolted from Spain. in | 
maintained her na- | 


first, that Texas"has. always: claimed’ the country . 
west of the Nueces, and exercised jurisdiction over 
all sections of it occupied by her people; andsec- 
ondly, that Mexico has, on all occasions, recog- 
nised the Rio del Norte as the boundary? : 
Mr. ADAMS. | I wish ‘to’ ask:-the gentleman 
from Hlinois if the last Congress did not pass á 
law regulating commerce’ and trade to the foreign 
Province of Santa Fe? < pg aN ged 
Mr. DOUGLASS. J believe there was an.act 
passed- regulating” trade’ betweén’ Tidependence, 
Missouri, and’ Santa Fé- Tdo nòtiöw recollect 
its exact provisions: Nor. is-it important, inas- 
muchas that was: before Texas: was annexed to 
this Union. Of course Santa Fe was foreign to us at 
that time, whether it belonged to Texas or Mexico. 
But as the venerable gentleman from. Magsachu- 
setts has called my attention to at act of Congress, 
which he supposes bears'upon the' point at issue, 1 
will reciprocate the compliment, by asking ‘his at- 
tention to one for which he voted at the present 
session, Will that gentleman inform us why ‘he 
voted at the present session of Congress for abill 
establishing a collection district in Texas, und in it 
included the country between the Nueces and the 
Del Norte, and in the bill itself provided for the 
establishment of a port of delivery west of the 
Nueces, and the appointment of a surveyor of the 
port to reside there, and to superintend the execu- 
tion of the United States. revenue laws, over the 
very country which he now. asserts’ belongs to 
Mexico? ` The present Congress has. passed’ such 
a law. It is now in force over the country in dis- 
pute, and the gentleman from. Massachusetts, [Mr. 
DAMS,] and if my recollection serves’ me: right; 
every gentleman of this House. who js now de- 
nouncing the President forsending the army there, 
| voted for that law. My friend from’ Ohio, who 
sits nearest to me, says the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusctts made-a speech for it—a fact which had © 
escaped my recollection: A. surveyor at that port 
has been appointed by the President, and confirm- 
ed by the Senate, and, I am informed, has been 
engaged for months in the performance of his duties 
| under the law, forwhich ail these especial guardians 
‘of Mexican rights voted. Now, sir, Laskin al 
fairness and candor, what vight these gentlemen 
have to abuse the President for sendin 


of it by the extension of our laws? 
asserted our right to the cotintry by’a solemi act 
of Congress; they had erected it into à tollection 
district; the Constitution required the President to 
appoint the officers; and” see the laws ‘faithfully 
executed. He has done so}. and for this:simple 
discharge of duty, unđer a Jaw. for which ‘they 
i voted, he is now denounced, in the c 

| known to our language, as having. 
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holy,. unrighteous, and damnable, 
sachusetts, whe, in 1819, declared that our title to 
the Del- Norte was as perfect as to the island of 
New Orleans., ee 

Mr. ADAMS.” I never said that. our title was 
good to’ the Rio del Norte from its “mouth to its 
source, — j 

_Mr. DOUGLASS. I fully understand the points 
of the gentleman's denial. . He. denies that he 
claimed the Del Norte ali the way to its source. 1 
know nothing of his mental reservations. He 
claimed the Del Norte as the boundary, without 
specifying how far it extended. up the river. He 
will not deny this fact, for I have the official evi- 
dence over his own signature. It is true I cannot 
prove the handwriting, for it is printed in the 
State Papers, and is his celebrated despatch to Don 
Onis, the Spanish Minister. , 

Mr. ADAMS. I wrote that despatch as Secre- 
tary of State, and endeavored to make out the best 
case I could for my own country, as it was my 
duty. But I utterly deny that I claimed the Rio 
del Norte in its whole extent, I only claimed it as 
the line a short distance up, and then took a line 
northward, some distance from the river. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Will the gentleman specify 
the point from which his line left the ‘river ?, 

Mr. ADAMS. [never stated the point. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Was it above Matamoras? 

‘Mr. ADAMS. I never specified any particular 

oint. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I have heard of this line to 
which the gentleman refers. It followed a river 
near to the gorge of the mountains, certainly more 
than one hundred miles above Matamoras. Con- 
sequently, taking the gentleman on his own claim, 
the position occupied by General Taylor opposite 
Matamoras, and every inch of the ground upon 
which an American soldier has planted his foot, 
were clearly within our own territory as claimed 
by him in 1839. Tam not now to be diverted from 
the real point at issue by tracing the line beyond 
which our army has marched. My present object 
js to repel the calumnies which have been uttered 
against our Government for the purpose of putting 
our country in the-wrong in the existing war. 
have exposed these calumnies by reference to the 
acts and admissions of our accusers, by which 
they have asserted our title at least as high up as 
we have taken possession, . The President had 
ordered the army no further than Congress had 
extended eur laws: Ihave shown that the coun- 
try in dispute has constituted one congressional 
election district in Texas since 1836; that its citi- 
zens engaged in the war of the revolution; that 
they. participated in the convention which formed 
the constitution of the republic, and also the State 
constitution, that the same country is within a sen- 
atorial district for the State of Texas, and has a 
Senator residing within it; that it forms a part of 
one ofthe districts for electing members to the 
Congress of the United States; and that it is inclu- 
ded in our revenue districts for the collection of 
tariff duties, and has officers of the customs resi- 
ding within it. ; 

In view of all these facts, I submit it to the can- 
dor of every honest man, whether the President | 
did not do his duty, and nothing but hisduty, when 
he ordered the army to the Rio del Norte. Should 
he have folded his arms, and allowed our citizens 
to be murdered: and our: territory to be invaded 
with impunity? Have we not forborne to act of- 
fensively until our. forbearance is construed into 
cowardice; atid is exciting contempt from those to- | 
wards whom we have exercised our magnanimity? 
We have a long list of grievances—a long catalogue 
of wrongs to be avenged. The war has.commenced, 
and-he who is not on the side of our country must 
necessarily be a traitor to it. I had trusted: and 
hoped that there. would be no anti-war party, after 
war was once declared. ‘But I anv particularly. mor- 
tified to see_one-of those who were ready. to go to 
war for. Oregon,arranging: himself on the side-of 
the enemy, when our country is invaded on: another 


And this de” 
nunciation 1s endorsed. by the gentleman from Mas- || 


side of. the Union. To me, our country, and all 
its parts, are one and indivisible. I would rally i 
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‘that I firmly believe, and never doubted, that if jj 


| deny the fact. 


And I will |) 


i 
Mr. ADAMS. I thought I understood the gen- 
tleman, some time ago, to be for 54° 40°, and to |i 
tell his southern friends that he wanted no dodging | 
on the Oregon question, 
Mr. DOUGLASS, Sir, I was for 54° 40’, and || 
am as ready to fight for that line as the Del Norte. 
My patriotism is. not of that kind “which would | 
lead me to go to war to enlarge one section of the 
Union out of mere hatred and vengeance towards | 
the other. I know .of no sections in this respect; 
and while I did complain of some of my southern 
friends on the Oregon question, I never doubted 
their patriotism when war was actually declared. 
But, since the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
referred to the Oregon question, I wish to call his 
attention to one of his wise sayings on that sub- 
ject, and see if he will not apply it to Texas as | 
well as Oregon. He told us that he went for the 
olicy of the great Frederick in regard to Silesia. 
Te was for taking possession first, and negotiating | 
afterwards. According to the gentleman’s own 
showing, that is precisely what Mr. Polk has done 
in regard to the country on the Del Norte. He 
certainly ought not to blame the President for act- 
ing-over one of his own maxims. The President | 
has taken possession, and has offered to negotiate, | 
and gone so far as to send a Minister to Mexico 
for that purpose. For this he is abused also. He 
is condemned alike for using the sword and the 
olive branch. Elis enemies object to his efforts for 
amicable adjustment as much as to the operations 
of the army. Allis wrong in their eyes. Their 
country is always wrong, and our enemies in the 


right. It has ever been so. It was so in the last. 
war. Then it was unbecoming a moral and re- | 


ligious free people to rejoice at the success of our 
arms.. We were wrong in their estimation in the 
French indemnity case—in the Florida war—in all 
the Indian wars, and now in the Mexican war. I 
despair of ever seeing my country again in the 
right, if they are to be the oracles. 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT asked why, if 
that was the case, this Government had offered 
compensation for the grantof the Rio Grande as 
the boundary? . 

Mr. DOUGLASS did not know (he said) that | 
such an offer had been made. f 

Mr. HUNT said the offer was made by Mr. 
Shannon. ; 

Mr. DOUGLASS said it was a secret that was 
not intrusted to the friends of the Administration, 

Mr. HUNT. Then the gentleman denies it? 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Certainly not. I know no- 
thing about and care nothing about it. I neither |; 
deny nor affirm things as to which I have no | 
knowledge. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
did: not deny that we had some claim to the coun- 
try west of the Nueces. fi 


Mr. ADAMS. Ifthe gentleman refers to me, I 


Mr. DOUGLASS. I can prove it, sir, from 
the gentleman’s words, though they are not in his 
handwriting, being in print. In his letter to Don 
Onis he says: ** Well might Mr. Monroe and Mr: 
«Pinckney assert that our title to the Rio Grande 
‘del Norte was as good as to the island of New Or- 
‘ leans;” and this assertion the gentleman not only | 
made, but proved by a great number of authori- 
ties. The gentleman from Massachusetts had said, 
in relation to Oregon, that he would take posses- 
sion first, and negotiate afterwards; and he should 
certainly not now blame Mr. Polk for following H 
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| 

his advice in regard to Mexico. | 
4 

| 


Mr. ADAMS here made a remark, intimating 
that he was afraid the President would give up | 
Oregon. i if 

Mr. DOUGLASS hoped, he said, for the best. ` 


He stood ont for th 


ana L 
e whole, and: believed that. we 
should get it; and if for no other `reason, because 
the British title had been demonstrated so clearly 
here, that the demands based upon it would not be 
acceded to by the American Congress. But what- 
ever became of Oregon, he would stand by Texas. 
He believed his country to be in the right. , 
The gentleman ‘from Ohio has spoken of the ex- 
pense of the war. He (Mr. D.) was not cold- 


blooded enough to sit down and count the money 


i which it might cost; nor would it be of any use, be- 


cause we were now in the war. The object in 
holding out an exaggerated idea of the expense of 
the war was, to destroy the credit of the country, 
and to paralyze its efforts. For the same reason, 
it was denounced as an unholy and damnable war. 
Mr. PAYNE here asked, whether the money 
which had been appropriated for the object was 
not already in the treasury? i f 
Mr. DOUGLASS said there was money enough 
in the treasury to meet the present emergency. 
Mr. PAYNE said he so understood tt, and he 
wished the fact to be known to the country. : 
Mr. THURMAN took the floor, and on his 
motion the committee roge, and reported its action 
on the West Point Academy bill, and progress on 
the army bill. a ; f 
RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 
A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 


| his Private Secretary, informing the House that he 


had approved and signed the Mexican war bill. 
Also, the bill to increase the rank and file of 
the army. 
THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 


A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dickens, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed the fortification bill, 
with certain amendments. 

On motion of Mr. McK_AY, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. ` 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, May 14, 1846. 


A message was received from the House of Rép- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a bill making appropriations, for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 
1846, in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested, 

Also, that the President of the United States had 
notified said House that he had signed the bill to 
increase the rank and file of the army of the United 
States; and also 

An “ Act providing for the prosecution of the 
existing war between the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico.” 

Also, an act for the relief of Charles W. Bing- 
ley. ` 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Post Office Department, in 


| compliance with a resolution of the Senate, show- 
| ing the number of letters and the amount of post- 


geat the specified rates, for the month of October; 


| which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
: the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 


yinted. 
The PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate 


a communication from the Department of War, 


| transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
: the Senate, the proceedings of a Court of Inquiry, 
: in the case of Major J. W. Ripley, superintendent 


of the Springfield armory; which was laid on the 


table and ordered to be printed, together with the 
i accompanying documents. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of the 
Macon ‘and Western Railroad Company, asking 
to be allowed to import a quantity of railroad iron 
free of duty; which was referred to the Committee 


: on Finance. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of Lewis G. De Russey, late a pay- 


master i 


n the army, praying to be released from a 
judgment obtained against. him by the Tnited States 
for certain public money lost while in his custody, 
by the explosion of a steamboat. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 


i 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to provide a free | 


bridge across the eastern branch of the river Po- 
tomac, in the city of Washington; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill relating to the collection 
district of New Orleans, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first time. 


i 
| 


i 


Mr. BREESE asked the unanimous consent of i| sent, a 


NAVAL SERVICE. 


the Senate to introduce a bill to repeal a part of i; 


the act making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year 1846. 

Mr. EVANS inquired if notice had been given. 

Mr. BREESE said notice had not been given, 
and he hoped that formality would be dispensed 
with, on account of the importance of the subject, | 
and the condition of the country, which rendered | 
prompt action necessary. It should have been 
moved as an amendment to the bill passed the day 
before yesterday, recognising the existence of war 
with Mexico. Mr. B. said it would be recollected 
that the proviso of the appropriation bill, sought 
to be repealed, limits the whole personnel of the 
navy, except commissioned officers, to seven thou- 
sand five hundred men. By the 8th section of 
the bill recently passed, the President of the Uni- 
‘ted States is authorized to cause to be completed 
all the public armed vessels now in progress, and 
to purchase, or charter, arm, equip, and man, such 
merchant vessels and steamboats as may be found 
fit, or easily converted into armed vessels, suitable 
for the public service, and in such numbers as he 
may deem necessary for the protection of the sea- 
board, lake coast, and the general defence of the 


country. Now, (Mr. B. said,) it must be appa- ji 


rent to all that to do this, seven thousand five hun- 
dred men are not sufficient—a much larger force 
would be necessary; but. the. President cannotpro- 
vide it, as the number is limited ‘by the provisd' of 
the act this bill seeks to repeal. “He suid he thought 
the time for prompt, vigorous and energetic action 
had arrived, and that not a moment’s unnecessary 
delay should intervene, in order to effect the object |! 
contemplated by that section. Onr commerce was 
now exposed to depredations, and light cruisers 
should be fitted out immediately for its protection, 
He hoped there would be no delay in passing the 
bill; but that it would go through all the forms this | 
ay. 

‘Aner some remarks from Mr. YULEK, 

Mr. B. said he had understood that the Seere- 
tary of the Navy had said he could get along for 
the present with the law as it now stood. Te said 
this did not satisfy him. ‘ Getting along” merely 
at such a time as this would not do. ‘The most 
prompt, eficient, and energetic action was required, 
and it was forty-seven days yet before the law ex- 
pired, in which time the war should be half over. 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Maryland, would suggest 
that the best course would be to let the bill go to 
its appropriate committee, as there would be ample 
time for action, 

Mr. YULEE said there was no necessity for 
action on the bill to-day. The Naval Committee 
would probably report to-morrow on this subject. 

Mr. MANGUM thought there was no necessity 
for any such instantancous action, and thought the 
true and proper course would he to refer it. She 


Senator could scarcely expect to pass the bill with- + 


out investigation, and if it was permitted to go to 
its appropriate committee, he would interpose no 
objection to its introduction. 

` Mr. WESTCOTT inquired of the Senator from 
JWNinois if the only restriction as to the number of 


seamen to be employed was to be found in the act |! 


of 1845? Was there not a prior law? 
Mr. BREESE replied, there was not; that was } 
the only law on the subject. 
Mr, J. M. CLAYTON hoped that the Senator 
from Ilinois would consent to let the bill pass over 
-to-day. The committee could report immediately. 
-As for himself, he was well satisfied that the lim- 
itations of the existing law ought to be repealed. 
s Fhgre was no reason why the service should be 
~Limited to.seven. thousand five hundred men. But 
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i cessary at Key West. 


GLOBE. © 


ded, did not authorize the President to. man the 
4 s? a x a a y rs 
Mr. BREESE replied, it did, but it must neces- 
: number of seamen. ‘That act did not-intend to in- 
; evease the standing force of the navy... But whether 
| this is so or not, (he snid,) there was at least doubt 
: about it,.and this bill would remove all doubt, 


nd referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. : 

The bill from the House making appropriation 
for the Military Academy at West Point, was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. oe 

A joint resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives to correct a clerical error in the bill to sup- 
: ply certain deficiencies of appropriations, was read 
; three times and passed. 

‘The resolution offered by Mr. BAGBY yester- 
' day was agreed to. 
SALARIES OF JUDGES IN FLORIDA. 


n SPEIGTIT moved to take up the. motion 
to reconsider the vote on ordering the bill to estab- 
lish courts of the United States in Florida, and to 
provide for the dve execution of thelaws of the 
United States in that State, to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. S. said he had moved jts reconsideration at 


i 
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da, whose object, he helieved, was to move for an 
increase of the salary of the judges. 


| ries fixed at $1400 were wholly inadequate to the 
services which these officers would have to per- 
form, and expressed his. fears that competent tal- 
ent could not. be procured-for:such asim. He 
hoped to-be able to-increase-it-at least to $1800." 


x Mr. WESTCOLTT also advocatedan increase of | 


the salaries of the judges with much. zeal; and said 


| the state in which the country’ was placed by ex- 
| isting events would render a judge of extended 


legal knowledge and acauirements particularly ne- 


Mr. ATCHISON said it was understood, when 


the motion was made to reconsider, that it would | 
he regarded as a test vote; and if the Senate :; 


agreed to do so, that then a motion would be made 


; to increase the salaries to $1800. He was opposed | 
i to the reconsideration. 


The vote having been taken, it was decided in 


: the negative: Yeas 12, nays 20. 
toy s 


CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Mr. ATHERTON moved to take up the bill to 
settle claims of New Hampshire against. the Uni- 


; ted States; which motion was agreed to, and the 
| question was taken on the passage of the bill by 


yeas and nays, and decided in the affirmative, as 
follows: , 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atehison, Atherton; Ben- 
ton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Chatmers, Colquitt, 
Dix, Houston, Jeviness, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson-of 
Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, Pennyhacker, Rusk, 
Sevier, Speight, Bturgcon, Turney, Webster, Westcott, 
Woodbridge, and Yulee—29. f 

NAYS—Mexsrs. Archer, Berrien, Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clavton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, and Rearee—!4. 


On motion of Mr. DEX, the bill to organize a 
company of sappers, miners, and pontoniers,; was 
taken up in committee of the whole, when 

Mr. D. moved that the Senate concur in the 


MOUNTED RIFLE REGIMENT... 


Mr. D. then moved to take up the bill to raise a 
mounted regiment of rifiemen—the- motion pend- 
jing being that of Mr. Arcner to reconsider the 
| vote refusing to concur in the amendment of the 

House to restrict the appointment of officers to 
the line of the army. bene OE 

_Mr. ARCHER was not prepared forthe discus- 
sion, not expecting it to comenp to-day; butas 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
Lary Affairs [Mr. Buywtox] had “promised on a 


sarily be understood tò mean from the present, 


“The bill was then read twice by unanimous eon- |: 


the suggestion of one of the Senators from Flori- > 


Mr. YULER expressed the belief that the sala- jj 


prior occasion to'salisfy him (Mr. A.) in five min- 
f utes of the ‘propriety of thé: measure, he ‘would 

consent, if, that honorable Senator would ‘afford ~ 
him the promised light. ls e o O ASAT, 

Mr. BENTON said that, inthe first. place, it 
| was unconstitutional, as it operated as a restriction 
on the appomting power of the ‘President: in the 
second place, it was inexpedierit, and would be 
cutting off the whole. population: of the: United 
| States frony appointments ‘to these dfices; which 
would-be invidious. woes ee ee 
Mr. ARCHER ‘said: he could point to many 
| cases “where, the same restriction had been made, 
but he bad fiot the papers with him; besides, the 
Senator from Kentucky. (Mr: Crirrenpen] was 
anxious. to he present when the bill:came up, but 
was not then ii his seat. Ifthe Senator from New 
York [Mr." Drx] would allow the subject to’ be 
nassed over informally, he would call itup'as soon 
i as the Senator from Kentucky came ins 

Mr, DIX yielded his assent, and the subject was 

passed over. eee 


PAYMASTERS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. D. then moved ‘to: take up the. bill making 
alterations in the Pay Department: of the Army; 
which motion was agreed ton io ea ioia a 

The bill provides for one assistant’ paymaster 
general, and to. increase the number of paymas- 
i| ters to eighteen instead of fifteen... The change 
was. contemplated as a. peace. establishment, but 
' was-now-rendered indispensable. By the present 
law, paymasters:were-appointed to hold their situ- 


: 


f 


ing no -reas 


on; to.make distinction between pay- 


f mastersand: other dishursing agents... 


Mr. MANGUM expressed his willingness: that 
the present law in regard to appointments general- 
ly should be abolished. He considefed ita most 
i injurious system which required. axpublic officer, 

however meritorious and faithful. he might:be;:to 
| be displaced at the end. of four` years, - He xvas 
even willing that the party. opposed to him. ir poli- 
ties should have the benefit of the new -systems 
for he believed that, if the offices were filled with 
the very worst material, it would be better than a 
constant succession of changes. > 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, contended ‘that 
a knowledge, on the part of a publictofficer, that 
| he must be:reappointed at the end of four years or 
else go out of office, would tend to make him a 
better officer. -It-was true that the Executive had 
the power to remove an incumbent. from office: at 
any time for sufficient reason, whether the tenure 
i of the office was for life or fora limited period; 
|| but it was equally true- that an additional security 
| was furnished to. the Government. for the faithful 
i| discharge of the duties of the office. by requiring 
|| upon every. renewed appointment a renewal :of the 
il bond of the officer, together with his: sureties; 
ii whereas, if the appointment was made for life, or 
| during. the pleasure of the Executive; the:bond 
i, would not be renewed. . He didnot see: why an 
| exception should be made, however; ip the:ease of 
i the paymasters of the army... The Senator:frowi 
i! North Carolina was at least consistentin desiring 
i) a change in the law generally. 8 tote ROS 8 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE «aid. he-thought theaffice 
: of paymaster presented a very. proper:case for: ex- 

ception. Without changing-the tenure of:that-of- 

fice, it appeared to him they would -be.compelled 

| greatly to increase the number of paymasters. «: 
Mr- BENTON made a few observations; which 

| we were unable to’ hear. me 
Mr. BREESE ‘said he. thought ‘it 

-dient to repeal the present Jawin 

| tenure of office by paymasters;- 

| money had been‘ lost through any 

| the part: of those: officers, W 

| probability, tothe existence í 

‘Detter to- 


Hi 


1 
i 
i 
j 
H 
| 


1i 
gj 
i 


i 


i] 
i 
i 
i 
j 


Jdi judgment it wash 


819 


revolution inthe Government of the United States 


than almost any other. Going back to.the origin 
of that law, it. would be found that aii: extended 
‘controversy had taken place as to whether the. re- 
moving power belonged to the President. or not; 
and-after much discussion it was decided—errone- 
ously, he thought—that the power was incidental 
to the Presidential office. In that discussion Mr, 
Madison asserted that in his opinion it would be 
an: impeachable offence to remove an officer with- 
out good reasons being assigned forsuch removal; 
and that was the prevailing opinion. He agreed 
with the Senator from North Carolina-that the law 
thereafter enacted was founded upon the spoils 
system; forfrom. that time our Government had 
become literally.a Government of spoils, dragging 
it in its downward road to rain. He believed it 
would come, in fact it had come to this, that every 
four years there would be a revolution of party in 
the United States... The Presidential eléction had 
become a struggle between two parties. Office ex- 
pectants being more numerous than officeholders, 
the latter must suffer defeat, and thus was pro- 
duced‘a system of continual vibration. The ex- 
isting law had opened >the door to this improper 
state of things, and he:thought they could not doa 
wiser thing’ than-put an end to it; for; if they did 
not put down the system, it would eventually-put 
down fhe Government, 

Mr. WEBSTER said he had no disposition to 
enter into a discussion of the question of Execu- | 
tive patronage on this occasion. © A bill had passed 


the Senate, if he rightly remembered, in 1836, the 
effect or object of which was to reduce the influ- | 
ence of ‘the. Executive derivable from the exercise | 
of the appointing power. The question then. led 

to a discussion, historical and argumentative, of | 
the general ‘question of the removing. power. of 
In the consideration. of; that sub- 


the President. 


presented themselves to take -possession 
offices. ` 

After the discussion upon the subject in the Sen- 
‘ate in 1836, many distinguished. Senators, never 
having had their attention turned to the subject 
before, were of opibion that the original construc- 
tion of the Constitution was wrong.. The bill re- 
quired that whenever a removal was made by the 
President, he should signify to the Senate the cause 
of removal. He remembered very well the his- 
tory of the bill of 1820. - It originated in the Sen- 
ate, and was advocated by sevéral leading distin- 
guished gentlemen, who proceeded upon the ground 
of placing more responsibility upon the persons 


promptitude in the settlement of accounts. But 
‘they did not:take the political view of the question 
atall. They never dreamed of the great exten- 
sion of political power which they were giving to 
the chief executive officer of the Government. 
They were all aware of the unhappy state of things 
which had thus been brought about. It was astate 


leading to a constant succession of contests for po- 
litical power, which contests were stimulated and 
promoted far more by personal motives than by a 
desire to advance the public interests. ‘Taking it 


supposed that all wise and sensible men would ad- 
mit that it was of importance that there should be 
opposing parties—he supposed also that every sen- 
sible man would admit that as little of personal 
motives should be permitted to enter into political 
struggles. 


ted to the Senator from Virginia that it was his 
purpose, dwing the session, to revive the bill 
| which passed the Senate in 1836, aud to bring the 
i subject again to the consideration of the Senate 
i and before the country; for he verily believed that 
there was not a fact or cireumstance of more evil 
l omen existing in this Government than the great 
facility which the four-vears law afforded to the 
Executive Government for increasing its influence. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said he had examined 
the subject somewhat attentively, and in his opin- 
ion the Senator from South-Carolina had suggested 
the true remedy for the disease, viz: the regulation 
of the power of removal from office by law. There 


j 
{ 


such a Jaw, and the President would be bound to 
see that it should be carried out. A remedy whieh 
he himself had-had the honor to submit many years 


the President might, during the recess of Congress 
if it became necessary, make removals, but that 
he. should submit to the Senate, in its Executive 
capacity at its next meeting, the causes of such 
removals. Thus the matter would be subject to 
the control of that body, where he thought the 
power ought to be vested, viz: jn the representa- 
tives of the sovereien States of the Union. When- 
ever such a propositiou should be made he would 
be ready to support it. 

Mr, ALLEN next addressed the Senate. He 
said: This debate has extended beyond the limits 
of the bill before the Senate, and has embraced the 


though the power of appointment was vested not 
indim alone,‘but in him-together with the Senate; 
and: thusa complete. anomaly was introduced; for | 
h eved: there was no other Government on the | 
face of thevearth in which the power of removal i 
existed in one body, or under. one organization, u 
andthe power of appojntnient in anöther: | 

Mr. BERRIEN. The- powert of removal: at 
pleasure? i= Fal ee 

Mr. WEBSTER said he meant, of course, the 
power of removal at pleasure... Ele knew-of-no 
constitutional. form of, government: in: which the. 
power of removal was not considered part and par- 
cel of the power-of appointment. . ‘The office being 
held at the will of the appointing power, the rerio 
val.of one-man was effected by the appointment of 
another.» There was no: separate process.of rems 
yal, and herein consisted the ineongruity, he had: 
almost said: the-absurdity, of our-course of pròs 
ceeding, There-was no recorded copy of remova 


| 


s.t 


as the Federal system. 
eral sense of the American people on this subject of 
the teaure of office and the power-of removal; and 
were to look atit through all the departments 
politically. 


appointed, and providing for greater accuracy and | 


of things which had a most pemicious tendency, | 


for granted that there would always be opposing | 
i pees $ t Q 5j 
parties existing in a popular Goveroment—and he 


At an early period of the session he had intima- | 


P “ae ` i 
was. nothing to prohibit Congress from passing 


i 


t 


ago, was that a law should be passed providing that į; 


it 


| jean principle. 


How isit, then, in the States? Begin i! halances the necessary evils. 


system. la hate tos 
The frequent recurrence to first principles isone 


| great, feature in our system of government, and 


the frequent recurrence to the original source by 
which power is delegated is another. Sir, we 
have decided this question as a nation and as 
States. We have dreaded these fixtures which 
grow up into a settled and independent authority 
—an authority independent of the people, and 
which soon become, in virtue of that independence, 
essentially and of necessity hostile to the people. 
We dread this sort of corporate authority to. hold 
political. power during the life of an individual. 
Resides, our. Government, sir, is one. that rests 
upon the will of the people... The great struggle 
of all good men is to intefest the whole body of 
the people in the action of the Government, by 
keeping their attention constantly fixed upon its 
action. And although in this struggle we may 
invoke individual selfishness to participate more 
fiercely than otherwise in the political contests of 
the day, yet that. very fact has its advantages as 
well as disadvantages—and very great advantages, 
The enjoyment of the public honors of the country 


isa part of the rights and fortunes of the Amer- 


ican people—it is a part of the honorable induce- 
ment held out to them to be loyal to free institu- 
tions. It is calculated to elevate the public mind, 
and the whole-mass of the people, to- let it be 


| known distinctly that every one is eligible under 


the Constitution to these honors, and that office 
is accessible to all, in consequence of there being 
no privileged class in the community who are en- 
titled to enjoy office for life. Again: everybody 
knows that the moment a man feels secure for life 


i in his ofice, he cultivates a feeling of independence 


and disregard to the people which rises to a per- 
fect contempt of the people. Authority then comes 


|| to he more appreciated than liberty. The man 


begins to feel a taste for arbitrary power. He 
begins to talk about the tumult of the masses. He 
begins to dread the wholesome political excite- 
ment hy which the masses are interested in the 
affairs of the Government. He sets himself up as 
a being created to authority—as a curb in the 
mouth. of the masses. -That’s the feeling. Itdoes 
not belong to one man more than another, perhaps, 
but is inseparable from the condition of a man 
placed in.a state where he is conscious of the-en- 
joyment of power, and originates in that disposi- 
tion that is inherent in the human mind to abuse 
power when it can be abused with impunity. I 


; Say, then, that the benefits resulting from the prin- 


ciple which I am defending more than counter- 
All this idea pro- 
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ceeds upon the principle that the people of the | 
United States are induced by a mere selfish excite- |; 
ment to take too much interest in the affairs of |, 
government—that the man seeking office goes | 
about and incites the people to take too much in- į 
terest in political affairs. I deny this. [do not | 
believe that such a thing can occur. I do not be- i 
lieve that the mind of this great nation ever is, or | 
-ever can be, too much excited about the public | 
affairs. believe that these excitements, though | 
they may occasionally look scowlingly.on the pub- | 
lic peace, yet constitute the only guaranty we have | 
in this country, or in any otber, for the preserva- i 
tion of popular liberty; and the moment the public | 
mind is lulled into repose—the moment that the | 
eyes of the people aré diverted from public affairs | 
—-the moment that they are lulled into a belief that | 
all is going on well, and that they need not disturb | 
themselves about public affairs, then public au- ; 
thority will override public liberty. This does | 
not connect itself with one party or with the other | 
in particular, but exists in the genius, and nature, | 
and constitution of the human mind. i 

There are paymasters in the army. They are | 
money-holders. They are intrusted, as disburs- | 
ing officers, with an immense amount of money, | 
and it is proposed by this bill to give them a lease | 
for life of public authority. They are the very | 
class of public officers, which, of all others, should 
be brought most directly in review of the appoint- 
ing power. The President of the United States is 
required by law to administer the laws, ‘The Con- 
stitution holds him responsible for the manner in | 
which the laws are executed. When a law is: 
wrongly executed, who is blamed? The President 
of the United States is blamed. Why? Because 
the Constitution entrusts him with the duty of sec- 
ing that the laws are rightfully executed. “How is | 
it with the people themselves? Where is a power | 
more competent to pass judgment on a public of- 
ficer than the people themselves? As to the evil 
spoken of, arising from party contests for office, 1 | 
should like to know how that would be prevented 
by making life the tenure of office. Every. office- 
holder would have his: relatives, whose prefer- 
ment he would desire; and would. therefore ‘be: 
comè just as much a party man asif liable tobe 
turned out.” BAS a ee i 

Mr. MANGUM.’ Suppose the law passed— | 
would not. the President have the power to see the |) 
law faithfully exeeuted, if necessary, by the re- 
moval of the officer? ü 

Mr. ALLEN. It might be that he would. But 
it may be, notwithstanding, that he will have good 
reason to adopt that kiftl——[Here, owing to noisy 
conversation of persons in the gallery—a constant 
source of annoyance to the reporters—a few sen- 
tences were lost.) This is one of the inconve- 
niences which grow out of free institutions, owing 
to the imperfection of human nature, and which 
you can never avoid and preserve these institu- 
tions, That’s the ground that I take. 1 will ask, | 
where is the power more quick in removing oh- 
noxious public agents than that exercised by the 
people themselves? None, sir. The President, 
on coming into power, finds thirty or forty thou- 
sand officeholders entirely adverse to his views 
and principles, and hating him for his success. 
How is it possible that, with them, he could | 

| 
| 


j 


faithfully execute the laws? But I am, above all, | 
opposed to this life estate of political power, be- 
cause it puts the official out of the reach of opu- 
lar revision. Ido not care who the official is. T 
hope to see the judges of the United States elected 
every four years. It ought to be done. That’s 
my opinion about it. If the highest public func- 
tionary in the Government is elected every four $ 
oe and must then pass before the people before 
his lease can be renewed, if it be renewed at all, T 
think it is proper that all subordinate officers should 
be regulated in the same way. In conclusion, I 
repeat, that those life estates of political authority i 
are entirely adverse to the genius and structure of 
our free institutions, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON made some remarks in 
explanation of his position. He approved of the | 
Sentiments of the Senator from Massachusetts, | 
[Mr. Wesster;] with regard to the exercise of the | 

l 
i 
| 


power of removal by the President, and thought a | 
remedy by legislation should be applied; but he 
was in favor of the’proposition of the Senator from : 


Maryland, {Mr..Jonnson,] because he could not | 


il eretion of the President. 


such as would justify.an exception in their favor. 
He desired the law to stand. ~. 


proper doctrine in relation to. removal from office, 
because he did not think that this was afit occa- 
sion to go into the discussion of a question of such 
magnitude. He had-risen simply to say. that he 
did not recognise the power of the Presiden('to rè- 
move from office, either directly or indirectly: It 
was a power susceptible of more abuse, and lead- 


‘other power constitutionally exercised by the Ex- 
ecutive. Neither in the Constitution nor im- the 
practice of the Government was the exercise of this 
power sanctioned -in the President. ‘When the 
discussion arose on the subject in 1789, concerning 


did. exist inherent in the Executive Department. 
Congress went so far as to recognise the power of 
removal for cause; but never went so far as to ac- 
knowledge it to the extent of removal at the dis- 
Surely it was not.con- 
tended by Mr. Madison, or any other member of 
Congress, that any such power belonged to the 
President. On the other hand, when Mr. Madi- 
son said it was a power inherent in the Executive, 
it was insisted that, if in the exercise-of it, faithful 
incumbents were removed without cause, it would. 
be a sufficient ground for impeachment. He (Mr. 
M.) looked on this assa most dangerous power, 
and he was extremely gratified that the Senator 
from Massachusetts proposed to bring the subject 
before Congress in a proper form. 
would. He would, at all events, have the sanction 


distinguished individuals who had: occupied. seats 
on that floor, and the advantage of the recorded 
votes of the Senate itself on that very question, If 


ii he (Mr. M.) did not mistake, the Senate of the 
i| United States had denied that the power existed, 


jand had adopted a resolution denying the power 


of the President of the United States, and regula- || 


ting the power as held by him in conjunction with 
the Senate of the United States. He trusted the 
Senator from Massachusetts. would. persist-in--his 
determination, and as far-as-he (Mi. MM.) -was-cons 
cerned, he would give him. all the support he ¢ould 
give. 
observations he had already made, hut would again 


when it came up in a form admissible of more ex- 
tensive argument. 


the first session of every Administration, they were 
favored with that old question about removal. from 
office. Jn 1836, it so happened that the Senate en- 
tertained different political sentiments from the Pres- 
ident, and it was then the resolution referred to b 

the Senator from Kentucky was passed. He made 
removals that did not meet their sanction, and they 
were disposed to resist them. Since that-time, the 
Senators from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] and from 
South Carolina [Mr. Ca.uoun] had given -their 
commentaries on it. 


Mr. Catnoun’s name, as Secretary of State, there- 
with: the exact words were not heard.) 


Tyler, he was in entire ignorance of the practice 
spoken of. He knew nothing- about it, and had 
always been opposed to the practices charged upon 
Mr. Tyler in regard to removals. He condemned 
itas much in him as any other, and the Senator 
from Arkansas was one of the last-on that floor 


rest, he observed, that Mr. Tyler continued to make 
removals down to the very last day he was in office. 
Mr. CALHOUN again arose, and reminded the 
Senator from Arkansas that he (Mr. C.) had al- 
ready condemned the practice. Mr. Tyler was 
in the habit of making his own removals.and.ap- 
pointments, and was told by him (Mr. ©.) that it 
was a new and unwarranted practice, and one to 
which, had he been a new member of the Admin- 
istration, he would not consent. é 
Mr, MOREHEAD asked permission to 
one remark. He, (Mr. M.,)-as a member of his 
committee, had occasion to be occasionally at the 
State Department during Mr. Tyler’s Administra- 


see any distinction between the paymaster and the | 
civil disbursing officers. included in the‘act of 1820, 


} 
H 


tion, and happened to know somethingof the views 
of the honorable Senator from South Carolina, 


Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not intend to go- 
i into an investigation of what he considered. the 


ing to more dangerous consequences, than any | 


this power, Mr. Madison assumed that the power | 


He trusted he | 


of the arguments and votes of many of the most | 


He would ‘content himself, thei, with the | 


take the opportunity of discussing the subject | 


Mr SEVIER thought it very strange that, about | 


(Mr. S. here made an allu- | 
sion to the- practice of Mr. Tyler, and associated | 


Mr. CALIIOUN arose to say, that when he | 
went into the Department of State, under Mr. | 


from whom he would expect sucha charge to come. |! 
Mr. SEVIER made-a few remarks; among the | 


make | 


[Mr. Carnoun,] andhe remembered ‘the opinions. 
expressed then: to him: by:the honorable Senator: 
were. exactly the same as these expressed on that: 
i| oceasion tothe Senate. cie Ces Ep 
- Mr. SEVIER. then.went on to say, that-in ma-z: 
| king the remarks he had ‘made, he ‘supposed ‘the, 
action of the Executive was the:action of all. parts 
of it. . He referred. to no-particular person—not.to 
the Senator: from South Carolina, but to the-Ad- 
ministration of which he:formed aspart...He said 
again, that the subject of removals was. a general 
subject of remark. - Whena new patty-came into 
i| power, they had. the.old..story. that'was begun in 
i| 1789, renewed in 1833, and continuéd in 1836, and -. 
so on ‘down till the present: . He-thought, how-- 
ever, that the Democrats had. consisteney-on-their 
|| side, to say-nothing' about it jn 184108 is 
i {Mr. Sevier, who was very indistinctly heard, 
owing to his speaking at and to Senators. instead 
of the President; made. here some observation 
which. called-from Mr. Wessrer theremark, 1 
had no office to give.”)} : ae e 
My. S. continued to'say-that-he alluded to those 
facts, to show that those distinguished gentlemen 
formed’ part of Mr. ‘Tyler's: Cabinet. If they 
looked at the yeas and nays:of 1839;.they would 
find every Democrat.voting to sustain that power 
of removal. Now, it so" happened that; on this 
question of. removal, some-persons: differed. from: 
heir friends... We had: gone on very well, and lad 
come down to the good Democratic doctrine’ .of 
short tenures of office—immédiate responsibility to 
the people—and he was. not willing to. commence 
a retrograde movement. . Short tenures: of ofice: 
were necessary to the maintenance: of the liberties 
of the country. “When the officeholders: formed 
such a small proportion to the great. mass-of the 
people, there was very little danger indeed that the 
liberties of the country could be endangered by the 
exercise of the Executive patronage. : Whenever it 
was known that a man was ‘seeking. office, his.in- 
fluence was gone. 'That-had been what he (Mr. 
S.) had always seen in his experience... But he 
| hoped: that. this question of removal from office | 
would ‘not be allowed to embarrass. the bill before 
the Senate.” Whenthe subject came: regularly: 
before ‘the--body by-a:resolution, or bill, it: would 
be-proper enough to discuss. it. 8s op, 
“Mr. WEBSTER‘ardse and said, the few. obser- 
|j vations which had occurred: to-day:on the bill. by 
{ 


him, whether right or wrong, were not.intended to 
apply to any individual. The ‘honorable Senator 
from Arkansas would do him the justice tot say 
that he (Mr. W.) did not impute to any: Adminis- 
tration, or of the whole succession of Administra- 
tions, anything in the nature-of a charge.of having. 
carried the practice of removal from office further. 
than their predecessors or successors. . The Sena- 
tor would admit, he was sure, that the remarks he . 
li submitted were devoid of all personality. And 
ji now he would take occasion to say that it was not 
like the answer of a statesman to what he (Mr. 
W.) had advanced, for the gentleman to say that 
the Administration in which he (Mr. W.Y had 
borne apart had. done ‘so. Suppose that to be 
true. Why, if the Administration, of which he 
might happen to-think very well, in some:respects 
| at least, had been induced to follow a bad practite, 
that was only a. stronger reason. why the practice 
i Should be put arf end to. No reason- had been 
| shown why-an individual in a subordinate: situa- 
tion, in an Administration, ought to:-be held respon- 
sible for its policy. “But perhaps there was another 
| rematk: which he might make with all respect. 
l The Administration to which the gentleman refer- 
|| red—he should have said perhaps that Administra- 
tion did make some changes ir office not altogether 
disagreeable to the gentleman himself, ocs 
Mr. SEVIER. Certainly; and I stood by. him 
to the last. . ; E ee 
Mr. WEBSTER. And the-honorable. gentle» 
|| man had good reason for it, . But it -was'said that 
i: the opposite doctrine to that of removal léd:toulifés. 
i holders-of office, &c:~. Far, far otherwise, was the 
l; wholetruth. This Government recognised no life 
| officers but of judges; and they were subject to:the 
| qualifications of good behaviour, of: course: The 
| independence of the judiciary department was sup- 
posed, by those whe framed the Coristitution, tó: 
i best secured. by giving an “independ 
office; and however the opinion m 


‚ìn certain -parts of the count 
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English law about the accession of George I. In 
the bill which, in 1836, passed the Senate, and to 
which he had referred, it was not proposed, after || 
the lapse of So many years, to oppose the construc- 
tion which enables the President to remove from 
office. The object of the bill introduced ‘by the | 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, and which 
he then liad before him, was as he had stated, and 
he would refer to it äs it was short. 


“A BILL to repeal the firet and second sections of an ‘Actto 
limit the term of office of certain officers therein named, || 
and. for other purposes,’ approved the fifteenth of May, || 
“one. thousand eight hundred and twenty, and for other ji 
purposes. : a i yi ' 
“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of || 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the first and second sections of an act entitled, ‘An act to 
limit the term of office of certain officers therein named, and ; 
for other purposes,’ approved the fifteenth of May, one 
thousand eight hundred and twenty, shall be, and the same || 
hereby are, repealed: + 
“Serc 2, And be it further enacted, That in the first week 
of the month of January next, and at the same time in every 
fourth year thereafter, the President shal! cause a statement 
to be laid before Congress of the accounts of all district at- 
torneys, collectors of customs, naval officers and surveyors 
of the customs, navy agents, receivers of public moneys for 
lands, surveyors of the public lands, and payimasters in the | 
army, who shall have failed to account for all such moneys, |} 
on or before the thirtieth day of September preceding; and 
the offices held by all such defaulting ofticers shall be vacated 
from and after the date of said message. 
“Seo. 3. And.be it further enacted, That in a 
made by the Pre: 


ll nominations 


es ? 
dent to the Senate, to fill vacancies ocea- 


sioned by the exercise of the President’s power to remove 
the said officers mentioned in the second section óf this bill, 
the fact of the removal shal) be stated to the Senate at the 
same time that the nomination is made, with a statement of |! 
the reasons for which such officer may have been removed.” 


And how did that bill pass? By a party vote? 
Why, that bill was not introduced at the com- | 
mencement of an Administration, but in 1836, the 
last year of the Jackson Administration of eight 


years. As to the manner of its passage a reference || 


to the Journal would be evidence on that point, 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, Calboun, Clay, | 
Clayton, Ewing, Frelingbuyaen, Goldsborough, Kent, King 
of Georgia, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, 
Smith, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Webster, and White—31. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Hendricks, || 
Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Knigit, Linn, Morris, Robin- || 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, and Wright—16. |! 

H 


Mr. SEVIER. I wish you would read it again, | 
sir. 

Mr. WEBSTER replied he would, and accord- 
ingly reada statement of the vote on the occasion 
referred to, which, he said, showed thirty-one 
votes. for, to sixteen against the bill: and, strange 
to say, he could not see the name. of the Senator 
from Arkansas among the yeas at all. Now, that 
was no party proceeding; the votes given on it 
were not.given for party purposes. ‘Tt was the 
judgment of the Senate that some regulation should 
be made in the Executive. power of removal; and 
that opinion was founded upon the. conviction that 
Congress could regulate the removing power: and 
who could doubt it? Because, except where the 
Constitution does not prescribe the tenure of ofice, | 
it belongs to Congress to do so. He repeated, |} 
then, that act of 1836, passed by two-thirds of the 
Senate, was no party proceeding whatever; a bill j 
by which these propositions were affirmed: first, | 
that Congress might regulate removal from office 
by law; secondly, that at. that time, in 1836, such | 
had been the history of parties, and such had been 
the inconvenience growing out of the practice, it 
was thought expedient.to repeal the provisions of 
the law of 1820, and assume the regulation, of the 
business of removal from office. f 

Mr. CALHOUN again arose, and afier com- | 
plaining of the reiteration by the Senator of Ar 
kansas of a charge which he (Mr. C.) had expli- 
citly corrected him in before,and hoping he would : 
not repeat what was false, he went on to say that || 
he always thought the great and fundamental dif- | 
ference between the popular and anti-popular par 
ties related to Executive patronage. He had al- l| 
ways supposed. that men anxious to preserve a il 
popular government were disposed to limit it to! 
the smallest amount consistent with efficiency. || 
Now he would ask whether it would be more fa-'|! 
vorable to the Executive to possess at all times | 
and use the unbounded power of removal? -That || 
was the simple question... Was the President noti 
to have it to be used for good cause—such as death |; 
and ‘resignation, which could afford ample room | 

| 


for new appointments? But he would go further, 
and say that the grave and wholesome doctrine 
was, that when a man in office had under his con- 


| 
| 
| 


| make a king. 


|| sons. live. upon the expenditures of this Govern- 


jin the cultivation of the cotton lands, the extent 
of the evil may be imagined. The income of the 


| in hopes of drawing a prize, that when the victory 


| What is the result? The thirty-nine disappoint- 


| any genuine friend of human liberty, look at such 


1 

| revolution. 1 have always stood upon that ground; | 
H 

! 


į ought to be spoken. 
no longer a struggle for great principles, but only |i 
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trol the whole patronage, such a system went to 
Every one knew that such a state 
of things would be a succession of struggles be- 
tween the ins and outs; and the ins being armed 
with power, would maintain and. perpetuate that 

ower. It was well known that numbers enter 
into politics as a mere mode of obtaining a liveli- 
hood. When J affirm that already as many per- 


ment, as the half of the great population engaged 


Government is almost equal to half ofall the in- 
come derived from cotton property. Now, we 
know what a large mass of our population is en- 
gaged in the cultivation of cotton,and yet, through 
the action of this Government, as’ many persons 
are living upon the public revenuc. But that is 
notall. Put, then, the half of the income of the 
cotton property into a lottery, to be drawn every 
four years: so many men will go into that lottery 


is achieved, not one in forty can be rewarded. 


ed, and who fought only for the. “spoils,” turn 
round in process of tine—when political degen- 
eracy takes place, as it will—to the other side, and 
seck the next turn of the wheel when another lot- | 
tery is drawn. Thus they go on. 

an any wise man—can any patriotic man——can 


a spectacle without the most poignant regret? He | 
must be little informed indeed in politics who does 
not know all this; and knowing all this, he will be 
asserting one of the most untrue and monstrous | 
propositions on the face of God’s earth, who says | 
that this is a “popular doctrine.” What! “A | 
popular doctrine!” This a ‘ popular doctrine!”? ; 
it 1s the very. reverse. 
a king, and to annihilate liberty. As for myself, 
I have maintained on this subject a uniform posi- | 
tion. 


through Congress without my knowledge. The |} 


moment I heard of its passage, I pronounced to a 
friend that that law was one of the most danger- 
ous ever passed, and that it would work a great 


and yet I know that this position is not a popular 
position. But I speak the truth when the truth 


The Presidential election is 


a great struggle as to who shall have the spoils of 
office. Look at the machinery: A convention 
meets and nominates the President, in which not | 
unfrequently many of the Representatives of the | 
States join, in a general understanding to divide the 
offices amongst themselves and their friends. And 
thus they make a President, who has no voice at 
all in the selection of officers! These things are | 


known; and I say it is surprising that, being |! 


known, gentlemen who advocate the opposite doc- 
trine assume to be Democrats. No. 
cratic doctrine is precisely thie reverse of what they 
affect to teach. lt goes against patronage and in- | 
fluence, and gives no more patronage than what 
the strict necessity of the case admits. Patronage, 
wisely and judiciously dispensed on the part of | 


concentration and strength to the Government; but | 
this wholesale traffic in public office for party ; 
purposes is wholly pernicious and destructive of 


popular rights. Properly applied, the policy is | 


admirable ;. but as soon as the Government be- | 


| 
i 
comes the mere creature of seekers of office, your | 
j; free institutions are nearly at an end. In this mat- |! 
ter I have been uniform and sincere—whether |! 
i 
j 
| 


right or wrong, time will disclose. But the evil 
has commenced. It is going on, It needs no 
prophet to foresee the end. F speak not in the 
language of prophecy; but who, judging from the | 
past, can avoid the conviction, that unless the | 


proper remedy be applied, the overthrow of your | 


poltical system is inevitable? 

Mr. ALLEN again addressed the Senate at con- 
siderable length. He said he had always thought 
the effect of Executive patronage greatly overrated. 
They had an instance of that in the caseof the Tyler 
Administration. 


transferred him to the presidential office, where he 
continued to offend the party who elected him, on 
the bank question, and shortly after the other par- 
ty...He had the whole patronage of the Federal 
Government in his hands, and he used it without | 


It is the doctrine to create i} 


When the act. of 1820 was passed, it passed || 


The Demo- i! 


i He came into the office of Vice |} 
|; President by a tremendous vote; circumstances 


821 


in the hope of being elected 
! President of the United States. Well, they knew 
what was the result of all that. Now, how near 
did Tyler, come to make himself king? Why, 
| poor old King Lear, at his last stage of life, was 
|as near being aking as Mr. Tyler. Mr. A. here 
gave a very lively picture of the depressed ‘state of 
the country during Tyler’s Administration, and the 
facility he had to act upon numbers. Mr. A. then, 
to show the insignificance of Executive patronage, 
stated the fact that the average salaries of the four- 
teen thousand postmasters of the nation was only 
| $73 62 per annum; and these constituted the half 
of all the officers of the United States. It was not 
such patronage as that that was dangerous. It 


! any religious scruples, 


|| was such patronage as that of the United States 


Bank—of the tariff—which corrupted millions and 
robbed the rest. Of all the departments of patron- 
age, he thought those appointed to office the most 
trifling and paltry. One-half of the people would 
not have these petty offices. There were four 
hundred thousand men in his State, and of these, 
three hundred and fifty thousand would not take 
the gift of them; they ought not, then, talk about 
the people of the United States being corrupted by 
these paltry offices. They were too happy and 
į prosperous, too happy and contented on their 
‘farms. 

Mr. MOREHEAD rose and commenced some 
| remarks, but the hour being very late, he gave 
| way,and ` : 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
, Tuunspay, May 14, 1846. 
_ The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the bill, reported yesterday from the 
' Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
| tary Academy for the year ending on the 30th of 
June, 1847. 


Mr. CULVER rose, he said, to a question of 
privilege, and sent to the Clerk’s table the following 
resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be 
| instructed to inquire and report whether. mileage 
| and per diem pay should be allowed to John Talia- 
| ferro, of Virginia, for his travel to and attendance 
on Congress in’ November, 1811, to contest the 
right of ‘John P. Hungerford to a seat in Congress, 
and in which contest John Taliaferro was success- 
ful; but he has been allowed. no compensation for 
travel to Congress, and his per diem pay only from 
the day he took his scat in Congress. That the 
committee also inquire whether it be just and pro- 
per to allow to John Taliaferro the same compensa- 
tion as is indicated above, for his travel to and from 
! Congress in May, 1813, and in the following De- 
: cember, to contest the right of J. P. Hungerford 
i to a seat in Congress, on the identical ground upon 
which the former contest had been conducted, and 
decided in his favor. f 

Objections were made. 

Mr. CULVER submitted that the resolution did 


the Executive, may have a salutary effect in giving | NOt Teque a suspension of. the' rules, boing aques- 


5 ; E: 
The SPEAKER decided that the resolution did 
‘not come within the rule as to questions of priv- 
| ilege, inasmuch as it related to a transaction ina 


| 

! 

i 

RS: ee 

i tion of privilege. 
| 

i 


Mr.. BRODHEAD moved that 5,000 extra cop- 
i ies of the two messages of the President, with the 
accompanying documents, concerning our relations 
: with Mexico, be printed. 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved a suspension of the 


it rules. 


But the House refused to suspend the rules. 

So the motion was not received. 

On motion of Mr. DARRAGH, leave was given 
to withdraw the papers in the case of Catharine 
Robinson. . 

Mr. CLARKE, by leave, moved that the peti- 
tion and papers in the case of Elijah F. Bell, be 
committed. 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The House resumed the consideration of this 
bill, which, having been ordered toa third reading 
now, was read a third time. 

And the question being, “Shall this bill pass?” 


t 
| 
i 
: 
i 
| 
l 
|| Objection was made. “Pe 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
t 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


LOBE. 


of occupation on the Rio Grande. I-tike to see: 
individuals honest in their transactions, and-of all 
‘And the question being then taken, the bill was |; things do I delight to know and to see, from the 
passed. i! action of my Government, that she is. just She. 
. : ion || owes the money to our army—let us pay it. ido 

Mr. JOHN P. MARTIN moved a suspension |! One) t ; , pa : is 
SF the x ue for the purpose of taking up the bil] || not entertain any hope-—I never entertained ahe e 
Gn the orders of the day) to regulate the mileage | for a moment, when the present President of the 
Ke embers | United States doe the: Talleyrand at. Een: 
Mr. M. ast 6 aud nays; which were || tucky—I never believed: for a moment that'the fol: 
ae, se oe asked the yeas yss : i! lowers of that gentleman would: universally sub- | 

sed. ; is tele hes A 

And the question being taken, the Flouse refused scribe to anything the President of the United 
to suspend the rules. = States might think proper to doin the discharge of 


; ; i l! the duties of the high station to which the people 
The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the jive ciel him  S e Siana on Se peop 


ELouse a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, The point is made by some of his political oppo: | 
transmitting, in obedience to the resolution of the |i peats that it was improper on-the part of the Ex- 
House of the 17th of January last, a copy of the |) ecutive to station our army on the banks of the 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land ii Rio Grande. It is said it was wrong for him to 
Olfice, and also a report of the register and receiv- |i have pointed our cannon across the river opposite 
er of the land oifice at Fairfield, in Iowa, with ac- Matamoras: that he did wrone in ordering the rè- 
companying documents, relating to money depos- |) moval of our army from Corpus Christi to the Rio 
ited with the late register, (William Ross,) for the |) Grande, Tf he had done lexs—if our army had re- 
purchase of public lands; which was laid upon the : ` É Mew 
table. ` 

A bill from the Senate, entitled * An act granting 
a pension to Richard Elliott, and a resolution of: 
the Senate in favor of David Shaw and Solomon 
T. Carser, were read twice, and committed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. J. J. McDOWELL, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

TheSPEAKER invited Mr. Georan W.Jorns, | 
of Tennessee, to the chair, who, at his own re- 
quest, was excused. 

Mr. YANCEY of Alabama was then invited, 
who excused himself on the ground of his entire 
want of acquaintance with the rules. 

Mr. COBB of Georgia was then invited, and 
took the chair. 

Whercupon, the committee resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the army, for the year ending on the 
30th June, 1847. 

‘The state of the question was this: 7 | 

Mr. J. A. Brack had’moved the following as an | 
additional section: to the bilio- f 

‘And be it further emicted, That fronr and atter the pas- 
sage of this act to the end of the present war, the monthiy 


pay of the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri- 
vates of the artillery, infantry, and riflemen, who may be in 


i Mr. S. ADAMS asked the yeas and nays, which | 
were refused. 


| 


i 
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ji 
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! haq crossed the Rio Grande, and trailed through 
the desert to the Nueces, and had cut-off our troops | 
at Corpus Christi—l expect it might have been 
|! charged even then that he had acted improperly. 
: Yes, Mr. Chairman, whatever course the Exe- 
‘tive and the Administration may take, itis to be 
condemned alike by these gentlemen; and now, 
after we have become involved ina war with that 
nation, from which we have received so many m- 
sults, and which we have treated with so much for- 
heavance, they come out now and declare our coun- 
try in the wrong, and Mexico in the right! Itis 
said by distinguished men at both ends of the Cap- 
itol, that no war exists; and a discrimination is 
drawn between hostilities and war. Suffer me to 
say, there is frst about as much difference between 
hostilities and war, when it comes to shedding the 
blood of our countrymen, as a very scrapulous 
gentleman might make when he inquired for “color- 
ed men,”’ instead of “negroes,” when he.was pur- 
chasing slaves. What is war, in the common ac- 
ceptation of theterm? © What is war, as known to 
this Government? It is meeting in deadly conflict | 
with thé enemies of oar country? Have we met 
them ?° We have sir; and I fear’ that before ‘this 
time ‘disasters may have befalleh our'army on the’ 
i Rio Grande that none of us may desire to hear—no, 
the artillery, jalan nat even he who declares that that war is “unholy. ”? 
the service of the United States, shall be the same as the pay i Tf the Executive has done wrong—if he has acted 


allowed to the non-commissioned officers, musicians. aud |- tee i visini oh ` 
privates of the dragoon regiments of the United States.” i| Improperly—if our country is in the wrong in hay- | 


And Mr. Tignarrs had moved to amend the (ing sent our soldiers to the Rio Grande, it is not | 
said amendment, by adding thereto the following: | VETY patriotic in gentlemen who believe this to be 


“ And that the pay of private soldiers in th rvice of the Íi TUI P } r 
United States shall be. &40 per month, provided that nothing |} their country to the world, 
in this act shall be construed to make the pay of any non: ti 
commissioned officer or musician less than the pay ofa pri- 
vate as fixed by this act.” 


& 


i 


) ` : No, sit; I say it is | 
not patriotic; it is not wise; it is not sucha course 
|| as gentlemen sincerely devoted to the protection of 
i f | the rights and territory of the country against a 

And the pending question was un the amend- || foreien invader would pursue. The family—the 
ment to the amendment. ‘| social relations and intercourse of a family, and the 
Mr. THURMAN was entitled to the floor, and | obligations resting upon its members—are an apt 
addressed the committee at length, in a speech of || iMustration of the relations and obligations of the 
which a full report will apprar hereafter. The i citizens of a Government; and that man who isso 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


remarks of Mr. T. were directed mainly to a reply || unkind as to be willirg to inflict any injury upon 
to the specches of his colleagues, (Messrs, Gin- |} the character of his father, mother, brother, or sis- 
pings, Detano, and Tinpen,] and to ademonstra- || ter, is unfit to hold the social relations. So that 
tion of the identity of the arguments and denun- |) man that hunts up the errors of his country, èx- 
ciations now employed against the war and the |! 
Administration, with those made use of for similar 
purposes in the war of 1812, 

Mr. L. H. SIMS addressed the committee. I 
feel very conscious, Mr. Chairman, (said he,) that | 
this committee will bear with me patiently; not || 
that I indulge the hope that I shal) enlighten them f 
npon the questiona now under their consideration, || 
but for the reason that I have not heretofore troub- |) 
led the committee or the House by any remar! 

„on this or other subjects. I am also very con- . 
scious, sir, that my rhetoric and my grammar may 
be at fault; but that to me, sir, in the discussion of 
any subject where my country has an interest, and | 
where my heart throbs for that interest, is of very į! 
little importance. It is not the educated man who 
is the best patriot; it is not the educated man who 
feels the strongest for the perpetuity of the institu- 
tions of his country, or that feels the strongest in 
his rejoicings at the success of his country, and 
her escape from all reverses of fortune. 

The bill pending before- the committee, Mr. | 

“Chairman, has for its object the raising the funds | 
to defray the expenses of the army of the United |) 


| hides her virtues, is no patriot, in my estimation. ` 
Í Iam one of those, Mr. Chairman, who believe 
that the marching of our army to the Rio Grande 
was strictly in accordance with justice to ourselves. 
I believe that the State of Texas—that the Repub- 
lic of Texas—has heen at war, virtually speaking, 
with the Government of Mexico ever since the 
| battle of San Jacinto, with the exception of the in- 
rposition of the treaty made by Santa Anna and 
the constituted authorities of Texas; and some 
gentleman say that that act was invalid—that he 
had no authority to do it, from the fact thathe was 
a prisoner of war. 

Mr. SEVERANCE interposed; but 

Mr. SIMS refused to yield; remarking, no— 
ii keep cool. You shall have a chance; Just sit 
! down. Pan 

I suppose (continued Mr. S.) that if certain gen- 
tlemen in this Fouse had the right and the power, 
they would ask of this Government to go forward 
to search out what is the Government of Mexico, 


i! 


| 
! 


| mained at Corpus Christi until the army of Mexico 4 


the fact, to speak and promulgate the errors of || 


poses them to the gaze of the whole world, and | 


H 
i 
i 
H 
fr 
H 
it 
i 


| 


and a committee despatched from this Government || brains out,’’ by refusing now. 
to: defray the. : would have great trouble in finding it out. Gen. |! and her interests... Let.us, Mr 
States, of which a large part at present is the army i! eral Ampudia would tell you that it was in Arista, ` to our plighted faith, and ight 


l 
' 
| 
i 
| 
| 
f 


i to be the feelings `of 


and Arista would ‘tell -yo l 
Paredes would tell you 
and representatives of Mex: 


of personal refine- 


man; you find aman of taste, nal: 
snes He talk, polite and 


ment; fluent of speech and fon olite as 
cotrteous in all his associations. And. that isa 
miniature likeness of the French Government.’ 
You. see an Englishman; he is a man fond of. 
power, and: wealth, and dominion, haughty and 
aristocratic; who speaks of the virtues of hig coun- 
try and ‘never. of her. errors; and who looks with 
contempt upon the citizens of other nations,Such : 
is the picture of the English Government. . If you 
see an American in Paris, in Mexico; or in Eng- 
land, you sec onc that boasts of the liberties of his 
country, and of the institutions o Kis o antrys 
you see one that delights. to, speak of- th tories 
that have been gained by American arms} that is, 
proud of American soil, and of all its associations, 
and believes in the doctrine of the universal spread: 
of civil liberty over the: whole earth... And he 
represents the chatacter of the American nation. 
You see u Mexican, and hé presents a. striking, 
likeness—a fac sivitile—-of the character of his Qov- 
ernment, | Ee ‘desires power, and desires wealth 


-filched fromthe coffers, and in defiance of ‘hi con- 
stitutional rights, of others... He seeks to convince 


you that he is generous; and at the same: time he: 
would stab you in the dark. Fieis- réady to: mur- 
der and shoot his enemies by stealth, and then he 
seeks protection under the shiéld which his Gov~: 
ernment—his reputed Grovernmient-—attempts: to 
throw over a lawless band of robbers and-murder+: 
ers. That is the character of the Mexican Gove 
ernment and of her citizens. Itis not the time to 
inquire whether the war is legitimate or not, whem 
we learn that Cross has been murdered—-that the | 
soil onthe bank of the Rio Grande has drunk up: 
his blood—that he was stripped of his habiliments 
and his body left exposed, to be preyed upon by 
vultures and wild beasts, I say to the gentlemen 
to tell it not in the streets of the city that bears the 
name of the “ Father of his Country’’—to publish 
it not in the Capitol of this nation, that there is no 
war, or that il is an unholy war. That man must 
be heartless, estranged from everything that is.no- 
ble or elevated in character or generous.in sympa- 
thy, that can pass by the residence of Colonel: 
Cross, and listen to the ‘sighs and: groans of his 
stricken. family, and then say that there is- nota 
war, and that Mexico has not committed an act of 
war upon us. “A war against. Omnipotence!’” 


| The God of battles and of justice tells us to defend 


our families, our country, and the rights of- civil- 
ized men. : Do we owe Texas nothing? ~ I ask the 
question emphatically. We owe her everything. 
When she was standing, a shivering, isolated re- 
public—when Great Britain was courting heron the 
one hand, and France was whispering to her of 


| the other, she firmly resisted all their enticements 


and their proffers, and decided to come into the 


i| arms of the mother country. Ax Shakspeare’says 


of Lady Macbeth, something like’this may be said 
this Government to ards 


Texas— 


~ = u T'have givén sutk, and’kno} 
How tender ’tis to love the babe ‘that milk 
And this Government will not (to te 
tion further, slightly modified)“ 
from the boneless gums”? of 
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country and of ‘Texas. ~ Is. that all we owe her? |} 
WNo:.ws owe it to the habiliments of mourning | 
placéd:.on ‘the wives, and sisters, and mothers, of |i 
those that fell at the murder-of Fannin; we owe it 
to:the blood:of Crockett, that we should. defend 

the soil of ‘Texas. and, its-citizens from: Mexican | 
invasion. | Yes, Sirs and this Government may be 
beggared; its:coffers may not havea dollar in them; 
but-the patriotism.of its citizens is enough to col- 
lect ‘money. from:divers sources to carry- on the 
wats: The sisters-and wives of those: who- fell in 
the defeat of Fannin. will’ give their jewelry. for 
bullets and their locks for bowstrings, if necessary, 
to prosecute that war. And I would-to God—and 
it is with. proper respect to the men who oppose 
this war-that I say it—that they had stood with 
Mrs. Dickinson on the heights of the Alamo, when 
she saw Crockett. struggling in the conflict; when 
she witnessed the sixteen Spaniards fall, by. his 
bright. steel, and heard—what caused the patriotic 


thrill in her bosom—when Crockett breathed his [| 


last sigh, that it was responded to by the dying 
groans of sixteen Spaniards. Yes, we owe 
her much; and we feel this when we consider 
that: we have worshipped together with the 
Texan people in the same temples-—that we 
have been with them, many of.them, in the same 
battle-field, in the same court-yard, and in all the 
associations of life. -Yes; and we owe something 
to the distinguished leader of their forces at the 
battle of St. Jacinto;. for he, too, was wounded in 
the defence of this. country, at the battle of the 
“Florseshoe,”. inv the Creek nation. An “ un- 
holy”? war? I should like to know what it would 
require to constitute a holy war. According to the 
laws of nations—according to the rights of nations 
_—_we are compelled to have war occasionally from | 
unavoidable circumstances; and we are fully. justi- 
fied in every point of view in prosecuting such war 
for the maintenance of our rights. An “unholy” 
war to defend the rights of Texas? An “unholy” | 
war to avenge the blood of Cross? An “unholy” 
war to inflict chastisement on a foe that has in- 
vaded our borders, and threatened to inflict anni- 
hilation upon our army? That an “unholy” war? | 
The denunciation of those gentlemen who thus |! 
characterize it, will blacken the pages of Ameri- |} 
can history, only to consign them to disgrace and |} 
ignominy.. 

Sir, when Texas revolted from the Mexican | 
Government, she did it in terms strong, yet pru- 
dent; and in the issuing of her manifesto, she | 
declared.the reasons why she had’ revolted from the 
Mexican Government.’ She had become a prov- 
ince of Mexico during the existence of the: eonsti- 
tuted authorities;:and: the’ constitutional: govern- 
ment of Mexico.. Bat when Santa Anna by misrulé 
changed that republican government from its con- 
stitutional form: and elements into a military des- 
potism, Texas: declared she could no longer, and 
would no longer, associate herself with that por- 
tion of the Government which sustained him; but 
she ‘exhorted: therother: provinces of the Govern- 
ment, the other States:of-Mexico, who still adhered | 
to the constitutional government, to unite with her 
in bringing back the.Government to the constitu- 
tional’ organization which it-occupied before. I> 
may deem it necessary, if I should attempt to write | 
out these remarks, to refer to the manifesto issued 
by the Government of Texas, and 1 may publish, 
for. the satisfaction.of those who may read it at 
home; the declaration of independence of Texas; 
also the tréeaty-of peace entered into between Gov- 
ernor Burnett, of- ‘Texas, and the constituted an- 
thority of thé. Mexican Government in the head | 
arid person of Santa Anna; and I may publish fur- 
thermore av extract from the letter of Mr. Clay in 
1844, where he asserts that the claim of the Gen- 
eral - Govérnment-was right up to the Rio Grande, 
and also extracts from an-honorable Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr Bewrow,] and from Mr. Madison, 
Mr. Jefferson, and others, to-show. that our rights 
are good, and are confessed. to beso up-to the Rio | 
Grande. + Mee aoe 
The following are some of the 


extracts referred 
to: rae Rone 
In 1836, Texas defined her boundary as follows: 


«Beginning at the mouth of the Sabine river, and running 
west. along the Gulf of Mexico, three leagues ‘froin land, to 
tae mouth of the Rio Grande, then ‘up the- principal ‘stream 
of said tiver to its source, thence due north to:the 424 de: 
gree of north latitude, thence along the boundary line, as 
defined in the treaty between the United States and Spain, 
to the beginning 3 and that the President be, aud he is here- 
‘by, authorized and required to open a negotiation with the + 


| Norte «s our western boundary.” 


‘June, 1836, through Mr. Clay, as chairman, unani- | 


rand in conformity with the law-of nations, and the practice 


| a candid world foy the necessities of our condition, do herchy 


| now constitute a fi 


Government of the United States of America, so soon as in 
his opinion the public interest. requires it, to ascertain and 
define the boundary line as agreed upon in the said treaty.” 


Mr. Clay. says, in his letter of the 17th of April, 
1844, as published in the National Intelligencer: 


«“ The United States acquired a title to Texas extending, 
asl believe, to the Rio del Norte, by the treaty of Louisiana. 
They ceded and relingnished that title to Spain by the treaty 
of 1819, by which the Sabine was substituted for the Rio del 


Again, the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senatè, in a unanimous report of the 18th of 


mously adopted by the Senate, declared that— 


«The recent signal and splendid victory in which that 
portion of the Mexican army which was commanded by 
General Santa Anna, the President of the Mexican Govern- 
ment, in person, was entirely overthrown with unexampled 
slaughter, compared with the inconsiderable loss on the 
other side, put to flight, and captured, including among the 
prisoners the President himselt, and his staff, may be con- 
sidered as dezisive of the independence of Texas.” 

Resolution recognising the independence of 
Texas, by the Congress of the United States, for 
which Mr. Clay voted: ; 

“ Resolved, That the State of Texas, having established 
and maintained an independent Government, capable of per- 
forming those duties, foreign and domestic, which appertain 
pendent Governments, and it appearing that there is 
ger any reasonable prospect of the prosecution of the 
war by Mexico against said State, it is expedient and proper, 


of this Govermuent in like cases, that the independent poli- 
tical existence of suid State be acknowledged by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States.” 


Manifesto of Texas on the 7th November, 1835: 


«& Whereas General Antonia Lopez de Santa Anna, and 
other military chieftains, have, by force of arms, overthrown 
the Federal Constitution of Mexico, and dissolved the ‘social 
compact which existed between Texas and the other mem- 
bers of the coufederacy: Now, the good people of Texas, 
avalling themselves of their nataral right, solemnly de- 
elare— 

_& First, That they have taken up arms in defence of their 
rights and liberties, which were threatened by encroach- 
ments of military despots, and in detonee of the republican 
principle of the Federal istiunion of Mexico of 1824. 

“Second. That Te 3 no longer, morally or civilly 
bound by the compact of nnion, yet stimulated by the genc- 
rosity and sympathy common toa free people, they offer 
their support and assistance to such of the members of the 
Mexican confederacy as will take up arms against military 
despotism. j 

“ Third, That they do not acknowledge that the present 
authorities of the present nominal Moxiean Republic, have 
the right to govern within the limits of Texas. 

“Fourth. Thit they will zotecase to carry on war against 
the said authorities, whilst their troops are in the limits of 
Texas, 

© Fifth. That they hold it to be their right, during the 
disorganization of the federal system, and the reign of des- 
potism, to withdraw from the Union, to establish an inde- 
pendent government, or to adopt such measures as they may 
deem best calculated to proteet their rights and liberties; 
but that they wil} continue faithful to the Mexican Govern- 
ment, so long as that nation is governed by the constitution 
and laws that were framed for the government of the poli- 
tieal association.” 


After reciting a long train of grievances, the 
Texans declare their independence in the follow- | 
ing bold und patriotic language: 


“We then took up arms in defence of ow national con- 
stitution. Woe appealed to our Mexican brethren for assist- | 
ance; our appeal has been made iu vain; thongh months i 
have elapsed, no sympathetic response has yet heen heard 
from the interior, We are. therefore, forced to the melan- 
choly conclusion that the Mexican people have acquiesced 
in the destruction of their liberty, and the substitution there- | 
for of a military government; that they are unfit to be free 
and incapable for self-government. i 

«The necessity of self-preservation 
crees our eternal politieal separation. 

“We therefore, the delegates, with plenary powers of the 
people of Tes in solemn convention ussembied, appealing to 


; therefore, now de- 


resolve and declare, that our political connexion with the Mer- 
tcan nation has forever ended, and that the people of Tegas do | 
‘ e » sovereien, and independent republic ; 
and dre fully invested with all the rights and vttvibutes which 
properly belong to independent nations; and conscious of the 
rectitude of our intentions, we fearlessly and confidently submit 
the issue to the Supreme Arbiter of the destiny of nations.” 
But, sir, (continued Mr. Srus,) this is not the | 
question. We have solemnly annexed the Repub- 
lic of Texas to the Government of the United 
States; she asked us to extend our arms of pro- 
tection to her; we did so; and I am sorry to state 
that we did it too tardily; and she has come to 
the bosom of our empire; and l am as ready 
and as willing to fight for the last acre of ground 
east of the Rio Grande as I would be to vote 
supplies to defend the ancient provinces of Rhode 


Island, Massachusetts, or any other -portion of || 


this Union, no matter where it may be. It-is | 
not.for me now to inquire. whether this war is | 
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unholy or unjust. It is enough for me to know 
that it has begun; that the interests of our country, ! 


that-the honor of our country, that the integrity of 
our territory, that the safety and the lives of our 
soldiers, require to be defended and secured by 
strong and sufficient forces òn the Rio Grande, and 
elsewhere. stag Mie ah . A 

I have thus given my opinions on this subject, 
Mr. Chairman, so that no. false conclusion can be 
placed upon my position. -In conclusion, I will 
state, that I believe the war is just; and may this 
be our motto— Pe : . 
“In God is our trust; and : 


May the star-spangled banner long Wave, 
Oer the land of the free, and the home-of the brave.” 


Mr.G. DAVIS obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee with the more immediate intention 
(he said) of placing on record a few facts for the 
information and consideration of his constituency. 

He assumed the position that, since the passage 
of the Mexican bill two days ago, war existed for- 
mally and constitutionally... War had informally 
existed for some time before; and it was a war 
commenced by the President of the United States. 
He (Mr. D.).Jaid it down as an irvefragable prin- 
ciple, that the war-making power, in all its phases, 
except as regards the purposes of self-defence, 
rested-in Congress alone. . He assumed. that such 
a state of things as now existed did not exist until 
the march of General Taylor’s army to Brazos 
St. Iago—an act done while Congress was in ses- 
sion, upon the President’s own authority and 
responsibility, and in violation, therefore, of the 
constitutional power of Congress to declare war. 
Whether war was necessary, or whether Congress 
would have declared war, if the Executive, in the 
discharge of his duty, had submitted that question 
to them, was with him (Mr. D.) a matter of minor 
consideration. The great point to which he wish- 
ed to direct the attention of the committee and of 
the country was this: that the President had him- 
self commenced and waged a war whilst Congress 
was in session, and without deigning to consult 
them in relation to it. Whether war was intrin- 
sically proper or not, the Executive had assumed 
the funetion and. power of making war, and it was 
for this that he (Mr. D.) arraigned him. 

Mr. D. now passed on to the question of title to, 
or right of jurisdiction over, the disputed country 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. He re- 
cited facts and referred to certain atlases, geogra- 
phies, and other authorities, to show that Tamau- 
lipasextended across the Del Norte to the Nueces. 
He traced the political history of Texas and Ta- 
maulipas, through the declaration of independence. 
hy the former down to the. present time, to show: 
that Texas had never subjugated the portion of 
country now claimed as a portion of her territory, 
and that she never had any real title to it, notwith- 
standing she had annexed it by a Jaw of her Con- 
gress. If it had been a part of that State, then, it 
was the constitutional duty of the President to re- 
pel the Mexicans, if they crossed into it, by all the 
power at his control. He (Mr. D.) admitted that 
a portion of the disputed territory might be a part 
of ‘Texas; but he argued, by reference to various 


| expeditions that had been fitted out, and from 


other sources, that Texan laws and authority had 
never had sway at St. Jago, orat Point Isabel, and 
other places which he designated as not being a 


| portion of Texas at the time she was ceded to the 


United States. All attempts at conquest of that 
portion of that country had failed; and the idea of 
amere declaration of right to territory giving it, 
was preposterous. 

The army had occupied Corpus Christi until 
after the commencement of the present session, 
Subsequently orders were despatched by the Pres- 
ident to General Taylor, instructing him to march 
his army to St. Tago, and thence to the Rio Grande, 
to take position opposite Matamoras. Mr. D, re- 
ferred to the course pursued since General Tay- 
lor’s arrival there, to the blockade of the mouth of 
the Rio. Grande, &e. He contended that these 
proceedings had neither excuse nor necessity; that 
they. were acts of war, done by the President 
whilst Congress was in session, in violation of the 
Constitution, which vested in that body the whole 
war-making power, ~ 

He repelled with scorn the obloquy and base im- 
putations which had been heaped upon the Whigs 
for daring to arraign these acts of the Executive. 
He (Mr. D.) denounced these acts as usurpations. 
Whilst he did- this, be would vote every man and 
every dollar asked for the assistance of General 
Taylor. He made a distinction between that ofi- 
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cer and the usurper. His word for it, that before 
this time General Taylor had struck a blow that 
would gloriously redecm the honor of the nation, 
There was no man here, or at the other end of the 
Capitol, who was unwilling to vote suppues for the 
army; but the party in power had surreptitiously H 
mixed up the two questions of supplies and ofa 
declaration of war, by their adoption of an illegal, 
an unconstitutional, and, as he believed, an unne- 
cessary war. And the future historian would be 
confounded at the fact that not one Whig in this 
House was allowed to open his lips on the subject. 

He was not afraid of this Mexican war. Like | 
Indian or Spanish guerilla warfare, it might give 
us much annoyance; but that we should finally 
overrun the country, and that in fact we had al- 
ready overrun the country about Matamoras, he 
did notdoubt. But when the enemy retired to their 
morasses and their fastnesses, living upon food upon 
which our army would perish, the great difficulty 
would come. It was not from their swords or their 
cannon that we were to apprehend disaster, but 
from the malaria and diseases of the country. 

He expressed his conviction that Mr. Polk had 
determined, to involve the country in war, and then 
to call on the patriotism of the country to adopt it. 
And he believed that this Mexiean war was intend- 
ed merely to school the nation for a more desola- 
ting conflict with England in rekuion to Oregon. 

Tt was by such processes as these that the spirit 
was departing from our institutions, leaving noth- 
ing but their lifeless, soulless, inanimate form. 

“Mr. HUDSON followed. He called attention, 
in the first place, to the manner in which this war 
had begun, Those members of this House who had 
had independence enough to vote as they thought, 
to follow their own convictions, had been held up 
by several gentlemen on this floor as hypocrites, 
waitors, and cowards. For himself, whilst he 
made no great boast of his, courage or daring, he 
had enough of it to say, here or elsewhere, what 
he believed to be true; and neither the denunciations 
of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Dovarass] 

esterday, nor the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
siuman] to-day, would deter him for a single 
moment from speaking his mind freely. What 
opportunity had. been afforded:.to. him, or others, 
to express, their. views. before..this: declaration. of 
war was passed? : He wished to call. attention ‘to 
the fact that this great question of peace or war 
was not discussed on this floor fora moment—that 
neither Whig nor Democrat. spoke a syllable di- 
rectly on that matter. Mr. H. here recapitulated | 
what course of proceeding had been in the House |: 
since the reception of the message on Monday— 
commenting upon the course of the majority in 
keeping the declaration of war out of view unul 
the time allowed for debate had passed. 

He expressed his concurrence, substantially, in 
the remarks which had been made by the gentle- | 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Drtano,] and the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Davis.| He believed that i 
the preamble on which this House bad voted was H 
in every particular false. Tie did not believe that 
war, in the constitutional sense of the term, did at 
that time exist, nor did he believe that the decla- 
ration of war which had been made was provoked 
by Mexico. Could it he expected that any man 
would solemnly record his name ona declaration ;i 
which he believed to be untrue? There had, it 
was true, been a collision, but we had no evidence | 
that it had been authorized by the Mexican Gov- 
ernment. And he instanced the case of the Caro- 
line. In both cases aggressions and collisions had 
taken place; but that a war authorized by the war- 
making power of either nation existed when the 
House was called upon to vote on the preamble, 
was utterly untrue. | 

But even if he could overlook the manifest dis- 
tinction between a war, in the broad sense of that 
term, and hostilities or collision, he believed that | 
the other declaration that this state of things had 
been brought about by the Mexican authorities, 
was wholly destitute of foundation. And this in- 
volved the question of title to that country. He 
did not intend to go in detail into that argument; 
but that which had been made yesterday by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dovarass] had so 
much assurance about it, so much of advancing 
and retreating, that it had struck his (Mr. H.’s) 
mind as singular. And he answered briefly such 
of the positions of Mr: Doverass on that point 
as seemed to him (Mr. H.).to have any weight. 


| ing peril. 


gressors, 


' been the aggressors, 


` Having done this, he proceeded to show, from the 


By what right had they blockaded the 
port of Matamoras, or cut off supplies going to the 
Mexican troops? The exact state of facts-did not 
appear from the documents so far as they had 


| been read; but if dependence was to be placed.on 


the newspaper statements, the United States had 
And why had not the Mex-. 
ican army as good a right to come on this side the 


| river, and cut-off our supplies, as we had to 
blockade the river, and cut off the Mexican sup- 


plies? General Taylor might just as well have 
opened his batteries, and demolished Matamoras 


iat once, as have cut off those supplies. ‘To in- 


vade a foreign territory, and cut off. its. supplies, | 
was as much an act of aggression, ag attacking | 
the enemy in its camp would be. And -he con- 
curred in the opinion expressed, that the orders 
given to General Taylor, under the circumstances | 
of the case, and when Congress was in session, 
were a great outrage upon the constitution and | 
laws of the land. : 
Mr. H. now proceeded to notice some of the 
extracts read by Mr. Troeratay, in relation to the | 
Federalism of the last war, as made to bear upon 
the fourteen negative votes on the Mexican war 
bill. Some of that immortal number (Mr. H. | 


| said) had fought the battles of their country during 


that war.’ He doubted whether the gentleman 
from Ohio could say as much for himself, or some 
of those who voted for him. But in relation to the 
old Federalists, he (Mr. H.) had nothing to say. | 
He wasa young man then, His views were all 
on the other side, and he had, for a limited time, 
been in the service of his country. 


Mr. H. replied to the denunciations of Mr, | 


Dovarass against those who dared to express 
their views. on. the course of the Administration. 
They’ would: have no effect upon him. He had: 
independence enough tò speak his views, and te 
desired ‘the respect of no many either here or among 
his constituents, who would ask him to come for- 
ward, like a sycophant, to register the edicts of 
James K. Polk, because that high functionary, in 
direct violation of the principles of the Government | 
and the provisions of the Constitution, had seen : 
fit to involve the country in an unnecessary war. 
So far as supplies were concerned, he (Mr. H.) 
would vote for them if necessary. But he denied 
that the hill passed the other day was to rescue 
General Taylor’s army from immediate impend- 
And he referred to dates, to the call 
upon the Executives of Texas and Louisiana for 
volunteers, &e., to show that troops for the relief 
of the army were about to embark, and. that their 
fate, one way or the other, would have been sealed 
long before any supplies under the bill of Con- 
gress could reach them. It was not, therefore, to 
supply the army in its exigency, that that“ bill 


had been passed, but to put at the disposal of the || 


President 50,000 men, and ten millions of dollars, 


to prosecute a war, and to invade and, chastise |! 


Mexico. 


by any act or vote of his, should it he brought into 
being in a State where it had not before existed. 
Mr. S. JONES said he regretted exceedingly 
that they could not go into the consideration of 
rendering supplies to the army of the United States 
in time of war without the question of slavery being 
lugged into the discussion. And he must confess, 
that it seemed to him from the last three or four 
speeches they had heard, that it would be out of 
order to discuss the question before the House in 
reality, and that they were necessarily compelled to 
follow these gentlemen, to show the shifts; the sub- 
terfuges, the devices they have to resort to for the 
purpose of protecting themselves in acourse which 
they know to be contrary-to their duty and the in- 


‘terests of the country. 


i 


|| sents me. 
i! declares that war was be, 


oo z SA 
: On the question of slavery 


he should leave the 
gentleman; he, should. not expect to conyett h 


_ nor that the gentleman: would ‘convert öt : 
Fhe question of the amexation of Texas was 
|: not before the House. “It had:been annexed Jk. 
| was an-intégral part of the - Union;-it stands: 
much. under .the protection of the fag of the Unitet 
States as ; Massachusetts: herself-—the'* Old: Bay: * 
State.” “ Would to God ‘that her sons remembered 
the spirit of their ‘fathers, and the. lesson ‘dictated 
from their example in time of trouble ‘and danger, 
to stand by the flag of their-country;and diéin its 
defence if need be! CE ger id hia A 
“With. the question of slavery he would.not ine 
terfere. “He would only say that it-was an institu- 
tion put upon them, and for: the mere. purpose of 
gain, by thé ancestors of those who were now in- 
| terfering with it, and ‘in: defiance of the feelings; 
wishes, and interests of the southern States.»:And 
he would say further, that the ‘black’ slaves. of the 
South would compare in all respects—were as well 
fed, and well clothed—as the white ‘slaves of the 
North; and that there were no paupers among them. 
Whilé this continued ‘to bë the case, let them con- 
fine theit efforts of change at home, and when they 
had there ‘satisfied every. objectof ‘charity, they 
would. then receive ‘them as. missionaries: at the 
South. Bue Ep e E E ee SA eg ee 
But the immediate question under consideration 
was the question of supplies of the army of the 


| United-States:in time: of war; andthe: gentleman 


from Kentucky [Mr.. Œ; Davis} said there was no 
war, and almost inthe next breath he says there is 
war. ` nt aH Z 
| Mr. G. DAVIS was understood to say that he 
said fio such things.” pik clog Gt U iy 
Mr. JONES was happy to. be corrected. He 
| understood the gentleman from Kentucky; then; to 
i believe, with him, that. there is awar: And how 
| did he ascertain that fact? If he understood right- 
ly, (for he was not here in the debate on Monday,) 
the gentleman said there was no war. ; . 
yielding) said he had 


Mr. DAVIS (Mr. J. again 
| declared, as distinctly ay language could make it, 
that’ there was informal war. ‘The distinction he 
drew was between formal war and informal war... 
Mr. JONES did not understand what the gentle- 
man meant by “Cinformal” war. He understood 
the gentleman to object to the preamble of. the. bill 
that had passed into a law, on the-ground that it 
declared there was a ‘war. nai P 
Mr. DAVIS. No. The gentleman misrepre= 
I voted against the preamble because it 
gan by Mexico... S5 
ysatisfied to 
He under- 


Mr. JONES (resuming) was perfect! 
receive the gentleman’s explanation. 


|; stood the gentleman to-day to say it was the United 


| States that had commenced the war, by sending 
our army to the Rio Grande, by invading the. ter- 
titory beyond the Nueces. Was he right or wrong 
now? i ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. Right. ; 

Mr. JONES further commented upon the incon- 
sisteney of the gentleman’s position to-day and on 
ii the former day, and.on the inconsistency between 
| Mr. D: and Mr. Hupsox, who had said that he 
| agreed entirely in the position taken by his friend, 
| (Mr. Davis} o ‘ : ; i ; 
ii But it was contended by both these gentlernen 
| that we do. not possess this country—that.the-ter- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
f 
i 
j 
t 
i 
! 
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| was true, that. by-her constitution, and her laws; 
‘| she exercised jurisdiction to the. Rio Grande. But 
li what ofthat? Tt might be. true, that-the venerable 
i gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr ApAms,} 
ji when connected with-another: department.o 
| Government, contended that the Province of Texas 
| extended to the Rio Grande. It was true that Mr. 
ii Madison contended for it, and that Mr. M 
lj contended for it... But what of that? Tt wa 
i) that Texas was received as an integral 
| Union, when she claimed to the-Rio 
| what of that? That Congress hi 
| jurisdiction tò- the Rie Grant 
ii made a -port-of entry-wi 
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what of that? We have men, laws, jurisdiction, 

and possession. therey and. all that will not consti- 
“inthe opinion of some gentlemen, a title to 

that country !. ae ee won 
He had heard of a speech-delivered inthe other 

end of. the Gapitel. ..:He was told that it was nat 

in order to. mention names. -If it was, he would 
say it was by Mr. Johnson, of Maryland—a speech 
which madë'his heart thrill with joy, when he said 
ity: apart, of the United: States, recognised as 
S and 
he:wonld to God that those of the same-party with 
the gentleman. would.echo that sentiment! 

Bui,we are told that Mr. Polk, brought on this 
war.. He was not now. careful in. the inquiry 
whether he did; but supposing, for the sake of ar- 
gument, that he did, did that warrant-us in with- 
holding supplies in order: ‘to prosecute it to å 
successful issue?” Now. n 0, Ja 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.. Hup- 
son] says he will not say that he will go with his 
country under all circumstances. Mr. J. would not 
say that he ought to; but he would say he was 
sorry for him.. He was sorry to hear any Ameri- 
can—any citizen of the United States—any citizen 
of the ‘Old Bay State,” say that he would not say 
that he would go with his country right or wrong. - 
‘There never was a more patriotic sentiment, which 
fell from any honest man, than that which was ut- 
tered by Commodore Decatur.. It finds a response 
in every honest heart. . It is true to itself, true to 
our country, and true to God. .. > 

The gentleman likened Mr. Polk to Cæsar, to 
Bonaparte, and to Cromwell. So faras this war 

“owas concerned, he hoped the comparison would 

rove true. With Cæsar, it was veni, vidi, vici. 

ould to God this might be the case with the ar- 

my led on by Mr. Polk! Cromwell never appeared 

at the head of his forces, unless victory crowned 

his efforts. May that be the fate of the armies of 
the country, led on by Mr. Polk ! 

[The Speaker resumed the chair informally, and 
a message was received from the Senate, commu- 
nicating their action on several bills.] 

And, Mr. Chairman, (continued Mr. J.,) as long 

as Bonaparte fought the battles of freedom for his 
country, and not for his ambition, the sun of Aus- | 
terlitz shoneon his path, and lighted him to victory. | 
I hope the army of Mr. Polk will follow the exam- 
ple of Bonaparte, to a war led on by General Tay- 
as or another General, equally brave and equally 
successful. oa, : 
+ But the gentleman told them he had : done some 
fighting, having been-in the service a limited time.. 
Mark the words a ‘limited *? time. How was it 
limited? ‘Was it, by the line:of Massachusetts? If 
so, heenvied not the laurels acquired by him in his 
military service. i P: 

But the gentleman said that before these‘volun- 
teers, whom, we authorized to be raised, could 
reach the :field of action, such was General Tay- 
lor’s position, (and: the gentleman’ seemed to he 

Jad'that he wasin such a perilous situation,) that 

e would. either be rescued by the aid of troops 
from the southern. section of the country, or would 
have perished. Suppose that to be the fact, did 
we not, nevertheless, need these volunteers (to use 
the language of the act) “to prosecute the war to’ 
a successful termination?” t. 

Mr. J: did not. mean, on this occasion, to be the 
enlogist of “Mr. Polk; but he ‘should have been 
equally.ready. to have defended Mr. Clay, had he 
taken sucha course. - Is. there an. honest heart in 
the nation, asked he, that has not leaped beyond its 
usual. limits: in consequence of the threats, the re- 
proaches, the indignity hurled upon this Govern- 
ment by Mexico? And had it not-been the com- | 
mon remark in private. circles that, as she is a poor 
imbecile-nation, we -would'bear more from her than 
we otherwise would, andthat we could not with- 
out ‘resistance ‘have. submitted to so much from 
Great.-Britain without. disgrace? This had been 
the language useds and now, after this. long series 
of aggression: and- insults, we-were told that Mr. 
Polk had- plunged us into'a war! : Good God, what | 
a plunge !|—after water was thrown upon him, that 


1 
| 
| 
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p 
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‘administered to his southern brethren. 


| have troops enough to make slaves of all the black 


that-we.are bound to defend it. And i} 


| country in time of war, as some did in 1812. 


no thorns, if they would now lay down their op- 


; there should be no appearance of any division. 


| 
i 
he was overwhelmed. init! Generat: Taylor was | 
sent: to. the border of the United States:with strict i 
instructions against. aggression—to let-them bully, i] 
but to return.no attack—to carry no warinto Mex- i 
ico—-into Africa he-had almost. said; for there we | 
wouldihave. to fight with them... He supposed the 


- moras? 


vonid ‘duty to submit the facts to. Congress? 
gentleman from Massachusetts wanted to throw all. 


little sueer into the ingredients of the cup he tiad -| 


I tell him 
we have no fears of this:kind; and: without boast- 
ing of the bravery of the slave States, I say we 


regiments sent there, and those who may choose | 
to aidthem. If Mr. Polk had-not sent our troops 
to our frontier, one ‘general burst of indignation 
would have risen against him from all quarters of 
the land. He would have been called a poor cra- 
ven wretch, and we should have heard again that 
he was the son of atory.. No; Mr. Polk had pur- 
sued the path of prudence, of wisdom, and, as he 
believed, of bravery. He had placed the army of 
the United States on the frontier where war might 
come, and he had placed the navy of the United 
States to furnish it with supplies and protect it. 

But the gentleman said he would not vote for | 
the preamble, because. it contained a lie; and yet 
he says the taking a Mexican schooner which had 
supplies for the army was an act of war. 

The gentleman says that the President, in 
his message, had falsified the facts, because there 
had been no actual war; and yet he admits, in the 
course of his remarks, that many acts of war had 
been committed. The President has sent the troops 
to the Rio Grande for the defence of the country. 
Those who believe as he did, that the country east 
of the Rio Grande. belonged to the United States, 
and not to Mexico, would approve of that actand 
glory in its responsibility. But the Mexican forces 
had made an attack upon us, and thereupon the 
President had proposed the recognition of the war, 
and means to prosecute it, and there was glory in 
that responsibility. ; ; 

General Jackson had suspended the habeas corpus 
act upon his own responsibility, and had thereby 
saved the country. Some had attempted to palli- 
ate his conduct, and to say that he did not, violate 
the Constitution; but he (Mr. J.) said that he did 
violate it, and that he would have been a traitor to 
his country if he had not done so to save his coun- 
try by the act. . That responsibility was a high 
duty which he took upon himself. When the 
judge hesitated to pronounce upon the case—when 
General Jackson found him trembling and hesita- 
ting—then General Jackson said, Pronounce the | 
sentence! and the same arm which protected the 
country will protect your authority. 

Mr. Polk’s war was talked about, and he might 
well glory in the responsibility of the step he had 
taken. He could tell the gentlemen who opposed 
this measure that they would have occasion to 
regret it, and that they would be glad that the 
waters of oblivion should cover their speeches; and 
some of. them would also be glad that their votes 
should. be hidden from the light. One of the gen- 
tlemen who preceded him had said that the Whigs 
had been calumniated, and that the Democrats 
ought not to place them in opposition to the war. 
He regretted to say that their acts spoke their con- 
demnation. The Democrats mourned over them 
as brothers, and did not seek to fix any stigma 
upon them; and he would say that their language, 
stinging as it was to us, did not in all cases imply 
that they would vote against the supplies for the 


We (said Mr. J.) would strew upon their beds 


position and heartily aid in driving from the coun- | 
try the enemies who had invaded it. On ordinary 
occasions, it was the right and the duty of every 
man to speak freely his mind upon all public 
subjects; but in regard to a foreign country: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| Had not this been known to the country? 


He did not believe that there would be any re- 


sponse from any part of the country to the declara- | 


tion which’ had been made here, that this was an 
unjust war. He knew that these gentlemen would 
not withhold the supplies, for they did not dare to 
do it; and if they did, he would tell them, as had 
once been remarked, to go home. and meet the 
looks of their constituents, which would plainly | 
tell them that they had done wrong. 

Mr. STEWART here asked whether the causes 
of the war had not. existed before the President 
submitted them to Congress, and before the army 
was sent tō its present position 6pposite to Mata- 


Mr. JONES. What causes? . His sending the ; 
army to the Rio Grande? a 


Mr. STEWART. Wasit not the President’s 


Mr. JONES remarked, that these causes had not 
existed, or were not known to the President prior 


to the advices which led to his Message. Did the 
President know that the Mexican army had cross- 
ed the river?) Did he know that Thornton’s com- 
mand had: heen cut off? He should not attempt 
to shield the President; ‘but there was no charge 
against him for any dereliction of duty either in a 
civil or military point of view. Taking up every 
question. that was presented- in his Message, 1t 
would be found that there was no hiding, but that 
everything was explicitly and fearlessly set forth. 
He had sent-a messenger of peace to Mexico, and 
after it'had been promised that he should. be re- 
ceived, he was turned back. He remained longer 
upon.another promise, and again his propositions 
were rejected, Then he demanded his passports. 
Was 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania asleep? or was 
he preparing for the national fair, that he had not 
made himself acquainted with these facts? The 
President had done his duty in asking for means 
to prosecute the war, which had already been com- 
menced by Mexico. f 

He was not an advocate of war; but there was 
no man_in his State—none in any of the States 
near the scene of action—who did not heartily 
respond to the. President’s message.. He did not 
believe that there was-a man in Ohio who would 
falter.in his duty upon this occasion. He would 
not qualify his remark even as to some members 
from that State in this House. There was. but one 
feeling in the country on this subject, and that was 
to carry the war into Mexico, and to march even 
to the Halls of the Montezumas, and there to make 
peace. And he would say, so far as his opinion 
was concerned, without hesitation, that he would 
do what England had done in China—inake the 
enemy pay the expenses of the war. Year after 
year had passed, while Mexico. had committed 
outrages upon the persons and property of our 
citizens, and new insults had been added in char- 
ging us with taking their territory, and by rejecting 
our Minister, and still this was talked of as an un- 
just war. We had done all that we could do to 
avoid this war. It was our interest and feeling to 
do so. We wished to wait until they were equal 
with us in intelligence and in love of liberty, pro- 
vided .we could, and in the meantime protect ‘our 
selves from their outrages. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, took the floor. 

The bill was then laid aside informally. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


And, on motion.of Mr. McK AY, the bill making 
appropriations for: certain fortifications of the Uni- 
ted States (which had. been returned from the Sen- 
ate with two amendments) was taken up. ‘ 

And the amendments were concurred in. 

_ The committee ther rose and reported. ` 

And the House concurred with the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union in the 
amendments of the Senate to the fortification bill. 


SAPPERS AND MINERS. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correct the bill to provide for 
the organization of a corps of sappers, miners, 
and pontoniers, 

Also, in another part of the day, the joint reso- 
lution to correct a clerical error in the bill to supply 
deficiencies in certain appropriations. : 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
- Fray, May. 15, 1846. 
The Journal having been read— 
Mr. DIX presented the petition of the assignee 
of Taylor, Little, & Co., late merchants in the 
city of New York, praying to be allowed interest 


1: on certain duties illegally exacted by the collector 
jof that port and refunded by order of the Secre- 
| tary of the Treasury; which was referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Rhode Island, praying that the pilot law 
of March 2d, 1837, may not be repealed; which 
ae laid on the table. 

Mr. S. also presented a resolution, pass 
the Legislature of Rhode. Island, in fator ie 
passage of the: bill now before the Senate providing 
for the settlement of French spoliation claims; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. CAMERON presented. the proceedings of 
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and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON said that there were twenty 
thousand persons presents that men of all parties 
had foreottentheir political predilections, and come 
together to sustain the country In its emergency. 
The meeting had been held within sight of, the 
building in which was signed that great charter of 
haman rights, the Declaration of Independence; 
and he was glad to say that the spirit of °76 still 
remained there. Louisiana had first: stepped out 
nobly to offer her troops and her money to aid the 
country in the approaching contest; and he felt 


proad of the spectacle presented by the great city |! 
of his native State, assembling her sons, without || 


a dissenting voice, to sustain the constituted au- 
thorities in their vindication of ‘the rights.and the 
honor of the nation Pennsylvania (he said) had 
a muster-roll of two hundred and thirty thousand 


intelligent and hardy militia, and she has a volun- į; 


teer force ‘of thirty two thousand men, armed, 
equipped, and drilled, ready for the ficld—every | 
one of whom, he pledged himself, would be ready 
to march at the first tap of the drum, if the country 
should need their services. He would not detract 
from the merits of other States, all of whom would | 
strive to be foremost in the race of patriotism; but | 
if the war should continue, he ventured to say that 
the unpretending State which he had the honor in 
part to represent would, as she had twice done | 
before, give more men and more money to the | 
cause of our common country than ever was given 
by any other State in the Union. No man would, 
in that State, inquire about the cause of the war, 
but ali would join the standard of the country, to 
bring it to a speedy and honorable termination. 
Pennsylvania would show to the world that she į 
had in her mountains and her valleys ‘coal enough | 
tto warm all her friends, and iron enough to cool 
«the enemies of her country.” 

Mr, LEWIS presented the memorial of Robert 
Jones and James Bowen, praying the repayment 
of certain duties alleged to have been illsgaliy ex 
acted by the collector of the -port.of New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

. Mri BREESE presented. the petition of Stephen 
R. Rowan, late receiver of public moneys at Shaw- 
neetown, Illinois, praying to be discharged from a 
liability fora sum of public money of which he 
was robbed while on his way to make deposite in 
the Louisville Savings Institution, in Kentucky; į 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


EXPLANATORY. 


Mr. WEBSTER called attention to a correction | 
which he wished to make in the printed report of | 
his remarks yesterday. Fle had said, that in look- | 
ing over the vote on a bill passed in 1836, he did | 


i 


not see the honorable Senator’s [Mr. Sevier’s] | 


name in the nays, not recollecting at the time the 
gentleman was not a meniber of the Senate. He 
hed also said that he believed, among the appoint- 
ments made by Mr. Tyler, there was some not | 
altogether disagreeable to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas. He wished then to say that he referred to 
the appointment of some political friends of the 
gentleman’s, the remark having no reference to 
himself. 


RESOLUTIONS. 1 


Mr. W. also submitted the following resolution; | 
which was agreed to; 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 


viding by law for continuing in force the several || 


acts heretofore passed for the relief of insolvent 
debtors of the United States. 


Mr. ARCHER submitted a resolution, which, 
having been amended by Mr. Turney, was agreed 


to, as follows: f 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of pro- 
viding by law fora change in the time of holding 
the spring terms of the district courts of the United 
States, holden at Richmond and Norfolk, in the 
State of Virginia, so that the former instead of com- 
mencing on the 13th day of May, may commence 
onthe second Monday in April in each year; and 
the latter instead of being. held on the 30th day of 
May, may commence on the second Monday in 
June- inach year; and that they also inquire into 


| 
| 
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i 


l tions for certain fortifications of the United States, 


the expediency of changing the time of holding the- 


East Tennessee, at Knoxville. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. es 
Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitted an adverse report upon-the pe- 
tition'of John Hulbert; which was ordered to. be 
printed. sy Sale 
Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- | 
ents and the Patent Office, reported:a bill in addition 
to, and amendment of, the several acts to promote | 
the progress ‘of the useful arts; and moved that.one 
‘thousand additional copies of said bill be printed 
for the use of the Senate; which motion was 
agreed to. ` Ks Fea ag) Pee we 
A message was received from the, President of 
the Uniled States, announcing that he had’ signed 
| and approved the bill to organize a company of | 

sappers, miners, and pontoniers. ` 

A message was received from thé House, an- 
nouncing that said House had. concurred in the 
Senate amendment to the bill making appropria- 


for the year ending the 30th June, 1847. 
GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the | 
Committee on Pensions on the petition of Marga- 
ret Heyland; which report was concurred in. 

Also the adverse report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions on the petition of Hezekiah Wingate; which 
report was concurred in. : 
| “Also the adverse report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions on the petition of Thomas Hall; which report 
was concurred in. 

Also the adverse report of the Committee on Pen- | 
sions upon the petition of James Updike; which re- 
port was concurred in. 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate resumed the 
consideration of the motion submitted by Mr. 
Axcuer, fora reconsideration of the vote by which | 
the Senate concurred in the report of the Com- į 
mittee on Military Affairs, recommending. that 
the Senate: should: nat agree to the amendment of 
the House of -Representatives; to: the bill provi- 
ding for the raising. of a regiment.of mounted rife- 


| the said regiment shall be taken from the regular | 


|i the chairman of the Committee on Military AF- 


| D. believed the restriction unwise. There was, 


men, and the: establishment-of military’ posts ‘on 
the route to Oregon, directing that the-oflicers of } 


line of the army. f 
Mr. ARCHER argued at length in favor of the | 


spring term of the district court for the'districtof |} 


in:truth,.no: surplus-of officers in’ i 
had been: stated: on ‘the «other sider -Tt 
known, that when thearmy was reduced in 18: 


an 
maintaining & basis fer future enlargement incase: 
of emergency. It was- in ‘this ~respect, if he 
might-so -style: ity a skeleton: aniy But, -subse- 
quently, a large number of officers had been select- 
ed and detached from the.line ofthe army,:so that. 

the ‘proportion of: officers. performing <duty-in’ the 
| line did: riot. exceed the proper: proportion for a 
war establishments : It'is;true.there were attached: 
to the. different regiments about fifty: brevet: lieu- 


were far more numerous. ` [Mi Cass ‘here said; 


events, he could say there were no supernumeraries: 
actually performing duty in the:line of the army; 
and if: the new regiment were to. be officered:from 
the existing establishment, it would:be necessary 


ortion of officers to men what it. ought to ‘be. 
This proportion, he supposed, ‘ought-to:be one to 
about twenty. Now; Congréss hada few days: 
before. passed a bill authorizing’ the: President “to 


one hundred. men. 'This-was the war eStablish- 
ment;. and if.thé authority shouldbe ‘exercised, 
the proportion of officers would: fall far below the 
proper standard,  Tebélieved, :that~in:no-or- 
ganization of the army, the proportion'of officers 
of the line to privates had fallen. short of oné:to 


| twenty-five; and it had often-éxcéeded it. In-Gens’ 


eral Washington’s time—as early, he believedy.as 
1795—cadets were attached to artillery-companies, 
in addition to the usual quota of company officers, 


| making a very large proportion; for the number of 


rivates in those companies was exceedingly lim- 
| ited, though he did not, recollect: precisely what it 
was. On the whole, therefore; he. did-not believe 
that any augmentation of the rank and file‘could 
be made—-not merely to one hundred privates, 
but even to sixty-four or eighty——-without. render- 
ing necessary.a proportionate ‘increase .of officers 


that this was a question between-the claims of the 
officers of the arm y-and individuals in: private life: 
He could not concur with the Senator. He was 
quite sure the officers of the army did not so regard 
it. He had conversed with several of them, and 
they all concurred in the opinion that, so far asthe 
general interests of the service was. concerned, the 


principle of making the appointments from the of- | 
ficers of the army instead of the ranks of Execu- || 
live favoritism. 

Mr. DIX said he desired to state the reasons 
which had induced him to concur in the report of | 
the committee. ‘he Senate had passed a bill cre- 
ating a regiment of mounted riflemen, leaving the 
power of appointment in the Executive unrestrict- 
cd.. The House of Representatives had amended 
it by requiring the new regiment to be officered | 
from the line of the army, The Committee. on 
Military Affairs recommend. that the Senate should 
not concur in this amendment; or, in other words, ! 
that the power of selection should be left unrestrict- { 
ed. This had, he believed, been the uniform prac- | 
tice of the Government. in the organization of new 
corps of the line. 
he believed, had been to appoint the new officers 
partly from the army, and partly from private life. 
He had no knowledge of the views of the Presi- 
dent, and certainly would not presume to prejudge 
them; but took it for granted the usual practice 
would be followed. in this case. He had no inten- 
tion to argue the constitutional question, which 
i had been raised with regard to the power of Con- 
i gress io restrict the Executive power of nomina- 
luon. But it was quite clear, as had been said by 


fairs, [Mr. Benron,] that if we could restrict the 
right to the line of the army as proposed by this 
bill, or to the staff of the army, or to the whole 
body of the army, we might restrict’ it to'a regi-. 
ment, or even a company. The Sénator. from 
Virginia himself, [Mr. Arcuer,] while claiming. 
the power, was of the opinion that, in restricting 
it to the line of the army, the House of Repre- 
sentatives had limited it unwisely, and he pro- | 
i posed to enlarge it by embracing all-the corps of 
ithearmy. But on grounds of expediency, Mr. 


i 
i 


| 
i 


‘The practice of the Executive, || 


proposed restriction was inexpedient. - He believed 
if the question were left to them, they would not _ 
decide in favor of a restriction at variance with 
the usual practice. : : 
In conclusion, Mr. D. said he would only add 
that, under any view. he could take, he deemed the 
course of the Senate a plain one—to concur with 
the recommendation of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, not to concur ‘in the amendment of the 
House, and leave the power of selection. unre- 
stricted: : ‘ 5 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he took a somewhat 
different view from that òf the majority of the com- 
mittee, who had dissented from the amendment of 
the House. . The House proposed that the officers 
of these two regiments shouldbe appointed from 
the army. The Senate, by its. billy insisted “that 
they. should be appointed: from the mass of: the 
people, That was the difference: The question 
was, Whether, they would limit the appointment 
of these officers to the present line of the army} or 
not? He would. not- pretend- to go into a-distuss 
sion of the constitutional question on this'subjecty 


iin the organization of these new regiments. “The 
organic law of the army—which undoubtedly they 


United States to a regular ‘order. of “prométion. 
‘When a vacancy occurred ‘in the army, by death, 


goat large into the country, and “take-any one he 
| pleased to fill the vacant. office. And why?” Be 
jed as a necessary part of the discipline and. etf- 
ciency-of the army, required: that. vacane é 
filled according to a ‘regular and prevoribeus 
of succession; and: they insisted “on “its g 

lous observance. in all the nominations-mad 
fore them; and. instancesoccurted 
which this. limitation was: enferced-upo: 


105.) They were, then, about double. “At all: 


of. thedine: “The Senator. from: Virginia had stated » 


as to the power of the Senate of the: United States. 
hada right to pass—confined the President: of thé. 


resignation, or otherwise, the President could not: 


large number of officers, in proportion to*the rank 
file, was retained forthe express: purpiose:of 


tenants awaiting vacancies: But the: officers. with- . . 
drawnfrom the line for staff and: special duty; 


to fill up the vacancies, in-order to. make the. pro=. 


increase. the- number of privates in a company to 


. 


cause the organic law, which’ they had establish: 


ebe. 
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service, 

“Mr. CRITTENDEN. ‘Well, the actual num- 
ber of the brevet lieutenants, is sixty or seventy. 

Mr, DIX stated that the number had been re- 
duced since last January, o5 oe : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, they might rise 
and fall according. to circumstances, but: he sup-'; 
posed that number might.-be calculated on, or- 
“more, as. they would remain in:the service ifa fair 
prospect of. promotion and employment was af- | 
forded them," Say.that.théey would have fifty bre- 
vet-lisutenants,:and that, with the redundant staff, | 
gave an armyvof: officers... Fle did not exactly ap- 
“prove of the amendment of the House, which con- 
fined these ew ‘appointments ‘to the line of the | 
army; which, according to its technical’ construc- | 
tion, as he understood,.included the staff, the com- 
missariat department, the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment,-and the topographical engineers, in the latter 
of which departments there was such a superabun- 
dance of officers that they were. ready to go any- 


„answers to the interrogatories of the Hon. Lewis Cass, 
of the United States Senate, retative to the Army of the United 


i} States,—[ April 20, 1846. 


- 1. “Number of companies in the army ?” 
Answer, One hundred and forty—viz: 20 of dragoons, 40 


i of artillery, and 80 of infantry.—[See « Organization,” Reg- 
if ister, pp. 38, 39.] 


2. & Number of captains ?’—[Vide Army Register, p. 36.] 
Answer. Itis presumed this question is not intended to 
embrace all the captains in the army, as well those of the 


| staff corps as those belonging to regiments, but has refer- 


ence only to the datter, the number of which is 140, or one 
per rr ae aa Army Register, . Organization,” pp- 
38, 99. AD i 

A Number of first Jieutenants ?”? 

Answer: (With the same understanding as to the second 
question,) .181—viz : 21* of dragoons, 80 of artiliery, and 80 
of infantry. mn 

4, “ Number of second lieutenants ?” 

Answers (With the same restriction as above,) 141, viz: 
21*-of dragoons, 40 of artillery, and €0 of infantry. 

5. “ Number of brevet second lieutenants ??” 

Anser. Tne law allows one per company, which would 
amount to 140; but this number has never been equalled. 
The number attached to the regiments at this date is 60, 
viz : 6 of dragoons, 19 of artillery, and 33 of iniantry. 


staff and extra duty ??? 
Answer. There were, at the end of 1845, 165, (brevet sec- 


| nember.the four adjutants of artillery and eight of infaniry 


‘| are counted, they not being available for company duty. | 


Por further intormation on this subject see~ page 44 of Reg- 
i ister. ; 
7, & Average mimber of officers sick and on furlough ?? 
Answer, Th is number may be set down as about one to 
‘every two conipanies. By the regimental returns, uie whole 
number of company officers sick and on furlough at the end 
of January last was-625 and this, it is presumed, is a pretty 
fair average. ` 
8. & Number of officers serving with their companies P? 
Ansver. It is presumed this question has reference to the 
number of company officers present for duty with their com- 
panies. This number was 025, or about 2; per company, on 
the Stst of January last. © This includes the brevet second 
Heutenants. “ 
9. ‘Number of supernumerary cadets?” 


number of brevet second licutenants. If so, the answer to 
the 5th interrogatory embraces it—being 60. 
10. «Number of cadets that will graduate in June P? 


| itis probable, will graduate. f 

L1. «Average number of cadets required to fill vacancies 
in the army?” : 

Answer. It is thought 30 per amum would be a fair ave- 
rage—i. e. 30 is the average number of vacanci:s. 

12. “How many men are there ip the American army to 
each company officer actually doing duty with his com- 
pany?” 
i Answer. The umnber of enlisted men allowed by law to 
the 149 compavivs of dragoons, artillery, and iitantry, is 
| 7,510; and assuming the number otf officers stated in the an- 
i sever to the 8th question (325) to be about the average num- 
ber present for duty, the proportion desired would be as 
23 1-5 wo I. 

From the foregoing statement, it will be seen that the num- 


company officers provided by the organic law. It therefore 
follows, that so far frony these being “supernumerary” ofti- 
cers for duty with the troops, as has been sometimes assert- 
ed, there is actually a deficiency. ; 

: R. JONES, Adjutant General. 

To the Hon. Mr. Cass, of the Senate. 

ApriL 21, 1846. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN regarded the brevet lenten- 
ants as supernumerary officers. The law provided 
for that class of officers in order to retain the means 
| of keeping up a supply of educated officers, but not 
because they were necessary to the organization of 
the army. They had a rank, and were attached to 


Pp 


where, and assist private enterprise in railroads and | 
canals; and every thing else ofthe sort. Indeed, they | 
actually had at that moment a colonel of topographi- | 
gal engineers, seated upon the. banks of the Ohio | 
river to overlook snags, and superintend that dan- | 
gerous navigation! and he a ‘most excellent officer, 
too-=a most excellent-officer; and yet, in the face of | 
all this, the skeleton army was. to be left, and new 
officers chosen from the ranks of the people, to be 
appointed to these new regiments! He trusted that | 
if the:Senate agreed to, reconsider this subject, the | 
åmendirent of the House would-be itself amended, | 
and that instead of saying “ the line of the army,” | 
it should be:enacted ‘that the appointments be made 
from “ the army,” so that if. thete were-a merito- | 
rious sergeant in the ranks, he should'have a fair | 
chance ‘of that “honorable promotion: which his 
inerit deserved. In that way the new regiments 
would be officered by competent men;-andinexpe- 
rienced troops would nov be sent into the field-with 
officers as green and inexperienced as themselves. | 
Mr. CASS: then rose, and read. the following | 
aper; containing a series of questions submitted 
y him to the Adjutant General, with the replies of. 
that officer: ee 


fy Cers. 


| 
| 


the ‘service, merely for the purpose of retaining 
them, and therefore they were strictly supernume- 
raries. They did the duty assigned to other offi- 
It might be said they were not supernume- 


raries. ‘The question was, could they be spared? 


| He had always regarded them as occupants of su- 


| pernumerary offices, created for them. These 
| sixty cadets alone, if no draft were made on the 
; redundant corps of staff officers, would be sufficient 
to supply the néw regiments. 


Mr. ARCHER replied to the Senators from | 


i New York [Mr. Dix] and Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 


| reiterating his former arguments against the amend- | 


| ment. 

| Mr. BERRIEN read a passage from a message 
| of Mr. Monroe, bearing on the subject under dis- 
| cussion, against the placing restrictions on the 
| President. The Senate on that occasion disagreed 
with the doctrine of Mr. Monroe, and enacted that 
Congress had the: right, and no executive power 


* Nore.—in dragoon regiments, one first lieutenant, and 
one second lieutenant, are allowed for each company, and 
in addition an adjutant (who may be.of other grade). for 
the regiment. In the first dragoons, the adjutant is a first 


i }ieutenant. In the second regiment he is a second lieu- 
i tenant. 


6. “'The number of platoon (t. e. company) officers on į 


ond lieutenants being included in the designation.) ‘fn this į 


Answer. Ir is supposed this question has reference to the Í 


Answer. 'Thercare 60 in the present first class, all of whom, ; 


ber of captains and subaiterns, including brevet second lieu- | 
tenants, (attached by law, act 29th April, 1812, section 4, as | 
“ supernumeraries”? or the lowest grade,) serving with the | 
troops, is only 325, being 95 less than the complement of | 


had been delegated. It appeared to him that the 
principlé was fixed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT wished to know how the re- 
| dundancy of forty-one lieutenants had occurred. 

Mr DIX explained; but in a tone not audible in 
the gallery. 7. 0)” n 

Mr. DAYTON thought that an additional num- 
ber of officers was needed.” "The difficulty was in 
| the means of furnishing the new regiments with 
experienced officers... He thought that by advan- 
cing officers at present in the service to superior 
command in the new regiments, and promoting the 
| officers left in the old regiments, the object might 
be well attained. ` ' Sa 

Mr. CASS described the uniform practice in the 
army. He wished no restriction placed on the 
President. 

Mr. DAYTON had. asked whether it was not 
better to advance experienced officers than to cut 
out high officers from the mass. He confessed he 
had no disposition to increase the patronage of any 
į Executive. Let important offices be filled by men 
| who were known to be competent. a i 

Mr. HOUSTON had, as a member of the Mili- 
tary Committee, concurred most fully in the view 
|| taken of this subject by the majority of that com- 
i mittee. He regarded the matter not merely in ils 
| reference to the present condition of the army of” 
! the United States, but also of its prospective con- 
| dition, and the wholesome order of appointment 
! and promotion in the line of the army. He could 
not conceive how any important or desirable object 
could be achieved by restricting the appointments 
i and promotions in the army to avy class of indi- 
viduals, either civilians or officers. The officers 
of the army had entered the service fully aware of 
|i the regulations with regard to promotion, and had 
no cause of ‘complaint so long as their rights were 
not interfered with. It was not with the design of 
| “overslaughing” the officers now in the service 
that- the amendment had been submitted to the 
consideration of that honorable body.” It was, on 
the contrary, for the purpose of securing to them 
their peculiar rights and privileges. “The addition 
| of anew regiment did not at all conflict with the 
| existing rights of officers already in the service. 
| The extension did not involve any derangement of 
| the system. The officers were restored or regis- 
| tered according to the date of their commission, 
| and their promotion was not at all affected by the 
|| augmentation of the army in the creation of new 
regiments. If the President were restricted to the 
line of the army, such inconvenience. would result, 
For the. colonelcy,lieutenant-coloneley, and ma- 
jority, there would be at least three hundred appli- 
cations from the army. [A voice: “five thou- 
|| sand.’?] This great inconvenience would result: 
only three could be appointed, and two hundred 
and ninety seven would be disappointed—of course 
bringing down on the President’s head two hun- 
dred and ninety-seven curses. He desired to see 
the honorable posts of the new regiments thrown 
open toall. There was less science than was gen- 
erally imagined necessary to make a good officer. 
| The materiel of the good officer, or the good sol- 
|i dier, was in his own bosom. The mechanical 
i! part of the profession was easily acquired. A few 
days’ drill conferred that. But discipline was not 
valor; it only gave greater efficiency to valor. ‘To 
the brave man, with the stout heart and sturdy 
arm, whatever his pursuits or profession—to the 
humblest soldier, whose gallantry in the field 
marked him above his fellows—to all who had the 
natural right which bravery and noble daring con- 
ferred, he would open wide the door of promotion. 
He was therefore opposed to partial legislation on 
i this subject, and would give to the President the 
fullest scope in the appointment of these officers. 

Mr. ARCHER then stated that, if the motion 
to reconsider were successful, he would move to 
amend the amendment by extending the appoint- 
ing power over all the corps of the army. 

‘The. question on the reconsideration was then 
Ba by yeas and nays, with the following re- 
sult: 

YEAS—Messers. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, T. Clayton 
| Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Huntington, Jar- 

nagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 


i} gum. Miller, Morehead Pearce, Simmons, Upham, Webs 
Westeott, and Woodbridge—22. PA PAA renster 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese; Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dix, Houston, Jenness, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Sevier. 
Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, and Vulee—2. i : 


A tie vote. 
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The Preswenr voted in the negative, and so the fi 
motion to reconsider was rejected. i 
li 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. i 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of | 
the Indian appropriation bill, as in committee of © 
the whole; which, after discussion and amendment, 
was reported back to the Senate, the amendments 
concurred in, and the bill ordered to a third read- 
ing. Ln Mes : 

On motion, it was ; 

Resolved, That, when the Senate adjourn, it be 
to Monday next. 

Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate should con- 
sider the bill introduced by Mr. Brexsg, to strike 
out the proviso in the naval appropriation bill for 
1836, which limits the naval service to 7,500; which |: 
motion was not agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 15, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. McK AY moved that the House resolve it- |) 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. DANTEL moved that the House proceed 
to the regular orders of the day, being the consid- 
eration of the private calendar. 

The Speaker put the question first on the latter |; 
motion, 

Mr. DELANO rose and asked leave to make a 
personal explanation. 

Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN objected. We had || 
had enough of this thing, (he said,) and he gave |i 
notice that from this time forth he would object to |; 
the consumption of the public time in these per- 
sonal matters. Ina recent case, on his own side 
of the Flouse, he had objected, but ineffectually. 

‘The SPEAKER said the question must first be 
taken on the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of the private calendar. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 73, noes 38. 

So the House determined to:procee 
sideration of the private calendar. i 


THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Billa, reported correct the bill making ap- | 
propriations for certain fortifications in the United | 
States. The Speaker signed the bill. 

Mr. DELANO renewed his motion for leave to 
make a personnl explanation. 

Mr. HOPKINS, and other members, objected. 

Mr. W. HUNT moved a suspension of the rules, 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in 
order. 

Some conversation followed, on the point of order, 
between Mr. TIBBATTS and the SPEAKER. 

After which, the motion to suspend the rules 
was entertained. 

Mr. GORDON asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. DELANO said he did not wish to consume 
the time of the House in taking the yeas and nays. 
He had risen, not for the purpose of altercation, but 
of explanation. He did not, therefore, wish to 
press his request. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said, after the statement made 
by the gentleman, it seemed to him that no mem- 
ber would object to his making a personal ex- 
planation. 


t 
{ 
fi 
i 
i 


1 


d to the con- 


PRIVATE. 

The House took up the private calendar. 

The first bill in order was the bill (on the Speak- 
er’s table) for the relief of Larkin Smith, which 
had heretofore been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass, l 

The House concurred in the recommendation. 

So the bill was rejected. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN now moved that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dexano] have leave 
to make a personal explanation. 

Objection was made. 

“Mr. MARTIN moved.a suspension of the rules; 
and-two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the 
rules. were suspended. 


Mr.-DELANO then rose, and returned his 


| the leave requested. 


i The gentleman’s speech was calculated, if not in- 
: tended, to put him in a position similar to that of 
i the old Federal party in 1812, 713, and 714; as not 


‘clared. Such a representation of the sentiments he 
: had expressed was most unqualifiedly without any 
‘foundation in truth. All gentlemen who. had been 


: justice to bear witness that, although he had, in 
1 strong terms, expressed his disbelief of, and oppo- 
i sition to, the declaration that a war existed by the 


| dent was guilty of a violation of the Constitution 


pan unwillingness to vote the supplies to carry on 


| gentleman’s speech somewhat more in 


| cratic war. 


i denouncing this war as a war ‘against Omnipo- 


; adduced under this charge, applied fto what Mr. | 
| D. had said in relation to the allowance of ten dol- 


| willing to fight forit”? 


| was, in that part of it incorrect. 


| was, that he himself was prepared to go for his 


thanks to the House for their courtesy in granting 
As preliminary, he asked that an extract from 
the report of a speech made by his colleague, (Mr. 
‘Tuurman,] in reply to the speech previously made 
by Mr. D., be read; and it was read accordingly. 
Mr. D. then went on to-observe, that the whole 
scope of the gentleman’s argument had been calcu- 
lated to ‘place him in a false position before his 
constituents, his State, and the country at large. 


only being opposed to the war with Mexico, but 
also to the means of carrying it on after it was.de- 


present, and had done ‘him the honor to listen to 
what he had said, would, he was sure, do him the 


act of Mexico; and also that he thought the Presi- 


in the manner in which he had brought the war upon 
the country; yet that he was ready to lend the 
Government all the means they desired to enable 
them to prosecute it with vigor, and maintain the 
honor of the country. Whoever imputed to him 


this war, placed him in a false position, and did 
him an act of gross injustice, to which he should 
not submit, either here or elsewhere. He appedled 
to all gentlemen round him to say whether what 
he had now stated was not in substance correct. 

But it was proper that he should go a little fuar- 
ther, and notice some parts of the report of the 

etail, 

The gentleman had said that Mr. D. had de- 
nounced this waras a ‘democratic war. Mr. D. 
positively contradicted the correctness of this as- 
seruon. He had not said that this was a demo- 
He denied it utterly; itwas an effort 
to commit him toa declaration that he had never 
made, and thus to place him: in.a false position. 
He had said. that it was as Presidential?” warae: 
‘war commenced by the ‘President in an unconsti*: 
tutional mahner, and by illegal means; and hete: 
nounced it as such; but he had=not said it-was a 
democratic war, and he did not believe the Demo- 
cratic party would sanction and approve the means 
by which the war had been produced. 

Again, the gentleman had represented him as 
tence.” Mr. D. had said no such thing, nor any- 
thing equivalent to it. All that the gentleman had | 


lars a month to the volunteers, because they would 
be called, in the discharge of their duty, to encoun- 
ter, not only the dangers and hardships of war, 
but also a climate to which northern’ constitutions 
were not accustomed, and which was of fatal effect 
upon them. All that part of the gentleman’s rep- 
resentation was without even a shadòw of truth. 
Again, the gentleman had said that Mr. D. 
charged the advocates of war, with * going for 
their country, ‘right or wrong;’ and even being 
Mr. THURMAN here explained. The report 
He had not 
made any such charge. His language had been 
misunderstood by the reporter. 


Mr. DELANO resumed. W 


hat he had said 
i 
country, right. or wrong, now that war had been || 
commenced; and he would readily vote whatever 
was necessary to maintain its honor in the prose- 
cution of the war, and bring it to a speedy, suc- 
cessful, and honorable termination. + 

Mr. D. did not wish a controversy with any 
gentleman, and least of all with a colleague; but 
he would not submit to such gross misrepresenta- | 
tion even from that gentleman. He had had laù- 
guage put into his mouth which he had never used. 
He made this denial both in justice to himself and 
to his constituents. oe 

The charge that he had imitated the language of | 
He 


young to take any: part’ in “politics aie’: Taj 
the gentleman himself, (he présumed,) he had 
that: time beeñ in the arms. of his mother; wear 
red ‘stockings; and calling. for milk when he’s 
hungry. is was hot-an ancestry ‘to teach him the, 
principles of Federalism.” It-was: Democratic, of 
the oldest schaol, and-of the-strictest sect. < 
He had-now stated, substantially, all he meant 
to say; and he thanked thé House for its-courtesy- 
in allowing him an opportunity to put himself right 
before his constituents and ‘the countrys 82: 
Mr. THURMAN; in reply, said ‘that: before a 
member undertook to form a judgment that he had, 
been purposely misrepresented: by another, and: 
particularly a-colleague, -it was. but: courteous, to 
say nothing of justice, to first inquire of the latter, ` 
if'present, whether the remarks in which:the sup- 


er, 


| posed misrepresentation exists, were correctly te=. 


ported. This (said Mr. Taurmaw) the member: 
from the Mount Vernon district: [Mr. Dresano] 
has not seen fit to do; but; apparently going on the 


hypothesis that the report “of my remarks is -cor- 


rect, he, without inquiry into. its correctness, says 
that he will not be misrepresented’ here or: else- 
where. Itis true that he: doesnot charge me with 
wilfully misrepresenting him;,but-he repels what he 
calls misrepresentations, and speaks about *‘here or 
elsewhere.” Now, in the first: place, (said. Mr. 
Tuourman,) in referenceto the gentleman’s «‘‘here 
and elsewhere,’’ T haveto tell him that he: will find 
me quite’read y to meet any responsibility to which. 
he may see fit to hold me,"here, or elsewhere; for; 
what I have'said: But, (continued Mr. T,,):neither 
will I be misrepresented... My colleague says that 
the scope of my remarks is to. identify him {[Mr.-D.] 
with the péace party of the late war, and represent 
him as opposed to providing means for carrying on: 
the present contest. ‘Now, sir, l-charged him ‘with: 
no such thing as an unwillingness to provide meahs 
to carry on the war.: J did not ‘say or intimate. 
that he was unwilling to-vote the necessary means: 
to prosecute the,war,: On the contrary, Lrepeated 
his. language, that:he,was “for his country night or 
wrong: “But what idid say; arid what T stil say, 
and what I shall continue-to say, is; that he has a, ` 
strange way of supporting his “country “‘right:or . 
wrong?” Tt isa strange: way to support one’s 


country rightor wrong, tò declare; after-war has 


begun, when ‘it exists:both in law and in fact; that’ 
the war is “aggressive, unholy, unrighteous, and 
damnable on the part of the Government’ of that 
country; that on that Government rests its respon- 
sibility and its wrongfulness. It is.a strange way to 
support one’s country, right or wrong, in a war, to 
tax one’s imagination to the utmost to depict. the 
disastrous consequences of the contest; to dwell on, 
what it has already cost and what it will cost in 
future; to depict her troops prostrated by disease 
and dying with pestilence; in a word, to destroy, as 
far as possible, the moral force of the Government 
in the struggle, and hold it up to its own people and 
the world, as the aggressor that merits their con- 
demnation. It was for this that I arraigned my col- 
league, and that I intend to arraign him. It was 
because his remarks, so far as they could have any 
influence, were evidently calculated. to depress:the: 
spirits of his own countrymen, to lessen the moral 
force of his own Government, and to inspire. with 
confidence and hope the enemies of his country. 

[Mr. Detano hère rose, and was understood to 
say, “ What chance had I, under the gag-rulé,-to 
express my views before war was declared Py 

Mr. T. in continuation. The responsibility-of 
the gag-rule does not rest on me. But if the gen- 
tleman had no opportunity to express. his views 
before the recognition of the war, afte? the warwas 
declared’ to.exist he had. better -left them unex-~ 


| pressed.. He had:better have done, as others did; 


say nothing at all, if what he had to- say. was:cal- 
culated to injure his country. j : 
In the next place, my colleague says that he did 
not say that the war was a democratic war.” Well; 
sir, he may not have used that precise word, buthe. 
certainly was understood as substantially charging 
it on the Democratic party... He assuredly did-hold 
the Administration responsible for it. - He assured-- 
ly did call it a presidential war. “He assuredly did 
charge, indirectly if not directly, that‘it wasintend= 
ed for the conquest of California.“ And if:this 
not making the Democratic -~party-that: part: i 
which the President owes his election—that party 
that is responsible for the Administration, answer- 
able for the war, pray. what more is necessary fo. 
i make it answerable? BE : 
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Fhivdly. My colleague says: that he did not say” 
at the war is,a war against: Omnipotence, nor did 
hé ‘use any terms equivalent to that. Well, sir, 
what Ihave to say ow that matter, is this: . I came 
into the House while ‘my colleague was speaking. 
He was perhaps half through his speech when I 
entered the Hall. “I consequently hedrd hutthe lat- 
ter half of it. “When he closed, the gentleman from 
Minos, behind me; [Mr. Doverass,| took the floor, 
and repliéd to him: -In'that reply T understood him 
to attribute:to. my colleague she above remark. I, 
of: course, supposed that he‘had used it, and I be- 
lieve it was the impression in the Halk that he had 
doné so. Isupposed that he had made it in the 
pait of his speech that I had not heard, or that, if | 
made after I entered thé Hall, it had escaped: my 
notice. Thenext day, justas I was rising to speak, 
it occurted to me that, as I had not heard the: re- 
mark myself, I would inquire of some óne who had 


heard the whole of my colleague’s speech, whether || 


he had made it. I made the inquiry of the gentle- 
man from New York, on the other side of the 
House, who was sitting by my side. He answered 
that he had distinctly understood my colleague to 
use the remark. 

Mr. DELANO. Why did you not inquire of 
me? . 

Mr. THURMAN. Because you were not in 
the House. : . i 

Mr. DELANO. I was at my room. 

Mr. THURMAN. It was not my place to hunt 
you up.. You were understood to have made the 
remark. [heard no doubt expressed about it. You 
certainly did. say that the war was‘ unholy,” 
“ unrighteous,” and “damnable.” What room | 
was there for me to doùbt? What was there to 


even suggest a doubt in my mind? 
Mr. DOUGLASS said that his friend from Ohio 


(Mr. Trurman] was under a slight mistake as to 
the.use of one word which he attributed to his 
{Mr. 'T,’s]. colleague, (My. Devawo.] The lan- 
gunge which he (Mr. Douverass) had attributed to 
Mr. Dexano, and that; too, with a certain knowl- 
edge of its accuracy, was that ‘‘ the war in which 
we are now engaged was an unholy, unrighteous, 


and damnable war,” The gentleman [Mr. Der- |! 


4N0] did use these terms several times in the course | 
of his speech. When I spoke of the opponents of 
our country in this war having designated it as a į 
war against “ Omnipotence,” I had reference more 
especially to the gentleman’s colleague over the 
way,(Mr. Giopines,] although it might have been 
used ‘by others. Probably I. was not precise in 
clearly designating to whom I referred. i3 
Mr. THURMAN (resuming. ) © Leertainly un= 
derstood the gentleman from M[linois as-referring 
to my. colleague. from the Mount Vernon district, 
{Mr. Dezano.] It was to him that he was reply- 
ing. He designated no other person. My other 
colleague (MaGuppines] had not, so faras'l know, 
spoken.on.the bill under consideration. I had no 
idea that he was- referred to. But, sir, whether 
there isca mistake. or not about the use of the 
expression ** war against: Omnipotence,” whether 
those who understood. my colleague from Mount 
Vernon to employ that expression understood him 
correctly. or not, :there is one thing about which 
there.is no mistake, and'that is, that he denounced 
the existing war as an “ unholy, unrighteous, and 
damnable. war.’ ‘These terms he did use, and 
these terms. he did répeat;-and now leave it to all, 
whether they are or are not ‘ equivalent” to the 
expression about Omnipotence. If this war is 
‘unholy, unrighteous, and ‘damnable; let my 
colleague explain how it is that it is nota war 
against Omnipotence, as much as any human. war- 
farè can be said to be against Omnipotence. What | 
would-be a war against-Omnipotence, if an “ un- 
holy, unrighteous, and damnable war’? is not? 

Mr. DELANO. rose and- read ‘a short. extract 
from the repòrt of Mr. Tuurman’s remarks in the 
Intelligencer, -in “which: the swords Democratic 
war,’ ‘war against Omnipotence,””’ &c., were 
marked with inverted commas, as quotations. | 

Mr: THURMAN (résuming.)}<That report was | 

‘not-made by mè: . L have had:nothing to-do with 
it, and never saw it: until this morning; when I ! 
found. it in the Intelligencer... It is in the-main, 
however, correct: There are: some-errors-in it, it 
is true; but my only surprise is, that there were no 
more,-intérwoven,:as’ my remarks were, with the 
extracts referred to in the report. One of these 
érrors-my colleague has alluded to. {t consists in| 


t 
i 
J 


į 
i 


| were taken on its passage, and there were sevent 


I 


making me represent that he had brought itas a 


| pict its calamities, and represent the theatre of ac- 


-in Congress, and the decision had been invariably |; 


“Was neither a thin House nor a close. vote. 


charge against the advocates of the war, that they 
wént for their- country right or wrong, and were 
ready to fight for it. ‘This is an entire misappre- 
hension of my remarks. What I said was, that 
my colleague had stated that, as war now existed, | 
he was for his country, right or wrong, and that || 
he would fight for it; and then I went on to show. 
what a strange Way he had of going for his coun- 
try, right or wrong—what a singular mode it was 
of supporting her in. a war, to bring against the 
war nearly all the charges that-were brought by | 
the peace party Federalists against the last war; to 
denounce it as an unrighteous, unholy, and dam- | 
nable war; to hold up our Government to the eyes 
of the world as the aggressor in the conflict; to 
charge it with motives of conquest and aggrandize- 
ment; to parade and portray in the darkest colors 
all. the horrors of war; to dwell upon its costs, de- 


tion not as a field of manly strife, where the cause | 
‘of the soldier’s fall is found in his honorable 
wounds, but as a scene of disease, and suffering, 
and death, where pestilence is likely to achieve for 
our foes, what their valor and arms could never 
effect. f 

Lastly, my colleague says that I have charged 
him with looking-into the old Federal newspapers 
to find arguments against the present war. Now, 
sir, I expressly stated that I did not know that he 


had ever seen the papers referred to. I expressly 
said, that I would not charge him with copying 
from them, for I did not know that he had ever 
scen them. And this, sir, appears in the very re- 
port of my remarks from which the gentleman 
read. And yet he complains of injustice in this 
particular. “The similarity of the old Federal 
charges against the last. war, and my colleague’s 
| charges against the present war, was striking 
enough, it is true, and F remarked on it, as I had 
aright to do; but I did not charge him with being 
| a copyist of those old charges. The very report 
| from which he has read shows this. 
Mr. T. next alluded to a remark of Mr. Ders- 
| no's, in reference to “Federal ancestry,” and 
| asked if his (Mr. T.’s) ancestors were referred 
to? ‘ 

Mr. DELANO. Not at all. I only meant to 
be understood as saying that none of my ancestors 
were Federalists. 

Mr. THURMAN. Nor were any of mine, so 
far as I know. 

“Mr. T. concluded by saying that there was no 
member of that House who would be more un- 
willing to misrepresent another than he was. That 


| 
| 
| 


That he desired to neither misrepresent nor be mis- 
represented. That for what he might at any time 


that he. asked was, that it might be first under- 
stood what he did say, and upon what grounds he 
said it. i 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House resumed the consideration of busi- 
ness on the private calendar. 


The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner Tancred coming up on the question 
of engrossment, 

Mr. DANIEL opposed the bill, and said that, 
as there were. several bills of the same character 
pending before the House, now, that there seemed 
to be a pretty full House, he would call for the 
yeas and nays. A similar bill had passed last Sat- 
urday, and the yeas and nays were taken, but it 
was so thin a vote, that he did not conceive the 
question, or the principle involved in the bill, by | 
any means settled. ! 

Mr. DANIEL P. KING corrected several errors | 
of fact, which, he said, the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Daniek] had fallen into. The prin- 
ciple involved in the bill had often been contested 


i 
i 
f 
| 
| 


in favor of the allowance of such claims. The 
number of special acts passed by Congress for 
cases precisely similar was very large. The de- 
cision last week had not been by a close vote ora 
thin House. The bill had been elaborately de- 
bated, was well understood, and had been under 
consideration several days. The yeas and nays 


| 
| 


| 
i 
i 
| 


| 
This į; 

Hei 
had-no fear of the result on the present bill, and |} 
hoped the question would at once be taken. l 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


odd Votes in favor to forty odd against it. 


he had never wilfully misrepresented. any man. |: 


really say, he would be found responsible. ~All į 


f 
t 
| 


i moved by Mr. 
i| rum voted. 


th 
; military posts on the route to Or 


i mittee. 


i the schooner “ Florilla.”’ 


The previous question was moved and seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be now put. 

And the main question was taken by yeas and 
nays; that is, on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill, and there were— 

For the engrossment. scese soseer rere. 82 

Against itewe cues Decade ve ere eee aees .80 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. DANIEL then moved a call of the House, 
for the purpose of having every ‘member present 
to vote on the passage of the bill. Negatived: 
ayes 58, noes 71. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. GRINNELL said a few words in explana- 
tion of some fact connected: with the fisheries; after 
which the question “Shall the bill pass?’ was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided as follows: 

For the passage of the bill... 66... sree 6 BS 

Against bee eee eee ee eee ee ee ene ee een ee BR 

And so the bill was passed and sent to the Sen- 
ate for concurrence. i 


DEFICIENCIES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
A message was received from the President of 


| the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 
| Esq., his Private Secretary, informing the House 


that the President had approved and signed the 

joint resolution to correct a clerical error in the bill 

making appropriations to supply certain deficien- 

cies of appropriations for the current fiscal year. 
THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Foor, of Vermont, in the chair.) 

The following bills were taken up, considered, 
and laid aside, to be reported to the House: 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner “ Henrietta.’’ ` 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen, (after a 
brief explanation by Mr. Daraan.) 

A bill for the relief of J. W. Nye, assignee of 
Peter Bagby, jr., (after a brief explanation by Mr. 


| A. D. Sims.) 


The bill directing the mode of settlement of the 


f r 2 
| accounts of Thomas ap Catesby Jones, coming up, 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved an amendment, directing 


ii the Secretary of State, under the direction of the 
| President, to settle and adjust the claims of Ben- 


jamin S. Green, Chargé.d’A faires to Mexico, and 
of W. B, Blackford, (to Venezuela,) on principles 
of justice and of equit i : 

Some disctission followed, in which Messrs. G. 
DAVIS, PETTIT, (in inquiry,) BAYLY, DAR- 
RAGH, G, S. HOUSTON, è: J. INGERSOLL, 
A. D. SIMS, PRESTON KING, S. JONES, J.J. 
Mc DOWELL, GROVER,JACOB THOMPSON, 
CONSTABLE, and A. JOHNSON, (in inquiry 
and explanation,) took part. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and no quorum voted, (but a quorum was ascer- 
tamed to be present.) | 


After a few further remarks from Messrs. JA- 


; COB THOMPSON, COBB, and RHETT, 


Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by limiting the sum to be paid in either case 
to $2,250. 

After afew words from Mr. RHETT, 
The question was taken, and the vote stood— 


| ayes 57, noes 74. 


f So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


l Mre G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the 
; amendment, by confining the payment to the iz 
; allowed by law. Rejected. ote RE 


afit 


The question was then taken on the amendment 


GARRETT DAVIS, and no quo- 


Mr. CULLOM moved that the committee rise. 
: Agan no quórum voted. 
o the committee rose and reported the fact, 
Mr. DANIEL moved a call of the House. 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN, 


A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dickens, Esq. , Secretary, informing the House that 

e Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the 
Flouse to the bill providing for the organization of 
a regiment of mounted riflemen, and to establish 
egon, 
Mr. HARALSON moved to take up the bill 
Mr. DAVIS moved that the House go into com- 
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A motion was made that the House adjourn, 
which motion was rejected; but no quorum voted. 

Mr. J. H. EWING indicated again the motion 
made by Mr. G. Davis. 

Mr. S. JONES moved that there be a call of the 
House, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the vote 
stood—yeas 44, nays 125. Sets 

So a call of the House was refused, but a liberal 
quoran was present. 4 

Mr. SEABORN JONES moved ań adjourn- 
ment. Negatived. . 

And the House resumed its session in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, (Mr. Foor in the chair,) and 
again proceeded to the consideration of the amend- 
ment providing for the claims of B. E. Green and 


|| Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Lei 
H J. McDowell, Marsh, Miller, Morse, . 


liam G. Brown, Jobn G. Chapman, Chase, Clarke; Cocke, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Dargan, Dixon, Erd 
man, Faran, Foot, Grahum, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Hopkins, George S. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington’ Hunt, George W. Jones, 
Kennedy, Leake, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, McClean, 
| McCiclland, McClernand, Mclivaine, McKay, Barkley Mar- 
tin, Morris, Qwen, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Jufius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Scammon, Seaman, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Sinith, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, St. Join, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Trumbo, Went-. 
worth, Williams, Woodward, and Young n. . : 
NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, James Black, Boyd, 
Buri, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cobb; Collin, Delano, 
De Mott, Dobbin, Dzomgoole,. Dunlap,. Edsall, . John He 
Ewing, Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, 
Grider, Hough, John W: Houston, ‘Hudson, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Iugersoll, James UH. Joluison, 
b, Maclay,. Joseph 
toseley, oultun; 


Wiliam M. Blackford. A : 
Mr. HARALSON moved that the committee | 


disposing of the message of the Senate on the bill 
to provide for raising a regiment of mounted rifle- 
men, Negatived. 

The question recurred on the amendment moved 
by Mr, Garrett Davis. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to add to the amendment | 
the following proviso: | 

Provided, ‘That the sums so paid shall not ex- | 
ceed the pay of a chargé d'affaires during the time | 
said B, Is. Green and William M. Blackford were | 
employed. 

The question was pnt, and the Chairman an- 
nounced that the ayes had it, and that the proviso 
was agreed to. 

Mr. Q. DAVIS and several other members call- 
ed for a division. 

And afier some conversation between the Chair | 
and members as to whether the division could be | 
had afier the decision was announced— 

The CHAIR was about to take the question 
agains when 


Mr. HAMLIN rose and explained, and advo- il 


cated his proviso. 

Mr. BAYLY opposed it, 

Mr. COBB suggested to Mr. Hamis to modify 
his proviso to read as follows: i 

Provided,, That such allowance shall not exceed 
the amount which bas heretofore been allowed to 
others in similar cases,” i | 

Mr. HAMLIN said if Mr. C. would limit the | 
allowance to Mr. Green to $1,000, he would ac- | 
cept it. i 


Mr. GORDON opposed the claim of Mr. Green. 


i 

i v n Hi erance, 
rise, for the purpose of taking up in the House and i! 

i 

i 


4 bic, he would move that the House recede from its | 
| amendment to the bill; and on this motion he de- |! 


| Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, | 
: Hungeriord, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 


; Leib, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeCtein, 


| Norris, Parrish, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Price, Reid, Rolfe, 
Rhett, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Schenck, Seldon, Sev- 
Aibert Smita Sreonm, Strong, Thibodeaux, .Ben- 

jamin “Laompson, | Jacob Thompson, Toomb:, . Towns, 
| Vance, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, 


"| Wright, and Yel—70. i ordered at the call of Mr. Rarusuy,) and decided 


So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
| following amendment, which it had formerly made 
i to the Ist section of the bill entitled “An act to 
provide for raising a regiment of mounted rifle- } 
men, and establishing military stations on the route |} 
to Oregon:” 

Provided, That all the officers for the aforesaid 
| regiment of riflemen shall be selected from the reg- | 
| ular line of the United States army. ` ; 
| ‘Lo this the Senate had disagrecd, and returned |} 
| the bill to the House... ; 
| Mr. HARALSON said, as it was. desirable that 
) this bill should be disposed of as speedily as possi- 


| manded the previous question. 
Mr. RATHBUN and Mr. EWING demanded 
i the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, being || 
taken, resulted, yeas 96, nays 69, as follows: ` 
YEAS—Messts. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bell; 
Benton, Bigys, James Black, James A. Black,” Bowlin, 
‘Boyd, Wiiliam G. Brown, Burt, Catheait, Cnase, Chipman, 
Coub, Cohin; Cullom,: Cuninans, Daniel, Dargan, Da Mott, 
Dobbin, -Dromgoole; Dunlap, Edsall, Bdsworth,. Eraman, 
Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Haralson, 


Joseph Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, |i 


McClelland, MeCleraand, Joseph J. McDowell, James Me- |! 


i 
And the question was again taken on Mr. Ham- f 
Lin’s proviso. On which a quorum did not vote. | 

The committee then rose and reported the fact. |i 

[During the debate nothing was said on the 
claim of Mr, Blackford; the opposition was en- 
tirely confined to that of Mr. Green.] 


And the House adjourned till to-morrow. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 16, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday, after being partially į 


read was approved. 
ATTENDANCE OF MEMBERS. 
Mr. DANIEL asked leave to offer the following 
to be added to the standing rules of the House: 


Resolved, That the following be one of the stand- 
ing rules of this House: “ Whenever a question is 


‘taken in Committee of the Whole House, and a } 


‘quorum does not vote, the chairman, before enter- 
‘taining any motion to rise, shall state the question 


‘and direct the Clerk to call over the roll of mem- l Mr. HARALSON moved to reconsider the vote | itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Foor in 


‘ bers, and the members called shall answer ay or 
‘po and the vote thus taken shall decide the ques- 
* tion In committee as the yeas or nays prevail; and 
‘it shall be the duty of the Clerk forthwith to re- 
‘port a certified list of the absentees upon any such 
“call to the Speaker, who shall deduct from the 


t pay of each the sum of eight. dollars for each time | 


‘his name was not answered to upon such call, 


‘unless he make it appear to the satisfaction of 


‘the Speaker that he was absent from the city, or 
t detained from his seat by the indisposition of him- 
‘self or family.’’ 

Objections were made. 

Mr. D. moved to suspend the rules for its recep- 
tion, and asked the yeas and nays thereon. 


The yeas and. nays were ordered; and, being 


taken, resulted yeas 72, nays 70-—as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ashmun, Baker, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Wil- ! 


Dowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, | 
Moulton, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Priee, | 
Reid, Raia, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, || 
|| Seammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard I. Suns, || 


i| Duomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather 


> 
l 


il yor, Wick, Wiliams, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yell 
| se 


H NAYS—Messrs. Abboit, Arsold, Ashmun, Barringer, 


| roll, Jonn G. Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, ‘Clarke, 

Coeke, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, 
Dockery, Join H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, 
Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hil- 
H liard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hub- 
H bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James H. Johnson, An- 


amine Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Norris, Perry, 
at 


|| Smith, Stewart, St. Jonn, Strozm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
i! Benjamin Thompson, Vance, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, 
j| and Young—69. 
H 
! 


| passed. 


| just taken, and on that demanded the previous 
question. 


taken, was decided in the negative. 
e - : 
So the House refused to reconsider. 


THE REVENUE SERVICE. 


. Mr. T. B. KING asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution, 
which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the Secretary 


g 
p 
È 
s 
> 
© 
S 
z 
jad 
© 
o 
z 
A 
= 
© 
is) 
fos) 
& 
ia 
g 
a 
ot 
S 
E 
Ei 
wm 
3 


the revenue service, their tonnage and armament; 
respectively; the number, pay, grade, and rations 
of the officers, with the date of their commissions; 
the number, pay, and. rations of petty. or forward 
officers; the number, pay, and rations of seamen 


which were refused. = SS 


| 
{| Strong, Jacob Taompson, Tibbaits, Towns, Trumbo, Went- | 


Brodhead, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbeil, Car- į 


drew Johnson, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, McGaughey, į 


sey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, | 
Rank, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Tramanu Smith, Albert 


| So the House agreed to recede from its amend- | 
i| ment to the bill of the Senate, and the bill was j| 


- The demand for the previous question was sec- || J 
onded, the main-question was ordered, and, being | of settlement of the accountof romas 
r 


and. other persons employed on board of sai 
sels; and also the annual cost of that branch of t 
reyenue service. er. 

© No ébjection being made, the résolu 


t n Was 
ceived, andthe question being taken, was déci 
in ‘the affirmative. “V8 0° Se Si 

So the resolution was agreed to.. a 3 
Mr. DANIEL moved. -that.:the: House “resolve. 
itself into Committee of. the Whole House onthe 
consideration of private bills, but waived the mo- 
tion for. the present at the request of oo ion oS 
Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, who asked leave to 
offer a resolution -for the ‘printing of ten thousand 
extra'copies of the President's message in reference 
to our relations with Mexico. o S TAn S TORD 
Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS and others objected. 
Mr. INGERSOLL moved to suspend the:rules 
forthe reception. ` ee y aS 
The questién was taken; (tellers ‘having been 


led. 


| in the affirmative-ayes 92, hoes 45. 


So the rules were susp 
was received. eae : 
The question then being on-agreeing to the reso-. 
lution, Mr. ADAMS. asked the yeas-and nays, 


énded, and the resolution 


Mr. RATHBUN moved. to-amend, so-as to Té- 
duce the number of copies to 3,000. ” cat 
Mr. DANIEL moved: the previous: question, 
which was” seconded, and the. main. question. or- 
dered. TS, SE SR LES oe es ies we 


The question was taken first on the higher'num- 


| ber; and while the House. was dividing—~ 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved: to lay ‘the whole 
subject on the table. ° ; Pie Melty Etr ; 
The tellers not having yet made their report 
to the Speaker, and it not yet having, 
nounced to the House— rae : : 
The SPEAKER propounded the question on the 
motion to lay on the table, * Leek ES 
After some conversation as to whether the motion. 
to lay on the table was in order while the House 
were dividing— re Sap 
Mr. HOUSTON (having ascertained that a ma- 
oxity of the House lad ‘voted for the printing) 


Jou 
withdrew his motion. 
The SPEAKER then ann 
lows? ayes 72,"noes 50,000’ epi e 
So 10,000 copies were ordered to be printed.. 
ACCOUNTS OF DIPLOMATIC AGENTS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, by leave, offered the resolu- 
tion, which, in a modified form, may be found be- 


ounced the.voté-as ole 


| low. : 


After some conversation between Messrs. AD- 
| AMS, BRODHEAD, and HOUSTON, 
The resolution, as modified at the suggestion of 
Mr. ADAMS, was.agreed to in the following 
form: . 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he 
is hereby, directed to communicate to this House 
the sums of money whicli have been paid to Ben- 
jamin S: Green and William B. Blackford, as sec- 
| retaries of legation, chargés des affaires, or bearers. 
| of despatches, stating the time that each was in the 
diplomatic service, and in what capacity. And 
also to communicate copies ofall bills or accounts 
on file in the State ‘Department, which either may 
have presented for expenses or services rendered 
the Government—specifying the items of ‘account 
objected to.by the department. Ye 


PRIVATE BILLS. 
On motion. of Mr. DANIEL, the House resolved 


the chair,) and resumed. the. consideration of the 
private calendar. - : Derg aa oE 

- The: bill pending was a bill directing the mode 
Catesby 
‘Gu DA- 


Jones, with an amendment thereto-of 

vis, of Kentucky. CE eS E CATER y 
: Mr. DAVIS withdrew the amendmenp: i475 
Mr. 


i ‘The question being taken, the amend 
ii My, Ratason was agreed to. 
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h, Charles 


K, Smith, etah e . 
«1 A-joint resolution for the relief of Seth M» Lea- 
veriworth. oa wear 

* The bill for-the relief of Philip. B. Holmes and 
William Pedrick, on motion of Mr. HUNGER- 
FORD, was laid ‘aside, with a recommendation, 
that it do not pass. i 


The. bill for the relief of the heirs of Dr. John 
Gray, deceased, being under consideration—. 
Mr. DANIEL opposed the bill. 
Mr. LIGON advocated it, ~ 
` [A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 


Esq., his Private Secretary, informing the House | 


that he had this day approved and signed the bill 
making appropriations for certain fortifications. of 
the United States for the year ending 30th. June, 
1847, : 

The debate was further continued by Mr. JOHN 
G. CHAPMAN and Mr. GILES in favor, and by 
Mr. GROVER.in. opposition to the bill: 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid aside, 
to be reported with the recommendation that it be 
réjected;. and on that, motion demanded tellers; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. BOW LIN further opposed, and 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL advocated the bill, 

. The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Dax; and the vote stood—ayes 40, noes 66; no 
quorum voung. ; 

The Chairman counted the committee, and found 
uorum present. 


yp 


a 


negative—ayes 44, noes 80. ” ; 
» o the committee refused to recommend the re- 
jection of the bill. ! 
' The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 
The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Ca ptain. William Smallwood ‘fillard being under 
cons. eralion—— 
The report was read, and also (at the request of 


Mr. Hungerrorp) an adverse report on the same | 


case, of a previous Congress. 
“Mr. GORDON opposed the b 


_ Mr. LIGON advocated it.’ 


il. 


The debate was further continued by Mr. RAM-- 


SEY and Mi McGAUGHEY:. |: E 

Mr. GORDON moved that the bill be laid aside, 
with a recommendation that it be rejected, Agreed 
tog ye Na Ee sn ae 
. Onmotion’of Mr. JAMES A. BLACK, the res- 
olution for the .vellef of Peter Gorman (for the 


building: of. the road from ihe Capitol to the Navy | 


if 


Yard) was taken up.” 

‘Mr: BLACI briefly advocated it. 
_ Mr. GORDON ‘culled for the readin 
port; which was read. . 

“The bill was Taid aside to be reported. 

On motion, the. committee rose, and reported the 
above séveral bills to the House. i 

‘And the House adjourned. . 


g of the re- 


no PETITIONS, &é. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate comimuttees: : 


By Mr. BRINKERHOFE: The petition of Purdy Mell- | 


vaine; praying for compensation &s tate register of the iand 
office at Marion, Ohio. 

By Me. TIBBATTES: The petition of the chairman and 
trusi¢es of the Tennessee institution -for the instruction of 
the blind, praying an appropriation: to. found a national li- 
brary for the blind : referred to the Committee oftue Whole 
on the state. of the Union, . as 2 : 

By Mr. MOSELEY: The remonstrance “of farmers of 
Ere county, New. York, against renewing the patent of 
Jethro Wood to his representatives. = i 
By Mr. WENTWORTH: Tihe petition of sundry citizens 
of WiilLcounty, IHinois, for a mail-route from Cass, via Bar- 
ker’s Corner; Du Page Forks, and Vermont Settlement, to 
Oswégo, IHinois: referred to the Committée-on ‘the Post 
Office and Post Roads. Also; the petition of 167 citizens 
anf 129 legal voters.of Bureau county, Dlinois, tor the elec- 
tion of President and Vice President bya direct vote: ofthe 
people: referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSMUPH: The petition’ of Alexander Wilson, 
of Fulton county; UWlinois, who tost his right arm`at thë 


shoulder joint, in the service of the United States during {| Senate; which motion was agreed to. 


he question was again taken, and decided in the | 


4 


| 


$ 
I 
i 


$ 


| on Military Affairs. 


| the county of Camden, New Jersey, asking Congress to ex- | 
! tend, for his relief, his patents for his new and useful plan | 
ii of flattening cylinder window glass: referred to the Com- į 


1) now in force, 


| States army, praying a pension; which was refor 


i 
i 


i 
i 


Wood’s cast iron plough-points. i! 

“By Mr. RAMSEY: The remonstrance of Thomas. ©. Wil- |i 
lians, John Beadle, and one. hundred others, citizens of | 

Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, engaged in the coal trade, r 

g 

j 

i 

1 


remonstrating against any change in the tariff laws now in, 
force. 0 oe. PORT E x H 
By Mr. HAMPTON: ‘Ihe memorial of Fayette Pierson | 
and twenty-six other citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, | 
respsettully urging upon Congress the earliest favorable ac- 
tion upon the bill. designating the Commonwealth of Penn- | 
-sylvania as the most central and suitable position for.one ; 
of the national foundries for the manufacture of cannon and i 
projectiles in the United States: referred to the Committee | 


i 
i 
| 


By Mr. HAMPTON: The petition of Jom J. Adams, of | 


mittee on Patents. | 

By Mr. JAMES BLACK: The petition of the heirs and | 
legal ‘representatives of Lieut. Robert Alison, asking relief: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. J. P. MARTIN: ‘The petition of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Cumberland river ; referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

By Mr.. RAMSEY: The remonstrance of Samuel J. Potts, | 


kill county, Pennsylvania, eagaged in mining and trading |; 
in coal, remonstrating against any change in the tariff laws 


IN SENATE. 4 
Monpay, May 18, 1846. 


Mr. CORWIN presented the memorial of Jose- 
phine Nourse, widow of Benjamin F. Nourse, de- |! 
ceased, late an assistant surgeon in the United i 


red to the Committee on Military Affairs. i! 
Mr, STURGEON presented seven petitions of |; 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the adoption of |. 


if 


{ 
| 
f 
i 
' 
i 
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{ 
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measures for the abolition of slavery in the United |; 
States; the motion to receive which was ordered |! 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of | 
Thomas H. Duval, praying compensation for his | 
services as clerk of the superior court of Leon | 
county, in the middle district of the Territory of |} 
Florida, prior to the admission of that State into ; 
the Union; which was referred to the Committee of |} 
Claims. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the | 
memorial of C. Alexander and T. Barnard, pray- | 
ing indemnity for loss sustained by them in conse- | 


vt 
it 
it 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


The bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the va- 
rious Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30th, 
1847, was taken up, and, after the insertion of an 


| appropriation of $3,000, moved by Mr. Sevar, for 


the purpose of carrying Into effect a. treaty now 
pending, was read a third- time and passed. - 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
receded from their amendment to the bill to raise a 
regiment of mounted riflemen. : 

Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 


~- THE NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to repeal a part of the 
act making appropriations for the naval service for 


‘the year ending June 30, 1846; which motion was 


agreed to. 

The bill was then considered as in committee of 
the whole, reported back to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. i 

By unanimous consent, the bill was immediately 


; William M. Habridge, and fifty others, citizens of Schuyl- į! read a third time and passed. ‘ 


SUSPENDED PRE*EMPTION CLAIMS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the 
Senate resume the consideration of the bill pro- 
viding for the settlement of all suspended pre- 


‘emption claims in the’ several States and Terri- 


tories; which motion was agreed to, 
The Senate resumed, as in commttee of the 
whole, the consideration of the above bill, when 


Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted afew remarks 


i| against the bill in the form reported by the Com- 


mittee on Private Land Claims. - 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, followed in sup- 
port of the, bill; and, after some conversation 
between the above gentlemen and Senators CAL- 
HOUN and JOHNSON of Maryland, and the 
adoption of sundry amendments, , 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the bill 
as amended; which was ordered. 

After some further remarks by Mr. S. to the 
effect that he had no objection to the bill, provided 
it gave his patent to the poor man who had paid 
for it, it was reported back to the Senate, as amend- 
ed, the amendments concurred in, and the bill weg 
ordered to a third reading, 0 

Mr. DAYTON moved to take up the bill for 
the transportation of the United States mail from 


i| Of increasing the number of general and staff ofli- | 


| reported, without amendment, the House. bill 


| 1847. ; j 


quence of a violation on the part of the United || the Atlantic seaboard, through the Isthmus of 
States of their contract for executing the printing || Panama and along the northeast coast of America, 
| of the Navy Department, which was referred to | to Oregon, &c., reported from the Committee on 
! the Committee of Claims. || Post Offices and Post Roads, with a view to recom- 
f i| mit the same, The motion was agreed to. 

i 


j RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. DAYTON observed that hi i 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- | E Mahe n 


| tion; which was agreed to: 


| been examined by the committee, and, he supposed, 


ji 
qi 


| force authorized by law. 


! REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

| Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance 
| reported a bill to remit the duties which have ac 
| crued upon the importation of railroad iron in cer 
| tain cases; which was read, and passed to the sec 
ond reading. 


j Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee’ on Finance, 


|i have suffered it to form a part of the report; for 
ii it really had nothing to do with the subject-matter 
of the call for information made by the committee, 
He did not complain of the reportitself, though he 
had not been able to concur in all its speculations 
H and results; but, for thë purpose of apprizing the 
| Senate of the character-of the conimunication ac- 
n Companying it, and asa warning against inatten- 


1 
l 
i 
i ae : 4 | tion and careless : ry icati 
' making appropriations for the service of the Post i ness hereafter in the publication 
| 
t 


| mai i of such communications, he berved leav } 
| Office Department for the year ending ; Homi p icl See ee 
p 5 yea ding Sune 30th, | mit a few extracts, which he would read without 


a z eA ; comment. Ife regretted that such č i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- : should be permitted to go forth to the woe iier 


mittee of Claims, reported a joint resolution for |; i 
the relief of Lewis G; De Russey; which was read || ane ‘he pe eae l nie high- 
stands : Sats ` PTY, tah y as well as to the com- 
a arat and Seema ume, considered as in commit- ii mittee of which he wasa member. His obi som 
tee of the whole, reported back to the Senate, and || peferrine the matter back to th iene 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, by | that the committee might 1 Rie ee eas 
A pE : : 4 : mitt għat have an opportuni 
a Gene ch aene Joni resolution was then | retracing: their steps, or at least of dispense oa 
rupee passcd. : ` |) that part of the report which consisted of the cor 
ae r. BENT Da mored that 1,000 extra copies | munication in question, a 
of the proceedings of the court of inquiry in the Mr. D. then read vari 
of proceedni our . D. arious extracts from r 
case of Major Ripley, be printed for the use of the | portand the communication accompan in oe ba 
i follows; ying 1t, as 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


«The conunittee present the result of their inquiries, to- 
gether with the correspondenee hereunto annexed and made i 
part of this report, wita a hope thatit wii not be uniuterest- j 
ing to the Seuute or to the American people.” re | 

‘í GEOGRAPHY AND Posrrion oF UREGON -Oregon is in 
shape an irregular rnomboid, turued towards the west, The 
parallel of 42° north latitude forms the soutuern, and 54° 40! 
ibe noriherin bass. Between these parallels the dividing 
ridge of the Rocky Mouutains forms tae eastern side, and the 
ragged coast of the Pacine, ineludiug the adjacent islands, 
the western side.” J VE 

& Yollowing erratic cour bat isolated by the mountains, 
are the Enbe, the Tagus, and other rivers of the Baltic, tae j} 
Baxine, the Atlantic, and the Mediterranean. Descending | 

from common radiant points, and diverging every way tron. 
One dnoiher, no interconumunication exists between the |} 
rivers of Europe, nor bave art and commerce united so 
many saru valleys remotely isolated by impenetrable bar- 
riers. Honec upon each river is located a disiinet people, 
differing frum ati the rest in language, habits, and interests. || 
The history of these uations is a story of perpetual war aud 
mutual extermination. In these respects, Acia ditiers in 
nothing trom Exrope. From the central barrier of the ti 
Himalayas rua the four great rivers of China, and discharge 
thelscives under the rising sua. ‘Towards tae south flow.tue 
rivers of Cochin China, the Ganges and the Iudus; towards |! 
the west, the rivers of the Caspian; and north, through Si- | 

| 

{ 


i 
i 


| 
} 
| 
t 


beria, many rivers of the first magnitude.” 

« PROGRESSIVE GROWTH OF America.—The American 
poopie have, duriag two centuries, grown fron nothiug to 
Q),030,0U9 peopte; their annual production reacacs &) ,500- 
VYJ, 00; their marine is the most complete, pow ui, aud 
eflicient o?anyin existences; their commerce, resting excelu- 
sively on the resources of their compact and magnificent 
terricory, is the Largest ja aniount, the most vigorous, sare, 
and indestruetible of any in existence. It bears u v 
witing ratio to the pyramid of production on which it resis, 
and js capable of unlimited enlargement, without endan- 
gering its solidity. [tis uow far tov cramped and Innited to 
draw off the inecensing surplus of wgricuiture. ‘lhe chosing 
of old markets, combined wita tie tearing rapidity wito | 
whieh the agricultural population absorbs tie wilderness, | 
partially indicated by the annual sates of the national do- 
main, Operates asa double depression upon tue vawe of 
prednee, waieh is contiunally augmenting. ? 

“routing the Union, on every side, is a vast army of 
pioners.” 

“ Beire the my 


weh of this pioneer army all obstacles must 
succumb, Ar bas never beeu known to stop or to recede; 
whecever it enters it occupies. We see countries more ex- 
tensive than the empires of Alexander or Napoleon overrun 
and settled troughout in the life ofa single generation. Ob- 
structions disappear before its rolling volume as stars are 
swallowed up beneath a tiunder-cloud. ‘Phe improvidence 
of Governmentin failing to understand its inovements and 
provide for its advance has repeatedly involved the uation. 
Tne Government of the Union is no more able to tie-up its 
progress than it is. possible to hold the winds in a net.” 

«Whita portion of Maine was sod for money which our 
Government puid, the pioneers conguéred. and: annexed the 
glorious territory of Texas. ‘by. imniortal victories and con- 
summate military prowess.” ` 

“Under Democratic policy a progressive enlargement of 
territory has taken place, parallel with the growth of popu- 
Jation and the demand for roum. Canada was annexed, but 
not consummated. ‘Phe purchase of Louisiana opened an į 
unlimited range to the west ia we une of te great bulk of i 


yrogress. Tae Hanks of the Mississippi have wwen secured 
by the acquisition of Florida and Texasi Oregon remiuns 
to complete the symmetry of the whole, and give us sixty | 
States. “ ; i 

è {n an unhappy hour the Government, miscaiculating this 
progressive growth, and misinformed as to the ugricukarui cx- 
celience of the great prairie region, UaWwisely Hoeated upon 
ths westem border a muititude of lausported Indians, and 
proclaimed this tine impassable to the while man, and the | 
region beyond closed to the advancing pioneers. Licessant- i 
ly accumulating, this chafing multitude, like an eagle con- i 
tending with tue bars of its cageyspread north, aud plun- 
ging into Iowa, tomented the wars of Blackhawi and the 

1.2? 


Prophet. , 

« Wonderful and incomprekensible spectacle! = Whilst 
the great pioneer army is taus nolselessly ablisbing new 
nations, grasping a continent and throwing open a new 
ocsan, an American Congress and American siatesmen, 
living at home at ease on a fat reveaue, are laboring Lo con- 
vince the world, and belivve themselves, that the prairies 
are impassable to their troops, and the ocean and mvers to 
the ips; erting sovereignty, yet refusing protection. 
Proving that what women and chidren bave penormed by 
their un ted means is impossible to be attempted by the 
select braves, the enormous revenues, and resources of tue |i 


i $ "is 
great American people. Grand spectacie, prodigious wis- 


dom, comsuminate and beaye cauuon! 1f, whi s sub- ji 
Hue seene is enacting at Washington, ten housa plated li 
Americanus p: tue tomaiawk, and Oregon is bdeti} 


by, what imperishable giory wul surround our states- 
on}? , 

“ Finally, the great want of the American people is em- 
ployment on an inunense scale for their industry. They igok 
towards tae Adantic, and the land cape is eve ere fala | 
up and already choked. ‘They tarn thence towards the Pa- 
ciñe; the horizon is lifted up, and their radiant eyes sweep 
round a circuit everywhere open, unbounded, unoccupied, |! 
teeming with people in nusiber infinite, in waists uallunited, ji 
in genius active, intelligent, aud commercial? A 

“Tr is across the mid teniiory of our Union that, in | 
ess than twenty years, wili be seen the Buropean and Asiatic | 
ral 1: It is the completion of our Union, the absorption 
of the wilds by our agricultural pecpie, the creation of States 
until they shall amount in number to y ani the symmetry 
of the whole system be filed out. Itis in pursuing au on- 
ward, uninterrupted cureer, forever widening and expai 
thatthe Union will be safe, and its glory and perman 
confirmed. Shallow men doubt this, the wise know its truth, 
for our past career gives it proof” 

“What withholds a new generation of twenty millions, 
with means unlimited, from rushing instantly to. the Pacific 
and overflowing it with their commerce? Surely all energy 


tid 
m 


7, 


| has not died with our fathers, nor has the ardor of advance- 


| an enterprise have come, the means are in our bands, the’! 


; be the heir ofa new order of affuirs about to flash into ex- 


j strating:?? g 


| people among the nations of the earth; her commerce over- 
| reaching that of Great Britain herself in every sea, and that 
| Commerce as yet only in the sinewy vigor of the infant Her- 


| turning edge, when follows a headlong decadence. 


| unuicrited burdens, and the probing goad of-ingratitude? 


| mercial dominion of the Oriental seas. 


| glowing and respiendent fate?” l 
« Wonderful Government, which deliberates coldly when | 


i! promise involves a certain loss to America, and a certain | 
| gain to England. To admit the possibility of a compromise, 
| must prove fatal to the possession of Oregon hy Americans, 


| fuses to yield all, war is the only alternative; any-acts of 
| Sovereignty by either nation, designed to restrain the other, 


ment become extinct! What to them will be the construc- 
tion of a single railroad of a dozen tragks to span the Rocky 
Mountains in the high road to China? The times for such 


reward certain, and already awaiting the. kindled boldness 
and energy that shali grasp jt.” *, E 

“Tire agriculture of America has turned Europe into a 
manuiacturiig laboratory. The polities of America, powert- 
ful as her agricultureyhas flashed through European society, 
and: modified its tyrannies. Science, talled to the ‘alliance 
with -the: arts, has ereated a: new and tremendous power, 
mingling with commerce, politics, in public and domestic 
life, guiding, elevating, and controling the whole economy 
of human affairs. f x 

“Such is the condition at which we ‘find the world ar- 
rived; such the preparatory sebool in which mankind. has 
prepared itself, and a new, young, vigorous nation arisen to 


istence, and follow as.the corollary of what is now demon- 
« DIGNITY OF THE AMERICAN Posrrioy.—We behold the 
great American Republic become in fact the most powerful 


cules. The commerce of England has.reached its culmi- 
nating era; the vital sap imperceptibly stagnates, retaining 
only the fungous evergeen of the mistletoe, and verging to the 
A trem- 
ulous, fretful jealousy, connuon from the old towards the 
young, shakes this antique aristocracy. A helpless sense of 
growing decrepitude guaws their vitals. War has prostrated 
France, Holland, and ernshed all other rivals. Success in 
crushing by war the commerce of America is doubttul, and 
a failure ends hee own carcer, In tie natural current of 
things her doom is certain, and near at hand. War migat 
precipitate her into headiong and irretrievable dis 
America, by the ascending celerity of her progress, is daily 
placing all other nations far down the slope below, and 
rendering all rivalry impossible. Before they are aware of 
their feebleness, an unmeasured guif yawns betore them, 
not so much froin their slowness, as by the incaleulabic ra- 
pidity Of our progress., Ét is by its own indigenous increase, | 
and the ever-iuvigorating additions ofnewly-reclaimed coun- 
tries filled with citizeas perfectly free and equal in their 
sirengsta, that an overwheiming morat power has accrued 
to the embodied American people. By the Ainericans them- 
seives their own greamess is tiot appreciated—to forciguers 
it is incomprehensible; for, whilst history abounds iù em- 
pires won by conqudst, no exampl» exists of empires flashing 
up in the wildzriess, peopling themzelyes—rising, as it 
were, in a day, standing up amongst the powerful of the 
earth, and claiming eqnality with the firstin rank. Thus, 
whilst peace endures, all other people are rapidly Jevelling 
down, and assuming their appropriate gradation inthe wake 
of American progress.” K , 

“The wealthy. citizen of the Atlantic seaboard, intent on 
trade, forever coutemplating the “ocean in front of him, re- 
fining ‘upon-the ‘naval armainent- displayed to sarm- hini, 
and perpetually exaggerating its magnitude, cheapening the 
power and resources of his own nation, and incessantly. tor- 
turing himseli with imaginary fears of war, devastation, and 
destrnstion, lives a prey to Promethean anxiety, which never 
sleeps and continually revives, His courage is weak, and 
his timidity forever betraying itself”? 

“ We have litely seen the admirable map and geographi 
eal description of the great Mesopotamia of America, ac- 
ecomptished by Mr. Nicollet, in spite of the stingy and pa 
monious reluctance of Congress to add to the general inti- | 
mate kKuowledg. of our vacant territory.” 

“Ts the unparalleled agriculture, on which is constructed | 
the solid superstructure of the nation, which generates States 
and furnishes the heaped mass of production about to sub 
dae the world, to which commerce and manufactures are 
but as the foliage to the majestic trunk—is this alone to be 
forgotten in the general charge, and left to stagger beneath 


“But the destiuy of our nation has become now clearly 
revealed, and great events, quickening in the womb of time, | 
reflect their chearly-defiaed shadows into our very eyeballs. 
Tiese events arc the imperial extension of the Republic 
over the northern continent, and our accession to tile con- 


“On, why does a cold generation frigidly repel ambrosial 
gifts Jike these, or sacrilegiously hesitate to embrace their 


asked to embrace in its arms and gather to its bosom this 
chivalrous scion! Dreadful and dangerous timidity, when 
a great empire of 29,000,000 meditates to make outcasts of its 
heroic chitdreu! Sacrilegious. and amazing infamy, which 
tampers wiii so grand a destiny, and ponders on decimating | 
so brilliant an empire! And this beneath the aggravating | 
and infernal threats of the intolerant hyena of the seas! 
“As the United States possess undoubted sovereignty over 
the whole, whilst the claim of England is a sham, any.com- 


and will involve concessions certain to engender war. Itis 


: already clear that the northern portions o Oregon are what |! 
i the American people need, and that territory has already 
! boen docked too much in compromise with Rus 


U a. Atpres- 
ent, then, as America has nothing to yield, and England re- 


must produce open coilision.*? 
* EUROPEAN JEALOUSY OF AMERICA.—Have we not lately 


| seen framed and exploded, under the name of ‘the quintuple | 


treaty,’ a holy alliance of European monarchs, contrived to 


erush American commerce, to dictate a_piratical maritime 
code to the world, and aimed and barbed to extinguish free- 
dom in its extension? Are not the arrogant threats of Lords 
and Commons to ravish from us our territory by war-and 
annon still reverberating from the British council balls? 


| These acts of aggressive intrigue and infernal arrogance 


have just now been perpetrated, and are most recent history. 
At this moment a new plot is under tial, the experimental 


opening scene. of which is being enacted-on the La Plata. 
‘It is the designed and not concealed ‘intention of thé: Euro- 
pean tyrannies to carve into cotivenient motels; and dish 
‘up for themselves, this continent. of Ametita—to dach a 
trencher filled, spiced, and cooked to gorge exch particular. 
appetite—for Brazil ah extended imperial sway; for France 
a Mexican monatchy ; for Britain more colonial. possessions, 
to be. annually raked empty with the drag-net of hercom- 
‘mercial system.” ? : 
Js old Europe forever,* 


Jike a malignant: step-heg, to. 


| swing to and fro-over our heads, and burt into our faces the 


flagéliating lash of her malice? - Shalt the: Harpy aris toera- 
cies, filthy and ravenous birds of. prey, by diving right forever 
hover over our heads and souse down on-our Republic, and 
leave nothing, not even our vacant territory, ubrent, unri- 
Hed, unravished, and unpolluted by the slime of their filthy 
offal??? i ; ; 

_ “The men of these two great enterprises of which we 
*have spoken may not. be thwarted... The ambition of the 
ong incarcerates him in the womb of a ship, to: pursue over 
the boundless ocean and through exciting dangers the cap- 
ture of the salt-sca monster ; bis spoil is blubber; -oil Humes 
the Jong night of his home, ivory rolls over the billiard tabie, 
and whalebone bends to the fancies. of female taste; and 
rescues the. wilderness from savage masters and idle Nu- 
ture.?? 

“The American nation is irradically plonted-upon the Pa- 
cific seaboard now at this hour! Our brave citizens and 
their wives bave done this. Bhall this sinewy child of Ore-. 
gon be cast, like Gidipus in ancient days, to perish on the 
rocks, far from thes maternal breast? Will not such infan- 
ticide recoil upon the motheyland in .pestilence and incest 
and tragic horrors? Little of danger and-alarm ‘has the rapa- 
cious and malignant hostility or England or mankind in 
mass, to ‘terrify our. hearts, compared, with the domestic 
hearth bristling with the. empoisoned fangs of ingratitude 
and bitter hate! “Let no Ameticambiunder into this-sactile~ 
gious scission of the forty-ninth degree. . Let the whole 
unanimous nation rise. to grapple to us the whole of Ore- 
gon, uncompromised and unimpaired? Without this upper 
half, our territory is fatally docked, and iis symmetry gone. 
` “iy the undine and fluvial regions of the Jowi Mesopo- 
tamia; in the grand delta of the concentrated trunk: of) the 
Mississippi; in.the wonderful’ Piedmont. that slopes down 
from the eastern base of the Rocky Mountains, ‘and accom- 
panics them through our whole territory; and, above all, in 
the sublime expanse of prairie plains around which-these 
are gathered, as éaglets to the bosom. of their dame, has. the 
infinite taste of the Creator grouped in radiant glory the 
softest and most: brilliant beauties of his creation. Nor in 
less choice and transcending sublimity has he piled towards 
heaven the ‘Titanic structures of basait’that tower over our 
western seaboard: . ; 

“To describe in detail this last wonderful portion of erea- 
tion, so happi'y found in the possession of thë Amcrican peo- 
ple, is an-effort which only idle vanity would undertake, and 
which genius would fail worthily toaccomplish. ‘For orale 
agriculture. it is unsurpassed 5: for pustorad agricultare un- 
equalled; in maritime position transcendent; in. mountains 
sublime; In’ valleys beautiful ;*everywhere fertile; embra 
cing .grand ‘rivers, the noblest forests ; and in climate ary, 
temperate, and. satabrious, To know and appreciate the 
wonderful grandeur, and value of this new country, is glori- 
ous to the patriotic and sensible. To deny its excellence 
and traduce its value is the characteristic of a narrow heart 
and a peddling politician.” at 

“Two centuries have roMed over our race upon this con- 
tinent. From nothing we have become 20,000,000. From 
nothing, we are grown to be, in agriculture,in commerce, in 
civilization, and in national strength, the first among nations 
existing or in history. So much is our destiny so fat; up to 
this point transacted, accomplished, certain, andnotto-bedis- 
puted. From this threshold we read the future. 7 

“The untransacted destiny of the American people is tò 
subdue the continent-—to rush over this vast field to the Pa- 
cific. Ocean—to animate the many hundred millions of its 
people, and to cheer them upward—to set the principle of 
self-government at work—to agitate these hereulean masses 
—t0 establish a new order in human affairs—to set free the 
enslaved—to regenerate superannuated nations—to change 
darkness into light—to. stir up the sleep of a hundred centu- 
ries—to teach old nations a new civilization—to conform the 
destiny of the human: race—to carry the career of mankind 
to its culminating point—to cause stagnant people to be re- 
: born—to perfect science—to emblazon history with the con- 
quests of peace—to shed a new and resplendent glory upon 
“mankind—to unite the world in one social family—to dis- 
solve the spell. of tyranny and exalt charity—to absolve the 
eurse that weighs down humanity, and shed blessings round 
the world. Divine task! immortal mission! Let us tread 
fast and joyfully the open ‘trail before us. Let every Amer- 
ican heart open wide for patriotism to glow undimmed, and 
confide with religious faith in the sublime and prodigious 
destiny. of his well-loved country 1? 


[During the reading of these-extracts the Senate 
was from time to time convulsed with laughter, 
and the ‘galleries absolutely roared With. merri- 
ment.] cae as ; 

Mr. DAYTON observed that he did not take up 
this report with a view of creating amusement by 
reading it. It was one of those cases in which 
documents get into print with ‘the sanction of. the 
Senate, which are calculated to bring discredit upon 
that body. He moved its recommitment. = 

Mr. SEMPLE said the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey had‘amused himself considerably with 
the reading of the communication which formed a 
part of the report, made by the committee of which 
he was himself a member. . The Senator, he. pes 
lieved, however, concurred with thé: report. Eke 
had heard. no objection to. it ‘on the partof the bòn- 
orable Senator, and he therefore had ¢ that. 
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he agreed: with every word of 
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ON: Not at alf. Ido: not concur 
éreport. 0,5 7o T aA 
; Mi. SEMPLE said the Senator, he believed, had 
heard the report read, as well as-the accompanying 
éommunication in committee; if he had been dis- 
posed’ to object to it, that would have been the time 
to make the objection.” “It was, at all ‘events,a part 
of the Senator's duty, as a member of the commit- 
“tee, to. acquaint himself with the contents of the 
report; but, instead of stating any objection to it 
heretofore, the Senator now, for the first time, an- 
nounced to the ‘Senate that he disagreed with. the 
report. He must be permitted to say he was some- 
what astonished that the Senator should have taken 
such a course. He’ now felt constrained to insist 
that the whole communication should be read; as 
_ that portion which the Senator seemied to consider 
the laughable part had been read; he desired that 
the sensible part might be read also. It was 
written, he thought, with great ability, and by a 
gentleman who had been upon the spot, and had 
seen the mountains of Oregon, and possessed some 
fancy. i : 

The Senator from New Jersey was the last man 
in the world who ought to object to the style’ in 
which the letter was written. He had heard the 
Senator. and heard him with pleasure, indulge in 
greater flights of fancy than any contained in the 
letter, The writer-of that letter, he believed, was 


a native of New Jersey, and probably learned his | 


acquirements of fancy in the same school with the 
Senator. He had heard the Senator mix up with 


_ dinary flights of the imagination than any that 
could be fo 


spoke of the crack of the rifle being heard on the 
from the Rocky 


te: “opinion that the letter which formed 
a part of the report contained a great deal of valu- 
‘able inforniation; though it was undoubtedly mixed 
up with a. good deal of fancy, such as naturally 
occurred to a young ‘man who viewed: personally 
what. he ‘described—scenes such as the Senator 
from New Jersey never in his life beheld, and of 
which he had no conception. . When the writer of 
that letter: ascended the loftiest peak’ of the Rocky 
Mountains, his’ feelings were, perhaps, something 
like those ofthe man who, gazing down from a 
similar position, cried out, ‘* Attention the world! 
My kingdom, right about face!” 

He had no particular objection that the report 
should be recommitted. Let the whole letter be 
‘read, and then see if the Senator could get a ma- 
jority of the commiltce to strike itout. He desired 
to have the letter read vow.. 
. {Several Senators. “Oh, no! Oh, no!”]. 

Mr. DIX moved that:the subject be laid aside, 
jn order to proceed tò the ‘consideration of the 


special order. - i i 
Mr. DAYTON: : If the. Senator will defer his 

motion for a moment, this question canbe disposed 
of. It will occupy no time. i . j 

Mi. DIX withdrew his motion. | ~° : 

Mr. DAYTON remarked that he had entirely 
exculpated the Senator. He did not.impute to 
him the least particle of blame in having reported 
this communication. The Senator’s asperity, 
therefore, in speaking of his flights.of fancy, was 
wholly unmerited and: uncalled for. While ‘he 
had too much respect for the Senator to treat him 
with levity, he had too much self-respect to reply 
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to anything that might be said in reference to his 


own peculiar.style of speaking. Be Nae 
The question was then put on the motion for 
recommitment, and it was agreed to. 


PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


The Senate resumed. the consideration of. the 
bill making alterations in ‘thé pay department of 
the army. ; 

Mr. DIX, in the belief that the discussion on 
the power of removal from office, which sprang 
úpa few days since when this bill was under con- 
sideration, expressed his hope that the Senate 
would now proceed to vote. The Senator from 
Kentucky, who was entitled to the floor, was also 
in possession of the floor on the bill. relative to 
French spoliations; and if that Senator would 
forego his right to continue the discussion on this 
bill, and lct the bill take its course,.the special 
order on French: spoliations might come up to- 
morrow. 

Mr. MOREHEAD expressed his readiness to 
accede to this proposition, if it should be a general 
understanding with Senators on the other side, 
that the special order should be taken up to- 
morrow. 


marks explanatory of the reasons which would 
influence him in voting against the bill, moved that 
the further consideration of the subject be. post- 
poned until day after to-morrow; which motion 
was negatived, 

Mr. R. JOHNSON then withdrew his motion 
to strike out the second section of the bill, and 
| moved to amend the section by adding to it a pro- 
| viso, rendering it the duty of the President to in- 
stitute, at the end of every four years, à&n investi- 
gation into the accounts and securities of the in- 
; cumbent; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON renewed the mation to strike 
out the second section, and asked for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered. 

My. DIX said, hefore the question was taken on 
this bill, he desired to say a few words in explana- 
tion of -its: provisions and objects. He had pur- 
posely abstained from a discussion of the general 
question of the power of removal and appointment, 
and he should take no part in it now. -He desired 
-to.call the attention of the Senate to the real question 

before it... The question was whether paymasters 
of the army should be placed, in respect to the ten- 
ure of their offices, on the same footing as the other 
disbursing officers of the army. In bringing the bill 
under the consideration of the Senate on a former 
occasion, he had stated that. the tenure of office in 
this case was an exception to the general rule in re- 
spect to military appointments. He had -put the 
preposition to change the tenure in this single case, 
on the distinet ground of convenience to the publie 
service. The existing mode of appointment had 
long been a subject of embarrassment to the pay de- 
partment. The number of officers in that depart- 
ment was extremely limited—only sixteen, inclu- 
ding the head. The additional number asked for 
had become indispensable, from the increasing 
wants of the service, the extension of our territory, 
and ‘the. augmentation of the number of posts. 
Their commissions now expire periodically, and 
sometimes, the unavoidable delays in the re-ap- 
pointment had the effect of impairing the efficien- 
cy of the department and embarrassing the public 
service. It was stated as an objection to the bill that 
paymasters were included. in the act-of 1820, limit- 
ing the tenure of certain officers to four years, and 
that all the arguments in favor of the limitation in 
respect to the officers with whom paymasters were 
classed, were equally applicable to the latter. But 
it was for the very reason that there was an im- 
portant distinction between them, that the prop- 
osition was urged. It would be seen by refer- 
ence to the act of 1820, that the offices referred 
to were for the most part Jocal. The incumbents 
were appointed for particular places, and their 
duties were performed there. . Besides, those. of- 
fices were of a civil character, The appoint- 
ment of paymaster was a military appointment. 


Mr. WESTCOTT having submitted a few re- į; 


It is true, paymasters were in general assigned | 


to particular. districts; but they had duties to 
perform at various points within those districts, 
‘and often at points remote from each other. They 
were annexed to the army, which. was a moving 
body. _ Their. commissions might expire when 
they were remote from the appoiiting power, and 
when it was difficult, if not impracticable, without 
inconvenient delays, to: comply with the formali- 
ties exacted on a reappointment. ‘This was not 
ian imaginary difficulty. It had frequently oc- 
ii curred; and, as he had already. said, the embar- 
| rassment had been a subject of complaint by the 
pay department, not this year only, but in former 
years. The amount of money disbursed by pay- 
| masters had been referred to as an objection to the 
change in the tenure of their office. But it hap- 
pened that the circumstances under which these 
disbursements were made furnished a ready an- 
swer to the objection. They were not like collec- 
tors of the customs, receivers of public moneys 
for lands, and other officers of a-like character, re- 
ceiving moneys varying in arnount with the vary- 
| ing transactions of business; so that the Govern- 
ment could not know, from week to week, the 
i:amount in their hands. . Their funds were, for the 
most part, supplied on requisitions for specific sums 
to make specific payments at specific periods, The 
department had always the means of judging of 
the propriety of these requisitidris, and it always 
ii knew very nearly the amount the paymasters 
had in their. hands. When a regiment is to be 
paid, the pay being regulated by law, the amount 
li is.easily calculated; the required sum is supplied 
when it is to be disbursed; the disbursement is 
promptly made; and paymasters have, therefore, 
|| very rarely, for a length of time, large sums in 
their hands. Almost all the arguments in favor of 
a limitation of the tenure of office, in civil appoint- 
ments, so far as the security of the public money is 
concerned, are inapplicable to them. The power 
of removal for unfaithfulness was not touched by 
the proposed measure. This power was fully 
given by another act, which would remain unre- 
| pealed in this' respect. If a paymaster’s accounts 
| were not regularly rendered, and the. public mon- 
eys in. his: hands accounted. for, the President was 
authorized to dismiss.him from the public service; 
and this power had been exercised in one case 
i| within a few years, notwithstanding a limitation 
of the time of the office. He did not desire to 
prolong the debate; which had already been sufi- 
ciently protracted, and he would not-doso. He had 
hoped the amendment, which had been adopted on 
the motion of the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Jounson,] would have rendered the bill satisfac- 
tory on all hands. The President had. the power 
to require bonds to he renewed whenever he might 
think proper. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland: went farther, and made it his i 
duty, at least once in four years, tò inquire into 
the sufficiency of the sccurity, and require'a re- 
newal of the bond, if necessary. This amend- 
| ment met all objections excepting, such as applied 
to a removal of the limitation of the tenure of of- 
fice in any case. He would not go into the dis- 
cussion of this question. He put this case on the 
\ distinct ground of an exception to the general rule 
i in respect to military appointments. The- propo- 
sition was not. to create, but to remove an excep- 
j tion. It was called for by special circumstances 
of public convenience. He knew nothing of these 
circumstances, excepting as he had learned them 
from the proper departments. The change had 
been repeatedly asked for by the Paymaster Gen- 
eral. Tt had been sanctioned by the Secretary of 
i War; and he had full confidence in the representa- 
‘tions of these gentlemen in respect to the wants 
| and conveniences of the branch of the public ser- 
| Vice, to which the proposition related. He had, 
therefore, reported the bill, and he had given it his 
| Support.” He trusted it would receive the sanction 
of the Senate. 


After a- few words from Mr. CAMERON, in 
favor of the motion, the question was taken, and 
decided in the negative, as follows: 


YEAS-—Messys. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Athe 
= ; s h SMS theri 
Breese, Bright, Cameron, Thomas ‘Clayton, John M. Clay? 
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ton, Jenness, Niles, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham 
and Westcott—16. 


NAYS—Mes 


Archer, Baghy, Barrow, Benton, Ber- 
rien, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Corns Davis, Dayton, 
Dix, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Jaruagin, jì 4 
Maryland, Johnson ‘of Louisiana, Lewis, MeDuftic, Mil- 
ler, Morehead, Pearce, Pennybacker, 
Woodbridge, and Yulec—28. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, as 
amended, the amendments were agreed to, and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a.third 


reading. 


By unanimous consent, the bill was then reada 


third time and passed. 

The House bill for the relief of the owner and 
crew of the schooner Tancred was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. PENNYBACKER, the Sen- ! 
ate proceeded to the consideration of the ** bill for 


the relief of Amos Kendall;”? which was read 
twice, considered as in committee of the whole, 
reported back without améndment, ordered to be 
engrossed for'a third reading, and, by unanimous 
consent, read a third tirne and passed. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate considered | 


the bill for the relief of John Keith, of New York; 
which was read twice, considered as in committee 
of the whole, reported back without amendment, 


ordered toa third reading, and, by unanimous con- |; 


sent, read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate then 
went into Executive session, and after some time 
spent therein, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. > 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxvay, May 18, 1846. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


Mr. ST. JOHN (leave having been denied) | 


moved that the rules of the House be suspended, to 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to communicate to this House, at the carliest prac- 
ticable period, the result of such examinations as 
have been made by the officers of the 'Topographi- 
cal Bureau of the harbor of Sandusky Bay, on 
Lake Erie} and also, that he likewise ‘report the 
further statenient of ‘the chief of that bureau, con- 
taining a plan and estimate founded on that exami- 
nation, for the improvement of that harbor, to- 
gether with such other facts touching its position 
and importance in a commercial and military point 
of view as may be in his possession. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, moved to amend 
the resolution by providing that one hour should 
be set apart for the reception of resolutions. 

The amendment was not in order, 

The question was taken, and the resolntion was 
adopted. 


THE DEBATE ON THE ARMY BILL. 


Mr. McK AY offered a resolution, in the usual 
form, providing that all debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the army, for the 
year ending on the 30th of June, 1847, should ter- 
minate to-morrow at two o’clock. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend the reso- 
lution by substituting “ to-day.” 

Mr. LUMPKIN moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. , 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Aslunun, Baker, | 


Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, Buitington, Wil- 
liam W. Camphell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Crozier, Cul- 
ver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Foot, 
Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Hampton, Harper, Elias 


Johnson of 


Semple, Sevier, || 


rill, Perry, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Seaman, Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 


| Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, 


Thurman, Toombs, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Whea- 
ton, Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodruif, Woodward, Wood- 
worth, and YeH—97. | = x 
So the resolution was not laid on the table. 
Mr. McCLERNAND then withdrew-his amend- 
ment, . k : iay ie ; e 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved an amendment, substi- 
tuting “ Thursday” for to-morrow; which amend- 
ment was rejected. ; i 3 $ 
And then the resolution was adopted. 


THE HOUR OF MEETING.” 5 


Mr. REID moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to submit a motion providing that here- 
after the daily hour of meeting should be ten’ 
o'clock. ; : 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 


taken, were—yeas 93, nays: 82..- i 5 
So two-thirds not voting in the. affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 


INDIAN TRIBES IN OREGON. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve it- 
self inta Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, but withdrew the motion at the request 
of— 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, who said, it would 


| be recollected thai the consideration of the bill to 
| regulate the trade and intercourse with the Indian 
| tribes in the Territory of Oregon, and to preserve 


peace and cultivate friendship with and among the 
said Indians, had been postponed until to-day. He 
would move that its further consideration be post- 
poned until the first Monday:in June.. He thought 
it desirable that we should wait and see what the 
action of the Senate would be on the Oregon juris- 
diction bill, so that it might be ascertained what 
would be the proper form in which to pass the bill 
referred to, and in what manner the amendments 
necessary to meet the ends and views of the com- 
mittee should be made. 

The question having been taken, and decided in 
the affirmative, the further consideration of the bill 
was postponed until the first Monday in June. _ 

. THE ARMY. APPROPRIATION.BILL. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON ‘having, im: pursu- 
ance of a pledge given, renewed the motion of Mr. 
McKay, and the question thereon having been ta- 
ken and decided in the affirmative, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. Conn, of Georgia, in the 
chair, and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the army 


| for the year ending on the 30th June, 1847, and of 


the amendments thereto pending. 

Mr. A. D. SIMS was entitled to-the floor; but 
yiclded for a moment at the request of— 

Mr. McKAY, who (imperfectly heard) was un- 
derstood to say that he desired to give notice that 
he should, when in order, under instructions from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, move certain 
amendments appropriating-a large sum of money 
become requisite by the recent legislation of Con- 
gress. 
passed authorizing an increase in the rank and file 
of the army to the extent of seven thousand nine 
hundred and sixty men; and that, on Saturday last, 
another bill had passed authorizing the raising of 
a regiment of mounted riflemen. By reason of the 
passage of these two acts, an additional appropria- 
tion of something like two millions of dollars would 
be necessary. The items of that appropriation 
were as follows: 


Pays QO. vee n eee ee eee eee eee 827,287 


Subsistence. ..........00eecee es. 428,473 
For recruiting... ...... ee esea. 79,600 
Medical, &e., ccc eg eee eeeeeses 20,000 
Quartermaster’s department, inclu- 
ding transportation, clothing, &c., “se 
Blin soe re sce etreecetseeceeses 812,175 


Mr. McK. said he felt it due to-the committee 
to give this information. OS fs 


It would be recollected that a bill had been. 


| hundred Mexican soldiers, under the lead‘ 


| you cannot forget it, nor can the 
| member, that on- that. eventfa 


Mr. S. expressed. briefly his. concurrence-in:. the 
‘amendment .introdticed by. his” colledgue,. [Mr 
Buack,] proposing to equalize the pay of all pri» 
vates in the various. branches iof t e-army,-and 
giving to all alike $8.per. month; .Yo.the-amend- 
ment.of Mr, Tisparrs, proposing to: increase the 
pay to. $10, he was opposed, on-considerations. of 
: public policy and economy, to which he adverted. 
. Mr. S. then-proceeded to. reply-to some of: the 
arguments of Mr. G: Davis; and being thus led 
into the question. of title to the territory lying be- 
tween the Nueces and the. Rio Grande, contended 
that that title, derived through Texas,-was now in 
the. United States, distinctly vested ‘there: by. the 
treaty concluded between the Texans and Santa ~ 
Anna, after the battle of San Jacinto... He argued 
the validity of that treaty on well-settled principles 


-of international law; meeting the objections urged 


against it on the plea of the duress under which 
Santa Anna was alleged to be acting, showing that 
plea could neither be sustained, nor made available 
in annulling or weakening the force of that solemn 
act. . : SE 

Mr. S. had not concluded this portion of his ar- 
gument when the hour expired. <». 


Mr. LUMPKIN then. addressed ‘the committee 
aş follows.. f , : eure ens 
Mr. Caarrman: J feel confident that I will be 
pardoned by this committee for occupying their 
attention at:this. time, in giving expression to: the 
views I entertain: upon, the. general. topics intro- 
duced into this discussion. tt is well known to 
this body that I haye heretofore contented myself 
with giving a silent vote upon.’such measures. as 
were introduéed and pending: for our considération 
and action. I have been influenced ‘to. pursue this 
course from a natural and unfeigned repugnance, 
that I have at all times felt, to engage in discus-, 
sions here, which too often, perhaps, fail to receive 
attention from any considerable number of its 
members, and which are frequently made. rather 
for-home consumption than to influence the action 
of gentlemen upon this. floor. | But, sir, the im- 
portant position of the country, and her relations 
with Mexico’ and the balance of the civilized 
world; the meastres we have lately adopted ‘to. 
meet the existing state of things, and the measures 
of-a: kindred: character. that.we now. propose to 
adopt, involving, as they all do, the honor and the 
political welfare and happiness of twenty millions 
of freemen, has overcome this repugnance, and I 
now claim it as my right and privilege to be heard 
on the questions raised in this debate haying refer- 
ence to the admission of Texas as a new, inde- 
pendent sovereignty into our Union. Ishall not 
enter at length into-the history of the wrongs suf- 
fered by Texas as a province of Mexico, nor will 
it be necessary for me to narrate in detail the events 
of that contest. which took place between that 


į province, or department of the Mexican Republic, 


and the ruthless usurpers who controlled the des- 
tinies of that ill-fated country. It will be suffi- 
cient for the purposes of my argument to assert 
-the fact, which all the world admits, and which 
many of the nations have formally acknowledged 
by solemn and sovereign act, that Texas, without 
the assistance or. the encouragement of ‘any other 
Power, unaided and alone, by her own unsurpass- 
ed gallantry and the might of her arm, when all 
remonstrance had become unavailing, thréw off the 
iron yoke of her oppressors, and achieved and 
maintained her independence upon many a battle- 
field.on her own. favored soil. “Independence, and 
liberty, and redemption from: political thraldom, 
were the watchwords that animated her people in 
| all their sufferings, and the war-cry that gave them: 
victory, complete and glorious, over. their oppres- 
sors., Do you not remember, Mr. Chairman, the 
achievement. of that gallant and intrepid band of 
Texans, who, on the memorable 21st of April, 1836, 
on the plains of San Jacinto, met and opposed the 
Mexican forces under the command of the Presi- 
dent of that republic? Can you, sir, forget that 
these brave Texans, numbering -in áll. but seven 
hundred and eighty-three men, led on byan able 


meémber of the other branch of the National Le- 
gislature, encountered in deadly conflict: fifteen: 


favorite commander, General Santa Anna. 
i 


day six 
and thirty of the Mexican troops w 


and: experienced General, now a- distinguished... 


_-maing-to be- told.. This. victory, unparalleled in 


overtures were made forthe annexation of. Texas 


~ Governments, with afull knowledge of all the facts, | 


policy. But, sir, the question now assumes another 


“the people of both countries have been consulted, 


- destiny under the broad and ample folds of the 


flict, and the whole of the remainder of the Mexi- 


extent, divide 
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can forces, numbering. seven hundred and thirty, 
were made prisoners of war, and among these was 
the President of the republic himself. But the 
bestof.th reat and wonderful achievement re- 


modern. warfare; was- accomplished ‘against such 
fearful-odds,; with the loss of two men, who were 
killed, and twenty-three others-only were wound- 
ed, "Fhe faithful historian who-has recorded this” 
conflict, and’ who will perpetuate the. memory of 
that bloody field:and*brilliant deed, has taught us, 
and-all:those who.-will come after us, toregard that 
day as the birthday of a nation, and. that field as 
-the grave of Mexican domination east of the Rio 
Grande.. It is now, sir, well known asa historical 
fact that all the great-Powers of both hemispheres, 
including the United States, England, France, and 
Russia, acknowledged the independence of Texas, 
entered into treaties with her, and paid all respect 
to her national flag. It is well. known, too, sir, 
that from that memorable day Texas had, with- 
out molestation or interruption from Mexico, f 
maintained an. organized systém of government 
similar to that of the United States, securing to 
her people the full enjoyment of civil and religious 
liberty, and all the benefits and privileges of a well- 
balanced and properly-established constitutional 
Government. For eight years Texas continued to . 
grow, increase, and: prosper in the full enjoyment 
of the blessings of peace, unmolested by any hos- 
tile invasion by the armies of Mexico, or by any. 
bands of organized troops from the Mexican bor- 
ders.. She was independent, and was recognised 
as such by the world, and no effort had been made 
on the part of Mexico to reduce her to. subjection. 
Task, in all candor, how have we done wrong to 
Mexico, and with what justice can she. complain 
of outrages committed by the United States. upon 
her territory, when we gave our consent that the | 
‘independent republic of Texas should be admitted 
as anew State into our Union?. Mexico, torn and 
distracted by factions, without the ability to main- 
tain any organized system of government, had no 
hope o reducing Texas to subjection. This was 
not attempted by Mexico, and’ candor and truth 
require us to admit thatno attempt would be made, 
with the expectation of accomplishing such an 
object, after an absence of eight years, during 
which Texas had been. de facto independent, en- 
joying all the rights and exercising all the acts of 
sovereignty, and independent, also, de jure, by the 
solemn: recognition of the.nations: No reason- 
able man anywhere believed: that such a result 
was in the remdtest degree even. possible; and it 
Was, universally conceded’ that Texas, ‘as. an: in- 
dependent sovereign Power, had greate? claims 
to, consideration from the. civilized’ world than 
even the sélfstyled: republic of Mexico herself. 


In the honesty: of my soul, E do most solemnly 
‘he nd. such, J. think, is, the opinion of a 
large. ory “ofthe, American people—that 
Mexico, unaided by any foreign. nation, relying 


‘exclusively upon: her.own ‘soldiers and resources 
to carry on, a war, should she have attempted, by 
an, invasion of that territory, to reduce Texas to 
submission, would have hazarded her very exist- 
ence as an independent government. This was the 
condition, and such was. the relationship existing 
between ‘Texas and Mexico at the time the late 
to the United States. ‘ Before this measure was con- 
aummated, so desirable to both Governments, it 
was placed.in issue before that greatest of all'tribu- 
nals in all free Governments—the whole body of the 
people. It was discussed, canvassed, considered, |! 
and solemnly. determined by the people of both 


that the union of the two countries should be com- || 
pleted by the-performance.of the rites appropriate 
to a political act- of-a character so important and | 
aacred.. The people of this country were, to some | 
ciel at that time as to the policy of ad- f 
mitting Texas as a State into this. Union. This, I 
admit, was'an-honest difference of opinion; and the 
measure was one about which the most patriotic 
might with propriety at that time disagree. No man 
had a right to assail the motives of. those who dif- 
fered from him at that time as to. the wisdom of the 


aspect. Texas has-been admitted into the Union, 


and they have. solemnly determined-to unite their 


ji 


-ted and ratified by the action of both Governments; 


! our citizens; and we -have been called upon to 


| themselves with giving a silent vote, or if in their | 


| then makes provision for raising 50,000 volunteers, | 


American banner. ~ The deed has been consumma- 


and Texas has as much claim upon our protection 
as any. other State in this Confederacy. The 
boundary of the United States is now extended 
to.the western limit of Texas; her soi] is our soil, 
her people our people; and her resources contribute 
to.our greatness in peace, and to our defence in 
war. She is already represented in the other 
branch of Congress, and has recently, by authori- | 
ty of law; elected two members of this House. 
We have extended over the whole of her territory 
the laws of the United States, and made provision 
for their regular. and proper administration, We 
have established within her limits districts for the 
collection of revenue, passed laws for establishing 
post-routes, and all other laws necessary to afford | 
them equal rights and privileges as a component | 
part of the American Union. We have done all 
this, and it is now too late to urge objections to the 
policy of this measure; and at a time like this, 
when our country~has been invaded by, hostile 
troops—when our soldiers: have been captured, 
wounded, and killed in unequal.and desperate con- 
flict, and our army is exposed to peril from the over- 
powering numbers of the enemy, it is treasonable 
to withhold the supplies necessary for their relief ; | 
and no good but much evil must result from a pro- | 
longed discussion upon the policy of annexing 
Texas to the United States, and the propricty or 
impropriety of the conduct of the President in di- 
recting the occupation by the army of the country 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. What 
if Mexico did protest solemnly against this act, | 
and did announce that she would consider it a dec- | 
laration of war on the part of the United States? | 
What if she did unceremoniously withdraw her 
Minister, in consequence of the action of the Gen- 
eral Government in giving its consent to the annex- 
ation of Texas? What if she did claim Texas as 
an integral part of the Mexican republic, the right 
to reconquer ‘which she would never relinquish? 
| These declarations and acts occurred before the 
measure was consummated, and they did not influ- 
ence ow action then; much less should they con- 
i trol us now, when these menaces have been carried 
| out by the invasion of Texas and the slaughter of 


furnish men and means to chastise these invaders 
of our soil, and speedily to terminate the war they 
have commenced. But, sir, some of the opponents 
of the. Administration on this floor have voted 
‘against the measures recommended by the Presi- 
dent in hig special message in relation to the state 
of things on our southwestern frontier, and passed 
by both branches of Congress a few days ago by 
an overwhelming majority. I was glad to see that 
this number was so small, and I sincerely regretted 
that there should be any, even one solitary man, 
who, on an important occasion like this, should | 
feel constrained by his sense of propriety and re- 
gard for the Constitution, to withhold from -the 
‘Executive.the whole power and resources of the 


our soil, and to punish the aggression made upon 
our territory. | 
Sir, if these fourteen members had contented 


attempts to justify themselves before the country, 
they had not made a studied attack upon the Exec- | 
utive, I should have been contented that their votes 
and their speeches. should have gone before the | 
world without notice or remark from me. 
small band who voted in opposition have gained an | 
accession to their number, and have been assisted in 
their assaults upon the Administration, by others 
who voted for the measure, as they now assert, with | 
a mental reservation as to certain expressions con- | 
tained in the preamble, and against which they both 
then and now enter their solemn protest. The act 
of Congress asserts, that the war actually existing 
was commenced by the republic of Mexico, and | 


and appropriates ten million dollars, to prosecute 
this war already existing to a successful termina- 
tion. I will do these gentlemen the justice to sa 
that they are the advocates on this floor of all the 
necessary supplies of men and money for the de- | 
fence of the country. They have so declared, and 
I am unwilling to believe that there is an American 
citizen of any party or section of this Union who 
would withhold the means for defence against a | 
Hostile invasion from any quarter. Itis enough for |! 


us.to.know that our soil has been desecrated; that ij 


But the |; 


Government, if necessary, to repel invasion from ||’ 


our ‘country has been invaded; that a hostile 
band of armed: soldiers have killed and wounded 
our citizens, and that the American army, under 
General Taylor, isin a hazardous situation, and in 
need. of assistance, At atime like this shall we be 
struggling for a mere party triumph? Can no cir- 
cumstances or condition of the country, no perils 
however gréat, induce gentlemen in the opposition 
to cease their cavilling against: the Administration, 
or postpone their hostility tò the President? Is not 
this an oceasion when, for a time, all party distinc- 
tions and differences shall be forgotten, and with 
one voice, with one heart, and with one hand, we 
all shall march forward in defence of the soil, the 
rights, and the honor of the country? Admit, for 
the sake of the argument merely, that the President 
has mistaken the duties of his station, and has 
committed an aggression upon Mexico by order- 
ing the army to occupy a position on the left bank 
of the Rio Grande opposite to Matamoras: is this 
a time for us to institute an investigation of his 
conduct? Is this the proper time to be weakening 
the moral force and power of the Administration, 
upon whom the responsibility of prosecuting the 
war necessarily devolves? Does patriotism require 
at your hands, as the faithful representatives of the 
pedple, that you should now, in your elevated posi- 
tion, denounce the President for a violation of the 
Constitution, by making an unauthorized’ and un- 
holy invasion on the soil and territory of Mexico? 
Does your regard for the Constitution of the 
country require you to denounce this:war with 
Mexico as unauthorized, unjust, and damnable? 
What can gentlemen who assume-such positions 
at a crisis like this promise themselves or their 
country? Will you promote the success of our 
arms by destroying, if such a thing were possi- 
ble, the influence of the President? Are you 
encouraging enlistments for the service of the 


| country by proclaiming to your countrymen that 


our Government is the aggressor ?—that the Pres- 
ident has, in violation of the Constitution, with- 
out authority of Congress, made an aggressive, 

unjust, and damnable war against an unoffending 
sister republic? I beg such gentlemen to pause 
and reflect before they give utterance to such sen- 
timents in this place, ata time like this, Retrace 

your steps, and withdraw, for atime, these charges, 
perhaps inconsiderately and too hastily made, and 
come forward with the same ability you have dis- 
played against the Exécutive, in support of all the 
measures necessary to the efficient and successful 
‘prosecution of the war against Mexico, and, my 
word for it, the result will be such as to rejoice the 
patriots of. all parties. If these charges are to be 
investigated, and if gentlemen will insist that they. 
are made in good faith, and that they are prepared 

to sustain them before the greatest of all human 

tribunals—the enlightened public opinion of the civ- 

lized world—I call upon them, in the name of my 

countrymen of all parties, to postpone these bick- 
erings and discussions until the rainbow of peace 
shall again span our country’s horizon. The coun- 
ay cannot appreciate the patriotism of gentlemen 
who will, in the midst of a conflict, long stop to 
inquire whether their country be right or wrong; 
and I can assure such that the denunciations made 
-by them against the President, and the charges they 

have preferred that he has, by committing acts of 
aggression on unoffending Mexico, plunged the 

country into an unjust, unrighteous, and damnable 

war, will not be responded to by any considerable 

portion of the people. Nine-tenths of the people, 

of all parties, have approved of the preliminary 

measures taken by the President for the defence of 
“Texas and our southwestern frontier. And with 

the first news of the invasion of our territory and 


| the murder of our citizens upon the banks of the 


Rio Grande, with one accord we find the great mass 
of the people, of all parties, volunteering their ser- 
vices and marching to the scene of action to repel 
the invaders, and to punish the aggression. Poli- 
ticians and members of Congress attached to par- 
ticular interests may forget their country, and feel 
no indignation at the treachery and outrages com- 
mitted on our own soil, and against American 
citizens, by the Mexican soldiery; but the peo- 
ple—the honest, patriotic, and industrious people— 


; at home and by their own firesides, are always for 


their country, right or wrong. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, there are two classes of protesters and eavil- 


lers whom it becomes my duty to notice before f 
close my remarks. The first class deny the truth 
of the proposition which asserts that war actually 


a 
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exists between the Government of the United 
States and Mexico; and the other admit that either 
formal or informal war may exist, but deny that it 
has been commenced by Mexico, and attribute it to 
the unconstitutional and aggressive action of the 


President in ordering our army to the Rio Grande,- 


L shall notice cach position briefly, in the few re- 
maining remarks that 1 propose to offer for the 
consideration of the committee. That any official 
information has been received that Mexico has 
formally made a declaration of war against the 
United States, has not been asserted by the Presi- 
dent in his Jate-communieation, nor have any of 
his friends on this floor contended that such was 
the fact. But the existence of the war is asserted. 
They contend that it does exist, whether any dec- 
laration has been made or not; and this is shown 
most conclusively from the despatches accompany 
ing his message. In the early periods of the 
world, it was customary to proclaim a state of war 
by heralds; and war was always preceded by an 
open, formal, and official declaration. But such 
has not been the custom in modern times; and 
even as far back as 1778, the withdrawal of a Brit- 
ish Minister from Paris was considered and acted 
on as a declaration of war by France. And in 
1812, although we, by a solemn act of Congress, 
declared war to exist between the United States 
and Great Britain, yet we did not wait to commu- 
nieate that fact to the British Government, but 
commenced hostilities at once, and without a sin- 
ele day’s delay. The ablest and most approved 
modern authors on international law all agree in 
the same thing, that war may exist without any 
previons formal declaration, and the facts connected 
with the present difficulties with Mexico only con- 
firm and establish the great fundamental truths 
that they have asserted and maintained. What is 
war? Itis the exercise of violence on the part of 
the supreme executive of one nation on the soil, 
the citizens, or the property of another nation; and 
this is manifested, not by the declaration of the 
sovercien power formally made, according to the 
forms of the Constitution, and officially commu- 
nicated to those against whom the .war has been 
made, but by any direct and positive. testimony 
that will: satisfactorily prove that: hostilities have 
been commenced with ho consent or appröhaton 
of the sovereign authority of a State. And what 
is the evidence afforded to us that a state of war ex- 
isted anterior to the passage of the act of Congress 
to which reference has been made? In 1844, while 
Congress was in session, and considering the pro- 
priety of giving their consent to the admission of 
Texas into the Union, Gencral Almonte, then the 
Minister of Mexico at the city of Washington, 
in advance of our action, protested, in the name of 
his Government, against the adoption, by this 
Government, of any such measure, and solemnly 
declared, that if it should be consummated, it would 
be considered by Mexico as a declaration of war by 
the United States. And Congress, not regarding this 
protest, and having given its sanction to the act of 
annexation, the Minister demanded his passports 
and immediately returned to his own country; and 
from that day to this Mexico has been without 
any diplomatic agent or minister resident in this 
city. But all this, with certain opponents of the 
Administration, amounts tonothing. Again, they 
have, under authority of the Government, issued 
proclamation after proclamation, denouncing the 
Government and people of the United States as 
robbers and plunderers of their territory, and have, 
by all means in their power, attempted to heap 
reproach and infamy on our character as a nation. 
They have long been indebted to our people sev- 
eral millions of dollars; and although they gave to 
our Government a reluctant admission of the fact, 
and entered into a solemn treaty stipulating and 
promising to make payment honestly and in good 
faith; in violation of their faith, honor, and repu- 
tation, they have refused to pay their just obliga- 
tions, and repudiated the stipulations of a solemn 
treaty. ‘And still, sir, all is peace. With assu- 
rances from the ruling authority, for the time 
being, of that unhappy country, which had just 
been invested with the administration of its affairs, 
of a sincere disposition on their part amicably and 
by. negotiation to settle all the questions of differ- 
sence and dispute between us, a plenipotentiary 
wag Sent to the city of Mexico. Him they with 
treachery and. perfidy refused to accredit or re- 
ceive, and sent. him from the country with indig- 
nity and insult. Add to this the fact; now well 


known to the whole country, that Mexico, under 
the lead of her ablest generals, commenced the 
concentration of a large force at Matamoras, on 
the Rio Grande, avowedly for the purpose of iùn- 


‘vading Texas, and making war upon the United 


States, and you will have some satifactory testi- 
mony in regard to the intentions of the Mexican 
Government towards Texas and the other States 
of this Union. But this with gentlemen is noth- 
‘Ing, and furnishes no evidence of thè existence 
of a war on the part of Mexico against the United 
States. 


manding general of the United States army, sta- 
tioned on the left bank of the Rio Grande, to remove 
from his post to a point on the left of the Nueces, 
in twenty-four hours, or hostilities would be com- 
menced immediately after that time. Shortly 


thereafter, two thousand troops, a detachment of the 4 


Mexican force, cross the Rio Grande, invade the. 
territory of Texas, encounter a company of Amer- 
ican troops under command of Captains Hardee and 
Thornton, who are ‘killed, wounded, and taken 
prisoners, and our little army of occupation and 
observation in danger of being cut off entirely from 
their supplies, and with no hope of relief but in an 
inerease of the military force at that point; and still 
statesmen, and patriots, and well-informed men, 
are contending that no war exists with Mexico, 
and are even refusing to vote the supplies of means 
and money ‘for the defence of the country, be- 
cause they assert that they have no satisfactory 
information of its existence. Is it necessary that 
the enemies on our southwestern frontier shall 
march to the very gates of the Capitol, and direct 
the fire of their artillery against the walls of this 
building in which we are now deliberating, to 
satisfy these gentlemen that war‘has commenced? 
The admission of Texas into the Union, or the 
passage of the resolution by Congress giving her 
consent to her admission as a new State into the 
Union, not only imposed an obligation upon Con- 
gross to guard and protect and defend the rights of 
the people of Texas; but the Constitution imposed 
the same obligation upon the President ofthe Uni- 
ted States to deferid and protect them’ against any 
invasion*from foréigh cnemies,.as well‘as from do- 
mestic insurrection:. But the political opponents 
of the President charge him with making: an ag- 
gressive war against the republic of Mexico, in 
violation of the Constitution of the country. I 
deny that such is the fact; and a few words will 
enable me to satisfy the committee that this accusa- 
tion has no foundation in truth and justice, and sa- 


| vors.of chagrin and of the disappointment of high 


political hopes and aspirations. 
The President of the United States commence 


|l a war with Mexico! Where, and under what cir- 


cumstances? Was it when he signed and approved 
the act of Congress of the present session admitting 
Texas into the Union? Was’ it in approving the- 
act extending over ‘Texas the laws of the United 
States, and jurisdiction of the United States courts? 
Or was it when he approved that other act making 
ports of entry, and establishing’ collection dis- 
tricts within the State of ‘Texas, one of which 
we made at Corpus Christi, within the limits of 
the disputed territory between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande? This no one in debate has 
yet pretended. Was it in sending troops to 
Texas upon representations made by the Con- 
gress and Convention of Texas that an invasion 
from Mexico was apprehended, and in station- 
ing them at Corpus Christi between the Nueces 
and the Rio del Norte? Oh, no; gentlemen on 
all sides admit that, in doing these acts; he man- 
ifested the character of a wise and prudent and 
patriotic Chief Magistrate. The ground of objec- 
tion, however, in a word, seems to be that he or- 
dered the removal of the army under General Tay- 
lor from Corpus Christi, on the right of the Nueces, 
to the left bank of the Rio Grande, opposite to 
Matamoras, and there raised field works, and 
erected batteries, upon which our cannon were 
planted, pointing at and commanding the town. 
And this position is assumed, under the false and 
groundless pretence that the territory between the 
Nueces and the Rio Grande belongs to Mexico, 
and has been from time immemorial under the 
control of that Government. 


tory, and the occupation of a post for military 


| purposes, without authority from Mexico, was ag- | 


gressive and hostile in its character; and the posi- 


But again: the general in command of. 
the Mexican troops at Matamoras orders the com- 


1 And the march of | 
‘an armed band of American soldiers over the terri- 


tion taken. by General Taylor ‘oppdsite to Mata 
‘moras, and the temporary. fortifications erected, 
could net be regardedin any other light‘than asari 
open ‘war made by the President without authority, 
and ‘in ‘direct violation of the Constitution of his 
country. ` Gentlemen. forget that: the “station at= 
Corpus Christi was’on the right bank of the Nue= 
ées, and the occupation ‘of that post was as much. 
a violation of the Constitution, adinitting: their 
position to be correct, as the: occupation: of. the 
post opposite. to Matamoras.. If this is clearly and 
indisputably the property of Mexico, then Taree ` 
with them that the occupation of it would be an 
invasion of Mexican territory; and this-the Pres- 
ident-would have no right todo, unless; for the. 
purpose of defence, ‘he should be compelled by 
circumstances to enter the territory of the enemies 
of the country. Ifthose gentlemen who have how 
attempted to reproach the President of the United 
States with a violation. of: the Constitution by 
making a war—an unholy; unrighteous, and dam- 
nable war—against. a Sendi sister republic, are 
sincere inthe expression of these séntiments, Haw 
is it that they have sat here for five months the 
silent witnesses of this bold and direct violation of - 
the Constitution, and have made no motion to im- 
peach the President, nor have even given utterance 
to a hint of disapprobation of his course? Are 
these the guardians npon; whom the people can’ 
rely to protect their rights, and to defend. that in-” 
valuable Constitution? Are these men trustworthy, 
who, for five months have connived at such glaring 
and dangerous violation, and not uttered even a 
whisper in its defence? The people will inquire, 
if such has been the-case, into the conduct of these 
faithless. servants, will hold them to a ‘strict ac- 
| countability, will know why they have thus’ re- 
mained in their seats since from the Isto? December 
last, and have made no motion calling for informa- 
tion on this subject. Why. have not these gentle- 
men raised their. voice, and called the attention of 
the country to the alarming violation of the Con-. 
stitution by the Chief Magistrate, and to his open 
invasion of Mexico-this~friendly, loving sister”, 
The army was stationed at Corpus Christi_in-the 
month of July or August last; they were, -at all 
events, there at the commencement of the present 
session’ of Congress, with the knowledge. of the 
whole country, the fact being communicated by 
the President to Congyess in‘his Annual. Message; 
and members of this House cannot avail them- 
selves of the plea, at this time, that they had: no - 
| knowledge of the fact. The country’ will Jook 
upon the charge made against the President.as an 
afterthought, introduced now for political ant 
party purposes, unworthy of the high character 
which a Representative of the people should main- 
tain on this floor. But, sir, it was not aggressive 
| to pass the Nueces, and to station our troops on 
| the right banks of that river at Corpus Christi. 
Flow far, then, could these troops go beyond the 
Nueces, and maintain a pacific and defensive char- 
acter? Can they go to the half-way line, or shall 
they stop short of it? I desire to know, and the 
country will inquire ‘of you, when you return to 
| your homes, at what pomt on the hne of march 
from Corpus Christi to the Rio Grande. it ceased 
| to be pacific and for parpose of defence, and be- 
came aggressive and hostile in its character. It 
will be well for gentlemen to consider these ques- 
tions, and be prepared with a satisfactory answer: 
Tt will not do to tell them that it was aggressive, 
because our army-of occupation, under the direc- 
i tion of the President, was stationed on the banks 
| of the Rio Grande opposite Matamoras, and that 
field works were erected and batteries raised that 
; enabled our army to command the Mexican town 
of Matamoras, on the opposite side of the river. 
1 contend that under all Administrations, from Mr. 
| Jefferson down to the present, our Government, 
; and-almost every prominent man in it, havé main- 
| tained that Texas reached the banks ofthe lower. 
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his com- | 
a hostile | 
ave been 


have: prevented, with all the means at 
mand, the invasion: of this territor by 
band of Mexican soldiers, he would h 
censurable for permitting the desecration of Amer- 
ican soil by pues invaders, and the same gentle- 
. men who now charge him with a violation of the 
Constitution; and with a usurpation, of power to 
“make an ageressive war upon a friendly sister re- 
-publig, would. have raised. the cry long and loud 
against his imbecility, his cowardice, and his wapt 
“of ability to. discharge “the duties. of the Chief 
“Magistrate of this Union. Ido not expect that the 
President can satisfy such individuals. It would 
~ be vain, and worse than idle for him: to make the 
attempt. But the great body of the enterprising,. 
industrious people of this country, of all parties, 
with one accord will respect him for his prudence, 
cherish him for his wisdom, and. honor him for 
the bold and fearless manner in which he has dis- 
charged his high and responsible constitutional 
obligations. i : ; 
Mr. TOOMBS remarked that his colleague [Mr. 
Lumpkin] had very properly placed this question 
-on the ground of the defence of the President; and 
it was a little remarkable, when the country was 
represented by the friends of the Administration to 
be suffering from foreign invasion, and that the | 


blood of American citizens shed, as was contended, || 


on American soil, was calling aloud for immediate | 


vengeance, instead of responding to those appeals | 


to patriotism which had been made, even. this 
occasion must be consecrated to party, and a pre- 
amble placed: before the bill'to cover the usurpa- 
tions of the Executive—a preamble declaring what 
. no man could rise in his place and say he knew, 
that war had been made by Mexico, ‘They could 
have voted supplies to defend ‘Texas as well with- 
out this preamble; but it was too precious an op- 
portunity to be lost to.appeal to the people to sanc- 
tion the wrongs and the usurpations of the Execu- 
tive. And all those who were unwilling to sub- 
scribe to this declaration, the truth of which 
they could not know, and which he believed to be 
false, were to be branded as enemies to their coun- 


ut 


His colleague asked where gentlemen would stop 
- theadvance of our army? Mr. T. would stop where 
the constituted authorities should determine the ter- | 
minus; and in the meantime, the laws of the coun- 
iry required that the President should not mark it 
by the sword. The principle contended for by 
gentlemen here, and practised on’by the President, 
would authorize us to go to Santa Fé, and’ would 
sanction the principle of the gentleman from Mas: 
sachusetts [Mr. Apams] to take military posses- 
sion of the whole of Oregon, and to treat about it 
hereafter. f i i 
Mr. T. went into a general review and condem- 
nation of the action of the Executive in connexion 
with this matter, and of the inconsistency therewith 
of the professions in his message of-a sincere de- 
sire for the maintenance of peace, &c., denying that 
the failure of the Mexicans to pay théir instalments || 
was any justification for the Executive. In case it i 
were acasus belli—the propriety as well as the policy į 
of considering which, under the circumstances, he 
expressed doubt—he urged that it was a matter ex- | 
clusively within the. jurisdiction of Congress. If | 
the failure to pay bonest debts was a just cause for 
killing men, the infliction of the penalty might com- 
mence at home among our non-paying States. 
Because gentlemen were unwilling to affirm a 
proposition in the preamble of the bill, which was ; 
not necessary to be affirmed, which was not impor- 
tant to the defence of the army or the country, they 
were declared to be unpatriotic, and deserving the 
condemnation of-the great mass of the people. But 
| he was willing to take the responsibility of it; he 
did not believe it was truc, and he would not de- 
clare it. He would vote to send troops, and to 
furnish all necessary supplies for the defence of the 
country. . But if this long list of grievances exist- 
ed, what was the need of a preamble ?—of the ex- 
cuse that Mexico had begun it? Whether it be | 
i truc, depended on nice questions of international | 
law. No man could tell where the boundary was; 
it might be fixed by treaty or by the sword. If by 
the latter, it should rightfully be done by this 
House. But the President, usurping the power of 
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wy—as destitute of patriotism. If this were pa- 
wiotism, he hoped there were but few patriots in 
the country. 

he true question was not whether we should 
vote. supplies for our army or protect our citizens 
in Texas. ‘These questions were extraneous to 
that which was the subject of discussion, viz: the 

defence of the Executive.. The question of the 
annexation of Texas was also settled. He had 
opposed it as long as opposition was availing; since 
it had become a‘part of the country bythe action of 
the constituted “‘authorities—regularly, legally—it 
had become-a-part of our duty to defend it as mucli 
as to defend our native soil, and he was as ready to 
do it. It was not a question of dividing the country, 
buta question, where is the boundary of the coun- 
try? Andit was a fact. that should: he borne in 
‘mnd, that out of fifteen or sixteen propositions 
forthe annexation of Texas, there was but one 
that ‘did not define its limits; and that onë was 
“passed by ihe louse of Representatives and the 
enate, and became a law. ‘That left the question 
of boundary án open question, expressly declaring 
that ‘so much of the territory as rightfully belongs 
to Texas should be annexed to the United States.” 
‘Congress could not untie the Gordian knot at that 
time, or define precisely what the. boundary was: 
it was-left for the Executive to do this, and Con- 

. gress was called upon to sanction that act. 

The opinions of distinguished men, he said, had | 
been cited, to slow that Texas, in 1819, extended 
to the Rio del Norte. But it was competent for 
Mexico to divide her Departments as she pleased. | 

“But Mr. T. proceéded briefly to refer to facts, to | 
show that the Texas which revolted from the Mex- 
icgn Government, became independent, and was 
annexed, was bounded westerly by the Neuces, or 
might have extended a little further; thatit had no 
claim to the Rio. Grande; that Mexican jurisdiction | 
„had: uniformly been exercised over the intermediate 
territory; that a Mexican custom-house remained 
there until the arrival of our army, &... Hence 
as long as our army remained at Corpus Christi, 
nobody objected to it; but he: proclainied, in the | 
face of this House and the country; that the march- 
“ing. our army to the Rio Grande was cotitrary to 
the laws of this country, usurpation on the rights 
of ‘this. House, and an aggression onthe rights of | 


Mexico. Gentlemen were invited to make the most || Commander-in-Ch 


of this declaration. 


{i forces of the country, isan aggressor, and he would 


the House, had assumed to do it, and this House 
| were to be compelled to support him, or to be de- 
| nounced as wanting patriotism. Fle did not believe 
|! the allegation of the preamble; he would not vote 
i| fox it; he took the responsibility; and if his repu- 
tation was not sufficient to maintain itself against 
those who. chose to attack it on this ground, it was 
not worth defence. 

With reference to the other gentlemen who voted 
against it, he had nothing to say; but the declara- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, (under- 
stood to be Mr. Elunson,) that the soil between 
the Rio Grande and the Nueces would be polluted 
by displacing Mexican jurisdiction with southern 
institutions, showed him prepared for a repetition 
of the acts of the Essex junto. It was unpatriotic, 
and unsustained by fact. 

Mr. T. concluded, by.saying that the Whigs 
were as ready as any gentlemen to vote all neces- 
sary supplies, and take all necessary measures to 
defend the country and -repel invasion. 

' Mr. CHIPMAN said he had desired at a] 
previous. day to obtain the floor to reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. De.ano,] and other 
gentlemen who had professed to be patriots and 
lovers of the country, but who had heaped upon 
the Executive of the country tirades of abuse and 
aspersion for his conduct in repelling the inva- 
ders of our soil and the enemies of our country. 
He should now be able to do so alittle more coolly, 
| perhaps, than if he had succeeded in obtaining the 
ear of the Chairman at that time. 

He was satisfied (he proceeded to say) that Fed- 
eralism is ever true to its instincts; he was satisfied 
-now, if he never was before, of the truth of the 
proposition formerly laid down by him, which 
had been so much misrepresented, and on which 
so many falsehoods, calumnies, and aspersions had 
been uttered and sent forth from this Hall—that it 
rose by the force, not of knowledge, (which is 
true,) but by the force of that education which 
teaches man to satisfy himself with the empty pro- 
fession of patriotism on. his lips, without the first 
ray of it in his heart; that men were trained to be 
Federalists and- opposers of Democracy. Show 
him the man, who loudly professed patriotism 
while at the same time he stood and proclaimed to 
‘the enemies of the country that the Executive, the 
ief of the military and naval | 
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show you a man as much a traitor at heart as that 
man who commits an overt act of treason, That 
was a patriotism which found its origin in the 
Hartford Convention; it was not that genuine love 
of country which consists in what the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] charged on the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Douenass,] as being 
“low demagoguism.”? Yes, in the cstimate of 


| that gentleman, every gentleman was a “‘ low dem- 


agogue’? who appeals to. the patriotism of the coun~ 
try in the hour of peril, and insists upon maintain- 
ing the rights, dignity, and honor of the country, 
and abates not his ardor in this cause because, for- 
sooth, it is at war with the aspirations of the outs, 
who can only rideinto power again by riding out 
the Executive of the country. The education (not 
knowledge) which he proclaimed made Whigs 


was prejudice and’ bigotry touching the rights and 


the institutions of the- country, and that he pro- 
tested against. And whenany gentleman charged 
him with declaring that knowledge is at war with 
Democracy, he utters as gross a calumny as ever 
came from the ruler of the regions below. Democ- 
racy, was not based on ignorance; but in knowledge, 
in truth, in the love of equal privileges and rights, 
in the Jove of country, of its honor and integrity, 
which is diametrically opposed to ancient Federal- 
ism, and to modern Federalism dressed in the gar b 
of modern Whigery,. which was a libel and a dis- 
grace upon the country. f i 

It was objected that the Executive was an ag- 

gressor and usurper upon Mexican soil and Mex- 
ican rights when he sent the army of the United 
States into the territory between the Nueces and 
the Rio del*Norte; and the gentleman who had 
just taken his seat [Mr. Toomss] was bursting with 
that kind of patriotism that prompted him when 
the country, Its rights and honor, were at stake, 
to hazard all for the temporary, political object of 
i riding down the Executive, The gentleman should 
remember that the Executive was placed on a pin- 
nacle to which he could never aspire. 
_ Admitting, for the sake of argument—a thing 
| which he wholly denied in fact—that the country 
between the Nueces and the Rio del Norte—as 
some gentlemen contended—was debatable terri- 
tory, still he submitted, with reference to the pro- 
tection of our frontier, of our Mexican border, that 
it was the duty of the Executive to send our army 
to the farthest point necessary to the protection of 
our own rights, to the maintenance of the invio- 
‘lability of American soil, consistent with the un- 
disputed rights of the Mexican Government. The 
American army: having preoccupied this which 
was claimed to be disputable soil, would it not be 
as gross an outrage upon American rights for the 
Mexicans to attempt to expel them by force as it 
would be if there was no question about boundary ? 
He submitted this question to intelligent men, and 
the Administration on this were content to abide 
the decision of the country. 

Mr. C. scouted the idea that we should wait 
until we ascertained whether the Mexican “ Gov- 
ernment” had declared war before we were to rec- 
ognise its existence. He spoke of the impossibil- 
ity of ascertaining what the Mexican Government 
was. It was a military despotism, changing its 
dictatorship annually: to-day, a constitutional Con- 
gress convened; to-morrow, a military usurper dis- 
solving that Congress, and declaring laws and con- 
stitution to the Mexican people! But she was a 
“sister Republic!’ Ah! a ‘sister Republic”? 
Mexico a Republic! It was a gross, unprinci- 
-pled despotism. A ‘sister Republic”? And yet 


| worse than barbarian; regardless of. the rights of 


other nations, waging a banditti war upon all who 
love and maintain free institutions. A “ Repub- 
lic,” forsooth! It seemed to have possessed itself 
of considerable sympathy on this floor; but whether 
it was on its own account, or for making political 
capital, by putting down the Executive, was ano- 
ther question. ‘The opposition would meet with a 
signal failure when they sought to put down the 
Executive by such means. ‘The genticman from 
Massachusetts charged. them with being “ low 
demagogues.”” All of them were thus to be de- 
nounced who advocated boldly, fearlessly, equal 
privileges in this country, and who were opposed 
to the dunghill aristocracy which seeks to bolster 
itself up and support itself on the toil of the honest 

industrious, laboring millions. á 
He alluded to the remarks of Mr. DeLANo—to 
whose charges upon the Executive he had listened 
with what forbearance he could; and Mr. C. re- 
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peated here, in his place, that the gentleman did | 
say that this was a war * agai ) 
He was sure of this, for he had listened to the | 
gentleman with a view to reply to him. The gen- 
tleman’s party, who now made so great a hue-and- 
ery against the Administration for defending the 
country, and protecting American soil, was ready 
to barter it away like dross for political purposes: 
For the purpose of getting the vote of part of the 
Union, whose hostility they feared, they had lately 
brought into power a man whom they knew to be 
hostile to the principles of their party; and when 
he would not turn round and contradict his whole 
past history, and submit to a dictatorship, they de- 
nounced him in most unsparing terms. 

But was this disputed territory? He would not 
recapitulate the facts and arguments already ad- 
duced, but would refer to two, either of which he | 
considered conclusive. When Santa Anna, the f 
head of this * sister Republic—this beautiful, this | 
patriotic head—this lover of equal righis—this gen- 
teman, whom we found in juxtaposition with cer- 
tain other gentemen who sought to prostrate this 
Administration—when this lover of free institutions 
in Mexico was the prisoner of the Texan army, he 
was released on condition that he and his army 
should retire beyond the Rio Grande, ‘the western 
boundary of Texas.” Gentlemen easily found pre- 
text for abusing the Administration. A man might || 
love his country so bud as to be willing to cut the | 
throats of one-half of the American citizens. H 
was strange to what excesses patriotism would ran. 
The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gipprves,] the ad- 
vocate of negro-philism—he did not say he would 
like to sec the slaves cut the throats of their mas- 
ters, but, if he might judge from his talk, he would 
not get out of bed to save a host of them, He 
thought he would sleep soundly, although the 
slaves murdered the whole white population of the 
South. This was the patriotism of that gentleman. | 
And this was but one phase of ancient Federalism, | 
of which there were many. 

Again: In 1844, General Woll, who was at the | 
head of the army of Mexico and of that military 
despotism, issucd a proclamation (from which Mr, 
'T. read) to all east of the Rio Grande, whether 
Texans or Mexicans, that all persons, wherever 
found on the east bank ‘of the river, should. be 
treated as traitors to the Republic of Mexico. 
And here President Polk, without consulting the 
wisdom of Congress—especially as Congress was | 
not in session—had the audacity to become the | 
“aggressor” and “ usurper,” by sending an army | 
to the Rio Grande to defend that country which | 
had thus been declared by the head of the Mexi- 
can despotism to be without their territory. What 
a “usurper”? What an outrage on Mexican 
rights! Was it nothing that Mexico shall send 
out banditti across the Rio Grande and murder and 
commit midnight arson? And were we to take no 
notice of it, and to adopt no measures for the de- 
fence of our people and of our territory? Oh! 
what an outrage! How American history would 
blacken at such an outrage on the part of the Ex- 
ecutive, in repelling the invasion of our soil, and 
avenging the murder of American citizens! The 
constituency of the gentleman from Georgia might 
approve the patriotism which should arraign the 
Executive for this; they might admire that kind 
of patriotism which plays around the head, but 
never touches the heart—which was as wordy as į 
negro-philism, which consists of words without 
action; but he thought it would meet the condem- |; 
nation of theentire people. 

He alluded to the position of Mr. Derano, that, | 
on this question, justice and honor were in conflict, 
and commented upon what he considered its ab- 
aurdity. Talk about the injustice of prosecuting | 
a war against Mexico! He spoke of the long | 
series of outrages and aggressions committed by 
her upon our citizens, which would imperatively 
have called for redress long since, had it not been 
for her ‘situation as a weak, distracted nation. In 
the name of Heaven, of justice, and humanity, 
were we to be told that justice forbade our prose- 
cuting a war against sucha nation! Such a dec- 
laration should crimson the cheek of American 
citizens. It was traitorous in heart. He looked 
upon the man who advanced such a sentiment as 
equally a traitor with the man who committed an |} 
overt act of. treason against his country. How {i 
long were unoffending American citizens to be |} 
murdered-by the armies of a military despotism? | 
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In former days, the declaration “Iam a Roman i 


citizen,” was an impenetrable shield to secure the 


nst Onmnipotence.” || persons and property of the citizens; and in this 
| only, true Republic which earth had ever seen, 


were we to be taught that it was a lie to say that 
war had commenced, when some fifteen or twenty 

American citizens had been murdered? This Gov- 

ernment would be derelict to its duty, would sub-' 
ject itself to the charge of cowardice, and want of 
patriotism, if it did not march an American army 

to the city of Mexico, and there dictate an honor- 

able peace, and demand, the execution of justice 

upon these outlaws, these murderers, who. claimed 

thé shield of their law when there was no law, 

Before the war should be terminated, without full 

‘and umple indemnity, he would exterminate every 

bloodhound from the soil of Mexico. i ` 

The gentleman from Georgia spoke of the Exec- 
utive as in a position which needed to be.explain- 
ed and defended by his friends. The Executive 
was in no dilemma that called upon him or any 
other gentleman on this floor to come to his rescue. 
He was sustained, cordially, warmly-sustained by 
the unanimous voice, fecling, and patriotism of the 
country, and would prosecute the war to a success- 
ful termination. 

Mr. GRIDER addressed the committee during 
his hour, He protested against and condemned 
the manner in which the supplies had been voted 
for the army, considering the preamble recognising 
the existence of war, and declaring it to be the re- 
sult of the act of Mexico, utterly needless, and 
such as many who were in favor of voting supplies 
could not subscribe to. He vindicated the right of 
gentlemen to vote upon such a question, as well as 
all others, on their own individual responsibility to 
their constituents. He dwelt upon what he con- 
sidered the arbitrary injustice and tyranny of par- 
ty, which had forced that bill through, when: (he 
said) there was no necessity for such haste, with- | 


| out allowing the minority to explain their views at 


all on the subject. He believed that war had been 
made by the Executive, in usurpation of the plain 
powers of Congress, and in a manner wholly un- 


necessary. Notwithstanding this, he and his con- || 


stituents were ready to prosecute it and bring it to 
a successful termination. eee oe : 
He arraigned the general course of the Admin- 
istration in the conduct of our affairs with Mexico, 
especially charging them with a lack of patience 
and skill therein, and an indisposition to take ad- 
vantage of the disposition for negotiation which 
appeared on the part of the Mexican Government 
throughoutthe correspondence. The Executive had 
produced the war, and he might have produced 
peace. He condemned the failure to send a special | 
Minister to settle the affair of Texas, as was in- 
vited by the Mexican Government, as the Execu- 
tive (he argued) would have done, had be been 
sincerely desirous of peace, and as would have in- 
sured peace. He also expressed his disapproba- 
tion of the course of menace and threat held out 
against Mexico, (as if to compel her to. negotia- 
tion,) in the presence of our fleet at Vera-Cruz, 
and (when that was withdrawn at her request) of 
our army, first at Corpus Christi, and then ad- 
vanced to Matamoras, with their guns pointed di- 
rectly into that town. As an honest man, when 
we had to do with an imbecile, distracted nation, 
he would scorn all attempts to compel her to a 
certain course by threat or intimidation; he would 
scorn to take such advantage of a nation who was 


crouching at our feet, (as it were,) and, in every | 


letter of the correspondence of her Minister, plead- 
ing for peace, if it could be had on honorable terms. 

With reference to previous boundaries of Texas, 
he contended it was entirely immaterial, and that 
they were all superseded by the terms of the reso- 
lution of annexation, which, in express terms, 
reserved to the Government the power of fixing 
the boundary. It was to be fixed by negotiation; 
and if the Executive had sent a special. Minister, 
if he had been patient, if he had pursued the spirit 
of the resolutions of annexation, if he had not, in 
the very face of these resolutions, assumed to ix 
the boundary and plant the army there, he would 
have had no occasion to make a requisition of 
men or money to prosecute this war. 
Executive war, with whomsoever it was com- 
menced, whether by Mr. Polk or Mr. Tyler. But 
now, that we were in war, that war was to be 
maintained, and would be maintained by himself 
and his constituents. : 

Mr. TIBBATTS then withdrew his pending 
amendment, intending to renew it hereafter. 


Tt was an | 


i 


‘although ‘a a did not vote. ee ath 


"Mr. 'T., then yielded the floor to a motionthat'the ` 


committee rise; which being agreed top 
-- The committee rose and reparted, > 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communication : : 
7 Treasury DerarrMent, May 14, 1818. 
Sir: f haye the honor to transmit a eopy of the custom- 
ary orders issued from this “department directing the: re~ 
venue vessels:to cruise át seaduring the winter months, for 
the purpose of seeking and: conveyimg snecor.to distressed . 
merchant vessels, with a Hst OF vessels spoken, boarded, 
and relieved from distress during the’ past winter, embracing 
part of the month of December and the months. of January, 
February, and March... =u: < chee ae E ee 
I-have ‘the honor to be, sir, very respêctfally, your obe- 
dientservant, | . š R.J; wae Ree ‘ 
= ecretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. J. W. Davis, ` poy or 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
TEXAN MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. HOPKINS said that, in consequence of the 
delay in acting on a resolution from the Seriate, 
which had been pending along time in this House, 
the whole mail service in Texas was now iñ a state 
of suspension. He would, therefore, move that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
to which is committed the’ joint resolution. provi-~ . 
ding for teniporary mail service in Texas, be dis- 
charged from the consideration. thereof. «| 

The motion was-agreed to, and’. 0. 
~ The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution. Si E C 

Jt was read „anid is as follows: °° 


Resolved by the Senate and Horse of Representutives 
of the United States of Americain Congress.assembled , 
That the Postmaster General be, and. he is hereby, 
authorized to continue the mail service aiow exist- 
ing in Texas, under. the laws and. authority of 
Texas, or such part thereof as in his jadgment 
the public interest may require, from the time that 
Texas becomes a State in this Union until con- 
tracts can. be made and. the. mail service put in 
operation on the post routes in Texas established 
by Congress at its present session. ae 

The resolution was read the third time, passed, 
and returned to the Senate, : } ; 

_A motion was made. tọ adjourn. Negatived, 

Mr. MeKAY asked that’ the amendments.of the. 
Scpaie to the Indian Appropriation. BiN. be taken 
up for the purpose of reference to. the Committee 
of Ways and Means. mtg fie a 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS objected to doing any busi- 
ness until it was ascertamed whether a quorum 
were present, and moved that there be a call.of 
the House. Negatived. og sg 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuxspay, Muy 19, 1846. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented ‘a memorial from 
the surveyors, and inspectors of the revenue at 
Louisville, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Pittsburg, Nash- 
ville; and Wheeling, and from merchants in each 
of the several cities, asking the establishment of 
ports of entry and-the appointment of collectors 
at those places; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce <> ) ; 

Mr, BENTON presented a petition from A. H. 
Yarnall for’a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. `> ; . 

Mr. CAMERON presented memorials from the 
city and county of Philadelphia, asking the estab- 
lishment of a national foundry within the State of 
Pennsylvania; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. y Pe 

Also, several memorials from citizens of Penn- 
sylvania and from female inhabitants of Philadel- 
phia, praying the abolishment of slavery from the 
United States. : , ʻi 

The motion to receive, in the latter case, Was, 


without any formal action, laid on the-table. , <` 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES; 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committéé on Military 
Affairs, reported:a bill supplenyental to an act enti- 
tled “An act providing for the prosecution of the 
t existing war between the United States and the’ 
‘Republic of Mexico, and’ for. other purposes” = 
which was read a first and second time. Reh 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from -th 
mittee on Pensions, made-an adverse repo 


i petition of Samuel Hartwell sw’ | 
| to be printed. == s pe 
Mr. ATHERTON, from ‘the 


sequentl 
; Mr. LEWIS called up the bill from the House | 
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Foreign Relations, made an adverse report in 
writing, asking. to be discharged ‘from the further 
consideration of the memorial of the owners of the 
privateer brig General ‘Armstrong. 

The bill to provide for the adjustment of all sus- 
pended: pre-emption -claims in the several States 
and: Territories was read a third time and passed. 
he bill for. the relief of Mrs. Pike, widow of 
the late:General Pike, was considered in commit- 
tee of the whole, and, after having been explained 
‘and advocated’ by Mr. BENTON, was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

“Mr. JARNAGIN moved to postpone all the 

prior orders, with a view to take up the bill for the 

relief of George Maybee; which motion prevailed; 

and after the bill was explained and advocated by 

Mr. J., was ordered to be engrossed, and was sub- 
y read a third time and passed. 


" making appropriations for the Post Office Depart- 


ment for the year ending on the 30th June, 1847. 
Mr, SPEIGHT said he should raise no objec- 

tion to the passage of the bill, for it was necessary 

that the appropriations should be passed, in order 


that the operations of the post office might be.car- | 


ried on; but he would feel much better satisfied if 
some of the principles of the old post office law 
were incorporated in the bil]. He had hoped that 
before this time the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads would have reported a bill, if not 
for the repeal of the act of the last session, at least 
so to modify it as to make it-more acceptable to 
that portion of the country in which he lived. He 
regarded that act as one of the greatest abomina- 
tion. It was literally laying a tax upon the people 
for the purpose of defraying the expenses of a de- 
partment which theretofore had paid its own ex- 
penses. Senators might consider this- mere idle 
assertion, but he was prepared with proofs to show 
that it was but the handmaid of another measure 
for taxing the portion of the country in which he 
lived for the benefit of other portions, It had here- 
tofore been the policy of this Government to make 
the Post Office Department defray its own ex- 
ponen: and under the operation of that policy he 

elieved there had never been any complaint.” As 
he had already said, it was not his intention to op- 
pose the passage of this bill, but he was desirous 
of reinstating the principles of the old law, partic- 
ularly in. reference to letter postage. The present 
law was objectionable in many forms. All those 


` facilities heretofore. afforded for travel within his 


own State were very nearly destroyed by it. He 
had letters and authenticated, documents, showing 
that almost every stage line within the ‘State -of 
Mississippi would be broken up, Where’ stages 
could be kept-runniig without mail engagements, 
of course the same’ objections did ‘not exist; but 
his portion of the foun, 

the 


isp i a portion which con- 
tributed more than any o 


r to the support of the 


` department, derived the least advantage from it. 


He concluded by asking the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads whether 
he intended to-bring forward, during the present 
session, any measure for the repeal or modification 
of. that law ?*- ` f 

Mr, NILES said the committee had not yet 
deemed it their duty to consider the subject of re- 
pealing or essentially changing that act. The ob- 
ects contemplated by the act, instead of * being 
relinquished, ought, he thought, to. be continued, 
in order that its benefits might be more fully tested. 


that act was passed, and was probably not aware 
of the views taken at that time in regard to it. He 
was somewhat surprised, he confessed, at the 
sweeping denunciations made by the honorable 


~ Senator against an act which, in his opinion, was 


4 


‘increased. -He believed that there would 


“more generally: and universally beneficial to all 
classes of citizens than any other. The honorable 
Senator told them that it had not only acted inju- 


riously and oppressively upon his constituents in || 


“The Senator from Mississippi was not here when | 


regard to the mailservice; but that it was going to. 


‘break up. the stage lines: Perhaps the effect 


would be, to occasion the forming of contracts at 
a lower rate than had hitherto: been done, and con- 
sequently abridge, in some measure, the accommo- 
dation afforded.for travel. But would the Senator 
say that there was not a direct:and positive benefit 
accruing to the Government by the: reduction of 
the expenses of the Department? The new law 


“had only been in operation during thrée ‘quarters 


of the*year, and the number of letters had rapidly 
be no 


ii 


deficiency in the revenue after the system had gone 
fully into operation. fede: ’ : 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that this discussion did 
not properly enter into the consideration of the pres- 
ent bill, which was merely to carry out the exist- 
ing law. 45% gt a 

“Mr. CALHOUN asked of the chairman of the 
committee what. was: thë amount of the falling-off 
in the postages for the last year? 4 

Mr. NILES said the returns only included the 


off had been from 40 to 45 per cent. . 
`- Mr. SEVIER read a portion of the report of the 
Postmaster General as to the receipts and expend- 
tures. , 

Mr. SPEIGHT wished it to be understood that 
he was not opposing the passage of the bill. He 
knew it was necessary that it should be passed. 


the compensation of postmasters, and he wished 
some information on the subject of the extraordi- 
nary opinion given by the Attorney General, and 
whether it had been, and-was intended to be, acted 
on. He desired to know if the law giving com- 
pensation to the postmasters in the former mode 
had been repealed. 

Mr. NILES explained that the postmasters paid 

their own salaries out of their commissions, so that 
the money never came into the public treasury at 
all. 
greatly increased, while the amount of commissions 
had seriously diminished. The law had taken away 
the perquisites of these officers; and unless there 
was some other mode of compensation provided, 
the department could not be sustained. 
. Mr. SPEIGHT asked if he.was to understand 
that, by the existing law, the postmasters were au- 
thorized to retain in their hands their commissions, 
without paying them over, while, at the same time, 
we are asked for a million of dollars to compensate 
them? r 

Mt. NILES said the appropriation was to cover 
the deficiency caused by this retention of their com- 
missions. ; . 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed a wish that the bill 
should be passed over for the present. It was very 
important that further information should :be ob- 
tained as to the manner in which the new system 
was working, and he hoped there would be no ob- 
jection to a little delay. 

After a few words from Mr. Simmons, the bill 
was then informally passed over. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
And, on motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the Senate 
proceeded:to the special order, being the bill to 
make indemnity to claimants for French spolia- 
tions prior to 1801. : 
Mr. MOREHEAD was in favor of the bill, and 


without concluding. Tis argument was a legal 
and logical reasoning on the subject. He admitted, 
after the provoking fulness of discussion and illus- 
tration poured forth by the Senator from Delaware, 
(Mr. Crayron,] that he could scarcely be expected 
to present any newness of detail; and, with a view 
to avoid the repetitions which he would scarcely 
be able to avoid, if he kept the same track, he ad- 


which the Senator from New York [Mr. Drx] had 
sustained his opposition to the bill. He went into 
a historical statement of facts connected with the 


reviewed all the transactions connected with the 
treaties between the French Republic and the Uni- 
ted States, and the events of the period when these 
spoliations took place. 

Soon after three o’clock, his: argument being yet 
unfinished, Mr. Moreneap yielded the floor toa 
motion for adjournment. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuespay, May 19, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday (having been read in 
part only) was approved. ` ; 

Mr. McK AY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on tlie state of 
the Union. : 

Mr. McCLERNAND urgently requested Mr. 


McKay to withdraw the motion. The gentleman 


would recollect that there was a special order set 


operation of the bill for six months, and the falling. 


But he saw in it an appropriation of a million for” 


Under the new law the duties had been very’ 


occupied the Senate till the hour of adjournment, ; 


. dressed: himself chiefly to the grounds and facts by” 


claims appropriated for in that bill, so far as to | 
make his argument clear and comprehensible; and | 


‘apart for to-morrow and the two following days, 
for thé consideration of bills relating to the Ter- 
ritorfes. He (Mr. McC.) had a report relating to 
a Territory, and unless he made it now it could 

not be printed in time. j 
Mr. McK AY declined to withdraw the motion. 
Ang the question thereon having been taken, and 
decided in the affirmative, cn 
“The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of: the Union, (Mr. Coss, of 
Georgia, iù the chair.) a ae 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the support of the 
army for the year ending on the 30th June, 1847, 
and the pending amendments. 

Mr. TIBBATTS was entitled to the floor, but 
yielded at the request of : i 
“ Mr. JAMES A. BLACK, who gave notice that 
he would hereafter offer the following amendment: 

Be it further enacted, That all laws now in force, so fat 
.as they allow double or additional ‘rations to officers com- 
manding a separate post, station, district, or division of the 
army, whatever, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
~ And be it further enucted, That the fifteenth section of an 
i act entitled « An act to increase the present military estab- 
lishment of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved the 5th July, 1838, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. ` , 

Mr. BLACK having read the 15th section of the 
act of 1838, proposed to be repealed, said: My ob- 
ject in offering these two additional sections to the 
bill is to equalize the pay of the officers of the reg- 
ular army with those who are now coming into ser- 
vice to fight the battles of the country side by side 
with them. Many of our most valuable citizens 
are now coming into the field as officers, and many 
of them doubtless at a great sacrifice of their pri- 
vate interests. Justice and sound policy require that 
there should be no distinction between officers of 
the same grade as to pay. ` 
| The first section abolishes double, or additional 
i rations. This is an allowance made to officers 
who may command a separate military post, dis- 
| trict, or division of the army. Of these there are 
from thirty to fifty posts, as near as I can ascertain. 
At this time, when our active army is in the field, 
those gentlemen who arc left in command of dou- 
ble-ration posts have decidedly the lightest duties 
to perform, and there is surely no reason that they 
should draw more pay than officers of the same 
grade who have fought or may fight our battles in 
the field. > ; a 2 

The object of the second section is to. repeal the 
longevity or service ration allowed. by the law of 
1838. y the law of 1838, an officer under the 
grade of general is allowed one additional ration 
for every five years he has béen in'service, although 
he may have passed through all the grades from a 
second lieutenant up to colonel. By this law the 
compensation to officers is so varied that it is im- 
possible to: increase the pay or allowances to our 
volunteer officers so as to equalize them. To make 
them equal you must repeal the double and service 
rations now allowed in our regular army. . If this 
should reduce the pay. of our officers too low, then 
we can increase it, but increase all alike. If it 
would’ make the pay of the regular officers too 
low, the pay of our volunteer officers is now too 
low. Allow me to state a case or two in‘point, I 
do it in no unkindness to the gentlemen named, 
who, I doubt not, are meritorious officers. I know 
them not. 

Colonel Walbach, of the 4th artillery, commands 
Fortress. Monroe, near Norfolk, Virginia. He now 
receives, as colonel, six rations per day; as com- 
manding officer, six rations per day; as service ra- 
tions, he having been above forty-five years in 
service, nine rations per day: making twenty-one 
rations per day—which, at twenty cents per ration, 
is $4 20 per day, or $1,533 per annum for rations 
only. ‘Now, if our ablest citizen should go into 
the service as a colonel of volunteers, or m com- 
mand of the rifle regiment now added to the army 
of the United States, and were to go into the field, 
braving climate and battle, he could only draw 
|| while m the army, unless he commanded it, six 
|| rations per day, which is $1 20—3 per day less 
than Colonel W., and $1,095 per annum less. 

_ Take another cage: 

Captain Q. S. Drane, of the second artillery, 
commands Fort Mifflin, near Philadelphia. As 
captain he draws four rations per day; as com- 
manding officer, four rations per day; and as ser- 
vice rations, six rations per day: making fourteen 


840 


rations per day—which, at twenty cents each, is 
$2 80 per day, and amounts to 91,022 per annum. 
Now, a captain going into the jeld from private 
life, would get but four rations, or eighty cents per 
day, which is $730 less per annum for rations ouly 
than Captain Drane is now by law entitled to. 
This ought not to be the case, and should be cor- 
rected. i 

Mr. TIBBATTS sent up to the Clerk’s table 
the modified amendment which he proposed in lieu 
of that formerly offered and withdrawn last even- 
ing. ‘Ihe amendment was read, as follows: 
w That from and after the passage of this act, to 
“the end of the present war, there shall be added 
“to the present pay of the non-commissioned ofii- 
“ecrs, musicians, and privates of the army of the 
© United States, three dollars per month; and there 
«shall be, and hereby is, granted 160 acres of land 
tto every non-commissioned officer, musician, and 


‘private, who shall volunteer to serve the United | 


‘States, aid who shall.serve faithfully to the end 
‘of the war. 
“volunteered to serve to the end of the war, shall 
‘be killed in battle, or in the service of the United 
‘States, before the close of the war, then his heirs 
“shall receive the said 160 acres of land in the same 
“manner as he would have received the same had 
the lived and served to the end of the war.” 

We find ourselves (My. 'T. proceeded to say) ina 
war—whether rightfully or wrongfully, he would 


consider in the course of his remarks. But whether | 


rightfully or wrongfully, it became us to put our- 
selves ina condition to prosecute that war with 
vigor and effect. We owe it not only to economy, 
but to humanity, because the longer the. war con- 
linues, the greater must be the loss of life to both 
countries. 
policy with a view to the saving of money, is poor 
economy and miserable policy. Insiead of so do- 


ing—as we did in the last war—we ought to hold out į! 
every reasonable inducement’ to men to go mto that | 


war for the purpose of completing it as speedily as 


possible. In the last war, he had understood, such | 


was the principle of pitiful, niggardly economy prac- 
tised on, that when the enemy were invading our 
capital the flints furnished our army were counted 
out, for the purpose of keeping the accounts pro- 
cisely correct.” It was no wonder, when such had 
been our principle of action, that our Capitol was 
burnt by an invading enemy. He had no refer- 
ence to Buncombe, no popular favor to court in the 
views which he expressed, or the amendimene | 
which he offered. Ul ky the, i 
long since expressed a determination to retire from | 
public litt at the expiration of his present term ot 
service. He had no ulterior views, therefore, in 
offering this amendment, but did it merely as an 
act of justice to our countrymen who may engage 
in this war, and with a view to economy and hu- 
manity, a 

tt was argued by gentlemen on this floor that we 
should rely on the patriotism of our people to have 
ourarny filled. 1 anted and believed that there 
was no more patriotism on the free of the earth 
than existed ameng our people; but other induce- 
ments, he urged, should be held out to therm in ad- 
dition, Lhe great body of the volunteers on whom 
we were to rely were the yeomanry of the country, i 
We had authorized to be withdrawn from. the 
laborers of the country fifty thousand men. Their 
places must be supplied at home; others must be 
procured to do their work, and their, wives and 
children, and aged fathers and mothers whom they 
left behind, must be anes for. The Govern- 
ment, then, independent of the consideration of 
patriotism, must place it in the power of these men 
to supply their places during their absence, and to 
make provision for their families at home. Would 
gentlemen, then, say that seven dollars a month 
was a consideration which would cover up these 
responsibilities? Seven dollars was the pay which 
we gave in time of peace to the privates in our 
army when lounging about our garrisons and for- 
tresses, with their wives and children—if they 
have any—near them. It would happen that those 
who were least able to bear losses would be first to 
enlist themselves; and in their zeal and readiness 
to serve their country, they. should not be allowed 
to incur losses and embarrassments. We began 
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And if any such voluntecr, having | 


‘Yo commence this war on a niggardly | 


Tt was well known that he had ii 
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cently passed a law authorizing the companies in 
our army to be increased to the numberof oné 
hundred in cach, In time of peace, before this 
enlargement, when the number was forty-two in 
each company, they were not filled while this low 


time of war, could we expect to fill them, and that, 
too, to one hundred men in cach’ company, unless 
we made provision for an inérease of pay? oe 
This was with yeference.to the regular army. 
But this country was to depend upon volunteers 
iin time of war. Every inducement, therefore, 
should be held out to them, and to enlist to-remain 
in service during the war. We had experienced 
in the last war the bad effects of short enlistments, 
when they were enrolled for six months, and by 
the time.they were fairly drilled and prepared for 
efficient service, the time came for them to return 
home. To obviate this difficulty, therefore, he 
proposed by the amendment which he had offered, 
that one hundred and sixty acres of land, addi- 
tional to the increased pay of $3 per month during 
i the war, should be given to those who enlist an 
: serve during the war, and, in case they die, to 
i their heirs, 
> Mr. 'T, would now procced to notice the argu- 
| ments advanced, and the positions taken, by his 
‘colleagues, [Mr. G. Davis and Mr. Griwer.] The 
i news reecived last evening from the seat of war 
was checring news to every American bosom. “It 
was no more, however, than he had expected from 
the able General who commands the American 
army, and thé gallant officers and soldiers under 
his command, He took the occasion to congratu- 
late this House and the country on the glorious 
result of the engagement, of which we received 
intelligence by the last mail. There was nothing 
that could serve to dampen the feclings of any 
i! American breast upon this subject, except it were 
the course this debate had taken, und the argu- 
ments and positions which some gentlemen had 
assumed here. JJe would not impugn the patriot 
|| ism of his colleagues, both on their own account, 
ji and on account of the constituency they represent. 
|! They came from a State which never had produced 
| a traitor to his country, and which he trusted in 
God never ‘will, : But he was surprised. at the 
course his’ collexgues had talen in debates and he 
could ascribe it to nothing élse than that they have 
‘for the moment allowed the feelings and excite- 
‘iments of partisanship to blind their usually clear 
views, His colleague who first addressed the com- 
mittee, [Mr G. Davis,] charged that war was 
| caused, not by the Mexican Government, but by 
ithe President of the United States; by a usurpa- 
ition of power not delegated to him.” This was 
strange language for a gentleman who, he knew, 
had as warm feelings as any one towards his coun- 
try. Was it the time for such a declaration? The 
country was ina siate of war; should we dampen 
the ardor of our volunteers?—or should we not 
rather encourage them to buckle on their armor 
uid march for the defence of the country? The 
i gentleman tells his constituents to volunteer, but 
f at the same time he declares that this is an unjust 
| and unconstitutional war; that the President, who, 
i he says, has made it, is a usurper—that he has 
‘trampled upon the Constitution of his country. 


i Ave these the means for aiding the Government to 


enter and prosecute this war with reasonable hopes 
of success? His other colleague (Mr. Germer] 
suid to his constituents, Go, defend your country; 
but the war is unnecessarily, unwisely brought on 
iby the President; the Mexican Government was 
_ willing to receive a special commissioner to settle 


‘one, Mr. T. also alluded to the declaration of 
i the gentlemen from Ohio, [Mr Roor and Mr, 
' Detano,} the former of whom had said that our 
/country was most notoriously in the wrong, that 
this was an unnecessary and damnable war, that 
i the preamble of the bill declared a lie, and that 
i the war was brought on, not by Mexico, but b 

| the President of the United States; and the latter 


‘cof whom had drawn so vivid a picture ofour army 


_ being cut down by fevers, malarias, &c., that they 
would be slain by the hand of God, and that the 
brave Mexicans, looking down from their fast- 
nesses upon them, would see them sacrificed by 


i 


ii 


pay of seven dollars was given. How, then, in- 


i this difficulty, but the President would not send | 


the last war with offering a bounty of only sixteen |; the influences of an unfavorable climate, &c.. This 
dollars, and ended it with a bounty of one hundred |! might be patriotism, but the people would hardly 
and forty-four dollars—an extravagance which was || think so. 


brought upon us ‘necessarily from the niggardly |} But Mr. T. proceeded to inquire as to the cor- 
manner in which we commenced it. We had re- +! rectness of the positions of his colleagues; and first, 


i 


Ik 


of Mr. Davis, Who déclare: 
brought on, not by the Meži 
by the -unconatitutional act 

the invasion of Mexican terri! 


lower. Rio Grande’ was the bound 
He had also referred to the treaty éen Santa 
Anna and -the authorities of Texas m 1836, by 
which he agreed to'abandon all the country east 
ofthe Rio Grande. The Texans were contending 
for the ancient boundary of Louisiana—the Rio 
l Grande, “Though we parted with them ‘unconsti- 
tutionally—though we could set. up no claim to the 
inhabitants of the ‘territory we ceded to Spain— 
they were not more bound to abide by it tham the 
inhabitants of Kentucky would: be by a ‘treat 
which should cede them’ to”Spain. ‘The. inhabi- 
tants of that territory protested against it, and never 
submitted to the jurisdiction of Spain. ; 

But gentlemen contended that there was no legal 
force to the treaty entered into by Santa ‘Anna, by 
‘which he acknowledged the Rio Grande to ‘be the 
boundary between Mexico and Texas: but that 
Mexico was morally bound to it; there could be. 
no doubt. She had received all the advantages 
of it. The Texans had Santa Anna and his army 
in their possession; they had: the right’ to put 
them to death as they had the Texans whom they 
had murdered like sheep at the shambles. A large 
and honorable party in Texas ‘insisted that they 
should’ be. tried by. the laws as murderers; but in 
consideration of their agreement to. withdraw he- 
yond the western boundary of 'Texas—the: Rio 
Grande—they were released. By accepting of the 
benefits accruing from it, therefore, Mexico, in 
clfect, ratified this treaty. | Era 

Tn order, to. show that 
Rio Grande the boundary, he:r 
lamation of Gencral Cos In 1844 
tion of the armistice, that ev: 
within the territory one. league ‘fro 


Mexico considered the 
front the proci 
after the. exp 


tor. 
boundary of the United States, were devoted from 
that day to fire and sword; and the'very town of 
Laredo, to which his colleague had referred, was 


! included in this order, 


The Texan Congress, by act of December, 1836, 


| (from which he read,) declared their, western 


boundary to be the Rio. del Norte. 
said that no mere act of the Texan Congress could 
give Texas that country. THe admitted this; but 
this showed the boundary to which the Republic 
of Texas claimed; this boundary was established 
by the organic law of Texas, as admitted into the 
Vion. Chis district between the Rio Grande and 
the Nueces, as was seen from Texan geogra- 
phies, which were more to the point than Spanish 
ones, composed a part of the county. of San Pa- 
tricio, which was represented in the convention 
which, since the passage. of the ‘first resolution 
for annexation, adopted the constitution of Texas; 
it also composed a part of a senatorial district of 
Texas, and ‘part of a congressional: district, ‘to 
represent which on this floor a member was how 
elected. : A _ 
Mr. G. DAVIS made some remark to Mr T., 
which was not heard. Si ee 
Mr: TIBBATTS. Certainly; he was about to 
refer to the same thing. By the 3d section, 13th 
| article, of the constitution of Texas, (he proceeded 
to say,). it was declared that all the laws then in 
| force in the Republic of Texas, not repugnant to 
the Constitution of the United States, to the reso- 
lutions of annexation, and the ‘constitution. of 
Texas, shall remain in full force. ‘This act, then, 
of the Texan Congress, declaririg the Rio Grande 
to be the boundary by this 3d. section, became.a 
art of. the organic law of Texas; and with a 
nowledge-that Texas thus claimed: ‘to. the Rio 
Grande, and that it was thus-represenied in con- 


His colleague 
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was notas to the ¢lear rishtof boundary, but as 
tothe action of thé Executive in this matter. His 
colleague admitted, as. he had demonstrated on a 
previous day, that a.defénsive war may be made 
by the President; or by a State, when necéssary to 
repel actual ‘invasion: “Now, suppose that, instead 
of the President of the United States, the Governor 
of. Texas ‘had called on. the. troops: to repel the 
‘threatened invasion on this territory, he presumed 
10 gentleman would doubt but the Governor might 
send: his:forces into the territory between the Rio 
rande and’ the Nueces; and-not only this, but it 
uld have’ been his duty so to have done, be- 
< seausé the constitution ‘and law under which he 
“was acting, and which he was bound to support, 
made it his duty to protect the territory of the 
State. And, so far as’ related to a defensive war, 
the President had the same rights, and the same 
duties and obligations, to repel actual or threatened 
Anvasion, as the Governor of the State would have 
had. He asked his. other colleague, [Mr. Grr- 
DER,] to allow him to put hima question; he de-- 
clined. He (Mr. T. ) now put the same question 
to his colleague and to the committee, viz: Is the 
President of the United States the Government of 
the United. States? Dey 

Mr. DAVIS, (im his seat.) © No. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, (resuming.) What ‘right, 
then, has the President of the United States to de- 
cide where the boundary is?—to go to the Nueces 
and no farther, when the constitution and the 
law of Texas say that the boundary is at the Rio 
Grande? Whenever this Government say that the 
boundary, is not at the Rio Grande, he may not go 
there; until then, he has no judgment, no right in 
the matter. His colleague, in arguing. that the 
President should assume the Nueces to be our 
boundary; argued that the President should usurp 
a dangerous power, and presume to define the 
boundary of a State. 
| Mr. DAVIS interposed with another remark, 
which was- lost at the left of the Chair. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, (resuming,) further contended 
that the President had no control over the matter; 
that the government of the State alone was cn- 
titled, as a general principle, to settle the question 
of boundary; but in this case the power was ex- 
pressly given to the United States; and it was the 

“duty of the President to defend the territory as 
claimed by the States and ‘Territories. 

But his other colleague, [Mr. Gripen, ] seding the 
weakness of his colleague’s [Mr. Davis’s] argu- 
ment, took another ground, and said the war was 
brought on because. the President did not senda 

“special commissioner to México. Now, Mexico 
agreed to receive a Minister Plenipotentiary, (Mr. 
'T. read from the correspondence to show this fact;) 
but when the Envoy got there, Mexico would treat 
on nothing but: the matter of Texas: “Her refusal 
to receive Mr. Slidell: was a mere subterfuge; cer- 
tainly, a Minister Plenipotentiary had as full pow- 
ers on: the ‘subject of Texas as'a special commis- 
sioner would have; but they didnot wish to treat 
about the debis due from that Government to us. 
All he was surprised at was, that the President of 
the United States did not sendin a war message 
before they had gone to murdering our citizens. 


They had confiscated our property to the amount | 


of millions; they had acknowledged the debt, ard 
still refused“to: pay. Mr: T. cited an instance 


which had occurred during the present session, of | 


a ship of a citizen of the United States, (whose 
name was not: heard,) which.was:driven into Mat- 
amoras and confiscated; and the owner thrown into 
prison. An “unjust”? war! Gentlemen could not 
convince the people so. The President of the 
United States, instead of usurping power, had only 
performed.a-duty. Instead’of urging’on a war, he 
had done everything he :could to avoid ita great 
deal more than he would have been justified in 
doing to. any other nation. Our course towards 
Mexico had been marked by continued.and long 
forbearance... As long backas 1829, General Jaek- 


“son recommended. a declaration of war against } 


“Mexico for her repeated aggressions:on thé prop- 
erty of our citizens; and no doubt it would then 
“have been complied with had it. not been for a 
clause in our treaty with her, that when: either 
Government’ felt itself aggrieved, it should apply’ 
tothe other for redress instead of going to war. 
This Government did apply; a very large amount 
of debt was ascertained and acknowledged :to be 
due from Mexico; but it was not yet paid. These 
‘injuries were not atoned for; and it was because of 


the weakness of that Government and because she 
happened to be called a ‘ republic.”” . 

Mr. T. was proceeding to say, that, by-sending 
a special minister to negotiate about Texas alone, 
we should clearly admit that we had no right to 


when his hour expired. . 


Mr. DROMGOOLE obtained the floor. They 


‘had under discussion (he remarkéd)-an ordinary 


appropriation bill for the support of the army; but, 
in consequence of the existing state of things, and 
of the increase of that army which had been pro- 
vided for during the present session, it had become 
necessary to make this appropriation larger than 
usual; and. hence gentlemen, had, appropriately 
perhaps, taken this opportunity of discussing our 
relations with Mexico, and. of commenting with 
severity on the conduct of the President. How- 


be unjustifiable in this attack, yet he and his 
friends would have no cause ultimately to regret 


strongly draw public attention to his conduct, and 
the result of the examination must’ be an approval 
of his conduct, and a’condemnation of his assail- 
ants. 
The President was fiercely and gravely charged 
with ‘having unconstitutionally, and on his own 
responsibility, involved this country in war. It 
was a grave charge, and it ought not to be made 
without some show at least of evidence to sus- 
tain it. 
' But before going intò an examination of the ques- 
tion, whether or not war was made by us upon 
Mexico, he begged Icave to say a word of the 
complaints uttered upon the passage of the bill 
which might be called the war bill—that gentlemen 
were not permitted an opportunity to discuss it. 
Tt was a grievous cause of complaint to gentlemen 
that, while our army was suffering, while they 
were cut off in detachments, and were in peril, they 
could not be allowed to postpone and delay action 
by discussion. Did gentlemen desire to deliberate 
for a moment whether they would furnish supplies 
to the army of the country which was placed in 
nerilous circumstances? He was a halting and 
hesitating patriot who desires to pursue such a 
policy. But it had been represented that there was 
no precedent for so hasty action. Mr. D. desired 
to point to one as far back as December, 1807, 
which occurred in.the Senate of the United States 
on the passage of the embargo act. Mr. Jefferson 
sent a message to Congress recommending the 
passage of an embargo act on the 18th of Decem- 

ër, 1807; and a bill to that effect passed the Sen- 
ate of the United States the same day. There 
was now’on this floor a venerable gentleman [Mr. 
Adams] who was at that time a member of the 
Senate, and, to his honor, he in every instance 
voted against postponement. Various efforts were 
made, and among them a proposition from Mr. 
Crawford, of your State, (Georgia—addressing the 
Chairman,) to postpone for one day, was voted 
down. It met with a little more delay in the 
House of Representatives; but in four days -after 
its first récommendation.it was enrolled and be- 
came a law. Now, if this haste was necessary in 
anembargo, how much more important was it to 


pieces and in peril. 

-Now as to the charge that the war has been 
made by the Executive upon Mexico. If the 
peaceful march of our army to the Rio Grande, 


not to fire a gun unless in self-defence—to respect 
religion and property, and everything else (which 
orders were complied with)—if this were war, the 


furnished no parallel to such a “war.” There 
bin no act of wariu simply marching our army 
there. 

But he maintained, further, if the territory had 
been acknowledged Mexican territory, the peace- 
fal march of an army there, although it might 
have been illegal and unconstitutional, was not in 
itself an act of war. Mr. D. read an extract from 
Vattel- directly in support of this position. If it 
had been Mexican territory, (he said,) with the 
army in strict diseipline—with the assurance given 
to. the inhabitants that no harm would be done, the 
Mexican army would have no right to attack them; 


nations, and General Taylor, without orders from 


the Government, would have had thezightto “ chas- 


annex Texas without the consent of Mexico,’ 


ever the motives and objects of gentlemen might, 


it. - Their fierce denunciations would but the more į 


hasten our legislation when our army was cut to | 


with positive orders to commit no act of hostility— | 


annals of warfare, from the creation of the world, H 


|. but such attack would be a violation of the Jaw of | 


tise” him. But he would be willing to admit, if 
‘gentlemen could establish that it was clearly, pos- 
Itively Mexican territory, then the President, while 
he did not make war; had been guilty of an illegal 
and unconstitutional act. : , a 

He premised. that there were certam politicians 
who seem disposed, whenever. a territory (is in 
dispute, to give it upi- When we had a dispute 
about the northeastern boundary, they would not 
fight for it, but gave itup. There were politicians 
now who wanted to. give up the whole of Oregon 
that is in dispute; and who wanted the President 
to assume the responsiblity of giving away Texas. 
Such politicians had but one step more to take to 
cap the climax, and that was, to give up the whole 
country rather than have. any dispute about it! ` 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. G. Davis] 
undertook to define the boundaries of Texas, by 
referring to Humboldt and other former writers. 
Texas claimed by a successful revolution, and no 
writer before that revolution could define the rights 
resulting from it. The right resulting from a suc- 
cessful revolution gave them whatever boundary 
they might establish and could maintain. ‘The in- 
quiry then was, what did they establish, and can 
they maintain it? . 

The gentleman. from Kentucky undertook, in 
reference to an arrangement made by Santa Anna, 
‘to interpret its terms as not acknowledging that 
Texas, in virtue of the revolution, extended to the 
Rio Grande. It seemed a very forced and inde- 
fensible construction ofit. The arrangement was, 
that Santa Anna and his army, together with those 
who were not prisoners, should retire out of the 
Texan territory beyond the Rio del Norte. The 
gentleman said that ceded nothing. Texas did not 
ask them to cede anything; she claimed that, in 
virtue of the revolution, her boundary was extend- 
ed to the Rio Grande; but the retiring out of. the 
territory of Texas“ beyond the Rio Grande” fixed 
the fact, that to get out of Texas it was necessary 
to go beyond the Rio Grande. 

Mr. TIBBATTS made a remark, which was 
lost to the reporter. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE (continuing) said, the very 
fact of this arrangement being entered into by 
Texas proved that Canales would not attempt to 
come into this side of the Rio Grande without the 
consent of ‘Texas, and the very fact of the assent 
of Texas proved that it was her territory. 

The gentleman from Kentucky drew te distinc- 
tion between this arrangement'on the part'of Sania 
Anha, anda treaty. Now, was it not always an 
arrangement, when a man was in a-situation which 

recludes him from the full power of treaty? 
hen he occupies a subordinate situation, it was 
never called a treaty, but always an “ arrange- 
ment.” “The only question was, was there a moral 
obligation upon Mexico to carry it into effect? 
Mr. D. referred to Vattel, and said this was one of 
the cases in which he said a moral obligation was 
| created. Mexico had derived the benefit from it; 
her President was rescued by it, who had forfeited 
his life; and if he had been hanged, and every 
soldier under him, the act would have been jast- 
fied by all Christendom. Mexico, it was true, had 
| repudiated and refused to sanction it. But if she 
did not choose to ratify it, she was morally bound 
to render satisfaction in some way or other for the 
benefit. she received. If she has not formally rati- 
| fied this treaty, she has substantially done so by 
| her acquiescence in it. Though she sets up a 
vague claim to the country between the Rio Grande 
and the Nueces, and to all Texas, yet what effort 
had she made to reclaim it? Her acquiescence in 
it, after the lapse of so many years, wasa substan- 
tial ratification of ‘that treaty. 
Mr. D. replied to some other objections. The 


i| fact which had been urged as a proof that Texas 


had never extended her boundary to the Rio Grande 
—that she had never chosen to make war upon 
| certain peaceful Spanish towns this side.of the 
Rio Grande—he conceived did not at all invalidate 
her title. In the same manner, after the close of 
the war with Great Britain, certain towns had been 
left for the time in the possession, of certain peace- 
ful British subjects; but that was never held to in- 
validate our title: ee 

It-was not, till some few months after ‘this ar- 
rangement with Santa Anna that Texas declared 
her boundaries. She had acted on them since: she 
had embraced them in the operation of her laws 


and her jurisdiction; and they had ici i 
ju ; had participated in 
the election of members of her convention Tud her 


Legislature. 
the Rio Grande until Mexico should agree by 
peaceful negotiation to settle some other boundary, 
and that treaty shall be npproved by the Senate. 
To contend for any other boundary, would be to 
confer on the President—as the gentleman from 
Kentucky this morning had argued—the mon- 
strous power of settling boundaries. The Presi- 
dent, then, would have been derelict to his duty if 
he had not maintained the country thus claimed 
and acted on by Texas, until the proper authori- 
ties in this Government should alter it. : 


$ . + 3 i 
but it was said that the President ought to have į 


given Congress information that he had marched 
the army into the disputed territory. He had given 
this information. Mr. D. read from his message 
at the commencement of the session the extract rel- 
ative to the sending our army into the territory be 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande. 


there, it did not change the point what particular 
part he chose to occupy. Where, when this mes- 


sage was received and since that time, had been the | 


patriotic vigilance of these gentlemen? Nu mur- 


mur against this movement of the President had | 


been heard. 


Oh! bat we committed an act of war by point- | 


ing our guns into Matamoras!?? Mr. D. denied 
this; he denied that it was analogous to the case to 
which it had beeu likened, viz: that of a person 

ointing a pistol at one’s breast. The Mexicans 
Pad threatened us; we prepared ourselves, and told 
them if they attacked us, we should defend our- 
selves; and not a gun had been fired until the Mex- 
icanarmy crossed the Rio Grande and attacked ours. 
The fact of the American army being prepared, did 
not constitute an assault, but only a preparation 
against an assault, 

Thus he thought it had been shown, that up to 
the time when our army was attacked by the Mex- 
ican forces, there was no act of war, That there 
was no act of war, even admitting that the territory 
belonged to Mexico; and if the territory is in dis- 
pute, it is clear, under the laws of nations, that we 
may have gone into it without committing any of- 
fence. ‘There was no war, then, until the Mexicans 
themselves commenced it; and the preamble of the 
bill, of which so mach complaint had been made, 
was right therefore; it stated the fact, whatever gen- 
tlemen may say to the contrary. 

Llere he wished to be permitted to remark upon 


the conduct of gentlemen who had complained so : 
loudly of this bill, Some of them voted for it under | 
protest. ‘That protest was a mere verbal one; their | 
vote would live long after their protest had been for- | 


gotten, He envicd not that man the position which 


he occupied who votes for a bill, and immediately% 


says it contains an infamous le—who votes for a 


bill, and protests against his own set. Twas anew | 
oceurrence in parliamentary history. Hehad heard |) 
of minorities protesting against the acts of majori- | 
ties, but never before of gentlemen protesting against | 


their own acts 


The war thus existed, and it should be pros- ! 
It was true we had received |; 


ecuted vigorously. t 
cheering inteligence last evening; he would not 
stop, however, to rejoice at it, or bo make any con- 
jecture as to the result of any batde that may have 
Leen subsequently fought. ‘ 
drawn into this war by the act of Mexico, we had 
a right to allude to the reasons that might induce 
us to prosecute It We have a right now to em- 
brace in the account all those complaints we have 
against Mexico, and which would have justified u 
in going to war with her—her violation of her trea- 
ty, her refusal to comply with its stipulations, and 
to pay the amount awarded to individual claimants 
under that treaty—her insulting refusal to receiv 

our minister, afier having expressly agreed to rc- 


ceive our plenipotentiary—her refusal to settle the | 
disputed boundary line, &c, Under the law of na- : 


tions, a boundary being disputed, and the other 


nation refusing to settle it, we have a right to com- | 


pel her to it. See Vattel, page 259. 


But another cause which ought to be considered, ; 


and would support us not only in secking redre 
for grievances, but perhaps for proceedings some- 
what ina spirit of revenge, was the infamous proc- 
lamation of General Ampudia. f 
[Mr. D. here caused to be read the proclamation 


of General Ampudia, inviting to the standard of 


Mexico the English, Irish, Germans, &c., &c.] 
Mr. ASHMUN. Was that communicated to 
Congress.by the President? 


There was no other boundary than |i 


Ifthe had | 
gone into that country, or ordered our army to go | 


Now, having been | 


Mr. D. proceeded to read upon this point from 
Vattel, showing, that under the law of nations, the 
withdrawing aliens, called plagia, or man-stealing, 
worked a forfeiture of life, &c. He said when Am- 
pudia was caught, the only thing to be done was to 
institute an inquiry whether he was the author of 
that proclamation; if so, his life was forfeited under 
the law of nations, and he hoped the penalty would 
be visited upon him. ; pi 


against Mexico. He laid down that:shehad com- 


had commenced it, we might prosecute it to the 
final settlement of allaccounts. All professed wil- 
lingness to vote supplies. How should the war be. 
prosecuted? With all the military force, with all 
the wealth, and all the moral influence òf our citi- 


some, while they professed a willingness to vote 
supplies of men and money, by their course with- 
held that which also the country has the right to 
| demand—that moral force, that moral power, that 
would impress the conviction that the nation is 
united in heart and sentiment, and would prevent 
the impression that supplies are coldly, reluctantly, 
yoled—while the Executive, who is to have com- 
mand of the army, is denounced, and the war is 
denounced, as unholy and unjust? Yes; not only 
was the war denounced by those who were voting 
supplies, (thereby taking away more than one-half 
the merit of their action,) but erroncous descrip- 
tions of the climate were made. It was stated that 
the climate would be more horrible than even the 
Mexican army itself, and such representations. of 
the malarias and discases that would fall upon the 
anny were given us to deter volunteers from enter- 
ing into the service. A 

But as we are in war, and it was agreed it should 
be vigorously prosecnted, how long should we pros- 
ceute it, and what objects do we propose to attain ? 
We onghtto prosecute it until we bring it to an 
honorable close, and attain the redress of our griev- 
i ances. She has insultingly refused to negotiate, 
and prefers to adjust the boundary by the sword. 
Let it be decided by the sword.” Let us maintain 
it to the Rio Grande if we are able, and never again 
offer to negotiate with her, Let us -establish at in 
the way she herself has selected. We ought: to 
i persani it until we shall recover the money with- 

held and due to the claimants of this Government 
‘under our treaty with her, She has avoided any 
‘negotiation on the subject, and is no doubt now 
consoling herself that she has got rid of that treaty 
on the principle that war abrogates all treaties. 
He would not stop to contend whether, in a case 
like this, the vested rights of our citizens were di- 
i vested by war. ‘Trust funds were exempt from 
confiscation by war, and he would not say whether 
these claims came under the rule of trast funds or 
not. He maintained that it was due to our citizens 
‘to see that we collect this money. Let us levy an 
‘execution upon them. But itis a wanton war on 
her part, exposing us to vast expenses, when every- 
i thing might have been settled peaceably, by nego- 
‘tation. She, therefore, was bound to indemnity 
ij us for that war. And that was another object in 
i| prosecuting the war. 
We ought above all to prosecute it until we vin- 
| dicate our honor and make ourselves respected. In 
‘| no other way could we secure our liberties. Let us 
longer refrain to do anything under the idea of 
magnanimous forbearance, and we shall be consid- 
ered a pusillanimous nation—a nation of cowards. 
A nation in that situation would not long preserve 
ts liberties. And what is life without liberty to 
Americans, who have grown up under the shade 
il of the tree of liberty? The way to preserve this 
| liberty and our territory from being despoiled, is to 
carry the war beyond our own boundaries, as the 
best mode of preventing the enemy from coming 
H within them. He would not only expel these ma- 
rauders from this side of the Rio Grande, but he 
|| would pursue them into the very interior of Mexi- 
co, and he would never cease until the objects to 
| which he had alluded were accomplished. Such 
, would be the sentiments of the American: people— 
such was the action which he believed was de- 
manded by our honor and patriotism. 

Mr. D. apologized for the desultoriness of his 
“remarks, and concluded by expressing the hope 
ii that sufficiently large appropriations would be 
i| made to meet all the exigencies of the case, and to 
il give assurance to the President and the country, 


He would not recount other causes of grievance | 


menced the war, and provoked it; and now, as she | 


zens. This was the duty of all, ‘But had not |i 


i 


that we are not wanting in what is due to.the coun- 
try, to the rights of the people, and the honor of our 
revolutionary forefathers, 62 E a 
Mr. Ws HUNT obtained. the floor. Whatever 
differences of opinion might exist (he sald) as: to 
the causes. of the present state of things, he trusted 
that nothing but a spirit of unanimity and devotion 
to our common country would be manifested: 
He declared himself briefly in favor of the amend- 
ment proposing to increase the pay of the soldiers 
in the ranks. -He adverted to the annexation of 
Texas, and to the opposition which, at every step, 
he had made to it until its final consummation; but 
remarked that since, by the action of the Govern- 
ment, the annexation had become’a settled ques- 
tion, and no longer open to resistance or. opposition 


; in any form, he had acquiesced in the decision, 


notwithstanding the evils which he had appre- 
hended (and still continued to apprehend) might 


| result from it, and notwithstanding the unconsti- 


tutional manner in which it had been accomplish- 
ed. Texas had been admitted; and deeply as he 
deplored the fact, yet in his action and his votes, 
he had been governed by, the same principles of 
liberality, patriotismijand justice towards her that 
had marked his action in relation to any other por- 
tion of the country, = >> ` f 

The principal purpose, however, for which he 
had risen, was to appeal to the political majority 
of this House; who he thought, instead of hurling 
their thunderbolts at the minority, aid spending 


| their energies in hootless and ungenerous assaults 


upon those who differed in opinion, from them in 
relation to the causes of this conflict, might find an 
ample field for the exercise of their patriotism and 
wisdom in maturing the measures’ requisite to 


| meet the emergencies of the country. And hevin- 
dicated and defended the minority, onthe score of 


patriotism and devotion to the best interests of the 
country. es 

Mr. COCKE regretted, he said, that sufficient 
time did not remain within the limit. assigned to 
the continuance of the debate to take a full view of 
the subject. But he hoped to be able to set him- 
self right before the House and the public as to 
his views on this bill, The House, and every one 
who had observed his course, was aware that he 
“had waged war. upon the internal. policy of the 
Administration. He had heen opposed to its po- 


{ 


litical course, and he expected to continue to be 
opposed to it; but he now found the country in a 


| war, and he should take such a course as. patriot- 
; ism would dictate. 


He considered it to be his duty 
to lend his aid to the Administration for the pur- 
ose of carrying out its measures on this subject. 
e had been talking about the Rio Grande as the 
boundary, but he conceived that we had now no 
right to look at the boundary question. There 
was no boundary there—none by the Nueces or 
| the Rio Grande. There was no disputed territory, 
except where the enemy were found. By the aid 
of American valor, he trusted that our arms would 
be carried victoriously wherever there was a hos- 
tile force found. 

It was not for him to inquire now whether the 
Rio Grande was our boundary ornot. He looked 
tothe facts that now existed, and he ‘considered 
it our duty to exert every effort to bring the war 
to a speedy termination. ‘It might be that the Ex- 
ecutive had exceeded his powers, and. exercised 
power not delegated by the Constitution. But it 
| was not for us to place the. country in the wrong. 
: It was enough for him to know that Mexico had 
| committed wrongs upon us that were unredressed. 
He knew that there were grievances existing which 
long ago were considered as cause of.war. There 
were- outrages, the remembrance of which. still 
swelled every American bosom with indignation. 
The Alamo was not forgotten. The blood of the 
murdered Crockett called upon the Fennesseans 
for revenge. i 


He was unwilling to be placed.in an improper 

| position before the country, by a supposed oppo- 
sition to the war bill, even on. account, of its pre- 
amble. Our honor and interests were Intrusted to 
agallant-band. He believed thatall was safe. We 
had a little news last night. that. cheered, the coun- 
try; and he predicted that it was @-prelide to a 
| more glorious triumph of our army... We were 


y with it. 


that it was ungenerous to deal: forciby with 
me fora long 


But, on that account, we have forbo: 
time from strong measures àgi 


| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| told that.the Mexican Goyernmen 
| 


years we had had am 
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who were in favor of an adjustment on 490. But, 

he could point to higher. authority—to the Pres- 

ident himself—to the gentleman’s own President— 

who had proposed to settle the question on 49°, 
i 


Many were disposed-to settle the question on that 
parallel who did not belong to the class which the 
gentleman spoke of as being always desirous of 
giving up territory... He had’ not heard one man 
in this House say that he was in favor of surren- 
dering anything moré than the line of 499. 

But in this case there was no disputed territory 
neither on the Nueces nor the Rio Grande— 

“none, except the territory that might be occupied 

by a hostile force. i 

As to the amendment for raising the pay to ten 
Qollärs a month, he was in favor of it; and he did 
not think ‘the objections to it well founded. .We 
received eight dollars‘ a day for our services here, 
and surely ten dollars a month would not be too 
much for the gallant soldier to receive. He thought 
it would be little enough, ` 
, The hour of two having arrived, the committee, 
in pursuance of the order of the House of yester- 
day, proceeded ‘to vote on amendments pending or 
to be offered. 


` The following ‘amendment had been heretofore 
offered by Mr. James A. Biacx: 


ov And be it further enacted, That from and after the passage 
of this ‘act to the end of the present war, the monthly pay of 
the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of 
the artillery, infantry, and riflemen, who may be in the ser- 
vice of the United States, shall. be.the same.as the pay.allowed 

“to the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates 
‘of the dragogn regiments of the United States, 


r, BLACK now modified his amendinent to 


read as follows: =+ 


And be it further enacted, That every oble-bodied recruit 
who shall hereafter, and before the termination of the war 
with Mexico, eiilist in the army of the United States for five 
years, shall be-entitled:to receive fifty dollars bounty; one- 
half shall be paid him at the- time of-his enlistment, aud the 
other halt three months after he is. mustered into service; 
and on his: honorable: discharge, be shall’ be entitled to a 
bounty.of Ghe hundred arid'sixty.acres of land. 

And be it further enacted, That every volunteer who may 


do twelve months’ service at.one tour of duty, shall be en-. 


titled, on being honorably dischaiged from the same, to a 
‘bounty of one hundred and sixty acres ‘of land. 

And be it further enacted, That should any non-commis- 
sionéd officer, musician, or private, in the army of the Uni- 
ted States, either in the regular army, militia, or volunteers, 
die ‘in battle, or in. the service df the United States, during 
the present war with Mexico, then lis heirs at law shall be 
entitied to a bounty-of one hundred:and sixty acres of land. 

And be it further enacted, That should-the war terminate 
so that any part of the volunteers who shall have entered 
the serviée tortwelve months, shall be honorably discharged, 
then they shall be entitled to the bounty in land as much’ so 
as if they had served out the full term of twelve months, 

Mr. TIBBATTS said that the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Brack] had 
been so changed that he (Mr. T.) would offer bis 
proposition (given above) notas a substitute, as he 
had originally proposed- to do, but as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 99505 eS 

Mr. MéeK AY now raised: the question’ of order 
‘on the amendment to the améndment.” He submit- 
ted that, inasmuch as it proposed to raise thé pay 
of the'army, dnd to appropriate land ‘and money 
by. way of bounty, it was not in order on an appro- 
pen bill; and he thought a decision to that effect 

ad been made in a former-part of the session. 

The CHAIRMAN thought that the point. of 
order had been settled at an earlier period of the 

s'session. The opinion of the Chair was that the 
vie amendment to the amendment was not in order, 
gs inasmuch as it proposed to increase the pay of the 
“army, and to appropriate land 


of bounty. 


and money by way 


Mr. TIBBATTS appealed from the decision. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired whether the decision 
of the Chair covered also the modified amend-. 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Brack] = > 7 Do 

The CHAIR said it covered both amendments. 

Thé question on the appeal was then taken; and 
the committee sustained the decision of the Chair- 
man by yeas 96, nays 25. 

So the amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment were decided to be out of order. 

Mr. McK AY now offered the following amend- 
ment, (modified in the item for “subsistence in, 
kind,’’). of which he had heretofore given notice: 
`- Be it further enacted, That the following sums be, and the 


same are hereby, appropriated to meet. the expenditures: 


which may be incurred under the acts -passed during the 
present session to authorize an increase of the rank and file 
of the army, and to provide for raising a regiment of mount- 
ed. riflemen, viz: í 


For Pays sec cease Seve Mewes cases desea eens $814,512 
For commutation of officers’ subsistence. a 12,775 
For subsistence in kind........ aiwnis + 487,442 


TLL 79,600 
284,175 


For expenses for recruiting. ... oe 

For clothing, camp, garrison, and horse equipage 

For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of fuel, forage, straw, 


113,000 
For the incidental expenses of the quartermas- 
ter’s department, consisting of expenses. of. 
courts martial, and courts of inquiry, extra pay 

to soldiers, purchase of horses for dragoons, &c. 
For transportation of troops and supplies for the 
5 AMY voce cccvaveccee oe Pee meta eeere ee 
For the medical and hospital department........ 


The amendment was agreed to, 


93,000 


322,000 
20,000 


ment, providing that $12,000 of the appropriation 
for arsenals may be applied to the purchase of a 
site, and for building a magazine for the Wash- 
ington arsenal. 

r. SAWYER raised the point of order. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. SA W- 
YER, Mr, JOSEPH J. McDOWELL, Mr. Me- 
KAY, and the Chair. ` 

Mr. McK AY withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GROVER. offered an amendment, as an 
additional section, providing that from and after 
the passage of this act, no officer shall be entitled 
to receive more than six rations per day, or com- 
mutation therefor. 

Mr. ASHMUN raised the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be in. order. 

The question was then taken, and, by ayes 71, 
noes 90, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. YELL moved an additional section, appro- 
priating $20,000 for the completion of Fort Smith, 
in the State of Arkansas. 

And the question being taken, the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. McKCAY offered the following amendment, 
which was agreed to: 

‘ Por the purchase of gunpowder, $100,000.” 

Mr. McKAY moved an additional section, pro- 
viding that hereafter the allowance paid to officers 
of the army and navy for travelling shall not be 
more than six cents per mile. 

The amendment was agreed to., 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee then 
rose and reported the bill and amendments to the 
House. 5 : 

And the: question being on concurring with the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
in its amendments, : 

Mr. S. JONES moved the previous question; 
which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

The amendments (except as hereinafter noticed) 
were concurred in without a division. 

On concurring in the amendment providing that 
hereafter the allowance paid to Officers of the army 
and navy for travelling shall not be more than six 
cents per mile, : 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered, and, being taken, re- 
sulted as follows: i f 
< YEAS—Messrs. Join Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, An- 
gerson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, 
Biggs, James Black, Janies A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, 
‘Brinkerhofl, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 


Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, | 
Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, Edwin H. Ew- 
ing, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Graham, 
Grover, Hamlin, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Ed- 


mund: W,-Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, į 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 


“Mr. McKAY asked Icave to offer an amend- | 


Buffington, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben H 


Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, 
Leake, Leib, Figon, Lumpkin, McClean, McClernand, 
Joseph J.. McDowell, McKay, Jobn P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Phelps, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawielle, Saw- 
yer, Scammon, Simpson, Thomas - Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, St. John, Strong, James ‘Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Tredway, Trumbo, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, Woodworth, and -Yancey—105. 3 

“ NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Baker, Wil- 


| liam G. Brown, William: W. Campbell, JohnH. Campbell, 


Carroll, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cranston, 


“Crozier, Culver, Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, Dixony 


Dockery, Douglass, John H: Ewing, Foot, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. 
Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, John W.. Houston, Samnel D. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Lawrence, La Sere, 
Lewis, Levin, Maclay, McClelland, James McDowell, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Meclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, 
Moseley, Perrill, Perry, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seainan, Seddon, Sever- 
ance, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Stewart, Strohm, Thibodecux, Benjamin Thompson, Thur- 
man, Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, ‘Towns, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodruff, Wright, Yell, and 
Young—84. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was then ordered toa third reading; and 

having been yead a third time, by its title and the 
ion being, “ Shall this bill pass?” 
question being, a pas , 

Mr. PRICE demanded the previous question, 

There was a second; and the main question 
was ordered to be now ‘taken. : 

Mr. HOPKINS asked:the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and being taken taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun; Atkinson, Baker, Baninger, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Blanchard, Brinkerhoft, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, 
Wiliam W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
John G., Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben ‘Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobh, Cucke, Collin, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H+ 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Fries, 
Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 
Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Hilliard. 
Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, J. W. Houston, George S, 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel Ð. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Hunter, 
Charles J. Ingersoil, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P.: King, Preston King, 
Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, Jo- 
seph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McGanghey, McHenry, 
Mellvaine, McKay, Marsh, J. P. Martin,’ Barkley. Martin, 
Miller, Morris, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Priee, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Reid; Relfe, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Sea- 
man, Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. 
John, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, Jamnes Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, Towns, Tredlway, Trumbo, 
Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Williams, Win- 
throp, Wood, oodrufi, Woodward, Woodworth, Wright, 
Yanecy, Yell, and Young—193. 

NAYS—None. 


So the bill was passed. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCLERNAND, by leave, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to which was referred the 
bill granting certain lands to the Territory of Iowa, 
to aid. in the improvement of the navigation of the 
Des Moines river in said Territory, reported an 
amendatory bill, accompanied by a report in writing’; 
which bill was committed. n 

Mr. J. B. HUNT, from the same committee, to` 
which was referred the bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act to grant a quantity of land to the Territory 
of Wisconsin, for the purpose of aiding in opening 
a canal to connect the waters of Lake Michigan 
with those of Rock river,” reported, on leave, 
an amendatory bill, accompanied by a report in 
writing; which bill was committed. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported, 
on leave, a bill to establish an additional land office 
in the Territory of Iowa; which bill was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. E. W. HUBARD, from the Committee on 
the Militia, reported a bill to provide for the pay- 
ment of the Iowa militia, called into service in 
December, 1839; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. ; f 

Mr. HARALSON asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution; to which objection was made: 


Resolved, That the President of the United Stateg 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and requested to 
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cause such number of infantry, artillery, and cav- | 
alry tactics, and of the rules and, regulations of | 
war, as may be necessary for the instruction and | 
information of the volunteer force called into the 
actual service of the United States, to be procured | 
„and distributed for their use; and that the same be 
paid for out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HUNTER made an ineffectual effort to in- 
troduce a motion setting apart Friday and Satur- 
day of next week for the consideration of bills 
relating to the District of Columbia. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 20, 1846. 


Mr. NILES presented four petitions of ship- 
owners and shipmasters, citizens. of Connecticut, 


construction of the third section of the fourth arti- 
cle of the Constitution. In terms perfectly re- 


test against its adoption or continuance as a per- 


manent measure of policy. 
If any Senator should think it in bad taste for a 
State so new, so feeble, and so impotent as Michi- 


| gan, to seek to bring into question the constitu- 


tional authority of this General Government to 
exercise, in such a matter, its high and important 
powers, I respectfully ask such Senator to consider 
that such a policy, persevered in, would be vitally 
destructive to the best interests of the State. 

This region of country comprises more than 
one-third of its whole area; an active, a busy, an 
enterprising population is rapidly pouring into it. 
It may soon hope to become a settled, a prosper- 
ous country. But how is its Government to be 
sustained?. If the policy objected to should be 


praying that the act of March 2, 1837, concerning 
pilots, may not be repealed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. Z 

_. Mr. N. also presented the petition of Ann Dodd, 
widow of a deceased revolutionary soldier, pray- 
ing a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. i 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of William 
Sloan, praying the passage of an act recognising 
him as a citizen of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

“Mr. STURGEON presented the. proceedings of 
a meeting of citizens of Easton, Pennsy!] vania, ten- 
dering their services to the Government, to ald in 
ihe prosecution of the war with Mexico; which 
were laid upon the table. wy 

In presenting the above, Mr. S. submitted a few 
pointed remarks in relation to the unanimity of 
feeling and the patriotism which had been exhib- 
ited by the people of Pennsylvania during the pres- 
ent crisis. 

i © MINERAL LANDS. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE rose and said: Mr. Pres- 
ident, I hold in my hand certain resolutions, re- 
cently passed by the Legislature of Michigan, and 
with them some legislative reports, which exhibit, 
in part at least, the grounds upon which those 
resolutions seem founded: 

I desire to present these documents to the Senate, 

I propose to ask that the resolutions be read, and, 
according to the course of the Senate in similar 
cases, that they be printed. I shall then desire to 
move, if that disposition of them meet with the 
concurrent wishes of my colleague, that the doc- 
uments, and the whole subject which they involve, 
be referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
for their further consideration. 
< “In conformity with the rules. and. usages of the 
Senate, I have to say, sir, in regard to these reso- 
lutions, that they relate.to the mineral regions which 
extend around: Lake Superior añd far into the in- 
terior, They. comprise some: twenty: millions of 
acres, perhaps more—their “entire extent is -not 
known yet—of which from twelve to. fifteen mil- 
lions, I suppose, are within the limits of the State 
of Michigan. 

The authorities of that State deprecate the evils, 
present and prospective, which they apprehend 
must grow out of the plan at present pursued of | 
managing that great interest. They remonstrate 
against that system, hitherto pursued, (if system | 
it be,) of retaining in this General Government the | 
proprietary in the soil, and of doling it out in par- 
cels to individual applicants, upon lease; thus es- 
tablishing between this General Government and | 
the occupants of those extensive regions the rela- | 
tions of landlord and tenant, and, by consequence, 
subjecting all its present and future inhabitants, for | 
good or for evil, to the will and pleasure of this 
Government, and to the caprice and venality of | 
such as may from time to time be appointed its 
agents. . 

_. Ln the view of the great evils which must grow out 
“of. such a condition of. things, if it be established 

by you as a part of your general policy, they are 
Jed:to-question the. competency, the constitutional 

power of. this Government to adopt it, looking at it 
= with reference to the act of cession of Virginia, by 
-ewhich yow- acquired. that-country,.and with refer- 
sence-to the compacts which have been. entered .into 
between:-you and the people who may inhabit those 
ons, and. with the State.itself; they believe such 


of managing those lands. to.be ‘inconsist- 
both the spirit and letter of those instru- 


established, whence will the funds come which are 
to construct its roads? Not an acre, of the whole 
fifteen millions of acres of that mineral region 
which is within the limits of Michigan, has yet 
become individual property. The title to the 
whole remains in this Government yet, and is 
there, by this policy, destined to remain. 

In the very act which declares Michigan to bea 
member of the Union, and, as such, admitted ‘on 
‘the same footing, and with all the rights of sover- 
‘eignty, freedom, and independence, as the ori- 
í ginal States,” you have inserted provisions which 
entirely withdraw from the taxing power of the 
State ihe whole of the unsold domain. Where, 
then, is the money to come from, which is to 
build: the court-houses, and all the public works 
which will be necessary for its prosperity, and to 
sustain the whole machinery of Government? Sir, 
the policy objected to is full of evil of every kind; 
and I aw sure it will be considered to have been 
proper for those State authorities which have in 
charge the great interests of the State, both present 
and future, to remonstrate against the establishment 
of such a policy, and respectfully to request your 
special attention to it. 

I ask, then, sir, that the resolutions be read and 
ordered to be printed, and that the documents and 
the whole subject be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands for its further and deliberate con- 
sideration. 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said that, perceiving 
the honorable Senator, who is chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Lands, now in his seat, 
he would take occasion to inquire of him if that 
committee was making progress in that great, and, 
in his opinion, necessary subject of legislation, the 
making proper provision respecting : the mineral 
lands of the United States. He hardly knew.how 
long this matter had been the subject of occasional 
attention in this and the other House of Congress. 
It had become to them all-a matter of great and re- 
newed interest, and he thoughtit ought to be taken 
up and disposed ‘of finally and effectually during 
this session of Congress. And he expressed the 
hope that the committee who had charge of the 
subject would report upon it as speedily as possi- 
ble. He inquired of the honorable chairman wheth- 
er any progress had already been made by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BREESE said he was happy that it was in 
his power to answer the interrogatory of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts. There 
were two divisions of these mineral lands: one em- 
bracing the lead, and the other the copper mines. 
The subject of the copper mines had not. been 
brought directly before the committee. A report 
had been submitted about two months ago, recom- 
mending the adoption of a joint resolution for trans- 
ferring the care and custody of these lands from 
the War Department, to which it did not properly. 
belong, to the Treasury Department, to which the 
control of the whole public land system had been 
confided. Respecting the lead mines, some three 
months ago an elaborate report had been made, 


That bill was almost identical with a bill heretofore 
passed in relation to. such mines im the State of 
Missouri. He had been very desirous of calling 
up that bill for the action of the Senate, for he sup- 
posed (and he believed that all who had examined 
the subject would agree with him) that, after look- 
ing into the Message of the President upon. the 
subject, and the several reports from the heads of 


Bureaus for the last few years, there could be no 


spectful, therefore, the authorities of the State pro- | 
i lic business. 


accompanied by a bill, providing for their sale. || 


ments, and perceive no sanction for it in any fair if hesitation in directing the sale of those lands. But 


| he had been warned, by the efforts of other Sena- 
| tors, that it was inexpedient to call up a bill out of 
| its order, unless upon some pressing matter of pub- 
‘W hen it came up in its order on the 
| calendar, he hoped he would. have the aid of the 
| honorable Senator from Massachusetts in accom- 
plishing the object which the committee had in 
view. : 

Mr. WEBSTER said he hoped that they would 
take up the subject (which was equally important) 
| of all the mineral lands. It was highly expedient 
to make a final disposition of these lands contain- 
| ing copper mines, because of the great increase of 
| private interest in them. He agreed entirely with 

the honorable Senator as to the expediency of ma- 
king sales of. all the mineral lands of the United 
States. He thought the relation of landlord and 
tenant between the General Government and citi- 
zens was a very undesirable. relation, He hoped 
that those lands might be all disposed of under suit- 
able and proper regulations. 

Mr. CASS said he was very glad that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts had called the attention of 
the Senate to this vastly important subject. The 
President had decided, and he thought very prop- 
erly, that no more of the mineral lands should be 
granted out upon leases. Parties holding. those 
leases had been going on.and making largé-expen- 
ditures, and. the consequence would: be,:that.they 
would be ‘brought into contact with “the :Govern- 
ment... ‘The interests were becoming vitally impor- 
tant—they were increasing every dy: Sodespint of 
cupidity existed throughout the whole country, and 
the shares had run-up enormously. He thought 
it was the duty of. the Government, by an imme- 
diate act of legislation, to let the country under- 
stand what course was to be pursued. He agreed 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, that the 
Government should not mix itself with mineral 
speculators. He was of opinion that they ought 
to be sold, and sold with reference to the value of 
the improvements which individuals had made 
upon them, and to the ‘rights which individuals 
had acquired. He hoped there would be speedy 
action upon the subject. 

Mr. SEVIER was of the opinion that their ob- 
ject might be fully accomplished, by simply ma- 
king the law in relation- to mineral lands in Missouri 
a general law. ‘There had'never been:a law to're- 
strain the sale of copper, silver, or any other mines, 
he believed, except lead mines and salt springs. As 
to this business of mining, it was a mere lottery— 
the most uncertain of all pursuits. No discoveries 
could be effected without great risk and expendi- 
tures. j 

Mr. BREESE expressed his gratification’ that 
this subject had excited the attention of the Sen- 
ate. He stated as an apology for the delay on the 
part of the Committee of Public Lands, that no 
particular interest had been heretofore manifested 


| 
i 
| 


| on the part of this body to go into the subject. 


The mineral lands could not be brought into 
market for sale, until they shall have been survey- 
ed and divided, in pursuance of law. The lead 
mines, under the system of leasing, had involved 
the Government in‘an expenditure of some 60,000 
or $80,000, the whole system having sprung out of 
the law of 1807, authorizing the President ‘to lease 
the lead mines in Missouri. Out of this had arisen 
the copper speculations; shares in some of the com- 
panies having sold as: high-as 300 or $400... The 
committee ought to move cautiously in the matter, 
with a view to the promotion of the public inter- 
ests. He hoped the: wholé óf the landlord ‘and 
tenant system would ‘be broken up. Sors 
Mr. WEBSTER said the Senator from Arkan- 
sas may be right as to the law;-but a practice has 
prevailed of reserving these lands from sale. -If 
this was not in.accordance with Jaw, it should be 
stopped; if authorized by law, the law should be 
changed. As to the copper mines, leases are grant- 
ed- on the supposed authority of the President, and 
they should be‘confirmed by Congress. And if the 
President had no such power to grant leases, the 
lands should be disposed of by public sale. : 
Mr: SEVIER replied that the President:had. the 
right, under the general law, to withhold the lands 
from public sale at his discretion." : 
- Mr. BRESSE. Do T understand the Senator 
that the President has a right to withheld ‘these 
mineral lands from sale ? : 
Mr. SEVIER. He has a right to determine 


when and how the lands shall be sold, whether in 
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“ships or sections, and whether the sales shall. 
take ‘place now, or be postponed. It is a discre- 
tionary power vested in: him for, the protection of 
the public’ interests. There is no Jaw reserving 
` permanently the cop er. lands from, sale. . 
“Mr. BREESE.” This power ‘in the President 
seems to meto be very: questionable, ~ I am much 
inclined to doubt: if- he possesses it. To-morrow, 


Ttrust; we shall reach the bill, when the subject i 


will properly come before the Senate. 


~The resolutions were then referred to: the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
“ge SES BILOT LAWS; 0 

Mr, DIX presented joint resolution 
the Legislature of New York, in favor of the pas- 


sage of a law conferring upon the States the power 
to regulate the appointments of pilots within their 


respective limits; which was ordered to-lie on the. 


table, and be printed. ; 

Mr. D: also presented: several remonstrances 
from citizens of New York, against the renewal of 
a patent herctofore granted to Jethro Wood, which 
were laid upon the. table.’ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Isaiah Foy, of New Jersey; which was read, 
and passed to the second redding, and the accom- 
pony ing report was ordered to be printed. 

r. iN. 


also, from the same committee, reported’ | 


a bill for the relief. of Creed Taylor, of Arkansas; 
which was read, and passed to the second reading, 
and the accompanying report was ordered to be 
printed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the House bill making ap- 
propriations- for the support of the Military Acad» 
emy, reported the same with amendments. 

[The amendments consist of inserting ‘forty 
thousand” dollars for the repair of barracks for 
cadets, in the place of fifteen thousand dollars; and 
adding an additional section to the bill, to the effect 
that the branches now taught undcr the supervision 
‘of the chaplain be hereafter confided to a separate 
department, to be styled professor of “rhetoric and 
history,” to reccive the same as is received by the 
assistant professor of ethics; and that hereafter no 
assistant professor be allowed to said professor, and 
that the chaplain be confined to the appropriate 
duties of his office.] ox $ 

‘Mr, JOHNSON, of Loüisiana, from -the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, asked.that said committeé be 
discharged from the. further consideration of the 
petition of A. H. Yarnall, and’ that it be referred 
to the Committee on, Naval: Affairs; which was 
agreed. to... oo Seen 

Mr. J., aiso, from the same committee, reported 
a bill. for the relief of Nathaniel Stafford; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading; and the 
accompanying report was-ordered to be printed. 

Me. DAVIS, from the Committee òn Commerce, 
to which was _referred..the bill further to amend 
“An act supplementary ‘to an act to fix the value 
of certain moneys of account in computation at the 
custom-houses,’? approved.March 3d, 1845, report- 
ed it back in an amendatory form, as follows: 

AN ACT to establish thé valve of certain foreign coms and 
moneys of account, anid to amend existing laws. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America H Congress assembled, That 
in all computations atthe eustoin-house, the foreign coins 
and money of account herein. specified shall be estimated 
as follows—to wit: Be ay; * oe 

The specie dollar of Sweden and Norway, at.... 

The specie dollar of Deninark,.at...c.0.. sese 

The thaler of Prussia and of the northern States 

of Germany, Otis cree eee feb eiawle vs befee res 

‘The forin-of the Southern States.of Germany, at 

The -florin of the Austrian empire and city of 


1 05 
si 05 


69 
40 


Augsburg, at a.s. ee viraesaes Veaisieewarer’ 485 
Tire tira of- the Lombardo-Ve D kingdom, 

and the lira of Tuscany, at ...cc eee verre ris 16 
The francof France and of Belgium, and the livre 

Of Sardinia, Ate... cece sees een 186 
‘The dacat of Naples, at.. iviena 780 


‘The ounce of Sicily, ats. . 
The ponad of the. British Provinces of Nova 
Scotia, New Brunswick, Newfoundland, and 
Canada, at k 


: 40 
“And atl laws inconsistent with this azt dre Hereby ¥e- 
pealed. $ : 

In reporting 
had been very carefully examined and pretty thor- 
oughly investigated; that the committee had cor- 
responded with the custom-house at New’ York 


the bill, Mr. D. said the subject 


s passed by | 


and with the Superintendent of the Mint, and had 
availed themselves of such other sources of informa- 
tion as would enable them to say that the bill would 
be found entirely correct. He moved that the bill be 
considéred at once, as it was important to have it |, 
disposed of. ‘If any Senator desired to ask any 
| questions concerning the amendment, he stood 
prepared to answer ‘them; if not, he should con- 
tent himself with allowing the bill to pass without 
further comment. ` de? ` 

The amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
was read a third time and passed. 


. Mr: ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to revive and continue in 
force the several acts heretofore passed for the re- 
lief of insolvent debtors of the United States; which 
was read and passed to a second reading. 

_Mr. A. also asked that said committee be.dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the reso- 
lution directing said committee to inquire into the 
expediency of providing’ a suitable building for 
holding the Federal Courts at the newly established 
seat of government, in the State of Alabama; which 
was agreed to. ; 


Mr. TURNEY submitted the following resolu 
tion; which was agreed to: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be Instructed to inquire into the expediency of lim- 
| iting military appointments to sixty years. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report of the Secretary of 
| War, in relation to the practicability and utility of 
a fort or forts on Ship Island, on the coast of Mis- 
sissippi, was read; and, 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGTIT, was referred to 
the Committce on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed the army appropriation bill; in which the 
concurrente of the Senate was asked; also that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the bill providing 
for temporary mail service in Texas.] 

The PRESIDENT signed the bill providing for 
temporary mail service in Texas; and it was or- 
dered to be sent to the President. 

[A message was reccived from the President of 
the United States, announcing that he had signed 
and approved the bill to raise a regiment of mount- 
ed riflemen, and to establish military posts on the 
route to Oregon; also a joint resolation providing 
for temporary mail service in Texas.] 

The bill for. the relicf of Mrs: Pike, widow of 
the late General Pike, was read a third time and 

assed. . 

The.act (from the. House) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the army of the United 
States, for the year ending June 30, 1847, was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that the Senate 
should resume the considcration of the special 
order of the day—the bill to provide for the settle- 
ment of French spoliation claims; which motion 
was agreed to. ; 

Mr. MOREHEAD then rose and resumed his 
remarks in favor òf the bill, for about an hour, in 
which he maintained that the United States, having 
released France from the obligation to pay these 
claimants, it became its duty to support the na- 
tional dignity, honor, and good faith, by compen- 
sating them out of its own treasury. 

Mr. COLQUITT then rose in opposition to the | 
bill. He said that the eloquent arguments of the | 
Senators on the other side were all irrelevant to the 
question, merely showing that, because France 
had come to our assistance in the time of need we 
were bound to pay these claimants. He repre- 
sented these claimants as merchants who had de- 
rived great benefits from the position occupied by 
the United States, and who had, after reaping all 
-the benefits of that neutral position, now come 
forward to make these demands on the Govern- 
ment. These men had pocketed the profits of that 
-period, and it was hardly fair to make attempts to 
show that our Government had acted perfidiously, 
for the purpose of increasing those profits. There 
“was no desire; no expectation on the part of 
‘France, that we should. be disturbed in our neutral- 
ity; and all the documents which he had examined 
| bore him out in this declaration. ‘Ihe sympathies 


i 


of the country. were, he admitted, more.in favor of 
Great Britain ‘than France; but there was nothing 
in her acts to justify any hostile movement of 
France grounded. on. that Impression. He main- 
tained that France never. intended to pay these in- 
demnities. ‘These are the propositions he laid 
down, and in support of them, he made reference 
to various documents, from which he read extracts, 
and.came to the conelusion that these claims-on 
the United States Government must fall to the 
ground. Bates : g ‘ 

If any part of these claims was due, ‘he contend- 
ed that the whole was due; and that there was as - 
much dishonesty in striking off three-fourths, and 
paying five, instead of twenty millions, as in repus 
diating the whole. i 

Mr. CLAYTON rose to reply, but observing 
that the hour was late, said he’ would defer his re- 
marks till to-morrow; and then, on his motion, 

The Senate went into Executive session, and af- 
ter some time spent therein, the doors: were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 20, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday (having been read in 
part only) was approved. 

Mr. STEWART rose to submit a motion; and 

Mr. ST. JOHN rosé to ask the House lo take 
up, and refer to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, the Indian: Appropriation bill, which had 
been returned from the Senate with certain amend- 
ments. i 

The SPEAKER. No motion can be entertained 
until the Chair has made an explanation in relation 
to the condition of the business of the House. The 
state of confusion in which the House was at the 
time of the adjournment yesterday, makes the ex- . 
planation necessary. i 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hanratson] 
presented a resolution authorizing the publication 
of certain public documents. The resolution made: 
an appropriation of money—a fact which, at the 
time the resolution was read, the Chair did not dis- 
cover. It was therefore ont of order; and a bill 
would be required to accomplish the object. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Honrrr] 
had moved a suspension of the rules, to. enable him 
to submit-a motion: that certain days be specially 
set apart for the consideration of bills relating to 
the Districtof Columbia.. That motion was pend- 
ing. But the Chair would now state, that no mo- 
tion would be. in. order, except: by- unanimous 
consent; because a special order had been set apart 
for this and the two next succeeding days. 


On motion of Mr. ST. JOHN, the bill making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department, which had been 
returned from the Senate with certain amendments, 
was taken up, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. F 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, on lcave given, reported a 
bill for surveying and constructing a military road 
from Fort Howard, in. the Tertitory of Wiscon- 
sin, to Fort Wilkins, in. the State of Michigan; 


H which bill was read twice, and committed. 


Mr. STEWART moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in 
order, 

The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the day, being the consideration of bills relating to 
the Territories. 7 

Mr. DODGE rose and said that, by an under- 
standing with the chairman of the. Cominittee of 
Ways and Means, he rose to propdse that the 
special orders be postponed until the three first 
legislative days in June. It was important that 
the appropriation bills should be acted upon; and 
with this view it was that the motion to postpone 
had. been submitted. 


The question was taken, and the special order 


| was postponed accordingly. 


Mr. STEWART moved a suspension of the 
rules, to enable him to introdtice the following reg- 
olution: Pag 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to report a bill increasing the 
pay of volunteers from seven dollars to ten dollars 
per month, and granting to those who serve to the 
end of the war, or die in the service, one hundred 
and sixty acres of land. 
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Mr. S. asked the yeas and nays on that motion. i for the salary of the clerk in the office of the Sur- 


On that demand no quorum voted. 

Mr. STEWART moved a call of the House; 
but withdrew that motion, and demanded teller 
on the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

And the count having been again taken, the 
yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. A. D. SIMS moved that the motion to sus- 
pend be laid on the table. . p 

The SPEAKER ruled the motion out of order, 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested that the reso- 
lution should be so amended as to assume the form 
of a resolution of inquiry. g 

The question ‘ Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
was then taken, and decided in the negative, as 
follows: ; f 

YEAS—Mesgsrs, Abbott, Jobn Q. Adams, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Bell, Blanchard, Bowlin, Milton Brown, Wiliam 
G. Brown, Jobn H. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. 


Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cocke, Collamer, i 


Crozier, Cullom, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Edsall, 
John H, Ewing, F 
nell, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Jobn W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, 
George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, 
Lewis, Maclay, McClelland, McHenry, Mclivaine, Bark- 
ley Martin, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Parrish, Payne, Relte, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 
Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Trumbo, Wentworth, and, White— 
> i 


‘NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Benton, Bigys, James A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brock- 
enbrough, Brodbead, Burt, Clarke, Collin, Cranston, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, Dromgoole, Ellsworth, Erdman, Ficklin, 
Fries, Garvin, Grover, Hamlin, Isaac E. Holmes, George 
S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Levin, Joseph J. Mce- 
Dowell, James McDowell, McGaughey, _MeKay, Marsh, 
Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Phelps, Price, Reid, Rhett, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leon- 
ard H. Sims, Simpson, ‘Stanton, Starkweather, Sykes, Jas. 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Vance, Vinton, 
at Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yancey— 

co 

So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lution was not received. -` : ; 

Mr. T. B. KING, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill (accompanied by a report) 
to provide for the construction of twelve more war 
steamers, and one iron frigate. s 

The bill having been read twice by its ‘title, 

Mr. KING moved that the report be read. 


Objected to. 


‘oot, Gentry, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grin-- 


si 


Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, | 


| 


| the two gentlemen. 


| geon General, and an. appropriation..of $2,000 for 
the salary of Doctor Espy (who was known to all 
the members) for making meteorological observa- 
tions. During the two last years, the Committee 
of Ways and Means had declined to report the 
appropriation for that salary, but the House had 


therefore, had taken the action-of the House at the 
two last sessions as an instruction to put this ap- 
propriation in the bill, and had done so. He al- 
lowed that there was no express law to authorize 
it; it was only under the sanction given to it by 
former appropriations, made in the manner he had 
indicated, that it had been inserted. Personally he 
had no choice in the matter; the committee could 
act as it pleased. 4” 

The CHAIRMAN now suggested to Mr. Hun- 
GERFORD that he had submitted his motion in rather 
a singular form. 

‘Whereupon Mr. HUNGERFORD waived the 
point.so far as concerned the question in the form. 
in which he had put it to the Chair, and confined 
himself strictly to the motion ‘to strike out. 

Mr. J. Q. ADAMS here put an inquiry to Mr. 
McKay, which led to some conversation between 


Mr. McKAY stated that these observations had 
formerly been made under the-direction of the Sur- 
geon General, by officers of the army. It was only | 
within the last four or five years that Mr. Espy 


-inserted it. The Committee of Ways and Means, | 


in the appropriation bill for extending and render: 
{| ing more complete the meteorological observations 
i at military posts, under the direction of the Sur- 
geon General, $3,000. Of this sum, $2,000 had 
been applied in the employment of Mr. Espy. Any 
gentleman who had curiosity on the subject, would 
find, on reference to the. Blue Book, that that was 
the amount paid to him. ` f 
Two years ago, when he (Mr. McKay) had be- 
i come a member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, this estimate was submitted. A majority 
| of the committee determined not to pat it in the 
| bill, because there was no authority of law. This 
course was pursued at both sessions of the Congress. 
[| But the House had determined otherwise. Provi- 
if sion had been made; and he had regarded this ag 
i| a clear expression of the opinion of the House 
|! that these observations should be continued under 
the direction of Mr. Espy. Of the value of his 
services he (Mr. McK.) was no judge. Original- 
ly he had been opposed to the appropriation. In- 
dividually, he stili was opposed toit. But asa 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
he had merely acquiesced in its introduction into 
the bill. 


| 
| 


i 
| 
i 


| chusetts [Mr. Apams.] The committee had put 


ii the matter in the form whieh it properly assum- 


| ed—that of a salary. If the gentleman’s amend- 


had been employed as clerk. 
Mr. ADAMS was understood to submit that the ! 


benefit had been derived. He was also understood | 
to submit, that the fact of former appropriations | 
having been made, was an authority for this. He 
hoped the amendment would not prevail, and he | 
indicated an amendment, to read, ‘ for continuing , 
meteorological observations, $2,000.” 
A brief conversation took 
J. INGERSOLL and Mr. McKAY. 
Mr. S. JONES said that, according to the 81st | 
rule, (which had been read,) no such appropriation | 
was in order in this bill. And it was wholly un- 
important, whether the appropriation had hereto- 
fore been made or not. ‘There was no law au- 
thorizing the employment of such a person, and 


it 


And then, on motion of Mr. KING, the bill | 
and report were referred to the Committee of the |; 


Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to |! 


be printed, and the drawings to be lithographed. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Bowty, of Missouri, in the chair,) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of Government, for the year ending the 30th 
day of June, 1847, and for other purposes. 

On the suggestion of Mr. McK A 
imous consent, the reading of the bill was dispensed 
with, and it was taken up by items. 

The following item being under consideration, 

“ For compensation of the clerk and meteorclo- 
gist in the office of the Surgeon General, $2,000;”’ 


Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend it by | 
striking out the words “and meteorologist,” and |! 
ppropriated from $3,000 to |, 


| Apams,] in either case it was proper, and (from | 


reducing the sum a 


$1,000. 


And Mr. HUNGERFORD submitted, as a ques- || 
tion of order, to the Chair, whether the appropria. | 
tion must not, under the SIst rule of the House, he |) 


smuch as it was an- appropriation 
authorized by law. 


stricken out, 
for an object nat 


Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested that if the ap- | 


propriation was improper, there was but one mode 
of getting it out, and that was to vote it out, 

Mr. HUNGERPORD asked that the 8ist rule 
might be read. 
* And it was read, as follows: 


“No appropriation shall be reported in such ; 
‘general. appropriation bills, or be in order as an 
“amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre- 
s viously authorized by law, unless in continuation 
‘of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
t jects as are already in progress, and for the con- ; 
ti yingon the several departments 


iügencies for cart) 


@ Government,” 


oft 


< Mr. McK AY anid that thie itemmade provision |. 


Y, and by unan- | 


} 


H 


the rule declared that no appropriation should be 
made except for objects authorized by law. They 
could raise a storm here without the assistance of 
Mr. Espy. They need not pay him for meteoro- | 
logical observations, or for raising a storm, which 
they could raise themselves as well as he could. 

[A voice: ‘And make it rain, too.’’] 

Mr. JONES. Yes, and make it rain, too. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order | 
as to Mr. Apams’s amendment, which, Mr. S. 
Jones submitted was out of order. 


{ 
out of order. i 
did not forbid an appropriation in a general appro- 
priation bill, which was in continuation of appro- 
priations previously made for works or objects 


occupation was a useful one, from which public || 


i! be agreed to. 
lace between Mr. C. |} ) 
i! GERFORD was then taken, and no quorum hav- 


|| Mr. STANTON said that the 81st rule had been |; 
|| referred to, as showing that this appropriation was 
But it would be seen that the rule |; 
i| mint, $300.” 


of a salary, so that nothing would be gained by it. 
If gentlemen were desirous of retaining the ser- 
vices of Mr. Espy, they could vote against the 
; amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Hencerrorp,] and thus attain their abject, 
After some conversation on a point of order, 
Mr. ADAMS withdrew his amendment, intend- 
| ing to renew it if that of Mr. Huyeerrorp should 


ment prevailed, it would be virtually the payment 
| 


The question on the amendment of Mr. HUN- 

voted, : : 

he committee rose and reported the fact to the 

House. $ PB 
- A motion to adjourn was made, but, the yeas 
and nays having been ordered, was withdrawn. 

Mi. McKAY moved a. call of: the House, and 
asked the yeas and nays, which were ordered, and 
being taken; were, ee 53, nays 85. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

But a quorum had voted. i 

So the Chairman resumed his seat in committee. 

The question was then again taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. HUNGERFORD, and the vote stood 
ayes 61, noes 65. i - i 


in 


i coins” after the word “ ores:” 
“ For specimens of ores to þe reserved at the 


already in progress. It was clear that these mete- 
orological observations were already in progress, 
and that appropriations had heretofore been made 
for them. It was clearly proper, therefore, that 
the appropriation should be made. It mattered not 
whether the appropriation was made in the form 
proposed by the Committee of Wa 
or by the gentleman from Massa 


i 


usetts, [Mr 


the importance of the object) he believed it ought 


to be made. 
Mr. HARALSON now called upon some mem- 
| ber (more familiar with such matters than himself) 


: to state of what practical benefit these observations | 


have been, or probably would be to the country. 


in relation to the theory of storms, the Baconian 


= philosophy, and the utility or inunlity of Mr. Es- i 
əy ’s researches, &c.; which was participated in by | 


Messrs. STANTON, JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, 
SEABORN JONES, GEORGE S. HOUSTON, 


© HUNGERFORD, JEFFERSON DAVIS, BED- | 


> INGER, JACOB THOMPSON, HARALSON, 
< JOHN A. ROCKWELL, JOHN Q. ADAMS, 
RATHBUN, and ISAAC E. HOLMES. 


and Means, : 


This question led to a very long scientific debate | 


: Mr. McK AY explained, that these observations |; 
i were instituted at the time Mr. Calhoun wasatthe | ment of all suspended. 
© head of the War Department. Four years ago, , the several States and t 
for the frst time, a provision had been introduced ©: ferred to the Committee on 


|i 1844.” 

On the suggestion of Mr. BOYD, (who desired 

to offer certain amendments needing explanations,) 
the bill was informally laid aside. 
| Mr. McKAY attempted ineffectually to take up 
' the naval pension bill. 
The committee then rose and reported progress. 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
= rolled Bills, reported correct the joint resolution to 
|! provide for the temporary mail service in Texas. 


i 
f 
Í 


iO The resolution was signed by the Speaker. 
The bill from the Senate for the reltef of Amos 
l: Kendall was read and referred to the Committee of 
| Claims. fae N 
The bill fram the Senate for the relief of John 
| Keith, of New York, was read and referred to the 
i Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. | 
The bill from the Senate to repeal part of the act 
ropriations for the naval service for the 
H ye 30th June, 1846, was read and refer- 
` ed to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 
The bill from the Senate providing for the adjust- 
re-emption land claims in 
erritories was read and re- 
Private Land Claims. 


| making app 
= year ending 


1846. 
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. "The bill from the Senate-making alterations in 
the. Pay Department: òf the Army was read and 
referred. to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
“The bill from the Senate for the relief,of Mrs. 
Pike, widow. of the Jate General Pike, was read 
: and referred ‘to the:Committee of Claims. | z 
The amendment of the Senate to the bill further 
to amend An act ‘supplementary to ‘An act to 
fix the value of certain moneys of account in còm- 
putation at the custom-house,’ approved March 3, 
1845," was read and agreed to. a 


This bill has finally passed both Houses. As 


passed, it establishes the value of foreign coins as 
follows: ° D pets 
Specie dollar of Sweden and Norway, at..........°@1 05 
Specie dollar of Denmark, at. s.s... s. PE PE E 
Thaler of Prussia and northern States of Germany. 69., 
Florin of southern States of Germany... ,......... K 40 < 
Florin of Austrian Empire‘and city of Augsburg 48 5 
Lira of the Lombardo Venitian Kingdom and Tus . - 
CBNY E cee eeGe tase sities violet wiaiestntes'es deve 
Franc of France and of Belgium and livre of. Sar- 
Chr T EE E Seserahan Deea wer 186 
Ducat of Naples., 
Ounce of Sicily .... ssena. 
Pound of the British Provinces of Nova Scotia, New: ~ 
Brunswick, Newfoundland, and Canada...... Be 


Mr. McCLEAN, on leave given, presented the 
following resolutions, which were laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed: 


“ Wuereas the tariff of one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-two produces no more than sufficientrevenue to defray 
the necessary ¢xpenses of the General Government, and af- 
fords only an adequate incidental protection to American in- 
dustry and American manufactures, against foreign competi- 
tion and foreign policy; and a consequent encouragement to 
commercial enterprise, to agricultural pursuits, and to the 
development of our own natural resources : 

“And whereas itis believed the people of Pennsylvania are 
opposed to any alteration in the existing tarit, until further 
experience has shown that a modification is required to se- 
cure a continuance of such protection, and to promote the 
general welfare: therefore, A j 

« Resslyed by the Senate and House va Representatives of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylounia in. General Assembly met. 
That our Senators. and Reprosentatives in Congress be, an 
they are hereby, requested’ to oppose all attempts to alter 
or modify the tariff act of the thirtieth of August, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and forty-two. : 

“ Resolved, That the Governor be requested to transmit a 
copy of the above preamble and resolutions to Gach of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress.” 

“ Resolved by the Senute and House of Representatives of 

_ the Commonweulth of Pennsylvania in General Assembly mel, 
That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be re- 
quested to oppose the establishment of a national bank, the 

istribution of the procecds of the public lauds among the 
several States, nnd, to vote for the separation of the Govern- 
mont {tom banking’ institutions, and for the creation of a 
constitutional treasury, as the best means‘to securea sound 
currency, guard the public moneys, and preserve unimpaired 
the protection afforded: to the industry of the people, by a 
just tariff » E E E R E T ER M À P 


law, i 23 à 

“Resolved, ‘That the Governor-be-requested. to transmit a 
copy of the preceding resolution to.eachsof our Sénators and 
Representatives in Congress, 00 pais ý 

A CRINDLEY, PATTERSON, 
ce Speaker of the House of Representutives. 
PA ‘WILLIAM S ROSS, 

; A vagy, Jose. Speaker of the Senate. 

“ Adopted in the House of Representatives, April 9, 1846. 


Ces WEL LIAM TACK, Clerk. 

« Adopted in the Senate, April 22, 1846. . , 
Shes SAB B. GOODRICH, Olerk”? 

Mr. JOSEPH J. MeDOWELL gave notice that 
-on to-morrow, or some other day of the session, he 
would ask-leave to introduce a bill giving- further 
time to locate Virginia land warrants, and to re- 
turn the surveys. thereon. to the General Land 
Office. = j 
-- Mr, MeCLELLAND, by-leave, presented réso- 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, 
relative to: the leasing of the mineral lands within 
‘the State. of Michigan; which resolutions were 
committed. : 

: Mr. BRODHEAD, by leave, presented the pro- 
ceedings of a-mecting of the citizens of the borough 
‘of Easton, Pennsylvania, sustaining the action of 
the Government in-regard to our Mexican dificul- 
ties; which were laid upon the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, by leave, presented a me- 
morial of sundry merchants, trađers;and other citi- 


zens in .the town of Petersburg, in the State of || 


Virginia, praying -the establishment-of a steam- 
mail line to the free city of Bremen, by 'the-way of 
Cowes; which was laid upon the table: - 5°" 


Mr. D. also; by leave, presented a memorial of | 


sundry publishers of American editions. of foreign 
periodicals, in the: city of New ‘York, remonstra- 
ting against the proposed change in the rate of duty 
on foreign periodicals imported into. the country; 
„which: was laid upon the table. 

“Mr. ARNOLD, by leave, presented a resolution 


‘of the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island, |t of the postage on half-ounce letters, and the dis- | 


$ 


for indemnity: for spoliations committed by the 
French upon American commerce prior to the year 
1800; which was laid upon the. table. . ; 
Mr. RAMSEY, by leave, presented a memorial 
of citizens of Schuylkill county, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, engaged in the coal trade, remon- 
strating against- any change in the present tariff 
‘laws; which memorial was laid upon the table. 
Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON gave notice of a 
motion for leave’ to introduce a joint ‘resolution, 


| providing for a. commission ‘of American citizens 


to adjust and determine the amount of the different 
claims in favor of citizens of the United. States 
against the Government of Mexico. $ 

In pursuance of previous notice, Mr. BROCK- 
ENBROUGH asked, obtained leave, and intro- 
duced a joint resolution to avoid a technical objec- 
tion, ‘by operation of the law admitting Florida 
into the Union; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr.. CUMMINS: The remonstrance of 60 citizens of 
Holmes county, Ohio, against the renewal of a patent grant- 
ed to Jethro. Wood, in 1819, for making and vending cast 
iron ploughs and plough points: referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. LUMPKIN: The petition of Joel H. Stubbs, of De 
Kalb county, Georgia, in behalf of the widow of Benjamin 
Stubbs, who was a soldier in the war of the Revolution : re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By-Mr. SEAMAN: The petition of citizens and farmers 
of the county of Kings, State of New York, against renew- 
ing the patent to Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of David Thomas, and 
other, citizens of Cayuga county, New York, for the aboli- 
tion of the franking privilege, and the further reduction of 
letter postage. 

By Mr. LA SERE: The petition of John Day, master of 
ship Elizabeth Bruce : referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: The petition of John Stevens, of 
Athens, State of Maine, for a pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. J. P. MARTIN : 'Uhe petition of citizens of Ken- 
tucky, praying that an agency for paying pensions may be 
established at Richmond, Kentucky: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By the SPEAKER: The memorial of Thonias M. Knight, 
and a large. number of citizens of Dubuque county, Iowa 
Territory, praying that the 42d parallel may be the boundary 
of the future State of Lowa. The petition of James H. Myers, 
and 500 other citizens of Iowa, praying that there may be a 
new. Territory formed, to be called the Decota: referred to 
the Committee on Territdries. 

By Mr. LA SERE: The petition of Bernard Hempkin, for 
the confitination of the sale of a tract of land: referred to 
the Committee on Privare Land Claims, The petition of L. 
Millandun’and others, for the confirmation of certain entries 
in the New Orleans land district: referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Horatio G. Wood 
and others, praying that steel may be imported free of duty. 

By Mr. JOH, JOHNSON: The petition of Solomon Hart- 
ford, of Hiram, State of Maine, a soldier of the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, praying for a pension for disabilities in- 
curred while a soldier in the army of the United States. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 21, 1846. 


The Journal having been read— 

' Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of 
Thomas T. January, praying the right of pre-emp- 
tion to a tract of land; also, similar petition’ from 
George Ramey and William Ramey, and other 
citizens of Missouri, all of which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented the memorial of 
William De Courcy, praying an alteration of the 
pension laws; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. p 

Mr. M. also asked leave to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the petition and papers of John 
P. Lewis; which was granted. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented the petition of the 
widow of General William Carroll, praying a pen- 
sion; which was. referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. J. also asked leave to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers of A. R. S: Hunter; 
which was granted. . ‘ 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia,: 

raying the establishment of a national foundry at 

ort Richmond, in that State; which was referred 

to-the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. NILES presented a petition of citizens of 
“Cayuga county, New York, praying the reduction 


continuance of the franking-privilege; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ‘ ee ms 

Mr. SEMPLE presented a petition of citizens of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, remon- 
strating against the retrocession of Alexandria to 
the State of Virginia; which..was referred to the 
Committee on thé District of Columbia. T 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of George Gib- 
sori and others, merchants in the city of New York, 
praying the repayment of duties-alleged to have 
been illegally exacted of them by the collector of 
that port; which was refetred to the Committee on 
Finance. at : 

Mr. D. also presented the memorial of a number 
of persons engaged in canal navigation, praying 
the passage of a law exempting canal-boats from 
the payment of fees and hospital money; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. D. further presented the petition of citizens 
of Madison county, New York, in relation to the 
Smithsonian bequest; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on that subject. . 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE: presented documents in 
relation to the claim of Joseph Loranger to com- 
pensation for a fishing vessel seized by the collect- 
or for the port of Detroit, for an alleged violation 
of the revenue laws; which were referred. to the 
Committee of Claims. 3 

Mr. HAYWOOD presented the memorial of the 
Historical Society of the’ University of North 
Carolina, praying that they may be furnished. with 
a copy of the works of the Exploring Expedition; 
which was referred ‘to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 


, 


N 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolution, 
which was agrecd to. 5 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be directed to examine and report upon the merits 
of R. F. Loper’s plan for constructing war-steam- 
ers and other vessels; also, on the merits of the 
said Loper’s plan for constructing wrought iron 
cannon and mortars on the screw principle. 

Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed tọ inquire into the propriety of 
authorizing the purchase of two hundred of Colt’s 
patent rifles, for the use of the troops on the.south- 
western frontier. 7 o ogo. ; 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to change the time of hold- 
ing the spring terms of the district courts of the 
United States in Virginia and Tennessee; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted an adverse report 


upon the petition of Hannah Severance; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


LAWS OVER OREGON TERRITORY. 


_Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, made the following report, to wit: 
The Committee on Territories, which was in- 
structed. by a resolution of the Senate to inquire 
into the expediency of organizing a government for 
the territory of Oregon, report, that it is decided by 
a majority of the committee that it is not proper or 
expedient at this time for Congress to adopt legis- 
lation ofthe character indicated by the resolution. 
And the same committee, to which was referred 
the House bill entitled “An act to protect: the 
rights of Ametican citizens in the territory of the 


. United States-west of the Rocky Mountains, and 


for other purposes,” report, thata majority of the 
committee do not agree that it is necessary, or 
In anywise expedient, to pass said bill in its pres- 
ent form at this session; but the committee, after 


full and careful consultation, have not been able 


to coincide in opinion with respect to the several 
important alterations that it is believed should be 
made in it; and the committee has therefore unani- 
mously instructed -its chairman to move to dis- 
charge said committee from the further considera- 
tion of said billy 

Mr. W: ‘suggested that the consideration of the 
motion which he was instructed by the committee 
to make:be postponed. until to-morrow, and gave 
notice that he should, when it came up on to-mor- 
row, move to postpone the whole subject reg 
to the first Monday in December Hele pee 


848 

Mr. BENTON remarked, that when the motion 
was submitted, he (Mr. B.) might have something 
to say upon the subject. i 

Mr. ALLEN gave notice that when the subject 
came up, he would, as a test question, move that 
it be made the special order for Monday next., 

Mr. JOILNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill to 
amend the act approved June 17, 1844, entitled 


“An act to provide for the adjustment of land | 


‘claims within the States of Missouri, Arkansas, 
and Louisiana, and in those parts of the States of 
‘ Mississippi and Alabama south of the thirty-first 
$ dex 
‘sippi and Perdido rivers; 
agreed to. 

“Fhe bill was then considered as in committees 
of the whole; and, after diseussion and amend- 
ment, it was reported back to the Senate, when its 
further considerati 
ext. 


” which motion was 


An act (from the House) making copies of pa- | 


pers certified by the Secretary of the Senate or 
Clerk of the House of Representaves, Jegal evi 
dence, was read a first and second time, and refe 
red to the Committee ou the Judiciary. 

An act (from the Louse) to amend and continue 
in force the act to incorporate the inhabitants of 
the city of Washington, was read a firstand second 
time, and re 
of Columbia. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a copy of the 
amended organic laws of the people of the territory 
of Oregon, as adopted by them at a general mee 
ing on the last Saturdiy in July, 1845; which was 
ordered to be printed, 

On motion of Mr, JOTLNSON, of Louisiana, the 
report of the Secretary of War, in relation to Put- 
naw's ploughing and dredging machine, was or- 
dered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLFATION CLAIMS, 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of i 


the special order of the day—-the bill providing for 
the settlement of French spoliation claims, when 

Mr. WESTCOTT laid on the table an amend- 
ment, Which he proposed to submit, at the proper 
time, in the form of an additional section, which 
provides for the payment of these claims in public 
ands, Mr. W. moved the printing of the amend- 
ment, 

On mojon of Mr. CLAYTON, the printmg of 
the other amendment was included in the motion, 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON addressed the Senate at 


length in reply to the objections whieh had been | 


arget against: the bill, and, having concluded his 


remarks, he moved—for the purpose of giving an | 


opportunity fo other Senators who might be dis- 


posed to discuss the bill--that it be passed by in- | 


formally untit seme future day. 


(Mr, PRIGI said that he did not doubt that | 
the minds of all the Senators were made up in re- | 


lation to the subject before thers and if there were 
no other gentlemen desirons to give ther view 
thereon, he would, as a test question, Move that 


the bill be laid upon the table, upon which motion i 


rs. 
sted to the Senator from 
Sa ineasure of great mam 


heasked the yeas and ni 
Mr. BERRIEN 
Mi: ppi, as this % 


would be proper to take the question on his mo- 
tion, lt might be more agree 
notice of his tention to t 


so that Senators might be in their seats. 


Mr. SPEIGHT replicd that it was no fault of 


his if Senators chose to absent themselves, 


The question being taken, resulted yeas 11, nays | 


24, as follows: 
“BAS — Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Breese, Calhoun, Chal- 
Diekinson, Dix, denuess, Lewis, McDuffie, and 
We 
EN- Messr 


Ashley, Berrien, ‘Thomas Clayton, Johr 
M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene 
Haywood, Yoaston, Huntington, Johnson of M rylaan 
ler, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Pennybacker, Sinsnot 
goon, Upham, Webster, Woodbridge, and Yulee 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 
Mr. CLAYTON now expressed his hope that 


the question would be taken on the passage of the | 
bill. He presumed there would be no objection |: 


on the part of the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. SPEIGHT. None atall. 


Mr. HAYWOOD moved to strike out the sec- 


tion which makes assignees entitled to receive 


rece of north latitude, and between the Missis- | 


on was postponed until Monday | 


wred to the Committee on the District |) 


tude, whether, while the Senate was so thin, it: 


able to usage to five | 
the sense of the Sen- ;: 
ate by this motion tomorrow, or ut any other time, | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 
l shares. f ? ’ a 
| Mr. ALLEN said he had understood that the 
| matter was to be passed by for the present, in order 
to allow an opportunity to them who-desired to ad- 


dress the Senate. 


only the amount paid by them in 


the purchase of 


i ; 
| 
| question be now taken on the amendments. ` 

Mr. ALLEN objected. The Senate was not full, 
and there might be members who desired to speak 
before the question was taken. i 

Mr. CLAYTON said he had yesterday invited 
gentlemen to speak before he. would make his 
closing speech. Besides, the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi had just puta motion as a test question. 
|| It seemed only reasonable that the question should 
f now be taken. . z 
i Mr. ALLEN said the vote just. taken tested 
‘| nothing but the emptiness of the Senate. ‘This was 
no small matter on which they were to be called on 
| to vote. It might involve eventually twenty-five 
i millions of the public mone 

Mr. SPEIGIIT said he Yeliovod a decided ma- 
jority of the Senate were in favor of passing this 
bill.” Discussion, if continned for weeks, would 
produce no change. The question might as well 
be taken now as at any time. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER said he had not voted 
on the motion to lay the bill on the table as a test 
question, Ifa majority wished a postponement of 
i the bill he had no objection. 
ko Mr. R. JOHNSON said he had not observed the 
provision in the bill, which the Senator from North 
Carolina had moved to strike out. With that pro- 
| vision he was not now prepared to vote for the bill. 
; Nor could he vote on the amendment offered b 
; the Senator from Florida this morning, and which 
» was ordered to be printed, without further exami- 
‘nation. The Senate was thin, How is it possi- 
‘ble to know the opinions of absent Senators. He 
F did not know that there was not a majority against 
H the bill. True, he did not believe that there was. 
But in what condition would the claimants be 
i placed ifthe bill should be sent to the House of 
' Representatives without being sanctioned by a full 
vote of the Senate? And who knows but that there 
| may be votes which will be changed? Te hoped 
\ ue passage of the bill would not be pressed to- 
| day. : 

Kir. MOREHEAD. Let it be passed by in- 
formally. 

Mr. CLAYTON still adhered to his positon. 
The question should be taken now. Tf Senators 
were negligent, and absented themselves from their 
seats, it was no reason the public business should 
suffer delay. A majority of the Senate had evi- 
i dently made up their minds on this question; why 
: my longer discuss jt to empty benches ? 

Mr. WEBSTER expressed his concurrence in 
the suggestion. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said he considered him- 
self justified in the course he had taken by that 
which had been adopted by the opponents of the 
bill, Butas the Senator from Maryland wished 
| to postpone it, he had no objection. ‘That Senator 
represented a large number who are interested in 
the measure. Ife (Mr. C.) represented none of 

that class. 
' Mr. McDUFFIE suggested that the bill should 
‘be postponed to some fixed day; and Tuesday was 
determined on. 

So the bill was passed by informally, with the 
understanding that it should be taken up on Tues- 
day next, at one o'clock. 


GRANT OF PUBLIC LANDS TO ILLINOIS. - 


Mr. BREESE moved that the Senate take up 
the bill granting alternate sections of land to the 
State of Ulinois for the completion of the Central 
© Railroad, 

Ona division, the Senate refused to take up the 
bil; and then, ‘ 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


JIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THorspay, May 21, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
Mr. RATHBUN said it was necessary to use in 
il a trial in the courts in Ohio copies of certain papers 


{believed to be in relation to the accounts of Mr. 
McNulty, late Clerk of the House of Representa- 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON then moved that. the | 


© belonging to the files or records of this House, | 


i} Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, De 


i 


| Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, 


tives,] and that there was no law authorizing the 
Clerk or other officer of the Housé, or of Congress, 
to certify papers soas that they could’ be tised ag 
evidence in the courts.of Jaw, ` He therefore asked 
leave to introduce a bill making copies of papers, 
certified by the Secretary of the Sénate or Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, tgal evidence.’ 

The bill was received and ‘read; and, atthe in- 
stance of Mr. CULVER, was modified, read ‘the 
third time, and passed, and sent to the Senate for 
concurrence. $ ne? ; 

CHARTER, OF WASHINGTON CITY. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, submitted on leave, 
the Committee of the Whole on the State. of the 
Union was discharged from: the. consideration of 
the bill to amend and continue, in force the act to 
incorporate the inhabitants of the city of Wash- 
ington. > Se ee a 

‘he motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
read as follows: ee í 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of. Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled; That 
every free white male. citizen of the United States, except 
persons. confined as paupers in the alms-house, lunatics, 
idiots, and others disqualified hy conviction in a court of 
competent jurisdiction of felony or other-infamous crime, 
and who shall. have attained the age: of twenty-one. years, 
and shall have resided in the city of Washington one year 
immediately preceding the election, shall be entitled to vote 
by ballot for Mayor, members of the Board of Aldermen, of 
the Board of Common Council, 6f Register, Collector, and 
Surveyor, and for every other officer authorized to be chosen 
at any popular election under the above recited act, all of 
whom shail hereatto be elected by the people qualified as 
herein provided. * are 

Sno. 2. And be it further enacted, That the: Mayor, Board 
of Aldermen, and Board of Common Council, of the city of 
Washington, may levy, and: are hereby authorized to levy, 
a poll-tax, not to exeeed.in amount one dollar per annum, 
on ench white male eitizen who may reside in the city of 
Washington, to be coHected and apphed as other taxes. 

Seo. 3. And be it further enactel, That the act or neta 
now in foree incorporating the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, and preseribing the duties and rights 
of the same, shall continue and be in: torce with the exeep- 
tion of so much thereof as may be contrary to the provisions 
of this act. j : 

And the question being on the engrossment 
thereof, oe: 

Mr. L. H. SIMS moved the previous question. 

Mr. HUNTER asked him to withdraw the de- 
mand, to enable him (Mr. FL.) to offer an amend- 
ment, . : : 

Mr. SIMS declined. : 

And the question being taken on the demand for 
the previous question, there was nota second, 

The question recurring on‘the engrossment of 
the bill, 

Mr. HUNTER. moved to amend it by striking 
out all after the enacting clause, and inserting, as 
an amendment, the charter reported by the conven- 
tion, (which is very long, and was published at 
the time the convention was held.) 

Mr. IF, explained, that the amendment was a 
measure, as he understood, reported by a conven- 
tion of the people of this city, in which all were 
represented, whether they paid taxes or not, with - 
the exception of a small quarter of the city whigh 
failed to choose representatives. And he asked 
that the memorial of that convention might be read. 

Mr. DE MOTT moved that the bill and amend- 


i ment be laid on the table. 


Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DE MOTT withdrew the motion. 

Mr. SEAMAN renewed it. > 

Mr. GENTRY suggested a reference to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to lay the bill on the table, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Barringer, Blanchard, 


Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Carrol, 
John G. Chapman, Collamer, Culver, Cumming, Garrett 


| Davis, ‘Delano, Dixon, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Edwin 


H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Harper, 
Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hadson, 
Washington Hant, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. 
King, Lewis, McGaughey, Mctlenry, McHivaine, Marsh, 
Moseley, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Scaman, Severance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Thi- 
bodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Vance, Vinton, White, 
Winthrop, and Woodruff—53. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Stephen Adains, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Burt, Cathcart, 
Reuhen Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb; Cocke, 


Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 


Edsall, Erdman, Faran, Fieklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, 
H > 3 > + $. 


Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hungerfurd; James. B. 
James H. Johnson, 
Seaborn Jones, Ken- 
umpkin, MoCtelland, 


Hoge, Hopkins, George S. Houston, 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, 

nedy, Preston King, Leake, Leib; iL 


yo 
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McCiernand; Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, 
Morris, Morse, Moulton; Norris, ‘Parrish, Payne, Perrill, 
Perry, Pollock, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, Alexander: D. Sims, 
Leonard. H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Strong, Thomasson, James Thompson, 
Jacob. Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Trumbo, . Went- 
worth, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Yell, and Yost—106. 


_ So the bill was not laid on the table. 


And the question recurring on the amendment of 
My. HUNTER, F 

A motion was made (by whom the reporter could 
“not learn) that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Mr. HAMLIN said he was opposed to the re- 
commitment, and he would briefly state the rea- 
sons of his opposition. : 

[Several voices: ¢* Call the previous question: ] 

Mr. HAMLIN resumed. Flis friends aroun 
him asked him to call the previous question. He 
would do so, if gentlemen desired it, in a few mo- 
ments. But he wished to correct a misapprehen- 
sion which he believed existed in the minds of some 
penuemen. The bill, or rather the principle of the 
ill, and certainly the amendment, were old ac- 
quaintances of his. Fie knew them at the last 

ongress. And he had then taken occasion to ex- 
press his opinion that, as: the legislative. body for 
the District of Columbia, Congress was bound to 
extend the right of suffrage to every citizen. Te 
thought so then ; he thought so now. If the bill 
should now be recommitted, it would never, at this 
late period of the session, be dug up again from its 
grave. If the House was disposed to extend the 
right of suffrage, as he thought they should do, 
the bill was now within their control. He hoped 
they would keep it there; that they would sub- 
stantially extend the right of suffrage, and not, by 
postponing the bill, defeat it. He hoped that the 
amendment proposed by the gentlemen from Vir- 
ginis [Mr. Houwrnr} would be voted down. THe 
(Mv. FH.) knew that that gentleman was the chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, but he was none the less one of the legislators 
for the. citizens who resided in this District. When 
the memorial, to which reference had been made 


was presented, there were counter. petitions from | 


citizens and from public assemblages also present- 
ed, asking the extension of the right of suffrage. 
There was also a counter report from the minority 
of the committee. That counter report was adopt- 
ed, and the bill substantially extending the right of 
auffrage was. adopted in Committee of the Whole, 
and was reported to the House. In the House it 
failed, because the previous question, not. having 
been sustained, the bill, under the rule, was thrown 
over to the next-day. 

This amendment, he understood, contained a 
provision that there should be an actual tax paid 
before the citizen voted, He was in favor of giv- 
ing to the corporation power to tax the citizen; but 
he never would vote that the payment of a sum 
of money should be absolutely necessary to entitle 
him to vote. The effect of such a law was to di- 
vest the citizen himself of the right to vote, and to 
place it in property. For these reasons, he was 
opposed to the recommitment, and in favor of the 
original bill, because it extended substantially the 
right of suffrage—a right to which all in this com- 
munity, as a matter of strict and impartial justice, 
were entitled. If they had no dollars. and cents, 
they had rights which were infinitely above them, | 
and which entitled them to be heard in the direc- | 
tion of these municipal affairs in which they were | 
all so deeply interested. . - i 

_ Mr. RATHBUN demanded the previous ques- 
tion. : 
Mr.. JACOB THOMPSON inquired of the 
Speaker whether the House would not be thus 
brought to a direct vote on the engrossment of the | 
bill? i | 

.The Speaker said yes, the motion to recommit 
being cut off. 5 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired (the report- 
er thinks) to suggest an amendment. : 

The SPEAKER put the question on the demand 
for the previous question, and the vote stood—ayes 


_ 68, noes 57. 
54 


_So there was'a second. een 
And the main question was ordered to be. now 
taken, (which main question.was, first on the 
amendment of Mr. Hunter, and then on ordering 
the bill to a third reading.) 

The amendment having-been read, and the ques- 
tion being on agreeing thereto, a ; 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: ` 


YEAS—Mesers. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Barringer, Buffing- 
ton, Burt, William W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Dargan, Gar- 
rett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Diomgoole, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Harper, Hilliard, 
Etias B. Holmes, Johu W. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Lewis, Levin, McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, 
Milter, Moseley, Jutius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Runk, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Stephens, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, 
Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, 
and Young—60. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoft, 
Brodhead, William G. Brown, Catheart, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Grover, 
Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, 
Hopkins, George S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J, Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, P. King, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lump- 
kin, McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, J. J. MeDowell, 
MeKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Parrish, 
Payne, Perrill, Perry, Price, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, A. D. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, 'Vihbatts, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, 
Yell, and Yost—98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading at 
this time. 

And having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question being, “ Shall this bill pass??? 

Mr. PAYNE demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded. And the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH, Mr. HENLEY, and 
others, demanded the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Aduns, Anderson, Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, 
Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
William G. Brown, Baflingten, Burt, Carroll, Cathcart, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chipman, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsalt, Erdman, Taran, 
Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Giles, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, 
G. S. Houston, Edmund W. Rubard, Hungerford, Hunter, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Li- 
gon, Lumpkin, McClean, MeCleHand, McClernand, Joseph 
J. McDowell, McGaughey, MeKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Mouiton, Norris, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Price, Reid, 
Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seamimon, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Starkweather, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Tho- 
masson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbaits, Tilden, Tredway, 
Trumbo, Wentworth, White, Wick, Williams, Woodward, 
Woodworth, Yell, and Young—J18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Garrett Davis, Grider, McHenry, Root, 
Seaman, and Woodruff—6. g 


So the bill was. passed. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BOYD, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
tlie Union, (Mr. Hornins, of Virginia, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill ! 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government ‘for the year ending the 
30th day of June, 1847, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GROVER moved to strike out the follow- 
ing item: 5 

t< For compensation of two keepers of the public 
archives in Florida, one thousand dollars.” 

Mr. GROVER wished to know what these ar- 
chives were, and, what necessity there was for 

utting such an item in the bill; and if the archives 
elonged to. the General Government, why were 
they not transferred to the land office? 

Mr. McKAY explained that these were archives | 


transferred to the Government by the acquisition 
of Florida. They related to the titles of property 
in that State. The appropriation had. been regu- 
larly made ever. since the acquisition of Florida. 
Three years’ ago a resolution had been adopted, 
instructing the Committee on Public Lands to in- 
quire into the expediency of having these papers 
transferred to Tallahassee, the seat of government, 
or of placing them in the custody of some officer. 
The committee (of which the present Speaker of 
the House of Representatives was chairman) made 
a report against the proposition. : A 

- Mr. GROVER was not satisfied (he said) with 
the explanation.’ He supposed the archives re- 
lated to titles. But was Congress, for all time to 
come, to appropriate a thousand dollars a year for 
the preservation of archives which could be kept 
just as well in the office of the Secretary of State? 
` Mr. BROCKENBROUGH explained, and vin- 
dicated the necessity and propriety of the appro- 
priation. The amount paid to the keepers (of 
whom there ‘were two) was $500 apiece. One of 
them had his office in the extreme west, at Pen- 
sacola; and the other at the extreme east, in St. 
Augustine. This was necessary to the conve- 
nience of the people and. of the Government. The 
one officer had charge of the archives relating, to 
the west, the other to the east. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Grover] seemed to think it 
strange that there was no such office established in 
his own State. Could not the gentleman see the 
difference in the twocases? If there were lands in 
in his own State held by grants from a foreign 
Government, and ina different language, probably 
there would then be a necessity fora keeper of the 
public archives in New York. Mr. B. stated the 
various purposes for which the office in Florida 
was required, and the consequent necessity of the 
appropriation. tes 

Mr. GROVER expressed himself still dissatis- 
fied. 

Mr. McKAY referred to Mr. Cottamer in rela- 
tion to the report made two years ago, from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COLLAMER recollected (he said) that two 
years ago the subject had heen sent to that.com- 
mittee, of which, then as now, he was a member. 
The committee gave the subject full consideration, 
and made a report upon it. They came unani- 
mously to the conclusion that the public service 
required that this system of keeping the archives 
should be continued. 

Mr. McKAY then remarked, if any change was 
to be made, it should be done not by striking out 
the appropriation, but in the proper form. Let the 
gentleman introduce a resolution instructing the 
Committee on Public Lands to report a bill which 
would effect his object. 

Mr. GROVER vindicated his motion as an ap- 
propriate mode of arriving at a desirable reform, 
and spoke of the parliamentary difficulties which 
attended every other mode of proceeding. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH made some farther 
explanations. 

On the suggestion of Mr. McKAY, the report 
(referred to) from the Committee on Public Lands 
was read. 

Mr. CHIPMAN insisted that the duty of pre- 
serving these archives belonged to the State, and 
not to the General Government. . 

Mr. DARGAN inquired whether these archives 
were evidences of private titles ? 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH. Ofall sorts of titles 
in the State. : 

The question, on the motion of Mr. Grover, 
was then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 38, 
noes 44. 

No quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN counted the Committee, but 
no quorum was present. 

The Committee then rose, and the Chairman re~ 
ported the fact to the House. 

Mr. S. ADAMS moved a call of the House, and 
asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ASHIMUN moved that the House adjourn, 
The yeas and nays having been ordered-— 
Mr. ASHMUN withdrew the motion. 
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Mr. YELL renewed it. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and were—yeas 
47, nays 84. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

And a quorum voted. : 

Mr. S. ADAMS withdrew his motion for a call 
of the House. R 1 

And the CHAIRMAN resumed his seat in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GROVER proceeded to argue that, by the 
showing of the Committee on Public Lands itself, 
the appropriation was wrong, because it was so 
much paid without the rendition of any services 


whatever. 
Mr. G. yielded to Mr. BROCKENBROUGH 


| American troops in West Florida in 1814 and 1818, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
transmit to the Senate the original reports of the 
-examination of the claims for spoliations: by the 


and the adjudications of the judge of the western 
district of Florida thereon. 
~ OREGON. 

The PRESIDENT having previously announced 
for consideration the motion made- yesterday; to 
discharge the Committee on Territories from the 
further consideration of the subject of extending 
the jurisdiction of the United States over American’ 
citizens in Oregon, and the same having been inter- 
rupted by other business, ' 


and Mr. McCLIERNAND for explanation; and 
was proceeding in his remarks, when 

Mr. DROMGOOLE read the following rule, and 
insisted on its enforcement: 

“ No member shall speak more than twice to 
€ the same question without leave of the House, nor 
“more than once until every member choosing to | 
“speak shall have spoken.” 

Mr. D. thought there must be some end to the 
debate, and the gentleman had already spoken 
twice, 

[Several voices: “ Six times. ”"] 

Mr. GROVER merely wished five minutes’ time, 

The CHAIRMAN said if the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. DromgooLe] insisted on his point of 
order, the Chair must enforce the rule. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE insisted. 

Mr. McITENRY moved that Mr. Grover have 
leave to proceed. 

On this motion the vote stood—ayes 45, noes 21. 

No quorum voting. 

But the Chairman counted the committee, and 
declared that a quorum was present. 

Mr. PRESTON KING said it was evident no 
business could be done. Te therefore moved that 
the committee rise. 

The committee thereupon rose, and reported 
progress. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Farivar, May 22, 1846. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States. 

Mr.WESTCOTT presented the petition of many 
citizens of West Florida, praying indemnity for 
losses sustained by them, in consequence of the mil- | 
itary occupation of Florida by the United States, | 
in the years 1814 and 1818; which was referred to | 
the Conmittee of Claims and ordered to be printed. |i 

Mr. HAYWOOD presented a remonstrance of | 
citizens of Wilmington, North Carolina, against 
the repeal of the pilot law of 1837; which was laid || 
on the table, 

H 


jl 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of transmitting to the 
constituted authorities of the State of Michigan, 
authenticated evidence of the final action of the 
Government of the United States in regard to the 
location and establishment of the national bounda- 
ry, so far as the same national boundary separates 
the State of Michigan from the Canadian provinces 
of Great Britain, and especially authenticated copies 
of such charts and field notes as may remain in the 
State Department, so far as the same may desig- 
nate the said boundary along the extent of said 
State. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate, if in 
his opinion it may be done without prejadice to the 
public interests, any information in his possession 
relative to the demand made by the Governments 
of England and France, or either of them, upon | 
the State of Texas, on the subject of the execution | 
by Texas of the treaties subsisting between that: 
State when an independent Republic, and Engiand 
and France; also such documents as may be in his 
possession, growing out of, or relating to, such 
demands, together with a copy of such treaties. 
Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following reso- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


j 
t 


| 


ji 


Tu 


| the unlimited discretionary power, granted to the 


|: public yards, if, in his opinion, the public service 


Mr. ALLEN said he understood that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories had moved’ 
the postponement of the whole subject of Oregon 
to the first Monday in December next. He desired 


to know if there was any such motion before the |! 


Senate? 

The PRESIDENT answered in the negative. 

Mr. ALLEN then moved that the subject be 
made the special order for Monday next: 

Mr. HAYWOOD remarked, that, from. some 
accident, the Senator from Ohio might not have 
heard what occurred yesterday. The chairman of 
the Committee on Territories, when he made his 
report, gave notice to the Senate that he would 
move to take it up at one o’clock to-day; and the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benron] thereupon 
gave notice to the Senate that when he did make 
that motion he desired to be heard. The Senator 
from Ohio could of course make his motion after 
or before the Senator from Missouri was heard. 
But, at present, they were anticipating the arrange- 
ment of yesterday, as the hour of one o’clock had 
not yet arrived, 

The subject was then passed over informally. 


AUGMENTATION OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was recommitted the bill pro- 
viding. for an augmentation of the naval force of 
the United States, and for other purposes, reported 
itwith the following amendment; which was order- 
ed to be printed: 

“ Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

“That the President of the United Btates be and he is 
hereby authorized, should the public interest in his opinion 
require it, to cause to be built, equippad, and employed in 
the service of the United Bates ten steamships or vessels 
of war; three of the class of frigates; five of the class of 
sloops ofwar; and two of a smaller class, and any less mm- 
ber of either class; and that he be further authorized to 
entse said ships or vessels to be built under contract or at | 
the several naval stations, aul cither of iron or wood, as he | 
may deem most promotive of the public interest. 

“Bee. 2. Anal be tt further enacted, Phat, for the purpose 
of carrying into effect the foreroing provisions, two millions 
nine hundred and twenty thousand dollars be and the same 
hereby is appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 


Mr. MANGUM rosc to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Aftairs when he pro- 
posed to call up the bill? He had no objection to 
the amendments: but what he did object to was 


i 
| 
| 
| brought up for discussion to-day, of moving the 
postponement of the further consideration of “it 
until the first Monday of December next—the first 
day of the next session. He would submit that 
| motion before he took his seat. It was made 
under the conviction that no miperative necessit 
existed for any legislation on the subject at this 
session of Congress, and that, whatever legislation 
i might be called for, it was best, it would be»most 
likely to promote the interests of those citizens of 
the United States: who had settled west of the 
Rocky Mountains, and in all probability best sub- 
serve the interests of the Federal Government, and 
the maintenance of our just rights as to Oregon, 
that further legislative action should be deferred to- 
the next session, We could then act more: ad- 
| visedly; we should probably know the ground we 
| were treading upon. Mr. W. said he did not 
speak for the committee in making these remarks. 
A diversity of opinion existed among the Senators 
who composed it on this point. f 

Mr. W. said, with respect to the bill referred to 
| the committee, ‘as the report which he- wasin- 
| structed to make stated, a majority of the commit- 
| tee were decided in the opinion ‘that “it is. wot 
| hecessary orin any wise expedient to pass said-bill 
in its present form at this session.” -It was consid- 
ered to be wholly impracticable—nay, he would 
use a stronger word, unpossible-—to carry out -the 
provisions of the bill. It provided that the laws of =. 


President. The bill authorized the President to 
build ten steamships, either by contract or at the 


might require them, ‘That, in his humble estima- 
tion, was a discretion that more properly belonged 
to Congress, and he felt opposed to giving this 
unrestrained power to any officer of the Govern- | 
ment, 

Mr. FAIRFIELD replied that it was his inten- 
tion to call up the bill on Monday; and, in reply 
to the objections made to the discretion granted in 
the bill to the President, he said that another bill 
which had passed the House had given the discre- 
tionary power to the Executive, and it was that 
given there which made it necessary to confer it in | 
the bul reported, 

Mr. MANGUM. That must be considered at 
the appropriate time. 

Mr. F. also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the act (from the House) to enable the 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase the right. of 
using Mix’s patent manger stopper, reported the 
same with an amendment. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was refered the (House) bill making appro- 
priations for the improvement of certain harbors | 
and rivers, reported it back with several amend- 
ments; which were ordered to be printed. 


| 
t 
| 
i 
| 
f 
| 


j| 
i| the Territory of Towa, as they now exist, so fai ds 


i lains.” 


_Mr. ASHLEY, from the- Committee on the Jus 
diciary, reported. back-the--bill making- copies af 
certain papers, &c., with an amendment; -which © 
was ordered to be printed. °°. 7 = foe 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE. DAY; <. 
The Senate proceeded tothe consideration of the. 
‘adverse réport of the Committee.on Pensions, on 
| the petition of Samuel Hartwell; which was con- 
curred in. a ee aSa z 
Also, the adverse report of the Committeeconr 
Pensions, on the petition of Hannah Severance; . 
which was. concurred in, : oe 
Also; the adverse. report of the-Committee-on: 
Pensions, on the petition.of John. Hulbert; which 
was.concurred in, > N S 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that the 
rior orders of the day be postponed, and that the 
| Bonate proceed to the consideration of the joint res- 
olution for the relief of Patney and Riddle; which 
i motion was agreed to. ; f 


The joint resålution was then read a second time, 
considered as in committee of the whole, reported 
back to the Senate without améndment, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, > 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the : 
Senate should proceed to the’ consideration of a 
joint resolution in relation to the issuing.of grants 
of certain lands in Louisiana; which motion’ was’ 
agreed to. ty a ‘ 

The joint resolution was considered asin com- 
mittes of the whole, and, after discussion, Mr, 
McDUFFIE moved to postpone. its further con- 
sideration. until Tuesday next. < . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, withdrew. his 
objection to the motion, and by unanimous consent. 
the further: consideration of the bill was postponed. R 

An act (from the House) for the allowance. of 
drawback on foreign merchandise imported into 
i certain districts of.the United States from the Brit- 
ish North American provinces, and exported. to 
foreign countries, was read a firstand second time, . 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


OREGON JURISDICTION BILL. ; 

The Senate then took up the report made yes- 
terday by Mr. Wusrcorr, the chairman of the ` 
Committee on the Territories, asking to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the reso- 
lution of the Senate and the bill from the House. - 
to extend the jurisdiction of the United States over 
the territory lying west of the Rocky Mountains, 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he bad on yesterday 


|| signified his intention, when the subject should be’ 


| they were applicablé, should be extended::** ober thie 
| territory of the United States west of thë Rocky Moun- 
Now, Oregon was about three thousand 
miles from Towa; and for three months of thé year.. 
| (in winter) there could be little communication be-> 
tween them. What these laws’ of Lowa ‘were, 
proposed to be so extended over this distanttoun: 
try, it was impossible for the. committed tó sce 


| 


|| tain satisfactorily. The decision of the aplicubil- : 


iy of these laws to Oregon, it is presumed; 
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intended by the bill to be left to the judge to be 
appointed to administer them. This judge was to 
be a judge of the Supreme Court of lowa, and he 


_ Mr. WESTCOTT observed, in answer to the 
interrogatories of the honorable Senator from Ohio, ! 
that the committee did not intend to leave the / 


was expected to travel from Oregon to attend ita |; citizens of the United States in Oregon subject to | 


annual sessions, and back again, besides doing the || British law, as the honorable Senator seemed to 


duty of local judge. ; 4 
Mr. W. said he was unwilling to adopt the |: 
whole code of a Territory, (the most fagitive and | 
jumbled kind of legislation in the world,) and ;. 
‘place it in this lumping way over the people of 
Oregon, and especially as he was not satisfied they _ 
had asked for or desired it. Nor was he willing 
to refer to any judge, or anybody else, in this - 
wholesale manner, the question of the applicability 
of these laws. This was a legislative question, 
and it was fraught with danger to refer it to a sin- 
gle judge. Further, the judge could not do the 
duty imposed on him by this bill. If the bill in- 
tended to allow appeals from his decisions in Ore- 
gon to the Supreme Court of Iowa, three thousand 
miles off, (as Mr. W. presumed was the intention, ) 
it was objectionable in that respect. Again: Con- 
gress should not leave the question as to what were 
the “territories of the United States west of the 
Rocky Mountains,” as this bill did, either to this: 
Oregon judge, or to the Executive of the United 
States, or any other authority. It would inevita- 
bly lead to difficulties and trouble. We should ;; 
not shrink from our duty in this respect. ` 
As the report of the committee stated, diverse 
opinions were entertained by its members as to the , 
nature of the alterations proposed to be made in | 
this bill. Various amendments had been suggest- | 
ed. For his part, (Mr. W. said,) it would be recol- i 
lected that fe had on yesterday submitted to the | 
Senate an authentic copy of the organic or funda- | 


mental laws which the citizens of the United States | 


weat of the Rocky Mountains had in July last, at | 
amass meeting in primary assembly, ordained and | 


established for their temporary government. They || 
were now getting along pretty well under that con- || t € 
| if not, what part-was acknowledged by Great Brit- 


stitution and the laws passed by their local legisla- ' 


ture. They had elected a Governor, a Judge, and 
other officers, and their- Legislative Council had . 
passed several salutary laws. This bill would sub- 
vert that government formed by the people of Oregon, 
and that, too, without their consent. 

All that Mr. W. thought it proper to be done at 
this session—and he did not regard that as abso- 
lutely necessary—was, that Congress should au- 
thorize and sanction and ratify the acts of the citi- 
zens of the United Statea in on that he had 
referred to, accompanied by provisions encouraging 
emigration to that country. If further action was 
had on this bill at this session, and_no other older 
Senator did so, he should propose such measure. 
At present, and for the purpose of ascertaining the 
disposition of the Senate as to any further action | 
on this subject this session, he would move to dis- 


charge the committee from the further considera- || 


tion of this bill, and that the whole subject be | 
perponed to the first Monday of December next. 
r. ALLEN, in pursuance of-notice which he 
had previously given, moved, by way of amend- 
ment to the motion of the Senator from Florida, 
that the bill be made the special order of the day 
for Monday next. Should the motion of the Sen-.| 
ator from Florida, he observed, prevail, it would, 
as a matter of course, put an ad to all legislation 
“on the subject during the present session of Con- | 
gress. He desired barely to make one or two re- || 
marks upon the subject. At present there was a || 
pole law of the land by which American citizens ; 
yond the Rocky Mountains were to.some little || 
extent protected. That public law was the subsist- '| 
Ing treaty convention between the United States ` 
and Great Britain. About the 15th of May, 1847, || 
that law would cease to exist. When that event . 
should have taken place, if there were no other: || 
law provided by Congress to take the place of that | 
law, the whole of our citizens be cna the Rocky ‘| 
Mountains would be subject to British law, and || 
British law only. This would be the case whether || 
anew treaty were formed between the United States ` 
and Great Britain or not. Whether the country 
were divided or not, the same state of the case | 
would exist. He desired, therefore, simply to | 
submit the question to the Senate, and especially 
to the consideration of the intelligent committee | 
who were charged with this particular aubject, | 
whether it was Meir design that Congress should 
adjourn and leave the whole American population 
between the Rocky Mountains. and the Pacifie 


. Government of their own. 


_ It would continue till expressly annulled by Con- | 


ocean, subject to British law, and no other? 


|| Rocky Mountains, without saying what is the ex- j 


| 
eee would be the effect of not passing this 
bill at this session. The committee, or at least a | 
majority of its members, did not suppose that this . 
would be the result of not passing this bili at this 
session, by any means. In the first place, Mr. W. 
said he was not satisfied that the British Govern- 
ment had attempted to make citizens of the United 
States in Oregon subject to British laws, or that 
any act of Parliament had ever been passed with 
reference to that country which would justify such : 


attempt. He had looked at the British laws rela- ; 


` ting to Oregon, and he saw nothing in them which | 


authorized such conclusion. He repeated that the 
citizens of the United States in Oregon had a local ` 
Mr. W. had been in- | 
formed that the chief measure which they desired | 
with reference to a local Government there was 

some acknowledgment by the United States of i 
that they had already established. That Govern- 
ment, if Congress did nothing, would continue. 


gress. It was not set up as an independent Gov- 
ernment. It acknowledged the authority of the | 
United States. The Governor, Judge, Legislative | 
Council, and all its officers, and all subject to it, | 
were citizens of the United States, and the people 
there founded their right to ordain it, and to make ° 
the laws they had made, on the fact that they were 
such citizens. This Oregon Government had got |: 
along, he understood, pretty well. ‘There was, ne | 
thought, no great danger to be apprehended from 

it this summer or fall. Next winter Congress can 

most probably be able to form and establish a | 
proper permanent Territorial Government, with 
definite acknowledged boundaries. lt would, by that 
time, be decided and settled whether the whole, or 


ain to belong to us. 

Precipitate legislation might involve the country || 
in difficulties. Pass the bill now before the Senate |' 
without alteration, and its construction by the Ore- || 
gon judge, or the Federal Executive, may create || 
troubles the end of which might be war. ‘I'he citi- 
zens of the United States in Oregon and the British 
subjects there are the last people on the earth to 
desire collision in relation to that c . They 
now ‘live there peacefally: ‘and harmoniously: to- 
gether, and, unless difficulties were excited by un- 
wise action here, Mr. W. said he apprehended 
none from them. He had been satisfied of this 
fact from conversation with intelligent gentlemen 
who had been in Oregon, and were acquainted 
with the country and its inhabitants.. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to ask one question, which | 
was, whether it was the design of the committee, 
at the head of which was the honorable Senator 


i 
i 


j from Florida, that the present local officers within ` 


the territory of Oregon should become, by any | 
legislation of Congress, officers under the Consti- | 
tution of the United States? 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he would endeavor to | 
answer the further interrogatory of the Senator | 
from-Ohio. He could not pretend to answer for | 
every member of the committee, but he would say | 
for himself, as an individual member of it, and as `: 
Senator, (as he had just before stated,) if it was | 
decided to have any further action on this subject “ 
at this seasion, he should at the proper time pro- 
pose an .amendment:-to this bill, adopting, with 
some qualifications, and temporarily, the local gov- | 
ernment already established in Oregon by the citizens 
of the United States there, with a provision en- |! 
couraging emigration to Oregon. He thought lit- t: 
tle else of legisiation was expedient or judicious at | 
this session. Other members of the committee dif- | 
fered with him asto this. . Each had his own views | 
and opinions on this p xing subject; and he | 
presumed, if the Senate decided to act further on 
the subject at this session, they would prepare 
them.. : T 

Mr. ALLEN said, as the Senator had replied 
very candidly to his inquiry, he would not any 
further consume the time of the Senate, but would 
merely renew his motion. 

Mr. BENTON then addressed the Senate. Mr. 
President, (said he,) the bill before the Senate pro- 
poses to extend the sovereignty and jurisdiction of 
the United States over all our territories west of the 


‘hard for ourselves. 


= these boundaries. 


_ritory to be occupied. 


tent and what are the limits of this territory. This 
is wrong, in my opinion. We ought to define the 
limits within which our agents are to do such acts 
as this bill contemplates, otherwise we commit to 
them the solution of questions which we find too 
his indefinite extension of 
authority, in a case which requires the utmost pre~ 
cision, forces me to speak, and to give my opinion 
of the true extent of our territories beyond the 
Rocky Mountains. I have delayed doing this du- 
ring the whole session, not from any desire to con- 
ceal my opinions, (which, in fact, were told to all 
that asked for them,) but because I thought it the 
business of negotiation, not of legislation, to settle 
I waited for negotiation: but 
negotiation lags while events go forward; and now 
we are in the process of acting upon measures, 
upon the adoption of which it may no longer be in 
the power gies of negotiation or of legislation to 
control the events to which they may give rise. 
The bill before us is without definition of the ter- 
r And why this vagueness 
ina case requiring the utmost precision? Why 
not define the boundaries of these territories? Pre- 
cisely because we do not know them! And this 
presents a case which requires me to wait no longer 
for negotiation, but to come forward with my own 
opinions, and to do what I can to' prevent the evils 
of vague and indefinite legislation. My object will 
be to show, if I can, the true extent and nature of 
our territorial claims beyond the Rocky Mountains, 
with a view to just and wise decisions; and in 


|: doing so, I shall endeavor to act upon the great 


maxim, “Ask nothing but what is right—submit 
to nothing that is wrong. ” 

It is my ungracious task, in attempting to act 
upon this maxim, to commence by exposing error 
at home, and endeavnring to clear up some great 


; mistakes under which the public mind has labored. 


It has been assumed for two years, and the as- 
sumption has been made the cause of all the Oregon 


| excitement in the country, that we have a dividing 
! line with Russia, made so by the convention of 
| 1824, along the parallel of 54° 40’, from the sea to 


the Rocky Mountains, up to which our title is 
good. This is a great mistake. No such line was 
ever established; and so faras proposed and dis- 
cussed, it was proposed and discussed as a north- 
ern British, ani, not as a northern American line. 
The publie treaties will prove there is no such line; 
documents will prove that, so far as 54° 40’, from 
the sea to the mountains, was ever proposed as a 
northern boundary for any Power, it was proposed 
by us for the British, arid not for ourselves. 

To make myself intelligible in what I shall say 
on this point, it is necessary to go back to the 
epoch of the Russian convention of 1824, and to 
recall the recollection of the circumstances out of 
which that convention grew. The circumstances 
were these: In the year 1821 the Emperor Alexan- 
der, acting upon a leading idea of Russian policy 
(in relation to the North Pacific ocean) from the 
time of Peter the Great, undertook to treat that 
ocean as a close sea, and to exercise municipal au- 
thority over a great exterit of its shores and waters. 
In September of that year, the Emperor issued a 
decree, bottomed upon this pretension, assuming 
exclusive sovereignty and jurisdiction over both 
shores of the North Pacific ocean, and over the 
high seas, in front of each coast, to the extent of 
one hundred Italian miles, from Behring’s Straits 
down to latitude fifty-one, on the American coast, 
and to forty-five on the Asiatic; and denouncing 
the penalties of confiscation upon all ships, of 
whatsoever nation, that should approach the coasts 
within the interdicted distances. This was a very 
startling decree. Coming from a feeble nation, it 
would have been smiled at: coming from Russia, 
it gave uneasiness to all nations. 

Great Britain and the United States, as having 
the largest commerce in the North Pacific ocean, 
and as having large territorial claims on the north- 
west coast of America, were the first to take the 
alarm and to send remonstrances to St. Petersburg 
against the formidable ukase. They found them- 
selves suddenly thrown together, and standing side 
by'side in this new and portentous contest with 
Russia. They remonstrated in concert, and here 
the wise and pacific conduct of the Emperor Alex- 


| ander displayed itself in the most prompt and hon- 


orable manner. He immediately suspended the 
| ukase, (which, in fact, had remained without exe- 
cution,) and invited the United States and Great 


Britain to unite with Russia in a convention to set- 


tle amicably and in a spirit of mutual convemence 
all the questions between them, and especially their 
respective territorial claims on the northwest coast 
of America. This magnanimous proposition was 
immediately met by the two Powers in a corre- 


i 
} 


sponding spirit; and, the ukase being voluntarily 
relinquished by the Emperor, a convention was 
quickly signed by Russia with cach Power, settling, 
so far aS Russia was concerned, with each, all their 
territorial claims in Northwest America. The Em- 
peror Alexander had proposed that it should be a 
joint convention of the three Powers—a tripartite 
covention——setuling the claims of each and of all 
at the same time; and if this wise suggestion had 
been followed, all the subsequent and all the pres- 
ent difficulties between the United States and Great 
Britain, with respect to this territory, would have 
been entirely avoided. But it was not followed: 
an act of our own prevented it. After Great Brit- 
ain had consented, the non-colonization principle— 
the principle of non-colonization in America by any 
European Power—was. promulgated by our Gov- 
ernment, and for that reason Great Britain chose 
to treat separately with each Power, and so it was 
done. 

Great Britain and the United States treated sepa- | 
rately with Russia, and with each other; and each 
eame to agreements with Russia, but to none 
among themselves. The agreements with Russia 
were contained in two conventions, signed nearly 
at the same time, and nearly in the same words, 
limiting the territorial chim of Russia to 549 405 
confining her to the coast and islands, and leaving 
the continent, out to the Rocky Mountains, to be 
divided between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, by an agreement between themselves. The 
Emperor finished up his own business, and quit 
the concern. In fact, it would seem, from the 
sromptitude, moderation, and fairness with which 
fe adjusted all differences both with the United 
States and Great Britain, that his only object of 
issuing the alarming ukase of 1821 was to bring 
those Powers to a settlement; acting upon the 
homely, but wise maxim, that short settlements 
make long friends. 

These are the circumstances out of which the 
dritish and American conventions grew with Rus- 
sia inthe years 1824~'25, “Chey are public treaties, 


open to all serusal, and eminently worthy of being 
read, [I will rend the third article of cach—the one 


which applies to boundaries—and which will con- 
firm all that I have said. "Phe article ib the con- 
vention with the United States is in these words : 

«Arr 3. Tt is moreover agreed, that, hereatter, there shall 
not be foriped, by the citizes ofthe United States, ar under | 
toe anthority of the said States, any establishment upon une | 
northwest crest of America, yor in any of dhe dsfands ndy 
vent, to the north of fifty four degrees and forty mint of 
north tatitude 5 and that an the saine manner, there shall be 
none formed by Ru m subjects, or under the authority of 
Russia, south of the same poraltel?? f 

This is the article which governs the American 
boundary with Russia, confined by its precise ; 
terms to the islands and coasis, and having no man- 
ner of relation to the continent. "Phe article in ul 
British convention with Russia, governing her 
boundary, is in the same words, so far as the limit 
is concerned, and only more explicit with respect 
to the continent. Like our own, it is the third 
ticle of the convention, and is m these words: 

“Arr. 3. The line of demarcation between the posses 
sions of the high contracting parties, upon the coust of the 
continent, and the islands of America, tothe northwest, siali 
be drawn in the manner folowing: Commencing from the 
southernmost point of the island called’ Prince of Wates 
Isiand, which point Hes in the parallel of 54° 40° north Jati- 
tude, and between J3ist and 133 degree of west longitude 
(meridian of Greenwich,) the said hne shall ascend to the 
north along the chamact called Porthand Canal, as far as the 
point of the continent’, where it strikes the S6th degree of 
north kigitnde. Erom this last-mentioned point, to the point 
of intersection of the l4lst degree of west tongitude, will 
prove to be at the distance of more than ten marine leagnes | 
from the ocean, The limit between the British poss 
and the line of coast which is to belong to Russia, as above 
mentioned, shall be formed by a line parallel to the wind- 
ings of the coast, and which shall never exceed the distance 
of ten marine Icagues therefrom. And the line of demarea- 
tion shall follow the summit of the mountains situated par- 
aliel to the coast as far as the point of intersection of the 
I11.t degree of west longitude, (of the same meridian ;) and, 
finally, from the said point of mtersection, the said meridian 
line of the 141st degree, in its proloagation as far as the Fro- 
zen Ocean, shall form the limit between the Russian and 
British possessions on the condinext of Ainerica to the north- 
west. 


These are the proofs, these the conventions which 
established limits on the northwest coast of Amer- 
ica between the United States and Russia in 1824, 
and between Great Britain and Russia in 1825 


ar- 


They are identical in object and nearly in terms; 
they grow out of the same difficulties.and terminate 
in the same way. By each the Russian claim is 
| confined to the coast and the islands; by each the 
same limit is given both to the United States and 
Great Britain; and that limit was fixed at the south 
end of an island, to the latitude of which (sup- 
posed to be in 55°, but found to be in 54° 40°) the 
m eror Paul had granted the privileges of trade 
to the Russian American Fur Company. {t was 
a limit wholly in the water, not at all on the land. 
The American line never touches land, the British 


Canal to 56°, and thence to pursue the ‘coast. at 


} ten leagues from it northwardly-to 61°, and thence 


due north to the Frozen Ocean: leaving to the Rus- 
sians only the projecting part of the continent which 
approaches Asia, and narrows the ocean into the 
strait which Behring found, and which bears his 
name. This is the Russian line on the continent 
with Great Britain; the United States have no con- 
tinental Jine either with Russia or Great Britain. 

I have shown you the limits established with 
Russia in 1824; I have produced the treaties which 
established them; and here also is a map which 
illustrates them, and shows everything precisely 
as [ have read it from the treaties, It Is a map 
of Mr. Greenhow, a clerk in the Department of 
State, who, so long as he confines himself to the 
business of copying maps and voyages, does 
very well; but wien he goes to issuing opinions 
upon national subjects, and setting the world 
i right about the execution or non-execution of a 
great treaty, as that the line of forty-nine was 
never established under the treaty of Utrecht— 
when he goes at this work, the Lord deliver us 
i from the humbug! But here is the map, with the 
lines all right upon it, drawn in the water and along 
the coast according to the treaties. First, a few 
dots in the water at the end of Prince of Wales 
Island, in latitude 54° 40’; then a dotted line up 
north, through the middle of Portland Canal, to 
| latitude 56; then norlwestwardly along the coast, 
and ten leagues from it, to 649; and then north to 
the Frozen Ocean. No line at all along 54° 40° to 
the Rocky Mountains; and that is right, for the 
treaties never put one there, 
© And here is another map which illustrates error, 
and shows you a line on papor where there is none 
on earth, and of which the Senate has ordered ten 
thousand extra copies to be printed for the instrue- 
tion of the people, Fere it gocs, running straight 
through from the sea to the mountains, caring for 
nothing in its course—eutting lakes in two, dividing 
neighboring posts from cach other, and reckless of 
everything except to follow fifty-four forty. That 
it pursues with undevinting fidelity; and the en- 
graver has marked it strong on the map, that no 
one may overlook it. In all this there is but one 
fault, and that is, that there is no such thing—no 
such line upon earth! never was, and never can 
he, by any principle recognised at the time that the 
Russian convention of 1824 was made. 

Well, there is no such line; and that would 
scem to be enough to quiet the excitement which 
has been got up about it. But there is more to 
come. [set out with saying, that although this 
fifty-four forty was never established as a northern 
boundary for the United States, yet it was pro- 
posed to be established as a northern boundary, 
not for us, but for Great Britain—and that pro- 
posal was made to Great Britain by ourselves. 
This must sound like a strange statement in the 
cars of the? fifty-four-forties, but it is no more 
strange than true; and after stating the facts, I 
meau to prove them. The plan of the United 
States at that time was this: That each of the 
three Powers (Great Britain, Russia, and the Uni- 
ted States) having claims on the northwest coast 
of America should divide the country between 
them, each taking a third. Jn this plan of par- 
tition, cach was to receive a share of the continent 
from the sea to the Rocky Mountains, Russia 
taking the northern slice, the United States the 
southern, and Great Britain the centre, with fifty- 


nine for her southern. The document from which 
I now read will say fifty-one; but that was the first 
offer—forty-nine was the real onc, as I will here- 
after show. This was our plan. ‘The moderation 
of Russia defeated it. That Power had no settle- 


only reaches it by going north through Portland: 


four forty for her northern boundary, and forty- 


had -settlements, 


and left Great: Britain and ‘the 
United States to share the eintinent bétwoen theni- 
selves... But. before this was’ known, we had pró- 
posed. to her fifty-four forty for the Russian. south- 
ern boundary, and to Great Britain: the game’ for 


her northern boundary. ` Tsay fifty-four forty; 
for, although: the word in the proposition- was’ 
fifty-five, yet it was on the-principle which gave 
fifty-four forty—namely, running from thé south 
end of Prince of Wales’ Island, supposed to bein: 
fifty-five, but found to have a point to it running 
down to fifty-four forty. “We proposed: this to 
Great Britain. -She-refused it; saying she would 

: : ; ; : T 
establish hèr northern boundary with Russia, who 
was on her north, and. not with the United States, 
who was on her south... This seemed reasonable; 
and the United States then, and-not until then, re- - 
linquished. the business of pressing’ fifty-four forty 
upon Great. Britain for her’ northern “boundary. 
The proof is in the Executive documenta. “Here 
it is—a despatch from Mr. Rush, our Minister in 
London, to Mr. Adams, Secretary of State, dated 
December 19, 1823: Pee 

“Tat onee unfolded to him (Mr. Canning) the proposals 
of my Government, whieh were: 2. That, as regarded the 
country lying between the Stony Mountains andthe Pacitic 
ocean, Great Britain, the United States, and Russja, should 
joiutly enter intoa convention, similar in its’ nature to the 
third nrticle of the convention of the 20th of October, 1818, 
now existing between the two former Powers, by whitch the 
whole of that- country westward of the. Stony Mountains, 
and all its waters, would be free aud open to. the citizens 
and subjects of the three Powers as Tong as the joint con- 
vention remained in Foree. | This, my Government proposed, 
should bo for the term of ten years. 2 That the United 
Stutes were willing to stipulate to male no settlements north 
of the fifty-first degree of north latitude on that coast, pro- 
vided Great Britain. stipulated: to make none south of fifty- 
one, or north of fifty-five, and Russia to make nonesouth of 
fitty-five.?? ` , : 7 

Here is the offer, im the most explicit terms, in 
1823, to make fifty-five, which was itt fact fifty- 
four forty, the northern boundary of Great Britain; 
and here is her answer to that proposition. Itis 
the next paragraph in the same despatch from Mr. 
Rush to Mr. Adams: 

“Mr. Canning expressed no opinion om any of these ` 
points; but his inquiries and remarks, under that which 
proposes to confine the British settlements between fifty-one 
and filty-five, were evidently of a nature, to indicate strong 
objections on his side, diough he professed to speak only. 
from his first unprossions. Itismore proper, I should say, 
that his: oioottone were directed to our proposal of not tèt- 
ting Great Britain go above fifty-five north With her settle- 
ments, while we allowed Russia to come down. to that line, . 
with hers. Tn treating of this const, he hid supposed that 
Great Britain had her northern question with Rassia, as her 
southern with the United States. fe could see a motive 
for he United States desiring to stop the settlements of 
Great Britain southward; but he had not before known, of 
their desire to stop them northward, and, above all, over’ 
limits conceded to Russia. It was to this eficet that his sug- 
gestions went.?? 

This was her answer, refusing to take, in 1823, 
asa northern boundary coming south for gean tity, 
what is now prescribed to her, at the peril of war, 
for a southern boundary, with nothing north !—for, 
although the fact happens to be that Russia is not 
there, hounding us on the north, yet that makes 
no difference in the philosophy of our Fifty~Four- 
Forties, who believe it to be so; and, on that be- 
lief, are ready to fight. Their notion is, that we 
go jam up to 54° 40’, and the Russians come jam 
down to the samc, leaving- no place forthe British 
lion to put down a paw, although that paw should 
be no bigger than the sole of the dove’s foot which 
sought a resting. place from Noah’s ark. This 
must seem a little strange to British statesmen, 
who do not grow so fast as to leave all knowledge 
behind them. ‘They remember that Mr. Monroe. 
and his Cabinet—the President and Cabinct who ac- 
quired the Spanish title under which we now pro- 
pose to squeeze ‘them out of the continent—actu- 
ally offered them six degrees of latitude in: that - 
very place; ahd they will certainly want. reasons 
for this so much compression now, where we offer- 
ed them so much expansion then. “These reasons 
cannot be given. There is no boundary at 54° 
40’; and so far as we proposed to make: it one, it 
was for the British, and not for ourselves; and so 
ends this redoubtable line, up to which all true 
patriots were to march! and marching, fight! and 
fighting, die! if need be! singing all the while, 
with Horace— ere 

© Dulce et decorum est pro patrié mori” a 
Sweet und decent it is to die foranes country... 
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forth be fifty-four forty! And thus, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I trust I have exploded one of the errors into 
whichthe pablic mind has been led, and which it 
is necessary to, get rid of before we can find the 
right place for our Oregon boundaries.. __ f 

I proceed to another of the same family—the 
dogma of the unity and indivisibility of the Oregon 
title, and its-resulting corollary of all-or none. 

it is assumed by the “friends af Oregon” to be 
all one title,.all the way from 42° up to 549 40'— 
no break in it; and, consequently, * all or none” 
is the only logical solution which our claim to 
it can receive. Well, this may be brave and 
patriotic, but.is it wise and true? And can’we, 
with clear consciences, and without regard to con- 
sequences, pass a law upon that principle, and 
send our agents there to execute it? Thegeare the 
questions which present themselves to my mind, 
and in answering which I wish to keep before my 
eyes the first half of the great maxim—ask nothing 
hut what is right. I answer, then, that it is not true 
that our title to what is called all Oregon is one, 
but several; that it consists 6f parts, and is good 
for part, and bad for part; and that nothing just or 
wise can be determined in relation: to it without 
separating these parts into their proper divisions, 
and giving to each division thesepaxate considera- 
tion and judgment which belongs to it. Thus the 
title to the Columbia river and its valley was com- 
plete before the claim to Frazer’s river and its val- 
dey began; and the claim to the islands and coasts 
rests upon a different state of facts, and a different 
principle of national law, from that which applies 
to the continent. 

The tide to the Columbia river and its valley 
rests upon discovery and setllement, and was com- 
plete before our acquisition of the Spanish tide in 
4819. ‘The claim to Fragzer’s river and its val- 
ley, and to the coasts and islands in frant of it, be- 
gan in 1819, aud rests upon the discoveries of 
ppan h navigators; and of these discoveries, the 
islands and the continent have very different de- 
grees of evidence to exhibit. I mention these dif- 

` ferences of title as facts too well known to require 
documents to. prove them ; and the bare statement 
of which should be suficient to explode the dogma 
of the unity and indivisibility of the Oregon title. 
Lis not “ all one title.” It is not good “ for all or 
none.” 
it; and these breaks are sufficiently large to cover 
large geographical divisions of the country, and re- 
quire separate consideration and judgment, That 
consideration will be given at the: proper place; 
at present I limit. myself to the. correction of the 
error, So widely spread over the public mind, that 
the Oregon title is all one title, from 42° to 549 40’. 
` I come to the line of Utrecht, the existence of 
which is denied upon this floor by Senators whose 
fate it seems to be to assert the existence of a line 
that is not, and to deny the existence of one that is. 
A clerk in the Department of State has compiled a 
volume of voyages and of treaties, and, under- 
taking to set the world right, has denied that com- 
missaries ever met under the treaty of Utrecht and 
fixed boundaries between the British northern 
and French Canadian possessions in North Amer- 
ica. That denial has been produced and accredit- 
ed on this floor by a Scnator in his place, (Mr. 
Cass 3] and this production of a blundering book, 
with this Senatorial endorsement of its assertion, 
lays me under the necessity of correcting a third 
error which the “ fifty-four forties” hug to their 
bosom, and the correction of which becomes ne- 
cessary for the vindication of history, the establish- 
ment of a political right, and the protection of the 
Senate from the suspicion of ignorance. 

J affirm that the line was established; that the 
commissaries met and did their work; and that 
what they did has been acquiesced in by all the 
Powers interested from the year 1713 down to the 
present time. This. is- my afirmation; and, in sup- 
port of it, and without repeating anything said 
heretofore, I shall produce some new ‘proofs, and 
take some new positions, the first of which is, that 
this line was enforced by us (without anything 
else but the treaty of Utrecht. to stand upon) for 
fifteen years—from 1803 to 1818—as the northern 
boundary line of Louisiana, and submitted to as 
such by the British Government; and British 
traders thereby kept out of our territories. west: of 
the Mississippi, while our own treaties let them 
into our territories on this side of theriver. Ina 
word, I will show that this treaty of Utrecht saved . 
us froma calamity for fifteen years, in our new 


It is not aunity. There are breaks in | 


territory of Louisiana, acquired from France, which 
the treaty of peace of 1783, and Mr. Jay’s treaty 
of 1784, exposed us to in our old territories of the 
United States, conquered for us by our fathers in 
the war of the Revolution. This 1s my first posi- 
tion, and this is the case which sustains ie 
In the-year 1803 the United States acquired 
Louisiana, and with it became a party to all the 
treaties which concerned the boundaries of that 
province. The treaty of Utrecht was one of these, 
and the parallel of forty-nine one of. the lines es- 
tablished by it, and governing its northern bound- 
ary. -We soon had occasion for the protection of 
that boundary. Spenish connivance and weak- 
ness had suffered British traders to invade the 
whole northern flank of Louisiana, from the Lake 
of the Woods to the head-waters of the Missouri 


found these traders in the actual possession of the 
Indian trade throughout all that. extensive region, 
These traders were doing immense mischief among 
our Indians on this side of the Mississippi, by 
poisoning their minds and preparing them for war 
against the United States. The treaty of peace 
and Mr, Jay’s treaty, under the delusive idea of 
reciprocity, gave them this privilege of trade in 
the old territories of the United States. Experience 
of its evil effects had tauglit a lesson of wisdom; 
and, while vainly striving to get rid of the treaty 
stipulations which admitted these Indians on this 
side of the Mississippi river, the treaty of Utrecht 
was eagerly scized upon to expel them from the 
other. Mr. Greenhow’s compilation was not pub- 
i fished at that time, and Mr. Jeferson and his 
Cabinet, proceediag according to the lights of their 
little farthing candles, in the absence of that vast 
luminary, just took tho fine of forty-nine as the 
northern boundary of Louisiana, and drove all the 
British traders to the north of that line. 

| These traders complained loudly, and appealed 
| to their Government; but the British Ministry, 
just as much in the dark as Mr. Jefferson and his 
Cabinet, refused to take official notice of the com- 
plaint, only presented it unofficially to the United 
States Ministers in London, and asked as a favor, 
not as aright, the privilege of trading in Louis- 
jana south of 49°, Of course this favor was not 
granted; and thus British traders were excluded 
from Louisiana by the treaty of Utrecht, while ad- 
mitted into the old northwest territory of the 
Union by virtue of our treaties with Great Britain. 
The treaty of Utrecht did for us what our own 
treaties did not. And this was the case from the 
year 1803, the year of the acquisition of Louisiana, 
until 1818, the year of concluding the convention 
with Great Britain which adopted the line of 
Utrecht as far as the Rocky Mountains. Then, for 
the first time, the northern line of Louisiana was 
agreed upon in a treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain. ‘That convention was an act 
of supererogation, so far as it followed the line of 
Utrecht—an act of deep injury so far as it stopped 
it. The line of 49° was just as well established, 
and just as well respected and observed, from the 
Lake of the Woods to the Rocky Mountains, be- 
fore that convention as after it. Nay, more; it 
was the understood line beyond those mountains 
to the sea, and would itself have settled the Oregon 
question, and settled it wisely and beneficially. if it 
had only been permitted to remain unmutilated. 

This is the case. Now for the proofs. 

I read extracts from an unofficial communication 
made by the British Ministers, in 1806, to Messrs. 
Monroe and Pinckney, our Ministers at that time 
in London, and by them communicated to our own 
Government. It is the substance of the complaints 
of the Canada merchants against the. Governor of 
Louisiana for excluding them from that province, 


| and their application to the British Government to 


be restored to it. The whole paper is in our State 
apers of that period, and may there be read at 
ength by any one who desires it: 
“ Extra official communication with regard to the Canada 
trade.” December 31, 1806. 

«A memorial has been presented to Lord Holland and 
Lord Aukland, on the part of the Canada merchants, setting 
forth a variety of injuries which they complain of having 
sustained from the Government and servants of the United 
Staies, and praying that their complaints may be attended 
to, and redress obtained for them in the discussions which 
are at present pending between the Amcrican and British 
Commissioners. 

“The injuries brought forward in their memorial may be 
reduced to the three following heads: 1. Their exclusion 
from Louisicna, i 

“ By the third article of the treaty of 1794, it is agreed 
that it shall at all times be free to his Majesty’s subjects and 


| rivers and on our acquisition of that province, we | 


the citizens of the United States freely to pass by land or 
inland navigation into the respective territories and coun- 
tries of the two parties on the continent of America, and te 
navigate all the fakes and waters thereof, and freely to carry 
on trade-with each other.” E R g 

«But, notwithstanding this express stipulation, which 
secures to his Majesty’s subjects, without limitation or res- 
ervation, the right of commercial intercourse by land or in- 
land navigation with all the territories of the United States 
on the continent of Ametica, the. Governor of Louisiana hus 
thought proper td exclude them from the commerce of that ex- 
tensive province, unless they abjure their allegiance to his 
Majesty, and take an bath of allegiance to the United States; 
and the same Governor has also taken it upon him to pro- 
hibit the introduction of any goods or merchandise which 
are not the property of citizens of the United States,” 

“This arbitrary proceeding, besities being a direct viola- 
tien of the treaty of 1794, is highly detrimental to the private 
interest of the Canada merchants, far it excludes them from 
a country where they have been carrying on trade success- 
fully for many years without interruption from the Spaniards, 
having latterly pushed their cormmercial posts even to the 
banks of the Missouri, and angmented the sale of their 
goods in Louisiana to the amount of about forty or fifty 
thonsand pounds annually.” 


This is the complaint—exclusion from Louisiana 
by the United States Governor of that Province, 
We took possession of Upper Louisiana in March, 
1804; the complaint was made in London in 1806; 
consequently, the exclusion was enforced very 
soon after we took possession. The question now 
is, upon what authority did the Governor act m 
making this exclusion, and to what line did he ex- 
tend it? Doubtless by order of his own Govern- 
ment; but it is good to “be certain; and in the case 
of Mr, Greenhow’s overshadowing authority, 
hacked as it is by the Senator from Michigan, it 
becomes necessary to prove everything, even that 
a Governor of Upper Louisiana had the authority 
of his Government for the boundaries of his Prov- 
ince. Fortunately, the first Governor of Upper 
Louisiana was a man of letters as well as of the 
sword, and employed his leisure hours in drawing 
up a history of the country which he was sent to 
govern. It was Major Amos Stoddard, who after- 
wards lost his life at Fort Meigs during the late 
war with Great Britain. In his useful work, 
modestly termed * Sketches of Louisiana,” he thus 
speaks of the northern boundary of his Prov- 
ince: 

“The commerce of Crozat, by the terms of the patent, 
extended to the utmost limit of Louisiana in that quarter} 
whieh, hy the treaty of Utrecht in 1713, was fixed at the 
40th degree.” 

This is Major Stoddard’s account of this north- 
ern, boundary, and of the line from which and by 
which he excluded British traders from Louisiana. 
He did it by virtue of the line of Utrecht; and no 
British Minister in that day did or would deny its 
existence, or impugn its validity. Lords Holland 
and Aukland, to whom the complaint of the Cana- 
dian merchants was made; refused to present it 
officially to our Ministers. They do not, in fact, 
appear to have spoken a word on the subject, or 
done anything more than present their memorial 
to our Ministers. Certain it is, the complaint re- 
mained without redress. 

But the efforts of the British fur traders did not 
stop at this repulse. The next year the Earl of 
Selkirk, head of the Hudson Bay Company, went 
to London to renew the complaints of the fur 
traders in a more formal manner, and to claim 
their restoration to the privileges of trade within 
the limits of Louisiana. That gentleman, as head 
of the Hudson Bay Company—as founder. of the 
colony on Lake Winipec—as the person most in- 
jured by the exclusion of British traders from 
Louisiana—ought to know something about his 
own rights and wrongs; and in bringing these be- 
fore the British Ministry for redress, ought to be 
supposed to state his case as strongly as truth and 
justice will allow. He does so; but not strongly 
enough to deny the fact of the. line. of 490 under 
the treaty of Utrecht. That line was doing him 
all the mischief: the short remedy was to deny its 
existence, if it could be denied. On the contrary, 
he admits the fact of former existence, and only 
argues against present existence, and present ap- 
plicability. His argument is, first, that the treaty 
of Utrecht was not revived by the treaty of Amiens, 
of 1801; and, therefore, that it was abrogated by 
war; and, secondly, that the long occupation of the 
St. Peter’s river, and. of the Missouri above the 
Mandan villages, without objection from the Span- 
jards, was an admission of their right to trade in 
Louisiana, and should be conclusive upon the Uni- 
ted States. In a memorial to Lord Holland, in 
1807, he presents these views at much length, and 


sustains them by arguments of which these are 
specimens: 


THE CONGRES 


_May 22, 


* Understanding that you are at present engaged in setting 
with the American Plenipotentiaries the boundar hetwicen 
the province of Louisiaua and the British American domin- 


ions, I beg leave to call your attention to some, ugges Rons. 
+*+ x * 'FYothe upper part of Missouri, Britain a pref 


ershie claim. About latitude 47, the British traders, coming 
in fram the Hudson Bay territories, maintained a trafie with 
the Mandan Indians. These traders were the first Enropeans 
who obtained any knowledge of the sources © “the Missouri, 
and they had laid down the course of that river fron the 
Mandans up to the Rocky Mountains, with great minute- 
Ness, many s herore the journey of Messrs. Lewis and 
Clarke. The im ot Great Britain to the Upper Missouri 
eoluitry is equally valid, and rests on the same ground as 
her claim to Nuotka Sound, and the country west of the 
Rocky Mountains, on the Pacific ocean. * * * Phere 
are abundance of grounds for denying that there are any 
rights in the American Government to found its chim on the 
stipulations of the treaty of Utrecht. * * * fhe stipula- 
tions of the treaty of Utrecht, as to the limits of the Hadson 
Say territories, do not bear utall upon the question. The 
ta fixed by that treaty were for Canada, not Louisiana. 
* Allow me omy briefly to observe that the treaty of 
Uteeeht, not having been renewed at the peaee of Amiens 
would not have been available even to Franee, if she had 
remained at peace with us and in possession of Louisiana.’ 


Thus argues the Earl of Selkirk, admitting the | 


fact of boundaries fixed under the treaty of Utrecht, 
and only arguing against the present existence and 
applicability of these boundaries, 


per, without comment, to the American Ministers, 
who, in sending it home to their Government, 
characterized it as an ‘idle papery? and took no 
further notice of it. Tt was, in fuct, an idle paper, 
but not quite idle enough, in any sense of the word, 
to deny the work of the commissaries under the 
treaty of Utrecht. 
But to goon with the proofs. 


In the year 1805, being the second year after the | 


acquisition of Louisiana, President Jefferson sent 
Ministers to Madrid, (Messrs. Monroe and Charles 
Pinckney,) to adjust the eastern and southwestern 
boundaries with her; and, in doing so, the princi- 
ples which had governed the settlement of the 


northern boundary of the same province became a | 
They quoted |: 
these principles, and gave the line of Utrecht as | 


proper illustration of their ideus. 


the example; and this to Don Pedro Cevallos, one 
of the most accomplished statesmen of Europe. 
They say to him: 


» “Itis believed that this principle has been admitted and 
acted on invariably since the discovery of America, in re- 
spect to their possessions there, by all the Buropean Powers. 
Ic is partionlarly illustrated by the stipulations of their most 
important treaties concerning those possessions, und the 
practice under them, viz: the treaty of Utrecht in 1713, and 
that of Paris in 1763. In conformity with the 10th article of 
the first-inentioned treaty, the boundary between Cannda 


and Lonisiana on the one side, and the Hudson Bay and 5; 
stern Companies on the other, was establistied by | 
commnissaries, by a line to commence at a eape or promon- | 


Northw 


tory on the oecan, in See 31 north Jatitude; to run thence, 
southwestwardiy, to latitude 49° north from the equator; 
and along that Hne indefinitely westward. Since that Gine, 
no attempt has been made to extend the limits ot Louisiana 
or Canada to the north of that line, or of those companies to 
the south of it, by purchase, conquest, or grants from the 
Indians.” 

This is what Messrs. Monroe and Charles Pinck- 
ney said to Don Pedro Cevallos—a Minister who 
must be supposed to be as well acquainted with 
the treaties Wirieli settled the boundaries of the late 
Spanish province of Louisiana as we are with the 
treaties which settle the boundaries of the United 
States. ‘he line of Utrecht and in the very words 
carry if from the Lake of the Woods to the 
he ocean and which confine the British to the 
north, and the French and Spanish to the south 
of that line, are quoted to Mr. Cevallos as a fact 
which he and all the world knew. He received it 
as such; and thus Spanish authority comes in aid 
of British, French, and American, to vindicate our 
rights and the truth of history. 

Mr. President, when a man is struggling in a 
just cause, he generally gets help, and often from 
unforeseen and unexpected quarters. So it has hap- 
pened with me in this affair of the Utrecht treaty 
A great many hands have hastened to bear evi- 
dence of the truth in this case; and, at the head of 
these opportune testimonies, I place the letter of a 
gentleman who, besides his own great authority, 
gives a reference to another, who, from his long 
political position in our country, the powers of his 
mind, and the habits of his life, happens to be, of 
all living men, the one who can shed most hight 
upon the subject. I speak of Colonel Timothy 
Pickering—the friend and companion of Washing- 


ton—his Quartermaster-Gencral during the war of 


the Revolution—his Postmaster General, Secretary 
of War, and Secretary of State, during his Presi- 
dency,—a member of this body at the time the 


Lord Holland | 


adopted none of these views; he presented the pa- | 


reaty was ratified which made us a party to the 
treaty of Utrecht—and always a man to consider 
and to understand what he was-about.. In fact, 
Washington wanted no other sort òf men about 
i; him. The writer of the. letter, (Timothy Pitkin, 
_ author of the work on Statistics,) on reading some 
| accountof the talk here about the treaty of Utrecht, 
| and seeing what lack- of information wag. in the 
| American Senate, wrote a letter toa member of 
| this body (Mr. Wessrer}-to give him his memo- 
| randa of that treaty sonve forty years ago. This 
| letter is an invaluable testimony of-the events to 


i 
i 
i 
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| which it relates; it combines the testimony of two 
| cminent men: and F send it to the Secretary’s iable 
| to be read. It is dated Utica, New York, April 9, 
j 
I 


1846: 


“T perceive, by the debates in the Senate on the Oregon 
question, that, in the decision of this important subject, no 
little stress is laid by some of its members on the line set- 
ted between France and England, ender the treaty of 
Utrecht. m D713, and that by others it is contended that no 
evidence actually exists that such a settlement was nrade 
under that treaty, 

“fo was somewhat surprised that General Cass should 
have ventured, ma pubie speech, to have placed himself 
among the kuter, upon the statements of Mr. Greenhow, a 
elerk in the Department of State. T have, for a long time, 
cousidercd that this line was adjusted by commissaries ap- 
pointed under that treaty; and in rending the speeches of 
Messrs. Cress imd Benton, and your own significant questions 
vn the subject, [thought proper to examine my doenments 
and memorandtuns for some proof of the opinion Thad thas 
formed. Ou such examination, } found the following ex- 
tract on this subjeet, from Mr. Huatehine's ‘ Historieat Nar- 
rative and Topographical Description of Louisiana and West 
“Jorida,? printed at Philadelphia in 1784. 

“After stating the grant to Crozat, of Louisiana, Hutch- 
ins, who was then, I believe, geographer to the United 
States, proceeds to say: CAs to Canada, or New France, the 
«French Court would scareely admit it had any other north- 
Sern houndary than the pote. The avidity of Great Britain 
“was equal; but France, baving been unfortunate in the 
è war of 1710, the northern boundary of Canade was fixed 
‘hy the treaty of Utrecht in ITIR. Tt assigns New Briuin 
tandi Hedson’s Buy, on the north of Canade, to Great Brit- 
Sains and commissioners afterwards, on both sides, aseer- 
tained the limits, by an imaginary line running from a enpe 
tor promontory in New Britain, on the Atlantic ocean, in 
‘fifty degrees thirty minutes north latitude; then southwest 
tto the Lake Misgasing, or Mistassin; from thence further 
‘southwest direct to the latitude of forty-nine degrees. AN 
‘the lands to the north of the imaginary line being assigned 
‘to Great Britain, and all southward of that fine, to as fier as 
‘the river St. Lawrence, to the French. ‘These were, at 
‘that time,’ he adds, ‘the true limits of Louisiana and Can- 
Sada, Crozat’s grant not subsisting long nfter the death of 
t Loms XIV? 

«'Phe above exteact is taken from u long communiention 
made to Mr. Jefferson, by Colonel Pickering, on the 18th of 
January, 1804, when the treaty of Mr, King, and of bound- 
aries, was under consideration ; and of courae after our pur- 
chase of Louisiana, J presume, therefore, it is correct, 
though relative to King's treaty some difference of opinion 
existed between Jefferson and Pickering. T have been un- 
able, in this place, to have access to this work of Hatehins; 
it was, no doubt, well known to Mr. Jefferson. 

“Tam notable to inform you whether he answered, in 
writing, the above communication of Colonel Pickering; 
but from his declarations made to me and others, on the 23d 


| 


been thus settled, in pursuance of the treaty of Utrecht. 

“ At that time, conversing with me and others, at a dinner 
party, on the favorite subject of Lewis and Clarke's expedition 
to the Pacific, he declared, (according to my memorandum 
made at the time,) «That by the treaty of Utrecht, in 1713, 
‘between the Euglish and French, the line between Lou 
fana and. the English country was settled in latitude 49°; 
‘and that this was the reason why, im our treaty with the 
‘English, in J784, our northern houndary was placed at the 
‘Lake of the Woods, which was in latitude 49°? 

«Not having seen Hatchins mentioned, or referred to in 
this debate, T have been induced to send you this extract 
from him, and also my abuve memorandum, to bring the 
same to your notice and recollection, (valeat quantam valere 
potest .)?? : 

This is the Jetter of Mr. Pitkin, with the extracts 
i from Mr. Pickering. It is not the recollection of 
an old man, but the written down account of what 
he saw and knew forty years ago, and written 
down at the time he saw it and knew it. It is full 
and complete to the point in question. The refer- 
ence to Hutchins’s Historical Narrative,and Topo- 
graphical Description of Louisiana, is correct. The 
work is not in our library, but several friends have 
sent me copies of it from different parts of the Uni- 
i ted States, and, on comparison, I find Mr. Picker- 
ing’s extract to be correct to a letter. T'he refer- 
| ence of Mr. Pitkin to what passed, in his presence, 

at Mr. Jefferson’s table, in 1806, in relation to the 
Lake of the Woods, recalls a fact which ought to 
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| tiny geographies, instead of being disputed by 
i bearded men in the American Senate. That lake, 

for a hundred and thirty years, has been a land- 
i mark among nations; for more than sixty years— 
| from the date of our national existence—it has been 
į a prominent mark in our national boundaries. The 
i treaty of Utrecht made it so; and he that does not 
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of January, 1806, he then fully believed this line to have | 


be taught in the schools, to the little girls, in their 
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| became indispensable. 


know this great historical incident may find it-out 
by tasting the intellectual eramb which fell from 
Mr. Jefferson’s table in 1806, and. which Mr. Pit- 
kin has preserved for a feast this day in the Améri- 
can Senate. Mr. Jefferson's table was one at 
which something else*besides thè Body was fed, F 
was never. at it-but.once, and: then I sat there five 
‘hours, not for the Burgundy, which was, in fact 
whata certain American. Minister said of the King 
of Portugal’s dinner— excellent,’ but for the con- 
versation, which was divine. And now I will say 
that IJ saw Mr. Pickering once, and under circum- 
stances to remember him also. - [twas at the extra 
session of Congress, in 1833-—he a member of the 
House of Representativas, T a looker“on:from the 
hot and suffocating gallery, better paid for my sut- 
ferance than those who are listening to` me now. 
T saw an aged man; alae iv his seat, always at- 
tentive, always respectful, The decorum of his 
conduet struck me; I inquired his name} it turned 
out to be one who had been formed in the school 
of Washington, of whom I knew but little up to 


i that time but through the medium of party watch- 


words, and of. whom ‘I then said, that, if’ events 
should ever make mea member of Congress, I 
should Jove to imitate the decorum. 

The line of Utrechtis termed, by Mr. Pickering, 
an “imaginary” line. That is correct. It wag 


| never run, nor intended to be run, nor possible to 


berun. The treaty required. it to be * determined;’? 
and it wag determmed by astronomical points and 
Tines and by geographical features—the high lands 

arting two systems of waters—those of Hudson’s. 
Bay and those of the Canadian Lakes. ` And here 
I will say that there were two sets of boundaries to 
be established under this same tresty of Utrecht: 
one on the north of Canada, which was done ‘as 
stated within the year limited; the other on the 
south of Canada, between Acadia and the British 
colonies om the Atlantic, for which no time was 
limited, and which was never done. Confounding 
these two sets of boundaries, one of which was 
determined and the other not, may have led some 
minds into error—those minds which cannot apply 


i words to things. 


Mr. Pitkin, in this letter, speaks ofa long com- 
munication made by Colonel Pickering on the 18th 
of January, 1804, to Mr. J efferson, when the trea- 
y of Mr. King was under consideration, and after 
the purchase of Louisiana. Without doubt that 
was the identical paper transmitted by Mr, Madi- 
son to Mr. Monroe, with his official despatch to 
that Minister of February 14, 1804, as “a paper 
‘stating the authority on which the decision of the 
€ commissioners under the treaty of Utrecht rests, and 
‘ the reasoning opposed to the construction making the 
© 49th degree of latitude the northern boundary of Lou- 
1 mentioned that paper once before, 
when it was pretty well cried down by the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] I mention it now 
again, under better auspices, and with hopes of 
better results. The author is found, and found 
where he ought to be, among those who feared the 
effect of rejecting the fifth article of Mr. Rufus 
King’s treaty of 1803. That treaty scttled-our 
whole northern boundary with Great Britain, from 
Passamaquoddy Bay to the Lake of the Woods, 
and to the head of the Mississippi. ‘The fifth ar- 
tidle of it brought the line from the lake, by the 
shortest course, to the Mississippi: it closed up the 
long-standing controversy about the course of that 
linc. Now, it happened that the treaty for the 
purchase of Louisiana was negotiated in Paris 
about the same time that Mr. King’s treaty was 
negotiated in London, and without his knowledge. 
The two treaties arrived in the United States to- 
gether—went-to the Senate together, with a strong 
recommendation from Mr, Jefferson. to. reject the 
fifth article of Mr. King’s treaty, becatise the ac~ 
uisition of Louisiana gave us anew. line from the 
ake of the Woods avhich would run clear north’ 
of the head of the Mississippi, preventing the 
British from getting to the river, and . thereby ren= 
dering nugatory the treaty stipulations of 1783 and 
1794 which gave them a right to-its navigation...” 
The maintenance of this. new line;-which was 


| not only to protect the Mississippi river, bùt all 


Louisiana, from British ingression, was a- primary 
object of Mr. Jefferson; and for that-purpose the 
rejection of the fifth article of Mr. King’s treaty 
The New England Sena- 
tors dreaded the loss of the whole treaty-if-the fifth 
article was expunged: nine of -themi-voted against 
the striking out; and it was while-this treaty was 
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under consideration in the Senate that Mr. Picker- 
-ing, one of the nine, communicated this paper to | 
Mr. Jefferson, not at all denying the 49th parallel 
as the line: of Utrecht, but-arguing against the con- 
‘struction which ‘would-now make that line the 
northern boundary of ‘Louisiana, The tenor of 
“his argument‘is not given; possibly the Earl of 
Selkirk fell upon some parts of it in his memorial 
to Lord Holland, when he supposed it to be abro- 
gated by war, and superseded by the connivance 
of the Spaniards, in permitting the British to oc- 
cupy the whole left flank of Louisiana, as low down 
in places as 45°. Mr. Jefferson adhered to his new 
line. ‘The fifth article was struck out. The whole 
treaty was risked and lost, and it was forty years 
afterwards, and we all know with what angry dis- 
cussions, with what dangers of war, with what ex- 
pense of money in calling out troops, this long 
contested boundary was at last cstablished. AH 
this was risked, all this was encountered to save 
the line of Utrecht! Yet we now find that line de- 
nied, and all the organs, great and small, blowing 
with might and main to swell the loud notes of 
‘denial, and'to drown the voice which speaks up 
for the truth. | i = 
Several copies of Hutchins’s. geographical work 
have been sent to me, all containing the words 
transcribed by Mr. Pickering. Other works also 
have been sent me. I have more material on hand 
than I can use, and must limit myself to a brief 
selection. Among these books sent me is one of 
special authority—the geographical work of Thom- 
as Jeffreys, Esq., Geographer to his Royal High- 
ness the Prince of Wales, printed at the corner of 
St. Martin’s Lane, near Charing Cross, London, 
A. D. 1753. ‘This royal geographer, who would 
hardly curtail the fair proportions of the dominions 
to whose heir apparent (afterwards George II.) he 
was addressing his work, thus speaks of the line 
which parts the British Fludson Bay and the 
French Canadian possessions: : 


“ Beginning at Davis’s Inlet, on the east coast of Labhra- 
dor or New Britain, in the latitude of about 56 degrees, and 
drawing it with a curve through the Lake Abitibis, down to 
the 49th degree of latitude; from thenec to be continued to 
the Northwest occan, as it was settled by commissioners 
under the treaty of Utrecht.” 


Mr. Jeffreys adds to this description of the line of 
Utrecht, remarks upon the same line as laid down 
by D’Anville, the Royal French Geographer, points 
out what he deems crroneous in it, and takes credit 
to himself’ in making it more favorable to. the 
French than the French had made it to themselves. 
The latitude of 49 to the Western Ocean is his limit 
of the British possessions. 

Lhave.said that more material has been furnish- 

ed ‘to më than T. can use. Among: these- must 
acknowledge the kindness of Mr. Edmund J. Fors- 
tall, of New Orleans,.a man of letters, and who 
sends me:a reference to Postlethwayt’s Commer- 
cial Dictionary, which, in fact, is the dictionary 
of Savary, Inspector General of French Manu- 
factures and Commerce in the time of Louis the 
Fifteenth, and whose work was done into English, 
with improvements, byMr. Malachy Postlethwayt, 
whose name it. bears with English readers. This 
dictionary of Savary contains, in the body of the 
work, the description of the Utrecht line as shown 
on the maps, and thus gives authority for what 
appears there. 

Another contribution, which I have pleasure to 
acknowledge, is from a gentleman of Baltimore, for- 
merly of the Flouse of Representatives, (Mr. Ken- 
nedy,) who gives me an extract from the Journal of 
the British House of Commons, March 5th, 1714, 
directing a writ to be issued for electing a burgess in 
the place of Frederick Herne, Esq., who, since his 
election, hath accepted, as the Journal says, the office 
of one of his Majesty’s commissaries for treating 
with commissaries.on the part of France for settling 
the trade between Great Britain and France. The 
same entry occurs at the same time with respect 
to James Murray, Esq., and Sir Joseph Martyn. 
The tenth article of the treaty of Utrecht applies to 
limits in North America, the eleventh and fifteenth 
to commerce; and these commissaries were ap- 
pointed under some or all of these articles. Others 
might have. been appointed by the King, and not 
mentioned-in the journals, as not being members 
of Parliament whose vacated seats were to be filled. 
All three of the articles of the treaty were equally 
obligatory for the appointment of commissaries; 


and here is proof that three were appointed. under 


the commercial articles. i 
One more piece of testimony; and I have done. 


And, first, a little statement to introduce it. We 
all know that in one of the debates which took 
-place: in the- British House of. Commons on the 
Ashburton treaty, and after that treaty: was ratified 
| and past recall, mention was made ofa certain máp 
called the King’s map, which had belonged to the 
late King; (George. III.,) and hung in his library 


Office, from which‘said office the-said map silently 
disappeared about the time of the Ashburton 
treaty, and which certainly was not before our 
Senate at the time of the ratification of that-treaty. 
Well, the member who mentioned it in Parliament 
said there was a strong red line upon it, about the 
tenth of an inch wide, running‘all along where the 
Americans said the true boundary was, with these 


George’s handwriting:. “ This is Oswald’s line;”’ 
meaning, it is the line of the treaty of peace ne- 
gotiated by Mr. Oswald on the British side, and 
therefore called Oswald’s line. 

Now, what I have to say is this: That when- 
ever this royal map-shall emerge from its retreat, 
and resume its place in the Foreign Office, on it 
will be found another strong red line about the 
tenth of an inch wide, in another place, with these 
words written on it: Boundaries between the Brit- 
ish and French possessions in America “ as fixed 


crowning piece of testimony, I have to add that 
the evidence of it is in the Department of State, as 
is nearly the whole of the evidence which I have 
used in crushing this pie-poudre insurrection— 
‘6 this puddle-lane rebellion’’—acainst the truth and 
majesty of history, which, beginning: with a clerk 
in the Department of State, spread to all the or- 
gana, big and little; then reached the Senate of the 
United States, held divided empire in this cham- 
ber for four months, and now dies the death of the 
ridiculous. 

I have now got to the end of the errors which I 
propose to correct at the present time. 1 have 
consumed the day in getting ready to speak—in 
clearing away the rubbish which had been piled 
up in my path. On another day, if the Senate 
pleases, I will go to work on the Oregon question, 
and endeavor to show how far we shall be right, 
and how far we may be wrong, in exercising the 
jurisdiction and sovereignty which this bill pro- 
poses (which is not a copy of the British act, but 
gocs far beyond it) over an undefined extent of 
territory, to which we know there are conflicting 
claims. Light upon this point, at this time, may 
be of service to our country; and I mean to dis- 
charge my duty. to her, regardless of all conse- 
quences to myself. 

Mr. B. then gave way to a motion for adjoum- 
ment. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed till Monday 
next; which motion was agreed to. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourn, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 


THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the Senate should 
proceed to the consideration of the bill supplement- 
ary to the bill providing for the prosecution of 
the existing war between the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico; which was agreed to. 

The bill was read a second time and considered 
as in committee of the whole, and, after some con- 
versation, 

Mr. SPEIGHT observed that the Senate was 
evidently indisposed to act'upon the bill at so late 
a period of the day, and in his judgment every 
consideration of propriety required that its con- 
sideration should be deferred till Monday. 

Several Senators. ‘‘ Certainly.” 

Mr. HAYWOOD insisted upon immediate ac- 
tion on the bill; but a motion to adjourn prevailing, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 22, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday (having been read in 
art only) was approved. 

‘The SPEAKER. said the business first in order 
i would be the call of the committees in their order 
for reports. 


tee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the 


during his lifetime, and afterwards in the Foreign. 


words written along it in four places in King | 


by the treaty of Utrecht’? To complete this last and | 


Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES, from the Commit- | 


bill from the Senate entitled ‘ An‘act to repeal a 
‘part of the act making appropriations for the 
: naval service for the year ending the 30th June, 
c 1846,” reported. the same with the following 
amendment: ` ‘ i 

Add to the end òf the bill the following: | 

And be it further enacted, That the proviso in the 
act entitled “ An act making appropriations for the 
© naval service for the fiscal year’ ending the 30th 
€ of June, 1845, approved June 17th, 1844,” which 
is in the following words, to-wit: “And provided 
‘ further, That no portion of the ‘said sum be ap- 
“plied tothe pay of any officers of any grade of 
‘the navy beyond the number allowed by law in 
€ the respective grades on the Ist day of Septem- 
t ber, 1842,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was concurred in, and the bill 
as amended was read a third time and passed. 


DRAWBACKS. 


Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill for the allowance of 
drawback on foreign merchandise imported into 
certain districts of the United States from the Brit- 
ish North Américan provinces, and exported to 
foreign countries. had i 

The bill having been read twice, _ _ 

Mr. McCLELLAND asked that it be put on its 
third reading. =~ 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved its reference to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. y 

Mr. McCLELLAND opposed the motion, and 
briefly explained the objects of the bill. i 

Mr. P. KING and Mr. 1. E. HOLMES said a 
few words in favor of its passage. , 

Mr. BRODHEAD and Mr. DARRAGH briefly 
insisted on the necessity of an examination of the 
provisions of the bill before- final action was taken 
upon it. 

Mr. SIMS, of-South Carolina, moved the pre- 
vious question. i 

On which demand no quorum voted. ? 

Mr. VINTON called for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House, 
which was refused. 

The bill was then again read. ; 

Mr. GENTRY said he thought it was manifest 
that any attempt to legislate diring the present 
week, when the attention of members was so 
much given to the exhibition being made of the 
results of American industry, would be productive 
of no good. He moved, therefore, that when the 
House.adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

The. yeas and nays were ‘taken, and the vote 
stood, yeas 65, nays 93. 

th 


So the motion to adjourn to Monday was re- 
j jected. et rg 
The demand for the previous question was then 


seconded. The main question was ordered, and 
the bill (having been ordered to a third reading 
now) was read a third time and passed in the fol- 
lowing form, to wit: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That any 
merchandise imported from the British North American 
Provinces adjoining the United States, which shall have 
been duly entered, and the duties thereon paid or secured, 
according to law, at either of the ports of entry in the collec- 
tion districts situated on the northern, northéastern, and 
northwestern frontiers of the United States, may be trans- 
ported by land or by water, or partly by land and partly by 
water, to any port or ports from which merchandise may, 
under existing laws, be exported with such privilege to any 
foreign country: Provided, That such exportation shall be 
made within one year from the date of importation of said 
merchandise, and that cxisting Jaws relating to the transport- 
ation of merchandise entitled to drawback from one district 
to another, or to two other districts, and the due exportation 
and proof of Janding thereof, and ail regulations which the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe for the security of 
the revenue, shali be complied with. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Hupsow, of Massachusetts, in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the private calendar 
under the restriction contained in the following rule: 

‘¢On the first and fourth Friday of each month 
‘ the calendar of private bills shall be called over, 
‘and the bills to the passage of which no objection 
‘shall then be made shall be first considered and 
s disposed of.” : 

A number of bills were read;-and no objection 


having been made, were laid aside, to be reported 
to the House. 


au 
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The committee now became involved in a point | 
of order, which led to an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, on which no quorum voted. 

‘The committee rose and reported the fact to the || 
House. ; ! 

A motion was made that the House adjourn; | 
which motion, by ayes 58, noes 83, was rejected. |i 

But a quorum having votcd, — : A 

The CHAIRMAN resumed his seat in commit- 
tec. 

The question was again taken on sustaining the |! 
decision of the Chair, which the committee affirmed. 

The committee made some further progress on 
the calendar, 

When a motion was made by Mr. JAMES A. |! 
BLACK that the committee rise and report to the i 

i 
j 
i 


House the bills that had been acted on, of the fol- 
lowing titles: | 

A bill for the relief of John Stockton, late a lieu- | 
tenant in the army of the United States. ! 

A hill granting a pension to Orris Crosby. 

A. hill granting a pension to Elijah C. Babbit. 

A bill to authorize the agent for paying pensions 
at Cincinnati to pay John Wing any arrears of 
pension money due to Dorothy Terrill, deceased, |) 

A bill for the relief of John Porter. + j 
A bill for the reljef of Isaiah Parker. i! 

A bill for the relief of Elisha H. Holmes. ji 

A bill for the relief of Samuel D. Enochs. | 

A bill for the relief of N, & L. Dana and Com- | 
pany. i 
A bill for the relief of Philip and Eliphelet 
Greely. 

A bill for the relief of Emanuel Berri and John 
M. Reese. 

A bill for the relief of James G. McCloud, of 
Linn county, Iowa Territory. | 

A bill to confirm an entry of land, made by the | 
administrator of James Anderson, deceased, of 
Lowa Territory. 

A resolution for the relief of Shelden B. Hayes. |! 

On the motion of Mr. BLACK, no quorum || 
voted, 

‘I'he committee rose and reported the fact. | 

Mr. DANIEL moved a call of the Elouse. f 

Mr. VINTON moved that the Touse adjourn; || 
which motion, by yeas 30, nays 74, was rejected. 

A call of the Flouse was refused; 

And then the House adjourned. 


ifi 
H 
fi 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 
Sarurpay, May 23, 1846. i 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- i 
proved. ii 
Mr. REID moved a reconsideration of the vote || 
by which the House had yesterday passed (with ij 
an amendment) the Senate bill entitled An net | 
to repeal a part of the act making appropriations i! 
| 


for the naval service for the year ending 30th |! 


rules; but two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, 
the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the private calendar. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to take up the bill reported 
by him. . 

The motion of Mr. DANIEL having precedence 
(on Fridays and Saturdays) the question’ thereon 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative. > 

So the House passed to the consideration of 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


A number of bills on their engrossment (on the 
Speaker’s table) were taken up. ` 

The joint resolution for the relief of Peter Gor- 
man was read a third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of the owner and crew of 
the schooner * Florilla’’ coming up, 

It was ordered to a third reading. 

And, having being read x third time, ang the 
question being on its final passage— 

Mr. CULLOM asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and, being taken, were—ycas 77, 
hays 76. 

So the bill was passed. 

The bill for the relief of the owner and crew of 
the schooner * Henrietta”? coming up, 

It was ordered to a third reading. 

And having been read a third time, and the ques- 
tion being on its final passage— 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and being taken, were 
—veas 76, nays 86, i 

So the bill was rejected. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved a reconsideration of 
the vote. 

And the question being taken, the House refused 
to reconsider the vote. 


Mr. REID moved a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to submit a motion fixing the daily hour 
of the mecting of the louse at 10 o'clock. 

The yeus and nays were ordered, and, being ta- 
ken, were—yeas 83, nays 80. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

[A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 
Esq., his Private Sceretary, informing the House 
that the President had approved and signed certain 
bilis, 

i Fouse resumed the consideration of bills on 
the private calendar, 

The bill for the relief of Elbourne Allen coming 


£ up on the question of enzrossment, 


Mr. HUNGERFORD sent to the Clerk’s table 


i certain papers, (which were read,) to show that 


Mr. Allen had no valid claim whatsoever. 
After some conversation between Mr. DANIEL 


June, 1846.” ‘and Mr, E. H. EWING, and after ineffectual mo- 


The consideration of the motion was postponed : 
until Monday next, i 
PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. } 
Mr. HARALSON, (on lenve given,) from the :! 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom had been 
referred the bill from the Senate making alterations 
in the pay department of the army, reported back 
the same without amendment. 
Mr. HARALSON asked that the bill be put on jj 


j 
its passage, | 
i 


Mr. McKAY raised the question of commit- | 
ment. 
The SPEAKER decided that, as the bill made | 
ho appropriations, commitment was not necessary. © 
Mr. McKAY moved that it be committed to the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. |! 
On which motion no quorum voted, i 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being | 
taken, were, yeas LLL, nays 36. | 
So (a quorum having voted) the bill was refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on the state of ; 
the Union. : 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. i 
Mr. STANTON, under instruction from the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs, asked leave to intro- ij 
duce a resolution providing that five thousand extra H 
copies of the report submitted from that committee 4 
on the 20th instant, in relation to steam and iron ji 
frigates, be printed. i 
Objections having been made, 
Mr. DARRAGH moved a suspension of the 


i 


i 
H 
| 
i 
i 
ii 
| 
i 


i 


i 
il Peter Bargy, jr., and Hugh 
on the question of envrossment— 


tions to recommit and te postpone, 

The question was taken, and the bill was re- 
ected, 

Mr. MORSE moved a reconsideration of the 


vote by which the bill for the relief of the owner 
‘and crew of the schooner “ Florilla’? had been 
passed. 


Mr. WINTHROP demanded the yeas and nays; 


I| which were ordered, and, being taken, were—ycas j 
75, nays 87. 


So the vote was not reconsidered. 
The bill for the relief of J. W. Nyc, assignec of 
Stewart, coming up 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON called for the read- 
ing of the report. 

But the House refused to have it read. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON then spoke briefly 
in opposition to the bill, (yielding for 
to Mr. Brinxennorr.) 

Mr, A. D. SIMS supported the bill. 

Mr. BOWLIN opposed it. 

The question on the engrossment of the bill was 
then taken, and the vote stood—yeas 59, nays 79. 

So the bill was rejected. 

The SPEAKER corrected an error which had 
taken place in the annunciation of the vote by 
which the hill for the relief of the owner and crew 
of the schooner * Florilla” had been passed. The 
vote had been announced as 77 yeas, 76 nays. 
The true state of the vote was yeas 77, nays T7— 
a tie. The Speaker now voted in the negative, 
making the vote stand yeas 77, nays 78. 


explanation | 


So the bill was rejected. Shaws we how neg 
- And the SPEAKER announced that the aubse- - 
uent proceeding on the motion of the gentleman 
rom Louisiana [Mr. Monsx} to reconsider, were 
a nullity; inasmuch as that gentlenian; under -the 
true state of facts, having voted withthe minority, 
and not with the majority, had no power under 
the rule to make the motion. : : 
Some conversation followed on.a point of order, 
which led to no action, | E x 
And the House adjourned. - 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: ` Sah : 

By Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS: The petition of citizens of 
Kemper county, Mississippi, praying the establishment ofa 
mail-route: réferred to: the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. F 

By Me. WILLIAMS: The petition of citizens of Calais, 
Maine, for making a port of entry at that place within the 
colkietion district of Eassamaquoddy: referred to.the Coin- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. 1. B; HOLMES: The memorial of the Marine So 
ciety of Charleston, praying Wat some provision be made 
for American captains in distress in foreign ports, 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Dodge 
county, praying the establishment ofa mail-route from Wa- 
tertown to Fond. du Lag, iu the Territory of Wisconsin. 
Also, the remonstrance of the Stockbridge Indians against 
ae repeal of the act making them citizens of the United 

tates, ' 

By Mr. R. SMITH: The remmistrence of 73 citizens of 
Maine settlement, in Madison county, Illinois, against a 
hund appropriation for completing the Cumberland road, and 
praying an approprintion of money from the treasury; and 
that the work be prosecuted as heretofore by the General 
Government: referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the State of the Union, 

By the SPRAKER: The petition of David Slater and 
three hundred citizens of Lowa Territory, praying that there 
may be formed a new Territory, to commence atthe 494 
prralel, and to extend to the ‘northern. boundary of the 
United States, to be ealled the Docota Territory. Also, thu 
resolutions of a large meeting held in Dubuque aud Towa 
Territory on the sune subjects referred to the Committee on 
‘Territories, A 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Elijah Cannon, praying 
to be confirmed in Uhe possession ofa certain tract of land: 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. SCAMMON:: The petition of Heumeah Norton, of 
Lemington, Maine, widow of Nathaniel Norton praying tor 
a pension on. account of the services. of her husband during 
the revolutionary war: referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. ; 

By Mr. GARVIN: The petition of Jobn Forest, an invalid 
soldier: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 25, 1846. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives armouncing that said House had passed 
sundry private bills, : 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from citizens of Middlesex county, Connecticut, 
praying an alteration in the rates of newspaper 

ostage, and opposing any change in the rates of 
etter postage; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the proceedings of 
a public meeting of citizens of New York, in rela- 
tion to the existing war with Mexico, and tender- 
ing their services in its prosecution. 

In presenting the above, Mr. D. said: 

Mr. Presment: I have the honor to present 
the proceedings of a public meeting recently held 
in the city of New York, in view of the existing 
state of war between the United States and Mexi- 
co. It has been, and doubtless truly, represented 
as one of the largest, most enthusiastic, and patri- 
otic meetings ever known to that great city; and 
to one acquainted with its people, the proceedings 
show that every business interest and political di- 
vision was not only represented, but merged in 
one great party, having only for its object the in- 
terest and honor of our country; as an earnest of 
which, they tender to the Government every facil- 
ity afforded by that city for carrying on the war 
vigorously, as will appear from the resolutions. 

will not deny, Mr. President, that, in. present- 
ing these proceedings, as a representative of New 
York, I experience a degree of pride and gratifica- 
tion which no language can adequately describe. 
These proceedings warmly commend the action of 
the Government; and I avail myself of the occa- 
sion to say that the-bill which received the action 
of Congress recently, and is now a law, has -my 
entire approbation, and would have had my vote 
had I been present. ` SER 

Ín presenting the proceedings of 


this ‘meeting, 


1846. 
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in: view of the late gratifying intelligence, I cannot 
refrain from congratulating the officers and mem- 
bers of this meeting’ upon victories more recent, 
and successes more triumphant than those to which 
their proceedings so appropriately respond. But 
the generous sentiment and elevated. patriotism 
which breathe in‘evéry. word of these resolutions, 
“speak for themselves, and are too briefly and truly 
eloquent to bewithheld from the Senate, and. the 
public, and I desire their reading. 

The resolutions were then’ read- by the Secreta: 
ry; avid, with the other proceedings, were laid 
upon the.table. i $ 

Mr. BAGBY asked leave to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers of Catlin, Peoples, & 
Co.; which was granted. . 

Mr. CORWIN presented the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That: the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
changing the time of holding the circuit and dis- | 
ae courts of the United States for the district of 

NIO, 

On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitted to 
the Senate a few days since, in relation to the min- 
eral lands in the Lake Superior region, in Michigan 
and Wisconsin, was ordered to be printed for the 
use of the Senate. ; 

On motion of Mr, DIX, the report of the Secre- 
tary of War and the accompanying documents, in 
rélation to the improvement of the harbors of Dun- 
kirk and Cattaraugus, on Lake Erie, was ordered 
to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

„Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Samudl 
W. Bell; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. The accompanying report was ordered 
to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate took up 
the bill establishing certain post-routes, and for 
other purposes; which was considered as in com- 
mittec of the whole, and, having been amended, 
was reported back to the Senate, the amendments 
were concurred in, and the bill ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

By unanimous consent the bill was then read a 
third time, and passed. 


PROSECUTION OF THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of the:bill supplemental to an act 
entitled “ An act providing for the prosecution of 
the existing war between the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico,” and for-other purposes; the 

ending question being upon an amendment moved 

y Mr. Arcnison, providing, that all general offi- 
cers appointed under this act shall be dismissed at 
ny close of the way, or within three months there- 
after, : 

Mr. DIX said he hoped the amendment would 
not prevail. An increase in the number of general 
officers had become necessary in consequence of 
the increase of rank and file, and the addition of 
another regiment. The amendment of the Senator | 
from Missouri contemplated the dismissal of the 
sh et oho officers at the close of the war. 
It might happen that the officers to be appointed 
would become distinguished, and it would become 
desirable that they should be retained. As the law 
now stood, all general officers were placed upon 
the same footing, and a reduction of the whole 
number would take place, The effect of the amend- 
ment would be to make it obligatory to discharge 
those officers from the service at the close of the | 
war. It seemed to him exceedingly appropriate 
that the power of retaining those officers -should | 
exist. t 

Mr. WESTCOTT said. he was opposed to the | 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Mis- | 
souri, [Mr. Arcurson.] The honorable Senator | 
from New York {[Mr. Dix] had advanced some | 
‘reasons which influenced his opinion in a better | 
manner than he could have done; but he (Mr. W.) | 
had an additional reason. This was the operation 
and the effect of the amendment, if adopted, upon 
all the officers of the regular army of superior rank 

now in service, and who might be promoted under i 
. this law. It would be harsh and_unjist towards | 

thêm. Arms is their profession. The-amendment j 

-seemed to anticipate that the President would ap- ji 
oint all these additional generals allowed by this |! 

‘bill from citizens now in private life. Mr. W. | 

said he saw no’ such diréction to the Executive in 


Ps 


the bill, and he trusted it would not be the case; 
certain he was that it would not’ be satisfactory to 
the country. Now, if this bill passed with this 
amendment, and General Taylor should be pro- 
moted to a brigadiership or major generalship, as 
soon as the war was over he is to be dismissed 
from the service. Mr. W. said those who had 
not devoted a whole lifetime to service in the ar- 
my, but who went into a brigadier or a major gen- 
eral’s place in the regular army at one leap, could 
not complain of the effect of this amendment-as to 
themselves. Unless the amendment was modified 
to prevent such effect as to the officers now in the 
regular army who may be promoted, and: who 
would be dismissed when they had closed the war 
for their gallantry in closing it, he should vote 
against it. 

Mr. ATCHISON said he disliked to trouble the 
Senate at any time with any remarks of his, but it 
was perhaps necessary that he should explain the 
reason why he had proposed this amendment. 

-His object was that, after the close of the war, the 
Government should not be encumbered with a 
unnecessary number of Major Generals and Briga- 
dier Generals; that those ‘officers should not be 
fastened upon the Government for all future time; 
that it might be clearly understood in advance by 
those officers, whether they were to be taken from 
the army or not, that their term of service would 
expire at the close of the war, so that in accepting 
the appointment they might know upon what con- 
dition they accepted it. It was for this purpose, 
and this alone, that he had offered this amend- 
ment. He was aware that he might be ‘told that 
Congress had the entire control of the matter, 
and that they might passa law dismissing those 
officers at the close of the war; but he thought it 
would be far preferable that the thing should be 
regulated beforchand. Fe presumed there would 
be no dissent from the principle, for it could hardly 
be expected that the increased force was to be kept 
up. There was already a sufficiently large peace 
establishment, perhaps too large. That was a 
matter, however, which he had nothing to do with 
at present. Ifan officer at present in the army— 
if Gen, Taylor himself accept, promotion, no in- 

| jury would be done by this provision, because he 
would be aware of the condition upon which pro- 
motion was conferred. 

The modification suggested by his friends around 
him he was willing to accept, but he did not know 
whether it would be acceptable to the Senate; it 
was that, at the close of the war, there should bea 
reduction, . The question would then be which 
should be dismissed. He hoped there would be 
no opjgetion to the amendment which he had of- 
fered. Oe es 

Mr. MANGUM said he had hoped that the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
would have made a full and minute exposition of 
the views of the Government, or of the views of 
the committee, in regard to the necessity for this 
increase of general officers; or, at the very least, 
that he would, in his place, have offered some in- 
formation in regard to the action of the committee, 
Being himself utterly untrained in all military 
matters, knowing nothing on the subject except 
what the most ordinary citizen in the country 
knew, it did nevertheless strike him, at the first 
blush, that the increase proposed was greatly dis- 

proportionate to the necessity. By means of the 


; existence of a military academy, they had got a 


very full supply of military officers. And he was 
utterly unwilling, since the country had gone to 
the expense it had in supporting that academy for 
the purpose of instruction in military science, to 
see that vast amount of training thrown away. It 
seemed to him somewhat premature at this time, 
without having any. definite knowledge on the 
subject, to increase. greatly the number of officers 
of the army. Some of the most distinguished 
officers of the last war were men who had won 
their way first as volunteers. Such was the case 
of General Jackson. And where would be found 


' aman who would command more confidence than 


General Taylor? It was a remark that. was veri- 
fied by examples innumerable, that, in time of 
war, military talent would develop itself; it would 
emerge from the ranks; and he thought it would 
be time enough when men showed themselves 
worthy of high and distinguished positions, to 
confer distinctions and appointments upon them. 
To confer offices upon a multitude of men, wheth- 
er they were qualified or not, was, he thought, 


very improper, It would, to be sure, offer a good 
opportunity for patronage. They had already 
major generals and brigadier generals; and those 
who had devoted their lives to the service were 
the men who ought to-be promoted. 

He moved that.the bill be laid upon the table, 
or-passed by informally for the present, in order 
to proceed to the consideration of the special 
order, . i , : 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill infor- 
mally passed over until to-morrow. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, the motion pending being that 
of Mr. Westcorr to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill to establish jurisdiction over the 
territory of Oregon until the first Monday in De- 
cember next. f 

Mr. BENTON rose and addressed the Senate 
as follows: . i . 

In resuming my speech on this subject, I wish 
to. say, Mr. President, that the bill now before the 
Senate is not the one recommended by the Pres- 
ident of the United States. He recommended that 
the sovereignty and jurisdiction of the United 
States be extended to our Oregon ‘territory to. the 
same extent that Great Britain had extended her 
| sovereignty and jurisdiction to the same country. 
In this recommendation I fully concur; and I ven- 
ture to say that, if such a bill was brought in, it 
might pass the Senate (leaving out unnecessary 
speeches) in as litle time as it would require to 
read it three times by its title. But the bill before 
the Senate is not of that character, It goes far be- 
yond the President's recommendation. It proposes 
many things not found in the British act of 1821— 
things implying exclusive jurisdiction and sover- 
eignty in us, and that to an undefined extent of 
country, and under circumstances which must im- 
mediately produce hostile collisions between our 
agents and the British agents on the other side of 
the Rocky Mountains. I am opposed to all this; 
but I am not in favor of the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill. I wish to see it amended and 
made conformable to the President’s recommenda- 
tion. If gentlemen who have the conduct of the 
measure here will bring in such an amendment, 
and put it on its passage without speeches, I will 
ae my speech until it is passed. = 

will now proceed to show, as well as I can, | 
the degree and extent of our just claims. beyond 
the Rocky Mountains. : 
| ‘To understand what I mean to say, it is neces- 
| sary to recollect the geography of the country in 
question, and sec it presenting, as. it does, three 

istinct geographical divisions, to each of which a 
different claim .and.a different degree of claim at- 

taches, and which cannot be confounded under 
any one general view, without a general mystifica- 
tion and total confusion ofthe whole subject. The 
Columbia river and its valley is one of these divis- 
ions; the islands along the coast is another; Fra- 
zer’s river and its valley (called by the British 
New Caledonia) is the third. Under these three 
divisions I now propose to speak of the country. 
Under these divisions Ihave always spoken of it; 
and what I have said of one part had no applica- 
tion to another. "When I spoke of the great river 
of the West and its valley, either by its American 
name of Columbia or its Indian name of Oregon, 
I never intended Frazer’s river and its valley, or 
Vancouver’s Island, or the Gulf of Georgia, or 
Desolation Sound, or Broughton’s Arch. When 
I speak of the coast and the islands, I do not mean 
the continent and the mountains; and when L 
speak of Frazer’s river or New Caledonia, I do 
not mean the Columbiariver. I repudiate all such 
loose and slovenly verbiage; and, desiring to be 
understood according to my words, I go on to 
speak of the country beyond the Rocky Mountains 
under the three great geographical divisions into 
which Nature has formed it, and to which political 
events have so naturally adapted themselves. 

I begin with the islands, 

From the Straits of Fuca (in fact from Puget’s 
Sound) to the peninsula of Alaska—a distance of 
one thousand miles—there is a net-work of islands 
—an archipelago—some large, some small, check- 
ered in together, and covering the coast to the 
extent of one, two, and even three hundred miles 
in front of the continent. They are most of them 
of volcanic impression, and separated. from cach 
other and the continent by deep bays, gulfs, and 
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straits, and by long deep chasms, to which navi- 
gators have given the name of canals. , 
checker-board of islands, and the waters which 
contain them, have been the theatre of maritime 
discovery to many nations, and especially Span- 
ish, British, and Russian; but, except the Rus- 
sians, no nation made permanent settlements on 
any of these islands; and they only as low down 
as latitade 55. The British and Spaniards both 
abandoned Vancouver’s Island after the Nootka 
Sound controversy; and from that time had no 
settlement of any kind on the coast, or islands, 
north of Cape Mendocino, latitude 419; and the 
British had none anywhere. In this state of the 
case the question came on between Russia, Great 


This long | 


recent discussions, and has led to the great mistake 
in relation to Frazer’s river. I dismiss the ques- 
tion, then, as to this geographical division of the | 
country, with saying that our title to these islands 
is better than that of the British, but that neither is 
perfect for want of settlement; and that now, as 
proposed in 1824, they should follow the fate of the 
continental divisions in front of which they lie. 
Frazer’s river and its valley, known in north- 
western geography as New Caledonia, is the. next | 
division of the disputed country to which I shall 
ask the attention of the Senate. It isa river of 
about a thousand miles in length, (following its 
windings,) rising in the Rocky Mountains, o po- 


Britain, and the United States, in which the dis- 
tinction between the islands and the continent was 
acknowledged by all the Powers, and Russia ex- 
cluded from the continent, and confined to the 
islands, because her discoveries and settlements 
were not continental, but insular. T'he convention 
with Russia (British and American) of 1824-95 
were framed upon that principle; and now I) 
proceed to read the instrtictions from our Govern- | 
ment under which this distinction between the 
islands and the continent was asserted and maine ` 
tained. I read from Mr. Adams’s despatch to Mr. 
Middleton, July 22d, 1893: 

“It never has been admitted, by the various Furopean 
nations which have formed settlements iu this hemisphere, 
that the occupation of an island gave any claim whatever to 
territorial possessions on the continent to which it was ad- 
joining. The recognised principle has rather been the re- 
verse; as, by the law of natnre, islands must rather be 
considered as appurtenant to continents, tam continents to 
islands.” 

And again, in Mr. Middleton ’s communications 
to the Russian Government: 

“The Russians have an establishment upon the island of 
Sitka, in latitude 57° 30. This fort, built in 1799, was de- | 
stroyed three years after by the natives of the country, and 
re-established in 1804 by Me. Lisiauki, who called it New 
Archangel Russia cannot, however, avail herself of the 
eirewinstance of that possession to form a foundation for i 
rights on the continent, the usage of nations never having | 
established that the occupation af an istand could give rights í 
upon a neighboring continent. The principle is, rather, that | 
the istands ought to be considered as appendaut to the conti- | 
nent, than the inverse of the proposition? 

These were the instructions to our Minister, 
under which we treated with Russia in 1824, and 
upon which the conventions of that period were 
formed. They establish the fact that these islands | 
in front of the northwest coast were considered a! 


separate geographical division of the country, gov- `} 


erned by national law applicable to islands; and 
that discoveries among them, even perfected by 
settlement, “gave no claims upon the continent, | 
This is the way the two Powers settled with Rus- | 
sia. Applying the same principle to themselves, | 
and no discovery of Vancouver’s Island, or any | 
one of the thousand islands along that coast, can ! 


give any territorial claims on the continent, I! 
have considered ita cardinal error, in all the recent | 
discussions on Oregon, to bottom continental | 


claims upon these insular discoveries. The Span- } 
jards, as so well shown in the speech of the Sen 
tor from New York, [Mr. Dix,] were the prede- 
cessors of the British in these discoveries; but L did 
hot understand him as claiming the continent out 
to the Rocky Mountains, and up to 54° 40’, by 
virtue of these maritime discoveries; and Fam very | 
sure that I limited my own sanction of his views | 
to the tracks of the ships which made the discov- : 
eries. I consider Spanish discoveries along that | 
coast as dominant over the British, both for prior- 
ity of date and for the spirit of ownership in which | 
they were made. The Spaniards explored as | 
masters of the country, looking after their own | 
extended and contizuous possessions, and to which | 
no limit had ever been placed: the British explored | 
in the character of adventurers, seeking new lands | 
in a distant region. Neither made permanent set- , 
tlements; both abandoned; and, now, I see noth- 
ing, either in the value or the title of these islands, | 
for the two nations to fight about. The principle 
of convenience aud mutual good will, so magnani- 
mously proposed by the Emperor Alexander in 
1823, seems to me to be properly applicable to these 
desolate islands, chiefly valuable for harbors, 
which are often nothing but volcanic chasms, too 
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deep for anchorage and too abrupt for approach. || 


In the discussions of 1824, so far as they were not 
settled, they were considered appurtenant to the 
continent, instead of the continent being held ap- 
purtenant to them; and the reversal of this princi- ; 
ple, I apprehend, has been the great error of the ; 


site the head of the Unjigah, or Peace river, which 
flows into the Frozen ocean in latitude about 70. 
The course of this river is nearly north and south, 
rising in latitude 55, flowing south to.near latitude 
49, and along that parallel, and just north of it, to 
the Gulf of Georgia, into which it falls behind Van- 
couver’s Island. The upper part of this river is 
good for navigation; the lower half, plunging 
through volcanic chasms in mountains of rock, is 
wholly unnavigable for any species of craft. This 
river was discovered by Sw Alexander Mackenzie 
in 1793, was settled by the Northwest Company 
in 1806, and soon covered by their establishments 
from head to mouth. No American or Spaniard 
had ever left a ack upon this river or its valley. 
Our claim to it, as far as I can see, rested wholly 
upon the treaty with Spain of 1819; and her claim 
rested wholly upon those discoveries among the 
islands, the value of which, as conferring claims 
upon the continent, it has been my province to 
show in our negotiations with Russia in 1824. At 
the time that we acquired this Spanish claim to 
Frazer’s river, it had already been discovered 
twenty-six years by the British; had been settled 
by them for twelve years; was known by a British 
name; and no Spaniard had ever made a track on | 
its banks. New Caledonia, or Western Caledo- 
nia, was the name which it then bore; and it so 
happens that an American citizen, a native of Ver- 
mont, respectably known to the Senators now 
present from that State, and who had spent twen- 
ty years of his life in the hyperborean regions of 
Northwest America, iu publishing an account of 
his travels and sojourtings in that quarter, actually 
published a description of this New Caledonia, as 
a British province, at the very moment that we 
were getting it from Spain, and without the least 
suspicion that it belonged to Spain! 1 speak of 
Mr. David Harmon, whose Journal of Nineteen 
Years’ Residence between latitudes 47 and 58 in 
Northwestern America, was published at Andover, 
in his native State, in the year 1820, the pi se 
year after we had purchased this New Caledonia 
froin the Spaniards. Tread, not from the volume 
itself, which is not in the library of Congress, but 
from the London Quarterly Review, January No., 
1822, as reprinted at Boston; article, WESTERN 
CALEDONIA. ; 

“The descent of the Peace river through a deep chasm in 
į the Rocky Mountains first opened a passage to the adventar- 
ers above mentioned into the unexplored country behind 
them, to which they gave the nume of New Catedonia—a 
name, however, which, being atready occupied by the Aus- 
tralasians, might advantageously be changed to that of West- 
ern Caledonia, This passage lies in latitude 56° 39. Mac- 
kenzie had crossed the Rocky chain many years before in 
latitude 543°, and descended a large river flowing to the 
southward, named Tacontche Tessé, which he conecived 
to be the Columbia; but it is now Kuown to empty itself 
about Birel’s Bay of Vancouver, in latitude 49°; whereas 
the mouth of the Columbia lies in 46° 15. Another river, 
cated the Caledonia, (Eri 
course to the "Pacoutche Tessé, (Columbia,) falls into the 
a near the Adiniralty Intet of Vancouver, in Jatitude 48°, 
and forms 2 natural boundary between the new territory of 
Caledonian and the United States, failing in preeisely with a 
continucd jine on the same parallel with the Lake of the 
Woods, and leaving about two degrees of Jatitude between 
itand the Coluinbia. Its northern boundary may be taken 
in latitude 57’, close to the southernmost of the Russian set- 
tements, ‘The length, therefore, will be about 559, and the 
breadth, from the mountains to the Pacific, from 330 to 350 
geographical miles. 

The whole of this vast country is in fact so intersected 
with rivers and lakes, that Mr. Harmon thinks one-sixth 
part of iis surface nay be considered as water. The largest 
of the latter yet visited is named Stuarts lake, and ia sup- 
posed to be about 400 miles in circumference. A post has 
been estalished on its margin in latitude 54° 30 north, Ion- 
gitud 5° west. Fifty miles to the westward of this is 
Frazers lake, about eighty or ninety miles in- circumfer- 
ence: here, too, a post was cstablished in 1808. A third, of 
sixty or seventy miles in circumference, ‘has been named 
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in latitude 55° north, longitude 124° west. The waters of 
this lake fall into the Peace river; those flowing out of the 
other two are supposed to empty themselves into the Pacific, 
i and are probably the two rivers pointed out by Vancouver, 


rs river,) holding a parallel į 


| 


McLeod’s lake, on the shore of which a fort has been built || 


m reenmaancreei 


near Pont Essington, as we had oceasion to observe. ina 
former article. ` The immense quantity of salmon which an- 
nuaily visit these two lakes, Jeavé no doubt: whatever of 
their communication with the: Pacific; and the absenee of 
this fish from McLeod?s lake, makes: it almost. equally cer- 
tain that its outlet is notinto-that ocean. | The river flowing 
out of- Stuart’s lake ‘passes’ through the ‘populous tribes of 
the. Nate-ote-tains, who say that white “people comè upin 
large boats to.trade with the; A-te:nas; ‘(a-nation dwelling 
between them and the sea,) which wae Aly proved by. the 
guns, iron pots, cloth, tar, and other articles found in their 
possession. Re : sae 
« Mostofthe mountains of Western Caledonia are clothed 
with. timber. trees to their very summits, consisting princi- 
pally of spruce and other kinds of fir, birch, poplar, aspen, 
cypress, and, generally speaking, all those which are found on 
the opposite side of the Rocky Mountains. ‘The large.animals 
common to North America, such as buffalo, elk, moose, rein- 
deer, bears, &e., are not numerous in this new territory; 
but there is no scarcity, of ‘the ‘beaver, otter, ‘wolverine, 
marten, foxes of different kinds, and the rest of the fur ani- 
mus, any more than of wolves, badgers, and polecats ; fowls, 
also, of all the descriptions. found in -North America, are 
plentiful in Western Caledonia ; eranes visit them in pro- 
digious numbers, as do swans, bustards, geese, and ducks,” 
This is the account given by Mr. Harmon of 
New Caledonia, and given of-it by him at the ex- 
act moment that we were purchasing the Spanish 
title to it! Of this Spanish title, of which the 
Spaniards never heard, the narrator seems to have 
been as profoundly ignorant as the Spaniards were 
themselves; and made his description of New Cal- 
edonia as of a British possession, without any more 
reference. to an adverse title than if he had been 
speaking of Canada... So, much for the written de- 
scription: now let us look at the map,.and see how 
it stands: there. Here is a map—a 54° 40' map— 
which will show us the fedtures of the country, and 
the names ‘of the settlements upon it. Here. is 
Frazer’s river, ruming from:550 to 499, and here 
is a line of British posts upon it, from Fort Me- 
Leod, at its head, to Fort Langley, at its mouth, 
and from Thompson’s Fork, on oné- side, to Stu- 
art’s Fork on the other, ‘And here are clusters of 
British names, imposed by. the British, visible every- 
where—Forts George, St,James, Simpson, Thomp- 
son, Frazer, McLeod, Langley, and others: rivers 
and lakes with the same names, and others: and 
here is Deserter’s Creek, so named by Mackenzie, 
because his guide deserted him therein July, 1793; 
and here is an Indian’ village which he named 
Friendly, because the people were the most friend- 
ly to'strangers that he had ever seen; and here an- 
other called Rascals’ village, so named by Macken- 
zie fifty-three ‘years ago, because its inhabitants 
were the most rascally Indians he had ever seen; 
and here is the representation of that famous bound- 
ary line 54° 40, which is supposed to be the exact 
boundary of American territorial rights in that 
quarter, and which happens to. include the-whole 
of New Caledonia, except McIucod’s fort, and the 
half of Stuart’s lake, and a spring, which is left 
to the British, while we take the branch which 
flows from it. This line takes all in—river, lakes, 
forts, villages. Sce how it goes! Starting at 
the sea, it gives us, by a quarter of an inch on the 
map, Fort Simpson, so named after the British 
Governor Simpson, and founded by the Hudson 
Bay Company.. Upon what principle we take this 
British fort I know not—except it be on the as- 
sumption that our sacred right and title being ad- 
justed tò a minute, by the aid of these 40 minutes, 
so appositely determined by the Emperor Paul’s 
charter to a fur company in 1799, to bè on this 
straight line, the bad example of even a slight devi- 
ation from itat the start should not be allowed even 
| to spare a British fort away up at Point McIntyre, 
in Chatham Sound. On this principle we can un- 
derstand the inclusion, by a quarter of an inch on 
the map, of this remote and isolated British post. 
The cutting in two of Stuart’s lake, which the line 
does as it runs, is quite intelligible: it must be on 
the principle stated in one of the fifty-four-forty 
papers, that Great Britain should not have one drop 
of our water; therefore we divide the: lake, each 
taking their own share of its drops. The fate of 
the two forts, McLeod. and St. James, so: near to 
each other and so far off from us, united all their 
| lives, and now so unexpectedly divided from each 
other by this line, is less comprehensible; and I 
cannot account-for the difference- of their fates, un- 
less it is upon the law of the day of judgment, 
| when, of two men in the field, one shall be taken 
and the other left, and no man be able.to.tell the 
reason why. All the rest. of the inclusions of Brit- 
ish establishments which the line makes, from head 
to mouth of Frazer’s river, are intelligible enough: 
they turn upon the principle of all or none lupon 
the principle that every acre and evéry inch, every 
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grain of sand, drop of water; and’blade of grass in 
all Oregon, up tofifty-four forty, is ours ! and have 
it wew- 800 5 oa ` A 
This is the country which geography and history 
five-and-twenty years ago called New Caledonia, 
and ‘tredted as a British possession; and it is the 
country which-an‘organized party among ourselves 
‘of the present. day call-** the whole of Oregon. or 
none,” and every. inch of which: they: say belongs 
tows... Well, let us proceed a ‘little further with 
the documents of 1823,.and see what the men of 
that day—President Monroe and his Cabinet—the 
men who. had made the treaty with Spoin by which 
we became the masters of this large domain: let. us 
proceed a little further, and see what they thonght 
of our title up to fifty-four forty. I read from. the 
same document of 1823: 


Mr. Adams.to Mr. Middleton, July 22, 1823. 


“The right of the United States, from the forty-second 
to the forty-ninth parallel of latitude on. the Pacific ocean 
we consider as unquestionable, being founded, first, on the 
acquisition by the treaty of 22d February, 1819, of all the 
rights of Spain ; second, by the discovery of the Columbia 
river, first from the sea at its mouth, and then by land by 
‘Lewis and Clarke; and, third, by the settlement at its mouth 
in 1811, This territory is to the United States of an im- 
portance which no possession in North America can be of 
to any European nation, not only asit is but the continuity 
of their possessions from the Atlantic to the Pacific ocean, 
but as it offers their inhabitants the means of establishing 
hereafter water communications from the one to the other.” 


Forry-nine, Mr. President, rorty-nixe! To 
THAT LINE, AND THAT FOUR YEARS AFTER THE 
ACQUISITION OF THE SPANISH CLAIM, WAS OUR UN- 
QUESTIONABLE RIGHT HELD TO EXTEND; FIFTY-ONE 
WAS THE HIGHEST DEBATABLE LINE NAMED, AND 
THAT NAMED ON A PRINCIPLE KNOWN TO BE ERRO- 
NEOUS, AND READY TO BE GIVEN UP. 


Aga: 
Mr. Adams to My. Rush. Same date. 


“ By the treaty of amity, settlement, and limits, between 
the United States and Spain, of Rd February, 1819, the 
boundary line between them was fixed at the forty-second 
degree of latitude, from the source of the Arkansas river to 
the South sca. By which treaty the United States acquired 
all the rights of Spain north of that parallel. — 

“The right of the United States to the Columbia river, 
and tothe interior territory washed by its waters, rests upon 
its discovery from the sea and nomination by a citizen of the 
United States; upon its exploration to the. sea, made by 
Captains Lewis and Clarke; upon the settlement of Astoria, 
made under the protection of the United States, aud thus 
restored to them in 18183 aod upon this subsequent aequi- 
sition ofall the rights of Spain, the only European Power 
who, prior to the discovery of the river, lad any pretensions 
to tervitorial rights on the northwest coast of America, 

« The waters of the Columbia river extend, by the Mult- 
nomali, to the 42d degree of latitude, where its source ap- 
proaches within a few mites of those of the Platte and Ar- 
kansas; and by Clarkes river to the 50th or Sist degree of 
latitude; thence descending, southward, till. its. sources 
almost intersect those of the Missouri.” _ 

«Po the territory thus. watered, and immediately con- 
tiguous to the original: possessions of the United States, as 
first bounded on the Mississippi, they consider their right to 
be now established by al the. principles which have ever 
been applied. to European settlements upon the American 
Lemisphere.?? ~ 

This is‘an extract of great value, and is an am- 
plification and, development of the principle laid 
down in the extract just read. Tt recites:the Span- 
ish treaty of 1819, and claims nothing under.it be- 
yond the Columbia and its valley. «To this our 
tide is alleged. to be complete, on American grounds, 
independent of the treaty, namely, discovery, set- 
tlement, and colonization by Mr. Astor, under the 
protection of the United States: 


AGAIN: 
Mr. Adams to Mr. Rush. Same despatch. 


“Tf the British Northwest and Hudson Bay Companies 
have any posts on the.coast, as suggested in the article in the 
Quarterly Review above cited, the third article of the con- 
vention of the 20th of October, 1818, is applicable to them. 
Mr. Middleton is authorized to propose an article of similar 
import, to be inserted in a joint convention between the 
United States, Great Britain, and Russia, for a term of ten 
years front its signature. You are authorized to make the 
same proposal to the British Government; and, with a view 
to draw a definite line of demarcation for the future, to stip- 
ulate that no settlement shall hereafter be made on the 
northwest coast, or on any of the islands- thereto adjoin- 
ing, by Russian subjects, south of latitude 555 by citizens of 
the United States north of latitude 515 or by British subjects 
either south of 51 or north of 55. 2 

«J mention the latitude of 51, as the bound within which 
we are willing to limit the future settlement of the United 

, States, beenuse itis not to be doubted that the Columbia 
river branches as far north as 51, although it is most probably 


not the Taconeschee Tessé of Mackenzie. As, however, the . 


line already runs in latitude 49 to the Stony Mountains, should 
it be earnestly insisted upon. by. Great Britain, we will con- 
sent to carry it in continuance, on the same- parallel], to the 
sea. Copies of this instruction will likewise be forwarded 
to Mr. Middleton, with whom you will freely but cautiously 
correspond on this subject, as well as iu regard to your ne- 
gotiation respecting the suppression of the slave trade’? 


-ciously. accepted. 


Four things must strike the attention in this ex- 
tract: 1. The offer-of a partnership to the Emperor 
Alexander, which he wisely refused. 2. The of- 
fer of the same. to Great Britain, which she saga- 
3. The offer of 55° to Great 
Britain as her permanent northern boundary. 4. 
The offer of 51° to her as a permanent southern 
boundary, and its offer ona principle’ not valid, 
with the alternative to fall back upon the‘line of 
490. The British, who know all this, and a great 
deal more, must be astonished at our fifty-four- 
forty war fever of to-day! noo 

Acari oo o 

Mr: Rush to Mr. Adams. _ 


€ LONDON, December 22, 1823. 

“In an interview [had with Mr. Canning last week, I 
made known to him,.as preparatory to the negotiation, the 
views of our Government relative to the northwest coast of 
America. These, as you know, are: 

“First. That, as regards the country westward of the 
Rocky Mountains, the three Powers, viz: Great Britain, the 
United States, and Russia, should jointly agree to a conven- 
tion, to he in force ten years, similar in its nature to the 
third article-of the convention of October, 1818, now sub- 
sisting between the two former Powers; and secondly, that 
the United States would stipulate not to make any settle- 
ments on that coast north of the fifty-first degree of latitude, 
provided Great Britain would: stipulate not to make any 
south of 51° or north of 55°; and Russia not to make any 
south of 55°. 

«Mr. Canning expressed no opinion on the above propo- 
sitions further than to hint, under his first impressions, 
strong objections to the one which goes to limit Great Brit- 
ain northwards to 55°. His object in wishing to learn from 
me our propositions at this point of time, was, as I under- 
stood, that he might better write to Sir Charles Bagot on the 
whole subject to which they relate.” 


AGAIN: . 
Same to same, December 19, 1823. 


“ And secondly, that the United States were willing to 


stipulate to make no settlements north of the 5!st degree of 


north latitude on that coast, provided Great Britain stipulated 
to make none south of 5L° or north of 55°; and Russia to 
make none south of 55°.” 
» Again: 
Same to same, same date. 

“That they (the United States) were willing, however, 
waiving for the present the full advantage of these claims, to 
forbear all setUements north of 51, as that limit might be suf- 
ficient to give them the benefit of all the waters of the Co- 
fumbia river; but that they would expect Great Britain to 
abstain from coming south of that limit or going above 55; 
the latter parallel being taken as that beyond which it was 
not imagined that she had any actual settlements.” > 

On Friday, Mr. President, I read one passage 
from the documents of 1823, to let you see that 
fifty-four forty (for that is the true reading of fifty- 
five) had been offered to Great Britain for her north- 
ern boundary: to-day I read you six PASSAGES 
from the same documents, to show the same thing. 
And let me remark. once more—the remark will 
bear eternal repetition—these offers were made by 
the men who had acquired the Spanish title to Ore- 
gon! and who must be presumed to know as much 
about it as those whose acquaintance with Oregon 
dates from the epoch of the Baltimore Convention 
—whose love for it dates from the era of its pro- 
mulgation as a party watchword—whose knowl- 
edge of it extends to the luminous pages of Mr. 
Greenhow’s bock! 

Six times Mr. Monroe and his Cabinet renounced 
Frazer’s river and its valley, and Jeft it to the Brit- 
ish! They did so on the intelligible principle that 
the British had discovered it, and settled it, and 
were in the actual possession of it when we got the 
Spanish claim; which claim Spain never made! 
Upon this principle, New Caledonia was left to the 
British in 1823. Upon what principle is it claimed 
now? ; 

This is what Mr. Monroeand his Cabinet thought 
of. our title to the whole of Oregon or none, in the 
year 1823. They took neither branch of this prop- 
osition. “They did not go for all or none, but for 
some! They took some, and left some; and they 
divided by a line right in itself, and convenient in 
itself, and mutually suitable to each party. This 
President and his Cabinet carry their ‘ unquestion- 
able right” to Oregon as far as 49, and no further. 
This is exactly what was done six years before. 
Mr. Gallatin and Mr. Rush offered the same line, 
as being a continuation of the line of Utrecht, (de- 
scribing it by that name in their despatch of Octo- 
ber 20th, 1818,) and as covering the valley of the 
Columbia river, to which they alleged our title to 
be indisputable. Mr. Jefferson had offered the 
same line in 1807. All these offers leave Frazer’s 
river and its valley to the British, because they dis- 
covered and settled it. ~ All these offers hold on to 
the Columbia river and its valley, because we dis- 
covered and settled it; and all these offers let the 


| statesmen have gone 


rinciple of contiguity or continuity. work equally 
Pa he British as oh the American side of the line 


f Utrecht. À 
° This is what the statesmen did who made the 


acquisition of the Spanish claim to Oregon in 1819. 
-In four years afterwards they had freely offered all 


north of 49 to Great Britain; arid no one ever 
thought of arraignirig them for it. Most of these 
£ through fiery trials since, and 
been fiercely assailed on all the deeds of their lives; 
but I never heard of one of them being called to 
account, much less lose an election, fort e parthe 
acted in offering 49 to` Great Britain in 1823, or 
atany other time. For my part, I thought they 
were right then, and J think so now; I was Sena- 
tor then, as I am now. I thought with them that 
New Caledonia belonged to the British; and think- 
ing so still, and acting upon the first half of the 
great maxim—Ask nothing but what is right—I 
shall not ask them for it, much less fight them for 
it now. : ae 

I come now to the third geographical division of 


the contested country, purposely reserved for the « 


last, because it furnishes the subject for the appli- 
cation of the second half of the great maxim: Sub- 
mit to nothing that is wrong. I come to the river 
Columbia, and its vast and magnificent valley. I 
once made a description of it, with an anathema 
against its alienation. I described it by metes and 
bounds—by marks and features—and then wrote 
its name in its face. The fifty-four forties got hold 
of my description—rubbed out the name—oblit- 
erated the features—expanded the -boundaries— 
took in New Caledonia, and all the rivers, lakes, 
bays, sounds, islands, valleys, forts, and settle- 
ments, all the way up to 54.40! and then turned 

own anathema against myself, because their 
minds could’not apply words to things. Well! 1 
take no éffence at this, There are some people too 
simple‘ to get ‘angry with. All we do with them 
inthe West is, to have them ‘‘ cut for the sim- 
ples;” after which they are cured. They can per- 
form this operation for themselves, or have it done. 
If by themselves, all they have to do is rub their 
eyes, and read again: if by others, the operator 
must read, and caution the listening patient to stick 
the word to the thing. 

The valley of the Columbia is ours: ours by 
discovery, by settlement, and by the treaty of 
Utrecht! and has too often been so admitted by 
Great Britain, to admit of her disputing itnow. : I 
do not plead our title to that great country. I did 
that twenty years ago, when there were few to re- 
peat or applaud what I said. I pass over the 
ground which f trod so long ago, and which has 
been again so much trodden of late, and take up 
the question at afresh place—the admissions of 
Great Britain ! and show that she is concluded by 
her own acts and words from ever setting up any 
claim to the river and valley of the Columbia, or to 
any part of the territory south of the 49th degree. 

I begin with Mr. Astor’s settlement on the Co- 
lumbia, and rest upon it as a corner-stone in this 
new edifice of argument against Great Britain. 
What was that settlement? Not a mere trading 
post, for temporary trafic, down in a corner, and 
without the knowledge of nations or the sanc- 
tion of his own Government. On the contrary, it 
was the foundation of a colony, and the occupa- 
tion of the whole valley of the Columbia, and the 
establishment of a commercial emporium, of which 
the mouth of the river was the seat, and the Rocky 
Mountains on one hand and Eastern Asia on the 
other were the outposts. Great Britain saw it 
without objection—the United States with appro- 
bation; and every circumstance which proclaimed 
and legitimated. a national: undertaking signalized 


‘and commemorated its commencement, existence, 


and overthrow. 

It was in the year 1810-—four years after the re- 
turn of Lewis and Clarke’s expedition—that Mr. 
Astor, with the enlarged and comprehensive views 
ofa “ merchant prince,” projected from the western 
shore of the Atlantic this great establishment on 
the eastern coast of the Pacific Ocean. A ship 
commanded by an. officer of the United States 
havy, freighted with éverything necessary for the 
foundation of ‘a colony, sailed from New York to 
double Cape Horn: an’ overland expedition of 
ninety men, led by a gentleman of New Jersey, 


‘proceeded from St. Louis to cross the Rocky 


Mountains. In the spring of 1811 the two expe- 
ditions met at the mouth of the Columbia, and im- 
mediately proceeded to fulfil the intentions of the 


5 


bold projector of the enterprise. Astoria was | 
founded: its dependant post, the Okenakan, was 

established six hundred miles up the river: the 

Spokan, another dependant, was established two 

hundred miles higher up, and at the base of the 

mountains: a third, the Wahlamath, was estab- 

lished upon the river of that name, two hundred 

and fifty miles southeast of Astoria. Parties of 
traders and hunters covered all the waters of the 

Columbia river from head to mouth; fleets of bat- 

teaus, carrying up merchandise and bringing down 

furs, had their regular arrival and departure from 

Astoria. Two more ships arrived from New York. 

Canton, the Sandwich Islands, New Archangel, 

the coast of California, were visited by Mr. As- 

tor’s ships. The Pacific Fur Company was in full 

tide of success. Astoria became the centre of an 

extended trade: her name became known to the 

world. This was notice to the world that an | 
American colony was being founded ‘on the Co- | 
lumbia, and no Power in the wide world objected | 
to it. It was before the Spanish treaty of 1819, 

and Spain did not object. It was after all the pre- |! 
tended claims of Great Britain, as now set up, and |! 
she did not object. Special notice had previously j! 
been given to the Minister of Great Britain, and |; 
he had nothing to say against it. Special notiec 
had already been given to the Northwest Com- || 
pany, and they invited to join in the enterprise as 
traders, which they refused to do, because it was 
an American enterprise. Far from objecting to ji 
the settlement, they sent a special agent across |; 
the continent to stipulate with Me. Astor’s agents |i 
that they should confine themselves to the valley 
of the Columbia, which arrangement was made. 
Special notice was given to our own Government, 
its sanction obtained, and its protection solicited 
and if protection, in the fall sense of the word, was 
not promised, it was because it was felt to be im- 
possible to send troops and ships there, in the 
event of the war, to prevent its falling into the 
hands of the British; but that it was to be protect- 
ed, in the general sense of the word, was promised, 
as was proved at Ghent when peace came to be 
made, 

‘Two years passed off in this way; Great Britain 
made no objection; her agent, the Northwest 
Company, agreed to our occupation of the whole 
valley; and acquiescence, under. these circum- 
stances, becomes an admission of American title 
which forever closes the mouth of Great Britain, 

In this manner the Columbia was settled by Mr. | 
Astor; in this manner it was held by him for two | 
years. Now for the manner in which it fell into 
the hands of Great Britain. Two years had } 
elapsed from the time of the foundation of Astoria, | 
when intelligence arrived at that place with the | 
news of war between the United States aud Great 
Britain, and information of a departure ofa ship of 
war from London to join the squadron under 
Commodore Hillyar, in the Pacific Ocean, and 
proceed to capture Astoria as an important Amer- 
ican colony. At the same time several partners of 
the Northwest Company arrived at Astoria, con- 
firmed the information of the British designs on 
the post, and offered to purchase all the stock on 
hand, goods and furs, of Mr. Astor, as the only 
means of preventing them fron becoming a prize | 
to a British squadron. The agents of Mr. Astor | 
sold under this duress, ‘receiving the fourth or 
fifth part of what the property was worth. Soon 
after a ship of war from Commodore Hillyar’s 
squadron arrived, took possession of the post with- 
out opposition, but with all the formalities of a 
British conquest, and with great chagrin to the 
officers at the loss of their expected booty. This 
is the manner in which the British got possession 
of Astorin, and with it the whole valley of the 
Columbia. Asa British conquest they took it; as 
such they agreed to restore it under the treaty of | 
Ghent. “And thus, at the settlement of Astoria, 
and the occupation of the whole valley of the Co- | 
lumbia, the British Government, by its silent 
acquiescence, admitted our unquestionable right to 
it. By seizing it asa British conquest, they ad- 
mitted our right again. By agreeing to restore it 
under the treaty of Ghent, they admitted ita turd | 
time—three times in five years; and this ought to 
be enough, in all conscience, to preclude present 
claims, founded on previous stale and vague pre- 
tensions. 

Now for the proof of ali that I have said. 

I happen to have in my possession the book, of 
all others, which gives the fullest and most authen- 


| 
{ 


i coveries. 


j ant, Broughton, who ascended the ri 


tic details on all the points I have mentioned, and’ 


written at a time and under circumstances when 
the author (himself a British subject, and familiar 
on the Columbia) had no more idea that the Brit- 
ish would lay claim to that river. than Mr. Har- 
mon, the American writer whom I quoted, ever 
thought of our claiming New Caledonia. — It is the 
work of Mr. Franchére, a gentleman of Montreal, 


with whom I have the pleasure to be personally | 


acquainted, and one of those employed by Mr. 
Astor in founding his colony. . He was at the 
founding of Astoria; at the sale to the Northwest 
Company; saw the place seized as a British con: 
quest; and remained three years afterwards in the 
country, in the service of the Northwest Company. 
He wrote in French: his work has not been done 
into English, though it well deserves it, and I read 
from the French text. He first gives a brief and 
true account of the discovery of the Columbia. 
He says: 

© In 1792, Captain Gray, commanding the ship Cotumbia, 
of Boston, discovered the eutrauce of a hurge bay in 46 de- 
grees 19 minutes of north huitude. . He entered it; and tind- 
ing, by the fresh water whieh he found at alittle distance 
froni its mouth, that it was a darge river, he ascended it 
cighteou miles, and cast anchor upon the Jett bank, at the 
entrance of a deep bay, He there drew up a chart of what 
he had discovered of this river and of the neighboring conn- 


| try; and alter baving tratieked with the natives, (the object 
| for whieh be came upon these. coasts) he regained the sen; 


and soon after met Captain couver, Who was sailing 
uuder the orders of the British Government in search of dis- 
Captain Gray made known to him the discovery 
which he had made, and even communicated the chart of it 
which he had drawn up, Vancouver sent bis first lieuten-” 
er 118 miles; took 
possession olit in the name of bis Britannie Majes gave 
it the name of Columbia, and to the bay where Captain Gray 


i had stopped the name of Gray’s Bay. Since this period the 


country has been much frequented, expecially by Amori- 


This brief and plain account of the discovery of 
the Columbia is valuable for showing—first, that 


we discovered the river; secondly, that we showed | 


il to British navigators; and, thirdly, that. one of 
those to whom we showed it immediately claimed 


| it as British property. We shall soon sec that the 


British Government, or its agents in these parts, 
the Northwest Company, gave no attention to this 
claim of Mr. Broughton, so little creditable to his 
candor and justice. Vancouver, like a man of 
honor, never claimed Captain Gray’s discovery, 
but assigned to him the entire credit of it, with 
thanks for his communication of it to himself. 
The design of Mr. Astor’s establishment is thus 


i spoken of: 


«Mr. John Jacob Astor, merehant of New York, who 
carried on alone the trade in furs ta the south of the great 
Lakes Huron and Superior, and who had aequired by this 
commerce a prodigious fortune, believed he could yet ang- 
ment this fortune by forming, on the banks of the Columbia, 
an establishment, of which the entrepôt should be at its 
month. Ile communicated his views to the agents of the 
Northwest Company; he wished even to make this estab- 
lishmentin concert with them; but, after some negotiations, 
the wintering partners (les propriétaires hivernants) having 
rejected his propositions, Mr. Astor determined to make the 
attempt atone, It was essential to his suecess that. he 
shordd have persons long accustomed to trade with the Tn- 
dians, and he did not delay to find them. Mr. Alexander 
McKay, (the same. who had accompanied Sir Alexander 
Mackenzie in his voyages.) a man bold and. enterprising, 


Joined him; and, soon after, Messrs. Duncan MeDougall, 


Doniwd Maekenzie, (heretofore in the service of the North- 
west Company,) David Stuart, and Robert Stuart, all of 
Canada, did the same, Finally, in the winter of 1810, Mr. 
Wilson Price Hunt, of St. Louis, on the Miss 


take place the following spring.”? 


"This shows a direct communication of Mr. As- | 
_tor’s design to the Northwest Company, and of 
their refu 


ul to act in concert with him, because of 
the American character of the enterprise; also the 
reason why he employed many Canadians in his 
service: it was for the sake of having experienced 
traders to assist in conducting his business. It 


i shows also that, among other Canadian gentlemen, 
he had employed Mr. Alexander McKay, the faith- 


ful companion of Sir Alexander Mackenzie in his 
expedition to the Pacific ocean in 1793. This gen- 
tleman knew where Mackenzic’s discoveries were, 


and whether Mr. Astor was about to trespass upon | 
This, then, was the time to speak: on the | 


them. 
contrary, the companion of Mackenzie goes on to 
assist in laying the foundation of the American 
colony on the Columbia! 

Mr. Franchére proceeds: 

«Jt is well to state that, during our sojourn in New York, 
and before leaving that city, Mr, McKay believed it would 
be prudent to sec Mr. Jackson, the Minister Plenipotentiary 
of his Britannic Majesty, in order to inform him of the object 
for which he was about to embark, and to ask his advice as 
to what he should do in case of a rupture between the two 


n sippi, baving | 
also joined them, they determined thatthe expedition should į 


i 


H 


Powers, intimating to hiin that we were all British subjecte 
and that we were going to tride under the Americar flag. 
After some moments? reflection, Mr. Jackson said to him, 
‘that we were going to fora mercantile -establishmertt at 
‘the risk of our lives; that all he could promises was, that, 
‘in case of a war betwech the two Powers, we should. fie rë 
‘spected as British subiects: and traders.” This: answer Ap- 
peared satisfactory, and Mr. McKay believed! he had-nothing 
more to fear fron that quarter.” ‘ Bo wy a 
This was in the- year 1810—seventeén ‘years 
after the discoveries of Mackenzie, and eight years 
after Mr. Broughton took: possession of the Co- 
lumbia in the name of his Britannic Majesty; and 
at this time, the Minister ‘of Great Britain, ona 
special communication:made to him.of Mr, Astor's 
design to occupy the Columbia, has not a word to 
say against it. Up to that time, it had not occut- 
red to the British Government. thatthe Columbia, 
river was theirs ! Lipe neat, 
The ship Tonquin, carrying the maritime- part 
of the expedition, arrived at the mouth. of the Co- 
lambia March 25th, 1811. “The approach. to ‘the 
coast revealed’ nothing but lofty ranges of mout- 
tains, white with snow, through.a gap of which 
the great river. of the West: entered the seas The 
weather was bad—the night dark—two boats liad 
been swamped—no pilots; lights, or buoys—yet 
the captain (a rash man, who afterwards blew up 
his ship. at Nootka) entered safely, and anchored 
at midnight in a commodious harbor. On the 12th 
of April, after examining both sides of the bay for 
the best situation, a.site was chosen on the south 
side, about four or five leagues: from the. sea, and 
the foundation òf. Astoria ‘began—a name in itself 
the badge of American title.. On the-lith of July, 
the young Astoria received an important visit, 
whieh is thus described: > 


“ AIL was ready at tho day appointed, (for an expedition 
to the interior,) nnd we were preparing to load the canoes, 
when, towards mid-day, we sawn large canoe, carrying a 
flag, whieh was rounding the point called by us: Tongue 
Point. We were ignorant who they might be, for we did 
not look so soon for onr peoples who (as the reader may 
remember) were to cross the continent by the route which 
Captains Lewis and Clarke had followed in 1805, and winter 
for this purpose on the banks of the Missouri Our uncer- 
tainty was soon banished by the nearing of thecanoe, which 
landed near & Hite quay which we had built to facilitate 
tho unloading of out vessel.” The flag whieh this canoe 
carried was the British flag; and her crew amounted toonly 
nine persons in all; A man, quite well dressed, and who 
appeared to command, leaped fitat to the shore, and agcost. 
ing us without cereniony, told uy that he was famed David 
Thompson, and was one of the proprictors of the Northwest 
Company.” We invited him to ascend to ourlodging,-which 
was in one end of the shed, our house not yet being finished. 
After the usual hospitatiies, Mr. Thompson told us that he 


| had crossed the continent during the preceding winter; but 


that the desertion of a part of his men had obliged him to. 
Winter at the foot of the mountains near the head of the 
Columbia river; that in the spring he had builta canoe and 
had come to our establishment, He added that the proprie- 
tors wintering in them had resolved to abandon all the posts 
which they bad west of the mountains, rather than énterinto 
competition with us, on condition that we would promise 
not to trouble them in the trade on the eastern side; and to 
sustain what he said he produccit-a letter to Mr, William 
McGillivray to the same effect, 

“Mr. Thompson kept, as it seemed to me, a regular jour- 
nal, and travelled rather as a geographer than a trader in 
furs: he had a good quadrant ; and during a sojourn of eight 
days, which he made.at our establishment, he had occasion 
to make several astronomical observations.” 

This was a visit of great moment in the histor 
of Astoria, and in the consideration of the Britis! 
claim to the Columbia, which has lately been 
brought forward. Mr, ‘Thompson was one of the 
Northwest Company, its astronomer, a gentleman 
of science and character, to whom we are greatl 
indebted for fixing important geographical: post- 
tions in the interior of North America. He had 
crossed the continent from Montreal simultaneously 
with Mr. Astor’s land expedition from St. Louis, 
but in a higher latitude, and arrived.a few days be- 
fore it, He came to the Columbia to give the in- 
formation to Mr. Astor’s agents that the North- 
west Company, to avoid competition with them, 
would abandon all their establishments west of 
the Mountains, provided Mr, Astor would. not in- 
terfere with them on the east. This proposal.wag 
agreed to. The valley of the Columbia was left to 
the free enjoyment of the Americans; and the ex- . 
tension of posts to the mountains went on without 
question according to the original intention. < The 
Northwest Company, at that time, no more than 
the British Government, had-happened yet.to take 
it into its head that. the Columbia river, or any 


| part of it, was British property. 


Mr. Astor’s agents proceeded to- the establish- 
ment of interior posts, and the dispatch of parties 
to-hunt and.trade up the Columbia to: the moun- 
tains. The Okanakan, about ‘six. hundved. miles 
up, on the north.side of the river, and atthe mouth 
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of the river of that name, was the most consider- 
able, and ‘was remarkable for. being the nearest to 
the British establishments iñ: New Caledonia; for 
by that name the valley and district of Frazer’s 
river was then known; and that was ten years be- 
fore ‘Mr. Harmon published his book. ‘The Spo- 
„kan, two hundred miles higher up, and on the 
south side, was established at the same time. The 
post on the Wahlamath, two hundred and fifty 
miles-southeast from Astoria, was established the 
next ‘year; and of all these establishments Mr. 
Franchére gives a particular account, which it is 
not necéssary to read here.’ The country was, at 
the same time, completely penetrated by parties of 
traders and hunters, up to the head-waters of 
Clark’s river, and of Lewis’s river, and into the 
Rocky Mountains. Two: years everything had 
gone on without interruption, when two events oc- 
curred, in communicating which I will use Mr. 
Franchére’s own words : 

«The 15th of January, 1813, Mr. Mackenzie arrived from 
his establishment, which he bad abandoned after having 
cachéd a part of his effects. He came to announce to us 
that war had been declared between Great Britain and the 
United States. ‘This news had been brought to his post by 
some gentlemen belonging to the Northwest Company, who 
had given him a tetter containing the President’s proclama- 
tion to that effect, . 

« On learning this news we strongly desired, that is, all of 
us at Astoria who were English and Canadians, to see our- 
selves in Canada; but we could not even permit ourselves 
to think of it, at least at present—we were separated from 
our country by an immense space, and the difficulties of 
travel were insurmountable at this season. We held then 
a sort of council of war, and, after having thoroughly weigh- 
ed the crisis in which we found ourselves, alter having con- 
sidered seriously that although we were almost all British 


subjects, we nevertheless traded under the American flag,’ 


and that we could not expect assistanee, all the ports of the 
United States heing probably blockaded, we decided to aban- 
don the establishment by the following spring, or in the he- 
ginning of summer at farthest, We did not tell our engugés 
of this resolve, for fear that they might abandon their work 
at once, but we stopped trading with the natives from that 
moment, as much because we were not provided with a large 
supply of merchandise, as hat we had more furs than we 
could carry away.” 


Here is an important fact stated, that of hearing 
of the war and despairing of protection from the 
United States. "The agents of Mr. Astor, upon full 
consultation, determincd to abandon the country. 


Mr. Franchére continues: 


“Some days after Mr. Mackenzie’s departure, we per- 
ecived, to our great surprise, at the extremity of Tongue 
Point, two canoes carrying the British: flag, and between 
them another bearing that of America, It was Mr. Macken- 
zie himself, who was returning with Messrs. J. G. Me'l'ay- 
ish and Angus Bethune, of the Northwest Company. He 
had met these gentlemen near the Rapids, and had deter- 
mined to retarn with them: to the cstablishment, in conse- 
quence of the news whieh they had given him. ‘Chey were 
on light canoes, having left behind them Messrs, John Stuart 
and MeMillan, with a brigade of eight: canoes loaded with 
furs, 

“< Mr. McTavish came up to our lodging, and showed usa 
letter which had been written. to bin by Mr. A. Shaw, one 
of the agents of the Northwest Company. This gentleman 
announced to hinin the letter that the ship Isaac ‘Codd had 
sailed from London in March, in company with the frigate 
Phoebe, und that they were coming by order of the Govern- 
ment to take possdssion of our establishment—this establish- 
ment being represented to the Lords of the Admiralty as an 
important colony founded by the American Government. 

«Phe eight canoes. which had been lett behind having 
Joined the first, a camp of nearly seventy-five men was form- 
ed at the litle hay near our establishment. As they were 
without provisions, we furnished them with what they need- 
ed; nevertheless we. kept on our guard, for fear of some sur- 
prise from them, for we were much inferior to them in num- 

er. 

«The season advancing, and their vessels not arriving, 
caused them to find their situation very disagreeable; with- 
out provision, and without merchandise to procure any from 
the natives, who looked on them with auy evil eye, having 
good hunters but wanting ammunition, ‘Tired of recurring 
incessantly to us for provisions, they proposed that we should 
gel] them our establishment and its contents. Placed in the 
situation in which we were, in the daily expectation of see- 
ing an English man-of-war appear to take away what we 
possessed, we listened to their propositions. We had sove- 
yal consultations ; the negotiations grew wearily long; at 
length they agreed on the price of the furs and merchandise, 
and the treaty was signed by both parties on the 23d of Octo- 
ber. The gentlemen of the Northwestern Company took 
possession of Astoria, ‘having agreed to pay to cach of the 
servants of the ci-devant Pacific Fur Company (a nane cho- 
sen by Mr. Astor) the amount of their wages in full, deduct- 
ed froin the price of the goods we delivered to them, to feed 
them, and to furnish a passage gratis to those among them 
who. wished to return to Canada. 

«c It was thus, that after having crossed. seas and endured 
all sorts of fatigues’ and privations, T iost, in an instant, alt 
my hopes of fortune. I could not prevent myself from re- 
marking, that we should not look for such treatment from 
the British Government, afier the assurances we bad receiv- 
ed from his Majesty’s Minister heforé we léft New York. 


But as I have just said, the value of our trading-post had . 


heen Much exaggerated to the Ministers; for if they had 
know it, they surcly would not have taken offence at it, at 
least would not have judged it worthy of a maritime expe- 
dition.” : 


| 
j 


t 


This is the manner in which the effects of Mr. 
Astor passed into the hands of the Northwest 
Company; this the manner in which they became 
installed in the valley of the Columbia. | It was a 
purchase of goods and furs, and of the buildings 
which contained them, and nothing more. No 
one was childish enough to suppose that the sov- 
ereignty of the country was or could have been 
transferred as an’ appurtenance to the ‘skins and 
blankets. Wè will now see how the British Gov- 
ernment obtained possession of the country: 


“ The J5th of November, 1813, Messrs. Alexander Stuart 
and Alexander Henry, both proprietors in the Northwest 
Company, arrived at the establishment in two bark canoes, 
manned by sixteen voyageurs. ‘These gentlemen: had left 
Fort William, on Lake Superior, in July. They lent us 
some Canadian newspapers, by Which we learued that the 
British arms. had up to that time kept the asceidency. 
They also confirmed the news that an English frigate was 
to come and take our ci-devant establishment: tuey were 
even very much surprised not to see the Isaac Todd in the 
harbor. 

é On the morning of the 30th, we perceived a vesse} which 

was doubling Cape Disappointment, and which soon an 
chored in Baker’s Bay. Not knowing if it was a friendly 
vessel or otherwise, we thought it prudent to send to itin a 
canoe Mr. McDougall, with those of Me men who bad been 
in the service of the ci-devant P. F. C., with the injunction 
to call themselves Americans if the ship was American, and 
English if it was the contrary. Whilst they were on their 
way, Mr. McTavish had all the furs which were marked with 
the name of the Northwest Company packed upon two barges 
which were at the fort, and remounted the river to Tongue 
Point, where he was to wait for a signal whici we nad 
agreed upon. ‘Towards midnight Mr. Ilatsey, who had ac- 
companied Mr. McDougall to the vessel, returned to the 
fort, and wunounced tous that it was tte British sloop Rack- 
oon, of 23 guns, and 120 men in her crew, Captain Black 
coumanding. Mr. John MeDonald, proprietor in the North- 
west Company, had come as passenger in the Rackoon, ac- 
companied by five engagés, This gentleman had left Eng- 
land in the frigate Pumbe, which had sailed with the Isnue 
‘Todd as far as Rio Janeiro, Waving rejoined there ah Eng- 
lish squadron, the Admiral had given thei for convoy the 
shoops Raeckoou and Cherub. "Miese four vessels had sailed 
in company to Cape Horn, where they had separated after 
having agreed to meet at the island of Juan Fernandez. 
‘Ine three vessels of war did go there; but, after having 
waited a long time in vain for the {sane ‘Tedd, Commodore 
Uillyar, who commanded this litle squadron, having learned 
that the American Commodore Porter was doing great dam- 
age to the English commerce, especially among the whalers 
which frequented these seas, he resolved to go and find him 
and give battle; giving tw Captain Biack orders to go and 
destroy the American establisbinent of the Columbia river, 
Consequentty, Mr. Mc Donald and his men bad embarked on 
the Rackoon. ‘This gentleman told us that they liad endured 
the most terrible weather in doubling Cape Horn. He 
thonght that if the Isaac ‘Todd bad not slackened at some 
spot it would arrive in the river within a fortnight, At the 
agreed signi, Mr. Me’Tavish returned to Astoria with bis 
furs, and learned with much pleasure the arrival of Mr, Me- 
Donnd. 

“The first of December, the barge of the corvette came to 
the fort Astoria with MeDonald, and the first Heutenant, 
named Sheriff! As there were on the Rackoon goods for the 
Northwest. Company, a bout was sent to Bakers Bay to 
bring thein to the fort; but the weather was so bad and the 
wind so violent, that she did not return tili the 12th with the 
goods, bringing also with Captain Black five marines and 
tour sailors. 

« We regaled our hosts with as much splendor as was 
possible. Atter dinner the Captain had firearnis given to the 
company’s servants; and we cepaired, thus armed, to a piat- 
form by which had been erected a tag-statl. Chere the 
Captain took a British tag, which he bad brought for the 
purpose, and had it hoisted to the top of the stalls and then 
taking a bottle full of Madeira, he broke it on the stat, de- 
ehaving in a Joud yoiee that he took possession of the estab- 
lishment and the country in the name of his British Majesty; 
and he changed the name of Astoria to that of Fort George. 
The Indian chicls had been assembled to wimess this cere- 
mony, and I explained to them in their own language what 
it meant. They fired three discharges of artillery and musket 
shot, and the health of the King was drank according to the 
received customs in such eases. 

“The vessel finding itself detained’ by contrary winds, 
the Captain had an exzet survey made of the mouth of the 
river and the channel between Baker’s Bay and Fort 
Gvorge. The officers came frequently to see us, and ap- 
peared to mv generally to be very much discontented with 
their voyage; tbey had expected to meet several American 
vessels loaded with rich furs, and had caleulited beforehand 
their share in the taking of Astoria, They had met nothing, 
and their astonishment wa its height when they saw our 
establishment had beer trausterred to the Northwest Com- 
pany, and was under the British flag. It will be sufficient 
to quote Captain Black?’s expression to show how much 
they were mistaken with regard to us. This Captain landed 
in the night; when we showed him the patisades of the 
establishment in the morning, be asked if there was not 
another fort; and having learnt there was not, he cried out, 
with an air of the greatest astonishment, ‘ What! is this the 
fort represented. to me as formidable? Good Ged! I could 
batter it down with a four pounder in two hours.’ 

“The greater part of the Pacific Fur Company’s servants 
engaged themseives to the Northwest Company. Some 
others preferred returning to their country, and I was among 
the latter. Nevertheless, Mr. MeTavish having jatimated 
to me that my services would be needed. at the establish- 
ment, I engaged myself for the space of five months, that is 
to say, until the setting out of the party which was to ascend 
the river in the spring, to go te Canada, by way of the 
Rocky Mountains and the rivers of the interior. Messrs. 
John Stuart and Mackenzie left at the end of the month, the 
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‘last to deliver over to the first the trading posts whieh had i 


‘| peen established in the interior by the before-mentioncd 


company.”? i 

This is the way the British got possession of the 
Columbia—as a conquest—accompanied by all the 
circumstances of a national act. The Lords of 
the Admiralty in London, charged with the naval 
operations of the war, plan the expedition, and 
plan it against the colony of Mr. Astor, and against 
it asan important American colony. ‘They des- 
patch a ship of war from London to join a squad- 
ron in the Pacific to attack the colony. A ship 
from the squadron arrives; finds the goods and 
fars sold; is enraged at the loss of the booty, but 
finds the American sovereignty of the country re- 
maining in the form of a little fort; takes posses- 
sion of it as a British conquest; runs up the Brit- 
ish flag; christens it in a bottle of ram; and agents 
are sent off to the Okenakan, the Spokan, and 
Wahlomath, to deliver up the dependant posts, 
and with them the whole valley of the Columbia: 
as a conquest the British took it; as a conquest 
they held it; as a conquest they agreed to restore 
itunder the Ghent treaty. And here f will answer 
a question which has been put to me: Does the 
right of restoration extend to the whole valley of 
the Columbia river, or only to the post at the 
mouth of the river? JTanswer, the whole valley; 
and, to parley about anything less is to suffer our- 
selves to be bamboozled and disgraced. 

I here cease my readings from Mr. Franchére, 
satisfied that, upon his testimony, I have made out 
the fullest and most authentic case of unqualified 
British’ admissions, By acrs, of our title to the 
Columbia. To these admissions by acts I will now 
add admissions by worps. For it so happens that 
at the time of the negotiations of 1823, at the time 
we were offering fifty-five to the British for a north- 
ern boundary, and fifty-one for a southern, the 
parallel of forty-nine was the most southern one to 
which her claims extended. This was understood 
and agreed upon by both parties in 1818, 1820, and 
1823; and here ’is the evidence of it in documents” 
of unimpeachable authority. T read first from Mr. 
Adams to Mr. Rush, July 22d, 1823: 

“Previous to the restoration of the settlement at the 


mouth of the Columbia river in 1818, and again upon the first 


introduction in Congress of the plan for constituting a terri 
torial government there, some disposition was manifested 
by Sir Charles Bagot and Mr. Canning (Minister at Wash- 
ington) to dispute the right of the United States to thet 
establishinent, and some vague intimation was given of Brit- 
ish claims on the northwest coast. The restoration of the 
place, and the convention of 1818, were considered as a final 
disposal of Mr. Bagot’s objections; and Mr. Canning dè- 
clined committing to paper those which he had intimated in 
conversation, ?? ` i 
‘Two dates and a gront fact are here mentioned, 
with both of which I was contemporary, and, my 
wrilings of the time will prove, not an inattentive 
y a } S 
observer. The nominal restoration of the Colum- 
bia, which was, in fact, an empty ceremony, and 
the non-execution of the Ghent treaty, in favor of 
the west, as it had happened before in the non-ex- 
ecution of treaties, which required British western 
posts to be given up, That is one date. The in- 
troduction of Dr. Floyd’s Oregon bill in the House 
of Representatives, in 1820—21, is another of those 
dates, and of which i know something. The great 
factis,and my speech of 1824 will show that I 
knew something of that, is the vague intimation of 
British claims to the Columbia at that time, the re- 
fusal of the Minister to write them down, and their 
utter and entire abandonment! 
sie 
This was done expressly by Mr. 
Prime Minister of Great Britain, to 
London, in 1828, of which Mr, 
of the 19th January, 
it is: 
“Tt was an omission in me not to have stated i 
it we on ii ated in my com- 
munication of the 6th instant what are to be the claims oF 
Great Britain on the northwest coast of America, though as 
yet Mr. Canning has not made them known to me formally 
She will claim, I understand, to a point northwards above 
55, though how much above it I am not now able to say, and 
southwards as low down as 49. Whether she designs to 
peas glain to the whole of this space with earnestness, I 
d Unable as yet to say, but wait the m ne 
curate disclosure of her views,” Sore AU So os 
rani ON THE 19TH pay OF. JANUARY, IN TuE 
YEAR THE PARALLEL OF FORTY-NINE WAS THE 
FURTHEST SOUTH TO WHICH THE Britis Minsg- 
TER, Mr. Cannine—a MINISTER oF HEAD, AND oF 
FORTY YEARS EXPERIENCE IN PUBLIC AFFAIRS- 
rRaroaeD TO PUSH. THE BRITISH CLAIM. 
ter t i g isai 
Pas his authentic and express admission of 
Mr. Canning, the Prime Minister of Great Britain 
in gei; itis hardly excusable to have recourse to 
secondary or "i i 
y or inferior testimony, however persua- 


Canning, the 
Mr. Rush, in 
Rush’s despatch 
1824, bears witness. Here 
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sive or convincing that testimony may be. But I 
have still a piece of British testimony In hand sufi- 
ciently respectable to be quoted after Mr. Canning, 
and sufficiently coincident in time and terms to 
identify the Minister’s answer with public opinion 
at the time, that the extent of the British claims 
stated to Mr. Rush in January, 1824, was the 
opinion of the public as well as of the Minister. It 
is found in the London Quarterly Review, October 
number, 1822. It is in discussing the boundaries 
of New Caledonia, for which he 

south the line of the Lake of the Woods to the sea: 

« Another river, called the Caledonia, (Frazer’s,) holding 
aparaltel course to the 'Tacoutche Tesse, (Columbia,) falls 
into the sea near the Admiralty Inlet of Vancouver, in lati- 
tude ud forms a natural boundary between the new ter- 
ritory (Western Caledonia) and that of the United States, 
and falling in precisely with a continued line with the same 
pirallel with the Lake of the Woods, and leaving about two 
d-grees of latitude between it apd the Columbia.” 

So said the Quarterly Review in January, 1822, 
No. 72, article “Western Caledonia. ’’ 

I sat out to establish, upon the admissions of 
Great Britain herself, our right to the Columbia 
river and its valley. I have done more. 
established her admission to the line of 49, giving 
us near three degrees on the coast, the valuable 
waters about the Straits of Fuca and Puget’s Sound, 
and the whole Olympic district, no part of all which 
is in the valley of the Columbia. 

We thus see that, in 1824, the British Govern- 
ment, by authentic acts, and by the language of 
Mr. Canning, admitted our right to the river and 
valley of the Columbia; and, what was better, lim- 
ited their claim to 49. At the same time we see 
that our Government was offering 49; so that the 
two Governments were of accord, and the question 
is, why they did not agree? The documeuts fir- 
nish the answer to this question, and a strange 
answer it is. Nothing else than a love of partner- 
ships, and a desire to go into partnership with 
Russia and Great Britain m the use of all the coun- 
try beyond the Rocky Mountains, each enjoying 
the use of the whole in common with the others, 
and the title to remain in abeyance. The Emperor 
of Russia, like a wise man, declined all share in 
this mixed concern, got his own part laid off to 
himself, and has enjoyed it ever since in peace and 
quiemess, The British Government, like another 
wise man, accepted our proposal, went into part- 
nership with us, took the use of the whole to her- 
self, and now claims it as her own, We were the 


the only unwise in the transaction, and our ime į 


proviaenee: so visible to everybody now, seen ouly 
estimate of the country, which was then so univer- 
sul, By our proposal of partnership, we prevented 
the settlement of the boundary, and put a Power 


stronger than ourselves in poss ssion of our prop- | 


erty—a Power which has kept it so long that it 
rins to dream that itis its own; and now we are 
sing fleets and armies, and preparing to sct the 
four corners of the world on fire, to get him out 
again, f had had the vanity to denounce it the day 
I first heard of it, in the year 1818, and thought I 
was doing something. Leven published my denun- 
ciation in articles which I deemed quite sensible, 
and expected to make a great sensation, On the 
contrary, nol one responsive note: was obtained 
from the thousand newspapers which the United 
States contained; and I found myself as solitary 
then in advance of the public as | am now behind 
it. 

I trust that I have made good our title, and 
that upon British admissions, to the Columbia 
river and its valley, modified by the line of Utrecht. 
Up to that line, if it becomes necessary, 1 am wil- 
ling to fight; but, before fighting, 1 want to talk— 
to talk understandingly, with a knowledge of the 
subject—and to talk righteously, with the great 


maxim before me: Ask nothing but what is right— | 


submit to nothing that is wrong. Upon this prin- 
ciple I have now spoken, whether wisely, it is not 
for me to say; but it is not newly—it is not new 
talk with me, Twenty-eight years ago, I wrote 
what I now speak. Eighteen years ago, and when 
Thad already been eight years a member of this 


roposes on the- 


T have | 


y myself then, evidently resulted from the under- |; differen 
i for it gives us all the waters of Puget’s Sound and 


| 


j 


{ 


, the whole of theirs. 


the citizens of the United States and subjects of Great Brit- 
ain of the country claimed by each Power. 

& Resolved, That it is expedient for the Government of the 
United States to treat with his Britannic Majesty in refer- 
ence to their said claims and boundaries, upon the basis of a 
separation of interests, and the establishment of the 49th 
degree of north latitude as a permanent boundary between 
them, in the shortest possible time.” i i 

It was in the session of 1827-28, and before the 
ratification of the second partnership convention— 
the one we are now determined to get rid of even 
at the price of war—and with the view of prevent- 
ing the ratification of that convention, that this 
resolution was submitted. It presented my view 
of the settlement of this question, namely, no part 
nerships, the immediate establishment of a bound- 
ary, and the 49th parallel for that boundary. They 
areany views now; and, having said enough against 
partnerships, and enough in favor of settling upon 
some line, I go on to give my reasons in favor of 
that of forty-nine. f 

It is the line which parts, more suitably than a 
line following their high lands could do it, the val- 
leys of the Columbia and of frazer’s river, saving 
tous all our discoveries and settlements beyond 
the Rocky Mountains, and leaving to the British 
It is a continuation of the 
line on this side of the mountains—a line which 


| happens to conform to the geographical features of 
! the continent on this side of the mountains, and 
| equally so on the other, 


On this side, it parts the 
two systems of waters, one of which belongs to 
the valley of the Mississippi, and the other to the 
basin of Hudson’s Bay; on the other side, it parts 


; the system of waters which belong to the valley of 


the Columbia from those which belong to Frazer’s 
river, cutting off the heads of a few streams, of 
about equal value on each hand. It is the line of 
Utrecht—a line which will now be denied but by 
few-—and to which few nothing more on this point 
will ever be said by me. It is the line of Riant, 
resulting from the treaty of Utrecht; and as such 


| always looked to, in the carly stages of this con- 


troversy, both by British and American statesmen, 


| as the ultimate line of settlement and boundary 


between the countries. It is the line of right, re- 
sulting from the said treaty of Utrecht, up to 
which Mr. Adams, in his despatch to Mr. Middle- 
ton, of July 19, 1823, alleged an “ unquestionable 
title” to extend; for only upon that treaty could a 
line of * unquestionable title” be averred. On any 
other basis, it could only be a line of convention— 
a conventional line of mutual agreement; and Mr, 
Adams was not a man to confound two things so 
different in their nature. Lt is the best line for us; 


Bellingham’s Bay—I do not say the Straits of 
Fuca, (for those straits, like all the other great 
straits in the world, are part of the high seas, and 
incapable of self-appropriation by any nation;) it 


gives us these waters, and with them the pictur- | 


esque and fertile square, of more than a hundred 
miles every way, lying between the Straits of Fuca 
and the Columbia, and between the Pacific coast 
and the Cascade range of mountains, and of which 
Mount Olympus, near the centre, is the crowning 
ornament, and from which the whole district de- 
rives its classic name of Olympic. 

All this the line of the treaty of Utrecht gives 
us, Which the line of the valley of the Columbia 
would not; for that river has no valley at its mouth, 
and enters the sea through a gap in the iron-bound. 
coast. ‘The valley of that river is a fan expand- 
ed, the spreading part in the Rocky Mountains, 
the handle in the sca. It is the best line for the 


! British, for it gives them the upper part of the 


| north fork of the Columbia, where it heads oppo- 


site the Athabasca and Saskatchiwine—British 
rivers, and covered by British posts—and from 
all which the valley of Frazer’s river would be 
cut off from communication if the head of the 
Columbia remained in our hands, just as Halifax 


i was cut off from Quebec by the northern waters 


iof the St. John’s. 


i ta it, (for the 


body, I submitted a resolution in relation to this || 


Oregon question, which Ihave seen no reason to 
retract or modify since that time, and which may 
stand for the text of my speech this day. It was 
in these words: 


| 


pa z 
: trict, of little value except for annoyance. 


Thus, the line of right— 
the line of Utrecht-—is the best for both parties, 
giving to each what is convenient and necessary 
triangle at the head of the Colum- 
bia is as necessary to them as the Olympic square 
is to us,) and taking from each a detached ee 

e 
British could annoy us in the Olympic district; we 
could annoy them at the head of the Columbia; 


t Resolved, That it is not expedient for the Government of || but why do it, except upon the principle of laying 


the United States to treat with his. Britannic Majesty in rel- 
erence to their territorial claims and boundaries west of the 
Rocky Mountains, upon the basis of a joint occupation by 


I 


eggs to hatch future disputes? upon the Machiavel- 


ian principle of depositing the seeds of a new con- 


| ing wrone!. Ish. 


| testation while assuming. to settle the mischiefs of. 
an old. one?. Forty-nine is‘the line which Mr. 
Jefferson proposed in 1807,.as.I have shown.here- 
tofore to the Senate. It is ‘the line of which Mr. 


Gallatin and Mr. Rush said in 1818: ; 

The forty-ninth degree of north latitude had,,jn pur- 
sunnde. of the treaty af Utrecht, been fixed, indefinitely, as 
the line between the British northern possessions and those 
of France, including Louisiana, now: a: part: of ‘our territo- 
ries. - Phere ‘was no reasom why, if. the two countries ex- 
tended their claims westward, the same line should not he 
continued to the Pacific Ocean. So far as diseoverygivesa 
chim, ours to the whole country on the waters of the Co- 
lumbia river was indisputable? © 50 cg =s ; 

Tt is the line of~all the American’ statesmen, 
without exception, twenty and forty years ago. Tt, 
was the line of Mr. Canning in 1893. It is ‘the 
line for the rejection of which by Mr. Pakenham, 
without reference to his Government, Sir Robert 
Peel has lately, and publicly, and in the face of 
the world, expressed regret. It is a line which we 
have never presented: as an ultimatum; which we 
have often proposed gently, and which the British 
have as often gently shoved aside, because they 
saw, from our own coetaneous propositions, that 
they could do better, and get the whole, at least for 
a long time, under our own delusive project of 
joint usufruction, But now-all this gentle and de- 
lusive work is done >with. The joint. use is. to 
terminate—events advance—and the question must 
be settled now by reason and judgment, or it will 
soon settle itself by chance.and arms. Forty-nine: 
is the line of right with me; and, acting upon the . 
second half ofthe great maxim, SUBMIT TO NOTH- 

I submit to no invasion, or en- 
croach ment upon that line. ‘ i 

Senators may now see the reason why, for 
twenty-five years, I have adhered to: the line of 
Utrecht, Itis the line of rienr, which gives to 
us the Olympie district and its invaluable waters, 
and secures to us the river and valley of the Co- 
Jumbia, It is the fighting line of the United States. 
The Union can be rallied ou that line! ` 

Mr. B. having spoken until half past three o’clock 
P. M., without concluding, gave way for a motion 
to go into Executive session. A ean 

Mr. B. said, that to-morrow they would, in all 
probability, take up the bill pupplemental to the 
act providing for, the prosecution of the existing 
war between the United States and the Republic 
of Mexico, and he would ‘conclude his remarks on 
the following day, if agreeable to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDEN'T then ordered the gal- 
lories to be cleared, and, after some time spent in 


Executive session— 
The Senate adjourned. 


ILOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, May 25, 1846. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. BRINK ERHOFE moved that the rules of 
the House be suspended, to enable him to offer the 
following joint resolution; which was read for in- 
formation: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the thanks of Congress are due, and are hereby tendered, to 
Brevet Brigadier General, Zachary Taylor, commanding ‘the 
anny of occupation, his officers and men, for the: fortitude, 
skill, enterprise, and courage which have distinguished. the 
recent brilliant operations on the Rio Grande. 

And be it further resolved, That the President be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be paid to each 
non-commissioned officer, musician, and private, belonging 
to said army on-the 9th instant, one month’s ‘additional pay, 
to be paid out of any money in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. i 


Mr. WINTHROP begged leave to inquire of the 
honorable member from Ohio whether any offi- 
cial despatches in regard to the recent affair on 
the Rio Grande had yet been received?) He was 
under the impression that it would. be somewhat 
premature, if not altogether unparliamentary, to. 
adopt any action on the subject-until these de~ 
spatches had been received, and. their general 
purport communicated to. Congress by the Presi- 
‘dent. Myr. W. would unite most cordially in.any 
testimonials of gratitude to General Taylor and. his 
troops for their good conduct and gallantry. But 
he thought it would be better to wait foran official 
authentication of the accounts. : ee 

The SPEAKER said debate was not inorder. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF suggested that the rules, 
| might be suspended and the resolution received... 
| It might then, if gentlemen desired it, be informally - 
passed over until -oficial communications should 
| have been received, wage S 
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The-rules, without a dissenting‘voice, sò far as 
the reporter could hear, were suspended.’ 

And the resolution” having thus been réceived, 
was read a first and second time, 

Mr. BRINK ERHOFF said that, by the general 
consentof the House, the resolution could be passed 
over informally, ; 

Mr. PRESTON KING suggested the necessity 
of commitment, inasmuch as the resolution made 
an appropriation of money; and he moved its refer- 
ence to the Committee of. the Whole on the state 
of the Union: >` 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was understood to take the 
liberty to suggest to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Brinxeruorr) that the subject should be divided, 
so that the thanks of Congress should be tendered 
to General Taylor and the army, and that hereafter 
the gentleman should either bring in a bill or a joint 
resolution, appropriating’ money for the extra pay 
contemplated, : 

Mr. BRENKERFIOFF. Let all go together. 

The resolution was then referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Horxims, of Virginia, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses.of Government for the year ending 30th 
day of June, 1847, and for other purposes. 

The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
Groven, to amend the bill by striking out the fol- 
lowing item: 

‘Jor compensation of two keepers of the public 
archives in Florida, one thousand dollars.” 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

So the item was stricken out. 

Mr. D. P. KING renewed the amendment 
which he had heretofore offered to the bill to sup- 
ply certain deficiencies in appropriations for the 
current year, appropriating the sum of $25,000 to 
supply a deficiency in the fund for the rehier of sick 
and disabled seamen. 

Mr. KING enforced the justice and propriety of 
the appropriation, ; 

Mr. McK AY opposed it, contending that if the 
law of 1798 and 1802, authorizing the collection of 
the hospital money, were enforced, an ample fund 
would be realized. He hoped the committee 
would refuse the appropriation. 

Some conversation followed between Mr. KING 
and Mr. MeKAY as to the: extent ve any) to 
which the appropriation had received the endorse- 
ment of the department. <, 

Mr. ISAAC E.. HOLMES and Mr. WIN- 
THROP briefly sustained the amendment, 

Mr. McGAUGHEY ‘argued that there was no 
principle which would justify an appropriation of 
this sort. $ : 

Mr: E. He EWING insisted that Congress was 
bound to make it. ioe 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON argued that no obligation 
lay upon Congress to supply any deficiency which 
might have been created in this fund. 

Mr. HAMLIN contended that the Government 
was under obligations to take favorable action on 
the proposition of Mr, Kina, [Mr. H `: yielded 
for explanation to Mr. SEABORN JONE To 

Mr. DROMGOOLE spoke- briefly in opposition 
to the amendment, contending that whether he re- 
garded the question as one of right, of power, or of 
policy, he could not support the appropriation, 

Mr. FARAN submitted, that 1f there were a 
sufficient number of sailors in the merchant service, 
provided the hospital fund of twenty cents a month 
were properly collected, to raise sufficient or more 


than sufficient money for the purpose needed, the j 


Government, if it did not see the money properly 
collected, was bound to protect those men, and 
see that they did not suffer. If the Government 
wished to be relicved-from this necessity, let them 
take off from the sailor the tax of twenty cents a 
month. , 

"Phe question was then taken, and the vote stood, 
ayes 79, noes 45. . 

So the amendment was agreed to. ; 

The following item being under consideration: 

«t For the erection and completion of the marine 
hospitals at Pittsburg, Louisville, and Cleaveland, 


$50,000.” Wa 
Mr: BOYD moved to amend it by inserting, 


| 


aner the word ‘f Louisville,” the word “Padu- 
cah. 

Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL desired to move | 
an amendment, striking out *“ Louisville,” and in- 
serting “Cincinnati.’? 

This amendment (the reporter thinks, though he 
could not hear distinctly) was not entertained, but 
is to be offered hereafter. 

Mr. DARRAGH made a few remarks, of the 
purport of which nothing-could be heard by the 
reporter, with the exception of an intention indi- 
cated by Mr. D. to increase the appropriation from 
$50,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. BOYD did not object, he said, to such an 
amendment; but presumed that it would not be in 
order until his own amendment had been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. McKAY went into a brief statement of facts 
and of the state of the law connected with these | 
marine hospitals. The proposition for Paducah 
was for a new work. ‘The committee could judge 
for itself as to the propriety of having two hospi- 
tals in Kentucky. 

Mr, BOYD.thought the remarks of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. McKay,] seemed ! 
to be an argument against the whole system of 
western hospitals, ‘Vhat was a distinct question 
from his (Mr. B.'s) proposition, 

Mr. B. traced the fiery of this question from 
the time memorials first began to come in for these 
hospitals, to the appointment of the medical board | 
in 1839, for the selection of sites. Amongst these 
selected was Paducah. And Mr. B. read an ex- 
tract from the report of the commissioners, show- 
ing the importance and eligibility of the selection 
of that site. In 1841, n law was passed autho- 
rizing payment for the sites selected. For that at | 
Paducah, only $1,000 were paid for a site of ten 
aeres. At the last moment of the last session, an | 
appropriation of $25,000 had been made, ander | 
an amendment of the Senate, to commence build- 
ing these hospitals—Paducah amongst the rest. A 
gentleman raised the question as to the complete- 
ness of the title to that site, ‘The fact of its com- 
pleteness not being known, Padueah was dropped. 
And that was the only reason. ‘he only question 
involved in his motion was, whether Paducah 
should be appropriated for together with the other 
nites designated in the bill reported by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr McKay.] The 
gentleman said this was a new work. Which of | 
these works was not a new one? No money had | 
been expended at Pittsburg, or at Cleveland; and ! 
at Louisville there had scarcely been a beginning. 

Mr. DARRAGH explained; (but not a word 
was heard on the left of the chair.) 

Mr. BRINKERHOFP desired to correct the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Bovn,] as to noth- 
ing having been done at Cleveland. ‘The foundation 
had been laid. Ie had himself scen the walls last 
full. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH inquired of Mr. Born, 
whether the tile to the site at Paducah had been 
perfeeted, and had been aceepted by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. BOYD. Yes. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, (Mr, MecKay,) will 
so state. ‘That committee were informed by the | 
report of the Attorney General, that no sort of dif. 
ficulty existed on that score. f 

Mr. SMITH. Has the deed been received and 
accepted, and the money paid? 

Mr. BOYD. Yes; under the hand of the Seere- 
tary of War. There is no sort of difficulty about 
the matter. 

Mr. B. now proceeded to remark, that if the 
foundations had been commenced at other sites, 
that was the only difference existing between them | 
and thet at Puducah; and he contended that that | 
was in point of fact the most important location of 
all, He insisted that if money was appropriated 
for building the hospitals on the other sites desig- 
nated, it must be appropriated also for Paducah, 
or injustice would be done, . 

As to the propriety of appropriating money at ! 
all for these objects, that was another and a dis- 
tinet question. There was no good reason why 
Paducah should be neglected or overlooked, if ap- 
propriations were made for the other sites. They 
were ail purchased at the same time, and he wished 
them all to share the same fate. If gentlemen pro- 
posed to vote down the whole, that was another 
matter. 


Mr. ROBERT SMITH said he had no hostility 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


‘Caledonia, in Illinois, was-a 


to Paducah orto Kentucky, and he had the kind 
est feelings for the honorable member. whio: pro- 
oséd the amendment, [Mr. Boyn ;}. but stil r 
elt himself bound. to oppose all appropriations Es 
hospitals until a full examination, mae. pern arias 
igi ites in Llinots, 0 f 
of eligible sites in beiter site for a hos- 
pital than Paducah; but all he asked for -Minois 
was a fair examination of the many. eligible an 
favorable sites in that State; and-if it: was -not. 
clearly shown that there was a better one there 
than Paducah, he would ‘cease all opposition, and 
o for Paducah. At the last session of the Bih 
Conieress he had introduced resolutions—which 
were referred to the Committees on Commerce and 
Naval A ffairs—inquiting into thé expediency of an 
examination of certain sites in Ilinois, with refer- 
ence to erecting marine hospitals. Whilst he did 
not charge any improper influences as operating 
upon these committees, so it was, he could get no 
favorable action from them in relation. to the ex- 
amination. Tlinois, when the former examination 
had been made, was sparsely populated, ahd hađ 
only three members in this Hall; and hence, in all 
these matters the older and more fully represented 
States had engrossed everything. He considered 
these hospitals for the benefit of the whole West; 
and before the money of the people was expend- 
ed, a full and thorough examination should be 
made. This was due to ‘his constituents and to 
the whole State. He argued that an-examination 
would show many better sites for hospitals than 
Paducah within his district; and until all the facts 
could be fully shown, he would be compelled to 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS moved an amend- 
ment to insert the word “ Natchez,” so as to pro- 
vide also for a hospital at Natchez. 

‘This spot had been examined; it had been re- 
ported on by those who were commissioned to do 
it; the lot had been purchased; and the only rca- 
son why it was not included in this bill was, that 
nothing had been appropriated towards making 
the hospital. He pointed out the advantages of 
this location, and protested against discrimination 
being made against it, when it was far better 
adupted to the accommodation of sick and disabled 
seamen than other points they were providing for. 
Ne was willing to strike these appropriations all 


|| out; but, while they were retained, he wished 


equal justice done to all. m 
Mr. THOMASSON. briefly urged the merits of 
the hospital at Louisville, and the obligation of 
Congress, resulting from its previous legislation, 
to make appropriation for it. He favored, also, 
the scheme of an hospital at Paducah, subscribing 
fully to all his colleague [Mr. Born] had said with 
reference to its importance, and iving his views 
with reference to others which had been. proposed: 
Rs the course of his remarks ae ielded for ex- 
planation or inquiry to Mr. BO and Mr. J. 
AVIS, as 7 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, advocated 
the amendment of Mr, Davis, and warmly urged 
the importance of the location of Natchez, ` If 
there was any one place in the West which should 
not be neglected, it was this; if there was any one 
which should meet with favor, it should be one 
below the large tributary streams of the Missis- 
sippi. He asked it not for the benefit of his con- 
stituents, except to prevent them from contributin 
out of their own pockets for the support of those 
disabled seamen who may be thrown upon them, 


i The amount they had already contributed for this 
| purpose would 


be incredible in this House. Bat 
it was for the benefit of the boatmen of the upper 
portion of the whole West that an hospital was de- 
manded at this point. : : , 

Considerable conversation. ensued between Mr, 
THOMPSON, Mr. THOMASSON, Mr. BOYD, 
Mr. J. DAVIS, and Mr. DARRAGH, with refer- 
ence principally to the question whether the Goy- 
ernment had secured a title for the location of this 
poe at Natchez, l 
_ Mr. J.H. EWING inquired of Mr. Tuompson 
if it was unconstitutional to appropriate money for 
rue out and improving rivers, how it could be 

nsttutonal to appropriate for buildi i 
Epon ee appropriate for building hospitals 

Ar. THOMPSON (continuing remarked t 

he inferred from. the question ie the o 
from Pennsylvania would give his vote for this hos- 
pital at Natchez, for he believed the gentleman 
never had a constitutional scruple—tleast of all on 


the question of clearing out rivers. But to state 
frankly his views, he thought this taking care of 


these boatmen up and down the river properly be- | 


longed to the internal police of each town. It was, 
however, a mutter that Congress, by its past action, 
had taken the guardianship of; and while he was 
anxious that they should keep within proper 
bounds, yet, if appropriations were to be made, 
(and he conceived there was no doubt about that,) 
he insisted that they should be so made as to do the 
mast good for those for whom they were intended. 
Mr. GRIDER said a word in advocacy of the 
claims of Padueah to the proposed appropriation. 
Mr. McKAY said if Paducah was inserted, it 
would involve the necessity of an addition of 
$25,000 to the amount of this appropriation. He 
explained that the Committee of Ways and Means 
had inserted the appropriation for the three hos 


vi- 
tals named in the bill, in aceordance with the Nee i 


cision of Congress at the last session, that hospitals 


should there be built, but objected to the building | 


ofa second hospital in Kentucky at present. 
this system were to go on of building hospitals at 
every port, they would soon have some two or 
three hundred to provide for—that being the num- 
ber of ports in the United States. 

Mr. TIBBATTS thought the conclusion of Mr, 


MeKay incorrect, and denied that the appropria- 


tion asked for was for the peculiar benefit either of | 
Paducah, Louisville, or the Stateof Kentucky, but | 


of the citizens of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and all 
the western States who were interested in the navi- 
gation of the Mississiy pi 

Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL agreed, in some 
measure, with Mr. McKay, and considered it im- 
practicable and viiinceceaty to build hospitals at 
every point on the Ohio, He adverted to the im- 
portance of Cincinnati, the largest city of the West, 


as the seat of one, and said it deserved an appro- | 


priation more than any other point, except per- 
haps New Orleans. Ci i 
hospital, which was putup by her own exertions, 
and her own money. ft did not afford, however, 
sufficient accommodations; and ten or twelve thou- 
eand dollars, appropriated to enlarge it, would be 
most usefully expended, and would render unne- 
eessary more than one in Kentucky. Ifthey went 
on in this manner, the banks of the Ohio and the 
Mississippi would be studded with these hospitals; 
whereas, the better policy was to make them sufi- 
ciently spacious, and confine them to a smaller 
number. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Davia, and it was rejected. 

T'he question recurring on the amendment of Mr. 
3oyp, was taken, and no quorn voted. 

The committee rose, and reported that fact. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn; 
which motion, by yeas 69, nays 72, was rejected. 

[A quorum present, ] 

Mr. WOODWORTIL moved a reconsideration 


of the vote by which the House had heretofore re- | 
jected the bill for the relief of the owner and crew | 


of the schooner © Florifla.”” 

Entered on the journal. 

Mr, JOSEPHI J. MeDOWELL, in pursuance 
of previous notice, asked lcave to introduce a bill; 
and leave having been refused, made an ineffectual 
motion to suspend the rules for that purpose. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER. laid before the Touse the fol- 
lowing Executive communications: a 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a report in compliance with the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 18th instant, of 
“the result of such examinations as have been 
made by the officers of the Topographical Bureau 
of the ae of Sandusky Bay, on Lake Erie,” 
with a plan and estimate for the improvement of 
that harbor, &c.; which was laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in obedience to the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives, passed the 16th instant, 
a statement of the number of vessels employed in 
the revenue service, their tonnage, and armament 
respectively; the number, grade, pay, and rations 
of the officers, with the dates of their original and 
present commissions; the number, pay, and rations 
of the petty or forward officers; the number, pay, 
and rations of seamen, and others employed on 
board of said vessels, the annual cost of that branch 
of the revenue service, and how the force is at pre- 
sent employed; which was laid upon the table. 
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Cincinnati had now a marine 
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; amend an act entitled “ An act to continue in force 
| €anact to protect the commerce of the United States, 
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A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, 
in compliance with the resolutions of the House 
of Representatives of the 16th instant, a report of 
jamin E. Green and William M. Blackford, as sec- 
retaries of legation, chargés des affaires, or bearers 
of despatches, &c.; which letter and report were 
laid upon the table. . . 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 26, 1846. 


Mr. DIX presented the memorial of A. B. Du- 
rand and other artists, praying that Samuel F; B. 
Morse, the inventor of the magnetic telegraph, 
may be employed by the Government to execute 
a painting for one of the vacant panels in the ro- | 
tundo of the Capitol; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Hughes, 
Brothers, & Co., merchants in the city of New 
York, praying the 


| 
repayment of duties alleged | 
to have been legally exacted of them by the col- 
lector of that port; which was referred. to the 
Conmnittee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
petition of Oscar }, Pitnam, praying compensation 
fur his services in transporting the mail; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Senate the petition and papers 
of Samuel and James Smith; which was granted. 

Mr. LEWIS asked leave to withdraw from the j 
files of the Senate the petition and papers of Jacob 
B. Clark; which was granted. | 

Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of providing by law for distributing among the 
oflicers and soldiers of the army the value of any 
public property captured by them from the enemy. 

On motion of Mr. BEN'TON, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate have 
leave te return to the Secretary of War the ori- 
ginal epee of General Taylor, which accom- 
panied the message of the President of the 18th 
Instant. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


; jor General and two Brigadier Generals. 
| regular army comprises fifteen regiments, to which 


amend the act approved June 17; 1844, entitled 
1 An act. to provide for the adjustment’ of dand’: 
t claims within the States. of Missouri, Arkansas, 
‘and Louisiana, and. in those parts of the States 
“of Mississippi and Alabama -south ‘of. the 31st 
“degree of north latitude, and between the. Mis- 
‘ sissippi and Perdido rivers.” “ieee Ee 
After a conversational debate upon the billy in 
which Senators JARNAGIN, SEVIER, SEM- 
PLU, JOHNSON of Louisiana, and BREESE, 
took part, the adoption: of: sundry amendments, 
and an explanation of the bill by Mr. JARNA- 
GIN, and no ‘farther amendments being proposed, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. PEN 
THE ARMY——INCREASE OF GENERALS. 


Mr. DIX moved. that the Senate should proceed 
to the consideration of the. bill supplementary to 
the act providing for the prosecution of the exist- 
ing war between the United States and Mexico; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Arcrison, - 

roviding that the officers proposed to be appointed 
y the bill shall be -dismissed from the service at 


| the close of the war, or within three months there- 


after, being in order— f 
Mr. DIX made a few observations in reply to 
what had been said by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Manaum] yesterday, as to the ne- 
cessity for an increase in the number of general 
officers. We have now three Generals—one M an 
ur 


two have been added, increasing our rank and file 


| to about seventeen thousand men, » It was the gen- 


eral practice in Europe to give a brigadier general 
to every two regiments, and a major general to 
every four regiments, This was the organization 
of the army. At the close of the year 1813 our 
army amounted to. thirty-five thousand, and 
the number of general officers was twenty-four 


i aix Major Generals, sixteen Brigadier Generals, 
and two Brevet Brigadier Generals. This was in 


the proportion of one general officer to every 

seventeen hundred men, Fle contended that the 

true principle of action in relation to this matter: 

was, to make the organization of the army as per- | 

fect as possible.at the commencement of ‘the war. 

It was quire possible (he said) that, before the 
o 


Mr. PENNYBACKER, pursuant to notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to au- 
thorize the elerks of the circuit and district courts | 
of the United States for the western district of Vir- | 
ginia to appoint deputies, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, and refer- | 
red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAGBY, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill to relinquish to the 
State of Alabama the public lands remaining unsold 
in that State on the Ist of January, 1846; which 
was read a firstand second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill supplementary to an act to | 


“and also to make further provisions for punishing 
t the crime of piracy,” approved 13th of May, 1820; 
which was read, and passed to the second reading; | 
the accompany ing report was ordered to be ined. | 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committec on the Pub- 
lie Lands, reported a bill to increase the compen- 
sation of deputy surveyors in Arkansas; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, reported 
a joint resolution respeoling the maps and charts of 
the surveys of the boundary lines of the United 
States of America with foreign. States; which was 
read, and passed to the sccond reading. 


Mr. A. further, from the same committee, re- |! 


ported a bill relative to the July term of the circuit 
and district courts of the district of Ohio; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

On motion of Mr. A., the bill was then read a | 
second time, considered as in committee of the 
whole, reported back without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read a third | 
time, and passed. 


month of June was over, there would be ten thous | 
sand volunteers upon the banks of the Rio Grande; 
and the presence of a number of general officers 
would he necessary to organize those troops, and 
to bring them into the field. 

In regard to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri, he believed that, under 
such a provision, it would be nearly impossible to 
obtain the sort of men that it would be desirable to 
appoint. He would venture to say that no officer 
at present in the army would accept the promotion 
under such circumstances—the condition being an 
abandonment of the army at the close-of the war. 
General Taylor was the colonel of a regiment, and 
a Brigadier General by brevet. He had been thirty- 
nine years in the service. Would he be satisfied to 
accept a commission on the condition that he should 
surrender it at the termination of the war? Would 
it be a suitable return for the gallant’ services he 
has rendered the country, and the devotion of his 
whole ‘life to his profession? And he appealed 
to the Senator from Missouri to say whether it 
would be a proper reward for the services of any 
meritorious officer, who had devoted his lifetime 
to the service, to tender him this rank witha pros- 
pect of being thrown out of the army.altogether at 
the close of the war? He trusted. that the amend- 
ment would not prevail. : 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he thought there was a 
good deal of force in what had been said by the 
Senator from New York; and yet the Senator must 
recollect that there was. still a greater difficulty; 
that a great injustice would be done to those offi- 
cers of the army who were situated as General 
Taylor was situated. . After devoting à whole life 
to the service, and after having signally distinguish- 
ed themselves, as General Taylor had recently dis- 
tinguished himself, he. thought it would hardly 
be consistent with what was due them- by the 
country to pass a bill by which an officer. taken 


The joint resolution for the relief of Putney & 
Riddle was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, | 
the Senate resumed the consideration of the bill to 


it heads. 


from private life should. be. placed over their 
it would. not -do-to. tell him that the 
President would be compelled, in justice ‘to: the 
claims of so gallant an officer, to’give him the bigh- 


| 


2 


“defend, the. honor and the glory of. their country 
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Tt:-would. not-do..to, say that-it might 
G: -be left to. the head of: the Government: 
He.was unwilling to- put-it-in the. power- of any 
officer-of.-the Governmentto do an: injustice. He 
would. not, place. such-a, discretion inthe hands of. | 
even, a political friend.. , The bill proposed that \ 
four Brigadiers General should, be appointed by { 
the, President, leäving it entircly:discretionary with 
him to take men from. private life and place them 
over the head of Colonel Taylor, who was-now: 
also a Brigadier General.by brevet, and-who had 
won for himeelf, by his gallant conduet in the field, 
the sonbriquet of “Old Rough and Ready; giving | 
to the Executive the option to appoint his-own par- 
tisans in the- place. of tried and: gallant officers of 
jong,experience and distinguished. merit. -He did | 
not mean. ta say that such would be the case;.for 
when ‘it came to. the shedding of blood there was: 
no great. disposition to thrust. forward favorites'and ` 
friends, though the case was otherwise when the 
loaves and fishes were to be: divided. . What sort. 
of encouragement would there.-be in this for men. 
to devote themselves to the service of the country? 
He was opposed to this whole movement, and pro- 
tested against it. He. hoped,. before the Senate: 
passed any bill of this sort, thatthey would require 
at the hands of the President that he would give 
the preference to those men who had stood forth in. 
defence of the country and nobly sustained. her- 
honor and glory. If ‘the. principle contemplated 
by:the amendment was to be adopted, he hoped the 
Senator would, so modify that amendment, that the 
dismissal from the.service at the close of the war 
would only apply to. the noni homines—-to those 
Hea private life, if any such should be ap- 
ointed, >. . 
Mr- PEARCE said he was not at all satisfied of 
the necessity for creating these general officers. 
On turning to the army list for 1846, he found 
there were already cight officers. hearing general’s 
commissions. In the last war, we had sixty-two 
thousand troops and twenty-four general officers. 
Now, with the. addition contemplated. to be made | 
to the rank, and file of the army, there would -bè 
about fifteen thousand, and there »were:now. eight 
general officers; everybody. could secat once that 
the proportion: was:much greater now than: it was: 
then.. .He-was. unwilling to: increase the number 
of general, officers-until-an, exigency-might arise in 
which.an.inerease. would be absolutely. requisite. 
Mr. MILLER moved-to.aviend the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, by. striking, out-all 
after, the word <t provided,” and: inserting. ‘ that 
said: appointment. shall. be made.from the officers 
of the army.” Elis object. in offering this amend- 
ment. Che said was.to.test the sense’ of. the Senate 
upon. the point, asito. whether. the. general. officers 
to. be. appointed under this bill were. to be taken 
from. ‘the. amy or from -amongst..the citizens ‘at 
large. ... This. he.considéred. an important question 
in the present condition of our affairs... We were. 
now. engaged. in-a.war, the: termination of which 
no man. could foresce.. Our citizens, as was always 
the: case when, their country demanded -their ser- 
vices, were volunteering to.go.to. the scene ofcon- 
flict;-and: it was the.intention of the. Executive, he 
understood,.to have, inthe course. of a few weeks, 
from. twenty .to thirty:.thousand.. soldiers. on the 
banks of the Rio.Grande-del Norte, for. the pur- 
pose.of.invading. Mexico...Itbecame.an important 
questions then,.who should. take.the. command of 
this army.and-conduct.its.movements.: aah 
They bad.: officers : who.-had:-been.trained ina 
school. that: had been established-by the. Govern- 
ment; and he-could say, without the fear of-contra- 


diction, that-there was not a. better:corps of officers |} 


in the. civilized’ world, from: lieutenants ‘up tgcom- 
manding generals... lf any. evidence-.of. this were. 
wanting, they-had.it now inthe reports ofthe coms. 
manding general of the.army on the Rio- Grande. 

Look .at.that little army; sent.there, in.the-firstin--| 
stance; without knowing what.they. were going fors.- 
a thousand miles from. the.place ohenee tier sup. 
plies. were.to be drawn, thrown. upon..the borders 
of an-enemy’s country, and. suddenly compelled.to 


t 


against a superior force. The officers of our little 
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spirits that were quietly stowed away in the 
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army.on that oceasion,-as had heen well said by 
the: Senator from Kentucky, displayed a skill, tal- 
ent; and’ -valor, equal. to those of the most distin- 
guished warriors that the world ever produced.: 
Without disparaging the gallantry of the troops, it 
might be said that it was the conduct of the offi- 
cers which secured the victory over such immense- 
ly disproportionate numbers. Ei : 

The question now presented was, whether the 
general officers to be appointed were to-he. taken 
from that class of citizens who were already skilled 


amongst the citizens at large. He was not willing 
that men should be appointed without knowing 
they were qualified for the appointments. He was 
not-for experimenting in sucha case. And ‘there 
was another thing to be taken into consideration: 
they were about to. commence a: peculiar war, 
such a war as this country had never before been 
engaged in—a war of aggression, of invasion, of 
conquest.. ‘Whenever an invasion of our own soil 


rush to thefield of battle;. but they were now about 
to send an army to invade a foreign country. This 
kind of warfare required experienced generals, and 


| he.thought it was of the highest importance, there- 


fore, that. the selections should be made from among 
those who had devoted their lives to the service. 
Besides, it would be but an act of justice towards 
those officers who had gained experience from ac- 
tual service, who had been exposed to the hard- 
ships incident to the life of a soldier, that now, 
when glory was to be won, they should have an 
opportunity to aignalize themsclves and achieve 
honor for their country. ` 

Mr. ALLEN rose and referred to the fact that 


its various provisions. The object was not to force 
an inerease of the general officers, Jt authorized 
the appointments by the Executive, and it was 
reasonable to be supposed that he would make 
them as the exigencies of the public service re- 
. quired. Ee should, therefore, vote for the increase 
recommorided. He thought the amendments pro- 
osed .by-the Senators from Missouri and New 
ersey objectionable. ‘That proposed by the Sen- 
atar from: Missouri appeared to him to be totally 
unnecessary, as: the reduction of the army, both 
as regarded officers and. men, to the peace estab- 
lishment. standard, was an unavoidable conse- 
quence. 
in advance, by an indiscriminate rule applied to all 
officers before they had an opportunity of disco- 
vering. their talents, and enabling the country to 
decide whether they were men to be retained in 
the service or not. He thought it would be better 
fo let the result of the war itself determine the 
proper legislation in the case. With regard to the 
-amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, it 
was liable to a constitutional objection. Tts prin- 
ciple -was the same as that voted down the other 


day, - 5 : 

i Mr. MILLER considered his amendment as 
|. involving quite a different principle from that of 
the appointment of officers to new regiments, to 
-which the Senator from Ohio, he supposed, had 
alluded. . 

Mr. ALLEN thought the same principle was 
involved in both; and, in his opinion, the consti- 
tutional objection was too serious to be overlooked. 
But there was a higher objection—it was this: that 
the principle of excluding the whole body of the 
American people in the organization of the army, 
denationalized the army and paralyzed_the confi- 
‘dence of the nation in its own forces. When the 
ranks. were opened as wide as the ranks: of the 
people, the army was national. It exeited the 
hopes, it commanded the confidence, it stimulated 
the ambition of all classes—all hearts—all the great 
zilis 


-atid valleys of this. vast. country, and who would 


|. show themselves in time of war. He would say 
-nothing in. disparagement of West Point or its ca- 
dets. -Butit would appear that some thought that | 
-a West.Point:education was indispensable in order | 


to forma general. All he had to say was, that the 


and experienced. in the art of warfare, or from | , 
ý A il the nation. He then went on to speak of the con- 


took. place, there was no American who would not | 


the bill had been reported by gentlemen well quali- | 
fied to form a correct judgment of the propriety of | 


He (Mr. A.) would not reduce the army | 


first military 
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man this country- ever produced—-he 
to whom the most renowned: geieral in Europe 
presented a sabre as his superior, in military genius 
—he meant the father of his country——never was at 
West Point: So it was with Greene. How was 
it in the last war? . Did the heroes who in various | 
forms received the proud reward of a nation’s grat- 
itude, find within the walls of West Point that 
genius which enabled them to lead the American 
armies to victory and triumph? No. We would 
not denationalize this army. He would not make 
the war the war of West Point and not the war of 


stitutional power of the President as commander- 
in-chief. But the Constitution did not provide 
that he should be educated at West Point. As to 
the danger of making wrong selections, that was 
just as liable to occur if the selections were to be 
confined to the army. But was the assumption that 
the President might make an improper selection, a 
valid argument against giving. him, the constin- 
tional power? As to the danger of-injustice to 
General Taylor or any other meritorious officer, it, 


il was very remote indeed. He (Mr. A.) had. the 


evidence, and, if desired, could produce ‘it, that the 
President did not intend to make General Taylor 
an example of presidential proscription. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky had also intimated, with some 
degree of disapprobation, that the, President. in 
making these appointments of officers in the army 
had been influenced by political preferences. Ele- 
(Mr. A.) knew well that there was no danger that 
any appointments would be made on such ground. 
In time of peace as well as war the Executive had 
always disregarded political considerations in fill- 
ing up the ranks of the army. 

Mr. MOREHEAD asked if the allusion was 
made to his remarks? f i 

Mr. ALLEN replied thatit was. 

Mr. MOREHEAD then explained. ‘THe entirely 
disclaimed any allusion to the President. Fle 
thought he had. excepted him in so many words; 
and if he had not. done so, he would do-so now. 
He trusted that the President would discharge his 
duty with all fidelity. os 3 a a T 

Mr. ALLEN bad. no. doubt that the President 
would do so, not only in making the appointments, 
but also in meting out the duc award of honor to 
each who earned it on the field of battle. He could 
see no-earthly objection in allowing the discretion 
of the President to comprehend the whole Amer- 
ican people. Let hin select on his responsibility. ’ 
If he selected ‘an incompetent man, the error would 
soon manifest itself. But there was another argu- 
ment in favor of the bill. A large. draft had been 
made upon the citizens of the country. The war 
was one not to be conducted solely by the regular 
troops, who had detached themselves more’ per- 
manently from the body of the people.. It was a 
war to bė prosecuted by the great public arm of 
the country—by the citizen soldiery.. It was meet 
that the citizen soldiery should he commanded by 
citizen officers. Experience had taught them that 
considerable jealousy existed between the regular 
troops and the citizen soldicry.. The only way to 
consolidate snd nationalize them was to appoint 
officers from the citizens to command the volun- 
teers. If only for the moral effect, it was desirable 
to allow the President. to. make. these selections 
from the body of the people. He. should ‘theres, 
fore vote against the amendment. 0007 007 S 0] 

Mr. MANGUM said he had very few remarks 
to make: he rose principally to intimate that it was 


his purpose to move at the. proper time to strike 


out.the first section of the bill. . He regretted that 
the gentleman who, of all others, was presumed to 
be the best informed upon matters of this kind— 
the chairman of the Military ‘Committee—had not 
condescended to explain his views. 000e 
Mr. BENTON. Itis altogether owing toa want 
of sufficient activity to get possession of the floor. 
Mr. MANGUM said he regretted that inactivity 


“greatly. Ii did not become him to discourse of mat- 


ters pertaining to war in. the presence of that gentle- 
man; but, as he had remarked yesterday, it struck 
him upon the very first. presentation Of the case as 
being wholly unnecessary to increase the number of 


gencral officers at the present y 
it was not only unnecessary, 
dicious. There were already general officers by 
brevet sufficient to command not only the regular 
army, but any accession of force that it would be 
necessary to employ. Was it intended that these 
men, whose lives had been devoted to the public 
service, and who had hitherto shown that they 
were entitled to confidence, should be superseded ? 
Was there any man of honor belonging to the mil- 
itary service, though his daily bread depended on 
it, who would submit ta have aman taken from 
srivate life appointed over his head? He would 
admit that it required peculiar talent to conduct an 
army successfully, and that mere military discipline 
was quite distinct from this capacity, He was in 
favor of no measure that would, to use the expres- 
sion of the Senator from Ohio, denationalize the 
army. How many skilfal generals might be pro- 
duced from the warlike West he could not under- 
take to say; doubtless it was a mine that contained 


the richest diamonds, but the mine required to be | 
worked and the gems to be polished and tested. | 


Men of ability would doubtless come into the ser- 


vice from the various States; and the Government, | 


if it were wise and sagacious, would permit no 
talent and no heroism to go unrewarded. 


whether he did not believe that there was more of 


the true requisites of a commander of an army to | 


be found amongst them than could be found any- 
where in the ranks of private life. 

He presumed there was no service in the world 
that could present higher discipline, greater ability, 
or more indomitable courage. He had a proper 
degree of confidence in the Executive, that he 
would make judicious selections, but he thought 
it would be as well to let competition exist and let 
an officer’s mettle be tested 
ments were made. 
tion of appointments; for ifanother Jackson should 
start forth from the ranks, the public would re- 
quire that his invaluable services should be secured 
in the station where those services would be most 
efficient. IIe was willing to vote: for. the amend- 
ment of the Senator fram Missouri, provided: it 
were modified so that itshould apply only to those 
who might be appointed from private life. 

Mr. BENTON 
opinion the Senate was not acting wisely in going 


beyond the appointment of the officers, and logis- | 


lating with respect to their reduction and discharge. 
The only way to do business in this world was to 
do what at the present time was required, and to 
leave to those who were to come after that which 
properly belonged to them. The reduction of the 
officers would come up in its own time and place, 
and ought to he left to the patriotism and wisdom 
of the day when action was necessary. As to the 
nominations, they would be sent in to the Senate, 
and then it would be time enough to argue about 
their propriety. The Senate was weakening itself 
by its present course, by thus proceeding before- 
hand. When the time for reduction came, it would 
be found that some desired to retire. There were 
examples of that at the close of the last war. Gen- 
eral Jackson was one of them. Others might be 


called to high office in the State; to others a civil | 


appointment might be quite agreeable. Abundant 
means of effecting a reduction, equitable and also 


agreeable to the feelings of all parties, would pre- | 


sent themselves at the time when reduction was 
necessary. 


appointing them now. The number of general 
officers recommended was the smallest possible. 
There were now fifteen thousand regular troops; 


and supposing only half of the volunteer force | 


authorized were raised and brought into the field, 
there would be in all an army of forty thousand 
men, forming twenty brigades, and for which the 
regular provision would be, of course, twenty-four 
brigadier generals. Mr. B. pointed out the extreme 


inconvenience of giving the command of a brigade | 
His own regiment had his | 
Tt would | 
be impossible to expect that he should administer | 


to the senior colonel. 
sympathies—_the men were his children, 


equal justice to both regiments. But toa brigadier 
gencral both regiments are the same. It was im- 
possible to tell how many general officers were 


He | 
hoped yet to hear the chairman of the Military | 
Committee demonstrate the fact, if there be nota | 
sufficient number of general officers already, and | 


J efore high appoint- | 
TIe was opposed to a restric- į 


then rose and said, that in his | 


He hoped, then, that the present con- ; 
troversy about the mode of vetting rid of the officers | 
at the end of the war would be dropped, and that | 
the Senate would confine itself to the propriety of | 


needed in active service. The mere 
a general on the, field often decided an action. 
They would have twenty-five regiments, and twelve’ 
brigadier generals would be necessary. . But§ the 
committee had stopped short of that, and short of 
what, in his judgment, the service required. Vol- 
unteer troops, he need hardly say, required a 


troops. Then, again, generals were watted who 
would look to the aythority which appointed them. 
Political talent more than mere military skill was’ 
needed to conduct an invasion successful y- There 
was a political policy to be understood and pursued, 
and to which the military operations were to -be 
subordinate and secondary. That. policy could 
emanate only from the head—from the Govern- 
i| ment, which was the director and guide.. The 
|| agents in carrying out that policy must all be sub- 
i ordinate to the head, and feel bound by the greatest 
' obligation, and the highest sanction, to carry out 
the policy of the Government. In order to be effi- 
ll cient, it was necesary that the general officers 
li should all be placed on an equal footing in every 
if point of view. 7 

|| them in a position of mere hangers-on, All'should 
|| be enabled to look to servicein the field as the only 
| 

f 

| 


standard of merit. He was altogether opposed to 
any limitation ofthe time ofservice. If temporary, 
no colonel would accept the appointment, and the 
selection would be necessarily Jimited to citizens, 
|| who would take precedence of officers who had 
been thirty or forty years in the service, 

i} Mr. WEBSTER. inquired if the Senator from 
I| Missouri regarded the augmentation of the number 
Il of general officers as necessary for the regular army 
of the United States ? 

Mr. BENTON said he did not consider the in- 
crease necessary for the regular army. He ealeu- 
lated that about one-half of the 50,000 volunteers 
i| would be attached to the army. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, then moved as 
an amendment that the following clause be added: 
| & Except such of said appointments as shall have 
‘been made from the line of thearmy;”? and made 
some remarks in support of it. 

Mr. CASS followed in support of the bill, 

_ Mr. CRITTENDEN agreed that a mero per- 
sonal question showld not be mixed up with tho 
general question. They were to discriminate be- 
tween the regular service and one such ak was now 
ealled inta existence. The object was to unite 
them in the most efficient manner. He thought 
that it ought not to be adopted asa general rule, 
that the appointments were to be made from the 
army alone. That would be to shut out the twenty 
millions and take only the few thousands. The 
question was whether the two forces should he so 
united as that the temporary would not interfere 
with that intended to be permanent. The Pres- 
ident, therefore, ought to be unrestricted in his se- 
lection. Where was the difficilty of so arranging 
it as that those taken into the service now, should 
be disposed of at the close of the war? ‘They were 
not employed ‘for a job.” The Constitution said 
there were to be nostanding armies. ‘The soldiers 
were enlisied—the officers received commissions— 
“for the war.” ‘Those on the permanent estab- 
lishment. were not to be displaced by those taken 
into employment now. He did not sce the neces- 
sity of the increased number of generals, but that 
point he deferred to the better experience of others. 
Nor was it very important, perhaps. [t wasat all 
events proper to give the Executive all the reason- 
able means it desired at this crisis. He did not 


pretensions of the two classes of officers, should 
not be adopted. By adopting it the interests of all 
were promoted and secured. The cessation of the 
commission of the new generals met exactly the 
exigency of the case. 

Mr. SIMMONS did not see the propriety of 
precluding the award of the nation’s gratitude 
from being given to the officers at the close of 
the war. It appeared to him that the general offi- 
cers should be increased according to the necessity 
of the case. : 


the subject, it was his opinion that the first section 
should be allowed to stand just asit was, He saw 
more difficulty in making any modification of it, 
than in taking it just as it was. The amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland would appear very. 
'! just and reasonable—that was, taking his amend- 


pearance of” 


greater number of officers than regularly disciplined ` 


It would not do to place some of 4 


see why the amendment separating the rights and | 


Mr. WEBSTER. next addressed the Senate. | 
From the best reflection he had been able.to give | 


5i 
{ 
} 


{ 
| 
| 


that there was any injustic 
well conceive that it might 
injustice and ‘inconvenience, 
brigadier generals coming from civil life might-de-" 
velop such talent that: he: would: be the very last,” 
man. whose services ‘the country would desire to" 
lose. He did not think: they could foresee events; 
he did not think. that they. could foresee the devel- 
opment of military character so: cleatly asto. be” 
able to prescribe any rule which it would beneces- ` 
sary to adopt when the time came for ‘the reduc- 
tion of the army. ‘With regard, thevefore, to the 
first section, he would, with ull respect to the: gen~ > 
tlemen better informed, who had:taken a different’: 
view of it, vote for it just as it was. “Without 
intending any formal opposition to any other part 
of this bill, he would say that hé would have much 
preferred that a different view had been taken of 
the means of raising an army for the temporary 
and. occasional purpose ‘created by. the present 
state of affairs. He knew. very) well what had 
been the history of their legislation ‘on the sub- 
ject of using the militia of the States’ ever since’ 
the adoption of this Constitution: "The practice,” 
was borrowed fromthe. revolutionary “period 
and had ‘been: continued with: some. very ecided ' 
advantages, but also many serious disadvantages— 
much unpleasant. collision, as they knew... Now, 
it appeared tò him: that aber would have acted 
somewhat more wisely if they had: proceeded 
upon the true line of their policy, ‘as prescribed 
hy the Constitution. They were authorized to ` 
raise and support armies, bound by'no rule: but 
the discretion of Congress. That was a large, and 
broad, and unqualified power, Congress was.also - 
authorized by the Constitution to call forth the mi- 
litin of the States—for the militia was the militia of 
the States—to repel invasion, suppress insurrec- 
tions, nnd execute the laws. In the present bill, 
and that passed the other day, these- persons were | 
spoken of as volanteers. All were volanteers in. 
thé militia proper—all were volunteers in the ser- 
vice of the United States—unless it-were the militia 
of the States, called into the service of the United: 
States for the exigency provided for in the Consti- 
tution, and that service was compulsory—the only — 
compulsory service under this Government, In. 
his opinion, then, it would have been better to have 
had all the military forces, regular or provisional, 
employed and paid by the Government of the Uni- ” 
ted States, officered by the United States Govern- 
ment. In other words, it appeared to‘ him that it 
would have been more consistent with : the. ac- 
knowledged power of Congress if these troops had 
been called into the service, and the officers been 
commissioned by Congress. itself, leaving them 
just as much volunteers as they now were. Tle 
had heard no objection to that except that the prac- 
tice in the States had been that the volunteers se- 
lected their company officers, and that by the latter 
the field officers were selected, That could be done 
just as well ina yrovisional army under the sánge 
tion of a law of Congress, as hot. But there. would 
always be considerable inconvenience in having 
forces paid by the United States and commissioned : ` 
by State authority. He did not know how far 
they might be able to go on with that system, and 
avoid some great inconvenience. The bil autho- `` 
rized the President to accept the service of citizens 
by regiments, battalions, squadrons, and compa- 
nies. A brigade was to consist of two regiments— 


n that; ‘but, he coul 
ad to great personal 
because one of 


cone might be raised in Ohio and the ‘other m In-" 


diana. “The service of these regiments is accept- 

ed—who was to command them? According to, 
the proposed law the President. was to designate.’ 
the general officer out of the militia of the States: 
What did that come to? Why, -to` this:-thata~ 
brigadier gencral of Indiana—a brigadier only byi 
State authority—commands the Ohio: troops. in 
the service’ of the United States! It struck-him: 
that a serious difficulty: thus Jay. in- their ways 


evertheless: it 


said, his purpose to offer any formal 
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the bill. They would grow wiser by experience; 
and if the war should last—which God forbid !— 
they would. see the propriety of having a provis- 
jonal army .for short enlistment, kept a distinct 
corps for all purposes of promotion and organiza- 
tion, destined or expected to be temporary and oc- 
easional in its use and character, but nevertheless 
officered by the Government of the United States 
or the election of the soldiers and subordinate offi- 
cers is considered advisable, just as well as by the 
authority’ of this Government or of the States. 
Then there would be. difficulty expected in exe- 
cuting the fourth section of the recent law—how- 
ever modified by the present—in some of the 
States. The President, by the law passed ‘the 
other day, was authorized to accept the services 
of volunteers by regiments, &c. In some of the 
States the militia was local. Yt was so in the State 
of Massachusetts. ‘There might be—he did not 
know that there was—some provision by which 
the Governor might organize volunteer corps, but 
they were annexed—attached. Their (Massachu- 
setis) militia was a local system altogether. His 
desire would be, then, that this bill would be made 
amendatory of the other, so as to make suitable 
provision for such cases. 

Mr. CASS made a brief explanation in reply to 
remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
Simmows,} and then, as it was late in the day, the 
subject was passed. over informally; and on mo- 
tion, the Senate went into Executive session. 

After a short time spent with closed doors, they 
were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, May 26, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

_ Mr. J. B. HUNT, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported back (on leave) the Senate bill 
entitled “An act to apply certain alternate sections 
“of the public domain to works of internal im- 
‘provement in the State of Michigan,” with 
amendments, 

The bill and amendments were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Horkins, of Virginia, in the 
chair.) g S ` 

THE ARMY OF OCCUPATION. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved that the unfin- 
ished business of, yesterday, being the civil and 
diplomatie appropriation bill, be laid aside for a 
moment, in order to take up the joint, resolution 
introduced by him yesterday, tendering the thanks 
of Congress to General Taylor and the army under 
his command, for the recent operations on the Rio 
Grande. 

The resolution, he hoped, would occupy but a 
moment. . 

Mr, HARALSON suggested the propriety of 
delaying action on the resolution until the House 
should haye received (as probably it would do in 
the course of the day) a communication from the 
President of the United States covering copies of 
the despatches recently forwarded to the Govern- 
ment from the army of occupation. The House 
could then act understandingly on the whole sub- 
ject, and give a proper direction to it. He trusted 
it was well known that he had no disposition to 
delay action on this matter. All he wished was 
that the House should have the papers before it. 


Mr. BRINK ERHOFE waived his. motion for |; 


the present. i 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The committee resumed the consideration of the 
bill “ making appropriations for the civil-and diplo- 
< matic expenses of Government for the year end- 
‘ ing. the 30th day of June, 1847, and for other pur- 
< poses. a 

The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
Boyp to amend the following item, to wit: ` 

‘For the erection and. completion of thé marine 
‘ hospitals at Pittsburg, Louisville, and Cleveland, 
‘ fifty thousand dollars,” 

By inserting after the word ‘ Louisville” the 
word “ Paducah.”’ . 

Tellers were ordered. 


Mr. CROZIER advocated the amendment. Pa- 


; which it came. 


‘bers of the Democratic 


ducah was situated at the mouth of the Tennessee. 


river, and he therefore wished to say, a word or 
two on the amendment. He was glad it had ‘been 
moved, particularly considering the source from 
x He recollected that when the mo- 
tion bad formerly been made by him for an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Tennessee 
river, thé gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyn] 


-was all utter supineness—the most profound leth- 


argy. He was glad the gentleman seemed now to 
be roused so far as to be ready to stand up for the 
rights of the people of the Tennessee valley. Be- 
lieving that the present motion would operate as 
an entering wedge to future measures for the im- 
provement of that important stream, he should 
give the amendment his most hearty support. If 
the gentleman from Kentucky should advocate this 
object with the fervor he was wont to display on 
subjects which he advocated, Mr. C. had no doubt 
of ultimate success; for his example could not but 
exert a powerful influence on other gentlemen who 
were, or ought to be, interested in the improvement 
of the river. _He hoped, especially, that it would 
have its due effect on a gentleman from Alabama, 
(Mr. Hovusrox,] who, on the occasion he had 
alluded to, had at first exhibited much life and ani- 
mation in favor of the appropriation, and who had 
advocated it by the employment of the celebrated 
Soeratic mode of argument, viz. by asking ques- 
tions and putting inquiries caleulated to bring out 
facts, and so remove objections out of the way. 
But greatly had Mr. C. been mortified on finding 
that when the time for decision and for action 
came, that gentleman assumed the attitude of a 


i most unmasterly inactivity; for, although present 


in the House, and within the bar, he had voted 


| neither “ay” nor “no? He hoped, however, 
| 
that the example now set would not be wholly lost 


upon him. Irom the course pee by those 
who should have been the friends of the measure, 
but who had, in the hour of need, proved them- 
selves false friends, united with the open hostility 
of its avowed enemies, the measure had been lost 
under the overwhelming power of numbers. 

Mr. C. could not suffer the occasion to pass 


į without indulging in this allusion to a course which 


had appeared to him at the time somewhat extra- 
ordinary. fIe made these remarks in all good 
feeling. 

Mr. C. expressed his hope that on a question of 
appropriation for rivers and harbors, they should 
have the true issue presented to the people of Ten- 
nessee. Heretofore, upon the stump, the mem- 

arty had declared that it 

‘was an item of the ereed. of that. party to go dead 
against all appropriations for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. But how they could announce 
such to be Demoeratic doctrine in Tennessee, and 
et when they came here found the Democrats of 
Michigan, and the Democrats of Minois, and the 
Democrats of Pennsylvania and of New York, and 
of States sufficient to outnumber by far all the 
Democracy of the South, declaring it to be Dem- 
ocratic doctrine to go for rivers and harbors, Mr. 
C. could not understand. In this House there 
were fifty-one good Democrats who went for the 
river and harbor bill. After this he hoped he 
should hear no more of its being a part of the 


Democratic creed to oppose all appropriations for | 


objects of that character. He wanted to have that 
issue fairly made before the people of Tennessee. 
He wanted to see whether these gentlemen would 
undertake to strike out the bounds of the Dem- 
ocratic party for all members of the party at the 
North. R 

One of his colleagues had maintained that it 
would be a great disadvantage to the people of 
Tennessee to have a canal dug round the Muscle 
Shoals; because they now had the markets of 
Georgia and South Carolina, and that it was their 
interest to keep out from access to that market 
the people of Indiana, and Iinois, and Missouri, 


! and Arkansas, lest they should share it with them. 


He had heard that doctrine advocated for these 
twenty years. How illiberal, how narrow, how 


short-sighted was such a view. He could demon- |, 
‘strate, on the contrary, that the true interest of the 


people of Tennessee was to throw down all bar- 
riers and open the market to the whole West. 
When Tennessee had a good crop, it would alone 
glut the markets of Georgia; but he wanted to see 
a great commercial emporium built up in the South. 
If they could have all the products of Ilinois, and 
Indiana, and Missouri poured in by a free access 


from the West, sucha city would rise there, and 
would soon: present a market not for Tennessee 
only, not for the western States, but for the whole 
world. Give East Tennessee a market like this, 
and her prosperity would. be secured. What they 
wanted was more buyers; and if the obstacle of the 
shoals was once removed, they would have access 
to the markets of the whole world. In New York, 
such was the competition for western products, 
that wheat would bring $1 25 at the very time that 
in East Tennessee it was, selling for 37 cents. Had 
they a great commercial city in the South, the 
same rise in prices would soon take place. there. 

There was another reason why he felt so anx- 
ious for the removal of this obstruction. His col- 
league [Mr. Srawron] represented one of the best 
iron districts in the United Staies. They could 
make iron ten dollars a ton cheaper than it could 
be made in Pennsylvania, because of the cheap- 
ness of provisions—corn being plenty at ten cents 
the bushel. This cheapness was owing to the fact 
that they had no market for their.products. Re- 
move this obstruction, and that want would vanish 
withit. They, therefore, who set themselves in op- 
position to the appropriation for that object ought, 
if they understood the true interest of ‘Tennessee, 
to have been the first to vote in its favor. They 
could send iron down the river, as well as by a 
railroad, and far cheaper. They possessed as much 
ingenuity, industry, and enterprise as any people, 
and were sure of success, could they but enjoy a 
fair competition. a 

When Mr. C. had moved an appropriation for 
the Tennessee river, his colleague from the Mem- 
phis district [Mr. Sranron] had, by his vote, sur- 
prised all his friends, both Whigs and Democrats. 
The gentleman had said he should vote for the bill. 
This greatly surprised his Democratic friends; but 
after swallowing the whole bill, the gentleman had 
as greatly surprised his friends among the Whigs, 
hy declaring that he could not vote for the item for 
Tennessee river. . 

The views expressed by the gentleman from Al- 
abama [Mr. Hovsron] had done greater injury to 
the success of an appropriation for the removal of 
the obstacle in the navigation of Tennessee river 
than any or all others that had been made. 

Mr. Č. had supposed that he had got a strong 
hold upon the Democratic votes of the House when 
he brought out the fact that this very object of the 
improvement at the Muscle Shoals had been the 
only item of internal improvement for which Mr. 
Polk had voted when a member of the House of 
Representatives; but, to his amazement, that gen- 
tleman .had repudiated the Baltimore Convention, 
and every past act of the President. The gentle- 
man had said that the President was a manof such 
independent, firmness, that if this item for the Ten- 
nessee river should be inserted in the bill, he would 
certainly put his veto upon it. Such an intimation, 
coming from such a quarter, was well understood; 
and whether so intended or not, had done more to 
defeat the appropriation than anything else brought 
against it, 

Mr. C. said he had discovered that gentlemen, 
when they got here, instead of acting just as the 
interests of their constituents required, first looked 
to a certain white house about a mile from the Cap- 
itol, and took their subsequent course accordingly. 
Whisperings and inuendoes and hints were circu- 
lating through the House, to the effect that if this 
appropriation was in the bill, it would certainly be’ 
vetoed,.and these were traced particularly to his 
colleague. ; 

Mr. C. was anxious that this appropriation for 
Paducah should carry. He hailed the appearance 


| of a ray of light breaking from so unexpected a 
| quarter. 


Paducah was situated at the mouth of 
this important stream, and was therefore destined 
to be a great thoroughfare for the trade of the 
West. He gave the gentleman from Kentucky 
much*eredit for his forecaste: he seemed, in this, 
to agree with the President, who in 1828 had acted 
on the same anticipation. They both seemed to 
have a prophetic spirit, and to have foreseen that 
the produce of the West was destined at some fu- 
ture day to seek that outlet to the ocean in prefer- 
ence to the route by New Orleans. The Govern- 
ment, however, moved ata snail’s pace, and “he 
was glad that this. matter of an appropriation for 
Paducah had thus been taken in time. He hoped 
the Democrats in the House would with one ac- 
cord put their shoulders to the wheel. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, disclaimed any 


intention of following the gentleman from Tennes- 
see in all his windings and twistings. He hoped 
he never should be found ready to follow any gen- 
tleman whose whole aim scemed to be to build up 
a little contemptible party interest and make a 
small amount of political capital for his own ad- 
vantage. What could have been the object of the 
gentleman in lugging in this past transaction of an 
appropriation for the Muscle Shoals on a question 
of erecting a marine hospital at Paducah? What- 
ever might have been the gentleman’s object, he 
might assure himself of this, that he could have 
done nothing more fatal to that which he professed 
to have in view. 

Mr. H. went on to observe that the gentleman 
scomed not a little disposed to represent a part of 
Mr. Hes district, or at least supposed that Mr. 
H. was incapable of doing sò. Mr. H. believed 
he knew how to represent their wishes; and it ap- 
peared that they thought so, too, for they had 
twice elected him to do so. But if they were in- 
clined to lay him aside, he could tell that gentle- 
man that he would stand but a poor chance with 
them as a candidate: he did not believe the ventle- 
man would be even their second choice. Mr. H, 
had explained to his people what his course would 
beon this appropriation for the Tennessee river, 
LHe had told them he could not, with a goad con- 
science, vote for it, although he knew they were 
very anxious he should do so. He had declined 
voung, because, though he could not conscientious- 
ty vote for the measure, he did not like to stand in 
the way of their obtaining their. desire. They 
knew his course and fully understood the whole 
matter, ` 

Mr. ET. said the gentleman bad given very plain 
proof how conscientious he was as to the power of 
the [Government to make these works of internal 
improvement, by asking, as soon as his motion for 
the ‘Tennessee river was rejected, to know whether 
it would be in order for him to move a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote he had given for some improve- 
ment at the North, ‘The gentleman was willing, 
if the ‘Tennessee river was in the bill, to vote for 
the whole; but, so soon'as that was out, He could 
not vote the other appropriations. . The gentleman 
believed in his conscience, as firmly as Mr. EL. 


did, that the appropriations were unconstitutional, | 


Mr. STANTON said the gentleman had brought 
up this appropriation at a tine most unpropitioas, 
and because he did not sneeced, had andertaken to 
eall Mr.S. to account. The gentleman ’s assumed 
mortification at his course seemed tobe hut skin- 
deep. After brooding over the matter for more 
than a month, and nursing his wrath to keep it 
warm” all that time, he now came and poured it 
out upon his head, and tried to stir up his party 
friends against his course. Mr. S. dwelt on the 
difficulty in some cases of deciding between objects 
ofa national and of a local character. There was 
one circumstance which some gentlemen might 
have thrown into the balance in the ease ofthe 
‘Tennessee river, viz. that the Legislature of Ten- 
nessee had voted almost unanimously in favor of 
recommending its improvement; and he had de- 
clared, at the time the gentleman alluded to, that, 
if an independent proposition should be introduced 
for the distinct object of improving that river, he 
should vote for it. Astoits having been whis- 
pered through the FIouse that the President would 
veto the bill if this item were continued in it, Mr. 
S. did not know on what authority this assertion 
was made. Mr. S. had never said so. He knew, 
indeed, that Mr, Polk was opposed to the general 
principle of carrying on internal improvement by 
the General Government, and a long course of 


public life had shown to him, as well as to Mr. S., 4] 


that nothing resulted from it but consequences the 
most pernicious. He had heard it said by certain 
gentlemen of the Tennessee delegation that they 
believed the President would veto the bill, and that 
certain Senators were keeping it back until previ- 
ous action should be had upon the tariff; but Mr. 
S. did not believe any such thing. He had no 
idea thatit was true. It was indeed true that, 
when the river and harbor bill was up, Mr.S. had 
voted differently from many gentlemen of his own 
poner! party; but he hoped never to be so bound 

y party tes as that he could not vote his own 
hoifest opinions. ~ But who was the gentleman who 
tock him to task ?- Who was it that came here, a 
month after‘the occasion was past, and in a studied 
Spetch sought to attack his course?“ He had de- 
clared that he would vote, for the measure as an 


| independent proposition; and when he was told 


upon ag that which was to be pursued, he bad 
voted for it. What more could hedo? He had 
no authority. to say that the President would veto. 
the bill; he did not know then, nor did be now, 
that he would do so. All he had said on that point 
was from Mr. Polk’s. public acts and declarations, 


mittec on Naval Affairs had reported a bill for the 
erection of a marine hospital at Memphis. He 
would now make a bargain with the gentleman— 
if Mr. Crozier would vote for that, then he would 
vote for the improvement of the Tennessee. river; 
but whether he (Mr. Crozwr] would: vate “for 
Memphis or not, he [Mr..Srawron] would vote 
for the Tennessee river. 1 : i 

Mr. CROZIER rejoined. If n month had 
elapsed, as the gentleman complained, since the 
date of his former métion, it was only because 
he conld no earlier gét an opportunity of introdu- 
cing his present remarks. He was speaking: not 
in a personal but merely a political sense, and in 
that view he thought he had made a fair hit at his 
colleague. 


he very severe, had accused him of over-zeal for 
the object he desired, and had intimated that it was 
injuring the object instead of promoting it. He 
admitted it to he his natural fault; but he thought. 
it was at least balanced by the over-frigidity of the 
gentleman in this matter, Could they be amalga- 
mated into one, be presumed it might makea per- 
fect member of the House of Representatives, He 
had never understood the gentleman to he s0 cau- 
tious a person before, nor should he have suspect- 
ed it now. The gentleman was certainly under 
great obligations ta him for so good an opportuni- 
ty to explain. ‘The gentleman said he had sold 
Himself for this matter of the Tennessee river. 
Well, if he had, he had at Jeast gota good price, 
for he-had got sixty votes. Now, he feared that 
if he wanted to sell the gentleman from Alabama 
he could get nothing for him. The gentleman, 
| though believing a constitutional question to be 
involved, had not had the honesty to vote accord- 
ing to his convietions; nor, on the. other hand, had 
he the courage to vote in view of the question of 
expediency. Tf it was the test ofan honest course 
to do nothing, the gentleman might plume himself 
‘on his honesty, but he believed many would differ 
from him jn that opinion. The gentleman seemed 
to think that Mr. C. arrogated to himself to repre- 
sent Mr. TJ. ’s district. He did not really think 
that wasa thing he could do; and the gentleman 
paid him no compliment in supposing he had any 
such object of ambition. 

He fally agreed that he could not even hope to 
come off second-best as a candidate for their favor. 
With their present polities it would he utterly im- 
possible for him to represent them. The gentle- 
man, however, thought that he represented them 
exactly; and it might be so. _ If they sent the gen, 
| tileman here not to vote at Allon questions which 

nearly concerned them, he certainly did represent 
them; but if they sent him to act upon suc 


neither one way nor the other, he did not represent 
them. So the tremendous moral courage of which 
the gentleman had spoken had operated to place 
him exactly in medio, and bad stimulated him to 
do nothing.. Mr. C. readily admitted that it did 


man to adopt such a course. 

Mr. HOUSTON gave the gentleman much credit 
at least for candor in so frankly confessing that he 
had sold himself for Tennessce river and for his 
|i sixty-three votes, But Mr. H.had not charged 
the gentleman with selling himself; he had merely 
said, what the gentleman dare not deny, that he 
had heen willing to take the bill if the Tennessee. 
river was in it; but as soon as that appropriation 
was out of the bill he then very conscientiously 
opposed it. Mr. H. had made no inquiry of the 
gentleman who reported the bill whether his friend 
had gone to him to sell himself, but the gentleman 
had volunteered to admit that he did sell himself 
for a good price, and had got sixty-three votes by. 
| the bargain. 
tified in making such a confession. .He feared 
that the gentleman’s district would fot, atthe next 
election, give him fifty votes; nor at ‘the: election 
following more than thirty, until at length he had 


become a drug in the market.. As tothe gentleman 


that the plan formerly reported Had: been agreed 


when he was a member of this House, ‘The. Com- 


The gentleman from Alabama had attempted to | 


ach ques- | 
tions, then it was most manifest that, in voting. 


require tremendous moral courage for an honest |} 


Now Mr. EF. should have felt mòr- |} 


moved ay amendme inse 
ducah, but whose ‘amendime: 
now. tadk occasion. to, correct 
fact, which, as. : 
The -title to.the-site 
to the Attomey, Geb 
had examined it arid rep 
money had ‘been paid in’ 
deeds for the property were 
-This removed the objectso' 
been relied upon. 3 o TA iy Pee TPR 
My. WENTWORTH. sajd, there;ought to be 
more marine, hospitals established, but the main 
difficulty seemed to he in ascertaining the proper. 
location for them. ‘He spoke of the great neces- 
sity of moré hospitals upon the Jakes as welas. 
the-rivers, and more particularly upon Lake Michi- 
gan... The sailors there had been. paying hospital 


for them to get one cent’s advantage. ` There be- 
ing no port. of entry on Lake Michigan, there was 
no one. anthorized to Collect: avid disburse this. 
money. Consequently, it not u juently hap- 
pened that sailors who. had paid hospital mon 

all their lives, were, at Jast, left to the charities of 


thought. Government should be more liberal in ma- 
king hospitals, or it should cease extorting money 
from the sailors, | AS no new appropriation would 
he in order in this bill; he hoped the Chair would 
decide it, in order to allow a proposition inserted 
for a board of commissioners tò report the best 
practicable point. foran hospital on the Olio, on the 
Mississippi, and Lake Michigan, giving estimates 


small,.as Government already 

owned a very kood 

Jarse number of sailors in that partes- ii - 
Mr. GARRETT DAVIS advocated the 


tion; but the Government had ; 
that spot years ago, Why abandon it how? 
denied, or-could deny, that it was one of theme 
suitable spots on all.the. western, waters for a. pu 
“pose ofthe hind. Tt had been opposed because is : 
was in the State-of Kentucky, and Kentucky had 

already an, hospital at Louisville. But. this was 


| an objection more nominal than réal. Paducah was 


three hundred miles from Louisville, and was at. 


and an hospiti there would bo practical 
effect an hospital for Tennessee and not 
tucky. ; i 

The question being now taken on Mr, Boyp’s 


y and ‘in 
‘or Kon- 


noes 46; but no quorum voted. 

By common consent the question was put again, 
when it was. carried in the affirmative: ayes 69, 
noes 46. i : 

So the amendment of Mr. Boyn prevailed. 

Mri DARRAGH, after explaining that the fifty 
thousand dollars in the bill was intended to make’ 
up a former deficiency to cover three different sites: 
namely, one. at Pittsburg, one ‘at Louisville, and 
one at Cleveland—observed that, as Paducah was 
now added, it would be necessary to augment: the 
appropriation; and he would accordingly; at the’ 
proper time, move to increase it. from fifty? to 
seventy-five thousand dollars, : RB Se GES 

Mr. DAVIS, of ‘Mississippi, now. repeating:the: 
explanation he had: formerly.given respecting’ thé 
title to asite at Natchez, moved. further to amend 
the bill by inserting the word * Natchez? os: 

The question being put on this amendment; the 


The question, however, being by consent’put a 


67, noes 61. F ; EAE 
Mr. FARAN moved to add an appropriation. of: 


-Cincinnati. He explained the facts of: the cage. 


for cach one, The expense of an hospital at Chi- 
| ergo would be ver 


r l a LAPPros , 
priation for Paducah, It was not a new. ques- 
paid fora site: on, - 


motion to insert “ Paducah,” the ayes were 54, - 


‘money for many. years, and yetitavas impossible: - 


tho world, or sent. to die in.a poor-liouse., Ele. 


site, and: there are always a... 


the month of the Cumberland and Tennessce rivers, 


ayes were Gl, the noes 48; but -no quorum ‘voted. 


second time, the amendment was agreed to; ayes 


fificen thousand dollars to enlarge the hospital at’: 


stating that that building Kad been erected in 1820,. . 
and had been. supported bya tax,on thehoatmen 


1846. 
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that it did not, the amendment was ruled out of 

order, inasmuch as appropriations in the general | 
appropriation bill. could, only be for objects pre- 

viously. sanctioned by law.. ` s 

Mr: BOW EIN then presented the followings 

“For the purchase of a site; or a site and build- 
** ings, as the President, of the United ‘States may; 
“deem best, for a marine hospital at or near the 
* city of: St.Louis; Missouri, the sum. of seven 
«thotisand four ‘hundred and sixty-eight dollars, 
* being the same sum heretofore appropriated for a 
Gike purpose, by the act of Congress approved 
t August 29, 1842, and reverting to the. treasur 
«without being applied to the purposes for whieh 
‘it was appropriated.” ` ù 

Mr. BOWLIN explained that in 1837 Congress 
had appropriated seventy thousand. dollars for the 
expenses of a board of commissioners, who were 
to select and purchase proper sites for marine hos- 
pitals on the western waters. That board, in ful- 
filling its duties, had fixed on St. Louis as one of 
the sites, and had. contracted for the proper site; 
but, owing to delays which had occurred in closing 
the transaction, the money appropriated had  re- 
verted’ to the treasury; the object of the present 
amendment was to re-appropriate the necessary 
sun, 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment not to be in 
order. web ot i 

Mr. GROVER now moved to strike out the 
whole item. as amended. 

Mr. GROVER expressed surprise at the favor 
which these appropriations for hospitals seemed 
now to receive, and said he should have had little 
doubt at the commencement of the session, that a 
motion to strike out such an-appropriation would 
have received a vote of two-thirds of this House. 
He denied that there was constitutional power to 
justify this system. Under what clause of the 
Constitution would gentlemen find authority to 
make appropriations from the treasury of the Gov- 
ernment to support these poor-houses, which are 
dignified with the name of marine hospitals, at 
.various points? FIle examined, and argued to 
show the fallacy of those arguments by which it 
might be attempted to infer this power under the 
clauses of the Constitution authorizing Congress 
to declare war, and to regulate commerce and other | 
clauses; and contended for a strict construction of 
the Constitution, which would utterly reject all 
such appropriations. na 

In addition, it was unjust, Those citizens who 
lived at the heads, and on the gredt channels of 
commerce, who enjoyed all the means of wealth 
arising from trade, commerde, ‘and travel; should 
support their -own poor-houses. “He protested 
against the taxing -his constituents, and all of the 
interior of the country, who had to support their 
own poor, and those who were öccasional y thrown 
among. them, to aid these favored portions of the 
country for similar expenses, He ridiculed the 
appeals frequently made in behalf of such appro- 
priations, such ‘as: that of.‘ generosity,” upon 
which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Tuom- 
Asson] urged the appropriation for his State yes- 
terday. Generosity!’ It might be to those 

ortions Which. received the money, but robbery to 

is: constituents. "This Government had no more 
right to build these poor-houscs in Louisville, Pa- 
ducah, &c.,.than in China. If this disgraceful 
scramble for Governnient advantages and for Goy- 
ernment patronage, at different points, was to be 
continued, why. they of New. York would want 
hospitals erected on the line of their great channel 
of commerce, the Erie canal, at Utica, Buffalo, 
&c. No; he thanked God they did not ‘want 
them. New York was hot contaminated with 

dor-houses built by the General Government. 
She asked not for them. 2.0 0. 

He dissented from the general policy of this 
system of collections ‘for scamen—this system of 
exacting twenty cents. per. month of-all the sea- 
men of our country, for their whole-lives, because 
some of. their number might be sick andin need 
at some time. He urged, that improvideiice and 
extrayagance would. most certainly follow in the 
expenditures, and insisted: that those who wanted 
marine hospitals—as those who wanted the chan- 
nels of commerce cleared out—should. do it for 
themselves, as it would then be done ata much 
lower rate, and as the expense, sooner or later, 
by ‘direct. or indirect tax, must come upon the 
people. oa . iS 


appropriations, which was too widely favored in 
Congress by many, in order to make a pretext for 
continuing in force the present system of oppres- 
sive taxation.. But,as we had a war on hand, we 
should get rid of ourmoney. If heavy expenses 
would keep up the tariff, it would be kept up. 
They need not, therefore, resort to these lavish and 
indiscriminate. expenditures for “ marine hospi- 
tals,” internal improvements, &c. He hoped to 
see the time when this system of expenditures, if 
continued, would ‘€ ‘return to vex the tormentors;”” 
and that when a deficiency arose from this source, 
that it would be supplied by adirecttax. If there 
was a deficiency in the revenue, instead of keeping 
up the tariff and taxing the poor man’s tea and 
coffee, and other necessaries, and compelling him 
to pay more largely than the rich for the support 
of this system of extravagance, he hoped that his 
friend, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, would reach our John Jacob Astors 
and Abbott Lawrences by a direct tax, and he 
would vote for it. The moment we collected five 
millions by a direct tax, then. farewell to all your 
improvident legislation. The people would ask, 
then, what we wanted the money for; and when 
they were told, “O! it is for a poor-house at 
Cleveland, at Louisville, for the continuation of the 
Cumberland road, for the clearing out of the Mus- 
cle Shoals in Tennessce river,” &c., they would 
soon put their veto on these extravagances, and on 
the men who favored them. He argued at some 
length, and warmly, against this class. of appro- 
‘priations, and against the manner of log-rolling by 
which they were carried through—the connecting 
one appropriation with another-—the attempting to 
buy up the South Carolina men by sticking in an 
| appropriation for Charleston harbor, and then ho- 
ping to have their aid to slide a bill through of an 
entircly unconstitutional character. ETe represent- 
ed the urgency of attention to the tarif now. We 
|! were in war, it was said; but that was no reason 
why we should not cease to do evil and learn to do 
well, and relieve the country from the evils of this 
oppressive and iniquitous tariff. . 

THe warmly appealed to the Democratic delega- 
| tion from New York, as well as the entire party in 
Congress, to join as one man in the support of this, 
and the accompanying measures of rigid economy 
in the expenditures of Government and extensive 
reforms. Te hoped that they would vote to strike 
out these poor-houses, and in this that they would 
see an. earnest that they were coming back. to first 
principles—to what was honest and just, (and they 
hada long road to travel.) H this course was not 
‘taken by the whole Democratic party, he confessed 
he should blush when he got back. to his constitu- 
ents, and know not what apology to make. In 
conclusion, he renewed his appeal to his colleagues 
to go with uniformity.in behalf of these principles— 
the great principles of economy and reform to which 
the Democratic party was. pledged—and to resist 
all improper appropriations, whether their own 
| districts were to be benefited by them or not—the 
more if so, as they would then cxhibit greater 
moral firmness, and more patriotic constancy and 
devotion to principle. 

Mr. PAYNE, of Alabama, said he had signified 
his intention to make the motion which had been 
made by the genileman from New York, who had 
just taken hisseat. The gentleman, however, had 
| heen pronounced in order; and Mr. P. was happy 
that it had so happened, for he had certainly made 
one of the best speeches which had been heard in 
that House this session. The speech had the more 
value, as coming from the great and powerful State 
| of New York, a State whose representation, if it 
| could be thoroughly united in that House, would 
be almost irresistible; thrown, as it would be, into 
the proper seale. Mr. P. heartily united with the 
gentleman in the ardent hope he had expressed, that 
on the great questions which yet lay before the 
| House, the Democracy of New York would be 
| found as one man; should that most desirable end 
be attained, Mr. P. felt persuaded that a great good 
would have been achieved. ; 

The geutleman from New York was mistaken 
in supposing thatthe right to make appropriations 
for these marine hospitals could be claimed under 
the war power of the Constitution.” They had no 
connexion with a state of war... Those. men who 
were wounded in battle or who sickened during:a 
campaign never would come into these establish- 


e denounced the general system of extravagant 


mënts:. The right was claimed under another 
power of the Constitution--the power granted to 


i below the mouth of the Arkansas. 


| admit it, and where was it to stop? 


Congress to regulate commerce; a power which 


| Mr. P. supposed was indispensable, had, in his 
| opinion, proved more fruitful of evil than any other 


in that whole instrament. . Did a party desire the 
establishment of a National Bank, they immediate- 
ly sought to justify it under:the power to regulate 
commerce. Did they seek to.exercise the power 
of internal improvements by the General Govern- 
ment, this’ power: was their first-resort.. Did they 
want to dig a canal or buiid a railroad, they came 
to the same clause to find constitutional power; and 
now a-proposition was introduced to erect. marine 
‘hospitals on. our rivers on the same footing, and 
the House was engaged in a wretched squabble 
between. different points, each contending for a 
share in the spoil. Mr. P. thought that if it was 
proper to. erect such an institution, anywhere, it 
ought to be placed at Natchez, or at some point 
But he utterly 
denicd the existence of the power itself: Once 


The gentleman from- New York had denomi- 


i nated the hospitals poor-houses, and such in fact 
| they were. 


If it was lawful to erect them on our 
rivers, why was it notiequally lawful to erect them 
iin the interior of the còuntry? Why might not 
i Congress fix one in every county ?, If this power 
to regulate commerce was to be:interpreted in this 
way, it would soon come to be understood as au- 
thorizing the Government, to purchase commercial 
steamboats; and the next step, he supposed, would 
be the purchase of farms; and, finally, the mate- 
| rials of commerce would be purchased by Govern- 
;mentalso. This process of usurping unconstitu- 
tional powers was one which proceeded by de- 
grees; a bold, and open, and, avowed attack on 
their liberties would always be resisted by the peo- 
ple. It could only be by insidious attempts, by 
| small but unperceived advances, that their rights 
i could be undermined, until, while they were lulled 
in security, their whole liberty would be destroy- 
ed. Myr. P. insisted that it was high time to place 
some limits to this power.of appropriating money: 
| Possibly a resort to direct taxation might be the 
| best and the only remedy for the evil. Low that 
| mivht be he did not knows. but of one thing he 
was very certain, that the system of colecting 
revenue by indirect taxation tended powerfully to 
corruption. ‘The people did not resist it, because 
they did not feel the burdens they endured. . They 
knew that they were taxed, but no man knew 
what amount. of tax he did pay: Still, Mr, P. 
would. not quarrel’ so much with this mode of 
collecting revenue if taxes were laid for revenue 
only. Coan : 

This led him to present a question which he did 
not much like to ask, but which he felt it his duty 
to put, and that was; whether anything was to be 
done this session on the subject of our present 
| revenue system? That was a question that was 
| asked everywhere throughout our country. A re- 
í form of the existing system. was demanded, as he 
| believed, by nine-tenths of the Democracy of the 
country; and yet seven mionths have now passed 
by and no effort was made to meet that demand. 
A bill indeed had been reported some six weeks 
ago. It had been laid on the Clerk’s table, and 
there it still slept in the deep silence of. the. tomb. 
He hoped. that Congress would yet be aroused 
from its supineness on this subject... He trusted 


i they should not give it the go-by. He fervently 


hoped that a democratic House of Representatives 
was not about to disappoint. the well-founded ex- 
pectations of the people. : Padget 
Mr. P. had heard: the Baltimore Convention re- 
ferred to as declaring the foundations of the Dem- 
ocratic faith, and he had witnessed earnest calls 
on the Demociacy to march-ap to- the line there 
marked out. Without attempting to decide wheth- 
er a convention, called: for other objects, had a 
right to undertake to regulate the legislation of the 
couniry, he would say that, when an ‘issue, was 
made by such an assembly, and that same issue 


H was- afterwards. embodied. in. a bill before that 


House, it was the solemn duty of every man who 
approved the doings of the convention to redeem 


his pledge. when: called.to act-upon a bill.” 


Now, the Democratic ‘party had pledged itself 
at Baltimore on: the subject.of the. tariff, and Mr. 
:E. since then had travelled in various States of the 
Union, and had found the Democracy everywhere. 
unanimous in demanding that that pledge should 
be-met. For himself, he-united cordially with the 
Representatives of the great Democratic party in 


$ 
1 


No doubt all that avarice and cupidity could 
invent would be resorted to, to resist this result. 
There were millionaires who would band together 


to interpose every obstacle in the way. Some-of 
them had addressed the members of Congress, and 
were engaged in the herculean task of gulling the 
American people into the belief that a protective 
tariff would really advance their interests. He i 
should not allude to any private individual’ by 
name until he had done some overt act which re- || 
moved the restraints that delicacy would otherwise 
impose. Artifices were even now resorted to under 
the very eyes of Congress. A fair had been gotten 
up in this city, and free tickets had been presented 
to members, with a view to warp and bias their ji 
judgment, and thus to control the legislation of ji 
that House. The object obviously was, to induce |} 
Congress to keep up the protective policy. What |} 
were these individuals doing? 

Mr. P. was informed that they had crected a 
house five hundred feet in length and sixty in || 
width, and filled it with productions of American 
industry, to induce the people, if possible, to be- 
lieve that the protective policy would cause them 
to pay less for the articles of their consumption. 
Now, if any man should ever read what Mr. P. 
was saying—(and he did not speak for those who 
were here present; he did not care so much about 
their opinions, though he believed, even with re- 
gard to them, that, if every man who was himself 
a manufacturer, or even ‘personally interested in 
manufactures, could be removed from within these 
walls, there might be some hope of reaching the 
convictions even of that House)—he would put to 
that man this question: Could he believe that men 
would thus gather together, from the North and 
the South, from the East and the West, at such an 
immense expense, if the only object they had in 
view was to make the prices of their commodities 
lower? If, indeed, there was any man who could 
believe this, he must be hopelessly” lost.to all com- 
mon sense on this subject. But Mr. P. did not 
believe that there was any intelligent man in the ! 
country who did or could believe any such thing, 


j 
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| mittee had permitted a delay of seven months. He 


| move for the rising of the committee, to give wa 


Mr.P., however, had learned by bitter experience, 
that there was a wide and vast difference between 
men’s real opinions and the opinions which they 
expressed. 

But if these gentlemen should suceced in getting 
the people to believe so gross and palpable an ab- 
surdity as that high duties made low prices, then 
they would have annihilated the whole of their | 
own argument for prowenon: Could they estab- 
lish that position there would be a grand revolu- 
tion of parties in that House on the subject of the 
tariff, for then it would be the interest of the wana- || 
facturer to oppose the protective policy, and it |] 
would be the duty of Mr. P. and his friends to 
adopt it. But if, as some of them maintain, the 
tariff had no practical effect in raising prices, and | 
its diminution no practical effect in reducing them, j 
why could they not consent to the reduction as a 
means of calming the agitation of the country ? | 
If the protective tariff did not raise the prices of i 
the manufacturers, then to insist on its continuance | 
showed a most reckless disregard to the expressed | 
wishes‘of thirteen States of this Union. Mr. P. i 
could not doubt that with magnanimous unanimity ! 
these gentlemen would at once come forward and 
assent to the reduction, did not their interest stand 
in the way. If ever a proper opportunity were 
presented to Mr. P. he should do his endeavors to 
convince this nation that every dollar of tax im- | 
porod did increase to some extent what the people | 

ad to pay for the commodities they consumed. 

Mr. P; said that he should not have introduced 
these remarks had he witnessed any disposition on 
the part of gentlemen to whom the duty belonged 
to bring forward this measure. While every means | 
which avarice and ingenuity could invent were be- 
ing employed to sustain the present system, the 
bill for the reduction of the tariff was sill suffered 
te. sleep, : 

Some gentlemen were felicitating themselves with | 
„the idea that the present exigency of the public 


| am made to say things I did notin truth say, while the main 


| lowing: 
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service to meet the expenses of the war would fur- 
nish at least a valid excuse for setting this great 
measure aside. But Tet them lay no such flatter- 
ing unction to their souls. The friends of reduc- 
tion went on this. principle, that a reduction of 
duties would increase the revenue. A large class 
of articles now-excluded would then come inte the 
country and pay duty, while a large list of goods 
now free would also become a source of revenue. 

Mr. SEABORN JONES said that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means felt an anxious desire to 
bring forward the tariff bill, but they could not do 
this till the important appropriation hits were dis- 
posed of; and the very best course gentlemén could 
pursue to increase the delay, was to make long and 
irrelevant. spéeches on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. PAYNE said that he could not think that 
the speech of half an hour would very greatly pro- 
tract the bringing forward of the billafter the com: 


did not think it necessary on that ground to cut 
short his remarks; but he really felt so much ro- 
joiced to hear that the’Committce of Ways and 
Means were awakened from their slumbers, that 
he should not longer detain the House. 

Mr. COBB considered it very unfortunate thata 
debate should have been sprung upon the House 
ona matter wholly irrelevant to the bill before it. 
Ample opportunity would doubtless be presented 
for the discussion of that subject. With a view 
to bring the present debate to a close, he would 


for a motion to limit the debate and terminate it 
this evening. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr, 
Cogn, it prevailed: f 

Ayes 70, noes 63. age 

So the committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. COBB moved the usual resolution to close 
debate in Committee of the Whole at one o’elock 
P. M. to-morrow, (Wednesday.) 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to amend 
the resolution, by striking out at one o’clock P. 
M. to-morrow,” and inserting “ to-day at four 
o’clock P. M.” Mr. F. also moved the previous 
question. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved an adjournment. The 
eas and nays were asked for and refused. T'el- 
ers wore then ordered; they divided the House, 

and reported ayes 64, noes 72. 

And so the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table; and the yeas and nays being 
ordcred-— 

Mr. LEAKE asked to be excused from voting 
on the question, and gave his reasons for the re- 
quest; after which he withdrew it and voted on the 
question. 

The yeas and nays having been taken, there 
were, for laying the resolution on the table 73, 
against it 92, 

The previous question was then seconded; and, 
under its operation, the question was taken on Mr. 
Hovuston’s amendment by yeas and nays, and it 
was negatived: Yeas 43, nays 112, i 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

And so the debate on the general appropriation 
billis to be closed to-morrow, (Wednesday,) at one 
o'clock P. M. 

And the House adjourned. 


Messrs. Bram & Rives will favor me by 
inserting in the Congressional Globe my note of 
yesterday to the National Intelligencer, correctin 
the report of a debate between Mr. Crozier and 
myself on the 26th instant. I would like the note 
to come in with the report alluded to. 

GEORGE S. HOUSTON. 
May 29, 1846. i 
[From the Nationat Fntelligencer.}] 

House or REPRESENTATIVES, May 28, 1846. 


To rue Eprrors.—- Gentlemen : In your paper of yester- 
day morning your Reporter gave a report of the debate of 
the preceding day, between Mr. CROZIER and myself; but I 
was astonished to see the mutilated form in which my 
remarks had been presented to the public, and to find that I 


parts of my argument were omitted; the Reporter admitted 
the incorrectness of the report, and accounted for it from the 
fact that he had accidentally fost a portion of his notes, and 
had written my speech from recollection. ` 

In the report of Mr, CROZIER’S speech I find the fol- 


« Tho views expressed by the gentleman from Alabama 


‘ (Mr. Housron) had done greater injury.to the sugcess of i 
‘an appropriation for the removal of the obstacle in the 


‘that the same be 


‘navigation of Tennessee river 
thad been made? : 
- Also; ` i aE att BERL of 

“ The gentleman, though believing a constitutional -ques- 
‘tion to. be involved. : bad not had the honesty to vote accord- 


than- any of all others thas 


`< ing to his convictions; noron the’ ether hand, had he the 


‘courage to vote in view.of the question ofexpediency. Tf 
‘it was the testof an honest course to do. nothing, the gentle- 
Onan miglit. plume himself.on bis honesty, but we believed 
meny would differ from him in that opinion? ©" 

He is made in conclusion to say: VAARI 

tMr: T. readily admitted that-it did. require tremendous 
‘moral courage for an honest-man to. adopt such-a course?” 

T was an attentive listener to both. of his ‘speeches, and X 
am eure I heard no steh remarks; ‘others, ‘Who also gave 
him stréct attention, say they heard-none such. On yester- 
day I called Mr. Crozier’s notice to the: above. extracta, 
which I pointed out to him, and whieh he very. prompuy 
disavowed. I thought I- had’ correctly understood’ hiir as 
agrecing to make the correction by a note to the I hteHigeneer 
of this morning. He has not done so; for. the reason, as É 
am informed, that he intends, in a few days, to have a cot- 
rected copy of his remarks. published. Tn the meantime, £ 
feel it my duty to ask of you an carly place in your columns 
for this note. ieee : : 

Vexy respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ae “GEO. S. HOUSTON, 

The Reporter very frankly admits that the report in ques- 
tion was imperfeet, and may Nave done injustice to some of 
the parties concerned. Tris to be accounted for from the 
fact, which he as promptly stated to Mr, Hovs'ron, viż : thas 
by aceident a portton of the notes were mislaid. 


IN SENATE. 
Wernespay, May 27, 1846, 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying the establishment of a post- 
route from Clarendon, to Surrounded Hill, in that 
State;. which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office.and Post Roads. ; ' 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
petition of Thomas Bryant, heit of William Bry- 
ant, decensed, asking compensation ‘for’ tie naval 
services of his ancestor; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. f N 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. MANGUM submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed tor : 

Resolved, That the Serveant-at-Arms be autho- 
rized to employ the necessary force to work the 
ventilator on the dome of the Senate chamber, and 

paid for out of the contingent fund 
of tho Senate. : E a 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted an adverse report 
upon the petition of Philip Slaughter; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


The Act to amend an act approved June 17, 
‘1844, entitled An act to provide for the adjustment 
‘of land claims within the States of Missouri, Ar- 
t kansas, and Louisiana, and in those parts of the 
‘States of Mississippi and Alabama south of the 
‘3ist degree of north latitude, and between the 
‘ Mississippi and Perdido rivers,” was read a third 
time and passet. 

GREGON-—-THE ARMY. 


Mr. BENTON observed that it had been hig in- 
tention to resume to-day his review of the Oregon 
question, in continuation of his remarks submitted 
on Monday last; butas it was desirable that action 
should be taken upon the bill supplementary to the 
act providing for the prosecution of ‘the existing 
war with Mexico, he suggested that the latter 
should be first considered, and he (Mr. B.) would 
take to-morrow, or some other day, for. his pur- 

ose. x ; 

Mr. ATCHISON signified his intention, if the 
bill referred to came up, to ask Teave. to withdraw 
the amendment thereto submitted by him. He 
was entirely in favor of the object of the bill; and 
as all the amendments pending hung upon that 
submitted by him, and as it was desirable that.the 
bill should pass speedily, he, for the purpose of 
unanimity, would take the course already alluded 
to. Ý K 
The PRESIDENT stated ‘that there was no 
question before the Senate, oe : 

Mr. DIX suggested that the bill should be con- 
sidered by unanimous consent; whieh was agreed 
to. ; 3 Roane ae 
The supplementary bill alluded to was then con- 
sidered as in committee of the whole; when. 

Mr. ATCHISON’S motion for leave to with- 
draw his amendment was agreed ton °°" 0° 

The bill was then, on motion.of. Senators DIX 
and BENTON; amended: in various: partic lars, to 
read as follows: < aaa 
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A BILL supplemental to-an.act entitled. ‘f An act providing 
for the prosecution of: the existing. war between the Uni- 
ted: States and the Republic, of México,” and for other 
purposes. nt £ 


Be it. enacted. bythe Senate and House: of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, -That 
the President of-the United States be; and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to appoint, by.and with the advice and-‘consent. of 
the Senate, two- major-generdls and four brigadier-generals 
-in additionto:- the present military. establishment. 

“Sec. 2. And be it: further enacted, 'That.the President of 
the United: States: ba, and he hereby is, authorized to call 
-into ‘the ‘sérvice, under the act “approved May thirteen, 
‘eighteen hundred-and forty-six, such of the general officers 
of ‘the militia as the service, in his opinion, may require, 
andto organize into brigades and divisions the forces autho- 
-rized by said act, according to his discretion. .. . 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the field and staff 
of a separate battalion of volunteers, under the said act, 
shall be one lieutenant colonel or major, one adjutant, with 
the yank of lieutenant, one sergeant major, one quartermas- 
‘ter sergeant, andia chief bugler ‘or principal musician, ac- 
cording to corps. > ` i . 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States may limit the privates in any volunteer com- 
pany, according to his discretion, at from sixty-four to. one 
hundred; and that with every volunteer company an addi- 
tional second Jieutenant may be allowed and accepted. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That when volunteers 

. or militia are called into the service of the United States in 
such numbers that the officers of the quartermaster, com- 
missary, and medical departments, authorized by law, be 
not sufficient to. provide for supplying, quartering, trans- 
porting, and furnishing them. with the. requisite medical at- 
tendance, it shail be lawful for the President to appoint, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, as many additional 
officers of said departments asthe service may require, not 
exceeding one quarterinaster ‘and one commissary for each 
brigade, with the rank of major, and one assistant quarter- 
master, with the'rank of captain, one assistant commnissary, 
with the rank. of captain, one surgeon, and one assistant 
surgeon, for each regiment; the said quactermasters and 
commissaries, assistant quartermasters:and_ assistant com- 
missaries to give bonds, with good and sufficient sureties, 
for the faithful performance of their duties; arid they and the 
said surgeons and assistant surgeons to perform such duties 
as the President shall direct: Provided, That the said offi- 
cers shall be allowed the same pay and emoluments as are 
now allowed to ofticers of the same descriptions and grades 
in those departments respeetively; that they ho subject to 
‘the rules and articles of war, and continue in service only 
so lung as their services shall be required, in connexion 
with the militia and volunteers. 

Sro. 6. And be it further enacted, That, promotion, in the 
quartermaster’s department, to the rank of major, shall 
hereafter be made from. the captains of the army, and that 
appointments in the linc, and in tho general staff, which 
confer equal rank in the army, shall not be held by the 
same officer at the same time; and when any officer of the 

< staff, who may have been taken from the line, shall, in vir- 
tue of seniority, have obtained, or be entitled to, promotion 
to a grade in his regiment equal to the commission he may 
hold in the staff, the said officer shall vacate such staff com- 
mission, or he may, at his option, vacate his commission in 
the line. 5 Š 

Suc. 7. And beit further enacted, That the. aids-de-camp 
of the. major general commanding the army in time of war 
may be taken from fhe line, without regard to. rank; and the 
aids-de-camp allowed to other major generals. and brigadier 
generals may be taken from the grade of captain or subaltern; 
and that. the commanding or highest general in rank may, 


while in the. field, appoint a military secretary from: thé sub-- 


alterns of the army, who shall: havo the pay und emoluments 
of à major of cayalty for the time being.- - i 
Soc. 8 And be it further enacted, That the allowance for 
clothing. to ‘each non-commissioned musician and private of 
volunteers shall. be three dollars and fifty cents per month- 
during ‘the timé he. shall be in the service of the United 
States ee 3 s 
Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the non-commis- 
sioned officers; musicians, ard privates, of volunteers and 
militia, when ealed ‘into: the service of the United States, 
. shall be entitled to receive fifty cents in lieu of subsistence, 
and twenty-five cents in lieu of forage, for such as are 
mounted, for every twenty miles, by the most direct route, 
' from the period of leaving their homes to the place of gen- 
+. eral rendezvous, and from the place of discharge back to 
their homes. oy 
Suc. 10. And be it further enacted, That the colonel, or 
senior officer, of thé ordnance department, is authorized to 
-enlist for. the Service of that department, as many master 
. armiorers, master carriage makers, master blacksmiths, 
artificers, armorers, carriage-makers, blacksmiths, and ia- 
borers, as. the public service, in his judgment, under. the 
direction of the Secretary for the Department of War, may 
“require. iian A 
Mr. WESTCOTT submitted an amendment to 
thé- second section, giving the President of the 
United: States the power`to select. the particular 
- general officer of ‘the militia whom he would pre- 
fer, instead of calling -onthe Governors of the 
States for a general officer, which-was negatived. 
The bill, as above, was reported ‘to the Senate, 
the amendments. were -concurred’ in, andthe bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS, = 0 > 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, the 


bill providing for the. settlement of French: spolia- 

. tion claims was again- taken up, and the question 

on the amendment proposed was called for,-when - 

“. “Mr, SPEIGHT and others, signifying a desire to 
be heard upon said amendments, the bill was pass- 
ed over informally. i 
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AUGMENTATION OF THE NAVY. 


On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the bill. pro- 
viding for the augmentation of the naval force of 
the United States was taken up, and made the 
special order of the day for Monday next. 

On motion of. Mr. SEVIER, the Senate then 
went into Executive session, and, after some time 
spent therein, the doors were opened; : : 

When the bill supplementary to the act pro- 


| viding for the prosecution.of the existing war be- 


tween the United States and Mexico was read a 
third time, passed, and sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives.. 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF, REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 27, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read’ and ap- 

roved. 

Mr. HARALSON, on leave given, offered the 
following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to 
this House all. the official despatches which may 
have been received from General Taylor, com- 
manding the Army of Occupation on the Rio 


‘Grande, relating to the battles of the 8th and 9th 


instant. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Hamury, of Maine, in the chair, 
and subsequently Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of Government for the year ending the 30th day of 
June, 1847, and for other purposes. 

(The pending question was on the mation of 
Mr. Grover, to strike out the following item, as 
amended: : 

“ For the erection and completion of the marine 
hospitals at Pittsburg, Natchez, Louisville, Padu- 
cah, and Cleveland, fifty thotisand dollars.””] 

Mr. McCLELLAND took the floor; but yielded 
to 

Mr. FICKLIN, who gave notice of an amend- 
ment which he intended hereafter to offer. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said his object in address- 
ing the committee was not to enter into a general 
speech, or to continue the discussion of yesierday, 
but to explain the grounds on which he intended to 
offer two or three amendments which he should 
not hereafter have the opportunity to explain. He 
was instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
offer an amendment; which he caused to be read, 
and which: provided for the refunding to certain 
persons therein specified of duties collected con- 
trary to treaty stipulations subsisting between the 
United States and Portugal. 

Mr. PRESTON KING gave notice that he 
should, when offered, raise a question of order 
against these amendments, on the ground of irrel- 
evancy. 

Mr. McCLELLAND (continuing) apprehended 
there would be no difficulty on the ground of order 
in receiving these amendments, because they were 
based on treaties subsisting between the United 
States and Portugal. It was for the purpose of 
putting it into the power of the present Adminis- 
tration to carry out and fulfil these treaties. It was 
not for the benefit of these individuals mentioned, 
but for. the sake of preserving the honor of the 
country. He hoped, therefore, the gentleman from 
New York would not object. It was at the urgent 
request of the Secretary of State and the Secretary 
of the Treasury that the Committee on Commerce 
had passed upon the amendment. He had the let- 


ters from both these Secretaries now in his posses- |! 


sion; but as he wished to consume no more of the 
time of the committee than was necessary, he would 
only ask for the reading of the letter of the Secre- 


-tary of the Treasury. 


[The letter- was read by the Clerk.] - 

Wow, the reason why this money had not heen 
refunded by the Secretary of the Treasury was, 
that he considered himself prevented by existing 
laws. These excesses, collected at- the present 
time, were refunded; but under the construction 
which he placed upon the law of Congress, he did 
not consider himself authorized to go back and re- 


‘fand duties collected previously. The Committee 


on Commerce, taking into consideration all the facts 


-priety of both: 


presented by the Secretary of the Treasury, came 


Í to the conclusion that it was just and proper he 


should have this authority, and had reported ac- 
cordingly ;. and there was a proviso attached to the 
amendment, that he should not return the excess 
of duties, unless it was. right and proper for him 
so to do. ‘ a 

Another amendment:which he designed to offer 
was to affect the amendment to the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill-of 1844, in regard to in- 
spectors and other officers of the customs.. The 
amendment to that.bill of 17th June, 1844, limited 
the. number of these different officers to the number 
then-in the service. Since that, and during the pres- 
ent session, this number had been extended and in- 
creased by theacts we had passed in regard to Texas. 
Several applications also had been made from Flori- 
da and elsewhere, for additional inspectors; but the 
committee, notwithstanding ‘the recommendation 
of the Secretary to make an increase of thirty, had 
come to the conclusion not to recommend an in- 
crease, but the transferring of them from one point, 
where they could be spared, to others where they 
were needed. : 

[The amendment which he proposed, and the 
letter of the Secretary recommending this increase 
of the number of inspectors, &c., were read by 
the Clerk.] | De eh OE 

It would be perceived’ (continued Mr. McC.) 
that the Secretary of the Treasury asks for the 
power of increasing the number of these officers to 
thirty. The Committee on Commerce, on reflec- 
tion, came to the conclusion not to recommend 
such addition to the House atpresent, but to adopt 
the other. suggestion of the Secretary to give him 
the power of reducing the number at one point and 
increasing it at another. Upon the examination 
which they had been able to give—and it was true 
it was a mere cursory examination—they had been 
convinced that there were many points in the 
Union where the present number. was not neces- 
sary, and this number being reduced, would give 
him the power of increasing it-at other points. 
The amendment which he proposed to offer, did 
not reduce the number as limited by the appro- 
priation bill of 17th June, 1844, and as increased 
now by the acts passed in reference to Texas. 

Both these amendments, he might remark, had 
been shown to the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means—from which committee they 
should have come had time been allowed them for 
their examination—-and he-concurred in the pro- 

If the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, or some other person didnot, he would 
offer another amendment, to:strike out from line 
492 to 496, providing for increase of surveys in 
the mineral regions; and he would ask the Clerk to 
read a letter from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office showing its propriety. 

Mr. ASHMUN here raised ths point of order, 
that it was not in order to discuss amendments 
which were not now before the committee, but that 
the debate should be confined to the pending 
amendment. : È 

Mr. McCLELLAND. Not only that, but “ the 
state of the Union generally” is under consider- 
ation. 

The CHAIRMAN was understood to say that 
it had been the practice of the committee hereto- 
fore to allow a wide range of debate on pending 
amendments, and even the explanation of amend- 
ments which had not yet been offered, but strictly 
under the rule, until the various amendments were 
disposed of, the discussion of the pending one only 
was in order. i . a 

Mr. McCLELLAND suggested to Mr: A. that 
he had now concluded his remarks, and wished 
only the letter of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office read, and he should. resumé his seat, 
If, however, he insisted upon the strict application 
of the rales it would cut his friend [Mr, Stewart] 
‘off from the discussion of the tariff, and he (Mr. 
McC.) would submit toit.... 

Mr. ASH MUN insisted upon the application of 
the rules >> wT ss 

‘Mr. McCLELLAND accordingly resumed his 
seat, and thé letter was not-read. 

Mr. COLLAMER ‘rose, at this time, (he said,) 
without previous preparation, to reply to some of 
theremarks of yesterday (of Mr. Payne and Mr. 
Grover.) He alluded to the intimate connexion 
between the tariff as the source of révenue, and the 
appropriation bills which provided the mode of its 


THE 


expenditure, as a justification for his ente 


one he-had so often repeated, and was presented 
with such a degrec of confidence, that it required 
to be answered. It reminded him of the anecdote 
of the reply of a person when his parson asked him 
how he liked his sermon of yesterday. “Why,” 
said he, ‘Talways did like that sermon.” The 
fact was, he (Mr. C.) never did like that speech. 
The gentleman from Alabama contended that the 
idea that the inerease of duties would work a dimi- 
nution of prices was an absurdity. 

Mr. McCLELLAND hererose, and apologizing 
for interrupting his friend from Vermont, insisted 
that the same strictness of application of the rule 
should be extended to the gentleman as had. been 
to him. He raised the question of order, whether, 
ov the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Grovrr,] the gentleman could go into the 
discussion of the tariff. 


‘The CHAIRMAN remarked that it was very | 


difficult to draw the precise line to which debate 
should be limited. So intimate was the comexion 
between the tariff, which was the source of revenue, 
and the appropriations of revenue, that he did not 
teelat liberty to restrain the gentleman in the course 
of tho debate he had taken. 

Mr. MceCLELLAND said the decision of the 
Chair was in accordance with the ordinary prac- 
tice of the committee, He had merely called for 
the application of the same rule to the gentleman 
which had been enforced against him, (Mr. McC.) 

Mr. COLLAMER resumed his remarks, and 
proceeded to say, notwithstanding the gentleman 
considered it an absurdity, it was the fact that, in 
every single instance where a high specific duty 
had been levied, it decreased the price of the article. 
Le illustrated the operation of this principle, citing 
a practical instance to show that, by the reducing 
the extent of competition of the forcign article, and 
thereby enlarging the domestic market, it was for 
the interest of the manufacturer, although the price 
of his goods was thereby lowered—this reduction 
being more than made up by the inerease of sales. 


Th urrpatadoxisnl as it might appear, fects, he said, 
showed .it tobe trac that the, increase, of duty 


worked a decrease of. price. four ied wii 
: He briefly replied to. one or. two other points 
made by Mr. Payne and by Mr. Groven. 

Mr. STEWART next obtained the floor, and 
occupied it during the allotted hour, in reply to Mr. 
Payne, andin a general defence of the doctrine of 
a protective tariif. 
that they were to go through the regular appropri- 
ation bills, and then that the tarif bill was to be 

assed without debate, Anticipating this event, 
he had taken this occasion to take that course of 
remark which he had indicated. He had not heard 
the entire speech of the gentleman from Alabama, 
but he had read the report of it iu the Union, and 
from it he saw that the gentleman had appealed to 
the proceedings of the Bultimore Convention. 

: Mr. PAYNE rose, and (Mr. S. yielding the 
floor) said he had disclaimed, totally disclaimed 
appealing to the Baltimore Convention, or to the 
resolutions adopted by the Baltimore Convention, 
ag controlling the action of this Flouse. He had 
distinctly stated, that how far the action of a con- 
yention assembled for one purpose but thinking 
proper to act on. another subject, ought to control 
the action of a deliberative body, was a question 
he did not intend to discuss or determine upon. 
He said then, that when a convention. did meet, 
however, and did adopt resolutions approving a 
certain great measure, and the question was taken 
up before the people, discussed by the people, con- 
sidered by the. people, and the election turned upon 
it, that then the Representative was bound to carry 
out bis pledges as contained in the resolutions of 
the convention. 

; Mr, STEWART. Then the gentleman takes 
the, position that the Democratic party has been 
elected on. the pledge of repealing the tariff of 1842. 
And he says nine-tenths of that party are pledged 
to lts-repeal, . 

Mr. S. proceeded to say that he regretted these 
appeals to party, and urged that this should be 
considered a great American question, which soar- 
ed: above all party considerations. It was a strug- 
gle between ‘the. 
-~ fo which, of them -should control the American 

“market, o e a ano a : 
The. gentleman from Alabama spoke of the 


merican people and foreigners as | 


ng upon |. 
this course of remark at present. ‘The argument of |: 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Payne,] was |, 


not only among the manufacturers, but. the -agri- 
culturists, the laborers, and every class of the com- 
munity. To this principally he ascribed all the 
wealth and prosperity of England, aad the rapid 
growth and advancement of ovr.own country in 
times past, or that which we might hope for the 
future. Fle also maintained the doctrine that high 
protective duties make low prices, and referred to 
facts in proof of the position; and in a desultory 
course of remark laid down many other positions, 
and advanced many other arguments, in which we 
cannot at present follow him: i 

The hour of one having arrived, the committee. 
in pursuance of the 
proceeded to vote, i 

And the question was put on Mr. Darraar’s 
motion to strike out $50,000, and insert $75,000, 
as the appropriation for the erection of marine hos- 
pitals at Pittsburg, Louisville, Paducah, Cleve- 
land, and Natchez; and it was lost: ayes 56, 
noes 8R. 

Mr. LA SERE moved to add to the item the 
following : *¢ And for finishing the marine hospi- 
tal at MeDonoughsville,. opposite New. Orleans, 
$30,000? This was rejected. 

And the question was put on Mr. Grover’s 
motion to strike out the item for marine hospitals 
al Pittsburg, Paducah, Louisville, Cleveland, and 
Natchez; and there were—ayes 79, noes 77. So 
the item was strieken ont. a 

Mr. McKAY moved to insert the following 
items: 

“© Por repairs of that part of the eustom-house 
a Mobilo occupied by the United States courts, 
390. 5 
$ “For painting the marine hospital at Mobile, 


| and paving in front-of the building, #470. ~ 


“ For repair of the wall enclosing the hospital 
grounds at Norfolky $409.00 us Po te 
“ For ‘surveying and 
grounds at Natchez, 4390. 
“For the building or purchasing a revenue 


enclosing the hospital 


C „Ol ii cutter, to be employed on the coast of ‘Texas, 
It had been given out, he said, į 


412.000.” 


previous orders of the House, | 


Mr. DARRAGH moved to amend the amend- | 


ment by inserting an appropriation of $20,000 for 
the hospital at Pitsburg. 

Mr. THOMASSON asked Mr. Darnacn to 
modify his amendment so as to grant $20,000 for 
cach of the hospitals at Pittsburg, Louisville, and 
Cleveland; making, in all, $60,000. 

Mr. DARRAGH agreed to this suggestion, and 
modified his motion aceordingly. > : 

And tbe question was taken to agree to it, and 
it was lost—ayes 71, noes 80; 

The question recurred on Mr. McKay 
ment, 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved to strike out all 


’s amend- 


that part of it which related to hospitals. -Carried 


—aves 94, noes not counted. . 
The question on the. residue of Mr. McKay’s 
amendment was then divided, $ EA. 
And, on the question to agree to the clause re- 
specting the custom-house and court-House at Mo- 
bile, it passed in the affirmative. 


And the clause for a revenue cutter for the Texas | 


station was also.agreed to—ayes 83, noes 34. 
Mr. HENLEY moved the following items: ‘ 
“For the purchase of such scientific works as 

are necessary for the use of the Patent Office, 

$1,250. : : n = 
“ For the collection of agricultural statistics and 
other purposes, $3,000. ote ie ae 
“ For the salary of a clerk, to be 
statistics, $1,600; which several sums, amounting 
to $5,850, shall be paid out of the patent fund.” 
These items were 
counted. : eee 
Mr. ARNOLD moved to insert the following: 

t For repair of the custom-house: in Providence, 

es Island, $600.” -Negatived: Ayês 59; noes 

_-Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to 

insert in the bill the following item: -For the erec- 


í 


employed on 


agreed to: ‘Ayes 91, noes not | 


e+ Mr. WINTHROP, by-direction‘of the Commit- 


tec of Ways and Means, moved the following item: 
‘Bor the sixth volume of the fourth series “of 
‘the Documentary History of the United States, 


6 $95,449.” 


My. W., after the amendment had been read, 
moved, of his individual authority, to add the fol- 
lowing: : Stee i A ‘ 

To be paid to Messrs. Blair & Rives, in con- 
‘formity with a ‘contract between the United 
‘States and Messrs. Clarke and; Force; and also in 
‘compliance. with a request from the Secretary of 
‘State tothe Committee of Ways and Means?” 

‘After some explanation between: Mr. WIN- 
THROP. and other -members,. he withdrew. the 
amendment proposed by himself. hom oN 

Mr. McKAY then moved 'to add tothe amend- _ 
ment the following proviso: eee a 

“ Provided that hereafter no further distribution 
tof said work shall be:made to persons who sre or 
‘have been members of Congress? ee + 

This was negatived. ee $ E 

And Mr. Winriteor’s amendment, moved by 
direction-of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
was agreed to: Ayes 88, noes 420° 0 us Seolo 

Mr. MeCLELLAND ‘moved to.insert, the fol- -. 
lowing item: Sn E 

“For payment of the excess of duties paid upon 
‘wines imported from Portugal into the United 
“States by John Osborne, of the city.of New York, 
“the sum of $1,718 42, and by Isaac Winslow & 
“San, OE Boston, the:sum of $1,019.54, which saig . 
“duties were levied and collected: contrary to. the 
strety stipulations existing between Portugal.and 
‘this: Government: Provided, however, That the 
‘Secretary of the Treasury shall not pay said 


j sums of money to said Osborne and.Winslow & 


‘Son unless he is satisfied the 
t titled thereto.” 
Agreed to: Ayes 86, nocs not counted. 


Mr. WOODWORTH, from the Committee on 


Public Buildings and Grounds, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: . 


For Annual repairs of the Capitol, Imp lighters, oil for 
lamps, wick and repgirs of tamps and hunp posta; attomdl- 
ance on furnaces of the erypt, attendance on water-closets, 
eleaning the rotundo and crypt, brushes and broons, labor- 
ers and cartage on Capitol gromuds, tools, wire, twine, 
leather, nails, stakes, manures and straw for grounds, trecs, 
attendance at the ‘western gates ‘of the ‘Capitol, repairs. of 
public ‘stables, flagging und enclosures, keeping in-order 
iron pipes that convey the water to the Capitol and public 
offices, and gardeners salary, 88,886. $ eI AR 

For annual repairs of President’s house, gardener’s salary, 
laborers and cartage, todls, wire, twine, feather; nails, stakes, 
manure and straw for garden and planis; trees for Presi- 
denv’s grounds, Fountain square, Lafayette: square; and 
Pennsylvania averiue, repairs of fence at Fountain square, 
Lafayette square, and President’s garden, $9,277. = = 

For repairing platiorm on the domi, and repairing batus- 
ters, (including materials- and werk,) repairing hatehway 


y ave rightfully en- 


|| door, ana frame, (including steps and plastering in dome, 


furnishing and repairing steps, ladders, ‘and platforms ors 
the. different roofs, furnishing two-double-windew: frames 
and sash (including painting and glazing) in open courts, 
whitewashing walls: in: the open courts, containing about 
twenty-five hundred square yards, $490 45, ` i 


Mr. ASHMUN moved- tò add to. the: amend- 


| ment the folowing: + And for the removal.of. the 


‘ building over the statue of Washington and erect- 
‘ing an iron fence around the same, $1,000.”’. ‘This 
was agreed to.- Lesage onta pe E E, 
- And- the amendment as amended was-agreed:to: 
Ayes 100, noes 205° sere cdor oiia ea ey 
Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL, by direction 
of the Committee of Ways and’ Means, moved 
sundry items, viz: “ A’ re-appropriation “of $200, 
“part of the sum of $100,000 appropriated. on the 


‘Yth April, 1816, as: prize’ money for certaifi Al- 
< gérine: ships’ of war; captured by Commodore: 
© Decatur, and ‘restored “to èy ‘Algiers, 


“which had-béen-earrié plus fund: 


S73 


o` pay the representatives of Thomas H. 
‘Storm balance due himas agent „for. prisoners at 
‘ Barbadoes, ‘$2,074 BG TP T T 


-er For Loan Office dertificaies which may be pro- 


1 


‘courts moved ‘to‘stike from thé last item of ‘the 

amount which he had moved by order of the cóm- 
i ese words: “which may be produced and’ 
exhibited,” "s6 as to include cértificates which may 


ave been lost ‘or destroyed?” “ 
“This: was -negatived; and the amendment ‘was 
agreed to. 0 T EE RSDR tian be 
“ "Mr. BROCKENBROUGH moved to insert the 
following itera: ‘And for compensation of keepers 
of public archives in Florida, $999.’? ‘Negatived. 
re WINTHROP moved to insert in the proper 
place the following: ‘For salary and outfit of a 
Spécial -comrbissidner to Mexico, whenever the 
President of the United States shall havé ascer- 
tained that he will bè received, $18,000.” . Nega- 
lived: ayes 50; noes 81, 0 °° l S A 
The item, “ For the salary of.a commissioner to 
reside in China, $5,000,” was read. ` 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to add to the 
item the following proviso: T i 


~ Provided, That no part of this sum shall be 


paid without a certificate ón honor from the said 
‘commissioner that. he does reside in China.” ” 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend it so as to 
read, ‘that the salary shall not be paid unless the 
commissioner shall actually reside in Ghina.” 

Mr. THOMPSON accepted Mr. Rarusun’s 
amendment, and modificd his proviso accordingly. 

The question was then put upon it, and it was 
adopted: ayes 74, noes 40. 

ir. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to insert at the 
proper place the following item: “‘ For the: salary 
of the consul at Paris, $2,000.” 
_ This was ruled out of order, on the ground that 
there was no law authorizing the allowance ofa 
salary to the consul at Paris.” 

Mr. McK AY moved to insert at the proper place 
the following item: “ For contingent expenses of 
foreign intercourse, $30,000.’ This was agrecd to. 

The committee having gone through with the 
bill— 

Mr.McCLELLAND moved to add the follow-. 
ing section: ` ae F 

«And he it further enacted, That the’ Secretary of the 
‘Treasury is hereby authorized to, increase or diminish the 
number of inspectors, gaugers, weiglicts, wieasurers, or 
markers, in any coHection ‘distrie ‘outed, “Phat “the 
whole number of sajd‘officers: in the Union shall atid time 
exceed the number.in service at the present time:?? j 

This was agreed to: Ayes:70, noes:56. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Kentucky, moved to add the 
following sections "s esci so f 


s Aria be tt ferther enacted, That, from and after the close 


in byder? © 
The CHAIR said it was. 


Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL moved to amend 
it by adding ‘as follows: “And the per dieni pay 
of members of Congress. shall hereafter be six dol- 
Jars" E E e ae ee a EAN A E A 
` A motion was-made:that the committee rise. 
Carried? Ayes Ti, toes 70.0 O0 TOT 
` "And the cornmittëe tose,'and the Speaker haying 
resumed the chai He hae nee EA i 
“The following message, rece 
“dent to-day; was now ead: 
“Lo the House of. Representatives: 
In:conipliance with the request contained in the 
resolution of the House. of Representatives: of. this 

- date, L transmit copies of all the official despatches 
which have- been. received from. General Taylor, 

_ commanding the Army of Occupation’on. the Rio 
Grande, relating tothe. battles of the 8th and. Sth 

o instants. 0 + o JAMES -K. POLK — 

. WASHINGTON, May.27, 1846. sl 


ed from the Presi- 


Phe message was referred ‘to the. Committee on 
Military’ Affairs, and ordered to be printed. <" 
-SYA motion was here’ made to adjourn. Tt was. 


| itary Aflairs, reported a bill to provide. certain mil- 
itary tactics for the use of. the volunteers‘authorized | 
to be called into the service of the United States by | 


i 


“the act ap 


| every twenty mile: 


i the State of Missouri. 


the conclusion ‘of said war the pay of the. volunteer soldiers 


i proved May 13,1846. The bill was twice 
‘ead, and commitied.” ~ 

„Mr. McKAY. moved.that. the House again re- 

‘solve iwelf into. Committee‘of the- Whole on. the 

general appropriation bill, witha view to act upon 

all amendments;.and to report it to the. House. 

Before the question was put, a motion was made | 
to adjourn. ` Negatived—66 to 70. ; 

And the House again resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the general appropriation 
bill, Mr. Hopxmss in the chair. ~ 

And the question was put on Mr. Joszru J..Mc- 
Dow. ’s amendment, to reduce thé pay of mem- 
bers of Congress to six dollars per day, and it was 
lost. ` 

The question recurred on Mr. Marrin’s amend- 
ment; when— f 

Mr. BOWLIN moyed to amend the same, by 
adding thereto the following: ’ 


« And be it further enacted, That no member shall be allow- 
ed pay for any day that he docs not actually attend the sit- 
ting of the House, if in session that day, unless absent by. 
its order on the business of the, House, or prevented from: | 
attending by sickness; and the failure’of any member to 
answer'to his name on the call of the House, or on the call 
of the yeas and nays, shall coustitute him an absentee for 
the day, unless it appears trom.the Journals of the Tlouse 
that he was-absent by its order, or be cxeused for sickness 
‘on the certificate of a physician; and no member absentfrom j 
the House for his own business or pleasure, aud with or 
without the leave of the House, shall receive any pay-tor | 
the time he is absent. 

6 And be it furlier enacted, That it shal} be the duty of the 
Clerk of the House, at least once every day, to furnish the 
Sergeant-at-Arms with a list of those members who on the 
preceding day failed at any one time to answer to their 
Hames, either upon a call of the House or on the yeas and 
nays; and the Sergeant-at-Arms, upon receiving such list, 
shall charge the members so absent, and shall take from his 
gross py, in te settlement of his account, tie amount of 
One day’s pay for every day so absent.?? 

This was carried, ayes 69, noes 66. 

Mr. COCKE then moved further to amend the 
amendment of Mr. Marrin, by adding the follow- 
1ng proviso: 

© Provided, That when the mileage of a member or dele- 
gate as abresaid shall amount to the sum of $1,000, then the 
residue of the mile shall be computed at the cate of $3 for 
avet as aforesaid : And provided further, 
That atter the first tour mouths of any session of Congress 
the daily pay of each member or delegate shail be $4 per 
day and no more’? 

This was agreed to without count or division. 

Mr. DOCKERY then moved the following as a 
substitute for the amendment of Mr. Marrin, as | 
amended on the motions of Mr. Bown and Mr. 
Coexr: 

«That from and after the end of this present session of 
Congress the mileage alowed and paid to Senators and Rep- 
résentatives in Congress and Del is from Territories, 
shall be 40 cents per mile for the first 200 miles; 35 cents for 
each mile above 200, and not over 300; 30 cents tor each 
mile above 800, and not over 400; and 23 cents per mile for ! 
any distance ovet 400 miles: Provided, iat the aggregate 
mileage allowed to. any Senator, Representative, or Del- 
egate in any one session of Congress, shall, in no case, cx- | 
ceed F750. > 

This was agreed to—ayes 81, noes 35. 

Mr. YELL moved to add to the bill a section, 
providing for the removal of the seat of Govern- | 
ment, In the year 1850, to the city of St. Louis, in’ 


The CHAIR ruled the section not in order. 


agree to Mr. Martin’s amendment, as amended 
by the amendment of Mr. Dockery, and it was 
carried—ayes 68, noes 61. 

And so the proposition of Mr. Dockery was | 
finally adopted by the committee, and the propo- į 
sitions of Messrs. Martin, Bowxrn, and Cocke | 
were set aside. - 

Mr. BELL moved to insert in the bill the fol- 
lowing: s 

4t That the pay and emoluments of all the officers of the | 


Federal Government in the civil departments, including that 
of members of Congress, excepting such offieers, however, 
duced during their term of service be, and the same is here- f 
by, reduced twenty-five per céntum from and after the 1st of 
June next; the reduction: to continue- so long as the: Mexi- 
can war continues. And that.from the. commencement to 


of the “American army be ten dollats per month, instead ‘of 
that now allowed by law : i : 


Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS moved to add to this 


| amendment the following: 


The question was put that the committee do || 


whose pay and emoluments cannot constitutionally be re- | j 


after theth day-of July. next.” 
: This. was agreed to. _ 

And the question recurred on Mr. BeLLi’s 
amendment. Styne : 

It was: divided so as:to'take a separate question 
on-that part reducing'the pay-of civil officers, and 
a separate question on the part raising.the pay of 
volunteers. ; T 

-Mr. HOLMES, of South-Carolina, moved that 
the committee rise. Negatived. 

And the question again recurred on Mr. Beur’s 
amendment. . 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to add to the same ‘the 
amendment moved by him to Mr. Marrin’s 
amendment, changed so as to.confine its.operation 
to members of the present Congress. 

It was negatived. j 

Awd the question was put on the first clause of 
Mr. Beii’s amendment, on which no. quorum 
voted. i 

And the committee. rose, and 

The House adjourned. 


> IN SENATE. 
„Tuvurspax, May. 28, 1846. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition of ciu- 
zens of Oswego county, New York, remonstrating 
against the renewal of Jethro Wood’s patent; 
whieh was laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented a res- 
olution passed by the Legislature of Louisiana, in 
favor of an appropriation by Congress for the re- 
moval of obstructions tò the navigation of the Sa- 
i bine river; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. J. also presented resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of the State.of Louisiana, instructing 
the Senators and requesting the Representatives of 
that. State to use their exertions to procure the re- 
imbursement of the money advanced ‘by that State 
for the public service in ‘Texas, and to urge on Con- 
| gress the expediency: of establishing a naval station 
| at New Orleans, and constructing additional naval 
steamers; which was referred to the Committce on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. J. also presented a resolution passed by the 
same body, in favor of the erection of light-houses 
at the mouth of the bayou Bonfonea and the mouth 
of the.river Lanchipoho; whieh was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. SEMPLE presented thé memorial of Peter 
Von Schmidt, praying the purchase by: the Gov- 
| ernment of his.improvement. in the rotary steam 
engine and Submerged propeller; which was re- 
ferred to. the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. S. also submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreéd to: ; í 

Resolved, That the Committee’on- Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire whether the improvements 
made by Peter Von Schmidt in the rotary steam 
engine and submerged propeller, can be advan- 
; tageously introduced into the service of the United 

States, and what sum will be required to test their 
yalue. ` 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following res- 
‘olution; which lies over : 

Resolved, with the concurrence of the House of Rep 
resentatives, Thai the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives close 
the present session of Congress by an adjourn- 
ment of: their respective houses on Monday, the 
20th day. of July next. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
submitted an adverse- report upon the petition of 
Henry Simpson. i 
L- Mr. L. also, from the .same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of E, A, 
Ware; which was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. BERRIEN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill relative to and increas- 
ing the duties of the Attorney General. 


GENERAL TAYLOR AND HIS COMMAND. 
Mr. HOUSTON submitted the 
. resolution; 
Umes 
SIGINT. RESOLUTION. presenting the thanks. of 

to Brigadier General Taylor, at for Gece 


Resolved by the Senate und House of Re esentativ i 
United States of America in Gs assembled, The, ie 
Manks.of Congress be presented to Brigadier General Ts y- 


' following joint 
which .was-read. a first and second 
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lof, and to the officers and men under hi 


honor of the arms of their country in achieving the late vic- 
tories. on the frontier of the State ot Texas. 

Sec.2, And be it further resolved, ‘Phat the President of 
the United States be authorized and requested to have a 
sword procured, with appropriate devices thereon, and pre- 
sented to General Taylor, in the nawe of the Republic, as 
a tribute due to his good conduct, valor, and generosity to 
the vanquished. 

Sec. 3. dnd be it further resolved, That the President of 
the United States be requested to communicate to Brigadier 
General Taylor, aud to the officers and men under bis com- 
mand, bothror the army and navy, the thanks of Congress 


contained in the foregoing resolution, and the high sense of || spoliation bill, he supposed that the. 
| $ > 


gratitude eutertained ior victories so splendid in contests so 
unequal. 

Mr. BERRIEN hoped that the resolution would 
receive the assent of the Senate with all possible 
unanimity. He desired that the deep and fervent 
feeling of the body should be expressed in the 
most emphatic manner. : 

Mr. BREESE asked for another reading 
resolution. 

‘The Secretary accordingly again read the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BREESE then said that he had but one 
suggestion to make in regard to the resolution, and 
that was, that it did not comprehend that portion of 
the officers and soldiers of the army which, in his 
opinion, had conducted itself in the most gallant 
manner—those who had defended the fort, and 
received two or three thousand shells from the 
enemy’s batteries. Those only were mentioned 
in the resolution who had taken part in the 
battles of the 8th and 9th. The others were over- 
looked. He desired that the resolution should be 
printed, and lie over for future consideration. 

Mr. HOUSTON explained. He had no objec- 
tion to the printing, but he begged to inform the 
Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Breese] that the reso- 
lution was designed to include, and did include, 
every man under the command of General Taylor. 
le was true that the gallant defenders of the fort 
were not alluded to particularly, but they had not 
been overlooked—they were included in the terms 
of the resolution, ‘The naval forces had not been 
mgaged in the battles, but were included in the 
resolution. ‘Lhe entire command of General Tay- 
lor was embraced. But if the gentleman had any 
desire to improve the resolution, or to add to it, 
he (Mr. HT.) was quite willing to allow him ‘an 
opportunity. The resolution had been drawn up 
hastily, and was, perhaps, susceptible of improve- 
miente 

Mr. MOREWEAD hoped that the resolution 
would be acted on at onee, after the explanation of 
the honorable Senator from Texas. In his (Mr. 
M.’s) opinion the terms of the resolution were 
comprehensive enough. He asked for another 
reading of the resolution. 

‘The resolation was again read, 

Mr. SEVIER hoped that the resolution would 
lie over till to-morrow, 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 agree with great pleasure. 

Mr. SEVIER had but one additional remark to 
make. His gallant and lamented personal friend— 
Major Brown-—bad been killed in the defence of 
the fort. 
the nation; and he (Mr. 8.) should like to see 
the resolution so amended as to embrace the pre- 
sentation of a sword to the descendant of Major 
Brown. 

The resolution was then ordered to be printed, 
and lies over till to-morrow. 


of the 


On motion of Mr. JENNESS, the Senate took 


up the bill for the relief of Asenath Canney, which 
was read a second time, considered as in commit- 
tee of the whole, reported without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and, 
by unanimous consent, read a third time, and 
passed. 


A message was reccived from the House of | 


Representatives announcing that said House had 


_passed the Senate bill establishing certain mail- 


routes in "l’exas, wilh an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the above bill was 
taken up, the amendment was read and consider- 
ed, when 


Mr. NILES submitted a few remarks, recom- | 


mending a concurrence with said amendment. 
The question being taken, the motion to concur 
was agreed to, 
; FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
Mr: JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that the 


omunand, both | 
of the army aud uavy of the United States, for their signal |i 
gallantry, Dbwmanity, and good condact, in sustaining the |j 


Flis services demanded the gratitude of |i 


| 


prior orders of the day be postponed, and that the 
Senate should resume the consideration of the bill 
providing for the settlement of the French spolia- 
tion claims.. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he had given way 
yesterday to other business, with the understand- 
ing that he would to-day resume his remarks upon 
the Oregon question. i 

Mr. JOHNSON replied, that any wish the gen- 
tleman from Missouri might express would be re- 
garded ; but as it was generally understood ‘that 
there ‘would be no further discussion upon the 
question might 


be taken before the gentleman (Mr. Benton] com- 


menced his remarks, 

Mr. BENTON signified his assent, and the bill 
referred to was taken up. ` 

The question being upon an amendment hereto- 
fore submitted, 7 

Mr. SPEIGHT expressed the desire to submit a 
few remarks thereon. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON (Mr. Spetent giving 
way) moved that the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed until to-morrow at one o'clock, 
with the view of taking up the special order, which 
was agreed to. 

OREGON. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the report of the Committee on Territories, re- 
commending that the laws of the United States be 
not extended over the Oregon territory during the 
present session of Congress; when 

Mr. BEN'TON then resumed and concluded his 
remarks. 


[The report of the conclusion of Mr. Benron’s 
remarks is necessarily postponed, to allow time 
for its preparation. We hope to have it prepared 
in time to insert it in the next number of the Con- 
gressional Globe. ] 

Mr. B., in conclusion, said, that if the Senator 
from Florida would withdraw the motion which 
he had made for a postponement of the considera- 
tion of this bill, he would move that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Territories, with in- 
structions. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said, to. enable the Senator 
from Missouri to offer his: resolution to-recommit 
the bill; with instructions, he would for the pres- 
ent withdraw the motion for the postponement of 
the subject until the first Monday im December 
next, Iledid so only to allow the resolution to 
be considered, which could not be while his mo- 


tion was pending; and he intended at a proper | 


time to renew it. 
Mr. BENTON then proposed a resolution, 
which was read by the Secretary, to the following 


| effect: That the bill be recominitied to the Commit- 


tee on Territories, with instructions to amend the 
bill by inserting provisions, first, for extending the 
jurisdiction and laws of the United States, civil 
and criminal, over our citizens in Oregon, to the 
same extent as Great Britain has extended her ju- 
risdiction and laws over her subjects in Oregon by 
act of Parliament. . 

Secondly, to report a bill for the full and perfect 
government of the Territory, to take effect after 
the termination of the convention. 

Thirdly, to provide for a Territorial Legislature, 
and for the administration of justice; for the de- 
fence of the territory, by fortifying the mouth of 
the Columbia; for commerce, by establishing cus- 
tom-houses; for organizing the inilitia, and to pro- 
vide for the security of navigation, by erecting 
light-houses, &e. ‘The boundary of said territory 
to be established by treaty, and untilso established, 
the line of 49° to be regarded as the northern limit. 

Mr. CASS intimated his intention to submit his 
views to the Senate upon this subject at such time 
as would be most convenient to that body. The 
honorable Senator from’ Missouri, [Mr. Benron,} 
had annihilated, entirely to his own satisfaction, 
the line of 54° 40° as the northern boundary of 
Oregon. He hoped, however, to sce it resusci- 
tated and re-established. He also desired to sus- 
tain the position he had taken in relation to the 
line of the treaty of Utrecht. 

Mr. ATCHISON said he should object to a re- 
commitment to the Committee on Territories, for 
the reasons which had been assigned by the chair- 
man of that committee. ‘That committee could not 
agree on any one proposition concerning this bill. 


; Why, then, recommit the bill to that. committee 


with instructions? The object of the bill was to 


extend our jurisdiction over Oregon, anc 
lish a territorial government. He would 
suggest its reference to the Committee: 0 
diclary. : : e ; 
© Mr, BENTON assented to the amendment. : - 
_Mr. SEVIER was of the opinion. that. it would 
be better to refer the bill, as the instructions of.the 
honorable Senator contemplated ‘several.objects, to 
a select committee... He hoped thé Senator. would 
consent sa to: modify. the resolutions : 
Mr. BENTON said he had no objection. +. 
Mr. ATCHISON said there was-already. before 
the Senate a bill reported from. the. Committee. on 
the Post Office and Post. Roads which: embraced 
one portion of the amendment desired by his col- 
league by the recommitment... Another portion 
would be embraced in abill reported from. the 
Committee on the Public Lands, respecting dona- 
tions of lands to settlers. The establishment of 
Indian agencies was a subject which had engaged 
the attention of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Infact, there were separate bills, embracing all the 
measures recommended by. the President of the 
United States, proceeding from the appropriate 
committees. e could see nownecessity for a spe- 
cial committee, He thought the Judiciary Com- 
mittee was the proper one to have the consideration 
of the subject.’ yn EAT os 
Mr. WESTCOTT said he was gratified that the 
Senator from Missouri, who last addressed the Sen- 
ate, (Mr. Arcaison,] had. suggested ‘the reference 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, instedd of the 
Committee on the Territories; for he was convinced 
the last-named committee, oven under the proposed 
instructions, could not agree. as to the details of a 
bill on this subject... For his part, he -végarded the 
first branch of the instructions of the Senator from 
Missouri who first addressed the Senate [Mr..Ben- 
ron] as impossible to be obeyed by any committee, 
so as to effect any beneficial object. Suppose (said 
Mr. W.) we enact a law, declaring “the laws of the 
United States” to extend over Oregon: what will be 
the effect and result? The common law of. Eng- 
land is no part of “the laws. of the United States,” 
as a Federal Government. ‘There is noact of Con- 
gress,’ and consequently no other law, by ‘which 
assaults and batteries, riots, and other venal of- 
fences against.society, could be punished. IF you 
were ‘to extend all the: laws of the United States 
over Oregon, there are not a dozen acts of Con- 
gress that could be made to apply to Oregon by 
such general extension, and these would answer 
no purpose whatever, either of protection or secu- 
rity, to the citizens of the United States there, or 
produce any other beneficial result. The citiaens 
of the United States in Oregon have provided for 
themselves a local government. The sanction and 
protection of the United States as to that.govern-~ 
ment is all that is required. As to the suggestion 
for the extension over them of the laws of Lowa or 
Missouri or Wisconsin, they would not give our 
citizens there what they desire. J have (said Mr. 
W.) on a former day endeavored to’ show the en- 
tire impracticability of such measure; and besides 
that, it would not mcet the exigency. The most 
important laws in a new frontier country are ‘the 
local. temporary laws, regulating the political di- 
visions and judicial arrangements, the establishment 
of county sites, roads, ferries, bridges, police, pa- 
trols, and other municipal regulations which the 
adoption of the code of other States could not sup- 
ply. Besides, who was to execute these laws? 
flow were they to be executed? and when and 
where? Must all be fixed by special legislation, 
having special and exclusive reference to Oregon ? 
Why, sir, you may adopt the best code ever de- 
vised by the wisest Jawgiver, and, without this 
machinery to give it effect; which can only be. b 
special legislation adapted to the local wants of this 
territory, and framed with reference to the condi- 
tion of the country, geographically, politically, and 
in every other respect, with ‘reference’ also tothe 
settlements in it, such. measures would be-entirely 
useless. Let me ask, whatlaw of the United States, 


called districts, counties, or pa ishes Po INe 
gress cannot, with propriety, as: it-rega 
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or as with justice, it regards the. people of Oregon, 
directthese details. Mr: W..'said, notwithstanding 
- all this; he had had: no.difficulty.in ‘this business, 
as to his own couse, from the: first, except as to 
satisfying others to-agree with him. ~The citizens 
of -the United: States,.in Oregon, bhád: established a 
local government; framed a constitution, created a 
legislature, enacted laws, elected a governor, judge, 
sheriff, and other officers, created counties and -dis- 
trictsyand that local government was getting along 
“very beneficially: It was the very thing, of all 
Others, best for that country.. All that was neces- 


sary at present was to give the sanction of Con-, 


gress'to that local.government, T'he citizens of 
the United States in Oregon had asked us to do this. 
They had appealed to us to do this. Why not 
grant their prayer? Why subvert their govern- 
ment, established by themselves, adapted to their 
‘wants, adapted to the country, and arbitrarily force 
upon them.a government of our making which 
cannot meet their necessities, and will not be 
adapted to the country? ° > 
Mr. W. said he should at a future day, if the 
Senate decided not to postpone the -subject, move 
~ to modify the first part of the instructions of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] 
to the effect that the committee to whom the sub- 
ject might be referred, should be instructed to bring 
ina bill to recognise and sanction the local gov- 
ernment of our citizens already established there. 
Mr. W. said heregarded the subject of this tem- 
porary government of Oregon asof great impor- 
tance. We should not make any mistake at the 
. outset. The whole business may be involved in 
difficulties if a misdirection is given to.it, ` After 
the limits and boundaries of the country are set- 
tled, there will be little difficulty in settling a per- 


manent Territorial Government; and if the act of 


organization is copied from the Florida organic 
law, or of Wisconsin, or Iowa, or any of the Ter- 
ritoriés which have existed, it would contain 
nearly all the provisions proposed in the second 
branch of the instructions of the Senator from 
Missouri. But.if we start wrong, we shall very 
likely keep wrong. Mr. W. was of opinion that 
there was no necessity for any law at this session, 
but at any rate none except a law recognising the 
-present local government in Oregon, with some few 
restrictions and qualifications, and the provision 
which this bill contained as to mails, post routes, 
&. The extension of the “laws of the United 
States’ over Oregon,.as proposed, would of course 
include the. revenue laws; and if so, that would 
require a custom-house to be established, and. offi- 


cers appointed: to enforce them... Mr. W:. saw-no | 


` necessity for such a course until the Hmits.of the 
country were settled. It would lead-at once and 
inevitably to. collisions with the British, subjects 
there. Lf anybody wanted to smuggle goods into 
the western States from the Pacific ocean across 
three thousand miles of mountain and desert, Mr. 
-Wssaid he did not. feel disposed to punish them 
very severely.: 2 ve 
Mr. W. said the details of the bill to be framed 
as to the form and character of the Government in 
Oregon, if the Senate was disposed to consider and 
decide’ on ‘it. this’ session, should be framed with 
z great care and caution; and he thought the Judi- 
ciary Committee the most proper to arrange them. 
He did not think it necessary to legislate about the 
Indians there at this time; but, if so, let the Indian 
Committee settle the details in that regard: The 
Committee on: the Post Office and Fost Roads 
could best arrange those with regard to mails and 
“post routes; and if we were to have a custom- 
house in, Oregon, ‘the Committee on Commerce 
:should, as in the case of Texas, ascertain where, 
&e But Mr. W. said he-was opposed to all ex- 
cept thé mere adoption of the present Government 
of Oregon, arrangements for mail routes, and af- 
fording facilities and encouragement to emigrants. 
"Mi. W. said, as to the second branch of the in- 
structions of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Bunron,] it contained one thing that he would not 
vote for, which was, the instruction to limit what- 
ever Government we establish there to_49° north. 
The question as to the boundary between. us should 
not be referred to in the bill establishing a- Territo- 
rial Government at all; it-was not. raised: by it. 
Great Britain had extended her Jaws over: the 
whole country, or rather her. subjects in it, down 
tothe’. Mexican line. We have. the same right. to 


. extend ours over our citizens up north to the. Rus-: 


-sian line... She cannot complain. 
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On one part of the subject Mr. W. said there 
seemed to be a great misapprehension. ` He had 
heretofore referred to it, and he would again, once 


for all, advert to it. “It is not proposed to extend’ 


our laws, either of the United States or of Iowa 


-or Missouri, over British subjects in Oregon now. 


So Mr. W. understood the President’s recommen- 
dation. It was only over. our own citizens. We 
could not extend our. laws over British subjects 
until the year after the notice had expiged, con- 


sistently with the treaty. Great Britain had not: 


attempted to enforce her Jaws there against Ameri- 


can citizens; if her authorities have done so, it is | 


in violation of the. treaty. _When the year after 
the notice has expired, or at any rate next fall, 
when we-shall have known the issue of our nego- 
tiation, it would be time enough to decide upon 
our course as to British. subjects residing in Ore- 
gon. At present, it was not only not necessary, 
but if we attempt it, we shall certainly create 
difficulties which will lead to war. Mr. W. said 
he should offer his amendment to the instructions 
of the Senator from Missouri when the subject 
was again brought up. He had deemed it his duty 
to express his views at this time, in order that 
they might be published at the same time with the 
instructions proposed by the honorable Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. SEVIER withdrew his motion for a select 
committee, stating, that so far as the Indian Com- 
mittee was concerned, that committee expected to 


be able to report a bill on Monday next. 


Mr. HANNEGAN observed that it was expect- 
ed that there would be further debate upon this 
subject; and he moved, therefore, that its further 
consideration be postponed until Monday next. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hanne- 
can’s motion for postponement until Monday 
next, andit was agreed to. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business; and after some time so en- 
gaged, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
‘Tuurspay, May 28, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

On motion of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, by gene- 
ral consent, the House took u 
Senate entitled “ An act in relation to the July 
term of the circuit and district court of the district 
of Ohio.”” - 

The bill, having been read twice and ordered to 
a third reading now, was read a third time, and 
passed. ` 

By general consent, a number of other Senate 
bills on the Speaker’s table were taken up, read 
twice by their titles, and appropriately referred. 

Amongst these was the bill from the Senate en- 
titled «A. bill supplemental to an act entitled An 
act providing for the prosecution of the existing 
war between the United States and Mexico, and 
for. other purposes;’’ which, having been read 
twice by its lille, was referred, on motion of Mr. 
Hanrarson, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion, directing the Clerk of the House to purchase 
10,000 copies’ of the map of Texas, by Lieutenant 
Emory, provided that the cost should not exceed 
ten cents per copy. 

Mr. RHETT inquired whether it was the same 
map the publication of which had heretofore been 
authorized? 

Mr. STEPHENS said it was the same map the 
publication of which had been ordered under the 
authority of both Houses of Congress at the last 
session. There seemed to be a great demand for 
it, particularly by the volunteers. Therefore it 
was that he had offered the resolution. 

Mr. RHETT said he had no objection to the 
publication of a correct map. But in an article 
which appeared in the Southern Review, written 
by a person well acquainted with the localities, 
this map was described as the grossest tissue of 
fallacies—not a single, point, river, or bay, being 
put down correctly. - He objected to the reception 
of the resolution. | : 


Mr. STEPHENS moved a suspension of the 


rules, to enable him to offer the resolution. 
And the-question being taken, the House refused 


to suspend the rules. 


|- -So the resolution was not received... 2 


the bill from the || 


MAIL SERVICE IN TEXAS, 

Mr. HOPKINS asked: leave to make a report 
from the Committee on the’ Post Office and Post 
Roads. It was deemed important (he said) that 
the bill should be acted-on immediately. At pres- 
ent there was no mail service in Texas; and, whilst 
‘our army. was there, it was a matter of great im- 
portance that there should-be sucha service. 

No objection having been made, 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office, to whom had been referred the bill 
from the Senate “to establish certain post-routes, 
and for other purposes,” reported back the same 
with an amendment. diae 

Mr. HI. said that the bill established certain 
post-routes in Texas alone. ‘The committee recom- 
mended that the 4th section be stricken out; and 
he would ask that the balance of the bill should be 
put on its passage. i 

[The fourth section—proposed to be stricken 


| out—authorizes the Postmaster General to estab- 


lish such additional mail-routes as the public ser- 
vice may, in his judgment, from time to time 
require, andto contract to supply mails on the said 
routes under the limitation that the contracts should 
expire on the Ist. July, 1847.] , 

Mr. HOPKINS said that it was intended under 
this section that the Postmaster General should 
establish such necessary routes as could not be es- 
tablished now, for want of the proper local infor- 
mation. The committee, however, thought that 
Congress had no power to confer such authority 
on the Postmaster General—that the Constitution 
gave the power to: Congress alone—therefore, it 
was proposed to strike out thé section. _ 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmativ So the fourth section was stricken out. 

And the question then being on ordering the bilt 
to a third reading, 

Mr. RATHBUN called for the reading. 

And the bill having been read, 

_ Mr. S, ADAMS. demanded the previous ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. RATHBUN asked Mr. A. to withdraw the 
motion, but it was not withdrawn. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded: and the main question was ordered, and, 
being taken, the bill was ordered to a third reading 
now. 

And having been read a third time by the title; 
and the question being, ‘* Shall the bill pass ?”” 

Mr. CULVER wished to inquire of the ehair- 
man of the committee who reported this bill, (Mr. 
Horxins,) whether ‘it proposed to extend post- 
routes into the “ disputed territory,” so called, be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande? If go, he 
was opposed to the bill. ` me 

Mr. HOPKINS said that the committee had no 
very accurate information as to the localities men- 
tioned in the bill, buthe would say for the infor- 
mation of the gentleman from New York that the 

ul does not propose to go at present beyond t 
Rio Grande. He demanded therefore dieprevinte 
question. 

There was a second. The main questi a 
ordered, and, being taken, thé bill oie passed. aii 
see S. ADAMS moved a reconsideration of the 

And, on motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the motión 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, submitted 
on leave, 

Ordered, That leave be given to withdraw the 
papers in the case of George Ramsey and Thomas 
T. January. a ss 

THE ARMY OF OCCUPATION. ' 


_ Mr. HARALSON, from, the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to which was referred the communi- 
cation of the President, inclosing despatches from 
the army of occupation, reported that they had had 
the same under consideration, and in view of the 
recent. brilliant victory of the army, had directed 
certain amendments to the resolution offered p 

the gentleman;from Ohio, [Mr. Brinxernorr ] ten- 
dering thanks to General Taylor and his arm 

which would be. offéred by that gentleman Wied 
the. resolution was taken up. He (Mr. H J wa 

directed to ask that the committee be dischar: od 
from the further. consideration of the Omn 

tion, and- that it.be referred to the Committee oF 


the Whole on the state of th i 
resolution was pending. S Hnlon, whore the 
Ordered accordingly. 
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CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. MeKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Horsins, of Virginia, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending the 

80th day of June, 1847, and for other purposes. 

The pending question was on agreeing to the 
first clause of theamendmeént of Mr. Becr, which 
is in the following words: f 

“That the pay and emoluments of all the ofi- 
cers of the Federal Government in the civil depart- 
ments, including that of members of Congress, 
excepting such eflicers, however, whose pay and 
emoluments cannot constitutionally be reduced 
luring their term of service, be and the same is 
hereby reduced 25 per centum from and after the 
Ist of June next; the reduction to continue so long 
as the Mexican war continues.” 

And it was rejected. 

The question recurring on the second chuse of 
the said amendment, to witi 

“And that from the commencement to the con- 
clusion of said war the pay of the volunteer soldiers 
of the American army be teu dollars per month, 
instead of that now alowed by law;”? 

Mr. Meh AY raised the question of order. He 
submitted that such an amendment had been offered 
sore time ago, and had been decided out of order, 

The CHAIRMAN was not aware (le was wni- 


been introduced. 


the general law providing for the payment of vol- 
untecrs was sufliciont authority under the rule. 

Mr. MeKAY appealed from the decision. 

And the question, “Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
was taken, and decided in the negative. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

And the second branch of the amendment of Mr. 
Bini was nol entertained. 

Mr. BRODHMAD olfered the following as an 
additional seetion to the bill, but withdrew it on an 
imimation from the Clerk of the House, (B. B, 
French, Esg., through the. Speakeér,) that sich 
was ulready the existing Jaw. 

‘and be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
and of the Secretary of the Senate, in the purchase 
Of stitionary or other articles for the use of cither 
House, lo purchase the same of American manu- 
facture, in all cases, it the same can be so pur- 


chased as advantageously as the manufactures of || 


other countries.” 

Mr. SEIGWART offered the following amend- 
auent 

shat each private in a volunteer company, 
who has or who shall hereafter volunteer to serve 
in the army of the United States, shall receive y0 
per month, and those volunteers who serve to the 
end of the war against Mexico shall receive 160 
acres of land, and tc heirs of those who volunteer 
to serve to the end of the war, and who shall die 
1 the service of the United States during the war, 
shall receive the 160 acres of land, as the soldier 
would have done, if he had lived and served to the 
end of the war”? 

Mr. GENTRY suggested to Mr. Srewant to 
include regulars as well as volunteers, and not to 
make a discrimination between them. ‘he reg- 
ulars had fought too well to admit of any such 
discrimination against them. 

Mr STEWART at first accepted the sugges- 
tion, and made the corresponding modification, but 
subsequently withdrew it, 

After some conversation, 

The CHAIRMAN ruled ihe amendment out of 
order, . 

Mr. STEWART appealed from the decision. 

The committee affirmed the decision of the Chair. 

So the amendment was not entertained. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee then 
rose, and reported the bill and amendments to the 
House. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to amend the bill by 
striking out (he said) so much as related to the 
Storm King. 

‘The item in the bill read as follows: 

tt Por compensation of the clerk and meteorolo- 
gist in the office of the surgeon general, $3,000.” 

Mr. JONES now moved to strike out the words 


f 


| 


1 
fi 


{ 
i 


f 
j 


f 
derstood to say) that a similar amendment had li 
‘Lhe Chair ruled, however, that 

the amendment was in order, on the ground that | 


tand meteorologist,” and to reduce the appfopria- 
tion front $3,000 to $1,000; fi. e. striking out the 
amount of the meteorologist’s salary. ] 


Some conversation followed on p 
in which Messrs. WINTHROP, y ; 
McHENRY, and the SPEAKER, participated 


of the Speaker. 
ber to 8fter 
from the committee were disposed of, though such 
amendment was not an amendment to any- one re- 


, that it was-competent’ fora mem- 


ported from the committee, 
Lhe House affirmed the decision of the Chair. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded. And thé main question (first, on the 
amendments, and théh on ordering the bill to a 
third reading) was ordered to’ be now taken. 

The amendments were read, and sueh of them 
as are not herein particularly mentioned, were 
concurred in without a division. 

On concurring in the amendment of the commit- 
tec striking out the following item: 

* Por compensation of two kecpers of the pub- 
lie archives in Florida, $1,000.” 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGLL asked the yeas and 
nays; which were refused. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 93, noes 38. 

So the item was stricken out. 

On concurring in the following amendment of 
the committee; 

“To supply deficiencies in the fund for sick and 
disabled seamen, $25,000. 2 

Mr. HUNGIEREORD asked the yeas and nays; 
which where ordered, and, being taken, resulled 
as follows 


ers. Abbott, John Q. Arams, Arnold, Ash- 
Mtn, Baringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, Blauehard, 
Milton Brown, Buttington, Willian W. Juupbelt, Carroll, 
Jobn G. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Colbuuer, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cniver, Daragh, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, 
Dolno, Dixon, Dockery, Dumap, Kdsall, Jobn H Ewing, 
Paran, Poot, Pries, Garvin, Guutry, Giddings, Giles, Gri- 
der, Grinnell, Hamiin, Honpon, Harper, Herriek, Hilliard, 
Hias B. Hobuexs, Joly W. Stou-ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Huut, Charles J. Lagersotl, Joeom R. 
lugersoil, Jeukins, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Law- 
rence, Lewis hevin Long, Maclay, MvClelland, MeCrate, 
Joseph: J. McDowell, James, McDowell, Mclenry, Mes 
livaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Perrill Percy, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Rosie, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John À. 
Rockwell, Root, Raak, Sawtelle, Scaumon, Seaman, Seve 
mance, Abert Smith, Catch B, Smith, Stanton, Stewart, 
Strohin, Phomadsou, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, Tbbitt-, Tilden, Frambo, Vasco, Wentworth, White, 
| Williains, Winthrop, Wood, Wrigit, Yell, and Young- 
Lass, 

NAY S—Moesses, Stephen Adams, Anderson, Benion, Jas, 
A, Black, Boyd, Brockonbrongh, Brodhead, William U. 
Brown, Burt, Augustas A. Chapman, Renben Chapina, 
Chave, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cullum, Cununins, Cun 
ninghion, Daniel, Dargan, De Mot. Dobbin, Dromgoole, 
Ellsworth, Braman, Pieklin, Foster, Grover, Haralson, Hn- 
Ivy, Hoge, Hopkins, George 8. Uouston, Edmund W, Hab- 
ard, Hungerford, Jarnes B. Hunt, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
Jobuson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jonos, Seaborn Jones, 
Kennedy, Leake, Lumpkin, MeQlemand, MeConuell, Me- 
Gaughey, McKay, Jobn P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Phetps, Price, 
Rathbun, Reid, Rheu, Ritter, Russell, Sawyer, Seddon, 
Alex. D. Sins, Thomas Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Su. John, Strong, Jacob ‘Thompson, Toombs, Lredway, 
Wick, Woodward, Woodworth, and ¥ost—79. 


So the amendment was concurred in. f 
On concurring with the committee in striking 
out the following item, to wit: 


* Por the erection and cempletion of the marine hospitals 
at Pittsburg, Louisville, and Cleveland, $50,000? 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeasand nays; 
which were ordered. , 
[Nore.—This item had been amended in com- 


mittee by the insertion of the words “ Paducah” 
and “ Natchez;” and as thus amended, it had sub- 
sequently been stricken out.) ` 
Mr. BOYD inquired of the Speaker whether, if 
the House should refuse to concur with the com- 
mittee in striking out the item, the effect would not 
be to bring the House to a vote on the item, as it 
had been amended by the insertion of Paducah; -&c.? 
The SPEAKER replied that the original item in 
the bill would then stand. The House could know. 
nothing of the amendinent made in committee, and 
could only take the report of the committee, which 
was that the item had-been stricken out. Beyond 
that there was no further question. 
The question was then takeh, and resulted as 
follows: = 
VEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, “Reuben Chapman, Chase; 


And Mr. J. demanded the previous question. ` 
oints of order,’ 
-Q. ADAMS, 
And Mr, McHIENRY dippealed from. a decision 


an amendment before the amendments. 


‘Chipman, Clarke, Cobb. ‘Gatlin, Cult 
“Davis; De’ Mott, Dobbin; “Dodkery. 


Diisworth: Erdman, Pickin, Garvan, 1, Grover; Tian- 
Ha, Haralson, Harmaason, Hoge, Hopkins, G. §-Houston; 
Edmund W. Hubard, Hungeriord; James, B: Hunt, ter, 


Jenkiis, J. H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
Gedrye W: Jores; Soaboni Jones, Kennedy; Preston: Kirg, 


: Leake;La Sere, Tmmpkin, Maclay; McClemaud, MeGrate, 
James McDowell, MeKay, John. 2. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
‘Morris, Moulton, Norris, Payno, Price, Rathbun, Reid; Rhett, 
“Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Séammioit, Seddon, Alex. 
‘ander D. Sims, Sithpson, Stephens, St. John; Strong; Jacoh 
Thompson, ‘Toombs, Trew, Wick, ‘Wiliams, Wood, 
Woodward, Woodworth, and Yell—91 Ee 
` NAYS—Mesers. Abbott, John -Q. Adams, Arild; Ash- 
mun, Belk, Blanchard, Briikerhon Brodhead, Bullington, 
Witham: W. Campbell, Carroll, Catboart, Jo, Chapman, 
Cocke, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Ciiningham, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delimo, Dixon, Douglass, ‘Baran, 
Foot, Foster, Fries, Gentry, Giddings, Grider, Grinnell? 
Hampton, Harper, Hentey, Herrick, Hilliard, Be Bi Holes, 
John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudsons Washing- 
ton Hunt, Charles-J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Thgersoll, Danjel 
i P. King, Lewis, Long, MeCletand, Joseph J: MeDowell, 
MeHeury, Mellyvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Owen, Par: 
rish, Pendleton, Perriil, Polock; Ramsay, Relfe, J; Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawyer, Scaman, Severance, 
Albert Smith, Thomas: Smith, Caleb B, Smith, Stanton, 
| Starkweather, ‘Stewart, Strohm, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, Jamès Thotipson, THubatts, Eden, Truntho, 
» White, Winthrop, Wright; Young, aid 


Vanee, Wentworth. 
Yost—87, 
So the item was stricken out, Ee 
The amendment of the committee making an 
Appropriation .for the penitentiary in the District 
of Columbia was concurred in. i ; 
| < The amendment of the committee appropriauihg 
$25,449 for the sixth-voluine of- the fourth: series 
of the Documentary: History was concurred in. 
On concurring with the committee in the follow- 
ing amendment: ; ' : ee 
«Phat from and after the end of ‘this present 
| session of Congress the mileage.‘allowed and ‘paid 
to Senators and -Representatives in Congress and 
Delegates from ‘Territories shall be 40 cents per, 
mile for the first 200: miles; 35 cents for each mile 
above 200, and not over. 300; 30 cents for each 
mile above 300, and not over 400; and 25 cents per 
mile for any distance over 400 miles: Provided, 
That the aggregate mileage allowed to any Sena- 
tor, Representative, or Delegate, in any one -seg~ 
sion of Congress, shall, in no case, exceed: $750.” 
‘Mr. DOCKERY ‘asked the. yeas and. nays; 
which. were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: = . Ne ge nit 


YEAS—Mesirs. Abbott, Anderson, Barringer, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, Biggs; James Blick; dames A Black, 


Blanchard, Brodhead, Wiliam ©. Brown, Budiagton, 
Burt, Carroll, Jolin G. Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, 
Chase, Clarke, Cobh, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullogi, 
Culver, Cummins, Cumiuugham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 


De Mot, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Bedhinan, Jom U, Ewing, kdwin F Bwing, Faran, Boot, 
Foster, Garvin, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Haralson, Henley, Merrick, Bliss B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, George X. Houston, Extmund W. fhibard, Sam- 
uel J). Hubbard, Hungerford, Joseph Ry logersoll, Janes 
H Johnson, Joseph Jolunson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W., Jones, Daniel P, King, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, 


Leib, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, MeClean, MeCleland, 
McClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, James McDowell, 


McHenry, Melvaine, MeKay, Johu P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Miler, Moseley, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ratbbun, Reid, Ritter, Root, 
Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, 
Severance, Alexander D: Sims, Albert Smith, ‘Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B.-Sunith, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, 
St. John, Sirohm, Strong, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thomp.- ., 
son, James ‘Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Toombs, Vredway, Trum- 
bo, Wiliams, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, Young, and 
Yost JAR. 2; Fae s 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quiney Adams, Stephen Adame, 
Arnold, Ashniun, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, 
Cathcart, Reuben Chapinan, Chipinan, Coliamer, Constable, 
Cranston, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Delano, Douglass, 
Edsall, Fieklin, Fries, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Harman- 
son, Hilliard, Hoge, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Charlés J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Scaborn Jones, Keu- 
nedy; Thomas:Butier King, La Sere, Levin, Maclay, Joseph 
J. McDowell, Marsh, Morris, Payne, Perrill, Pettit; Phelps, 
Price, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, John A: Rockwell; Russell, 
Stanton, Jacob Thompson, Vinton, Wentworth, White, 
Wick, Winthrop, Wright, and Yell—59. 3 


So the amendment was concurred in. < 
_. The question now came up on the amendment 
of Mr. G. W. JONES, to siriks out: the, words 
“and meteorologist,’’ and to reduce the appropri- 
| ation from ‘* $3,000. to $1,000.. oe 
Mr. J. asked the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered, and, being takén, resulted as. follows: 4: 
YEAS—Messrs. Stephen ‘Adama, Anderson, “Atkins ty 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brocken- 
- brongh, Brodhead, ‘William. G.: Brown, Buiington; Burt, 
Cathcart, Reuben Chapman,- Chase: Chi man, Clark 
Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Constable, Cullom,.C 
Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, “Do 
‘Douglass, Edsall; Ellsworth, Farai Fries, 
i Graham,: Grover, Hamlin: Haralson; Harm 
Hoge, Hough, G. S. Houston, Edmund: 


t 


i gerford, J, B. Hunt, Jenkins, James’: 
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Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, Preston: King, Lawrence, Lumpkin, Me- 
. Clean, MeClernand, McConnell, MeOrate;. Joseph J. Me- 
Dowell, Jolin. P. Martim, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
Norris, Parrish} Payne, Phelps; Price, Rathbun, Reid; Relfe, 
Roberts; Runk, ‘Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander 
D. Sims, Thomas Smith; Starkweather, Sti John, Strong, 
James- Thompson; Tasoh Thompson, -Tibbatts, Tredway, 


Willians; and- Yell 

NAYS-Mi ot AÀ y 
Barringer, Bayly; Bedinger; Blanchard, Mitton Brown; W. 
W-.-Campbell: Carrol; John: G. Chapman, Collamér, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Erdman, John 
H: Bwing, Edwin H. Ewing, Poot, Giddings, Grider, Grin- 
neil, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard; Elias B. Holmes, 
John W: Houston, Samuel. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt; Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Dan- 
iel:P: King, Fhemas Butler King, Leake, Leib, Lewis, 
Long, Maclay, McClelland, McHenry, McHivaine, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Owen, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rittér, Julius Rockwell, J. A? Rockwell, Root; Seaman, 
Seddon, Caleb B: Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Strohm, Thi- 
bodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, 

Jance, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, Winthrop, 
Young, and Yost—9. z 

So the amendment was agreed to: 

All the amendments having been disposed of— 

The bill was ordered to a third reading now. 

And having been read a third time by its title, 

and the question being, ‘Shall this bill pass ?”? 

Mr. FRIES demanded the previous question; 
“which was seconded. _ 
And the main question was ordered to be now 


taken. 

Mr, HOPKINS asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: S a i i ae 

YEAS—Measrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, S. Adams, Arnold, 
Ashman, Atkinson, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black, James A. ‘Black, Blanchard; Boyd, Brinkerhof, 
Brockenbřongh, Brodhead, Milton Brown; Wmi G: Brown, 
Buñington, Burt, William W. Campbell, :Carrol,. Cath- 
cart, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Réuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Coltainer, Col- 
lin, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Caimiingham, 
Daniel, Dargan, ‘Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jeiferson Davis, 
Delanoy De. Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, 
Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John. I, Ewing, Ed- 
win- H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gra- 
ham, Grider, Grinneh; Grover, Haniin, Hampton, Haralson, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Etias_B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B, Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James 
I. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George W. Sones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, 
La: Sere, Lewis, Long, Maclay, McClean, McCtelland, 
McConnell, McCrate, James McDowell, McHenry, Mel- 
vaine, McKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Miler, Morris,;Moseley, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Pendleton, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Rathbun, 
Reid,. Rell, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, John 


bbott; J. Q. Adams, Arnold, Ashinun, 


A. Rockwell, Root, Ruik, Sawtelle, Seammon, Seaman,’ 


Seddon, Severance, Aléxander. D: Sims, Thomas’. Smith; 
Caleb:B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St.John, 
Strohma, Strong, Thibodeaux, Be 
Thompson, “Jacob Thompson 
"Trumbo, . Vinton,” Wentworth, litte, 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth: 
Young, and. Yost : ee : 
NAYS 
So the b 


On motion.of 1 ; 
solved itself into. Committee. of. the Whole on the 


‘ihbatts,. Tilden, Tredway, 
White, ‘Wick, Wiliams, 
night, Yeu, 


ew Johnson, Toombs, Vance—3. 
Twas passed a 5n T 


state of the: Unions Mt.,.Born, of Kentucky, in the 
chair.. a no en i 
The committee, on motion of Mr. HARALSON, 


took up. the: bill to provide for-certain alterations in 
the pay departmentiof the army. — 

n OTRE ARMY OF OCCUPATION. 

The bill had: not been read, when,- | i 

On motion of Mr; BRINKERHOFF, it was laid 
aside, and’ the committee took up the joint resolu~ 
tion “tendering the thanks of Congress to ‘General 
Taylor and the army of occupation, for their recent 
brilliant.services on the, Rio Grande., | 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, under instractions from 
the Committee on Military ‘Affairs, offered the fol- 
lowing. as ; 
originally introduced: eae 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Untied States of America in Congress assémibled, That the 
gratitade of she country ig due, and the-thanks of Congress 
are Hereby tendered. to-Brevet. Brigadier. General Zachary. 
Taylor, lis officers. and men, for the fortitude, skill, enter- 

re 

ppottions ou the Rio Grande. - and be. i further resolved, 
That ‘the President be, and He-is-hereby,:.authorized and 


requested . to causé tobe -paid to, each, non-commissioned | 
officer, musician, and private, belonging to said-army on theii. 
|, one month’s additional pay, to be paid out 


Gin of May, 1 i 
of aby money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated: 


Resolved, That Congress sincerely: sympathize with thej.: 
relatives and friends. of the officers and soldiers-of'the army |}. ae ? 3 
the army, he rejoiced at the evidence now afforded 


|-of.a disposition inthis House to deal justly, to feel 


of the United States, who so bravely ‘fell in the: service of. 


their country on ihe Rio Grande, 


Resolved, That the President be requested to: cause the: 


foregoing resolutions to be communicated to'General Taylor, | 


äng through him to the army under bis command. 


Djantin: Thompson, Jawes. 


Mr HARALSON, the House. re- | 


vas a substitute for the joint resolution as. 


sand courage which have distinguished the recent | 


Which, having been read— 

Mr. "BRODHEAD “suggested that there was no 
provision for the widows and children of those sol- 
diers who had fallen in battle. $ 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF sajd there 
law for that, ` ; 

Mr. J. A. BLACK offered'the following amend- 
ment, to precéde the last resolution: Fae . 


And be it further resolved, Thatinstead of one month’s pay 
as above provided for, that each officer, non-commissioned 


was a general 


|| Officer, musician, and private, who may have been wounded 


in batde,.and who-may not die. in consequence of such 
wounds, three months additional pay shall be allowed; and 
that each officer, non-commissioned officer, musician, and 
private, who may have been killed in battle, or in defending 
the. canip. opposite. Matamoras, or who may dic in conse- 
quence of such wounds, twelve months? ‘additional pay 
shall be allowed to their widow, if any such there be—if no 
widow, then theirchildren ; this pay to be over and. above 
any pension the widows or children. of such officers or men 
so killed in battle, or who have or may die, from their 
wounds, may be-legally entitled to by law. 

Titese resolutions to apply to all belonging to the army of 
Occupation, and who may have been killed or wounded be- 
fore the passage of these joint resolutions; and that provis- 
ion shall hereafter be made by law to carry into efivet the; 
foregoing resolutions. 5 

_ Mr, B. modified his amendment, on the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Joseru J. McDowett, by striking 
out the words ‘< heirs-at-law’’ and inserting ‘ chil- 
dren.”? 

Mr. HARALSON said that, as it was desirable 
that whatever was done should be well done, he 
would ask that the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Buack,| be again read. 
He, (Mr. H.) feared that the amendment would 
exclude some for whom provision was intended to 
be made. 

The CHAIRMAN announced the first question 
to be on the amendment of Mr. Buack. 

Mr. BURT demanded tellers. 

Mr. B. said he was sure that there was no dis- 
position to discuss any of the propositions in the 
resolutions. But he was sure, also, that the com- 
mittee would permit itself to he reminded that the 
effect of the amendment of his colleague [Mr. 
Brack] would be most prematurely to establish a 
gigantic pension system. 

it was the intention of the committee that re- 
ported these resolutions of approbation—of your 
gallant army on the Mexican border—simply.to 
express the gratitude of the country, and the thanks 
of Congress for their brilliant achievement on the 
Rio Grande. ah : : 

Iwill not, Mr,.Chairman, discuss this question; 
but Ido. trast that this committee will permit itself 


j to be réminded..that.it is a tribute of the gratitude 


of the country. to that. gallant army, which we at 
this: moment. desire. to pay; and I trust that no 


by the committee. 

“Mr. JAMES A. BLACK said, he had not offer- 
ed hig resolution of amendment. prematurely; but 
maturely, and with deliberation. In the object of 
the resolution from the committee, he did most 
heartily concur, and the amendment which he of- 
fered was but an extension of the very principle 
laid down by them. They proposed to give one 
month’s pay to the officers and soldiers. of our gal- 


concurred ; for no man in this House was prouder 
of the triumph they. have achieved than he was. 

But it had been. proposed on all sides of the 
House to raise the pay of the common soldier to 
$10; he had voted against it. It was a proposition, 
however, which received an extensive support. in 
this House. Three months’ pay of an infantry 
man was $21; three months of a dragoon was $24; 
it would, therefore, for this year, make the pay of 
a dragoon $10; and of an infantry-man $9—~less 
than had. been proposed to allow to all... His 
amendment was to give one year’s pay proper— 
not pay and emolument. He had battled in this 
House against these extraordinary. emoluments 
allowed to officers. ; 

He repeated, he had not made this proposition 
without due reflection. If one hundred thousand 
men had fallen on the field-of battle, he would have 
gone for it. He was not for squandering. money. 
on the army indiscriminately. _ He had, after ma- 
ture reflection, determined to offer. this amendment 


{ to discriminate, and discriminate in favor of those 


to whom the gratitade of the.country was due. 
Mr.. JEFFERSON DAVIS said, as a friend. tọ 


generously. towards. those to whom. the honor of 


cour flag has. been intrusted. Too often and. too | 


other question ‘connected with it will be entertained | 


lant army of the South; in that he most cordially | 


long had «we listened to harsh and invidious reflec- 


tions upon our gallant little army, and the accom- 
plished officers who:command it. A partial op- 
portunity had been offered to exhibit their soldierly 
i qualities in their true light, and he trusted these 
| aspersions were hushed—hushed..now forever. 
As an American, whose heart. promptly responds 
to all which. illustrates our national character, and - 
adds new glory to our national: name, he rejoiced 
with exceeding joy at the. recent triumph.of. our 
arms... Yetitisno more than he expected from 
the gallant soldiers who .hold our post upon the. 
| Rio Grande—no more. than, when occasion offers, 
they will achieve again. It was the triumph of 
American courage, professional skill, and-that pa- 
i triotic pride which blooms in the breast of our 
educated soldier, and which droops-not under:the 
| withering scoff of political revilers. 
| ‘These men will feel, deeply feel, the expression 
| of your gratitude. -It will nerve their hearts in the 
hour of future conflict, to know that their country 
acknowledges and honors their devotion. . It-will 
shed a solace on the dying moments of those who 
fall, to be assured them country. mourns the loss. 
This is the meed for. which the soldier bleeds and 
dies. This he will remember lopg after the paltry 
pittance of one month’s extra. pay has been for- 
| gotten, : s ; ‘ 
Beyond this expression of the nation’s thanks, 
| he liked. the principle‘of the proposition offered by 
the gentleman from.South Carolina. We have a 
: pension system-providing for the disabled soldier, 
but he seeks well and wisely to extend it to all 
who may- be wounded, however slightly. It is a 
reward offered to, those who. scek for danger, who 
first and foremost plunge into the fight. Tt lias 
i been this incentive, extended so as to cover all 
| feats of gallantry, that has so. often crowned the 
British arms with victory; and caused their prowess 
| to be recognised in every quarter of the globe. It. 
| was the sure and high reward of gallantry, the 
confident reliance upon their nation’s gratitude, 
which led Napoleon’s armies over Europe, eon- 
quering and to conquer; and it was these influ- 
ences which, in an earlier time, rendered the Ro- 
man arms invincible, and brought their eagle back 
victorious from every land on which it gazed. Sir, 
letnot that parsimony, (for he did not dcem-it econ- 
omy,) prevent us from adopting a system which 
in war will add so much to the efficiency of troops. 
Instead of seeking. to fill the.ranks of your army: . 
| by increased pay, let the soldier feel thata liberal 
pension will relieve him:from the fear. of wantin 
the event. of disability, provide for his family in 
| the event of death, and. that.he wins his way to 
gratitude and ‘the reward of his countrymen by 
perilling all for honor in the field. 
| The achievement: which we. now propose .to 
| honor is one which richly deserves it. Seldom, sir, 
in the annals of military history has there been 
one in which desperate daring and military skill 
were more happily combined. The enemy selected 
his own, ground, and united to the advantage of a 
strong position a numerical majority of three to 
| oné. Driven from his first position by an attack in 
which itis hard. to say whether professional skill . 
or manly courage is to be more admired, he retired 
and posted his artillery on a narrow defile, toswee 
| the ground over which our troops were compelled 
| to pass. There, posted in strength three. times 
greater than our own, they waited . the approach 
of our gallant little army. 

General Taylor knew the danger and destitution 
of the band he left to-hold his camp opposite Mat- 
amoras, and. he paused for-no regular approaches 
but opened his field artillery, and dashed with 
sword and bayonet on the foe.. A sinele charee 
left him master of their battery, and the number of 
slain attests the skill and discipline of ‘his army 
i} Mr. D. referred to a gentleman who, a short time 
| Since, upon this floor, expressed extreme distrust 
in our army, and poured out the vials of his denan- 
ciation upon the graduates of the Military Acad- 
emy. He hoped now the gentleman. will withdraw 
those denunciations; that now he will learn the 
| Value of military science; that he will see in the 
location, the construction, the defence of the base 
tioned: field-work opposite Matamoras the utili ty 
the necessity of a military education, Let him 
compare ‘the.few.men who held that with the arm 
that assailed it; let him mark the comparative ‘safety 
with which they stood within that tem porary work: 
let him. consider why the guns along its ramparts 
were. preserved, whilst they silenced the batteries 
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of the enemy; why that intrenchment stands un- 
harmed by Mexican shot, whilst its guns have 
crumbled the stone walls in Matamoras to the 


ground, and then say whether he believes a black- į; 


smith or a tailor could have secured the same re- 
sults, ) Á 
vinced that arms, like every occupation, requires 
to be studied before it can be understood; and from 
these things, to which he had called his attention, 
he will learn the power and advantage of military 
science. tle would make but one other allusion 
to the remarks of the gentleman he had noticed, 
who said nine-tenths of the graduates of the Mili- 
tary Academy abandoned the service of the United 
States. If he would take the trouble to examine 
the records upon this point, he doubted not he | 
would be surprised at the extent of his mistake. /! 
There he would learn that a majority of all the } 
graduates are still in service; and if he would push | 
his inquiry a little further, he would find thata huge 
mnajority of the commissioned officers who bled in 
the actions of the 8thand 9th were graduates of 
that academy. 

He would not enter into a discussion on the 
military at this time. His pride, his gratification 
arose from the suceess of our arms. Much was | 
due to the courage which Americans have display- 
ed on many battle-fields in former times; but this 
courage, characteristic of our people, and perva- | 
ding all sections and all classes, could never have |] 
availed so much had it not been combined with |] 
military science. And the occasion seemed suit- |} 
ed to enforce this lesson on the minds of those |} 
who have been accustomed, in season and out of 
season, to rail at the scientific attainments of our || 
ollicers. | 

The influence of military skill—the advantage 
of discipline in the troops—the power derived from |} 
the science of war, increases with the inercased 
size of the contending armies. With two thousand || 
we had beaten six thousand; with twenty thousand 
we would far more easily beat sixty thousand, | 
because the General must be an educated soldier 
who wields large bodies of men, and the troops, to 
act efficiently, must be disciplined and command- 
ed by able officers. Fle but said what he had long 
thought and often said, when he expressed his 
confidence in the ability of our officers to meet 
those of any service—favorably to compare, in all 
that constitutes the soldier, with any army in the 
world; and as the field widened for the exhibition, 
so would their merits shine more brightly still. 

With many of the officers now serving on the 
Rio Grande he had enjoyed a personal acquaint- 
ance, and hesitated not to say that all which skill 
and courage and patriotism could perform, might | 
he expected from them, Fe had forborne to speak 1 
of the General commanding on the Rio Grande on |! 
any former occasion; but he would now say to |) 
those who had expressed distrust, that the world 
held not a soldier better qualified for the service |) 
he was engaged in than General Taylor. Trained f 
from his youth to arins, having spent the greater || 
portion of his life on our fronuer, his experience 
peculiarly, fits him for the command he holds, 
Such as his conduct was in Fort bharrison, on the 
Upper Mas: ssippi, in Florida, and on the Rio 
Grande, will it be wherever he meets the enemy 
of his country, , 

Vhose soldiers to whom so many have applied | 
dopreciatory epithets, upon whom it has been so 
often said no reliance could be placed, they, too, 
will be found in every emergency renewing such 
feats as have recently graced our arms, bearing the 
American flag to honorable trimmphs, or fling i| 
beneath its folds as devotees to our common cause | 
to die a soldier’s death. . i 

Fle rejoiced that the gentleman from South Car- |i 
olina [Mr. Brack] had shown himself so ready to |! 
pay this tribute to owr army. He hoped not a voice i 
would be raised in opposition to it; that nothing but | 


the stern regret which is prompted by remem- i 


j 


i 


brance of those who bravely fought and nobly died i 
wiil break the joy, the pride, the patriotic gratula- || 
tion with which we hail this triumph of our breth- |! 
ren on the Rio Grande, : 

Mr. ASHMUN here raised the point of order, 
that, under the Constitution of the United States, 
no money cvuld be appropriated except by law, i 
and that, a joint resolution not boing a law, no i 
money could be appropriated except it took the 
form of a bill. : 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF read the precedent, in |! 
the case of Commodore Perry and the squadron li 


ji 
l 
jÍ 


| 
i 
hi 


He trasted the gentleman would be con- | 


| under his command, when three months’ ay to 
iall the privates of the squadron was awarded by 
i joint resolution. X . 

i | Mr. ADAMS sustained Mr. Asumun’s objec- 
| tion. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the books were full 
of precedents in which money had been appropri- 
ated by joint resolution. For his. own part, he 
i never had entertained but one opinion, and that 

was, that no money could be.appropriated except 
|| by law—that was.to say, by act or bill. Probably 
the most convenient mode of disposing of the mat- 
iter would be at once to decide that the amend- 
| ment of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
H Buack,] in its present form, was not in order. ` 

Mr. BLACK said that, looking to the practice of 
the Government, he would appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. k 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF suggested that the dif- 
| ficulty could be obviated by so changing the phra- 
| seology of the resolution as to cause it to read a 
| bill and joint resolution; and that the single scc- 
ition which appropriated one month's pay should 
li commence with the words * Bo it enacted,” instead 


i of “ Be it resolved.” 


Mr. BLACK said he would then so change the 
phraseology of his amendment as to read, “ And 
be it further enacted. ’” 

{Mr. B. subsequently withdrew the appeal he 
had taken.] 

Mr. HARALSON said, upon such a subject I 
am almost unwilling to trust myself. These reso- 
lutions are tended to express the gratitude of the 
country, and especially of Congress, for the recent 
brilhant achievements of our little army on the Rio 
Grande. ‘The honor of our arms has been sus- 
kuned, and again they are triumphant against an 
enemy largely outnumbering us. The victory was 
complete. Under such circuunstances I repeat my 
unwillingness to trast myself. 1 do not know 
where to stop. I am well willing to go with those 
who go farthest in voting extra pay to those who 
have stood up for the defence of their country, for 
those who have been wounded, and for the widows 
and children of those who may have fallen. Nor 
do I doubt that such is the general spirit which 
animates:- most of us. In that spirit I gave my vote 
in committee for the amended resolutions which 
have been reported by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Brivxennore.] But, sir, itis too palpable 
that the different amendments which have been 
offered, and of which we have had indication, will 
Jead to a debate, and perbaps to disagreement upon 
a subject upon which, above all others, we ought 
to be united. Would it not be well, therefore, for 
us to pass the resolutions of thanks to General 
‘Taylor and his gallant little army unanimously, as 
l hope it may be done, and reserve these questions, 
out of which discussion must arise, for a future 
oceasion—to-morrow, or even this evening, after 
we have passed upon the resolutions of thanks? 
I feel it would be the higher compliment to the 
army itself. Kt has done much for us, and deserves 
a speedy and unanimous tribute. Although thou- 
sands of brave volunteers: were flocking to the 
standard of the country, eager to participate in the 
first conflict and victory, it is matter worthy of 
note that this achicvement has been gained by the 
valor and intrepidity of our little army alone. Let 
us pass the resolutions as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, expressing our thanks, 


rand giving a month's extra pay to those who have 
| shared in this victory. ‘This will be an earnest of 
| our future legislation. 


Some gentlemen have ex- 
pressed doubts as to the propriety of appropriating 
money by resolution under the Constitution—that 
it must be done by a bill. ‘This objection, 1 think, 
does not apply to the original resolution. If it 
docs, J would be willing to pass a bill making the 
necessary appropriation, and which might suit the 
views of these gentlemen. I trust we shall so 
direct our course as that the resolutions may pass 
unanimously, and without any hesitation. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said he hoped the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Georgia would not 
be adopted of separating the one month’s pay to 
the non-commissioned officers and private soldiers 


| from the resolution of thanks. 


Mr. HARALSON explained that he made no 
such proposition. He went cordially for the res- 
olution of the gentleman, including the one month’s 
pay; but he thought further action might with 
propriety be deferred unul it could be had in a form 
which would suit all. ; 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF | (resuming) -said v 
roposition at any rate had:been made by: others. 
‘or one, he was not willing that it should bedone: 

We might talk about these votes of thanks; he ad: 
mitted, as far as your commissioned officers wre ` 
concerned, they were grateful tributes; they were 
received as such by these commissioned officers, 
who were already liberally paid... But tò the pri; 
vate. soldier, who gets his seven or zight-dollars a 
month—(and Mr. B. was among: the ‘number: of 
those who the other day thought it was inconsist- 
ent with the state of the treasury, andthe pros- 
pective. expenditures to which we. should be sub- 
jēsted, to raise that pay at this time)—to him who 
ies upon the ground and fights your battles for’. 
$7 or $8 per month, your mere vote of thanks, 
unaccompanied with any increase of his small pay, . 
was a wibutè on which he would place novëry. 
exalted estimate. een. 

He hoped, therefore, that these resolutions would 
go together, and that the resolution of thanks to 
your officers and army would be accompanied. by 
one month’s pay to your private soldier and non- 
cominasioned officer. That the moral effect of 
this would be excellent, every man could see.' We 
merely proposed to give them. a small tribute for 
what they had already done. -He could fancy 
himself standing by the side of these poor and. ob- 
scure, but brave men, on the receipt of the intelli- . 
gence that a vote of this kind had passed the two 
branches of Congress. He could fancy the poor 
soldier tapping his comrade on the shoulder, and 
saying: “ We have done good. things; and this 
tribute of the gratitude of our country, and this 
rewartl, is thankfully received. It'is small, to be 
sure, but it will pay off our sutler’s accounts: and 
when we get through our fighting; it will give us 
some money to return home with.” Mr. B. wished 
the two to go together; and that the commissioned 
officer and the private soldier should both receive 
that evidence of the thankfulness of their country 
which they are both capable of appreciating, and 
will appreciate. : 

He regretted that this constitutional question had - 
been raised here. Although he had never given 
his attention particularly to it; he had always sup- 

osed that a joint resolution was a law, and ob- 
igatory as such; and when he held-in. his hand 
the resolutions. of Congress of 1814, providing for 
extra pay of this kind, he could not doubt but it 
was constitutional, and had been so regarded. 

Gentlemen asked them to delay the giving any 
extra compensation now, and let the vote of thanks 
go, leaving to some future time the giving this ex- 
tra pay. But he was apprehensive if it was delay- 
cd now, it would he delayed indefinitely. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL (Mr. R. yielding) said 
that Judge Marshall had pronounced the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, that a 
joint resolution is a law. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF was happy to hear it, 
He could not conceive why a joint resolution, go- 
ing through with three several:readings, and with 
all the solemnity of a bill, should not: be to all in- 
tents and purposes a law. ; , 

He hoped, he repeated, that this suggestion of à 
division would not be adopted, and that the com- 
mittee would. insist on these resolutions going to- 
gether, in order that all branches of the army may 
receive that tribute which they so richly merit. 

Mr. B., in concluding, inquired of the Chairman 
whether he intended permanently to decide that a 
joint resolution was not a law? He had not so un- 
derstood the Chair. , 

The CHAIRMAN replied: If. it appropriated 
money, he believed:it was not a law, Chief Justice 
Marshall.to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFYEF appealed from the de- 
Cision. ‘ 

The decision of the appeal was. not pressed. at 
this time. i : 

Mr. SAWYER said the resolutions which had 
been presented would receive, he trusted, the ünan- 
imous vote of this committee. He would. prefer 
now to see the question of the vote of thanks taken 
—which he believed no man on this floor would be 
opposed to; and at the proper time the other. ques- 
tion—that of compensation—called wip; and he 
hoped it would be put into such’a form.as.that no 
one would object to it. ; aoe, ‘ 

But from the remarks: of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Jurrerson Davis,} this House: 
would be led to infer, and the people of the United 
States would be led to infer; that there was not a 
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soldier or an officer in either of these Batiles but 
~ who emanated from: West Point.’ The gentleman 

asked him (Mr: S.) to take back what he said the 
other day in reference to that acade He. told 
the gentleman he would-not take back one syllable, 
one sentence, one denuriciation, or one approba- 
tion which he then uttered: He stood on the same 
ground still; it was just then, and it was just now. 

He ‘expressed ‘doubts then, as-he had-a right to 
do, of the policy, of the manner, in which our mili- 
tary movements-in. that quarter had been conduct- 
ed.. -He believed, from reports, that-our army was 
suffering; hemmed in and surrounded as it was by 
a Mexican force vastly superior in number; and 
he'stggested that it-was because General Taylor, 
had not called out the troops from ‘the different 
States as he was authorized to do. But probably 
he was misinformed in his intelligence. If the 
‘gentleman from Mississippi had read his speech, 
he would see that he-cast no censure on General 
Taylor; and that whatever remarks he had made 
about his movements’ and his position, he had a 
right to make. 7 

The gentleman had told them that an educated 
soldiery had done this work. . He denied this 
assertion. If that was the case, no man could 
be educated, or efficient, but who had emanated 
from West Point., He (Mr. S.) reiterated all he 
had said, and with more confidence, because they 
now heard it charged, that a blacksmith or a tailor 
was not competent to take charge of our army, or 
to lead our army: in the fight.’ Why, let. him tell 
that gentleman that as good soldiers came from 
other classes—from the walks of civil life—as from 
those who were educated at West Point. . A tailor 
may use a lance as well as a needle; and of all 
the captains in that regiment, he wished it to be 
observed, there was but one from West Point; he 
was the only one that was taken prisoner! He 
spoke from the book, when he spoke of Lieuten- 
ant Hardee as being the only captain in that regi- 
ment who came from West Point, and he was 
taken prisoner. He asked if Captain May was a 
cadet? Did he emanate from West Point? Did 
General Taylor emanate from West Point? No, 
neither of them. Nor did Captain°;Walker. All 
of those who had shone most brilliantly, came 
from the ranks of the people—from the black- 
smiths’ and tailors’ shops. 

{A voice was understood to intimate that General 
Greene was:a blacksmith.] 

Yes, (said Mr. 8.,) I was just about to come to 
that, because it isa pat of my business, being. a 
blacksmith myself. ‘ith pride I refer to the fact: 
that General Greene was a blacksmith: Whëre is 
your cadet from West Point, I ‘ask; who has ever 
shed lustré om the arms.of the -country?: State me 
one instance of this: kind, and- I will state you a 
hundred where nen who came ‘from. the common 
walks: of ‘life-have distinguished -themselves by 
their braye,,and. patriotic services in the field of 
battles 2s 2 > 

Mr. DAVIS. 
wished instanées:hé could name them. 

Mr. SAWYER, declining to yield, proceeded to 
say that General Jackson was not a cadet from 
West Poiñt; General Harrison was not; General 
‘Scott. was not; General Jesup was not. There 
was a gwhole: list. of brave, gallant officers who 
were none of them cadets.. He did not say that a 
good: officer, a gallant, a-brave soldier, could not 
come from. West Point. -But he repudiated and 
cotidemneéd the ‘idea, that ‘all the great, the noble 
patriots of this country came from, West Point, 
and, except they: ‘pass through ‘this institution, 
that jjthey can -have no. ideas of bravery and cf- 
ficient service’in defence of their country. He 
willingly rendered to these men. the credit which 
was their due; .. They had fought well, gallantly; 
they deserved the gratitude’and honor of their 
country; but on that account he was not willing 
to say that no man can fight well unless he comes 
from West Point. AaS E 

[Mr. MORRIS interposed, and was understood 
to inquire of. his coleague if Lieutenant Deas was 
from West Point, who deserted the army and went 
over to Matamoras,].. l so 

No doubt (continued Mr.S., apparently not 


hearing the remark-of his colleague) there were.| 


some gallant’ spirits that. have emanated: from 
‘West Point: He did not pretend to object to this; 
all he took exception to was, that the whole credit 
of this .victory is to be given to graduates from 
West Point. He had seen*some fighting, and if 


inv his’seat) said if the gentleman || 


; he was again to go to war, and his friends at 
` home with him, he believed they would be entitled 
| to just as much credit for any services they might 
‘render as though they had emanated from West 
, Point; and although the gentleman hailed from 
West Point, he could not convince him that all 
| the gallant spirits came from West Point; but it 
[rather proved, what Mr. S. had before said, that 
| gentlemen educated at West Point came back, and 
were prepared for the civil offices of the Govern- 
ment, and some of them were sent here. That 
was what he had said. 

As to the resolutions,, Mr. S. repeated, in con- 
clusion, he hoped they would be passed. 

Mr. SEVERANCE obtained the floor, and 
yielded it at request, for purposes of explanation, 
to Mr. Jerrerson Davis. 

Mr. SEVERANCE said he concurred in the 
propriety of the pending resolutions very heartily; 
and he held that the gallantry of our officers and 
men deserved the notice of their country, He also 
concurred with the gentleman from Mississippi, 
{Mr.. Davis,] in the opinion that service was ne- 
cessary to the efficiency of a soldier. Neither he 
nor the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sawymr,] had 
the advantage of an education'at the West Point 
Academy; but it did not follow that he and the 
gentleman had derived no benefit from that and 
other institutions of education. Education was 
diffused through the whole community by colleges 
and academies. He believed that war could not 
be carried on successfully without the aid of science, 
and he instanced the fact that scientific officers of 
the British army, availing themselves of the ser- 
vices of native troops, have conquered and held in 
subjection an empire in the East. It was to their 
military science that this result was due. But it 
was nat to that alone. It was partly owing to the 
fondness of the British race for fighting. He fear- 
ed that the military spirit which prevailed among 
us would be carried too far. He had hoped that 
with the aid of thirty years of peace, and the ex- 
ertions of the peace societies, the military spirit 
had been somewhat subdued in this country; but 
the young men who had risen up of late years 
were carried away with this spirit, and were prompt 
to rush into a war. He believed thet our Govern- 
ment ought to take the first opportunity to stop 
the Mexican war, whether we met success or de- 
feat in it. 

On a recent occasion, he had published his rea- 
sons for voting against the bill supplying men and 
money for this war. He.would have willingly 
voted the money, but he was unwilling to say that 
Mexico had made a war against us. Ile would 
now enter into that question, and would show that 
the Nueces was the western boundary of Texas, 
and had.always been the boundary. The organ of 
the Government had admitted that the military ex- 
peditions into that territory, now disputed, were of 
a predatory character. General Houston was cen- 
sured by General Green and others for having tol- 
erated them. The expedition to Mier was one of 
robbery. and plunder, and it was the only one that 
went across the Rio Grande. ‘Fhe expedition was 
utterly unsuccessful, and the adventurers in it were 
treated ‘as robbers. i 

Mr. MORRIS here made a point of order as to 
the relevancy of the gentleman’s remarks, but it 
was overruled by the Chair. 

Mr. SEVERANCE said that it-was admitted 
that Texas had no-right to the country beyond the 
Nueces, éxcept under the articles of capitulation 
at the battle of San Jacinto. He réad the articles, 
and argued that they had. no binding force. 

Mr. S. JONES interposed a question of order. 
‘Was it important to know where the line was in 
order to judge whether it was proper to pass a vote 
of thanks to our officers and men? 

Mr. SEVERANCE said it was important to 
know whether the battle was fought in the United 
States or not. i 

The CHAIR overruled the objection, and Mr. 
S. proceeded to read and comment on the articles 
of capitulation, and to argue that they were not 
worth a straw. General. Lamar had treated them 
as of no value. It was not believed that Santa 
‘Ana. had the power, if the will, to fulfil the stipula- 
tions of the agreement. General Lamar objected 
that Santa Anna had-no authority, and was not free 
to act. Thus the authority on which the ‘Union 
relied to show that the territory of Texas extended 
‘tothe Rio Grande utterly failed. 

-He went on to argue that Mexico had never, at 


any time, promised’. the boundary of the Rio del 
Norte to Texas... He, read the conditions of the 
treaty of peace and independence between Mexico : 
and Texas, submitted. by the Ministers of France 
and England to Mexico, and stated that they did 
not fix any boundary; but left the. question of lim- 
its to future arbitration. ~ But Texas did-not listen 
to those propositions, and. no. pretext could be 
raised upon those in favor of thé claim of Texas. 

It was idle.to say that the country in dispute 
was occupied by American citizens, whom it was 
our duty to protect. No citizens of that region had 
ever called upon us for protection, and General 
Taylor was an invader of Mexican territory. - It 
was not his fault, for he was acting under orders, 
and it was the more creditable to him to gain vic- 
tories under such circumstances. ; 7 

Mr. A. D. SIMS made a point of order, which 
was overruled by the Chair. ; 

Mr. SEVERANCE passed to the consideration 
of the proclamation of General Woll, and contend- 
ed that General Woll did not admit that the Rio 
Grande was the boundary. Santa Fé and other 
towns were always in the peaceable possession of 
Mexico. They were so now, unless General Tay- 
lor had got up so far, which was not probable. 

The records of the diplomacy of the United 
States had been examined to show that we claimed 
Texas prior to 1819, as-a part of. Lousiana, with 
the Rio Grande as the western boundary. But 
the treaty of 1819 settled that question. ‘The 54° 
40’ men ought certainly to stand by that treaty, 
because it was that treaty which gave us the Span- 
ish title to the whole of Oregon. 

There had been no treaties with Mexico, and 
none with Spain, which gave us any right to the 
Rio Grande. as the boundary. But after all the 
action.of this Government on the subject, gentle- 
men here still claimed that our territory extended 
to the Rio Grande, as a part of Louisiana:, He 
read a speech of an honorable Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Benroy] upon the subject of this’ 
boundary, to show that the real ‘Texas never ap- 
proached the Rio Grande, except in the vicinity of 
its mouth. 

Mr. S. sent a book to the Clerk’s table with this 
speech; some extracts from which were read, 

[Cries of “Read on; let us have the whole 
book.” ” a : 

Mr. S. said the. speech was impartial, and the 
whole.of it was worthy of reading; but he did not 
propose to read’ any more now. “He wwished*to 
show that this war was an unjust, an infamous 
war, and that we were committing gross outrages 
on Mexico. It was idle to deceive ourselves; to 
thrust our heads into the sand and suppose that 
the world did not know what we were doing. 
The opinion of the world would: not sustain our 
course of action on this subject. 

Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN rose and said he 
had not troubled the House with his remarks, ex- 
cept on one occasion, during the session; but he 
was now anxious to consume some twenty imin- 
utes of the time of the House, and he would not 
longer detain them. , 

Fie wished to ask the Chair one question: 
whether the gentleman from Maine, who had just 
spoken, held ‘a seat here by any authority of the 
people of Maine, or asa delegate of the Govern- 
ment of Mexico? He would ask the gentleman 
himself, who had displayed here such anti-A meri- 
can feelings, whether he represented Maine or 
Mexico on this floor? 

Mr. GIDDINGS here rose to a question of 
order. The gentleman from Tennessee was ad- 
dressing language of a personal and offensive kind 
to a member, š . 

The CHAIR did not sustin the objection. 

Mr. MARTIN. The Chair dose not hold the 
remarks to be personal or disord erly. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee would be mortified to be call- 
ed to order the second time that he ever attempted 
to raise his voice here, if the call had been made by 
any one except the member from Ohio. The sen- 
tleman from'Tennessee would confine his remarks 
to the question before the committee, pie 

. The question was, whether we should 
of thanks to the general in command 
army of pcubauen, and ‘to the noble 
spirits that composed his army. o 
from Tennessee sisticd to aaen eines 
that question, but he had been induced to leave a 
and Pow the gentleman from Maine in his ex. 
‘raordinary remarks. Ele must persist in asking 


givea vote 
of the gallant 
and generous 


ernment? 
could not represent a foreign Power and an cnemy 

in this House; asa delegate from Mexico, he had | 
no right to a seat here. He would ask, what had’ 
been the arguments of the gentleman from Maine? 

Had he not, instead of defending our bold and 

chivalrous army on the Rio Grande, defended the 

enemy? ‘This was the spirit of the gentleman’s 

remarks, and he had listened with astonishment-to 

them. He would now ask on which side the gen- 

deman was to be found in this contest? On which 

side will the gentleman stand ? 

Mr. SEVERANCE. 1 stand on the side of my 
country—of my country’s honor—on the side of 
justice and right. { believe that the country will 
sustain me—that the world willsustain me—and 
prevent the shedding of blood. But I am in favor 
of the vote of thanks to the army. 

Mr. MARTIN. "The question is answered. 
The gentleman says he is in favor of the vote of 
thanks, If the gentleman would show him the 
newspaper—the Union—from which he was just | 
now reading, he would prove that the gentleman 
had not always been of that mind. ‘Bhat was not 
the ground taken by the gentleman heretofore, and 
in hts published addre ‘Khe genthnan had de- 
clared that Mexico deserved the thanks of the 
civilized world for having resisted the encroach- 
ments of the United States, and for having defend- 
ed herself against them. 

Mr. SEVERANCE. 
etvilized world, 

Mr. MARIIN. The gentleman reminds me 
ofa political incident that occurred in the part of 
the country where 1 reside. A question arose, 
pending the election of delegates to the legiskuure, 
as to a certain milldam in the election district. 
"The people above the dam were opposed to it, con- | 
sidering its effects unhealthy; and the people below | 
the dam were in favor of it, A very ardent con- 
didate for the saffrages of the people of the district 
made a speech to the people, but said nothing about 
the great question of the dam. > At the close of his 
speech, the people cried out, You have not:told 
“us what are your sentiments on the subject of the 
edam.” “ Pellow-citizens,” replied the candidate, 
“laman independent man,” “Bat do tell,” said 
the citizens, “ whether you are for the dam or |! 
fagainst it? « T'hen,” replied the candidate, “11 

ay boldly, as an independent man, that I am j! 
‘neither for nor against the milidam.”? Thef 
gentleman from Maine is in favor of a vote ofj 
thanks to our army, and also a vote of thanks to 
the Mexican army and the Mexican Government, |) 
The gentleman had volunteered to defend Mexican |: 
rights, and had said that Mexico deserved the i 

| 


I said nothing about the | 


thanks of the world for having defended herself |; 
AQAUSE OUT agerressions, Mexico needed help in 
this contest, and she had got it from the gentleman |} 
from Maine. The gentleman’s name would live |i 
long in the memory of Mexicans, i 
Jfe had one remark more to make. The gentle- |i 
mi» had denounced this war as infamous and |! 
criminal. Would not this erime and this infamy | 
prevent the gentleman from cordially and seriously | 
giving his thanks to the American army ? i 
Mr. SEVERENCE explained. He had not i 

i 

1 

i 

j 

j 

i 

{ 

} 

i 


E 
used these epithets himself Ie had said thata 
disti ed individual from Missouri had thus 
ized the war. 
Mr. MARTIN had (he said) understood the |! 
gentleman to say that he agreed with the authority 
to which he referred, that the war was infamous i 
and unjust. i 
Mr. SEVERANCE had said expressly (he re- || 
marked) that he would not use the word infa- | 
mous, i 
Mr. MARTIN. The gentleman is not relicved. || 
If J had used the sentiments in an address to my |! 
constituents that he has done to his, 1 know very |; 
well what my constituents would have said; they | 
| 
| 
| 
l 


would have classed me, not with the defenders of |! 
the honor and interests of the country, but with 
those who were distinguished for adherence to the 
enemies of their country. Sir, the gentleman 
thanks Mexico for the- bold stand she has taken 
against us, 

Mr. SEVERANCE. I do not thank her at all. 
1 said she was acting in self-defence. Will Ameri- 
cans condemn that in others which they approve in 
themselves? 


| go and revenge the death of his brother. 
| gentleman from Maine comes here to do honor to 


with honoring the coldblooded murder of Colonel 


Cross, the gentleman had sanctionéd’ all the other 
murders committed by Mexico. > ; 

Mr. SEVERANCE here’ remarked. that he had 
said nothing about the murder of Colonel Cross. 
‘Lhe Mexican Government had nothing to do with 
it. The Mexican Government was acting rightly 
and in seli-defence; and ought they not to be hon- 
ored for it? He would ask if it was not a proper 
sentiment that a nation should be honored for de- 
fending its rights? 

Mr. MARTIN. Honored? Honor, Mr. Chair- 
man, is to be bestowed upon cold-blooded butchery. 
The Mexicans are to be honored for the murder of 
the noble and gallant Porter, and ofall who would 
defend their country against Mexican outrages. 
He wonld ask whether the mother of the murdered 
oflicer would honor the Mexicans for the exploit? 
When that patriotic aud devoted mother leard of 
the fatal deed, she wrote to her remaining son, an 
oiticer of the navy, and expressed à wish to see 
him. Oneof her sons had been murdered, and she 
wished to clasp to her heart the other, and bid him 
But the 


Mexico and to Mexicans for such conduct, This 
vigilint representative of Mexico on this floor was 
not content to honor Mexico for her couduct, but 
he condemned the Government of the United States 
for resenting it. Efe had thought, when the gon- 
tleman rase to-day, that he intended to give in his 
adhesion to his own country. 

Mr. SEVERANCE did so, he said, to his coun- 
try; but not to the acts of his Government. 

Mr. MARTIN. The gentleman honors and 


applauds Mexico for invading our country—the | 
| very part of the country where, by the gentleman’s 


own assent, we had established a custom-house at 
the present SESSION 
Mr. SEVERANCE did not know (he said) that 


| he had assented to that act. There was no discus- 


sion upon it. He was not sure that he was present 
when at passed. 


Mr. MARTIN. It was the gentleman’s duty to 


l be present; and there was no discussion, because 


there was no dispute as to the act. 
"This was the only occasion (Mr. M. said) upon 


1 which a vote of thanks to the army for their ser- 


vices had ever been made the subject of discussion. 
He had therefore taken the opportunity to remark 
upon the extraordinary sentiments of the, gentle- 


i man from Maine; and he would add, that the gen- 


tleman’s views were extremely offensive ‘to some 
of his own party.. How different should be the 
course of all when the country is in danger. 

Mr. SEVERANCE. 1 apprehend no danger 
from Mexico, 

Mr. MARTIN. Neither do I apprehend danger 
from Mexico, but from the friends of Mexico at 


i home. We know where to find Mexico in the open 


field, but there are those in favor of upholding Mex- 


iieo in all her acts that I am afraid of. Thank God, 


however, such men are few and far between. In 


| his own State there was no distinction of party on 


this question. AH there were for their country, 
and in favor of maintaining its proper boundaries, 
whether the question related to the Aroostook, the 


| Sabine, or the Rio Grande. 


Mr. GIDDINGS took the floor, and 

Mr THURMAN inoved that the committee rise. 

‘The committee then rose, and reported progress. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of J. 


iK. Walker, Esq., his Private Secretary. 


A message was received front the Senate, in- 


i forming the House that the Senate had concurred 
iin the amendinent of this House to the bill to es- 
i tablishi certain post-routes, and for other purposes. ] 


THE ARMY OF OCCUPATION.» 
Mr. BAYLY offered a resolution, providing tha 


| 


committees o. o rack AAEE ey ee APIE, 
Mr, JOSEPH J. McDOWELL had hoped that.. 
a resolution giving the, thanks. of Congress.to,the. 
army of the United States would not, need the ap- 
plication ofthegag. 0 o a 
Mr. BAYLY said that, like the gentleman. from 
Ohio, [Mr. McDowe1z,] he had hoped that debate 
would not have arisen’ on a resolution of ‘thanks, 


- But it. had arisen, and it ought to be stopped. 


Mr. VINTON. moved that the House adjoum. 

Mt. McKAY desired: to- say a single word. 

The SPEAKER saida motion to adjourn was- 
pending... a o g EEE a 

Mr. McKAY hoped it would be withdrawn.. 
And he desired, under the consent of the House, 
to say that he presumed all intended to vote for a, 
resolution of Jaiks. The Louse could at once, ; 
this evening, now, adopt such a resolution without 
again going into committee, or-accompanying it 
with any proposition at all for extra pays... : 

Mr. VIN TON said that for the purpose of the 
introduction. of a simple resolution ‘of thanks, he 
would withdraw his. motion. ae a 
_ So. the motion to adjourn was. withdrawn. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH thereupon, on leave 
given, introduced the following joint, resolution, 
which was read twice: © ` oo 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of . 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That . 
the thinks of Congress arg due, and are hereby tendered; to 
General Zachary, Taylor, commanding the army of occupa 
tion, his officers and men, forthe fortitide, akill, enterprise, | 
and courage which have distinguished the recent’ brilliant 
operations on the Rio Grande. hak de 

Mr. BAYLY then withdrew his resolution,’ 
(simply suggesting to Mr. Brocxensnovait.that 
the rank of the gallant oficer commanding the 
army of occupation was Major General, and not. 
General, as stated in the joint resolution, 

The resolution was accordingly so modified: 

And the question being then on ordering it to a 
third reading, . ; : . 

Mr.. HARALSON suggested to Mr. Brocken- 
BROUGH so to modify it as to retain the resolution 
requesting the President. to-communicate the fore- 
going, &e.., Ly law yhoo 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH so modified it. 

Mr. GILES sugested a further modification, so 
as to add the provision (in Mr. Brinksrvorr’s 
resolution) which expresses the sympathy of Con- 
g ena with the relatives and friends of the gallant 
dead., š 4 l 
Mr. BROCKENBROUGHE accepted the modi- 
fication. i 

And the joint resolution, thus modified, was 
ordered to.a third reading now. ` 

And having been reada third time by its title, 
was passed unanimously, in the following form, 
to wit: 

JOINT RESOLUTION presenting the thanks of Congress 
‘to Major General Taylor, his oflicers and men. 


Resolved hy the Senale and House of Representatives of the 
United. States of America. in Congress assembled, That the 
thanks of Congress are due, and ‘are hereby tendered, to 
Brevet Major General Zachary Taylor, commanding the. 
army of occupation, bis officers and-men, for the’ fortitude, 
skill, enterprise, and courage, which have distinguished the 
recent brilliant operations on the Rio Grande, p rae 
` And be it further resolved, That Congress sineerely¥syrh- 
pathize with the relatives and. friends of the officera and 
soldiers of the army of the United States who so.bravely fell 
in the service of their country. on the Rio Grande. he ts 

Resolved, That the President, be requested. to cause the 
foregoing resolutions to be communicated to Major-General 
Taylor, and through him to the army under ‘bis commands 


Mr. BAYLY desired to know. how the object.of 
making it appear on the Journal that the resolution 


; had passed unanimously could be attained? 


Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested that; as a matter 
of course, he presumed the fact would appear on 
the Journal. a ` 

The SPEAKER. said it would be so ordered. 

And then, at a late hour, ` 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 

Frinay,. May 29, 1846. a 

Mr. CHALMERS presented the petition. of: 

Thos. P. Winston, praying. the reimbursement of 

the amount of a judgment obtained against him b 

the United States, and paid into the treasury; whic 

was referred to the Cominittee.on.the Judiciary y^ 
and ordered to be printed... 

Mr. CALHOUN presented a pi 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED 


A F WASH 


INGTON, BY BLAIR 


New Series.. 


Win Concress, Ist: Session. 


of Philadelphia, praying that the duties on watches, 
jewelry, and precious stones, may_not be increased; 
which was -teferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. UPHAM presented the petition of. Elias 
Burnell and Nahum E. Jenison, praying the repay- 
ment of certain duties paid by them under protest- 
ona quantity of raw hides brought into the {Tnited 
States from’ Canada; which was ‘referred to the 
Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. ATCHISON presented additional docu 
ments in relation to the petitions of George Ramey 
and Thomas T., January; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CORWIN presented a petition of citizens 
of Ohio, praying the establishment of a mail route 
from Lebanon to Wilmington, in that State 3 which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. , ` 

Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of Boo- 
nen, Graves, & Co., and other merchants in New 
York, praying that an amount of duties paid by 
them on Java and Sumatra coffee, may be remitted; 
which was referred.to the Committee on Finance. 

_The PRESIDENT presented the petition of Re- 
zin Levis, a sergeant-major in the last war with 
Great Britain, praying an increase of pension, and 
an allowance of bounty land; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 


On motion, it was 


Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns it shall 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. : 


{A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
unanimously passed a joint resolution of thanks to 
General Zachary Taylor and the officers and men 
under his command. Also a joint resolution ap- 

ointing a committee of examination of the West 
oint Academy. Also that said House had passed 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill.] | 

A message in writing was received from the || 
President of the United States. Also a verbal an- 
nunciation that he had signed and approved a bill 
for the relicf of Peter German. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The following resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. HANNEGAN, was taken up for considera- 

ion: 

Resolved, with the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, That the.President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives close 
the present session of Congress by an adjourn- 
ment, of their respective Houses on Monday, the 
20th day of July next. 


Mr. DAYTON observed that it appeared to him 
that everything which was necessary to be done, 
could be aceomplished within a much less space of 
time than that proposed by the resolution for the 
continuance of the present session of Congress, 
He would move to amend the resolution by insert- 
ing the 20th of June instead of the 20th of July. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied, that for himself he 
would prefer the day proposed by the honorable 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Dayton,] but 
from conversations which he had had with mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, he had as- 
certained that they were not willing, and would not || 
consent to fix an earlier day for an adjournment |! 
than the one proposed by the resolution. It was |! 
considered impossible to get through the business |} 

i 
i 


j 


in a shorter time, and there would, therefore, be 
no hope of obtaining the concurrence of the House | 
in the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 
New Jersey. 

Mr. SEVIER expressed the hope that the ques- 
tion would not be taken at the present time. He 
was not disposed to fix the day of adjournment 
until a vote had been taken upon the subject of a 
tariff. For one, he was not willing totie his hands 
in that way; neither was it proper for Congress to 
do so. This Congress was pledged to the countr 
upon this question, and it was necessary that ample 
time should be afforded for proper legislation in re- 
lation to the tariff. For the purpose (as he said) of | 
testing the question, he then moved that the reso- 
lution be laid upon the table. 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 1846. 


Mr. HANNEGAN called for the yeas'and nays 


upon this motion, which were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, 
Bagby, Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, 
Haywood, Jaraagin, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, Penny- 
backer, Sevier, Speight, and Westeott--19. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Barrow, Berrien, Bright, 
Cameron, T. Clayton, J. M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Dayton, Fairfield, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, Huntington, 
Jenness, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Morehead, Niles, 


Rusk, Semple, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, 


and Woodbridge—27. 
So the motion to lay on the table was negatived. 
Mr. ALLEN suggested to the Senator from In- 


diana, [Mr. Hannecan,] the propriety of allowing 


the resolution to be passed over informally for the 
present. It was his opinion that Congress ought 
to transact and finish all the necessary public busi- 
ness before the proposition to fix the time of ad- 
journment should be entertained. There were 
very important measures to be acted upon, and the 
present position of our relations with Mexico ren- 
dered it highly improper al the present time to de- 
termine upon the precise time of adjournment, as 
it was impossible to teli what action might be de- 
manded on the part of Congress. Individually he 


was ih favor of an adjournment at as early a pe- ; 


riod as was consistent with the public intercsts, 
but no good could arise from fixing upon the day 


| of adjournment at this time; and he expressed the 


hope that the Senator from Indiana would allow 
the resolution to he passed over informally. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replicd that he would be 
happy to oblige his honorable friend from Ohio, 


but he could see no difference between passing the $ 


resolution by informally and laying it on the table, 
which the Senate had just refused to do. Tad it 
been laid on the table, it could be taken therefrom 
at any time, and acted upon. He had not the 
slightest wish to interfere with the proper perform- 
ance of the public business; and he had named a 
day about two months in advance, in order that 
there might be ample time allowed for the transac- 
tiou of all the business that was to be done. It 
was now the sixth month of the session, and he 
certainly thought it nothing more than what was 
entirely right and proper that one branch or the 
other of. Congress should indicate a day on which 
Congress should adjourn, unless some occurrence 
should arise, requiring that Congress should con- 
tinue in session, in which case it would be a very 


j easy matter to repeal or rescind the resolution. It 


was a well-known fact, that there was always a 


disposition to procrastinate the business of Con- į 


gress until the day of adjournment was fixed, and 
that when such had been fixed, both Houses al- 
ways worked up to it. 

Mr. MANGUM remarked that his experience 


was—and he thought the experience of other gen- | 


tlemen in relation to the proceedings of that body, 


į must have taught them—that difficulty had often | 
arisen from the adoption of resolutions of this | 


kind, which could not afterwards be altered, ex- 
cept by a concurrence of both Houses; and he 


hoped that the Senator would consent to the post- |i 
ponement of the further consideration of the reso- | 


lution for a few days. In conclusion, he moved 
that its further consideration be postponed until 
next Monday week. 


Mr. ARCHER expressed the hope that neither | 
of the propositions would prevail. The two Houses | 


of Congress should never, in his opinion, commit 


i themselves in relation to the period of adjourn- 


ment for a longer time than two weeks in advance. 
It ought to be clearly ascertained, that there will be 
no impediment in the way of adjournment, before 
a resolution fixing the day was adopted. 
not in the power, at the present time, for any 
member of either House of Congress to decide 
upon the precise time when it would be proper for 
Congress to rise. He was in favor of deferring 
the resolution until it could be ascertained whether 
it might with propriety be adopted. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, that in the present condi- 
tion of the business which must necessarily engage 


i the attention of Congress, he did not think they | 
ought hastily to decide upon the time for the ad- 


It was | 


| journment. He did not think that they could with 
i propriety agree upon the time to-day. If they 
ii were to do so, the time designated might after- 
| wards prove unsuitable, as being either too late or 
too early. For one, he would be ready to vote for 
| the earliest day that would be compatible with the 
| public interests. He thought with the Senator from 
North Carolina, that it would be well to postpone 
| the consideration of the resolution for a few days. 
| Mr. BAGBY expressed himself gratified that the 
i 


i| it would be extremely difficult to fix the day pre- 
i cisely when the remaining important business of 
| the session could be brought to a close. It was true 


| 
| 
1 subject had been brought forward; but he thought 
| 
| 


that six months of the session had gone by, but 
the most important measure of all still remained 
i untouched—to wit: the question concerning taxa- 
| tion; and he would ask if it would. be proper to 
i commit themselves to sixty days for the settlement 
| of that great question, when a much longer time 
i had’ been devoted to` another subject, which the 
l 
t 
t 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| 
4 
f 
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Senator from Indiana [Mr. Hannecan} had so 
much, and so properly, at heart? He hoped that 
not press his resolution at the 


the Senator would 
present time. RI 

Mr. ALLEN observed, that although it might 
not be wise to pass the resolution at this time, it 
was nevertheless wise on the part of the Senator 
from Indiana to introduce it, because its bare re- 
ception nearly effected the object desired, by fixing 
the attention of the Senate and the people upon the 
; subject of adjournment, and a point of time when it 
might be expected. Under all the circumstances, 
he thought that a week’s delay. would be no disad- 
vantage, as it would enable the Senate to determine 
more correctly as to the course which the public 
business was likely to take. 

Mr. HANNEGAN stated that he had no objec- 
tion to accede to whatever course a majority of the 
Senate might be disposed to take. In reference to 
the relative importance of the measures referred to 
by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Bagsy,] he 
must be permitted to express an honest difference 
of opinion. The legislation upon the tariff was 
temporary; it.might be repealed, amended, or mòd- 
ified at each session of Congress; whereas the legis- 
lation in relation to Oregon was lasting, and for- 
ever. b 


| Mr. BAGBY said in reply, that he did not wish 
| to be understood ias underrating the importance of 
| the Oregon question; he had saiđ that it had con- 
| sumed a disproportionate quantity of time. 

| 'The question was then taken upon Mr. Max- 
| GuM’s motion to postpone the further consideration 
i of the subject until Monday week, and agreed to. 


The joint resolution (from the House) tendering 
the thanks of Congress to General Taylor and the 
officers and men under his command, and for other 
purposes, was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BERRIEN, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill relative to, and 
increasing the duues of the Attorney General, 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

} POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 

||. On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate resumed 
| the consideration of the bill making appropriations 
for the expenses of the Post Office Department for 
the year ending June 30th, 1847. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted a few remarks 
in relation to the provisions in the present postage 
law, for the compensation of postmasters, and the 
action of the Postmaster General in relation thereto, 
in accordance with the opinion of the Attorney 
General. Mr. H. argued that the opinion of the 
latter officer, although honest, was erroneous, and 
he submitted an amendment to the bill under con- 
sideration, providing distinctly for the pay of the 
| postmasters. He desired that it should be de- 
clared by-law what should be the compensation of 
| postmasters, and it.should not be determined by 
| the discretion of the Postmaster General. He dis- 
claimed any intention to be personal towards the 
| Postmaster General or the Attorney General in any 
of his remarks. He had so framed his amendment 
as to make it take effect after the 30th of June. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. SPEIGHT submitted a few observations in 
opposition to the present postage law. He would | 
be satisfied to see the present law repealed, and 
matters left as they were before its paren Bann 

y rther conversation between Sena- | 
On IM MONG. MeDUFEIE, NILES, HENRY | 
JOHNSON, and CALHOUN, in the course of 
which several amendments were submitted, | 

Mr, ALLEN moved that the further considera- 
tion of the bill should be postponed, and the 
amendments, together with a letter from the Post 
Office Department, which had been read, should 
be printed; which motion was agreed to. 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

The joint resolution from the House, in relation 
to the appointment of a select committee to exam- 
ine into the condition of the Military Academy at 
West Point, and the progress of the students, was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. DIX submitted an amendment, providing 
for the appointment of a committee of three on the 
part of the Senate, to act in connexion with a 
similar committee from the House, instead of ap- ; 
pointing a joint committee, as proposed by the |i 
joint resolution. i Tar 

After some conversation between Senators HAY- | 
WOOD, WEBSTER, and DIX, 

Mr. SPELGH’ moved that the joint resolu- | 
tion should be laid on the table; which motion was 
agreed to. 


i 
| 
i 
' 
| 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. | 
| 
i 
I 


The civil and diplomatic appropriation bill (from | 
the House) was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 1 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate then | 
went into Executive session; and after some time 
spent therein, the doors were opened, when the | 
joint resolution in relation to the examination of | 
the Military Academy at West Point was again || 
taken up, and postponed indefinitely. l| 

The Senate then adjourned. ij 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripayx, May 29, 1846. ; | 

The Journal of yesterday was rend, and having | 
been amended, on motion of Mr. HARALSON; | 
so as to state, in the message transmitting to the | 
Senato the joint resolution of thanks to General | 
Taylor and the army under his command, the fuct | 
that the resolution passed unanimously, was up- | 
proved. 1 , i 

Mr. W. HUNT, on leave given, withdrew the | 

apers in the case of Soloman & Earsy from the | 
files of the House of Representatives, that they | 
may be transmitted to the Treasury Department, 
to be used in the settlement of his claims under ! 
the existing laws. 

Mr. HARALSON, on leave given, from the 
Committee on Military Affurs, to whom had been 
referred the bill from the Senate entitled a bill sup- į 
plemental to an act, entitled SF An act providing 
for the prosecution of the existing war between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, and 
for other purposes,” reported back the same with | 
an amendment. 

The bill and amendment were referred, on mo- 
tion of Mr. HARALSON, to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Engraving, : 
reported (on leave) the following resolution, viz: | 

Resolved, That the maps accompanying the re 
port exhibiting the route by which the navigation 
of the Mississippi river may be connected with the į 
navigation of the lakes, as transmitted to thi 

- House, be published with said report, which has | 
. been ordered to be printed by the House. i 

Adopted. : 

Mr. DANIEL, on leave given, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to which was referred the biH ; 
from the Senate entitled “ An act for the relief of | 
Amos Kendall,” reported the same without amend- 
ment: ordered that said hill be committed. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the House proceed to | 
the consideration of the private calendar; which 

` motion was rejected. 


THE WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. BURT asked leave to offer the following 
joint resolution; which was read for information: 


} 
f 
t 
i 


I 
{ 


| tee report to Con 


i pr 


i question, 


Resolved by the Senate and Howse of ‘Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


i a select committee of the two Houses of Congress, to consist 


cf three members of the House of Representatives and two 
members of the Senate, be appointed to attend the annual 
examination of the cadets at the military academy at West 
Point, on the first day of June next, and that the committee 
be specially charged with the duty of inquiring fully and 
minutely into the condition of that institution; ‘all abuses, 
if any, therein, and the propriety of reducing, abolishing, or 
supporting and sustaining the same; and that the commit- 
gress, during it presentsesston, the result of 
its inquiries. oe z f 
No objection having been made, the resolation 
was received; and, having been read a first and 
second time— i see 
Mr. BURT moved that it be put on its apee: 
Mr. FRIES moved that it be laid upon the table, 
but waived the motion at the request of - . 
Mr. BURT, who desired to say a few words in 


explanation of the object of the resolution. It was | 


known to Congress that the annual examination 
of cadets at West Point would commence on the 
first day of June. It was also known to those who 
had turned their attention to the subject, that for 
several years past Congress had withheld the ap- 
propriation for a board of visiters to that academy; 


| and that, in conseqneuce of that fact, the President 


had deemed it to be his duty to send a board of 
military officers to attend the annual examination. 
He (Mr. B.) held in his hand a communication 
from the War Department in relation to the acad- 
emy and these examinations, It was there sug- 
gested that at this moment the officers of the army, 
viously constituting this board, were so en- 
grossed by their official duties as to be incapable 
of attending the ensuing examination; and the 
intimation was thrown out that the military com- 
mittees of the two Houses should attend the 
examination. These committees had conferred 
together in relation to the matter, and were of 
opinion that their duties in Congress would forbid 
their attendance. 

The Secretary of War suggested that in the event 
of the committees not being able to attend, a com- 
mittecof Congress should beappointed. lt occurred 
to him (Mr. B) that it should now be deter- 
mined whether that institution shall be abolished 
altogether, or reformed, or sustained, Every mem- 
ber must hive been satisfied that there did exist in 
the country—reflected by the members here—deep- 
seated prejudices against this academy. Gross 
abuses were alleged, or believed to exist, and he 
thought the time had arrived when the expediency 
of abolishing or sustaining the institution should 


be decided upon, and when an inquiry into these | 


alleged abuses should be made. Aud he begged 
leave to say that, in his judgment, as the institution 
was under the immediate patronage of Congress, 
as it existed by its permission, a committee of that 
body such as the resolution proposed to constitute, 
would be the most appropriate board of visitors. 
They would there inquire, on. their responsibility 
to their constituents and to Congress, into the facts; 
their report would be authentic and reliable; the 
prejudices against the institution should be remov- 
ed, and if any of the abuses alleged to exist were 
found, the institution should be reformed or abol- 
ished. And he really could not see why any 


i member should entertain an objection to the reso- 


lution. Let something be done; let Congress de- 
cide whether the institution shall be abolished or 
sustained; let Congress declare whether it was a 
nuisance or a publie benefit. He submitted re- 
spectfully that there could be no propriety in with- 
holding all investigation. Nor was there any pro- 
priety m making appropriations for the institution, 
m alleging abuses against it, and at the same time 
in refusing all investigation into those abuses. ‘The 
ELouse would foresee that the resolation proposed 
no appropriation of money. It imposed the duty 
on members of Congress, and he trusted that as 
the time for the annual examination was so near, 
the House. would adopt the resolution as the only 
means of accomplishing the desired object. 

it was suggested to him to move the previous 
He was not disposed to cut off discus- 
lon, though he trusted that there was no intention 
to debate the resolution at any length. It seemed 


| to him to be too clear a proposition to call for it, 
|; and he hoped it would be acted on at once. 


In answer to an inquiry by Mr. Fries, 
Mr. BURT was understood to say, that the in- 


i; stitution was under the care of the War Depart- 
: ment and the bureau of engineers. 
; pleased, he would send to the Clerk’s table, to be 


If the House 


lyead, the “communication from the War Depart- 
ment, PE EA E a Mt Gan ita’ 
~My, J. R: INGERSOLL made a ‘remark; : of 
which nothing could be heard by the reparter, eX- 
cept what seemed to be a suggestion that the acad- 
emy was a part-of the army. : a 

The commynication from the Secretary of War 
was read. j : ae 

Mr. BURT said he had abstained from discuss- 
ing the merits of the academy, or expressing any 
opinion about it.. He would gladly answer any 
questions; and hoped that there was no. disposi- 
tion to go into a discussion ofthe merits. of the 
question. He felt inclined. to move the previous 

uestion, unless some gentleman indicated his de- 
sire to speak. ore 

Mr. McCLELLAND said it was known that 
he had voted liberally every appropriation for this 
academy. He had heard general charges made, 
from time to time, against the institution, but until 
these charges assumed a specific and tangible form, 
he was not disposed to vote for any resolution of 
this kind. He doubted very much the competen- 
cy of any committee that might be appointed by 
Congress to examine into the affairs of the acade- 
my, and he would much prefer the opinions of offi- 
cers of the army, or, if Congress pleased, of pri- 
vate individuals. ` But he was opposed to selecting 
members of Congress, and-taking them from their 
duties here, to examine into. abuses, of the exist- 
ence of which they had no evidence, and when no 
specifications had been-made.. Until such. specifi- 
cations should be made he was opposed to. the 
passage of any resolution of this kind. He did 
not think that this-was a proper time to cast any 
reflection on this academy; he believed that just 
now there was another tribunal before which the 
merits of the academy were being fully. tested. 
That tribunal was on the Rio Grande, and he be- 
lieved it would be more satisfactory to the- people 
of the Union than any committee that could be 
appointed, t ia 

Some explanatory conversation followed, in 
which Messrs. BURT, MeCLELLAN D, and 
HARALSON, participated ; after which, 

Mr. HARALSON, remarking that there were 
other important matters waiting the action of the 
House, demanded the previous question, 

There was a second, 

And the main question (on ordering the resolu- 
tion to a third reading) was ordered to be now 
taken, 

Mr. McCLUELLAND moved that the joint reso- 
lution be Jnid on the table, and asked the yeasand 
nays, which were ordered; and, being taken, re- 
sulted as follows: 

YEBAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bel, 
Benton, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, ‘Brockenbrough, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Clarke, Collamer, Collin, Cullom, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Dob- 
hin, Elsworth, Erdman, Faran, Picktin, Fries, Grover, 
Harmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, 
Hungerford, J. B, Hunt, J. Johnson, Geo, W. Jones, Preston 
King, Long, Luinpkin, McClelland, Melivaine, MeKa; ’ 
P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Mowton, Norris, Parrish, . 
Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Reid, Reife, Ritter, J. Rockwell, Runk, 
Russell, Scammon, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, St. Jonn, 
Strohm, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Tilden, Wentworth, Wiliams, Woodward, and Yost—70. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bedinger, 
Biggs, Buffington, Burt, William W. Campbell, Carrol, 
Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Augustus A, Chapioan, Chase, 
Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier; ‘Culver, Dar- 
ragi, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Sohn H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, 
Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hillard, E. B. Holmes, 
Isaac B. Holmes, Bdmund W. Hubard, Samuel. D: Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
Kennedy, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Leake, Lewis, 
Levin, Maclay, MeClernand, McCrate,; Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, Miller, 
Moseley, Niven, Owen, Price, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rhett, 
Roberts, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Seaman, Sed- 
don, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Ca- 
leb B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Sykes, Tui- 
bodewux,. Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs, 
| Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Wiek, Winthrop, Wood, Wood- 

i worth, Yell, and Young—103. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Tt was then, by ayes 92, noes 54, ordered to a 
third reading. TAA 

And having been read a third time`by its title, 
and the question being, ‘ Shall this joint resolu- 
tion pass?” ` Pe tae 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH asked the yeas .and 
nays, which’ were ordered, and: being- taken, re- 

sulted as follows :~ ..- : 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold; Ashmun; Barringer, Biggs, But- 
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fington, Burt, Wm. W. Campbell, Carroll, J. G. Chapman, 


Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, 
Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, 
Edsall, J. B. wing, E-H. Ewing, Feot, Géntry, Giles, Gra- 
ham, Grider, Grinuell,Hamlin, Haralson, Harper, Herrick, 
Biliard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, E. W. Hubard, 
S. D. Hubbard; Hudson, Washington Hunt, Hunter, Chartes 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Thomas B. King, Law- 
rence, Leake, Lewis, Long, Maclay, McClernand, : Me- 
Crate, James McDowell, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Owen, Rainsey, 
Rhett, John A.’Rockweil, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, 
Alexander. D.-Sims, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, 
Stephens, Sykes, ‘Thibodeaux, Thomassen, Benj. Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Toombs, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, White, 
yak, Saino: Wood, Woodworth, Wright, Yell, and 
oung—Q91. my se 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Atkinson, 
Bell, Benton, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Milton Brown, W. G. Brown, 
Cathcart, Clarke, Collamer, Collin, Cullom, Cuminins, 
Cunningham, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Droingoole, 
Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Grover, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. 
Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Leib, Lumpkin, McClean, McCiciland, 
Mclivaine, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mor- 
ris, Moulton, Norris, Parrish, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Rath- 
brn, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, Runk, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Scammon, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Starkweather, St. John, Strohm, James Thompson, Jacob 


Eval Tilden, Wentworth, Williams, Woodward, and 
Ost—-B2. 


So the resolution was passed. 


On motion of Mr. BOYD, the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution 
under discussion yesterday in relation to recent 
victories on the Rio Grande. . [The reader will re- 
collect that such a resolution, modified, passed the 
House last evening. | 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message, (received yesterday from the Pres- 
ident of the United States,) which was read, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
_ I transmit a copy of a note under date the 26th 
instant, from the Envoy Extraordinary and Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary of her Britannic Majesty to 
the Secretary of State, commanicating a despatch 
under date. the 4th instant, received by him from 
her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs. 

From these it will be seen that the claims of the 
Governments upon each other for a return of du- 
ties which had. been levied in violation of the com- 
mercial convention of 1815, have been finally and 
satisfactorily adjusted. Lhe 

In making this communication, I deem it proper 
to express my Satisfaction.at the prompt manner 
in which the British Government has acceded to 
the suggestion of the Secretary of State for the 
speedy termination of this affair, > 

JAMES K. POLK. 

Wasnineron, May 28, 1846. 


Mr. HARALSON moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with a view to take up some of 
the military bills. eee 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the regular order of business, 
which was the: private calendar. i 

The motion of Mr. HARALSON was rejected. 

‘The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
DANTEL, ; 

It was waived for a moment at the request of— 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, who moved to change 
the reference of the bill “to provide for the pay- 
ment of evidences of public debt in certain cases,” 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER said that the bill being of a 
public character, belonged properly to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. INGERSOLL endeavored, ineffectually, to 
put the bill in a train towards its passage. 


The motion of Mr. DANIEL having been agreed 
to by ayes 84, noes 44, as i 

The House passed to the consideration of the 
private calendar. : . 

The business first in order.was the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill for the relief 
of Charles G. Page had been laid on the table. 

After a few words of explanation by Mr. HOP- 
KINS— 

The question was taken, and the vote was not 
reconsidered, 

The next business in order was on the motion to 


reconsider the vote by which the bill for the relief 
of the owner and crew of the schooner * Florilla,” 
had been rejected: : ; 

Mr. WOODWARD asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, were yeas 
85, nays 85. - 

So (the Speaker said) the vote was not recon- 
sidered. 


> THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. BOWLIN said he rose for the first time 
during his service in this Hall to a question of 
privilege, for the purpose of correcting the Journal. 
He discovered, by the papers this morning, that 
he was represented as ‘voting in the affirmative on 
the question of striking out so much of the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation Dill as related to ma- | 
rine hospitals, and by reference to.the Journal, he 
found that he was so ‘represented there. And he 
would here further state, that the Journal present- 
ed this singular fact, that while his name upon the 
roll was stricken out as being absent, yet-he was 
recorded as voting. And this is the only vote he 
was represented as having given on the amend- 
ments. or the bill—although the ayes and noes 
were several times taken during the morning. 

The fact was, that he was absent during the 
whole morning at the departments, with a couple 
of his constituents, who had arrived on the even- 
ing previous—that he did not arrive in the Hall 
until after that bill was disposed of. He recollect- 
ed well, that when he arrived, the resolution in re- 
lation to General Taylor was under debate, which 
was taken up after the bill was finally passed. 
How this happened, was to him inexplicable, par- 
ticularly when it is the only vote he is represented 
as giving during the many votes on that bill. 

lt was also due to himself to state that the vote, 
as registered, entircly falsified his position on the 
question, fie was in favor of retaining the clause, 
and, had he been present, should undoubtedly have 
voted against striking it out. On the day before, 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, he had voted against striking it out, and 
had certainly seen no reason to change his opin- 
ion, and had not. Had he been present he should 
have voted against striking it out, as he had done 
the day before. i 

‘The Journal was accordingly ordered to be cor- 
rected. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to set aside the pri- 
vate calendar, and that the [House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and asked the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered, and being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Atkinson, Bell, 
Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brod- 
head, Burt, Wiliam W. Campbell, Catheart, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cunningham, De Mott, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erd- 
man, Fieklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Grover, Har- 
aison, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, George $. 
Tlouston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hanter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Thomas Butler King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Long, 
Lumpkin, McCiciland, MeClernaud, MceCrate, Joseph J. 
McDowell, James -McDowell, MeKay, Barkley Martin, 
Miller, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Phelps. 
Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Seaman, Seddon, Alexander Ð. Sims, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wick, Woodward, Wood- 
worth, Yell, aud Young—91. 

NAVS—Mossts. Abhoit, John Quincey Adams, Anderson, 
Ashmun, Bayly, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Col- 
Jamer, Cranston, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, Dillingham, 
Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, John H. Ewing, Faran, Poot, 
Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Herrick, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Lewis, McClean, 
MeHenry, Melivaine, Sohn P. Martin, Morris, Moseley, 
Pendleton, Perrill, Rathbun, Julius Rockwelf, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Russell, Secammon, Truman Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thomasson, James 
Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Wentworth, White, 
Williams, Winthrop, and Wright—63. 

So the private calendar was set aside. 


And the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ham- 
tin, of Maine, in the chair.) ~ 

The committee, on motion of Mr. HARAL- 
SON, took up the bill supplemental to an act en- 
titled ** An act providing for the prosecution of the 
existing war between the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico,” and for other purposes. 

The bil and amendment were read. 

Mr. RATHBUN said he had no desire to retard 
the action of the House on any of those measures. 
But it seemed to him, from the mode in which busi- | 


ness was undertaken on this floor, that it was im- 
possible for any member to understand what he 
was doing. No private copy of this bill, or of the 
amendment, had yet been furnished. The bill was 
an. important: one, and he moved that it be laid 
aside, with a view to.its being printed and exam- 
ined. ae + 

The motion having been agreed to, the bill was 
laid aside for the present. 


PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


The committee, on motioñ of Mr. HARAL+ 
SON, took up the bill making certain alterations 
in the pay department of the army; which- was 
read. : : : 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved an amendment to 
the first section, providing that all the offices hereby 
created shall cease and be abolished after the expi- 
ration of six months from the close of the subsist- 
ing war between the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. HARALSON said the bill, as reported to 
this House, was substantially the same as that 
which had been recommended from the Department 
of War for the last two or three years, and bad 
been considered necessary by the department even 
in a state of peace, and much more, therefore, now 
when we have increased the number of our mili- 
tary posts, and probably must have still further 
to increase them oh account of the extension of 


‘our territory by the annexation of Texas and the 


existence of the war with Mexico. The posts at 
which payments are to be made are widely scat- 
tered. More than one hundred thousand miles 
are said to be annually travelled by these officers. 
The expense of travelling from post to post would 
in all probability pay the salaries of the additional 
number of paymasters proposed. _ ` 

He would reserve any further remarks he might 
make upon the bill until the amendment should be 
disposed of. “For the present he would send up to 
be read by the Clerk an extract from the report of 
the Paymaster General, accompanying the Presi- 
dent’s Message at the commencement of the pres- 
ent session of Congress, showing the necessity for 
this increase, with the single statement that his 
views had been concurred in by successive admin- 
istrations of the War Department. 

The extract was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

“fhe duties of paymasters have been. greatly increased 
by thé extension of frontier avd the addition of military 
posts, consequent upon the annexation of Texas. The great 


difficulty in paying the army is not caused: so much by the 
number of troops, as by the number of posts and the want 


| of public conveyances in an unsettled frontier country. 
This will be better understood when it is known, that, on 


an average, one-fourth of the funds required to pay frontier 
posts must be in specie, amounting to from one to four 
wagon loails, The travelling to enable the officers of this 
deparimunt to pay at all the posts and arsenals within the 
United States as often as the law requires, exceeds 160,000 
miles per annum. This must necessarily be inereased by 
the annexation of Texas, and still more if new posts are ere- 
ated on the route to Oregon; in fact, it will then be impos- 
sible, with the present number of officers, to pay the troops 
as the law contemplates. The efficiency of the department 
may, however, be greatly promoted by the passage of bill 
No, 538, reported by the Military:Committee of the House of 
Representatives at the last session, but not reached before 
its adjournment. The following extract from my last annual 
report induced your predecessor to recommend the subject, 
to the attention of Congress, and will, I hope, induce you to 
repeat the recommendation: N 

“sI deem it proper to state that the pay department is 
subjected to serious inconvenience by limiting -paymasters? 
appointments to four years, without, as I believe, any im- 
portant advantage to counterbalance it. 

«€ Paymastersare the only disbursing officers of the army 
and navy whoseappointments are limited toa term of years; 
and it is worthy of remark, that since the passage of the act 
in 1820, which directs that they shall be appointed for four 
years, not a single instance has occurred in which a pay- 
master, who was continued in office to the expiration of his 
term, has not been reappointed if he wished it. All laws 
relating to disbursing officers, intended to protect the treas- 
ury, apply to paymasters. The President can require their 
bonds to be renewed as often as he may deem necessary, 
and he is required to dismiss from office all paymasters who 
fail to account for the public funds within three months 
after the quarter in which they were received. It follows 
that the Prosident possesses ample power to dismiss unfaith- 
ful paymasters, without the aid of the law limiting their 
appointments to four years, and that so far as it relates to 
the security of the public fands or the interest of the Gov- 
ernment, it is unnecessary. The duties of paymasters are 
unavoidably suspended every time it. becomes necessary to 
renew their appointments. These suspensions average three 
months; and when vacancies take place in the recess of 
Congress, the appointments can only continue until the fol- 
lowing session. In such cases there must be two appoint- 
ments, and consequently two suspensions from duty. If 
several of these vacancies occur the same year, they cause 
much embarrassment and delay inthe payment of the troops ; 
and Trespectfully recommend that paymasters be placed on 
a footing with other military and naval disbursing officers, 


and hold their offices during good behavior or the ples 
of the President.’ ? Sg pleasure 


ith reference to the amendment of the gentle- 


man from New York, (Mr. HeneErrorp,] he had 
only to say that even though the increase proposed 
by the Paymaster General was necessary alone 
during a state of war, an order for their discontin- 
vance immediately at its close was unusual in the 
practice of the Government. We cannot anticipate 
awhat state of things may then exist. As the ser- 
vice may decline, or the necessity cease for the j; 
existence of these officers, the practice of the Gov- | 

t 
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f 
emment has been that they have been disecon- 
tinued. i 

Mr. RATHBUN, (in his seat.) When? | 

Mr. HARALSON. The number of officers of || 
the army was reduced twice. The last act by | 
which they were reduced passed in 1842. | 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired whether the number | 
of paymasters now recommended was not the same i 
as existed during the war of 1812. ! 

Mr. HARALSON did notthink it was. He was 
able, however, to answer the gentleman precisely 
on this point, He would sce 

Mr. BURT (Mr. H. yielding) begged leave to 
reply to the inquiries of the gentleman from New 
York. It would not have the same effect, he said. 
The number of pay mastery at present was one pay- 
master general and fifteen assistant paymasters, 
Daring the war of 1812 and 1813, the department 
consisted of the following officers: The Paymaster 
General of the army, deputy paymaster general, 
two assistant deputy paymasters general, and 
twenty-two assistant paymasters. 

Mr. HARALSON (resuming) said it would be 
perceived, then, as he had stated, that this bill did |; 
not make at all, nor intend to make, the number in 
the paymaster’s department equal to what it was 
in 1812. It proposed but a very small increase, 
and that was rendered necessary by the reasons 
stated in the document read, and which, it seemed, 
must impress conviction on the mind of every man 
in this House, especially as by our solemn act we 
had recognised the existence of a war with Mexi- |; 
co, and had authorized the raising of fifty thousand 
volunteers to prosecute that war, 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON said, if the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New: York—of whose 
object he approved—iid not succeed, he should 
move to strik out the second section of the bill, 
which repealed the Jaw which limits the appoint- 
ment of paymasters to four years, It wouhi ap- 
pear from the report of the Paymaster General, 
that he entered into an argument to show that these 
officers ought to be continued “daring good beha- 
vior,” which meant during life. An individual | 
receiving a salary of course would advocate an ex- |. 
tension of his term of service to life. But because 
we had a little breeze with Mexico--which no in- 
dividual, Whig or Democrat, believed would con- 
tinue four years—he would not go for fastening a 
large number of additional officers upon the treas- 
ury for life. Te thought they ought to hold on to 
the principle of rotation in office. It was a correet 
one, especially with the officer that has the receiv- 
ing and disbursing of money; the greatest guarant 
we could have for the faithful discharge of their 
duties, was to make short settlements with them. 
By-and-by would come peace, and then we could 
not get clear of these officers, if we now removed 
this limitation of their term to four years; and we}! 
should have them fastened on the treasury for life, 
Every individual on this floor knew how hard it 
was to knock them off, when once they were fixed 
in their office, unless it was by some such provis- 
ion as this limitation of their term, made at the 
time of their appointment. 

Mr. HARALSON said, on the subject brought 
to the consideration of the committee by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessce, he had a few words to 
say. The gentleman was certainly laboring under 
a mistake. 

Mr. G. DAVIS interposed with certain inquiries 
directed to Mr. H. as to the relative number of the |) 
army and of the paymaster’s department in the last p 
war and at present. 

Mr. HARALSON replied that the strength of | 
the army during the last war was 65,000 men, and 
of paymasters (as stated by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, Mr. Burr) 26; now we had au- 
thorized to be called outa force of 50,000 volun- 
teers, which, added to our regular army of 15,000, 
made 65,000 again; and the number of the pay- 
master’s department was 16. 

‘Recurring to the remarks of Mr. Jonson, Mr. 
H., for the better understanding of the committee, į; 


i 
| 
| 


| great detriment. 


£ accomy 


every four 


1820, which this second section of the bill under 
consideration proposes to repeal so far as relates to 
paymasters. It would be perceived (he said) that 
paymasters were included in this section with cus- 
tom-house officers, district attorneys, navy agents, 
receivers of public money for public lands, ‘&c., 
all-of whom, except the. paymasters, might be'said 
to be ofa stationary character. The Paymaster 
General informed them, notwithstanding the exist- 
ence of this law there was not an instance of remo- 
yal on record; but the repeal of this. provision of 
the law was necessary in his view of the subject. 
If the officer had faithfully discharged his duty: 
perhaps he might be athis poston the Rio Grande, 
perhaps in the distant sections of the West, when 
his four years: expire; he would then be under the 
necessity of abandoning his post. and his duties, 
and coming to the interior for the sake of procuring 

ecurity. : 

Butagain: the paymasters, like every other of- 
ficer of the Government, were supplied from the 
rensury on the requisition of the Paymaster Gen- 


eral, with funds necessary to disburse at his post 
: or wherever the army was stationed, and to make 


quarterly returns of his vouchers. fn addition, the 


i President under the bill as reported was required to 


inquire into the security of their bonds.as often as 


| once in four years. They were therefore complete- 


ly within his control, and if their duties were not 
faithfully discharged, and the moneys placed in 
their hands not properly disbursed, he could call 


| them to account and remove them at once, 


The continuance, therefore, of this limitation 


imade the security of the faithful discharge of their 
| duties no greater, and it would subject the army to 


great inconvenience, and the service perhaps to 
Tle certainly was as much dis- 
posed as any other man to see rotation in office; 


| but under the law of 1890, which gentlemen favor- 


ed with such pertinacity on the plea of rotation in 
office, the Paymaster General informed us that 


“there had not been an instance where the officer 
: desired a renewal of his commission that it has not 


been done. It is, then, so faras its practical oper- 
ation is. concerned, a mere nullity; for the depart- 
ment, under the obligations which it owed to the 
public service when a man had discharged his. du-. 
ties faithfully, would not probably ran the risk of 
turning him out and putting another in his stead. 
He, therefore, was in favor of complying with the 
recommendation of the Paymaster General, and of 
avoiding the subjecting these officers to great in- 
convenience, and the service to great detriment, 
and the Government to a great expense, without 
lishing any good thereby. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD modified his amendment, 
so that it assumed the following form: 

«That in six months after the termination of 


| tthe war with Mexico, the paymaster department 


“shall be reduced to one Paymaster General and 
‘fifteen assistant paymasters,”’ 

Mr. RATHBUN had no objection to this in- 
crease of the paymaster’s department of the army, 


because it was altogether probable that it was ne- 


ssary, and he had no desire to withhold any 


necessary force to enable the Government to carry 
: on this war with Mexico with all the energy and 


all the spirit necessary to bring it to a speedy ter- | 


mination. But he was opposed to this permanent 


the peace establishment when the exigency for 
which it was created shall have gone by. 
They were told by the chairman of the Commit- 


‘tee on Military Affairs, [Mr. Haranson,] that all 


the paymasters had been continued in office from 
time to time, notwithstanding, at the end of every 


four years, they went out according to law. Now, 


there had been no showing that their labors were 
so severe that they were not able to perform them; 


| increase of the officers or privates of the army, | 
: without providing in the same bill for a return to 


but, on the contrary, that they had been retained | 


in office by their own choice. 
As to the great inconvenience of their going out 
eal Mr. R. contended that thatargu- 


ment would as wel] apply to members of Congress, 


! custom-honse officers, land officers, Indian agents, 
i &e., and the inference as well be reached that they 


all should hold their offices for life. He advert- 
ed to the beneficial tendency in preventing de- 
faleations, &c., of this limited term of appoint- 
ment, who, he said, was in fact a civil officer, 
never being liable to be called into service; and 
said the question now was, whether we would 


| 


tee. 


| representation” to that gentleman. 


charged with the appointment of hundreds. and 
thousands of similar officers; “He considered his 
power-sufficiently great at present, and wasutierly 
opposed to a needless: increase of-it. -Eor these 
reasons lie favored the thotion of-his collsague and 
that given notice of by the géentleman.from. Ten- 
nessee. : Sy a TES, : 

Mr. STEWART ‘thought. they: were giving too 
much attention. to the payment. of officers and not 
quite enough to the payment of the private soldier. 
They who belonged to the minority of this House 
were charged. in the prints of the country, by the 
majority on this floor, and by the ** organ”? of: the 
Administration, with opposing. the war, throwing 
obstacles in the way of the Administration <in its 
conduct of it, and of discouraging volunteers.” To 
the refutation of this charge and the vindication of 
the course of the Whig: party on this question he 
directed a few remarks, advocating the increase of 
the pay of privates, and referring to their action 
upon this subject during the present session. 

Mr. GIDDINGS briefly addressed the commit- 
He adverted to- the fact that he was one of 
the fourteen who voted against the bill for the 
prosecution of the war with Mexico, and said, until 
the reasons-and arguments which he had advanced 
in explanation of his course were answered, (as 
they had none of.them yet been,). he would at- 
tempt to adduce no more. ` Personal assaults. and 
insults (he said)-had.been heaped upon those who 


‘had voted in the negative as the only arguments 


that could be produced. à 
He adverted to the reply of Mr. Tuurmaw to 
his (Mr. G.’s) former remarks, and imputed **-mis- 


A supercilious hearing, misrepresentation, direct 
personal insult, (he said,) had been the order of the 
day. They had seci a member rise from one part 
of the Union, [Mr. B: Manrrin,] and inquire of the 
gentleman who had preceded him, [Mr. Sever- 
ANCE,] whether he was a representative from Mex- 
ico or from the State of Maine. Such an inquir 
could have boen made for no other object, but di- 
rect personal insult. He had novhesitation in say- 
ing it was the offspring of n steril brain, of-a vi- 
cious heart, and a cowardly mind. It was:incom- 
patible with the feelings ofa soldier or a gentleman. 
Mr. G. expressed his scorn for all such “ insults,” 
and attempts to “ browbeat’? upon this floor; and 
asked, what services gentlemen had rendered’ to 
their country, to authorize them to assume such 
an attitude towards others? In general, their ser- 


| vices had heen performed in negro cabins-—their 
i slaves trembling 
| their unrestrained 


before them under the exercise of 
power. Gentlemen were mis- 
taken. We (said Mr. G.) are not the slaves of 
this overbearing arrogance, although we live in a 


| Jand where slavery is detested. This attempt to 


browbeat, and to stifle the free expression of sen- 
timent on this floor would be utterly without avail 
upon the representatives of a free people. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON said it had not been his in- 
tention to enter into the discussion of this: ques- 
tion; but as the debate had taken a wide range, 
he wished to make an expose of his position, and 
at the same time to answer some things which had 


| been said in the House in relation to a particular 


profession. MEA ~ 
He referred, to the general principles that per- 
vaded the action of our Government of limitation 
of the tenures of office, beginning with the Presi- 
dent, who was limited to four years, and descend- 
ing through. the lists of others; and yet (he-said) 
we heard from {he chairman of the Committee on 
Military. Affairs, who is here under the cognomen 
of a Democrat, who was ‘a member of the Demo- 
cratic party, one of whose fundamental: principles 
is‘ rotation in office, rise in his place, and :avow the 
doctrine that it would not-do for the Government 
to change its officers,. The gentleman said it would 
be exceedingly hard for a man when he had dis- 
charged his duties faithfully to be turned’ out of 
office. Gentlemen who were here on ‘this floor 
might with equal propriety set up the same: claim, 
and say, when they went home, it was exceedingly 
hard that they should be turned ‘out, and ‘not be 
allowed by their constituents ‘to return. © coi. 
Mr. HARALSON (Mr. J. yielding) ‘said: he | 
presumed ‘the gentleman had’ no intention of mis- 
representing him, but, he had entirely misunder- 
stood his remarks. Instead óf his saymg'it wouid 
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be very hard. to have a man turned out of office if | 


he discharged his duties faithfully, he had said he 
would be as willing as any man to: have a proper 


routine in office, but that this limitation of the term | 


by law, when it had no. practical effect but obliged 
the paymaster.to abandon his post and his duties, 
and. travel hundreds of miles to obtain security, 
was extremely inconvenient, and oftentimes might 
prove very: detrimental. to the public service. His 
only object had: been to promote what he thought 
was efficiency in the service for the present exi- 
gency... It was not the inconvenience or the hard- 
ship which it might work to the individual, but to 
the’ public service, that caused him to take the 
course he had taken.. tog 

Mr. JOHNSON. Now the gentleman puts his 
argument- on the ground of inconvenience... Do we 


find any inconvenience in changing the Secretary | 


of the Treasury once in four years or oftenér ? 

Mr. HARALSON. The paymasters are notin 
the civil department of the Government, but are 
connected with the army. We want to put them 
in the same condition of all the other officers of the 
army. : 

Mr, JOHNSON (resuming) said it would not 
require agreat deal of training or long experience 
to receive and disburse money and keep the ac- 
count of it. Any clerk could do that. He did not, 
therefore, see the force of the gentleman’s argu- 
ment. 


The gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] in || 


the course of his remarks yesterday, in pronoun- 
cing his eulogy on General Taylor—(and Mr. J. 
was willing to concur in any encomium; he cared 
not how high a tribute to the gallant officers. and 
soldiers who had recently distinguished themselves 
on the Rio Grande)—had seen fit to make an invi- 
dious distinction, and to strike an unwarrantable 
and unauthorized blow upon a certain portion of 
the community. Mr. J. belonged to the class that 
was alluded to, and here, in the face of an Ameri- 
can Congress, he was not ashamed to avow that 
he was a mechanic, and of that class to which the 
gentleman alluded yesterday. 
Mr. DAVIS (Mr. J. yielding the floor for ex- 
pienation) said he had yesterday expressed. the 
ope that but one gentleman. of the committee 
could have so far misunderstood him as to have 
supposed that he made an attack on any particular 
elass, 
the science of war was tọ be acquired by study, 
and he referred to the location and construction. of 
the bastioned field-work opposite Matamoras, and 


to the manner in which the Mexican batteries were || 


silenced, &c., and he said that these things could 
not have been done by a blacksmith, but that 
scientific instruction in ‘military tactics alone could 
have accomplished it. He not only reflected on 
no individual, but he reflected on no class, and 
merely said that scientific education was as neces- 


sary jn the art of war as was the proper training | 


in any. other occupation or profession. 

Mr. JOHNSON (resuming) said he had no idea 
of misrepresenting the gentleman. 
yet stated what he did say, but had before him 


the report. of his remarks in the Union, from which | 


he-was going to read when he was interrupted. 
He had. said he was a mechanic, and when a 
blow was struck upon that class, either direct or 
by inuendo, from Whig or Democrat, he would 
resent it. He knew we had'an illegitimate, swag- 


gering, bastard, scrub aristocracy, who assumed | 


to-know a good deal, but who, when the flimsy 
veil of pretension was torn off from it, was shown 
to possess neither talents, information, nor a foun- 
dation. on which you can rear a superstructure that 
would be useful. He warmly vindicated the re- 


spectability of the mechanical profession, and cited | 
from history, sacred and profane, various instances | 


of distinguished personages, who were themselves 
mechanics, or the sons of mechanics, and of the 
common walks of life, commencing with Adam, 
who (he. said) was a tailor, and. sewed fig leaves 
together, embracing also the Redeemer of man- 
kind, who suffered on Calvary’s cross; that a 
ruined world might be saved—who was the son of 
a carpenter. a A r 
of the Cowpens; was a blacksmith; Benjamin 
Franklin, a printer, &c., &e. Andrew Jackson 
(he said) and General Washington were neither 
graduates at West Point, and, yet what were the 
military feats they accomplished, and the military 
skill they displayed! 


He had stated yesterday (and he did’ not | 
think the gentleman could have heard him) that | 


He had not | 


Morgan, who achieved the victory | 


_Mr. J. proceeded to say, although he had given 
his vote for the bill for the prosecution of the war 
with Mexico, and was in favor of taking all neces- 
sary measures to prosecute it with energy, he was 

opposed. to increasing innumerably and permanent- 

| ly the officers of the army, until he was satisfied 
the country needs them. 
He vindicated the truth of the preamble of the 
bill. He thoughi the war had been commenced by 
‘Mexico; that she was the aggressor. The gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. DeLano,].he knew, had said 
that the preamble was the quintessence of falsehood; 
but, had not the Mexican army crossed the Rio 
Grande, invaded American soil, and shed Ameri- 
can bload? ; 

The gentleman had told them that it was an ille- 
gal, unjust, unconstitutional, and damnable war. 
And yet he told the House, at the conclusion of 
his speech, that: he was willing to vote to carry it 
on! What inconsistency! But the gentleman, | 
perange of the preamble, finally voted against the 
| bill! 

Again, Mr. J. commented on the inconsistency 
of the gentleman’s position—that justice was on 
one side and honor on the other in connexion with 
| them. As he understood it, they were identical. 
| Also, upon the distinction that had been taken by 
gentlemen from South Carolina, [Mr. Ruerr and 
| Mr, Hozmxs,] between a state of “ hostility’ and | 
[a stateof war. Fenceforward Virginia must yield 
| the palm to South Carolina for refined abstractions. 
Let the gentleman go to the common people of the 
country when our country had been invaded by 
an enemy, and American blood shed, and they 
| would find it extremely difficult to convince them 
that no war existed. | - 

Mr. J. repeated that the war had been.com- 
menced by Mexico. He recounted some of the 
series of perfidy and outrage of the Mexican Gov-. 
ernment, their refusal, on a mere quibble, to receive 
our Minister after they had consented to receive 
one; their failure to pay the instalments due under 
treaty, and other of her acts as sufficient cause for 
war, independent of this invasion of: our territory 
and murder of our men, by which she had actually 
commenced the war. He alluded to the convulsed 
and distracted state of that nation, miscalled a 
“ republic.” He believed that nation had reached 
its acme, its apex of power under her present 
rulers. He believed the decree of Heaven had 
gone forth against it. It wasa doomed nation. 
Their many acts of treachery had brought down | 
the arm ofan angry God, which he believed would 
never be raised from them until that Government 
was changed ‘and.a new one substituted. And 
perhaps this Government might be made use of by 
a wiser Power, that is always circumspect and 
cautious, and moves sometimes mysteriously to us 
—pethaps the Anglo-Saxon race might be now 
selected, with its present institutions, as the power 
to rebuke, change, modify, and relieve them from 
the oppression under which their down-trodden 
nation is now laboring. 

Mr. BURT obtained the floor, and, declining to 
yield to Mr. Jurrenson Davis for explanation, 
gave way, at request, to 

Mr. ATKINSON, on whose motion the com- 
| mittee rose and reported. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. ' 

Mr. HARALSON offered a resolution, providing | 
that all debate on the bill in relation to the pay 
department of the army should cease in half an 
hour after it should again have been taken up in 
committee, 

Mr. BURT suggested that the resolution should 
be so amended as to extend the time to one hour. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the resolution be | 
laid on the table. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE and Mr. ATKINSON 
moved that the House adjourn. \ 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being | 
taken, were—yeas 100, nays 62. 

So the House adjourned. i 


Sarurpvay, May 30, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday having been read— , 
Mr. HENLEY said that -he was recorded as 
having voted in the negative on the motion to lay 
on the table the joint resolution respecting the 
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| West Point Academy, whereas he had voted in 
| the affirmative. 
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The SPEAKER said the Journal would be so 
amended. f . 

And thus amended, the Journal was approved. 

When the House adjourned last evening, a 
resolution was pending, introduced by Mr. Har- 
ALSON, providing that all debate on the bill making 
certain alterations in. the.pay, department of the 
army, should cease in half an hour after it should 
again have been taken up-in committee; 

Which resolution Mr. Asumun had moved to be 
laid on the table; : at 

And the question on that motion having been 
taken, the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question now recurring. on its adoption, _ 

Mr. BURT moved so to amend it as to substi- 
tute one hour for half an hour. 

Mr. ATKINSON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out one hour, and inserting two 
hours. 

‘The question was taken first on the amendment 
of Mr. Burr, and it was rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. Arxinson, by yeas 
60, nays 50, was agreed to. ; 

[No quorum voted, but the fact was not noticed.] 

And, thus amended, the resolution was adopted. 

So the House determined that all debate on the 
bill should terminate in two hours after the bill 


|| shall again bave been taken up in committee. 


Mr. BOYD (leave’having been denied) moved a 
suspension of the rules, to enable’ him to. make a 
motion, that hereafier the daily hour of meeting 
shall be ten o’clock, and that tie House will takea 
recess from two o'clock until half-past three. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were, yeas 71, nays 60. l 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. RATHBUN, on leave, made an explana- 
tion in relation to some remarks made.by him in 
committee yesterday. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the private calendar. He asked 
that the House would at least dispose of the pri- 
vate business on the Speaker’s table, after which it 
could determine whether it would go into commit- 
tee on the private calendar or not. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 

VEAS.—Megsrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Bell, Blanch- 
ard, Brodhead, Buffington, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 
Cocke, Cranston, Culver, Cummins, Daniel, Datgan, Dar- 
ragh, De Mott, Dockery, Edsall, Erdman, Garvin, Giddings, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Herrick, 
Elias B. Holmes, ‘Hough, John W. Houston; Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt; James 
B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Long, Maclay, Me- 
Clean, McClelland, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Niven, Norris, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, Rathbun, Ritter, 
John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Al- 
bert Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thom- 
asson, James Thompson, Trumbo, White, Williams, Win- 
throp, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—77. 

e NAYS-—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bedinger, Benton 
Biggs, James Black, James A: Black,. Boyd, Brinkerhof, 
Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cunningham, Jef- 
ferson Davis, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ëd- 
win H. Ewing, Ficklin, Fries, Grover, Haratson, Henley, 
Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Hun- 
ter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson,. George W. 
Jones, Kennedy, Thomas Butler King, Leake, La Sere, 
Lumpkin, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, MéKay, John 
P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Parrish, -Perrill, 
Perry, Reid, Relfe, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, 'Tred- 
way, Wentworth, Wick, Woodward, and Yeli—71. 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the private calendar. 


The bill directing the mode of settlement of the 
accounts of Thomas ap Catesby Jones, coming 
up, 
Phe amendment heretofore reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, was agreed to. 

And the bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration 
of the vote, but the House refused to reconsider 
it. 

The bill for the relief of Philip B. Holmes and 
William Pedrick coming up on the question of 
concurring in the report heretofore made by the 
Committee of the Whole, recommending that the 
bill do not pass— 

Mr. SCHENCK called for the reading of the 
report of the committee who reported the bill, and 
it was read. 

The report was then concurred in. 

So the bill was rejected 


The bill for the relief of Nathan Smith, Charle 
K. Smith, and others, was read a third time and 
passed, 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration | nd F 
: was not a civil officer when the army was in the 


of the vote. d 

The House refused to reconsider. 

The jomt resolution for the relief of Seth M. 
Leavenworth was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration 
of the vote; but withdrew the motion. 

Mr. HARALSON renewed it. 

r. WENTWORTH moved that the motion 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS made an earnest appeal on be- 
half of the claimant, whose case, on the score of 
justice, (he said,) was one of the strongest that had 
ever been presented, 

Whereupon, the motion to reconsider was with- 
drawn, 


à 


The joint resolution for the relief of the heirs of |! 


Doctor John Gray, deceased, coming up on the 
question of engrossment, 

Mr, HARALSON moved to lay aside the pri- 
vate calendar, with a view to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The yeas and nays wereasked and ordered; and 
being taken, resulted as follows: 
=- Messrs 
Black, Bo 


> 


ephen Adams, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, 
vd, Brinkerhot, Brockenbrough, Burt, 


Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Culion | 


Cunningham, Jetferson Davis, Dobbin, Dromsoole, Dunlap, 
Ellsworth, Braman, Edwin HW. Bwing, Fieklin, Fries, Gar 
vin, Giles, Grover, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Prane B. Holmes 
Ropkins, George S. Houston, James B. fant, Hunter, Jo 
seph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Lampkin, 
MeCtolland, MeClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. 
MeDowent, Johu P. fartin, Barkle, Martin, Morris, Mor: 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Per- 
ry, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seam- 
anon, Beaman, Atexander D, Sims, Thomas Suith, Robert 
Smith, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Jacoh Thompson, 
Tibbatts, ‘Uredway, Wentworth, Wiek, Williams, Wood- 
ward, You, and Yost--83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Amok, Ashimia, Bett, Blaneh- 
ard, Milton Brown, Carroll, Join G. Chapman, Clarke, 
Cocke, Cranston, Culver, Cummins, Daniel, Darragu, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dockery, Edsall, Graham, Grider, Grin- 


nell, Hamlin, Hampton, Herriek, Elias B. Tolmes, Hough, | 


Join W. Ioustou, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hunger- 
ford, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. IngersoH, Jenkins, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, Maclay, 
MeClean, McHenry, Mefivaine, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Ratbbua, J. A; Rockwell, Root, Senenck, 
Seddon, Severance, ‘Athert Sinith, Stewart, Strolim, Svkes, 
Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Trambo, White, 
Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—-67, 


So the private calendar was set aside. 
PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


The Flouse resolved itself into Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Elamuty, 


of Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the consider- | 
ation of the bill making certain alterations in the | 


pay department of the army. 

The pending question being on the following 
amendment of Mr, FEUNGERFORD: 

‘That in six months after the termiuation of the 
‘war with Mexico, the paymaster department 
‘shall be reduced to one paymaster gencral and 
“fifteen assistant paymasters. 7? 

Mr. BURT was entitled to the floor, 


questions which had been 
debate. Nor had he anything to say in auswer to 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Sutar] 
But if he (Mr. B.) were disposed to travel beyond 


the bill under consideration, he would be ready to | 
bear testimony that the charges complained of by the |; 
gentleman from Pennsylvania were gratuitous and | 
If that gentleman, or the political ; 


unfounded. i : 
party with which he was associated, had been 


charged with withholding their votes from any | 


appropriations, however reckless or extravagant, 
his (Mr. B.’s) experience for three sessions enabled 
him to say that such charges were without foun- 
dation. ‘Phat was the last charge that any news- 
paper organ, or partisan, should bring against the 
gentleman or his party. 


Mr. B. now passed on to an explanation of the | 


several provisions of the bill, showing the neces- 
sity, with ‘reference to the organization and effi- 
ciency ofthe army, of its passaze. 

Mr. B. then directed his attention to the amend- 
ment of Mr. A. Jouwson, proposing to strike out 
the second section of the bill, which repeals the 
act of 1820, limiting the term of office to four years. 
Mr. B. was opposed to it. He referred to the se- 


V. Campbell, Catheatt, Auguetus A. Chapman, i 


Fle dis- | 
claimed any intention to discuss the irrelevant | 
jntroduccd into the | 
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; of the publie service, and he knew no better quali- ; 


i it stood in the bill, would be retained, 


; 1820 as limits the appointment of these officers to | 


‘been appointed, and their bonds renewed, every į 


nyt 2 |i had clapsed (he said) since the passage of that | 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gippiwas,] or the || 


| responsible to the President, who was at liberty to 


; he 


L GLOBE. 


rious inconvenience which had been felt from the 
operation of the law. The paymaster was a mili- 
tary officer, subject to the rules and articles of war, 
and to trial and punishment by court-martial; He 


field; and none of the analogies which. found so 
much favor with some of his (Mr. B.’s) democrat- 
ic friends applied to an officer of thiskind. Ht was 
an anomaly m the military system that an-officer 
strictly military. should go-out of office at the end | 
of four years; and he took Teave to say that he dif- 
fered essentially from: some of the sentiments and 
arguments he had heard here. He had supposed 
that public offices were public trusts, created for 
the benefit of the people, and that the mere ünder- | 
strappers and hangers-on of party were not to be 
provided for by their creation. He maintained 
that they were created for the eflicieney and benefit | 


fication for a public officer than capacity for his | 
duty, He did not recognise the principle that pub- 
lie offices were made for party favorites or for 
men. 

The President had an unrestricted power of re- 
moval in the case of these officers. If any of them 
were incompetent, therefore, they might at any 
time be dismissed, He trusted that the clause, as 


Mr. ATKINSON was an ardent friend of the 
President of the United States, and his Adminis- 
tration, and was in favor of giving them all the 
Necessary means to carry on this war with vigor; 
Dut he had yet to learn that it was desired by them 
that this bill should pass without amendment. He 
would not say one word against the appointment. 
of additional paymasters, Te had a most profound 
respect for the opinion of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and the Secretary of War. This 


therefore vole to authorize the appointment of these 
additional paymasters. 

But he wholly protested against the section 
which proposed to repeal so much of the act of 


four years. He went to hold all public officers to 
strict accountability and responsibility; and this 
FIousë could not be too rigid in enforcing this į 
strictness upon those whe have charge of our mon- 
etary affairs. When this section of the act of 1820; 
which they now sought to repeal, was passed, we 
were but recently out of a war. We had passed 


vloriously through the war of 1812; and during ij 


this tine, and down to 1820, these officers had | 


four years. That Congress—for good reasons un- 
doubtedly—made this imitation. Since that time | 
this provision of law had worked well. No evils 
had resulted from it; and the paymaster general | 
told them in his report, which had been referred to, | 
that there were. none of these paymasters who 
wished a reappointment but had received it. 

Mr. BURT (Mr. A. yielding) stated that the act 
of 1820 was passed after the close of the war, ‘and 
reduced the establishment of the army. During 
the war, and up to 1820, there was no Hmitation of | 
the tenure of the office, and there never had been 
in time of war. 

Mr. ATKINSON (continuing) assented to the 
explanation of the gentleman. "Twenty-six years 


law; it had worked well, and no evils had resulted 
from it. Why, then, were they now. called upon j 
in hot haste to repeal it? 

But it was important that the law should con- | 
tinue as it was now. The plea for its repeal was, 
that although under the bill, as reported, these offi- 
cers were appointed for life, they were nevertheless 


look into the state of their accounts at any time, 
and was required to do so once in four years, and 
who could discharge them at pleasure. To this 
Mr. A. replied, that the President of the United 
States had more officers now in Washington than 
san watch over; and if his duties were thus to 
be increased in relation to these paymasteys in 
Texas, Louisiana, and Oregon, neither Mr. Polk 
nor any other man could attend them. He referred 
to the practice under a similar law in his State, and 
to the general knowledge of gentlemen, for the fact 
that no public officer is ever called upon to renew | 
his bonds, except the matter is brought forward | 
by some person who shows they are insecure. 
The President would presume that all was fair 


until the contrary was shown. 


| absolutely necessary—first, for thé securi 
Government, and next, for the safety of the 'secu- 


te 
in favor of striking out the secind'seetion of. the 
bil, and of leaving this ‘provision’ of ‘the Jaw of 
1820 to stand as at present, conténding that itwwas 


Mr.A. advanced other and additional argumen 


of ther 


rities themselves, that these  disbursin 
should execute their bonds. periodically. 
He replied to the argument of the’ Paymaster: 
General, and of gentlemen in this House, in favor ° 
of the repeal of the present limitation of the tenure 
of these offices, founded on the inconvenience and 


g officers 


| detriment to the service that might arise from their 


being obliged to. leave. ther’ distant: posts’ while 
they repaired to Washington’ or elsewhere to re- 
new their bonds, stating that they might-berenew- 
ed by communicating ‘powers of attorney to indis - 
viduals on the ground, and thus this difficulty be 
obviated. He also urged. the difficulty; as ilustra- 
ted by past experience of the Government, of dis- 
charging men from office or abolishing their office 


ii when the occupants are appointed without limita- 


tion of term. Let. the patriots who were ready to 
serve their country in these offices know when they 
were appointed, that it was only for the war, and 
let the existing limitation of law concerning those 
already in office continue. GR 

Mr. McHENRY advocated the repeal of the law 
of 1820 relative to paymasters, (proposed by the 
second. section of the bill,) as tending to render the 
army more efficient than it was under the present 
regulation. He adverted: to the inconvenience and 
detriment to-the service occasioned by thè expira- 
tion of the term of office, and the necessity for the 
oficer to abandon his duties to procure new secu- 


| rity, and urged the propriety of this repeal, not on 


account of the benefit or convenience of indvidu- 


A als, but of the service, expressing willingness. to 
measure was recommended by them. He should I| ado a 3 7 


adopt all necessary measures to its efficiency. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS said there were two’ 
positions taken in relation to the bill which he 
thought invorreet: first, that it became necessary 
from the war existing with Mexico; second, that 
it was designed to relieve the paymasters from op- 
pressive duty. By referring to the report of the 
Paymaster General, which accompanied the Pres- 
ident’s Message at the commencement of this ses~ 
sion of Congress, it will be found; that before this 
wer commenced, and in reference to ‘the then. con- 
dition of the army, an increase of the paymasters 
was desired; and in the close of his report a con- 
vincing statement was made for the necessity of an. 
Assistant Paymaster General—not, as has been as- 
sumed, to reside here, but to superintend payments 


j iù the military district of the Southwest; and this 


was cnforced by the fact that he was then compel- 
led to station a senior paymaster at headquarters 
of the army in Texas to discharge the duties of 
assistant to the Paymaster General. Sir, it is wot 
to relieve the paymasters from fatigue, but to in- 
sure prompt and regular payments to the troops, 
that this increase was asked. If the number of- 


| paymasters be half of those required to: make pay- 


ments to the army at the regular periods, which is 
every two months, it follows that the payments will 
be delayed, and occur évery four or every- six 
months. ` The hardship would fall entirely on the 
troops to be paid, not on the disbursing officers who 
pay them. And as to the amount of service which 
the paymasters can be required to perform without 
destroying the efficiency of the departments I think 
gentlemen should allow the Paymaster General. to 
be a better judge than. ourselves. But to aid ug in’ 
a conclusion, he has given the fact, that.to pay at 
all the posts and arsenals as often as the law re- 
quires, would require travelling to exteed 100,000 
miles per annum. This referred entirely to the 
state of things as they existed prior to a war with 
Mexico. ; 

The second section of the bill changes the ten- 
uré, which is now an anomaly in the service, either 
land or naval. Quartermasters, commissaries, offi 
cers of the engineer department engaged ‘in ‘the 
construction of works, are charged with disbursé- 
ments which cannot be so closély supervised as 
those of the pay department. ` Tt is the same case 
with pursers in the navy, yet all these hold their. 
offices during the pleasure of the Presidents which, 
by practice, is’ considered ‘equal to during’ good 
behavior. - “ ae ene te 

This bill seeks to place paymasters‘on the same 
footing with other disbursing officers of the army; 
and I seeno reason why they shouldbe’ made an 


exception to the rule. Their-attendance upon a 
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marching army requires that their commissions | 
should not expire during .a campaign, as much as | 
that a.purser’s commission should not expire on a | 
voyage; and the tenure. of their.office should be | 
fixed. in reference to this, perhaps the most im- | 
portant, portion.of their duties. Fhe proposed | 
change of tenure could not impair their efficiency or | 
weaken their responsibility under ordinary circum | 
stances, whilst.it would adopt them to the extraor- ` 
dinary condition of war. . 'The-liability of all dis- 
bursing officers of the army to be removed by the 
President is constant; it is expected to follow im- || 
mediately on a failure quarterly to account for 
funds placed in their hands, and with the amend- 
ment. to require new bonds every four years, the 
present bill seems very free from well-founded ob- 
jections. 

The gentleman from South Carolina has so ably 
covered the whole ground that it is unnecessary to 
go further into it. 

Mr. D. referred to remarks made yesterday by 
Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, which were particu- 
larly directed against himself. He said, among 
those to whom he had been long known no expla- 
nation could be necessary; but here, having been 
misunderstood, it seemed to be called for. 

Once for all, then, he would say, that if he knew 
himself, he was incapable of wantonly wounding | 
the feelings, or. of making" invidious. reflections | 
upon the origin or occupation of any man.. 

He had, two days.since, in a reply to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, endeavored to correct this misun- 
derstanding; it seemed, however, he had not suc- 
ceeded.’ That gentleman [Mr. Sawyer] had, on 
a previous occasion, expressed his want of confi- 
dence in those officers of our army who had been 
cadets, and said, for the defence of the country we 
must look to the farmers and mechanics. 

Mr. D. said, in answering that position he had 
referred to the service lately rendered by our army 
on the Rio Grande—had pointed out the results 
of skill and military, science, and asked if such 
achievements could have been expected from men 
who had not the advantage of a military education. | 

He named two of the trades of civil life, not be- 
cause they were Jess useful or honorable than 
others, not that either one or the other could dis- 
qualify a man from acquiring the other. On a | 
former occasion, and for a similar purpose, he had | 
made an extended allusion to many trades and 
professions, to all he had not thought it necessary 
again to refer. His opinion, in all its bearings, was | 
no more, than this, that war, like other knowledge, 
must be acquired. A military education did not 
qualify for the civil pursuits of life, nor did prê- 
paration. for any’ of the civil pursuits, in itself, 
qualify for the duties of a soldier, — 

‘Was it necessary for him to say that a citizen 
might acquire’the knowledge of arms, might be- 
come a distinguished soldier? Surely no one can 
deny it. “He referred to the commander-in-chief 
of-our army in terms of high commendation as a 
scientific soldier: said he had once been a lawyers 
but had ceased to be.so, and his military fame 
since he had become a soldier had almost swallow- 
ed up the remembrance of his earlier profession. 

r. W. HUNT obtained the floor, but yielded 
at. request to 

Mr. A. JOHNSON, who said, in the remarks 
he had submitted yesterday, he had intended no- 
thing unkind to the gentleman from Mississippi, 


but merely a vindication-of the trade to which he |}; 


(Mr. J.) belonged, and of others. He caused to 
be read the following paragraph of the remarks of 
Mr. Davis on a previous day, upon which he (Mr. 
J.) also commented yesterday: 

“Mr. D. referred to a gentleman, who, a short 
‘time since, upon this floor, expressed extreme 
¢ distrust in our army, and poured out the vials of 
‘his denunciation upon the graduates of the Mili- 
“tary Academy. He hoped now the gentleman will 
‘withdraw ‘those denunciations; that now he will 
‘learn the value of military science; that he will ; 
“see in the location, the construction, the defence | 
‘of the bastioned field-work opposite Matamoras, į 
‘the utility, the necessity of a military education. 
«Let him. compare the few men who held that 
with the army that assailed it; let him. mark the 
‘comparative safety with which they stood within 
‘that temporary work; let him consider why the 
‘guns along its ramparts were preserved, whilst 
“they silenced the batteries of the enemy; why 
c that intrenchment stands unharmed by Mexican 
‘shot whilst its guns have crumbled the stoné walls 


fl 
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s in Matamoras to the ground; and then say whether 
‘he believes a blacksmith or tailor could have se- 
€ cured the same results??? —_ g 

Mr. D. said he retracted none. of this now. 

Mr. JOHNSON (continuing) argued that this 
sentence contained an invidious discrimination of 
the tailor and the blacksmith; else, if the gentle- 
man had intended to refer only to the necessity of 
a scientific military education, why did he not say 


that no one.except those who had received-such ed- 


ucation would be competent to command an army, 
to make an effective defence of the ‘‘ bastioned 
field-work,” and attack upon the enemy, and to 
meet all the contingencies of war. Mr. J. warmly 


defended the tailor and blacksmith, and other 


classes of mechanics from any imputations of this 


i| kind, and maintained their gallantry and their equal 


ability to defend the country in the field of battle 
ith that of any other class of the community. 


dication of the mechanical professions of the coun- 
try, and in reply to previous remarks, as well as 


i remarks of this day of Mr. Davis, to whom he 


yielded several times for inquiry and explanation; 


the debate in all its stages not being of an entirely | 
| pleasant nature. 


The time allotted for the debate having expired, |! 


the committee proceeded to vote. 

The amendment of Mr. Huncerronp, by ayes 
97, noes not counted, was agreed to. 

Mr. J. A. BLACK offered thé following amend- 
ment, which was agreed to: : 

But it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States to require the bonds of all district paymasters to be 
renewed once in every four years. 


Mr. STEWART offered an amendment increas- 


ing the monthly pay of volunteers to $10, and pro- 
viding that those who serve to the end of the war, 
and the heirs of those who died in the service, 
should he entitled to 160 acres of land. 


Mr. THURMAN moved to amend the amend- | 
iment, so as to make it apply to the regular army 


also. 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. | 


The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Srewarr, and a division was ordered. ; 
Mr. YELL offered the following as asubstitute: 


Andbe it further enacted, That every non-commissioned 
officer, musician, and private, in the service of the United 
States, citber in the regular army, volunteer, or militia ser- 
vice, shall, from and after the passage of this act, receive 
$3 per month in addition to their pay now allowed by 
Jaw ; this additional pay to continue during the war, and no 


| longer. 


The substitute was rejected. i 

The question again recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. STEWART, 

Mr. S. JONES moved to amend it by adding 
after the word “ volunteers’? the words ‘ who 
shall serve during the war.”? Rejected. 

Mr. PERRY moved to amend the amendment 
by adding, ‘* provided the said war shall continue 
eighteen months from this day.’’ Rejected. 

Mr. S. ADAMS moved à similar amendment, 


saying six months. Rejected. 
r. CONSTABLE moved to make the monthly 


pay $20 instead of $10. Agreed to. 


And the first branch of the amendment of Mr. | 


Srewarr, as thus amended, was, by a vote of 
ayes 53, noes 66, rejected. 

The question recurring on the second branch. of 
the proposition, (i. e. as to a bounty of land,) ~ 


Mr. JOHN H. EWING moved to amend it | : : : : 
i| soldier, praying a pension; which was referred to 


|| the Committee on Pensions. 


‘by making the pay of volunteers $9 per month. 
Rejected. 


Mr. LEAKE moved to amend the amendment | 


so that the bounty lands should be located in Texas. 


Rejected. 
And the second branch of the amendment of 
Mr. Stewart was rejected. j 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved to strike out the | 
second section, (repealing so much of the act of j 


1820 as relates to the term of office of paymaster) 
which motion, by ayes 97, noes not counted, was 
agreed to. f 

Mr. ROOT offered an amendment increasing the 
pay of non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates, to ten dollars per month. i 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered an amendment givin 
$3 extra pay per month to the noiredmmiesioned 


‘officers, musicians, and privates; and also making 


provision for bounty lands. i 
Both these amendments were declared out of or- 


der, on the ground that they had already been 
voted down. 


` He also proceeded at some length in further vin- | 


Mr. ' i 

And the committee susta. 
Chair. i š 

Three or four other amendments were offered (of 
which we have not copies) and were voted down. 
a substitute for the whole 


í 


t 
ji 


. TIBBATTS appealed. 


ined the decision of the 


Mr. McKAY offered 
bill, which was adopted. 

The Committee then rose, 
as amended. A = 

Some conversat ) 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON deman 
question. , a eae ee 

There was asecond. “The main question was 
ordered, (being first on the sibstitute aniendment, ) 
and, being taken; it was agreed to, 

The bill was then read a third time. 

And the question: being on its passage, 

Mr. HOGE asked the previous question. There 
was a second. , 

The main question w 
taken, the bill was passe 
to wil: 

Be it enacted by the Sea 
the United Stites of Am 
the President of the Unite a 
authorized, by and with the advice 
ate, Lo appoint three additional paymasters, 
to the pay department of the army: 

And be it further enacted, That | n 
virtue of this act shall perform the same duties, receive the 
same pay and allowances, as the present paymasters of the 
y; and shall in like manner be subject to the rules and 


articles of war; aud previous to entering upon the duties of 
to the United States as 


their offices, shall give such bonds 1 

the Secretary of War may direct, for the faithful perform- 
ance of their duties: Provided, That the officers herein 
named shall continue in service only so long as the increase 
| of the rank and file of the army may be necessary, as autho- 
rized and provided for in an act passed during the present 
session. 

Mr. A. D. SIMS moved to reconsider the vote. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the motion was 
i laid on the table. ` : : : 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the House again 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the.. 
state of the Union, with a view to the considera- 
| tion of other bills reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

And, pending t 
to adjourn. 

The question was decided by yeas and nays, 
and there were, for the adjournment 68, against 1t 
96. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

And the question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Haratson, to go into Committee of the Whole; 
and that question being taken, there were,/ayes 
61, noes 19. No quorum. th a 

Another motion was then made-to adjourn, and 
the question was again taken by yeas and nays; 
and there were, for the adjournment 49, against it 
81. 

A call of the House was moved, which the 
House refused to order. 

And the question again recurred on Mr. Haran- 
son’s motion to go into committee; when 

Another motion was made to adjourn, which 
prevailed. Ayes 72, noes 58. 

And the House adjourned at eleven o’clock. 


and reported the bill 
‘sation followed on points of order. 
ded the previous 


t 


as ordered, and, being 
din the following form, 


ale and House-of Representatives of 
erica in Congress assembled, ‘That 
d States be, aud he is hereby, 
and consent of the Sen- 
to be attached 


t the officers appointed in 


his motion, a motion was made 
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Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Abi- 
gail Edgerly, widow of a deceased revolutionary 


_ Mr. DIX presented the memorial of merchants 
and other citizens of New York, praying the adop- 
tion of measures for establishing commercial inter- 
course between the United States and the govern- 
ment of Japan; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Dudle 
Walker, a purser in the navy, praying to be ak 
lowed a credit on his accounts for commissions on 
certain disbursements, and for clerk-hire, and other 
expenses; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of Meigs D. 
Benjamin, praying the repayment of duties alleged 
to have been illegally exacted of him by the collec- 
tor of the port of New York; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


[A message was received from the House of 


| Representatives announcing that said House had 


passed the Senate bill making alterations in the 
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States, but by a'side 


| by an opposition from the old $ 
; blow from some one of the new States. 


This 


in writing were also received.] f j 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Tndian 
Affairs, reported a bill to regulate trade and inter- 
course with the Indian tribes in the country of 
Oregon, and to preserve peace, and to cultivate 
friendship with and among said Indians; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to grant a right of 
tion to Philip F. Derring and Robert H. È 
of lowa county, Wisconsin Territory; which was 
read, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com 
mittee on Pensions, submitted an adve 
upon the petition of Smith Craw; which was or 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the same committee, | 
submitted an adverse report upon the petition of | 


David Cury; which was ordered to be printed. 
On motion of Mr. A., the committee was dis 


charged from the further consideration of the above | 


petition. 


Mr. DIX, from the Select Committee to whom | 
was referred the (House) bill establishing the | 
Smithsonian Institute, reported the same with | 


amendments; which were ordered to be printed, 

The bill making alterations in the pay depart- 
ment of the army was taken up; when, on motion 
of 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, the bill and amendment 
made thereto by the House of Representatives were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The (House) bill for the relief of Thomas ap 
Catesby Jones was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Forei 
tions. 

The (Eouse) bill for the relief of Nathan Smith 
and Charles K. Smith, and others, was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. i 


. The (House) joint resolution for the relief of |! 


Seth M. Leavenworth, was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Commitiee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration af the | 


report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, upon 
the claim of the owners of the brig General Arm- 
strong; when, 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
further consideration of the subject was postponed 
until Wednesday next. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the Senate 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the 
sideration of the bill appropriating alternate sections 


of the public lands for the improvement of the Pearl i 


river. 


Mr. SPEIGHT described the lands asked to be | 


appropriated as almost worthless, being subjec 
to inundations, and stated that the amount of acres 


embraced was about half a million; the length of | 
the river, according to its course, being about three 


hundred miles. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, corroborated this 
deseription of the lands along the lower shores of 
Pearl river. 
anything. 

Mr. BAGBY opposed this system of giving 
away the public lands for the purpose of internal 
improvement. He viewed it as an improper exer- 
cise of the power of Congress. He expressed his 


conviction that no great commercial advantage was : 
to be expected from this donation, for the whole ` 
banks of the river were a series of sloughs and ; 
slashes, through which no vessel ever could make |: 


its way, 


Mr. SPEIGHT said he had known three or 


four steamboats, with cargoes worth from $5,000 to | 


$10,000 each, come up the river in a season, 
Mr. BAGBY replied that after a three months? 
rain, this may have been the case. 
to the bill on the ground of expedienc 
for constitutional reasons: 
asking for the yeas a 
the engrossment of the bi. 
Mr, SPEIGHT expressed his regret that when- 
ever application was made to Congress for anything 


for the benefit of Mississippi, it was not only met 


re-emp- | 
hapion, | 


rse report | 


gn Rela- 


pro- ; 
Coe i; 


Of the upper region he did not know ` 


He objected |; 
y as well as: 
and concluded with |: 
ad nays on the question of | 


Thus the United States, as a 
Tandholder, would be merely doing, by making‘ 
i| this appropriation, what every prudent proprietor 
would do for the benefit of his property. By the 
increased value which would be thus given to the 
reserved sections, Government would obtain dou- 
ble the value of the whole domain in its present 
state. S 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, reminded the 
Seuate that millions of acres had been granted by 
| Congress, from time to time, for the purposes of 
internal improvement, heretofore; and this was a 


the Senator from Alabama. The interest which 
t Louisiana had in this appropriation was compara- 
tively trifling, as Pearl river only touched her 
boundary; but its improvement was of vital jm- 
ij portance to the State of Mississippi. 


dy given to the other new Stntes. 


consideration of the bill was then postponed, and 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 


SPECIAL ORDER. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 


{ 


| 
| 
| 


She only | 
asked a boon siinilar to that which had been alréa- 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the further | 


| 


suficient answer to the constitutional objections of |! 


have all been inerror, including the Président; 
Congress, and the country, and. that tio’ such: Ji 
as the parallel_of 54° 40’ has-ever been éstablish 


é 6d 
as thé northerit boundary of Oregon and he cor 
siders that this. correction ófa gréat popular error -: 
is ehough to “quiet the excitement, which: hag’ 
been got up about it:?’* F fear, sir, that: the honor 
able Sensitor décéives' himself, and that this ekee - 
ment, as he terts it, or this conviction of the et- 
tent and justice of our tide, as F term it, is tie 
beyénd the reach of any new reading of old docu- 
ments, however gigantic may’ be the intellect which 
puts itself to the task of giving out and vindicating: 
a new system of national ‘rights; or any new evi- 
dence in support of them. ‘The hariotable. Sena- 
tor is aS comipetent to the performance of this 
labor, as any oneamong us. But, sir, when agreat 
question like this has occupied the attention of an 
enlightened country and Government, “in ‘some 
mode or other, for almost half a centuny, and tore 
recently has called into Hs service the heads. and 
tongues and pens of hosts of able men in „publié 
‘and in private life, the discovery and promulgation’ 
of new views, giving an unexpected direction to'a 
great controversy, is not indeed impossible, but is 

| so far improbable, that he, who claims the title and ` 

the reward of a discoverer, must expect to have 

hig pretensions investigated with: much cäre, and 
admitted with much caution. The honorable Sen- 
utor, in the exultation of anticipated success, 
speaks of the philosophy of the Jifly-Jour forties, anà 
says “t there is an end of that question! All goie—~ 
vanished—evaporated into thin air—and the place 
where it was, not to be found.” And then comes 
the ‘parturition of the mountain, ‘and the birth of 

the mouse. - : l 

It is a good old fable; intended to convey a uses 
ful truth. But it is somewhat dangerous in its-ap- 
plication, especially when he, who appeals to it, in 
the very'act of decrying the labor of another, àn- 
nounces ex cathedra the value of his own. Pulling 
down to build up! annihilating one line to estab- 
lish mother! ‘Chere is sach a thing as putting the 
saddle on the wrong horse. > Moped on 

The honorable Senator says, “ there is no bound- 
| ary at 54° 40'.” T quote his very words, and join 
issue with him. If there is not, I shall then con: 
fess, that T for one am Table to-all the sneers hé 
chists Upon the fifty-four-forties, as he calls ther, 
and upon their chuse; while, if there is, IL shall 


j ofthe bil to protect the rights of American citizens | 


in the Oregon territory, 

The question pending being on the motion of Mr. 
BENTON, to refer the bill, with instructions, to 
i the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CASS addressed the Senate as follows: 

I did not intend, Mr. President, again to trouble 
the Scnate upon any question, connected with our 
j elaim to Oregon, or with the proper course of 
policy to adopt in support of it. And I avowed 
ito those friends with whom I am in the habit of 
| free consultation, this determination to remain si- 


attention of the Senate, and of the public, so far as 
the public can be interested in any views of mine. 
Tam now, however, compelled to break the silence, 
i Thad imposed upon myself, and again to vindi- 
cate the position in which I am placed. 
orabje Senator from Missouri has referred to me 


ground, I have occupied, I must defend it from this 
new and vigorous assault. I shall, however, be 
brief; avoiding recapitulation, and confining my- 
self almost exclusively to two of the propositions 
submitted by the Senator,—one entirely new, the 
other presented in the previous discussion, but 
again brought forward, though with new facts and 
illustrations, and extended to more remote regions. 


` the line of 54° 40', and the latter the assertion, that 
» the parallel of 499 was established as a‘boundary . 
between the British and French possessions, by 
commissaries under the treaty of Utrecht, and that 
i it ran to the northwest coast. 
The Senator commenced by the work of demoli- 
tlon—pulling down before he built up—cléaring 
_ off the rubbish occasioned by the labor of others, to 


_ procure a fair site, preparatory to the task of re- 
; edification. And how has this system of destruc- 
i, Hon and of substitution been effected? The process 
|| and the result I propose to examine. ; 

"Inthe first place, he announces, that till how we 


‘lent, believing I had occupied my full share.of the | 


The hon- | 


by name, and if I would not seem to abandon the | 


The former is the assertion of the non-existence of | 


‘ 
1 


t 


i} not be formed, by the citizens of the United 'S 


leave to the honorable Senator the position he hag 
assumed. 

And whence this déclared popular érror,, ré- 
specting the boundary line of 54° 40°? D origi 
| nales, says the Senator, in the treaty with Russia 
| concluded in 1824, the third article of which he 
quoles— z 

“ Art. 3. Itis moreover agreed, that, hereafter, there shall 

i € tates, Or uii- 

der the authority ofthe said States, any establishinent upon 

the northwest. coast of Ameriea, nor in any of the islands 

adjacent, to the north of. fifty-four. degrees forty. minutes 

north latitude; and that, in the same manner, there shall be 

none formed by Russian subjects, or under the authority of 
Russia, south of the same parallel.?? 

Now, sir, this, one would think, is clear enough, 
Here is fifty-four forty, established as a boundary, 
as plainly as words and types can establish it, be- 


i 


i| yond which the claim of the United States cannot 


extend. It is the northern limit, across’ which we 
cannot go. We may march up to it; with that 
Russia has no concern. But the moment wé 


| trecht, expressly Says it was established but hot 
| rün. Tt was nevertheless a great line of deniarca- . 
| tion, whose effects are said tó be felt upon the rights 
of nations at this dày. All boundaries between 
| countries, which are not natural lines or marks, 
| must be first fixed by diplomatic arrangement, and 
when this is döne; their establishment upon. the 
| earth becomes a question of fact, and is asually 
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committed to scientifi¢ persons; who give practical | 
effect to the labors of the diplornatists. If; there | 
forè; the parallel of fifty-four forty.should remain 
a paper instead of a. visible ‘boundary till dooms- 
day, it would nevertheless: bea barrier, beyond 
which we could not pass, and might .at any time 
be ascertained: by astronomical observations, and 
marked:upon the ground, should such a measure, 
become necessary-to’ assert the jurisdiction of the 
one partý; or to arrest that of the other. 

After quoting the third article of our treaty with 
Russia, the honorable Senator proceeds to quote 
the third article of the treaty between Russia and 
England, regulating their mutual pretensions to the 
same. region. And he controls the construction of 
one treaty, by what legitimate process I know not, 
by the provisions of the other. . He says, and 
strangely too, that ‘they are identical in objects, 
and nearly in terms:” Identical in objects! Why, 
sir, one 1s a treaty between the United States and 
Russia for the adjustment of their. mutual preten- 
sions, and the other isa treaty between England 
and Russia for the adjustment of their pretensions. 
Until it is shown, that American pretensions and 
English pretensions are the same, the identity of 
the objects of these treaties will be among the dis- 
coveries, that are yet to be made. Nearly identi- 
cal in terms’ This, sir, is almost an equal mis- | 
take. To show it, I will quote this third article of 


the Anglo-Russian treaty: 


“ART. 3. The line of demarcation between the posses- 
sions of the high contracting parties upon the coast of the | 
continent and the islands of America, to the northwest, | 
shall de drawn in the manner following: commencing from | 
the southernmost point of the island, called Prince ‘of 
Wales’ Island, which ‘point lies in the parallel of 54° 40', 
and the 133d degree of west longitude, (ineridian of Green- 
wich,) the said line shall ascend to the north, along the 
channel called Portland Channel as far as the point of the | 
continent, where it strikes the 58th degree of north latitude 5 
from this last mentioned point to the point of intersection | 
of the 141st degree of. west longitude, will prove to be at the 
distance of more than ten marine leagues from the ocean; 
the limit between the. British possessions and the line of 
coast which is to belong’ to Russia as abovenientioned, 
shall be formed by a line parallel to the windings of the 
coast, and which shall never exeeed the distance of ten 
marine leagues therefrom, And the line of demarcation 
shall follow the summit of the mountains, situated parallel 
to the coast, as far as'the point of intersection of the 141st 
degree of west longitude, (of the same meridian,) and finally 
from the said point of intersection the said meridian line of 
the 141st degree on the prolongation, as far as tbe Frozen 
ocean, shall form the limit between the Russian and Brit- 
ish possessions on the continent of America to the north- 
west. ; 


Now, sir, I do not quote this article, because it 
has the slightest bearing upon our claim, or ought to 
have upon our investigation of its extent; but. to 
show the mistake, into. which the honorable Senha- 
tor has been led, when he considers these two arti- 
cles as identical,-either in their @bjects of in their 
terms. . They are almost-as dissimilar in the one, 
as in thé other. The effort of Russia was the 
same. It was to procure a recognition from the 
only parties, whose claims interfered with hers, of 
her title to that part.of the country. This she 
effected by'a stipulation with the United States, 
that they would assert no pretensions north of | 
54° 40’ generally, and a stipulation with England, 
that she would assert none north of the same line, 
and west of ten marine leagues from the coast. | 
On her part, Russia relinquished all her preten- 
sions south of 54° 40', but without touching. the 
conflicting claims of the other parties, leaving them 
to adjust these in their own manner as they would, | 

cor as they- could; and both England- and the Uni- 


ted States are as free this day to assert each its || 


own title, and to oppose that of its adversary, as | 
they were before the execution of these conven- 
tions with Russia. ~ | 
I therefore remove from ‘this discussion all the 
honorable Senator has said réspecting the objects, 
the terms; and the effect of this treaty between 
England and Russia. We were no parties to it. 
It was formed a year after our treaty with the lat- 
ter Power, and we had just as much right to regu- 
late the descent of the crowns of Russia and Eng- | 
land, as those Powers had to regulate our right-to the | 
Oregon territory. . In fact, they assumed. no such 
monstrous pretensions: And I must confess my | 
surprise, that their arrangements are introduced 
here, as binding or controlling our territorial claims. 
And yet these two articles are placed by the hon- 
orable Senator in juxtaposition, as though they.| 
were parts of the same instrument, and his deduc- 
tions respecting our rights séem to be drawn from | 
dneor the other indiscriminately: so much so, that | 
the Senator actually says, “ F have shown you the: | 


‘we have “no boundary at 54° 40'.” 


l coast of America in this connexion? 


‘limits as established with Russia in 1894; I have 
< produced the treaties (not treaty) which establish 
‘them, and here, also, is a map, which: illustrates 


* them, arid shows everything precisely.as I have 


‘read it-from the treaties,’ (not treaty.) He then 
proceeds to point out errors, which it is not neces- 
sary to examine, for they have reference exclusive- 
ly to the treaty between Great Britain and Russia, 
and not to that between Russia and the United States. 
Our treaty merely provides that the parallel of 54° 
40' shall be our northern boundary. Now, what 
have the errors of geographers or map makers, in 
the protraction of the line between Russia and 
England, to do with the plain undeniable bounda- 
ry which limits our possessions ?—a boundary so 
plain, indeed, that he who runs may read it in thè 
treaty. What, therefore, is the direction of the 
other line—the. Anglo-Russian line—which the 
Senator has discussed, and whether it goes to 55°, 
or 56°, or 619, or, indeed, to the north pole, 
touches us as little as any other question in politi- 
cal geography. i 

Then, sir, fifty-four forty is resuscitated, brought 
to life—an existing boundary, to which we may 


| gò, but beyond which we may not pass. We can 


jem up to it without any imputation upon our wis- 
dom or our honor; * and the place where tt was” is 
yet there, and there it will continue to be. ` 
_ It willbe recollected, sir, that the honorable Sen- 
ator has staked this issue upon the existence of 
this line of 54° 40’; and when we point to the Rus- 
sian treaty, he attempts to meet us by his construc- 
tion of a treaty, and of the causes that led to it, 
between Russia and England. "We repudiate this, 
and refuse to have our line annihilated without-our 
consent. z 

The lme, then, exists, though the honorable 
Senator says it is confined.by the precise terms of 
the treaty “to the islands and coasts, and having 
no manner of relation to the continent.’ And 
again: “ This is the Russian line on the continent 


[é with Great Britain: the United States have no 
| continental line, either with Russia or Great 


‘ Britain.” 

Strange assertions, as I shall show. Were this 
even so, still we should have our favorite line, 
though it might stop short of the castern extent of 
our claim, and though the honorable Senator says 
But where 
does this line stop in its easterly progress? The 
honorable Senator says it does not touch the “¢ con- 
tinent.” Why he makes it an insular boundary, 
in the very face of an express stipulation, that it 
shall extend to the * islands and the coasts,’’ | 
know not. As he gives no reasons for this limita- 
tion of the natural construction of the article—not, 
indeed, its natural construction merely, but its ex- 
press and positive declaration—I must be permit- 
ted. to believe, that coast is the coast of the continent, 
and the islands ‘* the islands adjacent to it.” Ad- 
jacent to what? To the coast. To what coast? 
To the northwest coast of America. The treaty 


recognises two geographical divisions—the coast, | 


or continent, and the adjacent islands. The hon- 
orable. Senator says it is confined to the islands, 
and does not extend to the continent, or coast. I 
cannot argue this point. 

- By each of these conventions, he says, ‘* the Rus- 
t sian claim is confined to the coasts and islands; and 
“by each the same limit is given both to the United 
* States and Great Britain,” &e. ‘Tt was a limit 
wholly in the water, not at all on the land; the Brit- 
‘ish only reached tt by going through Portland Chan- 
nel.” 

I do not understand thisatall, sir. The Senator 
one moment says that the United States and Great 
Britain have both the same limit; in the next, that 


| our line never touches the land, but the British line 


does. The fact is, they have not the same line at 
all. Ours is the parallel of 549 40', continental and 
insular, for the distinction of the Senator between 
the two is wholly gratuitous, unknown to the con- 
vention. The British line commences ata point on 
that parallel, and then quits it, running thence such 


| courses, as give to Russia an irregular parallelo- 


gram, extending north and south along the coast, 
and east in width ten marine leagues from the sea. 
But what is the meaning of the phrase northwest 
To what ex- 
tent may it be fairly said to reach? In the British 
treaty, as above quoted, the question is placed be- 
yond controversy. The Russian possessions, as 
between England and Russia, are limited to ten 
marine leagues from the coast. As between Rus- | 


sia and us there is n6 limitation, and if a limitation 
be soyght; it must be found in the circumstances 
and in a fair application of the language to them. 

Itis a geographical fact; well known to all, who 
have: investigated "the subject, that the northwest 
coast of America is the name, by which a large but 
indefinite region upon the shores of the Pacific, 
extending eastward. without- positive: limits, was 
designated and recognised, as well in works of ge- 
ography. and‘history, as in diplomatic documents. 
It was a descriptive térm, applied’ to a vast coun- 
try. I shall place this beyond controversy, by 
reference to unquestionable authorities. 

In the very convention with England of 1818; by 
which a joint occupation of Oregon is: held, the 
whole country itself is distinguished by this appel- 
lation: a 

“It is agreed that any country, that may be claimed by 
either party on the northwest coast of America westward of 
the Stony Mountains,” &e. 

And. twice in that instrument the said country 
is alluded to. And it will be seen, that this desig- 
nation carries the region described by it to the 
Rocky Mountains; or, in other words, designates 
the whole country by that comprehensive term. 

In the British statement, annexed to the protocol 
of the sixth conference, by Messrs. Huskisson and 
Addington, British Plenipotentiaries in the negotia- 
tion of 1826-27, it is said: i 

«The Government of Great Britain, in proposing to renew 
for the term of ten years the third article of the convention 


-of 1818, respecting the territory onthe northwest coast of 


America west of the Rocky Mountains,” &e. 

“Spain ceded to the United States all their rights and 
claim on the western coust of America, and north of the 42d 
degree.” ‘ 

_In the Nootka Sound convention, the country 
generally is called the northwest coast. 

In the counter statement by Mr. Gallatin, he 
speaks of the ‘territory in question,” and he says: 

“That by the Nootka convention, all the parts of the north- 
west coast of America, oceupicd by either party,” &c. 

Using the terms territory and northwest coast as 
convertible, and designating the same country. 

“ Finally,” says Mr. Rush, in the history of his 
residence at the Court of London, page 372, “it 
‘ was agreed that the country on the northwest coast 
‘ of America, westward of the Rocky Mountains, 
“claimed by either party,” &c. 

Mr. Adams, in a letter to Baron Tuyl, dated’ 
May 7, 1823, speaks of the “ rights and interests 
which have been brought into collision upon the 
northwest coast.” 

In the instructions from Mr. Adamsto Mr. Mid- 
dleton, dated 23d July, 1823; he describes the coun- 
try as the northwest coast. He says: 

“A Russian charter gave to the American Company the 
northwest coast of America, from 55° to Bhering?s Straits? 

He further says, in a letter to Mr. Middleton: 


_ You are authorized “to propose an article of the same 
import for the term of ten years, for the signature of a joint 
convention between the United States, Great Britain, and 
Ru: mee 

He says, in the same letter to Mr. Rush: 

“If the British Northwest and Hudson’s Bay Company 
have any posts on the coast, as suggested in the article in 
the Quarterly Review, above cited, the third article of the 
convention of the 0th October, 1818, is applicable to them. 
Mr. Middicton is authorized to propose an article of similar 
import to be inserted in a joint convention between the Uni- 
ted States, Great Britain, aud Russia, foraterm of ten years 
from its signature. You are authorized to make the same 
proposal to the British Government; and with a view to 
draw a definite line of demareation for the future, to stipn- 
late that no settlement shall hereatter be made onthe north- 
west coast, or on any of the islands adjoining, by Russian 
subjects south of latitude 55°; by citizens of the United 
States north of 51°; or by British subjects either south of 
51° or north of 55°.” 

“ For it showed,” says the honorable Senator 

from Missouri, in a speech in 1842, “ that the Brit- 
ish had no rights on the northwest coast’? “< It was 
not until we discovered the Columbia, that she re- 
newed her claim to any territory on the northwest 
coast.” ‘‘Ourtitleisgood against England through- 
out the coast,” &e. 
This language is conclusive. . [tis obvious, that 
the whole northwest coast, or Oregon, is referred to; 
and the parties claiming it are recognised as the 
United States, Great Britain, and Russia. A divis- 
ion of their respective pretensions is proposed by’ 
east and west lines, thus separating the region into 
three districts, lying respectively north or south of 
oneanother. ‘There is no difference in the descrip- 
tion of their claims. Insular or continental, they 
are all the same in their eastern extension, 


These proofs, that the descriptive appellation 
northwest coast was applied generally to the country 
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north of California, and west of the Rocky Moun- | 
tains, might be multiplied almost indefinitely; but į 
it is not necessary; the examples already given es- 

tablishing the fact beyond controversy. Lf, there- | 
fore, the honorable Senator from Missouri secks to 
confine the epithet northwest coast to the narrow 
region within sight and sound of the surges of the 
ocean, he seeks a construction and contraction, in- 
consistent with the historical geography of the 
country, as well as with the rights and intentions 
of the parties. Our northwest coast, which is now 
our Oregon, by the arrangement with Russia, can- 
not extend north of 54° 40’, and her northwest coast 
cannot extend south of that line. The longitudinal | 
extent of either is a question, that does not concern 
the other, Our claim in that direction is from the 
Pacific to the Rocky Mountains. Russia, since 
her treaty with us, has entered into a convention 
with England, by which she restricts her claim to 
an extent of ten marine leagues from the coast. 
Before that, she was free to carry her title to the | 
Rocky Mountains, the castern boundary of the | 
northwest coast. This subsequent arrangement 
neither affects our rights nor our duties, and 54° 
40! is yet the barrier, beyond which we cannot pas 

What would be the condition of the parties i 
Russia had formed no convention with England? | 
What right should we then have to say, that the | 
Russian pretensions do not extend over the whole | 
of the country of the northwest coast, but are limited 
to fen marine Jeagues from it? None whatever. 
And how can a subsequent convention, between 
other parties, rezulate a prior instrument, to which 
we were a party? When we made an arrangement 
with Russia, our country of the northwest coast 
stretched to the Rocky Mountains. We promised | 
that Power, that we would not pass the parallel of | 
54O 40" in our northern progress. What right 
have we to say that Russia did not mean, by the 
same descriptive words, what we meant, or that 
that Power did not assert any claim over the coun- 
try designated by them? The northwest coast for 
her, says the honorable Senator, is the islands ad- 
jacent to it; while for us it is the whole country to 
the Rocky Mountains! Our duties are to be judged 
by existing circumstances, and not-by subsequent 
arrangements between different parties. With the 
motives of Russia, or the consideration, which Eng- 
land gave her for the cession, we have no concern. 
Had the former Power ceded her whole claim to | 
the latter, aur obligations would have remained the : 
sume, the benefit being transferred to England, | 
instead of being held by Russia. 54° 40', we said | 
to Russia, is our line in the country of the north- | 
west coast, and there I hope we shall be found. 

But if the honorable Senator from Missouri 
should succeed in the establishment of his position, | 
that we are not bounded on the north by this par- : 
allel of 54° 40’, I do not see, that the little bund 
in any worse condition, or the pretensions of the 
country at all diminished; for the former seems to | 
me intimately connected with the latter; but quite 
the contrary. In that event, we should fall bac 
upon our original Spanish title, and carry our claim 
to the parallel of 619, Our arrangement with Rus- 
sia Was an agreement to take less than the claim 
we could rightfully urge, as the grantees of the 
Spanish Government. 

The honorable Senator, in the further prosecu- 
tion of his argument, that we have no claim to fifty- 
four forty, says that we offered that line to Russia, 
as her southern boundary, and to Tingland as he 
northern. TIe then refers to the proposition made 
by Mr. Rush, who offered 51° as our northern | 
boandary, and says we now seck to go jam up to | 
54° 40', after the offer of 519, which was refused 
by England. 

Why, sir, all this history of the negotiation is well : 
known, and L must confess I do not see its bearing i 
upon the peculiar views presented by the Senator. į 
He is secking to show the inconsistency of the 
American Government in urging a claim to 549 
40’, after having offered to accept the parallel of 
51° as our northern boundary. But why sele 
this offer for this purpose? We have made a much | 
more favorable one for England, which she has | 
more than once refused. We have offered 49°, : 
and aslate as the last season. If these change 
are proofs of inconsistency, the last being the great- 
est, furnishes the strongest evidence of it. I re- 
peat, sir, what. new view is presented by going 
back to the offer of Mr. Rush in 1823, when that 
of Mr. Buchanan, in 1845, yielded two degrees 
more of latitude? 


| 
i 
| 


| 
| 
{ 


ul 
i! 
i 


f 
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jat liberty to fall back upon our original title, as 


| We have extended our claim by a new purchase, 
tand we have ascertained, what Mi. Madison ap- 


But there was not the slightest inconsistency, 
then, nor is there any now. This -branch of. the 
subject has been already fully debated, and. I have 
no disposition to renew the ‘discussion. ‘These 
offers were all offers of compromise, made in a 
spirit of concession, and not the assertion ofa claim; 
and, when rejected, the party making them was at 
full liberty to urge its whole title, anembarrassed 
by these efforts at conciliation, and without being 
obnoxious to the charge of inconsistency. ` And 
this was recognised and distinctly stated to. the 
British Government by Mr. Gallatin in 1827, who 
said, that “his. Govérnment did not hold itself 
‘bound hereafter in consequence of any proposal 
* which it had made for a line of separation between 
‘ the territories of the two nations beyond the Rocky 
€ Mountains, but would consider itself at liberty to 
‘contend for the full extent of’ the claims of the 
‘United States.” Here, sir, the American Gov- 
ernment, in 1827, maintained, that the offers thus 
made and rejected did not reach to the. extent of 
their full claims, but, that being rejected, we were 


though these attempts at compromise had not been 
made, What right, then, has the honorable mem- 
ber from Missouri to charge the American Gov- 
ernment with inconsistency, because it offered 51° | 
and then 499, and these offers being refused, and | 
all efforts at compromise hopeless, now urges the | 
full extent of its claim, as it announced in 1897 it 
would do? 

Before proceeding further, sir, I desire to remove 
from this discussion the honored names of Jefler- 
son and Madison. On a former occasion, I stated |} 
the circumstances, under which they acted, and 
explained, I thought sufficiently, why their senti- 
ments and course imposed no rule of conduct on 
us, in the new situation, in which we are placed, 
unknown to them. They sought the northern 
limits of Louisiana, and their extension west to 
the Pacific. And they found some historical mem- 
orandum, stating that the parallel of 49° had been 
established under the treaty of Utrecht, as a divi- 
ding line between the French and British posses- 
sions on the American continent. ‘They were in- 
deed aware that the subject was doubtful; for Mr. 
Madison, in his first instructions, instead of as- 
serting the fact, as the honorable gentleman from 
Missouri thinks he did, says: “there is reason to 
believe it;” and he says still further, “ you will per- 
ceive the necessity of recurring to the proceedings of 
the commissaries as the source of authentic informa- | 
tion,” “ These are not within our reach here,” &e. | 
And this was before our purchase of the Spanish || 
laim, which perfected and completed our title 
The COUTSE these eminent statesmen pursued W: 
the best under the then existing circumstances. |} 
What they did not possess, we have acquired. 
What they did not know, we bave discovered. 


pears to have suspected, that the historical state- 
meut, respecting the establishment- of the parallel of 
499, at any rate west of the Rocky Mountains, is, 
incorrect, and that no- such line exists. And the | 
same remark applies, although to a less extent, to 
the cabinets of Mr. Monroe, and of Mr. Adams, 
both of whom have been appealed to by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri in support of his position. 
Florida was not purchased, until towards the close 
of the first term of Mr. Monroe, and after that | 
time the notion, that the 49th parallel had been | 
established under the treaty of Utrecht, and ex- i 
tended perhaps west of the Rocky Mountains, may 
have produced some impression. But itis obvious, 
that it did not permanently influence the course of 
the Government. For Mr. Rush offered the 51st 
parallel, as a compromise Hine for our boundary; 
and Mr. Gallatin, as T have already said, repudia- 
ted the early offers, and went back to the whole 
claim. 

Now, sir, where is this monstrous inconsistency. 
and injustice, which the honorable Senator sees in 
he assertion of our claim by the present Adminis- 
tration north of the 49th? Tf the cabinet of Mr, 
Adams believed we were concluded by the treaty 
of Utrecht and by a line established under it, how 
came they to pass beyond that line, and to offer 
1S a compromise two degrees of latitude north of 
t, Indicating by the very offer itself, that our just 
laim went beyond that limit? And what was 
meant by the semi-protest of Mr. Gallatin, an- 
nouncing that the preceding proposals—those of 
5l and 49—having been rejected, his Government 


gress in a-northern direction, 


| say. this, prove it. 


! established principles. 


would now-contend-forthe full.claims.of the Unis . 
ted States? These'full-claims of course went be= 
yond 51°; and having got’so-far onthe north side. - 


of 49°, and so near 54° 40! with the cabinet of Mr. 


Adams, I shall leave’ to. the: honorable Senator: - 


from Missouri the task of reconciling their con- 


duct with the belief, that this barriey.of. 49° rises 
further pro- | 


like a great fortification to check our 


The Senator from Missouri has.again submitted 
his views, respecting the establishment of the par- 
allel of 490, under. the treaty of Utrecht. In: the 
former discussions his object’ was. to vindicate the 
truth.of history, and to redeem: the character. of 
the American Senate from the charge of ignorance, 
He expressly stated he-made-no practical applica- 
tion of the main fact. Now the ground seems to 
be changed. The Senator says that my. endorse- 
ment of Mr. Greenhow’s error. in a blundering 
book, ** lays him under the necessity of correcting a 
third error, which the fifty-four-forties hug to. their 
bosoms.” bos ; 

We do not claim any exemption. from the ordi- 
nary frailties of humanity. If we hug. to our bo- 
soms the rights and interests of our country, wecan 
bear to be sneered at, though at the same time we. 
may.be permitted to investigate the, facts and the 
deductions, by which the charges against us.are so 
confidently urged. of 

I shall not go over this matter of the treaty of 
Utrecht. Fam unwilling even to allude to it again. 
But I cannot be driven from. my position, or sur- 
render it, without defence. I shall, however, touch: 
the tople very briefly, confining myself to the new 
views presented by the Senator.from Missouri. 

The Senator says, that my endorsement. of Mr. 


Greenhow’s blunders has rendered this vindication — 


necessary. In the first place, I have not endorsed 
Mr. Greenhow’s assertions or conclusions, be they 
blunders or be they truths. "With respect to the 
only point, made by the Senator before, the estab- 
lishment of the parallel of 49° east of the Rocky 
Mountains, 1 expressly stated it was a subject 
upon which reasonable men might differ. I stated 
that the positive and negative evidence,-produced 
by Mr. Greenhow, had induced me to believe, that 
no such line had been run, but I -expressty dis- 
claimed the: very endorsement, which: the: gentle- 
man. now. charges upon me. But I will add, that 
all my subsequent. examination. and reflection 
have fortified this belief, and I am more and more 
convinced, that the assertion, repecting the estab- 
lishment. of this line, is an: historical error, which 
should be removed from all our debates on this 
subject. i 

In the second place, the honorable Senator has 
renewed this discussion for a new purpose, not 
before avowed. It is now not alone with a view 
to vindicate history, and to redeem the character 
of the Senate, as on the former occasion; but.also 
fora much more important object—for the estab- 
lishment of a political right. The subject ceases to 
he one of speculation, and becomes one of action. 
This line is now pushed across the Rocky Moun- 
tains, and is interposed as a barrier to the extension 
of the territorial claim, which our Government has 
asserted. $ 

Before I proceed further, allow me .to say that 
the fifty-four-forties occupy the negative side of 
this position. The proof must come from their 
opponents. Itis said that our claim is limited by 
the parallel of 49°. The existence of a claim is 
conceded on all hands. In its extension north, it 
is met by the assertion, that its further progress 
in that direction is stopped by a line on the paral- 
lel of 49°, established by the treaty of. Utrecht 
more than a century ago. . Now Jet those, who 
The burden is upon them. 
The assumption, till shown, and. satisfactorily 
shown, is purely gratuitous. And the proof must 
be reasonable, and such as suits the circumstances; 
not loose assertions, and.quotations from historical 
works, without authority upon such a subject; and 


| more especially when there. are. a vast number of 


circumstances of a positive and negative character, 
which discredit the establishment of such a bound- 
ary; and when the notices. referred to seem to be 
repeated successively from one word to another, 
without any examination of their authenticity, and 
depending perhaps on one common and erroneous 
origin. Why, the very discussion, in which we 
are engaged proves the necessity of adhering. to 
A suit for 12 cents.could 
not be maintained: upon such-proof'as.is:here ad- 
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duced, when so much better ig within the reach of 
the parties: Two months are amply sufficient to 
procure from the archives of London or Paris evi- 
dence’ upon this ‘subject, which would terminate 
the controversy. - Until that is produced, I, fot one, 
shall protest against the rights of our country being 
limited or affected by the assumption of a line, rest- 
ing merely upon -loose assertion, and upon deduc- 
tions made from them. 7 
With respect to the existence of this line under 
the treaty of Utrecht, what evidence not already 


considered, and, as I think, fairly refuted, has the | 


Senator from Missouri produced? I shall glance 
at, rather than examine,‘the facts he has brought 
forward. | f 

First, he states that the British Indian traders 
asked as a favor to be permitted to trade in Louis- 
iana south of 49, which was refused. The official 
communication of the British ministers, referred 
to in support of the above assertion, respecting this 
parallel, does not support it. The application was 
made under the treaty of 1794. Louisiana was 
acquired subsequently. No specific boundaries 
are alluded to, but a claim is made to trade with 
the Indians in Louisiana. But the honorable Sen- 
ator states that Major Stoddart, who was then, I 
think, not Governor of Louisiana, but military 
commandant at St. Louis, in his Sketches of that 
country, speaks of its northern boundary as follows: 

<The commerce ofCrozat, by the terms of the patent, ex- 
tended to the utmost limit of Louisiana in that quarter, 
which, by the treaty of Utrecht, in 1713, was fixed at the 
49th degree.” 

I think I may safely appeal to the honorable 
Senator and ask him, whether he thinks such a 
mere assertion as this is entitled to any weight in 
the determination of this grave question? Major 
Stoddart says that, by the treaty of Utrecht, 49° 
was the northern boundary of Louisiana. But 
Major Stoddart was no original authority on such 
a subject, more especially-at the distance of a cen- 
tury from the execution of the treaty. He had, 
no doubt, read the statement of Douglass, which I 
will again quote at the hazard of repetition, as it 
seems Lo have been the source of the opinion enter- 
tained respecting this matter. His language may 
be more or less traced in all the notices, that I have 
observed. He says, page 7: 

“By the treaty, however, the Canada or French line with 
the Hudson Bay Company of Great Britain was ascertained 
from a certain promontory upon the Atlantic ocean, in fifty 
degrees thirty minutes of north latitude, to run southwest 
to Lake Mistissin, to be continued stijl southwest to the 
forty-ninta degree, arid from thence due west indefinitely.” 

But, sir, notwithstanding the reverence the hon- 
orable Senator. from Missouri professes for the 
views of those who: have preceded us in their ac- 
tion on this subject, he himself arraigns the con- 
duct of Mr: Monroe, in concluding a convention 
with England in. 1818, by which the parallel of 
49° was established asthe line of demarcation, be- 
tween her western possessions and ours, east of the 
Rocky Mountains. He says “ the treaty of Utrecht 
© did for us what our own treaties did not.” ** That 
‘convention was an act of superecrogation, so far 
“as it followed the line of Utrecht—an act of deep 
‘injury so far'as it stopped it.” ? 

« The'line of 49 degrees was just as well established, and 
just as well respected and o rved from the Lake of the 
Woods to the Kocky Mountains, before that convention as’ 


after it. Nay, more, it was the understood line between 
those mountains and the sea, and would itself have settled 


the Oregon question, and settled it wisely anc beneficially; 


if it had only been permitted to remain unmutilated.”’ 


Then, sir, these fifty-four-forties are not the only 
persons, who have discredited the existence of this 
line, east of the Rocky Mountains.. It has been 
authoritatively and practically disclaimed, and dis- 
avowed, and discredited, both by the British and 
American Governments. The act by which this 
was done he calls an act of “ supererogation.”? I 
call it an act of wisdom, -founded’on the convic- 
tion of both of the parties, thata line of demarcation 
between their respective territories; was necessary, 
and never had been established. "The honorable 
Senator censures Mr. Monroe for this arrangement. 
But Mr. Jefferson is equally censurable, so far as 
respects this work of supererogation, for he made 

recisely the same offer to England in 1807. He, 
indeed, struck out a provision that the arrange- 
ment should not extend west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains; but he did this in order not to excite the 
jealousy of Spain. - . J : 

The honorable gentleman, in the previous dis- 
cussion of this matter, did not present this subject 


| 


in the same point of view. After noticing the projets 
for the establishment of 49°, he says: “ Here is 
‘ concurrence in the proceedings of commissarics 
‘under the treaty. of Utrecht.” “ Here is submis- 
‘sion on the part of the British,” &c. What was 
then'concurrence and submission now becomes super- 
erogation. But, sir; Mr. Jefferson’s fame may be 
redeemed, and the credit of the American and 
British Governments for common sense supported, 
-by reference to a very obvious consideration; and 
that is to'a doubt respecting the existence of this 
line“of 49°—a doubt which, in all probability, ulti- 
mately strengthened ‘into conviction. The very 
view, which the honorable Senator now presents, 
was presented by myself ina former discussion, 


line was a nonentity. This work, then, which 
occupied the attention of the two Governments at 
various intervals for ten years, was not a work of 
supererogation, but of prudence.- I said: ‘ But if 
‘by concurrence is meant, that this line was actu- 
‘ally established by the treaty of Utrecht, and 
‘thus binding.on the parties, no other convention 
‘was necessary. Both nations, upon this assump- 
t tion, mistook their own rights and their duties. 
t The boundary had been established a century 
‘before, and they were carrying on a useless and 
‘barren negotiation, which was thus blindly and 
‘unnecessarily ripened into a treaty in 1818.” 

The Senator introduces a memorial from Lord 
Selkirk, in which there is an allusion, although 
not a very clear one, to the treaty of Utrecht; but 
as it says expressly that “ the stipulations of the 
t treaty of Utrechtas to the limits of the Hudson Bay 
‘ territories do not bear at all upon the question,” 
and as this memorial is characterized by the Amer- 
ican ministers as an idle paper, I shall not stop to 
examine it; especially as T know of nothing in the 
position or character of Lord Selkirk, which would 
give to his opinion any peculiar weight in the ad- 
justment of this question. The establishment ofa 
great national boundary requires: better evidence, 
than the surmise of even a Scotch nobleman, who 
possessed no source of information, not open to all 
of us. We want facts, and not opinions, and facts 
authentically proved, 

I pass by, also, the memorial of Messrs. Mon- 
roe and Pinckney to the Spanish Minister, because 


to Mr. Monroe, and which have been traced back 
to Douglas.’ These gather no strength from rep- 
ctition, and must. be judged by the original author- 
ity, and not by the number of transcribers. 

The honorable Senator has made a remark, in 
the justice of which, I fully concur. He says: 

“That when a man is struggling in a just cause, 
he generally gets help, and often from unseen and 
unknown quarters.” 

He says “that timely assistance has come to 
him in this matter,” and among these unforeseen 
contributions, he has introduced a letter from Mr. 
Pitkin to Mr. Webster, in which the writer sneers 
at my credulity, or pities it, I know not which, 


Mr. Greenhow. shall not turn out of my path to 
redeem myself from this charge of credulity, or 
what would be still less desirable, to escape the 
pity of Mr. Pitkin. I have more important ob- 
jects in view. That gentleman refers to a conver- 
sation, which took place at the dinner table of Mr. 
Jefferson in 1806, in which that eminent man ad- 
vanced the ‘opinion, that by the treaty of Utrecht 
the parallel of 49° was established, as the boundary 


i between the French and’ English possessions. 


The opinion of Mr. Jefferson gains no weight by 
this repetition of it. We had it before in a much 
more authentic form: in the letter of instruction 
from Mr. Madison, Secretary of State, to Mr. 
Monroe. I repeat, sir, we must pass by all these 
opinions, formed a century after the event to which 
they refer, and go to the original authorities, 
which are as open to us as they were to our prede- 
cessors, and with the. additional benefit of a severe 
-and long continued investigation. ; 


Mr. Pitkin transmits also an extract from th 


| work of Colonel Hutchins, which was presented 
by Colonel Pickermg to Mr, Jefferson, and the 


Senator from Missouri seems to give importance 


| to this additional testimony. Itis still the same 


question—the question of repetition. Imust make 
my acknowledgments, as well as the Senator 
from Missouri, to friendly contributors; and one 


in order to prove that all the statesmen alluded to | 


must have believed or suspected this celebrated | i 
i} 30 minutes, and running from 


they repeat the same facts, in almost the same lan- | 
guage, which were communicated by Mr, Madison 


because I have placed myself upon the statements of | 


gentleman, whom I will name—and he is not only 
a personal friend, but a man of reading and judg- 


ment, 


(Mr. Buel, of Detroit)—has investigated the 


subject with research and care, and has furnished 


me with the result of his labors. 


T owe to him an 


extract from Salmon’s Modern History, published 


in 1746, which I will refer to. 


I shall place in 


juxtaposition. the extract from Hutchins, furnish- 


ed by Mr. 


Pitkin, by which it will be sufficiently 


evident, that these authorities are esgentially the 
same, the latter being derived, in all probability, 


from the former: 
From almon. 


« And commissaries did af-~ 


terwards settle the limits by 
an imaginary line drawn from 
a promontory situated on the 
Atlantic ocean, in 58 degrees 


thence southwest to the lake 
Miscosink, or Mistazan, and 
from thence southwest inde- 
finitely to the latitude of 49; 
all the countries to the north 
being assigned to Great Brit- 
ain, and all on the south, be- 
tween that tine and the river 
St. Lawrence, or Canada, to 
France.” 


From Hutchins. . 

« And commissaries after- 
wards, on both sides, ascer- 
tained the limits by an ima- 
ginary’ line, running from a 
cape, or promontory, in New 
Britain on the Atlantic ocean, 
in50 degrees 30 minutes north 
‘latitude, then southwest to 
the lake Misgasing, or Mis- 
tassin; from thence further 
southwest direct to the lati- 
tude of 49 degrees. All the, 
lands to the north of the im- 
aginary line being assigned 
to Great Britain, and all 
southward of that line, as far 
as the-river St. Lawrence, 
to the French”? 


These extracts, sir, are similar in their state- 


ments, and almost the same in their language. The 
one was parent, and the other offspring. ‘There 
are but two differences—emendations made by 
Hutchins from his own views, or from informa- 
tion obtained elsewhere. One is the substitution 
of latitude 50°30’, and the other is in changing 
southwest indefinitely to southwest direct. This un- 
fortunate line has so many Protean shapes, that it 
eludes all attempts to seize it. 

The Senator from Missouri says that “ this was, 
< without doubt, the identical paper transmitted by Mr. 
t Madison to Mr. Monroe; and he adds: ‘*1 men- 


; < tioned that paper once before, when it was pretty 


‘well cried down by the Senator from Michigan, 
«(Mr. Cass.] I mention it now again, and with 
‘hopes of better results.” 

My opinion on this subject remains unshaken. 
The identity of the language used by Mr. Monroe, 
in carrying into effect the instructions of Mr, Mad- 
ison, with the language employed by Douglas, as 
I stated on a former occasion, leaves no doubt of 
their common origin. Let us compare them: 


Mr. Monroe says : 
“The boundary was ascer~ 
tained bya line, beginningin 
the Atlantic, at a cape or pro- 
montory, in 58° 30‘north låt- 


| itude; thence southwesterly 


to Lake Mistissen; thence 
further southwest to the lati- 
tude of 49° north from the 
equator, and along that line 


Douglas says: 

“The line was ascertained 
from a certain promontory on 
the Atlantic Ocean, in 58° 3Y 
ofnorth latitude, to run south- 
west to Lake Mistissen, to he 
continued still southwest to 
the 49th degree, and from 
thence due west indefinite- 
ly? 


indefinitely.” à 

Now, sir, there is in these extracts a parity, not 
to say an identity, of language, which speaks their 
common origin. As Salmon was the authority for 
Hutchins, so was Douglas the authority for Mr. 
Monroe. i i 

How the Senator from Missouri could refer to 
the extracts from Hutchins, in proof that a line was 
established by the treaty of Utrecht, west of the Hud- 
son’s Bay Company possessions, and still more, 
how he could refer to it as the foundation of the 
representation made by Mr. Madison and Mr. 
Monroe, is to me incomprehensible. Why, this 
line, according to Hutchins, expressly stops, when 
it reaches the parallel of 49°, and yet his authority 
is here introduced in support of the statement of 
its indefinite extension on that parallel, and its con- 
tinuance as our boundary to the Pacific. 

His line runs from LakeMisgasing or Mistassin 
directly southwest to the parallel of 49°. It will 
be found, by reference to the maps, that this lake 
is in-latitade 50° 30’, (nearly,) and almost north of 
Quebec. A line run thence southwest would strike 
the parallel of 49°, nearly north of Cornwall, in 
Lower Canada, and about two hundred and fifty 
miles from that place. The lake is itself one of the 
sources of Rupert’s river, a:confluent of Hudson’s 
Bay.. And the country divided by this line may 
be described, in general terms; as lying between 
Hudson’s Bay and the Atlantic; north“of the St, 
Lawrence. Thus confirming the reference made 
by Salmon, and by [Hutchins after him, to the 
southern extension of the region, partitioned be- 
tween England and France. 

Now, sir, how stands this matter? Douglas said 


this line started from a promontory in 58° 30’, and 
run thence southwest to Lake Mastissen; thence 
southwest to the 49th degree; thence indefinitely 
west. 

Salmon said the line started from a promontory 
in 58° 30', and run thence southwest to the Lake 
Mascosink or Mistassin, and thence southwest in- 
definitely to the latitude of 499. 

Jeffreys said the line started in about the latitude 
of 56°, and drawing with it a curve (mirabile dictu) 
through the Lake Abitibis down to the 49th degree; 
thence to the Northwest ocean. 


Hutchins said the commissioners ascertained | 
this limit by an imaginary line from a cape or prom- | 


ontory in New Britain, on the Atlantic ocean, in 


500 30’ north; thence southwest to Lake Misga- | 
sing or Mistassin; from thence further southwest || 


to latitude 490. 

Messrs, Monroeand Pinckney said the line began 
in a cape or promontory in 58° 30', to run thence 
southwesterly to 49°, and thence indefinitely west 


Here, sir, are no less than five different bounda- | 
ries, referred to as established under the treaty of | 


Utrecht. We cannot believe they are all correet 
And which are we to choose? 


the course to be direet or curvilinear? These loose 


statements are altogether too doubtful, indefinite, | 


and contradictory to be relied upon in such an in- 
vestigation. They are practical INustrations of the 
wisdom of the principle, which requires the best 
evidence the nature of the case admits. That best 
evidence is at London and Paris. Let it be pro- 
duced. 

The honorable Senator acknowledges the receipt, 
in a letter from Mr. Kennedy, of an extract from 
the journal of the English House of Commons in 
1714, showing that commissaries were appointed 


for settling the trade between England and France, | 
and he deduces fiom that entry the conclusion, that | 


cominissar, 


ss were probably appointed at the same 


time to carry into effect the tenth article of the | 


treaty of Utrecht, which relates to limits, Shere 


is no necessity to make this a matter of deduction. | 


‘We have better evidence on the subject, to which I 
have before referred, and to which I will refer again. 
It is the statement of Father Charlevoix, the cele- 
brated traveller, and historian of the French settle- 


ments in America, who was sent to this continent | 
by the French Government to explore and describe / 


their possessions, [Le says: 


© The negotiations between the two Courts for the boun- | 


daries ceased, although commissaries bad been appointed 
on boib sides ever since the year 1719. 


And this is corroborated, if the statements of 


such a man as Charlevoix needs corroboration, by | 


De Mofras, who says, that— 


“Phere docs not exist in any written record, nor in any | 
oy charis, a single doenment showing that these fron- ` 
the boundaries under the treaty of Utrecht) ever were £ 


paps 
ti 


vely established, And jn 17 
this snbjeer had heen abandoned, according to Father Char- 
levoix, that pot the Jeast pretext inight be given to violate 
the good understanding. whieh it had been found so dificult 


to establish between the two Crowns of France and Eng- | 


kaad, The archives of the Odice of Porcign Affairs contain 
no charter or memoir relatingto the treaty of 1 eht, re- 
ling these frontiers, nor do those of the Department of 
rine; and thus the 
tained”? 

Ther 
missaries. 
menced their diplomatic discussions. Projets were 
probably received and interchanged. And perhap 
the discordance among the historians, to which Í 


> 


have already adverted, arises from their reference - 


to these papers, and counter Pepers, and not to any 
final act of the commissarics. [ repeat, sir, what 
I said ona former occasion, | do not presume t 


speak dogmatically on the subject. JLismy opinion, ' 


from the proofs before me, that no line was finally 
settled under the treaty of Utrecht. This opmion 
Tam ready to change whenever the present evi- 
dence is changed into evidence more satisfactory. 
The honorable Senator says, that when the cele- 
brated map of George HI. is produced, a red line 
will be found on itabout “a tenth ofan inch wide,” 
marked ‘t Boundaries between the British and 
French possessions in America, as fixed by the treaty 
of Utrecht.” 


Whether I shall do so against another, it will be 
time enough to determine, when I see it, and exam- 
ine the circumstances connected with it. 


So far, sir, this discussion respecting boundaries::} ranning into Hudson’s Bay. 


Are we to stopat i 
499, with Salmon and Hutchins? or are we to go | 
on indefinitely west with the other authovities? Is: 


H proceedings on |) 


sertion of Charlevoix is filly sus- : 


is no doubt of the appointment of com- | 
There is no doubt they met and com- | 


I have ‘only to say, sir, that L have | 
already declared war-.against one red-lined map. i 
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| under the treaty of Utrecht has no practical. bear- 
| Ing upon any question before us. But the Senator 
i now carries the line west of the Rocky Mountains, 
j, a position not before assumed, and which, if estab- | 
| lished, will take from us almost one half of the Ore- | 
gon territory. There is not one of the authorities, 
ito whom he refers, who carries the line upon. the 
parallel of 49° to the Northwestern ocean. - The 
| Senator says, indeed, that Jeffreys does; but the | 
quotation he introduces from that author does nat 
support this view. He seems to attach much im- 
| portance to this authority; so much so, indeed, that | 
I shall stop a moment to examine it. ees 
“Thomas Jeffreys, Esq.,” as stated by the Sena- 
ii tor, “€ was geographer to his royal highness the Prince | 
of Wales.” He wasa professed map maker, and he 
wrote a work, published in 1760, entitled ** Histor 
ljof the French Dominions in North and South ! 
i: America.” The Senator says: “He takes credit 
‘i fto himself for making it (the line of D’Anville) | 
| ‘more favorable to the French than the French had 
| 


‘made it for themselves,” What changes he made, | 
por upon what principles, are not shown. The re- ; 
mark is not calculated to increase our estimate of 
his accuracy. | 

The Senator says that “ the latitude of 49° to j 
| tthe Western ocean is his limit of the British pos- 
s f sessions.” J wil not assert, that there is any 
mistake here, for L eannot refer to the book, quoted | 
by the Senator; but if the extract he gives contains 
all that Jeffreys says upon the subject, it certainly | 
does not justify the construction, thus given to it. | 
‘Jeffreys, as quoted, says, speaking of the line: 

) © Beginning at Davis's Inlet, ou the east coast of Labrador, 
| or New Britain, in the latitude of abont 56 dear and draw- 
jing with ita curve (certainly a very precis ption of an | 
i important haundery) through the Lake Abitibix, down to the 
49th degree of north latitude; from thence to be continued | 
to the Northwest ocoan, as it was settled by Commissioners. | 
under the treaty of Utrecht.” 


Here is no continuance upon the parallel of 49°, 
but a continuance, without deseribing the course, 
after stating the parallel. If, however, Jeffreys | 
|| intended to assert, that the line followed the paral- | 
|| lel of 499, he is at war with himself, and utterly | 
unworthy of confidence.. Iu his work, published | 
seven years afterwards, in 1760, to which I have 
already referred; he says: ‘ Canada, according to 
the English accounts, is bounded north by the high- 
| lands which separate. it from. the country about 
l| Hudson’s Bay,” &c.. “ Its limits towards the west 


extend over countries and nations hitherto undis- 
covered.” Here is neither 49, nor the northwest | 
ocean. But sill further, In this work is a map | 
lof North America, exhibiting the boundaries be- 
tween the British and French possessions. And i 
upon this map is a line which commences in the 

Fludson’s Bay regions, and runs thence about | 
southwest, pathans one hundred miles, nearly in ; 
the latitude of 480; thence northerly on a curvi- | 
linear course to a point north of 499, and about 
; north from the west end of Lake Superior, where 


| that part of the map stops. It is a line, which evi- 
dently follows the highlands, as stated fabove by 
! Jeffreys; because, with one exception, it divides 
the waters running north from those running south. 
i: And it is thus marked: “ Bounds of Hudson’s 
Bay by the treaty of Utrecht.” 

Douglas carries the line indefinitely west, and 
that expression might be rendered consistent with 
its termination east of the Rocky Mountains, be- 
cause the western boundary of the Hudson Bay 
possessions (the limit of the British territory in that 
direction) was unknown. 
|! — T will not go over this matter, sir, but 1 will take 
_ the liberty of adverting to the synopsis of the con- | 
' siderations, connected with it, which I submitted | 


1. Itis not shown that any line was established | 

| on the parallel of forty-nine to the Pacific ocean. 
| 2. The country on the northwestern coast was | 
_ then unknown, and I believe unclaimed; or, at any | 
rate, no circumstances had arisen to call in question | 
any claim to it. | 
| 
| 


l, 

i to the Senate on a former occasion: | 
} i 
i 

i 

| 

| 


3. The British negotiators in 1818, and their 
minister here in 1844, fixed upon the voyage of! 
Captain Cook, in 1778, as the commencement of | 
the British title to what is now called Oregon. 

4. The treaty of Utrecht provides for the estab- | 
lishment of a line, between the British and French | 
| colonies, including the Hudson Bay Company. | 
: The British held nothing west of the company’s 


i 
i 
i 
1 
i 


i; the “ lends, countries, and territories” on the waters 


i 
1 
“| possessions, which, by the charters, included only | 
i 
i 


seven canes 


. §, ££ England established this line: to, the Pacific 
ocean, she can have no claim.south.of it; and. this, 
kind of argument ad hominem. becomes conclusive, 
And-let.me add, that Lowe. this argument to: my- 
friend from Missouri, [Ms Arcutson,]. to whose 
remarks. upon Oregon; the Senate listened. with 


pleasure and with profit some time since. ` 

6. How. could.. France and England. claim. the, 
country to the Pacific, so as to. divide-it between 
them in 1713, when, as late as: 1790, the. British 
Government, bythe Nootka convention, expressly 
recognised the Spanish title to that country, and 
claimed only the use.of it for its own subjects, in 
common with those of Spain? ` 

To these I will now add— 

7.. Nootka Sound is. north of latitude. 49°. 


If 


| the limits under the treaty of Utrecht established 


that parallel as the southern boundary of the British 
possessions to the northwest ocean, how happened 
it that, in the great controversy of 1790, betwee 
Spain and England, this conclusive fact was never, 
adverted to by one party, nor by the. other? 
Strange, indeed, that so decisive a consideration 
should have escaped the observation of the Spanish 
statesmen; and still more strange, that it should 
have escaped the searching investigation, which the 
subject.underwent inthe British House of Com- 
mons, by Pittand Fox, and the other. master spirits: 
of that day. ‘The controversy could not have ex- 
isted, if this discovery had been then made. 

So would this question. stand if Spain had been 
a party to the treaty of Utrecht, or had-been bound | 
hy any arrangement made by France and England, 
for the establishment of a line between their re- 
spective territories, But the fact is, that any such 
arrangement for the partition of the country. west 
of the Rocky Mountains was impossible, from the 
circumstances of the times, and from the position 
of those three Powers... The treaty of Utrecht ter- 
minated the long and bloody war, which arose out 
of the Spanish succession. Louis KIV succeeded 
in placing his grandson, Philip V, upon the throne 
of Spain. France and Spain were closely con- 
nected, and had fought the war together. They 
were allies, and the enemies of England. The 
Spanish jealousy of that.and of the following age, 
respecting the Spanish possessions, especially those 
upon the Pacific, is well known; and, at that time, 
no other Power interposed an adverse claim to that 
region... Itis utterly incredible, that in such a state 
of things, France would consent to the extension 
of the British possessions to the northwest coast, 
and least of all, that she would make herself a 
party to such a flagrant act of injustice. It was 
not a single treaty of Utrecht, which put an end to 
the war, There were different treaties formed. 
‘The one between France and England was a treaty 
of peace, and also a treaty for the regulation of 
commerce, and for the establishment of bounda- 
ries. That between Spain and England was a 
treaty of peace and commerce only, and contained 
no stipulations respecting boundary. An effort by 
France and England, to divide the country upon 
the northwest coast between them, would have; 
been resisted by Spain,as an act of war. Instead 
of any such effort, this pretension of their right to 
appropriate to themselves a country unknown to 
them, now seriously asserted in the American 
Senate, has been unrevealed to the world, till call- 
ed into existence at this late day, and announced 
without any real evidence to support it, as a means. 
of settling a controversy about limits, in a region, 
which neither France nor England had explored, 
and to a foot of which they never laid claim. 

I shall briefly allude.to one other topic, and then 
abandon this discussion, While I was happy, to 
hear the honorable Senator avow his determination 
to support-the recommendations. of the -President 
in his annual message at the commencement of the 
present session on the subject of Oregon, I deeply 
regretted to find, at the same time, that inthe far 
most important point, he differs essentially from 
the President, and proposes a course, which; it 
seems: to me, is not only impolitice and unusual, 
but which will necessarily lead tò the-loss of one- 
half of the country in. dispute, and. may lead to.a 
division of the other half.. The President proposes 
the assertion of our jurisdiction over Oregon. The 
honorable Senator proposes its assertion over.only 
about one moiety of Oregon.: This is a fundamen- 
ial difference, which no argument can reconcile. 
The extent of the Oregon of the President.is known 
to all of us. It is the same Oregon which. excites 
such deep solicitude among the American people. 
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It is bounded: north by the parallel of 54° 40’, as) 
announced by Mr: Buchanan in @.letter to the Bri- 
tish Minister, dated July 12,1845. It is the same 
Oregon, which is claimed by the British, and over 
which they have extended their jurisdiction. But 
the Oregon of the honorable Senator -stops at 49°; 
his line dividing what neither nature nor political 
rights destined'to.a division. — - a 

And-why, sir? why does the honorable Senator, 
iù opposition -to the repeated declarations ‘of the 
American Government, and to the strong feeling 
of the American people, erect a- barrier upon the 
parallel of 499, ‘saying, Thus far you may come, but 
no farther? Why does he insist upon a legisla- 
‘tive annunciation, which, while it could not give us | 
the country to that parallel, would forever deptive | 
us of all hope of the country beyond? If this 
question is placed upon the ground of expediency, 
and if that artificial line upon the surface of the 
globe is assumed as a reasonable line of compro- 
mise—reasonable because dividing the country into 
two nearly equal parts, and because it has been 
several times offered by the American Government | 
to the British Government asa limit of concession— 
‘then I find no fault with those, who take this view 
of the matter, and who propose thus to terminate | 
the controversy. Hc who believes, that both par- 
ties have an equal title to the territory in question, 
or that any obligation is created by offers of com- 

romise heretofore made and rejected, may well 
ook upon the parallel of 49° as a just and equita- 
ble line of partition. I repeat, I find no fault with 
this view of the matter. But this is not the view 
of the Senator from Missouri. He says the parallel 
of 49° is the line of right, ‘ resulting from the treaty 
of Utrecht.’’ “Thus,” says the Senator, “the line 
of right is the best for both parties,” &e. “ Forty- 

nine is the line of right with me,” &c. 

And why is this the line of right ? Because it was | 
established by the treaty of Utrecht. If not thus 
established, itis no lineof right. And he, who seeks 
so to establish it, must prove it. Let the honorable 
Senator prove it. I submit to him, if the loose and 
contradictory notices, he has brought forward, are 
sufficient proofs of the existence of a great line of 
national demarcation, under any circumstances, and 
stillless, under existing circumstances, contradicted 
as they are by the highest considerations, and by 
the most respectable authorities. Isubmitto him, 
whether it is wise to stop his country’s pretensions, 
without the most irrefragable evidence, that his 
country is wrong. : 

Ts there such evidence? The Senator refers again 
to the progress of this negotiation, and invokes the 
acts of Mr. Jefferson-and of Mr. Madison, as indic- 
ative of their opinions.’ I shall not go over this 
ground, only recalling, that all this was before the 
Florida treaty, and before the discovery ofthe error, 
respecting the line-of Utrecht. Our rights have 
since then. been extended by purchase, and made 
known by correct historical investigations. 

The Senator says: 

«It is the line of right, resulting from the treaty of 
Utrecht, and. as such, always looked tu, in the early stages 
of this controversy, both by American and British statesmen, 
as the ultimate basis of settlement and boundary between 
the countries.” ‘Tt is the line of all the American states- 
men, without exception, twenty and forty years ago.” 

Now, sir, here is a great error, and lam going 
to prove it. I am going to prove, that this parallel 
of 49° was not the line of all the American states- 
men, twenty and forty years ago. Nay,more, sir; 
Tam going to prove it was not the line of the Sen- 
ator himself. And he has given proof, by long 

ears of services, of his right to the title of an em- 
inent statesmen. The task is an easy one: To the 

law and to the testimony. í 

In the very first negotiation, in 1818, upon this 
subject, after the war, and before the acquisition 
of Florida, in the statement of the claims of the 
United States, Messrs. Rush and Gallatin ‘ did 
not assert that the United States had a perfect right 
to the country, but insisted that their claim was at | 
least good against Great Britain.” ~ 

In 1823, Mr. Monroe proposed to England and 
Russia, as I have already shown, that the parallel 
of 51° should be our northern boundary. 

Mr. Rush, in a communication to Mr. Adams, 
dated August 12th, 1824, informed him that in his 
interview with the British ministers;he had claim- | 
ed for the United States, ‘fin their own right, and | 
as their absolute and exclusive sovereignty, the | 
whole country west of the Rocky Mountains from |! 
the 42d degree to at least as far up as the 51st de- | 
gree of north latitude,” 


4 


| and many an anticipated victory has been turned 


| “ I grant that Great Britain will take offence at us, 


. : = : z H 
He says likewise, in the same communication, 


that ‘‘the claims of the United States above the 42d 

parallel,as high up as 60°—claims as well in their 

own right as-by their succession: to the title of 

Spain—would henceforth necessarily preclude oth- 

er nations from. forming colonial establishments. 
upon any part of the American coast.”’ 4 
-© Mr. Rush, in the course of the discussion, re- 

marks: “It was clear, by the treaty of Paris, of 
1763, her territorial rights (those of Great Britain) 

were bounded west by the Mississippi.” 

Tt is not among the leastremarkable incidents of 
this remarkable controversy, that in the American 
Senate, the existence of this line, even west of the 
Rocky Mountains, isso peremptorily asserted, that 
all who but doubt and call for evidence, are parties 
to a pie poudre insurrection, a puddle lane rebellion, 
which spreads from.a clerk in the Department of State 
to this dignified body, having organs big and little. 
Happily for the truth of history ‘it now dies,” says 
the honorable Senator, “the death of the ridiculous.” 
And yet the two Governments, who conduct and 
are responsible for the negotiation, totally discredit 
and disregard this line, not only by a most con- 
temptuous silence, leaving it out of the discussion, 
but by asserting pretensions, utterly inconsistent 
with its existence. Many a weapon has recoiled, 


into a defeat. King Priam is not the only man, | 
whose spear fell without effect, Telwmgre imbelle 
sine ictu conjecit. <‘Let not him that girdeth on his 
armor boast, as he that putteth it off.” 

On the 18th of August, 1842, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri delivered a speech in this body, 
on the subject of the Ashburton treaty, in which 
he entered at some length into the consideration of 
our title io Oregon. In that-speech, he stated that 
the line of 49° was established by the treaty of 
Utrecht, as a line between France and England, and 
that we, as the successors of France, were entitled 
to the benefit of it against England. He did not at 
all consider this line as limiting us to the north; 
for he expressly says that, ‘without giving uswhat 
we were entitled to by the right of discovery, and as 
the successors of Spain, it would still take from Great 
Britain all she wanted. ”? 

“Nootka is in latitude 50°, being four degrees north of the 
Columbia, and to that degree did Spain assert and main- 
tain her title against Great Britain jn 1790. But this was 
not the extent of that right. Against the British she assert- 
ed it to the whole extent of the coast; against the Russians, 
(the only real clairnants with ourselves in that quarter,) to 


latitude 55°,” WHAT BECOMES OF THE BRITISH CLAIM 
now??? f 


This is certainly going jamup, or I-do not know 


what jamming is. 

Thus, as claiming from Spain, our title is good against | 
England, throughout the whole coast ; against Russia to Iati- 
tude 55°.» 

*Ourtitle is clear, that of the British null. She sets up | 
none; that is, she states no derivation of it. There is nota 
paper upon the face of the earth, inwhicha British Minister 
has stated a title, or even a claim. They have endeavored 
to obtain the country by the acts of diplomacy, but have 
never stated a title, nor ever can state one.??* 

« No, sir, no. 
and our mercantile love of peace. 
her arms.” 


On the 2d of February, 1843, the honorable 
Senator, ina debate upon the Oregon bill, says, 


Her title is-her will and 


‘but that is not the question with me. Has shea 
‘right to take offence? Thatis my question, and 
‘that being decided in the negative, I neither fear 
‘nor calculate. consequences.’ ** Courage will 
‘head her off. Fear will bring her uponus. The 
‘assertion of our rights will command her respect; 
‘the fear to assert them will bring us her con- 
“tempt.” 

In a speech in the Senate, on the 12th of Janu- 
ary, 1843, the honorable Senator said, ‘‘as a fact, 
‘ that treaty (the Nootka Sound treaty) nullifies all 
‘ British claim on the northwest coast; asa law, (if | 
‘not abrogated by war,) it would still confine them 
‘ to the pursuit of hunting and fishing. The treaty 
‘ of 1819, by which we acquired all the Spanish 
‘title north of 42°, has given us all the benefits of 


* The Senator from Missouri, in some remarks immediately 
following this speech, stated that this observation respect- 
ing the British title, had reference to the vailey of the Co- 
himbia; while I accompany the extract with this limita- 
tion, as an act of justice, Imay be. permitted to remark, that 
it does not at all affect the conclusions at which F arrive. 
The Senator assumes as a postulate, that the parallel of 49° 
is the line of right, which bounds our Oregon. But the val- 
ley of the Columbia extends probably four degrees north of 
that Hmit, and by claiming the whole ofthat valley, this line 
is just as much nullified, as a line of right, as it would be by į 
going to 54° 40’, or to any distance beyond, 


Great Britain relies on her own andacity, || 


‘ the Nootka Sound treaty, both as a fact-and as a 
‘Jaw-and tested by either, the British are excluded 
© from the northwest coast of America, for all the 
< purposes of settlement or colonization.” 

Now, sir, I thank the honorable Senator, because 
he does not get angry with us fifty-four-forties. It is 
not for me to reconcile these views with the position 


che now occupies.  Ņ confess I am too simple for 


that. And though I take the nostrum recommend- 
ed by him, and rub my eyes, and rub again, Tam 
still encompassed with darkness visible. I sup- 
pose it is because I cannot distinguish between things 
and words. . d 

On the 27th of May, 1827, Mr. Gallatin an- 
nounced to the British commissioners (a fact I 
have already referred to, but which I must again 
introduce in this connexion, even at the hazard of 
repetition) that “ his Government.did not hold itself 
©‘ bound hereafter in consequence of any proposal, 
‘which it had made fora line of separation be- 
€ tween the territories of the two nations west of 
* the Rocky Mountains; but would consider itself at 
‘liberty to contend, in their fullest extent, for the 
< claims of the United States.” 

If this does not mean, that the preceding offers 
of 49° and of 51° were offers of compromise, 
claiming less than we were entitled to, then lan- 
guage has lost its force, or I my power to compre- 

end it. i 

In the session of Congress of 1827~’28, a bill 
was reported in the House of Representatives as- 
serting our jurisdiction to 549-40’. 

On the 30th of August, 1845, the American Sec- 
retary of State, in a despatch to the British Minis- 
ter, says: : 

“Upon the whole, from the most careful examination 
which the undersigned has been able to bestow upon the 
subject, he is satisfied that the Spanish American title, now 
held by the United States, embracing the whole tertitory 
between the parallels of 42 degrees and 54 degrees 40 min- 
utes, is the best title in existence to this entire region.” 

Now, sir, who has a right to say, that. since 
1818, any one Administration of the American 
Government, or any member of that Government, 
has considered the parallel of 49°, as the extreme 
northern limit of our claim? It is obvious, that 
that line has been offered as a line of compromise, 
of concession, of conciliation, and not recognised 
as an existing boundary. 

Well, then, sir, we claim north of 499, We may 
differ in our estimate of the nature of this claim, 
and of the strength of our title, To some it may 
appear so clear as to justify our assertion of it as 
a boundary at all hazards. ‘While to others it may 
appear doubtful, and a proper subject for negotia- 
tion and compromisé. I do not object to this, 
But I do object, and strenuously too, to any attempt 
on the part of. the Senate to discredit this claim, 
whatever it may be. It seems to me unwise, im: 
politic, indeed unconstitutional, if not dangerous. 
The Executive, in his negotiations with a foreign 
Government, for the settlement of a great question 
of boundary, asserts our title to a given limit. 
The matter is sub life, to be settled by the pen or 
by the sword. Does it become Congress to make 
a formal declaration, for such, in fact, the proposi- 
tion of the honorable Senator amounts to, that 490 is 
our northern boundary, and that the President and 
his predecessors have demanded more than we are 
entitled to? For it is obvious, that when the Sen- 
ator proposes to establish the boundary by treaty, 
but that till it is so established, the parallel of 49° 
shall be regarded as our northern limit, all the 
country to the north is at once abandoned. Eng- 
land comes to 49° by our act, and a proposal for 
compromise will be for her, in effect, a proposal to 
divide the region to the south. So. far she is sure. 
She has the best of the bargain, for we begin by 
ceding to her one-half of the territory, without the 
slightest consideration on her part. The disposi- 
tion of the other half must abide events. 

This is not the way, in which men conduct their 
affairs in private life. We should form but a poor 
estimate of the wisdom of the man, who, claiming 
a tract of land, should commence a controversy by 
saying to his opponent, This whole land is*mine, 
but I will begin by yielding to you one-half of it. 
Now, let us go to work to make a compromise for 
the other half. But the proposition of the Senator, 
if I understand him, is to be a legislative ultima- 
tum. Itisa direct interference with the Execu- 
tive functions. We had better leave the matter 
where the Constitution has left it, and where jt 
can be much better managed, than by congressional 


| interference. 
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But what could-be gained by this course under | 
any circumstances? England claims an undivided | 
moiety of the Oregon territory. If we appropriate to 
ourselves the whole country south of 49°, without 
her consent, we are just as sure to have a contest 
with her, as if we extended our jurisdiction north 
of that line. We should place ourselves in no bet- 
ter position by this act of concession. It would be 
made equally without consideration and without | 
benefit. By the assertion of exclusive jurisdiction, | 
within whatever limits, we forcibly evict England |} 
from her possessions; and let it be the whole ora 
moiety, we equally interfere with her claim. _We 
must negotiate or come into contact. And if we | 


are ta come into contact, let it be for the whole. 
What Englishman discredits an English claim? 
During the progress of this whole controversy, no 
man in England doubts the title of England. He 
may be prepared to compromise; but while he does į 
this, he compromises in his opinion by concession. 
He claims to 42°; but if he agrees to retire across | 
the Columbia river, he does so in a spirit of mod- 
eration. We may draw lessons of wisdom and of 
patriotism, too, from other nations. My own sen- 
timents are known. I desire to go to 54° 40’, and 
I should prefer the bill with that specific boundary 
But I would accept it with indefinite limits, leaving |! 
the whole adjustment to the President. If the i 
amendment of the Senator prevails, | shall vote j; 
against it. I 
Mr. BENTON rose in reply, and asked the 
Senator from Michigan if he had participated in |} 
the sport of a fox hunt. 

Mr. CASS shook his head negatively. 

Mr. BENTON. Nor] either; but I havo learnt 
one of the rules of the sport, which is, never to 
attempt to ride on both sides of the sapling. The 
Senator from Michignn seems to have been igno- 
rant of this rule, at least politically; for he is on 
both sides of Greenhow—washing his hands of | 
him in the beginning of his speech, holding fast | 
to him in the end, Mr. B. said he should spend | 
no time on the Utrecht treaty; but he would say 
there were two sets of commissaries to be appoint- ; 
ed under the tenth article of the treaty—one to 
determine boundaries between the French Cana- 
dian and the British Hudson Bay territories, the 
other to détermine them between French Canada 
and the British Atlantic colonies in.the south. The 
former was to be done in a year; the latter with- 
out limitation of time. Commissaries acted under 
the first; they failed to agree under the last; and | 
these two sets of commissaries are confounded by 
Mr. Greenhow and his followers. Charlevoix 
speaks of these latter commissaries as being ap- 
pointed in 1719—six years after the treaty of 

trecht—and discharged in 1722, without having 
come to any agreement. These two are confound- | 
ed, and what Charlevoix says of the latter is ap- 
plied to the former. Such an error as this is $o 
gross as to show that there is entire confusion in 
the ideas of those who speak upon the subject. 
Mr. B. complained that the Senator from Mich 
gan bad slipped over all the strong proofs which 
he had adduced upon the line of Utrecht, such as 
the King’s map, Jeffries’s Geography, the exelu- 
sion of the British for fifteen years froin Louisiana, 
by virtue of that line, and the refusal of the Brit- |; 
ish Ministers to take any notice of their com- i 
plaints. 8 i | 

But Mr. B. would not quit the great point be- 
fore the Senate, to go into an argument about the ; 
line of Utrecht. The point before the Senate was | 


a declaration of title, on the part of the United ; 
States, to Frazer's river and its valley, known as | 
New Caledonia, and, as such, occupied by the 
British without question since 1806. Mr. B. said 
this was the great question, for it was a ques- 
tion of peace or war, and a war upon a mis 
take—a blunder—geographical and political. The 
blunder was, that the United States had a line 
with Russia, dividing the country with her 
from the sea to the Rocky Mountains, and 
that all the country on this side was ours. This 
was the political blunder. The geographical 
blunder was in relation to Prazer’s river and its 
valley, called by the British New Caledonia, and 
which was assumed to be a part of our Oregon. 
‘There was no such line, and no such extension of 
our Oregon. The Russian line was in the sea, 
confined to the islands. Frazer’s river and its val- 
ley, covered with British establishments since the 


ii poor human nature. 


| in the beginning a mistake! 


i from my old speeches, torn from their contex 


upon a mistake as to the Russian line, and upon a 
mistake as to Frazer’s river, set out to take that 
entire river and valley from the British, and, there- 
fore, to involve us in war, and that ignorantly and 
unjustifiably, with Great Britain. Their double 
error had been shown; the readings of the treaties 
with Russia and Great Britain detected this double 
error. The gentlemen who had led the ‘country 
into error, who had prepared them for a war upon 
a mistake, instead of retracting it, had this day 
taken their course to persevere in it! And what 
Was war upon mistake before, now became war 
upon design, and without a pretext. Mr. B. said, 
without a pretext; for the Senator from Michigan, 
in a speech of an hour and a hale this day, with. 
an instinctive dread of the fatal point, never once 
mentioned Frazer’s river; never once mentioned 
New Caledonia; never once ventured to assert 
that the United States had one particle of claim te 
that British possession. Yet he would still adhere 
to 54° 40’, which includes it; and thus, by infer- 
ence, go to war for what he could not even venture 
to name, 

Mr. B. said it was a case to try the frailty of 
hundred small ones following its notes, and many 
ten thousand tongues, had proclaimed the 54° 40° 
line, and our right up to its and thus acting upon 
the patriotic feelings of the people, had repared 
them for a war with Great Britain for that line, 
when there was no such thing; and for Erazer’s 
river, on this side of’ it, without knowing it was 
there. ‘The people had been led into error; in- 
flamed to the war-point upon a mistake; and how, 
when the mistake was shown, the tug of another 
war came upon poor human nature. To admit 
the error and ask pardon of God and man, was 
the part of justice and candor; but this was humil- 
jating to vanity, and self-love, and the pride of 
consistency. ‘Lo persevere in this error, after it 
was detected, was the part of human frailty; and 
the Senator from Michigan, on the part of his 
party, has obeyed the law of frailty; he has perse- 
vered in error: he converts into design what was 
We are now to have 
war, as far as the Senator and his party can make 
it, upon design, and without pretext; for he could 
not name Frazer’s river, which is the sole object, 
and would be the instant cause of war. 

And how does the Senator conduct his new de- 
sign? By endeavoring to make me a fifty-four- 


The great organ, and five | 
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forty man; by reading mutilated scraps, cul out || 


t 
and made, by mutilation and false application, to 
apply to 54° 40 on the continent, when L apple 
it to the islands; making it apply to New Cal 


bia. I had occasion to cut some of the fifty-four- 
forties for the “ simples’ when I spoke some days 
ago, and must now do it again 
the operation, as it is only understood in the 
West. It comes from horse surgery—cutting a 
horse’s eye for the hooks. The horse is subject 
to a discase of the eye, something like cataract, 
which blinds him; and, when emolient remedies 
fail, the knife is applied, the diseased part cut 
away, and then the animal sees clear. 
simples. The allusion is metaphorically to the 
cutting for the hooks, and is to make a simpleton 
clear, by opening his eyes to what he did not 
see before. All these caterers for the Senator; all 
(hese searchers among my old speeches, may look 


out, when they are worth it, for the operation of 
being eut for the simples. Of course, the operation | 


cannot be performed ona Senator. 


A line has been cut from one of my speeches in ! 


which 54° 40" is mentioned, without continental 
prefixed. The Senator from Michigan gravely 
parades that line to-day to make me an advocate 
for 54° 40' to the mountains, 
the same speech the existence of such a line was 
denied and ridiculed. Yet the Senator, to deceive 
people unacquainted with the 
a delusion, instead of admitting his own error, en- 
deavors to make me an accomplice in his error! 
Well, if he wants my authority, he shall have it, 
and thatis, that there is no such line, and never 
was; that the honest feclings of the people have 


been misled, their patriotism excited about a non- | 
entity, and a war provoked for what has no ex- | 


istence. I tell him this if he wants to quote my 
authority. Let him confess his error, and recant, 
if he wants my opinions. I give them to him 
frecly, and when they may he of service to him. 


—but first explain | 


So of the | 


subject, to keep up | 


In fifty places in} 
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donia, when I spoke it of the valley of the Colum- | 


and then not able to do it. 
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(if I omit the repeti 


If an.individual is leading two neighbors to a quar- 
rel, anda fight, upon a mistake, he is -bound:.to 
f acknowledge the mistake as soon as he finds it out, 
and go and stop the discord which he has created. 
This is the course among mere individuals,’ How 
much stronger when the quarrel is to be between 
nations, and war the consequence? - The Senator 
and his party—the big organ, and. those which 
have followed. its notes—have been leading: the 
country to awar with Great Britain. upon a mis- 
take, upon a blunder, upon an ignorance of treaties 
and'geography. The mistake has been exposed, 
by reading the treaties and producing the, geogra- 
phy. Instead of admitting the: error, the Senator 
from Michigan, for himself and friends, perseveres 
in it; and thus what was mistake in, the beginning 
becomes design—a design to-have awar with Great 
Britain without daring to name the pretext; for 
Wrazer’s river or New Caledonia, are: words not 
to be got out of their mouths, They will go to 
war for them, but not name them, much Jess state 
a title to them. In the name of all that is reason- 
able, why not state their claim to Frazer's river ? 
l have stated the British title, and am notashamed 
nor afraid to do it, no more than I should’ be to 
state their title to. Canada, and it is as clear in one 
case as the ather, The British. discovered that 
river in 1793, settled it in. 1806, covered it over 
with establishments from head to mouth, from 55° 
to 49°, and had itso covered when we treated with 
Spain in 1819. Spain never claimed it} never sold 
it to us, neyer saw nor heard of the river; and all 
the statesmen who made the Spanish treaty imme- 
diately yielded Frazer’s river to Great Britain, 
from head to mouth, from 49° to 550, Irrefraga- 
ble documents ‘prove this, and I have heretofore 
shown them to the Senate. This is the British 
title, admitted by Mr. Monroe and his Cabinet in 
1823, stated. from their acts a few days ago. 

Now, let the Senator state the American claim 
to the same. Let him only state it.. He docs not 
attempt it. He eschews the fatal sound of Frazer’s 
river, and of the forty British posts upon it, but 
still wants the people to believe it is theirs, and to 
go to war forit, I say war!—for any attempt on 
our part to take the British establishments on 
Frazer's river would be followed by war as quickly 
and as justly as an attempt to take their towns in 
Canada. ‘This is dreadful. We are the American 
Senate, acting in the eyes of the present age and 
of posterity, and upon a great responsibility. By 
our acts war may be made, and we are bound by 
every sacred and eveky buman obligation to make 
no mistake in bringing about so great a calamity. 
War is a calamity in itself—a war upon a mistake 
isa double calamity; but a war upon design, after 
the mistake is detected, is a calamity for which 
there is no name. It rises to the magnitude of the 
greatest crime, I read the treaties which showed 
the mistake. I thoughtit ver probable the Fifty- 
four-forties had never*read the Russian treaties, 
and did not know what they said. 1 produced the 
geographies to instruct them in Frazer’s river, for 
I thought they were ignorant of it. T did all clear- 
ly, intelligibly, indisputably. I waited for the re- 
sult, In fact I waited long, and until delay was 
dangerous, before I could venthre to set them right. 
I knew the frailty of poor human nature, and that, 
instead of thanks, resentment would more> prob- 
ably be my reward.. Well, it has come—a per- 
sonal attack on myself—reading mutilated scraps, 
furnished by caterers, to show me inconsistent, 
Not able to help out 
their miserable deception even by any words culled 
from my innumerable speeches, and mutilated for 
the purpose, and then misapplied. What. was 
said of islands applied to continents; what. was 
said of the Columbia river applied to New Cale- 
donia; what was said of the Oregon river applied 
to Frazer’s.river. Miserable perversion every- 
where, to.turn me against myself, and make mea 
party to the deception of the people: $ 

They quote fifty-four-forty on the continent as 
the line for which the people must fight. Irepeat, 
on the continent. I must be careful about that; for 
tion once, the whole speech is 
| knocked in the head. -Iam quoted against myselft 
I am proved to admit it. Thus it has been to-day. 
The Senator from Michigan has found. one men- 
tion of the line without continental. repeated; im- 
| mediately he fastens himself upon it, when--ail 
| know that I made the distinction between islands 
| and the continent when I spoke, until itmust have 
| been wearisome to the Senate, A-starling, if one 
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had been in the room, could now repeat the words. 
‘Yes, I have said fifty-four-forty’a thousand times, 
pe ten thousand, and. always knowing what 
meant—a line in the ocean at the end-of an island, 
‘and that line made by Russia. with Great Britain as 
well as with the United States: But perhaps I can 
tell the fifty-four-forties. something about that line; 
I mean the actual line at the end of the island—of 
which they still seem to be ignorant. They seem 
to look upon it as a real adjustment of boundary— 
a nice-and critical adjustment of title—a wise set- | 
tlement of mutual rights upon great deliberation. 
No such thing. No-question of right or title was 
ever considered about it—all the result of fur- 
trading -enterprisé. Russian fiir-traders, in the | 
last century, settled upon the Prince of Wales’ Is-'| 
land, the. south end'of which was supposed to be 
“in fifty-five. The Emperor Paul, in 1799, the year 
before his assassination, gave them a charter to 
that extent; and when, the Emperor Alexander 
came to make the. treaties with Great Britain and 
the United States, in 1824-25, he governed him- 
self by the charter; and thus a Russian fur com- 
pany made that line, so far as it is one, at the end 
of an island, without caring a straw, and perhaps 
without caring a fig, for the titles of any Power in 
the world. The coast was a derelict, and they 
settled upon it. ; f 

This is the origin of the line; for, after agreeing 
upon 55°, as granted by the charter, it was ex- 
tended to 54° 40’, to cover a point or leg of the 
island running down twenty minutessouth. This 
is the way’ that 54° 40° came to be established at 
the end-of Prince of Wales’ Island—rather acci- 
dentally to become the exact and sacred measure 
of right, for which a nation must go to war. But 
a little more truth will make it more accidental 
still, . The factis, the Emperor Paul had recalled 
the traders for misconduct: they were about to lose 
their establishments; to prevent it, one of the rich 
partners married his daughter to one of the Em- 
peror’s courtiers, and gave him her whole fortune 
in bills of exchange on the future earnings of the 
company. The Emperor: Paul, as all the world 
knows, with the kindest impulsions, was a little 
capricious; so he not only revoked the recall of the 
traders, but actually gave them an exclusive char- 
ter down to 55°; and that is the true history of 
54° 40', so far as it has its aqueous existence at the 
end of Prince of Wales’ Island. And this is, in 
fact, the line, and the history of the line, and the 
course of the line, which, limited to an island, our 
Fifty-four-forties extend five hundred miles on 
the continent, and then attach to it‘asacred and 
inviolable character, as being the wise and exact 
determination, upon. great diplomatic considera- 
tion, of a national boundary! Was there ever 
any thing so ridiculous? ever anything so farcical ? 
ever anything so meriting the rebuke of the peo- 
ple, thus misled and deceived, at first by ignorance, 
and now. by design? : 

The Senator from Michigan reads from my old 
speeches to show that the Spaniards claimed to 
61°, and that I pronounced their title better than 
that of the English. - Certainly I did, but always 
confined to coasts and islands, where the. ships 
sailed; and always ending with saying that neither 
Spain nor Great Britain had made permanent set- 
tlements; that the whole coast was a derelict, after 
the Nootka controversy, from Cape Mendacino, 
in 409, to the Russian settlements, until Mr. As- 
tor’s settlement at the mouth of the Columbia in 
1811; and that the whole cóast, north of the Co- 
Jumbia and south of the Russians, is a derelict 
to-day! That being a derelict at the-time of the 
negotiations of 1824, the United States and Great 
Britain went by the continent, and not by the coast, 
divided the continent according to discovery and 
settlement, and let the islands go with the division 
in front of which they lay. 

The Senator picked a hole, or thought he picked 
a hole, in a word of mine, in one of my speeches, | 
and a very short word—the word “all.” I said 
all the statesmen of twenty and forty years ago left 
Frazer’s.river to Great Britain, and offered to di-: 
vide by 499. He denies the ‘‘all,”. and instances | 
that Mr. Monroe’s Administration, in 1823, offered 
51°, That is beautifull! I read you, in sundry 
places, that they offered 51° as a first pfoposition, 
and upon a principle known to be erroneous and 
to be rejected, to be followed immediately by the 


tion to it offered 49; but by leaving out the 49° the 
Senator from Michigan undertakes to pick a hole 
in my “all.” If he had done it, it would have 
been nothing; but he has not done it; and I now 
repeat and reaffirm my assertion, and invite him to 
put all the caterers to work to find an error in it if 
-they can. Iafirm that every American statesman 
of twenty and forty years ago—Mr. Jefferson and 
Mr. Madison in 1807, Mr. Monroe and his Cabi- 
net in 1823, offered to divide by 49°, leaving Fra- 
zer’s river wholly to the British, and that because 
it belonged to them. 

The Senator from Michigan is greatly pleased 
with the offer of 519. Those who offered it knew 
it was untenable, and sent the real proposition 
along with it. Upon what- principle- was it offered? 
Why, that the Columbia headed. as far north as 
51°, and so we would follow that line to the sea. 
That is not the principle which governs title to a 
river and its valley, and_this Mr. Monroe and his 
Ministers well knew.. They knew the principle to 
be the rim of the basin which contained the waters 
of the river, and this would bring our possession 
to a point at the mouth where the Columbia has no 
valley. They offered 51° to get 490, which includes 
near three degrees outside of the valley of the Co- 
lumbia at its mouth. Try the principle of drawing 
straight lines from herons: Apply it to the 
Mississippi. There a line from the head to the 
Gulf of Mexico would split the valley in two, leav- 
ing half on each side, and which side would we 
take? Try it with a line from its furthest western 
“branch—the head of the Missouri—it would run 
through Mexico and enter the Pacific Ocean. Try 
it on the other side—the highest water of the Ohio, 
away up above Olean, in the State of New York, 
and it would cut the Atlantic States, and reach the 
Gulf through Georgia. No; Mr. Monroe’s Cabi- 
net meant no such absurdity. They offered 51° as 
a feeler—49© as a real line, and upon the principle 
that it left to each his discoveries and settlements. 

This is the Senate of the United States—a place 
for grave and responsible deliberation. Not a place 
for errors, or the toleration of errors, but for the 
correction of errors. The people have been mis- 
led—grossly and widely misled—ignorantly at first, 
as we were bound to believe; designedly now, as 
we painfully see. The fifty-four-forty line never 
existed. The treaty proves it; yet its existence is 
still affirmed, to mislead the uninformed, and to 
save the misleaders from the mortification of ex- 
posure. . . 

Ihave performed a painful duty. I waited long 
before I would undertake it. To make head against 
a mass of error—to seta nation right that had been 
led astray—was a herculean task, but I have ven- 
tured upon it, and do not regret it. The people 
may be led astray, but they do not love error. 
‘They Jove truth and justice; and if there is no 54 
40, as there is not, they do not want to fight for it. 
If Frazer’s river belongs to the British, as it does, 
they do not want to take it away from her. The 
| people are just, and ready to act on Jackson’s great 
maxim: ASK NOTHING BUT WHAT IS RIGHT—suB- 
MIT TO NOTHING THAT IS WRONG. 

The people have nothing but their country to 
take care of; and they want nothing but right and 
justice. Politicians have themselves to take care 
of, and country and people are subordinate consid- 
erations. 
we have witnessed? A people led to the verge of 
war about a line that did not exist—witbout mis- 
leaders ever reading the treaty which was supposed 
to establish it! A river of a thousand miles in 
length, covered with settlers for forty years upon 
it, without knowing such a river was there! And 
when the treaty and the river was produced, and 
the mistakes shown, instead of confession and re- 
pentance, resentment and attack upon him who 
exposes the error, and saves the country from 
senseless, ignorant, unjustifiable war. The mis- 
leaders may act thus—not so the people. They 
will rejoice at their deliverance from delusion; they 


verge of war upon the mistake of a treaty, and a 
blunder in geography. AndI am ready to abide 


il their judgment upon my correction of this mistake, 
| and their perseverance in them after they were ex- | 


posed. This day has been the most humiliating 
of my senatorial life.  Lhave felt for the American 


: offer of 499; which was done, and, in fact, as good 
as agreed to by Mr. George Canning, the Prime | 
Minister. Yes; they offered 51°, and upon objec- | 


error, and endeavoring to keep the people in crror, 
; even at the risk of war, by endeavoring to do away 
l| the plain words of a treaty; by garbling and muti- 


Was ever the like seen of that which | 


will shudder to think they have been led to the | 


Senate when I have seen a member clinging to | 


it 


lating scraps of speeches to depreciate another Sen- 
ator—when the great question was one of the peace 
and honor of the country, in the presence of which 
every selfish feeling should have stood abashed and 
rebuked: | 

I tell the people there is no such line as 54° 40’ 
from the sea to the mountains. I tell them that, 
so far.as. such aline was ever proposed by the 
American Government, it was proposed asa north- 
ern line for the British, and not as anorthern line 
for ourselves. I tell them that 49°-was offered by 
Mr. Jefferson, by Mr. Monroe, and by all the 
early statesmen, without exception, who negoti- 
ated the treaties which gave us Louisiana and the 
Spanish claims to Northwest America. I tell them 
that the British claim to. Frazer’s river is precisely 
the same with our own to the Columbia. And 
I say to them that, whoever says the contrary 
of this, will be henceforth a wilful deceiver. £ 
make great allowance for ignorance—for the mis- 
takes of ignorance—but ignorance ought to be 
docile, and surrender ‘on conviction. I makea 
broad distinction between the wilful and the ig- 
norant deceiver, and a broader one still betweén 
the deceivers and the deceived. The former are 
generally few,.the latter many—the former are 
more or less culpable, the latter always innocent. 
Of the myriads, nay millions who have propagated 
the error of 54° 40’, all but few were the innocent 
repeaters of what came to them in a way that they 
could not doubt it. All these will rejoice to be re- 
lieved from their error. Instead of getting angry 
with me, they will thank me for the trouble I take 
to set them right. They want nothing but truth 
and justice, and I thank God that I have the cour- 
age to give it’to them, regardless of all earthly 
consequences. Tam right. I speak to save my 
country from the calamities of a war upon mis- 
takes and blunders. . I rely upon the equity and 
intelligence of the people, and give defiance to ig- 
norance, malice, and misrepresentation. 

When the vote is taken on the instruction which 
I have submitted, let the Senator from Michigan 
move to strike out 49°, and insert 54° 40'. We 
shall then see the sense of the Senate, and the 
country will see who perseveres in error, and con- 
verts into pesien what was at first the mischief of 
MISTAKE. 

Mr. B. having concluded, and the question being 
about to be put— ; 

Mr. MANGUM desired a division of the ques- 
tion, and it was accordingly divided, and being 
taken upon the first branch, viz: .the reference to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, it was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the instructions, they 
were again read, on the call of Mr. Maweum, and 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, as the question was about 
being put on the first branch of the instructions, 
rose and said that he felt it to be his duty to ask 
the attention of the Senate for a few moments in 
relation to the proposed instructions. He had in- 
tended to renew his motion for a postponement of 
the whole subject till the first Monday in Decem- 
ber next, but ıt had been suggested to him that the 
decision of the. Senate could as well be obtained 
by the vote upon the recommitment of the bill, 
and he had therefore not renewed his motion. 
Besides, his opinion had in some degree altered. 
Though he still thought there was no necessity for 
the proposed legislation at this session, yet the 
country, perhaps, looked for it, and something 
was due to their wishes and expectations. Mr. 
W. had therefore voted for the reference to the 
Judiciary Committee. Though the Committee on 
Territories were unable to agree as to the proper 
legislation on this subject, Mr. W. said he did not 
doubt the Judiciary Committee could and would. 


| He was on both committees, and had no feeling 


whatever as to the disposition of the bill. But he 
did not think any instructions to the Judiciary 
Committee necessary or proper. The Senate hav- 


| ing, by the vote just taken, indicated its disposition 


to legislate in regard to Oregon at this session, it 
was not necessary for this chamber to do more at 
this time. 

Now, (said Mr. W.,) what are the proposed in- 
structions? It is proposed to extend the laws of 
the United States over Oregon, as a temporary 
government, till the yearafter the “notice” to end 
the joint occupation had élapsed, to the same ex- 
tent as the British Parliament have extended. the 
laws of England and of Canada over it. Mr. W. 
said he was opposed to this instruction—fust, be- 
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He had objected to it becau y ; 
practical purpose, do no good, afford no protection 
to our citizens there. Why, sir, we mightas well 
hoist the American flag there, and do nothing more. 
Just about as much benefit would result from the 
one as the other. The people of Oregon want a 
local government there—a municipal government, 
under the sanction of Congress. ‘This they have | 
i 
| 
| 
| 
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asked for. ‘This is all they want. What law of 
the United States extended over Oregon will regu- 
Jate the descent of real estates, or the distribution 
of personal property of deceased persons there ? 
How is a will to be proved? or letters of adminis- 
tration to be obtained? How is a debt to be sued 
for? What “law of the United States” can be |; 
invoked by the people there to aid them in the 
organization and establishment of their local muni- 
cipal government, or to regulate. their intercourse 
between themselves? There is none whatever. 
So, too, under what act of Congress are riots, | 
assaults, or even murders, in Oregon to be punish- 
ed, and by whom, and when is an offender to be | 
tried? The inability to answer these questions 
satisfactorily, shows that the extension proposed ; 
is too litde—that it would answer no -benelicial | 
end. : 
Again: If we extend the laws of the United ; 
States over Oregon, and your tariff laws amongst | 
them, you must establish a custom-house and | 
make custom-house officers, or no foreign merchan- | 
dise can be admitted there. Besides, if you attempt l 
i 


to enforce your import Jaws on British subjects 
` 


there, before the “notice year” has expired, you 


will at once eome into collision with them. 'Phey 


| 
will resist such attempt. While the convention of | 
joint occupation is in force, we have no right to | 
attempt the enforcement of such laws against Brit- | 
ish subjects in Oregon. Therefore the extension | 
proposed is objectionable also as being too much. 
{f we do extend the laws of the United States over | 
Oregon, and the tariff laws amongst them, and 
even confine their operation to our own citizens, 
‘which, by the by, would be futile, for then the 
British could enter the goods to avoid the duty,) 
you must not only establish custom-houses and 
custom-house officers, but you must have a Federal 
judge, Federal attorney, Federal marshal, &e., to | 
ciforce the laws. | aim opposed to all this, said | 
Mr, Wa, in the temporary government Lo be estab- 
lished there prior to the expiration of the ‘notice 
yew,” and to expire itself with that year, He 
said, ifany instructions were given, he hoped they 
would be modified in this respect also. 

Mr. W. said he had heretofore, on two ocea- 
sions, called the attention of the Senate to the con- 
stitution, or form of government, or organie law, 
framed and ordained hy the eilizens of the United | 
States in Oregon in July last, for their temporary 
government. Ife solicited Senators to read that 
document, which had been printed by order of the 
Senate, and laid on our tables. He understood 
taere was a dearth of copies, but, if desired, more 
could he printed, So far as he (Mr. W.) was 
competent to judge the form of government the 
Onreomans had adopted, it was a wise one. The 
organic law was copied from the Constitution of 
the United States. The people of Oregon have 
asked us to adopt and sanction their government, 
thus adopted. I ask, what earthly objection is 
there to such course? I do not say adopt it perma- |) 
nently now. We can create a now government, || 
when the boundaries of Oregon are settled, like |; 
those formerly existing in the Territories of Mis 
souri and Florida. We may do this next fall, in į 
anticipation of the expiration of the ‘notice year”? f 
if we choose, and to be put into operation when i 
that year expires, , ae 

Mr. W. said he saw no necessity for being | 
in a hurry on this subject. ‘The extent of the le- | 
gislation at this session should, in his humble | 
Opinion, be the recognition and sanction of the | 
government established by the Oregonians them- | 
selves, with some qualifications and restrictions, | 
and some provisions and also appropriations, in | 
addition to those already made, to aid and encour- ; 
age emigration to Oregon, ‘The War Department 
can employ the Federal troops to carry the mail, ! 
As.'to-the Indians, we had better let them alone. |; 
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So soon as you send agents and sub-agents, and |; zey’s river, New Caledonia, and all, was better \| He believed that the Jaws- extende l:o: 


| ry. 
| itself repeal an act of Congress establishing differ- | 
‘| ent boundaries, and shave down the territory and 


ed to show the -utter impracticability of such 
measure. To impose, in this wholesale lumping 
way, upon the Oregonians, the laws of.a country: 
three thousand miles off, with which they neither 
can be pequainted nor have the means or opportu- 
nity of hecoming acquainted, ‘and that, too, with- 
out their asking such measure, and when they ask 
for the sanction to laws framed by themselves, it 
scemed to him to bé unjust and unwise. | ` 
Mr. W. said he would say one word as to the 
boundary of Oregon. Not that he considered it 
had anything to do with the bill under considera- 
tion, for he did not. Ele regarded the discussion 
as to 54° 40' and 49°, between the honorable Sen- 
ator from Missouri (Mr. Bewron] and the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] as irrel- 
evant and totally foreign to this bill. He expressed 
this opinion with the mest profound and unfcigned 
respect for both those distinguished Senators. . He 
did not think the question as to 540 40' or 49° 
came up either under the proposition to establish 
a lemporary territorial government in Oregon, to 
last ull the ‘notice year” expired, or under the 
proposition to establish a permanent territorial gov- 
ernmen!, to commence when that year expired. 
In the first place, as to the temporary government, 
tocontinue untl the convention for joint occupation 
ended, surely we could do as much as the British 
Government had done under that convention 
twenty-odd years ago, The British Government 
extended its laws and the laws of Canada over all 


i Oregon down to the Mexican line—down to Cali- 


fornia, including all our sctilements. We have 
just the same right to extend our laws and juris- 
diction up-to the Russian line on the const, 54° 
40', over Frazer’s river and New Caledonia, Noot- 
ka. Sound, and further north, in the interior, in- 
cluding the headwaters of the Columbia river, 
Frazer’s river, and all the country naturally tribu- 
tary to those rivers, and all others emptying into 
the Pacitic between 54° 40' down to California. 
The true northern boundary of Oregon in the inte- 
rior is the highland dividing the head of the waters 
which empty into the Hudson Bay on the one 
side, and into the Pacifie on the other. Great 
Britain cannot rightfully object to the extension of 
our laws over all this country. Her act of Parlia- 
ment estops her. If the British and American 
authorities, in the execution of those laws, do not 
attempt to exercise them over persons over whom 
they have not jurisdiction, there can be no difficul- 
ty. Even if we establish a territorial government 


If a treaty is concluded and 
ratified, settling the boundary before the year ex- 
pires, it would, ea vi termini, control as to bounda- 
It would be the paramount law, and would 


its government to the limits prescribed by the 
treaty. 

if Congress intends to usurp the treaty-making 
prerogative, to decide for both sides, and say that 
the United States will not have more nor take less 
than up to 49°, and that the United States intends 
to do as it pleases in this business, as if Great 


| now, to exist after the ‘notice year” has expired, || 
| there can be no trouble made on this score, if pru- 
| dence is observed. 


Britain has no right to be considered or consulted | 


about it, or any notice taken of her, we may as 
well go up to 54° 40’ as to stop at 499; for such 
course, whether we go for one or the other, will, 
if Great Britain has not become craven, lead- to 
war. If we attempt to establish our jurisdiction 
by force up to 49° now, when the ‘notice. year” 
expires, who can doubt that it will Jead to war? 


Why, sir, such attempt even up to the Columbia | 


river, and denying Great Britain the navigation of 
that- river, will doubtless be resented. 

Mr. W. said, his position on the question of title 
was known, 
Oregon up to 54° 40’ on the coast, including Fra- 


He believed our title to the whole of | 


ernment. - v : ATENE i 

He said it was known. he voted against-giving 
the ‘* notice”. in any and. every form; and- hehad 
been told he was the only member of Congress 


who had done so. He was against-it, becausé he 
apprehended- its effects and. results; whatever the 
form adopted or however honeyed.and conciliatory 
the terms employed. He had not .changed: his 
opinions either as to-the title or the bad. policy’of 
the notice, if we desired to préserve peace, If an 
Oregon war with Great Britain was desired, that 
was another thing.” He yet believed those who 


desired ity if there were such, would be gratified, 


and he would venture to express. the opinion that 
it would aid to produce such result for us to define 
49 degrees as the boundary by an act this session. 
Those who desire peace, in his opinion, should 
define no such line, but extend our jurisdiction 
over all Oregon; and instead of Congress:evading 
the responsibility, it should. expressly declare that 
until a treaty settlement it includés.the coast. up.to 
the Russian line, and the territory emptying into 
the Pacitic on that coast. Why (asked Mr. W.) 
abandon. in advance all north of forty-nine, cut- 
ting off to the lands on the headwaters of the 
Columbia, where that line crosses above? Gredt 
Britain does not abandon all south of 499, or any 
south of 49°. She claims half.of the:Columbia 
river—nay, she has never given: up any between 
that river and the Mexican line, except in’ proposi- 
tions for-compromise, ‘We have at least as much 
and as good right to claim: northwardly to the ex- 
tent I have stated. If we do assert our right by 
extending our jurisdiction over it now, when the 
boundary, is fixed by negotiation, (which God 
grant may be the casc,) the territorial government 
will become extended over all the country north of 
such agreed boundary. But, to avoid possible 
difficulty growing out of such legislation to. favor- 
able negotiations, Mr. W. said. he would. not.at- 
tempt at this session such legislation. nren 

Mr. W. said if the Senate would indulge hima 
moment, he.would reduce to:writing the amend- 
ments he had suggested to the resolution of instruc- 
tions, which he would then offer; and he was about 
to take his seat for that purpose, but several Sen- 
ators suggested that the hour for adjournment had 
arrived, and he moved that the Senate adjourn; 
but, Mr. Wersrer stating that he desired to say 
a few words, he withdrew the motion, ` 

Mr. WEBSTER said he entirely concurred in 
the proposition which had been agreed to by the ‘ 
Senate to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; and he concurred in what appeared to 
him to be the general scope and object of the in- 
structions moved by the Senator. from Missouri; 
but, in regard to. most of these instructions, he 
thought suggestions might be made which the hon- 
orable Scnator-himself would say were deserving 
of his consideration. | BE 

There appeared to be. three objects embraced in 
those instructions. ln the first, place, the establish- 
ment of a temporary government forthe protec- 
tion.of our citizens until.a regular territorial gov- 
ernment should be provided; in the second place, 
for the organization and establishment of such 
territorial government; and, in the third place, a 
declaration in presenti of what. shall be the line of 
boundary until a boundary be established. by 
treaty, The first object sought to be obtained, 
viz: a temporary provision for the protection.of the 
citizens of the United States now in Oregon, ap- 
peared to be by. proposing to adopt, under the 
authority of Congress, a law analogous to. that 
adopted by England in 1821 for the protection of 
her subjects within the samé. territory—the. phra- 
seology of the first part of the instructions being 
that the committee amend the bill by extending the 
jurisdiction and laws of the United States, civil 
and criminal, over the citizens of the United States 
in Oregon to the same extent as- British laws were 
extended over the territory by.act: of Parliaments 
but the condition of the. two-countries in regard. to 
legislative power was‘so..very different, that we- 
could not accomplish our object: by: adopting.the 
phraseology. of the act of the- Brit ee en 


subjects in Oregon, by act of the British Parlia- 
ment, were the laws of Upper Canada. - Those 
were the laws which operated for the protection of 
their subjects beyond ‘the Rocky Mountains; and 
that ‘was practicable, because they were municipal 


laws, and laws for the punishmentof crime. But, | 


under thé general phraseology of these instructions, 
no such object could be reached. Suppose the 
laws of the United States were extended over Or- 
egon. What were they? The crime of murder, 
committed in the territory, could not be punished 
by any authority of. these laws. Congress had 
no municipal powers except within the District of 
Columbia, and such places as might be confined to 
its care. The Senator from Florida had suggested 
many other cases, in regard to which there were 
no laws of Congress which would apply, because 
our system excluded the enactment of municipal, 
law. We have (said Mr. W.) no laws regulating 
descent and the title to propérty, none relating 
to devises, or any of the relations of persons and 
property. 

The first inquiry, then, which I would submit 


to the Senate is, how far it is necessary, under the | 


circumstances of the case, to provide any tempo- 
rary enactment for the government, of our citizens 
in Oregon? This will depend very much upon our 
hopes or fears that the dispute between the two 
countries will soon be terminated. My hopes pre- 
dominate over my fears upon this point. I look 
for a settlement of the question and the fixing a 
line between the possessions of the two countries 
within. a short period. “Vhe question then is, 
whether it is necessary or expedient, on the whole, 
to disturb the existing state of authority there, by 
the interpositipn of any authority whatever? If 
the view that f have taken be taken also by the 
Senate, if we believe that the country will soon be 
in a condition that we may apply to it and estab- 
lish over it a territorial government, perbaps it 


will be considered the most wise course to leave | 


things as they are until tliat period arrives. 
© The next thing is the preparation of a bill ma- 


king provision for the establishment of an actual | 


territorial government over Oregon. This en-. 
tirely meets my approbation. I think it is high 
time that some of the committees of this body 
should have under its consideration, and in progress 
of perfection, an organic law of this kind; and in 
this respect J concur with all the suggestions con- 
tained in this branch of the Instructions. 

Then comes the third object, which seems to 
contemplate fixing thé northern boundary. Well, 
sir, upon such reflection as I have heen able to give 
to the subject, I should rather incline to omit this 
for the present. [should rather incline to confine 
ourselves for the present to the preparation of a 
bill for the organization of a permanent territorial 
government, entertaining the hope that before we 
separate the northern boundary may be fixed by 


treaty; and if so, no provision of law on the part ; 


of Congress will be necessary. If, however, there 
should be no settlement of the boundary, why 
there will be time hereafter, even at the last day of 
the session, to decide, if we must decide by law, 
upon a northern boundary. I would be glad, 
therefore, if the Senator from Missouri would 
agree so to amend those instructions as to*abstain 
from touching upon .the question of boundary, or 
of any temporary legislation for the territory of 
Oregon. It has been intimated, however, that it 
would be weil to give this matter some further con- 
sideration; and I move, therefore, that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. W., however, immediately withdrew his 
motion for adjournment at the request of 

Mr. CALHOUN, who rose and said his own 
impression was decidedly in favor of referring the 
subject to the Committee on the J ney without 
any instructions; and his reason, in the first place, 
was this: He thought it would be altogether im- 


proper to encumber the committee with any in- | 


structions. But he would go further. His im- 
pression was exceedingly strong that our wisest 


course, at present, was todonothing. He did not | 


think it would be advisable to pass any temporary 
law in reference to that territory. What pos- 


57 


time at the next session, before the expiration of . 
the twelve months after giving the notice, to act on | 
the subject, and with much fuller knowledge than 


they could new possibly have. They would, by 
that time, know what effect would be produced by 
the notice, whether there would be an adjustment 
of the question or not. Surely, this was a matter 
of no small importance. Under these impressions, 
he should vote against the instructions. And he 
hoped that the committee would take ample tithe 
for the consideration of the subject. 

Mr. ATCHISON said he should vote for all the 
instructions; as for prescribing the northern bound- 
ary, however, that was a matter for after consid- 
eration. 
54° 40' or 49° the limit for the extension of the 
laws of the United States, without forfeiting any 
night of our own in the. one case, or intruding 
upon any rights of Great Brita in the other. He 
was willing to adopt a territorial government upon 
any line. There was, he would admit, a good 
deal of force in the argument of the Senator from 
South. Carolina. 


not take effect until the treaty was annulled and 


abrogated; but there could be no harm in extend- ! 


ing the laws of the Territory of lowa over Oregon, 


They had municipal laws already in existence. | 


The Committee on the Judiciary might examine 


i the municipal code of Iowa and adapt them to the 


condition of Oregon; but there was an absolute 
necessity for having a form of government estab- 
lished immediately upon the abrogation of the 


| treaty; and if they were to form an opinion of 


what could be done. at the next session by what 
had been done at this, they would hardly be ena- 


bled to provide the proper enactment if postponed |; 
until the next session. They had been, during the | 


whole of the past winter, debating the question of 
notice, and-it could hardly be expected that in a 


three months’ session a code of laws could be pre- | 


pared more convenienily than at present. 


Mr. WEBSTER. 


Senator from South Carolina. He wished to state 
the reasons why, in his judgment, Congress ought 
to take up the subject of making provision for the 
government of Oregon. i 
Mr. WEBSTER, at the suggestion of several 
Senators, gave way for a motion to adjourn; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mornay, June 1, 1846. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. i 


Mr. MORSE introduced to the House Mr. Da- | 


vip S. Kaurrman, member elect from the State of 
Texas, who was qualified and took his seat. 


Mr. DOCKERY made an ineffectual effort to 


introduce a resolution. 


The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the day to be the consideration of bills relating to 
the territories. 

Mr. HUNTER asked the House to permit bills 
to be reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. It was probable that the last of the 
three days set apart for the territorial business 
would be given to bills relating to the District, 
and there would barely be time to have them 
printed. , : 

No objection having been made, Mr. HUN- 
TER, from the Committee on -the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported a bill to amend the acts concerning 
the penitentiary in the District of Columbia; which 
bill was read twice and now remains on the Speak- 
er’s table. 


They might make temporarily either |! 


| If the bill for the establishment ; 
of & permanent government were passed, it could 


‘ ‘There were one or two ob- | 
servations which he desired.to make in reply to the || 


f TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 
i 

! On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the House 
H 


; resolved itself iito Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union, Mr. Bowns, of Missouri, in 
the chair, and proceeded to the consideration of 
bills relating to the territories. h , 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, 
| the committee took up the bill to aid in the con- 
| struction of certain roads in the Territory of Wis- 
| consin, 

' The bill having been read, £ 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH offered an amendatory 
bill, or substitute, under instructions from the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Several of these amendments, in the form. of 
items, were agreed to. ak ; ; 

The question then came up en an item adding to 

i the bill a clause * to improve the entrance at the 
: mouth of Sheboygan river, $5,000.” . 
Mr. McCLERNAND remarked, that if any 
| gentleman had in his possession information which 
would satisfy his mind that the bill ought to pass, 
| he would be glad to hear it. .He referred to the 
| prospect of the Territories of Towa and Wisconsin 
coming, at no distant day, into the Union, and to 
| the preliminary steps which had already been taken 
towards that end. - If they were about to take their 
places in the Union as States, they should make 
their own roads, as othey States did. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, replied briefly, 
but ‘spoke in a position so unfavorable: that the 
', reporter could oy conjecture what he said. He 
alluded to the practice of the Government, for 
| some years past, of making the appropriations 
i contemplated by the bill, and proceeded to show 
| that it was for the public benefit that they should 


| 
| 
| 
|! 
| 
i 
| 
| 


e 
! be made, because, by means of them, pushes lands 
were brought into market, thus. increasing. the 
population of the Territories, and. expediting the 
|; time when the Territories would be brought into 
ithe Union. The bill to bring Iowa into the Union 
might not pass. She might remain a Territory 
|; for years, but whether she did or not, the appro- 
i priations were for the public benefit. 
© Mr. WENTWORTH made a few remarks, the 
|i tendency of which was, that action on this bill 
|! should not be taken, until such time as the fate of 
! the harbor bill (now pending in the other branch of 
|, Congress) had been decided. 
Mr. ROBERT SMITH said, that he felt no 
i more interest in this question than in any other. 
i The Committee on Roads and Canals had found 
< that it had been usual for several years past to ap- 
ii propriate the sum of $25,000 for the purposes of 
ii these improvements. The committee could not 
i; determine itself what was the most judicious mode 
| of expenditures. They had therefore consulted 
i with the Delegates of the Territories. The bill, 
| as originally introduced, had been framed on con- 
i sultation with them. But upon subsequent con- 
i| Sultation with their constituents, and on further 
| light being thrown on the subject, the committee 
ii had seen the propriety of réporting an amendatory 
i bill. It didnot, he believed, increase the amount 
ji originally appropriated. Believing it to be the, 
‘duty of the General Government whilst these 
l| Territories remained such, to do something for the 
; construction of roads, he would feel bound to vote 
|i for the appropriation. When these Territories 
H came in as States, they would be subject to the 
i, same rules as were applicable to the other States; 
ii but so long as they were Territories, the fostering 
l| hand of the Government should be extended 
|| towards them. 
Mr. G. W. JONES said it was true that no bill 

had yet been passed authorizing the people.of Wis- 
l; consin to form a State constitution, but there had 
|| been a bill reported for the purpose. He had no 
| doubt it would pass. They were ready to adopt 
|! the constitution, and to ask admission as a State. 
- Whether the bill passed or not, he doubted not that 


i 
i 
i 
ii 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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the people would adopt their constitution, and send 
it up here. But, whether they did or not, he was 
opposed to making appropriations for roads in any 
Territory. He could see no diference between 
making an appropriation for roads in Iowa, or for 
the same object in a State. 

He moved that the bill be reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. McCLELLAND would dislike very much 
(he said) to see that motion prevail. So long as | 
Wisconsin remained a Territory, it was the duty of 
Congress to make these appropriations, unless t ley 
refrained from them for the purpose of compelling 
her to become a State. From his own knowledge, 
the people of that Territory were taking all the le- 

itimate steps requisite to their. entrance into the 
Onion. He believed that the appropriations were | 
applied aswell as they could be applied under the 
circumstances. They were necessary not only to 
Wisconsin, but to the Union; because, in propor- 
tion to the progress of improvements, was the in- 
crease in the sale of the public lands. 

Mr. McC. adverted briefly to the advantages of 
a harbor as contemplated by the amendment; yield- 
ing for explanation to Messrs. W. HUNT and 
McCLERNAND. | 

Mr. A. D. SIMS urged some constitutional rea- 
sons against appropriations by the General Gov- 
ernment for harbors; denying the power, and ex- 

ressing the hope that the appropriation would not 
e made. It was wrong in principle and in re- 
sults. . 

Mr. DOUGLASS made an earnest appeal to the 
committee not to go into a discussion of these ques- 
tions on the days set apart for the consideration of 
Territorial business, because the result would be 
thatthe whole time would be occupied in them, and 
the House thus be deprived of. an opportunity to 
act on the bills. ‘The constitutional question as to 
harbors had been sufficiently discussed on the har- 
bor bill. The other questions would be discussed 
on the land bill. All the members had made up 
their minds as to the right or power of the Gov- 
ernment to make these works, and he believed that 
every member wag ready to vote, upon the judg- 
ment he had heretofore formed on the principle in- 
volved in the items of the bill. Hehoped the com- 
mittee would vote without going into these abstract 
discussions. ‘There was a long catalogue of Ter- 
ritorial bills; the whole time allotted would be re- 
quired for their consideration; and he hoped that 
they might be entered upon without any unneces- 
sary discussion. 

Mr. RATHBUN said that he had hitherto been 


in favor of these appropriations, and he believed 


that, generally speaking, the money had been well 1 


expended. But it was the duty of the House to | 
pause, and see whether there were not reasons 
existing at this particular time which required not 
only that these annual and regular appropriations | 
should be suspended, but that all extraordinary 
appropriations should be suspended, for the pur- 
pose of retaining the power to make appropria- 
tions for these things which could be postponed. 
The nation was not now at peace; there was no | 
longer a large surplus in the treasury. ‘These an- | 
nual appropriations might, without detriment, be | 
postponed; and if, at the end of the year, another 
Congress should find that the war, the prosecution 
of which should command the resources of the | 
whole country, had passed away, and that there | 
were means in the treasury, then it would be right 
to continue the appropriations for these regular 
objects. 

Mr. DODGE briefly but urgently advocated the 
amendment, pointing out the advantages of the 
location for a harbor, and putting some inquiries 
to Mr. Wentworrn on that point. Mr. D. also | 
enforced the justice and expediency of the appro- | 
| 


priations generally. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, in answer to the gentle- | 
man from Iowa, said he knew well the merits of | 
Sheboygan. It had claims. So had Manitowoe, | 
and so had a great many other points on Lake 
Michigan. No point could be mentioned that he 
would not support under proper circumstances. 
But it would be remembered that when the harbor 
bill was before this House, Lake Michigan was | 
the main point of attack. With great difficulty | 
the bill passed. The Senate Commerce Commit- 
tee, he understood, had decided that there were i 
too many harbors on the west side of Lake Mich- | 
igan. - If so, he thought it premature to urge She- | 
boygan now. A Territory always had the advan- 


1 


į (which was not entertained) ‘ for breaking up the 


| G. W. JONES, that the bill be. laid aside to be 


| withdrawn. 


Lo’ ; k : 
mittee took up, and, without amendment, laid aside 


| and constructing a military road from Fort How- 


tage over a State. Every year the delegate got 
through a new harbor. Once begun, it became a 
tax upon the Government, and~ the Commerce. 
Committee had to take care of it. There were 
three Territorial harbors within thirty miles in the 
bill that’ passed this House. Add this, and next 
year there would be four.. ‘There must come 
another when the ‘Territorial bill-comes. up, and 
the year after the Commerce Committee will. have - 
five to take care of. ‘Then. the delegate will add 
another, and so on ad infinitum. Toal this he 
had no particular objection. But when the Senate 
had a bill pending, and its fate was yet uncertain, 
involving the interest of the whole commerce of 
the United States, he thought it best to suspend 
action on additional items forthe present. If that. 
bill passed the Senate unscathed, he would not 
oppose this. But when it was contended that Lake 
Michigan had too much already, he was-not for 
adding more until the other appropriations were 
safe. He would not oppose the item, but. pre- 
ferred that it be laid aside for a short time. 

Mr. W. HUNT and Mr. JOHN A. ROCK- 
WELL said a few words in favor of the amend- 
ment. 

The question was then taken, and, by ayes 67, 
noes 56, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. E. H. EWING moved an amendment which 
was declared to be out of order. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved an 


amendment 


running geer of ruin and foul legislation, two mil- 
lions of dollars.” ; 
The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 


reported to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass. 
On a suggestion by Mr. COBB, the motion was 


And the bill, as amended, was laid aside to be 
reported to the House. 


Mr. HARALSON made an ineffectual motion 
to postpone the special order, with a view to take 
up the bill from the Senate, entitled ‘A bill sup- 
plemental to an act entitled an act providing for the 
prosecution of the existing war between the United 

states and the Republic of Mexico, and for other 
purposes,” : 
he committee, on motion of Mr. DODGE, 
took up, and, after some amendment, laid aside to 
be reported to the House, the bill making appro- 
priations for certain improvements in the Territory 
of lowa. 

The committce, on motion of Mr. M. L. MAR- 
TIN, took up, and, without amendment, laid aside 
to be reported to the House, the bill to amend the |! 
act entitled An act to grant a quantity of land to 
the Territory of Wisconsin for the purpose of aid- || 
ing in opening a canal to connect the waters of 
Lake Michigan with those of Red river. 

On motion of Mr. DODGE, the committee took 
up, and, without amendment, laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House, the bill making appropriations 
for the survey of the Des Moines river in the Ter- 
ritory of Lowa. : 

On motion of Mr. M. L. MARTIN, the com- 


to be reported to the House, the bill for surve ing 


ard, in the Territory of Wisconsin, to Fort Wil- 
kins, in the State of Michigan. 


MINERAL LANDS, 


On motion of Mr. DODGE, the committee took 
up the bill to direct the President of the United 
States. to sell the reserved mincral lands in the 
States of Ilinois and Arkansas, and Territories of 
Wisconsin and Iowa, supposed to contain lead 
ore. 

Mr. RATHBUN raised the point of order, that 
the bill was nota Territorial bill, and did not there- 
fore come within the special order. ` 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
DODGE, J. H. EWING, HOGE, RATHBUN, 
A. D. SIMS, McCLERNAND, P. KING, and | 
JACOB THOMPSON, participated. 

The CHAIRMAN said he would submit the 
question to the committee whether the bill should 
be taken up or not. : 

The vote stood—ayes 86, noes 28. 


So the bill was taken up, and read as follows: 


Re it enueted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President be, and he hereby is, directed, as soon as 


` Territories of Wisconsin and‘Towa, 


practicable, to. canse‘ all-the-tesery. 


1 i : ved Joad mines and con- 
tiguous Jards -in the States of Ilinois t E don 


toi “and anne pnd 
h elonging tothe United 
States, to be exposed to:sale, in the. same ee, that meaa 
public Jands are authorized by faw- to De sold; ‘except as’ 
hereinafter provided. : i seer 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That six months? notice 
of the times and places of said salies shall ‘be given in such 
newspapers of general-cireulation, in: such of the States: as 
the President may think expedient, with a brief description 
of the minerál regions of the States of Mindis and Arkansas 
and Territories of “Wisconsin and Iowa, and of the lands to 
be offered for sale; showing the number and localities of the 
different mines now known, the ‘probability of discovering 
others, the quality of the ore, the facilities of working it, 
the further facilities (if any) for manufactories of shot, sheet 
lead, and paints, and the'means and expense of transporting: 
the whole to the principal markets inthe United States... 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon satisfactory 
proof made to the register and: receiver of the proper land 


| office, that any. tract or tracts of said Jands contein'a mineor 
| mines of lead ore, actually discovered and being worked, 
| then,-and in that case the same shall ‘be sold in such legal 


subdivision -or subdivisions of-not-less than forty acres, as 
will include such mine or mines; and if such ‘tract or tracts 
shall not be sold at such: public sale, they may be.entered at 
private sale as otber lands: Provided, That nolegal subdi- 
vision of any of said‘lands, upon which. there may, be an 
outstanding lease or Jeases from the Government of the 
United States, or their authorized agent, unexpired and un- 
determined, shall be sold until after the determination of 
such lease or leases by efflux of tite; voluntary surrender, or 
other legal extinguishment thereof. a ` 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend the second 
section by adding a proviso, “that. such lands 
should not be sold fór less than ten dollars per 
acre:?? Rejected. ak NE 

Mr. R. then moved a similar proviso at five dol- 
lars per acre. ; 

Mr. R. said that some of these lands were worth 
an immense sum of money, and would in a short 
time be worth thousands; that was, the lands where 
mines were ascertained to exist. He was in favor. 
of selling these lands, but not of giving them away, 
nor of throwing valuable. property into the hands 
of speculators, without something like adequate 
compensation. He was not in favor of allowing the 
whole mining territory of the Government to be 
sold at $1 50 per acre. If other gentlemen were 
so, they had the privilege of voting accordingly. _ 

He had long been satisfied that.it would be bet- 
ter the lands should be sold; but in doing this care 
should be taken that something like an equivalent 


| in value should be received; something that might 


stand as an evidence, as an apology, that the most 
that could be obtained for them had been obtained. 
Some conversation followed between, Mr. A.D. 
SIMS and Mr. RATHBUN, directed (as the re- 
orter understood) to the means by which it had 
been ascertained that the value of these lands was 
as great as alleged. i i 
Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL (after ‘sore 
conversation with Mr. Rarusun and others as to 


| the provisions of the bill) adverted to the fact that. 


these lands had been exempted from the pre-enip- 
tion system, and said that the object of the Gov- 
ernment—that these lands might bring something 
like their value—would be effected by this bill. It 
required that sufficient notice should be given to all 
who wished to buy, of their sale; competition would 
thus be produced according to the inducements held 


| out by the value of the lands, and: he would prefer 


to dispose of them in this way, than: te Ax a stated 
rice on them... He would: therefore vote for this 
iil. O E esis 
Mr. McD. having concluded, cae : 
Mr. McCLERNAND said: The gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Ratusun] has spoken in opposi- 
tion to the bill. Mr. McC. was not surprised at 
that; for lately it seemed to be an inveterate habit 
with Mr. R., a kind of second..nature, to oppose 
everything, without much discrimination between 
the right and the wrong. Ele says he is opposed 


į to the bill in its present form, because its effect asa 


law will be the sacrifice of a large quantity of most 
valuable mineral lands, and he has therefore moved 
an essential modification—one which, if adopted, 
will probably defeat every important and desirable 
object contemplated by it.. He proposes first-to fix 
a minimum price of $10 per acre upon all of these 
lands; and, if that should fail, next.a minimum of 


by speculators asa means to sect 
nues, even at the expense-o 
whose interests and: expéctati 
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' ficed by his policy. . He seems to prefer specula- 
tion, and large profits, to the-salé of the lands ata 
less price to the poor, who would live upon them, 
cultivate them, and thus add to the general wealth, 
and to the virtue, honesty, and dignity of the Amer- 
ican character, The gentlemen should not forget, 
if he ever knew the fact, that but a small proportion 
of these reservations actually contain mineral, and 
‘that by setting such a price upon them as he pro- 
poses, he will not only not sell them, but by the 
same act exclude from them population, settlement, 
cultivation, and the means of developing their vari- 

` ġus capabilities, agricultural, commercial, méchan- 
ical, and other advantages. But’the gentleman 
alleges, without ‘such a minimum the competition 
of the speculator will be excluded by collusion and 
combination among settlers. How so? Ithas been 
a constant: habit to prefer this charge against the 
class of settlers, but it is without foundation, ex- 
cept in those cases where combinations of settlers 
were necessary to meet and counteract combina- 
tons of speculators. And in such cases they are 
justifiable. The gentleman, however, may sup- 
pose that the same spirit may actuate the settlers 
that has actuated the ‘ anti-renters” in his own 
State: If this is the gentleman’s apprehension, he 
may rest assured he is mistaken. . ‘fhe nation nor 
the world affords no class of men more worthy than 
the settlers and pioneers of the West. and South- 
west. They are brave, hardy, industrious, and 
patriotic; they are generous and magnanimous, 
and none have contributed so much to extend the 
limits of the Republic, and to distinguish its char- 
acter, as they have done. It is the great army of 
pioneers who have overcome the wilderness and 
the savage, privation and danger, to plant the flag 
of our free institutions upon distant and almost un- 
known lands. The gentleman is equally mistaken 
in regard to the value of these, lands.” They are 
not, as a body, worth as. much as an equal quan- 
tity which you, Mr. Chairman, could designate in 

our own favored State, or as could be designated 
in Illinois, fit only for agricultural purposes. ‘The 
experience: of Missouri has proved that lead lands 
are not worth more than other good farming lands. 
In that State, previous to 1829, there were 2,800 
square -miles of mineral reservations, and these 
were supposed to contain the best lead mines in the 
Northwest. In that year they were offered for sale 
to the highest bidder, and since at private sale, at 
$1 25 per acre, and the highest average price re- 
ceived for those sold, and only a few were sold, 
was $128 per acre. The average price of all the 
public lands sold, of all descriptions, by the Gov- 
ernment, is $1 27 per acre—thus showing only one 
cent’s difference. s : 

An egregious error has prevailed in regard to the 
value of these lands, and the general unacquaint~ 
ance of the public with their value for many years; 
and this has been the cause of the long-standing 
controversy which has been kept up in and out of 
Congress about them. - It is a fact, sir, that they 
have been. known and appreciated at more than 
their true value since 1690. In the seventeenth 
century ore was derived from them, and constitu- 
ted an article of traffic between French traders and 
the Indians inhabiting the country. 

In 1712, Louis the XIV, King of France, granted 
the mines in Louisiana to Anthony Crozat. . In 
1717 they had been reunited to the domains of the | 
Crown, and were granted to the ‘‘ India Company,” | 
or “ Company of the West,” who held them until 
1732, when they were again surrendered to the 
Crown. Crozat, whilst searching for costly stones | 
and precious metals, in which they were supposcd 
to abound, made some discoveries of lead. The 
“Royal India Company” discovered and worked 
some of the most productive mines between. the 
years. 1723 and 1745. 

These circumstances, together with the exagge- 
ated. stories which were thus early circulated in 
regard to. the incalculable ‘treasure they were sup- 

oseđ. to contain, with other. causes, induced the 

nited States, upon their acquisition of them— 
those in Louisiana in 1803, embracing Missowi 
and Iowa, and those in Illinois and Wisconsin in 
1787, by the cession of Virginia, to withhold them 
from market, with the hope of realizing immense 
wealth. _The-quantity reserved in llinois is 389,- 
120 acres; in Arkansas, about 115,200 acres; in 
Wisconsin, 1,428,480 acres, and in Iowa, 285,126 
acres. In all, sométhing more than 2,000,000 of 


d 


f 


acres. These lands have been surveyed and ex- 
amined by geologists, and some of them have been | 


| between these two parties. 


| tend it, was established. 


| Tilinņois. 


worked for ore for more than one hundred and 
fifty years, and the fullest information is now be- 
fore the public in regard to their properties and 
value. But was this not the case, yet the bill is 
abundantly careful of the interests of the Govern- 
ment. It provides for advertising’ the lands, for 
six months before sale, in every part of.the Union 
—together with a description of the quantity, qual- 


ity, and geological indications of the lands, the | 


facilities for working them and transporting their 
produce to market; and at public sale no prefer- 
ence is to be given except to the highest bidder. 
Why, then, should they not be sold? Every in- 
trinsic reason, whether in respect to the public. 
knowledge of their value, or the caution of the bill 
under consideration, exists in fayor of the measure. 

What now of extrinsic reasons?) What of the 
policy and the fruits of the system of leasing these 


| lande? Let facts speak for themselves. 


In 1821 this system, with an agency to superin- 
3 The agency consisted of 
one subaltern officer of the army, who was selected 
because he was on pay anyhow. Since 1821, up 
to. 1845, thirty-nine superintendents, surveyors, 
and other officers enumerated, have been employ- 
ed, besides a long list of employces notenumerated. 
And this whole machinery of Federal patronage 
was commenced, has progressed, and now exists, 
in the opinion of many, without any express au- 
thority of law. It is a fungus-growth of the War 
Department, and furnishes but another example of 
the proneness of power to extension, extravagance, 
and corruption. This agence 
ment, from 1821 to 1835, $50,676 68, $23,232 90 of 
which is charged to contingencies, and the balance 
probably fobbed as salaries. From the last-men- 
tioned date to 1841, the agency was suspended. 
In 184] it was renewed, and from that date to the 


30th of November, 1845, it cost the Government | 


$17,797 82—makcing, in all, $68,474 50. 

What, now, has been the return of this outlay? 
A net revenue of $3,196 24 per annum, which, if 
charged with defaleations, the exhaustion of the 
lands of ore, of timber, and the injury done. by 
superficial diggings, would, no doubt, be greatly 
overbalanced. 

But this is only a partial view of the evils sought 
to be remedied. Strife has been engendered be- 
tween individuals, and litigation and bad feeling 


| between communities and the Government itself. 


In 1834 an act was passed, authorizing the crea- 
tion of additional land districts in Ilinois, Missouri, 
and the territory north of the State of Illinois. Sev- 
eral districts were accordingly created, embracing 
the lead lands in Illinois, and those now in Wis- 
consin. The fourth section of the act provides: 

«That the President shal be authorized, so soon as the 
survey shall have been completed, to cause to be offered for 
sale, in the manner prescribed by law, all the Hands lying in 
said land districts, at the land offices in the respective dis- 
triets, in which the land so oflered is embraced—reserving 
only section sixteen in each township, the tract reserved 
for the village of Galena, such other tracts as have been 
granted to individuals and the State of Hinois, and such re- 
servations as the President shall deem necessary to retain for 


į military posts, any law of Congress heretofore existing to 


the contrary notuithstanding.” 


This section was, no doubt, intended to repeal 
all previous Jaws withholding the mineral lands 
from market. It specially exemptis them from 
reservation, and clearly directs them to be sold 
Accordingly, the officers charged with disposing 
of them proceeded to do so, without any reference 
to previous reservations. This brought about a 
conflict of claims between individual purchasers 
and the Government, and hence the numerous law- 
suits now pending in the courts of the Northwest 

Lately these suits 
numbered thirty-one, and had then cost the Gov- 
ernment in attorneys and court fees $1,284 65. A 
million of acres of these lands at the price of $1 25 
per acre would bring $1,250,000, the annual inter- 
est upon which at six per cent. would be $75,000, 
whilst-during the years 1841 and 1842, it appears 
by the report of the Secretary of War, dated 16th 
of February, 1843, the whole rent received only 
amounted to $1,600. For 1843 and 1844 the ex- 
pense of the agency was $20,729 11, whilst the 
rent for the same period is estimated at $4,856 28. 
(See Com. Rep. to the present Congress.) Ina 
financial point of view, therefore, the whole sys- 
tem has resulted in a failure. j 

The policy is equally unjust to the States in 
which it exists. Take, for example, the case of 
By the compact between that State and 
the General Government, the primary disposal of 


cost the Govern- | 


the soil is secured to the latter, the public lands are 
exempted from-taxation before sale, and for five 
years after, whilst the trifling compensation secured 


to the State for these great advantages is a small 


quantity of school land, and the promise of five 
per. cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands.” The Government. enjoys the advan- 
tages stipulated in its favor, but the State is denied 
the most valuable of those pledged to her. Since 
1821, 389,120 acres of land have: been. withheld 
from market.within her limits by the Government. 
These lands at $1 25 per acre, assuming that all 
of them would have been sold. under a different 
policy, would have brought $486,350, five per cent. 
of the net proceeds of which would have been 
something less than-§24,000; and the taxes upon 
the lands, at the average rate imposed by the State 
during the same period, would have amounted for 
twenty years past, tothe additional sum of $136,636 
90; making, in all, the sum of $160,636 90, of 


i which the State has been wrongfully deprived by 


the mistaken and greedy policy of the Government. 
It isa reproach to the Government to persist In 80 
unwarrantable and injurious a policy. This sum 
would efficiently assist that State in her noble and 
exemplary efforts to pay her heavy liabilities. 

In persisting in this policy, the Government has 
violated. the resolution of 1785, inviting the cession 
of the northwestern ‘territory, and the ordinance 
of 1787, organizing that territory, by, which it sol- 
emnly. pledged itself, in effect, to dispose of the 
public land, so as to cause them to be settled and 
formed into distinct republican States. What con- 
stitutional authority has the Government to make 
itself a permanent general landholder? What right 
has it to hold lands except to dispose of them for 
purposes of seitlement and cultivation? What right 
to become a lead or land trader or speculator? 
What right has it to do any of those things any 
more than to embark in foreign or domestic trade, 
or in manufactures, or any other private enterprise 
or business? ; 

By persisting in it, it has revived the feudal rela- 
tion of landlord and tenant, or rather of lord and 
vassal, with its appendages of rent and depend- 
ence—not between the feudal chief and villain, but 
between the powerful government and the humble 
citizen. Look, for example, to the county of Jo 
Daviess, in Illinois, inhabited by twelve thousand 
people, all of whom are either tenants, or denied 
the opportunity of securing a freehold. ‘With the 
exception of the town of Galena, there is not, per- 
haps, in the whole county a freehold, "The same 
evil exists in. Wisconsin and Iowa. Tenancy may 
be an appropriate feature of aristocracy, but cheap 
lands are the bulwarks of republicanism. Govern- 
ment monopoly, if possible, is more odious than 
individual monopoly. Rome permitted a few pa- 
trician families to monopolize her domain lands, 
and in the time of the Gracchi the consequence 
was that these lands were crowded with degraded 
slaves, and her free population had become well- 
nigh extinct. The Gracchi sought to remedy the 
evil, and were murdered, and upon that event fol- 
lowed the Social war, the sanguinary proscriptions 
of Marius and Sylla, the battles of Pharsalia and. 
Philippi, which last completed the overthrow of 
the Republic, and established upon its ruins the 
gorgeous empire of the Cæsars. The Government 
here, not citizens, is the great land monopolist, and 
all know the vast and almost absolute power it is 
thus enabled to exert upon the public mind and 
policy of the new States. 

If it is the desire of the Government to develop 
the value of these lands, and to insure a steady and 
increased supply of lead for public and private use, 
it can better be accomplished by individual than by 
Government enterprise and ownership. The policy 
of the Government should be uniform. Havine 
ordered the mineral lands into market in Missouri, 
why should it not do the same in Ilinois and the 
two Territories? Shall different measures of jus- 
tice be dealt out to different States and communi- 
ties of the same Commonwealth? Such a discrim- 
ination, unjust and invidious, would be a reproach 
to a Government professing equal laws and even- 
handed justice. 

Mr. RATHBUN briefly replied. He consid- 
ered that the gentleman from Illinois had miseon- 
ceived his (Mr. R.’s) position. The gentleman 
seemed to consider him opposed to.the sale of these 
lands; but he was in favor of it, and so expressed 
himself, but for different reasons from those which 
actuated the gentleman. 
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vote to regret, and he meant to vote right on this 
bill. 
York had opposed this bill; but Mr. R. repudiated 
any idea of their being actuated by sinister motives 


and referred to the great number of emigrants to | 


that country from New York, who still looked 
back to the Representatives of New York for pro- 
tection and favor, and to other facts in vindication 
of the right of the Representatives of New York 
to feel as great an interest in the welfare and ad- 
vancement of this country and its settlers as was 
entertained by any gentlemen. He replied to 
several of the incidental points made by Mr. McC, 


and while advocating the sale of these lands ata‘! 


fair and reasonable price, reiterated his objections 
to the present bill, whose operation, he thought, 


would be to get rid of this most valuable portion į 


of the landa, the mineral lands of the Northwest 
Territory, at 8 25 per acre. 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON rose not to make 
a speech, but to ofiera substitute to the bill; and 
he appealed to gentlemen who had peculiarly in 


charge the territorial business to accept of it, and | 


allow the question to be taken without further pro- 
tracting debate ; else the time allotted to this spe- 
cial order would be likely to be consumed, and but 
little action be had upon the subject. 


He moved an amendment in the form of a sub- | 
stitute for the bill, which he explained contained +) 


the same provisions as the bill which passed at the 
last session, and which varied from the bill under 


consideration principally in that it fixed the mini- | 
mum at which these lands should be sold for one i 


year, afier which liable to sale, like other lands, at 
$1 25 per acre. 


Mr. WHITE gave notice of a substitute for the | 


bill, which was read for information. 


Some conversation arose between Mr. HOGE | 


and Mr. HOUSTON, as to the precise provisions 
of the bill of the last session. 

Mr. RATHBUN so modified his amendment as 
‘to limit the operation of the minimum which it 
proposes to two years; after that time these lands 
to be sold like others belonging to the Govern- 
ment, 


Mr, JENKINS gave notice of an amendment: | 


; 
which was read for information. 


Mr, HOGE was glad that the gentleman feom £ self and family left without a home; and he urged | 


New York [Mr. Rarunun] was in favor of selling 
these lands, though he apprehended that the gen- 


tleman’s policy, if carried out, was as effectual a || 


method as could be devised of preventing their 
sale. If the gentleman’s amendment making $5 
the minimum was to prevail, it was in effect a legis- 


lative provision that not a man who lives upon the | 
ain the | 


section of land should he allowed to ret 


land upon which he had settled and made im- | 
provements, or at least would place him at the |! 


mercy of speculators; for he undertook to say 


there was not a single settler able to pay $5 for || 
Mr. H. resided in the district where | 


these lands, 
these mineral lands lay, and spoke from knowledge 


on the subject. He warmly appealed to the House ii 
against the injustice of such a system. For the | 


last forty years we had secured by express law 


that no man should come in and bid against the | 


actual settler; we secure to him by right of pre- 
emption one hundred and sixty acres; it is at the 
very foundation of the land system. But they did 
not ask of the Government even this protection, 
but that the lands should be thrown inte market, 


and after due and full notice, which was provided |; 


for, sold to the highest bidder, 


These lands, which figured so largely in theim- | 
agination of the gentleman from New York, on | 


which he seemed to suppose you had nothing to 
do but to take your shovel and hoe and dig up dol- 
lars by the basket full, were of no more value than 


other agricultural tracts, and were themselves most | 


valuable for agricultural purposes. Every man 
who had investigated the subject knew that the 
mineral lands were less productive than any other, 


and that the farmers would not allow their land to | 


be dug up in search of minerals, but preferred to 
continue the old mode of rendering them proiitable 
by cultivation and agricultural labor. The genile- 
man from New York (he contended) had over- 
estimated the amount of lead which was produced 


It was true that Representatives from New | 


ii lead which went to the northern and eastern 
|! markets came from private Jands, in which it had 


|i been discovered long after its sale by the Govern- 


r |i ment; and to be deducted from the.$75,000 excess 


of receipts from these lands over expenditures for 
the last twenty-four years, as reported from the 
ii General Land Office, (and which presented the 
‘t case in its most favorable -light,) were the losses 
by agents, expenses of lawsuits, &c., &c. The 
| single exploration of these lands alluded to by Mr. 
Rarueun, cost $100,000, overbalancing this excess 
of $75,000, and leaving a deficit of $25,000; and 
į there were others, (to which he alluded.) 
i He objected further to the amendment of Mr. 
Raraga, that it included all the mineral tracts, 
‘and said it would have been sustained by some 
1 more semblance of justice had it confined itself to 
actual mineral discovery. On the contrary, large 
i quantities of land—that in which his county was 
| located, and on which, by wa 
and cultivation, his people had invested all they 
had jin this world—was purely that which was 


i 
ii 


| 
| 


the injustice of compelling them to pay $5 per acre 


; result of the improvement which they had made; 
| and presented many points into which we cannot 
1; at present enter. 

| [His remarks will appear in a more extended 
| form hereafter in the Appendix.] 

| Mr. S. ADAMS urged the importance of now 
| making some settlement of this matter, Ixperi 
ence (he said) had shown the evils of this Govern 
; ment being a landlord, with its citizens tenants-at- 
will. Fle spoke with contempt of the pitiful sum 
of $3,000 or $6,000, which the Government might 
receive annually from the land which honest settlers 
H are occupying, and said it should be remembered 
i| that this amount was raised by withholding from 
salo some 200,000 acres, which are settled by mer- 


f 
j 
i 
j 
i 
i 
i 
i 
j 


reflection that their houses and their property may 
l| be taken from them ere another day passes, by 
|| speculators, who may bid one dollar more than 
| they do, He drew a vivid picture of the anxiety 
f and consternation with which many a poor man, 
|| whose all- consisted’ in the improvements which 
ii he had made upon this land—and which gave it 
| its chief valne—watched the progress of the sale 


i} Which rendered him liable, at the pleasure of mer- 
į ciless speculators, to be dispossessed of it, and him- 


ithe importance and the justice of relieving this 
; anxıct 
| lands to sale at fair competition, and without 
| preseribing a minimum price which the settler 
i| would not be able to pay. 

| On motion, the committee rose, and reported its 
| action on the above several bills. 

| And the House adjourned. 

k 
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i PETITIONS, &c. 
| The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


|| sented under the rule 
| priate committees: : 
By Mr. SEDDON: The petition of the trustees of the 


Fanikner Sehoot in Chesterfield eounty, Virginia, praying 
allowance of a year’s pay alleged to be due to the represent- 
ativos of Ralph Faulkner, an officer in the army of the 
Revolution ; referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Haims. Also, the petition of Charles B. Allen, praying fo 
the allowance of an 
United States cammi 
he New York Ind 


s and referred to the appro- 


i 
i 
i 
li 
} 
| 


mer Was concluding a treaty with 


iti 


3 


Mr. LA SERE: The petition of Joseph Walker, 
Jaeques Dupre, Thomas H. Lewis, N, Prudhomme, and up- 

wards of 200 other citizens of Lonisiana, for the relief of the 
: securities of Benoit Laurent; referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERRICK: Tae petition of George McAllen. and 
113 citizens of South Charleston, Clark county, Obio, that 
the further sales of the public kunds be ‘stopped, and that 
“ Alton’s land bill?? be passed, distributing the publie lands 
to each male and female citizen of legal age, by entitling 
them to a certificate of 160 acres each, provided they are not 
in the possession of the same, and those owning less, to 
have it made up to 169 acres, and not to be made chargeable 
for debt. + 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The 
Penjamin W. Cumming 
| kill county, Pennsylvania, engaged in the coal trade, asking 
a continuance of the present tariff laws. Also, William 
| Wiliams, Jenkin Thomas, and 70 ether citizens of Schuyl- 
Kill county, Pennsylvania, engaged in the coal trade, pray- 
ing that no change may be made in the tarif laws now in 
t foree, 


pmorial -of A. W. MeDonaid, 
136 other citizens of Sehuyl- 


of improvement |} 


adapted to agricultural purposes. He dwelt upon } 


or lose their lands, when their chief valne was the || 


itorions citizens; who lie down at night with the i 


y, and settling this matter, by exposing these | 


count for services of guard while the } 


referred to the Committee of | 


: By Mr. BRINKERHOFPF: ‘The memorial from citizens or 
Ashland, Richland, aud Crawford counties, Ohio, praying 
the establishment of a mail-route from, Ashland via Olives- 
burg, Rives, Richland; Plymouth, Tyro, ‘and Liberty Cor- 
ners, to Bucyrus, in Crawford county: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office aud-Post Roads: : VERRES 
-By-Mr. E. B. HOLMES: The remonstrance of.Daniel E. 
Harris, P. MeCall, and 38 other citizens of Monroe ounty, 
New York, against any change in the present tarif. j 
By Mr. WICK: The memorial of the trustees appointed . 
‘by the General Assemblyof the State or Indiana, for the © ~ 
education of the bind of that State : referred to, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. on the state of the Union, to which was 
referred the appropriation on behalf of the “bind of certain 
jj other States. = > : 
| . By Mr. HARMANSON;; Phe resolution from the State of 
Louisiana, requesting Congress to remove obstructions. in” 
| the Saline river: referred to the Committee on Conineree. 
| Also, the resolution respecting the settlement of claims of 
| the State of, Louisiana, for advances made on the requisi- 
tion for valunteers by General Taylor, and making. a navat 
|| station in New Orleans: referred. to the Committee of Ways 
li and Means: Also, the ‘resolution respecting thé private 
H| land claims of Louisiana: referred to the Committee on 


| Private Land Claims. Also, the. resolution respecting the 
establishment of light-houses : referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce, . ¢ ay oP 

: By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The petition of citizens of Dane 
and Towa counties, Wisconsin, for a mail-route from Madi- 
; Son, vid Cross Plains, Gonsiville, Reeveville, and Helena, to 
i} Dodgeville. Also, the petition of citizens of Rock county, 
i| for a mail-route from Beloit, via Monroe and Winslow, to 
| Galena, in the State of IHinois. : 

i By Mr. HILLIARD The petition of Mrs. Ann Timmons, 
| widow of Samuel Timmons, who was a soldier inthe lata 
| War with Great-Britain, and died in the service of the United 
| States: referred to tbe Committee on Military Affairs. 


; IN SENATE. 
| ; Tuespay, June 2, 1846. 


Mr. JARNAGIN presented the petition of Dr. 
C. M. Hitchcock, executor of A. E S. Hunter, 
praying compensation for corn furnished to the 
Cherokee Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Indian Affairs. 

| Mr. MILLER presented a memorial.of citizens 
| of Newark, New Jersey, remonstrating against the 
repeal of the pilot laws of 1837; which was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented two petitions, one 
| of Garret Burns, and the other of. Polly Biggs, 
| each praying a pension; which were referred to the 
; Committee on Pensions. 7 (ce 3 
| Mr, LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
| submitted the following resolutions, which were 

agreed to: f i Cee > te ; 

Resolved, That the President of the, United States 
be requested to cause to be furnished to the Senate 
| an estimate of the amount of money required du- 
| ring the present and next fiscal year, for such a 
| prosecution of the existing war with Mexico ag 
|| will most likely result in its speedy and honorable 
| termination. 
| Resolved, That he also cause to be reported: to 
| the Senate whether the amount so required is likely 
to be realized in the present condition. of our finan- 
ces, without a resort to loans, treasury notes, or 
| direct taxes; and if not, what modifications of the 
existing tariff are required to furnish ample means 
;.for the vigorous prosecution. of such war, : 
| _ The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
| Committee on:Pensions upon the petition of Philip 
f 


eti 
Slaughter; which report was ‘colveanted 
The Senate alsó considered the advey portof. 
| the Committee on Findnee;-on: the, petition of Hen- 
i ry Peer which was concurred - ine: oie 
Mr. HOUSTON called up for consideration the 
‘joint resolution submitted by him a few days 
| Since; tendering the thanks of Congress to General 
| Taylor, and for other purposes, 

The motion to take up being agreed to, 

Mr. HOUSTON proposed to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding the following: 

Resolved, That Congress deeply deplores the 
|i fate of the gallant dead who fell at the shrine of 
| their country’s rights and honor in the actions of 
i Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma, on the 8th and 
, 9th of May last, and that they sincerely condole 
| with the friends and relatives of the deceased upon 
| 


Mr. SEVIER suggested that it might be better 
ji to adopt the resolution of the House of Represent- 
|; atives, with an amendment giving a sword to the 
ji descendant of Major Brown. f cae 
i Mr. ATHERTON said hè could not possibly 
i: have-any objection to the general object of theres- > 
1 olution. But nothing was said in it respecting the 
gallant men who defended the fort. “He moved to 
a Military 


i i A a : 
i refer the resolution to the Committee 


Affairs. 
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After a brief additional 
Mr. SEVIER, Mr. 
TON, Mr. BREES 
pated, ~ 


The motion to refer the resolution to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs was agreed to. 
THE WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN rose, and. asked a recon- | 
side: ation of the resolutions of inquiry, which were | 
adopted by the Senate this morning, on motion of | 
the honorable Senator from Alabama, chairman of } 


the Committéc on Finance. He desired the recon- 
sideration of these resolutions, for the purpose of 
suggesting an amendment to the second resolution, 
by inserting these words, “or what other measures 
lie would recommend as most expedient for,” &e. 


The resolution, it would be observed, confined ' 
the attention of the President exclusively to the | 


modification of the tariff; but there were other 
sources of revenue besides the tariff which the 
President might deem it proper to advert to as be- 
ing a proper means of supplying any deficiency. 

Mr. LEWIS said, as the eet of the Senator 
from Kentucky appeared to be merely to widen the 
scope of inquiry, he could have no wort of objec 
tion. i Se 

The question on reconsideration was 
and carried. : 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky was. then read. 


then put 


Mr. SPEIGHT said it would be peréeived by | 


the Senate that the resolution proposed an inquiry 


as to whether a reduction of the tariff would be rè- | 


commended as a suitable means of raising révenue, 
and as to the extent to which it would be necessary 
for the purpose of avoiding direct taxation and the 
issuing of treasury notes. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he, of course, could have 


no ehiecion to the passage of these resolutions, ` 
à 


though, if an opportunity were afforded, he might 
be disposed to propose certain amendments; but 
they were introduced only this morning, and at 
once adopted. T : 

it would answer his purpose, however, to call 
the attention of the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, and, if it were practicable, he would also 
call the attention of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to the state of things now existing in this country, 
orat least in some parts of it, which was nota 
litle embarrassing—he’ meant the state of the 
money market in New Orleans, and the corre- 
sponding condition of itin the Northern States. It 


would soon become evident to Congress and the | 


whole country, that if New Orleans should become 


and continue to be a point of large expenditure for | 
the purposes of the war, and there should be no | 


other means except such as at present exist for the 
transferring of funds from the North to New Or- 
leans, very great embarrassment would be felt, not 
only at New Orleans, but at the North. Indeed, 


this was the state of things now existing. He had | 


understood that very large remittances or transfers 
had already been made on Government account in 
specie by internal conveyance. While this state 
of things existed, while the country continued to be 
endangered, and the States of the North were 
called on to furnish supplies, the evils and incon- 
veniences attending it would be severely felt. He 
was desirous, therefore, while the questions em- 
braced in these resolutions were put to the Execu- 
tive, that the attention of the Executive and of the 
two Houses of Congress should be especially di- 
rected to the consideration of how these fands 


were to be transferred without great inconvenience | 


tothe community. Whether this could best be 
done by treasury drafts, performing somewhat 
the same operation as treasury notes, or by some 
other mode, he would not undertake to say, but it 
was a. matter which, in his opinion, demanded the 
attention of the Secretary of the Treasury, whether 
some provision, if there be none existing, might 
not be made by law to meet the case. 

He offered these suggestions that they might at- 


discussion, in ‘which ; 
HOUSTON, Mr. ATHER- , 
E, and Mr. CASS, partici- | 


of the Executive Government. Perhaps, how- 
; ever, the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
| Finance might be prepared to say what facilities 
| they relied up 
i| fers to be made. 

Mr. LEWIS said he was not informed. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the evils to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts had alluded were cer- 
| tainly very great, but. his apprehension was that 
they would prove to be remediless. As long as 
the exchanges were in favor of New York, there 
would be no difficulty; but whenever the expense 


tee on Finance, and also of the proper department |i 


on, and how they expected the trans- || 
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| of treasury. notes for the, purpose of facilitating 
i transfers. This would have a tendency to quiet 
i| the existing alarm; He did not intend. such an 

issue as would lead the country to.rely on these 
l| notes as a medium of circulation, but only so much 
of an issue as would tend to equalize the exchanges. 
That would be his recommendation, if he were in 
an altitude to recommend measures to the Gov- 


| of the Government were so large at New Orleans 
| as to turn the exchanges, nothing but gold or silver 
| would pass. It was one of those difficulties inci 
dent to a country like ours, where the principal 
|| Doints were so remote from each other; and he was 
4 inclined to believe that neither a Bank of the United 
States, nor any other contrivance, would entirely 
overcome the difficulty. The object of the resolu- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
as he understood it, was to ascertain whether the 
expenses necessary for carrying on the war might 
not be raised out of the modification of the tariff. 
If the Secretary of the Treasury should be of the 
opinion that they could be thus raised, there would, 
of course, be no other means considered neces- 
sary; but if not, it would then he time enough to 
call upon him ‘to’ know what other measures it 
|| would become necessary to resort to. : 

i My. WEBSTER said he was unwilling to think 
| that the Government might not by law, or by 
proper administration of the law, make the neces- 
sary transfers without the establishment of a bank, 
at least that they might not make such arrange- 
ments as would greatly facilitate their operations. 
He felt quite certain that it would be competent for 
them, if authorized, and if the authority were ex- 
ij ercised with care, to make treasury drafts, which 
would very much alleviate the evil, for it was quite 
|| one thing to be drawn upon, and another to remove 
Specie toa distant part of the country. He was 
very much afraid there would be no avoidance of 
the evil, but all the operations of business would 
j} continue to be greatly checked, unless some pro- 
‘| vision of this sort were adopted. 

Mr. CALHIOUN said it was very obvious that 
if the exchanges were favorable to the North, 
treasury drafts would answer the purpose; but if 
‘otherwise, nothing would effectually remedy the 
inconvenience. It would depend very much upon 
the amount of expenditures made. He: believed 
that even in ordinary times, within the last few 
years at all events, exchanges had been during 
the winter and spring months in favor of New 
York. While this was the case, treasury drafts 
| would readily be taken. 

Mr. WEBSTER said it was well known that 
| exchanges continually fluctuated according to the 
i| season of the year. For a part of the year they 
were in favor of New York, and for another part 
they were in favor of NewOrleans. There was some 
objection to treasury drafts, and, as he had said, it 
was not for him to suggest a remedy, but it was a 
| Subject well deserving of attention. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said that undoubtedly the 
|| suggestions of the Senator from Massachusetts de- 


| 
| 
| 
4 
ii 


a mistake to suppose that exchanges were gener- 
ally in favor of New York. According to the 
newspaper accounts, they were five per cent, in 


Government wanted there, and not paper. The 
amendment which he had offered was intended to 
procure the opinion of the Executive as to the 
| mode of raising revenue. 


f to be derived exclusively from the tariff; but it 


not consider it an adequate means of raising reve- 
nue. 


that would subserve all practical purposes which 
they had in view. First, if there was likely to be 
a deficit of revenue; and, secondly, what measures 
he would recommend to us to supply that deficit. 
If, in his opinion, a modification of the tariff would 
be the most efficient and the best remedy, he would, 
of course, recommend such modification; but he 
might be disposed to recommend other measures. 
He thought, therefore, there was nothing incon- 


served the attention of the Government; but it was | 
favor of New Orleans. It was money that the |! 


i 

| Under the resolution } 
|| originally proposed it was implied that revenue was | 

| 

i 


i might be that the President did not consider that | 
the most desirable and expedient mode; he might | 


He did not want the opinion of the Execu- | 
tive on any particular point; he wanted an answer | 


ernment. 

Mr. NILES said he was in favor of a system 
i which would entirely separate the finances of the 
Government from the banks and from the commer- 
cial interests of the country. This was the only 
remedy he knew of; and if this were effected, the 
embarrassment would be but trifling. From their 
connexion, nothing could be expected but annoy- 
i ance and: difficulty. The sub-treasury still slept; 
| he did not know but it was the sleep of death, 
| Mr, LEWIS said the Committee on Finance 
| would be prepared to report that bill in a few 
i 
s 
l 
| 


days. 

Mr. SIMMONS said he thougħt the Senator 
from Mississippi misapprehended the language of 
the resolution, or else 

Mr. SPEIGHT. Will the Senator allow me? 
To stop discussion, as far as anything I said is 
concerned, I withdraw all objection to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMMONS proceeded to observe that the 
Senator seemed to suppose that the word modifi- 
cation was synonymous with reduction. This 
was an crror. ‘The President might suggest an 
| modification, either by raising or reducing the tariff. 
With regard to the difficulty of making the transfers 
of money, he approved of the suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, not by treasury 
notes, but by treasury drafts. There would then 
| be no need of a transfer of coin. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was adopted, À 

The question recurred upon the resolution, as 
| amended. 

Mr. DAVIS said he was gratified that these 
resolutions had been offered, and this discussion 
consequently elicited, by the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Finance, not so much on account of any 
difficulty existing in regard to exchanges as in 
i reference ‘to the general policy which. it became 
necessary to pursue, under the changed condition 
of the country, since their scheme of policy was 
marked out by this Administration. They were 
informed by the President, at the opening of Con- 
gress, that it was desirable to enter upon a general 
scheme of policy; that it was desirable to pass what 
was called the sub-treasury bill; thatit was desirable 
also to modify, to a certain extent, what was called 
the tariff law; and he believed it was considered a 
part and portion of that system of policy that the 
warehousing system should be adopted. This 
scheme of policy was devised in a time of peace and 
of ordinary expenditures; yet he supposed those 
measures, in the minds of most gentlemen, were, 
viewed as one scheme, one general plan of policy. 
But circumstances had effected a material change 
in the affairs of the country; and he would venture 
to say that other gentlemen, as well as himself, 
had felt some embarrassment, and would be some- 
what at a loss as to-what they were to do, unless 
informed of the mode by which it was proposed 
by the Government to raise revenue. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut seemed to be surprised that 
the sub-treasury had not been brought forward for 
consideration. Perhaps it would be worthy of the 
consideration of that honorable Senator, if the 
Government should be obliged to resort to other 
means than the tariff for raising revenue, what 
| those means should be; and if treasury notes, 
whether the issue of such notes would harmonize 
with the existence of the sub-treasury. They 
| ought to know whether it was contemplated to re- 
duce or to increase the tariff; this was a very im- 
portant matter; and he did not feel exactly prepared 
to act upon questions of this description until he 
saw some general system of policy pointed out 
which would be uniform in its character. He did 
not feel exactly prepared to take up one of these 
measures and act upon it, until he saw what was 
to follow it. It was one of the duties which de- 
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volved upon the Executive to express to Congress : 
the views he entertained in regard to the amount | 
of money that would he requisite for the purposes 
of Government; and it was also a duty devolving | 
upon him to suggest the mode by which that rev- | 
enue was to be raised. Until they were enlighten- 
ed as to the course which was to be pursued, they 
would be constantly embarrassed. A l 

Mr. ALLEN said he could perceive no objec- 
tion existing to the passage of the resolutions as 
amended, and he hoped, therefore, the vote would 
be now taken, that the Senate might proceed to į 
the consideration of the orders of the day. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, upon further reflec- 
tion, he thought his purpose would be better ac- 
complished by another amendment which he would 
prepare. And, with this view, he moved that the 
further consideration be postponed until to-morrow 
morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following is the resolution which Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN proposes to offer to-morrow, when the sub- 
ject comes up: 

Resolved, That he be also requested to commu- 
nicate to the Senate whcther, in the event of the 
deficiencies contemplated by the preceding resolu- 
tion, he would recommend a resort to loans, treas- 
ury notes, direct taxes, or a modification of the 
tariff, to supply that deficiency, or what other 
measures, if any, he would recommend for the 
purpose. 


AMERICAN SETTLERS IN OREGON. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 
of the unfinished business of yesterday, viz: the 
bill to protect the rights of American citizens in 
Oregon, the pending question being upon referring 
instructions to the Commitee on the Judiciary, to 
whom the said bill had been referred. 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and remarked that he had | 
but a word further to say when the Senate adjourn- | 
ed yesterday. He did not know that it was at all 
essential or of importance that the reference which | 
had already been made should be followed up by 
instructions of any kind. The purport of these 
instructions was, in part, that the committee should 

repare a bill for the territorial government of 
regon, Instructions thus far might be requisite, 
inasmuch as this was not the committee to whom 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tusspay, June 2, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. | 

The SPEAKER announced the special. order of | 
the day to be the consideration of bills relating to | 
the Territories. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, on leave, offered a resolution 
providing that all debate on the bill to direct the 
President of the United States to-sell the reserved 
mineral andsin the States of Ilinois and Arkansas 
and in the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa; 
should cease in half an hour after it should again 
have been taken up in committee. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH asked leave to withdraw cer- 
tain papers from the files of the House. 

Objected to. 
| Mr. BURT moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state.of the 
Union, (with a view to take up the bill supplemen- 
tal to an act entitled “An act providing for the 
prosecution of the existing war between the Uni- 
| ted States and the Republic of Mexico, and for 
i other purposes. ”’) i 
The SPEAKER said that, before such a motion 
i could be entertained, it would be necessary to 
postpone the consideration of the special orders of 
the day. 

Mr. BURT accordingly submitted that motion, 
(which, he'said, had the approbation of the dele- 
eates of the Territories,) limiting the postpone- 
ment to two o’elock. 

And, the question being taken, the motion was 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the consideration of Territorial business was 
postponed until two o’clock. 

Mr. J. J. McDOWELL, on leave given, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
further to extend the time for locating Virginia mil- 
itary land warrants, and returning surveys thereon 
to the General Land Office. 

Thebill having been read a first and second time, 
was referred, on motion of Mr. McDowe 1, to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. McHENRY, on leave given, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 


that subject was appropriate. Were it not for the 
importance of being ready with a measure for the 
establishment of a local government there at the 
expiration of the year of notice, he would he en- 
tirely willing to refer the bill to the committee 
without any instructions, Ee was certainly one 
of the last persons, however, who would think of 
establishing a government in Oregon until the limits 
to which that government should extend were set- | 
tled. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he did not know that 
he should object to the principle contained in these 
instructions; but he would prefer that the bill be 
referred to the committce without any instructions 
whatever. The views of the honorable Senator 
who proposed the instructions were now in the 
possession of the members of the committee, as | 
well as before the Senate. His purpose, therefore, 
would be substantially accomplished, without send- 
ing the Instructions to the committec. If it were 
in order, as he presumed it was, he would move, 
therefore, that the instructions be laid upon the | 
table. 

Mr. BENTON expressed his concurrence in | 
the motion. His first object was to refer the sub- | 
ject to the Committee on the Judiciary. That ob- 
ject had been accomplished. His second object | 
was to lay his own views before the Senate by the į 
instructions, and to ascertain the sense of the Sen- | 
ate upon them. i 


| 
! 


His purpose had been sufficiently | 
accomplished. | 

It was thereupon agreed to. 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose to inquire of the Chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, or of some 
member of that committee, what had become of 
the Independent Treasury bill? | 

Messrs. HAYWOOD and SPEIGHT informed | 
the Senator from Indiana that this question had | 
been already answered by the chairman of the | 
Committee on Finance. i 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate pro- | 

! 
i 


fi 
i 
i 
| 
! 
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ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and, after some time thus engaged, the doors were 
opened, and— 

The Senate adjourned. 


a bill for the relief of James Williams; read twice, 
and recommitted. 


THE MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. BURT offered a resolution providing that 
all debate on this supplemental bill should cease at 
one o'clock. 


After a conversation between Mr. G. DAVIS 
and the SPEAKER— 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved that the resolution be laid 
on the table, and asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Bell, Blanchard, John 
G. Chapman, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Del- 
ano, Dockery, Jolm H. Ewing, Poot, Gentry, Graham, Grin- 
nell, Hampton, Harper, Herriek, Elias B. Hotmes, Hudson,- 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, 
Lewis, Long, MeGaughey, McHenry, Melvaine, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Pendleton. Pollock, Rathbun, Julins Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sehenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Stroh, Thibodeaux, "Thomasson, Trumbo, Vance, 
White, Winthrop, Woodworth, and Young-—55. 

NAYS—Mesers. Atkinson, Renton, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 
erhoft, Brodhead, William G, Brown, Burt, Catheart, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Catlom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 
l Dunlap, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin. Fries, Giles, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, George S. Houston, 
Edmund VWV. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, G. W. Jones, Kauffman, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Leake, Ia Sere, Ligon, Lampkin, Maclay, McClean, 
land, MeCternand, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
Niven, Norris, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Price, Reid, Ritter, Roherts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, St. John, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Wood 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on its adoption, i 
_ Mr. HARALSON demanded the previous ques- | 
tion. 

Mr. G. DAVIS suggested that one day should 
be given to the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER inquired of Mr. HARALSON 

whether he withdrew his motion for the previous 


i question? 


Mr. HARALSON said that, so far as he was. 
personally concerned, he should. be willing that a 
day should be given to the subject; but: that the 
gentlemen interested in the Territorial -business . 
would not consent to so long a postponement of 
that. business. He could not, therefore, withdraw * 
his motion. SFE a i : 

The question being taken om the demand for the 
previous question, there-was'a second. 

And the main question (on the adoption of the 
resolution) was ordered, to be now taken. 5 

Mr. WINTHROP and Mr. G. DAVIS “asked 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: ; : 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Benton, Biggs, James ‘Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William G. Browa, . 
Burt, Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, Constable, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, 
Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, 
Fries, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hopkins, Hough, 
G. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, James Bo 
Hunt, Hunter, Jenkius, Andrew Johnson, George W, Jones, 
Kauman, Kennedy, Preston King, Leake, La Sere, Lump- 
kin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, MceClernand, MceCon- 
nell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, John P. Mar- 
tin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Price, Reid; Relfe, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Simpson, 'T. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St.. John, 
James Thompson, Jacob Thompson; Tibbatts, ‘Tredway, ` 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Woodworth, and Yost--93. "~ 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanch- 
ard, Milton Brown, Bulhngton, W. W. Campbell, Carroll, 
Jobn G. Chapman, Collamner, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dockery, John H. Ewing, 
Foot, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, 
Elias B. Homes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Joseph: R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lewis, Levin, Long, McGaughey, Melfenry, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Peitit, Pollock, Julius Rock- 
well, John A.. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stew-_ 
art, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, 
Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and 
Young—66,. n : : 

So the resolution ‘was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Tisparts, of Kentucky, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
said bill, which was read as follows: , 


A BILL supplemental to an act entitled “An act providin 
for the prosecution of the existing war between the United 2 
States and the Republic of Mexico,” and for other pur-” 
poses, ot A Bae 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the United States of America in, Congress assembled, That ` 
the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, two major-generals, and four brigadier-generals, 
in addition to the present military establishment. `: 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That the President: of 
the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized to call.into 
the service, under the act approved May thirteen, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, such of, the general officers of the 
militia as the service, m his opinion, may require, and to or- 
ganize into brigades and divisions the forces authorized by 
said act, according to his discretion. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the field and staff 
of a separate battalion of volunteers, under the said act, 
shall be one lieutenant eolone} or major, one adjutant with 
the rank of Jieutenant, one sergeant major, one quartermas- 
ter sergeant, and. a chief bugler or principal musician, ac- 
cording to corps. i : k 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted; That the President of the 
United States. may limit the privates.in. any volunteer comi- 
pany,-according to his, discretion, at from sixty-four toone 
hundred; and that- with every volunteer company. an. addi. 
tional second lieutenant may be allowed and'accepted/ ` 

Src. 5. nd be it further enacted, That when volunteers 
or militia are calied-into the service-of the United: States. in 
such numbers that the. officers of the quartermaster, com- 
missary, and medical departments, authorized by law, be 
not sufficient to provide for supplying, quartering, trans- 
porting, and furnishing them with the requisite medical at= 
tendance, it shall be lawful for the President to appoint, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, as many additional 
officers of said departments as the service may require, not 
exceeding one quartermaster and one commissary for each > 
brigade, witb the rank of major, and one assistant quarter-- 
master, with the rank of captain, onc assistant commissary, 
with the rank of captain, one surgeon, and one assistant 
surgeon, for each regiment; the said quartermasters and 
conunissaries, assistant quartermasters and assistant. com- 
missaries to give bonds, with good and sufficient sureties, 
for the faithful performance of their duties; and they and the ~ 
said surgeons and assistant surgeons to perform such duties 
as the President shal) dircet: Provided, That the said offi- 
cers shall be allowed the same pay and emoluments as are 
now allowed to officers of the same descriptions and grades 
in those departments respectively; that they be subject. to 
the roles and articles of war, and continue jn. service only 
so tong as their services shall be required in connexion with 
the militia and volunteers. i i 

Sec. 6. And le i further enacted, That promotion, in the 
quartermaster’s department, to the rank of major, shall 
hereafter be made from the captains in the army, and: that 
appointments In the Hne, and in the general. staff, which 
confer. equal rank in the army, shall: not: be held-by the 
same officer at the same. timè ; and-when any officer of the: 
staff, who may have been taken from the line, shall, in-vir- 


‘tue of seniority; have obtained, or be entitled to promotion 
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to a grade in his regiment enual to the commission he may 
hold in the staff, the said officer shall vacate such staff com- 
a or he may, at his option, vacate his commission in 

eline, : f 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the aids-de-eamp 
of the major general commanding the army in time of war 
may be taken from the line, without regard. to rank; and 
the aids-de-camp allowed to éther major generals and briga- 
dier generals may be taken from the grade of captain or sub- 
altem ; and that the coinmanding or highest. general in rank 
may, while in>the field, appoint’a military secretary from 
the subalteins of the army, who shali have the pay and 
emoluments of a major of cavalry for the time being. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That-the allowance for 
clothing.to each non-commissioned officer, musician, and 
private of volunteers shall be three dollars and fifty cents 
per. month during the time he shall be in the service of the 
United States, 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates, of volunteers and 
militia, when called into the service of the United States, 
shall be entitled to receive. fifty cents in lieu of subsistence, 
and twenty-five cents in lieu of forage, for such as are 
mounted, for every twenty miles, by the most direct route, 
from the period of leaving their homes to the place of gen- 
eral rendezvous, and from the place of discharge back to 
their homes. 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the colonel, or 
senior officer, of the ordnance department, is authorized to 
enlist for the service of that department, as many master 
armorers, master carriage-makers, master blacksmiths, 
artificers, armorers, carriage-makers, blacksmiths, and la- 
borers, as the public service, in his judgment, under the 
direction of the Secretary for the Department of War, may 
require. 

The pending question was on the following 
amendment, heretofore reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That, in addition to the 
present establishment, there shall be two adjutants general 
of division, with the brevet rank,- pay, and emoluments of 
„a colonel of cavalry, and two assistant adjutants general, 
with the brevet rank, pay, and emoluments of a major of 
cavalry, who shall be taken from the line of the army, and, 
in addition to their own, shall perform the duties of inspect- 
ors general: Provided, That the officers so transferred from 
the line shall receive only the pay and emoluments of their 
rank in the staff’; but their transfer shall be without prejudice 
to their rank and. promotion in the line according to senior- 
ity, which promotion shall take place agreeably to usage, in 
the same manner as if they had not been thus transferred. 

Change the numbers of sections from six to the end. 


Mr. BURT, under the direction of the Commit- 
teé on Military Affairs, offered the following sub- 
stitute for the pending amendment of the commit- 
tee: 

And be it further enacted, That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint as many 
additional assistant adjutants general, not exceeding four, as 
the service may require, whosiall be appointed in the same 
manner, have the same brevet rank, pay and emoluments, 
and be charged with the ‘same duties as those now autho- 
rized by law: Provided, That these additional appointments 
shall continue only so long as the exigencies of the service 
may render necessary. 

He also gave notice of an amendment to the fifth 
section, and comprising also. an additional section 
to the bill. BBN ; , 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS said he was astonish- 
ed that the House had decided to act so hastily 
upon thé méasure under consideration. It-was one 
et much importance and not a little difficulty; and 
yet less. than two hours were allowed to consider, 
to amend, and to debate it. Such precipitancy in 
the interesting legislation of the United States was 
fast ceasing to be novel in the present House, and 
was altogether unsafe and reprehensible. 

I am opposed (said Mr. Davis) to this measure, 
and I will state very briefly a few reasons. Con- 
gress has by law authorized the President to em- 
ploy in the service of the United States fifty thou- 
sand. of the militia of the States.. The Constitution 
declares expressly that the appointment of the of- 
ficers of such militia is reserved to the States re- 
spectively. The law to which this is intended to 
be a supplement provides that this body of militia 
may bei mustered into the service of the United | 
States by battalions, by regiments, &c. The sec- | 
ond section of this-bill provides: ‘ That the Presi- | 
t dent of the United States be and he hereby is au- | 
€ thorized to call into the service such of the general 
t officers of the militia as the service, in his opin- 
‘ion, may require, and to organize into brigades 
‘and divisións the forces authorized by said act, 
< according to his discretion.’’ Each regiment au- | 
thorizes the State authorities to appoint. colonel | 
to its command; and where more than two regi- 

«ments are mustered into the service together, such i 
authority would be entitled to appoint a brigadier | 
general. This and the original bill is artfully de- | 
vised to supersede wholly the appointment of bri- | 
gadier generals by State authority, ‘Three: regi-- 
ments of volunteers are required of each one of | 
several States, anc among others of the State of | 


TH 


‘It secures to each State a control over its own 


Kentucky. As this force is all designed to act in 
the same war and against a single enemy, all the 
force required from a State ought to be mustered 
into the service at the same time and place, and į 
under such an arrangement Kentucky would be 
entitled to select-and appoint a brigadier general to 
command her militia. But I understand the pur- 
poses of the War Department to beto prevent this, 
by requiring the troops fram my State to rendez- | 
vous at different points, sothat a brigade command 
sha'l not be collected at one point. ‘In this sortof | 
detail they are to be thrown with the volunteers 
from other States; and then the President, in the 
exercise of the discretionary powers vested in him 
by this bill, declines to call into the service any |; 
general officer of the State of Kentucky, but throws 
a regiment from that State with one or more regi- 
ments from other States, and organizes them into |! 
brigades or divisions according to hisdiscretion, and 
then appoints a major general, or a brigadier gen- || 
eral, as provided for by the first section, to com- 
mand them. This would be juggling the States |! 
out of their right to officer their own militia, for 
the grades of brigadier and major general. 

But the fifth section pushes this infringement || 
upon this power and right of the States still fur- |] 
ther. It provides: f | 

That when volunteers or militia are called into the ser- 
vice of the United States in such numbers that the officers 
of the quartermaster, commissary, and medical departments, 
authorized by law, be not sufficient to provide for supplying, 
quartering, transporting, and furnishing them with the re- 
quisite medical attendance, it shall be lawful for the Presi- 
dent to appoint, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
as many additional officers of said departments as the ser- 
vice may require, not exceeding one quartermaster and one 
commissary for each brigade with the rank of major, and 
one assistant quartermaster with the rank of captain, one 
assistant commissary with the rank of captain, one surgeon 
and assistant surgeon, for each regiment.” 

Here are six classes of officers, each class neces- 
sarily to be numerous, some of them of a brigade |! 
and some of a regimental character, not only ap- |! 
pertaining but indispensably necessary to the or- 
ganization of this militia force which Congress has 


from theseveral States. The Constitution éxpressly 
provides that the appointment of these officers, of | 


| 
| 
authorized, and which the President has required 
i 
i 


all militia officers, ts reserved to the States; and i| 


this bill coolly proposes to take this power from 
the States and vest it in the President and the Sen- | 
ate. I know how vain a task it is to appeal to the | 
Constitution to stay this Democratic party in any | 
of its purposes. When the Constitution favors 
their ends they clamorously invoke it; when it 
stands in their way they contemn and trample it | 
under foot. 
militia, when a President of the United States calls 
them into service, is one of the rights of the States. || 


troops, and protects them against what would be 
the all-conquering military power of the President, |i 
when large bodies of the militia are called into the | 
service of the United States, and all its officers | 


But this power to officer their own |} 
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come to pitched battles. Our army has taken post 
on the western bank of the Rio Grande, and doubt- 
less before this has taken ‘possession of Matamo- 
ras, and driven the Mexicans into the interior. 
They are divided: into antagonist factions, headed 
by military leaders, and have no permanency or 
repose. They have no revenue resources; no sys- 
tem of government; no security/of person or prop- 
erty; no great industrial interest; and are ina state 
of social disorganization. It would excite surprise 
in no person to learn to-morrow of. the overthrow 
of the government of Paredes; and with that event 
this war would terminate. Before it, there might 


| be some skirmishing and partisan operations, but 


even now the war has been substantially brought 
to a close by the victories of General Taylor. The 
idea of constituting two major generals and four 
brigadier generals for this war is ridiculous. This 


| is the probability of existing things; if it be differ- 


ent, it is against reason and events, so far as we are 
informed. There is not the least arate neces- 
sity to us for this measure; and as Congress will 
be in session some six or eight weeks yet, and 
long before its adjournment will know certainly the 
course which the Mexican war will take, why act 
now upon a conjecture of it, when delay can pro- 
duce no possible mischief. We may learn, in the 
meantime, as I do not doubt-we. will, that there is 
not even a seeming necessity for these six addi- 
tional generals, their aids, &c.; certainly, if we 
authorizé them, we will soon know that it is easier 
to make than to unmake generals. 

Mr. Chairman, at the close of the last war we 
had sixty-five thousand troops and but twenty-five 
generals, and our armies were then employed on 
many and distant frontiers, from Nova Scotia to 
New Orleans. Now, when the present establish- 
ment is filled up, there will be, exclusive of the 
militia, which the States have the right to officer, 
but about fifteen thousand men. We have twelve 
generals and a great redundance of officers of a 
lower grade. Our reduced peace establishment 
was founded upon the principle of having it full 
officered, and about a half supply of privates; so 
that when it: become everea to increase the 
army, this might be done by filling up the rank 
and file without any addition of officers. The 
principle is wise and right. An enlargement of 
the army has been made upon it, and all that is 
necessary now is, to let it alone, and it will work 
well, : 
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defeats of her army, when the odds were so much f 
i 
i 


again take the field with a large body of men, and 


| apility 


he is both high enough in rank and able enough in 
and experience for them. But his fame is 
y too overshadowing, and he is thought to 
cherish an ambition in conflict with Mr. Polk’s, 
and it will not do to afford him opportunities still 
further to increase it. Then why not let Taylor— 
“old Rough and Ready’’—himself manage the 


But here arises the objection that he, being but 
a colonel, would be superseded by militia generals. 
This is buta pretext. He has been for some years 
a brigadier general by brevet, and has within a 


i 
| 


t 
ł 
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few days been breveted a major general. Many | 
of the highest officers of the army maintain that 
the brevet rank gives an officer a corresponding | 
rank and command. It does the pay, and why 
not the authority of that grade by ordinary com- 
mission? I am no military man, but I have under- 
stood that this principle has often been recognised 
in the American army, and prevailed throughout 
the Florida war. I have understood that Colonel 
Twiggs was the senior colonel over General 
Worth, but the latter, being a brigadier general by 
brevet, commanded the former in the Seminole 
war. The change of this rule by President Polk 
is understood to have been the reason why General 
Worth recently tendered his resignation. Now, 
Mr. Polk has only to re-establish a principle politic 
and just in itself, and which he found: in practical | 
operation when he came into office, and it puts an 
end to the notion that Taylor could be superseded 
in command by any brigadier general of State | 
militia. f 
It is my wish, Mr. Chairman, that General Tay- | 
for should have the chief command in carrying on l 
this war until it is brought to a close, He has thus K 
if 

| 

| 

| 

į 

| 


far had the charge of it, and whether he be called 
major general, brigadier general, or simply colonel 
he has given glorious proof that he is fully compe 
tent to the business. He has been schooled and | 
qualified for this Mexican war by his hardy and 
gallant services in Florida. He has won an im- 
mortal name for himself, and renown for his army 
and country, by two of the most brilliant victories 
ever achieved by our arms. All tongues are now 
shouting his praises, even this Polk Administra- 
tion and its mouth-piece, yeleped “ the organ;” 
but it has been but a few short days since they 
were piping to a different tune. Let us examine 
this point a little. ‘The Mexicans had kept very | 
still on the Rio Grande until late in April; and on | 
the 24th of that month General Arista assumed the | 
chief command at Matamoras, bringing with him 
a large reinforcement. A few days before, Licu- 
tenant Porter had been sent upon a scout, and, en- 
gaging a party of Mexicans, he and two of his 
men had fallen, On the 24th, Captain ‘Thornton | 
was despatched upon a reeonnoisance by General |: 
Taylor, with a command of sixty-three men, 
and they were encountered by a body of Mexi- 
cans, and were all killed or captured. “This news 
was brought to this city about the 8th of May; 
also, that the Mexicans had crossed the river in 
sreat force, and had divided, one division having 

esieged the fortified camp of General Taylor, snd 
the other having moved against his depot at Point 
Isabel. Great apprehensions were entertained for 
both positions; many here were predicting their |) 
fall, and I am informed thata member of the Cabinet if 
was recounting the despatches which invested |! 
General Taylor with discretionary powers to call 
upon the Governors of the neighboring States fur | 
militia reinforeements, and was voci ferously con- 
demning and damning him, im anticipation of hi 
defeat, for not having thus secured himself. On| 
the 9th of May “ the organ” took a position, in| 
an article which bore the stamp of being official, as i 
it gave the effect of the despatches to him from the |! 
War Department, to sacrifice him and save the 
Administration, if his army should be captured or 
defeated by the Mexicans.” Mr. Polk, thus speak- | 
ing through the Union, after setting forth the situa- 
tion of General Taylor and his army, says: 

“Ft should be understood that General Taylor has heen, 
for several months, authorized to call for any auxiliary 
forees from Texas, Lonisiana, and some other of the south- 
western States—in fuct for such reinforeements as he might 
desm it necessary to possess, But, like a gallant officer, 
believing his force adequate to meet any cnemy which might 
present itself, and to overcome every danger, he omirted to 
exercise the authority with whieh be has been entrusted. 
His sense of security has overcome every other considera 
tion, and he has not mide his call to secure himself against al 
contingencies. ”? i 

Here is an official charge, made on the 9th of 
May, against General Taylor, that he had not ap 
prehended his true position, but had made a mis- 
take, for the want of a clear military judgment, in 
not calling on the Governors of the neighboring 
States, and, by reason of his own blunder, his position 
had become insecure. A grave charge, truly, against | 
a military commander, in such a position, to be 
thus made by the President of the Uniied State 
through the medium of his organ; and, if true, i 
demonstrated the General to be unfit for the trast. 
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though covered up by the artifice of a cold and 
selfish politician. After presenting the condition 
of things upon the Rio Grande, he proceeds: 

& Anticipating the possibility of a crisis like that which 
arrived, instructions were given in August last, as a precau- 
tionary measure against invasion or threatened invasion, 
authorizing General ‘1 or, ifthe emergeney required, to 
j accept voluuteers, not from Texas only, but from the States 
of Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, and Ken- 
tneky; and corresponding letters were addressed to the fre- 
speetive Governors of those States. These instructions were 
repeated; and in Jannary last, soon after the incorporation 
of Texas into our union oF States, General Taylor was further 
authorized by the President to make a requisition upon the 
Executive of that State for such of its militia force as may 
be needed to repel invasion, or to secwre the country against 
apprehended invasion. On the 2d day of March, he was 
tgain reminded, in the event of the approach of any consid- 


|i erable Mexican foree, promptly and efficiently to use the 
: Authority with which he was clothed to call to him such 
| auxiliary foree as he might need,” ` 


The President communicates distinctly to Con- 


| gress the peril in which, by the last news, General 
| Taylor and his army were placed, and also.in de- 


tail the portions of four several despatches which 
he had caused to be sent to him, in which he was 
empowered to call for such reinforcements as any 


i dangers environing him might require. The Pres- 


ident’s purpose is transparent: he was saying to 
Congress and the country, in the event of Tavlor 
and his army falling, Tam not responsible. The 
General was four times, at considerable intervals, 
empowered to summon to his aid reinforcements: 
he n cted to do so: defeat and disgrace to the 
Ameriean arms are the consequences, and on his 
head, not mine, rests the accountability, and there 
be the punishment.” The fate of the gallant 
General was then all doubtful and perilous. An 


to the loftiness of his position, would have done 


i the General full justice; and, after giving the 


details before recounted, would have fairly stated 
the foree that had been placed under his com- 
mand, what had been promised him and been 
neglected to be furnished, and what he had re- 


‘quired in addition to the nambers actually in his | 


| camp. All this was necessary toa fair judgment 
upon the conduct of the General; and let us see 
whether the President was preparing to mislead 


b 
make a victim of Taylor and screen himself, if it 
became necessary. From the best information I 
can obtain, when the General left his camp to open 
his communication with Point Isabel, he left about 


fifteen hundred men, another seventeen hundred, 
and there were eighty soldiers, besides teumsters, 
who do not belong to the army, at Point Isabel. 
According to this computation, Taylors whole 
effectiveforce was twenty-two hundred and eighty. 
Now let us see how many had been promised him. 

In the despatch to General Taylor from the War 


; Department, dated 23d August, 1845, more than 


nine months since, he is informed : An order has 
‘been this day issued for sending one thousand 
‘more men into Texas to join those under your 
‘command. When the existing orders are carried 
‘into effect, you will have with you a force of four 
‘thousand men of the regular army.” 

In the despatch from the Adjutant General to 


him of 13th September, 1845, is this passage; ‘I 


| send herewith a copy of the estimated strength of 
' € the regular foree ordered to Texas, prepared early 


i (in the month for the Secretary of War and the | 


t Commanding General. The aggregate is 4,336, 
‘from which, as nee will see, some three hun- 
dred are deducted on account of the various casu- 


‘allies incident to the service, 
¢ 


‘ 


This reduction 
would make the army of occupation, when all 
the troops en route shall have arrived, about 
4,000.” Four thousand effective men of the 
regular force was what was promised to General 
‘Taylor to enable him to occupy and ward off dan- 
ger from Texas; we have seen he had less than 
twenty-three hundred when hostilities began. Let 
us see what he said about reinforcements. 

In his despatch to the Department, dated 20th 
August, 1845, he says: 

“J beg to call vour attention to the condition of the artil- 


‘ 


i Jery company serving in this army, in regard to the number 


of men soon to be discharged 
tbeir places as early in the 
official report of Lie 


s find the necessity of supplying 
autumn as practicable. Frorn an 
utenant Bragg, it appears that twelve 
neged by the end of November—-there be- 


i ing now fifty eulisted men in the company: There will 


| thus, at the end of November, be fourteen vacancies in the 


i 
i | company, unless some reinlistments should reduce the num- 


ber, upon which we cannot reckon with any degree of eer- 


upright, brave, and magnanimous President, rising | 


withholding it, and thus to | 


ive hundred men in his fortified camp opposite | 
i Matamoras. One account says he took with him 


| 
| 


with. four pieces 
s : ; to complete whith number; should 
the General-in-Chief see fit to add a detachment to the coni- 
pany for this service, twenty-two recruits Will be réquired>” 

«The great importance of keeping this small force ‘in arr 
efficient condition, will excase me for urging the necessity 
of sending out good recruits to the company. as sooni as the 
advaneed season will ‘render it cafe to ‘pass. through New 


Orleans.?? > 4 x 

«The field battery, much to my regret, has not yet arrived. 
Leould get no guns of suitable ‘calibre from thé St. Mary’s 
sloop of war; but have. procured three pices, indifferently 
equipped, and a small supply of annaunition, trom the citi- 
zens of the place.” pier: Š : 

On. the 15th October Jast, in his-despatch tothe’ 
Department, he says: ~ ; 

“ Three hundred recruits are now wanted in the regiments 
and detachments here; which number, I. can hardly doubt, 
will bë increased to nearly five hundred: by the close ‘of the 
year. I hope-mrasures may be taken to supply the requisite 
number of recruits, Or as many as ean be spared from the 
depi.” x | į 

In his despatch of November 19, he informs the 
Department that he will discharge.a few companies 
of Texan rangers which he had taken into ser- 
vice, except one to be retained for guides, at the 
end of the year, when their time would expire. 
And then he adds: * It will then become necessary 
to strengthen the regular force on the frontier,” &c. 
In his letter of the 29th March, 1846, from his 
camp opposite Matamoras, he says: . 

& The attitude of the Mexicans is so far decidedly hostile, 
An interview has been heli, by my direction, with the mili- 
tary authorities in Matamoras, but with no ‘satisfactory re~ 
sult.?? A 

“ Under this state of things, I must again and urgently 
call your attention to the necessity of speedily sending recruits 
to this army.” š 

«The militia of Texas are so remote from the border * * 
that we cannot depend upon their aid.” ~ 


On the 8th April last, the Adjutant General 
wrote from this city to General Taylor, at his post. 


tainty. To render a company efficient, 
sixty men are required 


two thousand miles distant: : 

“ All the disposable recruits for the general service, fronr 
New York, and Newport, Kentucky, are en route for your 
army, which yon will please to assign on their arrival to such 
regiments and companies as you may judge best. I regret - 
to say that the number will but little exceed two hundred—- 
to which one Jinndred may be added at New. Orleans, from 
the regimental depdts—in all over three hundred men,"? 

On the 23d April last; General Taylor acknow- 
edges the arrival of fifty-six recruits, and these 
were all that he had received previous to his two 
severe and memorable battles, and afe included in 
the estimate of his strength. .He had ‘been pro- . 
mised by the Executive four thousand regulars— 
effective troops. From the 20th of August, 1845, 
up to the 29th of March last, in many despatches 
besides those from which I have quoted, he was urg- 
ing from time to time upon the Department to send 
him recruits; that he could not re y upon the mili- 
tia of Texas, from their remoteness, &c... This 
opinion was well-founded; for when the storm 
burst upon him, he made immediate requisition 
upon Texas, but received no succors until the dan- 
ger had passed. He understood his position, and 
the nature of the foree that was necessary: it was 
regular recruits; and these he wasin vain demand- 
ing through seven montlis. 

The President. well understood that. four thou- 
sand effective regular troops were necessary to ena- 
ble him to exeeute the service upon which he was 
sent; yet he is furnished with but little more-than 
half that. number. -I -have seen. from: the papers 
that the besieged army-in the fort. was without. « 
supply of shells to return the fire of the Mexicans. 
from Matamoyras, but that they were expected by 
ship in a few days. -With the great. odds against 
General Taylor, he might have lost the day with- 
out any want of courage. or skill onthe part of 
himself’ or his little army. If this lamentable ca- 
tastrophe had befallen, who would have been justly 
responsible? The Administration, which had 
again and again promised him four thousand effect- 
ive men, and left him with twenty-three hundred, 
or he? The difference would have secured him 
against every peril, and freed the country of all 
| apprehensions for him. - No, sir, the glory won b 
himself and his heroic army is not due to the vigi- 
lance and attention of this Administration, to. the 
ample supplies of men and munitions which. it 
promised, but did not furnish; but to his experi- 
ence and ability as acommander; to his cool head 
and stout heart; to the effective discipline. and 
science upon which he had formed. his. army; to 
the enthusiasm and confidence with. which hẹ in- 
spired it; to the unconquered and unconquerable 
souls of him and his soldiery. ey 

The Administration now. loads him with. its 


praises and. honors, but he owes neither his.safety 
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nor fame to it, but to his own good and trusty 
sword. The friends of the President say that this 
bill is intended to secure him in the chief command 
in the future prosecution of this war. I for one am 
unwilling to-entrast this rough, but heroic soldier 
to the discretion of a President who so deliberately 
and coldly prepared to sacrifice him upon acontin- | 
gency. General Taylor. has won: for himself a 
place equally above the ambitious schemes or the | 
selfish show of magnanimity of Mr. Polk; and 
there let him repose on his own fresh laurels. He 
wants no commission of a major general from Mr. 
Polk to add to their greenness or endurance. He 
is entitled to command in this war, and this right 
is vindicated-by his two signal victories, and the | 
deathless fame which they have given him. If the 
single object of Mr. Polk is to do him justice, let 
him recognise the authority which his brevet com- 
mission of major general of right gives him. If he 
desires a major general with a regular commission 
to bear the standard of our country in this Mexican 
war, let him look to the hero of Lundy’s Lane. 

Mr. HENLEY obtained the floor, and yielded, 
at request, to 

Mr. BOYD, who proposed an amendment to the 
first section, to add after the words ‘ brigadier gen- 
eral,” the words “to continue in service so long 
‘only as their services shall be required in connex-~ 
‘ion with the militia and volunteers.” 

Mr. HENLEY had not risen to make a speech. 
He was so utterly and entirely disgusted with the 
whole system of speech-making, as it prevailed in | 
the House of Representatives, that he thought he 
never should make another speech here. But he 
intended to make a few remarks—they might be 
called by whatever name gentlemen chose. 

He was in favor of striking out, and he intended | 
to move, if no one else did, to strike out all after | 
the first section. While he agreed with the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky as to some of his views as to || 
the propriety of enacting this clause of the bill, he | 
must be permitted to explain his position, that, 
while he voted with the gentleman, he could not | 
agree with him in one of the reasons which he had | 
presented to the committce. He could sce no ne- | 
cessity for appointing any more major generals, or |! 
brigadier generals, in addition to those we now || 
have. It had already been seen and proven that we || 
have enough officers to command our troops; and |; 
if we have not cnough, these voluntecrs who had |} 
been called into service will furnish the remaining | 
number necessary. If you appoint these officers || 
and place them in the regular army, you never will | 
be able to get rid of them. He wanted to know | 
of the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, or of any other gentleman, if. he believed it 
necessary or desirable to make the proposed addi- 
tion a permanent establishment?—if, in time of | 
peace, two major generals were necessary in addi- | 
tion to the one we already have? In time of peace | 
we have one major general, and that is one more | 


i 
il 


| 
| 
i 


| found fault. 


| Mexicans attacked our. troops sooner than was 


; up to the time of the fight, that there was no ex- 


| troops were neede 


than we need. It is now proposed to give him 
two assistants. For what? T'o enable him to do 
nothing ! 

But he would not dwell upon this. His only į! 
object was to say he was opposed to increasing the ; 
oficers of our army. He saw no necessity for it, | 
except for the time of the war. ‘There was no | 


necessity for it, because we have already officers | 
in the army, if not of so high a grade, at least of | 
as much gallantry and as much skill, and who |! 


l 


were abundantly competent to perform the duties 
which would be performed by the officers sought 
to be appointed. Therefore, in this little war— 
which he agreed with the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky [Mr. Davis] in saying he believed almost 
at an end now; but if it was not, he could see no 
necessity for this increase of officers—in this little | 
war, he was utterly opposed to this creation of 
new offices which were entirely unnecessary. 

He was utterly ata loss for the motive which 
the gentleman from Kentucky had in attacking the 
President of the United States now. Ele seemed 
dissatisfied with the President, and for what? 
Why because the President had done no wrong. 
He complains because the President has taken a 
position in which neither the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky nor anybody else can successfully assail 
him; that he has said he has vested General Tay- 
lor with ample power of calling for such officers as 
he may need—for calling upon the neighboring 
States for troops. This was the only charge which 
the gentleman made against him. ; , 

Mr. DAVIS was understood to explain that it 4} 


i leman from Kentucky in thus coming forward 
i| gratuitously to attack, the President? he Pres- 


| eral. 


was because the President had not sent on the 
troops to General ‘Taylor, as he agreed to, that he 
Pi 


Mr. HENLEY, (resuming.) What kind of a |: 
case does the gentleman make of it; then? . Why, 
that the President informed General ‘Taylor that 
-he would send certain troops, and that the battle 
came on near the Rio Grande, betwecn Matamoras |; 


therefore the President is to blame! Because the 
battle came on sooner than General Taylor or the 
President anticipated, or because there was some 
delay in our troops getting there, or because the 


pe vided for, therefore the President was to blame! 
Hė should not have expected even the gentleman 
from Kentucky to have placed his opposition to 
the President on such a flimsy pretext.. A man 


; who was exceedingly jealous against his wile j 


could not find so ridiculous a pretext for accusa- 
tion—all the ingenuity which jealousy could devise 
could not get up a more flimsy one. He was a 
party man; and when he assailed his opponents, 
it was with all the force he could make use of, but 


he hoped he should never attempt to assail a polit- į; 


ical adversary without some plausible pretext. j 
Did not the gentleman know that news came here 


pectation of a fight, and that Colonel Worth 
returned from the army the day before? Who 
Colonel Worth was he knew not; perhaps he was 
as brave a man as General Taylor.. But he re- 
turned immediately from the seat of war, and 
reported there was no danger. In the face of all 


this, however, the President was sending on his |! 


troops. Imagine, then, that Colonel Worth had 
been right, and that there had been no danger: 
what would the gentleman from Kentucky have 
said? Would he not have got up and told them | 
how recklessly the President had expended the | 
money of the people; in sending troops when no 

d, when there was no battle, no | 
danger, and when Colonel Worth had told us so? | 
But still he sent his troops into a foreign territory, 
at a vast expense, and involved us in war witha 
foreign Government! Such language would have 
been more reasonable, it would have more propri- 
ey, and a great deal more decency in it, than that 
which the geneman from Kentucky bas made use 
of to-day. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF requested the floor, but 
Mr. H. declined to yield. 

In relation to the speech of his friend from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. H. continued, ) he did not wish to make 
any remarks which could be considered inany way 
personally offensive—he meant no such thing. He 
knew there were many gentlemen in the habit of 
rapping very hard over the knuckles—of assailing | 


the President and his adherents on every occasion |; 


they could find; but he must be permitted to say | 
that he was not able to see a point in the gentle- 
man’s speech—a single possibility of motive. The 
speech was entirely above or entirely below his 
comprehension; he could not unravel it. 


The gentleman scemed jealous that some of the |} 


honors of General Taylor would be taken from him | 
and used to encircle the brow of the President. | 
Had anybody attempted to snatch from him any 
of the honors he had su nobly won? or to give to 
the President the credit of that gallant General’s 
victory? No man had chosen to do so. Had General 
Taylor chosen the gentleman from Kentucky to 
vindicate him before the country, and to protect 
his honor? It was no such thing. General Tay- 
lor needed no such thing; his integrity, his courage, 
his patriotisni—all had nobly vindicated them- 
selves. Until such attempt had been made, where 
then, he asked again, was the motive of the gen- 


ident, he said, had stepped forward and given Gen- 
cral Taylor the appointment of Brevet Major Gen- 
hat more could he have done? Congress 
also had passed a vote of thanks to him and his | 
gallant army. 
He thought there was no need of attempting to | 
getup a jehlousy between these two great mien. 
General ‘Taylor had done something which, ready 
as the gentleman was. to defend him, he thought 
would not be very agreeable to the spleen of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. He had named the fort 
at Point Isabel, Fort Polk, in honor of the Chief 
Magisttate of the nation. This wasa mutual com- 


i 


and Point Isabel, before those troops arrived; and: || 


‘Why should the gentleman 


and General Taylor. c 
‘ these relations between these 


attempt to interrupt 
two gentlemen? f À 

He would only add, in conclusion, that the gen- 
tleman’s speech would have been en tirely complete 
for a speech of such character, if he had closed it 
with one of Horace Greeley’s commentaries on 
the horrors of war. 

_ Mr. BURT move 
: a view (he said) of moving’ 
‘ resolution adopted this mo 
' the time for debate. 
| ‘The question being tak 
: firmative, 
| The committee rose and reported. 
| Mr. BURT moved a reconsideration of the vote 
i by. which the special order had been postponed 
| until two o’clock this day. 

The vote was reconsidered. 

And, on motion of Mr. BURT, the further con- 
sideration of the said special order was postponed 
to Thursday next. $ 
| On motion of Mr. BURT, the vote by which the 
` resolution closing debate on the bill had been adopt- 
ed, wasreconsidered, ; 

And the question again recurring on the adop- 
tion of the resolution— 

Mr. BURT moved so to amend it as that all de- 
bate should cease on Wednesday at three o’clock. 

Mr. COBB moved to amend the amendment by 
_ striking out ‘Wednesday at three o'clock,” and 
' inserting “five o'clock this evening,” 
| Mr. RATHBUN moved that the resolution and 
' amendment be laid on the table. 
| Which motion—by ayes 69, noes 75—was re- 
i jected. . , 
|> The question recurring, and being taken on the 
; amendment of Mr. Cons, it was rejected. 

i Mr, BURT now modified his amendment so as 
‘ to close the debate at two (instead of three). o’clock 
; to-morrow. 

The amendment was agreed to. And, as thus 
amended, the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the House 
again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
i on the state of the Union, (Mr. Trssarrs, of Ken- 
i tueky, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
; of the said bill. 
| Mr. HARALSON said it was not his object to 
| follow the example of the gentleman from Ken- 

tucky, [Mr. Ganrerr Davis,] and go into a party 
speech; but to explain the' provisions of the bill, 
| and some of the considerations which have influ- 
i enced the Committee on Military Affairs in report- 
ing it. It was, however, worthy of remark, that 
it was a little strange that the prolongation of the 
debate on this question should have been advocated 
by the ventleman from Kentucky, who had taken 
; upon himself to consume a large portion of the 
' time allotted to the discussion, in making what 
might be emphatically termed a party speech for 
Buncombe, and in arraigning the Administration, 
| which Mr. H. believed, in this: instance, had dis- 
charged its duty, as had also the gentleman com- 
manding on the Rio Grande. It wasa little strange 
that those gentlemen, who, when the bill recog- 
| nising the existence of the war with Mexico, and 
| providing the means for its prosecution, was before 
| this House, declared that there was no war, should 
| be complaining before the country that sufficient 
| forces were not sent to the aid of General Taylor 
while in Texas; when, according to their own ac- 
count, there was no necessity for them. Who 
could best know the wants of the service—the 


d that the committee rise, with 
vinga reconsideration of the 
ming, soas to lengthen 


en and decided. in the af- 
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i President of the United States, the Secretary of 


War, or the general in command, who could look 
| over the whole field of operations, who was, per- 
haps, informed of the movements of the enemy, 
who knew his own strength, and felt suficiente 
strong to stand up against any forces opposed to 
him? It wasa matter of no just complaint either 
against ihe President of the United States or the 
general in command.. Instead of this, the sequel 
of the whole affair had resulted in the highest com- 
pliment to both. Authority was given, (and it 
seemed to be made a cause of complaint not only 
that authority was given, but that the troops were 
not sent before he made the call for them.) About 
four thousand regular troops had been placed un- 
der his command, and Aakori given him to in- 
crease them still further, by requisitions from the 
southwestern States, if deemed necessary by him. 


pliment between the President of the United States 


What ground, then, of blame was there against 
the Administration ? 
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General Taylor—to his credit be it said—knew | 
his business; Knew the strength of his own army jj 
and of his adversary; and it was the highest com- |; 
pliment which could be paid to him, that he was | 
not thrown from his equanimity by the reports | 
which were brought to him of the increase of the 
enemy, and that he did not put the Government to 
the expense of raising more forces, but felt himself, 
as the result has proved, adequate to meet any 
force which was likely to be brought against him. 
Had these forces been sent, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky argued they should have been, would | 
not the gentleman, and those who aci with him, 
have been equally ready to make it a matter of com- | 
nlaint, and would they not have said that the Pres- 
ident was sending a large army, at a great expense, 
beyond the Nueces, and invading the territory of | 
Mexico, when General Taylor had asked no aid? 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF (Mr. H. yielding the 
floor) wished to set the House and the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] right as to the mat- 
ter of fuct. The gentleman from Kentucky com- 
plained that the President of the United States had f 
promised General Taylor to place under his com- | 
mand four thousand men, and that that number 
was not furnished him. Now Mr. B. had in his 
hand the returns of Major General Winfield Scott, 
made to the President, and through the President 
to Congress, at the commencement of the present 
session, of the number of men in the army of oc- 
cupation, Mr. B. read from this the statement of | 
the aggregate force under the command of General | 
Taylor at four thousand and seventy-nine men. 

Further, while it was true that at the time of the |: 
two battles of the 8th and 9th General Taylor had 
under his command but about two thousand three |! 
hundred men in the field, it would also be recol- 
lected that five or six hundred men were in garri- 
son opposite Matamoras, four or five hundred men |i 
at Point Isabel, another detachment at San Anto- | 
nio, and probably others at other points, but all ij 
under the actual command of General Taylor, and |! 
constituting the army of occupation. So that the | 
gentleman’s facts fall to the ground. | 

Mr. DAVIS was understood to say that report | 
a based on the hypothesis that the army was 
full. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. It was stated by Gen- | 
eral Scott that the aggregate number is four thou- 
sand and seventy-nine. There was, however, in || 
another column, to be deducted absent one hun- | 
dred and uinety-eight only. ‘The number of troops 4 
required to fill up the companies was given at || 
three hundred and sixty-six, but that was not to | 
be deducted from the aggregate number of four 
thousand and seventy-nine. 

After some further conversation— 

Mr. HARALSON resumed. The only reliable in- 
formation on the subject is contained in the regular 
reports from the commander-in-chief’ ; but it was a | 
fact which mast be known to every military man, 
that if an army of (say) four thousand men, ten or | 
twelve per cent.——he thought in the army in Texas, 
some twelve or fourteen per cent.—were not pre- 
pared to do duty: so that he maght have ier 
four thousand men under his conunand, and yet, 
with the numbers at the camp opposite Matamo- 
rus, at Point Isabel, and unfit for duty, he might 
have had no more under his charge at the battle 
than the number reported. 

Mr. DAVIS made a further inquiry as to the | 
number under command of General ‘Taylor. | 

Mr. HARALSON replied, there was no official ii 


report which had been communicated either to the ii 
Committee on Military Affairs or to this House, i! 
so far as he knew, since the army had moved to 
Matamoras. It was impossible, therefore, to state 
precisely; but taking the reports sent up by the 
commander-in-chief, it was sufficient to say that 
we had the number specified by the gentleman from | 
Ohio, [Mr. Brinxeruorr,] not in the battles of ij 
the 8th and 9th, because it was necessary that num- 
bers of them should be statiohed opposite Matamo- |! 
ras, at Point Isabel, upon other duty, and to guard | 
and protect the supplies of the army. 

Bat it would be perceived by the document re- |} 
cently communicated to this House, that on the | 
6th August, in a letter from the Adjutant-General, | 
that officer says to General Taylor: f 


« Such auxiliary or volunteer force for Texas, when events, || 
not now revealed, may justify their employment, will be or- | 
ganized and mustered under your orders, and be received |; 
into the service of the United States when. actually required | 
in the field to repel invasion, actual or menaced, and not | 
before. In organizing these forces, you will of course follow | 


+ 22 


| emergency. 


| with a due regard to their swiety and preservation. 


| to co-operat 


the regulations prescribed in cases when detachments of mi- 
litia from the States and ‘Ferritories are called into the ser: 
vice of the United States. It should be understood. that, as 
yet, no provision exists by law for the payment of such forces, 
but appropriations for that purpose will doubtless be made 
by Congress. They will be furnished with rations while in 
actual service, as the other troops under your command. The 
amount and description of the force to be mustered into the 
service of the United States is lefi to your determination, 
and, of course, to be regulated by circumstances.” 


It was a compliment, he repeated, to General 


Taylor, that he did not feel it to-be necessary to. 


involve the country in the expense of calling upon 
Texas foradditional aid, ample authority for which 
was given him. : . 

But, from the letter from the War Department 
of August 23, 1845, it seemed that this power was 
extended, and he had authority not only to call 
upon Texas, but upon other adjoining States, for 
such forces as were deemed necessary by him. In 
that letter, the Secretary of War says: 

“ An order has been this day issued for sending one thou- 
sand more men into Texas to join those under your com- 
mand. When the existing orders are carried into effect, 
you willhave with you a force of four thousand men of the 
regular army. We are not enabled to judge what auxiliary 
force can, upon au emergency, be brought together from 
Texas, and as a precautionary n re, you are authorized 
to accept volun from the States of Louisiana and Ala- 
bama, and even from Mississippi, Tennessee, and Kentucky. 
Should Mexico declare war, or commence hostilities by 
crossing the Rio Grande with a considerable force, you are 
instructed to lose no time in giving information to the au- 
thorities of each or any of the abovementioned States as to 
the number of volunteers you may want from them respect- 
ively, Should you require troops from any of these States, 
it would be important to have them with the least possible 
delay, It is not doubted that at least two regiments from 
New Orleans and one trom Mobile could be obtained and 
expeditiously brought into the field. You will cause it to 
be known at these places what number and description of 
troops you desire to receive from: them in the contemplated 


prized that you ate authorized to receive volunteers from 
tuem, and you may calewate that they will promptly join 
you when it is made known that their services are required. 
Arms, ammunition, and camp eqnipage, for the auxiliary 


| troops that you. may require, will be sent forward, subject 


to your orders. You will so dispose ot’ them as to be most 
available, in case they should be needed, at the same time 

Orders 
ssued to the naval force on the Gull’ of Mexico 
e with you. You will, as fur as practicable, 
hold communication with the comiwauders of our national 
vessels in your vicinily, und avail yoursel of any assistance 
that can be derived frony their co-operation.”? 

But it was not Mr. H.’s object to make a party 
speech. He vindicated the Administration; he vin- 
dicated General Taylor; and he trusted there was 
no disposition anywhere to detract from his true 
merits, but rather to honor him for the gallant 
achievements of the 8th and 9th. His object was 
more particularly to discuss the bill under consid- 
eration, and fairly and candidly to present to the 
Efouse such reasons as had influcneed the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs in reporting it to the 
House. He did so with great deference to the 
views of gentlemen, especially after the action of 
the House upon some of the measures recommend- 
ed by that committee. Now, we did not know 
what plan might be adopted by the Administra- 
tion, for it was theirs to execute, while it is ours 
to give them the power and the means—we cantiot 
tell whether it is intended on their part to make a 
war of invasion or not, for they have not informed 
us; but if we intended to secure an effectual war- 


have been 


| fare, such as should sustain the honor of our army 


and bring it to a speedy termination, he trusted 
such arrangements would be made as were neces- 
sary to secure these great objects. Do you wish 


i the war to be conducted on the borders of the ene- 


my’s nation? Do you wish to take some ten, fif- 


: teen, twenty, thirty, or even sixty-five thousand 
| men to the verge of the Mexican country, and leave 


them there waiting for the Mexicans to march for- 


+ ward so as to give thern opportunity for a conflict? 
| If this be your plan, you have no use for major 
i generals, for brigadier generals, or for the forces 
you have authorized; but if it be your object to | 


carry on this war ina manner to redound to the 


|i credit and honor of our arms, and hasten it toa 


speedy and successful termination, and securea 
lasting peace, it becomes necessary that we have 


la force sufficient to bring them tọ terms even 


hrough an invasion of Mexico itsclf. If General 
Paredes keeps himself within the walls of Mexi- 
co, who can tell but it might be necessary—indeed, 
is it not probable, that it will become necessary to 
go into the interior of Mexico from Matamoras, at 


iè 


| some point on the coast further south, even at Vera 


Cruz, perhaps at Santa Fé, and other points? In 
that event it would be nécessary to have men of 
military skill to conduct the different detachments 


The authorities of these States will be ap- | 


| 
i 


{ 


of your army, and prepared’ to. discharge all the 
duties, and meet alf the contingencies: that might 
befall them. Much, therefore, would depend upon 
the character of the warfare which thé Government 
should determine to carry on. Let. us give them 
the proper means, and hold them responsible for 
the manner in which it is conducted. He trusted 
that it might. be brought to a speedy termination. 
In the war of 1813 and 1814, (Mt. H: proceed- 
ed to say,) 65,000 troops were at the disposal of 
the Government; and with this force we had, ac- 
cording to the Army Register of 1813, (which he 
had before him) six major generals and sixteen 
brigadier generals, besides two brevet, brigadier 
generals. And now it was complained that we 
were increasing our officers too largely, when two 
additional major generalsonly were asked, making 
three in all; and four brigadier generals, making, 
with the present establishment, six brigadier gene- 
rals in all by right, though it was true we had a 
few others by brevet. . i 
Again, it was said by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the object was to supersede the gallant 
Taylor. Mr. H. should feel himself unworthy of 
the station which he occupied. could ‘he consent to 
be the instrument of such a design. So far from 
it, the fact was that not even the gentleman him- 
self felt any greater disposition than he (Mr. H.Y 
did to honor him for what he had done for his 
country, The President had given every intima- 


tion of his pleasure and of his readiness not only: 
command of that army, let it be increased ever so 
much, to General Taylor; but how can he do it 
House to understand that he [Mr. Davis] was 
warring against the object which he wished to 
of the army—the only one we could have under 
the law as it now exists. The number. of troops 
other major generals; and if the whole force aú- 
thorized should be raised, and Mexico were to be 
different: points, as might be necessary, for the 
purpose of procuring supplies; if for nothing else, 
still more would be required. : l 
` General Taylor was now: on 
ton~ 

fact the campaign, every question about rank 
a major general. : 

Some conversation arose between Messrs. G: 
DAVIS, HARALSON, and BOYD, upon this 
point, involving also the question of the. rank 
the comparative rank of major generals of the mi- 
litia and brevet major generals of the regular army 
of this, $ : i 

Mr. HARALSON said the rule was, that the 
vet officers, either in the army or the militia’ But 
when the militia and the regular troops came ta- 
United States officers, and it was the same with 
brevet officers, eee ae 
chairman whether General Smith, of Louisiana, is © 
not a major general of the militia ‘of that State, 
command of the Louisiana troops, in that capacity; 
and if such be the case, whether he, (Smith,) as a 
rank Taylor, who is major general by brevet only? 
Now, sir, if this be so, then] trust my colleague, 


to honor him, but to give the complete and entire 
now? Mr. H. wished the gentleman and the 
attain, General Scott. was the only ao general 
now ordered to the field will require the aid of 
invaded by different divisions of the army from 
“NO ! ly a brevét. major 
eneral; but if it was intended that he shoul i 
should be settled by giving him the commission of 
which brevet officers take in command, and also 
when brought together in thearmy. In the course 
commissioned officer always takes rank above bre- 
gether, State officers of equal rank gave placé to 
Mr. BOYD said that he desired to inquire of thé 
and whether he has not gone to the Rio Grande in 
major general of militia. in commission, will not 
[Mr. Davis,] will go for the bill as the only means 


| of securing General Taylor the prominent command 


of the forces against Mexico. 

Mr. HARALSON (resuming) said he would 
not attempt to arrive at a conclusion upon a subject 
which had distracted the army for twenty years, 
and which, perhaps, was destined to distract itfor 
years to come, (He referred to an unsuccessful 


| attempt, two years ago, to settle it in this louse.) 
; But he proposed that the opportunity be given to 


the President, by our action, of settling the ques- 
tion so faras General Tayloris concerned: by giving 
hima full commission as major general of the United 
States; and that was one, among othet reasons; 
which had influenced him, (Mr. H.,)as a member 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, in reporting 
the bill now under. consideration, There were 
also other gallant officers under General Taylor he 
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should delight to honor with some of these com- 
missions. But there were otherreasons why this 
should be done. He had shown a very. great dis- 


parity between the number of officers in the army > 


of 1812 and now; and his only object was, to-have 
officers sufficient for the forces mustered into actual 
service. He had said that we would require the 
services of major generals. by commission from 
the differerit States; we should also require the 
services of brigadier generals, and it would be ac- 
tually necessary that -we should do so from those 
States from which we draw a greater force than a 
regiment. — 

But he wished to show to the House the actual 
necessity of the second section of the bill. Mr. 
H. said the second section of the bill authorized 
the President to organize the militia of the States 
into brigades and divisions; and he proceeded to 
explain the object of that provision. He had (he 
said) shown the necessity of the first and second 
sections of the bill, He would call the attention 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] to 
one point in the bill: a proposition was to be made, 
as he had understood, to limit. the term of the ap- 
pointments under this bill to the existence of the 
war with Mexico. He was willing that, when 
there should: be no further necessity for the ser- 
vices of the officers of the army, they should be 
disbanded; but he thought it improper to make the 
provision at this time, and in this bill. Officers 
holding commissions in the present service would 
not give them up, even to take a higher rank under 
this act, if, at the end of the war, they were to be 
disbanded. They would not like to exchange a 
permanent commission for one that was to termi- 
nate with the war. Ample provision could be 
made on this subject when the time should come. 
Those who had most distinguished themselves in 
the service could be retained in it, but it would be 
premature now to provide that the commissions of 
all should expire when the war wasended. It might 
prevent us from having the services of many valu- 
able officers at the present time. 

In that view of the subject, he hoped that all 
provisions of this sort would be left to those who 
come after us in these seats. He had designed to 
give reasons in support of the different sections of 
the bill in the order in which they come;. but it 
would perhaps be an unnecessary consumption of 
time. The several amendments oflered by the 
committee would be well considered before they 
were rejected. 

He would explain, that it was not by any méans 
the object of this bill to supersede General Taylor, 
but, on the contrary, he hoped that the President 
would put him at the head of any. war that should 
be carried on in Mexico, and enable him to com- 
plete what he had so gloriously commenced. 

Mr. H: went on. to. explain that we could not 
have an army of 20,000 men in the field without 
four majorgenerals. They would constitute four 
divisions, of four or five thousand men each, and 
each would require'a major general to command 
them, with twice that number of brigadier gene- 
rals. Without such an arrangement, orders could 
not be communicated with sufficient promptness 
between the différent wings of the army. He did 
not advocate the bill because it increased the num- 
ber of epauletted gentlemen, but because it gave 
efficiency to the service. In organizing the State 
militia some difficulty was found from the fact that 
State laws differed from the United States laws. 
One object of the bill was to enable the President 
to fix the number of the companies, and officer 
them according to the laws prescribed by the States, 
as far as it could be done. He had no such object 
in view as that to which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Davis] bad alluded. He trusted that 
no one had any such object. His desire was to 
give greater efficiency to the service, and no one 
would be more ready than. himself to cut off all 
unnecessary expenses, k 

Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL took the floor; 
but yielded for a moment to : 

Mr. A. JOHNSON, who offered an amendment, 
to be considered when in order. - 

Mr. BOYD modified an amendment of which he 
had previously given notice. 

Mr. E. H. EWING gave notice of an amend- 
ment which he would offer when in order. 

Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL thought, he 
said, that the preparations proposed were greatér 
than the oceasion required. The occasion bore no 

omparison with the exigency of 1812, which had 


had indulged in such feelings as he had done to-day. | discretion? Some gentleman near him had said 


—s 


been brought into view. Then the army was di- | 
vided into various expeditions, but we should not 
attack Mexico probably in more than one or two 
points. Now, what number of general officers | 
would be necessary to prosecute the war with vi- |; 
gor and success? We should be very careful not | 
to increase the expenses of the military establish- || 
ment unnecessarily. 

He was willing to trust General Taylor with the. 
command in Mexico, for he was perfectly. well 
convinced that he had the head, and the heart, and 
the experience which qualified him for the expedi- 
tion. He wished to put him in such a position 
that he could not be superseded in the command. 
It would be a burning shame to permit him to be 
superseded after his late glorious victories. There ! 
were several officers of the army who could take 
precedence of him. ~ He had understood that Gen- 
eral Wool was of this number, and that he might į 
supersede General Taylor in command. He would | 
like to see the bill so modified as to add one major | 
general to the army, and to provide that General |! 
‘Taylor should be the one appointed. He believed 
that it was unfortunate for the country that, at the 
commencement of the Government we had started 
with the idea of appointing military officers for life, 
and it was inconsistent with the general character 
of our institutions. It was well known to every 
one that men long in service lost all vigor of ac- | 
tion, and became physically incapacitated for effi- 
cient service, and could not be entrusted with the | 
maintenance of the honor and glory of their coun- 
try. É 
Ne might be necessary (said Mr. McD.) to add | 
one or two brigadier generals. He was, however, | 
of the opinion that the war would be soon at an į 
end. In three months there would probably be a | 
change of government in Mexico, and propositions || 
would then be made by her to receive a Minister, | 
lf so, the war would be at an end. i 


He would be ; 
willing to vote for one major general, and for two, | 
or perhaps three, brigadier generals, but no more. | 
The second section of the bill he did not exacuy | 
like, for it seemed to strike at the officers under | 
State authoritics. When two regiments were called | 
out, the brigadier of the State had a right to com- 
mand; and this bill seemed to put it in the power | 
of the President to take from the States this con- 
stitutional right. | 

Mr. McD. read the second section, and ex- | 
pressed the opinion that its provisions were too 
general, and required modification. Why should 
this section give the President the power to ap- 
point officers for the brigades? He would not ob- 
ject to the section, if it was confined to cases where 
the President drew companies of militia from sev- |} 
eral different States. 

Mr. BURT here explained, that the section did 
not interfere at all with the rights of the States to 
organize their militia. When one regiment was 
called from one State, and the other regiment of | 
the brigade from another State, either of the States | 
would have the right to appoint the brigadier 
general; and therefore the President was autho- 
rized to appoint a brigadier general from the offi- 
cers commissioned by either of the States. So 
in other cases. When a division was called out, | 
composed of militia from several States, the Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the major general 
by selecting one of the commissioned officers of 
the States. i 

Mr. MeDOWELL replied, that if that was the | 
object of the section, he hoped that some one of | 
the committee would ofler an amendment, to render : 


discretionary power to interfere with State laws, 

Mr. HARALSON here explained, that there i 
was no conflict between the provisions of the bill | 
and the State laws. The President was the com- 
mander-in-chief of the militia, but the States had || 
the right to organize the militia. The object of || 
the bill was merely to give the President the power || 
to appoint an officer already in commission to com- 
mand, when the force was drawn perhaps from 
four different States. 

Mr. McDOWELL (resuming) said that he should 
be pleased if the bill could be so modified as to ren- 
der it unobjectionable to him, for he was anxious 
to increase the efficiency of the army. He regret- 
ted that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] 


for the defence of the country, and every tongue 
should speak in'such terms as would give confi- 
dence to the efforts of the country. He would not 
cast any censure on the President of the United 
States, even if he supposed that he had committed 
an error. He thought it bad taste and bad policy 
to endeavor to'stir up those old party feelings which 
had so long agitated the country. We ought all 
of us to agree upon the measures re uisite for the 
protection of the common interest, ana we ought all 
to join in the commendation of our gallant ‘little 
army. He could find no fault with the President’s 
management of the affair. It seemed to him that 
che had conducted it very prudently. He certainly 
did not know that any attack was to be made by 
the Mexicans upon our army, and he had given 
General Taylor discretionary power to call for 
such force as would enable him to sustain his po- 
sition. General Taylor was constantly in com- 
munication with the department, and he never 
advised it that any attack would be made. In fact 
he knew nothing of the attack until it was made. 
If the gentleman’s charge was true against the 
President, it also applied with greater force to Gen- 
eral Taylor, for he was clothed with powers to call 
out an adequate force for the emergency. Why 
should the President have called for volunteers, 
when he had left it to the discretion of General Tay- 
lor to call for them, if they should be wanted? But 
General Taylor was sensible of his own strength. 
He was sensible of the efficiency and bravery of 
his little force. Had the case been different—had 
General Taylor been in possession of a superior 
force—his laurels would not now be so fresh. The 
Mexicans had the advantage of position and num- 
bers, and a complete knowledge of the ground; 
and General Taylor had to meet them without even 
a breastwork for his protection from their artil- 
lery. j 

The assault which had been made upon the Pres- 
ident was, he thought, in bad taste. It was not 
necessary for him to defend. the President, for the 
paygiotism of the country would unite in approba- 
tion of his acts. 

Mr. CARROLL said that the exigencies of 
the country, and the disposition he felt to pro- 
vide for them, would induce him to make some re- 
marks on this bill without preparation. He did 
not know that he would vote for the bill as it stood. 
But if it should be so amended as to confine the se- 
lection of officers to the line of the army he would 
support it. He complimented the skill and gal- 
lantry of the present officers of the army, and in- 
sisted that they were fully adequate to services: 
which would be required, and that the only difii- 
culty would be in making a selection from so many 
officers of high merit. The opportunity now af- 
forded to bestow a word of approval on these offi- 
cers ought not to be neglected. He had cordially 
united in the vote of thanks to the gallant Taylor, 
and all the officers and soldiers under his command. 
They all went into the conflicts of the 8th and 9th 
with a determination to conquer or die. These 
officers had been denounced as unfit for command 
because they had been educated at the Militar 
Academy. But the fact was that 200 out of 262 of 
those officers were educated at West Point, and 
had borne testimony to the science and discipline 
which were acquired in that school. After this 
brilliant proof of the utility of that school, he trusted 
that it would be universally admitted that educa- 
tton was necessary for an officer as well as for any 
other profession. These officers were perfectly 
able to officer the whole force now to be raised. 

So far as the object was to appoint General Tay- 
lor a major general, he would heartily unite in it. 
But who was the other major general to be ap- 
pointed? The honorable chairman. had told us 
that General Taylor, now a colonel in the line, 
would be one. Who was to be- the other? - 

Mr. HARALSON explained that he did not 
know upon whom either of the appointments were 
to be conferred. He had said he hoped that Gen- 
eral Taylor would be one. 

Mr. CARROLL went on to argue, from what 
had taken place, that the officers would be taken, 
not from the army, but from politicians. 

This House had provided that the officers of the 
new mounted rifle regiment should be taken from 
the line of the army. It was defeated by a small 
majority in the Senate. But who were appointed 
as the officers? How did the President exercise hig 


In such a moment as thisevery arm should be lifted | 


that he appointed Whigs, because the son of Mr. 
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country have been gratified, if he had taken the offi- 
cers from the gallant corps of officers who had so 
gallantly fought the late battles. The State of | 
New York, which would furnish so large a por- ji 
tion of the force to be raised, would rejoice to put | 
her troops under the command of a Scott, a Wool, | 
a Worth, instead of putting them under inexperi- 
enced officers. We might rely upon it, that the | 
cpaulettes once put on would never be taken off, 
We ought to desire to take them off. The incen- 
tive of promotion had loag been wanting in our 
army; and now that an opportunity was afforded 
for promotion, these gallant men were thrown 
aside, and we looked about among politicians for 
officers to command. 

He presumed that, if the amendment prevailed |} 
for limiting the service of officers to the end of the |! 
war, the number of major generals would be re- |! 
duced to one, and brigadiers to two. He would l 
vote for the bill if the officers were to be taken from | 
the line of the army. Though opposed to the ad- 
mission of Texas into the Union, he would go as 
far as any one to defend her, now that she wasa i 
State. He had voted for all the supplies for the | 
war, and he did, like some, attribute the whole 
blame of the war upon this Government; but he | 
trusted that the first opportunity would be taken | 
to restore peace in an honorable manner. | 

Mr. CARROLL offered an amendment to the | 
bill, to be considered when in order. | 

Mr, W. HUNT had listened (he said) to the | 
remarks of the gentleman at the head of the Mili- 
tury Committee, but he was not convinced that 
there was any necessity for this bill. Ele was not 
aware of any necessity growing out of the present 
war for an additional number of major generals and 
brigadier generals. During the late war we had i 
armies to maintain on the whole Canada frontier | 
and the Adantic seaboard. But to take an advan- | 
tage of a temporary exigency for the purpose of |; 
increasing the number of officers permanently was |! 
very impolitic. If the act itself was to be tempo- 
rary, he could not see the necessity of retaining the 
first section, 

Mr. H. vindicated the officers of the regular || 
army from the animadversions made upon them 
by a report from a committee of this House. It 
was complained that they were too old, or teo |! 
young and inefficient; but after what had late! 
passed, he hoped that the report would be modi- 
fied by the gentleman who made it, or that it would | 
be recommnitted for that purpose. He proceeded 
to vindicate the Military Academy from the chaige | 
that it is an aristocratic institution. The cadets | 
were equally apportioned, according to the repre- | 
sentation of the several States, and this mode of |} 


selection served to bind the army together—to give | 
3 j; 


us a nationa] army, without reference to national 
or political considerations. If we were to havea 
national army, the officers should be equally ap- 
portioned. But how was the fact in relation to the fi 
late appointments in the new mounted rifle regi- 
ment? Out of thirty-four officers, there were nine 
States having ninety-one votes on this floor, that 
had but four officers, and one of those was a licu- | 
tenant. is 


Mr. DOUGLASS asked the gentleman if he |: 
could say how many officers of the army and navy 
were from those States? li 

Mr. HUNT could not state, as he had not the i 
list before him. It might be that some of the 
western States had not their full share. He did |: 
not intend to impute any blame to the present dis- i 
tinguished head of the War Department in those |) 
appointments; no difference of political opinion | 
should prevent him from doing justice to the high il 
character of that officer. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked whether the 
tieman referred to Governor Marcy. 

Mr. EUNT replied that he did. p 

A member here inquired of Mr. Wenrwonrn i; 
why he asked the question? | 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Because, if the gentle- | 
man from New York referred to Governor Marey, |; 
J concur with him fully in his opinion of that f 
officer. i 

Mr. HUNT went on to advocate such a system 
of appointments, in regard to the army, as had 
been heretofore adopted for the Military Academy 
the graduates of which institution had rendere 
much important service. i H 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, the committee f 
rose and reported. 


i 
gen- G 


, 


i 
{ 
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On motion of Mr. JAMES B. HUNT, by 
leave, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be requested to inquire into the expediency of 
erecting or reconstructing a fortification at Fort 


Gratiot, at the outlet of Lake Huron, in the State | 


of Michigan. 


Mr. MORRIS, by leave, offered the following l 


resolution : nS i j 
Resolved, ‘That the Judiciary Committee be in- 
structed to report a bill adopting the laws of the 


State of Maryland for the government and admin- | 


istration: of justice in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. M. briefly explained the resolution. 
Mr. THURMAN replied; when, 
On motion of Mr. COBB, the resolution was laid 
on the table. 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, June 3, 1846. 


Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Company, asking 
that the United States should relinquish the stock 
held in that company on certain conditions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to ke printed. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of Wade 
Allen, asking to be allowed additional compensa- 
tion for extra services on a certain mail route; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of the mi- 
litia officers of the State of Maryland, asking the 
adoption of certain improvements in the militia 
system of the United States, for the better protec- 
tion of the seaboard and Jake frontiers; which was 
ordered to be referred to the committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 
Mr. PENNYBACKER presented five memo- 
rials of citizens of Alexandria, praying the passage 
of the bill now before the Senate, for the retroces- 


sion of the county of Alexandria to the State of | 


Virginia; which were referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ARCHER presented four memorials of the 


; Same character; which received a similar reference. | 


Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
ion; which was agreed to: 


nd Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


; expediency of establishing a post road from ETel- 

ena, in Phillips county, Arkansas, on the west side ‘| 
of the Mississippi river, to the mouth of White | 

i river. ij 
On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was ordered that 

» Lorenzo N. Clarke have leave to withdraw the 

| documents relating to his claim, on the files of the 


Senate. ; 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported without amendment the House bill for 


the allowance of drawback upon merchandise im- | 
ported into certain districts of the United States | 
; from the British North American possessions, and 


exported to foreign countries. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, reported without amendment the bill to | 
authorize the clerks of the circuit and district courts | 


of the United States for the Western District of 
Virginia to appoint deputies, and for other pur- 


; poses, 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs, reported back the bill making alterations in || 


the pay department of the army, together with the 


House amendment thereto, with a recommenda- | 


tion that the Senate do not agree thereto, 
Mr. D. then moved that the Senate disagree to 


li the amendment referred to. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


Mr. JARNAGIN called for the. reading of the 


|| House of Representatives: was a substitute-for. the 


temporary only. ; E 
it Mr. BENTON also expressed the same views’ 
i| upon the subject. er : 

The question was then taken upon the motion to 
disagree, and decided in the affirmative. © 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the. Senate re- 
i| sumed the consideration of the bill granting alter- 
| nate sections of the public lands for the improve- 
i| ment of Pearl river, when a conversation of some 
jlength took place between Senators SEVIER, 
SPEIGHT, CHALMERS, JARNAGIN, WEB- 
STER, NILES, CALHOUN, ARCHER, JOHN- 
li SON of Louisiana, WESTCOTT, SIMMONS, 
i| and DAVIS; after which, and the submittal of 
i various amendments and motions, : Bes 
| 
| 


Mr. CALHOUN moved to lay the subject upo 
| the table for the present; which motion was agreed 
j to. , 

. THE FINANCES. 


i 

} 

` On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate resumed 
|i the consideration of the unfinished business of yes- 
|| terday, being the following resolutions reported 
| from the Committee on Finance: 

| Resolved, That the President of the United States 
i be requested to cause to be furnished to the Senate 
an estimate of the amount of money required dur- 
| ing the present and next fiscal 


year, for such a 
| prosecution of the existing war with Mexico as 
| will most likely result in its speedy and honorable 
|| termination. ; 
i| Resolved, That he also cause to be reported to 
l! the Senate whether the amount so re uired is like- 
i ly to be realized in.the present condition of our 
finances, without a resort to loans, treasury notes, 
jj or direct taxes; and if not, what modifications of 
|| the existing. tariff are required to, furnish ‘ample 
|| means for the vigorous prosecution of such war, 
|| Mr. CRITTENDEN submitted the following 
| amendment, of which he gave notice yesterday, . 
i as an additional resolution: 
|| Resolved; That he also be requested to commu- 
|| nicate to the Senate whether, in the event of the de- 
iciencies contemplated in the preceding resolution, 
he would recommend a resort to loans, treasury 
|| notes, direct taxes, or a modification of the tariff, 
| to supply the deficiency, or what other means, if 
| any, he would recommend for the purpose. 
| The question being taken on the amendment, it 
| was agreed to. ; 
| Mr. C. thereupon, stating that the adoption of 
the amendment just acted upon rendered his amend- 
ii ment to the second resolution submitted yester- 
ii dayo unnecessary, withdrew the said amendment. 
he question recurring upon the resolution as 
amended, it was adopted. 


GRANTS OF LAND. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
Senate proceeded, as in committee of the whole, to 
|, the consideration of the “joint resolution in rela- 
| ‘tion to the issuing of grants of certain lands in 
i  Lonisiana,” which, after discussion, ti which 
| Senators McDUFFIE, WEBSTER, BARROW, 
| JOHNSON of Louisiana, and BERRIEN; took 
| part, the two latter in favor, and the others in op- 
i! position to the allowance of the claim, was ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading by the follow- 
i 
| 
i 
| 


| 
i 


ji 


| ing vote—the yeas and nays having been ordered, 
| on the call of Mr. Jounson, of Louisiana: 
YRAS—Messrs. Allon, Ashley, A therton, Bagby, Berrien, 
Breese, Thomas Clayton, Davis; 
_ Greene, Haywood, Houston, Hun 
i of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, 
|| Semple, Simmons, Sturge 
| and Yulee—29. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, 
McDuffie, and Speight—6. Mena gy n 
Mr. DIX moved that a committee of conference 
be appointed to confer with a like committee of: the ; 
|| House of Representatives -in relation to: hedis- 
|| agreeing votes of the two houses of Congress upon 
| the bill making alterations- in, the pay department 
of the army; -which motion-was agreed tos: o= 


Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, 
tington, Jarnagin, Johnson 
Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, 
‘on, Turney, Upham; Woodbridge, 


Barrow, Chalmers, : Lewis, 
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Subsequently, the above motion was reconsid- 
ered, as irregular. oe ese 
The Senate then adjourned. 


`: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Wepnespay, June 3, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- | 


proved. -« 

Mr. BURT moved that the House resolve itself 
into. Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; but waived the motion at the request of 

Mr.. MORRIS, between whom and Messrs. 
BURT, COBB, and the SPEAKER, some con- 
versation occurred as to the mode in which the 
resolution offered by Mr. M. last evening had been 
disposed of. 

Mr. M. moved a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the said resolution had been laid on the table. 

Mr. BURT insisted on his motion; which was 
agreed to. 


THE MEXICAN WAR. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ts- 
BATTS, of Kentucky, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill from the Senate, sup- 
plementary to the act of the 13th May, 1846, pro- 
viding for the prosecution of the war against Mex- 
ico, and of the pending amendments. 

Mr. HOLMES said that Government was not a 
very easy instrument to play upon. Government 
is complicated in its best estate, and when an ex- 
igency arises which calls for the action of this Gov- 
ernment, out of the common order of events, it 
requires that each and every part should as far as 

ossible circumscribe its own functions, and act in 
Harton with every other part. You have, for 
wise purposes, delegated distinct authority to dis- 
tinct copartments; and upon the efficiency of these 
several copartments and the harmony of the whole, 


must depend the efficiency of your general action. | 


Now, sir, a bill has been sent from the War De- 
partment, and received the sanction of the Execu- 
tive authority. It has gone to another copartment 
of this Government, and they likewise having con- 
sidered it well, have matured the bill, and sent it 
down to us; and at a moment when the spirit of 
the whole country is aroused; when the eyes of all 
men are awake to the exigencies of the country; 
when your volunteers are moving in numbers to 
the defence of our honor and our soil, you are. ac- 
tually coldly deliberating and making objection 
after objection to, the only mode by which effi- 
ciency can be added to the forces you have autho- 
rized to be raised. © This bill proposed notan aug- 
mentation of the forces—you have already done 
that; itis not an expenditure of money, for with 
a liberal, if nota profuse hand, you have opened 
the treasury; but it provides for the appointment 
of those officers who should organize the materiel 
and personnel which you have already, and to ren- 
der that mighty struggle which may ensue and the 
mighty means at hand, efficient and triumphant. 


And it does surprise me, I confess it, that gentle- | 


men who profess to be the advocates of the Ad- 
ministration (and I have made no such pretence 


and no such proffers) should stand on this floor : 
and oppose almost the only proposition which has | 


come from the Executive as a consummation of 
every proposition you have adopted. 


What does the bill now before you propose? To | 


give to the army, to add to the forces already exis 


ing, two major and four brigadier generals. For | 


what purpose? For the purpose of rendering that 
available which you have already voted. You have 
voted fifty thousand volunteers; you have doubled 
your army; from seven to fifteen thousand men; 
you. have called into requisition the resources of 
the country; and now, when a bill is framed by 


another part of this Government, and adopted un- , 


der the sanction of the Executive, you are about 
(or there are indications of it) to deny to him the 
salutary means of efficiency. ae 

Mr. H. proceeded to notice the objections made 
to this bill. The: first was, that there was no ne- 
cessity for such addition. That was a question to 
be ascertained by numbers, by mathematical prin- 


ciples, by the application of known principles. We | 


had now fourteen regiments of troops, amounting, 
when filled up, to fifteen thousand men; but which, 
by-the-by, would make fifteen or sixteen regiments, 
according to the principles on which regiments were 
filled. Two regiments constituted a brigade; we, 
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Now, the question is, shall we || your command, all her. hopes. Or perhaps it will 


| the party supporting the Administration—ona mere |! 


| mums and expending the maximunis was too 


| more force than the exigency demands. 


pause to give the requisite officers for the essential | 
forces? Why pause? f 

But, say some gentlemen, bad appointments may 
be made. It did not become men intrusted by the- 
people with a co-ordinate function to be jealous and 
suspicious of those elevated to distinct functions, 
the operation of which is essential to our Govern- | 
ment; and it little became those who profess to be 


supposition; nay, if they had the certainty that there || 
would be injudicious appointments, to withhold the it 
requisite means of efficiency; because gentlemen | 
had better let errors occur and evils ensue, than that | 
the copartments of the Government not be invested | 
intime of difficulty withadequate means and respon- 
sibility. There is a vigor in this construction that | 
would remedy its evils; and the only way by which H 
the whole force and sanitary power of this con- ; 
struction can be put forth for these great ends, is to | 
let the evils necessarily involved in the operation 
of this construction as rapidly as possible develop 
themselves; and the quicker you give the power to 
develop themsel ves—even for evil—the quicker you 
have the power to apply the remedy, before the 
evils overwhelm you. If the President has, or will 
hereafter, make injudicious appointments, upon | 
him rests the responsibility; but upon this House |! 
and the other rests the responsibility of authorizing | 
the appointment of a sufficient number of officers | 
to lead our army and render it effective. | 

The objection was urged, on another side, that it | 
would be an increase of expenditures. $10,000,000 'i 
have just been appropriated, and now talk about |} 
the expenditure of a few hundred thousand dollars, 
to render effective and available all that you have | 
already done. But this was an ad caplandum ar- | 
gunent. This saving for the treasury the mmi- | 


j; 
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much practised upon, and was very often the re- | 
sult of these ideas of economy, But Mr. H. said || 
that brevet brigadier generals receive the pry of | 
brigadier generals by right, and hence their promo- || 
tion would in fact involve no additional expense. |} 
Again: it was said that we were putting forth 
Tt be- ʻi 
comes a wise people (said Mr. H.) not to circum- 
scribe their vision by the events that immediately 
surround them, but to consider the relations in |! 
which we stand to the State with which we are ; 
now in conflict engaged, and to carry their ken on- 
ward, and consider the relation in which that Gov- 
ernment stands to the other Powers of the earth, 
and our relations with these Powers, and so to 
arrange our system of operations that let any pos- ii 
sible exigency arise, we shall, by the vastness and 
comprehensiveness of our preparations, have cm- 
braced the whole, It was said that we were at 
war with a weak Power; but the power of a na- 
tion depends not on the amount of mere physical 
force they can bring into the field; for the battle is 
not always to the strong. We had carried the day 
in one or two engagements by a successful coup de 
main; we had now to prosecute a strategic war; 
we had to pass over deserts, and through ravines; į 
they will overtop you on their mountain heights; '| 
they will meet you in the valleys, and would re- 
sort to all the strategy of a guerilla war. Mr H. :: 
further referred to the nature of their country, the | 
comprehensiveness of views, and the sagacity of | 
their statesmen, the fineness of the personnel of 
their army requiring only to be officered by skilful | 
commanders to make one of the most effective 
forces in the world—all going to show that Mexico |: 
herself was no enemy to be despised and under- | 
rated. I 
But he feared, he very much feared, that this! 
war was but the first germ of a still broader and | 
mightier conflict. He would say to the people, if 
he could arouse them to the exigency and the pre- | 
paration, Do not stand counting the cost, but give | 
to the arm of the Government efficiency. Did 
Mexico bear no relation to any foreign Govern- | 
ment? Great Britain has subjected her to be a! 
province; it was by her policy that Miranda’s ex- | 


ji 


| pedition was commenced; that that country was 


rent from the mother country, and became a repub- 
lic. -She has a mortgage of $80,000,000 on the 
soil, and her capitalists are now working the mines 


l| of Mexico, from which they draw out vast hoards 


natural advantages, after she had expended, mil- 
lions to break the bonds of Spain—to get rid of the 
navigation laws, so stringent in the mother coun- 
try? Was she about to let us sweep, without any 
difficulty, the whole of this country, and throw 
our navigation laws around that whole coast, de- 
structive to her navigating interests ? 

Was there nothing a statesman should look to 
even beyond England? Was there no meaning in 
that one comprehensive sentence of the prime min- 
ister of France, that France should hold the bal- 
ance of power upon this continent? And would 
such a declaration have been made by a country 
where diplomacy is so nicely adjusted and bal- 
anced, unless it had been supposed that a state of 
things would arise which would justify the inter- 
ference of France? He alluded to the movements 
of England and France in the Argentine Republic, 
and asked what there was to prevent her inter- 
fering with us when occasion should arise? 

No, (said Mr. H.,) meet this question like men. 


| Prepare for future events—not on the calculation 
| of dollars and cents—not by distrust of the Execu- 
; tive, who is to wield the power. Let all the co- 


partments of the Government move together, and 


| our nation is as unconquerable in her means, as 
i her spirit is indomitable in her children. 


Mr. H. would never consent to limit the appoint- 
ment of officers to the expiration of the war. He 


' doubted now whether this legislature, with all its 


wisdom, could appreciate the extent of our difi- 
culty; and he was certain that no man, however 
keen his conception, could tell what the necessity 
of the case may urge upon us. At the expira- 
tion of the war, other legislators would come, 


‘and could diminish the army, and reduce it to a 


peace establishment, on the basis which to them 
might seem best; but let us not undertake to do not 
only what seemeth best for the present, bat for 
all time to come. It would do no good, because 
heir action could not cireumscribe the functions of 
future Congresses; but vast harm, inconceivable 
evils might result, and ineffable dangers might 
spring up. Was it nothing to say to an officer in 
the midst of hardships and dangers, when he re- 
quires everything to prompt him—love of coun- 


| try, hopes of promotion, the gratitude of the peo- 
| ple: “ As long as you are in the harness, as you are 


uscd, you shall be employed; but when the time 


; comes that the whole people are rejoicing at the 
; Successful termination of the war, you alone shall 
ibe sent to some vast wilderness, some lonely re- 


treat, where you can have the solitary consolation 


; of looking back upon your past services.” 


He was opposed to that amendment, and in 
favor of the bill in all its provisions; and, in con- 


| clusion, he appealed to all, laying aside all petty 


considerations, and elevating themselves to a con- 
sideration not only of those things which were now 
present, but of those vast contingencies that might 
occur, to make all proper and adequate prepara- 
tion therefor, and show that we were capable of 
being a nation of statesmen. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH was understood to re- 
mari, that he did not know that there would be 
such a difficulty in bringing this war to a success- 
ful termination as seemed to be anticipated by the 


l gentleman who had just taken his seat. e re- 
i gretted deeply that we were engaged in a war with 
| Mexico at all; she was one of those countries with 
| which, least of all, he desired this nation to be 
|! engaged in conflict. And for fear he might say 


910 


something which might not be considered so pa- 
triotic by some in this high time of patriotism, in 
this war, let him refer to the fact that he was one 
of those men who have not faltered in adopting 
any measure which was necessary, growing out 
of our relations with Mexico. He stood up when 
the annexation of Texas was under consideration; 
he made no speeches in favor of it, but he felt- he 


could go forward and support that measure with-. 


out coming forward on all occasions and defining 
his position. He did not boggle because of the 
extension of slavery, which argument was so much 
weed, But now we were in this war; and he no- 
ticed that there were some whose position was 
somewhat questionable at that time, who are now 
foremost in prosecuting this war—who were over- 
flowing with patriotism in regard to this matter. 
He hoped, then, he should not be accused with 
any want of pairiotism, with any intention to go 
to the extent to which any man would in the pros- 
ecution of the war. He did not apprehend all the 
difficulties growing out of this war which the high- 
ly talented and respectable gentleman from South 
Carolina did. He (Mr. 8.) considered our rela- 
tions with Mexico alone. “Ele did not anticipate 
that England would come and take part with Mex- 
ico; nor that such apprehensions relative to France, 
and in reference to the balance of power, were 
called for, No; the time had gone by when such 


things were to be done by thrones,’ monarchies, 


and crowned heads. What had been the policy 
of Louis Philippe? To avoid war. And why? 
Things had changed in the last century. A cen- 
tury ago blood was the cement of the throne; it 
was the solvent of the throne now. They were 
not going to make war upon us, because all the 
blood that flows is calculated to spread republic- 
anism throughout the world. He feared nothing, 
then, on that score, 


We were in favor of prosecuting the war upon | 


Mexico to a proper result. What are the ends and 
objects of the war with Mexico at this time? ‘To 
revolutionize Mexico? To carry our arms victo- 
rious over that country? To annex that country 
to ours for the purpose of giving them a better 
Government, and at the point of the bayonet to 
carry the love of liberty into that country? It was 
nothing of that kind. “He was as much opposed to 
carrying our institutions at the point of the bayonet, 
as our religion by the stiletto, the bowie-knife, and 
the mouth of the cannon. The object, then, was 
to make Mexico respect our rights, to come to a 
fair settlement with us, and give us the boundary 
we are entitled to; and not an inch beyond that 
was he in favor of. He was opposed to entering 
upon aggressions on Mexico—to attempt a conquest 
of Mexico. Our rights, and that alone, was what 
we wanted; and he believed there was no man who 
contemplated anything beyond that. 

He would like to know, then, how many gen- 
erals we must have to bring to a successful termi- 
nation this war, without bringing up these Hectors 
of France and England. How many generals do 
we want? General Taylor has already whipped 
them on the Rio Grande. If he could do that, how 
many more generals did we want? 
generals now 

But it was 


gested by some that it was for the 


us 
purpose of giving General Taylor the command 


of the army. Fle desired he should have it; but 
for that purpose he would not give this whole in- 
crease proposed by this bill. The bill pro osed 
to appoint two additional major generals and four 
brigadicr generals; and, according to the rule of 
military etiquette, the two brigadier generals— 
General Gaines and General Wool—inust be made 
major generals; and the brigadier generals must 
then be taken from the line of the army. And 
what kind of material could be got? Were they 
proposing to appoint major generals for the pur- 
pose of getting men capable of command? If that 
was their object, let them say so, and let these 
men stand aside. Why was not Major General 
Scott now on the ground where the battle was the 
thickest? He understood that, some time ago, if 
he had not orders, he had at least permission to go 
there; but he was still in the city. Mr. S. was 


perfectly willing that General Taylor should have | 


the entire command; he was competent to have the 
entire command, and conquer the Mexicans. There 
were some excellent men, also, behind him. On 
looking over the Army Register, he found that 
Brigadier General Taylor, the commander on the 
Mexican frontier, who had been doing, perhaps, 


We have three | 


the only service since the war of 1812, was draw- 
ing $2,995 salary; and Colonel Worth, who was 
here a little time ago to lay down his commission, 
-but who, however, had gone back to the army 
of occupation on the Rio Grande, was drawing 
upwards of $4,000. ` f 

He was opposed, then, to the increase of these 
generals, because he believed we have enough who 
are competent to prosecute the war to a successful, 
and—if gentlemen will have it so—to.a glorious 
termination. We have now three generals draw- 
ing the aggregate sum of $18,000 per annum. His 
friend from South Carolina thought this was a 
small amount just after so liberal and magnificent 
an appropriation of ten millions of dollars. But 
after, by one scratch of the pen, having swept away 
the entire surplus of the treasury, if now was not 
the time to talk about minor appropriations, when 
(Mr. S. would like to know) was the time? When 
three generals were drawing $18,000, he thought 
they should pause at least to inquire the necessity, 
before they appointed eight others, whose salaries 
would have the same proportion. For that reason, 
among others, he was opposed to this section of 
the bill. 

Mr. 8. alluded to, and expressed his dissent 
j from, the proposition of Mr. Carrot to confine 
these appointments to the line of the army. Under 
this, these six brigadier generals would be confined 
for selection to fourteen colonels. By turning to 
the Army Register we find that the youngest of 
those who entered the service as captains in 1813 
would not be much, ifany, under the age of sixty. 
Now he doubted very inuch whether a man of 
| Sixty would be the kind of aman to be selected 
commander in this Mexican expedition. Some of 
them entered as colonels as early as 1798. He had 
no idea of making such a restriction ag that; he 
had no idea but we had got as good generals out 
of the army as in the army. We hada Colonel 
Tod, who had done illustrious service. Also a 
General Call, of Florida, concerning whom he had 
heard an anecdote, that at the battle of New Or- 
leans, on the 26th of December, when General 
Jackson met the enemy and gave them as good a 
fight as the fight of the Palo Alto, this Call was 
there—he thought as an adjutant. In the night, 
the section of the army to which he belonged was 
fired upon from some quarter where it was not ex- 
pected the British were. They were afraid that 
there was some mistake, and that. their friends 
were firing upon them, or thatthey might be firing 
upon their friends. This Call (he was told) ad- 
monished his friends to be quiet for a time; that he 
would reconnoitre, and sec who they were; and he 
passed out before his own men, and advanced upon 
the enemy so as to see their uniform by the flash 
of their guns. A man of that kind was as good as 
any West Point man in the gallant army on the 
Rio Grande; a man of that kind would be excluded 
by an amendment of this kind. We had others 
known as much to fame. There was Colonel But- 
ler, (from whom Mr. S. heard the anecdote he had 
just related,) who would not do discredit to the 
service; and if there was any man calculated to 
call the generous spirits from the West, and to 
lead them on to Mexico, he was the man. He 
had done some acts of bravery which were not in- 
ferior to those of any other man. Mr. S. could 
not go for the first section in ils present shape. 

But there was another objection to the bill—to 
its fifth section, and that was that which was made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. G. Davis} 
yesterday. He (Mr. S.) understood from the 


their own men was given to the respective States. 
He understood no distinction between volunteers 
and militia in this respect. But, by this section, 
quartermasters, commissaries, and surgeons, were 
to be appointed by the President of the United States. 
Mr. S. alluded to the obvious reasons for the pro- 
vision of the Constitution—the securing to the 
militia, officers with whom they were acquainted, 
and in whom they had confidence, who (in the 
language of scripture) would “ feel for their infirmi- 
ues;” and Spoke of the important offices rendered 
by quartermasters and surgeons to their men; the 
reasons for the law existing in these cases with 
equal or greater strength than in others. But it 
being expressly reserved to the States by the Con- 
stitution, it became a question of State rights; 
hence, he hoped his friend from South Carolina on 
his left, (Mr. Burv,] and all other gentlemen from 
that State at least, would go with him in this view, 
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Mr. S. remarked that he had no wish to detain 

the committee long, and it was the first timg “he 
believed, in which he had.spoken this session: Ie 
had thought it probable, in the form in ‘which the 
bill now was, he should vote against it; and he 
wished briefly to explain his vote, Jest: he should 
be considered opposed to any measures necessary 
to prosecute the war. When we had men and > 
generals in abundance, however, ‘he did not think | 
it became necessary, Or that an. ardent supporter 
of the Administration ‘in this war was compelled to 
go. beyond the necessary means of protecting it, 

The énds and objects—the policy of this Gov- 
ernment, he repeated, wasto prosecute thé éxist- 
ing war between this Government and Mexico, 
which was brought about by the act of Mexico, 
to a speedy and successful conclusion. And he 
maintained farther that it was not the object. or 
policy of this country to make a conquest of 
Mexico, nor to prosecute this war further than to 
bring the Mexican Republic to honorable terms— 
to the settlement of all existing difficulties between 
this country and Mexico; and to give us the Rio 
Grande—to which we are entitled—as a boun- 
dary. : F i 

«And California, too?” Mr. SEVERANCE 
(in his seat) was understood to ask. 

About California, (said Mr. S.) the gentleman 
asks rather too much. .He (Mr. S.) was not: for 
California just at this time, nor was:he for carry- 
ing republican institutions at the point of the bay- 
onet into Mexico He heard it oceasionally said. 
“these Mexicans area bad crew any how; they 
‘put down a bad tyrant to-day, and ut up a worse 
‘tyrant to-morrow.” That (said Mr. S.) is. their 
business; let them fight out their own battles among 
themselves; and by-and-by they will purify them- 
selves. He was opposed, then, to carrying Ameri- 
can arms into Mexico for the purpose of making 
them better republicans and better democrats; he 
was opposed to killing half of them to. make: the 
other half quiet; but he was in favor of prosecu- 
ting this war to a successful and speedy conclusion, 
the settlement of all difficulties, and the acknowl- 
edgment of the Rio Grande as a boundary... 

r. BURT, as a member. of the Committee.on 
Military Affairs, felt it his duty to attempt a brief, 
but he hoped a satisfactory, reply to all the objec- 
tions that had been raised against the bill. He 
must-be excused from following gentlemen in the - 
range of debate which had been taken—from dis- 
cussing the manner. in which this war was: to be 
continued, or the point at which it was to cease. 
It was not the part of this House to be entertain. 
ing questions of that kind. It was the part of this 
Congress to place at the disposal of those who con- 
duct this war those means of efficiency and vigor 
which they ask, and which in its judgment may 
be necessary to a speedy and victorious termina- 
tion of the war. . ; . 

He begged the committee to understand; once 
for all, that it was a bill to complete and perfect 
the organization of the army, and place under the 
control of the War Department those elements of 
efficiency which were deemed necessary to the suc- 
cess of our arms in Mexico. 

The gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Smiru,] and 
his colleague, [Mr. Hentxy,] yesterday had at- 
tacked the Ist section with much earnestness, on 
the ground that inasmuch as our officers on. the 
Mexican frontier had already been triumphant 
when they had met the enemy; it was unnecessary 
to appoint additional officers.” Gentlemen also op- 
poscd this section because they anticipated appoint- 
ments might not judiciously.be made. He beg- 
ged gentlemen to consider that a matter of this kind 
ought not to influence the determination of the com- 
mittee on. this occasion. Ifhe satisfied the com- 
mittee that to complete the organization of our 
army, this increase of general officers was neces- 
sary, it seemed to him he should have accom- 
plished all that was necessary. And briefly to 
proceeed in this matter, he begged leave to refer to 
the report of the Secretary of War in 1813; show- 
ing what is a proper organization of the army i 


in 
the field, and to say it isthe organization of every 
country in Europe. It has been the organization 
of our country in two wars, and, so. far as his 
knowledge extended, it was the organization. of the 
militia in every State in-this Union. ae 

Mr. B. read the. extract.referred to, which was 
concordant with the provisions of the bill; and he 


| said these officers were known: to all military men 


ation of general 


to be indispensable, . Fhe orga: 
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officers of an army in all history-in modern times, 
showed one brigadier general to be necessary to 
2,000 mer, and one. major general to 4,000 men; 


and that fewer officers were wholly inadequate to 
the wants of the service. 


> { 
Mr. B. bere made a statement of the number of 


officers and men. in thé revolutionaryarmy. As to 
the officers, it appeared from a report made by the 
adjutant general in 1812, in conformity with a call 
from Congress, that, in 1775, there were four ma- 


jor generals and eight brigadier generals, In 1775 | 


five brigadier generals were promoted, and twen- 
ty-three brigadiers were appointed; three major 
generals were appointed; General Washington, at 
the same timé, urged that a still greater number of 
officers be appointed. , T'he number of men in the 
army did not at any time exceed thirty-five thou- 
sand. That was the greatest number in the field 
at any one time. ‘ 

_in the year 1812 we had six major generals and 
sixteen brigadier generals. These appointments 
were all permanent. They were not to expire at 
the end of the war. In some instances volunteers 
were commanded by their own generals. He had 
the estimates of the number of men commanded 
by these officers. The facts were contained in a 
report from the adjutant general. The permanent 


force was thirty-three thousand in the year 1813. | 


The whole number of troops, regular and tempo- 
rary, was 58,252, Some of them were employed 
for merely local objects, and for our coast defence, 
and needed not the command of general officers. 

In 1812 the number of officers was 1,450, and 
of men, 15,825. 

In 1813 the number of officers was 1,744; and of 
men, 35,161. 


We had now byt one major general and two | 


_brigadier generals, These wereall. We had col- 
onels in the line who had been distinguished for 
their gallantry in 1812. They were now at the 
head of bureaus, and their services there were in- 
dispensable to the country in the time of war or 
peace. Hoè was surprised to hear gentlemen here 
talking of dispensing with such services, and of 
bringing all these officers into the ficld, regardless 
of their present important duties. 

Our present army had been increased to a force 
of one hundred men for each company, and which 
rendered the whole regular force more than seven- 
teen thousand. If we added to this force the sev- 
enteen thousand volunteers which had been called 
out for the service of the army, the whole number 
of the army would be thirty-five thousand men. If 
any gentleman would apply the rule that had here- 
tofore prevailed to the present circumstances, he 
would find that the number of officers proposed 
was Jess than. was necessary for the perfect organ- 
ization of the present force. 

We should have under this bill, three major gen- 
erals and ‘six brigadier generals in the field with an 
army óf. thirty-five’thousand men. He trusted that 
it was not necessary to suggest to this committee, 
or to any one who understood anything about the 
organization of an army, thatan army must be per- 
fectly organized, and that its symmetry in every 
respect must be perfect. It would not be proper 
to trust to officers taken from regiments as brevet 
officers. The accidents of the field, and lapse of 
time, might carry off some of them, and derange 
commands in the most perfectly organized army. 
He considered it prudent to increase the number of 
officers, and he alluded to the fact that the fields of 
Mexico were strewn with gallant officers in this 
early stage of the conflict. Look (he said) to the 
battle-fields of the Rio Grande. One-sixth of the 
whole number of those who had fallen in those con- 
flicts consisted of our gallant officers. No one would 
be surprised, if in some such field it might become 
necessary for a colonel to command a brigade. 

He did not. intend to notice the political objec- 
tions to this bill, and he did. not anticipate that any 
appointments under it would be made which would 
be improper; and he would say, that if the Presi- 
dent, while authorized to strike a blow at Mexico 
which should thrill through her borders, should 
stop to think of party interests, he would be him- 
self the first to join in the many execrations which 
would come up from the whole body of the people 
to rebuke and denounce him. He considered that 
such objections were premature and in bad taste. 
Tt was wrong to indulge in them now. 

Mr. B. said he had explained sufficiently the ne- 
ecessity of this bill, but he would add.some expla- 
nations upon some few points. The President had 


! the field. 
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| increase that number, at the discretion of the head 


called for regiments from different States, and it | 
would be impossible that any brigadier general or |! 
major general should be appointed by any one | 
State, when the regiments or divisions shouldbe || 
drawn from different States. 

Mr. B. adverted to the objections to the remain- 
der of the fifth section of the bill, which had been 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Da- |; 
vrs,] and the. gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. T. |; 
Smiry.] Their objection was, that the fifth section || 
denied to the States their constitutional power to 
appoint officers to command the regiments which 
they raised. The Constitution provided that the 
States should officer their men when they were 
raised, but the organization of the troops was to 
be prescribed by an act of Congress. According 
to that organization, the States had a right to ap- 
point their own officers. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH here said that he would 
put this question: 

The Constitution of the United States reserved 
to the States the right of officering their militia, 
and Congress had prescribed their organization; 
Had Congress the right to organize the militia, || 
and to dispense with half of the officers which the |} 
States had a right to appoint? j 

Mr. BURT. 


Certainly not; but the States have 
not the right to prescribe the number of officers ir || 
Notwithstanding all the objections of |! 
the gentlemen to the bill, not one of them has sug- |! 
gested that the number of officers provided for in | 
the third section, ought to be increased. j 
The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Smrrm,] Mr. | 
B. said, would see that the objection was inappli- |! 
cable, if a State furnishes a battalion of troops. || 
But he would come to the substance of the objec- |j 
tion of the gentleman, which was, that the provi- |} 
sion of the bill was unconstitutional, because it |! 
provided that the United States should furnish the |; 
commissaries, quartermasters, and surgeons, and 
the gentleman contended, on the other hand, |! 
that ali the officers should be appointed by the || 
States. He (Mr. B.) said, that in no just sense || 
could these commissaries, quartermasters, and || 
surgeons, be considered as officers of the States. | 
The Constitution referred to those officers who |! 
were to lead the troops. But these officers to whom || 
the gentleman alluded, were attached to the army, |} 
but were not, in any proper sense, to be considered | 
as officers. | 
Mr. G. DAVIS here remarked that these ofti- || 
cers were appointed by the President, with the || 
advice and consent of the Senate. | 
Mr. BURT replied that civil officers were at- || 
tached to the army, and he proposed to show when |i 
these officers were appointed by the President, |; 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, they |; 
were intrusted with the stores and funds belonging || 
to the United States, and not with those of the | 
States, It was necessary to the efficiency of the ser- | 
vice that these oflicers should be appointed by the |} 
United States; for they must be ander the control | 
of the power whose funds they were to disburse, | 
That was the reason why they were to be appoint- |; 
ed by the President with the advice and consent of |! 
the Senate. | 
He trusted that no abjection would be raised to || 
the bill because it increased Executive patronage; | 
and he would not stop now to meet such an ob- | 
jection, even if it existed in the mind of any one 
aere. Hie should at the proper time propose an 
amendment to the bill in reference to the 7th sec- || 
tion. He would remark that the military secre- |; 
taries were officers familiar to the service, and were |! 
indispensable to general. officers in command. || 
Their duty was to draw up orders, &c., when ofi- || 
cers of the line had not time to do it. In time of || 
peace these duties were discharged by aids, but in |; 
the field the aids of major generals. and brigadier |; 
generals had other and important duties to dis- li 
charge. Í 
Mr. ATKINSON here asked whether in the war || 
with Great Britain any such officers were appoint- || 
ed by law? and, if so, whether the law could be | 
produced ? 
Mr. BOYD here suggested a proviso to that sec- |! 
tion of the bill. 
Mr. BURT continued, and stated that the pro- |! 
vision was proposed by the different departments, |; 
and it was deemed necessary for the efficiency of 
the service. He proposed to say a few words upon |; 
the ordnance department of the army. The num- | 
ber of men connected with that branch of the ser- |! 
vice was now 250. The amendment. proposed to |! 


| ** Rocketeers,’’ 


of that service, to 1,000 men. He held in his hand 
a statement of the number of men employed in it 
at the present time and’for some months preceding. 


| The master blacksmiths and mechanics averaged 
in number 500 in time of peace. 


Jt was indispen- 
sable to increase the number of officers: The pres- 


| ent humber was inadequate. A number had been 
| drawn off for the service in. Texas. These men 


were employed to prepare carriages for cannon, 
&c., and the economy of the ‘service required. an 
increase of their number. He assured the com- 


| mittee that the proposed increase of the number of 


mechanics and laborers in the army would not in- 
crease the expenses. 

Mr. HARALSON here said that he would an- 
swer the objection urged by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Arginson.] He referred to.a law 
authorizing the appointment of aids and secretaries, 


| and argued that the provision referred to in the 


bill was sustained by the practice of the Govern- 


ment. ` 
Mr: BURT continued, and remarked that it was 


i his duty to say a word inm regard to other amend- 


ments proposed by the departments, and approved 
by the committee. It was proposed to organize 
from the ordnance corps a company to be called 
In modern warfare the rocket 
was of great power and efficiency. Modern im- 
provements had rendered the rocket more destruc- 
tive than even field artillery. ‘The company of 
“ Rocketeers” in the’ field would be more eficient 
than a battery of one hundred guns. The corps 
would not increase the expenses of the army, ex- 


| cept in providing the material for making the 


rockets. He trusted that the committee would 


| not withhold anything which might be necessary 
| for the efliciency of the army, and to give itsuccess. 

; Every patriot and every philanthropist must see 
| that it was necessary to bring this war to a speedy 
| termination. There were many political consider- 


ations which required that the war should not be 
protracted. Let us, therefore, send troops so equip- 
ped and so officered, that we can strike a blow 
which will bring the war to a speedy close. He 


| hoped that this would not prove to be a Florida 


war. Let us unite upon such measures as will 


| bring it to an early termination. 


Mr. DARRAGH said that the objection of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] to the 
bill, so far as it was grounded upon the right of the 
States to appoint officers, was not well founded. 
He drew a distinction between the volunteers and. 


j the militia, and urged that the bill declaring the 


existence of a war with Mexico had recognised 


į that distinction. That bill provided that the Pres- 
| ident of the United States should call upon the 


army, navy, and militia, and the second section 
gave him the right to accept the services of volun- 
teers. The President of the United States, he 
therefore argued, retained the power of appointing 
these officers as a portion of the regular army, for 
it was a case in which the power was not reserved 
to the States. So far as legislation had gone, at 


| present there was no militia in the field, but volun- 
; teers had been called for. 
| whether we should give the army all the efficiency 
| which was required. 


The only question was, 


He adverted to the danger arising from large 


| Standing armies, and discredited all the predictions 
| which had been made of the interference of for- 


eign Powers in the affairs of this continent. Those 
Powers had learned some lessons, and would have 


| more which would teach them to stay at home. 


The time was coming when every great European 
Power would be told that they must not come 
here. Flis word for it, the time was at hand when 


| every foot of this continent, though not under our 
| own Government, would be under free institutions, 
| The old Governments of Europe were wise enough 


to know this. The late victories on the Rio Grande 
woud ai the people of Europe that we had the 
morale and the physique to take eare of ourselves, 
Mr. HARALSON begged leave to interrupt the 
gentleman for the purpose of answering the objec- 
tions of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr, ATKIN- 
soN,] and he cited a law of May 16, 1812, which au- 
authorized. the appointment of military secretaries 
taken from the line of thearmy, to the major genera 
als. He also suggested. an amendment which he 
would offer, providing for the suspension of an act 


| requring that courts-martial should be ordered } 
: the President. Cases had erin 


t occurred and might occur 
in which an officer in the army might be unwilling 
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or unable to attend to his duties, and yet no court- 
martial could be called to try him. It became ne- 
cessary, therefore, to suspend the act, so thata 
colonel, or any officer, might be brought to a 
speedy trial before a court-martial. It was not 
proposed to repeal the act of 1830, as was sug- 
gested by the Secretary of War, but only to sus- 
pend it. 

Mr. DARRAGH resumed, and commented at 
length upon the injustice of the Government in 
withholding proper ‘provision for the common sol- 
diers of our army, while the officers, who had 
graduated at West Point, were the subjects of such 


continual laudation. He would at the proper time |! 


offer a resolution upon this subject. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF said sufficient time was | 


not allowed to him to speak directly to all the ob 
jects of the bill, and that the objections to it had 
been already fully answered. In regard to the òb- 
Jjections to the fifth section, he argued that i: con- 


tained no provision infringing upon the rights of | 
The provisions proposed referred to | 


the States. 
the standing army of the United States, and the 
President, therefore, had the right to appoint the 
officers. The objections, therefore, fell to the 


ground, These officers must be responsible to the | 


Government of the United States, because they 
have the use of its fands. There was an errone- 
ous impression prevailing, he feared, in regard to 
the first section. There was now but one major 
general and two brigadier generals, Gaines and 
Wool. It was the wish of the people that Gen- 
eral Taylor should be kept in the field, and that he 
should not be superseded in his command. 


his age now disqualificd him for active service. 
“There was at the present time only one brigadier 


gencral of the line whose services could be com- | 


manded. The bill asked nothing but the addition 
of two major generals and four brigadier gencrals. 
The life of General Taylor could not be insured 


tous; and if so, the army might be divided, and | 


Gen- | 
eral Gaines had rendered distinguished services, but | 


i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
i 


while General Taylor commanded one army, some | 


other general must command another. 

The hour of two having arrived, the committee 
proceeded to vote. 

And the first section being under consideration, 
in the words following: ` 

“ Be it enacted, &e., That the President of the 
United States be, and he hereby is, authorized to 


appoint, by and with the advice and consent of | 


the Senate, two major generals and four brigadier 
generals, in addition to the present military estab- 
lishment. ” 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved the following, 
precedence of it: 


“ That all volunteers that may be mustered into 


the service of the United States under this act, or 
the act to which it is supplemental, shall be held 
and deemed, in all respects whatever, as militia of 
the States in the service of the United States.” 


Mr. McCLERNAND sent to the Clerk’s table a 
law of 1836, certain sections of which were read. 


The question was then taken on the amend- | 


ment of Mr. Davis, and by ayes 55, noes 80, it 
was rejected. 
Mr. BOYD offered the following modified amend- 


ment: 
“Provided, That when the war with Mexico 


the army shall be reduced to one, and the number 
of brigadier generals shall be reduced ta two. And 


the President of the United States is authorized |: 
and directed to select from the whole number who | 


may then be in office, without regard to the date of 
their commission, the number to be retained, and 
cause the remainder to be discharged from the ser- 
vice of the United States.” 

The amendment, by ayes 86, noes 73, was agreed 
to. 


the first section, by striking out two major generals 
and inserting one major general. 

The amendment, by ayes 91, noes 67, was agreed 
to. 


brigadier generals, and insert two. 


to. 

Mr. CARROLL offered an amendment, provi- 
ding tliat the said officers should be appointed by 
promotion from the regular line of the army. 


to take | 


Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL moved to amend | 


i 
‘The amendment, by ayes 87, noes 55, was agreed |! 


; | The fifth section bein 
Mr. McCLELLAND moved to strike out four | 


The amendment, by ayes 56, noes 73, was re- 
; jected. 


i 
i 
| Mr. W. HUNT moved to strike out the first 


section, as amended. Rejected. 


| The second section being under consideration, 
as follows: a 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to call into the service, under the act 
approved May thirteen, eighteen hundred and 


tia as the service, in his opinion, may require, and 
to organize into brigades and divisions the forces 
authorized by said act, according to his discre- 
tion.” : 


Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL moved to amend 
it, by adding the following: A 
‘* Provided, Thatin no case where there are in 
any State two regiments organized, and ready to 
enter the service of the United States, shall” the 
brigadier general who shall have been appointed 
by the proper authority of each State to the com- 
mand of such regiments be superseded in his com- 
mand by the President of the United States.” 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GRAHAM offered the foll 


| ment, which was rejected: 
“Tn the second line, after the word ‘call,’ insert: 


owing amend- 


} 
i 
| 
i 
d 
| 
i 
f 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


i; Upon any of the Governors of any of the States in 
the United States to designate and appoint any ma- |! 


jor general or brigadier general in their respective 
States to command any division or brigade of vol- 
untcers which has been, or may be called into the 
public service, under the act approved the 13th 
day of May, 1846, and such general officer ap- 
pointed as aforesaid, and accepted by the Presi- 


or brigade of volunteers that may be assigned to 
him by the competent authorities of the United 
States.” 

Mr. GENTRY offered the following substitute 
for the said second section: 

“ That the forces authorized by the act approved 
May 13, 1846, shail be divided by the President 
into divisions and brigades, and that cach division 
shall eleet a major general, and each brigade a 
brigadier general, which officers, when so elected, 
shall be commissioned by the President, and shall 
hold the rank of militia officers of their respective 
grades during the time for which they volun- 
teered,’? 

‘The amendment was rejected. 


s. The third section being under consideration, as 
follows: 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the field 
| and staff of a separate battalion of volunteers, un- 
| der this said act, shall be one lieutenant colonel or 
| major, one adjutant with the rank of lieutenant, one 
| Sergeant-major, one quartermaster sergeant, and a 
chief bugler or principal musician, according to 
corps.” 

Mr. WOODWORTH offered thë 
amendment, which was rejected: ; 

‘* Insert in the fourth line, after the word ‘€ lieù- 
; tenant,” one quartermaster, and commissary with 
: the rank of major, one assistant quartermaster, and 
| one assistant commissary with the rank of captain, 


following 


O || one surgeon and one assistant surgeon.” 
shall terminate, the number of major generals in |: 


} The fourth section being under consideration, as 
i follows: 5 

| “Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
; ident of the United States may limit the privates 
in any volunteer company, according to his dis- 


with every volunteer company an additional second 
leutenant may be allowed and accepted.” 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend it by adding, in 
_ the fourth line, the words « containing more than 
sixty-four privates.” 


Rejected. 
' jected. 


i follows: 
“Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That when 
volunteers or militia are called into: the service of 

_ the United States in such numbers that the officers 
: of the quartermaster, commissary, and medical de- 
partments, authorized by law, be not sufficient to 


ii provide for supplying, quartering, transporting, j 


forty-six, such of the general officers of the mili-, 


dent, shall forthwith take command of any division | 


cretion, at from sixty-four to one hundred, and that | 


Mr. RATHBUN moved to substitute one hun- | 
i: dred for sixty-four. 
And the amendment of Mr. McKay was re- | 


g under consideration, as | 


i general in rank, may, while in the field 


and furnishing them with the requisite medical t 
tendance, it shall be lawful’ for ‘the Presiden ; 
appoint, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
as many additional officers of’ said departments as 
the service may require, not exceeding one quarter- 
master and one commissary for each brigade; with 
the rank of major, and one ‘assistavit quartermaster 
with the rank of captain, and one assistant commis- 
sary with the rank of captain, one surgeon, and one 
assistant surgeon, for each regiment; thé said quar- 
termasters and commissaries, assistant quartermas- 
ters and assistant commissaries, to give bonds, with 
good and sufficient sureties, for the’ faithful per- 
formance of their duties; and they, and the said 
surgeons and assistant surgeons to perform such 
duties as the President ‘shall direct: Provided, 
That the said officers shall be allowed. the same 
pay and emoluments as are now allowed to officers 
of the same descriptions and grades in those de- 
| partments, respectively; that they be subject tothe 
rules and articles of war, and continue in service 
only so long as their services shall be required, in 
connexion with the militia and volunteers,” 

Mr. NORRIS moved ‘to. strike out the words 
| “or militia.” Rejected. | $ 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved to amend the 
section, in the twenty-third line, by striking out 
the words ‘the milita.” Rejected. 

The question then was on the following addi-. 
tional section, heretofore reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to be numbered six: 

“Sec. 6.. That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint 
as many additional assistant adjutant generals, 
not exceeding four, as the service may require, who 
shall be appointed in the same manner, have the 
same brevet rank, pay, and emoluments, and be 
charged with the same duties as those now. autho- 
rized by law: Provided, That these additional ap- 
pointments shall continue only so long as the exi- 
gencies of the service may render necessary.” 


Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend it by striking 
out the words “have the same brevet rank.” 
Rejected: os 

Uhe amendatory section was then agreed to; 
. The following section being ‘under considera- 
tion: DN Y 

“See. 7. And be tt further enacted, ‘That pro- 
motion in the quartermaster’s department tó the 
rank of majar, shall hereafter be made from the 
captains of the army; and that appointments in the 
linc, and in the general staff, which confer equal 
rankin the army, shall not be held by the same 
officer at the same time; and when any officer of 
the staff who may have been taken from the line 
shall, in virtuc of seniority, have obtained, or be 
į entitled to promotion to a grade in his regiment 
equal to the commission he may hold in the staff, 
the said. officer shall vacate such staff commission, 
or he may, at his option, vacate his commission in 
i the line.” 


|. Mr. BOYD moved to amend it by striking out 
the three first'lines.to the word +“ and,” Rejected. 


Mr..J. R. INGERSOLL ‘moved to amend the 
section by adding a proviso, that no-officer should 
hold a commission in the said department, of the 
rank of major; or higher; and atthe Same timere- 
: tain a commission in the line.. Rejected. 

The 8th section being under consideration, as 
follows: ; k E 

“Sec, 8. And be it further enacted, That the 
aids-de-camp of the major general commanding the 
army in time of war may be taken from the Tine, 
without regard to rank; and the aids-de-camp al> 
lowed to other major generals and brigadier gene- 
i rals may be taken from the grade of captain or 
i subaltern, and that the commanding or highest 
r , appoint a 
: military secretary from the subalterns of the army, 
| who shall have the pay and emoluments of a maz 
| jor of cavalry for the time being.” 


| Mr. S. JONES moved to amend it so as to’ pro- 
| vide that the aid-de-camp of the major general com- 


H 
| 
| 
i 
i 
{ 


| 
i 
| 


; manding, &c., and the aids-de-camp of the other 
major generals and brigadier generals may be se- 
lected without regard to rank or the line of the 
army. Rejected. bee 
Mr. RATHBUN moved to strikeout ‘the word 
Ai mijorn of cavalry, and insert “ tieutenant.”? Re- 
jected. DoT, : 
Mr. RATHBUN then moved to insert. captain. 


i 
f 
| 
i 
i 
{ 
i 
i 
| 
| 
} 
i 


Rejected. 
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Mr. S JONES o 
for the section: — 

*“ That the aids-de-camp of the major general 
commanding the army in time of war,.and the 
aids-de-camp allowed to the major genéral and 
brigadier generals, may be selected without re- 
gard to rank, or the line of the army; and that 
the commanding or highest general in rank may, 
while in the field, appoint a military secretary, who 
shall have the pay and emolumenis of a captain of 
infantry for the time being.” 

The amendment, by ayes 55, 
jected. 


_Mr. ROOT offered an additional ‘section, provi- 
ding that the pay cf non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates, shall be ten dollars per 
month. 

_ Mr. JOSEPH. J. McDOWELL 
tion .of order. 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be in 


order. 


And the question being taken, the amendment 
was rejected. 


The 9th section being under consideration, in 
the words follewing: 

“Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the al- 
lowance for clothing to each non-commissioned 
musician and private of volunteers shall be three 
dollars and fifty cents per month during the time 
he shall be in the service of the United States.” 


Mr. McHENRY moved to amend it by adding 
after the word “non-commissioned” the word 
‘‘officer.”? Agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS moved the fol 
which was rejected: 

“That the allowance for clothing to cach non- 
commissioned officer, musician, and private of vol- 
unteers shall be the same as is now allowed by law 
to non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri- 
vates of the regular troops of the United States, 
and may be drawn, in clothing or in money, at the 
option of the volunteer.” 

To the tenth section no amendment was offered. 

The 11th section (i. e. the original tenth) being 
under consideration as follows: 

“See. 11. And be it further enacted, That the col- 
onel or senior officer of the ordnance department is 
authorized to enlist for the service of that depart- 
ment as many master armorers, master carriage- 
makers, master blacksmiths, artificers, armorers, 
carriage-makers, blacksmiths, and laborers, as the 
public service, in his judgment, under the direction 
of the Secretary for the Department of War, may 
require.” : 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, offered the following as a substitute; which 
was rejected: 


“Src. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
ordnance department be so organized as to contain 
the same number and grades of officers as are now 
provided for by law for the corps of engineers; and 
that the colonel or senior officer of the ordnance 
department is authorized to enlist, for the service 
of that department, as many master armorers, mas- 
ter carriage-makers, master blacksmiths, armorers, 
earriage-makers, blacksmiths, artificers, and labor- 
ers; not exceeding one thousand in number, as the 
public service, in bis judgment, under the direc- 
tion. of the Secretary of 


ffered the following substitute 


noes 69, was re- 


raised the ques- 


lowing substitute; 


and articles of war, and shall be entitled to the 
benefits of the pension laws, in like manner with 
other troops of the United States,” 


Mr. BURT, from the Committee. on Military 
Affairs, offered the following as an additional sec- 
tion; which was rejected: 

«And be it further enacted, That the President ig 
authorized to organize the officers and enlisted mei 
of the ordnance department as a company or com- 
panies of rocketeers, for service in the field, when- 
ever, in his judgment, the public service may re- 
quire it.?” 

The question now was on the following amend- 
ment (from the Committee on Military Affairs:) 


58 


} ar, may require, and | 
that the enlisted men shall be subject to the rules | 


| United 
in the first section of the same shall be added the || 


| six rations per day as commutation therefor.” | 


the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized 

and directed to cause such number of infantry, 

cavalry, and artillery tactics and articles of war as 

may be necessary for the instruction and informa- 

tion of the volunteer force called into the service of 

the United States, or ordered to hold themselves in 

readiness for that service, to be procured and dis- 

tributed for their use, and that the same be paid | 
for out of any money in the treasury not otherwise 

appropriated,” 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS moved to amend the 
amendment, by striking out “articles of war,” and 
inserting “regulations of the army.” Agreed to. 

And the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next question was on the following amend- 
ment, also reported from the Committee on Mii- 
tary Affairs: ` 

“And be it further enacted, That the operation of 
the act approved May 29, 1830, entitled ‘An act 
to alter and amend the 65th article of the first sec- 
tion of an act entitled An act for establishing rales | 
and articles for the government of the United States 
amy,’ passed the 10th of April, 1806, be, and the 


same is hereby, suspended during the war with 
Mexico.” ; 


[This amendment enables the commanders to de- 
tail a court-martial when on distant service.) 
The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. HARALSON offered the following amend- | 
ment: | 
“ And be it further enacted, That to the rules and 
articles for the government of the army of the 
States, established by the above recited act 


following : 

“ Article 102. Any officer or soldier or any other į 
of the persons deserihed or enumerated in the 60th, 
96th, and 97th of the said established articles, and 
in general all other followers of a camp or army of 
the United States, when any such army shall be 
serving beyond the limits of the United States, and 
their organized territorial govermnents, may be 
tried, and capitally or otherwise punished by sen- | 
tence of a general court-martial, according to the 


i 


natare and degree of the offence, for any murder oe 


other felony committed upon the person or prop- 
erty of any of the persons herein included, or upon 
the person or property of any of the people of the 
country beyond the said geographical or judicial 
limits,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROVER offered. the following as an ad- 
ditional sentence: 

“ From and after the passage of this act, no ofii- | 


a wen 


cer in the army of the United States not actually | 
engaged in prosecuting hostilities against the pub- 
lic enemy, shall be entitled to receive more than | 


Mr. P. KING moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out the words  notactually engaged in | 
prosecuting hostilities against the public enemy :” 
agreed to. | 

And the question on the amendment of Mr. | 
Grover (thus amended) was taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 73, noes 73. A tie. 

The chairman voted in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The following amendment (by whom offered the 
reporter is not certain, but understood by Mr. 
‘W copworrir) was rejected : 

“ Be it further enacted, That from and after the 
passage of thisactno person of the age of sixty-five 
years, or upwards, shall be qualified to hold an | 
commission in the armyor navy of the United | 
States, and every such ofice shall become vacant 
to all_intents and purposes upon the incumbent’s 
attaining the age of sixty-five years.” 

Mr. GROVER now moved an amendment sim- 
ilar to the one above offered by him, but designa- 
ing eight instead of six rations per day. 

This amendment, by ayes 74, noes 68, was 
adopted. 

Mr. E. H. EWING offered an amendment, of 
which we have not a copy, and which was rejected. 


E And be it further enacted, That the President of 


“Mr. A. JOHNSON offered an amendment, pro- 
viding that after the war the employment of these 
officers should not continue more than six months. 


Mr. MORSE moved an amendment which the. 
reporter.understood to be to add the words “* ex- 
cept such officers should be taken from the regular 
line.” Rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. Jounson was re- 
jected. 


Mr. McKAY offered the following amendment; 
which was agreed to. 

“ And be it further enacted, That when any ofi- 
cer of the army shall make a requisition upon the 
Executive of any State for militia or volunteers to 
be employed in the service of the United States, 
it shall be the duty of the oficer to communicate 
to the said Executive a copy of so much of his 
instructions as contain the authority under which, 
he acts, and all calls otherwise made shall be dis~. 
| regarded.” i ; . 

The committee then rose, and reported. the bill 
and amendments to the House. foe 

And the question being on concurring in the 
amendments and on ordering the bill to a third 
readin 

Mr. HUNGERFORD demanded the previous 
question. F 

Pending which, the hour growing late, the House - 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. B. R. HOLMES: The remonstrance of Harris 
Clement, A. W. Pond, and 68 other citizens of Monroe 
county, new York, against any change in the present tariff. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of H, L. Harmer and 
120 other citizens of Wood county, Ohio, asking a pension 
for the widow of the Rev. Joseph Badger, deceased, a chap- 
| lain of the revolutionary army. 

By Mr. MARSH: The memoriul of citizens of the United 
; States residing in London, praying the purchase of Catlin’s 
| Indian collection by Congress. . ; 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Joshua Tarkington, Wi- 
ley Duty, and 40 others, praying to have the parish of Sack- 


j| son and a portion of the parish of Claiborne inchided in the 


Ouachita land district: referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 3 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of John Shirctiff, of In- 
diana, asking a pension. : 

By Mr. GILES: The memorial of Drs. John P, Macken- 
zie, Thomas H. Buekler, John Whitridge, William T., Leon- 
ard, and others, of the city of Baltimore, praying that leeches 
may be continued in the list of articles free of duty: referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETTIT: The petition of M. W. Rowe and 65 
other citizens of Posey county, Indiana, praying that Con- 
gress no Jonger employ chaplains, to be paid out of the pub- 
lie treasury, but that the members who receive 8 per day 


i| for their services pay the chaplains of their own choice out 


of their own private funds. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Tie memorial of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal Company, relative to the stock held therein 
by the United States. 


SPEECH OF MR. BENTON, 


OF MISSOURI, 
In rue Seware, May 28, 1846. 


On the Oregon Question.—( Concluded.) 
{See Congressional ‘Globe, No. 54.) 


Mr. Present: In the progress of my speech 
I find another little bit of rubbish in my path, just 
i thrown into it from the other side of. the sea—from 
London—which I must clear away before. I pro- 
i ceed further. It is in the form of an article in the 
| London Times newspaper. A friend has just sent 
me some numbers of that paper, in which a fu- 
| rious war is waged upon the Utrecht line of 499, 
motived by the conversational debate which took - 
place in this chamber some two-months ago, and 
in which the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] 
and myself were. speakers, and in which: the ex- 
istence, or non-existence; of that line was the point 
of contestation. The Times takes part with the 
Senator from Michigan, and carries into his sub- 
ject the usual quantity of his fiery zeal. It so 
happens, Mr. President, that I possess a very deli- 
cate scent, and smell things, especially. of the rat 
species, at an immense distance, So, when I read 
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these articles in the Times, I smelt them—smelt the | 
beaver that was in them! and, the scent coming 
upon me very strong, I was struck with an idea. 
It was the same which struck the worthy Dr. | 
Primrose the second time that he met the accom- 
plished Ephraim Jenkinson, and heard from him 
a second rehearsal of his greek learning on the | 
cosmogany, or creation of the word. “ Pardon 
me sir, said the Doctor, for interrupting so much | 
learning, but I think I have heard all this before.” | 
The apparition of the fair, with all the catastro- 
phe of the colt and blackberry, immediately rose 
upon the mental vision. of the learned commen- | 
tator on Sanconiathon, Manetho, Lucellus Oca- 
nus, and Berosus. Seeing he was caught, he | 
confessed; for Jenkinson had some redeeming ; 
points about him, and never licd when there was | 
no use in it. He confessed the whole; and the | 
Doctor’s ‘ idea” received the seal of its confirma- 
tion from his candor. In like manner, I must beg | 
the pardon of the editor of the Times, with the | 
suggestion that [have scen all this Utrecht learn- | 
ing before; that it is an old acquaintance of 
mince; all familiar to me from the time that Presi- 
dent*Jefferson’s governor of Louisiana drove the 
British traders across the line of Utrecht—across : 
49—and kept them there, regardless of all their . 
cries and lamentations. I recognised this old ac- ; 
quaintanee in these new articles in the Times— `i 
nothing changed m spirit, only in form. j 
The Earl of Selkirk, and his associate sufferers, | 
in forensic language, confessed and avoided; that i} 


is to say, they admitted the line of Utrecht, but 
plead its abrogation by war, and its supersedeas by 
the consent and connivance of the Spaniards; but 
the new articles, improved by the intrepidity, if 
not by the profundity, of Grecnhow’s book, (ac- | 
credited as it is on this floor by the Senator from `i 
Michigan,) boldly take the short cut to the object, 
and now deny, out and out, what was confessed ʻi 
and avoided before. In other respects, the ‘Times || 
articles now, are the memorials of the British fur- 
traders at the epoch of the acquisition of Louisiana, ‘| 
and the expulsion of these traders from it by virtue `; 
of the Utrecht line of 49. And now I want to ;! 
ask the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] if, at || 
sccing himself thus applauded by the London | 
Times, he does, not feel tempted, like the Athenian | 
of old at sceing himself applauded bya rabble that | 

| 

| 


he despised, to turn round to his friends, and ask 
what he had done amiss to bring this applause upon ji 
him? [Mr. Cass nodded assent.] Fean tell him | 
what he has done amiss: he has taken the British 
fur-traders’ side of the line of Utrecht. And as for 
the editor of the Times, if he wishes light on the jj 
subject, I can refer him to authentic sourees ofin- || 
formation just at his hand, namely: the King’s 
map, with the Utrecht linc upon it, as well as the : 
Maine boundary line upon it, (all written in the | 
old King’s own hand,) which so marvellonsly dis- | 
appeareil from the Foreign Office at the time of the i| 
Ashburton treaty; and also to the thin quarto, with <i 
red edges, printed atthe cornerof St, Martin’s Lane, ;i 
Charing Cross, London, anno Domini MDCCLIUEL, | 
prepared by Thomas Jeffreys, Esg., Geographer to | 
the Prince of Wales, and intended for the instruc 
tion of the heir-apparent to the dominions whose | 

| 

i 

| 


boundarics he was defining to him. Upon Jenkin- | 
son’s principle, the Times editor should confess, 
after seeing this map of George the Third, and this 
geography, in which that king studied the bound- 
aries of his dominions. 

This bit of rabbish being removed from my path, 
I now go on with my subject. : 

The value of the country—I mean the Columbia # 
river and its valley—(I must repeat the limitation į 
every time, lest I be carried up to 54° 40')—has | 
been. questioned on this floor and elsewhere. Iti; 
has been supposed to be of little value—hardly i 
worth the possession, much less the acquisition; ; 
and treated rather as a burden to be got rid of, than 
as a benefit to be preserved. This is a great error, 
and one that only prevails on this side of the wate 
the British know better; and if they held the tithe | 
of our title, they would fight the world for what | 
we depreciate. It ig not a worthless country, i 
but one of immense value, and that under many 
aspects, and will be occupied by others, to our in- į 
jury and annoyance, if not by ourselves for our | 
own benefit and protection. Forty years ago it 
was written by Humboldt, that the banks of the : 
Columbia presented thé only situation on the north- į 
west coast of America fit for the residence of a civ- į 
ilized people. Experience has confirmed the truth |! 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| of this wise remark. All the rest of the coast, from 


‘| ready for use, and 


| in time of peace, its want, in time of war, becomes 


‘of the British Parliament said, London had bunt 
i darkly—had been in the dark—fora whole year. 


| driven from the North Pacific during the war—all | 


+ ones; and this work has been going on ever since. 
i! she will retain! And her wooden walls, bristling | 


4 Columbia, will give the law to the North Pacific, 
| permitting our ships to sneak about in time ofi 


the Straits of Fuca out to New Archangel, (and 
nothing but a fur trading post there,) remains a va- 
cant waste, abandoned since the quarrel of Nootka 
Sound, and become the derelict of nations. The 
Columbia only invites a possessor; and for that 
ossession, sagacious British diplomacy has been 
ong weaving its web. It is not a worthless pos- 
session; but valuable under many and large as- 
pects; to the consideration of some of which | now 
proceed. : 

It is valuable, both as a country to be inhabited, 
and as a position to be held and defended. Ispeak 
of it, first, as a position, commanding the North 
Pacific ocean, and overlooking the eastern coast of 
Asia. The North Pacific is a rich sea, and is 
already the scat of a great commerce: British, 
French, American, Russian, and ships of other 
nations, frequent it. Our whaling ships cover it: į 
our ships of war go there to protect our interest; 
and, great as that interest now is, itis only the be- 
ginning. Futurity will develop an immense, and 
various, commerce on that sea, of which the far 
greater part will be American. ‘That commerce, 
neither In the merchant ships which carry it on, 
nor in the military marine which protects it, can | 
find a port, to callits own, within twenty thousand | 
miles of the field of its operations. he double 
length of the two Americas has to be run—a 
stormy and tempestuous cape to he doubled—to | 
find itself in a port of its own country: while here | 
lies one in the very edge of its field, ours by right, 

lampie for every purpose of re- 

fuge and repair, protection and domination, Can 
we tun our back upon it? and, in turning the 
back, deliver it up to the British? Insane, and | 
suicidal would be the fatal act! i 
To say nothing of the daily want of such a port | 


ruinous. Commodore Porter has often told me | 
that, with protection from batteries in the mouth 
of the Columbia, he never would have put himself | 
in acondition to he attacked under the weak, or | 


j 


collusive suns of a neutral port. He has told me 
that, with such a port for the reception of his 
prizes, he would not have sunk in the ocean, or 
hid in islands where it was often found, the three 
millions of British* property captured in his three 
years daring and dauntless cruise. Often has he 
told me, that, with such a port at bis hand, he 
would never have heen driven to spill upon the 
waters, that oil, for want of which, as a member | 


What happencd to Commodore Porter and his 
cS—what happened to all our merchant ships, 


this to happen again, and upon a far larger scale, 
is but half the evil of turning our backs now upon 
this commanding position; for, to do so, is todeli- 
ver it into the hands of a Power that knows the 
value of positions—the four quarters of the globe, 
and our own coasts attest that—and has her eye 
on this one. ‘The very year after the renewal of 
the delasive convention of 1818—in the year 1829— 
a master ship-carpenter was despatched from Lon- | 
don to Fort Vancouver, to begin. there the repair 

of vessels, and even the construction of small | 


She resists our possession now! If we abandon, 


with cannon, and issuing from the mouth of the į 
i 
peace—sinking, scizing, or chasing them away, in | 
time of war, Asa position, then, and if nothing | 
but a rock, or desert point, the possession of the | 
Columbia is invaluable to us; and it becomes our | 
duty to maintain it at all hazards, i 

Agriculturally the value of the country is great; | 
and, to understand it in all its extent, this large 


1 
| 
country should be contemplated under its different |; 


divisions—the threefold natural geographical divi- 
sions under which it presents itself: the maritime, į 
the middle, and the mountain districts. 
The maritime region—the fertile part of it—is | 
the long valley between the Cascade and the coast 
ranges of mountains, extending from the head of the 
Wah-lah-math, near the latitude of 42 degrees, to | 
the Straits of Fuca, near latitude 49. In. this val- į 
ley lies the rich tidewater region of the Columbia, 
with the Wah-lah-math river on the south, and the | 
Coweliske, and the Olympic disirict, on the north. | 
It is a valley of near five hundred miles long, north ! 


| 
t 


and south, and. above one hundred wide;—rich in 
‘soil, grass and timber—suflicient of itself. to.con- 
stitute a respectable State, and now the seat of the 
British commercial and military post of Vancou- 
ver,and of their great farming establishment o 
Nisqually. : ioe 
The middle district, from the Cascade range to 
near the base of the Rocky Mountains, is the re- 
gion called, desert, and which, in the imaginations 
of many, has given character to the whole coun- 
try. In some respects it is a.desert—barren of 
wood—sprinkled with sandy plains—melancholy 
under the sombre aspect of the gloomy artemisia 
—and desolate from volcanic rocks, through the 
chasms of which plunge the. headlong streams. 
But this desert has its redeeming points—much wa- 
ter—grass—-many oases-——mountains capped with 
snow, to refresh the'air, the land, and the eye— 
blooming valleys—a clear sky, pure air, and a su- 
preme salubrity. Itis the home of the horse! found 
there wild in all the perfection of his first nature— 
beautiful and fleet—fiery and docile—patient, en- 
during, and affectionate. General Clark has told 
me that, of the one hundred and seventy horses 
which he and Lewis obtained in this district, he 
had never seen the match in any equal number; 
and he had seen the finest which the sporting. 
course, or the warlike parade, had exhibited in 
Virginia. It is the home of that horse—the horse 
of Persia—which gallops his eighty miles a day— 
swimming the rivers as he comes to them—finds 
his own food at night, the hoof scraping away the 
snow when it hides the grass—gallops his eighty 
miles again the next day; and so on through along 
and healthy life; carrying his master in the chasè, 
or the fight, circumventing the game, and pursuing 
the foe, with the intelligence of reason and the 
fidelity of friendship. General Clark has inform- 
ed me that it was necessary to keep a scout ahead, 
to drive away the elk and buffalo, at the sight of 


i which all their horses immediately formed for the 


chase, the loose ones dashing off to surround and 
circumvent the game. ‘The old hunters also have 
told me their marvellous stories about these horses, 
and that in war and hunting they had more sense 
than people, and. as much courage, and loved it 
as well, The country that pones such horses, 
must also produce men, and cattle, and‘all the in- 
ferior animals;. and: must. have many beneficerit 
altributes to redcem it from the stigma. of desola- 
tion. : : 

The mountain division has its own peculiar fea- 
tures, and many of them as useful as picturesque. 


' At the base of the mountains, a long, broad, and 


high bench is seen—three hundred miles long, fifty 
miles wide—the deposite of abraded mountains of 


snow and verdure through thousands of years. | 


Lewis and Clark thus describe this great bench of 
land, which they twice crossed in their expedition 
to and from the Pacific ocean: 


“The country along the Rocky Mountains, for several 
hundred miles'in length and about fifty wide, is a high.levek 
plain; in all its parts extremely fertile, and in many places 
covered with a growth of tall, long-leafed pine. This. plain 
is chiefly interrupted near the streams of water, where the 
hills are steep ‘and lofty; but the soil is good, being unen- 
cumbered by much: stone,-and possesses more timber thar 
the level country.. Under shelter of these hills, the bottom 
lands skirt the margin of the rivers, and though narrow and 
confined, are “still fertile and‘rarely inundated. «Nearly the 


whole of this widespread tract is covered with'a profusion. . 


of grass and plants, which are atthis time (May).as high as 
the knee. Ainong these ate a variety of esculent plant and 
roots, acquired without mueh difhenity,:and yielding not 
only a nutricious, but a very agreeable food. The airis pure 


and dry, the climate quite as mild, if not mikler, than the: - 


sume parallels of Jatitude in the Atlantic States, and must 
be equally healthy, for all the disorders which we have wit- 
nessed may fairly be imputed more to the nature of the diet 
than to wy intemperance of climate, This general obser- 
vation is of course to be qualified, since in the same tract of 
country the degrees of the combination of heat and cold 
obey the influence of situation. Thus the rains of the low 
grounds, near our camp, aro snows in the high plains; and 
while the sun shines with intense heat in the confined bot- 
toms, the plains enjoy a much colder air, and the vegetation 
is retarded at Jeast fifteen days, while at the foot of the 
mountains the snows are still many fect in depth; so that 
within twenty miles of our camp we observe the rigors of 
winter cold, the cool air of spring, and the oppressive heat 
of midsummer. Even on the plains, however, where the 
snow has fallen, it seems to do but tittle injury to the. grass 
and other plants, which, though apparently tender and sus- 
ceptible, are still blooming, at the height of nearly cighteén 
inches through the snow. In short, this district affords 
many advantages to settlers, and if properly cultivated, 
would yield every object necessary for the subsistence and 
comfort of civilized man.” 


Other, and smaller benches of the same character, 
are frequently scen, inviting the farmer to make his 
healthy habitation and fertile field uponit. 

Entering the gorges of the mountains, and a-suc- 
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cession of everything is found which is seen in 
the alpine regions of Switzerland, glaciers only ex- 
cepted. Magnificent mountain scenery—lakes— 
grassy valleys—snow-capped - mountains—clear 
streams and fountains—coves and parks—hot and 
warm springs—mineral waters of many varieties— 
salt in the ‘solid and fluid state—salt lakes, and 
even hot salt springs—wood, coal, and iron. Such 
are the Rocky Mountains in the long and broad 
section from the head of the Rio Grande del Norte, 
of the sunny South, to the head of the Athabasca, 
of the Frozen ocean. This ample, rich, and ele- 
vated mountain’ region is deemed, by those unac- 
quainted with the Farthest West, to be, and to be 
forever, the desolate and frozen dominion of the 
wild beast and the savage. On the contrary, I 
view it as the future seat of population and power, 
where man is to appear in all the moral, intellect- 
ual, and physical endowments which ennoble the 
mountain race, and where liberty, independence, 
anc lore of virtue, are to make thcir last sland on 
earth, 


Thus, agriculturally, and as producing the means | 


of human subsistence—as sustaining a population, 
and supplying the elements of wealth and power, 
as derived from the surface and the bowels of the 
earth—I look upon the region drained by the wa- 
ters of the Columbia as one of the valuable divis- 
ions of the North American continent. 

No reason to undervalue it on the score of com- 
merce. But this branch of her advantages are 
attacked through another channel—in the sup- 
posed unfitness of the mouth of the Columbia for 
the purposes of a port, commercial or naval. An 
expedition of our own (Captain Wilkes) has fos- 
tered this opinion; but fortunately furnishes the 
correction to its own error. The narrative of the 
expedition condemns the port: the chart that ac- 
companies it, proves it to be good. This chart 
was constructed upon the seventy days’ labor of 
three young gentlemen, midshipmen in the expe- 
dition, whose numerous soundings show the dili- 
gence and the accuracy of their work—their names, 
<uox, Reynolds, and Blair. I read what was 
written in the narrative: it differed from all that 
lhad read before. I examined the chart: itap- 
peared to me to present a fine harbor. But, being 
no nautical man, I put no faith in my own opin- 
ions, and had recourse to others. Mr. James 
Blair, one of the three midshipmen who had sur- 
veyed the port, was in this city, son of my friend 
Francis P, Blair. I talked with him. His an- 
swers were satisfactory. I addressed him written 
queries. He answered them; and his answers, 
supported by facts and reasons, placed the harbor 
above that of New York. But a New York pilot 
was in the city—Mr. John Maginn—for eighteen 
years a pilot there, and that upon an apprentice- 
ship of ten years, and now the President of the 
New York Association of Pilots, and their agent 
to attend to the pilot bill before Congress; he was 
here, and made my acquaintance. 
compare the charts of the two harbors, New York 


and the mouth of the Columbia, and give his opin- | 


ion in writing, detailed and reasoned, of their re- 
spective merits. He did so: and these answers 
place the port of the Columbia far above that of 
ew York in every particular, without exception, 
which constitutes a good harbor. In depth of 
water and in width of channel—in directness of 
channels, one being exactly straight, the other 
with an elbow only—in the form and character of 
the bar, which is narrow, with a hard sand bot- 
tom, and gently sloping to the shores—in readi- 
ness of access to the sea, being in the very edge of 
the ocean—in freedom from ice in winter and great 
heats in summer—in steadiness of winds and cur- 
rents—in freedom from shelters outside of the har- 
bor, where enemies’ ships or fleets in time of war, 
can hide, and lie in wait for returning or outgoing 
vessels—in number, extent, and safety of anchor- 
ing places, su fficient for any number and any class 
of vessels, immediately within the harbor—in de- 
fensibility, being, from the narrowness of the 
mouth and the high pomt which overlook it, sus- 
ceptible of absolute defence, t 
the mouth of the Columbia stands out pre-emi- 
nently distinguished over all the rivers of the At- 
lantic, and most of those of the world. No seven 
mouths, like the Nile, or three like the Mississip- 
pi—no broad outlets through low sands and 
marshes-——no wide expanse of water at its mouth, 
but a bay within, large enough to held ten thou- 
sand vessels, a narrow gate to enter the sea, and 


l asked him to | 


And in this respect, | 


promontories on each side to receive batteries to 
defend it. In short, in a state of nature, without 
pilots, light-houses, buoys, beacons, steam tow- 
boats, an excellent. port: with these advantages, 
superior to New York for every vessel, from the 
merchant service to the ship-of-the-line. Such is 
the harbor at the mouth of the Columbia, which 
has been undervalued for several reasons; among } 
others, to find an argument for going to 54° 40! to : 
search for harbors in the depths of volcanic chasms, į 
often too deep for anchorage, too abrupt for ap- 

proach, and always seated in steril-lands to which 
geography has attached the name of Desolation. 
Like the other disadvantages attributed to the Co- 
lumbia, that of the harbor at the mouth of the river 
vanishes at the touch of examination! not only 
vanishes, but turns out to be one of its great and 
positive superiorities. I would read the statements 
of Midshipman Blair, and the pilot, Mr. Maginn, 
but find them too long for a place in a speech: 
they will appear in an appendix. All the capaci- 
ties of this harbor are well known to the British. 
Often have their Government vessels surveyed it— 
three times that I know of, and never with a dis- 


the work is going on. Vessels have been entering 
the port since 1792—a period of fifty-six years— 


paraging report. But why argue? While I speak, | 


ł 


without pilots, lights, buoys, beacons, steam tow- 
boats: without any of the aids which the skill and 
power of civilization gives to a port. They are 
entering it now; and, counting from its first dis- 


in the day, or in the night, in which they have not 


wrecked, and very few; the great mass have en- 
tered safely, and this in a state of nature. What 
will it be, then, when aided like the established 
ports of the civilized world? 

The carrying trade between eastern Asia and 
western America will be another of the advantages 
belonging to the Columbia. It is the only position 
between the Isthmus of Darien and Bchring’s 
Straits on which a naval power can exist. Mexico 
has no timber, few ports, and none of the elements 
of ship building. ‘The Lower California is the 
same. Northern California, with the Bay of San 
Francisco, and the magnificent timber of the Sierra 


tain Frémont, to be geographically appurtenant to 
the Columbia, and in time must obey its destiny. 
The Columbia river is the seat of a great naval pre- 
eminence: magnificent timber—the whole tidewater 
region of the river, 180 miles in length—fit for a 
continuous ship-yard—supplicd with everything 
from above—secure against the possibility of hostile 
approach from below. North of the Straits of 
Fuca, it is a continued volcanic desolation, where 
ships will hardly go, much less be built. During 
three hundred years, it has remained, and still re- 
mains, the derelict of nations. Russian fur-traders 
alone have seated themselves upon some of its 
hyperborean islands. There is no seat for a naval 
power on the western coast of North America, ex- 
cept on the Columbia. The Asiatics have no taste 
for the sea; they never seek the great ocean. The 
people on the Columbia, then, will be the carriers, 
almost exclusively, between eastern Asia, and its 
myriad of islands, on one side, and all Mexico, 
California, and Northwest America, on the other; 
and rich will be the profits of such carrying. I 
set it down as another of the great advantages of 
the Columbia. 

The grasses of the country, indigenous ag they 
are, and in the wild state, are named by Captain 
Frémont as among its natural advantages, sources 
of national and individual wealth, and the means 
of changing the mode of military operations, by- 


pean armies. Horses for the men to ride on, and 
cattle for them to feed on, would both find their 
support in these grasses, and permit the most rapid 
and extended movements of mounted gun-men, 
cavalry, and horse artillery. He says: 


“ Referring to my journal for particular descriptions, and 
for sectional boundaries between good and bad districts, T 
ean only say, in general and comparative terms, that, in 
that branch of agriculture which implies the cultivation of | 
grains and staple crops, it would be inferior to the Atlantic | 
States, though many parts are superior for wheat; while, in 
the rearing of flocks and herds, it would claim a high place. 
Its grazing capabilities are great; and even in the indigenous | 
grass now there, an element of national and individual | 
wealth may be found. In fact, the valuable grasses begin 
within one hundred and fifty miles of the Missouri frontier, 
and extend to the Pacifie ocean. East of the Rocky Moun- 


į tains, it is the short curly grass, on which the buffalo delights 


covery, there is not a day in the year, nor an hour | , i} 
ys y ; waters of the Alleghany Mountains are dispersed into many 


entered it, and entered it safely. A. few have been `} 


Novada, is now shown, by the discoveries of Cap- j 


dispensing with the heavy commissariat of Euro- ; 
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to feed, (whence its name of buffalo,) and which is still good 
when dry and apparently dead. West of those mountains, 
it is a larger growth, in‘ clusters, and hence called bunch 
grass, and which ‘has.a second or fall growth. Plains-and 
mountains both exhibit them; and I have seen good pas- 
turage at an elevation of ten thousand feet. In this spon- 
taneous product, the trading or travelling caravans can find 
subsistence for their animais; and, ‘in military operations, 
any nuinber of cavalry may.be moved, and any number of 
cattle may be driven; and thus men. and horses be supported 
‘on long expeditions, and even in winter in the sheltered 
situations.” (P. 277.) = 


Militarily, its advantages are vast, and.are graph- 
ically sketclied by Captain Frémont. In. his. ex- 
tended explorations, he has viewed the country 
under every aspect of natural or physical geogra- 
nly, and thus presents it under its military aspect 
In a state of nature: 


“The Columbia is the only river which traverses the 
whole breadth of the country, breaking through all the 
ranges, and entering the sea, Drawing its waters from a 
section of ton degrees of latitude in the Rocky Mountains, 
which are collected into one stream by three main forks, 
(Lewis's, Clark’s, and the North fork,) near the centre of 
the Oregon valley, this great river thence proceeds by a 
single channel to the sea, while its three forks lead each to 
a pass in the mountains, Which opens the way into the in- 
terior of the continent. “Tis fact in relation to the rivers 
this region, gives animmense value to the Columbia. Fts 


i mouth is the only inlet and outlet to and from the sea; its 
| three forks lead to the passes in the mountains; it is, there- 
l| fore, the only line of communication between the Pacific 


and the interior of North Americas and all operations of 
war or coinmerce, Of national or social intercourse, must 
beconducted upon it. ‘This gives it a value beyond estima- 
tion, and would involve irreparable injury if lost. In this 
unity and concentration of its waters, the Pacific side of our 
continent differs entirely from the Atlantic side, where the 


rivers, having their different entrances into the sea, and 
opening many lines of communication with the interior, 

Fhe Pacific coast is equally different from that of the 
Atlantic, Phe coast of the Atlantic is low and open, in- 
dented with numerous bays, sounds, and river estuaries, 
accessible everywhere, and opening by many channels into 
the heart of the country. The Pacific coast, on the contrary, 
is high and compact, with few bays, and but one that opens 
into the heart of the country. ‘The immediate coast is what 
the seamen call iron bound. A little within, it is skirted by 
two successive ranges of mountains, standing as ramparts 
between the sea and the interior country; and to get through 
which, there is but one gate, and that narrow and easily 
defended. This structure of the coast, backed by these two 
ranges of mountains, with its concentration and unity of 
waters, gives to the country an immense military strength, 
and wilt probably render Oregon the most impregnable 
country in the world. (pp. 274-5.) 


Commercially, the advantages of Oregon will 
be great—far greater than any equal portion of the 
Atlantic States. The eastern Asiatics, who will 
he their chief customers, are more numerous than 


_ our customers in western Europe—more profitable 
i to trade with, and less dangerous to quarrel with. 
: Their articles of commerce are richer than those 


of Europe; they want what the Oregons will have 
to spare—bread and provisions—and have no sys- 
tems of policy to prevent them from purchasing 
these necessaries of life from those who can sup- 
ply them. The sea which washes their shores is 
every way a better sea than the Atlantic—richer 
in its whale and other fisheries—in the fur regions 
which enclose it to the north—more fortunate in 
the tranquillity of its character, in its freedom from 
storms, gulf-streams, and icebergs—in its perfect 
adaptation to steam navigation—in its intermediate 
or half-way islands, and its myriad of rich islands 
on its further side ;—in its freedom from maritime 
Powers on its coasts, except the American, which 
is to grow up atthe mouth of the Columbia. As 

eople to trade with—as a sea to navigate—the 
Mongolian race of eastern Asia, and the North 
Pacific ocean, are far preferable to the Europeans 
and the Atlantic. 

But enough of this. - The country is vindicated: 
error is dispelled. Instead of worthlessness, the 
region of the Oregon is proved to have all the ca- 
pabilities of an immense Power. Agricultural 
capubilities to sustain a great population, and to 
furnish the elements of commerce and manufac- 
tures—a vast and rich commerce and navigation at 
its hands—a peaceable sea to navigate—gentle and 
profitable people to trade with them—a climate 
of supreme and almost miraculous salubrity—a 
natural frontier of mountain ramparts—a triple 
barrier of mountains—to give her a military im- 
pregnability. 

Having cleared away the errors which under- 
valued the country, and pointed out the advantages 
peculiar to it, I now come to. another advantage, 
common to all North America, and long since the 
cherished vision of my young imagination. A 
Russian Empress said of the Crimea: Here lies 
the road to Byzantium. I say to my fellow-citi- 
zens: Through the valley of the Columbia, lies the 
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North American road to India. Twenty-eight 
ears ago I wrote something on this head, and pub- | 
ished it. A quarter of a century of experience į 
and observation has given me nothing to detract | 
from what I then wrote—nothing to add, exceptas 
derived from the progress of the arts, and especi- 
ally omnipotent steam. . 
Tye trade of the East has always been the rich- | 
est jewel in the diadem of commerce. All nations, 
in all ages, have sought it; and those which obtain- 
ed it, or even a share of it, attained the highest | 
degree of opulence, refinement, and power. The 
routes through which it flowed fertilized deserts, 
and built up cities and kingdoms amidst the deso- 
lation of rocks and sands. Phenicia, Egypt, Per- 
sia, were among the ancient thoroughfares of this 
commerce; Constantinople and Alexandria among 
its modern channels; and Venice and Genoa in the 
south, and Bruges and Antwerp in the north, the | 
means of its distribution over Europe. All grew | 
rich and powerful upon it; and, with wealth and 
power, came civilization and refinement. The 
Cape of Good Hope became the recent route, with 
wealth to its discoverers, the Portuguese, and to 
all their rivals and followers—the Dutch, English, | 
French, and others. 

The commerce of Asia, always dazzling to the 
Oriental nations, became the intense object of de- 
sire to the western Europeans, from the time that | 
the crusaders visited Constantinople, and Vasea di 
Gama doubled the Cape of Good Hope. The daz- 
zling attraction of this commerce was the cause of 
the discovery of the New World. Columbus, go- Hi 
ing west to Asia, was arrested by the intervention 
of the two Americas. From his day to the present, 
skill and power have exerted themselves to get 
round, or through this formidable obstacle. All 
the attempts to discover a northwest passage were 
so many attempts to discover a western road to 
India. ‘All the discoveries of the French among 
the interior Jakes and great rivers of North Amer- |! 
ica were with the same view. La Salle, the great 
French discovercr, parting from his friends cight | 
miles from Montreal, for his last word, exclaimed, 
La Chine! (China,) as the word which displayed | 
the object and end of his adventurous enterprise; 
and by that name the spot is known to this day. He 
had all the qualities of a great discoverer but one: 
he knew not how’ to conciliate the feelings of his 
people, and fella sacrificd to their resentment on 
the Arkansas. The Jesuit fathers, courageous and 
pious missionaries, to whom the world was in- | 
debted for all its early knowledge of the interior of | 
North America, (I am speaking only of this in- || 
terlor,) secing the waters of a thousand lakes, held | 
in equilibrium on a vast platean in the centre of the | 
continent, from which three great rivers went oif | 
north, south, and east, to the Atlantic; and hear- 
ing the Indians speak of a river of the west, in their 
language Oregan—a spelling which Humboldt fol- 
lows—naturally supposed that, from the same 
plateau a fourth great river went off west, and actu- 
ally sketched an Oregan from Lake Winepce to the | 
Pacific, still to be seen on some old maje. , They | 
were right in the fact of the river, though mistaken 
in its source; and this is the first knowledge which 
history has of Oregon. 

Mr. Jefferson, that man of rare endowments and 
common sense—of genius and judgment—philoso- || 
phy and practice—whose fertile mind was always 
teeming with enterprises beneficial to his specics: 
this rare man, following up the grand idea of Co- 
lumbus, and taking up the unfinished enterprise of || 
La Salle, and anxious to crowd into his Adminis- 
tration a galaxy of brilliant events, early projected 
the discovery of an inland route to thé Pacific 
ocean, The Missouri river was to be one long | 
link in this chain of communication: the Columbia, | 
or any other that might serve the purpose, on the 
other side of the mountains, was to be another. 
Lewis and Clark were sent out to discover a com- 
mercial route to the Pacific ocean; and so judi- 
ciously was their enterprise conducted that their 
return route must become, and forever remain, the | 


route of commerce: the route further south, through |; 


the South Pass, near latitude 42, will be the trav- | 
elling road; but commerce will take the water line 
of their return, crossing the Rocky Mountains in 
latitude 47, through the North Pass. 

‘With the exception of a small part of the route, 
the Hudson Bay Company now follow, and have 
followed for thirty years, the route of Lewis and 


Clark. These eminent discoverers left the Co- || 
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up the Kooskooske, thence over a high mountain 


the North Pass to the Great Falls of the Mis- 
souri. ‘The Hudson Bay Company have discov- 
ered a better route to Clark’s river, following the 
Columbia higher up, and leaving it at the U oper 
Falls, in latitude about 381, and where they have 
established their depôt for the mountain trade, called 
Fort Colville. From these Falls it is sixty miles 
overland to Clark’s river, whence the river is nav- 
igable to its forks, three hundred miles up, and 
within one hundred and fifty miles of ‘the Great 
Falls of the Missouri. Along this route the Hud: 
son Bay Company have carried on their trade;-for 
near thirty years, even quite through to the east 
side of the Rocky Mountains; paying no duties, 
using our river and territories, poisoning the minds 
of the Indians against us, and exhausting the coun- 
try of its furs. Their goods arrive at Fort Van- 
couver in ships from London—ascend the Colum- 
bia to Fort Colville in batteaux—make a portage 
of sixty miles to Clark’s river, the lower part of 
that river being unfit for navigation; then ascend 
Clark’s river to its forks, three hundred miles, and 
thence to the headwaters of the Missouri. The 
only part of this route with which I have but little 
acquaintance 
Upper Fails of the Columbia to the point where 
Clark’s river can be navigated. It may be moun- 


fact that the Hudson Bay Company have used it 


by the further fact that long acquaintance with the 
country has not induced them to change it. With 
this shght deviation, the Hudson Bay Company 
follow the return route of Lewisand Clark; and this 
will be the route of commerce to the end of time. 
The Columbia river is decried for its navigation, 
not by the British, who know its value, and strug- 
gle to maintain its possession; but by those who 
sce the whole country beyond the Rocky Moun- 


| tains through the medium of depreciation, It is, 


even ina state of nature, a practicable river for 
navigation. The tide flows up it one hundred and 
eighty miles; and to that distance there is ship nav- 
igation. Batteaux ascend it to Fort Colville; at 
the Upper Falls, making more, or fewer, portages, 
according to the state of the water; and beyond that 
point they still ascend, to the “ Boat Encamp- 
ment,” opposite the head of the Athabasca; where 
a Pass in the mountains leads to the waters of the 
Frozen ocean. Periodically, the river is flooded 
by the melting of the snows in the mountains; and 
then many of the falls and rapids are buried in 
deep water, and no trace of them seen. ‘This is 
even the case with the Great Falls, where a pitch 
of twenty-eight feet, at low water, disappears 
wholly under the flood. Sixty feet is the rise, and 
that annual, and punctual. No ice obstructs its 
surface: no sunken trees encumber its bottom. Art 
will improve the navigation, and steam-vessels will 
undoubtedly run to the Upper Falls—the pitch 
sixteen feet—a distance from tidewater of some 
six hundred miles; and the point where the land 
carriage of sixty miles begins, Clark’s river has 
a breadth of one hundred and fifty yards, up-to its 
forks, being near the width of the Cumberland at 
Nashville. “Phe melting of the snows gives it a 
periodical flood.” The valley through which this 
river flows is rich and handsome, in places fifteen 
miles wide, well wooded and grassy, ornamented 
with the beautiful Flat Head Lake—a lake of thirty- 
five miles in length, seated in a large fertile cove, 
and embosomed in snow-capped mountains. Hot 
and warm springs, advantageously compared by 
Lewis and Clark to those in Virginia, also enrich 
it; and when the East India trade has taken its 
course through this valley, here may grow up, not 
a Palmyra of the desert, but a Palmyra, quecn of 
the mountains. From the forks of Glark’s river, 
i nearly due east, it is about ninety miles to the 
ss, along a well-bcaten buffalo road, and 
over a fertile, grassy, and nearly level mountain 


practicable by any vehicle in a state of nature, and 


Lewis and Clark made thirty-two miles the day 
they came through it, and without being sensible 
of any essential rise at the point of separation be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific waters. To the 
right and left the mountains rose high; but the 
Pass itself is a depression in the mountain, sinking 
to the level of the country at their base. From this 


lumbia river near the mouth of Lewis’s fork, went | 


Pass to the Great Falls of the Missouri, and nearly 


to the forks of Clark’s river; and thence through : 


eis the sixty miles of portage from the | 


tainous; but that it is practicable, is proved by the | 


for thirty years: that it is the best route, is proved | 


f + rp Ar . 
i plain, The North Pass is as easy as the South— | 


no obsiacle to the full day’s march of the traveller. | 


‘east from it, is sixty miles—in all, one hundred 
and fifty miles from the “forks of Clark's river to ` 
the Great Falls: of the Missouri, which, added to” 
sixty miles from Clark's river tothe Upper ‘Falls 
of the Columbia, gives two liindred and ten miles” 
of land carriage between the large navigable waters 
of the Columbia and Missouri. ane ae 

This is the sum of my best’ information on the 
subject, the result of thirty years inquiries, and 
believed to be correct; but an accurate topographi- 
cal survey of the couniry between the two rivers, 
and a profile, as well as a superficies map, with 
barometrical, geological, botaniéal, astronomical, ` 
and meteorological tables and. observations, would 
solve every question, and bė a large contribution 
to the science of the age, and to the future. trans- 
action of business. If snow, during some months, 
should be found to impede the steam car in this 
elevated region, (guessed to be seven thousand feet 
above the level of the sea,) that same snow be- 
comes the basis for the next best land conveyance 
after the steam car—the sleigh. So that this little 
intervention of dry ground between Canton and’ 
New York will prove’ to be no obstacle either in 
summer or winter. 

Arrived at the Great Falls of the Missouri, the 
East India merchant may look back and say, my _ 
voyage is finished! He may look forward and ` 
say, à thousand markets lie before me, of all which I 
may take choice. A downward navigation of two 
thousand five hundred miles carries him to St. 
Louis, the centre of the valley of the Mississippi, 
and the focus to which converge all the steam- 
boats—now thousands, hereafter to.be mytiads— 
from all the extended circumference of that vast 
valley. Long before he reaches St. Louis, he is 
running the double line of American towns and vil- 
lages seated on either bank of the river. ` The Mis- 
souri river is said to he. the best. steamboat river 
upon the face of the earth—the longest—retaining 
| its water best at all seasons, and erlodically flood-_ 
edata known day—free from foe. and, for nearly 
two thousand miles, free from sunken trees; for It 
is on approaching the heavy forest lands of the. 
lower Missouri that this obstruction occurs. All 
above is clear of this danger. 'The river ig large from 
| the Falls down; the mountain streams, almost in- 

numerable, pouring down such ample contributions. 
At the Mandan villages, and after the junction with 
the Yellow Stone, itself equal in length to thé Ohio, 
it presents the same majestic appearance to the eye 
that it does towards its mouth. Coal lines its’ 
| banks in many places; fertile land abounds. A 

military post will doubtless soon be established at ` 
the Great Falls, as algo on this side, at the Yellow 
Stone, and beyond, in the valley of Clark?s river, 
and on the Columbia, at the Upei Falls: ever 
post will be the nucleus of a settlement, and the 
future site of a great city. The East India mer- 
chant, upon the new North American road, will — 
find himself at home, and among his countrymen, 
and under the flag and the arms of his country, 
from the moment he reaches the mouth of the Co- 
lunbia—say within fifteen days after leaving Can- 
ton! All the rest, to the remotest markét which he 
can choose, either in the vast interior of the Union, 
or on its extended’ cireumference, will bè among 
friends. What a contrast’ to the time, avid the 
perils, the exposure and expense ‘of. protection, 
which the present six months’ voyage involves! >’ 

Arrived at the Great Falls of the Missouri, the 
East India merchant, upon this new road, will see ` 
a thousand markets before hiin, each inviting his 
approach, and óf easy, direct; and ready access, 
A downward navigation of rapid descent takes him 
| to St. Louis, and New Orleans, and to all the 

places between, “A continuous voyage, without 
shifting tho position of an ounce of his cargo, will 
carry him from the Great Walls to Pittsburg: a 
single tanshipment, and three days will take him 
to the Atlantic coast: omnipotent steam flying him 
from Canton to Philadelphia in the marvellous 
space of some forty-odd days! Jonly mention one 
line, and one city, as a sample of all the rest. 
| What is said of Pittsburg and Philadelphia, may 
be equally said of all the western river towns to- 
wards the heads of navigation, and of all the At- 
lantic, Gulf, or Lake cities, with which they 
communicate. Some sixty days, the usual run of 
a bill of exchange, will reach the most reniote: 80 
that a merchant may give a sixty days’ bill in-his 
| own country, after this route isin operation, and 
pay it at maturity with silks and teas which were | 
in Canton on the day ofits date. > Te 
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This is the North American Road to India, all 
ready now for use, except the short link from the 
mouth of the Columbia to the Great Falls of Mis- 
souri !—all the rest now ready—made ready by 
nature, aided by private means and individual en- 
terprise, without the aid, or even countenance of 
government! And. will government now refuse 
its aid; nay, more, obstruct, the enterprise of indi- 
viduals, and frustrate the designs of nature, by 
leaving the Columbia where it im providently placed 
it, in the year 1818—in the hands of a foreign Pow- 
er, and that Power Great Britain? Forbid it, every 
principle of right and justice—every consideration 
of policy and interest. Now is the time to decide 
this great question, and to redeem the error of 1818. 
My voice denounced the error then, and was un- 
heeded. It was solitary, and received no response. 
A nation now demands it; and it is not for a na- 
tion’s representatives to disregard a nation’s call. 
But even if it should be so, it may defer, but can- 
not defeat, the great event. There is an order in 
the march of human events which the improvi- 
dence of povemmenis may derange, but cannot 
destroy. Individuals will accomplish what gov- 
erùments neglect, and events will go forward with- 
out law to guide them. So it has been already 


with this Columbia. In 1792, a private individual | 


of Boston discovered this river: he revealed its ex- 
istence to the world: government took no notice 
of his splendid revelation. In 1806 Lewis and 
Clark returned from the Columbia: government 
sent no troops there to occupy and retain the do- 
main which they had nationalized. ‘The seat of a 
future empire lay a derelict on the coast of its rich 
and tranquil sea. An individual administered upon 
the vacant domain. A man of head—Mr. John 
Jacob Astor—sent a colony there. During two 
years his bateaux, carrying up goods, and bring- 
ing down furs, traversed every water of the Co- 
lumbia; his ships visited Canton, New Archangel, 
the coasts of California, the Sandwich and the Po- 
lynesian islands. Astoria was in communication 
with the commercial world. The name of the 
young Tyre—future queen of the New World— 
was known to nations. Then came the acts of 
government to baulk, delay, defer the great com- 
mencement. 
brief and necessary event—but I speak of the acts 
of government after the war. The commissioners 
did their duty at Ghent: all posts, places, territo- 
ries, taken from the United States during the war, 
were, by the first article of that treaty, to be re- 
stored. The posts or places of Astoria, the Oka- 
nag-an, the Spo-kan, the Wah-lah-math, and the 
whole territory of the Columbia river and its valley, 
came under the terms of the treaty, and were bound 
to be restored, The fate of the restoration of all 
western posts attended the posts on the Columbia, 
After the. peace of.1783, the northwestern posts 
were retained: British traders, backed by their 
government, retained them: the Indian wars of 
1791-3-4, were the fruit of that retention; and the 
war of 1812 found one of ite roots in the same 
cause. This was the fate of western posts after 
the war of the Revolution. After the war of 1812, 
a far worse fate awaited the western posts on the 
Columbia. A fictitious restoration of one post was 
transacted—to be accompanied, in the very moment 
of the transaction, by the surrender of the whole 
country to the British. I say the surrender of the 
whole; for nothing less was, or could be, the effect 
of a joint-use possession between the weak and the 
strong; between the scattered and dispersed Amer- 
ican traders, abandoned by their government, and 
the organized British. companies, supported by 
theirs! A quarter of a centary the British have 
held the Columbia, the government doing nothing. 
Four years ago. the people began to move. They 
crossed the. Rocky Mountains; they have gone 
down into the tidewater region of the Columbia. 
Without the aid of government, they are recover- 
ing what government lost, and renewing the phe- 
nomenon of mere individuals exploring the bounds 
of. distant lands, and laying the foundation of. dis- 
tant empires.. The question of American coloniza- 
tion of the Columbia is settled! The people have 
settled it; they are now there, and will stay there. 
The trade with India will begin. If no more John 
Jacob Astors shall arise to commence. the trade 
upon a great scale, it will proceed upon a small 
one—grow up by degrees—find an emporium in the 
mouth of the Columbia, and spread itself all over 
North America, through the Jine of the Columbia 
and of the Missouri. The North American road 


I do not mean the war—that was a | 
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to India will be established by the people,if not 

by the government. The rich commerce of the 

East will find a new route to the New World, fol- 

lowed by the wealth and power which has always 

attended it; and this will be another of the advan- 

jages resulting from the occupation of the Colum- 
ia. 

And now, Mr. President, this is the exact reason 
why the British want the Columbia. . They want 
it as the indispensable link in their own. projected 
North American route to India. This is shown 
in McKenzie’s history of his voyages of discov- 
ery in 1789 and 1793.” On both occasions he was 
seeking a river line. of communication between 
Hudson’s Bay and the Pacific. In the first voyage 
he followed the Unjigah, or Peace river, bearing 
northwest through the Great Slave Lake and the 
Great Bear Lake, and after two thousand miles of 
navigation, found himself at the Frozen Ocean, 
north, or rather cast of Behring’s Straits. That was 
too far north to answer any purpose. In the year 
1793, he sat out again to find a more southern river 
to the Pacific. On Loth voyages he sat out from 
the same point—Fort Chipewyan, on the Athaba- 
ca Lake. Instead of descending the Unjigah, he 
now ascended it—went up to its head in the Rocky 
Mountains—passed through a low gap—found a 
stream flowing west, and followed it from its 
source in 55° of north latitude, and followed it 
down to 520.. Finding it to bear south, and be- 
coming a large river, McKenzie believed it to be 
the Columbia, already discovered by Gray; and 
thereupon left it, and crossed over direct to the 
Pacific ocean, which he reached some distance 
north of Vancouver’s Island. This voyage, like 
the other, had failed in its object: it found no navi- 
gable British river leading to the Pacific. And then 
anew idea struck the disappointed explorer, which 
he gave to the country, and impressed upon the 
British government, eight years afterwards, in his 
flistory of the Fur Trade. That work, published 
in London in the year 1801, after lamenting that 
a Northwest Passage could not be found, and de- 
claring that the Columbia was the only line of 
interior communication with the Pacifie ocean, 
boldly proposed to take it! on no other ground 
than that it was indispensable to the commercial 
communication between Hudson’s Bay and the Pa- 
cific, and no obstacle in the way, but American 
adventurers, who would instantly disappear from 
before a well-regulated trade! that is to say, be- 
fore the power of the British fur-trading” com- 
panies, backed by the power of the British gov- 
ernment. Here is the extract from McKenzie’s 
History, which very coolly recommends all this 
policy, as if the taking an American river, and 
making the Americans disappear from it, was as 
justifiable an operation as that of catching a beaver, 
and killing him for his skin. Here is the propo- 
sition of McKenzie, earnestly pressed upon his 
government: 


“The Russians, who first discovered that, along the coasts 
of Asia, no useful or regular navigation existed, opencd un 
interior communication by rivers, &e., and through that jong 
and wile-extended continent, to the strait that separates 
Asia from America, over which diey passed to the Ameri- 
ean continent, Our situation is, at length, in some degree, 
similar totheirs : the non-existence of a practicable passage 
by sca, and the existence of one-through the continent, are 
clearly proved, and it requires only the countenance and 
support of the British Government to increase, in a very 
ample proportion, this national advantage, and secure the 
trade of that country to its subjects’? “ By the rivers that 
discharge themselves into Hudson’s Bay, at Port Nelson, it 
is proposed to carry on the trade to their source, ut the bead 
ofthe Saskatehiwine river, which rises in the Rocky Moun- 
tains, not eight degrees of longitude from the Pacific Ocean. 
‘fhe Columbia flows from the same mountains, and dis- 
charges itself into the Pacific in north latitude 46 20. - Both 
of them are capable of receiving ships at their mouths, and 
are navigable throughout for boats.” “ But whatever course 
may be taken from the Atlantic, the Cotumbia is the line of 
communication from the Pacific Ocean pointed out by nature, 
as it is the only navigable river in the whole extent of Van- 
couver’s minute survey of that coast; its banks, also, form 
the first level country in all the southern extent of continental 
coast from Cook’s entry ; and, consequently, the most north- 
ern situation, suitable to the residence of a civilized people. 
By opening this intercourse between the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans, and forming regular establishments through the in- 
terior, and at both extremes, as well as along the coast aud 
islands, the entire command ofthe fur trade of North America 
might be obtained, from latitude 48 to the pole, except that. 


portion of it which the Russians have in the Pacific.. To this | 


may be added, the fishing in both seas, and the market of 
the four quarters of the globe. Such would be the field for 
commercial enterprise, and incalculable would be the pro- 
duce of it, when supported by the operations of that eredit 
and capital which Great Britain so pre-eminently possesses. 
Then would this country begin to be remunerated for the 
expense it has sustained in discovering and surveying the 
coast of the Pacific Ocean, which is at present left to Amer- 


i adventurers, who, without regularity or capital, or the 
desire GY eonciligting future confidence, look altogether to 
the interests of the moment. Such adventurers (and many 
of them, as T have been informed, have been very success- 
fut) would instantly.disappear from befure a well regulated 
trade.” Many political reasous, which itis not necessary 
here to enumerate, must present themselves to the mind of 
every man “acquainted: with‘ the enlarged system and ca- 
pacities of British commerce, in’ support of the. measures 
which. I have -briefly suggested, as: promising the most 
important advantages to the trade of. the United King- 
» 3 i 
a For & boundary line between the United States and 
Great, Britain, west of the Mississippi, McKenzie: proposes 
the latitude of 45 degreees, because that latitude is necessary 


‘to give the Columbia river to Great Britain. His words are: 


€ Let the line begin where it nay on the Mississippi, it must 
be continued west till it terminates in the Pacific Ocean, to 
the south of the Columbia) ” g 

It was in the year’1801 that McKenzie made 
this proposition to the British government. That 
government never ventured to act upon the propo- 
sition until after the joint occupation treaty of 
1818. Before that, its Ministers here hinted vague 
claims, but refused to write them down, or to sign 
them. After that convention, and especially after 
its renewal in 1828, and after the disappearance 
of our people from the Columbia under the power 
and policy of the Hudson Bay Company, then the 
government took the decisive stand, and went the 
whole length of McKenzie’s recommendation. 
This is the origin of the British’ claim to the Co- 
lumbia!—Because they could not find a north- 
west passage—because the Unjigah went to the 
Frozen ocean—because Frazer’s river was unnav- 
igable—because the Columbia river was the only 
practicable line of communication with the Pacific 
occan, and its banks the only situation fit for the 
residence of a civilized people: for these reasons, 
after long delay and great hesitation, and aided by 
the improvidence of our government, they set up 
a claim to the Columbia! "It was found to be the 
only river on which a commercial communication 
could be opened between Hudson’s Bay and the 
Pacific ocean—the only British American road to 
India! The command of the North Pacific ocean, 
and the monopoly of its rich trade, depended upon 
the acquisition of the Columbia; and, therefore, 
they must take it. This is the origin of the Brit- 
ish claim to the Columbia river. It was an indis- 
pensable link in their commercial line across the 
continent. ‘The other end of that line was in the 
frozen and desolate regions of Lake Winipec and 
Hudson’s Bay, along the icy streams of the Sas- 
katchiwine and Missinippi, (Nelson’s river;) yet 
even for such a route as this McKenzie invoked 
the aid and protection of the British govérnment, 
and obtained’ it, ‘That government now backs 
the powerful fur company—the instrument of its 
policy in America as the East India Company is 
in Asin—in its pretensions to the Columbia as the 
substitute for the Northwest passage; and if ‘they 
had the tithe of our title to it, would never surrender 
it. Even with one end of their line terminating in the 
icy and desolate waters of Hudson’s Bay, she still 
struggles for it. ‘What would it be if she had the 
North Pass and the Missouri river, bearing down 
south to the centre of the valley of the Mississip- 
pi? The British Government would fight the 
world for such a line as that, and spend unnum- 
bered millions in its improvement and protection: 
yet we have turned our backs upon it—left it for 
thirty years a derelict in the hands of our cóm- 
petitors; and I am now listened to with some sur- 
prise and incredulity when I represent this grand 
commercial route to India upon the line of the 
Missouri and the Columbia, as one of the advan- 
tages of Oregon—one of our inducements to main- 
tain our rights there. : i 

The effect of the arrival of the Caucasian, or 
White race, on the western coast of America, op- 
posite the eastern coast of Asia, remains to be 
mentioned among the benefits which the settlement 
of the Columbia will produce; and that a benefit, 
not local to us, but general and universal to the 
human race. Since the dispersion of man upon 
earth, I know of no human event, past or to come, 
which promises a greater, and more beneficent 
change upon earth than the arrival of the van of 
the Caucasian race (the Celtic-Anglo-Saxon di- 
vision) upon the border of the sea which washes 
the shore of the eastern Asia. The Mongolian, 
or Yellow race, is there, four hundred millions in 
number, spreading almost to Europe; a race once 
the foremost of the human family in the arts of 
civilization, but torpid and Stationary for thou- 
sands of years. Itisa race far above the Ethio- 
pian, or Black—above the Malay, or Brown, (if 
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Satara 
Ameri- 


above the 
can Indian, or Red: it isa race far above all these, i 
but still, far below the White; and, like all the i 


we must admit five races)—and 


yest, must receive an impression from the superior | 
race whenever they come in contact. it would 
seem that the White race alone received the divine | 
command, to subdue and replenish the earth ! for 
it is the only race that has obeyed it—the only one 
that hunts out new and distant lands, and even 
a Now World, to subdue and replenish. Starting 
from western Asia, taking Europe for their field, 
and the Sun for their guide, and leaving the Mon- 
golians behind, they arrived, after many ages, 
on the shores of the Atlantic, which they lit 
up with the lights of science and religion, and 
adorned with the useful and the elegant arts. 
Three and a half centuries ago, this race, in obe- 
dience to the great command, arrived in the New 
World, and found new lands to subdue and re- 
plenish. For a long time it was confined to 
the border of the new field, (I now mean the 
Celtic-Anglo-Saxon division;) and even fourscore 
years ago the philosophic Burke was consider- | 
ed a rash man because he said the English colon- | 
ists would top the Alleganies, and descend into 
the valley of the Mississippi, and occupy with- || 
out parchment if the Crown refused to make | 
grants of land. ‘What was considered a rash dec- |! 
laration eighty years ago, is old history, in our | 
young country, at this day. Thirty years ago I: 
said the same thing of the Rocky Mountains and | 
the Columbia: it was ridiculed then: it is becom- 
ing history to-day. The venerable Mr. Macon 
has often told me that he remembered a line low 
down in North Carolina, fixed by a royal govern- | 
or as a boundary between the whites and the In- 
dians: where is that boundary now? ‘The van of 
the Caucasian race now top the Rocky Mountains, 
and spread down to the shores of the Pacific. In 
a few years a great population will grow up there, 
luminous with the accumulated lights of European 
and American civilization. Their presence in such 
a position cannot be without its influence upon 
eastern Asia. The sun of civilization must shine 
across the sea: socially and commercially, the van 
of the Caucasians, and the rear of the Mongo- 
lians, mustintermix. ‘They musttalk together, and 
trade. together, and. marry together... Commerce 
isa great civilizer—social intercourse as great— 
and marriage greater. The White and Yellow 
races can marry together, as well as eat and trade 
together. Moral and intellectual superiority will | 
do the rest: the White race will take the ascend- 
ant, elevating what is susceptible of improve- || 
ment—wearing out what is not. The Red race | 
has disappeared from the Atlantic coast: the tribes 
that resisted civilization, met extinction. This is 
a cause of lamentation with many. For my part, | 
I cannot murmur at what seems to be the effect | 
of divine law. I cannot repine that this Capitol 
has replaced the wigwam—this Christan people, 
replaced the savages—white matrons, the red 
squaws—and that such men as Washington, 
Franklin, and Jefferson, have taken the place of 
Powhattan, Opechonceanough, and other red men, } 
howsoever respectable they may have been as | 
savages. Civilization, or extinction, has becn the į 
fate of all people who have found themselves in 
the track of the advancing Whites, and civiliza- | 
tion, always the preference of the Whites, has 
been pressed as an object, while extinction has | 
followed as a consequence of its resistance. The | 
Black and the Red races have often felt their ame- 1! 
liorating influence. ‘The Yellow race, next to them- 
selves in the scale of mental and moral excellence, |; 
and in the beauty of form, once their superiors in | 
the useful and elegant arts, and in learning, and | 
still respectable though stationary; this race can- į 
nol fail to receive a new impulse from the ap- į 
proach of the Whites, improved so much since so , 
many ages ago they left the westera borders of | 
Asia. The apparition of the van of ihe Caucas- || 
ian race, rising upon them in the east after having | 
left them on the west, and after having completed || 

| 

i 


the circumnavigation of the globe, must wake up | 
and reanimate the torpid body of old Asia. Our | 
position and policy will commend us to their hos 
pitable reception: ‘political considerations will aid | 
the action of social and commercial influences 
Pressed upon by the great Powers of Europe— 
the same that press upon us—they must in our ap- 


enefactors, not of invaders. The moral and in 
tellectual superiority of the White race will do the 


i of beaver. 


J une. 3, 


It isin this point of view, and as acting upon 
the social, political, and religious condition of Asia, 
and giving a new point of departure to her ancient 
civilization, that I look upon the settlement of the 
Columbia river by the van of the Caucasian race 
as the most momentous human event in the his- 
tory of man since his dispersion over the face of 
the earth. ; 

These are the values of the Columbia river and 
its valley—these the advantages of its settlement 


i by us. They are great and grand, beneficial to our- 


selves, and to the human race, and amply suffi- 
cient to justify the United States in vindicating 


their title to the country, and maintaining its pos- 
But I apprehend no haz- | 


session at all hazards. 
ard. The excitement in Great Britain was on ac- 


count of the British settlements on Frazer's river, | 


which our claim to 54° 40’ included and menaced. 
That claim is now on its last legs. The myriads 


of good citizens who have been deluded into its | 
belicf, and who have no. interest in being deceived, | 
The Balt- | 


now abandon it as a sheer mistake. 
more Conyention, and the editors and orators who 


were so unfortunate as to stake the peace, and the || 


honor, of their country on that error, and who had 
probably never read the Russian treaties of 1824 
and 1825, nor the diplomatic correspondence of 
that time, nor ever heard of New Caledonia, nor 
taken it into their heads to consider whether con- 
tinents were appurtenant to islands, or islands to 
continents: these editors and orators may still hang 
on to their old dream of fifty-four forty from mor- 
tified pride, and the consistency, not of judgment, 


but of vanity: they may still hold on to the shad- | 


owy phantom of their former love; but their power 
to involve their country in a war for a line which 
has no existence, and fora country that belongs to 
Great Britain as clearly as does Canada, is gone. 
‘They can no Jonger lead the country into war 


upon a mistake! and thus the war party at home | 


may be said to be extinct. In Great Britain I sce 
no desire for war except with those who have no 
power to make it, namely, the abolition fanatics, 
and the Hudson Bay traders. The former of these 
parties, uninstructed by the scenes of the San Do- 
mingo insurrection, and its effects upon the blacks 
as well as the whites of that island, would deem ne- 
gro emancipation cheaply purchased in the United 
States by the slaughter of every man, the violation 
of every woman, the massacre of every child, and 
the conflagration of every dwelling in the whole 
slaveholding half of the Union: but, happily, these 
fanatics have no longer a French National Conven- 
tian to organize their crimes; and speeches and 
votes must still be their arms instead of the knife 
and the torch. 

‘Lhe fur traders, now as always, are still. ready 
for a war which gives them a litde while longer 


| the monopoly of beaver; but their power is not 
| equal now to what it has been. 


‘They set the In- 
dians upon us in the war of the Revolution, and in 
fact began the war at Point Pleasant (mouth of the 
Kenhawa) in October, 1774. ‘Vhey instigated and 
kept up the long Indian wars in the northwest, 


U terminated at last by Wayne's victory under the 
o One of the causes of the | 
late war had its root in their love of beaver; and | 


guns of a British fort. 


their savages, as in the war of the Revolution, 
fought the first battle in the bloody drama that was 
to follow. As an interlude, when not at war with 
us, they fought each other; and nothing in the long 
catalogue of Indian massacres can be more shock- 


| ing than those perpetrated upon each other, through 
| the instrumentality of'savages, by the Hudson Bay 


and Northwest Companies; and all from the love 


for a reason of the junction, in the face of the act, 
the necessity of joining them together to prevent 
their destruction of each other. This company 
would still find, in their opinion, judging from their 


ij past acts and present writings, a compensation for | 


national war in theirown further monopoly of beav- 
er; but I see no sign of their success with the Gov- 
ernment; and, for the rest, let them beware! The 
next war with Great Britain will leave them not a 


The act of Parliament which united | 
| these two companies under one charter, assigned it 


i 
i 
| 
i 


for losses—claim the navigation of the Columbia— 
and require time to remove. I shouldbe willing 
to be a negotiator for half an “hour when they 
should.come forward with such reclamations. “I 
would remind them of something that might stand 
as a set-off, and that without going back to the 
war of the Revolution, the wars of the northwest, 
or the war of 1812. Leaving out old scores, and 
confining myself to the unsettled account which has 
grown up between us since ‘the war of 1812, and 
the five hundred men killed on the Missouri and the 
Columbia, the five hundred thousand dollars worth 
of property plundered there—the thirty years’ 
ravaging of all the fur regions in the valley of the 
Columbia under the reciprocity convention, which 
expelled our traders from. our own territories in- 
stead of admitting them into the territories of the 
British: confining myself to these modern items, 
and I would soon find enough to silence the de- 
mand for indemnities, and rejecting the prayer for 
future favors. But, enough of this. ` There is no 
longer a party, either in the United States or Great 
Britain, which can make a war either upon a mis- 
take, or upon fanaticism, or on beaver. 

The treaty of setilement and limits will probably 
be concluded before the expiration of the twelve 
months which the abrogation of the convention 
requires: if not, the effect will be the same to us, 
though not to Great Britain. Under the first ar- 
ticle of the Ghent treaty we shall receive the pos- 
session of the Columbia; and, as an incident of that 
possession, as well as by the admission of. Lord 
Castlereagh in 1818, we shall have the right to 
hold and govern it until the question of title is de- 
cided, ‘This brings me to the practical question of 
providing for the establishment of government, and 
the administration of law, in the country which 
we claim. The President, in view of this question, 
and with due consideration of what we can do 
pending the convention, and what after its abroga- 
tion, and confining himself to the first class of these 
measures, has recommended five, namely, the no- 
tice—the extension of law and government to the 
American settlers to the same extent that the Brit- 
ish Government has extended law and government 
to British settlers—the protection of the emigrants 
by amounted regiment—block -hotises on the way— 
a monthly mail. These are the measures recom- 
mended by the President. Four of them have been 
granted (for the mounted regiment will furnish the 
best mail-carriers;) one only remains, that of the 
temporary provision for the government of the set- 
tlers; and this might have been passed in as little 
time as it would have taken to read the bill three 
times, if presented in the form recommeniled by 
the President. Ee recommended an extension ‘of 
our law to our settlers to the same extent that the 
British had extended it to theirs, This might have 
been done by the easy process of copying their act, 
with the modifications which would have adapted 
its. application to our citizens; and by this means 
an adequate temporary Government would have 
been provided, with the advantage Of being free 
from the possibility of objection, or cavil on the 
part of the British authorities: ` ae 

The bill from ‘the: House is nota modified copy 
of the British act, and: is therefore objectionable; 
It also provides for what is already’ done, and 
therein is objectionable again?” A‘ bill fór“ the 
mounted regiment, and the chain of block-houses, 
for the protection of the emigrants, passed the 
Senate five months ago. Not being presented as 
a war regiment, for the conquest of the country up 
to 54° 40’, it passed with so little notice, that the 
event seems to ‘have been almost unobserved. It 
has lately passed the House of Representatives, 
and is now the law of the land; and if all the other 
measures recommended by the President had been 
brought forward in the same way, they would 
have passed as casily, and the whole five measures, 
notice and all, finished four or five months ago. 
But they were brought forward as war measures— 


| war for “all or none’—clear up to 54° 40'. This 


was the cause of the delay, and the reason why 
one of the measures—that of the temporary gov- 
ernment—remains unacted upon to this. day.. The 
provision in the bill from the House for the regi- 
ment and the block-houses, is, therefore, not merely 
unnecessary, but a work of supererogation—a‘sort’ 
of superfetation in legislation. Equally supererog- 
atory, and absolutely impracticable, is the pro~ 
vision in the bill for the establishment of a monthly 
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mail between Missouri and Oregon. Mails in an | travel through the South Pass, and the water line 


uninhabited country of more than two thousand | 
five hundred miles, traversed by savages,and run- | 
ning over mountains of seven or eight thousand | 


feet, where deep snow lies for more than a thou- | 
sand miles: more than one-half the year, could not | 
be carried by the solitary conveyance of a contract- 
or’s man or boy.. Four or five mounted riflemen, 
going together, and started from the different posts 
to relieve each other, alone could do it. In winter, 
they would have sleighs drawn by dogs, the reliefs 
always being ready at cach post. The mounted 
regiment, already provided for in the Senate’s bill, 
can render this service, costing nothing, and by 
the mere order of the President. No law is neces- 
sary about it, A non-commissioned officer and 
four or five men, relieved at each post, are the only 
practicable mail-carriers over such a line; and while 
carrying the mail, will also be in the line of their 
military duty, in looking out for danger, and giving 
assistance to travellers and emigrants. 

In the land grants, the bill from the House is 
entirely deficient: it proposes three hundred and 
twenty acres to each setiler. Now the bill which 
passed the Senate heretofore gave double that 
amount to cach father of a family, and half that 
amount for each child under eighteen years of age, 
including the children born within five years after 
he went to the country, and algo half that amount 
to the wife in her own right; and to all single men 
over eighteen years it also gave six hundred and | 
forty acres. Such beneficial provisions as these, 
once sanctioned by the Senate, should not be given | 
up without an effort to restore them. 

The bill, therefore, now before the Senate, is, in | 
some respects, unnecessary—in some, injurious— 
in some, deficient in justice to the settlers—and, in į 
defining no boundaries for the territories to be oc- 
cupied, is dangerous to the peace of the country, 
and commits the hazards of war to the collisions, 
accidental or designed, of Government agents, four 
thousand miles from the seat of Government. It 
confounds temporary and permanent measures, 
which should be kept distinct. A temporary gov- 
ernment, to provide for the preservation of order 
and the administration of justice until the conven- 
tion expires, is one want--a permanent territorial 
government is another; and, for the purpose of 
having these measures appropriately brought for- 
ward, and in a way to pass, I shall move to recom- | 
mit the bill with instructions to bring in the tem- 
porary and the permanent measures separately: 
namely, a temporary extension of law to the ex- 
tent recommended by the President, anda plan for 
a permanent territorial government, fully organ: 
ized, to take effect the instant the present conven- 
tion expires. ‘These are my views.’ I would not 
mix temporary and. permanent provisions: I would 
do nothing half way, or niggardly. At the termi- 
nation of the present convention, 1 would take pos- 
session of the territóry to the same extent that it was 
held by Mx. Astor—from the sea to the mountains— 
and take possession as an owner knowing its value, 
and determined to maintain it. A governor who 
should be both a statesman and a soldier, with an 
adequate salary, should be at its head; a distin- 
guished general should be under him as the imme- 
diate commander of the military force, regulars and 
militia. A territorial legislature—superior and in- 
ferior courts of law and equity, and of admiralty 
jurisdiction—and a custom-house, should be estab- | 
lished. A skilful engineer should be sent out to 
superintend the planning and construction of forti- 
fications: a regiment of artillery should go to man 
the works. A navy-yard should be established 
for the repair of vessels. The militia should be | 
organized, and divided into classes, ready for ser- | 
vice when called, to be compensated in land for 
holding themselves ready, and paid for their ser- 
vices when in the field. Mounted gun men, cav- 
alry, and horse artillery, so well adapted to a coun- 
try of plains and grass, should be relied on for field 
service against Indians, or any invader: artillery 
and infantry (regulars and militia) for the defence 
of posts and forts. A chain of posts on the com- 
mercial route of the Columbia and Missouri should 
be established. That route flanks the British es- 
tablishments, and is open to the depredation of the | 
northern Indians. Posts at the Oka-nag-an, and | 
at the Upper Falls of the Columbia—in the valley 
of Clark’s river—at the Great Falls of the Missou- 
ri, and at the mouth of the Yellow Stone, should 
be established. The protection of Government 


should be extended to both routes, the land line of 


of commerce through the North Pass. This || 
would keep the Indians in order on both routes, | 
north and south, and speedily open direct commu- 
nications with the Pacifie ocean. In a word, I 
would prepare to take possession of the country 
for its exclusive possession comes to us under the 
hent treaty, whether Great Britain treats now or | 
not) on a scale commensurate to its importance 
and to our rank and power in the world. For this 
purpose I would have the bill recommitted, and 
the committee instructed to report séparately the 
temporary measure for the preservation of order, 
and the permanent government for the territory, 
which I have sketched. i 
Mr. President, I have performed a painful duty— 
one from which F have long held back, hoping that 
events would correct the errors of the day, and free 
the country from danger. There was great danger 
of war with Great Britain when Congress met last 
fall, and all upon a mistake and a blunder. War 
speeches and war preparations were immediately 
commenced on this floor, and the people were in- | 
flamed up to the fighting point. “I endeavored 


gently to quiet these dangerous movements—all to || 
At last, Lfeltit to be my duty tomy | 


no purpose. f 
country to speak out, and to let the people see that | 
they had been led into great crrors, and to the brink | 
of war, by editors and orators, assuming to speak | 
with great authority. I know the frailty and the 


and all we ‘have to regret is, the discredit which 
their want of acquaintance with our own treaties— 
want of acquaintance with our owa documents— 
and want of acquaintance with our own geopraphy, 
has brought upon us in the eyes of Europe and 
America. ee 

The danger is passed. The- language and con- 
duct of Great Britain is pacific—perfectly so. She 
was a little ruffled at first; as who would not be at 
the menaced invasion of a province? But since she 
has seen that the invaders are brought to a stand 
at home, she seems to have recovered her good: 
humor, and the Oregon question has nearly died 
out with her. Now, everybody is looking for a 
settlement. of it on the basis of the old offers of 
1807, 1818, 1823. These offers I digested into the 
form of two resolutions in 1828, in Executive ses- 


| sion of the Senate, with a view, by their adoption, 


to prevent the ratification of the renewed joint oc- 
cupation convention which we are now all so de- 
termined to get rid of. These resolutions have 
been read once to the Senate, but I will read them 
again, not to show my consistency, (for my ambi- 
tion is to be right, and to get right by changing, 
when standing still becomes error;) but to choke 
the quibblers and garblers who mutilate and mis- 
apply my words, to get me into the same box they 
are in themselves. Sir, I came into the Senate be- 
fore the fathers of the church had all left it, and 
when it was the custom of the young Senators to 


vanity of poor human nature, and how hard it is 
for party leaders to admita mistake which they 
have induced myriads of good men to adopt. The 
Icaders are ashamed to retract: not so the mass of 
their followers. ‘They have no interest in being 
deceived, and no petty vanity to be mortified at 
the retraction of error. They only wish for what 


is right and honorable, and with them truth pre- || 


vails, and error passes away. For two years the 
people have been indoctrinated with a Russian line 
upon 54° 40’, from the sea to the Rocky Moun- 
tains, the Russians owning all north, and we all 
south, and leaving no room for Great Britain be- 
tween. Well! the treaties supposed to establish 
this boundary, and thus to cut out Great Britain, 
are produced, and they show that there is no such 
line—that the United States line with Russia is in- 
sular, and not continental; and that Russia, by 
treaty, admits the British title quite out to the Pa- | 
cific ocean, and covering the exact place where the 
boundary of 54° 40' was supposed to be establish- 
ed! The treaties show this; and their production 
is enough for those who have been deceived into 
the belief of a 54° 40’ boundary. Again: for two 
years the people have been deluded into the belief 
that this 54° 40’ was their true and rightful north- 
ern boundary! 'The Executive documents of 1823- 
24 were produced; and they show that the states- 
men who made the treatics supposed to give us 
this northern boundary actually proposed it, at the 
time, over and over again, to Great Britain, as her 
northern boundary, coming down to 49 for quan- 
tity, and that, not upon a principle of compromise, 
but of right, to cover her settlements in the valley 
of Frazer’s river; settlements well known to the 
statesmen of that day, however unknown to the 
brave fifty-four-forties of the present day. For 
two years the people have been told that every 
acre and every inch—every grain of sand, blade of 
grass, and drop of water, from 42 to 54 40, is ours. 
Geography, history, and the maps are produced, 
and show that Frazer’s river flows from 55 to 49— | 
discovered by the British in 1793—settled by them į 
in 1806—covered from head to mouth with their | 
setilements, and known by the Scottish name of | 
New Caledonia when we negotiated with Spain in | 
1819: and then the Executive documents are pro- 

duced, which show that this river and its settle- 

ments were admitted to be British property by Mr. 

Monroe’s Administration, who no more set up a 

title to it under the Spanish treaty of 1819 than they 

setupa title to Canada under the same treaty. Yet 

our warlike fifty-four-fortiics opened the session | 
with demands for ships and troops to fight Great 

Britain for this very Frazer’s river! A demand 

which put her up to ships and troops on her side, 

until she saw that these intrepid invaders of New 

Caledonia would be set right athome. From that 

moment her war fever abated; the war fever of our 

valiant invaders abated also: they now cry war no 

more; and, to do them entire justice, I verily be- 

lieve they had never heard of Frazer’s river at the 

time they proposed to walk over it in their march 


listen to the old ones, and not to throttle them; and 
| when, I flatter myself, I learnt something; and, 
among other things, learnt that 49 was the proper 
: boundary between our Columbia river and the Brit- 
| ish Frazer’s river. Upon this knowledge I acted 
i in drawing these resolutions eighteen years ago; 
and [ have nothing to add, or to take from them, 
to-day. 

“In, Senate: secret Session: Tuesday, Feb. 5, 1828. 

‘Mr. Benron’s Resoxutions. 


“Resolved, Thatit is not expedient for the Government 
{ of the United States to treat with his Britannic Majesty, in 
| reference to their territorial claims and boundaries west of 
i the Rocky Mountains, upon the basis of a joint oeeupation 
by the citizens of the United States and subjects of Great 
Britain, of the country claimed by cach Power. 

“ Resolved, ‘Tiiat it is expedient for the Government of the 
United States to treat with bis Britannie Majesty in refer- 
ence to said claims and boundaries, upon the basig.of a sep- 


aration of interests,and the establishment of the 49th degree 
of north latitude as a permanent boundary between them, 
in the shortest possible time.?? 

These resolutions were offered in secret session, 
as it was proper to offer them, but have long 
since heen made public, with other proceedings on 
i the ratification of the renewed joint-occupation 
! convention in 1828. They are known to the lead- 
ers, if not to the followers of the fifty-four-forties, 
and would he appealed to by all who would wish 
to represent my opinions as they are, and not as 
they are not! 

I have no personal interest in this matter. After 
long delay I have spoken publicly (for my opin- 
ions were never a secret) what my duty to my 
country required at my hands, and according to 
the knowledge which thirty years’ study of the 
subject has given tome. I have been fighting the 
battle of Oregon for thirty years, and when.it had 
but few friends, though now entirely eclipsed by 
the new converts. 1 am where I always have 
been, and rejoice to see the question coming to the 
conclusion which I have always deemed the right 
one. For my justification in making head against 
so much error, I throw myself upon the equity and 
intelligence of my countrymen; and, never having 
had any fear for myself, I now have none for my 
country. 

_Mr. BENTON then moved to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Territories, amended on 
the motion of his colleague, [Mr. Arcnison,] to 
recommit to the Judiciary Committee, with in- 
structions to report as follows: 

That the bill be recommitied to the Committee on the Ja- 
diciary, with instructions— 

_ First. To bring in an amendment extending the jurisdic- 
tion and jaws of the United States, civil and criminal, over 
the citizens of the United States in Oregon, to the sume cx- 
tent that Great Britain extended her jurisdiction and laws 
over her citizens in the same territory by the act of Parlia- 
ment of July 2, 1821, and supplemental act. 

Secondly. To report a bill for the full and perfect govern- 
ment of the territory, to take effect: after the abrogation of 
the joint-use convention, providing for the appointment of a 
governor, to be the military and civil chief of the territory, and 
ex officio, superintendent of Indian affairs ; providing also 
for a territorial legislature, and for the administration of jus- 
tice; also providing for the defence of the territory by forti- 


to fifty-four forty. They are now peaceable enough; 


i fying the mouth of the Columbia river, and other points, and 
organizing the militia ; also for the condueting of commerce 


blishing a collection distriet and custom-hou-e in i 
Oregon ; also to provide for the security of navigation, by i 
light-houses, buoys, beacons, &e., at the mouth of the Co- 
lunbia, The boundaries of said territory to be such on th 
north as: may be established by weaty with Great Britain gu 
and until so established, to be along the parallel of 49° of | 
north latitude. 


APPENDIX 
TO MR. BENTON’S SPEECH ON OREGON, 


L—NORTH AMERICAN ROAD TO INDIA. 


Extracts from essays written and published at St. Louis, || 
in 1819, by Thomas LL. Benton. 
OREGON.—ASIATIC COMMERCE. 

Commerce Weru Asia Sought after by all nations 

cient channels of this coummeree-—Lts modern eham 

New route proposed by the people of the United St 

by the Columbia and Missouri tivers—Practieahility of |) 
oute—Preference due to it, in shortess of distance; |! 
© in safety; in cheapness of transportation ; in substituting 

an exchange of commodities for a trade in gold and sik- |} 
ver-—-Other advantages ip rendering the commeree of the | 

republic independent of Burope; in giving to the republic i 

the command of the North Pacitie ocean; in giving to the 

republic the monopoly of the East India trade—--Bilect of 
this monopoly on the wealth and power of the repubtic 
on the wealth and power of England; on the wealth and 
power of Russia; on the religious and political condition of | 
the people of Asia—Hilect of the military expedition to the | 

Upper Missouri in laying open the new route—Etfeet olan | 

American Pur Company in turning the t udia trade into | 

the new route—Project ofa fur company with a view to that 

object—Idea of the valuc and ent condition of the fur 
trade in North America, as carried oa by the Euglish; by | 
the Russians; by the Americaus—Certain establishment | 
of the new route, immediately, with the aid of the Ameri- | 
can Government, eventually, by the force of circumstances 
and Ure natural progress of events. 

I. Commerce with Asia.—Spices, aromatics, pre- 
cious stones, porcelains, cottons, silks, and teas, 
are the articles of Asiatic commerce. Silver and 
gold are the articles with which they are purchased. 
From the earliest ages of the world, the precious 
metals have flowed into Asia; and this drain, which 
has been incessant for several thousand years, has 
become still more enormous in later times. The 
Americans alone have carried twelve millions to 
eastern Asia within the last year, cight millions of 
which were carried to Canton, and exchanged for 
tea, silk, porcelain, and cottons. This course of 
trade has occasioned:a prodigious accumulation of 
the precious metals in eastern Asia; for what is car- 
ried there remains there, there being nothing in the 
commercial or political relations of the countries to 
create a counter current, and bring it back into | 
Europe or America, ‘To stop this drain, and sub- |, 
stitute for it a trade in barter, would be an object | 
of the first interest with any country, especially |} 
with the United States, which have no mines to 
supply a drain so incessant and so enormous, To 
go further, to create a change which would draw 
back a part of the gold and silver which has accu- 
mulated in Asia, would be a commercial operation 
which no nation has yet accomplished, and which | 
would open a vein of unrivalled richness. Both 
of these operations are practicable, not by the Eu- | 
ropcans, who have nothing which they could sub- || 
stitute for silver, or by the Americans while they | 
follow the track of the people of Europe. Yet | 
there are articles for which the Asiatics would not 


only give the rich productions of their country, | 
but freely exchange their gold and silver, if brought | 
into ther market by any nation, These artieles | 
are Furs and preap. Of the former, Europe has 
none to send, of the latter butlittle; and if she had 
any to spare, her geographical position, the vast 
distance which intervenes, would prevent its cx- 
portation, America, on the contrary, abounds in 
both these articles—the first has been blindly aban- 
doned to our enemies; the second hag not been 
carried to Asia, because the Americans servilely 
follow the track of the Europeans, and are still | 
more remote than they from the seat of commerce. © 
The American navigator sails to the east, traverses 
30,000 miles of sea, doubles a stormy and tempest- 
uous cape, in order to arrive in what is called the |: 
East Indies. In the meantime, what was the East | 
Indies to the ancients are the Wesr Indies to the |! 
Americans; for they lie to the west of us, and but j 
a few days’ sail from our own coast. The western 
shore of North America and the eastern shore of | 
Asia front each other—the mild and tranquil waves 
of the Pacific ocean alone intervene—in the broad- 
est part as narrow as the Atlantic, and in the na 
rowest, at Behring’s Straits, only thirty miles 
apart. Instead of going to the east, Americans 
should therefore go to the west, to arrive in Asia; 


i 
H 
i 


| 


i the ease to the end of the world. 
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is 


and taking that route, they would immediately be 


i able to carry furs and bread into the markets of 
| Asia, the first of which is now pillaged from them 


ty Englishmen and Russians, the latter would 
have to be raised from the fertile banks of the Co- 
lumbia river. 

Il. Sought after by all. nations.—During thirty 
centuries the nations of the earth have flocked to 
Asia in search of its rich commerce. Sacred and 
profane histery exhibit the same picture, of mer- 
chants loaded with gold and silver, traversing the 
deserts on camels, or the trackless sea in ships in 
search of the rich productions of the east. From 


| the time of the Phoenicians to the English of the 
| present day, the countries of castern Asia have 


been the chief theatres of commercial enterprise; 
and the nation which shared this commerce in the 


‘highest degree, has acquircd in all ages the first 


rank in the arts, the sciences, in national power 
and individual wealth. And such will probably be 
Nature has 
made but one Asia, but one country abounding with 
the rich productions which are found in the East 
Indies; and while mankind continue to love spices 
and aromatics, precious stones, porcelains, fine 
cottons, silks and teas, the trade with Asia must 
continue to be sought after as the brightest jewel 


i in the diadem of commerce. 


IH. Ancient channels of this commerce.—These 
may be traced by the ruins of the great cities 
which grew up with the possession of this trade, 
and perished with its loss. 

‘Tyre, “Queen of Cities,” was its first emporium. 
The commerce of the east centered there before 
the captivity of the Jews in Babylon, upwards of 
six hundred years before the coming of Christ, 
(Rollin.) She traded to Arabia, Persia, and India. 
Her route was by the Mediterranean Sea to the 
coast of Egypt, over Jand to the Red Sea by the 
Isthmus of Suez, down the Red Sea, and thence 
cast by coasting voyages to the countries about the 
Gulf of Persia and mouths of the river Indus. The 
possession of this commerce made Tyre the rich- 
est and the proudest city in the universe; gave her 
the command of the seas; ‘made her traffickers the 
honorables of the carth,” (Isaiahy) and enabled her 
merchants to dispute with kings in the splendor of 
their ‘living, and the vastness of their expenses, 
Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon, conquered 
Tyre, and razed it to its foundations; but he did 
not found a rival city, and the continuance of the 
India trade immediately restored the “Queen of 
Cities” to all her former degrees of power and pre- 


: eminence. Alexander conquered her again, found- 


ed a rival city on the coast of Egypt, and Tyre 
became ‘fa place for fishermen to dry their nets,” 
(Ezchiel.) 

The Jews, in the time of David and Solomon, 
succeeded to the India trade. Their route was the 
same which the Phenicians followed from Tyre, 
and their country became the theatre of wealth, 
and their kings the arbiters of surrounding nations. 

In the reign of Darius Fystaspes, King of Per- 
sia, a new route was opened with India. It lay 


i from the borders of Persia through the Caspian 


Sea, up the river Oxus to the mountains which di- 
vide it from the river Indus, across those moun- 
tains with the aid of the Bactrian camel, and thence 
down the river Indus to the countries about its 
mouth, then the chief seat of the India trade, and 
the limit of the ancients in their trade to the east. 
This route covered a distance of three thousand 
miles: six hundred on the Caspian Sea, nine hun- 
dred on the Oxus, two or three hundred overland 
crossing the mountains, and about twelve hundred 
on the river Indus. 

The foundation of Alexandria created a new em- 
porium, and opened a new route for the commerce 
of the east, chosen with so much judgment, that it 
continued to be followed from the time of Alexan- 
der the Great, upwards of 300 years before Christ, 


i till the discovery of the Cape of Good Hope in the | 


fifteenth century. This channel was along the ca- 
nal of Alexandria to the Nile, up the Nile to Cop- 
tus, thence across the desert with camels to the 
Red Sea, and thence a coasting voyage to the 
mouths of the Indus. ‘The Romans, in the flour- 
ishing times of the republic and of the empire, 
derived their supplies of India goods through this 
channel. ate 
In the same age another channel was opened with 
India. It lay overland, across the desert, from the 
bottom of the Mediterranean Sea to the river Eu- 
phrates, down that river to the Gulf of Persia, and 


thence by the usual coasting voyage to the mouths 
of the Indus. The distance between the sea and 
the Euphrates. (two hundred miles) required a sta- 
tion between them. It was found in a grove of. 
palm trees; a fertile spot, well watered, in the midst ` 
of sands, about midway between the sea and the: 
river. Its habitants entered with ardor into the 
trade of conveying commodities from the river to 
the sea.. As the most valuable productions of In- 
dia, brought up the Euphrates from the Persian 
Gulf, were of such small bulk.as to bear th 
pense of a Jong land carriage, this trade. soon be- 
came so considerable that the opulence and powe? 
of Palmyra increased rapidly. (Robertson.) Ite 
government was best suited to. the genius of a com- 
mercial city—REPUSLICAN. (Pliny the Elder.). This . 
spot then began to exhibit the wonders of which 
commerce is capable. From a trading station, it 
became an opulent city, the capital ofa great em- 
pire, the seat of science and the arts, the rival of 
Rome. Rome would bear no rival. One of the 
most powerful of the emperors (Aurelian) carried 
the arms of the empire against the ‘ City of Com- 
merce.” Palmyra was subdued; its trade diverted 
to other channels; and the ruins of- temples arrest 
the admiration of the traveller on the spot which 
was once the seat of so much power andmagnifi- 
cence. (Volney.) 

After the conquest of Egypt by the Mahome- 
dans, the people of the Roman empire were shut 
out from the port of Alexandria. This gave rise 
to the opening of a new channel for the India 
trade. Constantinople became its emporium. This 
route lay through the Black Sea to the mouth of 
the river Phasis; up that river and by a land cat- 
riage of five days to the river Cyrus, down it to 
the Caspian Sea; across this sea three hundred 
miles, to the mouth of the. river Oxus; up that 
river nine hundred miles, to the city of Marcanda, 
now Samarcand; thence across the mountains to 
the countries upon the river Indus, or eastward by 
a journey of eighty ora hundred days, with the 
Bactrian camel, through desert countries and wan- 
dering nations which considered. the merchant 
as their prey, to the western provinces of. the 
Chinese empire, (Piny the Elder.) :Fhis route, 
though long and perilous, made Constantinople the 
emporium.of the India trade -for all. Christian na- 
tions for several centuries after. the conquest of 
Egypt by the Mahomedans, and made it.the seat 
of wealth and power for many ages after the 
downfall of the Roman empire. § 

IV. Modern channels.—-Constantinople contin- 
ued to be the emporium of the India trade til! the 
fifteenth century. The Venetians and. Genoese 
engaged in it. They established trading houses 
in Constantinople, and rose to power and pre-emi= 
nence from the profits of this trade. Their fleets 
commanded the seas, at a time when fleets were 
yet unknown to the rest of Europe, and the citi- 
zens of these republics displayed a.magnificence in 
their living which surpassed the state of the great- 
est monarchs beyond the Alps, (Robertson.) From 
Venice and Genoa the commerce of Asia. spread 
into the north of Europe. Bruges and Antwerp 
became its:emporia, and retain to this day evident 
signs of the wealth and splendor to which they 
attained. This .was.the longest.and most perilous 
route over which the. commerce: of ‘India has been 
conducted. Itis truly.astonishing to think: of it. 
From Bruges and Antwerp to Genoa and Venice, 
thence to Constantinople, across the: Black. Sea, 
across the Caspian Sea, up the river Oxus to Sam- 
arcand, the limit of Alexander’s march towards 
the northeast of Asa: and at Samareand it seemed 
that the journey was only beginning, as there com- 
menced. the voyage overland with the Bactrian 
camel, through desert regions and nations of rob- 
bers, to be continucd from eighty to a hundred 
days to arrive in the western provinces of China, 
where the most valuable productions of the East. 
were then found. Yet so great were the profits of 
the trade, that, under all these disadvantages, the 
citities of Constantinople, of Venice, and Genoa; 
of Bruges and Antwerp, become the seats of learn- 
ing and refinement, of luxury and magnificence, 
of maritime and military power, when all other 
parts of Europe were sunk in poverty and igno- 
rance, darkness and barbarism. f 

Towards the end of the 15th century, the: Cape 
of Good Hope was doubled. A new route was 
then opened into India. The Portuguese, who 
made this discovery, became. the masters: of the 


i India trade, destroyed the. feets of the Turks and 
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Venetians which were launched upon the Red Sea 
to keep open the ‘ancient. channel through Egypt, 
and established a commercial empire in India. 
Portugal then became one of the most powerful 
nations by sea and land, and Lisbon the centre of 
European wealth and commerce. - 

_ The passage by the Cape of Good Hope (some- 

times by Cape Horn) has since continued to be 
the rotite of India. 
The Portuguese did not long retain their monop- 
i “The Dutch became their competitors, and 
soon after their successor in the India trade. Por- 
tugal declined to its original insignificance. Hol- 
land rose to wealth and power by sea and land, 
and Amsterdam became the principal mart of 
Europe. 

The English followed the Dutch, and have sur- 
passed all their predecessors in the successful pros- 
ecution of the India trade. A company of their 
merchants have erected an empire in India, main- 
tained fleets and armies, subjugated vast empires, 
dethroned powerful monarchs, disposed of king- 
doms and principalities as other merchants dis- 
pose of bales of merchandise; and with the riches 
thence derived, England (a spot no larger than 
one of our States) has been able to contend single- 
handed against the combined powers of Europe, 
to triumph over them, and to impress her policy, 
more or less, upon every quarter of the giobe. 

One other route, among the modern channels of 
India commerce, remains to be mentioned. It is 
the line followed by the Russians from the city of 
Moscow to the frontiers of China. By this route 
the Russians carry ona trade with China worth 
three or four millions of dollars per annum, in 
which the productions of the respective countries 
are bartered against each other, almost the only 
instance of trade by barter which any nation has 
carried on with the people of the East, but suffi- 
cient to show that there are articles for which the 
Chinese will barter the rich productions of their 
country. This route is often made entirely over 
land, and is then upwards of six thousand miles 
in length; sometimes by the river Wolga, the Cas- 
pan Sea, and the river Oxus, and thence over land 

y the ancient route from Constantinople, which 

increases the distance but relieves in some degree 

the labor of the voyage by substituting for a part 
of the way water for land carriage, 

Servilely following the Europeans in almost 

. everything, the people of the United States also 
follow them in their route to India. They quit 

Asia as it were, leave it behind them, to sail thirty 

thousand miles, doubling.a formidable cape and 

braving the dangers of a tempestuous sea, to 
arrive in a country which is only a few days’ sail 
from their own. continent. ‘They do this because 
the people of Europe, who can do no better, have 
done so before them. -In the meantime the efforts 
of the English to discover a northwest passage to 
Asia, should convince them that even the Euro- 

peans. would not submit to circumnavigate the 

globe in their voyage to India, if a western route 
could be found through, or around, the northern 
parts of the American continent. Still, with all 
the dangers added to the length of the voyage, the 

East India trade is the richest vein of American 

commeree, and soonest leads to the most splendid 

fortunes; convincing proof of what it would be if 

a new route was opened, exclusively American, 

short, safe, cheap, and direct, and substituting a 

trade in barter for the present ruinous drain of gold 

and silver. 

V. New route proposed for the people of the United 
States by the Columbia and Missouri rivers.—Colum- 
bus was the first who conceived the idea of going 
west to arrive at the Kast Indies. His discovery 
of America was owing to that idea. He was in 
search of a western passage to the eastern coast of 
‘Asia when be was arrested by the unexpected in- 
tervention of the American continent. Nor had 
he any idea that he had found a new world. He 
believed himself on the coast of India, and under 
that belief gave the name of Indians to the inhabi- 
tants; a name which they have retained ever since, 
although the error on which it was founded has 
been long since exploded. (Robertson.) 

La Salle, founder of the French colony in the 
valley. of the Mississippi—a man pronounced by 
Mr. Adams to be second only to Columbus in the 
list of great discoverers—was the next who cher- 
ished the idea of going west to India. The French 
were then masters of the Canadas, and were daily 
extending their discoveries to the interior of North 


i 


America. The existence of a chain of great lakes 


| stretching westward being ascertained, he believed 


that an inland passage to China might be discov- 
ered by means of these lakes and the rivers: flow- 
ing from them to the Pacific ocean. (Stoddart.) 
Full of this idea, he left Montreal about the year 
1680, in the hope of immortalizing himself by 
opening to his country a new and direct route to 
the commerce of the East Indies. Parting from 
his friends eight miles above Montreal, the last 
word he said to them was China, and the: spot re- 
tains the name (La Chine) ever since. But death 
arrested him in the valley of the Arkansas, the fate 
which Columbus had so narrowly escaped, that of 
being assassinated by his own followers, who had 
not courage to follow him any further. 

The English, of all others the most avaricious 


of the India trade, also turned their views to the | 


discovery of a western passage to Asia, A pas- 
sage round the American continent above Flud- 
son’s Bay, was for a long time a favorite object 
with the English government, and still occupies 
its attention. Numerous squadrons have been 
fitted out, and repeatedly attempted the passage, 
sometimes from the northwest by Behring’s Straits, 


| sometimes by the northeast through Hudson’s 


Bay and Davis’s Straits. The multiplied efforts to 
discover this passage show the value which the 
English place on the discovery of a direct route to 
Asia. But they have not confined themselves to 
sea voyages. Taking up the idea of La Salle, 
they have sought an inJand passage by means of 
rivers and lakes. ‘This project was entrusted to 
McKenzie. Confined to the northern parts of our 
continent, he could only prosecute his discoveries 
north of the heads of the Mississippi and Missouri 
rivers. Ife was confined to high northern lati- 
tudes, but succeeded in showing the existence of a 
water communication, with a few portages, from 
Tiudson’s Bay, north Jatitude 55 to the Pacific 
ocean in the north latitude 46. The Mississippi, 
the Peace river, the Columbia, and some lakes, 
formed the means of this communication, and litte 
useful as it would seem to us in a latitude so high, 
it was deemed a discovery of great moment by the 
English. MeKenzie received the honor of knight- 
hood for his enterprise; the British fur traders im- 
mediately began to export their furs to China by 
the direct route of the Columbia, and the privilege 
of navigating that river for ten years has been se- 
cured to them by ueaty. 


The Missouri above upon the Mandan villages | 


was yet unknown. . From the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi a man of genius projected its discovery. 
In.1796 the Baron de Carondelet, governor gener- 
al of Louisiana, planned an expedition to the 
sources of the Missouri and thence to the Pacific 
ocean, He obtained the approbation of Charles 
IV, King of Spain. A liberal compensation was 
offered -by the King, and the Baron announced an 
additional reward of three thousand dollars to the 
persons who should first see the great ocean. The 
expedition was undertaken by Don Jacques Cla- 
morgan, an, enterprising citizen of St. Louis, who 
prosecuted it some distance up the Missouri at 
great expense, but without accomplishing the 
views of the Spanish Government. 

A few years after, Louisiana changed its master. 
The eyes of Mr. Jefferson, taking the direction of 
so many eminent men, were turned upon the Pa 
cific ocean, and under his auspices the labors of 
Lewis and Clark have demonstrated the existence 
of a water communication, with a few portages, 
through the heart and centre of the Republic from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific. The rivers Columbia, 
Missouri, and Ohio, form this line, and open a 
channel to Asia, short, direct, safe, cheap, and ex- 
clusively American, which invites the enterprise 


of American citizens, and promises to them a splen- 


did participation in the commerce of the East. 

VI. Practicabdility of this route.—The new route 
will consist of four parts:—l. A sea voyage 
across the North Pacific ocean, 2. A river navi- 
gation up the Columbia. 3. A land carriage across 
the Rocky Mountains. 4. A river navigation de- 
scending the Missouri. 


IL.—-HARBOR AT THE MOUTH OF THE CO- 
LUMBIA. 


| Letter from Senator Benton to James Blair, Esg., 


United States Navy. 
Wasuineron Ciry, March 30, 1846. 
Dear Sir: I have understood that you were one 


of ihe- officers of the late Exploring Expedition 
under Captain: Wilkes, who made the survey of 
the mouth of- the Columbia river; Messrs. Knox 
and Reynolds; who are not now in this city, ‘being 
the other two; and that you:were upwards of two 
months engaged in: that work. If so, I should 
suppose. that yourself, and the two gentlemen 
named, must be better ‘acquainted with the mouth 
of that river than any other persons: in the world; 
and desiring to- have the best information: 1m rela- 
tion to the place, I address myself to “you alone, 
in the absence of Messrs. Knox and Reynolds, for 
the fullest:account which you can give'me of it, 
with all its defects and capabilities as a-harbor for 
vessels of war or commerce, Such as itis now m 
a state of nature, and such as it may be in the 
hands of a maritime power, and with all the ad- 
vantages of «beacons, buoys, lights, pilots, and 
steam tow-boats. ‘Fhe character of the coast about 
it, whether high or low land—the character of the - 
channels, bars, and breakers—depth of water on 
the bar, and also on the inside and outside of the 
bar—distance across the bar, and the length of 
time to cross it, coming in and going out—the cur- 
rents, winds, and tides—temperature of the air, 
summer and winter—capacity of the port as to the 
number of vessels it can-recetve—its security from 
winds—its defensibility against enemies—its prox- 
imity to the sea—the points, if any, outside of the 
harbor to- shelter, or hide an enemy’s fleet block- 
ading the port, or waylaying its commerce—with 
all other information necessary to a complete 
knowledge of the place as a good or bad port, and 
as being capable or not capable of being made 
safer and better. I wish you to give me, if pos- 
sible, the full result of your experience and obser- 
vations during the whole time you were employed 
in the survey, with the facts and circumstances 
which justify your opinions, and which I may rely 
on in any use which I may choose to make of your 
statements, 
Very respectfully, sir, your friend, 
THOMAS H. BENTON. 


i 


i James Bram, Esq., U. S. N. 


James Blair to Thomas H. Benton. 
Wasuineton, April 2, 1846. 

Sır: I answer your inquiries of the 30th ultimo, 
| Iregret that neither Lieutenants Knox or Reynolds 
| are in the city, for information from them would 
i be more satisfactory to you. ‘They are both se- 
nior to myself, and the first being directly charged 
with, and responsible for, the service, in which 
I codperated, a statement ‘from “him. particularly 
| would have been much greater authority than any- 
| thing from me. Yet I venture to say that it would 
be precisely the same in import, however in other 
respects more satisfactory. 

Lieutenant Knox, commander of the Flying 
Fish, conducted and completed the survey with 
i great ability, sharing equally with Lieutenant Rey- 


|! volds and myself the drudgery of sounding out the 


harbor, channels, and bar. 

The accompanying chart will show you how 
faithfully the work was performed—every spot in 
the bed of the river having its depth ascertained. 
The diagram will explain how easily the river may 
be entered by ranges of landmarks, and-without 
the compass. The only difficulty in entering the 
harbor of the Columbia, is the strength of the cur- 
rents. ‘Chey vary from five to three miles an 
hour, according to the time of the tide, and differ- 
ing in several parts of the channel. When the 
water is low, and confined to. the channels, the cur- 
rents are very strong; but as the river rises the tide 
sweeps in over the middle sands, and are much 
moderated. 

During the two months and a-half we were en- 
gaged in the Flying Fish upon this survey, from 
August to November, we had ample opportunity 
to observe the effect of all weathers upon the bar 
and channels. In heavy weather the bar is dan- 
gerous, but not more so than any other bar, with 
the same depth of water and in like situation. 
The channels aré very much protected by the north 
and south breakers, upon which the sca breaks, 
leaving the channels comparatively smooth, and 
when the ‘sea is running highest, the more com- 
pletely is it broken upon these breakwaters. If the 
bar and chamnels were buoyed out, there would be 
no necessity for pilots. Four-and-a-half fathoms 
is the least water found on the bar at any time. 
This is sufficient water for frigates and the largest 
merchantmen, even with a large swell running. 


2 


heavy timber, cover from the storm. : 

Lieutenant Knox discovered the south channel, 
(which renders the entrance into the river much 
more direct and easy, ) when, upon a reconnoissance 


of the work to be performed, he observed and con- | 


cluded that such a vast body of water as swept 
between the great middle sands and the southern 
shore must create a deep channel. He pulled 
through it in a boat, and followed shortly after- 


wards with the schooner drawing nine feet water. | 


This channel is a straight chute, and, taking the 
direct course of the dead tree landmark with the 
remoter one on Young’s Point, [Cocksecomb Iill,] 


you enter the river on a straight line; never having | 


fess than four aud a half fathoms water, and a width 
of from three-quarters to one-third of a mile. There 
is no difliculty in entering even against the ebb tide, 
if the ship has a six-knot breeze. Three knots are 
suficient to keep the range on with the flood tide. 

The wind is free for this chaunel to enter, 
when from any point of the compass west of north 
and south. Through the channel the tide is so 
strong that a small vessel can beat through it with 
the tide against the wind, and a large one can back 
and fill through when the seais nothigh. F passed 
in and out of the river, in the schooner and boats, 
from thirty to forty times, and was never in any 
danger, except when venturing upon the breakers 
or the middle sands. Lieutenant Knox would 
sometimes club through the south channel in a 
calm, merely using his anchor to sheer from one 
side of the channel to the other, as the occasion 
yequired, If Sir Edward Belcher, of the English 
navy, knew this channel, he kept it to himself, as 
he did all the information he had obtained while 
here. 
obedience to positive orders from the Admiralty; 
for the Peacock assisted him, when unfortunate, m 
the Fojee Islands, and Captain Hudson’s want of 
information was the immediate cause of the loss of 
his ship; yet this disaster might have been avoid- 
ed, if the precaution of feeling our way in had been 
adopted; $ 

While the Peacock was going to pieces on the 
north breaker, Lieutenant Inox, in the schooner 
Flying Mish, felt his way with the lead over the 
bar, and was about to anchor near Cape Disap- 
pointment, and would easily thence have entered 
the river, but was ordered to sea again by signal 
from the Peacock. After the discovery of the 
south channel, we used it or the north as served 
best for the occasion, You can sec, by inspecting 
the accompanying chart, that the north channel 
(whieh seems to have been the only channel known, 
or at least used, until Knox’s discovery of the 
south channel) has two elbows, and it is, besides, 
subject to strong cross tides, dt is, however, 
deeper and wider than the south channel. All things 
considered, E think the south channel preferable 


for entering, and the north for leaving the river, | 


with the prevailing northwest sea breeze. ‘This 


sca breeze generally prevails throughout the year, | 


in all clear weather, from about cleven o’clock A. 
M. until sunset. There was, during the season 
we were on the Northwest coast, much more clear 


weather than 1 have ever experienced on the East | 


coast of the United States at the same season of 
the year, and a milder climate at all seasons. 

You will perceive, by inspecting the diagram, 
that the Northwest sea-breeze is a leading wind in 
through the south, and a leading wind out through 
the north channel. 

In answer to your inquiries of the depth of water 
on the bar, I reply that the mean depth is about 
five fathoms; in and outside of it, six and a half 
fathoms: distance across it, half a mile. _ When 
the current of the river combines with the tide, the 
water flows out of the river five miles an hour; 
the current against the flood tide nearly neutralize 
each other. Mean rise of the tide, about six feet. 

The winds prevail from the north, northwest, 


and west, and moderate during the summer; du- | 


ring the winter, from west to southeast, and 
stormy. Temperature of the air, as mild as that 
of Europe, in the same latitudes, during the same 
seasons. Security from winds as good as any 
harbor that I have ever been in of the same size. 
Its defensibility perfectly easy by those in pos- 


This was ingratitude, unless the result of | 


| 
f 
| Chinook channels, by a raking fire for two and a 
half miles, whether in approaching or receding 


from the cape, after. passing it. Every ship is 
j obliged to pass at the nearest point within musket 
shot. You have the same command of the South 
and Clatsop channels from Point Adams; and here 
ships are obliged to pass within a half to three- 
quarters of a mile, and may be subjected to a 
raking fire in the approach and in receding, after 
passing.. Eyen the temporary occupation of the 
middle sands with heavy ordnance holds. perfect 
control of the passage up the river. A secure har- 
bor may be reached in Baker’s Bay, or near the 
Clatsop shore, within Point Adams, within three 
and a half miles of the open sca. Frequently, in 
twenty minutes after. weighing the anchor, we | 
have been out at sea. We were about this time | 
coming out when the squadron (the Porpoise, Ore- 
gon, and Flying Fish) left the river. . 

Shoal Water Bay, to the northward, is the only 
shelter near the Columbia river, and that only for 
| small vessels; for the entrance to it is shoal and 
intricate. 

‘The harbor of the Columbia river, as a seaport, 
is inferior to none, except Newport, on the east 
coast of the United States, in point of security from 
winds, defensibility, proximity to the sea, or capa- 
city as a harbor for vessels of war or commerce. 

In the hands of a maritime Power, with all the 
advantages of pilots, buoys, lights, and steam tow- 
boats, it will be found one of the best harbors in | 
the world. 

In addition to my own experience and observa- 
tion, (the results of which are found in the notes of 
the survey, and marked on the chart,) I obtained 
much information, confirming my opinion, from 
Mr. Birney, commanding at Fort George, former- 
ly called Astoria. 

I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES BLAIR, 
Passed Midshipman U. 8. N. 


Hon. Tuomas H. BENTON, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. Maginn’s statement and opinion. 

Mr. John Maginn, of the city of New York, 
and, since the year 1828, a regular licensed pilot in 
the harbor of that city, now President of the Asso- 
ciation of Pilots in New York, and at present in 


pilots m their application to Congress, being re- 
| quested by Senator Benton to examine the chart 
of the mouth of the Columbia, in the Library of 


officers under Captain Wilkes, and to compare the 
same with a chart of the harbor of New York, and 
to give my opinion of the comparative merits of the 
two harbors, do hereby state and declare— 

‘That E have made such comparison accordingly, 
and find that the mouth of the Columbia is the bet- 
ter harbor, and has manifest advantages over the 
harbor of New York, in all the essential points 
which constitute a good harbor, {t has speed 
water on the bar, having four and a half fathoms, 
without the addition of tide, which is there said to 
be eight feet, while the New York barbor bas on 
the bar but. four fathoms, without the addition of 
the tide, which is six feet. The bar in the Colum- 
bia is half a mile across, while that of New York 
is about three quarters of a mile. The channel on | 
the bar, in the mouth of the Columbia, is about | 
six thousand feet wide at the narrowest, and twelve 
thousand fcet at the widest, and then shoals grad- 
ually on each side; while the channel on the bar 
off Sandy Hook is but about six hundred feet and 
shoals rapidly. The channel across the bar is 
straight at the Columbia; that of New York is 
crooked, As soon as the bar is crossed in the 
Columbia two channels present themselves, one 
the south, or new channel, discovered by Captain 
Wilkes’s officers, who made the soundings, en- 
tirely straight, and deep enough for ships of the 
line: the other, the north, or old channel, being | 


H 
| 
| 
Í 
| 
| 
| 
| 


enough for any ships after crossing the bar. Both | 
| these channels are from six to twelve thousand i 
| feet wide or more, and free from shoals; while the 
l| New York channels, after crossing the bar, are | 
‘| narrow and crooked, and beset with shoals, which 
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the city of Washington as the agent of the State || 


; Congress, as made upon surveys and soundings by || 


crooked, or rather forming an elbow, and deep |} 


i 
t 


ous. 
Columbia,. is high, and makes a.marked opening 
into the sea, and confines all the ‘water. of the river 
to one outlet, and, therefore; would. seem to be 
easy of defence. There seem to be no points, 
islands, or bays off the mouth of the Columbia to 
shelter enemies’ cruisers while lying in wait to 
capture vessels going in, or coming out; while the 


| New York harbor presents such shelter for an 


enemy. The winds at the mouth of the Columbia 
are marked regular and steady, blowing six months 


| one way, and six months another; while the winds 
at New York are entirely variable, and cannot be 


calculated upon by the mariner for any time. "The 
mouth of the Columbia is free from ice, and also 
from great heat, the temperature never falling be- 
low the freezing point, nor rising above the sum- 
mer warmth, The current of the river is said to 
be strong, but I cannot see that it offers any serious 
obstacle. T'he breakers on each side of the chan- 
nel are also represented to be very great; but with 
a channel so wide, and a bar so narrow, and free 
from rocks and shoals, these would be nothing. to 
experienced mariners. Taking the mouth of the 
Columbia as it now is, in a state of nature, with- 
out the aid of pilots, buoys, beacons, light houses, 
and steam tow-boats, T deem it-a good harbor: 
with the aid of these advantages, I would deem it 
a far better harbor than New York, and capable of 
containing an unlimited number of ships. ‘In fact, 
I have never seen so large a river, with its water 
all so well enclosed by bold shores at its mouth, 
and making so commodious a bay, large enough 
to hold any number of ships, and at the. same time. 
small enough to be easily defended, and where 
there were more anchoring and sheltering places 
for ships, and where they could be close up to 
bold shores, and be better under the. protection of 


forts and batteries. : : 
JNO. MAGINN. 
Wasurneron Ciry, April 26, 1846. . 


IN SENATE. 
Trurspay, June 4, 1846. 


Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial: of 
the present owners of the barque “ Pons,” lately 
condemned and sold as a slaver, praying the name 
of said vessel may be changed to Cordelia; which 
was referred to the Committee. on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of citizens 
of Alexandria, remonstrating against the passage 


| of the: bill now before the Senate providing for 


the retrocession of that county to the State of Vir- 
ginia; which was referred: to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. : ; 

Mr. STURGEON: presénted a memorial from 
the Chesapeake and Delaware ‘Canal Company, 
asking that the United States relinquish the stock 
held in that company on certain conditions: ‘This 
memorial was ordered to-be printed: + 3 : 
Mr. BAGBY presented a petition. from’ Wade: 
Allen, asking to be allowed: compensation for‘extra 
service on a certain mail route; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. ARCHER presented four memorials from 
citizens of the town of Alexandria, praying the 
passage of the bill now before the Senaie provi- 
ding for the retrocession of the county of Alexan- 
dria to the State of Virginia; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER presented five memos 


i rials from the same place and to the same effect ag 


the above; which were referred to the Comm 
onthe District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial from. the 
militia officers of the State of Maryland, asking 


ittee 


i the adoption of certain improvements in the militia 


system of the United States, for the better protec- 
tion of the cities and towns of the ‘seaboard and 


| require many changes of courses in the ship. 
‘ accessibility to the sea the Columbia is far the 


j 


In | lake frontier; which was:ordered to be printed: 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee onthe Ju- 


1846. 
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diciary, reported a bill to divide the State of Ar- 
‘kansas into two judicial districts; which was read 
a first and second time, and. the accompanying 
report was ordered to. be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, who by a. resolution of the Senate were 
instructed to-inquire into the merits of Putnam’s 
plough dredger, reported that it was inexpedient 
to adopt.any further legislation upon the subject, 
and asking that the report be printed; which was 
agreed.to. —- 4 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved a postponement of th 
prior orders of the day, for the purpose of consid- 
ermg the (House) bill for the relief of Isabella 
Baldwin, widow of Captain Baldwin. 

Mr. SEVIER objected to taking up a private 
bill, out of its order, and the motion was not agreed 
to. 

{A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed the Senate supplemental bill to the act pro- 
viding for the prosecution of the war with Mexico, 
with amendments. ] 


GEN. GAINES’S CALL FOR VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution 
of inquiry: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to in- 
form the Senate whether any officer of the army, 
during the past or pee year, bas called volun- 
teers or militia into the service of the United States, 
without legal authority therefor; and if so, what is 
the number of said force, how it has been organ- 
jzed, and whether officers of the line or staff 
have been appointed contrary to law; and whether 
such calls, if made, were necessary, and the prob- 
able amount they will cost; and whether any ad- 
vantages have resulted, or are likely to result there- 
from; and, also, what measures the Department of 
War adopted for thejdefence of the southern fron- 
tier of the United States, during the same period. 

Mr. CASS observed that it appeared from papers 
in his possession, that a mounted force of twelve 
thousand men had been called into the service of the 
United States, without the authority of the Exce- 
utive. An expenditure of one million of dollars 
had been thus incurred, and that amount would 
soon be increased to one million and a half. He 
alluded to the call made for volunteers by General 
Gaines, and said he (Mr. C.) would read the va- 
rious orders issued by that officer. [Mr. C. read 
the orders.] These calls were made without au- 
thority from the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment, and at a time when General Taylor. was 
authorized by the President to call for such an 
amount of volunteer force as he might deem neces- 
sary. He did not intend to censure General 
Gaines. He did not doubt the patriotism of his 
motives, but he had fallen into a great mistake, 
which it was the object of the resolution to correct 
as promptly and completely as possible. The im- 
mediate interposition. of the legislative branch of 
the Government was demanded. Ee felt it due to 
the Administration to add, that General Gaines 
had received orders to repair to Washington im- 
mediately. 

‘The resolution having been read for informa- 


hion— 

Mr. JARNAGIN rose and said that he could 
not imagine any necessity for acting on the reso- 
lution this morning. He desired that it should be 
laid over. 

The PRESIDENT then announced that, as ob- 
jection had been made to the consideration of the 
resolution, it would lie over. 

Mr, ARCHER asked if the Senator from Mich- 
igan (Mr. Cass] means to inform the Senate that 
General Gaines has been recalled ? 

Mr. CASS replied that General Gaines had re- 
ceived ‘orders to repair to Washington without 
delay. : . 

Me MOREHEAD inquired what were the dates 
of the orders issued by General Gaines, and when 
the Department obtained information of the facts. 

Mr. CASS said he would send the Senator from 
Kentucky the papers he had just read, which would 
give him all the information as to the dates of the 
orders. He was not himself able to state when, 
the department had received notice of the issue. of 
the orders. è Ei 

‘Mr. CALHOUN then rose and said, that as the 
resolution, was to be considered to-morrow, he 
would not now make any remarks upon it. He 
‘wished to know, however, whether the corre- 


spondence between the Department and General 
Gaines wasto,be obtained? f 

Mr. CASS replied, that that correspondence was 
embraced in the resolution of inquiry, which he 
had had the honor to submit. 

Mr. SEVIER expressed his approbation of the 
conduct of General Gaines. The circumstances 
of the case were peculiar, and. justified the course 
adopted by General Gaines. Intelligence had been 
received of the approach of a large body of the 
enemy, and the general acted with the promptitude 
which the exigency appeared to demand. 

Mr. ARCHER called the Senator to order. 

The PRESIDENT reminded the honorable Sen- 
ator that there was now. no question before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that he had no desire 
to violate the rules of order, but he was only fol- 
lowing the example of Senators—of the Senator 
from Virginia himself—who had put various ques- 
tions to the Senator from Michigan. He (Mr. 8.) 
was about to puta question, but he would abstain 
from doing so, in order to avoid the possibility of 
violating that order which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia guarded with such commendable zcal and 
vigilance. 

Mr. MANGUM hoped the Senator would sub- 
mit his inquiry. 

Mr. ARCHER had no desire to prevent the 
Senator from submitting a question. 
him to order only when he appeared about to 
enter on a discussion of the merits of the case. 

Mr. JARNAGLN hopedt his desultory conver- 
sation would terminate until the resolution should 
come up to-morrow. 

The subject was then dropped. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILI. 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate resumed, 
as in committee of the whole, the consideration of 
the “ bill making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1847.” 

Upon this bill, the following amendment, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Nines, was pending: 

At the end of the second section, add the follow- 
ing words: 

« Provided, That no allowance or compensation shall be 
made to deputy postmacters, in addition to their commis- 
sions; bat the Postmaster General may, aud he is hereby 
authorized to increase the commissions on Jetter postage 
now allowed by law, not execeding five per centum; and 
on the amonnt of mails distributed, not exceeding three per 
centum; and all newspapers conveyed in the mail, whether 
more or less than thirty miles, shall be subject to postage 
anything in the second section of the act approved the third 
of March, eighteen hundred and forty-five, to the contrary 
notwithstanding; and all newspapers hot sent from the oftice 
of publication shall be subject to three cents postage each 5 
and the receipts from hoxes used in post ofiices shall belong 
to the postmasters, Which, with their commissions, shall be 
applied to defray the expenses of tlicir offices, and to be ac- 
counted for in the same manner as they are now required to 
account for their commissions??? 


To the above amendment, the following amend- 
ment, submited by Mr. Sreiantr, was also pend- 
ing: 

Add thereto the following: 


& Provided, however, That the franking privilege, as en- | 


joyed prior to third March, cighteen hundred and forty-five, 
shail be, and the same is hereby, extended to deputy post- 
masters. ?? 

A brief discussion then took place on an amend- 
ment submitted by Mr. Nites, in which Mr. 
SIMMONS, Mr. ATCHISON, Mr. NILES, Mr. 
CRITTENDEN, Mr. H. JOHNSON, Mr. 
MOREHEAD, Mr. HAYWOOD, Mr. WEST- 
COTT, Mr. CHALMERS, Mr. SPEIGHT, Mr. 
BENTON, and Mr. HUNTINGTON, took part, 
when the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. SIMMONS moved the following amend- 
ment: 

“Strike out the remainder of the clanse after the word 
“mails in the ninth line, and insert “two millions seven 
hundred thousand dollars? > 

Agreed to. 


ts Provided, That from and after the first day of October 
next, the rates of postage upon letters in manuscript shall be 
reduced to uniform rate of tive cents for a single letter for all 


! distanecs within the United States.” 


After some debate, in the course of which Mr. 
SIMMONS made frequent references to statistical 
tables in his hand, to show what was the precise 
condition of the department, and to prove that the 
large appropriation asked for must have been insert- 
ed through an oversight of the Postmaster General, 
the question was taken on the first amendment, to 


strike out and insert, which was agreed to. 


He called | 


i 
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The proviso reducing the rate of postage was 


then withdrawn. : . ‘ 

Mr. LEWIS. submitted the following amend- 
ment: PA ; 

« Add to the first section: ‘For enabling the Postmaster 
General to. establish a line of telegraph from Atlanta, in 
Georgia, to Montgomery, Alabama, and from thence ‘to 
Mobile, #50,000.? ” T iras . 

After some further conversation, ne, 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the communication 
from the Post Office Department, in relation to the 
magnetic telegraph, which had beeri read, be. print-. 
ed for the use of the Senate; which was agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspvay, June 4, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read, and ap- 

roved. 

The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the day; being the consideration of bills relating to 
the Territories. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES asked leave to make a re- 
port from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. BOW LIN made a similar request from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Objection was made in both instances. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON called for the order of 
business. 

Mr. HOGE moved that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, [with a view to resume the consideration of 
Territorial business. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the said order of 
business be postponed for the purpose of taking 
final action on the bill reported yesterday from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union: 
{i. e., the supplemental war bill.] 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved a suspension of the rules: 
[for what purpose the reporter could not ascertain} 
but the motion wag not now in order. 

And the question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Hararson, and decided in the affirmative, 

The consideration of the special order was post- 
poned accordingly. 

Mr. PETTIT asked leave to make a report. 

Objected to. 


THE MEXICAN WAR. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill 
entitled, «*An act supplemental to an act entitled. 
‘An act providing for the prosecution of the exist- 
‘ing war between the United States and the Re- 
“public of Mexico; and for other purposes.”’ 

The pending question being on coneurring in 
the amendments reported yesterday in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading— 

Such amendments as are not hereinafter particu- 
larly referred to, were disposed of without a divis- 
ion or record vote. 

_ The first amendment on which a separate ques- 
tion was asked was that which, in the first section, 
limited the number of new major generals to be 
appointed to one instead of tkvo—and of brigadier 
generals, to two instead of four. 

Mr.G.5. HOUSTON said that he desired a 
vote taken on each item of this amendment, as, in 
committee, the two had been submitted as separate 
propositions. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays 
on the first division, which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
“two major generals,’ and inserting “ one major 
gencral;”’ and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Barringer, Beil, Ben- 
ton, James Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, William W. Campbell, John G. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cul- 
ver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dockery, Erdman, 
John H. Ewing, Ficklin, Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Gra- 
ham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, 
Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, Joseph J. MeDow- 
ell, McGaughey, McHenry, MclIivaine, Marsh, Miller, Mor- 
ris, Moseley, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Pendleton, Perrili, 
Phelps, Pollock, Rathbun, Reife, Ritter, Julius. Rockwell 
John A. Rockwell, Runk, Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Sea: 
man, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas 


Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, St. John, Strohm, $ 

: t 3 fe ns, St. tro 
Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Taco 
Thompson, Tilden, Towns, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
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worth, Wheaton, Wiliams, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and 
Yost~-106. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Biggs, Bowlin, Boyd, |i 
Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Burt, A. A. Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, 
Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, 
Elisworth, Faran, Fries, Gentry, Gordon, Haralson, Hoge, 
Isaae E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Houston, 
` Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Seaborn 
Jones, Kaufinan, Kennedy, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, 
Maclay, McClernand, James McDowell, MeKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morse, Niven, Parish, Payne, Per- 
ry, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Root, Seammon, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Thomasson, Tredway, 
Wick, and Woodward—65. 


So the amendment was concurred 1n. : 

On concurring in the second division, striking out 
“ four,” and inserting ‘‘ two brigadier generals.” 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and being taken, result- 
ed as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Benton, 
J. Black, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, W. G. Brown, 
Buingtm, W. W. Campbell, Catheart, J. G. Chapman, 
R. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Colkuner, Collin, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dockery, 
DPromgoole, Duulap, Erdman, Jolm H. Ewing, Ficklin, Foot, 
Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamtin, Hampi 
ton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Bhias B. Iohnes, Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Hungerford, Washington Hung James B. Hunt, | 
Jenkins, James HW. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, McClean, McClelland, Joseph J. MeDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, Mcllenry, Meltvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, |! 
Mossley, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Pendleton, Per- 
rill, Phelps, Pollock, Relfe, Ritter, Julius Roekwel, John A. 
Rockwell, Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Schenck, Sea- 
man, Severance, "Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas 
Sinith, Starkweather, Stephens, St. Jobn, Strohm, Strong, 
‘Thibodeaux, Benj. Thompson, James ‘Thompson, Tilden, 
Toombs, Trumbo, Vanec, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, 
Williams, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and Young—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, Biggs, 
*Bawlin, Boyd, Brinkerboft, Brockenbrough, Burt, Augustus 

A. Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, 
Sanningham, Daniel, Dargan, Jeferson Davis, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Elsworth, Faran, Foster, Fries, Gentry, Gordon, 
Haralson, Harmanson, Hoge, Isaac 14. Tlolmes, Hopkins, 
Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, || 
Charies, J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Scaborn Joner, 
Kaufinan, Kemnedy, Lenke, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Maclity, 
MeClernand, MeConnell, James MeDowell, MeKay, John 
P. Martin, B. Martin, Niven, Payne, Perry, Reid, Rhett, 
Roberts, Scammon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Robert 
Smitb, Stanton, Thomasson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Towns, 
Tredway, Wick, and Woodward—68. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


The next question was on concurring in the fol- 
lowing proviso to the first section: 


& Provided, That when the war with Mexico shall termi- 
nate, the number of major generals in the army shall be re- 
duced to one, andthe numberof brigadier generals shall be 
reduced to twos and the President of the United Stites is 
authorized and directed to select from the whole number 
which may be then in office, without regard to the date of 
their commissions, the number to be retained, and cause 
the. remainder to be discharged from the service of the 
United States.” 


Mr. WINTHROP, asa question of order, in- 
quired whether the amendincnt could be divided ? 

The SPEAKER said it could not, because it bad 
been reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union as one amendment, and 
the Tlouse had, on a fonner occasion, settled the 
principle in such cases, 

Mr. ASEEMUN asked the yeas and nays, on 
concurring in the amendment, which were ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted as follows : 

YEAS--% rs. Stephen Adams, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black, Boyd, Brodhead, Catheart, Rouben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cobh, Collin, Cuilom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, De Mott, Dikingham, Dobbin, Daulap, Etisworth, 
Erdman, Faran, Bieklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gordon, 
Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, 
lough, George S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungerford, 
James B. Huut, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. 
Johuson, Andrew Johnson, George W., Jones, Preston King, 
Leake, Levin, Lumpkin, MeCtean, MeCtcland, MeCler- 
nand, MceCouneil, Joseph J. McDowell, Mek: John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, N n Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Saw, Scammmon, Leonard Ii, 
Sims, Simpson, Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, 
St. Johu, Strong, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Jacob | 
Thompson, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, | 
Wiliams, Wood, Woodworth, and Yost—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brinkerhof, Brocken- | 
brough, Milton Brown, Bullington, Burt, Wmi. W. Camp- 
bell, J. G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, ; 
Crozier, Culver, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jefferson 
Davis, Dromgoole, J. H. Ewing, E. H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, 
Giddings, Giles, Grahain, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Har- 
alson, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. [olmes, Isaac E. Holmes, 
8. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. In- 
gersoll, Kaufman, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leib, 
La Sere, Lewis, Ligon, Long, Maclay, James MeDowell, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Niven, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwelh, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Tru- 
man Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B.: Smitb, Stanton, Ste- 


i! Moulton, Norris, Parrish, 


phens, Strohm, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Winthrop, Wright, and Young—86. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

On inserting section six, (a new section,) 

Mr. RATHBUN. asked the yeas: and nays; 
which were refused; and the amendment (insert- 
ing the section) was concurred in. f 

On concurring in the amendment, (inserting the 
following as section fourteen:)— 

‘And be it further enacted, That to the rules and 
articles for the government of the army of the Uni- 
ted States, established ‘by the above-recited act, in 
the first-section of the same shall be added the fol- 
lowing: 

tt ARTICLE 102. Any officer or soldier, or any other of the 
persons described or enumerated in the 60th, 96th, and 97th 
of the said established articles, and in general all other fol- 
lowers of a camp or army of the United States, when any 
such army shall be serving beyond the limits ofthe United 
States and their organized Territorial Governments, may be 
tried, and capitally or otherwise punished, by sentence of a 


general court martial, according to the nature and degrce of 


the offence, for any murder or other felony committed upon 
the person or property of any of the persons herein included, 
or upon the person or property of any of the people of the 
country beyond the said geographical or judicial limits??? 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Ashman, Barringer, Ben- 
ton, Biggs, James Black, Blanchard, Boyd, Brinkerhof, 


SSS) 


| Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Burt, W. 


W. Campbell, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cul- 
Jom, Cummins, Cunningham, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, Erdman, Fos- 
ter, Fries, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grin- 
nell, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Healey, Her- 
rick, Hoge, Bilias B. Holmes, fsaac B. Noles, Hopkins, 
Hough, G. S. Houston, Hungerford, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, James I. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Joses, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Leake, Leib, La Sere, 
Levin, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeConnell, McCrate, James Me- 
Dowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Niven, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Root, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Seammon, Schenck, Leonard H, Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strong, Thom- 
asson, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Towns, Tred- 
way, Wick, Wiltiuns, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yost 
—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Bell, Bowlin, Milton Brown, 
Bullington, John G. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dockery, 
Dromgoole, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Poot, Grider, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Billiard, Samuel Ð. Hubbard, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, J.B. Hunt, Joseph. R: Ingersoll, D. È. King, 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Long, MeClean, 
McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mellvaine, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Moulton, Pendleton, 
Perry, Pollock, Relfe, Julins Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Runk, Sawyer, Beaman, Severanee, Truman Sinmith, Caleb 
B, Smith, Robert Smithi, Starkweather, Stephens, Strohin, 
Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Thorman, Vilden, Trum- 
bo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wright, and 
Young—70. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
On concurring in the following amendment: 


Bec., 15. And be it further enacted, That from and after the 
passage of this act, no officer in the army of the United 
States, not actually engaged in prosecuting or aiding in car- 
yying on hostilities against the public enemy, shall be enti- 
Hed to reecive more than eight rations per day or commuta- 
tion therefor. i 


Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YELAS—Moessrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Benton, James 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brod- 
head, William G. Brown, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cumningham, De Mou, 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Dunlap, Erdman, Ficklin, Fries, Gar- 
yin, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Grover, Tlamlin, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, Jaines B. Hunt, Jenkins, 
mes IF. Johnson; Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
born Jones, P. King, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, Me- 
Cleliand, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, 
Mellvaine, McKay, Jolin P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Rathbun, 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Root, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam- 
mon, S ance, Leonard H, Sims, Simpson, Thoinas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Starkweather, Strong, James Thompson, Ja- 
cob ‘Thompson, Towns, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, 
Woodworth, and Yost—87. 

NAYS—Mossrs, Ashman, Barringer, Bell, Biggs, Milton 
Brown, Bart, William W.Campbeli, Angustus A. Chapman, 
Chipman, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Dargan, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, Dockery, Drom- 
goole, Johu H, Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Toster, Gen- 
ty, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Herrick, 
Hilliard, Glas B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holes, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Kaufman, Daniel P. King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, 
Long, MeCrate, James MeT 
Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moscley, Owen, Pendleton, Perry, 
Pollock, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Runk, 
Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stanton, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Thurman, Pil- 
den, Toombs, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wood- 
ward, Wright, and Young—77. : 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Jowell, McGaughey, McHenry, | 


u 


` The bill was the 
this time; 2 3 nee 
~ And having been reada third time by its title,’ 

And the question being, * Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr, E. H: EWING asked to be excused from 
voting, and, amidst some interruption ona question 
of order, assigned his reasons therefor. 

Mr. E. was excused, ened : 

‘Mr. HARALSON made a Similar motion; and, 
having briefly assigned his reasons; withdrew it, 

Mr. PRESTON KING asked to be excused, as- 
signing as his reason, that whilst he was ready to 
vote for all these army bills, he could-not vote for 
a bill which gave such despotic power over the 
lives of American citizens ‘as that conférréd ‘by ‘the 
fourteenth ‘section. i : 

Mr. KING was excused. i 

Mr. TOOMBS asked the yeas and nayson. the 
passage of the bill; which were ordered, and ‘being 
taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Barringer, Benton, Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, 
Cullom, Cunningham, Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 


n ordered to'a third reading dt 


Gentry, es Gordon, Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, 


Harmanson, Hoge, Isaac E. Holines, Hopkins, Hough, George 
S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, ©. 


‘J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. John- 


son, Andrew Johnson, George: W. Jones, Kaufman, Ken- 
nedy, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Ligon, Long, Lumpkin, Me- 
Clean, McClelland, McClernand, MeCounell, McCrate, Jo- 
seph J. McDowell, James McDowell, MeKay, John P. May- 
tin, Barkley. Martin, Morris, Moulton, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Reid, Relfe, Rhett 
Ritter, Roberts, Root, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leon- 
ard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stan- 
ton, Starkwenther, St. John, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
son, Jaines Thompson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Thurman, Towns, 
Tredway; Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodward, 
Woodwarth, and Yost—120. : o 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Bell, Blanchard, Mil- 
ton Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Chipman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, 
John H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, 
Harper, Merrick, Hilliard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Washington Hant, Daniel P. King, Lewis, McGau: hey, 
McHenry, Metlvaine, Marsh; Moseley, Pendleton, Julius 


Rockwell, John A, Rockwell, Runk,: Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, ‘Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb. By Smith, 


Stephens, Strohin, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden; 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, and Young—52. BER cue i 

So the bill was passed in the following form, viz: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in reeks Pariri The 
the President of the United States be, aud he ‘hereby ig, au- 
thorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, one major general and four brigadier generals, 
in addition to the present military establishment: Provided 
That when the war with Mexico shall terminate, the num. 
ber of major generals in the army shull be reduced ‘to one 
andthe number of brigadier gencrals shall be reduced to two. 
Aud the President of the United States is authorized and 
directed to select from the whole number which may then 
be in office, without regard to the date. of their commissions 
the number to. be retained, and cause the remainder to be 
discharged from the service of the United States. 

Sec, 2. And be it further enucted, That the President of 
tlie United States be, and he hereby is, authorized to call 
into the service, under the act approved May thirteen, eigh- 
teen hundred aud. forty-six, such of the: general: officers of 
the militia asthe service, in his: opinion, may: requires and 
to organize into brigades and divisions the forces authorized 
by said act, according to his discretion. ©. : i 

Suc. 8. And be it further enacted, That the field and staff 
of a separate ‘battalion of volunteers, under the said:act. 
shall be one lieutenant colonel. or: major, one adjutant, with 
the rank of lieutenant, one sergeant major, one qu: n 
ter sergeant, and a chief bugler ‘or ‘principal ‘ii 
cording to corps. : nity ane tate 

Src, 4. And be it further enacted, Tha 
the United States may limit the -privates in: 
company, according to his: diseretivn, at from sixty-four to 
one hundred, and that with every vohinteer company an 
additional second licutenant may be allowed and aecepted. 

Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That when volunteers or 
militia are called into the service of the United States in 
such numbers that the oflicers of the quartermaster, com- 
missary, and medical departments, authorized by taw, be not 
sufficient to provide for supplying, quartering, trausporting. 
and. furnishing. them with the requisite medical attendance, 
it shall be lawful for the President to appoint, with the ad 
vice and consent of the Senate, as many additional officers of 
said departments ‘as the service may require, not exceeding 
one quartermaster and one commissary for each brigade, 
with the rank of major, and: one assistant quartermaster 
with the rank of captain, one assistant commissary with 
the rank of captain, one surgeon, and one assistant surgeon, 
for each regiment; the said .quartermasters. and: commis- 
Saries, assistant quartermasters and assistant conimissaries, 
to give bonds, with good and sufficient sureties, for the faith- 
ful performance of their duties; and they-and the: said sur- 
geons and assistant surgeons to perform--suel: duties as the 
President shall direct: Provided, That the said officers shall 
be allowed the same.pay and emolùments: às are now 
alowed to officers of the same description and. ‘grades, in 
those departments respectively; that they be ‘subject. to the 
rules and articles. of. war, and continue in’ service only so 
jong as their services shall be. required, in connexion with 


Toombs, 


e President of 
any volunteer 


the militia and volusiieers. 
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Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That. the President of 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint 
as many additional assistant adjutant generals, not exceed- 
ing four, as the service may require ; who shall be appointed 
in the same manner, have, the. same brevet rank, pay and 
emoluments, and’ be charged with the same duties, as those 
now authorized by law: Provided, That these additional ap- 
pointments shall continue only so long as the exigencies of 
the service may render necessary. 

BEC. 7. And be it further enacted, That promotion in the 
quartermaster’s department to the rank of major, shall here- 
after be made from the eaptains of the army: Provided, That 
no officer shall hold a commission in said department of the 
rank of major, or higher, and at the same time retain acom- 
mmission. in the line. ; 

BEG 8, And be it further enacted, That the aids-de-camp 
of the major general commanding the ariny in time of war 
may be taken from the line without regard to rank; and the 
aids-de-camp allowed to other major generals and brigadier 
generals may be taken from the grade of captain or subaltern 3 
and that the commanding or highest general in rank may, 
while in the field, appoint a military secretary from the snb- 
alterns of the army, who shali have the pay and emoluments 
ofa major of cavalry for the time being. 

Sac. 9. And be it further enacted, Tivat the allowance for 
clothing to each non-commissioned otticer, musician, and 
private of volunteers, shall be three dollars and fifty cents 
per month during the time he shall be in the service of the 
United States, 

_ SEC. 10, And be it further enacted, That the non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates of volunteers and 
militia, when called into the service of the United Stutes, 
shall be entitled to receive fifty cents in lieu of subsistence, 
aud twenty-five cents in lieu of forage, for such as aré 
mounted, for every twenty miles, by the most direct route, 
from the period of leaving their homes to the place of gen- 
eral rendezvous, and from the place of discharge back to 
their homes. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the colonel, or 
senior officer of the ordnanee department, is authorized to 
enlist for the service of that department, as many master 
armorers, master carriage-makers, master blacksmiths, ar- 
lificers, armorers, carriage-makers, blacksmiths, and Jabor- 
ers, as the public service in his judgment, ander the direction 
of the Secretary for the Department of War, may require. 

Src. 12. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause such number of infantry, cavalry, and artil- 
lery tacties and general regulations of the army as may be 
necessary for the instruction and information of the volun- 
teer foree called into the service of the United States, or 
ordered. to hold themselves in readiness for that service, to 
be procured and distributed for their use, and that the same 
be paid for out of any money in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Seo. 13. And be it further enacted, That the operation of 
the act approved May 29, 1830, entitled t An act to alter and 


amend the 65th article of the first section of an act entitled | 


Au aet for establishing rules and articles for the goverument 
of the United States army, passed the 10th of April, 1506,” 
ve, and the same is hereby, suspended during the war with 
Mexico., 

SEC, l4. Andle it further enacted, That to the ruies aud 
articles for the government of the armies of the United 
States, established by the above recited act, in the first sec- 
tion of the same, shall be added the following: 

Arricie 102. Any officer, or soldier, or any other of the 
persons described or enumerated in the sixticth, ninety- 
sixth, and ninety-seventh of the said established articles, 
and in general all other foluwers af a camp or army of the 

Jiited States, when any such army shall be serving beyond 
the limits of the United States. and their organized territorial 
governments, may be tried, and capitally or otherwise pun- 
ished, by sentence of a goneral court-martial, according to 
the nature and degree of the offence, for any murder or 
other felony committed upon the person or property of any 
of the persons herein included, or upon the person or prop- 
erty of any of the people of the country beyond the said 
geographical or judicial limits. 

Sete. 15. And be it further enacted, That from and after the 
passage of this act, no officer of the army of the United 
States not actually engaged in prosecuting or aiding in car- 
rying on hostilities against the public enemy, shall be enti- 
thed to receive more than eight rations per day or commu- 
tation therefor. 

Sec, 16. And be it further enacted, That when any officer 
of the army shall make a requisition upon the Executive of 
any State for militia or volunteers to be cmployed in the 
service of the United States, it shall be the duty of the otti- 
cer to communicate to the said executive a copy of so much 
of his instructions as contain the authority under which he 
acts, and all calls otherwise made shall be disregarded. 


Mr. HARALSON moved a reconsideration of 
the vote. 

And the question being taken, the vote was not 
reconsidered. 

Mr. MORRIS rose to call up the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which.a resolution heretofore 
introduced by him had been laid on the table. 

Not now in order, 

VOLUNTEERS AND. MILITIA. 


Mr. G. DAVIS moved that the special order be 


ostponed, to enable him to offer a joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER said that even if the motion to 
postpone should prevail, it would not be in order 
for the. gentleman to introduce any extraneous 
matter without a vote of two-thirds. 
Mr. HOGE inquired ifa motion to go into com- 
mittee would be in order? 
The SPEAKER said no; because there was a 
motion pending to postpone the very. business 
which the committee must take up. 


Mr. G. DAVIS. asked that the resolution might 
be read for information. 
And it was read as follows: 


‘Whereas the. Government of the United States has no 
power to call on the States for regular troops, or for. any- 
other description of military force but militia, either drafted, 
or volunteers; and whereas, by an act entitled “ An act pro- 
viding for the prosecution of the existing war between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico,” the President 


„Was authorized to call. for, and accept the services of, any 
| number of volunteers not exceeding 50,000, and he has, in 


virtue thereof, called upon the Governors of several States 
for a specified number of volunteers, and the said States have 
proceeded to raise and to appoint officers in part-for the vol- 
unteers so raised by them, which they have no authority. to 
do, unless the troops so raised be the militia of the. States 
respectively: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senute and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That all the 
volunteer troops raised, or to be raised, under the act afore- 
said, are, and are hereby declared to be, tie nuilitia of the 
States; and the several States raising any portion of said 
volunteer militia, have respeetively the right to appoint the 
ollicers thereot. 

The SPEAKER. How long does the gentle- 
man propose the postponement? 

Mr. G. DAVIS said, until to-morrow. 

Mr. PETTIT moved that the resolution be laid 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER said no such motion could be 
entertained, because the resolution had not been 
received, 

Mr. PETTIT. Then I move to lay on the table 
the motion to postpone the special order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman’s object is to 
relieve the House from the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] that object 
will not be accomplished; because any gentleman 
may, immediately afterwards, move a postpone- 
ment, But if the gentleman insists, the Chair will 
put the question, 

Mr. PETTIT insisted. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion to lay on the table to postpone. 

After some conversation on a point of order be- 
tween Mr. G. W. JONES and the SPEAKER, 

Mr. PE'TYIT withdrew his motion. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion to postpone; which were ordered. 

‘The Clerk called the roll, and the vote resulted 
as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs, Abbott, Ashman, Barringer, Bell, Blanch- 
ard, Miton Brown, Bullington, William W. Campbell, 
Cocke, Colluner, Cran: ton, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, 
blwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, 
Harper, Merrick, Williard, Elias B. Holmes, Samuel D. 
Tfabbard, Jtudson, Washington Hunt, Daniel P. King, 
Thomas Butler King, MeGangbey, Mellenry, Medlvaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pollock, Julius Rockwell, Root, 
Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Strobm, Thibodeaux, Thom- 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, Toombs, Trumbo, Wright, 
and Young—53. 

NAYS—Messrs, John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, 
Brockenbrough, Wm. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, 
Junnnins, Cupningbam, Daniel, Dargan, Jeiferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingbam, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Bls- 
worth, Erdman, Fieklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, 
Graham, Grover, Hanilin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S, Houston, Bamund W. 


Hubard, Hungerford, dames B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, | 
abnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. j 


Jenkins, James HH. Je 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, Leake, La 
Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, MeCleliand, MeCler- 
nand, MeConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, Jamies 
McDowell, MeKay, John P. Marti, Barkley Martin, Mor- 
ris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, 
Pettit, Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, 
Scaimon, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John, Strong, James ‘Thompson, Jacob 
‘Thompson, Thurman, Towns, f'redway, Vance, Went- 


worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, | 


and Yost—107, 


So the special order was not postponed. 
Mr. HOGE moved that the House resolve itself 


into Committee of the Whole on the state of the} 


Union. | 
Mr. M. L. MARTIN asked Mr. H. to with- | 
draw the motion. 
It was not withdrawn. 
And the question having been taken, the motion 
was agrecd to. 
MINERAL LANDS. 


So the House resolved itself inta Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Me- 
CrieLianp of Michigan in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the. bill directing the President 
to cause the mineral lands in the States of Hilinois í 
and Arkansas and in the Territories of Wisconsin 
and Iowa, to be exposed to sale; and of the amend- 
ments thereto pending. 

Mr. COLLAMER spoke briefly in favor of the 


| proclamation of President Jackson? 


passage. of the bill, contending that there was. no-i 
cause. for further delay in the sale of these lands; 
and that it was better that the everlasting conten- 


tion which there had been in relation to them should : 


be ended. sends OL 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH next.got the floor, and 
yielded to : Pee 

Mr. DODGE; who: said she:had.a few facts 
which he wished to submit to the. House - before 
the vote was taken. He-felta deep interest in the 
passage Of the bill for the sale of the minerallands: 
so called. It was-a measure for the passage: of- 
which a.large portion of those whom he.represent-.: 
ed had been anxiously looking for the last six. or 
eight years. He would appeal to members, and 
ask them if, in disposing of the public lands, they 
would discriminate between the States and Terri- 
tories? If they adopted the amendment of the gen- 
teman from New York, [Mr. Rarusun,] which 
provided a minimum of five dollars, they would - 
do so. ‘ 

The mines of Missouri had been worked since 
1723, having been opened at that time, as was sta- 
ted by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. McCLER- 
nanp,]| by Renaut for the Royal India Company. 
They became. ours by the acquisition of Louisiana 
in 1803, from which time up-to. 1829, covering a 
space of twenty-six years, this same penny wise 
and pound foolish policy of leasing them was ob- 
served, During seventeen years of ..territorial-de- 
pendence, and nine of State sovereignty, and against 
the solemn and urgent appeals of her representa- 
tives, and in utter disregard of the interests of her 
people, the Government of the United States con- 
tinued to withhold the Missouri mines from sale, 
under the ridiculous and absurd idea of obtaining 
an increased price for the lands containing those 
mines. And what was the result when, in 1830 
and 1836, these lands were offered for sale under 
Mr. D. held. 
in his hand a letter from the commissioner which 
furnished the answer. There were 592,726 89-100 
acres of land offered at the land offices at St. Louis 
and Jackson, offered at public sale or outery, after 


| having been advertised for six months, as well in 


the Atlantic city papers as in those of the western 
country, and less than 8,000 acres were sold, bring- 
ing but a little upwards of nine thousand dollars, 
and averaging just $138? per acre. But gentle- 
men might think that perhaps the people of that 
State had combined to prevent bidding at those sales. 
Such was not the fact, and he would prove it. If 
combinations are ever formed to prevent bidding on 
or buying the publie lands; those combinations, from 
the nature of things, could only exist during the pub- 
he sales. And, in the case of the Missouri mines, 
he had gone to the trouble of getting a statement 
from the General Land Office, which shows that 
in the whole of the years subsequent to the public 
sales, there were entered at private entry but 
13,271 92-100 acres at $1 25 per acre. This state- 
ment demonstrates the fact that the value placed 
upon mineral lands is entirely incorrect; that they . 
are by no means as valuable as agricultural lands. 
Contrast this offer to sell more than a half million 
acres of mineral lands, which had been reserved 
and worked by our Government for upwards of a 
quarter of a century, and for about a century be- 
fore by the French and Spanish Governments, 


| with a sale that had taken place in the Platte dis- 


trict, so called, in the same State. In this latter 
district there had never been a pound of mineral: 
discovered; and yet, from a statement which I 
hold in my hand from the General Land Office, it 
is shown that within one year after the lands were 
proclaimed to be sold, 407,576'06-100 acres were 
bought, bringing into the treasury upwards of half 
a million of dollars. These statements were official, 
and their. truth beyond question. But gentlemen 
may think that the mines of Illinois, Wisconsin, 
and Iowa, are more valuable.than those of Missouri 
were. Such was not the fact. He spoke of the 
mines; and would give some of the reasons upon 
which he based his assertion. The Missouri mines 
are 500 miles nearer to market than those of Towa, 
Wisconsin, and Iinois, The cost of transporta- 
ton was therefore much greater from the latter 
than the former. This cost was greatly enhanced, 
because of the obstructions which the s rapids”? 


| interpose to the navigation of the Upper Missis- 


sippi, and by the shorter period of navigation, by 
reason of the low water in the summer, and the 
closing of the river by ice in the winter, reducing 
the whole duration of safe annual navigation over 
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the rapids to about six months. In Missouri, 
timber, an essential ingredient in the manufacture 
of lead, was much more abundant, the climate | 
milder, and navigation unobstructed during the 
greater part of the season—advantages, which all, 
who know anything of the working of mines, can- 
t but see are very great. 

Phe Goreme Sr the United States, (said 
Mr. D.,) according to the oficial statement from | 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, have 

reserved and withheld from sale, in the State of 
Tilinois on account of its supposed lead mineral 

character, 242,409 acres of land; in Wisconsin, | 
242,880 acres; and in Iowa, 285,136 acres; making 

in the total 770,415 acres; an area, in superficial | 
extent, greater than that embraced by the State of 

Rhode Island, by 2,415 acres; a State having two | 
Representatives on this floor, and two in the other i 
wing of this Capitol. And upon this vast extent | 
of country there are estimated to be at this time || 
thirty or forty thousand inhabitants, with a voting | 
population of ten or twelve thousand; and, with | 
the exception of two or three town sites, and a few | 
other tracts of land that have been sold, there are 

no freeholders within the district: and the people 

residing within those districts might truly be said | 
to be tenants at will of this Government. Could |! 
any American legislator contemplate the situation |} 


of things existing in that rich and desirable region || 
of country without regret, and without admitting |} 


‘out in the assertion that the labor employed in 


j employed in mining for lead-ore. And is it nota 
| well-settled principle that lands, as well as all com- 


| make fortunes by mining; but where one case of 


j not find any man so rich in the farming district as 


that itis contrary to the spirit and genius of our 
institutions? 

Mr. D. said that gentlemen placed entirely an | 
over-estimate upon the value of those mineral | 
lands. And if they were valuable, they should 
remember that it was the miner that had made 
them so. It was by his skill, his enterprise, and 
his labor, that these mines had been opened. In 
looking at the public documents that Congress had 


published in reference to the Missouri mines, he || 
had discovered amongst them a letter from Judge |! 

5 5 ii 5 Š 
‘ more liberal policy should be pursued. 


John Rice Jones, written at the request of the 


Commissioner of the General Land Office, in No- i 7 
| HLoce,] that but a small portion of the land reserv- 


vember, 1816. Judge Jones was a gentleman of 
extensive information and most accurate observa- 
tion, and what he said of the manner in which | 
those mines were discovered was so much to the i 
point, and so well expressed, that Mr. D. said he 


| to the fruits of their labor. 


would read a short extract from his letter for the 
information of the House. Judge Jones says: 


“ All, or at least mostof the mines now known, were dis- {I 
covered by private individuals, ata great expense and fatigne, j; 
in nearly the following manner: Aman, and sometinies a H 
company of nen, in partnership, went into the woods, nad, j| 
having fixed on aspot which, in their opinion, might contain |) 
mineral, dug a muober of pits and holes of greater or less 
depth according to circumstances. Souretimes, but seldom | 
on the first trist, he succeeded: if not, he tried other spors | 
again aud again, with no better success, until atlast he aban- <} 
doned the ject in despair, or for the want of funds: and |} 
numbers of instances have occured when a whole summer's H 
work has be:m employed without being able to make a dis- | 
ineral. In fact not one in fifty has succeeded. 
enough to do so, it was the ir iable prac- 
tice of the Spanish Government to compensate him by the 
grant of part (four arpens) of the land, including his dis- 
covery??? 

Mr. D. said that no grants, no bounties, were || 
conferred by the bill now under consideration. It f 
was carefully drawn, and was almost an exact i 
copy of the Missouri law. Fie hoped that it would |) 
pass, and that the miners and farmers would have i 
an opportunity to purchase, and to become the |} 

| 


owners of the lands upon which they have made 
their locations. |! 

Mr. R. SMITH. said he did not rise to make a 
speech, his colleagues, (Mr. MceCrernann and Mr. |: 
THogs,] and others who had advocated the passage 
of the bill, had perhaps said all that was necessary ;! 
to insure its passage, without further delay. He |! 
would, however, say that, aside from the duty of |! 
the Government to relieve these settlers upon the !! 
lands called ‘ mineral lands” from the state of un- | 
certainty and suspense, under which they had so ;; 
long suffered, that as a matter of expediency alone |, 
the Government ought to sell these lands as pro- |! 
vided in the bill now under consideration. What, i: 
asked Mr. S., was the question for the committee | 
to determine, in order to do justice to all the parties | 
interested? Why, simply to ascertain the value of j; 


States and Territories, not reserved as mineral |; 


|i this value? Was it the mineral they were sup- 


| dollars per acre for their lands, or subject them to 
, the uncertainty, or rather certainty, of having their 


‘sion of the committee. Mr. S. said that all ex- 


| evils growing out of this system of the Govern- 


i miner, at prices merely covering the cost to the 
Government. If the reserved mineral lands in Hi- 
| nois had been sold at $1 25 per acre soon after her 
‘admission into the Union as a State, the interest 


performed in digging for lead ore, would bear him 


farming yielded a better return or profit than that 


modities offered for sale in the market, are valuable. 
only in proportion as they are capable of yielding 
a profit to the purchaser, or contribute to his com- 
fort or happiness? It is true that some few men 


this kind occurs, thousands will be found who have 
made nothing. Mining, like lotteties, is exciting 
and uncertain. An occasional prize drawn by a 
lucky individual, stimulates thousands to embark 
in the hazardous speculation of purchasing lottery 
tickets. So itis in mining; the discovery of one 
valuable lead mine sets thousands to digging, each 
hoping to be equally fortunate in the discovery of 
wealth. It is only necessary for gentlemen to ex- 
amine for themselves districts of country exclu- 
sively devoted to agriculture, and then districts (of 
the same extent) engaged in mining, and they will 
readily sce the superiority and. greater profits of 
the farming community over that of the mining 
districts. The farming lands yield a more sure 
and certain return. Wealth is more equally dis- 
tributed among the masses; and although you may 


some one man in the mining district, you will find 
very few who do not make a good living. Mr. 8. 
said he lived more than three hundred miles from 
the mineral lands in northern Illinois, and his con- 
stituents had no immediate interest in the provis- 
ions of the bill under consideration, but he wished 
to see justice done to the settlers who had gone on 
in good faith and improved these lands, trusting to 
the justice of the Government to give them a title 
Mr. S. considered the 
whole policy of the Government in relation to the 
publie domain had been unwise and injadicious; 
and that it was high time that a more just and a 


lt was truc, as stated by his colleague, [Mr. 


ed as mineral lands, was actually known to con- 
tain mineral. Most of these lands were considered 
valuable for their farming properties only, and he 
asked if it was not unjust to these cultivators of the 
soil to demand of them five dollars per acre for land 
not so good, notas favorably situated for a market, 
as other farming lands sold for $1 25 cents per acre 
in other portions of the same States and ‘Lerrito- 
ries? Many of these lands might now be worth five 
dollars per acre; but he would ask, what gave them 


posed to contain? No such thing; it was the im- 
provements put upon the lands by the settlers. The 
houses and stables, and fences, they had built and 
had made, the fruit trees they had planted, &., 
which gave them their value. Ana he asked if gen- 
tlemen desired to force these settlers to pay five 


homes taken from them by the merciless specula- 
tor? Fie trusted that such would not be the deci- 


perience had shown the mischievous effects and 


ment reserving lands and leasing them. ‘The true 
policy of the Government was, to dispose of its 
[inas as specdily as possible, passing them into the 
hands of the hardy and enterprising farmer and 


alone on that sum would, in his opinion, double in 
amount what the Government will get for the lands 
under any plan that can be adopted. The sale of 
the mineral lands in Missouri, he thought, ought 
to satisfy every member of the committee thatit was 
idle and useless to hold up these lands for a high 
price, when all experience went to show conclu- 
sively that these lands, as a whole, were not as 
valuable as good farming lands, Mr.S. hoped gen- 
tlemen would see the necessity of settling this vex- | 
ed question, and of doing a simple act of justice to 
meritorious settlers upon these lands, by passing, 
without amendment, the bill as it came from the 


-~ Lhe question was-stated.to be on the amend 


lands, ; committee. It would only be doing what ought to 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all who have had an op-|: have been done long ago. | 
portunity of ascertaining the proceeds resulting |; Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, the hour 
from labor bestowed upon farming lands, and com- i; having arrived for terminating the debate on this 
paring the results with an equal amount of labor | bill. i 


these lands, compared with other lands in the same |i 
i 


: drew it. 


The time allotted for debate having expired. 


ment of Mr. Raruson, declaring ‘that said landa- 
should not be sold for less than five dollars'per acre.” 
a Mr. RATHBUN withdrew. itto enable.” -> 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON .to-have the question-tas: 
ken on the following modified Substitute: a 


“That the. President be; and-he ‘hereby is, ‘directed, as 
soon as practicable, to.cause all thereseryed lead mines ang 
contiguous lands in ‘the States of- INinois and’ Arkansas and 
Territories of Wisconsin and.Iowa, belonging to the United. 
States, to be exposed to sale, in the same manner that other: 
publie lands are authorized by law tobe sold; exceptas here- 
inafier provided, — |: : ‘ Es SO re 8 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That. six months? no- 
tice of the times and-places.of said sales: shall be:given: in 
such newspapers of general circulation, in such of the States. 
as the President may think expedient, with a-brief descrip- 
tion of the mineral regions of the States ‘of IHinois and Ar- 
kansas and Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, and of the 
lands to be offered for sale; showing the number and local- 
ities of the different mines now known, the-prohability, of 
discovering others, the quality of the ore, the facilities of 
working it, the further facilities (if any) for manufactories 
of shot, sheet lead, and paints, and the. means and expense 
of transporting the whole to the principal markets in ‘the 
United States. : 3 

“ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon satisfactory 
proof made to the register and receiver. of the proper land 
ofice, that any tractor tracts of said lands containing amine 
or mines of lead ore, actually discovered and being worked, 
then, and in that case, the same shall. be sold.in such. legal 
subdivision or subdivisions, of not less than forty acres, as 
will include such mine or mines; and if such tract or tracts 
shall not be sold at such public sale, they may be entered at 
private. sale as other lands: Provided, That no legal sub- 
division of any of said lands, upon which there may be an 
outstanding lease or leases fram the Government of ‘the 
United States, or their authorized agent, unexpired and un- 
determined, shall be sold until after the determination of 
such lease or leases by efilux of time, voluntary surrender, or 
other legal extinguishment thereof.” g i 

The substitute amendment was declared ‘to be 
rejected. i X 

The committee. then rose, and reported-the bill 
to the House without amendment. : i 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON renewed the motion to 
amend the bill by inserting the substitute he had 
indicated. ` H 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS demanded the pre- 
vious question. o : , 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the House - 
again resolved itself into. Comittee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. MCCLELLAND, of 
Michigan, in the chair.) hie a tha oh 

The committee proceeded. to the consideration of 
the bill to grant a certain quantity of land to aid in’ 
the improvement of the Fox and ‘isconsin rivers, 
and to protect the same by a canal, in the Territory 
of Wisconsin. EAEn R 

Mr. VINTON moved to strike ‘out the second. 
proviso of the first section. : : 

Mr. McCLERNAND suggested that the gentle- 
man. had ‘better include the third proviso also, so 
as to leave the lands under the operation of the 
general are now in force. a 

Mr. VINTON did not accept the suggestion. 

Mr. RATHBUN was in favor of the motion tö 
strike out the provigo. : ; 

Mr.. McCLERNAND. moved to amend: the 
améndment-by striking out the third: proviso-also. 

Mr. JACOB. THOMPSON ‘indicated: a: motion 
to strike. out all provisoes of the séction, and ex- 
plained the object of the mation.’ 

Some desultory discussion: followed; in- which 
Messrs. COLLAMER, JOS: J. ~McDOWELL, 
VINTON, M. L. MARTIN, J.B. HUNT, 
STEPHEN ADAMS, and JEFFERSON. DA- 
VIS, participated. gl Tp AO BEE te 

Mr. J. B: HUNT 
amendment; 

Strike out from the words ¢ one half of,” eighth line, first 
section, to and including the word  canal,”. fifteenth line, 


and insert “three sections in width on each side of the said 
Fox river and the lakes through which it passes from its 


gave notice-of the following 


; mouth to the point where the Portage canal shall enter the 


same, and on each side of said canal from one streain to the 
other, reserving the alternate sections to the United States, 
to be selected under the direction of the Governor of said 
territory, and such selection to be approved by the Prosi- 
dent of the United States.” . 

Mr. McCLERNAND withdrew his motion for 
the present. 

The question then recurred on. the. motion of 
Mr. Jacoz THOMPSON: : 

Mr. DODGE and Mr. G. W. JONES briefly 


| sustained it. 


After a brief explanation by “Mr. THOMAS 
SMITH, : ‘ ae 

The question was about to be. taken. on. the 
amendment of Mr. Tuomrson, when he' with- 


1846. 


927° 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The amendment of Mr. Vinton was agreed to; 

And the amendment of Mr. Hunt was agreed to. 

A motion by Mr. G. S. HOUSTON to strike 
out the first section, was rejected. = - 

The second section being under consideration, 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to amend it by 
striking out. the. first:proviso. i 
_ After a few words from Messrs. M. L. MAR- 
TIN and DODGE, the question was taken, and 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered the 
proviso to the second Section: 

Provided, also, “That the lands hereby granted shall not be 
conveyed or disposed of by said Territory, nor by any State 
to be formed out of the same, except as said improvements 
shall progress; that is, as soon as a section or mile, or any 
greater extent of such work, shall be completed, and duly 
certified by the Governor of said Territory or. State to the 
President of the United: States, the said Territory or State 
may sell and dispose of a quantity of said land, on each side 
of the work so completed and certified as aforesaid, equal 
to the value thereof; and so from time to time, as the work 
progresses and said certificates are made, until said work is 
completed: Provided, Said lands shall be used for the pur- 
pose mentioned in this act, and no other. 

After a few words by Mr. COLLAMER, 

The committee rose and reported. 

A motion was submitted (by Mr. M. L. MAR- 
TIN, the reporter thinks) to meet at ten o’clock 
to-morrow. 

No quorum voted, 

And the Fouse adjourned. 


following asa 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, June 5, 1846. 


Mr. WEBSTER presented a memorial from | 


Henry Stevens, asking Congress to adopt meas- 
ures for supplying the library of the British Mu- 
scum, at London, with copies of all the public doc- 
uments and state papers, which have been or may 
hereafter be printed by Congress; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. DEX presented the memorial of George Cat- 
lin, asking Congress to purchase his collection of 
Indian portraits and curiosities; which was ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. McDUFFIE submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies over: 

Resolved, Vhat the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office furnish to the Senate the number of 
acres contained in the two upper tracts of the Hou- 
mas’ land claim, numbered in the transeript of de- 
cisions, No. 127 and 133,as laid before the board 
of commissioners and confirmed; and also the num- 
ber of acres of said grant included in the patents 
issued the 12th of August, 1844; and the number 
of acres included in the decision of the board of 
commissioners under the survey ordered by Gov- 
ernor Claiborne, and excluded in the patents issued 
as aforesaid, and the situation of the lands so ex- 
cluded; also the number of patents issued upon said 
claim by the Land Office within the limits patented 
on the 12th of August, 1844, as aforesaid; and the 
number of acres claimed under the patents pre- 
viously issued; and also the number of the said 
patents which have been surrendered to the Gen- 
eral Land Office by the partics holding the same, 
and the amount of purchase moncy refunded there- 
on. The number of applications by persons hold- 
ing floats within the limits embraced in the patents 
of that date, to the Land Office, since the 12th of 
August, 1844, to have those floats patented by the 
Government up to: this date, with a copy of each 
application; and also the number of applications 
which have been made for a refunding of purchase 
money; and also what amount of purchase money 
has been refunded upon entries. made within the 
limits of the Houmas’ land claim since the issuing 
of the patents on the 12th of August, 1844, and the 
number of acres upon which the purchase money 
has been refunded. 

Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- 
tion: è 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 

` be directed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding by law for the grant of alternate sections of 
the public lands along the line of all public improve- 


ments which may be constructed by a State of the | 
s 


Union within which the publie lands. are situated; 
and also a similar grant along the line of rivers, the 
navigation of which may require improvement. 
The VICE PRESIDENT was about to put the 
question for the adoption of the resolution, when— 


Mr. WEBSTER said there was a rule that all |j partment of War adopted for the defence of the | 


resolutions should lie over one day, the object of 
which was that an opportunity might be afforded 
to every Senator of seeing and understanding what 
the resolutions were. He was as willing as any 
one, in cases-of emergency, to dispense. with the 
rule, but he really thought they were getting too 
much in the habit of adopting resolutions by a sys- 
tem of unanimous consent, which had a tendency 
to abrogate all rules. Hereafter, unless in cases 
of emergency, he should adhere to the rule as the 
best and safest mode of proceeding. 
The resolution, being objected to, lies over. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Samuel R. Reed, asked that said committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Pensions; which 
was agreed to. ; 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the House bill for 
the relief of John R. Williams, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported without amend- 
ment the (House) joint resolution for the relief of 
Scth M. Leavenworth. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the Senate took 
up the bill to establish a permanent general pre- 
emption system in favor of actual settlers upon the 
public lands; when its further consideration was 
postponed until Monday next, for which day it 
was made the special order. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill granting alter- 
nate sections of the public lands for the improve- 
ment of Pearl river. 

No further amendments being offered, the ques- 
tion was announced upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading. The yeas and nays 
being ordered, were taken, and resulted as fol- 
lows: 

Y¥ EAS—Messrs. Ashley, Atchison, Barrow, Breese, Cass, 
Chalmers, J. M. Clayton, Corwin, Greene, Houston, Jobn- 
son of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Milter, Morehead, 
Rusk, Sevier, Siuunous, Speight, Sturgeon, Webster, and 
Westeatt-—2L, 

NAYS--Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Berrien, Bright, Thos. 
Clayton, Cotquitt, Dickinson, Mairtield, Haywood, Jenness, 
MeDutlic, Mangwn, Niles, Pommybacker, and 'Tarney—15. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 

A. message fron: the President of the United 
States, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate, information on the subject of 
the treatics concluded between the late Republic 
of Texas and the Governments of France and 
Great Britain, was read; and, 

On. motion of Mr. WEBSTER, ordered to be 
printed. 

RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER rose for the purpose of 
inquiring of the chairman of the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, when that committee might 
be expected to report to the Senate in relation to 
the House bill for the retrocession of the county 
of Alexandria to the State of Virginia? 

Mr. HAYWOOD replied, that he was unable 
to answer the question of the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia, further than to state that the com- 


; mittee were engaged in the consideration of the 


subject, and very busy in hearing speeches therc- 
on. He supposed, however, that the bill might 
be reported during the coming week. 


CALL FOR TROOPS BY GENERAL GAINES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CASS: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to in- 
form the Senate whether any officer of the army, 
during the past or present year, has called volun- 
teers or militia into the service of the United States, 
without legal authority therefor; and if so, what 
is the number of said force, how it has been 
organized, and whether officers of the line or 
stalf have been appointed contrary to law; and 
whether such calls, if made, were necessary, and 


| the probable amount they will cost; and whether 


any advantages have resultcd,-or are likely to rē- 
sult therefrom; and, also, what measures the De- 


southern frontier of the United States, during the 
me period, ... ; 
PMen CASS rosë and said, that when this resolù- 
tion was up. yesterday, the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina-had asked him a question, 
which he would answer now.’ Before he did so, 
however, he would state, that.the action of the 
other House yesterday had in some measure obvi- 
ated the difficulty, which it was the object of this 
resolution to bring before the Senate, The House 
had introduced a provision into the law, prohibit- 
ing the calling of any militia or volunteers, unless 
the officer sent to the Governor of the State, on. 
whom the requisition was made, a copy of the or- 
ders of the Executive of the United States. He 
(Mr. C.) would take occasion to repeat that his ob- 
ject was not to cast censure upon any one. He did 
not contemplate a military inquiry at all.. It was 
a civil inquiry. For General Gaines himself, he 
entertained high respect. He was an honorable, 
brave, and patriotic man. He had rendered emi- 
nent services to his country. He (Mr. C.) did not 
call in question his motives. But he regarded this 
case as one which demanded the attention of Con- 
gress, in order that suitable provision might be 
made to prevent its recurrence. The Senator from . 
South Carolina [Mr. Carnoun] had inquired 
whether the War Department had informed Gen- 
eral Gaines that General Taylor had been autho- 
rized to make a requisition for militia? They had. 
He (Mr. C.) would read the official communica- 


tion. It was as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
“Washington, August 25, 1845. 
“Sir: Enclosed herewith, you will receive a copy of in- 
structions which have been issued from this department to 
Brigadier General Taylor, to whom the Government of the 
United States has assigned the command of the army of oc- 
eupation in ‘Texas. WM. L. MARCY. 
“Major General Gaines.’”? = 


Extract from a letter of the Department of War to Major 
General Gitines, duted, War Department, August 28, 1845. 

“A state of things which might render it pendent and 
proper for General Taylor to draw an auxiliary foree from 
some of the United States, as well as from Texas, has been 
contemplated. by the President as a possible contingency, 
and by his directions, instruetions upon that subject have 
been sent to General ‘Taylor, a copy of which was also for- 
warded to you on the 25th instant.” 

In the collection of documents relative to the 
relations of the United States with Mexico with 
which the Executive had furnished the Senate, 
would be found the orders to General Taylor au- 
thorizing him to call upon the Governors of the 
States of Louisiana, &c. A copy of that order 
had been sent:to General Gaines. He (Mr. C.) 
again disavowed most emphatically all intention of 
reflecting censure on General Gaines. He would 
vote cheerfully for every dollar necessary to defray 
the expenses which had been incurred. But his 
object was to prevent, for the future, the occur- 
rence of such a state of things. He would detain 
the Senate only a few moments longer. He had 
before him the memorandum to which he alluded 
yesterday. It had been laid before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the Flouse, and 
was, he supposed, the foundation of the provision 
which that body had introduced into the law. The 
Senate would observe that the requisitions of Gen- 
eral Gaines included a force of twelve thousand 
men. ‘The present case was not fully met by the 
action of the other House. Acting with the best 
intentions in the world, as he (Mr. C.) was confi- 
dent, General Gaines had done what had never 
been before attempted under this Government—he 
had called for a force of twelve thousand men with- 
out any authority. 

Mr. WEBSTER wished the Senator to read the 
letter from the department to the Governor of the 
States on whom the requisition was made for 
troops. : i 

Mr. CASS. The letters arè amongst the docu- 
ments; but E will read if you wish. 

Mr. WEBSTER. If you please: if it be not 
too long. 

Mr. CASS then read the letter to the Governor 
of Louisiana, making the requisition for militia. 

Mr. C. also read the following order, issued by 


| General Gaines: 


HEADQUARTERS, WESTERN Division, 
New Orleans, May 20, 1846, 

The following persons (J. Featherston, W. M. T 
Win. S. Hays, J. R. Cony. and E, L. Traey,) are Nee 
thorized and requested to raise one regiment cach to serve 
as infantry or riflemen, to consist of ten companies of 60 to 
100 men each, to be mustered into the service of the United 
States, for a term of six months, unless sooner discharged, 


at the barracks near this city, or whatever 
il ar th ever other pla 
be designated. i ere 
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Í 
7 iasary of sub- j 
The deputy quartermaster generał and commissary of su 
sistence Sill furnish, ou the requisition of the abovenimeg 
gentlemen, the proper allowance of eamp Papag athe 
and other supplies, for the immediate accommo ni ane me 
companies, and transportation for their movement to 
f war upon the Rio Grande. f 
*' Captain Whitely, of the ordnance department, will fr- 
nish the regiments with muskets and rifles, with aee une 
ments complete, together wiih Whatever muhin niion ney 
may require. EDMUND P. GA NE a 
Major General U.S. arny, comd’g West. Div. 


Official. 
i P. CALHOUN, 


A. A Å. G. West. Div. 
General Gaines certainly had no more authority 
than the President; and had the President issued 
such an order, he would have been liable to im- 
peachment the very next day. ‘The. department 
does not know how many troops have gone. All 
the papers were on his table, and to them Senators 
could havé access. He would no ‘longer detain 
the Senate. 

Mr. WEBSTER then rose to address the Senate. 

Mr. CASS asked if the Senator wished to cast 
his eye over the papers? 

Mr. WEBSTER thanked the Senator, and pro- 
ceeded. ‘The case, certainly, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, was a plain violation of law, 
and called for the interposition of the Government. 
He would not desire, however, to be hasty in 
coming to a judgment of censure upon an experi- j 
enced officer of the army of the United States. 

Mr, CASS. The Senator will understand that 
I do not mean to censure him. 

Mr. WEBSTER. “Certainly. He then pro- 
ceeded to say that he was about to remark that the 
present resolution, calling simply for information, 
was proper enough, and, in his judgment, it ought 
to pass. General Gaines, if he (Mr. W.) remem- 
bered right, had the command of that division in 
which the army on the Rio Grande was at present 
operating. Lt was quite possible that, occupying | 
that position, he might have misinterpreted some 
direction of the President or Department of War. 
Certainly he could not be so uninformed as to the 
constitutional law of the country as to call out the 
militia, without supposing that he acted under some 
authority from the Beeseuve, | To call on the mi- 
litia to any amount, or in any circumstances, with- 
out some direction from the President, must be re- 
garded as a very extraordinary procedure. Let 
Senators advert to the origin of this power—to the 
law passed regulating its exercise; and Ict them Keep 
themsclves—if they meant to preserve the integ- | 
rity of the Constitution—within its provisions, and | 
the provisions of the law. By the Constitution, 
the President has power to call out the militia of i 
the States by requisitions to repel invasion, to sup- | 

H 
i 


press insurrection, to execute the law; and for no | 
other purpose whatever. That was a high dis- 
eretionary power vested in the President. He 
(Mr. W7) was one of those who held that the ne- | 
cessity for the exercise of this power was vested | 
altogether in the discretion and judgment of the | 
president. Lf the Governor of a Siate called out | 
the militia in a case where the President of the į 
United States made a requisition for a purpose | 
within the Constitution and law, he complied with 
that law. Different opinions had been entertained | 
on that subject, but that was his opinion, and had į 
been confirmed by the supreme judicial authority. 
The next question—one not without difficully— 
was how far the President, in particular circum- 
stances, might delegate the exercise of this discretion 
to military officers. It had been considered, and 
so decided, that in cases of danger on the frontier, 
the President might give to the oflicer command- 
ing in that quarter a contingent authority to cal 
out the militia in case the danger became more | 
menacing. "That is the length, and the whole | 
length and whole breadth of the power, and the | 
whole extent to which it ever has been exercised, 
or ever can be exercised, without direct violation 
of the Constitution and law. The militia is the 
militia of the States; to make a requisition. for it is | 
a matter of high prerogative in this Government, | 
or high discretion atleast. It must be exercised — 
under the Constitution and under the law passed | 
for carrying the provision of the Constitution into | 
effect—by the President, or, in particular circum- | 
i 
| 


stances, by somebody clothed with contingent au- 
thority in the case. : 

Mr. CASS. Will the Senator pardon me whil 
I interrupt him for a moment? He will see by th 
papers that the order was not authorized by th 
Government. 


i 


e 
e 
e 


| 
| 
| 
i 


Mr. WEBSTER. That makes the case so much 
the worse, ; : 


Mr. CASS. ‘Will the Senator be so good as to. 


read the order? 


Mr. WEBSTER read the order, and then said, | 


why, this is raising-an army! This is :to- raise 
regiments for the service of the United States... 


the slightest disposition toanticipate an unfavora- 
ble judgment upon the conduct of General Gaines. 
Certainly his had been a very extraordinary: pro- 
cedure—a procedure that the President could not 
authorize. He perceived that.one of the objects 
of the resolution was to inquire inte the necessity 
of raising the men. He would probably concur 
with the honorable member, that; as the men had 
been called out, they ought to be paid. Since that 
subject had been incidentally called up, he would 
direct the attention of the honorable members more 
directly charged with the financial affairs of the 


Government, to the enormous expense already in- | 


curred by the military proceedings. He had taken 
pains to make some inquiry at the proper sources, 
and from the best information he could obtain, he 
found that the military expenses of the Govern- 
ment were hardly less than half a million of dollars 
per day! 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that’but one result must 
follow the resolution, and but one result was in- 
tended by it—censure of General Gaines. It had 
been said, in the course of the debate, that if the 
President had done what General Gaines had done, 
he would deserve to be impeached. General Gaines 
bad been charged with a palpable violation of the 
law, and yet Senators suid that they would not 
prejudge his case. Well, he, (Mr. S.,) as he said 
yesterday, approved of the conduct of General 
Gaines. What were the facts in relation to this 
matter? General Taylor, it was true, had the 
power to call upon the Governors of States for ad- 
ditional troops so as to retain his position upon the 
Rio Grande; and yet so little calculation had he 
made of the strength of the Mexican army, that he 
came very near losing the whole of his forces, re- 
lying upon the smallness of the enemy’s numbers; 
that we well remember. Well, duringthis. par- 


ticular period—the country invaded—the whole f 


American army surrounded, and cut off from ‘its 
supplies, General Gaines proceeded to raise these 
troops for the saccor of the American army, and 
to save them from the impending calamity. Was 
that not right? Was he to wait tll he communi- 
eated with the authorities at Washington, some 
1500 or 1800 miles distant? If he had done so; 
he would have deserved to be impeached, or. at 
least brought to trial. 


Mr. CASS. Will the Senator permit me to re-| 


mind: him that General Taylor had-called for all 
the assistance that he wanted. 


Mr. SEVIER. Was not the impression in New || 


Orleans that the army was in imminent danger? 
He (Mr. 8.) applauded the conduct of General 
Gaines.. He was certainly far more worthy. of 
applause than those generals who had. remained 
at home, and instead of meeting the enemy, were 
quietly stationed within the sound of his voice. 
‘hat old veteran, when his country was invaded, 
had with prompt zeal called these men to her de-. 
fence, without waiting for tedious authority; and, 
instead of censure, deserved the lasting gratitude 
of the nation. He had heard a good deal about 
General Gaines for some time past, and he must 
say, that, in his judgment, he had hardly received 
fair treatment; although the superior of General 
‘Taylor, none of the orders to the latter had gone 
through his hands: instead of transmitting their 
orders to the senior, the War Department had 
communicated with the junior officer, Was it, then, 
remarkable that there should be conflicts and cross 
purposes in regard to this matter? He thought 
not. He wished to know the object of the resolu- 
tion. To remedy the law? They had got no law; 
nobody pretended to say that. The crisis wasa 
peculiar one—lke that in which General Jackson 
acted; and the country would approve of the man- 
ner in which General Gaines had met the crisis. 
It would be seen from the public prints of Louisi- 
ana, that public opinion had pronounced its judg- 
ment most emphatically in favor of General Gaines. 
What had been the result of his conduet? Why, 
the very men sent by him to the relief of General 


It. 
is, as the Senator states, no requisition for militia, 
but an-order to raise an army under.the authority ] 
ofa major general. -He (Mr. W-) was very happy: 
that the subject had been called up, and he had-not: 


i 


Taylor-had manned Point Isa jel; and enable 


HE 


added ‘that he understood ‘that. hey had ‘arr. 
Point Isabel in time-to give essential aid.to. General. 
Taylor. =P ey rene eet et re 
‘Mr. CASS said the letter of the Adjutant Genet 
ral. would answer the Senator. SG ates 
Mr. SEVIER hoped that he:would give it now. 
Mr. CASS: then handed to the Senator an..ex- 
tract from the letter’ of the’ War Department: to 
General Gaines; informing. him: that: “the Secre- 
‘tary of War disapproved of “his call for several 
regiments of mounted gun-men,.butapproved his: . 
t previous requisitions for volunteers’reported; the 
‘number of which could not be. ascertainéd“with ” 
t precision. ”? l ý 
i Mr. MOREHEAD inquired the ‘date-of ‘that 
etter ? See ia ‘fi oe y 
Mr. SEVIER replied, the 18th of May, and then 
went on. to say that part ‘of the 12,000. volunteers: 
called for by General Gaines:had been received by. 
the President; and that he very much ‘disliked ‘to 
sce, at a time like this, and’ without any. proper 
motives, that he: could discern,:a call: for General: 
Gaines’s presence here:.. ‘Without. questioning the. 
disclaimers that-had been made, he. (Mr. 8.) must’ 
say that, in his judgment, the-only object appear - 
ed to be to cast. censure upon a general for doing 
an act which he (Mr. 8.) thought would -be‘ap- 
proved by every impartial man. General Gaines © 
ad acted promptly, and that in & most important:- 
crisis, when promptitude ‘was’ so essential: He.. 
would not detain the Senate. longer, but, as ‘they. 
had gone.into the subject, he would go intovit fully, 
and move. to. amend the proposition of the Senator : 
from Michigan by adding ‘to:it the follow 7 
lutions 98 Stes pet a a 
: Resolved further; "That the Président be requested ” 
to furnish ‘the ‘Senate with any” correspondence 
which may have taken'place between the Secretary.’ 
of War and Major General Scott; of the United: 
States army, upon the subject: of his ‘taking the” 
command of the army of occupation on ‘the fron” 


tiers of Texas. ; ; 

Mr. CASS then ‘said that he supposed: the Séna’ 
tor from Arkansas did not call in questidn what he 
(Mr. C.) had stated with reference to his motives 
in offering the resolution... oe 
Mr. SEVIER.” Se oe eniras tot. 
Mr. CASS proceeded. "The law might be vio+ 
lated with the best motives, but was inquiry there- ` 
fore precluded? It“ was ‘acts ‘like’ this’ that Ted to” 
dangerous effects. "The House of Representatives < 
had promptly met “that portion of ‘the case which’ ~ 
related to the requisitions upon G 

But another point remained, 
raising of troops: by'the ge: ; 
orable Senator-had reada- portionof*th 
the War Department: approving of ‘the T 
volunteers by General: Gaines, ‘but five-sixthe of * 
the force had: been -raised:-sinee then.’ Hè would 
ask the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jounsow] 
when the news that General Taylor was surround- 
ed reached New: Orleans? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I don’t know. 

Mr. MANGUM. It was seven days after— 


| about the 15th of May. ; 


Mr. CASS. General Gaines had issued orders 
for no less than six regiments after the danger was 
allover. He repeated that he had not the remò- ` 
test Intention of censuring the motives of General 
Gaines; but as this was a very grave matter, he 
had felt it-his duty to inquire into 1t. foo 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, had been under 
the impression that the whole of the force of Gen- 
eral Gaines had been’ received into the service of © 
the United States. ; es 
Mr. CASS. Oh, no. ` ee 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana. The resiment 
commanded ‘by Colonel Peyton was: received:into 


li the service at-all events; and from the New Orleans 


eotabnhen ric 
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papers, he perceived th 

proved of the course of General Gaines. The im- 
pression was that General Taylor had been sur- 
rounded, and that the Mexican army had received 
large reinforcements. The dangerous position of 
the American army occasioned: great anxiety, and 
the universal impression was that General Gaines 
had acted with commendable promptitude and dis- 
cretion. He saw that, at a public meeting, Gene- 
ral Gaines had‘received the applause of the people. 
If he transcended his authority, he was responsible 
to the Executive Government. No doubt he acted 
from. the most patriotic motives, and the men raised 
by his activity and exertions had rendered essen- 
tial aid to the operations of General Taylor. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Where did he get the com- 
missions? ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, could only state 
that the Government had approved of his conduct 
in raising the troops, with. the exception of the 
regiment of mounted gun-men. 

Mr. WESTCOTT was opposed to the resolu- 
tion, and would state a fact which had no little 
weight in influencing that opposition. Although 
censure was disclaimed by the mover of the reso- 
lution, the effect would unquestionably amount to 
censure. The people of his (Mr. Wes) State 
would not forget the fact to which he alluded. Di- 
wely after the Seminole war broke out, the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, being then at the 
head of the War Department, General Gaines, act- 
ing in the true spirit of the patriotic soldier, acted 
precisely as he has done now. When his country 
called him to the rescue, without waiting for leave 
from the War Department, he appealed to his fel- 
low-citizens of Louisiana, raised eleven hundred 
men, and, placing himsclf at their head, that old 
veteran, with his knapsack on his back, marched 
seventy miles on foot, through the swamps of 
Fiorida, to render aid to the American army. 

A SENATOR. Did the Government approve 
of his conduct? 

Mr. WESCOTT. Certainly, and the troops 
commanded by General Persifer Smith, lately ap- 
pointed colonel of the new regiment of mounted 
riflemen, (under General Gaines,) were paid by the 
United States. Had General Taylor been defeated, 
on the Rio Grande, General. Gaines having remained 
inactive, the latter would have been censured, and 
censured deservedly... It was all very well for Sen- 
ators, sitting: two ‘thousand miles and upwards 
from the seat of war, to talk about the necessity of 
formal orders from the War Department; but they 
who lived on the frontier—they who have some 
practical. knowledge of these things—regard the 
matter in a different and juster light. Suppose a 
foreign Government should now step forward to 
the aid of Mexico; suppose that in carrying out 
the principle announced in the French Chamber 
by the Minister, that he would not suffer Mr. Polk 
to take too large a slice of Mexico, that a fleet 
should be sent to our coast, and was hovering 
about the Balize, or Pensacola, what would be 
thought of the naval commander on that station 
who would quietly wait till he heard from Mr. Sec- 
retary Bancroft, or Mr. Secretary Marcy, and the 
President, before he took upon himself the respon- 
sibility of making any preparation to defend the 
country from invasion? He (Mr. W.) had been 
under the impression that there was an act of Con- 

-gress authorizing the commanders of military and 
naval stations to call upon the Governors of the 
States for aid in cases of emergency. He might 
be in error. He had looked for the act, but had 
not been able to find it that morning. 

Mr. WEBSTER remarked that General Gaines 
had not called on the Governor. of the State, but 
had raised the troops on his own authority. 

Mr. WESTCOTT proceeded. He had not been 
able to find in the Constitution that the President 
alone had the power to make requisitions for mili- 
tia. It was Congress that had that power. 

Mr. W. concluded’ by saying that he would not 
vote for any resolution which, even by implication, 
cast.censure upon the gallant old veteran, who was 
more beloved in the South and Southwest than any 
other officer of the army. 
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at the Governor had ap- 
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Mr. WEBSTER again rose, and said that he 
was desirous only of being understood on this sub- 
ject, both in point of law and fact, and would 
commence his remarks by a renewed declaration 
that he meant to’ pass no judgment ‘on General 
Gaines—none at all. So far as the transaction 
now disclosed itself, it must be admitted. that it 
was extraordinary. He could hardly imagine that 
General Gaines would be unable to show some 
authority—some justification—some sanction for 


clined to entertain an opinion of that kind from 
what had been suggested by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan when he last addressed the 
Senate. The order which was the subject of the 
remarks which that gentleman had submitted was 
issued by General Gaines on the 20th of May, 
calling out four or five regiments—an order not 
addressed to the Governor of Louisiana or any 


in short, no calling out of anybody properly speak- 
ing, but an effort and attempt to enlist in the ser- 
vice of the United States, for a term of six months, 
these five regiments. ‘That order, it was to be re- 
membered, was dated at New Orleans after the 
result of the battles on the Rio Grande must have 
been there known. But that was not the point to 
which he now wished to eall the attention of the 
Senate. It was said that some previous call, made 
in the same way by General Gaines, had received 
the approval of the President of the United States, 
and he (Mr. W.) would be very glad to be inform- 
ed by the honorable Senator from Michigan whether 
that were so or not? 

Mr. CASS. The three first companies were re- 
ceived by the President—all that were called out 
before the 11th. 

Mr. SEVIER observed that the President had 
approved of all the previous calls exeept that for 
mounted gun-men. The news of the battle reached 
New Orleans about the 20th, and with that intelli- 
gence came also the news that Paredes was ad- 
vaneing with an army of 15,000 men. General 
Gaines, who had a sanction for all that he had 
previously done, with the exception of the call for 
a particular class of troops, then attempted to raise 
troops to meet the new emergency. 

Mr. WEBSTER resumed his remarks, Ali 
correct reasoning (he said) must be based upon a 
somewhat accurate statement of the facts. The 
honorable member from Michigan had said that if 
the President of the United States had done that 
which appeared to have been done by General 
Gaines, he would deserve impeachment, and would 
be impeached to-morrow. Now, he (Mr. W.) 
wanted to know one thing. It was said that there 
were some previous calls which had received the 
approbation of the President of the United States. 
Now, he wanted to be informed of the nature of 
those cases. Were they requisitions on Governors 
of States for militia? 

Mr. SEVIER replied in the negative. . 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, if that were so, it did 
certainly appear to him, that this fact gave an en- 
tirely different complexion to the whole thing—an 
entirely different complexion. If General Gaines, 
on his own discretion, raised troops, and mustered 
them into the service of the United States, without 
authority of law, and without the previous direc- 
tion of the President, and the President approved 
his conduct subsequently, in those three instances, 
what in the world was to be said when he did the 
same thing in the fourth instance, and the Presi- 
dent did not approve of it? They were thus turn- 
ed back to the source of this great irregularity; and 
he was therefore not satisfied at all with the words 
of the resolution then on the table. If the troops 


out illegally by the President; beyond all question. 
What was it but a levying of troops for a pro- 
visional army without authority of law? ow 
were these troops to be officered? How were 
they to be paid? He repeated that it was a most 
extraordinary position. He called on gentlemen 
to look to it—to let them see that in this emergency 
of a sudden war they did not suffer all provisions 


his conduct, and he was very much the more in- | 


other State—no call for the militia of the States— | 


had been called out illegally, they had been called | 


| of the Constitution, and all enactments of law, to | 


b 
| constitutional provisions and 


be set aside under a loose idea’ of an overwhelming 
present necessity. He called on gentlemen to con- 
sider that. If General Taylor found. himself ina 
position of danger, why was he put into.1 by the 
Government? He went there by orders. He went 
where he was told to go, and were they now to say 
that another General, with no more authority than 
he (Mr. W.) or the honorable member from Ar- 
kansas, should raise a military force and go to his 
rescue, because the Government had not sagacity 
enough, and foresight enough, and energy enough, 
to place him in security against sudden attack? 
Every development in this business-—every stage 
in the development, showed that it was a matter 
well deserving of the most serious inquiry. If the 
President of the United States, without authority 
of law, accepted the services of these volunteers, 
coming into the service of the United States, upon 
no basis bué the requisition of a major general, he 
had violated the law—he had put himself in the 
category imagined by the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, It was a very grave matter indeed—a 
very grave matter, ‘ ; 

Fle was willing that the resolution should pass. 
But it did not go far enough... For one, he would 
not be content until this matter had been sifted to 
the bottom. He desired to know whether, under 
the fog or smoke of a war which this country had 
power enough to carry on till it accomplished all 
Just objects without any excessive authority, with- 
out any violation of law, without any danger of 
invasion upon principle or practice; whether, under 
the smoke and noise create these circumstances, 
positive enactments 
of law had been disregarded, and he was deter- 
mined that it should be known. He had one 
word to say to the honorable member from Flori- 
da. There was no sort of difliculty in understand- 
ing the Constitution and law in this matter. The 
Constitution said—what? It said that the Presi- 
dent should have power to call out the militia to 
repel invasion, suppress insurrection, and execute 
the law; a power had been conferred on Congress 
to pass proper laws for carrying out the provisions 
of the Constitution. Well; his friend from Flori- 
da certainly remembered that it was not under that 


1 naked power of the Constitution that the President 


proceeded. At an early day Congress exercised 
the authority thus conferred on them by the Con- 
stitution, and passed a law—the law. of 1795— 
which he held in his hand, and which read as fol- 
lows: i 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of. Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
whenever the United States shall be invaded, or be in immi- 
nent danger of invasion from_any foreign nation or Indian 
tribe, it shall belawful for the President of the United States 
to call forth such number of the militia of the State or States 
most convenient to the place of danger, or scene of action, 
as he may judge necessary to repel such invasion, and to 
issue his orders for that purpose to such officer or. officers 
of the militia as he shal] think proper.” * 


That was the act which provided for exercising, 
on the part of the President, the power which 
Congress was authorized to exercise by the Con- 
stitution. Certainly it was in vain for them to dis- 
pute there whether they should raise five regiments 
or ten regiments—whether they should call out the 


| volunteers, as they were called, 50,000 or 100,000, 


if the President himself, by-his own authority, or 
through one of his military officers, could call out 
just as many aw he pleased, and if called out by 
another in any number, could receive them into 
the service of the United States. As he said, he 
would make no opposition to the resolution. He 
was rather inclined to let it pass. .When General 
Gaines came to Washington, he (Mr. W.) would 
desire to know whether ‘the call, so much com- 
plained of, had been made just exactly as those 
which received approbation. If General Gaines - 
could say so, the whole affair would assume a new 
aspect. 

Mr. HOUSTON regretted that the debate had 
taken such a discursive range. He would not pro- 
tract it. He did not think the subject of the reso- 
lution was a proper subject of discussion there. 
It was matter for a court-martial. He could not 
believe but that General Gaines acted in a spirit of 
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proper devotion to his country, and it was not 
likely that he would commit an error except by ac- 
cident. When the call was made, it was simulta- 
neous with the report that Paredes was advancing 
with a great force. Detached as he was, the Gen- 
eral may have violated the rules of war. Butcould 
he have waited till Congress acted? No. His duty 
was clear in the emergency. As the lieutenant 
of the Executive, he had an undoubted right to | 
make the requisition, Ifhe was satisfied that the 
emergency required it, it was his duty to act as he 
had done. Even if he had wanscended his orders, 
the action of the Government subsequently in ap- 
roving what he had done, made it legal, of course. 
But till the facts were before the body, it was not 
proper to be going into idle speculation or discus- 
sion of the matter. It was not just or necessary 
to arraign officers before that body until they had 
fall possession of all the facts, He could not be- 
lieve that General Gaines had acted in any man- 
ner inconsistent with patriotism and honor. In 
voting on the resolution, he did not conceive that 
he impugned the conduct of General Gaines. The 
purest motives, he was confident, had actuated that 
officer. He had felt all the southern excitement 
against the insidious character of the Mexicans. It 
was only fair to judge General Gaines according to 
the circumstances in which he was placed. He 
(Mr. H.) deprecated any judgment in the case in 
advance of proper investigation. General Gaines 
had always been for his country, ready at any time 
to sacrifice his life in its defence. Till he stood 
convicted of some criminal design, he (Mr. H.) 
would always be prepared to excuse if not to com- 
mend General Gaines. If the troops had been 
called out to repel invasion, direct or feared, he was 
ready to stand by him who .called them out, no 
matter who he was. As to whether the Executive 
transcended his powers in sending troops to the 
Rio Grande, that was a question to be discussed in 
its proper place. Of one thing he was well as- 
sured, that no compromise short of the Rio Grande 
would stand. 
_ Mr. MANGUM could not vote for the resolu- 
tion. It could have only two objects—one, the 
prevention of any illegal requisitions for troops ; 
the other, to. censure General Gaines.. As to the 
former, the law was complete already ; and the pro- 
vision of the House bill would render it still more 
effectual. As to the other object, he was entirely 
opposed to it. The whole country would pro- 
nounce a verdict in favor of the individual now 
sought, it would appear, to be made a victim. 
General Gaines was not responsible to Congress. 
He was responsible to the Executive; and, as had 
been properly remarked by the Senator from Tex- 
as, he ought to be dealt with by a court-martial. 
Let them look into the matter in view of General 
Gaines’s responsibility to military Jaw. Ifthe Ex- 
ecutive had proved of part of his conduct—of 
one act—how could he call him to account for 
another act of the same character? They had 
been blowing hot and cold, all the time, on this 
Mexican question. Suppose that the struggle had 
been protracted, and these troops—irregularly 
called out as they may have been, (he pronounced 
no opinion on that point)—had come in the nick 
of time, and saved the honor of the country, where, 
then, would ‘have been heard a murmur of dis- 
satisfaction with the conduct of General Gaines? 
Had the rumor which impelled Gencral Gaines to 
act turned out to be true, and that officer had re- 
mained silent and inactive—the army overwhelm- 
ed—every man in America grieving for our dis- 
honor—would not the indignation of the nation 
have burned against General Gaines with a fury 
greater even than that of bis most violent enemy ? | 
He (Mr. M.) could well conceive cases where | 
there is a law of necessity exercising irregularity 
in the mode of meeting the urgent danger. If 
General Gaines was culpable—if the President 
was himself involved in that culpability—he (Mr. 
M.) must be satisficd that that law of necessity 
did not exist before he could cast censure on any 
one. At the proper time, if there was any neces- | 
sity for. the interference of Congress, he doubted | 
not there would be a communication from the Ex- 
ecutive. He trusted that the resolution did not 
come from the Executive, but from the sense of 
what was proper in the bosom of the Senator from 
Michigan himself. . 
_ Mr. BAGBY said, that with regard to the milita- 
ry. character of General Gaines, it was confessedly 
beyond the reach of time or accident. The only 
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question was as to the propriety of his course in 
calling for these troops. General Gaines had been 
officially informed that the entire control of the op- 
erations of the army on the Rio Grande had been 
given to General Taylor, and that he was to refrain 
from all interference with it; and that was done 
without the slightest derogation from the character 
of General Gaines. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts had intimated his design to have this matter 
probed to the bottom. When it was so probed, it 
would be found that General Taylor had been in- 
trusted with the entire conduct of the war. “As to 


| the approval of some of the acts of General Gaines, 
| he, (Mr. B.,) as one of the representatives of the 


State which first responded to the call, had been at 
some pains to ascertain the facts. One company 
was near the seat of war before the news came to 
the departments; but it had been. raised under a 
requisition on the Governor. It could not fora 
moment be supposed that the mover of the resolu- 
tion entertained any unworthy motive in seeking 
this inquiry. That was entirely impossible. Tt 
had been solemnly disclaimed. He himself (Mr. 
B.) had the honor of being numbered amongst the 
personal friends of General Gaines, But whilst he 
entertained the most profound respect for that brave 


land patriotic man, he still felt it to be his duty to 
| second this inquiry into this call for volunteers, 


hoping that some legislation would follow to pre- 
vent in future any abuse of military authority. 
Mr. ARCHER was amazed at the course pur- 
sued on this resolution. Was this a question 
whether a military officer of the United States sent 
relief to a portion of the army on the frontier? No. 
On the very spot—the very scene of danger—was 
an officer clothed with full authority to act. Gen- 
eral Gaines had not even made a requisition on the 
Exeoutives of the States. He had raised an army 
on his own hook. He had called out troops on his 
own authority, when the Governor of the State was 
within a few yards of him. Therefore, it was in 
view of this unparalleled outrage on the laws—this 
exercise of the power of an autocrat, that he (Mr. 
A.) was astonished at the tenderness with which 
the subject had been handled on both sides of the 
House. It was said that the time was not ripe for 
discussion, and yet these’gentlemen thus speaking 
had gone as fully as possible into the vindication 
of this military officer. No man could mistake 
the motives of the opposition to the resolution. 
The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Sevier] had gone 
still farther,and had made an amendment altogether 
irrclevant—bearing just as much on the resolution 
as on the Oregon question. He would ask if that 
proposition was fit to be submitted by a Senator 
of the United States? He (Mr. A.) had been anx- 
ious to find excuses for the conduct of General 
Gaines. He had been willing to avoid this dis- 
cussion; but others had a different notion of what 
was fair, and reasonable, and just. It was prepos- 


|| terous to suppose, as some had argued, that the 


Senate of the United States should not exercise in 
this case its authority as the guardian of the Con- 
stitution and laws. Could General Gaines. be vin- 


| dicated without the passage of some such resolu- 


tion? And, for fear of touching General Gaines’s 
military reputation, were they to be dumb as legis- 
lators and deaf as patriots? Were they to refrain 
from sifting that weightier matter alluded to by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wessrer ?] 
To his inexpressible astonishment, a friend near 
him [Mr. Manevm] had desired to Jay the resolu- 
tion on the table, and thus stifle all inquiry. 

Mr. MANGUM entirely disclaimed any such 
an idea. He had again and again said that he 


|| considered the matter as now the subject of inquiry 


by the Executive. He had expressed his willing- 
ness that the resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. ARCHER. thought that that was equivalent 
to stifling inquiry. What, after all, was the enor- 
mous result to which this doctrine went? One 
Senator [Mr. Hovsron] announced that success 
in this war was to be a mantie for everything. 
Therefore, no sort of inquiry was to be had into 
the breach of the Jaws and usurpation of. the Con- 
stitution. He (Mr..A.) was as proud as any one 
of the glory of the American arms; but if victory 
was to reap for their generals exemption from the 
criminality of a violation of the laws, his rejoicing 
would be turned into a widely different feeling. 
He hoped the resolution would pass... The facts 
must go—they should go—to the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. SEVIER replied to the Senator from Vir- 


ginia, who last spoke. He:conterided that the sole 
object of the resolution was. to censure an officer 
who had done his duty to his country... It.was 
trae that General Gaines had not been permitted 
to command the forces in his own district. All 
knew that; and lest: General Gaines, the superior 
officer, should: interfere, he receives official ‘notice 
to desist from any control of ‘the operations-of the 
army on the. Rio, Grande. Well, he submitted; 
General Taylor was clothed with authority:to-call 
for militia; but, underrating. the strength of the 
enemy, refrained from exercising it, till he was 
surrounded, and: his supplies cut off. Then he 
called for help. And yet, at a crisis like that,they 
were talking about the fear.of obtaining the assist- 
ance. so much needed. Buta gallant officer, who 
had gone through two wars, and had-received the 
thanks of Congress, and wore a sword, the gift of 
agrateful nation, promptly stepped forward and 
did simply what his duty and the. exigency de- 
manded. And for this he. was to be censured. 
He raised the troops. What he did was in part 
approved of, A portion of this force, thus raised, 
reached Point Isabel in time to render succor to 
the army. And for that, General Gaines was to 
be censured! Ifthe resolution had any. other ob- 
ject, he could. not see it, and it had not yet been 
pointed out. Mr. S. then went on to defend the 
propriety of his amendment, which had been as- 
sailed by the Senator from Virginia. If General 
Gaines was to be overhauled, he (Mr. S.) thought 
that.it was only fair to examine into the conduct 
of his superior, officer. He had heard of a letter 
to the War Department from General Scott, and 
he desired to know something of that correspond- 
ence. a 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON here:asked, if the Sena- 
tor would accept the folowing modification of his 
amendment; which was read ey the Secretary: 

“ And with a copy of any letter or letters writ- 
ten by General Scott. to zeneral ‘Taylor, by the 
direction or with the knowledge of the Secretary 
of War. ` i 

“And that the President also be requested to 
further inform the Senate whether any order. was 
at any time given by the President or Secretary of 
War’ to General Scott; to proceed tothe Rio 


Grande, or to take the command of the army; and 


if so, to communicate a copy of that. order; and 
whether he has not been daily. engaged in the dis- 
charge of indispensable duties at Washington, 
under the direction, and by the expressed wishes, 
of the Secretary of War, and: how he has been 
engaged; and whether General Scott has not ten- 
dered himself to the Department of War as ready 
and willing to take the command of the army to 

rosecute the war against Mexico, whenever the 
President should require his services; and whether 
he has not asked that command as due to him from 
his rank inthe army.” ne 8 s, 

Mr. SEVIER. . I accept it with great pleasure. 

Mr: JOHNSON, of Louisiana, remarked, that 
General Gaines had called out. the militia of Lou- 
isiana with the approbation ‘of the Governor. of 
that State, as:expressed at a public meeting.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, was opposed to 
the original resolution. The Senator ftom Massa- 
chusetts had desired information with respect to 
the order of the 20th May, and he (Mr. J.) would 
desire to furnish its The ‘order which: bad origi- 


| nated the proposed inquiry ‘was dated the 20th 


May, and its. substance, as «found: ina statement 
handed him by the Senator from Michigan-——-who 
probably had obtained it from the: department— 
(Mr. CASS. “ Certainly.”’]—was as follows. The 
Senator from Massachusetts desired to kriow -if 
that had been sanctioned by the President. [Mr. 
Jonwson then read from the letter from the War 
Department, stating that the call for volunteers, 
with the exception of the mounted gan-men had 
been approved.| The act of 1795 authorized the 
President, in the event of invasion, to call.on the 
Executives of the States, for such aid as was ne- 
cessary. Now there was no ¢lause there authori- 
zing the President to delegate that power. So far 
as General Gaines was concerned, when he made 
the call of the 20th May, he had received no com- 
munication expressive of disapprobationof what 
he had done. ‘The letter from the department was 
dated the 18th, only two days before, and could 
not have reached him till seven or eight days after- 
wards. He exercised a power which. be hadet- 
ercised iwan honest discretion on formeroceasions, 
for instance during the Seminole war; when the 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


931 


Senator from Michigan was, if he (Mr. J.) recol. | 


lected aright, at the heäd of the War Department. 
Was he censured then? And had he not done 
the same thing in 1842, when Texas was invaded ? 
Yes—and was he censured then? Justas it was 
proposed to censure him now, by saying that he 

ad acted irtegularly, but the troops called out by 
him were ‘taken inte the service and paid by the 
United States. It was a very easy thing to form 
a cool judgment after the fact has occurred. The 
tidings of the victories of the 8th and 9th of May 
came upon some.in that chamber with unexpected 
delight. The whole Union beat with anxious ex- 
pectation of the fate of their army. Men high in 
authority conceived that there was. imminent dan- 
ger, even after these victories; at all events, before. 
if General Gaines had. had the means to send re- 
lief to General Taylor then, and had not sent it, 
and the army had been cut up, all would have 
been indignant in the extreme, and the Senator 
from Michigan, acting under a, right impulse, 
would have been among the first to call him to ac- 
count. Self-defence was the first law of nature. 
In conflict with a foreign Power, the nation was 
as one man. Force, in such cases, was employed 
in spite of law—instinctively. With entire respect, 
he would state that the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas was quite irrelevant. It assumed 
that there had been certain correspondence. Why 
should they step in and exercise in advance the 
functions of the Executive? This call for inquiry 
was made at the instance of the Senator from Mi- 
chigan himself alone. What was its ostensible 
object? To prevent the muster of men without 
authority. But that could not be effected by the 
resolution, The act was either officer-like or un- 
officer-like. It was for the Executive to order a 
court-martial in such a case. But the Executive 
had sanctioned the acts in question! Gen. Gaines 
would say to the court-martial: “I did the sume 
thing in 1836, in 1842—sanctioned by the Presi- 
dent-—ganctioned by the War Department-——sanc- 
tioned by Congress. And in this very letter dis- 
approving of one of my orders, the others are 
sanctioned!” Tn what an awkward predicament, 
then, would the Executive be placed if General 
Gaines were on trial before a court-martial? He 
did not want to step in between the Secretary 
and President, and this Major General. Let them 
settle the matter if they had anything to settle, 
Flow did the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arcaer] 
know that the President would not order a court- 
martial ? 

Mr. ARCHER. He has not done so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is that a proof that he will 
not. As to the correspondence referred to between 
General Scott and the Department, ithad been said 
in the newspapers that there was an angry corre- 
spondence going on; but he did not know anything 
of that. But was it designed to legislate General 
Scott out of office? Was it intended to teach him 
how to conduct his correspondence? Was he to be 
instructed to write only in honied sentences? If 
General Scott had acted wrongly, Jet the Executive 
call him to account. The President must assume 
that responsibility. He (Mr. J.) would leave the 
whole matter in the hands of the Executive. 

Mr. WEBSTER followed. | He dissented from 
the broad ground taken by the last speaker in de- 
fence of everything done merely because war ex- 
isted. He did not suppose that in the history of 
free government, from the earliest time down to that 
memorable hour when Washington was called on 
to assume military authority for the public good, 
that that power was ever given except for the de- 
fence and security of the general weal. He felt 
convinced that his friend, who wasa good lawyer, 
would, on reflection, reverse his opinion. Under the 
Constitution which so sedulously guarded against 
military power—which everywhere exhibited such 


dread of it—they could raise armies, but had nothing | 


to do with the militia, except in cases of invasion 

or insurrection, or to’ aid in the execution of the 
law. And was the whole sum of it only this— 
that the Constitution and laws areto be only agen- 
eral rule, and that above that there is another and 
paramount law? He was sure that. the Senator 
did not mean to assert such a principle. 

Mr. ARCHER. He has asserted it very often 
in the course of his speech. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Sir? 

Mr. ARCHER. He has asserted it very often 
in his speech. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Ifhe had not, I should not 


have felt constrained to makethese remarks. Mr. 
W. then went on to refute:the argument of the 
Senator from Maryland. He rejoiced in the suc- 
cesses of the American arms. But such successes 
might be too dearly bought. Military glory was 
valuable only when it was achieved under the Con- 
stitution and laws. He had no applause to bestow 
on victories gained above the law. Their own 
rights and liberties’ were to be protected. That 
protection was infinitely more valuable than the 
successful issue of any battle. A. hundred men 


| might be found able to repair the disasters of a.de- 


feated army; but who was he, if they suffered the 
great fundamental principles of civil liberty to be 
thrown down, who was he who should rebuild 
them? After some additional remarks, the honor- 


|| able Senator concluded by pointing out the evil 


consequences which might have resulted from this 
unauthorized call. Flad the General been a young- 
er and more ambitious man, instead of sending the 
troops, he would have led them; and, instead of 
leading them to the theatre of war, he might have 
taken them whither his own ambition directed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, rose to reply. 

. Mr. ARCHER. Will the gentleman stand a 
little further back? I wish to hear him distinctly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the Senator desire to 
reply to me? 

Mr. ARCHER. Ido. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, then, you had better 
proceed now, 

Mr. ARCHER. I shall. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then to give 
tunity, and as I desire to respond, 
Senate adjourn, 

The motion was put, and nevatived. 

Mr. ARCHER then signified that he waived his 
right of reply. 

Mr, JOHNSON proceeded to reply to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. [Te alleged that there 
were cases in which the Constitution and laws were 
necessarily silent. Did the Senator deny that? 

Mr. WEBSTER. ‘Yes, I do. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then we are at issue. 

Mr; WEBSTER. State your case, and I will 
reply. 

Me. JOLINSON. Well, then, suppose that the 
army of the United States was in danger of being 
overwhelmed by a vastly superior forec, would it 
not be the duty of'a Generalin the position of Gen- 


ou an oppor- | 
move that the 


| oral Gaines to Ily to its aid? Would the Senator 


himself not have gone to the nid of the army? 


Mr. WEBSTER. Sal hs 
Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Under what law? 


Mr. WEBSTER. The law of duty. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ah! under the same law Gen- 
eral Gaines acted. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Not at all. 

Mr. JOHNNSON, “Why not? 

Mr. WEBSTER. Proceed, and I will answer 

ou. 

Mr. JOHNSON then went on to defend his posi- 
tion. 

Mr. WEBSTER replied. There was no analogy 
whatever between the case of an individual citizen 


| rushing to the scene of danger and that of a general 


of the army ordering troops to be raised. He 
(Mr. W.) stated that he would have gone to the 
aid of the army in a supposed case. And he was 
always ready to go as far as the farthest, and 
stand as long as the most stable in the defence of 
the country. But a voluntary act of individual 
patriotism, and the act of a major general in order- 
ing troops without authority, were two different 
things. Mr. W. reiterated the strong points of 


his argument, and coneluded by saying that he | 
had not expected that at a time of perfect internal | 
| quiet—a quiet not at all endangered by a state of 


war—with an overflowing treasury—with a popu- 
lar President commanding large majorities in both 
Houses—with no opposition to the Exeeutive— 
with not a single individual hardly, certainly with 
no numbers, withholding any means—with every- 
body voting just for what was required, as much 
money and as many men—voting in an hour all 
that the Executive called for—he did not expect 
that with such a state of things, and at that period 
of their history, to hear in that Senate military 
transactions justified on the ground that they were 


| demanded by urgent temporary necessity, admitted 


as they had been, to be without any color of law. 
Mr. ARCHER said that he would not. make 

any reply to the remarks of the Senator from Mary- 

land, in consideration of the fact that he had been ! 


s (Mr. A.’s) feet by 


alread rostrated beneath hi 
fr He had only to sub- 


a blow from another quarter. 
mit the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word 
line; and insert as follows : 

«© Whether any and what measures have been 
‘adopted by the President: or the Secretary of 
«War, or any other authority, under his direction, 
‘in relation to such. officer, or the troops so called. 
t into service.” Erani ; 

Mr. CASS then accepted. this amendment as a 
modification of the resolution. <., ; nk 

Mr. ALLEN inquired whether the order giving 
to General Taylor the control of the operations of 
thearmy, which had been alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, [Mr. Baeny,] had been com- 
municated by the department to General Gaines? 

Mr. BAGBY replied that he understood it had 
on the 28th of August, 1845. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he did not rise to ex- 
press any opinion on the subject under considera- 
tion. The opinions delivered here were premature. 
This was simply a resolution of inquiry; and they 
would consult the forms of decency, justice, and 
propriety, by waiting for the information for which 
they asked, before delivering any opinions on the 
cases referred to. It has been said that General 
Taylor had been enabled to meet and conquer the 
encmy by being reinforced with a part of the 
troops called out by General Gaines. He (Mr. 
C.) denied it. “ Honor to whom honor is due.” 
The brave little army under General Taylor de- 
served, and should have all the honor. Our glo- 
rious little army had won all the glory, and they 
should enjoy it. It had been stated that General 
Taylor was once in imminent danger of being at- 
tacked and destroyed by those terrible Mexicans ! 
Ile (Mr. C.) never entertained such an idea for 
a single moment. He never believed that Géeneral 
Taylor was in the least danger. He knew the man; 
and from that knowledge he felt assured that when- 
ever he [General T.] thought it necessary, he would 
drive the enemy across the Rio Grande, whip them, 
and take Matamoros. All honor and glory, then, 
be to the brave little army who had covered them- 
sclves with glory. The Senator from Arkansas, 
(Mr. Sevier,] had praised General Gaines, He 
(Mr. C.) would cast no blame upon General Gaines 
prèmatirely. No one would rejoice inore to see 

him fully vindicated. But while defending one 
brave soldier, he regretted that the honorable Sen- 
ator had indulged in insinuations against another 
distinguished soldier. Why was it necessary to 
insinuate that the distinguished .General men- 
tioned in the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor had shunned the field of danger by idling 
his time away from that field to which his coun- 
try called him? He denied that there was any 
foundation for those charges. No, Mr. President, 
a braver soldier never met an enemy. He was no 
idler. He never shunned danger. How could 
General Scott have rushed to the scene of war? 
He was not ordered there, and it was his duty to 
wait for orders. How, then, could he have gone 
to the scene of action without being ordered, unless 
influenced by one of those impulses of patriotism 
which were referred to by the Senator from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Jonnson]—who would pardon him for 
this allusion—he had rushed off to the field of bat- 
tle under a sense of necessity, without Taw or or- 
ders, and had thus reached the Rio Grande? Tias 
he not given every evidence that he was ready and 
willing to serve his country in any place which the 
Government mightassign him? Buthe would make 
no comparison between these two brave soldiers. 
They were both patriotic, brave, and tried sol- 
diers. As fat as honors go—as far as public 
thanks and other marks of public approval go— 
what had not General Scott received for his long- 
tried and patriotic services to the country? Jus- 
tice and patriotism, under the laws and Consti- 
tution, ever characterized His course of conduct. 
Whatever the result might be of these investiga- 
tions, he trusted that no temporary ebullition would 
make them forget that they lived under a Govern- 
ment of law, and under a Constitution. It had 
been said that the laws and Constitution are some- 
times silent. No, no, the Constitution never sleeps. 
It is dead when it aaa It is still awake day and 
night, and somay it beforever! He believed that the 
thanks of the Senate were due to the Senator from 
Michigan for bringing this matter beforethem. He 
intended no censure. The resolutions were made 
for the purpose of obtaining necessary information. 


“law,” in the th 
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This information it was necessary for them to have. 
Were they to sit there and not to know how many 
troops they were to pay for, and by what authority | 
they were called out? Were they not to know 
whether the Jaws had been violated, that they 
might provide a remedy to guard against their vio- 
lation hereafter? He would vote for the resolution 
and the proposed amendment. Let all the corre- 
spondence of General Scott with the department, 
with everything about his public conduct, be pub- 
lished, whether it be for his weal or for his wo. 
Let itcome. et it all come. He felt confident 
that nothing would be found to impeach his honor 
as an officer, or to tarnish his patriotic character’ 
as a citizen. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said that the dif- 
ference between the Senator from Kentucky and 
himself was rather verbal than substantial. The 
Senator had acknowledged that necessity might 
justify the conduct of General Gaines. _ A 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I said necessity might 
palliate or be a mitigation of his conduct. ' 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, necessity might palliate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN (from his scat.) What 
you called a necessity. 

Mr. JOHNSON said that the idea of the Senator 
from Kentucky about the difference between his 
position and that of the Senator from Kentucky 
was like the difference long since excluded from | 
courts of law, about the difference between justi- 
fiable and excusable homicide. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arncuer] had 
said something about him (Mr. J.) being prostrated 
bencath his feet 

Several Senators interposing—“ Oh ! no!” 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Well, then, I shall say no 
more. 

Mr. CALHOUN then rose anå said, that the 
responsibility of General Gaines was, in the first 
instance, to the President of the United States. If 
he had violated the law and Constitution, and the 
orders of the Government, the President had ample 
powers to enforce them. They had been informed 
by the Senator from Michigan that General Gaines 
had becn ordered to repair to the seat of Govern- 
ment. It was, thorefore, to be inferred that it was 
the intention of the President to enforce that re- 
sponsibility. In the first piace, he (Mr. C.) pre- 
sumed they would hear what General Gaines had 
got to say. 


If his statement amounted to what 
might be called an apology or excuse, very well, 
If not, it would then be for the President to deter- 
mine how he would enforce the responsibility de- 
volving upon that officer. Now, he submitted to 
Scnators on all sides, was it right for them, in this 
state of the case, to interfere at all? When they 
talked of General Gaines, or the President, doing 
his duty, was it not proper that on their own part 
they should take care that they discharged their 
duty? Was it right towards General Gaines—was 
it right towards the President of the United States 
—to act in the manner proposed ? They said it was 
not their intention to censure General Gaines; but 
he was very greatly mistaken if, in the circam- 
stances of this case, the passage of this resolution 
would not be considered a prejudgment of the case 
and censure of the General. Certainly, if he (Mr. 
©.) were in his condition, he would so consider it, 
and he thought, upon deliberation, there was nota 
Senator in that body who would not entertain the 
same opinion. It was taking the matter out of the | 
President’s hands. They talked about passing a 
law. What? Did they remedy breaches of the 
Constitution and law by passing new laws? No! 
that was always the resort of extreme weakness. 
It was by enforcing law that law was preserved. 
He had pursued this case as far as was necessary | 
to the attainment of the object he had in view. 
His own opinion was that the Senate would act 
more in accordance with its dignity if it paused— 


if itawaited for further developments, till the whole (| 


case was brought before them. It might turn out 
that there was a double responsibility—first, of the 
President to the country, and then the responsibil- 
ity both of the President and of General Gaines to 


j oe i 
officers that the investigation should be had. After 


after what had already appeared in the newspapers 
of the day, it was but justice to both officers that 
the whole facts should be published tothe world. 
He agreed with other Senators, that the Senator 
from Michigan deserved the thanks of the Senate 
for bringing in this resolution; and if the facts turn- 
ed out as he (Mi. Crayton) expected, he would 
deserve the thanks of General Gaines himself. But | 
he regretted that the Senator from Arkansas, while 
defending General Gaines, had found it necessary 
to attack another brave soldier. ‘ i 

Mr. SEVIER explained, that he had not attacked 
General Scott. He had made no charges against 
him, He had distinctly stated that he had only 
heard of the existence of some letters. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON was glad to hear’ the 
Senator’s disclaimer. But he had understood the 
Senator from Arkansas to make some insinuations 
i against General Scott in the early part of the de- 
bate, and that he had drawn some comparisons be- 
tween General Gaines and General Scott. 

Mr. SEVIER. I retract that also. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON rejoiced to hear that dis- | 
claimer also. It does the Senator from Arkansas 
honor. He thought the publication of the corre- 
spondence would vindicate the character of both 
Generals. No man would rejoice more sincerely | 
than he would at the complete vindication of Gen- 
eral Gaines. He had intended to reply to the in- 
sinuation made against General Scott, but there 
was now no charge made against him. He would 
not defend what had not been attacked. This, how- 
ever, he would say, that when the correspondence 
with General Scott was published, he would need 
no defence. He would stand vindicated before the 
country and the world as a brave soldier and a true 
patriot. The facis would vindicate him from the 
vile calumnies which some of the newspapers had 
tried to circulate against him. Wherever those 
calumnies had gone, he hoped this correspondence 
would follow them, and he doubted not that his 
fame and character would be amply vindicated. 

Mr, ALLEN thought that after the discussion 
here to-day, it was necessary to have the corre- 
spondence published. The character of both Gen- 
erals demanded it. [Cries of “ Agreed. ”] 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on Mr. 
Ca.noun’s motion to lay on the table, and resulted 
yeas 11, nays 36, as follows: 
 YRAS—-Messts, Atchison, Breese, Calhoun, Chalmers, 
| Johnson or Maryland, Jonson of Touisiana, Mangum, 
Rusk, Sevier, Westcott, and Yulee-~L1, 

NAYS Messrs, Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, 
Barrow, Berrien, Bright, Cass, “homes Clayton, Jobn M. j 
Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dickinson, Dix, Pair- 
field, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Jenness, Lewis, M¢Duilic, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, 
Ponnybieker, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, Webster, 
and Woodbridge—3g. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, then offered the 
following amendment: 

Resolved, further, That the President be request- 
ed to furnish the Senate with copies of the corre- 
spondence between General Edmund P. Gaines and 
the Government from. the first of June, A. D. 1845, 
to the present time, upon, the subject of volunteers 
or militia ordered to the frontiers of Texas. 

Mr. SEVIER’S amendment was then put and 
carried. 

Mr. JOHNSON’S amendment was also put and 
carried. 

The question on the adoption of the resolution 
| as amended was then put and carried. 

And the Senate, at five o’clock, adjourned till to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, June 5, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday (having been read in 
part only) was approved. 
Mr. DODGE moved that the House resolve it- | 
self into Committee of the Whole on the State of 


| 
i 
| 


i 
l 


all that had been: said in debate here to-day, and, |i 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


Mr. DANIEL moved that the consideration of 
Perritorial business be. postponed until Monday; 
next for the purpose of enabling the House.to take 
up the private calendar. ~ : 

Mr. BREINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays,. : 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted. as 
follows: pep ose ot : ; Hage 

YEAS-—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy. Adama, Anderson, 
Ashmun, Barringer, James Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, But 
fington, John H..Camphell; J. G. Chapman, Clarke, Cotke, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Dockery, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Jobn H. Ewing, Footy: 
Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Graliam, Grider, Grinnell, 
| Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, E. B, Holmes, 
Isaac E. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph’ R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Kaufman, Daniel 'P. King, Leib, Lewis, 
Ligon, Long, Maclay, McClelland, MeGaughey, Moseley, 
Niven, Pollock, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Runk, Sawtelle, Truman Smith, Albert Smith; Stephens, 
Stewart, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, James Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and. Yost 


NAYS—Messts. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
| Bell, J. A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Wm. 
G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Colla- 
mer, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, - Dargan, Jefferson 
Davis, Dillingham, Edwin H: Ewing, Faran, Pieklin, Fries, 
Garvin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, George S. Houston, James 
B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. “Tngersoll, George W Jones 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leake, McClean, Me~ 
Clernand, Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, ‘Marsh, John P. 
“Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Norris, Owen,’ Payne. 
Porrill, Phelps, Reid, Ritter, Sawyer, Scammon, Léeonar 
H. Sins, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strohm, 
Tibbatts, Tredway, Wick, and Woodward—62, 

So the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the private calendar, : 


Mr. HARALSON submitted a motion that, the 
vacancy occasioned on the Committee on Military 
Affairs by the absence of Mr. Yeux, of Arkan- 
sas—-who has left the House to enter upon more 
active service in the Mexican war—be supplied. 

Mr. EI. said he could not speak with the same 
certainty as to Mr. Barer, of Illinois, though it. 
was understood that that gentleman also had left 
with a similar object. He (Mr. H.) trusted some 
member who knew what the intention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois was, would state the fact. 

Mr. DANIEL was understood ‘to refer to a re- 
cent decision of the. Speaker, that such a’ motion 
must come from the member himself. 5 5i 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested that that:was’ 
a case in which the member was himself present. 

Mr. BRODHEAD said that members were pre- 
sumed to be present until the House was officially 
notified that vacancies had occurred.. Suppose all 
the members were to absent themselves? ‘In his 
judgment, they ought to serve the country at such 
post as had been assigned-to them. 

Mr. HARALSON withdrew his motion for the 
present. 


On ‘motion of Mr.. DANIEL, the House re- 


| solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 


Boyn, of Kentucky, in, the.chair,) and proceeded 
to-the consideration of the private calendar. . 
. When this calendar. was last under considera- 
tion, the committee rose for want of a quorum... 
On motion'of Mr. DANIEL, the committee re- 
sumed the. consideration: of the calendar at that 
point at-which.it had arrived when its deliberations 
were last arrested... : : A 
Aud, under the limitations of the following 
rule— E eae ae 
“On: the first and fourth Frida: 
‘ the calendar-of private bills shall be called over, ` 
‘and the -bills, to the passage of which no objec- 
‘tion shall then. be made, shall be ‘first:considéred 
‘and dispoged: of.’ ; ie Blak 
After. some time, a number of bills to which ob- 


y-of each month, 


| jection was made, having been laid aside, the tom- 


mittee rose, and reported to the House bills of the 
following titles: 

The joint resolution for the relief of Sellers & 
Pennock; 

The bill for the relief of Abraham Floorback; 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and repre- 


the Union, with a view to resume the considera- 


He believed that the Senate, after so 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON hoped the resolution, as 
‘amended, would be adopted. 


It was due to both |! 


tion of bills relating to the Territories. 


Mr. HOGE suggested to Mr. Dopar to with- | 
draw his motion, so as to allow final action to be 


i 
t 
i 
i 
| 
{ 


| 


| sentatives of Cyrus Turner; 


The bill for the relief of Gad Humphréys an 
George Centre; 

The bill for the relief of Daniel LI. Warren 

The bill for the relief of Peter Rife; 

The bill for the relief of George Roush; 

The bill for the relief of. Patrick Kelly, sen: 

The bill for the relief of William. B. igon; 


3 


7 


1 
{| 


The bill for the relief of the heirs.and repre- 
sentatives of Thomas Kelly; . 3 og 
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elaini; : : 
The bill for the relief of Ebenezer Conant; 

‘The bill for the relief of Captain John Patten; 

The bill for the relief of. Solomon Russell; 

The bill for the relief of James Gee; 

The bill fer the relief of Lewis Hastings; . 

‘The bill gränting a pension to William Pooler; 

The bill granting a pension to Gideon A. Perry; 

The bill for agrant of land to William Moss} 

The bill for the relief of Richard Hargrave Lee; 

The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
George Duvall, a Cherokee Indian; ` 

The bill granting a pension to Margaret Gwyn- 
nup; 

The bill granting a pension to Leah Gray; 

The bill granting a pension to Mary Campbell, 
widow of John; 

The bill granting a pension to Lewis Laing; 

The bill granting a pension to William Gump; 

The bill to pay John Carr, John Batty, and S. 
Stevensen, seamen on board the whale ship Mar- 
garet, for their attendance at court as witnesses on 
behalf of the United States; 

The bill for the relief of John McAlister; 

The bill confirming the land claim of James Jour- 
ney; ` 
rng bill confirming the land claim of Jose Car- 
xXiHo; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Murray, jr.; 

The bill granting.a pension to Jonathan Brown; 

The bill granting a pension to Patrick Master- 
son; 

The bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Betts, 
of New York; f 

The bill granting a pension to Mary Phelps, of 
Genesee, New York; 

The bill granting a pension to Mary Segar, of 
New York; 

- The bill granting a pension to Catharine Fulton, 
of Pennsylvania; 

The bill granting a pension to Polly Damron, of 
Georgia; 

The bill granting a pension to Surranus Cobb; 

The bil granting a pension to Justin Jacobs; 

The bill granting a pension to Daniel Pratt; 

The bill granting a pension to John Campbell, 
of Maine; 

The bill granting a pension to Joseph Dusseau; 

The bill granting a pension to Abraham Ausmen; 

The bill granting a pension to Griflin Kelly; 

The bill granting a pension to Benjamin Allen; 

The bill granting a pension to Aquila Goodwin; 

The bill for the relief of. the administrator of 
John Cox, deceased, late of the navy; 

The bill for a.grant of land to the heirs and rep- 
resentatives of Richard C. Anderson, deceased; 

The bill for a grant of land to John Milstead, of 
Florida; . 

The bill for a grant of land to the heirs and rep- 
resentatives of John Ruddle; 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Curwen, sur- 
viving partner of Willing & Curwen. 

‘The bill for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Herald of Baltimore; 

The bill for the relief of William B, Lang; 

The bill to refund duties to David Thomas, of 
Philadelphia; 

The bill for the relicf of Joshua F. Richards. 

A motion was here made that the committee rise 
and report the bills which had been acted on, to- 
gether with those ordered to be reported on the 22d 
May, when the House was last in Committee of 
the Whole on private bills. 

And, after several. counts, on which a quorum 
did not vote, the count was taken by tellers, and 
carried-—A-yes 68, noes 49. 

So the committee rose and reported the bills. 

The bill and joint resolution, the title of which 
follows, were also reported from the Committce of 
the Whole House, with a recommendation that 
they do not pass, viz. j ; 

The bill granting a pension to ‘William Beard. 

_ The joint resolution for the relief of John B. 
Donton and Curtis Humphreys, mail contractors. 

When the bill granting a pension to Major James 
P. EH. Porter came up in regular order, it, was 
stated to the committee that Major Porter had died 
since the bill had been reported by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. It was then ordered to be re- 
ported to the House to be there disposed of. 

The bill for the relief of Captain John B. Cro- 
zier’s company of mounted Tennessee volunteers, 


for the -relief of Eli Merrill, (a land 


i 


i 


i 
H 
J 


| 
\ 
' 


| 
| 


| or two ago, the same 
and that, in that case, 


ji 


| to go back and act upon the bill, and place it with 


l decide the question; and he would now rule in favor 
j of the point taken by Mr. McCrerrand, and 
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was also reported, with a view of recommitting it 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
During the session of the committee, upon the 


reading of a bill, it would be objected to, and other |! 
bills would be taken up and passed upon, when the || 


member making the objection would rise and with- 
draw it, and the bill would then be laid aside to be 
reported to the House. After the occurrence of | 
several such cases— = 
Mr. McCLELLAND raised, as a question, that 
it was not in order, after a bill was objected to and 
passed over, and other bills had been acted on, to 
return to it and withdraw the objection. 
The Clerk informed the Chairman that a week | 
uestion had becn raised, 
the Chairman had decided, 
that, if objection was withdrawn, it was in order | 


those to be reported to the House. That this de- | 
cision had been appealed from, and that the decision 
of the Chair had been sustained by a vote of the | 
committee; and the Clerk read the proceeding from 
his minutes. ` ! 
Mr. PRESTON KING said he was not satisfied 
with that decision, and for the purpose of endeuv- 
oring to reverse it, he would call upon the Chair- 
man, in the present instance, to decide the question | 
raised by Mr. MeCLELLAND. j 
The CHAIRMAN said he had no objection to | 


, 
{ 
} 
| 
| 
{ 


against the decision of the committee on the occa- 
sion referred to and read by the Clerk. 

From this no appeal was taken; and so now it 
will not be in Calne to turn back to a bill, if the 
objection be withdrawn, until this decision is re- 
versed, 


Several bills having becn read and objected to in |} 


commuttec—~ 

Mr. CULVER said he rose to a question of 
order, Je had understood that it had been deci- 
ded in a meeting or caucus of the Democratic mem- 
hers of the House that no more private bills should 
be passed upon at the present session, He in- 
quired if such was the fact, as he wished the com- 
mittee to be officially informed of it; so that, if 
truc, the House might turn its attention to other 
matters, against which the ban of the party had not 
been placed. 

The CHAIR said it was no question of order, | 
and it was not for him to answer the inquiry, 

During the day eighty-one billy, after having 
been read, with the reports and papers on which 
they were founded, were objected to, and were not 
further acted on, 

Tuimediatcly after the rising of the committec— 

Mr. RATHBUN moved an adjournment. It 
was lost—ayes 35, novs 67—though a quorum did 
not vote. 

Several members were dissatisfied with the counts | 
and the question was again taken, and there were, 
ayes 23, noes 81. Again rejected. Still no quo- 
rum. | 

Mr. DANIEL moved a call of the House. Re- 
jected—ayes 23, noes 52. No quorum. 

Mr. TILDEN moved an adjournment; and the 
yeas und nays being ordered, he withdrew it. 

Mr, MGAUGHEY renewed it; and the yeas 
and nays being taken, it was rejected—yens 46, | 
nays 92. A large quorum. 

Ar. SAWTELLE moved a call of the House. 
Negatived. 

Mr. GILES moved that the House again resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole,on private 
bills. 

Voices from all sides of the House: “ No, no. 
Let us dispose of the bills already reported from 
the commitiec.”? 

The motion was not pressed, and no question 
was put. 

Two of the bills reported from the committce 
were then taken up for a third reading and pas- 
sage; and, after some difficulty as to the right of 


now objecting, under the rule, to their passage, f 


and without coming to any decision thereon, 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 6, 1846. 


A message was received from the Touse of Rep- | 
resentatives, announcing that said Honse had pass- | 
ed the Senate bill for the relief of George Duvall, a | 


Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Jesse 
| Houen, guardian of Artemas Conant, a soldier in 
the last war with Great Britain, asking a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

My. D. also presented the petition of David Sears 
and others, of Boston, asking the erection ofa light- 
heuse on Minot?s Ledge, at the entrance to Boston 
harbor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. ` ` See 

Mr. D. further presented a similar petition from 
citizens of Boston; which was referred to the same 
committee, i 2 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
merchants of Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincinnati,and 
Louisville, praying that the said cities may be made 
ports of entry; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Commerce. å . Le 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Missouri, residing within the Fayette and 
| Palmyra land districts, praying that those districts 
| may not be consolidated; which was laid on the 
table, ; 
Mr. DIX presented the petition of Thomas Hunt 
& Co., Charles L, Roberts, and Wright & Sturgis, 
of New York, praying that certain duties illegally 
exacted by the collectoy for the port of New York 
may be refunded; which was referred to the Com- 


i 
t 
i 
t 
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| 


i| mittee on Finance. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
| Claims, submitted an adverse report upon the pe 
tition of William B. Foster; which was ordered to 
i be printed, f : 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


| The “ bill appropriating alternate sections of the 
| public lands for the improvement of Pearl river” 
| was read a third time. ' 

Mr. NILES called for the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the bill; and they were ordered, 

Mr. SPEIGHT submitted a few remarks in sup» 
| port of the bill, in the course of which he express- 
ed much surprise at the opposition of the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

After someremarks in reply, by Senators NILES 
and BAGBY, who opposed the bill, the question 
was taken, and resulted—ycas 23, nays 18, as fol- 
lows: 

YUEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Atchison, Barrow, Breese, Cass, 
Chalmers, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Greene, 
| Touston, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Lou- 
j isiana, Miller, Morehead, Rusk, Sevier, Simmons, Speight, 
| Sturgeon, Westcott, aid Woodbridge—33. . 
| NAYS-—Mossrs. Atherton, Bagby, Berrien, Bright, Thos. 
{ Clayton, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Haywood, Jen- 
| ness, Lewis, MeDuffie, Mangum, Niles, Pearce, Penny- 
: backer, ‘Turney, and Yulee—18. 

So the bill was passed, and the title, as above, 
| was agreed to, : 


GRANTS OF LAND IN LOUISIANA. 


i The “joint resolution in relation to issuing of 


grants of certain lands in Louisiana” was taken 
up for a third reading; but— i 
On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, (Mr. Jounson, 
| of Louisiana, opposing,) its further consideration 
was postponed until Tuesday next, in order to al- 
low time for the information required by a resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr.. McDurrix. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. McDurriez, was then considered, and 
agreed to. ; : 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office furnish to the Scnate the number of 
acres contained in the two upper tracts of the Hou- 
mas land claim, numbered in the transcript of de- 
cisions, Nos. 127 and 133, as laid before the board 
| of commissioners and confirmed; and also the num- 
ber of acres of said grant included in the patents 
issued the 12th of August, 1844; and the number 
of acres included in the decision of the board of 
commissioners under the survey ordered by Gov- 
ernor Claiborne, and excluded in the patents issued 
as aforesaid, and the situation of the lands 5o ex- 
cluded; also the number of patents issued upon 
said claim by the Land Office within the limits pat- 
ented on the 12th of August, 1844, as aforesaid ; 
j and the number of acres claimed under the patents 
| previously issued; and also the number of the said 
| patents which have been surrendered to the Gene- 
ral Land Office by the parties holding the same, 
and the amount of purchase money refunded there- 
on. The number of applications by persons hold- 
ing floats within the limits embraced in the patents 
of that date, to the Land Office, since the 12th of 


Cherokee Indian. 


August, 1844, to have those floats paiented by the 


934 E 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


o June 6, 


Government up to this date, with a copy of each | 
application; and also the number of applications | 
which have been made for a refunding of purchase 
money; and also what amount of purchase money | 
has been refunded upon entrics made within the 
limits of the Houmas land claim since the issuing 
of the patents on the 12th of August, 1844, and the 
number of acres upon’ which the purchase money 
has been refunded. 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 


TRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, the 
Senate resumed the consideration of the “ bill to 
provide for the ascertainment of claims of Ameri- 
can citizens for spoliations prior to the 31st day of 
July, 1801,” when the several amendments here- į 
tofore submitted to said bill were agreed to. 

The question being then upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. COLQUITT and Mr. McDUFIIE earnest- 
ly opposed the bill. 

Mr.J.M. CLAYTON exhorted the friends of the 
bill to stand by it, and cast their votes in its favor. 

Mr, ASHLEY, Mr. SEVIER, and Mr. BAG- 
BY, severally stated that they should vote for the 
bill in obedience to instructions. 

The yeas and nays, having heretofore been or- 
dered, were then called, and resulted as follows: 


YHAS—Mossrs. Archer, Ashley, Bagby, Barrow, Berrien, |} 


Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Greene, Houston, Huntington, Jaroagin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, More- 
head, Niles, Pearce, Sevicr, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Westcott, and Woodbridge—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, 
Bright, Cathoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, | 
Haywood, Jenness, Lewis, MeDuflie, Mangum, Pennyback- 
et, Rusk, Speight, Turney, and Yulee—2I. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 


RIGHT OF SEARCH. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, the correspondence between 
Great Britain and the United States in relation to 
the right of search, which took place from 1840 to 
1843 inclusive; also a copy of the protest by Mr. 
Cass, against the Quintuple treaty, when he was 
Minister in France, and the correspondence in re- 
lation to the same, was read and ordered to be 
printed 

Mr. CASS stated that the documents just or- | 
dered to be printed were very important, and | 
moved that an additional number of copies be | 
printed. , 

Objection being made, the motion lies over. | 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILE, 
On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate resumed 


the consideration of the bill making appropriations || 


for the service of the Post Ofice Department for the 


keine on an amendment by Mr. L. providing for 


the establishment of a line of magnetic telegraph į; 
from Atlanta, in Georgia, to Montgomery, in Ala- |! 
NIEL and RATHBUN, and advocated by Mr. 
| GILES, 

NAGIN, WESTCOTT, HAY- | 


Dama, and thence to Mobile, and appropriating 
$50,000 therefor. 

Senators JAR 
WOOD, DICKINSON, and CALHOUN, cach | 
op rosed the amendment; when 


mitted an amendment to be added to the first sec- 


for the publication of 18,000 copies of the table of 
post offices, laws, and regulations of the depart- 
ment, &¢.; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NILES submitted an amendment providing 
an appropriation of $25,000 for mail transportation 
by steam between New York and Liverpool, pend- ; 
ing the discussion of whicl j 
was made, but withdrawn again at the request of 


Mr. MANGUM, who gave notice of his inton- | 
k, to propound certain | 
f the Committee | 
on Finance in relation to the amount of revenue on | 


tion, during the coming wee 
interrogatories to the chairman 0 


hand, the amounts likely to accrue, &e. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 6, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday (having been read in | 
part only) was approved. | 


f 


The SPEAKER announced the business first in 


‘order to be the bills on the Speaker’s table, report- 


ed yesterday from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BOWLIN, on leave given, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill from the Senate entitled ‘An act 
providing for the adjustment of all suspended pre- 
emption land claims in the several States and Ter- 
ritories,’’ reported the same without amendment; 
and after an unsuccessful effort by Mr. B. to have 
it put on its third reading, was committed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the Senate entitled “An 
act to amenid the act approved June 17, 1844, enti- 
tied an act to provide for the adjustment of land 
claims within the States of Missouri, Arkansas, 
and Louisiana, and those parts of the States of 
Mississippi and Alabama south of the 31st degree 
of north latitude, and between the Mississippi and 
Perdido rivers,” reported the same without-amend- 
ment; which was committed. 

Mr. WINTHROP, by leave, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, reported a bill to provide 
for the distribution of the edition of the Laws and 
Treaties of the United States, published by Little 
& Brown, under the provisions of the resolution of 
Congress approved March 3, 1845, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and remains on 
the Speaker's table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL asked leave to 
make a report. Objected to. 

Mr. G. DAVIS (leave having been denied) 
moved that the rules be suspended to enable him to 
offer the following resolution : : 

Resolved, That the Sccretary of State, Secretary 
of the Treasury, Secretary of the Navy, Secretary 
of War, and the Postmaster General, respectively 
inform this House whether the job printing and 
binding of their respective departments have been 
let to the lowest bidder in conformity to law. 

Mr. D. asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 72, nays 66. 

So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. : 

Some conversation took place, in continuation 
of that commenced yesterday, in relation to the 
appointment of certain members on the Committee 
on Military Affairs in the place of Mr. Yuu and 
My. BARER, 

he result was that these gentlemen were ex- 


| cused from service, and other members ordered to 


be appointed in their places. 

Mr, C. J. INGERSOLL and Mr. LEAKE 
made ineffectual efforts to introduce reports. 

he House procecded to the consideration of 
private bills reported from the Committee of the 
Whole Fouse yesterday. 

The bill making compensation to the heirs of 
George Duvall, a Cherokee Indian, for property 
taken from him or destroyed by citizens of the 
United States, was first taken up, and read the 


r ofthe 3 the |i third time and passed. 
ear ending June 30, 1847, the question pending |i 


The bill to pay the heirs of Doctor John Gray, 
late of the State of Maryland, deccased, for prop- 
erty destroyed by the British forces in the war of 
1812, came up, and was opposed hy Messrs. DA- 


Mr. HAMLIN, for the benefit of the many bills 
which lay behind this, and which might be much 


f y |! delayed if the debate on this bill were farther con- 
r. LEWIS withdrew his amendment, and sub- į! 


tinued, moved the previous question. It was scc- 


y nt tot tsec- || onded, and, under its operation, the question was 
tion of the bill providing an appropriation of 8,500 | 


put, Shall the bill be engrossed and read a third 
tme? 

And passed in the afirmative. 

The bill was then read the third time; and the 


| question on its passage was taken by yeas and 
| nays, and passed in the affirmative: Yeas 80, nays 
on 


13. 
h,a motion to adjourn |) So the bill was passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON asked leave to in- 


Houses on Monday, the 2 
o’clock, P. M. 
It was objected to. 
Mr. JOHNSON moved to suspend the rules. 
The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 


decided as follows: 


YVEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams; Barringer, 
Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton’ Brown, 
Buffington, William W. Campbell, JohnH. Campbell, Cath- 
cart, John G. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cummins, Darragh, Garrett Davis, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
H. Ewihg, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, 
Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Elias 
B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Andrew Jolinson, George W. 
Jones, Danicl P. King, Preston King, Lewis, Levin, Long, 
McClean, McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
Norris, Pendleton, Pollock, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Runk, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stevens, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Thibodeanx, Thomas- 
son, Benjamin ‘Thompson, James Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, 'Til- 
den, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, Winthrop, Woodworth, 
Wright, Young, and Yost—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Bedinger, Biggs, Jas. A. Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, R. 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cutlom, Cunning- 
ham, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, Prom- 
goole, Dunlap, Elisworth, Ficklin, Fries, Gordon, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Seaborn 
Jones, Kaufman, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McConnell, McCrate, James McDowell, McKay, Marsh, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Owen, Payne, Rathbun, Reid, Rete, 
Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Seammon, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Sykes, Jacob 
Thompson, Towns, Treadway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, 
Williams, Wilmot, and Woodward—74. 

Not two-thirds. 

Mr. BOYD asked leave to make a motion that 
hercafter the House meet at ten o’clock in the fore- 
noon. {t was objected to. 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rules. r 

Mr, COLLAMER moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding “and adjourn at four o’clock P. 
M.” 

The SPEAKER said the motion to amend 
would be in order if the rales were suspended. 

The question on suspending was taken by 
yeas and nays, and there were, for suspending 111, 
against it 64. ` 

Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved that when the 
Tlouse adjourns to-day it will adjourn to meet at 
ten o’cloék on Monday next. 

This was agreed to. ` ; 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain William Smallwood ‘illard came up. 

This bill was reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass. À E 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired if the case of Cap- 
tain Tillard was not similar, in all its principal 
features, to that of Doctor John Gray, whose bill 
had just passed. 

Mr, CONSTABLE said the cases were similar, 
or nearly so; if there was any difference, that of 
Captain Tillard’s heirs was the strongest. 

The Speaker put the question, Shall the bill be 
rejected? 

And it passed in the afirmative. 

At a subsequent period of to-day’s session, Mr. 
PAYNE moved to reconsider the vote which re- 
jected this bill; and the consideration of the mo~ 
tion was postponed for the present. 

The bill to release John Stockton, late a lieu- 
tenant in the army of the United States, from a 
judgment, with the costs thereon, recovered against. 
him by the United States, came up and was read. 

When this bill was last before the House, a 
motion was made to strike out the word ‘ costs,” 
so as to remit the judgment but not the costs; 
which motion was negatived. i 

Mr. BOYD now moved to reconsider the vote 
refusing to strike out the word ‘ costs.”” 

Carried, : 

And the question recurred on striking out ‘that, 
word. 

The report of the committee setting forth the 
facts in the case was read at the instance of Mr. 
Born. i 

And the. question on the amendment was put 
and carried. i 

And the bill was then read the third time, and 
passed as amended. 

The bill granting a pension to Oris Croshy was 
read. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD said Mr. Crosby was an 
American, residing in Canada in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, and continued to. reside there 
during the war, and received some injury from a 
British officer for refusing to take up arms against 
the United States, for which it was now proposed 
to give hima pension. He moved that: the bill be 
postponed indefinitely. pena ee 
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Mr. DOUGLASS opposed the motion, and said 
the case was as meritorious a. one as ever came 
before the House. 

The question.was put, and no quorum voted. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House. 
Negatived: Ayes 36, noes 91. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the bill lie on the table. 
Ayes 60; noes’50..-No quorum—(many members 
in the Flall who did not vote.) i 

The question was again put, and it was decided 
by yeas and nays—T71 to 75... A large quorum. 

And so the bill was not. laid on the table. 

The. question was then taken on the indefinite 
postponement, on which a quorum did not vote. 
Re COBB moved a call of the. House. .Nega- 

Mr. WOODWORTH said, asa quorum could 
not be had to vote, there was no use of remaining 
here, and he would move to adjourn: His motion 
was negatived. 

And the question was again put on the post- 
ponement of the bill, on which a quorum now vo- 
ted, and the question was lost. 

The bill was then read the third time; and the 
question on its passage was taken by yeas and 
nays, and it passed ‘in the affirmative: Yeas 74, 
nays 58. : 

The bill granting a pension to Elijah C. Babbitt 
was read the third time and passed. 

The bill to pay John Wing any arrears of pen- 
pion due to Dorothy Terrill, deceased, came up in 
order, 
eee HUNGERFORD moved to lay it on the 

e 

At the suggestion of Mr. THURMAN, who 
said he did not sce in his place the gentleman who 
reported the bill, it was passed over informally for 
the present. 

a bill granting a pension to John Porter was 
read. 

_ Mr. HUNGERFORD said Mr. Porter had been 
injured in the revenue marine service—a service 
which he believed was not recognised by the pen- 
sion laws, and if this bill passed it would be cre- 
ating a new class of pensioners. 

- The question was put that the bill be engrossed 
and read a third time, and decided in the negative. 

And so it was rejected. 

The bill granting arrears of pension to Isaiah 
Parker was read the third time. 

Mr. RATHBUN opposed it, and it was de- 
fended by Mr. BELL; and the question was put, 
Shall it pass? 

And passed in the affirmative. . 

The bill to pay Samuel D. Enochs fora mare, 
which ran off while ‘in’ the public. service many 
-years ago, and has never.since been heard of, was 
read the third time. . [Much merriment on the 
reading of the ‘bill. : 

Mr. McCONN. 
table. 

Many. voices: ‘Oh, no; let us pay for the mare 
that ran off and has never been heard of.” 

The motion to lay not being pressed— 

The SPEAKER put the question on the passage 
‘of the bill, and it somewhat appeared, from the 
sound of the response ay and no, that it was about 
to be lost, when— 

Mr. DANIEL said he felt bound to say a few 
words on the case, which he thought a very good 
one. THe stated the facts and caused the papers to 
be read. : 

, And the question was again put, Shall the bill 

ass? And passed in‘the affirmative. 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved an adjourn- 
ment, Negatived. _ 

The bill to refund to N. & L. Dana & Co. the 
duty paid on a quantity of salt, imported into the 
United States from St. Ubes in 1831, and destroyed 
by an extraordinary rising of the tide on the night 
it was landed fromthe ship, next came up; and, 
on the question, Shall it be engrossed? a quorum 
did not vote. z : 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES again moved an ad- 
journment. Negatived. - 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House. 
Negatived. i 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES renewed the motion 
to. adjourn. Negatived. 

The question was then again put on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill; and there 

„were, ayes 88, noes 23; no quorum—two more 
-wanting. A new count was demanded. ' 

Whereupon the House adjourned. 


LE moved that it be laid on the 


IN SENATE. —_ 
Monpay, June 8, 1846. 

Mr. BAGBY presented an additional document 
in relation to the claim of Jacob Housman; which 
was referred to the Committee.on Military Affairs. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed sundry private bills.] 


_ Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 


tion: i 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate the re- 
port of the expedition led by Lieutenant Abert on 
the Upper Arkansas, and through the country of 
the Cumanche Indians, in the fall of the year 1845. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the following 
resolution: aa 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate whether any 
measures have been taken to carry into effect the 
second and sixth articles of the treaty with the 
Chippewa Indians, entered into at La Pointe on 
the 4th day of October, 1842, so far as the same 
relates to the removal of those Indians from the 
mineral lands of Lake Superior, and whether any, 
and what suitable country has been, or is intended 
to be, provided for the future residence of those 
Indians. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported hack the independent treasury bill, with 
sundry amendments, 

[The amendments are numerous, and could not 
be very well understood by the reader unless giv- 
en in connexion with the original bill, The spe- 
cie clause is not to take effect until the Ist Janua- 
ry, 1847, and another allows all disbursing officers 
having at present credits in banks to check on the 
same until the Istof January next, giving the pub- 
lic creditors the option to reecive the pay from the 
banks in specie or notes, 

The Efouse bill for the relief of the heirs of Dr, 
John Gray, deceased, was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The Louse bill granting a pension to Orris Cros- 
by was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. . 

The Fouse bill for the relief of John Stockton, 
late a lieutenant in the United States army, was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The House bill granting a pension to Elijah ©. 


|| Babbitt, was read a first and second time, and re- 


ferred to the Commitice-on Military Affairs. 

The House bill for the relief of Isaiah Parker 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The Toise bill for the relief of Samuel D. 
Enochs was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


THE MEXICAN WAR. 


The Senate act supplemental to an act providing 
for the prosecution of the existing war with Mexi- 
co, which was sent back from the House of Rep- 
resentativeys on Thursday last with sundry amend- 
ments, was taken up, and the amendments were 
read. 

Mr. DIX explained that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs had considered these amendments, 


and instructed him to move that the {Senate dis- 


agree to them. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that. the further can- 
sideration of the subject be postponed until to- 
morrow; which was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The resolution offered some days ago, by Mr. 
Flannecan, appointing the 20th day of July next 
for the adjournment of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, was taken up for consideration, and having 
been read— 

Mr. LEWIS moved to postpone the consider- 
ation of the resolution until Monday next, in order 
to give an opportunity to receive an answer toa 
call made by the Senate for information in regard 
to the finances. There ought to be a response to 
that call; at all events, he thought, before they took 
up the subject of adjournment, That response 


had probably been delayed by the indisposition of 


the Secretary of the Treasury. He believed the 
information. might be expected within the next 
three or four days, and until it came he hoped the 
resolution would be allowed to lie upon the table. 


‘might stay 


To adjourn and go home without taking up the 
subject of the finances, in the present condition of 
the country, would be a proceeding fraught with 
much injury to the public interest. It would 
amount to an gbandonment of the country. i 
Mr. HUNTINGTON said he hoped the motion 
would not prevail, He thought if reference were 
had to the length of time they had been in session, 
and to the amount‘of business that had been dones. 
it would-be apparent that. a day for the adjourn- 
ment ought to-be fixed. They had been already. 
six months in session; they-had, to be sure, in 
that time, passed various bills of importance, and 
had had much discussion upon important subjects; 


but they had not progressed so rapidly: as they 


ought to have done. The advantage of fixing aday 


was that they might dispose of the remaining busi- 
ness more readily and efficiently. He thoug tthat 
all the remaining business might be easily disposed 
of before the 20th.o? July. ‘There would be six 
weeks in which to dispose of the business, and he 
thought it would be time enough. It was painful. 
in the extreme to think of spending the dogdays 
in Washington. If there was to be an arrange- 
ment of the Oregon dispute, it could be concluded 
by the 20th of July, ifever. As to the rest of the 
business—that relating to local affairs—it could be 
done in six weeks. And when it came to be 
known that- the day.of adjournment was fixed, 
they would go forward with zeal to the completion 
of the work. He hoped the motion would not 
prevail. He had not voted. for the postponement. 
before, for he did not think that in the interval 
anything would occur which would make them bet- 
ter prepared to act upon the resolution. If, post- 
poned now, it might be again. If the House, to 
whom belonged the originating of a revenue bill, 
did not think proper to prepare one, It was no fault 
of the Senate. They were not responsible for the 
neglect. He hoped the Senate would now act 
upon the resolution, and that its action would be 
in favor of its adoption. He was willing to trust 
to the majority to open the resolution and continue: 
the session longer, if anything of importance 
should require it. a = 

Mr. DAYTON said he had intimated, when the 
resolution was first offered, that he would move to 
amend it by inserting the 20th of June instead of 
the 20th of July. He had intended to do this with 
a view of accelerating the time of adjournment. 
Subsequently, however, in conversation with Sen- 
ators and members of the House of Representa~ 
tives, he had become satisfied that nothing could 
be gained by pressing that. amendment. Fe was 
disposed to concur in the resolution as offered by 
the Senator from Indiana, as being the earliest day 
to which a concurrence ‘could be obtained; but he 


| sincerely hoped that the session would not .be pro- 


tracted beyond that’ period. Why, should they 
continue sitting there? It was said, ifthey intend- 
ed to finish the business that was “cut out,” it 
would be impossible to adjourn at so early a day. 
What business was cut out? The ordinary ap- 
propriation bills could surely be passed. within the 
time limited by the resolution. There was no 
difficulty upon the subject. The business on the 
calendar could be disposed of without difficulty. 
What was it, then, that rendered it necessary to 
prolong the session through the dogdays, as the 
Senator from Connecticut had remarked? They 
for the purpose of sitting out the Mex- 
ican war; but where was the necessity? Congress 
was not to command the army. Everything in- 
cumbent upon Congress to do had been accom- 
plished already. They had voted supplies of men. 
and money. What further had Congress to do? 
Nothing at all. Were they ‘to sit there with a 
view to the settlement of the Oregon question? He 
trusted they were not.. The only rumors thes 

heard upon the subject; if they were to be credited, 
were, that Mr. Pakenham had been, directed to 
communicate the ultimatum of the British Govern- 
ment upon that question, and that he was now in 
possession of that ultimatum, and ready to com- 
municate it to our Government. Ifthis were true, 
why did not Mr. Pakenham and our Secretary of 
State, as business men; try this last effort at nego- 
tiation, and make an end of it? He supposed that 
each of the negotiators knew precisely what he 


“was prepared to do on behalf of his Government. 


Let each say, then, what he would do, and if they 
concurred in their views, the-matter: could be at - 
once and finally settled. “And he was certain that 
fixing a day for the adjournment of Congress 
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would make those gentlemen work up to that day, 
as well as Congress. and 
Congress was not to sit here awaiting their diplo- 
matic action, and perhaps they might come to the 
consideration of the question as a practical matter 
of business, and make an end of it. ; 
With reference to other matters, some of their 
friends he knew were exceedingly anxious regarding | 
the tariffand the sub-treasury. For his own part, he 
was not willing to sit there an unusual time to meet | 
either of those questions. He was satisfied to let 
well enough alone. While the country was in the | 
condition it was in at present, he was not disposed to 
meddle with its monetary affairs. He was not dis- 
posed to embark in any such hazardous if not dis- 
astrous experiment, as he feared the sub-treasury 
would prove. 


He thought the country would be able to survive 
through the present year, at all events, without 
any alteration of the tariff. Least of all was he | 
disposed, when they were told that the expenses i 
of the Government now approximated to half a 
million of dollars a day, to disturb the revenue of 
the country, which was producing now only 
enough to meet the ordinary expenses of the Gov- | 
ernment, 
could be considered did it appear to him at all | 
necessary that they should prolong the period for 
the final adjournment of Congress. He trusted, 
therefore, the resolution of the Senator from Indi- 
ana would be adopted. à 
Mr. SEVIER said he was as anxious to bring 
the session to a close and to get away from Wash- 
ington as any of his friends could be, but he 
thought they could not with propriety at this pe- 
riod of the session, and in the present condition of 
the business, fix a day for the adjournment. He 
had no doubt some gentlemen would be willing to 
shorten the period of adjournment, if, by so doing, 
they could get rid of the tariff and the sub-treasury; 
and for this very reason he thought that they, on 
his side of the House, ought not to consent to tie 
up their hands by voting for a resolution fixing a 
day for the adjournment. They were now involv- 
ed in a war, and their expenses were half a million 
of dollars a day.’ How were they to mect those 
expenses? Were they going to adjourn before 
providing ways and. means? The Senator from 
New Jersey spoke of rumors. . There was another 
rumor, and it was that a majority of the House of 
Representatives had agreed to take up the tariff 
question next Monday. Was it for the purpose 
of getting rid of this question that gentlemen were 
so anxious to fix upon a day for adjournment? 
It was necessary to raise revenue by introducing 
into the list of dutiable articles many articles | 
which..were now admitted free of duty. " 
was one thing that was to be accomplished, 


| 
j 
i 
1 
i 


and this was, to destroy prohibitory duties, so that-ji 


the revenue might be increased hy the duty to he 
levied upon articles now virtually prohibited: this 
was necessary in order to raise means for carrying | 
on the war. He thought they ought not to tie up 
their hands, in regard to adjournment, until they 
could see their way clear to meet those expenses. 
Senators talked about working up to the day fixed 
upon, working a little later, in consequence ofa 
day being fixed. Why, this was paying them a 
very poor compliment. Fle thought they were 
capable of working as well, and of getting along as 
fast, without any such incentive. JJe had heard 
of taskmasters, and of tasks being assigned to 


slaves, but he never heard of anything of the kind |; 


being applied to freemen. i 

The chairman of the Committee on Finance 
(said Mr. 8.) made a call the other day for infor- 
mation regarding the mode of providing for the 
expenses of the war. Before a response was ob- 
tained to that call, and whilst the House, if they | 
might credit the newspapers, had fixed a day for | 
taking up the subject of the tariff, it was proposed | 
that the Senate should decide upon a day for the | 
adjournment of Congress. The day might as wel 
be decided on a month hence; they could then sce į 
their way much clearer; and if they wanted to be 
more industrious, let them meet at ten o’clock, o 
even at eleven, in the forenoon each day, and also | 
sit on Saturdays. Why, the two honorable gen 
tlemen opposite, who were so anxious to pass thi 
resolution, had voted for the adjournment ove 
Fridays and Saturdays all the session, and he he 
lieved. they had frequently been at home also. 
‘What great inconvenience could a gentleman suffer 


Let them understand that |! 


And in reference to the tariff, he |} 
was very well contented as matters now were. |i 


j 
i 
| 
| 
i 
: : ree 
In no aspect in which the question ‘| 
‘i 

| 

1 
i 
i 


| 
| 
There |: 
i 


|i isting in this countr 


n ment! 


| who might go home in a day, spend a week with 


|l his family, and return again? Those who lived 


| further off felt the detention much more. The 


|| gentlemen were in the minority, however, and it 


was their privilege therefore to complain and find 
fault. Nobody desired to be there longer than he 
was obliged to be. When they saw a test vote 
taken on the tariff in the other House, it would 
then be time enough to fix the day for adjourn- 
ment. He hoped the resolution would be allowed 
to lie over until next weélx—until they saw whether 
the tariff was taken up or laid upon‘the table—one 
or the other, : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he was in favor of 
voting for the earliest day for the adjournment of 
Congress, and unless something occurred which 
he did not now anticipate, he would, whenever the 
question was presented, vote for tlie earliest day. 
He believed they were not likely to adjourn too 


Soon. He believed that, unless all past experience 


| was a delusion, it was unquestionably desirable 


| that the day for adjournment should be fixed. . If 


the day were fixed some time in advance, it would 
i be an easy matter to accomplish all that was to be 


done in relation to ways and means, and to all 


other subjects; and besides, they were more ikely 
to take irregular and very injurious courses if they 
remained there—they were likely to get to war 
| With their brave old generals. He hoped the res- 
olution would be adopted. If it were found neces-. 
; sary hereafter, it could be taken up and the time 
i prolonged. He thought the gentleman might en- 
| tirely rely upon the concurrence of Federalism in 
| prolonging the session, if necessary. They had 
| been here six months already, and he thought they 
could readily do all the remaining business that 
| would be required to be done within a very short 
time. He did not intend, however, to prolong the 
session by making along speech on he subject. 
He merely wished to declare himself in favor of the 
resolution, now and at all times. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said, in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, that the arguments advanced 
by that gentleman this morning were the same 
which he had heard for the last seven years. 
Strike out the words Mexican war, tariff, and 
| sub-treasury, and substitute such su bjects as 
might for the time be pending, and the arguments 
would be the same as those which had invariably 
been advanced.’ On all similar occasions, some 
gentlemen were never ready, and his experience 
satisfied him that there were many who never 
would be ready for the adjournment until the day 
was fixed; and, as the Senator from New Jersey 
had remarked, when the day was fixed, there was 
¡a Universal disposition to work up to it. Could 
any Senator point back to an instance where, the 
day for adjournment being fixed beforehand, Con- 
| gress had adjourned leaving any great measure 
untouched ? 

He was not afraid to meet, nor was he desirous 
| to avoid a vote on the tariff question; on the con- 
| trary, he was anxious to meetit. Le would rather 
| meet it than not; but he would say to those who 
had charge of that measure, that if they chose to 
hold it back until the middle of the seventh month 
| of the session, on their heads alone would rest the 
| responsibility of its failure. And he would also 
| Say to those who had charge of the sub-treasury, 
| that there has already been ample time for an ex- 
amination of that subject. The committee had 
| possession of the subject three months ago; and 
now it was held up as a bugbear to deter them 
from fixing a day on which to bring the session to 
.aclose, He thought there was no greater evil ex- 
y than these protracted ses- 
sions. Talk about providing financial measures 
: for the extraordinary expenditure of the Govern- 
He would remind Senators that the ex- 
i penses of Congress itself constituted a very heavy 
; item in those expenses; he alluded not to the pay 
_ of members only, but to the public printing, which 
was accumulating in geometrical progression, and 
terminating only with the termination of the ses- 
sion. Fiad any one offered a plan by which these 


| extraordinary expenses of five hundred thousand 


dollars were to be paid? He had heard of no 
i plan. Then let a great portion of that expense be 
curtailed, put a stop to, by an early adjournment 
of Congress. If, then, so great an expense be in- 
‘curred merely on account of the petty war with 
:, Mexico, let it be clearly understood. ‘The Mexi- 
can war! Why it was not so formidable as would 
l be a war with the Indian tribes. . The Choctaws, 


Cherokees, and Creeks, could dous infinitely more. 
injury. _ Was the existence of that wara cause for 
protracting the session? Not atal He éonsci- 
| entiously “believed: that every measure of public 
importance could be acted upon before ‘the 20th. 
day of July. If they could not, in eight months, 
iget through the business of Congress; in his opin- 
| ion it Would be a proof that they. were not worthy 
of the trust that was delegated to them. 
` Mr. MOREHEAD said he was very glad ito 
| hear sentiments so acceptable advanced by the 
| honorable Senator from Indiana. The Senator had 
iaken.the proper ground with. regard to this ques- 
tion. And he was very glad to perceive that while 
such were the views of the Senator from Indiana 
in regard to the necessity for adjournment, there 
was a very great sensibility on the part of the Sen- 
j ator from Arkansas with regard to certain great 
| questions. He trusted that it would be under- 
stood, not only by the Senate but by the country, 
where the responsibility rested. The responsi- 
bility rested with that. gentleman and those who 
acted with him. In the midst of the seventh month 
of the session, as had been suggested. by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, they were but just commencing 
the business of the session, the legislation of the 
country, the necessity for which existed when.the 
session commenced; and they were told they must 
j await the action of the House of Representatives; 
until they. were told by the House that it was time 
to adjourn. The House, it seemed to him, had 
had ample time to commence legislation on the 
subject of the tariff months ago. ‘What assurance 
‘had the honorable Senator from Arkansas that, if 
they waited a week longer, they would be approxi- 
mating any nearer to an agreement upon the time 
| for adjournment than they were now? They were 
asked to wait a week longer, in order that the ques- 
| tion might. be tested in the House, Why, he had 
heard it remarked, though he did not know how 
true it was, that the question had been already 
tested ina manner somewhat more private than by 
a vote in the Ffouse. He was happy to perceive, 
at all events, that there existed, in regard to these 
great and vital measures, a degree of prudence 
which he had scarcel expected, as indicated in 
the slowness with which the matter had been-con- 
ducted. l Diti , , 

lt was upon these grounds that he was willin 
| that the session should be brought to a close, and 
he thought that six weeks for the remaining busi- 
ness would be ample. But, independently of these 
considerations, the suggestions of the Senator from 
Indiana were entitled to the highest consideration. 
The expenses of the Government were bearing 
very heavily upon the resources of the country, 
and those expenses were increasing with incom- 
prehensible rapidity, pressing on us with a weight 
j which must bear us down. He trusted that the 
Senate would come to the conclusion to adopt the 
resolution, and not postpone it, and signify to the 
House that if they intend to act at all they must 


act speedily. gt Si 
UNTINGTON desired. to say: a, single 


Mr. H 
word-in repy tothe remarks of the Senator from 
Arkansas. e understood that honorable Senator 


| to say that they ought not-ta fix the day for.ad- 
| journment until two measures were disposed of 
the sub-treasury and: the ‘tariff. Jf these were 
disposed of there would be-no ‘necessity for re- 
| maining. In regard to the first of these, it had been’ 
reported to the Senate this morning. Did anybody 
suppose that they could not act upomit in-stx - 
| weeks? Well, how was itin relation to. the tariff? 
| Though he agreed with the Senator fiom New Jer- 
| sey that the old Spanish proverb might’ be. well 
| applied, let well enough alone, yet was the Senator 
| from Arkansas not aware that the question. of the 
| tariff belonged priniarily tothe House of Répreseñt- 
| atives; that it belonged to the House to originate 
| the means of raising revenue? and if they sent to 
the House that resolution for adjournment, the 
House would have the control of it; and if a majo- 
| rity of that body were disposed to take up the 
i tariff and repeal it, or make a- new one, it was 
į competent for them to. decline acting upon the re- 
| solution until they had acted on the tariff. Why, 
then, should the Senate refuse to fix a day for ad- 
journment on account of a measure which, though 
some Senators desired its passage, they could not 


Mr. SEVIER said it was to be expected. that he 
would but argue in vain with his-friend from Con- 


| 
| 
| control until the House had first acted upon it? 
i 
| 


necticut on the subject of the tariff. He had set 
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out, when he addressed the Senate before, with 
saying that he was as anxious to bring the session 
to a close as anybody could be; but he was also 
disposed to remain here ‘until the public duty was 
fully discharged. The sub-treasury-and the tariff | 
he regarded as measures of vital importance. When 
he spoke.of.the expenses of the Government, he 
referred to some-rémarks made the other day by 
the Senator ‘from Massachusetts, in which the Sen- 
ator had stated that’ the expenses of the Govern- 
ment were; now. about half a million of dollars a 
day.: He ‘adverted to this as a strange circum- 
stance; that gentlemen, knowing the expenses of 
Government to be so enormous, should neverthe- 
less be desirous of adjourning without providing 
ways and means to'meet those. expenses. -They 
were paying $106,000 a day for the arm andnavy 
proper. Well, who voted for all this? His friends 
on the opposite side voted for it as well as himself, 
and were they now disposed to leave the Senate 
without providing. supplies? Was their zeal for 
the preservation of the protective tariff so great 
that, to accomplish’ that object, they would leave 
those expenses unprovided for? -Flad it come to 
this, that the tariff had become so deeply engraven 
upon their hearts that they would have. Congress 
adjourn in.a time when a pressing necessity exist- 
ed for legislation? Was there a man who, if the 
time was limited, and the tariff question came up, 
would make any shorter speech on account of the 
limitation? Not at all. But it was said, why did 
not the House call up the bill at an earlier day? 
They had been engaged, it was well known, upon 
questions of importance to the whole country— 
upon the army bill, providing ways and means to 
carry on the war. ‘They had been sitting every 
day in the week; they had taken no holydays, 
and they now meet at ten o’clock in the morning. 
They meet earlier and sit later than the Senate; and 
yet Senators complain of their tardiness. 

In regard to the sub-treasury, as his friend had 
said the other day, it was connected with other 
Subjects—with the warehousing system and the 
mint; and he contended that Congress, engaged as 
they had been with other matters, had not had it 
in its power to proceed yet to the consideration of 
these topics. He, for one, was willing to sit on 
every day in the week, as well as mect atan carlicr 
hour, in order to expedite the business. 

The gentlemen over the way had been at their 
homes. They now came back, and proposed that 
Congress should fix an early day for adjournment. 
There was, he thought, something rather unfair in 
this. Six weeks, the gentlemen said, was long 
enough for the passage of the tariff. through both 
Flouses. When he first came into Congress, the 
subject of the tariff was: discussed, and the discus- 
sion occupied at that time six months. . In the 
House, it. was: true, they had rules, by which, if 
the screws were applied, they might get it through 
in two or three weeks; but in the Senate it was not 
so. They might continue the discussion as long 
as they pleased. Senators might speak against 
time. There was no means of forcing a vote. How 
easy a thing it would be, one following another, 
and speaking day in and day out, to prevent the 
vote being taken at all? The Senator from Indi- 
ana, he was sure, would be very far from desiring 
to adjourn without doing something in regard to so 
important a measure... 

Mr. WEBSTER then rose and addressed the | 
Senate. When I stated the other day (said Mr, 
W.) that it was. supposed the present daily expen- 
diture of the Government amounted to about half 
a million of dollars, I did not speak on my own 
authority; [ spoke on very good authority. I did 
not mean, however, what may be calle the ex- ; 
penses proper of the army and navy; nor did I 


. i r } 
mean tosay that this was an expense which might |} 


be expected to last; but I did mean to say that I am 
credibly informed that, including the vast. charge | 
for transportation, adding this to the other expen- 
ses of the increased state of the army and navy, 
there is now actually bearing upon the. revenue of 
the country very nearly half a million of. dollars 
per day. One word upon the subject before us. 
There isa great deal of truth and weight in what 
was said by the Senator from Arkansas, that the 
important measures which are: to. be acted on are 
measures which must originate in the other House. 
Very well;-it is not in our power to prescribe a 
time inconsistent with. that which a sense of duty 


actuating that House would admit, or which would 
interfere with the discharge of that duty. The tariff | 


must originate in that branch. . Now, what we do 
in this resolution is to make.a proposal; if agree- 
able to that House, if they find it consistent with 
a proper discharge of the duties incumbent upon 
them, why, then, the two. Houses may be ready to 
close the session on the 20th; if they do not, they 
may reject. the proposal or postpone it, and in the 
meantime go on with the consideration of the busi- 
ness before them. If it were in our power to fix 
the time without consulting the other House, it 
might then be well to consider carefully what re- 
mained to be done by them. 

Mr. SEVIER. Then let the House propose the 
time, and let. us- consider whether we will concur 
with them. . f 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, there is no inference 
to be drawn fròm this. Itisascommon for the 
Senate to indicate the time for adjournment as for 
the House. And, again, do we not see it has been 
tried in the House, and that a decided majority of 
the House has been defeated by the complexity of 
their rules? Do we not see that there is a decided 
majority of the House willing to take up the propo- 
sition and consider it? I say, therefore, though I 
am as willing to continue the session, if the public 


only a proposal to go`to the House for its approval 
or disapproval. It seems to me there can be no 
harm in saying whether we are ready now, or not 
ready, to fixa day for the adjournment of the two 
Houses of Congress. 

Mr. DAYTON. The honorable Senator from 
Arkansas takes us somewhat to task for a dispo- 
sition on our part to adjourn after having been so 
liberal in voting supplies of men and money for 
the prosecution of the war with Mexico. He 
charges me also with always voting for adjourn- 
ments, Sir, 1 plead guilty entirely to the charge. 
I question very much whether there ever has been 
a motion to ad ioure made in this chamber, unless 
some pressing business remained to be transacted, 
where I have not voted in favor of the motion, and 
I believe the honorable Senator from Arkansas has 
generally gone with mein that vote. I believe he 
and I are of one mind upon this point, that the 
country is governed too much, and that anything 
that would tend to diminish the plethora would be 
a benefit, Nor have | any disposition to censure 
the other House for tardiness, 'The two Houses 
are very diflerenUy constituted. We are numeri- 
cally a much smaller body, and it is wholly unne- 
cessary to sit when we have no.work todo. We 
can dispose of our time better for the public inter- 
est. Itis well known that a large portion of our 
business is connected with the public offices, and 
there are other duties which we owe to our con- 


ception of. Nor am 1 disposed to adjourn now 
without allowing ample time to provide for the 
public business. Six or seven weeks will afford 
ample time. The appropriation bills can be pass- 
ed in a comparatively short time. We are not dis- 
posed to adjourn without providing the means of 
carrying on the war. But gentlemen think we are 


expense ofa starving army. No such thing. ‘The 
only measure likely to be proposed in relation to 
the tariff is a measure for starving the army by di- 


Senator’s reference to the tariff is not for a dimi- 
nution of the duties, but to add to the list of dutia- 
ble articles, I am glad to hear this admission. 
But it is not my purpose to consume time on this 


chamber are willing to afford ample time, and J 


was done, he was utterly unwilling to fix upon any 


business require it, as any man in Congress, this is ; 


stituents which the world generally has no con- | 


disposed to give the tariff the go by, though at the || 


minishing the tariff; but I am very glad to hear the |! 


subject; as I before said, we on this side of the | 


consent. to adjourn at an early period; but until that | 


day. Gentlemen on the other side said they must 


| let the tariff alone; it must not be touched. And 
| notwithstanding they-did give their votes for in- 
l creasing the army, they.gave reluctant votes—they 
i gave them with a- protest, to throw the responsi- 
| bility on this side of the chamber of raising the 
ways and means. He, for'one, would never agree 
to ÄR the day for adjournment; until:provision was 
made for the support of the army. saos- 
Mr. J. M. CL 


AYTON. said he agreed entirely 
with the views. expressed. by. the Senator: from 
Kentucky.. But, from what he had heard, in the 
latter part of. this debate, he was induced to allow 
| gentlemen on the other side to take their own time. 
; It was very evident, that, if by their votes- Congress 
should adjourn at an early period, and measures 
| for the support of the army should fail, the whole 
responsibility would rest upon those with whom he 
jacted. He would not vote for fixing’a day of ad- 
journment for them; he would let them name their 
|| own time, and take the whole responsibility upon 
|| themselves. ` 

|| Mr. CALHOUN said he was quite sure there 
was no Senator morc anxious to adjourn than 
himself; buthe must say, looking at the state of 
the business, without referring to any particular 
| measure, they were not in a state to fixa day for 
the adjournment. He entirely concurred in the 
opinion that the House of Representatives was the 
proper body to determine this matter. He would 
hot fix upon a time for them. The Senate ought 
to hold itself in reserve, to keep the matter in its 
own power. He thought they ought to proceed as 
expeditiously with the business as possible, with- 
out at present fixing upon any day for adjourn- 
i| ment. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that, from the suggestion 
| of the Senator from South Carolina, taken in con- 
i nexion with what had been said by the Senator 
| from Massachusetts, there seemed to be a peculiar 
| propriety in adopting the resolution. It was con- 
| ceded, he believed, by the Senator from South: 
| Carolina, that the business of this branch of Con- 
| gress might be concluded within the time proposed, 
but the Senator doubted whether the business of 
| the House could. Well, by this resolution they 
i were simply proposing to inquire whether, con- 
| Sistently with the business before them, the House 
| would acquiesce in the proposition. If the appre- 
| hensions of the Senator from South Carolina were 
realized, the House would of course tell them S0; 
but the propriety of adopting this resolution by 
| the Scnate resulted from the fact that the rules of 
| proceeding in the House did not furnish them with 
jan opportunity of bringing the question before 
ithem. By adopting the resolution, the Senate, 
without deciding the question for them, merely 
i furnished them an opportuuity of determining it 
themselves. 

Mr. CALHOUN remarked that he thought it 
exceedingly doubtful whether they would be able 
to get through their own business; but, even if 
| they were prepared to determine the day of ad- 
| journiment, he thought it would be better to defer 
the matter to the House. 

; The question was then taken on the postpone- 
; ment of the further consideration of the resolution 
1 until Monday next, and it was carried, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, 


i Benton, Breese, Calhoun, Chalmers, John M. Clayton, Col- 
i quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairficld, Haywood, Houston, Jen- 
i 


HERGA Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, 
| gyntybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Speight, Turney, and Yulee— 


| NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, 
i! Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
H Naan pontington, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Moreħead, 
iles, Pearce, Semple, Simmons, Upha Webster, “a 
Woodbridge-21. PO A eeu and 
| The bill to ascertain the claims of American cit- 
| zens to indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
| the 31st of July, 1801, was read a third time, and 
on the question, Shall this bill ass? 
| Mr. HANNEGAN demanded the yeas and 
i nays, which were ordered, 
| The question having been taken, it was decided 
i in the affirmative, as follows: 
| 
| 


rrow, Berrien, Thomas 
Davis; Dayton, Greene, Han- 


Bagby, Barrow, Berrien 
J. M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, 

1 Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson 
of Maryland; Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Morehead, Niles 
|| Pearce, Sevier, Simmons, Upham, Webster, Westcott, 


NAYS—Messrs.Atlen,Atchison,Atherton Berton, Breese, 


l nson, Dix, Hanne- 
Lewis, MeDuftie, Mangum, Pen- 


and Yulee—23, 
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[A message was received from the President of 
the United States, sent in pursuance of aresolution 
of the 5th instant, calling for the correspondence 
between the Department of War and General 
Gaines, on the subject of calling out volunteers; 
and.also for the correspondence between General 
Scott and the War Department, touching the com- 
mand of the army on the Rio Grande. The mes- 
sage and correspondence will appear in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

The message and documents were then, on mo- 
tion, laid on the table and ordered to he printed for 
the use of the Senate, with the exception of that 
portion of the correspondence relating to the plan 
of the campaign. 

Mr. HOUSTON submitted a resolution that || 
when the Senate meet hereafter, it will meet at the 
hour of ten A. M.; which les over. : 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 8, 1846. 


The Journal of Saturday was read in part, and 
its further reading was dispensed with. 

Mr. THOMAS SMITIL moved so to amend it, | 
as to state the fact, that on the motion of Mr. A. 
Jounson to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
enabling him to offer a resolution, fixing a day for | 
the final adjournment of Congress, he (Mr. S.) had 
voted in the affirmative, and not in the negative, as 
erroncously stated. 

The Journal having been so amended, was ap- 
proved. 

The SPEAKER announced that he had appoint- 
ed Mr. Boy», of Kentucky, and Mr, CARROLL, 
of New York, members of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Afairs, in the ‘place of Messrs. Yern and 
Baker. 

Mr. BOYD said, that he was already a member 
of two other committees; the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
It was scarcely possible for him to attend to the 
duties of three committees, and he therefore asked 
to be excused from further service, either on the 
Committee on the Territories, or on the Commit- 

4ce on Roads and Canals, in the-discretion of. the 
Speaker. Sey 
- The SPEAKER said, the gentleman would be 
excused from further service on one of the commit- 
tces, and an appointment made accordingly. 

The special order (the consideration of bills re- 
lating to the Territories) having been postponed to 
this day— 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLASS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. MeCuniianp, of Michi- 
gan, in the chair,) on the said order. 

When the committee last rose, it had under con- 
sideration the bill to grant a certain quantity of land 
to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wiscon- 
sin rivers, and to connect the same by a canal in the 
Territory of Wisconsin; the question being on the 
proviso heretofore offered by Mr. McCiernann to 
the second section. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to offer a substitute 
for that proviso. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON rose to suggest to the 
gentlemen having charge of this business, to pass || 
by this bill, and to take up others that were press- į 
ing, and that ought to be passed. The bill under | 
consideration would be resisted, and the time al- | 
loted to the special order be entirely consumed in | 
debate. | 

4 


Mr. DOUGLASS said he was willing to accede 
to the suggestion of the gentleman, and to take up |i 
the bill defining the boundaries of the Territory of | 
Towa. So far as himself and the Delegate of the | 
Territory were concerned, he believed there would-}| 


be no controversy on that bill. y ali 
So the bill in relation to the Fox and Wisconsin | 


rivers was laid aside for the present. j 
BOUNDARIES OF IOWA. ! 

The committee proceeded to consider the “bill 4 
to define the boundaries of the State of Iowa, and j; 
to repeal so much of the act of the 3d of March, i 
1845, as relates to the boundaries of Iowa. | 


Mr. RATHBUN objected to the consideration 
of the bill in this committee; the bill was not strictly 
a Territorial bill, and should not have been placed 
on the Territorial calendar. oe 


Mr. DROMGOOLE said that this bill was very 


properly referred to this committee; it was a bill 
fixing the boundaries of a Territory, and therefore 
strictly Territorial business. ` 
The objection was- not pressed. ; 
Mr. ROCK WELL, of Massachusetts, observed 
that there was already a law. passed at the last ses- 
sion, after considerable discussion, defining ‘the 
bounds of Iowa. The present bill was altogether 
different in its provisions. It included a much 
larger amount of territory, going to extend the 
new. State from the Mississippi to the Missouri 


river. According to the bill now reported from. 


the Committee on the Territories, the State of 
lowa would include 53,470 square miles, its north- 
ern boundary being the latitude of 43° 30'. Since 
the passage of the former law, proceedings had 
taken place in the Territory, which would be -ex- 
plained: by the Delegate. It seemed that there did 


exist some difference of opinion in the Territory || 


in regard to this question of boundary. From the 
memorial now presented it seemed that a portion of 
the population in the northern part of the Territory 
did not wish to be included within the line as laid 
down in the bill, but would prefer having it estab- 
lished on the parallel of 42°. 

The amendment moved by Mr. R. was to that 
effect, though he should -be better pleased: if the 
present bill should not pass at all, and the law 
passed at the Jast session should be suffered to re- 
main. Nothing would then be required but the 
assent of the people of Iowa to make the Territory 
into a State, and bring it into the Union. He 
thought it would, with the existing boundaries, be 
large enough to answer all useful purposes. It 
would then have a territory amounting to 44,300 
square miles. The State of New York contained 
46,000; Pennsylvania 43,900; so that it would hold 
an intermediate rank between the two. But the 
present bill enlarged it to upwards of 53,000, and 
extended the State across those highlands which, 
it had been maintained, would constitute the best 
‘western boundary. 

Mr. R. did not wish to consume time. in deba- 
ting the bill. He had submitted these remarks 
only because he wasa member of the Committee 
on the Territories, and he therefore felt it his dut 
to express his views. He should leave the bill 
wholly to the management and decision of gentle- 
men from the West, who felt a greater interest 
than he did in its fate. 

Mr. VINTON inquired how large an extent the 
present bill would include in the State? 

Mr. ROCK WELL said 53,470 square miles. 

Mr. DOUGLASS thought the gentleman was 
mistaken in this statement. The Commissioner 
of the General Land Office had stated it officially 
at 50,915 square miles. ’ 

Mr. ROCK WELL said he had spoken from the 
report of last year. : 

Mr. DOUGLASS said the Commissioner’s re- 
port had been made since. This subjèct: was by 
no means new to the House.  Ithad occasioned'a 
good deal of trouble at the last session. “Mr. D. 
had then been in favor of curtailing the dimensions 
of the State; but he was now perfectly satisfied 
that, whatever might have been the grounds in 
favor of the boundary established last year, it 
would be the very worst that could be agreed upon; 
the most unnatural;. the most inconvenient for the 
State itself, and leaving the balance of the territory 
in the worst shape for the formation of other new 
States, 

Mr. D. was fully satisfied that the Missouri 


ought to he the western boundary of the new State. | 


It ought to extend from the one viver to the other, 
and if its limits suffered any curtailment, it ought 
to he on the north. The committee had already 
curtailed the extent of the State, so that it was less 


| than the people had asked for, and Jess than their 


Delegate had desired. They had reduced it from 
the boundaries agreed on last year by fifteen thou- 


sand square miles; they had diminished the State | 


at the north, and extended it towards the west, so 
that it should reach from the Mississippi to the 


The bill having been read through— | 
Mr. ROCKWELL, of Massachusetts, moved to l 


Missouri, and should reach on the north to the 


amend the first section of the bill by striking out |) parallel of 43° 30’. 
i 


vutes,”’ where they occur, and inserting in lieu there- 
of, forty-two degrees. ; 


the words “forty-three degrees and thirty min- il 


There was another fact which ought not to be 
forgotten. The people of Iowa by a very large 
majority had rejected the boundary established by 


i the last Congress, onthe ground: that’ it didnot 
afford them territory enough. ‘They ‘had since 
then formed a new constitution; but on -thë close 
-of the convention, and just before it adjourned; 
they had come to a compromise, reconsidered their 
vote, and adopted the constitution, inserting init 
the boundaries contained. in the present bill: so 
that, if the presént bill should pass, the Territory 
of Iowa would at. once come in asa State of the 
Union, But if.Congress should determine to.change 
the boundary from’that. contained inthe: bill, the 
people would be under the necessity: of holding 
another convention and adopting a new constitu- 
tion, and thus the existing disputes which had been: 
happily terminated would be renewed-and perpet- 
uated. He trusted no.such course would be:pur- 
sued. : : ae ee 

' He was aware that one meeting had been holden 
in the town of Dubuque, in which a memorial had 
been adopted recommending. as a boundary the 
parallel of 42°; and he was‘also aware of the influ- 
ences which had produced that result. He intended 
nothing disrespectful to the citizens of that respec- 
table town. He could not; for:he had a thousand 
reasons to be grateful to them: buthe knew that 
the people of Dubuque, however anxious, they 
might be for this line of 420, were still more anx- 
ious that Lowa should be-enlarged, and that their 
town should.be made the centre of the State; but 
they were not willing to have the boundary come 
close to them, so that they would be placed on the 
frontier. They wished either for such an arrange- 
ment as should cause Dubuque to be the largest 
town in a little State, or else to make it the central 
town, of a large State. But, whatever might be 
their particular wishes in ‘the matter, Mr. D. was 
certain that the people of Iowa, as a man, were 
opposed to the line for which they petitioned, and 
would prefer that laid down in the bill. -Should 
the bill pass in its: present form, the new. State 
would not be a large one; it would contain‘but fifty 
thousand square miles, which would make it less 
than Illinois; ten thousand miles less than Michi- 
gan; and almost twenty thousand less. than Mis- 
souri. He did not, therefore, consider the people 
of Iowa as having been at.all unreasonable in their 
requests. The ‘boundaries, as laid down ‘in the 
‘bill, were all. natural boundaries: :on one side, the 
State would have the Mississippi,:on the other the 
Missouri, and on the north the dividing ridge be- 
tween the valley of the Des Moines river and the 
St. Peter’s. He could not imagine‘a more suitable 
boundary in that direction, and he hoped the bill 
would receive the assent of the committee. i 

Mr. RATHBUN; though in favorof*the gen- 
eral object of the bill, thought that its details ought 
not to pass without examination. Tle new State 
of Iowa, according to this bill, would contain be-- 
tween fifty and sixty thousand square miles. But 
a small portion of this extent now contained any 
people; it was not settled. From the greater. part 
of this vast extent no voice would for some time:be 
‘heard on that floor... The settlements were chiefly 
onthe river, from whence they were gradually ex- 
tending back into the country, but they-had not-yet 
‘got there. ‘The ‘people were looking with a mis- 
‘taken: view -only at the’ relative: magnitude of the 
Statė to ite:sister States, and'seemed quite to over- 
look whatwas much moreimportant--corivenience, 
compactness, and adaptation to their own use. 
Whatever might be the wisk of those now inhab- 
iting the comparatively small part of thé State which 
was as yet settled, it was the duty-of Congress to 
legislate with a view to thé fature; and with regard 
to the interest of the whole country. ‘There: were 
now but about one hundred: and ‘twenty or two 
hundred: thousand people in the Territory, but give 
the State the extent proposed in this'bill, and the 
same population to a square mile which was to-be 
found in Massachusetts and New York, and :this 
State of Iowa alone would contain more than three 
millions of people: yes, more than four millions. 
The State of New York, with an extent of forty- 
four thousand square miles, a considerable portion 
of which was broken and utterly worthless, con- 
tained now nearly three millions of inhabitants; 
but here was a Territory with a virgin soil of the 
highest possible fertility, and scarcely any broken 
or useless territory, and enjoying every possible 
advantage for becoming a great and powerful com- 
monwealth, and it was proposed to give her not 
only as much soil as New York, but.some twenty 
thousand square. miles mores : me 

Mr. DOUGLASS here interposed to say that in 
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the last statement the gentleman.was wholly mis- 
taken; the amount of her territory, should this bill 
prevail; would exceed that of New York by only 
six thousand square miles. ° 

_ Mr. RATHBUN. resuming, said he had exam- 
ined the map, and found that the State would con- 
tain more than fifty-three thousand square miles, 
while New York had but forty-four thousand. If 
the boundary of Iowa was fixed where it should 
be, it would not only make her a compact and val- 
uable State, but would ‘leave suitable space to the 
north of her, and within the territory of the Uni- 
ted ‘States, to form another State on Rock river. 


According to the bill passed at the last session, | 


there would be left space not only for one State on 
the north, but for another on the west of Iowa. 
‘Mr.R. entreated gentlemen to pause and to consider 
what was the duty they owed, not merely to the few 
thousand people now in Iowa, but to the country 
generally. Let them remember that one of the chief 
ingredients in our safety was to maintain a due 
proportion and: balance between the power of the 
Northern and the Southern States. ‘This could not 
be done by, forming territory at the North into 
States consisting of fifty or sixty thousand square 
miles, and suffering one State at the South to be 
subdivided into four or five There were elements 
in this confederacy which required the preservation 
of a constant check and balance between its differ- 
ent parts: That-balance thus far had been hap- 
pily preserved, and Mr. R. was for continuing to 
preserve it, 

There were other objections to this bill. ‘These 
gentlemen who were the Representatives of large 
States well knew that though their large repre- 
sentations gave them some power in that House, 
they had none in the Senate beyond the smallest 
State in the Union; and, besides, the larger the 
State the more expensive and the more difficult 
would it be to maintain and preserve the institu- 
tions necessary for.its well-being. This whole sub- 
jecthad been thoroughly discussed at the last Con- 

ress. The House had then embodied its decision 
in a law, and Mr. R. preferred the decision of that 
House to any decision of a convention in Iowa. 
[Mr. R. here read the Jaw of last session.] 

But the committee had been told that the people 
of Iowa had rejected that boundary. They had 
done no such thing. It was true they had rejected 

. the constitution which embraced these boundaries, 
but their objections were rather to the constitution 
itself than to the boundaries it had laid down. Had 
the question of boundary been separated from the 
question of constitution, the boundary ‘would have 
been assented to. à ii ist 

Mr. R. did not object that Iowa should be a 
large State and should stand-in the first class, but 
he objected to having territory formed into large 
States atthe: North and small ones at the South. 
Texas, which did. not contain more than twice as 
much territory, was allowed by the act of annex- 
ation to form in process of time four or five States. 
An example of the evil arising from such an ar- 
rangement. was to be found in the case of Ilinois, 
where two distinet portions of territory with inte- 
rests entirely diverse were thrown into one com- 
munity. He referred to the mining districts at the 
north and the rich agricultural districts at the south 

_ of the State. He hoped a similar error would not 

* be committed on the présent occasion. 

Mr. R. here went into some remarks in regard to 
the provisions of the ordinance of 1787, which had 
at first required that no State in the northwestern 
territory should be larger than one hundred and 
fifty miles square, but which was so changed that 
the single State of Ilinois was between four and 
five hundred miles long, and between two and 
three ‘hundred miles in width. This change had 
been broken up in consequence of that progress of 
things by which the northern States became wholly 
freed from slavery, while those at thé South were 
filled with a slave population. Under what policy 
this had been done it was not for him to say; it was 
now settled past alteration; but an opportunity was 
at present afforded, when territories asked to come 
into the Union, for Congress to prescribe their 
boundaries as States, and to fix them so as to ad- 
just the balance of power. He held that those who 
represented the southern interest were just as much 
interested in this asany others. It wasa princi- 
ple which addressed ‘itself to the sound sense of 
every man. - That House was the only branch of 
the Government where this balance could be 
spreserved, and he hoped that matters might so 
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fall out that while one State was added to the 
North, another might come in at the South. Should 
the two Territories of Iowa and Wisconsin now 
come in, they would be a balance to those of Flori- 
da and Texas, so that we should preserve'the pro- 
portion which had existed for years past; and then, 
when yet more States should be ready.at the North, 
the population of Texas would probably have so 
mah increased that she could be subdivided and 
keep up the balance at the South. 

On the whole, Mr. R. was for preserving the 
boundary which had been settled last year; ‘but if 
that must be rejected, then he was willing that 
Towa should have about as large an extent as New 
York. Its soil was the best on the globe. ‘There 
was no limit to its fertility and ils capacity for sus- 
taining human life; and could the Delegate in rea- 
son ask that he should have such a State as would 
by and by enable him to represent three millions 
anda half of people? He thought it would be 
better for lowa herself to limit her extent to about 
forty thousand miles, Ohio stood high in this 
Union, and her power and influence in that body 
was hourly increasing. Yet she had less territory 
than New York; and now it was asked that lowa 
should supersede both. Mr. R. was against making 
empires; he preferred that we should have States 
in this Union. Let it be remembered that when 
once this boundary was fixed it was fixed forever. 

Mr. DODGE, the Delegate from Iowa, ex- 
sin his regret that the gentleman from New 

ork should have made the speech which he had 
deemed it his duty to do. He remembered that, 
during the great Texas question, the objection to 
the admission of that State had been met by the 
alleged fact that Iowa had a territory of eighty 
thousand square miles; yet she had in fact but 
sixty thousand seven hundred, which was less than 
the contents of Virginia. He thought his people 
had been very reasonable in their demands, and 
they considered themselves as quite safc, so long 
as they kept their limits within those which had 
been ‘allowed to Missouri. Every Legislature 
which had ever met in that Territory had recom- 
mended the same boundaries on the east and west; 
they had all insisted on having the Mississippi on 
the one side and the Missouri on the other, ‘Che 
people of the Territory had always been in the 


jabit of connecting those rivers with the notion of 


their State boundary; and when, at the last session, 
they found that Congress had given them, instead 
of ‘these, mere arbitrary and artificial lines, they 
rose up as one man, and, by an overwhelming vote, 
rejected the Constitution. Had the boundary ques- 
tion been separated (as the gentleman from New 
York had suggested) from the question of the Con- 
stitution, the boundary would not have received 
five hundred votes: they rejected the Constitution 
chiefly because the boundary was in it. They 
preferred having a large State with 60,500 square 
miles, and they had instructed their Delegate by 
no means to accept of any amendment which 
should cut them off from the Mississippi and 
Missouri rivers. In conformity with their wishes, 
Mr. D. had by leave introduced a bill granting 
them the whole of what they asked. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories. Mr. 
D. had appeared and pleaded their cause before 
the committee a number of times, but could not 
succeed; the committee struck out the boundaries 
he had proposed, and had inserted others, which, 
while they extended the State from the Mississippi 
to the Missouri, gave it but 43,300 miles of sur- 
face. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office stated the contents to be 50,915 square 
miles. Admitting this to be the size of the State, 
how would Iowa compare with other States of the 
Union? She would have say 51,000 square miles. 
Virginia had 64,000; Georgia had 58,200; Mich- 
igan had 60,000; while Missouri had 67,415 square 
miles, being 17,000 more than was asked for lowa; 
Alabama had 50,000, and Florida 53,000. 

As for the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Rarusun,] he seemed disposed neither to let lowa 
be a State nor to do anything for her as a Terri- 
tory. When a bill had been up the other day 
granting her some little matters by way of an outfit 
as a Territory before her marriage to the Union, 
this same gentleman rode.over it rough shod; he 
cut and slashed and slew to the right and left. He 
was for keeping the State from touching the Mis- 


{souri river; and when she asked anything as a 
“Territory, he immediately threw it into her teeth 


that she was presently to become a State. If the 


gentleman disliked the boundary in this bill, pray 
what boundary was he willing to grant? For as 
to that established. by the law of last session, he 
here told that gentleman. and ‘every other that it 
‘never would ‘be accepted. The boundary now 
proposed was far less than:that which his. people 
had-desived and hoped, but the committee had laid 
down such lines as they déemed-best.after looking 
at the whole subject.. ‘Until a week ago, Mr. D. 
had supposed that these never would be:submitted 
to, but he had recently received a létter which in- 
formed him that the convention towards the close 
of its sitting had agreed to accept; and though be- 
fore, on atest vote, the convention had insisted on 
having the firstboundary which had been demand- 
ed, only eight out of thirty-four dissenting, yet 
one day after they had received a statement of the 
boundary as now proposed, they had receded from 
their former ground, and agreed to accept these 
terms by a vote of forty-three to-thirty. Now the 
gentleman from New York was willing that the 
State should:have forty-four thousand square miles; 
these boundaries gave her but six thousand more. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Massachusetts, further 
explained the reasons which had induced him to 
move to amend the bill by substituting the parallel 
of 42° for that of 43° 30’; but, on further examina- 
tion, he had become satisfied that that parallel 
would reduce the dimensions of the State too 
much—bring them down, in fact, to about twenty- 
four thousand miles. He should, therefore, with~ 
draw that amendment, and would instead move 
that the bill be reported back to the House with 
a recommendation that it. be recommitted with in- 
structions that the committee should reconsider the 
northern boundary. ; 

Mr. R. supported this motion by insisting on 
the great fertility in the soil of Iowa, and the im- 
mense population which it would be able to sup- 

vorte He insisted on the opinion of the people of 

ubuque that the State would be too large to allow 
another to’ be formed above it on the Mississippi. 
He dwelt on the respectable character of these pe- 
titioners, and the weight which such an opinion, 
coming from such a quarter, ought to have on the 
committee. 

Mr. GORDON was for letting the people of Iowa 
have such a State as they themselves wanted. As 
to the balance between north and south, on which 
his colleague had so much insisted, Mr. G. thought 
there was another balance which they were equally 
bound to consult, and that was between’ the west- 
ern States and those onthe Atlantic. ‘But, on the 
whole, he was ready to allow the boundaries of 
the State to be where the people of the Territory 
desired to fix them. 

Mr. VINTON wished to state a few facts which 
he thought ought to have an influence on the House 
in deciding on this question. At the last :session 
this subject of creating States beyond the Missis- 
sippi had been fully considered, and no question 
except that of Texas had excited more interest in 
the House, and after full and extended debate, a 
bill passed by a great majority fixing the boundaries 
of lowa, and another forming a constitution for 
Wisconsin. The Senate passed the bill, and it be- 
came a law. The State of Towa, as determined by 
that bill, was of an intermediate size between 
Pennsylvania and New York. lt was at least fif- 
teen per cent. larger than the State of Ohio. While 
the latter had but thirty-nine thousand square miles, 
lowa had forty-four thousand. From all the in- 
formation which he could collect he was led to be- 
lieve that no part of these United States possessed 
an equal capacity for maintaining an immense pop- 
ulation. Her capacity in this respect was certainly 
equal to, if not greater, than that of any other part 
of the West. In addition to which, she enjoyed 
hydraulic facilities equal to any other State. He 
believed that Ohio, if fully peopled and cultivated, 
could as well maintain from eight to ten millions 
of bale as she now maintained the two millions ` 
of her present population; and he did not doubt the 
day was coming when such a result would be real- 
ized. Reasoning on the same ratio, what: might 
not Towa contain? It was, he knew, very natural 
for the people of a Territory to desire to have a 
great State; and, if Congress. was willing to let 
the people of Iowa cut and carve for themselves, 
he did not doubt that they would have their State 
extend to the mouth of the Columbia.’ 

But that was not the rule by which the House 
was to be regulated. In deciding a question of 
this kind, it should be considered on the broadest 
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grounds, as a great question of national policy, 
having respect to the partition of States between 
the Mississippi river and the Pacific ocean. If, as 
was expected by some gentlemen, we were about 
extending the boundaries of the Union still further 
than they reached at present, the question became 
more and more important as the Union was en- 
larged. The law of the last session ‘had been 
passed with great deliberation, and had been shaped 
with a view to the best data then in possession of 
the House. “What was the objection to it? It 
amounted to this, that the people of Iowa did not 
want to have their boundary fixed as the law es- į 
tablished it. Now, the boundary as settled at the 
last session had resulted from the adoption of the 
recommendations of M. Nicolet, an engineer of 
great science and intelligence. That gentleman 
had explored the whole of the West, and had made 
a report in regard to the best mode of dividing the || 
vast territory between the Mississippi river and the 
Rocky Mountains, and he had pointed out the | 
boundary of the future. States according to the || 
natural features of the country. It was he who, |j 
after the investigation of the country in question, | 
had proposed the boundary which Cougress had 
adopted. 
Mr. DOUGLASS, He never was there. _ 
Mr. VINTON. The gentleman from Illinois 
sald that Mr. Nicolet had never been there. 
Mr. DOUGLASS. He only went up one river | 
and down the other. 
Mr. VINTON could not say but that might be. || 
His report certainly described very minutely and 
correctly both the geological and geographical fea- 
tures of the country, and the boundaries had been 
laid down according to his map. It was now pro- 
posed to allow to Lowa fifty-one thousand square 
milesinstead of forty-three thousand. Why should 
this be done? Was not Pennsylvania a large and 
mighty State? Was not Ohio a respectable mem- 
ber of the Union? Why should Iowa have so 
much more territory than either? Jf her soil were |; 
barren, and the surface of her territory broken and |! 
unfit for cultivation, it would be a different case, 
for a desert was no better than a lake. But, in- 
stead of that, her territory consisted of the richest 
and most productive soil im the known.world. If 
the new State should be capable of sustaining as 
great a population as that of New York or Penn- 
sylvania, he thought it was sufficient, and that the 
people of the territory might very well be content- | 
ed, ‘The people of Iowa wanted different bound- į 
aries. That might be; but when Congress was | 
dividing the territory belonging to the Union, and |! 
Jaying it out into States, it ought to consider what 
the public and general policy of the country re- 
quired, and what would be the influence of its ac- 
tion, not merely on the new State to be created, but 
on all the States .of the Confederacy. Mr. V. was |} 
disposed to pay a proper degree of respect to the 
wishes and convenience of the peple of Towa, but 
he utterly denicd that their will was to be the par- 
amount law that must govern Congress in its 
action. The people of that ‘Territory had gone to 
work in a way that had not been usual heretofore. |! 
Instead of leaving it to the other members of the | 
Confederacy in what way they chose to partition 
out their own territory, this handful of people ina || 
‘Territory laid out for themselves a State of inor- 
dinate dimensions, and of such a form and extent |! 
as would destroy the symmetry and due propor- 
tion of other Staies to be created in their immedi- | 
ate vicinity. Mr. V. thought that if they had a 
State assigned them, with suitable boundaries, 
equal in extent and superior in fertility to Penn- 


j 


j disclaimed. any such view. 


| free and the slave States. 


York had represented this as a question between 
the Northern and Southern States.. Mr. V. wholly 
The question had 
been put on other -grounds in the last Congress. 


| It so happened that a majority of the States of the 


Union was found at present on the Atlantic sea- 
board, while on the other hand the entire valley 


watered by the Mississippi and its tributaries con- | 


stituted by nature one continuous and connected 
system, whose great interests never could-be dis- 
severed. This vast and fertile valley was occu- 
pied by some States in which slavery existed, and 
by others where it did not; but, notwithstanding 
the distinction, they were inseparably linked and 
beund together by the hand of nature herself. 
Their prosperity was mutually dependant upon 
each other: Ohio. was bound to Louisiana, Mis- 
souri was bound to Iowa, and all the States lying 
between were connected together in the same man- 
ner. The valley would, iu process of time, con- 


|| tain two-thirds of the population of the Union, and 


by making these new Western States very large, 
Congress would be laying the foundation: for fu- 
ture empires beyond the mountains. Fo that it 
must come at last. 

Now, by giving these States such very large 
boundaries, the result would be this: that while 
the vast majority of the population of the United 
States would lic west of the mountains, the West- 
ern States which contained them, owing to their 
small numbers, would be in the minority in the 
Senate, while they would have a vast majority in 


i| the other House. The country north of the Obio, if 


it should be restrained according to the ordinance 
of 1787, so as to contain no more than five States, 
could have but ten voices in the Senate, though it 
was able to sustain fifty millions of people. Every 
Western man must perceive in a moment, whether 
Western policy did or did not enjoin the enlarge- 
ment of the new States. By making these States 
so very kuge, gentlemen were obviously and inev- 
itably destruying the ultimate power, weight, and 
influence of the West in this Government. Asa 
Western man Mr. V. had always resisted this, 
and always should resist it. He was perfectly 
willing that Jowa should be a large State, and that 
she should be in the same class with the greatest 
States of the Union: But that was all which jus- 
tice required; it was all that the West ought to 
consent to, if, as wise men, they had any regard 
to the relative power of the Westin the Conted- 
cracy. ‘The decision on this very bill would affect 
every man living beyond the mountains, and Jowa 
herself was as deeply interested in the policy as 
any other portion of the great West. 

This with Mr. V. was a controlling considera- 
tion. He believed that the great western valley 


| would be the conservative power of this Union. 


‘Whoever on the Atlantic shore or whoever on the 
South might, from embittered feelings, be disposed 


ito disrupt the Union, the people of the valley 


would not consent that it should be dissolved. 
Having the great mass of the population and pow- 
er of the Confederacy, they would never suffer 
themseives to be divorced from the great commer- 
cial marts, cither on the: Atlantic or in the Gulf. 


| Whenever such an -attempt should be made, the 


entire mass of western Statcs would present one 
unbroken front. Jt was therefore a question be- 
tween the East and the West, and not between the 
In this great question, 
western Virginia and Mississippi and Louisiana 


i had the same interest with Ohio and Indiana and 
| Illinois, and all the States to be formed north of 


them. 
The links of this great western chain could never 


sylvania or New York, it was quite enough, They 
would leave room for two other good States on the 
Mississippi and Missouri; but 1f the. present bill | 
should prevail, there could be but one more State 
formed between those rivers. ; 

Mr. V. admitted that the boundaries proposed | 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rock- 


propose before he took his scat to amend the pres- 
ent bill by striking out the words 30°, after the 
words 430, so as to leave the 43d parallel as the 
northern boundary of the State. This would then 
leave a State of the same class in point of size with | 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. He had no 
objections that the State should run from river to 
river with 43° for a boundary; there would be 
room for two good States above it. 2 

One principle had been asserted to which Mr. 
YV. could not subscribe. The gentleman from New 


be tora asunder, And yet this conservative power 
of the Union might be rendered powerless, and all 
its strength frustrated, by depriving it of its own 
due representation in the Senate of the’ United 
States. Wherever the great mass of population 


| existed, there the political power ought to exist. 


WELL] would leave the State too small. He should |; It was on these principles that Mr. V. must ever 


be opposed to the formation of great and extensive 
States in the Mississippi valley. He thought we 
had carried this indulgence of the wishes of the 
Territories quite far enough. Be saw no good 
reason for changing the law of the last session; 
but, if it must be changed, let the boundary be 
fixed at 43° north, and in that shape he should 
į cheerfully vote for the bill. ; 

| Mr. DOUGLASS said that though he concurred 


entircly and most heartily in the able general views 
j and principles which had just been expressed by 


8, 


the gentleman from. Ohio; he: could’ not go with 
him in the conclusion. to-which he came. What 
‘did the gentleman propose? He would take off a 
strip of territory about thirty miles wide from river 
to river. In:doing this he would prefer a: natural 
boundary. ‘The line, as now proposed, run on a 
dividing ridge which turned: the waters north and 
south... It was a barren unproductive stretch. of 
country, unfit for. cultivation except in the imme- 
diate vicinity of the Mississippi; in proof of which’ 
he might refer to the fact: that when travelling this 
part of the country the United States troops had 
een obliged to carry wood for cooking their 
victuals for forty miles on horseback... 0". 

The difference, therefore, to either’ the State of 
Towa, or.to the State north of it, whether the line 
run thirty miles higher or lower, would be as noth- 
ing; while, on the other hand, the adoption of this 
amendment would compel the people of Iowa to 
hold another convention, and agree to another con- 
stitution, while in fact they would save nothing. If 
it were not for this consideration, Mr. D..would be 
perfectly indifferent ag to the adoption or rejection 
of the amendment. .. eee: 

Mr. DODGE (speaking. under obvious. excite- 
iment) said that he should be reckless to, the duty 
he owed to a generous and confiding people did he 
not oppose the amendment which had now been 
moved. The gentleman from Ohio had taken oc- 
casion to repeat, in substance, the speech which he 
had made ‘at the last session. He had said that 
this subject created great excitement in the House 
ait the last session, but. the truth was, that, except 
that produced by the gentleman’s own speech, 
there had been none atall. . The bill. came before 
the House when the minds of certain gentlemen 
were smarting under the recent annexation of Tex- 
as; and he must do the gentleman from Ohio the 
justice to say, that his speech on that occasion had 
evinced great ability, and he had exhibited ‘great 
'ndush y in following it up afterwards and. making 
it as effective as possible. He had had his speech 
put in pamphlet form, and laid on the desks of 

enators, when the bill went to the other House, 
and he had gone personally among them, and ex- 
erted his utmost influence in its behalf; -nor had he 
labored in vain. jon ibaa eta Fg re eg 

The gentleman had complained, that the people 
of Iowa had taken the matter of boundary into their 
own hands, and had proceeded: without any pre- 

aratory action on the part of the House. Mr. D. 
had struggled hard to obtain such action before: 
hand, The- House had given the State,sixty-five 
thousand square miles; but the gentleman had fol- 
lowed his speech into the Senate, and had, by the 
exertion of his talent and industry, obtained the 
passage of the law in the shape-it assumed last ses- 
sion, and which the people of Iowa rejected. 

As to the gentleman’s amendment, it would. cut 
the river Des Moines, which was. the chief river 
of Iowa, and on which the ultimate seat of Goy- 
ernment. must be placed, directly into two.’ The 
act.of the last session, too, cut-them off from the 
Missouri.. In such boundaries the. people-of Iowa 
never. would acquiesce.: But- the dentléwian bad 
that, as tọ. their wishes. and feelings, they should 
be disregardéd, and that Congress should look only 
at, the great lines of public: policy: and. the danger 
of future disunion; and all. that. God forbid-that 
Mr. D. should attempt for.a moment: to dictate the 
line of policy that-should:be adopted by the people 
of the United States!. But-the course of the gen- 
Ueman was quite consistent. .Itswonild not be for- 
gotlen that this was the course of the constant, 
stern, undeviating, eternal opponent. of preémption 
rights and of the graduation of the public lands, 
This great advocate of Western interests had made 
these vital points, joined with his Atlantic allies in 
open opposition to the West. . He deserved, there: 
fore, at. least the praise of consistency. But it was 
somewhat remarkable that gentlemen from Mas- 
sachusetts and New York should ‘stand with this 
Western champion in opposing this Western bill. 
It was very strange that gentlemen from that part 
of the Union should so strenuously oppose a bill 
which, according to the gentleman from Ohio, was 
fo secure to their section of the Union such a 
mammoth power. 

If Mr. D. remembered right the greenest laurels 
which adorned this gentleman’s brow shad been 
acquired by his great‘and memorable exertions in 
extending the boundaries of Ohio against.the weak 


„and feeble Territory of Michigan. On that-occa- 


sion the gentleman could override and ‘break down 


aug! 
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the ordinance of °1787,*on whi¢h he now laid so 
great~stress——an- ordinance which the venerable 
ex-President of the United States [Mr. Avams] 
had declared on that -floor:to be as binding as any 
law, human or divine. “Arguments against the 
bill might-proceéd: with. some propriety from that 
gentleman when.-he was- repared to restore the 
plundered territory to the State of Michigan—ter- 
ritory which had been seized ; plundered, and trans- 
ferred at tlie point of the bayonet, by the, hand of 
violence and civil strife,in a contest where brother 
stood against brother, and father against son. 

_ These remarks of Mr. Doper Jed to explana- 
tions on the part of Messrs. VINTON and THUR- 
MAN, as to the events of the celebrated border 
war between Ohio and Michigan, After which, 
the question. was ‘taken on Mr. Vinron’s amend- 
ment, and decided in the negative—ayes 54, noes 
IO. 

At the conclusion of the debate—- 

Mr. BOWLIN moved an amendment to the bill, 
so as to déscribe the boundaries of the State in the 
precise terms or language used in the constitution 
formed. by the convention of Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


WISCONSIN. 


The'bill to enable the people of the Territory of 
Wisconsin to form a constitution and State Gov- 
ernment, and for the admission of such State into 
the Union, was then taken up. 

A debate here sprang up, in which Messrs. 
DROMGOOLE and DOUGLASS were the chief 
combatants, but in which Messrs. VINTON and 
THURMAN also took part. It turned on the 
question, whether the ordinance of 1787 was or was 
not obligatory on Congress, in that part of it 
which restricted the number of States to be formed 
out of the Northwest Territory to the number of 
five. It was contended, on the one hand, that it 
did bind Congress; because Congress had accepted 
the cession from Virginia with that condition in it. 
Tt was maintained, on the other hand, that other 
States also claimed the territory, and also ceded it, 
and that, in their deeds of cession, no such con- 
dition was found; that Virginia had no more right 
to bind the United States than they had; that it was 
doubtful whether the territory belonged to Virginia 
at all, or at least whether she had a better title to 
it than the other States which claimed it; and 
finally, that, whether the deed of cession had or 
had not once been binding, it was superseded and 
virtually annulled as to the restriction of new States 
by the clause in the Constitution which allowed, 
Congress to admit new States into the Union, with- 
out any restriction as to number or size. ` 

The committee resumed the consideration of the 
bill to. grant a quantity of land to aid in the im- 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and 
to connect the same. by a canal in the ‘Territory of 
Wisconsin. ee R a 

‘When this bill was under consideration on the 
4th instant, the question pending was on an amend- 
ment of Mr. McCiernann. . He now modified 
his amendment, when it was agreed to; and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The bill to authorize the constituted authorities 


of the county of Polk, in the Territory of Iowa, | 


to enter a quarter-section of land for a seat of jus- 
tice, was taken up and read, and, no amendment 
being proposed, was laid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

The bill to repeal an act of the 3d of March, 
1843, “for the relief of the Stockbridge Indians, 
in the terrritory of Wisconsin, and for other pur- 
poses,” was next taken wp. 

The bill repeals the act of 3d March, 1843, 
which made the- whole Stockbridge tribe of In- 
dians citizens of the United States, and restores 
them to their ancient form of government. -The 
second section directs the Governor: of Wiscon- 
sin to open. a- book for the enrolment of such of 
the tribe as shall desire to become and remain 
citizens of the United States, the book to continue 
open three months; after which the township of 
land now held by the Indians shall be divided into 
two parts—one for the Indians, and the other for 
the citizens, according to their relative riumbers; 
the Indian lands to-be held in common, the others 
to be divided among the citizens by metes and 
bounds.. Those Indians who become. citizens for- 
feit their right to any portion of the annuity now 
payable, or which may hereafter become payable, 
from the United States to the Stockbridge tribe of 


-and 1822, and for quieting all other claims, that 


of Missouri, between ranges 17 and 18 degrees west |! 


Indians. The third section provides, as an indem- 
nity for money paid by the Stockbridges to the 
Winnebagoes and Menomonies in the years 1821 


the sum of two thousand dollars be paid to said 
tribe. . i 
The bill, on motion of Mr. MARTIN, was 
amended by substituting ‘the ‘sub-agent for In- 
dian affairs” in place of “the Governor of Wis- 
consin,” to open books of enrolment, and in fixing 
the metes and bounds of lands to be assigned to 
Indians becoming citizens of the United States. 
Also, increasing the amount appropriated in the 
third section from $2,000 to $5,000. 

Two other immaterial amendments were also 
made to the bill at the instance of Mr. MARTIN; 
when it was laid aside to be reported to the House. 

The committee then*proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill granting certain lands to the Terri- 
tory of Iowa to aid in the improvement of the Des 
Moines river. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enuctel by the Senate und House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
there be and hereby is granted to the Territory of Iowa, for 
the purpose of aiding said Territory to improve the naviga- 
tion of the Des Moines river from its mouth to the Racoon | 
Fork, (s0 catled,) in said ‘Lerritory, one equal moiety, in 
alternate sections of the public lands, (remaining unsold, 
and not otherwise disposed of, incumbered, or appropriated,) 
in a strip five miles in width on each side of said river; to 
be velceted within said 'Perritory by an agent or agents to be 
appointed by the Governor thereor, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘Vuat the tands hereby 
granted shall not be conveyed or disposed of by said Terri 
tory, nor by any State to be formed oat of the same, except 
as said improvements shall progress; that is, as soon asa 
section or mile, or any greater extent of such work, shall be 
completed, and duly certified by the Governor of said Verri- 
tory or State to the President of the United States, the said 
‘Territory or State may sell and dispose of a quantity of said 
land, on each side of the work so completed and certified as 
aloresnid, equal to the value thereof; aud so trom time to 
lime, as the work progresses and said certificates are made, 
until said work is conspleted : Provided, Said lands shall be 
used for the purpose mentioned in this act, and no other, 

Seo. 3. And be it further enuted, That the said river Des 
Moines shall be and forever remain a pubdlie highway forthe 
use of the Government of the United States, free from any 
toll or other charge whatever for any property of the United 
States, or persons in their service, p ug through or along 
the same: Provided, always, That it shatl not be competent 
for the said ‘Perritory or future State of Lowa to dispose of 
said lands, or any of them, ata price lower than, forthe time 
being, shall be the minimum price of other publie lands, 

On motion of Mr. MeCLERNAND, the second 
section was stricken out, and another section ingert- 
ed in place thereof. 

Mr. DODGE moved to amend, by adding an ad- 
ditional section to the bill; which was agreed to. 

And the bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House. 


The bill to equalize the compensation of the sur- 
veyors-general of the public lands of the United 
States, and for other purposes, was then taken up. 

(The bill provides that the surveyor-general of 
the public lands in Wisconsin and Jowa, and the 
surveyor-general of the public lands in Arkansas, 
shall be entitled to the same compensation as other 
surveyors-general of the public lands, and the same 
allowance for clerk-hire as the surveyor-general 
northwest of the river Ohio. And it further provides, 
that deputy surveyors shall take an oath that their 
surveys are faithfully and correctly. made; and upon 
proof, in any court of competent jurisdiction, that 
surveys are not faithfully and correctly made, the 
deputy making and returning them shall be deem- 
ed guilty of perjury, and his bond shall thereupon 
be sued, and the institution of the suit shall act as 
a lien upon any property owned or held by such 
deputy or his sureties at the time of commencing 
sult.] i 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out the words ‘‘and surveyor-general of 
Arkansas.”’. The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

And the committee proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill disafiirming all laws of the Terri- 
tories of Iowa and Wisconsin granting banking 
privileges. 

No amendment being proposed, the bill-was laid 
aside to be reported. 

_ The bill to establish an additional land office in 
the Territory of Iowa, was next considered. 

[The bill provides for the creation of a new land 
office, for the sale of the public lands in Iowa, west 
ofa line running north from the northern boundary 


ji 


of the fifth principal meridian, to the line between 
townships 77 and 78 north; thence east with the 
| line between townships 77 and 78 north, to the line 
between ranges 12 and 13 west, thence north with 
the line between ranges 12 and 13 west, to the 
northern boundary of Iowa, ‘to be-called the west- 
ern land district.] oon sages 

The bill also provides. for. the appointment of a _ 
register and receiver for the land” office, with the: 
same compensation and powers, to perfom-duties. 
similar to those required of other land officers of 
the United States. -The office to be kept at such 
place as shall be designated by the President, who 
is also authorized to remove the same to any other 
place whenever he may think proper to do so. 

No amendment being proposed to the bill, it was 
laid aside to be reported to the House. , 

The bill for the relief of Joseph and Lindsey 
Ward, of the Territory of Wisconsin, wás taken 
up, and, being decided to be a private bill, and 
consequently not included in the special order for 
Territorial business, was thrown out. 

The bill to provide for the payment of the Iowa 
militia, called into service in December, 1839, was 
then taken up. ` f 

[The bill provides that the militia of the Territo- 
ry of Iowa, called into service in 1839, on the re- 
quisition of the United States marshal in that. 
Territory, and afterwards mustered by Lieutenant 
Ruggles, of the army, shall be paid as the militia 
of other States and Territories heretofore called 
i into service have been paid—the whole amount not 
to exceed $14,355. These militia were called out 
during the border war disturbances between Mis- 
| souri and Lowa.] 
| The bill was amended, on motion of Mr. 
| DODGE, by adding a proviso that no officer of a 
| grade higher than a captain shall receive pay. 

Mr. DODGE explained the bill, and said it had 
already twice passed the House, but too late to get 
through the Senate, 

Mr. G. W. JONES inquired if the militia: had 
| been called out by authority of the United States 
or by Territorial authority? 

Mr. DODGE answered, by the Governor and 
the Marshal, both of whom were officers appointed 
by the United States. 

Mr. JONES. «“ Yes, and to prosecute a quar- 
rel which they had no business to get into.” Mr. 
Joses then went on to oppose the bill, and moved 
that it be reported to the House with a recommen- 
dation that it do not pass. : 

Mr. DODGE defended the bill, . ; 

And the question was put on Mr. Jonns’s mo- 
tion, and it passed in the affirmative; and the bill 
will be reported accordingly. 

The bill to enable the people of Wisconsin Ter- 
ritory to forma Constitution and State Govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the 
i Union, was taken up; and, i 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, was amended in 
the first section by striking out the words “ re- 
siding within the limits hereinafter designated,” so` 
as to make it read that the people of Wisconsin be 
authorized to form a constitution, &e.; and, | 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, was further amend- 
ed by striking out from the proviso in the sixth 
propontion to be submitted to the convention of 

isconsin the condition that the convention shall 
provide by a clause in the constitution, to be irre- 
vocable without the consent of the United States, 
“that the said State doth consent to and accept the 
boundaries in the act prescribed.” 
| With these two amendments the bill was laid 
| aside to be reported to the House, 

The committee then rose and reported the bills 
upon which it had acted. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
mm reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
and— 

The bill to amend the act entitled an act to grant 
a quantity of land to the. Territory of Wisconsin 
for the purpose of aiding in opening a canal to con- 
nect the waters of Lake Michigan with those of 
Rock river, reported without amendment, was 
forthwith read a third time and passed. ; 

The bill making an appropriation for the survey 
of the Des Moines river was next taken up, and 
the question wasn its third reading— j 

= RATHBUN moved that it be laid on the 
table. 


The yeas and nays were taken on the motion, 


and there were—yeas 91, nays 46. 
So the bill was laid on the table. 
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The hill to aid in the construction of certain roads 
in the Territory of Wisconsin was next considered, 
and— 7 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved that the bill 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, asked for the yeas 
and nays; they were refused. 

‘And the question was put on Mr, Jongs’s mo- 
tion, and it was agreed to, and the bill was laid on 
the table accordingly. 

An adjournment was here moved and lost. 

‘And on motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, it was 
agreed to meet to morrow atten o’clock in the fore- 
noon. 

The bill making appropriations for certain im- 
provements in the Territory of Iowa next came up. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee said it was similar to 
the bill just laid on the table, and he would make 
the same motion with respect to this bill. 

The motion prevailed, and the bill was laid on 
the table. 

Another motion was here made that the House 
adjourn. 

It was negatived. - 

The bill to direct the sale of the reserved mineral 
lands in the States of Illinois and Arkansas, and 
the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, came up. 

This bill was amended in Committee of the 
Whole by substituting an entire new bill. 

The previous question was moved, and on the 
counting for the second a quorum did not vote. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuxspay, June 9, 1846. 


Mr. YULEE desired to know of the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands, when it was in- 
tended to take up the bill to reduco and graduate 
the price of the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses? i 

Mr. BREESE expressed the anxiety on the part 
of the committee to bave the bill alluded to, con- 
sidered and passed, and moved that it should be 
taken up with a view to making it the special or- 
der for Monday next, 

The motion to take up was agreed to, and the bill 
made the special order for Monday next. 

{A message was received from the House of 


Representatives, announcing that said House had | 


passed an act to amend the act entitled “ An act to 
grant a quantity of land to the Territory of Wis- 
consin, for the purpose of aiding in opening a canal 
to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with those 
of Rock river.] 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to furnish the Senate with a copy of such 
portion of a letter from Commodore Lawrence 
Kearny, United States navy, dated on or about 
the 31st ultimo, as relates to a dock at the navy 
yard, Pensacola. 

Mr. TURNECY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ex- 
empting from arrest and scizure the property of 


volunteers for debt during their continuance in the | 


military service of the United States. 

Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be directed to inquire into the best 
means of establishing a regular communication by 
mail between St. Augustine and Key West, and 
between Key West and Pensacola, and particular- 
ly whether the steamers connected with the reve- 


nue service can be employed for such purpose | 


without injury to the public interest. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- | 


trier of Columbia, reported, without amendment, 
the House resolution authorizing the erection of a 
monument to Washington upon the public grounds 
within the city of Washington, D. ©. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported, without amendment, the bill re- 
lating to, and increasing the duties of, the Attorney 
General. : 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the House bill for 
the relief of Langtry and Jenkins, reported it 
without amendment. 


Mr. D. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of Jonathan 
Tyne; which was ordered to be printed. 

The Senate considered the resolution submitted 
by Mr. CASS, providing for the. printing of 5,000 
copies of the Message of the President, received a 
few. days since, transmitting certain correspond- 
ence between the United States and Great Britain 


in relation to the right of search, a copy. of the pro-- 


test by Mr. Cass against the Quintuple Treaty, and 
the correspondence in relation thereto. 


Mr. HAYWOOD objected to this daily increase: |} 


of expenses, which were already too great. This 
Message had already been ordered to be printed for 
the use of the Senate, and would necessarily go 


into the public documents, and become part of the 


history of the country. The-cost of this extra 
number would be $1,500. = 

After a few words from Mr. CASS and Mr. 
BENTON, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Printing; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The Senate considered the resolution submitted 
by Mr. YULEE, inquiring into the expediency of 
granting alternate sections of the public lands to 
the several States in, which they lie, for the im- 
provement of the navigation of rivers and the prose- 
cution of public works; which resolution was 
negatived;ayes 12, noes 21. . 

The Senate considered the resolution, submitted 
yesterday by Mr. Hovsron, providing for the 
mecing of the Senate at the hour of ten o’clock, 

.M. 

Mr. NILES suggested, asa modification, that 
the hour of eleven be inserted instead often. ' 

Mr. HOUSTON accepted the modification; when 

On motion, it was ordered that the further con- 


sideration of the subject be postponed until Mon- | 


day next. 

The Senate considered the following resolution, 
submitted yesterday by Mr. Woovprinen, which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform the Senate whether any 
measures have been taken to carry into effect the 


.Qd and Gih articles of the treaty with the Chip- 


pewa Indians, entered into at La Pointe on the 4th 
day of October, 1842, so far as the same relates to 
the removal of those Indians from the mineral 
lands of Lake Superior, and whether any, and 
what suitable country has been, or is intended to 
be, provided for the future residence of those In- 
dians. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Bewron, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate, the re- 
port of the expedition led by Lieutenant Abert on 
the Upper Arkansas and through the country of the 
Cumanche Indians, inthe fallof the year 1845. 


Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate take up” 
| amotion to printa synopsis of: treasury reports, 


which had been laid on the table some weeks since. 

Mr. ATCHISON remarked that the subject had 
been discussed at some length at the time when the 
motion to print waslaid on the table. His objection 
to the resolution to print was founded on the im- 
propriety of sanctioning the unauthorized employ- 
ment of clerks by heads of departments. Fle trusted 
that the motion would continue to lie on the table, 
and he called for the yeas and nays on the question 
to take it up. j 

Mr. DAVIS hoped that the resolution would not 
be taken up in the absence of the Senator from 
Maine, (Mr. Evans,] who had, it appeared, taken 
the pains to inform himself thoroughly as to its 
merits. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN understood that the ques- 
tion was simply whether thé person who had per- 
formed the labor was entitled to compensation. 

Mr. ATCHISON remarked that the individual 
could prefer a claim for compensation; but he (Mr. 
A.) was not prepared to sanction such a, procedure 
on the part of an officer of the Government as had 
originated this matter. If one clerk could be em- 
ployed without authority, so might fifty. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Berrien, Cass, Chalmers, 
John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittendén, Hannegan, Jarnagin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Manguin, More- 
head, Pearce, Rusk, Sevier, Simmons, Webster, and Wood- 
bridge—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Calhoun, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, Davis, 


-nybacker, Phelps, Speight, Tutne 


yivood, Houston, - 
filler, Niles, Fens 
tiam; and est- 


Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfiel 
Huntington, Jenness; Lewis, McDi 


eott—28. : are i 
So the Senate refused:to take up the resolution. 
The Senate considered the report of the Com- 

mittee on Foreign Relations, asking torbe dis- 
charged from the further. consideration of the claim 
of the owners of the brig General Armstrong, and 
that the papers.and documents in’ relation thereto 
be laid on the table." `- me ay 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiaria, moved to strike 
out the resolution concluding the'report, and insert 
the following: : ; ee 

Resolved, ‘Phat the Secretary of State be request- 
ed to take proper meastires again to bring this‘sub- 
ject before the Portuguese Government. 

Mr. ATHERTON stated that the Committee 
on Foreign Relations had thought it best to leave 
this business in the hands of those who held the 
management of our Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WEBSTER. suggested that the proper 
course of procedure would be to refer the report to 
the Scerctary of State. is 

Mr. ARCHER said that the object of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonn- 
son] was only to render attention to the case more 
impérative on the Department of State, and added 
some remarks relative to the justice and interesting 
character of the claim. ee i 

Mr. ALLEN observed that the form of amend- 
ment was rather unusual, and that the Senator 
from Massachusetts had suggested the proper 
course. The honorable gentleman was. proceed- 
ing with some additional remarks, when he was 
interrupted by. . 

Mr. JO HNSON, of Louisiana, who expatiated 
at some length on the justice of the claim.” 

Mr. ALLEN then remarked that he had not 
disputed the justice of the claim at all. He had 
only ventured to make a suggestion as‘to the 
proper course of procedure. f 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON could sce no difficulty 
or impropriety in the amendment. In his humble 
judgment the attention of the Secretary should be 
invoked to the subject. fein 

Mr. SEVIER then moved that the further con- 
sideration of the subject be ‘postponed, and that 
the Senate proceed to the special order of the day— 
the Post Office appropriation bill. «°° ane 

Mr. WEBSTER Said, that, beyond all question 
or doubt, the true course was to refer to the Secre- 
tary of State. He supposed that this was a just 
claim, but so were a great many others of a ‘sim- 
ilar character; and he thought that they ought to 
be cautious in taking up indiscriminate claims 
against foreign governments and making them 
matter of legislative interference. Such subjects 
belonged properly to the Executive department. 
It belonged to the Executive to represent the just 
claims of their citizens against foreign govern- 
ments. That was the usual and appropriate course; 
and he hoped that in this instance it would not be 
thought proper to depart from it. He objected to 
thé amendment, certainly not on account of any, 
want of confidence in the justice of the claim, but 
because he did not. wish to open ‘the door'to the 
practice of individuals seeking and obiaining an ex- 
peson of the opinion of Congress as to the va- 
idity of their claims against foreign governments. 
If so, where would it end? He ‘thought ‘that all 
the ends of justice would be attained: by referring 
this matter tọ the Secretary of State. The expres- 
sion of their opinion would, be*thus inferentially 
given. At all events, it would be given as far as 
was proper. ' ` ae ae 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON could: see nothing im- 
proper in calling the attention of the Executive to 
the case. ` If it were improper to to so, the present 
would not be the first instance, by any means, in 
which that had been done. But this was a most 
remarkable case. For a period of more than thirty 

ears these claimants had been sceking redress. 
he Senator from Massachusetts would perceive 
that even the reference of the memorial and report 
as proposed by him was, according to his view, an 
improper interference. : 
Ar. WEBSTER. Not at all. ~ z 

Mr. CLAYTON. If they could refer the opinion 
of the committee, why not the opinion of the whole 
body? Where was the difference?’ If the Senator 


_ believed that this was a just claim against the Gov- 


ernment of Portugal, why not honestly say s0? 
Mr. LEWIS insisted on his motidn to post- 
pone. coe a ee SE 
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aid that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts had represented this as a course of pro- 
cedure without precedént.- It- was ‘not so. There 
had been hundreds of such cases. 

Mr. WEBSTER. -Name onë. 

Mr. ARCHER could not at presént name a 
ease, butif he had the records óf the Committee 
on Foréign Relations before him, he could refer to 
many similar cases. referred to the State Depart- 
ment: : 

Mr. WEBSTER. And'to'be presented to for- 
eign Governments? f 

Mr. ARCHER, Certainly. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I do not remember any such 
case. 

Mr. ARCHER made a few further remarks, 
and then the motion to postpone being put and 
agreed to, the Senate proceeded to the special or- 
der of the day. g 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department, for the year ending June 30, 
1847, when i 

Mr. NILES withdrew the amendment submitted 
by him a day or two ago, appropriating $25,000 
for steam mail service to: Liverpool, England, and 
submitted the following: 

“And the Postmaster General is hereby autho- 
‘ rized to apply twenty-five thousand dollars of the 
t money appropriated for mail transportation for a 
‘line of mail steamers from the United States to 
t Bremen, and a further sum of twenty-five thou- 
“sand dollars for a line of mail-steamers from the 
‘United States to Liverpool, in England; but no 
‘further sums shall be directed to any other ob- 
«jects than the transportation of the mail within 
«the United States.” 


Mr. NILES then said that he would request the 
attention of the Senate to a few remarks which he 
had to offer in explanation of the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS requested the honorable Senator to 
state the general terms of the contract. 

Mr. NILES replied, that by the terms of the Bre- 
men contract twenty trips were to be made annually 
to that port, touching at Cowes, at $350,000 per an- 
num fora term of four years. The contractors were 
to furnish four steamships, each of a tonnage of fif- 
teen hundred tons. The contract, in contempla- 
tion for the conveyance of the mails to Liverpool, 
embraced five steamships, making the same number 
of trips as to Bremen; each ship to be of two thou- 
sand tons or upwards, Thë Senate would under- 
stand that these contracts depended on the action of 
Congress, and that the appropriation was intended 
éssentially, if not entirely, for the purpose of giv- 
ing the sanction of Congress to the contracts, as the 
money would ‘not, in all probability, be wanted till 
next year. The Postmaster General considered 
this of great’ importance, and was not disposed to 
proceed farther without having thus received the 
sanction of Congress, Altogether independent of 
its bearing on the general interests of the country, 
the project was of great importance viewed as an 
indirect means. of securing to the Government in 
time of war the use of a steam navy. If anything 
was to be donc, he was satisfied that action must 
be immediate. The Cunard line was about to be 
duplicated, the trips to be made alternately from 
New Yorkand Boston; That addition would, how- 
ever, probably depend upon the fact-whether the 
American line were established or not. It would 
appear to be somewhat uncertain whether the Cu- 
nard company would proceed in duplicating their 
line in case of the establishment of the line now 
‘contemplated by the Postmaster General. He had 
a word or two to say with regard to the importance 
of this Tine; and he hoped that he would receive a 
little more attention from the Senate than he had 
been so fortunate as to mect when he addressed it 
on the same subject the otherday. In‘a commer- 
cial point of view the line to Bremen was not, per- 

‘haps, so important as the other; but there were 
connected with it numerous political advantages. 
To the people of Germany and Prussia the enter- 
prise was’ one of great importance. The Prussian. 
Minister took a deep: interest in it, and a special 
agent had been sent from Bremen for the express 
purpose of aiding in the completion of this work of 
commencing a-direct communication between. the 
United States and the German States, which would 
so materially enlarge the commercial] and political 
intercourse, and extend the relations of both coun- 


tries. Bremen was rapidly increasing in commer- 
cial importance, Its commerce had doubled within 
the last year. It-was the terminus of many- rail: 
roads which extended to various parts of Germany; 
and it was supposed-that the business intercourse 
of a large portion of Germany and Prussia, èm- 
bracing a population of forty or fifty millions, with 
this country, would centre at that point. That 
would-of course. make Bremen the grèat mart in 
which the staples of this country would be ex- 
changed. ; , 

With regard to the other route, every one was 
aware that the trade of the United States with the 
port of Liverpool was very great, and the course 
of that trade would be accommodated a good deal 
to this line of steamers. The most valuable: mer- 
chandise was now transported by these steamers, 
and the whole benefit of the transportation accrued 
to Great Britain. There was an urgent necessity 
for some legislation on that subject, and he had 
had the honor of reporting a will to meet that de- 
sideratum. Letters sent by these steamers were 
subject to a postage of twenty-five cents, and all 
letters conveyed in private ships were subject to a 
‘ship postage of six cents. The United States re- 
ceived nothing of that postage. They had no law 
for taking any postage on letters going to Europe 
or coming hither from Europe in private ships. Ta 
addition to all that, it was to be borne in mind that 
the United States were thus maintaining, by their 
money, ships which in time of war would be turned 
against them. They were public ships, at least 
they were designed to become such at any time 
when it was deemed necessary. ‘They were under 
contract to be taken into the publie service when 
occasion required. And it was, therefore, intended 
that the ships to be employed by the United States 
in conveying the mail to Europe should be liable 
at any time to be taken into the public service 
at the valuation of three competent appraisers. 
Whether they viewed this matter, therefore, with 
reference to the various matters connected with it 
in time of peace or as connected with the defence 
of the country, it appeared to him that by delay 
they not only abandoned a profitable enteprise to a 
rival people, and neglected to avail themselves of a 
useful means of defence, but actually maintained 
that which was at any time liable to be turned 
against them. In every view of the subject, it was 
one of the highest importance. The danger of de- 
lay was manifest. If the ground was not speedily 
occupied, it was probable that very soon it would 
be impossible for them to enter upon it with hope 
of success. He therefore hoped that the sanction 
of Congress would be given to this project. He 
had stated the other day that it was the opinion of 
one of the contractors, Mr, Collins, of New York, 
a gentleman of great experience and intelligence, 
that the cost of constructing one of these steamships 
would not exceed the sum of $500,000, whereas 
those built by the Government, and less service- 
able, cost $750,000. It was also estimated that the 
annual expense of keeping up a steamer of this 
magnitude would be about $70,000—maling an 
aggregate of $350,000 for the tive steamers, which 
it was proposed to employ—about the sum desig- 
nated for this service. So that these steamships 
would be undoubtedly much cheaper than if the 
Government undertook to construct them, even 
supposing that there was no return for the service. 
But he had no doubt that when the system was 
once in operation, it would be found to be attended 
by no expense whatever—that the revenue would 
meet all the expenditure. That was his opinion, 
formed after the best consideration which he had 
been able to give the subject. 

Mr. ALLEN then rose and said, that sensible 
of the importance of this subject, he had turned it 
over in his mind with some care. As they were 
now at the starting point of a system, the end of 
which no one could foresee, he thought that it was 
very proper that they should examine the ground 
with no little caution. 
the United States mail between New York and 
Liverpool. He had yet to learn that there was 
any United States mail between New York and 
Liverpool to be carried. He knew of ‘no such 
thing in existence as a United States mail between 
Liverpool and New York, New York and Liver- 
pool, or between any other ports. The foundation 
upon which this new system was based, was that 
of creating, quietly and under the general power to 
regulate the post office, a steam navy, with a view 
to the defence of the country, by patronizing par- 


It was proposed to carry || 


ticular companies of men in the construction and 
navigation of steamiboats.. Let them look at this 
project a little morë- closely. In order to be profit- 
able, it would be necéssary to-remove competition. 
Was it likely to effect that?’ Our inland mail trans- 
portation is a monopoly. Yet we are likely soon 
to have the post office. expenditure saddled on the 
general treasury. It was, then, absurd to Suppose 
that, in the ocean, they could: carry on the. būsi- . 
ness profitably. The honorable gentleman then 
went on to argue against the injustice of endowing 
aline from New York, to the exclusion of other 

orts. Boston, Philadelphia, Charleston, New Or- 
eans, and all the chief cities on the coast, would 
be petitioning for the establishment of mail lines to 
Europe. And then, again, looking at the other 
end of the line, Liverpool would not satisfy the 
merchants. They would demand a line to the East 
Indies, to Buenos Ayres, and so on. It was un- 
just to those of our citizens in the interior, to turn 
a deaf ear to their calls for additional post offices, 
and bestow this immense patronage on lines to Eu- 
rope. ‘I'he farmer had often fifteen or twenty miles 
to travel to the nearest’ post office, thus losing a 
day’s work. Why not establish post offices for 
the accommodation of their people in the interior? 
Besides, he was opposed to the Government enga- 
ging, in joint-stock concerns, which had already 
inflicted such evil én the country. : He wished to 
keep this Government clear of all manner of con- 
nexion with human combinations—especiall y mo- 
neyed combinations, The example of Great Brit- 
ain had been pointed to. That was one reason 
why he would avoid the project. Mr. A. proceed- 
ed at some length, and with much vehemence, to 
oppose the whole project of establishing the pro- 
posed steam communication with Great Britain for 
the conveyance of the mails. 

Mr. DAYTON had only a few words to say; 
and although not affecting a full knowledge of all 
the details, yet he could correct certain errors in 
point of fact of the Senator from Ohio. The mat- 
ter did not appear to him (Mr. D.) to call for great 
excitement. It was a simple matter of business. 
The Senator had said he did not know of any law 
recognising a United States mail to Liverpool. If 
that meant anything, it meant that the Govern- 
ment had no right to send a United States mail to 
Liverpool. It was too late to make such an objec- 
tion. By the act of March, 1845, the Postmaster 
General was authorized to contract for sending the 


| mail to Liverpool. But the Senator said it was 


giving bounties to companies to override the ener- 
gies of individuals. That was talking without the 
book, Did the Senator forget that this very con- 
tract was made with an individual by public adver- 
tisement? But they were told that they were about 
to give bounties to enable companies to compete 
with the British lines. Again: the Scnator was 
talking without the book. Had he forgot that the 
postage was now enormous? And yet he talked 
of the “cheaper postage’? of the British lines! 
Instead of increasing they would diminish the post- 
age to which American citizens were now subject- 
ed. Great Britain got about forty cents on every 
letter sent to this country, and the United: States 
got nothing. That was what the Senator in his 
loose language called the cheaper postage of the 
British lines. "The Senator spoke of a joint-stock 
partnership. How? Did it arise from the per- 
mission to take, if we wished, the steamer at a 
valuation? That was altogether optional. The 
Senator had been altogether mistaken as to the 
matters of fact. Mr. D. then went on to describe 
the contract of the Government with Mr. Mills, 
for the purpose of refuting the allegation of the 
Senator from Ohio, that the contract was equiva- 
lent to a joint-stock partnership. He then spoke 
of the vast advantages which would acerue from 
the establishment of the proposed line of steamers. 
It was idle to say that this and that point would 
need the same accommodation. The line united 
two important points in the two continents from 
which the mail would be distributed in the most 
extensive manner possible, not merely asa matter 
of post office tevenue, but in view of the great and 
obvious commercial advantages which would flow 
from it. The proposed measure was one preémi- 
nently worthy of the favorable action of Congress. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that the amend- 
ment had a double aspect. Under existing laws 
it might be doubtful whether Congress had the 
power of controlling the Postmaster General in the 
contract for the conveyance of the mails to Bre- 
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men. Not a-.word was said in the law about sub- 
mitting thé contract to Congress for its approba- 
tion. “He had made the contract as authorized. 
Though he (Mr. H.) thought the line to Bremen 
would be a failure, yet he was for carrying it into 
effect, if the contract was obligatory, having been 
fairly made, He would not hesitate in authorizing 
it, by making the appropriation. He „hoped the 
time would never come “when the United States 
would refuse to fulfil its contracts. Whatever in- 
dividuals and States might do, he trusted that the 
faith of the nation itself would. never be disgraced 
and broken by a refusal to comply with the obli- 
gations of a contract. He wished the subject 
brought fully before the attention of Congress, in 
that aspect particularly. He thought that the line 
to stand was that between the two great commer- 
cial emporiums of the world—New York and Liv- 
erpool. Ele was opposed to the line to Bremen, 
on the ground that it would be attended with sun- 
dry disadvantages, which he pointed out. ‘To the 
Cunard line, they were paying the enormous tax 
of from a million and a half to a million anda 
quarter of dollars annually in postage and freight. 
That line had made money—had prospered so 
greatly, that a duplication of the stcamers was 
contemplated. Not only as a matter of expedi- 
ency, but of profit, the establishment of the pro- 
posed line was demanded. He made these re- 
marks with a view of discovering whether they 
would establish two lines or one. With regard to 
the contractor, Mr. Collins, of New York, he was 


a gentleman who, by enterprise, experience, and. 
ae A I 
integrity, was eminently fitted for the successful | 


prosecution of the work in a manner reflecting 
honor on the country. Prompt action was neces- 
sary, as, in case of the duplication of the Cunard 
line, contracters would not be so well disposed to 
enter on the work. The contract for the line to 
Liverpool must be for a given time, and a sum 
much larger than that wanted. Therefore, on the 
whole, as to the amendment, he could say, with 
great cheerfulness, with regard to the Bremen con- 
tract, that if not bound to carry it out, he was op- 
posed to it, and would: go for the Liverpool line. 
fe otherwise, then he thought the time had. not ar- 
rived for two lines., ; 

Mr. SIMMONS thought that the Senator labor- 
ed under some misapprehension with regard to the 
Bremen line. The Postmaster General was au- 
thorized to make the contract for that line, as he 
was for that to Liverpool, which latter was not 
now under consideration. The Bremen contract 
had been made. He (Mr. 8.) had stated at the 
time that these appropriations belonged to the na- 
val bill, and the proposition was brought forward 
now simply to test the sense of Congress. Refer- 
ring to the remarks of the Senator from Ohio, 
(Mr. Atren,] he would ask if the very fact of the 
increase of the steam navigation, which was ab- 
“sorbing the conveyance of merchandise and pas- 
scngers, was not the strongest argument in favor 
of Congress taking such action as would secure to 
the citizens of this country a share in the busi- 
ness? 

Mr. DIX said he was unwilling to trespass on 
the attention of the Senate, and yet he could not 
consent to have the question taken without making 
a fow remarks. The policy of contracting for the 
transportation of the mail to foreign countries, 
under the direction of the Post Ofiice Department, 
was established by the act of the 3d of March last. 
He should take that act for his starting point. He 
would not go beyond it for the examination of any 
question of power. It authorized the Postmaster 
General to contract for the transportation of the 
United States mail between any of our ports and a 
port or ports of a foreign Power, whenever, in his 
opinion, the public interest would be promoted. 
All such contracts were to be made with citizens 
‘of the United States, and the mail to be transport- 
ed in American vessels, by American citizens. 
The act also contained a provision, by which the 
Postmaster General, or Congress, were at liberty 
aiany time to discontinue or terminate any line 
which might be established. Under this act the 
Postmaster General issued his advertisement for 
proposals for carrying the mails on various routes. 

Here Mr. Dix read froma report of that officer, 
‘stating that, though authority was given to make 
private contracts,.it-had been thought best to adopt 
the usual mode, by public notice. Under the adver- 
tisement a variety of propositions had been receiv- 
ed, and one, made by Mr. Edward Mills, of New 


if rana line of steamers from New York to Bremen 
lege of goingalternately to Havre. If the line was 
run regularly to Bremen, Mr. Mills was to receive 
$400,000 per annum for conveying the mails; if al- 
ternately to Havre, $350,000; and it was under- 
stood, if the arrangement should be concluded, the 
alternative would be adopted. After the time lim- 
ited by the advertisement for receiving bids or pro- 
posals, Mr. Edward K. Collins made a proposition 
to run a line from New York ‘to Liverpool. . Mr. 
Dix here referred to the Postmaster General’s re- 


asarecommendation from that officer to Congress in 
favor of it. Mr. Collins proposed to run his ves- 
sels, which were to be of 2,000 tons burden, with 
engines of 1,000 horse power, to Liverpool, twice a 
month for eight months, and once a month for the 
other four, for $385,000. Mr. Collins was one of 
the most active and intelligent merchants in New 
York; he was a man of large capital; he possessed, 
in an eminent degree, the confidence of the com- 
mercial community; and whatever he undertook 
would be executed. Mr. D. said he would now 
look at the respective advantages of these two 
routes, for the purpose of seeing what probability 
there was that the Government would be remune- 
rated for the money to be paid in the performance 
of this mail service. Bremen-Haven was at the 
mouth of the Weser, which furnished an access 
into the heart of northern Germany. | It was the 
chief outlet for the maritime commercial communi- 
cations of the Zoll Verein States. The vessels on 
this line would touch at Cowes, carrying letters as 
well as passengers to England. They would go al- 
ternately to Havre, carrying letters and passengers 
to the continent. So far as passengers were .con- 
cerned, the Government had no interest in the mat- 
ter. ‘The only question was, whether the Gov- 
ernment would be remunerated by postages on the 
letters sent by this route for the amount it would 
pay for mail service? He should pass by the po- 
litical considerations of an important character in 
promoting a more intimate intercourse between us 
and countries between which and ourselves it was 
desirable. that the best understanding should exist. 
Liverpool, on the other hand, was the European ter- 
minus of the great channel of commerciel inter- 
course between the eastern and western hemi- 
spheres. Mails would most advantageously follow 
these channels. At least four-fifths of the letters 
passing between the two hemispheres were sup- 
posed to be commercial, and between any two 
countries they would bear a just proportion to the 
extent of their intercourse. Ile would now see 
what this was. In 1844 and 1845, that is, the year 
terminating the 30th of June, 1845, the value of 
our imports was as follows: 


From England. 2... ..4.s0008+ + $44,687,859 


From France on the Atlantic.... 20,181,537 
From the Hanse towns, of which 

Bremen was on€.....eeeeeee. 2,912,537 
The two latter combined gave.. 23,094,074 


Little more than half the value of our imports 
from England. In the same year tlie value of our 
exports was as follows: 

‘To England, $46,286,178; to France on the Atlan- 
tic, $14,322,685; and to the Hanse Towns, $4,945,- 
120. T'he two latter combined, gave $19,967,805; 
less than half the value of our exports to England. 
There was one item in which our export to the 
Hanse ‘Towns exceeded that to England: we 
carried to the former 46,460 hogsheads of tobacco, 
and only 26,111 hogsheads to England. Looking, 
then, to the commercial intercourse of the coun- 
tries terminating or lying upon the two routes, he 
i should say the Government would be most likely 
to be reniunerated for its expenditure for mail ser- 
vice on the Liverpool line. “It would unquestion- 
ably be safe, looking to pecuniary returns alone. 
! But the arrangement had been made for the Bre- 
men line. Expectation had been strongly excited 
in the Zoll Verein States, between which and 
ourselves attempts had been more than once un- 
successfully made to put our commercial relations 
on a footing of gieater intimacy; and if the pro- 
position should not now be sanctioned, it would 
| undoubtedly be a source of great disappointment. 
He would not say the Government was absolutely 
pledged, as the proposal had been accepted on the 
condition that an appropriation should be made by 
l Congress, and the appropriation was necessary to 
i perfect it. But he believed both lines might stand, 


| York, had been accepted. Mr. Mills proposed to || 


twice a month, touching at Cowes, with the privi- 


port, and read Mr. Collins’s proposition, as well- 


as proposed by the chairman of thé Committee on 
the Post Office-and Post Roads, [Mr. Nizes:] 
They do not necessarily interfere. Our intercourse 
with Great Britain would alone sustain one, and 
he left it-to Senators to. judge whether, from: the 
statistical. details he-had given, the Government 
would not be likely to. be remunerated by the 
other.. Mr. D. here. referred-to the Postmaster 
General’s report, to show that 600,000 letters were 
annually carried by the Cunard line to Boston. 
About 1,000,000 passed through New York alone 
to and from Europe, and -over 3,000,000 passed 
annually between the. United States and, Europe. 
Commercial letters were supposed to average dous 
ble postage, containing as many bills of exchange, 
invoices, &c. 7 : 

There were considerations connected with the 
public defence which he would not.overlook. The 
government had reserved, by the act of the 3d 
March, the right to take’the vessels on these lines 
at an appraisement, if it should want them for war 
purposes. Great Britain covered the ocean with 
war-steamers, constructed and supported at her 
own expense. She had arrangements with com-~ 
panies for carrying her mails, putting afloat others 
which-she could command in case of war. France 
had also a large number of steamers. She had 
some, he knew, in the Mediterranean—war-steam- 
ers of the first class, constructed and supported by 
the government, but carrying the mails and even 
carrying passengers to repay her the expense of 
keeping them afloat. We proposed, by paying 
for mail service to be performed, to offer an induce- 
ment to individuals to build steamers at their own 
expense, which might become war-steamers. They 
might be regarded as a substitute for public armed 
vessels. „We might thus have a steam navy pre- 
pared for us, in case of emergency. - We should 
save the outlay for construction, save the annual 
interest on the outlay; save the annual expense of 
maintaining them; and save the gradual decay and 
loss of the principal. The cost of these vessels 
built by individuals would be about two-thirds the 
cost of those built by the Government, though 
equally good (such was the difference between pub- 
lic and private ecohomy;) and if we should take 
them. we should save this-difference in the cost. _ 

Under the appropriation now to be made there 
would be no immediate expenditure... The appro- 
priation was asked to sanction the arrangement, 
Lime would be required to build these vessels. And . 
the government would pay nothing. until the. mail 
service had been actually performed. . . 

Finally, if it should prove an unprofitable ar- 
rangement, it might be abandoned. If Congress 
was to act at all, it must act now. Arrangements 
were on foot to duplicate the Cunard line, by send- 
ing a semi-monthly steamer to New York. If we 
established a line to Liverpool, these arrangements 
would be abandoned This was well understood. 
We now pay, as Senators have stated, a million 


‘and a half of dollars to British steamers for. the 


transportation of passengers and letters, and for 
freight. Were we willing to. pay another equal 
sum for the purpose of sustaining British steamers, 
training their officers, and making them familiar 
with our coast and ports? He had no desire to 
say a word in discouragement of the familiar inter- 
course which existed between the two countries. 
He desired to see it continued... But when we might 
without loss enlist our own private capital ina great 
measure of public defence, it seemed to him unwise 
to. let the opportunity pass. It was literally our 
only opportunity; for if the Cunard. line should 
once be, doubled, we could only do at a serious 
sacrifice what we could. now do’ without loss., It 
had been said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Ar- 
LEN] that this was-a proposition to enter into a 
partnership with privileged companies, or particu- 
lar individuals, for the construction of steamers. 
The Senator appeared to him to misapprehend the 
matter. We proposet to have no concern.in the 
construction of these vessels. They were to. be 
built with private capital. We had.-nothing to 
do with them till they were built. - And then we 
were only to pay them a certain sum for perform- 
ing a certain service.. There was no ‘more part- 
nership in the transaction than there was. between 
the Government and a contractor who ‘carried, the 
mail in his coach on the land, ‘They-stood on pre- 
cisely. the same. footing, and: there: was to be no 
more connexion between . the--parties ,in. the ‘one 
ease than in the other. oe Vibe 

One word for the-city of New York. She had 
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not sought these arrangements. She was not a 
suitor to Congress for-them. The “Postmaster 
General had issued his proposals, and they had 
been accepted by individuals in New York. This 
was-all. She desired no advantage over lier sister 
cities. She sought none. She was the proposed 
terminus of the line in the United States merely 
because her position made her so. 

In conclusion, he would orly add, he hoped the 
appropriation for both lines would be made: for 
the Bremen line, for the reason that the arrange- 
ment had been made so far as it depended on the 
Post Office Department; for the Liverpool line, 
because he believed it would repay the expense of 
the proposed mail service, and it was, therefore, | 
proper to consider its claims by itself and irrespec- 

. tive of any other. 

Mr. MOREHEAD did not regard the Govern- 

. Ment as committed to this line of policy, which he 
considered as exceedingly dangerous. He did not | 
concur with his friends from Connecticut (Mr. 
Hountineton] or Rhode Island [Mr. Simmons] 
‘that the Government was committed to the con- 
tract. Ile was opposed to ‘the scheme on the 
ground of the expense. Would a steamer once a | 
month do any great good? | 

Mr. SIMMONS corrected the Senator. There 
was to be a steamer semi-monthly to euch place— 
a steamer once a week to Europe. 

Mr. MOREHEAD had assumed the fact; he 
was not as familiar with the details of the measure 
as the Senator from Rhode Island. But he insisted 
that the experiment was dangerous, and they could 
not foresee the vast expense. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that it was not at all 
a new thing to hear of splendid projects by which 
the Federal Government was to be made rich. 
When he came there, there was a project for Hll- 
ing the coffers of the Government by boiling salt 
water. ‘Then there was the scheme of raising live 
oak in Florida; and he recollected making a cal- 
culation at the time, that for every foot of live oak 
they put into their ships, they would pay outa 
cubit foot of silver or gold—he did not recollect 
which, nor did he care which—he would stick to 
the gold.. Now they were to get rich by copper 
mines. When the morus multicaulis fever raged, 
he expected every day to see a project announced 

- by which the Government would be enriched by 
the morus multicaulis scheme. But it died away. 
Now they were to get rich by. carrying letters. 
Already they were bankrupt by carrying letters 
at home;-but the carrying of letters to europe was 
to enrich them beyond all calculation. Certainly 
it was one of the duties of the Federal Government 
to carry letters at home; but it had. been a money- 
losing, and not a money-making business. ‘I'he 
wise men who established the Government never 
entertained the morus multicaulis idea of making 
money by carrying letters. He wished it to be 
remembered that on that day he gave it as his 
opinion that this project would turn out to bea 
morus multicaulis business. 

But they were thus to supply themselves with 
ships of war! Well, in other days, men had come 
there with heads on their shoulders, and after some 
reflection, had set about the establishment of navy- 
yards, with. proper workmen, and all necessary ar- 
rangements were made for procuring and preparing 
the timber and other materials for constructing ships 
of war. Butnow, allof.a sudden, thatsystem was to |! 
be superseded by a scheme of getting the ships built 
by a kind of partnership. It reminded him very 
much of the memorable business transaction of 
Moses, in the Vicar of Wakefield. Blind, spavined, 
and wind-broken, they were to buy the horse atan | 
appraisal; and they were to do all this because, 
forsooth, Great Britain had done so! Great Brit- 
ain ran a. line-—where?. To Halifax. -For what 
purpose? -To communicate with the Canadian 
possessions. And so it was with her steam line 
to the West Indies. She went to her own-domin- 
jons, continental and insular, which she meant to 
retain. There was no question as to the British 
policy. But there was no analogy between her 

policy and that now contemplated by this project. 
thé whole thing was absurd. As well might it be 
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| trom the city, and he hoped that the Senator from 


| leave the city. 


i order. 


contended that this nation should be involved in a 
debt of nine hundred millions sterling, because the 
national debt of Great Britain amounted to that 
sum, as propose to establish steam lines because 
Great Britain had done so. We had heard of many 
wild projects—this was one of the wildest. The 
Government was committed to nothing in this mat- 
ter; and if it were, he would violate the obligation 
at all hazards, rather than embark in such an en- 
terprise. He had spoken on two or three occa- 
sions during the session, because he could not help 
it. He now spoke willingly, because he wished to 
express his entire disapprobation of this whole 
scheme. 

Mr. DAVIS thought that the views of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri just ex pressed, were not as liber- 
al as those which were usually presented by him. 
He (Mr. D.) considered it an open question. Tt 
was not a fair view to represent this as a specala- 
tion for making money by conveying letters. That 
was not the object of the policy. The object was 
to afford additional means of commercial inter- 
course. Who did not acknowledge the great ad- 
vantages now flowing from the speed and regu- 
larity of the steam navigation of the Adantic? 
During the last four years, the arrivals of the 
steamers at the port of Boston, in the month of 
May, had not varied twelve hours. Great Britain 
reecived more than the bonus of ninety thousand 
pounds annually, which she paid to the steam lines. 

Here a motion was made to adjourn, as it was 
now late in the afternoon. 

Mr. SPEIGILT called for the yeas and nays. 
The call was seconded, and the question was about 
to be put; when 

Mr. CRITTENDEN desired to offer a resolu- 
tion, as he expected to be absent for a few days 


Mississippi would accommodate hhn. 

Mr. SPEIGIUT. ft am willing to do anything 
to accommodate the gentleman, if he is going to 
{A laugh. ] 

Some conversation took place on the point of 


Mr. BERRIEN hoped that the Senator fram 
Kentucky would be allowed to offer his resolution. 
He had been patiently awaiting on his feet an op- 
portunity to do so, since the motion to adjourn was 
made, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, ever since. 

Mr. BERRIEN earnestly hoped that such meek- 
ness would not be suifered to go without its re- 
ward, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then introduced the follow- 
ing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of such 
appropriations as may be necessary to carry into 
effect a contract made on the part of the Govern- 
ment with J. B. Ferriebault & Pelugee Ferrichault, 
for the purchase of the island at the confluence of 
the rivers St. Peter’s and Mississippi. 

Mr. SEVIER then offered a joint resolution cor- 
recting a clerical error in a bill passed the other 
day. 

[A. message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the said House 
do insist upon their amendment in the bill making 
alterations in the pay department of the army, and 
asking the appointment of a committee on the part 
of the Senate to confer with a similar committee of 
the House. 

Also, announcing that said House had passed 
the (House) bill to authorize the President of the 
United States to sell the reserved mineral lands in 
the States of Hinois and Arkansas and Territorics 
of Wisconsin and Iowa, supposed to contain lead 
ore.] . 

And then, at a late hour, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tusspay, June 9, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. : 


Mr. BOYD, in pursuance of the request yester- 
day made, and for the reasons then stated by him, | 


was excused from farther service on the Committee 
on the Territories, : J 

And Mr. Kavrman was announced as ‘having 
been appointed in his place. E 

The SPEAKER annoúnced. that the special or- 
der of the day. was the consideration of Territorial 
business. l : 

THE SECRET SERVICE FUND. 


Mr. VINTON, from the select committeé here- 
tofore appointed under the following resolution, to 
wit: : : 

Resolved, That another select committee of five 
members be appointed to inquire into the truth of 
the charges this day made in this House by Mr. 
Charles J. Ingersoll against Mr. Daniel Webster, 
with a view to founding an impeachment against 
said Daniel Webster; and that said committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, books, and 
vouchers— 

Rose, and asked leave to make a report. 

Objection was made. 


Mr. VINTON moved that the rules be suspend- 


| ed to enable him to make the report. - 


The SPEAKER said it was not competent for 
the gentleman to make such a motion, because the 
House was already acting under a suspension of 
the rales in the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. The report can be made 
by general consent, 

Mr. VINTON asked it. f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Viwron] asks the unanimous consent of the 
House to make a report from a select committee. 

Cries on all sides, “ Agreed.” f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, 

Myr, VINTON presented the report. 

Mr, JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL rose to request 
that the bill from the Senate, on the Speaker’s 
table, in relation to French spoliations, be taken up, 
and referred. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will not be in 
order until the House has disposed of the subject 
matter before it. ` 

Mr. DOUGLASS called for the special order. 

Mr. VINTON, (proceeding after the imterrup- 
tion.) ‘The report concludes with two resolutions. 
One is simply a resolution asking that the commit- 


| tee be discharged from the further consideration of 


the subject, and that the report be laid on the table 
and printed. 

There is another resolution that requires imme- 
diate action, if it be acted on atall. But to under- 
stand that resolution, it will be necessary that the 
report should be read. It is not long, and I ask 
that it be read. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he felt compelled to call 


| for the special order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot now 
doso. The Chair expressly announced that the 
business before the House was the consideration 
of the special order. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Vinton] then rose and asked leave to make a 
report. No objection was made. The report of 
the commitiee is now before the House, and must 
be disposed of in some way or other before the 
House can proceed to the transaction of other 
business. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Then I move to lay the re- 
port on the table. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, And to print. 

Several voices: “ Let us know the contents first. 
Read, read.’? 

Objection was made to the reading, 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the report is 
called for, and is objected to. The question is, 
« Shall the report be read ?”” 

There is evidently a majority up. The report 
will be read. 

‘The report was then read, and is as follows: 


The Select. Committee of the House of Representatives 
appointed to investigate certain charges made by the Hon. 
Cuaries J. Inerrsow against the Hon. Danizn WEBSTER, 
for official misconduct while he held the office of Secretary 
of State of the United States, beg leave to report: 

That they have given to the subject referred to them a pa- 
tient. and laborious investigation, and have collected a large 
mass of testimony, the result of which, only, without going 
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into its details, they deem it necessary. to present to the i 
Honse. ` - S 7 

The committee, in the first place, directed their, attention 
to the first charge against Mr. Webster; that, without the 
knowledge of the President of the United States, and con- 
trary to usage, he had taken out of the hands of the ordinar y 
disbursing agent and into his own a portion of that part of 
the foreign intercourse fund, commonly known as The | 
Secret Service Fund,” and appropriated it to his own te. ! 
The committee find that, by law, this fund is committed to |i 
the exclusive control of the President of the United States, 
who may, if he think proper, keep the money himself, änd 
disburse it from his own hands; or he maycommit the keep- || 
ing and disbursement of it to such agent or agents under bis |) 
direction as he may deem it expedient to appoint. In con- 
sequence, as the committee prestune, of the many and im- 
portant duties which necessarily constantly occupy the whole 
time and attention of the President of the United States,.so 
as to render it very troublesome and diffiéult for him, in 
person, to keep and disburse this fund and make up its ac- | 
counts, he has always, from the first establishment of the 
Jovernment, entrusted the dixcharge of these duties to other 
hands. 

As the Secretary of State of the United States is pecu- j 
liariy the confidential adviser of the President in whatever | 
econeerns the foreign relations of the country, he would ji 
seem to be the natural and appropriate agent for the dis- | 
charge of these duties, if he could perform them without 
detriment to other public business of higher importance. 
Accordingly, the committee fiad that, in tue Administration } 
of General Washington, the elder Adams, and past of that 
ot Mr. Jefferson, while the office of Seerctary of Siate was 
held in succession by Mr. Jay, Jetturson, Randolph, Picker- 
ing, Marshall, and part of tie tiie that Mr. Madison held 
that oflice under Mr. Jeferson, the whole of this fund 
under (he direction and supervision of tie President 
United States, received, kept, and disbursed by the Seer 
tary of State. 

In the ‘early part of Mr. Jefferson’s Administration, the 
Sceretary of Siate, without any law requiring it, seems to have 
been relieved from the discharge of this daty, and the keep- 
ing and disbursing of this fund, under the President’s direc- 
tiou, appears to have been passed over into the hands of jį 
agents, whose accounts, after receiving the sanction of the 
President, are settled at the Ureasury. But no change has |! 
been made in the law or in the powers or duties of the Pres- |} 
ident in respect to this fuud from tue timeot General Wash- | 
ington to the present day. This change must have been i 
made for the convenience of the Secretary of State, aud not 
from any want of confidence which. Mr. Jeferson had in 
Mr. Madison. | 

The committee have examined Mr. Tyler, the late Presi- |) 
dent of the United States. lc testitied that when he came | 
into the Presidency, he found the forcign relations of the 
country in a very delicate condition in certain particulars, 
which the committee do not deeni it expedient to specity, H 
requiring, in his opinion, the employment of confidential 
agents; and, for reasons:assigned by hin to the committee, 
he regarded his Secretary of State as the fittest person to se- 
Jeet and employ them. Under an impression entertained 
both by him and Mr. Webster that this was the usual aud 
proper mode, he suggested that the money should be dis- 
bursed by Mr. Webster ; and for that purpose placed in his |; 
lauds a portion of the foreign intercourse fund whieh wi 
then lying in deposite with Mr. Stubbs, the ordinary dishurs- 
ing agent. This had not been done before for along time. 
A knowledge of the modern usage in respect to the Keeping } 
and disbursing this fund, it is not improbable, led Mr. Inger. 
soll into the erroneous belief that this money had come im- | 
properly, and without the President’s sanction, at Mr. Web- | 
ster’s instance, into his hands, But there can be no doubt |} 
that the President had ample authority to commit to his 
Sceretary the keeping «nd disbursing of tnis money, and 
that he alone had a right to judge of its expediency. ‘The 
committee find from the testimony that all the money put 
into his hands was placed there with the Knowledge aud |} 
sanction and by order of the President, and so much of it as 
Was necessary was disbursed in accordance with his view 
A balance, not needed for the purposes contempletcd, wi 
afterwards returned by Mr. Webster to Mr. Stubbs, the di 
bursing agent, with whom, Ure testinony shows, ter 
usually on deposite a larger amount of money than is required 
to meet. present demands. With these reme the eom- 
mittee dismiss this, and proceed to notice the second charge. 

In that charge Mr. Ingers s Mr. Webster with 
using the publie money to corrupt the party presses. Among 
the agents employed by Mr. Webster, under the authority | 
of the President as above explained, was Mr. Francis O. J. 
Smith, of the State of Maine, There is in the Departme 
of State, mnong the papers relating to the seerct servi 
fund, a letter from that gentleman to Mr. Webster, which |} 
contains an expression that, unexplained, might justiy lead |! 
to the impression that he (Mr. Smith) had used the money |! 
of the Government in that w: The committee have fully j} 
investigated this charge, Whey do not doem itnecessi 
expedient to go into a specifi n ofthe acts of tt g 
who was employed in a secret s ce, or to inquire into the | 
propriety of employing agents for secret service within the 
Honits of the United States and paying them cut of the con- 
tingent fund for foreign intercourse, but will content them- 
selves with simply remarking that the testimony. tey have 
taken fally explains whatever is of obscure or doubtful 
meaning in this letter, and removes every foundation for a 
helief or even a suspicion that the public money was used 
or attempted to be used to corrupt the party presses. This 
brings the eommittce to the udrd and last charge; that 
when Mr. Webster went out of office he was a public de- 
faulter. 

From an examination of his accounts, it appears that, 
when he retired froin office, there was of the moncys 
Nad been entrusted to him an apparent balance of $2 
in bis hands:as stated by Mr. Ingersoll, The expenditure 
of this‘sum remained to be accounted for by him. There 
seems to have been delay in procuring vouchers fram the 
agents whom Mr. Webster had employed for the mo 
advanced by him to them. For a payment of a thousand | 
dollara, which he claimed-to have made out of the fund in |} 
his hands, he alleged the vouchers had been lost, mislaid, or |! 
not procured, and it has not yet been found or obtained, !! 


i evidence of his payments. 


| Febru 


| to him. 


: when he went out of office, was 


| was not mistaken in the 


| connected with this charge, wunceessary, 
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itl 


| : 
niunicate or nak 


though efforts were made by him to find or procure it. | 
‘These causes cecasioned a delay in the settlement of his | 
į; accounts for some eighteen or twenty months. 


in the autunin of 1844; the period having arrived when it 
was necessary for Mr, Stubbs to close his accounts at the 
Treasury, and Mr. Webster not having then procured the 
necessary vouchers, he proposed to pay the apparent bal- 


ance against him, with the understanding that the Govern- | 


ment should refund to him, if he subsequently procured the 


of the United States. In the month of November of that 
year, Mr. Webster procured a- voucher for a payment of 


$200, and paid in cash 2,090, the residue of the apparent. | 
| batanee in his hands. -This money was remitted by him in 
Ti the fol- | 
vinter, he visited Washington, and on the Ist of; 


part from Boston and in part from Philadelphia. 
lowi 


1845, presented vouchers for payinents made by 
hiù while in office, and not before credited to hin, to the 
amount of $1,050, which the President of the United States 
directed to be refunded, and that amount was then repaid 
Mr. Webster was urged by Mr. Stubbs to collect 
and. transmit his accounts aad vouchers, that Mr. Stubbs 
might ciose his accounts with the Treasury, but the com- 
mittee find no evidence of any threat of exposure having 
been made by the President, which induced the payment of 
the apparent balance against bim. 

Irit be 


be added the vouchers for $1,250, procured by him after his 
retirement from office, making tagether $2,250, and this last 
amount be deducted from 2,290, the apparent balance 
against him, it will show that the real balance in his hands, 
S40 only. 
his accounts, the keeping of which was for the most part 
entrusted by him to Mr. Stubbs, the disbursing agent, the com- 
mittee have been led to doubt whether, on the final settle- 
ment, an item of $500 was not by mistake carried to bis 
eredit, which had been before aliowed him. This error 
was pointed ont to the eommittee by the disbursing agent, 


i by whom the account was drawn up and the settlement 


made, He proves that it wag at bis own suggestion, and 
not at that of Mr. Webster, that this item was earried to his 
eredit in the final seWement. It is not necessary to go into 
the particulars of the history of this item, and of the cause 
of the mistake, ilone was made. he cominittee deem it 
sulliciont to remark, t uo Mane is imputed to Mr. Web- 
ster, who, they are satisfied, was not aware, and probably 
is not nowy, that this item had been before credited to him; 
nor is the disbursing agent, Who drew up the ieme cf the 
nal settlement, liable to the charge of negligence. 
assumed that this item was twice allowed to him, and that 
the tinal setulentent was made in alt other respects correct, 


! then, in refunding to Mr. Webster, he should have heen 


repaid $550 only, instead of $1,050. But if Mr. Webster 
belief that he had paid the. thou- 
sand dolars above mentioned, then the Government still 
owes him #500. A 

The commitice deem any comments on the above facts 
In their opinion, 
ion to any of the eharges to impeach | 
, or the purity of bis motives in the 
sof his office. ‘he value of this opin- 


there is no proof in rel 
Mr. Webster's int: 
arge of the duti 


ion 
in their inv 
usage ju similar ci 
notice to him, in his 
him, or explanation from hina, 
sion to remark, that their investigation has brought out 
(whieh are embodied in the testimony) connected with 
foreign relations of the coun the disclosure of which 
public policy would seem to forbid, Ou this subject, they 
entirely coneur with the President of the United States in 
the views so fully and strongly entoreed by bim in his mes- 
sage nt the present session, in auswer toa resolution of the 
House, reyresting a conununication to it of the same facts 


stigatiou, the Commniitee, in Observance of the 
4 have taken the testimony without 
sonee, Without communication with 


į that are embodied in the testimony taken by the committee, 


and which, for reasons then assigned, he declined to com- 
public, except with a view to an impeach- 
ment, and to farr the proof necessary to attain the great 
ends of public justice. He expressed the opinion, that even 
in that. case, the House should adopt all wise precautions to 

vent the unnecessary exposure of matters, the publication 
ch might injuriously afect the publie intereste No dis- 
ont from the views of that m ze Was expr ed by the 


ouse, ‘fhe committee, therefore, think that these tacts 
e laid open to their view witb au implied understanding, 


both on the part of the President and of the House, that they 
would be made publ 
and of their being ne ry for bringing to justice great pub- 
lie delinquents. Drasmuch, therefore, as no evidence has 
been exhibited to the eommittce, which can lay any founda- 
tion for an impeachment, al the r 
President to decline to make the 
the House, return in their fall force against their disclosure 
now. 

They therefore recominend that they be discharged from 
the further consideration of this subject, and. that the testi- 
mony taken by them (which accompanies this report) be 
sealed up, endorsed “ Confidential,” and deposited in the 
archives of the House, not to be opened unless by its order. 
And they report resolutions accordingly. 
solved, ‘That the te: 


endorsed “ Confidential,” and deposited in the ar- 


by its order, 


Resolved, That this report be laid on the table and printed, | 
hat the select committee be discharged from the further < 


aud 
consideration of the subj 
Signed and submitted by 


SAMUEL F. VINTON, 
JEFFERSON DAVIS, 
DANIEL P. KING, 
SEABORN JONES. 

The report having been read— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to lay on the table. 


This proposition, which pro- | 
ceeded from Mr. Webster, was acecd.d to by the President |! 


sumed that Mr. Webster was correct in bis im- | 
pression, that he had paid the above-mentioned thousand j 
doliars out of the fund in his hands, and ifto this amount | 


On reviewing j 


Irit be | 


yerhaps, to some extent, hanced by the fact, that, j 


In conclusion, they beg per- į 


ouly in We event ofan impeachment, | 


imony taken in this investigation | 
ated up by the Clerk, under the supervision of the Com- | 


of the House, and that the same be not opened unless ; 
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ns which induced the | 
s public in the cali of | 


Mr. BOYD. And to print. 

The SPEAKER, And to print. 

Mr. BOYD. I move the previous-question on 
the motion to print. cee 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. I hope the motion will 
be withdrawn, to enable me to maké a minority 
report from the same committee. © * 

:- Mr. S. JONES, (a member of the committee.) 
T hope the House will allow me to make a remark’ 
in connexion with the minority report which the 
gentleman desires to submit. i 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest- to the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Doverass] to withdraw- his 
motion, so as to allow the two reports to be print- 
ed_together. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I withdraw the motion. - 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. Being unable to agree 
in all the conclusions arrived at by the majority of 
the select committee, on which, without solicitation 
or previous knowledge on my part I.was placed, I 
have thought it my duty to present these points in 
which I disagree, briefly, in the shape of a minor- 
ity report, which I hope may be received and. or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

It is, however, due to the House to state that in 
this minority report I have embodied the letter 
from Mr. F. O- J. Smith, of Maihe, to Mr. Web- 
ster, referred to in the majority report, and which 
substantially corresponds with the statement of 
Mr. C. J. Ingersoll at the time the charges were 
made. i j 

Thave felt it due to truth and justice, as con- 
nected with all. parties in the controversy, and to 
the facts of the case, to'embody that letter: in my 
report, “I state this’ to avoid the. imputation of a 
desire on my part to smuggle the letter before the 
House or the country without the permission of 
the House. i : 

Mr. SEABORN JONES said that before the 
minority report was received, he desired to submit 
a question to the decision of the House. If the 
House would advert, in its recollection, to the re- 
port which had been made by the majority of the 
committee, it would perceive that ample justice had 
been done to Mr. Ingersoll; who had brought for- 
ward these chirges, by the declaration of the com- 
mittee in relation to lis inipression—that from. the 
examination of the letter of Fog Smith:-(as he was 
sometimes called,) he (Mr. Ingersoll) was ‘war- 
ranted in the impression he had: taken up.’ Now, 
the reading of that letter, or the exposure of it, 
could not place Mr. Ingersoll on higher ground. 
The committee said that he was’ warranted— 
(Mr. J. might not use the precise words ‘of the 
sentiment, but he spoke the sentiment itself)—that 
there was sufficient evidence to warrant him in the 
conclusion he had drawn from the letter, that an 
attempt had been made to corrupt the party press, 
for the purpose of carrying’out the views of the ad- 
ministration, or for some other purpose. And the 
committee said that from the mere reading of that 
letter, unexplained by other evidence, Mr. Inger- 
soll was warranted in coming to the conclusion a 
which he‘had arrived. The publication of the let- 
ter could be of no other service than that. It could 
not place Mr. Ingersoll on ground higher than that 
on which the committee had placed him. It was 
their intention, so far as a conclusion drawn from 
prima facie evidence could: accomplish that object, 
to place Mr. Ingersoll onthe highest ground—to 
say, thata primu facie case had been made out in 
support of his opinion. But the committee atthe 
same time said that this opinion. would: be entirely 
changed by,anexamination: of: the testimony taken 
in connexion. with the subject—that. they had ex- 
amined that testimony, and had come tothe con- 
clusion that no such attempt had been made}. that 
there had been no improper use of the public funds; 
that there had been no intention inconsistent with 
probity and. honor in the disbursement. of that 
fund in connexion with the public press. It would 
be unjust—it would be improper—it would be ini- 
quitous to publish that letter unconnected. with the 
explanatory testimony. And the committee.had 
submitted a resolution ‘asking, in accordance with 
the recommendation of the President, when the tes- 
tumony was asked, and when he refused to furnish 
it, that -it should not be disclosed. Why? Be- 
cause the President had said, that he would: not 
disclose it, except forthe purpose of an impeach- 
ment. And the report went on, and almost in so 
many words, asked the -House-‘not todiselose it, 
except it- was intended for that purpose: = He{Mr. 
J.) believed that he did not misrepresent: the gen- 
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deman who was about to make a minority report, 
in saying, that that gentleman. did not disagree in 
the. conclusions of the committee. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, I do. 

Mr. S. JONES. ` The gentleman’s report will 
speak for itself.. If I understood it correctly it does 
not. But it is a matter of injustice to publish a 
part of the testimony, and leave the balance, which 
would explain. it, unpublished. Neither the House, 
nor any individual, can come to a just conclusion 
without having the whole testimony. The House, 
therefore, must either come to the conclusion to 
publish, the whole testimony, or, in ac¢ordance 
with the recommendation of the committee, tosup- 
press the letter a copy of which the gentleman has 
embodied in his report, 

If the House think proper to violate the implied 
pledge under which the President communicated the 
information for its benefit; so be it. The commit- 
tee have endeavored-to do justice, and I think have 
done. justice to all parties in this unpleasant trans- 
action, The House will determine for itself wheth- 
er it will accept the-results of the investigation, or 
whether it wili direct the whole. testimony to be 
laid open and submitted to-the examination and 
scrutiny of every one. | p 

Tam satisfied that this Government is more pure, 
more virtuous, more honest, more straightforward, 
and upright in its administration of the foreign in- 
tercourse fund—commonly called the secret ser- 
vice fund-—than any government on earth. But I 

know there may be places where those who com- 
mit crimes, and adopta course of conduct ten times 
worse, may hold us up to public reprobation, and 
say, “ Look at this Republic; see to what means 
they resort, to carry on this foreign intercourse.” 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said, if he understood the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Jongs] correctly, he 
states that the majority of the committee have come 
to the conclusion that, in the disbursement of that 
portion of ‘the secret service fund which passed 
through the hands of Mr. Smith of Maine, no other 
than an equitable and proper use of the money had 
been made for just kd proper ends. 

[A voice: * No; no”) 

‘So I understood the gentleman from Georgia, 
(said Mr. B.) Now, from that conclusion I dis- 
sent, and dissent in my report. 

Mr. S. JONES (Mr. B. yielding) explained that 
he had stated, that so far as regards the conduct of 
Mr. Webster, whose conduct the committee were 
directed to inquire into, the committee. did not sce 

_that any use had been made of the fund in connex- 
ion with the. public press but what was. just and 


proper. fat Paw 
~ Mr. Jonus:) Did 


he SPEAKER, (addressi 
the Chair understand -the gentleman from Georgia 
as objecting to.the report-of the minority? 

Mr. JONES replied in the negative. Tle ob- 
jected tothe publication of the letter embodied by 
the gentleman from Ohid in his report—that the 
gentleman should be permitted to disclose a part of 
the testimony, by copying it into his report. He 
did not object to the report... He‘thought ita mat- 
ter of right that. the. gentleman from Ohio should 
make a minority report; but he did say, if the 
Flouse intends. to. pass a resolution to have these 
documents sealed up, and marked ‘ Confidential,’’ 
then the gentleman should be directed to strike out 
that part of his report before suggested, ` 
Mr. BRINKERHOFEF resuming. I suppose 
(said he) itis my right, by leave of the House, to 
make a minority report, and in that report to em- 
body whatever I conceive to be necessary fully to 
represent my- views, and the grounds on which 
they are based; and if this should render it neces- 
sary to publish the whole of this testimony, in my 


opinion -it would. be-s much the better for the | 


cause of truth and.justice. I totally dissent from 
the. opinion expressed.with so much confidence by 
the. majority. of the committee. I believe the 
Hie-interests can in no-way sufferfrom the publica- 
_tion of the whole testimony and exhibits in this 
ease. . I cannot conceive it will: injure the present 
relations of. the Government; its future-or antici- 
pated relations with foreigh Powers; and the. past 
is done with.and,settled.. Thenortheastern bound- 
ary is disposed. of, If, as the majority of the 
committee contend, the evidence fally exonerates 
Mr. Webster from any improper imputation and 
charge, of course it’must, ‘in the person of Mr. 
Webster, exonerate the Administration: and the 
country. . How, then, if the conclusion arrived at 
-by the majority of the committee be just, can the 


‘ee ; 


| 


| the gentleman before further remarks be made, and 


i-had been included in the same motion. 


| resolution attached to the minority report. 


‘ late Secretary of State, together with the reports of 
|| the majority and minority of said commitice, be! 


| tion of the subject. . 


character of the country suffer in the eyes of for~ 
eign Powers by a full publication of the testimony? į 
It cannot. If the conclusion at which they arrive | 
be correct, then the character of the country can- 
not suffer; if it be incorrect, then justice to the | 
character of the man who made the charge, and to 
the character of him upon whom the charge is, 
made, requires that it be published, and the reso 
lution with which I conclude the minority report 
provides for the publication of the whole testi- | 
mony.. oo 

Mr. BURT interposed, and (Mr. B. yielding) 
said he desired, as the question before the House 
at this time seemed to be on the reception of the 
report of the gentleman from Ohio, to suggest to 


that the House may be enabled also intelligently | 
to determine whether the report.shall be printed, 
that he now send it up to the Clerk to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the House have agrecd to the reception of the re- 
port. 

Mr. SEABORN JONES said he had objected to 
receiving the report with the letter embodied in it, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair distinctly put the 
question to the gentleman from Georgia, whether 
he objected to the reception of the report. The 
gentleman replied that he did not object. 

Mr. JONES said he did not object to the report, 
but to that part of it which contained a part. of the 
testimony which the majority of the committee 
recommended to the FTouse not to publish, 

Mr. BRINKERTIOFE. Jt amounts to this, 
then, that the gentleman from Georgia does not | 
object to my minority report, but to a part of the 
report itself, 

Mr, HOGE moved that both these reports, with 
the accompanying resolutions, be laid on the table 
and printed; and on the latter branch of the mo- 
tion he moved the previous question. 

Mr. J. P. MARTEN inquired of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Brinkernorr] whether or not 
Mr. Ingersoll was allowed the privilege of ap- 
| pearing before the committee and prosceuting the 
charges against Mr. Webster? 

Mr. BRINKERHOFE, No, sir; he was not. 

Mr. VINTON addressed the Chair. 
, The SPEAKER reminded gentemen that the 
| question before the House was not debatable. 

Mr. VINTON said he merely desired to answer 
what he understood to be the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Martiy.] Mr. In- 
gersoll (he said) was not denied the privilege of 
coming before the committee. He did not ask the 

rivilege. 

‘The question was then taken on laying the re- | 
port on the table, and agreed to. 

The question recurred on the second branch of 
the question—the motion to print. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded—ayes 82, noes not counted. 

And the main question was ordered. 

Mr. VINTON inquired of the Speaker what was 
the question ? 


ports, with the accompanying resolutions. 

Mr. VINTON. Does the motion embrace the 
printing of the papers accompanying the report of | 
the majority? | 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. T. B. KING inquired of the Speaker 
whether the question on the printing could be di- 
vided? 


The SPEAKER said no; because both report 


Mr. KING was understood to inquire whether 
it was competent to omit a part. 

The SPEAKER said a motion to print a por- 
tion.of the report and not the balance could not 
now be. entertained. 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the reading of the 


Which was read as follows: 

Resolved, That thetestimony and-exhibits taken 
before the select committee of this House instructed 
to investigate the charges against Daniel Webster, ; 


laid upon the table, and printed, and that said com- 
mittee. be discharged from the further considera- 


The reading having been concluded, 


Mr. ROOT asked the yeas and nays on the mó- 
tion to print; which were ordered. 


The SPEAKER replied, on printing the two re- || 


3 


Mr. WINTHROP (amidst some confusion) 
asked whether the report of the minority might not 
be read. “Ele did not know. that gentlemen had 
any privileges on this floor, but if it was a privi- 
lege. he would venture to. make the motion. 
Objections were.made to the reading. — 

So the SPEAKER putthe question to the House; 
and, in accordance with its-decision, 
The minority report was read. 

REPORT OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned, one of the members of the select com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives appointed to inves- 
tigate the truth ef the charges against Danicl Webster; late 
Secretary of State, made by Chartes J. Ingersoll, a inember 
of this House, finding himself unable to concur, in all re- 
, in the report of the majority of the committee, and 
ing that trath and justice require that some of the 
made to appear in the course of the investigation should 
ted more fully than has been done in the report of the 
majority, begs leave briefly to present his views in the way 
ofa mino report. $ . 

While itis true, as stated in the majority report, that it 
would appear, from the testimony of ex-President Tyler, 
that it was on his own suggestion that the moneys belonging 
to the seeret service fund were placed in the hands of Mr. 
Webster, yet, from the testimony of Mr. Stubbs, the dis- 
bursing agent of that fund, and by the correspondence: on 
the subject, copies of which were obtained by the commit- 
tee, itis evident that the modus operandi was this: Mr, Web- 
sier verbally suggested to Mr. Stubbs that h ould write a 
note to the President suggesting the propr and conve- 


‘ 


nienee of placing a part of this fund at the disposal of: the 
Secretary of State. This Mir. Stubbs did; and Mr, Web- 
ster transmitted the note of Mr, Stubbs to the President, 


accompanied with one from himself, approving the sugges- 
tion, art entioning the umount which he supposed would 
be necessary for the then present purposes of the depart- 
ment. 

At the conclusion of that part of the report of the majority 
of this committee, which relates to the first charge of Mr, 
Ingersoll, it is said: “A balance not needed for the pur- 
ses contemplated, was afterwards returned by Mr. Web- 
o Mr, Stubbs, the disbursing agent.” Jn reference to 
| this part of the subject, it is but proper to say, that the 
Whole amount of the secret service fund which came into 
the hands of Mr. Webster, was seventeen thousand dollars. 
Five thousand dollars of this sum was received by him in 
November and December, U4), and remained in his hands 
until the 83d day of June, 182, when it was returned to the 
disbursing agent of the department. Whether, during the 
time which intervened, Mr. Webster made use of the whole 
or any part of this sum, or whether it fay untouched by him 
in the hands of his banker or elsewhere, there is, to the 
knowledge of the undersigned, no evidence whatsoever, 

Proceeding to notice the second charge, the majority, in 
in their report, say : “There is in the Department of State, 
among the papers relating to the secret, service fand, a letter 
from that gentleman, (P.O. J. Smith, Esq.,) which contains 
an exp on that, unexplained, might justly lead to the 
inference that he (Mr. Smith) had used the money of the 
Government. in that way’. ‘The undersigned deems it but 
right. that this letter should be given at length. It is as fol- 
lows: : ` 

(PRIVATE.] 4. PORTLAND, August 12, 1842, 

“Dear Sm: [suppose we may consider our long-disputed 
boundary now settled, and the people of Maine: feel that 
great credit is due to your efforts in bringing a forty-years? 
dispute to a close. I feel gratified in the result, from a con- 
viction of many years? standing, that a new mode of ap- 
proaching the subject, and such a one as you have adopted, 
would accomplish it, while another forty years of cirenitous 
diplomacy would bave availed nothing. 

* Considering the matter settled, I presume you can feel 
justified in enabling me to fulfil certain assurances which I 
made to a few individuals at different points in this State, 
whose services and influence I had occasion to resort to, in 
order to adjust the tone and direction of the party presses 
and through them of publie sentiment, to the purposes so 
desirable of accomplishment under. your administration. 
For my own services you can also make such allowance 
| trom the contingent fund as you may deem proper, merely 
remarking that all that- was contemplated.in. my original 
letters to you of May, 1841, on the subject, so far as. Maine, 
and the voice ofthe people are concerned, has been happily 


ii realized. To the individuals alluded to above, three in 


number, I gave an assurance that in the event of a settle- 
ment of the boundary, they shontd be allowed a reasonable 
remuneration for their time and incidental expenses—and I 
should like to be able to remit them $100, or $125 each, if in 
my power. Nevertheless, I assumed. no authority to bind 
your department, in any official manner on the subject; but 
the whole rests in my confidential. intercourse with them, 
and I Ieave it, after stating the fact, wholly at your discre- 
tion. I presume the contingent fund will be ample, and 
your control in it ample, to do. whatever you think just. 

“ I send herewith abill fora voucher, with entire consent 
for you to fill the blanks as. you may deem proper. And I 
doit thus seasonably, lest there be ground. for the rumor 
(as F trast there is not) that you will shortly claim a right to 
retire from the administration of the State Department. 

it F beg you to believe that, whether you remain in your 
present or any other position of the public service, my best 
wishes will attend your efforts, and E shail be most happy, 


| in any opportunity, of my being serviceable to you in this 


region ofour-country. . . 
& I am, most truly, your friend and obedient servant, 

i : “FRANCIS O. J. SMITH. 

“ Hon. D. WEBSTER, RC, ke., &e.?? 


Tt is hardly. possible that any one, readitig this letter, 
should.come to any other conclusion than that arrived at by 
Mr. Ingersoll, and embraced in his second charge. Mr. 
Smith, however, in his examination before the committee, 
positively denies that any part of. the sum of two thousand 
five hundred dollars, received by him out of the secret ser- 
vice fund, was ever paid:or promised to any person in any 


948 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 9, 


way conneeted with the public press ; and, from Nis tost- 
mony, it would appear thatthe object of his ¢ ency ins aine 
was to institute and prosecute a course of systematic ele- 
tioneering; and, by correspondence and confidential com- 
munication with the leading and inflwential political charac- 
ters of both politica parties, So to influence the public mind, 
and “adjust the tone and direction ot the party presses,” as 
to secure a majority in the Legislature of that State favor- 
able to the appoiuument of commissioners with full powers 
to bind the State in the antieipated negotiations, In this 


object, it has been seen, the agent claims to have been suc- 


cessful; and asks “109 or SiW each” for bis assistants. | 


five hundred dollars were remitted to him; 
ounts relating to the secret service fund, Mr. 
dited with $500 paid to Mr. Smith for his 
« tants.” Itis due to them, however, Whoever they 
“may be, to add, that Mr. Smith, at the time he reecived this 
remittance of 8500, was not informed that it was speciaily 
intended for the payment of the “assistants 3? and having. 
as be thought, received no more m all than he was ju 
entitled to for his own services, retained the mouey in h 
own hands, and they yet remain unpaid. 
diveet effort of the General Governme 
of one of its high functionaries, and the employment ory 
niary means for the purpose of influencing the Jegi 
action of a State government, constitutes an impe: 
offence in that functionary, the undersigned will not ass 
to decide. 

In regard to the 
tet the ollice of Seeretary of stat 
the undersigned concurs with 
that “from an examination 6 
“at that time, there was of the mon 1 i 
ced to him an apparent balance of 2,200 in his hands, as 
c stated by Mr, Ingersoh, The expenditure of this sum re- 
c mained to be accounted for by bim? But the undersigned 
knows of no cvidenee whieh came before the commutice 
in any form whatever, other than the declarations of Mr. 
Webster himself, going to show that there was any “ iiti- 
“eulty in procuring vouchers from the secret agents whom 
cMr., Webster had employed for the moneys advanced by 
chim to them;” nor does he know of any otier sidence 
of the Joss or misiaying of any voucher “for a payment of 
a thousand dollars 3”? nor of any “efforts”? ky Mr. bsier to 
obtain such voucher; though itis very true that such voucher 
e has not yet been found or obtained.” Che simpie truth ou 
this branch of the inquiry, so far as the under: ed is ca- 
pable of scving it, is substantially this: Mr. We 
out of the State Department an apparent defaulter to the 
amount of £2,230. Afterwards, by direction of the President, 
he was written to by the disbursing agent, Mr. Stubbs, and 
urged to a settlemont. Ford ferent reasons and on various 
pleas the matter 


Accordingly, 
and, in the acc’ 
Webster is cre 


is 
Whether this 
nt through the agency 
cu- 


ive 


> he was a publie deuler, 
majority of the committee, 
Hs accounts, it appents Bac, 
that had been intrust- 


was delayed from time to time, witil Mr. 
"Tyler approached the termination of his presidential terin; 
when Mr. Webster, having in this correspondence heen re- 
minded of the necessity that would exist for the publication 
of the public accounts, and the exposure which would re- 
sult from that pablication if the account remained unad- 
justed, having been thus hinted at, suggested, in the first 
: place, that the, President should take the ex-Seeretary’s 
word for the expenditure of one thousand dollars, and graat 
him a certificate covering that amount; bat, the President 
declining to act upon thi suggestion, Mr. Webster then pro- 
posed to pay up the apparent balance agaist hiin, which 
proposal was of course aceepted, and Mr. W cb-ter paid it 
up accordingly. Subsequently, however, Mr. Webster pro- 
dueed vouchers to the amount of #1290, and was rey: 
that amount, leaving $ 010 as the reul amount of his defid- 
cation at the time of his, retirement From office; and of the 
expenditure of which swn in the publi there ix, be- 
yond the mere word of Mr. Webster, no evidence whatso- 
ver. 

° Itis tme Mr. Webster at first claimed to have paid this 
stim toa Mr. Healy; but the disbursing agent having shown 
that he had himsel paid that sum, and that Mr. Webster 
had already been credited with the amount paid to Mr. 
Healy, he still claimed to have paid it to some person em- 
ployed in the publie vice; but there is no evidence before 
ihe committee that, subsequent to this time, Mr. Webster 
ever pretended to state specifically to whom, when, where, 
or for what purpose, the whole or any part of this sum was 
ever paid by him. , i 

Whether he could have expended this sum for public pr- 
poses, and for purposes so important and delicate as to ye- 
quire a draft on the secret service fund, without being able, 
within two years thereafter, to designate, even to the Pres- 
jdent whose agent he was, any of the particulars connected 
with its expenditure, the undersigned wiil leave it to the 
House to determine. R 

Having thus supplied what he deemed defective or erro- 
neous in the report of the majority, and believing that no 
injury can result to the public service from the publication 
proposed, the undersigned begs leave to offer the folowing 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the tes 
the select committee of th 


mony and exhibits taken before 

House, instituted to investigate 
the charges against Danici Webster, Jate Secretary of State, 
together with the reports of the majority and minority of 
said committee, be laid upon the table and printed; and 
that said committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject. JACOB BRINKERHOFY. 

A brief conversation followed between Mr. J. 
DAVIS, Mr. CULVER, and the SPEAKER. 

The question on the motion to print both reports 
was taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Bullington, Burt, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Cathcart, John G. 
Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobh, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cummins. 
Cunningham, 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Diomgoole, 
Dunlap, Elsworth, Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Fiek- 
lin, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, 
Grider, Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Herrick, 


third charge, viz: that when Mr, Webster | € 
i| moved the postponement of the special order, to 


ter weut | 


Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De | 
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Tilden, Towns, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Vinion, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Williams, Winthrop, Wood- 
ward, Woodworth, Wrigot, Young, and Yost—158. 

NAYS—Mes! Stephen Adams, Asbmun, James A. 
ihu H. Ewing, Bilias B. 
Jlolmes, ae B. Hobnes, McHenry, Pendleton, Phelps, 
Root, Severance, Simpson, Stephens, and ‘Toombs—16. 

So the reports were laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER again announced the special 
order of the day. 

Mr. G. DAVIS (leave having been denied) 


zinek, Cranston, Jeferson Davis, Je 
a 


enable him to make a report from the select com- 
mittee on printing, and asked the yeas and nays; 
which werc ordered, and, being taken, were—y eas 
| 72, nays 99. 
| So the special order was not postponed. 

"The House resumed the consideration of the 
special order. : 


MINERAL LANDS. 


And the bill to direct. the sale of the reserved 
mineral lands in the States of Illinois and Arkan- 
| sas and ‘Territories of Wisconsin and iowa was 
| first in order. . 

The previous question moved yesterday was 
now seconded, and being put, viz: “Shall the 
main question be now put?” it passed in the af- 
firmative. 

The main question was put, first, on the amend- 
ment or substitule for the entire bill, and carried; 
and, secondly, on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill, and also passed in the afirmative. 

‘The bill, being engrossed, was read the third 
time and passed. ‘ 


DES MOINES RIVER. 


The bill granting lands to the Territory of Iowa, 
to nid in the improvement of the navigation of the 
Des Moines river, in said Territory, coming up for 
consideravon— 

One of the amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House proposes to add to the 
bill the following section: 


Sc. 4. And he it further enacted, That whenever the Ter- 
ritory of Towa shail be admitted into. the Union asa State, 


become the property of said State for the purpose contempla- 
ted in this act, aud no other: Provided, ‘That the lauds 
hereby appropriated shall be included in the quantity of laud, 
to whieh Iowa will be entitled under the cighth section of 
the act entitled * An act to appropriate the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights,” 
when said State shall be admitted into the Union. i 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting the word not after the word 
| « shall,” in the proviso, so as to make it read, 
“that the lands hereby appropriated shall not be 
included,” &e. It was negatived. 

Mr. RATHBUN then moved to strike out the 
| whole proviso in which the amendment is con- 
bs ie 
t tained. 

A debate here sprung up, in which Messrs. 


: RHETT, RATHBUN, McCLERNAND, AD- | 


VINTON, DODGE, BOW LIN, and GORDON, 
participated, and which tarned on the question 
whether the grant of land in the bill should be 
deducted from the grant of 500,000 acres of the 
| public land to which lowa would be entitled under 
| the distribution law of 184], or whether it should 
| be granted her over and above that amount. 

Mr. RHETT was in favor of.dedacting it from 
her quota, as otherwise it would aggravate still 
further the inequality among the States in refer- | 
ence to the public domain. 

Mr. RATHBUN thought the grant of land in 
the bill ought to stand on its own merits, and not 
to be taken out of land already granted to Iowa by | 
Jaw. Let it not appear on the face of the act to be | 
a benefaction, when it was only a part of what 
lowa was already entitled to receive in common | 


the tands hereby granted tor the above purpose shall be and 


AMS of Mississippi, THURMAN, STEWART, || 


show that all lands granted or to be granted to. the 
new States for works of internal improvement were 
to be reckoned asa part of the 500,000 acres grant- 
ed by Congress. : 

Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, was in favor either 
of refusing this land, or providing that it should 
vot be deducted out of the share that was coming 
to fowa under the distribution law. ¢ 

Mr. RATHBUN said that the whole quota of 
500,000 acres had’ been appropriated in the consti- 
tution of Iowa to purposes of education; and, there- 
fore, this land could not be included in the grant. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said if that was thecase, 
the new constitution was in direct conflict with the 
law of 1841. . i 
|- Mr. THURMAN said that this was land to be 
granted to Iowa as a Territory, and therefore did 
not conflict with the 500,000 acres she was to re- 
| ceive as a State. She might do what she pleased 
with that; but this was given her asa Territory, 
fora specific object of public utility, in which other 
‘States as well as herself had a collateral interest. 

Mr. STEWART explained the provisions of the 
‘distribution law. ‘While it distributed the proceeds 
of the sales of the public fands among the States 
generally, it allowed the new States formed out of 
i; United States territory 500,000 acres each, over 
and above. ye i 

Mr. VINTON stated that Ohio had previously 
received her 500,000, and therefore she got no ex- 
! tra allo wance. : 

Mr. STEWART said that the same rule ought 
to be observed in réspect to Iowa. All she got 
! from Congress was to be deducted from her 500,- 
| 000 acres. ; 

„Mr. RHETT went into a brief history of the 
distribution law and its operation. on the States, 
and observed, in reply to Mr. Tuurman, that it had 
| respect to previous grants made to Territories, as 
well as to new States. The present grant, there- 
fore, must be deducted. Was she to get more than 
Missouri? Lf they began to add, where. was it to 
i stop? Congress would have to, begin anew, and re- 
| distribute the public lands. : ; 

Mr. DODGE said that this work of the improye- 
ment of the Des Moines river ought to stand omits 
| own merits. If it was.a great and. useful public 

work, let Congress appropriate the requisiteamount 
of Jand to enable the State to complete it. The 
amount proposed was but 262,000 acres; while 
Ohio, and Michigan, and other States, had received 
| grants of over a million of acres. 
| After further explanations, Mr, D. demanded 
| the previous question. 

But the House refused to.second the call. 

Mr. BOWLIN explained as to what Missouri 
had received, and took this favorable occasion to 
say a few words in advance in behalf of a bill soon 
to come up, making grants to his State to enable 
her to reclaim her submerged lands, now of no 
value. i 

Mr. VINTON explained respecting the grants 
to Ohio and to Indiana for the completion of their 
canals, insisting that the Government had réceived 
more than an equivalent in free transportation of 
troops. and munitions of war forever. 

Mr. GORDON explained how the new States 
insisted on their 500,000 acres.each as a vested 
ight, notwithstanding the subsequent repeal of the 
| distributionlaw. Je concluded by demanding the 
previous question, but the Flouse refused. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS advocated the grant 
of land in the bill, but insisted it should bè given 
on its own merits, by the Government acting as a 
landholder, and that it had nothing: to.do with the 
quota of 500,000 acres coming to Towa. 

Mr. GORDON renewed his call for the previous 
question, which was at length seconded. 

And the main question was put, first on Mr. 

Raturun’s motion to strike out the proviso from 
| Mr. Doper’s amendment; and decided in the ne- 
gative. 
And the main question was put, secondly, that 
i the House do concur with the Committee of the 
| Whole in Mr. Dopex’s amendment; and passed 
in the affirmative—ayes 96, noes not counted. 

The bill was then ordered to, be engrossed and 
read the third time; and, being engrossed, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


BOUNDARIES OF IOWA. 


with other new States coming into the Union. 


| 
Mr. McCLERNAND quoted the law of 1841, to 


it 


| The bill to define the boundaries of the State of 
i} Towa, and to repeal so much of the act of the 3d 


1846. 
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ef March, 1845, as relates. to the boundaries of 
Towa, was taken up. . 


_ The bill defines the northern boundary of Iowa |i 
on the parallel of 43° 30" north latitude. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend by striking out 
* 30',? and asked: for the yeas and nays on his 
motion.. They were taken, and are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quieey Adams, Ashmun, 
Bell, Blanchard, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Colia- 
mer, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, De Mott, Dockery, | 
Ellsworth, Jolin H. Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Hamlin, Hamp- | 
ton, Harper, Herrick, E. B. Holes, Hough, Samuel Ð. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington. Hunt, Jo- 
seph R., Ingersoll, Jeiikins, James H. Johnson, Lewis, 
Liong, McCiean, McClelland, McHenry, Mellvaiue, Marsh, 
Mortis, Moseley, Niven, Pollock, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, 


Root, Russell, Seaman, Caleb’ B. Smith, Starkweather, |! 


Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Benjamin Thompson, Til- 


den, Trambo, Vinten, Wieaton, Winthrop, Wood, Wood- 
worth, Wright, and Young—63. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bedinger, Benton, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Miltou Brown, Witiam G. Brown, Bart, Cathcart, 
John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Cullom, Cummins, Can- 
ainghan, Danicl, Dargan, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, 
Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erd- 
man, Baran, Micklin, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Gri- 


der, Harmanson, Isaac E. Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, G. S. |! 


‘Houston, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kennedy, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
tnmpkin, McClernand, Joseph J. MeDowell, James Me: 
Dowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, 
Owen, Parrish, Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Reid, 
Relic, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander 
D: Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Sinith, 
Stephens, St, John, Thomasson, James ‘Thompson, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Toombs, Towns, Tredway, 
White, Wick, and Woodward—91; 

So Mr. Vinton’s amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time; and, being engrossed, it was im- 
mediately read the third time, and passed. 
_ The bill to grant a quantity of land to aid in the 
improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and 
to connect the same by a canal in the Territory of 
Wisconsin, was next taken up. 

‘The amendments reported from the Committec 
of the Whole were read, and concurred in. 

T he biH was further amended, on motion of Mr. 
MARTIN, of Wisconsin, and was ordered to be 
engrossed and read the third time; and, being en- 
grossed, was read the third time, and passed. 


The bill to authorize the constituted authorities 
of the county of Polk, in the Territory of Iowa, to 
enter a quarter section of land for a county seat, 
was taken up; and, no amendment being reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, it was ordered 
to be engrossed and read the third time; and, bein 
engrossed, it.was forthwith read a third time; an 
passed. eee coe i 
THE STOCKBRIDGE INDIANS. > 

The. bill to repeal ihe act of the 3d March, 1843, 
entitled “An act for the relief of the: Stockbridge 

„tribe of Indians, in. the Territory of Wisconsin, 
and. for other purposes,” was taken up. 

The first-section of the bill repeals the act of 3d 
March, 1843, which made the whole Stoelbridge 
tribe of Indians residing in the Territory of Wis- 
consin . citizens of the United States, and restores 
to them their ancient form of government. By the 
act of 1843, individual Indians were authorized to 
sell the lands which might be parcelled out to them 
from the lands of the tribe. : 

The first amendment reported from the Commit- 
„tee of the Whole proposes ‘to add to. the first sec- 

tion the following: 

. Provided, That all titles to land acquired by | 

third persons shall be valid.’ | 


4 


| the Governor of Towa, a mere agent of the United 
» States, presiding over a territory which was a de- 
; pendency of the United States, undertook to call 
| out the militia, and went to war with the State of 
: Missouri. 
| to'pay the expenses of the militia so called out. 


Mr. JENKINS opposed the amendment, and 
exposed the means ‘and the frauds resorted to to 
acquire lands from the Indians, the titles to which 
were to be made.valid by the amendment. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON said the amendment 
had been before the Indian Committee, and was | 

voted down by the committee: Fe entirely con- 
curfed in all that had been ‘said by the gentleman 
from New York. | ; 
~ Mr. MARTIN, òf Wisconsin, defended the 
amendment; as also the. procéedings in the pur- 
_chase of. the lands: a 

Mr. JENKINS rejoined, and went into particu- 

lars in- support of his assertions of fraud and im- 
‘proper proceedings in these purchases, ` 

-The amendment was ‘voted ‘down’ by aéclama- 
tion. f 
~ The other amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were then concurred in; and 


i 


| of the deepest. moment. ‘The appropriation ofj 


| States as to their boundary. 


| and passed. 


| militia called into service in the 


i the Whole with a recommendation that it do not 


| of their corn and pork taken from them by force at 


| appropriations for the pay of the officers and sol- 
| diers raised by Lowa in resisting a tax levied by 


| on the ground that the territory on which they re- 


| His government was an agency established for the 


the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the 

third time. . ; 
And being engrossed, the bill was read the third 

time and passed. ‘ 


The bill to equalize the compensation of the sur- 
veyors general of the public lands of the United 
States and for other purposes, was next in order. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, which proposes to strike out the sur- 
veyor general of Arkansas, so as to exclude him 
from the benefits of the bill, was read, and dis- 
agreed to. K i : 

And the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
réad a third time. 

And being engrossed, it was read the third time 


The bill disafirming all laws of the Territories 
of Iowa and Wisconsin grayting banking priv- 
ileges, and the bill to establish an additional land 
‘office in Iowa, were severally taken up in their or- 
der; and no amendment having been made to either 
of them in Committee of the Whole, they were 
severally read a third time and passed. 

PAYMENT OF IOWA MILITIA. 

The bill to provide for the payment of Iowa | 

Pordoi troubles 


with Missouri in December, 1839, next came up. 
This bill was reported from the Committee of 


pass. 

! Mr. BLACK, though not advocating so much of 
the bill as appropriated to pay the troops called out 
by Iowa, insisted that the sum of $3,484 ought not 
.to be refused to pay the poor farmers for the value 


the point of the bayonet for the subsistence of the 
troops. | . f 
Mr. VINTON said that this was a bill making 


the State of Missouri on a portion of her citizens, 


sided constituted a part of the State of Missouri. 
When Missouri sent her sheriff to collect the tax, 


Aud this was the bill asking Congress 


The power to call out the militia of the country to 
resist invasion or to suppress insurrection was one | 
of the most delicate and dangerous powers that | 
could exist in a free government; and it was grant- | 


“ed by the Constitution to Congress, and to Con- | 


gress alone.. Should insurrection or invasion oc- | 
cur, the Governor of a State might call out the 
militia, if authorized so to do by Congress. The 
Governor of Lowa, instead of sending to the Presi- 
dent or consulting Congress, of his own mere mo- | 
tion called outa military force, and made open war į 
on the State of Missouri, an act for which he had 
no more authority than any member of that House. 


convenience of the Union; it belonged to the United 
States; it was our government; the Governor was 
our agent; it was for Congress to say whether the 
militia of one of its Territories should be called out 


‘have done the same thing? | 


Mr. VINTON replied most emphatically in the 
negative. “As it was a question which could be 
decided by Congress alone, he certainly should 
never undertake to decide it for himself. He should 
have, as a Territorial Governor, no such power. 
This Governor of Iowa was, he believed, the same 
Mr. Lucas who had cut just the same sort of caper 
in Ohio. Mr. V. had been opposed to both pro- 
ceedings. This was no mere question of dollars 
and cents; it was a question of principle, and one | 


$10,000 was nothing; the principle was everything. 
Let such a power as this once be recognised in the 
Governor of a Territory, and by and by we should 
have a little Territorial Governor away off in Orc- | 
gon, or California, (if we.got it,) who would un- 
dertake to make war at his own discretion. Were 
gentlemen prepared: to foot his bills? Pass this 
bill, and it would become a preceđent to authorize 
internal war on every petty dispute between two | 


il 


In this case there could be no plea of alleged 
necessity. What if Missouri did levy a tax when 
the people of Towa thought she had no right to do 
it; was that a cause to justify the shedding of 
blood? The fact ought to have been immediately 
reported to the President, that by him it might be 
submitted to Congress.. That was the pacific, 
the proper, the constimtignal course; but instead 
of this, the Governor of Lowa had- called on the 
people to stand to their arms and fight the State 
of Missouri. The gentleman from lowa said it 
was the duty ofthe Governor to’execute the laws; 
that was a question which belonged to Congress 
alone. It was for Congress to say how its. laws 
should be executed within its own territory. ‘There 
was no safety for the public liberty when the 
power to call out troops was givén to any other 
hands. It belonged to the United States to say 
whether these people should yield to the authority 
of the Legislature of Missouri or not. This was 
a question that did not belong to the Governor of 
Lowa; no, nor to the people of Iowa either. When 
a similar case had occurred between Michigan and 
Ohio, the Michigan treops were not paid, and he 
believed they remained unpaid to this day; and so 
he trusted they would always remain. In the last 
| Congress a Communication was made by the Gov- 
emor of Wisconsin, and certain resolutions had 
been passed by her Legislature as to-her bounda- 
ries. It was said that the United States Govern- 
| ment had given up part of Wisconsin to the States 
! of Indiana and Ilinois, and in forming the new 
State of Michigan they had invaded the Territory 
of Wisconsin; and he gave us notice that if we did 
not give it back, he would fight the whole of us. 
True, it was an unequal contest, but the people of 
Wisconsin would appeal to the God of battles. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. DODGE. But this was not Towa. 

Mr. VINTON. No; Iowa had not got quite 
so far. But he cited this as an example to show 
| what would come of allowing such doctrinés to 
prevail. Missouri was ready to fight the United 
States, Michigan, Ilinois, Indiana, yes, and Great 
| Britain, too; she was ready to meet the whole of 
| them. Letthe doctrine be sunctioned by Congress, 
| and these forays would soon be abundant amon, 

us. They were all revolutionary in principles and 
whoever was a friend to free government, to true 


‘| and regulated liberty, was bound to set his face 


against them. If we would preserve our freedom, 


| let us keep a jealous eye on this power of calling 


out the militia. a 

Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, said he should 
be very far from calling in question the truth or. wis- 
dom of the principles laid down by the able gen tle- 
man from Ohio. IIe admitted them all. But he 
rosc to call the attention of the House to the fact 
| that the Governors of Iowa and Michigan were of- 
ficors of the United States Government; and he 
submitted to the House whether they ought not to 
pay the unoffending citizens from whom these Gov- 
ernment ofiicers had taken their corn and their pork 
atthe point of the bayonet? Assuredly these peo- 
ple ought to be paid. He would not say that the 
Governor of Iowa was right in what he had done; 
| he did notask the House to appropriate for the 
i pay of the officers and men; all he pleaded for was 
| that these farmers should not be.allowed to suffer 
| by what they could not prevent or resist. 
Mr. VINTON said these officers had been mere 
| trespassers, and were liable for what they had done. 
| 
| 


Mr. DODGE, in extenuation, if not in vindica- 
tion of what Governor Lucas had done, stated that 
| he did write to the Secretary of State (and he quo- 
ted the letter) asking for instructions from the 
President in 1839. And as to Congress deciding 
the matter, Congress had never decided it to this 
day. A bill had once, indeed, passed by a ma- 
jority of two-thirds; but that was in the absence of 
the gentleman from Ohio.. Ever since that ever- 
vigilant gentleman had returned to his seat in the 
House, he had whipped Mr. D. upon the bill when- 
ever it came up. . Mr. D. defended the course of 
the Governor, insisting that he had done no more 
than his duty. He concluded by demanding the 
previous question; which, being seconded, 

The question was put on the recommendation of 
| the Committee of the Whole that the bill be re~ 
jected; and it passed in the affirmative. 

And so the bill was rejected. 


STATE OF WISCONSIN. 
The bill to enable the people of Wisconsin T'ere 
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ritory to form a constitution and State government, | 
and for the admission of such State into the Union, 
was next taken up. j 
The amendments adopted in Committee of the | 
Whole were read and concurred in. | 
Mr.. McCLELLAND moved an amendment, ! 
which, he stated, had been agreed upon between | 
the members of the State of Michigan and the Dele- | 
gate of Wisconsin, to that part of the first section 
which defines the boundaries of the new State. 
Mr. McCLELLND also moved to amend the 
bill by inserting therein a new section, as the sec- 
ond section of the bill, as follows: 
«Phat the lands hereby granted shall not be conveyed or 


disposed of by said Territory, or by any State to be formed 
by the same, except as said improvement shall prog ¿ 
that is, the said Territory or State may sell so much of saig |} 


Jands as shall produce the sum of $30,000, and then the | 
shall cease, until the Governor of said Territory or State |; 
shall certify the fact to the President of the United Stues 
that one-half of said sum has beon expended upon said im- 
provement, when the said Territory or State may scH and | 
convey a quantity of the residue of said lauds sufficient to || 
replace the amount expended; and thus the sales shall pro- | 
gress as the proceeds thercof shall be expended. and the fact 
of such expenditure shall be certified as aforesaid.” i 

After some conversation— | 

Both the amendments moved by Mr. McCue- | 
LAND were agreed to. 

The other amendments reported from the Com- 
mittce of the Whole were read and concurred in, 

And the bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 
xead a third time, | 

And being engrossed, it was forthwith read the | 
third time and passed. | 

Ata subsequent period of the day’s session, a! 
motion was made by Mr. ROCKWELL, of Con- | 
necticut, that the House reconsider the vote by 
which this bill was passed. The motion was en- || 
tered and laid over, to be hereafter considered. fi 

The SPEAKER announced that the special or- || 
der on Territorial business was here concluded. | 

Mr. HUNTER immediately moved that the |! 
rules prescribing the order of business be sus- | 
pended, and that the House proceed to the con- || 
sideration of business relating to the District of | 
Columbia. 

Mr. HOPKINS said he hoped not. 

The question was put, and the motion was neg- 
atived. ; 

Sundry bills from the Senate were then taken up 
and read the first and second time, and referred as | 
follows: 

The bill to provide for the ascertainment and |! 
satisfaction of claims of American citizens for spo- | 
liations committed by the French prior to the 31st || 
July, 1801, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. || 

The bill appropriating alternate sections of the 


‘tion, as be wished to moye an amendment to the | 
| resolution of the committee as well as to discuss. 


| mittee on Publie Printing. 


| tee: 


i United States delivered to the Clerk by the said J. 


| which, in his opinion, rendered the introduction of 


public lands tor the improvement of Pearl river 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill for the relief of Asenath Canney to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


The House proceeded to consider the message 
from the Senate notifying the di sement of the 
Senate to the amendinent of this LLouse to the bill ji 
for the appointment of an additional number of |i 
pay masters in the army. | 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the House recede | 
from its amendment, Negatived. | 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved that the House || 
insist on its amendment. | 

And the question being 
firmative. 

Mr. MeCLELLAND suggested to the chairman 
of the Military Committee to ask a conference, 
saying that from what he had heard from Senators 
he had no doubt the bill could be so modified as to | 
suit the views of both Houses. f 

Mr. HARALSON moved that a conference be |! 
asked of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the ., 
two Houses; which was agreed to. i 

i 


Reports of committees being in order— Il 


put, it passed in the af- i 


f 
i 


adoption of the following resolution: : 

Resolved, That. the Clerk of this House cause to ii 
be distributed the tenth volume of the laws of the | 
United States in the same manner as the eighth and | 
ninth volumes were distributed. 
_Mr. THURMAN moved to add to the resolu- | 
tion the following: li 


ł 

| 
: >: f 
The committee recommend to the House the j; 
$ 

j 

i 

i 


| extended much beyond that period, probably 


| large into a support of his resolution. 


! read as follows: 


i House, it was not in order to entertain a motion to 


| Speaker to decide the question. 


« Provided, That none of such volumes shall be 
distributed to members of Congress.” 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved the previous question. 

Mr. COBB asked Mr. D. to withdraw the mo- 


| 
i 
| 


the subject. 
Mr. DAVIS said he would do so if he could 
then be permitted to make a report from the Com- 


Mr. COBB could not enter into the stipulation. 

The question was then put on the motion for the 
previous question, and it was not seconded. 

Mr. COBB then moved the following as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution reported by the commit- 


Resolved, That the Clerk be, and hereby is, di- 
rected to return to Messrs. J. & G. S. Gideon the | 
1,600 copies of the 10th volume of the laws of the 


éG. S. Gideon. : 

A debaie arose on the report and resolution of 
the sclecteommiittee; they were opposed by Messrs. 
COBB and WINTHROP, and supported by Mr. | 
GORDON. 

During the debate the hour allotted by the rules 
for the consideration of reports of committees eX- 
pired, and the subject went over unul to-morrow, 

Mr. LLOPKINS moved the following: 

Whereas William 'T. Stewart, late messenger in 
the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms in the House of 
Representatives has been removed without any 
sutlicient cause known to the House: Therefore 
be it $ 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby 
required to reinstate the said Stewart in the ofiice 
of messenger. l 

The introduction of the resolution was objected 


to. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to suspend the rules, 
which motion prevailed, two-thirds voting therefor. | 

The resolution was then received. 

And Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous ques- 
tion, but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. BOYD, who called for the reading of the 
authority for the appointment of the messenger. 

it was read by the Clerk, and 

Mr. BOYD opposed the resolution. 

Mr. WOODWORTH moved an adjournment. 
Negatived. 

Mr. LLOPIKINS explainad the circumstances 


the resolution proper, and spoke in favorable terms 
of Mr. Stewart, whom he had known_ personally 
s an oficer of this House, and a good and faith- 
ful officer too, during the time of his (Mr. H.’s) 
awm of service in Congress, which was cleven 
years. Mr. Stewart’s term of service, he believed, 


twenty years. Mr. H, then entered somewhat at 


Mr. McKAY said the law which authorized the 
appointment of this messenger was limited to the 
year 1844, and, of course, there was now no law 
recognising: the officer. 

Mr. HOPKINS modified his resolution by leav- 
ing out the preamble, and making the resolution 


Resolved, ‘That William 'T. Stewart be and he 
hereby is declared to be the messenger of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arins of this House. 

The debate on the resolution was continued by 
Messrs. BOYD and KENNEDY against it, and 
by Mr. LEAKE in its support. f 

Mr. BOYD moved that the resolution be laid on 
the table. 

Pending which, a motion was made that when 
the House adjourns it will adjourn to meet at ten 
o’clock to-morrow forenoon, 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL said the motion 
was not in order. As the hour for the meeting of 
the House was fixed by a standing order of the 


change it at any time except when resolutions or 
motions were in order; and he called upon the 


The SPEAKER said, that although the rule of 
the House provided that a motion to fix the day to 
which the House shall adjourn shall always be in 
order, it did not follow that a motion. to change the 
hour already fixed was always in order; and he | 
therefore sustained the objection raised by Mr. Ix- | 
GERSOLL, and ruled the motion not in order at this 
time. - 


An appeal was taken from this decision, and the 
ruling of the Chair was sustained by a large ma- 
onty. ; E 
l ‘The question was put on Mr. Boyp’s motion to 
lay Mr. Hopxins’s resolution on the table, and it 
was lost. f : = ica 

The resolution was firther.supported by Messrs. 
DROMGOOLE and LEAKE, and was opposed 
by Mr. KENNEDY. . . Soca 

Mr. RATHBUN moved the previous question. 

Mr. HENLEY moved an adjournment. Nega- 
tived. : 

The previous question was seconded. 

An adjournment was again moved, and nega- 
tived. A 

The previous question was then put, “Shall the 
main question be now puat?” and passed in the 
affirmative. i i 
"And the main question was put, that the House 
do agree to the resolution, and passed in the affirm- 
ative, by yeas and nays: Fer the resolution 75, 
against it 46. ; 

“And so the resolution was agreed to, and Wil- 
liam T. Stewart was, declared to be the messenger 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House. ~ os 

Mr. HENLEY immediately moved a reconsid- 
eration of the vote agreeing to the. resolution, and 
gave his reasons for the motion. 

Mr. H. also moved an adjournment; which pre- 
vailed, actA 

And the House adjourned until to-morrow. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwnespay, June 10, 1846. 


Mr. GREENE presented the memorial of the 
representatives of the yearly meeting of the. Soci- 
elies of Friends for New England, deprecating the 
evils of war, and praying the adoption of measures 
for the perpetuation of peace; which he moved 
should be laid upon the table and printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved the reference of the 
motion to print to the Committee on Printing; 
which was agreed to. : ean 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a constitution for 
a State government, adopted by the-people of the 
Territory of Iowa, in convention, May 18, 1846; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, and five thousand additional copies were'(on 
motion of Mr. W.).ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the aggregate amount 
appropriated by Congress since the Ist of July, 
1836, for the removal of bars and other obstruc- 
tions of mud, sand, &c., from the harbors and 
rivers of the United States; also, what proportion 
of such appropriation has been expended in 


| dredging operations, including all expenses of such 


operations; also, the average cost ‘per cubic yard 
in removing such obstructions, 5 

Mr. DIX moved the postponement of the prior 
orders of the day, in order to take up the Senate. 


. bill making: alterations in the pay department of 


the army, which had been sent from the House 

with sundry amendments, which, being disagreed 

to by the Senate had been insisted upon by the 

House, who had appointed a committee of confer- 

ence upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. - 
The motion to take up was agreed to. 

Mr. D. then moyed the appointment by the 
Chair of a committee of conference ‘on the part of 
the Senate; which motion being agreed to— 

The PRESIDENT. nominated Senators. Dix, 
Jounson, of Maryland, and Housron, as’ said 
committee. ; ' 

THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. DIX then moved to take up the bill supple- 
mental to the aet providing for the prosecution of 
the war with Mexico. : 

Mr. WEBSTER. The appropriate hour would 
be one o’clock. | 

` Mr. DIX said the bill had already been’ there 
five days, during which he had made several inef- 
fectual attempts to have the amendments of the 
House considered. ‘There were now twenty-one 
regiments on the Rio Grande, and the bill ought to 
be disposed of at the earliest possible period. - 

Mr. WEBSTER did not desire to be consider- 
ed as opposed to the bill, but he was againsttaking 
up important measures and disposing’ of them’ du- 
ring the morning hour, which was appropriated-to 
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other matters; and, besides, he thought nothing 
was ever gained by such hasty proceeding. If the 
Senator would call up the: bill.at the hour of one, 
hè should make no objection. i ' 
Mr. DIX then- waived his motion, giving notice 
that he should call it up.at one precisely. 


‘REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


“Mr. NILES, fromthe Committee on the Post 
Office-and Post Roads, reported a bill for the relief 
of Wade Allen; which was read a first time. 

» Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
William: Pittman; which was read a first time. 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported 
without amendment the (House) bill for the relief 
of Josiah Parker, and the House bill for the relief 
of Orris Bane 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
submitted an advèrse report upon. the petition of 
James Hillman; which was ordered to be printed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CASS observed that he desired to make an 
explanation, in some measure personal to himself. 

In a letter to the Secretary of War, from Gen- 
eral Gaines, dated September 10, 1843, published 
in the Union of to-day, that officer says: 

“YI ain sure that no otber description of proof can be ad- 
duced to pat me in the wrong, but that of such ereatnres as 
1 have above described, and such as those who condemned 
me or my conduct in Florida, and upon the Sabine, in 1836, 
where I made no requisition for volunteers or militia with- 
out the express authority of President Jackson, as you may 
see by the official correspondence of Mr. Seerctary Cass, 
who was ever réady and willing to put me in the wrong.” 

Now, sir, I have but little to say upon this sub- 
ject, but that little shall be decisive. I have, no 
doubt, many errors to answer for, without being 
charged with acts 1 did not commit. ‘Iam not sen- 

- sible that I ever had the slightest wish to put Gen- 
eral Gaines in the wrong. If he does not put him- 
: self there, he will never be there by any effort of 
mine, With respect to the disavowal of his requi- 
sition, to which he alludes, in 1836, when l was at 
the head of the War Department, I had no more 
agency in it than I had in the recent proceedings in 


the South. Iwas not at the seat of Government 
atthetime. Mr. Harris was the acting Secretary, 


and he reported the circumstances to General Jack- 
son, then at the Hermitage, who immediately dis- 
avowed the requisition, and directed the discharge 
of the troops. I will read the letter he wrote to 
an honorable Senator, then Governor of Ken- 
`o tacky: l 


“HERMITAGE, August 7, 1836. 
. Sir: Arriving at this place on: the evening of the 5th 
instant, 1 was nade acquainted with the requisition of 
Gaheral Gaines on the Governors of Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana, for 1,000. inen from:cach State. 
k The letter of Gonersk Gaines, and the proclaination of Gov- 
emor. Cannon, of Tennessee, nade known the basis of this 
„„ requisition: Regarding thé reasons assigned by General 
“* Gainés. not consistent with the’ relations which we bave 
maintained with Mexico, since the existence of the civil 
“waccin Texas, or with those which itis our duty and wish 
to cultivate with, that Government, as long as it observes 
rood faith.and friendship in its intercourse with the United 
tates, I feel myself called on to inform you that that requi- 
` sition has not received my approbation, and that I trust, if 
the men.called for have been brought into the field, you will 
forthwith cause them to be mustered and discharged, and 
await for further orders from the General Govermnent in 
respect to any other requisition for the militia. 
© The ten thousand volunteers authorized by the late act 
of Congress: have been apportioned among the States and 
, Territories nearest to the tieatye of actual or apprehended 
hostilities from the Indians. . They are considered sufficient, 
~ gombined with the regular troops, to. maintain the peace ot 
the frontier, and to terminate the war which now exists 
with the Creeks and Seminoles; Allaf them have not been 
brought into the field; but General Gaines was notified that 
one thousand volunteers in Arkansas and one thousand in 
Missouri had. received orders to be organized and held in 
readiness for, one’ year’s service, should the emergency | 
arise making their employment necessary on the frontier 
“now. commanded by bim: This circumstance makes the 
present requisition of General Gaines still more unaccount- 
able; particularly as itis believed that our western frontier 
cas now. tranquil, Underthese circumstances you will please 
eause the troops called for. by. the requisition in question, if 
they have heen raised, to be-discharged. ` They will be paid 
assoon as an appropriation by Congress can be obtained for 
this. purpose. . OY the a 
“1am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
j . x, * ANDREW JACKSON. 
“To his Excellency Mr. Monrnean, © 
Oo. “Governor of Kentucky. 3: 
I suppose Ineed: no other defence. against this 
charge. eas j woes 
| . The following resolution, submitted yesterday- 
by Mr. Yuen, came up: - se ; 


-+ “Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Of- 


fice and Post, Roads be directed to inquire into the 


Wisconsin, for the purpose of aiding in opening a 


Mexico,” which had been returned from the House 
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best means of establishing a regular communica- | 
tion by mail between St. Augustine and Key West, || 
and between Key West and Pensacola; and par- |; 
ticularly whether the steamers connected with the |: 
revenue service can be employed in sach purpose |; 
without injury to the public service. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON suggested a modifiation, 
which he thought would render the resolution 
more comprehensive, to which Mr. YULEE as- 
sented; and, at the suggestion of Mr. WEST- 
COTT, there was another slight modification, and 
the resolution as adopted-now reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the-Committee on the Post Of- |! 
fice and Post Roads.be directed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing effectuat means for estab- 
lishing a regular communication by mail between 
St. Augustine and Key West, and between Key 
West and Pensacola, or other port on the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Turney, was then read: i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- |! 


i 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency || 
of exempting from arrest and seizure the persons || 
and property of volunteers, for debt, during their 
continuance in`the military service of the United 
States. 

Mr. BENTON thought the Military Committee | 
was not the proper place for its consideration. If) 
sent anywhere, it should go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary; but, in his opinion, the resolution jj 
ought not to go to any commiitee. 

Mr. TURNEY had no objection to modify it so | 
as to send it to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 
It wasa meré matter of inquiry into the expedi- 
ency of the measure. 

Mr. BERRIEN thought it very questionable 
whether it ought to be aaopted, as it suggested a j 
question whether it would not be an interference | 
with the judicial proceedings of States 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Maryland, moved to amend | 
it so. as to inquire “into the authorities,” &c. 
His own impression was that there was no such 
power. 

The amendment of Mr. Jounson having been 
agreed to, the question was taken on the resolution 
as amended, aud it was rejected, 

Mr. PENNYBACKER moved a postponement |! 
of the prior orders of the day, in order to take up 
a bill for the relief of Joseph Watson; which mo- 
tion was not agreed to. 

The (House) bill to amend the act entitled “An 
act to grant a quantity of Jand-to the ‘Territory of 


canal to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with | 
those of Rock river,” wus read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. ` 


The (House) bill directing the President of the 
United States to sell the reserved mineral lands in 
the States of Illinois and Arkansas and Territories 
of Wisconsin and lowa, was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. BREESE suggested that there was no ne- 
cessity for the reference of the above bill, as the 
Conunittee on Public Lands had fully considered 
and reported upon the subject, and the bill was or- || 
dered to be placed among the general orders. 

On motion, by Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the -bill for the relief 
of Elijah White; and no amendment being offered 
thereto, it was reported to the Senate; when 

Senators JARNAGIN and PEARCE opposed | 
the bill, and Mr. ATCHISON advocated the claim 
of Mr. White. 

.- Pending the discussion, the hour of one o’clock 
having arrived, 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the further considera- 
tion of the subject was postponed until to-morrow, 
in order to take up the 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The motion to postpone being agreed to, the | 
Senate resumed the consideration of the (Senate) 
act supplemental to an act cntitled ‘* An act provi- || 
ding for the prosecution of the existing war with || 


of Representatives with sundry amendments. 

The first amendment was to authorize the ap- 
pointment of one major general instead of two, as 
the bill originally. proposed; and two brigadier | 
generals in place of four. - 


i the amendments 


i case they were. disagreed to, 


Mr. DIX stated that the Committee on Military 
Affairs had. had the bill and amendments infor- 
mally under their consideration, and had examined 
hts critically, and had-come to the 
conclusion that it was Inexpedient to agree to them: 
He moved; therefore, that the Senate disagree to 
all the amendments. - f : . 

Mr. HUNTINGTON proposed to ‘offer an 


amendment to oneof theamendments of the House. 


He thought it would be well 46 see what modifica- 
tion the Senate might be disposed ‘to: make in re- 
gard to those amendments, before:taking the ques- 
lion upon agreeing or disagreeing to them; as, in 
and a committee ‘of 
conference appointed, they would afterwards have 
only the recommendation of the committee to vote 
upon, without’ any question being taken upon a 


|! modification. With this view, when: the second 


amendment came to be considered, he would move 

a modification of it. He hoped the question would 

be taken on the several amendments separately. 
Mr. WESTCOTT said he was in favor of agree- 


| ing to the amendments of the House. He thought 
| one more major general and two more brigadier 


generals would be enough, especially if their. chief 
employment was to.be in carrying ona corres ond- 


|| ence with the War Department instead of fighting. 


He could see no necessity for a greater number; 
besides, the expense would be considerable, They 
were going on increasing their expenses thousands 
after thousands without any actual necessity to 
warrant it. He asked for the yeas and nays on 
the question, and they were ordered. : 
Mr. DAYTON inquired ‘whether the amend- 
ments did not include also ą diminution of the num- 
ber of general officers at the close of the war? 
Mr. HUNTINGTON said it was that portion 
of the amendments which he wished to modify. 
Mr. DIX observed that this bill-was the bill of 
the Administration ; and he was prepared to vote 
for all the necessary provisions of law, and for all 
the supplies of men and moncy, which the Admin- 
istration demanded to enable them to prosecute the 
war with vigor and success. He was opposed, 
therefore, to all the amendments made by- the 
Tiouse. f Cee 
Mr. MOREHEAD said he would do no such 
thing as'the Senator from New York suggested; 
he would vote for such measures as he thought 
just and proper for the promotion of the interests 
of the country, whether they were recommended 
by the Administration or not. . ; E 
Mr. WESTCOTT expressed his astonishment 
at the extraordinary ‘déclaration of. the Senator 
from New. York... He had seen nothing officially 
communicated ‘to the. Senate indicating: that this 
was the bill of the Administration. If there had 
been any communication from the Executive by 
which the responsibility of recommending the ap- 


| pointment of six general officers was assumed, he 
| would like to have it pointed-out, so that-it might 


be clearly understood. If the Administration were 
to make a recommendation, openly and above- 
board, with the superior knowledge which they 
necessarily possessed as to what was necessary to 
be done, and take the responsibility of such recom- 
mendation, it would goa great way with him in 
inducing him to vote for it. Though he recognised 
the rule laid down by the Senator from Kentucky, 


| that in all matters of legislation a Senator should. 


be goverened by his own conscience, yet such 
recommendation would: be evidence to him that it 
was right. But he had no idea of giving his vote 
unqualifiedly and unreservedly to a measure, under 
the supposition of its being desired by the Admin- 
istration, unless the Administration were prepared 
by direct and unequivocal communication:to as- 
sume the responsibility, < 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, the Senator from Florida 


i had laid downa most extraordinary doctrine. It 


had been the practice from the commencement of 
the Government for committees to eall upon the 
heads of departments for details. He did. not rec- 


i ollect of a call having ever been made upon the 


President concerning matters of detail. 

k À 

The question was then taken upon the first 
amendment, and it was disagreed to, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Huntington, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, 
Pearce, Phelps, Upham, Westcott, and: Woodbridge—19, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, 
Dix, Fairficld, Hannegan, Haywood, Houston, Jarnagin, 
Jenness, Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, McDuffie, Penny- 


spacker, Rusk, Sevier, Speight, Turney, and Yulee—26, 
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To the second amendment of the Ho 


use, which 


provides that the President shall, at the termina- i 


tion of the war, dismiss from service, &c., Mr. 


HUNTINGTON proposed the following modifi- ; 


cation: À 
«That it shall be the duty of the President, by 


© and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to | 


‘discharge such of the general officers who may 
‘be then in service as will be necessary to accom- 
* plish said reduction.” 


Mr. HUNTINGTON explained the object of | 


his amendment. The appointing power and, the 
power of dismissal ought to be indivisible. Offi- 
cers would feel themselves more safe in the hands 
of the Senate, than in those of the Executive. By 
his amendment, the responsibility of these remo- 
vals would be transferred from the President alone. 
They ought to rest both in the same hands. The 


power of appointment of these general officers | 


being exercised by the President in conjunction 


with the Senate, their removal ought only to be |! 


effected by and with the advice and eonsent of 
the Senate. 
enable the President, if he were so disposed, to 


overslaugh all the old and tried and gallant gen- | 


erals. 


Mr. MILLER said he trusted the amendments }) 


of the House would not receive the concurrence 
of the Senate. If, however, they were to be 
adopted, the modification proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut would be very essential. 

Mr. ALLEN said he was quite satisfied with 
the bill as it went to the House; and he was, nev- 
ertheless, not entirely dissatisfied with the amend- 
ments made by the House. With a slight modi- 
fication, he would find no difficulty in voting for 
them. He was opposed to the amendment to the 
House amendment now proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut, because, if they were to change 


the practice with regard to removals from office, ` 


they would soon find it necessary to change an- 
other practice—the practice of adjourning Con- 
gress. They would have to keep the Senate in 
perpetual session. The Senate was usually in 
session about nine months out of twenty-four; and 


if the power of removal in each case were to require || 


the action of that body, there could be no removals 
made except during nine months in the course of 
every two years, or else the Senate would have to 
become a sort of perpetual cabinet council. 

There was one modification of the House amend- 
ments which be would propose, and it was to 
strike out the words ‘at the end of the war with 
Mexico,” and insert ‘upon the restoration of 
peace;”’ because they might, before they got through 

. with this one, have a war upon their hands with 
some other nation. He was not at all certain as 
to what the existing state of things would bring 
about; he was not sure but that England would 
take courage from the exhibition that had been 


made within the last six months; ay, take courage | 


to lay her hands upon California, [Te was by no 


means certain that such an idea had not before | 
this been ripened into a fixed policy on the part of | 
He was not sure but she had an ; 


Great. Britain. 
expedition even now directed to that point. They 
had been told by distinguished statesmen during 


this session that Great Britain would fight fora | 
strip of country lying between forty-nine and fifty- : 


four degrees of north latitude, [she would fight 
for this, what would she do for California? 
gave no opinion as to what would happen, for it 
was impossible to foretel what turn events might 
take. 


In consequence of some observations that were 


made, at the commencement of the session and : 
afterwards, in regard to the defences of the coun- ; 
try in the event of a war, thosc who made those ;; 
observations were denounced as the war party, and , 
language was put into their mouths which they ; 


never used; such as that they desired to prepar 


the hearts of the people for war; and strong efforts | 


were made to stamp them as a war party, ax being 
desirous of promoting a war in order to give as 


cendency to the opposite party, yet, so far as were |; 


events beyond the control of any party, that war |: 
burst upon them without any such agency as was || 
erroneously imputed to these who were simply de- |) 
sirous of being prepared. A war forced itself upon |; 
them, against the expectation and the wish of all. | 
Might they not, then, justly anticipate the occur- 
rence of similar unforeseen events? At a proper j! 
time he would move the modification which he had | 
suggested, il 


The amendment of the House would | 


Ele | 


i 
i 


T) 


gratulate the House and the country upon the re- 
cognition, as presented in the amendments of the 
House, of the existence of the power in Congress 
to control removals as well as appointments. The 
amendments of the House asserted the power to 
be in Congress, because they were intended as 
granting the power to the President. Mr. M. then 
gave a history of the former proceeding of Con- 
gress in regard to this matter, showing that the 
power had heretofore been considered as belonging 
to Congress. 


A message i 
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f n writing was received from the 
|! motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, (who suspended his 
remarks,) the further consideration of the bill was 
postponed, and- the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Executive business, and continued in 
session until alate hour of the day; when they 
adjourned, to meet at eleven o’clock, to-morrow; a 
resolution to that effect having been, adopted in 
Executive session, on motion of Mr. SEVIER. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, June 105, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday (having been read in 
i part only) was approved. 

Mr. KAUFMAN introduced to the House Mr. 
T. Piruspury, member elect from the State of 
Texas, who was qualified and took his seat. . 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCK WELL rose, he said, to a 
privileged question, 

The SPEAKER. There is already a privileged 
question pending—the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Henney] to reconsider the re- 
solution adopted immediately previous to the ad- 
journment of the House last evening. 

Mr, COCKE asked leave to present a petition. 

Objected to. 

Mr. HARALSON made an ineffectual effort to 
introduce the folowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into and report upon the pro- 
i priety of paying the citizens of Alabama, Georgia, 


iland Florida, who lost property- by the Indian 
i hostilities in 1836, the amounts which they were 
| respectively reported to have sustained loss b 
| commissioners appointed for that purpose, or such 
| other amounts each as the principles of justice shall 
seem to entitle them. 


THE SECRET SERVICE FUND. 


| Mr. S. JONES, from the Select Committee on 
| the subject, asked leave to introduce the following 
resolution: 


Select Committee appointed to inquire into the 
‘charges preferred by the Hon. Charles J. Inger- 
‘i soll against the Hon. Daniel Webster, has been 
‘copied into the minority report made by one of 
that committee, and ordered to be printed by the 
House; therefore, 

Resolved, That all the testimony taken by said 
committee be printed with the majority report. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF said that the resolution 
; with which the minority report presented by him- 
self yesterday concluded, provided for this very 
printing; and he suggested that that resolution 
» should be taken from the Speaker’s table, where 
it had yesterday been laid by a vote of the House, 
‘and be passed. 

The SPEAKER. Obj 
_ ception of the resolution. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF. I hope the Chair does 
not understand me as objecting. 

The SPEAKER. No; the objection comes from 
another part of the House. 


ection is made to the re- 


: the rules. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der, because the House was already acting under 
a suspension of the rules in relation to the resolu- 
tion adopted last evening. 

So the resolution was not received. - : 

On motion of Mr. BRODELEAD, (on leave,) 

Ordered, ‘That the papers in the cage of Martha 


Clarke be withdrawn from the files of the House. 


The House resumed the consideration of the | 


unfinished business of last evening, being the mo- 
tion of Mr. Heniry to reconsider the -vote by 
which the following modified resolution of Mr. 
Hoprxrys had been adopted: 


Resolved, That William T. Stewart be, and he 


Mr. MOREHEAD said he was happy to con- 


President of the United States; and thereupon, on | 


Whereas a part of the testimony taken by the | 


Mr. SEABORN JONES moved a suspension of 


is hereby declared, messenger of. the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of this House, &c. J = 
Some discussion followed, Gnvolving the law 
regulating the appointment, the causes of removal, 
&c.,) which was participated in by Messrs, HEN- 
LEY and. SEABORN. JONES in favor of the re- 
consideration, and by’ Mr. LEAKE and Mr. 
BOYD in explanation: = ° ~ s 
Mr. RATHBUN. then’ demanded ‘the 


f previous, 
ji question. ~- ` ae cies í 
Mr. DROMGOOLE asked him to withdraw the 


demand. 
Mi. RATHBUN said he woul 
a pledge of renewal. ` i 3 
Mr. DROMGOOLE declining to 
| the motion was not withdrawn. ; i 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay:the motion to re- 
consider on the table; but withdrew the motion 
` Mr. HOPKINS renewed it. l 
Mr. KENNEDY asked the yeas 
which were ordered. i ; 
Some conversation followed as to the effect of the 
motion to lay on the table, should it prevail, onthe 
resolution adopted last evening. 
The SPEAKER explained that the. resolution 
would remain in force. bist 5 
The question was then taken, and decided in the 
| affirmative—yeag 85,-nays 80. ` 
So the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution had been adopted, was laid on-the 
table. ` í 
The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the resolution reported by Mr. Gordon 
from the`select committee in relation to the: distri- 
bution of the tenth volume of the laws of the United 
States. ; ee 
Mr. WINTHROP being entitled to the floor. 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved that the rules of 
the House be suspended, for the purpose of taking 
up and disposing of the resolution submitted by 
himself yesterday, providing for the printing of the 
testimony and eahibita taken before the select com- 
mittee on the subject. 


STATE GOVERNMENT FOR. WISCONSIN, - 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCK WELL, ose and’called up » 
the motion. submitted by: him yesterday to: recon- 
sider the vote by: which ‘the House-had passed: the 
“bill ** to enable the people of Wisconsin to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the ad- 
mission of such’ State into the Union.” : 
i Mr, BRINKERHOFS claimed that he had the 
floor, and that his motion had the priority. : 

The SPEAKER said it had been usual to take 
up a motion to.reconsider (which was a privileged 
i! motion) in preference to any other business. 

Mr. HOGE moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. ae 

The motion was not entertained, because the floor 
was the property of : 

Mr. JOH A. ROCKWELL, who placed his 
motion on the ground that a proviso inserted in the 
bill, on motion of the Delegate from Wisconsin, 
contained provisions and gave a power to the con- 
vention of Wisconsin of which the House had not 
been aware, and which, when understood, it never 
would sanction. The proviso, as worded, left it 
discretionary with the convention to fix such boun- 
| daries to the new State on the. north and west as 
| itshould deem expedient; and ‘the phraseology was 
so loose and undefined, that the convention might 
‘ include the whole of the residue of the. northwest- 
| ern territory within the State of Wisconsin. The 
terms employed were ambiguous. They might 
mean either that the convention might. take the - 
whole territory of Wisconsin, or they might take 
elsewhere territory equal to itin size. ‘They might 
take the whole bank of the Mississippi northwardly, 
or they might bound the State by straight lines, 
selecting the best land where they pleased, and 
leaving out the residue. This would certainly be 
contrary to the intent of the Committee on Terri- 
torics, as well as to the understanding of nine- 
tenths of the members of the House. f 

Mr. R. had no desire improperly to limit the 
new State. He did not. wish to confine her-within 
narrow limits, but, on the contrary, thought it de- 
sirable that her boundaries should be ample; yet 
he thought that the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Viyron) had great force; and were. en- 
titled to deep consideration. The assigning to 
these new States - territories -disproportionately 
large would. be eminently injurious. both to: them:- 
and to the Union at large. “Mr. R, had nov op- 


y d withdraw iton 


give the pledge, 


and nays; 
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posed any of the just claims of Wisconsin.. He 
had voted in favor of all such accommodations as 
‘she had asked for, in the way of roads and har- 
bors; but there ought to be some limit to this com- 
Tei and especially as to the extent of territory. 
He should follow his mofion for reconsideration 
< With ‘another, to.recommit. the bill, with. instruc- 
tions that the proviso be stricken out. ; 

"Mr. THURMAN entirely coincided with the 
views.whieh had just been expressed by the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut. He, too, thought that 
the proviso ought to be stricken out. The bill, as 
it stood; gave permission to the convention of Wis- 
consin to make a new State, which should contain 
sixty-eight thousand square miles. Had the House 
any idea of conferring a power of this kind? Would 
it assent to the creation of a new State, with a ter- 
ritory of sixty-eight thousand square miles? He 
hoped not. And he trusted that no: gentleman 
would be influenced by the idea that he was com- 
pelled to do this by the ordinance of ’87. That 
ordinante required no such thing, its power in that 
respect having been superseded by the Constitu- 
tion. We had enough of the northwest territory 
still left, unenclosed, to form two good States; or 
if it was not quite enough for that purpose, it would 
be easy to add a little territory on the west bank 
of the Mississippi. But the bill, as it stood, would 
enable the convention so to cut up the territory, 
that enough of it should not he left together to form 
any other State. No doubt the people of Wiscon- 
sin would be even content that the doctrine con- 
tended for by the gentleman from Virginia. [Mr. 
Dromeoorr] should prevail; because, according to 
that doctrine, as four States had already been form- 
ed northwest of the Ohio river, but one more could 
be, and this must therefore swallow up the whole 
of the residue of the territory. Mr. T. entirely 
coincided in the views expressed on the general 
subject of the. size of the. new States, which had 
been so ably expressed by his colleague, (Mr. Vin- 
ton.] Nothing could be more just—nothing more 
statesmanlike or wise. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, contended that, 
in the ordinance of ’87, there were some points 
which were irrepealable, unless by common con- 
sent. One of these was, that Congress should not 
form the northwestern territory into less than three 
nor more than five States. It had already erected | 
four States; it could not erect more than a fifth, | 
unless by general consent. It was admitted on all 
hands that this provision of the ordinance could 
not be changed. The proviso which it was now 
proposed to strike out, had been.inserted in the bill 
on his motion; and allit did was to declare, that 
the consent of Wisconsin ‘should: be-given before 
her boundaries should be changed. ‘That was the 
question, and: the whole question, 

Mr. VINTON: said: that when this bill had been 
under consideration yesterday, his impression was 
that. the-western boundary. of Wisconsin, as there | 
laid down, coincided with the western boundary 
of the United States in that quarter; hut he had 
this morning looked. into the law, and he found 
that in that impression he had been mistaken. By | 
the treaty of 1783, which recognised the independ- 
ence-of the United States, the western boundary of 
the Union was to commence at the Lake of the 
Woods, and run thence by a straight line to the 
source of the Mississippi, and then down that 
river.. The map of Mr, Nicolet, which had been 
before the Committee on the Territories when the 
bill was drawn up, fell two degrees short of ex- 
tending to the Lake of the Woods. By compa- 
ring the act which created. the Territory of Wis- | 
consin with ‘Fanner’s and Melish’s maps, he found | 
that a line drawn from the source of the Missis- 
-sippi due north to the latitude of 499, (which was | 
there the boundary of the United States,) would ; 
pass eighty miles west of the Lake of the Woods, | 
and would include a considerable portion of what ; 
we had purchased in the Territory of Louisiana; 
so that, In any way in which the language of the | 
act could bë carried. out, Wisconsin would have : 
for her. western boundary a line at. least: one thou- | 


sand miles in length. The bill passed thé House, i] 


as. Mr. V. believed, under a general idea that. the | 
‘boundary of: the new State'was. to coincide with | 
the old ‘western boundary of the United States; 
and he presumed that the gentleman from Illinois, | 
1d drawn the bill, was him- i 

| 


[Mr Dovenasss] who had | 
self under that impression; but the fact was that, 
“according to the phraseology of the proviso, Wis- | 
consin would embrace not only all the residue ` 


of the old northwest. territory, but a great deal 
more. 

Mr. DOUGLASS explained, stating that he had 
not reported the bill with its present territorial 
boundary. Its western boundary, as he. marked 
it out, was to be the Mississippi river as high up 


as a point opposite the head of Lake Superior, 


which would leave as much of the northwest ter- 
ritory out of the State of Wisconsin as in it, so. as 
to form a new State equal to it in size. : 

Mr. VINTON said that, as the proviso now 
stood, a convention of the people of Wisconsin 
would be enabled to embrace within their proposed 
State not only all the remnant of the northwest ter- 
ritory, but also a portion of the United States land 
which we had obtained as a part of Louisiana. 
Mr. V. was very sure that no gentleman was pre- 
pared to consent to this. He trusted that the 
House would reconsider, and that the proviso 
would be stricken out or greatly modified. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM considered the proviso as 
very objectionable; but it had been repeatedly read, 
and it was-adopted by the House. Mr. D. had 
voted for it, but he had no conception at the time 
of what its effect would be. He now found that 
it would give to the new State of Wisconsin an 
amount of frontier equal to a thousand miles, and 
that there might be points within it which would 
be at the distance of two thousand miles from 
the seat of Government. Its shape would be most 
inconvenient and most unnatural. According 
to the power given in the proviso, the convention 


might take their amount of territory, if they so | 
pleased, in three distinct. and separate bodies of | 


land, and place them in such a manner as to ruin 
all fitness of the territory between to forma com- 
pact or connected State. He was utterly opposed 
to this gerrymandering system, and he hoped that 
the motion to reconsider would prevail. 

Mr. SAWYER moved the previous question, 
which was seconded; and it was put, viz: “ Shall 
the main question be now put?” and passed in the 
affirmative. 

And the main question was immediately put by 
yeas and nays, that the House do reconsider the 
vote passing the suid bill. It passed in the affirm- 
ative: Yeas 125, nays 45. 

So the vote to pass the hill was reconsidered. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL then moved to recon- 
sider the vote ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and he also moved the previous 
question, which was seconded; and, under its 
operation, the question was put, and the vote was 
reconsidered. 

Mr. ROCKWELL also moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the following proviso was 
adopted, viz: 

Provided, That. the convention which may assemble to 
form a constitution for said State shal} be at liberty to adopt 
such northern and western boundaries, in lieu of those herein 


prescribed, as may be deemed expedient, not exceeding, 
flowover, the present limits of the said ‘Territory. 


This motion to reconsider also prevailed. 

The question then again recurred on the adop- 
tion of that proviso, . 

Mr. ROCKWELL moved the previous question. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, asked him to 


withdraw it, to enable him to move as a substitute | 


for the exceptionable proviso a new proviso. 

Mr. ROCKWELL said he should like to hear 
it read before he yielded to the request. 

It was read; when 


Mr. ROCKWELL said he could not withdraw | 


his motion for the previous question to let that pro- 
viso in. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question was ordered to be now pnt. 

_ And the main question was put, first, on the ex- 
ceptionable proviso, and it was rejected by a very 
large vote, without count or division. 

And the main question was put, secondly, on 
again ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and passed in the affirmative. : 

The bill was again read the third. time, and the 

uestion was stated, Shall it pass? when 

Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, moved that the 
bill be laid on the table. Negatived. 

And the bill was then. passed, and sent to the 
Senate for concurrence. 


Mr. A. D, SIMS asked the House to take up 
the business relating to the District of Columbia. 

And, on his motion, the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the. Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Boyp, of Kentucky, in the Chair.) 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to take up -the bill 
gronting preémption rights to settlers on the public 
lands; but, at the instance of several members, so 
modified his motion as to: move to take up the bill 
to graduate and reduce the price of the public lands. 
He said he did not wish to seem to supersede the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, [Mr. 
McCuernanp;] and he (Mr..H.) had, therefore, 
first moved the preémption bill. Tt was well known 
that the graduation bill was a favorite measure with 
him, He considered both as very important, and 
hoped they would both-be passed during this ses- 
sion. Ee would, however, modify his. motion, and 
hoped the committee would now take up, and pass 
the graduation bill. 


Mr. A. D. SIMS gave notice of his intention, 
should the motion of the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Hovsron] fail, to move to take.up the bills 
relating to the District of Columbia. 


Mr. RATHBUN said that if the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama failed, as he (Mr. R.) 
hoped it would do, he should move to take up the 
bill to regulate thé appointment of officers. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
HOUSTON, and by ayes 58, noes 74, it was.re- 
jected. . ‘oA N 

So the committee refused to take up the bill. 


Mr. A. D. SIMS moved that the committee take 
up the bill to incorporate the Gas Company of the 
city of Washington, 

The committee refused to take up the bill. 


THE GOVERNMENT OFFICES. 


The question was now taken on the motion of 
Mr. RATHBUN, and decided in the afirmative. 

So the committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the said bill, which was read, as follows: 


A BILL to regulate the appointment of certain officers in 
the several departments ofthe United States Government 
in the city of Washington, and for the more general and 
equal diffusion of such offices among the several States 
and Territories, and in the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, ‘hat 
hereafter all appointnents of auditors, clerks, and messen~ 
gers employed or to be employed in, or connected with, the 
Department of State, with the Treasury Department, the 
Navy Department, the War Department, and the Post Office 
Department, shall be appointed from the several States and 
Territories of the United States, in proportion to the repre- 
sentation of said States and Territories in the House of Rep- 
resentativess and the District of Columbia shail be deemed 
for this purpose, equal to one congressional district; and 
appointments shall be made for said District in the propor- 
tion and in the same manner as from said States and Terri- 
tories, 


2. And be it further enacted, That, in making the 
selections to fill the aforesaid offices, ‘actual residents of the 
said several States and ‘Territories and of the District of 
Columbia shall in all cases be selected and appointed, and, 
as far as practicable, such selections shall be made from the 
several congressional districts of said States. 

Src, 3. And be it further enacted, That the auditors and 
clerks above mentioned who shall first be appointed’ under 
aud by virtue of this act shall in all cases, except as herein- 
after provided, be so appointed for the term of four years— 
which term sball commence on the first day of January and 
end on the thirty-first day of December four years there 
after. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the auditors who 
shalt be appointed under this act shall be divided into 
four classes, in such manner as the President shall direct, to 
be designated first, second, third, and fourth class; the first, 
second, and third class cach to contain oue auditor, and the 
fourth class all the residue of said auditors, ‘The auditor in 
the first class shall be appointed for a term ending on the 
thirty-first day of December, in the year one thousand cight 


| hundred and forty. six; the second on the thirty-first day of 


December, one thousand eight hundred aud forty-seven ; the 
third on the thirty-first day of December, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-eight; and the fourth elass on the 
thirty-first day of December, one thousand eight hundred 
and forty-nine. 

Sec. 5. And he it further enacted, That the clerks to be 
appointed according to the provisions of this act shall be 
divided into four classes, as nearly cqual in number as practi- 
cable, and in such manner that each of said States, ‘lerri- 
tories, and the District of Columbia, shall have its relative 
proportion in each of said classes, as near as may be. The 
term of office embraced in the first class shall expire on the 


| thirty-first day of December, one thousand eigiit hundred and 


forty-six; the second class on the thirty-first day of Decem- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred and forty-seven ; the third 
elass on the thirty-first day of December, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-eight; and the fourth class on the thirty- 
first day of December, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
nine. Pl P 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all the messengers 
to be employed in and about the said: several departments 
shall in all cases, except as hereinafter provided, be appoint- 
ed for a term of two years each, commencing on the first 
day of January, and ending on the thirty-first day of Decem- 
ber, two years thereafter. And it is further provided, that 
those first appointed shall be so appointed for a term ending 
on the thirty-first day of December, one thousand eight hun 

dred and forty-seven. 


Sec. 7. sind be it further enacted, That the power of re- 
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moval shall remain as the same now is: Provided, however, 
That in ease of the removal of any officer or person from 
any place or employment hereinbefore enumerated, and who 
shall have been appointed under or in pursuance of this act, 
the cause of such removal shall be caused to be entered by 
the head of the department. from which such removal shall 
be made, in a book to be provided by him for that purpose ; 
and in all cases when required by ihe person so removed, he 
shall be furnished with a copy thereof, and the said book 
shall be open. to the iuspection of all such persons as desire 
to examine the same. 
8, 
in any of tie aforesaid oflices or employments, oc- 
curring in any inanner, particular reference is to be had to 
the provisions of this bill, providing for the distribution of 
offices in filling said vacancy; and it is further provided 
that the person appointed to fill said vacancy shall be so ap- 
pointed only to hold for the unexpired portion of the term of 
said ofliee. : i 
Sec. Y. And be it further enacted, That in all cases where 
the officers or employees in the aforesaid departments, ex- 
cepting the head or first otticer in each of the said depart- 
ments, shall continue iu ofice or employment fora period of 
eight years siccessively, such person or persons shali not be 
appointed to any office or place of the same or equal grade, 
in any of said departments, until the expiration ot two years 
from and after the expiration of the last term of otce held 
by such person or persons. 


The first section of the bill being under consid- 
eration, 


Mr. LEAKE indicatd, but did not press, an | 


amendment, which (he said) he would offer when 
the bill came into the House. 
The sccond ssction being under consideration, 


On motionof Mr. RATHBUN, it was so amend- |i 


ed as to strike out the words, ‘such selections shall 
be made from,” and inserting, ‘shall be distribu- 
ted as equally as possible among.” 


Mr. MeKAY now rose and said that he was 
notin the House at the time the House went into 
committee, having been under the impression that 
bills relating to the District of Columbia would be 
taken up. Since, however, the committee have 
taken up other business, he would move that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed, and 
that the committee proceed to the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the naval 
service. 

Tellers were ordered, and the vote being taken, 
stood, ayes 47, nocs 77. 

So the committee refused to postpone'the consid- 
eration of the bill relating to the Government offices. 

And the committee resumed the consideration of 
the said bill. : 

. The second. section being still. under considera- 
tion— 

Mr. COBB moved to amend. it by adding that 
such appointments shall be made on the recom- 


mendation of the Representative in Congress from | 


the said district. 

Mr.S. ADAMS moved to amend the amendment 
so as to provide that the Representative shall make 
the appointment. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE was understood to inquire 


of Mr. Cogs, whether it was his intention that the | 


appointing power should have no discretion in the 
recommendation ? 

Mr. COBB was understood to say, that the idea 
was that the appointing power might reject the first 
recommendation and require a second; but that a 
permanent appointment should not be made except 
under the recommendation of a member. If the 
member fuled to make the recommendation, the 
vacancy must be filled in some other way. 

I'he amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

And the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to go back to the first section, 
so as to include among the enumerated officers, 
(i. e. auditors, clerks, and messengers,) other offi- 
cers, comptrollers, registers, &c. 

Objection was made. 

The third section being under consideration— | 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES moved to amend it 
by striking out “four years” and inserting “six 
months.” 

After a brief but pleasant conversation, the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BELL moved to amend the said third sec- 
tion, by adding a proviso, ‘ that they be selected 


in equal numbers from the two great political par- | 


ties.” 
Mr. MORRIS moved to amend the amendment 


by adding, “ provided we havea Whig President.” | 


Mr. DROMGOOLE regretted (he said) that he 
could not vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [My. BeLL,] because, in the first 


place, it did not embrace the entire enumeration of 


political parties. Inthe next place, it was unjust 


|| and unequal. The Democratic party was the lar- 
| gest, and ought therefore to have a corresponding 
proportion. i 
After a remark by Mr. S. JONES— 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
And the amendment was rejected. 
The sixth section being under consideration; 
Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend it by striking 
out two, (where it occurred,) and inserting four. 


t 


And he it further enacted, That in all cases of 


The amendment was rejected. _ 

Mr. McHENRY moved to strike. out two 
insert‘one. Rejected. ae 

The seventh section being under consideration; 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend it by adding at 
the end thereof a proviso, that in making the ap- 
pointments or removals in any of the offices men- 
tioned, no regard should be had to the political 


sons belonged. Rejected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to strike out the said 
section; which motion was rejected. 

The bill having been gone through with; 

Mr. HAMLIN moved the following as an addi- 

j tional section: 
_ Sec, 10. Be it further enacted, That the next United States 
Oficial Register Which shall be published, shall contain the 
name of the State in which cach otiicer named in said 
Register was born, and also the State of which he was a 
resident when appointed, and how long he had resided thére- 
in next before his appointment; also the time which each 
person named in sad Register has held the office then held 
by him, and the time he may have held. any, and ail other 
offices, With the amount he has received from the Govern- 
ment as salary or payment for his services, in cach and all 
of said offices. i 

Mr. HAMLIN said it would be recollected by 
those who were familiar with the Official Register 
of the United States, that they were able only.to 
learn from that the place in-which the individual 
was born. This amendment proposed to show in 
addition the State where he was resident at the time 
he received his appointment; and to that State he 
| Should properly be attached and made to belong. 
He further explained the provisions of the law as 
it pow stands, and of the amendment proposed, and 
| advocated the latter as likely to subserve a good 
and useful purpose. He had been told on various 
oceasions, and under various Administrations, of 
all political complexions, that there had been polit- 
ical proscription. “This provision would enable 
‘them hereafter to determine ‘the’ fact, -by showing 
how long the individual has been in- his present 
ofice, and in otlier offices, the aggregate amount 
he has received, &c. 

Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor, but yielded 
‘| momentarily at the request of 

Mr. THURMAN, who suggested a modifica- 
tion of theamendmentof Mr. Hamuiin, which was 
accepted, and the amendment made to conform 
thereto. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he had been watching 
the progress of this bill thus far, for the purpose of 
trying to ascertain whether gentlemen were serious 
in urging it with the provisions’ it contained, or 
whether it was a solemn farce perpetrated here for 
the amusement of the galleries. But as there were 
very few in the galleries, and as gentlemen seemed 
to be serious; he supposed he must consider: that it 
was intended to pass this bill. The bill in its pres- 
i| ent form, every man must see, was perfectly im- 
practicable, he would not say absurd.. Lt proposed 
| that men should be taken for office in the various 
departments of this Government, from each State 
in the Union, in proportion to its representation in 
|! Congress. Apply that principle to the Department 
of State. Say you have some fifteen clerks there 
(he was not particular as to the exact number:) now 
you are required to take these fifteen clerks from 
the diflerent States in proportion to their represen- 
tation. 

Mr. A. D. SIMS interposed, and (Mr. D. yield- 
ing) was understood to say he had proposed an 
amendment to obviate this difficulty. 


-officer to each State in the Union. .Where were 
: they to begin? With the State of Maine, and go 
through with the roll in the order the States were 
: called in this House? {f so, half would be left un- 
| provided for. : 
But gentlemen said this bill took the aggregate 
number, and required it to be equally distributed 
among the different States. He alluded to the dif- 


pa P 
| tion, as the different heads of the departments would 
| appoint in thelr own departments. ~ 


and: 


parties.or religious denomination to which the per- | 


Mr. DOUGLASS (continuing) said, in this case 
‘of the State Department, there would not. be one: 


ficulty of carrying it outeven under this. construc- | 


“clerks? 


i 


Mr. SAWYER interposed, and said the Presi- 
dent had the appointment of all these ‘oMéers. =: 

Myr: DOUG ASS corrected thi gendleman on 
this point, stating that the law provided ‘that cer- 
tain subordinate officers should nominate; ‘and the 
head of the departments confirm, thé appointments 
of clerks: ‘The President held the heads of the: 
departménts ‘responsible, and ‘the heads’ óf thed 
partments held their subordinates responsible Wi 
elected the President of thé’ United States for'cther’ 
purposes than to occupy him with the appointment 
of subordinate officers, messengers, &¢) “Heéwould 
think the ‘President ought ‘to be ‘engaged in better 
business than the” pitiful “‘businéss ‘of ‘scattering 


spoils among minor officers. - i; 
Mr. ANDREW. JOHNSON. Is'he not now? 
Mr. DOUGLASS, {trust notit 8 ees > 
Mr. JOHNSON tto Mr. ‘Doverass.) How 

‘many have you made?’ -° +- PORE ot 

“Mr. DOUGLASS ‘had never recommended -to 

the President to appoint a single ‘person’ to- office, 

and he never expected to. He might recommend 
those whom he: thought. suitable to the heads of 
departments. But his objection was, that this was 
an impracticable-bill)’ He ‘repeated his objections 
to the bill, and ridiculed the idea‘of*the President 
bringing his Cabinet together, (as would: seem ‘to 
be necessary undeéy it,) and their remaining in ses- 
sion in the grave business of distributing’ messen- 

‘gers, Wood-carriers, fire-makers, chimney-sweeps, 

&c., among the several States, according:to the 

ratio of their representation: ge o u 
Again: the bill provided that a book: should be 

kept in each department of the removals’ made, and 

‘the reasoris for them entered at length. “And there 

was to be'a biography of éach clerk—to'be stated 

where born, where hé lives, how long he has:lived 
in the State from which appointed, ‘how long he 

‘has been in office, the ‘aggregate’ amount received 

by him, &c. How many additional clerks would 

you have to keep this register—this biography of 

It would‘inerease the number nearly one- 


n of the bill, 
dget of absurdities from 


third. 
So he might go on with each item 
and it would be found a’bu 
beginning to end. cana bere 
Mr. STARK WEATHER interposed with some 
remark which was not heard by‘thezeporter:”. : 
Mr. DOUGLASS: (in: conelusion) said’ he was 
as much opposed as anybody’ to:taking-all these 
officers frony one quarter of the Unions: He might 
say, with great truth, that that part of the country 
from-which he came had been’ treated ‘worse than 
any other part.: He knew that some of ‘them, who 
were applicants for office, felt alittle ‘sore at what 
they believed to be this favoritism.’ These were 
fair considerations, perhaps, to urge upon the heads 
of the departments when they presented men to’. 
them who were qualified for office. But this at- 
‘tempt to take this up gravely as a subject of legis- 
lation, exhibited in his mind the spectacle to the 
world, seeming to show that it was considered that 
the spoils of office is the object for which this Gov- 
ernment was instituted. ` He.was opposed to any 
favoritism or abuses in the appointing power; but 
this bill would create more confusion and more dif- 
‘ficulty than the evils of which it was how complain- 
ed amotinted to; and he trusted, unless it was put 
into some shape in which-it would be ‘practicable, 
would not occupy their time, and show to the world 
that they were legislating merely-for the spoils of 
office, without any reference ‘tothe public interest. 
Mr. RATHBUN (who ‘reported. this: bill from 
the Committee on the Judiciary) said he was aware 
there were some subjects not well adapted tothe 
capacity and understandings of particular men; and 
he knew very well there was now and then a ge- 
nius, towering so high that he could hardly descend 
so low as to imvestigaté a simple transaction. But 
while we had that species of intellect, it should be 
remembered that.we had also plain, common-sense, 
| matter-of-fact persons, who understood things:of a 
general character, and were able to» comprehend 
simple subjects. Re ea alta 
` Now, in regard to the practicability and feasibil- 
ity of this bill, which had-been‘ridieuled ‘so: much, 
| and concerning which they were told that the:sci- 
‘ence of arithmetic, aided by: algebra, would’ not be 
sufficient to’ working out its problems, and to: kol- 
ving the grand scheme of distributing seven hun- 
dred offices among the different States of this Union: 
why, they might call on any boy to divide seven 
hundred by two bundred“and: twenty-six or two 
hundred ‘and twenty-eight; if that: could not: be 
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practicable scheme. ee 

- But when we were called upon for taxation, for 
the purpose of carrying on a war, a division in 
every State in the Union was not.found so difficult; 


“and: there:.was’ no “point-in ‘the Union which was 


‘Hot written down for the purpose of raising men to 


“go and fight. - Even his State had been‘ called tipon 


to the extent/of five thousand five hundred men, 
while. the :officers to. command these men, which 
were taken from his State, were raised to the enor- 
mous aggregate of a second lieutenant! and that a 
man who ought not.to have been appointed—not 
because he was not competent, but for other good 
reasons— 

Mr. S. ADAMS made a remark: to Mr. R., 
which was not. heard by the reporter. 

_Mr. RATHBUN (continuing) said, while thirty- 
six or forty officers were raised for the officering 
of new regiments, and while New York was at 
least as much. entitled to receive a fair share as any 
other State from the present Administration, she 
had received one—a second lieutenant. He did 
not complain; he had no candidate to offer to. the 
President, or to anybody else. But while they had 
this one officer, they were not forgotten to be called 
upon for their full share of ‘men to be raised, and 
of money. i ; : . 

But ‘this'was a small matter, he was told. A 
small matter! The distribution of 700 officers at 
the. seat of government. They were paid by the 
people for the discharge of duties assigned them 
for the people at large, and Mr. R. alluded to some 
of the reasons why they should be taken, not from 
the seat of government, and the States immediately 
adjoining, but from the whole Union; the beneficial 
effects which would result from bringing together 

ersons from’ every congressional’ district in the 

nion, who would become acquainted with each 
other’s notions,- feelings, habits, prejudices, &c., 
and returning home, would explain, and, if need 
be, apologise'for them, and remove the prejudices 
existing in the North, South, East, and West, 
and thereby tend to..cement the great body of the 


confederacy by this little matter of offices. 


As a mere matter of dollars and cents, it was 
small, he admitted; but if it was desirable to one 
porion it was desirable to all portions of the 

nion. 

Again: its effect would be to disseminate informa- 


: tion in regard to the mode in which public business 
- 38 done; how frauds were: committed; by what men, 


-ordinary reach ‘of:mind;“b 


> vere counterbalanced 


how. they can be»reached, and the abuses correct- 
ed, &c.. This might. beai small’ matter:to: gentle- 
men who. look: above: and soar. aloft beyond the 
e Werc a-thousand 


‘reasons lurking in every branch of the departments: 
. which indicate-that the correction of these abuses: 
‘jes in “bringing here men honest: and fresh-from 


the people,and “sending. them back to:the people 
at: proper-intervals, hy, there. were. men here 
(he impüted'no:want of proper motives: to. them) 
who came withthe: Government from Philadel- 
phia! -He-asked gentlemen if they believed that 


‘men who had been ‘in office forty or fifty years 


were fit longer to remain there? They were told 
yesterday if'a:man could remain about this House 


ten or fifteen years and remain ‘honest, he must be | 


a saint’ indeed; tried by this rule he. thought the 
departments would furnish but few saints of those 
who had'remained so long.in office. 
Although-some slight difficulties might arise 
so frequent changes, 


from 


y the safety, the prevention 
of fraud; the equalization. of labor, andthe reduc- 
tion of clerks tọ a proper number, which would 
result. ae 7 

There were-other reasons: the very moment a 
resolution passed this House,.and the Judiciary 
Committee, in obedience to it,-drew and reported 
this bill, not’ only was that committee attacked. in 
scurrilous pamphlets, but in anonymous, abusive, 
blackguard: letters, from these. miserable: miscre- 
ants that have fallen unworthily upon. the public 
treasiiry, and are sapping and mining it without 
rendering any benefit :to: the Government. He 
desired to see these miserable degraded. vermin 
drivén out, andwholesome, sound men—men who 
still: retained the impress.of the image of their Ma- 


ker, from the different portions of the Union,-sub-' 


stituted for them. He wished the offices‘no longer 
tobe filled ‘by those who go from . the grogshop 


“and the gambler’s shop only at irregular times: to 


‘their. offices, but he wished to see there men from 
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done, he admitted that this was a difficult and im- |} 


yet he contended ‘that they. | 


|. -One word (continued Mr. 


different: portions of the Union, who-coine recom- 
mended as qualified for their stations by strictness, 
honesty, integrity, and industry. This was what 
he wanted them for; not with their black gloves, 
canes, &c., tobe lying about gambling rooms— 
not for the purpose of insulting members of this 
‘House for doing what the House direct them to 
do—not for the purpose. of turning censors of pub- 
lic -opinion—not for assailing. the Secretary of 
War, of the Navy, and every other secretary who 
dares lisp a word about economy, No; we want- 
ed laborers, not lecturers—servants, not superiors. 
Not those who should superintend M..Cs. and 
Secretaries, but those who would do:the work for 
which they were employed and paid. And hon- 
est, faithful men had no reason to fear an unjust 
application of the doctrine of proscription.. The 
honest, industrious men, who performed their duty 
faithfully, were not the men who complained, but 
the miserable scum who, unable, incompetent, or 
too idle to makea living in other ways, come here 
as to the great pauper-house of the nation, to 
feed and clothe at public expense—-to abuse those 
who clothe and feed them, and are yet unwilling 
to work any proportion of their time. If it was 
not practicable to go into the different congression- 
al districts, let us go into the States, and let those 
who are appointed remember, that after reasona- 
ble terms of clerkship, they are to go home, and 
live at their own expense, and not eternally.at the 
expense of the Government. 

r. HOUSTON, of Alabama, (Mr. D. yielding 
the floor,) said, as the gentleman from New York 
had reported this-bill, he would like to have him 
point out to the committee where these irregulari- 
ties and improprieties had taken place; where the 
distribution of the offices had been so grossly mis- 
managed and neglected; and the States which had 
been. overdrawn and underdrawn from, Specific 
information would be more agreeable to hear than 
this fulsome declamation. — 

Mr. RATHBUN said he had not risen for the 
purpose of going into the details of what States had 
reccived too many and what States too few, or for 
the purpose of complaining that he had not got 
what he asked for from the Executive. 

Mr. HOUSTON did not charge this upon the 
gentleman. He desired what he had asked for as 
information upon which to regulate his action; and 
he wished the honorable gentleman from New 
York, who certainly had the information, to submit 
Jit to the House. A 

Mr.. RATHBUN replied that he knew several 
gentlemen who had ‘this information, which they 

were ready to communicate to the House; he had 
it.not so. minutely. But he had risen with the 
view of replying to the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Douerass,] whether this was a serious mat- 
ter or a farce. He (Mr. R.) was in favor of 
making it a serious matter, and of passing this 
bill. 

Mr. SAWYER obtained the floor, but yielded 
at request to 

Mr. DOUGLASS, who said he had only to say 

in reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Rarusun,] who seemed irritated by his [Mr. D.’s] 
remarks, and who had been so intolerably severe 
on him [Mr. D.] as to say there were some men 
who soared so high aloft, that they could not at- 
tend to small matters,—that there were some mat- 
ters so small that he. could not himself [the remain- 
der of the sentence was lost to the reporter.] Mr. 
D. made no personal application of any remark of 
his; the gentleman seemed desirous to make a per- 
Fsonal application of his remarks, and in reply Mr. 
D. could only say that among the small matters— 
so small that he could not descend to them—was 
to bring a member of his own family here and palm 
him off on a menial service, as a pensioner of this 
House, and then, after that, to get up and complain 
that they had not got their share of those thus pen- 
sioned. 

Mr. RATHBUN (Mr. Sawyer further yield- 
ing) said he was not surprised at the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois, nor would he be surprised 
at anything he could say. - 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Nor I at anything the gen- 
tleman froń New York can do. f 

Mr. RATHBUN (continuing.) A man so happy 


ed to say just-such things. . ; 
eA R.).in regard to the 


imputation of my bringing my son to Washington, 
and putting him into a menial service. He would 


| that God made him just as he has, may be expect-/ 


not tell the gentleman it was not true, as that might 
not be so agreeable. . But he would state what the 

facts were which, perhaps, would answer the gen- 
tleman’s purpose, as well. That his son was at 

Washington, was “true; ‘that he was, of age, was 

equally true; that he sought his own employment, 

was equally true; that he did‘not come with him, 

(Mr. R.,) but more than a month in advance, was _ 
equally true; that he remained something like: a 

month in employment, was trues and, from that 

time down to the present that he had been out of 
employment, was equally true. If there was any 

sin in that, his portion of it, Mr. R. was always 

ready to bear. Menare considered of age at twenty- 

one years; but somtimesa man may live to be one 
hundred years of age, and yet nobody would sup- 
pose he was of age. , . 

Mr. DOUGLASS wished to. say, in regard to 
the gentleman’s son, that he cast no imputation 
upon him; he (Mr. D.) was not acquainted with 
him. But what Mr. D. had thought, was this— 
thatamember thus delicately situated, indescribg 
these men that came to Washington, as to thegreat 
pauper-house of the nation—abandoned character's 
hanging on for office—a disgrace to the nation when 
they got here—that a member thus situated ought 
to have had alittle more delicacy for his own son, 
than to have classed him in ‘such a category. 

Mr. SAWYER resumed the floor, and proceed- 
ed in a course of remark which attracted the 
marked attention and not a little merriment in the 
committee. : 

Ele remarked that he had been with some anxiety 
irying to get this bill up ever since the first of the 
session, and he rejoiced that they had finally reach- 
ed it to-day—through a great deal of tribulation, 
too. Now, lask nothing (said Mr. S.) but what, 
is clearly right, and what we shall be able to show 
is right. J am notat all surprised at seeing an or~ 


| position from certain quarters; for the moment this 


ill was brought up, the Representatives from the 


| «Ancient Dominion”? appeared to be alfin motion, 
as well as certain other gentlemen on this floor, I 


will explain before I get through why it is by facts 
and figures; and I will also give the reasons why 
the gentleman from Illinois is opposed toit. It will 
be recollected, if I understand right, that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is a bachelor. [Gencrallaugh- 


ter. 

ite W. HUNT called the gentleman to order. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I hope not on so delicate a 
point.: [Renewed laughter] g i 

Mr. SAWYER (restiming) proceeded“ to ‘say 
that the gentleman’s associations with some in this. 
city whose solicitation had been used for his vote 
and influence to prevent the passage of this bill, 
might be one reason for the course he saw fit to 
take against it. Mr. S. had remarked that he had 
some proof in relation to this branch of the subject, 
which would probably enable the House to see the 
bearing of this remark. i 

He now proceeded to the grave part of the sub- 
ject. Ie quoted the authority of General Jackson; 
he had here a book which contained a message of 
General Jackson, from which he wished the Clerk 
to read an extract on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ There are perhaps few men who can for any great length 
of time enjoy office and power without being more or Jess 
under the influence of feelings unfavorable to the faithful 
discharge of their public duties. Their integrity may be 
proof against improper considerations immediately address- 
ed to themselves; but they are apt to acquire a habit of 
looking with indifference upon the public interests, and of 
tolerating conduct from which an unpractised man would 
revolt. Office is considered as a species of property; and 
government rather as a means of promoting Individual in- 
terest, than as an instrument created solely for the service 
of the people. Corruption in some, and in others a perver- 
sion of. correct feelings and principles, divert government 
from its legitimate ends, and make it un engine for the sup- 
port of the few at the expense of the many. ‘The duties of 
all public officers are, or, at least, admit of being made so 
plain and simple, that men of intelligence may readily qual- 
ify themselves for their performance; and I cannot but be- 
lieve that more is lost by the long continuance of men in 
office than is generally to be gained by their experience. I 
submit, therefore, to. your consideration, whether the effi- 
ciency of the Government would not be promoted, and 
official industry and integrity better secured by a general 
extension of the law which limits appointments to four 
years. 

& Tn a country where Offices are created solely for the ben- 
efit of the people, no-one man has any more intrinsic right 
to official station than another. Offices were not established 
to.give support to particular men at the public expense. No 
individual wrong is, therefore, done by removal, since neither 
appointment to nor continuance in office is matter of right. 
The incumbent became an officer with a view to the public 
benefits; and when these require his removal, they are not 
to be sacrificed to private interests. It is the people, and 
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they alone, who have a right to complain when a had officer 
is substituted fora good one. He who is removed has the 
same means of obtaining a living that are enjoyed by the 
millions who never held office. The proposed limitation 
would destroy the idea of property, now so generally con- 


nected with official station ; and although individual distress | 


may be sometimes produced, it would, by promoting that 
rotation which constitutes a leading principle in the repub- 
lican creed, give healthful action to the system.” 


That is the text (said Mr. 8.) from which I in- į 
tend to preach; and | believe it to be a good one. It | 


was the opinion of General Jackson; I believe it is 
from his third Annual Message, in which he takes 
up this very subject. You well recollect the cir- 
cumstances under which it was penned; that after he 
came into power he turned outa great many of the 
officers in this city. A hue-and-cry was raised by 
the then Whig party against it as proscription, and 
they called it proscription for opimion’s sake. Gen- 
cral Jackson penned that message, and promulga- 
ted it to the American people, and solicited the ac- 
tion of Congress on the subject. It has not been 
had: 1 propose it now, and I believe a large ma- 
jority of this House are determined to put through 
this bill, The gentleman from Ilinois objects to 
the details of the bill; he does not find fault with 
the general system, but objects to the impractica- 
bility, as he considers it, of the details of the bill; 
it is, therefore, certainly his part, with his superior 


knowledge, to propose his amendments to the bill, | 


to remedy the defects which he considers there are 
anit. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, there has been a 
great cry throughout the country, and especially 
by the Whig party, about proscription for opin- 
ion’s sake; ail in the early part of this session the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. G. Davis] read us 
a lecture about proscribing men for opinion’s sake 
-about turning men out of office because they do 
not believe as we do. Mr. Chairman, I hold the 
doctrine that “to the victors belong the spoils.” 1 
repeat it; I hold the doctrine, and J practise it both 


in my public and in my private walks, that “to | 
y Pp y , 


the victors belong the spoils.” Or, in other words, 
I hold the doctrine (if gentlemen do not like the 
phrase which 1 have used) that the party in pow- 
er have aright to the offices; and whenever the 
party to which Iam attached, and the party which 
{ have struggled to get into the ascendency, refuses 
.to carry out that cardinal principle of democracy, 
my hand shall be against ‘them in that particular. 
Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the other side 
of this House may denounce this principle, itis yet 
a doctrine they practise, and which I practise; and 


} 
i 


the difference between us is, that while they de- | 


nouuce it in words and at the same time practise 
on it, I am candid enough to acknowledge that I 
practise on it. 
to practise on it; but we are not permitted to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, as astonishing as it may seem to 
you, and as it will be to the people of this country, 
when they read my remarks on this subject, I will 
inform them that when this session of Congress 


commenced, after the present Executive, the heads | 


of the departments were placed in power by the 


Democratic party, and at great trouble and at great | 
expense—flaughter|—yes; it is perfectly useless | 
to deny the fact, thatin all these political campaigns | 


great expenses are incurred; it is perfectly nonsen- 
sical to deny it; and although gentlemen appear to 


make merry at the announcement of this fact, it is | 
At the com- į 
mencement of the session, I was going on to say, | 
there were 730 clerks in the different departments | 
I have taken some | 


only what they know to be true. 


at the seat of Government. 
pains to ascertain the facts, and I state what I stand 
pledged for as facts. here are 730 clerks in the 


different departments in this city; out of these 730 | 


clerks, there were, at the commencement of the 
session, 235 Whigs, and bold daring 


going into power of this Administration to the 
commencement of this session of Congress, 128. 
I have the names of every one, and for the truth of 
these statements I pledge myself. 

Well, ‘* to the victors belong the spoils,” or, in 
other words, to the party in power belong the of- 
fices of the Government. 


Mr. W. HUNT inquired of Mr. S. how he i But there are other States. 


We hold the doctrine, and desire | 


£ Whigs, in : 
place; and the whole amount turned out froin the į 


ments herein Washington. Well, I applied at 
the different departments, and also to persons well 


which they came. 
ington, our ‘friends at- home ask us to “get-a place 
for them. [A laugh.] “Why,” say they, “we 
are in power; the party to which we belong haè 
come up through great tribulation, and have, many 
of us, washed our robes, and made them red in the 
blood of ourenemies.’? But when we come here and 
tell them there are no places for them—isit the fact? 
No ; there are 235 Whigs here in place-in Wask- 
ington. “ Cannot you get them out?” No..Why? 
l asked the President to turn some of them. out, 
and appoint in their place men frora Ohio, from my 
district. 
here [laughter.}’ But application after application 
has been made, a united cffort was made by the 
Democrats from Ohio to procure appointments for 
some of our friends who came here. F know other 
gentlemen, from other States; who have done the 
‘| same, and been turned away. The excuse was, 
at the departments, that there was no place for 
them, while, in two or three instances, 1 proposed 
|i they should turn out these Whigs—not those who 
|| have been ina day ora year, but some who have 
been in forty years, and some who have been in 
ten years; the term for which most of them have 
been in varies from ten to forty years. I-hold the 
|| doctrine, and I preach it, that we have a right to 
‘| the places; but up to this day I have tried, and 
some of my colleagues have tried, from the com- 
mencement of the session, and without success. 
And what is the result? Thereare men who come 
here applying for office; they havea right to ask for 
these places; they ask me to go and intercede with 
the President and heads of the departments in their 
behalf; they set down here under fair promises 
that after a time room shall be made for them; 
they stay here some two, three, or six months— 
some longer and some shorter—waiting for places, 
and until they have spent all their money. Then, 
what next? {A laugh.] Why, they call on me 
as a Representative of thé people [a general laugh] 
to help them. And the result is, I have to putmy 
hand into my pocket, and pay their expenses home. 
[Renewed merriment] : 

But again: I have the gratification here to know 
that Tam not alone. I venture to say. there is 
scarcely a Democrat here [laughter] but has fared 
in the same way. And J heard some of my Whig 
friends [renewed laughter] complain that they had 
to do the same thing. I rise in my place to givea 
plain statement of facts, and I shall not be driven 
from my purpose for fear of striking the President 
|| of my choice, or any member of his Administra- 
tion; when I consider injustice has been done to 
|| me or my friends, no one’s person is so sacred as 
|| to prevent me from flingifig at it. I shall do it 
i| with moderation, but I shall state facts. "While 
we are thus obliged to tarn off our friends, the 
|| Whigs are enjoying the spoils of our victory. 
i| Well, I have no doubt they rejoice at this. 

Sir, from my own State there are some eight 
persons in office herc, from the highest to the 
lowest. But by this bill we would be entitled to 
something like eighty. Now, I ask if this,is fair 
treatment?—that Virginia, Maryland, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which are handy to the seat of 
government, shall monopolize all these places? 
And if there is no advantage in them, why do 
they ask for them? If, on the other hand, there is 
| advantage, we contribute an equal proportion of 
the burdens, and we ask to participate, to our rea- 
sonable proportion, in the advantages and benefits 
| of the Government. If there is any advantage in 
having a member of the cabinet, a seretary of one 
of the burcaus, or a messenger even in this House, 
Task that that advantage shall enure to me and 
ii My constituents in part, and that two or three 
i States shall not monopolize the whole. 
|| Tam just reminded that my State did not give 
i| a Democratic vote. Well, there is some truth in 
that, I admit; but it is lamentably true. I tried to 
avert that calamity as. much as any man in Ohio. 
Maryland, it occurs 


i 


knew these persons to be Whigs whom he stated i| to me, did not contribute much to the support of 


to be? 


|| the party in power; neither did the District of Co- 


Mr. SAWYER. That isa pretty hard question, | lumbia. 


I admit. € 
the gentleman himself, I think. In printed reports, 
House document, No, 200, the gentleman will find 


But. I will come io that, and will satisfy |! 


i officers in the Post Office Department, the Army, 
| the Navy, and in short all the bureaus and depart- 


a statement of all the clerks in the different depart |! ments in the city of Washington; also the number 


|| acquainted with the clerks, who gave me the poli=:| 
tics of each one, their names, and the States from 
Now, when-we come to Wash- | 


I brought none with me; but I found one | 


Mr. Chairman, I have before me a list of the 


of clerks in each department, taken from” each 
State, as near as I -can-get..In publishing’ the 
Blue Book, intentionally—I. charge it,.and.T-have 
no doubt of the -truth of it—intentionally,-the 
names of the States from which:these persons are: 
‘appointed arè omitted; and. it is,not.a fair: state- 
ment to take that Blue Book,-and select the num- 
ber of the clerks in the different departments from 
the States in which they were born... But,/in-or~” 
der to remedy that difficulty, .L had: to: resort to 
the Navy and Army. Register, which gives these 
names; and if: the amendment. of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr; Rarnsun]-prevails, we will 
get, in the next book, the very information we.so. 
much desire. However, according. to: the best 
information I. can get here, there are in office here, 
at the city of Washington; from- Virginia, 158; 
from the District.of Columbia,-194; from: Mary- 
land, 166. oF re 
Mr. S. remarked, that he had not time to attend 


| to the whole list; that would be attended to pres- 


ently. He had something, probably, which :his 
friends had not got, and he would bring that for- 
ward. s ee wt 

Now, here is a. small special: report, (said Mr. 
S.) made some time ago from the War Depart- 
ment. From this, [find that there are ninety-eight 
officers in all in the War Department. Of these, 
the District of. Columbia has forty-nine—exactly 
one-half; and Virginia and Maryland the. balance. 
No; Ohio has one, and some other States have two 
or, three; but, comparatively speaking, Virginia 
and Maryland have the balance. ‘ 

Well, here is the state of facts. in the Post Office 
Department: There are in all fifty-three. officers in 
that department.  Out‘of them, the District. of Co- 
lumbia. has twenty-three—-not-quite one-half; Ohio 
has five; and my friend. from linois—there .is, 

robabaly, nother reason:for his opposition to. this 
Bilt his State is: most. amply provided for in all 
these offices; and, if this bill. passes, she would get 
but few more, at furthest... : 
Mr. DOUGLASS interposed, and was: under- 
stood to say, that the gentleman would find that 
Illinois has not one-third of her. number, according 
tothe ratio of representation. 000, 
Mr. SAWYER, assented, to the fact, that under 
this bill, hernumber might be increased:somewhat. 
Well, (continued. Mr..S.,):with:reference. to, the 
Department of State; the whole:number of officers 
there is eighty-six; then Virginia is rather behind— 
she has only six; the District of Columbia, though, 
makes it up—she has forty-five. out of the eighty- 
six; Ohio has none; Georgia has none, and:a num- 
ber of other States have none. Now, I ask -the 
House, is this fair? As I before said, if there is 
an advantage in this thing, why not give us a. little 
of it, as well as make us contribute our full equal 
share to the expenses of the Government? 

But the inquiry arises, how are these things 
brought about? Why, my friend from New York, 


| (Mr. Rarusun,] has given you a graphic descrip- 


tion to-day; but I shall endeavor to goa little more 
into.the details of how it is brought about—that 
there are so many loafers and loungers in the city 
of Washington, who come here for the ptirpose of 
getting office, because unable to make a living at 
home. There are many exceptions, I admity. to 
this class of character. There are many honora- 
ble, industrious, talented menin these departments, 
and the talent there will not suffer by.a.comparison 
with the talent in this House. But there are others 
again that have lived in office from the day they 
were born to the present day; and, sir, the modus 
operandi, as my Latin friend from South. Carolina 
{alluding to Mr. Houmes]—(laughter,) would say, 
is this: A gentleman who has got. inte office here 
has his children grown up; they must be provided 
for; they are either sent off to. Ohio, (and there are 
numerous instances where individuals who have 
got office here hail from my State whose residence 
is in the District of -Columbia,) or to some other 
place, to acquire a residence: they then come back 
claiming to belong. to Ohio, or some: other of the 
States, and step in-and cheat us.out-of what. really 
belongs to us, But in case their places are all taken 
up, they shove.their sons off into the navy, -the 
surveying, or the engineering department, the ar- 
my, to West Point, &c.; and. when .ahead.-of a 
department .dies; who -has lived in-office forty 
years, next comes up his. son... Well, the opera- 
tion of getting thèm in, I-have had:detailed: tome 
by some in the departments: Here..come along 
two sisters—delicate -looking. creatures, too. deli- 
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caté for the winds of ‘Heaven to blow upon them; 
they dress themselves up in mourning; they plead 
poverty; they go to the Secretary and kneel in his 
presence, and ask their brother to be appointed to 
gave them from starvation. The next thing you 
hear is, that Secretary: Walker is published in the 
“newspapers as having done a magnanimous act in 
appointing the brother or son of the husband of a 
destitute widow, who was in office.all his-life. It 
is.called charity, and this.act is puffed in the news- 
“papers. And when they have served out their 
time, and the children’s children come up to ask 
< for their places, their claim will be tenfold stronger, 
because their grandfathers had these offices, and 
they died poor. These are the means resorted to: 
‘when the men fail, then it is they send their wives 
and sisters to appeal for them. I speak from the 
book. Sir, I despise this servile, crawling syco- 
phancy that infests this place. ` I expect their con- 
deranation, taunts, and bitter sarcasm to fall upon 
me thick and fast. Lamaccustomed toit. Ihave 
a bushel of letters now in my possession—of anon- 
ymous, scurrilous letters, sent forth from pusilani- 
mous cowards—from persons that have not the 
magnanimity, the moral courage, to step forward 
and tell me of the evils they charge I have done, 
or am about to do; but who, like assassihs, stab 
in the dark.’ It is a poor satisfaction, sir. Sir, 


for every speech’ I have made at this session of | 


Congress, I have received a shower of this kind of 
abuse; and for my last effort on the West Point 


- Academy, and for my exposition of the seanda- ; 


lous, damnable corruption now going on in the 
army and navy, and of West Point favoritism, If 


have received a perfect shower of abusive, black- | 


guard, scurrilous letters. Now, if those who write 
such documents suppose I am to be deterred by 
- them from the correct discharge of my duty, they 
very much mistake the man; and I tell you now, 
they are cowardly assassins; they are persons who, 
if they had the moral courage, if they could screw 
themselves up to that pitch, would assassinate a 
man in the street at night; but they have not that 


ċourage, and all they can do is to write an abusive, | 


anonymous letter; and, lest the world should not 
get hold of it, they will direct it to another person 
‘for him to forward.after he has read it. 

I do not stand alone in this: respect, Mr. Chair- 
man. Icean point to a dozen individuals who have 
shared the same fate both in this House and the 
‘Senate. If I were to pursue a different course, 
and advocate this foul.corruption, practising every 
day, at the expense of my constituents; if J were 

.to:-meet the views of these :.pampered: minions of 
ower, 1 should not:be.treated:in this-way.. No; 
T should be taken:into their embrace, and. hailed 
fellow well met.: But I-chooseto do: my duty to 
my constituents: .Mr..S. referred, as ‘a similar 
case; tothe facts, that: when Mr. Secretary Ban- 
croft, a short time ago, madevhis report, specify- 
ing certain abuses in the Navy Department, which 
could. bé ‘corrected, certain sinecure offices which 
could be lopped. off; &c.; there was soon. after a 
scurrilous anonymous pamphlet. laid on the tables 
of members of. this House. ‘Those things (he 
said) pretended to emanate from different parts of 
the. Union—from Baltimore, Philadelphia, New 
York, the extreme West, and the extreme East— 
but many of them: written with the same pen, and 
by. the same hand, but sent to different points, and 
published in different papers, for the purpose of 
making it. appear that the whole country was in 
arms against. Mr. Bancroft. They. originated, 
however, with: the same servile sycophantic drone, 
who had lived all his life:at the same stall, and 
who was afraid now that-his fodder was to be cut 
off. ; : 

All that. the: friends:of..the bill ask (Mr. S. pro- 
ceeded: to..say) is, that we may be placed on an 
equal: footing with the.other States of this Union. 
He would ask.the gentleman from. Virginia, (Mr. 
Dromeoone,) who was 80- mach: excited this 
morning, suppose the state of things.was revers- 
ed, and-that the States of Ohio, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi, or Alabama,.or New York, even, -held all 
the offices, and his State held none: of them, would 


they not be loud in. their clamors against. us for | 


holding these. places; and; denounce us: illiberal ? 
Whenever an office Is vacant in this city, those 
persons.in Virginia, Maryland, and the places ad- 


jacent; have. their men in each of the departments: 


to.give them the information when the vacancy is 
about to take place, and you can see them en masse 
going up and asking them to be filled by applicants 


i| nest. 'Fhey knew they were in earnest in bring- 


|| eating the doctrine of giving to his own State, and 


‘turned away with the answer, they ‘‘ do.not know 


>- Bý Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of John Vaughan and72 


from Virginia, Maryland, or the District of Co- 

lumbia. wee : ae À 
Gentlemen undertook tofmake a burlesque of 

this bill, and ask them whether they were in. ear- 


ing itup; and Mr. S. believed there was a majority 
in this House sufficient to pass it. Fle believed it 
would gain strength; he appealed to gentlemen— 
to their sense of justice—to his friend from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Hotmms,]} and to his friend from 
Virginia, [Mr. Dromcoore]—and he asked them 
if it was just that Maryland, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia, should monopolize these 
offices, to the exclusion of other States of the 
Union? : 

Some remark was made by Mr. HOLMES and 
Mr. DROMGOOLE, (which the reporter did not 
hear,) but Mr. D. was understood to refer to the 
fact that Ohio did not cast her electoral vote for 
Mr. Polk, and therefore the gentleman, on his own 
principle, should not press his claim for a portion 
of the ‘ spoils.” 

Mr. SAWYER (resuming) said that Ohio, not- 
withstanding, had given more democratic votes— 
almost two to one—than those given by Virginia; 
the gentleman, then, instead of wishing to keep 
two-thirds of all the offices, would please to divide 
one-half with them. . 

Sir, (said Mr. S.,) I do not claim that this bill 
shall pass for the purpose of giving offices to Ohio 
or other States, but for the simple reason that it is 
strictly right in itself. And nothing less than equal 
and exact justice to alt is right; that is the doc- 
trine laid-down by the gentlemnn’s [Mr. Drom- 
GooLR’s]} political patron saint, Thomas Jefferson: 
« Equal and exact justice to all—exelusive privi- 
leges to none;”? but now the gentleman is advo- 


one or two others, all the offices, and excluding 
everybody else! Now, if we can succeed in bring- 
ing about this equality, we shall have attained a 
great end; and I shall not have to go to my con- 
stituents and say I have no influence with the 
President, (which is now too true.) It is true, 
as the gentleman from Illinois says, that the Pres- 
ident does not meddle with these small offices, I 
wish they were in the hands of the President; I 
believe more justiee would then be done than we 
now have. But when we apply to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and certain other secretaries, who 
havea majority of Whigs under them, we are 


anything about it.” The time may come when 
they will: know about it; when we will be heard 
on “this floor;and the. time may come when we 
shall be a little more respected than we are now. 

On niotion, the committee rose and reported. 

On a suggestion of Mr. THURMAN, the House 
consented to receive a report from 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, in the form of a bill further to extend the 
time for Jocating Virginia military land warrants 
and returning the surveys thereon to the General 
Land Office. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. A. D. SIMS moved its commitment. i 

But, ou a request to that effect by Mr. THUR- 
MAN— 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, on leave given, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill to 
create a board to-ascertain and determine the 
amount of each of the-claims of the citizens of the 
United States against Mexico. 

Referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS, on leave given, pre- 
sented a memorial (heretofore published in the 
papers) of ladies of New York, concerning a re- 
port made some time since by Mr. Jas. A. BLACK, 
in relation to the army. 

The memorial having been read, was laid on the 
table. ~ : 

And the House adjourned. 


The following petitions. and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 


others, citizens of Pennessee and. Virginia, praying for the 
establishment of a post route. from: Stock creek, in Seott 
county, Virginia, to Lea Valley post office: referred to th 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, , 


“By Mr. LA SERE : The petition of Isaac Johnson, Charles |! 
“Gayarre; John L. Lewis, M. Marigny, and ather citizens of 


the State of Louisiana, representing the necessity of a naval ` 


rendezvous for the ‘shipping: and enlisting of seamen, ma- 
rines, &c., being established in the city of New Orleans: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Nava] Affairs. . 

By Mt, McCRATE: The petition of N. O. Donglass and 
othervitizens of Oxford county, Maine, asking the establish- 
mentof a mail-route in said State : referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads: ~- 

By Mr. LA SERE: ‘The memorial. of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Louisiana, praying that obstructions in 
the Bayou Lafourche, placed there by order of the. Federal 
Government, he removed for the purposes of navigation: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. | . 

By Mr. '(HIBODEAUX: The memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Louisiana, praying for an appropriation for clearing 
out-Bayou Lafourche: referred to the Committee on Military 
Atfairs. 

By Mr. LA SERE: The petition of Frederick Duzzive, 
praying to- be confirmed in the purchase of a tract of land: 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, June 11, 1846. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
petition of James F. Southeron, asking compensa- 


| tion for property destroyed by the enemy during 


the late war with Great Britain; which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 


PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee of Conference, 
appointed yesterday to confer with a like commit- 
tee from the House, in relation to the disagreeing 
votes of the two Efouses upon the bill making al~- 
terations in the pay department of the army, sub- 
mitted a report, recommending as follows: 


«That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the House, with the exception of the proviso, 
by. which additional officers, to be appointed in the pay de- 
partment, ‘shall continue in service only so long as the in- 
crease of the rank and file of the army may be necessary, as 
authorized and provided for in an act passed during the-pres- 
ent session p? and that the House recede from so much of its 
amendment to the original bill as is contained in the said 
proviso. 

«Should the recommendation of the conferees be adopted 
hy the two Houses, the effect wil) be to substitute for the two 
sections of the original bill the following : 

«Phat the President of.the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint three additional paymasters, to be at- 
tached to the pay department of the army.” 

ue Sro, 2 And be it further enacted, ‘hat the ofticers ap- 
pointed in virtue of this act shall perform the same duties, 


i receive the same pay and allowances, as the present pay- 


masters of the army; and shall, in like nummer, be subject 
to the rules and articles of war; and previous to entering 
upon the duties of their offices, shall give such bonds to the 
United States as the Sceretary of War may direct, for the 


| faithful performance of their duties.” 


«The effect of the foregoing substitute'is to strike from 
the original bill the provision anthorizing the appointment of 
an assistant paymaster general, and the provision repealing 
so much of the act of 15th May, 1820, as limits the tenure of 
the office of paymuster of the army, so that the limitation 
Will remain in full force. Its further effect is to modify the 
amendment of the House, soas to place the three additional 
paymasters to be appointed on the same footing as the pay- 
masters of the army now in service,” . 

On motion of Mr. D., the Senate considered the 
report, and the same was concurred in. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a resolution to 
print 500 copies of a compilation of the existing 
pension laws, made a repon adverse to the adop- 
tion of the resolution; which report was concurred 
in, and the question being now upon the resolution, 
it was laid upon the table. i 

Mr. A. also, from the same committee, reported 
in favor of the motion to print an additional number 
of copies of a memorial from the representatives of 
the Society of Friends of New England, praying 
the adoption of measures for the perpetuation of 

eace. 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the report be laid upon 
the table until the close of the war; which motion 
was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the report; and the same was concurred in. 

Mr. A. also, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print 5,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the correspondence between the 
Governments of the United States and Great Brit- 
ain during the years 1840, 1841, 1842, and 1843, 
in relation to the right of search; also a copy of 
the protest by General Cass, when Minister to 
France, against the Quintuple Treaty, and the cor- 
respondence in relation thereto~-reported an amend- 
ment providing for the printing of 1,000 copies 
only; which amendment was concurred in, 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to print as amended, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitted an adverse report upon the pe- 


958 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tition of John Cocke; which was ordered to be 

printed, . . 
Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution; 

which was laid over under the rule: 2 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 


be instructed to inquire into the propriety of estab- | 


lishing an additional judicial district in the State of 
Texas, and fixing the times and places of holding 
the district courts of the United States in said 
State. : 

Mr. MANGUM gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave of the Senate to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Wm. H. Thomas. 

Mr. JENNESS asked to be discharged from 
further service upon the Committee on Finance; 
which was agreed to. : f 

GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The (Fouse) bill to define the boundaries of the:|| 
State of Iowa, and to repeal so much of the act of | 


the 3d of March, 1845, as relates to the boundaries 
of lowa, was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committte on the ‘Territories. 


The (ELouse) bill to enable the people of Wis- |! 


cousin to form a constitution and State Govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the 
Union,” was read twice and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, 

The (House) bill granting lands to the Territory 
of Iowa, to aid in the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Des Moines river in said Territory, was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

The (House) bill to repeal an act entitled “ An 
act for the relief of the Stockbridge Indians in the 
‘Territory of Wisconsin, approved March 3, 1843,” 
and for other purposes, was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Commuttee on Indian Affairs. 

The (House) bill “ to equalize the compensation 


of the surveyors general of the public land offices | 


of the United States, and for other purposes,” was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

‘The (House) bill to grant a certain quantity o 
land to aid in the improvement of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers, was read. twice, and referred to 
the Commitee on the Public Lands. 

The (House) bill to authorize the constituted 
authorities of the county of Polk, in the Territory 
of Iowa, to enter a quarter section of land for à seat 
of justice, was read twice, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Territories. 

The (tLouse) bill to establish an additional land 
oflice in lowa was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the | 


Committee on Pensions, on the petition of Philip 
Slaughter, which was concurred in. 


WAR WITH MEXICO. 


On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate resumed the 
consideration of the act supplemental to an act 
entitled “An act providing for the prosecution of 
the existing war with Mexico”—the question 
being upon the second amendment made by the 
House of Representatives to said bill, which is as 
follows: 

After the word “ establishment,” in the seventh line of the 
original bill, insert— 

E Provided, ‘hat, when the war with Mexico sball ter- 
minate, the namber of major generals in the army shall be 
reduced to one, and the number of brigadier generis shalt 
bo reduced to two; and the President of the United States i 
authorized and direeted to. select from the whole numb 


is 


which may then bein office, without regard to the date of | 
ned, aud canse the | 


their commissions, the number to be reta 
reininder tu be discharged from the service of the United 
States. 

To this amendment, Mr. Huntineron had sub- 
mitted the following: 

Strike out all after the word “and,” commencing with 
the words “the Presiden” and insert it shall be he day 
of the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
nate, Lo discharge sach of the general officers as may be 
thon in service as shali be necessary to accomy 
duetin”? 

Mr. MOREHEAD resumed his remarks, which 
were interrup 
Executive session. He did not propose, he said, 
to continue the argument upon the general propo- 
sition as to the power of Congress to control re- 
movals from office. His object was, chiefly, to 
call the attention of the Senate to the significant 
fact, that the House of Representatives had, by 
the amendment which they had adopted, affirmed 
the existence of that power. Concurring entirel 
in this view, he assumed it as an unalterable fact, 


said re- | 


ed yesterday by the motion for an ; 


that the Senate ought to be associated with the 
| President in its exercise; for it was the doctrine, 
held by those who framed the Constitution, thatit 
was competent for the legislative department of 
the Government to regulate, to any and- every’ ex- 
tent, the appointments and r 
der this Government. — `| : ott 

Mr. DIX said he hoped the amendment offered 
by the Senator fromi Connecticut would ‘be reject- 
ed, and that the Senate would then disagree to the. 
amendments of the House. He thought.a ques- 
tion of such magnitude ought not to be decided in 
this indirect manner. rs i j 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said his amendment was 
not offered with a view of favoring the proposition 
| of the House to make any law upon the subject of 
| areduction of the numiber of officers; but its object 
and intention was, if the amendments of the House 
| prevailed, to regulate the manner in which the re- 
|| movals should be made. : 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON rose and said that the 
! Senator from Ohio, [Mr. AuLen,] in the course of 
! remarks made by him yesterday, had asserted that 
Janguage had been put into the mouths of those 
| designated as the war party, which they had never 
; used, to the effect that they desired to prepare the 
| hearts of the people for war; and had added, that 
| strong efforts had been made to denounce them as 
i a war party. Now, he (Mr. C.) did not know of 
any strong efforts that had been made to denounce | 
them as a war party; but if he rightly understood 
the language of the honorable Scnator from Ohio, 
| he did repeatedly, at the commencement. of the 
| session, tell them that it was desirable to prepare 
' the hearts of the people for war. He must have 
greatly misunderstood the gentleman if, during the 
debate on the resolutions offered by the Senator 
| from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,]| be did not state that 
| it was a desirable thing to prepare the hearts of the 
people for war. If the honorable gentleman de- 
sired Lo retract that ex pression-—— 
| Mr. ALLEN. I retract nothing that I said; but 
I did not say that. 

Mr. CLAYTON proceeded. Perhaps the Sen- 
| ator thought that at this stage of the session it 
was not desirable’ to prepare the hearts of the 
people for war. At all events, it seemed to him 
(Mr. C.) that it was too late to deny, atter all that 
had been heard in the Senate, that there was any 
party or person here desirous to prepare the hearts 
of the people for war. He repeated that he must 
| have greatly misunderstood the language of the 
: Senator from Ohio, during the debate on the no- 
| tice, if he did not use the phrase attributed to him. 

Fe would, however, allow the Senator to report 
‘himself. He knew best what he said—certainly, 
| he knew his own meaning best. But there was 
| another remark, which was irrelevant to the debate, 

which fell from the Senator from Ohio yesterday. 
| It was asserted by him that the war with Mexico 
| bad burst upon the country, contrary to the wish- 

es and expectations of all. He (Mr. C.) was sur- 
| prised to heurthat. If he understood the honor- 
| able Senator, he said that the war had not been 
, determined upon two days before the intimation of 
| its existence was sent to the Senate. But he cer- 
| 
| 


tainly said that the war had burst upon the country 
contrary to the wishes and expectations of all. 
f Why, by looking into the documents sent to the 
ii Senate by the President of the United States at the 
l! time they were called upon to make the declara- 
i tion of war, it would be seen that, for at least five 
|, or six months before that time, war had been. rce- 
garded by the Executive as a probable event. 


| Movements had been made many months ante- 
i 


ii on the war. In order to correct the erroncous im+ 
; quence of the declarations of the honorable Sen- 
i; ator from Ohio, he Mr. C. would beg leave to call 
| the attention of the Senate to the documents them- 
selves. [Mr. C. here read several extracts from 
the correspondence between the Secretary of State 
i) and Mr. Slidell, and also from the orders from the 
| War Department to General ‘Taylor, for the pur- 
| pose of demonstrating that war with Mexico was 
; regarded as a probable result of the refusal of 


| by comments on these extracts. ‘They were in 
| he did not know what evidence would produce that 


;, He did not think it necessary to detain the Senate 
t themselves sufficiently clear and conclusive. If 
f that evidence would not satisfy reasonable minds, 
il effect, It was surprising that, with all that evi- 


removal of officers un- ` 


i! ccdent to that period for the purpose of bringing | 


i pression which might thus go abroad in conse- | 


: Mexico to receive the United Statés Minister.] |; 


dence before him, the Senator from: Ohio ‘could 
‘hazard. the assertion. that ‘the war:with Mexico 
burst upon them’ contrary tothe wishes’ and ex: 
pectations of all. He (Mr: C) did. not intend to 
-enter on the question whether the Executive was 
or was not censurable for -bringing ‘on ‘the war. 
All that: he designed wasto ‘correct the honorable 
Senator from Ohio, and not to. permit his asser- 
tion to go-to the country: without contradiction, . 
Mr. ALLEN replied.. He. conféssed.. that he 
had been somewhat astonished in finding the Sen- 
ator from Delaware take up two. or: three remarks 
which he (Mr. A.)-had. made yesterday, in. order 
to convert them into a text ‘from which to-make a 
speech against the Mexican war, and thatin doing 
so he should have recurred to an observation which 
he [Mr. Crayron]. had, he believed; been the first 
to impute to him (Mr. A.) in the commencement 
of the Oregon discussion, relative to‘preparing the 
-hearts of the people for war. ‘There’ was: aperti- 
nacity in sticking-to this‘misstatement of the case 
which showed that the error must be deep-rooted 
in the Senator’s mind; for he (Mr. A.) would not * 
believe that he would willingly make any-misrep- 
resentation. Did not that Senator know that, over 


| and over again on that floor, he (Mr. A‘) had met 


that charge with an explanation’ of the words 
which he had used? In answer to Senators, he 
had some five or six tires put that thing right; and 
now the Senator said-that he (Mr: A.) retracted it. 
He retracted nothing that he said—not one syl- 
lable; he stood by every. word of it. He would te- 
tract no words that he ever uttered, unless.con- 
vinced that he was in error, or had done Injustice 
to others. ‘Then, and not.till then; would he make 
any retraction. But he had committed no error 
here. What he did say he had repeated on that 
floor half a dozen times; -And he repeated it once 
more. In the course of the-debate on the resolu- 
tions of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
inquiring into the state of the national defences, 
the Senator from Massachusetts, not now in his 
scat, [Mr. Wessrer,].expressed the opinion that 
there was a different mode of preparation from that 
of offering resolutions, and making all this thing 
public—he thought that the better mode. was’ to 
prepare ‘quietly for-war,. In answer..to’ that, he 
Mr. A.) stated that he eñteriained a totally dif- 
ferent opinion—that the preparation, did not. con- 
sist merely: in voting. arms and men; but in pre- 
paring the judgment: and -hearts of the people for 
war: Now, when the country was in danger, the 
hearts of the people ought to be`prepared for war 
by a full exhibition of the dangers with which the 
country. was threatened. | He (Mr. A.) would not 
shrink from the responsibility of such a sentiment. 
Fe assumed it, and the results of the legislation of 
this session had showed that, even if ‘he’ had 
made the broad declaration attributed to him, he 
would have been right in preparing the hearts of 
the people for war, He took nothing back, So 
much for that. He cared not, therefore, which 
way the gentleman chose to take it, He had now 
pene for the sixth or seventh time what-he 
did say, and. he would stand by it. "Well, that 
was so. unimportant an observation, that it could 
| only. have been resorted to by the Senator as a text 
for making a speech that day against the action of 
ithe Government in -relation to Mexico. Well, 
yesterday he (Mr. A.) had made the declaration 
that the Mexican war had burst upon, the country 
contrary to the wishes—and perhaps: he- had 
added—the expectations ofall. “Well, suppose he 
(Mr. A.) had been mistaken in that—was any harm 
done? Was it an observation of any kind of im- 
portance? Notatall.. Why, then, was it. recur- 
red to by the Senator? Not because the declara- 
tion was of any importance. No, that was not the 
reason. But the Senator had referred to it, be- 
; cause it could be. conveniently used: to-day’ as a 
text on which to make a speech against the Mex- 
ican war. Well, every man had a right to take 
his own course, he did not complain of the Senator. 
Fie [Mr. Crayton] hada right to speak against 
| the war, if he chose, although he voted ‘the means 
of carrying it on. That was his own business. 
|| Well, what was the state of the case? According to 
i the Senator’s own quotation of part of the declara- 
i tion, it was nothing more nor less than that nobody 
‘i wished or desired the Mexican war.: “Was the 
| Senator ready to deny that? Was he ‘willing to 
| say that that part of the declaration was erroneous ? 
Would he say that anybody wished-to bring on 
this Mexican war?. Did che mean to. say that he 
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(Mr. A.) was mistaken in his delaration that there 
was no ‘party in the United States who wanted — 
who desired this Mexican war? He asked. the 
honorable Senator to answer that question before he 
proceeded further., >. : 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON... I will answer the Sen- 
ator with great- pleasure when he has concluded. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; the Senater had al- 
luded’ to. the documents for the purpose of dis- 
proving the fact that the war came contrary to the 
wishes and expéctations of the people. How did 
he attempt to disprove that? By reading a partof 
the public documents, in which it was said that if 
Mexico did so and so, the country would have to 
take the matter into its own hands. That was the 
proof which the Senator offered to sustain his po- 
sition that somebody in the country desired and. 
expected war! Weill, go back to the Presidents’ 
messages as far back as the time of Mr. Adams, and 
they would find that, in all relating to the difficul- 
ties with Mexico the uniform language was.identi- 
cal with. that’ referred to in the message of Mr. 
Polk... But the Senator said that the army was 
ordered to take-up its position on the Rio Grande, 
and he quoted from the directions issued to the 
commanding general. Well, did he mean to deny 
that the Executive of the United States had a right 


to send the army to the eastern bank of the Rio’ 


Grande? Did he mean ‘to assert that, in the cir- 
cumstances. of the case, that was not a proper 
measure? The troops were sent to that part of the 
frontier with the express view of preventing war. 
It was not imagined that the Mexicans would be 
so short-sighted and so stupid as to cross the Rio 
Grande. But, not so clear-headed as the American 
people, the: Mexicans crossed the river, and re- 
crossed in part; one portion of them recrossed the 
Rio Grande, and the other portion crossed the 
Styx. He would undertake to say that there was 
nota Senator-—there was nota statesman about 
the Capitol; who believed that the Mexican Gov- 
ernment would haye been so blind, insensible of 
their own weakness and the American physical 
and moral strength, as to have ordered their army 
to cross the river, in the face of three thousand 
American troops, if they had not been secretly 
backed by Great Britain. For his own part, he 
did not believe that the Mexicans would have been 
stupid enough to cross the river in the face of three 
thousand American troops unless they had some 
secret backing that had not yet appeared, ‘These 
_ precautionary. measures, then, to which the ‘Sen- 
_ator had alluded, were designed to. prevent the oc- 
currence of war? and the crossing of the river by 
‘the’ Mexicans, therefore, took everybody by sur- 
prise, and imposed on Congress the:indispensable 
duty of recognising the existence ‘of the war, and 
arming’ to. repel the invasion. So that war did 
come upon the country: contrary to the wishes and 
expectations of thie people. » Mexico was enjoying 
the old Spanish prerogative of gasconade, and: no 
one imagined: that she meant, to go to war, A 
Mr. J; My CLAYTON rejoined. ` He had in- 
tended'tó have corrected- the erroneous representa- 
tions of the Senator:from Ohio yesterday, but had 
not been fortunate enough to obtain the floor in 
advance of the Sénator ‘from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Morenean,] and therefore he had availed himself 
of the. earliest opportunity which offered to-day 
of preventing the error from going abroad. : As to 
seeking a pretext.to make a speech against the 
Mexican’ war, he could easily find it without 
~ taking up one of 
Ohio. > 
Mr. ALLEN, . Ido not wish to be understood 
as having used any unkind expression. I did not 
` pretext?’—T said “text.” 


sa 
Mri CLAYTON did not understand the Senator | 
as ‘speaking unkindly—not at-all. Well, then,. 


when he’ (Mr, C.) ‘desired a-text from which to 
speak, in reference to the Mexican war, he could 


easily find it in many things ‘besides the'remarks , 


which-fell from the Senator frora:Ohio. ~ An ocea- 
sion for denouncing that war would perhaps pre- 
sent itself before the end of this session..>He had 
not béen ied into it now by the remarks of the Sen- 
ator. His (Mr. C.’s) object was simply to correct 
_ the errors of the Senator, who had thus seized 
upon a text from, which to defend the Mexican war; 
` and the Senator had. indulged himself at fall length. 
The. remarks, upon. which he had. animadverted 
were two: first, he (Mr-C.) thought that the Sen= 
ator was in error when he denied that any person 


on that floor, or thathe himself had ‘said ‘that it’ 


the speéches of the Senator from f 


ned. 


was desirable to prepare the hearts of the people 
for war. He did not mean to press it upon the’ 
gentleman, if he would deny it and retract it. He 
said ħe would not retract it. He defended it. All 
he (Mr. C.) would say was simply that it would 
not be safe for the Senator to refer to any Senator 
on that floor—on one side orthe other—in order to 
seek testimony to sustain him in the denial that he 
[Mr. Aten] had repeatedly made the declaration 
in question. He {[Mr. Arten] was at liberty to 


‘select his Own witness, and whoever that witness 


might be, he would answer that the Senator had 


again and again made the declaration. ‘But the 


Seriator indeed persists in it, and avers now that 
it}was desirable to prepare the hearts of his coun- 
trymen for war. He justified it, because he said 
that war had come upon them, whilst at the same 
time he asserted that the war had burst upon them 
contrary to all expectation! .What! prepare the 
hearts of his countrymen for war when nobody ex- 
pected war? Were the people, then, to be kept in 
continual agitation, as if war actually existed, when 
there was no expectation in the mind of any one 
that war was approaching? Was the process of 
preparing the hearts of the people for war to be 
thus kept up unweariedly, although no one expect- 
ed. war? Why surely. f 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 want this thing put right. I 
spoke of the Mexican war as being not apprehend- 
It was when the Oregon question was up, and 
the opposite side declared thatif we did not give up 
Oregon the British would fight us, that the declara- 
tion. was made. i 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON proceeded. He would 
indulge the Senator with great pleasure in all his 
explanations. But after all, he had not yet made 
the case perfectly clear. The Senator had said that 
when he made the declaration he was speaking in 
regard to the war with England for Oregon. Well, 
he (Mr. C.) cared not in reference to what subject 
the declaration was made. Fle believed that it was 
notat all the‘proper duty of members of Congress 
to prepare the hearts of the people for war. 1t was 
the part of the people to prepare the hearts of their 
representatives for war. But he (Mr. C.) depre- 
cated the preparation of the hearts of the people for 
war by violent and declamatory tirades, and he was 
very glad to be able to add, that such tirades were 
deprecated as sincerely by gentlemen on the oppo- 
site side of the chamber—the political friends of 
the Senator from Ohio himself. When war came, 
the hearts of the people would be’ fully prepared. 
The patriotic impulses of the American’ heart did 
not need to be fanned into vitality by windy decla- 
mation. . There was a living flame in the hearts of 
the American people from which, when the hour of 
trial came, even Senatorial patriotism might fitly 
borrow. But the Senator from Ohio having seized 
upon his (Mr. C.’s) remarks—remarks made with 
the. single object of correcting the errors of the 
Senator—as a text from which to discuss the Mex- 
ican war, had made some observations which de- 
manded correction, or rather it was necessary to re- 
mind the Senator of some things which he (Mr. 
C.) had read from the documents, without com- 
menting upon them, inasmuch as their meaning 
and bearing appeared to be perfectly obvious to 
every capacity. It was conclusively shown by 
those documents, that so far back as the month of 
January last, the Executive of the United States 
did anticipate war. The Secretary of State dis- 
tinctly stated that, in case of the rejection of the 
United States’ minister by Mexico, it would be the 
duty of the country to avenge itself—in other words, 
that war must come. And in the letter of the 20ih 
January, My. Buchanan tells Mr. Slidell—in_an- 
ticipation of the final refusal-of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment to receive him—that he had ordered the | 
army in Texas to move on to the Rio Grande. If, | 
afier that evidence, the Senator from Ohio still per- 
sisted in the assertion that the Government of the 
United States did not expect war, he (Mr. C.) | 
would hardly know what to say; but when he! 
[Mr. Arres} spoke, he must speak by the docu- | 
ments. It was not by general declamation that | 


anything was to be established on one side or 


the other. He (Mr.C.) pointed to the testimony 
of the documents; and he said that it proved con- 
clusively that so far back as the 20th of January 
the Executive of the United States did expect war, 
and from their own language must have considered 


-itas almost inevitable, when they ordered. Taylor 
to move to the Rie Grande and take up his position 


infront of Matamoros; and at his discretion to pass- 


tothe otherside of the river, and carry the war 
into Mexico. The whole point of war or-no war 
was tiade to depend on the single circumstance of 
the reception or rejection of the minister sent by 
the United ‘States. -As he (Mr. C.) had said, he 
would not go into the discussion of the question 
now; but he would say that it'did appear from the 
documents themselves that. the Mexican: Govern- 
ment were desirous to receive a commission adhoc 


‘to settle ‘all the boundaries between: the United 


States and Mexico; that they held out every-in- 
ducement to believe that ifa commissioner or com- 


‘missioners were sent, the question of boundaries 


between the two countries could have been satisfac- 
torily settled without a war, and that the United 
States Government refused to send the commis- 
sioner which Mexico. desired, sending, in the face 
of all the evidence of the wishes of Mexico, a min- 
ister, upon the rejection of whom, the troops were 
ordered to march upon the Rio Grande, and take 
up their position within a few hundred yards of the 
Mexican town..of Matomoros. His (Mr. C.’s) 
object, however, was merely.to correct the errors 
of the Senator from Ohio. The Senator appeared 
to think that his remarks were of no sort of iñ- 

ortance, The gentleman -was quite too modest. 

e entirely undervalued his: own importance asa 
Senator of the United States, not to speak about his 
being chairman of the Committee of Foreign Re- . 
lations. He occupied a semi-official position with 
regard to the Executive; and when in that charac- 
ter he announced to the world that the war with 
Mexico had burst upon them contrary to the 
wishes and expectations of all, he (Mr. C.) deemed 
it his duty to correct the Senator, and to place the 
matter in its true light. 

{A message was received from: the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
concurred in the report of the committee of con- 
ference upon the bill making alterations in the pay 


| department of the army., Also, that said House 


had passed a bill further to extend the time for 
locating Virginia military land warrants, and re- 
turning the surveys. thereof to the General Land 
Office. 


Mr, ARCHER said that he would vote for the 
amendment to the amendment, and would then 
vote against the amendment as amended, provided 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Drx] and his 
friends would vote in favor of the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman, from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Huntineron.] If they. would not go for the 
latter amendment, he (Mr. A.) and. his friends 
would be obliged to’ maintain their independent 
position. Š F 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said, in explana- 
tion of the vote he was about to give, that, though 
he concurred in the principle which the amend- 
ment involved, he thought 1t was improper. to ap- 
ply it to this bill alone. .There-was not now sufi- 
cient time for discussing that principle. 

Mr. CALHOUN expres ie saine view, and 
added that he did not consider it the proper time to 
provide for the reduction of the army at all. 


The question was taken on the amendment by 
yeas and nays, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, More 
head, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, Webster, and 
Woodbridge-—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, 
Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, 
Houston, Jenness, Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, McDutlie, 
Niles, Pennybacker,-Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Stur- 


| geon, Turney, and Yulee—31. : 


So the amendment was not agreed to. The 
next amendment being under consideration, rela- 
tive to the reduction of the number of officers, &c., 
at the close of the Mexican war— 

Mr. ALLEN moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words ‘‘ termination of the war 
with Mexico,” and inserting “ the restoration of 

eace.’? : 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Will the Senator from 
Ohio be good enough to tell us from what quarter 
he expects another war? 

Mr. ALLEN replied that he. wished to guard 
against the disbanding of the army in the midst of 
a war With Great Britain if it should occur, He 
did not know whether any other war would be 
spliced on to this Mexican war; but he stated yes- 
terday that these events were hurrying upon them. 
They did not expect a war- with Mexico. sixty 
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hours before it was declared. That was all he had 


to say. 

The question being then taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. ALLEN, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. ARCEUER moved to amend the amendment, 
by striking out all that part of it which directs the 
manner in which the reduction provided for in the 
same section should be made; and the question 
being taken thereon, it was disagreed to.. . 

The question recurring upon a concurrence with 
the original amendment of the House, 

Mr. ATCILUSON asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and, being called, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Breese, Cameron, Cass, | 


‘ essea, Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Berrien, Calhoun, Chalmers, Thomas Clayton, Joln 
M. Clayton, Coigaitt, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dix, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Jaruagin, 
Jenness, Jounsoa of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lew- 
is, McDunic, Mangum, Mitler, Morehcad, Pearce, Penny- 
bacher, PH , Rusk, Simmons, Speight, Upham, Webster, 
Woodbridge, and Yueee—3v. 

The next amendment, by the House, was read 


as follows: : : 

After section five, insert the following new sec- 
tion, to be numbered six: 

Seo, 6. And he it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States bezang hereby is, authorized ty appoint as 
many additional assistant adjutant generals, not exceeding 
four, as the service may require; who shall be appointed 
iu the same manner, have the sane brevet rank, pay, and 
emoluments, and be charged with the same dutics, as those 


now authorized by law: Provided, That there additional 
v Jong as the exigencies 


appointments shall continue only 
of the service may render necessary 


Mr. DIX corrected a statement made by him 


yesterday, to the effect that the committee were in | 


favor of the rejection of all the amendments, and 
moved that the one under consideration should be 
agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to amend 
the amendment by inserting after the word “ ap- 
pointed,” the words “ by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; which motion was agreed 
to, and the amendment, as amended, was then 
adopted. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the Senate yesterday refúsed to 

‘agree to the first amendment of the House; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The amendment was then read, and is as fol- 
lows: 

« Strike out in the first scetion of the bill the word “two” 
fmajor generals] and insert the word ones” and strike 
Out tie Word © four” (brigadier generals} and insert “two. 

The question upon agrecing to the amendment 
was about to be put by the Chair, when 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Maryland, called fora divis- 
ion of the question. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the question was 
nol susceptible of division. 

Mr. WES'LCOT'L made some remarks in expla- 
nation of an observation which he made yesterday, 
and which appeared to be misunderstood by sume. 
His meaning was, that he would not receive any 
recommendation from the Executive unless it came 
in black and white. A mere suggestion that any 
measure was a Government meusure would not 
have weieht with him. 

Mr. DIX remarked, that he had merely stated a 
fact—that the Executive regarded that number of 
officers as necessary. l 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked if there was any writ- 
ten communication from the Execuiive to that 
effect? . 

Mr. DIX replied in the negative. 

Mr. HANNEGAN thought that a mere verbal 
communication was not entitled to weight. 


Mr. DIX stated that there had been a consulta- || 


tion with the proper department, and that the bill 
was prepared by that department. 

My. SEVIER added that he hoped the Senators 
from Florida and Indiana would not insist on the 


necessity of a formal communication from the Ex- | 


ecutive on this portion of the bill. ‘The uniform 
practice had been to frame bills of such a character 
after a tree conference with the department. 


Mr. HANNEGAN said he had not designed to 


east any discredit on the veracity of the Senator | 


from New York. But he (Mr. H.) was looking 
to the time when the bill of costs was to be footed 
up and paid, and a pretty heavy bill it would be; 
and when he, amongst others, would be asked why 
he had agreed to incur such vast expenses. He 


desired it to be placed on the record, so that the 
people could see that the measure had originated 
with him whom the people had placed at the head 
of the Government, and who- conducted the war. 
He wished it torbe known that it had not been the 
result of his (Mr. H.’s) voluntary will; and to be 
able to reply, when asked how it happened that he 
had voted to involve the country in ‘a war of such 
heavy expenditure, that he haa only voted in com- 
pliance with the requisition of the President of the 
people. He was ready at all times to assume the 
share of responsibility which properly attached to 
him. But he desired to see responsibility fairly 
divided, and was unwilling that the weight of ih- 
curring the cost of carrying on the war should be 
cast wholly upon Congress. wage 
Afiersome further remarks from Messrs. W EST- 
COTT, SEVIER, DAYTON, and HOUSTON, 
the question was taken upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment; and the yeas and nays being asked for, were 
ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atehison, Berrien, Breese, Cam- 


| eron, homas Chaytou, John M. Clayton, Corwiu, Davis, 


Dayton, Fairfield, Greene, Hannegan, Huutington, Joim- 
son of Louisiana, Mangum, MiHer, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, 
Phelp:, Semple, Simmous, Upham, Westevit, and Wood- 
bridgy—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Cal- 
houn, Chalmers, Coiquiti, Dickiusou, Dix, Haywood, Hous- 
ton, Jenness, Jonnson of Maryland, Lewis, McDuthie, Pen- 
nybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, and: 
XYulec—22, f 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States, by the hands of 
Mr. N. P. Trist] 

‘Lhe next amendment, by the House, was then 
read as follows: A ; 

Strike out all after the word ‘“ army,” in the 7th 
section, and insert: 

* Provided, That no officer shall hold a commission in 
said departnent of the rank of major, or higher, und at the 
same time retain a commission in the ine? 

The question being taken upon this amendment, 
it was disagreed to. l 

The next amendment by the House, which was 
then read, simply inserts the word “oficer,” which 
had inadvertently been omitted; and, the question 
being taken on its adoption, it was agreed to. 

The Senate proceeded to die consideration of the 
next amendment;. which was read, as follows: 

After the eleventh section, insert the following 
additional section: 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, aud be is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause such number of infantry, cavalry, and artil- 
lery tactics, and general regulations of the army, as may be 
necessary for the instruction and information of the volun- 
teer force called into the service of ue United States, or or- 
dered’to hold themselves in readiness for that service, to be 
procurcd and distributed for their use, and that the same be 
paid tor out of any money in the treasury not otherwice ap- 
propriated. 

The question being taken upon this amendment, 
it was disagreed to. 

The next amendment consisted in the insertion 
of the following additional section, which was read: 

Src, 13. And be it further enacted, ‘That the operation of 
the act approved May twenty-nine, eighteen hundred and 
thirty, entitled “An act to aiter and ameud the sixty- fifth 
article of the first section of an act entitled An act for estab- 
lishing rules and articles for the government of the United 
States army, passed tenth of April, one thousand eight hun- 


| dred and six,” be, and the same is hereby, suspended during 


the war with Mexico. 


The question being taken upon the latter amend- 
ment, it was disagreed to. 

The next amendment, consisting in the introduc- 
tion of the following additional section, was read, 
and disagreed to: y 


Src. 14. And Leit further enacted, That to the rules and 
cles for the government of the armies of the United States, 
ablished by the above recited act, in the first section of 
ame there shali be added the folowing: j 
TICLE J02. Any officer, or soldier, or any otherof the 
persons described or enumerated in the sixtieth, ninety- 
sixtit, and ninety-seventh of the said established articles, aud 
in gencral all other followcrs of a cinnp or army of the United 
States, when any stich army shall be scrviug beyond the 
limits of the United States, and their organized territorial 
governments, may be tried, and capitally or otherwise pun- 
ished, by sentence of a general court-martial, according to 
the nature and degree of the offence, for any murder or 
otucr felony committed upon the person or property of any 
of tne persons herein included, or upon the person or prop- 
erty of any of the people of the country beyond the saie geo- 
graphical or judicial limits. ` 


‘Lhe next amendment, being the following new 
section, was next considered: 
Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That from and after the 


passage of this act, no. ollicer in the army of the United | 


States, not actually engaged in prosceuting or aiding in car- 


i 
i 
li 


| taken up in conimittee. 


rying on hostilities against the publie enemy, shall be entitled 
to receive more than eight rations: per day, or commutation 
therefor. hee > E DRR EAEN 

Mr. BENTON hoped that now that-thé-army 
had shown what it could do, Congress would cease 
attacking it, its provisions, clothing, and ail appro- 
priations necessary -to. meet: emergencies.. He 
hoped. the army would be left:to the attacks of the 
enemy alone, Bs or oa # jake o EE 

“The question was then taken onthe amendment, 
and it was disagreed to. - 2 AN Se 

The next and last amendment, which was the 
addition of the following-new. section, was‘ then 
considered and disagreed.to:- ` : 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted; That when any officer 
of the army shall make a requisition: upon the.Execttive of 
any State, for militia. or volunteers, to be‘employed in the 
service of the United States, it shall be thé duty of’ the of- 
ficer to communicate tothe said Executive a copy of so 
much of his instructions as contains the authority under 
which he acts, and all cails otherwise made shall be: disre- 
garded. J 


GENERAL GAINES’S. CALL FOR TROOPS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting additional correspondence in 
relation to the call by General. Gaines for volun- 
teers, was read; and, | poo ss 

On.motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it was ordered 
to be priħted, © ony a 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Printing, to- whom was referred’ the motion to 
print 5,000 additional copies of the constitution 
of Iowa, reported adversely thereon. The motion 
to print-was then, on motion of Mr. A., laid upon 
the table. i 


The bill reccived from the. House to-day, in 
relation to. extending. the. time. for locating Vir- 
ginia military land. warrants, &¢.,.was read. twice, 
and referred to the Committee.on Revolitionary 
Claims. : Pele 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and’ at four o’clock the doors were again 
opened, and ; f 

The Senate adjourned. ; 


- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
` ‘Tuurspar, June 11, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was ‘read and ap- 
roved. È pe . 
The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the resolution heretofore reported by 
Mr. Gorpon, from the select committee on the sub- 


| ject of the distribution of the 10th volume of the 


“Laws of the United States. y 


On which resolution Mr. WINTHROP was en: 


| titled to the floor. 


Mr. SAWYER, on leave, made a personal ex- 
planation in relation to the statement in a repub- 
lished speech of Mr. Srewarr, that but six Dem- 
ocrats voted in the House for the proposition to 
increase the pay of volunteers to #10 a month, and 
but five Whigs against.it. He denied this to be 
the fact, and referred to the Journal to show that on 
the only recorded vote taken on this question, on 
an amendment to. the war bill proposing this in- 
crease of pay to $10 a month, sixty-three Democrats 
voted for it, and 44 Whigs for it; 56 Democrats 
against it, and 28 Whigs. And he called on Mr. 
Stewart to retract his declaration. 

Mr. STEWART (leave being further granted) 
declined to retract, and explained the grounds on 
which he had made his. statement. 


THE GOVERNMENT OFFICES. 


Mr. G. W. JONES asked leave to submit a mo- 
tion that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, (under consideration yester- 
day. ; 

Tie SPEAKER put the question on the motion 
of Mr, Jones; and two-thirds not voting in the af- 
firmative, it was not received. 

Mr. McK AY asked the general consent:of the 
House to make a report from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


The SPEAKER said that the first. bu 
order was reports from committees, 
Mr. TIBBATTS offered a resolution, providing 
that all debate on the above-mentioned bill should 
terminate in two hours after it shall again have been 


‘ 
siness in 
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Mr. PRESTON KING suggested a modification 
ie: to-time; -but what it was, the reporter could not, 
earn o : , ; 


Mre BOWLIN suggested a substitute proposi- 
tion; which limited the time to ten minutes. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he would accept it, if it 
were not discourteous to the gentleman who was 
entitled tò the floor on the subject. 


Mr. BOWLIN modified his resolution so as to 
réad “one hour,” ; 


After some conversation on a point of order, 
Mr, DROMGGOOLE moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table.” ‘ 


Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeasand nays; which 
were refused. : 


The question was then taken, and the vote stood 
—ayes 79, noes 70. 
So the resolution was laid on the table. 


THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McK AY rose, he said, to make an appeal 
to the House. ‘It was well known to its members 
that ‘the fiscal year expired on the 30th of the pres- 
ent month. -T'he naval appropriation bill had not 
yet been acted. on, and it was important that it 
should be passed before the commencement of the 
next fiscal year. He moved, therefore, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the bill. j 


But Mr. MeKAY waived the motion for the 
moment. 


PAYMASTERS OF THE ARMY. 


And Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee of 
Conference on the disagrecing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill making certain alterations in the 


pay department of the army, made the following 
report: i 
The Committee of Conference on the part of the House of 

Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 

Tfouses on the bill of the Senate entitled “ An act making 

alterations in the pay departinent of the anny,” respect- 

fully report: 

‘That they have met the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and after free ‘and full conference on the subject of the 
said disagreeing votes, have unanimously agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to the respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate. recede from. its -disngreement. to the 
amendment of the House; ‘with, the exception of the proviso 
by whieh the additional ‘officers to be appointed in the pay 
department, “shall continue in servite only so long as the 
increase of the: rank and file of the army, may be necessary, 
as authorized and! provided forin tho. act passed during the 
present session pand that the House reeede from so much 
ofits anieridmient to the original Dill as is ‘contained in said 
proviso: Should: the recommendation of the conferces’ be 
adopted’ by.the two Houses, the effect will be to substitute 
for. the two-sections of: the original bill the following: That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, uu- 
thorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to appoint threo additional pnymasters, to be attached to the 
pay department.of the army. : : 

16 Sao. 2. And be it further enacted, That the officers ap- 
pointed im virtue of this act shall perform the same duties, 
receive the, same pay and allowance as the present pay- 
masters of the army, and shall in like manner be subject to 
the rufes and articles of war; and previous to entering upon 
the duties of their office shall give such bonds to the United 
States as the Secretary of War may direct, for the faithful 
potformance of their duties,” 

The effect of the foregoing substitute is, to strike from the 
original biji the provision authorizing the appointment of an 
additional paymaster general, and the provision repealing so 
much of the act of the 15th of May, 1820, as limits the tenure 
of the office of payimasters of the army, so that the limita- 
tion will remain in full force. Its further effect isto modify 
the amepdmentot the House so as to place these additional 
paymasters to be appointed, on the same footing as the pay- 
masters now in service. -` 

` š JOHN A. DTX, 


“SAM: HOUSTON, 
_. REVERDY JOHNSON, 
Committee on tlie part of the Senate. 
H. Ac HARALSON, 
R.McCLELLAND, 
E. H. EWING, a 
; ; Oömmittee onthe part of the House. 
Mr. BOYD asked for some explanations, which 
were-made by Messrs. MeCLELLAND and Me- 
KAY; and the latter demanded the previous ques- 
tions T Be eg KE 
There was a second. And the main..question 
(on cénenrring-in the report) was ordered to. be 
now. taken. E ~ ate 
Mr: JOSEPH. J. McDOWELL asked the-yeas 
and nays thereon, which were refused. ne IN] 


Mr. BOYD asked a division. 
But the SPEAKER said that the question must 
be taken on concurrence in the report as a whole. 

The question was then taken, and by ayes. 84, 
noes 34, the report was concurred in. 


THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Elamrty, of Maine, in the chair,) 
and took up the bill making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending on the 30th June, 
1847. 

The bill having been read through, was taken 
up by sections. 

The following item being under consideration: 

“Por pay of commission, warrant, and petty 
officers and seamen, including the engineer corps 
‘of the navy, two millions five hundred and eighty- 
. ene thousand seven hundred and ninety-five dol- 
“lars.” 


Mr. McKAY said that since the bill had been 
reported, it had become necessary to increase the 
amount of this item. By an act of the last Con- 
gress the force that the Secretary. was authorized 
to employ was limited to seven thousand five hun- 
dred. In consequence of the existence of a state 
of war, the number had been increased to ten thou- 
sand. Ithad, therefore, become necessary to make 
a corresponding increase in the amount, and he 
moved to strike out the sum as it was, and insert 
three millions five hundred and seventy-one thou- 
sand seven hundred and thirty-five dollars. 

He would state, for the information of the com- 
mittee, that the number of men employed during 
the last year was smaller than that which had becn 
employed for several years past. In 1840, the 
number was 7,072; in 1841, 7,419; in 1842, 9,784; 
in 1843, 10,821; in 1844, 8,505. 

The number now proposed for the service for 


Í the next fiscal year was less by three hundred and 


pene one than the number appropriated for in 
1843. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The following item being under consideration: 

«For pay. of princi pal. steam engineer, two 
thousand five hundred dollars,” 

Mr. WHITE inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. MelXay,] 
whether there was any officer of this kind known 
to the law? 

Mr. McKAY said the office had been appropri- 
ated for for three or four years past. 

Mr. WHITE repeated his inquiry, whether 
such an officer was provided for by any law of the 
United States? 

Mr. MeKAY repeated that, for the last three 
years, an appropriation of the same kind had been 
made. 

Mr. WHITE moved to strike out the item. 

A long desultory conversation followed as to the 
fact whether there was or was not a law authori- 
zing the office, in which Messrs. WHITE, DAR- 
RAGH,I. E. HOLMES, FARAN, ATKINSON, 
RATHBUN, GRAHAM, TIBBATTS, GOR- 
DON, SCHENCK, and STANTON, participated; 
when o 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF suggested that the item 
should be stricken out now, and that if the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means could 
find a law by which the office was authorized, the 
House, when the bill should come there, might 


refuse to concur with the committee in striking out. | 


Mr. McKAY acceded to the suggestion, 

And the committee having adopted it, the item 
was stricken out. 

The following item being under consideration: 

“For provisions, including transportation, 
£ cooperage, and other expenses, six hundred and 
‘fifty-two thousand three hundred and twenty- 
t eight dollars? + 
Mr. WOODWORTH moved an amendment 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to purchase 
provisions for the use of the navy wh ich were. per- 
ishable in their nature, and not subject to compe- 


il titions, at such prices, and in such manner as he 


‘Government for every 


should. deem for the best interests. of the service. 
Rejected. . í ARE 

Mr. D. P. KING moved an amendment, by way 
of premise, that no spirit rations should be allow- 
ed, and that the Secretary. of the Navy be autho- 
rized and directed to make commutation. therefor 
in money. Agreed to. 

Mr. McK AY, for the reasons already stated by 
him, moved to amend the item by striking out the 


samce and inserting “ eight hundred and sixty-nine 


thousand seven hundred and twenty-two dollars.” 
Agreed to. . 

Mr. STANTON, by direction, of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, moved to insert the following 
item: y 

“ For computing and publishing, under the.di- 
‘rection of the Superintendent of the Observatory, 
‘the American Nautical Almanac, to be calculated 
‘for the meridian of Washington city, $5,000.” 

Mr. STANTON explained and advocated the 
appropriation. The sale of the almanac, when 
completed and published, would reimburse the 
dollar here proposed to be 
appropriated. He referred to an Executive mes- 
sage, and quoted a recommendation referring to 
the general subject. The observations necessary 
to farnish the materials for this work had been 
already made at the Observatory established here, 
and all that now remained necessary to the na- 
tion’s possessing a nautical almanac of its own 
was, that the requisite calculations from these ob- 
servations should be completed, embodied, and 
published, It was to provide for this that the item 
had been inserted in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMES hoped this small sum would 
not be refused for so noble a purpose as the con- 
struction of a national almanac. We had, at a 
vast expense, collected the requisite materials. 
We had kept scientific men employed for years, 
at an annual expenditure of fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand dollars, to make the requisite observations of 
the heavenly bodies; and now, when the materials 
were all in our possession, were we going to refuse 
the small sum necessary to turn them to account, 
and put: them practically in the possession ofthe 
country? After the observations had. been made, 
corrected, and: digested, for a: work ofthis ‘high 
scientific character, were they all.to be lost because 
Congress would not publish them? 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH asked whether it 
was expected that an American Nautical Almanac 
could be obtained that would be more accurate 
than the British Almanac we were now using in 
our navy? This was a question which involved 
the safety of our entire marine, both warlike and 
commercial, besides tho lives of multitudes of our 
hardy seamen and others traversing the ocean. 
The Nautical Almanac of Great Britain was the 
production of the most learned and scientific men 
in Europe: it was made at a vast cost to the Gov- 
ernment. The astronomical observations on which 
it was founded were made by different individuals, 
as were the tables constructed upon them: these 
were then brought together, collated, and corrected; 


Tand still, after all the pains and solicitude to attain 


entire accuracy, some mistakes still occurred; and 
a vessel relying on any of these erroneous figures, 
and directing her course on conclusions founded 
on such a basis, might be led into circumstances 
of great danger. We might have accumulated a 
quantity of observations, but the making such an 
almanac as that of Great. Britain was nota thing 
to be done in a day; When we had made one ag 
good, Mr. B. would be willing to risk the safety 
of our navy upon it; but, until then, he would 
rather rely on what he knew to be accurate. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL had known, 
for some time past, that they. had been engaged at 
the Observatory in the preparation of a nautical 
almanac, with a view to its publication. If it was 
now so far forward as to be ready for the press, 
Mr. I. would vote for the appropriation with his 
whole heart; and so he was.sure would every gen- 
tleman who- regarded the progress of his country 
in science, and its reputation and standing as well 
abroad asat home. The Observatory established 
here by. Government (under the legal designation 
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of a “depôt of charts and maps’’) was one of the 
most beautiful and well-conducted institutions in| 
the world. It contained the very best instruments, | 
of the latest and most approved construction; the 

officers engaged there were men of high erudition, 

and every way fitted for the discharge of their im- 

portant duties; and they looked forward, with a 

laudable professionat ambition, to rendering their 

country independent of all dependence on the sci- 

entific labors of other nations. ft was a source of 
unfeigned congratulation to Mr. I. that we were 

able to take our place among the other nations 

of the world in the production of a work of this 

high scientific character; and it added yet more 

to his gratification to think, that on this occasion, 

even his honorable and excellent friend from South 

Carolina [Mr. Homes] had shown himself a con- | 
vert to the encouragement of domestic manufac- 

tures. [A laugh.] 

Mr. ADAMS expressed his hope that the ap- 
propriation proposed would be agreed to. A nau- 
tical almanac was one of the most useful books in 
the world. No vessel went to sea without it; and 
so important was it deemed to the accommodation 
and safety of our navigation, both commercial and | 
national, that he believed there was an American 
edition of the Nautical Almanac of Great Britain 
published and used every year. ‘The British work 
was compiled and published with the greatest pos- 
sible care, under the immediate supervision of a 
board of scientific officers, appointed and main- | 
tained by the Government; and it was usually so 
ealculated as to be published three or four years in 
advance. Efe presumed the almanac for 1850 was 
already published. 

Mr. STANTON here said that it was published 
for the year 1849. 

Mr. ADAMS resumed, and thanked the gentle- 
man for his correction. He had not recently seen 
a copy, but knew that the work was kept in a con- 
stant series of publication several years in advance. 
Jt was a work of vast importance to seamen and to 
all whose interests were connected with the ocean. 
There was another similar almanac published in 
France, under the direction of the French Govern- 
ment; indeed, there were two, a greater and a lesser 
work. The larger almanac was published under the 
title of Cognoscence des Temps, containing, besides 
the astronomical tables, a vast amount of valuable 
inforitiation. From. this was compiled a smaller 
work, which constituted the common almanac in 
use in that kingdom. It was an abstract of the 
larger, and, like it, contained a mass of valuable 
information, in addition to the tables. It had very 
truly been observed that we had at length estab- 
lished, at vast expense, a regular and well-ap- 
pointed Observatory of our own. One of the use- 
ful purposes to be effected by such an establishment 
was the preparation and publication, from year to 
year, in advance, of a work of this kind—the result 
of accurate observation of the phenomena of the 
heavens, and containing much information that 
was important and valuable to seamen. So im- j 
portant was this book deemed, and so widely cx- 
tended was its use and circulation, that the Ameri- 
can edition of the English Almanac was every year 
revised by the late Dr. Bowditch with the utmost 
care; and that learned man and astute observer 
had frequently detected errors in the English work, 
which he corrected in his own; so that during his 
life the American Nautical Almanac was, in fact, a 
revisal of the British. Mr. A. believed that a fur- 
ther preparation of a similar book would be of the 
greatest use to our own navigators, of all descrip- 
tions, as well as to those of other countries. Tie 
hoped the appropriation for such an object would | 
become a regular and permanent part of our naval 
appropriation bill; and that, through the skill and 
exertions of the gentlemen who were now em- 
ployed in our Observatory, the book would be 
made so accurate as to become the most correct’ 
publication any where in existence. He entirely 
concurred in the sentiments expressed by his friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. R. IxeersoLL,] which 
were so becoming in an American statesman, and 
Bs in the'hope that the amendment would pre- 
vai. 

Mr. T. B. KING observed that, after what had 


| this matter. 
i computed from the meridian of Washington, and 
this would mark it as an American work, and -as 


i feelings of exultation, and the publication of which 
could not but be gratifying to every one who was 
alive to the feeling of national pride. ah 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH said that.if the use 
of the British Almanac was not intended to be dis- 
pensed with, he should not oppose the adoption of 
the amendment, which he understood to be intend- 
ed as enabling us to make an experiment in the 
production of a similar work. None would go | 
further than he in promoting whatever would add 
to the honor and standing of the country; nor did 
i any one esteem more highly the scientific gentle 
men who were now placed at the head of our Ob- 
servatory. He should be proud to see our coun- 
try advancing in science in proportion to our pro- 
gress in other respects; and it certainly was.a high 
honor that American astronomers ‘should. be able 
to point out the errors which existed in a scientific 
work of the Old World. But knowing, as he did, 
the great accuracy of the British Almanac, and the 
enormous national expense at which it was pre- 
prepared and published—an expenditure in which 
we could not imitate the British Government—he 
should be very sorry to see the use of that work 
discontinued, and the safety of our navy jeoparded 
for the sake of indulging an American feeling, how- | 
ever just and laudable. This, as he had before 
observed, was a question of the safety of our entire 
naval armament. Should the amendment prevail, 
the work would either be a reprint of the British 
Nautical Almanac, or an entirely original work of. 
our own, In the former case he should oppose | 
the appropriation as unnecessary; and, in the latter, 
if our work was to supersede the British by way 
of experiment, he should oppose it as unsafe. 

Mr. STANTON expressed regrets at the re- | 
marks which had just been made. He had been | 
told that the observations made at thé great British 
Observatory at Greenwich when tested and com- 
pared, sometimes exhibited variations greater than | 
thase which had been found in the observations it | 
was now proposed to publish. Whoever would 
i take the trouble to visit our Observatory would fiid 
in the library there contributions of the most valu- 
able description, which had been made from scien- 
tific institutions abroad. Were we to make no re- 
tùr for this national comity and liberality ? Were 
the heavy expenditures which had already been in- 
curted to be frustrated and rendered of no value to 
the nation, by refusing to publish the result.of what 
had been done? Asto accuracy öf observation, 
there was but one clement in these calculations in | 
which greater accuracy could be obtained, and that | 
was inthe tables of refraction, which were of course 
affected by the different climates in which astro- 
nomieal observations were made; the effect of our | 
own climate on such operations remained to be 
more fully investigated. It was evéry way proper 
that there should be an American almanac, as there 
was already a British and French one, and if the 
work were not slandered in that House beforehand, 
it would receive and would soon justify the confi- 
dence of the world. He thought there. ought to 
exist some just pride, some American feeling, in 
The tables in this almanac would be | 


such, commend it to the affections of every Ameri-:| 
can sailor. 

Mr. SAWYER rose to make no objections to thé 
object of the appropriation, but he must object to the 
sum proposed. Fie believed there were in all twenty- 
one individuals now in the public employment at | 
the Observatory, at a cost to the Government of į 
$3,550 per annum. Could it be necessary to ap- į 
propriate’$5,000 more to pay officers for their ser- | 
vices who were already drawing their regular pay | 
i from the Government? ‘The amendment proposed 
| was for computing and publishing a nautical al- 
manac. 

Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING begged leave 
to correct the gentleman from Ohio. This sum i 
was proposed merely for printing the materials | 
which had already been collected. A 

Mr. SAWYER insisted that his statement was | 
correct, and he called for the reading of the amend- 
ment at the Clerk’s table. 


Ft 


| 
| [The amendment was read, and it proved to be, 
| as he had stated, for computing as well as publish- 
| ing.] 


Mr. STANTON interposed and explained. The 


officers at the Observatory, in the discharge of their 


théir time was fully occupied by the. scientific du- 
tiés of their place. A portion of the money would® 
be necessary to enable them to make: thé requisite: 
computations for the almanac. front ‘the observa- 
tions they had already made and recorded. ~ 

Mr. SAWYER resumed, and said that the ëk- 
planation just given confirmed him in-what-he-had 
expected, and that was, that, if this appropriation 
should be made, there would. be another: officer or: 
two employed at the establishment in addition to 
those now paid by the Government. : Mr-S. would 
frankly confess, and was not ashamed to-own, that. 
he knéw nothing of the duties-thesegentlenen had 
to discharge, but common sense taught. him that 
nineteen officers (for.two-of the individuals of the 
twenty-one he believed were messengers) ought to 
be able to do a good deal of work, and he presumed 
they would have quite sufficient timeto make these 
computations without employing additional assist- 
ance or receiving additional compensation... © 3 

Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING said that æ 
large portion of the gentlemen employed were offi- 
-cers of the navy, and-drew-only such pay as their 
naval rank entitled them to. > ; 

Mr. SAWYER. understood: the Blue Book to 
state the contrary. They were there set down as 
officers of the Observatory, and their respective 
salaries stood opposite to their names, just like“alf 
the other salaries in that record.. He understood 
them to receive a salary for their duties at the 
Observatory. If they drew. pay as officers in ‘the 
navy, he presumed that was additional. f 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING stated that such was. - 
not the fact. They received their navy pay, and - 
nothing more. fn et oe : of 

Mr. SAWYER said that, whatever they might. 
receive, he thought there were enough of them to 
compile the book. If the-five thousand dollars 
were wanted merely for the printing, let the amend~ 
ment say. So, PA : 

Mr. ATKINSON suggested to the mover of the 
amendment to strike out the words “for compu- 
tation and.” This would remove the ground of 
objection, and in that form Mr. A. would. cheer- 
fully vote forthe amendment. ` EnS 
` Mr. STANTON said there. were at the Observ- 
atory three gentlemen who were. professors of 
mathematics; the residue were: all officers.in, the 
navy. These were ‘all-employed in making and 
correcting the astronomical. observations ‘which 
were constantly in progress at the institution, and 
there was not at present force sufficient. there to 
make the computations necessary for the almanac. 
A part of the appropriation was needed to: meet 
and to supply that want. The officers were en- 
gaged in a work of immense extent, and one which 
would be in the highest degree creditable to the 
character of the country. They had undertaken 
the observation of every star visible in this latitude. 
This made the mass of sidereal observations more 
perfect and extensive than it had ever been before. 
Professor Bache, in conducting the cdast survey, 
found thé tables already prepared insufficient for 
his use, and had been under the necessity of ex- 
tending them by sidereal observations of his own, 
The work in. progress at the Observatory would, - 
when finished, leave. néthing to be desired on the 
subject. The officers sat up all night, and relieved 
each other by turns. Sixteen naval officers and 
thrée mathematical professors were insufficient to 
the prosecution of so great a work-and the compu- 
tation of a nautical almanac besides., 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, could:not perceive 
the necessity of so large a sum, and should at the 
proper time, offer an amendment to strike out 
t five” and insert “ three.”’ : 

The question immediately before the committee 
was on Mr. Avxrnson’s amendment to.the amend- 
ment of Mr. Sranron, namely, to strike out the 
words “ for computation and,” . 

On this the ayes were 25, the noes 65—no quo- 
rum voting. A new count was had by tellers, 
when the ayes were 41, the noes 64—no quorum 


|| voting, A ihird count was now taken by consent, 


when the ayes were 56 and thé noes 66. A quo- 
rum voted, and the amendnient was rejected. 
Mr.J.J3.McDOWELL, now moved his amend- 
ment, to strike out ‘ five’? and insert ‘three,’ go 
so asto reduce the appropriation to $3,000. lt 
was rejected witheut a count. i i 


The amendment of Mr. Srawron, was:then 
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paid for computation to any person. who now re- 
ceives asalary from the Government.” . 

At the close.of the several items of appropria- 
tion. for the support -of the civil. establishment at 
the several navy yards of the United States, Mr. 
MeKAY moved’ to.add the following: 

“ Provided, That:the Secretary.of-the Navy be 
and he is hereby authorized, when in-his opinion 
the public interest will permitit, to discontinue any 
of the civil offices and employments herein provi- 


ded for atthe navy yards, or to discharge the keep- | 
ers of magazines, and to require their duties to be | 


performed by gunners.” 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked Mr. McKay 
whether the amendment now proposed 
not been rejected in the Committee of 
Means? 

Mr. McK AY rep 

Mr. J. R. INGE 


lied that it had. 


ii 
ty 


and he hoped the reasons which led to its rejection 
there woud have the same result in the Committee 
of the Whole House. He thought thisa most un- 
fortunate and unfit moment for Congress to select 
to strike at the interests of those who were filling 
Stations connected with the navy, and who were 
now called to serve their country by every exertion 
in their power. 
not know but we might be thrown into an addi- 
tional war. The effects of that war might prove 


disastrous, and might put in jeopardy the safety of | 


our little navy. It was an unpropitious moment 
for retrenching, and the item now proposed was, 
in his judgment, unnecessary, and therefore unwise. 

He thought, in the same view, that it was still 
more unfortunate that Congress should have cho- 
sen this moment to strike down the allowances for 
the travelling expenses of. our officers, both in the 


“army and navy. These allowances, which they | 


had long enjoyed, were now taken from them just 
at the. moment when they were ‘called: to sét out 
for the field. If the reduction was proper in itself, 

` this certainly was not the best time to make it. 
We were going into great experditures; that was 
a matter of course, a necessary incident to a state 
of war; but surely it was not the time to enter into 
eurtailments like. these. 

Mr. McKAY said that the amendment did not 
positively curtail any expenditure, It merely 
vested a power in the head of the Navy Depart- 
ment to reduce the number of these persons in case 
the state of the public service would admit of it 
without injury. He did not suppose that any one 
could object to clothing him with a power like this. 

' The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. À 

© Mr. WENTWORTH observed that in the ap- 
propriations for Kittery, there was one item to 
make a road to a graveyard. He would suggest 
to our strict, construction gentlemen, whose con- 


stitutional scruples would not allow them to vote į 


forthe Cumberland road, nor for any other road 
‘or.canal in the country, to move an amendment to 
‘strike out this-item, which he was sure must dis- 
tress their consciences. [A laugh.]. = 
‘No amendment was proposed: =- 
BROOKLYN. NAVY YARD- 


Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved to 
amend the item which appropriated $15,000 for 
the continuation of a cobb-wharf at.the Brooklyn 


~yard, by striking out “ $15,000”? and insert- | 
ie %430,000.2? At the time the item of $15,000 | 


was inserted the country was in a state of pro- 
found “peace; but a change of. times had occured, 


and it:now became- usto look well to every interest | 


eonnected-with ‘the building and ‘repairing of the 

MAW FOES Di $ : 
The amendment proposed by Mr. Homes was 

Jost; and he: then renewed the ‘motion to strike 

out, changing the sum: proposed to be inserted to 

 $29,00 

ui Mr. 


Qs ES : 
SEAMAN: said he did not intend to oceupy 


the ‘time of the’ committee but for a few moments | 


Ja sapport of the amendment offered’ by the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
He would: make a very few remarks in explana- 
tion ofat: “\Soonvafter the bill then before the com- 

. mittee:was reported to the House, his. attention 
was called by the officers of:the yard to the sum 

»-pecommended: by the department for the continua- 

„tion of the “Cobb wharf,” Early in the session, 
while‘in the city of New York, he visited the navy- 

soyard™ in company with the honorable gentleman 


by him had | 
Ways and | 


RSOLL said that the proviso ; 
had been proposed in that committee and rejected, 


from Georgia, [Mr. Kive,} and the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx,] members of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and, after an ex- 
amination of the work, was satisfied of its great 
importance to the yard, and that a much larger 
sum than $15,000 (the amount reported in the bill) 
ought to be appropriated towards completing it. 
In this-opinion he believed the honorable gentle- 
men referred to concurred. Mr.S. here read a 
communication from Commodore Warrington, 
chief of the bureau of docks and yards, in answer 
to a letter addressed by Mr. S. to the Secretary of 
the Navy, and also a letter from Captain String- 
ham, the captain of the yard. The committee 
would notice (Mr. S. continued) that both these 
gentlemen recommended a larger sum than the 
amendment reported by the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs; but he thought 
the sum named as much as could be expended 
with economy this year, the season being so far 
advanced. He would assure the committee that 
the work in question was one of great importance 
to the yard, indeed it was indispensably necessary 
to it; without it, the channel was in danger of being 
filled up, and ships lying at the yard were exposed 
| to a northwest gale. Le would merely add, that 


{ 
f 
i 
i 
1 
i 
{ 
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We were now at war, and we did | 


|| the amendment met the approbation of the Navy 
i| Department, and all the officers of the navy with 
I| whom he had conversed, and he hoped that the 
i| committee would concur in it. Mr.S. then ex- 
hibited a diagram of the yard, and endeavored to 
impress upon the committee the great importance 
| of the work in question. 

Mr. T. BUTLER KING, Mr. WILLIAM W. 
CAMPBELL, and Mr. SCHENCK, successively 
explained the facts of the case, from all which it 
appears that, owing to the local situation of the 
navy-yard at Brooklyn, and the course of the tides 
on the East river, the anchorage ground where 
alone it-was practicable to lay up our ships of the 
line, was liable to great accumulations of soft al- 
luvial deposites, which came in when the tide was 
one way, but were not removed when it ran in an 
opposite direction. So rapid and-great was this 
accumulation, that when the ships Washington 
and Franklin were laid up there, they became im- 
bedded in mud to the depth of fourteen feet, in 
consequence of which the Washington had to be 
broken up and the Franklin removed and carricd 
round to Boston. The erection opposite the point 
of a timber structure, called a Cobb-wharf, was 
|| found by experience to have the effect of correct- 
ing this evil, by turning the currents in such a 
|| manner, that the mud was no longer brought in, 


removal. The vicinity of the navy-yard was 
thickly settled, and ground lots in the neighbor- 
hood exceedingly valuable. The effect of this 
wharf would be to occasion the creation of a large 
extent of made ground, which, if it should be ex- 
posed to sale, would, from its advantageous situ- 
ation, bring in to the Government a sum far larger 
ii than it would require to complete the improve- 
i; ments, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


WALL UNDER THE SABINE. 
The item appropriating $18,000 for the erection 
| of a stone. wall under the frigate Sabine having 
been read, 

Mr. McK AY moved to reduce the appropriation 
to $6,000. . 

Mr. WOOD inquired of Mr. McKay whether 
if it was not the intention of the Government to put 
that frigate immediately afloat and employ her in 
the naval service of the country ? 

i} Mr. SEAMAN said he had put the same in- 

j| quiry to the Secretary of the Navy, and had been 

informed by him that it was intended that both 

the Albany and the Babine should be shortly pre- 
ared for sea. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING said that this appro- 
priation for a wall under the frigate Sabine had 
been introduced before the war took place. He 
| should move that the item be stricken out. 

The question being first put on reducing the ap- 
! propriation to $6,000, it was agreed to. 

Mr, T. B. KING said that he had intended to 
move to strike out-the item altogether; but, as it 
|| was suggested to him that possibly circumstances 
might change, in which case the frigate would re- 


H 
| 


|j making the motion, and would let the appropria- 
i tion stand as it did. 


and that already collected was in the process of 


main where she was, he should abstain from | 


Mr. LEVIN moved the following amendment 

“ For the construction of a dry-dock at the Phil- 
‘adelphia navy~yard anda dry-dock ‘at. the Pen- 
‘ sacola navy-yard, two hundred thousand dollars 
t each,” ; 

Mr. WHITE inquired whether the amendment 
contemplated a stone dock or a floating dock? 

Mr. LEVIN said he would leave it to the. De- 
partment to judge what sort of dock was: best, 
| After some remarks from Messrs. WHITE, 
| SCHENCK, and others, as to the different sorts of 
|! docks— z 
| Mr. LEVIN said, in substance, that the subject 
i| of a dry-dock at the Philadelphia naval station had 
| before occupied the attention of the House, but as 
| its miscarriage was under circumstances essential- 
ily different from those now existing, and under 
| views which, however honest, could not be said to 
| be enlarged, liberal, or comprehensive, he enter- 
| tained a well-grounded hape that time, which ought 
| to improve us in all things, had also enlarged and 
| widened our perceptions in relation to this obvious 
|i measure of public utility. 
li. The central position of Philadelphia (said Mr. 
| L.) has at all times recommended it highly to pub- 
| lic attention as a naval depét. The only objection 
| ever urged against it, its inland locality, has now, 
| owing to the introduction of steam-towage, been 
|| converted into an argument in its favor. Its inland 
į position is highly advantageous in the event of 
į War, securing it in safety almost inaccessible to an 
j! enemy. ; 
|; On this point alone (said Mr. L.) the preference 
| ought to be given to Philadelphia as the proper lo- 
ji cality for a dry-dock. Ina state of war that con- 
ii sideration transcends all others, and he could fear- 
|: lessly appeal to every intelligent nautical man for 
| its trath. But he was unwilling to rest this meas~ 
| ure on any argument of expediency, depending on 
| the state of our foreign relations. Asa branch of 
a great national establishment, it recommends itself 
to our support by a variety of important consider- 
ations. The growth of our country requires ‘that 
we should finish, complete, perfect our nayal sta- 
tions; for without a dock a navy-yard was defect- 
; ive, and wanting in one of its most important nat- 
| ural members. In directing our attention, then, to 
this important subject, shall we pass over that of 
j| Philadelphia, where labor, materials, and every 
|| expense connected with ship-building, are cheaper 
i| than at any other port in the Union? Economy 
i| (said Mr. L.) is not a meanness; where’ the com- 
|; parative cost of an establishment is, is to decide its 
rf location. If the workmanship be equally good, 
i| we are bound to build where we can build cheap- 
ij est. And what is the character of the naval work-. 
imanship of Philadelphia? Shall I refer (said Mr. 
L.) to the Princeton for a specimen? or to the 
| Pennsylvania, or the North Carolina—or the Rari- 
tan, or the Mississippi? $50,000 saved in the con- 
| struction of one ship, which can be done, and has 
| been done by giving a preference to Philadelphia, 
i will go far towards building another ship. In 
| proof of this fact, Mr. L. referred to documents in 
| the Navy Department: Look at Philadelphia in 
| any light, (continued Mr. L.,) whether in relation 
į to. cheapness of construction, security- from an ene- 
my, or central locality, or: the exemption of the 
|| waters of the Delaware from any qualities injuri- 
ous to ship timbers such as exist at Norfolk, and 
she commands universal preference, as. the most 
eligible spot for a national dry-dock. ‘ 
i Ít has been urged as an objection to a dry-dock 
;, at Philadelphia, that the waters of the- Delaware 
were too shallow, and that our first-rate men-of- 
war could not float in the channel. But this pre- 
|| text is now abandoned. ‘The channel of the Dela- 
í ware has been ascertained to be twenty-five feet, 
ii the depth in front of the navy yard upwards of 
forty feet; and now what is the remaining objec- 
tion? Why, that the dry-docks already coristructed 
i are not in use during the whole year, and therefore 
| we want no more. In answer to this argument, [ 
ask, is all of our navy in active service? Certainly 
not. Is that.an argument why we should notin- 
crease it by the construction of more ships? Sup- 
|| pose we had acted on this shallow reasoning after 
the war of 1812, where would be our present navy? 
| A nation acts in reference to the future, not the 
i present. Besides, our climate hardly admits the 
| occupation of a dry-dock during our inclement win- 
[| ters, but even if it did, no argument can be derived 
‘| from that fact for not erecting one at so eligible a 
port as Philadelphia. 
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Gentlemer may talk of the state of the public 
treasury, and the large sums that have been appro- 
priated during this session; but, sir, whatever 1s 
useful to the nation ought to command preference 
over what is unnecessary. It isa false economy 
to deny funds to the national defence. I reject the 
plea of a sordid economy towards our patriotic and 
fume-achieving navy. The true economy ofa na- 
tion was, to guard ‘itself, by timely preparation at 
every point from foreign aggression. All other econ- 
omy was prodigal waste and wanton extravagance. 

The American people (continued Mr. L.) love 
with passion and cherish with enthusiasm this bril- 
liant and colossal arm of our national defence. Let 
us fulfil their wishes, by aliberal legislation. If 
economy is an object, select Philadelphia asa depot. 
Where can you build or repair cheaper or better? 
If safety is an object, what locality is more secure? 
If the treasury be poor, save money by erceting a 
dry-dock at Philadelphia, that shall give employ- ; 
ment to our honest, expert, and skilful mechanies, 
and security to our enterprising and honorableaner- 
chants, who ask for a competent navy and a dry- 
dock to give it efliciency and power—not for them- 
selves, but for the whole nation; for the South, the 
West, and every other point of the Republic, as 
well to defend the planter in the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi as the emigrant to Oregon and. California. 

The usefulness of every measure adapted to the 
national defence, or connected with any system 
identical with the public safety, rebukes the idea 
of temporary expedients, as well as a sordid econ- 
omy. Asa branch of the national defence, every- 
thing connected with the naval armament ought to 
be constructed on a basis of solid, broad, and com- 
prehensive utility, ‘The time has passed when the 
American Republic can be satisfied with defective 
systems, or feel secure under inadequate or tem- 
porary provisions for the complete supply and 
renovation of our ships of war. We have grown 
in magnitude asa nation, till Europe will not suffer 
us to remain deficient m any of the materials of 
self-defence, even if we felt disposed to slumber on 
a bed of down, Not only are we of vast dimen- 
sions, of huge bulk, and expanding frame, but we 
already make pretensions to unbounded dominions, 
exceeding those of any potentate of the Old World. 
As Europe beholds us, so let us learn to look upon 
ourselves, that we.may be prepared to mect the 
emergencies to which her own peculiar views may 
give rise. Wisdom suggested the adoption of every 
lesson that would teach us to do justice to our- 
selves, A sordid, contracted, and mercenary 
policy in relation to our naval defences was not 
compatible with our present position or our future 
prospects. We had arrived at an age when lofty 
statesmanship demanded permanent establish- 
ments, corresponding with our national character 
and position. We had passed the time when we 
could say our present navy was sufficient. We 
had passed the time when we could affix limits to 
our ships of war, our dock-yards, our navy-yards, 
or our dry-docks. We had passed the time when 
we could affix limits to our own boundaries, or 
our own power, orour own wants. Expanding on 
all sides—breaking down the barriers of nature— 
leaping over mountains and penctrating deserts, we 
required establishments of corresponding vastness 
and capacity. Not that he was willing to advo- 
cate any vast establishment, or any gigantic scheme 
of defence for the country. The measure before 
the House might well dispense with any allusion 
to our growing greatness, were it not so closely 
associated with that branch of the national defence 
that had done so much to augmentitspower. He 
alluded to the navy; everything connected «with 
which swells into importance, while it appealed to 
our pride, our patriotism, and our love of country; 
the navy at onee the source of power and the 
guaranty of freedom. The cradle of the navy 
(said Mr. L.) is the dock-yard. Its parents are | 
the hardy and ingenious mechanics, who construct, 
nurse, and rear it. It is ereated by their labor. 
It is renovated by their labor. Our brave tars 
achieve the victory in battle. Our shipwrights 
earn their share of glory on a field equally entitled 
to the meed of praise, though it be a field of labor. 
Industry and mechanical skill were the noblest at- 
tributes of a nation; and when he said that Phila- 
delphia workmen might challenge the country for 
their equals, both in respect to workmanship, 
cheapness, and economy, he onl y expressed what 
the documents of the department would verify by 
facts recorded and acknowledged. j 


i there be carried on. 
| cent. less, and in some cases fifty per cent. 


In reply to an inquiry, Mr. L. said that he had 
no objection to the sectional dock, which combined 
all the advantages of the floating structure with a 


! permanent stone dock. All he asked, however, 
/ was a dry-dock for the Philadelphia navy-yard, 
land he felt assured that a majority of Congress 


was inclined to do 
station. i = 

Mr. HAMLIN, of Maine, moved to amend ‘the 
amendment of Mr. Levin, by adding after the 
word * Pensacola”? the word “ Kittery,” so as to 
appropriate two. hundred ‘thousand dollars for a 
dry-dock in the navy yard of Kittery. Mr. H. 
described the position of the navy-yard as lying 
on the northeast side of Portsmouth harbor, an 
seemed to complain that the Committee on Com- 
merce, while reporting in favor of a dry-dock at 
Philadelphia, had neglected that at Maine. 

Mr. MeCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, explained, and stated the reason to be 
that, in their opinion, the whole subject belonged 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN went on to state.the advantages 
of the navy-yard at Kittery, especially on the great 
cheapness with which naval construction could 
It was at least twenty per 
de 
expatiated on the excellence of the harbor, and the 
importance of that port as a place of refuge for 
ae fleetwhen on the northern coasts of the United 

tates, i 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH pleaded the cause of, 
Pensacola with great zeal, insisting on the impor- 
tance of having a dry-dock there for the repair of 
our ships-of-war. - He declined deciding between 
the comparative merits of the different sorts of 
docks, but wished that subject disposed of by a 
board of commissioners, to consist in part of naval 
officers and in part of civil engineers. Mr. B. 
made a very animated speech in support of his 
amendment, setting forth, with much earnestness, 
the necessity of having some place at which our 
ships of war might be repaired. At present there 
was no such point south of Norfolk. Should an 
accident happen to our flect while in the Gulf, it 
could not be repaired without going all the way 
round to Norfolk. ‘This had happened in the case 
of the frigate Potomac, which was towed round, 
in a. disabled condition, by the steamer Princeton, 
at the imminent risk” both of vessel and crew. 
Should ‘we bé‘engaged in a war with Great Britain 
the importance of such a place for repairs would be 
still more felt. ; 

There was a vast amount of our commerce 
which left the port of New Orleans, and passed 
along the coast of Florida. 
tercepted by a hostile fleet, for the real mouth of 
the Mississippi was at the entrance of the Gulf. 
At the time of our difficulties with England about 
the trial of McLeod, when the peace of the coun- 
try depended on the breath of twelve men, the 
British were in a state of preparation with ships 
and steamers, and suitable depôts of coal and naval 
stores, to possess themselves of this entrance. 
Nor could a fleet of ours operate in the Gulf, if the 
slightest accident should happen to thém by storms, 
unicss there was a place of refuge ready, in which 
they could refit. Ele trusted we should neyer be 
caught in such circumstances again. We were 
now getting possession of the coasts of the Gulf, 
and it would soon become a close sea. He trusted 
the Government would not refuse this appropria- 
tion of $200,000 for the commencement of a work 
so important and indispensable. 

Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING supported all 
the amendments, but dwelt especially on the neces- 
sity of a dry-dock at Pensacola. We had now a 
squadron im the Gulf, and if any casualty should 
overtake them, they would be in imminent danger 
of being lost, for want of a place to refit and the 
means of repair. 

The committee then rose. 

After the committce had risen— 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for 
the Indian department for the year ending 30th 
June, 1847, reported a recommendation to concur 
in some and non-concur in others of the -said 
amendments. 

Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, report- 
ed the following joint resolution: : 


Resolved ly the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of Amcrica in Congress assembled, That the 


justice to that long-neglecied 


This might all be in- | 


ll. Mr. H. also presented the 


Secretary of War be andhe ‘is hereby authorized -and te- 
quired to refund, out of the appropriation made by the-act 
roviding for the prosecution of the. war between ‘the United 


tates. and. the Republic’ of Mexico, approved 13th: May, 
1846, to the Governors of the several States dalled upon by 
General Taylor and General Gaines for voluntéers “arid 
militia, and also to individuals, the amount. of. the expenses - 
incurred by said States and ‘individuals in.fitting'out and 


preparing said volunteers.or militia to join’ the army under 
the cominand of General Taylor, to ‘be settled on just atid) 
equitable principles: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall -be_constred to sanction “or approve the con- 
duct of General E-P. Gaines-in calling upon the Executive 
of any of the’ States for volunteers or militia, ör in Jevying 
or raising troops,.cr mustering or receiving them into: the 
service of the United States, or the appointhent of officers 
therefor, without authority -of law. a es 

The resolution having been read—. ip See 

‘Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved. an 
adjournment, which was lost. a . 

Mr. McKAY explained the necessity for speedy 

action on the resolution, and asked that it be placed 
‘on its passage, f : 
. Mr. RATHBUN said the resolution, although 
it made no appropriation, yet it was in. the nature 
of an appropriation, as'it contained a provision.for 
an expenditure of public money not: before autho- 
rized;. he therefore contended that it must neces- 
sarily, under the rule, go to’ the Committee of the 
Whole House. Pe woe. 

The SPEAKER said the resolution did. not, in 
his opinion, come under the rule Of commitment: 
it provided only for the payment of certain expen- 
ses out of a fund already appropriated. ; 

An adjurnment was here moved. by Mr. STE- 
PHENS, and lost. ba 


The previous question was moved and seconded, 
and the main question was ordered tobe put.. 
And it was put, that is, that the resolution be 
engrossed and read a third time? 
And passed in the affirmative. 
The resolution was then immediately read the 
third time; and the previous question ‘was again 
moved and seconded, and the main question was 
ordered.” 
The main question was, that the resolution do 
ass ? : 
p On this, Mr. RATHBUN asked the yeas and 
nays. ‘They were refused. is = 
And the question was puton the passage of the 
resolution, and passed. in the-affirmative, > 
And the House adjourned. ` vB eek 


IN SENATE. |: 
Frivay, June 12, 1846. . 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a Iet- 
ter from the Secretary of the Navy, in answer to 
a resolution of the 9th instant, enclosing portions 
of correspondence with Commodore Lawrence 
Kearny, in relation to-a dry-dock at the Pensa- 
cola navy-yard; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

Also, a communication from the General Land 
Office, in answer to a resolution of the Senate, call- 
ing for further information in relation to the Hou- 
mas land claim; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying an appropriation 
for the widow and children of the late Judge Ran- 
dall; which was referred to the Commitjee on the 
Judiciary. Ags arena ; 

Mr, UPHAM presented the petition of Jotin 
McCloud, asking’a pension; which was referred . 
to the Committee on Pensions. E 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of L. 
Taliaferro, praying an appropriation to satisfy a 
judgment obtained against him, on account of 
whiskey, seized by him as United. States Indian 
agent; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian. Affairs. - = ` : 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the petition of E. P. 
Calkin & Co., merchants at Galveston, praying 
‘indemnity for goods alleged to have been illegally 
seized by the collector of that port; which was re- 
ferred to the Committce on Commerce. A 
petitions of John Pe- 
| derson and Charles Black, praying indemnity for 
the illegal seizure and detention, by an officer of 
_the United States, of the: schooners * Creole”? and 
| “ Ann M. Briggs;” which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


the claim of Martin & Cobb and Lewis & Cox; 
which were referred to the same committee: 2 


Mr. H. also presented. documents in relation to ; 


June 12, _ 
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| Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution; 
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which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: = 


- Resolved; That the. Secretary `of the Senate be 

“directed to. pay-in equal portions to Elizabeth 
Sanders; Mary Ann Sanders, and Ellen Sanders, 
sisters of Lewis Sanders, deceased, late an assist- 
ant messenger, the sum of one-hundred and fifty 
dollars to defray funerabexpenses, and the balance 

, of pay-of the said Lewis Sanders from the time of 
his death to the close of the present session-of 
Congréss; and.also the additional compensation 
usually allowed, for his strict and faithful attention 
to the duties of his office. . 


.Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the 40th rule for conducting busi- 
ness in the Senate, and which requires the Senate 
to close its doors when transactiug executive busi- 
ness, be rescinded; and that the Senate shall here- 
after sit with open doors, when transacting all 
business. i 


Mr. MANGUM, pursuant to notice; asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution for 
the relief of William H. Thomas; which was read 
twice, and placed upon the general orders without 
a reference, the subject having been heretofore con- 
sidered and reported upon. ie 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported without amendment the (House) 
bill to authorize the.constituted. authorities of the 
county of Polk, in the Territory of Iowa, to enter 
a quarter section of land for a seat of justice. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Finance upon the petition of C. A. 
Ware; which was concurred in. 

. The following resolution, submitted: yesterday 
by Mr. Rusk, was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the J udiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of estab- 
lishing an additional judicial district in the State of 
Texas, and fixing the times and places of holding 
ae district’ courts of the United States in said 

tale. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Pensions on the petition of Smith 
Cram; which was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
Senate considered the report of the Committee.on 
Foreign Relations upon the claim-of the owners of 
the brig General Armstrong, and the whole subject 
was referred to the Secretary of State, with instruc- 
tions to take the: necessary stéps to bring the mat- 
ter again before.the Government of Portugal. 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 

Committee of Claims on the petition of William 
B: Fosters which was concurréd in. 
_ The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
tbill for the relief of Elijah “White;” and no 
amendments: being offered thereto, the question 
was put upon ordering it to be engrossed and read 
a third time, . 

Mr. JARNAGIN asked for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered and called, resulted as fol- 
lows: ; i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Chaliners, Dickinson, 
Dix, Hannegan, Houstou, Johnson of Louisiana, Penny- 
backer, Rusk, Semple, Sevicr, Speight, Sturgeon, and Tur- 

ey-—22, ; : es 
S NAYS—Mesers. Archer, Berrien, Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, 
Greene, Haywood, Huntington, Jarnagin, Jenness, Johnson 
of Maryland, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
Phelps, Sinmons, Upham, Westcott, and Woodbridge—25. 
So the bill was rejected. 


. Mr, JOHNSON, of Louisiana, asked the con- 
“sideration of the joint resolution in relation to the 
Houmas land grants; which was not agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. McDUFFIE, the communi- 
cation from the General Land Office, received this 
‘niorning, in-relation to the Houmas ‘land grants, 
was ordered to be printed. ; 


{Several mëssages in writing were. received from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. N.P. 
Trist] eae oe j 

A message- from. the President of the United 
States; transmitting official reports received. at the 
War Department from the officer commanding the 
army on the Mexican frontier, giving-a detailed re: 
port of the operations of the army in that quarter, 
and particularly of the recent engagements between 
the ‘Mexican and American forces, was read, and, 


‘third. time and passed. 


on motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, it was ordered to be 
printed. f 

The bill for the relief of Nathaniel Phillips was 
read a second time, considered as in committee of 


„the whole, reported, without amendment, and or- 
‘dered to be. engrossed and read a third time. 


By unanimous con 


sent the bill was then read a 


The bill for the relief of J. Throckmortcn was 
read a second time, considered as in committee of 
the whole, reported without amendment, and or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill giving the assent of. Congress to a 
change of the compact entered into between the 
United States and the State of Arkansas, on her 
admission into the Union, was read a second time, 
and considered as in committeé of the whole, when 

‘Mr. ASHLEY explained that its object was 
simply to enable the State of Arkansas to appro- 
priate the proceeds of certain Jand granted for the 
institution of a University in that State for the pur- 
poses of common school education. í 

The bill being reported to the Senate without 
amendment, was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. ` 

{A message was received from the House of 
‘Representatives, announcing that said House do 
recede from certain amendments to the bill supple- 
mental to the Mexican war bill, and insist on oth- 


| ers, the particulars of which are to be found in the 


House proceedings.. Also, that the House had 
passed a joint resolution to refund to the Gover- 
nors of the several States, called upon by Generals 
Scott and Gaines for volunteers, the expenses in- 
curved in fitting out.and preparing said volunteers 
for service.] 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Adams & Co. 


and others was read a second time, considered in |! 


committee of the whole, and no amendmenent being 
submitted, it was reported back to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read å third time. 
The joint resolution for the relief of Orlando Salt- 
marsh and William Fuller, was read a second time, 


and considered as in committee of the whole, and, | 


after amendment, was reported back to the Senate. 
The Senate concurred in the amendment, and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

A bill providing for the purchase and distribu- 
tion of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States among the several States and Terri- 
tories, was read a second time, and: considered as 
in committee of the whole. 

No amendment being submitted to the bill, it was 
reported back to the Senate. ; 

Mr. BENTON objected to the purchase, by 
Congress, of books for distribution. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted a few remarks in favor 
of the bill, explaining its object, and showing that 
thirteen States of the Union had instructed or re- 
quested their Senators to vote for it—to wit: the 
States of Tennessee, Kentucky, Illinois, New Jer- 
sey, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, Delaware, Ohio, and 
Florida. 

` After some further conversation between Sena- 
tors DIX and BENTON, 

Mr. ALLEN moved that the bill be laid upon 
the table, signifying his desire to discuss the ques- 
tion, but gave way to 

Mr. BERRIEN, who moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The Senate then went into Executive session, and 
after some time spent therein, the doors were open- 


-ed, and the Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Fripay, June 12, 1846. - 
Ths Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. ee 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour to be the resolation here- 
tofore reported by Mr. Goron, from the select 
committee on the subject of the distribution of the 
tenth volume of the laws of the United States. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr: McKAY rose to submit motion that the 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of re- 
suming the consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. it was very desirable, he said, that the bill 
should be acted upon immediately. 


And he would take this occasion to say that he 
proposed next week (perhaps on Monday) to call 
up for consideration the bill that had been reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, pro- 
viding for a change of the law of 1842, commonly 
called the tariff. a ; 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL hoped, he said, that asthe- gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] :had- been 
indulged in a few remarks, the same privilege 
would, be extended to him, so far as to allow him 
to say that if the motion to go into committee 
should not prevail, he should feel it to be his duty 
to move that the House procced to the consideras“ 
tion of the private calendar, which was the regular 
business of the day. i 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


The- queson was about to be taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr. McKay, when 5 ; 
` Mr. HARALSON rose and asked leave to make 
a personal explanation. 

Leave having been granted, 

Mr. HARALSON said he felt himself most re- 
luctantly ¢alled upon to make an explanation per- 
sonal to himself and to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, in consequence of an article which ap- 


| peared in the Union” of yesterday morning un- 


der its editorial head. In commenting on.the letter 
of General Taylor of the 18th May, in which an 
account is given of the loss of Lieutenant Stephens, 
while attempting to swim the Rio Grande with his 


‘squadron,.and on the great advantages which were 


lost to General Taylor in improving the results of 
his victory for the want of a ponton train, the cdi- 
tor makes use of the language which I will request 
the Clerk to read. . 

The Clerk read the following: 


« It will be seen from the letter of General Taylor of the 
18th of .May, published above, that it was very unfortunate 
that he was not supplied with.a ponton train, which would 
have enabled him to pursue the. enemy across the Rio 
Grande, and greatly improve the results of his victory. Hav- 
ing made inquiry upon the subject, we have ascertained that 
if was a source of no less regret to the War Department than 
to General Taylor, that it possessed neither the power nor 
the means of providing him with such a train. Its great 
usefulness and insportance in military operations has, we 
understand, heen long known to the department, and va- 
rious efforts bave been made to induce Congress to make 
provision for it. The Secretary of War, in his last annual 
report, strongly recommended the measure, as will be seen 
from the following extracts ooo. oron e ater 

« ¢The propriety of organizing a corps, moderate in point 


, € of numbers, of ininers, sappers, and. ‘pontoniers, has'here- 


‘tofore. been often presented to. the consideration of Con- 
‘gress. The reasons for such a corps are becoming more 
‘evident and urgent, in consequence of the military occu- 
pation of Texas. The commanding general there has re- 


| ¢quested to be furnished with a ponton train, deeming it 


€ yery essential to the movement of the army in that coun- 
‘try. In many parts of it, the materials for constructing 
¢ bridges are not to be obtained. When that is the case, the 
í movements of an army would be impeded or arrested by 
tthe considerable streams traversing its line of operations, 
¢untess it was supplied with the necessary equipage for 
‘crossing them, and attended by a corps instructed in the 
‘use of this equipage. The name by which this corps is 
‘usually designated—that of sappers and, miners—is apt to 
‘mislead the judgment as to. the nature of its duties, and 
‘consequently as to its usefulness and adaptation to our 
‘service. The services required of it in attacks upon forti- 
‘fied places constitute but a small portion of its appropriate 
‘duties. ‘This subject is fully and ably. discussed in the 
‘report of the chief engineer, herewith submitted. The rec- 
‘ommendation in its favor is sustained by strong arguments 
‘and the bighest military authority, and I trust will procure 
‘for it the favorable action of Congress. This corps need 
‘not be numerous—one hundred enlisted men being deemed 
‘sufficient; and, if placed under the command of the. pres- 
‘ent engineer officers, itwould not be expensive.’ ”” 

«“ This recommendation was followed up by earnest and 
repeated efforts by. the department to induce its sanction by 
Congress; and the Seeretaty of War wo less than three 
times, in the.early part of the session, addressed the appro- 
priate committee on the subject, urging the importance of 
this measure, and reminding thera that the general com- 
manding the army in Texas had called for this essential 
equipment to bis military operations.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. H.) it is not 
known certainly that by the term “appropriate 
committee” the Committee on Military Affairs of 
this House was meant, or that any censure was in- 
tended against that committee; but the im, lication 
ig so strong, since the subject had been before that 
committees as to leave them no alternative hut to 
make a public correction of it. While they do not 
object that a just compliment should be paid to the 
Secretary of War, and would willingly concede, 
themselves, to that officer that he has discharged 
his-duties faithfully and promptly on this subject, 
they are unwilling that it should be done at their 
expense; and it is due to them that the whole facts 
in relation to their action on the subject should be 
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known, and they have directed me to state that 
which I shall now detail to the House, that within 
Jess than two weeks after the report of the Secre- | 
tary of War was printed and laid on our tables, 
the bill on this subject was promptly reported to |; 
the House, On the 19th of December, the subject 
was referred to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Burr,) which was before the printed mes- 
sage of the President and the accompanying docu- 
ments had reached this House. On the 8th of Jan- 
uary, the bill, having been reported to this House 
from the Senate, and referred to the committee on 
Military Affairs, was promptly acted on by: that 
committee, and by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina reported to the House for its action, and re- 
peated efforts were made by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr.. Brixxeruorr,] the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] as well as myself, | 
(as will be recollected by the House,) to have the || 
action of the House upon that measure. Its im- | 
portance was {elt no more by the Secretary of War | 
than by the committee themselves; and perhaps it | 
is due to the committee to state that itis not within 
their recollection that they ‘‘were addressed no 
jess than three times in the early part of the ses- 
sion on the subject, urging the importance of this 
measure, and reminding them that the general com- | 
manding the army in Texas had called for this es- | 
sential equipment of his operations,” as specified | 
in the article read by the Clerk. They have in that | 
matter—as I trust will be awarded to them in every | 
other matter—promptly discharged their duties to 
the country, sometimes anticipating the probable | 
reference of subjects, and acting upon them before | 
they were moved in the House—meeting some- | 
times every morning for a week together. | 
It was not the object of the committee to reflect | 
upon the Secretary of War or Colonel Totten; on 
the contrary, they took pleasure in bearing witness 
that they had faithfully discharged their duty 
on the subject; but while this had been done, 
under this editorial it was implied at least that 
there was a lack of promptness on the part of the 
Committee on Military Affairs; and it was due to 
them to correct any such impression, and that it 
should be known that they had discharged. their 
duties faithfully to the country. A like bill had 
also been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the last Congress. | 


The question now recurring on the motion of 
Mr. McKaxr— 

Mr. PRESTON KING demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered, and, being taken, were 
yeas 82, nays 83. 

So the Flouse refused to go into committee. 

Mr. T. B. KING, by leave, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill to authorize | 
and require the Secretary of the Navy to enter into 
certain contracts for the transportation of the Uni- 
ted States mail in ocean steamers, accompanied by 
a report in writing; which bill was read twice and 
committed. 

. Mr. DANIEL moved that the House proceed 
to the consideration of the private calendar, but 
waived the motion to enable | 

Mr. HARALSON to ask that the supplemental | 
war bill, which had been returned from the Senate | 
with certain amendments, be taken up; and | 

Mr. JACOB ‘THOMPSON to ask the disposi- | 
tion of bills from the Senate, now on the Speaker’s 
table. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution to correct 
a clerical error in the act approved June 6, 1846, 
for the relief of George Duval, a Cherokee Indian, 
was read a third tine and passed. 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR BILL. | 


The House, by general consent, proceeded to | 
the consideration of the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill entitled “An act providing for the pros- | 
ecution of the existing war between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico,” and for other | 
purposes. 

The House receded from such of its amend- 
ments as are not herein particularly referred to. 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 

“ment of the Senate striking out the following pro- | 
viso: 
, Provided, That when the war with Mexico shall termi- | 
nate, te number of major generals in the army shail be re- 
duced to one, and the number of brigadier generals shall q 
be reduced.to two; and the President of the United States || 
is authorized and directed to select from the whole number 
which may then be in office, without regard to the date of j! 
their commissions, the number to be retained, and eause ji 


| the vote he would give. | 


ibe remainder to be discharged from the service of the Uni- 

ted States, Doo ` ; 
Mr. HAMLIN moved that the House insist on 

its amendment. ` Be i 


Mr. HARALSON moved that the House recede. l 


Mr, HAMLIN briefly explained his reasons for 
e was willing to vote 
any force that. the public exigencies might require; 


but he wished that the same bill that created that |; 
force should provide for Its dismissal whenever the-~ 


emergency that called it into existence should havé: 

passed away. i pe 
Mr. MCCLERNAND demanded the previous 

question. à 


es S ar E E 
There was a second, and the main question (on |i 
| receding) was ordered tò be now taken. i 


Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays, whieh 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: aon ia 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Bedinger, Bell, James A. Black, Broekenbrough, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Burt, William W. Campbeil, Jonn 
G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Dargan, Darragh, Delano, Dockery, Dromgoole, Jobn H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Giles, Graham, Hampton, 
Haralson, Harper, Herrick, &. B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, 
John W. Houston, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Kaufinan, Ð. P. King, Leake, Leib, Lewis;- Long, 
James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, MeLlvaine, Marsh, 
B. Martin, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Pillsbury, Pollock, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Simpson, A. Smith, 
C. B. Smith, Stanton, Stewart, Strolun, Thomasson, Benj. 
Thompson, Jacob ‘hompyon, ‘Towns, Trumbo, Vance, 
Vinton, Wick, Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, Yancey, and 
Young—e4. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Atkinson, Benton, 
Biggs, James Biaek, Bowlin, Boyd, William G. Brown, 
Butington, Jobo H. Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Gultom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Danic!, De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Edsall, ietieworth, Erd- 
man, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giddings, Gordon, 
Hamtin, Henley, Hoge, Bopkius,Hough, George S. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Wungerford, James B, Hunt, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Kennedy, P. King, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
Metletiand, McClernand, McConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. 
McDowell, MeKay, J. P. Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Reid, 
Relie, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H.. Sims, Thomas Smith, 
Starkweather, St. John, Strong,:Sykes, James Thompson, 
"Tibbatts Tred ay, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, 
Woon, Woodworth, and Yost—92, ~ = i 

So the House refused to recede, 

And determined to insist on its amendment. 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate, striking out the following pro- 
viso: 

“Sue. 15. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, no officer in the army of the United 
Sta not actually engaged in prosecuting or aidiug in car- 
rying on hostilities against the public enemy, shall be en- 
titled to receive morethan eight rations per day, or commu- 
tation therefor.” ' 

Mr. GORDON moved that the House insist on 
its amendment; and demanded the previous ques- 
tion. i 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the House recede. . 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH asked the yeas and 
nays on the latter motion; which were ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, Ar- 
noli, Ashmun, Bayly, Bell, Biggs, Buffington, Burt, William 
W- Campbell, Join H. Campbell, John G. Chapinan, Colla- 

er, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson 
s, Dockery, Dromgoole, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Hampton, Haraison, Harper, 
Isaac E. Holmes, Jobn W. Houston, Hudson, Washington 


| Hant, Kaufman, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Leake, 


Leib, Lewis, Long, McCrate.James McDowell, McGaughey, 


| Mcllenry, Mclivaine, McKay, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Ow- 


en, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwel, John 
A. kwell, Runk, Seaman, Seddon, Caleb B. Smith, Stan- 
ton, Stewart, Strohm, Tiomasson, Benjamin Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Trumbo, Vinton, 
White, Wintirop, Woodworth, Wright, Yancey, and Young 
6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, James 
Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Cathcart, Reuben Chapian, 
Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cullom, Cummius, 
Cuuningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Doig- 
lass, Exdsall, Erdman, Faran, Vicklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, 
Gordon, Hamlin, Harmanson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hop- 
kins, Hough, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hun- 
gertord, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Seaborn Joncs, Keamedy, P. King, Lumpkin, 


! Maclay, McClean, McClelland, McClernand,- McConnell, 


John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Parrish, Payne, Perit, Pielps, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander 


D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thoinas Smith, Robert |i 


Smith, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, James ‘Thompson, 
Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wood- 
worth, and Yost—90, 

So the House refused to recede. 

And determined to insist. 


The House also insistéd on thé following amen 
ment: ee we ane 
ce Seo. 16, And be it further enacted; Phat whepaniy offiter 
of the army shall make a requisition upon the Executive of. 
any State. for militia: or volunteers, to be employed. in the 
‘service of the United States, it shall bi dutty of the: 
ect to communicate to the said Executive Heopy of so'inticn' 
of his instructions as contain the authority under which he 
acts; and'all calls otherwise made, shall be disregarded”? 
The question then recurred. on the motion of Mr. 
DANIBL: Set one pees Se 
=- (HE-SECRET SERVICE: FUND. 
Mi. SCHENCK rose, he siid, tó a question of 
privilege. ; ie 


Mr. S., 


from the select cominittee;: héretofdre 


| apointed under the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committée of fivé mem- 


| bers be appointed to inquire how the: séal‘of con- 


fidence imposed by law, heretofore uniformly pre-: 


: served, in relation to the expenditure of said secrét 


fund, has come to be broken, and how the said 
Cuarues J. InerrsoLu has obtained the informa- 
tion which he has: communicated. to? this House 
and to the public, and: through whose agency such 
information has been procured,, whether. by. the. 
act of said Inexksou himself, or by any officer.of 
any department of ‘this Government; and that the 
said committee have power to sénd for persons and 
papers, and that they report to this House as soon 
as practicable the result of their investigation— | 
_ Rose to present, under the unanimous instruc 
tions of the committee, a report... g 
Mr. HOPKINS suggested that, as. the mémber, 
concerned in the report [Mr. C. J. INneERsorL]} 


| was absent, it would be better to defer its presenta- 


tion for a few days. That gentleman, Mr. FI. 
understood, had been called home: by a faintly af- 
fliction, and had left-the city last evening: 

Mr. DOBBIN said that the gentleman who was 
referred to in the report knew that it would proba~ 
bly come in; and he (Mr. D.) was ‘sure that the 
gentleman had no objection to its being presented 
and printed. j ae Sree E 

Mr. SCHENCK presented -the report, and 
called for the reading of the resoltition with which 
it concluded. ; 

Mr. BRODHEAD called 
report. Boge oho ae 

The resolution was read: 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCK WELL repeated the call. 
of Mr. Bropueap for the reading of the report. 
The report and resolution were then read, viz: |; 


The select committee, appointed ‘to. inquire as:to. the viðr 
lation of “the seal of confidence’? of the, State Department, 
and how information was obtained by CRARLES J. INGER- 
SOLL from secret papers and accounts ih that departinent 
which the President had dectined to conimunicate to this 
House in answer to a resolution and request of the Hons, 


- .. REPORT: . 

That immediately after their appointment they proceeded 
to make the investigation required by the order of the House, 
and have been assiduously engaged ever since in the dis- 
charge òf the duty assigned them. They-bave applied tò 
all supposed proper sources of information, and have exam- 
ined all the, witnesses who were likely to be able to throw 
any light upon the subject of theìr inquiry; and the result of 
their labors has been a mass of testimony, which they now 


the reading of the 


‘fox 


| prodice to the House. 


After. much consideration the committee have concluded 
to present the evidence which they have collected, without 
any expression of their opinion in régard to what is es- 
tablished by it. "Whatever might’ properly be: said by. the 
committee would but consist of conclusions and inferences, 
to be drawn from the proof itself, atid which ean as well be 
deduced, from the facts-as they appear, by the House as by 
the committee; and they have deemed it most proper, there- 
fore, under all the cireufistarices, to. forbéar any comment 
whatéver, and to leave the House, after considering what 
has been elicited by the examination, to take stich order and 
action in the premises as fle case ‘and the occasion may 
seem to require: The committee present herewith the full 
record of their proceedings, and of all the testimony, asking 
that the same be printed for the use and information of the 
Hotisei And inasmuch as some portion of the proof con- 
nects and implicates one or more of the subordinate officers 
of the State Department with Mr. Incerseu. in his meas 
and the maniier Of procuring access to secret papers of that 
department, the committee also propose that the result of 
their investigation be communieated.to the proper executive 
heads. They recommend the adoption of the following res- 
olution: ` 

Resolved, That the report and record of proceedings óf 
the committee, and_all the testimony, be printed for the use 
of the Houses that the Speaker be directed to furnish copies 
of the document, when printed, to ‘the President of the 
United States, and to the Seeretary of State; and. that the 
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comiuiti¢e be now discharged from: further consideration o 


the subject. 


"ROBT. C.: SCHENCK, . 
J.C. DOBBIN, 
AR McULVAINE, 


subject be laid on the table: 
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. Mr. KENNEDY said, that before he voted for 
vhe printing, he should wish to -hear the evidence 
vead. : j : l 
<o »Mr. HOUSTON withdrew that part of his mo- 
tion which: provided for the printing. ` 

-o Mr STEWART renewed it. -- ; 

Mr. THURMAN ‘suggested that this matter 
should be suffered tolie over until Mr. INGERSOLL’ S 
return, x wy? a e 

But the suggestion was not accéded to, - 

The question was then taken on the first part of 
the motion, = ae, : : 

- And the whole subject was laid on the table.. 

The question recurring on the printing, © ; 

Mr. KENNEDY submitted whether it-was not 
his right, before voting, to have the testimony read. 


The reply of the Speaker was not heard; but the | 


evidence was not read. 

The question wasthen taken, and th 
ordered to be printed. 

The question again recurred on the motion of Mr. 
DANIELS; N Aaa S i 

But Mr. WINTHROP having claimed the floor, 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
resolution heretofore reported by Mr. Gorvon, 
from the Select Committee on the subject of the 
distribution of the tenth volume of the Laws of the 
United States. > i 

Mr. WINTHROP concluded his remarks in op- 
position to the.resolution.. `: 

Mr: HUNGERFORD demanded the previous 
-question;, but withdrew-it, after some conversation. 

Mr. BOW LIN opposed the resolution in every 
shape and form. Mr. B. yielded: for explanation 
to Messrs. GORDON and BELL. 

Mr. BELL spoke in favor of the resolution. 
. Mr. HUDSON made some explanation, (yield- 
ing to Messrs. WINTHROP and E. H. EWING, 
for inquiry and explanation.) 

_ Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON spoke in opposi- 
tion to the resolution, and had not concluded when 
the Speaker announced the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour. at 
~ A message in writing was received from the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

The question now recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Daner that the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of the private calendar. 


‘Mr. McCLERNAND rose, and moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


€ papers were 


on the state of the Union, and gave notice that if } 


the motion carried, he would move. in committee 
to take up House bill, No.9, ‘ toreduce and grad- 
mate the price of.the public lands to. actual settlers 
and cultivators.” ; 
Mr. McỌ. said this bill had been reported at an 
early period of the session in. conformity with the 
- ‘yecommiendations, of the President in his Message, 
and of the. Secretary of the Treasury, and of the 
Commissioner. of the General Land Office in their 
reports, . He hoped it had-been framed in a.spirit 
of conciliation and-compromise which would rec- 
ommend it to general favor. The measure was a 
very important, one; affecting the revenues of the 
Government, the settlement and development of 
the public lands, and the just expectations of the 
great class of,agriculturists. He. hoped the House 
would sustain the motion. 
Mr. DANIEL submitted that his motion was 
entitled to priority. ` 
The .chair.was: occupied pro tem. by Mr. Hor- 
kins, who decided that though the motion of Mr. 
Daniæ was pending at the time Mr. McCierwanp 
‘made his motion, yet that the latter, heing a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, had precedence over the 
former. ` = i 


The yeas and. nays were asked and ordered on 
the motion to go into committee; and, being taken, 
were-yeas 78, nays 90: 

So the House refused 


to:go into. committee. 


Mr: W. HUNT made an-ineffectual motion to | 


suspend the rules, for the purpose of enabling him 
to introduce a joint resolution authorizing the pre- 
sentation of a silver medal to the soldiérs under the 
command of General Taylor in the recent engage- 
ments with the Mexicans. ; i 


THE ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. STEWART moved a suspension `of- the 
yules to énable him.to offer the following résolu= 
tion, which was read for information: ie 


_ordereds 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in | 
Congress assembled, That the President of the Senate and 
Speaker ef the House of Reprtsentatives do adjourn their 
Tepes Houses sine die on the 29th day of July, at two 
o’clock. 


Mr. S. asked the yeas and nays, which were 


Mr. J. P. MARTIN gave notice of his intention, 
should the resolution be received, to offer an amend- 
ment providing that Congress should adjourn when- 
ever the tariff bill had been acted upon. 

„Mr. STEWART asked the yeas and nays on 
his motion, which were ordered, and being taken, 
resulted as follows: ` : 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, Arnold, 
Basringer, Rell, James. Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 
Catbeart, John G. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Darragh, Dockery, Edsail, Erd- 
man, Johny H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Fos- 
ter, Giddings; Giles, Grahain, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, 
Henley, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Bam- 
uel. D- Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, D. P. King, 
Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Levin, Long, McClean, Me- 
Crate, McGaughey, McHenry, MeIivaine, Miller, Moseley, 
Owen, Perry, Pollock, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawycr, Seammon, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, 


- Thurman; Tibbatts, ‘Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Wil- 


liams, Winthrop, Wright, and Young—87. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Biggs, J. 
A. Black, Rowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrough, Burt, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobh, Collin, Daniel, Jefferson 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Elis- 
worth, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Gordon, Harmanson, Hil- 
liard, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. 
Houston, B. W. Hubard, J. B. Hunt, George W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Kanfman, Kennedy, Leib, La Sere, Lump- 
kin, Maclay, McClelland, MeClermmand, McConnell, Joseph 
J. McDowell, James McDowell, MeKay, Marsh, Jobn P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Nortis, 
Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, 
Relfe, Roberts, Seddon, Alexander D, Sims, Leonard VW. 
Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, Sykes, Jacob ‘Chompson, Tredway, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Woodward, Woodworth, Yanecy, and 
Yost—82. 

So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lution was not received. 


THE HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. COBB moved that the rules be suspended 
for the purpose of enabling him to submit a motion 
that herenfter the daily hour of meeting should be 
ten o'clock. 

Mr. C. asked the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered, and being taken, were—yeas 119, nays 47, 

So the rules were suspended. |. 

- And the resolution being thus before the House, 

Mr. COBB (accepting a suggestion from Mr. T. 
B. Kine) substituted nine for ten in the morning. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved to amend the modified 
resolution so as to reinstate the hour of fen, and to 
provide that the Speaker should adjourn the House 
at three o’clock without motion. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. GILES and Mr. A. JOHNSON sent up 
amendments, which could not be received, but 
which were read for information. 

M. JOHINSON’S amendment was as follows: 

Resolved, That this House meet every morning 
at ten o’clock, and that all motions to adjourn be- 
fore three o’clock, p. m., shall by the Speaker be 
decided out of order, and not entertained by him. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
That the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives do adjourn their 
respective Houses sine dic on the 20th day of July 
proximo, 1846, at two o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. BOYD asked a division on Mr. CoLLAMER’s 
amendment, which was ordered. 

After some conversation on points of order, 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered. 

The first branch of Mr. CoLLAMER’s amendment 
was agreed to. : 

The second branch was rejected. 

_ And the resolution thüs amended, was adopted... 

So the House resolved to meet at ten o’clock. 

PAY OF SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved a suspension of 
the rules to enable him to introduce the following 
pill : ; ete Becta í 
A BILL to increase the pay of the rank and file of the army 


* of the United States, and of the volunteers and militia in 
the service of the United States iv time of war. i = 


Be it enacted. by the Senate and House of Representatives 


‘of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


| pation on the Rio 


from and-after the day of the commencement of hostilities 
in the existing war with Mexico, and until the close of said 
war, the pay of the non-commissioned. officers, musicians, 
and’ privates, in the regular army of the United States, an 
of volunteers and militia in the service of the United States, 
shall be two dollars per month in addition to the pay and al- 
lowancés at present allowed by law. 

Mr. B. asked the yeag and nays on his motion, 
which were refused. © 0 5. | } 

And the question being taken, the House refused 
to suspend the rules. ee : 

So the bill was not introduced. : 

On motion of Mr. HARALSON, the committee 
took up the message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, covering the correspondence of ‘General 
Taylor in relation to the recent engagements on the 
Rio Grande. 7 

The papers were laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved the printing of five 
thousand extra copies; but objection being made, 
Mr, D. withdrew his motion. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. WOODWORTH, on leave given, offered 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War furnish this 
House with any report or reports in his possession 
of the agents superintending the mineral lands on 
Lake Superior, together with the accompanying 
map or maps, if any, showing the extent of terri- 
tory leased or located under the authority of that 
department. ` = 


THE ARMY OF OCCUPATION. 


Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS made an ineffectual 
motion to suspend the rules, to cnable him to offer 
the following joint resolution: 

Whereas the recent services rendered by the army of occu- 
Grande, especially in the battles of Palo 
Alto and Resaca de Palma, and in the defence of Tort Brown, 
deserves the admiration and gratitude of the American peo- 
ple— 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
That a gold medal, commemorative of the battles of Palo 
Alto and Resaca de Palma, be presented to General Z. Lay- 
lor, commanding on those occasions. 

Resolved, That a bronze medal, to be formed out of the 
shells thrown against Fort Brown, and the field-pieces cap- 
tured in the battles before named, and designed tocommem-~ 
orate those events, be presented to cach of the officers, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates engaged in 
either of those actions. 

Resolved, That a tike medal be presented to the nearest 
relative of each officer or enlisted man killed in battle, or 
who has since died of the wounds thus received, on either 
of the occasions herein recited. A 

Resolved; Thata sword of honor be presented to each of 
the officers charged with the construction and defence of 


Fort Polk anterior to Ith May, 1846, anil’ who’ was not-en- 

gaged in the defence.of Fort Brown; or the. battles of Palo 

Alto or Resacade Palma. o > : 
THE PRIVATE CALEND AR. 


It was now three o'clock. . 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the private calendar. 

Bills of the following titles were read a third 
time and passed: S 

A bill to authorize the agent for paying pensions 
at Cincinnati, to pay to John Wing any arrears of 
pension money due to Dorothy ‘Terrell, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of N. and L. Dana and Com- 
any. : 

i A bill for the relief of Philip and Eliphelet 
Greely. ; SES 

A bill for th 
M. Reese. : 

A billfor the relief of John G. McCloud, of Linn 
county, lowa. 

A bill to confirm an entry of land made by the 
administrator of. James Anderson, deceased, of 
Iowa Territory. í f 

The resolution for the relief of Shelden B. Hays 
came up où the question’ of concurrence in the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole; 

And pending the question, ` 

The House adjourned. 


i. 


e relief of Emanuel Berri and John 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 13, 1846. 

The Journalof yesterday was read, and (having 
been amendëd, on motion of Mr. DOBBIN, so as 
to state the fact that the evidence accompanying Mr. 
Scuenck’s report was ordered to be printed, as 
well as the report itself) was approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 


| ness to be the resolution heretofore reported by 


Mr. Goxroon, from the select committee on the 


CONGRESSIONAL -GLOBE. 


June 


- 


subject of the distribution of the laws of the United 
States. 

Mr. GEORGE 8. 
the floor. 

Mr. McK AY asked him 
pose of enabling him [Mr. 
motion that the House resolv c 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON indicated his willingness to do 
so; but the Speaker having stated that ifa member 
yielded his right, he did so unconditionally, 
"Mr. EL. declined to yield, and added a few words 
to those submitted by him yesterday in opposition 
to the resolution. 

Mr. H. then moved that the House resolve itself 


HOUSTON was entitled to 


to yield it for the pur- 
McKay] to submit a 
e itself into Commit- 


into Committee of the Whole on the state of the” 


Union. 
TUE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. W. HUNT inquired of the Speaker wheth- 
er this was not a day set apart by the rules for the 
consideration of private bills. 

The SPEAKER said it was; but it was neverthe- 
less competent for the House, by a majority vote, 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ‘The motion was always in order. 

Mr. HUNT asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YVEAS-—-Megsrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bell, Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhodl, W. G. Brown, 
Burt, John H. Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Collin, Cullom, Dargan, Dillingham, Dobbin, Diomgoole, 


Dunlap, Ficklin, Giles, Gordon, Harmanson, Hoge, Isaac I3., 


Holmes, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Mubard, 
Hungerford, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Preston King, Leake, La Secre, Levin, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, MeClernand, MeConnell, Joseph J. MeDoweh, 
McKay, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Parrish, Payne, Perry, 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seaman, 
Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, Rob- 
ert Smith, Starkweather, St. John, Jacob Thompson, Fred- 
way, Wick, Wood, Woodward, Yancey, and Young—70. 
NAYS—Messrs. Asiintn, James Black, Milton Brown, 
John G. Chapman, Cocke, Cotlamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Daniel, Darragh, De Mott, Edsaill, Elsworth, Erd- 
man, J. H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Harper, John W. Houston, 8. D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, Jenkins, James. I, Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas B. King, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, Me- 
Henry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Niven, Pendleton, Pollock, Ram- 
sey, Rathban, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Runk, 
Russell, Scammon, Schenck, Severance, Albert Smith, Ca- 
leb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, James 
Thompson, ‘Trunibo, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, and 
Williams—65. : 


THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Haman 
of Maine in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill making appropriations for the na- 
val service of the United States for the year ending 
on the 30th June, 1847, and of the amendments 
thereto pending. 

Mr. NORRIS said he would occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee huta very few minutes. He 
should not go into an argument attempting to show 
what was well known to every. member of the 
committee—that every navy-yard which is of suf- 
ficient national importance to be kept up for the 
purpose of construction and equipment of ve š 
of war should be furnished with the most. effective 
means of overhauling and repairing them, espectal- 
ly in time of war. 


It had been well observed that “ the very name ; 


of navy-yards; employed in this country, is in oth- 
er countries superseded by the term dock-yards, in- 
dicating not only that docks are the constant, but 
that they are the most important distinctive ap- 
pendages of those establishments. ” This was 
conclusively shown from the single fact derived 
from our own naval statistics. These statistics 
show that since the organization of our navy, the 
cost of construction compared with that of repairs 
is as twelve to twenty. 

It seemed to him that a moment’s reflection 
must convince every gentleman that in time of war, 
at least, every naval station should be furnished 
with all the necessary means to make prompt and 
speedy repairs of our ships of war which may be 
crippled in action or otherwise rendered ineflicient, 
in order to keep our naval force at all times as ef- 
ficient as possible. 
that no argument can add strength to it. 


With these brief remarks, then, upon the gen- | 


eral subject included in the amendment, he would 
proceed to a short examination-of the proposition 
embraced in the amendment to the amendment 


This position was so evident ! 


its advantages and importance. f 
This navy-yard was one of the oldest- in the 


| United States, and from its location—being the 


most easterly point in the Union which has the 


proper advantages of a naval station—and from its | 


superior natural advantages, was one of the most 
important and indispensable in the whole country 
in time of war, and especially in a war with Great 
Britain. i 

This navy-yard was situate on an island in Pis- 
cataqua river, embraced within the limits of the 
town of Kittery, in the State of Maine, and east of 
the main channel of the river which separates it 
from Portsmouth, New Hampshire. This insular 
position was considered of great importance, as 
affording at all times much security to the publie 
property.: The station was a most excellent loca- 
tion, not only for the purposes of construction and 
equipment of vessels of war, but for repairs.: Here, 
at all times, not only the materials for construction 
and repair are abundant, and of the very first qual- 
ity, but ship-builders, artisans, and mechanics of 
the first order ready, and desirous of employ- 
ment.  [t wasa fact that the labor of this station, 
though of equal quality at Teast, costs much less 
than at either Boston, Brooklyn, or Norfolk. 

The following table would show the average 
price of Jabor at the Brooklyn, Boston, and Ports- 
mouth navy-yards for the last four years: 


Brooklyn. Boston. Portsmouth. 
1842.. eea SL 70 $1 73 7-10 $l 365 
1843.....6-- 1 564 1 695 1 363 
84h. eeen eee 1 585 1 655 1 39; 
1845........ 1 525 © 1 63 3-10 1 39 4-10 


Thus it appeared that Portsmouth had the ad- 
vantage in point of economy asit regarded labor, 
of more than fifteen per cent. over Brooklyn, and 
twenty per cent. over Boston. f 

Again: this yard was already in a very efficient 
condition for construction, perhaps as much so as | 


| any navy-yard in the Union, and needs only a dry- 


dock to render its condition equally efficient in 
making repairs. The yard had already about 
eleven hundred feet of granite wharves, built in 
the most permanent and substantial manner, ad- 
mitting alongside warships of the largest size; was 
well provided with all the means for the preserva- 
tion of materials; with buildings, ship-houses, wet- 
docks, timber-sheds, and indeed with every other 
appendage necessary for a complete establishment 
for construction and equipment. 

In addition to this, there were other advantages 
connected with that station possessed by no other 
in this country, if, indeed, in the world. So pre- 


cipitate were the banks, so deep the water, and , 


capacious the harbor, that a fleet of three times the 
size of the whole American navy could be anchor- 
ed there in perfect safety. This splendid harbor 
was at all times easy of ingress or egress, and with 
perfect safety, at all seasons of the year. 

It was a remarkable fact that this harbor, or the 
access to it, had never been known to be obstruct- 
ed by ice in the coldest and most inclement sea- 
son. 

Another important advantage in favor of the 
navy station of Portsmouth, was its security from 
foreign attack. Such was the great depth, mode- 


yate breadth, and course of the river, between the | 


harbor and the sea, that it could be successfully 
defended at a small expense against the most for- 
midable naval force that could be brought to an 
attack. 

But there was another consideration showing 
the superiority of this station. It was this: that, 
during a considerable part of the year, that harbor 
could not be blockaded. Such was the nature of 
the coast, and such the character of the seasons, 
that no fleet could remain with safety near the 
coast after the Ist of November, during the winter 
months—thus giving to our ships a safe and unin- 
terrupted ingress and egress during that season of 
the year. f 


Again: This station was at the eastern extremity 


j 


of the Union, and adjacent to thè British: posses- 
‘sions in that quarter. At Halifax must: be her 
| great naval dépôt in that quarter, in ease of a war 
| with the United States. In that-section there will 
occur many of the naval. conflicts between them 
and us. Hence the great importance of -making 
the navy-yard at Portsmouth a station.of. repairs - 
and řetreat as well as of- construction... He was 
informed that a dock could be constricted at that 
place at about half the expense of those at- Boston 
or Norfolk.. i ; 
Mr. I. E. HOLMES gave notice of an amend- 
ment (which he would. offer when in order) appro- 
priating $200,000 for a dry-dock at Charleston. 
‘My. LEVIN now modified the amendment here- 
tofore offered by him, so as to. read as follows: >, 
“ Towards the construction of a dry-dock at. the 
Philadelphia navy-yard, $150,000. And the See- 
retary of the Navy is hereby directed to contract 
with the proprietors for the construction at the 
Philadelphia navy-yard of a.sectional floating dry- 
dock, basin, and railways, accerding to the plan 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy in his 
report-to Congress, dated February 12, 1844, pro- 
vided the same can be made by contract at the.és- 
| timates now before the department.” s 
Mr. LEVIN addressed- the committee in favor of 
his modified amendment, and mainly in reference 
to the comparative advantages of the sectional and 
balance docks. 
Mr. T. B. KING gave notice 
amendment: n ae 
t For the establishment of a navy-yard in the 
harbor of Savannah, Georgia, the site of which is 
to be selected by the Navy Department, and. the 
construction of a dry-dock, $200,000.77. 
Mr. I. E. HOLMES expressed himself in favor 
of voting for a dock for Pensacola, even if it was 
only a temporary structure, . ‘The bill, however, 
| made appropriations for works already existing, 
cand he did not think it was expedient in this short- 
handed manner to enter upon the expenditures for 
the other works proposed. MET ae 
Mr. BROCKENBROUGH gave notice that he 
would, when in order, offer the followiug amend- 
ment: : j : : 
“For the construction of dock at Pensacola 
navy-yard, $200,000; to be constructed in such 
mode and upon such plan as may. be ‘deemed 
most expedient, useful, and economical, in every 
view, to be determined. by a commission, to be - 
composed of naval officers, naval constructors, 
and civil engineers, not exceeding five, to be ap- 
| pointed by the President.” Oe PE Be E 
Mr. BRINKERHOFPFP, after expressing his wil- 
| Jingness to vote the necessary appropriation: for . 
docks at Pensacola and Philadelphia, but his pref- 
! erence to leave the decision to the department of ` 
the kind of dock to be constructed, as connected 
with the means of public defence, (which was the 
object of the bill under consideration,) proceeded 
to refer to the bill which he had yesterday moved 
a suspension of the rules to introduce, providing 
for-an increase of the pay of the army—volunteers 
and regulars, $2 a month during the war—and to 
the fact that gentlemen who had been so loud in 
their professions of desire for this increase, did not 
see fit. to give him the yeas and nays, in order that 
their vote might be recorded: before the country. 
And inasmuch as some erroneous impressions, de- 
signedly perhaps, and perhaps not, had been spread 
throughout the country on this subject, he em- 
braced the present opportunity to correct them and 
to place himself right before his’ constituents and 
the country. ‘ on i : 
| “When the bill recognising the existence of a war 
with Mexico and providing means for the vigo- 
rous prosecution of the same was under considera- 
tion, an amendment was offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr: Cuipman] to increase the pay 
of volunteers—and volunteers only—not including 
the pay of the regular army—to $10 per month. 
Against that amendment Mr. B. voted; against it 
he should vote again, coming in the shape in which 
it did; and for two reasons: first, the cffect of at- 
taching that amendment to the bill under consider- 
ation he feared would be to endanger. its passage 
| in the other branch of Congress; or, if not, to em- 
| barrass it, when immediate action was required... 
Mr. WINTHROP interposed, and called the 
gentleman to order on the ground of irrelevancy— 
the discussion of increase of pay of the army hav- 
| ing no connexion with a proposition ‘for the.con- 
| struction of a dry-dock. E Prenar 


of the following 
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_ The CHAIRMAN remarked, that as far as his 
individual judgment was concerned, he had no 
doubt this course of discussion was out-of order; 
but in conformity with the uniform precedence of 
the House, he. decided. the gentleman in order. 

Mr, ASHMUN appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. ` a7 f Sa 

After~a few remarks from Messrs. DROM- 
GOOLE and GENTRY, 

The CHAIRMAN (the question having. been 
raised) decided that, under the 34th rule, the ap- 
peal was not debatable.. © =< 

The question on the-appeal was then taken, and 
stood, ayes 76, noes 56. Par : 5 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed.’ 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF resumed, remarking that, 
had he not been interrupted, he should, ere this, 
have concluded the little he had to say. Here- 
peated that he had voted against the amendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan to the war bill, be- 
cause, although offered in good faith—ag he be- 
lieved it was—he thought it would defeat or em- 
barrass the passage of the bill. The amendment, 
however, was adopted; and Mr. B. referred to the 
fact, that it was disagrecd to in the Senate and re- 
turned to the House on that account, as confirming 
his apprehensions on the subject. He alluded to 
the embarrassments and imminient perils which 
(as we were then, informed) threatened our army 
at that time, requiring promptness in making pro- 
visions for. the vigorous prosecution of’ the war; 
and said he was therefore opposed to clogging the 
war bill with a measure which. could as well be 
provided for by subsequent legislation, if it accord- 
ed with the judgment of Congress. 

Another reason why he had voted against that 
proposition was, while it provided for voluntecrs, 
it made an unjust discrimination by making no 
provision for the increase of the pay of the rank 
and file of the army. This discrimination would 
render the recruiting of regulars impossible, he ar- 
gued; and he referred to the injustice, and other 
disastrous effects, that would result from it. 

‘These were substantially the reasons—which he 
considered good—why he had voted against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan. But 
now we were engaged in war, and we have seen 
the correctness of what was doubtless the intention 
of the gentleman from Michigan—that in time of 
war the pay of our soldicrs should be higher than 
in time of peace. Mr. B. enforced the justice and 
the expediency of the proposition, and he warmly 
urged that this increase of pay should be made 
alike to volunteers and regulars, and they. be placed 
on the same footing—their perils, toils, and ser- 
vices being the same. 

Another reason why he would go the more wil- 
lingly for.this. increase of pay to our army was the 
rumor that. the Oregon question was. settled—on 
what terms he was not distinclly informed—but 
that appeared to be our destiny. Hence all appre- 
hensions of a large expenditure.on that question 
being removed, we could the more easily, and with- 
out too greatly burdening the treasury, make a 
iberal recompense to the brave men who have now 
flocked to the standard of their country at its call. 

In conclusion, Mr. B. gave notice that he would 
embrace the first opportunity which presented itself 
to renew his motion’ to. suspend the rules for the 
introduction of a bill to increase the pay of the 
whole army during the war, and he trusted gentle- 
men who had manifested so much zeal for such 
increase, would rise in their place and give him 
the yeas and nays, in order to place on record be- 
fore the country the names of those who were in 
favor of the measure, and those who were opposed 
to lt. 

On motion of Mr. RETD—by ayes 75, noes 60— 
the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. REID offered a resolution, providing that 
the debate on the said bill should close at half-past 
two o’clock; and demanded the previous question. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, with a view, he 
said, that the House proceed to the consideration 
of the private calendar, moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table, and asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows: — 

YRAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffing- 
ton, Willian. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, John G., 
Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, 
Delano, Edsall, Johu H: Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, 
Graham, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler 


King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, James McDowell, Mc- 
Gaughey, McHenry, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pol- 
lock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Runk, 
Russell, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, 
Stewart, Strohin, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benja- 
min Thompson, James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, 
Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wright, and 
Young—74.. . ý 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Biggs, James Black, James À. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brockenbrough, Wm. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Chase, 


Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dar- | 


gan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Doug- 
lass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Fick- 
lin, Fries, Garvin, Hamlin, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
G. S. Houston, E. W. Hubard, J: B. Hunt, A. Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, S. Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, P. King, Leake, La 
Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, MéClernand, McCon-. 
nell, McKay, B. Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Atexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Towns, Tredway, Wick, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, 
and Yancey—8é. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, the vote stood, ayes 78, noes 20. 

No quorum voting, 

A second count was taken, and the vote stood, 
ayes 78, noes 17. 

Still no quorum voting, . 

Mr. HARALSON moved that there be a call of 
the House. i 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. COBB repeated the motion of Mr. Harar- 
son, that there be a call of the House. 

The chair was occupied pro lem. by Mr. Boyp, 
of Kentucky. 

“Mr. G. S. HOUSTON inquired of the chair 
whether there was no rule of the House by which 
members could he compelled to vote. Tf there was 
such a rule he called for its enforcement. When 
gentlemen wish to defeat business in this way, he 
desired that the country should know who they 
were. [Loud cries to order.] There were gen- 
tlemen sitting in their seats here, and refusing to 
vote, with a view to hinder and obstruct the public 
business. 

Mr. ASHMUN called Mr. Houston to order. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the remark was out. The 
gentleman had got it. 

Mr. McKAY submitted that there was evidently 
alarge quorum present. The Chairman would sce 
by casting a single glance over the House, that 
such was the fact. But members sat in their seats 
and would not vote. On the demand for the pre- 
vious question a majority of n quorum was only 
necessary. That majority had voted; and as there 
was clearly.a quorum present, he hoped that the 
Chair would so announce. Was not the Chair sat- 
isfied that a quorum was present? 

The SPEAKER said he had no doubt of the 
fact; he knew it to be so. 

Mr. McKAY. Seventy is the majority of a 
quorum. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Rein] should 
withdraw his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. W. HUNT called Mr. H. to order. 

Mr. HOUSTON submitted that he was in order. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Huwr] would state his point of order. 

Mr. HUNT said it was, that there was no ques- 
tion before the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. said the gentleman was too 
hasty. Fle had gone off too soon. 

The SPEAKER said that the question was on 
the motion for a call of the House, but that ques- 
tion was not debatable. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he was not going to de- 
bate. He simply desired to appeal to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Rei] to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, so that the 
vote might be taken by yeas and nays on the reso- 
lution itself. Gentlemen could: not then shrink 
from the responsibility of voting. 

Mr. HARALSON withdrew. his motion for a 
call of the House. 

The question recurring on the demand for. the 
previous question, the SPEAKER counted the 
House, and declared that 168 members were present. 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired of-the Speaker wheth- 
er, if there was a member within the bar who re- 
fused to vote when his name was called, a motion 
to censure him would not be in order? 

The SPEAKER directed the rule to be read. 


Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
WINTHROP, JACOB THOMPSON, HEN- 
LEY, W. HUNT, REUBEN CHAPMAN, and 
the SPEAKER, participated; and there was much 
confusion. i 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. : a 

Mr..PRESTON KING -moved a call of the 
House, and asked the yeas and nays, which were 
ordéred, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Ashmun,: Atkin- 
son, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Biggs, James Black, Brodhead, 
Buffington, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Dargan, Delano, Dock- 
ery, John H. Ewing, Giddings, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac BE. 
Holmes, Janes B. Hunt,. Kennedy, Preston King, Lewis, 
McConnell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, McKay, 
Barkley Martin, Miller, Moulton, Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, 
Perry, Phetps, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Runk, 
Sawtelle, Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, ‘Truman Smith, 
Strohm, Trumbo, Wentworth, Williams, Winthrop, Wright, 
and Yost—54. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bedinger, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, William W. Campbell, 
Cathcart, Jolm G. Chapman, Augustus A, Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cranston, Cullom, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, DeMott, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Fllsworth, Fieklin, 
Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Gralain, Hamlin, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, 
Hoge, Hopkins, John W. Houston, George $, Houston, 


Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. ‘Hubbard, Hungerford, 


Washington Hunt, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, 
Leake, Leib, La Sere, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, Marsh, John P. Martin, Morris, Moseley, 
Norris, Perrill, Pollock, Ramsey, Rhett Roberts, John A. 
Rockwell, Sawyer, Severance, Alexander D. Sins, Leonard 
H. Sims, Simpson, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. 
Jobn, Strong, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Towns, ‘Credway, Wheaton, White, Wick, Wood, Wood- 
ward, Yancey, and Young—115. i 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question then recurred on the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL moved that the 
House résolve itself into Committee of the Whole, 
for the purpose of taking up the private calendar. 

And on that motion he asked the yeas and nays; 
which (after some conversation on a point of or- 
der) were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Anderson, Amold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Buffington, Wm. W. Campbell, 
Jobn G: Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Dar- 
ragh, Delano, Dockery; John H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Graham, Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Washington Bunt, Jenkins, Janes H, Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McGaughey, Me- 
Henry, MeHvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moscley, Niven, Pollock, 
Kamsey, Julius Keckwell, John A. Rockwell, Runk, Russell, 
Scammon, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, C. B. 
Sinith, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, ‘Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
Benjamin Thoinpson, James Thompson, Trambo, Vinton; 
Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wright, and Young—69. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger 
Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhof 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wm. G., Brown,, 
Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapinan, 
Chase, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dar- 
gan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Drom- 
goole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Paran, ‘Ficklin, 
Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Hanlin, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac I. Holmes, Hopkins, 
Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunger- 
ford, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Levin, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McCrate, Joseph J. MeDowell, 
James MeDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Mar- 
tin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parish, Perrill, Perry, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Seaman, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert. Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Towns, Tredway, Vance, Wick, Woodward, Yancey, and 
Yost—102. 


So the House refused to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the private calendar. 


THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the motion of Mr. Asumun to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused; 

And the question was taken, and the House de- 
cided that the resolution. should not be laid on the 
table. i 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded. 

The main question was ordered, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 

Whereupon the House, on the motion of Mr. 
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McK AY, again resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the State of the Union, (Mr. Ham- 
un, of Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the said bill. 
Mr. .WHITE gave notice of an amendment 
which he wished to offer when in order. ; 
Mr. HENLEY signified his intention to direct 


his remarks to an item which was not immediately | 


under consideration; but upon which they would 
soon be called to act. The system of navy-yards 
was coming to be a very expensive branch of the 
government; and in addition, it was undermining, 
in a very great degree, the mechanical skill and 
Jabor of the country. He should direct his re- 
marks particularly to the appropriation proposed 
for the construction of the navy-yard at Memphis. 
When the appropriation for this yard was first 
made, it was called a western measure. As a 
western man, he protested against it as a western 
measure; and he wished to show to the committee 


and the country, that they of the West asked no | 


such thing as a western measure. Under the law 
now in force, the Secretary of the Navy had de- 
cided (and, he believed, had decided correctly) that 


he was obliged to direct that the vessels be built | 


at the navy-yards of the General Government. In 
consequence of this, you cut off individual enter- 
prise—our mechanics and shipwrights in the west- 


ern country, who have their ship-yards, their lum- | 
ber, hands, implements, capital, and everything | 


necessary for the building the best vessels that can 
be built in the world, at 25 or 30 per cent. less than 
the government can build for at its navy-yards, 
after it has expended millions for the construction 
of these navy-yards. Asa western man, he pro- 
tested against this as a western measure. He called 
attention to the fact that, at Pittsburg and thence to 
New Orleans, and from New Orleans up the Mis- 
sissippi river—everywhere on our large navigable 
rivers, or ‘inland seas” were ‘mechanics, ship- 
wrights—enterprising men, with all the means and 
faculties of building the largest ships, and who 
wanted a fair opportunity for competition for them; 


and yet it was proposed to cut them all off and | 
put this work into the supervision of a few men se- |; 


lected at your yards as government favorites, and 
receiving large salaries from the public treasury. 

Mr. DARRAGH addressed an in uiry to Mr. 
H., of which nothing was heard by he reporter, 
but in reply to which 

Mr. BENLEY said “ yes;” that is the decision 
of the Secretary of the Navy; and it was that that 
called his attention to the subject. He had not 
objected, he admitted, to the building a navy-yard 
at Memphis, until he found it was cutting off the 
mechanics of the West, in violation of one cherish- 
ed principle of democracy, from all opportunity 
of competition for these contracts. 

He intended, at the proper time, to move to 
strike out this appropriation for Memphis. We 
had expended $50,000 there only; that was nothing 
in comparison with what could be saved; we could 
save that in one month by building vessels at pri- 
vate enterprise, at private ship-yards. There was 
now here a committee from the district he repre- 
sented—from a city of some 6,000 or 7,000 inhab- 
ants, where were a number of master shipbuilders 
—where they were building the largest and best 
vessels on the western waters—perhaps he ought 
not to say best, for they claimed anywhere in the 
West that they could not be beat—but where they 
were building the largest and the first quality of 
vessels 25 per cent. cheaper than they could be built 
anywhere, except in the West, and where they 
were now building for the East, who came around 
there to get their boats built because they could 


furnish better materials, and labor, and provisions | 


ins 


were cheaper than anywhere else. Every gentleman 
knew that contracts could be executed at much 
less expense by private agencies than the labor 
could be procured for, if done under the direction 
of Government itself. That was the true principle 
for Government to let out at contract everything it 
could. Navy-yards at some points, and to a cer- 
tain point he admitted, might be necessary. He 
would not attack the whole system; but so far as 
his constituents and the whole West were con- 


cerned, he protested against the building a navy- |; 
yard at Memphis; and he called the attention of 
gentlemen who represented the mechanics of the |, 


‘West to this subject. They only desired fair play, 
and not to be cut off from bids for contracts, as 
they were now, under the construction of the Sec- 
retary, which, no doubt, was right. 


|| In reply to an inquiry of Mr. Tuurman, which 
| was lost to the reporter, Mr. H. said when this 
subject of navy-yards was disposed of, he proposed 
to follow up this move by passing a law authori- 
zing the Secretary of the Navy to let this. work out 
at contract, that the Government might have. the 
advantage of the industry, skill, cheapness of ma- 
terials, and everything which they of the West 
had to offer. cae ba i 

Mr. DARRAGH said if this construction of the 
Secretary of the Navy was correct, as a friend of 
the navy, and with a view to the promotion of the 
|| great interests of the country, he should. go for the 
repeal of thislaw. He was satisfied that individual 
skill and enterprise would:do the work not only at 
i| less expense, but in a better manner than it was 
possible for Government to have it done at the 
navy-yards. He gave his views as to the impor- 
tance of the navy-yard at Memphis, and referred 
to the facilities afforded at Pittsburg, especially for 
the construction of iron steamers, which were so 
strongly recommended by a variety of considera- 
tions by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Kine,] 
in his report, and which were'now receiving so 
much attention generally. 

In conclusion, he gave notice of, and briefly ex- 
|| plained an amendment which he should offer, when 
in order, appropriating for the completion of marine 
hospitals previously commenced at Pittsburg and 
at other points. 

Mr. STANTON, in reply to the attacks made 
on the navy-yard at Memphis, said that some two 
or three years ago, on afull consideration of the 
Ñ subject in this House, and in the other branch of 
Congress, it was detérmined to establish a navy- 
yard in the western country, and doubtless the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would have been satisfied with 
the decision, provided Jeffersonville or some other 
point in his State had been selected. 

Mr. HENLEY (Mr. S. yielding,) disclaimed 
being influenced in this matter by mere local ad- 
vantages; and observed that sometimes gentlemen, 
as the old saying was, “ measure other people’s 
corn by their own half-bushel.”’ 

Mr. STANTON was very happy to hear that 
| he had labored under an erroneous.impression -on 
this point,'and he urged that the gentlemen being 
governed by general considerations, of the public 
good, as he professed to be—ought to acquiesce in 
the decision of Congress, thus deliberately made, 
or at least if an attempt was to be made to change 
the decision it should be done by a law to that ef- 
fect, and not be attempted in an appropriation bill, 
the object of which was to carry out laws al- 
ready existing. He did not conceive that this was | 
the proper time to go into a discussion of the gen- 
eral question whether all the naval establishments 
of the country should be cut down, but he would 
consider it a more proper occasion when some di- 
rect proposition was made in proper form. If the 
! establishment at Memphis was to be continued, 
and not to be cut down entirely, and if the West 
was to participate at all in the expenditures of this 
Government for the purpose of erecting and main- 
taining a navy, this appropriation was necessary, 
and must be continued in this bill. He referred to 
some indication which he had received from Mr. 
McKay of his intention to move to reduce the ap- 
propriation for Memphis, and said if the chairman 


} 


of the Committee of Ways and Means. considered 
such reduction necessary, in the exigency of the j 
country at this moment, his constituents would 
bear, for this object, the evils, the burdens, and the 
deprivation of what they had a great right to ex- 

| pect as readily and as patriotically as any other 
| section of the country. When the call for volun- 
teers was made, they had stepped forward as bold- 
and fearlessly, and when the day of battle comes, 
ey would fight as valiantly, and shed their blood 
as freely, when necessary, as any other portion of 
: the country. 

| An idea had been industriously circulated. in 
i| some quarters that the Secretary of the Navy was 

| disposed to withhold the appropriations for this | 
| yard, so as to break itdown. Mr.S.had from the | 
! Secretary himself, in writing, intended for publi- | 
| cation, that such was not the case; that such an 
idea had never entered his mind; that he had asked 
from the Committee of Ways and Means the sum 
inserted in this bill, and desired it to be continued. 
The gentleman [Mr. McKay] said that a large 
|l amount, of something Hke | aan of appropria- 


tion for this yard remained unexpended. It was 
4 true, this was a large sum, because considerable 
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| 


| delay had taken place in getting the establishment 
into operation; but‘the causes ofthis: had passed 
-by; and the work could now be carried on’ to‘com= 
pletion and perfection as speedily as the wants of 
the Government require. “And* the: good: of the 
country—the efficiency ofthe. public-service--he 
contended, required that the full appropriation fe- 
ported by the committee should be continued, ún- 
less it was determined to let this ‘establishment. go- 
down entirely.” Since the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means‘had informed him that 
it was not his object to break down this work -by 
the reducition which he proposed; Mr; Si:took it 
for granted that this was thé ‘case; but the: genties 
man from Indiana (Mr. Hzxiey] had ‘come: for- 
ward avowedly with an argument which strikes at 
the foundation of every naval establishment in the 
country. And, under-a plea for the West, he had 
taken the strange method of proceeding of pro- 
posing to strike down the only navy-yard we had 
in the West. According to his own argument, 
there was equal reason ‘for him-to move to put 
down all the navy-yards throughout the country.. 
_ Mr.S. replied to the argument of Mr: HENLEY, 
that the letting out this work at contract would en- 
able the mechanics of the country 'to comein on a 
fair competition. to receive: the contracts. ` He de- 
nied that this would be the result, and argued that 
they would be likely to fall'into the hands of some 
millionaire or some powerful company, who would 
employ the practical mechanics at a fixed rate, and 
would themselves reap all the profit of the con- 
tracts. It would-be ‘no better for them then, as 
far as labor was concerned; and, as to materials, 
there was the same demand for them, whether built 
under private contract or at. the Government 

ards. : ` x ; ni 
4 Mr. S. further enforced the claims of the West 
and of Memphis for a navy-yard, and urged the 
advantages that would result: therefrom in the en- 
joyment, by the Government, òf the variety, abun- 
dance, and cheapness of materials which the West 
can furnish, and ïn the increased friendship and- 
confidence in the navy which would be the result 
of bringing it in contact with the western section 
of the country. P OLI e y “ 
In the course of his remarks ‘he’ 
planation; or inquiry, to Mess 


yielded for èx- 
HEN LEY and 


Mr. McKAY, in reply to MriSranron, said he 
had submitted no motion in’ relation to the navy- 
yard at Memphis, but it was true he had said ‘to 
that gentleman that he would move'to reduce ‘the 
appropriation from $100,000 to $50;000; and he 
gave him the reason for it that a very large balance 
for this work remained unexpended in the treasu 

of something like $250,000. ‘This, together witi 
an appropriation of $50,000, making something 
like $300,000, would certainly be sufficient to carry 
this work through the next fiscal year, It was a 
very large amount. Had he been aware that it 
was so great, he should not have reported an ap- 
propriation for this yard at all. This motion he 
should make in no hostility to the yard -at. Mem- 
phis. It was. true, when the law passed autho- 
rizing the commencement of the work, he thought 
it was inexpedient; ‘he thought so still. 

_ In regard to the pending amendments for a dry- 
dock at Philadelphia, at Kittery, Maine, and at 
Pensacola, and the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina also insisted on a dry-dock at Charleston, 
South Carolina, where there was no. navy-yard at 
all—nothing but a naval station, and ‘hardly that, 
)—and he was followed by the gentleman 
from Georgia, who asked for an appropriation (all 
very modest in their demands): of $200,000 to com - 
mence a dry-dock at Savannah, Georgia,—in re- 
gard to these propositions, he doubted whether they 
properly come in at all on this bill. He regretted 
that they had been submitted. Of the seven navy- 
yards of the United States, only two had “dry- 
docks—one at Gosport, Virginia, the other at 
Charlestown, Massachtisetts—and these, together 
with that which was in progress at. Brooklyn, 
New York, had been authorized not in this irregu- 
lar way in an appropriation bill, but by special 
laws. (Mr. McKay read one of the'laws,) : And 
there were now on the calendar two bills:providing 
for some of these yards—one reported: from. the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and the other from the 
Committee on Commerce. And the gentleman 
i from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Lavin,] the mover of 
this proposition for Philadelphia, himself a mem~- 
ber of the latter committee, had-reported from that 
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committee a bill for a dry-dock at Philadelphia. | 
Why not, then, let-these things take their regular 


by introducing thes 
to these bills? : 

But was the committee aware of the fact that 
these amendments of $200,000 proposed for Phila- | 
delphiia, ‘and of $150,000 for Pensacola, if adopted, 
were but the beginning of expenditures? Did the 
gentleman suppose that these appropriations would 
build them? — hy the dock at Portsmouth cost 
from sevén hundred thousand toa million dollars, 
and that‘at Charlestown cost about $800,000! If 
we were to go-on with this extravagant system— 
to build a dock at Kittery, Maine, at Savannah, 
and at-the other points. indicated, it would involve 
an expenditure of millions of dollars. 

Some conversation occurred between Mr. LE- 
VIN and Mr. McK AY. : 

Mr. McKAY further urged’ the impropriety of 
proposing thesé appropriations to an ordinary áp- 
propriation bill, which provides for the pay of the 
navy, for procuring provisions, &«., for it, and forall 
other naval purposes authorized by existing laws. 
Ft also made appropriations for several navy-yards 
along the seacoast. He thought it worthy of the 
grave consideration of the House ang the country; 
whether some of these yards ought not to be discon- 
tinued. He would not go into this Subject, which | 
he was aware would open a wide discussion; but | 
he wished to call attention to a high authority. In 
1829 this whole subject of navy-yards was under | 
consideration, and General Jackson communicated 
his views to Congress. -[Mr. McK. read General 
Jackson’s views, and also those (embodied in the 
same document) of a board, consisting of some of 
our most distinguished naval officers, who were 
decidedly of opinion that the present number of 
havy-yards' was greater than was consistent either 
with economy, or was required by the wants of 
the service.] T'o show how these yards are man- 
aged, and how productive they are of enormous 
expense, he referred to the President’s Message 
and accompanying documents at the commence- 
ment of this session, showing that it cost the Gov- 


e amendments inappropriately 


ernment for the pay of superintendents, and of | 
various naval officers at the navy-yards, $292,648 | 


per year, while the amount of labor performed in 
all the yards for the same time was but $430,000. 
He also referred to a British authority, on the 
game subject, showing—a state of things not as 
bad as it was in this country—that in the’ navy- 
yards of Great Britain for every £34 paid to men 
or labor, £1 was paid to superintendents, officers, 
&c.; and showing also that the cost of building 
vessels at the public yards and at private yards 
was about five to one. 

In conclusion, he expressed the hope that the 
conimittee would reject all thése amendments; and 
‘that these yards would not be enlarged, unless it 
was absolutely necessary. Some of the appropria- 
‘tions already proposed in this bill he thought were 
larger than they should be. 

Mr. WINTHROP alluded to the decision of the 
Chair, justifying the wide range of debate which 
had been taken, and remarked that he would like, 
did time permit, to discuss several subjects—the 
tariff, the Mexican-war, of the origin and prog- | 
ress of which he wished to say something here- 
after; also the bill to provide a pension for the 
widow of Captain Robert Gray, the discoverer of 
the mouth of the Columbia river. 
when we were about reaping’ the advantage -of 


He thought, | 


1 


upon him by General Jackson and (the case not 


Y ; t | being acted, upon by. the Senate at that time) bi 
course? Why waste the time of the committee || s p y ime) by | 


Mr. Tyler,-and confirmed. by the Senate: He 
urged that General Henderson was entitled ‘to all 


| the pay of-a brigadier general by brevet. _ 


He also referred to the general impolicy, in time 
of war, of taking away inducements to.activity and 
gallantry in the service, by reducing, in a spirit of 
niggardly economy, the compensation of those in 


| the naval and military departments, on whose ser- 


vices we were to rely. 
Mr. W. yielded in the course of his remarks, 
for explanation or inquiry, to Messrs. HUNGER- | 


PAYNE. 

Mr. WOOD, Mr. T. B. KING, and Mr. WHITE 
respectively gave notice of amendments they in- 
tended to offer when in order. f 

Mr. BROCKEN BROUGH said he had tried to 
obtain the floor in vain; and as there was only one 
minute left, he would only state, from a report 
made to. this House in 1844, there are five navy- 


$160,000,000 of public money had been expended 
since the war of 1812, to only a few thousand in the 
Gulf at Pensacola. 

[Several voices: $160,000,000 ! Impossible !] 

Mr. B. resumed. He did not say upon theeyards, 
but at the yards, for all the purposes. To avoid 
misunderstanding, he would read the extract, to 
show the relative claims, as well as the relative ne- 
cessity of further expenditure: 

«Prom Norfolk to the St. John’s, in Maine, a distance 
comprising a line of seacoast not equal in extent by a fifth 
to that of the Gulf, there are not less than six well-appointed 
navy-yards, Since the war, these six stations, and the ves- 
sels fitted out from them, bave caused an expenditure from 
the treasury of not less than 160,000,000; while your com- 
mittee can find on the statute -books no appropriation over a 
few thousand dollars for similar works on the Gulf; and it 


1 


fortifying and defending the port of Norfolk alone has ex- 
ceeded the whole amount of appropriations for the entire 


walls about Mobile and New Orleans can be called Gulf de- 
| fences at all; but for defending the Florida Pass, or enabling 
| the American navy to command it in war, the first dollar is 
yet to be appropriated.” 

(The Chairman’s hammer fell as Mr. Brocken- 
BROUGH finished reading the extract.] 

The time allowed for debate having expired, the 
committee proceeded to vote. 

The question recurred on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Levin, as modified to-day, for a 
dock at Philadelphia; and it was: agreed to—ayes 
80, noes 66. 

Mr. NORRIS moved the following: 

«Wor the construction of a dock at the navy-yard 
| at Kittery, in Maine, two hundred thousand dol- 
| Jars; to be constructed in such mode and upon such 
| plan as may be deemed most expedient, useful, and 
economical, in every point of view, to be determin- 
ed by a commission to be composed of naval offi- 
cers, naval constructors, civil and naval engineers, 
not exceeding five, to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States.” 

Mr. T. B. KING moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out $200,000, and inserting 9100,- 
000. Carried. 


this discovery-—when we were at last about to en- | 
joy peaceably’ that territory first discovered by his 
enterprise, and that of his hardy crew, he thought 
it would be hard if this Congress adjourned with- 
out making provision for the support of his vener- 
ablé widow. 

Inregard to a provision of the bill, he thought 
great injustice would be done by it to a gallant 
officer in the service; and he should move, when 
in order, to strike out the following: ` 

Provided, ‘Phat no payment shall hereafter be made to the 
colonel or anyother officer of said edrps (the Matine Corps) 
by virtue of 4 Commission of brigadier general by brevet.- 

It was well kiiown, he said, that General Hen- 
derson was the officer aimed at; and Mr. Ws, at ! 
some length, opposed: this atterpt on the part of the | 


majority of the Committee of Ways and Means— || 


who had no authority to turn him out—to accom- | 
plish, in fact, the same thing, by withholding his. 
lawful salary from a man who had had the com- 


igadicr general by brevet conferret 


i 
i 
mission of bri | 


And the amendment, as thus amended, was then 
rejected—ayes 45, noes 68. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH then renewed the 
amendment heretofore sent to the table in favor of 
a dock at Pensacola. 

Mr. WHITE moved as a substitute the 
ing: 

Se Towards a floating dry-dock at the Pensacola 
navy-yard; $200,000. And the Secretary of the 
Navy is hereby directed to contract with the pro- 
prietors for the construction, at the Pensacola navy- 


` follow- 


FORD, BRODHEAD, S. JONES, McKAY, and | 


yards having three stone dry-docks from Norfolk, | 
| Virginia, to Kittery, in Maine; that at these yards 


may be here remarked that the amount of expenditures for | 


defences of the Gulf—if a few guns mounted on stationary | 


| 
| 
j 


| 


| gress, dated February 12, 1844.” 


|| yard, of a sectional floating dry-dock, basin, and 
|| railways, according to the plan recommended by 
l! the Secretary of the Navy, in his report to Con- 


This was Jost without division. 
And the amendment offered by Mr. BROCKEN- 
BRoueH was then negatived—ayes 56, noes 84. 
The committee then proceeded with the remain- 
ing items of the bill. - 
Mr. McKAY moved to insert the following items, 
to come in under the head of the Gosport navy į 
ard: 
For the purchase of St, Helena... .. - .§2,400 
For the repair of Sheer Wharf. ....... 5,000 
For the repair of wharf at the Hospital 900 


These items were rejected—ayes 47, noes 80. 


Mr. McK. AY moved to strike out all items for 
improvements and. repairs at the Pensacola yard, 
viż: : 

Towards the warrant officers’ houses .¢20,000 

Towards cisterns and timber sheds 20 

_and 26, and storehotise 25.. eserse. 2 

Towards saw-mill ....ss.eeer eee ee 20,000 

Towards limé-house e.. .esressreree 6,000 

Towards blacksmiths’ shop. <...» «+. 21,000 

Towards coal house. ....++ scene eee, 8,000 

Towards repairs of all kinds.......+ 7,000 
And jin lieu of said items, to insert the following : 

Towards blacksmiths’ shop... «+ e e -+ $21,000 

Towards cisterns at Nos. 20,25,and 26. 12,000 

Towards coal-houst. s. eseeee ero 8,000 

Towards lime-house ... 2,500 

Towards wharves, përmanent.. e.. e» 59,000 

Towards dredging machine, scows, &c. 16,000 

Towards repairs of all kinds ........ 5,000 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH moved to insert the 
following: “ For floating dry-dock at the Pensa- 
cola navy-yard, $200,000.” 

It was negatived—ayes 41, noes not counted. 

Mr. McKAY moved to insert, under the head 
of Sackett’s Harbor navy-yard, the following item: 
“ For the purchase of Navy Point and Fort Tomp- 
kins, $2,500.”” 

This was agreed to. 

The item ‘*for the continuation of the necessary 
improvements at the navy-yard at Memphis, $100,~ 


27,000 


| 000,” having been read— 


Mr. McKAY moved to amend the item by stri- 
king out $100,000, and inserting $50,000, and to 
add the following proviso : 

« Provided, That the expenditure of this and pre- 
vious appropriations for this yard shall be con- 
fined to the construction of a rope-walk, and the av- 
rangements for building and equipping steamers.” 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS moved to amend 
this proviso by striking out the words “and the ar- 
rangements for building and equipping steamers.” 

This was negatived. 

Mr. DARRAGH then moved to amend Mr. 
McKay’s amendment by adding to the proviso the 
following: 

«And any law now in force requiring all ves- 
sels to be built or constructed at the navy-yards of 
the United States alone, be and the same is here- 
by repealed.” i 

Negatived: ayes 64, noes 70. - 

The question recurred on Mr. 
ment. fe dle ee i 

Mr. PRESTON KING asked for a division of 
the question, and it was divided. 

And the first part, to reduce the appropriation, 
was agreed to; and the second part, that is, the 
proviso, was also agreed to. 

Mr. HENLEY now moved to strike’ out alto- 
gether the item for the Memphis navy-yard, as 
thus amended. : 

This motion prevailed: Ayes 84, noes 36. 

Mr. DARRAGH, under the head of hospitals, 
moved to insert the following item: 

“for completing the marine hospitals which 
have been commenced at Pittsburg, Louisville, and 


McKay *s, amend- 


ii Cleveland, $50,000.” 


To this Mr. BOWLIN moved to add the fol- 
lowing: 

‘« And that the sum of $7,468 be and the same 
is hereby redppropriated from the treasury, to be 
expended under the direction of the President of 
the United States in the purchase of the St. Lows 
county hospital, or so much of the grounds of the 
St. Louis city hospital, and the buildings thereon, 
as he may deém expedient, for a marine hospital.’ 

This was negatived. 

The question recurred on Mr. Darracn’s 


amendment; when 


Mr. CROZIER said if the gentleman from Ken- 
tueky (Mr. Born) would not move an amendment 
to the amendment by inserting Paducah after Lou- 
isville, he would himself move it; and he would 
wait a moment to give the gentleman an opportu- 
nity to do so. 

Mr. Boyp did:not make the motion, and it was 


i| made by Mr. Crozimr, saying, as he did so, that 


he perceived the gentleman had deserted the cause 
of Paducah. 

The amendment was negatived; and the ques- 
tion was put on Mr. Danraeu’s amendment, and 
it was negatived. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to insert the fol- 
lowing item: 
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“For fence around garden at Cleveland, Ohio, | 
$2,000.” Lost. . N | 
"Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out the item | 
“For fence around garden and repairs to hospital 
buildings near Gosport, $2,667.” Lost. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved to strike out the fol- į 
lowing proviso, attached to the item for the pay of 

arme corps: 
a Provided, Phat no payment shall hereafter be 
made to the colonel, or any other officer of the ma- 
rine corps, by virtue of a commission of briga- 
dier general by brevet.” / 

The motion to strike out was lost: Ayes 57, 
noes 84. 

Mr. SAWYER. moved to strike out from the 
item for pay of non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, privates, and servants of the marine corps, 
the word musicians. Lost. , 

Mr. HOLMES moved to add to the item for 
pay of the marine corps the following: i 

“And provided, That the United States marine 
corps may be increased fifty sergeants, fifty cor- 
porals, thirty drummers, thirty fifers, and five hun- 
dred privates.” 

This was negatived. 

Mr. McKAY moved to strike out the item 
“Fuel for the marine corps, $16,274. This was 
agreed to, and the item was stricken out. , 

Mr. HOLMES moved to increase several items 
of appropriation for the marine corps, as follows: 

“For provisions, from $45,070 to $63,137. 

“For military stores, repair of arms, pay of ar- 
morers, accoutrements, ordnance stores, flags, 
drums, fifes, and musical instruments, from $2,300 
to $7,300. 

“For transportation of officers and troops, and 
for expenses of recruiting, from $8,000 to $14,000. 
“For contingencies, from $17,980 to $23,980.” 

These several amendments were rejected. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to amend the item for 
military stores, drums, fifes, and musical instru- 
ments for the marine corps, by striking out “mu- 
sical instruments.” Negatived. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to strike out from the spe- 
cification of contingencies for the marine corps 
these words: “Per diem allowance for attending 
cow'ts-martial and courts of inquiry.” Lost. 

The bill having been gone through with— 

Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING moved to add 
a new section, providing for the settlement of the 
accounts of Purser Garret E. Barry. 

Ruled out of order as irrelevant matter. i 

Mr. WLUTE moved to add the following sce- | 
‘tion: é 

“Src. ~. And be it further enacted, That al cordage, i 
sail cloth, hemp and flax, and armaments and equipments f 
required for the navy of the United States, shall be of the | 
production of the United States.” 

Mr. LEAKE moved to add to the section this 
proviso: i 

“ Provided, That they can be purchased as cheaply as in 
other countries *? 

Negatived: Ayes 50, noes 69. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Wnire was i 
then negatived: Ayes 57, noes T4. 


Mr. STANTON here made another effort to 
procure an appropriation for the works at the | 
Memphis navy-yard; of which we could not catch 
the particulars. 

The CHAIR ruled it out of order, because the i 
committee had stricken the Memphis yard from | 
the bill altogether. i 

Mr. McKAY moved to add a new section, giv- | 
ing authority to the President to make transfers of | 
appropriations made in this bill from one branch of 
the naval service to another, the same to be report- į 
ed to Congress in the first week of the next ses- | 
sion. It was lost. ; 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved the 
two following additional sections: 

t And be it further enacted, That all the money appropria- 
ted by this act for ¢ pay of the navy,’ and ‘contingent cx- 
penses, an amount not exceeding twenty-eight thousand | 
two hundred dollars, may be expended under the direction | 
of the Secretary of the Navy for repairs, improvements, and } 
instruction at Fort Severn, at Annapolis, in the State of | 
Maryland. r 

“And beit further enacted, That the President of the Uni- | 
ted States be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint such 
assistant surgeons, and such warrant officers, of the grades 
of boatswain, gunner, carpenter, and sailmaker, as may be 
necessary for such vessels as may be put in commission 
under authority of law, any law to the contrary notwith- 
standing. ”? 

These sections were voted down without a 
count. 


Mr. McKAY moved the following additional 


Section: i i g f 

& And be it enacted, &c., That it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Navy, on the conclusion of the existing war 
with Mexico, to reduce the number of petty Officers, seamen, 
ordinary seamen, landsmen, and boys, herein provided for, 
to seven thousandtive hundred, unless in the opinion of the 


inexpedient.”? Bic at 

Mr. FARAN moved to amend by striking out 
these words: ‘ Unless in the opinion of the Presi- 
dent of the United States the said reduction would 
be inexpedient.”? This was carried. ` 


And the amendment, as amended, was then 
agreed to: Ayes 74, noes 56. soa 

Mr. McKAY then moved the following addi- 
tional section: 

“ And beit further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Navy, in the expenditure of the appropria- 
tions made for the navy-yard at Memphis, to confine the 
same to the construction of a ropewalk.? : 

Mr. STANTON moved to add to the amend- 
ment the following: ; ; 

“ Aug for continuing the necessary improvements at the 
navy-yardat Memphis, ninety-six thousand dollars,” 

The CHAIR ruled it out of order, as the House 
had stricken from the bill all the appropriations 
‘| for the Memphis yard. 

Mr. STANTON appealed from this decision. 

But the decision of the Chair was sustained by 
by a vote of the committee. 

Mr. STANTON then moved to add to Mr. Mc- 
Kay’s section these words: “ And for preparing 
for building a steamship.” This was rejected: 

And Mr. McKay’s ropewalk amendment was 
agreed.to: Ayes 74, noes 41. : 

Mr. STANTON then moved the following: 

‘* For the continuance of the necessary improve- 
ments at the Memphis navy-yard, $95,000.” lt 
was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the committee rise. 
Lost. 

Mr. GILES moved to add to the bill the follow- 
ing additional section: : 

“And beit further enacted, That there shall be, and is here- 
by, appropriated, towards providing additional accommoda- 
tions for the midshipmen at the naval school at Annapolis, 
$15,000.” : 

It was rejected, 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved the 
following section: st 

“And be it further enacted, ‘That the fourth section of the 
act entidcd (An act making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year ending 31st Sune, 18 i67 be and the same is 
hereby repealed? 

It was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved a 
section directing the accounting officers of the treas- 
| ury to open the accounts of Lieutenant Samuel E. 
Munn, of the navy, for the purpose of allowing 
him whatever may appear duc on account of re- 
cruiting mon for the navy. ` i 

It was ruled out as irrelevant matter. 

And the committee rose and reported the bill, 
with the amendments agreed to, | 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, demanded 
the previous question; which was seconded. 

And the main question, on concurring in the 
amendments, and ordering the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading, was ordered to be now. taken. 

Whereupon, ata late hour, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 15, 1846. 


As soon as the Journal had been read, 

Mr. ALLEN rose and said: 

Mr. Presiwenr: At the commencement of the 
session, the vote of the Senate placed my name first 
upon the Committee on Foreign Relations. Upon 
a very serious question arising out of those rela- 
tions, and deeply involving the nation’s rights and 
interests, I have been unable to conform my opin- 
ion to that which recent events, of which I am not 
now at liberty to speak, show to be the opinion of 
the Senate. ‘I deem it proper, therefore, to afford 
| the Senate an opportunity to reconstruct the com- 
mittee, with a view to that coincidence of opinion 
between the Senate and its committee in matters 
especially assigned by the former to the latter, 
| which is essential to the unembarrassed action of 
i the body. f 
| dask to'be excused from further service upon 

the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The question beiag put upon the motion to dis- 
} Charge, it was agreed to. 


President of the United States the said reduction would be. 


Mr. WEBSTER moved.that the Senate should,.. 
at one o’clock to-morrow,-proceed to the election: 
of a chairman of the. Committee-on Foreign Rela- 
tions; which motion was agreed to. 5 So 

Mr. CASS said: Mr. President: Having served. 
upon the Committee on Foreign Relations with the 
honorable. chairman, I-beg_leave, before his. con- 
nexion with it is dissolved, to beari testimony. 
to the zeal and ability. with whith e has dis- 
charged his duties. ~He: has. rendered important. 
services to the Senate, the Ad ministration, andthe 
country; and while I appreciate the-honorablé mo- 
tives which have induced him to relinquish the dis- 
tinguished ‘station he is so well qualified, to fill, L 
cannot but express my regret that we shall: be de-. 
prived of his services hereafter. > ; 

But, sir, I owe it to myself. to declare that, in 
relation to the great measure to which the honor- 
able Senator has alluded, my.sentiments: have ac- 
corded with his, and my course with his. We 
have sought the same. end by the same means. 
There has been no difference of opinion bétween 
us,. While, therefore, I. shall continue to retain 
the subordinate station I hold upon the committee, 
| I cannot, under any circumstances, accept. the po- 
sition he has filled so ably, and resigned so honor- 
ably, even should the Senate think ‘proper to be- 
stow it.upon me. Ihave thought it not improper, 
considering my relation to the committee, to make 
this declaration, as the reasons the honorable Sen- 
ator has given for his course, would apply, in a 
great measure, to myself were I the chairman and 
organ of the committee. f 


THE WAR WITH MEXICO; 


Mr. WEBSTER said he had been requested, to 
present to the Senate certain resolutions passed at 
a very large meeting of the citizens ‘of. Lowell, in 
the State of Massachusetts, pledging their services 
to the support of the Government in the prosecu- 
tion of the war with Mexico, so long as i re Gov- 
ernment deemed it proper to prosecute that war. 
The resolutions were spirited, and, in behalf of the 
meeting, he presented them to the Senate, moving 
that they be laid upon the table; which “motion 
was agreed to. ° Lo ieee yw REE eee, 

Mr. W. also presented and called the attention 
of thé Senate to a resolution passed by the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts at a late session, in rela» 
tion to some ‘provision, by law, by which. attach- 
ments of property àn processes issuing from the 
courts of the United States in the several States 
shall be discharged by the subsequent proceedings, 
on insolvency of the defendants in such Suits, in 
like manner as if the same were made under and 
by virtue of process issuing from the courts of the 
United States. : i 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. JARNAGIN presented the petition of the 
heirs of Sous-johu, an: Indian, asking that an 
award made in his favor, after his death, may be 
paid to them; which was referred to the-Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DIX ‘presented the petition of John P. 
Adams, assignee of Taylor, Little, & Co., praying 
that certain duties illegally exacted by the collector 
for the port of New York may-be refunded;. which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of Chas. 
W. Churchman, of Philadelphia, asking that cer- 
tain duties illegally exacted of him may be refunded; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

RESOLUTIONS, : 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over: ; . . 

Resolved, That. the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the practicability, 
propriety, and expense of opening an inland navi- 
| gation from the Sabine to Galveston, and thence to 


ij the mouth of the Rio Grande, as connected with 


the defence of the coast of Texas. 

Resolved, That. the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the necessity “and 
propricty of making early and adequate provision 
for the survey, improvement, and permanent fortifi- 
| cation of the principal harbors on the coast of Texas. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate copies 
of the reports of the board of engineers heretofore 
| employed in an examination of the coast of Texas 

with a view to its defence and improvemen ee 


H 


Mr. H. also submitted the -following resolution, 
which les over: T Bees 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 


Instructed to inquire into the necessity and pro- 
priety of making early and adequate provision for 
. the erection of light houses:at the entrance of the 
harbors on the-coast of Texas: i 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON presented the following 
resolution; which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary. of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to prepare for the use of 
the Senate a statement, showing the number of ves- 
sels employed in the coasting trade; how many of 
such. vessels are propelled by steam, and how many 
by sails; how many are rated by the custom-house 
admeasurement at seventy-five tons, and less than 
one hundred and fifty tons; how many are rated 
at one hundred and fifty, and less than two hun-. 
dred and fifty tons; how many are rated at two 
hundred and fifty, and less than three hundred and 
fifty tons; how many are rated at three. hundred 
and fifty tons, and less than five hundred tons;.and 
how many are rated at five hundred tons and up: 
wards. ; 

Mr. C. also gave notice of his intention to intro- 
duce an act requiring apprentices to be employed 
on board of vessels engaged in the coasting trade. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, with amendments, the (House) 
bill to equalize the compensation of the surveyors- 
general of the public lands of the United States. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, with an amendient, being a sub- 
stitute therefor, the bill for the relief of the Mexi- 
can Railroad Company. : 

Mr. Phelps, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims, asked that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petitions of 
Samuel S. Keine and the heirs of William Gray- 
son; which was agreed to. 


THE SUPPLEMENTAL WAR BILL. 


Mr. DIX moved that the act supplemental to an 
act entitled «¢ An act to provide for the prosecution 
of the existing war with Mexico,” be taken up 
for the purpose of moving that the Senate insist 
upon their disagreement to. cortain amendments 
made thereto by the Flouse of Representatives, and 
to ask a committee of conference on the subject. 
The motion to take up being agreed to, the Senate 
resolved to insist; and the presiding oflicer having 
been empowered so to do, 

The PRESIDENT appointed Senators Dix, 
Wesrcorr, and Maneum,.a committee of confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate, upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two. Flouses. : 


{Subsequently a message. was received from the 
Hovise, announcing that said Hlouse had resolved 
further to insist on their amendments, arid appoint- 
ed a committee of conference on their part.] 


A joint resolution from the House to refund to 
States and individuals expenses meurred by them, 
under éalls for militia and volunteers made by Gen- 
crals Gaines and ‘Taylor, was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the following resolution, heretofore introduced by 
Mr. Hawnegan, and the consideration of which 
was postponed until this day: 

Resolved, That.the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the Hlouse of Representatives shall 
adjourn their respective Houses sine die on the 
20th day of July next. 

Mr. LEWIS moved that the resolution be far- 
ther postponed until to-morrow, and that the Sen- 
ate now proceed to the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the Post Office Depart- 
ment. g RT 

This motioh-was negatived on a division; Yeas 
< 15, nays 19x : E 
© The question being on the adoption of the reso- 
lution— ` ` i as 

Mr. LEWIS said he hoped the Senate would 
yet consent to postpone this resolution. ‘The same 
reasons still existed; which. existed when it was 
postponed before. They had had no answer from 
the President to the call. made by the Senate for 
information on the subject of the finances. It was 
essentially: necessary. that something should be 
done in relation to the finances of the country in 
order to be. enabled to carry.on ‘the war against 
Mexico. . 


Mr. BREESE said he was, he. supposed, as | 


anxious as any Senator that there should be an 
early adjournment; but it seemed to him that it 
would be very impolitic to surrender to the other 


House the important question of adjournment. 


Fle thought it was better to keep the control.of 
that question in their own hands; he would be 
compelled, therefore, to vote against the resolution. 

„Mr. ARCHER said'he had voted for the post- 
ponement of this resolution heretofore with the 
view of ascertaining what disposition the House 
intended to make of the subject of the tariff. He 
understood that a proposition was to be made in 
the House to-day to take up that subject; this be- 


| ing the case, he thought they would be much better 


prepared to vote upon the resolution to-morrow. 
He had not the least notion of leaving the disposal 
of the question entirely in the hands of the House, 
by adopting a resolution fixing a precise day for 
the adjournment, putting it in the power of the 
House to occupy, if they should think proper, the 
whole or nearly the whole of the intervening time 
in the discussion of the tariff, without leaving any 
interval for its discussion by the Senate. He was 
opposed to the adoption of the resolution at pres- 
ent. 

Mr. HANNEGAN was of the opinion that it 
was fully time to fix upon a period of adjourn- 
ment. As for the objection of the Senator from 


| Virginia that the House might take up the inter- 


vening time in its action on the tariff, he had only 
to say that he presnmed no one contemplated a 
general discussion upon the tariff question. If 
time enough were allowed for the action of the two 
Houses, it was all that would be required; for, if 
there was any one question which had been spoken 
to death, it was the tariff. There had been more 
speeches delivered -on that subject than upon any 
other in the history of the world. He asked for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAGBY hoped that the resolution would 
be informally passed over till to-morrow. He was 
entirely opposed to fixing any day for. adjourn- 
ment till it was known what action would be taken 
in the House of Representatives with regard to the 
tariff. 

Mr. MANGUM concurred in the views of the 
Senator from Alabama, and would move that the 
consideration of the resolution be postponed till 


| Monday next. 


Mr. BAGBY requested the Senator to modify 
his motion, 80 as to postpone till the first Monday 
in July. 

Me) MANGUM remarked that the Senator could 
move that as an amendment. 

Mr. BAGBY then moved that the resolution be 
postponed till the first Monday in July. 

A division was called for, and, being ordered, it 
appeared that twenty-four voted in the affirmative, 
and twenty-four in the negative. 

Mr. HANNEGAN then asked the yeas and. 
nays on the question, and the call being seconded, 
they were adarei. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that, in the circumstances, 


| he would be willing to vote to postpone for a week; 
| and he hoped that it would suit the convenience of 


the gentleman [Mr. Bagsy] to withdraw his mo- 
tion, and let the question be taken on the postpone- 
ment for a week. 

Mr. DICKINSON was in favor of fixing an 
early day for adjournment, and contended that 
there would be abundant time to take up and dis- 
ose of the independent treasury bill and the tariff 
before the day which had been named. If it 
would be found that the day named was too early, 
Congress could easily extend the. session beyond 
that time. 

Mr. BAGBY withdrew his motion; and, the 
question being taken by yeas and nays on Mr. 
Mawneum’s motion to postpone till Monday next, 
resulted as follows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, i 


Benton, Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, John M. Clayton 
> > > C; > 


‘Colquitt, Dix, Evans, Haywood, Houston, Jenness, John- 


son of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuiie, Mangum, Pennybacker, 
Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Speight, Turney, Webster, Westcott, 
Woodhridge, and Yulee—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Berrien, Bright, Cameron, 
Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Fair- 
field, Greene, Hannegan, Huntington, Janiagin, Miller, 
Morehead, Niles, Semple, Simmons, Sturgeon, and Upham, 
—21, E 

So the resolution was postponed.till. Monday 
next. i 


Mr. DIX gave notice that he would to-morrow 
move the Senate to take up the bill to amend an 


| objects. ; 


act entitled ‘An act to provide revenue from im- 
ports, and to changeʻand modify existing laws 
Imposing duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” with a view, by leave of the Senate, to 
occupy an hour in explanation of its principles and 


Mr. WESTCOTT rose and said that he found 
his vote upon the engrossment of the bill for the 
relief of Elijah White was recorded upon the jour= 
nal in the negative. He (Mr. W.) was decidedly 
in favor of allowing the relief sought for by. the 
claimant, and had intended to vote in the affirma- 
tive. Having inadvertently voted with the major- 
ity, he would move a ‘reconsideration of. the vote 
then taken. 

The question being taken upon the reconsidera- 
tion, it was agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE expressed the hope that the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject would be post- 
poned until to-morrow; which was agreed to. 

The Senate considered the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Houston, providing that the hour of meet- 
ing of the Senate shall hereafter be eleven o’clock, 
A.M. ; 

Upon the question of the adoption of this reso- 
lution, the ycas and nays had been. ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, Bright, 
Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Houston, 
Jenness, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Sem- 
ple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, and Turney—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Benton, Berrien, Cal- 
houn, Cameron, Thomas Clayton, Jolm M. Clayton, Cor- 
win, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Hannegan, Haywood, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Mil- 


ler, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, Webster, 
Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yulee—29. 


So the motion was not agreéd to. 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the Post Office appropriation 
bill, the question pending being upon an amend- 
ment by Mr. Nixes, appropriating $25,000 for 
steam mail transportation between New York and 
Liverpool, and $25,000 for like service between 
New York and Bremen. 

Mr. McDUFFIE expressed a hope that this 
amendment would not be acted on without due 
consideration, 

Mr. DAVIS spoke at length on the subject of 
the importance of a participation on our part’in the 
advantages of the line of mail steamers; which he . 
described as. productive of large profits to” their 
owners; and also:stated the objections which ex- 


„isted to the transportation of letters for the conti- 


nent of Europe through the British Post Office. 

Mr. McDUFFIE moved to strike out that por- 
tion of the amendment making an appropriation for 
the establishment of a line of steam mail service to 
Liverpool. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submited a few observa- 
tions in favor of the line to Bremen. 

Mr. NILES followed in support of his amend- 
ment. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. McDur- 
Fre’s motion to strike out; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CALHOUN submitted his views in opposi- 
tion to the establishment, by Congress, of steam 
lines to Europe.. He said that he required more in- 
formation than he now possessed to justify him in 
giving his vote in favor of the amendment, 

Mr. SEVIER moved to lay the amendment 
upon the table; which motion was rejected. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on the amendment by Mr. Nites, making an ap- 
propriation of $25,000 for the establishment of 
steam mail service, between New. York and Bre- 
men, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Berrien, Chal- 
mers, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Hunting- 
ton, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Miller, Niles, 
Pearce, Pennybacker, Simmons, Upham, Webster, and 
Woodridge—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Raghy, Benton, Breese, 
Bright, Calhoun, Cameron: Colquitt, Hannegan, Haywood 
Houston, Jenness, Mangum: 
ple, Sevier, Speight, Sturged: 
lee—24, Phage eit : 2 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time -` 

On motion’of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
Senate resumed the consideration of the “ joint 
resolution in relation to the issuing of grants of 
certain lands in Louisiana.” ~~ 


2 


Duffie, Phelps, Rusk, Sen- 
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servations. 3 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, addressed the 
Senate at length in support of the joint resolution; 
having concluded, on motion, 
The Senate adjourned. 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, June 15, 1846. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 


ness to be the bill making appropriations for ‘the 
naval service. 


Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Engra- | 


ving, reported the following resolution; which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House cause the 
usual number of maps belonging to the President’s 
message communicating to the House despatches 
from Major General Z. Taylor, to be printed. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. LEVIN said he rose to a question of priv- 
ilege, and commenced by remarking that he was 
compelled to notice a scurrilous attack upon him 
which he found in the columns of the Washington 
Union of Saturday. 

Mr. HOPKINS here rose and said he did not 
think. any question of privilege was involved, and 
he objected to the gentleman’s proceeding. 

After some conversation between the CHLAIR, 
Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. HOPKINS— 

Mr. LEVIN was permitted to proceed. He 
said that he regretted to find it necessary to. notice 
the scurrilous attack referred to, for calumny, take 
what form or shape it may, not only furnishes its 
own antidote, but, like empty sounds among bar- 
yen hills, receives its best answer from its own 
dying echo. Nor should he now take notice of it, 
if he did not know that slander never lacks exter- 
nal influence and support, in that uncharitable 
spirit which is ever ready to pronounce a summary 
verdict of conviction, upon no other foundation 
‘than. the mere fact of a -charge shaving been 
alleged. A. confident. air and an unbridled tongue 
are all that are necessary now-a-days to constitute 
an accuser, and he is instantly transformed into 
the witness, the judge, and the executioner! His 
slanders die not barren of progeny; but, for ever 
gencrated and generating, weave the chain destin- 
ed to bind their bleeding victim. He had reason, 
however, to congratulate himself, for although he 
had become the subject, he was not yet, thank 
God, the victim of the calumniator. 

For upwards of six months he had toiled in be- 
half of an improvement of the Philadelphia navy- 
yards believing that in advancing the interests of 
his constituents he would at the same time advance 
the interests of the country. We have reached 
an extraordinary period in the history of Ameri- 
can legislation, when no Representative dare to de- 
vote himself to the interests of his constituents 
without being denounced as a demagogue—when 
no Representative dare advocate an important im- 
provement withont being denounced as a party 
interested. Is this American freedom? He had 
supposed that he lived in a land where the free 
interchange of thought and independent action 
formed the basis of our political existence. He 
had supposed that he occupied a seat in a hall where 


it was the high privilege of all to utter, to argue, | 
and to act freely, without fear or favor of man. i 
Without this freedom no tongue may divulge the | 
deep wants of its soul—no pen may portray the | 


dimensions of its wrongs, and no hand dare unveil 


that beneficent charter which whispers in the free- | 


dom of our homage of life, liberty, and happiness. 


And yet, with these uneffaceable features stamped | 
upon the pages of our rights, confirmed as they | 


are, if confirmation they can need, by the intellect 
and conscience of every man living, those faithful 
depositories of the primary impressions of the 
finger of God, there are thosc who would fasten the 
fetters of vassalage upon our limbs. Who are they? 
The puny paid-agents who, for a contingent fee, 


are here arrayed against the interests of the people | 


of Philadelphia and the country at large. e had 
discovered, during the last two months, that the 
only dock that could by possibility pass the Fouse 
was the improved stone dock .known.as the ‘‘ Sec- 
tional Dock,” not only because it combined all the 


l 
t 
| 
i 
i 
j 
l 


! semblance of sanction on the part of the editors of 


| cate from his honor the Mayor of Philadelphia, in 
order to throw.a fictitious influence around the 


| yet the records of the public press will show, as 


| ner of the city and county of Philadelphia, that the 
| meeting was called irrespective of party. 


advantages of the stone dock with.the floating | 
structure, but also because; connected with. rail- 
ways, it would relieve the country from the burden 
of the peace establishment, ; oe 

He knew many members of that Hoùse who 
would sustain it, and no other, upon. grounds of 
national economy; and he frankly confessed that 
he had devoted himseif to the object with untiring 
zeal, When the enemies of. Philadelphia discov- 
ered that he had assumed his position, after a: 
thorough investigation. of the comparative. meriis. 
of this and other docks, and knowing, too, that a 
stone dock could riot possibly be carried, they first 
approached him with appeals, but those appeals 
left him strictly in the line of his duty. They 
boasted. of their power, they threatened, and he 
despised them. During the last few days he had 
seen them busily at work, endeavoring to disease 
the minds of members of Congress by circulating 
among them two letters, notin a bold, decided, 
manly way, but creeping and cowardly. - At last 
they acquired. .boldness enough to publish their 
correspondence; and he thanked them forit. This 
article appears in the Washington Union in the. 
form of a communication, in order to give it the 


that journal. He had been’ informed by Major 
Heiss, one of the proprietors, that it had been paid 
for as an advertisement, and that he had given 
orders for it to appear as such. They had also 
adroitly introduced in this communication a certifi- 


names of these parties, by connecting themselves 
with a name of so much respectability. But this last 
prop he would strike from:under them. He had ad- 
dressed a letter to Mr. Swift, Mayor of Philadelphia, 
and had received a reply from him, in which he 
states that that certificate was intended to apply 
only to those gentlemen who presided ata public 
meeting in Philadelphia. 

Thus it appears that that certificate has been 
perverted from its original object to give a facti- 
tious respectability to other parties. And who is 
Woodburn Potter, who signed the communica- 
tion in the Union, and who has been levying con- 
tributions upon the unsuspecting people of Phila- 
delphia to pay his expenses here, while he has 
been doing all in his power, by circulating false- 
hoods and misrepresentations, to thwart the very 
object which the people of that city and county so 
anxiously desire? He undertook to say to the 
House and to the country that he was altogether 
destitute of character and consideration. Who is 


he, (M. - L 


ould 


difference would it make if-he (Mr. 
L.) had intended to speculate, whether.the.dock 
to be established at the Philadelphia yard was a 
stone dock, a balance dock, or a sectional dock? 
There could, therefore, be no.motive to. change his 


Again: what 


opinion of the plan of. dock in reference to the sup- 
posed speculation. Again: he had visited Phila- 
delphia two or three times during the last three 
months, and, lo! he-(Mr. L.) had suffered’ the 
dazzling opportunity to pass by.. He had entered 
into no speculations; he has purchased .no-lots; he 
does net own a foot of land in Southwark, and 
never proposed to purchase one. No} before ‘this 
House, before his country, and his.God, he. pro- 
nounced the accusation of John S: Gilbert utterly 
and entirely false. This man goes on to intimate 
that possibly asimilar. proposition might have been 
made to the proprietors of the sectional’ dock. 
Those gentlemen had voluntarily sent:to him their 
deposition ,* taken before ‘a' magistrate of the city, 
denying this imputation, but-he would not.tax the 
time of the House by reading.it.. He did not feel 
that his character could be affected by what might 
be said by such a public defamer of the best ‘men 
in the country, and upon. whose brow, hot and 
hissing, had been atari ped the brand of seven de- 
liberate falsehoods. ~: OF ig eae 

With the people ofthis district—with. the people 
of the city and county of Philadelphia—the char- 
acter of the “accusation, as- well as the characters 
of the’accusers, constituted his ‘vindication, He 
turned with loathing from the over-gorged ‘carcasses 
of the reptiles who would never again ‘be able to 
wound with their fangs or inflame with ther ven- 
om. It was not, as had been ‘intimated ‘in “the let- 


William J. Crans, whose name appears in con- 
nexion with the article; and who dares to asperse 
the characters of the distinguished gentlemen who 
presided at the public mecting in Southwark, com- 
osed as it was of the best citizens of the district? 
From what lofty elevation does :he look down 
upon those honored men, who. would. scorn his as- 
sociation? William J. Crans is a clerk or sub- 
clerk in the Moyamensing prison. He tells us 
that nobody heard of the Southwark meeting; and 


well as the placards that were posted at every cor- 


He 
would not, however, dwell upon the various false-. |! 
hoods that appear in that letter, but would goat. 
once to the principal conspirator in this drama of 
guilt, John S. Gilbert—a man upon whom he, 
(Mr. L.,) in his remarks of Saturday last, had 
fixed seven deliberate falsehoods, each bearing his, 
own sign manual, and uttercd expressly to deccive 
this House. It is not strange that the defamer of 
the purest and most distinguished citizens of New 
York—such men as Edward K. Collins, Moses ! 


H. Grinnell, Jonathan Goodhue, in fact, all. the |i- 


eminent shipowners of the commercial emporium, 
and ali the skilful and intelligent shipbuildeérs of |! 
that great city, who have dared to give a prefer- 
ence for another dock than his; it is not strange 
that one who has not shrunk from defaming such 
men as these, should level his poisoned shafts at 
me. x 
Might he ask the House to look at the internal 
evidence which the letter of Mr. Gilbert himself 
contains of its falsehood? 'Thereisnothing of bold 
accusation in it, but he deals in inuendo, and says | 
that he (Mr. L.) proposed to him [Gilbert] to go | 
to Philadelphia and purchase property likely to be ; 
benefited by the establishment of a dry-dock. | 
Now, if it were-a, good speculation. two or three | 


| ter of the clerk of the Moyaméensirig' prison, to ad- 
vance the interests of his party, that-hé asked for 
this appropriation for the sectionol dry-dock; but 
because the interests of the city and. county of 
Philadelphia and of: the nation demanded it; and 
| because the people themselves, irrespective of par- 
ty, had. preferred that particular plan, and instruct- 
| ed him to advocate it. None but. the most bitter 
foe to the true interests of Pennsylvania would at- 
-tempt to-make this.a party question. On an occa- 
sion like this, at least, he felt that the icy barriers 
which party feeling might temporarily erect would 


*'The following is the deposition aJluded to by Mr. LEVIN: 
District of Columbia, city of Washington, sct: 

Samuel D. Dakin, Daniel Dodge, and: Phineas Burgess, of 
the city of New York, ‘beitg duly sworn, depose and ‘say, 
that they have been engagéd during: part of the- present ses- 
sion. of Congress in:presenting.to the Goyerriment the merits 
and claims of the sectional dock, for ‘the use of the navy ; 
that they have been-shown a communication in the Wash- 
ington Union of Saturday -evening last, in whichis a letter 
from Jobn’S. Gilbert, charging the Hon. Mr. Levin, from 
Pennsylvania, with having proposed “to go in with him 
(Mr. Gilbert) and make. some money by buying some prop- 
erty, to be benefited by the building of the dock” at the 
Philadelphia navy-yard, and intimating that a similar propo- 
sition may have been made to us or one. of us. And these 
deponents further say that thé intimation contained in said 
letter of suid Gilbert is utterly false; that Mr. Levin never 
proposed to cither of us, nor did either of us ever propose to 
him, to buy, or to go in with him to buy, apy property to be 


il boncfited by the building of the said dock, or any other 


property whatever, and that nothing of the sort was ever 
proposed, intimated, binted at, or spoken of, by or between 
him and us, or either of us, or any one in-behalf of him or 
us, or either of us. And these deponents furthersay, that the 


i) Hon. Mr. Levin. has never been, and is not in any. way, di- 
| rectly or indirectly, remotely or :immediately, interested in 


i the sectional dock, or to be benefited in. anv-way by its 

i adoption by the Government. S. D., DAKIN, 

\ DANIEL -DODGE, 

| June 15, 1846. : PHINEAS BURGESS. 

District of Columbia, Washington county, to. wits- fi 
Subscribed and sworn to before the subscriber, a justice 

of the peace in and for said county and district, this 15th day 

! of June, 1846. F. C DONN, af. P. 
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melt away; that they stood there as the Repre- 
sentatives of the people, feeling that they were all 
children of. the same. great family—looking to each 
other and to the same common Father for support— 
and their hearts .overflowing with those precious, 
gushing, amalgamating, human sympathies: that 


must forever sañetify them, He had met the puny || 


puff, and, should storms await-him, he was prepared 
to breast them, assured that in the discharge of 
aniy there was happiness even under-the sternest 
trials. | : 

Mr, WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, mode-a report. : 


THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending on the 30th of June, 1847. 

When the House adjourncd on Saturday, the 
previous question had been seconded, and the main 
question had. been ordered. f 

Which main question was on concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of thè 
Union in its amendments, and on ordering the bill 
to a third reading. : : 

And that was now the recurring question. 

The amendments were read and concurred in 
collectively, except as hereinafter mentioned. 


NAUTICAL ALMANAC. 

On concurring in. the following amendment: 

“For computing» and publishing under the. di- 
rection of the superintendent of the Observatory, 
the American Nautical Almanac, to be calculated 
for the meridian of Washington, $5,000: Provided, 
no part of said sum shall be paid for computation 
to any person who now receives a salary from the 
Government.” : 


Mr. CLARKE asked the yeas and nays, which 
ile ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
ows: 


YRAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bayly, Blanchard, Brodhead, Bufting- 
ton, W. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. 
Chapman, Cranston, Culver, Darragh, Dixon, Dromgoole, 
Edsall, John H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Fries, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, 
Herriek, Hilliard, Bias B. Holmes, Isaac I. Holmes, John 
W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Huater, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butter King, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, James MeDowell, McGaughey, Me- 
Henry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Pendle- 
ton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, Jobn A. 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sover- 
ance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stan- 
ton, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thom- 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden; Towns, Vance, Vinton, 
Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wright, and Young—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen: Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bedinger, Bell, Benton, ‘Biggs, James A, Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, ‘Burt, Cathcart; Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, 
Constable, Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, 
Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Duntap, 
Ellsworth, Braman, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Fieklin, Gar- 
vin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, 
G. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, James B. 
Hunt, Jenkins, James H, Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W, Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Pres- 
ton King, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
McClelland, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Rete, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard IM. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stark weather, 
St. John, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, ‘fibbatts, 
Tredway, Trumbo, Wheaton, Wick, Woodward, Wood- 
worth, and Yaucey—103. ` 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 
DRY-DOCK AT PHILADELPHIA. 
On concurring in the following amendment: 


“Towards the construction of a dry-dock at the 
Philadelphia navy-yard, $150,000. And the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is hereby directed to contract 
with the.proprietors for the construction, at the 
Philadelphia navy-yard, of a sectional floating dry- 
dock, basin, and railways, according to the plan 
recommended. by the Secretary of the Navy in his 
report to Congress, dated February 12, 1844, pro- 
vided the same can be made by contract at. the es- 
timates now before the department.”” 

‘Mr. HOPKINS and Mr. McCONNELL de- 
manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: . 

YBEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
“Ashman, Barringer, James Black, Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, 
Brodhead, Buffington, John H: Campbell, Carroll, Chipman, 
‘Colamer, Constable, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Dar- 
ragh, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Fries, Gar- 


vin, Gentry, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, 
Harper, Herrick, Hoge, E. B. Holmes, John W., Houston, 
Samucl DÐ. Hubbard, Hudson,. Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Jenkins, Kaufman, Daniel P. King, Thomas But- 
ler King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Lumpkin,-McClean, Me- 
Gaughey, Mclvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Perry, 
Pillsbury, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, Jutius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawyer, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B: Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Benjamin 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
worth, White, Winthrop, Wright, and Young—94. y 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, Boyd, Prockenbrongh, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, 
Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Fick- 
lin, Gordon, Graham, Haralson, Henley, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hun- 
ter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Joues, Prestou King, Leake, 
Long, Maclay, McClernand, MeConnell, McCrate, Joseph 
J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Mouton, Niven, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Phelps, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, 
Scamnnon, Seddon, Alexander D, Sims, Leonard F. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, 
St. Jobn, Thomasson, James Thompson, Thurman, Towns, 
Tredway, Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, 
and Yancey—92. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
MEMPHIS NAVY-YARD. 


On concurring with the committee in striking 
out the amended appropriation for the navy-yard 
at Memphis— 

Mr. STANTON: asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Arnold, Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, 
Benton, James Black, James A. Black, Brodhead, William 
G. Brown, Burt, William W. Campbell, Carroll, Cathcart, 
John G. Chapman, Angustns A, Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Culver, Daniel, Dargan, 
Jeferson Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Filsworth, Erdman, John H, Ewing, 
Varan, Picklin, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Good- 
year, Gordon, Hamlin, Hampton, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, 
Hoge, Bias b. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, J. W. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Unter, Jenkins, James H, Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, 
Leake, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Mactay, McClean, MeCrate, 
James MeDowell, MeGaughey, MeKay, Marsh, John P. 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Parrish, 
Payne, Perrill, Perry, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Julius 
Rockwell, Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Seanmon, Seaman, 
Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Strong, Sykes, 
Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tilden, Tredway, White, 
Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, Wright, 
Yancey, and Yost~121. 

NAYS~—~Messrs. Ashinun, Bayly, Bell, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Broekenbrough, Milton Brown, Buttington, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Cocke, Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, Dobbin, 
Dockery, Rawin H. Ewing, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Grin- 
nell, Haralson, Harper, Isaac E. Holmes, George S. Hous- 
ton, Hudson, Washington Tunt, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas Butler King, Lumpkin, McConnell, 
Joseph J. McDowell, McTlenry, MeTivaine, Barkley Martin, 
Miller, Moseley, Owen, Pendleton, Phelps, Pollock, Relfe, 
Rhett, Jobn A. Rockwell, Schenck, Truman Smith, Thomas 
Sinith, Stanton, Stephens, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
son, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Trumbo, 
Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Winthrop, and Young—62. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
On concurring in the following amendment: 
Provided, ‘That the expenditure of this and previous ap- 


propriations for this yard shall be confined to the construc- 


tion ofa rope-walk. 


Mr STANTON asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: . 


YEAS—Mesers. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
Arnold, Atkinson, Benton, Biggs, James Black, Jas. A. Black, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William G. Brown, W. W. Camp- 
bell, John H. Campbell, Cathcart, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cul- 
ver, Cunningham, Daniel, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Duniap, Edsall, Erdman, John 
H. Ewing, Faran, Fieklin, Foot, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grinnell, Hamlin, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Edmund 
W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Preston King, Leake, La Sere, McClean, 
McClernand, McCrate, James McDowell, McGaughey, Me- 
llvaine, McKay, Morris, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, Niven A 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Perrill, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Rit- 
ter, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seaman, Seddon, 
Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 


“Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. 
John, Strong, James Thompson, Thurman, Tredway, Wick, 
Williams, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yost—95. : 


NAYS—Messrs. Ashmun, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Blanch- 


‘ard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, Buf- 


fington, Burt, Carroll; John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 


'|: Chase, Chipman, Cocke, Cranston, “Crozier; Cullom, Cum- 
mains, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass; Edwin: H-Ewing, 


Foster, Gentry, Graham, Hampton, Harper; Elias B. Holmes, 
Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, Jolm W. Houston, George S. Hous- 
ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, Andrew Jobn- 


“son, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Daniel P.‘ King, Thomas 


B. King, Lewis, Levin, Long, Lumpkin, McClelland, Me 


Connell, McHenry, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Miller, Payne, 
Pendicton, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, Relfe, Julius 
Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Runk, Scammon, Albert Smith, 
C. B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Strohm, Jacob Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Wright, and Young—81. és 


So the amendment was ‘concurred in. 
O DRY-DOCK AT PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by. which the House bad concurred.in the 
following amendment, and asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered: š 

“ Towards the construction of a dry-dock at the 
Philadelphia _navy-yard, $150,000; and the Secre- 
tary of the Navy is hereby directed to contract 
with the proprietors for the construction at the 
Philadelphia navy-yard of a sectional floating dry- 
dock, basin, and railways, according to the plan 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy in his 
report to Congress dated February 12, 1844, pro- 
vided the same can be made by contractat the esti- 
mates now before the department.” 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused; 

And the question being taken, the House deter- 
mined that the motion to reconsider should not ke 
laid on the table. ; 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the motion to reconsider. 

Whilst the vote was being taken, 

Mr. BURT called for the enforcementof the fol- 
lowing rule: ‘ 


« No member or other person shall visit or remain hy the 
Clerk’s table while the ayes and noes are calling, or ballots 
are counting”? 


The SPEAKER announced the result of the vote 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, James A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhof, 
Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman, Reuben: Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Coin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, Dargan, 
De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Bromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, 
Fieldin, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Haralson, Harman- 
son, Henley, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund 
W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Jobnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, Preston King, Leake, La 
Sere, Long, Lumpkin, McClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, 
James McDowell, McKay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Pat- 
rish, Payne, Phelps, Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Russell, Sawtelle, 
Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Strong, Jacob ‘Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, Tred~ 
way, Wick, Wiliams, Wilmot, ‘Wood, Woodward, Wood-, 
worth, and Yancey—97. : : s 

NAY S-—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Amold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Benton, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Buffington, William W. Campbell, JohnH. Campbell, 
Carroll, John G. Chapman, Chipman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Culver, Canningham, Darragh, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, 
Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H, Ew- 
ing, Foot, Poster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, 
Grinnell, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, John W. 
Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas. Butler 
King, Lewis, Levin, McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, Me- 
Ilvaine, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Perry, Pillsbury, Pol- 
lock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Jolin 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Scaman, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, 
Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, James 
Thompson, ‘Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Winthrop, Wright, Young, and Yost—90, 


So. the vote was reconsidered. 


The question then again recurred on concurring 
in the said amendment. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Amold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Benton, James Black, Brodhead, Buf- 
fington, John H: Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Chip- 
man, Collamer, Cranston, Culver, Cunningham, Darragh, 
Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John 
H. Ewing, Edwin R. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, 
Giddings, Goodyear, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, 
Herrick, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel 
D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, J. B. Hunt, Jen- 
kins, D. P. King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, 
McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Morse, Moseley, Pillsbury, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Rit- 
ter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman; Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
C.-B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thom- 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tilden, 
Trumbo,-Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, 
Wright, Young, and Yost—90. P 

NAVS—Messts. Stephen. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger,: Bell, Biggs, J.-A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 


‘Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, 


Cathcart, Augustas A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, 
Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 


-Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, . Ficklin, Giles, Gordon, Gra- 
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am, Grider, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, E E. Holmes 
Houking, Hi we 8. H m, E. W. Hubard, Hun- 
Andrew Johnson, 
Long, Lump- 
kin, Maclay, 
McDoweH, J 


Scammon, $ 
Simpson Itiomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Strong, 
way, Wick, 
worth, and ‘Yancey—!01. . 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 


The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and, having been read a third time by its title, and 
the question being, “ Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded. _ 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, A , 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Amold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, Janes 
A. Biack, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoil, Broeken- 
brough, Brodhead, Wiliam G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, 
William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, 
John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collamer, 
Collin, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, 

Junningham, Daniel, Dargan, Darragh, Jefferson Davis, 
Denuo, De Mot, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Etsworth, Erdman, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin IE Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Foot, 
Fries, Garvin, Geutry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 
Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, 
Isme B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, John W. Houston, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hub- 


bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B, Hunt, Hunter, | 


James H. Jobnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jolinson, 
George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, ‘Thomas 
Butler King, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Lump- 
kin, Maelay, McClean, MeClelland, McClcernand, MeCon- 
nell, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, Janes McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, McKay, Marsh, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, 
Peril, Perry, Pheips, Pillsbury, Pollock, Ramsey, Reid, 
Rele, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, Jopn A. 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seam- 
mon, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B: Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, 
Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Towns, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
Wentworth, White, Wick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, 
Woodward, Woodworth, Wright, Yancey, Young, and Yost 
— 193. 
NAYS—Messrs. Milton Brown and Stephens—2. 


So the bill was passed. 
THE TARIFF: 


Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union. 

Mr. COBB. State your object, General. 

Several voices. “ For what purpose ?” 

Mr, STEWART. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. McKay] state what the ob- 
ject of his motion is? E 

Mr. McKAY. To take up the bill commonly 
called the tariff bill. 

Several voices. “ Very commonly.” 

Mr. STEWART asked the ycas and nays on 
the motion, which were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedin Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhoft, Brockenbrongh, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Co ile, Cattem, 
Commins, Cunningham, Danici, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, 
‘De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Msworth, Faran, Fieklin, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gor- 
don, Hamlin, Haralson, Uarmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, 
Txaae B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Houston, 1d- 
mund W, Hubard, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James 
11. Johnson, J. Jolmson, A Johnson, G. W. Jones, 8. Jones, 
Preston King, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lampkin, Maclay, 


McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, McCrate, J. J. Me- | 


Dowell, J. McDowell, McKay, J. P. Martin, B tin, Mor- 
ris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Rette, Rhett, 


Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander 


D., Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Rob- | 


ert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Wood- 
ward, Woudworth, and Yancey—120. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott; John Quiney Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, W. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, 
‘Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Gollamer Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Delano; Dixon, Dockery, Ed- 
sall, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Fos- 


ter, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, 
Hampton, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
ton, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Dan- 
ie! P. King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, 
Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Jobn 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Sev- 
eranee, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo: 
Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright, Young, and 
Vost—a7. 7 Cone enone 
So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Coss, 
of Georgia, in the chair. : oe 
Mr. McICAY moved that the committee take up 
the bill reducing duties on imports, and for other 
urposes. Š 5 
Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice that; if that mo 
tion should not prevail, he would move to take up 
the bill to provide for the establishment of & na- 
tional foundry. a 
And Mr. B. asked tellers on the motion of Mr. 
McKay, which were ordered. S ` 
The vote was taken, and stood, in favor of taking 
up the bill 115; against it, 71. . i 
So the bill was taken up. 
And it was read in part. 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR BILL. 


The committee then rose, on motion of Mr. 
HARALSON, and took up the message from the 
Senate informing the House that the Senate insist- 
ed on its disagreement to certain amendments to 
this bill, and had appointed a committee of con- 
ference. 

And a committee of conference was ordered to 
be appointed on the part of this House, to meet 
the said committee on the part of the Senate. 


THE TARIFF. 


The reading of this bill was then resumed adn 
concluded, 

And it was taken up by sections. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD presented a substitute for 
the whole bill, and said that, when in the House, 
he would move that it be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to strike out the fol- 
lowing item: - . 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That if it shall happen 
at any future fiscal year that the revenue shall not be suffis 
cient to defray the expenditures required for that year, a 
duty of ten per centum ad valorem shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on tea and coffee, to take cffect after the first 
quarter of the ensuing year; and it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to report such deficiency to the 
President, who shall forthwith announce the same by proc- 
lamation, and direct that the aforesaid duty be collected as 
above provided.” 


The CHAIRMAN said the motion would not 
be in order, because that section was not now un- 
der consideration. 


Mr. WENTWORTH gave notice that he should, 
when in order, offer the amendment which hesent 
to the chair. The amendment was, to strike out 
the proposed duty upon tea, coffee, and galt, and 
make those articles free. 

Mr. TIBLATTS moved that the bill be laid aside 
for the present, with a view to have the substitute 
printed. 

p Mr. McKXAY moved that the bill. should be 
passed over informally for to-day, with a view to 
the commencement of the debate to-morrow morn- 
ing; and also with a view now to take up the In- 
dian appropriation bill, which had been returned 
from the Senate with certain amendments. 

Objections having been made, 

The question on the motion of Mr. McKay was 
taken, and the vote stood—ayes 72, noes 30. 

No quorum voting. 

The question was again taken, and the vote 
stood—ayes 85, noes 28. a 
_. So the bill was laid aside for the present. 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the committee took 
up the amendments of the Senate to the bill making 


1 

: penses of the Indian départment; and - 

| Mr. McKAY explained the amendments as pro- 
| posed to be amended by the Committee of Ways 
i and Means. 

The amendments were concurred in, except cer- 
tain amendments which were reserved for a sepa- 
rate vote. ae ae $ 

Mr. CULVER said that he understood it now 
to be decided, by the vote of gentlemen on the other 


side, that when the House was in Committee of 


| appropriations for the current and contingent ex- | 


the Whole-on the state of the. Union; a.member. 
might, without being out of order; -discuss “any 
subject on which he pleased to“speak; and. ds. he: 
had himself been big with:a speech for some time 
past on the Mexican war, he'should take the pres- 
ent opportunity of delivering it. gos 

Mr. C. said that he was“one ofthe -renowned 
fourteen who had. voted against the bill recognising 
the existence of a state -of war; and” he, ‘in: com= 
mon with others who voted. with: him-on that.oc- 
| casion, had-been violently assailed on’ that floor for 
the vote which he had given. «The first attack had 
been made by one of his own colleagues: from: the 
State of New York, representing the Delaware dis- 
trict, (Mr. Gorpon.) T'he gentleman, he regret- 
ted to see, Was not now in his’ seat, but*that was 
not Mr; C.’s fault; and, as ‘it was somewhat rare 
for a gentleman on his side of the House to obtain 
the floor at all, he should proceed with what he 
had to say. His colleague had charged ‘the’ four- 
teen gentlemen who voted against the supply and 
Mexican war bill with a want of patriotism for re- 
fusing to véte for a bill which contained the neces- 
sary means to carry on the war. Now, before his 
colleague proceeded to make these-attacls, he had 
better turn to the conduct of friends: nearer home. 
His own democratic. chief (Mr. Van: Buren) had 
told the world that the annexation of ‘Texas would 
necessarily be followed: by a war with Mexico, 
and that in that war the United States would stand 
without any ground of justification before the 
world. Now, had a single word been said by any 
of those who opposed the bill worse-than this lan- 
guage of their own chosen democratic friend and 
leader? Did not the facts. fulfil this prediction, 
which had been made two years in advance 2. “Mr. 
C. would turn the attention of his colleague to acer- 
tain well-known circular put forth by the Democrats 
in the State of New York, in which they-denounced. 
annexation with scorn. His colleague, doubtless, 
would remember the language then employed. In 
that paper the Democrais of New York opposed 
the cause of the present war, Mr. ©. and-his as- 
sociates did but oppose the effect, and yet the four- 
teen who refused to vote for the bill were publicly 
held up.before the country. as traitors. whe -had no 
regard to ‘the country’s: honor:He would ‘state, 
however, for the information of his colleague, if 
he was not already acquainted with the fact, that 
out of that company of fourteen four had been sol- 
diers in the last war, and» had personally ‘borne 
arms in the public service.” One of them was from 
Massachusetts, one from Rhode Island, and two 
from Ohio; and, if patriotism. was: the matter in 
question, he thought those gentlemen who had 
shouldered the musket and knapsack atithe call of 
their country showed about as much patriotism as 
those who barked in that hall till their throats were 
hoarse in denouncing all those who differed from 
themselves in opinion, and in proclaiming their 
own zeal in the national cause. 

Mr. C..’s colleague had charged upon the fourteen 
that they refused to vote supplies for the war. 
Now; if his colleague made this charge upon them 
because they refused to vote for the preamble of 
the bill, he could not well object to having his own 
principles applied to himself, and he would refer 
‘that gentleman to his own vote on the river and 
harbor bill. Mr. C. had taken the pains to trace 
the course of his colleague, as it stood recorded in 
the votes given in that House, and he found that 
the gentleman had voted twenty-one times in the 
negative, and continued regularly to vote against 
every improvement contained in that bill til he 
came to one for the improvement of the Fiudson 
river; and as soon as the gentleman found an item 
for improving’ the channel of the stream which 
washed the shores of his own district, he instant- 
ly turned about and voted in the affirmative. Prob- 
ably the clarifying power of the waters of that 
noble river had efficacy in easing his conscience 
and causing him to feel perfectly pure ‘and blame- 
less in voting in the very. face of his own princi- 
‘ples. But, though he could thus compromise on 
| the appropriation for the Hudson river, Mr. C. 
| found his name recorded against the bill on its final 
| passagé. Now, this was the gentleman who 
| charged the fourteen with a want of patriotism 
because they voted against the final passage of the 
Mexican war bill.. - Suppose Mr. ©. should meet 
| that. gentleman on the stump, and ‘should accuse 

him in his own district of voting against, the river 
; and harbor bill, what would probably be his reply? 


| He would immediately say that lie had voted in 
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favor of so much of the bill as went for the bene- 
fit of -his. own district, and had only voted against 
it on its ‘final passage because it contained other: 
things that he could not approve of. If Mr.C. 
should urge an: accusation against him. on this 
ground before his people, would not the gentleman 
consider him as the most consummate demagogue 
in existence? And yet that same man could repre- 
sent the fourteen as destitute of patriotism; because, 
while they were willing and ready to vote the sup- 
plies, they were compelled to vote against the bill 
on its final passage, because of the preamble which 
was incorporated in it. Would not he concede 
the same justice to them which he claimed for him- 
self? And would he say that they had no patriot- 
ism because, when they came to.a bad thing in 
the bill, which, in their opinion, spoiled the whole, 
they did not gulp it down and. vote for the bill? 
Seventy-two gentlemen from the Whig ranks 
voted for the supplies though against the pream- 
ble. ‘They desired that the two things should be 
separated; butin this they could not he gratified; 
and surely they ought not to be represented as op- 
poscd to the supplies because they were opposed 
to the preambie. | ý 
_ His colleague ‘professed great love for the sol- 
diers, and he had once voted to -allow them ten 
_ dollars a month instead of eight; but when the bill 
came back from the Senate with the ten stricken 
out, and the eight re-inserted, the gentleman voted 
for the bill in that form. Might not Mr. C., on 
the same ground, accuse him of being in favor of 
cutting down the soldiers’ pay?. Mr. C. had sup- 
posed that the gentleman possessed sufficient can- 
dor to doveven. his political enemies so much jus- 
tice as to state the true reason why they had voted 
against the bill.. He would submit it to his friend 
to say whether, if the fortification bill had contain- 
ed an item of appropriation for the erection of a 
building near Bufalo for the reception of fugitive 
slaves from the southern States, and their more 
easy. transportation into Canada, and his southern 
Democratic friends had voted agninst the fortifien- 
tion bill because. it contained that item, which they 
could not get stricken out, would he have come 
out witha furious attack onsouthern Democrats, 
as-utterly devoid of patriotism,- and. opposed to 
fortifying their. country against the enemy? Mr. 
C. presumed: not; and -yetvhis’ colleague would 
have had the self-same reason for making tho charge 
in, the oné-case’as.in the other. The real truth of 
the.case,-no doubt, was, that it was the express 
object.of gentlemen on the other side, by introdu- 
cing the premie, to make the supply bill-so bitter 
that no Whig could swallow it; and then, antici- 
pating such a result, they had their song all ready, 
and ‘were prepared to come but against the whole 
party as enemies. to the country, and refusing to 
the Administration the requisite means to maintain 
its honor. . It proved, however, that in this antici- 
pation, and «in this well-laid plan, they had found 
themselves mistaken; for there was a large Whig 
vote in favor of the bill notwithstanding. It had 
been. a part of their party tactics to liken this war 
to the last war of 1812., They knew that that was 
a-popular war, and. they seemed to have drawn 
the conclusion that therefore all wars would be 
populer : : 
Now, Mr. ©. ¢ 
. Mexico would much better compare with the Sem- 
mole war than with the war.against Great Britain. 
In. 1812 we had just cause for war; the popular 
prejudices were strongly directed against the ene- 
my; and, there were a thousand :causes for this 
which did not and could not:exist in any. other 


cases andi yet, popular as that war. had been from | 


the beginning, there never had been a moment 
when it was in-such high favor as the moment 
when. peace was declared. When the: Mexican 
supply-bill was brought into the House, this clause 
was introduced. into it, stealthily making a decla- 
ration of war.:.Mr. C. should have liked: the pro- 
ceeding far better if it. had been done. in the style 
and: spirit of Old Hickory; if gentlemen had-met_ 
them square.and put to them a direct question of 
o declaring waragainst Mexico. ` But it was not Old- 

Hickory who now filled the Presidential chair, and 


62 


thought that this war against | 


-unpopular to say so. 


“title that was so clear and unquestionable, but at 


not attempted to deny the fact stated; indeed, the 


‘summer, and likely to prove fatal to persons not | 


thing to send raw troops ‘into sucha clime.. That 


Its present occupant recommended not an open and 
honest déclaration of war against the Republic of 
Mexico, but a recognition of the fact that war ex- 
isted. Young Hickory came in at the back door, ^ 
and sent his declaration of war under the cover of 
a “whereas.” This, Mr. C. characterized as a 
sneaking underhand way of getting at the fact. | 
He should have thought much more of their Young 
Hickory if he had shown a little of the manliness 
of the Old; but he defied his friends to discover one 
trait of the old horse in the young one. He could | 
come before the nation and. talk large in his inau- 
gural about all our rights in Oregon, and about our 


last back he came and threw the whole matter on 
the Senate. Was that like Old Hickory? Wold |: 
the old man have acted in that spirit? Or would he | 
not at once have taken the responsibility? He 
thoucht, after this, that they should call their Dem- 
ocratic President Young Hickory no more. He 
did not dare to recommend to Congress to declare 
war, but came tothe House with a “ whereas” 
and a‘ whereas.’? What was the case? Our 
army had been sent on the Rio Grande, and there 
it was understood to be in circumstances of immi- 
nent peril. What was Mr. C, called upon to do? 
The first thing was to rescue the army. Sunpos- ' 
ing a man had persuaded his young children to 
enter a house for the purpose of committing a rob- 
bery, and while they were there the house was 
attacked, what would be the first thought that 
would enter into the heart of the father? Without 
stopping to inquire very minutely as to the propriety 
of their conduct, or how they came to be found in 
such circumstances, the first thought would be to 
secure his children, and then there would be time | 
enough left for farther inquiry. So here, the first | 
thing to be done was to rescue our little army from | 
its perils. The Whigs were ready to do this; they || 
were desirous to do it; they were anxious to vote 
for the bill; but their opponents had put into that f 
bill a pill so bitter that they could not consent to | 
swallow it, and then their enemies turned upon | 
them ag no patriots, because some of them refused 
to vote for the bill. ` í i 
But not only had Mr. C.’s own colleague made 
this attack upon him and his associates, buta gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Doverass] came to the 
rescue, and appeared as their champion—the Ajax 
Telemon of the Administration. This gentleman 
had charged them with loving their enemy and || 
hating their own country; with endeavoring to put 
the United States in the wrong and Mexico in the 
right. The gentleman did not say a word about 
the right and wrong of the matter; and, indeed, it 
was becoming popular in that House to leave out 
of view all such considerations, Whether an Ad- 
ministration measure was right in itself was a thing 
not to be discussed; but he who could jump fur- 
thest in whatever way the Administration pointed 
its finger; he who could out-Herod Herod, and ; 
talk the loudest and the most furiously, proved | 
himself the best. Democrat of them all; and those | 
who would not follow him to whatever he chose to | 
go, were all cowards and traitors. : i 
Mr. C.’s friend from Ohio [Mr. Denaxo] had | 
referred to the climate of Mexico as likely to prove | 
destructive to raw troops, and bad argued to show | 
that the President had no right whatever to send |; 
i 
{ 
i 
í 
i 
| 
i 


| 
i 
| 
| 


an army and post it on the banks of the Rio Grande, 
because.that was apart of Mexico, and the act was 
an act of aggression and invasion. The gentleman 
He had 


from Illinois had not met the argument. ; 
nature of the climate was a fact which no mani 
could deny. The history of Texas, lately pub- | 
lished by General Green, fully stated the fact, and | 
an article in the Union of the 16th of May fully | 
sustained the proposition which the gentleman | 
from Ohio had taken. All history would show l| 
that the climate of those regions:was-sicklyin the į 


accustomed to it.” It was, therefore, a dangerous | 


was the fact, although. Mr. C; knew it was very || 


i 
And then, on the subject of the expense of this || 


war, the gentleman from Tllinois: (Mr. Doverass] 
had remarked, as Mr. C, thought, with a. sneer, 
that he was not cold-blooded enough to talk about 
cost on a question of this kind. Now, as Mr. C.’s 
State would no doubt have to pay. a respectable 
share of the cost, whatever it might be, he did not 
consider it any convincing proof of a cold heart in — 
her Representative if he did glance his eye in that 
direction; and certainly the gentleman from Hlinois 
ought not to talk here too much or too loudly about 
not counting cost, til his own State did something 
about taking up her repudiated bonds. Some of 
Mr. Cs constitaents happened to hold not a few 
of these securities, and it certainly would not be 
disagreeable to them if Illinois should calculate a 
little about the cost of taking them up. 

The gentleman had charged that those fourteen 
Whigs who voted against the war bill, if they had 
lived at Rome in the time of Nero, would, like 


i him, have fiddled while Rome was burning. Now, 


he did not know whether the honorable gentleman 
played on the fiddle or not; but he had ‘no doubt 
that; had he lived at that time, he would have 
dressed himself very neatly, and then gone up to 
the palace and spent the evening with Nero, whether 
Rome was burning or not. : i 
The gentleman had undertaken on this occasion 


'| the defence of the Administration, a thing not very 


unusual with him; for the gentleman assumed to 
he a sort of leader here, of somewhat small dimen=., 
sions, to be sure; but whenever any man so much’ 
as pointed a lance towards the Administration, 
forth came their redoubtable champion to the res- 
cue. Ele had taken the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Detano] and Mr. C. both to task for having first 
made speeches in that House, and then written 
ont for publication what they had not said. If 
they had made and published speeches intended 
for x distant latitude, they had, in that respect at 


‘least, not imitated exactly the gentleman from Il- 


linois, who, when he was about to speak, had raised 
his eyes to about forty-five degrees, so as precisel 
to hit the gallery, and seemed to have directed his 
speech in that quarter. The gentleman had been 
the only one upon the otherside- of the House who 
had so much as undertaken to: defend the. right of 
this country to. the territory on the Rio Grande. 
Mr. C. should undertake briefly to examine the 
grounds ofthat defence, and see whether they 
were tenable. ` 
One of the first things the gentleman had said 

was, that Mexico had done enough to justify us in 
declaring war against her, even had she not at- 
tacked the army we sent into her territory. Now 
the gentleman had not told the House what it was 
that Mexico had done, but left that to be. guessed 
at. It was true that Mexico did owe us some of 
the instalments on her debt. But this was scarcely 
a cause of war; at least it did not lie in our mouths 
to say so, when there had been a time that the 
notes of our own Government were hawked about 
the money market, and could scarce find bidders at’ 
any price, and still less did it lie in the mouths of 
gentlemen coming from States which had Speny 
and disgracefully repudiated their debts. “This, 
Mexico had never done. She had acknowledged 
and was struggling to pay her obligations; and yet 
these war-hawks would pounce upon that faction- 
torn and priest-riddén people, and make it a cause 
of war that they had not- been able to meet all their 
engagements. “As soon as:informed that she failed 
to take up some of her bonds, we claimed at once 
the right to take territory which she said belonged 
to her. When she found this,was it very won- 
derful if she should hesitate to pay the obligations 
which yet remained? We began the quarrel; we 
commenced by committing depredations on what 
she held to be-herrightsi ~ 

Mr. McCLERNAND here interposed, and wish-- 
ed to‘put to Mr. CULYER a question; but ‘ 

“Mr. CULVER declined to yield the floor. Tt 


„was so seldom ‘that any gentleman. on his‘side the 
“House got an opportunity to speak that he could 
“not consent to have his time occupied. = 


Mr. McCLERNAND said that the gentleman 
uttered gross slanders on a whole State, because 
some offence had been given tò him by one of its 


978 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


: June 15, 


Representatives in that Hall. He pronounced jj 
what the gentleman asserted to be a slander, and 
he raised it as a point of order that the gentleman 
ought not to be permitted to proceed. 

The CHAIR, after a brief explanation, ruled 
Mr. Cunver to be in order, and gave him liberty 
to proceed. ne i a 

Mr. CULVER said it was something entirely 
new to insist "upon it as a point of order that a 
member had no right to censure a State for not 
paying her bonds. Among the many new things 
which took place, he hoped no such rule as this 
would be established. He had no ill will to Mi- 
nois, but hoped she would call in her bonds and 
honorably discharge them. 

As he had been saying, the gentleman from Mi- 
nois [Mr. Douaiass] came here, and with a long 
face told the nation, and so in substance did the 
President, that Mexico had done enough to war- 
rant us in making war upon her. Mr. C. denied 
it. The war had been planned and declared with 
a view to gratify that itching to fight her which had 
long prevailed in certain quarters, and which had 
long been eager to get a part of her territory. 
Hence a false excuse was got up for going to war 
against her. The right of the case formed no part 
of it. - We wanted to get her territory, and we 
itched to fight her that we might get it. Did gen- 
tlemen suppose that this course could not be seen 
through? Did they imagine that the world could 
not see and appreciate the motives which led to 
such a proceeding? Itreminded Mr. C. of a story 
he had heard about a tall green Yankee, who had 
contracted a certain disease that was once very 
prevalent at our school houses. He was invited 
to a large party, and the rooms being warm and 
much crowded, the youth began to feel himself in 
a very uncomfortable situation, particularly as he 
had his winter clothes on. He longed to relieve 
himself, but felt that scratching would be against 
all rules of etiquette, so, approaching a group of 
gentlemen who were engaged in conversation, he 
asked one of them, Did you know my father ? | 
Surprised at this intrusion, the person replied, No, 
I never saw him nor had any acquaintance with 
him. Well, said the young Yankee, he was so 
strong that he would comé up to a young sapling 
the thickness of my arm, and he would wring it, 
he would wring it. Well,. said the man, your 
father may have been very strong, but I suspect he 
Was not so strong as your itching seems to be. 
Just so would the world jadge of our pretexts for 
going to war with Mexico, | 

But, again. The gentleman had founded an ar- 


| was every moment in danger of his life. 


gument on the diplomatie correspondence of our 
Secretary of State with the Minister of Spain in 
1819. Mr, ©. had scarcely expected so profound 
an argument from a learned lawyer, and, above 
all, froma judge. It was very true that in that cor- 
respondence the American Secretary had claimed 
the country quite up to the Rio del Norte; but the 
learned judge, before he assumed this as ground of | 
war against Mexico, had better find out whether | 
Spain ever assented to the justice of the claim. | 
Certainly it was a new way of establishing a na- 
tionalright. If in our treaty'in 1803 we had asserted 
the right to this country, had we not, in the sub- 
sequent treaty of 1819, expressly parted with it all ? 
Did we not then recognise the Sabine as our boun- 
dary? Now, if a farmer who had a title to his 
farm agreed by deed to remove his boundary line 
with his neighbor, could he afterwards come and, 
on the ground of his former title, claim all that por- 
tion of the farm that lay between? Had he not 
deeded it away? And if, by his own deed, he had 
relinquished all right to it, how could he go to law |! 
with his neighbor on the ground of his old title?! 
It was true we had claimed all the country up to |; 
the Rio Grande after we had relinquished it by | 
solemn treaty. If that was good ground of daim, 
might not Spain in the same way claim all Florida - 
from us? Might not France on the same ground | 
still claim Louisiana? Nay, might not Great 
Britain herself, notwithstanding the treaty of 1783, 
de claim as her own the whole of the Old Thir 
een? 

But the gentleman had found a conclusive argu- 
ment in defence of the Administration in the fact | 


| 
-that we had recognised the independence of Texas. | 
So we did. On the first of March, 1838, we had |! 


solemnly recognised her independence, but we took 
ood care in that: act 


oundary. And while.on this part 
e might remind gentlemen that their own favorite |i 


; up to the Rio Grande. 


Secretary, Buchanan, and his colleague’s own great 
political friend, Governor Wright, stood recorded 
among the nineteen who voted against that recog- 
nition. Mr, Clay, in his letter of April, 1844, Mr. 
Van Buren, in his published letter, and President 
Monroe, in his instructions to Mr. Adams; all took 
the ground that the recognition of the independence 
ofa Government de fucto settled none of the rights 
in dispute betweeg the parties, and adjudicated no 
claim of boundary; an 
the first time when any man claiming the. charac- 
ter of a jurist and.a statesman had advanced the 


doctrine that the recognition of a nation’s indepen-' 
; dence involved a decision on questions of boundary 


and the extent of her territory. The gentleman, 
instead of making war upon the fourteen, ought to 
tum his. redowbtable lance against Mr. Van Buren 
and James Monroe. EAN 

Then the gentleman had gone on to give the 
House another link in the chain of our title to the 
country on the Rio Grande. He insisted on the 
treaty made by Santa Ana when in. captivity. 
This wasa little remarkable. It was certainly 
rather singular that a gentleman of so much legal 
learning should insist on an engagement made ùn- 
der duress, by a man who wasa prisoner, and who 
Under 
these circumstances, Santa Ana had been called 
on by President Houston to make a treaty recog- 
nising the Rio del Norte as the southern boundary 
of Texas; but, even prisoner as he was, Santa 
Ana would not do this. He made a provisional 
agreement, stipulating for aright to go home to 


| Mexico and to procure the affirmation of the Mex- 


ican Government to the bargain. Without that 
affirmation, was ita treaty? Certainly not. One 
of the reasons why he was set at liberty was de- 
clared to be that he might use-his personal influ- 
ence to get it ratified. Would gentlemen, in the 
open light of day, with the sun of common sense 
shining upon their heads, maintain that an instru- 
ment so procured was a treaty, and was binding 
on the Mexican Government? The moment that 
Government heard of the agreement, that moment 
they protested against it. And, besides, what did 
President Burnet, the President of Texas, himself 
say? He acknowledged that Texas herself could 
not, and did not, comply with her side of the 
treaty. He expressed deep regret that her Gov- 
ernment had not been able to control its soldiers 
and prevent them from breaking the treaty. Could 
an agreement like this, protested against on one 
side, and confessedly broken on the other, give us 
a title to a disputed territory? Mr. C. could not 
tell what might be the practice of Mlinois: possibly 
a lawyer there making an argument like this would 
be listened to in their courts; but most assuredly in 
any court of the State of New York, and he be- 
lieved of most other States of the Union, he could 
not be heard for a moment. 

But the gentleman had made an argument still 
more triumphant. 
some of the soldiers who were engaged in the bat- 
tle of San Jacinto came from that territory. Sup- 
pose they did; did that give us a right to the terri- 
tory?  if'so, the States of Kentucky and Tennes- 
see might claim a respectable share in it, for many 
of the soldiers in that battle belong to those States; 
and so might New York, for some of the volun- 
teers had gone from Mr..C.’s own State. Could 
the very learned gentleman from Illinois be serious 
in urging arguments like these? The very fact 
that they were gravely brought forward here pre- 
sented an instructive lesson, going to show to what 
straits men would be driven who undertook to ad- 
vocate a bad cause. Tis argument was a mere 


i: rope of sand, without connexion or cagency. 


he believed that this was | 


He had stated asia fact that | 


i 
| 
i 
| 
4 
| 


Again: the gentleman had said that the State of | t tri S 
Texas had resolved that she owned this conntry i boring country. Now, the redoubtable Colonel 


| Yes, but when? It was 
one thing to pass a resolution that a large extent 
of territory belonged to us, and it was another to 


were entitled to all of Oregon. 
the territory up to 540 40? Tf all was true that 


was hers up to the Rio Grande; yes, but did Mex- 
ico assent? 


Suppose the State of New York should pass a 


resolution that all Canada belonged to her, would 
that make it hers without the assent of Great Brit- 


ain? Texas said that this country. was hers, but 


getit. The Baltimore Convention, in the fary of | 
its political zeal, had passed a resolution that we jj 
Did that give us: 
| 


was reported, the result would not confirm the | 
‘idea. Texas had resolved that all the territory 


| 


| 
| 


did she send any military force there to take pos-- 
session of it? Yes, she did... She sent twice, and 
what became of her military’ force?) They were 
all killed off or taken prisoners. What sort of a 
title did that give?’ The. gentleman certainly had 
very singular views of law. Such doctrines ag 
these might perhaps be: good law in IHinois, but 
Mr. C. greatly doubted it. He had always bad 
the idéa that it required the assent.of two parties 
to make a bargain. Could a farmer claim aright 
to his neighhor’s farm. because he had inserted it 
in a deed to his son?. Yet’ these were the grounds 
which had. been taken-by the gentleman from Hi- 
nois, appearing in that House as attorney for the 
United Siates. pes r 
All history was in favor of another boundary. 
Every work extant gave another line,-except/one 
lately published in Texas. Mr. C. had before 
him a map” published in 1837, by a man by: tlie 
name of Austin, the son, as he believed, of old 
Moses Austin, in which he laid down the south- 
west boundary of. Texas, and it did not approach 
within one hundred miles of the Rio del Norte. 
According to this authority, (and it seemed to him 


ia very honest map,) the boundary of Texas did 


not extend beyond the Nueces: ie 
The -gentleman had alluded to: the. attempts . 
made by Texas to conquer this country, and hold 
it. But, Mr. C. asked, had Texas ever had pos- 
session of it? She had made two attempts to take 
it, but both expeditions had had a most disastrous 
conclusion. In that sent against Santa Fé, every 
man had been taken; and inthe Mier expedition, 
in 1842, they had met with no better’ success. 
What title did Texas get from results like these? 
Was the gentleman prepared to place our title to 
the country on that ground? Sed Ea 
In the history published by General Green, that 
gentleman had charged President Houston with 
being the real cause of the cruel. treatment. of the 
Mier prisoners, and President Burnet made the 
same charge against him.’ But what was the rèa- 
son assigned by Houston why he would take no 
step to rescue these prisonere? The reason given 
by him to the British Minister was,.that they had 
gone into an enemy’s. country. [Here Mr. C. 
quoted from Green’s book.] Mr. C.:would: not 
undertake to say whether the charge against. Presi- 
dent Houston was or was not well-fourided. He 


| was only speaking about the proof of ‘the Texas 


boundary. The affirmative adduced by Mexico 
to show that the country was hers was-perfectly 
overwhelming: she always had possessed it. . Our 
own joint resolutions of annexation contained in 
themselves internal evidence that the Rio del Norte 
was not settled to be the Texan boundary., The 
resolution proposed by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. M. Brown] had been selected by the 
House out ofall other propositions, because it 
| contained a provision that the disputed.question of 
boundary should be reserved. Those resolutions 
spoke of disputed boundary and disputed territory, 
but what sheer nonsense was it to talk about either 
if Mr. Polk was right. The language of those 
| resolutions must mean something... Where was 
this. disputed boundary? Where was this disputed 
territory, if not between the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande? The magnanimous Colonel Benton had 

ut this matter right. [Here Mr. C. quoted Mr. 

enton’s speech.] 

This strip of land, two thousand miles long and 
| one hundred broad, had been inserted in Mr. Ty- 
| ler’s treaty, but the Senate had rejected it. Mr. 
| Polk made no. treaty-about it, but took itat once 
| by the sword. Colonel Benton had said that, in 
| attempting to.scize upon this portion of territory, 

we were spoiling four Mexican States, and com- 
mitting a gross outrage on the rights of a neigh- 


Í 
1 
i 
i 


i was a great. authority on questions of boundary. 
| He knew where the parallel of 490 ran. (A laugh.] 
He had laid down the true line at the north; and 
now that the storm was over in that quarter, the 
country had a right to look to him to point out the 
| other line at the south; but Mr. C. was much 
afraid he wotld not do it. - 

Now, if the affirmative proof adduced by Mexi- 
co, and virtually adrnitted by ourselves, ‘is truc, 
where would gentlemen find a warrant for the re- 
cent acts of their mushroom President, a President 
who had sprung up in.a night, to the amazement 
of all the old candidates? Where was his right to 
enter into a country which did not. belong tous, 
' and point his cannon at a Mexican town.to ‘which 
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we could have no pretensions? Was not this an | 
act of open hostility? And yet he sent a bill into 
this House, commencing with a falsehood, and 
couched under a shameful whereas. 
» While Congress was in session, and in consti- 
tutional possession of the war-power, this upstart 
President, without their sanction and without con- 
sulting them, ordéred this act of aggression on the 
territory of a neighboring Power. If an act like 
this had been. done twenty-five years ago, under | 
the Administration of the gentleman from Massa- 
chisetts, what could have saved them from an im- 
eachment? But now -the. man who rode the 
I ardest over the Constitation, and who. trampled 
_it.with the most contempt beneath his feet, had the | 
highest claims to popularity. True bravery was 
now exhibited agairist that once venerated: instru- 
ment, and the man who perpetrated an act: that 
suited his own political views, without stopping 
for a moment to inquire whether it was constitu- | 
tional or not, he was the hero of modern Democ- 
racy. j 
Mr. C. meant to cast no reflection on the course 
of his Whig friends who had deemed it their duty 
to vote for the Mexican bill. -He did not doubt | 
that if they had earlier seen the cloven foot, in- 
stead of the little Spartan band of fourteen, there | 
would have been a minority of some fifty or sixty 
against the bill. Where was the Whig who, in 
this debate, had. spoken one word against the | 
Mexican war more startling than thé expressions 
used by Mr. Van Buren in his famous letter. It 
was a very remarkable thing that, in that paper, 
Mr. Van Buren had for once committed himself, | 
and it was the first time in his life. He had there 
declared that the annexation of Texas would be | 
the assumption of a war with Mexico, and that in 
such a war we never could justify ourselves be- 
fore the world. (Mr. C. here quoted the letter. ] 
He again put it to gentlemen to say whether any 
“Whig had employed stronger langunge than that? 


i 
f 
| 
| 


Our Ohio Democrats, who had shed tears of lam- jj 


entation over the rejection of Mr. Van Buren, and | 
the downfall of his hopes, seemed to have entirely 
forgotten all this, and now they thought to make 
black white, and act in the face of their own doc- | 
trines: but surely, of all men, these gentlemen 
ought to keep silence on a question like this, Be- 
fore they made their threats here with declaiming 
against the Whigs for denouncing this Mexican 
war, let them read once more the language of their | 
‘own Magnus Apollo. “Such an authority ought to 
satisfy the West. - Aes 
Now, he would address. himself to the Dutch 
Democracy of Pennsylvania. “These gentlemen, 
too, ought to be silent about this Texan Mounds. 
The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af. 
fairs (Mr. Ci J. InctrsoL,) had told the House 
in 1845 where the southern. boundary of Texas 
was. He said nota word about the Rio Grande. 
He said that the hand of God had marked an 
eternal. boundary between the Spanish and the 
Anglo-Saxon. rice. by interposing the great Mus- 
tang Desert. : : 
ut Mr, Cs time was nearly gone; before he 
resumed his seat, he had yet an authority to read | 
to the gentlemen from. South Carolina. The first | 
hë should quote was that of Mr. McDuffie, the | 
second that of Mr. Calhoun. Whatever might be 
Mr. McDuffie’s faults, he had one excellent qual- 
ity; he’ was always honest, always bold. He was 
totally free from the evil propensities of the New 
York Democracy. Let southern gentlemen hear 
what Governor McDuffie said in 1836. He had | 
opposed even the recognition of Texan independ- 
ence, [Here Mr. C. quoted Mr. MeDuffie.] 
_ What Whig had ever ‘said more than that? But 
he would give them the authority of Mr. Calhoun j; 
in’ 1844. [Here Mr. C. quoted the language of 
Mr.. Calhoun from. a note in General Green’s Fis- |! 
tory of Texas.]} “That gentleman said, that the : 
boundary queren had. purposely been: left open. || 
Texas had been annexed without any specification | 
of boundary, yet. Mr. James K. Polk undertook 
‘to settle the question by the sword... : 
And now, having but a minute left, he would 
occupy it in saying. a` word to the bill of the gen- 
tlerian from New York [Mr. RATHBUN] for secu- 
ring a rotation in. office. It was, as the gentleman 
‘gaid, truly mournful to seehow Virginia had eaten 
üp ahl the loaves and fishes. Why. did not New 
York insist upon her share?” Why did she not go 
“boldly to Mr. Polk and say to him, Sir, we elected 
you; if you do not give us our share of the Gov- 


} 


! Senate, recapitulating the arguments he had before 


: > i. : . oo. H 
„ernment strawberries, we will do as Virginia does; | 


| the United States ship Yorktown, on her late | 


| for purposes of internal improvement. 


| tee on the public Lands. 


„on its passage; when 
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we will kick up our heels and whee! out of line. 
Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, and Mr. C. | 
resumed his seat. i 
“On motion of Mr. PILLSBURY, the committee 
then rose and reported. 


THE TARIFF BILL 


On motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, his sub- | 
stitute for the tariff bill was ordered to be printed. 

And on motion of Mr. PRESTON KING, the 
usual number of the bill itself was ordered to be 
printed. ; 

Mr. GILES asked leave to offer a resolution. 

Objected to. 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McK AY offered a resolution providing that 
the debate on this bill shall cease to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock. 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to amend by inserting 
one o’clock. He had some amendments to offer, 
on which explanations would be necessary. 

Mr. CROZIER moved two o’clock. 

Which last-named amendment was agreed to.. 

And the resolution, thus amended, was adopted. 


Mr. BEDINGER made an unsuccessful effort 
to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
faits be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making preparations for the manufacture of 
an increased number of armsat the national armo- 
ries of Springfield and Harper’s Ferry. 

And the House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, June 16, 1846. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, made in compliance with a res- 
olution of the 3d instant, calling for information in 
relation to the finances. 

The message and accompanying report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury was read. f 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the message and j 
accompanying, documents were referred to the | 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT hid before the Sen- | 
ate a report made by the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry, in compliance with a resolution of the 22d ulti- 
mo, in relation to the spoliations by the American 
troops in Florida during the Seminole war. 


On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD; R 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of al- 
lowing James Wilson the regular compensation of 
sailmaker, for services performed by him on board 


cruise. | 

Mr. CLAYTON, in pursuance of notice, asked | 

and obtained leave to bring in a bill requiring ap- | 
rentices to be employed on board vessels engaged 

in the coasting trade; which was twice read, and | 

referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. ASHLEY, in pursuance of notice, asked | 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill to grant a | 
quantity of public land to the State of Arkansas | 
Read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- | 

The following bills were severally read a third | 
time and passed: - 

The bill giving the assent of Congress to a change 
of the compact entered into between the United 
States and the State of Arkansas on her admission 
into the Union. ` ~ ee : 

The bill for the relief of J. Throckmorton. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Adams & Co. 
and others, i i | 

The joint resolution for the relief of Orlando Salt- | 
marsh and William. Fuller. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 

The bill making appropriation for the Post Office 
Department for the year ending on the 30th June, 
1847, was also read a third time and passed. ; 

The joint resolution in relation to the issuing of 
grants of certain lands in Louisiana was taken up 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, addressed the: 


urged in favor of the claim. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, expressing his opposition 


to the resolution, moved to lay it on the table, and 
asked for the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the ` 
negative-—ayes 18, noes 30. . 

The question recurring on the motion made ona 
preceding day, by Mr, Arentson, to recommit the 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

On the suggestion of Mr. McDUFFIE, the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject was postponed 
until to-morrow. : Sd : 

A bill from the House of Representatives; ma. 
king appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending 30th June, 1847, was read a first and 
second time, and referred- to the Committee on 
Finance. > . : ` 

CHAIRMAN OF FOREIGN RELATIONS. 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order, 

being the election ofa Chairman of the Committee 


on Foreign Relations, in the place of Mr. ALLEN. 
First ballot—Whole number of votes 47; neces- 


| sary to a choice 24.—Mr. Archer 21, Mr. Sevier 


18, Mr. Benton 2, Mr. Niles 1, Mr. Calhoun 1, 
Mr. Bagby 1, Mr. Webster 1, Mr. Crittenden 1, 
Mr. Hannegan 1. 

Second ballot—W hole number of votes 50; neces- 
sary toa choice 26.—Mr. Archer 22, Mr. Sevier 
20, Mr. Niles l, Mr. Benton. 1, Mr. Bagby 1, 
Mr. Webster 2, Mr. Crittenden 1. 

Mr. BAGBY moved to postpone further ballot- 
ing until to-morrow one o’clock, which motion was 
decided in the negative; ayes 17, noes 29. 

Third ballot-—W hole number of votes 49; neces- 
sary toa choice 25.—Mr. Sevier 22, Mr. Archer 
21, Mr. Benton 1, Mr. Webster 2, Mr. Niles 1, 
| Mr. Crittenden 1. 

Fourth ballot—W hole number of votes 50; neces- 
sary toa choice 26.—Mr. Archer 22, Mr. Sevier 
18, Mr. Niles 1, Mr. Benton 4, Mr. Webster 1, 
Mr. Crittenden 2, Mr. Bagby 1, Blank 1. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to postpone further bal- 
loting until to-morrow at. one o’clock, which was 
decided in the negative; ayes 21, noes 26. 

Fifth ballot—-Whole number of votes 51; neces- 
sary toa choice 26.—Mr. Archer 22, Mr. Sevier 
91, Mr. Allen 1, Mr. Benton 3, Mr. Bagby 1, Mr. 
Crittenden 2, Mr. Davis 1. 

Sixth ballot—W hole number of votes 49; neces- 
sary to a choice 25.—Mr. Sevier 22, Mr. Archer 
18, Mr. Dix 2, Mr. Crittenden 1, Mr. Benton 1, 
Mr. Webster 3, Mr. Calhoun 1, Mr. Fairfield 1. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the further bal- 
loting was. then postponed until to-morrow, one 
o'clock. ~ ‘ : S 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration. 
of. Executive business, and, after some time spent 
therein, l 

The Senate adjourned. -. 


oe 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, June 16, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read. . 

Mr. MORSE rose to acorrection. He said that 
on My. Tiszarrs’s motion to reconsider the ap- 
propriation for the dry-dock at Philadelphia, he 
was represented to have voted in the affirmative, 
when, in truth and in fact; he did not vote at all 
on the question of reconsideration. 

The Journal having been ordered to be amended. 
accordingly, was approved. 

The SPEAKER announced that the business 
first in order would be the resolution of the select 
committee on the subject of the distribution of the 
tenth volume of the laws of the United States. 


THE OREGON TREATY. 


Mr. JOSEPH J. McDOWELL rose and moved 
that the rules of the House be suspended, to ena- 
ble-him to introduce the following resolutions, 
which were read for information: 

Whereas the people are the only. legitimate sovereigns in 


„this Republic, and are of right the arbiters of all questions 


relating to the annexation of. foreign territory or States to 
the same, and of ceding: their territory, and transferring 
American citizens with itto any foreign Power: and whereas 
no measure: involving either can be constitutionally acted 
on by tess than the whole legislative power of the Govern- 
ment, and under their instructions, and with their consent: 
and whereas it is believed and understood that the British 
Government, under -the false pretence of a claim.to'a por- 
tion of owr territory west of the Rocky Mountains, denomi- 
nated Oregon Territory, to the whole of whieh, to the par- 


allel ‘of latitude 54° 40/ our title is clear and unquestionable, 


and superior to all other title, or pretence of title, has, it is 
believed, within a few days past, submitted to the President, 
and through him to the Senate, a proposition to compromise 
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what she insists to be the difficulty that exists between her- 
self and this Government, by which she proposes to accept 
nearly one-half of said territory to preserve the peace of the 
two Governments, and compensate her for claims that have 
no foundation in fact: and whereas it is believed the Senate 
has been in secret m up: 
and advised the President to aeeept the same, and embody 
it in the form of a treaty, to be signed by the proper officers 
of the two Governments, and transmitted to them for ratifi- 
cation: and whereas it 
tions that require the sanction of the pe 
of the whole legislative power of the Government, 
not be constitutional 
making power: S $ j 
adjust the matter, when the people and their immediate 
reprosentatives are ignorant of said proposition, would be 
doing violence to 

le, and, i 
be it therefore 

Resotved, That in the opinion of this House it #s the duty 
of the President and Senate to postpone further considera- 
tion ang action upon the same, and submit it to the people 
for their decision and instruction 

Resolved further, ‘That if the treaty-mnaking power, in £e- 
cret conclave, attempt to settle a question of the magnitade 
and importance of the Oregon question, it will ni 
another example of Senatorial aud Executive supremacy 
that is incompatible with the Constitution and the rights of 
the people, and will eall for a prompt corrective, to plaee the 
rights, honor, and welfere of the country in the Keeping of 
those who will best preserve and appreciate them. 


and can. 


Resolved, That the object and parpose of those whe desire ; 
the preservation of the liberty, houer, and true interests of. 
this republic are best attested by open, manly action upon | 


them, that needs no midnight veil to hide them from the pib- 
lie view and serntiny, and that past experience attests that 
any other course but serves to steal the power of the many 
to that of the few, and thus enables one department of 
Government tu enlarge its circle of action, and draw w 
its sphere from the other all that is necessary to make 
preme. 


Mr. G.W. JONES moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER said that à motion to suspend ! 
the rules had already been made by the gentleman ; 
from Ohio, (Mr. McDowexz,] and that motion was ; 


first in order. 
Mr. GORDON called for the con 


the distribution of the tenth volume of the laws. 


Mr. McDOWELL suggested that his motion to - 


suspend the rules had precedence. 

The SPEAKER so decided. 

Mr. Q. W. JONES thought that the Speaker 
had again and again decided that a motion to sus- 
pend the rules to go into committee was at all times 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman 
to suspend the rules would be in order if the very 
same motion had not previously been made. 

Mr. JONES, But for a different object. 

The SPEAKER. € 
different object. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE desired to be informed 


whether a motion to lay on the table the motion to | 


suspend the rules would now be in order? 


The SPEAKER said it would; but nothing | 
would be gained by it, because any other gentle- | 


man might immediately make a motion to suspend 
the rules for a similar purpose, 

Mr. McDOWELL asked the yeas and nays on 
his motion; which were ordered, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brinkerhof, Buf 
Cunningham, Darragh, Edwin H. wing, i 
vin, Giddings, Harper, Hoge, E. B. Holme: 
ton, MeClean, McClelland, MeClernand, J 
ell, McGaughey, Mclvainc, Perriil, Polloe 
Root, Sawyer, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Sta 
St. John, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, and White—Js. 

NAYS5—Messrs. Ashman, Barring 
James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrouga, Brodhead, Milton 


ran, Pos Gar 


Brown, Wiliam G. Brown, Bart, Wiliam W., Campbell, | 


John H. Campbell, Carrol, John G. Chapman, Augus 
Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cobh, jli 
Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, 
Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Dro 

worth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Ficklin, Foot. Gentry, € 
Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider. Hamlin, H 0 
tick, Hilliard, Hopkins, George 8. Houston, 


Jones, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, Lawrence, Leake, 
Lewis, Ligon, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, McConnell, M 
Crate, James McDowell, McHenry, Marsh, Barkley Martin, 
‘Morse, Moulton, Norris, Parrish, Payne, Pendieton, Perry, 
Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rock- 
well, Rusk, Russell, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seaman, Sever- 
ance, Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, C. B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, 
Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, 
Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Vinton, Wheaton, Winthrop 
‘Woodward, Yancey, and Young—116. ? 


So the rules were not suspended, and the joint 
enon was not introduced, 

he question now recurred:on the motion of Mr. 

a W. JONES, that the House resolve itself into 

-ommnittee. of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


on the same, and recommended | 


believed that it is one of the ques- | 
ople, and the action | 


ly adjusted and settled by the treaty- |! 
and whereas an attempt thus secretly to | 


the Constitution and the rights of the peo- : 
f consummated, of no obligatory foree upon them: - 


shoe: 


Sil- : 


: sideration of | 
the report of the select committee on the subject of | 


Asa matter of course, fora | 


ington, Culver, | 


Bayly, Bell, Biggs, : 


i ; W. Hubard, {| 
8. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, : 
Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joscph Johnson, George W. | 


| Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked that the motion 
‘| might be waived for a moment, to enable him to 
i| withdraw certain papers from the files of the 
House. i 

Objected to. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS asked leave to give notice of a 
motion to amend the rules, so ag to provide that nò 
motion to suspend the rules during the present ses- 
sion shouldbe entertained unless seconded by a ma- 
jority of the members present. ` 

Objection was made. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question having been then taken on the mo- - 
tion of Mr. JONES, and decided in the affirmative, 
ithe House resolved itself into Committee of the 
|} Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Coss, of 
Georgia, in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian department, &c. 

Mr. PILLSBURY was entitled to the floor. He 
said he rose under an embarrassment which could 
be ill conceived. Representing as he did Western’ 
Texas, the theatre of the present war, he felt una- 
ble to do justice to the cause in which the soldiers 
of the United States were engaged. He felt the im- 
| possibility of doing justice to the position he held 
on this floor. 

Mr. P. remarked that he had known that the 
subject of Texas had long been the theme of dis- 
cussion and grave consideration in the councils of 
the nation; he thought that all these.matters of nice 
caleulation upon treaties and upon rights had been 

ettled with the settlement of the question of an- 
nexation; that the lordly intellects of the nation had 
exercised their mighty powers upon it; and he had 
never anticipated that at this stage of the question 
he should be called upon to exercise his humble 
powers upon it before the Congress of the United 
States. ‘There is a time and a place forall things, | 
‘and I think the honorable gentleman from New 
l York [Mr. Cunver] should have taken a more be- 
fitting occasion to discuss this question. Every 
circumstance—every particular of the history of 
this subject—has been traced out, the bearing of 
every fact presented, and every argument which 
tended. to illustrate the truth of the subject, has 
been enforced by intellects far superior to mine. 
i] submit to the decision which has been the result of | 
i this elaborate investigation; and even had it been | 
| counter to my inclinations, I should have felt it my 
‘| duty to submi! to what the constituted authorities | 
i| of the country have done. And Lask if this is not 
the course which is enforced upon other gentlemen | 
|| by patriotism and by propriety? All the arguments | 
i| adduced yesterday, feeble as they may have been, i| 


settled. Every gentleman has aright to discuss | 
every subject; but when the time for discussion | 
has passed, when final, definitive action has been 
| taken, when the question belongs to the past, when. 
' new relations have taken place between this Gov- 


H 
! ernment and Texas, however he might have dis- | 
ented from the propriety of the action. which had | 
been taken, after war has been declared, and the | 
country become involved in it, (even had he been 
on the other side of the House originally,) he | 
| would have supported that war, and defended the | 
| interests and the honor of the country. 
| I was surprised, also, to think that the bleeding | 
| wounds of Texas should have again been opened 
atsucha time. I came here ignorant of the rules 
of order in this House; distrustful of my own | 
powers, I had no idea. of speaking before the as- 
sembled wisdom of the nation. {Í came with two į 
-ears and with one tongue, which admonished. me | 
to be rather a listener than a speaker. But called 
upon at this time, and conscious that I am con- 
suming the precious time of the House when ques- 
tions of momentous import are awaiting their de- 
iberation and their action, {I will endeavor briefly 
to present the relations in which I stand—in which 
my constituents and the whole people of Texas 
sland—to this government, regarding as lightly as 
e gentleman from New 


| 
j 
| 
| possible the remarks of th 


| York; for I hardly know the object of them. ` Did 
| the gentleman mean to attack Texas, or her bound- 


‘ary? Or was it his object by the Texas question 
‘| to reach the President? .Did he mean to assail the | 
i| President on the question of Texas as béing a weak | 
i point? I feel, sir, that itis a strong point—that | 
i one of the brighiest pages of his history, and one | 
|i that will go far to enrol his name high on the serol] į 


| capable ef sustaining ten millions o 


would have been in place before the question was į; 


of fame, is the course which ‘the President. of the 
United States has taken on this question. ° This, 
sir, would-be my sentiment were Ta citizen of the - 
older part of the United States; for I Took at the 
annexation of Texas more in regard tothe land of 
my fathers—to the land where my children reside, - 
than with reference to Texas only. I consider ‘it 
rather on account of its bearing upon the great 
principles of liberty to the ‘advancement of which 
Texas, through the long years of her bloody strug- 
| gles and her successful resistance of Mexican ty- 
ranny, has éontributed, and. now, in connexion 
with this boasted republic of freedom, will eon- 
tinue with increased efficiency to contribute all the 
aid of which she is capable. The chivalry of 
Texas have plucked the ‘lorie star ” from the sur- 
rounding night of darkness and tyranny amid the 
thunders of Jove, and they have now, in peaceful 
coalition with the United States, emblazoned it on 
the glorious flag of the Union, and it has taken its 
place in the constellation of freedom. She counted 
not her money; she was actuated by no ignoble 
considerations in the course she has taken; she has 
but evidenced the spirit of the Anglo-Saxon which 
animates.her. She had achieved her independence 
by her own walor; she had conquered a territory 
f population; she 
was courted by Europe; she could have been taker 
by the hand by that nation which is allowed to be 
the ‘bulwark of our religion; she could have 
joined hand in hand with France; she had friends 
in all quarters, because ‘she required noting, and 
was able.to yield something to others; she was re- 
fused annexation when fecble—she accepted it 
generously when she was able to contend with all’ 
her foes. ° . ees ee 
The circumstances under which annexation took 
place, should seal every mouth in this ball in. re- 
gard to the honor of Texas and all her negotia- 
tions. Her boundary was achieved by her own 
prowess; whatéver black letters or titles had ex- 
isted were washed out in the most precious blood 
of Texans—your friends and your countrymen— 
those whom the links which bind human society, 
together unite by the tenderest ties to your cilizensy 
from Maine to the Sabine. Her title originated in 
the events in which that. nation took its rise. 
Thrown. out by geographical Jocation, on the’ bor- 
ders of the ancient, Republic of Mexico, she became 
a barrier to protect that nation from the Indians, 
who are more than equal to the Mexicans ‘in war. 
To this territory, without value to the Mexicans, 
immigration was invited. It required the genius - 
of the Anglo-Saxon race to cultivate such a soil, 
and reclaim it from its native wildness, and trans- 
form it into what it now is. And when the Re- 
public of Mexico changed its character, and was 
converted into-a military despotism, true to the 
instincts of liberty which had always animated 
her, she refused to yield to the tyranny of military 
sway, and they declared, and have for ten years 
of war and bloodshed maintained, her indepen- 
idence. Any set of men, as has been justly assert- 
| ed on this floor, have a natural right to take a ter- 
ritory, the occupation and cultivation of which 
i others have kept in abeyance, and in a state in 
| which itis of no use to any human being. The 
citizens of the United States would have had the 
right to have occupied that soil on the ground of 
‘contiguity. I assert the broad principle that a 
i country kept vacant by the policy of a nation 
| which claims the right of ownership over it, is 


li common property, and reverts to the situation in 


which all land was before it became property, and 
is open to be occupied, subdued, and cultivated by 
man—by those who will do so—as the Creator de- 
signed it should be. But, thank God, the Texans 
have a better title than that of mere quiet occu- 
| pancy. - They have settled that country; they have 
| fought back the Indians; they have become a bul- 
| wark toaggression; they fulfilled all the duties of 
| their relation to Mexico, until the Federal Govern- 
| ment—the Government of liberty—was changed 
| into a military despotism. Texas was driven to the 
alternative of being shackled, deprived of her arms, 
foreed to a base submission, or to rise and defend 
herself; and although feeble, she took the alterna- 
tive of war and defiance. She fought the ‘armies 
of 8,000,000 of people; she conquered them, and 
drove them westward of the Rio Grande. She 
took every fortified town—she left. no single defence 
of the Mexican usurpers on the eastern’ bank of 
the Rio Grande.. ‘She. established fortifications 
| and defences from the western banlk. of the Nueces 
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| 

{ 
| 
1 
1 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
j 
i 
H 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


981 


to the eastern bank of the Rio Grande; and no 
Mexican has ever since had a footing’ on that | 
ground, except.in one or two small villages on the 
immediate bank of the Rio Grande. The sons of 
‘Texas have conquered. the whole territory that | 
stretches-to the Rio Grande. The Republic daims | 
the territory by proclamation; but she earned it | 
by blood. before the proclamation was issued. | 
When annexation took place, no Mexican soldier 
was.on the‘eastern bank of the Rio Grande—none | 
could be retained there. Whatever doubts may | 
have existed in regard to a clear title, (for I believe | 
there are very few national disputes in which all 
the points: on either side are perfectly clear to every | 
man,) the history of Texas shows. that she has | 
redeemed the country from the savage; that she | 
hay acquired.a personal lien on it as property, by. | 
her defence of it in war. She had the revolution 
thrust upon her, and she never ceased to defend | 
her rights and to fight until the only Power that | 
had a'claim was obliged to relinquish it; and | 
whether she had been annexed or continued a free 
Republic, she had the power and the resolution to 
~ defend that territory and establish in. it the same 
laws and institutions as existed in the land from 
which most of her people sprung. 

Mr. P. referred further to the fact that Mexico 
has been, by the admission of the world, in a state 
in which that Government.(if she may be said to | 
haveany government) is not able to protect -her 
own citizens in their rights of life and property. 
It is already well known’ and discussed abroad, 
that she is falling to pieces; and any military chief 
tain or any man would do a service to that coun- 
try who could establish order there-—-who would | 
give freedom to the people, and stability to the 
Government, and make her what she should be— 
the protector, guide, and shield of her citizens. 
Mexico has ceased to be a gov 
government was instituted for. 
"To acquire. her. territory, no Texan desired; to 
see her people enjoying the privileges that are en- 
joyed by the Anglo-Saxon race, was all that they 
wished for. The settlement of Texas, and of the 


eounty in which I reside, was founded on princi- j 


ples as noble, pure, and honest, as those in which 
any people ever settled any country. The Pilgrims 
who landed at ‘Plymouth Rock had no higher 
claims to patriotism or to elevated character than 
had the settlers of the county of Austin. They 
went there to labor, to cultivate the soil, to find 
homes for themselves and their children, toestab- 
lish the’ institutions and to enjoy the blessings of 
freedom, and to mind: their own business; and a 
traveller may pass through that:country and see 
_ the traces of fifteen years severo labor, in the com- 
fort enjoyed, the wealth acquired, in the social and 
refined feelings aiid the social’ institutions and es- 
-tablishments. of life which, in other parts of the 
country, it has taken one hundred years to estab- 
lish. They were brave, worthy citizens; they 
wert there with property; they went there to add 
to it in the pursuit of honest, industrious, perse- 
vering labors: They were forced by circum- 
i stances to take the alternative of war or dishonor; 
they did what the citizens of a free and indepen- 
dent, Republic should do—they refused to adopt 
any course of action which would lead them to 
submit to dishonor or disgrace. 
Mr. P. proceeded to a spirited defence of his 
own constituents. Born in the North—in one of 


the States of this Union—among a people who ob- ; 


sei've all the relations, and discharge with fidelity 
and punctuality all the obligations of life, he hoped 
the delegation from. Maine would pardon him 


when he said that the people of Texas would not j 


| and their efficiency in carrying them out—-would 


‘| voluntarily go back to that country, 


ernment for all that 


stamp the Texans as no ordinary men. The Tex- 
ans, I know, are of the same blood and kindred 


shown by all their acts that they are not unworthy 
of their connexion. Although stigmatized by the 
Mexicans as a serpent, which they have warmed 
in their bosom, until it has gained sufficient vitali- 
ty to turn round and defend themselves from the 
aggressions and wrongs of their pretended protect- 
ors, if serpent at all, they are like the brazen ser- 
pent o? old, which, to look upon by that Govern- 
ment, whose body politic is covered and deformed 
by leprosy, will heal them. That country, from 
which we have separated, requires a chastening 
hand; they require something to teach them to re- 
gard the rights of others, upon which they have 
trampled. ‘ : 
Mr. P., in further portraying the unsoundness ; 
of political constitution and the perfidious and re- | 
volting condition of Mexico, referred to Zavala, 
formerly a member of the cabinet of Mexico, and 
minister to France, who left that country volun- 
tarily, its oppressions having become intolerable to 
any man whose spirit was the spirit of freedom; 
and to the similar instance of Navarro, who sub- 
mitted to a long. imprisonment -before. he would 
x He could 
also cite ‘the State of Yucatan, which separated 
itself from connexion with the mother Gavernment 
without plea of robbery or theft committed upon 


frittered away, and it had at last become the sport 
and the victim of a bloated priesthood and a mili- 
tary despotism—to whose rule no lover of freedom 
would submit, ‘Towards the people of Mexico he | 
had no ill fedlings. He paid a high tribute to the : 
amiability and other virtues of their character, and 
of their high capabilities, provided they could be 
developed under the influence of a favoring gov- 
ernment and the institutions of freedom. Ele num- 
| bered Mexicans among his constituents; he knew 
| them to be quiet, industrious, enterprising men, 
i and worthy citizens; and if the Mexicans were 
degraded atall, he said it was the fault of their 
would-be masters. All the war that was carried on 
; now was carried on, in his opinion, in defence of | 
human liberty, Any traveller in the country ad- 
jacent to the Colorado and the Guadaloupe would 
find the ivhabitants—the Texans settled on that 
frontier, whom he represented —men of substance, 
liberal, generous in all their views, upright in their 
deportment, attentive to their own business, and 
thriving citizens. They have no desire to conquer 
Mexico; they sat down there quietly; during ten 
years. of the time they have lived there, al every 
season not knowing when they sowed who should 
reap, they defended themselves against Mexico 
and against the Indians, who were incited to plun- 
der by the Mexicans; their numbers, by their con- | 
stant exposure to dangers and hardships, have 
greatly diminished; and I venture the assertion, 
that one-half of the band of Texan patriots now 


} 
| 


hale, vigorous men when I went there. Was this | 
i 8 : . 
| no payment for the land which they occupied? | 


knowledged throughout the world? 

It might seem strange to a superficial observer | 
that the Texans, a small and struggling nation, 
should excite so great a sensation in the United 
States.. They have, however, received the aid, the 
consolation, and the care of the citizens of this 
| country from one extremity of the Union to the 
other, while they were an enfeebled. nation; and a | 
little deeper insight would show the moral. They | 


suffer by a comparison with these his old acquaint- | 
ances and associates in the State which they rep- | 
resent... They were ‘their equals in everything | 
which adorns humah nature; the vices to the 
charge of which’ they were liable, were those 
which were not disconnected with the noblest de- 
velopments of human liberty, and-the highest ad 
vances of. human Civilization... Honor, bravery 
amounting almost to rashness, a determination to. 
submit to no aggressions on their rights, and chiv- 
alry, were the characteristics of all. classes, from 
the highest to the lowest... Could men be accused 
„of being an ignoble, an inferior class, when they 
established for themsel¥es.a free government over 
their own land, pay their debts, and, im their cor- | 
porate form, discharge. all the. obligations which 
belong to older Governments?” That trait-of char- 
actor alone—their' resolution to do all these things,- 


were an oppressed people, and.a people oppressed | 
found a sympathetic response to their hardships 
and sufferings in every human breast. No nation 
was so degraded, no nation was so lost to the feel- 
ings of kindred and compassion, as to be unmoved 
at the oppressions of others. This feeling on the 
‘part of the people of the United States arose from 
the fact that Texas was the injured party; Texas 
sought peace with Mexico by all the means in her 
power; the land. in dispute, although. hers by. the 
best of titles, was not worth a prolonged:.quarrel, 
and Texas sought*to settle and heal the differences 
by a pacific policy; Mexico; nevertheless, refused 
all her overtures, until the time came when-it was 
necessary for her to. say whether‘she would bean- 
nexed to the United States. . The annexation had 
taken place; the United Siates found them in pos- 
session of Texas, and they were morally bound to 


i 


with those assembled in this Hall, and they have i! 


her, but becanse the liberty of the conntry had been || 


sleep beneath the clods of the valley, who were |: 


Was not this earning a title to it which was at- |. regara t d 
‘| been followed up by a vindication of the claim; no 
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continue the boundaries where the Texans had 
evidenced that they were capable of defending them. 
It was not necessary that they should have walked 
up to the very banks of the Rio Grande, because, 
after they left the Nueces, there was no natural 
| boundary until the Rio Grande. To the genera- 
; tion that occupy Texas, the boundary agreed upon 
by the United States would be of little moment, 
because every citizen owning lands beyond the 
Nucces (had the boundary been fixed there) would 
have had a fair claim on the United States for his 
property. Mat 

Mr. P. 


could hardly find himself willing to reply 
to that part of the speech of the gentleman from: 
New York, in which, after making Texas the 
means of assault upon the Administration, he de- 
scended to a species of attack never exhibited in 
Texas, in which, without fixing anything wrong 
upon the President—without impeaching hishouor, 
changes were rune upon_** Old Hickory’? and 
“Young Hickory,” &e. What was the object of 
such a course of procedure? Fix a charge upon 
any man, point out what he has done, and whether 
he be friend or foe that charge would go for all it 
was worth. But merely in general terms to pour 
out his denunciations against the President—to call 
him a mushroom, and such like—was oflittle avail. 
The high functionary which was the object of the 
attack, was one whose head was white with labors 
in the service of this nation. ‘These halls testified to 
the ability and industry with which he pursued his 
career to honor and to glory. Hebearsalong with 
him the respect and the esteem of the wise and 
geod from one end of this continent to the others 
and in a particular manner he has won the hearts 
of the people I have the honor to represent. He 
knew their worth; despite this flimsy slang which 
was heaped upon them, he took the acts of the 
Texans as marks that they were not a degenerate 
race. Iwill not reply to such language as I have 
heard in regard to Texans—the sneer, the scoff, 
and the malignant charges; they proceed from crea- 
tures whose instinct it is to light on the rotten part, 
and leave the sounder flesh to nobler appetites. 
One part of the gentleman’s speech J desire par- 
ticularly to notice, because it conveys an untruth, 
unintentional, no doubt. It is that part in which 
the gentleman states that General Houston made a 
treaty with Santa Ana in regard to boundary. 
allude to it with more pleasure, because it enables 
me to contradict a report so injurious to that dis- 
tinguished ‘individual, and tothe character: of the 
nation. He ‘released Santa Ana without condi- 
tion, not because he deserved“ to “be released, but 
becatise it Was a Sound policy, thereby establish- 
ing the magnanimity of Texans, in releasing a cul- 
prit whose life was forfeited, and gaining the good 
opinion of the world. : f 
The resolutions of Texas that show our claim 
to the Rio Grande had been compared to the resolu- 
tion of the Baltimore convention claiming the right 
of the United States in the Oregon territory to 
54° 40’. Whatever the title of the United States 
might have been to Oregon, (and. I believe it was 
once good,) it has no parallel at all to the title of 
the Republic of Texas to the territory claimed by 
it. ‘Phat declaration in regard to 54° 40" had never 


blood had crimsoned the snows of that region; no 
arms had been there to conquer it from a foe. If 
it was good it was good; but it had'no strength like 
the claim of Texas. If she had not originally a 
particle of claim, she earned one; she made her 
title good by that best of all rights—the right to 
use what she obtains, and the power to obtain and 
defend it. ‘© Where the statesmen of the United 
States may fix the boundary, I cannot tell,” says 
| the gentleman Mr: P. wished to impress upon 
this House that the Texans themselves had fixed 
the boundary by the strongest kind of title. _The 
sword was thrust upon her; she had to receive it 
or thrust it back to the foe that invaded: her; and 
when once arms are taken up, “the spoils belong 
to thé victors;” and more legitimately the spoils of 
victory have never been achieved in the political 
or military world, than they were achieved by the 
péople of Texas. A ; 

Mr. P. concluded by expressing his regret that 
he had been obliged to speak upon this subject. 
' fe came here, not intending to obtrude himself on 
tthe attention of the House, but to take an humble 
art in the business of this great nation. He came 
ere, taking as his counsel and guide the eternal 
' principles of truth and justice—those which had 
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foundations. 
He declared his 


acquisition might have remained. Mr. S. then 
passed to an examination of the correspondence, 
with a view to prove his first proposition, that the 
removal of the troops from Corpus Christi, in ful- 
filment of what he designated as a masked inten- 
tion to bring on a war, by the irritations which that 
removal produced, were the causes of it. He did 
not undertake to say what the boundary line be- 
tween the two repub 


could have been peaceably acquired but for the for- 
ward movement of the army of occupation. 

As to the objects of the war, he inquired what 
it was the intention of the administration to do? 
‘Was it to pursue the conquest of Mexico? - Was 


it that our soldiers might ‘revel in the halls of | 
Was it that we might acquire | 


the Montezumas?” 
the Californias and all the mining districts as we 
as the capital of Mexico itself? If so, he was op- 
posed to it. He declared himself in advance in 
favor of peace so soon as peace could be honorably 
obtained. ‘Till then, he would not only exhaust 


every dollar that was in the treasury, but every dol- j 
lar that might be there for years to come but that our 


arms should be honorably and victoriously sus- 
tained. 
to be settled in that way. 
sincere regret that General Taylor had not recei 
authority from the department as soon asany offer 
of armistice should be made, or any disposition to 
return to peace should be manifested, to meet it. 
He (Mr. S.) was in favor of the Rio Grande as the 
boundary. He believed, as he bad said, that that 


boundary might have been peaceably maintained if | 


the question had been properly managed. i? that 
was the object, let it so be proclaimed here. Was 


our debt to be increased millions upon millions (he | 


knew not what it would be before Congress ad- 
journed) to carry on this war? Ele would like to 


have some information on this subject. It was due | 
to the House, due to the country, due to the brave | 


volunteers who had gone to that war, due to the 
tax-paying people, that the object of the Govern- 
ment should be made known. 

Some explanations followed between Mr. STE- 
PHENS and Mr. DOUGLASS as to the position 
assumed by the latter gentleman in a recent speech. 

And whilst speaking on this point Mr. S. was 
cut off by the expiration of the hour. 


cs should be, but he was sat- | 
isfied of the fact that the line of the Rio Grande |! 


Buthe thought that this question was not į 
And he expressed his | 


|l ofa seat on this floor, and from his earliest recol- 
l lections, he had met with many things existing in 


the party relations of the people of this country 


| that excited his surprise, at least. He had been 


prepared to believe that the mass of the people of 
the country, both Federalists. and Democrats, 


Whigs and Republicans, were equally ‘patriotic, 


and that there was no party, either here or beyond 
the limits of this Capitol, that would select, asthe 
salient angle of attack on the Administration which 
now conirols the destiny of the country, the pre- 
cise point of time when the patriot is: staining 


every nerve to bring out all our national resources 


in repelling the invasion of a foreign foe. But 
from a close observation of the course of the: Whig 
party, he had learned that this was not the first 
time when they had been arrayed against the honor 
and interests of the country. lt was, therefore, 
with some qualification of his surprise that he had 
observed ‘the course of gentlemen on this floor. 
What were the grave charges preferred by gentle- 
men onthe other side of the House against the 
Administration, on account of their conduct in re- 
lation to the Mexican war? It was charged by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. G. Davis,] ata 


| former period, and by other gentlemen, and had 


been to-day reitcrated by the eloquent gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Steruens,] that this war was 
commenced by the President; that the Constitu- 
tion of the country has been trampled under foot 
in the most fearful power that appertains to its 
sovereignty, by no less a person than the President 
of the United States; that, in ordering the advance 
of General ‘Taylor upon the Rio Grande, he com- 
mitted not only an invasion upon Mexican soil, but 
a far greater, a far higher oftence—one against the 
Constitution of his country. Without stopping to 
argue this question, he might appeal to his friend 
from Georgia, and to every genUeman of his party, 
to know why slumbered their eloquence when this 
outrage was first committed? Was it not notorious 
before the commencement of hostilities that the 
American army was there stationed? And’all that 
time no opposition was heard to it from the op- 
ponents of the Administration. Š 

Mr. STEPHENS (Mr. L. yielding) said that 
no official information had been given from the 
Executive that the army had been ordered there. 
A few days before the first batte, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] had attempted to in- 
troduce a resolution of inquiry on this subject, and 
the majority of the House did not permit it. 

Mr. LEAKE said he cared not whether official 
information had been received or not; the fact was 
made known through the ordinary channels of in- 
formation in the country, and it was the duty ofa 
watchful sentinel on the watchtower of liberty to 
sound the alarm, whether official information had 
been received or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The attempt was made to 


bring vut the fact by resolution of inquiry, and it: 


was voted down by the majority of this House. 
Mr. LEAKE, ‘Phis, I am informed, (for I was 
not here at that time,) was only on the Saturday 


before the information was received. ‘The con- 
: flict was then known to_be inevitable. And this 
was the point to which I was coming. I recapit- 


ulated a moment only to fasten on the Whigs, as 
a party, the odium that justly attaches to them. 
Mr. L. repeated that they submitted, quietly and 
tamely, to this infraction of the Consutution, as 
they claim it to be, without raising their voices 
against it; and not until American blood ~was shed 
on American soil, not until an injury had been 
committed higher even than one upon the Consti- 
tution, and when an enemy was exerting all their 


| forces to crush the American arms, and prostrate 


American power, it was that these gentlemen be- 
thought that there was an outrage on the Consti- 
tution. It was not until their voices could lend 


some aid to the enemies of their country that they | 


raised their voices. It might be, as Mre Samuel 
Weller would say, an “ hextraordinary”’ coinci- 
dence, but it was an unfortunate one. Is it not re- 
markable that it was not until the conflict took 
place-—until a thrill of indignation ran through the 
couniry—that at the precise time when the arm of 
this nation was stretched out to avenge the insults 
and injuries committed upon us, that that arm was 
attempted to ‘be paralyzed by certain of our own 


i citizens? It was not until the American eagle (if 


he might be pardoned in the allusion to this noble 


ratio! || bird) was about swooping to revenge, that he 
Mr. LEAKE said, since. he had had the honor | i found himself paralyzed and brought down to the 


l 
į 
H 
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dust by an arrow feathered from his own wing. 

And this was American patriotism!’ This was’ the 
attempt to put odium on the democratic President 
and Administration... Mr. L. referred to the anéc- 

dote given in Wirt’s Life of Henry, ofthe man 

who had his cattle seized upon to supply the 
‘starving troops of the country. in that region, 

whose hoarse and dissonant voice, in demand for 

pecuniary satisfaction, was heard, amid the general 

acclamations and rejoicings at the success of our 

arms, crying *‘ beef, beef!’? And now, he said, 

when the whole ‘nation was rejoicing over the 

brilliant victories of the Rio Grande, the: hoarse 

and dissonant voice of the whole Whig party was, 
heard crying out ‘violated Constitution! violated ` 
Constitution!’ They ought to have commenced 

the cry either sooner or later—sooner, before the 

battle commenced, or later, to have waited till it was 
brought toa close, and victory crown ed our efforts. 

How had the President violated the Constitu- 
tion? How was the onus of the war thrown upon ` 
him by ordering the American troops to advance 
upon the Rio Grande? That was the offence, the - 
commencement of hostilities, according to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. I take the occasion to state 
that the President was compelled, in the nature of 
things, to select some boundary beyond which he 
would not go, and within which he-would not al- 
low the Mexicans to come. . The. question is, 
where is that point? f . 

Mr. STEPHENS (interposing) stated that it 
was just where the Secretary of War, in his com- 
munication of the 30th of July, (from which. he 
read,) stated, when he gave directions to occupy’ 
the territory of Texas -to the. extent it was occu- 
pied by the people of Texas. 

Mr. LEAKE. Exactly that point. Now, there 
is a difference of opinion between the peopleof the 
United States and the Government of Mexico (if, 
indeed, there may be said to be any government 
there) on this very point. Mr. L. would not have 
been surprised, had the gentleman from Georgia 
real Mexican authority to show where the line 
was. If we weré to listen to them, it would be. the: 
Sabine: for it was not a great while ago that the 
Mexican plenipotentiary declared that the annexa-.- 
tion of Texas would be just cause ‘of war. On 
the contrary, Texas declared the Rio Grande to be 
her boundary in 1836, in her organic Jaw; :the 
Mexican General, Woll; recognised it as the bound- 
ary, by declaring all found within three miles of 
the Rio Grande to ‘be considered as enemies to 
Mexico; and we within the -present session de- 
claved it to be the boundary by extending our rev- 
enue laws over it. i 

Here, then, is the precise case: The President, 
j under the direction of Congress, in discharge of 
his constitutional duty, felt bound to protect Texas 
as far as Texas hal extended her boundaries. 
How was he to determine that question? Was he 
to listen to the Mexicans, or to select that line 
which Texas had declared, and Mexico, as well 
as this body, had recognised? Mr. L. held that 
he acted wisely, rightfully, in going as far as he 
did. Would the gentleman from Georgia tell him 
what he meant when he said that his [Mr. Sre- 
PHENS’s] opinion was, that the boundary ought to 
have been the Rio Grande, and no doubt it could 
have been obtained peacefully’ by negotiation? 
How had the gentleman arrived at the conclusion 
that the boundary ought to have been at the Rio. 
Grande? i ; 

Mr. STEPHENS replied, that he had stated 
the boundary ought to be'at the Rio Grande, be- 
cause it was the natural boundary. f 

Mr. LEAKE. “Ought it to be,” wrongfully? 
If it was Mexican soil, it ought not to be. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then we ought never to 
have got Florida or Louisiana, because they once 
belonged to Spain or France. I say we ought to 
have got Florida long before we did; and we ought 
| peacefully to have obtained the boundary of the 
Rio Grande. 

Mr. LEAKE (continuing) said he thought, when. : 
| the gentleman announced that the boundary ought | 
to have been, or to be, at the Rio Grande, and that 
it could be, or could have been, obtained by nego- 
tiation, that he announced the proposition. that 
Texas rightfully extended to that -river; for. he 
could not have thought that. the Mexicans would 
have quietly, tamely submitted, by negotiation, to 
| give up that portion of territory between the Nueces 
and the Rio Grande, if it belonged to them.. 

Mr, STEPHENS (in his seat.) I dë not: .. 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


983 


Mr. LEAKE. Then. how does the gentleman 
arrive at his conclusion? - , 

We have sent a special commissioner to Mexico; 
we have offered all-we.can offer; we were ready to 


setile. the boundary and all other questions, And | 
what did they? They drove oùtour minister with | 


a degree of ignominy that would have warranted an 
instant declaration of war on our part. “And the 
ordéred their'armies to march upon the Rio Grande 
-not to..cross it, until, General ‘Taylor had been 
there for some time. % 
nition of the Rio Grande as a boundary. Now, 
when- the gentleman thought we could have ob- 
tained the’ Rio Grande by negotiation, he argues 
against the nature and all the manifestations of that 
people. wee i 
- These facts, thus stated.in this summary man- 
ner, he maintained, amply justified the Adminis- 
tration in the course they had taken in regard to 
this question. i 

He would not stop to cavil as to the expenditures 
ofthis war. According to the received theory of 
the gentleman from Georgia, and the party with 
whom he acted, the greater the expenses the better; 
for they all come out of foreign governments; we 


get all our revenue from abroad, according to their | 
theory, and not one cent of it comes from ‘the 


pockets of the constituents of the gentleman from 
Georgia, or of my constituents; and the greater 
the amount of taxation, the greater the protection 
to the interests of the country., He did not believe 
that this war was going to-be so expensive. He 
believed with the spirit, the fire that had ran from 
one end of the country to the other, it was destined 
to a speedy and a glorious termination, maugre the 
efforts of the Whig party to paralyze the arm of the 
Administration. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said that his motive for 
participating in the debate had originated in con- 
siderations connected with the speech delivered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Cunvsr] on 

esterday. But to-day the range of debate had 
hen so-widely extended, that he felt himself called 
upon to give more rein to his remarks than he had 
originally intended. It was but justice to himself, 
however, to say that he did not rise to deliver any 
formal speech; he was unprepared to do so. Such 
observations as he should make would be those 
which the occasion might call forth. 

Upon. the subject of the war with Mexico—its 
causes and its objects—the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Leaks] had preceded in a course of reason- 
ing.and a strain of eloquence which he (Mr. McC.) 
could not hope to equal. He awarded that gentle- 
man—equally estimable in social as he is exem- 
plary in public rélations—his grateful thanks for 
the victorios ‘service he has rendered to-day in 
behalf of hiscountry. Upon the question of tacts 
he has triumphantly vindicated the conduct of the 
Executive... . . , 

Mr. McG. proposed to inquire briefly into the 
question of authority. The gentleman from Goor- 
gia (Mr; Sreriens} had arraigned the Executive 
upon the charge of having provoked the war upon 
a deliberate design, without cause, and for having 
prosecuted it, under these circumstances, in viola- 
tion of the Constitution. Upon the first proposi- 


tion “it is enough to say, that the imputation | 


which it carries is so improbable and monstrous 
that none scarcely will believe it. . Upon the latter 
he begged to be heard in a few words. Tt is based 
upon the idea that, as Congress is the war-making 
power, therefore it is not competent for the Presi- 
dent to.employ the military force. of the coun- 
try, even for the Ne sate of its defence, or to re- 
pel invasion. . ** Congress may provide for calling 
forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
suppress insurrections, and repel invasions. ” And, 
in the absence of a delegation of authority under 
this'clause, the President might not have or exer- 
cise this power. ` But the wisdom of our predeces- 
sors, ina just appreciation of, the uncertainty of 
human affairs, and the oft-recurring casualties con- 
tributing to engender strife and war between na- 
tions, have Jong since. délegated this. necessary 
power under" certain limitations to the President. 
Asearly as 1795 a law for this purpose was pass- 
ed, and’ it now stands in full. force. „It is under 
the authority of this law, without which in.the re- 
cess of Congress the country might be exposed to 
the utmost danger, that the President finds his jus- 
tification for all that he has done in regard to Mex- 
ico. ‘It is probable that the gentleman from Geor- 


gia had forgotten the existence of this law, or he}! 


Here was a Mexican recog- | 


| would not have ventured upon so untenable and 


serious a charge upon the President. : 
He says, however, in another aspect of the ques- 


tion, that there was no necessity for war, as there | 


was no invasion of our territory. How so? The 
Rio Grande was the southern boundary of Texas, 
so established by her constitution itself. We an- 
nexed Texas as she was organized and offered her- 
self; and hence.the invasion of the territory east 


! of the Rio Grande was an invasion in the con- 


stitutional sense of the term. But the gentleman 
says that the line of the’ Nueces, if he was under- 


-stood aright, is the true boundary of Texas on the 


south. : This is a foregone question. It has been 
agitated, debated, and settled otherwise before; and 


it would be vain and supererogatory to reopen it |; 
‘now. Again: he says that the terms of annexation 


recognised the existence of a question of boundary, 
and provided for its adjusunent by negotiation, and 
that ‘negotiation should have been resorted to for 
the purpose. In answer, it may be said that peace- 


able and friendly negotiation was tried, and in vain. ! 


We have sent no less than two ministers to settle 
it thus, but.with no other efiect than the rejection 
of both, and the insult of the nation. 

No other alternative has been left to us than war, 
or the surrender of the whole or a part of Texas, 
as Mexican moderation might choose to demand. 


Which of these alternatives would the internal en- | 


emies of this war elect? Would they permit Mex- 
ico to fix the limits of her own rapacity ? Would 
they surrender Texas, even if they could do go, to 
the experience of another Alamo and Goliad, after 
solemnly pledging the faith and strength of the na- 
tion to preserve and protect her? Or would they 
war, if it became necessary, as it has, to fulfil this 
solemn obligation? General Taylor and his gallant 
band encamped upon the banks of the Rio Grande, 
to fulfil this obligation, aud there he was attacked. 
If he had halted at the Nueces, the same result, 
most likely, would have taken place; and so also, 
if he had halted on the western bank of the Sabine, 
if the enemy could have reached that point. As 
there was no limit to the Mexican elaim short of 
the limits of Texas, we have reason to believe, 
from her annunciations and conduct, there would 
have been no peace, if her authority had been con- 
tested in any part. 

The gentleman from Georgia assimilates the case 
of the military occupation of the Rio Grande to that 
of a like occupation of the line 54° 40’ north lati- 
tude in Oregon, against Great Britain, and con- 
demns the former because he seems to have no 
difficulty about condemning the latter.” Now, sir, 
(said Mr. McC.;) granting the analogy, it proves 
nothing. Upon the termination of the convention, 
of joint usufruct, if Great Britain should under- 
take to hold the whole or any part of Oregon, it 
would be as great.an infraction of our national 
rights as any similar attempt on the part of Mexi- 
co ìn regard to Texas, and would as much deserve 
to be resisted. Mr. McC. only regretted that the 
constitutional authoritics had seen fit to resist man- 
fully the one case, and submit tamely to the other. 

The Oregon question was the first and only great 
national question which had been brought to the 
attention of the Government under western auspi- 
ces, and it was now about to be sacrificed, if rumor 
was true. An act was about to be consummated 
which, considered in connexion with its antece- 
dents and its probable congequences, would prove, 
altogether, one: of the most extraordinary events 
which has transpired in the history of nations. A 
territory large enough to constitute an empire, to 
which our title is claimed to be valid, inhabited by 
the free citizens of the United States, entitled to 
the benefit and protection of their laws, are lands 
and people about to be transferred to a foreign ju- 


risdiction, from no other ostensible cause than the | 
| fear of a war which may be necessary to preserve 


them. Sir, the secrecy, despatch, and impunit 

with which this act is about to be consummated, 
proves a degree of practical irresponsibility on the 
part of public authorities in this country—Repub- 
lic as it is—which.appertains to none other in the 
civilized world, | A Senate, elected not-by.the peo- 
ple, but by limited legislative bodies, boasts a pow- 
er which the House of Lords.in England. would 
not dare to exercise. _ For one, Mr. McC. felcit 
to be his duty to raise his voice. in protestation 


against the deed which was about to be performed..|! 


He would proclaim its iniquity-even if he should 
be impaled upon the altar of political sacrifice. He 
would stand now where others had stood with him 


| at the commencement of the present Congress; and 
| he would continue to stand there even if he should 
! be abandoned to the loneliness of individual soli- 
| 


tude. Neither the gold, nor the elephants of Pyr- 
rhus, should seduce or intimidate him. If he could 
not wheel and cut about asa shuttle-cock, it was 
his misfortune. God had made him of ‘sterner 
stuff, and he would not rebel against the will of 
Heaven. © x re - 

Events are crowding upon the attention of the 
nation, which should alarm and arouse, the States 
l of the West to a proper. perception of their situa- 
tion -and dangers. f 

Millions have been expended to secure southern 
territorial extension. Florida and Louisiana have 
been acquired. This was right. Texas has been 
annexed. This is right. A war is waging to main- 
i tainy and probably to extend southern’ extension. 
This also is right. He approved of all this.. But 
|| the West has been hedged by the transfer of Indian 
tribes from the South to its borders. The army of 
pioneers have compassed this barrier on either side, 
and closed upon the rear, seeking scope for genius, 
daring, and enterprise upon the distant shores of 
the Pacific; and here again they are met not by a 
savage barrier, but, by the arm of their own Gov- 
ernment, uplifted to cleave our territories asunder, 
and to thrust it from them. This is all wrong. 
Unto governments as unto men, a time is appoint 
ed to die. When this unhappy: catastrophe shall 
‘ befal our Government—and may God avert it!— 
what will be the condition of the free States of the 
West—cut off from the Atlantic—cut off from the 
maritime power of the Pacific? Insulated and iso- 
lated in the interior, they will be reduced to the 
condition-of a pastoral people, paying tribute for 
egress and ingress through the ports of both oceans, 
| The events which have occurred to this connexion 
may not be the result of a deep, strategic, and 
systematic policy, but they may produce as fatal 
consequences as if they were. Let the young Sam- 
son of the West beware that he is not shorn of his 
strength while he reposes in the lap of Delilah; that 
he is not delivered into the hands of the Philistines, 
and his eyes jobbed out. : 

The West may mourn in the desolation of deser- 
| tion, but neither would she, nor would Mr. McC., 
halt in the discharge of their public duties; she will 
adhere to the Constitution; she will respect and de- 
| fend, if needs be, with her blood, all of its compro- 
mises; she will contribute her voice and her influ- 
ence to réstrict Federal power. to safe and constitu- 
tional limits;.she will adhere to härd money, equal 
and.only- necessary. taxation; she will. strive to ad- 
minister the public lands so as to secure every man, 
who deserves it, a homestedd;. to prevent monopo- 
lies; and to elevate the masses to the dignity and 
independence of freemen, in fact as well as in name. 
She will neither swerve nor shrink from the obli- 
gations of duty and patriotism, but will press on 
in the faithful discharge of public duty, hoping bet- 
ter things for the future. 

An apprehension seems to have'prevailed that, 
| to insist upon our rights, both in regard to Oregon, 
and Texas, would be to provoke the interference 
of foreign nations against us. - M. Guizot’s theory 
of the balance of power has been held up in terro- 
rem. But why should they interfere?. There is 
nothing in the mdoeration of their examples. to 
justify it. In India the red fields of battle are still 
smoking with the blood of British aggression.. The 
| capitulation of the Punjaub has just added another 
| empire to those she now holds in the east. In 
Africa, France. is pushing her conquests to the 
limits of an extended empire. Neither is there 
ii anything in the condition of Europe which would 
justify crowned: heads to. venture upon such an 
experiment. The masses: of Europe have been 
laboring for centuries under the pressure.of feudal 
tyranny; but a -new era has arrived—the era of 
| thought, intelligence, and action.  {n Prussia, the 
progress of education has called for a freer consti- 
tution of government. The revolution in France 
has laid the axe at the root of privilege, and no- 
bility is dwindling.to:a mere name. In England 
the com-law agitation has forced a mitigation of 
the iniquities of the restrictive system, and Irish 
repeal and coercion are still left to complete the 
great popular triumph. . 

The time. has. now. arrived when, by the reces- 
sion of aristocracy and the advance of the democ- 
racy, these influences are held in nice balance. A 
war between the United States and any of the 
European monarchies, especially England, would 
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probably spread the flame ail over Europe. It 
would be a war not of force only, but also of sys- 
tems—social, civil, moral, and religious. It would 
be a war calling into action the impulse of civil 
and religious liberty, the triumph of which would 
only be the more certainly secured by resistance. 

To-day (said Mr. McC.) has exhibited a grand 
and sublime spectacle in the history of the world. 
‘We have witnessed the representatives from re- 
mote Lexas—the far West—the St. John and the 
Atlantic seabord, all mingled in council. Itisa 
snectacle exhibiting the moral of civil and religious 
liberty. In the first one hundred and fifty years, 
our settlements advanced five hundred miles from 
the eastern seaboard; in the next seventy-five 
years one thousand miles; and, more recently, the 


waters of the Pacific and has beat against the | 
i 
í 


mountain range which skirts the Rio Grande; it | 


is destined to overflow the continent, irrigating it | 


for the growth and predominance of liberty, | 

Mr. McC. thonght the present war against Mex- | 
ico should be prosecuted vigorously and effectnally. | 
Our invading columns should advance upon Santa 
Fé, Upper California, and the bay of San Fran- į 
cisco; against Chihuahua, Durango, Sinaloa, and | 
Mazatlan, near the entrance of California Gulf ; 
and against Monterey, Zacatecas, and upon the 
city of Mexico itself. Thus we would encompass 
the enemy, cut off his communication, and bring 
him to such terms as would afford indemnity for 
the past, including the cost of the war, and secu- 
rity for the future. 

The gentleman from New York, (Mr. Conver,] 


in the course of his reply to my colleague, [Mr. :' 


Dovenass,] took occasion to impute to the State 
of Illinois a disposition to repudiate her public 
debt. Now, this imputation either proceeds from 
ignorance or a misrepresentation of facts—perhaps 
unintentional. 

Illinois has not paid off the debt she contracted | 
for the purposes of internal improvement in an un- 
lucky moment. But why has she not? Because 
she has been unable, But she has uniformly de- 
elared her willingness and obligation to do so. In 
1842-43, she compassed every means in her power 
to do so. She cancelled the charter of her banks, 
and appropriated the stock she owned in them, to 
the amount of more than $3,000,000, to take up her 
bonds to the same amount; and thus by this act 
accomplished the double purpose of freeing herself 
from the evils of the banking system and of re- 
ducing her public debt. She was the first State of 
the Union to set the example of the extinction of | 
all banks—of discontinuing the receipt of all bank 
paper in the collection and disbursement of the pub- 
ic revenues, and among the very first to resort to 
taxation to preserve her public faith inviolate. 

Asanhumble member of the councils of my 
State, I on that occasion used this language in sup- 
port of this system of policy, which was responded 
to then and is now: 


“Itis identified with the means of relief to a suffering 
and desponding people; it is identified with the honor and 
future destiny of the State; it is what ihe world expect o 
us, and what we must persevere in, ifwe would deserve the 
approbation of good men all over the world.” 


At the same time all of the disposable means of 
the State were put into requisition to reduce the 
debt—unfinished, and the only finished road we | 
had—all of the lands bought by the State in con- 
nexion with her system of improvements—all of 
the buildings, depots, and town property held by | 
the State in connexion with the system—the lands 


ceded to the State under the distribution act ofi 


i 


ji 
i 
i 
$ 


1841—the IHinios and Michigan canal, and the j; 
lands and other property connected with it; all—I |. 


say all these—every thing that the State could com- 
mand, were offered to our creditors, ; 
This was the demonstration made in 1842 and 


1843. Tn 1844and 1845, the canal and the append- i; 


ant lands, lots, and buildings, were again offered, 


and the offer is now accepted. The canal, which | 


has cost some $5,000,000, together with its lands | 


and tolls, are pledged for the payment of interest ` 


and the reimbursement of her public debt, and is 


now supposed to be hastening towards successful | 


completion, 


everything to our creditors, but at the last sessior 
of the legislature we retrenched the public expend- 
tures and imposed an additional tax to meet ac 
eruing iðterest. 

My. GRAHAM said, that bút a short time now 


i 


i 
i 


; Messrs. Washington and Mason—of the claims | 
ide of emigration has mingled with the placid || 


| this subject, a report of which we shall be able to | 
give hereafter, 


i the debt due to us, then a portion of their territory 


remained for the consideration of the Indian bill, i 
and he trusted that it would not be considered as 
out of order to allude to the subject of the bill. 
The Senate had proposed an amendment for the ap- 
pointmeat ofa commissioner to examine and adjust 
the claims of the Cherokees. A treaty was made 
with that tribe in the year 1835 for their removal 
west of the Mississippi. Under the 17th article of | 
this treaty, it was provided that a commission || 
should be instttuted for the examination and ad- || 
justment of claims for remuneration for property | 
lost or abandoned ‘by the Cherokees. The Gov- | 
ernment of the United States gave a high price for |F 
the territory, nearly seven millions of dollars. He || 
held in his hand the report of the commissioners— |i 


i 
i 
oe 


unpaid when the commission was closed. The ob- || 
ject of the amendment was to reverse the com- || 
mission. ‘The committee of the House had de- 

parted from the proposition. He Sent to the chair 
to be read a portion of the report of the commission, 
which showed that there were yet outstanding a 
large number of claims. These claims ought to 
be paid ont of the Indian fund. Me. G. went into 
some details and arguments to show that the com- |; 
mission ought to be established. There was no | 
other way in which the object could be reached. 

Mr. YANCEY next took the floor. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the gentleman to: give | 
way, to enable him to move that the committee | 
rise, for the purpose of allowing more time for the | 
discussion. 

Mr. YANCEY would, he said, make that mo- | 
tion when he got through, if it was desired. 

Mr. Y. proceeded to make some remarks on | 


i 


| 
| 


ti 
1 


1 


He should ‘not, he said, have] 
troubled the committee at all, but for sonie remarks 
which fell from the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Srepnens.] He agreed with that gentleman that 
we ought not to extend our territory by conquest. 
He desired that it should be done justly, and with 
a regard to the rights and interests and the integ- | 
rity of Mexico. In case they could not pay us 


i 


should be taken in compensation for our claims. 
He agreed with the gentleman from Georgia that 
the Rio Grande ought to be our boundary, and he 
thought that the President of the United States had 
the right to defend it. But the gentleman had 
said that we could have obtained the country by 
veaceful measures. But all the accounts from |! 
Mexico showed that we could not. 

Upon the annexation of ‘Texas, their Minister || 
was withdrawn, which was a hostile act. Our 
Minister in Mexico was furnished with his pass- | 
ports. The ruling government was overthrown, | 
because it did not prosecute the war with activity. 
An army was raised to be sent to Texas, and’ it 
had Jong been accumulating before General Taylor 
took post on the Rio Grande, and was intended to | 
Operate against Texas. The Government had 
sent to Mexico a Minister to settle all our dificul- 
ties; and it had done this ina spirit of peace. The 
new Government of Mexico refused to receive 
him; and this refusal was, under the circum- 
stances, a direct act of hostility. The Executive 
was under obligations to carry out the laws of the | 
country. He had proposed negotiation, but the 
other party had refused to treat. What was the ii 
Executive todo? Was it not his duty to extend | 
our laws over our citizens in that territory ? 

Mr. STEPHENS here remarked that the Gov- 
emment of Mexico had not refused to negotiate 
upon the subject of the boundary. 

Mr. YANCEY said the Mexican Government |! 
refused to receive our Minister in any capacity, | 
Our claim to the territory ought to be respected || 
and maintained until jt was curtailed by the trea- į 
ty-making power. We had, by law, established i; 
a custom-house beyond. the Nueces. The Presi- |; 
dent knew no other than the boundary of the Rio 
Grande. ‘She Mexican army had crossed the || 


it 


river and murdered our men, and had placed them- |! 


selves between the camp and the depot, to cut off |! 


» the American troops. Now, he would ask, wheth- | 
| er, while we were at war, while the jealousy of | 
n n.. | Great Britain and France was excited by that war, 
But this is not all; we have not only offered 


while it was rumored that one of these Powers 
would interfere with our movements on the Pacific, 
this was the time to declare that the war was un- 
jast? He was sorry that the gentleman from | 
Georgia, for whom he had a high respect, had lent ;' 
his countenance to the opposition to this war—an | 


i 


i 
i 
} 


| Ways and Means. 


il amendment thus amended. 


ii suppletnentary to the original bill. 


opposition which 
abolitionists. ; ee ee ae 

Mr. Y. here made kome remarks in reply. to the 
eulogium which the gentleman from. Georgia had 
ronounced on the eonduct of Mr. Weébster ag 
Secretary of State. He (Mr. Y.) had ‘spoken 


ought. to “have been left. to the 


| freely, in a former debate, as to` that 'gentleman’s 


politeal history; and if he was one who was to be 
drawn up, as morning mist, by this noonday sun; 
to be dispersed into clouds, that would increase by 
reflection the glory and beauty of the day, he 
hoped he would fall again in. refreshing showers 
upon those regions rendered arid by the political 
doctrines of that gentleman. He had’ (he said} 
been misunderstood by the public, and in. this 
House, as to the fact that he had’ made charges 
against Mr. Webster. He had expressly stated 
that he did not intend te discuss those charges a¢ 
that time. In relation to the reports of the com- 
mittees, he was free to say, that the charges against 
Mr. Webster had been, in a moral sense, dis- 
proved. But if money was drawn, through Mr. 
Ernie , for the purposes allegéd, it was improperly 


; used, and, according ‘to the statements of the gen- 


teman from Ohio, .[Mr. Briykernorr,} Mr. 
Webster, when he left the department, was a de~ 
faulter. pot nero 

He could not sée how the God of battles could 
be invoked to bless our arms, if, as the gentleman 
from Georgia had alleged, our cause was unjust. 

Mr. STEPHENS explained that he had never 
said it was unjust.. The removal to the Rio Grande 
he had declared to. be unnecessary and improper, 


i| and thatit was not right for the Executive to makè 


the removal. oe 
Mr. YANCEY had not, he said, misundérstood 
the gentleman. The war was, in his view, to be 
attributed to an impropér and’ unnecessary retno- 
val, He feared that his friend had shared in that 
hasty plate of soup; and that he had in view thé 
cause of that. removal, whén he had chosen to lead. 
his political forces. cod 
Ar. JACOB THOMPSON spoke to the subject 
of the amendment of the Senate to the bill, and 
suggested some amendments.. a 
He moved that the committee risé, in to 
afford time for the continuance of the discussions 
tor he said, it was impossible: to take üp the 
to-day. ates ie 
My McKAY suggested that the question be 
taken on the amendments, aid that. the bill be rê- 
ported, and the discussion concluded in the House. 
Mr. THOMPSON withdrew his motion. ` 
The hour of two having arrived, the commiitiee 
proceeded to vote on the amendments. Several of 
them were concurred in, some with and soma 
without amendment. The residue were disagreed 
to on the recommendation of the Committee of 


The committee then rose and reported the bill 
and amendments to the House. 


SUPPLEMENTAL WAR BILL. 


Mr. HARALSON, from the committee on con- 
ference appointed on the suhjéct of the disagreeing 


| votes of the’ two Houses on this bill, (on leave) 


made the foHowing report: 


The committee of conference on the part of the House 
of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses of Congress on the bill entitled * An act supplement- 
al to an act entitled ‘An act providing for the prosecution of 
the existing war between the United States andthe Republie 
of Mexico, and for other purposes,’ ” respectfully report: 

That they have met the conierees on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and, after free and full conference upon the subject of 
the said disagreeing votes, the. joint conferees have, agreed 
to recommend, and do recommend, as follows: Bay 

That the amendment of the House to the first section OF 
the original biH providing for the reduction of the number of 
general officers “when the war with Mexico: shail termi- 
unate,” be amended by striking out, and substituting for the 
word * terminate” the following words, viz: “be terminated 
by a definite treaty of peace duly concinded and ratified,” 
and that the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 


"That the House of Reprosentatives recede from “its disa- 
greement to the votes of the Senate disagreeing with the 
amendments which constitute the 15th and 16th ‘sections 

Should these recommendations be adopted, their effect 
will be to retain the first section of the original bill as amend- 
ed by the House, with the exception of the words above 
proposed to be substituted for the word “terminate,” and to 
strike out thejsections numbered 15 and 16 supplementary to 
the bill as passed by the Senate. * 

HUGH A. HARALSON, 


H. WHITE, ats 7 
Committee on the part of the House. ` 
OTT, Sty 


JOHN A. DIX, 
JAMES D. WESTCO 
Osmnmittee on the part of the Senate: 


$ 
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_Some.desultory remarks followed as to the vari- 
rious items of the proposed compromise, in which 
Messrs. SAWYER, HAMLIN, G. S. HOUS- 
TON, and McK AY, participated. i 

Mr. HARALSON demanded th 


A . he previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded. ; 


And the main question (on concurring in the re- | 


port) was ordered to be now taken. | 

The yeas and nays were asked, and refused. 
. And.then, by ayes 94, noes 54, the report was 
concurred in, Gane i 

The. House: resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate. to the bill making. ap- 
propriations for the Indian department for the fis- 
eal year ending the 30th June, 1847; and the action 
of the Committee of the Whole thereon was stated, 
when— : ; i 

The said amendments were fully explained by 
Mr. McKAY, the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. -` : 

. Remarks, suggestions, and explanations were 
also made in relation to them by Messrs. VANCE, 
ST. JOHN, HOUSTON, of Alabama, and CRO- 
ZIER. | i 

And pending the subject— 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnezspay, June-17, 1846. 


Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of a com- 
mittee ‘of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, praying an 
appropriation for the completion of the marine 
hospitals in the West; which was read and refer- 
red to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON presented -a docu- 
ment relating to the petition of Daniel Homans; 
which, with the papers on file, was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

‘Mr. CASS presented proceedings of a meeting 
of citizens of Detroit, Michigan, approving of the 
measures adopted for carrying on the war against 
Mexico, and pledging their.support to the Govern- 
ment in any collision which may occur with anoth- 
er nation; which was printed and laid upon the 
table.’ 

Mr. C. also presented the memorial of J. Van- 
derlyn, and other citizens of the United States 
now in Paris, praying Congress ta purchase Cat- 
lin’s collection of: Indian Portraits, &c.; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. WEST COTT presented a petition of Kings- 
ley B. Gibba, executor, of Zephaniah ‘Kingsley, 
deceased, praying payment of the interest award- 
ed by a judgment of the. supreme court.of East 
Florida, er the - treaty. of. 1819 with Spain; 
which: was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


diary ii 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


. Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted an adverse report 
upon the petition of Abigail Edgerly; which was 
-ordéred to be printed. > mae ; 

Mr. J., also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of Folly 
Biggs; which was ordered to be printed. 

Ar. GREENE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lùtionary Claims, submitted an adverse report 
upon the petition of William Bryant; which was 
ordered tobe. printed. : : : 


APPOINTMENT OF MILITIA OFFICERS. 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee of Conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Hlouses:‘on the bill 
supplemental to an act for the prosecution of the 
existing war with Mexico, made the following re- 
ports o oo spl Feni 
The Committee of Conference on the part of the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of. the two Houses of Congress on 
the bill éntitled An act supplemental to an act entitled ‘An 
act ‘providing ‘for the prosecution ‘of the: existing war be- 
tween the United States and the Republic of Mexico, and 
for other purposes, ? respectfully report: 

That they have met the conferees on the 


art of the 


House of Representatives, and after free and full confer- | 


eee upon’ the subject of said disagreeing votes, the. joint 
conferees have agreed. to recommend, 
as follows: € 

Thar the amèn 
the original biH; p 


dment- of thé “Hoiise to the first section of 
roviding for the reduction of, the number 
of general officers “when the war with Mexico shall termi- 
nate,” be amended, by striking- out, and substituting for the 
word “terminate” the following words, viz: “be termina- 
ted by a definite treaty of peace duly concluded and ratified, 

and that the Senaté recede from its. disagreement to the 


endment thus amended, — i fore 
That the House of Representatives recede from its dis- 


and do:reconimend, | 


i Sion by 


agreement to the vote of the Senate disagrecing with the 
amendments which constitute the- fifteenth and sixteenth 
sections supplementary to tbe original bill. N 
Should these recommendations be adopted, their. effect 
will be to retain the first section of the original hili as amend- 
ed by. the House, with the exception of the words above pro- 
posed to be substituted for the word “terminate,” and to 
strike otit the sections numbered fifteen and sixteen supple- 
mentary to the bill ds passed. by the Senate. 
JOHN A. DIX, 
JAMES D. WESTCOTT, Jr., 
Committee on the pirt of the Senate. 
HUGH A. HARALSON, 
H. WAITE, : 
Committee on the part of the House. 


_ Mr. MANGUM stated that, as a member of the 
committee, he had disagreed, out and out, to one of 
the amendments; he therefore moved that it be laid 
on the table until to-morrow, to give Senators an 
opportunity further to examine the subject. It 
involved a great fundamental principle, and was 
altogether too important a question to be hastily 


| decided. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said there were, in his 
opinion, insuperable objections to the bill in the 
shape in which it was now recommended to be 
passed. He indicated, as one of its objectionable 
features, though he believed it arose from inadver- 
tence rather than design, that as the bill now stood 
the President was directed to sclect and appoint 
surgeons and assistant surgeons for alt the regi- 
ments called into service, these officers having been 
in the meantime appointed by the State authori- 
ties, under the impression that It wasa matter which 
appertained to.the States where the troops were 
raised to grant commissions to such officers. He 
had received letters from officers who had been 
thus appointed, and had gone out with the army, 
expressing anxiety about their commissions. Why 
should Congress desire to take away from the State 
authorities the appointment of surgeons and assist- 
ant surgeons ? What a curious compound would 
be presented by these troops, officered partly by 
Federal and partly by State authority. There 
would be an incongruity highly discreditable in 
such a course of procceding, The act to which 
this was intended as a supplement authorized the 
acceptance of the services of volunteers for a period 
of twelve months. This bill authorized the Presi- 
dent, in his discretion, to appoint from the militia 
or otherwise, general officers whose service could 
not be commanded or exacted for more than three 
months. It was wholly incongruous, inapplicable, 
and inappropriate, calculated only to produce con- 
fusion in the service. He was anxious that the 
bill should be put into a proper state, so as to effect 
all the good that was proposed to be attained by 
it, and that in a legitimate and appropriate man- 
ner. He trusted that the Senate would dissent 
from the report of the Committee of Conference, 
and that the subject would be postponed until to- 


morrow; and he would take upon himself, if some . 


one more competent did not do so, to prepare a 
bill which should be free from the objections which 
he had mentioned. He moved its postponement. 
Mr. DIX said this bill had been before the Sen- 
ate for a month, and it was highly important that 
it should be speedily passed, inasmuch as it pro- 
vided for the appointment of ofticers whose services 
were indispensable. Great embarrassment had 
already been experienced for want of the assist- 
ance of these officers. In regard to the second 
section of the bill, which authorized the President 
to call into service general officers from the militia, 
this had been the subject of considerable discus- 
the committee. . He believed tone of the 
committee baer i 
it was understood that it would be inoperative. 
was not, however, under the control of the com- 
mittee; they had-only to treat with those portions 


| of the bill upon which the votes had disagreed. 


With regard to the appointment of surgeons, to 
which the honorable Senator from Kentucky had 


approved of that provision, but į 
It | 


alluded, it was to be remembered that those ap- | 


pointments. came under the provision which re- 
quired the concurrence of the Senate. The report 
of the committee of conference had been accepted 
by the other House, and they had receded from 
every vote of disagreement, with.the single excép= 
tion of the first. proviso; and ‘all they ‘asked of the- 
Senate was, that they would. recede: from’ the po- 


| sition they tock with respect to that proviso. He 
te i pt the report of the |; 
committee, and that the bill would pass without ; 


ad 


hoped the Senate woul 


‘any further delay. Naas : 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he would much father 


t there should be delay than that the bill should be 


i permitted to pass in a sha 


| Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, and Yalce—28. 


i taken, were as follows: 


pe so utterly devoid of 
principle or propriety. This section, they were 
told, was expected to be inoperative. Was it in- 


| tended to hold out the idea to the fifty thousand 


volunteérs that théy were to be commanded. by 
their own officers, and afterwards that such expec- 
tation should be defeated? _ 

Mr. DIX remarked that hé did not say that it 
was intended to be inoperative; but that he pre- 
sumed it would be. i oe 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he thought the gen- 


{| leman had no right to complain if he ‘should say 


that it was intended to be operative; that it Was 
intended to be what it was, and what it undoubt- 
ly would be; that it was intended to take from the 
States the power of designating their militia officers. 
Under the operation of our Constitution all militia 
officers were to be appointed by the States; but 
this bill, in direct violation of it, authorized the 
President of the United States to make the ap- 
pointments. ` Nothing could be more obviously 
and directly in the teeth of the Constitution, And 
it was not only a constitutional but a great popular 
question. . He was not willing to be instrumental 
in taking from the States any of their rights and 
privileges. 

Mr. BENTON expressed his decided dissatis- 
faction with the section of the bill relating to the 
appointment of the officers of the various regi- 
ments of volunteers by the President. They would 
thus have volunteérs for a year’s service and gen- 


| eral officers to command them for three months. 
i He suggested that the shortest way to remedy the 


difficulty would beto adopt the recommendation 
of the Senator from Kentucky, and draw a bill of 
three lines to repeal the section. í 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, Mr. ATCHISON, Mr. 
MILLER, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. WESTCOTT, 
Mr. MOREHEAD, and Mr. JARNAGIN, made 
a few remarks on the question. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that it did appear to him 
that there were constitutional objections against 
giving the power to the President. So a majority 
of the Senate had already decided. At the same 
time, it was highly desirable that there should be 
no unnecessary delay, 'The great question seemed 
to be how the difficulty could be best got rid of. 
It did appear to him, and so he hoped it would 
also appear in the judgment of a majority of the 
Senate, that the most advisable mode of proce- 
dure would be to lay the report on the table, and 


frame another bill avoiding the: objections raised 
against this ‘bill, retaining all that: s proper : 
rejecting all that was Unconstitutional. Hep 


sumed that such a-bill could be passedhrough the 
Senate in a day, and he took it for granted that 
there would be no delay in the other House. He 
should be very glad if, by common consent, the 
only proper mode were adopted. He was entirely 
opposed to enacting unconstitutional provisions, 
even if immediately repealed. They should be 
careful to guard against any infringement of the 
great charter of their liberty. It was safe in 
common times. It was in times like the present 
that there was danger of establishing bad prece- 
dents. ; 
The yeas and nays having been ordered on the 
Motion to postpone, the question was then taken 
and decided in the negative: oes 
YEAS~—-Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, 


“Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, 


Greene, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, 
Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Simmons, Upham, Webster, and 
Woodbridge—25. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Botton, ‘Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Col- 
quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfeld, Hanuegan, Haywood, Jen- 
ness, McDuflie, Niles,: Pennybacker, . Semple, Sevier, 


The qiesnon then being on concurring in the 
report, the yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Bright; Caluoun, Cameron, 


! Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hati- 


negan; Haywood, Houston, Jenness, Johnson of Maryland, 

Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Stir- 

geon, Turney, Westcott, and: Yulee—32.. . 
NAYS=-Messrs. Archer, Burrow, Thomas. Clayton, Cor 

win; Critténden, Davis; Dayton, Evaris, Greene, Hunting- 

ton, Jöhnsón. of Loüisiðta, Maagim, Miller, Morehead 

Pearce, Phelps, Upham, Webster, and Woodbridgé—19, 
So-the report was concurred in, 


“= “<RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 
Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on the 


! District of Columbia, reported the bill for the re- 


E 


June 17, 


Aa 


trocession of the city and county of Alexandria, 
with a recommendation that it be rejected. 


PAY OF SOLDIERS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 
introduce a bill to increase the pay of privates in 
the army of the United States to ten dollars per 
month during the Mexican war. 

[A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, informing the Senate that hehad 
signed and approved the ‘act making alterations 
in the pay department of the army.” A message 
in writing was also received.] 

SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then passed to the special order, 
being the unfinished business of yesterday, the | 
election of'a chairman of the Committee on Foreign. 
Relations. | 

Six ballotings had already taken place on yes- 
terday; and, before proceeding to the seventh bal- 
lot to day, 

Mr. ARCHER rose and tendered his grateful 
acknowledgments to those who had given their 
votes yesterday in favor of his appointment as 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He observed that he was not one of those who 
thought that the chairman of that committee ought | 
ta be the mere organ of the Executive in that body; 
on the contrary, he thought he ought to be the 
organ of the body itself, or of the committee over 
which it was his duty to preside. And he was 
further of opinion that, when any gentleman was 
put into that office by a mixed vote, he ought not 
to be satisfied to assume the discharge of the duties 
appertaining to it unless called on by a decided ma- 
jority of the Senate. Finding by the vote that was 
given yesterday that this would not be his case, 
he desired that his name might be omitted in the 
vote about to be given. 

The Senate then resumed the balloting. 

Seventh ballot—Number of votes 51; necessary 
to a choice 26.—Mr. Sevier 19, Mr. Webster 18, 
Mr. McDuffie 5, Mr Benton 3, Mr. Crittenden 2, 
Mr. Lewis 1, Mr. Colquitt 1, Mr. Clayton 1, 
Mr. Bagby 1.. f 

Eighth balloi—Number of votes 52; necessary 
to a choice 27.—Mr. Sevier 22, Mr. Webster 20, 
Mr. McDuffie 5, Mr. Benton 2, Mr. Crittenden 2, 
Mr. Bagby 1. 

Ninth ballot—Number of votes 52; necessary to 
a choice 27.—Mr. Sevier 20, Mr. Webster 20, Mr. 
McDuffie 10, Mr. Benton 1, Mr. Crittenden 1. | 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said, he was unwil- |; 
ling to be the occasion of preventing the choice of 
a chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
by permitting his own name to be used for that | 
office any longer than was necessary to obtain a 
fair expression of the wishes of the Senate. There | 
seemed to be some diversity of opinion, and he was 
not for continuing that diversity; he begged, there- 
fore, that he might be omitted. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to postpone all further bal- | 
loting until one o’clock to-morrow; which was 
rejected. 

Tenth ballot—Whole number of votes 49; ne- 
cessary to a chive 25.—Mr. Sevier 22, Mr. Mc- | 
Duffie 15, Mr. Crittenden 6, Mr. Benton 2, Mr. 
Calhoun 1, Mr. Davis 1, Mr. Corwin 1, Mr. Han- 
negan 1, 

Eleventh ballot— Whole number of votes 53; ne- 
cessary to a choice 27.—Mr. Sevier 19, Mr. Me- |; 
Duffie 23, Mr. Crittenden 5, Mr. Dix 1, Mr. Rusk 
l, Mr. Davis 2, Mr. Evans 2, and 1 blank. ot 

After the announcement of this ballot, Mr. SE- |i 
VIER requested that his name should be with- ;| 
drawn. . i 

Twelfth ballot—Whole number of votes 50; ne- || 
cessary to a choice 26.—Mr. McDuffie 25, Mr. | 
Sevier 6, Mr. Calhoun 4, Mr. Niles 2, Mr. Rusk || 
1, Mr. Bagby 1, Mr. Benton 2, Mr. Cameron 1, i] 
Mr. Colquitt 2, Mr. Davis 3, Mr. Crittenden 3. 

Thirteenth ballot—Whole number of votes 53; 
necessary to a choice 27.—Mr. McDuffie 31, Mr. 
Calhoun 3, Mr. Sevier 3, Mr. Fairfield 1, Mr. 
Turney 1, Mr. Bagby 1, Mr. Colquitt 2, Mr. Rusk |} 
l, Mr. Johnson of Maryland 1, Mr. Davis 2, Mr. i 
Benton 1, Mr. Dix 1, Mr. Crittenden 3, Mr. Niles 3. ¿i 

So Mr. McDurri, having received a majority j; 
of all the votes, was declared duly elected chair- f 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations. ii 


On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate 
then went into Executive session; and, after some 


j 
. > . | 
time spent therein, adjourned. i 


j duce the following resolution: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 17, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. ` i 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- |; 


ness to be the report of the select-committee in re- 
lation to the tenth volume of the laws. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL WARREN. 


Mr. DANIEL P. KING moved (this being the 
anniversary of the battle of Bunker Hill) that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of ta- 
king up the bill to erect a monument to General 
Warren. : : 3 nee 

The House refused to go into committee. 

Mr. THOMAS B. KING asked leave to intro- | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to report to this House 
the particulars and the result of the experiments 
with the revenue cutters Spencer and. McLane, 
recently made under the superintendence of officers 
appointed by him and by the Secretary of the 
Navy, for the purpose of testing. the comparative 
merits and speed of propellers and paddle-wheels 
applied to ocean steamers; and the Secretary of 
the INavy is hereby directed to furnish to the Sec- 
retary ot the Treasury the reports of the officers 
detailed to this duty by him. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. K. moved a suspension of the rules, 

But the House rejected the motion. 

So the resolution was not received. 

On motion of Mr. HENLEY, (submitted on 
leave,) the bill for the relief of- Benjamin Tatham, | 
junior, Henry B. Tatham, and G. N. Tatham, was į 
recommitted to the Committee on Patents. 


On motion of Mr. GORDON, the House re- 
sumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
heretofore reported from the select committee on 
this subject: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House cause to 
be distributed the tenth volume of the Laws of the 
United States, in the same manner as the eighth 
and ninth volumes were distributed. 


The pending question being on the amendment 
providing that none of said volumes should be de- 
livered to members of Congress. : ¢ 

Mr. GORDON demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded, 


j 
j 
t 
i 
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-|f land and improvements of this tribe, and: the ob- 


ligation of the treaty binding the United States to 

stand by the first appraisement.made,) in which 

Messrs. TIBBATTS, ST. JOHN, CUMMINS 

and JACOB THOMPSON participated: o >- 

| Mr. G. S. HOUSTON demanded the previous 
question, but there was no second; © | i 

The discussion was continuéd by Messrs. MOR- 
RIS, ROOT, (in explanation) CUMMINS, and 
| BRINKERHOFF, (in explanation.) " 

[A message in writing was received. from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of J. 
Knox Walker, Esq., his Private Secréetary.] 
` Mr. COBB demanded the previous question; but 


> 


waived the motion, to enable > 0> 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON to offer a proviso that no 
money should be pad to. any white mai or quarter 
| Indian, but should be divided among the Indians; 
which amendment was not in order. 
| She demand for the previous question was. then 
seconded. : f 
The main 
taken, : ; : À 
` The amendment of Mr. Tingarrs to the 
ment of the Senate was agreed to. E 
` And the amendment of the Senate, thus amend- 
ed, was concurred in. i i 3 
Mr. J. J. McDOWELL moved a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote, with a view tọ make. certain ex- 
planations; which, however, he was precluded 
from making on a decision of the Speaker, that the 
motion to reconsider was not. debatable. 
The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before. the 
House several bills and messages from the Senate, 
which. were appropriately disposed of. 


POST OFFICE. APPROPRIATIONS. 


The amendmendments of the Senate to. the bill 
making appropriation for the Post Office Depart- 
ment for ihe fiscal year ending 30th June, 1847, 
were read and committed. Å ; 

And the House forthwith resolved itself into 
Committee of the. Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Kewnepy, of Indiana, in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the said amendments 
of the Senate. ; : i 

The amendments propose—_ eee 

lst. To strike out the item: “for transportation 
of the mails, $3,075,000, including $25,000 for the | 
line of mail steamers from New York.to.Bremen;’’ 
and to insert, ‘ for the transportation. of the mails, 
$2,700,000. And the Postmaster General is hereby 


question was ordered, and, being 


amend- 


Sod, 


‘The main question was ordered, and, being taken, 
the question was agreed to. i 

The question then recurred on the substitute 
heretofore offered, providing that the Clerk be in- 
structed to return the sixteen hundred copies to 
Messrs. Gideon. Rejected. 


| 
l 


And the resolution, as amended, was rejected. |! 


The SPEAKER announced the business first in | 
order, to be the call of the committees for reports. 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House resumed the consideration 
of the amendments to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingentexpenses of the 
Indian Department. 

A desultory and explanatory discussion upon 
these amendments was participated in by Messrs. | 
McKAY, GRAHAM, and JACOB THOMP- ! 
SON. 


The Senate (amongst others) had proposed the | 
i following amendment: 


| 
“ For the balance due the Wyandotts on the val- | 
uation of their improvements on the lands in Ohio | 


| and Michigan, ceded by the Wyandotts to the: 


United States, according to the appraisement made | 
by Messrs. H. Kirby and John Walker, pursuant | 
to the fifth article of the treaty made between the | 
United States and the Wyandotts, at Upper San- 
dusky, March 17, 1842, the sum of $107, and so 


ii Steamers from the United States to Bremen. 


|| 


it 


authorized to apply $25,000. of the money appro- 
priated for mail transportation for a line of. mail 
But 
further sum shall be diverted to any other. ob- 
portation of the mail within the 


: no 
i ject than the trans 
| United States.” 
2d. An appropriation of $8,500 for publishing a 
new edition of 18,000 copies of the table of post 
| offices in the United States, with the laws and reg- 
i ulations for the government of the Post Office De- 
| partment. i 
Mr. McKAY explained the amendments, and 
| said the Committee of Ways and Means had deci- 
| ded to recommend a concurrence therein. | 
They were concurred in. f 
And the committee rose and reporied accord- 
ingly. : 
And the House then concurred in thesaid amend- 
ments. z 
And so the bill has finally passed both Houses. 
Mr. SAWYER asked leave to report a bill. 
| Mr. McKAY proposed that ‘the committees 
| should be called for reports. 
: . Mr. D. P. KING moved that the House resolve 
i itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
i the, Union, for the purpose of taking up’the bill 
; providing for the erection of a monument to Gen- 
| eral Warren. ` 
The House refused to go into committee. 
Mr. McKAY then submitted his motion (which 


much of the act of the 17th of June, 1844, as makes |) was agreed to) that the committees be called for 


an appropriation of $50,000 for the benefit of the ; 
said tribe of Indians be, and the same is hereby, | 
repealed.” | 


To which amendment Mr. TIBBATTS pro- 
posed the following amendment: 

‘© $57,094 24, in addition to the sums of. money 
heretofore appropriated, which are also directed to 
be paid; the proviso to the appropriation made at 


|; the session of Congress in 1844 to the-contrary not- 


withstanding. ?? ; 
A discussion followed, (involving the value of the 


REPORTS. : 

_ Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee, on Elec- 
; tions, made a report on the memorial of Charles J. 
ngersoll and John Taliaferro, recommending the 
doption of the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay to 
' Charles J. Ingersoll, of Pennsylvania, the same 
| compensation, per diem, and mileage, that is al- 
|; lowed to members of Congress, computing the 
jį same from the commencement of the 36th Congress 


| 
i up to the 15th January, 1840.. 0 ; 


i 


1846. 
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Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay to 
John Taliaferto, of Virginia, the same compensa- 
tion, per diem, and mileage, that is allowed to mem- 
bers of Congress, computing the per diem from the 
commencement. of the: first session of the 12th Con- 
gress until the 30th November, 1811. Also, that 

e pay said. Taliaferro’a like compensation, per 
diem, and mileage, computing: the per diem from 
the commeéncement-of ‘the first session of the 13th 
Congress: to and including the second day of Au- 
gust, 1813, and the like ‘compensation, per diem, 
and mileage, computing the per diem from the com- 
mencement of the second session of the 13th Con- 
gress untilithe 17th day of February, 1814. 

The resolutions having been read— 

Mr. HAMLIN asked the immediate action of 
the House upon them. : 

Mr. HOGE moved that they be laid on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked that. the report and reso- 
lutions be committed and printed. > f 

The question was put on Mr. Hoge’s motion, 
on which a quorum did not vote. - : 

The quéstion was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided in the affirmative: Yeas 113, nays 39. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Orange 
H. Dibble; which was laid on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill for the re- 
lief of Bernard O’Neil. Read and committed.. 

Mr. HOGE, from the same committee, madead- 
verse reports on the.cases of Martha Cannon and 
Andrew H. Patterson.: Laid onthe table. 

Mr. POLLOCK, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the cases of Isaac Cook and 
Vantyne Gray and others, clerks in the New York 
custom-house. . Laid on the table. 

Mr. GORDON, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the cases of Mrs. Frances 
Moore, widow of John E. Moore; of Armand 
Martin, George McGahen, Hugh K. Meade, James 
B. McCutchen, and Catharine ©. Moreland; laid 
on the table. 

Also, from the same committec, to which was 
referred the bill from the Senate for the relief of 
Mrs. Pike, widow of General Pike, reported the 
same without amendment. It was then committed. 

Mr. LIGON, from, the same committee, to 
which was refered the joint resolution from ‘the 
Senate for the relief of Putney & Riddle, reported 
the same without amendment. It was committed. 

Mr. DARGAN, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill for the relief of the heirs of Joshua 

Kennedy, deceased; read and committed, 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
same committee, reported a bill for the relief of 
John Pickett and others, and a bill for the relief of 
Samuel Perry; read and committed. 

Also, from. the same committee, adverse reports 
on the cases of Nancy E. Richards and Zachariah 
Walken : o 

Mr. LEAKE, from the same. committee, made 
an adverse report on the case of George, W. Jack- 
son; laiã-on the table. _ ; 

“Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, which was instructed to inquire as to 
the expediency of a tepeal of the act of 1844, for 
discontinuing the port of delivery at South Quay, 
in Virginia; also, to ‘which was referred the peti- 
tions for a marine hospital at Wilmington, North 
Carolina, asked to be discharged from the consid- 
eration thereof, x : 

‘Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
directing. thé conditional transfer of the stock held 
by the United States in the Chesapeake and Dela- 
ware Canal Company to the said company; read 
and committed. ; i 

Mr. RELFE, from the Committee on the Pub- 
liċ Lands, to.which was referred the bill from the 
Senate to authorize the justices of the county of 
Bates, in the State of Missouri, to enter a quarter 
section of land for a county,seat,.reported the same 
without amendment, and asked that the bill be 
placed on its third reading and passage. ` 

Jt was read the third time and passed, and re- 
turned to the Senate. 2 S P 

Also, from thé same committee, to which was 
referred the bill to provide for the sale of the min- 
eral lands in the State of Michigan and Territory 
of Wisconsin, reported an amendatory bill; which 
was committed. ` ne 2 

Mr. R: also reported a resolution to discharge.the 
Committee of the Whole from the bill to authorize 
the President of the United States to remove the 
land office from Jackson, in Missouri, to some 


more central point in said district; and the bill to 
remove the land office at Lebanon, in Alabama, 
from that place to Jacksonville, in said State. 

Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN moved to strike 
out so much as relates to the last mentioned bill. 

Mr. McCONNELL very earrestly opposed this 
amendment of. the resolution; and it was as ear- 
nestly supported by Mr. CHAPMAN. 

` Mr: McCLELLAND inquired if the resolution 
was in order, seeing that the bllis had not been dis- 
cussed in Committee of the Whole? . 

The CHAIR ruled that the resolution was in 
order; but gave notice that, as it proposed a change 
in the order of business, it would require a major- 
ity of two-thirds to pass it, He also said that it 
was not in order to debate it. 

Mr. SAWYER moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. Carried. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate for the relief of Asenath Canny, re- 
ported the same without amendment. 

‘The bill was then read the third time, passed, 
and returned to the Senate: $ ` 

Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on the Pub- 


lic Lands, reported a jaint resolution for the relief | 
of the children of Stephen Johnson, deceased. ! 


Read and committed. 


On motion of Mr. MORRIS, the Committee on | 


the Public Lands was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Erastus Harvey, 
and from the petition of citizens of Paulding coun- 
ty; Obio, for a reduction of tbe price of publie 
ands. 

Mr. JOHN G. CHAPMAN, from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, made an adverse 
report on the petition of citizens of the District re- 
lative to the organization of the Levy Court. Laid 
on the table. 

Also, reported a bill for the relief of the assign- 
ees of the late Bank of Alexandria. Read and 
committed, 

Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of citizens of Alabama, 
for changing the place of holding the middle district 
court of that State. 

Mr. BUFFINGTON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate for the relief of John P. Skinner and the 
legal representatives of Isaac Green, reported the 
fame without amendment. The bill was then com- 
mitted, 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on the Fudi-- 
ciary, reported a bill for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of Francis Cazeau, deceased; which was 
read and committed, 

Mr. MILTON BROWN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of 


was vead and committed, ` : 

Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill to satisfy 
the revolutionary land bounty claims of the State 
of Virginia. Read and committed. 

Mr. ST. JOHN, trom the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of the heirs of 
Michael Cryder. Laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL P. KING, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill.for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of General Herkimer, who 
fell in the revolutionary war. Read and commit- 


ted. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
B. Davenport. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Thomas B. Scott, of 
Louisiana. ; 

These bills were read and committed. 

Mr. THOMASSON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a joint reso- 
lution for the relief of George R. Smith. Read and 
committed. ; . 

Also, made an adverse report on the case of 
William Eaves. Laid on the table. í 

On motion of Mr. THOMASSON, the Commit- 
tee on the.Post Office and Post Roads was dis- 
charged from the cases of Thomas Withrow, B. F. 
Seaman, Elijah Coombes, and Jonah Blackman; 
and they were laid on the table. °° ocn 55 

Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi; from the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the heirs of John Wall, deceased. Read 
and committed. 


| Joseph Edson, late marshal of Vermont; which | 


| Meade. 


Mr. MORSE, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill forthe relief of Elizabeth Burriss, her 
heirs or assigns. Read and committed. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 


Affairs, made an adverse report on the case of 


George Jackson and others.’ Laid on the table. 

Also, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Hyacinthe Lassell. Read and committed, 

Ar. SAWYER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of John A. Bryan. Read 
and committed. ee Sorts 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the consider- > 
ation of the-inquiry into the expediency of con- 
verting a portion of the forts of the United States 
into schools for military instruction. Coa, 

Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN, from the Commit- 

tee on Indian Affairs, made an adverse report on 
the case of L. P. Cheatham. Laid on the table. ` 
Mr. BENJAMIN THOMPSON, from the Come 
mittee on Military Affairs, made an adverse report 
on the inquiry into the expediency of constructing 
a depét for the preservation of gunpowder. Laid 
on the table. ed 
Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the 
relief of Joseph Gideon.. Also, a bill for the relief 
of David Myrlie. Read and committed. 
Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING, from the 
same committee, reported a bill for the relief of 
Commander James Mcintosh. Read and com- 
mitted. . 

Also, a joint resolution to authorize the settle- 
ment of the accounts of Purser Garret Barry. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of James Pennoyer 
Read and committed, ‘ ‘ 

Mr. D. also reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the 
report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, on the 
subject of iron war steamers, be printed-for the use 
of the House. 

The resolution was laid over under the rule. 


Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported sundry bills, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth M. Adams. 

A bill for the relief of Captain Thomas M. 
Newell. 

A bill for the relief of Henry La Reintrie, 

These bills were, read and committed. 

Mr. W. also made adverse reports on the cases 
of Susan Langreen, Charles Smith, Joshua, Par- 
ker, Mary Jackson widow..of ‘Thomas. Jackson, 
Mary D. Wade widow of Lieutenant Wade, 
George A. De Russy, and Gaetano Carusi. The 
reports were laid on the table. 

re BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, to which was referred the 
bill from the Senate for granting-a pension to John 
Keith, of New York, reported the same with an 
amendment; which was adopted, and the bill was 
committed. 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the same committee, 
made an adverse’ report on the cases of Mary 
Crysal and Matthew Tarker or Parker. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on. Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Harvey. 
Reynolds. Read and committed. _ 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an. adverse report on the case of Hugh K. ` 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. PARRISH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported four bills, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Edith Ramey. 

A bill for the relief of Ann Clayton. 

‘A bill for the relief of James Green. 

A bill for the relief of Catharine Stevenson: 

Which bills were read and committed. 

‘Mr. P. also asked that the committee be dis- 
charged from the cases of Squire Ferris, Elizabeth 
Ellis, and Ann Lindsley. Laid on the table. 

Mr. GOODYEAR, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, ‘reported a bill granting a 
pension to Silas Chatfield.” Read and committed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, ‘of Connecticut, from the 
Committee of Claims, made adverse reports on the 
cases of John B. Wingerd and James Sloan. Laid 
on the table. -~ á i 
Mr: MARSH, from the Committee on Patents, 


‘reported a bill for the relief of Thomas Blanchard 


Read and committed. 


988 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 18, 


THE HON. DANIEL WEBSTER. 


Mr. SEABORN JONES, from the select com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the truth of certain 
charges made by the Hon. Cuances J. INGERSOLL 
against the Hon. Dani Wesster, reported the 
following resolution: . . 

Whereas a part of the testimony relative to the 
charge made by the Hon, CHARLES J. INGERSOLL 
against the Hon. Danie, WEBSTER, of using a 
part of the foreign intercouse fund to corrupt the 
party press, has, by order of the House, been 
printed as a part of the minority report: 

Resolved, That all the testimony relative to that 
charge be, printed. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend by striking 
out the preamble. i 

Mr. VINTON suggested to Mr. Jongs that there 
should be added to the resolution the words “ with 
the report of the majority of the committee.” 

Mr. JONES said these words ought to form a 
part of the resolution. They had been directed by 
the committee, and were omitted by him in writing | 
out or copying. : 

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hopxins officiating) said, 
as the resolution was the act of a committee, it 
could not be changed by the reporter. | 

Mr. JONES said the words proposed to be added | 
had been ordered by the committee, but were omit- | 
ted by him by accident or inadvertence. | 

| 


The SPEAKER would not allow them to be 
added. 

Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN inquired if the 
committee was in existence, and could make a re- 
port? It had heretofore reported, and reported in 
fuil, as he understood; and, according to the par- 
liamentary usage, from that moment was dissolved. 

Mr. VINTON said the committee did not con- 
sider itself dissolved. It had asked in its report 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject upon which it was appointed to inquire. 
The House did not agree to the report, had not 
granted the request of the committee, but had laid 
its report on the table, leaving the committee in 
existence, 

The SPEAKER ruled that the committee had a 
right to report the resolution. 

Mr. J. DAVIS opposed the resolution of Mr. 
Dromeoote to strike out the preamble. ; 

The question was put on Mr. Dromeooin’s 
motion, and it was lost without a count. 

Mr. VINTON then moved to add to the resolu- || 
tion the words “ with the majority report.” This | 
was agreed to. 

And the resolution was then adopted. 


THE CONSULAR SYSTEM. 


Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL, from the select com- 
mittee appointed on the subject on the 12th of 
March last, reported a bill for the revision of the 
consular system of the United States. Read and 
committed. 

The following message, heretofore received from 
the President, was read: 


To the House of Representitives of the United States: { 

I communicate, herewith, a report from the Seeretary of 
the Navy, accompanied with the correspondence called for 
vy the resolution of the House of Representatives of the 4th 
of May last, between Commander G. J. Pendergrast and the | 
Government on the Rio de la Plata, and the foreign naval || 
eommanders and the United States Minister at Buenos 
Ayres and the Navy Deparument, whilst or since said Pen- 
dergrast was in command of the United States ship Boston 
in the Rio de la Plata, touching said service. 

JAMES K. POLK. 


Wasson, June 17, 1846. 
The message was laid on the table. 


LAKE SUPERIOR MINES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- | 
munication from the Secretary of War, accompa- 
nied by a report from A. B. Gray, upon the subject 
of the mineral lands on Lake Superior, received | 
since January 1, 1846; as also a report from the , 
Ordnance Bureau on the same subject. Laid on 
the table. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions and memorials were |; 
presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- |: 
i 


priate committees: 


By Mr. DOBBIN: The proceedings of a large and patri- 
otic meeting in Ralaigh, N. C., without distinction of party, 
Hon, James Iredeil presiding, and James T. Marriott, Esq., 
acting as secretary, approving ofthe act of Congress appro- 
priating ten millions of dollars and authorizing the President 
to accept fifty thousand volunteers for the prosecution of 


| 
i 
H 
i 
ji 


| by, Benton, Bree 


the war with Mexico, and encouraging the people to unite 


in the service of their country. 


By Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL: The memorial of the trus- 
tees of Columbia College, in the city of New York, praying 
that there may be no abridgement of those provisions of the 


revenue laws of the United States, by virtue of which books. 


| maps, and other scientific and other literary‘apparatus and 
objects, have, for the Jast thirty years, been admitted free of 
duty, when imported for the use of philosophical or literary 
societies, or of any college, academy, school, or seminary of 


Jearning in the United States. 

By Mr. COCKE: The petition of Robert Hooke and 27 
others, citizens of Blount county, Tennessee, who were 
engaged, in the years 1788 and 1789, in repelling the en- 
croachments of the Creek and Cherokee Indians upon the 
early settlers of said county, praying Congress to grant some 
compensation to those engaged in said service: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. . 

By Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON: The petition of John 
Scaif: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. W. G. BROWN: The petition of John Sparks, a 
soldier of the war of 1812, for a pension. 7 

By Mr. SEAMAN: The petition of H. G. Kortright, for 
himself and others, for French spoliations: referred tu the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs,  ~ 

By Mr. GARVIN: The petition of 66 citizens of Mercer 


county, Pennsylvania, praying thata post-road be established | 


between Mercer and West Middiesex, in said county : ‘re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STARK WEATHER: The petition of 47 citizens 
of Ashland county, State of Ohio, for a post-route from 
Loudenvilie to AshJand, in said State: which was referred 
to tiie Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspayr, June 18, 1846. 


Mr. SPEIGHT presented the petition of citizens 
of Natchez, asking the erection of a marine hos- 


| pital at that place; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the House bill to. es- 
tablish an additional land office in Iowa, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reportéd an act. in amend- 
ment of an act entitled ‘* An act to reduce the rates 
of postage, limit the use, and correct the abuse of 
the franking privilege, and for the prevention of 
frauds in the Post Office Department;” which was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported the joint. resolution. tender- 
ing the thanks of Congress to General Taylor, 
and for other purposes, with an amendment. 

The Indian appropriation bill sent back from the 
House yesterday was taken up, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


The Senate considered the report of the Com- | 


mittee on Indian Affairs, asking to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the case of Cap- 
tain John Clitz. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved to lay the subject on 
the table; which motion was agreed to. 

The Senate also considered the adverse report 
of the Committee on Commerce, in relation to Put- 
nam’s plough dredger; which, . 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, was laid upon the 
table. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BREESE moved that the prior orders of the 
day be postponed in order to take up the bill to 


graduate and reduce the price of the public lands; | 
| upon which motion he asked the .yeas and nays; 


which were ordered. | | 
The yeas and nays being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows. 


YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
se, Cass, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, Fair- 


tield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, MeDutlie, Pennybacker, 


Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, T. 
Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Evans, 
Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Jobn- 
son of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Puelps, 
Simmons, and Upham—22. 

So the motion to take up was agreed to. 

The bill was considered in Committee of the 
Whole, and, after the adoption of sundry amend- 
ments moved by Mr. Brezss, from the Commit- 
tce on Public Lands, i 

Mr. DAYTON submitted an amendment, with 
a view to test the principle, striking out that por- 
tion of the bill which provides that all lands which 


shall have been in the market above forty years | 
' shall be ceded to the States in which they he. 
The further consideration of the bill was then 


postponed until to-morrow. 
SECRET SESSION, | 


The resolution offered a few days ago by Mr. 


Arren for rescinding the fortieth rule, which re- 
quires the Senate‘to close its doors while: transact- 
ing Executive business, coming up-in-its.order for 
consideration— an 2 i ; 

Mr. ALLEN-rose and. said it was unnecessary 
to enter inte a discussion of this resolution; it was 
a matter which was perfectly familiar.to the minds. 
of Senators, and could not be made.more familiar 
by discussion. Ona former occasion, indeed on, 
several previous occasions, he haď submitted: reso- 
lutions of this description, with. the exception of 
the omission of the last clause. . The former reso- 
lutions embraced all the business 6f the Senate 
except the ratification of treaties; the present one 
embraced all. business including treaties. Upon 
offering the former resolutions, he had had the’ 
honor to be supported, he believed, by á great pro- 
portion of the party with whom he acted. Hehad 
ij embraced in this resolution the action of the Sen- 
ate on treaties as well as on other questions, be- 
|| cause the experience which they had had in these 
matters clearly showed that to proceed to the dis- 
cussion of treaties with closed. doors:was a mere 
sham—that it amounted to nothing; that every- 
thing relating to treaties, when ‘they were of im- 
portance enough to attract attention, was. known 
just as well when the doors were shut as when 
they were open. f 

In Executive session, a day or two since, he had 
had occasion to referto some newspaper publica- 
tions relating to the matter under consideration. 
He would not say how truly the statements of the 
newspapers confornied to the matter before the 
Senate, because it would be a betrayal of the se- 
crets of the Senate; but he would say that whilst 
these rumors were allowed to go abroad. uncontra- 
dicted in regard to the votes and final action-of the 
Senate, as well as to the subject matter upon which 
they were acting, great injustice would continue 
to be done to the Senate and to individual mem- 
bers of the body. He wished that he were at 
liberty to point out wherein the matter to which 
he referred differed from the report of it which had 
gone abroad. He desired that the whole. matter 
might be speedily communicated to the public, be- 
cause not only the distant newspapers; but the news- 
papers in this city, had given by implication their 
version of the treaty; and this being done by the 
great leading newspapers. of this city without con- 
tradiction, it would. of course go abroad as a thing 
acquiesced in by the Senate, and consequently 


true. Both the papers’of this city had given, by 
implication, their version of the treaty, by pub- 
lishing extracts from other journals, thus giving a 
|| Sanction to their correctness. If this practice were 

to be persevered in, and the newspapers each morn- 
ing laid upon the tables of Senators with’ errone- 
ous accounts which they were not at liberty to 
i| correct of what was transacted in secret session, 
where was the propriety of keeping the doors 
closed at all? “What good end would they attain 
by it? None. What bad ends might not be ef- 
fected by it? Many. Senators might be injured 
by the public mind becoming predccupied ‘with 
error, with erroneous notions and opinions in re- 

gard to the state of the public business—that busi- 
ness being sealed from the public eye by the vol- 
i| untary will of the Senate itself There was one 
j| truth which it would . be sufficient for his purpose 
i| at present to advert to; and it was, that the prac- 
|| tice of transacting business of great public concern 
in this way was out of proportion, out of symme- 
try, with the whole body of our. institutions. It 
was entirely anti-republican, anti-democratic, and 
contrary to the spirit of the times; contrary to 
|| the universal craving of the people—and a just and 

wholesome craving it was on their part—to know 
i| the whole of the acts of their representatives; and 
| not only to know them after they were done, but 
it while in the act of being done. Itwas true, it had 
‘| been said on some occasion that when a thing was 
| done everybody must remain silent and acquiesce 
|j in it, because it was done, no matter how unjust 
| or odious it might be to the people, nor how great 
|! a sacrifice it might be to the nation. But this was 
l| a principle which did "not belong to our institu- 
|| tions, nor indeed to any European instititions 
south of Russia, or west of Constantinople, Here 
political questions were never. done; they. were 
i subject to revision, and it was.that which. consti- 
! tuted the foundation of popular liberty, Tf they: 
were to go upon the supposition that because an 
act was done, therefore it. must be submitted to, 
they might say that the tariff was a thing done, 


| 
j 


| 
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and ‘therefore not to be touched, or that“ because 
Detroit was surrendered. by Hull, therefore it 
ought to be acquiesced ine He hoped the resolu- 
tion would be adopted. He was aware that the. 
grounds upon which Senators acted in this matter 
generally” were that: the public interest might 
Suffer if the business were disclosed; but all expë- 
rience showed that the ground upon which that 
principle was. founded had béen taken away. All 
experience. showed that everything that was done 
in Secret. session was spread abroad next day, dis- 
torted and erroneously stated. 
He. demanded the yeas and nays; and, being 
taken, they resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Dick- 
-inson, Fairfield, Hanriegan, Jenness, Niles, Semple, Stur- 
geon, Turney, and Westcott.—13. 3 
n NAYS—Messrs.. Archer, Ashley, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, 
Borricn, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Thomas Clay- 
ton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Dix, Evans, 
Grecne, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Mary- 
tand, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, MeDufie, Mangum, 
Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Pennybacker, Phelps, Rusk, 
Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Upham, Webster, and Yulee—3s. 


THE WAREHOUSE BILL. 


.Mr. DIX moved the Senate to take up for con- 
sideration the’ warehouse bill; which was not 
agreed to. . . 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate then 
went into-Executive session, and after some time 
Spent therein the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 18, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
os further reading having, on motion of Mr. G. 
W. JONES, been dispensed with) was approved. 

Mr. GORDON gave notice of a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution hereto- 

` fore reported from the select committee on the sub- 
ject of the distribution of the tenth volume of the 
aws of the United States was rejected. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Personal explanations, growing out of the speech 
cof Mr. Yancry, published in the Union of the 17th 
instant, were made (on leave). by Messrs. STE- 
PHENS, YANCEY, J. J. McDOWELL, and 
COBB. f 

Mr: STEPHENS, in the course of his remarks, 
made a correction relative to the following portion 
of the report in the Union of June 16: 

“Mr, Leake (continuing) said he thought, when the gen- 
tleman announced that the boundary ought to have been, 
or to-be, at the Rio Grande, and that if. could be, or could 
have been, obtained by negotiation, that he announced the 
aldara that Texas rightfully extended to that river; for 

e could not have:thought that the Mexicans would have 
quietly, ‘tamely submitted, by negotiation, to give up that 
portion of territory between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, 
Af it belonged to them. è 

“Mr. STEPHENS, (in his seat.) ‘I do not.’ ” 

It should be corrected (he said) by omitting the 
word ‘not?’ in the latter portion of the extract, so 
as to read— 

“« Mr. Srepuens, (in his seat.) ‘Ido.’ ” 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the House resolve 
jtself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, [the explanations not being yet closed.] 
_ The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; 
and, being taken, were—yeas 37, nays 122. 

So the House refused to go into committee. 

The explanations were concluded. 


THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, submitted by 
him in the temporary absence (he'said) of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. 

‘McKay, ] the House resolved itself into Committee 

of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Coss, of Georgia, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill reducing the duty on im- 
poris, and for other purposes, . 

The pending question was on the substitute pre- 
sented by Mr. HUNGERFORD. : 

. Mr. SEABORN JONES said he rose to address 
‘the committee, in consequence of the indisposition 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr, McKay,] to. explain the provisions 
of the bill before the committee, and to call the at- 
tention of the country to the policy indicated in it 
as the policy of the Administration.in the present 
osture of our affairs. . The recent estimates of the 
Becretary of the Treasury have not been before 
the Committee of Ways and Means to have en- 


abled them to report the necessary amendments. 
I trust the committee will indulge me for adverting 
to those circumstances which are an inducement to 
provide revenue for carrying on the war in which 
we are now engaged, and in pointing out those pro- 
visions which the committee propose to make in 
view of the emergency in which we are now placed. 
The bill, as originally reported, was a peace meas- 
ure; circumstances, known throughout the com- 
munity and not necessary for me to detail at this 
time, have placed us in a different situation from 
that in which we were when the bill was originally 
reported. We arein a state of war, and it becomes 
necessary for us—as every prudent nation should 
do—to provide the sinews of war—the money 
necessary to enable us to carry on that war vigor- 
ously and effectively. I will not stop to inquire 
now into the justice of this war. I will notask the 
committee to determine whether it be a war of ag- 
gression or defence, but I hope I may be indulged 
Ina few remarks in answer to the remarks of my 
colleague, [Mr. Srernens.] I do not intend to 
misrepresent that gentleman; I state his position 
as I understand it, and I believe fairly. If Í un- 


this: that as we were at war, he was willing to aid 


difficulties in the way; but he intended to assail the 
Administration ‘for bringing on this war; and, in 
the course of his remarks, i think an unfortunate 
admission was made by him, for the correctness of 
the conclusions he sought to deduce. He said the 
President had no right to know where the western 
line of the United States is; that it is an open 
line 

Mr. STEPHENS explained that he had not said 
that the President had no right to know, but he 
contended it was an open line, as it was. 

Well (continued Mr. J.) the President of the 
United States was certainly bound to know some- 
thing about our line; and I understood the gentle- 
man to say distinctly it was an open line. I think 
I heard him repeat the same thing this morning. 
But he said “ he thought the line ought to be the 
Rio Grande.” 

Now, on what basis did he come to this conelu- 
sion? What data had he before him by which he 
arrived at the conclusion that the Rio Grande 
“ought to be the line??? Surely, by the history 
of Texas, by the history of Mexico, and the his- 
tory of the war between these two nations, and the 
results of that war; surely, by the declaration of 
Texas in her constitution, that. her boundary ex- 


of her laws over the whole territory to the Rio 
Grande. These were the reasons, I presume, which 
brought the gentleman to the conclusion that the 


the gentleman will excuse the President for com- 
ing to the same conclusion with himself. Surely, 
the President, who is placed in a situation where 
he is hound to know the western boundary of the 
United States, does know the line. Jt is a part of 
his official duty. 

Mr. STEPHENS interposed, and said those 
were not the reasons which brought him to that 
‘conclusion. He thought the Rio Grande ought to 
be the boundary because it was a large river and 
a natural boundary. 

Mr. JONES (continuing) said the gentleman 


Jegal reason. 

Mr. STEPHENS in his seat: “I did not say it 
lasa lawyer.” 

Mr. J. continuing. What ‘ought to be the 
line?” is the line which justice demands: not be- 
cause it is a large river or a small one—because it 
is an arid desert or a fertile plain, and therefore it 
i may be considered a natural boundary; but what 
justice and right require to be the line is what it 
“ ought to be.” Perhaps we ought to have the 
Frozen ocean for our northern line; but does that 
| furnish us a good excuse. for seizing. all the inter- 
vening country, in violation of the rights of other 
nations? Perhaps we ought to go south to the 
Isthmus of Panama, because the whole-cantinent 
ought to be ours; but ìs that a justification for our 
going forward, and taking possession of this whole 
territory, without regard to. the rights of other na- 
tions? ` I say the gentleman must have recurred to 
history to have known what * ought.to be” the 
line, speaking in his capacity. as legislator, and 
that he ought to excuse the resident for coming 


| to the same conclusion with himself. 


derstood the gentleman aright, his position was | 


in the prosecution of that war, he would throw no | 


Rio Grande * ought to be the line.” Then, surely, | 


was too good a lawyer to believe that that was a | 


tends to the Rio Grande; surely, by the extension || 


-carry it out. 
:| that decks the brow of James K, Polk. The pru- 


But I will consider it as an unsettled line; and 
until the line is-settled, the President, as the Presi- 
dent of the United States, was bound to protect the 
whole territory claimed by the United States, and 
no man can question that we claim the Rio Grande 
as the western boundary of Texas, and now of the 
United States. The honorable gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Pitispury] ably and. successfully vin- 
dicated the claim of Texas, in the remarks he sub- 
mitted to the committee a few days since, and Mr, 
J. would not go over the ground which he had ta- 
ken. That claim was purchased by the blood of 
her sons, and sealed by their victory;.and no better 
title has any nation to her territory than that which 
was acquired by Texas to the Rio Grande. But 
the gentleman for himself doubted not but the 
boundary could have been settled by negotiation; 
and he went on further to say, that if it could not 
be settled by negotiation, “ it ought to be fixed by 
the sword.”? Well, when he thinks the boundary 
could have been settled, and the Rio Grande ob- 
tained, by negotiation, he stands in a fearful minor- 
ity. There is not one man, I think, in one hun- 
dred in this country who believes it; I have no 
doubt there are some. The gentleman has pre- 
sented himself as one. 

But what are the facts in regard to our attempts 
at negotiation? Upon. our inquiry whether a min- 
ister would be received to settle our difficulties with 
Mexico, we were informed by her that he would 
be. A minister was sent there, and they being on 
the eve of a reyolution, the acceptance or acknowl- 
edgment of him as a minister is declined upon a 
mere quibble. He remains; the revolution took 
place; and after time had elapsed for quieting a lit- 
tle the excitement consequent upon it, application 
was made to the new Government, and he was re- 
jected—rejected with insult. Now, when we couple 
that with the fact that Mexico had previous to that 
entered into negotiation and acknowledged the just 
demands of our citizens, and then refused the pay- 
ment of their debts; that she had withdrawn her 
minister from this city on the ground of the an- 
nexation of Texas, and had declared that annexa- 
tion would be considered an act of war; that she 
sent our minister away also who was resident in 
Mexico on the same pretence;—add all these facts 
to the crowning act of insult and outrage, and ta- 
king these in connexion with the declaration that 
she intended to reannex Texas to Mexico, and 
that Paredes was placed on the throne—or rather 
in the presidential chair-—for that express purpose; 
and where is.the prospect of negotiation fixing that 
line? And. if the President did. not come to that 
conclusion—# the President did not-belicve that 
negotiation could fix that line, according to the 
gentleman’s proposition, it was his duty to fix it 
by the sword. For, the gentleman says, ‘It 
ought to have been settled by negotiation, and if it 
could not be, it ought to be fixed by the sword.” 
The gentleman believed it could have been settled 
by negotiation; but, from the facts, I say the Presi- 
dent was authorized to believe it could not be; and 
being authorized to believe so, it became his duty, 


| by the proposition of the gentleman, to settle it by 


the sword. 

Mr. STEPTIENS (in his seat.) Does the gentle- 
man mean to say he had the right to fix it by the 
sword?. i 

Ido not mean (said Mr. J.) to be drawn into 
the trap laid for me, that I am sustaining the right 
of the President to declare war. I have too good 
a knowledge of the restrictions of the Constitution 
to take this ground, but I say this: it was the Pres- 
ident’s duty to place our troops where they were 

laced. War was threatened; Paredes was placed 
in command of Mexico, for the purpose of re- 
taking Texas from the United States, and reannex- 
ing it to Mexico. He had declared his intention 
to carry out that purpose; troops were assembling 
on the western frontier of the United States; and 
after our Minister withdrew himself from Jalapa, 
the President ordered General Taylor to make an 
advance upon the eastern bank of the Rio Grande. 
He had a right to believe, fromthe history of the 
times, what the gentleman from. Georgia did be- 
lieve—that that was the line. It was his right, 
then—nay , it was his imperative duty—to place the 
troops-in that position where they could best de- 
fend the territory of the United States; he would 
have. been recreant to duty, unfaithful to his trust, 
and a disgrace to the country, if he had failed to 
It adds another feather to the plume 
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dence which has marked his councils, and the 


vigor of his measures, prove that while he isa 


peace President, he is competent to carry on a war. : 


‘And I hope I shall not be misunderstood—as I 
was in some quarters, in remarks which I made 
before upon the subject—I do not wish to be un- 
derstood as having the “ tact” to induce the peo- 
ple to believe that James K. Polk, in person, leads 
the armies of this republic. I say now, what I 
said then, that the armies of James K. Polk (and 
all the armies of the United States are the armies 
of James K. Polk, who, by the Constitution, is } 
made commander-in-chief of all the military and 
naval forces of the United States) will fight the bat- 
tles of the United States; and would to God that 
they may be as successful as the armies led on by 
Cesar, Cromwell, and Bonaparte, while Bonaparte 
fought the battles of his country—not of his am- 
bition, All men will say that the forbearance | 
which the United States have extended to Mexico 
has been such as no Administration would have 
been tolerated in exercising towards a braver—l 
will not say braver, for the Mexicans are brave-—~ 
but towards a more powerful foe. 

I was drawn off, Mr. Chairman, from the con- 
sideration of the question immediately before the 
committee by taking some notice of the remarks 
of my colleague. I now return to the subject im- 
mediately before the committee. This is a bill— 
or will be, with the amendments which the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means propose to offer—for 
the purpose of carrying on vigorously, and to a 
speedy and successful result, the war with Mexico. 
Owing to the fact that the estimates have not been 
placed before the Committee of Ways and Means, 
our committee are not prepared to make a report 
this morning of these amendments; but they will 
be mainly those recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in his recent communication to the 
Senate. I have memoranda before me of the al- 
terations suggested by him, it is unnecessary to go 
over them now; sufiee it to say that the increase 
of duties is generally limited to articles in the lower 
schedules. There are a few articles in the sched- 
ule of 30 per cent., on which the duty is raised. 

The question we have before us is, whether we 
will pass a new law, and so modify the tariff of 
1842, as to-produce.the greatest amount of revenue; 


or whether we will determine to reject all modifica- f 


tions, and leave the law of 1842 as it now stands, 

with all its protective and prohibitory features, now 

that we are in a situation which requires all the | 
revenue that can be produced by auy bill for the 
purpose of defraying the expenses of the war, in 
addition to the ordinary expenses of government | 
I ask my friends on this floor to recollect the cir- | 
cumstances under which the law of 1842 passed; 

and particularly I call attention to the position | 
which two leading Democrats (Messrs. Wright 

and Buchanan] took with reference to it—to the 

motives which urged them to the support of the 

bill as a temporary measure, with the avowal that 

they intended to take the first opportunity to alter 

abillwhich has so many odious, detestable features 
in it; and I ask those gentlemen who are friends of 

Messrs. Wright and Buchanan on this floor, to 

carry out the pledges which those gentlemen made, 

and to avail themselves particularly of this oppor- 

tunity, for the purpose of modifying a bill con- 

taining provisions objectionable in themselves, in- 

jurious to many interests of the country, and ac- 

ceptable to none. It is said that a tree is known by 

its fruits; and if it do not produce fruit now, we 

cannot rely upon its bearing fruit at any time. . I 

will not say, in the language of our Saviour, “ Cut 

it down; why cumbereth it the ground?” 


I will also call on the friends of this Administra- | 


tion generally under the pledges made at the Bal- 
timore convention. We have heard much of these 
pledges here on other questions; and I hope those 
who have presented these pledges upon other ques- 
tions will not forget them now. ; 
they have not been faithful in all things, they will 
at least ke faithful in this, and will redeem the 
pledge of reducing the tariff of 1842 to a revenue 
standard, so that more revenue—the greatestamount 
of revenue—may be raised fromit, ‘The tariff which 
we propose to establish should not be a tariff for 
protection. Tam aware the bill presented by the 
Cominittee of Ways and Means is not entirely free 
from some objections of that sort. I think, myself, 
that some articles aré teo hishly taxed, and that 
‘there isa little too much protection under it; but I 
believes under ‘the circumstances, tog yiolent a 


I hope, sir, if |: 


;ı modification would not answer even under a peace || 
|: establishment, and, therefore, for the purpose of- 
i bringing the duties down to a pure revenue stand- 


| 
i 
i 
i 


does not in all-its provisions come down to the 


|i and as far as the committee was induced to think 
| it would go at present. A tariff for protection at 
| this time, above all others, would be extremely 
improper. We want revenue, and protection con- 
flicts with revenue; protection operates partially as 
prohibition, else there is no need for it; and I call 
on the friends of tariff here—upon those gentlemen 
who were the aiders and abettors in getting up the 
‘national exhibition’? which we have recently had 
in this city—to know if they do not believe that the 
American manufacturer'is able to compete with 
any manufacturer in the world? That they can 
make as good articles and as cheap as cam be made 
anywhere? And lask them if they are prepared 
to carry out the declaration they sometimes jocu- 
| arly make, that they ‘do not longer’ desire protec- 
| tion, but they desire a market. If they can make 
| as cheap and as good articles as any manufacturer 


| compete successfully with others, both at home 
| and abroad, they do not want protection. If they 
| desire only a market, the duties must amount to 
prohibition; if they amount to prohibition; we can 
| have no revenue, and must resort to other means 
for supplies to carry on the Government and the 
war. ` ` 
Sir, the example of Sir Robert Peel in the mod- 
ification of the corn-laws ought to speak in lan- 
guage stronger than any argument I can use. We 
| copied this system of protection from England; 
England has found it ruinous to her people. ef 
every class; she in her wisdom has abandoned it; 
and are we in our folly still to cling to it? Sir 
Robert Peel was formerly a tory; he was brought 
into power by the tory interest—by the landhold- 
ers, to protect their interests. With a noble mag- 
nanimity he preferred the interests of the country 
| to those of a class; he has abandoned the interests 
of the land proprietors, and espoused the cause 
and the interests of the country. Would to God 
there were some Sir Robert Peels in an American 
Congress, who would abandon the interests of a 
class, and take the ińterests of the country for their 
uide. 
e But I would appeal (said Mr. J.) not only to 
love of country—to the magnanimity of this House 


of the constituents of gentlemen, which it is their 
bounden duty to protect. Whence are we to de- 
rive the great benefit contemplated by the repeal 
of the corn-laws? From the influence it will have 
on the grain-growing States, enabling them to ex- 
| port their grain and sell it in the markets of Eng- 
land. Can you expect that England will give you 
| a market for your grain without you will take in 
| return her products? Can you expect she will 
; furnish a market and prefer the productions of the 
United States in her market, when all the pay for 
| those productions is to be in specie—when it will 
| Operate a constant drain of specie from her? It 
| would be like the tide of the Pontic sea, that 
| knows no ebb, but flows continually and eternally 
| one way. It must be well known to every gen- 


grain crop in England, and they are compelled to 
resort to the continent, there is a tighthess in the 


| 
| 
; 
i 


|, productions. 


! prefer to trade with the United States? Does not 
very man know that no nation can live under a 
rade where they receive the productions of others, 
and pay out specie for them continually? I call 
upon the members from the grain-growing States 
|| to place this tariff on a revenue basis, and then 
i: they may expect, while we are furnishing a màr- 
| ket for English manufactures, she will furnish a 
|| market for their productions in return. 
i 


‘| of the southern section of the United States, ando 
‘; out the middle part of the United States,) are uni 
ted and promoted in having a tariff based on rev. 
enue principles. The eastern section have this in 


| 


ard, we ought to do it by degrees; ard though it 


standard of revenue, it does in its main features, 


| in the world, as they say they can—if they can | 


| —but I will go lower, and appeal to the interests | 


Ueman here, that when there isa scarcity of the | 


| money market in that kingdom; and we cannot í 
xpect that. England will furnish us a market. for | 
| our grain, when we will furnish no market for her 


| the western section of the United States, (leaving | 


terest; their manufactures are carried to such an | 


extent now—to such skill and perfection, both in 
men and machinery—~that they can compete with 
the manufactures of Europe. ‘Those States which 
have not heretofore gone into manufacturing, ow- 
ing to a protective. tariff, are now going into ‘it. 
The eastern section need have no fear of competi- 
tion from Europe, if she can produce the article as 
cheap and as good; all’she has to fear is from the 
manufactories at home, brought into existence by 
this hotbed system of protection. ` 3 

Protection operates.as a hotbed in bringing forth 

exotics which the soil and climate, would: not natu- 
rally produce; and we find many manufacturing 
| establishments springing up now in different sec- 
tions of the country. Why? Because they find that 
from the oppression of agriculture and the elevation 
of manufactures under the present tariff system, 
they can make more in this way than by agricul- 
ture; and it is for the interest of the East to keep 
down this competition, I have been told by gen- 
tlemen on this floor, and others, who came here to 
instruct the Committee of Ways and Means how 
to make a revenue tariff; if they make less by agri- 
culture let them go into manufactures. Where 
would they find their market, if the whole country 
were to become a manufacturing district like Low- 
ell? No; it is a variety of pursuits, of industry, 
of climate, which is to make us å united people— - 
each portion supplying the other with what they 
do not produce. Let the thickly-settled portions 
attend to manufactures; while the grain, tobacco, 
and the various other productions of the middle 
and southérn States—including the great staple of 
cotton—are all-needed... By dividing our attention 
in this manner, we all assist each other; al! become 
equally essential to each other; and.if equal pro- 
tection is afforded to all, there will be no difficulty. 
The. manufacturing interests, I believe it will not 
be controverted by those who have them especially 
under their charge, need no protection on coarse 
cottons. They say they are now able to under- 
sell the markets of Europe—they can make them 
of better quality, and cheaper. ‘Then, in kindness 
to their southern brethren, take off thetariff. Why, 
in the name of God, will you keep your iron heel 
upon us, when it does you. no good? Why will 
you continue to trample us inthe dust, when you 
receive no further benefit from it? O, no; in kind- 
ness to us take off the tariff. “You can undersell the 
world, and ‘need no protection. 
It is for the interest of the East, West, and South, 
that we should lay low duties on wool, raw hides, 
flax, and hemp unmanufactyred, flaxseed, dye- 
stuffs, and mordants used in manufactures... It is 
the interest of the East to enable them to manufac- 
ture more cheaply; it is the ‘interest of the South 
and West, who are consumers, that they should 
obtain those manufactures most cheaply.” It is the 
interest of those States where these articles are 
produced, to lay high duties, that protection may 
be afforded them, and they may obtain higher 
prices for those articles, 

Weare told that the bill is objectionable because 
it has ad valorem duties. Surely it is the fairest 
mode of taxation; and they should be made as 
nearly equal as possible. Besides, it is an honest 
and open mode of taxation. When you-put an ad 
valorem duty on an.article, every man of ordinary 
sense can know at once at what expense addition- 
al he enjoys the luxury of the use of the article; 
i| and for the purpose of defraying the necessary ex- 
(| penses of Government, he would be free to add -so 
i| much to the price of the article., There is no one 
| in my section of the country but is willing to con- 
|| tribute his just share to the expenses of the Gov- 
| ernment. We have never refused, and never will 
ji refuse, to pay duties to the Government for its | 
|| Support, whether in war or in peace; but especial- 
ly, whatever might be our objection to taxing in 
time of peace, let war come, the purses of our 
people are thrown open; they are ready to empty 
them in the support of their country’s rights and 
honor, and to shed their blood like water also. 
Look to the movements of. the whole South; 
Whigs and Democrats are coming up to the sup- 
port of the Government—Whigs and Democrats 
i vying with each other in the support.of this Ad- 
ministration, in furnishing it all necessary means 
of men and money to prosecute this war. g 

But Iam told frequently that ad valorem duties 
| enable great frauds to be practised upon the Gov- 
ernment. To this] have sevéral. answers: first, 
frauds on the Government will not be committed 
when there is no temptation to it, and if the duties 
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‘are low the temptation will not be so great; if the 
Interest be small, the ‘inducement’ to theft ‘and to 
fraud will be small; in addition, if the penalties 
be severe, that, taken with the smallriess of induce- 
ment, would tend largely to prevent frauds. 

But, while Tam upon the subject, I ask leave to- 
present to the committee, and have read, ar”amend- 
ment which T intend to offer at the proper time to 
this bill for the further prevention of fraud. 

The Clerk read the following: . 

‘And forthe purpose of preventing frauds où. the rev- 
enue; be it further enacted, that all and every person who 
shall import goods or any other articles into the United 
States, shall deliver to the collector duplicate invoices of 
all articles imported by him or them, and ‘after the same 
have heen examined and ascertained to be fait and genuine, 
the coilector “shall endorse his name on each of them, and 
have the seal of his Office affixed thereto; one of which he 
shall deliver to the. importer or importers, and the other | 
shall bè deposited in the office of the collector, subject to 
the examination of any and all persons; and on application 
of any person; a copy of the same, duly certified, shall be 
furnished to said. person proposing to’ purchase any of said 
articles, upon their paying the reasonable expense of.copy- 


ing the same.” 
_ It will-be perceived, (said Mr. J.,) that, by this 
amendment, each importer is required to present 
duplicate in voices to the collector, and the collector, 
after having examined and-pronounced them gen- 
uine, is to endorse his name upon them, and affix 
the seal of his office. One is then to be given to 
the importer, and the other to be kept in the office 
of the collector. The object of the amendment is 
this: if the importer is an honest man, and deals 
fairly, he will show his invoice to the purchaser; 
and if he refuse to do so, itis at once an indica- 
tion of dishonesty; ‘if he has given a false invoice 
to the collector, he cannot show an invoice with 
the name and stamp of the collector to the pur- 
chaser; else he will cheat himself. He will not 
only lose his profit on part of the cost, but part of 
the cost itself, The course of the trade is this: 
when an importer is called on by a purchaser, he 
sells his. goods at such a per cent. upon the cost, 
enough to cover the duties and his expenses, and 
pay him a reasonable profit. ft will be easily seen, 
that if his invoices are stamped, he will be obliged 
to show to the purchaser the duplicate invoice of 
the one he delivered to the collector; if he refuses 
to do so, no honest man ought to deal with him, 
for he may be sure he is not honest. f 

This amendment has not yet been adopted by 
the Committee of Ways and Means; it will be 
offered to them, and whether adopted or not, E shall 
pressit upon the House. 

The next thing to which I invite the attention of 
the committee, is the duty on tea and coffee, con- | 
templated by the Secretary of the Treasury. He | 
has advised Congress to put a duty of 20 per cent. | 
upon them. I am aware that this tax meets with | 
strong’ objections: I am acquainted with none | 
worth noticing but that it is taxing a necessary of 
life, Now I would ask, to whom is tea and coffee 
a necessary of life? To no class of community. 
It is a convenience, it is a comfort-—-nay, some- 
times it may be called a luxury, both to the rich 
and the poor. It isa real luxury—a strong cup of 
coffee to a man who has taken the tee-total pledge 
and needs something to revive him—it is a real 
luxury to him, a necessary to nobody. It is a 
comfort, a great comfort; a convenience, & great 
convenience; and, as I before said, it is sometimes 
called a luxury. Now if there is such an abhor- 
rence to taxing tea and coffee because they are ne- 
eessaries, what. would gentlemen say to taxing 
iron? Why notleave that free? ‘O, but,” (says | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania—I refer to no par- 
ticular gentleman)-—* we raise iron in our State; 
and we want protection.” 

But, dear sirs, if a necessary ought not to be 
taxed, do not tax iron, for it is absolutely neces- 
sary. It serves the female for her scissors and 
needle, the farmer for his plough, and the manu- 
facturer for his machinery, and ‘all classes for 
many of the necessary implements of their busi- 
ness. In war it is the left arm of our defence, as 
money is the right arm. If we cannot tax tea and 
coffee, then, because they are necessaries of life, 
for consistency’s sake do not tax iron. Coal,also— 
another necessary of life-—stands nearly alongside 
of iron; iron is taxed 30 per éent., coal 20 percent. 
under this bill; by the bill of 1842, iron 1s taxed į 
from 49 to 115 per _cent.; coal, 70 per cent. Salt, 
too, has been taxed 8 cents per bushel of 56 pounds | 
by the tariff of 1842; strange to tell, that is about 
100 per cent. upon an absolute necessary of life. ; 


Now, how can gentlemen who are startled with per- 


| them. 


fect abhorrence at the idea of taxing tea and coffee 
20 per cent., go for taxing other necessaries of life, 
many of them, too, at much higher rates? 

~. While upon this subject of tea and coffee, allow | 
me to state what a duty of twenty per cent. upon 
them would produce. You may put it down in 
round numbers at $3,000,000. The two last years ! 
have been the shortest years of importation for 


duty of twenty percent. upon the importations of 


$2,583,712 jeach year; and we may calculate that 
$3,000,000 will be the amount, because these two 
years being the shortest years, we may naturally 
conclude that the next two years will, in conse- 
quence, be greater. 

Mr. J. further called the attention of the com- 
mittee to the tax on cotton-bagging. That was a 
necessary of life; it enabled the South to put up 
their cottons for exportation. It was taxed only 
one hundred and one per cent. There was no ob- 
jection to taxing that, although a necessary—being 
indispensable to the bringing into market of the 
great staple with which all the goods were pur- 
chased, from which were derived nearly all the 
revenue of the United States. It was not abhor- 
rent, however, to gentlemen to tax this, because it 
is made in some parts of some States. He also ad- 
verted to the enormous tax on sugar, which he 
went into some details to show amounted to about | 
one hundred per cent., (in which calculation he 
was confirmed by Mr. Honmes,) and which was 
necessary to sweeten those necessaries of life, cof- 
fee and tea. Coarse cotton was taxed, he would 
not say how much per cent., but to ‘prohibition. 
No man can afford to import cottons worth six 
cents per yard paying a duty of six cents upon 
Coarse woollens, he said, did not stand 
much behind. They were taxed at forty per 
cent.; and blankets worth seventy-five cents and 
less were taxed fifteen percent, Coarse flannels 
were taxed fourteen cents the square yard, 
equal to one hundred per cent, All these articles 
were more necessaries of life than tea and coffee. 
One of my friends from the West had said a man 
in his section of the country could not be made to 
believe he could live without tea and coffee. Tam 
sorry for that man; for if he goes to the Mexican 
war, (as I doubt notall the West will, whenever 
necessary,) he will find that he cannot at all times 
have his tea and coffee, with his sugar and milk. 

Sir, if any man will take the trouble to look at 
the tariff of 1842, he will find various articles which 
aye quasi luxuries that are taxed without stint; and 
whatever objection any man may have tò taxing 
tea and coffec, I hope no man will say it is because 
they are necessaries of life. Whether necessary or 
luxury, it is necessary now to tax them to raise 
revenue for prosecuting the war vigorously and 
effectively; and although I have a warm personal 
friend belonging to the Whig party who was 
beaten, I have no doubt, upon the tea and coffee 
question, my people will come up as one man to 
pay the duty which may be levied upon them to 
defray the indispensable expenses of the country 
in a time of war. 

The Chairman’s hammer here fell, announcing 
the expiration of Mr. J.’s hour. 
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some time; but, from a calculation, I find thata || 


these two years, will give an average amount of |i 


p 


i! never been questioned at home or abroad. 
H 


|| diseussion—to the character of the bill upon the 


| table—to the position occupied on this question by 
| the State which he had in part the honor to repre- 
i sent-Lit was proper that he should ask the indul- 
| gence of the committee whilst he submitted a few 
i remarks at this time. 
| A few days ago, (continued: Mr. McC.,) I pre- 
sented to this House a series of resolutions from 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania, on the subject of 
the tariff of 1842. ‘They are very short.. I will 
ask the Clerk to read them. : 

The preamble and resolutions were read as fol- 


ji lows: 


TARIFF RESOLUTIONS. 


Whereas the tariff of one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-two produces no more than sufficient revenue to de- 
fray the necessary expenses of the General Government, 
and affords only au adequate incidental protection to Amer- 
C: 


ican industry and American manufactures against foreign 
ompetition and foreign policy, and a consequent encourage- 
ment to commercial enterprise, to agricultural pursuits, and 
to the development of our own natural resources: 

And whereas itis believed the people of Pennsylvania are 
opposed to any alteration in the existing tariff, until further 
experience has shown that a modification is required to 
secure a continuance of such protection, and to promote the 
general welfare: Therefore, 3 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
| Commonwealtt of Pennsylvania, in General Assembly met, 
i That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and 
l they are hereby, requested to oppose all attempts to alter or 
modify the tariff act of the thirtieth of August, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-two. 

Mr. McC. continued. Now, as the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Sawyrr] remarked the other day 
on another subject, this is the text from which I 
mean to preach a short sermon. I will not raise 
the point here as to the right of the Legislature of 
a State to instruct, or request, its Representatives 
on this floor in relation to their action on any par- 
ticular question, Iam a Democrat. I hold to the 
ht of instruction from my people, and I will per- 
mit no man, nor any body of men, to stand be- 
tween me and the people I represent. I hold that 
the Representative is the mere agent, the servant 
if you choose, of his constituents. He is the mir- 
ror through which their wishes and their desires 
| should be reflected in these halls. 

But these resolutions and requests, coming from 
the Legislature of my native State—from the Dem- 
ocratic Legislature of both Houses, signed and ap- 
roved by a Democratic Governor—and being, as 
believe these resolutions are, in strict accordance 
with the wishes of the people whom I have the 
honor more immediately to represent, I feel bound 
in my action here to pay thé’ strictest regard to 
them. ee 

It has been said that: the tariff of 1842 was a 
temporary measure, and the course of our distin- 
guished Secretary of State, our late Democratic 
i Senator, and his action and vote on that bill, have 
| been referred to. Sir, that gentleman needs no eu- 

logy from me. His motives and patriotism have 
c Tadmit 
| that the tariff of 1842 may have been considered as 
| a temporary measure by those who enacted it; but 
i T ask, is this the time to repeal it? Is this the 
| time, situated as our country Is, to act calmly and 
| deliberately on this question? I came here unin- 
i structed, unpledged, untrammelled, in relation to 
imy course upon it. I am willing to admit that 


. . f ` . . . 

Mr. McCLEAN obtained the floor, but yielded į: there were some imperfections in the bill of 1842. 
tora momen, io ETE > K | ae is pe system: of uwan Micha etree is 
Ar. LS, Who state at he would mention | pertect. cannot be expected that in a bill con- 
one thing he had forgotten about the proposed || taining so many items, er ciy thine should be per- 
change of this bill. The Committee of Waysand || fect; or that they could be so adapted as to equal- 
Means would probably propose to tax spirits 100 || ize the duties on imports over the whole extent of 
per cent. instead of 75, and reduce the tax on cor- our sounky. But we are now in the seventh 
B ire ede oes done, T EE E Cask Shee 
> d = i es ne . § her 

remedy in owr own hands to which we do not like | this isthe time to revise our tariff, and to enact a 
to resort—to which we would be very unwilling to i| system of duties that shall be permanent? Our 
resort: I mean retaliatory legislation. (Address- || country—its manufacturing interests—the prospe- 
ing a gentleman by him,) I do not mean nullifica- | rity of its institutions—all require that when we 
tion. 1 mean countervailing legislation, putting |] again enact such a system it shall be a permanent 
excise duties upon manufactured articles which |, one, that our people may know upon what they 
have not paid revenue duty to the Government. : have to depend. And I contend, for the Padone 
Let me beg gentlemen not to drive us to that, and i stated, that the time is now unfavorable to the ac- 
erecting manufactories in the South which will de- || complishment of such an object. We who are 
rive them of their market. re || farmers. feel that to remain here five and six hours 
Mr. Me said it bh not oo em- r day, ra this close and heated atmosphere, is little 
barrassment that he rose to address the committee || better than Imprisonment. The country is becom- 
on this occasion. Since he had had the honor of 4) Ing impatient. Let us vote supplies of men and 
a seat in this. hall, he had chosen rather to be a Toney to prosecute the existing war, and let us 
listener than to take up the time of the House or. | adjourn. et ús go home to our constituents, Let 
the committee in any remarks of his own. But | Us consult with them as to what our action should 
looking to the importance of the subject now under |! be, and what kind of a peace-tariff it is proper ta 
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adopt. Is this the time, in a state of war, when 
levies of men are coming on the different States, 
to act calmly and deliberately on this great ques- 
tion? I judge not. I judge that whatever the 
views of the people may be on the question of the 
tariff of 1842, they will sustain us in adjourning, 
and holding the subject over for future considera- 
tion. In expressing these views, I believe that I 
am speaking in accordance with the views of the 
poche of Pennsylvania, Ido not rise here to eu- 
o 

And if she did, there are others of my colleagues 
more competent to the task than I profess to be. 
We ask you to look at her not only as she is, but 
as she has been, great and glorious. Her past 
history is written in the records of your country. 
The part she bore in the wars of the Revolution, 
the part she bore in the late war, is maiter of his- 
tory. And let me say, with regard to the war in 


which we are now engaged, that she will not be | 


backward in obeying her country’s call. In my 
own district, meetings have been held without dis- 
tinetion of party. Whigs and Democrats have 
vied with each other in their endeavors to come to 
the support of the Executive in carrying on this 
war, and bringing it to a speedy and glorious ter- 
mination. 
an institution which has been an unfortunate one 
for our country. In the year 1780 she abolished 
the institution of slavery. ‘here was a time when, 
strange as it may appear, the term abolition was 
an honorable term. It applied to a repeal of that 
which we had a right to repeal. . It referred to the 
action of our own State, and of those States that 
abolished that institution. And here let me not 
be misunderstood. I was not warm in my seat in 
this House, when, for the first vote. that I ever 
gave of a legislative character, I was attacked by 
four Whig papers in my own district for the vote 
I gave on the rule respecting the presentation of 
abolition petitions. lt was my first vote; and I 


confess that, differing as I did with most of my | 


colleagues, I felt some hesitation concerning it. 
But when I found that four Whig papers assailed 


me for it, I felt satisfied that I had done right, and | 


that their attack was a good enough endorsement 
of my course. Thisis the first opportunity I have 
ever had of making any allusion to that matter. 

Pennsylvania has been always Democratic, She 
has never wavered in her democratic course. 

A voice. “ How wasit in 1840?” 

Mr. McCLEAN. Well, it is true that in 1840 
she did cast her vote for the Whig candidate; not, 
indeed by a majority, but by less than a majority. 
Her vote for General Harrison was a plurality 
vote only. She has always sustained a Democratic 
Executive of our country. Her institutions are 
democratic. And 1 beg gentlemen here not to 
drive her too close to the wall; I beg them to esti- 
mate properly the position in which her Repre- 
sentatives on this floor are placed. 1 am glad that 
in the vote I gave the other day against taking up 
this bill, I was sustained by nearly all my col- 
leagues. And fecling thus sustained, and believ- 
ing that I shall be sustained by my own people, 
the remarks f now propose to make shall be di- 
reeted to the propricty of delay in action on this 
bill. 

Since I came here, I have, with whatever feeble 
ability I possessed, sustained the Executive and 
the Administration. I have cast my vote for large 
expenditures called for by the exigencies of the 
country—expenditures which I would have been 
loth to vote for in any other contingency than that 
of war. I represent an intelligent, liberal, and, at 
the same time, thrifty and frugal people, who like 


to see where their money goes; but who, in time | 


of war, when the character and the honor of the 
country are at stake, will uot hesitate ta vote libe 
ral supplies of men and money to carry on the 
war. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to raise the ques- 
tion whether a tariff for protection is such a one as 
the interests of the country, or the progressive 
character of our institutions and the new light 
which is every year cast upon us, will justify, or 
not. It is sufficient for me to know that the tariff 
of 1842 works well. The gentleman who preceded 


me [Mr. S. Jones] says that we should judge the | 


tree by its fruits. I am willing to take him at his 
word; I can only speak with reference to that 
portion of the country with which I am more im- 
mediately acquainted. And what do I see there? 


Everywhere around me, in whatsoever direction | 


gize my native State. She needs no culogy. | 


Pennsylvania was the first to abolish | 


I may travel, I see the evidences of a prosperous» 


happy, and cheerful people. Go where I will, I 
hear the hum of busy industry. I ‘see the evi- 
dences of improvement—of prosperity, | was going 
to say, almost unexampled in the history of our 


dance to spare. The wages. of labor are fair. 
never in my recollection been better. 
works well. The tree bears fruit. 


by its fruit the tree should be judged. eet 
‘The system of imposing duties on imports is in- 
tricate and complex. It has engaged the attention 


the Constitution. And will you rashly make a 
change in the face of the-prosperity of the coun- 
try? Will you pull down a system which is work- 
ing so well? T trust not. Trust that at this late 
|| period of the session, in the midst.of the excite- 


to adopt a measure which the people, expect to 
ibe permanent. I have said that I will not raise 
| the question whether it is proper to make such a 
tariff as will foster and protect American indus- 
|i try. But I trust that the day has not come when 
i Democrat who raises his voice here in. favor of 

free discussion must be cried down. Ithink many 
good reasons may be adduced in favor of asystem 
which imposes reasonable duties for the encourage- 
ment of domestic industry. One, for instance, is to 
be found in a cause which will always exist; and 
thatis, areasonable apprehension of war.. No nation 
should ever be unprepared for that calamity. Ev- 
ery nation ought so to encourage its own industry 
that, in the event of war, if there are any articles 
entering into the consumption of the people which 
are necessary for their subsistence and their com- 
fort, it should not be deprived of these articles, but 
should look to its own resources for a supply of 
them. I refer the committee, to the action of the 
|| first Congress on this subject. The preamble to 
| the second act passed by the first Congress, which 
assembled under the Constitution of the United 
States, declared its object to be ‘the encourage- 
mént of manufactures and the raising of revenue.” 
Washington, in his first Message, brought the 
attention of Congress to the subject. . Jefferson, in 
his Message in 1808, did likewise. Madison, in 
February, 1815, did the same thing. And Mr. 
| Monroe, in March, 1817, in his Inaugural Address, 
said: ‘Our manufactures will likewise require the 
systematic and fostering care of the Government.” 


i 


I| “In 1824, General Jackson, in a letter upon the 
subject of the tariff, addressed to Doctor Coleman, | 


of North Carolina, took the same ground. He 


|i € we should become a little more Americanized.” 
Now, (continued Mr. McC.,) I desize to take 
my humble position in the path of that great man. 
I believe itis time that we should become a little 
| more Americanized. I trust I feel in relation to 
: this question as an American should feel. See the 
| condition in which our country is placed. Recent 
| events, I admit, have effected some change, but it 
| is our duty at all times to legislate for our own in- 
| stitutions. We have until recently been threaten- 
|. ed with aggression from abroad. We are now en- 
| gaged in hostilities with a sister republic—a weaker 
one, it istrue. The Powers of Europe are looking 
on with jealousy, anxious that we should destroy 
each other; or rather, as our head is the tallest, 
| waiting to strike a blow and bring us to the level 
| of Mexico and her sister republies. Sir, it is time 
| that we should become Americanized. Oh! fora 
spark of that fire which blazed so intensely in these 
halls during the Oregon debate. I think that this 
lis the time when we should cherish American 
| rights—when we should make our country, to the 
ii remotest extremity, feel the deep, strong, warm 


1 


ji : nae : 
i ance are looking on with jealousy, and are talking 
Í of regulating the balance of power in this western 
|| hemisphere; and I ask gentlemen, will they not 
| 

i = M 

i stitutions? 

i 

i 


| tive Americanism in the political sense of that term. 


country. The farmer has a good price for his 
produce. During the last season he has had abun- 


| The currency is as: good as ever it was; it has 
The system 


/ The fruit is 
good; and, as the genileman from Georgia says, |i 


of all our wisest statesmen since the adoption of 


i > 
|| ment that prevails, you will not force this House :; 


said: “In short, sir, we have been too long sub- į 
‘ject to the British merchants.” It is time that 


| pulsations of an American heart,- The Holy Alli- 


| come up to the rescuc, and cherish their own in- 
I am in favor of everything American save na- į 


| The State of Pennsylvania, peopled by emigrants 
i and the descendants of emigrants, from almost || 
every country in Europe, should be the last to ad- | 
vocate the proscriptive principles of that intolerant !i refer ta.the. remarks of Mr. Calhoun in 1816... 


| school. In the pure atmosphere of the count 
the tops. of our mountains, in the hearts of our 
valleys, native Americanism, as a political theory, 
has no‘ recognised existence. It lives, and breathes, 
and has its being in the dense thoroughfares of our 
cities alone. The American can point with. pride 
to that clause in the Constitution. which forbids a 
religious. test for holding office. . Strike out, that 
clause, and our liberties, asa people, would be but 
.of brief duration. In my own district the natural- 
ized population of my acquaintance are as honest, 
worthy, and good citizens as any portion of our 
inhabitants; and in the-event ‘of active service beż 
ing required during the ¢xisting war, the natu- 
ralized ‘citizens of our State would be as willing as 
i any others to rally under the stars ‘and stripes, and 
to fight for the liberties of their adopted land.» 
But this is said. to be a party measure; and we 
| are called upon by party: ties to come. up.to.this 
work. Sir, I deny that this tariff question in Penn- 
| sylvania has ever been made a party question. 
The Whigs attempted to make it so and failed. I 
believe their greatest glory now, if they looked to 
party views and feelings, would be the repeal of 
the tariff. But Ihave ynore respect for that party, 
as a body, than to suppose that they are actuated 
by such unworthy motives. I will not, say that 
much for their leaders. a ee | ee 
The late steamer brought us the news.of two 
very important. events—an interesting occasion 
| happening to the Queen, and the repeal.of the corn- 
laws. ‘As republicans, I believe, we are about as 
| much interested in the one as the other, I dislike 
this gaping, longing, and stretching out for news 
j from England.. I disliked it whilst the Oregon de- 
| bate was in progress. I dislike it now. ||. 
Reference has been made. to the exhibition of 
American manufactures in this city, and it has been 
gravely charged. that free tickets were sent here to 
Influence the votes of members. Is there no other 
kind of influence sought to be brought to bear upon 
members? I never expected, when I came here, to 
see such an exhibition as I have seen. I never. eg- 
ected to see British merchants and manufacturers 
rought into our committee rooms to‘exhibit their 
manufactures to influence American législation on 
the tariff. Gentlemen may talk as, they: please of 
the Mayor of Washington sending free.tickets’to 
members of Congress. It was. no more.than an 
act of courtesy. But itis disgraceful to see. British 
agents coming to this Capitol; infesting your.com- 
mittee rooms on this subject of: duties‘on imports. 
I think, as enlightened Americans; we should not 
submit to the repetition of such a scene, * The ex- 
hibition held in this city must, I think, have been 
gratifying to every American of proper feeling. -I 
‘had no part in getting it up; but I confess that, 
when I entered the building, 1 felt a glow of pride 
at the evidences of skill and ingenuity on the part 
of our manufacturers and workmen; and at the ar- 
ticles of exquisite skill and delicacy from the fair 
hands of our countrywomen. My own district 
furnished itshumble quota, and I felt prouder of 
ny people than I had ever felt before. ` 
i- The change recommended by the bill under 
j! consideration, and by the letter of the Secretary of 
ithe Treasury, is from the specific to the ad valo- 
rem principle. Now, I differ with the gentleman 
i who preceded me as to the preference that should 
|| be given to the ad valorem over the specific duties. 
The question is, whether you will adopt the home 
| or the foreign valuation. Iam in favor of the val- 
(uation of my countrymen—the valuation. of spe- 
| cific duties—in preference to the fraudulent system 
| of ad valorem duties that will exist under this pro- 
ji posed change. You cannot prevent it. The gen- 
li tleman says. that the importers. and. those who 
i make out the bills will not cheat, becanse the du- 
| ties are so low that there would, be no object in 
i| making out fraudulent invoices.. But men, in car- 
ying out fraudulent intentions, are not actuated 
by the amount to be obtained from the’fraud... I 
: believe that a system of fraud would be carried on 
by all’ foreign importers too ittricate and too ex- 
i tensive to be reached by any enactment we may 
| make. I believe they. would cheat, no ‘matter 
what amount’ was involved. I will-remind the 
_ gentleman of the anecdote of the old woman and 
the eels. They cheat, because they are fond of it. 
i They like it; and they will cheat for cents'as well 
4 as dollars. ee ate 
| While. speaking of. the testimony given by - 
| American statesmen ‘on the sbbject of the. tariff, 
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em: But they are said to be m the Intelli- 
the 26th of March, 1816. Again: in his 
eport as Secretary of War, on roads and canals, 
Mr. Calhoun refers to the system (i: e: of roads 
and canals) aswell calculated to aid and encourage 
omesti manufactures. 5 ete 

‘But we are called upon as a.party to repeal the 
tarif: “The party cry is peed. And the Union 


is calling on the Democratic party-heie to come up | 


to the work, Wehave had lectures upon the sub- 
ject time and again; and I beg leave to read two 
extracts from that paper, taken from a work writ- 
tën by a Mr. McGregor, (at the request, I be- 
lieve, of the Queen,) in favor of free trade, Efind 
these extracts in the Union of the 16th: 


Tf England has made great advances towards an equita- 
dle and liberal system of commercial legislation, the fren 
and United States of America have actually retrograded from 
@eystem: fiscally and commercially unsound in its origin, 
into the most wretched, and unenlightened schemes of cus- 
tom duties, framed.on the fallacious basis of protecting 
manufactures. ; 

ee The numerous customs tariffs of the United States would 
be'disereditable to the most ignorant and barbarous govern- 
ment; and, when we. consider the intelligence of the citi- 
zens, and the condition of the conntry, when, Congress first 
passed Jaws to impose duties on the importation of forcim 
commodities, we can only account for the blunders com- 


mitted, by an hereditary attachment to the had example of i 


the mother country.” 
Here. (continued Mr. McC.) isa paper publish- 
ed in the city of Washington adopting such lan- 
uage. Ido not charge the Administration with 


tti. believe no one is responsible for remarks in |! 


a newspaper but the editor. 

“Phere.3s another extract: 

But with all these lights and advantages to guide them, 
and havinga,free course before them, erroneous views of 
commercial ‘legislation, arose out of the very principles of 
independence which they declared. Mery of moderate am- 
bition and frugal habits, like Washington and many others, 
entertained, with nv doubt pure intentions, the idea that in 
order, to be perfectly, independent, they must produce: at 
home everything required for food, raiment, shelter, cons 
venience, and luxury, This fallacious principle has hitherto 
prevailed, but we beli¢ve cannot be very long continued,” 

As an American, (continued Mr. McC.,) and 
trusting I have'an American heart, 1 dislike to see 
the’ name of Washington in such an association. 
Tn our region of country we are not accustomed to 
it, Twill, notasi where the editor got his com- 
mission night ‘be “charged with doting from 
the: other end of the Capitol; but, I ask, who 
mounted thie editor with lash in hand, and frec- 

j 'sputs’on his heels, to goad our flanks, and 
i "upto the work of repeal? I believe that 
the newspaper press in this country should follow, 
not lead; thé action of a free-and independent peo- 
ple; Iefedl that 1 am a friend of this Administra- 
tion: I'took an humble part in the election of the 

resent worthy Executive to the station he holds. 

“admire him. F admire his noble bearing in the 
present difficult position in which he is placed. I 
fee} that would sustain: himin every proper meas- 
ure; and T trust that my party allegiance is not to 
be brought in question if I choose to differ from 
the Union en this subject.” Egloried as much as 
any man in the election of President Polk. My 
own’ fate in the canvass of 1844 was but a drop in 
the bucket compared wih the interest I felt in his 
election; and I believe: that he will fulfil the high- 
est expectations of those who elevated him to 


ower. I believe he willbe sustained. As I min- | 


gled yesterday with the gay and happy. throng, in 
the front of the Presidential mansion, my attention 


was attracted by a small enclosure around a young i 
and thriving trec, I went and examined it. It was 


a young hickory; it had sprung out of the root of 


the. old one that had occupied ‘its place. 


will turn out to be in truth Young Hickory; that 
he will :tread:in the footsteps of the Old Hickory; 
and that in‘ his. retirement a grateful. country wil 


estecm him whilst living, and venerate his memory j 


when dead.: J trust that my friend, the Trish gar— 
dener, will:cherish the young twig. - Tt stands im- 
mediately in front of the piazza. i Sa 

-ButI was teading certain extracts. T suppose 
now we are to dance Maceregor’s reel, an old 


Sectch dance, to the music of the pipes. As I was. 
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een able to obtain the. paper that con- 


i Andi ii 
thouglit it was a striking emblem; T believe he | 


| opinions that have been given by the fathers of our 


l| her own country? I will ask the Clerk to read an 


| 


‘four hundred and eighty thousand tons of Scotch 


SATURDAY, JUNE 29, 1846. 


referring to the opinions of Washington, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, and all the fathers of our country on 
this question, an old conplet came into my mind: 
Our fathers lived in darker days ; 

They had no gleam from wisdom’s rays: 

Like owls that seek their prey by night, 

Their children cannot see for Hight.” 

All the 


Now we live in the midst of light. 


Á 


institutions in days gone by are to be disregarded. | 
We are to adopt a new set of opinions. 

But my time is running out. I voted, I confess, | 
for the one-hour rule, and I do not complain of its | 
operation. [have not time to go into a discussion | 
of the merits of this bill. T regret it the less, inas- | 


much as the honorable member who spoke this |i 
; morning, and who is also a member of the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, stated that the bill had | 


not yet been perfected, that amendments were to |: 


be introduced; and we do not therefore know the 
precise form the bill is to take. 

It is said that the repeal of the corn laws is to 
produce an entire change in the trade of the coun- 
try; that although we have, by the present system 
of duties, a revenue which very nearly answered 
the.expectations of those who framed it, yet that 
the duties are to be reduced for the purpose of 
raising more revenue. | find that the goods sub- 
ject to duty, imported the last year, amounted, in} 
round numbers, to ninety millions of dollars, and | 
the goods free of duty to about twenty-five mil- | 
lions. The former paid an average duty of about | 
32 per cent., creating a revenue, say of twenty-eight | 
millions. If the revenue derived from an impor- | 
tation of ninety millions gave twenty-eight mil- 
lions of dollars, what amount must be imported to 
produce the same sum under the rates proposed in 
this bill? It will not be less than one hundred and | 
fifty millions. This will have the effect of drain- 
ing the country of specie. ‘The gentleman from 
Georgia says we can pay all with our produce. I 
will examine that matter dircetly. If the present 
Congress adopt the rule, that the lower the duties | 
the higher the revenue, they must admit that our 
country will be flooded. with foreign goods, and 
must eventually be drained of her specie, unless 
we'can pay the whole amount in produce. Does 
England depend onthe United States aldne for 
the portion of wheat and other grain not raised in 


exract from an article entitled “Production of 
Wheat in the United States,” contained in the 
Merchants’ Magazine: 

ci Suppose the corn-lnws repealed, is our chance for a mar- 
ket so much improved? England now annually imports 
wheat to the average extent of 12,000,000 bushels, and her | 
importation has amounted to double that quantity. We have | 
shown that we have heen permitted heretofore to supply 
from our bursting granaries one- twelfth of that amount. As 
soon as the British price becomes invitingly high, in rushes 
wheat costing less than ours, and at cheaper transportation, 
from the grain-exporting countries of Europe... The year 
1881 was one of great scarcity in England, and during that 
year. her import was 27,000,000 bushels; yet our treasury 
records show that we supplied, in competition with the serf- 


| resolutions might be read and received. 
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enactment of 
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laws on this question of the tarif are 
committed at all, they should be committed on the 
side of our own country, rather than on that of ` 
| British manufactures. I feel an honest pride when 

| I reflect on the great perfection to which my coun- 

| trymen have brought the different manufactures; 
jand I trust that in a few years longer, whew our 

! country shall be brought to a settled state of peace 
and prosperity—-when a permanent system of du- 
ties shall be established—very little protection will 
ibe required, and that wè may be able to adopt a 

i tariif strictly for revenue. 

| My time is nearly out, and 

| commenced my course of argument. I can only 
| say that this Congress ought to act cautiously in 
{ 
i 
t 


yet I have scarcely 


| this matter. It is an important and intricate ques- 
tion, not to be hastily handled, especially.at this 
time, when the country is in a state in which calm 
| legislation cannot be had. Our country is. pros- 
peering; Let it continue to do so for a few brief 
months longer, when we shall.come here under in- 
structions from our people and prepared to enter 
| upon the work at an early period of the session. 
In that course we will be sustained by our con- 
stituents. T'he war will in all probability have 
closed. Our country’s arms will be crowned with 
victory. We can enter calmly and deliberately 
on the examination of this question, and determine 
on such action as will be worthy of an American 
Congress. 

I feel constrained to refer to a vote I gave yester- 
day on the motion by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McDowetx] to suspend the rules that he 
might introduce certain resolutions in relation to 
the Oregon treaty, I feel that my vote may be mis- 
construed. I feel that the settlement of the Oregon 
question, whatever the precise terms of that, settle- 
ment may be, is on the whole the best thing for 
the country. Our people desire peace. 1 voted 
with the minority to suspend the rules, that the 
p I did not 
listen attentively to the first reading, and was not 
therefore acquainted with their precise import. As 


| anact of courtesy I voted for their reception, leaving 


the House-to dispose of them as it, might, think 
proper. But the question is settled, and it does not 
become me to say anything about it.. Whatever. 
boundary. may. have been’ fixed, we must feel that 
forthe present it is right. Anything in the shape 
of an honorable treaty is to be preferred to the ca- 
lamities of war.. But our country, if not injured 
by. injudicious legislation, will steadily’ progress. 
| Our institutions are of the go-ahead character... T 
care not whether the boundary is now fixed at 49, 
or whether the earnest expectationg.of my 54 40 
friends shall be realized. If the coutitry goes. on 
as she is going on now, she will soon have no ideal 
boundaries, no splitting of hairs. between 49 and 
5440. Whoever looks on the map.of the western 
continent, and casts his eye round from Panama to 
Panama again—who reflects on the character of 
our institutions— must feel that the swift surges 


labor of Russis, Polaud, and Germany, only 4,338,689, or less 
than one-sixth of thatamount. Embracinga period of thirty 
years, according to McCulloch, the United States have sup- 
plied but four per cent. of the British importation. Repeal, 
then, the com laws of England, and the American farmer 
ean supply her market when he can place himself on a level 
with the miserable and dograded serfs of Russia and Poland, 
and not till then. If he can survive as poorly fed and housed 5 
if he can-endure to go as meanly clad; if he can content bim- 
self to have his children grow up eround hiu ignorant ashis 
cattle, he cau raise wheat and sell itin competition with a 
European seri? {i 
A few days ago (continued Mr. McC.) I receiv- 
ed a letter from an ironmaster in Pennsylvania, in- 
forming me that he had seen a letter, dated January 
2, to an importer of iron from his brother. in Glas- 
gow, stating that there was piled up on the Clyde 


pig iron, awaiting our action on the tariff. And 
here an American legislature is to be influenced: in 
the first place by agents. of British manufacturers 
coming into our committee. rooms, loading the 
desks of the members with: London publications 


on the repeal of the corn Jaws; and the moment || 


Ly 


our duties are brought down, your markets. are 
to be glutted with the produce, of foreign nations 
and manufacturers. I believe that if errors in the: 


` of our population will speedily fill up the outlines, 


bearing upon their crest the emblem of our power.” 
We shall then have no boundaries but such as the 
Almighty Maker has fixed. They will be, the isth- 
mus, the two oceans, and the pole. 

Mr. HOLMES, of New York, here went at 
large into a speech onthe general subject of the 
Mexican war. His speech will appear hereafter 


i in the Appendix. ; 


Mr. Mei LVAINE expressed. great reluctance to 
intrude himself upon the House, and nothing could 
have induced him to do so but the great importance 
of this subject to his constituents. The question 
was between such a tariff as should. protect the in- 
dustry of the country, and a tariff laid for revenue 
only.. The Secretary of the Treasury advocated 
the latter.. As there was.no report accompanying 
the bill, (which was.said-to-have been dictated: by 
him,)-every-one. was leftto-judge of the policy and 
intention: of. the measure from the bill itself. The 
question-resolved itself into two points. First, the 
power of. the, Government to protect our home: in- 
dustry; and secondly,.the policy of protection. 


|. -First, as to the question of power. That-was a 
i-question which ought not now to be presented, 
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because it was res adjudicata. The question had 
been decided from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. ‘ The power to regulate trade,” said Mr. 


The Constitution was so understood by the first | 
Congress which met under its authority.. The j} 
preamble to the first tarif act, passed at the first || 


session of that Congress, was in these words: 


s Whereas it is necessary, for the support of government, | 
for the discharge of the duties of the United States, and : 


rotection and encouragement of manufactures, that duties 
pe laid,” &c. 


And why so? 


And yet these were the very gentlemen who resist- |; 
ed all precedent when brought before them on the /: 


subject of the tariff. 
And now as to the question of policy. 


terests of the people, that measure which best ef- 
fected this object ought certainly to find favor with 
the Government. But experience had shown that 
the prosperity of the country had ever been the 
greatest when the protection afforded by the tariff 
was the highest, and that it was reduced to the 
lowest point of depression when the tariff reached 
the lowest rate of ad valorem duties. Who could 
forget the scenes of 1840, 1841, and 1842; when 
the ery for employment was heard throughout the 


country, when all business was at a stand, antall |i 


classes of the community felt a general paralysis? 
The effect of the tariff of 1842 restored universal 
prosperity, as if by a stroke of a magician’s wand. 

hat prosperity still continued.. Why, then, rë- 
peal the law which had wrought such happy 
effects ? Why make a change ? “Why go back. to 
that state of thi 


Ifit was |: 
the true object of Government to promote the in- | 


ngs from which the tariff delivered | 


us? All the people of the country asked was that : 


Government would let them alone. 
This bill discriminated for revenue against pro- 
tection. 


‘ which will yield the largest amount of revenue,” 
“A partial and a total prohibition are alike in vio- 


‘lation of the object of the taxing power.” What | 


was protection? The securing to the producer a 
market for his produce. 
stricted importation, it afforded no protection. 
was a market which our people demanded. 

chief opposition to a protective tariff’ came from the 
South; but how would the South come off without 
a foreign market for their cotton? 


It 


But the market was secured to them by the neces- 
sities of the world. But the foreign production of 
their staple was daily increasing as well as the 


The Secretary said: ** No duty should be | 
‘imposed upon any article above the lowest rate | 


Unless the duty laid re- | 


The ! 


We should | 
soon hear the same complaints from that quarter. | 


home consumption; the home market would soon : 


be their only market. The committee proposed to | 
We: 


repeal the duty on cotton. Let it be done. 
now exported to Brazil goods to the value of three 


millions of dollars, and took cotton in exchange. | 


Cotton would soon be knocking at our door, and 
calling out for protection. 


| MclI. read the following: 


fi consis 
¿tious of national policy, and he is now most decidedly and 


: of business. 
It was reasonable to |i 


suppose that if cotton was let in free of daty, much -| 


of our exchanges with countries where it grew 
would be in that article. 

This tariff of 1842 spoke for itself. 
everywhere bore witness for it. 


ple were all prospering, and there was no reason- 
able ground of complaint against the present ar- 


rangement of duties, If it were not so, how would 
Tennessee and Georgia be found in favor of the 
tariff? Why would a specifie duty on sugar beasked 
to protect Louisiana? If it were not so, why was 
the tariff so generally favored? Every one who knew 
Pennsylvania must know that the people of that 
State never would have voted for James K. Polk 


_ Tis effects u 
y Business of all 
kinds was now prosperous and healthy. Our peo- 


_ Sacrifices, purposely to destroy our manufacturing | 


| commerce, 
y Because the power to impose |; 
duties had been yielded by the States to the Gen- || 
eral Government, and it could exist nowhere else. || 


| capital. 
theory or theorist ever could convince them that $i 


as their President, if they had not been imposed 


| upon by men whom they trusted, and. who. repre-. 
i sented to them that Mr. Polk was the advocate of | 


protection. He was objected to at first on the 


i ground of his being opposed to protection; but that 


statement was expressly contradicted. Here Mr. 


“Yue Tarr Ware Decerrion.—Henry Clay, by his 


i| introduction and support of the compromise act, arrayed 
i himself in opposition to Potts, Heister, Denny, and all the 
i} Representatives in Congress from the manufacturing States, 
j and was ‘considered as having ABANDONED the protective 


policy. Henry Clay, from the passage of the compromise 
act down to- the present hour, has never, uttered a word in 
opposition to the principles of that anti-protective measure. 

“James K. Polk has ever pursued a straight forward and 
ent course upon the tariff, as well as upon other ques- 


unequivocally committed in favor of a tariff which shallaf- 
ford fair and just PROTECTION to agriculture, manufactures, 


“Tt was aDe 
of 1816, the. tariff act of 1825, the tariff act. of 1828, which 
Henry Clay, to please. his southern friends, denounced. 
was a Democratic Congress that passed the tariff act of 
it s by Democratie votes that the tarif act of 1842 v 


j passed; and it was a Democratice House of Representatives | 
that refused, in 1844, to disturb the present tariff law. 


In this. manner Mr. Polk. was represented 


i, throughout Pennsylvania as the tariff candidate, 
and the Democratic party as the tariff party, while |; 


Mr. Clay and his friends were held up as the bit- 
terest enemies of protection. 


Mr. Mcl. regretted that this matter of protection |: 


had ever been made a party question. It was a 


| question as broad as the Union, and entered into 
ij and vitally affected all the great interests of the 
| country. There was little use in theorizing ona 


practical subject like this. The people understood 
the facts, and though they might be deceived as to 
men, they could not be as to the thine. 


nished real and profitable employment for their 
labor, as well as a profitable investment for their. 
They had tried both systems, and no 


the policy of protecting their industry was wrong. 
They knew and felt that whatever threatened the 
destruction of the tariff struck at the root of thei 
interest and well-being. ‘ oe 

What did gentlemen expect from the destruction 


grower derive any larger profits because the manu- | 


facturer was prostrated? Would his destruction 
cheapen their supply? They got goods now cheaper 
than they could get them from abroad, and equal 
in quality to any m the world. So fully was this 
known and felt and acknowledged by Great Brit- 
ain, that she had been forced to pass a law expel- 
ling us from the ports of India. If such were the 
effects of the tariff, why repeal it? Under the-sys- 
tem of protective duties, manufactures had got to 
such a perfection that, by offering a safe investment 
of capital, they invited competition and reduced 
prices, till these reached the level of all other kinds 
Should the protective system be re- 
pealed, the immediate effect would be fluctuation 
from abroad. Foreign manufacturers well under- 


powerful combinations, and make great temporary 


establishments, and get undisputed possession of 


| the American market. 


Protection was represented as increasing prices; 


ii and some gentlemen seemed to think that it could 


| 
i} for this, So well was this understood by Mr. 


‘| be sought fer no other end. But the facts proved | 


the contrary. It did not increase prices, and not a 
ngle case could be produced to show the con- 


t 
did somewhat increase price, there were advan- 


i tages attending it which more than compensated 


oeratic Congress that passed the tariff act | 


it | 


They |} 
found by experience that a protective tariff had far- !! 


stood their interest; and they would enter into | 


rary. But even if it were otherwise; if protection | 


Madison, that he held that on that ground alone, 
we ought to protect... He considered the advan- 
tage of ‘being able to supply our own wants from 
our own internal means, in case of “war, so Brest, 
that this alone would justify the protective policy. 
But if the principle would apply even were: prices 
increased ,-with-how much force did itapply when 
experience proved that prices, instead of being aug- 
mented, were reduced by it?) What‘ahamiliating 
spectacle did our condition exhibit in 1819, when 
we were obliged to apply to our enemies for the 
very clothing of our soldiers, and.even for the mú- 
nitions.of war. Ought we not'to guard against a 
repetition of the shame?” ee 

Oné objection urged against the protection of our 
cotton: manufactures was; that they employed such 
amass of female labor. Now, to say nothing of 
the want of gallantry: that marked this’ objection, 
he would ask whether this was’ a. moment, just 
when we were hurrying our young men to the hat- 
tle-field, to-deny to their sisters the means of sup- 

ort? $ 

2 The proposed bill would work.an entire change 
in the revenue systém of the country—and for 
|; what?. Was it because there had been a surplus 
jin the Treasury?., The present expenses of our 
Government, which were said to be Httle short of 
half a million a day, would very soon exhaust that 
/ supply. “Mr. Mél. denied that there would be 
any surplus of revenue over the estimates of èx- 


¢ 


| penditure. : : pees 
| Mr. HENLEY here put a question not distinet- 


| 

i ly heard by the Reporter, but denying-the correct- 
l ness of the rate of expenditure which had been 
| mentioned. z te : oo f 
|| Mr. MeILVAINE replied that-the rate he had 
| asserted had been attested in the Senate: by 
| more than one gentlemai of: the Democratic party 
{| The ‘estimates for the present 
| year, which related only to thé:ordinary éxpenses 
i of Government, exceeded ‘the receipts. It was 
; Not expected that our expenses would have been 
| so rapidly increased as they had been. We had 
| already appropriated about twenty millions by 
| Way of commencement, as a sort of outfit for. the 
h war; and if the war should.stop now, its total. ex- 
| pense would be not much, short of fifty ‘millions. 
But the war was not ‘to stop. The Pre had 
i| informed Congress, that he, contempli 4 < 
|i vasion of Mexico: If he commenced ‘the: inva-. 
i| sion and conquest of that country, who could set 


and not denied. 


|, bounds to the expenses of the war? o o +0., 

| In this connexion Mr. Mel. desired. to say, 
(and that he might not be misunderstood he had. 

i| reduced to writing what he wished to say,) that 

‘| he washed his hands of this war. It was a‘war 


to define by i 
i which Congress had declared should be determined 
by negotiation. He (Mr. Mcl.) did not vote for the 


i the sword a question, of boundary 
| 
| war bill, because it declared war to exist by the 
j 
l 
! 


‘act of Mexico, which was grossly and glaringly 
: false; and because lie did not consider a declaration 
: of war, with its destructive tendencies upon. the 
: commerce and business of the country, necessary 
to the defence of our territory.. He would have 
voted for the supplies, and did so vote in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, to the full extent asked for--not 
| for the purpose of carrying the war. into Mexico, 
_ or effecting the conquest of that country, but to: 
n relieve and ‘sustain our gallant little army. from 
i what appeared to be imminent danger, and for the 
defence of the country. But he could not vote for 
. the bill, objectionable and false as he knew a part 


| of itto be, without an opportunity: being allowed 
= for consideration or debate, and designed, as he be- . 
© lieved it was, to embarrass a portion of the mèm- 
i bers of that House with whom he had the ‘honor. 
i toact. He did not vote against it, because, he did 
; hot wish to offer any impediment to the granting 
of men and money, which, by the act of the Presi«+. 
i| dent, appeared to We necessary. He therefore de-, 
clined voting altogether. es are 
It was evident (Mr. Mol. said) that our expen- 
i; ditures must exceed the receipts and estimates.for 
' years to come.. No reduction. of the revenue could: 
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nue?» The Secretary of the Treasury, in his re- 
“port, said that it- would;-but he kad accompanied 
that report with tabular statements of fact, which 
> proved-directly the contrary: <.. 
Mr. Mel, here quoted the table to show that the 
> revenue had always risen and fallen with:the tariff. 
When the tariff had been highest, the revenue had 
been: the greatest, ‘and vice versa; and this with 
{great regularity. In every single: instance when 
duties had: been: raised: on. articles. we; could pro- 
“duce, and: our home industry thereby: protected, . 
wevenue had increased with the duties; and as pro- 
tection was cut down, revenue was cut down.with 
it... Nor.could it be-otherwise. It must beso. It 
was founded. on the immutable principles of hu- 
yan nature and kuman,society.. In a country like 
ours, in, any country where men were left to aét 
with dny freedom, consumption. kept pace with 
general prosperity. But when business was de- 
ranged,’ men consumed. less; they enjoyed less; 
duties went down, and the revenue was dimin- 
ished. When their industry was protected, and 
their business was thriving, they consumed more; 
could pay higher duties, and the revenue was in- 
creased: The results exhibited by the Sccretar 
himself proved the soundness of the. policy sieht 
he sought to: destroy. Let any man look at the 
history of the year ’42, when -the duties had. reach- 
ed their minimum, ang he would find that impor- 
tations: were: less, and. prices lower than in an 
preceding year.’ So great was the depression in all 
social prosperity, that the people had not even yet 
entirely recovered from. the effects of so destruc- 
tive a policy. The tariff of *42 restored the gene- 
ral prosperity to an extent, and with a rapidity 
altogether unparalleled; and yet, in the face of all 
these- facts; and all this evidence, the American 
people wëre asked to forego their prosperity, and 
Seebundon this system which produced. it. 
< But why was this demand made? Why was 
this bill proposed? Not to reduce the revenue, for 
we had no revenue to-spare; not to increase the 
revenue, for by the Secretary ’s own showing a re- 
duction of the tariff always worked a reduction of 
the revenue. - It must be then for something else; 
there must be some other reason concealed, The 
bill was accompanied with no report, and we were 
therefore left to our own inferences. But the Gov- 
-ernment paper let out the secret. It was perpetu- 
ally pressing the reduction of the tariff as a party 


measure. {t was held up as a great and promised 
‘reform.  [Mr. Mel. here quoted an article from the 
Union.] Here the réduction-of the tariif was held 


“up as the. greatest of all reforms, and gentlemen 
were. urged to show their firmness and patriotism 
hy.disregurding the voice of their constituents, and 
‘striking so odioùs a Jaw from the statute Look. 
Now, if the great interests of the country were to 
be sacrificed; if ita eapital.was to be thrown out 
of employment, and its most profitable labor par- 
alyzed, it became gentlemen well to consider the 

en 2 I, ; 

“consequences. The Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
said the real question was, whether the farmer. 
should, be enabled to supply our wants from abroad 
‘by the-export of his grain, or whether we should 
‘farnish that supply ourselves. "The Secretary was 
most decided in his choice. He was for our re- 
ceiving all our supplies of goods from abroad. He 
took that side of the question, and that was the 
British side. Mr. Mel. would not say that the 
Secretary borrewed his idea froma British lord, 
but-it did so happen that Lord John Russell held 
almost the same language. Hear him: 

« yf we cannot.getasufficient supply of corn from Dantzic, 
or from Poland, We may obtain it from Odessa or the Black, 
‘Bea; or, if not, we may- obtain it from the United States of 
‘America. The free importation of food must necessar 
Jead to an equalization of prices, and aill place te position 
of the working people of this’country.on a better principle 
than any: law can possibly do for the promotion of their true 
interests. * * * The people of this country are used to toil; 
they are used to Jabors of the most protracted kind din 
many casés their inhors are of the most sskiifixl description. 
The’ curse ‘pronounced upon. man, that-heshould: cat his 
bread in the sweat of his brow, is alike applicable to the 
country and to the town—to the agricultural as to the me- 

chanical population. We see men toiling and laboring, not 
from ‘sunrise to sunset, but-for far Tonger -hours giving: the 
whole strength-of their sinews to their bard fabor in order to 
obtain their daily bread. They submit to the heaviest toil 
inthe hope to Keep.themselves and their families in neces- 
sary siistenance,if not comfort... *) * 8. ae 
Phere ig another. advantage which [think would-arise 
from the total abolition of the duties on the importation of 
grain: Í y c 
ponds of peace and amity. with foreign. $ 
especially with the United States of America. 


I think noth- 


arily | 


t would bind this country much more closely in the | 
States, and more 


| men, representing the Government of her M: 
- United States, might, by a fair and dispassion 
22 no prospect of war | 


seussion, 


come to an amicabic eement. I 
or serious differences arising out of the circumstances. If 
we are.determined on this side to import the products of the 
United States, and ifthe United States are equally satisfied 
to do the same with the manufactures of this kingdom—that 
they should feed us, and we should clothe them-—if no nn- 
haliowed legislation could stand iu the way of these desira- 
hie results, then we should sce two nations of the same race, 
and speaking the same language, united, in a manner caleu- 
lated: to remain for centuries undroken, in the bonds of am- 


ity and peave—united in a family compact; not suck com- | 
pacts as those of Franee and Spain, arising merely out of a : 
sing one great | 
same free ine: 


relationship of famiiies and of courts, but as bi 
family of the same blood, and admirers of the 
stitutions. > They admire the freedom of our monarehical 
Government, and we no Jess value their free institutions ; 
and a friendship founded on such bases as these, will secure 
a lasting peace and prosperity to the world”? 


k To this speech Lord Ashburton made the follow- 
ing reply: 


« Protection had existed in England from the days of the (| 


Plantagenets, whilst the whole line of country opp 
the continent—France, Belgium, Holiand, and Pru 
deed, almost every country in tbe world, monarchieal Ev 


rope as well as republican America, had its protective laws 


and regulations. The noble lord then commented on the 
speech of Lord John Russell, recently delivered at Glasgow. 
Be denied that noble lord’s statement, that England was the 
worst cultivated country in the world. Within his (Lord 
Ashburtow’s) recollection, the produce of the soil in his 
neighborhood had augmented fifty per cente nnd he was eer- 
tain that no branch of publie industry bad advanced, or was 
now more steadily advancing, thau the cultivation of the 
soit, Dord Jobn Russell had drawn a charming picture of 


two nations of the same kindr¢d— England and America— | 


the former clothing the latter, and the latter feeding the for- 
mer, 


« Now, he (Lord Ashburton) was far from saying anything ii 


against the people of America, with whom he Dad had the 
advantage of negotiation on the part of this country. He 


believed there were many most honorable men amongst | 


them, and for himself he saw vo- ground for apprehending 
that there was the lenst tik 
the two countries. 
country would overpower any disposition of that kind; but 
we must not forget there were two parties fo an agreement; 
and what if Ameriea should refuse to take our clothing, 
well knowing at dhe time they did so, that we were compel- 
led by the circumstances of our position, to take their cora? 


This was an illustration of the case, which had been so often | 


put, of the danger of depending on foreign countries for the 
supply of food. Why, the very last time we had differences 


with America she laid an embargo upon and shut her ports | 


agninst British shipping; and if was clear that. in the event 
ofa recurrence ol difficulties, her first step would be again 
to shut her ports against us, in whieh ease the supply from 
America would undoubtedly fail. - But the supply must not 
be expected from America; and we could not have a better 
proof of this than the fuet that, at this moment, American 
corn could come here, through Canada, at a duty of four 
shillings; and yet, if the returns were examined, it would be: 
found that_nine-tenths of the foreign, corn in. England was 
‘from the Baltic, though the duty on com from its shores was 
FIFTEEN SIULIANOR a quarter. This was entirely owing to 
the low price of labor in the north of Europe.” 


Here was the market which the Secretary would 
have us rely upon for the reception and consump- 
tion of our grain. To secure this market, he 
would have our farmers sell their wheat at prices 
as low as those received in the Baltic. An honor- 
able gentleman from Massachusetta [Mr. Hupson} 
had gone fully into this subject, and he had shown 
that the average price of wheat in Hurope daring 
fifteen years had heen eighty-five cents a bushel, 


while, during the same period, the average here | 


had been a dollar and twenty-five cents. Now, if 


the average was eighty-five cents, and the British į; 

discriminating duty against us was five cents, then | 

our farmer must be content to take eighty cents a |i i 
i 


bushel. What a beautiful prospect here opened 
upon our agriculturist from the new tariff bill! 
And this was the great and all-important party 
reform about which. the editor of the Union was 
lectuiring Congress from day to day. 

Mr.. Mel. would not charge the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means with anything 
like collusion with members of the British House ; 
of Commons, nor did he charge any previous ar- 
rangements on the two sides of the water; but it was 
at least a curious coincidence that on the very day 


this bill was called up in the House of Representa- ; 


tives the bill forthe repeal of the corn laws went to its 
second reading inthe House of Commons. Sup- 
pose now our farmers should sell their wheat at 
eighty-three cents, and should get in exchange for 
it the manufactures of Europe: what was: the 
annual consumption of wheat in Great Britain, and 
what proportion did it-bear tó the production of the’ 
farmers of the United States? Great Britain con- 
sumed about ten millions of bushels of foreign 
wheat in a year, which was just about double the 
product of the State of Massachusetts, and about 
one-half the product of the State of Ohio. To get 


lihosd ofa disturbance between Í 
Tle believed that the good sense of the | 


manufactures destroyed, and we were all to turn 
agriculturists. The consequence, of course, must 
be to increase production, and, by the same opera- 
tion, to diminish demand—by one grand stroke 
of policy to multiply producers and reduce consu- 
mers. And what must be the consequence of that? 
Prices must fall, and, with prices, wages Wheat 
coming down to-eighty-three cents, labor must be 
brought down to the same level. To. give to the 
people of America some idea of what will be the 
practical effect of this policy, let me read a short 
panse from -the Report of the Commissioner on 

atents, who is a fierce advocate of the free-trade 
system: 

“Ta England the average rate of agricultural wages for 
able man with a (amily is 9 shillings, or &1 98 por week; 
: Franee, N4; in Prussia, 66 cents; in Germany, $1 02; 
nd Belgium, Q1 20; in Italy and the Austrian 
The English faborer wil] obtain for his weekly 
ve of rent, 39 pounds of bread; French, 46 
n, 86 pounds; German, 432 pounds, &c. 
ie laborer in this country, who receives his bushel of 
a Wheat a day, or other articles in proportion, will readily 
' conceive the meager fare and slender chance of € taying by 
i any thing’ which must attend the foreign agriemtural Jabor- 
fern Jt is omly by the comparisons which such authentic 
| statements enable them to make that the free laborers, the 
: farmers, or mechanics of this country ean fully appreciate 
i the advantages of their position.”—-Putent Office Report, p. 
\ 3 
H 
i 
| 


| 
| WS. 

|, And yet this is the condition to which the Com- 
|| missioner of Patents (this Bundelcund) proposes 
‘reducing the labor of the country. A glorious 
| prospect! Wheat 83 cents a bushel, and Ameri- 
ij can labor 10 cents a day. Mr. Mel. was very 
i glad to be able to present such authentic evidence 
as this from an officer of the United States Gov- 
ernment. Being from an official source, and a 
Democratic source, this perhaps would not be de- 
i nounced asa Whig lic. Now, if the destruction 
of the tariff was to bring the wages of our people 
down to 10 cents a day, it was high time they un- 
derstood the matter, and it was the imperative 
duty of their Representatives to apprize them of 
the fact. 

But the matter did not stop here. While the 
| means of the people to produce were thas dimin- 
ii ished, their actual burdens were to be increased by 
| taxing that which they could not produce. A tax 
i! laid on what we could produce, worked as a pro- 
i tection; buta tax Jaid on that which we did not 
| and could not raise, was a burden, and nothing 
| Dut a burden. Now, it was proposed to draw three 
millions of: dollars from:a tax on the cup of tea 
that refreshed the laboring woman, and ihe cup. of 
coffee that cheered’ the laboring man. 

Yet gentlemen ‘said they had nothing against 


il 


|! that they should go on without protection. But 
|) the object-of the bill was plain, It Jaid the axe at 
the root of all American manufactures. The Sec- 


i Now, this was a blow at manutactt 
branches; for it would not do to admit cottons and 
exclude iron and glass; for that would bea dis- 
i eriminating duty, and discriminating duties were 
i! protective duties, and protective duties were an 


|| abomination in the Secretary ’s nose. : 
| The case of Mr. Pratt,a manufacturer of leather, 
had been alluded to by some gentlemen, and the 
idea had been thrown out that he had amassed 
great wealth without protection, and therefore oth- 
er manufacturers might do the same, Now, itap- 
peared by the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means that the article of manufactured leather 
i had protection of 73 per cent. So much for. that 
argument. No doubt both Mr. Pratt and Pratts- 
ville had derived great benefit from the tariff; but 
not more than was énjoyed by other branches of 
| manufacture of iron—of wool, and of glass. The 
| same benefit was shared by all engaged in manu- 
: factures, and collateral benefits in a thousand forms 
| were enjoyed by others. And this was one of the 
i| great arguments for the protective system. 
li 7 Gentlemen. might say or do what they would, 
| they would find that the system of American pro- 
|! tecfion had taken a:deep root in the hearts of the 
i| American people. It was rapidly extending itself 
= over our whole country. Wherever reflecting men 
| experienced its effects upon themselves or others 
| it found favor. . It was only necessary impartially 
| to view the relative condition of the country when 
l it was and when it was not enjoyed; to. commend 
ij itto the support. of every. man who-loved his own 
i country better than those of the Old World. All 
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the system asked was a fair trial. All its friends 
demanded was that it should be tried upon its mer- 
its, and that it should not be condemned without 
evidence and against evidence. 

Mr. YOUNG here obtained the floor 
for the rising of the committee. 


NAVY PENSIONS. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the Committee take 
up the bill making appropriations for the payment 
of naval pensions for the year ending 30th June, 
1847. o, 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enactel by the Senate and House of Represent: 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
the following sums be, and the same are herebs ppropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- 
sed, for the payment of navy pensions for the year ending 
the thirtieth June, 1847: 


„and moved 


To pay invalid pensions, thirty-two thousand three hun- |: 


dred and thirty-five dollars and forty cents. 
To pay the pensions of widows of officers, seamen, and 
marines, twelve thousand dolars. 


To pay the pensions of invalids who were wounded on | 


board of private armed vessels during the late war, three 
thousand dollars, 


Ona motion of Mr. McKAY to strike out an | 
item appropriating three thousand dollars for the | 
relief of invalids in our private vessels of war, a | 


brief but very animated debate sprang up, in which 
Messrs. KING, of Massachusetts, and HOLMES, 
of South Carolina, very warmly opposed the mco- 
tion of Mr. McKay, pleading with much earnest- 


ness the cause of our privateersmen, stating the | 


large amount of prize-money which they had 
brought into the Treasury; the sacred and invio- 
Jable character of the fund pledged for their relief, 
when wounded; and their right, if that fund had 
been perverted by the mismanagement of Govern- 
ment officers, to have it made good out of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. McKAY admitted the existence and the 
sacred character of the fund, and explained how it 
had been. misapplied, but utterly denied the obli- 
gation of the Government to make it good. ‘The 
question was taken by tellers, when the ayes were 


48, the noes 54. No quorum having voted, the |: 


committee rose and reported progress. 

A brief personal explanation then took place be- 
tween Mr. HILLIARD and Mr, YANCEY;, in 
relation to a passage in the speech of the latter ag 
reported in the Union. Mr. HILLIARD warmly 
disclaimed having said anything ‘that could pos- 
sibly derogate from the character of Washington, 
and complained of having in that respect been mis- 
represented by his colleague; but after mutual ex- 
planation, Mr. YANCEY made such disclaimers 


as were entirely satisfactory to Mr. H., and the ;; 


affair ended in the most friendly manner. 


The committee then rose, and the House ad- ; 


journed, 


ATE. 
Frinay, dune 19, 1846. 


Mr. WESTCOTT presented two memorials i 


from citizens of West Florida, setting forth the 
defenceless state of that part of the country 
praying appropriations for suit j 
which were referred to the Conurittee on Mi 
Affairs. 


itary 


Mr, YULEE presented a memorial from the | 
same quarter, similar in its import; which was also | 


referred to the Commitiee on Military Affnirs. 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the House bill for the relief of 
John Stockton, late a lieutenant in the army of the 
United States, without amendment. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of 


Shadrach Gillet and others, which was read a first ©: 


time. 


same committee, a bill for the rehef of John Rus- 


sell; which was read a first time, and the accom. - 


panying report was ordered to he printed. 


Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Mili- i 


tary Affairs, reported the joint resolution from the 
House making appropriations to pay the volun- 


teers called out under the command of General |, 


Gaines, without amendment. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, ` 


on the bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 


ment, dnd for fulfilling treaty stipulations with | 


the various Indian tribes; for the year ending June 


and ;; 
ons; ii 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE also reported, from the E 


i 


E 


| 


1 
ji 


t 


i 
i 
f 
| 
i 
} 


ments disagreed to by the-House of Representa- 
tives, and ask a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses; and that the Chair appoint the 
committee of conference on the part. of the Senate, 


The question being first put that the Senate dis- 
agree to the amendments of the House, it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. z i f 

The Senate having determined to insist on its- 
disagreement— : 

It was then ordered that a Committee of Confer- 
ence, on the part of the Senate, be appointed, to 
consist of three members. ` s 
‘The CHAIR then appointed Messrs. Lewis, 
Jarnnaaix, and Sevier, to be of said committee. ji 


On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, who explain- 
ed that he submitted the resolution in justice to f 
. General Gaines, ar: : ii 
|! Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed |) 
to communicate to the Senate a copy of a letter į; 
from General Gaines, dated New Orleans, June |! 
7, 1846, to the War Department, in relation to his | 
= recall from the command of the western military || 
division of the United States, 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over: i 

Resolved, That the Committee’on Finance be |j 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of provi- į 
ding by law that the subsistence, clothing, and 5) 
equipage for the army be purchased by advertising | 
for contracts, to be given to the lowest bidder, || 
when the exigencies of the service will admit of it; || 
and also to inquire into the expediency of requiring |! 
the Quartermaster General and the Commissary 
General of Subsistence to report annually to the 
Secretary of War the terms of the contracts made 
i and all bids or offers for contracts not accepted re- 
lating to the military service. ! 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to post- || 
pone the prior orders, to take up the joint resolution 
in relation to the issuing of grants of certain lands | 
in Louisiana. 

Mr. DIX hoped that the Senator would not press 
that motion; there was the bill relating to the 
warchousing system, which he had given notice |! 
of his intention to call up to-day; and he hoped, |! 
therefore, that the motion of the Senator from |i 

Louisiana would not prevail. 

' "She question was put by the CHAIR, and de- |! 
cided in the afirmative: Yeas 18, nays 17. ji 

The resolution was then debated at some length | 
by Messrs. McDUFFIE, MOREHEAD, BER- 


H 


| 


| 
i 
I 


I 
i 
li 
i 
i 
i 


i 


i 
| 
1 
ji 
| 
| 


i 
| 


: the table; on which question he demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered; and the motion 
was decided in the negative, as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, Breese, | 
Calhoun, Cass, Chaim 


Maryland, Lew 
Sturgeon, and Websier— 
NAYS—Mess 5 
mas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Fair- 
field, Greene, Tfouston, Huntington, Johnson of Lonisiana 
v a Miles, Pearee, Phelps, Rus} npie, Sevier, Sim- 
mons, Upham, Woodbridge, and Yu W. i 
Mr. SPEIGHT hoped that the joint resolution | 
i would be permitted to pass, and the public business | 


L suffered to proceed. ` It had already consumed, 


is, MeDutiie, More- 
Q. 


ugh strictly a private matter, a great deal of 
i to the prejudice of important public bills. 
: JOHNSON, of Louisiana, denied that it was 


a pr 


$ 


| 
p x 
i ivate matier; the United States were, he said, 
i 

l 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
BREESE and JOHNSON of Maryland; when 
The question was taken on the pending motion 
of Mr. Arcnison, to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; and decided in the nega- į 
: tive without a count. - | 
The question then recurred on the passage of the | 
resolution, and decided in the affirmative, as fol- | 
lows: i 
YEAS—Measts. Ashley, Atherton, Berrien, Thomas Cla: 
vis, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, : 


es, Pearce, Phelps 
Simmons, Ti , Upham, Woodbridge, and Yulee—27. i 

NAYS—Mes Men, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, | 
Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Chalmers, Corwin, Hannegan, Jen. 
`: ness, Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, McDuffie, Morehead, 
i: Speight, Sturgeon, and Webster—1&. 


i ported merchandise. ‘They 
; greatest possible simplicity m form. They have 
; not deemed it expedient to recommend a complex 


RIEN, and others; when ji 
Mr. BAGBY moved to lay the whole subject on i 


Corwin, Dickinson, Dix, Hanne- :; 


i 
t 


; deeply interested as a party. H 


>, Houston, Huntington, Johnson of Louisi- |; 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, i: 


So the resolution was’ passed, arid: senit to the 
House for its concurrence. ` Ola, an 


be 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 
The Senate then took up, as in-Committee of. 


| the Whole, the bill to amend an. act entitled “An 
; act to provide revenue from imports, and to: change 
; and modi 
| ports, and for other púrposes. ” 


fy existing laws imposing duties on-im-. 


Mr. DIX rose and addressed the Senate in ex- 
planation of the biil and the amendments he pro- 
posed to submit, as follows: ‘ 

Mr. Preswenr: The bill under consideration 
was reported to the Senate from the Committee on 
Commerce, under a resolution. instructing: them to 


inquire into the expediency of establishing a ware- 


house system, and giving ther avithority to report 
by bilt.. The committee having charged me’ with 
the introduction of the bill, it devolves ‘on me to 


: explain its provisions, to point out itg objects, and 
| to show in what respects it modifies existing laws. 


The bill is designed by the committee to respond 


' affirmatively to the inquiry they were instructed to 


make. It is true, it does not provide specifically 


i for the establishment of a warehouse system; but 
| jt alms to accomplish all the objects of such a sys- 


tem, by extending the provisions’of. existing laws 


‘in relation to the storage and final disposal of im- 


They have: given it the ° 


system: They have aimed to introduce no prin- 


i ciples wholly new or untried, They have made 


the ‘system they propose conform as nearly as 


i practicable to the provisions of existing laws.’ 
| They have founded it on enactments now in force, 


and in daily and familiar operation, enactments of 


i which the meaning and application have been set- 


tled by construction and practice: The bill-con- 
sists of an amendment of a. single section—the 
twelfth section—of ‘the.act of the 30th of August, 
1842, commonly called the tariff act. Itis almost a 
transcript of that section and the thirteenth. ‘The 
amendments, though. important, are all comprised 


| within the compass.of a few lines. ‘Thus, Senators 


wijl perceive that the proposed measure will ‘be 
presented for their consideration in the most simple 
shape, and that the examination which the im- 


| portance of the subject demands may ‘be carried 
| on, without embarrassing their attention: by com- 


plexity of details. eeu Pes 
The first observation which I deem it proper to 


|! make in connexion with: the general policy of the 


measure, is, that the warehouse system is actually 
in existence, though on a very narrow basis, and. 
in a very imperfect form. Indeed, I believe there 
has been no period from the foundation of ovr 
revenue system when it was not in operation in 
some shape or other, and under certain limitations. 
It will, in fact, be necessary, in order to show to 
what extent it is in force, to go back to the general 
revenue act of the 24 March, 1799, “to regulate 


| the collection of duties on imports and tonnage.” 


The 56th section of that act, which is still in 
force with some modifications, provides that, after 


‘Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Berrien, Tho- || the expiration of fifteen working days from the 


time prescribed for reporting a vessel, if any goods 
shall be found on board, other than such as were 


| reported for entry in another collection district, or 


some foreign port, they shall be taken possession 


l of, and stored under the order of the collector. 


The same section also provides that, after five days’ 
notice to the collector, any goods may be so taken 
and stored, with the consent of the owner, or con- 
signee, or the master of the vessel. By the act of 
3d March, 1821, the time allowed for unlading ves- 
sels exceeding three hundred tons burden is ex~ 
tended from fifteen to twenty working days; and 
! by a proviso in the 56th section of the act of 1799, 
‘which I am now examining, the fifteen working 
| days originally allowed may be extended by the 
_ collector fifteen days more for vessels laden with 
i salt or coal. 

: © The act of 1799, like all the early acts regulating 
i the collection of duties, gave a credit to the import- 
; er, where the duties chargeable on imported mer- 
chandise exceeded.a certain amount. If the duties 
` did not exceed fifty dollars, they were required by 
that act to be paid in cash; and by the act of the 
14th July, 1832, cash payments were exacted for 
duties not exceeding two hundred dollars. On alt 
sums exceeding these amounts, the importer took 
the goods and gave his bond; payable at periods 
| varying from three to twelve months, according to 


1846. 
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the nature of the merchandise and the countries 
from which it..was imported. “This was the gen- 
eral system... There wasan exception to. it inthe 
ease. of teas, which were allowed to. be deposited in 
stores-agreed -on by the-importer and inspector of 
‘the revenue-—bonds. without sureties being taken, 
in double the amount. of thée-duties, payable.in.two 
years: And there was also.a general provisionau- 
thorizing. collectors to receive goods in deposite, by 
way of. securing the payinent. of duties, as a sub- 
stitute for. sureties on bonds. For instance, if the | 
importer. preferred not ta give sureties, he was al- į 
lowed ‘to give. his own bond and take his merchan- | 
sise, depositing with the collector asufficient quan- | 
ily 
whole. ; ; 
Under the system of credits thus established, | 
there was no strong inducement to place goods in 
store pursuantto the provisions of the 46th section | 


of the act-of 1799... Such as were found on board |! 


vessels after the time specified for unlading, were | 
usually. small in quantity and not of great value. 
Under the proviso of the 56th section, which I have | 


referred to, authorizing goods to be received in 


store after five days’ notice, with the consent of the |, 


owner, T believe it was, and still is, the practice for | 
vessels in haste te enteron the return voyage, and 
especially. packets, to be put on what is called the | 
five. days” order, for.the purpose of unlading and | 
sending their. cargoes to the public stores without | 
waiting for thera to be appraised, weighed, meas- 
ured, and gauged. ; : 

Goods thus deposited were, by the provisions of 
the 56th section, permitted to remain in store for 
the term of nine months, unless the duties charge- 
able on them became payable in a shorter period; 
and in this case a sufficient quantity. waa allowed 
to be sold to realize the duties when they were due. 
The residue. was to be sold at the end of the nine 
months, ‘with the addition.of one month prescribed 
for advertising. them. So that, with the nine 
months allowed for retaining goods in store, one 
month for advertising, twenty days for unla- 
ding, and unavoidable delays, it rarely happened 
that goods charged. with duties payable in nine 
months were sold in less than a year. Before 
goods were sold, they were required to be apprais- 


SSS 


‘to.insure the payment of the duties on the // 


days, (or ninety days, if imported from beyond 
the Cape of Good Hope,) the goods, or a sufficient 
amount to pay the duties, are required to be sold 
at auction after an appraisement by the general 
appraisers. If the owner does not claim the resi- 
due, they are to be redeposited, and disposed of 
undér the thirteenth section of the same act, the 
provisions of which | shall explain.. The time of 
| advertising before a sale is prescribed by the 
Treasury Department, and has been fixed at thirty 
days, as under the act of 1799. i 

Such is the warehouse system, if it can be so 
called, existing under the twelfth section of the act 
of the 30th August, 1842; and it will be perceived 
that it differs from that established by the act of 
| 1799 in many essential particulars. 

1. By the act of 1842 the maximum time during 
which goods are allowed to remain in store hefore 
‘a sale to realize the duties is reduced from nine 
months to sixty or ninety days 


required to be made by two or more reputable 
merchants. Under the twelfth section of the act 
of 1842 no special appraisers are named, and it is, 
therefore, construed to intend the general apprais- 
| ers—the official persons appointed under the gen- 
eral law. The appraisement is accordingly made 
by them. 

3. Under the act of 1799 all the goods were to 
be sold at the end of nine months. 
section of the act of 1842 only a sufficient quantity 
is to be sold, at the end of sixty or ninety days, to 
pay the duties, charges, and interest. 

4. Under the 56th section of the act of 1799, the 


i! overplas of the proceeds of the sale, after paying 


the duties and charges, was to be paid into the 
treasury of the United States, for the use of the 
owner. Under the 12th section of the act of 1842, 
j the residuc of the goods, after selling a sufficient 
quantity to pay duties, interest, and charges, is to 
| be delivered to the owner, if claimed by him, or if 
not claimed, to be redeposited in store. 

5. The act of 1799 required an inventory and 
appraisement of the goods before a sale. The act 


2. Under the act of 1799 he appraisement was | 


Under the 12th | 


of 1842 requires, in addition, that distinct and |: 
printed catalogues descriptive of the goods, with | 
| the appraised value annexed, shall be distributed : 
among the persons present at the sale, and a rea- | 


ed by two or more reputable merchants, and the | 
proceeds of the sale, after deducting the duties and | 
charges, were paid into the treasury of the United | 
States forthe use of the owner, upon proof of his | 
right to receive them... 

. Such was the warehouse system as it existed | 
under the earliest. revenue: laws... The system of | 
eredits established by the. same laws, and the lim- 
ited ‘time for the deposite-of merchandise, rendered | 
it of no great: practical importance as an instru- 
ment of-commerce. I call it a warehouse system, | 
though it may be deemed unworthy of the name, 


as its object: was, chiefly, the convenience of the The 13th section of the act of 30th August, 1842, 
commercial community. i 


differs materially from the 12th, and is, in its gen- 
“The 12th section of the act of the 30th August, |' eral provisions, more analogous to the 56th section 
1842, requires the duties on all imported merchan- |} of the act of 1799. ‘The appraisement is required 
dise. to'be paid in cash. The act of 1799 ro- || to be made by two or more respectable merchants, 
quired duties to be paid, or secured to be paid, ee the goods are required to be sold. This 
before a permit for landing them was granted. || Section, at first glance, appears to have been spe- 
But. in order to ascertain what the duties were, it || it 2 
was necessary, as a general rule, to cause the ii of all unclaimed goods, in whatever manner they 
goods to be weighed, gauged, measured, and some- j; May have found their way into the public stores; 
times sent to the public stores to be appraised. || but, by a construction of the Treasury Department 


the quality of the goods. These additional require- 
ments are of great importance. Under the old sys- 
tem thesé.sales were ordinarily mere package sales. 
The officers of the custos and porsons in their 
| confidence might know all about the goods to-be 
i sold, while the purchasers could know very little 
i about them, thus opening a wide door to collusion 
and fraud, i 

There are other differences of minor importance 
not necessary to be specified. 


it 
i 


The necessity of the case, therefore, established i of the 11th July, 1845, it is decided to embrace | 


this constraction of the law, which has existed | only such goods as are redeposited in store under 
from the earliest period—that its requiremen ts are | the preceding section, after a partial sale to realize 
sufficiently complied with ifthe importer pays the || the duties, or such as arè liable for charges of sto- 
duties regularly ascertained,.or secures them when i rage, &c. The time during which goods may re- 
estimated, before he obtains. possession of the 1 main in store under this section is fixed by the 
goods on which they aré charged. This practice || 56th section of the act of 1799, which is in this 
exists, and must always exist, under any system || respect unrepealed, and the sales accordingly take 
of cash duties; It existed when the cash system f place once- in nine months. 

was partial, when it was made universal, and it || In all cases, both under the acts of 1799 and 
exists still. Under the cash-system, then, the || 1842, there is a provision for the speedy sale of 
duties must be paid-or deposited before the goods i perishable goods—a provision equally important 
go. into .the possession of the owner. . Under the | to the Government, in order that the duties. may 
credit system, the owner obtained. possession of | be realized before the goods become worthless; and 
his goods on. giving his bond for the payment of j! to the owner, who may not always know that his 
the duties at a future day. ds are in store, and who might, without such 


i goo 
T'he 12th.section of.the act o 


f 1842, after exact- I a provision, lose their entire value. ate, 

ing the payment-of duties in-cash, provides, that |. I have thus stated the provisions of existing laws. 
«cin all cases of failure or neglect. to pay the-du- | in relation to the storage. and í nal disposal of im- 
ties, on completion of the entry,” the goods shail || ported goods in all cases of a failure or néglect to 
be. taken possession. of by the. collector, and de-.)) pay. ti nt J gor 
posited in the public stores.” When so deposit- | unclaimed by the owners within the time limited 
] 1 ; rge and risk of |; for retaining them in store. A comparison of the 


ed, they. aré tobe kept. at the charg ) retaining ; 
the Sinar. and if the duties are not paid in sixty |) act of 1799 in respect to the storage of goods, with 


sonable opportunity given to purchasers to inspect | 


cially framed for the purpose of finally disposing | 


| pay the duties chargeable on them, and of goods. 


f the act of 1842, will show the latter tobe much 
i| more striñgëntin its provisions. It diminishes the 
time during which goods are allowed to remain in 
store from nine months to sixty and ninety days, 
nd it exacts interest-on the duties from the date 
f ihe entry of the goods on which they are charge- 
ble. 2 Taules : 

` T'he tariffact of 1842 introduced the mostthorough 
revolution in this department of the revenue system 
i| of the United States which has been known since 
, the foundation of the Government, by abandoning 
+ the old plan of giving credit for duties, and requiring 
i} them to he paid in cash for the largest as well as 
| the smallest sams. The old system gave a credit 
ji for duties, without exacting interest during the pe- 
li riod for which the credit was granted. Under the 
‘act of 1842, if there is a failure or an omission to 
ji pay the duties on imported merchandise on the 
i completion of the entry, interest is charged from 
£ the day the duties acerwe, and the importer pays it 
with the duties when he claims the goods; or if, in 
default of voluntary payment by the importer, a 
+ sale takes place, the interest is added to the duties, 
|| and the amount, together with the charges for sto- 
| rage, &c., is realized from the proceeds of the sale. 
I desire to say here, Mr. President, to avoid mis- 
; apprehension, that I am aware of the provision in 
1 the tariff act of 1833, or the compromise act, as it 
|, is called, requiring duties to be paid in ready mo~ 
| ney; but this provision did not. go into effect until 
ti the Ist of July, 1842; and by the same act all du- 
|! ties were reduced to 20 per cent. on the same day, 
while the more liberal provisions of the act of 
| 1799, in respect to the storage of goods, if Tam not 
| mistaken, remained in force. I also desire to say 
i that I have not overlooked the partial provision in 
the act of 1832, requiring duties on woollens to be 
paid in cash, or, if stored, exacting interest on the 
duties. 

The introduction of cash payments for duties, 
though I believe it is generally conceded to have 
|| operated favorably as far as the Government is 
concerned, so much so that few, if any, are desi- 
rous of disturbing it, at least by reinstating the old 
system of credits, bears heavily on the mercantile 
interest. in comparison with the latter. The for- 
bearance of payment by the Government was, in 
practice, equivalent to a cash capital for the mer- 
chant to the amount of the duties during the time 
i for which the credit or forbearance of payment 
was. granted... It wag, unquestionably, a valuable 
mercantile facility for those who. had the benefit of 
it, and ‘the diserétion. to employ it judiciously. 
But it had its public inconveniences, and it was 
very properly abolished.” It was, however, fore- 
seen and foretold at the time the change was 
made, that great hardship would be likely to result 
from it, unless provision was made for storing 
goods for a limited period, ang forbearing during 
that period to exact the payment of the duties. 
But it isa singular fact—and one which is not 
easily to be accounted for on any principle of pub- 
i! lie utility or convenience—that when. the extraor- 
| dinary and violent transition took place from credits 
to cash payments, the maximum time during which 
merchandise was allowed to remain in store, before 
a sale to realize the duties, instead. of beide en- 
larged, as one would suppose it should have been, 
i! or at least continue as it then existed, was actually 
reduced, as has been seen, from nine’ months to 
one-third of that period, and for most merchandise 
toa still shorter Ume. The change took place, too, 
at the very moment when the rates of duty were 
enormously increased on a large class of imports 
from 20 per cent., the maximum under the Com- 
promise act of 1833. „| The stringent measure of 
cash payment was rendered more stringent by a 
simultancous increase of the rates of duty, and by 
depriving the importer, to a great extent, of the 
i| facility of placing his goods in store, if the impor- 
ii tation should find him unprepared to pay the duties 
incash. This privilge, which under the system of 
credits, was Öf no great practical benefit in exten- 
sive operations, would, under the system of cash 
payments, have been a facility of considerable 
value to importers of moderate means, and would 
have enabled them to contend, in a limited field, at 
|! least; with large capitalists, who, if general opinion 
be true, have now engrossed, in a gréat measure, 
the büsinëss of importation, and will continue to 
do so, under existing laws, from their ability to fur- 
nish readily the means of meeting the payment of 
| duties in cash on large cargoes. Still, if the time 
li allowed for merchandise to remain in store under 
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the act of 1799 had not been diminis c 
have been too limited to accomplish alt the objects | 
anticipated from a warehousing system, especially i 
so far as such a system may lead to the storage of |: 


oods for exportation, i se 
5 I will now state wherein the bill before the Sen- <: 


ate proposes to amend existing laws, pointing out || 
as I proceed in what resp ! 


iy 


xed, it would 


ects it will change the | 
ractical operation of the present system; and I |! 
shall conclude by a brief summary of the advanta- n 
ges expected to result from it, I have already said 
that the bill is, with the exception of a few amend- 
ments, à transcript of the 12th and 13th sections o 
the act of 30th August, 1842; and in stating and į; 
explaining the amendments, I shall cover all the |; 
ground which is new. 
The first amendment proposed, is to allow goods : 
to remain in store for a period not Jess than two, 
nor more than three years, as Congress may deter- 
mine, instead of sixty and ninety days, with the 
privilege of withdrawing. them at any time during |. 
that period on the payment of duties and charges. |! 
This amendment embraces two new provisions: |: 
Ist, an extension of thé time during which goods ! 
are permitted to remain in store; and 2d, a remis- | 
sion of the interest now exacted on the duties from |: 
the date of the entry to the time of withdrawing | 
from the public stores the merchandise on which | 
they are charged. These provisions are so dis- |; 
tinct in character that it will be necessary to con- 
sider them separately. 

I. As to the extension of time.—The Senate will 
„perceive that the number of years during which i; 
the bill proposes to allow goods to remain in store, |: 
is left in blank. Iwil, at a proper time, move to | 
fill the blank with three years, though I am not |: 
authorized to say that I shall be sustained in this |! 
motion by the judgment of the committee. There | 
are, in my view of the subject, some strong con- | 
siderations in favor of selecting that period of time. | 
It is the period fixed by the British system, which 
has been in successful operation for more than forty | 
years; and it may be reasonably supposed that, af. | 
ter so full a trial, it has been retained from consid- |: 
erations of its convenience for commercial purposes, | 
But it is not for this reason alone. The term of |, 
three years is the period during which imported |i 
goods may, under existing laws, be entered for ex- | 
portation with the privilege of drawback; and the i 
term thus fixed in one case would seem to indicate | 
a proper limitation in the other; especially as sto- | 
ring goods for exportation will, in all probability, 
become a very important and extensive branch of || 

business, if this bill should become a law. Should 
the Senate be of the opinion that the term of three ‘| 
years is too long, and that a shorter period is dic- 
tated by any urgent considerations of public con- 
venience or utility, I can only say that I shall sub- |: 
mit cheerfully to its better judgment, but with the |! 
Strong hope that a less time than two years will |; 
not be thought of, as J am fully persuaded that it | 
isthe least which would be sufficient to accomplish | 
effectually the objects in view. Commercial and ): 
financial reactions are not supposed ordinarily to ` 
run their course in much less time; and if that pe- `' 
riod is allowed for goods to remain in store, the . 
owner will be able to avoid the inconvenience and {: 
loss on the one hand of reéxporting them unneces- |! 
sarily, and, on the other, the sacrifice of throwing | 
them upon the domestic market when the demand ;; 
is limited, or the ability to purchase impaired by ‘i 
derangements in the pecuniary or mercantile trans- |! 
actions of the country. : 
2. As to the remission of the interest.—Inierest is 
now exacted on the duties from the date of the en- ii 
try of the merchandise on which they are chareed | 
to the time when the duties are paid. The pro- i; 
posed amendment proceeds upon the principle of ;; 
requiring the owner or importer of foreign mer- : 
chandise to pay the impost when the merchandise ©: 
is wanted for consumption. If he pays the dutie 
on the entry, and is compelled to keep the goods | 
on hand because he cannot sell them advanta- | 
geously or without loss, the Government has the `: 
use of the money paid for the duties, though the 
merchandise has not been used for the benefit of |, 
the owner, while the latter is also paying or Josing 
interest on the amount of the duties he has ad- 
vanced to the Government. In Hike manner, ifa 
merchant Imports goods, pays duties on the entry 
and is compelled to keep the goods on hand, they | 
become constantly enhanced in cost, not only by i: 
a eee of interest on the purchase money, i 
erest on the duties. Cases of this de- il 


i 
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duties also. ‘The Government, by so doing, de- 


i the credit to run, he could always dispose at least ; 


' goods to the time when the duties are paid, does | 


i him to take his goods from the public stores when 
! he wants them, by paying the charges of storage, 
' &e., and the duties, without exacting interest on 


of requiring the importer to pay the duties when 


‘the old system of credits. 


the policy of extending the period of time during 
i } y S I S 


| sumption, or domestic use, on paying the charges |} 


i! for re-exportation on the payment of all charges, i 
i f 3 


: August, 1790. An addition of one quarter per | 


_ahaif per cent. was made for the same purpose; 


| dise was refunded on its exportation. 
: by the Ith section of the act of 30th August, 


= 


scription are undoubtedly of frequent occurrence; 
and I advert to them for the pirposé of showing” 
the iniquity, the iliherality, not only of exacting | 
the payment of duties before the merchandise ‘on | 
which they are chargeable is required for consump- 

tion, or before the importer can make any advan- ; 
tageous use of it, but of exacting interest on the | 


rives a profit from the merchant without any cor- | 
responding benefit to the latter. Under the sys- 


i tem of credits, -coeval with the foundation of the jj 


Government, the merchant was allowed to take his 
goods into his own possession, by givihg security 
for the payment of the duties, without interest, at 

a future day; and during the period allowed for 


e 


of a suficient amount of the goods to meet the | 
payment of his bonds. It was, as I have already | 
said, a most valuable pecuniary facility to the mer- | 
eantile community, though having an Inherent ten- | 
dency to run into excess, and to stimulate and ex- 
tend injuriously the operations of business. -The | 
remission of interest on duties, from the entry of į 


not, strictly speaking, extend a facility to the im- 
porter or merchant. It merely abstains from im- 
posing a burden—from exacting what is unreason- | 
able and unjust—a profit to the Government with- | 
outany corresponding advantage to him. Itallows 


the latter for the period the goods have been in 
store. The principle seems so obviously just that 
I will not pursue the argument further, i 

It may be proper to add, however, that the sys- || 
tem of cash payments proceeds upon the principle 


the merchandise goes into his possession; and this 
is the only material point in which it differs from | 
The non-exaction of | 
interest on the duties does not affect this principle. | 
Imported goods, as Jong as they are deposited in 
store, are a security to the Government for the 
payment.of the duties chargeable on them. The | 
payment of the impost is exacted when the goods 
are withdrawn, and go into the importer’s posses- 
sion; and thus the great principle on which the 
system of cash payments proceeds is preserved |; 
inviolate. > | 
The observations I have made are confined to || 


ii any other view of-the subject, it: could only 


i been held in store. 
i the exaction, if it were continued, would become 


iP 


chandise in case of its re-exportation, was origi- 
jnally, as is perceived, very-small; (butone -per 
cent.;) and the two second acts to which F have 
| referred—adding two per cent. and. three-quarters 
| to the amount as a substitute for stamp duties on 
i debentures—show that the ‘object was to indemni- 
fy the Government forthe inconyenience and ex- 
pense to which it was subjected. : os 
| But the object is directly or indirectly shown by. 
all the early Jaws as welt as the early reports ir 
respect to the revenue system. 

Under existing laws there is no-very perceptible 
want. of equity in this exaction, for’ the reason 
that it does not take the form of a direct payment 
| to the Government. © But, under the proposed bill, 
i and with the extension of the period allowed for 
| keeping goods in store, the exaction of a payment 

equal to the same proportion of the amount of 
duties chargeable on them in all cases,- without 
reference to the time during which the goods have 
} been stored, would be illiberal and :mpolitic. The 
; eXaction was designed, not asa source of revenue 
| to the Government, much. less. as a discourage- 
| ment to the re-exportation of imported.goods. Its 


!| purpose was what I have stated—to indemnify the 


| Government for the inconvenience and expense of 
| administering the system of debentures.’ Under 
e 
| considered as an unreasonable imposition on com- 
merce, and especially that branch of commerce 
in which the country is so deeply concerned—the 
| carrying trade. ie gt i Sa 
The bill under consideration proposes ‘to lay 
| aside this. cxaction entirely, returning to the more . 
liberal provisions of former laws; and, as a substi- 
tute for it, to require only the payment-of the ac- 
tual charges and expenses ‘incurred while the 
goods are stored. By this provision, the interest 
of the. Government will be fully protected, and the 
charges paid by the importer will bear a just pro- 
portion to the time he has enjoyéd the benefit of 
the legal provision under which his goods have 
Under the proposed system, 


i 


amere premium paid to the Government for the’ 
rivilege of exporting foreign .rrerchandise for 
which there was nò demand at home. ^ 80 i 

If the exaction were, as it now i the shape 
of a deduction by the Government from duties ac- 
tually paid, its true character, would’ be less appa- 
rent than when the exaction takes the-form of ar 


| actual payment by the' importer on an ‘estimated 


which goods are allowed to remain in the public || 


amount of duties which the Government has never 


stores, without calling for the payment of duties, || 
and of allowing them to be withdrawn for con- || 


and the duties without interest. These points em- | 
brace the whole of the first proposed amendment. i 
[ proceed now to the second amendment, which | 


imited for keeping them in store, to he taken out | 


This amendment is a substitute for that part of the | 
existing revenue system which exacts two anda 
half per cent. on the amount of the duties paid by | 
the owner of the merchandise when he imports it, | 
and refunded to him when it is re-exported.. The | 
Government, in other words, in refunding the du- ; 
ies to the importer, retains two and a half per | 
cent, of the amount for its own use. The amount ! 
retained was originally one per cent., as may be | 
seen by a reference to section 3] of the act of 31st 
July, 1789, and section 57 of the act of the 4th 


cent. was made by the act of March 19, 1798, asa | 
substitute for certain stamp duties on debentures, | 
which were repealed by the same act. Aad by | 
the act of 30th May, 1800, an addition of two and | 

i 


so that the amount retained was at one time three | 
and three quarters per cent. But these provisions | 
were all superseded by the tariffact of 1816, which : 
reduced the deduction to two and a half per cent. | 
In 1829 all deduction was abandoned; and from 


“that time until 1842 the whole amount of the du- | 
i 


tes paid on the importation of foreign merchan- 


1842, the amount of the deduction is fixed at two 
and a half per cent., excepting in the re-exporta- 
tion of foreign refined sugars, in which case the 

amount retained is ten per cent. on the duties paid. : 
The amount thus deducted by the United States in , 
paying back the duties received on foreign mer- i 


is to allow goods at any time during the period |: 
2 y: ; 


But. now, | 


received. ‘The last case would always occur under 
the proposed system, if it should be ‘adopted, ‘as 
the goods would lie in store without any payment 


| of duties; and in case of re-exportation,-it would 


i be necessary to assume as a basis the amount of 
| the duties which the merchandise would have paid 

iif it had been entered for domestic consumption, 

jand to exact from the owner the payment of a 
given proportion of that amount as a charge for the 
privilege of re-exporting it. Such-a charge is 
| deemed an illiberal imposition on commerce; and 
| the bill, therefore, proposes to allow merchandise, 
| during the time it is permitted to remain.in store, 
i to be withdrawn for exportation, under. the exist- 
i ing legal provisions in respect to drawbacks, upon 
| a payment of actual expenses, including the cus- 
i tomary charge for storage. ; 
| The third amendment is one on which only a 
| single remark is necessary.. The J2th ‘section of 
; the act of 1842, provides:for a sale of such quanti- 
: ties of the goods deposited in store as shall’ be ne- 
cessary to pay the duties, and directs the goods 
unsold: to be restored; and if unclaimed for nine 
; months, they are liable to be sold for storage under 
section thirteen of the same act, after the expira- 
| tion of that period. The proposed amendment, for 
; obvious reasons, contemplates one sale of all the 

goods at the expiration of the period allowed for 
` keeping them in store, and adopts the requirements 

of section thirteen in respect to the formalities of 
i the sale, and the payment. of the surplus of the 
| proceeds into the treasury of the United States for 
| the use of the owner. The propriety of making 
: a final disposition by sale of all goods which have 
_ been stored for the term of two or three years, in 
; case this period shall be fixed, is too manifest to 
: need illustration. : 
Another provision, which -is entirely. new, re- 
_ quires a passing notice. . Perishable goods are.re- 
' quired to be sold forthwith, as under existing laws; 
i but with them are classed, for the purpose of an 
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immediate sale, gunpowder, fire-crackers, and ex- 
plosive. substances. “The ‘danger. in large’ cities 
from the ‘accumulation of such substances, espe- | 
cially when deposited in the same stores with prop- 
erty of great value, is óf such a nature as to de- 
mand some effectual preventive. They are not 
imported. in Jarse quantities, and there ‘will beno 
individual hardship in the few instances in which 
a compulsory. sale. is likely ‘to take place, at all 
co able with the risk which would be incurred 
by the public in admitting’ ther’ to the benefit of 
the Warehouse system. - ` a 
<I believe “I. have now stated the general provi- 
sions’ of the ‘proposed. bill, and pointed out the 
amendments it makes in existing laws. They may 
be briefly summed up thus: Be 
. 1.: Merchandise may be deposited, and remain 
in” store two or three-years, instead of sixty or 
ninety days, before selling it for the purpose of re- 
alizing the duties. = > 

2. Merchandise may be withdrawn fiom store, 
at-any time during the two ot three years, for do- 
mestic use or consumption, on ‘the payment.of 
charges and duties, without exacting interest où 
the latter from the date of the entry. 

- 3. Merchandise may be entered for exportation 
at any time during the two or three years, on the 
payment of ‘actual charges and expenses: 

~Thesé are the leading provisions. of the bill. It 
has been'a ruling consideration in framing it to 
divest it of all complexity. It has been thought 
proper to put it in the most simple form possible, 
and to rely mainly for carrying into effect the new 
provisions it contains. on regulations to be framed 
by the Treasury Department. Thesé may be ac- 
commodated to unforeseen circumstances, and exi- 
gencies may thus be met which might be without | 
a remedy for a time, if all the details of the plan | 
were at the outset to be regulated by legat enact- 
ments. The Secretary of the Treasury is, there- 


| ftegate amount of imports for consumption, but 
to divide it among a greater number of persons— 
it will not be. difficult to perceive that the mer- 
cantile interest must be greatly benefited by the 
change. Ean : 
_ The second benefit, though perhaps not second 
in importance, to be anticipated from the proposed 
measure, is the stimulus it will be likely to give to 


entrepôts for the productions of all countries. Under 
the present system, if imported merchandise is en- 
tered for exportation, the duties are not refunded 
until after, the exportation has actually taken place. 
Thus, if an importer, having brought merchandise 
into, the country: for the domestic market, and hav- 
ing paid the duties, finds at the end of one, two, or 
three years no demand for it at home, and is corn- 
pelled to re-export it, he will have lost during that 
period the use of the money he has paid for the 
duties, and he is taxed in addition two and a half 
per cent. on the whole amount so paid as a pre- 
mium to the Government for the privilege of send- 
ing his goods to a foreign market. 
scheme could be devised either to glut the domestic 


chandise into it at any price it will command, or, 
on the other, to discourage navigation by taxing 
the re-exportation of foreign merchandise, which 
is not wanted at home. Under the proposed plan, 
| foreign merchandise will be allowed to be freely 
deposited in store, and to be ve-exported as freely, 
with no other imposition than the payment of ac- 
tual expenses of. storage, &c. 


late in our maritime towns a variety of the products 
of other countries, where our vessels can make up 
assorted cargoes for forcizn markets, This facility 
has led to the deposite in British ports of merchan- 


tions of thiy continent, and, indeed, to all 


consistent with the laws of the United States, as 
may, benecessary to give full effect to the provis- 
ions of the act. “As the plan is tried, and its | 
defects or its benefits become fully disclosed, the į 
détails may be all placed upon the permanent foot- 
ing of legal regulation. It is believed that. the 
course suggested will be deemed reconcileable with 
the most scrupulous considerations of prudence, 
when it is remembered that there is ‘little in the 
plan which is absolutely new, or which may notbe 
accomplished by a mere extension or a broader ap- 
plication of existing provisions of law. 

I shall now. detain the Senate but a moment, in 
stating some of the prinoipal benefits anticipated 
from the changes proposed im tho existing revenue 


deposited in the warehouses of Great Britain is 


lars. The proposed plan would have the same re- 
sult here, if like effects are to be expected from like 
causes. The deposite of even a considerable por- 
tion of such a quantity in value, made up, as much 
of it doubtless would be, of goods suitable to the 
H South American and Pacific markets, could not 
fail to benefit and extend our navigating interest— 
one of the most valuable in peace, and the most 
important of all others to so commercial a commn- 
nity ag the United States asia means of defence in 
war, That our carrying trade would be vási 

increased; that shipbuilding would be stimulated; 
| that many foreign, markets would be supplied, 


system, ` n | wholly or in part, by ns with merchandise now 
1 | furnished from the warehouses of Europe; that the 


i| industry of our seaports would be put in greater 
activity; that the commercial transactions of the 
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ii competition would be created in the business of 
l importation, can hardly be doubted. Such, at 
i least, is the opinion of the mercantile community, 


with great interest to the concurrence of the Senate 
to a measure which appears to them so intimately 
“ connected with the prosperity of the country. 
| And finally, Mr. President. if uniform prices and 
; steady markets are, as we are taught to believe, 
i advantageous to the producing classes, the manu- 
ii facturing interest, next to the commercial, is likely 
| to be most benefited by the proposed measure, 
| through supplies of merchandise near at hand, 
ready to meet sudden and unusual demands, thus 
preventing a transient scarcity from becoming the 
basis of speculation, and furnishing an additional 
safeguard against those derangements which are 
always the most injurious to steady industry. 

Mr. HUNTENGTON signified his desire to ad- 
dress the Senate on the subject. 

And on motion its further consideration was 
| postponed until Wednesday next. 
| The following is a copy of the entire bill and the 
| proposed amendments, in which the: words pro- 


5) 

being compelled to borrow money, or sell his mer- 
chandise at a loss, to raise it; and it will enable ; 
inen of moderate means to enter into competition | 
with large capitalists, who, as, I have already said, || 
monopolize to a great extent the business of im- | 
portation, through their ability to command money 

to meet the: payment of duties in cash. The pro- 
posed. change Is entirely consistent with the prin- 
ciple and the object of cash payments; and by 


i 


preventing forced sales of goods. to raise money |) posed to be erased are placed within brackets Lh 
for the payment of duties, it will often avoid an |! and those proposed to be inserted are placed in 
overstock of the domestic market with’ foreign || italics: ri e 


merchandise to the prejudice of the importer, by | 
compelling him to sacrifice his property and of the | 
producer of..domesti¢ goods of like character, by 
depressing prices. If we consider also that it will 
be likely to enlarge the circle of competition in the 
business of importation—not to augment the ag- 


tled. “ An act to provide revenue from inports, and to change 
‘and moiify existing laws imposing duties ov imports, and for 
other purposes,” approved the thirtieth day of August, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-two, is hereby. amended 
ti so as hereafter to read as follows: 

SEc..12. And beit further enacted, That, on an 


H 
} 


d after the day 


the carrying trade by making our ports of entry. 


"No better | 


-market by forcing the importer to throw his mer- į 


One of the certain 
consequences of such a system must be to accumu- | 


dise designed for reshipment. to the southern por- | 


narters |} 
fore, authorized to make such. regulations, notin- || of the globe. The value of foreign merchandise | 


estimated at two hundred and fifty millions of dol- į 


f ld be facilitated; and thata healthi é 
country wou d be fi lated a d thata althier ii ports, and for other purposes, as conflicts with the provisions 


and so believing, it is natural that they should look | 


Be it enacted, Çe., That the dwelftt section ofthe act enti-.| 


| given, 


this act goes into operation, the duties on all imported goods? 
wares, or merchandise shall be paid in eash : Provided, Tha’ 
in all cases of failure or néglectto pay the duties fon comple- 
tion of the entry,] within the period allowed by law to the im- 
porter tò make entry thercof, or whenever the owner, importer, 
or consignee shall {so requést by an application,] make entry 
for warehousing the same, in writing, In Such form and sup- 
‘ported by such proof as shall.be prescribed: by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the said goods, wares; or merchandise shall be 
taken possession of hy the collector, and deposited in the 
public stores, orin other stores to be agreed on by the collector 
or chief revenue officer of the port, and the importer, owner, 
or consignee; the said stores to be land) séeured in the man- 
ner provided for by the first section of the act of the:twen- 
ticth day of April, one thousand eight hundred and eighteen, 
entitled “An act providing for the deposite of wines and 
distilled spirits in public warehouses, and for other. pur- 
poses,” there to be kept with due and reasonable care, at 
the charge and risk of the owner, importer, consignee, or 
agent, and subject at all times to their order, upon the pay- 
ment of the proper duties and expenses, to be ascertained on 
due entry thereof. And in case the owner, importer, con- 
signee, or agent, of any goods on which the duties have not 
been paid, shall give to the collector satisfactory security that 
the said goods shall be landed out of the jurisdiction of the 
United States in the manner now required by existing laws 
relating to exportations for the benefit of drawback, the col- 
lector and naval officer, if any, on an entry to re-export the 
same, shall, upon payment of the appropriate expenses, per- 
mit the said goods, under the inspection of the proper offi- 
cers, to be shipped without the payment of any duties there- 
ou, And in case any goods, wares or merchandise, deposit- 
as aforesaid, shall remain in public store beyond three 
years, without payment of the duties and charges thereon 
then said goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be appraised 


i| by the eppraisers of the United States, if there be any atsuch 


port, and, if none, then by the merchants to be designated and 
sworn by the collector for that purpose, and sold by the collect- 
or at public auction, on due’ public notice thereof being first 
in the manner and for the time to be prescribed by a 
general regulation of the Treasury Department; and at said 
public sale distinct printed catalogues descriptive ofsaid goods. 

with the appraised value affixed thereto, shall be distribute 

among the persons present at said sale; and a reasonable op- 
portunity shall. be given before such sale to persons desirous’ 
of purchasing, to inspect the quality of such goods; and the 
proceeds of said gales, after deducting the usual rates of stor- 
ageat the port in question, with all other charges and expen- 
sea, including duties, shall be paid over to the owner, import- 
er, consignee, or avent, and proper receipts taken for the 
same: Provided, That the overplus, if any there be, of the 
proceeds of such sales, after the payment of storage, charges, 
expenses, and duties as aforesaid, remaining unclaimed for 
the space of fen days after such sales, shall be paid by the 
collector into the Treasury of the United States; and the 
said collector shall transmit to the Treasury Department, 
with the said overplus, a copy of the inventory, appraise- 
ment, and account of sales, specifying the marks, numbers, 
and descriptions of the packages sold, their contents, and ap- 
praised value, the name of the vessel and master in which 
and of the port or place whence they were imported, and 
the time when, and the name of the person or persons to 
whom said goods were consigned in the manifest, and the 
duties and charges to. which the several consignments were 
respectively subject and the receipt or certificate of the-col- 
lector shall exonerate the master. or person having charge or. 
command of any ship or vessel. in whieh said goods, wares, ' 
or merchandise were imported, from all claim of the owner: 
or owners tliereof, who shall nevertheless, on due -proof of 
their interest, be entitled to receive from. the treasury the 
amount of any overplus paid into the same under the provi- 
sious of this act: Provided, That so much of the fifty-sixth 
section of the general collection Jaw of the second of March, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-nine, and the thirteenth sec~ 
tion of the act of the thirtieth of August, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, to provide revenue from imports, and to: 
change and, modify existing laws imposing duties on im- 


of this act, shall be and is hereby repealed, excepting that 
nothing contained in this act shall be construed to extend. 
the time now prescribed by law for selling unclaimed goods: 
Provided, also, Uhat all goods. of a perishable nature, and 
all gunpowder, fire-crackers, and explosive substances, de- 
posited as aforesaid, shall be sold forthwith. s . 

s And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he ishereby, authorized to make, from 
time to time, such regulations, not inconsistent with the’ 
laws of the United States, as may be necessary to give full 


| effect to the provisions of this act, and secure a just account~_ 


ability under the sume. 
On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate 

proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 

ness; and, after some time spent therein, 
The Senate adjourned till Monday. 


` HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 19, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SECRET SERVICE FUND. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose to move to take up 
the resolution. heretofore offered by him, (and 
which, by @ vote of ‘the House, had been laid on 
the table,) providing for the printing of all thé tes- 
timony accompaiiying the report of the select com- 
mittee appointed: to investigate the charges made 


-by ©. J. Ingersoll against Daniel Webster. 


“(Objections were made; and some conversation 
followed-as to the mode in which the object could 
be-attained, &c., when l 

Mi. BRINKERHOFF moved a suspension of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


lution, and | 
dered; and, | 


the rules, to enable him to offer a reso ; 
asked the yeas and nays, which were or 
being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, William i 
G. Brown, Catheart, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Colin, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Edsall, Erdman, Faran, Garvin, Gordon, Ee 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, George ©. Houston, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, Jas. H. Johnson, Jos. 
Johnson, Kennedy, Preston King, La Sere, Maclay, Mc- |. 
Clean, McClelland McClernand, J. J. McDowell, B. Martin, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Reid, Ritter, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Thomas Smith, Stan- 
ton, Starkweather, Strong, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, Wick, Walliams, and Yost— 

phen Adams, 


de 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ste Ashmun, Bell, 
Biggs, Brodhead, Buffington, Burt, William W. Campbell, 
Sohn H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Dargan, Dixon, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, Elsworth, John H. Ewin ‘oot, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodyear, Graham, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holmes, Samuel D. Habbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, Leake, Leib, Lewis, 
Ligon, Long, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, McKay, 
Marsh, Moseley, Perry, Pollock Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, J. 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, L. 
H. Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B, 
Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, Towns, 
Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, 
Woodruff, Woudward, Yancey, and Young—7i. 


So the rules were not suspended. 
THE DEBATE ON THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McK AY rose and said that he proposed to 
offer a resolution fixing the day when the debate | 
on the revenue bill should be brought to a close. | 
He presumed that both sides of the House would 
assent to a proposition of that kind. He offered, | 
therefore, the following resolution, on which he 
demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union on the 
bill of the House reducing the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes, shall cease on the 30th in- 
stant, at twelve o’clock meridian, (if the committee 
shall not sooner come to a conclusion upon the 
same;) and the committee shall then proceed to 
vote on such amendments as may be pending, -or 
offered to the same, and shall then report it to the 
House, with such amendments as may have been 
agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. Q. S. HOUSTON suggested to Mr. McKay 
to withdraw his demand for the previous question, 
to admit an amendment, fixing Saturday, the 27th, 
at twelve o’clock, instead of Tuesday, the 30th. 

The SPEAKER said no debate was in order, 
the previous question having been called. 

r. COLLAMER suggested that there was no 
necessity for the previous question, as the resolu- 
tion was not, under the rules, debatable. 
`- The SPEAKER said it was true the resolution 
was not debatable. But the previous question, if 
called, had the effect of cutting off amendments. 


| 
Mr. MeKAY said he would withdraw the de- | 

mand to enable the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. 

Hovsron,] if he thought proper, to offer the amend- |i 


ment he had suggested. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON accordingly offered his 
amendment, and renewed the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr, JOHN H. EWING inquired of the Speaker |; 
whether the resolution was in order without a sus- į 
pension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER said it was always in order to |: 
offer such a resolution. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that the resolution and 
amendment be laid on the table. i 

Mr. HENLEY asked the yeas and nays; which | 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- `- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Anderson, 
Asbmun, Barringer, Blanchard, Rrovihead, Butington, Wil- | 
liam W. Campbell, » John G. Chapman, Chipma 
Cocke, Collamer, rozier, Culver, Delano, 
Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, } worth, Johu H. 
Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, 
year, Graham, Handia, Hampton 
Hilliard, Blias B. Hoimes, John W. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Jame 
B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Daniel P. 
King, ‘Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Ligon, Long, | 
Maclay, MeClean, MeGanghey, McHenry, Meilvaine i 
Marsh, Moseley, Mouiton, Niven, Norris, Parrish, Payne, |) 
Pendleton, Perry, Pillsbury, Pollock, Raimsey, Rathbun, L 
Ritter, Julijus Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Reot, Runk, 
Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Traman Smith, Albert | 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Thom- h 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tibbatts, | 
Tilden, Trumbo, Viuton, White, Winthrop, Woodruf} ; 
Young, and Yost—97. 3a 

NAYS—Messrs, Stephen Adams, Bell, Benton, Biggs, | 
James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William G. | 
Brown, Burt, John H. Campbell, Catheart, Chase, Clarke, | 
Dorh; Collin, Cullom, Cammins, Cunningham, Daniel, : 

argan, Jefferson Davis, Dobbin, Dunlap, Erdman, Faran, |; 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i 


| Hopkins, George S. Houston, Joseph Johnson, 


| should confine himself to the subject under debate, 


: American blood bad been shed; he cared not 


i Tet him be held to a just responsibility. Until then 
‘he hoped that not one of his political friends would || 
; find fault. 


! and march up with unanimity and spirit to meet 


from an amount of.debt which lay like an incubus 
upon the country, These were facts, and known > 
and incontrovertible: and they stòođ in open con- 
tradiction to thé doctrine of Mr. Robert J. Walker. 
|| With all due submission, Mr, Y; must be’ permit 
i ted to think that historical facts were sufficient to 
| outweigh the opinion of that high finetionary, as 
| well as that put forth yesterday by a gentleman 
| Tom the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. S. 
i Jones. : oe 
Mr. ķ. did not intend to. discuss the. objection 
which had been urged against the protective policy 
| from the Constitution of the United’ States. He 
left that argument to those gentlemen who knew 
so well how to twist the Constitution. to. suit their 
own purposes. It was enough for him to. know 
| that the policy of protecting our domestic indus- 
| try had sprung up in the country, with the Consti- 
i tation itself. The policy had been established as 
speech. He had voted for the supply bill; but, || carly as 1789. None of those who had framed the’ 
like some other gentlemen, he had ‘gone it blind,” |! Constitution put forth the least objection to it. 
for he did not know of the causes which led to it. |) Men of all parties concurred in assenting to it. 
Since then he understood the matter somewhat |! Alexander Hamilton on one side, and Thomas 
better; and he would now say that, were the vote || Jefferson on the other, were perfectly agreed on 
to be given again, he would cast it in the same.}; this subject. ` And from 1789 to 1816,.a Tong sue- 
direction, It was enough for him to know that H| cession of different laws were. passed by Congress, 
| of which the avowed object was protection.“ Du- 
| ring all this period of time there were ‘in the legis- 
|! lative and executive departments ofthe Govern 
| ment many of those who had been members of the 
Convention that formed the Constitution, and not 
a whisper was heard from any one of them against 
the constitutionality of those laws. In 1816, wher 
the tariff was raised for the avowed purpose of 
| protection, evéry argument was. employed. that 
could possibly be devised by the opponents of the 
system, and yet nota man was heard to suggest 
that it was unconstitutional. It was not till 1824, 
when the framers of the Constitation were’ all in 
their graves, that a new light on this subject burst 
upon the world, It was then for the first time 
suggested that perhaps the spirit of the Constitu- 
į tion was opposed to the levying of the’ protective 
duties. Th 1882, the opposition assumed a bolder 
tone, and urged the constitutional objection with 
as much confidence as if tt had been venerable 
from age. The opposition to the protective policy 
which then manifested itself with such determined 
fury, was the twin:sister of nullification. The 


Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, 
George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, La Sere, Lumpkin, Mo- 
Clelland, McClernand, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, Jas. 
eDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Owen, Reid, 
Sawyer, Seammon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Stephens, St. John, Jaeob 
Thompson, Towns, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, 
Woodward, and Yancey—87. - 

So the resolution and amendment were, daid on 
the table. _ f 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved | 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state ofii 
the Union, (Mr. Coss, of Georgia, in_the-chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill to reduce 
the duty on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. YOUNG addressed the committee, being 
entitled to the floor from yesterday. He said he 


Ficklin, Gordon, 


f 


i 
| 


and not suffer himself to be drawn off into a war 


whether on American or on Mexican soil. This 
was not the proper time for animadversions on the 
Administration. Let us first conquer a peace in 
Mexico; then would be the time to go.into an in- 
vestigation of the causes of the contest, and if it 
could be clearly shown that the President had been 
justly chargeable with wantonness or imbecility, 


ji 


While we were prosecuting the con- 
test, let us present an unbroken phalanx to the foe, 


and to subdue our enemies. Let us show to the 
world that, at least on one occasion, we could rise 
above the feelings of party, and let patriotism have 
its unbiassed sway. Having said this much, he 
was done with the war question. 

Mr. Y., in now addressing himself to the tariff 
question, began by observing that he was almost 
wholly unaccustomed to public speaking, and it 
was the first time he hail addressed the House 
since being honored with a seat on that floor. The 


question presented for consideration was one of a || 
consequence at least as great as that of peace or | 
war. He might surely be pardoned if, under such || 


same gentleman who urged the. one. devised the. 
other; and at the same time that it was sọ strenu- 
ously held that protection was unconstitutional, ‘it 


|; sense of responsibility was still further increased i 


sireumstances, he felt some embarrassment. His || was proposed by the same persons ‘to dissolve the 


Union. . 

by a fear lest, in the attempt to change the existing || Passing by this branch of the subject, Mr. Y. 
policy of the country, the dominant party should || should attempt to discuss the protective policy, not 
be unhappily successful, and the energies of the | on the ground of visionary speculation, but of 
country once more ‘prostrated. He wished to ap- |; plain every-day fact. He should base his reason- 
peat to those who held the destiny of the country || ing on facts which no sophistry could evade. The 
at their disposal to suffer the tariff to remain as it l whole history of the country might be cited in eyi- 


| was. What more did they seek in the public pros- | dence of the effect of protection, as well as of the 


perity? Was not every branch of home industry, ' want of it. We had made experiment of the coh- 


was not all the business of the community pros- | 


! pering under the powerful impulse it had received | 


from the adoption of the present wise policy? Mr. ; 
Y. was astonished at the doctrine which he saw ‘ 
put forth bya high functionary of the Government, | 
and reiterated here by a member of the Committee 


; of Ways and Means—he meant the false and fal- 
lacious doctrine that a reduction of the rate of du- 


| sequences of free trade before the Constitution was 
| adopted, and what were the fruits? He need not 
! enumerate them; let the history of the times an- 
i swer. On the other hand, our history contained 
| equal evidence of the practical effects of protection. 
|! Who could forget the condition in which we were 
; placed during the last war? The painful remem- 
i brance was yet fresh on every American heart. 


ii When the war came upon us, we had not ¢ither 


arms or’munitions for its prosecution, nor were we 
ina condition to manufacture them for ourselves. 
! But with the war came,. of necessity, legislative 


if 
i 


ment, they resorted to a second augmentation of 
the tarif, and the same result ensued in an increase | refused to impose high duties. The interests of 
of the revenue. In process of time this, too, was | the manufacturers began gradually to languish and 
found insufficient; and in 1828 the same process '| decline. The business of thé country was. pros- 
was repeated, and the Government was relieved |; trate, and distress soon. began to spread into every: 
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town-and hamlet of. the land: -None.were-so rich 
ag to escape the general declension;, none so poor 
as not,under its baleful influence, to become doubly 
miserable. “ Many of those who had honestly be- 
lieved and strenuously advocated. free trade theo- 
ries, surrendered their notions to the convincing 
fact and experience, ‘and. openly, sub- 
the. doctrine of. Mr. Jefferson, who had 
r to say, that he had found manufactures 
ecessary to the independence .of the coun- 
These men learned wisdom in thehard school 
of bitter “experience. Memorials : began to pour 
thick.and fast. into. Congress; presenting the most 
appalling picture of the public dineessent Be strong 
were these representations, and so commanding the 
voice which proceeded from the people, that Con- 
gress at length yielded, and paal what might 
justly. .be called ‘the ‘benign tariff of 1824. The 
effect was immediately felt in the rapid return of 
general prospérity. | : : 
If any.man wanted to see a practical commentary 
on the practical ëffects of free trade and of protec- 
tion, let him contrast the condition of this country 


in:18J9 and ih 1824. Mr. Clay had eloquently de- | 


‘scribed the gloom and deep pervading darkness 
which covered the community, under the one sys- 
tem, and contrasted it with the awakening light.of 
hope and enterprise and general prosperity which 
cheered our people under the opposite system. Let 
gentlemen go to the statistics of those two years, 
and they would place the truth in a clearer light 
than any power of human eloquence. | So appal- 
ling had-beer: the distress which prevailed in Penn- 


sylvania during the year 1819, that.committees of | 


inquiry were appointed in’ both: branches of the 
Legislature to investigate the causes of so melan- 
choly a result, ' The result of these inquiries as- 
certained that real estate, in that ancient Com- 
monwealth, had fallen in value one hundred and 
fifteen’ millions of dollars, and the committee of the 
Senate reported that during the year the suits at 
law were fourteen thousand; the judgments ob- 
tained more than ten thousand; and that there were 
eighteen hundred imprisonments for debt in the 
‘¢ity of Philadelphia alone. In fact, suits, execu- 
tions, mortgages, forfeitures, imprisonments, and 
the utter ruin of families had become the order of 
the day. Nor was this state of things confined to 
Pennsylvania alone. It existed, almost to the same 
extent, in Kentucky, and in many other States. of 
the Union. Hada similar investigation been made, 
the same appalling returns must have been made, 
~ oveta great portion of the country... No wonder 
the ‘cries of the people came up. for relief, And 
Mr. Y. would now callon the Democratic Repre- 


sentatives from Pennsylvania, and solemnly press | 


upon them the: question, whether they were pre- 
pared. to. bring. back upon their constituents the 
dark scenes of 1819... Would they make such a 


sacrifice as this for the privilege of clambering on ; 


the footstool of Executive power? He knew there 


was at least one honorable exception. 
Mr: BRODHEAD here interposed, to say that | 
the distress which prevailed in Pennsylvania in , 
1819 was owing to the ravages of the parer mone } 
system, and to the vast number of b 
had been chartered in 1814, the baleful influence of 
Avhose issues was notfully developed till the. fatal 
yearof 1819. 00 B | 
“Mr. YOUNG, resuming, said that he had long | 
` observed. that in all our political controversies, be | 
they of what nature. they might, the banks were | 
constantly made scapegoats, on which were laid all ; 
_the evils of. the country > | 
Great as the prosperity of the country had proved | 
under the tariff of 1894, it was not suffered to last. | 
The southern States refused to obey thelaw, The 
infamous doctrines.of nullification were broached 
and sedulously. propagated, until at length our | 
happy Union ‘was seriously. threatened. Then it 
was that that. creat-and-emineiit statesman, who 
deserved so. richly the honorable title of the Father 
of the American System, consented to sacrifice his 
own offspring to ‘avert: the. horrors: of civil war. 
With a sublime moderation, he tempered the angry : 
spirit which had ‘been’ raised, and soothed itby 
agreeing to the Compromise act. - His object was 
attained. Civil war was avoided, but the. conse- 
_ quences of the compromise were written in. tears 
and blood. Hence came the awful distress of 1837. | 
A fearful revulsion took place in our businéss 
affairs: The scenes of 1819 were again revived. 
General: distrust prevailed,.and suits were multi- 
plied, until the business’ of the country was. so 


anks which || 


prostrated that it was no longer worth while to sue. 


| As to its practical use and enjoyment, property be- 


came valueless. Notwithstanding the high prosperi- 
ty which had prevailed in 1824 and 1825, when the 
revulsion of 1837 came, all were found to be in debt. 
As a mitigation of the general misery, many of the 
western States passed relief laws, forbidding prop- 
erty. to be sold under two-thirds of its value. This | 
operated in some-degree to prévent the general ruin 


| which would otherwise have ensued. But if Amer- 


ican labor had been protected in due time, no such 
legislative interference would have been required. 

Mr. Y. had thus, in a very hurried manner, gone 
through an oulline.of the past experience of the 
country under the opposite systems of free trade 
and protection. In the face of these facts, what 
was now demanded? That Congress should once 
more make the experiment of a reduction of the 
tariff, with a view to.the increase of revenue. 

The advocates of free trade contended that legis- 
Jation should be alike for the benefit of all; and 
that it was the inevitable effect.of protection to tax 
the many for the benefit of the few. This was the 
assertion, but its truth had never yet been proved. 
When this could be unanswerably demonstrated, 
Mr. Y. would be prepared at once to surrender the 
policy; for he hoped he should be the last man in 
that hall who would advocate so monstrous a 


scheme as that of taxing the community at large | 


for the benefit of a small and.privileged class. He 

proceeded on a principle directly the opposite, and 

was the decided advocate of the existing tariff, be- 

cause he believed, in all sincerity, that it worked 

to promote the benefit of all classes of the commu- 

nity. The friends of protection were told that any 

duty increased prices, and was so much taken out | 
of the pocket of the consumer and put into that of 

the producer. They held that it was so plain that 

a child might see it; that the duty was asked that 

it might be added to the price. Mr. Y. readily 

granted that a child might see, who knew anything 

of ciphering, that if fifty cents were added to a dol- 

Jar, it made it a dollar and a half. But was an 

‘arithmetical. problem like. this the great and absorb- 

ing problem of legislative protection? Had their | 
constituents sent gentlemen here to work so pro- 
found a sum as this? If that was all, they might 
as well return to their homes, and leave the busi- 
ness of legislation to Babbidge’s arithmetical ma- } 
chine. But it was the duty of legislators to look | 
a litle deeper than arithmetic, and to raise their 

eyes from a schoolhoy’s slate to the living world 

around them.. It belonged to a statesman to take 

a calm and practical view of things as they existed, 

To investigate facts, and to judge from them wheth- 

er an increase of the tariff reduced prices or aug- 

mented them... They had to do with things, not 

figures. 

Mr. Y. might adduce a thousand examples to 
show the practical truth of the doctrine he main- 
tained; for it would be demonstrated by the histo- 
ry of almost any article that we were able to make, 
and which was protected by an adequate duty. | 
He would select but two. He would take the arti- | 
cle of window glass. Before the manufacturer of | 
this article was protected, it cost the consumer 
twelve dollars a box. A very heavy duty was 
laid upon it, which, according to gentlemen’s the- 
ory, ought largely to have increased its price, when, | 
behold,: the price fell to three dollars! Whose | 
theory did this establish? According to the the- | 
ory of free trade, here was a result perfectly mys- 
terious and unaccountable. On the principles of 
protection, the thing was perfectly plain. As soon | 
as the duty imposed secured a market to the Amer- 
ican manufacturers -of glass, they went to work 
with all their force, each seeking his own profit, 
and all free to make and ‘sell it as they could, 
when the astonishing power of competition soon 
effected this great reduction in price. 

Another article Mr. Y. would adduce was that | 
of coarse cottons. Before these were protected, 
they cost the consumer twenty-five cents a yard. 
A protective duty was laid upon them of 125 percent. | 
From that moment the price began to decline, and 
ran down lower and lower,-till now.an_article of a 
better quality could be-purchased in market at-six 
and a half cents. . 


The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. J onxs,] who | 
had addressed the House yesterday, had com] 


exe 


plained of these high protective duties. as most 
onerous and oppressive. What an.oppressive bur- 
den it was that the people should get -an article for 
which they used io pay twenty-five cents for six 


ij ing of the system. 


|i the system was, that the tax was voluntary. 


| 


| the article of satinets. 


and a quarter.cents! Onerous, indeed! The misfor- 
tune was, that.gentlemen could not make the peo- 
ple think so; they could not believe that adding a 
tax of thirty.cents on a yard of cotton that cost 
twenty-five cents would bring it upto six and a 
guarter cents. They could not be made to see how 
the tax was added to‘the price, and so much more 
taken out of their pockets. Eloquently as the free 
trade gentlemen might reason, they cauld not per- 
suade a common-sense farmer that. he paid fifty- 
five-conts for a yard of cotton, when his purse told 
him that he paid but six and aquarter. Then there 
was the article of cotton sheeting, on which aheavy 
duty was laid in 1816, and which under that duty 
had fallen to a price low enough, he presumed, to 
suit South Corolina herself. That species of goods, 
under a very heavy duty, had fallen to eight and 
three-quarter cents. Was this oppression? Did 
this grind the people down and make them groan 
for the benefit of a few pampered manufacturers? 
They could not get the people to believe so. Let 
but the facts of the case be set plainly before them, 
and their common sense would very soon discover 
that protection had been to them a practical bless- 
ing, and, instead of calling out to their Representa- 
tives to relieve their crushing burdens, they would 
rather pray them to pour out many more such 
curses upon them. e might refer gentlemen to 
In 1828 the price of these 
goods was ninety cents a yard; in 1830, it was 
fifty cents. If the advocates of free trade choose to 
dress themselves in a poorer commodity, and pay 


| for it a-higher price, let them do so; butdo not take 


from the poor man the opportunity of clothing him- 
self and his family in a better article at a lower 
price. Mr. Y. rather thought that while the peo- 
ple felt the daily effect of protection upon all their 
affairs, they could not be brought to listen to 
dreamers. 

Mr. Y. would here say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Jowes,] who thought the duties laid 
by the tariff of 42 such a grievous oppression 
upon the people, that in regard to every article 
which could be made in this country, and which 
was protected bya high duty, the purchaser did 
not pay one cent of that duty. The iron, for ex- 
ample, which was manufactured in Pennsylvania, 
did not cost the purchaser a penny for duty, for 
the simple reason that no duty was paid upon it. 
Ifa housekeeper bought a piece of cotton anda 
piece of sheeting, did she pay any tax on the 
goods?. Mr. Y,.averred that she did not pay one 
cent, ..No man-in our.community, did “in: point .of 
fact pay-any lax but..the wealthy-individual who 
chose-to dress himself in foreign goods, for whom 
American satinets and American. cloth- was. not 
good enough, but whose aristocratic limbs must. be 
covered with French cassimere, and whose wife 


| and daughters must be arrayed for the party jn 


imported silks and satins. The voluptuary paid 
tax that could not be satisfied without foreign wines 
and brandies. ` 

Mr. JONES here interposed to say that our poor 
people were not able to pay for foreign goods be- 
cause they were taxed so high. 

Mr. YOUNG replied that it was evident’ the 
gentleman had not been able to understand him. 
He had just stated facts to prove thatthe protece 
tive tariff, instead of raising the prices on the poor 
man, had given him his cottons at one quarter of 
what he formerly paid. It was the poor man pre- 
éminently who was relieved by the practical work- 
As maiters now stood, he 
might, if content with American manufactures, 
clothe himself and his children, and pay nothing to 
the'support of Government. If anybody: had to 
complain of taxes, it was not the poor man, but 
his rich and luxurious neighbor. ee es 

y 

o 
iron-ħearted tax-gatherer presented his griping 
hand and his imperious demand at. the hamlet of 
the poor day-laborer, but men were left free to 
purchase according to their. means; and such means 
as they had were rendered, under this benign sys- 
tem of protection, of more than double value. This 
system had. prevailed from -the foundation of the 
Government; and nothing but blessings had marked 
its courses pele 

The-advocates of free trade were constantly an- 


iswering. the friends of protection with this argu- 


ment... If youcan make goods so much better and 
cheaper than we got them before, and so much bet- 
ter and cheaper.than they can be imported, then 
you need no protection. This to them seemed an 
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7 
unanswerable argument; but the answer was plain. i 
We could meet and could compete with foreign || 
manufacturers when placed on fair and equal if 
grounds; but they did not stand on equal grounds, jį 
The one was a child, the other a strong and full- |; 
grown man. The vast manufacturing resources | 
of England had been increasing and accumulating |) 
for a century, and she was now in possession of 
machinery which was able to do the work of two 
millions of human laborers. The manufactures of 
America had indeed increased with astonishing 
rapidity, but they were not yet ina condition’ to 
compete without protection with the vast capital į! 
and machinery of Great Britain. Abolish all pro- 
tection, and England would soon flood us with 
such vast quantities of her manufactures, sold at a 
sacrifice to effect a special object, as would effectu- 
ally break down all our comparatively feeble man- |! 
ufacturing institutions, until at length the threat of 
a British statesman would come to be realized 
among us, who said that he would not let the col- 
onies make so much as a hobnail. We should | 
then be virtual colonies to Great Britain, and the | 
threat might be almost literally fulfilled. The | 
British manufacturers, with their extensive re- | 
sources, could: sustain themselves for a time by | 
selling three-fourths of what they made in their | 
own market, and therefore could afford to send the 
remaining fourth here and sell it at a price that 
would accomplish the object of breaking us down. | 
Let our statesmen unite in this design, (and some- 
thing not unlike it seemed to be a favorite object 
with Mr. Walker,) and then what would become 
of our own mechanics—of our hatters, our tailors, 
and our blacksmiths? . (In referring to our tailors 
he meant nothing invidious to the gentleman from |; 
Tennessee.) Besides, after England had accom- | 
plished this, and destroyed all competition on this || 
side of the water, what would she do next? She f 
would do what was very natural—she would raise i 
the prices to the former standard. Before the con- 

sumer got his goods, he must pay the first cost in i 
England, the taxes there, and all the cost of trans- 
portation, And supposing the material to be pro- 
duced here, as was the case with coarse cottons, | 
hefore the poor man could get a yard of cotton for 
his wife, which he now got at six-and-a-quarter 
cents, he would have to pay the price of the cotton 
in Carolina, the taxes on its admission into Eng- 
land, the cost of transportation out, the cost of 
manufacture in England, the profit of the British 
manufacturer, the tax to the English Government, 
the profit of the British merchant, the cost of 
transportation home, and, Jastly, the profit of the 
American merchant. Would he get his yard of i! 
cotton for six-and-a-quarter cents? Let the gen- jj 
tleman from Georgia answer. Instead of six-and-a- | 
quarter cents, it would probably return to the old 
ptice of twenty-five cents, and well for us if it 
stopped even there. 

Mr. Y. asked every American farmer who con- | 
sumed imported goods from England to remember || 
that, so far as he did this, he paid his quota to- ;) 
wards the support of British royalty and magnifi- 
cence. And now he would ask those free trade 
gentlemen, who had so long sung in our ears the 
old song, taxing the many for the benefit of the | 
few, whether they were not humbugging the many | 
for the benefit of the few? i 

Here Mr. Y. said he should be obliged to pass 
over many things which he had apon his notes, i 
on which his limited time would not suffer him to | 
dwell. He had shown thus far how the farmer |; 
was benefited by a protective tariff on the price of || 
the goods he wore and daily used. He would now | 
show how that system benefited him in another ;; 
way. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Joxzs] had 
introduced, with an air of triumph, the reduction in |) 
the British corn laws, and seemed to consider it as `i 
a conclusive argument in favor of free trade; and i 
the gentleman went on to say, that the effect of i: 
that measure would be to benefit the American |: 
farmer by giving him a British market for his : 
grain. This argument was alla perfect fallacy. |. 
Did not that gentleman know that before the corn 
laws were abolished, England could get wheat | 
cheaper from the Baltic under a high tax than she || 
could get wheat from the United States under a | 
low tax? . Did he not know (certainly his position » 
required him to. know) that, although American | 
wheat paid a duty. of eight shillings sterling, while | 
wheat from the shores of the Baltic paid a duty of |; 
fifteen shillings, still ninetenths of all the foreign ‘| 


ji tie? $ i 


| growers in the Germanic States comparatively at | 


| stances, the British market would be supplied by | 


| himself, however he might preach it to others. 


i! sense; so that all the congratulations of the gentle- į 
| man from Georgia were a little misplaced and pre- 


| certained from authentic statistics that there were | 


; ter millions, (without reckoning tobacco and cot- 
ton.) This was the British market for our Amer 


wheat imported into England came from the Bal- 


Now, if the wheat-growers in the Baltic coul 
beat us in the English market, under a-duty of 
almost double of what we paid, what sort of com- 
petition could we hold with them when they paid 


no duty at all? The abolition of the corn laws ad- į; 


mitted wheat- free; 
the Baltic, and th 


nd there were the growers on 
rowers in Holland, and the | 


the very door of the British market, while we were 
three thousand miles off. Did the gentleman from 
Georgia really suppose that, under these cireum- 


American wheat? Certainly the gentleman. was į 
too well acquainted with the subject to believe thas i 
0 | 
far from the repeal of the corn laws proving a-ben- 
efit to our farmers, its practical effect would be to 
injurethem. The market would be filled by Euro- 
pean wheat; and while our farmers would be com- 
pelled, by a reduction of the tariff, to pay more for 
their goods, and to have the home market for their 
wheat diminished, they would be deprived of the 
reciprocal benefit of the British market, This 


must be plain to any reflecting man of common ; 


mature. 
Mr. Y. would now show that the protective policy 
benefited the farmerinanother way. It had been as- 


now not less than seven hundred thousand individ- 
uals personally engaged in manufactures in this | 
country. Allowing each of these manufacturers on 
an average tosustain two other persons, we had two 


million one hundred thousand persons to be fed by |i 


the farmer while they were engaged in manufac- 
tures. But the presence of manufactures connected | 


itself with a number of other persons who were en- |) be under thé sod before the waters rise.. 


gaged in collateral pursuits, such as wool raisers, 
cotton growers, hemp growers, miners, and a va- 
riety of others. Adding all these together, they 
would form an aggregate of not less than four mil- 
lions of persons who had now to be fed and sup- 
ported by the agriculturists. , 

How much agricultural produce did each of these 
persons on an average consume? Twenty-five | 
cents a day? If they did, then here was a million | 
of dollars worth of produce to be furnished by our |! 


t 
l 
t 
| 
| 
| the cause as just, ‘the success as cértain. 
i 
H 
i 


| Mr. OWEN said: There are things, seeming! 
possible, which yet cannot be done, in this word, " 
any more than to turn the sun back in his daily 
course.’ There are certain progressive changes in 
society and government that must go on ; it may 
be slowly, it may be quickly; but proceed at some 
pace they must. A man who looks calmly over, 
the whole field’ of ‘human affairs and a past his- 
tory, and can put from him national and party” 
prejudice, may readily distinguish these, or some 
| of them. The short-sighted oppose them. The 
| sanguine sornetimes over-hurry them. | The cau- 
tious may strive to check their speed, the wise to 
direct their course; but he is no statesman who 
thinks stubbornly to-arrest them. It is folly. only 
that attempts the impossible. i a 
| A striking example is to be found, at this day, 
in France. They are talking ‘there about the ex- 
tension of popular suffrage; as well they may, in 
a country containing thirty millions of péople, of 
whom about a quarter of a million only are voters. 
It requires. little sagacity to predict the ultimate 
result. The right of suffrage in’ France will be 
gradually extended, let the Powers that bestru 
ele against fate as they will. That is a ne 
as much a necessity, as that a man must grow’ ô 
with the lapse of years. The law of the day dis- 


On 


i! franchises, throughout France, fourteen out of 


every fifteen male adults; but you can no more 
make this a perpetual disfranchisement.than. you 
can say to. the youth of twenty-one, that half a - 
century more shall see him the same youth still. . 
The bold spokesman of the movement party in 
France, M. Thiers, spoke words of sober truth, 
| not of vaunting fancy, when, in a recent debate, 
quoting the noble language of a German writer, 
he said: «1 place my bark on the loftiest- promon- , 
tory of the beach, and will wait the rising of the 
waters to make it: float.: That brave mah may 
But they 


will rise; and, one day, his bark will float, despite 
the Canutes of conservatism. ` 
‘Similar in character to the suffrage movement in 
France, is the Anti-corn-law League of England 
e 
British corn-laws are more than two: hundred: 
years old, During all that time, these laws h 
protected’ British agriculture; which,” being hon 
estly translated, means,’ they have compelled the 
millions to eat dear bread, in’ order.to.swell the- 


farmers daily. o 
put the amount at twelve and a half cents, and at | 
that rate here was a consumption of $500,000 worth | 


every day of the year, or a gross expenditure | 
among our American farmers of 182 millions of | 
dollars per annum. Was this no benefit? How 


many hogs, how many beeves, how many barrels |: 


of flour were thus consumed ? It was not too much į 
to say that it amounted to six million hogs, six 
million barrels of flour, and ten millions of beeves 

Now, supposing these four millions of persons, 
whose subsistence was now dependant on mann- | 
factures, to be deprived of that source of living in | 
onsequence of manufactures being prostrated, 
what would they do? 


be a proportional increase of agricultural products. 


supply of their wants was cut off, where would be | 
the market for their surplus produce? It must lie | 
upon their hands and rot. i 
Mr. Y. wished to present one other view. The 
report of Mr. Secretary Walker showed that last ; 
year the whole amount of these agricultural pro- | 
ducts shipped to Europe was eleven and a half mil- 
lions, of which Great Britain took two and a quar. 


ican farmers. Would they be willing to surrender 
the supply of four millions of their own people, 
and the reception of one hundred and eighty-two 


millions of dollars at home, for the sake of this į 


two and a quarter millions in England? Were 
gentlemen here willing to destroy this home market 
of the farmer in the supplying of the manufacturer 
for such aboonas this? lt would be much like in- 
vitmg a man to throw away a hundred dollar bill 
for the possible chance of making fifty cents. 

But Mr. Y. perceived that his hour was expired. 
There were other subjects which he intended to 
touch, and especially that of the sub-treasury; 
but he must forego this, and content himself with 
writing out more at large what he had wished to 
say. 


The greater part of them |; 
must become farmers ; the result of which must |; X 
|| It is one of the numerous, forms, in which the 
At the same time that the market created by the ‘| 


If this calculation was too jarge, || rent-rolls of a few thousand landed proprietors. 


| Throughout two centuries. this iniquity has been 
| suffered to live. But the progress of events is 
| sweeping it away. Its days are numbered. “A - 


| Tory minister, pressed by necessity, himself 


il introduced into Parliament a bill, which cuts off 


a considerable portion of this bread-tax at once, 


| and provides, that, in three years, it shall be 


i utterly blotted out from the statute book of Great 


Britain. The bill passed even the Lords by a 
triumphant majority, and is now the law of that 
land. : . 

The com-laws are part of a great system; a 
very ancient system; the system of COMMERCIAL 
Restriction. And this, in its turn, is but one of 
the phases of that master error—ultra legislation. 


world has been governed too much. ; 

| Wow, it isa thing as impossible to perpetuate, 

| through coming time, this system of Commercial’ 

i Restriction, as it is to perpetuate the disfranchise- 
ment of voters in France.. It is hastening to its 

i decay. Already many of its forms are confessed- 

| ly antiquated, and have fallen into disrepute and 


' disuse. 


We may smile at some of these rude old forms, . 
as we find them in the annals of the mother coun- 
try; yet they, like the forms of our own day, once 
had their fair showing pleas, and their specious 
apologists. There is an ancient Scots Act of Pars 
lament, which, going forward, with blundering 
directness, to its laudable object, the Increase of 
| wealth among the liege subjects, forbade, under 
|i heavy penalties, the ‘* carrying gold or silver forth 
1 of the kingdom,” France, England, Spain, Por- 
+; tugal, all, at different times, resorted to the sanie 
i; crude expedient to make times good, arid encour- 
| age domestic industry. We have outlived the idea, 
: that these objects may be attained by passing laws 
; to detain the money among us per force. ; 
| "The placing of embargoes on merchandise, for- 
: merly a royal prerogative, is now out: of date. 
l! Queen Mary frequent! cised it; and Eliza- 
! beth, before her coronation, sent an order to the 
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custom-house, prohibiting the sale.of all crimson 
silks until the:court were first supplied... Another 
of this latter sovereign’s Jegal intermeddlings ap- 
pears still more, whimsical., She took offence, if 
Hume may be-credited, at the smell of woad;. and 
issued, in. Consequence, an édict, prohibiting the 
culture of that; useful plant: The ingenuity of 
modern.times-has always on hand, to excuse the 


all shops in Cheapside and Lombard. street, Lon- 
don, except those of goldsmiths, should be shut. | 
up; ‘that the avenue to St. Paul’s might appear | 


more splendid.’ So idle a whim would not now 
be deemed a legitimate cause why the Jaw should | 
step in and break up a tradesman’s business. 
~ In the fourteenth century. lawgivers thought it 
necessary. to. interfere between the employers and 
raployed, and. determine the.. price of labor. 
The “statute of. laborers,” in 1350, fixed the 
wages of. reapers at three-pence a day, (equal in 
value to nearly a dollar and a quarter of our mon- 
ey). and for other labor in proportion. At the į 


vex, and the laborer of law;. but the statesman 
does. not consider. the complaints of either. a rea- 
son to justify his direct interference. vt 
The morality of some portion of the ancient 
legislation on contracts is no longer very intelli- 
ible to us. Ste Louis, called the best of French 
ings, issued an ordinance, in which, ‘for the 
salvation of his own soul,and that of his ances- 
tors, he released to ‘all-Christians: a third part of 


g 


what was owing by them to Jews.’? -When mon- |i 


ey is legislated, now-a-days, from one man’s pocket 
to another’s, political decency demands that it 
should not be.done in so barefaced a manner, 
We are scandalized, for. instance, when we read, 
that Henry VIII, aftér extorting, by a: miscalled 
benevolence, (or forced Joan, to repay. which. he 
gave his written obligation,) ‘ one-sixth of every 


4 


jewels,” obtained from his next Parliament a 
atute, in Which the Commons ‘do, for them- 
‘elves and all the whole body of the realm which 
they represent, freely, Jiberally, and absolutely, 


tha birds of 
that ‘all creditors should:take forty pounds for a 
hundred.: And yet, in this latter case, our seru- 
ples are of questionable consistency. Restricting 
laws first raised the price of the staple, and conse- 
quently the scale of debts; and such are tolerated 
in our day.” Why, then, take offence at the dircet 
legislation, more -honest and not more positive, 
which lowered that. stale toits original standard 
again? .. : 
“Ah! the 


oliticians’of our country are a civil 


and a smooth-spokenvace, with little of the Tudor ii 
and Stuart downrightness of the olden time about | 
thèm: They scruple much to do injustice—in a | 
straightforward way. They will not hear a word | 


gaid about restraining or fettering trade, or altering 


present day the farmer may complain of high wa- | 


man’s substance, -payable in money, plate, or | 


i| ny to the effects of such asystem on the national 


| iron, Jeather, and coal; and we shall have some 


i 
* a part of the bundle of liberties gathered together || 
in the age of feudalism, and which formed the only 
balance of the commercial and. manufacturing. in- 
terests against the aristocracy of the sword? As | 
such, the custom, like other temporary expedients 
indefensible on just principles, may have been use- 
ful in its day. Yet it would seem, that-its natural 
and necessary evils very soon Showed themselves. 
When we read, as we do in Hume, that, at the 
commencement of the seventeenth century, nine- 
tenths of the commerce of England consisted in 
woollen goods, it appears almost incredible, though 
it be true, that a single privileged corporation, 
namely, the “Company of Merchant Adventur- 
ers,” held, by their patent, exclusive possession 
of this branch of trade. Add to this, Elizabeth’s | 
patents, usually granted to her courtiers, to deal | 
exclusively even-in such necessaries of life as salt, 


conception of what sort of protection was afforded, 
in those days, the very saturnalia of monopolists, 
by operation of Jaw, to the true interests of the 
|! commercial community. 

The legislative records of England bear testimo- 


industry. When, during the session of 1601, the 
list of articles assigned to the patentees was read |; 
! over, including not only the staples already enu- 
merated, but paper, glass, tin, beer, Irish yarn, train | 
| oil, and fifty others, a member exclaimed: ‘Is not 
| bread among the number?” —the House seemed | 
amazed. “Nay,” said he,“ if no remedy be found | 
| for these, bread will be there before the next Par- 
| Hament.” “Every tongue,” adds Hallam, “scemed 
now unloosed, cach as if emulously descanting on 


| the injuries of the place he represented.” The | 
Queen, yielding to the torrent of opinion, sent for 
| the Speaker, and desired him to acquaint the House 
| that she would immediately cancel the most gricv- 
| ous and oppressive of these patents. Upon the 
| delivery of which gracious message, says Hume, 
“a member said, with tears in his eyes, that if a 
| sentence of everlasting happiness had been pro- 
nounced in his favor, he could not have felt more 
joy than that with which he was at present over- 
whelmed.” 

Another form of interference with commerce 
very common and onerous in those days, was the 
law of apprenticeships. One of Edward the Sixth’s 
Parliaments passed an act, by which every one į 
was prohibited from making cloth, unless he had 
served an apprenticeship of seven years. When 
this absurd law was repealed in| the succeeding 
reign, the preamble. to: the. repealing statute. set 
| forth, that the restriction in ‘question had ‘occa- 
| sioned the decay of the woollen manufacture and 


i 


li monopoly; but two years later, by a compromise 


| of our Revolution. 


| ruined several towns.” Yet Edward’s law was 
revived in the reign of Elizabeth; and, strange to 
say, was still in force, as late, at least, as the date 


' Our own colonial history furnishes continual ex- 


amples of legal encroachments on commerce, thatare 
no longer in vogue. Charles, by proclamation in | 


| line of progress. 


| Jess of interference. 


| of prices. 
| manufacture, i ) 
| ing condition; its profits too small; its wages too 


i 
l 
[l 
i 
i 


1625, annðunced his intention of becoming, by his 
agents, the sole factor of the Virginia planters. 
| Three years afterwards, he addressed a letter of in- 
structions to the governor and council, offering to 
‘ contract for the whole crop of tobacco, and desiring | 
that’an assembly might he convened to consider 
| his proposal; a fortunate piece of cupidity! for this 
was the first recognition, by a British monarch, of 
a representative assembly in America. The assem- 
bly—an earnest, this, of future independence !— 
rejected the conditions, and protested against the 


i 
t 
i 


the scale of debts, or impairing contracts. Inter- 


ference is a term not..to.be-found in their vocabu- |) tained the exclusive right to supply the British | 


At has,an offensive.sound, and is paraphra- 
PROTECTION. BE eras s 
hen the infant settlement of Jamestown lost, 


‘Adventurers his services to-overawe the natives 
and provide for the safety of .the-colony.. The 
company thereupon graciously declared, that.‘ he 
should have leave. to.go at his own-éxpetise, if he 
would grant the corporation one-half of the pillage+”” | 
Similar to the proffered patronage of thé Virginian | 
‘Adventurers, is the protection which the law. has 
usually afforded to commerce. : 

-A common form of such:protection, in the Mid- 
die Ages, was that of close corporations. Tt may. 
be that this system h ts origin in a desire to’ 
protect commerce from outrage. Bancroft calls it 


i 
| 
į 
| 
i 
i 
f 
| 


at 
py Indian, massacre, half her:colonists, the gallant !: : 2 
Captain. Smith offered the London. Company of. which goes by the name of commercial protection. 


lof a court. E i 


| of Virginia, by way of promoting the culture ofii 


! between the planters and the King, the former ob- 


market, and the latter succeeded im imposing an | 
exorbitantduty. They divided the spoil between |: 
hem, and the people paid for the privileges of both: i 
an apt illustration of the working of that system | 


Another sample of legislative intermeddling no 
longer practised in its direct form, occurs in the 
history of the same period. The early governors 


corn, sought, by penal statute, to fix its price. 
The colonial legislature afterwards hit upon the 
true remedy: ‘ Forth purarement of mento 
“plant store of corn, the “shall not-bé stinted, 
«hut it shall be free for evéfy man to sell it as dear 
‘ashe can.” Legislative assemblies gather wis- 
dom rapidly, when removed beyond the atmosphere 


These various faint lights from the past converge 
to one point, They indieate to us the inevitable 
It has been, as in ecclesiastical 
so in commercial affairs, from the more to. the 
One statute used to fix the 
wages of labor, and another the price of food; both” 
are now left to regulate themselves. The legisla- 
tor formerly decided who should manufacture this 
article, and who vend that; as a gencral rule, each 
may. now make or sell what he pleases... In these 
cases, it is not so much that we have altered the 
law, we have repealed it. We- have legislated 
more wisely than our ancestors, chiefly in that 
have legislated less. We have run our expe 
ments through these vatious phases of interference,” 
to learn, at last, how many cases there are, in which 
legislative aid is an encumbrance, and legislative 
duty—to do nothing. 

Let us apply these lessons of the past. Thave 
spoken of those forms of legal intermeddling with 
commerce thatare antiquated, and have past away; 
lct us tùrn to these that are sull fashionable, at this 
day, and in our own country. 

Tariff protection is the chief of these. The.ob- 
ject proposed by a protective tariff is similar to that 
which the legislator of former days had in view 
when he determined rates of wages and fixed scales 
Some branch of industry, generally a 
is declared to be in a feeble and droop- 


low; its prices insufficient. Politicians go to work, 
to increase the profitsand_ raise the wages and the 
prices. This they effect by shutting out competi- 
tion. Formerly a close corporation was the usual 
form employed; all but the members of the favored 
company. were forbidden to compete, In our days, 
the monopoly, with some exceptions, 1s co-exten~ 
sive with the kingdom or republic in which the law 


| is passed; and competition is forbidden, under pen- 
| alty of fine, to foreigners only. ‘This isagreat im- 
| provement upon Queen Elizabeth’s exclusive pat- 


ents and close corporations. i l 

Yet the effect produced by these national monop- 
olies differs in degree only, not in kind, from that 
caused by those exclusive corporations, Three 


‘hundred years ago, Elizabeth’s patent increased 
` the price of salt tenfold; the tariff of to-day raises 
iit a comparatively moderate per centage only. 
; The former excluded all competition, both foreign 


and domestic, the latter leaves domestic competi- 
tion unchecked. Yet in both cases the principle 
is identical. Artificial, means are employed: to 
control -and divert from its natural, channels the 
current of trade. A certain’ amount. of. competi 
tionis shut out.by law, for the purpose of raising 
the price of a certain article to its producers; and, 
of course,.to its consumers also, ‘That is the 
operation and the intended. effect of all protective 
tariffs. If they do not produce that effect, they 
are, so far as regards protection, inoperative.and 
useless. If they do produce .it, they. legislate 
money from the pockets of one class into the pock- 
ets of another, without any value received to jus- 
tify the transfer. They do not effect this directly, 
as did St. Louis by his ordinance against the Jews, 
oras did the early Governors of Virginia, when 
they fixed by law the price of corn. But they. 
effect it, nevertheless. : 

As the close corporations of the middle ages 
may have been, for the time, a defence against 
worse evils than themselves, so, at a particular 
period during the infancy of a State, the interfer- 
ence of a temporary tariff for protection—a hedge 
to defend the young plants of enterprise until they 


| shoot up to an independent crowth—may produce 


benefits to overbalance its injustice. But this, like 
the kindred plea of retaliation, is a question of 
the day and.of expediency... The ultimate issue of 
reform is. one matter; the day and the hour when 
each step may safely and usefully be made, is 
another. Yet the statesman has stronger tempia- 
tion to be over-scrupulous than to be over-rash. 
It is the. tendency of a temporary injustice toen- 
dure beyond the term of its necessity, especially 
when the pecuniary interests of, any class of men 
are identified with its endurance. 

Sir, I bring no railing accusation against any 
party. 1 presume not to judge the motives; I pass 
no condemnation even on. the acts of any. class of 
men... Who so wise that he may boast. never to 
have been blinded by interest?—so_ just, that the 
hope of present advantage cannot mislead him? I 
would speak of errors without denying their hon- 
esty. To a long vexed question I invite the atten- 


1004 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


June 19, 


tion of our opponents, in the spirit of the text: 
«Come now, and let us reason together.” 


In such a spirit I ask the advocates of tariff pro- | 
tection: how far do your views extend? What | 


are. your intentions? This policy of imposing 
taxes, not with a single eye to revenue, but with 
the express design to shut out competition and 
raise prices—do you regard it as a permanent poli- 
cy? You speak of it as patriotic; you still call it 
American: do you hope to continue, to perpetuate, 
to ingraft it on our republican system, to transmit 
it to posterity? , A 

You cannot doit! History, lifting up her voice 
of experience, declares to you aloud, that you can- 
not. You may legislate against the current for the 
hour, for the day. That is a thing within human 

ower, like the clock over your entrance door. 

ou may put back the hands of that clock, till it 
shall seem as if the day grew younger instead of 
waning. But not less will the sun, without, hold 
on his apparent course through the heavens; and 
not the less will the inexorable dial, steady to 
truth, continue to indicate the’ constant regularity 
of his progress. 

Do you still demand proof of these assertions ? 
Then, I ask you briefly to review, with me, the 
history of the American protective system; to trace 
its rise; to follow out its progress; to note the 
symptoms, not to be mistaken, of its decay. 

In 1789 was passed the first tariff bill. The 
young republic had just brought to a close an ex- 
pensive war; and her population, of lese than four 


millions, had incurred a national debt of nearly | 


eighty millions; equal, in proportion, to a debt of 
four hundred millions now. Her manufactures 
were all in their earliest infancy, many just strug- 
gling into existence. Then, if ever, a high scale 
of duty was required, and: heavy protection was 
justifiable. Yet how do the rates of that primitive 
tariff compare with our impositions of to-day? On 
the single luxury of carriages there was a duty of 
fifteen per cent.; and on East India goods of 
twelve-and-a-half per cent. With these excep- 
tions, the highest rate of ad valorem duty was ten 
per cent. On such staples as iron, leather, sad- 
dlery, clothing, millinery, it was seven-and-a-half 
per cent.; and be this borne in mind !—on woollen 
and cotton goods (the latter but recently intro- 
duced) it was five per cent. only. On sugar the 
duty was one cent a pound, on coal two cents a 
bushel, and so of other articles. 

The tariff of 1790 increased but slightly these 
rates. And so again in 1794, and for many suc- 
ceeding years. Throughout nearly the first quarter 
of a century after the establishment of our Gov- 
ernment, no ad valorem duty’ whatever higher than 
twenty per cent. was imposed, except ona single 
article of luxury, wines; and the specific duties 
were on a seale of similar moderation. It was 
not until the administrations of Washington and 
Adams and Jefferson and almost of Madison had 
passed away, that men talked of twenty-five and 
thirty and forty per cent. protective duties. 

In 1816 it was that we first began to copy, from 
England, the policy of protection for protection’s 
sake; and to raise the scale of tariff duties, with- 
out reference to revenue. This forcign plant seem- 
ed, for a brief space, to thrive in a republican 
soll. 


christened, in very defiance of its parentage, Amer- 
ican, was sanctioned and extended. 


One thing, however, is to be remarked and ought - 


to be remembered. The first tariffs, of moderate 


duties, framed on a revenue scale, passed with a | 
degree of unanimity unknown in modern days. On || 


the passage of the tariff of 1789, and also on that of 


1794, the yeas and nays were noteven called, either | 
On the tariff of 1790 ; 


in the Senate or the House. 
they were called in the House only, and the v 
stood nearly three to one. On the tariff of 1797 
vote was more than threeto one. The majori 


ote 


ies 


continued large until the protective doctrines of |, 


t 
H 
H 
j 


1816 were flung, as a firebrand, into our legislative 
halls. From that moment they diminished. Bitter 
sectional quarrels, ending in lean majorities, mark 
the entire period of our high protective tariffs. 
That of 1824 passed, in a House of two hundred 
and nine members, by a majority of five only; and 
in the Senate by a majority of four: that of 1828 by 


a majority of nine in the one house and five in the 
other. . j 


The tariff of 1832 obtainéd a somewhat better | 


vote; but it had not been six months a law until it 


The tariff bill of 1820 failed, itis true; but | 
in 1824, and again in 1898 and 1832, the system, | 


he j: 


f 
| kindled, throughout the Union, scenes of sectional 
; strife such as no other question—not that of slavery 
itsclf—has evct had power to call forth in this 
republic. It brought upon us the days of nullifi- 
cation. 

Dark and threatening days! when men knew 
not, even while they sat, side by side, in this cham- 
ber, whether, in afew short weeks, they might not 
stand in the ranks of civil war, face to face, sword 
meeting sword, each seeking the life of the other! 
Who has forgotten the daily doubts and fears of 
that terrible crisis; the concentration of forces at | 
Fort Moultrie; the gathering of armed bands under 
the Palmetto banner; the Convention, with its nul- 
lifying ordinance ; the Proclamation, with its stern 
rebuke? Dark and perilous days! when each cou- 
rier that sped from the South might come charged 


| 
| 
| 


could say where, if the first blood were shed, that 
fratricide war might end. The boldest looked on 
with dismay. The most hopeful half despaired of 


And thus was exposed to risk the most imminent 


brave had laid down their lives to establish. And 
all this for what? To build up among usa system 
of taxes not demanded for revenue, not necessary 
to support the Government—an American system ! 
American! A tree is known by its fruii; do men 
gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thistles? Ameri- 
can! and yeta system that cast discord and heart- 
burnings into republican councils, where reigned, 
till its advent, only harmony and good will! Ameri- | 
can! and yet bringing into our midst not peace, but | 
asword? Ts thatan American system that sows | 
hate in the hearts of freemen; that makes brother | 
the enemy of brother; that arrays section in oppo- 
sition to section; that arms a State against the 
Confederacy? 

The distinguished father of that system himself 
felt, when the day of trial came, that it was not 
American; that it could not live on in a republican 
atmosphere; that, after a brief time, it must be up- 
rooted, and castaway. Mr. Clay saw Verplanck’s 
i bill making its way through the House. He 
bowed, as all men must, to the fiat of necessity; 
but he did more; he gave way gracefully, in good 
temper, in good season. Henry Clay and John C. 
Calhoun together voted for the Compromise bill; 
and South Carolina disbanded her troops, and re- 
tumed—if of a sovereign State the expression be 
| permitted—returned to her allegiance. j 
i There was not a man of that day, deserving to 


with tidings of wo and of blood. Yes; and no man | 


the republic. | 


the integrity of that Union which the good and the |! 


» and disturb this treaty of peace and 


j| House of Congress 
amity?” : : x 
"And through these nine years that “treaty of 
peace and amity” was not disturbed. Public opin- 
ion respécted it, because it chimed in with the òn- 
ward spirit of the age; and because it set forth the 
only just principle of taxation... ‘Thus it reads in 
the third section: = < - ata ; 
H: < Duties shall.be laid FOR THE PURPOSE OF RAISING SUCH 
REVENUE AS MAY BE NECESSARY TO AN ECONOMICAL ADNIN- 
ISTRATION OF GOVERNMENT.?? H : 


This is the essential principle of the Compromise 
bill. ‘This open avowal of that principle was the 
‘great triumph obtained, at that ‘crisis, by justice 
over privilege. : : i ; 

The nine years of graduated reduction of duties, 
under the Compromise, ran out on the 30th of June, 
1842;.and thus the day for the final ratification of 
that ‘treaty of peace and: amity’ arrived: Its 
pledge—morally binding, if ever levislative pledge 
was—was to the-effect that, after the said 30th day 
of June, imports should be ‘admitted to entry 
subject to such duty, NOT EXCEEDING TWENTY PER 
CENT. AD VALOREM, as. shall be provided for -by 
law.’ — Tariff act of March 2, 1833, Secs 5. 

It isa fair inference, from the general tenor of 
the act, that, in case of actual deficiency of revenue, 
but in no other, this limit might be exceeded. ‘This 
low maximum, it is proper to remark, was coupled 
with a home valuation, cash duties,and a prospect- 
ive free list. ‘ a 

Privilege always dies hard. And, as the Com- 
promise act approached its close, the friends of 
tariff protection rallied for a death-struggle. “On 
the 15th of October, 1841, the ** Home eague’? 
was formed; and its proceedings appeared in the 
leading tariff journals, heralded. bya flourish’ of 
trumpets, and put forth as a great ational move- 
ment. At their first meeting, after condemning 
the Compromise as unjust and impracticable, the 
Home Leaguers proceeded further to resolve: 


‘ That if a revenue for the economical support of govern- 
mentis to be the measure of protective favor to our manu- 
facturers and mechanics, justice as well as policy demands, 
that such a scale of duties be adopted as will not; by foster- 
ing an increased consumption of imported fabrics, favor 
forcign labor; when, by a higher scale, producing an equat 
revenue, our own industry may. he aided, without inj 
any hoine interest."—Niles’s Register of October 30; i 


Here is the high tariff policy, setup in all its 
naked deformity. The doctrine is éitrious, and 
worth a plain translation, thus: * It.is a hard case 
that Government should not be allowed to raise. 
more money than it requires; but if- we are to be 


be named asa statesman, who did not feel that that | 
struggle and that Compromise sealed the fate of | 
tariff protection in America forever; and that, like | 
other kindred forms of commercial restriction, it | 
had outlived its day, and must yield to the inno- 
| vating influence of the age. | 
reference to the mere provisions of the Compromise | 


I say it of the spirit in which the change was’ 
avowedly wrought, and of the principles that were | 
recognised, in so many words, on the face of that 
celebrated act. 


tive system could not long survive, and only asked 
that it might not be hurried, prematurely, to its 
doom. It was but a few days before the passage 
of the Compromise that he said: 


“Now, give us time, Cease all fluctuations and agita- 
_ tions for nine years, and the inanufacturers, in every branch, 


I say not this with ! 


bill, important as its gradual reductions were; but || 


Mr. Clay openly acknowledged that the protec- | 


| condemned to this, at Teast let us -raise it by as 
| high a tax as we can; by a tax of thirty per cent. 

rather than of twenty per cent.; or, better still, by 
one of forty, Justice and policy demand this.” 

These claimants for ‘ protective favor” seem to 
me to have somewhat confused notions of justice. 
and policy. All favor granted to one classat ex- 
pense of another, is unjust; and impolitic, because 
unjust. Justice satisfies; favor never does. Let 
favoritism enter the family circle, and love is re- 
placed by jealousy, and peace by strife. Let it 
|| invade a federative Union—we have seen and felt 
the woful result, ~ 

Mr. Clay held out, fora time at least, against 
the movement of the Home Leaguers. . On the 1st 
of March, 1842, he said in the Senate: 

«<The law itself (the Compromise) met the approbation of 


|| all parts of the country; its provisions ought not lightly to 
‘| be departed from ; its principles should be observed in good 


| will sustain themselves against foreign competition. Iam 
anxious to find out some principle of mutual accommoda- 


the stability of legislation ; and, at some future day, but not 
too distant, when we take into view the magnitude of the 
i: interests involved, to bring down the rate of duties to the rev- 


tended-””—~Speech of February 25, 1833. 

He asked not to save his favorite system. He 
: asked but time—the nine years which the Compro- 
mise bill, with its annually abating rates, gave him. 
| These past, and he knew and confessed that reve- 
į nue oe become the sole standard of an American 
[tari i 
| 


He seems even to have doubted whether public 


compact not binding in after sessions, except by 
the moral force which the time and the circum- 
stance gave it. His words, on the same occasion, 
were: g 

“What man, who is entitled to the character of an Ame- 
rican statesman, would stand up in his place, in either 


Hi 


i 


tion, to satisfy, as far as practicable, both parties; to increase | 


enue standard, for which our opponents have so long con- | 


| sentiment, excited as it was, would suffer a con- | 
demned system thus gradually to die out; and he | 
protested, in advance, against the violation of a | 


faith.”’—Niles’s Register of March 19, 1842, p. 42. 
i| And again, in the same speech: f i 

“Tf it be necessary to raise the duties higher than twenty 
er cent, we ought to adhere tothe principles of the Com- 
romise act, so far as it should he possible to do,” 

Yet, as the day of final decision: more closely 
i| approached, the father of the protective system 
{seemed disposed to make a last effort to save his 
| expiring offspring. Pressed, perhaps, by the rash 
4 ring P pas Oy Sne. ra 
|| urgency of friends less clear-sighted than himself, 
i Mr. Clay, in his Lexington speech of June 9, 1842, 
|| permitted himself to say: j 
4 _ “Another remedy, powerfally demanded by the necessi- 
| ties of the times, and requisite to maintain the eurreney in 

a sound state, is a tariff, which will lessen importations from 

abroad, and tend to increase supplies at home from domestic 
industry.” — Niess Register of July 9, 1842, p. 294. 
| This was a distinct relapse into the old exploded 
ij abuse. It was breaking ground against the “ trea- 
| ty of peace and amity,” which, the speaker had 
himself declared, no man deserving the character 
| of an American statesman would disturb. “The 


coy 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


|| of an 
i! principle of the Compromise was, that tariff taxes 
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shouldbe: laid for: one purpose only—to raise 
. necessary ‘revenue: ‘here they are’to -be ‘imposed 
for objects: wholly different—for the: purpose of 
“keeping the-currency sound ; for-the purpose of | 
increasing. domestic’ supplies and even, looking 
through protection’ towards -prohibition itself; for 
thé .purpose-of lessening foreign. importations, the 
very source of tariff revenue. Ina-word, Mr. Clay 
‘endorsed the doctrizies of the Home League. 
“oD his: seems-to. have been the signal for a con- 


eertéd assault on’ the compromise and its’ principles. |} 


: The enibatrassments. of the day aided the project, 
and pritilege had one brief triumph more. ‘The 
tariff of 1842 was passed: i 

If the friends of the. protective theory ever seri- 
ouslyexpected, after the immediate danger from 
nullification: blew over, to revive and perpetuate 
their system, the circumstances under which the 
tariff bill of 1842: became a law, ought to have 
shown them the futility of the attempt. Painfully | 
and with many throes the: feeble bantling strug- 
giéd into-existence. The month of July had pass- 
ed; the last'days of August were approaching; and 
still the country was without any revenue law 
whatever, ‘Then it was that the protectionists, | 
availing themselves of the insolvent condition of 
the treasury, pressed upon Congress, at the very 
close of. the session, the alternative of their bill or 
no revenue. - Even at such advantage, under the 

ressure,as it were, of necessity, the measure won 
its'‘way'with extreme difficulty to the statute book. 

Twice it was defeated in the House by the casting 
vote of the Speaker; and it succeeded there at last 

by a reluctant majority of two stragglers, their 

votes coming in at the last moment, even after the 
decision had been announced. 

In the Senate it passed: by a bare majority of 
one—Mr. Wright and Mr. Buchanan Both voting 
for it-ander protest. Mr. Wright 

Assumed that this bill must pasa in the form itnow bears 
or:that no revenue law could pass at the present session.” ? 

The sober-minded even of the party that brought 
it forward seemed ashamed of the deed. Mr. Web- | 
ster, in that speech which he delivered in Faneuil | 
Hall, in the autumn of 1842, to a ‘sea of upturned 
faces,” said: i 

Tt is not true that the tariff system (of 1842) was passed 
by the Whigs alone. We know that more thin thirty, some 
ofthem leading and influential Whigs, voted against the ta- 
riff, out and out, on all questions, direct and indirect.” 

And this is the bill, a vagrant that went about 
in. the House, at the eleventh hour, begging among 
its. Whig friends for a stray vote to save its threat- 
ened life,—that was saved in the Senate by its òp- 
‘ponents, only because they thought it a less crying | 
evil-than a bankrupt exchequer and a broken pub- 
lic faith,—this:is the bill that-isnow the law of the | 
land! And:this bill, thus forced, despite the spirit | 
of the‘age, on a reluctant country, is to remain a 

exmanentisystem; to become our national policy! | 

We are potto touely or-amend it! It is too good | 
and: holy to. incur rebuke; or to suffer alteration! 

Itis not within. the scope of my present purpose 
minutely to examine the details of this tarif. Suf- 
fice it; that it embodies. the system of ‘specific du- 
ties, mimimums,.and. all the et. ecteras of protective 
favor. Suffice it, that the average of its duties has 
proved to be THIRTY-rouR per cent., actually ex- | 
ceeding that of the tariff of 1832, of which the avet- 
age was. but thirty-three and cight-tenths, The 
gross revenue it produced for the year ending 30th 
September, 1845, was nearly thirty-one millions— 


the largest amount ever raised from imports in any || 


one year (the years 1831 and 1825 alone excepted) | 
since the foundation of the Government. A gen- | 
eral idea of its impositions may be gathered from | 
the fact, that on four staple necessaries, iron, coal, | 
sugar, and-molasses, (yielding six millions of rev- | 
enue,) its duties actually average over sixty per | 
centes three times the- compromise maximum: | 
while.on cotton and woollen goods (on which the i 
duties reach six millions and three quarters) the |; 
average rate is about THIRTY-NINE per cent.; nearly 
double the same maximum. . Under this tariff, too, 
-nearly one-half the. revenue is obtained from spe- 
cific duties. 7 - 

Ina word;-it was a violation the. most. flagrant 
„of'every principle and promise of the Compromise | 
act. It was añ open and undisguised return, both | 
in form’and in rates of duty, to the. old. protective 

policy, that had.been tried, condemned, sentenced, 
in: 1833. : : 

Again I would appeal to: the friends of tariff pro- 
tection.’ Again I would ask them: Do-you intend, 


„tem as that? ` Peacefully you cannot do it—all | 


| len goods, clothing, carpeting, saddlery, paper, 


ithe amount of dutiable articles imported. 
; total importations are now about one hundred and |i 
i 


do you éxpect, to maintain, unchanged, such a sys- 


experience proves that;and will you destroy the har- 
mony of feeling that now binds State to State, stir 
up again heart-burnings that but slumber among 
us, endanger the very integrity of our happy and | 
glorious: Union—all in a fruitless struggle after || 
privileges you cannot perpetuate and a policy that | 
is passing away è’ ij 

But you say to yourselves that you can but be de- 
feated at last, and may as well struggle on against 
the change, with the chance of retarding what you 
may not avert. Look to it! The history of re- 
form’ throughout the world teaches us this lesson: 
that privilege has often lost all because she knew 
not when to yield a part.. There was a time, in | 
the early days of the French revolution, before the 
oath of the Tennis court or the fall of the Bastille, 
when, by well-timed concession, the unfortunate 
Louis might have saved kingdom and life. He 
suffered the golden moment to pass, and with it all 
power to control the rising torrent that speedily 
overwhelmed him. 

Look well to it! To-day your influence is still 
felt, and you have power to shape a modification of 
the tariff. You can obtain discrimination within 
certain limits, and even, fora time, protection con- 
siderably beyond the pledges of the Compromise. 
To-day you can do this, if you consent to guide a 
movement which. you seem disposed obstinately to 
resist. To-morrow it may be no longer in your 
power. Reform, dammed up by obstinate oppo- 
sition, spreads far and fast, when once the barrier 
has given way. | 

Reflect, also, how small the gain is of temporary 
success. Protective favor, in order to benefit steady 
business men, must be permanent. Fluctuating 
duties can serve the purpose of the speculator only. || 
Will any prudent manufacturer incur the outlay 
and risk of founding a large establishment on the 
security of a tariff which he may expect to see re- 
pealed from year to year? But what is, in point 
of fact, the prospect before you, even if you defeat 
the tariff bill of this session? Willits defeat be 
silently acquiesced in? You know it will not. | 
Session after session the struggle will be renewed, | 
and renewed with increased forces and with grow- 
ing strength. Yes! and reform, like the sybil of 
old, will increase her demands at each return, © 
The tariff bill proposed now in 1846 is more rad- ; 
ical than was that reported in 1844. Reject it, and || 
sée if the next proposal be not one of yet lower 
rates and of astricter revenue stamp. $ 

The bill now before us, as: reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, concedes much 
to interests hitherto privileged; and proposes mod- 
erate reform only. Its average rate, as nearly as 
can now be ascertained, will be. about twenty-four 
and a half per cent.; and thus the average of all 
its duties, high and low, taken together, is, in fact, 
four and a half per cent. higher than the very high- 
est zontemplate by the Compromise. Its prinċipal 
schedule, including the staples of iron, coal, wool- 


wines, and many other staples, is put at thirty per 
cent.; being a tax higher by one-half than the 
maximum of the Compromise. Cotton and silk | 

oods bear a duty of twenty-five per cent. Its | 

uties are wholly ad valorem—the only fair prin- | 
ciple of taxation ; and in this it but carries out one 
of the pledges.of the Compromise, of which the 
equity has been repeatedly acknowledged by Mr. 
Che: for example, in his Senate speech of March 
1, 1842: 


«T say,” said he, “that, iu theory, and according to every 
sound principle of justice, the ad valorem mode of taxation | 
is entitled to the preference.”—WNiles’s Register of March 19, | 
1842, p. 42. . i 
The gross amount of revenue which this bill i 
would bring in, supposing the importations to re 
main the same as last. year, is about twenty-two 
millions. But that importations will remain at 
their present amount, there is no chance. These 
greatly reduced rates would, of course, erene l 
ur 
| 


six millions; the Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mates that, under the proposed. tariff, they. would 
increase by fourteen millions the first year; reach- | 
ing a hundred and twenty millions. . This estimate 
is, I think, a very moderate one. If it prove cor- 
rect, then. the tariff, as reported from the commit- 
tee; would yield a gross revenue of about twenty- 
six millions of dollars; or, deducting a million and 


> 


| IF to the probable rate of the 
! twenty-five per cent., we ad 
‘expenses on importations, we shall find the aver- 
‘age of protection actually afforded to be at least 


| be avoided. 
‘hour should not call off our judgments from in- 
| quiries of a.higher order and a wider range; while 


l| carry it out, in fitting form and due season. 


a half for expenses of collection, would bring in a 
net revenue of twenty-four millions and a half. 
This is amply sufficient in time of peace. At 


this moment we are unfortunately engaged in war, 


though not, I trust, to be of long duration, nor to 


‘demand an expensive arinament. And with aview 


to meet these extra expenditures, it is the inten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 


‘and Means, as I understand, to. move sundry 


amendments to the reported bill, which will yield 
an increase of some three or four millions, .. This 
will give a net revenue from imports of above 
twenty-eight millions—about as much as the pres- 
ent tariff bill; the increased importations compen- 
sating for the reduced rates. 

The substitute offered by the gentleman from 


|New York [Mr. Huneerrorp] will produce, I 


think, about the same amount, It differs chiefly 
from the Ways and Means bill, as proposed to be 
amended; in retaining specific duties on a few sta- 
ples. 

It is a common argument that, since we are ac- 
tually engaged in war, we should let the tariff of 
1842 alone. Nothing can be more fallacious. T'he 
warisan additional reason why we should alter 
that tariff.. Many of its rates amount to positive 
prohibition; and’ these it is doubly important to 
reduce, at a period of increased expenditures like 
this. The Secretary of the Treasury says, of the 
present tariff, in his last annual report: 

«Many of the duties are becoming dead letters, except for 
the purpose of prohibition; and, if not reduced, will ulti- 
mately compel their advocates to resort to direct taxation to 
support the Government. In the event of war, nearly all 
the high duties will become prohibitory, from the increased 
risk and cost of importation.”’—-Report, p. 6. 

But the sufficient reply to all who set up the war 
asan argument against any change is, that either 
of the bills above referred to is calculated to pro- 
duče as much revenue as the present law. 

Sir, I have yet a word to say, in conclusion, to 
the friends of tariff protection. In voting for 
either of these bills, we of the West, and our 
friends of the South, abandon, for the sake of 
peace, much, which, on the soundest principles of 
equity, we might demand as simply just and right. 

roposed tariff, say 
f freight and other 


thirty-three per cent.; or, in other words, an addi- 
tion of one-third to the price of all imported goods 
subject to duty, ; Sy A ` 
Mr: BAYLY. “You: underráte the amount ‘of 
protection afforded: by'a tariff averaging twenty- 
five per cent. ` Freight and other: charges would 
bring up the actual protection to upwards of forty 
er cent, 
Mr. OWEN. Then my estimate is much within 
the truth; and the argument is but the more forci- 
ble. To grant such an average of protection, be it 


| thirty-three or be it forty per cent., is a vast con- 


cession to our fellow-citizens of the North. We 
make it ungrudgingly; but we cannot forget, and 
they ought not to forget, that it is a concession, in 
principle as well as in extent of protection, I will 
not withhold the opinion, that all laws which fet- 
ter trade are defensible only as temporary expe- 
dients; and that, even in a mitigated form, they 
cannot be justified as a permanent policy. 

But, in all legislative changes, extremes are to 
While the petty questions of the 


we should aspire above the smoke and dust of 
partisan warfare, to seek a calm and clear pros- 
pect into the future of progress; yet does it be- 
hoove us also to bear in-mind, that it is one thing 
to distinguish a coming change, and another to 

he 
mariner’s observation, even of the changeless sun 
itself, must be subjected to corrections and allow- 
ances, before it suffices to determine his position 
and direct his course. And thus the best specula- 
tions of the statesman, though deduced from the 
unerring principles of justice, must be tempered 
and modified by considerations of time and place, 
ero they become available for daily service. We 
cannot rush to perfection. It is not enough that a 
reform be just in itself; it must be well-timed also. 
It must not jar too rudely on the usages of the day. 
It must not outrun the opinions and intelligence of 
the times. To influence the masses we must ap- 
proach them. As the power of the magnet ceases 
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to operate beyond a given distance, so laws framed 
far in advance of the age lose their attractive force 
over mankind. : 

Influenced by such views, I am the friend of 
compromise and conciliation. In that spirit has 
the present proposal to modify the tariff been 
framed by its projectors. In that spirit let our 
brethren from the manufacturing Stales come half 
way to meet us. And we may once more, with 
the unanimity of the olden time, pass a revenue 
law by a majority so large, that there will be little | 
motive or disposition,-for many years to come, to 
alter its rates or disturb its provisions. 

Mr. COLLIN next obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee as follows: 

Mr. Cuarrman: The honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srewarv,] in his third speech 
upon the subject of the tariff, made the astonish- | 
ing discovery that the revenue in 1840, under the 
compromise act, was but about half as great as it 
was in 1845 under the act of 1842. To his com- 
prehension it proved conclusively, that to modify 
the act of 1842 would inevitably reduce the revenue. 
If the gentleman had been a little more minute in 
his examination, he would have discovered that, 
in 1840, less than half the goods imported were |, 
subject to the payment of any duty, and upon: 
those upon which duties were paid im that year, 
the amount was but about one-half of the amount 
of imports subject to duty in 1845. That fact 
must solve the mystery for the gentleman; and if 
he will more carefully examine his whole record, | 
he will find his whole argument demolished by it. 
In the second place, (as even horizontal duties are 
to be preferred to the present unjust system of dis- 
eriminations,) if he will multiply the amount of 
imports in 1845 by thirty, he will find the product 
to be $5,000,000 greater than the amount of rev- 
enue collected in that year. ‘Lhis will show to 
him that the tariff act of 1842 may be modified, 
and yet increase the revenue without an increase 
of the imports, If, as we may anticipate, such 
modification should be increased both upon exports 
and imports from twenty to fifty millions of dollars 
annually, we should increase the revenue toa sum 
sufficient to carry on the Mexican war, in addi- 
tion to other reasonable expenditures. In such 
increase of exports, if we should add such per 
centage to the agricultural products of the country 
as we may reasonably anticipate, it would bestow 
benefit enough upon the indusury of the country 
annually to pay the expense of a war with ing- 
land. } have made some minute calculations upon 
the revenue that would accrue under the provis- 
ions of the bill now under consideration, and from 
these calculations I have ascertained that even if 
the commerce of the country should not be in- 
creased, yet the reduction of revenue would be | 
too small to be for one moment taken into the ac- | 
count, in the comparison, to the benefit that would 
acerue to the interests, the morals, the whole in- 
dustry of the country. Sir, we have received || 
among our documents some Statistics collected un- 
der an act of the Legislature of Massachusetts, in 
which it is shewn that m 1844, while the products 
of labor in agriculture is $175 per man, the pro- 
ducts of the woollen manufactures in that year 
was $1,205 50 per individual, including both men 
and women, ‘These statistics show us that it re- 
quires eight times as much labor, and five times 
as much capital ina given amount in agriculture, 
as are required in the same amount in the manu- 


; the products of the tropics. England, deprived of | 


| vited these investments of capital, and could not in 


{| stances, the first Jaws of any magnitude were pass- 
: ed, securing a monopoly of interest to any one 


which have at all times been used in our schools, 
have taught that commerce has exerted the strong- 
est influence in raising men from barbarism to civ- 
ilization; that those nations who- have been the 
most commercial have been the most distinguished 
for their intelligence, social virtues, enterprise, 
wealth, and strength. In proof of this position, 
weare referred to the Phenicians, T yreans, Greeks, 
and Carthagenians of the ancient world; at a later 
period, to that of Venice, which, with limited ter- 
ritory and small population, while she enjoyed the 
whole commerce of Europe, stood the bulwark 
against the power of the Turk, which was thén 
threatening the world with subjugation. Holland, 
too, through the power created:by her commerce, 
Jong contested with England the empire of the sea. 
Spain and Portugal, while commercial nations, as- 
tonished the world by the fruits of their enterprise. 
Each of these nations, upon failing to retain their 
commercial ascendency, have sunk in the scale of 
nations. England owes her power and wealth to 
her successful ciforts as a commercial nation. This 
view of the subject has not only been taught in our 
schools, but has been entertained by nations; and 
the great effort of governments have been to se- 
cure universal commerce, and to outrun competi- 
tion in this pursuit. Those efforts were checked 
by the long vindictive wars at the close of the 18th! 
and the commencement of the 19th centuries. In 
those conflicts, commerce being most vulnerable, 
was most readily assailed. Thé wealth derived 
from commerce -being the strong sinew of war, to 
destroy that commerce was to clip the wings of the 
enemy. In pursuance of this object, France, under 
Bonaparte, founded the continental system. Eng- 
land, through a similar policy, became. the tyrant 
of the sea, and, in consequence, we became involv- 
ed in the conflict. France, deprived of her com- 
merce, began to tax nature to raise in her climate 


| 
{ 


j 
i 


j 
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the resources. of continental Europe and of Amer- 
ica for her breadstuffs, began a conflict with nature 
to try to raise them herself. We, too, had adapted | 
many artificial substitutes for those facilities which -| 
nature or circumstances had seemed to deny us. 
Such, sir, was the state of things fonnd to be in 
existence at the establishment of universal peace in 
the-year 1815.. In each nation large« capitals had 
been invested, through the necessity of the case, 
in enterprises which must have been sacrificed, by 


time. Sir, the farming interest tolerated it in the 
first instance from motives: of. purest. patriotism. 
They did it as a -means to heal certain of. the 
wounds which were. the consequences of- war. 
From the same motives which induced them to 
aHow.of its adoption, they now-require its aban- 
donment, and for still another reason, that. of stop- 
ping the corrupting influences which that.policy is 
infusing through albour. institutions... Fools and 
‘dupes, indeed! Strong language to be used against 
a class of men, that 1 know possess intelligence and 
ability’ to. redress. themselves when ` agerieved. 
Where, sir, were ever found. greater exhibitions of 
judgment and love of liberty, than have been found 
among the agriculturists of a country? What class 
of men have been more ready to assert, or more 
potent in maintaining it? Rome, as a republic, 
attained her greatness when the generals that lend 
her armies were taken from among the cultivators 
of the soil. It was the peasantry of Italy, that 
bore her conquering eagles to the remotest paris of 
the earth. Had it not been for the peasants of the 
Grampian hills, King John would never have 
signed the magna charta.. It was the peasantry of 
England, that shook off the tyranny that the ‘Tu- 
dors had transmitted’ to. the: Stuarts.. And; sir, I 
need not assert to this House that the: agricultural 
interest certainly did its share in procuring our 
liberties in the war of the Revolution. Sir, I have 
associated with farmers in their toils in the snows 
of winter, and in the heats of summer. .’ I know 
their patient industry, and the strict economy ne- 
cessary to sustain them in their business.. I know 
their ardent love of liberty; their intelligence and 
their ability to apply the remedy, when made con- 
scious that their rights are invaded. And letme 
tell gentlemen that, unless the oppressions. of .the 
present restrictive laws be removed, that remedy 
will. be applied. Sir, Iwill now consider some of 
the most prominent arguments adduced in favor 
of the restrictive policy. First, then, distinctions 
are attempted to be drawn between the interests of 
the people of the North, and those of the South, 
the East, and those of the West, in this. Union. 
The statesmien, the institutions, the whole interests 
of the South, are held up.as objects. of execration; 
and gentlemen here, in making statistical ,calcula- 
tions upon the productions of the country, have 
openly avowed that those of the South ought not to 
be taken into the account. Ihave seen with: régret 


H 


coming into equal competition with those more fa- | 


i vored by nature and circumstances in the same ; 


pursuits, In may instances governments had in- | 


justice see them sacrificed.. Under these circum- 


class of men, and throwing embarrassments in the | 


way of commercial enterprise and prosperity. But, | 


| sir, these restrictive laws were never intended to be 
' permanent, 


They were only intended to remain | 
ull men had indemnified themselves for their capi- ; 
tal invested, and then to either abandon or pursue , 


| them, as circumstances and experience would jus- ; 


tify. It was with such views as these that the 


i patriotic democracy of the country favored and 


passed the laws of 1816 and 1824. Since 1830, | 


: that same democracy conceived that the experi- | 


ment had been tried long enough; that the coun- 
try had endured taxation for a privileged class as 
long as justice and experiment could require. 

But a new state of things was found to have H 


that the poison of these influences have taken too 
deep a hold upon the prejudices of members here. 
Let gentlemen consider, that the fathers of the 
South and North were brother pioneers in settling 
the wildernesses of this country; that their. brave 
hearts beat side by side in achieving our liberties; 
that their statesmen, with equal talent, equal pa- 
triotism, and as few weaknesses, united in forming 
our present institutions, and stand ready to main- 
tain them. But, sir, if patriotism, love of country, 
love for the Union, and reminiscences of the past, 
are not sufficient to deter gentlemen from this un- 
wise policy, let me appeal to their interests. Iam 
ready. to admit, that the exports of the South ex- 
ceed those of the North. But, sir, the commercial 
men of the North do most of this export business. 
In return, they send to the South a portion of the 
goods taken in exchange, by which, together with 
such products of the North as are required-in the 
South, this excess of exports is.equalized, and fre- 
j quently, if not at all times, the balance of trade is 
in favor of the people of the North. I will ask of 
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been created in the country. Those protected in- i! gentlemen to point out a Single year when in this 


facture of woollen goods. Each of the other pro- 
terests were found to have become strong and. exchange the balance has-been against the North. 


tected interests do not vary very materially in 


this estimate from that of the woollen manufac- 
tures. If it should be argued that manufactures 
require protection in consequence of the cheap in- 
terest on capital in Europe, it must be answered, 
that agriculture has five times greater reason to re- 
quireit. If it should be argued that manufactures 
require protection in consequence of the high price 
of labor, it must be answered that agriculture ha 


from six to eight times greater reason to require it į: 
And yet the Congress of the :: 


for the same cause. 
United States is gravely debating whether the coun- 
try ought not to be taxed for the benefit of manu- | 
factures. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in: 
advocating that tax, says it is no party question. 
Sir, it shoald never have been made a party ques 
tion. Gentlemen should never have dignified it by 
the name of an American question. Itis a ques- 
tion, sir, that has. more the characteristics of the 
Arab—it is a great question of plunder. 

Those works upon history and moral science 


: joyed contributions upon the people that they be- 


mighty as political engines. Like the tiger that | 
has tasted blood, appetite had been provoked to |! 
keenness by indulgence. They had so long en- | 
| 
gan to consider them as their birthright, and ;| 
demanded their conünuance. Then, sir, was | 
formed the unholy alliance, which we have had ` 
since to contend with. The opponents of the late | 
war—the opponents of the remedies to heal the $! 
wounds of the war—the opponents of the democ- || 
racy and of protection to feeble interests and patient 
industry—allied themselves with those protected 
interests which had been warmed into strength by 
i the acts of the democracy. On the onc side offices 
and honors were to be the marriage gift; and to 
the other was to be bestowed the dower of lasting | 
plunder upon the people. Sir, the farmers of this 
country are taunted as having been dupes and fools ; 
; for ever having tolerated the protective tariff policy, | 


if itis not important to continue itin all future : 


i 
| 
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Tn my examinations 1 have never discovered such 
year. Sir, the people of the North enjoy the pro- 
fits of exchanging southern exports with foreign 
countries. They also enjoy the profits of paying 
for these exports, by selling to the South the goods 
and productions of the North, with all the attend- 
ant benefits of the exchange. Let it not be said 
that these reciprocal advantages to the people of 
our common country should be embarrassed: or 
destroyed upon the shrine of personal ecupidity, 
party malevolence, or sectional prejudice. Sir, an 
argument is adduced by the friends of the present 
tariff, that protection to manufactures gives èm- 
ployment to industry, and creates consumers for 
home productions. By the census of 1840, 38,000 
men were employed in producing $66,000,000 worth 
of cotton and woollen goods. By the report upon 
our commerce. and navigation in 1841, commerce 
employed 117,000 mien, and our imports im Amer- 
ican ships were $113,000,000. : 
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From. these facts it will be'undérstood, that for 
every man who gains. employmentin manufactures 


through: the. aid. of: protection; two; at least, lose 
employment in-commercial pursuits: For every 
consumer of home’productions, created by. manu- 
factures, two,-at least, are lost:to us bythe dimin- 
ished commerce of the: country... Mr. “Webster 
asserted: this fact im his Faneuil Hall “speech, and 


our records show it to he true. It is asserted, that 


‘unless manufactures are protected against the influ--|| 


ence of. commerce, their business will be 
and they will be broken down: |. : 
- -BY the census of 1840, 420,000,000. worth of wool- 
len goods were:manufuctured in this country, and 
six milllons-of dollars. worth were imported. - To 
protect. that 20,000,000: against: this 6,000,000 is 
what gentlemen claim... By a further examination, j 
gentlemen will find that they have mistaken their i 


prostrated ; 


enemy. Their camp had been invadéd from another |! 


quarter, and their citadel stormed. | These invaders 
are ne less than. the American women. By look- 
ing at that. same cénsus, on page 409, it will be seen | 
that. over $29,000,000 worth of goods were manu- 
factured in our. families. Pulling out. the thread 
with ‘the fingers, treading the loom with. the feet, 
and throwing the shuttle with the hand, our noble 
women competed with both commerce and the jen- 
nies and power-looms of the manufacturers, and 
exceeded both. Their fabrics are now to be found | 
in many. parts of our-country;.and, taking. into con- 
sideration, their quality, are afforded at as cheap 
a rate as: those produced by the manufacturers. 
By the census of the State of New York, the 
females have manufactured by hand in that State, 
during. the. past year, 7,090,089 yards of cloth, 
These noble women ask no protection. other. than 
that love and affection to which their virtues so em- 
inently entitle them. And will gentlemen urge here 
that their families ought to- be taxed for the benefit 
of manufacturers? Let such doctrine be abandoned, | 
and save us the necessity of blushing for our coun- 
try. [tis said, sir, that.by extending legislative aid 
to. manufacturers, men willabandon. agriculture to 
engage. in manufacturing, and thereby diminish | 
producers. and: increase consumers. It certainly 
appears extraordinary to urge the.passage of laws 
to divert men from their natural pursuits, and impel 
them to such as require protection to exist. But 
since it is suggested, let me inquire how it is to be | 
done.. Gentlemen ought not to recommend a meas- 
nre unless they know how it is to be accomplished, 
Ts it intended to oppress agriculture, sò as to drive | 
men from its pursuits? Or are. manufactures to be 
placed, in point of privileges, so far above them as 
to allure ton to it? Let gentlemen answer, and ; 
in, the meantime we. must conclude that both these 
cauises are aimed at, in order to. produce the eflect 
suggested. Tt requires: capital, skill, and experi- 
ence, in order to engagein manufactures, and not | 
one inten, thousand of our agriculturists possess 

the tastes or quahfications. for embarking in them, | 
‘This veryargument,.then, shows thatsuch laws are | 
diveetly.intended to bea lasting, ruinous, and ty- 

yannical. oppression: upon the agriculturists of the 

country. The honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 

vania, [Mr. STEWART) in his late speech upon the 

harbor. bill, stated that in importing $10,000,000 

worth of woollen goods, (as wool was one-half of 
the ‘cost of the material,) we imported $5,000,000 


worth of foreign agricultural productions. Letme 
examine this argument upon his premises. Sup- 


pose two pieces of woollen goods be sold in our 
market, each at-the:same price, the one imported, 
andthe other of home manufacture. On the im- 


t reduce, the prices of the articles on which they 
‘are levied?” Efe denied the right of the enemies 


them for the proof. -He said these facts lie at the 
foundation of the whole question. Now, sir, I 
| intend to show that much more important consid- 
erations are depending upon this. question; but as 
the gentleman’ hes suggested that the settlement of 
that one fact would settle the whole question, I will 
endeavor to settle that fact to his satisfaction. Ihave 
stifficient statistical proof, but time will not permit 
them to be presented here. I may get them pub- 
lished for the consideration of those who may be 
interested in examining them... 

One item from these statistics I will, however, 
; Now present: The duty on bar iron is twenty-five 
dollars per ton. By the report upon: commerce 
and navigation, the difference between -the price 
of bar iron in foreign ports, and the estimated 


ton. The price of freight is five dollars 

leaving the duty to make exactly the ba 
the excess of price. Will any gentleman presume 
to deny that that iron would be twenty-five dollars 
‘per ton cheaper to the.consumer if the duty were 


per ton, 


than this? If this does not satisfy the gentleman, 
I will give his own words in proof of the fact he 
calls for. He tells us in one place, that to reduce 
the duty to twenty per cent. upon iron would ex- 
| tinguish the fires of every furnace and every forge 
| in Pennsylvania. In another place he tells us that 
reciprocal free trade would be ruinous to Pennsyl- 
| vania, because her iron and other manufactures 
| are carried on mostly by manual labor. Now, sir, 
j in the name of common sense, how is the reduc- 
tion of duties to produce such momentous effects 
| upon the iron manufactures of Pennsylvania, if 
the effect of reducing the duties would not be to 
reduce the price to the consumer? ‘Does not this 
consideration—this argument of his own—satisfy 
| the gentleman? But, sir, I deny that the reduc- 

tion of duties will be attended’ with the conse- 
quences that the gentleman suggests to the iron 
manufacturers of Pennsylvania. I deny that any 
| necessity exisis for these protective duties; and I 
will here show that I am correct in that conclusion. 
; By the census of 1840 there were in the United 
States 1,599 furnaces, bloomeries, forges, and roll- 
ing mills. ‘There were 30,497 men employed in 
| them, and in the mining operations; there were 
$20,432,131 invested in those establishments; there 


of their material. Now; the gentleman says that 
the labor is nine-tenths of the cost of that material. 
Suppose we admit, for the sake of the argument, 
that each of the men employed received for his 


| wages and board $400 per year—which estimate I 


believe to be 25 per cent. too high—and then add 
to this price of labor the one-tenth estimated by 
| the gentleman for other expenses, and the gross 
amount would be $13,543,111, leaving an actual 
| profit on the capital stock of $12,821,949, or over 
cent, profit ought not to be sufficient to satisfy the 
manufacturers? - Will he say that we ouzhit to 
legislate to give the two thousand manufacturers 
an extra 40 per cent., to be taxed upon the residue 
of our twenty millions of people? As the estima- 
ted value of the iron products was the American 


foreign ports, with the five dollars per ton added 
for freight. Upon that basis of valuation the iron 


products for 1840 would have been $20,385,203. 


ported article, suppose the.duty to be only. thirty 
percent. If paid by the foreigner, it is a bonus to 
us, | 
American, it being a part of its value, and having | 
gone into the treasury, > Add to this twenty-five į 
ner cent. commissions to.our commercial men, be- | 
ing also apart of the value of the goods, and you | 
make the imported article fifty-five per cent, Amer- | 
ican. As most of our- home. manufactured. goods | 
are made of foreign wool, (24,000,000 having been 
imported the. past year,) according. to. the gentle- 
man’s argument, fifty per dent. of the honit manu- 
factured goods is foreign, the imported article being 
five per cent. more American than: that of home | 
manufacture. To which did the gentleman mean to 
apply his argument of foreign!-foreign!! foreign! | 
‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania says: “But 
‘finally the whole question, so interesting: to. the 
< American people; turns upon a simple question of 


if paid by the consumer, itis still so much || 


After deducting the above estimated expense, there 
would still be a net profit of $6,842,092—a profit 


cent. duty. But if gentlemen are not satisfied with 
these calculations, I will give them yet another 
upon a different basis. It is claimed that it is. in 


i| consequence of the high price of labor that these 


| manufacturers require protection. By the census 
estimates, it takes the labor of four and a half 
men in mining and the other employments in the 


| manufacture of $4,000 worth of iron. By the same 


estimates, it takes fifteen men- to produce $4,009 
worth in each of the mechanic arts, and twenty-three 
men to produce the same amount in agriculture. 
Gentlemen will not dispute this record; and can: 
they unblushingly claim that those mechanies and 
farmers ought to be taxed for the benefit of those 


j Manufacturers, and that, too, upon the. ground of | 


the high price of labor to the manufacturers?’ By 


‘ fact... Do protective duties ultimately increase, or i the census estimates, 3,719,951 men were employed 


of the tariff to assume these ‘facts, and called on | 


| value in our commercial cities, is thirty dollars per | 


ance ofi 


taken off? Can the gentleman ask for higher proof | 


|, turers; while showing that they n 


| was. manufactured in: that year. $26,365,060 worth | 


60 percent. Will the gentleman say that 20 per | 


market valuation, I will give the valuation in the | 


of 33; per cent.; without the imposition of I per 


in agriculture, and $651,215,960 worth of products 
were the avails of their labor. 

These, sir, are tlie documentary estimates of the 
|| labor employed -in the productions of agriculture. 
|i I have dwelt particularly upon the subject of iron, 
| and have shown, 1 think, most conclusively that it 
| needs no protection—no discrimination in its favor. 
| I have done so, sir, becarse-the gentleman from 
i Pennsylvania had placed it in the foreground. He 
i claims to be particularly acquainted with its manu- 
| facturé, and is represented as being. largely inter- 
|| ested in it, He is also represented as being a law- 
|| yer, and is eminently qualified to. present its claims 
i to protection in their most favorable light. With 
i these qualifications, taken in connexion with an 
| intemperate zeal for tariff protection for manufac- 
i tures, when his own representations show most 
i 
| 


clearly that no such protection is required, such 
representations of his should have with us, as evi- 
dence, ahigh consideration. Sir, it is beyond con- 
troversy that iron needs no other protection than 
that incidentally accruing from revenue duties. 

And, sir, each of the other protected interests 
|; under the act of 1842 requires it less than iron. ‘In 
į the manufacture of woollen goods, less in numbers 
| are required ina given amount than are required in 
the manufacture of iron, and a large proportion of 
i that number are females: In the manufacture of 
|| cotton goods, though a larger proportionate num- 
ber is required than in the manufacture of woollen 
goods, yet a much larger proportion are women. 
In the manufacture of Jeather, though their raw 
| material is much more expensive, and the propor- 
i| tionate expense of labor greater than in the other 
manufactures, yet a memorial has been sent us, 
signed by manufacturers, respectable in characters 
and numbers, representing that they require no 
|, extra protection, Sir, I have shown that the pro- 
| teetive policy of 1842 was unnecessary. That it 
was unnecessary was obvious at the time of its 
s adoption. The manufacturers, at great expense, 
have got up their fair here, expressly to show that 
they can manufacture as ingeniously, and more 
cheaply, than Europeans, thereby proving, beyond 
| cavil, that protection to them was unnecessary. 
| Mr. Webster, in his speech at the agricultural fair 
l at Rochester, in September, 1843, said, “ that to 
alk of protection to manufactures was a misnomer. 
j It was not what was needed. It was agriculture 
that needed protection.” And yet, sir, manufac« 
eed no protec» 
tion; are peremptorily claiming it. Mr. Webster, . 
in his Baltimore speech, after showing what would 
be protection ‘to ‘agriculture, doubted” whether it 
should be obtained, because it tool protection from 
manufactures. In‘other words, protection to agri+ 
culture, which needed it, should not be extended, 
hecause it took protection from manufactures, which 
he has admitted did not need it. By the act of 
1842, even the protection of revenue duties was de- 
nied to agriculture on wool, because it wag claimed 
to be against the interests of manufactures, which 
it is admitted need no protection, Such, sir, is the 
consistency of this doctrine of protection. 

This doctrine of protection is not only unneces- 
sary, but it is mischievous, and has visited many 
important evils and wrongs upon the people of the 
country. The gentleman from Pennsylvania tells 
us that wool constitutes one-half the cost’ of the 
|| cloths into which it is manufactured. The report 
of the Glenham factory shows that it constituted 
i| more than one-half the cost of the cloth. But now, 
under the operation of the act of 1842, American 
wool does not constitute to exceed one-fifth of the 
cost of the cloths manufactured here. By the aet 
of 1842, woollen goods had forty per cent. protec- 
tion, and the imported wool but five per cent. An 
honorable member of this House (a protectioriist 
from prejudice; and a Whig in principle) has 
shown me on-this floor samples of that imported 
wool, which had paid a duty of only five per cent., 
(equal in fineness to three-fourths blood merino 
i wool. By this discrimination against wool, the 
i manufacturers gain annually $5,000,000, and the 
i farmers sustain the loss of that $5,000,000. The 
| farmers of New York produce about one-third of 
the wool of the country, and. of course sustain one- 
third of the-loss. The district which Ihave. the 
honor tö ‘represent produces about one-thirtieth of 
the proportion. of the States, and, of course, sus- 
tain-about one-thirtieth of the loss—a sum sufficient 
io pay the whole contingent expenses taxed upon 
ithat‘district. This, sir, is one of the unjust con 
| sequences of that law. l 


| 
i 
i 


1008 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


It is strange, sir, that it should ever have been 
claimed that an increase of duties did not increase 
the price of goods to the consumer. To question it 
is preposterous, and the subject is one that needs not 
be left to abstract reasoning, but is susceptible of 
actual demonstration. 
price.is not increased to the consumer, say that the 
foreigner pays the duty. Now, in order to have 
the foreigner pay the duty, the price of imported 
goods must fall in the foreign market to the amount 
of the increase of duty. By comparing the prices 
of those foreign imports, upon which the duties 
were increased by the act of 1842, in our com- 
mercial records, in seven cases out of eight it will 
be found that the foreign valuation on those im- 
ports was higher in 1845 than it was in 1841. 
most of the cases where there has not. been an ac- 
tual increase, the price has remained stationary. 


This, sir, proves beyond cavil, that the foreigner | 


pays no part of those increased duties. By anex- 
amination of that same commercial record, it will 
be seen that upon those products upon which the 
duties have been increased, in nine cases out of ten 
there has been a corresponding increase in the 
price in our commercial cities; showing conclusive- 
ly that the increase of duties not only taxed the 
consumer.on the imports, but on the whole of such 
productions, whether of foreign or of home manu- 
facture. But, sir, this increase of duties produces 
to the people of this country a greater injury than 
the increased price of goods to the consumer. 
That injury, sir, is the reduction in price upon 
all the fruits of agricultural labor. I have made an | 
estimate from our records of the difference in price 
upon almost all the productions of agriculture be- 
tween the years 1841 and 1845, and I will have 


published, for the information of the people of this | 


country, the result. I have made an estimate of 
the amount exported, the loss on the whole amount 
of each article, and the loss per cent. on each. The 

ross amount of exports (estimated) is 

he gross loss to the farmers is’$32,839,939, or an 
annual loss of forty-three per cent. As the price 
in our commercial cities is the criterion of price to 
the home consumer, when the price in our com- 
mercial cities is forty-three per cent..less, how 
much do the farmers lose on their $1,000,000,000 
worth of productions? I leave to gentlemen to esti- 
mate and answer. The advocates of high duties 
say the country is prosperous. I say that agricul- 
ture was never more oppressed than it has been 
under the operation of the tariff act of 1842, and I 
leave to the record to decide between us. 

In the year 1841, agriculture was suffering a 
most unparalleled depression. One of the avowed 
objects of the tariff act was to raise agriculture 
from this depression. How far that object has | 


Those who contend that the | 


Tn | 


$75,954,528, |: 


Let us suppose the goods. produced:by the dif- 
ferent protected interests to be annually $280,000,- 
| 000 worth, The protective duties average from 
| forty to onchundred and twenty-five per cent., and, 
itis claimed, must not be reduced to twenty or thirty 
per cent., or the manufacturers will be ruined. Is 
not this an admission that they not only receive 
the thirty per cent. above what they would receive 
were it not for the duties, but at least a portión to- 
wards the whole amount of the duties imposed? 
Let us, then, suppose. that those. protected interests. 
receive only the benefit of the minimum protective 
| duty, which is forty per cent. This, then, would 
|; give to them, and would be a tax upon the consu- 
mer, annually, of $80,000,000. Through the effect 
of the increased discriminating daties $32,800,000 
is lost upon our exports, and at least $125,000,000 
is lost on the home consumption. Through that 
discrimination $5,000,000 is lost on wool; and, 
in all probability, between two and three millions 
of dollars will be reduced on the value of the wool 
of this season below the reduced value of the wool 
of the last. 
ber of men engaged in the industrial pursuits was 
4,629,307. This system of protective duties taxes 
annually $250,000,000 upon 4,600,000 men for the 
benefit of the residue. Now, these estimates look 
large, and, were it not for the record-proof, would be 
incredible. But our records show them to be true, 
and I think gentlemen will not attempt to controvert 
them. Why, sir, should we have seen such alarm 
here lest these protective duties should have been 
exchanged for Oregon? 
gentlemen to prefer war with England rather than 
have these duties reduced? War with England 
would not only cost us much blood, much injury 
to our commerce and our commercial cities, but 
cost us millions annually of treasure. And yet the 
friends of this protective policy—these representa- 
i tives of the favored few—prefer this war with Eng- 
Jand rather than. the reduction of duties. In charit 
to these gentlemen we will not suppose that a small 
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It would be an imputation upon them to suppose 
that a consideration less than $250,000,000 annu- 
ally would induce them to prefer such calamities 
upon theircountry. . f 

But, sir, perhaps the most important considera- 
tion upon this, subject of discrimination in duties 
is, the corruptions that it is infusing among the 
people, and the wild extravagance that it produces 
in the whole operations of our Government. When 
| by legislation we bestow annually hundreds of mil- 
i lions upon a particular class of our citizens, can we 
be surprised that the highest corruptions should be 
witnessed at our polls? Ought we not to fear that 
| ere long it will visit even our halls of legislation? 


been obtained by the proposed remedy let the fol- 
lowing table demonstrate. In the one column is 
placed the amount of the different producis ex- 
ported in 1845, and in the other the deficiency for 
which such product sold less than it would have 
done at the prices of 1841. 


Exported in 1845. Gross loss. 

Wheat flour ..s.seses.. s. 5,398,593 647,831 

Corieianas ai kentn aas 41,741 78,230 
Corn meal sass ace cnecss 641,552 147,556 | 
Wheatscrccccncecverce 336,779 39,310 | 

Pork, hams, and lard 2,991,284 568,243 
Ginseng... ees ee eee ee 177,146 165,717 | 
Pot and pearl ashes..... 1,210,496 605,248 H 
Potatoes... cececcesenes 122,926 7,875 | 
Apples scccccsececcrecs 81,306 17,974 |; 
Flaxseed ........-006 81,978 214,602 |i 
HOps se ce cteececesavcee 90,341 54,204 | 
WAX sesrerceiae Sia angie’ 234,794 7,043 | 
Beef, tallow, and hides... 1,926,807 497,311 | 
Butter and cheese. s.s.s. 878,865 21,971 | 

Rives ave nissiersiec. sees oa - Rg h60,456 172,886 
Cotton. cee ceca eeeeees 51,739,643 24,599,530 i: 
Tobacco. ree rosar ise rin 7,469,819 5,004,773 | 

75,954,528 32,839,859 


This, sir, is the evidence of that prosperity so 
much vaunted on this foor. This, sir, is the fruit 
of that tariff so loudly lauded here. 


will convince themselves that though manufacturers 


are heaping up their millions, the country is suffer- - 


ing; that the law giving bounties to manufac- 


turers is sapping the very foundation of the pros- i! 


perity of the country. 


Let gentle- ʻi 
men examine their records, one of which is on | 
their table, and the other in their library, and they | 


a great political party, find it to their interests that 
the pecuniary wants of the Government should be 
‘large; that every possible call should be created 
‘upon the national treasury to increase the necessity 
: for high duties—can it be expected that the opera- 
i tions of the Government should be other than waste- 
ful and extravagant? Let men talk of economy; 
every effort that can be made by the friends of 
economy can only palliate, but never be effective, 
till the foundation of the disease be removed. The 
history of one single session of Congress under the 


g 
i 
în 
i) 
5 
= 
a 

< 
a 
m 
5 
3 
S 
Ou 
z 
D; 
® 

ie 
4 
Q 
E 
com 
& 
9 
< 
Q 
E 
5 
© 
° 
S 
m 
=i 
7 


=e 
® 
= 
5 
a 
we 
e 
3 
D 
a 
o 
as 
= 
fo) 
ò 
EA 
es 
a 
D 
[ei 
Er 
> 
Q 
= 
a 
g 
us) 
2 
s 
ct. 
lza 
o 
S 
2 
>» 
a 
Ó 


Have we not seen every effort made to cause this 
prediction to be true, by causing these calis to be 
large? What appropriations, of whatever charac- 
ter, have been asked for, that, when voting so that 
their names do not go upon the record, these friends 
: of a protective tariff have not been found voting 
for?—what calls upon the treasury proposed, that 
these gentlemen have not favored? After having 
endeavored to infused moral courage into the 
: hearts of our enemies, by telling them, from our 
‘hails of legislation, that their cause was just, and 
: that they deserved honor for promoting it!—after 
: having attempted to damp the moral courage of our 


i 
i 
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and infamous, and picturing to them in glowing 
colors the visitations of Providence, by pestilence 


© and the sword !—after having attempted in this way | 
to chill their hearts and paralyze their arms, they | 
are very willing to put something into their pock- 


i 
i 
i 


ets, by imposing new burdens upon the treasury. 


In 1840 it was estimated that the num- | 


What could have induced | 


consideration would have influenced this choice. | 


When a powerful class of our citizens, backed by |! 


soldiery, by telling them that our cause was unjust 


everything, With them, ‘patriotism ‘should:not be 
| in the heart, but in the pocket. "With them;though 
they encourage our enemies and dampen the courts 
age of the champions of our country, it-is déemed. * 
an act of patriotism in those who ‘ean devise new 
calls upon the treasiiry, and impose new burdens 
i upon the people. Sir, in advocating unrestricted 
commerce, I have: been charged with advocating 
British: interests. In justice to myself ‘and. the 
cause I am advocating, I will call’-the attention of 
ithe House to our commercial. intercourse, with 
| Great Britain and her colonies for the. past few 
years; and upon this examination I will submit 
| the matter to the consideration of the people and 
their Representativés here. In 1841; England and 
her colonies boughtof our productions to the amount 
of $62,366,402, for a part of: which we took. their 
|. goods; but a balance was left in our favor of $19,- 
600,000. “In. 1842 they bought of us 461,720,876, 
with a balance in our favor of $17,400,000. . In 
|| 1843 they bought of us $46,901,830, with a balance 
in our favor of $17,700,000. - In 1844 they bought 
of us $60,064,545, with a balance in our favor of 
$11,000,000. Now, in these estimates the imports 
are valued in the foreign market, and the exports 
in our home market. The advance prices between 
the home valuation on our exports. and the prices 
| for which they sold in'the foreign ‘market, Consti- 
| tute the commissions which sustain our commerce. 
In our sales to Great Britain and her colonies, these 
| commissions probably amount to between fifteen 
i| and twenty millions annually. = > 
Now, sir, it will be seen by this record, that we 
sell to England and her coloniés annually $60,000,- 
00 worth of our productions, and have annually a 
alance of trade of about $15,000,000:in our favor. 
In the doing this business employment is found for 
60,000 of our citizens, who are paid by English- 
men out of the commissions estimated.” It pro+ 
| Vides us a market for the supplies consumed by 
this 60,000 men, for which Englishmen pay out of 
those commissions. Our citizens get a good inter- 
est on $60,000,000 of capital invested in this busi~ 
ness, which Englishmen pay out.of their commis- 
sions. This, sir; is calle! British interests by the 
advocates of protection. To tax the people $250- 
000,000 annually for the benefit of manufacturers; 
to give to manufacturers the. power to buy all our’ 
agricultural productions.at: their own price; to eom- 
pel the people to buy all their goods*of the manu- 
facturers at the manufacturer’s price, is what they 
call American interests. Upon these definitions of 
i the. terms, I am-willing to submit the question to 
the consideration of my countrymen: ` It is ob- 
i jected to the revenue bill now under consideration, 
| that it will not produce revenue enough to meet 
| the large appropriations made. In answer to this 
objection, I say, first, that the opponents of this bill 
|| have striven in favor of calls upon the treasury, 
|| very much as though they wished to increase the 
i! strength of this argument. To prevent recurrences 
i of this kind is one important reason why this act 
li should be substituted for the act of 1842. In the 
i| second place, I say that the bill under considera- 
|; tion will produce as much revenue as would acerue 
ij under the act of 1842. 
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Without anfincrease of imports, the revenue would 
“not diminish sensibly; and,.as England is about to 
i take the duties off from our agricultural produc- 
| tions, if we reduce the duties on such imports as 
are taken in exchange for our exports, have we 
| not reason to anticipate that both exports and im- 
| ports will be greatly increased? If so, have we 
|| not reason to anticipate a greatly increased rev- 
į enue? j 
ii When the duties are not protective to manufac- 
i; turers, they raise a clamor that the consumer is 
ii taxed by the duty. Does it make any difference 
to the consumer whether he is taxed for his hat 
rather than his coat, for his food rather than his 
clothing? No, sir. When the tax must be paid 
i it makes no difference. If, however, when’ he is 
| taxed for his hat and food, he only has to pay the 
i tax, but when taxed upon his coat or clothes, he 
i| is not only required to pay the tax; but has the 


|, whole value of his labor reduced, then he will see 


i 
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With these men moral courage is nothing, money || the propriety. of having the duty levied upon his 
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food rather than his clothing, When he sees that 


in paying. a taxto the importer on his clothes, he 
is required to pay four times-as much in addition 
tothe ‘home :producer, but in paying that taxon 
‘his food he only pays the tax on the imports, he 
will ‘then see the propriety of paying the tax upon 
his food rather than his clothing. In accordance 
with this view of the subject, less duties ought to 
be imposed upon imports which are taken in ex- 
change generally for our exports, and higher du- 
ties ought-to be imposed on those imports. not.so 
taken in exchange. - Such a system of discrimina- 
tion would be protection to the farmers who need 
it. Weare told by Mr. Nathan Appleton, in his 
criticism upon the report of Mr: Secretary Walker, 
that the reason that high duties were not imposed 
upon wool by the act of 1842 was, that our country 
did not produce enough to supply the manufac- 
turers. Now, I say—and it is susceptible of proof 
—that. the manufacturers have never consumed 
one-half of the wool grown in this country. And 
I say further, that if a fair and reliable market can 
be procured for it, the wool-growors of the country 
will double the quantity of wool produced in any 
three years that it can be required. By the census 
of 1840 there was about 35,000,000 pounds of wool 
grown in this country. There was over $29,000,- 
000 worth of ‘cloths manufactured in our families 
during that year, and- only about 420,000,000 
worth made by the manufacturers. There has 
been 7,090,087 yards of cloth made in our families 
in New York the past year. Will it be disputed, 
then, that over half the wool grown.in this coun- 
try is consumed in our families. If we can afford 
to manufacture one-half of our wool by hand, can 
mot the manufacturers afford to manufacture the 
other half by their machinery, without requiring 
the country to be taxed annually $12,000,000 to 
pay them for doing so. They now make annually 
about $30,000,000 worth of goods upon which the 
present duty of 40 per cent. would produce 12,000,- 
000. Let gentlemen who vote for that tax reflect 
that for that vote, more than all others, they must 
account to their constituents. The flummery here- 
tofore used by politicians. will not he received in 
justification of such vote. Let manufacturers cease 
to ask bounties of the Government. Let them pay 
a liberal price to the farmers for their wool. Let 
them sell their’cloths at a fair valadtion, and they 
can have the benefit of manufacturing all the wool 
of the country. But until they cease to ask for 
bounties. of the Government, and until they are 
disposed to dcàl with the farmers upon just and 


reasonable principles, they must expect to be em- | 


barrassed by the formidable competition of female 
hand Jabor. i ‘ 
It is also objected that wool ought not to have as 


high duties imposed for its protection as the goods | 


into which it is fabricated, because it is the raw 
material of the manufacturer. Now, sir, the raw 


material of the farmer and mechanic is the clothes | 


they wear, the goods they consume, and the tools 
they use. I will submit, sir, that while the labor 
to the mechanic and farmer is from three to six 
times: greater than it is to the manufacturers, 
whether they ought not to have their raw mate- 


rial at low rates of duty, rather than the manufac- |; 


turer. Let gentlemen answer which needs the 
greatest relief from the burdens of the Gover- 


ment—which needs the most protection on the | 


fruits of their labor. 

It is said, sir, because goods are cheaper now 
than they were twenty years ago, it is the effect 
ofan American tariff, ‘The answer does not seem 
to satisfy gentlemen, that the price has. fallen on 
the unprotected as much as it hason the protected 
goods during ‘that time. I will. therefore submit 
another suggestion. upon the subject. The Ameri- 
can manufacturer has enjoyed legislative protec- 
tion for the last twenty-five years. The English 
manufacturer has suffered legislative oppression 
during the;same time. The American manufac- 
turer has had cheap provisions. The English 
manufacturer has had to purchase that which is 
dear. The American manufacturer has had only 


to pay light taxes. 


| the minor errors we may now make. 


i they will protect the farmers. 


The English manufacturer || upon 
has had to pay those which are enormously high. |! terest. 


terial cheap. The English manufacturer paid dear 
for his. The American manufacturer of pig iron 
has had.a.protective duty of nine dollars per ton. 
The English manufacturer has had only the bene- 
fit of a revenue duty of $2 50 per ton. The Amer- 
ican manufacturer of woollen goods has had ‘a pro- 


| tective duty of 40 per cent. The English manu- 


facturer has had only the revenue duty of -15 per 
cent. The American manufacturer of cotton goods 
has had a protective duty of 100 per cent. The 
English manufacturer has had only the revenue 
duty of 10 per cent. Now, sir, after a lapse of 
twenty-five years, during which time the Ameri- 
can has been protected and the Englishman op- 
pressed, the American is asking protection against 
the cheap goods of the Englishman. Which, then, 
has had the greatest influence in cheapening goods, 
protection or oppression? The bill under consid- 
eration proposes to leave for the benefit of manu- 
facturers $60,000,000 annually of protection. But, 
sir, they are demanding of us the continuance of 
the eighty or ninety millions heretofore enjoyed— 
a difference of twenty ov thirty millions annually 
to a few thousand men! Is not this, sir, a stari- 
ling suggestion? Ought not a question of that 
character to be settled at once? Ought it ever again 
to he an open question? Are our polls safe, under 
such an inducement, to a few thousand men? Are 
our halls of legislation safe? Does it not strike 
the imagination with alarm, that while we are con- 
sidering this subject, this city is invaded by swarms 
of this privileged class of men? Who has not 
listened to the insidious influences that are brought 
to bear, to divide, distract, and destroy, our unity 
of action? To the northern man it is whispered, 
that a-particular portion of the bill is favoritism to 
the South. To the southern man it is whispered, 
that a portion of the bill is too favorable to the 
North. ‘To the western man it is whispered, that 
the East receives too much favor from the hands 
of the Government. . Let the friends of freedom, 
of equal rights, of our national prosperity, avoid 
the consequences of these diabolical influences. 
Let them lay aside every sectional consideration, 
and have only the interests of the whole country 


| in their view as the leading star of their action. 


Let them not expect perfection in the bill now be- 
fore us, but, being satisfied with doing away with 
the dangerous evil of the present system of dis- 
crimination, leave to fature legislation to remed 
If we shall 
act with such motives, I am sure we shall pass 
this bill, and shall thereby deserve the thanks of 
our constituents. 

It is said, that if manufactures are protected, 
God forbid that we 
should ever be left to such protectors. We have 


| heard of their exercise of protection in dismissing 
| from their employ those laborers who have exer- 
cised the rights of freemen, by casting their suf- | 


frage according to the dictates of their own judg- 
iments. Give them, or any other privileged class, 
to dole ont to us our measure of prosperity, and 


| how long would it be before they would be exer- 
, cising that powerin controlling our actions in pol- 


tics, and even our consciences in religion, accord- 
ing to any dogma their caprices may induce them 
to adopt? 

Sir, | have shown that agriculture needs protec- 
tion, if any interest needs it. It may be asked, 
how is agriculture to be protected? I answer, 
abolish all laws that tend to the corruption of our 
people and Government. 
dens from our treasury. Confine our appropria- 
tions to such objects as the Constitution clearly 
allows, and are justified by strong expediency. 
Reduce the whole action of our Government to 
the strictest principles-of economy. In the impo- 
sition of duties, lay them lightest on those imports 
for which we exchange our agricultural produc- 
tions, and highest on those for which «we do not 
so exchange. In discriminations, Jet them be 
greatest on those staple articles of agricnitin’e with 


i which any imported article competes. Foist not 


agriculturists the burden of any petted in- 
In fine, give them but a fair field in the 


The American manufacturer has had his raw ma- 


i lature to try to avert? 


Lop off all useless bur- | 


markets of the world, and they will ask at your 
hands but little favor. They will ‘never be found. 
besieging your legislative Halls, asking to be al- 
lowed to be the plunderers of the péople- `: 

Sir, it is desirable that the bill under considera- 


i tion should receive some amendments. If these 


amendments cannot be made, still it is our duty to 
pass the bill. JI think the country will hold us 
highly accountable if we do not do so. Lamso 
confident of our duty upon this subject that Iam 
willing to submit upon it whatever may be retain- 
ed of my name in the future history of my coun- 


i try. 


If in our system of collecting $30,000,000 of 


į revenue, in addition to the tax upon the consumer, 


we depreciate the value of that portion of our 


| agricultural products, of which we export nearly 


$40,000,000 annually, is not that an evil weil 
worthy the consideration of our national legisla- 
ture to try to avert? If, in our system of collect- 
ing $30,000,000 of revenue, we depreciate the 
value of that portion of our agricultural products 


j consumed at home $125,000,000 annually, is not 


that an evil well worthy the consideration of our 


| national legislature to try to avert? If, in our sys- 


tem of collecting $30,000,000 of revenue, we tax 
the industry of the country $80,000,000 annually 
for the benefit of manufacturers who need it not, 
and are not entitled to it even if they did, is not 
that an evil well worthy the consideration of the 
national legislature to try to avert? Tf, in our sys- 
tem of collecting $30,000,000 of revenuc, we are 
spreading the wildest corruption among the peo~ 
ple, and the most wasteful extravagance in the 
operations of the Government, is not that an evil 
well worthy the consideration of the national legis- 
Let gentlemen who hail 
as Whigs consider whether, under the importuni- 
ties of those who revel in the spoils, wrested from 


| the fruits of the toil of their constituents, they 


will try to fusten those evils upon the nation. 


! Let gentlemen who hail as Democrats, consider 


whether they will fail in their duty in this hour of 
their country’s need, and not strive to rescue by 
the locks the sinking liberties of the people. 

Sir, the cloud of war that threatened us about 


Oregon’ is dissipated. Our gallant “soldiery- tas 


almost: conquered’ a peace with Mexito. If the 
ordinary expenditures of the Government have 
been large, they will never be Jess till we have 


| done away with the present inducements to ex- 
| travaganee, \ : 
 ertime for the revision of out syster of ‘duties? 
: We need not hesitate because We may get their 


Then why is not this the most prop- 


scale too low. It is much better to get them too 
Jow than to leave them too high. It is much easier 
to raise than it is to reduce a scalé of duties. If 
the scale of duties should chance to be placed too 
low, and the expenditures of the Government 
should thereby exceed the income, a short period 
of economy would extinguish the debt that would 
thus be created. Such economy once paid a na- 
tional debt of accumulated millions, and produced 
a large surplus in the treasury. It would do so 
again, witha commerce unembarrassed by restrict- 
ive laws. It has been said by the gentleman from 


; Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] that agriculture has 


not retained its proportion to the growing popula- 


| tion of the country. The same may be said of 


commerce. Itis not-disputed that both have lost 
their position through the influence of. the tariff, 
and it is even claimed that ‘such an effect is an ar- 


| gument in favor of the continuance of the tariff. 


Sir, itis our duty so to legislate that agriculture, 
the mechanic arts, and commerce, may assume 
that position in the onward progress of our coun- 
try that nature designed for them, The eyes of 
millions of our countrymen are upon us, anxiously 
expecting at our hands relief from the evils which 
our presént revenue laws have imposed upon 
therm. While our brave countrymen upon the Rio 
Grande, amidst scenes of blood, have been nobly 
doing ‘their duty, let us not, in the midst of ease, 
prove Yecreant to ours; but, unbyfluenced ‘by the 
censures, importunities, or clamor of the corrupt, 
‘the ‘avaricious, or the selfish, let us firmly and 
unitedly discharge the important trast coinmitted 
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to us of a thorough revision and modification of 


the existing tariff laws. : 

I am asked, sir, why I do not abandon agricul- 
ture and go to manufacturing myself. I answer, 
that my hairs are beginning to bleach under the 
influence of the years I have spent in agricultural 
pursuits. It is an employment to my taste; I de- 
light to see the mighty power of Providence dis- 
played in the germinating and pushing vegetation 
to its maturity. In our land of freedom, and fa- 
vored as we are in soil and climate, I do not wish, 
by oppressive legislation, to be driven, in my 
years, from the employment of my choice, the 
employment of my ancestors, to engage in pursuits 
the minutia of which I should yet have to learn, 
and in which I have no desire to engage. Ifa 
government, representing those who should be 
free, is disposed to heap oppressions upon the farm- 
ers of the country, I am disposed to suffer the 
oppressions with them till wiser counsels shall pre- 
vail in our halls of legislation. But as I love my 
country, my voice shall ever be raised in protesta- 
tions against these. oppressions. I am asked 
whether, in visiting the manufacturers’ fair, I am 
not disposed to favor laws which give bounties to 
men who are able to show such evidences of 
wealth and voluptuousness. I answer, that all the 
pomp of royalty, all the splendor of the Tuileries, 
would not reconcile me to the oppressions of a 
monarchy. Nor will the gorgeous display of man- 
ufactures ever reconcile me to oppression to my- 
self, or to its being inflicted upon my countrymen. 
If that display of wealth has been wrung from the 
sweat and toil of our laboring millions, it is now 
high time that our Government should adopt a 
policy, that labor may be rewarded by the fruits 
of its own industry. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, after some preliminary re- | 
marks, proceeded to observe that what he had to 
say on this all important subject would be said 
boldly and fearlessly, and he had taken the other 
side of the ITouse from that which he usually oc- 
cupied, for the purpose of demanding from the ad- 
vocates of the present oppressive system of taxa- 
tion an answer to some of the questions he should 
put to them. He should submit to their consider- 
ation documentary evidence—evidence from the 
highest ‘authorities on this side of the House, from 
the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts— 
which with all honest, sober, thinking men, wascon- 
clusive, that the consuming portion of the country 

ay every cent of taxation derived from the tariff 
aw of 1842. He laid down this proposition boldly, 
that the consumer not only of the foreign fabric, 
but of the domestic, pays the full amount. of the 
imposition on the foreign article in addition to its 
real cost, or the price it would otherwise bear in 
market; and further pays a price upon the domes- 
tic fabric, enhanced in the extent of the whole con- | 
sumption, to an amount equal to the increased 
prices of the foreign product by the imposition of 
taxation upon It. 

He laid down also the proposition that the tariff 
of 1842 was framed for the express purpose of tax- 
ing labor, and allowing capital to go exempt. A | 
baser attempt at fraud, oppression, and partial le- 
gislation, was never conceived or executed by any 
legislative body. Under it the higher impositions 
were on the necessaries of life—as, for instance, the 
duty on coarse woollens was from £00 to 150 per 
cent. The answer given by those who were receiv- 
ing the benefits of this exorbitant system of oppres- 
sion was, ‘‘ Keep quiet, we will give you an equiv- 
alent by the home market we will furnish for your | 
surplus products. Mr. C. scouted thisaga flimsy | 
subterfuge, and an unqualified absurdity and im- 


! hundred millions of dollars imported into the coun- | 


possibility. His State alone produced five million 
bushels of wheat surplus. Even were it possible, | 
he enforced the inequality of advantages enjoyed | 
by the respective classes. The farmer of Michi 
gan when he got his flour to New York, received | 
(say) $3 50 per barrel—barely sufficient to afford 
him a meagre compensation for his labor and ex- 
penses; while in return for it, he reecived the man- 
ufactures of the North, upon which the manufac 
turers levied a profit of some 30, 40, 50, and 100 
percent. This was the boasted advantage which | 
the agricultural class derived from the present sys- | 
tem of taxation. 

Mr. C. exposed and denounced with much ear- 
nesiness various other sophistries advanced by the 
protectionists to bolster up their favorite system. 
of these, one was, that high duties make low 
prices—a flagrant absurdity on its very face. 


With reference to the plea that for the protection 
| received they would return to the agriculturists and 
| other classes, an equivalent, he argued that the 
protection received being a protection which was 
to be fed, nurtured, and bloated by the sweat and 
blood of the great leading interest of agriculture, 
the giving them an equivalent would be to sur- 
render entirely the protection. . The great interest 
which was thus oppressed for the benefit of a man- 
ufacturing aristocracy, for the “ lords of the spin- 
dle,” was one which he trusted would sooner or} 
later rise to assert and maintain its just rights. 
The day would soon come when forbearance 
would cease to be a virtue—when the great masses 
of the West would have the power to redress their 
wrongs, and would do so—not by violence, but 
peacefully, by the force of truth, justice, and equity. 

In reply to the argument, that the protective sys- 
tem should be maintained because. articles of. a 
certain class. had fallen in price during its exist- 
ence, he denied that this decrease of price was the 
legitimate result of the system of protection, un- 
less it was carried to the extent of inhibition, so as 
to give play for domestic competition to the full 
extent—of which the manufacturers themselves 
were afraid. He ascribed the decrease of prices 
mainly to the wonderful improvements of the age 
—in machinery, skill, and enterprise, which would 
have tended to produce a still greater reduction 
had it not been for counter efforts and legislation 
for protection. 

He commented upon the impolicy and profligacy 
of the system which tended to. force men from 
their natural pursuits—compelling them by legis- 
lation to pursue a certain avocation or to starve. 
He must be excused for warmth on this subject, ` 
when he looked at the State which he had the 
honor to represent, with its five million bushels of 
surplus wheat, and still robbed and plundered to 
; bankruptey under this very species of legislation. 

He held the doctrine that this Government has 
no right whatever, under the Constitution, to im- 
pose taxation upon the people for the-purpose of 
protection, as contradistinguished from revenue— 
taxation for the benefit of the few, a favored class, 
to the oppression of the great masses of the people. 

Reewring to the position that the duty on the 
imported article was paid by the consumer, and 
not alone upon the foreign product, but that it ope- 
rated an equal increase upon the whole amount of 
the domestic article consumed in the country, he 
illustrated it by supposing the amount of duties 
paid by the consumer for the support of govern- 
ment to be thirty millions of dollars, upon say one 


try. The domestic manufacturer sells side by 
side with these foreign articles, say two hundred 
million of dollars of his fabrics—the prices of which 
were enhanced to the consumer to the same amount 
as the duty paid on the foreign article. While, 
then, the consumer pays thirty millions of dollars 
on the foreign article for the support of govern- 
ment, he pays sixty millions of dollars (upon the 
gross amount of two hundred millions of dollars) 
as a bonus to the manufacturer by way of protec- 
tion. 
Mr. C. then proceeded, in accordance with his 
! notice, at the outset of his remarks, to read extracts 
from areport of Mr. Apams, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, in 1832; and from a speech 
of Mr. Wessrer, in 1834, in defence of his (Mr. 
C.’s) position, that the duties upon imported arti- 
cles are paid by the consumers, &c. He commend- 
ed to the advocates of the protective system these 
arguments of the gigantic intellects of Danie Wes- 
steR and Joux Q. Apams, and he wished to give 
them opportunity to overthrow them, and show 
that these distineuishrd members of their party | 
| were mere tyros in political economy. j 
i 


The extracts were read, as follows: 


: Extract from the report of Jolm Quincy Adams, chairman of | 
the Committee on Manufactures, in 1832, i 
< The doctrine that duties of impost eheapen the price of j 
he articles upon which they are levied, seems to conflict 
with the first dictates of common sense. But its supporters | 
st appeal with confidence to the fact, that most of the arti- 
cles upon which additional duties were levied by the tariff 
of 1828, have since that time considerably fatien in priee ; 
; and then they argue that it must be so, by the excitement of 
| competition in the market. It is certainly contrary to the 
natural course of things that an addition to the cost should 
| be a reduction of the price of an article. True it is, that 


i home. The price of any article in the market must always 


depend upon the relative condition of the demand and sup- į 


tive proportion of the demand and supply, and, consequently, 
the price of the article. No safe conclusion can be ‘drawn ` 
from the fact that, subsequently to thé tärif of. 1828, the 
ptices of the articles upon which the: duties were then in- 
creased have fallen, unless from other circumstances it cah 
be shown that the increase of the duty was the cause: of the 
fall in price; nor will it be sufficient, to prove. so strange a 
paradox, to account for it by the excitement of competition. 
Wherever there is a profitable market there willbe compe. ` 
tition. ad the tariffof 1828 never been enacted, the com- 
petition in our markets would have been as great, and would 
have been as effectual to reduce the prices ds it las been 
with the aggravation of duties. In that competition our own 
manufactures might-not indeed have shared; but it would 
have existed in allits force between those who furnished 
the supply, and could: not have ‘failed to reduce the prices 
to the Jevel of the moderate profit necessary to the existence 
of the trade. ` x : 

‘<< But the duty upon the article imported from abroad en- 
abled the domestic producer to enter into competition. with 
the importer from abroad: So long as this‘competition eyn- 
tinues, the duty operates asa bounty or premium to the do- 
mestie manufacturer., But by whom is it: paid ?- Certainly. 
by the purchaser of the article, whether of foreign or of 
domestic manufacture. The duty constitutes a part of the 
price of the whole mass of the article in tle market. It is 
substanually paid upon the article of domestic manufacture 
as well-as upon that of foreign production, Upon oneitis a 
bounty ; upon the other a burden; and the repeal of the tax 
must operate as an equivalent reduction of the price of the 
article, whether foreign or domestic. -We say so long. as 
the importation continues, the duty must be paid by the pur- 
chaser of the article.” $ i : 

«“ The incidental effect of competition in the market, ex- 
cited on the part of the domestic manufacturer, by tbe ag- 
gravation of duty upon the -corresponding article imported 
from abroad, to reduce the price of thearticle, must-be tran- 
sient and momentary. The general and permanent effect 
must be to inerease the price of the article to the extent of 
the additional duty,-and it is then paid by the consumer. If 
it were not so—if the general effect of adding to a duty were | 
to make the price of the article upon which it is levied less—— 
the converse of the proposition would also be true; and the 
operation for increasing the price of the domestic article, 
would be to repeal the duty upon the’same article imported— | 
an experiment which the friends of our internal industry 
will not be desirous of making. We cannotsubseribe, there- 
fore, to the doctrine that the duties of impost, protective of 
our own manufactures, are paid by the foreign merchant or 
manufacturér. Nor can we more readily believe that they 
are paid by the purchaser of the articles exported from our 
country to pay for the importations which. we receive in 
return.?? ae: 7 
Extract from a speech of the Ion. Daniel Webster, upon the 

` tariff, 1824. ` 


“To begin with the article of iron. Ourwhole annual 
consumption of this article is supposed by the chairman of 
the committee to be 48,000 or 50.000 tons. Let us suppose 
the latter. The amount.of our own manufacture. he’ esti- 
mates, I think, at 17,000 tons. T'he present duty’on. the im- 
ported article, is $15 per ton; and as this duty causes, of 
course, an equivalent augmentation of the price of the home 
manufacture; the whole increase of price is equal‘to-$750,- 
000 annually.. This sum we pay on a raw-material, and on 
an absolute necessary of life, The.bill proposes to raise the 
duty from $15 to $22 50 per ton, which would be equal to 
$1,125,000 on the whole annual consumption. So that, sup- 
pose the point of prohibition which is aimed at by some 
gentlemen to be attained, the consumers of the article would 
pay this last inentioned sum every year to the producers. of 
it, over aud above the price at which they conid supply 
theinselves with the same article from other sources. - There 
would be no mitigation of this burden, except from the pros- 
pect, whatever that might be, that iron would fall in value, 
by domestic competition, after the importation should he 
prohibited. It would be easy, I think, to show that it can- 
not fall; and supposing for the. present that it shall not, the 
result will be, that we shall pay annually.a sum of $1,125,- 
000, constantly augmented, too, by increased consumption 
of the article, to support a business that cannot support itself. 
It is of no consequence to the argument that this sum is ex- 
pended at home; so it would be, if we taxed the people to 
support any other. uscless and expensive establishment, to 
build another Capitol, for example, or incur an unnecessary 
expense of any sort. The question still is, are the money, 
time, and labor, well laid out in these cases? “Phe present 
price of iron at Stockholm, I am assured by importers, 


| is $53 per ton on board, $48 in the yard hefore loading, 


and probably not far from g40 at the mines. Freight, in- 
surance, Xe., may. be fairly estimated at $15, te which add 
our present duty of @15 more, and these two last sums, to- 
gether with the cost on board at Stockholm, give $83 as the 
cost of Swedes iron iu our market. In fact, it is said to 


į have been sold last year at $81 50 to §82 per ton.” 


Mr. C. was proceeding further to. comment on 
these extracts, when his hour expired. ; i 

Mr. RAMSEY followed in favor of protection, 
and went into the particular statistical history of 
the coal trade in his native State, showing how it 
had grown from very small beginnings under the 
fostering influence of the protective tariff. 

Mr. DARRAGH obtained the floor, and yielded 
(retaining his right to the same) to A 

Mr. ST. JOHN, on whose suggestion the tariff 
bill was passed over informally, and the following 
bills were respectively taken up, and, without dis- 
cussion, were laid aside to be reported to the 


|; House, viz: 


A bill authorizing the trustees of Tymochtee 
township, Wyandot county, Ohio, to select lands 
for schools within the Wyandot cession. 


i 
: 
F 
| 
if 
| 
| the duty gives a spur to the production of the article at 
f 
j 
| 


ply at the time and place of sale. But very slight variations 
of time or place affect often, to a very great extent, the rela- 


A bill authorizing the inhabitants. of township 


|| one, of range thirteen east, Seneca county, Ohio, 
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‘to relinquish certain lands selected for schools,and 
to obtain others in lieù of them. 

An act providing for the adjustment of all sus- 
pended pre-emption land claims in the several 
States and Territories.’ : 

_ The committee then rose and reported their ac- 
tion upon the sbove several bills to the House. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The following message was received from the 
Senate: oe 

The Senate have diságreed to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the current and centin- 

ogent expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30th, 1847,” insist 
on their amendments to the said bill, and ask a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the same, and have appointed Mr. 
Lewis, Mr. Jarnaary, and Mr. Sevier, conferces 
on the part of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House insisted 
on its disagreement, and a committee of conference 
was ordered to be appointed. í 

And the House adjourmed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June-20, 1846. 


ne Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. G. W. JONES, by leave, presented a me- 
morial and resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Tennessee, in favor of the payment of.the Ten- 
nessee volunteers, called into the service of the 
United States by authority of the War Depart- 
ment; which was committed to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, on leave given, intro- 
duced the proceedings and resolutions of a meet- 
ing of the citizens of Detroit, without distinction 
of party, relative to and approving of the war with 
Mexico; they were laid on the table and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GORDON ealled up the motion, herctofore 
made by him, to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution reported from the sclect committce, of 
which he was chairman, providing for the distri- 
bution of the tenth volume of the laws of the 
United States, had been rejected. 

After a few words in explanation, Mr. G. de- 
manded the previous question. 

On which motion no. quorum voted. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFEF moved that there bea 
call of the House, and asked the yeas and nays; 
which were, ordered, and, being taken, were, yeas 
31, nays 96; ` : 

So a call of the House was refused. 

But a quorum was present. 

The question recurred on the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table; which motion was rejected. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded; and the main question, on the recon- 
sideration, was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 
99, nays 45. 

So the vote was "reconsidered. 

‘Whereupon the question recurred on the adoption 
of. the resolution; which had been amended to read 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House cause to 
be distributed the tenth volume of the Laws of the 
United States in the same manner as the eighth and 
ninth volumes were distributed: Provided, That 
none.of said volumes shall be delivered to mem- 
bers of Congress. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to commit the res- 
olution to the Committee on Accounts, with the 
following instructions: 

«To receive and pay for, at the contract price, 
as many copies of the tenth volume of the laws as 
they may, upon examination, find to be necessary 
for the Government, not to exceed 1600 copies.’ 

Mr. H. demanded the previous question; but (the 
‘Speaker having stated that that motion would cut 
off the motion to recommit) withdrew the-demand. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. RATHBUN, 
DROMGOOLE, and GORDON— 


Mr. GORDON demanded the previous question, 
which’ was seconded, (thus cutting off the motion 
to commit.) And the main. question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, as amended, was ordered to 
be now taken. - i i 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; 


which were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 


100, nays 39. ae 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. YOST, from the Commitee on Engraving, 
reported the following resolution; which was 
adopted: 7 , 

Resolved, That the map, or plan, accompanying 
document for the improvement of Sandusky bay, 
as transmitted to this House, be published with the 
said report, which has been ordered to be printed 
by the House. $ 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr, McIKXAY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. POLLOCK asked the yeas and nays, which 
were refused, 

_ And the question having been taken, and decided 
in the affirmative— 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cogs, of 
Georgia, in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tien of the bill to reduce the duty on imports, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. DARRAGH, after some general remarks on 
the course of debate which had been pursued on 
this tariff bill, and especially on the introduction 
into it of the Mexican war, observed, that as that 
question had been brought in, he should say afew 
words on it, so far as the Mexican boundary was 
concerned, He then proceeded briefly to reply to 
the remarks of Mr. Jones, of Georgia, on that sub- 
ject. He went on to compliment the bravery of 
our little army, and to declare his willingness to 
appropriate for the war; but said that he wanted to 
know what was to be the end of the whole proceed- 
ing, and what sort of a treaty we were to have 
when the war was over. The President and his 
Cabinet had declared our title to Oregon clear and 
unyuestionable up to ee degrees forty min- 
utes, and Mr. Darraan had himself caught their 
ardor, and that of their friends, and had been ready 
to go even further north than that: and yet, after 
all this, a treaty was now proposed by that ver 
Administration which gave u 
and then they made a wretched subterfuge from re- 
sponsibility by sneaking to the Senate for. advice. 

es, the very men who advised the “fifty-four-for- 
ties’? never to surrender an inch,of soil, had now 
concluded a treaty surrendering all the most valu- 
able points in dispute to our ancient, determined, 
and inveterate enemy. Mr. D. said he had been 
confident that Great Britain would have surrender- 
ed all she had claimed, had the Government stood 
up to ourrights. What had been said by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Anas] was veri- 
fied; Mr. Polk had “ backed out,” and it was now 
clear that the Administration could not be kicked 
into a war with Great Britain. We could bully 
and swagger against poor feeble Mexico, torn to 
pieces by faction; but when Great Britain—that 
ancient robber “of all nations—made insolent de- 
mands upon us to what was not hers, we must 
yen everything to avoid collision. He trusted 
1is friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ter 
ritories, [Mr. Dovexass;] would yet make the 
country ring with his denunciations of so great a 
piece of party treachery. Hence he went on to in- 
sist that some friend of the Administration should 
now tell us how this war was toend. After so 


disgraceful an issue of the Oregon affair, he had a |! 


right to know what was to be the issue of all these 
votes of men and money for Mexico, in which he 
had so freely united. Headverted to the late news 
respecting a British offer of mediation, and spoke 
of it as evidence that a treaty had been agreed on 
in England to settle our difficulties with Mexico, 
and seemed to understand it as an act of dictation 
on her part, and to resent it accordingly. 

He said he thought we ought to make a treaty 
with Mexico, securing the surrender of California, 
and a right of way across the isthmus, which would 
revolutionize the whole trade of the East, and 
throw into our hands the most. valuable advan- 
tages, in return for which we might surrender our 
claims upon her treasury. $ 

Mr. D. then went into an argumentative speech 


the whole ground, | 


upon the tariff, which consumed the residue of his 
our. 

Mr. SAWYER addressed the committee in a 
speech (a report of which will appear in the Ap- 
pendix) directed mainly to the discussion of the 
Oregon question, and expressive of his views in 
condemnation of the rumored treaty settlement 
thereof. He devoted a few of his closing remarks 
to the question under. consideration, denouncing 
the injustice of the protective policy, and exposing 
the fallacious arguments by which its favoritism 
and oppressions are sought to be continued upon 
the community. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON remarked that it 
was not his intention to occupy the time of the 
committee long, but to offer an amendment, and 
slate a few reasons in explanation and advocacy of 
it. He would remark, however, in reply to what 
had been said by the gentleman who had just taken 
his seat, that it did appear to him that the discus- 
sion of the annexation of Texas, the Mexican 
war, or the Oregon question, was not very perti- 
nent to the discussion of the bill under considera- 
tion.. It really seemed to him that the gentleman 
was discussing the rumored Oregon treaty a little 
in advance of knowing what was the true position 
of the question; that he was striking prematurely, 
in the dark, and without knowing what was the 
position of the Administration upon it. The gen- 
tleman might go back to 1828, and trace the course 
of the Executive upon the Oregon question from 
that time to the present time, and pronounce, if he 
pleased, upon his consistency before the terms of 
the treaty or the position of the Administration 
had been published; ‘but it was not for Mr. J. to 
determine upon it until he had further information 
upon it. He did not want it to be understood, in 
what little he had to say, that he rose for the pur- 
pose of palliating or extenuating, in the slightest 
degree, an inconsistency, if one had been com- 
mitted by the Executive. Fe admired a straight- 
forward, unsophisticated course, and would not 
approve the opposite in the Executive, even though 
he came from his (Mr. J.’s) State, or in others 
high in office. But when the treaty should be 
published, it seemed to him there would be ample 
time to make objections to it. Mr. J. might, how- 
ever, cite authorities for the course the President 
had taken in submitting, as it was rumored he had 
submitted, the protocol of the British Government 
to the Senate for their advisement. In the early 
days of the Republic, we found that ‘the Father 
of his country” took the same course. The Exec- 
utive must differ with many details of the: treaty; 
he might object to the basis of 49°; but, conceding 
that the Senate was a part of the treaty-making 
power, (which was the fact,) he was but follow- 
ing the example of the illustrious Washington 
when he asked the advice of the Senate upon an 
important question which came before the treaty- 
making power. If the Cabinet was divided, as had 
been reported, and if two-thirds of the Senate ad- 
vised him to enter into this treaty, it did appear to 
him (Mr. J.) that the Executive would not be- in- 
volved in the seeming inconsistency upon which 
the gentleman from Ohio had animadverted.. Mr. 
J. was one of those who went for 54° 40’ when the 
question. was before this House; he went. for it 
still; and had it been left to his decision, he never 
would have yielded one inch below that line, be- 
lieving our title to be the best title. There were 
some doubts about all of them; but as between us 
and Great Britain, our title was the better of the 
two. . It appeared, then, he repeated, that the gen- 
tleman was striking too soon; that he should wait 
until a fair and authentic exposition was given of 
the position which had been taken before he dealt 
out his blows to injure the Administration, or di- 
vide and distract the party which supported it. 
He appealed, then, to his emocratic friends—to 
all the friends of 54° 40’ upon this floor—to pause 
until they received information of the true state of 
the question, and the action had upon it, before 
they made these inflammatory appeals to the coun- 
try. 

‘Mr. J. now advanced to the consideration of the 
question of protection. ‘The question of the finances 
of the Government was an all-important one—one 
which involved the very vitality of the Govern- 
ment. He referred to the state of war in which 
we were now placed—requiring increased expen- 
ditures—and presented the importance of selecting 
discreetly the articles upon which a tax should be 
imposed to supply the twelve-and-a-half millions 
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of dollars deficiency in the treasury anticipated by 
the Secretary. And as embodying his views on 
the subject, he caused to be read the following 
amendment, which he gave notice he should offer 
at the proper time to the bill before the committee: 


Be it further enacted, That from and after the passage of 
this act, there shall be levied and colle ted, in such menner 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, the folowing rates of impost or per cent. 
upon all capital as hereinafter enumerated—that is to say, 
upon all bank stock or the capital of banks, whether ihe 
same be incorporated or banking under a general banking 
law, one per cent, per annum upon the stoek so held or the 
capital so invested; upon al) capital vested in bonds isstred 
hy the several States which they are now paying the inter- 
est on as it falls due, or bonds issued by the Government of 
the United States, one per cent. per amnium ; upon all capital 
used or employed by any individual or individuals, bank or 
panks, bodies politic or corporate, in buying, discounting, or 
shaving notes, either promissory or bank paper, one per 


cent. per annum ; upon all moncy loaned beariug interest, if iF 


the sum so loaned exceed ten thousand dollars, one per 
cent. per annum; upon all capital exceeding fifty thousand 


dollars vested in any one manufacturing establistanent, one j 


half of one per cent. per annum; upon all gold and silver 
plate or ware exceeding fifty dollars in value, ten per cent. 
ad valorem. 

He proposed by this amendment to legislate 
upon the principle that the burdens of the Govern- 
ment should be upon the rich, who ought to bear 
them, and not upon the poor—upon the principle 
that, carried out, would produce the greatest good 
to the greatest number. He submitted this propo- 
sition to the consideration of Congress before they 
proceeded to levy a tax upon tea and coffee for the 
purpose of raising something like two millions of 
dollars. It was true, a very curious distinction 
had been made by the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Jongs,] between articles of convenience and 
necessaries. Now, ifthey were to confine the whole 
people of the United States to what were. strictly 
necessaries, the whole population could live on 
bread and water, andeverything else would be con- 
sidered a comfort and a convenience. This was a 
theory to which he was opposed; and by his vote 
he should never be found to countenance such a 
system. 

He laid down as a fundamental principle that the 
expenses, of this Government, and particularly 
those incurred in time of war, should be sustained 
by that portion of the population who enjoy. the 
greatest amount of protection. One of the great 
ends of government was to acquire a power to pro- 
tect the property of the citizens of the country; and 
in war this power was physical power, which was 
excrted to defend the property of the citizens of the 
country; and hence, when the expenses of a war 
were to be incurred, they should be borne by those 
who receive the greatest protection from that war. 
In this view of the subject, the impolicy and the 
injustice of taxing the poor man’s tea and coifce to 
carry on a war which was mainly for the protection 
of the property of the rich, was clearly seen. ‘The 
rich man, to be sure, used tea and coffee, and per- 
haps a little more than the poor man; but there 
were one hundred poor men to one rich man. One 
hundred times ag much, then, would be paid by 


poor men as by the rich if we were to tax those | 


necessaries of life, tea and coffee, to carry on the 
war. The burdens of taxation (Mr. J. boldly pro 
claimed) should be shifted off the shoulders of the 
poor, who had too long borne an undue and exor- 


bitant proportion of them, and should be put upon | 


the wealth of the country. 
Mr. JONES inquired if the gentleman did not 
believe that the laboring classes in his portion of 


the country would be willing to have a portion of | 


the taxes taken off of cotton, salt, iron, cotton bag- 
ging, and put upon another necessary of life—tea 
and coffee ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No; 1 do not imagine any 
such thing. 

Let the gentleman from Georgia (continued Mr. 
J.) imagine that he was before his constituents 
making a speech on the finances of the country— 
with the good old ladies, as well as their husbands 
and sons, all around him, and let him ask. them, 
“ Shall we put a tax on bank paper, gold and silver 
plate, &c., or upon your tea and coffee, to defray 
the expenses of the Mexican war?’’ and what did 
the gentleman believe would be the reply? 

Mr. JONES again interposed, and stated that he 
was not opposed to the gentleman’s amendment; 
but he said the old ladics and the people of his dis- 
trict would feel it far otherwise than a burden to 
reduce the heavy duties on sugar, salt, iron, and 
various other necessaries of life, and have some 
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portion of the latter articles, they do not use one- 
twentieth of them that they do of the others upon 
which he (Mr. Jones) desired, according to the 
provisions of this bill, to reduce the duties. 

Mr. JOHNSON repeated that the duty upon tea | 
and coffee was-paid by from one to five hundred | 
poor men to one rich man. There were many | 
more of the poor than of the rich who pay it. 

Mr. JONES. Andeach one of them has the pa- 
triotism to pay it when it comes to war. 

Mr. JOHNSON said the poor mechanic or la- 
borer who earns some $500, $600, or $700 a year, 
corsumes as much -tea and coffee in his family as 
the man who is making his ¢6,000, $7,000, or $8,000 
ayear. The gentleman would not controvert but j 
it was a tax on the poor to defend the property and 
wealth of those who call themselves rich—the aris- 
tocracy of the country. 

Mr. JONES (Mr. J. again yielding) ‘said the 
other articles which he had mentioned were equally 
necessaries of life as tea and coffee; until, then, 
we could take the duties off entirely from necessa- 
ries, we must select some in the emergency of war, | 
and the tax would be more lightly felt on: tea and 
coffee, of which much less quantities were used. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the gentleman will go 
along with me, we will not only take them off of 
salt, sugar, &c., but of tea and coffee, and place 
them upon the capital of the rich used in shaving, 
invested in State stocks, bank stocks, plate, &c. 

He might not be entirely correct in all his esti- 
mates of the amount of revenue that his amend- 
ment would raise; and he should, did opportunity 
again offer, present it ina more exact form. He 
could say, however, that its principle would en- 
| able the Government to raise sufficient revenue by 
| taxing the articles of the wealthy which were to 
be protected by this war, and exempting those of 
the poor. The obvious justice and ‘propriety of 
this policy being further warmly enforced, Mr. J: 
proceeded to make as near an estimate as he could 
arrive at of the probable revenue which would be 
raised under it, the results of which are embodied 
in the following table or statement: 


Estimated amount Revenue 
in the country. fromit. 
Banking capital. .....-ec0se+00 + 824,000,000 
One per cent. on this amount... .. $3,240,000 
Bonds issued by the States and É 
the United States. a...se aes 
One per cént. on this. accoun: 
Money employed in shaving notes, 
Re, t SPERE ET os 
One per cent. on the same... 
Money loaned and bearing int 
CSL. ceeccesccerevacctvcsses 
One per cent. on the amount. 
Capital vested in manuhetures. .. 
One-half’ of one per cent. on the 


100,000,000 


1,000,000 


100,000,000 


1,000,000 | 

100,000,000 | 
1,000,000 

50,000,000 | 

250,000 |! 


er- 


| Gold aud silver ware el 100,000,000 
Ten per cent, on the same, ad 


valorem 


10,009,000 


774,000,000 $16,490,000 
This amount doubled would be a light tax, 

which would make., s..esseereressesrreeso $32,980,000 

It appears from the very highest authority, that 
the amount of precious metals used for purposes 
besides acirculating medium, is from $3,320,000,000 į 
to $4,500,000,000. 

The highest estimate of circulating medium in 
the precious metals is $1,824,000,000. - So it will | 
be scen that the amount used for purposes other 
than a circulating medium js much greater. 

Mr.J. appealed to every man on this floor, Whig 
or Democrat, who was a friend of the poor man, 
and of adopting such legislation as would result in 
the greatest good to the greatest number, if this |i 
was not a more equitable basis of taxation than that | 
presented to them in the bill under consideration. | 
‘The revenue of the Government had long enough |! 
been collected from the back and stomach of the poor |; 
man; and if the great mass of the people could come 
to understand this subject, they would say, let the 
expenses of the Government, especially in time of 
war, be paid by those who need the protection; let 
them not fall upon those who endure the hardships, 
and fight the battles of the country, and the wealthy |; 
man be exempted, who sits at home behind his | 
bank counter, and realizes his hundreds and thou- 
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} 
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i | 
| ferers. 

Mr. J. proceeded to reply to the remarks of Mr. 
| CoLLAMER on a former occasion, and to show the 


| fallacy of his argument in behalf of a protective 


t 
i 
f 


| And itleaves....... 


were highly taxed had fallen in-price. . He denied 
that this. fall was the regult.of the protective tariff, 
and pointed to other articles, not-taxed; which-had 
fallen. in an equal or greater ratio. rece ae: 
In reply, also, to Mr. C.’s argumentin behalf-of 
a protective tariff, on the ground:of the home mar- 
ket furnished by it, and to show.the insufficiency 
of the said market, Mr. J. read the following ex- 
tract from a speech delivered by himon a former 
occasion: tes ae 
. RECAPITULATION : 
Of the amount of protection paid upon sundry articles. 
Tothe manufacturers of cotton goods. . + $23,000,000 
“ « "e Woollen goods... < 10,500,000 
fron madens. ues 18,155,100 
sugar made..... 3,875,000 
salt made. ......4 1,049,706 


eevee s 56,579,006 


ec 
“ 
sy 


s 
c 
3 


; Grand totale... ee... 


This protection is first paid by the merchant, and becomes 
a part of the first cost of his goods 5 upon .this amount. he 
lays at least fifty per cent. profit, which must be all paid by 
the farmers and mechanics'of the country, which is, in all, 


the small suin of (profit to the merehant).. $28,000,000 
The amount brought dOWR. s.. sees cerseesres  55;000,000 
Grand total... 6... 00scee ce cegi es 84,000,000 


Upon all other articles, such as nails, leather, axes, chains, 
hats, ready-made clothing, shoes, boots, seythes, sickles, 
blacksmiths’ tools, saddiery, cotton, yarn, spades, and shov- 
els, &c., which will average something like 50 per cent. ad 
valorem, might be safely put down at... ......- 16,000,006 
50 per cent. for collecting, as above stated ` 8,000,000 
The amount of protection and fees for collecting 24,000,000 
The whole amount brought down........+e06++ 84,000,000 


108,009,000 


The grand elenk naa 


This is the amount it costs the farmers in general, and the 
mechanics in the small villages, who do business in a smalt 
way, to get the proposed $36,000,000, into the treasury of the 
United States. ee aR aE ae eas 

But we are told that these Jarge manufacturing establish- 
ments must be protected and. kept up, for the purpose of 
giving the agriculturists a home. market for their surplus 
produce. Ff the committee will give me their attention for 
a short time, I will show the utter fallacy of this. argument, 
The whole number of persons employed in manufacturing 
in 1839 was about 775,000 ; in the same year there was raise’ 
in the United States: 


Bushels. 
OU O TEPE 377,531,874 ` 
Wheat... e. EN 84,823,272. 
RyCeescccs vosviecgsesvarscctsvedee IBBA OBI: | 
ove . = 481,000,713 
Allowing eighteen bushels of breadstnfis. to ben 
consumed by each individual: eniployed ine 


pi 
manufacturing, and it will not amount to- 14,- 
000,000 of bushels; but I will put it down at 
that... chester coerce tenses 14,000,000 


aeaa 467,000,713 


Not a drop out of the bucket, and would not be missed by 
the farmers if they did not know it. 


The number of neat cattle.........4.. 14,971,586 
| The number of hogs ..... 2.0... eee ee 26,301,293 
| a 41,272,879 
Allow two hogs and one heef to sup- 
port every six persons employed in 
the eastern manufacturing establish- g 
ments in the United States, and ít 
would take of beef cattles... sesse 320,302 
Hogs... 3 
: ———— .. 387,906 
Deduct this number from the 41,272,879, and it i 
leaves vices cree cceeeeeneweeseeeu tsas vase 40,884,973 


We have now ascertained the quantity of meat and bread 
consumed by this home market. The next inquiry is, what 


| does it amount to in dollars and cents? 


The corn, wheat, and rye might be averaged at fifty cents 
a bushel, which would make the 14,000,000 of bushels con- 
sumed worth— i 


` 7,000,000 
The cattle.... sosse. tas tenes eee. 1,220,626 
HOgSesaessesesosenresresse ERTTETTS 1,291,666 
The whole amount of meat and bread..... 6.68 9,512,492 


This is the whole amount paid by the-manufac- 
turing establishments to the farmers for the amount 


i of bread and meat they consume. Mr. J. said 


it would be remembered by the committee that he 
had shown, by the operation of the present tariff, 


| that it costs the people of this Government $108,- 


000,000 protection and collection fees to get the 
proposed $36,000,000 into the treasury of the Uni- 
ted States. In the first place, the people paid 
$108,000,000 into the pockets of collectors. and 
manufacturers, as they say, to build up a home 
market. Then the manufacturer gives back to 
the farmers, for bread and meat, $9,512,492 of the 
108,000,000 that had been taken off of them, in the 
rst place, in the way of price for their bread and 
meat; or, in other words, paying the farmer out of 


Bs 


{px on tea and coffee, hecguse, while they use a || tariff, derived from the fact that those articles which |! his own money, retaining the balance of the $108,- 
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000,000, which would be $98,487,574 clear gain in 
one year’s operation! “This is what is cilled pro- 
tecting home industry! If this is the kind of prò- 
tection that his constituents were to receive at. the 
hands of the Federal Government, he now, in 
their name, in the name of all that was right, en- 
tered his solemn protest against such protection— 
the pfotection that robs the many for the benefit 
of the few—protection that transfers $108,000,000 
out-of the pockets of thë farmers and mechanics 
proper, into the pockets of the large manufacturing 
capitalists of the eastern States, without any re- 
muneration whatever. A system that defeats the 
very object. of our Government; that enables the 
large capitalists to live as drones in the hive, and 
feed upon the honcy accumulated by the indus- 
trious bees. It is, in fact, the few living in luxury 
and ease upon the labor of the many. ' 

Mr. J. had not concluded when his hour expired. 

Mr, COLLAMER obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed to a motion that the committee rise. 

Av effort was made by Mr. RATHBUN (which 
failed) to have the bill laid aside, for the purpose 
of taking up the bill heretofore under discussion, 
to regulate the appointment of public officers. 


The committee then rose and reported. i 


And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
i Mownpay, June 22, 1846. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the credentials of 
Josera Cirtey, of New Hampshire, elected a 
Senator of the United States to fill the unexpired 
term of Mr. Woopuury. 

Mr. BERRIEN, on leave, introduced a bill to 
rovide for the distribution of the edition of the 
aws and treaties of the United States published by 

Little & Brown; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committce on the Ju- 
diciary. Sach 

On motion of Mr. CASS, it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate the pro- 
gress which has been made in the surveys of the 
mineral region upon Lake Superior, and within 
what time such survey may probably be prepared 
for the sale of the lands in that country; and, also, 
his views respecting the proper mode of disposing 
of the said Jands, Keeping in view the interests of 
the United States, and the equitable claims of in- 
dividuals who, under the authority of the War 
Department, have made improvements thereon, 
or acquired rights of possession. 

A message was received from the Fouse of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing the death of the Hon. 
Ricuasp P. Hernaicx, a Representative from the 
State of Néw York, and inviting the Senate to at- 
tenid the funeral. to-morrow. at twelve o’clock. 

The message having been read— 
` Mr. DIX rose and addressed.the Senate as fol- 
lows: oo 

My. Preswent: The communication which has 
just been received from the Jouse of Representa- 
‘tives, announcing the decease of Ricuarn P. Her- 
rick, one of the members of that body from the 
State of New York, devolves on me the melan- 
choly duty of asking the Senate to unite in the 
customary tributes of respect to his memory. 

The presence of death in these Halls is always 
solemn and impressive ; and it is doubly so when 
he comes among, us without warning, and when 
the victim he has singled out is struck down in the 
falness of health and strength. Itis thus sudden- 
ly and almost unadmonished that Mr. Herrick 
Has been summoned to his final account. On 
Tuesday last he was engaged in the performance 
of his legislative duties, though unwell from the | 
evening of that day. It was not until Saturday 
morning that he was considered in danger; but 
long before the day closed he was numbered with 
the dead. Circumstances like these address them- | 
selves significantly to our reflection.. They were 
and are still as likely to attend our final exit from 
these Halls as his. They admonish us strongly 
of the uncertain tenure by which life and its honors 
are held. But in the departure of those whose 
lives have been well spent, however unexpectedly 
they may be called away from the scenes of their 
labor, there is a useful and a consolatory lesson: 
For while it teaches us that we cannot stay the 
flight of time, it teaches us also that we may, bya 
faithful discharge of our duties, so measure his 
course that he shall not outstrip us in the race we | 


are appointed to run with him. We may be cut 
off in the midst of our labors. Our worldly de- 
signs may be left unfinished. But the great pur- 
poses of our lives may nevertheless be fulfilled. 
Such a lesson the life of Mr. Hrnrrcx teaches. 
He was born-in Rensselaer county, New York, 
and always resided there. From his early youth 
he was trained to habits’of industry. In- business 
he was assiduous and successful; and he bore in 
alt his pursuits and social relations an unblemished 
name. For the last fifteen years his place of resi- 
dence has only been separated from mine by the 
Hudson river. Our associations brought us little 
together; but F remember him ‘as a man high] 

esteemed in his neighborhood, exceuting with fidel- 


ity trusts of a local character, and occupying with ! 


respectability a seat in the Legislature of the State. 
In a word, he stood without reproach in the com- 
munity with which he lived. He has sustained to 
the end the same irreproachable character. He 
will be remembered at home for his probity, his 
good faith in the transactions of business, his hu- 
manity in works of benevolence, and for his kind- 
ness and courtesy in social intercourse. He will 
be remembered here for his conscientiousness as a 
legislator, and for the independence of action which 
accompanies and denotes a strong sense of recti- 
tude. The standing in life which Mr. Herrick 
attained was the work of his own unassisted exer- 
tions. _ His example is one of the numerous illus- 
trations our country affords of the nature of our 


institutions to throw wide open the avenues of por) 


litical distinction to all. The sudden termination 
of his legislative service is one of the still more 
numerous illustrations in which life abounds of the 
emptiness of worldly honors. 


In the bosom of his own family his death will | 


be most poignantly felt; for in the relations of a 
husband and a father his example was deserving 
ofall commendation, ‘There are circumstances of 
a domestic character attending his decease which 
are calculated to bespeal a strong sympathy for 
those most nearly connected with him. It is bat 
a few weeks since she, who of all others was best 
fitted to perform for him the last offices of affec- 
tion, left him on a mission of maternal duty to one 


of their children in the North, unconscious of the | 


more sacred and trying duty which was to demand 
her presence here. She comes now when it is too 
late to perform it. She will come to fing her home 
made desolate by this sudden bereavement, and 
perhaps not in time even ‘to assist in performing 
the last sad office for the dead. 

Mr. President, I ask the Senate to unite in pay- 
ing to the memory of Mr. Herriok the usual tri- 
butes of respect; and for this purpose I offer the 
resolutions which E will now read: 

Resolved, ‘That the members of the Senate have 
received with deep sensibility the message from 
the House of Representatives announcing the death 
of Rican P. Fanon a member of that body 
from the State of New York, and that they tender 
to the widow and relatives of the deceased the 
expression of their sympathy in this afllicting 
bereavement. 

Resolved, That the members of the Senate, as a 
mark of respect for the memory of the deceased, 
will attend his funeral to-morrow, attwelveo’clock, 
and wear crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved, "hat, as a further mark of respect for 
the memory of the deceased, the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Which resolutions having been agreed to, the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 22, 1846. 


Mr. T. B. KING, by leave, a a memo- 
rial of the Georgia Historical Society, located in 


the city of Savannah, praying that an edition of || 


the remaining unpublished volumes of the History 
of the Exploring Expediton may be published, 
and that the scientific institutions of the country 


may be uppriti mi copiei DEDA UDEN Yoz Bez State of New. York, that-his funeral will take place 


ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, by leave, reported a bill defining the limits 
of the Indian. territory. west of the States of Mis- 
souri and Arkansas. Read and committed.. 


DEATH OF HON. MR. HERRICK. 


Mr. CARROLL, of New York, rose and an- 


nounced the death of his colleague, the Hon. 


i} $ . 
| Ricuanp P. Herricx, one of the Representatives 
i from the State of New York. Mr. C.’s address 
| was as follows: =- ; 
| Mr. Speaker: The delegation from the State of 
, New York have'devolved upon me the melancholy 
i duty of arresting your attention and that of the 
| Representatives of the nation upon this floor, 
from the consideration of. the ordinary duties of 
legislation, to a series of resolutions which I hold 
in my hand concerning a lamented colleague, who, 
| until within a few days, occupied: a seat, among 
ius, but who, in the dispensation of Him who de- 
| crees all things in wisdom and for good, both in 
| heaven and on earth, is now numbered among the 
ead. 

Rrewanp P. Henrick, of the Twelfth Congres- 
sional District of New York, is no more. On Sat- 
‘urday, the 20th instant, at six P. M., after a painful 


ii illness of a few days, which he bore with Chris- 
` 


tian resignation and fortitude, his constitution 
| yielded, and his spirit calmly exchanged its earth - 
ily and temporary tabernacle, as we humbly trust 
pand believe, for ils eternal habitation among the 


|) spirits of the just made perfect. 


i Would that I hat longer known my lamented 
colleague, that T might be enabled to do justice to 
his charaeter and to portray the history of his life. 
You, however, Mr. Speaker, and every member 
upon this floor, will unite with me in bearing tes- 
timony to the kindness, courtesy, diligence, ability, 
and purity of purpose with which he conscien- 
tiously: discharged the duties of a Representative 
during the present long and arduous session of 
Congress. Phe impression left upon your heart 
and our hearts, by his uniform urbanity of man- 
ners and gentlemanly and correct deportment, will 
not be effaced while’ one of us sojourns on earth, 
‘and will oft, in vain, cause a lingering look from 
every part of these walls for the late beloved occu- 
pant of yonder sent, 

To the inhabitants of the county of Rensselear— 
which county comprised the congressional district 
lately represented by my colleague—these tidings 
will be no less afflictive than unexpected The 
name of Herrick was endeared to them from the 

articipation of his father in the revolutionary war. 

Rierranp P. Herrick dwelt among them from his 
boyhood. He lived to the age of fifty-five years. 
He had Jong been looked upon as one of their 
most worthy and upright citizens. The founder 
of his own fame and fortune; his industry, enter- 
prise, and integrity of character, gradually enlarged 
the sphere’ of his business and usefulness, whilst 
his philanthropic and generous, disposition identi- 
tified him with’ their institutions of religion and 
learning, and gained for him. their good will and 
affection, They willlong cherish his memory. 

To his bereaved family his loss can only be: 
measured and appreciated by those who know and 
fecl, as they knew and felt; the happiness flowing 
from a life incessantly devoted to the manifestation 
| of the most affectionate relations of husband’ and. 
i father. Words fail to express the tender ties that 
| have been severed by this unexpected and sudden: 
bereavement. 

T submit to the House the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep 
emotion, the communication of the death of. the 
Hon. Riéwarp P. Henricx, a member from) the 
State of New York. 

Resolved, That this House tenders to the relatives 
of the deceased the expression of its sympathy oti 
this afflicting event; and, as a testimony of respect, 
for the memory of the deceased, the members and 
officers of the House will. go into mourning by 
wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved, That the members and officers of the 
House will attend: the funeral of the Hon. Ricuarp 
P. Herrick, deceased, to-morrow, attwelve o’clock 
meridian. 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed for 
superintending the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That. a message be sent to the Senate 
| to notify that body of the death of the Hon. R. P. 
Herrick, late one of the Representatives from the 


from. the Hall of this‘ House to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock ‘meridian, and that the Senate be invited to 
| attend the same. _ : 
Resolved; That, asa farther mark of respeet for 

he-memory of the deceased, this House do now, 
tadjourn. = 

; “These resolutions having been read by the Clerk 
they were agreed to by a unanimous vote. 
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And the House thereupon immediately adjourn- 
ed. : i 
The committee for superintending the funeral 
consists of Messrs. CARROLL, of New York; Nor- 
RIS, of New Hampshire; Smiru, of Connecticut; 
Penvieron, of Virginia; and C. B. SMITH, of in- 
diana. 


a 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, June 23, 1846. 


Attwelve o’clock the Senate was called to order, 
and proceeded to the House of. Représentatives, 
according to invitation, to attend the funeral ef the 
late Hon. R. P. Herrick, a member of that body. 
© Soon after two o'clock the Vice President re- 
sumed the chair, when $ 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
_ Tusspay, June 23, 1846. 
FUNERAL CEREMONIES. 


Both Houses of Congress paid the last honors 
to-day to the memory of Ricuarp P. Herrick, 
Esq., one of the Representatives of the State of 
New York. 

At twelve o’clock Mr. Herricx’s remains were 
removed into the hall of the House of Representa- 
tives. The Vice President of the United States 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
were seated on the Speaker’s platform. 

There were in attendance the President and his 
Cabinet, the members of the Senate and their offi- 
cers, the members of the House, (of whom those 
of the State of New York were in the van of the 
procession,) the military and naval officers in uni- 
form, and many strangers. 

After an appropriate prayer, the Rev. Mr. Tus- 
tin, the Chaplain to the Senate, preached an able 
discourse, suitable to the occasion. 

After the funeral services were concluded in the 
Hall, the body was borne out by a number of the 
New York delegation, and was immediately fol- 
lowed by the relatives and friends of the deceased. 

A very long procession was formed, which con: 


veyed the remains of Mr. Herrick to the.Con-| 


gressional burying-ground, in the suburbs of this 
city, 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 24, 1846. 
GENERAL GAINES. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
following letter from General Gaines to the De- 
parement of War, which was read and ordered to 

e printed: 
HEADQUARTERS WESTERN DIVISION, 
New Orleans, June 7, 1846. 

Sır: Ihave to acknowledge the honor of your letter of 
the 28th of May, (last month.) 

It was with surprise I learned the Department of War re- 
garded with disapprobation the request made by me upon 
the Governors of Kentucky and other $ for assistance, 
Atthe time it was made, (the 4th of May last,) General Tay- 
Jor was in the most critical situation. He had been lett 
with neither adequate means nor men to sustain the nation- 
al honor—opposed to an army near four times as strong as 
his own, and cut off from his military stores. The country 
was uncertain whether he could escape destruction. By 
his own gallantry, and the indomitable courage of his ofti- 
cers and men, and the providence of God, he extricated 
himself from the difficulty. At this crisis he requested 
troops to be sentto him with ali possible despatch. Ascom- 
mander of this division of the United States army, I imme- 
diately sought the means of meeting his wishes. And I 
would have deemed myself recreant to my trust, and merit- 
ing dismissal from the service, if I had postponed action on 
the subject for two weeks, until orders could have been re- 
ceived from Washington. 

The War Department may deem the number of troops 
asked by me as greater than the exigency required. This, 
I must confess, would astonish me, as te War Department 
asked and procured a bill authorizing the levy of fifty thou- 
sand volunteers, and appropriating ten millions ($10,000,090) 
to meet the same exigency. 

The War Department seems to be of opinion that there is 
no discretionary power lodged in me to act without positive 
orders. [, therefore, would ask for information: if a servile 
insurrection should occur—if an irruption should be made 
by large tribes of Indians—if a swarm of steamers, with 
Paixhan guns, were seen hovering about this seacoast—or 
ifa general, at the head of a great part of the army of the 
United States, upon the frontier of a neighboring State near 
me, should ask assistance, would it be my d uty to refuse alt 
aid until 1 should have received orders from Washington? 
I humbly conecive that the latter case has existed within 


the last month ; and if I have erred in deeming General Tay- | 
lor and his army in a situation so hazardous as to demand | 


immediate siaccor, it is àn error under 


which the 7 
the Congress, and the War Department, I 


have equally Jabored. 


: es 
| Had assistance been delayed by me, and had General Tay- 
| ler and his army been cut off, E would have regarded it as 


an indelible stigma upon my name. Iam aware that the 
exercise of such a discretion must ever be at the peril of the 
officer exercising it. That peril I can never hesitate to in- 
cur, whenever the welfare of the country demands ite If F 
exercise it unwisely, I am willing that my commission shall 
be forfeited; or if I exercise it vainly, or for dishonorable 
purposes, lam willing to be shot. Iam more than willing 
to abide the consequences of my. conduct. in this matter, 
confident as I am that I have not transcended my duty, or 
acted with greater zeal than the emergency required. If 
the hattles of the 8th and 9th of Mav, so well contested, as 


of Taylor’s army, it would have plunged the whole Union 
into deep mourning, and into that most poignant of all human 
griefs—au abiding seuse of self-reproach for the settled and 
cold indifference with which his want of competent force 
and supplies had been for months witnessed. 


time commanded the finest division of volunteers I have 
ever seen siuce the war of 1814 and 15, and who, T am sure, 
has no superior for the command of this description of force, 
with L. Texada, Esq., one of the most proimisiug young 
meinbers of the Legislature, and the talented Judge Bryce, 
were not, as you seem to suppose, private citizens. They 
were Louisiana volunteers, and gentlemen of high respect- 
ability, and were appointed by me to act azofficers of the 
general staff—upon the same principle that the distingnished 
Edward Livingston, A. L. Duncan, and John R. Grymes, 
alt first-rate lawyers, were appointed by Jackson to uct as 
staff officers. 

Jackson’s object was, as my object has-ever been upon 
such oceasions, to maintain the great principle upon which 
the defence and the independence of our beloved Union must. 
forever depend; that to be a private volunteer is to hold a 
station of high honor, whence an acting general staff may 
with strict propriety be taken and put on duty in the absence 
of the regular staff of the army. 

These appointments, and al! the measures taken by me to 
which you object, were deemed by me as essential duties, 
and discharged by me upon principles sanctioned by: the 
greatest and best of men ever known to me, some of whom 
took their degrees in military and political science in the 
school of our beloved Washington, Greene, and Knox; and 
in the more civie school of Jefferson and Dearborn and Gal- 
Jatin; and though last, not least,in the school of Madison, 
Eustis, Dallas, and Armstrong, Monroe, and Calhoun, the 
master spirits of the war of 1812 to 1814. and 1815. 

Be assured, sir, that I will obey with much pleasure the 

orders of the President of the United States, according to 
my oath of office. As to the reprimands with which you 
have honored me in the hist year, and in the jast and present 
month, although they strike me as novelties not being wat- 
ranted by the sentence of a general court-martial, yet I cheer- 
fully submit to them, as they seem to be a source of pleasure 
to the War Department, and certainly inflict no injury on me. 
I can conceive butone motive for their frequent occurrence, 
and that is, that my name shail be so bandied before the 
country, that the public may be prepared to see with indif- 
„ference my name passed by in silence if-more distinguished 
officers are created in the army. If this is so, the labor is 
useless, as I may very soon be unable to discharge-the active 
duties of my profession, (though Jong in the enjoyment of 
excellent health ;) for fam already old, of a contented dis- 
position, and have received sufficient distinctions during my 
humble life. Not the least of these distinctions do I regard 
the late war measures of Congress and the President, and the 
noble-hearted Louisianians, and the other whole-souled 
western and southern men, in not only indirectly, but ex- 
pressly, generously, and unanimously approving my conduct 
in having for many months urged the adoption of the princi- 
pal measures which have recently been carried as by acela- 
mation. 

T do not wish to have the place of any general or other 
officer known to me. I, sir, was born ata time and reared 
among men who had not learned the art of marching to dis- 
tinction by trampling under foot the claims of their dearest 
friends or brother soldiers. Very respectfully, yours, 

EDMUND PENDLETON GAINES, 
Major General U. S. Army, comd?s Western Division. 

Hon. Winniam L. Marcy, 

Secretary of War, Washington city, D. C. 


PETITIONS. 


The PRESIDENT also presented the petition of 
the American Philosophical Society, praying that 
the provisions of the present tariff relative to the 
admission of books, maps, and other scientific 
works free of duty may not be repealed; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of Lyda 
Lord, praying a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


THE SMITHSONIAN BEQUEST. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the following reso- 
lutions, adopted by a convention of county super- 
intendents of common schools, and friends of edu- 
cation generally, held at Albany, New York, in 
May last; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed : f 

“Resolved, That while this convention are impressed with 
profound respect and veneration for the memory of the late 
James Smithson, of England, and gratitude for his munifi- 
cent legacy to the United States, made with a view to the 
| increase and diffusion of knowledge among men, they can- 
not suppress their deep mortification and painful regret, that 
the representatives of the people of these United States 
| should have suffered a fund created for such noble and ex- 

alted purposes to remain so long unemployed; and they do 
respectfully, but most earnestly, recommend to the present 
Congress to adopt such measures as will carry into immedi- 


they were for a time, on botir sides, had resulted in the loss, 


The talented and gallant General De Buys, who for a Jong 


“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, signed: by the 
president and secretaries, be forwarded to each of the Sena- 
tors in the Senate of the United States from the State of 
New York.” Te aR rere ‘ 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported “A bill to provide for the organ- 
ization of the volunteer forces brought into the ser- 
vice of the United States into brigades and divis- 
ions, and for the appointment. of the necessary 
number of general officers to command the same’? 
which was read a first and second time by its tije, 
when Mr. B. gave notice of his intention to ask the 
Senate to-morrow to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. WEBSTER. called for-the readiag of the 
bill, and it was read. Pita a a 

Mr. WEBSTER said he was not at all surpris- 
ed-at the introduction of this bill; for aught he 
knew it was a necessary oné; but it showed, at all 
events, that the law which it was intended to amend 
and improve was but a piece of patchwork. That 
law was not passed for calling: into the service of 
the United States the militia of the country, nor 
was it passed in the regular exercise of the power 
conferred upon Congress for raising and maintain- 
inganarmy. It was a mixed, an anomalous, an 
‘incongruous system, as, he would venture to say, 
this early: occasion for its modification proved it to 
be, and as would be made abundantly evident be- 
fore the war with Mexico was ended. - 

I shall not (continued Mr. W.) oppose the pro- 
gress of this bill. I cannot say it is unconstitu- 
tional, though I think it is irregular, inconvenient, 
and not strictly conformable to the exercise of the 
constitutional power of Congress. If those who are 
charged with the conduct of the war, and are an- 
swerable for its results, think it necessary, I shall 
‘not oppose it.” But I will take the occasion now 
presented, sir, of the second reading of an import- 
ant bill respecting the troops called into the service” 
to carry on the war, to make a few remarks’ re- 
specting the war itself, and the condition in which 
we find ourselves in. consequence of that war. The 
war continues, and no man can say definitely when 
it wili end—no man can say, upon any reasonable 
estimate, what expense will be incurred before its 
conclusion. nee eae nA i : 

We have received a very important communica- 
tion from the President—I mean his message of 
the 16th of June—setting forth his’ views and 
opinions, and the views and opinions of the Secré-- 
tary of the Treasury, with respect to the means 
and sources of revenue for-carrying on. the war. 
Upon this, sir, as-well as upon one or two other 
subjects connected with this bill, I have, a few re- 
marks to make. E legs Rak Ag 

The Executive is responsible for the conduct of 
the war, and for the application of the resources 
put at his disposal by the two Houses of Congress 
for the purpose of prosecuting the war. For one, 
I shall not deny the Government any supplies 
which may be considered necessary. Whatever 
may be thought of the origin of the war, the fact 
that war does exist is itself a sufficient reason for 
granting the means for prosecuting that war with 
effect. Those who condemn the origin of the war, 
and those who most earnestly long forits termina- 
tion, will all agree that the refusal of supplies would 
make no amends for what sonre lament, and would 
not hasten what I hope all desire. 

The message of the 16th’ of June informs the 
Senate and the country, that for the fiscal year 
ending July, 1847, there wilt be, under the opera- 
tion of the existing law for raising revenue, a defi- 
ciency, if the war continues, of twenty millions of 
dollars, and suggests the ways and means by which 
it is expected that this deficiency will be made 
good. I refer to these suggestions, for the purpose 
of making a few observations upon them. © ` 

‘The object is to provide new sources of revenue, 
which shall realize a fresh amount beyond that 
furnished by the provisions of the existing law of 
twenty millions of dollars between this time and’ 
the first of July next year. That is the object. 
The first suggestion in the communication from the 
Executive Government is, that five millions and a 
half may be produced by reducing the rates of du- 
| ties on certain imported articles, and by laying new 
taxes on certain other articles now free of all duties; 
meaning principally, I suppose, by those articles 
now free, and which are to be taxed, tea and toffee. 
| There is also an intimation or an opinion expressed 
| by the Secretary of the Treasury that.a million of 
| dollars will accrue to the Treasury under the opera- 
tion of the warehouse bill, if that bill should become 
alaw. In thenext place, itis estimated that, if the 
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bill for graduating the price of the public-lands shall | 


become. a law, the augmentation of the sales of the 
public lands will so far ‘counterbalance any losses 
incurred in the reduction of price; as on the whole 
to produce half a million of dollars morethan would 
otherwise be obtained from that source. These 
-Séveral surns put together would leave a balance of 
$22,580,000 still io be provided for, and a provision 
_ Tor thig balance is contemplated ‘either by loans or 
by an authority to the Treasury to issue Treasury 
notes, or both, with a distinct recommendation and 
preference, however, for the authority to issue 
reasury notes. x : 

Now, sir; with an anxious desire that the coun- 
try shall -be led into no mistaken policy in regard 
to this very important subject of revenue—a Sub- 
ject always important, and intensely important in 
time of war—TI will take occasion to suggest for 
gentlemen’s consideration what occurs to me as 
worthy of being suggested, in very few words, 
upon these several topics. 

In the first place, there is no doubt that a tax 
properly laid upon tea and coffee will be productive 
of a clear positive revenue; but this will depend 
upon two things: first, upon the amount of the 
tax; and, secondly, upon the made of laying it. 
The first is obviously a matter for consideration; 
and in regard to the second, I suspect that gentle- 
men who are desirous of raising revenue by this 
means will find their calculations fallacious unless 
they make the duty specific. In my opinion an 
ad valorem duty, will disappoint their hopes of any 
considerable amount of revenue. If I mistake not, 
under such a system it will besoon found that tens 
made up in Canton for the New York market will 
become wonderfully cheap. A specific. rate per 
pound will undoubtedly make the duty productive 
of revenue. i 


I doubt not that Treasury notes may be avail- | 


able for the uses of the Government to a considerable 
extent. Ido not mean as revenue or income, butas 
instruments or facilities for the transfer of balances, 
and as proper to be used in anticipation of taxes or 
sources of income. In regard to this, I would say, 
simply, that if it be the purpose of the Government, 
as has been intimated to us for some time, to re- 
sort to the issue of Treasury notes, I think the 
loss of a single day, especially the loss of a single 
week, will turn out to be quite inconvenient; that 
is, if the issue of ‘Treasury notes is considered the 
best and safest, if they can be used by the Treas- 
ury under authority of law, before the money in 
the possession of the Government is exhausted. 
All I wish to say is, that I carnestly recommend to 
the Committee on Finance, to bring in a bill by it- 
self for the issue of Treasury notes immediately. 
I believe it has been.as usual as otherwise for such 
laws to originate in the Senate—there is no consti- 
tutional impediment to such a course; and I hope 


that these and other important measures, such as | 


the modifying of taxes and laying new ones, will 
not be suffered to lag along through Congress in a 
general omnibus bill. Where the subjects are dis- 
tinet, they should be kept separated; and where 
they are simple and plain, they should be acted on 
promptly. 

Having said this much of thase two sources of 
assisting the revenue, the tax upon tea and coflec, 
and the issue of Treasury notes, both of which I 
admit to be efficient, and probably certain in their 
operations, I have now to say that other matters, 
suggested and relied on in the communication I 
have referred to, I consider conjectural, uncertain, 
and not fit to be the basis of provisions incumbent 


on us to make before we leave our seats here to | 


place the Executive in a propor condition to carry 
on the war. I suppose the calculation will be that 


a considerable amount will be secured by a reduc- | 


tion of the duties upon articles already taxed, upon 
the supposition that the importation will be so 
much increased as to increase the aggregate re- 
ceipts. I will not say that this is nota well-found- 


edopinion. I have all proper respect for the source | 
from whence it comes; but I will venture to say | 


that it is but-an opinion; it hardly amounts to the 
character of an estimate, for want of certain and 
positive foundation. We have no experience from 
which we can derive a satisfactory conviction that 
such will be the result... If I were responsible, I 
should -not choose to place reliance to any extent 
upon this. plan. A ` 

Well, the next increase is to. come from the 
operation of the warehouse system. T consider 
this equally-void of any certain foundation to rest 


upon. I do not see how a million of money, in 
addition to the present income, is to be derived 
from admitting goods into the country to be car- 
ried out again without paying any duty whatever. 
I really do not conceive that the facility of carry- 
ing goods through the country without the pay- 
ment of duty, is going to produce us a million of 
dollars. This is a matter of which I should like 
to see minute details; I should like to see calcula- 
tions made by which this result is expected to be 
accomplished. At present, I do not see the prac- 
ticability of it. 

And so in regard to the public Jands; it may be 
that the passage of a graduation bill would so en- 
hance the disposition to buy by reducing the price, 
as considerably to inerease the quantity sold; but 
that that increase will he so great as to produce an 
overplus of half a million, or any other sum, not- 
withstanding the diminution of price, is, I think, 
a matter of opinion which cannot be relied upon. 
So that these sources of income appear to me to 
be rather too uncertain to be the foundation of any 


satisfactory provisions; there appears rather too || 


much risk in making mere opinions, not to say 
conjectures, the basis of legislation for producing 
revenue for the purposes of Government. 


The truth is, that, if this war continues, we must | 


have a substantial taxation, or we must incur a 
public debt. We cannot look to Treasury notes as 
revenue; if they assume interest, and are payable 
at a distant day, they become of course a-public 
debt. There must, then, be a substantial tax, or 
there must be a public debt, if the war continues. 
Our expenses are very great. I do not say they 
are unnecessary; I make no imputation of that 
sort at present. Tam not sufficiently acquainted 
with the particulars; but I stated here some time 
ago, upon the eredit of others, that of which Tam 
perfectly convinced, that our expenses have been 


half a million of dollars a day. Forty days ago | 


we passed an act declaring that war existed, and 
authorizing the calling out of fifty thousand vol- 
unteers. Well, sir, I have a full conviction that 
the military expenditures of the Government, the 


| expense of raising, equipping, and transporting the 
i foree which has already heen called out, will be 


found to have cost twenty millions, or very nearly 
that amount, at this moment. Some portions of 
our warlike preparationsare peculiarly expensive— 
I mean the regiments of mounted volunteers. 
They are necessary, I suppose, for the nature of 
the service; but there was a document published 
herc—a communication, I think, from the War 
Department--when Mr. Poinsett was Secretary, 
in which it was estimated, if I mistake not, that 
one regiment of mounted riflemen in regular ser- 
vice cost the Government per annum as much as 
three regiments of infantry, each composed of the 
same number of men. And there is good reason 
to believe that these occasional regiments of volun- 
teers will be still more expensive. Alnost every 
circumstance connected with this war is calculated 
to increase the expense. The vast distance to be 
traversed makes the cost of transportation very 
great; and it becomes the duty of Congress to pro- 
vide for this extraordinary expense. I do not say 
that the expense ought not to be incurred. T only 
say that, from the nature of the war, the expense 
must niecesinrily be very great. And I take this 
occasion to say that I have seen with great pleasure 
the alacrity with which volunteers have rushed to 
the public service. A spirit of patriotism and de- 
votion to the country’s interest has been manifested 
of which we may justly be proud. 

But upon these sources of revenue let me make 
another remark, though perhaps itis too obvious to 
require notice. For one-half the deficiency the 
Government proposes to rely on Treasury notes or 
loans. Well, if this be so, then, of course, I sup- 
pose the idea of pressing for the present the inde- 
pendent treasury, or sub-treasury, must be aban- 
doned by every one; for, what would be the use 
of Treasury notes under a Sub-treasury Adminis- 
tration? The issue of Treasury notes would be per- 
fectly inconsistent with the sub-treasury system. 
It is quite plain that if the Government, for its own 
use, is driven to the necessity of issuing paper, it 
can have no occasion to make provision for locking 
up its treasures. The sub-treasury system makes 
it penal to issue or receive anything but specie. 
They are, therefore, entirely inconsistent with each 
other. ; aes 

With respect to loans, 


T beseech gentlemen not 
| to deceive themselves. There is money enough in 


the country, it is true, and the credit of the Gov- 
ernment will be good if we lay such taxes as will 
produce revenue; but, if gentlemen suppose that a 
Joan is to be contracted in this country for the use 
of the Government; to be paid in specie; in the ex- 
pectation that that specie is to-be locked up, they 
will find themselves mistaken. Those who hold 
|| capital will consent to no such thing. If the Gov- 
ernment makes a Joan, it must be made in the ordi- 
nary way—payable by instalments or otherwise, 
| under circumstances that will show that this amount 
; of money is not to be drained from all the opera- 
I| tions of private life. I take it for granted, then, if 
loans are to be made, the new method of Keeping 
| the public money must be abandoned. A 
And now, sir, having said this much in relation 

to the ideas communicated to us respecting the 
mode of raising revenue, | desire to add that, in my 
judgment, the time has come to ask for the object 
and character and purposes for and under which 
i| the war is hereafter to be conducted. The people 
of this country, while they are willing to pay all 
necdful expenses; while they are desirous of sus- 
itaining the glory of the American arms; while 
| they arc ready to defend every inch of American 
territory, and maintain all the essential rights of 
their country; the people, if I do not misread their 
desires, now wish to know the objects and pur- 
poses and ends for which this war is further to be 
carried on. There is not now a hostile foot within 
the limits of the United States.. Our army, at first 
an army of observation, then an army of occupa- 
tion, has become an army of invasion; I will not 
| say unjust invasion; but itis encamped at this mo- 
ment beyond the limits of the United States, and 
within the acknowledged territory of Mexico; and, 
if we may credit the rumors which have recently 
reached us, a purpose is entertained of marching 
immediately and directly to the city of Mexico. 
Well, now, the people, as I have said, appear to 
:meto demand, and with great reason, a full, dis- 
i distinct, and comprehensible account of the objects 
| and purposes of this war of invasion. The Pres- 
ident, by two messages, one of the 13th of May, 
and the other of the 16th of June, signifies that he 
l is ready to treat with Mexico upon terms of peace; 
|| while it appears, at least as far as we know now, 
| that Mexico is not willing to treat, In regard to 
| this, I must say that, in my judgment, if this be 
i the state of the case, Mexico is acting entirely an 
unreasonable and senseless part, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States, to this extent, is acting 
a proper one: that.is to say, as the war does exist, 
and the American Government is ready to treat, 
without. prescribing: terms, so as. to show that her 
terms would be unacceptable, and Mexico declines 
to treat, why then I say, so far the conduct of the 
United States is reasonable, and the conduct of 
Mexico unreasonable and senseless. Iwould de- 
sire on all such occasions, for many reasons, and 
in this case for two more than the rest, to keep our 
country entirely in the right, and to satisfy every 
individual in the country that itis in the right, and 
that it desires nothing wrong; and I would advise, 
if I were called on to give advice, that this Gov- 
ernment should tendera formal solemn embassy to 
Mexico. And the two reasons which would in- 
fluence me are—in the first place, Mexico is weak 
and we are strong; it is a war, therefore, on her 

art, against great odds; and, in the next place, 

lexico is a neighbor, a weak neighbor—a repub- 
i| lic formed upon our own model, who, when she 
threw off the dominion of old Spain, was influenced. 
|| throughout mainly by our example; certainly we 
|| wished her success; certainly we congratulated her, 
upon her change from a viceroyalty to a republic 
upon our own model; we wished her well; and I 
think now that the people of the United States 
have no desire (I think they have no pleasure) in 
|| doing her an injury beyond what is necessary to 
maintain their own rights. The people of the Uni- 
ted States cannot wish to crash the republic of 
Mexico; it cannot be their desire to break down a 
neighboring republic; it cannot be their wish to 
drive her back again toa monarchical form of gov- 
ernment, to render her a mere appanage to some 
one of the thrones of Europe. 

Thisis- not a thought which can find harbor in 

the generous breasts of the Ameri¢an people. Mex- 
jl ico has been unfortunate; she is unfortunate. I 
really believe the Mexican people are the worst 
governed people in Christendom, They have yet 
to learn the true benefits of free institutions. De- 
pressed and ruined by a dominant military power, 


maintaining an army of forty thousand troops, | 
how cana government, limited in its resources as ; 
that of Mexico, flourish? It is impossible. She j; 
has been unhappy, too, in the production or non- © 
production of men to guide her councils. f am 1 
sorry to say it of a republic, but it is nevertheless | 
true. Mexico has produced few or none really | 


enlightened patriotic men. I verily believe, and I 


sadly fear, that history will hereafter record the | 
melancholy truth, that, from the time of the estab- | 
lishment of an independent government, the people ;! 


of Mexico have been worse governed a great deal 


than they were under the viceroyalty. Nobody | 


can wish to sce her fall; but Mexico must hear the 
suggestions of reason. 
of peace; this she ought to know, 


est. Nothing can exceed, I have always thought, 
the obstinacy and senselessness manifested by. Mex- 
ico for so many years in refusing to acknowledge 
the independence of Texas, 


duct pursued by Mexico, which struck me as re- 


sembling—though it was much more senseless— || 
the conduct of old Spain in attempting for many | 
years to reconquer the people of the Low Countries ;; 


after they had declared their independence. 
Mexico must be taught that it is necessary for 


her to treat. for peace upon considerations which i; 
We have | 


belong to the present state of things. 
just claims against her—claims acknowledged by 
herself in the most solemn form of treaty stipula- 
tions. She ought to make provision for the pay- 
ment of those claims; in short, she must be brought 
to. justice. Tam not one of those who would do 


fusing to receive an American Minister on the 
round that it was through the fault of the United 
tate that she lost Texas, she will be acting a very 
senseless part. 

As to her enlisting thesympathy of foreign Pow- 
ers, I have not the least belief that any Power 
stands behind Mexico. I have not the least. belief 
in her possessing the assurance of any Power that, 
if she will hold on in the contest, foreign aid will 
be sent to her. I think the whole policy of the 


Governments of Europe takes a different turn. || 


T believe that they think—and especially. England— 


that it is their interest to have Mexico at peace; : ) fi 
i by the voice of the regiments, and then the Gov- 


in a state of active industry, cultivating her re- 
sources, multiplying her products, and increasing 
her ability to purchase from them. I believe that 
this will soon be the declared policy of the British 
Government, as it is undoubtedly the true policy 
of all Governments. I believe, therefore, that if 
Mexico%rested upon any hope that by-and-by aid 
and succor will come from foreign sources, that 
hope will entircly fail. 

‘The newspapers speak of mediation. 


any offer of mediation be made by the best friend 
Mexico has, it must come down to this at last, that 
she. must treat for peace. 


tiation might take place; and if I were to advise, 
1 would say, make her an offer ofa formal embassy, 


I would be for keeping ourselves entirely in the ' 


We can afford to do so; we can lose noth- 


right, 0 : 
It is not stooping on our 


ing. in dignity by it. 


part, because all the world knows that the contest | 


is very unequal. If she will consent to this, I say 
meet her in negotiation, and in the mean time sus- 
pend military operations. But if she will not do 
this; if she persists foolishly and senselessly in 


carrying on the war; if she prefer war to peace, |, 


then, of course, she must have war, vigorous war, 


until she be compelled to adopt a different line of 


conduct. 


Mr. BENTON said the observations of the Sen- || 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. WessvTer} chiefly ! 


addressed themselves to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, [Mr. Lewis,] who might find 
it appropriate on some future occasion to reply to 
some parts of them. For himself, as he did not 
understand the Senator from Massachusetts as ob- 


jécting to the bill itself, he saw but two aspects f 


She must listen to terms |: 
And. if her |: 
Government be not hopelessly stupid and infatua- |! 
ted, they must be aware that this is her true inter- |} 


A correspondence |: 
between this Government and Mexico upon that |. 
subject took place ata time when I had something |: 
to do with the Administration, so that my atten- © 
tion was particularly directed to the course of con- i! 


i| ence. 


i; however, of the appointment of the highest officers 


l 
| appointment of higher officers from the States, and |! 
| 


| choice. 
should induce us to depart from the old custom? |! 
The men will act better and march prouder under |; 


| 


' The appointment of these officers properly belongs 


T doubt | 


whether there is much truth in that; if, however, |, i wil 
+, what he considered the militia. 


For one, I would vote | 
for a suspension of hostilities to the end that nego- | 


ij 
ji 


tion ofa recent law, and with a strict view to econ- 
omy. The other related to the expense of mounted 
troops, supposed, by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, on the estimate of- Mr. Poinsett, to et thres 
Mr. B. 


| to one over the same number of infantry. 


; mounted force was, employed. If in a netile | 


; pean armies. In these vast plains the character 
of war changes, and becomes adapted to the open- ; 
_ ness of the country and the new mode of subsist- 

It assimilates to the character of war ope- | 
; rations in Asia, where mounted men constitute the | 
| chief force, and is also the cheapest force. Emi- 
| grants are to be seen in thousands who find sup- 


|| plies along the boundaries. of Mexico both for 


: themselves and their draft-horses; and. Colonel 


| Dodge, in his reconnoissance at the foot of. the | 
u |! Rocky Mountains, found an ample supply of grass. | 
her an injustice; but” it does appear to me that if, | 


after all that has occurred, she still persists in re- i ; ; 
ii Mr. CRITTENDEN said that the present bill, 
i 


j 


The bill was then taken up in committee of the 
whole for consideration. 


|| though not perfect, is better than the one which | 


| we passed a few days since in agreeing with the 
: committee of conference. It deprives the States, | 
! of their volunteers.. The States furnish the colo- 


nels and subordinate officers, but this bill takes the 


| puts itin the hands of the General Government. 
i Kentucky furnishes three regiments, which, ac- 


cording to this bill, would form a brigade; yet i 
Kentucky is not to have the appointment of bri- |! 
gade officers. ‘These officers should be designated | 


ernor of the State. should appoint the man of their 
What is there in this Mexican war that | 


: officers of their own choice, whom they know and 
who will share their fortunes in peace or war. | 


to the States, He was willing to give the Presi- 
dent the power to appoint more officers to the reg- | 
ular army, but he was not willing to interfere with 
Ít was right that 


| 
mand of a Federal general; but he objected to this | 


authority of the President to make specific ap- 
pointments of officers of high rank to. command | 


State troops. General Taylor’s despatches show 


inconvenience which might result from the opera- i} 


i said this depended upon the theatre where the |! 


i 
| é 
i the vortex of Executive patronage. 


| would oppose every interference wit 


' the President of the United. States. .. 


į 
ți 
i 


: the militia in the field should be under the com: | 


unless their. Legislatures are convened to authorize. 
| the appointment of twelve months’, génetals to 
command thé volunteers, they. have no. generals, 
| which. they can furnish.” Mr. B. acquiesced in the 
| motion of Mr. Crirrenpen to postpone the:bill till. - 
| to-morrow, when he hoped. it would.be read the 
third. time and passed, the exigency of the: public 
service requiring the immediate appointment of the 
| generals. ee : nr 
i Mr, CRITTENDEN thought it did away. with. 
| the old custom. Our militia laws. were intended to 
keep the power of these appointments away. from 
This system. 
of raising volunteers seemed to him to bean exclu-, 
sion of the militia, the copstitutional force of the 
country, by rendering ther useless. When the - 
militia are called. out, they appoint, their. own. ofii- 


{į cers, and go out with them.. But we. evade this - 


mode by raising a force, and. calling them volun- 
teers. And have we called out these volunteers.in 


| order to. put them under the command, of Federal: 
| officers of rank? These troops are. still. militia, 


though you call them volunteers, - You have not 


appointed the captains, the majors, nor the colo- 


| 
| nels; why, then, take away. the appointment of 


higher officers? Shall Kentucky, and Tennessee, 
and other States, not have the privilege which Lou- 

isiana has enjoyed, in appointing a brigadier.gen- 

eral, now recalled. to take command-of. the. Oregon 

rifle regiment?. Every Kentucky. volunteer would. 
feel proud in marching under the banner of his own 

State, with officers of his own choice; so. with other 

States. Shall these men not be erations He 

th these. gallant 

volunteers, in their right to have officers whom 

they know, so long as there was a hope of that op- 

position.being successful. . He therefore hoped the.. 
further consideration ofthe, bill would-be post- 
poned. ; E EE E 

It: was- accordingly postponed till to-morrow, and 


i the bill was ordered, to. be printed. 


[Several messages in writing were received from 
Also, a mes- 
sage announcing that the President had signed and 
approved the supplemental Mexican war-bill, and. 


| Sundry private bills.] ea 


THE HOUMAS LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, rose and said: 
Mr. President, I hold in my hand a New York 
paper, which contains a letter from. this place, of 


ji the 21st instant, which totally misrepresents cer- 


| tain remarks made by me on Friday last, in answer 
i to an inquiry made by Mr. Hanneean, Senator 
| from Indiana. I may have been misunderstood, 


i for my friends around me, being of opinion that I 
should’ answer no such question, prevented me 
| from saying all that I had intended to say. ` 
After the vote of the Scnate on the joint resolu- 
| tion relating to the issuing of. patents for the 
| Houmas claim in Louisiana had been announced 


One regiment was 


therefore willing to have more officers in the gen- 


: cers. 
He was not prepared to offer any amendments. 
He would go for a repeal of part of the law passed 


now prepared to offer amendments, he would move 
to postpone and print them. 


he generals wanted. The State laws and militia 


i 


under which the observations of the Senator ad- |i law which provides for calling out the militia; he 


dressed themselves to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs; and, under these aspects, 


| would therefore be different in character and differ- 


that our army was very much in want of more | 
i Officers in the recent battles. 
“commanded by a major, another by a lieutenant 
colonel, and another even by a captain! He was | 


eral army, but he wished the militia and gallant : 


volunteers might be left to choose their own offi- ‘| 


Mr. BENTON said the States lost nothing by |; 
he bill, for they were not in a condition to. supply. |! 
Hens 2 dan | ing the influence I might be supposed to. exercise 
_ organization would not apply: militia would serve |: 
six months—the voluntecrs serve for twelve. Ifa} 
militia general was therefore called out, he would ii 
come with his militia commission, and under the |, 


| ent in term of service from the. troops which he ji 


claim, stating that he had heard-such.a report, and 
| that he had made the inquiry with no wafriendly-or. 
disrespectful motive. Under different circumstances. 
I certainly would not have replied in the, Senateto 
any such interrogatory. Having previously heard 
myself, however, that a report was in, circulation 
that I was interested to. the amount of several hun- 


) i| dred thousand dollars in the Houmas claim, and - 
wo or three days since. If no gentleman was |! 


that my action on the joint resolution was to be. 
attributed to that interest, I was highly. gratified 
that the Senator from Indiana.had afforded me an 
opportanity of publicly. denying the charge; a 
charge made, no doubt, with the view of impair- 


from my position in support of the joint resolution. 
Now, so far from_ being embarrassed at. the ques-: 
tion, or from admitting that I was interested in the 
lands covered by the two patents to which the reso- 
lution relates; as stated-in the said letter, -dise 
tinctly denied having any such interest; and. now.}: 
repeat that I _have.not the slightest, personal inter:,. 


t 
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never attached any importance to it, and Ido not 
now believe that it could be sold for two dollars 
per acre. To the value of that tract of land, how- 
ever, I was interested in supporting, and not in 
opposing that bill, which, in effect, confirmed the 
Houmas claim; so that, on that occasion, I voted 
in direct opposition to my interest to the value of 
that tract of land, and } so informed my colleague 
and other members of the Senate at the lime. This 
claim of six hundred and forty acres is not em- 
braced within the limits of the lands covered by 
the two patents issued by Mr. Bibb, the late Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to which the joint resolu- 
tion relates, and would not in the slightest degree 
be affected by the decision of the Senate upon the 
said resolution. It is embraced in that portion of 
the Houmas claim for which a patent has not 
issued, and never will be issued, unless the claim 
shall be confirmed by a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, whether the joint res- 
olution be adopted by both Elouses of Congress 
or not; for the present Secretary of the Treasury 
has rescinded. the order made by Mr. Bibb, on the 
3d March last, again directing a patent to be issued 
for the said tract of land, notwithstanding the 
House of Representatives had, at their lust ses- 
sion, passed a joint resolution, (which was read 
three times, passed, and sent to the Senate on the 
same day,) forbidding a patent to be issucd for the 
said lands, and nothwithstanding the Senate had 
passed unanimously at the same session a joint 
resolution directing the Attorney General of the 
United States to examine the title to the Houmas 
grant, and to-give his opinion as to the legality of 
the two patents previously issued by Mr. Bibb for 
portions of the claim. It is not now to be pre- 
sumed, therefore, after all the proceedings referred 
to, that a.patent.at any future period will bo issued 
for the-said ‘lands, unless the claim should be con- | 
firmed by the judiciary. Thus it is clearly shown 
that I have not the slightest interest in the claims | 
covered. by the two patents referred to, but that I 
was directly interested in supporting, and notin | 
opposing the bill confirming the. Houmas claim, į 
as before stated. f 

Some. of the claimants of the [Toumas grant | 
are my personal and political friends, and have | 
been so for the last thirty years. It would, in- | 
deed, afford me groat pleasure to support their | 
claim, if I could do so, consistently with what I 


consider to be a faithful performance of my duties |! 


here. If.the grant be valid to the extent claimed, 
it may be confirmed by the courts of the United 
States, under. the recent act of Congress, passed 
expressly for the purpose of enabling the claim- 
ants under this, as well as under the other large 
grants in Louisiana, to. commence suits in the 
courts of the. United States, to try the validity of 
their tides; and if the Houmas claim be valid to | 
that extent, I hope it may be so confirmed by the | 
Supreme Court. Tt is not my wish that the claim- 
ants should be deprived of any right fairly ac- | 
quired under the said grant. : i | 
In directing the patents in question to be issued, 
Mr. Bibb states, in his writtea opinion addressed 
to the. Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
that the Houmas claim is confirmed by an act of 
Congress of thé. 18th of April, 1814, prescribing 
the manner in which certain certificates „shall be 
issued, and certain surveys made. If this be so, 
the Bastrop, Maison Rouge, and other large claims 
in Louisiana, are confirmed also, by the same act. 
But such a construction is contrary to the decis- : 


ion of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
pronouncing the Maison Rouge claim fraudulent 
and void beyond a league square; and it is contra- 
ry to the decision of the same court, in the case of 
Miner vs. Tillottson, in which judgment was ren- 
dered. in favor of the defendant, and against the 
validity of the Houmas grant to the extent claimed. 
The members of the Sénate must have witnessed 
the extraordinary exertions made in both Houses 
of Congress, within the last two years, in favor of 
the Houmas claim. Believing it to be unfounded 
myself, and that, at all events, it should be dis- 
posed of, as the other large claims in Louisiana 
are to be disposed of, under the act_of Congress 
passed for the purpose, I have resisted the attempts 
made to confirm the claim, and the issuing of pat- 
ents without confirmation, and have been uniform- 
ly sustained in my opposition by a large. majority 
of the Senate. “Hence it is that my motives 
throughout this whole transaction have been mis- 
conceived, or intentionally misrepresented. Con- 
scious of the rectitude of my course in. regard to 
this matter, I have hitherto disregarded, as I still 
disregard, all attempts (whether wilfully or heed- 
lessly made) to injure my character, orto impair 
my standing’ here or elsewhere; and I should not 
have noticed the reports alluded to, had not the 
inquiry been made by a Senator on this floor. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, in relation to the removal of the 
Chippewa Indians from the mineral lands of Lake 
Superior; which, on motion of 

r. WOODBRIDGE, was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


THE PATENT OFFICE. 


Mr. WEBSTER moved a postponement of the 
rior orders of the day, in order to take up the 
House act declaratory of the powers and legal- 

izing certain acts of the chief clerk of the Patent 
Office; which was agreed to. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, reported without amendment, and ordered 
to a third reading. 

Mr. W., asking the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to the immediate passage of the bill, 

Mr. CALHOUN submitted a few remarks, con- 
cluding by a motion that it be laid upon the table; 
which motion was not agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the further considera- 
tion'of the subject was then postponed until to- 
morrow. 


On motion of Mr. HAY WOOD, the Senate pro- 


| ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 


and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
again opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


JIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 24, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


THE DEBATE ON THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McKAY rose and said that he desired to 
offer a resolution fixing a day on which the debate 
on the bill reducing the duty on imports should be 
brought to a close. He had named Thursday, the 
second day of July. If gentlemen on the other 
side of the House would indicate a preference for 
an carlicr day, he would, with pleasure, substitute 
it. Heasked the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution; which was read as follows: 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union on the 


pill of the House reducing the duty on imports, | 


and for other purposes, shall cease at two o’clock 
on Thursday, the second of July next, (if the com- 
mittee shall not sooner come to a conclusion upon 
the same;) and the committee shall then proceed 
to vote on such amendments as may be pending, 


| or offered to the same, and shall then report it to 


the House, with such. amendments as may have 
been agreed to by the committee. ao 


Mr. ASHMUN was understood to suggest that 


as there were but a very few members present, the- 


gentleman should let the resolution. go over to a 


Tater period of the day, simply giving notice that 


he would then offer it. : a 
Mr. McKAY hesitating, but not assenting— 


Mr. McK AY said he did not. 

Mr. ASHMUN thereupon. moved that the res- 
olution be laid of the table.. 

Mr. McK AY asked the. yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, remarking that. there was ob- 
viously not a quorum present, moved that there be 
a call of the House. ; ` 


Mr. HENLEY was understood to say it struck 
him that the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun] was fair, and thatit 
would be better to waive the consideration of the 
resolution until there was a more full attendance. 

Mr. McK AY, remarking that a quorum would. 
soon be present, persisted in calling for the consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER said the question was not de- 
batable. The first question would be on the mo- 
tion for a call of the House. 

And the question having been taken, and decided. 
in the affirmative— 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The roll having been called , 126 members answer- 
ed to their names. 

And the names of the absentees having been call- . 
ed, 146 members appeared to be present. 

And then, on motion of Mr. ASHMUN, all fur- 
ther proceedings on the call were suspended. 

The question now recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Asumun, that the resolution be laid on the 
table. 

And the question being taken, the vote resulted 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Blanchard, Brodhead, Wm. W. Campbell, Carroll, Chip- 
man, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, 
Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Johu H. Ewing, Garvin, 
Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Harper, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holmes, John W. Honston, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkina, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, 
Mcllenry, Meflvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen- 
dicton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Seaman, Severance, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Stephens, Strohin, Thi- 
bodeaux, Jas. Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, 
White, and Winthrop—65. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
Milton Brown, Wim. G. Brown, Burt, John H. Campbell, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jef- 
ferson Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, Dunlap, Elsworth, Erdman, 
Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, 
Haraison, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, Geo. 8. Houston, 
Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, Hunter, C: J, Ingersoll, J. H, John- 
son, Joseph Johnson, ‘Andrew Jobnson, G: Wa Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, Lawrence, Ligon; Lump- 
kin, McClean, McClelland, McConnell, Jos. J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McKay, Jolin P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morris, Morse, Moulton, Payne, Perrill, Pillsbury, Reid, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Scamunon, Seddon, Alexan- 
der D. Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, St. John, 
Strong, Sykes, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Towns, Tred- 
way, Wheaton, Williams, Woodward, Yancey, and Yost 
—98. 


So the resolution was nof laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the demand for 
the previous question, there was a second. x 

And the main question (on the adoption of the 
resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked the yeas and nays thercon, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, J. A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Jobn H. Campbell, Augustus A, Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, 
Culloni, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, 
De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Goodycar, Gordon, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Hough, George S: Houston, J. B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, 
Kennedy, Preston King, Kawrence, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, McConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 


! James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 


Morris, Morse, Moulton, Parish, Perrill, Pillsbury, Reid, 
Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, Alexander D. 
Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, 
Wheaton, Williams, Wood, Woodward, Yancey, and 
Yost—l0l. A 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott; John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer; Blanchard, Brodhead, William W: 
Campbell. Carroll, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, 
Dixon, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, 
Garvin, -Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Harper, Hilliard, Elias” 
B: Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Leib, 


‘|| Lewis, Long, McLean, McGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, 


Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Payne, Pendleton, Pollock, 
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a n, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Ee Beaten, Severance, Aruman Smith, Albert 
Smith, C. B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Tiden, Toombs, Trumbo, 
White, Winthrop, Woodruff, and Young—69. 

So the resolution was adopted; and the House 
decided that the debate should terminate on Thurs- 
day, the second day of July. _ - : 

Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Engraving, 
to which was referred the map of the mineral lands 
on Lake Superior, accompanying Doc. 211, upon 
that subject, reported the following resolution; 
which was adopted: j 

Resolved, That the map accompanying Doc. 211, 
from the War Department, of the mineral lands on 
Lake Superior, as transmitted to this House, be 
published with the said document, which has been 
ordered to be printed by the House. 


Mr. Y. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed 
to purchase 1,400 copies of a map to illustrate the 
practicability of Robert Mills’s new plan of steam 
carriages, to effect asystem of intercommunication 
with Oregon, and a commercialshighway to the 
Pacific ocean, to accompany said Mills’s memorial, 
printed by the order of the House: Provided, That 
the whole cost of the maps does not exceed twelve 
dollars. 


THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. CHARLES J. INGERSOLL, from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, made a report on 
the state of the relations as existing between the 
United States and Mexico. The caption or intro- 
duction of the report states that ‘ the act of Con- 
gress of the 13th of May for the prosecution of the 
existing war between the United States and Mex- 
ico, having become a law on an exigency which 
scarcely allowed delay or required deliberation, the 
ordinary method of referring the President’s spe- 
cial message to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
was pretermitted. Still it is proper that reasons 
for so important an act should be manifested to the 
world.” The Committee then proceed at great 
length to set forth those reasons. 

The report was not read, but was ordered to be 

rinted and laid on the table. i 

Mr. CULLOM moved that 2,000 extra’ copies. 
of the report-be printed. Laid over for considéera- 
tion under the rule. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred the letter from the 
Secretary of State of the 19th of March last, com- 
municating letters from the Spanish Minister, rela- 
tive to the Spanish schooner Amistad, made a re- 
port thereon; laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, submit- 
ted on leave, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
he discharged from the consideration of the memo- 
rial of the Charleston Marine Society, praying that 
provision may be made for the relief of American 
captains in distress in foreign ports, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Coss, of Georgia, in the chair,) 
aud resumed the consideration of the bill to reduce 
the duty on imports, and for other purposes. 


Mr. COLLAMER addressed the committee in 
opposition to the bill. He was understood to say 
(being, however, throughout but imperfectly heard 
by the reporter) that he was very conscious that it 
was of little use, as to the ordinary purposes for 
which speeches were made here, to address the 
committee In opposition to the project of a reduc~ 
tion of the existing tariff of duties. Mr. C. should 
therefore make little extra exertion, by raising his 
voice beyond its natural pitch, to secure a hearing 
from gentlemen in that hall: those who desired to 
hear him would readily be able to do so, while he 
presumed it would be in vain to address those who 
did not. 

It was certainly a question of some importance, 
and well worthy of discussion, when no less a meas- 


ure was proposed than to strike out an entirely new | 
course of national policy. Were the subject before | 


the House some petty private claim, or the allow- 
anceof a_pension..to some widow or invalid, it 
might be deemed a matter of small comparative im- 
portance; ‘although even questions of this descrip- 


| that certain modifications must be made in its pro- 


i War. 


| limited time of debate under thé hour-rule allowed 


tion often enlisted talents and eloquence which were 
better reserved for more important questions. 
What was the question now.to be considered? 
The National Legislature, by an Executive Mes- 
sage at the commencement of the session, as well 
as by the annual report of the Secretary. of the 
Treasury, was called upon to establish a tariff, to 
continue for the future as the pérmanent peace 
policy of this nation, and certain general principles 
were-~laid down on which the new system was to 
be based. “This change was called for as a great 
national system of internal policy, which was to 
remain not for a day or a year, but to continue as 
the permanent and settled policy of this Govern- 
ment. ‘That portion of the Message which related 
to this subject, together with the report of the Sec- 
retary, had been referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee, and by them reported on, in.the shape of a 
bill, which was the visible and ‘tangible manifesta- 
tion and embodiment of those principles. Speak- 
ing generally, the bill was nothing more, though a 
few items here and there had obtained a place in it 
which did not belong to the ‘system, and were, in 
fact, exceptions from it, and which scémed to have 
beén introduced mainly for the purpose of carrying 
the bill through the House. ; A 
Since the bill had been reported and printed; it 
was now said by those who had the charge of it 


visions, owing to the change in our national: cir- 
cumstances which had grown out.of the war.. But 
Mr. C. could not see why such modification was 
necessary, and he protested against them, not only 
for the sake of the general cause, but even for the 
sake of those very gentlemen. who wished to in- 
troduce them. The bill was called for as marking 
outa great enduring measure, shaping the policy 
of the nation for all time to come. Surely, then, 
there could be no propriety in slipping a bill of this 
character and moment through the House on tem- 
porary considerations connected with a state of 
This was abandoning the project as resting 
on general principles, and gentlemen were recreant 
to the doctrine they professed, if they held that 
any temporary modification was to be admitted 
into that which they brought forward as a perma- 
nent system of domestic national policy. ` If gen- 
tlemen wanted.a tariff tò suit a temporary. state of 
war, let-them bring in a bill of like temporary 
character. This was due to their own consisten- 
cy. If their arguments were fair, if there was any 
the least degree of fairness in the arguments they 


thing impossible; and no man’ need 


; an need atiémpt’ it. 

Mr. C. should therefore confine himself to the gen- 
ral irc involveds 5 0 ei 
` Mr. ©. said he had “not been favored with any 
report fromi the Committee of Ways and. Means 
which expressed the eneral views of that com- 
mittee, or laid down any of the principlés on which 
they had ‘proceeded in ‘framing the Kill; but there . 
-wasno such thing as mistaking what those. prin- 
ciples really were. -The Executivé in his message, 
and the Secretary in his report, had ‘given avery 
distinct exposition of them. ‘There was nothing 
original in ‘the views of either. . ‘If gentlemen 
would turn to the financial report made two years’, 
ago by the gentleman ‘from North Carolina, then 
and now at ‘thé head ‘of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, they would.find the same definition 
of a revenue tariff, and the same standard for rev- 
enue duties, which were contained in the message 
and; report of ‘the present year. They: were all 
there. In fact, the language of the Secretary wis 
extracted from that report, verbatim et literatim. 
The statements: of ‘the Executive certainly had 
perspicuity to recommend them; but.this was the ` 
character of the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means; and, as that: report ‘contained a’ fult- 
exposition of the views ofits author, it was easy - 
to see why that gentleman had deemed it unneces-' 
sary to accompany with a new report the bill of 
the presont session. The’ message, if notan ex- 
tract from his report, was at least an echo of it. 

In.brief, what'were the principles laid down by 
the President?» The méssage declares: ae 

“Tt becomes important to understand distinctly what is 
| meant by a revenue staridard, the maximum of whichshould 
not be exceeded inthe rates-of duty imposed. - Iris con- 
ceded, and experience proves, that duties. may be Jaid so 
high as to diminish or prohibit altogether the importation of 
any given article, and thereby Jessen or destroy the revenue. 
which, at lower rates, would, be derived from its inrporta- 
tion. Such duties exceed the revenue rates, and are not 
imposed to raise money for the support of Government... If 
Congress levy a duty for revenue of one per cent. on agiven | 
article, it will produce a given amount of money to the 
Treasury, and will incidentally and. necessarily afford pro- 
tection or advantage to the amount of one. per ‘cent. to the 
home manufacturer of a similar or like. article over the ini- 
porter. Ifthe-duty be raised-to enpor cent., itwill produce 
a greater amount of money; and afford greater. protection, 
If it bestil raised to twenty, twenty-five, or thirty per'cent.,. 


and if, as it is raised, the revenue derived ‘from it is found:to’ 
be increased, the. protection: or advantag i Alsocbe ine < | 


e WY: 
creased ; but if it be raised to. thirty-one: per-cent., and it is 
found that the, revenue’ produced ‘at that rate‘is'iess'than at: 
thirty per cent it ceases to be arevenue duty. The’ precise 
point in the ascending scale of duties at-which itis ascet- 


adduced, they would not attempt to apply them to 
a transient war measure. The true question to be | 
decided by the House was this: whether the pol- | 
icy recommended by the President and his Secre- 
tary was in itself sound and enduring in its char- 
acter? Some gentlemen on the other side seemed 
honestly to believe that it was; and he supposed 
that many of them. were perfectly sincere in this 
belief, though it was hard for him to believe that 
all were so. The question was between a tariff for 
revenue, amounting to absolute free trade, or a 
tariff that should raise revenue in-such manner as 
to discriminate in favor of protection. ‘There was 
the dividing point, and let gentlemen come up to 
the mark and meet it manfully. If they believed 
that free trade would raise the most revenue, and 
work the most beneficially for the country, let 
them try it; and then, after their scheme had had 
a fair trial, if it did not succeed, let them have the 
candor to say so, and give it up. On the other 
hand, if upon trial it did succeed, the friends of | 
protection were prepared to submit, and to say 
they had been mistaken. Let. gentlemen do one 
thing or the other; let them fight openly, under a 
true flag. But, if they disguised their purpose, if 
they attempted to run the one system on to the 
other, there would be no trial and no test; but it 
must ever remain a vexed question, which nobody 
could profit by but politicians. He hoped gentlé- 
men on all sides would agree to separate the grand 
question as to the future permanent policy of the 
country from the mere transient and temporary 
question of what taxes it would be expedient to‘ 
lay to provide for the expenditures of the presènt 
war. 

Having premised this, Mr. C. proceeded. to in- 
quire what was the policy of this bill?. What 
were the general principles it proposed to go upon? 
For this was the only sort of discussion which the 


to any one who desired to discuss the bill. As to 


tained from experience that the revenue is greatest, is the 
maximum rate of duty which can be laid for the bona fide 
purpose. of collecting money for the support of Government. *” 
To raise the duties ‘higher thah ‘that point, and thereby-di- 


|; minish the amount collected, is to levy them, for.protection’ 


merely, and not for revenue. As long, then,.as Congress 
may gradually increase the rate of duty ona given article, 
and the revenue is increased by such increase of duty, they 
are within the revenue standard. When they go. beyond 
that point, and as they increase the duties, the revenue is 
diminished or destroyed; the act ceases to have for its ob- 
ject the raising of money to: support Government, but is for 
protection merely”? g 

It was the same position taken by Mr. Walker, 
‘and. both professed to deduce it from the Constitu- 
tion, and to hold that a tariff which exceeded what 
they laid down as the revenue standard, was in its 
very nature unconstitutional. One of the best ways 
to test the truth of this position would be to get at 
it by a clear and practical case.’ ` 

Suppose all the shoes used in America were 
made in. Europe; they were all imported; the Gov-. 
ernment wishing to raise revenue, impose aduty of 
ten cents a pair on all shoes brought into the coun- 
try;.and suppose thatthe revenue derived from 
this duty amounted to a million of dollars; that, 
according to the President and Secretary, would 
confessedly yield: a. revenue duty. The whole 
mass of shoes used in the country would be 
brought from abroad, and the duty would shut 
none out. Now suppose the duty raised to fifteen 
cents a pair, and all the shoes still to be imported. 
The duty would raise a million and a half of dol: 
lars for revenue, provided as “many. shoes were, 
worn as in the former case. Suppose the Govern-: 
‘ment should then raise the duty to twenty gents . 
per pair, Under. this duty some man might say 
to his neighbor, “ We are paying a heavy duty on. 
these imported shoes; cannot we make shoes for 
|| ourselves? If a war should come, ‘what shall: we. 
i; do? We must go barefooted. Let us try?” They. 
do try, and begin to make homemade shoes, and 


they goon making shoes here, and make money 


byit. They meet the foteiener in our own 


examining the items of the bill in detail, it was a 


i and undersell him? Unwilling to lose the marke 
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he comes down in his price: They go-a little 

lower still, and he reduces his price also. Sup- 

pose now the American manufactures furnish one- 

half the American market, what is the effect on 

the revenue? "Phe half of the: market supplied by 

the foreigner under a duty of twenty cents pro- 

duces. the» same amount. of revenue as when he 

supplied the whole market at.ten cents. ` Thus the 

foreigner, possessing one-half the market, results 

in the production of Jess revenue than when the 

duty was-at fifteen cents. When the duty was at 
fifteen cents, the Government got a million and a 
half of dollars; when it is raised to twenty cents; 

the Government gets but a million -of ‘dollars. . 
This exceeded the revenue standard, and, according 
to the Secretary’s rule, the tax. must be reduced 
again to fifteen-cents. According to the report, 
therewas a fixed revenue standard; and as soon as 
you diminish the duty one cent you are out of the 
revenue standard. The Secretary wished it dis- 
tinctly understood that the exact amount of duty 
which produced the most revenue constituted the 
révenue standard. He frequently used the phrase 
“ the lowest duty which produced the largest amount 
of revenue.” Now Mr. C. desired to know how 
this differed from the largest duty which produced 
the largest amount of revenue. In the example 
given, the duty of ten cents produced a million of 
revenue, and the duty of twenty cents also pro- 
duced a million of revenue, while the duty of fifteen 
cents produced a million and a half. ‘The lowest 
duty which produced the highest revenue, and the 
highest duty which produced the highest revenue, 
amounted to the same thing exactly; so that the 
phrase lowest duty was introduced as a mere catch- 
word. Yet this was the rule which he laid down 
as the fundamental principle to regulate the impo- 
sition of duties, But the “lowest rate’? was the 
same as the ‘highest rate,” if both brought the 
same amount of revenue. 

The next point was, what ought to be the per- 
manent revenue? And this ‘question he should 
view in two or three aspects. First, what should 
be done in the present state of our circumstances? 
Second, what, in view of the existing laws and 
tariffs of other countries? Third, supposing this 
was ves integra, and there never had been a tariff 
on earth, either in this or any other country? This 
last ought to be the great principle governing the 
imposition of a tariff; but we could not consider 
the subject in this light, because it required too 
many sacrifices. 

-Mr. C. said, we have now a tariff which its 
friends. said was a revenue tariff, discriminating 
also for protection, the-effect of which was, to far- 
nish the Government all the revenue it needed, 
while at the same time it advanced and secured the 
general interest. ‘Mr. C. could not go into all the 
details of the. various blessings it had conferred 
upon the country. The measure proposed was to 
destroy all the capital means invested in manufac- 
tures; throw out of employ all people engaged in 
those employments, amounting, with their families, 
probably to over eight hundred thousand; destroy 
all the home markets; derange the currency, and 
spread at least’ temporary and probably abiding 
general calamity; to repeal it would break up all 
the framework of society, and require eight hun- 
dred thousand people to change their employments 
and professions, and the whole course of their busi- 
ness. ` It was idle to talk of such a thing. 

Again: we were to have a new tariff, proceeding 
exclusively on’ the ad valorem principle, though 
the Secretary said that we might discriminate for 
protection, provided the duties were kept beneath 
the revenue standard. But there never had been a 
tariff, either in this or any other country, which 
was wholly. devoid of specific duties. The new 
tariff; however, was to be ad valorem; and what 
was the rate which these gentlemen offered? On 
wool twenty-five per cent. Why was not the ad- 
mission of wool by fraud under the five per cent. 
duty to be prevented? Why was there no provis- 
ion which went to break up that infamous system 
of fraud upon the revenue? “Why was the specific 
duty on wool taken off? Our. present duty on 
wool is thirty per cent. and three cents per pound; 
but wool costing only seven cents is admitted at 
five percent. Itis said that, by fraud, fine wool 
is introduced under this five per cent, clause; but 
no proposition is made to prevent that, by provi- 
ding a specific duty by the pound; but, instead of 
that, it is proposed to take off the specific duty of 
three cents per pound, and let in all wool at twenty- 


| 


five per cent. on the cost; so that all kinds can be 
introduced. by fraud at even nominal duty. In 
December, 1841, under the compromise act, duties 
on wool and woollens were down to twenty-cight 
per cent. This stopped every woollen millin New 
England. There was but one which continued to 
run. From the last shearing, in the spring of 
1842, till the tariff of 1842 went into effect, the 
winter of 1842-’3, not a pound of wool was sold. 
Time does not allow to discuss the prosperity re- 
sulting from that act. f 

The poet Burns said, with as much truth as 

poetry: 
& But human bodies are such fools 
For all their colleges and schools, 
That when no real ills perplex them, 
They make enough themselves to vex them.” _ 

Such are the ills which the enemies of the tariff 
of 1842 find to that measure. They are the ills 
existing in their speculations, and some of them 
will now be mentioned. 

Gentlemen insisted that all the duties imposed 
added so much to the price of the article imported, 
and the same amount to that article produced here. 
Mr. C. denied it. It was an assumption without 
proof. All the argument by which the position 
was supported was a mere theory. Gentlemen 
said it ought to be so, and the philosophy of the 
matter required that it should be so, and there it 
ended. But was a nation, in a matter of this 
weight and importance, to follow mere theories, 
not only unsupported by fact, but against all the 
facts of the case? It was not true that the amount 
of duty added to the price of the article in the mar- 
ket, if that article could be made at home, anda 
sufficient supply for the demand. We had a duty 
of twenty-five cents per bushel on wheat, "Would 
any man pretend to say that that duty added one 
single cent to the price of wheat here? He grant- 
ed that where an article was not made at home the 
duty did add something to the price. A part of 
the duty went upon the price, and a part of it was 
paid abroad; but, when the article in sufficient 
quantity was made here, the duty added nothing 
to the price, And whether the article was pro- 
duced at home or not, if it was not imported the 
duty did not add to its price. Very heavy mini- 
mam duties were laid upon coarse cottons, but 
coarse coltons were not now imported; and who 


would say the duty was laid on the price of them? | 


Whom did the duty hurt? Who was injured? 
Let the gentlemen skow a single man. Let them 
look at the article of glass, and of nails, the price 
of both which was below the duty. “Was the duty 
added to the price? Aud yet the whole report of 
the Secretary went on the assumed ground that 
every duty adds so much both to the imported and 
home-produced article. Some gentlemen say that 
they grant that doctrine is not true when an article 
is entirely supplied at home, but is true if any im- 
portation of it continues. But even that is not 
true, as would now be shown. 

He now called the attention of gentlemen to a 
few articles which had a protecting duty upon 
them, and were nevertheless imported. There 
was a duty on potatoes of ten cents a bushel, and 
yet a great quantity of Irish potatoes were im- 
ported. Was the duty added to the price? These 
gentlemen knew well that it was not. We im- 
ported 211,000 bushels of potatoes last year. There 
was the article of cheese. 
of nine cents, yet it sold from five to eight cents 


per pound, yet 65,000 pounds were imported last | 


year, and paid duty. Cotton wool paid a duty of 
three cents a pound. Would any gentleman say 
that cotton sold three cents higher for that? Yet 
the returns from the Treasury showed that thirteen 
millions of pounds were imported last year, and 
the duty paid; so that the Secretary’s rule was no 
rule at all. The same thing might be said of hams, 


of which we imported thirty thousand pounds last | 
So of beef imported from South America. | 


year. 
Thus, by a thousand tests of fact, the theory of 
the Secretary was proved to be a mere vision when 
applied to every-day reality; it failed in every 
case; and yet his whole report, and this whole bill, 
were both founded on that idea. The report was 
inconsistent with itself. Here Mr. C. quoted the 
report that the revenue had fallen off last October 
quarter, and the Secretary says this was owing to 
the substitution of domestic products for imported 
ones. ‘Substituted !?? The learned Secretary 
seemed to think that anything made in the United 
States was a mere substitute for the British article, 
and that instead of being made here, it ought to 


There was a duty on it | 


be bought abroad. He said that the revenue had 
fallen off because of these substitutes for the im- 
ported article: Now, Mr. C. wanted to know how 
the American article could be substituted for the 
British, unless it were cheaper? Flow came it to 
be a substitute—if the’ gentleman’s principle was 
true that the duty was added to the price—how 
came the substitute in the market? The very word 
implied a concession by the Secretary which was 
utterly at-war with the whole basis of his report. 

The tariff as it stood produced a revenue of thirty 
millions gross, or about twenty-seven millions 
when the collection was paid for. The Secretary 
maintained that a reduction of the duty would pro- 
duce an increase of the revenue. Supposing it 
would, why destroy the present tariff? Did it not 
answer the purpose? Did it not produce revenue? 
What did the Secretary mean when he said that 
every duty, exceeding in the smallest degree the 
revenue point, was a duty ‘for protection merely?” 
Did not our present tariff, which was a protective 
tariff, nevertheless produce a good revenue? Was 
it a protective tariff merely? ‘The Secretary in the 
report gave us no data. ‘There was a great deal of 
ciphering, but there was no data on which to found 
it. The report put Mr. ©. in mind of a story of a 
certain stage-driver who was very busily engaged in 
chalking a number of figures upon the hearth, and 
when asked what he was doing, replied that he was 
ciphering out how many passengers he was to have 
by the next day’s stage. [A laugh.] The Secre- 
tary could make a case appear very well on suppost- 
tion, but when it came to data and solid matter of 
fact, his theory was turned upside down. 

There were six articles in our tariff from which 
more than two-thirds of the whole amount of reve- 
nuc was derived. (Soin the English tariff, the 
great body of the British revenue was derived from 
eight articles.) The six articles were wool, cot- 
ton, sugar, (including molasses,) silks, spirits, and 
iron, and its manufactures. From these six ar- 
ticles were derived at present $20,800,000 out of the 
total of $30,000,000 gross revenue. Reduce the 
tariff, as proposed in the present bill, and let there 
be imported as much this year as there was the 


|| last, and on’five of these articles the revenue would 


fall short five millions dollars; to bring the revenue 
up even to the standard of last year, instead of im- 
porting fifty-one millions, we must import sixty- 
nine millions, We must bring into the country 
eighteen or nineteen millions worth of those articles 
more than we did last year, Could gentlemen in- 
duce people to buy this? How are we to pay for 
it? The gentlemen answered that there would ke 
a great exportation of grain, owing to the repeal of 
the British corn laws. Indeed! And had they 
not ascertained the fact that nine-tenths of the for- 
eign wheat imported into England’was brought 
from the Baltic, notwithstanding a high discrimi- 
nating duty against it, and ours through Canada 
was subject only to nominal duty, and now all are 
put at the same? The cause of this was the fact 
that wheat was raised in the north of Europe by 
labor at sixpence per day: Had not our mer- 
chants tried the project of supplying the British 
market with American wheat, and had they not 
failed? Should we not be obliged to sell in that 
market at a rate ruinous to our farmers? We 
could not then pay for our nineteen millions worth 
of additional imports in wheat exported. In what 
must we pay for it? In specie, and nothing but 
specie. The conseguence would be that our own 
circulation would be thrown into confusion, and a 
general mercantile convulsion must follow. Such 
had heretofore been the regular consequence, and 
such it must always be. 

The great and popular. objection against a pro- 
tective tariff was, that itcreated a monopoly, And 
now what was monopoly? ` 1t was the selling to a 
certain individual or company an exclusive right 
to trade in a certain thing, and the forbidding all 
other persons to enter into that business. Yet 
manufacturing was said to be a monopoly, and 
that ill-sounding word was reiterated in the ears of 
the people with about as much trath as the state- 
ment made here the other day by the gentleman 
from Georgia, that two hundred millions were 
paid to the manufacturers. A monopoly! What 
m? In'manufacturing? Was anybody forbidden 
to enter into the business? Was the right to man- 
wacture. goods confined by law to any individual 
or company? Nobody pretended it, Then there 
was no monopoly. And it was a mere catch- 
word, and so intended. 
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Again, it was said that those who engaged in 
manufactures made vastly more money than any- 
body else. If so, why did not others go into it? 
It was their own fault if they did not. The right 
was not withheld from them. ‘The door wasnotshut 
against them. It was so very profitable a thing to 
make clothing and to work in iron that the Govern-. 
ment could not let us follow itany longer. Well, 
what must we do? We must buy our goods and 
our iron of those who worked in Europe. Suppose 
we did, would they make no profit? If it was 
such a very profitable business, must the English | 
have it to themselves, and no American be allow- 
ed to share? Were these gentlemen willing to 
pay foreign manufacturers any profits they choose 
to demand, and yet grudged their countrymen the 
same? They might think this a patriotic feeling, 
but Mr. C. really could not understand how. 

He, as an American, pleaded in behalf of a pro- 
tective policy, because as a nation we could not be 
independent without it. Had we not tried the ex- 
periment? We had free trade, and made trial of 
iis benefits over and over, and it worked with us 
just as it did all over the world. Portugal had 
tried it. By the celebrated treaty of Methuen 
she had agreed to buy all her goods from Great. 
Britain, and give her natural products in return. 
And what had been the practical result? From the 
height of national prosperity, and the possession of 
extensive foreign colonies, she had gone down 
and down till she became herself but a colonial 
dependency of England. Spain. embraced the 
same policy. She, too, took all her clothing 
from England, and contented herself with rais- 
ing wool, And how had the system worked there? 
As beautiful a country as the sun shone upon 
had been brought to a state of general desolation. 
That was the practical operation of the free- 
trade system. That was the fruit of the doctrine 
which commanded us to buy where we could buy 
cheapest. Gé€rmany, France, and Russia had 
adopted the oy principle, and the contrast of 
their condition told its own tale. And yet, with 
these facts before our eyes, we too, were invited to 
join in this free-trade dance; to abandon our own 
protection, and agree, like poor Portugal, to bu 
where we can buy cheapest. We had tried free 
trade. We had free trade, and nothing but free 
trade, when we were colonies, Our clothing and 
our necessaries of all kinds were brought from 
England, and what was the effect?) Who need to 
be reminded what it was? To what did it lead? 
To the war of the Revolution in which we got 
command of our own market. But now we were 
invited to throw away all the experience of our 
fathers and return to our colonial bondage. The 
sufferings of the Revolution were greatly enhanced 
by our want of clothing. The march of our army 
could be tracked by the blood from our soldiers’ 
feet, and why? All the shoes in the country were 
brought from England. But now the ery was that 
we were to feed England and she was to clothe us! 


After the Revolution we had free trade. Each | 
State laid its own dutics and they disagreed. This 


free trade swept all the money from the country 
and produced universal distress. We tried to 
make foreign treaties, but could not. Free trade 
went on, and things grew worse and worse until 
Shay’s rebellion. The country was fast going 
into a state of anarchy, and what was the difficul- 


ty? Nothing but free trade. It drained off all our 
specie and brought us to the brink of ruin. We 
were saved by forming our Constitution, Then 


came another war, and what was the great source 
of suffering then in our army? It was not so 
much their battles, but it was cold, shivering, | 
sleepless nights, passed for the want of blankets. 
Mr. C. was then but a poor subaltern, yet he had 
to pay $14 fora yard of broadcloth such as he 
could now get for $5, and it took a month and a 
half’s pay to procure a coateven of this. A small 
blanket cost $14, not big enough to wrap a man 
in. The Government was unable to comply. with | 
its Indian treaties because it had no blankets. In | 
that war Congress had doubled all the duties, but 
now it seemed that we were to pay for the war by | 
reducing duties one-half. Atlength peace came, 
and free trade, with its blessings, came back again. 
Importations poured in, and specie went out. We | 
tried the plan of banks, but there was no specie to 
base them on, and they broke to pieces. Our old 
distvesses were fast coming back till we got the | 
tariffs of 1824 and 1828, and with them prosperity. 
And then came the Compromise act. Dutiescame | 


down to twenty per cent., the same drain of specie 
took place, and the same distress. returned.. : Did 
gentlemen want to try it all again?) Had. not.,the: 


experiment been often enough repeated ? ` Hag 
the experience of all the world confirmed our. p% 
Why rush once more upon the same miseries? -`< 


But supposing this to. be res integya, that we had. 
vested nothing, and had: nothing to sacrifice, what: 
ought our policy to be? . Mr. Secretary Walker. 


world would embrace it; but it.certainly was not- 
Experience proved that’ 


the best system for us. 
if two farms had water of different levels, and. 
a free communication was made between them, all 
the water would run out of the one on to the other. 
So if two farms had pastures of different qualities, 
and the fences were thrown open, the cattle of both 
farms would soon be found in one field, till at 
length the grass on both farms was equally short, 


and the cattle equally poor. The improvements |} 


in navigation had brought us contiguous to Eu- 
rope; and if we were to adopt the principle of free 
trade and buying in the cheapest market, it was 
easy to predict what would be the consequences, 


Let gentlemen remember that it was left for this | 


country to solve the great question whether a peo- 
ple were competent to self-government. Let them 
not forget our high calling under God, as the ad- 
vocates of a free constitution; and let them remem- 
ber that if our experiment failed we should have 
much to answer for to our posterity and to the 
world of mankind. We were pre-eminently a pe- 
culiar people.. We had assumed an exalted posi- 
tion before the other nations, and had professed 
to them that, under our forni of Government, 
the mass of the pcople.were and must be better 
clothed, better fed, better housed, better instructed, 
than the people of any other country. Let us not 
bring such a people in contact and competition 
with the wretched paupers of Europe, and subject 
them to a like degradation. Our farmers must not 
be degraded to Jabor at sixpence a day, and oblige 
their wives and daughters to labor with them in 
the fields, that they may raise their produce so 
low as to meet the foreign producer in the foreign 
market. 0 0S P 

Mr. HARMANSON (of whose remarks a full 
report will be given in’ the Appendix) followed. in 
favor of the proposed change in the tariff policy, and 
against the continuation of a system which, he said, 
was fraught with ruin to the agricultural, commer- 
cial, and maritime interests of the country, which 
was sapping the liberties of the people, and bring- 
ing down this free government to a centralized 
monetary despotism. 

Mr. BIGGS said: Considering, as I do, that the 
hill under consideration is the great question of the 
day, I am induced to depart from my usual course, 
to submit some few remarks on this deeply inter- 
esting subject, which I design shall be of a practi- 
cal character. It seriously affects every class and 
every section, “for better or for worse.” A crisis 
has arrived in the history of this Government, 
when, without the once plausible excuse that gov- 
ernmental proteetion to manufactures was indispen- || 
sable to national independence, we are to determine: 
whether this Government is to distribute its bur- 
dens and benefits with an impartial hand, or is to | 
be made the instrument of oppression of thé many 
for the benefit of a favored few; whether we are to | 
lay and collect taxcs with the view.of supporting 
the Government—the only legitimate object of tax- | 
ation in any shape; or whether our institutions are 
to be made subservient to that avaricious desire of 
the worst part of human nature—a-desire to filch | 
from the pockets of the masses a portion of their | 
earnings, to fatten and pamper a privileged class. 
And in connexion with this important question, 
we are also to decide that great problem, often 
mooted, ‘* Have the people the intelligence to gov- | 
ern themselves ?’’—for it is now insisted that the 
object and consequence of this policy is to promote | 
the prosperity of American industry !—or, more | 
properly, it isa system to tax American labor to! 
increase the profits of manufacturing capital; and, | 
in the event this policy is successfully and perma- 
nently adopted, we are called upon and ‘asked to | 
admit that the people are so stultified they cannot | 
comprehend how they are injured by taxation not | 
necessary for the support-of their Government. It | 
is, therefore, an important question in “every point | 
of view, and. the result will most. clearly demon- 


tributed as equally as 
sistent with the privilege 
of our happy ‘country derives: 
Depart from this rule’ intent 
the permanent practice of this- Government, and 
while.you laúd our Constithtion as the 
ric of human invention tó sécure 
piness to the human: family, you make the admin- 
istration of laws, professedly made in pursuance.of 
it, more intolerable, more iniquitous, more oppres- 


Strate whether the aim-of our revolutionary-fathers, . 
-in. the establishment of-our institutions, desizned to 
be free:and equal, shall be realized, or: whether, in 

|| their administration, this cardinal doctrine is;to-be ’ 
: disregarded;, and..by. legislative. legerdemain. and 

[artful sophistry the masses of the people. are.to be. 
| gulled. and plundered, for the-advantage-and pro-.. 


motion: ofa favored class: or section: Pe Sr 
With my-constituents;. the agricultural. interest 
| greatly predominates; and my district 4 think there-. 
-|/fore fairly. represents the interest of the. people of 
these United States. . Leave that great. interest.as- 
free, unfettered, and. unburdened.as-possible, and 
you arrive at that great resdlt which should be the 
end of a free government. .. You dispense the great- 
cat good to the greatest number. . This Government, : 
to support itself, is authorized: by. itb. creators, the 
people of the United States, to draw sufficient reve- 
nue for that purpose.from. their. productions.in sev- 
eral modes. The Constitution provides that. ‘¢ the 
Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts 
and provide: for the common defence and general 
welfare of the United States;..but all duties, im- 
posts, and excises -shall be -uniform: throughout 
the United States.”... ere. isthe. power, and, the 
only power, to tax... To express it more concisely, 
you may tax equally the people to defray- the, 
expenses of. Government. -To this extent every 
patriotic heart is.willing cheerfully and promptly 
to respond. In, carrying. this power into: prac- 
tice, however, it mustobe .admitted there is an 
impracticability in making it. exactly equal. Ap- 
proach that po int as nearly as possible, and. you- 
ave doné all that. can. be - reasonably. expected: 
of human action. - But. adopt. the protective poli- 
cy, you. confessedly adopt a. rule. unequal <in- its. 
operation; for without, an inequality in the. public 
burdens you have notthe ineans of protection. By 
common consent of the people this Government de- 
rives its revenue and support by taxing merchan- 
dise imported from foreign countries. This taxis, 
preferred, because it is collected indirectly, though: 
not more uncertainly, from the pockets of the people. 
This, like all other taxes, therefore, should be dis- 
possible; an equality con- 
s and. benefits each citizen 
from: its institutions. 
tliy. come: 


had lectured us on the-doctrine. that free trade was’ 
the best system for all the nations in -the world. 
It might, perhaps, be the best system if all the 


the fairest fab- 
iberty. and hap- 


sive, and more tyrannical than. any odious edict 
that ever emanated from an eastern despot. 
Suppose the Government, in its maternal solici- 
tude for the prosperity of its citizens, should dis- 
tinctly avow that, in the opinion of those who ad- 
ministered that Government, the public interest re- 
quired them to impose a tax upon A, B, and.C, 


farmers, to increase the profits and protect the in- 


terest of D, E, and F, manufacturers, would this be 
called equality and even-handed justice?. Would 
this be tolerated in the courts of law, or the courts 
of the people, under that Constitution which limits 
and defines our powers? Suppose you pass alaw 
avowedly to take a portion of the earnings of one | 
section and pay it, over to another section, of one 
class and pay it over to another, specifying the sec- 
tion and class, would this comport with our ideas 


||. Of justice, equality, and the powers conferred upon 


Congress under the Constitution? And still, strip- 
ped of all the sophistry which interested ingenuit 

has thrown around the subject, a protective arit 
is this hideous system of plunder, oppression, and 
iniquity... The true doctrine was forcibly and cor- 
rectly expressed in a resolution of-a. meeting of 


| the citizensof-Boston in 1820. Itis this: 


“ Resolved, That no objcction ought. ever to be made.to 
any amount of taxes equally apportioned, and imposed for 
the purpose of raising revenue necessary for the support of 
Government, but that taxes imposed ‘on the people te the: 
sole. benefit of any one class of men; ‘are equaily inconsistent: 
m jhe principles of our Constitution and with sowad pol-. 

The truth and reason avowed in. this resolution 
can never be impaired or controverted; and yet: 
men’s judgments may be so blinded - by. self-inters. 
est, their appetites so increased by indulgence; that: 
what was reason and truth in their estimation yes-: 
terday, is to-day nothing but. theory; unsupported by 
facts. This. is the only way. to. account for the Nur. 
merous. circulars and- pamphlets with. which 
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- tables have been loaded ‘recently from citizens of 
this same city, insisting and attempting to argue 
that a revenue. tariff would prostrate their craft, 
and seriously injure ‘the whole country. If what 

: was avowed by that city in 1820 be the true policy 
and power of this Government, -then it derives ad- 
‘ditional force from: the fact, that manufactures, 
then in a state of comparative. infancy, have now 

_ grown up to manhood, and, we are told by their 

friends; enter into competition with every nation 

on the globe. - : 

The difficulty is admitted of ascertaining exact- 
ly the proper revenue tax upon all the various ar- 
ticles which are imported into this country. The 
‘detail of arrangement is attended with some com- 
plexity. We are, however, now dealing with the 
tariff act of 1842, and it requires no strong powers 
of discrimination to discover that that act essen- 
tially and avowedly repudiates the idea of a tariff 
arranged for revenue only. ‘The bill now under 
consideration profésses-to act upon that sound, 
equal, and ‘democratic doctrine. I shall not at- 
tempt to.go into detail; it is impracticable. Com- 
ments. must necessarily be brief. But permit me 
to advert to those deceptive, iniquitous, and un- 
equal principles-embraced in the act of 1842, called 
s“ minimums” and ‘* specifics.” What legislative 
trickery is this? The principle and effect is better 
explained by the Secretary of the Treasury than I 
can hope to do.. I read from his annual report: 

«Minimums are a fictitious value assumed by law im- 
stead of the real value; and the operation of al) minimnms 
may be illustrated by a single example. Thus, by the tariff 
-of 1842 a duty of 30 per cént, ad valorem is levied on all 
manufactures of cottons but the Jaw further provides that 
cotton goods ‘not dyed, colored, printed, or stained, nat 
execeding in value twenty conts per square yard,’ shall 
be valued at twenty cents per square yard. If, then, the 
real value of the cheapest cotton goods is but four cents a 
square yard, it is placed by the law at the false value of 
twenty cents per square yard, and the duty levied on the 
fictitious Value—raising it five tines higher on the cheap ar- 
ticle consumed by the poor, than upon the fine article pur- 
chased by the more wealthy. Indeed, by Nouse document 
No. 306, of the 1st session of the 28th Congress, this differ- 
ence by actual importation was sixty-five per cent. between 
the cheaper and the finer article of the twenty per cent. 
minimum, one bundred and thirty-one per cent, on the thirty 
per cent. minimum, forty-cight-and-a-half per cent. on the 
thirty-five per cent. minimum, cighty-four per cent. on the 
sixty per cent. minimum, and eighty-four per cent. on the 
seventy-five percent. minimum, ‘Mhis difference is founded 
on actual importation, and shows an average discrimination 
against the poor on cotton imports of eighty-two percent. 
beyond what the tax would be if assessed upon the actual 
value. The operation of the specifie duty presents a sim- 
ilar discrimination against the poor and in favor of the riel. 
Thus upon salt: the duty is not upon the value, but it is 
eight cents a bushel whether the article be coarse or (ine: 


‘showing, by the same document, trom actual importation, a | 


discrimination of sixty-four percent, against the cheap and 
in favor of the finer article; and- this to a ereater or loss ex- 
tent, is the effect of all apecifie duties. 
» that $2,802,621 74 ofthe revenue tast year was collected by 
minimum. duties, and $13,311,085 46 by specific duties, the 
discrimination against the cheaper artiele must amount, by 


estimates: founded on the sime documents, to a tax of | 
| 
t 


$5,108,422 exacted by minimums ant specific duties annu- 
ally from the poorer classes by raising thus the duties on the 
cheaper articles above what they would be if the duty were 
assessed.upon the actual value. Tf-direct taxes were made 
specific, they would be intolerable, ‘Thus, ifan annual tax 
of thirty dollars was assessed on all houses without respect 
4o their actual valuc, making the owner of the humble ten- 


ement or cabin pay a'tax of thirty doHars, and the owner of | 


the costly mansion a tax of but thirty dollars on their ro- 
spective houses, it would difer only in degree, but uot in 
principle, from the same-unvarying specific duty on cheap 
as on fine articles. If any discrimination should be made, 
it should be the reverse of the specitie duty and of the min- 
imum principle, by establishing a maximum standard, above 
which value the- duties on the finer article showd be higher, 
and helow. which they should be lower on the cheaper article. 
The tax upon the actnal value is the most equal, and can 
only be accomplished by ad valorem duties. As to fraudu- 
jent invoices and under valuations, these dangers are be- 
lieved to be arrested effectually by the stringent provisions 
and severe penalty of the seventeenth section of the tariff 
of 1842; and now one-half the revenue is collected from ad | 
valorem duties.” 

And by this American industry is protected! By 
its operation, instead of discriminating in favor of i 
the poor, least able to bear the tax, you discrimi- | 
nate against them. Instead of attempting to equal- | 
ize your taxes, by impositions upon those best į 
able to bear them, you excuse them to make the 
burden more heavy upon those least able; and, to 
cap the climax, instead of applying the tax thus 
unequally imposed to the support of the Govern- 
ment, it finds its way into the pockets of those 
who are thus tenderly relieved. And this is called | 
protection to American labor and American in- 


dustry! | 


When we consider | 


But recently the tariffites have become exceed- 
ingly kind and generous to the South, and the gen- 
tileman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stewart] insists | 


that this minimum principle ought to be retained 
to protect our- southern manufacturers. How ex- 
ceedingly kind! You say we have the field open. 
to “compete with our northern brethren; we are 
commencing the manufacture of coarse cottons. 
You are so kind to us that you do not wish to 
prostrate our infant establishments; and this policy 
will eompel us to extend our manufactories. Was 
this Government established-to regulate the pur- 
suits and occupations of individuals? Then, in- 
deed, ‘are we living under a despotism, and not in 
a free republic. With the same propriety may 
you attempt to regulate our tastes, our dress, and 
our religion. ‘This gross heresy was exploded in 
1820 by no less a person than the Hon. Daniel 
Webster. Hear him, in advocating the Boston 
resolutions, which I have before quoted: 

“He (Mr. W.) certainly thought it might be doubted | 
whether Congress would not be acting somewhat against | 
the spirit and intention of the Constitution in exe ising a 
power to contro} essentially the pursuits and occupations of | 
individuals in their private concerns—a power to force great | 
and sudden changes both of occupation and property upon 
individuals, not as incidental to the exercise of any other 
power, but as substantive and direct power. W such changes 
were wrought incidentally only, and were the necessary | 
consequences of such impost as Congress, for the leading 
purpose of revenue should enact, then they could not be 
complained of. But he doubted whether Congress fairly 


possessed the power of turning the incident into the prin- 
cipal”? 


I was much gratified to hear my friend from In- 
diana, (Mr. Owen, ] the other day trace the pro- 
gressive changes in society and government from 
early times, and particularly the progress of truth 
and reason on the particular subject now under 
discussion. In the early history of the Govern- 
ment, in the administration of its powers, we fre- 
quently copied the errors of our mother country; 
and when the manufacturing interest became pow- 
erful enough, we were visited with a protective tariff 
for their especial benefit, in imitation of the restrict- 
ive policy of Great Britain. Then © protection for 
protection’s sake? was distinctly avowed and 
urged. [t was pressed for many years as a part 
of that greal American system,” which was to 
make us a great, prosperous, and independent | 
nation. Since that period, however, by the force | 
of public sentiment acting in accordance with jus- 
tice and equality, that doctrine, sustained by soph- 
istry and maintained by delusion, and the cireum- 
stances of the times, bas been abandoned, and it 


et ae : 
bas now changed its form, not its substance, to |) 


again Inre and deceive, under the appellation of 
“En tariff for revenue discriminating for protection.” 
The principle is not at all changed by this artful 
attempt to evade the powerful objections to a pro- 
tective tarif. ‘Whatever is done in other sections, 
no one with us now dares to sustain protection for 
protection’s sake--or, more properly speaking, 
ventares to insist that Congress ought to be gov- 
erned by a desire to foster any particular branch of 
business without reference to revenue; and still 


this is another mode of arriving at the same result || 


by professing you act from different considerations, 
the last resort of interested ingenuity. By this | 
discrimination you can as effectually prohibit, and 
thereby protect, as by boldly avowing and acting 
upon the other doctrine. For instance, you desire | 
to protect iron: place such a tax upon that article 
as will prohibit importation, and thereby secure a | 
monopoly to the home manufacture, and then ad- | 
just your duties upon the other articles so as to 
raise the requisite revenue, and no more, for the 
expenses of the Government. You have then a 
tarif raising no more than is necessary, and still 
you would have, to all intents and purposes, as 
strictly a protective tariff upon iron, for “ protec- 
tion’s sake,” as if you avowed a determination to 
act upon that principle. The effect would be, that 
while a sufficient amount is drawn from the pock- 
ets of the people to support Government by in- 
creased revenue duties on all importations except 
iron, that interest would receive from them also the 
amount secured by protection, and thereby their 
profits would be unblushingly augmented at the 
expense of others. Extend this principle in detail | 
to woollens and cottons; the result is similar and 
perhaps more striking. ‘No distinction in princi- 
ple, therefore, can be drawn between a tariff avow- 
edly imposed for protection and atariff for revenue 
discriminating for protection. If. you exclude the 
correct doctrine, (a tariff for revenue,) then every 
consideration of policy urges that you go no farther 
than that laid down in 1816 by Mr. A. J. Dallas, 


; tional Fair?” 
of our domestic manufactures, and that here arti- 


j eign countries, 


for protection. He says: “The amount of the 
‘ duties should. be such as will enable the manufac- 
«turer to meet the importer in the American market 
‘upon equal terms of profit and loss,” This is 
utterly disregarded by the present tariff, In many 
important articles competition is cut off—that com- 
petition which all should desire-~the most effectual 
means of cheapening production, and ‘securing to 
the consumer the advantage of the cheap produc- 
tion. You ‘desire; you say, -a monopoly ofthe 
home market for your domestic manufactures; and 
how can you obtain that but by the exclusion of 
all competition between the foreign and domestic 
manufacturer? Of necessity, then, the revenue 
derived from foreign commerce, which now forms 
the almost exclusive source of permanent revenue, 
would be reduced in proportion to the extent of 
the proposed monopoly: 

But we are told, if you adopt a revenue tariff 
you prostrate the domestic manufacturer, because 


i the foreigner can produce cheaper, and will under- 


sell him, What was the object of the late * Na- 


Was it not to show the perfection 


cles could be manufactured of a better quality and 
lower price? If this was not the object, what was 
it? I was gratified to see the skill and enterprise 
of my countrymen; but I could not divest myself 
of the consideration, that, while these persons who 
were so prosperous, by drawing from the labor of 
others, profits which enabled them at several thou- 
sand dollars expense, to bring together in the me- 
tropolis evidences of their skill and ingenuity, they 
still had the disposition to cry, like the horse-leech, 
“More! more!”? Let your tarif be what it will, 
(if you adopt the revenue principle the duties must 
average from twenty to thirty per cent.,) the do- 
mestic manufacturer will (from the necessity of 
the case, which other classes are willing to con- 
cede) have that additional advantage, which is not 
possessed by the foreigner; and surely if manu- 
factures can be produced here as cheap as in for- 
this additional advantage will en- 
able them to undersell the foreigner, and by the 
laws of trade, therefore, the foreign manufacturer 
is most certainly excluded, and you have what you 
desire—a monopoly of the home market. 
Sir, many, very many, are deluded by the ery 


| of protection to American industry against foreign 


labor. The most effectual encouragement and pro- 
tection to that industry is to free it from the re- 
strictions and burdens imposed by legislative en- 
actments. Give enterprise and industry free scope. 
Is your definition of American“ labor confined to 
the work-shops of manufacturing establishments ? 
Why, even there, do we not know that manual 
labor forms but a small proportion of production? 
Capital reaps the largest share of the profits. 

The agricultural population, however, are to be 
remunerated by these unequal exactions—in the 
first place, by securing manufactures at a less 
price; and secondly, by furnishing a home market 
for their productions, It is remarkable how a man 
will persist in a gross absurdity when he is in- 
fluenced by self-interest, and can produce some 
plausible argument to sustain his position. As 
evidence that prices have reduced under protective 
tariffs, coarse cottons and nails, and some other 
articles, are relied on, and always referred to. 
Have not these same articles fallen in price in for- 
eign countries where our tariff did not operate? 1. 
desire to read another extract from the report of 


| the Secretary of the Treasury, to which I can add 


no force: 


“The occasional fall in price of some articles after a tariff 
iş no proof that this was the effect of the tariff; because from 
improved machinery, diminished prices of the raw material, 
or other causes, prices may fall even after a tariffs. but they 
would in such cases haye fallen much more but for the 
tariff. The tinest comparison is between the present price 
of the same article at home and abroad, and to the cxtent 
that the price is lower in the foreign market than in our 
own; the duty, if equal to that difference, must, to that cx- 
tent, enhance the price, and in the same ratio with the lower 
duty. The difference in price at home or abroad is general- 
ly about equal to the difference in the cost of prodnetion, 
and presents ina series of years fhe surest means of the 
effect of the duty—the enhancement in price being equal to 
that difference if the duty be higher than that difference or 
equal to it; or if the duty be lower, then the enhancement is 
equal tọ the duty and-ifthe article is produced, like cotton 
more cheaply. here than abroad, the duty is inoperative. 
The great argument for the tariff is, that foreign labor being 


‘chéaper than our own, the cost of foreign productions, itis 


said, is lessened to that extent; and that we must make up 
this difference. by an equivalent duty and a corresponding 
enhancement in price in our own market, both of the for- 
cign article and of its rival domestic product--thus render- 


then Secretary of the Treasury, and an advocate |i ing the duty a tax on all consumers, for the benefit of the 
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protected classes. If the marshal were sent by the Federal 
Government to collect a direct tax from the whole people, 
to be paid over to manufacturing capitalists to enable them 
to sustain their business or realize a larger profit, it would 
be the same in effect as the protective duty, which, when 
analyzed in its simplest elements, and reduced to actual 
results, is a mere subtraction of so much money from the 
people to increase the resources of the protected classes. 
Legislation for classes is against the doctrine of equal rights, 
repugnant to the spirit of our free institutions, and it. is 
apprehended by many may become but another form for 


privileged orders under the name of protection instead of 


privilege, indicated here not by rank or title, but by profits 
and dividends, extracted from the many by taxes upon then: 
for the benefit of the few.” 

Weare in one breath told that if you do not pro- 
tect the manufacturers they must be prostrated; 
and in the next you are informed that by your pro- 
tection you diminish their profits. Perhaps it was 
the object of the national fair to bring together at 
this place the combined influence of manufacturers 
to induce Congress to continue the protection they 
now receive under the act of 1842. If this be cor- 
rect, these keen, shrewd, sensible business men 
misunderstand their interest greatly in desiring a 
policy which will reduce the price of their goods, 
and, consequently, their profits. The taxes im- 
posed by the tariff necessarily form a part of the 
price. It is charged by the importer to the mer- 
chant, and ultimately paid to the consumer in the 
enhanced price. I have the highest authority on 
this point, from the mouth of him who is consider- 
ed the father of this policy. Mr. Clay, in 1833, 
said: 

“In general it may be taken as a rule, that the duty upon 
an article forms a portion of its price.” 

But how does this apply to articles which are 
prohibited? The answer is, that while domestic 
competition may partially diminish the price, 
(which, by increasing competition, would still fur- 
ther diminish it,) yet prohibition is of no advan- 
tage to the domestic manufacturer, unless he is 
enabled to obtain more thereby than he otherwise 
could; and, I repeat, the iniquity consists in levy- 
ing taxes upon the consumer, which are not ap- 
plied to the support of Government, but find their 
way directly into the pockets of the manufactu- 
ring capitalist. Now, as to the home market. 
I suppose these kind benefactors desire to extend 
to the agricultural population what they seek for 
themselves—-a monopoly of the home market. 
Experience demonstrates that, unless we purchase 
of foreigners they cannot buy of us. e export 
$100,000,000 of agricultural products, for which 
there is no market at home. But, it is said, the 
largest item of these exports consists of cotton, 
and our grain-growers are not benefited. He 
must be ignorant of commercial transactions who 
does not know that the cotton States consume a 
large portion of the products of the grain-growirg 
States. If you prostrate or oppress the cotton in- 
terest, is it not manifest that you immediately sow 
with grain the lands now cultivated in cotton; by 
which the grain-grower will not only lose the mar- 
ket the cotton planters now give him, but his price 
will be diminished by increased production? And 
this you do without changing the pursuits of our ag- 
ricultural population, Itis done by a mere change 
of crops. There is an identity of interest between 
the agricultural classes, whether South, North, or 
West. True policy demands that in regard to a 
market for our manufacturing or agricultural pro- 
ducts, Government should not interfere. ‘Nations 
should be governed by the same rule which regu- 
lates the actions of individuals as the surest means 
of acquiring wealth. ‘‘ Buy where you can buy 
the cheapest, and sell where you can sell the high- 
est.’? Let competition be free and unrestricted 
between the foreign and home market. Do we 


not know that the foreign price of grain has a pow- | 


erful influence in regulating the home market? If, 
by your restrictive policy, we cut off importations, 
to whatever extent we do so, we diminish exporta- 
tions; and if we adopt the doctrine of some who 
desire to see our country independent of all other 
countries, so that we need not send abroad for any 
comfort or luxury we wish, what would be our 
unfortunate condition? We make $100,000,000 of 
agricultural products more than we can consume. 
‘We cannot export it, because we cannot import 
foreign products taken in exchange, it being our 
policy to exclude them, so as to render us inde- 
pendent. We have, then, on hand this large sur- 
Plus utterly useless, and which must rot on our 
hands, and be destroyed. Our farmers are pros- 
trated, agriculture—that elevating, ennobling, and 
peculiarly American pur'suit—is paralyzed and de- 


‘with, inconsistency. 


stroyed, and, to finish the picture, our treasury is- 


emptied, to be supplied only by a direct tax on 
that population, thus impoverished and oppressed, 
to gratify the sordid avarice of manufacturing cap- 
italists. And yet we are exultingly told this is for 
the especial bénefit and advantage of American in- 
dustry! k Eor 
But; sir, this system has heretofore been justified 
upon the ground of retaliation. This argument,. 
like all the others, is- more specious than solid... It 
is insisted on with the pertinacity and plausibility 
of a better cause, and there. is no: doubt many 
patriotic men have been misled by it. You tell 
our confiding farmers: “ Why, sir, your tobacco 
is taxed 1,000 per cent.; your corn, wheat, ‘and 
other articles, are enormously taxed in England, 
and is it not right to tax the articles. they bring 
here?” This might have some force if the foreigner 
paid the tax, (and it might be very convenient, in 
the estimation of some, to tax foreigners instead of 
ourselves;) but unfortunately the tax we impose 
comes out of the pockets of our own people, who 
consume. By the late action of the British. Gov- 
ernment in relation to the corn laws, this decep- 
tive argument, urged by these monopolists, has 
been taken from them. They have, however, a 
wonderful faculty to change position when it suits 
their convenience or interests. It is now discov- 
ered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr- 
Tupson,] that the. repeal of. the British corn laws 
should have no influence with us in adjusting our 
tariff. New light seems to have beamed upon the 
advocates of this restrictive policy. It is an entire 
surrender of what heretofore was considered one 
of the principles of the American system. Reci- 
procity of trade was, in 1828, understood to form 
a part of that system. I read an éxtract from a 
speech of the Hon. Mr. Vinton, then and now a 
member of the House, and one of the ablest ad- 
vocates of that system. He-was resisting an in- 
crease of the duty on molasses,-as being most per- 
nicious to the interests of the western country. “He 
says: f : 

“ They are zealous to benefit the West by breaking down 
an important branch of the West India trade, and thus.in- 
crease the number of whiskey mills in the country, and en- 
large the consumption of whiskey. This is gravely called 
protection to home industry; and gentlemen who are friends 
of: the tarif, and do not vote for this measure, are taxed 
I need, not. speak of:my course here. 
I am, sir, a firm believer in the American system in its 
fullest. extent, and I claim to*have been a consistent sup- 
porter of it; anà in the vote T shall give against this measure 
I do, in my opinion, carry out the principles of that system. 
‘That system aims not to destroy, but to create and preserve 
are its ends. Itsecks to enlarge every branch of industry, 
both forcign and domestic ; and there are none who feel and 


| talent in changing position and applying arguments 
and facts to .sult-present. purposes: ‘The people 
i are taxed thirty millions of dollars; and still those. 
people who. pay this tax -are soothingly and: blan- 
dishly informed, we are enriching-you-by.the oper- 
jation! I had. always anpas the Y ndividual 
i wealth of the citizens was more certainly.augment- 
ed. by abstraoiing from their čarnings`as little.as 
possible in the shape of taxes.:.-But-have we not 
always heretofore heard from these same politicians 
i that all the revulsions of trade that ever visited 
this country were to be ascribed to thé waht ‘ofa 
national bank ?~all the -prosperity enjoyed. attrib- 
uted to the beneficial operation of such an: institu- 
tion? . Times. change frequently, but. not more 
so than the dulcet notes of these advocates:for èx- 
clusive privileges. How rapidly they- ascribe 
effects to different causes'to suit the ever-grasping 
never-to-be-satisfied cravings of cupidity.and ava- 
rice !! Sy ah as : eee tien nee 
It may be'trué, that the manufactùring districts 
are „prospering. » How. can they do otherwise, 
when they are reaping such enormous profits from 
the labor of the large body of the people? When 
they derive profits from twenty to forty per cent., 
while other pursuits yield- not more than from‘ five 
to ten, and some farmers barely make “both ends 
meet,” can we expect anything but. prosperity 
i there ?- But while you exult over this scene of 
pleasure and delight, ask:yourself,. whence comesa 
large-share of these large accumulations? Whence 
come “the thousands upon thousands. that enable 
them to get up national exhibitions, and to make 
such:large dividends?’ These large profits are not 
gathered from the wind or the trees. “All-intrinsic 
wealth can only be acquired by labor, and what- 
ever dividends manufacturers divide. must be de- 
rived from the earnings of the laboring consumer. 
Do we not feel rebuked at. the reflection that gov- 
ernment, instituted for the equal. protection: and 
encouragement of all, should have lent its power- 
ful and irresistible aid to transfer the earnings of 
one class thus to. swell the profits and increase 
the wealth of another? > Be Rg 

Sir, I am satisfied the large body of. the people 
of my district, of both political parties, are opposed 
to this restrictive policy; andthe same remark will 
apply, I have no doubt; to-every agricultural cöm- 
munity who are not misled or blinded’ by’ party 
prejudice. ` As:-evidence. of thé sentiments of m 
section, permit me to read an extract froma speec 
delivered in‘ this Hall ‘by my, distingdished’ pređe- 
cessor, [Mr. Rayner,] then and: now a Whig: 

“Tt is generally admitted that there must soon be a revision 


know the value of foreign trade, when conducted upon just 

and reciprocal principles, better than the friends of this 

system. The whole system is based upon a single and sim- 

ple principle, ‘that the producer, whether farmer or man- 

ufacturer, must have a market for the fruits of his labor.’ 
* * k s * 


The American system is no enemy to foreign trade, but 
seeks, as I said, to enlarge it, upon principles of justice and 
reciprocity. The American system buys of them who buy 
of us, and refuses to purchase from them who will not pur- 
chase from us. ‘We cannot impose. burdens upon the West 
India trade without great danger of losing the supply of 
those markets. If we lay such duties on their productions 
that our-merchants can no longer buy of them, they cannot 
continue to purchase of us. . They must. Jook ‘out for new 
customers, who will buy of them.” 

We annually export of domestic produce about 
one hundred millions of dollars worth, (1845, 
$99,299,776;) and of this Great Britain purchases 
of us about sixty millions, (1845, $61,044,535.) 
This is a surplus of production which we cannot 
consume here. If we do not find a foreign market 
for it, we have none. If we do. not take in ex- 
change foreign productions, we cannot sell-to them. 
In this production much the largest share of our 
population is engaged. Did we have unrestricted 
intercourse, we have the means of rapidly aug~ 
menting these productions; and as our surplus en- 
larges our commerce prospers; our treasury. is 
supplied{by diminished taxes, and our wealth, hap- 
piness, and prosperity proportionably increased. 
And notwithstanding this must be the inevitable 
result of unfettering, of removing the burdens im- 
posed upon agriculture, is it to be tolerated that 
the selfish policy of 4,000 manufacturing capital- 
ists is to retard the consummation of this desirable 
state of things? We are, however, eloquently ad- 
monished to forbear; the country is now: prosper- 
ing; the vivifying influences of the tariff of 1842 
upon the tariff States is earnestly insisted on; and 
some have even attributed the distress of 1819 to 
the want of a protective tariff. This ‘is another 
striking evidence of the dexterity of interested 


of the present tariff, not inconsistent with the Compromise 
act of 1833.. Even with the income from lands, the present 
rate of duties will not yield revenue sufficient to.defray the 
necessary expenses of the Government, and put the country 
in a state of defence. And in revising this system, I shall 
take my ground in favor of a uniform rate of duties on all 
foreign imports, I am utterly opposed to the principle of 
discrimination. This is what the South has always eom- 
plained. of. Itis. the source and origin of all protective 
| tariffs. Equalization of duties is the only principle of safety 
for the South. Once you commence the system of discrim- 
inating duties, the South is at the mercey of the northern and 
middle States. I might.except from the operation of this 
rule, articles that are indispensable to our national safety in 
| time of war—as arms and munitions of war, which I would 
prohibit altogether. I might, in time of great pressure and 
distress, exempt certain articles of prime -necessity, which 
enter into .the general consumption by the poor—as salt, 
sugar, coffee, molassés, &e. Perhaps it would be right to 
exempt certain raw materials—drugs, dye-stuffs, &¢.—which 
would net be imported at all, but for the existence-of our 
manufacturing establishments, and especially those which 
enter into the manufacture of articles intended for exporta- 
tion. With these and other reasonable exceptions, I amin 
favor of a uniform rate of duties on foreign imports. -~ 


This was Whig-doctrine in- my. section, three 
short years ago. If I correctly understand the 
paragraph, it inculcates that doctrine of a horizon- 
tal tarif so obnoxious to gentlemen: here,’ and 
for which the democratic party have been unjustly 
denounced. I certainly do not-desire a horizontal 
tariff—for under its operation. much inequality 
would also arise. Different rates of duty on differ- 
j ent articles—a discrimination if youpleaseproper 
inot however for protection, but for revenue. 3 

But, sir, the consequence of this protective policy 
is most ruinous to the morals and simplicity of this 
Government, and which view was most forcibly 
urged, the other day, by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Couuw.] Tconfess my North Carolina 
ideas of frugality and economy have beencompletely 
| shocked at what I have seen here. Ht is utterly 

impracticable to lop off this extravagance: unless 
you strike at the cause of it. “When wese ali 


and influential party actuated by the leading and 
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prominent idea to swell the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, to render plausible the excuse for contin- 
uing this policy; and-when they are assisted by 
all those whose. self-interest prompts to sacrifice 
principle, to gratify personal aggrandizement, what 
else can we expect but extravagance? | 
But Iwill conelude these few reflections. The 
true and permanent interest of manufactures re- 
quires not the fluctuating aid given by Govern- 
ment.. .Permanency and stability, with moderate 
_profits,.are all they ought to ask or desire. That, 
according to all the evidence submitted to us, they 
will secure by a revenue tariff. The agriculturists 
are willing, by this indirect mode of taxation, to 
incur the additional burden imposed, the-advan- 
tages of which the manufacturers. will derive. Let 
the revenue principle be adopted, and the tariff is 
removed from the political arena, the pursuits and 
business of the whole country are not liable to con- 
stant interruption and. embarrassment by frequent 
changes in the revenue laws. But as long as you 
ersist in these exorbitant inequalities, these unjust 
discriminations, so long will the voice of the peo- 
le be heard in these halls protesting against your 
injustice and gross oppression. Will an appeal to 
truth, to justice, to an impartial administration of 
your powers, be unheeded? ‘Will not a spirit of 
compromise and concession which governed the 
makers of our Constitution still be found animating 
their. sons? A revenue tariff is that compromise. 
One pursuit under that rule necessarily enjoys ad- 
vantages not extended to.others. All that à patri- 
otic people are willing to endure; but in the name 
of my constituents, I most solemnly protest against 
that partial, unequal, oppressive, and unjust dis- 
crimination between’ citizens and classes, which 
will never cease to be a fruitful subject of com- 
plaint, so long as justice and equality are profess- 
edly lying at the foundation, and upon which the 
superstructure of our institutions rests. ' 
n conclusion, I desire to submit some brief re- 
marks in regard to the Mexican war. I think the 
course of the Administration will find its justifica- 
tion in a few considerations. Texas voluntarily, 
and with our consent, becomes one of the mem- 
bers of this Union. She had, by her own valor, 
done what all Americans ought to deem a sacred 
right—thrown off all allegiance to Mexico, and 
successfully resisted all attempts to subjugate her. 
Mexico, by annexation, breaks off all intercourse 
with this country, and our Minister returns. Mex- 
ico threatens an invasion of ‘Texas, and concen- 
trates troops on the frontier. Our army are order- 
ed to Corpus Christi, on the west bank of the Nue- 
ces, and there they remain, while this Government 
is informed that a minister will be received from 
this country. The Executive, actuated by the 
same forbearance which has always been mani- 
fested by this country towards Mexico, imnie- 
diately despatches Mr. Slidell, THe is refused re- 
ception upon the pretext that his powers were 
general, to settle all matters in dispute, and not 
restricted to a negotiation about Texas. Now, if 
our Minister had becn restricted to that single sub- 
ject, is it not apparent that, in this, there would be 
‘a direct. admission that we had no right to annex 
Texas without the consent of Mexico? And is 
any one prepared to make this admission? . The 
vote of admission, at the present session, shows 
that number to be exceedingly small. In our reso- 


lutions of annexation, this Government reserves | 


the right ‘to settle, by negotiation, all questions of 
boundary. That negotiauion, so contemplated, is 
indignantly refused. The Mexican army are rap- 
idly assembling on the Rio Grande. That river, 
since the independence of Texas, (to say the least 
of it,) has been claimed as her western boundary. 
It was recognised by Santa Ana, in the treaty he 


made with the Texans upon his release, in 1836, | 


the full benefits of which treaty the Mexicans en- 
joyed, and by which they are most assuredly mor- 
ally bound. That boundary has ever since been 
claimed in all the public acts’ of Texas, and by 
this Government recognised at the present session 
of Congress. aa 
After all attempts at negotiation had failed, the 
-army is ordered to the frontier to resist a threatened 
invasion—the most appropriate position, as. all 
must admit, for supplies and communication. 
While thus posted, we are attacked, and Ameri- 
‘ean blood is spilt, and the war. in which we are 
now engaged is the consequence. It will not do to 
say in justification of Mexico that the country be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande was disputed 
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territory. Mexico claimed the whole of ‘Texas as 
a revolted province. . What else, after negotiation 
failed, could any American President be expected 
to do but to defend the territory claimed by one 
of the States of this Union? Suppose he had neg- 
lected to place the army in the position he did, and 
Mexico had invaded Texas: would he not justly 
have ineurred the severest censure, and received 
the most indignant condemnation for a gross dere- 
liction of duty to one of the States of this Union? 
This, briefly, is the state of facts for which the 
Executive is stigmatized as being guilty of the 
grossest usurpation. Let gentlemen beware how 
they deal in denunciations. of the Government of 
their country, engaged in the commendable act of 
resisting an invasion of the territory, and defend- 
ing the rights and honor of one of the States. They 
will most certainly incur the execration of a patri- 
otic constituency, and ultimately will be placed in 
the same category with the peace-party Federalists 
of the last war, who were visited with merited re- 
buke and political oblivion. I trust and believe 
the Mexican war will be a short one. The spirit 
of the country, wafted here from every section, is į 
a certain guaranty of that desirable result. And 
our course and success in this conflict will be anoth- 
er evidence that we shall furnish to Europe, that 
while the people of this country will never insist 
upon anything but what is right, they never will 
submit to anything that is wrong. 

Mr. W. HUNT addressed the committee in op- 
position to the bill, and in vindication generally of 
the system of protection, and the tariff policy of 
1842. 

Mr. WINTHROP obtained the floor, but said 
that, as he wished to address the committee, and 
not to speak to empty benches, he would move 
that the committee rise. 

The question being put, the ayes were 44, the 


After the committee had risen— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, moved a} 
call of the Fouse. 

Mr. ASHIMUN moved to adjourn; and the yeas | 
and nays being ordered, he withdrew the motion, 
to save time. $ 

Mr. DROMGOOLE renewed it. The yeas and 
nays were taken, and the motion was lost: Yeas ! 
39, nays 56. | 

The question was then puton a motion fora call, | 
and lost. 

Another motion was made to ađjourn; the yeas 
and nays were ordered, and the motion was with- 
drawn, ` 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was ascertained that 


a quorum was not present, and as a majority of 
those present had refused to take measures to en- 
force the attendance of the absentees, he would 
renew the motion to adjourn. The yeas and nays 
were taken, and there were, for the adjournment 
43, against it 42. 

So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGIL: The petition of Jobn P. 
Baldwin, and others, citizens of Dade county, Florida, for a 
mail ronte in that county: referred to the Committee on the ; 
Post Otfice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: Three memorials of citizens of | 
Michigan, in regard to thé mineral lands on Lake Superior: | 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. MOSELEY: Two several petitions of Betsy Sher- 
burne, widow of Andrew Sherburne, and of Phebe Parham, ; 
widow of Ezekic! Parham, revofutionary pensioners, pray- 
ing that they may be placed on the pension roll, 
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Mr. SEVIER presented the petition of Thomas 
L. Judge, in behalf of the Apalachicola tribe of 
Indians, praying compensation for their improve- 
ments on the lands ceded to the United States by 
the treaty of the 9th May, 1832; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Indian Affairs, j 

Mr. S. also presented the petition of David But- 
ler, United States military storekeeper, praying 
additional pay while in command of the United 
States arsenal at Mount Vernon and Fort Morgan, 
in the State of Alabama; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented 


the petition of 


Joseph Campan, praying the confirmation of his 
title to a certain tract of land in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. . 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted documents in relation 
to the claim of Elizabeth Pistole to a pension; 
which were referred to thé Committee on Pen- 
sions. ; 

Mr. A. also submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: ’ : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be | 
instructed to inquire into the propriety of granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Pistole, of Arkansas, widow 
of Charles Pistole, deceased. 

Mr. BRIGHT, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to increase the 
pay of the non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates of the army of the United States, and 
the militia and volunteers of the same, and allow- 
ing them bounty land in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee.on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of Peter Ingles; 
which was read, and passed to the second reading; 
and the accompanying report was ordered to he 

rinted. i 
p Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on the Li- 


i brary, reported “A bill providing for the publica- 


tion and distribution of additional copies of the 
narrative and scientific works of the exploring 
expedition, under the command of Commander 
Charles Wilkes, of the United States navy 3”? which 
was read, and passed to a second reading; and the 
accompanying report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported, with an amendment, the House 
bill granting certain lands to the Territory of Towa, 
to aid in the improvement of the navigation of the 
Des Moines river, in said Territory. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported, 
with an amendment, the House bill to amend the 
act entitled “ An act to grant a quantity of land to 
the Territory of Wisconsin, for the purpose of aid- 
ing in opening a canal to connect the waters of Lake 
Michigan with those of Rock river. f 

Mr. B. further, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, the House bill to 
grant a quantity of land to aid ìn the improvement 


tof the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect 


the same by a canal, in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin. . 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a joint resolution relative 
to errors and defective returns in certain surveys, 
plats, and field notes; which was. read, and passed. 
to the second reading, and the accompanying re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, submitted an adverse report 
upon the petition of Cecilia Carroll; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS, 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by Mr.. FIANNEGAN, pro- 
viding for the adjournment of Congress sine die on 
the 20th of July. 

Mr. BREESE moved (in the absence of Mr. 
Hanneaan) that the consideration of the resolu- 
tion be postponed until Monday next. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON expressed the hope that 
a postponement would not prevail. ` 

r. BREESE demanded the yeas and nays 
upon his motion, and they were ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS--Meésrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Calhoun, Cass, Colquitt, Evans, Hous- 
ton, Lewis, McDuflie, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier; Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, Westcott, and Yulee—2i. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Berrien, Bright, Cilley, Thomas 
Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Dix, 
Fairfield, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Pearce, Sem- 
ple, Simmons, Upham, and Woodbridge—22. 

So the motion to postpone was not agreed to, 

Mr. BENTON then rose and said, thathe would 
give some reasons against fixing the day of ad- 
journment, and then moye to lay the resolution 
upon the table. for the present. Besides the nu- 
merous important measures which still claimed the 
attention of Congress, there was a class of meas- 
ures which -they had been restrained from acting 
upon heretofore, and which they might now, within 
a short period, be able to act upon withoutrestraint. 
He alluded to the Oregon territory, and the meas- 


1024 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ures which would be necessary for its government, 
and for the preservation of law and order among 
the people. An organic law was necessary to be 
passed—a law which would stand for a constitu- 
tion for the territory—and which would require 
provisions of a large and liberal kind. A territo- 
rial government was to be established, to have its 
seat four thousand miles from this seat of govern- 
ment, composed of people of many nations, and 
immediately in commercial and social communi- 
cation with eastern Asia. A territorial government 
of that kind must have large and liberal powers, 
and must be strong. We wanted a Strong territo- 
rial government in that quarter, and able men to 
administer it. We wanted a governor who would 
be a superintendent. of Indian affairs as well as gov- 
ernor of the territory. The militia must be organ- 
ized; courts of justice, law, admiralty, and equity 
must be established. A collection district and 
custom-house must be established, and custom- 
house officers appointed; a surveyor- general's 
office must be established—land officers appointed; 
and people enabled ‘to. secure their lands. The 
port of the Columbia will need the facilities and 
rotection of other ports—buoys, beacons, light- 
bones are all wanted; fortifications are neces- 
sary. A territorial legislature must be organized; a 
whole class of measures for Oregon must be acted 
upon at this session, or delayed for a year. A de- 
lay of a few wecks now, is a delay of a year to 
Oregon; and Mr. B. called on the friends of Ore- 
gon to stand by her now, and prevent this prompt 
adjournment—an adjournment which would be 
fatal to all her measures. He (Mr. B.) had been 
the friend of Oregon thirty years ago, when she 
had few friends; he would not desert her now, 
when some of her late zealous friends are cooling 
off. Besides the great Oregon measures to which 
he alluded, there were many’ others, which are 
now ripe for decision. [Mr. Breese, of Illinois, 
mentioned the graduation bill.] Mr. B. accepted 
itasan amendment of his speech, and classed it 
with the great western measures which the whole 
West looked for, and which, with the Oregon bills, 
is peculiarly under the guardianship of western 
members. He concluded with a motion to lay the 
resolution on the table. : 
_ Mr. HUNTINGTON asked: for the yeas and 
nays on the'‘motion, and they were ordered. 

Ar. BREESE (the motion to lay on the table 
being withdrawn at his request) particularized the 
bill to reduce and graduate the price of the public 
lands as one most important to the West. He re- 
garded it as an act of folly to endanger the pas- 
sage of this bill by fixing a day of adjournment, 
which would render it impossible to act on it. 
Other. measures of deep importance required the 
action of the Senate, and he was unwilling to do 
anything to obstruct it. It would be the better 
course to leave it to the House of Representatives 
to make the first movement on the subject of ad- 
journment. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said he hoped that the joint 
resolution would not pass, but be postponed, or 
laid on the table, or the time fixed at least three 
weeks later than that designated. He said he was 
surprised at hearing the taunts and reproaches of 
the honorable Senator from Missouri to those who 
had gone for all of Oregon. He did not know that 
any portion of them were meant for himself. His 
zeal to do justice and right to those of our citizens 


who were in that portion of Oregon that would not | 


probably be wholly lost to us, had not abated, 
although he could well conceive that many might 
now entertain the opinion that the subject had be- 
come one of entire insignificance. It was within 
the knowledge of every Senator that the House 
bill organizing the government of Oregon, after 
its reference to the Committee on Territories, had 
been reported back to the House, and that com- 


mittee discharged from its consideration in conse- || 


quence of their inability to agree in reference to it; 
and it was then recommitted to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. Recent circumstances, to which it was 


not proper for him to allude more definitely, had | 


obviated the necessity, perhaps, of any further 
action on that bill, and it would be more regular for 
the Committee on Territories to be instructed to 
frame an organic law consistent with the present 
existing state of things, or rather, that would prob- 
ably exist, in a few weeks. Jn his opinion there 
was no necessity for any mighty hurry in this 
‘business. If the Senate thought differently from 
him), he could say for both committees—as he was 


a member of both—there was no wish to delay, 
and that probably a bill would be: reported. from. 
one or the other at an early day next week, the 
provisions of which could be discussed in the Sen- 
ate, and decided as it was proper ‘before definite 
information was received in relation to the estab- 
lished boundaries of that country, and which 
would probably be received by the aglish steamer 
of the last weekvof July. Both Houses of Congress 
could not ‘act “definitively until that ‘information 
was received; and if the subject was now. consider- 
ed of consequence, if we had now ‘interests and 
rights in that quarter-worth protecting, Congress’ 
should not adjourn until full information. waste- 
ceived, and legislation adopted of the character it 
called for. i A EEN 

Again: if newspaper accountsarë to be credited, 
it is net improbable that the present government 
of Mexico—if those can be called a government 
who have usurped the politica] power in ‘that coun- 
try—are, ere this, overthrown, and. others better 
disposed to do justice to the United States put in. 
their places. If so, it is not visionary to antici- 
pate that a settlement with that-country, and a 
treaty of boundary, may be completed within the 
next five or six weeks. If a revolution does not 
take place in Mexico, the activity of our gallant 
army in the West and Southwest may effect what 
a treaty would otherwise consummate. Important 
legislation, predicated on such a state. of things, 
might become necessary to be had forthwith. He | 
asked, would Senators jeopard the interests of the 
country, probably arising, as he had stated, :by a, 
precipitate adjournment? ‘As to local questions—: 
the tariff, sub-treasury, land bill, warehousing bill, 
and. most of the private bills—he’ believed they 
could be got through with, with ease by the 20th 
July, unless unnecessary and protracted debate 
ensued. But-the state of our foreign relations, in 
his opinion, forbade Congress to adjourn until a 
fortnight later. He was not disposed to place the 
subject of adjournment out of the control of the 
Senate, until we saw our way ahead somewhat 
clearer. 

Mr. DAVIS did not agree in this distrust of the 
House. He thought we might well fix a day for 
adjournment, and send it to the House. As it re- 
quired concurrent action, if the House refused to 
agree, of course the resolution would be harmless. 
Are we to-sit here from day to day, till the House 
sees fit to move on the subject? Are we to sit 
here, without daring to move or express our opin- 
ions on the question of adjournment at all? Can 
we not say whether public business is in such a 
state that we can designate a day for adjournment? |! 
We have now been about seven months in session, 
and the business ought to be in such a state that 
we could tel] when we shall be ready to bring our 
deliberations to a close. The Oregon bill may be 
passed to protect the persons, the property, and 
the rights of the people of that territory, before the 
time proposed for adjournment. If anything 
should arise requiring us to prolong the session, 
the power remains in Congress to revise its action. 
Therc is plenty of time before the day mentioned 
to transact all the business before us. . Surely it is 
now time to move, unless we intend to carry the 
session round from one year’s end to the other. 
He hoped the resolution would pass, that we 
might have a prospect. of bringing the session to a 
close. If the House of Representatives thought 
the day too early, they could amend; but he 
| thought it full time for the Senate to.express at 
least an opinion about adjourning. . 


Mr. SEVIER said, the time proposed for ad- 


|| journment was three wecks from Monday next. 


An important measure was now before the House 
of Representatives, the termination of the debate 
on which was fixed for Thursday next. It could 
not, therefore, be received in the Senate before the 
following Monday. Only two weeks would thus. 
| be left for Senators on the other side to vent their 
complaints against the bill, and he did not wish to 
| give them new ground for complaint by refusing 
them full opportunity of discussion. Then there | 
| is the Oregon bill, the bill relative to the public 
| lands, the harbor and river bill, and other meas- 
| ures, to be disposed of. The appropriation bills 
| were as yet in the hands of the Committee on 
| Finance; and to fix a day now. for adjournment 
i was to him amazing. He felt that he arid his 


|| friends. who were in the maj 


if 


{ 


} 


f € ority should and would |; adjournment of Congress ; 
|| be held responsible by the country for the great | so importanta purpose. But didit follow, th 
measures before them. If we fail'to.act upon them || a time was fixed for adjournment-say the 


iif we had not had time—ample time? 


“now, Wwe must take-them up de 
‘sion, which will bea ‘short one: I 
seven months in ‘session, but we hav 
volved in one war, ahd have just. pë t 
another: "These great questions, of course, have 
-taken up much ‘time. Ave we.t6 leave ‘all other 
measures untouched?—or are-we to'tie- dur hands 
by fixing a certain day, so. that wé cinnot-carry 
them out? He would appeal to the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr: J. M. CLAYTON Jant other gentlé-. 
men on the opposite side, who told as that we are 
responsible for the course of. levislation; whether 
they should not allow time.. Hehoped the reso- 
Jution would be postponed; «What would ‘be the 
value of one or two weeks additional, spent here; 
in comparison to: the good which: that. additional 
time might enable us to do? “If-we.can pees 
earlier than the day mentioned, ‘none would: bé 
more rejoiced than he; but there are some on this 
side of the House, and some on thé other side; 
who oppose every motion to meet at eleven 'o"elock, 
or to meet on Friday and Saturday. Give us time. 
We only want two-or three things to make this a 
glorious session. “We only want to p the new 
tariff bill, theland bill; the Oregon bill ` 

A SENATOR fror the other sile: 4 And the 
sub-treasury bill.” - Be Eg e 

Mr..SEVIER.. Yes; and the sub+itasury bill, 
‘and then we shall have carried al our imeastives toa 
glorious termination, and the session: will bè a gfo- 


rious session. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said the Senator had 


He had mentioned á 


his 
friends on the other side would: be Satisfied. with 
this extension of the session. i ` 


to the opinions of several Senators near him, he 
would move to substitute the 27th for the 20th of 


iJuly. This, he believed, would afford ample time 


for the accomplishment of all the important meas- 
urés ‘that were before, or that would probably be 
brought before, Congress at. the present session. 
We had been in session near seven months, arid, in 
his opinion, it was high: time thata period to the 
session should be determined upon. And, judging 
from what he could see and. ‘hear of public: senti- 
ment, the people were of the same opinion. ‘They 
had for some time. been ‘inquiring what we had 
done—what we were doing—and when, if ever, 
we expected to adjourn. The questions were per- 
tinent and proper, and we were bound- to answer 
them. - ‘Give us time,” said my friend from Ar- 


| kansas, (Mr. Sevrers] ‘Cas we upon this. side-of 


the Senate are responsible for the measures, give 
us time to perfect them.” He (Mr. Fy inquired 
“Ef we had 

been here seven months, talking, talking, talking, 
without acting, instead of constituting a reason. 
why we should remain here seven months, or évén 
one month, it was a.good reason why they should 
adjourn and go home, and get some fresher and 
better impulses by associating with their constitu- 
ents. ith the views of the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Missouri; [Mr. BeNnron,] in regard to 
the establishment of a ‘territorial. government: for 
| Oregon, or what there is left of it, he fully concat- 
red—not in general merely, but in all the particu- 
lars to which he alluded—and would regret the > 
without’ aitomplishine 
: if 
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July—that this measure would not be acted upon? 
On the contrary, he believed thé time given was 
ample. for this and every legitimate purpose of 
government. It had been suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, that we should, before proceed- 
ing in this matter—that is, the establishment of a 
“government for Oregon—await the arrival of the 
British steamer, which would be expected here 
about the 3d.of August. Should this course be 
adopted, in his opinion the month of September 
would hapa witness an end tò this session of 
Congress. But why wait? Why not set about 
this-matter now—to-day? What difficulty is there 
in it? The establishment of the government need’ 
not necessarily contain an exact description of 
boundaries, But if it were otherwise, could we 
not doit? Did we not all know what the bound- 
aries were? No man doubted the ratification of a 
„treaty, sooner or later, by both Governments, es- | 
tablishing the boundaries. It was certain enough 
to authorize legislation upon itas a “ fixed fact.” 
But if it were otherwise, then he would ask, 
what objection there was to acting now for the fu- 
ture—that is, by establishing a provisional gov- 
ernment? Let the act establishing a government 
be passed, to go into effect provided a certain con- 
tihgency occurred. Ali would understand him as 
referring to a treaty in reference to this territory. 
What difficulty could there be in all this? Te 
could see none. Officers were appointed in ihe re- 
cess of Congress by the President in other cases; 
why should he not be empowered to do itin this 
ease? 

_ But it has been said that there were several very 
important bills in the hands of the Committee on 
#inance, nut yet acted upon, that would occupy 
much time, It was true there were several im- | 
ey bills in the hands of that committee; and 

how often had we heard inquiries put to the hon- 
orable chairman of that committee, from various 
parts of the Senate Chamber, why it was so?— 
why those bills were kept back so long, while all 
were talking about the want of time? These great 
measures, for one, he was prepared, and was, in- 
deed, anxious to meet. He was not one of those 
who wished to give them the go-by. His senti- 
mients on those great questions were not unknown, 
and he would be glad of an opportunity to carry out 
and consummate his views by his vote. Te could 
perceive no reason, viewed in any light in which 
Senators chose to place it, why this session should 
be prolonged beyond the day he had named. He 
had the honor ‘of a seat in the other branch of 
Congress for four.years, and he had, during that 
period, made it his invariable rule to vote for the 
earliest day of adjournment, well knowing that, as 
soon as the day should be fixed, the business 
would at once adapt itself to that timc. ‘The great 
business of the session was to be donce—every- 
body understood that; and whether we had two, 
three, or four weeks to do it in, it would be done. 
When was a Congress ever found willing to as- 
sume the responsibility of leaving unpassed any 
of the great measures necessary for the proper ad- 
ministration of the Government, on the ground of 
a want of time? Never. What was necessary 
and proper to be done always was done, and per- 
haps the better done for the reason that there was 
no surplus time for long speeches. Again, he 


hoped he should be pardoned. for saying that, in i € 1 
| tioned in the resolution. 


his estimation, the argument of Senators against 
this resolution derived no force from the circum- | 
stance that they were always found voting against | 
meeting at an earlier hour, and always in favor of 
adjourning over Fridays and Saturdays, thereby 
throwing away two days in the week. If they 
were really in favor of the great measures alluded 
to, and were anxious to have time to act upon 
them, why not avail themselves of the present 
time? Why fritter this away in the expectation 
that the day of adjournment is constantly to be 

ushed off to an indefinite, or to a late period ? 
Bat he was hot disposed to prolong the discussion 
of this question, and would close with a motion to 
amend the resolution by inserting the 27th day of 
July; fully believing that this would afford ample | 
time for the proper consideration and determina- | 
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tion of every important measure before the present 
Congress. . 

Mr. LEWIS asked the Senator from Maine, 
when had a bill been delayed by the Committee 
on Finance for months? and when had he ever 
been appealed to by Senators to report any measure 
so. delayed? Ba 

Mr. FAIRFIELD referred to the independent 
treasury bill. ‘The Senator from Alabama would 
remember, among others, that the Senator from 
Indiana had made inquiries about. it, as well as 
other Senators. 

Mr. LEWIS. continued. No man in his senses 
would go for an adjournment in July, without in- 
tending to give the go-by to the great measures of 
the session. Whoever went for such a proposition 
must be opposed to a repeal of the tariff. Fle had 
delayed no great measure. He had stated, and 
would state again, that when the warehousing bill 
is disposed of, he would be ready to take up the 
independent treasury bill, and to pass it. The 
appropriation bills yet remain before us. These 
bills did not come to the Senate until five or six 
months of the session had passed, and now they 
are crowded in upon upon us, and we are expected 
to do in five or six wecks what the House of Rep- 
resentatives, aided by the previous question, had 
been six months in preparing. We have no rules 
for shortening debate as in the other House. We 
cannotgetthrough with the ordinary business before 
the 27th of July. The warehousing bill, the inde- 
pendent treasury bill, the Oregon bill, will then re- 
main. Congress has been in session six or seven 
months, and business is notin a forward state. The 
other House has found it necessary to insert in some 
of the appropriation bills subjects that should be 
passed by special acts. In short, we hear of 
nothing but appropriations.” One Administra- 
tion goes ont, and another comes in; but it is still 
the old song of “appropriations; nothing con- 
cerning a change of policy is cared about, whether 
Whig or Democratic measures prevail, When 
members get the appropriations, they are ready 
to go home and leave the great measures which 
the people trusted to them untouched. Surely 
this should not be the way in which Congress de- 
liberates for the country. ` 

Mr. BAGBY said he was always diligent in at- 
tendance here. If we have spent seven months, it 
has nat been wasted. We have been involved in 
one war, and, as it is said, have just averted anoth- 
er. This has been the most important session of 
Congress since the adoption of the Constitution. 
These seven months have not been foolishly wasted. 
Other measures, postponed by these extraordinary 
measures, now come up. Above all, the question 
of taxation demands attention. ` Surely this is too 
carly a day for adjournment, If we have devoted 
seven months to foreign affairs, we ought to devote 
some time to our own. If we are well employed, 
we need not fear that the people will sustain us in 
a long session. 

Mr. SPEIGHT had come from a sick bed to 
record his vote against this resolution. The tarif 
bill will not be received by the Committee on Fi- 
nance till within a fortnight of the day mentioned. 
Will two weeks be suffictent for that committee to 
examine it,.and for the Senate to act upon it? Is 
it intended to give this bill the go-by? If it is not, 
then we cannot fix the day for adjournment men- 


Mr. CLAYTON said the gentlemen on the other 
side would acknowledge him to be very obliging; 
but it was hard to find out what they wanted. 
«© Who can decide when doctors disagree?’ One 
Senator on the opposite side wants the 27th of July 
fixed as the day for adjournment. Another wants 
the 3d of August. He was willing to grant them 
all they asked, and would therefore adhere to the 
3d of August. The day, whatever it is, should be 
fixed. The same arguments would always be used 
against any day for adjournment. If the bill be 
laid on the table till the Q0th-of July, the same rea- 
sons will be urged then as.now. He would give 
them any time they asked; but is it not fair to.ask 
that they should name some time? 

Mr. DICKINSON would not permit any one to 


| 


| traneous application to 
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put constructions on his votes. He would sustain 
the sub-treasury law, the modification of the tariff, 
and other great measures, but-he must be permitted 
to say that he thought it was time to fixa day for 
adjournment. | He was happy to hear the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. Sevier] say that we were in 
the majority. He (Mr. D.) was anxious and wil- 
ling to actonall the matters before Congress, Other 
gentlemen have their responsibilities: he had his; 
but he believed that the people of his State thought 
it time to adjourn. ‘We had been long enough here. 
If we wait for steamer after steamer, they will be 
coming every month. ‘There will be another one 
the 19th of August. If we wait on in this way, 
we will sit through the whole year. Unless we 
mean to do this, we had better go home. 

Mr. COLQUITT thought if we were very pa- 
triotic we could work without any day being fixed. 
He would fix the day of adjournment as that day 
on which we could get through with ourwork. No 
one wants to sit here when there is nothing to do; 
but while work remains to be done the people ex- 
pect, us to remain at our posts. We were elected 
to discharge certain duties; let us boldly meet them. 
We can adjourn when the work is done. We 
should not adjourn sooner. He was in favor of 
laying the resolution on the table. ` 

Mr. BENTON said in reply to the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. DroxinsoN,] that he (Mr. D.) 
knew very well there was but one steamer to which 
he could refer, which was expected to bring us any 
particular news of importance. As for making us 
work slower or faster by fixing a day for adjourn- 
ment, he always worked the same way. He was 
a working man; and working men needed no ex- 
make them do their duty. 
Why can we notadjourn without giving ourselves 
thirty days’ notice? He wanted the work done; 
then he would go home. 

Mr. DIGKINSON replied that the steamer of 
the 19th of July might or might not bring out the 
intelligence expected. As for the gentleman’s care 
for Oregon, new converts were generally the most 
enthusiastic. He might bring in his bill for ex- 
tending our laws over all Oregon, if he chose, 
though that would be rather difficult now. Ee 
did not care how others voted, he would ‘give his 
vote to fix a day for adjournment. 

Mr. BENTON did care how others voted, As 
it would not disoblige the Senator from New York, 
if other Senators voted to lay the resolution on the 
table, he could assure them it would oblige him 
very much, and he hoped the would so act, as it 
would be agreeable to all. He renewed the. mo- 
tion to lay the resolution on the table. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table, and re- 
sulted—yens 27, nays 23, as follows: 

Y¥EAS—Messrs. Allen, Asbley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Cathoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Hay- 
wood, Houston, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisia- 
na, Lewis, McDutiic, Mangum, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, 
Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yu- 
lec—27. 

NAVS—Messrs. Barrow, Berrien, Bright, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Miller, Morehead, Semple, Simmons, 
and Upham—2z. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, being objected to, lies over under the 
rule: 3 : 

Resolved, That after this day, the Senate will 
meet at eleven o’clock A. M. 


ORGANIZATION OF VOLUNTEER FORCES. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate resum- 
ed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considera- 
tion of the following bill, reported yesterday from 
the Committee’ on Military Affairs: 

A BILL to provide for the organization of the volunteer 
forees; brought into the service of the United States, into 
brigades. and divisions, and for the appointment of the 
necessary munber of general officers to command the 
same. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to organize into brigades-and divisions such of the 


soe 
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volunteer forces as have been ormay be called into the ser- 
vice of the United States, under the act approved May thir- 
teen, eighteen hundred aud forty-six, entitled “ An act pro- 
viding for the prosecution of the existing war between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico 3” and that he he, 
and hereby is, authorized to appoint, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, such number of inajor generals 
and brigadier generals as the organization of such volunteer 
forces into brigades and divisions may render necessary: 
Provided, That the brigadier generals and major generals 
so appointed shall be discharged from service by the Presi- 
dant of the United States, when the war with Mexico shall 
be terminated by a definitive treaty of peace, duly concluded 
and ratified; or, in ease the brigades or divisions of volun- 
teers at any time in the service shal} be reduced in number, 
the brigadier generals and major. generals herein provided 
for. shall be discharged in proportion to the reduction in the 
number of the brigades and divisions: And provided, further, 
That each brigade of volunteers shall consist of not less 
than three regiments, and each division shall consist of not 
less than two brigades. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to amend the bill 
by swiking out all after the word ‘* Mexico,” in 
the ninth line, down to the proviso at the end of 
the same, and inserting the following addition sec- 
tions: 


Sec. 2, Be ü further enacted, That when the number of 
regiments of such volunteer forces, called into the service 
of the United States from any one State, under the said act 


ofthe 13th of May, 1846, shall be sufficient to form a brigade, | 


a brigadier general for the command thereof shall be ap- 


pointed by the proper authority of the State to whieh they i 


belong, in the manner preseribed by the laws of said State. 


Suc. 3. Be it further enucted, That the second section of 


the act entitled “An act supplemental to an act providing 
for the prosecution of the existing war hetween the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and for other purposes,” 
approved the ——~day of June, 1846, be, and the same is 
hereby repealed. 

‘Sec. 4, Be it further enacted, That the Président of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint by 
aud with the consent of the Senate, two brigadier generals 
in addition to the present military establishment. 

Mr. BENTON said this was a renewal of the 
debate of yesterday, and a few remarks would be 
sufficient to show that the amendments proposed 
ought not to be adopted. They were incongruous 
to the bill, and seem to proceed upon an erroneous 
idea. The amendment seems to suppose that di- 
visions and brigades are to come from States, and 
to act together as such; not so the fact. Regiments 
are the highest organization authorized; and al- 
though it may happen that a sufficient. number. of 
regiments may ‘be called from one State to consti- 
tute a brigade, or a division, yet they are not call- 
ed as such, and may not be employed together 
after they go into the field, One regiment may go 
to one place, and another to another place, and 
may never act together asa brigade or division. 
The incongruity of the State generals would be 
manifest. The volunteers are for a year; the mili- 
tia generals will come by seniority, and be for six 
months. All the generals in the service should be 
on the same footing—all appointed by the President 
and Senate, and all entitled to equal command and 
respect according to their grade. The bill proposes 
to appoint generals to serve during the war: if the 
‘war continues more than a year, and generals gain 
some experience, we do not wish to disband them. 
The States, without a new law, could not appoint 
generals to serve either for the war, or for a year; 
the generals for six months would be an incon- 
gruity. Seniority is the rule of service among the 
militia; and that rule might give a general too old 
for the active and distant service which these vol- 
unteers may have to perform. The President and 
Congress are responsible for the management of 
this war: itis a Federal, and not a State war. The 
Federa] Government is responsible for its manage- 
ment, and its management will depend upon the 
generals. Congress votes—the President orders— 
but the generals act: and thus the management of 
the war devolves at last upon the generals. They 
become the executors of the votes of Congress, and 
of the orders of the President, and, therefore, 
should be appointed by Federal authority—by the 
President and Senate. This is the principle of the 
bill reported by the committee; and to transfer the 
appointment of generals to the States, would be to 
put the management of the war out of the hands of 
those who declared it, and who are responsible to 
the country for its management. The amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky seemed to Mr. B. 
to involve incongruities.and impossibilities—ineon- 
gruities, in giving six months’ generals to twelve 
months’ men; impossibilities, In looking to the 
States for generals which are to serve for a term 
unknown to their militia systems, and which would 


require the State Legislatures to be called together || 


and pass a new law for their appointment. 
Mr. -CRITTENDEN explained his amend- 


ments, and pointed out the difference between his 
proposition and that of the Military Committee at 
length, and urged with mach earnestness several 
arguments in favor of his proposition. s 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, opposed the 
amendment of Mr. Crirrenpen.. He showed the 
difficulties to be encountered in carrying out the 
provisions of the amendments. ae 

Mr. CASS-was in favor of the billasitis. The 
President is responsible for the war. What he 
thinks necessary should not be withhéld. _ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN replied to. the Senators 
from Michigan and Maryland, : defending his 
amendment against the objections urged. eke 

Mr. COLQUITT said it was only to officer the 
regiments already raised when mustered into bri- 
gades that this bill was intended. ia 

Mr. HOUSTON supported the biH 
in reply to Mr. CRITTENDEN. ` 

Mr. WESTCOTT offered an amendment to that 
of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN, ] 


, and spoke 


“by which the President was to call on the Executive 


of the State or Territory furnishing a brigade of 
volunteers, to detail and furnish a brigadier gene- 


ral of the militia of said State or Territory to com- 
j| mand such brigade; and so, also, if a State fur- 


nished a division, a major general of militia to 
command such division; and ifa brigade or division 
was composed of volunteers from different States 
or Territories, that the President might call on the 
Executive of any one of them for such officers. 
He said his objection to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky was, that it was impracti- 
cable—nay, impossible—to carry it oùt. It pro- 
vided that the Governor of the State was to appoint 
the generals according to the law of: the State. 
Now, in several of the States—in Florida, for in- 
stance—the general officers of the militia are elected 
by those subject to military duty in the bounds of 
brigades and divisions.” In others, the Legisla- 


-tures elected these officers. In others, the regi- 


mental officers or brigade officers. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky would not 
secure the volunteers officers of their choice. What 
brigade or division should elect in Florida, if that. 
State furnishéd a brigadier or major general’s-com- 
mand? In those States where the Legislature 
choose such officers it must be convened. It-could 
be readily seen in such cases the laws could not be 
carried out. At any rate, great delay would ensue. 
Mr. W. said he was opposed to the bill reported, 
as he conceived it was a deadly blow to the rights’ 
of the States, as tending to degrade and destroy 


į the militia. He believed the militia general officers 


in the States were mostly excellent: officers, and 
best qualified to command volunteers. He believed 
there were as good officers’ in the militia as in the 
regular army. Mr. President, (said Mr. W.,) in 
your city (Philadelphia) I believe there is as much 
military ability, and intelligence, and patriotism, 
and of every quality requisite for a good general 
officer among your militia generals, as there is to 
be found possessed by the same number of regu- 
lar officers. I would as soon trust the militia gen- 
eral officer of my own State as the best in the 
regular army, and much sooner, in command of 
Florida volunteers; and I say this without mean- 
ing in the least to disparage the officers of the 


army. Sir, (said Mr. W..,) the militia officers are4/ 


chosen by their fellow-citizens, who know them 
personally. But, I ask, how is the President to 
ascertain the fitness of the candidates who will be 
proposed for brigadierships, &c.? I suppose by 
the recommendations of members of Congress, as 
he cannot know all the candidates personally. In- 
stead of being selected for superior qualifications, 
it will be next to an impossibility for the President 
to avoid selecting men whose chief claims are po- 
litical services rendered or to be rendered. Mr. 
W. said he was not for unnecessarily increasing 
the Federal Executive patronage. Jackson, Brown, 
Porter, and others, of the best general ‘officers of 
the last war, where militia officers when they first 
went into the service. 


come forward at the call of their country, wonld 
he surprised by the passage of the bill under con- 


sideration. It would create dissatisfaction among ` 


them, and he thought not without reason. They 
did not anticipate it. They expected to-be com- 
manded by their own State officers, and not by 
Federal army officers. There wasa natural jeal- 
ousy amongst volunteer militia against officers of 
the regular army.. Mr. W. said he did not coin- 


| di 


{ cide with those Senators who put the gallant, pa- 
triotic volunteers, often among the best citizens of 


ithe country, on the same ‘footing with the’ merce- 


naries and .others, ‘too. many. of them foreigners, 
who enlisted in our regular army as private soldiers 
for.a living, and who would continue mere soldiers 
as long as they could find food and raiment in the 
service. All ovr regulars were not of such class, 
but too many were.. The volunteers laid off their 
habiliments ‘as citizens, and became soldiers tem- 
porarily, and. they would ‘return to their former 
occupations as soon as. their coufitry. no longer 
needed their services. “Stich estimation of the vol- 
unteers, classing them with the regular’ soldiers, 
degraded them; it was an insult. to, them, and he 
not acquiesce in its justice: Mr: W. said he 
did not agree that. this. war was the ‘President’s 
war, or that he was tesponsible for it; and, there- 
fore, that he was to have the’ sole conduct of it, 
and so forth. It was the country’s war.” Congress 
was as much responsible for it as the Executive. 
Every Senator and Representative was responsible 
‘for its proper conduct. . All were bound to second 
and aid the Executive in bringing it to.a speedy 
close, and he was prepared to do so; and he repel- 


| led with scorn any imputation.that, because he dif- 


fered as to the. mode or means of best effecting it, 
he was lukewarm, much less disposed. to create 
obstacles to its successful prosecution. For one, 
he did not intend to allow himself; in the ‘huzza, 
and smoke, and noise of war, to:be persuaded or 
induced by any means to vote. for measures that 
would establish a dangerous precedent, or lead to 
confusion and dissatisfaction. His object was to 
strengthen the power of the country. 0°... 
The debate was continued. by Messrs. DIX, 
CRITTENDEN, CALHOUN, BENTON, ‘and 
JOHNSON of Maryland. ER ERES : 
Mr. BERRIEN said he would vote for the first 
clause of the amendment of the Senator from Flor- 
ida, and gave his reasons at some length, but could 
not vote for the two last clauses. He gave. his 
reasons for his opposition to the two last clauses at 
some length also... i ea 
Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped the Senator from 
Florida would withdraw his amendment, and. .ad- 
duced his reasons therefor.) =o," 
Mr. WESTCOTT. said he would 
two last clauses; but he could not g 
request of the Senator from: Kentucky as | 
first, and he reiterated his former arguments in favor 
of its adoption. “os ite Ne ae eee 
The question was then taken on Mr. Wesr- 


| corr’s amendment to the amendmeént submitted 
| by Mr. Critrenven, and the 


same was disagreed 


to. 
The question recurring upon Mr. CRITTENDEN?S 


| amendment, the yeas and nays were called there- 


i on, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Cilley, J. M. Clayton, 
Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Simmons, 
Upham, and Wooubridge—18. A g 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atherton, Benton, Berrien, 
Breese, Bright, Cass, Clialmers, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Haywood, Houston, Johnson of 
Maryland, McDuffie, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Stur- 
geon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—25. : 

So the amendment was disagreed to. - 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, ordered 
i to be engrossed and read. a third time, ang, by 
unanimous consent, was immediately read a third 
time by its title, and passed. È 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

.  Tuurspay, June 25, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
; Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on ‘the state of 
i the Union. 
| Mr. ASHMUN asked Mr. McK. to withdraw 
| the motion, to enable him (Mr. A.) to introduce a 


t 
i 
i 
i 


: || proposition the character of which was not stated. 
Mr. W. said the volunteers who had so nobly || 


Mr. McKAY, remarking: that the gentleman 
| could introduce the proposition this evening, de- 
| clined to withdraw his motion. ri : 
Whereupon Mr. ASHMUN demanded ‘a divis- 
ion on that motion. i at 
And the question being 
| ayes 62, noes 16. 
No quorum voting. EE 
| Mr. BOYD moved that there be'a call: of the 
i House. i es 


taken, the yote stood— 


i 
i 
j 
i 
i 


> 
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A brief conversation: followed; after which, ` 
Mr. Q. S. HOUSTON: demanded. the yeas and 

nays on the motion of Mr. Born; which were or- 

dered; and, being ‘taken, wére—yeas 46, nays. 67. 
So the call of the House was refused. ; 


THE TARIFF, 


The question then recurred, and was ‘taken on 
the motion. of Mr. McKay, and decided in the af- 
firmative. : f 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole-on the state of the Union, (Mr. Coss, | 
of Georgia, in the chair,) and resumed ‘the con- 
sideration of the bill to reduce the duty on imports, 
and for other purposes. , ` 

Mr. WINTHROP was entitled to the floor, and 
addressed the committee daring the hour. After 
adverting cursorily to the Mexican war, and ex- 
pressing his intention to vote for all necessary sup- 
plies to carry it on, so long as the President ad- 
hered to the pledges he had given to bring it to a 
close so soon as. that object could be, honorably 
eifected, proceeded to speak in vindication of the 
tariff policy of 1842, and in opposition to. the bill | 
before the committee. In doing this, he laid down 
the following propositions: 

1. That provision ought. promptly to be made 
for furnishing the Government with whatever ad- 
ditional revenues and resources may be necessary 
for bringing the existing war with Mexico toa 
just and speetty conclusion, and establishing an 
honorable peace. | an 

2. That no additional revenue. can be relied on 
from the bill now under consideration, either as 
originally reported, or with the modifications which 
have heen proposed by the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury; but that, on the contrary, the whole expe- 
rience of the country shows that the operation of 
such a bill would be materially to diminish the 
revenue, | 

3. That this bill is, at best, a mere experiment, | 
and one which, there is great reason tp fear, would 
result in both curtailing the resources of the Gov- 
ernment, and crippling the industry of the people; 
and that in adopting an entire system af ad valorem 
duties, it would open the door to all manner of in- 
equalities and frauds, and would be especially op- 
pressive to the honest American merchant, 

4. That the tariff of 1842 has proved itself for 
three years past emphatically a revenue tariff 
yielding, with signal uniformity, and in precise cor- 
respondence with the calculations of its framers, a 
net average annual revenue of nearly twenty-seven 
millions of dollars, and at once protecting the labor 
and enriching the treasury of the nations and that | 
no substantial modification—certainly no material | 
reduction—of the duties which it imposes, would 
be likely to yield anything like an equal amount to 
the Government. ` 

And 5. That an issue of eight or ten millions of 
treasury notes, and the imposition of moderate 
specific duties on tea and coflce, for a short term 
of years, and for the single purpose of defraying 
the expenses of the war, are the only measures for 
increasing the resources and. revenues of the nation | 
which can be adopted with any reasonable pros- 
pect of success; and that, unless the Administra- 
tion and its friends intend to take the responsibility | 
of resorting to direct taxation, or of incurring a | 
large national debt, these measures ought to be 
adopted by them without delay. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD addressed the committee in 
advocacy of the tariff of 1842, not less as a revenue 
measure, as demonstrated by its actual operation, 
than a measure of salutary protection to the indus- 
trial interests of the community. 

Mr. E. W. HUBARD obtained the floor, and 
addressed. the commiuce (in a statistical speech, of 
which a full report is in course of preparation) in 
favor of the bill under consideration. | 

Mr. EWING, of Pennsylvania, then obtained | 
the floor, and spoke in vindication of the pratective 
policy, and in favor of its continuance, —_ 

Mr. STROTIM followed on the same side—de- 
seribing the prostrate condition of all the industrial 
pursuits of the country before the enactment of the 
tariff of 1842; and the. impulse and prosperity 
whieh it had imparted to all branches of business. 


[These speeches will appear in the Appendix | 


1 repared. | 
“ hen preparat obtained the floor, and moved that 


the committee rise. 


On which motion no quorum voted. 
The committee rose, and the chairman reported 


|| year, and the amount of imports of each. class that 


| passing u joint resolution to authorize the account- | 


Í olution, which, being modified at the suggestion of 


that fact to the House. It was now a quarter past 
three o’clock. f ` 

On motion of Mr. YANCEY, a call of the House 
was ordered. - 

The roll was called over, and 92 members an- 
swered to their names; not a quorum. 

Mr. ITARALSON moved to suspend the call. 
Negatived—25 to 39. ~ 

Mr. GEORGE W. JONES moved an adjourn- 
ment. Negatived—31 to 58. 

The absentees were then again called, and 10 | 
answered, making 102 present. 

The doors were now closed, ‘and the absentees | 
were again called, that excuses, if any there should 
be, might be offered for them by their friends. 

And a portion of their names having been called, 

Mr. BURT moved an adjournment; which was 
lost. 

The call was resumed, and further progress 
having been made— i 

A. motion was made by Mr. STRONG that the 
House adjourn. Lost. 

Further progress having been made— 

Mr. BIGGS moved to dispense with further 
proceedings, Negatived. 5 

Mr. POLLOCK moved an adjournment. Neg- 
atived. 

The call of the list having been completed, 27 
members were excused for non-attendance—some 
because they were sick, others because of sickness 
in their families or friends, and others because 
they had gone to fight the Mexicans. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to dispense with further 
proceedings. Agreed to, 

And the House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, June 26, 1846. 


Mr. BERRIEN submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Chat the Committee on Naval Affairs 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


ing officers of the treasury to settle the accounts of | 
the United States ship Boston, Captain Pender- 
grast, and to pass to the eredit of the purser, G. 
R. Barry, the items charged to him in the recon- 
ciling statement of his accounts. 


Mr. JOLINSON, of Louisiana, submitted a res- 


Senators Wesrcorr and Srzieut, as follows, was 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Treasury be 
instructed. to report to the Senate such goos as 
may be in his department, as to the fran s report- 
ed to have been committed by recent importations 
from the West India Islands into the port of New 
York and other ports of the United States of syr- | 
ups and molasses, and to report such measures as 
may be necessary to guard against the recurrence 
of such frauds. 


Mr. SIMMONS submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish the Senate with the estimates 
by the department of the annual amount of im- 
portations which it is expected. will be made, 
should the duties thereon be charged as proposed 
in his report of the 16th instant, specifying the 
amount in value of imports of the articles compre- 
hended within each of the several classes of mer- 
chandise upon which it is proposed to levy upon the 
value thereof duties at the rates of 125 per cent., 
40 per cent., 30 per cent., 25 per cent., 20 per 
cent., 15 per cent., 10 per cent., and 5 per cent., 
respectively, together with his estimate of the 
amount of revenue to be derived therefrom; also, 
the estimated amount of the annual value of im- 
ports of such articles as itis proposed shall con- 
tinue to be imported free of duty; and that he 
accompany the same with a statement of the 
amount in value of importations the last fiscal year 
of all articles embraced in each class of. imports 
upon which it is proposed to levy the foregoing 
rates of duties; stating in each case the amount of 
imports of articles subject to duty under- existing 
laws, and the rates of duty paid thereon the last 


were imported the last year free of duty, with his 
estimate of the amount in value of imports of each 
kind-after the proposed change in the rates of du- 


ties shall have taken place. Also, a statement of | 


the revenue received from customs for the three 
first quarters of the present year, and the amount 
to be expected from that source for the fourth 
quarter. ` p ; 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolu-. 
tion: ee 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate an infor- 
mation in the department showing the num er and. 
description of troops that have been mustered into 
the service from Alabama since the first of April 
last, under’ the calls for volunteers to serve in the 


i| war against Mexico, and discharged. Also, the 


number and description of volunteers, if any, who 
have tendered their services to the Governor of 
Alabama for the service aforesaid, and who have 
not been mustered into the service. - : 


In submitting the resolution, Mr. B. said that 
the information sought by the resolution he was 
about to offer was not for the purpose of censur- 
ing any one. On the contrary, he availed himself 
of the occasion to say that, in his judgment, all the 
departments of the Government, the State author- 
ities, the officers of the army and navy, and, above 
all, the people, have, in reference to the war against 
Mexico, displayed a degree of promptness, zeal, 
and patriotism, above all praise. "The object of the 
information sought by the resolution was to en- 
able Congress to provide promptly for the payment 
of those who had, although disappointed in shar- 
ing the honors and perils of the war, exhibited an 
ardent and impulsive patriotism never surpassed 
and never to be forgotten. Mr. B. could not, upon 
a subject like this, attempt to disparage or under- 
rate the patriotism of the people of any portion of 
the United States where all have done so well. He 
could not, however, repress the gratification he felt 
that a portion of the people of Alabama were the 
first to move at the call of their country, and to 
exchange the scenes of social and civil life for the 
field of battle, and that the tide of patriotism con- 
tinued to roll on in an unbroken current to the 
scene of danger. He hoped the resolution would. 
be considered now, and unanimously adopted. 

The resolution was then considered and agrecd 
to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
following resolution, which lhes over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to report to the Senate whether any individual has 
been authorized by the department, or recommend- 
ed by the department to the Executive of any State 
to be authorized, to raise volunteers to serve in the 
war with Mexico, or whether the Governor of any 
State has been authorized by the department to 
receive into service volunteers raised or to be raised 
by any individual named by the department; and,’ 
if so, that he report the facts to the Senate, together 
with copies of any instructions or correspondence 
relating to the same, and state under what power 


! sach authority has been given or such recommen- 


dation has been made. 

Mr. HAYWOOD submitted the following reso- 
lution, which lies over: 

Resolved, ‘That a select committee be appointed 
to revise the rules for conducting the business in 
the Senate of the United States, and to inquire‘and 
make report to the Senate whether any, and if any, 
what amendments are necessary or expedient for 
the orderly*or convenient despatch of business. +4 


Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of George Mayo, deceased; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. The 
accompanying report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on. Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom- was referred the report of 
the Secretary of War, communicating a report of 
an expedition under Lieutenant Abert, reported 
“that it be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing;” which was agreed to. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate, appointed to confer 
with a like committee of the House of Represent- 
atives in relation-to the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported : 

«That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
9,12, and 19. > i i 

“That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the House to its 14th aud 16th amendments, 
and agree to the same. 

«That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to its 18th amendment, and agree 
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to the same with the following amendment, viz: Strike out 
the whole of said amendment of the House, and insert, in 
tieu thereof, the following : ¢ And it shall be the duty of the 
s different agents and sub-agents to take @ census, and to ob- 
¢tain such other statistical information of the several tribes 
‘of Indians among whom they respectively reside, as may 
‘be required by the Secretary of War, and in such form as 
the she rescribe.’ 
z fat fie Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Iouse to its 11th amendment, and agree 
to the same with the following proviso : (Provided, That the 
< money herein or heretofore appropriated for the payment 
cof the appraised value of the Wyandotte improvements, 
éshall be paid by an agent of the United States to the several 
íc individual Indian claimants in person, or, in the évent of 
‘the death of any of the original claimants, then to his fam- 
sity, and to no other person or persons whatsoever.’ 
éThatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 10th 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same, 

«That the House recedefrom its disagreement to the 20th, 
Ast, and 22d amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with the following amendment: Strike out the whole 
af the said three amendments, and agree to the following in 
tien thereof: g 

SEC. —. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$75,000 heretofore paid to the President of the United States, 
under the treaty made with the Seneca Indians of New 
York, in the year 1842, for the benefit of said Indians, and 
ihe stock in which the same may have been invested, shall 
be, and the same is hereby, taken absolutely to the use of 
the United Stares, in accordance with the prayer of said In- 
dians ; and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the T 
ury to cancel the said stock, and place upon the boo: 
his department the amount of 75,000 to the credit of said 
Indians, upon which sum interest thereafter shall be paid to 
them at the rate of five per centum per annum: Provided, 
That any interest which may be duc and unpaid on said 
stock at the time of its cancellation shall be forthwith paid 
to them. 

“Sec. — And be ih further enacted, That the President 
of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to re- 
ceive from the Ontario Bank of New York, any stock of the 
public, debt of the United States, or money which the said 
pauk may bold in trust for the said Senecas, whenever the 
said Indians, or other persons whose consent may be neces- 
sary, shall in proper form authorize the transfer; and to 
cause the stock to be cancelled, and the amount thereof, 
and of any moneys which he may receive, to be deposited 
in the treasury to the credit of said Indians, upon which 
amount interest thereafter shall be paid to them at the rate 
of five per centum per annum, until Congress may direct the 
principal in this and the preceding section to be paid to the 
Indians. 

“BEC, — And beit further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be, and he is hereby, required to ascertain what an- 
nuities or moneys have been wrongtully withholden from 
the said Senecas by the late sub-agent of the United States, 
and so lost to them: and to that end, the said Secretary is 
authorized, ifin his judgment it shall be necessary or expe- 


dient so to.do,.to issue a: commission ór commissions to |! 


some discreet person. or persons, to be selected. by him. to 
take testimony in the premises, and to report the same to 
Congress; and to defray any expenses which may be in- 
curred in the execution of the provisions of this section, a 
sum not exceeding five hundred dollars is hereby appro- 
priated, 

«That the House receded from its disagreement to the 
first amendment of the Senate, and agreed to the same with 
the following amendment: 

“Strike ‘out the words ‘fully accounted for, and settled 
all existing balances that may be outstanding and unae- 
counted for,’ and insert in licu thereof ¢ settled his accounts 


of the preceding year, and satisfactorily shown that all bal- | 


ances in favor of the Government, which may appear to be 
in his hands, are ready to be paid over on the order of the 
department.’ ” 


The question being taken upon concurring with 
the report, it was agreed to. 
THE MEMPHIS CONVENTION. 


Mr. CALHOUN, from the special committee to 
whom was referred the memorial of the Memphis 
Convention, reported a “ Bill authorizing the ap- 


‘pointment of a board of engineers to make an ex- || 


‘amination and survey of the Mississippi, with a 
‘view to the improvement of its navigation, and 
‘provision for the gradual reduction of the price 
‘ofthe swamps and inundated public lands lying 
‘thereon within the States of Louisiana, Arkan- 
“sas, Mississippi, Illinois, and Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. C, said that he rose to present the report of 
the special committee to whom was referred the 


memorial of the Memphis Convention. Beforesend- | 


ing the report to the Seeretary’s table, he would 
make a few explanatory remarks. The conven- 
tion was called to deliberate on the best means -for 
developing the resources of the western and south- 
ern Atlantic States. They adopted twenty resolu- 
tions. They embrace many measures, some more 
and others less important. The committee con- 
fined their attention to four or five of the most im- 
portant. Among them they regarded the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi and its 

reat tributaries as by far the most important. 

hey accordingly directed their attention especially 
to it. The result oftheir deliberation was a unani- 
mous opinion that Congress had the power, under 
the Constitution, to improve ita navigation; that it 
is-embraced. in the power to regulate commerce 


} 
j 


among the States; and thatit is restricted to the 
removal of the obstructions which endanger or im- 
pede its navigation, with the exception of one of 
the members, the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Barrow,]-who believed the restriction was too 
Jimited. a : 

In conclusion, Mr. C. moved that the further 
consideration of the subject be postponed until two 
weeks from. Monday next, and that. the: bil be 
made the special order for that day. . 

Mr. BREESE expressed some regret. that the 
Senator from South Carolina should have: seen-fit 
to introduce into the bill anything connected ;with 
the system of the public. ands, which. had: been 
under the careful revision and examination ‘of the 
appropriate committee, and a bill already matured. 
He thought it entirely foreign to the subject. before 
the select committee. He hoped that so great a 
subject as that of the public lands would not be 
acted on, at least in so partia} a manner as that 
contemplated in the bill reported. bee eat wh 

Mr. CALHOUN was.of opinion that his bill 
would harmonize entirely with the views of the 
friends of the land bill, and he thought there would 
be no subject of conflict between -the two, 

The question was then taken upon the motion to 
postpone the further considcration of the subject 
until next Monday two weeks, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

The memorial of the Memphis Convention, and 
the report of the Select Committee thereon, were 
ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN had not heard the report read. It 
was certainly one embracing a subject of much 
importance. He would inquire of the chairman 
of the select committee whether its view had been 
limited to the Mississippi proper, without reference 
to its tributaries, whether the gencral power. had 
been discussed, and if the precise limit would be in 
proportion to the magnitude of the subject? He 
should like to hear it read, if it met the views of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CALHOUN replied that the subject had 
been fully discussed, and not only with regard-to 
the immediate tributaries of the Mississippi, but 
all its tributaries. T'he reading of the report would 
not occupy more. ‘than one hour oran hour and a 
half at farthest; and he wished it read, that the 
Senate might judge. ` : 

Mr. SEVIER hoped the time of the Senate 
would not be taken np in reading the report. It 


| could be printed in a short time, and laid on their 


tables, and he desired that the reading would not 
be pressed. 

Mr. ALLEN admitted it would have been more 
agreeable to him to have the report read, but he 
would waive it. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved that five thousand ex- 
tra copies be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, said the subject 
was avery important one, and one in which all. 
the new States were deeply interested, and had been 
looking forward to with increased interest. . He 
therefore thought that the number ought to be in- 
creased to ten thousand, and he would make that 
motion. ` .- py ; 

Mr. TURNEY moved-to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. : 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the motion to refer would 
be withdrawn. It was customary-on some occa- 
sions to refer to the Committee on Printing, but 
not on one like the present. There-was no man 
within the sound of his voice that was not impress- 
ed with the importance of the subject; and tlie very 
source from which it had emanated would cause 
it to be generally read and universally sought 
after. 

Mr. TURNEY made a brief reply, but declined 
to withdraw his proposition. : 

Mr. CAMERON hoped the subject would not 
be referred, and explained his reasons. 

The question was taken on the reference, and 
decided in the negative: Ayes 15, noes 20. 

The question was then taken on pristing ten 
thousand copies, and decided in the affirmative. 

[A message was received from the House. of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed the Senate bill for the organization ef the 
volunteer forces into brigades and- divisions, &c.; 
also the joint resolution in relation to the issuing of 
grants of certain lands in Louisiana.} 

Mr. DICKINSON said he-had one word of per- 
sonal explanation. In avreported debate, contained 
in the Union of this morning, which he supposed 


was intended. to briefly relate ihe debate had ygs- 
terday upon: the subject of adjournment, h uld 
notice a.single error. He: was: reportes have 
said he: awas pleased to hear the Senator from Arkan- 
sas (Mr. Srvien] say he-was in the majority.” This 
he didnot say. He said hé ‘was pleased to learn 
from the Senator. from Arkansas, [Mr. Sevier] 
for whose opinions -he ‘entertained gréat- respect, 
that we were in the-majority.”’ This corfection 
was due to the Senator named. yen 

Mr. CHALMERS submitted the following res- 
lution; which was agreed to; = > ne 

Resolved; That five thousand additional copies of 
-the report of the Joint Committee on: the Library 
upon the Exploring Expedition be. printed)“ 

_ Mr. SEVIER moved that the Senate take up the 
private calendar; which motion was agreed to. 

On motion.of Mr. JOHN M: CLAYTON, the 
Senáte took’ up for consideration, as in Committee 
of the Whole, the bill for the relief-of the legal-rep- 
_resentatives of John J.. Bulow, deceased; which 
was reported: back to the Senate without amend- 
ment; and, after discussion by. Senators JARNA- 
GIN, WESTCOTT, DAVIS, DAYTON; and J. 
M. CLAYTON, it was’ postponed: until Tuesday 


next. ee A; z 
“The Senate resumed: thé consideration of the 
‘<bill for the relief of. Elijah White,” the question 
upon the engrossment of which was taken a few 
days since, and decided in the negative, and sub- 
sequently ordered to be reconsidered, on motion 
of Mr. Westoort.. After discussion by Senators 
WESTCOTT,. PEARCE, ATCHISON, BEN- 
"TON, JARNAGIN, and SEVIER, the question 
was taken upon ordering the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and resulted as follows: o 


YEAS—Messrs. Alleit, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- ` 
by, Benton, - Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass; Chalmers, 
Davis, Dickinson, Dix, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Turney, and West- 
cott—22, MEt ' 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Cilley, Thomas Clay- 
ton, Corwin, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Hay wdod, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, Man- 
gum, Morehead, Pearce, and Upham—18&. =. + p 
_ So the bill was ordered to be engrossed andread 
a third timiest o i feeb e oti sir A tunik he gh 
The bill: for the -relief of Fran 
was read a second time, co 
tee of the whole, reporte 


neis 
sdas 


committee of the whole, reported back tó the Sen- 
ate without amendment, and the questión being 
taken upon ordering it to be engrossed and read a 
third time, on a division, 16 voted in the affirm- 
ative, and 16 in the negative. 

The PRESIDENT giving the casting vote in the 
affirmative, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. ; 

The bill, in addition fo an ‘act for the relief of 
Walter Loomis and Abel Gay, was read a second 
time, considered as in committee of the whole, 
i reported back to the Senate without amendment, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
¿The bill to allow to Elijah White additional 
compensation for services and reimbursement of 
| expenses incurred as sub-agent west of the Rocky 
| Mountains, was taken up, and its further consid- 
eration postponed until to-morrow. 

The ‘bill. farther to extend the patent of Jethro 


| Wood,” was read a second time, considered as in 


| committee of the whole, reported without amend- 
| ment, and the question being taken upon ordering 
it to be engrossed and read a third time, it was de- 
cided in the negative by yeas and nays—19 10-22. 
{A message was received from ‘the ‘President of 
| the United States, announcing that he had-signed 
| and approved the bill providing for the organiza- 
| tion of the volunteer forces into brigades'and- divi- 
| sions, and the appoinment of the necessary offi- 
cers to command the same. - Also, the joint reso- 
; lution in relation to issuing grants of ¢ertain lands 
n the State of Louisiana.] = Deas 
On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Senate 
then proceeded. to the consideration of Executive 


business, and after some time -spent therein, the 
; doors were opened; and: a oan 


LO- The Senate adjourned. 


1846. 
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- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
/Fripay, Juné 26, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and a roved. 

Mr. ASHMUN (leave having been denied) made 
an ineffectual motion to suspend the rules, to enable 
him to introduce a joint resolution (concerning a 
private case.) : ste” tak uaa pita 

Mr..G..S. HOUSTON moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
‘state of the Union. : l 
ji Mr. PRESTON KING desired Mr. H, to waive 
the motion, to` enable him (Mr. K, to withdraw 
certain p pers from the files of the House. 

Mr. H. declined to waive the motion. 

And the question having been taken thereon, the 
vote steod—ayes 42, noes 20. ine 

No quorum voting. 
© Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that there be 
a call of the House. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON called for the yeas and 
nayson the motion to go into committee. è 

‘he SPEAKER put the question as if the de- 
mand had been made for the ycas and nays on the 
motion fora call of the House. 

And the House refused to order them. 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON then, remarking that he 
would leave the motion to go into committee inthe 
hands of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, (Mr. McKay,] waived his motion, 

On motion of Mr, JACOB THOMPSON, a 
message received from the Senate, notifying the 
House of the passage of certain bills, was taken 
up. se 

THE HOUMAS CLAIM. 


The joint resolution from the Senate relating to 
eertain grants of land in the State of Louisiana, 
coming up on its first and second reading, 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved its reference to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, 

_ Mr. BOYD moved that the resolution be put on 
its passage. 

Mr. RATHBUN explained the object of the 
resolution, and nope the motion of Mr. Boyn. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that if the resolution 
was committed.at all, the Committee on the Judici- 
ary was the appropriate committee. It had taken 
that direction in the Senate. He did not think, 
however, that commitment was necessary 5 bul to 
test the sénse of the House, he would demand the 
previous question. 

(This demand, if seconded, would cut off the 
motion to commit, and bring the House to a direct 
vote‘on the third reading of the resolution. ] 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table; which motion was rejected. 

And the question recurring and being taken on 
the demand, for the previous question, the vote 
stood, ayes. 52, noes 50, 

Wo quorum voting. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of 
be a call of the House. 

Mr: G. S. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and 
mays, which were ordered; and, being taken, were, 
yeas 38, nays 101. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

But a quorum voted. 

‘he question then recurred and was taken on 
the demand for the previous question, which was 
seconded. 

The main question was ordered, and, being 
taken, the resolution was read a third time. 

And the question being on its passage— f 

Mr. NORRIS asked the yeas and nays, which 
were refused. : 

‘And the resolution was passed. 


THE VOLUNTEER FORCE. 


The bill from the Senate, éntitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the organization of the volunteer corps 
brought into the service of the United States into 
brigades and divisions, and for the appointment of 
the necessary number of general officers to com- 


mand the same,” came up on its first and second 
reading. ` 
It-was readas follows: ; 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the nited States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to organize into brigades and divisions such of the 
volunteer forces as have been or may be called into the ser- 
vicé of the United States, under the act approved May thir- 
teen, eighteen “hundred and forty-six, entitled “ An act pro- 
viding for the prosecution of the existing war between the 
United States 
and hereby is, 


Virginia, moved that there 


authorized to appoint, by and with the advice 


and the Republic of Mexico; and that he be, - 


and consent of the Senate, such number of major generals 
and brigadier generals as the organization of such volunteer 
forees into brigades and divisions may render necessary: 
Provided, That the brigadier generals and major generals so 
appointed shall be discharged from service by the President 
of the United States, when the war with Mexico shall be 
terminated by a definitive treaty of peace, 
and ratified ; or, in case the brigades or divisions of volun- 
teers at any time in the service shall be reduced in number, 
the brigadier generals and major generals herein provided for 
shall he discharged in proportion to the reduction in the 
number of the bilgades aud divisions: nd provided. further, 
That each brigade of volunteers shall consist of not less than 
three regiments, and each division shall consist of not less 
than two brigades. 


Mr. HARALSON moved that the bill be put on 
its third reading. Its commitment, he said, was not 
necessary, inasmuch as the subject had received the 
consideration of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
who had prepared a bill verbatim like that before the 


|| House. : 
Mr. FARAN (Mtr. H. yielding the floor) desired || 


to offer the following amendment, which he sent 
to the Clerk’s table, and which was read for infor- 
mation: 

‘Thar from and after the day of the commencement of hos- 
tilitica in the existing war with Mexico, and until the close 
of the said war, the pay of the non commissioned officers, 
musicians, and privates, in the regttlar army of the United 
States, and of volunteers and militia in the service of the 
United States, shall be three dollars per month in addition 
to the pay and allowance now authorized by law. 


Mr. HARALSON continued. He could not 
consent (he said) to yield the floor for an amend- 
ment of that description at present, It related to 
matters that could be made the subject of legisla- 
| tion in some other way. It was known that the 
‘original bill, recognising a state of war with Mex- 
ico, passed on the 13th of May—now upwards of 
| six weeks sinec—und the organization of the amy 
was not yet completed; yet twenty regiments or 
upwards ‘were now on their march to the Rio 
| Grande, or had already arrived there. 

Cries in several quarters: Move the previous 
question.” 

Mr. HARALSON said he was requested in 
many directions to move the previous question; 
and looking to the necessity of action, he would 
reluctantly do so, 

Mr. BRODILEAD raised the question of the ne- 
cessity of the commitment. 

Me. STEPHENS and Mr, CARROLL appeal- 
ed to Mr. Hananson to withdraw the previous 
question, to enable them to offer amendments. 

And the question being taken on the demand 
therefor, the vote stood—ayes 66, noes 67. 

So there was not a second. 

Mr. COCKE now offered the following amend- 
| ment to the bill: 

Strike out the words “and brigadier generala”? 
and the words into brigades and,” and insert 


And when the numbers of volantecr regiments from 
any ouo State, offered and accepted under the act of the 18th 
of May, 1846, shall he sufficient to constitute a brigade, a 
brigadier general for the command of the ne shall be ap- 
pointed by the aúthority of that State to which they belong, 
in the manner preseribed by the laws of said State.’? 

Mr. STEPHENS was opposed (he said) to hasty 
action upon a matter of so much importance. He 
should move, before he took his seat, the commit- 
ment of the bill to the Committee on Miltary Af- 
fairs, with instructions. The Fouse would now 
see the condition into which it had been brought 
by this kind of action. This was the third mili- 
tnry or supplemental war bill. if the House, 
when it passed the original act recognising the war 
had not been gagged; if two or three days had 
been allowed for deliberation, a satisfactory bill 
would probably have been passed in the first in- 
stance. 
bill would be constrained to admit that, if it was 
passed, there would in a few days be a fourth bill 
| brought forward. All he wished was time for de- 
j liberation. 

Mr. S. moved to recommit the bill with the fol- 
lowing instructions: 


t the House, providing that in all cases when any 
‘State has furnished a sufficient number of volun- 
c teers to make a brigade, it shall be officered in all 
€ respects according to the Jaws of said State.” 

Mr. HARALSON (in reply. to the remark of 
Mr. Srepvens as to the number of bills that had 
been introduced) remarked, in justification of him- 
self and of the Committee on: Military. Affairs, that 
none of these supplemental bills would have been 
necessary, if the Senate had acted’on the bill in the 
form in which it originally stood. 


(immediately before the first proviso) the following: | 


Any gentleman who would look at this į 


«Tò report a bill in lieu of the bill now before | 


duly concluded |i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


! force, being a peculiar 


‘cers of the militia of 


Mr. STEPHENS did not wish to be under- 
stood (he said) as making any charge against the 
Committee on Military Affairs. He was only 
speaking of the impropriety of hasty action. The 
charge was rather against the House. Where was 
the necessity for acting upon the bill at this mo- 
ment? Why not let it be printed? He did not 
believe there were fifteen members of the House 
who understood the provisions of the bill, Time 
should be given for their consideration. ‘The bill 
involved great questions; he thought it involved’ 
a high constitutional. question. He did not wish 
to embarrass the passage of this or any other 
measure that might be deemed essential. AH that 
he wished was, to proceed slowly, correctly, and 
safely, but at the same time ‘as expeditiously as 
possible, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, said it was time 
for them to act. This bill only proposed a. practi- 
cal mode of doing that which they had intended 
should be done by the bill they had previously 
passed. He, therefore, hoped the House would 
act without delay on the subject, and that the mo- 
tion he was about to make would prevail. He 
moved the previous question. 

Mr. YANCEY appealed to Mr. C. to withdraw, 
to enable him to offer an amendment, 

Mr. CHAPMAN declining, the question was 
taken by tellers, at the demand of Mr. Hoge, and 
the House refused to second the’previous question 
—ayes 70, noes 74. ' 

Mr. YANCEY said he was in favor of the refer- 
ence of this bill to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, with instructions. He therefore moved the 
following resolution: 

Resolted, ‘That the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, with instructions that 
said committee report an amendment thereto, pro~ 
viding for the election of major and brigadier gen- 
erals, by the commissioned officers of each division 
and brigade of volunteers which may be organized. 
by provision of the bill; and that said officers, so 
clected, be commissioned by the President of the 
United States. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. GEN- 
TRY and Mr. YANCEY, as to the precise form 
of amendment. 

Mr. Y. was of the opinion that the volunteer 

iar force, and volunteering on 
the supposition that they would be allowed to 
choose their own officers, that privilege should be 
extended to them as far as general officers are con- 
cerned... They. know these men, and have confi- 
dence in them, and unless. volunteers have full 
confidence in the officers to command them, they 
are not the proper species of troops, ; 

Mr. BUR'T said he had bestowed some care and 
examination upon this bill, and upon the necessi- 
ties which a volunteer force suggests in the organ- 
ization of the army. He thought this House, if 
it would take the trouble to understand the charac- 
ter of these troops, and the character of the offi- 
the States, would perceive 
that it was absolutely indispensable that the Pres- 
ident of the United States, with the advice and 


| consent of the Senate, should commission the gen- 


eral officers of the volunteers. 

In relation to the amendment of his friend from 
Alabama, [Mr. Yancey,] he had only to say, that 
it was utterly impracticable, as every one who un- 
derstood the organization of the army must see, 
In the event that the volunteers choose their offi- 
cers, and those officcrs are commissioned by the 
Executives of the States, he had only to submit to 
this House that, under the act of Congress of the 
13th of May last, the militia, whether officers or 
privates, can be called into the service of the Uni- 
ted States for but six months: The Governor of 
a State issuing a commission to an officer, be he 
colonel or general officer, can commission him in 
the service of the United States for but six months. 
He apprehended that none of his friends who were 
disposed. to insist so strenuously on the rights of 
the States would be disposed to controvert that 
proposition. He isa militia officer—an. officer of 
the militia of the States; and under the act of Con- 
gress. the President of the United States. cannot 
call either the privates of the States or their officers 
into the service of the United States for a longer 
penod than six months. These volunteers have 

een engaged inthe service of the Unitet States 
for twelve months; and it is proposed by the 
amendment of his friend from Alabama, that we 
should place in command of these troops who are 
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thus engaged for twelve months, officers who hold 
their commissions for but six months. It cannot; 
be otherwise; it must be so. If the general officers | 
were sent to command these voluntcers according 
to the principles of this amendment, and a vacancy 
in the office of brigadier or major gencral were to 
occur, he asked his friend from Alabama, how that 
vacancy was to be filled? Eow, in the field or in 
the service, when your State brigades or divistons 

` are sent off in detachments, or regiments, or com- 
panics—how was it possible that the vacancies 
thus occurring shall be filled? The great diversity 
in the laws of the several States respecting the 
militia— respecting the mode- of appointing officers 
of militia, makes some uniform rule necessary. 
For instance, in some of the States the general of- | 
fieers of the militia—ma jor and brigadier generals 
are appointed for four years; in other States there 
is no organization of the militia at all. 

The expediency of the appointment by the | 
President of the United States being thus apparent, 
Mr. B. proceeded to submit to the House some 
views on the constitutional power of the President 
to appoint officers for volunteers. He undertook, 
from a careful examination of the acts of Congress 
from 1791 to the present time, to say, that the vol- | 
unteers of the States have never been regarded as | 
the militia of the States; whilst, under some of | 
these acts, they have not been regarded as enlisted 
men in the service of the United States, he said 
the volunteers accepted by the President of the 
United States, under an act of Congress, have | 
never been regarded as the militia of the States. 
This is the point, as he understood it, of difficulty | 
with gentlemen on this floor. Now it was in- 
structive in questions of this kind to advert to the 
leering of Congress on this subject in times past. 

Ar. STEPHENS interposed, and inquired how 
it was that the President dood not appoint colonels 
in the regiments of volunteers, unless it be that 


By the law of the 28th of May, 1798, (3d vol. 
laws, 51,) the President was authorized’ to- cause 
to be enlisted and called into actual service, in case 
of war or invasion, 10,000 troops for three years; 
and in addition to them, to accept any company 
or companies of volunteers, t whose commissioned 
officers the President is hereby authorized to ap- 

oint. - piat 
p By the law of the 22d of June, 1798, volunteers 
under the act-of the 2d of May were exempt from 
militia duty until their discharge, and were to be; 
drilled. . peat Ee 

Farther provisions for appointment of officers by 
the Presidesit; company officers to be commission- 
ed by the President. . ` aa 

By the law of the 2d of March, 1799, (3d vol. 
laws, 262,) the President was.authorized to accept 
75,000 volunteers, of which the officers were to be 
appointed by the President. A 

By the law of the 3d of March, 1803, (3d vol. 
laws, 556,) the President was-authorized to require 
of the Executives of the States “ to organize, arm, 
and equip, according to law,” a detachment. of 
militia, not exceeding 80,000, -officers included. 
The President was also authorized to empower the 
Executives of the several States to accept, as, part 
of the detachments aforcsaid, any corps of volun- 
teers who shall engage to continue in service for 
such time, not exceeding twelve months, and per- 
form such services, as shall be prescribed by Jaw. 
That the detachments of militia and volunteer corps 
shall be officered by the States. 

By the law of the 18th of April,.1806, the Pres-4 
ident was authorized to require the Executives of 
the States to organize, arm, and equip, according 
to law, 100,000 militia, officers included; and that 
he may-authorize the said Executive to accept, as 
a part of the said detachment, any-corps of volun- 
tecrs who shall engage to continue in service six 
months. f 


here. : 
‘thought this concurrence of the action of our own 


United States—that -Congréss in all its legislation 
onthe subject, have: regarded them,not as. the 
militia of the States, but as-troops enlisted in. the 
service of the United States. “Whenever the Ex- 
ecutives of the States were authorized to receive 
volunteers jnstead of militia, they appointed ‘the 
officers... They were then State volunteers: - But 
in every solitary instance, as-he had shown, except 
the act of 6th February, 1812, volunteers who were 
engaged in the service of the United States were 
officered by the authority of the Government of 
the United States;.and that act of 1812; as hé had 
before shown, on the recorimendation òf “Mr. 
Madisoti, was immediately changed. Boi 
Mr. B. should not undertake to define whether 
the volunteers are militia men, or whether they 
are regular troops of the United States; but he 
thought it was apparent that, the legislation of the 
United States has.considered them not the militia 
of the States, for he had shown that when so en- 
gaged they have been by acts of Congress exempt 
from the performance of militia duty; and the au- 
thority of the militia laws over them has been en- 
tirely withdrawn. He did not perceive that there 
was any just ground of ‘constitutional difficulty 
If it was a mere doubtful question, he 


Congress ought to be entitled tó grave considera- 


‘tion. When, then, they considered that the efi- 


ciency of these troops was so dependent npon the 


mode of officering; when they remembered there 


has been an unbroken series of legislation in favor 
of this. bill, he trusted this House was not about 
to adopt another principle, and refuse to authorize 


the President to officer the volunteer troops called 


into the service of the United States... 
Mr. THOMASSON said what had.,fallen‘’from 


the gentleman from-South Carolina had. satisfied 
bim of the impropriety of hasty.action upon. this 
question. 


He was not now prepared to say even 


what his opinions were upon this matter.. But 
this much he could say: he was unwilling to vesi 
in the President of the United States the power to 
take from. the citizens of any other State.a genera} 
officer, and put him in command -of the militia of 
his (Mr. T.’s) State... He did not: care whether 
you called them volunteers, or what name you ave 
them. -Hè objected: to the; citizens, ofrone. State 
being’ officered by, officers from anot! te, with 
whom they have. no acquaintances and in. .whony 
they have no confidence. . As’ to: the precedents 
referred to by the gentleman from’South Carolina, 
if there had been this looseness in’ legislation, he 


The said detachment of militia and volunteers to 
be officered by the authorities of the States. 

By the law of the 30th of March, 1808, (4th vol, 
laws, 158,) the provisions of the last law were re- 
enacted. 

By the law of the 6th of July, 1822, (4th vol. 
laws, 374,) the President was authorized to accept 
the services of 50,000-volunteers, to be appointed 
according to the laws of the States: vacancies oc- 
curring to be so filled. : : 

Mr. Madison’s message—30th of June, 1812— 
recommends that the officers of the volunteer forces 
be commissioned by the authority of the United 


they are considered as State troops? If they were 
regular troops, the President would necessarily 
appoint them. 

r. BURT (resuming) remarked that he had 
already said that volunteers had not by previous 
acts of Congress been regarded as militia. But in 
reply to the inquiry of the honorable gentleman 
from Georgia, he would say that Congress pre- 
scribes the number: of troops andthe organization 
of them; and the colonels. by the acts of Congress 
are permitted to be elected by the volunteers, as a 
concession to the prejudice which these troops are 


known to entertain against being commanded by 
officers of the United States. It is avery great | 
concession to these prejudices of the voluntecrs, 
which has suggested the provisions of the bill on 
your table: it is that these voluntcers shall not be 
placed under the command of officers of the army 
of the United States, because it is known they are 
repugnant to being commanded by these officers. 
They are taken from the great body of the people; | 
they will be selected no doubt by the President, if 
this authority be conferred upon him, upon every 
principle on which gentlemen endeavor to restrict 
the choice and the appointment of the President. 
But he held in his hand, prepared with care, a 
brief synopsis of the acts of Congress on the sub- 
ject of volunteers. 

By the law of 3d March, 1791, the President 
was authorized ‘to employ troops enlisted under 
the denomination of levies, in addition to, or in 
place of, the militia, for six months, (to be sooner 
discharged if the public service will permit.) 

The President was authorized further to organ- 
ize such levies, and alone to appoint the commis- 
sioned officers thereof. : 

By the law-of 9th May, 1794, the President was 
authorized to require of the Executives of the 
several States a body of 80,000 militia. By this 
act the President was empowered to authorize the 
Executives of the several States to accept any in- 
dependent corps of cavalry, artillery, or infantry, as 
part of the detachment aforesaid, provided they shall 
voluntarily engage as corps in the service. 

_, By the law of 29th of November, 1794, the Pres- 
ident was authorized to call forth of the militia 
2,500, to be stationed in Pennsylvania, He was 
also authorized, in case he deemed it expedient, 
“to direet voluntary enlistments of any of the 
militia of the United States, in lieu of the force 
authorized, for a term not exceeding thirty days 
after the sitting of the next Congress.’’ 

No provision asto officers, but the. President 
early had power to appoint. 


ch 


States. | 

By the law of 6th July, 1812, (4th vol. laws, || 
480,) the President was authorized to appoint the 
general, field, and staff officers of the volunteers 
that have offered, or shall hereafter offer, their ser- 
vices to the United States, under the law of July 
6, 1812, with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate. y 
Volunteers were required to sign an enrolment | 
binding themselves to service conformably to that 
act. 

The law of 24th July, 1814, (4th vol., 647,) au- 
thorizes the President to receive into the service of 
the United States such proportion of volunteers 
authorized by the act of 6th February, 1812, and 
that of 6th July, 1812, as the public service re- 

i quires, if they engage to serve for five years or 
during the war, unless sooner discharged. 

And thus the officers of such corps ‘shall rank, 
according to grade and the dates of their commis- 
sions, with other officers of the army. 

By the law of 30th March, 1814, the officers of 
the volunteer corps last mentioned were. entitled to 
promotion in the regular army, and all necessary 
appointments and vacancies in said corps, to be 
made and filled by the President and Senate. The 
law of 27th January, 1815, authorized the Presi- 
dent to receive into the service of the United States 
troops not exceeding 40,000, which shall have been 
employed in the States when raised, and raised for 
twelve months, to be officered by the States, and 
the adjoining States; also, authorized to receive 
40,000 volunteers, to be officered by authority of : 
the United States, (4th section.) “And. that the | 
whole number of State troops and volunteers shall 
not exceed 80,000 men. ie 

The foregoing, until we come to the act of 1836, | 
| is the whole of the legislation of Congress on the | 
| subject of volunteers. 


It appeared, then, that the States regard volun- 


i 
H 


j 
i 


thought it high time for them now -to.make some 
proper regulations. 


His colleague. [Mr, Boxn] 
said the laws of Kentucky do not provide how the 
militia of Kentucky shall be officered. He did 
not remember the precise regulations for the mili- 
tia there, if there were any, for really they had 
become a laughingstock for the last ten or fifteen 
years, since the war fever had gone off; but he 
would do this, if he could do no more: he would 
vest the authority in, or leave the authority with, 
those States which have legislated on the subject; 
and if there were some which have not legislated, 
and provided, for such a case, he would. say to the 
Executives of the States that they must exercise 
that althority; he would not. A 

He adverted to the advantages the State author- 
ities have over the Federal, in the selection of these 
officers, specifying especially the greater certainty 
that they would choose officers, of better general 
qualifications, and enjoying in a greater degree the 
confidence of the troops. 

But another and more serious reason was, that 
he did not want to see any more power in. the 
hands of one man in this Government than is now 
in the hands of the President. He understood, if 
the field officers came in under -the laws of the 
several States, they are still responsible to all the 
rules and regulations of the army; they are under 
the control of superior officers, commissioned by 
the President of thé United States -with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. What injury, then, 
could follow? If the line had never beer drawn 
heretofore, let them fix it now, and make the regu- 
lation, that whenever any other force than-:the 
regular army of the United States shall be brought 
into service, they shall be officered by the States. 
Some definite rule of action should be fixed. He 
was for taking the stand; let the Military Commit- 
tee of the House, if necessary, drafta bill, -and let: 


j teers as not militia; that the Government of the 


them pass. it, giving to the States the appointment 
of the officers for their.own forces. cs i ; 


1846. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1031 


The Governor of Kentucky had refused his 
commission to any general officers, it- was said, 
because he was of the opinion that there was no 
Taw authorizing it. ` But no difficulty could possibly 
arise under this state of things. A lieutenant, a 
commissioned ‘officer of any grade; could take all 
these troops new at Camp Washington, Camp 
Owsley, or any other camp, and bring them to the 
field, where they. would be placed under officers of 
the General Government. : 

He wanted to ask the-gentleman from South 
-Carolina [Mr, BLacr] where are the colonels 
or lieutenant colonels belonging to our regular 
army? Had we an army, and that army perhaps 
now numbering five-sixths of the whole forces of 
the United States, and but one colonel, as was said, 
and five or six lieutenant colonels? If, on the other 
hand, we had these officers, there was no necessity 
for urging the appointment of these officers under 
this bill; let the officers we have take the com- 
mand. ; 

_ He should oppose this bill. He thought it was 
time for us now to draw a line between those in the 
regular army of the United States, and those which 
he called the militia of the United States, whether 
diafted militia or volunteers. 

_ Mr. BOYD said, if it be conceded, as he thought 
it ought to be, that they had the power to pass the 
bill under consideration under the general author- 
ity given to Congress to raise and support armies, 
sustained as they were by the various precedents 
cited by the gentleman from South Carolina, he 
thought it would appear clear to every gentleman 
on this floor that they ought to pass it, and to pass 
it now; and that the complaint which gentlemen 
make on all sides, that they should not act hastily 
was not well taken. 

As wag remarked by the gentleman from Georgia, 
{Mr. Haratson,] the chairman of the Committee 
on Militar Affairs, Mr. B. would again say, in 
justice to the Committee on Military Affairs of this 
House, and in justice to the action of this House 
upon. the subject of raising an army against Mex- 
ico, that if the bill reported by that committee, and 
sent to the Senate, had been passed by that body, 
that gentlemen would not have had it in their power 
to rise and inquire why it was that they had so 
many supplemental bills. A gontleman interposed 
in the Senate—one of the gentleman’s friends—a 
particular leading friend [Mr. Carrrenpen] of those 
who oppose this bill—and on his motion this pro- 
vision was stricken out of the bilt originally re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs of 
this Elouse, and passed’by this House. Thus the 
opposition commenced; and it has been continued 
by gentlemen who agreo with that. gentleman in 
opinion, both there and in this body. 

Now, what was the state of facts in reference to 
this bill? Twenty-four regiments are filled, or 
about being mustered; of these regiments there 
were eight brigades, there being three regiments to 


a brigade, And we have no general officers. Who | 


can appoint them? Cotld the Governors of the 
‘States? Where was the law? Why would not 
the officers of the States act, and make the appoint- 
ments? » Because there was no Jaw, State or na- 
tional, that authorized the Governors to make these 
appointments. Could the President make them ? 

o; they were now asking the power for the Pres- 
ident to appoint them. According to the true con- 
struction of any and all the laws on the subject, he 
‘cannot do more than select those now in commis- 
sion in the several States, to take command of the 
brigades mustered into the field. 

And what did his colleague [Mr. THomasson] 
say in regard to the competency of these officers 
to take command? He tells you that the militia 
system in our State (Kentucky) has been a mere 
laughing-stock for the whole community. And 
these are the officers his colleague would have 
placed. over the Kentucky volunteers, now mus- 
tered into service to go to actual war against Mex- 
ico! 

‘What they asked in this bill was, to give officers 
to their brigades. -Thenecessity-is pressing. He 
trusted we should have no more talk about haste; 
either give us these officers and let these brigades 
go fully officered into the field at once, or disband 
them. Away with these complaints about haste. 
What did gentlemen want? To deliberate? To 
deliberate long? T'o send to the various commit- 
tees, and delay action where the, necessity for action 
is so pressing? The whole thing was ina nut- 


shell; and he repeated, it was their duty at once to“ 


provide officers. for these brigades, or to disband 
them. oy 4. 

He preferred the proposition of the gentleman 
from Alabama’ to all others, but for the exigency 
that is upon us. Could they sit here three or four 
months; and wait for the election of these officers 
before we can avail ourselves of these troops which 
are now mustered into service? He trusted'in God, 
before this could be done, our war with Mexico 
will be closed. Let us prosccute it to a speedy 
termination, as well as an honorable and just 
one. 

Mr. HARALSON said, when he made a few re- 


marks upon this subject, a short time since, he 


‘moved the previous question at the suggestion of 


friends around him, but contrary to his own incli- 
nation. It was done barely to conform to what he 
supposed was the wish of the House. As that 
motion was not sustained, he would avail himself 
of the opportunity of presenting a few views upon 
the merits of the bill, and the necessity of speedy 
action upon it. There was no necessity for a ref- 
erence of it to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Its principles had been well considered by that 
committee, for the original bill which they had re- 
ported to the House, and received its sanction, 
contained in substance the same provision now 
sought to be carried out by the bill under consid- 
eration. ‘The Gth section of that original bill, re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs of 
the House, after providing for the organization of 
the volunteer force called into the service of the 
country into brigades and divisions, directed the 
President, “by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint the generals of brigade and 
division, and the general staff as now authorized 
by law.” After it passed the House, this provis- 
ion was stricken out in the Senate, and gave rise 
to the necessity for the supplemental bill, which 
was approved on the 18th of this month, and which 
originated in the Senate, as was intended, to com- 
pate the organization of the brigades and divisions, 
mt which, it seems, there will be great difficulty 
in executing, if even it should not be found totally 
impracticable—especially the 2d section of it. 
The difficulty resting upon the minds of many 
gentlemen js in drawing a proper distinction be- 
tween the militia and a volunteer foree. The 
clauses of the Constitution under which these dif- 
ferent descriptions of military force are called into 
the service, are very different. That under which 
the volunteer force called into the service under the 
act of the 13th May, providing for the prosecution 
of the existing war with Mexico, and under which 
that act was framed, will be found among the enu- 
merated powers of Congress. Tt is t to raise and 
support armies”’—not relating to the militia, but 
to some other mode of raising them, such as has 
been adopted in this instance. This distinction 
will be the more apparent by veference to the ver 
next clause but one in the Constitution, which 
refers to the militia distinctly, and gives to Con- 


gress the power ‘to provide for calling forth the j 


militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, and to repel invasions.” The dis- 
tinction was clearly illustrated by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,] and has been 
acted upon from the earliest days of the Republic 
to the present time. The whole history of the 
legislation of this Government from the very first 
has shown a decided distinction between a volun- 
teer and the militia force of the country. Another 
clause of the Constitution relating to the militia, 
and which has tended no little to confuse this sub- 
ject, is the very next to that to which I have last 
adverted. It declares that Congress shall have 
power ‘to provide for organizing, arming, and 
‘disciplining the militia, and for governing such 
‘parts of them as may be employed in the service 
‘of the United States, reserving to the States re- 
«spectively the appointment of the officers, and 
‘the authority of training the militia, according to 
‘the discipline prescribed by Congress.” This 
has been construed into a reservation of the power 
on the part of the States to appoint officers to the 
volunteer force which the General Government 
may ask of them to supply in any emergency, and 
a consequent prohibition to the General Govern- 
ment to exercise that power. The error consists 
in not drawing a proper distinction between vol- 
unteers and militias and if that is done, the diffi- 
culty is at an end. The militia are called for by 
requisition on the States; volunteers are only in- 
vited, generally through the Executives of the 


States; and if they should not respond favorably to 
the invitation, you have no power, under ‘laws 
passed authorizing volunteer service only; to re- 
sort to drafts, which may be done under requisi- 
tions for militia, Under an act authorizing the 
President to accept the services of volunteers only, 
you cannot resort to drafts. ‘The power to raise 
a volunteer force is not found in the clause which 
“ provides for calling forth -the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union,” &c., but in that which 
gives Congress the power *‘ to raise and support 
armies.” It is, however, due to the patriotism of 
our people to state that frequently, although it is 
not always the case, requisitions Upon the States 
for militia are supplied by volunteer service, with- 
out the alternative of a resort to draft; and in such 
cases they might, and I have no doubt would, be 
considered voluntecr militia; and the States from 
which they might be raised would have the right 
to appoint the officers’ under the reservation to 
them in the Constitution. But when the original 
invitation is only for volunteers, under an act 
which authorizes volunteer service only, and 
where there is no requisition for militia, nor au- 
thority to resort to drafts, nor the interposiuon of 
State authority, required to enforce a compliance 
with such invitation, I think it cannot be consid- 
ered any violation of the Constitution for general 
officers to receive their appointments from the 
General Government; and this course 1s sustained 
by the universal practice of the Government, 

The second section of the supplementa] bill, ap- 
proved the 18th instant—indeed, the entire bill, as 
introduced into the Senate—was intended, as Lam 
informed, to ‘supply the deficiencies in the act of 
the 13th May, created by striking outa part of the 
sixth section of the bill as it passed the House. It 
was therefore made to conform to the views of 
those gentlemen in the Senate who differed with 
the views of the House in regard to that section. 
That section has been found wholly impracticable, 
so far as some of the States are concerned. It 
would not be found impracticable in my own State; 
for, although we cannot boast of our militia organ- 
ization, it seems we are in a far better condition in 
that respect than some of the other States. In 
some, I understand there is scarcely the vestige of 
a militia organization left. In some, the general 
officers hold their commissions only for a few 
years, when they go out, and others are clected to 
supply their places. Itis impossible that the Pres- 
ident can know, in such cases, whose commission 
will last during the twelve months, for which time 
the volunteers are called into the service. Again: 
nnder the laws in force before the act of the 13th 
May, the militia could not be called out for a 
longer period than three months, and by that act 
for no longer period than six months. Suppose 
the President undertakes to execute the second 
section of the supplemental bill, and should call out 
commissioned State militia officers, and send them 
into the service: you can, by the Jaw as it now 
stands, compel him to serve only six months; and 
if he should choose to da so from any cause, how- 
ever important his services might be at such a 
time, at the expiration of the six months he could 

uit. the service, or place the army in a worse con- 

ition by insubordination, and there would be no 
power m your courts-martial to hold him to 
account for it, for you cannot detain him in the 
service longer than six months. This is scarcely 
a supposable case—one not likely to occur—pa- 
triotism would forbid it; but it is important to the 
service to have such officers as may be compelled, 
both by patriotism and by military law, to the dis- 
charge of every daty. 

Mr. STEPHENS inquired if there would be 
any Lc soa to their electing their own officers 
for twelve months. 

Mr. HARALSON replied that this, however 
desirable it might be in the present state of things, 
was totally impracticable, That was the provision, 
as he understood it, of the amendment of his friend 
from Alabama, [Mr. Yancey.] Suppose that, as 
proposed, a law is passed now, authorizing the offi- 
cers or volunteers themselves, when they arrive at 
the camp of General Taylor, to meet together and 
appoint, or elect their own generals of brigade and 
division: throwing out of the calculation the time 
occupied in the assembling of the troops at that 
point, it would require at least six weeks in com- 
municating between this place and General Tay- 


“Jor’s camp, before those officers would be ready 


with their commissions in their possession. First, 
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the Jaw must be sent to them—all the troops might 
not be at headquarters; indeed, they most likely 
would not be; but if they were there—the election | 
held—the result returned to the seat of govern- 
ment, and. their commissions forwarded to the offi- 
cers—during all which time you cannot proceed in 
the execution of the purposes of the campaign for 
the want of officers—full six weeks would elapse 
before the war could be vigorously and efficiently 
prosecuted—a time in which some friend had ex- 
pressed his belief that the war would be ended. 
Mr. H. hoped so, although he was not of that 
opinion. Ihave shown, I think, that it is imprac- 
ticable. If there is to be a speedy effort on the Rio 
Grandc—if it is intended to prosecute this war with 
energy—-however desirable, it would produce too 
much delay. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, interposed, (Mr. 
H. yielding,) and adverted to the fact that one 
brigade consisted of a regiment from Alabama, 
one from Georgia, and one from Mississippi. Sup- 
pose, then, under the principles advocated by gen- 
tlemen, that these three regiments, constituting 
one brigade, were, to meet and elect a brigadier 
general from the brigade, what State would com- 
mission him? 

Mr. HARALSON was about to meet this ques- 
tion, in reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Tuomasson,] who objected to this bill be- 
cause, under it, officers from other States might be 
paced over the volunteers from Kentucky. Mr. 

HH. was glad to know, so far as his section of the 
country was concerned, (and he hoped that the 
like feelings pervaded the country generally,) that 
when we had.a common cause in which all were 
equally interested, and it was impracticable to con- 
form to the peculiar views and feelings of the 
States, there was a patriotism which would prompt 
men to the service, although not officered totally 
by. the States from which they came. He concur- 
red in the suggestion made by his friend from Al- 
abama, [Mr. Hovsvron,] to the counter plan to the 
bill; where a brigade was composcd of one regi- 
ment from three States respectively, it would ‘be 
entirely impracticable to officer it under State au- 
thority. But the whole diffioulty-was removed by 
following the precedents of Government from time 
immemorial... -Consider them as volunteers, called. 
together under the power of Congress to raise and 
Support armies, and give them general officers ap- 
pointed by the President with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to go and take charge of the 
volunteers of Alabama, Georgia, and Mississippi. 
Officer them under the authority of this Govern- 
ment, as they are Government troops and not 
militia.. The whole difficulty is thus removed, 
The original bill was passed by this House in this 
shape. There was no objection to it then; and all 
the difficulty arose from the fact that the Senate | 
struck it out, which gave rise to the necessity for 

a supplemental bill, which has been found impos- 
sible to be carried out. 

Mr. COCKE inquired if the present bill did not 
contemplate a change in the rule as to the number 
of regiments that shall constitute a brigade? And 
ifso, what was the reason therefor? 

Mr. HARALSON replied, that the practice had 
been heretofore for two regiments to constitute a 
brigade, There had not been a law distinctly de- 
claring it. It was now proposed that three regi- 
ments should constitute a brigade. He could give 
a reason for the provision which might or might 
not have operated on the Secretary of War or the 
President, in making this order. One good rea- 
son was, that, by this arrangement, there would 
be a less number of general officers required; and 
there had been a great unwillingness manifested on 
the part of Congress to increase the number of gen- 
eral officers. 

„Mr. COCKE interposed, and desired to modify 
his amendment by striking out.three regiments and 
inserting two regiments, so that two regiments 
shall constitute a brigade, in conformity (he said) 
with the practice of the Government heretofore. 

Mr. HARALSON, declining to yield the floor 
for this purpose, proceeded to say, that the act of 
the 13th of May provided that the volunteers shall. 
be received by the President in companies, battal- 
lons, and regiments. ‘The question was asked by 
his colleague from. Georgia, if they are to be con- 

-sidered eves why should not the Government ! 
appoint all the officers under the command of col- | 
onels, including the colonels. also? . In reply, Mr. 
H. said the Constitution, authorizing the raising of ' 


| 
| 
f 
i 
i 
| 


| to be excused, in making a further reference to it. 
|} It was the act of July 6, 1812, authorizing a vol- 


| yized to form the corps of volunteers into battalions, squad- 
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! go out with different dates. of commissions, and as 


armies, does not prescribe the mode in which it 
should be done; and. we. can by law authorize the 
States themselves to organize, as far as they have 
done, and adopt that organization, which we do 
under this law. : i 

In reply to a word of further inquiry by Mr. 
Sreruens, Mr. H. said, certainly, by the Consti- | 
tution, you can call for volunteers or militia—mili- 
tia for the specified- purposes of suppressing- in- 
surrections or repelling invasions, and volunteers | 
may be called for under the power of Congress.to 
raise and organize armies; and: they may be re- 
ceived by regiments, under the act of 13th of last 
month. Six or seven weeks have already. elapsed 
since the 13th of May, when this act. was passed; 
and the gentleman from Alabama, by his amend- | 
ment, would actually work a delay. of some six 
weeks more before the brigades. and divisions į 
could he organized, and would be enabled. to.com- 
mence effective operations against Mexico... Mr. 
H. did not object to the principles of that.amend- 
ment, but to its practicability, without: producing 
adelay which would be entirely incompatible with 
the wants of the country at present. There would 
have been no delay; our officers would already 
have been in the field, and the organization com- 
plete, if the bill had passed the Senate as it. origi- 
nally went from the House of Representatives. 

The honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Burr] had quoted many precedents; but there- 
was one so much to the. point, that Mr. H. hoped 


unteer force; and it bore so directly on the present 
question, that he begged leave to read it, to show 
that it was not thought by those of that day that 
it was a violation of the Constitution for the Pres- | 
ident, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint. these officers. The act provides 
as follows: : ` 

“Seo. 2. That the President he, and heis hereby, autho- 


rons, regiments, brigades, and divisions, and to appoint 
thereto, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
general, field, and staff ofiicers, conformably with the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States, and who shali be 
entitled to the same pay and, emoluments as officers of a 
similar gradc and corps in the army of the United States.” 

‘We heard. nothing of the violation'of the Consti- 
tution (said Mr. H.) when this act was passed. It 
passed in accordance with the recommendation of 
the President, and for the same kind of necéssity 
which now presses upon the country. 

Mr. ATKINSON interposed, and requested Mr. 
H. to allow to be read the message of Mr. Madi- 
son to the Congress of the United States; which 
was the occasion of the passage of this law. 

Mr. HARALSON replied that he would very 
cheerfully yield for its reading, and had he had it 
before. him, he should himself have asked it to be 
read. . 

[The message was read by the Clerk.] 


of the United States: 

* With a view the better to adapt to the public service the 
volunteer foree contemplated by the act passed on the sixth 
day of February, I recommend to the consideration of Con- 
gress the expedicney of making the requisite provision for 
the officers thereof being commissioned by the authority of the 
United States. 

« Considering the distribution of the military forces of the | 
United States required by the circumstances of our country, 
I recommend also to the consideration of Congress the ex- | 
pediency of providing for the-appointment of an additional 
number of general officers, and of deputiesin the adjutant’s, | 
quartermaster’s, inspector’s, and paymaster’s departments of | 
the army, and forthe employment, in cases of emergency, 
of additional engineers. JAMES MADISON. į 

t June 30, 1812.7 : 

Mr. HARALSON (resuming) referred. to other | 
difficulties in carrying out the second section of the 
supplemental bill. In the first place, it was not į 
known how long the commissions of the State offi- 
cers would continue—how long they had been in 
existence. The President could not commission 
them under that supplemental bill. They would | 


they expired, infinite confusion in regard ‘to the | 


relative rank of the officers from the several States || 


to accomplish this, that. all necessary means and 
facilities’ should be placed at their command, He 
trusted action would be had by the Honse’on the 
subject, without further delay. oos C Co 

Mr. McCLERNAND said that he apprehended 
that the bill bad been sufficiently debated. to enable 
the House to, arrive at a proper. understanding of 
its meriis._. It appeared to be drafted in exact con- 
formity with the law of 1812, for a similar purpose. 
Thataw_had resulted from the suggestions of ex- 
| periencé; this has also. So-far as the Constitution 
May be involved, we have the sanction of an ap- 
proving precedent. -The President is charged with 
the prosecution of the war, and we should place in 
his possession the, means of prosecuting it vigor- 
ously and. successfully; and he would-be responsi- 
ble for the event. Phe exigency ofthe oceasion 
requires actionrather than words. Mr. McG. there- 
fore moved the previous question. Poole 

The question being taken, the vote stood—ayes 
88, noes 53. We ts oa 

So there was a second. sin ; 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, Wes ; Bote 2, 

Which main quéstion was first on. the. amend- 
ment of Mr. Cocke, and thet on ordering the. bil? 
to a third reading. wh Pee eee 

Mr. COCKE asked. the, yeas and nays thereon, 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted ‘ag 


” So the amendment was rejected. : 
The bill was then ordered to a third reading now, 
and having been read a third time, was passed. ` 


THE TARIFF. 
| On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 


|| itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, (Mr. Cogg, of Georgia, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill to reduce 
the duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

- Mr. CHASE was entitled to the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee during the‘hour.” |, 

He took ground against the protective policy, 
and went into a statistical illustration to show its 
effect upon agriculture. He reviewed the argu- 
ments of those who favor the protective policy ad- 
vanced atdifferenttime. [This speéch will appear 
in the Appendix] eens 

Mr. GORDON followed. He did not know (he 
said) that he should have taken the floor at this 
time precisely, but for the closing remarks of the- 
gentleman from. Tennessee, [Mr. Cuasz.)>. 

I (continued Mr. G.) voted for the tariff of 1842, 
with its objections, without the crossing of at or. 
| the dotting of ani. I did so as a choice of evils— 
between the state of things-as it then existed, and 
iin: all probability would have. continued tovexist 
under the last reduction of the Compromise ‘act, 
jand the tariff bill of 1842. I professed to be. then 
asl am now, a revenue tariff man, Still I voted 
for the act of 1842 from necessity—a necessity 
which amounted almost.to.compulsion. I cannot 


would grow up, to the detriment, and perhaps | 
even to the destroying the efficiency of the army. 
Although he should be willing to trust many.of 
the militia officers, yet he was desirous that the ; 
Government should have all the means necessary | 
to an efficient prosecution of the war; and then, if | 
they do not do it in a manner. becoming. the inter- | 


est and honor of the country, we would hold them || mise Lit 
to a strict accountability. But it was indispensable ii principle of protection. 


laud that compromise as many. gentlemen. on 
this floor are wont to do. .I cannot speak in its 
praise as others have dorie. I believe. it was“ 
the mother of the act of 1842, or- Yather, it 
was the father and the mother of that whichis. 
| called the bill of abominations. The Comp 

mise act contained in itself and recognised thi 
Under the last reduction, 
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it neither protected “wanufactures nor furnished 


evenue to.the Government. It was the most’ 


bungling arrangement. of the ‘tariff that was ever 
inflicted on. ‘the, country. That is my opinion. 
The revenue prodaced $y the Compromise act. at- 
the time the tariff of 1843 went into operation was 
fiot more thaw: half sufficient to.defray the ordinary 


bor owing moncy. day by day—and it was with the 
utmost difficulty that the Government could get 
along... Thus the absolute and impérious necessity 
was imposed ‘on the 27th Congress of revising the 
tariff system, because the Compromise’ act, as a 
syste, had failed to answer any beneficial pur- 
pose. ‘ i : 

Mr. RHETT rose to make an inquiry. 

Mr. GORDON said he would yield for that pur- 
pose. o 0. nh - E C 

Mr. RHETT said he thought the gentleman had 
overlooked one feature in the Compromise act. Did 
not that act provide that if. the amount of duties 
should-not- be sufficient to meet the expenses of the 
Government, there should be duties laid in con- 


formity to its principles? The act proposed certain. |. 


reductions, and then provided that if more revenue 
“was needed, all the articles under twenty per cent. 
should be taxed up to that amount;.and that if more 
revénue was still needed, the duty. on all the arti- 
cles should advance pari passu to any amount which 
the country might requite., <; 
` Mr.. GORDON. We all know that. It was so. 
Mr. RHETT. W 
that act? 4 : 
Mr, GORDON. The license of the gentleman, 
. 80 faras I yielded the floor to him is over. The 
fact was as he states. But there was:no stability 
in the system; it was constantly descending; there 
was nothing stable, settled, or fixed, either in pro- 
tection or in revenue, The storm gathered for the 
change; the: change came; and it went almost as 
far in thec ppositedireétion. I am not by any means 
defending the act of 1842; But I say that the com- 
promise act of 1833 was the most bungling arrange- 
ment of the tariff system that this country ever 
had. I trust it-never will be resorted: to again. 
That is my deliberate opinion of this matter. 1 
do not believe that South Carolina herself would 
re-enact that compromise if she had the power. 
Now, the responsibility of enacting a judicious. ta- 
‘riff—a revenue tariff—and in my opinion a revenue 
tariff will give to the manufacturers all the protec- 
tion they require—that. responsibility, I say, de- 
volved on a Whi Congress. Instead of making 
such a law, that Congress made the act of 1842 as 
itis. A faction sprung up here ‘to head” Captain 
Tyler, and block. up the wheels of Government; 
thus forcing’ a-portion of the Democratic delega- 
tion in Congress to vote for the tariff of 1842 as it 


was} and as itis, or else to play into the hands of 


that faction which had determined to swamp the 
Government. eae r 

It will be.recollected that this. act passed both 
Houses of Congress with a provision for the diš- 
tribution of the proceeds of the sales of the public 


lands, and that that was one of the measures of the | 


‘Whig policy of that era. The bill went to Mr. 
Tyler. He thought that it was not compatible with 
sound policy to give away the land revenue, when 
at that very time the Government was in debt, bor- 
rowing money, and forced to impose higher taxes 
in-order'to pay that debt, and to sustain itself, and 
therefore he vetoed the bill. It came back to this 
House, where it originated; and it failed to receive 
the vote of two-thirds. Then it was that we saw 
_a resolution manifested, by whom I will not say, 
but it was by a.portion of the Whig party in Con- 
gress, (enough to defeat the bill,) to adjourn, and 
to pass no revenue law of any kind., At the same 
time; it was promulgated from this House through 
the country that the tarif act had expired, and that 
the Government was collecting revenue without any 
law whatever: At this critical moment it was that 
a portion of che Democratic-delegation in Congress, 
and particularly from the State of New ‘York, came 
forward and voted for a bill which they had no 
voice in making; which was not. agreeable to their 
taste, and which did not embod such a system of. 
finance as they desired. I voted for it under pro- 
test. I did believe that that bill would produce a 


: Tation in the country that would bring a Demo- |, l i 
cratie majorityi 7 iomerchandise. This double expense “the people | 


cratic majority into Congress,.which would:modify 
‘and amend the act, and strike from it all its objec- 
tionable features. Such a representation we had 
during the last Congress. An effort to amend the 


expenses ofthe Government: We were in debt- | 


here, then, was the fault of 


bill was made, but failed; and it now devolves upon 
this Congress to fperform the duty which preémi- 
neritly belonged to the last. 

The grèat mistake of both parties in this tariff 
controversy has been that they have gone from one 
extreme to the other. That has been the great 
difficulty. We have a war upon our hands. We 
havea war debt to pay. ‘We have also the ordi- 
nary expenses of the Government. If we passa 


penses of the war, and the ordinary expenses of 
the Government, I need only appeal.to the past 
history of the tariff controversy to convince every 
man that a party will come into this Hall that will 
sweep everything before them. as with the besom 
of destruction, as was done by the Compromise act 
of 1833, and that you will have another act like 
that of 1842, or perhaps something worse. You 
must, then, pass a sound revenue tariff bill equal 
to the expenses of the Government, and to the 
prospective and speedy payment of the war debt. 
Pass such a tariff as will satisfy the country. You 


the war debt is paid, you can take off these extra 
impositions laid to meet that debt. : 

These are my views, and I am not going to di~ 
late upon them. ° ; 

One word more, in relation to the famous act of 
1833. It has been called a compromise—sacred, 
too sacred to be meddled with, ho were parties 
to it? Iwas not. This Congress was not. The 
27th Congress was not. It failed to meet the 
objects for which it was’ enacted. I deny that 
Mr. Clay and Mr. Calhoun, two of the leading 
spirits of that day, could concoct between them- 
selves—for political purposes—any financial sys- 
tem binding upon Congress or upon the people 
of the States composing this Union. There was 
nothing binding about it, when by experience it 
was discovered that it answered not the beneficial 
purposes which its fathers and authors pretended 

that it would accomplish. 

The great ex-Senator from the State of New 
York, who voted for the act of 1842, needs no jus- 
tification at my hands. The reasons assigned by 
him for the vote he then gave (a vote of which I 
knew nothing at the time I cast mine, acting, as I 
did, alone on my own responsibility, and voting 
on the bill before it went to the Senate) were satis- 
factory to the country and to the State in which he 
lived, and over whose ‘destinies he has since been 
called to preside. . The result and sequel show that 
the motives for his vote on that trying oecasion— 
when to some extent he sacrificed his own feelings 
to come to the rescue of the Government—were 
duly appreciated. 

So much for the compromise of 1833. If Thad 
not been here and voted for the act of 1842, L should 
have suffered these matters to have passed in si- 
lence. But in justice to myself, I could no longer 
‘| sit here and see that measure of 1833 applauded, 
i| when by its costant and final reductions it had 
bankrupted the Government and given dissatisfac- 
tion in every quarter of the land. 

There is one other question to which I wish 
briefly to advert, and which is more or less discus- 
|l sed in all general debates on the tariff in this 
| House. It is the policy of supporting the Gov- 

ernnentby internal taxation. The gentleman from 
| Tennessee (Mr. Jonnson] referred to it in a speech 
he made the other day, and proposed as a substi- 
tute for a tax on tea and coffee, as a warmeasure, 
a tax on. banking capital, State bonds, gold and 
silver plate, and money loaned. Now, I am op- 
posed to-internal taxation for the support of the 
Federal Government. I am opposed to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee. There is 
no danger of its adoption; but when these doctrines 
l| are broached, they should be met. I suppose that 
i| we are to have one or the other of the two systems 
of taxation. We are_not to have both. We are 
| either to have internal taxation alone, or we are to 
have a tariff of duties upon foreign merchandise 
imported into the United States, without direct 
i| taxation, except. probably in the event’ of-a war 
with some great commercial. power. : The people 
i| of this Government will never consent to have two 
classes of officers collecting money: to support.the 
General Government—one. from-internal taxation, 
and the other from a tariff. of duties.on imported | 


‘will never endure. And this is one of the great 


“Tennessee. 


` 


tariff bill that falls much short of mecting the ex- ; 


will then have a stable system of finance; and after į 


objections to the proposition of the gentleman from | 


‘State Government. 


Another objection is, that all these things which 

he proposes to tax are already taxed, and should 
be; for ‘the support of the State Governments. 
Bank stock is taxed in Ohio for the support of the 
[A voice: “ No.”] If it is 
not, it ought to be. It is taxed in the State of 
New York, and all the property here enumer- 
ated, owned by individuals; is. taxed in’ that State 
for the support of the State Government. 
A third objection is, it would be the commencement 
of a system of internal taxation: This doetrine 
of supporting the Federal Government by internal 
taxation was repudiated as early as 1805. “Iwill 
read one or two extracts from Mr, Jefferson’s In- 
augural Message of March 4, of that year. He- 
says: 

“The suppression of unnecessary offices, of useless 6s- 
tablishinents and expenses, enabled us to discontiuue our 


internal taxes. These covering our tand with officers, and 
opening our doors to their intrusions, bad already begun 


that. process of domiciliary vexation, which, once entered, 


is scarcely to be restrained from reaching successively every 
article of property or produce.” 

And again: 

“The remaining revenue on the conswnption of foreign 
articles is paid chiefly by those who can afford to add foreign 
luxuries to domestic comforts. Being collected on our sca- 
board and. frontiers only, and incorporated with the trans- 
actions of our mercantile cijizens, it may be the pleasure 
and the pride of an American to ask, what farmer, what 
mechanic, what laborer, ever ‘sees a tax-gatherer of the 
United States?” A 

These (continued Mr. G.)..were the sentiments 
and doctrines of the apostle of liberty—the father 
of the Declaration of. Tadependence—that far-see- 
ing statesman. And what he said then of these 
officers. ransacking the houses of our citizens in 
search of property that should be made the subject 
of taxation, holds equally good now. One excep- 
tion he made. It was the case of a foreign war 
with some great commercial power of Europe. 

There is (continued Mr. G.) but one other sub- 
ject to which I wish to advert. One of the great 
objections to the tariff of 1842—and it is only one 
amongst many—one objection in particular has 
been the low duty on foreign wool—the fraud, the 
cheatery, in relation to cheap wool, practised 


| under that act upon the farmers of the country. 
| The act imposed five per cent. ad valorem upon 


all wools costing seven cents per pound and un- 
der, at the port from whence they were exported. 
On wool costing over seven cents per pound, 
a duty -of thirty per cent. ad valorem, and of 
three cents per pound, was imposed. But it was 
pretended bythe: manifatturers that. this. coarse 
wool was Smyrna wool—a species that.was not 
raised anid could not be raised in the, United States, 
and fit only for coarse blankets and carpeting. ‘This 
was not believed at the time. An effort was made, 
even by the Whigs of Vermont, to raise the duty 
on wool, and also by Democrats. It was ‘then 
foretold preciscly what the result of this low duty 
would be, And an amendment raising the duty 
on wool was offered in the Senate by Mr. Wright, 
and there failed. 


Now what is the fact? But before I proceed to 


| refer to statistics on this head, probably I ought to 


advert to a portion of the speech made the other 
day by my colleague [Mr. Corrin] in relation to 
this matter. He says: 

«We are told by Mr. Nathan Appleton, in his critieigm 
upon the réport of Mr. Secretary Walker, that the reason 
that high duties were not imposed upon wool hy the act of 
1842 was, that our country did not produce enough to sup- 
ply the manufacturers. Now I say—and itis susceptible of 
proof—that the inanufacturers have never consumed one- 
half of the wool grown in this country.” 

I do not exactly understand (continued Mr. G.) 
what my colleague means by this. 

Mr. COLLIN. At least half of the wool pro- 
duced in the country is manufactured by hand. 

Mr. GORDON. If my colleague means to be 
understood as saying that this country does not 
consume half the wool it produces, he. is mis- 
taken. 

I have no doubt, and I shall endeavor to prove, 
that the United States consue nearly double what 
they produce, and. yet that they are capable of 
producing wool enough to'supply the world. Let 
us Jook:.at- the tablés, and see what the import of 
wool was last year. We imported over twenty- 
three millions of pounds, and of that we exported, 
I believe, some sixty-four thousand pounds. Now, 
the sixty-four thousand pounds which we-export- 
ed from this vast amount of our imports was fine 
wool, as will be seen by the tables, because it paid 
ahigh duty. It was not, therefore, the coarse, 
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but the fine wool that was exported. A glance at 
the tables will also show that we imported of wool- 
len cloths and yarn and woollen manufactures al- 
most as much as of the raw material. And yet 
we exported no domestic woollen cloths; at all 
events, none according to the tables. The amount, 
if any, was so small that it is not noticed by the 
revenue officers or by the Secretary of the Tréas- 


ury; it is not in the report. We then import into 


this country of wool and woollen manufactures 
nearly as much wool as we produce, if the census 
of 1840 is any criterion by which to judge of the 
product. The-clip of 1840 was from thirty to 
thirty-five millions of pounds. I do not know 
that we import as much as we produce; but we 
import a vast amount of this foreign wool, fine 
and coarse—the fine in the form of cloths and 
manufactured articles, whilst the wool is of a 
cheaper kind. I mention these facts to show the 
objection to the act of 1842 in this particular— 
one of the great reasons why the act should be 
changed: $ 

What wool do we export? We have begun to 
export a little. Jn the year 1843, the amount ex- 
ported was 65 bales from the port of New York; 
in 1844, 106 bales; in 1845, 3,011 bales. About 
half the exports of 1845 were made by one house 
in New York. These exports are not all domes- 
tic, but in part foreign wool, 1 mention this to 
show that we are importing wool largely, and to a 
great extent consuming the foreign article. The 
tables do not show the exports of domestic wool. 
What, in fact, we have is derived from the news- 
papers. The amount which we export is very 
small. 

Now, by the tariff of 1842, this wool which we 
import paid a duty of only five per cent. And I 
ask that the injustice done to the wool-growers 
should be in some sort remedied by the act of 1846, 
iť such an act we are to have, The bill reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means imposes 
a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem on manufactures 
of wool; whilst it imposes a duty of only 25 per 
cent. ad valorem, according to the foreign, not the 
home valuation, on unmanufactured wool. Why 
this difference between the manufactured and the raw. 
material? An honorable member—a free trader, 
too—informed me that the object. wasto protect 
the laborers and operatives of the factories, to en- 
able them to compete with the pauper labor of 
Europe. Here is discrimination. Why not, then, 
discriminate in favor of the farmers who produce 
the wool; and, if there is to be any difference, give 
the five per cent, the other way? Is not the field 
laborer entitled to consideration as well as the fac- 
tory hand? 

But this is all deceptive. The operative in the 
factory gets no more benefit from this five per cent. 
on the manufactured article than he gets from the 
wool, costing seven cents per pound and under, 
imported under the tariff of 1842. The whole goes 
into the pocket, not of the operative, but of the man- 
facturer. Why was not thesame amount of duty 
imposed on all wools? The object was to give 
more protection to the manufacturers. His mate- 
rial comes in duty free—or, atthe most, with a 
nominal duty. It all goes to make up the sum of 
his profits to the disadvantage of the agricultural 
portion of the community. What I want is this: 
L want to see a duty of thirty per cent. ad valorem 
on the home valuation, imposed on all wool. You 
impose twenty-five per cent. ad valorem foreign 
valuation; and what does that amount to on a 
pound of wool costing seven cents per pound in 
Brazil, or wherever else it may be produced? I 
believe it is about a cent and three-quarters per 
pound. Tere, then, is wool costing the manufac- 
turer in the port of New York eight and three- 
quarters cents per pound, running up there to 
twenty and twenty-five cents per pound. Here 
is the difference between the home and foreign val- 
uation. The duty then is, at best, nominal. We 
consume wool largely. It will bear the highest 
rate of revenue duty, and yet the quantity of the 
importation cannot be checked. You may put a 
duty of forty per cont. ad valorem, home valuation, 
on this foreign wool, and it will then cost the man- 
ufacturers but about ten cents per pound. I want 
a revenue tariff. We want about all the revenue 
we can raise upon foreign imports. Here is an 
article—imported to avery great amount—worthy 
the ‘consideration of statesmen and financicrs. Put, 
then, the highest rate of. revenue. duty which you 
can upon the. raw. material of wool, and you will 


‘sary amount of taxation, under a revenue standard, 


neither check the importation, nor even sanction 
the principle of protection. Yet you may proba- 
bly make some sort of return to the agriculturists 
of the United States, who are engaged in the cul- 
ture of that article. J f f 
The amount of the importation. of foreign wool 
is increasing rapidly. In 1844 it.was elevenand a 
half millions; in 1845, over twenty-three millions, 
And this wool, costing seven cents per pound in 
South America, or wherever it is procured, is used 
and worked up in the woollen factories, from Bos-- 
ton to Buffalo, taking Vermont in the route. 
Mr. HUDSON here remarked, that it was man- 
ufactured into carpets and negro blankets. © _ 
Mr. GORDON. It is in part; but a large part 
of it is manufactured into broadcloths, cassimeres, 
and all sorts of fixins, that the Yankees know how 
to make. ` ; 
I have the authority of a free-trade paper for 
saying, that this vast increase in the importation 
of foreign wool, thus used in our factories, is the 
cause of the decrease in the price of wool. And 
it must be so. Between twenty-three and twenty- 
four millions of pounds imported in a single year 
into a country that does not produce more than 
forty millions! Here is more than one-half the 
amount produced in the country added to its stock; 
of course, the price must be affected. Under the 
tariff of 1842, the manufacturers had this—to 
them—tree trade. Five per cent. on wool costing 
seven cents a pound, was a very small duty; it 
was scarcely felt in the price, and should be class- 
ed with the free list, for the benefit of the manu- 
facturers, and should not stand under the cover of 
wool costing over seven cents, paying.a duty of || 
30 per cent. ad valorem, and three cents per pound. | 
This cheap wool was claimed to be coarse Smyrna 
wool, not like the product of our own country. 
This is platform enough for me to stand upon 
in asking for a change. But I do not want to leap 
out of the frying-pan into the fire. I want such a 
bill as will impose a reasonable, honest, and fair 
duty on foreign wool: a revenue duty; the highest 
rate of revenue duty, too, if we can get it. Our 
expenses, independent of the war, are large; and we 
are now engaged in a southern war. What the 
expense will ultimately amount to, no man can 
foretell... And southern gentlemen should not be 
very squeamish on this subject. Ido not ask them 
to go beyond the revenue point, but to come square 
up to it; because this war is waged in the South— 
it is waged for the defence of southern territory. 
It is a war on the southern border—repelling ag- 
gression upon southern territory. The majority 
of the troops will be from the South. All the 
money will be expended in the South. Yet we 
of the North will cheerfully submit to the neces- 


to defray the expenses of the war; and I trust that 
the South will impose a sufficient and adequate 
revenue duty on this and other articles to meet all 
these expenses manfully and patriotically. 

It is suggested to me, that wool costs more than 
seven cents a pound in foreign countries, and that 
it is entered at that rate fraudulently. And it is ] 
said that the bill under consideration makes pro- 
vision for detecting and punishing these frauds. 

I am not going to make this wholesale charge of 
fraud upon importers. The act of 1842 provides 
guards against these frauds, and undertook to pun- 
ish them. The result under both laws will be the | 
same. I have no doubt, next year, if trade and 
manufactures continue to prosper as they have 
done for the year past, that this foreign importa- 
tion-of wool will increase, and not diminish. The 
manufacturers are cultivating it in the vast plains 
of South America. I ask; then, a fair amount of 
duty for this interest, in which my own constitu- 
ents and the people of the middle and western 
States are concerned. One of my colleagues sug- 
gested the other day, that if you impose a duty on 
wool, it would be produced on the prairies of the 
West. Letitbeso. The people of that section 
are my fellow-citizens; they will supply the Amer- 
ican market, and, I hope, export the article to for-- 
eign countries. It makes’ no difference with me. 
I ask, then, for this interest—for this staple pro- 
duction—a fair,.a high revenue duty—one that | 
shall at least meie out even-handed justice to the 
wool-grower. If there is any benefit to be derived, 
of any sort, under a revenue tariff, I desire that | 
the agriculturists of the country shall at least have 
a fair share. And when the- proper time comes, I | 
shall offer an amendment, (unless the chairman of 


é 


the Committee of Ways and Means shall-do fy) 
to place the article `of wool on a fair footing—suc! 
as will be satisfactory to myself, and I hopetomy 
éonstituents. | Meee ee 

One word in relation to the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr-Owen.] I must differ 

_in Opinion with bim as to one of. the consequences 
of a protective tarif law. The gentleman seemed 
to think that, but for the Compromise act of 1833, 
this Union was in danger of dissolution. That 
idea and sentiment he boldly and prominently put 
forth. The gentleman never labored under a greater 
mistake than when he. conceived. that idea, and 
never committed a greater, blunder than when he 
uttered it. There is no such thing as breaking up 
this Union by nullification.. "There was danger to 
certain individuals engaged in that controversy, 
arising out of the. extent to which they carried, it. 
And the Compromise, instead: of saving the Union, 
saved these. individuals, and ‘settled forever ‘the 
question of nullification in this country. ` Noli- 
fication will never again, in the North or in the 
South, in the East or‘in the West, rear its hydra 
héad to breed disturbance, confusion, and rebèl- 
lion, in these harmonious States. I. beg the gen- 
tileman to revise his opinion, and to have more con- 
fidence in the power’ and patriotism.of the people 
all over the land—on this and on the other side of 
the mountains, too—even in Oregon. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL said: : 

Mr. Cuarrman: Although: it may'be well said 
on this subject that: the field of argument has been 
trodden to a waste,” my views of duty to my con- 
stituents and to myself, constrain me.to enter as 
one of the laborers in this harvest. 

Before entering on this discussion; it may be 
well for a moment to take an observation, to exam- 
ine the present situation of the country, and its con- 
dition.at the time of the passage of the tariff of 1842. 
It is a well-known fact, that at that time the labor 
of the country in all. its departments was depressed 
in price, and all forms of business were unprofit- 
able; the labor of the farmer, the mechanic in the 
workshop, and the’ operative in the factory had de- 
clined and was declining. Those engaged iin the 
more extensive branches of manufacture had for a 

ear or two-previous not only made no profits, but 
ee lost money in.the business. Some factories, 
had closed. their. doors,. and: many, -many ‘more 
were only waiting the action ’-of..Congress:in rela- 
tion to the passage of the tariff of that year to de- 
termine whether, on the one hand, to proceed at 
existing rates of labor, or either to.close their mills, 
or so to reduce the price of labor as to give a re- . 
munerating profit. 

With this state of things, contrast the condition 
of the country at the commencement of the present 
session of Congress. The whole country, in every 
branch and department of business, was never more 
prosperous. The farmer, the planter, the mechanic, 
the manufacturer, the merchant, the capitalist, and 
‘the Iaborer, were all in a most prosperous condi- 
tion. 

Iam aware, sir, that those who are opposed to 
the tariff of 1842, and all protective tariffs, claim 
that this prosperity has arisen in spite of the system, 
and not by reason of it. It would seem to be a 
somewhat difficult matter, however, to show that 
a system of legislation, confessedly so important 
and influential, either for good or evil, which ac- 
companied this sudden and beneficial change, had 
no influence in producing the change, but, on the 
contrary, was fraught with those enormous evils 
to the country which are claimed by the opponents 
of the system. 

But whatever may be the abstract opinions of 
men on this question, there surely is great wisdom, 
in managing the affairs of a great nation, in adopt- 
ing the homely- adage ‘* to let well enough alone;” 
and when a country is in the highest state of pros- 
perity, not to undertake to tamper with its system 
of revenue and finances, and to. seek a radical 
change in the policy of the Government. 

Men of the. most enlarged views, or statesmen 
of the most ample experience and information, 
would approach such a question cautiously, and if 
they effected any changes, would make. these 
changes by degrees. | Such men, with the modesty 
of true wisdom, would doubt the resulis of their 
own reasoning when opposed to the light of expe- 
rience and facts. ; ieee 

But such is not the course now pursuéd by the. 
men in power in this country. A radical and total 


change of system and policy is proposed, and by 
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those who most surely have not, in other matters, 
shown themselves to be the wisest of men, the most 
experienced of. men, or the. most. practical’ and 
sound: of politicians. -` - 


If these changes are to be made, it becomes those’ 


who propose:to make them to give some very good 
reasons-——not such as may. suit.a demagogue or a 
partisan—not the pitiful carping at some trifling 
details.of the system—but such enlarged and states- 
manlilce views, based ‘upon experience, practical 
in their -operation, addressed tò men of sense and 
sound wisdom, and:such as. would influence such 
men inthe management of their own affairs. i 
But- the committee have not deigned .to. give us 
any report giving the ‘“strong reasons” which 
have influenced them in the upheaving and over- 
turning operation which they recommend.. And 


the venerable chairman of the committee was too 


indisposed to explain the bill, or inform us of the 


enormous mischiefs which required such severe | 


remedies; although I was very glad to see that he 
so. fay recovered as to-take part in the subsequent 
proceedings of the House on the same day. This 
important and wneoveted duty was assigned to the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia, who deemed 
it important for him to devote a portion of his hour 
to answering the speech of his colleague on.the 
subject of the Mexican war. With regard to the 
residue of the speech, being a sudden effort of one 
unexpectedly called on to supply the place of the 
sick chairman, it would be unfair to criticise it. 

But there is a document which has been prepared 
with very, great labor. The Secretary of the 
Treasury has shut himself up in his office, sent 
forth his. circulars, prepared his, tables, called 
around him a retinue of petty custom-house offi- 
cers, and sent forth a document, which has re- 
ceived the applause of a British House of Lords, 
and ‘been printed for the admiration and instruction 
of the British law-givers. With regard to this 
most extraordinary document, it may be said, as 
on another occasion, somethings ave true, and 
some are new; but the things. which are new are 
not true, and the things which are true are not new. 
It is a compound of errors and truisms; of ridicu- 
lous misstatements, and puerile and unworthy ap- 
peals to popular prejudices, with no one of the 
masterly features which should characterize the 

‘productions of a wise and accomplished statesman. 

It is not my purpose, nor have I the time to ex- 
pose the errors of detail inthis bill, or in the report 
of the Secretary; but to discuss.the principles upon 
which it is founded, and the prominent facts and 
arguments of that report, and in opposition to the 
assumptions and bold declarations of the Secretary, 
‘to show— . 

1. That the pursuits which have been chiefly en- 
couraged have been mechanical rather than manu- 
facturing; and that the extensive manufacturing 
establishments of cotton and woollen goods con- 
stitute. but a comparatively small part in the ag- 
gregate amount of the articles protected. 

2. That the capitalists of the country who have 
embarked in manufacturing have not been, asa 
class, benefited by the protective policy; and by 
being induced ‘thereby to einbark their capital in 
manufacturing business, that the profits have not 
been as large as stated in the Sccretary’s report, 
and not equal to the lowest legal rate of interest in 
the country. 

3. That the labor of the country has been greatly 
benefited, and the wages of labor have been. in- 
creased, at the same time that the expenses of sub- 
sistence have been diminished. 

4, That the agricultural classes of the country 
are deeply interested in the continuance. of the sys- 
tem of protection, and the new States of the West 
as much so,.at least, as any other section of the 
Union. 

5. That. the public at large have béen mainly 
benefited by the protective policy; and that the 
beneficial results have been-to the whole country, 
rather than to any particular. class, and national 
rather than sectional. : : 

And if. my time does not fail me, I propose to 
add some he considerations, growing out of and 
suggested by the subject. e i 

A prejudice has been sought to be raised against 
this system, by representing it as designed for little 
more than to protect the large manufacturing estab- 
lishments, of. cotton and woollen goods; and the 
whole spirit of the report of the Secretary:seems 
to proceed on this assumption, and to favor this 
prejudice; but the facts are not so. Every collec- 


tion. of the statistics of the country, or of any 
portion of them, show that although these two 
branches of business are highly important, the 

ggregate of the productions of the various forms 
of mechanical labor are far more so. By the last 
census, it appears that the aggregate capital in- 
vested in:‘manufactures in the country of all kinds 
was $267,726,579. And of this amount the sum 
invested in cotton and woollen manufactures was 
$66,867,483; and.this statement does not show the 
various forms of mechanical labor in the aggregate 
of large amount, nor does it give the due proportion 
to the.comparative value of the articles made by 
mechanics when the capital is very small, and the 
production of great value. -The manufactures of 
leather, principally boots and shoes, are more than 
double in value the manufactures of woollen goods 
in the country, as shown by the census. Similar 
facts are shown- by the tables compiled from a 
very careful and minute official examination in 
the State of Massachusetts last year. 
known that in this State, more than in any other, 
these two branches of manufacture prevail, and 
yet in this State these facts appear: 

The annual products of the labor of Massachu- 
setts, per year, ending April 1, 1845, $114,478,443. 
Of which, invested in manufactures... e. s. - $91,968,672 
Woollen and worsted goods......- 532,044 


Cotton goods....... RET PSS S «12,193,449 
2 21,725,493 


Yn manufactures other than cotton and 
woollen»... $70,243,179 
Boots and shoc: $14,799,140 


“And itis not only in the much greater aggregate 


amount of other manufactures and other products | 


of mechanical labor, but in the much higher protec- 
tion which is furnished to other articles, that injus- 


tice is done in the public mind to a particular sec- | 


tion of country, and particular branches of manu- 
factures. 
tariff of 1842 on sugar, iron, salt, coal, hats, boots, 
and shoes, &c., to sustain what I have said; and 
this should be taken in connexion with the fact 
that, although the duty ona certain, class of the 
manutactures of cotton is apparently high, that or 


any other duty would be nearly, if not entirely, in- |} 


operative, as we manufacture our coarse cottons as 
cheaply as in any other part of the world, and most 
sucessfully compete in foreign markets with Great 
Britain herself. 

It is undoubtedly true that the thousand and one 
forms of mechanical labor are this day more de- 
pendent upon the continuance of. the. protective 
policy than the cotton and woollen mills, and any 
other section of the country is at least as much in- 
terested as New England. 

2. The next point to which T wish to call the at- 
tention of the committee is, that the capitalists of 
the country who have embarked in manufacturing 
have not been, as a class, benefited by the protect- 


ive policy, by being induced thereby to embark | 


their capital in that business; and that the profits 
have not. only not been as large as those stated 
in the Secretary’s report, but have not been equal 
to the lowest legal rate of interest in the country. 
Tam aware that this statement will strike some 
persons with surprise, but it will be only those who 
are ignorant of the subject. All who have been 
conversant with the manufactures of cotton and 
wool in New England, from the year 1816 to the 
present time, will testify to the correctness of what 


I say, and that this statement is far within the | 


truth. There have been occasional periods of pros- 
perity when considerable profits have been realized, 
as during.the last two years; but with these ex- 
ceptions, the history of these mills has been in the 
main one of disaster. It is well known that the 
State which I represent in part is very extensively 
engaged in the manufacture of cotton and woollen 
goods, and my own district embraces more than 
three-fourths of the cotton and woollen manufac- 
ture of Connecticut. Iam conversant to a con- 
siderable extent with the results which have at- 
tended the individuals and associations embarking 
in these branches of. business, and state, with the 
most entire confidence, that from the year-1816 to 
the present time, these branches of business. have 
not yielded. am annual. average: profit of three per: 
cent. on the capital invested. Kerg 


I have, however, been unwilling to rely upon my 


own testimony on this subject, but. have-obtain=} 
ed that of others whose information was-more ac-. 


curate and precise than my own. I hold in my 
hand a long communication from the man who 


It is well | 


T need but advert to the duties by the.; 


knows more of the early history and progress of 
the cotton manufacture of New England than any 
man now living—one who, when a boy, worked 
in the first mill erected by Samuel Slater, the father 
of the cotton manufacture in this. country, at sixty- 
seven cents per week, and has continued in the 
manufacturing business to the present time—I mean 
Smith Wilkinson, of Pomfret,in the State of Con- 
necticut—a man not only of proverbial honesty 
and intelligence, but of the most precise accuracy. 
He gives in this communication the history of 
thirty-seven cotton factories within his own know- 
ledge in the county of Windham, the one-of the: 
two counties in my district’ most largely engaged 
in the manufacture of eotton. Of these the owners 
of sixteen have not failed; and of them Mr. Wil- 
kinson says, they “ were men of wealth and ability 
and-experience, who could live whether the busi- 
ness paid a profit of six per cent., of five per cent., 
or two, or even one per cent, and managed their 
business so snug and independently as to hold on 
their course.” And I will add, that Mr. Wilkin- 
son himself is one of the most prominent of this 
number. But of the other twenty-one establish- 
ments, which he describes in detail, thé history is 
one of disaster and ruin to those embarked in the 
business. All of them failed once, and some two, 
three, and even four times, and the property pass- 
ed into otherhands. There would be occasionall 
years of prosperity; but, in part, by the competi- 
tion of those wishing to share. the profits, of which 
exaggerated accounts had been given—in part by 
the unstable legislation of the Government, and in 
part from the fact that the business was a new one 
and experience proved a hard teacher, and. the 
constant introduction of new machinery—from 
these and similar causes the years of prosperity 
were succeeded by years of loss and consequent 
failures. 

J have in my hand a similar account from a gen- 
tleman well acquainted with the factories in the 
other county in my district, (Mr. Roger Hunt- 
ington,) showing even greater losses than those 
stated above. With regard to most of these I am 
well acquainted with their history, and can testify 
to the correctness of the statements of Mr. Hunt- 
ington. He estimates the average annual profit of 
these establishments, from their commencement to 
the present time, at not exceeding three per cent., 
and I am persuaded that the estimate is quite sufi- 
ciently high. In my own town, where there isa 
million and.a half, at least, of goods of various 
kinds annually manufactured, -there is not, with 
one. exception, a. single establishment which has 
not failed once, sunk their entire, capital, and pass- 
ed into other hands, and in some instances repeated 
failures. The exception is that of two persons who 
hire a mill belonging to others. Some years since, 


the honorable Mr. Whipple, of Providence, Rhode 


Island, made similar inquiries in relation to the 
cotton manufactures of that State, and the result of 
his inquiries was, that the average annual profit 
had not exceeded three per cent. on the capital. I 
state, then, with entire confidence, that the estimate 
of six per cent., as the average annual profit of the 
cotton and woollen manufacturers of New England, 
or of the country, from the ycar 1816 to this time, 
is a very-high estimate, and, as I verily believe, 
more than double what it should be. 
. If the inquiry is made why men should embark 
in so unprofitable a business, the answer is very 
obvious: that they supposed it would prove profit- 
able. An occasional prosperous year induced num- 
bers to rush into the business, and the result is.a 
disappointment of their high-raised expectations. 
But is it asked why protection is desired by the 
manufacturers, when the result of its having been 
given has been as I have stated? It is not desired 
by them in order to persuade others to embark in 


| the business, and build more mills, and fill them 


with more machinery; but that those who have 
embarked in the business, whose expenditure for 
buildings:..and machinery is already made, may 
have: that protection which they consider import- 
ant for their interest. mn f 
It is.no favor, then, to.capitalists, now or at any. 
time, by the encouragement of discriminating du- 
ties, to induce him to invest his capital. in any 
brarich.of manufactures: The tariff. of 1842 pro- 
tects. incidentally railroad iron. I believe this to 
-be-beneficial to’ the proprietors of the mines, to the 
owners of the soil where the manufacture is estab- 


‘lished, to’ the farmers, the laborers, to the whole 


country, as developing our-resources, and making | 


GLOBE. 
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not think any benefit is conferred on the capital- 
ists who embark. their wealth in this new branch 
of business; but that it will prove, like all other 
new enterprises, either unprofitable or less profit- 
able than the investment of the money at six per 
cent. on mortgage security. : : 

I have spoken more at length on this point, be- 
cause the outcry is often made against the capital- 
ists engaged in the manufacturing business, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury joins in and encour- 
ages the idle clamor. It is certainly true, that for 
two years the profit of the cotton manufacturers 
has been large, but not as large as in Great Brit- 
ain itself, during the same time; and the result has 
been, what it always will be, that a large number 
of persons are now rushing into the business, and 
before this Congress shall cease to exist—if there 
could be any security that the tariff would. be un- 
disturbed—the number of cotton spindles in opera- 
tion would be fifty per cent. more than there-were 
a year since. Does not everybody know that, 
with the enterprise, and skill, and energy of the 
people of this country, no one branch of business 
can for any length of time exceed in profits the 
average of the profits.of other branches? Compe- 
tition is sure to reduce prices and profits. The 
result is an inevitable one; and, to contend the con: 
trary, is to show the grossest ignorance not only 
of the uniform operations of trade, but of the oper- 
ations of the human mind, and. of the motives 
which govern it. Flow absurd, then, is.it to con- | 
tend that the object and effect of protection is main- 
ly to benefit capitalists, or that such has been the 
result in the protection to manufacturing and me- 
chanical labor incidentally afforded. 

3. And this brings me to the’ consideration of 
another part of this subject—that’ the laboring 
classes in the country have been greatly benefited, 
and.the wages of labor have thereby increased, ‘at 
the same time that the expenses of subsistence | 
have been diminished.’ Every one would know | 
beforehand that this must be the result. If bya 
protective tariff, or any other cause, increased activ- 
ity is given to manufacturing or mechanical busi- 
ness, and there is consequently an increased demand 
for laborers, does not every child know that‘such 
increased demand has a direct tendency to enhance 
the price of wages; and, on the contrary, if by the 
reduction of the tariff, or any other cause, the busi-. 
ness is rendered unprofitable, that’ the employer 
must, as a matter of course, close his mill or his 
workshop, or reduce the price paid to the persons 
employed? But the reckless assertion of the con- 
trary by the Secretary is not only unsound in prin- | 
ciple, but untrue in fact. It is not true that the wages | 
of male or female labor have diminished in conse- | 
quence of the protective system, bul precisely the | 
contrary is true, I have a statement from Mr. Wil- 
kinson, showing the prices paid by him, as taken’ 
from his own books atdifferent periods, and the wa- 
ges of labor of men are higher, and of women much 
higher, now than before the introduction of the man- 
ufacturing business. ‘What the effect would other- 
wise have becn of the opening of the fertile West 
upon the prices of the productions of the farmers in 
the old States, and consequently the wages of labor, 
any one can form his own opinion. And it is one 
of the most surprising and beneficial results of the | 
introduction of manufactures, that a market has | 
been afforded in the neighborhood of the factories | 


for the products of the farmer, and the price has | 
remained very nearly the same for the last forty | 
years. On the other hand, every article of cloth- |i 


|| thing in addition. ; 


‘| and a beneficial one to all concerned; and yet some 


ing has declined in price, so that the dollar which | 
is now paid to the laborer will purchase from thirty 1| 
to fifty per cent. more of all the necessaries of life || 
than in 1816, and of the ordinary cotton cloth and | 
calicoes, more than three times as much. i 

These facts are well known to persons residing | 


nerating profit, yet thë monthly and quarterly wa- 
ges have been regularly paid; and im most cases | 


‘man, and every man’s hand against him. 
| said by Macaulay, in speaking of Lord Byron, 


i wife. 


ii being thought tedious, to illustrate, by a single 


when the employers fail the employed do-not lose. 
any portion.of their wages. You thus see a thri- 
ving, industrious, happy population. ‘The atcu- 
mulations of labor in the. factory are, in-the first 
place, deposited ina savings bank, which are now 
everywhere to be found. In the course of a few 
years the sum has so_far accumulated that itis 
withdrawn to redeem the mortgage of the paternal 


acres, or to buy a small farm, or a workshop, or to) 


purchase some of the stock in’ the company for 


which the man or woman isa laborer, and thus in| 
| their turn become capitalists. 


This is not an im- 
aginary picture,,but these very things are daily- 
occurring and perfectly familiar to any one residing 
in a manufacturing region. A - 

The following statement shows the amount of. 
the deposites in the savings banks of Massachu-- 
setts, and the income from year to year! 

No. of de-- Amt. deposited. Increase in Increase in 


positors. ' depositors.. amount ` 
; 4 7 deposited. 
1841, 39,892 $6,485,424 82.. 
1842, 41,102. 6,675,878 05 1,270 190,453 23 
1845, 54,256 9,214,964 07 13,154 $2,539,076 02 


Similar has been the result in my own State, 
with the operatives, of which I am familiar, alb- 
though I have not in possession the precise amount 
of deposites or number of depositors. 

Tf it is said, as it is, that.the wages of labor have 
diminished since the tariff of 1842, I deny the fact. 
I know, personally, from the manufacturing re- 
gion from which I come, that it is not true. . The 
same testimony is also furnished from Lowell, and 
the same facts exist in every part of the country. 

Why, sir, there is not a girl-in one of those 
mills, who would be guilty of such folly as to 
suppose for à moment that when the demand for 
laborers is increased, the price of labor will be 
thereby diminished, or will not be, onthe con- 
trary, increased also, Some of. these political 
philosophers, these closet politicians, these wise 
custom-house officers, and ‘learned Secretaries, 
could learn some very useful lessons ‘in political 
economy and common sense, too, from the women 
and children in a cotton mill. fy 

I beg to ask these men, after deducting the very: 
moderate profit which has been received by the 
capitalists, who have received the enormous sums. 
which: have’ been expended in the erection of mills 
and machinery, and the.annual prosécution of the 
work? It is found in the various forms of labor— 
the brickmaker and bricklayer, the carpenter, the 
lime-burner, the nail-maker, the painter, the glass- 
hlower, the stone-mason, the common laborer, the 
farmer who raises the food to feed these men, are 


first employed; and these, together with the makers 
of machinery, the builders of the dam and water- 
wheel, or steam engine, receive what is called the 
capital paid in and permanently invested; and the 
laborers in the mills, and the grower of the raw 
material, the transporter and other intermediate 
laborers, receive as their pay the sum received from 
the sale of the goods after deducting a profit, if 
there is one, to the capitalist. If there is no profit, 
they receive the whole. If the business is a losing 
one, they receive the whole, and are paid some- 


Such is the obvious connexion of the employer 
and the employed, and such the benefit to the la- 
boring portion of the community of the protective 
policy ofthis country. The connexion is a natural 


reckless demagogues—men of ignoble minds, and 
of loose character—have proclaimed the piratical 
doctrine that there ig a natural hostility between 
the poor and the rich, between the employer and 
the employed. ‘These worthless men would-make 
every man an Ishmael, with his hand against every 
It was 


tbat he belonged to that class of moralists who 
seemed to recognise a new commandment—** Thou | 
shalt hate thy neighbor, and love thy neighbor’s 
** I know not that these people will adopt 
the latter clause of this commandment, but they do 
the first; and, in addition, utterly throw away and 
despise the law of love, of mutual kindness, and 
of cordial, neighborly regard, which speaks forth 
in the writings of Him “who spake as never man 
spake.” SE 
I am tempted, Mr. Chairman, at the risk of 


instance, what I have said above. 


| such language. à 
| would consider any such person either'very fool- 


In the town which E rejoice. to-eall my home, 
some fotirteen years since a-company.was formed 


for the purpose of bringing to-use the waters:of a 
large river, the Shebecket, the confluence of which: 
‘with the Tautic, some two-tiles below, forms the’ 
-Thames... The object of the company was nòt 
themselves to engage: in the: manufictaring busi- 
ness; but to purchase the land; erect the dam, ex~ 
cavate the canal, and to-sell out to manufacturers 
the'privilege of using different portions ofthepower 
with the necessary land for the erection: of the mills 
and the dwelling: houses for the purchaser. This: ~ 
objectivas accomplished ;.-various privileges: were 
purchased, and mills erected. ‘Phe principal éstas 
lishments were a cotton factory. of ‘moderate’ size, 
“erected by the water-power company, and’ leased ` 
to two prudent men from Rhode Island; a large cot« 
ton factory, belonging to acompany with an actual: | 
‘cash capitat of $400,000—owning, however, other 
establishments in different parts of the same town; 
a very extensive paper mill, anda woollen factory. 
The result is briefly told: the persons having thé 
mill have done a successful: business; all the others 
failed, and sunk every dollar of the large capital 
invested; and the water-power company during the 
same time have not recelved'an average dividend of 
three per cent. per annam. ` These factories were 
sold at a low price, and are niow all doing'a profita- 
ble business. ‘ Such were the résults.to the capital- 
ists during. this time. What has been the result to 
the laborers? A village now exists, where there 
was not then a single inhabitant, of 1,800 persons; 
and is strictly and exclusively a manufacturing vil- 
lage. The persons engaged in the mills have been 
well paid, and erected neat and comfortable dwel- 
lings.’ Churches ‘have been’ built. The common 
district schools of the village are declared’ by. the 
late Secretary of the Commissioviers‘of Common | 
Schools, Mr. Barnard, a man of, great ability and 
worth, in his-most valuable annual ‘report, of ‘the 
bestin the State. .-Buthe-would never havesaid so, 
if the children there taught had. been guilty of the 
gross mistakes of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
From the infancy of the village to the present time, 
there has been no place in its limits where wines or. 
spirituous liquors could be purchased. And during 
the same. period, although the annual ‘expense to ` 
the town for supporting the poor out’of the alms- 
house is considerable—between one and two.thou- 
sand dollars—-the whole expenditure on this village, 
embracing: now a fifth-part of the inhabitants of the 


| town, has been ‘the: sum:of* ten dollars doting ‘the . 


whole time. And during the same period of'time, , 
the Savings Bank of Norwich, with its hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, deposited from time to time, 
with its long lists of small deposites, bears witness 


| to the thrift and prosperity’of the operatives in” 


these factories. : . i 
This, I am aware, is but a solitary instance; but 


j the same facts are, in the main, true of the whole 


of New England, and wherever else manufacturing 
is established. That men who reside on the bor- 
ders of the Santee. or Pedee might have wrong no~ 
tions on this branch of the subject is not surprising, 
but that any man who has ever known anything 
accurately by observation or reading in relation to 
the manufactures of: the country, should seriously 
advance the dogma that the protective policy was 
for the benefit of capital, at the: expense of labor, 
is most. surprising, and shows a mental or moral 
obliquity most extraordinary. 

But, it is said, the poor laborer is enormously 
taxed for the necessaries of life—especially his - 


, clothing—and thereby grievously oppressed, I do 


not know a laborer, sir, who would not laugh in 
the face of any man who should address him with 
He might be‘ mistaken; but he 


ish, or not very honest. The truth is, the fact is 
not so. 'Thereis no country in the world where 
the laboring classes can be clad as cheaply and as. 
well as in this country. I make the’ declaration . 
| understandingly, and the most rigid serutiny will 
| Sustain the correctness of it. It is not time that 
the tariff of 1842 is oppressive upon the poor. ‘The 
duties are almost entirely raised froni articles which . 
are luxuries. So far as the duties are apparently 
high upon the coarser eloths, they are entirely inop- 
erative, because we can make such articles cheaper 
than they can be made abroad, and a conclusive 
proof of that is, that we undersell Great: Britarn 
herself in China; South America, and Indie, until: . 
a duty was imposed to protect’ English goods. If 
there is any exception to what I “have said; it is 
sugar, where the duty isa heavy one; but-as‘tea. 
and coffee are free,-it is. not oppressive, and the 


cont 
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competition in the sugar -culture 
else, will soon- reduce the price. 
.. But, sir, I wish: to inquire of those who would 
“pass this. bill, and break up this system, what they . 
suppose the -effect“would be upon the labor-of the 
country? I can tell you, sir, withoutclaiming the 
gift of. prophecy. ‘Those branches’ of ‘business | 
which are: not established will be: prostrated, and 
the laborers thrown out of employment; those en- 
ged in mechanical pursuits willbe obliged to work 
for the-small wages. paid in foreign countries for 
siñilar Jabor, or very nearly so. ; {s it not entirely 
apparent. that shoes, hats, and other. sintilar arti- ` 
cles would be imported from abroad? - The freight 
_ is very small. from. France or England to New 
York, less than - miles. by land in our own 
country; and all forms of handicraft labor would 
be immediately affected. Such pursuits have not 
the benefit of machinery which equalizes to a great 
extent the difference in the wages of labor; and 
the mechanic would be, in the first. instance, most 
Seriously, affected. In relation to the cotton man- 
“ufacture, there is too much capital, and character, 
and skill in the business to admit of its being pros- 
trated, The only course for them to pursue would 
be the reduction in the. prices of labor to such an 
extent as to prevent a loss, and make a small profit. 
This, if not the immediate, would be the necessary 
and certain result. . But those branches of business 
which can avail themselves extensively of labor- 
saving machinery, and are established, employ, 
comparatively, but a small part of the labor of the 
country engaged in mechanical employments— 
probably not one-tenth part. As an illustration of 
this, compare the number ‘of laborers in Massa- 
chusetts for the manufacture of the $12,193,449 of 
cotton goods, with those employed in. making 
$14,799,140 of boots and shoes; in the one case 
20,710, and in the other 45,877. ‘What is to be- 
come of the hundreds of thousands of these labor- 
‘ers, and those dependant on them? If you turn 
them to the cultivation of the soil, does any man in 
his. senses suppose that when they cease to be 
consumers of the products of the farmer, and be- 
come themselves producers, that the wages of labor 
on land will not be diminished with the diminish- 
ed price of the agricultural piod ucts? 

4. The next point to which 1 wish to call the 
attention of the committee is, that the agricultural 
classes of the country are deeply interested in the 
syslen of protection, and the new States of the 
West as much, at least, as any other section of the, 
country. y ous 

Of the benefit to. the farmers in the vicinity of, 
or in the midst of, a mechanical or, manufacturing 
population, noone can have the hardihood to dis- 
pute, > Its benefits dre shown in the ready market, 
“without the cost of distant transportation, for the 
infinite’ variety of articles which would otherwise 
find no market at all, or at reduced prices, and at 
a distance.. ‘These articles, individually small and 
often unnoticed, in ‘the aggregate constitute. the 

.prinéipal market of the farmer—such as wood, 
prains of some kinds, hay, fresh meats, poultry,. 
Patter, cheese, fruits, vegetables, and similar arti- 
cles of daily household consumption. ‘The statis- 
tics collected: by the census, and in the several 
States, show that these and similar articles are, in 
the aggregate, of very large amount; and these are 
supplied by farmers in the vicinity of à manufac- 
turing population, The result has been an enhance- 


„as in everything 


ment in the value of land, a comfortable living to. 


the farmer, and an ability to pay fair wages to farm 
laborers. With all farmers thus situated, the mat- 
ter is perfectly understood, and few are bold enough 
to deny it; otherwise, why is it that the land in 
New England, New York, or Pennsylvania, is 
higher in price, tenfold, than land of superior fer- 
tility at the West, where manufactures are as yet 
in their infancy? . These, States raise from the soil 
“put little which. could, be. exported to any foreign 
country. ae . 
“But y is said thátin the new States at the West 
they have few manufactuies, and the cultivators of 
the soil have there no interest in common’ with the 
mechanic or-manufacturer. Tdeny it; and ‘claim 
that their interest in the permanent establishment 
and continuance of the system is most decided and 
manifest, and in a-variety of ways. 0 1 
“Time will not allow me, sir, to present, fully 
“andat length, the importance to the grain-growing 
States of the West of those engaged in mechanical : 
rsaits. >] 
iresten products? Where have thoy heretofore 


Who have béen the consumers of the 4 


found a market for their surplus products? Has 
it been abroad? . The whole amount of agricultural 
productions of this country exported during the 
year, to all the nations of the globe, with the -ex- 
ception of rice, cotton, and tobacco, as shown by 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
on commerce. and navigation, was $16,000,000. 

‘What has been the amount consumed at home? 
"There are. of course no precise data by which you 
can ascertain within a dollar ora million of dollars. 
But, sir, any man can form some estimate from 
well known and ascertained facts on this subject. 

In Massachusetts, in.the year ending April 1, 
1845, there were 152,766 hands employed in me- 
chanical and manufacturing labor« _ And as far as 
‘can be gathered from the census of 1840, in the 
whole country there were 791,749 persons so em- 
ployed. And if to these you add the large num- 
bers directly dependent’upon them, and others in- 
directly connected with them, engaged in the trans- 
portation, or the sale of their goods, and in other 
ways withdrawn from agricultural labor, thereby 
added to the list. of consumers, some opinion may 

be formed of the value of this home market. Itis 

not.confined to the wheat and corn of the West, 
but there are annually imported into New England, 
from the West, large quantities of salted provisions, 
hams, lard, butter, and even hay, and numerous 
smaller articles. 

Compare the amount of the agricultural produc- 
tions, stock and horses, in this country with the 
amount exported. 

‘Take a few of the principal articles: 

Oats. . 6.2.4.6 aoe 123,071,341 bushels. . 
Indian corn... .. 377,531,875 do, 
Potatoes. ...... 108,278,060 do. 
Neat catile...... 14,971,586 in number. 


Sheep....,.+.-- 19,311,874 do. 
Swine. eese eneee 26,301,293 do. 


These are but a very few of a very large list. 
The annual agricultural productions of the country 
are estimated at $1,000,000,000.. 1f any one says 
that this is.too high an estimate, although J dis- 
agree, Í will not contend with him. Suppose it to 
be but half of this amount, and it is suthcient for 
my argument. Aside from the three articles of 
cotton, rice, and tobacco, some fifteen millions are 
sold abroad. Who purchases the residue of the 
surplus products? Is it not purchased by those 
engaged in other forms of labor? 

À have had occasion, in another debate, to allude 
to a great variety of facts, showing that, in this 
country, and everywhere elge; the home market is 
the great market—the home commerce is the most 
valuable commerce of any country, I will not re- 
peat what F said, except two general. facts. ‘The 
one is, that the oats, and beans, and barley of Eng- 
land are equal in value to the entire exports of her 
manufactures and produce to all the world; and 
the other, that, in France, from recent official re- 
turns, the internal industry of the kingdom is esti- 
mated at 8,600,000,000 francs, and the exports in 
1842, were 1,065,400,000 francs—less than one- 
éighth of the productive industry of the country. 

I wish not to repeat the numerous statistical 
facts which I brought forward on that occasion, 
cand I have not the time to enlarge on this subject; 
but I beg to inquire of gentlemen what would be 
thought of a British Secretary who should propose 
to the British Parliament, for any reason whatever, 
to break up the manufactures of that kingdom, and 
should inform the farmers of that country that it 
would be just at well for them to send their sur- 
plus productions where the manufactures were 
gent—to Germany, or France, or Russia? Would 
not the reasoning addressed.to farmers of the pre- 
ference of a foreign market, be considered as ab- 
surd as any proposition which should destroy the 
manufactures of that kingdom? 

But itis. said that Sir Robert Peel has at Jast 
succeeded in opening the English ports to foreign 
| grain: And what then? If this furnishes any 
market for our produce, f shall rejoice atit. The 
| policy, I have no doubt, was a wise one for Great 

Britain to pursue, if she wished, as she does, to 
foster her manufactures and to retain her ascen- 
| dancy as a manufacturing nation, everywhere 

assailed on the continent of Europe. ` Her policy 
always has been, on the grounds of public policy, 
as well as of protéction to her artisans, to admit 
the raw material duty free. -Its on this principle 
that she now admits, at low duties, necessary food, 
one effect and object of which is to enable hér to 


| manufacture at cheaper rates. Her manufactures 
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have been established by the protection of ages. 
They have now the benefit of the utmost skill, of 
cheap capital, and cheap labor, and are not in dan- 
ger of serious competition at home; but does any 
man in his senses suppose that, if the taking off 
of a duty would prostrate or seriously injure the 
manufactures of England, she would take off that 
duty? ; E 

For her own benefit, and for the interest of ber 
own manufacturers, Great Britain has taken off the 
duty on breadstufis; and if our farmers can derive 
any incidental advantage from it, I shall rejoice at 
it. But there can be no serious advantage from 
the defeat of the corn-laws. ‘The speech of my 
friend from Massachusetts on this question ‘yet re- 
mains unanswered.. The average amount of wheat 
imported into Great Britain from abroad does not 
exceed 15,000,000 bushels; and if, when we had a 
heavy discrimination in our favor through Canada, 
we could not compete with the nations on the conti- 
nent of Europe, who are heavily taxed, what 
reason have we to suppose that we can do so now? 

Why, sir, at this precise moment, when it is 
known that the corn-law is repealed, and there has 
been almost a famine in the country, flour has fallen 
fifty per cent. in its price at some points, and is 
now lower than it has been for years. What an 
instructive commentary does this furnish upon all 
this finc-spun reasoning! Some of the followers 
of Mr. Secretary Walker have ample means, and 
I presume some few are business men. Why do 
they not show us their honesty by buying. up this 
cheap flour, and selling it ata great profit in Eng- 
land? No, sir; it isa great deal cheaper, and a 
great deal safer, for a demagogue to rise—I don’t 
mean here, sir, for we have none such here, of 
course—but on the stump, and declare that it is all 
the work of the British Whigs, and the lords of 
the loom, and the bank barons. 

But, sir, what is to prevent the West from em- 
barking extensively in the manufacturing business? 
It was said by one of the wisest of British states- 
men, that all that England wanted for her manu- 
facturers was cheap iron, cheap fuel, and cheap 
wool. All this the West has, and, in addition, 
cheap food and cheap land; and if the system of 
protection is established, there is nothing to pre- 
vent the West and the South from embarking in 
manufacturing labor. It is of the utmost import- 
ance to the grain-growing States to have a market 
not only in this.country, but strictly. at home. 
From,many sections of the West, itnow costs as 
much to transport their-wheat, and: even: their In- 
dian corn, to market, asit does to raise it. That 
is the case in relation to some ‘markets in this 
country; still more when the market is a foreign 
one. ow important, then, is it, that such forms 
of labor should be there introduced as will ensure 
that some considerable portion of their productions 
be consumed at home, and near where it is now 
produced. 

I know of no other reason why the fertile lands 
of the valley of the Connecticut. river are worth 
$100 or $200, and those of Illinois, of at least equal 
fertility, are worth $5 per acte, I firmly believe 
that they have a more decided interest to make this 
system permanent than any other section of the 
country. 

But, sir, suppose these seven hundred thousand 
persons, who are now mechanics and manufactur- 
ers, or any considerable portion of them, should 
cease to be consumers of the products of the soil, 
and should be themselves producers, what would 
then be the result? I think it would be a hard 
matter for any theorist or politician of any school 
to persuade any sensible, practical farmer, that this 
greatly diminished consumption at home and 
greatly increased production would be made up to 
him by any market he could find abroad, and that 
it would be better for him to run the risk of,send- 
ing his productions to those who have heretofore 
purchased so sparingly, and also some three or 


four thousand miles distant, instead of saving the 


transportation, and securing a certain market with- 
ina ‘Lounnd miles, or a hundred miles, or at his 
next door, and in his own country, and among his 
own people. . ae 

Mr. BEDINGER obtained the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise; which motion, prevailed, 
and the committee rose. i 

Pete rita 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. McKAY, from the managers appointed by 
the two Houses to conduct at the conference on 
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the disagreeing votes on the amendments of the 
Senate depending to the bill making appropriation 
to defray the expenses of the Indian department 
for the year ending on the 30th of June, 1847, 
made a report, for which see report of the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate. : 

The report and recommendations of the confer- 
ees being read, were adopted by the House. 

And so the bill has finally passed both Houses.. 

Mr. WITEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. é 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, June 27, 1846. 


Mr. EVANS presented a petition of citizens of 
Camden, Maine, praying the adoption of measures 
for a peaceful adjustment of all ternational difi- 
culties; which was referred to the Comniittee on 
Foreign Relations. * 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of Mad- 
ison Allen, praying the renewal of ‘certain Jand 
warrants, which were destroyed while in his pos- 
session; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of the 
Library Company of Philadelphia, praying that 
books, maps, and other scientific and literary ap- 
paratus, imported for the use of philosophical or 
literary socicties, colleges, academies, or semina- 
ries of learning, may not be made subject to duty; 
which was reterred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. DAYTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire and report to the Senate, 
whether a contract has been made with Robert L, 
Stevens for the construction of an iron steam ves- 
sel under the act of the 14th of April, 1842; and if 
so, what that contract is? And that the Commit- 
tee further inquire and report whether said con- 
tract, if any, is in the course of execution; and if 
the building of said vessel under said contract shall 
have been stopped or delayed, that they report the 
reasons therefor; and whether other, and what, 
legislation is necessary to carry said. contract. into 
effect.’ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to indemnify the officers, 
seamen, and marines, of the United States steam 
frigate Missouri, for the losses sustained by them 
by the destruction by fire of the said frigate on the 
2d August, 1843. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the relief 
of G. R. Barry, late a purser in the United States 
havy; which was read a first and second time: 

By unanimous consent the prior orders of the 
day were postponed, and the joint resolution was 
considered as in committee of the whole, reported 
back to the Senate without amendment, and order- 
ed to be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported the bill making appropriations for the 
military service of the United States, for the year 
ending June 30, 1847, with certain amendments, 
which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Welcome Parmenter; which was read and passed 
to the second reading, and the accompanying re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of John England; which was read } 
and passed to the second reading, and the accom- 
panying report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for completing the marine hospital at New 
Orleans, and for the erection of a custom-house in 
the said city, which was read and passed to the 
second reading. 


t 


THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. i 


Mr. MILLER moved that the prior orders of | 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate proceed | 
to the consideration of the House joint resolution 
authorizing: the.selection, from the public lands 
within the city of Washington, of a site for the 


‘President of the United 


erection of a monument to General Washington. | 
On this motion a division. was called for, when 
there appeared for the motion 24, against it 14. 

The resolution was accordingly taken up for con- 
sideration. 5 a 

Mr. BENTON submitted:a few: observations 
against connecting the work of a private -associa- 
tion with the action of Congress: He feared that, 
if the sanction of Congress was given to this work 
in any way, it would: be used as an argument to. 
induce the public to give large sums of money in 
aid of its prosecution, which moneys—judging from 
the past—might not be properly appropriated, or 
accounted for. He wanted time to produce his 
-proofs, in order to show that large sums of money 
had been subscribed towards the erection of this 
monument which had never been accounted for in 
any shape whatever. The public had been pil- 
laged,’ and he was desirous that the sanction of 
Congress might never be given, where it might in 
any manner. or shape be prostituted to such pur- 
poses. He moved that the joint resolution be re- 
committed to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia, with instructions to inquire whether large 
sums of money had not been’ subscribed and col- 
lected in New York for the same purpose as that 
now in question, which had been utterly wasted, 
and never accounted for. oe Be 

Mr. MILLER briefly replied that the society 
had $53,000 in hand, that they simply asked per- 
mission to expend it in the erection of a monument 
to General Washington, on some vacant lot of the 
public grounds, and that they sought no further con- 
nexion with the Government.. He knew not by 
what authority the committee could go, into the 
State of New York and demand information as 
io the proceedings of any society of individuals 
there. : i 

Mr. ALLEN opposed the passage of the joint 
resolution for the same reasons urged by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. Bewron,] and moved 
to amend the motion made by the latter, so as to 
instruct the committee further to inquire and report 
upon the expediency of erecting a monument to 
General Washington, at the public cost, and algo 
to suggest a suitable site therefor. , : 

[A. message ‘in’ writing was réécived from th 
tates. = ; 

- After a discussion between Senators DAYTON, 
MILLER, DAVIS, CASS, and BAGBY. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to lay the joint resolu- 
tion on the table for the present, in order to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of certain other business 
which demanded speedy attention. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YWAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 


by, Benton, Cathonn, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, 
Haywood, Houston, Lewis, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, and Yulee—19. 

NAYS—Messts. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, Cass, 
Cilley, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 
den, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Rusk, 
Simmons, Upham, and Woodbridge—24. s 

So the joint resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question recurring upon Mr: ALLEn’s.} 
amendment to the motion to recommit, the yeas 
and nays were demanded, and, being taken, result- 
ed as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Cathoun, Cameron, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Lewis, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Turney, and 
Yulee—18. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cass, Cilley, 
Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, | 
Dayton, Evans, Greene, Haywood, Huntington, Johnson of | 
Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Rusk, Sim- | 
mons, Upham, and Woodbridge—23. $ 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The question recurring upon the original motion | 
by Mr. Benrow to recommit, further discussion 
ensued, pending which, 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the subject be laid 


agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. STURGEON, the joint reso- |} 


lution explanatory of the act passed the. 93d of 
August, 1842, entitled “ An act for the relief of 
Charles F. Sibbald,’’ was taken up, considered as 
in committee of the whole, reported back to the | 


Senate without amendment, ordered to be engross- || 


ed and read a third time, and, by unanimous con- 
sent, immediately read a third time, and passed. 
The * bill for the relief of Abraham B. Fannin” 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
ported without amendment, ordered to be engross- 


ed for a third reading, ‘and, by unanimous consent, > 
immediately read ‘a third time, and passed: ico Aest 
Thess bill for. the relief of Nathaniel Stafford”? 
was read a second time, considered asin commit-" 
‘tee of the whole, reported back without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
me be re Te Ses ens 
l The “pill for the relief of John Jonesysurviving 
partner of John Jones & Charles Souder,’’ was 
considered as in committee-of the whole, reported 
to the Senate without amendment, and ordered. to” 
be engrossed and read a third times -000 n; i 
The ‘bill for the reliéf of Elijah White” was 
read a third time, and passed. Fatty AP Sid epee 
The “ act in'addition to an act forthe relief -of 
Loomis & Gay’? was read ‘a third;time, and passed. 
The following bills, from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, were severally read. a first and second 
time, and referred, viz: 5 TA 
The ‘bill for the relief of Nathaniel Perry & J. 
M. Reese:”. referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. oa ‘ a S ‘ 
The “act for the relief of Philip and Eliphelet 
Greene:’’ referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The “act for the relief of John S. McLeod, of 
Linn county, Missouri:” referred to the Commit+ 
tee on Public. Lands. : eh eae 
: The “act declaratory of the powers and legal- 
izing certain acts of the chief clerk of the Patent 
Office,” was read.a third time, and passed. > ` 
On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Senate then 
went into Executive session; and, after a short time 
spent therein, the doors were. opened; and 
' The Senate adjourned: a 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

; . Barunpay, June 27, 1846. 
The: Journal. of yesterday was ‘read and. ap- 
proved. f ; i ; f 
s PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


` Mr. OWEN rose (he said) for. the-first time 
since he had been a member, to a personal expla- 
nation; ‘and leave having been granted, Mr. O. 
continued: He did not consider himself at liberty 
to avail himself of such a privilege, except where: 
an actual misstatement, from. inadvertence or other- 
wise, was made on this floor of ‘an argument used: 
in the course of debaté: ` He was not present when 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Gorvow,] 
whom he regretted not to see in his seat, čon- ` 
cluded his remarks yesterday on the tariff; but he 
found, in thë Union of this morning, the following 
reported paragraph: z 
‘One word in relation to the speech of the ‘gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Owen.] I must differ in opinion with 
him as to one of the consequences of a‘protective tariff 
law. The gentleman-seemcd to think that but for the Com- 
promise act of 1833, this Union was in danger of dissolu- 
tion. That idea and sentiment he boldly and prominently 
put forth. The gentleman never labored under a greater 
mistake than when he conceived that idea, and never com- 
mitted a greater blunder than when he uttered it. . There is 
no such thing as breaking up this Union by nullification. 
There was danger to certain individuals engaged in that 
controversy, arising out of the extent to which they carried 
it. And the Compromise, instead of saving the Union, 
saved these individuals, and settled forever the question of 
nullification in this country: Nullification will never again, 
in the North or in the South, in the Hast or in the West, 
rear its hydra head to breed disturbance, confasion, and re‘ 
bellion in these harmonious States. . I beg the gentleman 
to revise his opinion; and to have more confidence in the 
power and patriotism of the people all over the land—on 
this and on the other side of the mountains, too.” _ t 
o 


Mr. O. proceeded: Sir, instead of my revising 
my opinion, the gentleman from New York'will 
“have to revise his version of it. I made no asser- 


ii tion that, but for the Compromise of 1833, there 


was danger of the dissolution of the Union: ‘To 
i return the gentleman his own words, he “ never 
| labored under.a greater mistake than when he con- 
ceived that idea.’ The expression I nsed was 


l reported in the Union, almost word for word, I 
| upon the table for the present; which motion was | 


believe, as I spoke it. After adverting to the daily 
doubts and fears that filled all good men’s hearts, 
while the issue of the nullification. struggle was 
i yet undecided, I added: bites 

& And thus was exposed to danger the most imminent; the. 
| integrity of that Union which the good and the brave bed 
i iaid down their lives to establish.” ; 

My expression was, that the iniegrity of the ~ 
Union was imminently endangered. —A-glance at 
Johnson or Webster will remind the gentleman 
i from New York, that integrity, in this connexion, 
means ‘“entireness, unbroken; whole.’ What 1- 
said, then, was, that out of this quarrel about the 
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- protective system grew great danger: not that this 
glorious Union of ours. would be dissolved, but 
thatit might not remain an unbroken whole; not. 
that our national banner, which now floats beyond. | 
the Rio Grande, should be tor into shreds, and 
scattered to the winds of heaven, but that one bright 

Star, atleast, might have dropped from its ample 
folds. ugh, surely, such a probable, or possi- 

he, to bid us pause ere, we seek to 

1 e.a system that might have brought it 

upon us! -The gentleman, I think, must be too 
well read in the history of our country to‘deny that 
danger. If he denies or doubts, I refer him to a 
gentleman, from South Carolina, occupying a seat 
near mie, who was himself a member of the con- 
vention which passed the nullifying ordinance, and’ 
also, I believe, one of those who stood ready to 
enter the field in vindication of the doctrines that 
that ordinance sets forth. He will learn from that 
gentleman thatin the winter of 1832-33, there were, 
in South Carolina, twelve thousand “minute men,” 
as they were called, enrolled, armed, mounted, and 
ready, at a single hour’s warning, to muster under 
thë Palmetto banner: a force half'as large again as 
that which the gallant Taylor now heads against 
Mexico. | He will learn, further, that there was a 
reserve regularly organized, of twelve thousand 
more, to be called out, if the exigency of the case 
demanded their aid. Now, we may say what we 
please of the’ prudence of South Carolina chivalry; 

‘its Spirit and courage none ever doubted. We may 

doubt whether the example of one State would have 

drawn others into the contest; but we cannot doubt, 
that a word, an impulse, such as often determines 
the fate of nations, might have precipitated one 

State of the Union, if no other, into actual war. 

Andif even with one State only, terrible—how ter- 

rible might that contest have been! Task again, 

as on the former occasion I asked, what man could 
say, where, if the first blood had flowed, that frat- 
ricidé war might end? I thaik God the fearful 
issue was never tried. Let us not tempt our fate 
by continuing the influences which brouglit about 

80 perilous a crisis. | 

ut I did not rise, sir; again to argue this ques- 
tion; I desired solely to correct the erroncous ver- 
sion of my sentiments into which the gentleman 
from New York; doubtless from inadvertence, had 


been misled. ` 
Mr. McK AY, on leave given, offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which was adopted unanimously: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of this House have 
leave of absence for such portion of the next week, 
not exceeding four days, as he may desire. 
THE, TARIFF, 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself, into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the-Union; (Mr: Cons, of Georgia, in the chair,) 
and resumed. the consideration of the bill to reduce 
the duty on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BEDINGER was entitled. to the floor, and 
addressed ‘the committee (in remarks, of which a 
full report will be found in the Appendix) in favor 
of the bill under consideration, and in explanation 


of the: insuperable objections he entertained against | 


the injustice and tyranny of the system which had 


been fastened upon the Government by the act of | 


1842. 


Mr. EWING, of Tennessee; obtained the floor, il 


and addressed the committee in opposition to the 
bill. 
-Mr. POLLOCK followed on the same side, and 
‘in general vindication of the protective policy. 
['Ehese speeches will be published in the Appen- 
dix.] 
Mr. 


‘be found in the 


exactly correspondent to the benefits itconfers upon 
other sections, and in reply more particularly to 


Mr. PorLock, and Mr. RockwELL of Connecticut, | 


portraying the inherent injustice and oppression of 
the entire system-of protection to certain’ favored 
classes by governmental interference with the in- 
dustrial: pursuits and businéss operations of the 


le. : 7 
oer. SEVERANCE followed in a statistical 
specth. in’ favor of the tariff of 1842. 

(This speech will be published in the Appen- 
dix.] : 


Mr. TIBBATTS then, obtained the floor, and 
the committee rose and reported. 

And, after the usual motions for calls of the. 
| House, &c., g 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
‘The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 


By Mr SCHENCK: The petition of Daniel Wolf and 113 
other citizens of Obio, praying for the establishment of a 
miail-route from Ithica, in Darke county, to Union, in Mont- 
gomery county, in that State ; referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Strabo Clark and 
77 other citizens of Brewster, Massachusetts, for a continu- 
ance of the duty on salt and allowance to the codfishery. 
Also, of E. E. Knowles and others of Eastham, Massachu- 
setts, for the same purposes. 

By Mr. McILVAIN E: The petition of Deborah Marot and 
1014 other women of Philadelphia, praying for the abolition 


A 1 
TOWNS addressed the committee during | 
his hour, (in a speech, of which a full report will | 
ppendix,) in-advocavy of the bill | 

undér. consideration, and in condemnation of the | 
: tariff of 1842, exposing particularly its intolerable | 
burdens upon the people of the South—burdens | 


of slavery in the District of Columbia and the slave trade 
between the States. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 29, 1846. 


Mr. DIX presented the petitions of John Morti- 
mer, and Crafts, Stevens, & Tucker, praying that 
certain duties alleged to have been illegally exacted 
of them by the collector for the portof New York, 
may be refunded to them; whicn was referred to 
the Committee.on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
memorial of the Legislature of Louisiana, praying 
that an appropriation may be made for the removal 
of obstructions in the channel of the Bayou La- 
fourche; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. . 

Mr, YULEE presented the petition of certain 
settlers on the public lands in the State of Florida, 
praying the benefits of the act to provide for the 
‘armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled 
part of the peninsula of East Florida may be ex- 
tended to them; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr, JARNAGLN presented resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of ‘Tennessee, in 


panies of Tennessee volunteers mustered into the 
service of the United States in the month of July, 
1836; which, after reading, were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Adluirs, : : 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed 
by the Chair to inquire into the expediency of pre- 
paring a place for reporting the proceedings and 
the substance of the debates of the Senate. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Josephine Nourse; which was read a first and 
second time. ` 

Mr.. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported the bill to amend an 
act confirming certain land claims in the State of 
Michigan, accompanied by a special report. The 
bill was read and passed to the second reading, 
and the report accompanying the bill was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill to repeal an act entitled “ An act for the relief 
of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in the Territory 
of Wisconsin, and for other purposes,” approved 
3d March, 1843. N ; 

The following resolution, submitted on the 15th 
instant by Mr. Heuston, was considered, and 
agreed to: Ae 

Resolved, That the Committee on. Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the practicability, 
propricty, and expense of opening an inland navi- 
gation from the Sabine to Galveston, and thence to 
the mouth of the Rio Grande, as connected with 
the defence of the coast of Texas. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the necessity and 
propriety of making early and adequate provision 
„for the survey, improvement, and permanent forti- 
fication of the principal harbors- on the coast: of 
‘Texas. eke ae 

The Senate also considered the following resolu- 
tion, submitted on the 15th instant, by Mr. Hous- 


ton, which was agreed to: 


favor of the payment of the claims of certain com- ! 


Resolved, 'Thatthe President of the United States 
be requested to’ communicate to the Senate copies 
of the reports of the board of engineers heretofore 
employed in anexamination of the coast of Texas, 
with a view to its defence and improvement. - 


Mr. JARNAGIN gave notice of his intention, 
by leave of the Senate, to introduce a bill to estab- 
lish and~organize an executive: bureau under the 
exclusive direction and contro! of the President of 
the United States. : i ee 

Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON gaye notice that he 
would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton. 


The following resolution, submitted’ by Mr. J. 
M. Craxton on the 15th instant, was considered, 
and agreed to: ; l 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, directed to prepare for the 
use of the Senate a statement showing the number 
of vessels employed in the coasting trade; how 
many of such vessels are propelled by steam, and 
how many by sails; how many are rated by the 
custom-house admeasurement at seventy-five tons, 
and less than one huhdred and fifty tons; how 
many are rated at one hundred and fifty, and less 
than two hundred and fifty tons; how many are 
rated at two hundred and fifty, and less than three 
hundred and fifty tons; how many are rated st 
three hundred and fifty tons, and less than five 
hundred tons; and how many are rated at five 
hundred tons and upwards. 


The following resolution, submitted on the 9th 
instant, by Mr. Nites, was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law that the subsistence, clothing, and equi- 
page for the army be purchased by advertising for 
contracts to be given to the lowest bidder, when 
the exigencies of the service will admit of it; and 
also to inquire into the expediency of requiring the 
quartermaster general and the commissary general 
of subsistence, to report annually to the Secretary 
of War the. terms of all contracts made, and ail 
bids or offers for contracts, not accepted, relating 
to the military service. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States.] 

The resolution heretofore submitted by Mr. 
Baany, providing that the hour of meeting of the 
Senate shall hereafter be eleven o’clock, a. m., was 
considered and agreed to, 

The following resolution, submitted by Mi. Srm- 
mons.on the 26th instant, was: considered: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to furnish the Senate with the estimates 
by the department, of the annual amount of ini- 
portations which itis expected will be made, should 
the duties thereon be charged as proposed in his 
report of the [6th instant, specifying the amount 
in value of imports of the articles comprehended 
within each of the several classes.of merchandise 
upon which it is proposed to levy upon the value 


thereof duties at the rates of 125 per cent., 40 per 


cent., 30 per cent., 25 per cent., 20 per cent., 15 
per cent., 10 per cent., and 5 per cent, respective- 
ly, together with his estimate of the amount of 
revenue to be derived therefrom; also the estimated 
amount of the annual value of imports of such ar’ 
ucles as it is proposed shall continue to be imported 
free of duty; and that he accompany the same with 
a statement’of the amount in value of importations 
thé last fiscal year of all articles. embraced in each 
class of imports upon which it is proposed to levy 
the foregoing rates of duties; stating in each case 
the amount of imports of articles subject to duty 
under existing laws, and the rates of duty paid 
thereon the last year, and the amount of imports 
of each class that were imported the last year free 
of duty, with his estimate of the amount in value 
of imports of each kind after the proposed change 
in the rates of duties shall have taken-place. Also, 
a statement of the revenue received. from customs 
for the three first quarters ‘of the present year, and 
the amount to be expected from that source for the 
fourth quarter. i ; 

Mr. DAVIS moved the. following amendment; 
which. was.agreed to; Add to the original resolu- 
tion, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
instructed to report tó the Senate the list of manu-- 
factured articles upon which the sum.of fifty-four 
millions of dollars are annually paid to the pro- 
tected classes, by enhancing the price of ‘domestic 
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paid upon each article, 


articles, and the amount so on 
if he possesses the means of ascertaining the same. 

The question being then taken upon the resolu- 
tion as amended, it was adopted. 

‘The following resolution, submitted on the 25th 
instant, by Mr. Jonson, of Maryland, was con- 
sidered and agreed to: i 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be directed 
to report to the Senate whether any individual has 
been authorized by the Department, or recommend- 
ed by the Department, to the Executive of any 
State, to be authorized to raise volunteers to serve 
in the war with Mexico; or whether the Governor 
of any State has been authorized by the Depart- 
ment to receive into service volunteers raised by 


any individual named by the Department; and if | 


so, that he report the facts to the Senate, together 
with copies of any instructions or correspondence 
relating to the same, and state under what power 
such an authority has been given, or such recom- 
miendation has been made. $ 


The following resolution, submitted on the 25th 
instant by Mr. Haywoop, was considered and 
agreed to: eta 

Resolved, That a select committee be appointed 
to revise the rules for conducting business in the 
Senate of the United States, and to inquire and 
make report to the Senate, whether any, and if any, 
what amendments are neccesary or expedient for the 
orderly and convenient despatch of business. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee of Claims, on the memorial of Jonathan 
Tyner; which was concurred in. 

‘Also the adverse report of the Committee of 
Claims on the petition of John Cocke; which was 
laid on the table. eo 

Also, the adverse reports of the Committee on 
Pensions, in the cases of representatives of James 
Livingston, and Jonathan Smith, the executor of 
Judah Allen, the administrator of William Torrey, 
and the executrix of James Maxwell; which were 
concurred in. 

Also the adverse report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, on the petition of Abigail Edgerly; which 
was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, on. the petition. of Mary Biggs; which 
was concurred in. as ee 

The * bill for the relief of Nathaniel Staford,” 
was read a third time and passed. ; 

The “ act for the relief of John Jones, surviving 
partner of John Jones and Charles Louder,” was 
read a third time and passed. 

The ‘* bill to authorize the settlement of the ac- 
counts of John Arwell,” was taken up for its third 
reading. 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, with 
certain instructions; which motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The PRESIDENT announced as the next busi- 
ness in order the joint resolution authorizing the 
erection upon the public grounds in the city of 
Washington of a monument to General George 
Washington. 

Mr. ARCHER, in pursuance of notice hereto- 
fore given, moved that the previous orders be post- 
poned, and that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill providing for the retrocession 
of Alexandria. 

Mr. BREESE expressed the hope that the Sen- 
ate would proceed to the consideration of the sub- 
ject which was made the special order for Thurs- 
day last—the bill providing for the graduation and 
raliston of the price of the public lands. 


Mr. DIGKINSON suggested the propriety of | 


proceeding with the private calendar, 
My. DIX expressed a desire that the warehous- 
ing bill should be taken up; but as the land bill 


had the precedence, he would not press a motion | 


without effect. j 
Mr. MILLER expressed the hope that the un- 
finished business—the Washington Monument site 
_——-would be the first disposed of. 
Mr. YULEE was desirous that the land bill 
should be disposed of. 


After some discussion as to the priority of busi- į 


ness the question was taken on Mr. ArRcHER’s mo- 
„tion to take up. the bill for the retrocession of Alex- 
andria, and it was disagreed to, 


Mr. MANGUM, in redemption ofa pledge given | 


‘on Saturday last to the friends of’ the bill, autho- 


t 


i] nexion with this proposed amendment, that if it 


| a quarter down to twenty-five cents. 


| inquire of the honorable Senator, the chairman of | 


rizing the erection of a monument, to General 
Washington upon the public grounds within’ the 
city of Washington, moved that the said bill be 
taken up for consideration. — 3 : 
Upon this question, the yeas and nays were dè- 
manded; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 
YVEAS—Messrs. Archer, Cilley, Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, 
-Greene, Haywood, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland; Johnson 
of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, 
Simmons, Upham, and Woodbridge—22, Mites 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Col- 
quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, 
MeDufe, Pennybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Turney, and: Xu- 
ee—24, : 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
_ THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider, as in 
committee of the whole, the bill to reduce and 
graduate the price of the public lands and forother, 
purposes. ote 

The pending question was upon a proposition 
of Mr. Davron to amend the-bill-by striking out 
that portion which makes a donation to the States 
in which they lie of all that-portion of the public 
land which has been in the market and subject to 
private entry for a period exceeding forty years. 

Mr. DAYTON desired simply to say, in con- 


should prevail, it was his intention to move to 
substitute in the place of the words stricken, out a 
provision that these lands be sold at 123 cents an 
acre.’ His object was to meet the principle which: 
seemed to be recognised by the bill, of giving lands 
to the States, by a proposition which would at once 
test the sense of the Senate upon it. Let the price 
of the lands be reduced to the smallest sum com- 
poe with the interests of the Government, but 
et not the principle be admitted that whole sec- 
tions of the public domain were to be surrendered. 
to the States in which they were situated. 

Mr. BREESE read from tables in his hands, 
some statistical facts relative to the public lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, was opposed to 
giving away any of the public land which might 
be available in the market for a reasonable. price, 
although he was in favor of.a bill for the gradua- 
‘ting and reducing the price of the. public. lands. 
The bill proposed to divide-all the: ablic lands be- 
longing to-the United States into five. classes, and 
‘to affix a price to each class, from one dollar ànd: 


Mr. DAYTON. And I propose a sixth class, 
at twelve-and-a-half cents, 


il specifie purposes—for the common. 


General Government to make donations of land to 
“the States. He had-always understood that these 
lands were ceded to the General Government for 
: ; i eand benefit 
of the whole Union—the Gen Fovernment ` 
standing in the nature’ of a trustee, to hold the 
lands for the common use and benefit of the United 
States. The question, then, would be, whether 
‘the giving of these lands to thé States in which 
they were situated would be for the common ‘use 
and benefit? If not, it would've a disposal of ther 
in a manner which the grantors did not mtend. 
This was’a matter which seemed to him to be well 
worthy of their serious consideration. ~~ 
Mr. MILLER inquired of the horiorable chair- 
man of the Committee on the Public Larids: what 
would become of the alternate sections ofthe pub- 
lic Jand under the atts ceding certain sections of 
the public lands to the various States, for the pur- 
ose of aiding in works of internal improvement? 
t was scarcely necessary to give away one section 
in order that another might be ben Fid, if they 


€ 
were going immediately, to give away the whole? 
Mr. BREESE said ‘that that difficulty could be 
very readily obviated, by reserving the tracts to 
which those graits of alternate sections apphed. 
As to the query suggested by the Senator. from 
Virginia, that was a ‘matter which had been’ dis- 
cussed and determined by the Senate. “Though 
the publie lands were granted to the General Goy- 
ernment for the common benefit, yet if did not fol- 
low that they must be. sold. - The trust might be 
fulfilled in another way. s ae 
Mr. ATCHISON observed that the objection 
stated by the honorable. Senator to giving away 
these lands to the Ststes would, he. thought, at 
once be removed when he reflected that a very large 
proportion of the- public land was’.no rth the 
expense of surveying. Inthe Sta “Missouri 


the returns showed that a very largé proportion, he 


believed about nine-tenths, was not worth the cost 


ò 
now stood; he could not ossikh 
The bill divided the publie land 
according to the léngth of time pi 
market; and, in the-second’ section, it went on to 
provide that the price should'be reduced all at once 


gh 


into, fiy 


Mr. JOHNSON said he believed he was correct 
when he stated that the minimum price of all the 
public lands in the United States was now one dol- 
lar and twenty-five cents an acre. He wanted to 
know, then, if it was intended that lands, which 
had never heretofore been subjected to sale at a 
lower rate than one dollar and twenty-five cents 
per acre, were now to be all at once put into mar- 
ket at twenty-five cents? This would be the effect, 
as he viewed it; and, not content with forming 
these several classes with varying prices, the sec- | 
ond section of the bill provided, that all lands 
which had been upwards of thirty years in market, 
though that land might be worth fifty cents or a 
dollar per acre, should become absolutely the prop- 
perty of the State in which it lay. 

The provision was retrospective; it referred to 
such land as had already been in the market thirty 
years, without our being able to get a dollar and 
a quarter an acre for it, though it might very well 
be that we could get something less. “There were, 
he believed, about 2,600,060 acres in each of five. 
States, which would fall within this class, and 
which would consequently become the property of 
those States. “When lands were found to be worth 
nothing, they might be given to the States. 

Mr. BREESE remarked that he had an amend- 
ment prepared, which he intended to submit as 
soon as the proposition of the Senator from New 
Jersey was disposed of; and it was this, that the 
lands of any particular class remaining unsold for 
five years should be placed in the succeeding class. 
He would himself prefer that the price be brought į 
down to twenty-five cents as soon as practicable, | 
for he thought it an object that those lands should 
be settled. a 

Mr. PENNYBACKER said he would like to 


i 


i 
i 


the Committee on the Public Lands, if he had in- 
formed himself whether it is competent for the 


according to the classification, whatever it might be. 
His objection to this mode of graduation was, that 
in all probability those lands which had ‘been in 
market thirty years and upwards were quite as 
likely to sell for one dollar an acre as land which 
had been but five years in the market. The in- 
crease of population and the natural advance in 
the value of property had brought the worst qual- 
ity of land nearly to the value of one dollar -and 
twenty-five cents per acre. He did not see, how- 
ever, why the public lands should not be brought 
gradually to some standard of valuation. Land 
that had been in the market for ten years might be 
brought down to one dollar per acre, and so remain 
for four or five years, and after that, if not -sold, 
further reduced for a like period to seventy-five 
cents the acre, and. then to fifty, and, if. unsold, 
eveninally to be-ceded to the States in which they 
ie. f 

As for this question of cession of the public 
lands, he agreed substantially with the views of 
the Senator from Virginia, that. they had no-right 
to give away the public land. Stil, hethought that 
they would find, in progress of time, that the quan- 
tity which could not be sold at twenty-five cents 
per acre would be so small, and the quality of that 
little so inferior, that it would not be. worth the 
cost of its survey, or even the expense of aù ad- 
vertisement for its sale. To this extent, he should 
consider the trust in regard to such Jand fulfilled. 
And this was the principle which had governed him 
ever since he had turned_his attention to. the sub- 
ject; but he saw no reason for supposing that land 
which had been in the market for thirty, years 
might not be as valuable as that which had been 
but five years. The truth was, avery small por- 
tion only of the public land came- up to the value 
of one dollar and twenty-five cents each year; bat 
he thought it entirely unadvisable to-go through 
| the slow process of disposing of these lands only- 


‘as fast as they rose fo that value. He. was dee- 
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*dedly of opinion,- therefore, that the graduating 
principle ought to be adopted. ` 
; At the time when'he had last examined the sub- 
ect,in I841, he believed there were about one 
hundred and sixty millions of acres of land belong- 
ing to the General Government, and ready to be 
offered for sale, or which had been actually offered. 
“To give an idea of the extent of this enormous 
quantity of land, it covered a space equal to all of 
New England, New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl- 


vania, Delaware, Vitginia, and a part of North | 


Carolina., Now, even at twenty-five centsan acre, 
, this’ would’ produce no despicable sum; but the 
great danger of too rapid a reduction of price would 


be, that it would result in throwing the whole into | 


the hands of speculators. He thought, therefore, 
the reduction ought to be graduated; and he was 
convinced that, by a proper graduation and bring- 
ing them into the market gradually, a larger sum 
would be. realized than if they were held at one 
dollar and twenty-five cents. If the honorable 
Senator ‘who had charge of the bill would modify 
it so'as to meet these views, he would be very 
happy to vote for it; but otherwise it would be 
impossible. for him to give it his support. 

Mr. DAYTON, in order to present the entire 
question at once to the Senate, amended his motion 


by adding the price per acre, which he intended to | 
apply to that class of lands which, by the bill as ! 


it stood, was to be surrendered to the State in which 
it lay., The price he named, in accordance with a 
suggestion to that effect from Senators near him, 
was ten cents. Senators would recollect that there 
were about two millions and a half of acres falling 
under this class. This quantity, atten cents only, 
would produce a very considerable sum. But it 
was the principle he desired to test. He wanted 
to put it. to the Senate whether they were disposed 
to surrender this quantity of land; whether they 
considered that this woul 
trust devolving upon them. They were called 
upon to surrender two millions now: how long 
would it be before they would be called on to sur- 
render two millions more? "There was an obvious 
propriety, too, he thoughit, in throwing these lands 
into the market at a reduced price; fot it would 
add nothing to the expense of.the Government; 
and, if sold, the proceeds would be a clear gain. 
Mr. SEVIER. expressed his concurrence in the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New 


Jersey... If the, Senator from New Jersey was | 


ready to agree to the graduating principle, he (Mr. 
S.) would cheerfully accommodate him as fiar as 
possible: < : : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, argued against 
the propriety of making so large a reduction at 
once as to bring down the price of any of the public 
lands from: one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre to ten cents. 

And after some further discussion upon this point 
between Messrs. JOHNSON and DAYTON, the 
latter proposition was withdrawn, leaving-the mo- 
tion to amend by. striking out merely. 

Mr. SEVIER would not consent to vote for 
striking out until he knew what was to be substi- 
tuted.. He considered the principle to be well set- 
ted, that, where lands had been a long time in 
market, they might be given to the States. This 
had been done in the case of Tennessee. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN denied that any lands had 
been giyen to Tennessee after they had been in the 
market.’ The lands that were ceded to that State 
he understood io be of'-so’ little value that they 
would not compensate the General Government 
for surveying ‘them, and accordingly they never 
were surveyed. : 

The discussion was somewhat further prolonged, 
and then, upon an intimation by Mr. CALHOUN 
that he desired an. opportunity to prepare certain 
amendments, as there were thirty thousand squat- 
ters on the public lands whose interests were. to be 
protected — ` 


‘Mr. BREESE assented to a motion fota post- | 


ponement of the: further consideration of the- bill 


until Wednesday next. : 
The bill was accordingly postponed until Wed- 


nesday. 66 


be a fulfilment of the | 


THE WAREHOUSING BILL. 
Mr. DIX gave notice that on to-morrow at 


twelve o’clock he would ask the Senate to take up | 


the warehousing bill. : 
On motion, the Senate then proceeded to the 


f consideration of. Executive business; and, after 


some time so spent, the doors were re-opened, 
And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
; Mownpay, June 29, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- i 


proved. : 

_ Mr. JAMES THOMPSON asked leave to in- 
troduce a resolution providing that during the dis- 
cussion on the tariff bill the House would cach day 


take a recess from two to four o'clock. ‘ 


Objection being made, Mr. T. moved a suspen- | 
sion of the rules, to enable him to offer the reso- | 


lution, on which motion no quoram voted. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON desired to offer a resolu- 


tion, the purport of which was not stated. 
Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved that there 


bea call of the House, and asked the yeas and | 
nays on that motion, which were ordered, and, 


being taken, were-—yeas 29, nays 99. 
So a call of the House was refused. 


And the question then recurred and was taken | 


on the motion to suspend the rules. 

And, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended. 

The resolution being thus before the House, and 
the question being on its adoption, 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON asked Mr. T. to waive 


that motion, on a pledge of renewal, to enable him | 


(Mr. HH.) to offer a substitute, providing that du- 
ring the time set apart for the debate on the tariff 


bil, it should not be in order for any member to | 


move that the committee rise until seven p. m. 

And Mr. I. renewed the demand for the pre~ 
vious question. ‘ f 

After. some conversatión-on:a point-of order be- 
tween Mr, FIBBATTS and the SPEAKER, 

The demand for the previous question was- sec- 
onded. i 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

an the resolution, as thus amended, was adopt- 
ed. 

On the suggestion of Mr. COBB, and by general 
consent, certain Senate bills on the Speaker’s table 
were taken up and disposed of. 


~ THE TARIFF. 
On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 


‘itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, (Mr. Cons, of Georgia, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill to reduce 
the duty on. imports, and for other purposes, 

Mr. TIBBATTS was entilled to the floor, and 
addressed the committee in explanation of his 
views of the financial policy best adapted to the 


„wants and exigencies of the Government. : 


Mr. PAYNE next obtained the floor, and ad- 


dressed the committee through his hour in favor of | 


the bill, and in opposition to the policy and expe- 
diency of the principle of protection. 
Mr. SEDDON next obtained the floor, and ad- 


dressed the committee in favor of the bill, and gen- | 
erally in opposition to the protective system, which || 
he believed to be a system of gross impolicy and 


injustice to all the great interests of the country, 
but especially to those of the section which. he in 
part represented. © . 

Mr. HUDSON ‘followed in opposition to the bill 
before the committee, and in favor of the protect- 
ive system generally. i 


Mr. GOODYEAR then. obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee in favor of the substitute 
of Mr. HUNGERFORD. < 


Mr. STRONG addressed the committee in favor 


‘of the bill under consideration, which, however, he 


thought susceptible of some modifications. 


7 mre : 

|| Mr KAUFMAN addressed the committee in 
i vindication of the course of the present Adminis- 
ii tration in the conduct of the Mexican war, and in 
ii favor of its vigorous prosecution until its just ends 
li are secured—-red ress for the long-continued wrongs 
and outrages inflicted upon us by Mexico, indem- 
n nity, and an acknowledgment of our right to the 
| Rio Grande, and of all our just claims. 

| Mr. BLANCHARD spoke in defence of the 
| tariif of 1842, and of its beneficial effects upon the 
| iron, coal, and other interests of Pennsylvania, and 
i the industrial pursuits of the community generally. 
i Mr. HUNGERFORD addressed the committee, 
' giving his views on the subject generally, and es- 
pecially pointing ont what he considered the de- 
fects of the bill of the committee, and explaining 
| and enforcing the provisions of his pending substi- 
į tute therefor. 

j [The above speeches will appear in the Appen- 
i| dix. : 

|| Mr. DIXON obtained the floor at seven o’clock, 
|i and yielded toa motion that the committee rise; 
i which prevailing, 

l The committee rose and reported, 
| And the House adjourned. 

| 

| 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, June 30, 1846. 


| Mr. RUSK presented the petition of Captain 
Samuel ‘Walker, of the Texas Rangers, praying 
i that his company may be remunerated for loss of 
i horses in the war with Mexico; which was refer- 
| red. to the Committee of Claims. 


| The Chair appointed the following Senators a 
| committee, under the resolution submitted yester- 
| day by Mr. Bacsgy, in relation to providing a place 
| for reporting the proceedings and debates of the 
| Senate, viz: Messrs. Bacry, J. M. Craxton, PAIR- 
| vietp, Ilousron, and Morenerap. 
i! The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Revolationary Claims, on the peti- 
tion of Thomas Bryant; which was concurred in. 

‘Also, the adverse report of the. Committee on 
Perisions, on the Petition. of Cécilia Carroll, which 
was conewrred in. ; 

Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back: the bill for the relief of John 
Crowell, with an amendment; which was read. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
i| Printing, to whom was referred the report of Lieu- 
| tenant Abert’s exploring expedition, with a view 
| to inquiring into the expense of printing the same, 
and lithographing maps and drawings: attached 
thereto, submitted a report upon the subject. [As 
well as the Senator could be heard, he stated the 
cost of printing the ordinary number at $1,086, and 
of extra copies at 45 centseach.] ~ 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to establish a land Office in 
the northern part of Michigan, and to provide for 
the sale of mineral Jands in the State of Michigan 
and Territory of Wisconsin; which was réad, and 
i| passed to the second reading. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States.] : 
| Mr. JARNAGIN, in pursuance of notice, asked 
il and obtained leave to introduce ‘A bill to establish 
and organize an Executive bureau, under the exclu- 
sive direction and control of the President of the 
| United States,” which was read a first and second 
time, and ordered to be printed. 


THE WAREHOUSE BILL. 


| On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate, as in com- 
| mittee of the whole, resumed the consideration of 
the bill.to. aniend an. act entitled “ An act to pro- 
vide revenue from imports, and to change. ahd 
| modify existing laws imposing duties on imports, 
and-for other purposes.” i 

Mr. HUNTINGTON referred to the statemerit 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Drx] that this 
bill was simple in its details; in which he entirely 
concurred. But he regarded the principle it in- 
| volved as deserving the serious attention of the 
i Senate. The Senator from New York was per- 
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fectly competent to frame any bill, Did he not 
believe this to be the case, he would have supposed 
the present bill to be the work of some merchant 


of great wealth, who had framed it to promote his ; 
own individual interests without reference to is: 


general effect on the commercial interests of the 
country. 


Mr. H. viewed the measure as one of a series, | 
the objects of which were to restore a hard money , 
currency, to reduce the tariff, and to play into the | 
1 It was only to the | 
bill before the Senate that he proposed now to : 


hands of the foreign importer. 


speak, , f 
The chairman of the Committee on Finance had 
stated that it was the desire of the committee that 


action should take place on this bill previous to ! 


the consideration of the Subtreasury bill, because 
this measure was to prepare the way for the Sub- ; 
treasury system, and to obviate the evils which | 
might result from the specie clause in the Sub- 
treasury bill. He thought it a false principle to 


adopt measures in advance to remedy evils which j! 
it would be wiser to avoid altogether. ji 


A reduction of the revenue he regarded as the | 
certain effect of the introduction of this warehouse 


surveyor at Boston, in a letter to the Secretary of | 


the Treasury, stating that he believed the effect of | 


a warehouse system would be, in the first year, a 
reduction of 25 per cent. in the revenue. 
referred to the authorities of the collectors at Bos- ; 
ton and New York, similar in their import. From | 
these he inferred the certain reduction of the reve- 
nue for the first two or three first quarters after the | 
passage of this bill. l 


Me regarded the bill as very imperfect in its |i 


present shape, and that it could not command any | 
votes, without a recommitment and revision of its | 
details; and he proceeded to point out the portions | 
which contained these defects. The postponement. 
of the payment of the duties would enable an im- 
porer to avail himself of any change of our policy, 

y means of the telegraph, to enter his goods he- 
tween the passage of a law and its signature by the | 
President, and thus to benefit himself to the injury | 
of the revenue. Again: the perishable character į 
of many articles of importation would. prove a 
source of loss to the Government. ... Another evil 
would be the conversion of the. public warehouse 
into a mere retail shop, because the importer, while 


prohibited from removing his packages, might |! 


take out a roll of ribbons, or any other item, for 
the purpose of sale. Ag : 
be required to give bond for the payment of duties, 
before he can take the goods out for home con- | 
sumption, There is no such provision. Nor is | 
there any penalty in the bill against the clandestine 
removal of goods, or any kind of frauds which | 
may be perpetrated. Other points he also pre- | 
sented as indicative of the imperfect state of the 
bill, and as showing the necessity of reecommit- 
ment. 

ffe then proceeded to an examination of the 
general principle of the bill, which he regarded as 
fraught with mischief to the country. It abolished 
the cash system, and introduced the worst. de- 
scription of credit. He considered that the ware- 
house system of Great Britain, which had been 
recommended to our adoption by the New York 


which had been represented, It was established | 
principally in reference to her South American 
trade. Brazil and other southern ports had no | 
shipping, when the system was introduced, and it | 
was Important to obtain the products of these ports | 
‘for the use of British manufactures.» The Com- 


missioners of the Treasury were authorized to se- || 


lect the ports where the warehouses should be e 

tablished, as wellas the kind of goods to be ware- 
housed, and to regulate how and when they should | 
be received. Everything was intended to sub- 
serve British interests exclusively. All the im- 


‘portant articles of importation were obliged to be | 


warehoused for reéxportation in the three great 
ports of London, Liverpool, and Bristol. East 
and West India produce was excluded, as well as 


almost allarticles of manufacture which could come |: 


im competition with the manufactures of Great 
Britain. 


found in their warehouses, except piece goods 
from India. 

“Such was. the working operation of the free 
trade system. of Great Britain, so far as the ware- 
house policy was concerned. Even ‘with regard 


y © secure, and to substitute a hazardous credit. 
Tie also i: 


i| the duties, so that they may not be demandable 
|| benefited: Ist, the large capitalists, who could 
ii eign Importer. 


i of New Y 


Again: the importer ought to || 


stow shilling. They will pay the duties, and cir- 
i| enlate the goods. 


i 

Chamber of Commerce, was not the liberal system | 
f 
| 
| 


ii ness, i 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


to her breadstuffs she has taken care of her own’! 
interests, avoiding the taxation of any one interest | 
without providing for it an equivalent. The French 
understood this perfectly; and to_prove this, heread 
from. the debates in the French Chamber of Depu- 
tres. : 

_ He went on to show that this system was not | 
adapted to a country without colonies. 

He would not say that a warehouse bill could, 
or could not be framed, which might benefit some 
interests without injury to others. He- felt sur- 
prise that the Senator from New York should have 
designated this bill as an extension of the storage 
system established by the act of 1799, which was į 


payment of the duties by bonds; as the act of 1842 
provided for their payment in cash. Under any 
circumstances, they were to be sold after being in |} 
store nine months. The leading minds of our 
country had never thought it wise heretofore to 
introduce the warehorise system, and this bill he 
regarded as a mere experiment. 

Our present system is working admirably,-and 


The mercantile system has become accus- |! 
tomed to the debenture system, and to repeal it 
: would be inequitable. You are now seeking to 
abolish the system which has made the duties | 
The 
Senator from New York admits that the present 
; cash system works well, but he complains that it is 
| too stringent on the commercial interest, and this 
| bill is intended to relieve it by giving time to. pay 


| before the goods are taken out for consumption. 
Fie described the persons who would in fact be 


t afford to keep their goods in warehouses; 2d, the 
| foreign merchants; and 3d, the factors of the’ for- 

The only fact which he could find |; 
| on which this bill was founded, was an expression 
‘in a raemorial of the Chamber of Commerce, 
| ork, against the sub-treasury bill, that 
if that bill should be passed, it would be well pre- 
viously to‘pass a warehouse bill. Respectable as 
the Chamber of Commerce is, the small merchants 
do not belong to it,and they neither desire nor 
can. afford. to. take -the, benefit. of this warehouse: 
system. These-have not. asked. for. the adoption 


intended only to secure to. the Government the |; 


| berless other evils. will be in 


: “It had been argued that this system would. be for 
the benéfit of the small ports. -He-conterided tH 
the great market would be in New York, and that 
Boston, Philadelphia, Charleston, ‘and New Or- 
leans, could not expect-to. compete with her. It:was ` 
the unavoidable course of things, and no law-could *- 
change it., - ` ets cee 

A majority of the Memphis Convention reported, 
in favor of the warehouse system. The report of 
the minority afforded him some extracts on which 
he founded, some remarks.’ : ace ee ts 
It had been alleged that this system ‘would en-. 


|) able the foreigner to` make up.an assorted. cargo at”: 


our warehouses for reéxportation.... He. insisted 
that foreign vessels would not corme- here for an 


„assortment, but would ‘prefer to go to. the. place ‘oP 


production. Tt would be out of the wa 
expensive to come here for them. ; oe 

But one of his strongest ‘objections to this bill 
was, that it is founded on a repeal of the cash. du- 
ties, a system which had worked admirably. He 
reviewed that system in all its various workings. 


y;-and more 


o | The present bill not only gives.a credit on the du- 
it is a wise maxim that we should let well enough {t 
alone. 
bill. He referred to the opinions of Mr. Williams, | 


ties to the importer, but it also gives him a credit 
in the amount of his capital: besides, and ‘it intro- 


| ducés all the ‘evils which the cash duties were in- 


tended to-abotish. : 3 : 
The warehouse system would introduce an ex- 
cessive importation, a fluctuating market, and-nu- 
merous bankriptcies. Foreign goods, which will 
also. find their best market here, will come in 
more plentifully in.conscquence of the new facili- 
ties given by this bill, and: thus.we shall become’ ` 


overstocked with foreign produce.. The redun- 


dancy of supply and forced sales which preceded 


| 1842, were corrected by the law of that year which 
introduced the cash system... The effect’ of this 


bill would be to break dow that systern. 

He predicted that if this bill were ‘adopted, in 
less than three years New York ‘vould demand an 
appropriation for a warehouse as large as her cus- 
tom-house; anid other ports, also, would require 
their public warehouses. An army of officers will 
be required, frauds will be multiplied, and num- 
troduced, from which - 
we are now exempt, 9 000 GUSE j ae 

He would not say thar a wa 
might not be adopted Which’ woul 
objections, but he saw. too much dai 


of the system. If they desired it, they would have 
been heard here on the subject. We should have |} 
had their memorials complaining of the stringency || 
of the present policy, and asking for a change. Is || 


. . . . et 
ii itthe jobbing merchants, whose business it is to put |! table. 


it 
jt 


heir goods on the shelves, whence the markets of |) 
he country can be supplied, who are to be benefit- | 


i ed by this system? No; they only desire to sell || 


| their goods as speedily as possible, on the homely 
| principle that a nimble sixpence is better than a 


Tt is only the foreign merchant 
who will be benefited. He read extracts from 
; letters which he had received from merchants, sus- | 
| taining the views he had presented. f 
Tie was convinced that while only the foreign 
merchant could be benefited, at the expense of our 
own merchants, by this bill, it would be unwise to 
pass it. ‘The foreigner could warehouse his goods, 
| safely and cheaply, for three years, without being 
compelled to pay the duties. He can sell the goods | 
out as he finds customers; and by continuing the 
practice of invoicing his goods at a cheaper rate 


bill to give it his sanction’: He 
ate to look ‘at the question cal 

practical bearings, and to decide ii 
most wise course to let this bill s] 


k 7 


y- and in all its 
it would notbe the 
eép quietly on the 
Mr. ARCHER moved that the further cénsid= 


eration of this bill be postponed until to-morrow, 
and that it be made the special order for to-mor- 


| row. 


Mr, DIX assenting, the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted an -amendment, 
‘which he proposed to move when the bill to grad- 
| uate and reduce the price of the public lands 
| Should again come up for consideration; which 
| was ordered to be printed. ‘a 
RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. -< 


On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate pro- 


|! ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the retro- 


| cession of the city and county of Alexandria to the 
State-of Virginia. . f 3 
Mr. ARCHER observed that he was willing 
that the vote should be taken upon the bill without 


| than the American merchant can, he will always 
| place himself in a more advantageous position, and 
| the effect would be to drive the latter out of busi- 


pe i did : ute: i 
He denied that the American shipping merchant ; 


would throw the carrying trade into his hands. 
| That interest was already protected by our naviga- 
; tion laws, and he was willing to give it still greater 
i protection, The goods can be brought here cheaper, 
| by foreign vessels. They are built cheaper, and 
i navigated cheaper; and they who desire to wate- 
| house their goods will seek the cheapest modes of. 


| conveyance. 


matters not; because the goods are to be ware- 


i| Same terms as the American into our ports, so that, 
i| in this respect, our vessels had no advantage over | 
| the foreigner. On these facts, he felt confident that 


| the carrying trade would be in the hands of the |! 


| foreign. shipping merchant, instead of the Ameri- 
H can. : 


would derive benefit from this bill, and that it.! 
> 


If they are longer on the voyage, it |i 
i bill, to wit: the vote of the white inhabi 
| housed. The foreign vessels are admitted on the | 
No articles of wool or cotton were to be ; 


i 


|| discussion, provided the opponents of the bill. of 
| fered no remarks upon it which would force them, 
|i Into a discussion. 


; Mr. BENTON said this wasa case in which he 
| desired to vote with a majority of the inhabitants. 
of that portion of the District which it was pro- 
; posed to surrender to the State of Virginia; but he 
did not at present know what the wishes of that 
majority were, 

Mr. ARCHER observed that one of the clatises 
of the bill now before the Senate provided that the 
bill should not take effect until the wishes of the 
| inhabitants were ascertained by a vote, to he taken 
in the manner provided for in another clause of the 


tants of six 


months’ residence. cert 

Mr. HAY WOOD said the bill had been referred 

| to the committee of which he had the honor to: he?” 
chairman, and it was perhaps proper,” therefore, - 

though he had no intention of m ing a. i 

; upon the subject, that he should draw th 

of the Senate to the fact that’ the bill provi 
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pledge? 
for it. Tt was eqùally. the duty of the Government 
to protect minorities and majorities; and a majority 
could have no absolute right or authority to com- 
pel retrocession if additional burdens were to be 
imposed as a consequence upon the minority. He 
spoke notin reference to any constitutional objec- 
tion, but merely in reference. to the act of Congress 
constituting this District, the perpetual seat of the 
* Federal Government. 
There was another difficulty which the com- 
_ mittee found somewhat embarrassing, and it was, 
whether the State of Virginia or of Maryland own- 
ed the Potomac river atthe time of the cession. If 
the county of Alexandria were ceded to Virginia 
it might possibly be the. means of reviving the 
contest, and making it a contest between Virginia 
and the District. ‘This would be a matter of very 
considerable importance to the city of Georgetown. 
If the bill was to be passed, he thought it ought at 
least to be amended so as to make it more definite, 
‘and that the river should be kept within the United 
States jurisdiction. It might be of importance that 
the jurisdiction of the United States should not be 
limited atall, “He believed the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts had expressed a desire to offer some 
remarks upon this question. Te did not perceive 
that Senator now in his seat; for his own part, he 
would be perfectly willing that the vote should be 
taken without discussion. i 

Mr. MILLER said he was inclined to think that 
the subject was of more importance than he had 
at first view supposed. His first impressions were 
in favor of the bill, for he supposed that the whole 
matter depended very much upon the wishes of the 
people of Alexandria and Virginia. Bat, upon an 
examination of. the subject, he found himself in 
great doubt as to whether Congress had the power 
to pass such an act; and, even if they had the 
power, he was perfectly convinced that it would 
not be good policy to do it, ‘ 

Mr. M. then went into an argument upon the 
subject of the power of Congress in this matter, 
contending that if Congress had the power to cede 
away any part of the District, they had power to 
cede the whole, and thereby entirely defeat the in- 
tention of the constitutional provision in regard to’ 
the seat of Government. Instead of doing this, he 
hoped that Congress would, by a wise and liberal 
policy, make it the interest of the residents of all 
parts of the District to continue within the same 
jurisdiction. 2 

Mr. PENNY BACKER replied to the arguments | 
of the Senator from New Jersey, and maintained 
that Congress possessed the power to cede a portion 
ofthe District to the State of Virginia. He contended 
farther that the portion proposed to be ceded did |} 
Hot, in contemplation of the first Jaw that was pass- | 
ed'on the subject; constitute a> portion of the ten 
miles square atal: < © 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
Senate adjourn; which was 
noes 18. 


of Maryland, moved that the 
disagreed to: Ayes 16, | 


Or motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate. not 
having come to any vote npon the bill, at: about i! 


i half past three o’clock proceeded to the considera- 


tion of Executive business, and, after some time 


spent therein, the doors were re-opened, and the H 


Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
- Turspay, June 30, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. i 
‘Mr. WICK asked leave to offer the following 
resolution which was read for information: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Miltary Af- 
fairs be instructed-to inquire into the expediency 
of granting land to the officers and privates of the 


volunteer forces raised under laws passed at the | 


present session; and, also, of stimulating enlist- 
ments in the regular forces, by granting lands to 
such as may enlist between the Ist of June and 
the first of November in the present year. 


Mr. G. W. JONES said there was very certain- 
ly not a quorum present. 

[Several voices:-‘* Oh! never mind; let the res- 
olution ¢o,77] 


Mr. JONES, We are sworn to support2the 


Constitution. That instrument requires that a quo- | 
tum shall be present forthe transaction of busi- | 


ness, Itis a different thing in committee. 
Mr. HOPKINS moved that the House resolve 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of || 


the Union. j 
Mr. WICK. hoped the motion wonld not be 
pressed until the resolution had been disposed of. 


Afer a brief conversation, the resolution was 
reccived ane adopted. 


THE TARIFF. 


The motion of Mr. Hopxixs having then been 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of Union, (Mr. 
Conn, of Georgia, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill to reduce the duty on im- 
ports, and for other purposes. 

Mr, DIXON was entitled to the floor, and spoke 
during the hour in favor of the protective policy, 
and of the tariff of 1842. [This speech, and all the 
speeches on the Tariff, will be published in the 
Appendix.] 

Mr. BRINKEREHOFEF addressed the commit 
tee, not, he said, ina formal or prepared speech, 
but in a“ plain talk,” to tell gentlemen, his friends 
of the democratic party, what they could do and 
what they would do; what:they could not do and 
what they would not do. ` Although not authorized 
to speak for the Democratic delegation from Ohio, 


he presumed he might sa that all of them, like H. 
himself, would not vote for the bill reported fromthe || 


Committee o? Ways and Means. For this they 


had several minor reasons, which he specified; || 


but their principal objection, and an insuperable 
one was, the tax on tea and coffee proposed by it. 
Butit wasasked by 
s Organ,” “ Will younot vote this-as a war tax pn 
In advancing to his negative reply to this inquiry — 
to the inquiry whether they would not do itasa 
favor to this Administration—Mr. B. noticed, as 
reasons which combined to conduct him to that 


conclusion, the dissatisfaction which they of Ohio | 
felt at the neglect they had received from, and the |; 


want of influence possessed by them in, the ad- 
ministration of the Government, and also at their 
surrender of a western empire, while a war was 
waged for southern territory. —_ 

The Ohio delegation, Mr. B. said, would go 


unanimously in favor of the substitute of Mr. | 


Huncerrorp.. And even if. the duties on tea and 
coffee were stricken out, he would prefer the ex- 
isting law to the bill of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 
Mr. BAYLY 


‘followed. After replying briefly 


to some of the positions of Mr. BRINKERHOFF, j 


especially tothe accusation of that gentleman in 
relation to the unfair-distribution of the Executive 
patronage, the injustice of which he (Mr. B.) con- 
tended was demonstrable, he proceeded to address 
the committee in favor of-the bill under considera- 
tion, as carrying out, to-a great extent, ‘the prin- 
ciples for which the Democraucparty had ever con- 
tended. Not being one ofthose impracticable men 


‘who would vote fortiothing, unless they could get 
all they desired, he would vote for the bill before 


the.committée as a great improvement-on ‘the act 


-of 1842. 


Mr. McHENRY obtained the floor, and’ spoke li 


the Administration and the ; 


in favor of the bill of 1842, and against the bill be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. YANCEY enforced with much earnestness 
the fundamental principles of the Compromise 
act—the levying of duties for revenue purposes. 
He traced the history of the tariff legislation of the 
country from an early period down to the Compro- 
| mise act, and noticed the circumstances, provisions, 
i and obligations-of that act.. The act of 1842 he 
opposed as a flagrant violation: of it and outrage 
!upon the country, and he supported the bill re- 
| ported from the Committee of Ways and Means 
because it was better than the existing law. 


Ti 


I He 
i Te 
| referred to the stand Jong occupied hy the Demo- 
| cratie party in opposition to a tariff for protection, 
i 
i 


and to the pledges of the Jate Baltimore Conven- 
tion—the violation of which he charged upon his 
į northern and western friends—and touched upon 
i many political topics. 

Mr. TEL BODEAUX followed, and went into 
many statistical dicussions on the production and 
| protection of sugar, showing that the profits of that 
| business were not as great as many represented 
| them to be, and that the protection it now enjoyed 
| ought to be continued. 

{te then entered on a curious and interesting ex- 
amination of the doctrines of the existing school of 
political economy, from which he was understood 
|i to dissent. He quoted several modern works, and 
finally arrived at the conclusion that instead of en- 
couraging, it was our true policy to discourage the 
i| arrival of foreign laborers among us, and to ex- 
clude both foreign labor and foreign products. 
|| Mr. MARSH next obtained the floor, and ad- 
li dressed the committee in favor of the protective 
! pone . 
| Mr. BENTON followed in support of the bill 
| before the committee, and in opposition to the prin- 
| ciple of protection generally. 
| Mr. CLARKE obtained the floor, and addressed 
Í the committee in remarks in favor of the bill, con- 
| tending that a revenue duty of twenty to twenty- 
five per cent. was amply sufficient for all the pur- 
poses of protection to home manufactures. 

Mr. JENKINS addressed the committee on the 
subject of the tariff generally. : 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON spoke for about fif- 
‘teen minutes. 

‘he committee then rose, 
And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, é&e. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 


| priate committees: 


| By Mr. SEAMAN: The petition of 500 operatives in flint 
i) glass woyks, praying Congress that the duties levied on flint 
| glass by the tariff of 1842 may remain unaltered, or if alter- 
i out to be specific: referred: to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


| 

| : 

i By Mr. RAMSEY: The memorial of John S. Werner, A. 
|! E. Snyder, and 66 others, citizens of Sehuylkill county, 
i! 

HI 


ania, interested in the coal trade, remonstrating 
any modification of the duty on coal. i 

By Mr. J.B. HUNT: The remonstrance of 64 citizens of 
Genesee county, Michigan, remonstrating against Wie en- 
i actment of a law for the sale of the mineral lands in the 
| State of Michigan, which fixes the minimum price at.@5 
| per acre, and denies the right of pre-emption and the claims 
{| of the Jessees of the Government. 
i 


By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: The petition of John and 
Daniel Miller, assignees of Joseph Perry, a Choctaw Indian, 
i for a reservation of land in lieu of one of which the said 
| Indian had been deprived in the Chickasaw country: refer- 
i rel to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


z 
| IN SENATE. . 
l Wepnespay, July 1, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re~ 

port of the Secretary of War, made in compliance 
| with a resolution of the Senate, showing the num- 
| ber and description of troops: that have been mus- 


i| tered into service from the State of Alabama since 
|| the Ist of April last; which was read and ordered 
|) to be printed. 
| Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of John 
| Martin, an officer in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, asking to be allowed arrears of pension; which 
wäs referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
-Mr WESTCOTT presented the memorial of the 
Common Council of er ene Florida, pray- 
ing the erection of fortifications for the defence of 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

~ Mr. CAMERON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed: to: 


l 
{ 
i 
| 
| 


\ 
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Resolved 


ed to furnish the Senate the names of the officers, | 


non-commissioned officers, and private soldiers, of 
the army under General Taylor, killed, wounded, 


or missing, in the recent battles of the 8th and | 


9th of May, and their age, occupation, and place 
of birth. 
Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Foreign 


Relations, asked that the said committee be dis- | 


charged from the further consideration of the me- 
morial of Wm. R. B. Gales; which was agreed to. 

Mr. S. also asked that said committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of Thomas Wilson; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to create the office of sur- 
veyor general of the public lands in the Territory 
of Oregon, and to grant donation rights to settlers 
therein, and for other purposes; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions, asked that said committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of James Smalley, and that it be referved 
to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was 
agreed to. A 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, submitted 
an adverse report upon the petition of Rezin Tenis, 
praying an increase of pension; which was ordered 
to be printed. , ; 

Mr. J. further, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, the House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Elijah C. Babbit. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committce on Finance, 
reported, with amendments, the bill from the | 
Tiouse of Representatives, to repeal that part of | 
the act of the 30th August, 1842, which imposes aj 
duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem on Java coffee, and | 
to refund the discriminating tonnage duties levied | 
on Spanish vessels, except those from Cuba and | 


į 
| 
| 


Porto Rico, by the act of 30th July, 1832, and to i| 
| 


cign Relations, submitted an adverse report upon |} 


prohibit such duties hereafter, 
Mr, McDUFFIE, from the Committee on For- 


the petition of John Strokecker. 

Mr, ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, asked that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Samuel Knapp, and that it be referred.to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. YULEE, pursuant to notice, asked and ob- 
tained leave to introduce an act for the relief of | 
Fernando Fellanny; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON, pursuant to notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton; which was | 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the report from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the * hill au- 
thorizing the settlement of the accounts of John 
Crowell, late United States agent among the Creek 
Indians;”’ when the amendments reported thereto 
by the committee were agreed to, and the bill was | 
passed. 


THE PATENT OFFICE. 
The act “declaratory of the powers, and legal 


, That the Secretary of War be request- || of the community. In reference to objections 
| document, Mr. A. made a brief statement of the 
| facts of the case, showing that the profits on the 
printing did not exceed those of last year more 
| than $1,500—making- altogether about $9,000. He 
described the heavy losses which the publie ‘printer 
incurred in printing bills and other documents, and 
showed. that the only indemnification for those 
losses was the moderate profits arising from the 
printing of documents of which a large number 
was ordered, and in-which cases the steam enginé 
could be employed. . : 


i 
f 
| 
$ 
I 
! 


| length of the comparatively worthless character of 
the agricultural portion of the Patent Office report. 
He adverted to its voluminous dimensions, and 
expressed the conviction that not one of the Sen- 
ators had read the bulky document. He was sure 
that his colleague [Mr. Asuiey] had not read it. 
That gentleman possessed too much good sense— | 
| too much intelligence—he had too correct a value! 
| of time, to have read such a massive amount of | 
j trash. The people of the country read with’ pleas- 
ure the valuable official documents which give 
them information relative to the national affairs, 
and the operations of Government; but they did 
not desire to be burdened with the expense of pro- 
ducing such accumulation of newspaper paragraphs 
as made up this document. 

Mr. BENTON then took up a package of seeds 
from the Patent Office; and, in a speech full of | 
characteristic humor, and which excited much 


|| merriment in the chamber, exposed:-the absurdity i 


of the agricultural labors of the Commissioner. of 
Patents. Ee alluded to the “ flash names,’’ as he 
styled them, labelled on the packages of seeds; 
spoke, for instance, of “ the thousand-headed cab- 
bage;”’ humorously deseribed the excitement which 
the announcement of such a wonderful plant—af- 
fording three cabbages a day throughout the entire 
year !—was calculated to produce on the minds of 
the unsuspecting farmers and their wives, and ad- 
verted, with becoming pathos, to the sad disap- 
f pointment of the confiding agriculturist, The 
honorable gentleman, in conclusion, expressed, in 
į an emphatic manner, his readiness to unite in any 
measure calculated to suppress. the enormous 
abuses of. the Patent Office. : aa ete 

Mr. McDUFFIE expressed: his gratification -in 
finding that the, gross abuses of the Patent Office 

were now about to be remedied. He would sug- 
| gest that the most correct way of confining the 
| Commissioner to the duties of his office, would be 
to discontinue the annual appropriation for the 
collection of agricultural statistics. 

Mr. CALTIOUN said that he gladly embraced 
this opportunity to aid in the suppression of one 
of the most enormous abuses under this Govern- 
ment. Jn the year 1836, with great reluctance, an 
appropriation of $1,000 was asked, and with great 
reluctance was granted, for the collection of agri- 
cultural statistics. Ten- ycars afterwards it is 
found that the expense of publishing these statis- 
| ties exceeds by a considerable amount the entire 
expenditure for the government of one of the most 
considerable States in the Union. If he was‘cor- 
i rectly informed, the annual expenses of the State 
of North Carolina were but seventy-odd thousand 


i dollars; and here they had paid for the printing of 


this document eighty-three thousand dollars.. Nor 


izing certain acts of the chief clerk of the Patent | 
Office,” coming up on its third reading, i 

Mr. SEVIER submitted a few remarks in rela- | 
tion to the abuses which had grown up in the pat- 
ent department from the appropriation made for } 
collecting agricultural statistics, &e., and moved : 
that the bill under consideration be recommitted to 
the Committee on Patents, with instructions to re- 
port an amendment repealing the Sth section of the 
act authorizing the expenditure of money in the 
purchase of seeds, &c., which would put an erid 
to the abuse referred to, and confine the patent de- 
partment to its appropriate sphere. 

Mr. CAMERON opposed the recommittal, and 
submitted a few remarks in favor of the publica- 
ton of the Patent Office agricultural report, (which 
had been referred to,) a document which the farm- 
ing community looked for with a great deal of in- 

Pest. i 
, Mr. ASHLEY replied in the defence of the 
lication of the agricultural Statistics. He spoke of 
the value of that portion of the report to the farm- 
ing classes, whe constituted such a large majority 


t 
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i 
i 
i 
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| 
| 
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| 


pub- 


| 
| 
| 


| 


was this only a moneyed abuse. Jt was an abuse. 
in every aspect. The Congress of the United 
| States had no right to take charge of such a sub- 


Office department. 
| putting down this gross abuse was the plan pro- 
posed hy the Senator from Arkansas, (Mr. Sevrer,] 
and to it he (Mr. C.) should give his most hearty 
concurrence. 

Mr. PHELPS hoped that the motion to recom- 
mit would not prevail; although he was favorably 
isposed towards the object of the Senator from 
Arkansas, yet he did not wish to see the joint res- 
olution embarrassed. Jn consequence. of the chief 


H Clerk of the Patent Office having for years dis- |! 


| charged to a great extent the duties proper of the 
Commissioner, a law legalizing his acts was ne- 
cessary. i 

Mr. MANGUM spoke energetically against the 
gross abuses of the Patent Office, and represented: 
the bulky agricultural report as matter at which 
practical farmers turned u 
scorn and contempt. 


4 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
f 
i 


raised on account of the expense of printing the | 


Mr. SEVIER rejoined. He spoke at some | 


|| to came up in the regular order of business, 


| ject; and if it had, it did not belong to the Patent | 
The only effectual mode of || 


p their noses with utter | 


Mr. DAVIS was opposed to recommittal on the 


ground stated by the Senator from Vermo :[Mr. 
PEELPS.} sk : : . ie 
Mr. WESTCOTT said he had no idea of pass- 


ing laws to remedy the negligence of the Commis- 

H sioner in leaving the duties of his office-to:be dis= ~ 
charged by the chief clerk, He then proceeded to 
speak of the inutility of the agricultural labora of 
the Commissioner. i pie wane da tan 

Mr. ATHERTON had always regarded this as 
a gross abuse; and he. was ready-to adopt’ any 
proper means to. put. an end to, it. : He was of. 
opinion that the original.appropriation had‘ been 
only for that year, and that there was no provision 
for its continuance. By striking the appropriation 
from the civil and diplomatic bil, he thought that. 
the object of the Senator would. be gained.. He 
would therefore vote against the’ recommittal, 
although quite agreeing with the object of the -Sen-- - 
ator from Arkansas. 

The discussion.was farther continued by Messrs. 
JOHNSON of Maryland, PHELPS, WEST- 
COTT, DICKINSON, and YULEE; the last 
named Senator stating that he was authorized by 
the Commissioner of Patents to say he would. be 
very happy to be released from this labor. : 

The question was then taken of the motion to 
recommut with instructions, with the following re- 
sult: i AA ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, 
Benton, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Crittenden, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Pairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Johnson of 
Maryland, Lewis, Mangum, McDuftie, Pennybacker, Rusk, 
Sevier, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee~26. 9-99 8 Sn r 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atherton, Breese, Cameron, Cil 
ley, Thomas Clayton, Davis, Dayton, Avans, Greene, Hous- 
ton, Huntington, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Semple, Sim- 
mons, and Sturzeon—I8. aes pipet iy als 

So the motion was adopted. Ris TEA E ai ; 

Mr. ARCHER rioved that the Senate proceed -, 
to the consideration of the unfinished business o? 
yesterday—the bill for the retrocession of Alex- 


andria. 


The PRESIDEN 


T stated that the bill referred 


T Mr. GREENE moved that the Senate: proceed 
to the consideration of Executive: business; which. 
motion was agreed to. => Stee eat $ 

The Senate then went into: Executive 
and after some time spent’ therein; the ‘da 
again opened, Fe eee 

And the Senate adjourned.“ 


session 


iy. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Wepnespay, July 1, 1846.0 u 
The Journal of yesterday was réad andap- < 
proved. ‘ ‘ 
Mr. ARNOLD asked leave to introduce an 
amendment (with the purpose of having it printed) 
to the revenue bill: which amendment he intended 
to offer when in order. 
Objection was made. 


"THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union, (Mr. Cosg, of Georgia, in the. 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the. bill to 
reduce the duty on imports, and for other pur- 
poses, 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON (who held the floor 
from yesterday) resumed and concluded his’ -ve- 
marks in opposition to the bill. He stated the fol- 
i lowing as some of the reasons why he should vote 
against it: à oar - : 

Because, if a war. measure; the result will be en- 
|| tirely inadequate to this object, yielding, according 
| to the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury;:~ 
l; less by a million of dollars- than the tariff of 1849, 
li which estimates he believed to be conjectural at 
|| best, and to his mind erroneous. - 
|. Because, as a measure of ordinary finance, it-is. 
į Insufficient to meet the wants of the country, and” 
i| if adopted, will in the end lead to direct’ taxation, 
|| destroying at once both the purposes-of revenue 
| and. protection. : 
Because it will change the industry of the people, 

i driving them from employments ‘undertaken, upon: 
[the faith of your legislation, by admitting a. free, 
|| and almost unrestricted competition from abroad; 
|| of labor reduced to the lowest possible living prices, 

iP the fruits of oppression and poverty. : 7 
i| Because it will retard that great national pros- 
perty now everywhere: so. conspieuoas, by not’ 

only greatly impairing the success.-of enter 
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slready undertaken, but by. preventing the discov- 
ery of new fields in which to employ the ingenuity 
and skill of our people. - ee 

Because it yields wp the independence intended 
to be arrived at by the fathers of the American 
system, by again looking. to Europe for the pro- 
duce. of their workshops instead of supplying 
ourselves from ourown. ` ` 


Because, although it is true that foreign labor is 


‘much less" expensive than American, still, expe- 
rience has fully shown that foreign fabrics advance 
in price as competition diminishes‘with us, and in 
the end we pay much dearer for foreign than do- 
mestie manufactures. | : : 

Because the bill under consideration is not a 
modification of the tarif ọf 1842, but an entire 
change of it in principle and detail—not conforming 
to any expressed wish of the majority of the 
people, and injurious, in his opinion, to all classes 
of people: 4 > 

Mr. HUNTER then addressed: the committee 
during the hour iri favor of the bill under consid- 
eration. 
ae TOOMBS3 followed in opposition to the 
Jil, 

Mr. WICK addressed the committee in strong 

` defence of the bill of the Committes.of Ways and 
Means, as directed to carrying out the pledges of 
the Democratic party, and the great principles 

- uniformly. maintained by them. He replied. to 
remarks. of Mr. Brinkgrnory, and went into a 
searching exposure and rebuke of the causes, open 
and avowed, as well as secret and disavowed, 
which threatened the safety of the tariff bill under 
consideration. He expressed his willingness. to 
compromise to a limited extent, if thereby they 
could pass the bill. He also touched upon, the 
pedro of Oregon and other’ political topics inci- 
entally. 
Mr. CARROLL obtained the floor, and spoke 
in favor of the protective policy generally, and 
against the bill before the committee. 

Mr. WILMOT opposed the tariff of 1842. He 
believed it unjust and oppressive, inflicting heavy 
burdens upon the industry of the country for the 
purpose of building up a monopoly, a privileged 
class, in the land; a ‘bill of abominations,” in 
violation of the genius of our institutions, of the 
provisions of our Constitution, and fatally subver- 
sive of the rights and liberties of thé people, He 
was in favor of a revenue tariff—of an equal, just, 
and constitutional tariff, which would grant equal 
protection to all, exclusive srivileges to none, 

Mr. McCONNELL spoke briefly in a humor 
ous strain upon a ‘variety of matters. THe con- 

- demned in unqualified terms, the oppressions of the 
tariff act of 1842, but desisted from saying all he 
had dutended' on that subject, because of the elo- 

went and’ effective Speech of the gentleman from 
ennsylvania who immediately preceded him, 
which” he. fully’ endorsed, and which, he said, 
came much better ‘and with greater force from that 
quarter of the country, He repelled the asper- 
siohs that had been cast upon the President, and 


defended his course, and that of the Senate, in the | 


_ settlement of the Oregon question. He replied, 
in passing, to remarks of Messrs. Srewarr, Bron- 
weap, and THomeson, of Pennsylvania, and closed 
with a brie? notice of his substitute for the land 
bill, which proposes to grant to every “ man, maid, 
or widow,” heing the head of a family, one hun- 
dièd and sixty acres of land—to the. beneficent 
effects of which in developing the resources and’ 
wealth of the country, and promoting the welfare 
and happiness of the people, he adverted—ex~ 
pressing the hope that it would soon come up for 
consideration. ` ` i 

Mr. WOODRUFF defended the existing tariff 
and the principles’ of the ‘ American system” of 

“protection to the domestic industry of the coun- 
tiy, and’ said his vote would stand where the vote 
of. a Native Americah should stand—on the side 
of his country, its glory, its. prosperity, and its 

independence. ae 

Mr. SMITH, 
adhesion to, the 
enter ‘into the full 


of New York, gave in his firm 
tariff act of 1842; -but would not 
discussion of it, as that had been 
fully done: before «the people. of New York in the 
last canvass, and the Democratic party, with their 
opposition to it, had been-elévated to power... He, 
now challenged them, if they ‘adhered, to, their 
pledges, to comi up boldly and repeal; if not now, 
with a Democratic majority of sixty.on this, 


y 


5 door, 
ta let it remain quietly on the statuté-book, that 


the people may. know on what to depend. He 


replied also to certain declarations in a former | 


speech of his colleague, Mr. Coin. 

Mr. STANTON advocated the bill of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and would go for any 
other more equal and just system of taxation than 
the present Jaw, which should be presented with 
any prospect of success. He replied to gentlemen 


who had indulged in reflections upon the President’s. 


course on the Oregon question, and vindicated his 
action. He also replied to. Mr. BRINKERHOFF’S 


remarks of yesterday; in the course of which he | 


yielded for explanation, or inquiry, to Messrs. Me- 
Dowe t, Fries, and Sawyer. 


Mr. BARRINGER defended the general princi- | 


ples of the tariff of 1842, against any of the meas- 


ures proposed to be substituted for it, but would be | 


willing to see some few amendments made in it, 
Mr. FICKLIN obtained the floor at a few min- 
utes past seven, and declining to comply with ne- 
merous invitations to yield to a motion to rise, pro- 
ceeded to address the committee in opposition to 


the tariff of 1842, and in advocacy of the bill of the | 


Committee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. BELL followed on the opposite side of the 


| question. 


Mr. PERRY advocated a medium course on the 
subject of the tariff, in order to reconcile the con- 
flicting interests of the country and give quiet and 
stability to our tarif regulation, He objected to 
many provisions of the tariff of 1842 on the one 
hand, and to certain features of the bill of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on the other; and asked 
greater equality of protection for the farming inter- 
ests generally, and for the coal interests of Mary- 
land, upon the importance of which he dwelt at 
some length, 

Mr. ROOT defended the tariff of 1842, and made 
many humorous allusions to the course of his col- 
league, (Mr. Brinkeruorr,] and of others. 

Mr. MILLER. took a commercial view of the 
subject, and supported the tariff of 1842. 

Mr, DANIEL, at a quarter past ten o’clock, took 
the floor, and proceeded to speak in defence of the 
bill of the Committee of Ways and Means, and of 
the importance of union in the Democratic party 
in carrying out the pledges given to the people in 
the support of the great system of duties uniformly 
maintained by them. 


[The residue of this day’s proceedings will be 
found in our report of to-morrow.] 


: IN SENATE. 
Trorspay, July 2, 1846. - 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of An- 
drew Parke, a soldier in the late war with Great 
Britain, asking a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of N. Nye 
Tall, an officer in the last war with Great Britain, 
asking an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of John | 


M. McIntosh, praying the payment of his claim 
against the United States, as assignee of John 
Clute and Jacob Elart, who were employed in the 


| military service as teamsters at Fort Macomb; 


which was referred to. the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented a memorial of citizens of 
Chicago, Illinois, praying that, in any change in 
the mode of disposing of the mineral lands of the 
United States which Congress may make, the 
rights of the lessees of those lands may. not be sac- 
rificed; which was laid on the table and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies over: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to the Senate the or- 
ders, if any such have been transmitted to General 
Taylor since the battles of the 8th and 9th of May, 
directing him to advance on Mexico, or otherwise 
controlling his movements. : 


Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON , fromthe Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims, 


submitted an adverse report thereon, recommend- 
ing that the farther ‘considération of the subject’be 
indefinitely 
to be printe 


Mr BREESE, ftom the Committee on. Public. 


Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Madison 


to whom was refer- 
red the House bill for the relief of Nathaniel Bird, | 


postponed; ‘which report was: ordéred” 


| back to the States to which it ovigineliy 


had good reason for. 1 


could 


-the Constitution. e 
prove, that the retrocession would þe unconstitu- 


-incontestable—to remove 


Allen, of the State of Missouri; which was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, the House bill for the relief 
of John Gz MeLeod, of Linn county, Iowa. 

Mr. B. further, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, the House act to con- 
firm an entry of land made by the administrator of 


James Anderson, deceased, of lowa Territory. 


Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the committee to 
inquire into the expediency of revising the rules of 
the Senate, provided for by the resolution of the 
Senate adopted a few days since, consist of five 
persons, and be appointed by the Chair; which 
motion was agreed to. X F 

The PRESIDENT appointed as said committee 
Messrs. Havwoon, Pearce, SEVIER, EVANS, and 
ATHERTON. 


The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations upon the petition 
of John Strokecker and others; which was con- 
curred in. 


RETROCESSION OF ALEXANDRIA. 


Mr. ARCHER moved that the prior orders of 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate resume 
the consideration of the bill for the retrocession of 
the town and county of Alexandria to the State of 
Virginia; which motion was agreed to. ; 

The bill was then considered as in committee of 
the whole, when ; 

Mr. R. JOHNSON rose and stated that, as a 
member of the Committee of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and as having voted in committee in favor, 
of this bill, he desired to state the grounds on, 
which he had formed his opinion... He went into 
a review of the constitutional provision relative to 
the establishment of a seat of government, and 
to the proceedings of Congress with regard to its 
location within this District, and insisted that there 
was nothing in either to prohibit the retrocession 
of the ten mile square to the States from which it 
was taken, or any portion thereof. Fe sup osed 
that an absolute necessity might arise for the re- 
moval of the seat of government, from the posses- 
sion of this District by an enemy. Could not 
Cangress fix on another seat for its deliberations? 
and, in that case, could it not cede this District 
belonged? 
He stated that Alexandria complained of having 
been neglected by Congress, and he presumed she, 
this complaint; for, it was, 
only .reasonable that Congress shi üld be more, 
favorable to thè portion of the Dis trict which was 
more immediately e 


the seat and scene of its labors. 
Mr. MILLER briefly replied, maintaining that; 
Congress had no power to receive a cession of the 
soil and sovereignty, except for a specified, objects 
and that the object of this cession being the estab-, 
lishment of the scat of Government, It could not 
be retroceded without ‘the abandonment of that 
object. He thought a great number of the citizens 
of the county, being out of the city of Alexandria, 
wore opposed to retrocession. : 
Mr. WANNEGAN made a few remarks in favor, 
of the bill. The citizens desired to be restored to 
their original rights, and we have no right to refuse 


them. ee 

M:i. CALHOUN then rose, and said that he had 
not been able to discover any valid reason why the. 
retrocession should not be made. The first. and, 
great point for consideration was, whether, by this 
retrocession, the object of the cession would be im- 
paired? He could not see how any, evil result 
ossibly follow. It was.a detached portion 
of the District, lying on the other side of the river, 
and in no way calculated to, facilitate the legislation. 
of the General Government. . Nor did he sec how 
any acquired rights could be injured. He did not 
see how the retrocession could’ injuriously affect 
the county of. Washington, as he believed it was 
called, or Georgetown. ‘The next question then 
was, was there any serious constitutional objection? 


| According to his judgment there could not be any 


such, unless,there was. somewhere in the Constitu- 
tion a prohibitory clause. It was in the power of 
the Government. to remove its seat if it thought 
proper, unless there was some express provision to. 
the contrary. Now, he. saw no such provision in 
Tt belonged to gentlemen to 


tional, | If they had a right—which he: held to be 
the seat of Government, 
with any portion of it was ap- 


the right of parting 
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parent, Nor was there, in his opinion, any viola- | 
tion of a pledge on the part of Congress, as argued || 
by the Senator from North Carolina, (Mr. Hay- | 
woop.] The act of Congress, it was true, estab- | 
lished this as the permanent seat of Government; | 
but they all knew that an act of Congress possess- | 
ed no perpetuity of obligation. It was a simple re- | 
solution of the body, and could be at any time re- | 
pealed. Although he thought that Congress had | 
the power to remove the seat of Government, yet he i 
was not to be understood as supposing that it would |) 
ever be expedient or wise to remove it. He could || 
not concur in the views presented by Mr. Madison |j 
on the subject of the location of a scat of govern- 
ment, and read yesterday by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Pennysacwer.| Mr. Madison made | 
an elaborate argument in favor of the position that | 
the seat of Government ought to bein the centre. | 
As far as the seats of government of the States were 
concerned, that might be a just argument; but the 
history of the world would show that the seats of 
national government never were, or scarcely ever 
were situated in the centre, and there was reason 
for that general arrangement. They were always 
situated on the frontier the most exposed. Where 
was London, the seat of the British Government? 
On the southeast frontier of the kingdom, looking | 
towards the continent of Europe. That of France, 
Paris, was'in the most exposed position, So with 
regard to the seat of government in Russia, and so, 
indeed, with regard to the capitals of all the chief 
nations of the world. In the nature of things it | 
must be so, o 
it was preéminently true of this Confederacy; for : 
the Federal Government looked almost exclusively © 
to their foreign relations. And here it had been 
wisely located; and here, in his opinion, it would |: 
continue, so long as the institutions of the Repub- || 
lie endured. If the seat of Government was ever 
changed, it would be in corisequence of some other 
cause than the retrocession of Alexandria, which 
coud not possibly in any way affect that matier. 
There might bea change from disruption, or in 
consequence of some strong local interest prevail- | 
ing, though under their equal system of Govern- 
ment that was hardly to be feared If great incon- 
venience would arise to members at distances 
extremely remote, murmurs might originate, and 
produce such a change.. ` Yet, even on, that scare, 
there was not much ground’ for apprehension, as 
the equitable arrangement of mileage had placed |; 
members on a perfect equality, those farthest re- :| 
moved, and whose home and family associations | 
and affections were most interfered with, receiving i! 
appropriate compensation. As it was evident | 
from the temper of the Senate that the bill would 
pass, he would not Jonger detain them by any re- 
marks. 

Mr. ASHLEY inquired what effect would be || 
produced by the retrocession with regard to the 
debt. of Alexandria? ; H 

Mr. CALHOUN said there were abler. lawyers ii 
than himself in the body; but he supposed that not : 
the slightest effect on the debt would be produced. 

Mr. PENNYBACKIER expressed the same + 
opinion. : 

Mr. ALLEN expressed his regret that the dis- |! 
cussion had passed beyond the bill, and added, |: 
that he rose only for the purpose of dissenting | 
from the views expressed by the Senator from : 
South Carolina [Mr. Carnoux] in regard to the | 
location of the seat of Government. He (Mr. A.) | 
had no intention to agitate the question of chav- 
ging the seat of Government. It might not be 
proper to do so at the present time; but the gen- 
eral reasons urged by the Senator from South Caro- | 
lina would give it an eternity of location at this 
point, and it was to that idea that he (Mr. A.) ob- | 
jected, The Seuator had alluded to the example of 
other nations of the world—to those ancient monar 
chies where the location of the capital was a matter | 
dependent upon the caprice of the court, and not the | 
convenience of the people. Was it to he supposed 
for a moment that such examples were proper fo 
the imitation of this Confederacy? No. Hethought | 
that the United States should on that very ground 
adopt a different policy. The location of the seat | 
of. Government near the seaboard in the vicinity | 
of the commercial cities gave to those cities a pre 
ponderating influence. in the counsels of the Con 
gress of the United States five hundred fold to one | 
over the influence exerted by a corresponding num- ; 
ber of people situated in thë Vast: interior. They | 
had 1o\committees from the banks of the Mis- 


yj 


|| might present many illustrations of this fact,- Be- :: 
' fore the telegraphic communication was establish- | 
ed, when a bill was introduced ‘into Congress,.|j 


‘a delegation from Wall stréct to regulate tlie de- 


,ed—thus had the commercial interests overruled ! 


| high consideration and carried with them great | 


Now, if that was true in the general, | 


| great intelligence, and. representing almost exclu- | 


i when the resolution was submitted, there was one | 
| loud-toned, overwhelming “no,” opposed to the | 
| solitary voice of the mover. 


Í 
i 
i 
l! 
| ‘and-the contesting claims ‘have been so numerous; || 


mooted. 


‘nity of the Constitution, and. the wise arrange- 


i tional, 


, the yeas and nays being called for on.the question 


i follows: 


i ton, Barrow, Benton, Caihoun, Cameron, Chalmers, Cilley, 
i Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
: Davi € 


i and Yulee 


souri, the Mississippi, or even of the Ohio, t lob- 
bying” in these halls to regulate tariff duties. “No. | 


j 
i 


individual and sectional. interests, instead of the: 
wants and wishes of the great mass of the nation, | 
The whole tendency of the Government since its’, 
foundation had been to place itself exclusively un” 
der the control-of the commercial interest: and 


influential commercial cities on the seaboard. e 


Wall street had notice of it; if necessary, in fifteen i| 
i 


hours, and in fifteen hours more the cars brought’! 
tails of the bill. "hus had their tariffs becn form- | 
all others from their proximity’ to the Capitol. | 
The great mass of the people—four-fifths of them— 
lived on the soil, and obtained from it subsistence. 
It was in their centre that the seat of Government | 
should be‘located. These were- his opinions, and | 
he stated them not as having any immediate bear- 
ing on the bill before the House, but in opposition | 
to the views expressed by the Senator from South | 
Carolina, whose remarks were always entitled to! 
weight. eS {| 
Mr. CALHOUN again rose and stated that it: 
happened, thatat the Memphis Convention—a body | 
composed of six hundred members, possessed of | 


sively the interests of those ‘who lived upon’ the 
soil—a resolution was offered recommending a 
change of the seat of the General Government. A 
most extraordinary sensation was produced, and 


if 
{ 
j 
{ 


Mr. ALLEN. Where was that? 


tion. > 7 
Mr. ALLEN. Ah! that proves nothing. The 


only difficulty hasbeen the.choice of another site, 


that the chan 


| negs; and, after some time spent therein, thé doo 


They had no companies of individuals in those | 
| western regions, and delegated to the Capitol with 
| the view of obtaining laws to meet the wishes of 


i Delaware, and LEWIS. - 


{and Means, an 


Mr. CALHOUN. At the Memphis Conven- ||. 
i| the floor, and addressed the committee i 


were again opened, and: 
The Senate adjourned. 


Mr. HOUGH. obtained the floor 
the committee, confining himself stri¢tly to the sub=, 
ject of the revenue. He briefly reviewed the Whig. 
act of 1842, and pointed: out many of its highly. 
protective, and unjust, unequal, and oppressive 
operations. He avowed himself, in accordance 
with the expressed will of his constituents, in favor 
‘of its repeal, or material modification; and in favor 
of such revision.as shall divest it of its objection- 
able features. Mr. H. also reviewed the bill under 
consideration, reported by. the Committee of Ways 
avowed. himself-insfavor of. sts 
passage, provided it should .be so amended asto: 
relieve tea.and coffee from taxation, and ‘te afford: 
an equal’ provection io wool, woollen blankets, flax 
seed, and some other’ agricultural productions, 
with that given to the manufacturers; and he could 
become satisfied it would produce sufficient revenue 
for the ‘economical administration ofthe Govern, 
ment. eee he ne a Ra 

Mr. HAMPTON next obtained- the floor. He~ 
represented, in part,.a State deeply interested. im 
the protective policy, and came from a district: in 
whieh all the Whigs, and, he believed, many“of 
the Democrats, are in favor substantially of the 
tariff of 1842; and he took this opportunity of en-: 
tering his most carnest protest against the passage. 
of the. bill reported by. the chairman of the Com- 
mittee’ of Ways and Means... He then proceeded 
to give some reasons why he should sustain the. 
tariff of. 1842, and oppose the bill under consider- 
ation, ea ga 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, next ob 


tion to the bill in warm andani nated 
proclaimed his determination, 
promisingly to the provisio 


ge has not been, ere this, seriously j 
_ tt 

Mr. WESTCOTT was in favor of the bill, be- | 
cause it relieved the people of Alexandria from a 
galling disfranchisement, of which he knew some. ! 
thing by experience. 

Mr. ARCHER advocated the bill in a long and 
able speech. 

Mr. HAY WOOD opposed the bill, and in an 


eloquent manner contended for the sacred immu- 


ji 
il 
i 

| 


ments of the sages of the Revolution. He also 
argued the constitutional question at considerable 
length, and with characteristic ability. ` 
Mr. PENNYBACKER replied, à i 
Mr. BREESE regarded the bill as unconstitu- 


The bill was then reported to the ‘Senate; and 


of ordering it to be engrossed for a third reading, 
they were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 


VEAS —Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Ather- 


i, Dayton, Fairfield, Greene, Hannegain, Jurnagin, John- 
son of Maryland, Jontson of Louisiana, Lewis, Morehead 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Si s, Fur 7 $ 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Simmons, Turney, Westcott, 


NAYS-—Messrs. Breese, Bright, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, : 
Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Mangum, Miller, Niles, 
Phelps, Semple, and Sturgeon—l4. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading, 

Mr. ARCHER asked that the bill be put upon | 
its third reading now. "$ i 

No objection being offered, the bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

The title of the bill as passed is as follows, viz: 
“ An act to retrocede the county of Alexandria, 
in the District of Columbia, to the State of Vir- 
ginia.” 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns, it:be 
to Monday next—the 4th of July intervening: 


On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 


1842; and would take occas 
he should vote against the bill'un 
and all the amendments which are] 


mi 


S 
€ 


ign district, which, as gentlemen are aware, was 
a whole State, upon this great and important ques- 


: tion; and he was convinced that he hazarded no- 


thing in saying that that conscientious and unani- 
mous conviction, was, that.the provisions and 
policy of the act. of 1842 should not be disturbed. 
Mr. H. spoke of the benefits resulting from’ the 


passage of this law, and predicted ruin and disas- 


rose. ; : 
Pind, in the House, the eight. or ten. members 
then present adopted a resolution providing that 
the House should meet this day at nine o’clock. 
“And a portion of the House, much less. thana 
quorum, accordingly met. fo ss 
- Mr. CROZIER moved that there be a call of the 
House; which motion was agreed to, ` è 
And the Clerk proceeded to call the roll of mem- 
bers; and having called to the name of Mr.. Pres 
ron Kise, a A 
“On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON , a fur-. 
ther-call was dispensed with. ; ae 
A quorum having appeared, Anakin 
TheJournal of valades wasread and approved. . 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, asked and obtai 
ed leave to make a personal explanation. < 
it was unpleasant to him to be ‘under t 7 
of troubling the Flouse with any explanation 
position on the question of the t 
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but circumstances that had taken place had, with- | 


in the last few days, made it proper that he should 
now: do so. ; 
About the time we received the President’s Mes- 
sage and the Report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, he understood that it was contemplated that 
the Committee of Ways and Means, when they 
reported a bill to amend tbe present tariff law, in- 
tended to have'in it a provisional clause to tax tea 
and coffee in-case the wants of the treasury should 
require it. From that time to this, wherever or 
whenever the subject was mentioned of taxing 
these articles, he had most explicitly objected to it. 
He had taken the position before his constituents, 
when the Whigs here, in 1841, attempted to tax 
them in their tariff bill. It was no new thought of 
his, and had not originated, as had been insinuated, 
in the disappointment of the Ohio delegation as to 
the manner in which the Oregon question had been 
settled:. No: he held to principles. Whatever 
objection he had to the settlement of that question 
originated in principle; such principle as should 
characterize the conduct of an American citizen 
and a representative of the people. He was no 
toady, to prance around the feet of Executive 
power; no jackal, to minister to the appetite of 
the lion. Nor was he a tail to any comet.’ He 
was an American citizen, born free, raised free, 
and should claim the liberty of speech and action 
here and elsewhere, and condemn what he disliked, 
come from what source it might. Tis colleague 
(Mr. Brivxernorr] took the liberty of making 
a short speech the other day, and in announcing 
_ his views took occasion to say that his colleagues 
would take a certain position. What was it? 
That they could never sustain any bill whatever 
that proposed to tax the stomachs of their constit- 
uents;, and unless tea and coffee were stricken from 
the dutiable articles in the bill ofthe Committee of 
Ways and Means, and they were satisfied the pro- 
visions of the, bill would.raise a sufficiency’ of rev- 
enue, as. revenue tarif men, they could -not-support 
it, but woul ke, in preference, the substitute of 
Mre. ’uxeurronp.’ They had’ authorized. Mr. 
Brincersorr’ to. make that. statement, and. that 
was their position. They authorized nothing fur- 
ther. He wished now to read the remarks of the 
‘© Union” of last night, in which the editor says, 
in speaking of Mr. BRINKERHOFF: 


«So much for his financial views. But what are we to 
think of a Representative of the people who, after professing 
to be an anti-tariff man, is willing to incur the danger of 
defeating a great reform, becanse he has been disappointed 
about Oregon, and still more, because he has been disap- 
pointed in the search of office. Judge Wick has so seath- 
ingly exyosed these appeals, in his speech of this day, that 
itis scarcely necessary for us to expose them to the publie 
indignation. With whatscorn did the member froin Indiana 
dash this disgraceful attempt of ‘trackling and bargaining 
with the Administration for a little Treasury pap; thus to 
bargain away votes which the interests of the country re- 
quired to be given! The Judge reprobated such a course, 
“which God himself hates, which the Whigs despise, and 
no-hovest man can respect.’ ? 


-Truckling and -bargaining with the Administra- 
tion for a little Treasury pap! ‘Thus. to bargain 
away votes, &c.. He knew-not what was the in- 
tention of the writer of the article, but if he intends 
to insinuate that his colleague (Mr. igh bce siete 
had the power of moving him on the chess-board 


to accomplish his purpose, or to wreak-his indig-. 


nation oh the President—if, he repeated, the re- 
mark was so intended, which he hoped it was not, 
he-threw. back the insinuation with the contempt 
which it deserved,’ and branded it as. false, and 
worthy alone of the mind which could conceive it. 
He hoped, however, this was not the intention of 
the editor of the paper. Such must be the infer- 
ence. on reading the article; it seemed ‘to him, and 
he must clear his skirts. -If such charge was de- 


wocate its principles, he should 


| would take notice of him at the proper time; and 


| suspend the rules, for the purpose of receiving the 


do itina different way, and not attempt to make 
others stepping-stones to cffect his object. He 


if his course toward him required it, he would take 

the veil off of the gentleman, and let the world 

know who he was. : 
Mr. JAMES McDOWELL moved that the 


rules be suspended, to enable him to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That when the general debate upon the bill | 
now before the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union shall terminate at two o’elock to-day, the bill with 
its propositions, and the amendments thereto, which have 
been or may be offered, shall be put to vote, it shaji be in 
order to discuss said propositions or amendments, provided | 
the discussion thereon by any one member of the commit- 
tee shall not execed fifteen minutes. 


The said resolution was read. | 

And the question being put, ‘* Shall the rules be |: 
suspended ?”’ 

It appeared there was not a quorum of members 
present; when 

Mr. BARRINGER moved there be a call of the | 
House. i 

And the question being put, it was decided in 
the negative. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 


resolution above mentioned. j 

And two-thirds not voting in the afirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. 


THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. Q. S. HOUSTON, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Cons, of Georgia, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
to reduce the duty on imports, and for other pur- 

oses. 

P Mr. GENTRY was entitled to the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee in remarks generally in favor 
of the protective policy, but mainly in exposition 
of what he denominated the great, ‘damnable, and 
infamous conspiracy (alluding to the Kane letter) 
by which the people of the State of Pennsylvania 
had been defrauded out of their votes, and by 
which the men who had perpetrated it had, in 
violation of every principle of democracy, reached 
the station they now occupied. These men were 
James K.. Polk and James Buchanan: ° 

Mr. ASHMUN obtained the floor. 

Mr. RATHBUN contested his right to it. 

After some conversation, 

Mr. ASAMUN, rather (he said) than give rise | 
to any difficulty between the Chair and the genile- 
man from New York, (Mr. Rarusun,] abandoned’ 
his right to speak. 

Mr. RATHBUN was in favor of modifying the 
tariff of 1842—not of destroying, not of repealing. 
When the cry came up: from the Richmond En- 
quirer, “repeal the tariff of 1842,” it was answered 
from New York with one universal burst, almost 
without exception, of ‘no repeal.” They were 
for correcting, not destroying; for cqualizing, not 
abandoning and overthrowing. He could not, as 
a Representative of the people, jn a time of war, 
agree to a system. that would greatly reduce the 
revenue. The tariff we now have, with all its de- 
fects, with all its provisions against revenue, pro- 
duces in the gross about $30,000,000; by some 
modifications, by laying their hands on some free | 
articles and making an increase on some few arti- | 
cles which would admit of it, they could bring up 
the revenues of this Government to from $35,000,- | 
000 to $38,000,000. He stood on the same ground i 
with the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brinxernorr,]} 
who (he said) had been much misrepresented in his 
opposition to the bill of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means... Mr. R. wished it distinctly under- ! 
stood that he opposed it because it would not yield | 


| sufficient revenue. 


He reviewed the circumstances, action, and ob- | 


; ligations of the Baltimore Convention, and devoted ! 


a considerable portion of his remarks to a severe į 

reply .to- Mr. Wreg: i 
Mr. J. R. INGERSO 

the law. of 1842. = 


Mr. McKAY, chairman. of the Committee of 


LL followed in defence of | 


IH Ways- and Means; made-a-general exposé, as far 


as his brief hour would allow, of the financial con- 
dition of the.Government with reference to the | 
peace establishment, as well as to the extraordinary 
expenses of the subsisting war with Mexico, and 


i 
t 
{ 


of the calculations on which this. bill was based, 
and the probability of its yielding sufficient revenue 
to meet the wants of the Government. 

He first reviewed the financial history of the 
Government, both as to its receipts and expendi- 
tures, for the three years of the present law, and 
in view of the circumstances of great public.emer- 
gency under which that act was passed, (with the 
intention of making it only a temporary measure,) 
of the oppressive and monstrous provisions it 
contained, and of the absolute necessity, before 


| any quiet could be secured, of making at least a 


trial of the anti-restrictive system. Assuming that 
some change was required, he proceeded to in- 
quire whether the bill proposed was a suitable 


measure: 


I. UNDER THE PEACE ESTABLISHMENT. 

First, as to expenses: for the last three years, 
(excluding extraordinary means for the war, and 
preparations for it,) they have averaged a little 
less than $21,000,000; for the present year they 
might be stated at $21,000,000; but, for entire 
safety, he would estimate them at $24,000,000-—(for 
the peace establishment)—a large and liberal esti- 
mate. 

Second, as to revenue: if the amount of imports 
were increased, as the Secretary estimated, in case 
the bil went into operation, by the amount of 
$14,253,060, (the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Houwncerrorp,] admitted a probable increase of five 
or six millions,) the bill, without raising at all the 
rate of duty proposed by it, the Secretary esti- 
mated, would produce $24,500,000 net, and upon 
subsequent estimate, he thought it might go to 
$26,000,000. But Mr. McK. did not go so far; 
for greater security, he assumed it to be only 
$22,000,000. j 

The Secretary estimated receipts from sales of 
the lands at-$2,400,000... Mr. McK. adopted this 
estimate, "Then, according to Mr. McK.’s esti- 
mate qs above) for the peace: establishment, the 
expenditures for’ thé: current: fiscal. year would 

Ba aes ass ooe a ara as 4 Son eee Magee $24,000,000 
Receipts: from. the.. bill-.of ; me 
the Committee of Ways. 

and Means... se soss.. $22,000,000 
Receipts fromthe sales of : 

jands e oe es ceeeeecsees 2,400,000 


24,400,000 


It. WAR ESTABLISHMENT. 

If this Administration does the duty it owes to 
the country, and to-humanity, it will bring this 
war to a close as he believed it ought to do, when- 
ever Mexico will consent to the establishment of 
our boundary at the Rio Grande, and will give 
sufficient guaranty of indemnity to our citizens. 
He was opposed to a war of conquest—to despoil- 
ing Mexico of a single part of her territory. He 
helieved the Administration had done its duty— 
nothing more than its duty—all that it could do to 
avert this war which was forced upon us.. If this 
course were pursued, the war might be closed. in 
six months—perhaps in three months... Calcula- 
tions from the proper officers of the various de- 
partments placed the expenditures of the war for 
the year at $22,000,000. Wehave now, according 
to the returns from the Treasury Department, pub- 
lished this morning, in the treasury, available. for 
the service of the current year, $9,300,000. If, 
then, the war were brought toa close, as he hoped, 
in three to six months, this sam would be ample to 


| defray its expenses; and he did not propose to raise 


additional revenue for the war. 

The $9,300,000 now on hand in the treasury, he 
estimated, then, would be ample for the three to 
Or aaa war, (which he hoped would be its 
mit. 

Bu in case the war unfortunately should not 
thus soon be terminated, under the instruction of 


‘ the Committee of Ways and Means, he should re- 


port a bill authorizing the issue of treasury notes, 
or a loan, to meet its expenses. — 
He mentioned, in the course of his remarks, ag 


| an important fact which called for a change of the 


present tariff, that in its returns it was stationary 
at best—in fact retrograde—ihe amount of revenue 
under it for the year just closed being less than in 
the year previous. 

At the instruction ‘of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, (though against his own judgment,) 
he gave notice also that he should move to strike 
out the duty on tea and coffee, and certain amend- 
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ments which would probably increase the revenue 
$1,500,000, making a revenue, on Mr. Walker’s 
estimates, of near $28,000,000; according to his 
own, $23,500,000. 

Mr. NORRIS followed in defence of the bill of | 


I 
i 


ittc i inr | 
the Committce of Ways and Means, and in reply ji ny cioth, sail-dack, Russia sheeting, hnens, and grass cloth, 


to gentlemen who had preceded. | 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, obtained the floor, 
but two and a half minutes remaining of the time 


allotted to debate, and proceeded to repel certain 


attacks made upon Mr. Secretary Walker in the |} 


course of the debate. | 

‘The hour of two having arrived, the committee, 
in pursuance of the order of the House, proceeded 
to vote. 

The following item being under consideration: 

«On goods, wares, and merchandise, mentioned insched- 
ule A, a duty of 75 per centum ad valorem.” i 

Mr. McK AY moved to amend it by striking out | 
75,” and inserting “100.” 

The question was taken, (by tellers,) and the 
vote stood—~ayes 109, noes 67. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. McKAY moved to strike out from schedule | 
A the following: 

“ Cordials, abzynthe, arrack, curacoa, kirschenwasser, 
liqueurs, maraschino, ratafia, and all other spirituous bev- 
erages of a similar character”? 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding to the said item the following: 

“Wines, Burgundy, Champagne, Claret, Madeira, Port, 
Sherry, and all other wines, and imitations of wines.” 

The question was taken, (by tellers,) and the 
vote stood—ayes 55, noes 88. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. McKay to strike out the above-mentioned 
item. 

The vote was taken by tellers, and stood—ayes 
74, noes 93. i 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved an amendment, to in- 
sert an additional item, as follows: 

« Silk, unmanufactered, and manufactures of which silk is 
the chief component part, 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. HAMLIN here suggested that the most reg- 
ular mode would be to proceed regularly with the 
sections of the bill, and afterwards to adapt the 
schedules to the sections. 

After some conversation, the suggestion havin 
been acceded to, that course was adopted, 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. 
Tissarrs, which he accompanied with a schedule 
to be marked “417? 

It was taken, and the amendment was rejected, 


The following item being under consideration: 


«On goods, wares, and merchandise mentioned in sched- 
ule B, a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem.” 


o 
D 


& On goods, wares, and merchandise mentioned in sched- 
ule B, a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem,” 


Mr. SCHENCK inquired if it would be in order || 
to insert “ fifty-four” before “ forty ?? | 
Mr. McKAY sent to the Clerk’s table a list of || 
articles which he intended should constitute this || 
schedule. | 
The Clerk was about to read it. 
Mr. ASHMUN objected, on the ground that it |) 
was notin accordance with the arrangement. 
The CHAIRMAN said, if the objection was || 
persisted in, the committee would go back to the ; 
original mode of proceeding on the bill. 
Mr. McKAY, to obviate the objection, said he! 
would designate the schedule as schedule J. 
Mr. WOOD moved to amend the amendment 
by substituting 50 for 40 per cent. Rejected. 
The first part of the amendment of Mr. McKay 
was then agreed to. 
And the question recurring on the schedule, 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend the schedule, 
by inserting-—— 


’ 


_ “Silks unmanufactured, and manufactures in which silk 
is the chief component part.” 


‘Which amendment, by ayes 43, noes 86, was 
rejected. 
_ Mr, P. KING moved to amend the schedule by 
inserting the following: 


“Tron, in bars, blooms, bolts, loops, pigs, rolls, slabs, or 
other form, not otherwise provided for; castings of iron ; old 
or Scrap iron ; vessels of dast iron? 


The amendment was rejected. 


| 
it 


ii hemp of India, jute, Sisal grass, coir used for cord 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend by inserting 
the following, which was rejected: 

“Hemp and wool unmauufactured, Manilla, and other 
age, co- 
yarn and 
ving, gun- 


aiia, or tow of hemp, cables, twine, arid cordag 
packthread, tarred or untarred, seines, cotton Bag 


| flaxseed, hempseed, linseed, and rapeseed.” 


Mr. P. KING moved to amend the schedule, by 


| inserting the following: 


tt Clothing ready made, and wearing apparel of every de~- 
scription, of whatever material composed, made up or man- 
ufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or 
manufacturer,’ 


The amen 

The ques 
and, by ayes 99, noes 54, it was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend the 
schedule I, by inserting * ale, beer, and porter, in 
casks or bottles.’? Notin order. 


dment was rejected. 


i 


i 
| 
| 
f 


| 
| 
H 
l 


Mr. H. appealed. 

The committee sustained the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved an amendment 
raising the duties on goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, mentioned in schedule B, from 30 to 35 per 
cent. Rejected. 

Schedule B was then read over, and such arti- 
cles therein mentioned as had been transferred to 
the new schedule I, were stricken out. 

Mr. FOSTER moved to amend schedule B, by 
striking out “ coal.” Rejected. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved to strike out 
the following, (with the design of inserting it else- 


| where:) 


*¢ fron in bars, blooms, bolts, loops, pigs, rolls, slabs, or in 
other form, not otherwise provided for; castings of jron; 
old or serap irpits els of cast iron; japanned ware of all 
kinds, not otherwise provided for.” 

The amendment, by ayes 45, noes 83, was re- 
jected. 

Mr. McCRATE 
schedule B, “ molasses,” and to insert an amend- 
ment which was read. 

‘The only part of the amendment now in order, 
was that which related to ‘* molasses,’ 

And the amendment was rejected. 

To the item in said schedule, ‘Salmon pre- 
served,’? 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to add “or fresh.” Re- 
jected. 

Mr. McKAY proposed to amend schedule B, 
by adding thereto the following: 


“ Ale, beer, and porter, in casks or bottles; corks; earthen, 
china, and stone ware, and all other wares composed of 


| earthy or mineral substances, not otherwise provided for; | 


fire crackers; flats, braids, plaits, sparterre, and willow 
squares, used for making hats or bonnets; glass tumblers, 
plain, moulded, or pressed, not ent or printed; hats and 
bonnets, for men, women, or children, composed of straw, 
satin straw, chip, grass, palm-leaf, ratan, and willow, or any 
other vegetable substance, or of hair, whalebone, or other 
material not otherwise provided for ; hemp, unmannfactured 5 
nuts, not otherwise provided for; ochres and oechrey earths, 


used in the composition of painters’ colors, whether dry or | 


ground in oil; olive oil in casks, other than salad oil; pota- 
toes; sewing silks, in the gum or purified ; shoes composed 
wholly of India rubber; silk twist and twist composed of 
sik and mohair; tobacco, unmanufactured; twines and 
packthread, of whatever material composed; vinegar; wood 
and wood unmanufactured, not otherwise provided for; 
wool, unmanufactured.?? 

Mr. GORDON moved to amend the amendment 
vy adding after the words “ wool unmanufactured,”’ 
the words, “according to its value at the port of 
entry in the United States.’? 

After a brief conversation between Mr. WIN- 
TH ROP and the CHAIR on a point of order, 

The amendment of Mr. Gornow was rejected. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding * firewood and wood unmanufac- 
tured.” Agreed to. 

Mr. HOUGH moved to insert ** blankets of all 
kinds.” Rejected. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to add, ‘ cotton-bag- 


i ging of hemp, flax, or other material.” Rejected. 


Mr. RATHBUN moved to add, “ woollen and 
worsted yarns.’ Rejected. 

Mr. R. moved to add flaxseed and hempseed.” 
Rejected. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to add, « hemp-flax, or l 


manufactures of hemp.” Rejected, 
Mr. WILLIAMS moved to insert: 


_‘ Fish, foreign, whether fresh, smoked, salted, dried, or 
pickled, not otherwise provided for,” 


Rejected. 
Mr. HOUGH moved to strike out line 199, with 
the intention of inserting it elsewhere, Rejected. 


A f 
ion was then taken on the schedule, | 


moved to strike out from ! 


Mr. HAMLIN moved.to insert— 

« Boards, planks, staves, laths, scantling, spats, hewn and 
sawed timber, and timber to be'used in building wharvés.> 

Rejected. r 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to insert raw hides.and -. 
skins of all kinds, whether dried, salted, or pickled, ; 
not otherwise provided for. Rejected.“ j 

Mr. FOSTER moved to amend the ‘amend 
by adding ‘*salt.”’. Rejected. 

Mr. SIMPSON moved to strike, ou 
Rejected. 

Mr. HUNGERFOR 


meng. 


t “hemp.’?.: 


D moved to. add *¢ cables. 


and cordage.” Rejected. 
Also, ‘* paper hangings and paper for screensand 
| fire-boards.’? Rejected. Kcr 


Also, window glass, broad, crown, or. cylinder. 
Rejected. 

Also, anéther item not heard. 

Mr. ‘TIBBATTS moved to strike out after the 
word “hemp” the words “not otherwise provided 
for.” Rejected. 

And then the amendment of Mr. KcKay-to the 
| schedule, by ayes 95, noes not counted, was agreed. 
to. 


The following item being under consideration: 
D g 


“ On goods, wares, and merchandise, mentioned in sched- 
ule C, a duty of 25 percent. ad valorem.” i 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved to s 
and insert 30. Rejected. ` 
Mr. GORDON moved to strike out from the 
schedule“ wool unmanufactured.” -Agreed to: > 


Í trike out the fol- 


trike out 25, 


Mr. THURMAN moved. to sı 

lowing, which was rejected: 
“Raw hides and skins of all kinds, whether di 

or pickled, not otherwise provided for,” 

Ar. HUNGERFORD moved to insert-—~ 


“ Velvet in the piece, composed of cotton and silk, but of 
which cotton is the material of chief value.” 


Rejected. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved to insert the followin 
which was rejected: 


“ Fish, foreign, whether smoked, fresh, salted, dried, or 
pickled, not otherwise provided for.’? 


Mr. McKAY moved to amend schedule C by 
adding: ` i 
“ Borax or tincal; Burgundy pitch ; catomel, and all other 
mercurial preparations; camphor, crude or refined; feather 
| bads, feathers for beds, and downs ofall kinds; floss silks 
| grass cloth; hair cloth, hair seating, and all other manufac- 
| tures of hair, not otherwise provided for; jute, Sisal grass, 
| coir, and other vegetable substances, ummanufactured, not 
| otherwise provided for; matting, Chinese, and’ other ‘floor 
; made of flags, jute, or grass; ‘roofing. 


ried, salted, 
kd 


B 


t 
| matting and mats 
slates,” , 
The motion was agreed to. 
Schedule D (duties. 20 per cent, 
being under consideration: o 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to 


the following: 


‘ Acids, acetic, acetous, benzoic, boracic, chromic, citric, 
muriatic, white and yellow, nitric, pyroligneous and tat- 
taric, and all otheracids of every description, used for chem- 
ical or medicinal purposes, or for manufacturing, or in the 
fine arts, not otherwise provided for.*? 


The motion was rejected. 

Mr. McK AY moved to strike out the following: 

“ Ale, beer, or porter, in casks or bottes? 

Agreed to. 

Mr. HOUGH moved to strike out “boards. and 
planks.” Rejected. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY “ borax or tineal”? 


were stricken out, and other items that had been. 
transferred to other schedules, 

Mr. HAMLIN. moved to amend in line 271 by. 
inserting * fresh”? before “fish.’? Agreed to. 
; On motion of Mr. McKAY, the following was 
| stricken out: ee 


“ Hats, braids, plaits, sparterre, and willow squares, used. | 
for making hats or bonnets.” tae 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the follo 
; Stricken out: 

tt Ginger root, dried or green; glass tumbi 
ed, or pressed, not cut or printed.” 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL moved to strike. out 
the following, which was rejected: 


“« Hair, ¢urled, moss, sea-weed, and all. other veg 
substances used for beds or mattresses.” 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the following was. 
stricken out: i i 


“Jute, Sisal grass, coir, and. other vegetable substances, 
unmanufactured, not otherwise provided for.?7 cca 


-A verbal amendment by Mr. J -R INGER- 


ad. valorem)” 


strike’ out 


| 


i 


wing was 


ers, plain, mould- 


etable, 


BE. 
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SOLL, in the item. concerning 
agreed-to. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES 
apples. Rejected. = 5 

ir. NORRIS: moved: to strike out. salt; which 
motion, by ayes: 90, noes 60, was agreed to, 

Mr. HARALSON moved to strike out blankets 
of all: kinds, with a view to a-transfer..to -anether 
schedule. oo ae ‘ = 

ce e: CHAIRMAN. decided the motion out of 
order. ore > 

Mi HARALSON appealed. 

The. com 
Chairs > 

Mr... WILMOT 


the schedule. 


“ Raw hides and skins of all kinds, whether dried, salted, 
or pickled, not otherwise provided for.” _ 

The motion, by ayes 63, noes 86, was rejected. 

Reig 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the schedule by 
adding thereto the following: 

“'Aiigora, Thibet, and other goat’s hair or mohair, un- 
manufactired; cedar wood, ebony, granadilla, malrogany, 
rosewood, andsatin wood, unmanufactured ; cream of tartar; 
extract of indigo; extracts aud decoctions of logwood and 


periodicals, was 


moved to strike out pine. 


moved to add the following to 


other dye wood, not otherwise provided for; extract of mad-' 


dér; flaxseed; gunny cloth; green turtle; bronze liquor; 
iron liquor; manna; marble, in the rough, sinb; or block, 
unmanufactured; Dutch and bronze metal, in leaf; mineral 
kermes; needles of all kinds, for sewing, darning, or knit- 
ting 5. osier'or willow for.basket makers? usà; paving stones 5 
paving and,rooting, tiles and bricks; plaster of Paris, when 
ground; quicksilver ; saffron and saffron cake; seppia; stcel, 
all than otherwise provided tor.” 

Mr. HOUGH. moved to amend. the amendment 
by adding “linseed and rapeseed.” Rejected. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend by add- 
ing “watches and parts of watches.”’ Rejected. 

‘The amendment of Mr. McKay was then agreed 
to. 


Schedule E being under consideration, (duty 15 
per cent. ad valorem—) 

Mr. J. RS INGERSOLL moved to strike out 
‘bark, Peruvian.’? Rejected. 

Mr. McKay moved to amen 
read— a a 

“ Steel, cast, shear, dr German, in bars.’? 

Agreed to. 

Mr. FRIES moved to amend the schedule, by 
adding the word ‘salt: Rejected. 


Mr. McKAY moved. the following addition to 
schedule E: 

« Brimstone, crude, in bulk; cork-troe bari, unmanufac- 
tured; silk, raw, aot more advanced in, manufacture than 
singlés; train’ and thrown; or-organzine y terno tin pates; 
tin foils tin in plates or sheets. tin plates, galvanized, not 
otherwise provided. for.” Me hea oo 

Mr. WILMOT moved to.add: 

Raw, hides. and. skit “All Kinds, whether dried, salted, 
or pickled, not- otherwise, provided for? oe 

Which motion, by ayes 69, noes 81, was re- 
jected.” PERY i 7 : 

And the amendment of Mr. McKay was agreed 
to. $ : 

Schedule F being under consideration, (duties 
10 per cent. ad valorem)— ` : 

Mr. J: R. INGERSOLL moved the following 
amendment; which was.rejected: ; 

Strike: out “books,. printed, magazines, pani- 

hlets, periodicals, and. illustrated. newspapers, 
beaten unbound; not otherwise provided for,” 
and inserts 3 : 

t Provide. 
Greek, ane 
pointed undé! 
dictionaries, 
printed more: 


d the 959th line to 


That all, books printed in. Hebrew, Latin, 
Arman, reports.of legislative committees ap- 
r foreigu Governments, polyglots, lexicons and 
maps and charts, and ai! books that have been 

tan ‘forty. years, shall be adusitted free: of 
duty.” 


Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL moved to amend the 
samė item; by adding, ‘except. imported for liter- 
ary. and- other, institutions for. 
Jearning.”’. Rejected. 


A motion (by whom the-reportercould notlearn ) || 
cleaned:.and:un- | 


to-strike out:hair.of all kinds, 
manufactured,’ was rejected. So =O Tia 
Mri MéeKAY moved: the following addition ‘to 
the-schedule: © : ; a 
«Barija; bleaching-powders, or chloride of lime burr’ 
stones; wrought-ore uawrought; cochineal; gum’ arabic ; 
gum Senegal; gum tragantha; gum Barbary ;-guin East n- 
dia; gum. jeddas. gum substitute. or burnt starch; indigo ; 
kelp; natron; terra. japonica, or catechu.?? ’ x 
Mr: PARA: 
byʻaddi , cee , 
« Raw: hides and skins of all kinds, whether dried, s 
or pickled, not otherwise provided for.” 


alied, 


mittee sustamed the- decision. of the. 


the promotion -of | 


N. moved to amend:'the: amendment: 


| adding: ‘salt.’? Rejected. 


lule, which was rejected: 


‘mation, and. direct that the aforesaid duty he collected as 


-by the several States whiel they are now paving- the inter- 


The motion, by ayes 76, noes 82, was rejected. | 
Mr. FRIES moved to amend the amendment by | 


The amendment of Mr. McKay was agreed_to. 


_ Schedule G (duties 5 per cent. ad valorem) be- 
ing under consideration— ‘ s 
Mr. THURMAN moved to strike out “raw | 
hides, and skins of all kinds, whether dried, salt- í 
ed, or- pickled, not otherwise provided for.”? 
Rejected. 
Mr. McKAY moved the following additional to | 
schedule G: f i 
s Argol, or crude tartar; berries, nuts, and vegetables, 
used exelnsively in dying or in composing dyes; but no ar- 
ticle shail be classed as-such that has undergone any mantu- 
facture; Brazil wood, and all other dye-wood, in sticks; į 
ivory, unimanufactured ; ivory nuts, or vegetable ivory; mad- | 
der root; nut-galls; mother of pearl; lasting, suitable fo 
shoes, hoots, bootees, or buttons, exclusively manufacture: 
ofmobair cloth, silk twist, or other manufactures of cloth 
suitable for the manufacture of shoes, boots, bootees, O 
buttons exclusively.” i 


Mr. ASHMUN would like to know, he said, į 
whether these articles came from the free list. j 
The CHAIRMAN said he could not inform the | 
gentleman. 
The question was taken, and the amendment; | 


by ayes 89, noes 71, was agreed to, 


Schedule H (the free list) being under consider- | 
ation— i 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL moved the following | 
amendment, which was rejected: 

_ Books, maps, charts, manuscripts, periodicals, maga- 
zines, and newspapers, bound or unbound, when imparted |) 
for literary and other institutions for the promotion of learn- Ht 
ing”? | 

e + ji 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out the fol- 
lowing: i 
“Coffee.ant tea, when imported direct from the place of | 
their growth or production in American vessels, orin for- | 
eign vessels entitled, by reciprocal treaties, to be exempt | 
from discriminating duties, tonnage, and other charges; | 
coffee, the growth or production of the possessions of the | 
Netherlands, imported trom the Netherlands in the same | 
manner.” 
And insert, in lieu thereof, the following: 


Salt, coffee, and tea, when iniported in American ves- 
gels, or in foreigu vessels entitled, by reciprocal treaties, to |; 
be exempt trom discriminating duties, tonnage, aud other |! 
eharges.”? j 

Mr, SCHENCK moved to strike out all the | 
amendment after the word “tea.” Rejected. 

Mr. CLARKE moved to amend the amendment | 
by striking out the words and tea,” Rejected. 

Mr. JENKINS moved to amend by striking out 
“salt”? Rejected. . ee i 

Mr. RATHBUN- moved to: amend the amend- 
ment by adding “sugar and molasses;’? which | 
motion, by ayes 52, noes not counted, was re- | 
jected. i l 

And the amendment of Mr, Trsnarts was re- 
jected. 


' f : i ; f 
Mr, NORRIS moved to insert (in the same item) į 
the: word “salt” after the word “coffee; which | 
motion, by ayes 101, noes 65, was agreed to. 


f 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend the same item į 
by striking out these words, which was rejected: | 
« Direct from: the place of their growth or production.” || 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to strike out the |} 


j 


following proviso from the last item of the sched- i| 


r 
S 


> 
r 


! 
i 


“That this exemption (i.e. relating to wearing apparel, 4 
books, &c., for personal use,) shall not be construed to ing , 
elude. machinery or-other articles imported for use in any i 
manufacturing establishment, or for sale.” ! 
DER . { 
Mr.. A. JOHNSON moved fo strike out the fol- | 
lowing: ‘ 
“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That if it shall bap- 


H 


| 
| 
j 
| 
f 


+ now allowing bounti 


| tifty days, instead of the term of s 


Ag 


pen, in any future: fiscal year, that the revenue shall not be | 
sufficient to defray the expenditures. required for that year, į 
a duty of ten per centumad valorem shall be levied, collect: |) 
ed, and paid, onttea and coffee, to-take effect. after the first ii 
quarter of the ebsuing year; and it shall be the duty of the 
Sceretary of the Treasury to report such deficiency to the i; 
President, who shall forthwith announce the same by procta- |i 


above provided.” , 

And insert: 

Be it further enacted, That from and after the passage of 
this act there shall be Jevied and collected, ia such manner 
as may be;prescribed by the Secretary of. the Treasury. of | 
the United States, the following-rates of: impost or percent. 
upon all capital as hereinafter enumerated y that is to says:); 
upon all bank stock or thé capital of banks, whether the: | 
same be incorporated, or banking: under a general: banking - 
law; One per cent. per annum upon the stock.so held, or the: 
capital So-invested ; upon all-capital vested. in: bonds issued | 


eston.asitfalls due, or bonds issued by the Government of į 
the Uhited Statés, one per cent. per annum 3 upon all capital 


ad valorem, 
The amendment was rejected. i 
Mr. McK AY. moved to strike out the said fourth 


section. i : 
Mr. HOUGH made a similar motion; which 


| was rejected. 


Mr. McKAY now modified his motion, so as 
to strike out the said section, and insert the follow- 
ing: 

«That in all cases in which the invoice or entry shall not 
contain the weight, or quantity, or measure of goods, wares, 
or merchandise, now weighed, or measured, or guazed, the 
same shall be weighed, gauged, or measured, at the expense 
of the owner, agent, or consignee.” 


The motion, by ayes 97, noes 79, was agreed to. 


The following section being under considera- 
tion: : 

“Sec. 5, And he it further enacted, That trom and after 
the first day of December next, in heu of the bounty here- 
tofore authorized hy law- to be paid on the exportation of 
pickled fish of the fisheries of the United States, there shalt 
be allowed, on the exportation thereof, if cured with foreign 
salt, a drawback equal in amount to the duty paid on the 
salt, and no more, to be ascertained under such regulations 


| as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


Mr. HOGE moved the following amendment: 


« No drawbacks, or bounties in lieu thereof, shall be allow 
ed or paid on the exportation of pickled fish of the fisheries 
of the United States: And provided further, That all laws 

on the tonnage of vessels cugaged in 
the cod and bauk fisheries, be, and they are hereby, re- 
pealed.’? 


Which, by ayes 101, noes 77, was agreed to. 


The 7th section being under consideration in the 
words following: 


“See. V. And be it further enacted, That the twelfth sec- 
tion of the act entitled ‘An act to provide revenue from tim- 
ports, and to change and modify existing Iaws imposing 
on imports, and for other purposes, approved Angnst 
thirty, eighteen hundred and forty-two, shall be, and the 
same is hereby, so far modified, that all goods imported from 
this side of the Cape of Good Hope or Cape Horn may re- 
main in the public stores for the spree of one hundred and 
7 prescribed in the 
said section; and mat atl goods impor rom beyond the 
Cape of Good Hope or Cape Horn may remain in the public 
stores one hundred and eighty days, instead of the term of 
nincty days prescribed in the said scetion: Provided, That 
at the time of the payment of duties ‘on all such goods, 
whether the same or any portion thereof be: sold for the pay- 
ment of such duties or not, interest at the rate of six per 
centum per annum, npon: thé dities payable from the time |. 
of the importation thereof tothe time. of payment, shall 
alc he paid as a part of thie: duties. chargeable upon such 
goods.” 


Mr. McKAY moved to strike out the proviso. 
reed to. f 
Mr. MCCLELLAND moved to amend the said 
section, by striking out “150” and “ 180” days, 
and inserting ‘three years.” Rejected. 

Mr. MeKAY moved to strike out “ 150” and 
“180” days, and insert “one year? which mo- 


© 


tion, by ayes 90, noes 83, was agreed to. 
The following scction being under consideration: 


“Suc, 9. And be it further enacted, That if, upon the ex- 
amination of any parcel, package, or quantity of goods, of 
which entry has been made, the appraisers of the United- 
States shall be of the opinion thatthe same are undervalued 
by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, with the inten- 
tion of defrauding the revenue of the United States, it shall 
be lawful for the collector within whose district the came 
may be entered, the sanction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
uey rst being obtained, if, in his opinion, the same shall be 
advisable, to take such goods for the use of the United 
States.. And such. coltector shall cause such goods to be 
sold at public auction, within twenty days. from the time of 
taking the same, in the manier prescribed by Jaw for the 
sale of unclaimed:goods ; and the-proeeeds of'such sale shalt 
be placed forth with:into tbe treasury of the United States; 
and such colleetor is hereby authorized to pay out of the 
accruing revenue, to the owner; importer, consignee, or 
agent of the goods so taken, the value thereof as declared in 
the entry, and five per centum upon such amount in addi- 
tion thereto; and the said collector shall render to the Bec- 
retary of the Treasury, with his accounts of the customs, a 
statement showing the amount “of moneys- so paid, the 
amount of duties chargeable on the goods so taken, and the 
amount of proceeds paid into the treasury; and this section 
shall be in force until the: fitst’ July, eighteen: hundred and 
forty-eight, unless otherwise directed by, Congress.” 


Mr. RATHBUN: moved to-amend it by striking 
out:‘“five;? and inserting: twenty,” in the 17th: 
line: Rejected: 

The bill having now been gone through with 

Mi: FOSTER offered the following as an addi- 
tional: section: `“ 

“And be it further enacted, That if at the end of the first 
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year from the time this act. goes into effect, there shall not 
be realized, under its provisions, an amount of revenue 
equal to that produced during the tiseal year ending the first 
or July, 1842, under the act entitled «Au act to pr vide reve- 
nue from imports, and to change and modify existing laws 
impo-ing duties on impor rnd for other purpos that 
thev tais act. from and at he expiration of the first year 
after it goes into effect, be inoperative and void, and the du- 
ties on imports shail thereafter be levied and collected in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the said act, approved 30th 
August, 1843; and ihe said act, approved 30th August, 1842, 
shall there be revived and continued in force as fully 
and effectualty as if this act had not. passed; and it-shall be 
the duty of the President of the United States so to declare 
by prociaimution,?? 


The question was taken by tellers, and the vote 
stood, ayes 38, nocs not counted. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. STEWART offered an amendment to ine 
title, (not now in order.) 


Me. BRODITEAD moved the following as an 
additional section: . 

“vind he ii further enucted, That from and after the frst 
day o? Jaunary next, sugar or all kinds, sirup of sugar and 
molasses, shail be wausterred to schedule H.” 

Mr. WHEATON offered the following amend- 
ment, Which was rejected: 

“That there shall be levied on all salt imported into the 
United States a duty of six cents on each bushel of tity 
pounds, auytuing in this bih to the contrary wotwithst: 
wag? 


d- 


A motion was made, at a quarter after six, that | 


the committee rise. Rejected. 

The question recurred, and was taken on the 
amendment of Mr. Bropuran, and, by ayes 89, 
uoes 93, was rejected. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Maryland, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

“ tnd be it further enacted, That this bill shall not take cf- 
feetas to the contemplated duties on the articles which are 
the products of Great Britain, nor shail the duties therein 
epeviticd be fevicd or colleeted on such articles, until there 
snail be a corresponding reduction of duties by the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, upon the article of tobacco, the 
growth of the U States, imported into Great Britain; 
and untit the dutiss levied and collu 
tobaceo, the growth of the United States, hy the authority 
of the Government of Great Britain, shalt not exceed the 
duties berein specified upon the several articles which are 
the produets of that country.” 


The committee rose and reported progress. 
And the House, at a very late hour, adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were | 
ented under the rule, and referred to the appro- | 


h 
priate committees: 

By Mr. CATHCART: Phe petinon of 
prin chief of the Miami 
same mibe, praying that seve 
who py weaty are landowners in Tudiana, may be pe 
to renin, and draw their annuities in said Siate: re 
tothe Committee on Indian Attair 

ty Mr. RAMSEY: ‘Phe memorial of Charles Rhodes, M. 
D. Bath and 210 others, citizens of Schuylkill county, Penn- 
sylvarua, engaged in the eoal tr ade, praying that the present 
tariff taws may not be changed. 

By Mr. PILLSBURY : The memorial of D. Kleaner, agent 
of tue Gorman Ass ion, praying remission of duties: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON : Phe application of Washington | 
Denham, of Tennessee, for a back pension: referred to the 
Committee on Lnivalid Pensions. 

By Mr R SELL: Lhe petition of David Ct 
nadian volunteer, for a grant of land: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. Also the petition of Wil- 
ħain Chappel, fora like purpose: referred to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of the burg 
council of Brownsville, Pennsylvania, for the 
of a port of entry at that place: referred to the Committee i 
on Commerce, 


F. La Fontain, 
and oF sever: al oth 


rappel, a Ca- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, July 3, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. Mc AY moved that the House resolve it- 


self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union. 
Mr. 


in last evening’s Union. 
THE TARIFF. 


The motion of Mr. Mckay having been then 


put and agreed to, the House resolved itself into | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr: Coss, of Georgia, in the chair,) and resumed | 


the consideration of “the bill to reduce the duty on i 


imports and for other purposes. 

‘When the Committee rose last evening 
ing question was on the following amendment, of- 
fered by Mr. CHAPMAN, of Mary! land: 


red upon raid article of | 


nnd town |! 
tablishment | 


RATHBUN asked and obtained leave to | 
make a personal explanation, in reply to an article i! 


„the pend- | 


“4nd be it further enacted, That this bill shall not take ef- 
fect, as to the contemplated duties.on the articles which are 
the products of Great Britain; nor shall the dutiés therein 
| specified be levied or collected on, such articles, until there 
i shall be a corresponding reduction of duties by the Govern- 
| ment of Great. Britain upon the article of tobacco, the growth 
| of the United States, imported into Great Britain, and until 
the duties levied and colected-upon said article of tobacco, 
i the growth of the United States, by the authority of the Gov- 1 
ernment of Great Britain, shall Dol exceed the duties herein { 
specified upon the several articles which are the products 
of that country.?? 


Tellers were appointed; and, the vote, being ta- 
ken, stood—ayes 67, noes 81. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. S. JONES offered the following amend: || 
ment, of which he had heretofore given notice, (as 
| an additional section: a 


“And for the purpose of preventing frauds upon the rev- 
enue, 

“Be tt further. enacted, That all and every person who 
hall import goods or any “other articles into the United States 
iall deliver to the colléctor duplicate invoices of all articles 
imported by him or them, and after the same have been ex- 
amined and ascertained to be fair and genuine, the coljector 
shall endorse iiis name on each of them, and have the seal 
ji of his office affixed thereto; one of which he shal} deliver 
to the importer or importers, ‘and the othershall be deposited 
in the office of the colleeter, subject to the examination of 
| any and all persons; and on application of any person a 
copy of the same, duly certitied, shall be furnished to said | 
| person proposing io purcthase any of said articles upon their 
paying the reasonable expenses of copying the saine.?? 


Mr. GORDON moved to amend the amendment 
by adding thereto. the followmg; which was re- 
jected: 

“And provided that all wool mixed with dirt or other ma- | 
p terial shall be estimated, valued, aud appraised as if the same 
were clean and unmixed, and no allowance shall be made 
| for any diminution in p in consequence of a mixture of 
| dirt or other material; and in-all eases in which’ wool of 
p various kinds or qualities shall be found in the same hale, or 
package, or in bulk, the duty shall be levicd on the whole at 
! the appraised value of the best kind of said wool in said 
| package, bale, or in bulk.?? 


And the amendment of Mr. Jones was rejected. 


Mr. RATHBUN offered the following as an 
additional section: 


“Spe. IH, No oficer or other person connected with the 
navy of the United States shali, under any pretence, import 
in any ship or vessel of tire United States any goods, wares, 
or merehandise, liable to the payment of any duty.” 


The amendment, by ayes 80, noes not counted, 
was agteed to. 


Mr. FOSTER offered the following amendment; 
which was rejected: 


StAnd he it further enacted, That if the revenue derived 
om imports under this bijt shall not amount to the stun of 
5,060,000 at the expiration of the first year from its pas 
} sagu, the daty op imports mentioned in the schedules shall 
| thereafter be raised as follows, to wit: in schedule A, 20 
; per cent; in schedule B, 15 per cent. ; in schedule C, 10° per | | 

cent; in schedule D, 5 per cent,” 


Mr. ANDREW STEWART moved to amend | l 
| the title so as to make it read: 


A bill to reduce the duties on the luxuries of the rich, and 
jucrease them on the necessuries of the poor; to bankrupt į 
the treasury; strike down American farmers, mechanics, 
and workingien ; to make way for the products of foreign 
agriculture and forcign Jabor; to destroy American competi- 
tion, aud-thereby establish a foreign monopoly in the Amer- 
ican market; and, by adopting the] principte of “ free trade,” 
to reduce the uow prosperous Jabor of this. country to the 
degraded level of the pauper labor of Europe; and, finally, | 
i to “destroy the property and independence of these United 
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| for ‘tens’ which was rejected.. 


place, the words “ cotton bagging, and other mate- 


rial than hemp or flax, 4 cenis per auare yardy” ye 
which was-rèjected: 


Mi. TIBBATTS mòved to ingert, an ‘the same 
item,.after, the words“ provided- for, the words 


pers heenty per. cent. vad. valorem ;?° which WAS: re- 


jected: 


-The following item ising anden cöünšideration— 


“ On raw silk, not more advanced in manitfactures than 
singles, tram, and thrown,’ oF “organzine, ‘10. ‘per, cent. ad 
valorem’??— i 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to ‘Substitute +: thirty? 


The following item being under’ consider ation— 


«On stinasaatecinced hemp, twenty-five’ ‘dollars per 
ton”’— 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend it by striking 


| out < twenty,’ * and inserting’ “ forty” whieh was 


rejected. S 

‘Mr, THURMAN morel to amend the same 
item by striking out ‘‘ twenty-five dollars per ton; 
and inserting è forty per cent. ad valorem;”’ which 


| was rejected. 


Mr. BOYD moved to insert “ thirty per cent. ad 
valorem; which was rejected. 


Mr. STARK WEATHER moved to ‘strike out 
the words “ twenty-five ‘dollars: per..ton;?” which 


| motion—by ayes 63, noes. 74—was rejected. 


The following item being under consideration: : 


“ On flax and codilla, or stow of hemp or flax, fifteen per 
cent. ad. valorem.?? 


Mr: TIBBATTS moved to strike out ‘fifteen 
per cent. ad valorem,”” and insert ‘ twenty. dollars 
per ton.” Rejected. ` 

The following item being under consideration: 
“On Manilla, Sunn, and'-other’ hemps. of India, fifteen 
dollars per ton? 

Mr. TIBBATTS moyed to strike out- «X5, and 
insert “25.” Rejected. 

Mr. J, R. INGERSOLL desired to offer an 
amendment, which was not now in order, 

Mr. STARK WEATHER moved to amend’ the 
last-mentioned item by striking out “fifteen dol- 
lars per ton.” 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. With what object? 
With a view of inserting ana valorin duty, in- 
stead of a specific? 
Mr. ST ARK WEATHER That-is’the abject. 
The question: was: taken, and: ithe. amendment 
was rejected. : 
The following item being’ u under donieidopsalin: 
On clothing ready made. and. partly made, and. wearing. . 


| apparel of every description, not otherwise provided for ; fur 


caps, hats, muffs, tippets, and all other manufactures: of fur, . : 
or of whieh fur shall be the component material of chiet 
value, 30 per cent. ad valorem.?? 


Mr. FOSTER moved to amend by striking out 
30” per cent., and inserting “50.” Roj jected. 
The following item being’ under cöñsider ation: 


“On umbrellas, ‘parasols, sun-shades, and parts thereof, 
30 per cent, ad valorem?— 


Mr. FOSTER moved to strike out “30,” 
insert 40.7’ Rejected. 


The following item being under consideration: 


and 


i States, and again reduce them to the condition of colonies | 
and dependencies of Great Britain. i 
H 


The CHAIR stated that it was not in order ‘| 


i 


| 


posed of. 
. STEWART demanded that his proposition | 
be read. =| 


The CHAIRMAN said it was not in order to 
read a paper proposed out of order.’ 

From this Mr. STEWART appealed. 

And the decision of the Cuair was sustained by 


ji 
{ 
1} 
| 


' the vote of the committee. 


| 
ij 
Li 
f 
| 
The question now was-on the substitute for the |! 
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l: whole bill proposed by Mr. FÍUNGERFORD. 
: It was taken up, and read by sections. 
And the following item being under considera- 


tion— 

“And all manufietures of linen or hemp, or of which , 
either of these articles shall be the component material of 
: ehief value, not otherwise provided for; ou cotton, cotton 
hat-bodies, and floss silks, twenty per cent. ad valorem”— 


i Mr. TIBBATTS moved to insert, after the word | 
“on,” the following; which was rejected: 


yard.?? 

Mr, TIBB ATTS moyed a similar amendment, 
|| at “ 3$ cents; which was rejected. i 
uo Mr TIBBATTS moved to insert, in the same 


i 
ii 
n 
il 
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i, the following item: 


“Cotton bagging, or hemp of. flax, 4 cents per square | f 


“On ‘grass cloth, hair cloth, hair seating, and all. other 
manufactures of hair, not otherwise provided for, 25 per 
cent. ad valorem. On gunny clotii, Chinese, and other floor 
matting and mats, made of. flags, jute, or grass, curled hair, 
moss, sea weed, and all other vegetable substances unman- 
ufactured, not otherwise provided for, twenty’ per cent. ad 
vaiorem, On hair, uncleansed and unmanufactured, 10 per. 
cent. ad valorem, On nil cloth of every description, and ou 
human pair , cleansed or prepared for use, 30 Per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to insert after the words 
‘gunny cloth,” ‘30 per cent. ad valorem, ”? Re-: 
jected. i 


The following item being aider consideration: 


“On boots and shoes of every description, on leather. 


gloves, on all kinds of leather, and all manufaetures thereof,- 
net otherwise provided for, 30 per cent. ad-valorem,”? .: 

Mr. FOSTER moved to strike: outs 30” and 
| insert 50.” Rejected. 

Mr. THURMAN- moved to strike: Bom. the 
same item the words“ on all kinds of Jeather.”” 
Rejected. 

Mr. PERRY moved to strike: ont the whole ot 


“On boots and shoes of every. desotiptioi: on Teal 
| gloves, on all kinds of leather, and all manufactures thereof, 
not otherwise provided for, 30 percent. ad valdrem..’ On 
skins, tanned or dressed, of afl kinds, not otherwise pro- 
| vided for, 20 per cent. ad valorem.” 5 


The motion was rejected. ae 


1846. 


The following item. being under consideration: 
On raw hides and skins of-all kinds, whether dried, 
salted, or pickled, not otherwise: provided for, 10 per cent. 
ad valorem?) se." pees . n 
_ Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out 10” and 
insert “ 30.27) Rejected. =- 
_ Mr, TIBBATTS moved ‘to insert «20.7 Re- 
jected. = erat: : 
yy hie Pe SP ag ; v : 
< The following item being under consideration: 
_ ¢ Ow iron in bars or bolts, not-manufactured, in ‘whole or 
in part, by rolling, fifteen dolars per ton.?? i 


Mr. HOUGH moved to amend by striking out | 


“fifteen “dollars per ton, and inserting “30 per 
cent. ad valorem.” . 
+ The question was. taken by tellers, and the vote 
stood—ayes 95, noes 64. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The following item being under consideration : 


© On bar or bolt iron, made wholly or in part by rolling, 
eighteen dollars per ton,” 


Mi HOUGH moved to strike ont “ eighteen 
dollars per ton”? and insert. © 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem;”? which amendment, by ayes 67, noes 88, 
was rejected. l 


The following itera being under consideration— 


On round or square iron, or braziers? rods, of three 
sixieentis to Len sixt entis of an inch in diameter, inclusive, 
aud-on iron, in nail, or spike rods, or nail plates, slit, rolled, 
or, hammered, and on ‘iroa in sheets, except taggers’ iron, 
and on hoop iron, and on ‘iron slit, rolled or-hamumered, for 
band iron, scroltiron, or casement reds, thirty dolars per 
ton,” > 

` Mr. HOUGH ‘moved to aniend it by striking 
out “ thirty dollars per ton,” and inserting * 40 
per cent. ad valorem.” Rejected. - 

Mr. 1. E. HOLMES moved to strike out thirty 
dollars per ton,” and insert “30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem.” : 


‘The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. FOSTER moved to strike out the following 
sechion:' . oon 
. On iron in bars or: bolts, not mauufactured in whole or 
in part by rohing, fifteen dollars per tou. On bur or bolt 
irony made whouy Orin part by rolling, eighteen dollars per 
ton. All iron in slabs, loops, or other Orin more advaaced 
than pig, shal be rated as iron in bars or bolts. On round 
OF square iron, Or braziers? rods, of tires sixteenths 10 ten- 
sixteenths ofan inch in diameter, iuelisive, and on iron in 
nail or spike rods, or nail platos, slit, rolled, or hammered, 
and on iron in soets, excopi taggers? tron, anil on hoop 
iron, aud Ob iron sht, rolicd, or Lamaiored tor band iron, 
scroll iron, or casement rods, thirty dollars per ton. On 
iróniu pigs, and on old and serap iron, seven dollars per 
ton. Onstechin. bars, plates, of shuets, 15 per cunt, ad va- 
lorem. On all vessels and other articles cast from iron, aad 
not otherwise provided for, aud on all manufactures ofron, 


5. 


or OF stéel, or of iron and steel, or of which cither or both of 
these. articles shail bo tie. compoucnt material of chiet 


value, and not otherwise: provided fory 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, On needles of all deseriptions, 20 percent. ad va- 
Jorem.?? ARS alah coe a 
And insert the following: 
e On. iton-in bars, bolts manufactured in whole or in part, 
by rolling, fifteen dollars per,ton; on bur or bolt irou, made 
wholly orin part by rolling, twenty dollars per ton, provided 
that all iron ii slabs, Divoom, loops, or otber form less Hn- 
ished thairt in Vars ot bolts, and more advanced than 
pig iron, cxcept castings, shall be fated ay iron in bars or 
bolts, and payu duty accordingly ; on iron in pigs, seven dol- 
Jars per ton; On vessels of cast iron, NOL Otherwise specitied, 
one cent per pound; on all otier castings of iron not otier- 
wiso specified, one cont per pound; on glazed or tin hollow 
ware and castings, sad irgog.or smoothing irons, hatiers? and 
tailors? pressing irons, AmA cast iron buts or hinges, two 
cents per pound; on iron or steel wire not ekecediug Now 
14, rour cents per pound, and over No. 14, and not exceed- 
ing No. 25, six and one-half cents per pound, over No. 25, 
cigit cents, per pound ; silvered, or plated ware, 3) per eent, 
ad valorem; brass or- copper Wire, 25 per cent. nd valorem; 
cap or bonnet wire; covered with silk, ten cents per pound ; 
when covered with cotton or other material, seven cents per 
pound ; on round or square iron or braziers’ rods of three-six- 
teenths to tén-sixteenths of an-ineh in diameter, inclusive, 
aud iron in nail or spike rods, or ‘nail pilates, slit, rolled, or 
hammered, and on iron in sheets, except taggers’ iron, and 
on hoop iron, and-on iron slit, roiled, or hatimered, fur band. 
iron, scroll'iron, or casement rods, iron cables, or chains, or 
arts thereol, nranufaetared in whole orin part, of whatever 
diawieter, the tinks being of-the form peculiar. to chains for 
cables, two cents per pound 5 and oral other chains of iron 
not otherwise specified, the-Jinks ‘being either twisted or 
straight, and when straight of greater length than those used 
in chains for cables, 30 per cent. ad-vatoreny 5 on anchors ‘or 
parts of anchors; manufactured in whole or in part, anvils, 
blacksmiths’ -hatmners. and sledges, two cents per pound; 
oncut or wrought iron: spikes, two.cents aad one-half per 
pound, and on wrought iron ‘nails or axletrees, oF parts. 
théreot, mil iron and mill cranks of wroughtiton, or wrought 


iron for ships, locomotives, and steam engines, or iron chains 


other thai chaih cables, and on wialleable iron or castings, 
three cents per pound; on: steam, gas, or water. tubes or 
pipes made of band or rolled iron, four. cents per pound; on 
yrill SAWS, cross-cut ‘saws, and pit saws, eighty cents each 3 
“con tacks, brads, and sprigs; not exceeding ‘sixteen ounces to 
the thousand, four cents per thousand, exceeding sixteen 
ounces to. the thousand, four-cents per pound; on taggers’ 


taxes, adzes, hatehets, plane irons, socket chiscts, vic 


i iron five per centum ad valorem, provided that all articles 
partially manufactured not otherwise provided for shall pay 


j| the same rate of duty as if wholly manufactured. And prc- 


-vided also, that no- articles manufactured from steel, sheet, 
rod, hoop, or other kinds of iron, shall pay a less rate of duty 


in wholé or in part, paying the highest rate of duty either 
by weight or value, atid a duty of 15 per centum ad valo- 
rem on the cost of the article added thereto. On ail old or 
scrap iron eight dollars per ton, provided that nothing shal 
be deemed oid iron that has not been in actual use, and fit 
only to be remanufactured, and alf pieces of iron, except 
old, of more than six inches in length, or of sufficient length 
| to he made into spikes and bolts, shall be rated as bar, bolt, 
rod, or hoop irou; as the case nay be, and pay a duty ac- 
cordingly: Provided, also, that all véssels of cast iron, and 
all castings of iron not rough, or from the mould, but partially 
manufactured after the casting, or with handles, rings, hooks, 
or other additions of wrought iron, shall pay the same rates 


iron not herein enumerated, if that shal) amount to suore 
than the duty on castings. On muskets one dolar and 
twenty-five cents per stand; rifles two dollars each; on 


om 
drawing Knives, cutting knives, sickles, or reaping hooks, 
scytaes, spades, shovels, squares of iron or steel, plated or 
polished, steel saddlery, and brass saitdlery, coach and har- 
ness furniture of all descriptions, steelyards ind seale beans, 
and all tirearms other thau muskets and riftes, and alt side 
arms, 30 por centum ad valorem. On square wire, used for 


pieces not exceeding the length suitable therefor, 12 per 
centum ad vaforem. On screws made of iron, called wood 
sereWs, ten cents per pond, and on ail other screws of iron 
not specified, 3) per centaa ad valorem; on brass screws 


duty of 30 per centum ad valorem; on brass battery or ham- 
mored ketiles, ten cents per pound; on cast, shear, and 
German steel, in bars, one dolar and twenty-five cents per 
hundred and twelve pounds; and ov all other steel in bars, 
two dollars per one hundred and twelve pounds; on solid- 
headed pius and all other package pins not exceeding five 
thousand to the pack of twelve papers, Uirty cents per 
pack; aud in the same proportion tor a greater or Jess quan- 
tity; on pauid-pins, fifteen cents per ponad; on sewing, 
tambouring, darning, netting, und knitting, and all other 
kind af ncedles, a duty of 20 por centum ad valorem; on 
common tinned, apd japanned saddiery of ail descriptions, 
QU per centam ad valorem; on japanned ware of all Kinds, 
or papier maché, and plated and gilt wares of all Kinds, and 
ov cauuery of all kinds, and all other manutaetares not oth- 
erwise specified, made of brass, iron, steel, lead, copper, 
pewter, or tin, or of which either of these metals is a com- 
ponent part, 3) per centum ad valorem; Provided, that all 
manufactures of iron and steel, or other metals partly for- 
ished, shall pay the sume rates of duty as it entirely fin- 
ished.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILMOT moved the following amend- 
ment to the same section: in line 96, swike out 
“15,7? and insert “20; in line 101, strike out 
30,7 and insert “405”? in line 102, strike out 
i 20,” and insert “ 30.” Rejected. x 

Mr, TIBBATTS moved to strike òut the follow- 
ing item: ; ot 

« On wittts of every déscription, 49 per cent. ad vilorem, 
On brandy and other distilled spirits from grain or other 


materials; on cordius, absynthe, arrack, curacoa, kirschen- 
wasser, liquetus, and all other spirituous beverages of a 


similar character, 100 per cent. ad valorem. On ale, heer, 
and porter, in casks or bottles, 30 per cent. ad valorem,” 

And insert the following: 

& On Wines of every description ; on brandy and other dis- 
tilled spirits frum grain or oiner materials; on cordiais, ab- 
synthe, arrack, curacoa, kirschenwasser, liqueurs, and all 
other spirituous beverages of a similar character; on ale, 
beer, and porter, in casks or bottles, 75 per cent. ad va- 
lorem,” 


Mr. THIBODEAUX moved to raise the duty 
on molasses from four mills per pound to eight 
mills. Rejected. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out the duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem on salt:” which mo- 
tion, by yeas 123, noes 19, was agreed to. 


Mr -HOGE offered the following amendment, 
which was agreed to. a 


t No drawbacks or bounties, in tieu thereof, shall be alow- 
| ed or paid on the exportation of pickled fish of the fisheries 
i of the United States: nd provided furtier, That ail laws 
now allowing bounties ou the tonnage of vessels engaged in 
; the cod aud bank fisheries be and they are hereby repeaied.”? 


The following ttem being under consideration: 


| On clocks and parts of clocks, chrononieters of all kinds, 

| and parts thereof, watches. and parts thereof, all materials 
for watehes not otherwise provided for; alabaster and spar 
ornaments, epaulets, galloons, laces, knots, stars, tassels, and 
wings of gold, sliver, or other metal; all articles embroider- 
ed with gold, silver, or oer metal; amber, wax, coniposi- 

! tion, and all other beads; bracelets, braids, chains, curls, or 
ringlets, composed wholly or in -part of, hair, cameos; reak 
and imitation ; and mosaics, real and imitation, when setin 
gold, silver or other metal; compositions of glass or-paste, 
When. set; coral, cut or manufactured, diamonds,: gems, 
-pearls, rubies, and other precious stonés and imitations of: 
precious: stones, when set in gold, ‘silver, or other metal; 
jewelry, real or imitation ; jet, and manufactures- of jet; and; 
imitations thereof, 20 per cent. ad valorem? <- 0: ~~ 


Mr, HOUGH moved to strike out “twenty? and 
insert “thirty.” Rejected. ae , 


than is chargeable on the material of which it is composed, | 


of duty herein imposed on all other manuiactures of wrought | 


the inauufieture of stretchers for uinbretlas, when cut in į 


twenty-five cents per pound; on steet and roiled brass a | 
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Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out the follow- 
ing section : 

“ On tea and coffee, twenty per cent. ad valorem, when not 
imported in American vessels, and direct from the places of 
their growth or production.” 

The motion was rejected. 

The following item being under consideration, 
(i. e., a portion of the list of free articles) 

« Coffee and tea, when imported direct from the place of 
their growth or production in American vessels, or in for- 
eign vessels entitled, by reciprocal treaties, to be exempt 
from discriminating duties, tonnage, aud other charges ?? 

Mr. 'TIBBATTS moved to amend it, before the 
word ‘‘coftee,”’ by inserting “salt.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i Mr. SCHENCK moved the following amend- 
: ment as an additional section: 
| € Sec. 8. And be it furth 
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enaeled, &e. That, in all cases 
¥ custom-honse or port of 
entry in any collection district within the State of Penn- 
sylvania, as to the time, interpretation, or meaning of this 
net, or the purposes for which it s enacted, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, and of all officers 
having execution of the law, to construe and apply the same 
accordiug to the terms and provisions of the following expo- 
sition of its principles +? 

[Here followed a copy of Mr. Polk’s letter to 
Mr. Kane.] 

The amendment was rejected. 


The question now was on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute of Mr. Hunerrronp, as thus amended, 

‘Tellers were appointed, and the vote being taken, 
stood ayes 38, noes 99. 

So the substitute amendment, as amended, was 
rejected. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF now offered the follow- 
ing as an amendment to the original bill: 

“See. 4. And be it further enacted, That if it shall bap- 
pen, in any future fiseal yi it the revenue shall not be 
| suflicient to defray the expenditures required for that year, 
i a duty of five per centam ad valorem shall he levied, eol- 
| tected, and paid on all the dutiable articles in this bill nar 
in addition to the duties herein provided for, to take effect 
after the first quarter of the ensuing year; andit shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to report such deficien~ 
ey to the President, who shall torthwith announce the same 
by proclamation, and direct that the aforesaid duty be col- 
lected as above provided.” 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON desired to move an 
amendment, (which was accepted by Mr. Brink- 
ernorr and withdrawn by Mr. Hous‘ren,) that so 
| soon as the bill shall yield revenue enough each 
schedule shall be reduced 5 per cent. 


Some conversation: followed ona point of order, 
and: Mr. Bavine, of: Pennsylvania, took an appeal 
from, the decision of “the ‘Chait, by which” the 
amendment was declared to. bein order. 

The question was taken, and by ayes 75, noes 
98, the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

So the amendment. was declared out of order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. GORDON desired to-offer a substitute. for 
the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, under the decision 
just made by the committee, no amendment was 
in order. 
| Mr, ASHIMUN moved to amend the motion of 
Mr. Dromaooxs, so as to say that. the bill be ‘re- 

orted to the House with a recommendation ‘that 
it do not pass. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. I call the gentleman to 
order. Linsist on my motion. 
> The CHAIRMAN, The motion of the gentle- 
| man from Virginia, [Mr. Dromeoorsg,] is first in 
order, and cannot be amended as proposed by the 
i gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumuy.] 
| Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it be recommitted to thé Commit- 
| tee of: Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from. Virginia, [Mr. Dromcooxz,} being 
first. im order, must be taken. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will my motion. then be in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN.» The Chair will decide all 
such motions as may- be made after the motion of 
the gentleman'from Virginia has been disposed of. 

-The question onthe motion of Mr. Dromeoorg 
was ‘then taken,-and:decided in the affirmative. 

So the-committee rose, and the Speaker took the 
chair.” i ; : 

‘Some few. moments elapsed during which the 
| Speaker was engaged in restoring something like 


er 


lan audible condition of things. 


0D 


had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill of this House, 
entitled “A bill reducing the duty on imports, 
and for other purposes,” and have directed me to 
report the same to the House, with various amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen, the chairman of 
the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union reports that the committee have had under 
consideration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill of this House, entitled “A bill 
reducing the duty on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” and have directed him to report the same 
to the House, with various amendments. 

The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments, and on ordering the bill to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved thatthe billand amend- 
ments be iaid on the table, and asked the yeas and 
nays on that motion; which were ordered. 

Mr, STARKWEATHER inquired of the Chair 
whether, if the bill should be laid on the table, it |! 
could be taken up at any time by a majority vote? | 

The SPEAKER would decide that question, he 
said, when it properly came up. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Maryland, i 
excused from voting on the bill, and said that, at | 
the request of his colleague, [Mr. Licox,] who | 
had been sent for on account of the illness of his 
family, be had paired off with him. It was well | 
known that he (Mr. C.) was opposed to the bill of || 
the committee, and his colleague was in favor of f 
it, as declared to him and their other collcagues, | 
as well as to the chairman of the committee, [Mr. | 
MeKavs] and under the circumstances which called || 
his colleague away, or would have subjected him ! 
to most painful uncertainty, if he had remained, he | 
could not refuse the request which he himself would || 
expect would be granted under like cireumstances. |! 
He therefore could not vote on the bill. | 

Mr. C. was excused. j 

The question, “Shall this bill be laid on the ta- | 
bie??? was then taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James. Black, Blanchard; Brod- 
head, Mitton Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 
Joha H. Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, | 
Crozier, Catver, Darragh, Garrett Da Delano, Dixon, | 
Dockery, Khat, Erdman, John H. Bw ydwia H. Ewing, 
Poot, Foster, Garvin, Goatry, Giidings, Graluun, Grider 
Grinnell, Hecapton, Harper. BB. Hobnes, Johu W. Hous- 


| asked to be | 


se 


too, S D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington ut 
Hunt, € J. Ingersofi, Joseph R. Ingersod, Jenkins, į 


v, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, M 
Henry, Melivaine, Mars A 3 
Niven, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, River, Julius 
Rockwell, Jo kwal, Root, Runk, Russell, Schenck 
Beaman, } inan Smith, Albert Smith, Cal 
B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
Vhomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 'Thorapson, T 


“ean, M 
Miller, Moseley, 


Vil- 
sen, Toombs, Lrambo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost—96. 
Ys— srs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
s Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrongh, William G. Brown, 
Bart, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cunning- 
Daniel, Pargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, 
» Dromgoolc, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Paran, Ficklin, 
s Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hawlia, Daralson, 
manson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac E. Tolines, Hop- 
s Hough, George $. Houston, Edinund W. Hubard 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, James H. Johnzon, Joseph Johnson 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kauf 
man, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Lumpkin, Mactay, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, 
MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, 
Joma P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, 
Norris, Parrish, Payne,-Perriil, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, | 
Relfe, Ris Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammnon, Sed- | 
don, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St 
Joha, ong. Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, | 
Tredway, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, 
and Yaneey—L12. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the demand for 
the previous question, there was a second. 

And the main question (first on the amendments, 
and secondly on ordering the bill to a third read- 
ing) was. ordered to be now taken. 

The amendments were acted on in their order, 
and such as are not herein particularly designated, 
were concurred in, or disposed of, without a record 
vote. ‘The others were reserved fora separate vote. | 

On coneurring with the Committee of the Whole 
on the’state of the Unionin its amendment striking 
out from schedule D,-(which imposes.a twenty per | 
cent, duty,) the article of « salt.?? 


| 
4 
l 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, 
Bowlin, Brinkernoft, Broekenbrough, Brodhead, M. Brown, 
William W. Campbell, John H. Canipheli, Carroll, Cocke, 
Coltamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, G. Davis, 
Delano, ’ Dilingham, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Erdman, Joun H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran; 
Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grin- 
nel, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, 


John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard; Hudson, Washing- | 


ton Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, J. R. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, D. P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Me- 
Clean, MeCteHand, MeClernand, Joseph J. McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, McHenry, MclIivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, 


sey, Relfe, Ritter, J. Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Russell, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert. Smith, Stark- 
weather, Stephens, Stewart, St. John, Strohni, Sykes, Phib- 
odeanx, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James ‘Thomp- 
son, Tibbatis, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wright, Young, and Yost—115. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedin- 
Bigs: 


So the House concurred with the committee in 
striking out the article. 

Mr. HOUGH moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 

Mr. GENTRY said he took it for granted that 
the gentleman had voted with the majority. 

The Clerk stated through the Chair, that the 
gentleman had voted in the negative, and conse- 
quently with the minority. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman under that 
state of facts could not make the motion to recon- 
sider. . 

Mr. PHELPS, who had voted with the majority, 
now rose and moved a reconsideration of the said 
vote, 

Mr. HUDSON called for the enforcement of the 
rule preventing members from being around. the 
Clerk’s desk when the vote was taken. 

_ [There were several gentlemen standing or sit- | 
ting in front of the table.} ; 

‘The SPEAKER called to order, and stating that | 
this practice was not authorized -by the rule, caus- | 
ed to be read the rule itself, as follows: 

“No meniber or other person shall visit, or remain by the 
Clerk?! table while the ayes aud noes are calling, or ballots 
are ecounting.?? 

Mr. HUDSON again called for, and insisted 
upon, the enforcement of the rule. 


vote upon this proposition? That is what I want | 


to know, sir. 
The question was then taken, and the vote re 
sulted as follows: 


YEAS—~Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brock- 
i enbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. 

Chapman, R. Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Collin, Constable, Culiom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, 
Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Ellsworth, Faran, Ficktin, Fries, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, 
ilaraison, Harmans Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, George 
VY. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Lampkin, Maclay, Me- 
Clernand, MeConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, Jas. 
McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mor- 
ris, Morse, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rath- 
bun, Reid, Reifc, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam- 
mon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Strong, Jacob Thompson, 
Thurman, ‘Pibbatts, Towns, ‘Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, 
Williams, Woodward, and Yancey—100. : 

NAYS—Mesers. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brink 
erhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. 

campbell, Jobn H. Campbell, Carroll; John G. Chapman, 
Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh. Gar- 
rett Davis, Delano, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, 
| Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, 
Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grinnell. 


i 
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Moulton, Norris, Pendleton, Perry, Phelps, Pollock, Ram- | 


Hampton, Harper, Hiltiard, Elias’ B. Holmes; John W, 
Houston, Samuel D: Hubbard, Hudson, Hungérford,- Wash- 
ington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll; Jamës 
H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, 
Levin, Logg, McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moséley, Moulton, Norris, Pendicton, Perry, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Runk, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, 
“Truman Smith, Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thompsén, James Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wil 
mot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost—106. 
So the House refused to reconsider. 
The next question was on. inserting “ salt”” on 
the list of free articles. : 
The yeas and nays were asked 
the vote having been taken, f a 
The SPEAKER announced ‘the result to be— 
yeas 105, nays 104. : 


There is a rule of the House in the following 
words: 

“Tn all cases of election by the House the Speaker shall 
vote; in other cases he shall not vote, unless the House be 
equally divided, or unless his vote, ifgiven-to the minority, ’ 
will make the division equal; and -in case of such equal di- 
vision, the question shall be lost.” . ° ` 

Mr. BAYLY now called on the Speaker to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe Speaker is called upon 


and ordered, and 


| 


to vote, he votes in thë negative. : 

‘The. vote, therefore, stands—yeas 105, nays 105. 

So the amendment is rejected. 

There was some applause, which the Speaker 
instantly checked, 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON rose to a point of 
order. He desired to know whether the Speaker 
could vote, inasmuch as he had. announced the 
result. ; 

The SPEAKER said, that at the moment.he did 
so, he was not aware of the exact state of the vote. 
Mr. JENKINS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 
And the Clerk having called the roll, 

The SPEAKER said: The same error has been 
fallen into that occurred on a formerovcasion where 
the Speaker was called on to give the casting vote. 

Itis due to the Clerk that the matter should be 

more carefully investigated, in ‘order to. ascertain 

whether the Speaker is entitled to vote or not. One 

of the assistant clerks’ had: looked: over. the roll 

since the annunciation of the‘vote, and‘ found the 
result to be different frorn that déclared by the 

Chair. If gentlemen will be good enough to come 

to order, the noise and confusion which pervade 

the Hall, and render the transaction of business so 

difficult, will be avoided. air Ha ; 
| Mr. BAYLY asked that the list of n 
| again be called over. 

This was not done; but the Clerk proceeded to 
count the roll. 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired to change his vote. 

The SPEAKER said he would now state what 
the fact, as to the vote, was. The Chair was of 
opinion that no member would now be entitled to 
vote on the motion to add salt to the free list. 
The true state of that vote was as follows: 


ames might 


| 
| 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
| Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, W. W. 
Campbell, Jom H. Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery; Edsail, Erdman, John H. Ew-. 
ing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, 
iMard, Elias B. Holmes, Jobn W. Houston, Samuel D.. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James H, Johnson, Aù- 
drew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long. 
McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Miller, ° 
seley, Moulton, Norris, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rank, 
Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Al 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Stew- 
art, St. John, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
| Toombs, Trmmbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Win- 
Uirop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and. Yost—105. °°. ~ 
i, NAYS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly; Bed- 
| inger, Benton, Biggs, Jus. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brock- . 
ji enbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A: 
_-Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
i Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, Cunniugham, Daniel, 
: gan, Jefferson, Davis, De. Mott, Debbin, Douglass, 
1; goole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Faran, Fieklin, Fries, Good 
i Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, He’ 
_ Hoge, Isaac B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 
|| ton, Edmund W. Hubard, J. B. Aunt, Hunter, 
|| Joseph Johnson, George W., Jones, Seaborn: Jo 
{| man, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leak 
|; Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, MeCiem: 
i| McCrate, Joseph’ J. McDowell,. James Mi 
| Jonn P. Martin, Barkley, Martin, Morris, Ñ 
li rish, Payne, Perri, Phelps, Pillsbury, 


1 


| 
i 


wel 
Pe NIV 
Reid, Tak I 


Woodward, and Yancey+-L05. > ; 


“placed.on the list of frée articles. 
“On concurring with the 
ing amendment: fe 

“No drawbacks or bounties in lieu thereof shall be allow- | 
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Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon Seddon; Alexanéer 
D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Sian- 
ton, Strong, Jaco Thompson, Thurman; Towns, Tredway, 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodward, and Yanecey—102. 


So the House decided that salt should be added 
to thelist Of free artiéles. 
The SPEAKER said that all 


so far, must be regarded. as a nullity, because the 
gentleman making the motion had no power under 
the rule to-do so. : : : 
Whereupon, Mr. TIBBATTS moved. a recon- 
sideration of the vote by which salt had been add- 
ed to the free list. k 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being ta- 
ken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bonton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brockenhrough, William G.Brown, Burt, Catheart, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, Dé Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, 
Dromyoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Gor- 
don, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, 
Isaac, E, Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Dunt, Hunter, Joseph John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jonés, 
Kaufman, Kennedy, P. King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Lampkin, Maclay, MeCternand, McConnell, McCrate, Jo- 
seph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, Join P. Mar- 
tin, Barkiey Martin, Morris, Morse, Norris, Parrish, Payne, 
Perii, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Saw- 
telle; Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leon- 
ard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stan- 
ton, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, 
fredway, Wheaton, Wick, «Williams, Woodward, and 


Yancey—104. ` 


NAYS-—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, | 


Ashmun,. Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Briuk- 
erhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buéington, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Erdman, Jolm A. Ew- 
ing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Unippton, Harper, 
Hinliard, Blias B. Holmes, J, Ww. Houston, Samuel D. Nub- 
bard, Hudson, “Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph Ry Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Daniel P. 
King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, McClean, McGuughey, 
Mchenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Moulton, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, 
John A; Roekwell, Root, Runk, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, 
Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Sinith, 
Stark weather, Stephens, Stewart, St. Jolin, Strohm, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Wil- 
mot, Winthrop, Woodrutt, Wright, Young, and Yost—9s, 
So the vote was reconsidered. f 
The question then again recurred on inserting 
“salt”? In the list of free articles. — - i 
- Mr. ASTIMUN asked the yeas and nays, which 
were: ordered; ‘and, being taken, resulted ag -fol-» 
lows: Pl gs DAMEA BSR oe ghd 
YEAS—Mesers. Abbott, John.Quincy Adams, Anderson, 
Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Janes: Black, Blanchard, 
Brinkerhof, Brodly iton Brown; Buffington, William 
W. Campbell, Jobu t Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, 
Dillingham: Dixon, Dockéry; Dramag, John H. Bwing, Bd- 
win. H: Ewing, Foot, Foster; Garvin, Gentry,.Giddings, Giles, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias 
B. Holines, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt; Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R.tagersol, James H; Johnson, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, 
Levin, Long, McClean, MeGaughey, McHenry, Metlvaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Moulton, Norris, Pendleton, Perry, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockweil, 
Root, Ruak, Russell, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, raman 
Smith; Atbert:Sinith, C. B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, 
Stewart, St. John, Strohin, Sykes; Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tilden, Loombs, 
rambo, Vanes, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood- 
raft, Wright, Young, and Yost—10d. ° : 
WAYS-—“Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedin- 
ger, Benton, Biggs, James A. ‘Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brocken- 
brough, Wm. G: Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Collin, Constable, Culiom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, 
Jefferson ‘Davis, De Mott, Dobbin - Douglass, _Dromgoole,. 
Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Faran, Fieklin, Fries, Goodyear, 


Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmauson, Henley, | 


Hoge; Isaac B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, Geo, S. Houston, 
Ramund W. Habard; James B. Hunt; Hunter; Joseph Jobn- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W: Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Kaufraan, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeCleNand, McClernand, Meton- 
nell; MeCrate, Joseph. J. McDowell, James McDowell, Me- 
Kay, John’ P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse; Niven, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rele; Rhett, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. 


_Sins; Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert 


Sinith; Stanton, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 


bates, Towns, Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, Wiliams, 


So. the House. decided: that salt should nót be 


committee in the follow- 


el or paid.on' the exportation of pickled fish of the fisheries 
of the United States: And provided further, That all laws 


J : | pröceedings that | 
: had taken’ place in relation to the reconsideration 


Wood; 


i Aslimun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, || 


! Docker 


| sidered. 


now allowing bounties on the tonnage of vessels engaged in 
the eod, and bank fisheries, be, and they are hereby, re- 
pealed.’ 


Mr. BARRINGER asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
oliows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, i 
James Black, Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton ;! 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- |] 
bell, Carroll, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, 
Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, 
Gatvin, Gentry, Giddings, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grin- | 
neh, Hampton, Harper, Hoge, Etias B. Holmes, John W. f 
Houston, S. Ð. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington | 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, į 
Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, MeClean, | 
McGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moscley, | 
Niven, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, | 
Jutius Rockwell, Jolin A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Russell, | 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Sinith, A. Smith, | 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, ‘Thiho- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, i j 
Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, | 


i 
Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost— || 
100. i 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, |! 
Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, |! 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, | 
Yatheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cultom, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dilling- | 
ham, Dobhin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ettsworth, | 
Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Grover, Hamlin, | 
Haralson, Fiumansou, Henley, Hilliard, tsaac $. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, George S. Tlouston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
James B. Wunt, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Jolm- | 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Kaufman, Kennedy, P. King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, 
MeCrate, Joseph J. MeDowell, James MeDoweht, MeKay, 
Jobn P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, | 
Norris, Parrish, Payne, Perri, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, 
Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawve mamon, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Suns, Simpson. Thomas | 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, | 
Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, ‘Towns, Tred- 
way, Wick, Williams, Woodward, and Yancey—L09, 


So the amendment was not concurred in. f 
The bill, as amended, was now ordered to a third |) 
reading; and, having been read a third time by its |} 
title, and the question being on its passage, | 


Mr. BOYD demanded the previons question. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; 

And the main question, Shall this bill pass?” 
was taken, and decided in the afirmative, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger; Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkethoff, ‘Brockenbrough, Willian G. Brown, 
Burt, Catbeart,, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben. Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cunning- 
ham, Daniel, Dargan, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Faran,.Picklin, |] 
Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, | 
Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac P, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, | 
Jamés B. Hunt, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, | 

i 
i 


Andrew Johnson, George W. Joues, Seaborn Jones, Knuf- 
man, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, 
McCrate, Joseph J. MeDowell, James McDowell, MeKay, if 
John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, 

Niven, Norris, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, | 
Rathbun, Reid, Reife, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, i 
Secammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, | 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 

weather, St. John, Streng, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, | 
Tibhatts, Towns, Tredway, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, 

Wood, Woodward, and Yanecy—il4. H 
NAYS—-Messrs. Abbot, John Quiney Adams, Arnold, f 


Jotin H. Camphell, Carroli, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, |i 
Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dixon, | 
y, Edsall, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. | 
Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, | 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, John 

W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Nudson, Hungerford, | 
Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- | 
sou, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Leih, Lewis, Levin, Long, 
McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Pendleton, Perry; Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, | 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Russell, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strom, Sykes, | 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 
Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff,, Wright, Young, 
and Yost—95. 3 

So the bill was passed. 

My. FARAN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote; and demanded the previous question. 
“There was a second. “Fhe mam question was 
ordered; and, being taken, the vote was not recon- 


The question then was on the title of the bill— 
Mr. COBB demanded the previous question, | 
which was seconded. And the main question was | 


ordered; and, being taken, the House agreed to the 
title. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved areconsideration of the 
vote, and demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. The. main. question was 
ordered; and, being taken, the vote was not recon- 
sidered. 

THE FOURTH. 


On motion of Mr. HOGE, it was. OE 
Resolved, That when this House adjourns, it ad- 


journ to meet on Monday next. 


And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Moxpay, July 6, 1846. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, made in 


; compliance with a resolution of the Senate passed 
| onthe first instant, calling for. the names of the 


officers, non-commissioned officers, and privates, 


i killed, wounded, and missing, in the actions of the: 
8th and 9th of May last; which was laid on. the 


table, and ordered to be printed. Subsequently, 

Mr. SEVIER moved that the vote directing the . 
printing of the document be reconsidered, as it did 
not contain the information desired, `° > 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
Thomas O’Neill, deputy marshal. of the United 
States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
asking remuneration for services.in arresting a fo- 
gitive from justice, charged with counterfeiting the 
coin of. the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. GREENE presented a memorial from the 
faculty of Brown University, asking that foreign 
books imported into the United States, except-such 
as are printed in the English language within five 
years previous to the time of importation, may be 


admitted free of duty; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Finance. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition of citi- 


(zens of Missouri, asking the establishment of a 


mail-route from the county seat of Atchison to Sono- 


ira, in that State; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


The Senate took up the bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of J. J. Bulow, deceased; 
when its consideration was postponed until to- 
morrow, 

A “bill granting a pension to Joseph Morris” 
was taken up and considered as in committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. EVANS explained the circumstances under 
which the petitioner presents his claim. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and rend 
athird time. 

The “bill for the relief of Henry Etting’ was 
read a second time, considered as in committee of 
the whole, reported back without amendment, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The “bill to allow to Elijah White additional 
compensation for services, and reimbursement of 
expenses ineurred as acting sub-agent west of the 
Rocky Mountains,” was read a second time, and 
considered as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. ATCHISON submitted a substitute for the 


f bill; which was agreed to, 


The bill was reported back to the Senate, the 


| amendment concurred in, and the bil] was ordered 


to be engrossed and read a third time, by yeas and 
nays, as follows: 

YEAS—M . Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Breese, 
Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colguitt, Dickinson, Fair- 
field, Hannegan, Houston, Jobnson of Louisiana, McDuffie, - 
Niles, Pennybaeker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, and Westeott—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Cilley, Thomas Clayton, J. M. Clayton, 
Corwin, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, 
Morehead, and Cpham—t1. 


The ‘bill for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain, & 
Co.,” was read a second time, considered as in 


| committee of the whole, reported back to the Sen- 


ate without amendment, and then laid over until 
to-morrow. 

The “bill for the relief of Benjamin Harris, of 
La Salle county, State of Ilinois, ? was read a sec- 
ond time, considered as in committee of the whole, 
reported back to. the Senate without amendment, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


THE TARIFF, 
The bill from the House entitled “A bill re- 
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twelve o’clock. . 
Mr. EVANS expressed a hope that it would be 


referred to the appropriate committee—the Com- || 


mittee on Finance. 


Mr. SEVIER adverted to the fact that one of |: 
the members of that committee [Mr. Srerent] had | 


gone to North Carolina, and might not return du- 
ring the present session. The committee, ther 
fore, being equally divided, could hardly be expec 
ed to agree upon a report in case the bill were 
referred. 

Mr. EVANS observed that the same objection 
might apply to the reference of all other business 


to the committee, and they might as well be dis- :! 


charged at once from ‘all other business. 


Mr. MOREHEAD said he believed it was the | 


first time that such a motion had ever been. pre- 
sented to the Senate—a motion to make a bill of 
this magnitude the special order for a particular 
day without first undergoing examination by a 
committee—a bill embracing hundreds of items, 
all of which, or at least a very large number of 


such a precedent as this. 


ted, to be made the order of the day without 


going through the ordinary channels to which even | 


the most unimportant measures of legislation were 
subjected. 
ry a proceeding necessary? It was not one of those 


every-day measures which might be presented to :! 
the consideration of the Senate without any exami- ;; 
On the contrary, it was a measure which |! 
was about to revolutionize the country to its very | 
Not to be referred to a committee! H 
Why, (said Mr. M.,) I trust the Senate will see at): 
| taxation. 


nation, 
foundation. 


once the necessity of going through the ordinary 
course. If one of the members of the Finance 
Committee be absent, as suggested by my friend 
opposite, why, his place should be supplied. 
the reference is to be dispensed with in this.in- 
stance, the committee might as well be discharged 
from the further consideration of every subject that 
ean arise. 

Mr. SEVIER said he thought the Senator from 
Kentucky might very well imagine a reason for 


çi 
Si 


having this matter disposed of as speedily as pos- |! 
The Senator had for many weeks past been || 
urgently endeavoring to fix an early day for the ij 
| measure. 


sible. 


adjournmentof Congress, He had invariably voted 


for the resolution naming the earliest day. 
Mr. MOREMEAD. Invariably. | 
Mr. SEVIER. And yet the Senator was desi- | 


rous of procrastinating the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate upon this bill, 

Mr. MOREHEAD., Notatall. 

Mr. SEVIER, 


probability that a single Senator would change his 


opinion or his vote in consequence of any exami- į 
nation he might bestow npon it, there might be | 
But theré was no such i 
probability; and it was desirable that they should |: 


some reason for delay. 


get this matter disposed of as soon as possible, so 
that they might adjourn. He was desirous of 


gratifying his friends opposite, by giving them an | i : i f 
' proceeding, and calculated to keep from the Senate | 


opportunity if they 
upon the subject. 

there were hundre 
examined, Did the 
be in the power of t 
report upon all these 
ring subjects of this 


elt disposed to make speeches 
The Senator had stated that 


Senator suppose that it would 
he committee to examine and 
items? ‘This matter of refer- 
kind was but a modern move- 


ment. But if he supposed that any good would , 


be done by referring it, he would offer no opposi- 
tion to its reference, 


this matter might first be disposed of. And now 
that they had got the bill, they were disposed to 
act promptly, so that no time should be unneces- 
sarily wasted, 
now, in consequence of the absence of the Senator 
from Mississippi, equally divided. His friend 
from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] who was a member of 


that committee, was a formidable combatant, as |! 
well as the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Jonn- | 
son;] and the probability was that they would | 
that a reason that this bill, of all others, should not 


have considerable difficulty in getting the. bill back 


; agree. 


i: as it now existed. 
: of the Senator from Arkansas. 
i of fixing an early day for taking up this great 
‘| question. 
which, required the most minute Investigation. || 
He trusted that the Senate was not about to set || 
He trusted they were |! 
ot going to allow a matter of this importance, a if 
rin which the whole country was deeply in- | 
i! few weeks longer; and upon the Senate during 


What was it that rendered so summa- |) : 
‘ation of the price of the public lands, as well as 


If} 


If this question of the tariff i 1 
were a new question, and there was the remotest |; not all, opposed that resolution. 
| (said Mr. H.,) which proposes to alter your whole || 


| system of collecting duties on imports, which pro- | 


: what they ought to know, and what, if the com- | 
: mittee were to do their duty, they would know. 
|| What. does the bill profess to be? A bill to raise | 
: revenie, to raise revenue for a state of war, when :: 
‘ the expenses of the Government are from three to | 


s of items in the bill to be | 


i what will be the effect? i 
whether, in ordinary times, and under ordinary 

circumstances, they would not think it expedient (| 
i that such a bill as this should undergo the exami- | 


‘nation ofa committee? But what are the reasons $| ought to be putin possession of the arguments and 


They had struggled hard | 
against fixing a day for adjournment in order that || 


The Committee on Finance was | 
Why, in the first place, that it will prolong the ses- 
“sion. But if gentlemen consider a bill of this kind 
: so important for the interests of the country, why 


Mr. ALLEN said the necessity for the motion 
made by his honorable friend from Arkansas grew 
out of the unavoidable absence of a member of 
the Committee on Finance, whose absence put it 


' out of the power of the committee to make any 


report whatever. It was a well-known fact that 


| the remaining gentlemen who composed that com- 
ii mittee, four in number, were equally divided. in 
ii opinion upon the. fundamental principles involved 


n this bill; and that, therefore, it would be impos- 
sible to obtain from the committee any report 
whatever, except the fact that they were unable to 


“Mr. MANGUM suggested that the vacancy 
n the committee might easily be filled. 

Mr. ALLEN continued. He spoke of the fact 
He was in favor of the motion 
He was in favor 


He did not remember any single ses- 
sion of the Senate since he had been conversant 
with public business when so many deeply inter- 
esting questions were crowded within so shorta 
remnant of the session. It could not be supposed 
that they would remain in session more than a very 


those few remaining weeks rested the responsi- 


| bility of passing not ‘only the tariff, but the sub- 


treasury, the warchouse bill, the bill for the gradu- | 


the bill which recent events had rendered necessary 

for the government of our territory lying upon |; 
the border of the Pacific.. All these extraordinary 
measures, as well as much of the ordinary business 
of the session, remained to be done. No measure 
could be more important than one which related to 
This great measure, which had divided 
the opinions of the public so long, was thrown 
into the group of measures which were now thrust 
upon the Senate at. this late period, when, neces- 
sarily, very few. weeks of the session remain. 
For these reasons it did seem to him that the very 


| safety of this bill must depend upon the speedy 


and prompt action of the Senate upon it. If it 
shouid be referred to the committee, they could do 
no more than propose to amend it. And this 
might be done by Senators on either side of the 
Chamber. A reference of the bill at this time 
would, he thought, be equivalent to a defeat of the 
That was his idea upon the subject. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he had uniformly |i 


{ 


|| voted for the resolution fixing the day for the ad- 


journment of Congress, on the supposition that all 


i! the business could be disposed of within the time 
are i 
originally proposed. And the gentlemen who were | 


now so desirous that this bill should not be refer- 
red to the committee had, almost all of them, if 
Now, this bill, 


poses to introduce an entirely new system, to sub- 
stitute ad valorem in the place of specific duties, 


he discussed by the Senate without any previous | 
examination by a commiitce either of its principles 
or details, This was an unusual, an extraordinary | 


D 


| energy and the industry of the committee. 
i. seemed to him, however, that this bill, if it became 
a law, (as it was apparent, from the declaration of 


receive the same. attention which all ‘others’ have 
‘réceived? Is the Senate to be told paw that, be- 
cause these important.measures aré pending before 
this body, another measure, infinitely more impor- 
tant to the interests of the country, is to be stifled? 
Why, there is so. much the more reason that it 
should have its reference. But the Senator ‘from | 
Ohio says. it is useless to refer it. Useless? Why, 
sir? Because, he saysy thè. members of the com- 
_mittee are equally divided, in consequence of the 
absence of the Senator. from Mississippi. Well, 
if the committee is not full, nothing is more. easy 
than to make it so. T will venture to say that on 
this side of the house no objection will_be made to 
filling the vacancy in the committee. If this be a 


| sufficient reason for withholding this bill from the 
; committee, you had bétter, as was remarked by 
| the Senator from Maine, disband your. committee 


at once. You had better not let them have: any- 
thing to do with any of the great financial gues- 
tions. I want to know from that committee how 


| they think this measure is going to affect the great 


interests of the country. ` You are about to change 
your entire revenue system, although. it is only 
about three years since you passed a.tariff law 


| which has replenished your treasury; and I want 
to know whether the plan which you are going to 


substitute will not ‘have the effect of making it 
bankrupt. It isnot only due to the Senate, but to 
the country, every portion of which will be mate- 
rially ‘affected by this bill, if it becomes a law, that 
we should “be furnished with the information we 
require regarding it, before being culled upon to give 
it our sanction, i Da Ei 

Mr. MANGUM said’ the reasons assigned for 
not giving this bill the ordinary direction. were, 
first, the accidental circumstance of the committee 
not being complete; and, secondly, that it was de- 
sirable that the action of the Senate should be had 
upon the bill, in order that the adjournment might 
take place at as early a period as possible. In the 
-latter proposition he concurred, and he was dis- 
posed to do whatever might be done without detri- 
ment to the public business, to. bring the ‘session 
to a close at the earliest possible period. In regard 
to the first, he would say, the committee might be 


i filled temporarily. He would himself move, if no 


other Senator did.so, that the Chair fill the vacancy 
temporarily. He could assure gentlemen that there 
was no purpose on this side to procrastinate and 
prolong debate upon this subject, or to defer. the 
final action of the Senate—nhonée. But of. all the 


i bills that came before the Senate, it seemed to him 


there was none which so necessarily required the 
examination of a committee. Although no vote 
might be changed in that body, it was important, 
that the country should have the information which 
would be elicited. He supposed that thé com- 
mittee, if authorized to sit during the sittings of 
the Senate each day, might report by Monday 
next, or even sooner. That would depend on the 
Tt 


the Senator from Arkarisas, that he felt quite sure 


| it would,) will work an entire revolution in the 


embracing hundreds of items, it is proposed shall :į 
| occupying 


system of collecting revenue in the United States. 
And at a period like this, was this. a small matter? 

It seems to me (continued Mr. M.) that if I were 
ing the position of. the honorable. Senator 
from Arkansas in regard to this bill, desirous as 
| he is that this mode of taxation, proposed now for 
| the first time in this country, should be adopted 
and carried into practice; it seems to me, I say, 
that I should be desirous, first, that it should un- 
| dergo a thorough investigation, in order to satisfy 
the country, as he himself. is “satisfied, that the 
i revolution ts to be effected upon sound: principles. 


five hundred thousand dollars a day. And sup- || As to the prolongation of the session for a few 


pose that war continues any great length of time, 
I submit to the Senate 


assigned why we should in this case be deprived 
of the benefit of the investigation of a committee ? 


should not time be taken for proper deliberation? 
But it is said by the Senator, from Ohio that we 
have other important measures to attend to. Is 


days, it is, in my humble judgment, a matter’ of 
i utter insignificance compared with. the. profound 
_ feeling of anxiety which prevails in regard:to this 
experimental measure. Those who are ‘supposed 


| to he benefited by the system as it now stands, 


; proofs in favor of the change. It ‘is well known 
_ that this bill passed through the other body under 

the operation of the gag-law; very few of the ques- 
| tons involved in it have undergone detailed exami- 
nation. And -I hope, therefore, that: the Senate 
will act in a spirit that is due to itself and with 
proper deference and respect to the feelings of the 
: country. I hope'the bill will be-suffered to go to 
- the committee; and, if.so, I will move'at-once:that 
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the committee be temporarily filled. The majority | 


upon the committee will of course be given to the 
other side of the House. “And it really does seem 
to me-that those gentlemen who most desire the 
passage of the bill ought-to-be in favor of having 
.the subject. thoroughly. investigated. The more 


thorough aid earnest the investigation the more: 


fixed and durable. will the system become. `. 

o Mr. SEVIER said he would modify. his motion 
so` as to. make the bill the special order for Monday, 
at.one o'clock, and every day thereafter until final- 
ly ‘disposed.of. SSP eee 

Mr. LEWIS said. he was not. present when the 
motion was made. He happened, at the moment, 
to bein the committee-room; but it was a motion 
which he himself would have made had he been in 


his seat. He would have made it, not as chairman | 


of the Committee on Finance, but as an individual 
Senator, anxious for the passage of the bill. He 
agreed with the Senator from Arkensas, that it re- 
solved itself almost into a question of time. Under 
the present circumstances, it appeared to him, that 
to refer the matter would be to delay it; and to de- 
lay it was to defeatit. Thegentleman from North 
Carolina talked about a report being made by Mon- 
day next; but he thought he would be but litule 
enlightened. by any report that. could be made by 
the committee. 
lightenment upon the subject from the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury than from all the re- 
Pee could be made by the Committee on 
Finance. Besides, time was important; there were 
many important measures yet to be acted upon. 
The sub- treasury, the warehouse bill, and one that 
was hardly less important, the graduation. bill; and 


there was the Oregon bill, besides the appropria- | 


tion bills which he had not yet been able to bring 
forward. He had been waiting for the Senator 
from’ New York to get his warchouse bill through; 
he had been waiting also for the Senator from illi- 
nois to make progress with his graduation bill, 
which he had been sedulously endeavoring to get 
forward. And yet gentlemen, who ought to feel 
‘themselves responsible for these measures, did not 
hesitate to vote en masse to adjourn over from Thurs- 
day to Monday of last week. It was a matter which 
those who had to bear the responsibility ought to 
look to; He hoped they would now go diligently 
to business, pass the graduation bill to-day; take 
up the warehouse bill to-morrow, and pass it or 
reject it at once; and then proceed to some of the 
appropriation bills; and, on Monday next, take up 
the tarif, give gentlemen an opportunity. to discuss 
it, and make it the orderof the day every: day. ún- 
til it-was adopted. “He was in favor of no gag-law; 
ani he hoped that no. meré adherence to form would 
induce the Senate to vote down the proposition to 
male this bill:the special order for Monday next. 
Mr. ARCHER said‘he was: totally opposed to 
the proposition. of ‘the. Senator from Arkansas. 
‘What was that proposition? It was that the bill, 


the most itaportant ‘perhaps of all others which | 


had or would come ‘under thë legislation of Con- 
gress during this session, was to be driven through 
the Senate without the possibility of suggesting an 
amendment. < : 
Mr: SEVIER. said he had made his motion for 
the very: purpose of giving-time, 
Mr: ARCHER protested against the unusual 


course which was proposed to be taken in regard | 


to this bill, 

Mr. DAVIS differed from the honorable gentle- 
man. opposite in regard to the effect of a reference 
to a committee. “His general-impression was, that 
the body was enabled to-act with greater expedi- 
tion when they had ‘the report ‘of a committee. 
The gentlemen on the other side ‘alluded to this bill 
as one of: vast importance—a bill involving high 
considerations. © Fle cheerfully accorded to the 
gentlemen that it was an important: measure, and 
one fraught with deep interest to the people’of this 
country; and therefore not to be acted upon with 
so much, haste;.not to be rashly adopted; ‘not, to 
yeceive the concurrerice of the American’ Senate 
without full deliberation. The honorable chair- 


Gentlemen would get more en- | 


man of the Committee on, Finance said, if you} 


refer the bill itis lost." Lost! how? by deliberation? 
If you stop to deliberate, thé bill islost,, If the bill 
isto he lost (said Mr. D,) by deliberation, let it be 
Josi: afit is to be lost örn considerations of this de- 
‘scription, Lam in favor of Josing it: If calm delib- 
“erate examination, Which -the public interests 
‘demand, is to operate its defeat, why then the nat 
‘aral consequence is, that it ought to be defeated. 


| 
l 


ji 


| ally entertained a different opinion, and under the 


snot get my support. 


Is not this great question to be tested with delib- 
eration? ] 
its character through the agency usually employed 
in this body? If I understand the annunciations 
on the other side, they anticipate that the bill is 
destined to become a law. Leave, then, the re- 
sponsibility of. making it such to those who vote 
for it.. In its present form I am quite sure it will 
As has been observed, it 
proposes an entire change in the financial affairs 
of the country; and not only the financial but the 
ordinary trade and business of the country. And 
notwithstanding this, gentlemen tell us we will not 
stop to deliberate upon a measure of this descrip- 
tion. Well, Ishall not be much disappointed if 
it should be the sense of the Senate that commit- 


ment should be refused, although it is the long. | 


established usage of this body. lt is somewhat 


extraordinary, however, that the opinions enter- | 


tained by gentlemen constituting the committee 
should be asssumed. If gentlemen were afraid 
to trust the committee, they had it in their power 
to constitute a majority of their own way of think- 
ing. He could not thing that refusing “to commit 
the bill would have the effect of hastening its pas- 
sage. : 

Mr. REVERDY JOHNSON remarked that he 
need not dwell on the important public considera- 
tions connected with this bill. 

The chairman of the Committee on Finance had 


described this bill as involving the liberties of the | 


people. Ee (Mr. J.) was inclined to think that 
there was a large majority of the community who 
thought that there could be no practical freedom 
without some such measure as this bill sought en- 
lirely to destroy. Now he had supposed that be- 
tween these two conflicting opinions, each perhaps 
carried to excess, the good sense of Congress 
would have been able to devise some measure en- 
abling them to stand on something like common 
ground, and which would have quieted the public 
mind, Fie was sure that the Senator from Arkan- 


i| sas had no desire to keep this subject before the 


public through all time. An election was about to 
come on again, agitating the nation from one ex- 
tremity to another; and if this bill were to pass 
precisely as it came from the other Honse, which 
was, he understood, the wish of the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, (and it was not to be 
referred in order that it nught so pass,) he must 
indeed be deaf and blind to all the indications of 
the kind who does, not see that the agitation. will 
but commence the day when Congress shall ‘have 

assed, under such circumstances, such a bill. 
His ‘friend from Alabama, [Mr. Lewis]—if he 
would permit him to say so; not that he was his 
friend, for that he would say without his permis- 


sion, but.if he would permit him to say so—his | 


friend from Alabama was unnecessarily alarmed 


about the present financial condition of the coun- |! 
Tf his earthly pilgrimage had commenced so | 


try. 


far back, he would have been in a state of unne- 


cessary alarm from 1789 to the present hour; for || 
if this bill was to pass because it involved a ques- | 
tion of taxation and freedom, the honorable gen- |; 


tleman, without knowing it, would have been a 
slave from 1789 until this very 6th of July, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-six. What, he 
would ask, was the best mode of accomplishing— 
if it were capable of accomplishment—the com- 
posure of the public mind with regard to this agi- 
tating subject? The people of the South—acting 


no doubt honestly, entertaining their opinions with | 


the same sincerity with which contrary opinions 


i were elsewhere entertained—thought for the most 
part that théir interests were seriously affected by : 


the present system of; imposing duties. The peo- 
ple of the North and of the Middle States gener 


pledge of the law passed by Congress, have in- 
vested countless millions in this home industry. 
These countless millions were about to be struck 
down by this bill So they suid; with what 
truth, he was not sufficiently informed to. say. 
Whose fault, then, was it that the bill did. not 
come up.two months ago? Was the Senate 
to be blamed for that? Were their propositions to 
‘adjourn from Thursday until Monday the cause? 
The other House had just. sent the bill to thêm; 
and, by-the-by, he thought ita little out of time for 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance to rep- 
Yesent these adjournments as having been in some 
measure the cause of the delay, for if he recollected 
aright, that gentleman had uniformly voted, except 


Are we not to be allowed to look into | 


ti 


on the last. few occasions, in favor of these ad- 
| journments. He (Mri J.) had voted against fix- 
ing any day for adjournment, chiefly because he 
wished that this bill should be perfected by its 
friends, and come to this body, and be acted on 
with all the deliberation which the rules of the 
body demanded. Now that it was here, they were 
told to pass it at once. Well, he was not desirous 
to put’ any question to the chairman of the-Com- 
mittee on Finance which that gentleman might not 
feel disposed to answer; but he (Mr. J.) knew what 
answer he himself would be obliged to give to the 
question, “Do you know what the bill is?” . The 
chairman of the Committee on Finance no doubt 
knew what the bill was, because he was ready to 

o for it. He had not had time to go through the 
items of the bill referred to his own committee, but 
: he had had time to go through the items of this bill, 
which had not been completed til last Friday. 
The chairman of the Committee on Finance did 
not oppose the reference on the ground stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. ALien,] that the 
committee was a mutilated concern, but because 
; the committee was divided. Tow did he know 
l that? Had the honorable gentleman taken the 
sense of the committee on the subject? Who had 
told him what his (Mr. J.’s) opinions were? Did 
we deal in probabilities and guess-work? and 
were they about to act on a great matter like this 
i upon the assumption that just as the locale of the 
; members was so would be their votes. Judging in 


{ 


that way, the member now spcaking would be in 
favor of the bill, for so he believed the majority of 
the delegation from Maryland voted in the other 
House. The chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance perhaps reasoned thus: ‘¢ There is the Sen- 
ator from Maine, and from his long experience and 
familiarity with this subject he may be able to show 
that this bill will not realize thirty millions—that it 
may not realize sixteen millions; and there is the 
Senator from Maryland who will agree with him. 
They are two. troublesome fellows, and I am con- 
fident the best plan is to get rid of them hy not per- 
mitting the bill to be referred at all,” Where was 
the sub-treasury bill? He understood the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance to have said that. 
he did not intend that it should go into operation 
till the first of January next. 

Mr. LEWIS. The specie clause. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then the bill would not go 
into operation with or without the clause, because, 
if the present bill passed, there would be no specie 
to touch. But whose fault was it, he (Mr. J.) 
would again ask, that the various bills which had 
been enumerated had not been acted upon? There 
was the graduation bill; why, it had been brought 
up only a week ago. Whose fault was it that it 
had not been brought up sooner? Not his, (Mr. 
J.’s.) certainly. Whose fault was it that the ap- 
propriation bills were delayed ? 

Mr. LEWIS asked the Senator if it was to be 
expected that bills on which the House of Repre- 
sentatives had been engaged for months should he 
despatched by the Committee of Finance in as 
many weeks? 

Mr. JOFENSON. Very true. It had taken the 
House of Representatives from the first Monday 
in December ull last Friday to perfect this bill, and 
how was it possible for the chairman of Finance to 
pass it here in a few days? Out of his own mouth 
would he (Mr. J.) judge the honorable gentleman. 
Now, the ability of the chairman of the Committee 
of Finance was equal to anything which any one 
man could do; but was he a practical merchant or 
mannfacturer? No; he knew no more, practically, 
of commercial and manufacturing affairs than he 
(Mr. J.) did. He bought clothes for himself and 
his servants, and that was about the extent of his 
commercial transactions, There were numerous 
| articles mentioned in the bill, of which he did not 
i know even the names; but yet he was ready to 
| pass the bill. But it appeared that they had all 
the information that was to be desired long ago. 
The Secretary of the Treasury had enlightened 
them sufficiently by- his report. 
|- Ifhe (Mr. J.) rightly apprehended in relation 
| to the matter treated of by the Sceretary, there 
| was, as of all other subjects, two sides, The first 
| inquiry was, were the principles of the bill right? 
And having examined that, the next subject of in- 
quiry was, were its details right? It was all-im- 
porani to be fully informed as to the details of the 
y 


| 


il; because they had a most important connexion 
vith its principles, He (Mr. J.)could not state 
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what was the average rate of duty proposed by 
this bill. Nor could the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, unless he relied solely on the state- 
ments of the Secretary. And yet he was willing 
to pass the bill at once He (Mer. J.) believed that 
the gentleman from Virginia was wrong when he 
said the destiny of the bill was to pass. He could 
not believe that; with all sincerity, he said thathe 
would consider it as a reproach to his character as 
a Senator and a man, that ona vital question like 
this, he would vote for it without knowing what 
would be its effect. The bill would not pass if a 
majority of the Senate were satisfied that, so far 
from being a bill bringing in twenty-eight millions 
it would not bring in eighteen; and that it was 


as nonsensical an effort as ever was made to carry | 
out the principles of free trade, being protective | 


here and free trade there. 1f protective with re- 
gard to salt—the salt would have protection—its 
days were not numbered. In conclusion, he ridi- 
caled the idea of neglecting all the proper and sal- 
utary forms of procedure for the sake of shortening 
the session. 
the propriety of examining the bill in detail, he 
would like to be informed whether the duty which 
it imposed on salt was protective or otherwise; 


whether the duty was laid for protection or not on ; 
that article, which, of all others, the poor man’s | 


stomach could not do without. 


Mr. SEVIER inquired how long it would take | 


the Senator from Maryland to understand the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON replied that he would ask a 
week, 

Mr. SEVIER. A week? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, a week, with all the 
light which the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance could afford him. There were reasons 
which he (Mr. J.) thought should operaie on the 
other side in favor of the reference of the bill. He 
knew that there was one distinguished genteman 


on the opposite sidé who would regard the pas- | 


sage of this bill as the crowning act of his legisla- 
tive life.. Surely, then, he would desire that full 
deliberation would be given to it. 

Mr. BENTON said that there was no disposi- 
tion on the part of any member of the committee 
to avoid the labor of giving to this bill the fullest 
examination, 


valne. 
time. Every item would require separate consid- 
eration, 


less to send the bill to the committee. 


the consideration of the bill item by item. He 
need hardly say that the important character of the 


hill demanded for it the fullest investigation and the | 


most serious consideration. ‘The most advisable 
course was, to name a day on which the bill would 
be taken up, wid then to proceed calmly and delib- 
erately to its consideration. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON bere raised a point of or 
der, Ie insisted that when the bill was, by vnan- 
imous consent, read a second time, it was with the 
understanding that the usual course should be 
taken, and that the bill should be referred to a com- 
mittee; otherwise Senators on his side of the cham- 


ber never would have given their assent to the | 
He appealed to the President for 


second reading. 
support in this view of the matter. 
The PRESIDENT remarked that he could not 


judge of the motives of Senators in giving their | 


consent to the second reading. 


Mr. CLAYTON still insisted on his view of the į 


procedure, and would ask gentiemen on the oppo- 


site side, if they gave their consent to a second read- | 


ing for any other purpose than that of reference? 


Mr. McDUPEFILE then rose and said, that having | 


been thus, with others, appealed to, he felt bound 
to state his motives in giving his assent to the sec- 
ond reading. 
state that he gave his assent for no such purpose 


as that mentioned by the Scnator from Delaware. | 
ie gave that assent in order that the bill might be | 


disposed of just as the Senate thought proper. 

Mr. SEVIER wished to know what advantage 
had been gained over the gentlemen on the opposite 
side, and described the usual practice of the Sen 
ate, which had, he contended, been strictly follow- 
ed.on the present occasion. The object of a sec- 
ond reading was, to allow the bill to be disposed 
of as the majority thought proper. Of what did 


the gentlemen on the opposite. side complain? | 


He added that, asan illustration of | 


But he was confident that all the | 
labor thus bestowed would be of little practical | 
Tt would be quite impossible for the com- | 
mittee to examine the details of the bill in a short i 


In his opinion it would be entirely use- | 
The only | 
practical course to be adopted was, to proceed to | 


Without hesitation, then, he would |! 


f Why, that the motion for the second reading was 
|| made to-day instead of being déferred till to-mor- 
row. That was the length and breadth of the of- 
fence charged, although, from the emphati¢ lan- 
guage of the Senator from Delaware, it might be 
supposed that some gross violation of right had 
been perpetrated. 


i 
j} 
i 
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bill. Reference, he contended, would in no way 
aid the intelligent action of the body. . 

Mr. HANNEGAN next addressed the Senate. 
He said he should vote on this question in strict 
consistency, as he took it;with the course which 
he had heretofore pursued on other matters. An 
allusion had been made to the attempts made to 
fix a day for the adjournment of Congress, and 
that one of the objects of these efforts had been to 
defeat this bill. In making his motion to fix the 
day of adjournment, he (Mr. H.) had expressly 
disclaimed any such intention. But there had been 
| ample time for action on this and all the other im- 
portant measures before the body prior to the 20th 
of July, if the proper disposition had existed. He 
still thought that they might adjourn.in three or 
four weeks from this day; but now that they had 
| this bill completely in their power, he would be 
unwilling to fix a day for the adjournment until 
they had passed upon it one way or the other; and 
he hoped that that day would not be far distant. 
He would oppose the reference of the bill to any 
‘| committee, select or standing, for the reasons 
| assigned by the chairman of the Committee on, 
| Finance, and his friends who had spoken on the 
ji same side. He opposed that procedure, because 
he believed it to be dilatory in all its tendencies— 
i| he did not say intentionally so, but so it would be 
iin effect. They had no guaranty whatever, that 
|| if the bill were sent to the committee, it would be 
|| reported to the Senate ina month. The Senator 
from Maryland had asked the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance—very significantly indeed 
—if he had examined all the details of this bill, so 
as to be able to give a list of the items? He (Mr. 
TH.) would ask the Senator from Maryland, in his 
turn, if he had examined, and could give in detail 
all the items taxed under.the present tariff law, or 
any other that ever existed. : He presumed that 
such-an exercise of memory would be labor wasted. 
It would be very foolish, indeed, for the chairman 
of the committee, or any other gentleman, to com- 
mit to memory a parcel of outlandish names, as 
| were many of those to be found in the bill. The 
bill had been in print since last Saturday morning. 
He had read it in the “Union.” He was per- 
fectly satisfied with its general principles, which* 
corresponded with his own opinions. © He had ex- 
amined the details as far as he could understand 
them, and had arrived at the conclusion that the 
bill should have his support without amendment 
or alteration. It contained one great principle 
; which he held to be right, and that was, the ex- 
clusion of two most obnoxious features from the 
tariff system—the minimum and specifie duties. 
Had either of these features. been included in 
the bill, it never could have received his assent. 

So far as the duty on salt was concerned, he 
would with great pleasure give the Senator from 
Maryland his construction of that item of the bill. 


i 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


oppressing the poor man, he had only to say, con- 
trast it with the present taxation of that article, 


i 
| 
| 
| 
f 
{ 
i 
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was most oppressive to the poor man, for whose 
affectionate regard. If he recollected right, the 
duty under the present law on the article of salt 
' was specific, amounting to eight cents per bushel. 
| In the bill before them, the duty was ad valorem, 
| 20 per cent.; ‘so that the duty would be about one 
and a half cent per bushel at most. So much for 
|| the oppressive character of this act. 


ly the rules of the Senate. 


confessedly, in this case, an idie form? He must 


i 
| 
i 


Mr. ARCHER. To what meastire do you allude? 


He reiterated the arguments: 
which had been urged against the referenee of the’ 


It was, in his opinion, a revenue duty. As to its |} 


and you can ascertain in a moment which system i 


stomach the Senator appeared to cherish such an į 


A good deal had been said about observing strict- | 
Where was the neces- | 
sity of delaying action on aceonnt of what was | 


Mr: HANNEGAN.: “It will be no great-stretch 
‘| of memory to enable the Senator.to find an answer 
to his:inquiry. Let me help‘the gentleman, how- 
ever. It is not quite two weeks since; . Is it’neces- 
| sary for me to be more particular? - 

| Mr. ARCHER, (It is not necessary, sir. I 
understand you. . There is no need for an expla- 
nation, By ; ; wy s 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Very well, sir; if the rule 
is good, it is good for both ‘sides. After that pre- 
cedent no’ gentleman on the opposite side’ could 
| complain of any want of proper courtesy in hold- 
ing them to the same rule. With regard to the 
time likely ‘to‘be occupied. in the discussion of this 
measure, he believed he could refer to another pre- 
| cedent. The famous ‘ Compromise act’’—Wwhich 
| presented the tariff question in a more important 
aspect than it ever had assumed, or probably ever 
would assume—occupied. but ten days in its dis- 
| cussion in both Houses. And yet that great 
| measure arrested the progress of intestine hostili- 
ties. It passed the House of Representatives, my 
friend from South Carolina tells me, in twenty 
minutes. The present question has had a most 
thorough discussion. Not only in the Halls of 
Congress, but in every'town, village, and hamlet, 
at every cross-roads, throughout the Union, has it 
been discussed. Its great’principlés are known to 
the masses of the. people—tI ‘speak, of course, of 
its principles, not its details; why, then, should 
we be asked to give perhaps months to the consid- 
eration and discussion of a subject as familiar to 
the people as a “household word,” and upon 
which I suppose the mind of every intelligent citi- 
zen is fully made up? Yet, for his own part, he 
would listen with rlondinee to the discussion of the 
merits of the bill by gentlemen who felt called 
upon to maké speeches, either for the Senate or 
for home consumption. He would be perfectly 
willing to afford full latitude of débate so long as 
any gentleman desired to express his views. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON read from the rules of 
order with respect to the procedure on the passage 
of bills toa first, second, and third reading, for the 
| Purpose of sustaining-his former remarks with re- 

gard to the understanding of. himself and his 
riends in assenting to the second reading of the 
bill before the Senate. He then proceeded to re- 
mark that the Senator from Indiana (Mr. Hanwe- 
GAN] labored under a certain degree of misappre- 
| hension with regard to the time- occupied in the’ 
discussion of the Compromise act. Ee trusted 
| that he had not forgotten the important. fact, that 
| during that session of Congress, the Senator from 
| South Carolina, who had informed him that the 
| bill passed the House in twenty minutes, be- 
| ing then a member of that House, a measure of 
| similar character—¢ Mr. Verplanck’s bil,” as it 
i was called—had been discussed for nearly two 
| months. Indeed, no- bill of any character had 
i 
{ 
t 


been more elaborately discussed than that. In the 
Senate the Compromise: bill was. discussed a week 
or more—he was not particular about the time— 
| and that after the subject had. been exhausted by 
i the discussion of.“ Verplanck’s bill” in the other 
House. Mr. C. went-on to say that they did not 
desire a protracted discussion of the bill before the 
‘| Senate, but in vain could a parallel be sought for 
the course now proposéd'with regard to it. He 
| feared’ very much—he would not say that he 
ij knew—that the fate of the manufacturing interests 
of the country was decided. Gentlemen on the 
| other side possessed the power, and they were de- 
| termed to pass this bill, or some’similar measure. 
The victim was to be bound, and led to the sac- 
rifice. He could only ask that the decencies of the 
sacrifice should be observed. f í 


H 
H 
HI 
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| dom to let this matter be passet by for ahother. 
| year, until the consequences of thé wa hich. 
| we were now involved might ‘be eleari 


‘| and the condition of their finances béast d 
He had hoped, fondly hoped, that the good sense 
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and the “practical interests of the country would 
have “had: some ‘effect ‘upon’ public opinion, and 
that the time would-come when this subject of the 
tariff, which had ‘hitherto been agitated between 
the two extremes of parties, would cease to be a 
football of. party contest. - 

It was easy to foresee the fate of this measure. 


There would probably be no amendments tolerated: | 


reference, therefore, would be of little importance. 
He would have desired: to see it amended so that 
it would guard the ordinary interests of the coun- 
try. Such were his hopes but they were destroy- 


ed. He saw it was determined that the bill should | 


be forced through without examination,. and they 
would be driven to the disagreeable necessity of 
voting upon it as it stood. In such case he should 
not hesitate. He had no agency in making the 
Jaw of 1842; he had no agency in this; indeéd 
he might almost say Congress had no agency in 
it; it was an Executive measure, and Congress 
was merely called on to register it by their votes. 
But he would say to his friends that perhaps they 
were not aware of the responsibility of passing an 
act of this kind. It was not a light subject. If 
that bill were passed it would be found not to bea 
light subject, when they came back here one or 
two years hence and found an exhausted treasury, 
a discredited Government, with the necessity of 
making a loan of twenty millions of dollars. Gen- 
tlemen would then begin to perceive its effects ; 
they would then begin to discover how destructive 
it was to the best interests of the country. Those 
interests were not to be trifled with; they were not 
to be made the sport of party influences or of party 
caprice; and they should not be made so by his 
vote. That vote should be given with a proper 
regard to the interests of his own constituents and 
of the country at large. The time would come 
when the present law would be repealed, but the 
repealing law must be based upon no new experi- 
mental principle. The bill he supposed would 
take its course; he should take his. He would 
stand where he had ever stood, on tariff ground, 
which belonged to the Democracy of the North. 
The people of the North knew their rights, and 
they would not be betrayed. He would endeavor 
always, so far as he was able, to. carry out the 
principles of the Northern Democracy. . Those 
principles were, a tarifffor-revenue with dis- 
crimination for ‘protection. Was’ this-bill based 
upon those principles? = He was inclined to think 
not. . He was-inclined to:think that, in many in- 
stances, it discriminates against protection. It 
had no uniform principle except one, and that was 
the ad valorem principle. He could not sanction 
its still, it was Jue to the subject as well as to the 
country that it should have full examination and 
full discussion: He hoped, therefore, it would be 
referred. ; 

Mr. BAGBY remarked, that if even there wasa 
possibility of any good resulting from the refer- 
ence, he would vote for it. He asked, in the name 
of all that was sensible, what was the object of ref- 
erence? Was it for the purpose, at that advanced 
period of the session, of going through forms which 
gentlemen admitted to be useless? He was amongst 
those who had voted against every proposition for 
adjournment. Well, the bill had come before them, 
and what was the first proposition with which they 
were met? To refer it! For what purpose? For 
the purpose of delay; for no-one had the hardihood 
to say that he expected an agreement in the com- 
mittee, or any result tending to facilitate the action 
of the body. He was prepared to..take the bill as 
it, was; not because he had examined it in all its 
details, but because he approved of its great prin- 
ciples, which were to reduce and. to. equalize the 
taxation of the country. If no member would vote 
for it-until.a bill were found unexceptionable in all 


its details, they would remain without such a meas- 


ure to the-end of time. He had participated suffi- 
ciently in, the affairs of this great reptblic to have 
reached the conclusion, that if a thing could not be 
got exactly as it was desired, it was best to take it 
asit-was. If:the vote were to be taken now,-he 


should vote for the bill; because he would have the { 


supreme satisfaction of doing away one of the most 
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H Hantington, Jamagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 


odious measures with which the country was ever | 


oppressed he meant the tariff-of 42. Refer the 
bil! For, what purpose? he again asked. So far 
from gaining time, as Senators on the other side 
seemed to imagine, it would be the reverse. They 
would have a minority report to satisfy one por- 
tion of the community, and a majority report to 
satisfy another; so that all the time consumed by 
the reference, and all the labors of. the committee, | 
would be lost. He had heard with regret some of 
the remarks which fell from his friend from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. NiLes,] to whose opinions he always 
listened with the most profound respect, He seem- 
ed to think that the measure now pending was not 
calculated to lighten the burdens of the country. 
He (Mr. B.) thought he knew something of south: 
ern. Democracy, and that he was not altogether un- 
acquainted with northern Democracy. Ifthe north- 
ern Democracy was to be maintained—to be kept 
alive only by that system of unjust exaction under 
which the South had so long labored, then he saw 
an irreconcilable difference between southern and | 
northern Democracy. Allusion had been made to | 
the great State from which the presiding officer of | 
that body came—allusion had been made to Penn- | 
sylvania. He had only to say, that no one part 
of the Union was to be looked at, exclusive of all 
the other portions of the country. The system of 
taxation was to be an equitable one, operating 
equally on all classes of tax-payers. But he would 
not go into the discussion of the principles of the 
bill. The object of reference and delay could only 
be to afford gentlemen an opportunity of drawing 
their robes around them before they fell. But if 
they were to fall, let them fall at once, and die with | 
all the decency they could, without subjecting the 
bill to this unnecessary delay, only for a little time 
to protract their fate. 


i 
9 
H 

H 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
H 
i 


r. SIMMONS was in favor of the reference. |: 
The bill had been modified since the report of the i| 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
nation by the committee. 
by that course. 
side to take up the bill before Monday—why not 
allow the committee to examine the bill in the 
meantime? í . 

Mr. BAGBY asked if the committee would. re- 
port unanimously in favor of the bill, would it | 
change the gentleman’s opinions? | 

Mr SIMMONS replied that if the committee 
could report that the bill would raise twenty-eight 
millions of revenue, his opinions would be changed. | 
He had voted for the members of that committee | 
because he had confidence in their judgment. j 

Mr. BAGBY. Would their report change your 
vote? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Oh! then Eshould like to go 
into the details. 

Mr, ALLEN again addressed the Senate. He 
regretted to have heard the observations of his | 
friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Nirus.] It seemed ! 


Š | 
It demanded exami- ! 
‘Time would be saved | 


to him (Mr. A.) thatthe only question was, wheth- :! 


er the proposed law was better than that now in: 
existence? Nothing could be more monstrously | 
unjust than the bill of 1842. If superseded by the | 
bill now before them, a great public benefit would | 
be conferred, and the new law would be subject | 
to revision, if revision were required. Independ- 
ent of the manifest injustice of the act of 1842, 
there was one consideration which alone would in- 
duce him to vote for its repeal. That act violated 
the fundamental principles upon which the Revo- 
lution turned, and upon which the financial part of 
the Federal Constitution was based. In the pas- 
sage of that act taxation and representation did not 
go together. That act was passed under an ex- | 
pired census, which wave an undue preponderance 
to the old States. The new census would have 
given against the bill five.times as great a majority 
as that by which it was made a law in the House 
of Representatives. ao 

Here there were general: cries of ** Question, 
question;” and the yeas and nays having been 
taken, resulted as follows: Skt 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Cilley, Thomas Clay- 
ton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Evans, 


j;and had onl 
It was not proposed by the other || 


Louisiana, Mangum, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—22. < 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers; Colquitt, — 
Dickinson, Fairfield; Hannegan, Houston, pect salto 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Turney, Westcott; and 
Yulee—24. , : : 

(Mr. Greene, though present, did not vote, hav- 
ing agreed to pairoff with Mr. Arnerron, who 
was necessarily absent. ] y 

The question recurring upon the motion by Mr.. 
SEVIER, that the bill under consideration be made 
the special order for Monday next, and every day 
thereafter until disposed of, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 


Mr. ATCHISON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the further consideration of the bill for 
the relief of Bent, St. Vrain, & Co., had been 
postponed until to-morrow; which motion was 
agreed to. 

; The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and, by unanimous consent, was 
read a third time and passed. 

| Mr. BREESE moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the special order—the bill for 
ithe graduation and reduction of the price of the 
| public lands, 

i Mr. LEWIS moved that three hundred addi- 
i tional copies of the House * bill to reduce the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes,” be 
printed for the use of the Senate; which motion 
was agreed to. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON inquired of the chair- 
man, or any other gentleman of the Military Com- 
mittee, when it was proposed to consider the reso- 
i lution tendering the thanks of Congress to General 
| Taylor, his officers and men, introduced several 
| weeks since, and referred to said committee. He 
(Mr. C.) did not suppose there would be the least 
objection to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON replied that he had promptly 
; reported the resolution back from the committee, 
waited for a proper time to call the 
attention of the Senate thereto. With the assent 
i of that body, he would move that the resolution 
be then taken up and considered. 


The PRESIDENT signed the bill retroceding 
the county of Alexandria, in the District of Colum- 
bia, to the State of Virginia—said bill having been 
reported back from the House of Representatives 
with the signature of the Speaker affixed. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BREESE pressing his motion to proceed 
to the consideration of the special order, the ques- 
tion was taken and decided in the affirmative. 

So the Senate resumed, as in committee of the 
whole, the consideration of the bill to reduce and 
graduate the price of the public lands. 

Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following amend- 
ment, of which he heretofore gave notice: ` 

Strike out all of the original bill after the enact- 
ing clause, and insert the following: 


i ‘ 
1} That all public lands which shall have been offered for 


sale ten years or more on the first day of March, eighteen 
; hundred and forty-seven, shall thereafter be subject to entry 
j at one dollar per acre, until the first day of March, one thou- 
i sand eight hundred ‘and fifty; all then remaining unsold 
shall be subject to entry at seventy-five cents per acre until 
the first day of March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
| three; and all then remaining unsold shall be subject to en- 
| try at fifty cents per acre until the first day of. March, one 
thousand cight hundred and fifty-six; when they shall be 
subject to entry at twenty-five cents per acre until the first 
! day of March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-nine ; 
| when al} that then remain unsold shall be ceded to the States 
| within which they respectively lie. 
i 

i 

i 


Sec. 2. And be it further. enacted, That all public lands 
; which, after the first day of March, one thousand cight hun- 
dred and forty-seven, shall have been offered for sale ten 
| years or more on the first day of March, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty, shall then be subject to graduation, entry, 
and cession, in like manner and at like periods of three 
years ; and that all public lands which shall have been offer- 
| ed for sale ten years or more atthe next succeeding period, 
or any. subsequent one, shall be subject in like manner to 
graduation, entry, and cession, at like periods of three years 
as they consecutively occur: Provided, That no one person, 
under the provisions of this act, shall be authorized to 
purchase more than one section at the two lowest rates of 


| fifty and twenty-five cents per acre. 


| Sec. 3. And be it Patent enacted, That upon every reduc- 
| tion iu the prices of said lands which shall take place by the , 
graduating process of this act, the occupants or settlers 
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upon any of the said lands shall have the right of preémp- |! CORB, DROMGOOLE, McGAUGHEY, and the tion concerning the printing: of ‘Congress; which. 
tion at such graduated or reduced prices, which tight shall | SPEAKER, participated. ~ : J| was read twice by its titles = Bate insur 
extend to a period of six months from and after the dates a Mr. COBB then moved that the appeal be laid On motion of Mr: H., the joint <yesolution-was 


nich the respective graduations shall take place; and any ae Nae E aa E 
land not entered by the respective occupants or settlers |, on the table. referred to the Committee‘of' the Whole on ihe 


within that period, shall be liable to be entered or purchased 
by any other person unti) the next graduation or reduction 
in price shall take place, when it shall, if not previously 
purchased, be again subject to the right of preémption for 


| Mr. DIXON asked the yeas and nays on that || state of the Union, ordered to be printed, and made 
| motion, which were ordered. ` i the special order for Monday next. "5 = 

i- And the roll having been called, - . > Mr G. DAVIS, ‘(the rules being ‘suspended, y: 
six months, as before, and so on from time to time as said || Mr. GENTRY rose. to inquire of the Speaker || fromthe select committee, to. which-was referred 
reduction shall take place: Provided, That nothing in this | whether the proceedings of this morning would be || the resolution from. the Senate regulating the print- 
act contained shall be coustrued to interfere with any right i entered onthe Journal? ~ š ing of Congress; and „establishing: the eompensa- . 

| 

t 

| 

| 


ich has accrued or may accrue by virtue of any act grant- x K s O- $ 
ee émptions to actual settlers upon the public lands. it. The SPEAKER said he would decide that ques- ]/ tion for the sames reported, the same. without 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, ‘Phat all acts and parts |! tion at the proper time. - amendment. : 1 GB AS Se One hn, 
Of acte as provide tor an exe pun som the qiiposttion of | The result of the vote was then announced as The resolution having been read twice, ~- 
taxes upon fan so; vy e United ates for five years | a ` ru k y p 7 ett 
from and after the day of sale, be, and the same are hereby, [i follows: a ; | san a Ee that the, question 
repealed. {| YEAS Mossrs. Stephen Adams, Bayly, Redinger, Ben- || = SAVER RB E i ai $u 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON moved to amend the ii ton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Mr. BENTON, from the same select committee, 


amendment by striking out the latter clause of the || Brivkerhotf, Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, by leave, submitied the views of a minority.of that 
first section of said amendment—providing for the || Cathcart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, || committee, and also.a joint, resolution directing the 
T | 


E x : P | Daniel, Dargan, Garrett Davis, DeMott, Dillingham, Dobbin i ‘ Satine ts 
cession of the public lands ata certain period to || Dromgoole, Danlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman. Ficklin, manner of procuring the printing for the two Houses 


if 3 . 

the States in which they lie. He submitted this |: Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hop- || of Congress, as an amendment to the said resolu~ 
| 
t 


amendment for the purpose of testing the sense of |; kins, George S. Houston, Hungerford, James B. Hint, Jen- || tion from the Senate. a ; rer 
the Senate upon the peinieiple of ceding the public | Mr. G. DAVIS T e mm. support of the jomt 
lands to the States in which they lie, and asked the || MeClernand, Joseph J. MeDowell, James MeDowell, Mez || Yesolution from the Senate, : -; 
i P. Ma i Y mad k 1 

yeas and nays upon said amendment. Kay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Mr. HENLEY made, some remarks, partly in, 
~ T'he yeas and nays were ordered. Toulton, Niven, Norris, Parrish, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rath- || reply to Mr. Davis, and. partly in explanation and 

A aio a fe aoe ceived fi bun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Sed- support of the plan which he himself had. reported. 

{ à message m writing was receive rom th | don, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert ‘And i d that the joint resoluti fron th 
President of the United States,] i! Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Sykes, James || 4nd he suggested that the Joint resolution from the 

On this question a very protracted debate en- ` ; Senate should be-referred.to the Committee of the: = 
sued, which lasted until a late hour, and in which i Whole on. the state of the Union, to whom. the 
Messrs. BENTON, CALHOUN, JOHN M.i other joint resolution had been referred,- , : 

: Mr. McK AY urgently enforced the latter. sug-:. 


gestion, so that. the whole matter. might be. consid- 
ered together on the day. for which Mr. Heniey’s 


kins, James H. Johnsou, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kaufinan, Kennedy, Leake, McClelland, 


CLAYTON, CRITTENDEN, BREESE, and j 
others, participated; when ji 
On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Senate |! 


ton, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel 


adjourned. il P Kine Let, Lewis > MeCauchey, McHenry, Mose. | Joint resolution had been made the special order... < 
i e | kyy Feber, Potleks Ramsey, huh Rockwell, Roop ||, Mr, BAYLY replied to Mr- Davs, (yielding - 
y PRQIEATT Ar |! Schenck, Severance, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm i the floor for the purpose of. explanation to, several 
HOU ieee Se ae TIVES. li Taibudeaux, Tiden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, and members, ) and especiall denying that the right 
Monpay, July 6, i. jj SV inthrep—s2. ‘had been reserved to reduce the compensation of . 
The Journal of Friday was read. i So the appeal was laid on the table. the public printers by an act having a retrospective 
Mr. DODGE asked leave to present the consti- i; ‘The Journal was then approved. Operation. Fle was perfectly willing the subject 
tution of Iowa. `; A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. of public printing should be acted upon; but he was 


Mr. McGAUGHEY moved to amend the Jour- © eee ih salisfied, from the best. information, that a great- 
nal by inserting the following. On the fourth page |! Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked leave to make a || delusion existed in relation: to the profits on this- 


of the first sheet, after the words, “so the House | Personal explanation. “There was objection. work. Mr. B. concluded by calling for the read~'- 
refused to reconsider suid vote,*’ insert— Mr. G. DAVIS hoped the committees would be | ing of a letter from Mr. John C. Rives, and also : 
“The question was then put, Shall salt be inserted in the |/ called for reports, || an explanation from the foreman of the ‘ Union?” 


Mr. BRINKERHOFT claimed the right to make | ofice, on the subject. oe a 2 

his explanation as a privilege. ; Mr. G.. DAVIS, from the select..committee. ap-.. 
| ‘The SPEAKER said it had heen customary to || poimied on: the 3d day of December last, to it pe: 
| sane thene Srplananonp to be made, but notas a quire whether any, and what, change can be made 

| matter of privilegs. ; : ; in the. present de of executing the printing. of 

| Mr. BRINKERHOPY moved to suspend the ae inde TOn ER A ing 

| rules. 


ing been ordered by-one-fifth of the members present, were i 
taken, and the result was announced by the Speaker, as fol- 
lows: yeas 105; nays 104. And the Speaker further announced 
that the vote was decided in the affirmative, and directed the 
Clerk to read the next amendment; when 

Mr. Drom@oone rose and asked, whether the Speaker’s | 
vote would change the result? The Speaker replied thatit | * n soe ; 
had not at the moment oreurred to hin that his vote vay i The questi iu 1 aan | On motion of Mr. McKAY, the joint resolution | 
change the result; but his attention having been called to |! led fon was put, and the rules were sus- || wag referred to the same Committee.of the Whole 
the slate of the vote, he should vote in the negative; which |} pended. on the state of the Union, to whom the joint reso- 
mu the it cats a a thereby the question was lost, H Mr. BRINKERHOPFE then read a written no- lution from the Senate had been el ao 
and the amendment was nol agree EHS Pannat H $ Tn}. a A Š age oe Ct 

«A motion was made by Mr. Jax ss, that the last vote || hee oF cer og eehpti'e in ia Vion; pnd also cer And, on the suggestion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, 

| fam remarks formerly made by Mr. Wicx. the reports of the majority and minority were laid 


be reconsidered. And the yeas and nays having been or- : A 
dered on said motion by one-fifth of the members present, Further explanations were given by Mr. WICK |! on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


the Clerk proceeded to call the roll; but before the call was || and Mr. RATHBUN I TAN í 
i pp EER tele ade cape! : 3 N. ; . Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
completed, upon a reéxamination of the last-mentioned ! Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT also wished to | resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 


vote, it was ascertained that an error had been mad : o x , d 
adding the last vote, and that the actual vote was—yeas 105, explain; but, the House being weary of this sort || state of the Union. 


{ 
| 
| 
schedule of articles free of duty? and the yeas and nays hav- | 
{ 


nays 102—as follows: ‘Those who voted in the afirmative |; of personal altercation and reflection, manifested Which motion, after some difficulty about a 
are, —; those who voted in the negative are, —.” strong objection to granting leave. | ; reed t 
[flere follows the vote heretofore published.] © rri jj Quorum, was agreed to. ; s 
So the House resolved: itself into Committee of 


Mr. HUNT said he had only wished to say a 
word or two, which he also had reduced to writing, 
as follows: ‘ 


“So ‘salt? was added to the schedule of articles free of 
duty.” 
_ The SPEAKER. The Speaker states that this 
is a motion to insert on the Journal what tran spired 


in this House before the error was detected, to . . i 
which the Chair called attention at the time., The On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the com- 


Chair rules the amendment to be out of order for || mittee proceeded to the consideration of the follow- 
two reasons: First, because no. matter is ever en- |: CONSTITUTION OF IOWA. ing bill: ; 


; atisini ity il nage, | Fi and graduate the price of the publie 1 
tered on the Journal that is in itself a nullity. The i! Mp. DODGE. presented the Constitution adopt- | A BILL toredue? aid praean eu De price of the publie lands 


3 i 
air furthe h 6 : E ! i 
Chair further rules the amendment out of order, li ed by a Convention of Delegates of the people of | Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
i 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Fier- 
Lin, of Illinois, in the chair.) . > 


“ When members strike for higher wages, GRADUATION BILL. 


claim more pay and rations, 
damn themselves forfuture ages i 
Beyond all pers’nal explanations !*? [A laugh.) 


because t int was not made « in | ` , i : 
Chair e the i) decision made at the time the |: the ‘Territory of Iowa, held in the city of Iowa in |; of the United Stales of America in Congress assembled, That 
4 g l R i . „. į the month of May, 1846, forthe State of Iowa, || all the lands of tiè United States which shall have been in’ 
Ree Speaker yea Mane state, that, as an indi- | | market før ten or more than ten. years prior to the time- of 
vidual member, he would prefer that the amend- | ; 4 ` j application to enter the same under the provisions of this 
r l ofth 2 . Ë - a ll r PREP ve Sihi i 
ment should be entered on the Journal; but, as the | desea oe ae Laid on the table, and or- || act, and still remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at 


es. : : f the price of one doilar per acre. Andah of the jands of 
presiding officer of the House, he is obliged to rule [| ee. the United States which sfiall have been in market for ff- 
it out of order. | PRINTING FOR CONGRESS. 


: 1i teen or more than fifteen years, as aforesaid, and. stiit - 
Mr. McGAUGHEY, as he desired (he said) to |; Mr. HENLEY said that he had for a long time remaining unsold, shall be subjeet to sale. at the price of 
have the motion placed on the Journal, appealed 


besa desirous to make A tende a i tes] seventy-five cents per acre. And all the lands of the United 
ae : Y rt reducing the rates.) States which shall have heen i i 4 i 
Pore > desin of he Chae And aie relly Pp g States which shall have heen in market for twenty or more 
sustaining his motion, he asked the yeas and nays, 


of public printing, and providing for letting it out: |] than twenty years, as aforesaid, and still remaining unsold, 
l i by contract. He now as ax _ fj Shall be subject to sale at the price of fifty cents, per acre...- 
which were ordered. poi ando tae ie hie leave to make a re- || ‘ang all of the lands of the United States which chall have 
i i a ti z Ái : ý been in market for twenty-five or more tban twenty-five’ 
eas Ge being on the appeal ; Mr. BRODHEAD inquired whether resolutions || years, as aforesaid, and still rémaining unsold, shall be sub- 
ry requested the Speaker to state |! were not this day in order? Ae : 4 ject to sale at the price of twenty-five cents-per acre: “And 
whether the Speaker agreed that the state of facts, The SPEAKER answered affirmatively.. -But | ail of the lands of the United States which shall Have been. 
as set forth in the amendment, was the true state ? ae 
The SPEAKER. said that- so far as he had ex- 
amined, it was so. pp 


; á || in market at the passage of this act, or any time theréafter, .. 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Henter] had | for any periéd of thirty or more than thirty years, and still 
Some conversation followed, i i 
S ed, in which Messrs. 
GEORGE S. HOUSTON, ASHMUN, BELL, 


when admitted into the Union as one of the States 


asked leave to introduce a joint resolution. = remaining unsold, shall be, and the same arë hereby ceded 
Objection was made. . | and forever absolutely vested in the States respecti 
On moti ENI ges | which they lie. S ay oe a 
‘dk ee > aun HE EY, the rules were | Sec. 2. And be it further. enacted, That every pers 
suspended; and Mr. H. introduced a joint resolu- plying to enter any of the aforesaid lands of th 


1846. 
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States, under the provisions of this act, shall be required 
first to make affidavit before the register or receiver of the 

roper land office. that he or she enters the same for his or 

er own use, for the purposes of actual settlement and cul- 
tivation’hy and for him or herself, or for the use of an adja- 
cent farm or plantation owned and occupied by bim or her- 
self; and that, together with said entry, he or she has not | 
acquired from the United States, under the provisions of 
this act, more'than three hundred and twenty acres of land, 
according to the publie surveys thereof; and if any person 
taking such.oath; by affidavit, shali swear falsely in the 
premises, he or she sha)! be subject to all the pains and pen- 
alties of perjury: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to’ prevent’ any person from entering or 
purchasing the lands of the United States at the: price of one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, as now authorized and 
provided by law: 4nd provided, also, That the quantity of 
land which the President of the United States shall hereafter 
proclaim and offer for sale in any one year shall not exceed 
five millions of acres. . ‘This act shall take effect six months | 
from and after its passage. 

The bill having been read through, was taken up 
by sections. ; : 

Mr. BIGGS. moved to strike out the following 
words: . 

“ And allof the lands of the United States which shall have 
been in market at the passage of this act, or any time there- 
after, for any period of thirty or more than thirty years, and 
still remaining unsold, shall be, and the same are hereby, 
ceded sind forever absolutely vested.in the States respectively 
in which they lie.” ne 

Mr. BOWLIN said he rose to submit a few re- 
marks upon the merits of this bill, and the princi- 
ples involved in it; as he regarded it one of the most 
important measures for the West that had or could 
engage the attention of this House. As a matter of 
policy, the West ‘was deeply interested in it, as it 
tended to bring her waste lands into market and 
useful occupation. As a matter of principle, its 
sound doctrines addressed themselves to the whole 
Union, and demanded from us such action as was 
best calcnlated to promote the ends of free govern- 
ment. ‘Che public lands were a trust fund in our 
hands for the benefit of the people—not to be held 
up by prohibitory, nor squandered by. corrupt le- 
gislation; but to be so disposed of, as would secure 
to them the greatest benefits—whether that was 
in promoting correct. principles, increasing the rev- 
enue, or in advancing the general prosperity of the 
country. 

Land being the true basis of all individual and 
national prosperity, its disposition, and the tenure 
by which it is held, has in every age of the world, 
and in every civilized nation, engaged the most ar- 
dent attention of the statesman. There is no subject 
in tlie whole range of political science, that so nearly 
and directly interests the great body of the people, 
as that of the right of soil. . Its disposition is not 
only a question of mere utility—that. changes with 
the passing hour—~butit.is one involving great and 
important principles, upons which may hang the 
fate‘of man and.governments. © So intimately iden- 
tified is-it with: the forms and.systems of govern- 
ment, and-the political rights and privileges. of men, 
that- we are frequently enabled‘to read the history 
of a nation, either for weal or for wo, for glory or 
shame, in the mere regulations of her land systema. 
That government, no matter by what name it may 
be called, whose lands are scattered amongst the | 
great body of her people, and are left. unfettered by | 
law, to pass in their natural course, from genera- 
tion to generation, preserving and perpetuating an 
independent yeomanry, must forever enjoy a high 
state of political freedom. Whilst such a system 
is preserved, there is no focus around which to 
rally political power to oppress. The rays of 
power are scattered, and can only be concentrated 
over the ruins of the system itself. Upon the con- | 
trary, that government which adopts a system, | 
and pursues a policy, tending to concentrate its soil | 
in the hands of a few, to the detriment of the many, 
fettering its free passage from man to man, no mat- | 
ter what name it may bear,.its ultimate destiny is 
the destruction of every vestige of equality and lib- 
erty. It is the inevitable destiny of nations to be 
controlled by the proprietors of the soil, and the 
government is free or despotic, just in proportion 
to the number of its rulers, or participants in po- 
litical privileges. If you.wish to preserve and per- | 
petuate its democratic form, you must pursue a 
policy tending to disseminate the lands amongst 
the largest possible numberof the people ofthe || 
State. Hence the great principle that lies at the 
foundation of any system for the disposition of the 
public lands we-may see proper.to adopt. 

In the origin of society, land, like the other-ele- 
ments, was. free to the common enjoyment ofall. 
But land being capable of individual appropriation, | 
soon became the subject of proprietorship—at first li 


| of her citizens landholders as was compatible with 


| dians. 


temporary, subsequently permanent. Under the 
influence of such a system, nothing but the purest 
principles of democratic equality could have exist- 
ed.. But it was doomed not to last. The ingenu- 
ity of ‘man soon dissipated that system of equality 
by striking at the first cause—the equal enjoyment 
of the soil, the only permanent foundation of all 
wealth, and its consequence—power. From that 
day to this, the land systems of every country have 
stamped their impress upon their institutions for 
good or for evil—for the advancement or suppres- 
sion of free principles. History is filled with ex- 
amples in illustration of this fact. á 

Rome, in the earlier and purer days of thè Re- 
public, adhered to the policy of making as many 


justice; and, to that end, had laws for the division | 
of conquered lands among the soldiers who had 
won them by the prowess of their arms. The most 
of her citizens being at times soldiers, in that mar- 
tial age, the natural tendency of this policy was to 
make almost every citizen a land proprietor, This 
system continued while public and private virtue 
guided the counsels of the Republie, and only fell 
into disuse when corruption began to stalk braad- 
cast through the land. And itisa remarkable fact, 
that while no Senator had the temerity to propose 
the repeal of this equitable law, all could unite in 
fostering abuses of it for the aggrandizenient of 
their own wealth and power, until it fell into utter 
neglect. They dared not repeal the law; they let |i 
it stand upon the statute-books to amuse the peo- 
ple, while they cheated them out of all its benefits. 
They commenced their encroachments by degrees, 
insidiously at first, openly at last. They com- 
menced appropriating to their own order a portion 
of these lands; but, becoming bolder by the suc- | 
cess of their usurpation, they finally took the whole 
for their share, and the citizen-soldier who won 
them got nothing, ‘The natural effect of this was |! 
to increase the wealth and power of their order, |! 
and weaken the opposing force of the people. So |! 
suceessfal had this system of barefaced plundering |} 
become, that, for more than half a century prior to 
the appearance npon the public stage of Tiberius 
and Caius Gracchus, there was not an instance of 
the Jaw being exeented., It had wholly fallen into |! 
disuse—had become a dead letter upon the statute- |) 
book; and the higher orders alone were recognised |} 
as the legitimate plunderers of the public lands, | 
When Tiberius Gracchus came into power, with || 
a laudable zeal for the public good he undertook | 
to restore this old neglected. laws which had been || 
overshadowed. by corruption. The nobles took | 
| 
ti 
{ 


the alarm; and, seeing its just execution would 
tear from them their fraudulently-acquired proper- 
ty; sought m resource in endeavoring to blacken j 
his reputation, and applied to him the epithet of 
agrarian, A direct proposition to take from them 
usurped property, and return it to its legitimate 
owners, they called dividing out people’s property. 
The conflict between Tiberius, backed by the peo- 
ple, and the Senators, backed by the participants in 
the frauds, was fierce and vindictive, until they 
found a solace for all their fears in the hands of an | 
assassin. He fell; and his-brother, taking warn- || 
ing from his fate, trusted to his own good sword, | 

i 

t 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
t 


in the hands of a faithful servant, to avert a simi- |} 
lar destiny. Thus perished the Gracchi; and with 
them perished the last hope of popular liberty in 
Rome. The triumph of fraud was complete. The i 
practical effect to the system of government was |i 
changed; the political power had departed with i 
the lands, from an independent and virtuous yeo- | 


i manry toa bloated and corrupt aristocracy, who |! 


maintained by force what they had acquired by || 
fraud; and perpetuated as a term of reproach the !! 
title they conferred upon the defenders of the peo- | 
ple’s rights to render them odious in the eyes of | 
the world. Shallow-pated historians have been 
duped by the scheme, and interested monarchical 
writers have scized upon it, to strengthen corrupt 
power by holding up the title of agrarian as some- 
thing odious, something horrible. It is a term 
canonized in the best blood of Rome, and meant 
patriotic resistance to the corrupt usurpation of the 
public property by those selected to be its guar- 
It is a term identified with all that is gener- | 
ous, noble, and patriotic. Then let not the exam- 
le be lost in teaching us how important a principle 
ies at the foundation of any system with regard | 
to the public lands.. The public land was the in- 
strument here used to strike a blow—a fatal blow— į 
upon the liberties of the people. 


i from their lofty heights. 


i lement in the New World, 


The celébrated feudal system of more modern 
times was buta cunningly devised scheme to rob 
the great body of the people of their just and legit 
imate interest in the landed estate of the country, 
and thereby build up an aristocracy upon the 
ruins of popular liberty. “It was but a scheme to 
perpetuate political power in the hands of the few 
to the detriment of the many; to' make serfs of the 
people and lords of their fulers. But the mere 
seizure of the land would not accomplish the ob- 
ject without fettering the free transfer of the soil; 
and corrupt legislation was not long wanting to 
perpetuate a system established by a mixture of 
fraud and force, by laws of restraint upon aliena- 
tion. The laws of exempting real estate from 
seizure for debt, of primogeniture, and entails, 
constituted a pari of this illegitimate brood. It is 
this land system that constitutes the props to up- 
hold the monarchies of the Old World. Let them 
“unmuzzle the ox that treadeth out the grain;?’ 
let them take off the fetters upon transfers of soil, 
and place it upon the same footing as other prop- 
erty, free to disseminate itself in small parcels 
amongst the great body of the people, and it would 
require no spirit of prophecy to foretell the result. 
The down-trodden serfs beneath the iron heel of 
power would give place to a bold, fearless, and 
independent yeomanry, who would soon make the 
crowns based upon illegitimate power topple 
The land system of 
every country stamps its impress upon and gives 
character to its institutions, and as such involves a 
great political principle. 

Having endeavored to demonstrate the great prin- 
ciples at stake upon this question, let us now turn 
our attention fora moment to the policy adopted 
by the European nations in colonizing this conti- 
nent, and its natural and legitimate consequences; 
for itis a notorious fact, attested in almost every 
page of American history, that they pursued a pol- 
icy diametrically opposed to the system of policy 
adopted at home. The monarchs of England, 
France, and Spain, “the three prent colonizin 
nations of Europe, donated their lands to the emi- 
grants in the newly-discovered countries—the two 
latter in the most liberal manner. The policy of 
this measure was to encourage emigration and set- 
The effect of it was 
to inculcate ideas of independence in the great 
body of the people, elevating their moral senti- 
ments, and arousing their innate love of liberty, 
until it resulted in stretching a line of republics 
from the St. Lawrence to the Rio de Ja Plata. 
Their day-dreams of empire in the New World all 
dissolved at the touch of the magic wand of frees 
dom, inculeated and nourished in the breast of the 
people by the fact that they were the free occu- 
pants of their own soil, and ate the bread of their 
own industry. 

The enrly and rapid effects of this system of 
making every settler a landholder, showing its in- 
fluence upon their habits, manners, and opinions, 
is beautifully illustrated in almost every page of 
our colonial history. The first generation of emi- 
grants had not passed away, before its effects were 
manifest: The whole character of the people had 
changed, with their altered condition, before time 
had changed the people themselves—one beautiful 


| illustration of which he would bee leave to recur 
| to, from the history of Virginia. 
| in Virginia was planted about the year 1606; but 
i the settlement did not assume a permanent char- 


The first colony 


acter until about 1618. Shortly after this, followed 
the Revolution in England, which brought the head 
of Charles I. to the block. The little colony, during 
that long and violent struggle, knowing no other 
benefactor, adhered to the Stuarts. After the fall 


` of the king, in 1650, when she had a population of 


only twenty thousand, the Parliament fitted out a 


: fleet to bring the rebellious colonies to subjection. 


It first sailed to the South, and the little island col- 
onies and trading posts soon bowed their necks to 
the yokes of their new masters. The fleet then 
sailed for Virginia, but upon entering the capes, 
found themselves everywhere met with prepara- 
tions for an armed resistance. The colonists were 
not prepared to submit without knowing the terms 
of the surrender; and then, that they were such as 
comported with their notions of civil liberty. It re- 
sulted in negotiations; and it is a curious fact, that 
in the very first article of the treaty, they make 
their invaders agree to repudiate the idea of sub- 
mission, and make them regard them in terms “as 
equal treating with equal,” and aver it “ a volun- 
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tary act, not forced or constrained.” In that treaty, 
Virginia made them recognise her general assem- 
bly, and. their sole right to impose taxes—a gen- 
eralamnesty for past political offences—her ancient 
boundaries—the validity of their land-patents—the 
land ‘premium to emigrants—freedom of trade— 
her exemption from charges on account of the ex- 
pedition—and, lastly, that “no castles should be 
erected, or garrisons maintained,’ without the con- 
gent of the assembly. If this was subjugation, it 
was a glorious subjugation for the colony, securing 
her every blessing of civil government at home, 
whileshe preserved the British Government merely 
as a protector against foreign aggression, This 
was what a little band of brave, daring, and fear- 
less men, free occupants of their own soil, were 
able to achieve against the power of the British 
empire, at that time everywhere victorious. In 
contemplating such results, we are naturally led to 
inquire for the cause. They were British subjects, 
chiefly born in England, but they were removed 
from her fettered land system, to a clime in which 
they inhaled the spirit of liberty in every breeze, 
and felta glorious independence in the competence 
that their owa rich soi 
industry. They had ceased to be tenants, and 
were lords of the soil. ; 
Having endeavored to show the principles in- 
volved in this question, and the elfect of a liberal 
system upon the moral, physical, and political man, 
Jet us now turn our attention to our own system, 
and see what is likely to be its effect if rigidly ad- 
hered to. And he could tell gentlemen in advance, 
who fancied a kind of veneration for the system, 
that this bill did not contemplate either its radical 
change or destruction, but merely to give such a 
direction to its operations as would ultimately de- 
stroy the relation of landlord and tenant between 
this Government and the States, and place the new 
States upon the elevated platform of equality guar- 
antied by the Constitution. That any policy we 
may see proper to adopt ought to look to a period 
when. that relation should cease to exist, he pre- 
sumed no gentleman would deny; and yet it re- 
quired but little foresight to perceive that the pres- 
ent system, rigidly adhered to, would necessarily 
render it perpetual. 
lation, whieh, as statesmen, we are baund to fer- 
ret out and remedy ?. What are its effects upon 
this Government—upon the free, sovereign, and 
independent States—ay, and even upon the legis- 
lation of this Hall? Tts natural and direct ten- 


dency is, to make this Confederacy a parchment | 


sovereignty—the creature of the States—arrogant 
in her pride of power; while the States, with ori- 
ginial sovereignty—the pillars that support this 
mighty fubric—are reduced to the condition of sup- 

liants to a benefactor. How do gentlemen of the 

tate-rights school relish this picture? Yet it is 
true to the life; and they all must see it, feel it, and 
know it. The humiliating spectacle is daily pre- 
sented to our view of sovereign States begging of 
this great Jandlord pittances of their own sacred 
soil, which almost an imperative necessity requires 
they should have the control of. A. striking illus- 
tration of this is to be found in a bill upon your 
table, providing for draining the swamp lands in 
southern Missouri and northern Arkansas. 
this case presents an apt picture of the workings 
of the system, and its frequent deleterious opera- 
tion upon the prosperity of the States, he would 
beg leave to invite the. particular attention of the 
House to it. In the sonthern part of Missouri, 
and some distance back from the Mississippi river, 
commence a line of swamps, produced by the cho- 
king up of rivers and outlets, and running south 
nearly parallel with the Mississippi, extending a 
considerable distance into Arkansas. Between the 
swamps and the river, extending along down, is a 
beautiful section of high rolling country, settled 
and improved to a very high state. Immediately 
west of this line of swamps are the uplands again, 
with a considerable population. This section of 
the State, on both sides of the great swamp, is 
beautifully diversified with hill and dale, well wa- 
tered, and a fine climate, being about the tempera- 
ture of. southern Virginia. Its valleys are rich, 
and in many cases its hills abound with mineral. 
. The land in these swamps would be one of the 
richest valleys.of land of the same extent in the 
world, if it was only reclaimed. In the surveys of 
the country, it is returned. worthless. The sur- 
.veyors, not being .able to penetrate it through the 
. slimy waters, returned it as, valueless; and so it 


yielded to enterprise and j 


Are there no evils in this re- | 


As 4 


| neer could withstand. He was wellawarethat the 


. when he came to examine itas a:revenue measure; 


remains, and so it is destined ever to remain, in the: 
hands of this Government. The amount of land 

thus covered with water in Missouri is something 

like a half million of acres; but stretching along in 

a line casts its baleful influence over millions of 
acres on each side of it. There it lies stretched 

out—a.long black line of corruption, disease, and 

death, occupying territory that ought to be yield- 

ing up a rich harvest, and yet it cannot be touched. 

Why? Because this Government owns it, and 

clings to it with the miser-grasp of a rich landlord, to 

whom itis utterly useless, and who will neither im- 

prove it nor let it go. In the meantime; what is the 

condition of the people in.that section of the State? 

The outlines have been sketched; every gentle- . 
man’s fancy can fill up the. picture. 

The State, always anxious for the health, happi- 
ness, and prosperity of all her citizens, has-again 
and again brought this matter to the attention of 
Congress. She has invited you to drain them and 
reclaim as a prize-the rich and beautiful valley they 
cover. The response is, that it isan improvement 
of too local a character for this Government to en- 
gage in. She then invites you, if you will not use 
them, to abandon them to her; she will reclaim 
them, and bring health and prosperity to the sur- 
rounding country, and a rich valley into cultiva- 
tion, adding to the general wealth of the Republic. 
Even that has been so far refused. It is truea 
committee of this House has worked up its gene- 
rosity so far as to report a bill, giving the State 
one half of what they reclaim. That is, if the 
State can, at her own expense, manufacture some- 
thing out. of nothing, we are willing to share the 
profits. Well, even that is better. than nothing. 
As you see the State will be compelled to do the 
work at some time for the preservation of the 
health of her citizens, your consciences will only 
allow you to take from her half of her generous 
and humane labor. But he trusted the House 
would be more generous than the committee, and 
he intended to try them when the bill came up for 
consideration. She ought to have all that she re- 
claimed upon every principle of justice, right,.and 
common honesty. ‘This is but a striking illustra- 
tion of the effect of your policy under the present 
system upon. the States; -you retard improvement, 
check. population, and consign whole -sections..to 
disease and death, simply because, like the.dog 
in the manger, you will neither eat the hay-nor 
let the ox’eat it. You will neither reclaim. the 
country, nor suffer others to do it and enjoy the 
fruits of their labor. 

Sir, it is a familiar spectacle in this Hall to see 
the States, through their Representatives, like 
sturdy mendicants at the footstool of power, ask- 
ing appropriations of pittances of their own lands 
for some public purpose. They come forward 
with their tabular statements, exhibiting the amount 
that each one has been enabled to secure by the 
same process, as a warrant for their claim—upon 
the principle that favors granted were to be gradu- |; 
ated to a specific standard amongst the appliccants. 
Does this humiliating spectacle present the rela- 
tion that ought to continue to exist between the 
free sovereign States of this Confederacy, and 
the Confederacy itself? Are gentlemen prepared | 
to adhere to the workings of a system which is 
destined to give perpetuity to this condition of 
things? If not, the remedy is at hand—not by 
a radical and sudden change of the system, right- 
ing ourselves by injustice to others; but by a slow, 
regular process, looking through the vista of time | 
to the period when a relation working injury to 
both should have a happy termination. ‘This is 
all the people of the new States desire; it is all 
they ask; and the immutable principles of justice 
would not allow them to demand less. ‘They seek 
not to take the land, which is the joint product of 
all; they ask not to deprive you of your interest 
in it; but only that it shall not be held up in masses, 
at a price beyond its value, blighting their pros- 
perity and their hopes of future aggrandizement. 

Another evil of the system upon the new States, 
for which this bill is not an immediate, but only: | 
an ultimate remedy, is the constant and- eternal 
drain of money from these States in payment for 
their lands. This isa drain which nothing but the 
indomitable and unconquerable energies of the pio- 


bill afforded no immediate remedy for this, but 
rather aggravated it for the time,as he would show 


but it did look to.atermination-of. it—to a period 


when it would. cease—and the new’ States’ could 
husband their resources, and employ them in ad= 
vancing their own. prosperity... ‘They. preferred a 
sudden attack and return to health, to a lingering 
and interminable disease. Though the drain upon 
their resources ‘would be greater, it would: be of 
shorter duration;.when the. lands‘in the hands of 
individual proprietors. would contribute to. the. re- 
sources of the State, and the general wealth of the 
nation., = we ee 
Having briefly reviewed, ‘he said, the. evils of. 
the present system, he should now proceed to the 
irivestigation of ‘the general character of the bill, 
and test it by the soundest principles of justice. - It 
is, then, but an act of. sheer: justice to sell those 
lands for their intrinsic werth—justice to the pur- 
chaser, who pays his money; justice to the State 
in which they lie, as she is deeply interested in 
their occupation and cultivation. To fix a stand- 
ard price upon all the lands of a country, regard- 
less of the variety of the character.of the soil, 
varying from very rich to poor, is unjust to the 
urchaser and grossly unjust to the State interested 
in their settlement. Ft is to establish a kind of 
bed of Procrustes, to which everything must be 
forced to conform, regardless of the incongruity. 
Such a doctrine is absurd, if it is intended for any 
other purpose than retarding: the growth and pros- 
‘perity of the country. . There is nothing in which 
a greater variety exists than in the qualities of the 
soil of any large extent.of.country.. And to put 
the poor lands: at the standard price of the rich, is 


jin effect to reserve them: from market. But sup- 
pose, against every reasonable hypothesis, they 


could be sold, is it just in this Government, like æ 
monopolizing speculator, to. .prey upon the neces- 
sities of its citizens, and force from thent more than 
it is worth? ~ vee Ane 

In the next place, it is the tendency of this bili 
to foster and encéurage emigration and settlement 
in the new States, and consequently their growing 
wealth and prosperity. Is it the policy of this 
Government to Keep. obstacles in the way of. that 
advancement? Isit just to retard them in their 
onward march to greatness and to glory? We 
ask no special privileges—we ask to be’ exempt 
from no general. burdens—we ask no special favors 
to aid‘us in our march; we only ask that you place 
no obstacle in our way—that you leave our action 
free;and the enterprise, energy, and industry of 
the same people who subdue forests in their march, 
and make the wilderness to yield abundant har- 
vests, will make the country prosper. The rich 
soil, the. magnificent rivers, the mild and genial 
climate of the great West, all contribute to invite 
emigration amongst us, and that policy would be 
suicidal that would obstruct or retard it. The 
West needs population to develop its great re- 
sources; and it will be one of the blessings of this 
great measure that it will contribute to its increase, 
without impairing the best interests of other por~ 
tions of the Confederacy.. Then he would ask if it 


| was not the grossest injustice to adhere to a system, 


the direct tendency of which was to check emigra- 
tion and settlement in the new States? Was it not 
suicidal to the best interests of the country ?. 

But the new States have another interest at 


| stake, which appeals strongly to the magnanimity 


of this Government in-behalf of this measure; and 
that isan interest which almost as deeply concerns 
the whole Confederacy as the new States—and 
that was, their interest in bringing these lands into 
general occupancy and cultivation, so. that they 
might yield a revenue in support of the Govern- 
ment. Under the present system the public lands 
are not taxed; and the States in-which they lie; and 
from the labor of whose citizens they derive value, 
can exact no revenue from them. In. the hands‘ of 
individuals they would be taxable, and liableto 
be made, like other lands, tributary to the support 
land improvement of the State. Missouri, one of 
ithe richest States in the. Union, contains. about 
forty-three millions of acres, less than one-fourth of 
which has been sold, and upon which taxes*are 
raised for the support ‘of the whole Government. 
Those that have been sold have to some. extent 
| been culled, which lessens the chances of the sale 
of the balance, while a rule is continued upon us 
| by which all must come up to the standard max- 
imum of the best; and a half century may elapse 
before another fourth shall, by becoming individ- 
ual property, and productive; be the subject of 
taxation for the-support of the State: ‘This-bill, he 
was perfectly aware,<did not: afford an. immediate 
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remedy for all this; but it held out the bright hope | 


of an. ultimate. remedy, by putting the lands in 


-market at a fair value; Was there anything in this | 


that militated against the sternest principles of jus- 
tice? Did not, on the contrary, equal and exact 
justice imperatively demand the measure? That 
the soil of a State, the true representative of its 
- wealth, ought to contribute to its support, is a sound 
political maxim, which no statesman would con- 

_ trovert.. And yet, sir, it-was not the fact when 
applied: to the new States of this Confederacy. A 
very small portion of. their soil contributes. to the 
support of their governments. This was radically 
wrong; and it was a wrong likely.to continue, 
unless relief was found in the just and equitable 
principle of reduction and graduation. 


Having presented the policy and the justice of 


this measure, he would now proceed briefly to ex- 
amine the objections usually taken to it, and en- 
deavor to expose their fallacy. 

In the first placé, then, it has been objected to as 
a revenue measure, upon the ground that the rev- 
enue arising from the public lands would fall short 
under the operation of this bill. In answer to this 
objection, he might content himself by referring to 
the very able report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at the opening of Congress, where the very 


reverse is triumphantly maintained. He recom- j 


mends the reduction of the price of public lands to 
actual settlers, as a measure by which “ the public 
interests would be promoted and the revenue aug- 
mented.’ And again, in alate able communication 
of his, in answer to the Senate resolutions in rela- 
tion to the finances, he uses the following emphatic 
language upon the subject of the public lands: 


“Tt is believed, also, that the reduction and graduation of 


the price of the public lands in favor of settlers and cultiva- 
tors, as recommended in your message of December last, 
would make an annual addition of half a miflion of dollars 


to the revenue derivable from the proceeds of the sales of 
the public Iands, by bringing into market many millions of 


acres of the public domain which are wholly unsaleable at 
the present minimam price established by Jaw.” 

A half a million of additional revenue derivable 
from this source; and no man who has taken the 
trouble to investigate the subject, will doubt the 
legitimacy of his conclusions. 

It is but a fair calculation that what you reduce 
in price, would be so much more augmented by in- 
creased sales, that the land revenue, instead of be- 
ing reduced by the operation of this system, would 
in reality be enlarged. The best evidence that the 
land is held too high, is the limited demand, and 
that is an evil not likely to decrease, but rather to 
increase under the present system. For:as the 
lands become more culled, there will be less demand 
at this standard unvarying-price. ” ‘The whole sales 
for the last year were less than 2,000,000. of acres, 
while the amount in market is 133,000,000 of acres, 
and 109,000,000 more ready to be brought into 
market, and some- 700,000,000 more. to operate 
upon for the future. Taking the sales of last year 

` as the criterion for the future, and how long will it 
take to dispose of the lands already in market? 


Sixty-six- years; and adding in the-other lands to | 


which the Indian title is already extinguished, (be- 
ing 109,000,000 more, at the same rate of sales,) it 
would take one hundred and twenty years. And 
the sales of last year are above an annual average. 


In the mean time the population is doubling about | 


every twenty-five years. The sales do not increase 
with the population, which is the creation of a 
natural and: legitimate demand; but vary with the 
value of money, being greater to-day and less to- 
morrow, as money is plenty or scarce; demonstra- 
ting that it is the price that constitutes the check 
upon the purchase. In the last ten years the popu- 
lation has increased’ 40 per cent., whilst the land 
sales within the same period have becn constantly 
decreasing. What is the cause of this, if it is not 


in the exorbitant price? And what is the remedy? | 


Remove the evil, reduce the price, and the increased 


sales will more than compensate for the reduction, | 


and increase the actual revenue. No man can 
` doubt this fact who has taken an impartial survey 
of the past. The population increasing with un- 
exampled rapidity, and the land sales decreasing 
during the same period, must demonstrate to the 
most skeptical that the proportionate number of 
land proprietors is daily decreasing in the country. 
This would be incomprehensible in a ‘country 
which, by a regular process-of sales, could scarce- 
ly dispose of-her public lands in three centuries. to 
oceupants and cultivators, but for the restraining 
policy of the present system, which, if it does not 


boldly denied. 


tion tö industry and enterprise which was at once 


amount to. a prohibition,. certainly forms a great 
check upon sales; and every check upon sales must 
diminish the revenue arising from that source. 
Open the door to this army of non-proprietors 
who have. been accumulating for fifty years, by | 
offering to make them free, independent propric- | 
tors of the soil, at a price within their means to 
command, and it requires no-spirit of prophecy to 
foretell the result... They would rush in millions 
from their dependent condition as tenants, purchase 
your lands, swell your revenues from that source, 
subdue the forests in their march, make the wilder- 
néss blossoni as the rose, and, as free cultivators 
of their own.soil, would spread wealth, happiness, | 
and prosperity around them. From your. abun- | 
dance that may lie useless for centuries, tell the 

hardy citizen, whose energies are palsied by pov- 

erty, whose sinews are taxed to their utmost ten- | 
sion to secure bread and meat for his family, that | 
forty dollars would buy him a plantation in the | 
rich soil of the West that would pour forth abun- | 
dance as the reward of his industry, and he would ; 
acquire it, pour it into your treasury, and secure | 


workings of the system of reduction, even upon 
the revenue. 

Mr. REID inquired if the State of Missouri had | 
sold her fivo hundred thousand acres grant, which | 
she received under the distribution law, for a price | 
less than $1 25 per acre. 

Mr. BOWLIN replied that she had done better | 
with it than sell it. She had, by a solemn act of | 
her convention, donated it to the use of public | 
schools. She had consigned it to the noble and | 
generous purpose of educating her youth, 

Mr. VINTON interposed and said, under the 
law granting it, she could not sell it for less than 
the Government sold her Jands. 

Mr. COLLAMER corrected him, by informing 
him that the restriction was to one dollar and a 
quarter per acre specifically. 

Mr. McCLERNAND also made some remarks 
explanatory of that act, which were not caught by 
the reporter. 

Mr. BOWLIN proceeded. Another objection 
deeply felt, if not openly urged against the system 
of cheapening the publi lands, was its tendency | 
to draw off the population from the older States. | 
That such would be the inevitable tendency he 
would not attempt to controvert; but that its effects 
would be injurious to the national interest, he 
Whatever had a tendency to. de-; 
velop the resources-of a nation, and give that direc- 


most profitable and most clevating in its nature, | 
was a national blessing and no evil. And it was 
the duty of Congress, in its legislation, not to look 
to the interest of particular sections, but to the 
whole Confederacy. Government was interested 
in the productive industry of the country; and as 
individual enterprise, left free and unshackled from | 
legislative restraints, is the best method of promo- 
ting it, we should leave it to its own career for its | 
full development, unembarrassed by restrictions. 
Land should not be kept up to restrain emigration | 
to the new States, and we do notask that they should | 
be reduced solely to promote it; for in either case 

the legislation would be partial in its character. 

But we do ask and demand, in the name of com- ; 
mon justice, that it should be graduated in such a 
manner as to make the price bear some relative 
proportion to the value of the land. ‘Phis much 
we have a right to demand, as consonant to every 
prineiple of public policy and public justice. A 
partia evilis no argument agaiust a measure look- 
ing to a general good. -Population might be drawn 
off from some of the old States by cheapening 
lands in the new; yet the country was benefited 
by a change which directed their labors to a more 
productive soil, and gave a market for the lands. 
The emigrant himself was benefited by a change 
which elevated his condition from that of a tenant 
to that. of the proud proprietor of the land his toil 
beautified and adorned. The new States were 
benefited by the change which gave them popula- 
tion, brought their unproductive lands into cultiva- 
tion, and, while they added to the general wealth 
of the State, were made to contribute to its sup- 
port. The manufacturing interests were interest- 
ed in the change that opened new and extensive 
markets for their products. Commerce was in- 
terested in the change, as it tended to increase the 
productions upon which it relied for support. A 


i 
| 


1 


i 
i 


policy whose tendency was to scattér such wide- 
spread blessings in its march, should not be check- 
ed or abandoned on account of some temporary or 
partial inconvenience. ` N i 

Upon the subject :of political: power, the older 
States of the Confederacy had nothing to dread 
from the inereasing strength.of the West, but much 
to encourage hope for the future.. If:the people of 
the West had no stronger tie. than. interest to. bind 
them to.the East in a common ‘destiny; that of it- 
self were sufficient. The West, in alltime to come, 
must be the great producer of this nation; the East 
holds. the key to that commerce which-must give 
value to those productions; and this renders each 
dependent on the other, and forms a bond of union 
more indissoluble in its character than parchment 
compacts. It is the peculiar position of the great 
valley of the West, her capacity for containing an 
immense population, the fertility of her soil, the 
agricultural character of her people, and the neces- 
sity of preserving a free intercourse with the seat 
of commerce on the Atlantic, that gives'the highest 
hope of the perpetuity of this glorious Confederacy. 
It is to the West, the agricultural West, her com- 
munity of independent farmers, who eat the bread 
of their own industry, that the eye of the states- 
man must turn with prophetic hope for the patri- 
otic race who are destined to preserve the principles 
of democratie liberty. The very pursuit. of such 
a people is congenial to patriotism; and the Re- 
public could not be intrusted to safer keeping. 
Linked to the soil by the strongest attachments of 
interest, of early associations, of fixed habits, and 
above all by the cherished remembrance of the 
spot of their birth, their patriotic affections natu- 
rally cluster around those institutions which pre- 
serve freedom to a home endeared by so many ties. 
Then it is no evil to any portion that 

“he star of empire westward holds it way 3”? 

but a blessing that you have a country freed from 
the corruptions of your crowded cities, where the 
sentiments of unostentatious virtue and patriotism 
are inculented in their original simplicity and beau- 
ty, and where devotion to country is no idle cere- 
mony. If, then, this objection be true, as doubt- 
less it is, then it is a glorious truth, that flashes 
light in the path of the patriot, as he traces the fu- 
ture destiny of his country on her march to great- 
ness and to glory. 

But if the tendency of population and political 


j power towards the West were really evils, it would 


e a rashness, bordering on madness, in the states- 
man to attempt to resist them. It would be war- 
ring against a fixed destiny. The wave of popu- 
lation that passed the barriers of the Alleghany, a 
half century ago, is still rolling on, the pioneers of 
an enlightened civilization, and will continue to roll 
while they have a wilderness to penetrate and a 
country to beautify and adorn by their industry. 
The only barrier to their advance is the Pacific. 
To attempt to check it by restrictive policy would 
be as idle as it was in Canute to command the 
waves. Their destiny is onward—their enterprise 
will make that destiny brilliant. 

But if it were even possible, it is no part of the 
duty of this Government to throw restraints 
around one portion of its citizens to preserve by 
force an apparent prosperity to another portion. 
lts legislation should be general and free from all 
bias and partiality, regardless of the effect that 
the enterprise of any portion should give to its ac- 
tion. If it is just and sound policy to reduce and 
graduate the price of the public lands, it ought to 
be done, though the people of the West might 
make it a lever to elevate them to unexampled 
prosperity. If, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
supposes, in his estimates, it will enhance the reve- 
nue a half million of dollars from this source, now, 
when the country is engaged in a war, and needs 
all the money it can justly command, is the ap- 
propriate time to accomplish the act. Give the 
people lands at a fair price, graduate them accord- 
ing to the true value, receive their money, and by 
one single great stroke of public policy, enrich 
your treasury, elevate your citizens, and increase 
the general wealth of the country, by inviting its 
improvement and cultivation. 

And we must not shut our eyes to the fact that 
the people have decided this question at the ballot- 
box, in elevating to the presidency our present 
Chief Magistrate. It was one of the great issues 
in-the contest of 1844, and stood contradistin- 
guished to the Whig scheme of distribution. ‘The 
people decided in favor of reduction and gradua- 
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tion, with the other great issues in that contest. 
The President, true to the popular will, thus 
solemnly expressed, at the earliest opportunity 
brought to the attention of Congress all the great 
issues in the contest, with a hearty recommenda- 
tion in their support. . 

Texas has been annexed, and is now represent- 
ed upon this floor. Oregon has been settied, and 
settled without blood, and our fellow-citizens in 
that distant land rendered secure in their persons 
and possessions. And though we did not get all 
that many of us claimed, yet we brought England 
up to the standard of our ancient demand, and 
thereby, to some extent, secured a diplomatic 
triumph. The independent treasury, one of the | 
reforms demanded by the people, has already, by a 
triumphant majority, passed this House, and is 
destined to become the law of the land. The tariff 
reform, one of the greatest acts of the age, and 
destined to lift millions of unnecessary and unjust 
burdens from the people, has also in its turn tri- 
umphed before this House. 


viously passed. What. Democrat is prepared to 
make a stumbling-block of the fifth? The Admin- 
istration has been eminently successful in carrying 
out its pledges before the people. Four out of five 
of the great issues upon which it was pledged, has | 
received the approval of this House by unexam- | 
pled majorities; add but the fifth and last, and ren- 
der complete the crowning act of its glory. 

Mr. BRODHEAD next obtained the floor, and 
moved that the committee rise, in order to offer a 
resolution for the final adjournment of Congress 
on the 3d of August next. He did this with no 
desire to delay the action upon this bill; it was 
now first in order, and would be before the com- 
mittee when they next sat. ‘This was a day when 
resolutions were in order; and at no other time 
could the resolution be offered without a vote of | 
two-thirds. 

Some conversation occurred between Messrs. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, BRODHEAD, and 
HOUSTON, when Mr. B. waived his motion, with 
the understanding (he said) that the resolution 
would be received upon the rising of the commit- 
-tee.. : 

Mr. R.S 
bill, when 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose and 
suggested to his friend to allow the question to be 
taken. He saw no opposition to the bill; aud he 
proposed now to take the vote. 

Mr. VINTON gave notice that there would be 
opposition to it. 

r. ROBTRT SMITH, of. Ilinois, having ob- 
tained the floor, said that the protracted length of 
the session, the many important measures yet to 
be acted on, and the great anxiety he felt to bring 
the business of the session speedily to a close, ad- 
monished him to be very brief in his remarks upon 
the bill now under consideration. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress he urged upon the House the im- | 
portance of graduating and reducing the price of | 
the public lands to the actual settler and cultivator; 
and he could not let this opportunity pass without 
again urging the justice of this measure. Mr. S. 
said it had Jong been a favorite measure with him, |! 
that of making every freeman who would cultivate {| 
the soil a freeholder, and to secure to him land | 
enough to enable him to support himself and those 
dependent upon him fora living. The first reso- | 
lution he had introduced on taking his seat asa 
member of Congress, was to instruct the Committee | 
on Public Lands to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting a bill granting (under certain restrictions) 
to each head of a family eighty acres of land. That | 
quantity was not liberal enough, in his opinion, to 
the cultivator of the soil; and he would then have | 
voted cheerfully for twice that amount; but he 
feared to ask for more lest he should get nothing, 
for those who were destitute of land and were 
unable to buy. He acted upon the principle that 
t“ half a loaf (to a hungry man) was better than no 
bread.” The proposition did not at that time 
meet with much favor in the House. He was, 
however, rejoiced to see that a more liberal spirit 
was one all over this Union in relation to the 

` disposition of the. public domain; that more just | 
and enlightened views were being entertained in 
«regard to that large and highly respectable class of | 
“Sour citizens who: cultivate the soil, the men on? 
$xvhose shoulders our. political fabric stands, and | 
-who arè emphatically the right ari of our defence. | 


MITEL was proceeding to advocate the 


i 
5 
i 
i 
i 
j 
i 
j 


The four first great |! 
acts in the political drama have been passed, victo- li 


i consideration. 


He hoped and trusted that the day wasnot far dis- 
tant when every man in this land, who would labor 
upon and cultivate the earth, woald be furnished 
with a reasonable quantity by our Government, 
(ìf unable to buy,) without moneyand without price. 
The bill now under consideration did:not (said Mr. 
S.) effect, or propose to effect, this object; but it 
! was a more favorable and just bill to the new Slates 
than any which had ever before been introduced 
into this House with any prospect of its being 
passed into a law. SF > 
The President of the United States and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, had strong- 
ly recommended the graduation and: reduction of 
the price of the public lands. ‘They deserved and 
would receive the thanks.of thousands of the-hard- 
laboring and meritorious cultivators of the soil, for 
their very liberal, just, and statesmanlike exposi- 
j tions of the true policy of the Government in re- 
‘gard to the disposition of the public lands. No 
| unprejudiced mind could read the message of the 
President, and the very full and lucid report of 
Judge Shiclds, and for a moment doubt but that it 
was the policy of Congress to pass the bill under 
Tf it should become a law, it would 
enable thousands to become the owners of, land 
i who are now tenants-at-will to the’ wealthy and 
aristocratic landlord. It would be the means in 
many cases of dispensing comfort and happiness 
to thousands who are now ground down with pov- 
erty ‘and wretchedness, and bad no courage to 
struggle against the ills‘of life which the working 
classes were destined to encounter; and aside from 
the merited blessings it would confer on so many 
of our patriotic citizens, who at an early day pen- 
etrated the wilderness, inhabited only by the red 
man, and whose Iahors and toil had caused that 
vast wilderness to “blossom like the rose,” it 
would (said Mr. Sarru) be a matter of policy to 
the Government to reduce the price to the actual 


i 


| settler of the lands which had been Jong in market, 
: and remained unsold, 


It certainly needed no ar- 
‘gument to demonstrate that the best lands would 
always be first selected, and that third or fourth 
rate lands, which had been in market twenty or 
thirty years, would not sell at the same price as the 
best lands first purchased. Tt would be unjust in 
the Government to demand it. Policy and justice 
both called upon the Government to fix the price 
according to value. The lands would then sell; 
the Government would receive its value into the 
treasury; and the States would he benefited by 
having the lands improved; as they would draw 
revenue from them, to aid in keeping up and sus- 
taining the general interests of their respective | 
States. . i 
Mr. S. said the justice -and the policy of grad- 
uating and reducing the price of the public Jands 
was so apparent to every one who was familiar 
with the subject, that it was the wonder ‘and aston- 
ishment of the settlers of the new States that this 
desirable object had not been accomplished long 
before this time; and while he did not for a mo- 
ment doubt the patriotism of the members of the 
House, he could not attribute the repeated failures 
of so many similar bills to any other cause than to 
the fact that very few who cultivated the soil with 


| their own hands held seats in either branch of Con- 
gress, to vote upon these measures. Sir, (said Mr. jj 


: 5.,) no man who has not ¢¢ earned his bread by the 


sweat of his brow,” in tilling the soil, knows how | 


hard it is to dig from the earth the means where- 
with to support a family, to say nothing of laying 
aside money to purchase the land of the Govern- 
| ment, even at $1 25 per acre, for the first choice and 
i bestlands. Gentlemen should hearin mind that there 
was a wide difference between the amount received 
by the farmer for bis labor and that received by pro- 
fessional gentlemen for their services. It required 
a whole year of hard labor of the farmer to earn 
what the professional man earned frequently in a 
single hour. Mr. S. said it was not his intention 
to make invidious comparisons, or to array one class 
of our citizens against another. He deprecated all 
_ sectional and local jealousies; and he hoped and 
| trusted gentlemen would daly consider the import- 
| ance of the passage of this bill to the great agricul- 


generous liberality becoming enlightened statesmen 
| of a free and independent Republic. He entreated 
| gentlemen to fancy themselves turned out upon the 
| cold charities of the world, and Jeft with no other 
means of support than to earn their bread by cul- 
tivating the soil; and ‘if they could bring their 


| tural community of this nation, and act in a spirit of i| 


| minds to the sober reality of suéh' a tondition; his 
word forit; they would considerit hard enough to 
support themselves by that means, éven if the lard 
was given to them.” Mr. S: contended that ‘the 
great object of all governments should ‘be to pró- 
-mote the prosperity and- happinéss. of the whole 
people; and to effect this object substantially, great 
care should be taken, in-framing our laws, to pre- 
vent and check moropolies of. all kinds, but more 
especially land monopolies. “In amonarchical gov- 
ernment it- might be tolerated;~but in a-free gov- 
ernment like ours it ought not to'be countenanced 
or suffered to-exist... The President, in his Annual 
Message, had strongly: recommended the -gradua- 
tion and reduction of the price of the public lands, 
and he would give an extract from that: document: 


“ Under our present Jand system, limiting the minimam 
price at which the public lands can be entered to $} 25 per 
acre, large quantities of lands of infericr quality. remain un- 
sold, because they will not command that price. From the 
records of the Genera! Land Office it appears, that, of the 
public lands remaining unsold ‘in the several States and 
Territories in which they are situated, 39,105,577 acres have 
been in the market subject to entry more than twenty years ; 
49,638,644. acres for more than fifteen. years; 73,074,600 
acres for. more than ten. years; and 106,176,961 acres for 
more than five yeats.. Much the largest’ portión of these 
lands will continue to be unsateable at the'minimum. price 
iat which. they are permitted to. be sold, so long as large 
territories of lands from-which the. more Valuable portions 
havé not been’ selected are annnally brought into market 
by the Government.’ With the view to the sale and settle- 
ment of these inferior ands, L recommend. that the price be 
graduated and redaced below the. present minimum rate, 
confining the sales at the reduced prices to settlers and 
cultivators, in limited quantities: If graduated and reduced 
in price for a limited term to one dollar per acre, and; after 
the expiration of that period, for a second. and a'third term 
to lower rates, a large portion of ‘these Jands wonld be pur- 
chased, aud many worthy citizens, who are unable to pay 
higher rates, could purchase homes for themselves and their 
families. By adopting the policy of graduation ‘and-redue- 
tion of price, these inferior lands will ‘be sold for their reat 
value, while the Statés in which they lie will be freed from 
the inconvenience, if not injustice, to which they are sub- 
jected, in conseqnence of the United States continuing to 
own large quantities of public lands within their borders net 
liable to taxation for the support of their local governments. 

“I recommend the continuance of the policy of granting 
pre-emptions, in its most liberal extent, to all those who 
have settled, or may hereafter ‘settle, on the public lands, 
whether surveyed or unsurveyed, to which the Indian: title 
may have heen extinguished at the time of settlement. It 
has been found by experience that, in conseqkence of com- 
*pinations of purchasers and other causes, a very sinall guan- 
tity of thé public lands; when sold at public anction, com- 
mands‘a' higher price than the ‘minimum rate established. by 
aw... The settiers.on the public lands are; however, but 
rarely able to secure their homes and improvements at the 
public sates at that rate; because these combinations, by 
means of the capital they command, and their superior 
ability to purchase, render it impossible for the settler to 
compete with them in the market. By putting down all 
competition, these combinations of capitalists and specula- 
tors are usually enabled to purchase the lands, including the 
improvements of the. settlers, at the minimum price of the 


; Government, and either turn them out of theirhomes, or éx- 
| tort from them, according to their ability to pay, double or 
i 
| 


| quadruple the amount paid for them to the Government. It 
is to the enterprise and perseverance of the hardy pioneers of 
the West, who penetrate the wilderness with their families, 
suffer the dangers, the privations, and hardships attending 
the settlement of a new country, and prepare the way for 
i the body of emigrants who, in the course of a few years, 
usually folow them, that we-are, in a great degree, in- 
debted for the rapid extension and aggrandizement of our 
country. A + ai 
« Experience has proved that no portion of our population 

are more patriotic than the hardy and brave men of the fron- 
tier, or more ready to obey the call of theireountry, and to 
defend her rights and her honor, whenever and by whatever 
, enemy ass They should be protected from the grasp- 
ing speculator, and secured, at the minimum price, of the 
public lands, in the humble homes which they: have im- 
| proved by their labor. - With this end in view, all vexatious , 
| or unnecessary restrictions imposed upon them by the ex- 
sting pre-emption Jaws should be repealed or modified. Tt 
s the true policy of the Government to afford facilities to its 
| citizens to become the owners of small portions of our vast 
| publie domain at low and moderate rates.” 
Mr. S. said he thought ‘the views expressed by 
| the Executive on this question should. have some 
' weight with the members of the House in favor of 
graduation and reduction. The President was the 
| proper guardian of the rights and interests of the 
whole Union—of the old as well as the new States; 
land in his recommendations he could not be influ- 

enced by any local or sectional feelings, but récom- 

mended what he believed would best promote the 
| true interests of the country. The great difficulty 
¡jin the proper and just disposition of the public 
i lands arose from a mistaken and erroneous opinion 
of the value of them by gentlemen who were not 
| personally or practically. acquainted: with their 
| value. He ‘said gentlemen from the old States 
| looked upon the public lands as a vast treasure from 
i which the national treasury was to be filled, or the 
|| States to be made rich by the distribution ofthe 
i! proceeds of the sales, This was all wrong. “The 
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object of this Government, in the disposition of 
the public domain, should not be revenue ‘alone; 
that should: only be a“sccondary consideration. 
It was unbecoming’ the dignity of a great nation, 
and a free people, to makedollars and cents alone. 
the: governing principle in the disposition of that 
which ‘the Almighty created freë for the use of 
man." The Government ought to fix the price of 
her lands-at such a sum as would barely cover the 
cost of the land and the expense of surveying and 
selling. the’ same. Mr. S. said. some gentlemen 
from the old States:seemed to look upon the redus- 
tion of the price as a gratuily to the new States, 
and exclusively.for their benefit. This was not 
the fact. Reducing the price would more especi- 


ally benefit those emigrating from the old States | 


and settling in the nev. The most important ad- 
vantage or benefit to the new States would be, that 
when the price of the lands was reduced to their 
real value they would sell rapidly, and the States 
would derive a revenue by taxing them, with the 


improvements that would be made thereon. Mr.S. | 


sald it was contrary to the spirit and genius of our 
Government, our Constitution, and laws, for the 
Federal Government to hold lands in a sovereign 
and independent State, except such as the Consti- 
tution specially provided for.. The fact of the 
Government being the mammoth Jandholder in 
many of. the. sovereign States of this Union, and 
exercising the rights of landlord over the freemen 
who sustain the Government and give it vitality, is 
what the framers.of our Constitution never intend- 
ed or dreamed of, and while this state of things 
existed no State could be sovereign and independ- 
ent. He trusted, therefore, that all who were 
favorable to the maintenance of the sovereignty, 
freedom, and independence of the States, vald 


aid in relieving the new States as speedily as pos- | 


sible from this odious vassalage to the Federal 
Government. Mr. S. said, when.a similar bill was 
before the House at the last session some gentle- 
men from the old States contended. that $1 25 per 
acre was cheap enough for any land fit for cultiva- 
tion; and the drift of their arguments went to show 


that it would be of little or no avail for the Gov- | 


ernment to try to fix a less price to benefit those 


who could not pay $1 25 peracre. This course of | 


reasoning showed conclusively to his mind that 
those gentlemen were not acquainted with the prac- 
tical operation of the present laws regulating the 


sale of the public lands in the new States. Mr, | 


S. said he concurred most heartily in the argument 
urged by thé Commissioner of ‘the General Land 
Office, Judge Shields, in his very able report to the 
two Houses of Congress at the commencement of 
this session, in favor of graduation ‘and reduction, 
and he would:read from this report: 

_ “But few subjects of equal importance have heen more 
earnestly pressed upon the consideration of Congress than 
this, and none bave hitherto been less successful. 
commendations of the Executive, concurred in. on several 
occasions by the Senate, the resolutions of Legislatures, the 
petitions of the people, and the advocacy of the first talents 
of the nation, have failed, ag yot, to obtain the introduction 
of a system by which the public lands might be rated ac- 
cording to quality, and sold according to value. Among 
those who feel the unequal operation of the present system, 
and with whom the: question is not merely a speculative 
one, the répeated fhilures of this favorite project have been 
the cause of deep mortification and disappointment; and 
tbey huve been ready ut times to charge its opponents, not 
with the want of practical information on the subject, but 
with secret hostility to the growth and prosperity of the new 
States. This suspicion isili founded; but, unfortunately, it 


has sunk deep in the minds of the people of that region, and | 


if not removed in time, inay yel lead to a system of reprisal 
both discreditable and injurious to the character of the 
whole country. The presetitis.a propitious time to termi- 
nate the agitation of this question; and with this view, I 
recommend the establishment of such a graduation system 
as will satisfy the reasonable demands of those States in 


which the public lands are situated, without doing the | 
slightest injustice to any other section of the country. T: 


assume that the primary object of every enlightened system 
of poliey relating to the public lands is occupation and settie- 
ment, and that revenue is only to be regarded as a second- 
ary and subordinate object. Indeed, a liberal policy would 
only seek sufficient revenue from this source to indemnify 
the: Government for all outlays and expenditures incurred 
in relation toit. To facilitate settlement, itis necessary to 
reduce the price of public land to such an extent as to bring 
its acquisition within thelimited means of the great body of 
first settlers. This consideration is wholly. disregarded at 
present. ‘The average maximum price of the best. quality 
of public lands has been found by experience to. be only 


$1 27 per aere; while the minimum price of the worst | 


quality is $T 25 per acre. This looks somewhat absurd, 
even in theory; butin practice itis not only absurd, but is 
radically unjust. j f 

& When a district of land is proclaimed at public sale, non- 
resident capitalists can select all the valuable lands in such 
district not previously secured by pre-emption, and purchase 
the same at an average of $1 27 per acre; while subsequent 
settlers are compelled to purchase inferior lands at $1 25 per 


The re- | 


acre, or give an exorbitant price to these capitalists and spec- 
ulators. It is idle to talk ahout.¢ompetition in such a case. 
There is, in fact, no competition, except amongst speculators, 
and they are always sagacious enough to arrange the extent 
of it beforehand. It has been estimated that about an aver- 
age of one-tenth of the public domain is unsaleable, being 
composed of swamps, marshes, mountains, and other lands 
of a very inferior quality. The residue, ot saleable lands, 
may be divided, according to quality, into five classes, As 
$1 27 isthe average maximum price of the best quality of 
lands, it must be admitted that @1 25 per acre will be a suffi- 
cient minimum price for lauds of the first class; $1 for the 
second; 75 cents for the third; 50 cents for the fourth; and 
25 cents for lands of the fifth class. ‘This will do away with 
the incongruity of holding lands of every kind-and quality 
subject to sale at the same minimum rate. The private own- 
er of a particular commodity, who should act upon the. prin- 
ciple of the present public land system, would be regarded 
as impolitie; and surely such policy is no leas objection- 
able in the Government, which is nat so much an absolnte 
owner as a trustee of the public lands forthe public. I bave 


already stated that the Government, in the exercise of an i 


enlightened spirit of liberality, should he satisfied with in- 
demnification for all expenses incurred in relation to thi 

public lands, ‘Phe scheme here recommended must, in 
every possible event, do more than indemnify the Govern- 
ment. The estimate of the whole expense of purchasing 
territory from foreign nations, extinguishing the Indian title, 
and surveying aud selling the public domain, is an average 
of 23 cents peracre. By taking the data already given, and 


by allowing a loss of 23 cents per acre on one-tenth, being | 


the wholeofthe unsaleable lands, the residue, or nine-tenths, 

will amount at these graduated rates to an average of B74 

cents per acre; thus leaving an excess of 442 cents peracre 

to meet all possible contingenci These calentations ar 

based upon reliable datn; not exact, it is tene, in n mathe 

matical sense, but accurate in a general and practical sense. 
* * * * * * * 


«Phis will constitute a species of sliding scale which | 
will glenn and clear ont districts, and give the new Stites, i 
within a reasonable time, the control of the lauds within ; 
perhaps, be made tothe qnan- | 


their limits. Objections may 
tity of land which this process of ela 
once in some particular States. Tt will vest 420,299 acres in 
Ohio s 1,285,095 acres in Indiana; 3.995.104 acres i 
2.907,225 neres in Missouri; 4.146.878 acres in Mississippi: 
1,141,605 acres in Louisiana; 4,510,695 acres in Alahanay 
and 27,433 acres in Michigan, } can obviate these antici- 
pated objections by stating that, according to our estimates, 
only a comparatively inconsxidernble portion of this Jorge 
mags of Jand is either saleable or valuable; and that it is 
likely to continue a sonree of expense rather than profit to 
the Government, so long as superior lands cin be obtained 
at the same rate hy going westward. Tt is unworthy a lb- 
erat spirit to cavil about the valne of such lands. What 
though a sma) quantity of valuable, amongst a mass of 
worthless land, be trausterred to afew purtientar Sta t Ts 
the Government to continne its present machinery over all 
the ponds, lakes, swamps, marshes, mountains, and preci- 
pices, in the new States, forever, Jest, if relingnished now, 
they may perehanee inchide, bere and there, a valmable 
tract of land, which bas happened to escape the vigilance 
of purchasers and specnlators for twenty-live verras! On the 


cation will vest at 


contrary, it is the duty of Government to relingnish these ;! 


lands at once. ‘This is the only way.in which it can indem- 
nify these States for the iniustice already done them by 
withholding their lands so Jong from settlement: “Tt will he 
the-poliey of the States, in some instances, even to give 
bounties to settlers to drain swamps and marshes, and re- 
etaim Darren wastes, in order to render the lands salabrions 
and capable of contributing to the support of the local rov- 
ernments. ‘The interference of Federal officers in the inter- 
nal affairs of States should be prevented as much as possi- 
hte, by withdrawing the machinery ofthe public lind system 
from each State in succession as soon axs practicable. This 
machinery exercises an influence at this time over ten 
States and two Territories, and it will continue to do so 
forever, unless there is n change of policy.” 

~ b A 

Mr. S. said, if there ever was a time when a 
measure of this kind should pass, this was the ap- 
propriate time. We were now engaged in a war, 
and he contended that we needed revenue; and if 
this bill became a law, many of the lands which 
had been long in market would sell, and the money 
would be paid into the treasury. Tt was the polt- 
ey of the Government to make every man a land- 
holder. He would then feel more interest in the 
defence of the country. He would have a real 
interest to defend. He would feel that the Govern- 
ment which watched over and guarded his rights, 
was worthy of his services in the battle-field. 

Sir, (said Mr. S.) the present value of the lands 
in most of the new States has been given to them 
by the toil, the privations, and the blood of the 
hardy and patriotic pioneers who first settled the 
western country: and it was due to them and their 
descendants to pass the bill graduating and redu- 
cing the price of these lands. : 

Mr. S. introduced some statistical tables and 
facts in relation to the sales of lands in several of 


the new States, and the amount of money paid into | 


the treasury, which were not furnished the report- 
er. Healso cited the opinions of General Jackson 
and Mr. Van Buren, as expressed in their mes- 
sages to Congress, in. favor of graduation and 
reduction. 

- [Cries of “ Question,” ‘ question. ”] 

. Mr. STEPHENS wished to submit some re- 
marks, but was not prepared to go on_to-night. 
He therefore moved that the committee rise. 


THinois; | 


I [It was now near three o’clock.] 
|| At the request of Mr. McCONNELL, Mr. 8. 
‘| having yielded the floor, 


Mr. McC. spoke for afew minutes in advocacy 
of his substitute proposing to’grant to every man, 
maid, or widow, being the head of a family, one 
hundred and sixty acres of lands, He- considered 
i, this question one of ‘aimighty importance to the 
|i rights and. interests of the laboring,.industrious, 
‘| producing classes of the community.” ‘The unoc- 
‘| capied land in our confederated States -and Terri- 
| tories, he wished io convince the committee, 
i| belonged substantially to the laboring industrious 
| poor. By the valor and industry of our western 
| 
H 


| 


; 

i 

| pioneers, who had gone forward, subdued the 
' Jand, and met and conquered the Indian hordes, 
| and brought them into treaty arrangements, it had 
been ‘acquired, and out of its ample domain, he 
proposed to give to each of them a homestead. 
He urged the measure as one of justice and sound 
policy, calculated to develop the resources, advance 
the interest of the country, and promote its popu- 
i lation, and their wealth, education, industry, and 
ii happiness. , 
Mr. STEPHENS resumed the floor, and yield- 
i ed to 

Mr. SAWYER, who moved an amendment as 
a substitute for the bill, being the bill of the Sen- 
‘ate, with certain modifications. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, also gave notice 
of the following amendment: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That upon the reduction in the 
price of the public lands, as herein before provided for, the 
Geeupants or settlers upon any of said lands shall have the 
right of pre-emption at such graduated prices, which right 
shall extend to @ period of two years from and after the 
dates at which the respective graduations shalf take place ; 
and any lands not entered by the respective occupants or 
settlers within that period shall be liable to be entered or 
purchased by any other person: Provided, That nothing in 
this act contained shall he construed to interfere with any 
right which has accraed, or may accrue, by virtne of any 
act granting pre-emptions to actual settlers upon the public 
lands. 


On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, the committee 
then rose and reported. 


THE ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HOGE asked leave to introduce the follow- 
| ing resolution, with a view of asking its considera- 
i tion to-morrow morning? ý 
| Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 


| the United Stites of America in Gonaress assembled, That the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives do ndjourn their respective Houses on Monday, 
| the 27th day of July instant, at twelve o’clock, meridian. 

| Objections being made. 

| Mr. HOGE moved a suspension of the rules, and 
l asked the yeas and nays: which were ordered. 


Mr. WINTHROP said that as the motion to 

: suspend the rules would come up as the first busi- 
ness to-morrow morning, he would move that the 
Honse adjourn. There could be no test vote 
| taken whilst the benches were so empty. 
| On the suggestion of the Hees Mr. Wix- 
| tHROP waived his motion, to allow certain Senate 
Í bills on the Speaker’s table to be taken up and re- 
ferred. 
! Mr. MeKAY, by leave, from the Committee of 
Í Ways and Means, reported a bill to authorize an 
i issue of treasury notes and a loan; read twice, and 
i| referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union. 
| Mr. McKAY, by leave, from the Committee of 
; Ways and Means, also reported “A. bill making 
| appropriations for the support of the volunteers 
| and other troops authorized to be employed in the 

prosecution of the war with Mexico, during the 
year ending 30th June, 1847;” which was read 
twice and committed. 


Mr. KAUFMAN, on leave given, offered the 
following resolution; which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inguire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a port of entry at the Saline Pass in the 
State of Texas. 


Mr. B. MARTIN, by leave, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported the 
following joint resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Postmaster General be, and he is authorized.and direct- 
ed to cause the accounts of M. A. Price and E. A. White, of 
the State of Tennessee, for mail transportation, to be audited 
and settled ; anid to pay to the said Price and White, out of 
the fund appropriated for mail transportation, the same rate 
of compensation from the first day of January to the first 
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day of February, 1837, as was allowed and paid them from | 
the first of June to the Fist of December, 1837. i 


Read twice and committed. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- ! 
lowing message from the President of the United |; 
States: i 
To the House of Representatives : | 

I herewith transinit a report from the Secretary of State, 
together with ‘copies of the correspondence, in the year 
1841, between the President of the United States and the 
Governor of New Yerk, relative to the appearance of Joshua 
A, Spencer, Esq., district attorney of the United States, in 
the courts of the State of New York, as counsel for Alexan- 
der McLeod,” called for by the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 10th of April, 1846. 

WASHINGTON, July 2d, 1846. JAMES K. POLK. 


Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
And then the House adjourned. 


te ae ene { 
į 

_IN SENATE. | 

Tursnay, July 7, 1846. | 

Mr. DAVIS presented petitions of a vast pum- 
ber of the citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, deal- 
ers in wine, asking that the duties on that article 
may be made specific; which were laid upon the | 
table, and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. YULEE presented additional papers in re- 
lation to the claim of Isabella Stout; which were | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CILLEY presented a petition of citizens į 
of Pennsylvania, praying the adoption of all con- | 
stitutional measures for abolishing slavery in the , 
United States; the motion to receive which was | 
laid on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of a large | 
number of apothecaries of Boston, Massachusetts, 
praying that leeches may not be subject to duty; | 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented two petitions of 
citizens of Missouri, praying the establishment of 
a mail route from Tully to Lancaster, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented me- 
morials from Philip R. J. Freese, Cragin & Cleve- 
land, and Cragin, Cleveland, & Co., Shaw, Pater- 
son, & Co., A. & G. A. Kendall, Almy, Blake, & 
Co., Jordon & Stoddard, Whiton & Marsh, Kim- 
bell, Jewett, & Co., Freeman, Cobb, & Co., (three 
petitions,) Thomas P. Cushing, Thomas P. Cush- 
ing & Co., Lambert & Slade, and Lambert, Slade, 
& Co., George Home & Co., (four petitions,) John 
Williams & Co., Joseph Lill, James Read, and 
Chace & Grew, mercantile houses, asking that 
certain duties alleged to have been illegally exact- | 
ed, may be refunded; which were feel. to the | 
Committee on Finance. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 
to be printed, for the use of the Senate, three hun- | 
dred copies of the map of the coast survey. | 

t 
t 


Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following reso- | 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: | 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate all correspond- 
ence between the Navy Department and Captain 
E. A. F. Lavelette, while he was stationed at 
Memphis, Tennessee, with the reasons for trans- 
ferring him from that place;.and that the Secretary 
also furnish a copy of all letters and instructions 
from the Navy Department to Mr. Warford, and | 
all other persons employed in the navy-yard at | 
Memphis, and also all letters from them to the | 
Navy Department. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, reported back the bill to increase the pay 
of the rank and file of the army, with an amend- 
ment, and recommending that it do not pass. | 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of. 
Claims, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill for the relief of Wiliam Culver. 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Foreign Re- | 
lations, reported, without amendment, the bill for |! 
the relief of Thomas a Catesby Jones. f 

Mr. JOHN M, CLAYTON, from the Com- $ 
mittee of Claims, reported back, without amend- | 
pont the bill for the relief of ‘the heirs of Robert 

‘alton: 7 > 


|; 


| lor and Gaines; which motion was agreed to. 


| mittce of Claims, reported without amendment the 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Jy- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief. of Milledge 
Galphin, legal representative of George Galphin, | 
deceased; accompanied by a report in writing; 
which was read, and the report. was ordered to be 
printed. ae wee ee eat oak 

Mr. ASHLEY, also, from the same committee; 
reported, with amendments, the bill to provide for 
the distribution of the edition of the laws and: trea-: 
ties of the United States, published: by Little & i 
Brown, under the provisions of the resolution of | 
Congress approved 3d March, 1845, and for other 
purposes, . -3 al 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of: 
Claims, ‘reported back to the Senate the House bill 
for the relief of Samuel D. Enochs, with.a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. 


THE EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


Mr. PEARCE asked and obtained leave to in- | 
troduce a joint resolution supplementary to a joint 
resolution of the 20th February, 1845, in relation | 
to distributing. the works of the Exploring Expe- 
dition; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. P. explained the object of the joint resolu- 
tion, and hoped that there would be no objection 
to its immediate passage i 

The joint resolution was then read a third time, 
and passed. 

PAY OF VOLUNTEERS—GENERAL GAINES. 

Mr. BENTON moved that the prior orders of 
the day be postponed, and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the joint resolution, (from 
the House,) to refund to the States and individuals 


the sums of money advanced by them to raise and 
equip volunteers under the calls by Generals Tay- 


‘The joint resolution was considered as in com- 
miitee of the whole, and, having been read, 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved that the proviso— || 
which provides that nothing contained in the joint | 
resolution shall be considered as a sanction of the 
calls by General Gaines for troops, without the 
orders of the President—be stricken out; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, and the. joint reso- 
lution-as amended was, . Saree Pee 

On motion of Mr. BENTON; real'a third time, 
and passed. f i 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 


(House) bill for the relief of Dr. John Gray, de- 
ceased. ; 


THANKS OF CONGRESS TO GEN. TAYLOR. 


On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, the Senate took 
up for consideration the joint resolution presenting 
the thanks of Congress to General Taylor, and for 
other purposes; which was considered as in com- 
mittee of the whole. 

Several amendments were submitted and agreed 
to; and, after a discussion, occapying nearly an 
hour and a half, while every one admitted the 
propriety of the vote of thanks, some differences of 
opinion were disclosed as to the phraseology in i! 
which it should be conveyed, a resolution was || 
adopted unanimously in the following form: | 
JOINT RESOLUTION presenting the thanks of Congress į! 

to Major General Taylor, his officers and men. | 

Resolved unanimously by the Senate and House of Repre- f 

i 
{ 


sentatines of the United Stutes of America in Congress as- | 
sembled, That the thanks of Congress are due, and are hereby 
tendered to Major General Zachary Taylor, commanding the 
anny of occupation, his oflicers and men, for the fortitude, j 
skill, enterprise, and courage, which have distinguished the | 
recent brilhant operations on the Rio Grande. ` 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That Congress sincerely 
sympathize with the relatives and friends of the officers 
and soldiers of the army of the United States who so 
bravely fell in the service of their country on the Rio | 
Grande. y 

Seo. 3. And be it further resolved, That the President of 
the United States be requested to cause the foregoing reso-’ 
lution to be communicated to General Taylor, and through 
him to the army under his command. ` 

SEC. 4. And be it further resolved, That the President of 
the United States be authorized and requested to-have a 
medal of gold procured, with appropriate devices and in- 
scriptions thereon, and presented to General Taylor, in the 
name of the Republic, as a tribute to his good conduct, valor, 
and generosity, to the vanquished. : es 


The “ act granting a pension to Joseph Morris,” || 
was read a third time, and passed. 
The ‘¢ bill for the relief of Benjamin Harris, of ; 


The‘ bill for the relief of Henry Biting,” was 
read a third time, and passed. ooo n 0 one 
The. pill to allow to Elijah White additional 
compensation for services, and reimbursement. of. 
expenses incurred as-acting sub-agent west.of the: 


|| Rocky Mouniains,”. was: read a third time, and, 
| after. some remarks by. Mr. PEARCE, against, 


and Mr, ATCHISON in defence of the bill, was 
passed. BERE a E ate By i ( : 
oo o= THE PUBLIC LANDS.. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the Senate resumed, 
as in committee ‘of the whole, the consideration öf 
the bill for the ‘graduation and reduction’ of the 
‘price of the public lands, the question’ pending 


‘| being upon the adoption of an amendment submit- 
| ted by Mr. J. M; Crayton to the amendment siib- 


mitted to said bill by Mr. Carnon. Mr. ©., it 
will be'remembered, presented his amendment as 
a test question of. the sense of the Senate in ‘rela- 


‘| tion to the principle of ceding the publie lands to 


the States in which they Jie... - 

Mr. HUNTINGTON addressed the Senate in 
opposition to the bill, at some tength, contending 
that the effect ofthis: bill -would be to Tessen the 
amount of sales, and thus diminish the revenue, 
instead of ircreasing‘it. He-contendeéd'also that it 
would reduce the value of real estate generally. in 
all the States in which the lands lie. ~*~". 

[Several messages in‘ writing were received ‘frome 
the President of the: United States.] = °°: i 

Messis: SIMMONS, JOHNSON of Louisiana, 
and DAYTON, also spoke in-opposition to the 
graduation ‘bill, and Messrs. CALHOUN ‘and 
YULEE in favor-of the same. `. > ee: 

Mr. ‘JOHNSON, of Maryland, was ‘about :to 
address the Senate, when the Senate went into Ex~ 
ecutive session; and, after some time spent. therein, 
the doors were opened, and : j 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. a 
Tvuespay, July 7, 1846. i 


Mr. GILES (so soon as the House had been 
called to order) ‘rose to inquire of the Speaker 
whether it was too late to move an amendment to 


the Journal, of Friday last. 2 0 

The SPEAKER said it was too late. > 5. 
_ (Mr. Gites wished to amend the Journal of. Fri- 
day in this particular: ‘* The Committee. of the 
Whole on the tariff bill had. recommended ‘the fòl- 
lowing amendment, viz: ‘That tobacco unmanufac- 
tured’ be taken from the twenty per cent. list, and 
be placed in the thirty per cent. list.” The House 
refused to concur in this amendment; but the Clerk 
had-entered that the amendment was conewrred in} 
" The Journal of yesterday was then read. 

Mr. ASHMUN rose to move a correction. 

Mr. CULLOM desired to move a suspension of 
the rules, to enable him to submit a motion for the 


| printing of an extra number of copies of the report 


from the Committee on Foreign Affairs in relation 
to the Mexican war. r k 

The SPEAKER said. the motion was not now 
in order. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
Asumun] would state his amendment. f 

Mr. ASHMUN said that the motion submitted, 
by the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. McGavenry} 
was not stated on the Journal. It was stated simply 
that the gentleman made'a certain motion. The 


| Clerk had givén-a brief abstract of the. substance-of 


the proposition; but the proposition itself was not 
on the Journal: -It would not, therefore, appear 
what the motion which the Speaker decided to.be 
out of order was.. He moved that the Journal b 
amended: by inserting it. 
The SPEAKER directed the Clerk again to read 
the portion of the Journal referred to. ; 
Which having been read, we : 
The SPEAKER said: The Chair understands 


|| the gentleman as moving to insert the amendment 


itself on the Journal. ng eat 

Mr. ASHMUN. Yes; to ‘insert the motion. 
made by the gentleman from’ Indiana, [Mr. Mc- 
Gavenry.| H 

Mr. GENTRY inquired. whether it was not 
usual, in making up the Journal, to spread at full 
length upon it any proposition taken by yeas and 
nays? i ; : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it isnot 
usual to spread on the Journal an amendment such 
as that offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr 
McGaueney,]-for the reasons which the Chair stas 


La Salle county, State of Hiinois,”” was read a third 
time, and passed. ee Ras 


i ted. yesterday, and for the additional reasons whi h 
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the Chair will now state. „AJL nullities, or errors 
perpetrated on the part of the House, through error 
on the part of the Clerk, had never been consider- 
èd as. journalizing ‘matter. And the Chair would 
call attention -to.two cases which had occurred at 
the present session. “On the engrossment of the 
bill. making appropriations for the payment of In- 
dian.annuities, when that bill was under consider- 
ation, the Clerk omitted one of the amendments, 
and the House went on and: ordered the bill to a 
third reading. After that had been done, a gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee called the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that one of the amendments had 
béen omitted. The Chair stated that the proceed- 
ing would be regarded as a nullity, and that it 
would not appear on the Journal. “And it did not. 
. At another time during this session, when the 
bill in relation to fishing. bounties was under con- 
sideration, the Chair was precisely in the same 
condition in which it found itself on Friday last. 
The Chair gave’ the casting vote. It was after- 
wards ascertained that the Chair had no right to 
vote. The whole proceeding was a nullity, and 
did not appear on the J ournal. In neither of these 
cases—both of which were in point, and the latter 
especially so—did any gentleman rise and move an 
amendment of the Journal. 

On these considerations, and looking to the prac- 
tice of the House, the Chair had yesterday decided 
that the amendment could not be entertained. An 
appeal had been taken from the decision. The mo- 
tion ‘had been, put, and the decision of the Chair 
had been sustained, 

Mr. GENTRY said, it seemed to him that the 
reasoning of the Chair would apply forcibly, and 
probably conclusively, to the original matter about 
which it was proposed to amend the Journal, that 
being of selfa nullity, It did not, however, ap- 
ply to the motion submitted yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. McGauenry. he 
amendment was an actual proceeding of the House. 
It was ruled out of order. An appeal was taken 
from the decision. These were all parts of the 

roceedings of the Elouse. 

The SPEAKER. Yesterday morning the Chair 
ruled the amendment out of order, and that it could 
not appear on the Journal, The object of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] appears to 
be, to spread upon the Journal that which the 
House, by its decision, refused to admit. The 
Chair means that the Journal cannot be so amended. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON inquired whether there 
was nota case precisely in point, in the notable 
protest of a portion of the members of ‘the 28th 
Congress at its organization? And whether. the 
Fouse did not, in that case, solemnly decide, that 
the protest should not gd on the Journals of the 
House? box : 

Mr, GENTRY. admitted the fact, but said he 
believed it was then held, that the proceeding was 
a violation of the long-established: practice of the 
House. 

After a brief conversation, in which Messrs. G. 
S. HOUSTON, ASHMUN, and GENTRY, par- 
ticipated, i 

Mr, ASHMUN appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, 

The question on the appeal was taken, and the 
House sustained the decision of the Chair. 

So the amendment was not entertained. 

And then the Journal was approved. 


THE ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


When the‘House adjourned last evening, a mo- 
tion had been made by Mr. Hoes to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling hint to offer a 
joint resolution providing for the final adjournment 
‘of Congress on Monday, the 27th day of July; on 


which motion the yèas and nays had been or- 


dered, 

Mr. HOGE now modified his resolution, so as to 
substitute Monday, the $d day of August, for Mon- 
day, the 27th day of July. ; 

‘And the question, “Shall the rales-be suspend- 
ed?” was taken, and decided in the affirmative, 
(two-thirds voting therefor,) as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Barringer, Benton, 
James Black, Bririkerhoft, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wm. 
G. Brown, Buffington, John: H. Campbell, Catheart, John G. 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Coliamer, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Darragh, Garrett Davis Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, 
Dickson, Dunlap, Erdman, i. H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Fieklim; Foot, Foster, Gentry, Giddings; Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Hudson, Hungerford, 
W. Hunt, i. B. Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. 


Leonard H: Sim 


| which were refused. 


Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
‘Leib, Lewis, Long, McClelland, McClernand, Joseph J. 
McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Morris, Moseley, Moul- 
ton, Niven, Norris, Perry, Pollock, Relfe, Ritter, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
s, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stevens, Stewart, 
St. John, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, James Thempson. 
Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Williams, an 
Winthrop—99. ` o é 
'NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Burt, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chipman, Cobb, Cullom, 
Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Fries, Harmanson, 
Hopkins, George S. Houston, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph Johnson, George W. i 
clay, James McDowell, McKay, Jom: P. 
Martin, Morse, Owen, Payne, Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, 


Rbett, Simpson, Stanton, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tib- | 


batts, Tredway, Wick, Woodward, and Yancey—48. 


And the resolution being thus before the House, | 


Mr. HOGE and Mr. BRODHEAD demanded 


the previous question. 


i 
i 
r. MARTIN, of Kentucky, and Mr. STEW- || 
ART, desired the demand to be withdrawn, that | 


ones, Leake, Lumpkin, Ma- | 
Martin, Barkley | 


the necessary. business of the country could. be 
transacted, if there was a disposition manifested 
here and elsewhere to transact.it, within the time 
designated by him. He thought that the sooner 
Congress adjourned and .went home the betters 
and he thought, also, that the longer the time for 
which it, adjourned the better... If Congress would 
adjourn for three or, four years, he, thought it 
would be for the advantage of the:country. 
| Some. conversation followed on a point of.order. 

Mr. STEWART proceeded in his remarks, re- 
{erring to the tariff and other measures which had 
passed. the House, and declaring his object; in 
moving an earlier day, to be to prevent injurious 
and destructive legislation. Aah 
| After some farther interruptions on points of 
i| order, &c., Mr. S. concluded his remarks.. 

Mr. COBB said that the gentleman from Penn- 
i| sylvania, [Mr. STEWART, in assigning the rea~ 
sons which had infuenced him in submitting the 
motion to reconsider, had assigned his (Mr. C.’s 


they might offer amendments. 

The demand, not having been withdrawn, was 
seconded. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. 


Mr. HOGE and Mr. BRODHEAD asked the | 
yeas and nays on that motion, which were order- | 


ed; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, | 


Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Burt, 
John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Daniel, Dargan, 
Jeflerson Davis, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Haralson, Hopkins, 


i George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Joseph R 


fngersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeConnell, 
McCrate, James McDowell, MeKay, John P, Martin, Bark- 
ley Martin, More, Owen, Payne, Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, 
Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Leonard 

ton, Strong, Sykes, Jacob Thompson, Tredway, Wick, 
Woodward, and Yaneey—59. 

NAYS—Messra. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, 
Renton, Jas. Black, Brinkerholl, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Buffington, John H. Campbell, Cath- 
cart, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cunningham, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Evsworth, Erdman, 
Join H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, 
Fries, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 
Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hen- 
ley, Hoge, Blins B. Holmes, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Iont, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Jawes H. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leib, Long, 
MeCielland, McClernand, J. J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Miller, Morrie, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Norns, 
Parrish, Perry, Pollock, Relfe,-Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John 
A, Rockwell,.Root, Sawyer, Scammon, Sehenck, Truman 
Smith, Thomas Smith Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Ste- 

hens, Stewart, St. Jonv, Strohm, Thibodeaux, James 
‘hompson, ‘Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, 
Vinton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Young, and Yost—105. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

And then it was adopted. 

So, by this vote, the House, on its part, deter- 
mined that Congress would adjourn on Monday, 
the 3d day of August. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 
Mr. BOYD offered a resolution (in the usual 


Barringer, 


“to reduce and graduate the price of the 
lands to actual settlers and cultivators” shou 
minate-this day at two o’clock. 


eile 
d ter- 


Mr. TIBBATTS rose to movea modification as |) 
to the time, (as the reporter understood.) H 
Mr. BOYD, remarking that he had not yielded | 


the floor, demanded the previous question on his 
resolution. 

Mr. GORDON and Mr. ASHMUN moved that 
the resolution be laid on the table. 


And the question having been taken, the resolu- 
tion was laid on the table. ; 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


the vote by which the House had this morning | 
adopted a joint resolution providing for the ad- | 
journment of Congress on Monday, the 3d day of | 

| 


view, should it prevail, to move an amendment 
fixing an earlier day—the 20th of July. 
M. I. E. HOLMES. ‘We will not do it. 
Some conversation followed on a point of order. 
Mr. STEWART remarked that he thought all 


Il. Sims, Simpson, Stan- [| 


£ 

Mr. C. B. SMITH asked the yeas and nays; | 
i 

| 


also) with some slight variation; and he- trusted 
that these reasons would be duly considered by a 
portion of his political friends, and would induce 
them to reverse their decision, to reconsider the 
vote on the adoption of the resolution, and to lay 
the resolution on thetable. The object avowed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, he (Mr. C.) had 
no doubt met with a hearly response, as the gen- 
i| tleman himself had said, by those of his political 
| friends who surrounded him, and who ha smiled 
‘| approbation on the reasons he had given for the 
| reconsideration. If the object of those who had 
| supported the resolution was, In. common, with that 
| of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to defeat one 
of the great measures adopted by the House, and 
now awaiting the decision of the Senate, let them 
| pass a resolution to adjourn on the 27th of July, 
i oron the 3d of August, and bring this session to a 
i: speedy close. If, on the contrary, Jt was the sin- 
|i cere wish and intention of a majority here to see 
| 


| the measures which had received the unequivocal 
| approbation of a majority pass and become laws, 
then it was their duty to go with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania so far as the reconsideration of 
| this vote was concerned, and then to lay the reso- 
[lution on the table, and to allow sufficient time for 
the action not only of the House, but of the Sen- 
late, on the various great measures now pending 
before them. When that action had been had— 
when the measures to which the Democratic part 
were devoted and pledged to the country—(whic 
ledges, so far as this House was concerned, had 
Lee redeemed )—should have received the action 
of the Senate, for weal or for wo, it was immate- 
rial—it would then be time to determine on the 
| proper period for an adjournment. He appealed 
| to the friends of these measures. Could his voice 
|! be heard by the friends of the sub-treasury bill, 
l| which had ‘passed this House by a decided majo- 
| rity, and which now slept at the other end of the 
|! Capitol? Could the friends of the tariff bill be 
|| appealed to with success? Could the friends of 
the graduation bill be so appealed to? Could the 
| friends of these three great measures now pend- 
ing—when the gentleman from Pennsylvania avow- 
ed his object to be to defeat them—could the friends 
of these measures, Mr. C. asked, unite with that 
gentleman and his political friends in the adoption 
of legislation by which the inevitable defeat of 
i| these measures was to be brought about? And 
that, too, when these motives were publicly avowed 
land given to the country as the reasons for an 
| early adjournment? Were gentlemen in earnest ? 
| Did they intend faithfally to carry out these meas- 
| 
if 
| 
! 


ures to which they had pledged their support? 
Were they trifling with the country? Were they 
trifling with the wishes of their constituents? Did 
they intend to delude and deceive them by the pas- 
sage of bills here, and then defeating the successful 
| action of Congress upon them by adopting a reso- 


i| ution of early adjournment, for the purpose, ex- 
i| press and implied, by some, to defeat these bills? 


He could not believe it. He would not believe it 
until the final vote had been taken on the reconsid- 
| eration, and a majority of this House had, by their 

votes, demonstrated their intention to stand by the 
side of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

‘But if in order, he would go one step further, 
and refer to details. How stood the business be- 
fore the Senate? There was the tariff bill. There 
was the sub-treasury bill. There was the ware- 
housing bill; the public land bill; the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill; and all the other appro- 
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riation bills of the session. As yet no action had 
been taken on these measures on the part of that 
body. How long a time would be consumed in 
their consideration? Look back to the previous 
action of the Senate on measures of this character? 
Give them two weeks for the tariff; and then there 
were the sub-treasury and the other great measures, 
It was impossible that the business could be dis- 
posed of within the time contemplated; and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had spoken the sol- 
emn truth—the adoption of the resolution would 
destroy and defeat these measures in the other 


branch of Congress which had received the favor- ] 


able action of this. He appealed earnestly to his 
friends, therefore—not to this side of the House, 
(Mi. C. standing on the Whig side as he spoke,) 
for he knew that they were honestly and bona fide 
carrying out the feelings which had actuated them 
in relation to these measures from the commence- 
ment of the session—but he appealed to those who 
were friendly to the cause which he espoused to 
carry through in good faith the pledges they had 
given to their constituents, to fulfil the wishes of 
the people, and not to effect their inevitable defeat 
by the adoption of this resolution. Were his 
friends afraid to go before the country upon a vote 
against an early adjournment? He trusted not. 
If necessary, let them go before the people with 
the Journal of the House in their hands. Let them 
read over the yeas and nays on every day’s ad- 
journment, and let the people see, if necessary, by 
whom this delay had been brought about. Let 
them see who it was that had voted on each suc- 
cessive day for an early adjournment during the 
session—at two—at three—at four o’clock. 

Mr. GENTRY was here understood to inquire 
whether the gentleman intended to convey the idea 
thata minority had adjourned the House. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir, no; it is not necessary to 
convey the idea that a minority has adjourned the 
House. But I will tell the country what minorities 
have done. And those who are acquainted with 
the rules which govern this bod y, know what the 
power in the hands of a minority is to throw ob- 
stacles in the way of legislation. They have seized 
every opportunity during this session to exercise 
the power which is always vested in the minority. 

Mr. C. here went into some staternents respect- 
ing daily motions to adjourn, &c., which gave 
rise to somé controversial explanations, in which 
Messrs. J. R. Incersout, Vinton, Trszarrs, 
Wintnror, and Toomss, participated. 

He concluded by saying, that no member was 
more desirous to leave Washington city than he 
was. But he had vated against fixing a day of ad- 
journment, and he should continue to vote so until 
‘the reasons assigned by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania should cease to operate. When they had 
ceased to have any force—when it was no longer 
desired to defeat these great measures, which this 
Congress had assembled to carry out, in obedience 
to the views of the people—he should be prepared 
to aid in bringing about an adjournment at the ear- 
liest moment. Till then he should vote to remain 
here. 

Mr. HOGE inquired whether it would be in 
order to move to Jay on the table the motion to 
reconsider? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOGE submitted that motion. 


Mr. RHETT inquired as to the effect of that | 


vote. .. 

The SPEAKER replied, that if the motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table, the resolution 
would stand passed. 

Mr. HENLEY asked Mr. Hoge to withdraw 
his motion. 

Mr. HOGE declined. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
between Mr. DROMGOOLE and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. HENLEY said it was his intention to 
change his vote on this subject, and for this rea- 
son he asked the gentleman from Illinois to with- 
draw his motion in order to allow him to state the 
reasons which would influence him. Tt was well 
known to every gentleman in this House that he 
(Mr. FH.) had uniformly voted for the earliest day 
of adjournment.. He had thought no circumstan- 
ces could occur which would prevent him from 
agrecing to that course. Buta state of things now 
exists which changes my opinion, and I intend to 
take a different course.” I take the responsibility 
of a directly opposite ‘course from that which I 
have always heretofore taken. I listened with 


| in five weeks; but if we are not through I'am not | 


j and have thrown obstacles in the way of the ad- 


| The duty which they were sent here to do for the 


| pleasure to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Coss;}] I am glad he made them; 
they have had their effect upon me, and ‘shoald 
have upon every individual of the majority of this 
House who is willing to take the responsibility of | 
what-he believes to.be correct. When responsi- 
bility is cast upon me, it is well known by those 
who are acquainted with me, Lassumé it willingly. 
I shall now assume the responsibility: of voting 
against the motion to lay on thé table; if that be | 
-defeatéd; I shall vote to reconsider, and then T shall 
vote to postpone the question until we can see the 
tariff bill safe, and all the other great questions 
which this Congress is bound to carry out: “I 
am still for the earliest day of adjournment, 
and hope we shall yet adjourn as early as the 
day mentioned in that resolution; but this is 
not the proper time to fix the day. It does not, 
then, become gentlemen of the minority here 
(whilst I respect them as high-minded, honorable 
gentlemen in all their social relations, I say it) to 
attempt to defeat us here, and delay our action in 
the manner in which they attempt to-do in this. 
The gentleman from Georgia told them the truth. 
The gentlemen say they are for an early adjourn- 
ment; if so, will they prevent this Congress from 
doing all the proper business before Congress, in- 
dependent of the tariff? Is it their intention to do 
all the harm they can, and no good, because they 
are in the minority? 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, inquired if five weeks 
was not sufficient time for the remaining business 
of the session ? 

Mr. HENLEY. Five weeks may be sufficient 
time; and if it be sufficient time, and if that gentle- 
man, and all others, will come forward and assidu- | 
ously discharge their duty, then we may be through | 


for adjourning. What has been the policy of the | 
minority? I have sat in my seat and witnessed | 
their course. I would not blame them so much 
for itif they were willing to come out boldly and 
take the responsibility of that course. They have 
voted uniformly for every. praposition (with now 
and then an exception) made to adjourn early, day 
by day; they have voted against calls for the pre- 
vious: question, for early adjournments, for yeas 
and nays, and-for.all, measures. tending to defeat | 
and ‘delay business,: The Journal: will.show it. 
Gentlemen could not deny it.” They have occi- 
pied their seats and refused to vote, in order to 
break up the committee for want of a quorum, 


vance of business generally. He had seen them 
do it; it could not be denied. 

Mr. VANCE, . Did the gentleman ever see the 
other side do it? ; 

Mr. HENLEY replied that he would answer | 
that question fairly. In the first place, if any of | 
the majority had been recreant to their duty, it was 
no justification for gentlemen on the other side for | 
their course in defeating and delaving the action of | 
Congress. He acknowledged that some of his ! 
friends had been absent from their seats at times— 
and that when gentlemen of the other side were | 
here—for what? To do their duty to the country? | 


country? .No; they were here to prevent action, 
and delay and embarrass the progress of the ma- 
jority in legislation. They found no justification 
for this, even if some of our friends have been ab- 
sent at times from their seats; he would not justify 
that; he hoped the country would look into it. He | 
would screen no one who was guilty. 

Mr. VINTON interposed, and said the majority 
of Congress was responsible to the country, and in | 
their hands; and he took it for granted they would | 
do their duty. 

Mr. HENLEY knew very well there was some 
truth in this—that they of the majority were re- | 
sponsible—and, for one, he was ready to assume | 
that responsibility, and to act upon it. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Heney,] and to the gen- | 
tleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Hoce,] (from whom he 
had received the floor,) to withdraw the motion to | 
lay on the table, and adopt that of the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Cogs,] to postpone the reso- 
lution tosome future day. He had no disposition, 
and he was sure his colleague had no disposition, 
to jeopard the passage of the tariff, or any of the. 
great measures before Congress; and. he therefore 
preferred to retain the decision-.of the question | 
within their own hands. At the same time, as’ 


-out to so great an extent, by 


early as the progress of thé public business would 
allow,-he was ready to fix.a day to adjourn. 
Somé conversation took place, ii which Messrs. 
GRIDER, HOUSTON of Alabama,GENTRY, 
KING‘ of Massachusetts, and SCHENCK, parti- 
cipate : SAE : face Ra 
i Mr. HENLEY, in conclusion, addregséd_ him- 
self to the democratic party, (for it was sometimes 
necessary. to. speak In a party sense). “Was there 
any Democrat (he asked) who stood mote’ strong- 
ly pledged to an early adjournment of Congréss 
than he? Yet, with cheerfulness, with. pleasure, 
he now came forward and voted to postpone action 
upon it, because he believed. it for the good of-the 
country, and for the greater security of those im- 
portant measures of reform to which the Democrat- 
Ic party were pledged, and which had been carried 
¢ f this- House, at 
Mr. JOSEPH J. MeDOWELEL inquired if this 
resolution would be operative until ‘the Senate 
adopted it?. He was willing to Jet them take the 
responsibility; the House had discharged theirs. 
_ Mr. HENLEY replied in the negative to the 
inquiry. But did not the gentleman. know that if 
they sent this resolution to the’ Senate, and the 
could by hoak or by crook suceeéed in getting it 
adopted, they_haying no previous. question; no par- 
liamentary rules which’ enabled the majority so 
certainly to command the business of the body, 
the opposition ‘might succeed in’ defeating “action 
upon the tariff, and upon. the other great measures 


of the session? The little minority in this House 
actually embarrassed business, and defeated theat- 
tempts of the majority to press it along; but thére 
they were nearly equal. Yes; exactly equal on 
the tariff question; and did not the gentleman. from 
Ohio know, if this resolution was adopted, by pro- 
longed debate, by calls of yeas and nays, by mo- 
tions to adjourn, and by other means, of delay, 
they could stave off action until the day of adjourn- 
ment came? And then this bill would. be defeat- 
ed; and if it was defeated, would not those iñ this 
House who voted for ‘the resolution to adjourn, 
be in some measure responsible? pets 

In conclusion, he renewed the motion to. lay on 
the table.’ tuys Ios i eee S 

Mr. G: S. HOUSTON appealed to Mr. H. to 
withdraw his ‘motion, in order that the demand 
for the previols question might be seconded, and 
then the subject be postponed... 80 

Mr. HENLEY waived the motion at the re- 
quest of ` f 

Mr. McKAY, who said he would not waste the 
time of the House by repeating the arguments 
which had been pressed with so much force. by:the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Cops,] and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hentey.] There were 
one or two other considerations, however, which 
he wished to bring to the notice of the House, 
which he thought would have some weight in the 
decision of this question by this House. We met 
here on the 1st December last. ‘What then was 
the condition of the country? Were there not va- 
rious grave and important questions presented for 
the action of, Congress, not only touching the do- 
mestie policy of the country, but also our foreign 
relations? You had the annexation of Texas to 
complete. You have had a controversy existing 
between the United States and Great Britain for 
the last thirty years respecting the territory on the 
northwest coast of America. By the deliberations 
of Congress, in coniunction with the action of the 
Executive, (no matter who is entitled to the credit 
of it; if the Whigs have had some agency in bring- 
ing it about,) that long-pending controversy, which 
was just about disturbing the peace of two great 
nations of the earth, has fortunately been brought 
to a close. A neighboring republic has been incor- 
porated into the Union. Itis true it has been fol- 
lowed by a war. : oe 

The SPEARKER interposed, afid«stated that, 
under the decision he had ‘before made, he must 
consider this- course of remark on. the part of the 
gentleman irrelevant. ; E 

Mr. McKAY did not intend to violate the rules 
of order. He was only referring to the subjects 
which had excited the attention of Congress during 
the present session—the tariff, the ware-housing 
bill, and the graduation bill; all- these measures 
touching the domestic policy of the country. Has 
this session, in which all these important questions 
have been considered, been unusually long? oT 
know gentlemen feel anxious about adjournment: 
I am as much so as any oie; Tam always in my 
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“seat attending to public business, and desirous, as 
‘far as in-my power, to expedite the business of the 
country. ` On that point I have nothing to reproach 
myself.. Iam prepared, and- T think if the House 
will act up to the requirements upon them, we can 
bring this’ session to a-close-by the 2d of August. 
You can doit : : ‘ : 

But how, let mé ask gentlemen; does-this session 
` compare with the first session of the twenty-seventh 
` Congress, when the Whigs were ina large major- 

ity here in both branches of Congress? Did you 
bring it. to a close iri seven months, as you now 
wish? In eight? No. You met on the Ist De- 
cember, and when did ‘you adjourn?) The middle 
of July? The 3d of August? No! With all 
your wonderful zeal for economy, with all your 
wonderful anxiety now to bring this session to a 
close, when did you adjourn? On the 31st Au- 
gust! And is this all? No; you not only con- 
tinued the ‘session nine months, but you had an 
extra session, commencing the 31st May, and end- 
ing some time the latter part of September. But 
here gentlemen of the Whig party are raising this 
clamor for the termination of the ‘session. Some 
change has come over the spirit of their dream, 
and they are found now loudly clamoring that this 
session must be brought to a close long before the 
public business is done. 

Mr. STEWART rose to withdraw his motion 
to reconsider. It was not received; Mr. McKay 
declining to yield the floor, à 

[There was great confusion in the Hall. The 
Speaker rapped loudly to order, and requested Mr. 
McK. to suspend his remarks until the House 
came to order. Order having been restored in some 
measure, Mr. McK. proceeded.] 

Mr. ROBERTS (interposing) was understood to 
inquire of Mr. McK. whether any proposition was 
made by the Whigs in 1842, and the called session, 
to reduce the pay of members? 

Pk McKAY replied, not that he had ever heard 
of, 

I have here (said Mr. McK.) a list of the dura- 
tion of the several Congresses from the commence- 
ment of the Government. The fifth Congress met 
on the 13th November, 1797, and adjourned Jnly 
16, 1798, being in session eight months and three 
days, Here, when this country was just in its in- 
fancy, when its population was small, when there 
was not a great deal of legislation required, the ses- 
sion of Congress was eight months and three days 
in duration. Again, atthe commencement of the 

_ war with Great. Britain, Congress met on the 4th 
November, 1811, and it was not until July.Ist that 
they adjourned. This session, then; was not unu- 
-sually long. WA liane ee ap El 

But-we are all anxious.to adjourn, I believe we 
can adjourn où the 3d of August—perhaps on the 
2th: of July... What I want is, that my friends 
who are anxious: to bring this session to a close 

should retain the decision of this matter in their 

own hands; and I now propose to my friend from 
Indiana, in order to prevent the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Srewanr] from playing the 
trick—he would not use this phrase, for he would 
confine. himself to- parliamentary language—but 
from practising the tactics which he bad intimated 
very clearly he would do, [of withdrawing the 
motion to reconsider, thus leaving the resolution 
jn force, and without the power of the House,] I 
call on my friend from Indiana to make the mo- 
‘tion to reconsider. We can then move to post- 
pone it to this day two weeks; and if we find, 
from the progress of business before the Senate, 
that all the important and necessary business be- 

“fore us can be accomplished, I will vote for the 

resolution. But is thére a single man in this 
House belonging to the majority, who are respon- 
sible for those great measures, who will dare, 
after we have been some six or seven months pre- 
paring them for final action, now to vote for an 
earlier day of adjournment than will ensure their 
passage by both Elouses of Congress ?._ 

But there is another circumstance. The appro- 
_priation for the pay and mileage’ of members of 

Congress is about being exhausted. [I shall be 
foreed to report a bill; and, for my own part, I am 
inclined to take good care to practise what gentle- 
men say ought to be done. `I: do. not know how 
the Committee of Ways and-Means will be dispo- 
sed to act, but you have it completely within. your 

ower. You can starve out these members if you 
will, who, you say, want to stay here. Tam anx- 
ious to adjourn as soon as our business will allow, 
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I again appeal to my friend to postpone this motion 
to reconsider two weeks, and then we can fairly 
decide whether it is proper or not to fix upon the 


.3d_of August for adjournment. 


Mr. HAMLIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENLEY rose to move to reconsider the 
vote on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN declined to yield; and 

The SPEAKER stated that it-was not in order, 
for the further reason that the very motion by Mr. 
Srewanr was pending. ; i 

Mr. HAMLIN had risen for the purpose. of 
stating the reasons which would influence him in 
the vote which he should give on this subject. If 


| there was a single man within these walls who had 


been the sincere supporter of the great Adminis- 
tration measures which he believed beneficial to 
the country, he trusted he might be numbered 
among them. He had been a warm and devoted 
supporter of the independent treasury. He had 
voted for the modification of the tariff, although he 
would have preferred a bill differing somewhat from 
that which they had passed, and for which he did 
vote. He should vote fora bill graduating the 
price of our public Jands, {cries of “ good;”] I have 
always voted for that measure, because I believe it 
to be just and right to the country. That is my 
position. I voted this morning for the suspension 
of the rules for a resolution fixing a day of adjourn- 
ment. I shall adhere to that vote, and I will state 
the reasons for it; and I do hope that gentlemen on 
this side of the House will not be frightened from 
their propriety by this whirlwind which has been 
got up here. 

What are the reasons? Months ago we sent the 


independent treasury bill to the Senate, and there || 
it slumbers now—I know not, and I care not, in} 
Tam simply stating facts, without |; 


whose hands. 
intending reflection upon any one. We sent our 
appropriation bills there—some of them months 
ago. There they are slumbering now. We sent 
the tariff bill to them yesterday, which was passed 
in this House on Friday of last week, and we are 
informed that they have assigned next Monday for 
its consideration, 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means for declaring (what I most cheerfully 
concur in) that we can adjourn by the 3d of August, 
Postpone this resolution two weeks, and then we 
will be no nearer an adjournment than we are 
now—hardly an hour. | If the 3d of August, then, 
shall afford sufficient time within which to do the 
public business, (and I sincerely and honestly be- 
lieve that it does,).then let us fix it, and go to work 
in view of it.” I say what I believe is true, and 
what I regret to have to say, that there has been, 
on the part of this House, a remissness in coming 
up like men and doing the duties for which they 
were sent here. T say it of the House as well as 
of the Senate; and more, of this side of the House 


as well as the other. Ihave witnessed with regret | 


upon every day when private bills are under con- 
sideration here, there bas been a disposition on this 
side of the House to stave off action, 
been, also, on the other side. These are facts 


which no candid man here can have failed to wit- || 


ness. 

My friend near me thinks I have voted for most 
of the carly adjournments. I have voted oeca- 
sionally for adjournments past three o'clock. Tbe- 
lieve I state what the Journal will show to be true, 
that, saving the time when a part of my family 


were indisposed, no man in this House has been |; 


here more promptly and more punctually than I 
have been. 

Now, there being sufficient time for the transac- 
tion of all the remaining public business, there are 
two main and particular considerations that impress 


| themselves upon my mind: first, that if the other 
branch of Congress is disposed, by the spirit of | 
faction, to defeat the great measures of the coun- | 


try, upon them, and not upon us—upon that body, 
and not upon this—must rest the responsibility. 
There is sufficient time. I believe we are not 
bound to conclude—that we are not justified in 
concluding—that the spirit of faction is to reign 
triumphant in the other branch of Congress. I 
have the authority of my friend from North Car- 
olina, that there is time by the 3d of August. Let 
us then fix the time now, and work up to that 
time, and all our business may be punctually and 
thoroughly performed. 

Again: suppose this resolution pass, and it is 
sent to the other branch of Congress; it does not 


SS 


Now, I have the authority of i 


So it has || 


become arule of action, or of any binding force, 
until they agree to.it. We shall give our opinion 
merely to the Senate, that the time will be sufficient; 
if their- opinion is different, they can non-concur. 

The course of the 27th Congress has been alluded 
to by the gentleman from. North ‘Carolina. Ido 
not now rise to cast reproach upon that Congress, 
and I have ne apology for it:: Göd forbid. But I 
| trust-we-will not sph 


iton- the same rock. I insist 
there was, throughout the lerigth and -breadth of 
this land, a settled~conviction on the minds of-our 
people that there: had been unnecessary delay and 
| prolongation of the session. It is so now; itis ime 
| we should act, and not talk—that we should conte 
| to a conclusion, and definitively settle the great 
|! questions for which we were brought here; and I 
am for fixing a time for the adjournment of Con- 
| gress, and would fix that time which the gentle- 
i man from North Carolina says will be ample and 
! sufficient. ; ; 
Mr. H. did not hear his friend from Georgia, 
| {Mr. Coss.] He never heard him without placing 
| great weight in what he says; and not a sentiment 
that falls from his lips but he took to be the state- 
ment of an honest heart. But he would excuse 
those who came to a different conclusion, backed 
by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, viz: that there will be ample time within 
the period specified by the resolution. 

After some conversation on a point of order be- 
tween Messrs. STEWART, DROMGOOLE, and 
| the SPEAKER, 

Mr, STEW ART withdrew his motion to recon- 
sider, 

Mr. HOGE renewed the motion. ` He desired, 
he said, to submit one of two remarks by way of 
explanation. He was induced to make them in 
consequence of remarks which had fallen from 
‘ gentlemen who had addressed the House, particu- 
‘tarly the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Cons,] 
| and the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
| Ways and Means. He should not go into a vin- 
i dication of the motives that influenced him in 
‘ offering this resolution, He did not think any 
gentleman here was prepared to question the puri- 
‘ty and sincerity of his motives, He had given to 
| the grent measures which had been alluded to b 

gentlemen, and which had gone to the other branch 
lof Congress, his firm support. No man who 
occupied a seat on this floor had given a more 
hearty, determined, disinterested support to the 
tariff bill, the sub-treasury, and all those other 
great measures which they had passed upon during 
thissession. Certainly, then, he was notto be made 
liable to the imputation of the motives, designs, 
and intentions, to which the honorable gentleman 
from Georgia alluded, and which he seemed to fix 
upon those who advocated the passage of this res- 
| olution, Why, it was most unfortunate that that 
|| honorable member, in suppor his views, called 

upon the friends of the sub-treasury to stand firm 
by the country, and vate down this resolution, 
aimed at the success of these great measures. Jt 
was a most unfortunate allusion. We passed the 
sub-ireasury bill by an immense majority months 
ago, sent it to the Senate, where it has slumbered 
i under the guardian care and management of the 
| honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance 
| —a gentleman from the South. Again and again 
‘has that honorable chairman been called upon to 
| produce that measure to the body for its action. 
i It remained with him for months. 
' [A voice: “ It was reported, and has been before 
he Senate.’’] 

If reported at all, (said Mr. H.,) it has been 
i within a few weeks. Repeatedly has the chairman 
| been called upon to produce that bill to the Senate. 
; Some reason or other has delayed it. It has slept 
| there in care of the chairman of that committee 
i for months; and are we, who gave this measure 
|| our support—who passed it months ago-—-now to 
be called upon and dragooned, because, in the per- 
| formance of our duty, and acting upon the convic- 
i tions of our judgment, we offer a resolution to 
| terminate this session of Congress after it has 
| continued some eight or nine months? Sir, lam 
| governed in my action here, not by the responsi- 
| bility of Senators—not with reference to the state 
i 
| 


of business of that body—but with reference to 
my own duties as a member of this House, and 
with regard to the business in this House; I dis- 
charge my duty, and leave Senators to discharge 
theirs. When I offered this resolution, it was 
i after every great and leading measure submitted 
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for the action of Congress had been voted upon, 
except the one which is now under consideration 
in Committee of the Whole, and which I hope we 
shall soon dispose of. I offered it as evidence to 
the Senate of the United States, that the House of 
Representatives had arrived at that stage of their 
business which would justify them in fixing a time 
to adjourn. Am I to be accused of an intention to 
defeat those great measures which I have been 
fighting for ever since I had anything to do with 
politics? This is all humbug—pure humbug. If 
we have a controlling majority of the Senate to 
pass these measures finally, we have the controlling 
power in directing the course of these measures, 
and in deciding when the public business is so far 
advanced as to justify them in fixing a day to ad- 
journ. I am not going to assume, in advance, 
that there is a factious majority of the Senate, 
either of the Whig or Democratic party, who are 
resolved to defeat the great business of the country. 
Tam going to assume no such thing. But I as- 
sume that they stand prepared to do their duty 
when the time comes. Iam here to do mine; 1 
have heard nothing to change my opinion; I believe 
the time has come to pass a resolution to adjourn. 
We have now passed the tariff bill; and that is the 
last of the great measures we are called upon to 
pass, with the exception of the land bill, and that 
will be disposed of in a day or two. 

There is a strong reason, which, in my opinion, 
is behind the whole of this business—not the doubts 
as to the success of this measure in the Senate, (for 
I entertain none;) but the thing is to wait, and keep 
this Congress in session, the Hlouse dependent on 
the Senate, and the Senate on the arrival and de- 
parture of British steamers, and the decision of the 
British Parliament. If this is the course to be ta- 
ken, when, in the name of common sense, I ask, 
will the time ever come for the adjournment of this 
Congress? The honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means says we have done an 
immensity of business here; that we have disposed 
ofall the grave questions submitted to the consid- 
eration of Congress; that we have settled the Ore- 
-gon question, (God save the mark!) But the Ore- 
gon question is not quite settled yet; and that is 
‘the reason the Senate will not adjourn. [Mr. H. 
here alluded to the recent treaty for the settlement 
of the Oregon question, which, it was well-known, 
although, perhaps, not officially, had received the 
final action of this Government, and had been sent 
back to the Government of Great Britain, and to 
the folly of holding this Congress in session until, 
by the arrival of the steamer of the 3d of August, 
we should receive the news of the final ratification 
by the British Government of their own proposition, 


which they had sent to us, and which we had ac- i 


cepted without crossing a £ or dotting an i] This 
was a very easy way of settling the Oregon ques- 
tion! The Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means says it is a question that has occupied 
the attention of Congress for thirty or forty years 


—~from the Administration of Thomas Jefferson | 


down to the present time. Why, Thomas Jef- 
ferson could have settled it in the same way thirty 
or forty years ago! According to this rule, there 
was only one way to settle it, and that is, by giving 
up everything, . 

The SPEAKER interposed, and stated that this 
course of remark was irrelevant. 

Mr. HOGE had no desire to break any of the 
rules of the House. He had merely been replying 
to the gentleman from Georgia and other gentle- 
men, and was desirous to avoid being placed in a 
false position. 


In conclusion, he stated, that although his own | 


opinion as to the propriety of the resolution re- 


mained unchanged, yet, in order to give many of | 
his friends who differed with him an opportunity | 


to vote upon the question, he moved a reconsider- 


ation of the vote by which it had been adopted; ! 


and, in compliance with the request of gentlemen 
around him, on that motion he demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded. 


And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 
_Mr. HOGE moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the-motion. until this day two weeks. 
The SPEAKER said it 
that motion, the. House having determined that 
the main. question should now. be put. 
Some.conversation followed, in which Messrs. 


was too late to make | 


{ 


j 


f 
i 
| 
i 
f 


TIBBATTS, LEAKE, DOUGLASS, and the 
SPEAKER, participated. eee 

Mr. GILES asked the yeas and. nays on the 
motion to reconsider, which were ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: set 


- YEAS~-Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 


inger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerheff, 
Brockenbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augus- 
tus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cuilom, Cunningham, ‘Daniel, De 
Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Ficktin, 
Fries, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac. E. 
Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jo- 
seph Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, 
Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, MeCon- 
nell, McCrate, James McDowell, McKay, Jobn P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 
John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wick, 
Williams, Woodward, and Yancey—89. X 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, James Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
Buffington, John H. Campbell, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, 
Crozier, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Delano, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Har- 
per, B. B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph R, Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, Mc- 
Gaughey, McHenry, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pollock, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Truman 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Tilden, 
Toombs, Towns, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, and Yost—85. 


So the vote was reconsidered. 

And the question again recurring on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved that the further 
consideration thereof be postponed to next Mon- 
day week. 

Mr. YANCEY asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. . 

After some conversation on a point of order, 

The question, on the motion to postpone, was 
taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedin- 
ger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 
erhoff, Brockenbrough, ‘Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chap- 
man, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Collin, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, 
Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Faran, 
Ficklin, Fries, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac 
E. Hoimes, Hopkins. Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund 
W. Hubard, James B. Hunt Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, 
Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClernand, MeCon- 
nell, MeCrate, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbin, Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, L. H. 
Sims, Simpson, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. 
Jolm, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wick, 
Williams, Woodward, and Yancey—92. k 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashman, Barringer, James Black, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
William G. Brown, Buffingtony John H. Campbell, John G. 
Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 


| Delano, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Erdman, J. 


H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foster, Gentry, Giles, Good- 
year, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, 


| Harper, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hun- 


gerford, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston 
King, Leib, Lewis, Long, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 


| Miller, Moseley, Niven, Perry, Pollock, Julius Rockwell, 


John A. Rockwell, Schenck, Truman Smith, Thos: Smith, 
Caleb R. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Jas. 
Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 


; White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, and Yost—78. 


So the further consideration of the resolution 
was postponed until next Monday week. 


VOLUNTEERS NOT RECEIVED. 
Mr. PAYNE asked leave to offer the following 
resolution, which was read for information: 
Resolved,-That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of reporting a bill providing for the compensation 
of the volunteers called out by the order of Major 


| General E. P. Gaines, but not received or mustered 
into the service of the United States. : 


Objection being made, the resolution was not | 


received. 

Mr. HARALSON made an ineffectual effort-to 
make a report from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ` 

And several suggestions relating to the call of 
the committees for reports were made, but -not 
adopted. / 

THE. GRADUATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the House 


| 


resolved itself into Committesiof the: Whole-on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Fieri; of ilinoia,-in-the 
chair,)-and resumed the consideration of the. billto 
reduce-and. graduate’ the:price of the public Jands 
to actual- settlers, cultivators, &e... wher = 

Mr. STEPHENS. was entitled to ‘the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the. hour.in oppo- 
sition:to the ~bills.-yielding the. foor- several. times 
for purposes of explanation. : oe 

Mr. DOBBIN. addressed, the: committee. in fa~ 
vor of the graduation. of the» public: lands, and 
ia opposition .to- their. cession, as proposed by 
-the bill. He: also gave his views on. the. sub- 
ject of the tariff, in support of the bill just pass- 
ed the House, considering it with reference alike to 
the questions of protection and. of revenue... In the 
course of his. remarks he yielded, for explanation 
or inquiry, to Messrs. Gzorce S. Houston, STE- 
PHENS, VINTON, and MCCLERNAND; Cioka 

Mr. COLLAMER next obtained the foor, and 
moved that:the committee rise. ‘ 

‘The question being taken, no.quorum voted. 

` The committee rose, and reported that fact, 

It was now three o’clock..... i 

Some two hours and a half were spent in taking 
yeas and nays on motions for adjournment, and in 
a call of the House... The-latter was ordered, and 
was carried to the ‘point of closing the doors, re- 
ceiving.excuses, &c. -And the proceedings stand 
adjourned until to-morrow morping.: 

hilst these proceedings were pending, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he felt. desirous. that 
the House-should again go. into committee, that he 
might. indicate an amendment. he should offer to 
that. part of the bill relating to a cession of the resi- 
due of unsold lands to the States: Instead of an 
absolute cession without. any payment, he should 

ropose that. the States should give:some equiva- 
ent therefor. . oi > 

It is understood that Mr. D. will offer this as.a 
compromise. ; 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
"Wepnespay, July 8, 1846. 


Mr. BRIGHT, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to-introduce.a bill for the final set- 


tlement of the-accounts of John Spencer, rae iver 


of public moneys at Fort Wayne, Indiana; which 
was reada first and second- time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims., 


Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: oa Ses 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
directing by law that all. the lands in the State of 
Arkansas; of which there are unconfirmed French 
or Spanish claims, and for the investigation and 
confirmation of which by suit in.the circuit court 
of the United States in the judicial district of Ark- 
ansas, provision was heretofore made, and for the 
investigation of which no suit or suits have been 
instituted by the claimant or -claimants, shall be 
considered publicland, and disposed of in the same 
manner- that other public lands are disposed of, any 
law to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill for the relief of Joshua 
Dodge; which was read, and passed, to the second. 
reading, and the accompanying report was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Sarah A. King; which was réad, and the report 
was ordered to be printed. : 


| GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate considered the resolution submitted 
a day or two'since by Mr. Hawnecan, calling upon 
the President for information in relation to any_ 
corders to General Taylor since the ‘battles of the 
8th and 9th of May last, controlling his. move- 
‘ments, ` ‘ ; 
Mr. BENTON expressed his doubts of the pro- 
priety of the resolution. He supposed it was suf- 
ficient to say that if any officer of the army:com- 
municated the information sought by the resolution 
he would be court-martialed ‘and shot: 9/2! 
Mr. HANNEGAN replied that he had offered 
i the resolution at-a time when. great anxiety. per- 
vaded the public mind relative to the operations of: 
the army on the Rio Grande. Since then:the.com- 
manding officer had-not advanced, having haddu- 
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ring the greater period of the time a large -body-of 
troops under him, constituting a force adequate for 
all offensive purposes; and really he (Mr. H.) must 
express-his surprise at. the dilatoriness which ap- 
pears to have. characterized the movements of. the 
army since the decisive. battle of the 9th of May. 
It. seemed to-him. proper that the public should 
be informed as to the destination of the army, and 
the intentions: of the Government with regard to 
the conduct and operations. of the army now. in 
Mexico. That consideration had induced him to 
propose the resolution now before the Senate. Of 
course he did not. imagine that anything would be 
communicated in reply to the resolution which 
would be prejudicial to the public interests. He 
complained that the army at Matamoros, which 
had been sustained at great expense, had remained 
inactive, whilst the fair opportunity of a favorable 
campaign was suffered to go by. Fle was satisfied 
tnat the Executive had not been to blame for this 
elay. 5 
r. BENTON repeated that it would be im- 


proper to communicate the information desired; 


and suggested to the mover to lay it on the table. 
Mr. HANNEGAN. Let it Jie on the table for 
the present. 
A r. BENTON. Not to be taken up again, I 
ope. : 
Mr. HANNEGAN. I wont say so. It may 
take its course. 
Thé question was then put, and the resolution 
was tejected. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS rose to make an inquiry. He re- 
marked that on Monday last a bill of some import- 
ance had been ordered to be printed and laid on 
our tables. Ele had not yet seen the bill, although 
the week was pretty well advanced; and, as the 
bill was of great importance, he wouid be glad to 
be informed when it might be expected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT remarked that the 
bill had not yet been returned from the printer. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said he should 
like to know when the bill might be expected, 
particularly as it had not been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. He thought a bill of so much 
importance should have been printed and sent to 
the Senate forthwith. 

Mr. LEWIS. It ought to be here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT replied that proper 
directions should be given to have the bill furnish- 
ed forthwith, 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the bill supplemen- 
tary to an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
transportation, of the mail between the United 
States and foreign ‘countries, and for other pur- 
poses,” was taken up, read a second time, and 
made the ‘special order for the third Monday in 
the present month. > ` 

On motion, also, of Mr. N., the bill reducing the 
rates of postage and limiting the use and correct- 
ing the abuse of ‘the franking privilege, was also 
taken up, and made the special order for the same 
day. ` 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Pensions, upon the petition of Resin 
Levis; which was concurred in. 

The ** bill to establish and ‘organize an Execu 
tive bureau, under the exclusive control and direc- 
tion of the President of the United States,” was 
read a second time, and then laid over until to- 
morrow. , 


MINERAL LANDS. 


The Senate took up the ‘ bill to direct the Pres- 
ident of the United States to sell the reserved min- 
eral lands in the State of Ilinois and Territories 
of Wisconsin and Iowa, supposed to contain lead 
ore;?” agin committee of the whole. 

Mr. BREESE moved that the bill be laid upon 
the table, and that the Senate take up the bill passed 
by the House, having the same object. 

Mr. EVANS called fora division of the ques- 
tion, when, 

Mr. BREESE withdrew his motion, and the bill 
was read. s ` 

Mr. SEVIER moved to amend the bill by stri- 
kingout all after the enacting clause, and inserting 
the House bill. 

After ‘some explanatory conversation between 
the above gentlemen, 


i pays 
e 


Mr. S. withdrew his original motion, and moved 
that the Senate bill be laid upon the table; which | 
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having been agreed to, he also moved that the | 
prior orders be postponed, and the House bill of 
the same character taken up. | 
g Mr. PHELPS opposed going out of the calen- 
ar. ; i 
Mr. SEVIER contended that there was no de- 
arture from the calendar involved. in his-motion. 
e only proposed, for the sake of avoiding com- 
to take up the bill that was then in order, 
with the exception of a trifling amendment. 
. The question being taken, the motion to take up: 
was agreed to. : 
The bill was then read. 
Mr. DAVIS called upon the friends of the bill 
for an explanation of ‘its objects. : $ 
Mr. BREESE called for the reading of the bill 
and the report of the committee in relation. to the | 
same. 
The bill was read. 
No amendments being offered, the bill was 
reported back to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


The “bill to provide for the more effectual pub- 
lication of the laws of the United States’? was 
taken up, read a second time, considered asin com- 
mittee of the whole, reported without amendment, 
and ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
“ bill providing for the graduation and reduction of 
the price of the public lands,” the question being 
upon the adoption of an amendment submitted by 
Mr. J. M. Cuayron to the substitute for the origi- 
nal bill introduced by Mr. Carnoun, the object | 
of Mr. Cuayron’s amendment being to test the | 
sense of the Senate upon the principle of eeding 
the public lands to the States in which they lie. 

r. JOHNSON, of Maryland, spoke in support 
of the amendment submitted by Mr. J. M. Cray- 
TON. 

Mr. BREESE advocated the bill at length. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN replied. i 

Mr. NILES followed in opposition to the future 
cession of the unsold lands to the States, and char- | 
acterized the bill as the commencement of the | 
“ stand and deliver” policy of the new States. | 

Mr. CALHOUN earnestly contended in favor of | 
the policy and propriety of ceding the unsold lands | 
to the States, in accordance with the provisions of | 
his amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. BENTON followed in favor of the bill. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON further. advocated ‘his 
amendment. 
- Mr. CRITTENDEN again submitted a few re- 
marks in opposition to the entire bill. 

Mr. YULEE replied. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. J. M. į 
CriayTon’s amendment, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Archer, Atherton, Cameron, Cilley, J. 
M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Hunting- 
ton , Johuson of Maryland, Mangum, Morehead, Niles, 
Pearce, Pennybacker, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Turney, | 
and Upham—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, 
Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Chalmers, Hannegan, 
Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Rusk, Semple, | 
Sevier, Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yulee—20. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The question recurring upon Mr. Catnoun’s 


amendment as amended, it was agreed to by the |! 


following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Chalmers, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Pennybacker, 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—26, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Cameron, Cilley, Thomas Clay- 
ton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Evans, Greene, Huntington, Mangum, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, 
Simmons, Sturgeon, Uphain, and Woodbridge—20, 

A motion to adjourn was here submitted, and | 
lost. j 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate | 
as amended, ; | 

Mr. DAYTON moved to strike out the proviso | 
in the bill which limits the right of the. settler to | 
but one hundred and sixty acres at the minimum 
price; which motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to amend the bill 
by striking out all after the enacting clause, and | 
inserting the provisions of a bill authorizing the | 
institution of a suit in the Supreme Court of the 
United States against the States for the purpose of 
testing the title of the United States to the lands | 


received’ pon the admission. of States into the 
Union. `; P een: 

Upon: this question the yeas and nays were 
called, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Archer, Cilley, ‘Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clayton; Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, 
Greene, Huntington, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Phelps, 
Simmons, Upham, and Woodbridge—17. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Chalmers, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson. of 
Louisiana, Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Se- 


: vier, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—27 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 00.) 

Mr. DAYTON moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king out the fourth section, and demanded the yeas 
and nays, which being taken, resulted—yeas 5, 
nays 36. 

o the amendment was disagreed to. : 

The question was then taken upon concurring 
in the amendments made in committee, and the 
same were concurred in. i 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, the yeas and 
nays were demanded, and, being taken, resulted 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Chalmers, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of 
Maryland, Jobnson ‘of Louisiana, Lewis, Pennybacker, 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Cameron, Cilley, Thomas Clay- 
ton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Evans, Grecne, Huntington, Mangum, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, 
Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—20. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. . 
Wepnespayr, July 8, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the execution of the following resolu- 
tion, adopted immediately before the adjournment 
of the House last evening; 

Resolved, That all members now absent, except 
such as have been excused, be required, at the 
meeting of the House on to-morrow morning, or 


|| when they shall next attend, to give excuses for 


their absence at this time; and it shall be the duty 
of the Clerk to enter their names on the Journal for 
that purpose. ' 


-Mr. TIBBATTS (after some conversation, in 
which Messrs. DROMGOOLE, TIBBATTS, I. 
E. HOLMES, and the SPEAKER, participated) 
moved to expunge from the Journal the whole 
proceedings in relation to the call of the House, so 
far as they related to the overruling the decision 
of the Speaker, and to the passage of the above 
resolution. ` 

These proceedings (Mr. T. said) were placed on 
the Journal by a vote of the minority of the House; 


j and on an appeal from the decision of the Speaker, 


(declaring the resolution out of order,) by which 
that decision was reversed. In ruling that resolu- 
tion out of order, Mr. T. considered that the 
Speaker was correct, a majority of a minority of 
the House having undertaken to change one of its 
standing rules. The Journal was a record of the’ 
proceedings of the House, not of errors. He there- 
fore considered that these proceedings had no right 
to a place on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER announced .the question to be 
on the motion to expunge. 

Mr. STEPHENS opposed the motion, yielding 
the floor, for explanation, to Messrs. TIBBAT'TS, 
EWING, of Pennsylvania, and G. DAVIS. 

Mr. RATHBUN sustained the motion. 

After some conversation. on the part of Messrs. 
TIBBATTS and G. DAVIS, 

Mr. TIBBATTS modified his motion, so as to 
make “ to leave out” this portion of the proceed- 
ings from the Journal. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair would put the 
motion as being to correct the Journal, &c. 

Mr. FIBBATTS then finally put his motion in 
this form: to correct the Journal so as to leave out 
that portion of the proceedings. 

Mr. HAMLIN sustained the motion, on the 
ground that such proceedings had no constitutional 
place on the Journal, and that justice required its 
adoption. 

Mr. B. MARTIN demanded the previous ques- 


‘tion. 


There was a second. 
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And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

A good deal of conversation followed on points 
of order, in which Messrs. HENLEY, BURT, 
TIBBATTS, . BROCKENBROUGH, DOUG- 
LASS, DROMGOOLE, PAYNE, and GEORGE 
S, HOUSTON, participated; and an appeal taken 
from the decision of the Chair, overruling a point 
of order raised by Mr. BrockENBROUGH, was voted 
down. 

Mr. DOUGLASS asked the yeas and nays on 
the main question; which were ordered. i 

And the main question (i. e. on correcting the 
Joumal, as moved by Mr. Trssarrs) was taken, 
with the following result: 


YEAS—Maessrs. Abbott, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger,James ! 


Black, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Clarke, Collin, Darragh, 
De Mott, Dunlap, Edsall, Edsworth, Erdman, Fries, Garvin, 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, 
Hoge, Hough, Hungerford, Jenkins, Kennedy. Thomas B 
King, La Sere, Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, Me 
Gaughey, McHenry, Marsh, Moseley, Pillsbury, Ramse 
Rathbun, Reke, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, ‘Choma: 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, St. John, James Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Wheaton, Williams, Wilmot, and Yost—55. 

NAYS—Mussrs. John Quincey Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Arnold, Ashmun. Barringer, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, 
Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Wiliam G. Brown, Bulfington, 


Bart, Jobn H. Campbell, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, į 


Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Głrrett Davis, 
Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Drongoole, Jobn II. 


Ewing, Faran, Ficktin, Foster, Giddings, Grabam, Grinnell, | 


Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Henley, Elias B. Holmes, Hop- 
kins, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Bubard, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, James H. 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jolmson, George W. 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Leake, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, 
McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, Me- 
Kay, Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Reid, 
Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Schenck, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, Stohm, 
Sykes, Thibodeaux, Tredway, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
Wick, Winthrop, Woodruff, and Woudward—10l. 

So the House decided that the Journal should 
not be corrected. 

The SPEAKER thereupon announced thatthose 
members not present at the call of the House yes- 
terday, and not excused, would now, in execution 
of the resolution, be ‘called upon for excuses. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE balled for the reading of the 
resolution; which was again read. . 

“Mr. D. said that to call up these gentlemen one 
by one would give much trouble, and would result 
in the loss of another day. The object of the call 
yesterday was to procure the attendance of a quo- 
rum. The House was now full. Should they 
lose another day’s business ? 

In addition to this, there was some well-ground- 
ed doubt as to the regularity of the proceeding. 
The resolution adopted yesterday was in the nature 
of a rule in relation to absentees.. They were here 
to show cause why they were absent. To use a 
strong technical phrase, which he supposed to be 
as good as any that he could employ, he moved to 
«discharge the rule.” 

Mr. HOPKINS rose to what he supposed to be 
a privileged question. He was one of the number 


embraced in the resolution, and he asked leave now | 


to make his excuse. . 
[Cries: The list of absentees must be called in 
its order. 


The SPEAKER suggested that the gentleman | 


could not make his excuse until regularly called in 
order. 

A motion was here made, as suggested, (but by 
whom the reporter could not learn,) to reconsider 
the vote by which Mr, McKay’s resolution had 
been adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS claimed the privilege of making 
his excuse. It was due to himself to do so. 

The SPEAKER said_the motion to reconsider 
would be the first business in order. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN now rose, and moved 
a reconsideration of the vote by which the resolu- 
tion had been adopted. 

A brief conversation followed between Mr. G 
DAVIS and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. DELANO sent to the Clerk’s table the fol- 
lowing resolution; which he desired, when in order, 
to offer, which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted in this 
Hall yesterday by a number of members less than 
a quortim, which resolution requires absentees to 
furnish excuses for such absence, was passed with- 
out authority of law, and is null and void. 


Mr. FARAN demanded the previous question; 


on which motion no quorum voted, 


A call of the House was moved, (by whom the 
reporter could not learn.) 


that proceedings on one call were yet pending, and 
that calls could not thus be accumulated. i 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

And the question being taken; a call of the 
House was refused. = : ` 

The question then again recurred, and was ta- 
ken, on.the demand for the previous question, and, 
by ayes 73, noes 49, there was a second. : 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. : 

The yeas and nays were asked and. ordered. 
| Mr.GORDON asked to be excused from voting, 
assigning as his reason that, at the time the reso- 
lution was adopted yesterday, there was neither a 
House nor a quorum to pass new rules, 

The House refused to excuse Mr. G. ~ 

The question, “ Shall this vote be reconsidered?” 
was taken, (after some farther conversation, in 
which Messrs. ROOT, GARRETT DAVIS, and 
the SPEAKER took part,) and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Arnold, Atkin- 

son, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, Jas. Black, 
James A. Black, Bowtin, Brinkerhof, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Bullington, John H. Campbell, Reuben. Chapman, 
| Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Darragh, Delano, De 
Mott, Dixon, Dabbin, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Juhn H. 
Ewing, Faran, Foot, Garvin, Goodyear, Grider, Hainpton, 
Harmanson, Hough, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
Inger-olf, Jenkins, Joseph Jonson, G.W. Jones, Kaufman, 
Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Presion King, Thomas B. King, 
Leake, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCier- 
nand, MeCounell, Joseph J. McDowell, McHenry, Marsh, 
Moseley, Owen, Parrish, Pendleton, Perry, Phelps, Pilisbury, 
Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, Roberis, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Sawtelle, Schenck, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Caleb B. Sinith, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm 
James Thompson, Vance, White, Williams, Young, and 
Yost—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, Brock- 
enbrough, Wim. G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, John &. Chap- 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cunning- 
ham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dockery, Douglass, Diomgoole, 
Ficklin, Fries, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harper, Henley, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, John W. Hou:ton, George S. Hou-ton, James B. 
Hunt, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Long, MeClel- 
land, Jame: McDowell, McGaughey, McKay, Barkley Mar- 
tin, Miller, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Payne, Rathbun, 

Reid, Relte, Sawyer, Scaimmon, Seddon, Truman Smith, 
Thomas Smith} Robert Smith, Starkweather, Sykes, Thi- 
bodeaux, Tibbatts, Toombs, Trumbo, Wheaton, Wick, Wil- 
mot; Winthrop, and Woodruff--69.° weiss 

So the vote was reconsidered: ip 

And the question accordingly recurred on thé 
adoption of the resolution of Mr. McKay, 

Mr. ROBERTS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the House had yesterday reversed 
the decision of the Chair ruling the said resolution 
to be out of order. : on 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON raised the point of order, 
that the gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. Ros- 
ERTS] could not make the motion, because, as the 
record showed, the gentleman from Mississippi 
was not present. are As 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, on 
the ground that where there was no record vote 
taken, (as in this case,) members were presumed 
to be present. t 7 

Some conversation followed. . ae 

Mr. ASHMUN appealed from the decision, on 
the ground that the Journal would show that the 
member was not present. 

Mr. G: S. HOUSTON asked the yeas and nays 
onthe appeal. . 

Mr. HOGE inquired if a motion to lay the whole 
|| subject on the table would be in order, . 

i The SPEAKER said, not pending the appeal. 
|| Myr. McKAY said that, as the resolution was 


| 
{ 
i 
i 


i| ably waste the whole day, he would inquire whether 

| it was competent for him to withdraw it. 

| The SPEAKER said it was not, after the House 

ii had taken action upon it. 

| Myr. McKAY. It must be apparent 
Cries to order, . 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay the appeal of Mr. 

Asumvun on the table, but withdrew the motion to 

| enable X ; j ; 

| Mr. HAMLIN to cite a case in point; having 

| done which, Mr. H., according to promise, re- 

| newed the motion to lay the appeal on the table. 

| Mr.G. S. HOUSTON asked the yeas and nays; 

t 

| 

| 


which were refused. 
Mr. McKAY inquired of the Chair whether he 
| could now modify his resolution. : 
The SPEAKER said the gentleman could not 
do so. - - ; 


Mr. DROMGOOLE raised the question of order, 


|| likely to give rise to great trouble, and would prob- || 


After some conversation on-a: point-of ‘order be- 
tween Mr. WINTHROP andthe SPEAKER, 

The question was taken on-the motion: of “Mr. 
Tissatts, and:the vote stood—yeas'51, noes 68." 
“So. the-appeal was not laid on-the table’. ° 

The question then recurred, ‘Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?’ 
ares the vote,being taken, stood—ayes 47, noes 
So the decision of thé chair: was reversed. 
And-the motion of Mr. Rogrrrts was not enter- 


tained, ; w 
The question. then recurring on the adoption of: 
the resolution of Mr. McKay, we i : 

Mr. G. W. JONES offered an‘amendment, and 
demanded the previous ‘question. ` {This amend- 
mient was not read, and we have not a copy of it.] 

Mr. GORDON (renewing the motion of Mr. 
Rogerts) moved a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the House had reversed the decision of the 
Speaker, ruling the resolution of Mr. McKay out 
of order. ee ` 

Some conversation followed: i a 

The yeas and nays were, ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted: as follows: BET Aa 

. YEAS~Mesers. Stephen: Adams; Arnold, Audnéon, Bar- 
ringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, James Black, Brinkerhoff, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Reuben Chapman; Clarke, Cocke, 
Collamer, Daniel; Dargiin, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De Mott, 
Dixon, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, John. H. Ewing, Edwin H+- 
Ewing, Foot, Fries, Garvin, Giles, „Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham,’ Grider, Grover, Hamlin,’ Hampton, Harmanson, 
Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, : Hopkins,’ Hudson, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, , Charles. J.. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Ge W. 
Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
Thomas Butler King, Leake, La Sere; Lewis, Lumpkin, 
McConnell, Joseph. J. McDowell, James ‘McDowell, Me- 
Gaughey, Marsh, Moseley, Owen, Parrish; Pendletor; Pilts: 
bury, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rob: 
erts, Julius Rockwell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Leonard: H: Sims, 
Simpson, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B: Smith, 
Stanton, Thomasson, James Thompson, ‘'Tibbatts, Tilden 
Tredway, Vance, Wheaton, Williams, Wilmot, Woodruff, 
Woodward, Young, and Yost—-95. ` 

NAYS—Megsrs. John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Brockenbrough, Wm. G. Brown, 
Buffington, Burt, J. H: Camphell, Cathcart, John G. Chap- 
man, Cobb, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cunningham, Dob- 
bin, Dromgoole, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Haralson, “Harper, 
Henley, George’S, Houston, James B. Hunt, James H. John- 
son, Joseph. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Long, McClelland, 
McHenry, McKay, Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris; Moulton, 
| Nivens. Norris, Payne, Perry; Phelps, Scammon; ‘Seddon; 

Robert Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Strohm, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, Jacob: Thompson, Trumbo; Vinton, White, 
Wick, and: Witithrop—57. : ae j 

‘So the vote was reconsidered. > 

Whereupon, the question recurred, “Shall the 
decision of the Chair (ruling the said resolution.out 
of order) stand as the judgment of the House?” __ 
| The SPEAKER said it was his impression: that 

the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] 
could now withdraw the resolution. 

; Some. conversation followed on a point of order, 
in which Messrs. TIBBATTS and. ASHMUN 
participated. — , 

Mr. ASHMUN withdrew the appeal. S 

. Mr. McKAY asked leave to offer a resolution. 

Objections were mode. Py 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw 
| his original resolution ? 3 i 
| Mr. McKAY. Ido withdraw it. 

The SPEKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has withdrawn his resolution, and now 
moves a suspension of the rules, to enable him to 
offer certain resolutions, which will be read for in- 
formation. 
| They-were read as follows: 

i Resolved, That whenever the House may be in 
Committee of the Whole,.or Committee of ‘the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, and it shall àp- 
pear on-a division that there is not a quorum pres- 
| ent, it shall be the duty of the Chairman to direct 
į the Clerk to call the roll of members, and to report 
the names of abscntees to the House, to be entered 
| upon the Journal, f f 

i. Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Clerk, 
fat the close of the present and évery-subsequent 
| Session, to prepare a table showing how often the 
| yeas and nays were taken, and the number of times 
each member was absent, distinguishing as: far.as 
| it can be done in tabular form the character of the 
question upon which the yeas and nays were taken, 
; and cause the same to be published.” ' we get 


| 


i| - The yeas and nays were orđéred, and fatter a 


| brief conversation between Mr: WINTHROP. and 


i the SPEAKER on a. point-of order) were taken, 
| and resulted-as follows: 74 eee 


1846, © 


1071 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


.YEAS—Messrs. John Q; Adams, Arnola Ashmun, Ben- 
toń, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Brock- 
enbrough, William G. Brown, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Cobh, Cocke, Collamer, ‘Collin, Cranston, Daniel, 
Dobbin, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Faran, Pieklin, Foster, 
Fries, Giles, Graham, Grover; Hamlin, Haraison, Henley, 
Hoge, Etias B. Holmes; Hopkins, George S. Houston, James 
B. Hunt, Charles J.. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Andrew 
_Johnson, George Wy Jones, Long, Lumpkin, McClelland, 
MeClemand, : Joseph J. McDowell, MeGaughey, McKay, 
Barkley Martin, Motris, Moulton, Owen, Payne, Phelps, 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Root, Sawtelle, Scammon,'L. H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith; Thomasson, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Toombs, Tredway, Trumbo, | 
and Wick—7}, : : 

_NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bar- 
ringer; Bayly, Bedinger, Brinkerhoff,; Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, Burt, John-H. Campbell, John G. Chap: 
man, Chipman, Clarke, Crozier, Dargan, Garrett Davis, 
Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, 
Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Hainpton, Harman- 
son, Harper, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Jenkins, Joseph 
Johnson, Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas 
Butler King, Leake, Leib, Lewis, McConnell, James Me- 
Dowell, McHenry, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Norris, Parrish, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Roberts, Julius 
Rockwell, Schenck, Seddon, Albert Smith, Starkweather, 
St. John, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Woodruff, Woodward, Young, and Yost—86. 


So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lutions were not received. 


ARMY LETTERS FREE OF POSTAGE. 


Mr. OWEN moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the. purpose of enabling him to introduce a bill 
“to provide for the passage, postage free, of letters 
to and from the army of occupation. ”? 

[This bill provides that all letters to and from the 
army of occupation shall be free of postage, if 
written by, or addressed to, any officer, non-com- 
missioned officer, musician, or private; and for the 
purpose of determining which are such army let- 
ters, all letters written to a soldier shall have, added 


to the name, the company and regiment of the |! 


erson to whom addressed; and all letters written 

y a soldier ‘shall. be franked, officially, by an of- 
ficer of the grade of a captain, or higher; and the 
names of all officers of the army, of the grade of a 
captain or higher, shall be communicated by the 
Secretary of War to the Post Office Department; 
the law to remain in force so long as the army re- 
mains on the right bank of the Rio Grande.] 

The question on suspending the rules was put; 
but two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, it was 
decided in the negative. 

Mr. HARALSON made an ineffectual motion 
to suspend the rules, to enable him to report a bill 
from the Committee on Military: Affairs...» ; 

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH. made. an unsuccessful 
effort to have the committees called for reports, 

Mr. HENLEY: said a few words in explanation 
of a remark made by him. yesterday. 


“PHB GRADUATION BILL. 


On niotion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Fickuin, of Illinois, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill to 
reduce and graduate the price of the public lands to 
actual settlers and cultivators. P 

Mr. COLLAMER. was entitled to the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the hour.. After 
briefly discussing the right of Congress to cede the 
public lands to the new States, he proceeded to the | 
question of graduation. He maintained that there 
was no need of passing this bill to give homes to 
poor men, because they could now get a farm for 
$50. The United States never could calculate on 
getting more than the minimum. price: this was || 
proved by all experience; ‘and if the minimum was 

ut at 25 cents, that would. be the price of new 
and, and squatters would wait till the land came-|: 
down.to' that before they entered their land. He j; 


$ 


j he 


| act, that has not been offered for sale at the tast graduated 


| shall set forth and state fully and specifically the right, title, or į 


amendment: 


denied that land Jong.in market would not sell at 
the present minimum price, and. appealed to the 
tables from the Land Office to prove.it. The effect 
of the new minimum would be to reduce the value 
of all lands now settled, and: would prevent the 
new. States from paying their debts. 

Mr. HENLEY then took the Hoor, but yielded 
foramomentto_. , i 

Mr. DARRAGH, who indiċated the following | 
amendment: ` 


Beit enucted by the Senate and House of Representatives. | 
of the United States of America in Congress assmbled, That 
from and after the first day of November, 1846, any citizen |! 
of the United States, and any female, the widow or daugb- 
ter of any citizen of the United States, above the age of 
eighteen years, who may desire to make a Settlement and t 


| eral States composing the Union; and if in trust for the 


habitation upon, and to cultivate public lands of the United 
States, subject to entry for the term of ten years prior to 
that date, and remaining unsold and not reserved from sale, 
or subject: to preémption in favor of any other person, he 
or she may file his or her application-in writing with the 
register of the land districtin which said lands shall lie, spe- 
cifying the township, range, section, and sectional sub-di- 
vision of said lands; and- upon his or her‘adducing satisfac- 
tory-proof to the register aforesaid, and to. the receiver of the 
same’ district, that no. other person has settled upon said 
lands, which proof shall be filed with said register, then. the 
said register and receiver shall issue to such applicant a 
certificate, reciting that upon the continued habitation and 
cultivation of said lands -by said applicant, or-should he or 
she have died, by his or her heirs, for the term of three years 
from and after the date of said certificate, and upon proof. 
thereof being made within sixty days after the expiration of 
said term, to such register and receiver as aforesaid, such 
applicant, or ifhe or she shall have died, his or her heirs, 
shall be entitled to said Jands, and a patentshall issue there- 
for to said applicant, or his or her heirs, without any charge 
therefor: Provided, however, Thatin no case shall an appli- 
cation be made, or certificate or patent be issued, in favor 
of the same person for more than a quarter of a section of 
said lands: And provided, aiso, That if the rightof said appli- 
cant, or his or her hei to such lands, shall in any case be 
sold, assigned, or transferred, before the said patent shall be 
issued, such sale shal be null and voids nor shall said right 
to said lands be subject to sale by or under any process at 
law, or in equity, prior to said patent being issued, 

And be it further enacted, That it shail be unlawful for 
any person, except the applicant aforesaid, or his or her heirs, 
as aforesaid, to sete upon a quarter section of land, for 
which a certificate shall have issued as aforesaid, and sueh 
illegal settlement shall in no case give such person any right 
to such lauds. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE intimated the following 


Strike out the following words, occurring in the Qlst and 
ut Hines of the first section, to wit: “ Ceded and forever 
absolutely vested in the States respectively in which they 
lie,” and insertin len thereof the following, to wit: © made 
subjcet to -auty for the entire quantity, and not otherwise, 
by the States respectively, in which such lands lie, at the | 
price of five cents per acre.” 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON indicated the following 
amendment: 


Sue. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon the condi- 
tious herein specified, there shall by granted to each hoad of | 
a family one hundred and sixty acres ot land. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enucted, That any person desir- 
ing the benefit of this act, shall make, and file with the 
register of the proper land ofiice, a statement, under oath, 
that he or she is not the owner of any real estate, and that | 
no one holds any real estate in trustfor him or lier, or for 
his or her use and benefit; which statement shall set forth 
the number of persons in the fanily, giving names and ages 5 
and shalldescribe the hind selected, aud that it is the inten- 
tion of the applicant, in good 1, to reside upon said fiand. | 
The register sball file said statement, and make an entry | 
reot in a book provided for that purpose, and shall graut 
to the applicant a certificate, setting forth the application, 
with a description of the land; and that the applicant, atthe 
expiration of three years from the. date thereof, shall receive 
a patent tor the Jand : Provided, in the mean time, the ap- 
plicant shall bave become a resident thereon, 

Suc. 5. And be it. further enacted, That on the expiration 
of three years from the date of the register’s certificate, the 
applieant, or his or her heirs, may apply for and obtain aj 
patent for the land, provided satisiactory proof is made to 
the register that the applicant is residing on the laud for 
which the patent is required, 

See. G, Anil be it further enacted, That all such selected 
Jand shalt be subject to sale, as at present, at the expiration 
of one year after the date of the register’s certificate, if snt- 
istactory proof, by disinterested witnesses, is made to the 
register that the applicant has done nothing to improve or 
inke possession thereof. The register shall receive fifty | 
cents upon the first application, and filly cents upon appli- 
cation for patent, for his services required herein. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That no land shall be 
granted, under the pravisions of the five last sections of this 


price for two years, and remains unsold ; and all lands thus 
acquired shall be subject to taxation from the date of the 
regixter’s certificate, as other lands are within the respective 
States. H 


Mr. VINTON gave notice of the following: 


Strike out all after the word “that,” in the first section, į 
and insert so as to read as follows: “ That authority and | 
permission he, andis hereby given, to any State of the Uni- | 
ted States to institute a suit in the name and for the benefit 
of such State against the United States, by bill in equity, | 
filed in the Supreme Court of the United States, which bill | 


claim which such State has, or claims to have, in law or į 
equity, to the lands, or proceeds thercof, or to any part or 
proportion of such lands, or the proceeds thereof, as still 
remain unsold or otherwise, and not disposed of by the Uni- 
ted States, and which were ceded and conveyed to the Uni- | 
ted States by deed of cession of the State of Virginia of the | 
first of March, 1784, by like deed of the State of South Caro- 
lina of the 9th of August, 1787, and by the articles of agree- 
inent and cession entered into between the United States 
and the State of Georgia on the 24th of April, 1802; and it 
shall be the duty of the said Supreme Court fally to hear 
and determine said suit between the parties aforesaid, ac- 
cording to the rules and principles of equity, aud specially: 
to decide and determine by its decree what claim, right, or 
title said State hath, ifany, to the said lands, or the proceeds 
thereof, or to any part of the same; by what tenure and for 
what use the United States holds said jands ; whether as the | 
absolute property of the United States or in trust for the sev- | 


i 


sald several States, to declare the uses and proportions of ' 


i 
| 
| 


use or benefit belonging to each, or the rule by which the 
same is to be determined; and further to decree and declare 
whether said United Statesis bound in equity to distribute 
among and pay over to said several States the proceeds of 
said lands inthe proportions’ so as. aforesaid to be declared 
by said. court; and if the said, court shall find and decree 
that the said lands are held in trust. for said States by the 
United - States, and that thë said United States are bound to 
pay over the proceeds of said lands to rnd aniong'said States, 
then and in. that case itis hereby made the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of the nited States to pay over, on 
due requisition made, to and among the said several States 
that now are, or hereafter may be, members of the: Federal 
Union, the. proceeds of said Jands as the same shall, from 
time to time, accrue and‘come into the treasury of the Unie 
ted States, according to the respective proportions of each . 
State, as settled and declared by the principles of said de- . 
cree.” 

Mr. WHITE heretofore gave notice of the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


In line 9, after the word “unsold,” insert the following: 
“and having been in market and offered for sale for the 
period of five years, atone dollar per acre, shall,” &e. 

In line 13; after the word “ unsold,” insert “and having 
been in market and offered for sale for the period of five 
years, at seventy-five cents per aere”? 

In line 16, after the word “ unsold,” insert, “and having 
heen in market and offered for sale for the period of five 
years, at fifty cents per acre.”? i 


Mr. HENLEY, after some few humorous re- 
marks in reference to the absence of gentlemen ‘at 
thistime from the Hall—many of his own friends—- 
and some other preliminary remarks, proceeded 
to say that it-was necessary to be determined, in 
deciding upon the propriety of this bill, whether 
the price of these lands ought to be reduced; 
whether they were too high at a dollar and a quar- 
ter, the minimum price, per acre; if so, reason 
and justice would require every man to go for this 
reduction. In searching for proof of this fact, if 
he went to western gentlemen it might be said that 
they were interested witnesses; although he had 
no doubt they would tell that which was strictly 
true. He would therefore endeavor to prove it by 
analogy—by asking gentlemen from other sections 
as to the value of land in their States respectively, 
He would ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Asamun] if there were not lands in his State 
not worth a dollar and a quarter an acre? 

Mr. ASHMUN replied, some few; no large 
tracts. 

To similar questions from Mr. HENLEY di- 
rected to them respectively, 

Mr. HAMLIN replied there were such lands in 
his State in considerable quantities. : 

Mr. GROVER knew of none in his State. 

Mr. GORDON, differing with his colleague, 
said there were large tracts in New York not worth 
ten cents an acre; hut at the same time he would 
state that some of the finest Jands in the State were 


fi not cultivated until one hundred years after they 


were first offered for sale. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said a large part of Virgi- 
nia was “inhabited” (asthe saying was) “ by the 
mountains,’ and not worth paying the tax for— ` 
not worth anything. 

Mr. SCHENCK thought all the lands in his 
| State would bring a dollar and a quarter, if they 
| were kept in market sufficiently long, 

Mr. HENLEY, resuming, in reply to Mr. 
Scuenex, said, in his opinion there were many 
lands in Ohio that never would bring it—that 
never would be worth it. So his opinion stood 
against the gentleman’s opinion. 

But from the testimony of all these other gentle- 
men, it plainly appeared that there were lands in 
each of their States not worth a dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre; and it was fairly inferible from an- 
alogy, and it was absolutely true, that there were 
thousands and millions of jands in the western 
country not worth a dollar and a quarter per acre, 
and which would never bring it. He asked gen- 
tlemen, then, if they would persist in holding them 
at that price, and thus prevent the poor man, un- 
able to pay it, from obtaining a freehold and a 
homestead? Would gentlemen go before their 
constituents on that ground? ‘They could not jus- 
tify it to them. 

This land question was a great question. He 
was sorry to see it. made a political question—to ` 
see the Whig party rallying with a portion of the 
Democratic party of the North, to prevent the poor 
man from getting a home upon land which is not 
worth a dollar and a quarter an acre. 

Mr. GORDON. Are you recognising it as a 
party question? _ i 

Mr. HENLEY. Tam; for it is made so by the 
Whigs, who are uniting in opposition to it, as the 
votes will show. 
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Mr. ASHMUN was understood to inquire if it 
had not been made a party question by the Exec- 
utive? 

Mr. HENLEY. The Democratic Executive 
recommended it. The Executive recommended it 
as a great measure of public policy—notas a party 
measure, but for the good of the country. If sus- 
tained by the Democratic party, and opposed by 
the Whigs, it becomes a party measure—a Demo- 
cratic measure to sell the lands for what they are 
worth, and a Whig measure to sell them for more 
than they are worth. And what will be the effect 
of it? With all our hard fighting in the West, we 
saved the State of Indiana from Mr. Clay because 
of his hostility to the preémption system. That 
had now gone by, and this reduction and gradua- 
tion of the prices of the lands would take the place 
of it; and on that issue, if carried into the contest, 
they would certainly defeat the Whigs there again 
in 1848. He gave them notice of it, for he did not 
want to make this a party question; and he called 
upon them to come up and agree to its settlement 
on a fair and reasonable basis. There. were some 
twenty or thirty millions of acres not worth, and 
that never would be worth, $1 25 an acre; and if 
you insist that they shall be sold at that price, your 
constituents and the couutry will hold you respon- 
sible for it. 

Mr. H. proceeded to refer to the fact that this 
reduction of the lands, which were now too high, 
was not to be made for the wealthy, but for the 
sake of furnishing the poor man with a home—the 
right of freehold—a little of the eminent domain to 
live upon; and there was nothing in the world (he 
said) which lies nearer the heart of our people—of 
our western pioneers, the hardy sons of the West 
~—than to get a little spot of land to live on. The 


gentleman from Massachusetts, and other. gentle- | 


men around him who acknowledged it was not 
worth it, still insisted that for this homestead he 
should pay one dollar and a quarter per acre, or 
be excluded from it, and the land be left without 
cultivation. 

It was no disparagement (Mr. H. contended) to 
say that there were many of the settlers. of the 
West who were notable to purchase forty acres at 
one dollar.and a quarteran acre. . He described 
the hardy toil, the persevering industry, and un- 


ceasing labors and hardships they are compelled tọ | 


go through to earn even one hundred dollars a 
year; and from this was in many cases to be de- 
ducted the expenses of large families. The worthy 
pioneer thus situated could not pay out of his 

ear’s earnings fifty dollars for his land; and Mr. 

I. warmly deprecated the injustice and oppression 
of the Government insisting upon it when the land 
was actually not worth it. ; 

He noticed the objection to reducing the price of 
these refuse lands on account of the effect it was 
alleged would result in reducing the price of other 
good lands. He denied that this would be the 
effect of it; and even granting it should, the 
man who would refuse to give the poor mana 
little homestead on that ground would take a five- 
cent piece between his fingers and squeeze it out, 
and pass it for ten cents. No honorable man 
would show so niggardly and envious a disposi- 
tion, It was a principle monstrous in all its appli- 
cations, and utterly absurd and unworthy for this 
country—a more natural product.of the soil of 
despotism, : i 

Alluding to other objections that had been raised 


to the bill, Mr. H. called upon gentlemen to mature | 


a bill that would suit them. Let a committee of 
Whigs, even, with the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. 
Vinron,] and from Vermont, [Mr. CoLLAMER,] 
upon it, take the subject into consideration, and, 


throwing away former prejudices and commit- | 


ments, exercise their own good sense upon it, and 
they must report that the prices should be reduced. 
He was willing to unite upon. any’ reasonable 
measure; and he called upon gentlemen now to 
settle the question, and not throw it over to enter 
the issues of another presidential contest. He 
warned them it was useless to resist it; for right 
and justice required, and the course of events 
would soon bring about, a reduction of the prices 
of these lands. . 

Mr. HAMLIN having taken the vacant seat of 
Mr. Coss, playfully. remarked that, by the absence 
of his friend from Georgia, he was permitted to 
occupy his seat on this. occasion; and he had no 
doubt that were he present it would afford the gen- 
tléman pleasure, as it would Kim (Mr. H.) gratifi- 


F 


| doubt, for a very good cause. 


| Office Department on business for 
No doubt he has a good reason for being absent. 


| of several millions, and the | 
say they had not quite paid for themselves. But it 


cation, to do the same thing. He was absent, no 
I notice, by the 
hand of the clock, it is not. quite three, and ‘not 
quite the period which will require me to depart— 
probably for the same good reason which has 


already called my friend from Georgia. away... 1. 
learn, in other words, that he dines at the hour of 


two. The gentleman says he has gone to the Post 


is.constituents. 


I was absent for a good reason yesterday. ; 

Mr. H. proceeded to give the reasons which 
would influence him to vote for this bill to građ- 
uate the price of the public lands. He had a con- 


stituency, made up of inhabitants ofa border coun- }| 
| try, pioneers of a frontier settlement; he had 


mingled with them some, and taken occasion to 
examine their position, and he had some know- 


ledge of what he believed to be the right policy in |; 


relation to the sales of the public lands. He-was 
a party man, but he needed not the tocsin of party, 
nor did this House need it, to call them to the sup- 
port of this bill. He would raise ‘it over, above, 
and beyond all party considerations, and would 


| place it on the principles of justice, of eternal 


equity, and of widespread and lasting benefit to 


| the whole country. 


He should vote first for the amendment now 
pending. He should vote against an unqualified 
cession of these lands at any period to the States 
in which they are located. The gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Dromeooxer] proposes that at a cer- 
tain period in future we shall grant them to the 
States fora nominal consideration. Mr. H. thought 
it would be better to leave this question to be de- 
cided by Congresses that should come after them. 

He assumed, first, that our public lands had 
about paid for themselves; that the receipts from 
them were about equal to the expenses in extin- 
guishment of Indian titles, surveys, &c. He knew 
that the gentleman from Illinois would probably 
tell him that they had yielded already a net revenue 

a that other gentlemen might 


was nearly enough the fact to assume that the re- 
ceipts and expenditures connected with them were 
equally balanced. 

The General Government, then,. is presented iri 
the character ofa great ‘landholder.. He agreed 
with the gentleman from. Georgia [Mr. SrarmaNi] 
that they were held in trust for the benefit of- al 
the States, and all the people of the States—to be 
disposed of so as should best comport with the 
good of the whole nation.together. The gentle- 
man, if he understood him aright, was for distribu- 
tion of their proceeds as the mode of administering 
them, To this Mr. H, was vitally opposed, and 
ever should be. He adverted to its tendency of 
centralization and consolidation, and expressed 
the hope that. the day would be far distant when 
the States, broken down and degraded in the dust, 
should be seen coming up to the general treasury, 
and humbly asking for their distributive share of 
the proceeds of the lands—forgetful that for every 
dollar thus received they must be assessed two dol- 
lars; thus involving a loss by the expenses of col- 
lection, &c., equal to the amount received back by 
them. He never would vote for it; it was one of 
the worst systems of legislation which could be 
adopted. Its effects were not only thus deleterious 


| in the extreme, but it was a system in direct viola- 


tion of the Constitution. 

In reply to an inquiry of Mr. Srernens—if he 
would give the lands to the States—Mr. H. said he 
had objections equally well founded, equally strong, 
to this; he could see no distinction between dis- 
tributing the lands among the several States, and 
the proceeds of those lands. 

In reply to a further inquiry by Mr. S.—if the 
old States should not be equal recipients with the 
new States of the benefits of those lands—he said: 
If there was a class of our citizens for whom our 
legislation might properly, constitutionally, and 
necessarily discriminate, it was for those who go 
into our frontier settlements, who subdue and re- 
claim our forests, and cause them ‘to bud and blos- 
som as the rose.” He would grant all proper 
legislative aid to them within the power of the 
Government. : 

He adverted incidentally to the tariff discussion 
especially to the course of remark with.reference 


: to the prices of labor, of produce in thi8 country, 


and the bearing of that system on a variety of our 


! industrial interests. There. was one view of this 


ness would ere this have been converted into smiling 
homesteads and. cultivated ‘fields if the price of the 
lands had been properly. reduced. . This. was not 


the case. There was a certain fair and natural de- 
mand for them; this should-be ascertained, and the 
quantities of lands put into market, from time to 
time, should be regulated: and prices graduated 
accordingly. : Mr. fl. referred to the land system 
of Maine, where they had substantially graduated 


‘the prices of their lands, as had been done, he ven- 


tured to say, in nearly every State'in the Union, by 
offering for sale différent tracts at different prices, 
according to their value—and all of them frequently 
thrown into market-at the same:time.”. This: grad- 
uation should be according to their. fair value—to 
be ascertained by suiveyors, or in whatever: other. 
mode might be found preferable. ` 

Mr. H. dwelt upon. the great reasons of public 
policy which called for a liberal system, which 
should hold out inducements to the settler to pro 
mote his own happiness and prosperity, and to 
develop the resources and advance the greatness 
and power of this Confederacy, by locating upon 
our wild lands, and transforming them. into <culti- 
vated fields.and: happy homesteads; and he vindi- 
cated the power of the Government to do: this b 
furnishing: the land to actual settlers. on reasona fe 
and liberal terms. Ly . : 

In conclusion, he expressed the hope that the bill 
would be well duarded, so that its benefits should 
accrue to-actual settlers only, and not-be clutched by 
the speculators of the country. 

Mr. GORDON obtained. the floor, and -yielded 
to a motion to rise; which being agreed to, 

The committee rose and reported, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 9, 1846. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON presented the memorial 
of A. B. Durand and others, artists, of the city of 
New York, praying the purchase, by the Govern- 
ment, of the collection of paintings, costumes, and 
curiosities, illustrative of the history of the Indian 
tribes of North America, made by George Catlin. 

Mr. C., in presenting this memorial, remarked 
that the possession of this valuable collection was 
a matter of high national importance. It com- 
posed the only accurate portraiture extant of the 
manners and customs of the aborigines of the 
country. Other nations had manifested a laudable 
anxiety to preserve such memorials of their abo- 
rigines, Great, Britain had carefully: preserved in 
the ‘Tower of London a collection: illustrative of 
her'Saxon ancestry. France had-in the Louvre 
similar memorials of the ancient Gauls, He had 
been -informed, and believed, that-the information 
was correct, that offers for the purchase of thiscol- 
lection had been. made by a foreigi® government. 
Tt would be discréditable to Congress to allow it 
to be thus purchased. The intrinsic value and 
importance of the collection itself, and the:charac- 
ter of the respectable artist, rendered it eminently 
proper that the purchase- should be made by Côn- 
gress, and he hoped that the prayer of the memo- 
rlalists. would be granted., Lc tag 

The memorial.was then referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library, and ordered to-be:printed. 

Mr. CASS ‘presented a- document in relation: te 
certain private land-elaims:at the Sault.St, Marie; 


TUESDAY, JULY 14, 1846. 


“Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
ton; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
extending the criminal laws of the United States 
over the Indian territories. . 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 
‘Territories, reported back the (Elousc) joint reso- 
lution, affirming a certain act of the Legislative 
Assembly of Wisconsin, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. W., also, from the same committee, report- 
ed back the (House) bill disaffirming all laws of 
the Territories of Lowa and Wisconsin, granting 
banking privileges, without amendment, and rec- 
ommending that it do not pass, 

Mr. W. further, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the (House) bill to define the bounda- 
ries of the State of Iowa, and to repeal so much 
of the act of the 3d of March, 1845, as relates to 
the boundaries of Lowa, without amendment. 

Mr. W. still further, from the same committee, 
reported back the (Flouse) bill to enable the people 
of Wisconsin to form a constitution and State 
government, and for the admission of such State 
into the Union, without amendment. 

Mr. W. moved that the two last named bills be 
made the special order for Saturday next. 

Mr. LEWIS objected. There were (he said) 
several important hills which had the preference, 
and should be disposed of before these minor mat- 
ters were discussed. 

_ The question being taken on the motion, it was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a joint resolution for the relief of 
John Devlin; which was read a first and second 
time. 

{Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 

The bill to establish and organize an Executive 
bureau, under the exclusive direction and control 
of the President ofthe United States, was taken 
up; and, after. a. conversation between Senators 
JARNAGIN, HUNTINGTON, WESTCOTT, 
and CHALMERS, it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The “ bill to direct the President of the United 
States to sell the reserved mineral lands in the State 
‘of Illinois and Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, 
supposed to contain-lead ore,” was read a third 
time, and passed. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 
The bill to graduate and reduce the price of the 


public lands was read a third time and passed, by 
the following vote: 


VEAS—Moegsra. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Barrow, Benton, Breese, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Chal- 


mers, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Joha- i 


son of Maryland, Lewis, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Se- 
vier, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee-——26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Cilley, Thomas Clayton, John 
M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Hunt 
ington, Jarnagin, Miller, Morehead, Pearee, Phelps, Sim- 
mons, Upham, and Woodbridge—18. 

THE TEXAN NAVY. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the ‘bill to authorize 
the President of the United States to increase the 
naval force of the United States, by adding thereto 
the naval. establishment of the late Republic of 
Texas” was taken up. a 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said, that although this bill 
came from the Committee on Naval Affairs, he did 
not claim any participation.in the honor of its pa- 
ternity. On the contrary, it had his opposition in 
committee, and had. béen reported to the Senate 
during a temporary absence, contrary to his wishes 
and expectations. In his view, the bill had no 
good foundation, either in principle or expediency; 
Dut, on the contrary, was violative of both. It was 


braced in the joint resolution annexing Texas to | 
the United States; that the term “ navy,” there i 
used, embraced the officers as well as the ships, |! 
This was a strange position, and one which he was |; 
persuaded would never receive the sanction of the |} 
Senate. The language of the second section of the | 
joint resolution referred was thus: f 

“Said State, when admitted into the Union, after ceding | 
to the United States all public edifices, fortifications, bar- 
racks, ports, and harbors, navy and navy-yards, docks, mag- 
azines, and armaments, and all other menns pertaining to | 
the public defence, belonging to the said Republic of Texas, | 
shall retain all the public founds,” &e. 


1i 
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t 
x . . f 
t navy” may be used in certain connexions, and j 


Now, though it might be conceded that the term 
under such circumstances as to warrant the en- | 
larged sense claimed for it, yet surely no such | 
meaning could be attached to it here. It would be 
observed that the language speaks of ‘* ceding’’—~ |; 
after ceding the navy, &¢. Could it for a moment | 
be supposed that Congress was then contemplating f 
a cession of men—full-grown, uniformed and com- |! 
missioned men? Certainly not. The term cede 
could properly apply to property onl But these ; 
officers were not only not embraced in the joint | 
resolution by express terms, but the transfer of | 
them ‘to the navy of the United States could noti 
fairly be regarded as understood or implied. What 
reason, he would ask, was there for bringing these 
officers into the navy of the United States, that i; 
would not as well apply to the officers of the army, 
or, indeed, to the civil list? Tt would be dimeli 
he thought, to diseriminate between them, The 
truth was, the officers of Texas, whether belong- | 
ing to the army, navy, or civil list, were officers of | 
an independent republic. When it ceased to be a 
republic, and heenme one of the United States, the ! 
fanetions of its officers ceased also. The admis- | 
sion into the Union of itself created a necessity ; 
for new officers, with new powers, holding under | 
a new tenure. The source of authority ceasing, 
the subordinate powers, of course, ceased with it.: 
Again: he would ask ifthis bill did not interfere with 
the constitutional powers of the President? The | 

ower of nomination and appointment is vested in į 

im alone by the Constitution. Could we, then, | 
legislate men into office?—or could we limit and || 
cireumseribe his range for selection? Congress |} 
can create offices, to be sure; but can Congress || 
prevent the President from taking an unlimited |; 
range in the selection of persons to fill those of- 
fices? He apprehended not. But if it were other- 
wise, it was, perhaps, questionable whether, in 
point of fact, there were any officers of the Tex- |) 
an navy in esse at the time of annexation, Upon i: 
this point he would vot speak with confdene 
The Senators from Texas were much better a 
guainted with the facts than himself, and he should ; 
| defer cheerfully to any statement or correction | 
i they might make. He had always supposed that | 

the navy had been broken up, and the officers dis- | 
| charged or put on perpetual furlough. The com- | 
mander, at least, had been discharged, by the then | 
President of Texas, and the fact made known to 
the world by proclamation. This, to he sure, was | 
attempted to be reversed afterwards by the Legis- |! 
Jature, but without effect, in consequence of the 
interposition of the veto power of President Jones, | 
If he (Mr. F.) was wrong in these facts, the Sen- 
ators from Texas could correct him. If right, it 
was exceedingly questionable, as he had ssid be- 
i fore, whether there were, in fact, any officers of |: 
the Texan navy in existence at the time of annex- 
ation. But independently of these considerations, 
it would be exceedingly unjust to the officers of 
our own navy to bring into it the officers of the ! 
Texan navy, with the rank they then held. Cap- | 
tain Moore left the naval service of the United | 
States in 1839, to enlist in a foreign service, for the 
i purpose, it is presumed, among others, of promo- 
ting his own personal interest. He gave upa 
lieutenancy in one navy, and took a captaincy in 
another. In the service of the latter he fought gal- | 
lantly, it is believed, and won high honors. Of} 
‘these Mr. F. would not deprive him. They were |} 
| fairly won, let them be freely enjoyed. But did |} 


| 
i 
a 


| 
|: 
| 
| 


United States, and overslaugh‘those who had been 
standing faithfully by the flag of their country, and 
waiting anxiously for their legitimate turn for pro- 
motion? . If Captain Moore. should now come into 
the navy of the United States with his present rank, 
he would overslaugh ninety-six commanders and a 
large number of lieutenants. Several of these com- 
manders served most gallantly and honorably du~ 
ring the last war, and several of them served from 
twelve to fifteen years before Captain Moore enter- 
ed the service as a midshipman. Now, could it 
be just or right to permit Captain Moore to come 
back into a service which he voluntarily left, and 
take command of those under whose command he 
was when he left? It could not be otherwise than 
galling to those gallant officers, and, so far as his 
vote went, should never be permitted. So of the 
junior officers; it would be equally unjust to them. 

he position they hold in the navy they have toiled 
for; and for long, long years, ih consequence of the 
great number of our officers, have they been wait- 
ing patiently for their regular, turn of promotion to 
arrive. Promotion, the result of an honorable am- 
bition, is an object of which they never lose sight. 
Can it be just to these men to permit others to come 
in from a foreign service, and seriously and mate- 
rially interfere with their legitimate advancement? 
It would be not only cruel and unjust to them, but 
deeply injurious to the service. For he held it to 
be clear, that you could not thus dampen the ardor 
and honorable ambition of the junior officers with- 
out seriously affecting the service itself. The most 
that could properly be asked, he thought, for the 
officers of the Texan navy, was to let them come 
back and occupy the positions they would have 
held if they had never left the naval service of the 
United States. To this extent, if it could be prop- 
erly done, he was willing to go, and no furthers 
and for the purpose of having the bill made con- 
tormable to this view, he should move to have it 


n recomunitted, 


At the request of Mr. RUSK, several amend- 


|; ments submitted by him were ordered to be printed, 


and the further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned till to-morrow. 


THE WAREHOUSE BILL. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


special order of the day, the warehouse bill. 
Mr. DIX remarked that as the Senator from 


| Delaware, [Mr. J. M. Crayron,] had expressed a 
‘desire to address the Senate on this subject, he 


(Mr. D.) would gladly give way to him. 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON replied that he would 


; not now address the Senate on the bill before it, 
because, in his opinion, the tariff bill should first 


he disposed of, The Senator from New York 


i was probably, however, prepared to address the 


body; and he (Mr. C.) desired to ask him whether 
the features of this bill were identical with the 
English warehousing law ? 

Mr. DIX replied ‘that he had never advanced 
any such sentiment. He would in the course of 
the remarks which he intended to offer, point out 


© the difference hetween the two systems. 


Mr. CLAYTON said he would be very happy 


i to hear the Senator.on these points. He (Mr. C.) 


understood that in Great Britain, when goods were 


| entered for warehousing, a declaration was required. 


whether the goods were intended for general con- 
umption, or for reéxportation, and that bonds 
were required. Did the honorable Senator so un- 
derstand the English regulation? a 
Mr. DIX replied in the negative. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that he would 
be happy to hear the Senator on that point. 
Mr. BAGBY said, before his honorable friend 
from New York [Mr. Dix] proceeded with the 
main discussion, he begged leave to call his atten- 
tion to a single point, which he (Mr. B.) consid- 
ered of great importance, and upon which his 
vote would greatly depend, Mr. B. did not pro- 
fess to be familiar with commercial topics. The 
ursuits and habits of his life had led him mainly 
m a different direction. But if he understood the 
leading objects and effect of the bill now under 


contended by its friends that its object was em- || this entitle him to come back into the navy of the |! consideration, they were two-fold. First, to en- 
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principal benefi pul wi A : 
eign importers and foreign ship-owners, without i 
a corresponding benefit to any class in. the United 
States? Mr. B. had great respect for the opinions | 
of the Senator from New York, especially upon 
subjects of this kind. : 

Mr. DIX said he would reply to that inquiry in 
the course of his remarks; and then went on to ad- į 
dress the Senate at great length, and with charac- | 
teristic ability, with a view to the refutation of the 
arguments advanced by the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, [Mr. Honvineron,] and advocating the prin- 
ciples and provisions of the bill. 

[A full report of these remarks will he found in 
the Appendix. } 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted a few remarks 
mm reply; and, having concluded, the Senate pro- |: 
eceded to take action on the pending amendments 
to the bill. 

Mr. DIX submitted several amendments, which 
were considered and agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to amend the bill by adding 
an additional section. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, the bill, 
as amended, was ordered to be printed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate proceed- 
ed, as in committee of the whole, to the considera- 
tion of the (House) bill making appropriations for 
the support of the army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30th, 1847, which had been reported from the | 
Committee on Finance, with amendments. lj 

The amendments, having been read, were agreed | 
to, ‘The bill was reported back to the Senate as !! 
amended, the amendments were concurred in, and +: 
the hill was ordered to be read a third time. By || 
unanimous consent the bill was immediately read j| 
a third time, and passed. + 


MINERAL LANDS OF LAKE SUPERIOR. 


The following message from the President of the 
United States was read, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

F communicate herewith a report from the Seeretary 
the Treasury, transmitting a report from the Commi 
of Poblie Lands, in reply to the resolution of the S 
2d June, 1846, calling for information of the progre 
has been made in the sarveys of the mineral re 
Lake Superior, and within what time such survey 
probably ba prepared for the sales of the land in that com 
try. In answer to that portion of the resolution which cal 
for the “views of the Executive respecting the proper mode 
of disposing of said lands, keeping in view the interest of the 
United States, and the equitable claims of individuals who, 
under the authority of the War Department, have made in- 
provements thereon, or acquired rights of possession,” I 
yecommend tbat these lands be brought into market, and 
sold at such price and under such regulations as Congress 
may prescribe, and that the right of pre-emption be secured 
to sneh persons as have, under the authority of the War 
Department, made improvements or acquired rights of po: 
session thereon. Should Congress deen it proper to ai 
thorize the sale of these lands, it will be necessary to attach 
them to suitable Jand districts, and that they be placed under 
the management and control of the General Land Office, as 
other public lands, JAMES K. POLK. 


EXPLANATION. | 
Mr. CAMERON rose and said that he found |; 
his vote upon the passage of the graduation bill 
had been recorded in the affirmative, whereas he |; 
intended to vote, and supposed that he did, in the |! 
negative. If compatible with the rules of the Sen- l! 
ate, he would like to have the vote corrected. | 
Several Senators observing that it was too late to 
make the correction, the Journal having been read 
and approved, the matter was passed over, and 
The Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 

`  "Puurspay, July 9, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read 
proved, l 
- Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House | 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union (for the purpose of resuming |; 
the consideration of the graduation bill.) i 
-: Mr.. PRESTON KING: called for t 


and ap- | 


|! order of business, being the call of- 
i for reports. 


| report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in. 
|| relation to the causes of the Mexican war. 


| were ordered; and, being taken, were, yeas 108, 


l uation. 


| should regulate the action of this, if it does not of | 


j 
H 
1 


the committees 


Mr. CULLOM moveda suspension of the rules 
to enable him to call up a motion (heretofore indi- 
cated by him) to print an extra number of the 


The motion did not prevail. . 

The question recurred, and (after a brief con- 
versation) was taken, on the motion of Mr. Mé- 
CLERNAND, and no quorum voted. Oe tte 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays, which 


nays 15. ‘ 
THE GRADUATION BILL. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ficx- 
tix, of Tllinois,) in the chair, and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill to-reduce and graduate the 
price of the public lands to actual settlers and cul- 
tivators. | 

Mr. GORDON, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee. He avowed himself in 
favor of the principle of a reduction of the price of | 
the public lands to their actual value, but was 
opposed to this bill, as a bill not graduating the 


price of the lands to their value, nor yet a bill to | | 


give the lands to actual settlers, bata bill to give 
the lands to speculators, and the States and Terri- 
tories in which they lie, under the pretext of grad- 


Mr PAYNE said the day had past when an ar- 
gument founded upon the natural rights of man to 
his due proportion of the soil on which he lives 
should be addressed to the House or the country. 
Yot, looking at the question in an abstract point of 
view, it would be very difficult to say how it was 
that a creature of God, placed upon this earth, and | 
drawing his subsistence from that earth, should not 
have as much of it as was necessary to supply his 
wants. But this Government had thought proper | 
to interfere with this natural law, and place a price 
upon our public Jands. i 

One dollar and a quarter, he contended, was am- 
ple price for the best unimproyed land in the remote 
sections of the country. He spoke from a knowl- 
edge of the facts. He estimated, even at this price 
to commence with, by the time they were cleared 
and brought into proper cultivation, they will have 
cost their full value—some $10 or #12. Butas. all 
lands were not of equal value, a graduation of the 
price would he jast and equitable. 

The ques 
adopted; Mr. P. was not particularly wedded to 
this system. He was willing to go for any reason- || 
able one which might be proposed. 
time he would remark, that he was satisfied with | 
he one proposed by this bill, with a very slight 
mendment. ; 

Gentlemen seemed to oppose this bill on the 
ground that the price of all lands was tbe reduced | 
under it. This was not the case. 
minimum of § 


25 would be continued for good 


P. recounted and defended the graduation provis- | 
ions of this bill. It was founded on principles of | 
common sense, and of that stern justice which | 
other governments. 

In reference to the argument of Mr. Gornow, 
that this bill would redound to the benefit of specu- | 


lators, Mr. P, had no sympathy for them, and he |, 


differed with him as to the effects of this bill upon 
them. He considered the present system better 
calculated to favor them. The swoilen purse of 


the land jobber, aided too frequently by the money- į; 


ed institutions of the country, was too likely to į 
monopolize the public domain, and then to deal it 
out in parcels, extorting from the poor settler the | 
prices which he saw fit to demand. 

‘With reference to the provision for the cession 
of lands not sold after exposure to sale for thirty 
years, the presumption, if they were refused for 


that time (he said) was, that they were worth no- [| 


thing—not worth giving away. But he was. op- 
posed to it—to giving, or to a pretence of giving 
to the respective States of this Union. He hoped | 
the day would soon come when the respective sov- 
ereignties of this Union would spurn all gifts, or 
semblances of gifts from the General Government. 
He was opposed to this section of the bill; and he 


on then was, what system shall be |! 
i 


At the same |} 


The present jj 


ands, These would not go below that, but the |, 
graduations were applicable to inferior lands. Mr, |. 


on Public Lands [Mr. McCiennanp] if it would 
not be better—more in accérdance with his own 
wishes and the-wishes of the country--to. amend 
it so as after thirty years to give it to any citizen 
who. would settle on and cultivate it.) 05 4° 
Mr. McCLERNAND said, with the permission 
of his friend from Alabama, he would make.a brief 
explanation. Mr. McC. had reported the bill frora 
the Committee on Public Lands with a full know- 
ledge ofall its provisions. "The clause of cession, 
as he conceived, involved no constitutional diffi- 
eulty.. The Constitution evidently contemplates 
that the several States. shall-occupy the-same foot- 
ing of equality and sovereignty, under its provisions - 
in all respects whatsoever. ‘The old States claimed 
and exercised a jurisdictional:and proprietary right 
over the lands within their limits.» To deny the 
| new States the same right is to. strike-at. thelr soy- 
ereignty in :a vital point. The power. of taxation 
is a vital attribute of sovereignty. The old States 
| enjoy this power as well in regard to lands as in 
regard to personal property. Tbe new States are 
denied this power in’ regard’ to. the public lands 
| before sale,.and in several cases after sale, for five 
years. The Federal: Government cannot take 
power beyond the pale’ of: the Constitution, nor 
| can a State give it, except in the manner prescribed 
by the Constitution; yet, by virtne of compacts, 
otherwise than ini such’ prescribed mode, the new 
States are. prohibited this vital power. The. trae 
and strict construction of the Constitution would 
seem to be that thé act of admission admits each 
State to the proprietary right of the soil within its 
limits, and excludes from their limits the jurisdic- 
tion of the General Govermment to prevent the 
public Jands from being entered upon by the citi- 
zen, by civil or criminal proceedings, or by mili- 
tary force. s, ` E SEERE 
Mr. McC. said that he was willing, however, 
for the sake of the success of the measure, and to 
bring to a speedy termination this invasion of State 
sovercignty, to: vote for the’ amendment of his 
friend from Virginia, [Mr. Dromeoore,] which 
fixed a minimum of five cents per acre upon the 
lands remaining unsold at the end of thirty years, 
upon the terms of the bill, to the States in which 
such lands may be situated. > oe a 
Mr. Q. S. HOUSTON called the attention’ of 


| his colléigue’ to the amendment he had offered, 


which proposed precisely. the provision which his 
colleague now suggested——viz: after the ‘land had 
assed through the various gradations, it should 
be given to those who chose to settle upon it, by 
paying the feces of the officer. f 

Mr. PAYNE (resuming) disclaimed all idea of 
any imputation on the political orthodoxy of the 
gentleman from Illinois, and recapitulated the po- 
sition just laid down. He expressed his satisfac- 
tion at the amendment of his colleague, and his 
hope that it would receive the sanction of the 
House; and then proceeded to refer to some of the 
advantages of graduation: 

First, instead of. diminishing revenue, the very 
object of this bill was to increase it: First, direct- 
ly from the sales of the lands; and second, indi- 
rectly, by the increase of wealth and prosperity of 
the western country, and the consequent demand 
for imports, and bringing with them a proportionate 
increase of revenue, receivable through the cus- 
tom-house. : x 

Another advantage to which the statesman, phi~ 


| lanthropist, and patriot, cannot fail to look with 


feelings of pride and. exultation is, that it would 
_ tend to increase the number of the agriculturists of 
| the country. He disparaged no class or profes- 
i sion, yet this was the noblest.of all occupations— 
| the foundation of all society and of all employ- 
ments.. The cultivators of the soil were the main 
| reliance of the country in the hour of peril; and if 
| the liberties of the country were ever to be trodden 
| down by some ambitious usurper, the very last 
| resistance would be offered by hands which had 


|| been inured to labor at the plough. He would, > 


| then, encourage them by all proper and constitu- 
| tional means. ; 

Again, it was important to the States as a mat- 
| ter of revenue, by enabling them to tax the lands 
| within their respective limits; and also, inasmuch 
las it would tend to complete and. perfect their 


l| sovereignty. 


| Mr. PAYNE having concluded— 
Mr. SCHENCK obtained the floors <5.. 
Mr. McCLERNAND asked. him to yield. for 


he regular i| would suggest to the chairman of the Conimittee il the purpose of taking up and referring the gradu- 
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ee bill, (which -had-been received from the Sen- 
ate. ; 
Mr. SCHENCK declined to yield. He then 
proceeded to address the committee in opposition 
to the bili—dwelling on the advantages and bene- 
fits which had resulted from the present land sys- 
tem, and ‘arguing ‘the expediency of letting well 
enough alone. `` : 

Mr. DARRAGH. obtained the floor, bat yielded 
at the request of ` ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND, on whose- motion the 


committee rose, and taok up the bil from the Sen- | 
ate to reduce and graduate the price of the public į 


. lands; which bill, having been read twice by its 


title, was referred.to the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union. 


The House then again resolved itself into Com- |: 


mittee.of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
Mr. Ficxuiy, of Ilinois, in the chair. 

On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the gradu- 
ation bill of the House was laid aside, and the bill 
from the Senate was taken up and read. 

Mr. DARRAGEL addressed the committee in 
favor of the amendment submitted by him. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE gave notice of his intention |) 


to offer a substitute. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON gave notice that he would 
offer the amendment indicated by him yesterday to 
the House bill, as an. amendment to the Senate bill. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON gave notice of his intention 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, warmly de- 


fended the bill, as a measure of revenue as well as. į 


of justice alike to the old States and the new, ii 


and of sound policy, caleulated to advance the set- 
dement, wealth and prosperity of the country, and 
to administer the public lands according to the best 
system. 
Mr. VINTON 
to a motion to rise; i 
Which prevailing, the committee rose and re- 


ported. l ; 
_ Mr. MeCLERNAND offered a resolution pro- 


viding that all debate on the bill should terminate | 
And he de-! 


to-morrow at twelve o'clock, M. 
manded the previous question. 
Pending which motion the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frmay, July 10, 1846. 

Mr. TURNEY presented the petition of Lemuel 
P. Montgomery, an oficer in the jast war with 
Great Britain, asking a pension;.which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PEARCE presented.a. petition from the rep- 
resentative of William D. Degges, asking permis- 
sion toinstitute a suit against the United States for 
the recovery of certain lands erroneously conveyed 
by lis executor to the Governments which was 
referred to. the Committee on the Judiciary. 

My. DIX presented the petition of Jeffries & 
Catterfeld, manufacturers of brimstone, asking 
` that crude brimstone may not be subject to duty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. D. also presented the memorial of Royal £. 
House, asking the aid of the Government in the 
construction of a magnetic telegraph between the 
cities of New York and New Orleans, upon a plan 
invented by him; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. D. further presented the memorial of J. D. 

: Wyckoff, asking compensation for materials fur- 
nished for the construction of the custom-house at 
New York; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
the Kentucky Historical Society, asking the pub- 
lication of an increased number of the works of the 
Exploring. Expedition; which was referred to the 

. Committee on the Library. 

Mr. M. also presented. a memorial. from the 

same society, asking that books, maps, and seien- 


obtained the floor, and yielded |) and passed. 


tific apparatus, imported for the use of schools and | 


literary institutions may be imported free of duty, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee : 


of Claims, reported a bill, which was read, and 
passed to the second reading, 

“The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John J. Bulow; when : 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON moved to amend the bill, 
which he thought would remove all the objections 


| 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CLAYTON desired that the amendment 


should be first acted on, and after that he was wil- | 
ling that the sense of the Senate should be tested j 


on the question. 

A Jong dehate ensued, in which Messrs. CLAY- 
TON, PHELPS, YOLEE, WESTCOTT, CASS 
DAYTON, and others participated; when 

Mr. McDUFFIE moved to lay the bill on the 
table; which motion prevailed. 


THE ARMY BILL. 


Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote of |’ 


yesterday ordering the bill making appropriations 


for the support of the army to he read a third time, i 
The object was simply to amend the bill so as to | 


allow that an appropriation of last year should be 


applied to the specifie purpose for which it was i 


made. 


Mr, LEWIS, the chairman of the Committee į 
on Finance, inquired if it involved any new ex- | 
ii penditure; and, being informed that it did not, the | 
j motion of Mr, Evans was agreed to, and the bill 
amended in conformity with his suggestion: and | 


was then, by unanimous consent, read a third time 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. EVANS said there was another appropria. | 
pprey 


tion bill which ought to be acted on. He alluded 


to the bill making appropriation for the service of |; 
the Military Academy Tor the year ending the | 


30th June, İRAT. 
Mr, DIX called for the special order, being the 


bd relating to the warehousing system. 


Mr. EVANS hoped the bill he had indicated 
would first be considered. 


presumed before that hour arrived the bill and 
amendments could be disposed of. 

The bill was then taken upas amended in com- 
mittee, and, 

The amendments having been read, 


Mr. BENTON objected to the amendment of j; 


the appropriation of $2,000 for the expenses of a 
board of visiters to the institution. Ee had two 
objections: the first was, introducing matters of 
legislation in ordinary appropriation bills: and the 
other was, that such a ‘board of visiters as was 
contemplated by the bill was unnecessary. 
avowed himself as most especially opposed to thé 
payment of visiters to West Point. 
his recollection when appliertions had been urged 
from all parts of the country to be appointed visit- 
ers to West Point Academy, many of whom did 


not even know the necessary terms that were to be | 
He had rather leave it where it was in the |! 


used, her 
beginning of the institution, to persons who re- 


ceived no compensation, and who were far more | 


likely to make efficient and useful examinations. 
He expressed the hope that the whole amendment 
might be rejected. 

Mr. EVANS was sorry that so small an ap- 
propriation as this asked for in the amendment 
should not find favor in the sight of the Senator 
from Missouri. He thought the objections urged 
by the Senator did not weigh in the present ease. 
The bill before them was not an ordinary appro- 
priation bill, nor did he consider the board by any 
means to involve a useless expenditure. No one, 
he thought could doubt the value of a proper 
examination, and the report made on the improve- 
ments required in the Academy by a board of com- 
petent visiters. The item objected to by the Sena- 
tor was not to pay the visiters, but simply to allow 
them their daily expenses and transportation, and 
even thatata very low rate, 

Mr. DIX said the bill seemed to-bid fair to lead 
to a long discussion; he must, therefore, move to 
postpone its further consideration, and proceed to 
the special order 


It was not one o’elock, | 
the hour for taking up the special order, and he 


He ! 


It was within |: 


Mr. EVANS observed, if the object in postpo- 
ning was for the purpose ofexamination, he should 
make. no objection; but if it were simply to post- 
| pone for-the purpose of taking up another bill, he 
i should. object.toat. | > f et 
Mr. DIX said he had. given way for the purpose 
of allowing the bill to:be-taken: up, supposing it 
{| would occupy na time; but, being disappointed, he 


‘| negative. : 

| Mr. CALHOUN expressed the hope, as the bill 
i! had been allowed to be taken up through the cour- 
4 tesy of the Senator from New York, (Mr. Dix] 
| that the question would be yielded; but, independ- 
| ent of courtesy, the time had arrived for proceed- 
| ing to the discussion of the special order, The 
true course to be pursued was, to take up business 
|; pertaining to the moming hour, but when the Ume 
|: had arrived for the consideration of the special 
i; order, the proper course was to take it up and pur- 
‘i sueit. He should, therefore, move to proceed to 
i the consideration of the special order; and on that 
question he should ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EVANS did not understand the matter quite 
so much in the light of courtesy as had been rep- 
‘resented. So far as his. experience went, appro- 
n priation bills had always the preference given them. 
i| Mr. CALHOUN moved to lay the bill on the 
| table; which motion was decided in the affirmative: 
Yeas 24, nays 21. 

Mr. EVANS expressed a wish to be informed. 
L when the Senator who had now taken charge of 


‘the bill, proposed to call it up in order that he 
might be present. 
' Mr. CALHOUN said the chairman of the Com- 
; mittee on Finance not now in his seat, would an- 
“swer the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. EVANS rejoined, not so; the bill has now 
been taken out of our hands. 


f THE WAREHOUSE SYSTEM. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the warehouse bill: when— 

| Mr. SIMMONS rose and addressed the Senate 
at very considerable length against the general fea- 
tares of the bill, and giving it as his opinion that, 
so far from having a tendency to increase the rev- 
enue, it would diminish it at lenat one-half; that all 
large cargoes would be in warehouses; that it was 
not calculated to subserve the interests of mod- 
erate capitalists, as had been avowed; bùt that it 
| would make in favor of the large importer. He 
i alluded to the present system of cash duties, under 
which every interest had seemed to improve, and 
: which very improvement almost seemed to him to 
ii create opposition. All was going on well, why 
‘not let it alone? 

After Mr. Simmons closed his remarks, he offered 
an amendment to the bill, the effect of which, as 
ithe reporter understood it, was to confine the 
; operations of the system to the American mer- 
chant. 

Mr. DAVIS then rose and addressed the Senate 
with great force and at much length against the 
idea of action on this bill until the sub-treasury bill 
had been disposed of. It was necessary or unneces- 
sary, precisely as the sub-treasury bill should make 
iit, being a measure collateral; and hence it was 
better in his opinion, not to act until the sub-treas- 
ury bill was disposed of. He desired to act ona 
measure of so much importance understandingly. 
Mr. D. then went on to show what he conceived 
would be the effect of the bill in its present shape. 
He said we had changed from a credit system to 
cash; and all must have a distinct recollection that 
none were so forward to denounce the credit sys- 
tem as the prominent Democrats of the day. It 
was said that it gave advantages to men of ficti- 
tious capital; that goods would be piled up in the 
warehouses, from thence they would be put up 
under the hammer; and their desks had been piled 
with documents to show that the business of the 
country had passed out of the hands of Americans 
i and was entirely absorbed by foreigners; and to 
| gét rid of all these evils and frauds they had voted 
| for a home valuation and cash duties. i 

Mr. DIX made a brief reply, but was entirely 
| inaudible in the gallery; at the end of which, how- 
| ever, the. reporter understood Mr. Simmons to 
1! withdraw his amendment. 


i After some remarks from Mr. Bacpy— 


ji 
i 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON adverted to the fact that 
in the printed bill on their tables, as amended, the 
blank was filled up with “three years,” but he 
appealed to the recollection of Mr. Dix to say 
whether the question had been decided by the | 
Senate. y f 

Mr. DIX was understood to admit that it had 
not, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON then intimated an inten- 
tion to move to fill the blank with * two years.” 
He desired to make the time as short as possible, 
if the bill was to pass. But he should vote against 
the bill altogether. He asked for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS was understood to say that he ; 
should move to fill the blank with one year. 

Mr. DIX -moved to fill the blank with three 
ears, and on that question, being the largest num- | 
er, the vote had precedence. i 

The question having been put, it was decided in | 
the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—-Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Benton, |} 

1 
j 
t 


Jalhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Hanne 
gan, Houston, Jolson of Louisiana, Lewis, McDutlie, I 
nybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Turney, Wescott, and Yul 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Barrow, C 
Citley, John M, Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin. Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Hunting- 
ton, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Sempic, Simmons, Sturgeon, 
Upham, Webster, and Woodbridge—t 

Mr. CALHOUN rose and addressed the Senate | 
at some length in favor of the bill, deeming ita 
most important measure to the commercial and } 
navigating interests of the country. The collec- | 
tion of duties in cash, he thought, acted most un- į 
equally, and was calculated to increase burdens | 
very unnecessarily to the consumer. |! 

Mr. WEBSTER avowed himself as a uniform | 
supporter of the warehouse system, and still |) 
thought a bill might be matured’ that would be of || 
considerable advantage to the mercantile commu- |: 
nity, without prejudice to other interests. Mr. | 
W. then went on to give his views at large, and ti 
concluded by moving to recommit the bill to the 
committee, in order that it might be made to assume | 
a shape, with the aid of his colleague in matters of | 
commercial knowledge and detail, which would be | 
likely to secure its passage. | 

On this question he demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. | 

| 
| 
3 li 


| 
f 
| 
| 


Mr. DIX hoped the motion would not prevail. 
If there were amendments to be offered on the 
other side, he was willing to give them a hearing 
and, if he deemed them essential, to adopt them 
but to commit the bill at that late stage of the ses 
sion might be to defeat it. Senators would bear |: 
witness with what assiduity he had endeavored | 
from time to time to get up the measure, which |! 
had been before the Senate for six months. He j! 
could not now consent to any such proposition. i! 

A very interesting debate ensued, in which | 
Messrs. WEBSTER, ARCHER, CALHOUN, i 
ALLEN, SIMMONS, HUNTINGTON, and || 
others participated. i 

When, at a late hour, the question was taken on 
the motion of Mr. Wegsren to recommit, and de- 
cided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS-—-Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Cameron, Cilley, Joun | 
M. Clayton, ‘Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, 
Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jamagin, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- | 


head, Niles, Pearce, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, Webste 
and Woodbridge—9s. i EN g ii 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, Me- | 
Duffie, Pennybacker, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Turney, West- | 
cott, and Yulec—25. i | 
Mr. BENTON moved to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Executive business amid cries of “Too | 
late! too late!” i 
The mation, however, prevailed; the doors were i| 
closed; and, after some time spent in secret ses- i 
sion, the doors were reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, July 10, 1846. 


fo 7 ournal of yesterday was read and ap- 
THE GRADUATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER an 
ness to be the resolution 
NAND, and pending at the 
providing that all deba 


! bill had come here. 
! sirous to address the committee, and there were 
| now, in fact, two bills before it instead of one. 


| sand eight hundred and fifty-six; when they 


i} dred and forty-s 
l: years or more on ihe 


: be again subject to the right of preéimp 
! before, and so on from time to time, as 
jj take place: Provided, That nothing in this act containe: 
shali be construed to interfere with any right which has ac- |} 
| erued or may accrue by virtue of any act.granting preémp- | 

4 7 elande ee | country 


Whole on the state of the Union on this bill should 


| cease at twelve o’clock this day. 


On which resolution the previous question had 


| been demanded. 


Mr. McCLERNAND modified his resolution so 
as to substitute one o’clock for twelve. 

Mr. McK AY suggested two o’clock.. 

Mr. McCLERNAND finally modified the reso- 


lution accordingly. 


Mr. TRUMAN SMITII asked leave to make a |! 


report. 
The SPEAKER said it could only be done’ by 
general consent. ‘3 ‘ 
Objections were made. "3 
The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, - 
Mr. DROMGOOLE asked Mr. McCrernanxp 


i to withdraw his motion for the previous question, 
‘so as to admit an amendment prolonging the time 


for discussion until to-morrow at twelve o'clock. 
The debate had taken a new start since the Senate 
Several gentlemen were de- 


Mr. McCLERNAND said it would give him 
pleasure to accommodate the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Dromeoons,] but there were many gen- 
tlemen near him who were anxious that the debate 
should be closed at two o’clock to-day. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. {shall vote against it at 
y rate. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman can act 
his pleasure. 

The question again recurred on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved a call of the House; 
which was refused. 

The question on the demand for the previous 
question, was then taken, and there was a second. 

‘The main question was ordered; and, being taken, 
the resolution was adopted. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. LEAKE made an ineffectual effort to go into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of proceed- 
ing to the consideration of the private calendar. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 


The motion of Mr. McCiernanp having been 
agreed to, the House resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Fieru, of IHinois, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill from the Senate ‘* to re- 
duce and graduate the price of the public lands, 
and for other purposes,” &c., and is jn the follow- 
ing words: : 

Be it enacted by the Sonate and Horse of Representatives 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
all public lauds which shall have been offered for sale ten 


an 


and forty-seven, shall the 
dollar per sere, until the 


fter be subject to entry at one 


abject to entry at seventy-five cents per acre until-the first 


| day of March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three ; 
ii and all then remaining unsold, 
i; fifty cents per acre, until the fi 


hall be subject to entry at 
day of March, one thou- 
y shall hesubject 
to entry at twenty-five cents per acre until the first day of 
March, one thousand cight hundred and filty-nine. 

So. And be tt further enucted, That all public Jands 
which, after the first day of March, one thousand cight hun. 
ven ull bave been offered for sale ten 


bject in Hk 
tively oceur: Provided, ‘That no one person, under the pro- 


one section at the two lowest rates of fifty and twenty-five 
cents per acre. 
Sec. 3. And bett further enacted, That upon every reduc- 


other person until the next graduation or reduction in price 
shall take place, when it shall, if not previously purchased, 
ion for six months, as 
said reduetion: shal 


tions to actual settlers upon the-public lands. 


rst day of March, one thousand | 
ght hundred and fifty; all then remaining unsold, shall be | 


st day of March, one thousand eight į 
; hundred and fifty, shail then be subject to graduation and 
entry, in like manner and at like periods of three years ; and i 
that all public lands which shall have been offered for sale | 
| ten years or more at the next succee 
į sequent one, shal] he subj 
and entry, at like periods of three years, as they consecu- j 


į 


ng period, or any sub- į 
manner to graduation | 


i visions of this act,shail be authorized to purchase more than | 


July 10, 


of acts as provide for. aù exemption ‘from’ the imposition of 
taxes upon land sold by the United States for five years from 
and after. the day of sale be, and the same are hereby, re- 
pealed- ` ` : 


Mr. VINTON was entitled to the. floor, but’ 
| yielded for the moment to— ~- : 
i. Mr. McDOWELL, of. Virginia, who gave no- 
| tice of an amendment, in explanation of which he 
said a few words (scarcely. heard: by the reporter.) 
! The amendment was read as follows: i 


Beit enacted by the Senate dnd House:of Representatives 
| of the United States of America in Cingress assembled, That 
all the publie lands which. shall have been: offered for sale 
| ten years or more, on the first day of March, 1847, shall: be 
| subject to’ entry at one ‘dollar per acre, on and after that 
| day, until the first of March, 1849; that -all. which’ shall 
have been offered for fifteen years or, more, on said first of 
March, 1847, shall be subject to entry at seventy-five cents 
per acre, on and after that day, until the first of March, 
1849; that all wbicb ‘shail have been offered for twenty | 
years or more by and before the time aforesaid, shall be sub- 
| ject to entry at fifty cents per acre from that time until the 
| first of March, 1849; and that all the residue of the public 
| lands which shall have been offered for twenty-five years or 
more, and be stih unsold on the first of March, 1847, shail 
be subject to entiy at twenty-five cents per acre, until the 
| first of March, 1849. . . i 

Be it further enacted, That every person applying to enter 
any of the aforesaid lands according to the provisions of this 
act, shall be required first to make affidavit. before the regis- 
| ter or receiver of the proper land office; and so to make 
| affidavit under all the pains and penalties. of law against 
false swearing, thaf he or she enters the same for his ofher 
own use, with the bona fide purpose: of actually settling 
upon and cultivating it, or of adding it to some adjoining 
land actually owned and occupied as a residence by him or 
| her, and that, together with the land thus entered, he or she 
| bas not acquired from the United States under the: provi- 
sions of this act more than three hundred and twenty acres 
according to the public surveys thereof. 

Beit also enacted, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed’ to prevent any person from entering and pur- 
chasing the public lands at $1 25 per acre, as now autho- 
rized and provided by law; nor shall anything herein-con- 
tained be construed to interfere with any right which has 
accrued by virtue of any act granting pre-emption to actual 
: settlers upon the public lands. Sy S 
Be it further enacted, That the quantity of land which the 
| President of the United States’ shall hereafter proclaim and 
offer for sale in any one year, shall not exceed 5,000,000 of 
į acres. ‘This act shall go into force from and after its pas- 
sage. i 

Mr. VINTON then resumed the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee.in opposition to the bill. He 
remarked that the subject was a very old one in 
| this House, having been here, under discussion, 
for twerity years or more. During that time. the 
| Senaté had repeatedly given its sanction to. a bill 
of this description, but it had as uniformly been 
rejected here. And of all the debates that had 
taken place on this question, he did not think that 
there had been any better than those to which we 
had listened on this occasion, l 

This public land system was older than the Con- 
stitution under which Congress was sitting. Those 
who made that system had two great objects in 
‘view—first, to make it, not only during their day 
or our days but during the day of their posterity 


|i and of our posterity, until the great work of filling 
years or more on the first day of March, eiguteen hundred ! 


up the population should be accomplished, a part 
| of the revenue of the nation; and at the same time 

so to carry on this process of selling the public 
| domain as in the fastest manner possible to fill up 
| population and subject the domain to the uses and 
purposes of civilized man. It wasa system which 
i had never belonged to the Whig or Democratic 
i party: Ithad never been made a party question 
| here, and he could not bring himself to believe that 
| it was now, for the first time, to be made the crea- 


| ture of party. He believed it would still be kept 
| free from it. : 


: tion in the prices of said lands which shall take place by the | 
i graduating process of this act, the oceupantsor settlers upo: 
i any of the said lands shall have the right of preémption at | 
: such graduated or reduced prices, which right shall extend 
ii to a period of six months from and after the dates of which 
i the respective graduations shall take place; and any land not 
j! entered by the respeciive occupants or settlers within that 
period, shall be Hable to be entered or purchased by any į 


| growth of population and the civilization of. the 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts ‘' tion than the price. 
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Mr. VINTON an 


Mr. BROCK 


and others. 

Mr. RATHBUN read from a table before him. 
a statement of the respective quantities of land 
remaining unsold, after exposure for different spe- 
cified periods; going to skew. as he contended, 
that time is no test of value. Ie gave many other 
statistics of the lands; and argued that the effect 
of this bill, by throwing some seventy-two million 
acres Into market at the graduated prices, would 
forever prevent further sales, other than at the 
minimam price. He would consent to a’ gradua- 
tion according to fair value, and under all proper 
restrictions; but approved of retaining the main 
features of the existing land system, which had 
worked generally so well. He gave notice of a 
substitute amendment he should offer when in 
order. ; 

Mr, SAWYER also gave notice of his printed 
substitute for the bill, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, followed in ad- 
vocacy of the bill, expounding and advocating its 
general principles, and referring to its beneficent 
practical operation in the Chickasaw country, 
where it has been applied, as contrasted with ihe 
effects of the gencral law in the Choctaw territory, 
in the State of Alabama, and generally. He urged 
the bill as tending to promote settlement, the gen- 
eral ends of equity, and the prosperity of the coun- 
try. This was no new system; a distinguished 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benron] was the 
father of it; and his masterly argument in its sup- 
port, when first introduced many years ago, he had 
never heard answered. 

Mr. DODGE read from a register of former pro- 
ceedings of Congress, an amendment to a land bill 
proposing the principle of graduation embodied in 


this bill, and purporting to have been oflered by Mr. | 


Vinton.. He inquired of that gentleman if this 
was correct? 

Mr. VINTON explained. that he had offered it 
as a better proposition than the bill then under con- 
sideration, and which it was generally. supposed 
would pass. . But his speeches uniformly showed 
that he occupied the opposite side, 

Mi. DODGE: proceeded to. advocate the bill, 
reading further from former debates on the pre- 
emption billy especially a reply of Mr. Polk to 
Mr. Viwron, which latter gentleman, he said, had 
always. occupied similar ground in opposition to 
the. preémption law that he now brought against 
this. His Territory felt no particular interest in 
this bill; but he urged it asa matter of justice, 
strict justice, which, however it might be defeated 
now, (as appeared probable from the clamor that 
had. been raised against it,) would hereafter force 
its way'on the ground of its imtrinsic merits, and 
must ere long become a law. : . 

Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, vindicated this 
question as one that ought to soar far above all 
party coñsiderations, and as one involving the dis- 
charge of a high and important trust with which 


this Governnient had been invested in regard to | 


_ these lands. 


They were authorized to “dispose”? 
of these lands, and it should be at a fair price. 


A 


court of equity, if it could be brought under their | 


cognizance, would*compel the Government to dis- 
pose of these refuse lands at reduced prices. Much 


had been said about the vast amount—the 133,000,- | 


000 of acres of public land now in market; but the 
fact was, not over 33,000,000. of this was worth 


anything, or would ever be sold. But very few of | 
the public lands now subject to entry were worth | 


$1.25 per acre. Alabama and Mississippi had paid 
millions of dollars more than their actual value for 
the public lands within their respective limits, He 
replied to arguments of gentlemen who had prece- 
ded him, and expressed the hope that this system 


of injustice and impolicy would be abandoned, and , 


substitute in lieu thereof a system which would 


tend to the settlement and development of the re- | 


sources of the country, and greatly enhance the 
revenue from this source. 


fi 
{ 


that date, and remaining unsold and not reserved from sale, 
ii orsubject to preéinption in favor of any other person, he or 
shemay file his or her application in writing with the regis- 
k Ke r ; terof the land district in wbich said Jands shall lie, specify- 
explanation of the provisions of his proposed sub- |! ing the township, range, section, and sectional subdivision 
stitute, (which will be found in another column,) ! of ania kuidas and upon Mis or hor aacute ane a, 
` : . . . 4 | prao e register afori i 1e 
and to an advocacy of it, as, in his opinion, best | game district, that no other person has settled upon said 
designed to accomplish the three-fold object the i tands, which proof shall befiled with said register, then the 
Government had in view in accepting this trust— |! said Pras and eeeiver shall issue to such ppplicant 7 
viz: isnos S š . || certificate, reciting that upon the continued habitation an 
: i disp ose of hose lanon for piss to: = ! cultivation of said lands by said applicant, or should he or 
ject them as rapidly as possible to State jurisdic- 1 she have died, by his or her heirs, for. the terin of three 
tion, and to bring them within reach of actual set- 
tlers at their fair value. 


| years from and after the date of said certificateyand upon 
i proof thereof being made within sixty days after me erpina- 
r K a ; $ t 2 , a 
__, Lhe hour of two having arrived, the committees || Sieh applicant, or if he or she hall have died, his or her 
in pursuance of the order of the House, proceeded i 
to vote on all amendments pending, or to be offered. 
Mr. A. JOHNSON moved to strike out from 


| Mr. McDOWELL, of Virginia, obtained the 
floor—but five minutes igre of the time allot- 
ted to debate--and devoted that brief period to an 


| heirs, shall be entitled to said lands, and a patent shall issue 
therefor to said applicant, or his or her heirs, without any 
charge therefor: Provided, however, That in no case shall 


j 
the first section of the bill the following words: |! Sen ee A ite ee e iseuod, iit 
s Until the first day of March, 1859.” |; of said Hands: nd provided, also, That if the right of said 
The amendment—by ayes 58, noes 80—was re- H aplicant r his or her heirs, to euch lands, stiall in any ruso 
j p ‘ be soid, assigned, or transferred, before the said patent sha 
jected. |; beso gancd, > : l 
| a. 7 2D TF. NEFT: _ | ii be issued, whieh sale shall be null and void; nor shalt said 
i Mr. BRINKE HOFF moved to amend the ji rigbțt to said lands be subject to sale by or under any process 
| same section by making the year in the seventh | 


t ` i à H ts + 
H at Jaw, orin equity, priorto said patent being issued, 


line read 1852, instead of 1850. Rejected. And be it further enacted, ‘That it shal! be unlawful for any 


vind be it further provided, That every person applying | 
to enter any of the aforesaid lands of the United States, {; 
under the. provisions of this act, shall be required tirst ta ii 
make affidavit before the register or receiver of the proper |) 
land otlice that he Or rbe enters the same for bis or her own < 
uae, for the purposes Of Remal setdement and cultivation | 
by and for hin or herself, or for the ase ofan adjacent farm | 
oy Plantation owned nud occupied by him or herselt; und | 
that, together with said entry, he or she has not acquired | 
from the United States, uuder the provisions of this act, | 
more than three hundred and twenty acres of tand, accord- | 
ing to the public surveys thercot; and if any person taking i 
} 

| 


| rejected. 
| Mr. A. STEWART offered a substitute, which 
; Was not now in order. : 

| The question now recurred on the following sub- 
i stitute of Mr. DROMGOOLE: 

{ 

f 

| 

ł 

i 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert the following in lieu thereof: 

That all the lands of the United States. which shall have 
been in market for ten, or more than ten, years prior to the 
time of application te enter the sane under the provisious of 
| this act, aud still remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale 
at the price of one dollar per acre. And all of the lands of 
j the United States which shall have been in market for fif- 
leen or more than fifteen years, as aforesaid, and still remain- 
t 


such oath, by afidavit, shall swear fakely in the premises, 
he or she shall be sabjeet to wt or the pains and penalties |! 
or perjury: Provided, That nothing herein contained shal 
be construed to prevent any poron fron entering or pur- 
ehasing the lands of the United States at the price of one 
dolar and twenty-five cebts per vere, as uow authorized 
and provided by hiw. This act shall uke effect six months 
from and after its passage. 


The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON now offered the amend- 
ment of which he gave notice yesterday. (See 
page 1 


| ing unsold, stall be subject to sale at the price of seventy- 
| five cents per acre, And alt of the lands of the United States 
| which shalt have been in market for twenty or more than 
i twenty years, a aforesaid, and stilt remaining unsold, shall 
O71 2 caste A P | be subject co sale ut the price of fifty cents per nere, And 
Mr. A. JOHNSON moved the following amend- |) all of the lands of the United States which shall have been 
ment to the amendment: H in market for twenty-ñve or more than twenty-five years, as 
That every person, who is the head of a family, shall, from i Alorian an auil eeiuining uenold, ahal yey alle 
and aller the passage of this nct, be entived to enter, tree |) in ids of the United States which Bha have been in market 
of cost, one guarter section of vaeaut and unappropriated || it the mussage uf this act, or at any time thereafter, for an 
public land, or a quantity equal thereto, to be located in a oe i al rth py or more iha thirty years, and still i y 
body, in conformity with the legal subdivisions of the public || Period Of thirty or more tinn abil mman 
y9 ing unsold, shall be, and the same are hereby, made subject 
ionan 2, ana be it farther enacted, "That the person apply- | toentry for the eutire quantity, and not otherwise, by the 
SEC. x, x 2 4 x - ate: -speetiVvely i hie! v ie ic 
ing for the benentot ne act miall, apon appheation to the P rerean in whieh such lands lie, at the price of 
register of the fund office in which he is about to make such eaters wean ace fi i That every 
‘entry, make afidavit before the said register that he is the fe! to tid del on eager ae Be me every ire United 
bhend of a family, and destitute of menus to purchase a quan. || RYGE ler the roviana of this act, shall be requi ed 
tity equal to a quarter section of lund, and sball, in addition |) BUtess oak SA iit before the register or receive! i f th a 
thereto, furnish a certificate of three respectable household- |} HSC Nat N ottico, that he or she eters the Suné for hi ör 
ers that he is a poor man, the head of a family, and of good {| PIPEN ane «for the pur wees of actual settet te ae ia 
moral character; and, making the affidavit above required, her ea bw 4 i for} A et herself, or for the ek f an ate = 
and filing this certificate with the register, he shall there- fi tivation by auc or Mit uf 2 ad id ied by Mi an aaja: 
upon be permitted to enter the quantity of land already spe- cone wr a AT Ene on aha hak ss 
cided: Provided, however, That no certificate or receipt shall || pyran foci: United States under the rovisione oF 
be given, nor patent issued therefor, until the expiration of |! aes 3 a than three hundred and twent tives af La a 
four years from the date of entry; and iat the expiration of i tix lis be D be publie surveys A ifa n a en , 
such time the powon making such entry shall prove by |) WCPOrmeg i. ul a : mdai elll swor falalo neler 
| two credible witnesses that he has contintied to reside upon | takin ee A bean k Shall be subject to all of the ef iS i d 
and cultivate said land, and stilt resides upon the same, und jj pri Ai Atie yi eae iz a "Provided Toat nothin herein an 
has not alienated the sime, orany part thereof, then in such | pen NRN E f ie ed to weve tany Ea fi e cone 
case he shall be entitled to n certificate and patent as in other | Mined shall be construed to prevent any person from enter- 
| 
i 
i 
i 


ing or purehasing the Innds of the United States at the price 
cases. A 


Sue. 3B. And be it further enacted, That on the expiration 
of four years from the date of the registers certifiaaite, the | 
applicant, or bis or her attorney, may apply for and obtain a | 
patent for the land: Provided satisfietory proof is made to | 
the register that the applicant is residing on the land for | 
which the patent is required. | 

Sec. 4. vind be it further enacted, Thatthe register shall į 
keep a registry of all such entries, and make return thereof 
to the General Land Office, together with the proof upon 


i 
i! of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, as now autho- 
i rized and provided by law: sind provided, also, That the 
| quantity of Jand whieh the President of the United States 
{shall hereafter proclaim and offer for sale, in any one year, 
| shall not exceed five millions of acres. This act shali take 
effect six months from and after its passage. * 


| Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved to strike out all 
| after the words “per acre’ in the 15th line of the 
| Ist section. 


whieh they have been founded. k 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all lands entered The amendment was rejected, 

The question recurring on the proposed substi- 
tute, 

Mr, RATHBUN moved to amend it by striking 
out all after the word ‘‘that,’’ in the first section, 
and inserting the following: 


i That all public lands which shall have been offered for 
t 


i 

i 

| 

| 
by, and granted to, any person under the provisions of this i 
act free of cost shall be and remain forever exempt and free |! 
from the debts and liabilities of the person to whom the i 
game shall be granted, and from all Jevies, seizures, and |; 
sales of every kind for, and on accouut of, such debts and į 
Habilities. And such lands, upon the death of the person to i: 
whom the same shall have been granted, shall descend to, | 
and the right and title thereto shalt be vested in, the widow | 
and children of the person to whom the lands were granted | 
under the Jaws in such eases of the State in which the lands | 
shall be situated. | 


: sale ten years or more on the first day of March, eighteen 
| hundred and forty-seven, shall thereafter be subject to entry 
i at one dollar per acre, unti! the first day of March, one 
| thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven ; all then remaining 
unsold, shall be subject to entry at seventy-five cents per 
acre. . 
| SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That hereafter there 
P | shall not be brought into market in any one year a quantity 
That from and atter the first day of November, 1846, any || of public land exceeding three and a half millions of acres. 

citizen of the United States, and any female, the widow or Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
daughter of any citizen of the United States, above the age |i of acts as provide for an exemption from the imposition of 
of eighteen years, who may desire to make a settlement and jį taxes npon land sold by the United States for five years fran 
habitation upon, and to cultivate public lands of the United ;! and after the day of sale, be, and the seme are hereby, re- 
? States, subject to entry for the term of ten years prior to |i peated, 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. DARRAGH offered the following as an | 
amendment to the amendment: 


T 


not counted, | 


The amendment, by ayes 29, noes 
was rejected. ` 3 

Mr. DANIEL offered the following amendment 
to the substitute; which amendment was rejected: i 

Strike out all after the enacting words, and insert | 
the following = : Ferik H 

The ie Wt s which sha have been oifere Or 
ca naran nubie ndr a a day of March, 1847, shall 
thereafter be subject to entry at one dolar per acre until the | 
first day of 1, 18575 all then remainmg unsold shall : 
thereafter be subject to entry at seventy-five cents per acre. | 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Virginia, offered the || 
amendment which is published above. i 

‘The amendment, py ayes 49, noes 80, was re- ii 
jected. 

Mr. VANCE offered an amendment, which was | 
ruled out of order, as irrelevant to the subject-mat- ii 
ter of the bi 

Mr. VANCE appealed. ; 

And the decision of the Chair, by ayes 75, noes | 
52, was affirmed. f 

Mr. HAMLIN offered as an amendment to the |! 
substitute, the amendment of Mr. McDowe s, of | 
Virginia, (heretofore voted down,) with the modi- | 
fications of’ an additional section, and of one clause | 
stricken out. Rejected. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 
the. substitute of Mr. Dromeoo.s, and it was re- 
jected. 

Mr. McKAY offered a substitute for the bill. 

The point of order was raised, and the Chair |: 
decided the amendment to be in order. An appeal | 
was taken, and, by ayes 61, noes, 71, the decision | 
was reversed. iH 

So the amendment of Mr. McKay was not en- | 
tertained. ; 

The committee then rose, and reported the Sen- || 
ate bill to the Louse without amendment. i 

And the question being on ordering it to a third |, 
reading’: | 

Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the previous 
question. ; 

There was a second. And the main question ; 
was ordered, | 

Mr. EWING, of Pennsylvania, indicated, but | 
did not persist in a motion that the bill be laid on | 
the table. : | 
Mr. GORDON made that motion. | 

| 


ii 
pi 


And the question being taken, the House deter- 
mined that the bill should not be laid on the table. 

The question recurring on ordering the bill toa |! 
third reading. ‘ i 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked the yeas and | 
nays, which were ordered. l k 

Mr. MceCLERNAND desired Mr. Wexrworrn i| 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question, `! 
so as to enable him (Mr. McC.) to offer an amend- '! 
ment. i 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman could not 
now withdraw the motion, 

Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of the vote i 
by which the main question had been ordered. | 
But the House refused to reconsider the vote, 

The question again recurred, and was taken, on 
ordering the bill to a third reading, and the vote | 
resulted as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bedinger, James A. 
Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Wiliam ! 
G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben |! 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cullom, Cunningham, |! 
Dargan, Darragh,’ Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Paran, `; 
Fieklin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hen- 
Jey, Hoge, Hough, George 8. Houston, Edmund W, Hubard, 
James B. Hunt, James H., Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. Me 
McGaughey, McKay, John P, Martin, Barkley Xi ; 
ris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Reife, Rhett, Roberts, Sawyer, Seddon, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smita, ` 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, ` 


Thomasson, Jacob ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, ‘Tredway, Went- ., 
worth, Wick, Woodward, and Yancey—s3. ii 

NAYS srs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Arnold, |: 
Atkinson, Barringer, Benton, Biggs, Blanchard, Brodhead, i 
Milton Brown, Buffington, John MH. Campbell, John G. 
Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Cro- | 
zier, Daniel, G. Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, |; 
Dobbin, Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, : 
Edwin H Ewing; Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Giddi Goodyear, ` 
Gordou, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 


A. Rockwell, R 
ance, “Pram 
y Tilden, ; j 
White, Williams, Winthrop, | 


il unsold, shall be subject to sale at the price of tifty cents per 
į acre 


1: RECOY 


: premis 


So the bill was rejected. : oy 
Mr. DANIEL moved a reconsideration of the 


|; vote, and demanded the previous question, which 


was seconded; and the main question was ordered. 
A motion to adjourn was made, and rejected. < 
The guestion recurring on the reconsideration, 
Mr. BRODHEAD asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 
Mr. MeCLERNAND desired Mr. Danyex to | 


‘| state what his object was in moving the reconsid- 


eration. 


Mr. DANIEL rose to reply amidst loud cries to | 


order. 

‘The SPEAKER said no remarks were in order. 

if Mr. Danwa made any. reply, not a word 
reached the reporter’s ear. hore 

‘The question, “ Shall the vote by which the bill 
was rejected be reconsidered i” was then taken, 
and the vote stood yeas 89, nays 89;.[a tie} 
‘The SPEAKER voted in the affirmative, making 
yeas 90, nays 89—as follows: ae 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adains, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Biggs, Jar A. Black, Bowlia, Boyd, Briukerhon, Bruck- 
enorough, Wiihaw G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustas A. 
Chapman, Reaben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobo, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, 
Dougiass, Dromgovle, Duniap, Fi 
Hamin, Uaralscn, Harmanuson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, 
George X. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, 
Junes IE Jonson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jchnson, 
George W. Jones, Kautinan, Leuke, La Sure, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McCleliand, McClernand, McComeil, Joseph J. 
MeDoweh, Jas, McDowell, Mekuy, Joun P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulin, Norris, Owen, Parish, 
Payne, Perritt, Phelps, Pilisbury, Reid, Rette, Rheit, Roberts, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leouard H. Suns, Sinspson, 
Tuomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St 
Johns Strong, Tnomasson, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Tred- 
way, Weutworth, Wick, Woodward, and Yancey—89, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Barringer, 
Benton, Bianchard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Bullington, 
Jolin H. Campbell, John G. Chapinay, Cocke, Coliamer, 
Collin, Craaswn, Crozier, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Krdinan, 
Johna H. Ewing, Edwin Ih Ewiag, oot, Garvin, Goutiy, 
Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Gratin, Grider, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hampton, Harper 8. B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, 
Hudson, Hangerford, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, | 
Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Presion King, Thomas Butler 
King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McCrate, MeHeny, 
Meilvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A+ Ruck‘ 
well, Root, Sawtelle, Schenck, Severance, ‘Lruman Smith, , 
Albert Sunthi, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, James 
Thompson, Hilden; ‘Toonibs, ` Trumbo, Vance, “Vinton, 
Wheawn, White, Wiliams; Winthrop, Woodrutt, Young, 
and Yost—s9. ; 


So the vote was reconsidered. i 
And the question then again recurred, ‘ Shall | 


| this bill be ordered to a third reading ?? 


Mr. COBB offered the following amendment, | 
viz: 

"That all of the lands of the United States which shall have 
beea in market for ten or more than ten years prior to the 
time of application to cuter the same under the provisions 


of this act, and still remaining unsold, shalt be subject to 


vase at the price of one dotiar peracre. And all of tiie lands 
of the United States which shall have been in market tor | 
fifteen or more than fifteen years, as aforesaid, and still 


| remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at the price of 


eveuty-five cents per acre. And all of the lands of the 
United States which shail have been in market for twenty | 
or more than twenty years, as aforesaid, and still remaining 


Aud ail of the lands of the United States which shall 
1in market for twenty-five Or juore than twenty- 
as aforesaid, and still remaining unsold, shall be 
le at the price of Wwenty-fi ents per acre. 

S A vind be it further enacted, sat every person 
applying to enter any of the aforesaid lands of the United 
States, under the provisions of this act, shall be required 
first to make affidavit before the register or receiver of the 
proper land office that he or she e the same for his 
or ber own use, for the purpose of actual setilement and 
ivation by and for hin or herself, or for the use of an 


2 


} and that together with said entry, he or she has not 


‘acquired froin the United States, under the provisions of |! 


tiis act, more than three hundred and twenty acres of land, 
x to the public surveys thereor; and if any person 
uch oath, by affidavit, shall swear falsely in the 

he or she shall be subject to all of the pains and 
penalties of perjury: Provided, ‘That nothing herein con- 
ained shall be construed to prevent any person from enter- 
ing or purchasing the lands of the United States at the price 
of onc dolar and twenty-five cents per acre, as now autho- 
rized and provided by law: And provided, also, ‘That the 
quantity of land which the President of the United States 
shall hereafter prociaim and offer for sale in any one year. 
hall not exceed five milion of acres. This act shall take 
effect six months from and after its passage. s 


And Mr.C, demanded the previous question: 
_ Some conversation took place on a point of order, 
in which Messrs. RATHBUN, COLLAMER, 
and the SPEAKER participated. | 

The question then recurred on the demand for 
the previous question: - 


Mr. COLLAMER moved that the bill and the 


aran, Fickiin, Prics, Giles, | 


nt farm or plantation owned and cecupied by him or į 


proposed amendment be laid on the table 
asked. the yeas and nays. - ns 

A motion was made. that the House adjourh; 
“which, by ayes 81, noes 80, was agreed to. 
So the House adjourned. Pat 


and 


f i > IN SENATE: 
SATURDAY, July 11, 1846. 
i| A message was received from thé President of, 
f the United States announcing a. report from. the. 
| Department of War, in relation to the survey made., 
l| by -the United States Engineers of the coast of 
` Texas. A = 
i Mr. HOUSTON moved that 2,000 extra- copies- 
of this report be printed; which was agreed to.. 
But the vote was afterwards. reconsidered . on 
motion of Mr. Houston, ; se 
Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
|| to whom had been. recommitted yesterday the bill 
i| relating to the warehouse system, reported back 
| the same with two amendments. ‘The-first was to 
| secure payment by compelling merchants, to give 
|| bonds, and the. second to, limit the time for the 
goods to remain in store 16 one. year... These 
amendments had been made.at-the suggestion:of. 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis.} 
He desired to say that he should call up the bill 
| atone o’clock, not with a view that a final vote 
should be taken to-day, but 'to allow. Senators who 
| might be disposed to continue the discussion to 
0 80. Q Se ae 
Mr. GREENE, from. the Committee on. Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made.a report; but the name 
: could not be distinctly heard. ee edit eee 
The bill to authorize the President to: increase 
the navy of the United: States by adding thereto 
the navy of Texas, next came up for consideration; 
when 
Mr. HUNTINGTON said. that the bill had 
been amended and the amendments ordered to be. 
printed, which had. not’ yet, been placed on their 
tables; he hoped, ‘therefore, the bill, might be 
passed over for the present, and the more particu- 
larly as there were so many: vacant Seats.:. 
Mr. RUSK assented to the suggestion... 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill:for the:relief of Ross Winans. cs 

The bill led to-along discussion, when an amend- 
ment was moved by` i 

Mr. WESTCOTT; after which the bill was 
finally postponed until Monday next. tee 

The bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and 
others, directors of.an association called the New- 
England ‘and Mississippi Land Company, was 
taken up, and made the special order for Saturday 
next, > 
Mr. CASS gave notice that he should move to 
call up the bill relating to the sale of the mineral 
lands on Monday. next, declaring it to be one of 
i great importance to Michigan, as well as other 
| States. ‘ 

The bill to amend the act entitled +‘ An act for the 
regulation of seamen on board of the publie and 
i private vessels of the United States,’’ passed May. 
| 3, 1813, was taken up, and, after some discussion - 
| between Mr. DICKINSON and Mr. BREESE, 
| was postponed until Monday. 
| Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee.on Print- 
i| ing, reported the cost of printing Lieut. Abert’s | 
| report of his expedition among the Camanches. 

On motion. of Mr. CASS, 2,000. extra copies, 
and 100 extra for the use of the Topographical bu- 
reau, were ordered to be printed. f 


The bill to provide for the payment of the evi- 
i dences of public debt in certain cases came up} 
1 when k 

Mr. EVANS explained the objèct of the bill, 
which was to provide for the payment of certain’ 
treasury notes purloined from the custom-house at 
New Orleans which had. faller into thé ‘hands of 
innocent parties, through the neglect of the proper 
| officers to have cancelled them m- such manner as’ 
to have prevented them from being recirculated.’ 
Mr. E. said that every necessary guard had’ been 
thrown round the bill to prevent advantage being” 


i 


i; taken of it. . ; 
Mr. BENTON intimating that the bill must lead 


g9. 


on with.bills not likely to lead to debate: ~ 

The Senate then proceeded to the onside: 
of the private calendar; When thé following, 
were considered and passed: i oe 


| 
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| 
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i 
| 
| to discussion, it was passed over with a-view'to 
| 
| 
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ime 


Bill for the- relief. of -Nathaniel Kuykendall. - 

Bill for the relief of Benjamin Ballard. 

Bill for the relief of Ebenezer Ballard. 

Bill for the relief of James Low. i 

Bill fer the- relief George Gordon, of Randolph 
county, State of Minois. . 

Bill for the relief of Semington Buffenberger. ` 

-Bill-for the relief of Henry Newman. >- 

Bill for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt. 

` Bill for the relief of Joseph Kemball. 

Bill for the relief of Francis Sommeraner. 

‘Bill for the relief of Richard Kidd, and Benja- 
min Kidd. ` 

Bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes. 

- Bill for the relief of James Irwin, of Arkansas, 
and others. N M, : 

Bill for the relief of the personal representatives 
of Wiliam A. Slacum, deceased. i 
Bill for the relief of William McCauley. 

Bill for the relief of John Ficklin. 

Bill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge, of Fen- 
tress county, Tennessee. : 

Bill for the relief.of Joseph M. Rhea, of the 
county of Sullivan, in the State of Tennessee. 

Bill for the relief of Peter Capella, administrator 
of Andrew Capella, deceased. 

Bill for the relief of Richard S. Coxe. 

-Bill to change the time of holding the Federal 
Court in North Carolina. 

Bill for the relief of Harriet L. Catching. 

Bill for the relief of Thomas Brownell, 

Bill for the relief of Joseph Wilson. 

Bill for the relief of John E. Holland. 


- "The following bills were indefinitely postponed: 

Bill to pay for improvements on the Wyandot 
lands in Ohio and’Michigan, in accordance with a 
valuation made in “pursuance of the fifth article of 
the treaty between the United States and the Wy- 
andot Indians, made at Upper Sandusky, March 
17, 1842. 

Bill declaring the assent of Congress to the State 
of Illinois to impose a tax upon all lands hereafter 
sold by the United States in that State, from and 
after the time of such sale. 

Bill to amend the act, approved June 17, 1844, 
for the adjudication of private land claims before 
the courts, and for other purposes. 

Bill supplementary to an act entitled ‘An act 
enabling the claimants to lands within the limits of 
the State of Missouri and Territory of Arkansas 
to institute proceedings to try the validity of their 
claims,” approved the 26th of May, 1824 © 

Mr. DIX here moved to take up the bill relatin 
to the warehouse system. _ It would he recollecte 
that he had. giyen notice of his intention to have 
called it up at-one o’clock. It-was then near three, 
and he-must persist in his motion, 

This motion having been opposed by Mr. J. M. 
CLAYTON and others, Mr. DIX yielded, in order 
that the Senate might proceed, with the private cal- 
endar, 

-The following House bills were then considered 
and passed: : 

.A bill to legalize certain land sales at Chocchu- 
ma, in the State of Mississippi. f 

A bill to establish a collection district at Chicago. 

A. bill for the relief of James Wyman. 

A bill for the relief of John G. Piere. 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. 

A. bill for,the relief of James. Davidson. 

A bill for the relief of George D. Spencer. 

A bill for the relief of Adam McCullogh. 

A bitlfor the relief of Sampson Brown. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Watson. 

A bill for the relief of James Mains. 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 11, 1846. 
The. Journal of yesterday. was read and ap- 
proved. : 
THE GRADUATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the bill ‘to reduce and graduate the 
price of the public lands, and for other. purposes;”” 
with the proposed amendments thereto. : 

“The pending question being on the- motion. of 
Mr. Cornamer to lay the bill and the proposed 
amendment [of Mr. Coss] on the table. : 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that there bea call of 
the/Fouse; on which motion the vote stood—ayes 
54, noes 26. 


| 


| Henry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pend: 


No quorum voting; but a call of the House was 
ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and 156 members an- 
swered to their names. f 

A motion was made that all further proceedings 
on the call be dispensed with. 

But the House refused to suspend proceedings. 

The names of the absentees were then called, 
and 174 members appeared to be present. 

A motion was made by Mr. JACOB THOMP- 


‘SON that all further proceedings on the call be 


dispensed with. 


Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL asked the yeas and | 


nays; which were ordered, > 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON withdrew his mo- 


tion. 


‘The doors of the Hall were then closed, and ; 
the SPEAKER announced that excuses would be | 


received for absent members. 

Mr. BEDINGER moved that all further pro- 
ceedings on the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL asked the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and, being taken, were 
—yeas 145, nays 17. 


So all further proceedings on the call were sus- |; 


pended. 

The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Cousamen, that the bill and amendment be 
laid on the table. 

The yeas and nays, heretofore asked, were now 
ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YVEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Jolin Quiney Adams, Arnold, 3! 


Barringer, Bell, Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 


Brown, Buffington, Wiliam W. Campbell, John H Camp- į 


bell, Carroll, Joha G. Chapman, Cocke, Colamer, Colin, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett ix, Delano, De Mott, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, » Ellsworth, Erdman, 
John M. Bwing, Edwin H. Bwiig, Coot, Garvin, Geutry, 


g 
Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Grahun, Grider, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hampton, Uarper, Bis B. Holmes, Hough, John 
W. Houston, Samuel D, Hubbard, Hadson, Washington 
Tkunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston 


King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, Loug, MeCtean, M 


ton, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John 
Rockwell, Root, Selenek, Severance, Truman Swith, A 
bert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strolmi, Sykes, Jas, Thomp- 
son, ‘Tilden, ‘Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, and Yost 
92. 

NAYS--Moessrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
James A, Bk 
Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase 
Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dob- 
bin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Paran, Ficktiny Fries, 


Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, George į 


S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Lampkin, Maclay, McClotland, 
MeClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. MeDowen, 
James McDowell, MeGaughey, MeKay, Jobn P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phely Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 


i Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seanmon, Seddon, Leonard ji 
H. Sims, Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, Caleb B, Smith, Robert | 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob ‘Thompson, | 
Wentworth, Wick, Wiliams, aud | 


'Kibbatts, ‘Tredway, 
Wooedward—89. 

So the bill and amendment were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. GORDON moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 

Mr. COBB asked the yeas and nays; which 


| were ordered. 


Mr. BRODHEAD demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to reconsider. 


The SPEAKER said it was not necessary; the | 
motion to reconsider a vote laying a subject on the | 


table not being debatable. 


Mr. HENLEY moved that the consideration of | 


the motion to reconsider be postponed until Tues- 
day next. y 

Mr. COLLAMER and Mr. W. HUNT asked 
the yeas and vays, which were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Me 


inger, 
tiam "G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Au 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Doug! 
goole, Dunlap, Paran, Fieklin, Fries, Giles, Hanilin, Har 
alon, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George 
S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Gearge W. Jones, 
Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Per- 
rill, Pheips, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe; Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, 
Jacob Thompson Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, 
Williams, and Woodward—e9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arold, 
Barringer, Bell, Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, 


, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockeubrough, Wiliam €. lj 
Chipman, j 


ssrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- p 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Broekenbrough, Wil- | 
stus A, Chapman, | 


ase, Drom- į: 


Buffington, William, W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- 
roll, J. G.. Chapman,. Cocke, Collamer, Colin, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dilling- 


ham, Dixou Dockety, Edsall, Elisworth, Erdman, Jobr 
H. Ewing, Rawin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 


dings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 
Bampton, Harper, Bias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, S, 
D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Niger- 
soll, Jenkins; Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, P. King, 
Thos. B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long,.McClean, McGaughey, 
| McHenry, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen- 
dieton, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
| Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Severance, Truman Smith, A, 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, 
James Thompson, ‘Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vin- 
ton; Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodrufi, 
Young, aud Yost—C4. 


d3 
So the consideration of the motion was not post- 
poned. , S 
The question * Shall the vote by which the said 
bill and amendment were laid on the table be re- 
considered ?? then recurred, and was taken with 
| the following result: 


YEAS—Meszrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Breckenbrougb, Wan. 
|G. Brown, Bart, Catheart, Augustus A, Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Paran, Ficktin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, 
flarmaason, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. 
Heuston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
i dames H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
I W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, LaSere, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
H MeCieaud, MeClernand, McConnell, McCrate, Joseph Js 
McDowell, James McDowell, MeGaughey, MeKay, John P: 
Martin, Burkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relle, Rhett, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, Leonard H. 
simis, Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert. 

Lit, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson 
Vibbatts, ‘Lredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williama, an 
| Woodward—$}, 
1 NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Joho Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
! Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buf- 
| fingtan, William W. Campbell, Johu H. Campbell, Carroll, 
tl Jobn G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
| Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dihingham, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edsall, LUsworth, Erdinan, John H. Ewing, ©. H. 
Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Har- 
f per, Blias H. Holmes, John VWV. Houston, Samuel D. Uub- 
| hard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Jos. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
| Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, 
| Lewis, Long, MeClean, McHenry, Melvaine, Marsh, Mil- 
i ler, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, 
U Judius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Sev- 

crance, Triman Swith, Albert Saith, Stephens, Stewart, 
i Strotny, Sykes, James Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, Tram- 
bo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Woodrufi, Young, and Yost—0, 


| So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then again recurred on the motion 
| of Mr: Gorramer, that the bill and proposed 
| 
| 
t 


l 
i 
i 
i 
| 
{| 
! 
i 
i 
| 
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H 
I 
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amendment be laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL inquired of the Chair whether a 
| motion to postpone the consideration of that mo- 
| uon would now be in order? 

il The SPEAKER said not; a motion to that effect 
| having already been taken and decided in the neg- 
i} ative. 

Mr. COBB inquired of the Speaker whether the 
| state of the question was not now different from 
‘that which it was at the time the former vote had 
| been taken on the motion to postpone? 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont 
; moved to Jay the bill on the table. That motion 
prevailed. ‘The vote was reconsidered, The ques- 
tion now recurs on the motion to lay the bill and 
amendment on the table. The Chair is under the 
į impression that it would not be in order to move 
the postponement of the question, whilst the de- 
mand (made last evening) by the gentleman from 
| Georgia [Mr. Copp] on his amendment for the pre- 
| vious question is pending. If the previous ques- 
t 


tion was not pending, the motion to postpone would 

be in order, 

| Mr. HENLEY. Will it be in order to move a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the previous 

| question was ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
not yet been ordered. 

Mr. COBB. Can I withdraw the demand for 
the previous question pending the motion to lay on 
i the table ? 5 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 


| gentleman has the power to do so. 


| 

| Mr. COBB. And will a motion to postpone be 
| i 

| 


then in order? 

Tne SPEAKER. Yes; if the gentleman with- 
| draws the demand for the previous question. 
| Mr. COBB. ‘Then I withdraw it. And I move 
to postpone the further consideration of the motion 
to lay the bill on the table until Tuesday morning 
next, 

Mr. DANIEL rose and addressed the chair. * 


i 
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Mr. COLLAMER (interrupting him) rose to a 
point of order. He submitted that the previous 
question had nothing to do with the question now 
before the House. In the nature of the question, 
a motion to lay on the table was not debatable. 
And, in the next place, he insisted that that motion 
could not be postponed. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, after a moment’s 
reflection, is under the impression that the motion 
to lay on the table cannot be postponed. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Then I do not withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no recollec- 
tion of a case where a motion to lay on the table 
has been postponed. According to the regular 


order of business, as prescribed by the rules, a | 


motion to lay on the table is a privileged motion 
over the motion to postpone. 

Mr. McK AY inquired of the Speaker whether, 
if the motion to lay on the table should be rejected, 
a motion to postpone would then be in order? 

The SPEAKER said it would. 

Mr. BENTON asked to be excused from voting, 
on the ground that he had an understanding with 
his friend from Michigan, [Mr. J. B. Huxz,} who 
was a friend of the bill with or without the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coza,] 


cer f ji 
(and who, on account of indiposition, had been in- |; 


clined to accompany some frends to the sea-shore 
for the purpose of recruiting his health) not to vote 
against the bill on its final passage. Mr. B. said 
he had without reflection voted for the motion to 
lay on the table, and would have recalled that vote, 
if he could have done so consistently with the 
rules. He had not voted on the motion to recon- 
sider, and the question now recurring on the mo- 
tion to lay on the table, he felt it due to his friend 
to make this statement, and to ask to be excused 
from voting. 

The House refused to excuse Mr. B. 

_ The yeas and nays were ordered on the recur- 
ring motion, that the bill and amendment be laid 
on the table, and, being’ taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Barringer, Bell, Benton, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, 
Buflington, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell}, Car- 
roll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Ditingham, Dixon, 
Dockery, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias 
B. Holmes, J, W. Houston, 8. D. Dubbard, Hudson, Wash- 
ington Hunt, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Ð. P. King, Preston 


King, T. B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClean, McHen- | 


ry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Severance, Truman. Smith, Albert 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, James Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, and Yost 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, W. 
G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cun- 


ningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, | 


Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Chartes J. Ingersoll, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Jobuson, Andrew Johnson, G. 


W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, LaSere, Lumpkin, Maclay, |: 
McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. |; 


McDowell, Jaines McDowell, McGaughey, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfc, Rhett, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. 
Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, C. B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, 
‘Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Woodward 

So the House decided that the bill and amend- 
ment should not be laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the demand of 
Mr. Coss for the previous question. 

Mr, DANIEL rose and asked Mr. COBB to 
withdraw, his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COBB inquired of Mr. DANIEL for what 
purpose ? 


Mr. DANIEL. To enable me to move that | 


the House proceed to the consideration of the pri- 
vate calendar. 


Mr. COBB. I withdraw the demand. 
THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. DANIEL thereupon submited his motion. 
Mr. PAYNE desired that certain bills on the 
Speaker s table should be taken up and disposed 


The question was taken first on the motion of 
+ Danie, and decided in the affirmative. 


t 


So the House passed to the consideration of the 
rivate calendar. . 
| The bills which have heretofore passed through 
| the Committee of the Whole, and now remain on 
i the Speaker’s table, were first in order. 

The bill for the relief of Sheldon B. Hays was 
ordered to be engrossed, and was read the third 
time and passed. ; 

The bill for the relief of Sellers and Pennock 
was read, and after being opposed by Mr. HOP- 
KINS and Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN, and advo- 
cated by Mr. McILVAINE, was: postponed to 
some other day. 

The bill to pay to Abraham Hoorbach the 
amount of a draft drawn by James Reeside in 1836, 


|P 


partment, and accepted by the department and 
i duly protested for non-payment, was next con- 
: sidered; and it was read the third time, and the 
question was on its passage. : : 
_ Tt was opposed by Mr. HOPKINS, who moved 
| that it be committed to the Committee on the Post 
/ Office and Post Roads.. On this motion a long 
i debate arose, m which Messrs. FOSTER and 
DARRAGH advocated the bill, and it was further 
opposed by Messrs. HOPKINS and ADAMS, of 
Mississippi. 

The motion to commit was lost: Ayes 55, noes 
n 65. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be postponed 
until next Friday. Lost. 

And the question was put hy yeas and nays on 
‘the passage of the bill, and it was passed: Yeas 
! 70, nays 58. 

The bill for the relicf of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Cyrus Turner, deceased, was taken 
up, and was ordered to he engrossed, and was read 
the third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Gad Humphrey- and 
George Centre was next read. 

Mr. BOWLIN opposed it. 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH supported it. 

The previous question was moved on the vote: 
Upon it a quorum did not vote. 


THE TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


Mr. McKAY gave notice that he would on 
Monday next call up the bill to provide for the 
issue of. Treasury notes and for a ldan..' 

And the House adjourned. : $ 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 13, 1846. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from the Mer- 
cantile Library Association, and other literary as- 
sociations of the city of New York, praying that 
books, maps, charts, and other literary and scien- 
tific works imported by them for the use of their 
institutions, may continue to be admitted free of 
duty; which was ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented additional docu- 
i ments in relation to the petition of Isaac Daven- 
port; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


| Mr, ASHLEY presented the petition of Seneca 


; Q. Simmons, praying compensation for services 
‘as Secretary to the Board of Commissioners for 
treating with the Creek and Osage Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Roads 


representatives of Moses Shepherd, deceased; 
which was read, and passed to the second reád- 
ing. 

Mr. THOMAS CLAYTON, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, submitted an ad- 
i, Verse report upon the petition of the Trustees of 


| Sey; which was ordered to be printed. 
| „The “ bill for the relief of Elizabeth Hamilton, 
i widow of Alexander Hamilton,’ was read a third 
| time; when, the question being upon the passage 
i of the bill, 
| Mr. MOREHEAD rose and said that had he 
_ been in his seat on Saturday, when the bill under 
_ consideration was ordered to a third reading, his 
; vote would have been cheerfully recorded in its 
favor. 
Mr. ATHERTON called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill, and they were ordered. 
Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the 
bill, and it was read. EA 
Mr. ASHLEY desired to know if there was 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


then a great mail contractor in the Post Office De- | 


and Canals, reported a bill for the relief of the legal | 


| the Presbyterian church of Springfield, New Jer- | 


of the bill from the high respect he entertained for 
the character of the venerable lady herself, and for 
the eminent services of her departed husband. 

The yeas and nays were then taken, with the 
following result: : ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Cameron, Chalmers, Cilley, T- 
Clayton, Carwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Han- 
egan, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Rusk, Speight 
Upham, Webster, and Yulee—24. $ ž 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Benton, Breese, 
Bright, Calhoun, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Haywood, Lewis, 
McDufiic, Niles, Turney, and Westcott—16. 


So the bill was passed.. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed the Senate bill for the relief of Benjamin Harris, 
of La Salle county, State of Hlinots. Also, the 
joint resolution in relation to the publication of ad- 
ditional copies of the United States Exploring Ex- 
pedition. Also, announcing that said House had 
concurred in the Senate amendments to the joint 


l resolution to refund to States and individuals the, 


expenses incurred by them in fitting out volunteers 
raised under calls from Generals Taylor and Gaines. 


| Also, that said House had concurred. in Senate 


amendments to the resolution presenting the thanks 
of Congress to General.Taylor, his officers, and 
men. Also, announcing that said House-had pass- 
ed sundry private bills. : > 


The “ bill for the relief of. Ross Winans,” was 
considered as in committee of the whole, amended, 
reported back to the Senate, and the’ amendment 
concurred in. : 

The question being upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, the yeas and nays 
were called for and ordered. a ; 
7 Mr: CAMERON advocated the passage of the 

ilh i t ‘ “a 

Mr. DAVIS opposed it; and, after the reading 
by the clerk of various documents; moved that the 
bill be Jaid: upon the table; which motion was 
agreed to’on a call of the yeas and nays: Yeas 26, 
nays 20. 

Mr. CASS, from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, moved that the bill for the-relief òf Com- 
modore Jones, reported to the Senate a few days 
since, be recommitted to said committee; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The (House) joint resolution for the relief of 
Sheldon B. Hayes, was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The (House) bill for the relief of Henry Hor- 
back, was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The (House) bill for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Cyrus Turner, deceased, 


| was read a first and second time, and referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
THE WAREHOUSE. BILL. 


Mr. DIX moved that the Senate resume the con- 
sideration of the bill to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide revenue from.imports, andto change 
and modify existing laws imposing duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes.” ; 

Mr, PHELPS stated that the gentleman from 


day, as it had not yet been ordered to a third read- 
ing, but it would be necessary to perfect. the bill” 
before it could be engrossed. UES 
The question was then taken upon the motion.to., 
take up the bill, and it was agreed topo U0 
The bill, which had been reported to the Senate 
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with amendments, was then taken up for consid- 
eration, the question pending being on the two 
amendments reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, on the recommittal of said bill, alluded to 
on Saturday ; which were agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted two amend- 
ments, to which, Mr. Dix assented, and which were 
agreed toi i : Í : 

- Hr. H. also moved to add the following section 
to the bill: . 


Sec. 5.° Be it further enactéd, That no importer shall be 
ermitted to deposite any quantity of goods in a warehouse 
‘or the benefit of this act, or to remove any quantity of goods 
from any warehouse when so deposited, the duties on which 
goods so to be deposited or removed at one and the same time, 
shall not amount to at least one hundred and fifty dollars. 


Upon this amendment the yeas and nays were 
ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Cameron, Cilley, T. 
Ctayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Mil- 
ler, Morehead, Niles, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
and Woodbridge—23. 

NAYS —Mesers. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Diekin- 
son, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Houston, Jobn- 
son of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Pennybacker,, Rusk, 
Sevier, Speight, Turney, Webster, Westcott, and Yulee 

28. 


’ So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
following amendment: f 
_ Insert in section Ist, line 28, after ‘“warehous- 
ing,” the following: 

Provided, however, that the said owner, importer, con- 
signee, or agent, shall at the time of entering the same for 
warehousing under this act, declarein writing which of such 
goods, wares, and merehandise, are entered for consump- 
tion in the United States, and which for exportation to ports 
or places beyond the United States; and that such goods, 
wares, and merehandise, so entered for consumption within 
the United States, shall not be withdrawn froin such ware- 
housing, under this act, without the payment of duties 
thereon, : 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the further consid- 
eration of the subject be postponed until to-mor- 
row; which motion was agreed to. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Senate then, as in committee of the whole, 
proceeded to the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. LEWIS rose and addressed the Senate as 
follows: From my position in the Committee of 
Finance, it becomes my duty to present to the con- 
sideration of the Senate the result of such attention 
as I have been able to bestow on the bill now be- 
fore this body. I regret that owing to the short- 
ness of the time which circumstances have per- 
mitted for the examination of the bill, and, from 
thus being deprived: of much valuable aid which I 
might otherwise have obtained from the Treasury 
Department, my review of the provisions of the 
bill-will be necessarily less perfect than I would 
have desired.. In attempting the discharge of the 
duty now devolving upon me, I shall say nothing 
on the protective character of this bill, deeply as I 
feel interested in that question. I must leave that 
portion of the subject to other and abler hands, and 
examine the measure merely as-a measure of reve- 
nue, with the view of ascertaining how far it will 
sustain the financial purposes of the Government. 
As may be readily conceived, one of the principal 
objections which will be urged against this bill is 
that founded on the entirely ad valorem character 
of its provisions. It appears to be taken for 
granted by gentlemen that ad valorem duties can- 
not be depended upon for revenue, and that in 
order to raise a revenue or to fix the duties at such 
arate as will secure any considerable amount of 
revenue, you must resort to specific duties. This 
proposition, in my judgment, is one of those ax- 
yomatic errors which, upon examination, will be 
found to be wholly fallacious. I think it will be 
found that ad valorem duties, which it is admitted 
by all are the fairest, inasmuch as they are more 
open and better understood, will be found fully 
adequate in raising revenue. - But under what cir- 
cumstances are these duties objected to? Under 
circumstances which would, on their very face, 
show—so far as I remember—that they are more 
efficient than specific duties. By the tariff’ of 
1842, the amount raised by ad valorem duties last 
year was $15,722,811, raised from specific duties 
$13,200,118, and that, too, although: the principal 
articles of heavier consumption—iron, sugar, mo- 
lasses, salt—all those articles, in fact, to which it 
was attempted to give the highest protection, paid 
specific duties. Now it appears, that under the ad 


valorem duties, we already raise much more than 
the half of our revenue; it therefore becomes our 
duty, before discrediting so largea source of revenue, 
to inquire into the objections urged against this ad 
valorem principle, so that it may atleast be allowed 
a fair hearing. It is to this investigation that I now 
invite the Senate. One of the objections urged 
against ad valorem duties is, that the revenue will 
be defrauded by false invoices. I ask, in reply, 
what adequate motive can a.man have m making 


out a false invoice? In the first place, there are | 


the heaviest penalties imposed on making outa 
false invoice. The offence is punished by im- 
prisonment in the State prison; and if made out, 


| even innocently, the forfeiture of one-half of the 


goods is almost certain. 


eed cent, 
f; 


for sucha paltry consideration. He would not at- 
tempt to undervalue an article in open market, the 
value of which would be so well Known ta an ap- 
praiser. Jf the dishonest trader, who would do 
such a thing, should escape the State prison—if 
he should escape the heavy forfeiture of the bill 
of 1842, he would gain, as shown by the state. 


ment, on the highest undervaluation, but four or ! 


five per cent. I say, therefore, that there is no 
adequate motive for such fraudulent invoice. 
do I believe that such are ever made. I might 
dwell longer on this point, but I suppose enough 
has been said to show the futility of the objection. 


. But suppose there was an adequate motive on the 


part of the importer to induce him to undervalue his 
goods; suppose he had the prospect of thus gain- 
ing something by succeeding, or, in other words, 
suppose that there was a suficient inducement 
in the case; yet he would not succeed. Why? 
Because, simply, the duties are declared not upon 
his invoice, but upon the actual valuation, The | 
duties are not founded on his invoice; though the | 
law requires him to make out an invoice, yet the | 
valuers are not to determine by that invoice, but | 
by many invoices. The officers who value the | 
goods are men selected for their experienced judg- | 
mentand knowledge of the goods; who are daily | 
in the habit of appraising goods, and in that way, | 

i 


and in consequence of constant association with |! 


commercial men, become thoroughly acquainted | 
with the actual market. value of the goods, arriving | 
at the proper conclusion as to the price of each | 
article. The appraisement, then, is not at all con- | 
trolled or influenced by the invoice made out by | 
the importer. On the contrary, the valuation is 
made of the goods in the foreign market; and if 
there is any error made, it is more likely to be in 
favor of the Government, as there is the strongest 
inducement to make the valuation over and above 
the invoice. Now, I ask, is it reasonable to sup- 
pose that any three or four practical merchants of 


i 


Nor | 


common intelligence and common honesty would 
appraise goods. ten days before establishing a uni- 
formity of appraisement and value? The goods 
are subject, 1 admit, to occasional variation in 
prices, but in the main thereis uniformity. But 
the appraisers would not belikely to value one set 
of goods at one value to-day, and at another value 
to-morrow. - There will be of necessity uniformity 
in their decisions; and if so, why fear the effect of 
under-valuation? Is that likely, when it- is the 
direct interest of every man in the custom-house, 
to prove that an exporter has under-valued his 
goods and invoiced them at too low a price? But 
I zo further. I will skow, that so far from the im- 
| porter having an interest in under-valuing bis 
_goods, he has a direct interest the other way 
; —that it is to his advantage to over-value his 
‘goods. How? Why to avoid the possibility of 
incurring the heavy penalty of the law. I have 
i already said that he can gain nothing by under- 
‘valuing his goods by making out a false invoice, 
i as the appraisers are regulated by rules which he 
i cannot control. If he swears to a cost below the 
t 


i 
f 
| 
| 
i 


if valuation of the appraisers, they at once declare 

|! that the goods are placed by him below their value, 

l &e., and forfeiture follows, and that without trial 

jor jury. It is a summary process. Very often 
ian exporter would gladly give the value of his 

‘goods, He is required to give the cost, and com- 

plies, protesting that itis not the value—that it is 

ii above the value. But the appraisers say that that 

is no consideration to them; they declare that he 

‘has forfeited under the law, and he is held to the 

| forfeiture. JT hold in my hand a statement froma 

i reliable source, illustrative of this case. In 1841, 

i Mr. John A. Newbould, of New York, contract- 

ed with an ironmonger of Birmingham for certain 

! kinds of goods, to be delivered in equal quantities 

ii for five consecutive years. In the mean time, iron 

| rose in value so much as to compel the ironmonger 

‘to raise the price of his article to all his other cus- 

; tomers 20 per cent. He still. continued to send 

them to Mr. Newbould according to contract. 

| The appraisers at the custom-house, observing the 

| discrepaney between the invoices of Mr. New- 

i boud and his neighbors, felt themselves bound 
‘under the law to impose not only the same duty 
as the others paid, but also the penalty of 50 per 

l eent., required by the act of 1842. The law allow- 

ted no discretion, Nobody doubted the character 

| of the transaction, as Mr. Newhould then, and 

| now, stood as high as any importer in New York. 

| Mr. Newbould was obliged to give up his good 

| contract, as it was a losing business. Great num- 

| bers of importers have thus been obliged to order 

jį their goods to be invoiced at higher rates, to avoid 

li the penalty. And yet gentlemen tell us that the 

j effect of this law will be to induce importers to 

i undervalue their goods, and thus cheat the Gov- 

i ernment of so much revenue. 

| Mr. WEBSTER. I hope that the honorable 

member will hand his documents to the chair, or 

| put them in such a form that we can have access 

li to them. 

i Mr. LEWIS. Ishall have them published, sir. 

|! I have thus shown that it isa privilege to allow 

| over-valuation of goods, not given by the law of 

|! 1842, but given by this bill; and in order that alt, 

į may see that, [ask the Clerk to read the eighth sec- ` 

| tion of the bill. 

| "The Clerk read the section, which is as follows: 
E See. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall be lawful 

for the owner, consignee, or agent of imports which have 

been actually purchased, on entry of the same to make such 

addition in the entry to the cost or value given in the in- 

voice, as in his opinion may raise the same to the true mar- 

ket value of such imports in the principal markets of the 

country whence the importation shall have been made, or 

| in which the goods imported shalf have been originally man- 

| ufactured or produced, as the case may be; and to add 

i thereto all costs and charges which, under existing laws, 

; would form part of the true value at the port where th 

i may be entered, upon which the duties should be a 

| 

i 

| 


And it shell be the duty of the collector within whose 
trict the same may be imported or entered, to cause the du- 
| tiable value of snch imports to be appraised, estimated, and 


|| ascertained, in accordance with the provisions of existing 


Jaws; and ifthe appraised value thereof shall execed by ten 
per centum or more the value so declared on the entry, then, 
in addition to the duties imposed by law on the same, there 
shall be levied, collected and paid, a duty of twenty per cen- 

| tum ad valorem on such appraised value: Provided, never- 
theless, That under no circumstances shall the duty be as- 
sessed upon an amount less than the invoice value ; any law 
of Congress to the contrary notwithstanding.” 


Now, sir, this bill, asa special favor, gives to 
theimporter the privilege of over-valuation in order 
to avoid the consequences of under-valuation. Yet 


| 
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that no one can, from mere inspection and tasting 
of wines, judge of their value. Now, sir, whether 
this be true or not of the choicest quality of wines, 
1 cannot say. -One thing, however, may be said, | 
the thing has not been tried., When once tried, 
I hope it will be found with regard to wines, as 
other articles, that if individuals have intelligence 
cnough to purchase them judiciously, other in- 
dividuals will be found competent to appraise 
them intelligently. I believe that this is the strong- | 


est case that can be put; and even with regard to j|! 


vines, [am inclined to think: that the objection 
will not be found to have any practical weight— 
that if wines can be purchased with judgment, 
they can also be appraised with judgment. But it 
happens, singularly enough, that, under the law 


of 1842, ad valorem duties have been placed on į 


those articles of which it is most difficult to ascer- 
tain the value—those kept out of the prices cur- 
rent, whilst specific duties have been imposed on 
those articles of which the value is most deter- 
minate. That is the resultof an attentive examin- 
ation of the subject. I will name some of these 
articles. Coarse cottons pay minimum duties; | 
fine cottons ad valorem duties; (fine fancy cottons, | 
the value ot. which no one can tell till he sees 
them;) sewing silk pays specific duty; silk mixed 
with cotton or wool, the value of which is most 
difficult to ascertain, pays ad valorem duty; chain 
cables, anchors, castings—articles at which no | 


one wishes to look in order to asceriain the value, |! 


|i value on which the duties were to be computed ; and, con- | 
| sequently, the merchant on the otherside of the water could jj 


judging solely by their weight—pay specific du- 
ties; whilst cassimere cloths and linens—the quan- |! 
tity and quality of which can be determined only || 
by inspection—pay ad valorem duties. It will be 
scen, therefore, that this objection does not hold 
good; and that instead of articles the value of 
which is uncertain paying specific duties, as. the 
reasoning of gentlemen would lead us to infer, it 
is. quite the reverse, the duties being-in those cases 
ad valorem. But the general answer I made in 
the case of wines will suffice for this whole class 
of articles; and that answer is this, that if any 
man possesses intelligence enough, on inspection | 
of the article, to make a judicious purchase in the |} 
foreign market, three merchants can surely be 
found, iù New York for instance, with equal in- 
telligence, and able to put a market value on the 
article. But if frauds are necessary concomitants 
of ad valorem duties, how comes it that these 
frauds have not been detected? We hear a great 
deal of complaint from the manufacturers, but 
from no other source. Did any man ever hear a || 
merchant complain of another on account of any 
violation of the law under these ad valorem duties? 
No. With all their means, wealth, industry, 
character, and zeal, yet they have never been able 
to detect any notable instances of fraud resulting 
from the ad valorem system. This I will prove 
before I have done. If fraud has ever been perpe- 
trated, where is the proof? It has been charged | 
over and over again, but so far from having been 


| 


; meres solely, because no allegations of frauds in any other | 


i made by the American manufiicturers, to our knowledge, 


proved, I will show that, after the most thorough | 
investigation—and at the head of which was a | 
distinguished member of the Whig party, who, |) 
after a most laborious examination, made a report 
on the subject—no case of fraud could be made 
out. Let me now direct the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the result of that investigation. [The Clerk 
read the following extract from House Doe. No. 
212, 27th Congress, 2d session, page 209:] 

“In search of these frauds, and the manner in which they 
have been or- might be perpetrated, the commissioners have | 
exuuiued the most intelligent and expericnced merchants 
engaged in the importation of foreign goods and in domes- 
tic manufactures, both in New York and Boston. The in- ! 
lerrogatories put to these merchants covered the whole | 
ground of their knowledge of frauds or evasions of the rev- 
enue laws; their belief in the existence of such frands; the 
information which they had received from others, and cir- 
cumstances which might lead to the conclusion that such 
frauds and evasions bad been practised, to the injury of the 
revenue or of the honest importer. Of their own knowledge, 
hota single witness called has testified to any fact which 
established, in any particular case or uny number of eases, 
the existence of frauds or evasions of the revenue laws. | 
From rumors and various circùmstances relating to the 
discrepancy in price between importers of the same descrip- 
tion. of goods, (some of these selling: at ‘a price far below 
what could be afforded by otters at a reasonable profit,) and: 
H agree that frauds have been prac- 


speculative opinions, 


į place foreign commerce under the most rigid restrictions, to 


i of the same description. 


| cording to invoice valuc; but have, in most cases, been sub- 


į not the legal appraisers in the New York custom-house. 


don the revenue, at different times, to a considerable 
extent. They also speak of the devices by which these 
frauds have been suecessfully perpetrated, and by which they 
may be again; but of their own’ knowledge they do not pro- | 
fessto know anything, resting their opinions entirely. on 
general reputation, and the course of-trade, as it has existed | 
under their own observation. Many of the witnesses ex- 

amined on these points are domestic manufacturers or their |] 
agents, or. merchants referred to by such manufaeturers to 
establish the existence of frauds on the revenue, in order to 


exclude the foreign’ fabric, for the benefit of domestic goods 
It may, therefore, be fairly pre- 
sumed, that if any positive evidence ‘could be.adthicéd to 
fix the charge of fraud on any number of foreign importers, 
it would have been, as the door was widely thrown open 
by the commissioners to the introduction of such evidence. 
None such, however, was adduced, and it is presumed, 
therefore, that none such existed.” : < 


None, sir, ** was adduced, and therefore itisto į 
be presumed none existed.” Now, Task the Clerk 
to read another extract from the same. document, 
page 372—the report of three very experienced: 
appraisers, long employed in the business in the 
city of New York. [The Clerk read as follows:] 


“The undersigned, late principal appraisers of the cus- | 
toms for the port and district .of New York, beg leave to 
submit the following report, and respectfully -soliéit that it 
may be considered as a part of their testimony, viz: 

é From long and careful observations and examinations | 
of merchandise at the eustom-house, they are fully satisfied 
that there have been no frauds of any consequence practised 
on the revenue by the under-valuation of cloths and cassi- 
meres at their entry— 

“ Becwuse there has been, in al} English fabrics of that 
kind, a great uniformity in value on the invoice prices, when 
of'similar quality, whether imported by American or foreign 
merchants, | 

* Because most of the woollens, particularly the middling 
and lower qualities, have not heen subjected to duties ac- 


jected to increased duties through prejtidiee, caprice, or 
false valuation, by those acting as appraisers, who were |; 


“ Because there bas been no motive to under-value the 
goods on invoice, since it was’ not taken as the criterion of j} 


not consider his invoice as a guide to the duties to be im- 
posed here. 

“Because neither in our official capacity nor otherwise 
have complaints been made of any instances of suspected 
under-valuation, either by importers or by persons engaged 
in the manufacture of domestic goods; and had there been 
any such under-valuations, the vigilance of rivalty and 
promptings uf interest would have made the faets known. 

‘Because, in the sales of cloths and cassimeres, when they 
have been made afier seizure, .by consent. of parties, and 
without prejudice, they have rarely brought the invoice cost 
and charges, even when made under the most favorable cire 
cumstances; and, in a large majority of the cases, they have 
not brought to exceed two-thirds of the custom-house valu- 
aton. 

“That there were frauds hy smuggling, committed during | 
the last term of Swartwout’s incumbency, there cannot be a 
doubt; but these were brought abont by collusion of officers 
of the customs with certain importers, and whether by under- 
valuation or otherwise, the undersigned, not havingseen the 
goods, are unable to say. : A 

“We have confined these remarks to ‘cloths and cassi- 


H 
Í 
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descriptions of merchandise or manufactures have everbeen | 


But it is due to the public to state «and we do it with great 
deference and respect) that among the numerous cases of 
evasions and frauds that came upderour observations, when 
acting as appraisers of the customs, whether by false or un- 
der-valuation, or otherwise, much the greatest proportion, 
both in numbers and amount, were of goods other than those 
in which wool was a component part.’ 


Now it seems to me that the result of this | 
thorough investigation establishes, in the most || 
conclusive manner, that the objection which we 
have been considering is entirely destitute of weight. | 
Having, then, thus disposed of the objections as to | 


be: found, on examination, -that-the act of 1790 
was the parent of a large portion:of these specific 
duties; and that they have been increased from 
that day to this, In 1816-a largé-number was 
added, not under cover of allegations of fraud, but 
no doubt to conveal:the enormous duties-required: 
at the time for revenue purposes, if you please, . 
but still mutch greater; and :that,’as.to.the remain- 
ing specific duties, they are òn those articles which 
have sprang into existence; or rather-into:compe- 
tition with English goods since’ the year 1816, and 
have been imposed, upon the’ petitions ‘of parties 
who have asked for the. tax for. purposes of pro- 
tection; not because the ad valorem duty had. been 
evaded, but because- protection. of a- particular 
article -was desired. The:highest rate was demand- 
ed; and if that was given, it.could only be by a 
specific duty. The following is the list-to’ which 
I refer, and it will be found instructive: 


All the articles on the specific list amount to about ninety. 
None of these appear to have. been imposed with a view of 


| preventing frauds, 


Nails have been specific from 1790 to the present time. 

Spikes have also. Cut nails are only made'in the United 
States. : ; tse NTT opi a 

Steel has algo. Bae eee: ee 

Wire was ad valorem till 1828: It-began to be manufac- 4 
tured three or folir yedis; before’ thiat.timé, whén a petition 
for protection was made the ground of the duty: : : 

Tacks, brads, and ‘sprigs, made specific in 1816—no cu 
tacks used or made in England, and none others of any con- 
sequence areuseds r So eit ee s] 

Sheet, hoop, round, split, and rolled iron, made specific in 
1816 and 1824, on account, of domestice competition. 

Bar, rolled; häminered, and pig iron wëre changed to spe- 


| cific—the first'two in 1816, and the Jast in 1818, for the pur- 


pose of revenue solely. : 

Anchors were made so high in 1816 for revenue purposes, 
that the duty induced-coinpetitiow at home, till the manufac- 
turers asked and obtained increased: protection in ‘1824, and 
still more in 1842. ` RAS A st 

Castings, in 1818, were increased, for protection, from 
three-quarters of'a-cent to one and a falf; in 1824 one and a 
half; and in 1849, from various rates, one to five cents per 
pound. ie eae. oo i 

Anvils, hammers, and chains, raised for 
tition, in 1824 from 20 to 56 per cent. : 

Brazier’s rods raised for protection’ from 20-per ceńt. to 3 
cents per pound in 1824, on petition of manufacturers; pres- 
ent duty equal to 56 per cent. ` 5 

Mill saws raised in 1824 from 20 percent. to one dolar 
each, on petition of an Englishman in Philadelphia by the 
name of Millington. There are now four otaer manufac- 
turers. RE ered el N: 

Mill cranks and mill irons both raised in 1824 fróm 20. per 
cent. to 4 cents, per pound, for protection. aie akg 

Sad irons; in 1824, were beginning to bè made; and Con- 
gress raised the duty from 20 per cent, to 2} cents per pound; 
equal to 87 per cent. 

Mavufactured silks: These were free principally in 1842, - 
when. a silk mania had overspread the country, and a high 
specific rate was imposed on the article, by the pound, with 
a view to protection. $ . 

Sewing silk: This article had been subject: to a specific 
duty for some years, in consequence of its. being manufac- 
tured in Connecticut, at Mansfield; a duty was imposed in 
1841. i í 

Gioves, boots, skins, paper, ‘earpeting, hemp, glassware, 
all made specific with.a view to protection, 

Pins, shovels, spades, &c., were all incrcased to protect, 
and so of most other articles. j 


Now, having given this. history of specific du- 
ties, which is anything but honorable to them even 


protection, on pe- 


| for revenue purposes, I go on to say, that the first 


objection to them is that they increase the expense 
and add greatly to the difficulty of collecting the 
revenue. Iam told thata very large number of the 
clerks—as many as dhe hundred—employed in the 
New York custom-house, may be—I do not say will 
be—but may be dispensed with if you get this ad 
valorem system established. Get rid of this sys- 


fraud urged against ad valorem duties, I feel that 
I have put down the principle argument in favor 
of specific daties; for I do not know that I ever 
heard any individual express an opinion in favor 
of specific duties, unless on the principle of the 
danger of ad valorem duties. The great argu- 
ment is, that, as ad valorem duties are not adequate | 
for the purposes of revenuc, we must, of necessity, | 
be driven to specific duties. lt appears to me that | 
the fairness and equity of ad valorem duties-alone 
entitle that system to preference; But I'am dis- 
posed to proceed still further, and show that speci- 
fic duties themselves are most favorable to fraud, 
and therefore that, for revenue, or any othr pur- 
pose, they are by no means so safe and efficient as 
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tem of specific duties, and you- can dispense with 


, the army of weighers, measurers, gaugers, and 


clerks. You can also in that case dispense witha 


; large number of clerks in the Treasury Department, 


a large portion of whom being devoted to the labor 
resulting from these specific duties... You.also. get 
rid of those most vexatious questions which come 
up before our comptrollers, occupying their time 
almost exclusively, to the great detriment of other. 
business. That is a fact well known.. The most 
difficult questions which come up before our courts 
of justice connected with the custom-house business _ 
originate in this system of specific duties, The con- 
tested cases arising from specific duties are ten to 


ad valorem duties. Gentlemen speak of specific 
duties as if they had been necessarily resorted to; 
on account of the uncertainty of collecting-revenue | 
by ad valorem duties; and that the experience of ! 
the Government had led to the erasure of ad va- 

lorem duties, and the substitution of specific duties. | 
Let us see with what truth this assertion is made. | 
I have a list :of the«principal articles on which 
specific duties are laid, with their history. It will 


! is also constant dan 


one to those arising from ad valorem duties. There 
ger under the specific duty sys- 
; tem of the officer making ‘a mistake eithey.in. meas- - 
| uring, weighing, or gauging. 'The probability of col- 


|| lusion and fraud under this system is as ten to one. 


i under the ad valorem system.” Articles on which... 

| ad valorem duties are imposed, in going through. 

| the custom-houše, pass. under. the surveillance: x 

i the collector, naval ‘officer, appraisers, and assist- 
ant appraisers, clerks, and examiners. . Acon- 


1846. 
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stant succession of checks against fraud is thus | 
established. Under the specific duty system the i 
case is altogethér’ different, the article passing 
through the hands of-but:one officer, who, after the 
rvocess of weighing, measuring, or gauging, passes 
‘he article to the hands of the importer, without bé- 
dng subjected:to.the salutary check which the other 
system inlerposes against collusion.and fraud. Un- 
dersuch a system I need not say a single oficer may 
defraud the Government to an.immense amount 
with impunity. Ido not. say that such a species | 
of fraud:is'common, but I maintain thatthe prob- | 
abilities of the occurrence of fraud under the pres- 
ent system are infinitely stronger than it would be 
under the system which this bill seeks to establish; 
inasmuch as in the one case the article passes 
through the hands of a single officer; in the other 
case through the hands of several. Let me dwell 
on this a moment longer. We will suppose an 
officer weighing any amount of silk—how easy 
for him to trip the beam, or fraudulently to state a 
wrong result. lf he makes a mistake in weighing, 
who is to detect it? If absurd enough to make it 
in measuring, he may be detected, but in that case 
he can easily escape under color of an innocent | 
error of calculation, Jam thus fully sustained in j 
the assertion, that the chances of fraud, collusion, į 
and mistake, under the specific duty system are ; 
humerous; under the ad valorem system they can- | 
not occur. But, sir, if there are no mistakes, or 
no frauds committed by public officers—supposing 
all your. officers to be models of purity and fideli 
ty—still I maintain that it is infinitely more diffi 
cult to detect mistakes, fraudulent or otherwise, || 
in measuring piece-goods, under the specific duty |) 
system, than it is to detect fraud or error in valua- ‘| 
tions under the ad valorem system. If you wish | 
to avoid frauds, instead of abandoning the ad valo- | 
rem system, adhere more closely to it. ‘The prob- | 
ability of frauds under the one and under the other 
system, is as ten to one, Under the bill now be- i 
fore you, you will have fewer frauds than ever have | 
been perpetrated under any other revenue law. | 
You will collect the duties with more certainty and | 
at less expense, with the smallest possible probabil- | 
ity of fraud, and then it has the great meriton its face | 
of carrying the rate of duty withit, But there is an- 
other objection. It is grounded on the assumption 
that the value of the goods will diminish in conse- 
quence of improved systems of manufacture. ‘That 
has been the resultof ourexperience. A specific du- 
ty may be imposed with thé view of making it onë- 
Nalf the value of the article, and. yet, by a gradual 
fall in the price the duty: may come to-amount to 
the full value of the article. Thus a duty of 50 | 
per cent. may become cent per cent., and thus, | 
under a system of specific dutics, you. must ever | 
be doing that of which some gentlemen entertain į 
such religious horror—you must. be constantly | 
tinkering with the tariff; you must have continual | 
recourse to legislation, in order to relieve your- |; 
selves from the fluctuations in the price of articles || 
subjected to $ ecific duties. Another objection is, | 
that specific duties make no distinction between | 
coarse and fine goods. A large proportion of the | 
people are compelled to purchase coarse articles on | 
account of their cheapness. To discriminate against | 
coarse goods is, therefore, to discriminate against 
poverty—against the masses—against the people; 
to benefit a few at the expense of the many. | If 
ever there Were i more unjust system of laying 
duties thari that against which | ant now speak- 
ing, I have yet to learn of it. I do think that all 
intelligent and impartial men must agrec with me, 
that the tariff of 1842 is full of instances of the || 
gross absurdity and gross injustice of taxing arti- | 
cles nearly the same at very different rates without | 
any reason, except that generally the highest rates | 
are imposed on the coarse articles, To show the | 
inequality of the specific duties, I may mention a 
fact recently communicated to me. I am told that 
a lady’s shaw! of great value, lately imported, paid 
about one per cent., the specific duty being | 
levied on its weight, and this was so fine and costly 
that the duty amounted to but one per cent. Such 
are the inequalities of. specific duties. I defy gen- 
tlemen to show such injustice and inequality under | 
the ad valorem ‘system. But if there were no 
other objection than ‘this to specific duties, that) 
they concealed, and ‘are intended to conceal, the 
amount of duty, it were sufficient to condemn 
them. For I take it that these duties never could | 


|i 


onl 


| give us twenty-eight milions of revenue. 


i| at 30; and still more at 20 per cent. than at 25 


have been levied if they had been levied in broad | 
day; and in plain English, if the people of the 
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if the duties were laid so high as to be prohibitory, | 
thus preventing importations. I take it for granted, : 
that if the duties are considerably reduced, so much || 
so as to lead to a very large importation, we can i; 
have upon an average 214 per cent., which would || 
But i! 
gentlemen tell us that this will not produce revenue 
enough. None of them, however, have the hardi- 
hood to say that it will be because the duties are 
prohibitory. Now I hold that the duties are still 
too high. I maintain that by a farther reduction 
we could obtain more revenue. It is dificult to | 
determine on what articles the increased reduction | 
should be made, but I have no doubt that 30 per i 
cent., or 25 per cent., is too high in the aggregate | 
for a revenue duty, and that on the mass of articles : 
we would raise more revenue at 25 per cent. than 


per cent. ‘Thatis my opinion. Now, one set of : 
gentlemen will tell you in one breath, that by this || 
bill we never can raise a revenue, and in the very 
next breath, speaking for the manufacturers, they 
declare that we will be inundated with importa- 
tions—flooded with English goods, Well, then, 1: 
enn oy say we will also be inundated with rev- 
enue. In my opinion the inundation will not be : 
so great as it ought to be. A lower duty would 
produce a greater Importation, and consequently a: 
arger revenue, ‘Therefore, though L do not look | 
for a very heavy inundation, yel expect one suf- i 
ficient to give us twenty-eight or thirty milions | 
of revenue, No man, sir, cui look over the statis- 
tics of thig country, even in the most desultory 
manner, and remain unconvinced of the justice of 
thisexpectation. We have hada very heavy free 
list, which we have abolished in this bill. We 
have put dutics on everything, and on some of the 
articles included-in. the free-list to which I have 
just alluded we have imposed the highest rate of 
duty. But what will be the probable amount of , 
duties under this bill, is necessarily to some extent | 
a matter of conjecture, Every one is entitled to || 
t 


i 
{ 
i 
i! 
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the privilege of guessing. [have made an estimate į 
with some care, though of course not with any ex- | 
peetation of approximating to the aceuracy of the | 
calculations made by the ‘Treasury Department. | 
But so far as I have been able, and entirely inde- | 
pendent of the department, 1 have made an esti- i 
mate, using the best aid that t could find, and the || 
fullest information which the shortness of the time |! 
allowed me to collect. Founding my estimate upon |! 
the importation of last year, I make out, under the || 
new bill, duties to the amount of $23,886 ,657— |; 
within a small fraction of twenty-four millions. 
Adding to that the estimated increase of duties, 
$4,470,883, and we have a total of $28,357,540. 

Mr. CAMERON. After paying expenses? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. CAMERON. On what do you base your || 
calculation ? ! 


Mr. LEWIS replied, on the importations of last © 
year; and proceeded: But will there be an increase ! 
of importations? That is an important question; - 
and itis one which every Senator should address | 
to himself. [think there will be a considerable | 
increase; and in that opinion I am persuaded every | 
Senator within the sound of my voice, after a can- 
did examination of the subject, must concur. On | 
what do I ground this opinion? ‘Phe answer is | 

H 


easy and obvious. First, I look for an increase of : 
importations from the operation of a cause which 
must continue to exist—the rapid augmentation of 
the population, resources, and commercial activity, 
of the country. Taking an average of ten years, 
the increase has been 25 per cent. Secondly, the 
annexation of Texas to the Union. It is true the 
population of that State is not, in itself, of import- 
ance in this calculation, but it is the addition ofa 

large exporting section of the finest cotton-growing |! 


land in the world, to. which I would point.as one 


‘| of the causes -of that augmented importation of 


which I am. speaking... ‘The exportation from that 


ij section will,.of course, form the basis of an impor- 


tation of goods to an equal amount, and of import- 
ance sufficient to be included ‘in this calculation, 
But again: there is another source to. which Elook 


| with. great confidence and with gréat, interest, as 


certain to produce a vast increase in our importa- 
tions. I allude io the relaxation of duties on Amer- 
ican produce by Great Britain, The extent of 
this increase no man can, of course, predict; but 


i that it will be large, no man can doubt. I havea 
| table here by which I will show the magnetic speed 
li with which our exports have increased, even in 


anticipation of the modification of the corn-law 
system of England. a 

The effect of the corn-law in anticipation mere- 
ly in the city of New York on exports is as fol- 


| lows: 


From Jan. 1 to June 30, 1846. 
Corn, (bushels) 697 
Cornmeal, (in barrels) 3137 
Hard, (kegs)... 137 


1845. 
73,266 (7 times as great.) 
13,507 (d} times as great.) 
41,920 (nearly double.) 


Wheat ........ 68 11,600 (200 times as much.) 
Flour, (wheat). 414,075 103,614 (4 times as much.) 
Rye flour...... . 6,199 2,701. (24 timesas much.) 


Butterace sce sesers eevee 19,087 15,661 (1} as much.) 


Such is the ascertained result not of the actual 
reduction, but only of the anticipation of the reduc- 
tion of the English corn laws. What, let me ask, 
must be the effect of their total repeal by the pas- 
sage of Sir Robert Peel’s law, which I am told has 
reached us in an authentic form, in a paper not 
now before me? I have read these extracts from 


| a Whig paper—from a tan{f paper—the New York 
i Tribune. 


Mr, WEBSTER. Have you stated to what 
place these exports were made? 

Mr, LEWIS. Principally to England, f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, inquired the date 
of the paper. 

Mr. LEWIS replied that he had received it yes- 
terday. Now lask (he continued) if, under the 
tariff of 1842—bad as it is, and it is worse than 
anything that people should ever submit to—if 
even under that law, in anticipation of the action 


(ofthe British Parliament on the corn laws, the ex- 


portation of American produce was so vastly aug- 


; mented, what is not to be expected from the oper- 


ation ofa law which must necessarily tend in itself 
to increase importations after that anticipated ac- 
tion had taken place? What is not to be expected 
when reduction has taken place at both ends of 
the line? There must of necessity be a greatly 
inereased elasticity in all commercial operations, 
and imports and exports must go on augmenting 
with vastly increased activity. Itis difficult to say 
what increase of imports may flow from the re- 
duction of dudes. But I ask, is it not a neces- 
sary consequence of reduced duties to have in- 
creased importations? Do not the reduction of 
duties, and the increase of importations, sustain the 
sume relations to each other as cause and effect? 
When has there been a reduction on the rates of 


| postage that has not been followed by an increased 
| correspondence? [have now before me a document 


which came from a source of the highest respecta- 
bility, and which will be regarded as possessing no 
mean authority on the other side of the Senate. The 
document was politely furnished to me by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmoxs,] one 
of the most distinguished advocates of the tariff of 
1842. Itis his testimony in favor ofa still farther 
reduction of postage, on the principle that the 


li reduction of the rate must of necessity be followed 


by an increase of correspondence and consequent 
increase of revenue. And yet our honorable friend 
wil contend, as strenuously as any man on this 
floor, that if we reduce the tariff we will have a 
vast falling off in the revenue. The gentleman ts 
willing to reduce the postage, because, as he prop- 
erly argues, it will increase ihe revenue, but he 
will give us no reduction of duties on imported 
goods, because he says that it will reduce the reve- 
nue. Lord protect us from such reasoning! If 
we could get any series of years during which a 
tariff law similar to that imposed in this bill had 
been in operation, we might obtain the basis of an 
accurate calculation. But it so happens, with 
so. much vigilance has the protective policy been 
guarded, that we cannot find such a basis. The 
last five years of the Compromise act are the five 
lowest ycars that can be found, and yet I will take 
them as the basis of calculation—a basis very 
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much against me, because the duties were much 
higher than they will be for the next five years. 
The net average importations for 1837, 1838, 1839, 
1840, and 1841, was one htndred and fourteen 
millions. The average rate for 1847, 1848, 1849, 
1850, and 1851, we will set down at one hundred 
and fifty-four millions, which, under the present 
rates of the new bill, will give an average in these 
years of thirty-three millions one hundred and six- 
teen thousand dollars. But out of this calculation, 
as will be at once perceived, I have left out all 
those causes of increased importation which I have 
already enumerated—the annexation of Texas, 
the growth of the country, and the abolition of the 
English corn laws. In every view ih which I 
have been able to contemplate this measure, I am 
convinced of its soundness and its utility. Very 
impertectly, as I must confess, I have endeavored 
to present my views of the bill in that aspect to 
which I set out by saying I would confine myself. 
But I have done the best I could, considering the 
shortness of the time which circumstances placed 
at my disposal for the consideration of the sab- 
ject, and in the absence of aid from the Treasury 
Department; and I have now only to thank the 
Senate for the patient atrention with which they 
have honored my remarks. 

Mr. EVANS then rose and announced his desire 
of addressing the Senate on the bill, butas the day 
was now far advanced, he would ask to be indulged 
in waiting till to-morrow, and would therefore 
move that the further consideration of the bill be 
postponed till twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was then put and agreed to. 


THE WAREHOUSE BILL AGAIN. 


Mr. DIX moved that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the warehouse bill, in order to 
take action upon any amendments pending, or to 
be submitted, 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The biil accordingly was again taken up, the 
question being upon the amendment submitted by 
Mr. Reverpy JOHNSON. | 

The yeas and nays being called for upon the 
adoption of the amendment, were ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: - 


YEAS—Meesrs. Archer, Barrow, Cilley, Thomas Clay- 
ton, Corwia, Crittenden, Davis, Evans, Greene, Hunting- 
ton, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Niles, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, and Wood- 
bridge—20, i 

NAYS —Messrs, Alien, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, | 
Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, Pairtield, 
Mannegan, Haywood, Houston, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Lewis, McDuffie, Peunybacker, Rusk, Speight, Turney, 
Wehster, Westcott, and Yulee-—25, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLER submitted an amendment, which 
was agreed to. 

No further amendments being submitted, the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE WESTERN RIVERS. | 


The * bill to provide for the improvement of the 
navigation of the rivers Ohio, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas,’’ was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved that the bill be laid 
upon the table, as a bill recently reported by him 
from a select committee would cover the whole 
subject. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN suggested that the bill 
reported by the gentleman from South Carolina 
night not pass during the present session, and 
expressed the hope that action would be had upon 
the bill under consideration, as it was a familiar 
subject which would require but little time for 
consideration. 

Mr. CALHOUN withdrew his motion. | 

The bill had been referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and reported back with sundry 
amendments, which were agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to amend the bill by 
adding the two following sections, being the two 
first sections of the bill reported by Mr. C. from 
the select committee to whom was referred the 
memorial of the Memphis Convention: 

„Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Slates of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to appoint a board of. engineers, consisting of 
three, one to be of the corps of engineers, and the other two 


to be civil engineers, whose duty it shall be to make, under 
the direction of the Secretary of Wear, ‘a careful examina- 


|! tion and survey of the Mis: 


sissippi, including its principal 
tributaries, and to report their opinien in detail to him, as 
to the present condition of its. navigation; the character of 


the obstructions which endanger or impede it; to what ex- | 


tent they may be removed; what would be the effect of their 
removal in lessening the hazard to which they are exposed, 
and increasing its safety and expedition; what measures 


should be adopted for their removal; what sum it would be- 


advisable to appropriate annually for removing them; what 


sum would prebably be required to keep its navigation in- 


good condition after they are removed; and what measures 
should be adopted to insure an efficient and economical ex- 
penditure of the money which may be appropriated for the 
Improvement of its navigation. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the two civil engi- 
neers shall be each paid for his services at the rate of $2,000 
per annum, in fullof'all charges ; and that the sum of $5,000 
be, and is hereby, appropriated to pay the expense inci- 
dental to the examination and survey of the board, 


Mr. JARNAGIN had no objection to the latter 
amendment as a substitute for the original bill, but 


as an amendment of said bill, he thought that it 
would make confusion. He did not consider it 


regular to first pass appropriations for the improve- | 


ment of certain tributaries of the Mississippi, and 
then pass an enactment appointing a board of en- 
gineers to make examination of said waters, with 
a view to the improvement of-their navigation. 
Mr. HANNEGAN hoped that the amendment 


would be withdrawn, as he feared that passing it | 


now might defeat the entire measure. Mr. H. 
alluded, in strong terms, to the importance of the 
Wabash and other western rivers, and the neglect 


by the Government to take the proper steps for 


their improvement. - 

Senators MOREHEAD and CRITTENDEN 
expressed themselves in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed his views in opposition 
to the amendment. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said he would vote for the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, and would then move to amend the bill 
further. ‘ 

Mr. BAGBY expressed his intention to vote for 
the amendment, giving his reasons for such vote; 
which, however, were not distinctly heard by the 
reporter. a 

Mr. DIX stated that the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill, which had passed the House of 
Representatives, contained provisions for 
the improvements:now asked fores* o t io enas oe. 

After some further remarks by Mr: HANNE= 
GAN, the quéstion was taken on the adoption: of 
Mr. Carnoun’s amendment, and the same wag 
agreed to, 

“Mr. JARNAGIN moved an amendment to the 
bill, appropriating $150,000 for the improvement 
of the Tennessee river above the Muscle Shoals. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, that if his friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jannacin] would withdraw 
his amendment, and bring it up on the harbor bill, 
he would find him (Mr. C.) an ally in- his cause; 
but he feared that if the amendment was passed 
now, it might endanger other measures of a simi- 
lar character. ` 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that he would vote 
against the amendment. It would not be proper 
for him, and other western Senators, to vote for 
the improvement of the Tennessee river; without 


at the same time insisting upon a similar measure | 


in behalf of the Ilinois, Wabash, and other rivers 
in the same direction, which were of so much 
importance to the western country, upon which 
so great a loss of life and property annually occur- 
red for want of a paltry sum to remove the obstruc- 
tions to their navigation. 

After some further remarks by Mr. BAGBY, 


| the question was taken upon the amendment, and | 


it was disagreed to on a division—yeas 12, nays 17. 


The question recurring upon ordering the bill to | 


a third reading — 


Mr. BAGBY called for the yeas and nays, | 


which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Barrow, Benton, 


Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Thomas Olay- 
ton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Haunegan, 


` Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, John- 


son of Lonisiana, Miller, Morehead, Rusk, Semple, Sim- 


mons, Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, and’ Wood--! 


bridge 4 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Cilley, Dickinson, Dix, 
Fairfield, Haywood, Niles, Phelps, Turney, Westcott, and 
Yulee—12, 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, no objection 
being made, the bill was then read a third time and 
passed. ess Of ee 

The Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, © 
; Monpay, July 13, 1846.0 en, 
The Journal of Saturday was readand approved. 
The SPEAKER said the business first in order: 
was the consideration of the variqus propositions. : 
pending in relation to the public printing. >. 
Mr. OWEN, on leave ‘given, introduced an 
amendment which he proposed to offer to the grad- 
uation. bill. : aed Be oe 
On motion of Mr. O. it was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. | Letus receive reports, 
Mr. WHITE asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: ; oe 
Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed 
by the Speaker to examine the accounts of. the 
Fifth Auditor, and the propriety. of placing the 
duties of said office under. the consideration and 
management of the Topographical bureau, and 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Objections were made. 4 

Mr. W. said he had several times endeavored to 
introduce ‘the resolution, but had not troubled. the 
House with a motion to-suspend’the rales. . But 
he now made that motions.. Pecos 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in 
order, the rules having already been suspended for 
the purpose of the special order. 


BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE seit up to the chair a reso- 
lution, which he asked leave to offer. | > >. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the consideration of the 
special-order (the publie printing) be postponed for 
one hour, in order that the committees might be 
called for reports. TEE E eee 

„The SPEAKER. . The- gentleman’ from.» Vir- 
ginia [Mr Dromcooxe} has asked, leave to offer.a 
resolution. fife ki Se a 

. Mr. DROMGOOLE ‘asked for the reading of 
the resolution. ee p o 

And it was read for information, as follows: 

Ordered, ‘That a message Dé sent to the Senate reminding 
that body thata bill entitled. ‘An act to provide-for the bet- 
ter-organization, of the treasury, and for the collection, safe- 
keeping, transfer,.and disbursementof the public revenue,” 
passed April-2, 1846, aud communicated to. the Senate for 
| concurrence ; ‘also; a bill entitled “Aw. act making appropri- . 
ations for the'civil-and diplomatic. expenses of Government 
for the yèar ending on. 30th. June, 1847, and for other pur- 
poses,” passed May 28, 1846, and conimunicated to the Sen- 
ate for ‘coneurrence y also:a bill entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the naval service forthe year ending the 
‘30th June, 1847, passed June 15, 1846, and communicated 
to the Senate for concurrence 3 also’a bil} entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the year ending the 30th June, 1847,” passed May 
14, 1846, and sent to the Senate for concurrence ; and re- 
commending to the Senate the consideration of the aforesaid 
bills, as of great importance, 3 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I move to amend the 
resolution so as to include the bill which passed 
this House a long time ago, making appropriations 
for harbors and rivers. ` 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. Is theré any objection to 
the reception of the resolution ? , 

_Mr. WENTWORTH. Yes, I object unless the 
river and harbor-billis included. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL and other members 
rose and objected to the introduction of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a suspension of the 
rules. i à 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 
for the reasons stated by the Chair, that the. rules 
have already been suspended for the special order. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to postpone the con- 
sideration ‘of the special order. 

Mr. HENLEY remarked that as all the printing 
was not yet executed, it would be necessary to 
postpone the consideration of the special order ùn- 
til to-morrow. And he made that motion. 

„Mr. McKAY requested Mr.. Hentey to modify 
his motion, so as to postpone the special order 
until the bill authorizing-an issue of treasury notes 
i| should have been disposed of.’ He (Mr. McK) 
; hoped that the chairman of the select committee 
on printing would acquiesce in the suggestion. 

Mr. G. DAVIS assented. J 

Mr. HENLEY said he hoped so longa póst- 
ponement would not take place. It had been said 
that: if the subject was not acted upon soon, it 
|| would be lost sight of altogether 0 T 

Mr. McKAY suggested a ‘postponement until.. 
this day week. .-. at ernest are 

Mr. G. DAVIS suggested until next Thursday. 


if 


46. 


B 


E. 


r-MeKAY. Say Friday. 

After a brief conversation, 

The farther consideration of the special order 
‘was, on motion of Mr. McK AY, postponed until 
Monday next.. sy 


BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE now moved that the rules 
ye suspended, to enable him to introduce the reso- 
„tution above given. ° l 

“Mr. JACOB THOMPSON. I shall feel con 
strained to call for the yeas and nays. : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. The resolution is per- 
ctly respectful, and in conformity with paarlia- 
mentary usage. 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired the gentleman to state 
why he had left out the river and harbor bill. He 
(Mr. T.) would like to have an answer. 

‘Mr. DROMGOOLE said it would be perceived 
that he had mentioned three appropriation bills 
which ought to have passed in time to take effect 
at the commencement of the current fiscal, year. 
‘The other bill was a bill passed in April last, hav- 
ing relation to the great fiscal concerns of the Gov- 
emment, and he had, therefore, selected these four 
bills as requiring immediate action. If the rules 
were suspended, it would be competent for the 
gentleman to move an amendment. 

Mr. G. DAVIS (turning to Mr. Dromeoore) 
pu a question to.him which the reporter could not 

ear distinctly, but which was understood to be to 
this effect: whether the gentleman supposed that 
the Senate had forgotten, or was ignorant of the 
business before it? 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose. 

Cries to order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. Iam going to answer the 
question of the gentleman. 

Mr. JACOB ‘THOMPSON submitted that all 
debate was out of order, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. If the rules should be 
suspended, and the resolution introduced, I shall 
be prepared to show, by authority and precedents, 
that such a message is in conformity with long- 
established parliamentary usage, and cannot be 
properly regarded as in any degree disrespectful 
to the Senate. 

Atthe request of Mr. D. the following quotations 
are made, to wit: 


« itis not the usage for one House to inform the other by 
what numbers a bil has passed. (10 Grey, 150.) Yet they 
have sometimes recommended a bill, as org t importance, 
to the consideration of the House to which it is sent,” —(3 
Hats. 25.) 


« When a bill is sent by one House to the other, and is ne-- 


glected, they may send & message to reraind them of it? 
(3 Hats., 25; 5 Grey, 154; Jefferson’s Manual.) 

In 5th Grey, 154, the following debate is re- 
ported: E 

u Mi Powe. Iam gad to see the inclination ofthe House 
to strengthen the Protestant religion, and F hope it will con- 
tinue. £ move, therefore, to send up to the Lords, to put 
them in mind of our billof Popery, that we may give the 
conntry some account of the delay of it. 

«Sir Crromas Lex. You have sent several messages to 
the House of Lords about that bill, without effect. F would 
move the Lords with a message for a confercnee, and there 
put the Lords in mind of it. 

«ir Tuomas’ Chances. Nothing may be sent by mes- 
sage to the Lords but what may be done by conference, and 
it is the more decent way to do this. 

«<The Sreaker. {would know what you would confer 
about. You ean take notice of nothing that the Lords have 
done in their House; and your former messages have not 
been taken well. [fit be done, the Lords may do the same 
upon us, and it may be very inconvenient. 

« A message was sent to the Lords, (by Mr. Powle,) as 
moved,” &e. 

Under the title Form of messages between 
Lords and Commons,” in 3 Hatsell’s Precedents, 
page 25, the following is entered: 

c On the 28th of February, 1699, the Lords send down a 
biH, which they recommend to the consideration of the 
House as a bill of great consequence. 
pointed to inspect precedents. of such recommendatory 
messages, who report on the 5th March several precedents 
of similar messages from the Lords and froin the Commons 
to thie Lords.” nee 

And under the head of ‘ Observations” on the 
foregoing title, the following occur: ` 

« Though it is not customary for either House to inform 
the other by what numbers a bill has passed, yet it appears 
by a report of the 5th_Mareh, 1699, that they have sometimes 
recommended bills as of great importance to the considera- 
tion ofthe House to which the bill is sent. It has also hap- 
pened that when a bill has been sent to the Lords, and it 
has been neglected there, the Commons have sent a mes- 
sage to remind them of it, asin instances of lith April, 1716, 
93d May, 1721, and on the 12th February, 1722.” 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
The yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the 
rules were asked and refused. 
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A committee is ap- | 


And the question being on that motion, 

Mr. HOGE called for the reading of the resolu- 
tion; which.was again read. . 

And the question “Shall the rules be suspended 
was then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 39, noes 


2) 


72. . 

So the SPEAKER declared that the rules were 
not suspended. i j 

Mr. DROMGOOLE (to the Chair.) Does a 
“quorum vote? / , 

The SPEAKER. A quorum votes with the 
Speaker, who votes either way, to make a quo- 

rum. 

So the resolution was not received. 

Mr. McKAY called for the orders of the day. 

Bills on the Speaker’s table of the following 
titles, viz: 2 

An act granting a pension to Joseph Morrison; 

An act to provide for the more effectual publica- 
tion of the laws of the United States; 

An act to allow to Elijah White compensation 
for services and reimbursement of expenses incur 
red by him as acting sub-agent of Indian affairs 
west of the Rocky Mountains; 

An act for the relief of Henry Elting; 

An act for the relief of Bent, St. Vrain, and 
| Co.; which bills were read twice, and committed; 
and also 

An act for the relief of B. Harris, 
| county, in Illinois; : 
A resolution supplementary to the resolution of 
the 20th of February, 1845, for distributing the 


‘of La Salle 


read a third time and passed. 
PAY OF VOLUNTEERS. 


the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolu- 


viduals expenses incurred by them under calls for 
militia and volunteers made by Generals Gaines 
and Taylor; when 

Mr. PAYNE moved to amend the amendment 
of the Senate, by inserting, in lieu of the proviso 
| strack out by the Senate, the following: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War he autho- 


have been entitled under existing laws had they 
| been mustered into the service of the United States, 
estimating the time from the date of leaving home 
until their return thereto. 


Mr. PAYNE ‘said he would offer a few words 
of explanation in reference to the amendment he 
had offered to the amendment from the Senate. 
The resolution passed by the Senate provides for 
the payment of the actual expenses incurred by 
the volunteers called out by order of Major Gen- 
eral E. P. Gaines, but not received or mustered 
into the service of the United States. 

His amendment went further, and provides for 
the payment of said volunteers such compensation 
as the law now authorizes, and as they would 
have been entitled to, had they been received and 
mustered into the service of the United States. 

Upon the justice of his amendment he had a 
word or two to add, It was known to the mem- 
bers of this body that the class of our citizens, 
who usually patriotically volunteer in the service 
of the country, are men who depend upon their 
own labor for support. The call was made at 


able. It was the season for “pitching crops,” 
and those persons who were then called from their 
homes can make no crop this season. Under 
these circumstances, nothing ean be more just than 
that they should be amply compensated for their 
loss. 


now allowed by law—and it will be grossly unjust 


The volunteers called out by General Gaines 
supposed that he was authorized to make the call 


; 
hind the requisition of a Government officer. 
Therefore, in obeying his requisition, they were 
discharging, as patriotic citizens always will do, 
the most sacred obligations to the country; 
is for this reason your duty to-pay them. i 
Mr. McKAY (chairman of the Committee. of | 
“Ways and Means) briefly objected to the amend- 
ment, and demanded the previous question. 
| To an intimation made by Mr. McKay, that 
U Mr. P. had moved in this matter upon his own 


works of the Exploring Expedition, were severally | 


The House proceeded to the consideration of! 


tion of the House to refund to the States and indi- ii 


rized as aforesaid to allow and pay to said volun- | 
teers the same compensation to which they would | 


that season of the year when labor was most valu- | 


We cannot amply compensate them; but į 
we can pay for the time lost—the compensation 


H 

not to do so. f 
| 

they could not, and ought not to have looked be- |; 


and it l 


H 
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| responsibility, and without ap lication from any 
quarter upon the subject, Mr. AYNE remarked: 
The gentleman said he had moved in this matter 
| upon his own responsibility, and without an ap- 
| plication from. the volunteers interested. How 
| does the gentleman. know what he states to be 
| true? He had received various letters upon the 
i subject. But. suppose he had ‘moved. upon his 
| own responsibility; had he not the right to-do so? 
! Must every proposition emanate from the Com- 
|| mittee of Ways and Means? If his proposition 
| was a just and. proper one, would not the House 
|| vote for it just as readily as if the proposition had 
i! come from the chairman of that committee ? 

| There was a second to the demand for the pre- 


Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
TIBBATTS, PAYNE, and the SPEAKER parti- 
cipated. 

Mr. PAYNE asked the yeas and: nays on his 
amendment; which were retused. 

The amendment was then rejected. 
| Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL moved a recon- 
| sideration of the vote, and asked the yeas and 
‘| nays; which were refused. ; 

The vote was not reconsidered. 

And the amendment of the Senate, by ayes 71, 
noes 44, was then concurred in. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON wished.to make an 
l| inquiry of the Speaker. He wished to know 
|i whether it would be in order for him to move to 
| refer to the Committee of Ways and Means or the 
|| Committee on Military Affairs the subject em- 
i braced in his colleague’s [Mr. Payne's] amend- 
| 


| 


| ment. Mr. H. said he desired that subject to be 
i brought up, but not as his colleague had proposed 
‘lit. He (Mr. H.) wished to see included in the 
i proposition not only the volunteers called out-by 
| Generals Gaines and Taylor, as proposed by his 
|, colleague, [Mr. Pavne,] but also such as were 
{called out and equipped themselves under the 
i! order of the War Department, and who were not 
i| received into the service of the United States. He 
| thought that the expenses of equipment, and other 
expenses necessarily involved in their preparations 
for such a service, should be paid, as well as for 
their time. Tie therefore desired to embrace all 
li of these points in the motion and reference pro- 
| posed, thereby placing all volunteers upon the 
same footing. 

| The motion was not now in order. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the President of the Columbia 
| Typographical Socicty, accompanied by a resolu- 
| tion from said Society relative to the printing of 
í Congress; which was laid on the table. 


| The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
|, McKay for the orders of the pay. 
! 


| 
| 
1 
| 
i 
| 


i A brief conversation followed. 
Mr. PAYNE moved a suspension of the rules 
! for the purpose of offering a resolution, It was 
i! (he said) in reference to the payment of the volun- 
teers not received or mustered into the service of 
the United States. Ie wished to test the sense of 
the House upon the subject, and to ascertain, if 
| possible, whether they would or would not consid- 
jer the question. It was pretty conclusive that no 
proposition could pass this House, which did not 
| originate with the Committee of Waysand Means. 
i| Upon that committee (continued Mr. P.) I now 
| desire to throw the responsibility of defeating the 
| proposition to pay the volunteers called out by 
H 
j 
| 
| 
| 


ji 
|! 
| 
| 


| 
| 


il into the service. For this purpose I move a sus- 
pension of the- rules; and I ask the yeas and nays, 
| (which were subsequently ordered.) 

The resolution is as follows: . 
| Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


H order of a Government officer, but not mustered 
| 


i| of reporting a bill providing for the compensation 
j| and payment of the volunteers called out by virtue 
| of the order of the Secretary of War, or by order 
| of General E. P. Gaines, but not received or mus- 
| tered into the service of the United States, 


After some conversation between Messrs. G. S. 
HOUSTON, PAYNE, VANCE, and the SPEAK- 

tA 

The question, ‘Shall the rules be suspended ?” 
i was taken, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adam 
Barringer, Beil, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Blanchard 
Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Buffing 
ton, Burt, William W. Campbell, John H, Campbell, Cath- 
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Callin, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Dargan, Darragh, Garrett | 
Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Doug- | 
lass, Dunlap, Ellsworth, Erdman, Jobn H. Ewi Faran, 
Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Grahain, | 
Grider, Hamlin, Harapton, son, Harper, Henley, Hoge, | 
Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, | 
Edmund W. Wubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington 
Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, J. H. Johnson, Andrew John. {i 
son, Joseph Johnson, George W, Jones, Kaufman, Daniel P. .! 
King, Thomas Butler King, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Maclay, | 
McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph |: 
J. MeDowell, James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Morse, Moseley, Niven, i 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pillsbury, Relfe, Roberts, John A. 
Rockwell, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Alexan- 
der P. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Albert Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tij- ! 
den, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Wick, 
Williams, Winthrop, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, and 
Young—129. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashman, Atkinson, Bayly,Bedin- | 
ger, Brodhead, John G. Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, | 
Clarke, Cranston, Culver, Dromgoole, Giddings, Gordon, 
Grinnell, Grover, Hopkins, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Preston | 
King, Leake, Leib, Melivaine, McKay, Marsh, Moulton, | 
Norris, Pendleton, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, i 
Root, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Truman Smith, Sykes, |! 

l 
i 


f 
cart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, | 
| 


Tredway, and Yost—39. 
So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules | 
were suspended, 
And the resolution being thus before the House, | 
Mr. P. demanded the previous question, } 
Mr. GEORGE 8S. HOUSTON wished to offer | 
the following as a substitute for his colleague’s | 
[Mr. Payne’s] resolution, which, Mr. H. said, 
was more comprehensive and just; it included the 
expense as well as the pay to the volunteers who 
were not received into the service of the United 
States: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill | 
providing for the payment of such of the rejected volunteers 
as were called out by General Gaines or Taylor, or by order || 
of the War Department, thé compensation allowed by law to |! 
volunteers received into the service of the United’ States, |: 
from the time they left their homes until their return. Also } 
the expenses of such of said rejected volunteers and com- | 
panies as were incurred in their proper equipment and ne- |, 
cessary preparation for the service. i 

Mr. P. not withdrawing the demand, the substi- 
tute was not entertained. 

The previous question was seconded. The main 

uestion was ordered, arid, being taken, the reso- 
lution was adapted, °° ` i 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the rules were sus- |! 
pended for one hour, for the purpose of calling for || 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- ‘i 
mittee of Claims, made adverse reports upon the | 
petitions of James Warman and of Samuel Worth- | 
ington; which were laid upon the table. | 

On motion of Mr. GRINNELL, i 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be j 
discharged from the consideration of the petition of | 
Ed. Harris Miles, for changing the name of the |; 

| 
| 
| 
H 


harque Pons; and also from the consideration of i 
the petitions of the mayor and city council of the | 
cities of Baltimore and Philadelphia, and of the | 
board of health of Philadelphia, relative to medical 
and surgical attendance on board of emigrant ships, | 
&c., and that they be laid on the table. i 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, made a report upon the petition | 
of Sohn Spencer, accompanied by a bill for his re- | 
lief; which was read twice and committed. | 
Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the |; 
Judiciary, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin |) 
Metozer and Francis Gaiennie, deceased, as sureties | 
of Benoit Lawents, accompanied by a report in i 
writing; which was read twice and committed. | 
On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, by | 
leave i 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- || 
diency of restoring to the pension roll the names |: 


j 


of James Wamsby and Samuel Z. Jones, of the | 
State of Virginia. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Public | 
Expenditures, made a report upon the memorial o 
Henry Elliott, accompanied by the following reso- 
tion: ; 

Resolved, That the Clerk procure of Henry El- 
liott the condensed annual statement of the receipts 
and expenditures of the United States from 1789 
to 1829, to be paid for out of the contingent fund. 

Which resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. ALBERT SMITH, from the Committee on 
{ ‘ ee i 


i 
E 
Ai 
ij 


Private Land Claims, made an adverse report upon 
the petition of Abraham Forbes; which was laid 
pon the table. . Bs Pa was me 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the 
bill from thé Senate entitled “An act fòr the relicf 
of Elijah White,” reported the same without 
amendment. Ordered to bè committed: a 
Mr. NIVEN, from, the Committee on Military 


= 


| Affairs, made a report upon thé petition of the 


widow of Elijah Bragdon, deceased, accompanied 
by a bill for her relief; which was read twice, and 
committéd. j 

Mr. N. also, from the same committee, mađe 
an adverse report upon the petition of the citizens 
of New Hampshire relative to an alteration of the 
law relating to the medical staff of the army; 
which was laid upon the table. i 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES, from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred. the 
bill from the Senate entitled ‘An act for the relief 
of Nathaniel Phillips,” reported the same without 
amendment. Ordered to be committed. 

Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution concerning the snag-hoats 
on the western rivers; which was read twice, and 
committed. f 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the establishment of a marine hospital at 
Memphis; read twice, and committed: 

Mr. MACLAY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made a report upon the petition of Seth 
Lamb, accompanied by a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to test Seth Lamb’s improved 
wheels for ocean steamers; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

Mr. BAYLY, from the same committee, made 


; an adverse report upon the resolution of the 19th of 
February last, relating to fitting for sea the ship- | 


of-the-line New York, and the frigate St. Law- 
rence; laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. MeCLERNAND, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands 


i: be discharged from the memorial of the New York 
: Institution. of the Deaf and Dumb, and the petition 
| of the citizens of the State of Illinois, praying for 
| a grantof land for the supportof the deaf and dumb; 


and that they be liid upon the table. 
Mr. RHETT, fromthe same committee, made 
a report upon the petitions of Cornelius. Manning 
and of Catharine Hodges, accompanied by bill for 
their relief; which were read twice, and committed. 
Mr. BRODH EAD, from the Committee on Revy- 
olutionary Pensions, made a report upon the 


eti- 
tion of Elizabeth Fitch, accompanied by a bill for H 


her relief ; read twice, and committed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the Senate entitled “An 
act granting a pension to Richard Elliott,” reported 
the same with an amendment; which was commit- 
ted. $ à f 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Elizabeth 
Martin, Anna Smith, H. Morton, A. Pearce, A. 
Badfish, M. Bentley, T, Hargas, A. Daughty, J. | 
Taylor, J. Olinger, W. Hilton, R. Gibson, N. 
King, B. Hall, J. H. Benner, J. Stevens, J. Bon- | 
man, and N. Yanington; which were laid upon the | 
table. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, made a report upon the petition of Lewis | 


|: C. Sarton, accompanied by a bill for his relief ; 


which was read twice, and committed. 
Mr. S. also, from the same committee, made 


| reports upon the petitions of James H. Conelly || 


and Wiliam T. Walthall, accompanied by bills 


ii for their relief; which were read twice and com- 


mitted. 
Mr. C. B. SMITTI, from the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the joint | 
resolution to create a board to ascertain and deter- |! 
mine the amount of each of the claims of the citi- | 
l: zens of the United States against Mexico, reported 
i the same without amendment; which was com- 


mitted. 
Mr. TRUMAN SMITH, from the same com 


mittee, to which was referred the bill from ‘the | 
Senate entitled “ An act to provide for the ascer 
i: tainment and satisfaction of claims of American 


citizens for spoliations committed by. the: French 
prior to the 31st of July, 1801,” reported the same 


“= without amendment; which was committed. 
Mr. S. made an ineffectual motion’ to have this i 


bill made the special order for a day certain. 


| tress county, in Tennessee.’ 


| Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee of Claims, 
| reported bills of the following tides: °°. |. 
| -A bill for the relief‘of Stalker and Hall; : 
| A bill for the relief-of John C. Stewart and 
| others; - : cos a aa 
| - A bill for the relief of the legal représentatives , 
of John Lawson, deceased; w ‘ : 
| twice-and committed... 0° 050% ; 
Mr. HARALSON, from. the: Committee oñ 
Military Affairs, reported’a bill granting a quarter 
i section.of land to` each. offcer, non-commissioned 
| officer, musician, and private, of the volunteer 
| foree called for and received into the service of 
| the . United States under laws passed the present 
i session of Congress; which was read twice and 
committed. . Seb S ea tiga ; ; 
On motion of Mr. BOYD, | 
Ordered, That the same committee:be discharged 
from the consideration of the petitions.of John A. 
Webber, relative to his compensation as military 
storekeeper at the Watervliet arsenal, and of the 
citizens. of Knox county, Indiana; of the citizens 
of Williamson county, Minois; of the citizens 
of Columbiana county, Ohio; of the citizens-of 
Christian county, Kentucky; of the citizens of 
| Pope county, Illinois, relative to a national: foun- 
dry at Fort Massac: also,:the. petition of the citi- 
| zens of Louisiana, relative to a-military road’from 
the Red river to'the Sabine river; and that they be 
laid -upon the. table. > ~ ` ave . 
A` message from the Senate by Mr. Dickins, 
their Secretary: > > as 
Mr. Srraxer: The Senate have passed bills of 
the House of the following titles, viz: > a 
Anact to establish the collection district of Chi- 
| cago. oe, i 
‘An act for the relief of Joseph. Kemball. — 
An act for the relief of Semington Buffenberger. 
An act for the relief-of James ‘Davidson, of Fen- 
| tress county, in Tennessee, a 
An act for the relief of George D, Spencer. 
An act for the relief of James Mains. 
An act for the relief of James Wyman. 
An act for the relief of William McCauley. 
An act for the relief of John Ficklin.. © © 
An act for the relief of Joseph Watson. 
An act for the relief of Arthur R. Frogge, of Fen- 
_An act for the relief of Joseph M; Rhea, of Sul- 
livan county, in Tennessee. Pett oe 
~ An act for the relief of John G. Pierce. 
An act for the relief of John E. Holland. 
An act for the relief of Daniel Ingalls. ~ 
An act for the relief of Adam McCulloch. 
An act for the relief of Sampson Brown. 
An act for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall. 
An act for the relief of Benjamin Ballatd. 
An act for the relief of James Low. 
An act for the relief of George Gordon, of. Mi- 
nois. 
An act for the relief of FLenry Newnan. 
An act for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt. 
An act for the relief of Francis Sommeraner. 
An act for the relief of Richard and Benj, Kidd. 
An act for the relief of Thomas Rhodes. 
An act for the relief of James Irwin, and others, 
t of Arkansas, ` 
| An act for the relief of Peter Campbell. 
| Anact for the relief of Richard S. Coxe. 
| 


which bills were reads oe 


j 
i 
t 
i 
j 


An act for the relief of Harriet L.. Catching. 
‘An act for the relief of Thomas Brownell. 
; An act for the relief of Robert Barclay. 
| An act for the relicf of Harriet Ward. 
An act for the relief of Elizabeth Hamilton, wid- 
| ow of Alexander Hamilton. 5 
| An act to legalize cértain land sales’ made at 
| Chocchuma and Columbus, in the State of Missis- 
| sippi, and to indemnify the Chickasaws therefor. 
; An act to change the time of holding the Federal 
court in North Carolina. ; 

‘An act to provide for a survey of the mouth of 


f 
i 
H 
H 
i 
i 


Red river, in Louisiana. 
| An act for the relief of the personal 


; tives of William A. Slacum, deceased. 
' An act to authorize the transporiation of goods, 


representa- 


l 


wares, and merchandise, through the Indian terri- 
tories. ` ` ` 

_ A resolution to authorize the President:to sanc- 
tion an agreement made between the “Wyandots 
and Deélawares for the purchase of certain lands by 
the former of the latter tribe of Indians. aS 


THE USEFUL ARTS. | 
Mr. HENLEY. moved that the bill from” the 
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Committee on Patents; amendatory of the patent 
laws, be made the special-order of the day for 
Tuesday week. Z A : 

Mr. H. said he was compelled tó make this mo- 
tion in order to ensure action upon the bill, fearm 
that, in the: ordinary course of business, it woul 
not be reached; and he begged to call the attention 

of the House to the fact that the present. laws- 
afforded scarcely any: protection whatever to the 
honest and ingenious inventors—the most merito-. 
rious and useful ‘class of our citizens. This bill į 
was called for by them, and demanded to protect 
their interests from the sharks who are, from de- 
fects in the present laws, enabled to invade and 
trample upon their rights. 
to accelerate the advance of the arts-and sciences, 
now in successful ‘progress of improvement. It 
was a general revision of the patent laws proposed 
by the committee with great care, and with espe- 
cial reference to the defects which time and expe- 
rience have shown to exist in. regard to the present 
laws. Great anxiety prevailed among inventors 
in every part of the country for its passage. He 
should, therefore, ask for the yeas and nays on the 
motion, so'that those’ interested might see by the 
‘vote who were and who were not in favor of con- 
sidering this bill. 

Mr. H. made an ineffectual effort to have the 


bill heretofore reported by Mr. Marsu—a bill in | 
addition to, and in’amendment of, the several acts į 


to. promote the progress of the useful arts—made 
the special order for a certain day. 

On a motion to fix Tuesday week, he asked the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered; and, being 
taken, were—yeas 91, nays 65. 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
bill was not made the special order. 
© Mr. WHITE made an ineffectual motion to sus- 
pend the rules, for the purpose of introducing the 
resolution above referred to. 
© The House then passed to the orders of the day. 


SUSPENDED. PRE-EMPTION CLAIMS. 


_ The bill from the Senate entitled ‘ An act pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended preémp- 
tion claims in the several States and Territories,” 
coming up on its passage, 

Mr. VINTON moved its postponement, with a 
view to make the bill the special order for a day 
certain, that an opportunity might be given to un- 
derstand its contents. 

Mr. VANCE inquired of the Speaker whether 
an amendment would be in order? 

The SPEAKER said not otherwise than as a 
part of a motion to recommit. z f 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of ‘the Whole: on. the state of 
the Union, (for the purpose of taking up the treas- 
ury note. bill.) ž 

The motion, by ayes 63, nocs 71, was rejected. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the ‘Act providing for the adjust- 
ment of all suspended preémption claims in the 


several States and Territorics,” had heretofore | 


been ordered to. a third reading. 

The. question was ‘taken, and, by ayes 71, noes 
51, the vote was reconsidered. ; 

The question then recurring, “Shall the bill be 
ordered to a third reading?” 

After a brief conversation, and some suggestions, 
in which Messrs. RATHBUN, VINTON, and | 
S. ADAMS participated, ; 

Mr. McCLERNAND demanded the previous 
question. aan À 

Mr. VINTON moved that the bill be laid on the 
table. ‘ { 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 
61, nays 102. 

So the House decided that the bill should not 
be laid on the table. 

The question recurring on. the demand for the 
previous question, it was taken, and there was a 
second. ; : 

Mr. VINTON renewed a suggestion he had 
heretofore made, that the bill should be laid aside 
informally. po 

Mr. BOWLIWN had no objection to that course, 
(he said,) if action could finally be procured on | 
the bill. It involved no principle; it was merely 
a matter of formality. : 

The bill was laid-aside informally. 


THE TREASURY~NOTE BILL. 
Mr. McKAY ‘renewed ineffectually his motion 


i 
| 
i 
l 
| 
i 


It was demanded, also, | 


| day. 


i repented. 


| passage of this act, nnd still remaining unsold, shall be sub- 


| construed to prevent any person from entering or purehas- 
| ing the lands of the United States at the price of one dollar 


to go into committee on this bill; the vote being— 
ayes 67, noes 75. 

Mr. BRODHEAD inquired of the Chair whether 
the graduation bill was not next in the order of 
bills on the Speaker’s table? 
` The SPEAKER had not (he said) ascertained. 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the orders of the 


| 
`- THE OREGON TREATY. | 

Mr: SAWYER moved a suspension of the rules, | 
to enable him to offer the following resolution; | 
which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to this Housea copy of ‘any treaty | 
or convention which he may have concluded with | 
the British Government, if any, in relation to the 
Oregon territory; also, any correspondence which 
may have passed between the two Governments | 
on the subject of said territory; also, any instruc- 
tions which he may have given to, or communica- 
tions he may have received from, the American | 
minister at London, in relation to that subject, ex- 
cept such correspondence, instructions, and com- 
munications as may have been previously commu- 
nicated to this House. 

Mr. S. asked the yeas and nays on his motion, 
which were refused. i 

And the question being taken, the rules were not į 
suspended, and the resolution was not received. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consiileration of the |: 
bill to reduce and graduate the price of the public :: 


lands. i 
The pending question was on the amendment of | 
Mr. Coss. | 
Mr. COBB now modified his amendment to read | 
as follows: ; 


That all of the lands of the United States which shall have |! 


been in market for ten or more than ten years prior to the 


ject to sale at the price of one dolar per nere. And all of 
said lands which sball have been or may hereafter be in | 
market for fifteen or more than fifteen years, as aforesaid, 

and still remaining unsold, shall be subject to sale at the | 
price of seventy-tive cents per acre. And all of said lands 
whieh shall have been or may hereatter be in market for 
twenty or more than twenty yerrs, as aforesaid, and stilt 
remaining unsold, shall be subject to > at the price of 
filty cents per acre. And all of said lands which shat! have 
been or may hereatler be in market for twenty-five or more 
than twenty-five years, as aforesaid, and still remaining un- į 
sold, shall be subject to sale at the price of twenty-five cents 

er acre 

a Suc. 2 And be it further enacted, That every person ap- | 
plying to enter any of the aforesaid lands of the United 
States, under the provisions of this act, shall. be required | 
first to make affidavit before the register or receiver of the 
proper land office that he or she enters the same for his or 
her own use, for the purposes of-actual settlement and cul- 
tivation by and for him or herself, or for the use of an ad- | 
jacent farm or plantation, owned and ocenpied by him or 

herself; and that, together with said entry, he or she has not 
acquired from the United States, under the provisions òf this 
act, more than three hundred and twenty acres of land, ac- | 
cording to the public surveys thercof; andifany person taking 
such oath, by affidavit, shall swear falsely in the premise 
he or she shall be subject to all of the pains and penalties of | 
perjury: Provided, ‘That nothing herein. contained shall be 


anil twenty-five cents per acre, ns now authorized and pro- 
vided by law: And provided, also, That the quantity of land 
which the President of the United States shall hereafter pro- | 
claim and offer for sale in any one year shall not exceed | 
three millions of acres. This act shall take effect six months | 
from and after its passage. } 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of acts as provide for an exemption from the imposition of | 
taxes, upon land sold by the United States, for five years | 
from nnd after the day of sale, be, and the same are hereby, | 


Mr. C., having stated the object of his amend- 
ment, demanded the previous question. 

A brief conversation followed between Mr. COL- 
LAMER and the SPEAKER on a point of order. | 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that there be 
a call of the House; which was ordered. 

And the roll having been called, 173 members 
answered to their names. 


On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, all further pro- | between these two gentlemen as to the precise pro- 


ceedings on the call were dispensed with. 

Mr. McKAY appealed to his friend from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. Conz,] to withdraw his demand for the 
previous question for one moment. 

Mr. COBB withdrew for the purpose (he said) | 
of enabling the gentleman to offer his amendment, 
and on pledge that he would renew it. 

Mr. McKAY said, he would not abuse the priv- 
ilege granted him by his friend from Georgia, by 
makinga speech, but he did hope the House would 
permit him to make one or two remarks in expla- 


| 


al 


i| this principle. 


| 
| 


| nation of the amendment he desired to offer. He 
| wouid premise by saying that he had always been 


|i the uniform and consistent friend of the existing 


, land system in this country. Your public domain 
' is n. rich resource, belonging to the Government. 
| L am unwilling that any material, radical change 
: shall be made in the system of administering it. 
| In'saying this, however, I wish to be understood 
as always having been. equally the uniform and 
unwavering friend of the principle of graduation. 
I believe it is founded in natural justice. Weall 
know~those of us who live in he old States (to 
be sure it was never my good fortune to have vis- 
ited: the new States) that in our States our lands 
are of divers qualities. They are not of the same 
quality, and therefore will not command the same 
rice; there should be a difference made, and per- 
aps the best rule you can adopt on the subject, 
_ applicable to the lands in the new States, by which 


| to arrive at their value, js that of the time during 


which they have been exposed to sale. I am, 
; therefore, prepared to vote for a bill embodying 
1 think, however, that some of the 
| propositions before the House go too far, and in- 
troduce this change too rapidly and too radically. 
I think we should make the experiment gradually. 
What I propose—without enlarging on a topic 
which covers so wide a field, and on which I might 
well occupy an hour, but F will not—what I pro- 
! pose by my amendment, is this: that all the lands 
| which; on the ist of December next, ‘shall have 
; been offered for sale for twenty years, be reduced 
i to $1, and remain at $1 for five years; then be re- 
duced to 75 cents for another five years; and at the 
end of this last time they shall come down to 50 
cents, and there remain. This is merely a begin- 
ning, to see how this principle of graduation will 
work; and if the experience of the Government. 
| should prove it to be favorable in its operation, 
then it can be enlarged. ‘There were other pro- 
_ visions upon which he would not dwell. He sent 


i 


t 


i up the following, which he offered as an amend- 


ment to the amendment of Mr. Coss: 


That ali public lands which shall have been offered for 
sale twenty years or more on the first of December, eighteen 
hundred aud forty-six, shall thereafter be subject to entry at 
| one dollar per acre, for the term of five years; all the before 
described lands then remaining unsold shall be subjeet to 
| entry at seventy-five cents per gere for another term of tive 
' yenrs; and all such unsold at the end of the last-mentioncd 
tern may be entered at 50 cents per acre. 

Sec. 2. Be il further enacted, That the quantity of Jand 
which the President of the United States shall hereafter 

roclaim and offer for sale in my one year, shall not exceed 
3,000,000 of acres. 

BEC, 3. And be it further enacted, That upon every reduc- 
tion in the prices of enid lands which shall take place by the 
graduating process of this act, the occupants or settlers 
upon any of the said Jands shall have the right of preë mp- 
tion at such graduated or reduced prices, which right shail 
extend to a period of six months from and after the dates at 
whieh the respective graduations shall take place; and any 
land not entered by the respective oceupants or settles 
within that period, shall be liable to be entered or purchased 
by any other person until the next graduation or reduction 
in price shall take place, when it shall, if not previously 
purchased, be again subject to the right of pre&mption fcr 
six months, as before, and so on from time to time ag said 
reduction shall take place: Provided, ‘That nothing in this 
act contained shall he construed to interfere with any right 
which has acerued or may acerue by virtue of any aet grant- 
ing preémptions to actua) settlers upon the public lands. 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted; That all acts and parts 
of nets as provide for an exemption froin the imposition of 
taxes upon land sold by the United States for five years 


trom and after the day of sale, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


In conformity with his pledge, Mr. McK., in 
conclusion, renewed the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Virginia, appealed to Mr. 
McKay to withdraw for a minute his demand. 

i Mr. McKAY, remarking that the motion was 
i e hands of his friend from Georgia, [Mr. 
og ]— 

Mr. COBB replied that it would give him great 
| pleasure, but the friends of the bill insisted upon 
| it, and he did not feel at liberty to withdraw. 

: [Some irregular conversation, however, passed 


| visions of the amendment of Mr. McKav.]} 
: The demand for the previous question was sec- 
; onded, and the main question ordered, being first 
| on the amendment of Mr. McKay, and next on 
! that of Mr. Coss. 
` Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, inquired if 
it was now in order to postpone the bill. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative, the main 
question having been ordered. 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, moved to 
lay the bill and amendments on the table 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. McCLERNAND asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and, being taken, the vote 
stood, yeas 90, nays 89. : : 

The SPEAKER voted in the negative, causing 
the result to stand, yeas 90 nays 90, as follows: 


YEAS—M . Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, B rer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 


Brown, Bufiington, Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, i 


John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Culver, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 


Dockery, Edsail, Elsworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, Edwin | 


HE 


N 


ng, Fooi, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gor- 


don, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, 
E. B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudi | 
son, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P, King, Preston King, Thomas B. 


King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McHenry, Melivaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Rathbun, Julius 
Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Sever- 


auce, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 


Strohm, Sykes, ‘Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Tilden, | 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Win- į 


throp, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Biggs, J. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
W. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass; Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Fiek- 


lin, ries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. | 


Holmes, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Hunter, James A. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
Maclay, McClelland, McCiernand, McConnell, McCrate, 
Jos. J. MeDowell, James MeDowell, McGaughey, McKay, 
Barktcy Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thur- 


min, Lthbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, į 


und Woodward—e9. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. McKay to the amendment of Mr. Conn. 

The yeas and nays having been asked and or- 
dered, were taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Mesgsrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedin- 
gor, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brocken- 
brough, William G. Brown, Burt, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cobb, Collin, Cummins, Cunningham, Danicl, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Eilsworth, Faran, Fieklin, Fos- 
ter, Fries, Garvin, Goodyear, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Mough, George 8. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hunter, Janes H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Geo. 
W., Jones, Kaufman, Preston King, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, 
McClelland, McClernand, MeConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. 
‘McDowell, McKay, John PB. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
‘Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pilts- 
bury, Reid, Reile, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seam- 
mon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert 
Smith, Stanton, Strong, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, ‘Phurman, "Libbatts, Tredway Vance, Wentworth, 
Wick, Willtuus, and Woodward—sé. 

NAYS—M 


cart, Joon G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Garrett Davis, De Mott, 


Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, Edsall, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, E. | 


M, Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, 
S, D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Chas. J. Inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, Maclay, 
McClean, James McDowell, McGaughey, MeHenry, Mell- 
vaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, 
Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Simpson, Truman Sinith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, 
Sykes, Thibodeaux, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Witmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and 
Yost--93, 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. . 

The question then recurred on the modified 
amendment of Mr. Coses. 

The yeas and nays were asked, and ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Benton, Biggs, J. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brock- 
enbrough, W. G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobh, Cullom, Cummins, Cunning- 
n, Daniel, P Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Faran, Fieklin, Foster, Fries, Gites, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 
S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Joseph Johnson, 
G. W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, 

icClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, Jame 
Dowell, MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris 


’ 


bary, Reid, Relfc, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scam- 
mon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Jacob Thompson, 


and Wilmot—87. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 


Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, : 


Buffington, William W,.Campbell, John H. Campbell, John 
G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garret Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin 
H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grider, Grinnell, Grovér, Hampton, Harper, Elias B. 


. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, | 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, M. Brown, | 
Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Cath- | 


B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, | 


Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pills- | 


{ 


i| dered to a third reading?” 


Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, J. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. King, Pres- 
ton King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, Me- 


Clean, McClelland, McGaughey, McHenry, Mclivaine, |! 


Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Pendleton, Rath- 
bun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, 
James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Whea- 
ton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost 
—95, ae 

So the amendment of Mr. Coss was rejected. 

The question then was, ‘Shall this: bill be or- 


Mr. DOUGLASS inquired of the 
whether it would be in order to move a reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the amendment of Mr. 
McKay had been rejected? i . 

The SPEAKER said it would be in order if the 
gentleman voted with the majority. 

Mr, DOUGLASS said he had so voted; and he 
moved a reconsideration of the vote. 

Mr. RATHBUN suggested a point of order; in 
reply to which f 

The SPEAKER, addressing Mr. Doverass, 
said that the vote on the amendment of Mr. Mce- 
Kay could only be reached by a reconsideration 
first of the vote last taken, (i. e., on the amendment 
of Mr. Cons.) 

Mr. BROCKENBROUGH inquired whether it 
would be in order to offer the amendment as an 


| original proposition ? 


The SPEAKER said it would not, because the 
previous question had been ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN inquired whether it would be 
in order to move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the previous question had been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER said no; not until the other 
votes had been reconsidered. 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. 
THURMAN and RATHBUN, as to the vote of 
the former. $ 

Mr. STEWART moved that the bill be laid on 
the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order 
between Messrs. HOPKINS, TIBBATTS, and 
the SPEAKER. i 
. Mr. McCLELLAND moved a reconsideration 
of the vote last taken, fi. e.; on the amendment of 
Mr. Cons.] . . Sg 3 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL inquired whether there 
was not a motion pending to lay the bill on the 
table ? 

The SPEAKER replied that there was, and that 
that was the first question in order, 

The question ‘Shall this bill ‘be laid on. the 
table??? was then taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS —Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Asbmun,. Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, John &. Chapman, Cocke, Coilamer, Collin, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dil- 
lingham, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Juhn H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, 
Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, 


Speaker i 


Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- | 


ton, Samuci D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Chartes J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkina, Daniel P. 
King, Preston King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, 
McClean, McHenry, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Miller, -Mosclev, 
Niven, Pendleton, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, 


{ 


Albert Smitb, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibo- | 


deaux, James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, 
Young, and Yost—9l. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Bi: James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brocken- 
brough, William G. Brown, Rurt, Catheart, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dunlap, 
Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, 
Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Hous- 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James He Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaut 
man, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, McClelland, MeCler- 
nand, McConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, James 
McDowell, McGaughey, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley 


Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, | 
Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, | 


Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Stong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 


il Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentrworth, Wick, Willianis, and 
Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, | g 


Woodward—92. 
So the bill was not laid on the table. 


The question then recurred onthe motion of Mr. | 


McCLELLAND, to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment of Mr. Coss had been rejected. 
Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and, being 
yeas 91, nays 91—a tie. 


taken, the vote stood— | 


| 


it 


i 


if 
1i 


- The SPEAKER voted in the affirmative, causing 
the vote to stand—yeas 92, nays 91, as follows: 
YEAS—Meéssts. Stephen Adams, Atkinson; Bayly, Bedin- 
ger, Benton; Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brock- 
enbrough, William G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Culiom, Cumming, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass » Dronigoole, 
Dunlap, Faran, Tieklin, Foster, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haral- 


| son, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S, Houston, 


Hunter, J... Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George W, Jones, 
Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernind, MeConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McKay; John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morris, Morsc, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Perri, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Scamimon, Seddon, Leonard H, Sims, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Strong, Jacob. Thompson, ‘Thurman, Tibbatts, ‘Tredway, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, and Woudward-—9l, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringér, Bell, Blanchard, ‘Brodhead; Milton 
Brown, Buflington, Wilham W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
hell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston} Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 


Dockery, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, Jobn H. Ewing, E, H. 
Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, 


Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, E. B. Holmes, 
J. W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard; Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Andrew. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas 
Buter. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McGaughey, 
McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen- 
dleton, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell; John A; Rockwell; Root, 
Schenck, Seaman; Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibo- 
deaux, James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 
Wheaton, White, Winthrop. Woodruff, Wright, Young, 
and Yost—S1. ` ` S 


So the vote:was reconsidered. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Doverass, to reconsider the ‘vote by. which the 
amendment of Mr. McKay had been rejected. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and; 
being taken, resulted as follows:. ; ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Benton, Biggs, J. A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brocken- 
brough, William’ G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chap- 
man, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin,: Fries, 
Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, George S. Honston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake. La Sere; Ligon; 
Machy, McClelland, -McClernand, .MeConnell,, McCrate, 
Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, Join P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relte, 
Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon; Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, 
Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Woodward—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
bell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Delano, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, 
Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, EB. R. Ewing, 
Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, B. B. Holmes, J. W. 
Houston, 8. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, ©. J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, 
McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, J. A. 
Rockwell, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, T. Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thi- 
bodeaux, James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vin- 
ton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, 
and Yost—88, 


So the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. McK AY inquired if he could now 
his amendment? ; 

The SPEAKER said not. 

Mr. McK AY then moved to reconsider the vate 
by which the main question had been ordered. 

The SPEAKER said that if the gentleman’s ob- 
ject was to arrive at a point where he would have 

ower to control his amendment, he could. not effect 


modify 


‘it; because, if the House reconsidered the vote. by 


which the main question had been ordered, it would 
not be in the power of the House to reconsider the 
second to the previous. question. © The Chair was 
under the impression that there. were: precedents 
to that effect, and that a case of that kind had 
occurred during the present session. 
Some conversation followed between Mr. DROM- 
GOOLE and the. SPEAKER on the point of-order. 
Mr. McKAY inquired whether the demand for 
the previous question could not be withdrawn? 
The SPEAKER said it could be withdrawn by 
unanimous consent, 7 Poet phhgst 
Mr. McKAY. Ifa majority consent?» z 
The SPEAKER. A majority hasnot the power 
to consent, ; Pare 
A further conversation followed on the point, of 
order, in which. Messrs. LEAKE, TIBBATTS, 
THURMAN, and the SPEAKER took part: 
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Mr. ASHMUN moved that the bill and amend- 
ments be laid on the table. 

On which motion the yeas and nays were asked 
and ordered. - 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

But the House refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred and was taken.on the 
motion of Mr. Asumun, that the bill and amend- 
ments be laid on the table, and the vote resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnald, Ash- 
mun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton Brown, 
Buflington, William W. Campbell, Join H. Camptell, John 
G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, 
Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Ed- 
sall, Rllsworth, Erdinan, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, 
‘Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Mias B. Holmes, John 
W. Honston, Samuel D. Mubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Jnnt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P, King, Preston 
King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McCiean, 
Mellenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pen- 
dleton, Rathbun, Jujius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Schenck, Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, ‘Thibodeaux, James Thompson, 
Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton. Wheaton, White, Wilmot, 
Winthrop, Woodrat, Wright, Young, and Yost--86. 

_ NAYS—Mesasrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brock- 
enbrough, W. G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cutiom, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Farmi, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Henley, Hoge, Tsaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George S. 
Houston, Bimund W. UWabard, Hanter, James H. Jolson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W, Jones, Kauf- 


man, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, McClelland. MeCler- | 


nand, MeQonnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. MeDowell, James 
McDowell, McKay, John P, Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pills- 
bury, Reid, Retie, Rhett, Roberts, Sawyer, Seammon, Sed- 
don, Ta H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Phompson, Thorman, 
ae Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Wood- 
ward-—91, i ; 


E the bill and amendments were not laid on the 
table, 


The question now recurred on the motion of Mr. | 
McKay to reconsider the vote by which the main | 


question had been ordered. 


The SPEAKER -inquired of Mr. McKay, | 


whether he persisted in that motion? 

Mr. McK AY replied that his objèct wasto mod- 
ify his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Itean only be 
imous consent...» 

Mr..McK AY. ` Tasik it. 

Objections: were made.: 

Mr. McK AY... Then I persist in my motion. 

A motion was made that the TLouse adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were, yeas 89, nays 5. 

So the House adjourned. 


done by unan- 


IN SENATE. 
Torsnav, July 14, 1846. 


As soon as the Journal had been read— 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said: I rise, Mr. 
President, to perform the first act for which an 
opportunity has been afforded me, in regard to a 
subject of which I can conscientiously say that 
never, in the discharge of any duty. of “a public 
naiure, did I approach a transaction or begin a 
discussion with a deeper sense or conviction of 
the importance attached to it, or a stronger feel- 
ing of the responsibility devolving upon me as 
a member of the Senate. I am to present, with 
the leave of the Senate, a.petition against the bill 
now before us, entitled An act to reduce the du- 
ties on imports, and for other purposes.” 

Notwithstanding, Mr. President, the general ex- 
pectation, or rather the frequently repeated decla- 
ration that the new. Administration would think 
it one of its duties to repeal or greatly to mqdify 
the actof 1842; notwithstanding the frequent com- 
munications on the subject from the Executive 
Chief Magistrate, in his Inaugural Address and in 


his Annual Message; and notwithstanding all the | 


expressions of apprehension which those opposed 
to the election of the present Chief Magistrate dis- 
tinctly and strongly made during the pendency of 
the election; notwithstanding, too, the long period 


69 


| details, 


| general principles; so ill considered, so rash, and 


first law for collecting duties from imports under 


during which the bill has heen under consideration |! 
in the other House, and the late hour of the ses- | 
sion at which it made its. appearance here; not- || 
withstanding all these circumstances, and notwith- j: 
standing that the country had, I admit, the full; 


means of knowing and should have taken notice .j 
of its progress accordingly; notwithstanding that |: 
the country, I admit, was put upon its prepara- | 
tion, and ought to have made that preparation, yet |! 
the factis now unquestionable that the appearance |: 
of this bill in this House, with the prospect of its 
passing into a Jaw, has taken the country by sur- || 
prise, and, as stated in the paper which I am about |) 
to present to the Senate, it is beginning to produce |. 
consternation and alarm. Sir, it has not been ex- |: 


pected anywhere, from the Potomac to the Penob- | 
scot, that a bill, founded upon the principles upon i| 
which this bill is founded, and containing the pro- | 
visions which this bill contains, could possibly re 
ceive the sanction of Congress. The people Were |: 
unbelieving, and therefore they are taken by snr- ii 
prise. Sir, itis not my purpose now to enter into i 
a discussion cither of the principles of this bill or p 
of its provisions; but if my health holds out, under |) 
this broiling sun, jt is my purpose, at a proper; 
time, to discharge what Í think to be my duty, by i; 
a thorough examination of the principles of the | 
bill, as well as a thorough examination of all its | 
I propose to do this, Mr. President, with- | 
out indulging m erimination or denunciation, and | 
T hope to show to the Scnate and the country that 
this bill, so novel, so dangerous, so vicious in its 


T must say so intemperate in many of its provis- | 
ions, cannot but produce in the country the most 
serious and permanent mischief if itshould become |: 
alaw. The bill assumes as its basis the ad valo- 
rem system exclusively, and it is the first instance 
in the existence of this Government of the adop- 
tion of such a system. 

This bill was pressed upon the consideration of ii 
the Senate yesterday by the honorable Senator 
from Alabama with his accustomed ability and | 
perspicuity, as being founded on the only. true: 
principle; that principla-beingy he estinialion of |! 
the ‘honorable Senator, far preferable to specific 
duties. And I think the honorable Senator al- 
most imputed to our forefathers, the authors of the 


this Government, fraudulent purposes; because he 
seems to consider that the ends and objects of re- 
sorting to specific duties from the beginning were 
to conceal from the people the amount of taxes 
paid by them. This is a bold proposition; and 
the proposition that ad valorem duties, even for 
revenue, are altogether preferable as a universal 
rule to specific duties, is a bold proposition—one 
which I have not heard before from the mouth of 
any public man. T have heard it, it is true, from 
persons hanging about the custom houses, persons 
of anomalous character and standing; but Ido | 
not remember to have heard it from the lips ofa | 
public man before, anywhere, or at any time, that j} 
a universal system of ad valorem duties was de- |: 
sirable in any case to be adopted. | 

Now, here we have it announced, at the com- |! 
mencement of this discussion, that the principle of || 
this bill is the only true principle. That the bill | 
can be sufficiently amended by any other amend- 
ments than such ‘as touch this principle, I do not 
believe. For myself, unless I shall see occasion, i 
or feel it to be my duty to propose or to support |i 
amendments which go to lianze the principle of 
the bill, and to restore specific duties, 1 do not pro- 
pose to trouble the Senate with any amendments, 
nor to hear me in support of any propositions to 
amend. 

Mr. President, it cannot and ought not to be 
concealed that there has been, and there is in all | 
parts of the country, a strong desire that this tariff 
subject should be settled upon some permanent į 
principle or means of justice, so that it shall not be 
agitated as often as a new election occurs. Ibe- 
lieve that honorable and honest men of all parties, | 
everywhere, wish this to be the case. f may say 
there have been expectations entertained by others 
as well as myself—by leading gentlemen belonging i 


i 
| 


i all admit, and unknown. 


| poses of the friends of the bill. 


to the ranks of the majority here, who are endeav- 
oring to deal with this subject in a statesmanlike 
manner, who desire to modify and accommodate 


| this great subject or branch of our legislation so. as 


to establish it upon such grounds as it can stand 


' upon with advantage to the country. I have heard 


of some such movement, and I would fain look for 
it now if it were not too late; but, instead of that, 
there comes a bill which I must consider extreme 
in its principles, and uncertain, because untried, as 
The honorable Senator 
from Alabama frankly admitted in his speech yes- 


! terday that he could not bring the testimony of ex- 


nerience in favor of a bill like this. Instead of a 
faalii measure, therefore, I must say it appears 
to be an extreme measure, and comes upon. the 
country, from one end of it to the other—I mean 
that part of the country which may be considered, 
perhaps, as more immediately interested ; that is, 
all the country from here to Maine—in the char- 
acter of an extreme and unexpected measure, and 
such an one as the people cannot persuade them- 
selves that Congress will ever. pass. 

It is not my purpose, sir, to anticipate the course 
of discussion hich has been already begun, and 
in the outset of which the honorable Senator from 


' Alabama, the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 


nance, has made his exposé of the views and pur- 
I will content 
myself to-day with listening to my honorable friend 
from Maine, who isa member of the same com- 
mittee; but J think there can be no more appro- 


| priate time for me to present the petition which I 
“hold in my hand, and which is signed by every 


dry goods importing firm of the city of Boston, 
If I understood correctly the honorable Senator 


‘from Alabama yesterday, he said that ad valorem 


duties had never been complained of, as far as he 
knew, exeept by manufacturers. Now, sir, here 
is a paper, bearing, as I said, the signatures of all 
the importing merchants of dry goods in the city 
of Boston, drawn up by themselves, after the ap- 
pene of this bill in the other House, which has 
en gent to-me for presentation here, and I will 
v read it: 
To the honorable Senate of the United States of America: 

The undersigned, your” memorialists, would respectfully 
represent that they are importers of foreign goods into the 
city of Boston, and, as such, they have examined with 
alarm and consternation the bill recently passed by the 
House of Representatives to change, iu a great measure, our 
system of collecting duties on imports, 

Should the bill referred to become the law of the land, we 
are fully convinced that we shall be compelled to abandon 
our business into the hands of unscrupulous foreigners, who 
have tittie or no regard to onr custom-house oaths. 

From long experience we are entirely satisfied that we 
cannot compete with this class where duties are based 
merely on the ad valorem principle. 

Without expressing any opinion respecting the amount of 
duties which shoald be levied, we earnestly pray your hon~ 
orable body that the bill may be so far amended as to have 
all duties made specifie which in their nature can be so 
arranged, [Signed by 48 firms.] 


The honorable Senator from Alabama- wil now 
find that there are complaints, if he did not hear 


| of any before, against ad valorem duties; and I 


believe, sir, it is the case that a memorial equally 


i strong and almost equally unanimously signed b 


the importers of reputation and character, bot 


i native and foreign, of the city of New York, is 


now in the possession of the Senate, or soon will 
be. I may say I know of its existence, and I 
wish to draw the attention of the Senate to it, for 
it goes more into detail. 

But what am I to do with this petition? There 
is no committee to refer it to. It is a thing before 
unheard of in the history of the Senate, that a 
great measure of this sort, necessarily depending 
so much on detail, should be received from the 
House, and carried into discussion without being 
submitted to the examination of a committee. A 
bil so greatly affecting the revenue and the com- 
merce of the country, not to be examined even by 
the Committee on Finance! When, under what 
Administration, under what exigency of war or 
peace, did the Senate ever before deal in this man- 
ner with such a question as this? Never; never. 
There seems, therefore, to be no other mode of 
making the opinions of the petitioners and the 
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petition, because we all know that to present pa- 


pers to the Senate, and send them to the printer | 
without examination, is to place them where they } 
IT shall feel it my =: 
duty, therefore, in regard to petitions and memo- į; 
rials sent to me, (and they are already very numer- | ; j 
ii morrow, in order to take up the special order for 

i twelve o’clocic to-day, that hour having arrived; | 


are very apt to be lost sight of. 


ous,) to state their contents to the Senate, to make 
those contents known as far as it may bein my 
power to the Senate and to the country, in order 
that whatever light we can command upon a sub- 
ject of such vital importance may be thrown 
around it. I present this petition, therefore, and 
ask that it may be printed. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of The- 
odore F. Johnson and others, manufacturers of 
glass and soap in the city of Philadelphia, praying 
that the existing duty on soda ash may not be in- 
creased; which was ordered to be printed and laid 
on the table. 


_ Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of de- 
fining, by law, the cases in which oflicers of the 
navy, doing duty in a superior grade on foreign 
stations, shall be entitled to the pay and emolu- 
ments of such superior grade; and also into the ex- 
pediency of allowing to all passed midshipmen the 
pay and emoluments of their grade. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, | 


reported back, without amendment, the (House) 
“bill to exempt canal boats from the payment of 
fees and hospital money.” 

_ On motion of Mr. D., the Senate proceeded, as 
in committee of the whole, to the consideration of 
the bill, which was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, and 
passed. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate calling 
for a statement of the revenue received from the 
eustoms for the three first quarters of the present 
year, and the amount expected from that source 
for the fourth quarter. 

Mr. EVANS called for the reading, which was 
ordered; and’ the report was read by th 
and ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate, 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back the bill to establish and or- 
ganize an Executive bureau under the exclusive 
control and direction of the President of the United 
States, with an amendment. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee | 


on Claims, reported back, without amendment, 
the bill to provide for the final settlement of the 
accounts of John Spencer, late receiver of public 
moneys at Fort Wayne, Indiana. 


Mr. RUSK moved that the bill in relation to | 
adding the naval establishment of Texas to that of |! 


the United States, be taken up. 

Mr. DIX expressed the hope that the motion 
would be withdrawn. He was desirous that the 
warehouse bill, which was laid over until to-day, 
would be allowed the preference. 

Mr. RUSK modified his motion, so as to make 
the bill the special order for to-morrow, twelve 
o’clock; and, so modified, it was agreed to. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had con- 


curred in the Senate amendment to the bill to estab- | 


lish the collection district of Chicago. 

Also, that the said Fousc had passed the Senate 
bill for the relief of Nathaniel Stafford. 

Also, the Senate bill to graduate and reduce the 
price of the public lands, with an amendment. 

_Also, that the House had considered the Senate 
bill for the improvement of the Ohio, Mississippi, 


and Arkansas rivers, and resolved that it de not |! 


pass. 

‘Also, announcing that the President had notified 
the House that he had signed and approved the 
bill authorizing the sale of the mineral lands in the 
State of Illinois and Territories of Wisconsin and 
Towa, supposed to. contain lead ore. 


THE WAREHOUSE BILL. 


_The bill to amend an act entitled « An act to 
provide revenue from imports, and to change and 
To ify existing laws imposing duties on imports 


e Secretary, 


| read a third time. . Deg 
The question being upon the passage of the bill, 


maks in opposition to the bill, but before he had 
made much progress, : ` 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to- 


: which motion was assented to by Mr. Drx, and 
adopted. ` 


i 
Í 

| THE TARIFF. 
| 


| The Senate then, as in committee of the whole, 
| resumed the discussion of the “ bill reducing the 
| duty on imports, and fer other purposes;” when 
|! Mr. EVANS rose and thus addressed the Sen- 
li 


of Finance, from whom we may always expect 
ready, full, and accurate information on subjects 
of this sort, found himself embarrassed in conse- 
quence of the very short period which has been 
allowed to the consideration of this medsure and 
| by the want of official and accurate information. 
The Senate will therefore readily appreciate in- 
what condition I stand. And, indeed, I should 
feel that F owed an apology to the Senate for un- 
dertaking to address it at all at this period, upon 
this subject, were it not that every other member 
of the Senate is probably in precisely the same 
situation. It pleased the Senate not to allow an 
opportunity for the full investigation of this bill, 
and for obtaining accurate information, so neces- 
sary in enabling us to come to a proper under- 
' standing of the measure. It did scem to me when 
i this bill came from the House of Representatives, 
that it was orderly, fit, and proper that it should 
| he referred to the committee of which the honor- 
i able Senator from Alabama is chairman, so that 
he might be enabled to communicate to the Senate 
i these very facts, and that very information, the 
want of which he took occasion more than once 


mitted to the body yesterday. And although, in 
these circumstances, quite unprepared—as proba- 


to act on.this measure, I shall nevertheless give, 
“with as much brevity‘as possible, the views which 
I entertain on this most important subject. == 
Sir, I confess that I am a good deal surprised 
that the attempt to change so essentially the revenue 
system of the United States is persevered in inthe 
present circumstances of the country; yet I must 
| say that I was not surprised in the early period of | 
the session that such cfforts were made, and that 
it was deemed an Executive and Administration 
measure, to reduce the rates of duties established 
i| by the act of 1842. I expected then to see the 
| change urged on the same ground as was taken 
three or four years since, and that was, that the 
i existing law yielded by far too much revenue for 
the wants of the Government. 


| entertained then, I anticipated the same attempt 
to reduce these rates, because they yielded much 
| niore revenue than the necessitics of the Gov- 
; ernment required. But now that the scene is so 
| changed—now that we have urgent necessity for 
| all the revenue that can be obtained—when we are 
| about to resort to loans—when we are about to be 
| depressed in our financial condition—that. gentle- 
men should still persevere in attempting to carry 
through a measure which at the time alluded to 
had some grounds to stand upon, does certainly 
appear to me most extraordinary. But the argu- 
i ment has changed with the circumstances. We 
are called on now to reduce the rates of duty, not 
_ because too much revenue is raised, but because 
| there is too little, and because more can be obtain- 
| ed by a reduction of the rates. Well, sir, T com- 
|; mend the prudence of those who take this view of 
! the subject. Whether they may be able to de 
“monstrate it in a satisfactory manner, is anothe: 
| matter. But I commend the prudence of gentle- 
i 

i 


| men who are altogether unwilling, in the present 
; state of affairs, to vote for any change of the reve- 
| nue system of the country, unless they are able to 
say that they conscientiously believe that at leas 
| as much revenue will be obtained by. the new sys 
į tem as is obtained by that which they are about 
|: to overturn. J am sure that gentlemen feel that 
i! they could not stand up before the country—that 
| they could not stand acquitted intheir own eyes— 


; a 
and for other purposes ”’ was then taken up, and | 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON commenced some re- 


: to deplore, in the course of remarks which he sub- | 


bly almost every other gentleman is—to speak or || 


$ t 
nt. If the same opin- | 
‘ion-continues to be entertained now that some || 


| of revenue equal. to that obtained by the system 
which now exists, and which is to be demolished. 
It did seem: to me, sir, that it was quite reasonable 
to expect-of the Administration and its friends in 
both Houses of Congress, that’.they would say 
that ** such is now the altered condition of public 
affairs—such has beén the change in our circum- 
‘stances since this attempt to reduce the rates of 
duty was first made, that we deem it the more 
prudent—indeed, the only prudent course that can 
or ought.to be taken, to stand by that which has 
been tried, and proved, and tested, to avoid for the 
present, in such an. emergency, entering on the 
trial of that which is avowedly and confessedly an 
experiment; the amount of revenue to be. derived 
from which is altogether a matter of conjecture 
and uncertainty; the changes which were pro- 
posed in: the'collection and administration of the 
revenue being so fundamental, that. even an ap- 
proximation to the truth, as the Senator from Ala- 
fone said yesterday, cannot be reached, the whole 
business being a matter of hope, of :guess-work, 
| rather than of sober calculation and sound reason- 
‘ing. But it seems that no such prudential course 
| is to be taken. ~ The bill is to be pressed on to final 
| action, and that, too, in open disregard of the usual 
| order of procedure. - The-act of 1642 is to be over- 
thrown. ` eine ae 
| From the remarks made the other day when. it 
! was moved to refer this bill to the Committee on 
Finance, I inferred that it was stated that the act of 
| 1842 is to be overthrown... Gentlemen.on the other 
| side so declare; they affirm that they know they 
tare able to pass this bill’ Itisnot for me to say 
| that they do or do not know that. Whether the 
bill is to pass in its present shape I cannot say. 
Concurring in the opinion expressed by the hon- | 
| orable Senator from Massachusetts near me, [Mr. 
| Wess Ter,] that the bill is radically wrong in prin- 
ciple—that it is so defective as:to render it almost 
impossible to build anything substantiel upon it— 
J have the expectation that if it pass at all it will 
be.in its present shape; and I have no disposition 
or purpose. tò move any amendment whatever, nor 
do J think- T shall ‘have ‘the “tightest disposition 
or purpose to vote for any amendments whatever, 
unless they be to that extent that T can well infer 
from them the preservation of the revenue of the 
country, and the commercial and all the other great 
interests of the country, which are involved in the 
adjustment of the tariff of duties upon foreign 
| goods. “I shall go for no attempts at “* patching 
| üp” that which I believe to be so radically wrong 
that it cannot be patched up so as to be made 
available to the treasury, or substantially beneficial 
to the country. It must take some new shape— 
some new form—become essentially:changed in its- 
principles before I can give to it my concurrence to 
ji any extent whatever. 

But the tariff of 1842 is to be overthrown, The 
fierce and bitter denunciations—the outpouring of 
all sorts of opprobrious epithets directed against 
the existing law, proclaim the purposes of its op- 
ponents. “Well, why isit to be overthrown? This 
| is a question surely worth a moment’s: considera- 
tion. Has the tariff of 1842 accomplished that 
| which its friends and advocates and supporters 
|| promised it would accomplish? Tas it failed. in 
: the fulfilment of any single object which it was de- 
i, signed to gain? Has it yielded an adequate reve- 
| nue? Flas it restored public credit and public confi- 
|| dence? : All this we promised. All this we pledged 
i| ourselves to achieve. And how were our promises 
ii and pledges met? Why, gentlemen then on the 
| other side—and I see many. of them still here—ridi- 
| culed our professions and promises... They predict- 
ed a great decline in the revenue. They predicted 
| destruction to our commercial interests. Phey 
| predicted all manner of evil. Lt was maintained. 
that we would not be able to obtain the loans neces- 
| Sary to carry on the Government—for the treasury 
was then so impoverished that the Governinent 
was under the necessity of borrowing: tWelye or 
| fifteen millions—and I recollect that one gentleman 
| contended very zealously that we should be obliged 
|| to give $100 of scrip for $90in cash. Well, we 
" passed the law authorizing the.loan, and gol 


j 
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lar could we get at any rate, till this revenue bill 
was passed. Then, ‘sit, money enoughi could be 
obtained, and at a lower. rate: of interest than that 
authorized to be paid... The‘ public credit advanced 
at once, and. continued to advance until the stocks 
of the United ‘States reached, I think, a maximum 
of about: t15 or 116, and at that sold rapidly after 
the enactment of this law, because everybody saw 
that we had ‘a 'system which would ‘enable us to 
carry onthe Government, to pay the interest punc- 
tually, and the principal when it became due. 
Look, then,-at the working of the act of 1842. It 
did not go fairly into operation for several months 
after it-was enacted. It-can hardly be said that it 
was fairly in operation till the succeeding spring— 
the spring of 1843. About that time we changed 
the commencement of the fiscal year, so that our 
fiscal years now end on the 30th of June. Take, | 


then, the first whole fiscal year under, the act of i 


1842, and you will find that it yielded us (after 
paying all:the expenses of collection, drawbacks, 
and everything else, of which I will speak by- 
and-by) ‘twenty-five and three-quarter millions, 
That was the result of the first year. In the sec- 
ond year (1845) the amount was twenty-six and 
three-quarters, (almost,) showing an’ Increase of 
about a million. In the third year (just ended, 
June, 1846) the net amount was $26,311,864, 
according to the-best computation I could make, 
for the statements are quite contradictory. By the 
papers received this morning from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the amount is set down at $26,681,- 
915. Thus is shown a constant increase, but an 
increase, marked by an extraordinary uniformity. 
Here are three successive years in which the 
amount received into the treasury scarcely yvaries— 
nothing perceptible. There are no such other | 
three years to be found in our history, or anything 
approaching to them. Well, now is not this a 
most extraordinary illustration of the character and 

working of our tariff? Search our statute books 
from beginning to- end, and you look in vain for 
any other law whose operation has been so uni- 
form=—=so steady. During these three years we. 
haye had none of those fluctuations which result 
from excessive importations—one year diminished 
importations, next year excessive importations— 
embarrassing the whole business of the country, | 
and-of course embarrassing the financial affairs of | 
the Government. Sir, L repeat it, there is nothing 
to be found in. our history presenting any parallel 

to these three-years.....N: know that, m a paper | 
which was transmitted this worming bythe Soora- 
tary of the ‘Tréasury, he states. that the net rev~ 
enue received in the year ending June; 1845, was: 
427,528,112, which: would bea; ittie more than 
that received’ thi y; and the: inference to be 
drawn from it; and-whieh was drawn in his annual 
report. o-be drawn, is, that our revenue 
is” fallin; ; er this system. The Secretary 
was perfectly rightin making that statement of the 
amount of revenue, because he does not make this 
computation himself; itis not his business. He 
applies to. the Register of ‘the "Treasury, whose 
books show. all’ these things; and the Register com- 
municated to him the:information upon which his 
annual report was made, and from which this state- 
ment of the amount of revenue was taken. But 
when the Registér began to make up his own tables, 
to be appended’ to. the rep 
the ‘Treasury, he makes up a statement which. will 
be found’ on the sixty-eighth page of the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and ap- 
pends: the: following: note: «The foregoing table, 
when placed in the hands of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury, to use in preparing his report, contained | 
errors which are now corrected.” "The Register 
there gives the correct-amount, but the Secretary, 
in preparing the papers received’ this moming, has 
fallen back’ upon: the original’ error. We have 
therefore still’a result shown’ of a ‘very gradually 
augmenting revenue, the increase being remarkable 
for_ its. uniformity, showing the ‘stability of busi- 
ness operations throughout the country, and an*, 
administration of the finances of the Government, 

marked by stability and safety. There are no:fluc 
tuations; there aré no excessive importations; there - 
is no apprehension, : 
of the Secretary, that-next year will not yie 
much as last year; or 
have the experience of the past before us, 


and tha 


ort of the Secretary of | 


or need be. none; on the pt } 
Id vas} 


‘the present year, because we}, 


have already: characterized -this experience as onet 
to-which that of'no other. three ‘years can: afford: a 


parallel. It has shown the operation of a reliable 
and available system of raising revenue, producing 
twenty-six millions net revenue, and that grad- 
ually increasing. These three years have yielded 
us in round numbers seventy-nine and a half 
millions, At no period of our ‘history can you 
find three consecutive years exhibiting such a 


| result. The years 1828, 1829, 1830, forming a 


period when very high duties were laid, the tariff 
of 1828 being in operation, the net revenue was 
seventy-five and a half millions, It will be found 
that the period of lowest duties yielded by far the 
lowest aggregate of revenue. Let any candid man 
look at the evils produced by fluctuating and ex- 
cessive importations, and then say whether that is 
not the best system which proves itself to be so 
uniform and so steady in its operation. 

In the same book to which I have already refer- 
red—the last annual report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury—at page 957, we have a table exhibiting 
the amount of net revenue which accrued annually 


from 1821 to 1845, and from which we may take | 


a notable illustration of the fluctuating and uncer- 
tain operation of the revenue laws previous to the 
tariff of 1842. We may begin anywhere. Letus 
take the year 1830. In that year the revenue was 
twenty-two and three quarter millions; next year 
thirty and one quarter millions; next year twenty- 
one and a half millions; next year it is down to 
fourteen and three-quarter millions; then in 1835 
it is up to twenty-one and a half millions: then 
comes 1836, when it was twenty-six millions, 
whilst, in the following year, it fell down to thir- 
teen millions—a falling off of 50 per cent, in a gin- 
gle 
millions, the folowing year amounting to only ten 
millions—another falling off of 50 per cent, in 
twelve months. 
till from twelve millions in 1843, we come to the 
first year of the present tarif when the revenue 
rose to twenty-five millions, Sce these extraordi- 
nary fluctuations! Need I ask what embarrass- 


| ment they must have produced to any one at the 


head of the financial department of the Govern- 
ment? Must not such asystem of duties necessa- 
rily lead to universal disturbance of the commercial 


ear! In 1839 it got up to twenty and a half | 


And so we go rising and falling, | 


i 
i 
i 


interest, and the most serious embarrassment of | 


the financial affairs of the Government? Look at 
the effect on the business of the country ! One year 
with an overflowing treasury and excessive appro- 
priations; next i i 

difticulty. with. Pappropria- 
sons, ard the business of the country fluctuating 
in: tha*same. ratio; because the state of ‘your rev- 
entie here is but the barometer—if I may say so— 
of the business of the country. Let us look at the 
amount of importations during the years which I 
have already mentioned. In 1830, the imports (in 


venyomuehdimintsned 


round numbers) amounted to $70,000,000; in 1881, | 


$103,000,000; in 1832, 4101,000,000; in 1833, 
$108,000,000; in 1834 , $126,000,000; in 1835, $149,- 
000,000; in 1836, 4189,000,000. 5 

Mr. WEBSTER. What year was that? 

Mr. EVANS. In 1836, when everything was 
at such high prices, because we were sending out 
stocks:to pay for the goods. In 1837 the imports 
fell back to $140,000,000, a loss of $50,000,000 
in one year! In the next year, 1838, they had 
fallen to $113,000,000. In 1839 they were up 
again, and amounted. to $162,000,000; that being 
another year of excessive prices and excessive 
importations. In 1840 they are down fagain to 
$107,000,000. . From that they go up next year 
to $127,000,000; and in the sueceeding vear, 1842, 
down they come, of course, falling to 100,000,000. 
Thus we are brought down to the tariff of 1842, 
Well, now does not everybody see that such fluc- 


tuations must necessarily produce the most disas- | 


trous effects: upon the coinmercial, manufacturing, 
monetary, pecuniary, fiscal—every interest of the 
country, and all financial operations of the Govern- 
ment? Must not all interests suffer, and be utterly 
deranged by the want of a stable and uniform sys- 
tem? All that stability and uniformity so much 
to be desired—so essential to the prosperity of the 
country and the security and efficiency of the Gov- 
ernment—have. been: attained by the act of 1842. 


Now, when it is so—-when we have a reliable 


| source—a stable and‘uniform means of obtaining’ 


$26,000,000 annually, which nobody ‘can doubt— 


aa rE if whenit has proved itself to besafé and adequate— |} 
experience shows a stable and certain increase: < E| 


isit wise to try an experiment, and nothing butan 
experiment, which you think you can reason your- 
selvesinto believing; but which, allow me to say, 


year involved in great pecuniary. 


| 


i! maintained the Government. 


I! than six million 
| prove it? 
| from the ordinary sources of vevenue—not your 


4). 


I think you rather guess at, than establish by any 
powers of reasoning—will yield as much revenue 
| as you now obtain by the present system? Whether 
| it will or not, I will show you before I am done. 
Now the tariff of 1842, which the honorable Sen- 
ator from Alabama, and anybody else may denounce 
as rascally, and tyrannical, and villanous, and one 
| to which no free people should submit, has at least 
one merit—it has been tried. What has it done 
for you? Jt has redeemed your discredited repu 
tation. It has restored the public credit. It has 

It has: been only 
during that period it 


three years. in operation, but 
xpenses of Govern- 


has paid all the ordinary e 5 
ment—paid $10,060,000 of public debt ; and if the 
ordinary expenses of the Government had not 
! been augmented during the last few months, would 
have left $12,000,000 in the treasury; and yet it is 
| a most oppressive revenue tariff! Oh, no! not a- 
| revenue tariff; but an oppressive ‘and inefficient 
| system. I have detailed, however, what it has 
accomplished as a revenue measure, What was 
our condition before the enactment of this law? 
I have so often replied to that question, that I 
am almost ashamed to repeat the answer.” But 
‘from 1837 up to the. enactment of this law, your 
' revenue derived from all sources—customs, pub- 
| lie Jands, and all—did not “pay the expenses of 
| your Government. There was a deficit of more 
sa year. Will any man dis- 
1837 to 1843, all your receipts 


i 


From 


otes and borrowed money — 
Government: by 
Then came the 
hree years of its 


| receipts in treasury n 
i were inadequate to support the 
more than six millions a year. 
act of 1842, and in the first t 
operation it has maintained yoa Government, 
paid ten millions of debt, ant left six millions 
on hand. Now, sir, compare the systems. Say 
ved itself to be the sound policy 
| egard to revenue and publie 
| credit, and all that depends on revenue and public 
Now, sir, looking to the act of 1842, I ask 
far as 


fury ar 


upon us 


tem—and one against which all the lights and ex- 
perience of the past gave such clear and solemn 


warning? 
upon this change—those who are determined to 
prostrate the act of 1842—will tell us in plain and 
distinct terms, whether they do it because the ta- 
riff of 1842 does not answer the purposes of rev- 
| enue to carry on the Government. ‘That cannot 
ibe the reason. Let them, then, show us some 
other. They must admit that it is all conjecture 
as to what the result of this bill willbe. Tknow 
calculations have been made—* estimates” as they 
have been denominated, perhaps propery into 
which I will look by-and-by—with the view of 
showing the operation of the new bill. But there 
is no certainty, no experience, except that which 
we have to the contrary, showing that a scale of 
duties about the same as that which they now pro- 
pose has been tried, (not for five years, as the Sen- 
ator from Alabama said, because the country could 
not live under such a system for five years,) and 
the result has been, that the Government got into 
| debt till Congress: stepped: in, enacting this meas- 
ure, the tariff of 1842, which restored the public 
credit and the public prosperity. Does anybody 
suppose that if your low system of duties had 
yielded. you twenty-five, twenty-six, twenty-eight 
millions of dollars during these five years, to which 
the Senator has referred, this tariff of 1842 ever 
would have passed? Could we have carried it in 
such acase?. No; forit was passed because of the 
necessities of the treasury. And yet we hear it 
said that this was a protective tariff—designedly 
such—meant as such, No, sir; no, sir. 

“We hear it said that this law was designed for 
protection alone. No, sir. We knew it would 


yield good protection, but we passed this ata time 
i when your treasury was empty and your credit 
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gone. We passed it as a revenue measure. Why, 
I often hear it said—I saw it in the newspapers 
the other day—that this tariff of 1842 was never 
designed for permanence—that it was a temporary 
measure—that it was forced upon us by the neces- 
sities of the times. Well, is not that tantamount 
to an admission that it was passed as a revenue 
measure? We know that there were three gentle- 
men who voted for that bill on that ground, and 


without whose votes the bill could not have been | 
I refer to a gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


passed. , X é 
vania, now in high station, [Mr. Buchanan,]—a 


gentleman from New York, also in high station, i 
(Mr. Wright,] and my colleague at the time, [Mr. | 
‘Williams,} who gave as their reasons for voting |; 
for the bill the necessitous state of the treasury. | 
Well, then, for that reason these gentlemen voted | 
for it; and now the gentlemen turn around and say | 
that our necessities having ceased, the law ought | 


to cease with them. 


a revenue measure. It is denounced as odious, 
tyrannical, and oppressive, although it has accom- 
plished everything that it was intended to accom- 
plish. My honorable friend, the chairman of the 


Committee on Finance, with whom it is my hap- |! 


piness to agree on almost all matters that come 
before us, justifies the bill before you upon the 


ground that it will yield at least as much revenue | 
as the present law, and, indeed, he thinks that it | 
How he gets at that conclusion, | 
Ido not quite comprehend. I have already said ; 
that the gross revenue yielded last year was over | 


will yield more. 


thirty millions. 
the table of the Secret 


ary of the Treasury at 
$28,922,936. 


Tt will be scen that this is neither 


gross revenue nor net revenue; and hence a word | 
of explanation is necessary, for I desire the matter | 
The gross revenue was over | 


to be understood. 
thirty millions—the net a little over twenty-six 


and a half millions. It would seem to most minds, | 
at the first blush, that here there was a very great | 
expenditure for the collection of the revenne—near- | 


ly four millions. But out of the gross revenue is 


paid, in the first place, all the drawbacks upon re- | 


exportations, which amounted, in round numbers, 
to $1,900,000. Then bounties. to fishing vessels, 


$300,000; and some’ other expenses taken out of | 


the accruing revenue, before it goes into the treas- 
uy, and then comes the expense of collection. 

Ar. CALITOUN. What was the expense of 
collection in that year? 

Mr. EVANS. 
in the previous year, {t amounted to $2,053,468. 
In the year before, the amount was $1,807,500; 
and in the year preceding, $1,458,442, and so on. 
I do not mean to say that there is anything wrong 
in that. There are a good many expenses which 
are paid and come in under that head of expenses 
of collection, which are properly not expenses of 
collection at all; and J by no means mean to inti- 


mate that the expenditure of last year was exces- | 


sive when compared with that of the former year, 


because it may have happened—and I have reason | 


to believe that it did happen—that there was acon- 
siderable amount of duty refunded which had been 
collected under errors in former years. The mode 
of doing business is, that that is paid by the col- 
lectors, and they charge it to the expenses of col- 
lection.. Well, how does the honorable Senator 
from Alabama expect to get out of this bill the 
same amount of revenue which is obtained from 
under the present law? He told us that the average 
rate of duty under the new. bill wou i 
one and a half per cent. Ihave not 


myself, though I thoughtit was not quite so much. 


However, the Senator spoke of having made only į 


an approximation to the truth, Now, if the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama has not examined 
this matter sufficiently, he cannot make out his 
table by his data. In the very breath in which he 


tells us that twenty-one and a half per cent. would | 


be the average rate of duty, he told us that a hun- 
dred and nineteen millions of consumption would 
give us twenty-eight millions of revenue. ` But, 
instead of giving us twenty-eight millions, it would 
give us but $25,585,000." N ow, the importations 
of last year, consumed, amounted to $101,907,734, 
as the table of the Register of the Treasury shows, 
which would yield not a net revenue, but a gross 
revenue of $21,920,000. If the consumption be 
$100,000,000, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
Supposes.it will be, the revenue will be $22,790,000. 


How can they pretend tode- ; 
clare that it was not a revenue measure, and de- || 
signed as such? Yet it is now assailed as not being || 


The revenue I have stated from | 


Tt was considerably greater than | 


d be twenty- | 
counted it for | 


i 
i| From that is to be deducted the expenses of col- 
:, lection, but not the drawbacks and fishing bounties 
i| and so on, as the goods are consumed. Deducting, 
| then, two million of dollars, and in one case you 
| have a revenue a little short of twenty millions, 
‘andin the other a little over twenty ‘millions of 
| net revenue, Now I think I have shown, even 
: by his own data, that by no sort of calculation can 


tations of last year, including his expected increase. 


TABLE OF LOSSES. ; 


Suger— é 
MIO aeee Cae ES oinas Hoek ++ « 82,567,414 
Amount i ti 24,649,870 a j 
|i Increase expected.. 30 per cent. ? 1,994,961 


| he get this revenue out of the bill upon the impor- 


LOSBee es eeee es es e AL72,453 | 
Bar iron— 3 : 
NICMAS. oc E regen OOE EE eee evoeek fe 1,275,975 
Amount imported... - $1,683.070 7 $2,487,070 at 744.991 
ji Increase expected...... $00,000 i 30 per cent. i ain 
LOSS. sses . 531,054 
: Pig iron— 


504, oh 
20,000 


| Amount imported.. 
| Increase expected 


$524, 
30 per cent. 


i 
} 
| Vields... 
i 
i 
i Lossin hyrs Gite sled 89,493 


Manufactures of iron— 
i Yields (specifie duty) . 


p Amount imported .....¢ PS" á; 
f Increase expected..... 5,000 i 30 per cent. } 164,598 
o Aa PAPE ONPE RETE AS 38,868 

{ P 

| Yields... 1,551,709 

i Amount imported.. i 

i Jncrease expected...... 1,415,163 

| LOSS... cecceeccevees 136,546 

|i Salt— 

| Yields wo... LETSTE A ORES sinik +» -678,059 

|| Amountimported... 359 BT AA OR wR on 
Therease expected, frec 1,000,000 i $1,883,955 } 276,359 


LOSS... csc eee eee ss -401,710 
Cotton manufactured— 
. 4,514,620 


Amount import 12, 3 2 497.0) 
Increase expected.....5,U 0,000 ¢ i 3,437,211 


| TOSS ETE 1,076,809 
But the bill puts the duty at 25 per cent., assuming 


YVields......... 


sat 


20 per cent. 


Loss per bill....+., 217,398 


` Woollen manufactured < 
Vields. cic veeeeeee staan erase ne cacnee sony i e %152015 
Amount imported.. 3,380,038 2 &6,780,038 at 1,695,000 
| Increase expected.....1,400,000 § 25 per cent. aaa 


| Loss .... -457,015 
| But the bill says 30 per cent. yield... 2,034,011 
Assuming the same increase—Loss.... 0.660006 e e e 118,044 


Mr. E. went on to contend that, on the showing 
of the Secretary himself, the bill would fall-short 
of the revenue of last year more than three mil- 
lions of dollars.. The proposal was to substitute 
for the present bill one relinquishing revenue. 
That bill went to the other House, and was so 
amended that the rate of duty on several articles 
was. jncreased—on some considerably increased. 
The Secretary then takes the bill, and savs that it 
has been improved, and will yield him more reve- 
nue than his bill, although the Senator yesterday 
contended that the duties were too high, and if 
lowered, would increase the revenue. The Secre- 
tary then went on and_alleged that, by increasing 
the rates still more, and by adding other articles to 
the list of dutiahle goods, the revenue would be 
| increased to $30,000,000. It was now his (Mr. 
E.’s) province to look into that. They wanted 
$30,000,000 gross revenue. What amount of im- 
| ports would yield that by the average rates of the 
bill? He thought he had already proved that they 
must have considerably more than $140,000,000 of 
consumption. The Secretary anticipated nothing 
like that. Ilis highest estimate was $121,000,000; 
and if they had gone on increasing the rates of 
duties, did they expect to augment the importation? 
They had, by the bill of the House, increased the 


creased importation. Could they consume that 
amount? When had they done it? In two years 
only—in 1836 and 1839—had they imported any- 
thing like that. 


goods, though they did not pay for them? They 
could hardly afford to have them given- to them. 
That enormous amount was brought in—not so 
much more in quantity as the figures would indi- 


the same expected increase, yields...,......0.6 -4,296,622 


duties; and yet they expected to obtain the in- 1 


Did not everybody know the | 
effect of that excessive consumption of foreign | 


| the disastrous consequences. Yet, in that exces- 
| sive year, when all thought they were so prosper- 
ous, but $168,000,000 were consumed. Next year 
they fell-down to $119,000,000. The goods went 
into the hands of merchants, who failed, and the 
sold them at. reduced. rates to the retailers, and 
they failed, and the retailers sold them to the con- 
sumers, and they failed; ~and Congress had to 
enact a general bankrupt law to wipe.out universal 
debt. .. Thus, the land. was. impoverished—men 
struck down everywhere, and yet. they were said- 
to have got rich by excessive. importations. A 
word as to the ability to consume.. They could 
not afford to consume anything like $140,000,000- 
annually, because those that they traded with 
could. not afford to consume an equal quantity of 
our produce. But great increase was expected 
in the ability to consume. Increase of population, 
it was said, would.add to that ability. Let them 
look at that. . Ds s 

Their ability to consume the products of other 
nations was governed by the ability of other na- 
tions to consume American products. Their abil- 
ity to consume was not at all regulated by increase 
of population alone. The population of the Uni- 
ted States was doubling ‘every twenty-five years; 
but was the. ability to consume doubling too? . 
Not at all. Were the European nations doubling ' 
in twenty-five years? Were they increasing in 
wealth—the means of consumption—anything like 
the United States? Notatall. Europe was com- 
posed of two. classes—the nobles, who consumed 
to the full extent of their wishes, and the people, 
whose means of consumption were notincreasing. 
They were-almost. stationary; and yet it was ex- 
pected that they would be able, every. twenty-five 
years, to double their imports, so. that America 
could double hers! It was all-a gross fallacy. So 
he would expect to see. that the’ amount of their 
revenue and imports would bear a constantly de- 
creased proportion to their-increase in population 
and wealth. - Their consumption would, indeed, 
increase, but it would be an increase in the con- 
sumption of their own products. Gentlemen were 
assuming all along that because the United States 
was increasing in population and resources, there~ 
fore Europe was increasing in ability to trade with 
them.. It was notsoatall. He knew the answer. 
that would be made to this—that inasmuch as the 
United States exported largely of cotton they were ` 
enabling the laborers of Europe to live in comfort 
and tò- purchase largely of their exports. What 
did the United States import from England ? 
Goods in their finished State. Whatdid they ex- 
port? The raw material to be increased in value 
by the labor bestowed upon it abroad. Well, then, 
the United States in importing fifteen millions gave . 
seven and a half millions to capital—to large man- 
ufacturers—added nothing to the ability of the con- 
sumers of the poorer classes. Those persons to 
whom the additional compensation went, were not 
likely to expend it on cotton cloths. An addition 
to their comforts not supplied by the United States 
might be the result. Their few additional, shil- 
lings a week would be expended, as their. wages 
now are, in their daily sustenance—things of 
the sort which made up the comfort of a laborer’s 
family. And all the rest of the consuming com- 
munity desired no reduction in the price of the ar- 
ticle sent by the United States, as they now con- 
sumed to the full extent of their wishes. He 
would suggest to his honorable friend [Mr. Lewis} 
that he had not taken into account the diminution 
of the ability of the American laborer to consume 
by the decrease of his wages. : When a hundred 
thousand laborers had béen turned out of the iron ` 
and coal mines of Pennsylvania—when they had 
stopped the machine shops and the factories—who 
were to be the consumers. of this vastexpected in- 
crease of importations? All that gentlemen ap- 
peared not able to understand. But such was ex- 
perience. They produced fifteen hundred-million 
of commodities at home—if the amount of this 
}froduction was struck down, was not.the ability 
to buy also struck down?. Now, if they crippled 
the people of this country to a small extent, they. 
crippled the revenue to a great extent. . He would 
show that briefly. He would suppose. that every 
person curtailed his expenses two and-a half.-per: 
cent., would not the curtailment be chiefly on those 
| articles imported? Certainly. . Luxuries would 
be given up. ` Four-fifths of the whole-curtailment 
would fall on the articles of. foreign import, thus. 


eate—-but so much more in price—and all knew t reducing the foreign imports from one hundred -. 
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‘Willions to sixty millions.’ Embarrass the. busi- 
nëssand prospects of the people of the country, 
“andthe ‘consumption: of foreign -articles must be 
curtailed ‘forty: or fifty millions. And that.was the 
“secret. of the prosperity: which attended moderate 
Importations: Ca : x 
“He then went into an examination of the caleu- 
lations made by the opposite side ofthe probable 
effect-of the bill on the revenue. Four-fifths of the 
-reventte was obtained from a very small number 
of-articlés; ‘and, therefore; when about to-adjust a 
revenue tariff, it should bë with a special view to 
‘these articles... “They were not.to judge ofa taritf 
bilby the extent of its list: “They were not to 
look ‘at the’ 4“ dolls,” ‘and: ‘* firecrackers,” and 
4 molasses,” and ‘‘ pepper.’” - No; they were to 
look at the chief articles of revenue. hat were 
they? ‘Manufactures of cotton, which brought five 
miljons; sugar, two-and-a-half millions without 
molasses, molasses ‘bringing it up to three-and-a- 
half millions; ‘manufactures of wool, two millions; 
bar iron, one-and-a-half million, other descrip- 
tions of iron raising it to two millions; silk manu- 
factures, two millions; worsted and silks, one 
million more; spirits, one-and-a-half million; man- 
uftictured iron paying ad valorem duty of 30 
per cent., one-and-a-quarter million; linens, one 
million one hundred thousand; in all, over twenty 
millions.out of the twenty-six. There were a few 
other articles—earthenware, spices, and manufac- 
tured iron, paying: specific dury—which made two 
millions more. These, then, were the chief sources 
of revenue—let them sec how they were affected 
by this new bill styled “ a revenue bill.” 

He could go further, but these were the great 
leading articles from which revenue was obtained. 
The sum total of all these losses, allowing all the 
expected importation, would be $2,705,523. That 
would be the logs on the showing of the friends of 
the bill. How was the deficiency to be made up, 
and these two or three millions more be added, 
passed his comprehension. But there were some 
other articles from which an increase was expect- 
ed. An increase of 25 per cent. was expected on 

‘dinens. But the bill left linens exactly as they 
stood, and hence not a dollar of increased import- 
ation was to be expected; and yet the Secretary 
‘stood to it that an increase was.to come. Take 
the bill as originally framed—talke the reduction 
on linens at what it stood, (about four per 
seont.)J—yet. it was expected that the increased 
consumption would be'25 percents! -+ Hes ridi: 
culed such a fallacious expectation, based oh 
such an unsound calculation. Again, it was éx- 
pected that there would:be-« creased: consump-. 
tion of articles white! articles. There 
was no allowances: x the conflicts which 
y Ý ig tival. fabrics, He went on 
G selos which would result from 
anging’ the specific duty on silks to mr ad vala- 
yem duty.” The poorer qualities only would be 
brought an, or the superior qualities.come in at the 
prices: of the: poorer, <A. great increase was ex- 
ected in worsted fabrics.” “Well, if so, that would 
Brive out the silks: “As to wines, he readily ad- 
mitted the rates of the bill..would bring in more 
than: the present duty. Half a million more-was 
expected. “Where they drank three bottles now, 
‘they were expected to drink four—why, he did 
not know} of spirits, twenty-five hundred gallons 
a day was:the increase expected—enough to keep 
ten’ thousand’ men ‘all the time “perfectly drunk. 
That-was the great good anticipated. He went 
through the list of the leading wines; showing that 
„as the rates’ were greatly-increased; according. to 
‘the argument on the other side, the. importation 
must be greatly diminished. He allided to other 
articles—dried. fish, for instance; -after increasing 
the duty, it was expected. that the importation of 
“herrings would be increased from three’ thousand 
totwenty-three thousand.” eon i 
Me. HUNTINGTON (an 
“gested thet ‘as the-day was now fat advanced, the 
onorable gentleman should:suspend his remarks, 
and defer concluding until to-morrow. 4 
“Mr, EVANS expressed his readiness to proceed 
now; bat would yield if gentlemen desired. 

The motion: to postpone ‘the further consider- 
ation of the’ bill till tomorrow “at twelvé-o’clock 
was about to be put, when : 


Wir: LEWIS rose and xemarked that he was'|| 


potat all surprised that He should have fallen into 
the ‘mistake which had been pointed out by the 
“Senator from Maine. He (Mr. L.) had not re- 


‘the Senate; and as he had not seen the report of 


| again read, so that the gentleman from Maryland 


| by, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Bright, Cathoun, Cass, Chal- 


| MeDuflie, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Speight, 


| should hereafter resist any attempts to lay aside | 
| the tariff bill to take up any other business what- 


again opened, and i 


m 
viewed his hasty calculation before presenting it to | 
his remarks till it appeared in the “ Union” of that i 
morning, he had no opportunity to correct. the 
error. He had not made any use of his calcula- 
tion—that the average rate of duty would be 214 
per cent.—or he would of course have at once de- | 
tected the error. So far from making it the basis 
of the calculations to which the Senator had allu- 
ded, he had not used itat all. If he had, he would 
have seen that 214 per cent. on one hundred and 
nineteen millions of importations could not give 
twenty-eight millions of revenue. He was confi- 
dent, therefore, that the calculations of 215. per 
cent. was short by two per cent. f 

The further consideration of the bill was then 
postponed till to-morrow. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 


| 
The bill to reduce and graduate the price of the 
public lands was again taken up, and the amend 
ment made thereto by the House of Representa 
tives was read. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that the 
amendment be referred to the committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. SPEIGHT observed that if the bill was 


could hear its provisions, he was sure that his 
[Mr. J.’s] motion would be withdrawn. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. JOHNSON insisted on his motion. 1 

After some remarks by Senators WESTCOTT, i 
ATCHISON, and CALHOUN, against the amend- |! 
ment, \ 

Mr. DAVIS moved to lay the bill upon the | 
table, and called for the yeas and nays, which | 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- | 
lows: 

VWEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Cameron, Cilley, T. 
Clayton, J. M, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, | 
Greene, Haywood, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, Miller, | 
Morehead, Phelps, Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—21. E 

NAYS—Mesara. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- | 


mers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairtietd, Hannegan, Hous- | 

ton, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, 

Turney, Westeott, and Yulec—30, ! 

So the bill was not laid on the table. \ 
Mr JOHNSON, of Maryland, renewed his mo- 

tion to refer to the Committee on Public-duandas-}} 

. gga oI t 

which was, Agr eEd.toversrem | 

* She House bill for the relief of Amos Hunting || 

wag read twice, and referred to the Committee on | 

t 

i 

| 

i 

{ 


Revolutionary Claims. `- 
The VICE PRESIDENT signed several en- ii 


THE TARIFR-—AGAIN« 
Mr. LEWIS here took occasion to say that he || 


ever: If the subject was to be laid by every day, | 
as it had heen to-day, the session would be greatly 
prolonged before it could be acted upon, il 

On motion of Mr. McDUFEIE, the Senate pro- || 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; | 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were | 


“The Scnate adjourned. 
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ness to be:the. bill to reduce and graduate the price 1 
H 


The pending question was on the motion of Mr. ! 


ordered: -= ; ; 
"The question then recurred on agreeing to the ! 


ii move a reconsiderat 
| House had refused to adjourn. 


; upon auy t 


! extend to a parion of 8 
wamthcoly THO YË 


substitnte heretofore offered by Mr. McKay for the 
amendment of Mr. Coss. 

Mr. RATHBUN asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. w ‘ 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH, with a view, he said, 
to have something in the natyre of a call of the 
House—that motion itself not being in order— 
moved that the House adjourn...” f 

On which motion be asked: the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and, being taken, were, yeas ` 
6, nays 153. i = oS : 

So the House refused to adjourn. . 

The question then recurred. on the substitute 
amendment of Mr. McKay. : 

Mr. McGAUGHEY addressed a few words to 
the Chair, of which the only word that reached the 
ear of the reporter was t excuse.” y 

Mr. SCHENCK said, that as he believed no 
business had intervened since the motion to ad- 
journ had been decided, and as a new motion for 
that purpose would not now be in order, he would 
ion of the vote by which the 


The SPEAKER said a motion to adjourn could 
not be reconsidered. 


Mr. SCHENCK appealed. from the decision, 


| and asked the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 


And the question ‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?”’ was 
taken and decided in the affirmative—yeas 163, 
nay Í 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed, 

The question then again recurred and was taken 
on agreeing to the following substitute amendment 
of Mr. McKay for the amendment of Mr. Copp: 


That all public lands which shall have been offered for 
sale twenty years or more on the first day of December, 


eighteen hundred and forty-six, shall thereafter be subject to 


n . 
entry at one dollar per vere for the term of five years; all 


‘the before described lands then remaining unsold shall be 
| Buh} 


ect to entry at seventy-five cents per acre for another 
tern of five years; and all such unsold at the end of the last 
mentioned term may be entered at filty cents per acre. 

Sev. 2 And be it further enacted, That the quantity of 
tand which the President of the United States shall hereafter 
proctain and offer for salo in any one year shall not exceed 
three millions of acres. 

Sue, 3. And be it further enacted, That upon every reduc- 


| tion in the prices of stid lands which shall taks place by 


the graduating process of this act, the oceupants or settlers 
of the said lands shall have the right of preëmp- 
h graduated or reduced prices, which right ahall 
mouths from and after the dates at 
Spovtive graduations shall take place; and any 
land not entered by the respective occupants or settlers 


ion at sue 


| within that-period shall be liable to be entered or purchased 


by any other person until the next graduation or reduction 
in price shall take place, when it shall, if not previously 
purchased, be again subject to the right of pre@mption for 
six mouths, n before, and so on from time to time as said 


d i: i| reduction shall take place: Provided, That nothing in this 
| rolled private bills. | 


net contained shall be construed to interfere with any right 


| which has accrued or may accrue by virtue of any act grant- 


ing preGiptions to actual settlers upon the public jands. 


The yeas and nays (heretofore ordered) were 
taken, and resulted as follows: 


YRAS-—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bayly, Bedinger, Ben- 
ton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
Wilian G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, 


| Dromgoole, Dudlap, Ellsworth, Paran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, 


Goodyear, Gordon, Hanlin, Haralson, Henley; Hoge, Isase 
E. Holmes, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Preston King, Leake, Ta Bere, Ligon, 
Maclay, MeCletland, MeClernand, MeCounell, McCrate, 
Josep J. MeDowell, James McDowch, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Nortis, 
Owen, Payne, Perrili, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander 
D. Sims, Leonard IF. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
R. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thomp- 


i son, Thurman, 'Tibbatis, Tredway, Vance, Wentworth, 


Wick, Williams, Woodward, and Yanecy-—96, 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John’ Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bel}, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Buifington, William W. Campbell, J. 
H. Campbell, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, 
Coltamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Garrett Davis, 
De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Erdman, John H. Ewing, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias 
B. Holmes, Joli W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel P. 
King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClean, 
McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Peni- 
dieton, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, A: Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, James 
Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, . White, 
Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost— 


So'the amendment of Mr. McKay was agreed to. 


The question then recurring on the amendment 
as amended, 
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The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bayly, hedinger, Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipnan, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dillingham, Dob- 
bin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Fickltn, Fries, 
Giles, Goodyear, Hatin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. 
Holmes, Hopkins, Georgo 8. Houston, Edmund wW. Huhard, 
Hinter, James: H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kautman, Leake, La Sere ; 
land, MeCleruand, McConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. McDow- 
ell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Mar- 


tin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, | 


Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rekte, Rhett, Roberts, Suw- 
tolle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leon- 
ard H. Sins, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Sinith, Stan- 
ton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
bats, Tredway, Vance, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
Woodward, and Vaneey—95. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Buftington, W. W. Campbell, Jobn H. 
Campbell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dixon, 
Dockery, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, John H., Swing, Ed- 
win H. Ew Poot, Faster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddi 
don, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, 
34. B. Holines, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
son, Joscph R, Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
P. King, Preston King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lew 
McClean, MeHenry, MeUvaine, Mard, Miller, Moseley, 
Niven, Pendleton, Rathban, Julius Rockweb, Jobn A. Roek- 
well, Root, Schenck, Seaman, Severauce, Truman Senith, 
Albert Sinith, Stephens, Stewart, Stroh, Sykes, ‘Thibo- 
deaux, James Thompson, Tilden, ‘Trumbo, Vinton, Whea- 
ton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodrutl, Wright, Young, 
and Yost—88, 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill, as thus amended, was then ordered to 
a third reading. i f Mego te 

And having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question being on its passage— i 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

Mr. McHENRY asked the ycas and nays there- 
on, which were ordered. Aa 

And the main question, ‘Shall this bill pass?” 
was taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William 
G: Brown, Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke,’ Cobb, - Cofin, Cul- 
Jom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Hentey, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George 
S. Houston, Edmund W, Hubard, Hunter, James H, Jobn- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Leake, 
La Sere, Ligon, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Me Con- 
nell, MeCrate, J. J. MeDowe anes McDowell, McKay, 
John P. Martin, Barkley Mart Morse, Moulton, 
Noras, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Phelps, Pillsbury, 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, 
Jacob 'hompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Went- 
worth, Wick, Williams, Woodward, and Yancey—$2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 
John H. Campbell, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Elsworth, Brd- 
man, Jom H, Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Poster, Gar- 
vin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, John 
W. Ilouston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Joseph R. In- 
gersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas B. 
King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClean, McHenry, Mcilvaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendictou, Rathbun, Julius 
Rockwell, Jolin A. Rockwell, Root, Sebenek, Seaman, Sev- 
erance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Jas. ‘Thompson, Tilden, Trum- 
bo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Wondruti, Wright, Young, and Yost—89. 


So the bill was passed in the following form, to 


wit: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


ab public lands which shall have been offered for sale | 
twenty years or more on the first day of December, 1846, | 


shall thereafter be subject to entry at one dollar per acre for 
the term of five years;. all the before described lands then 
remaining unsold shall be subject to entry at seventy-five 
gents per acre for another term of five years; and all such 
Yinsold at the end of the last-mentioned term may be entered 
at fifty cents per acre. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the quantity of 
land which the President of the United States shall hereafter 
proclaim and offer for sale in any one year shall not exceed 
three millions of acres. 

Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon every reduc- 
tion in the prices of said lands which shall take place by the 
graduating process of this act, the occupants or settlers upon 
any of the said lands shall have the right of preémption at 
such graduated or reduced prices; which right shall extend 
to a-period of six months frém and after the dates at which 
the respective graduations shall take place; and any land 


-not entered’ hy the réspective occupants or settlers within | 


that period shall be liable to be entered or purchased by any 


aigon, Maclay, MeClel- | 


be agnin subject to the right of preémption for six months, 
as before, andso on from time to time assaid reduction shall 
take place: Provided, That nothiag in this act contained 
shall be construed to interfere with any right which has” 
accrued or may accrue by virtue of any act granting pre- 
emptions to actual settlers upon the public lands. | - s 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of aets as provide for an exemption from the imposition of 
taxes upon land sold by the United States for five- years 
from and after the day of sale be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. HOPKINS moved 
vote. 

Which. motion was laid on the table. 

A number of Senate bills on the Speaker’s table 
were put on their first and second reading, and ap- 
propriately referred. x 
MANUSCRIPT WORKS OF ALEX. HAMILTON. | 


The bill from the Senate providing for the pur- į 
chase of the manuscript works of the late Alexan- 
der Hamilton, coming up on its first and second | 
reading— 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL moved that it be put |i 
on its third reading. 

‘The SPEAKER said it required commitment. 

The bil having been read, 

HOGE moved that it be laid on the table. 
RATHBUN asked the yeas and nays; 
were ordered; and, being taken, were— |i 


a reconsideration: of the 


h 
| yeas 69, nays $1. 
So the bill was not laid on the table. | 
It was then referred to the: Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


THE MADISON PAPERS. I 


Mr. DROMGOOLE gave notice that he would | 
to-porrow, or as soon as it was in his power, move 
the consideration of the bill providing for the pur- | 
chase of the manuscript papers of the late James | 
Madison. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE WESTERN RIVERS. | 


The bill from the Senate to provide for the im- 
vement of the navigation of the rivers Ohio, 
Mississippi, and Arkansas, coming up on its first 
and second reading—._ 

It was read a first time. . 

Mr. RATHBUN rose and moved. thatit be laid 
on the table.. - tea : : 

But the SPEAKER had recognised -. 

Mr. HAMLIN, who. inquired- what ,the next 
question was. 

The SPEAKER said it was on the second read- 
ing of the bill. ` 

Mr. HAMLIN said he thought it would, be bet- 
ter that the House should vever be troubled with 
its second reading, and he: moved therefore that | 
the bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER said the only motion that could 
be entertained pending the second reading of the 
bill would be that it be rejected. 

Mr. HAMLIN made that motion. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked him to withdraw it. 

Mr. HAMLIN declined. 

Mr. RATHBUN demanded. the previous ques- 
tion on the rejection of the bill, and there was a | 
second. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was made too 
late, (the previous question having been second- 
ed,) and could not, therefore, be entertained. 

Mr. THOMPSON submitted that he had ad- 
dressed the Chair before the result was announced. |! 

The SPEAKER said the Chair had not heard | 
the gentleman. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had nevertheless ad- || 
dressed the Chair. i 
The SPEAKER did not entertain the motion. 

The bill was read. 

And the main question (on its rejection) was 
ordered to be now taken. j 

Mr. HAMLIN asked the yeas and nays thereon, 
which were ordered. 


Mr. TIBBATTS, for the purpose of procuring 


a more full attendance, (a call of the House not |} 


being in order,) moved that the House adjourn, 
and demanded. the yeas and nays, which were.re- 
fused. 

And the House refused to adjourn. 

The question, ‘* Shall this bill be rejected ??? was 
then taken, and resulted as follows: : i 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John. Quincey Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Biggs, | 


James Black, James A. Black, Blanehard, Brockenbrough, | 


Brodhead, William G., Brown, William W. Carnpbell, John 
H. Campbell, Cathcart; Jolin G. Chapman; Augustus A, 
| Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Gol- 
lin, Cranston, Cullom, Culver, Darragh, DeMott, Dillingham, 
Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Fils- 
worth, Erdman, Foot, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grinnell, Grover, Hanlin, Hampton, Haralson, Ee 
B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, J. W. Houston, G. S. Hons- 
ton, E. W. Hubard, S. D.. Hubbard, Hudson, Hunter, Joseph 
i. R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Jobnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Jonnson, George W. Jones, Daniel P. King; Preston 
King, Thomas: Butler King, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Levin, 
i Ligon, Long, Maclay, McClean, ‘MeClelland, MeConnell, 
| MeCrate, James. McDowell, Meclivaine,:. McKay, Marsh, 
Jobn P. Martin, Barkley, Martin, Miller, Moseley, Moulton, 
Niven, Norris, Payne, Rathbun, Reid, Julius. Rockwell, 
John A. -Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle; Sawyer, Seammon, 
Seaman, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith, 
Albert Smith, Strohm, Strong, Sykes; James Thompson, 
Tilden, Tredway, Vanee, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, 
iama; Wiknot, Winthrop, Woodward, Wright, and 
. Yost-—118. “ ie 

_NAYS—Messrs. . Bowlin, Boyd, Milton Brown, Burt, 
Cocke, Crozier, Cunningham, Garrett Davis, Douglass, J- 
H. Ewing. Edwim H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, 
Gentry, Grider, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Chartes Je 
Ingersoll, Kaufinan, La Sere, McClernand, J. J. McDowell, 


H 


i McHenry, Morris, Owen, Parrish, Phelps, Pillsbury, Relfe, 


Roberts, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith; Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, Thomasson, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Trembo, Vinton, 
Wick, and Young—48, _ { ; 

So the-bill was rejected. © 


Mr. McCLELLAND moved a reconsideration 


| of the vote; and demanded the previous question. 


There was a second. ‘The main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, the vote was not recon- 
sidered. E f 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made ù report- 5 > as 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself-into committee of the Whole on the state of 
me on (Mr. Gordon, of New York, in. the 
chair. 


TREASURY NOTES. ` 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the committee took 
up the bill to authorize an issue of treasury notes 
and a loan. ae : 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, That the 
President’ of ‘the United States is hereby ‘authorized. to 
cause. treasury notes to be issued for such sun or sdms as 
the exigencies of the:Government may require, and in place 


. of such. of the same as may be redeemed. to- cause others.to 


be-issued; but not exeveding the sum of $10,000,000 of this 
emission to be outstanding at any one time, and to be issued 
under the limitations and other provisions contained in the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the issue of treasury 
notes,” approved the 1th of October, 1837, except that the 
authority herehy given to issue treasury notes shall expire 
at the end of one year from the passage of this act. 

And be it further enacted, That the President, ifin his 
opinion it shall be the interest of the United States sọ to do, 
instead of issuing the whole amount of treasury notes au~ 
thorized by the first section of this act, may borrow, on the 
credit of the United States, such an amount of money as he 
inay deem proper, and issue therefor stock of the United 
States for the sum thus borrowed, in the same form and un- 
der the same restrictions, limitations, and provisions, as are 
contained in the act of Congress approved April 14, 1842, en- 
titled “An act for the extension of the Loan of 1841, and for 


i an addition of five millions of dollars thereto, and for aHow- 
i iug interest on treasury notes due:” Provided, however, 


Tiat the sums borrowed, together with. the treasury notes 
issued, by virtue of this act, shall not, in the whole, exceed 
the sum of ten millions of doNars: “ind provided, further, 
That no commission shall be allowed or paid for the negoti- 
ation of the joan authorized by this act; and also, that the 
said stock shall be redeemable at a period not longer than 
ten years from the issue thereof, 

And be it further enacted, ‘That the treasury notes and. the 
stock issued under the provisions of this act shail not bear a 
higher rate of interest than six per cent. per annum, and no 
part thereof shall be disposed of at less than par. 

And be tt further enacted, That no compensation shail be 
made to any officer, whose salary is fixed by law, for pre- 
paring, signing, or issuing, treasury” notes; nor shall any 
clerk be employed beyond the number authorized by the act 
herein referred to. i 


The bill was then taken up by-sections. 

And the first section having been read, 

Mr. G. DAVIS gave notice of his intention’ to 
offer the following amendment: - 3 


Amend the bill by striking out the first section, excepting 
the enacting clause, and also the lst, 2d, 34, 4th, ana so 


| much of the 6th line as will include’ the word“ proper,” in 


the 2d section, and add: these words : “ That the President 
of the United States be, ‘and he is heréby, authorized to bor- 
row, on the credit of the United States, any sum-of money 
not exeeeding ten millions of doars 3” also, in the Hth and 
| 15th lines, strike out the words “ together with the treasury 
notes issued by virtue-of this.act ;”? also; in the:lstsand 2d 
nnes of 3d section, strike out the words.“ treasury notes ‘and 
the.’ j aie 


Mr. D. said, that after the bill should: have.been 
gone through with by sections. for amendment,jt 
was. his purpose to offer his amendment, the-object 
of which was to convert:the billinto a-siniple loan 
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notes. ; f 

At this late: stage of the session the Committee 
of Ways and Means could not of course be:èx- 
pected to report’any further bills for increasing the 
sources of revenue;.and Mr. D. had no doubt that 
the bill they had reported for the modification of 
the tariff would have the operation of reducing the 
revenue. at present received, It could not fail of 
reducing the amount derived. from the customs 
below twenty millions; that was Mr. D.’s un- 
doubted conviction; but whether this proved to be 
correct or- not, none, he presumed, would venture 
to deny that the present demands on the. treasury 
would greatly exceed its means of meeting them, 
whether the tariff bill should pass or not. If that 
measure should pass the other House and become 
a law, the deficit would become still greater. 
With a war upon our hands and other large de- 
mands upon the Government, we should need all 
the revenue we could obtain without direct taxes. 
Gentlemen might arrange their tariff bill so as to 
derive from it the greatest practicable amount of 
revenue, and they might graduate their land bill 
so as to get the most they possibly could from the 
sales of the public domam; but, with all their 
efforts, they could not derive sufficient means. to 
discharge the war expenses. The present finan- 
cial measures of the Administration were inefficient 
and unwise; they neither did justice to the indus- 
try of our own citizens, nor were they shaped so 
as to attain sufficient revenue to meet the ordinary 
wants of the Government; but, in both points of 
view, were vicious and exceptionable. 

In this state of things it was the duty of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to devise a sys- 
tem of revenue that should be commensurate with 
the public necessities: this ought to have heen their 
business. But, in place of such a system of finance, 
what did they propose as a substitute? They sub- 
stituted’ for such taxation as the war expenditure 
called for, the issue of treasury notes. They 
evaded the trac state of the case, and the naked 
duty of borrowing what the dutics and the lands 
failed to make up, by borrowing under the dis- 
guise of treasury notes. Mr. D. was opposed to it. 
¥f the country had been brought into a condition 


where its receipts were inadequate to meet its j 
wants, and so far from being equal to these wants | 


did not reach them by 50 per cent., Mr. D. was 
not for dodging the question: he'was not for issu- 
ing treasury notes, instead of a fair, open, honest 
provision; to meet the wants-of the country by 
loan. : nd : 

Mr. D. was opposed to the proposed measure 
on another principle: one object m view in the 
issue of thesé notes was, that they should enter 
into the currency; the circulating medium of the 
country: This was the inevitable tendency of 
treasury notes whenever ‘and on whatever pretext 
resorted: to, and always had been. Besides, how 
was the issue of this sort of Government paper- 
money to be reconciled with the doctrine and the 
provisions of the sub-treasury bill? That measure, 
proceeding from the same party which now intro- 
duced this treasury-note bill, required that Gov- 
ernment should receive its dues and meet its obli- 
gations in gold and silver coin, and in that alone; 
this authorized the issue of paper securities. How 
were they to be reconciled? hen that celebrated 
bill was passed through'the House in such haste, 
who could have believed that the Government 
which made such a point of its instant enactment, 
would. so soon have resorted to a paper circulation, 
in the open face of all its own arguments and most 
solemnly avowed principles? Here they came to 
the House with a bill directly in the teeth of the 
fundamental principles of the sub-treasury scheme, 
and intrinsically Vicious besides. 

- The issue of a Government currency in any form, 
Mr. D. had ever most strenuously Goposed. He 
had opposed it long before he was: honored with 
a seat in this House. He had always been the 
uncompromising opponent of the whole system. 
When thë question had been presented of resort- 
ing to treasur hotes; as a covert means of evading 
the responsibility. of a direct. borrowing of money, 
Mr. D. had'stood out against it, and that upon the 
same ground which he occupied now. He was 
ready and willing to vote the Government all proper 
means of supply, but he would do this on safe prin- 
ciples. He should insist on the same measures 
under this Administration as he would under a 


| from the tariff and. the public lands, let it say so, 


| presumed, would deny that the war would produce 


| should produce a revenue equal to the demands of; 


| cipally upon other topies than the bill immediately 


prepared for the issue of stock for aloan. If the 
Government could not raise the money it needed 


and honestly and openly resort to a loan. Mr.D. 
held. the same ground now that he held in 1842. 
The Government owed a pubile debt; it was in- j 
creasing that debt every day; and, with singular 
wisdom, was, at the same time cutting up its own 
resources for revenue. The public debt must be -| 
met and provided for, and the choice was between |) 
issuing notes and borrowing money. Mr. D. pre- 
ferred to borrow. 

He admitted there might be cases where he should | 
not refuse to vote for treasury notes, but he never, | 
under any circumstances, would vote for their use 
as currency; to that he never would consent, and | 
yet that was the consequence which would neces- | 
sarily follow the adoption of the present bil. “If | 
the country was in a strait, if the revenue was | 
insufficient, and the public credit was not such as 
enabled us to borrow, he would then consent to 
resort to treasury notes as the only means left for |; 
raising money; but he never would consent to their 
being employed as currency. This case, however, 
had not now arisen; it could not be said that trens- 
ury notes were now necessary for any legitimate 
purpose. The question whether they might con- 
stitutionally be issued as a circulating medium was 
one which had been often debated in these halls. 
Mr. D. should not now enter on that discussion, 
For his own part, he doubted whether they could; 
but he had no doubt whatever that they ought never 
to he resorted to in the place of taxation, Sup- 
posing the difliculty in reeoneiling this bill with the | 
sub-treasury bill could be got over, (and Mr. D. | 
did not see how,) it would abate nothing of his! 
opposition to the measure, This mode of borrow- | 
ing money, besides other objections to it, was more 
uncertain than a resort to loan stock. None, he 


: i 
a national debt, nor would any deny that we should |) 
want money to discharge it; but the proper mode i 
to meet that want was to adopt measures which i} 

| 


the treasury; and if there still remained a deficit, 
then openly and directly to borrow and acknowl- 
edge the existence of a peace debt. 

Mr. D. was utterly opposed to all attempts to 
humbug the people. s 
them in timeto mect"i uigent wants, Mr. D. 
would consent, for the sake of supplying that tem- 
porary need, to issue Government bonds, and go 
and borrow money upon them, but not to issue 
treasury notes as now proposed. Mr. D. said 
that he might easily enlarge on the danger of such 
a measure as a precedent. ‘There were hardly any | 
governments now in existence but what had pads 
to a greater or lesser extent, the disastrous careers 
o It was the easiest, the | 


them. 
Mr. GIDDINGS addressed the committee prin- 


under consideration, He took this occasion (he 
said) to notice the manner in which business had | 
been conducted in this Hall—the opan prostitution 
of Executive influence brought to bear upon mem- 
bers on this floor in the face of this House and of 
the nation. 

’ Mr. TIBBATTS called the gentleman to order, 
as charging upon the members of this House sub- 
gervience to Executive influence. ma 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had: intended -no suci 
charge; he spoke of attempts of Executive efforts to 
influence this House. He protested against them. 

"Phe CHAIRMAN requested the gentleman to 


| forced upon us by the Executive wi 


| means of guessing M 


(F 


| dress the committee in reply to 


If Congress could-not taxt 


confine his remarks to the bill under consideration. 


oceeded (amid 


Senate, 


i whole slave institutions of the South, even the ex- 


istence of the southern portion of our Confedera~ 
cy, was seen to be dependant upon: our making 
peace with England. He also discussed the tariff, 
and ascribed the repeal of the law of 1842, and the 
utter prostration of the interests of Pennsylvania, 
which he assumed would be consequent upon lt, 
immediately to the votes of Texas Representa- 
tives, and remotely to the votes of the Representa- 
tives- of Pennsylvania for annexation. The day 
for maintaining’ northern rights, he said, had for- 
ever passed, as long as they acted in connexion 
with the South. He insisted it should be known 
for what ends—cut boro—this war, which had been 
thout our con- 
prosecuted: From the best 

1is power, he was forced to 
believe it was for territorial aggrandizement—for 


sent, was now being 


i eonquest—for the sole purpose of the conquest of 


foreign territory. 

In the course of his remarks, he yielded for ex- 
planations to Messrs. PARRISH and FARAN. 

Mr. TILDEN followed in a speech upon the 
Mexican war, which, he said, he had long been 
wishing to deliver, and which was directed not so 
much to this House as to his people. He entered 
at large into a discussion of this subject, replying 
to a former speech of Mr. Dougass, and. defend- 
ing his vote against the bill fur the prosecution of 
the war. 

In the course of his remarks, he yielded for ex- 
lanations, or inquiries, to Messrs. DOUGLASS, 
TIBBATTS, and THURMAN. 

Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor, and, decli- 


" ning compliance with several requests to yield toa 


motion that the committee rise, proceeded to ad- 

r. Tiwpen, in 

defence of the positions taken by him in his for- 

mer speech, and in vindication generally of the 

course of the Administration in its conduct of the 
- S & 

Mr. McKAY offered a resolution providing that 
all debate on the bill shall terminate to-morrow at 
twelve M. 

Pending which, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Weonespay, July 15, 1846.. 


Mr. WEBSTER read and presented the peti- 
tion of Joseph W. Revere and others, of Boston, 
and Messrs. Hendrick, Crother, and others, of New 
York, in view of the proposed duty of five’ per 
cent. on raw copper, praying that it may continue 
to be admitted free of duty, or else thata duty may 
be laid upon manufactured copper, copper sheath- 
ing, &c. 

Mr. W. also took occasion to say that, with a 


i| view of placing in a very short and narrow com- 


pass his own testimony of what would be the 
product of this new tariff bill, he would to-morrow 


|! make a statement to the Senate upon that subject 


in writing. 

Mr. W. asked that the memorial which he had 
presented be printed. 

Mr. SEVIER moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. Ordering the printing of peti- 
tions and memorials, on special motion, was a 
practice which ought, he said, to be discontinued. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, it appeared to him very 
extraordinary that objection should be made to the 
printing of this memorial. It was a very short 
one, and related toa most important subject. The 
memorialists showed that there was a provision in 
the bill now before that body which was calculated 
to break up their business, and to turn them out 
of employment. The Senate had refused to allow 
the subject to be considered by any committee, 
and they now refused to:print a document which 
was calculated to give them information, He put 
itto the Senate, nay, he put it to the candor of the 
gentleman himself, to say whether he desired such 
a rigorous proceeding? Was he disposed to bal- 
ance the few dollars which the printing would cost 


practice which prevailed whenever 
measure was brought before the Senate. 
noticed that there was generally a stereotyped pe- 
tition got up and sent here to be printed, for the i 
purpose of influencing Senators and raising a panie 

in the country; and he had seen morning after | 
morning consumed in discussion upon those pe- 


titions. But, in addition to all this, there was a 
standing rule of the Senate which required that 
petions of this kind should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. If petitions like this were to 
be exempt from the rule, they would very.soon be 
overwhelmed with them; they would have peti- 
tions upon every item in the tariff bill—petitions 
got up for the purpose of showing that the whole 
country was ruined, and that the bill was directed 
expressly against each man’s particular establish- 
ment. here would be no end to the petitions 
which would be poured upon them, from this 
time until the bill was finally disposed of, from all 
classes of business men, asking Congress to pro- 
tect their particular interests. He was tired of this 
practice; and, without intending any disrespect to 
the Senator, he moved that this petition be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. : 

Mr. WEBSTER said the honorable Senator 
from Arkansas must entertain a very favorable 
opinion of this bill, indeed, if he thought it was 
one, as he said he did, which would prove detri- 
mental to the operations of every workshop in the 
country. 

Mr. SEVIER. I said it. would be so repre- 
sented; and so it would be in regard to any bill 
affecting their interests. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he had no doubt it was 


very true; he thought the gentleman had very cor- | 


rectly stated the effect of this bill; and he supposed 
that those who were to suffer had rather die, if they 
must, showing some game; would rather have an 
opportunity of showing that they had some skill 
n discerning their own ‘interest; and their Govern- 
ment, being a popular representative ‘one, they 
chose to exercise the right of presenting memorials 
affecting their interests, and h 


attention to these memorials. 

How were they to be considered ? 
they to have their effect? He desired that the 
Secretary should read the rule relating to the print- 


ing of such documents; for he had no wish to | 


make a motion that would be contrary to a rule of 
the Senate. 
question, which directs the reference to the Com- 


mittee on Printing of all questions for printing of | 
documents, with certain exceptions.] Mr. W. pro- ; 


eccded. The rule seemed to apply to this case, 


was of course in his power to do so. 


Mr. ALLEN said a remark had very frequently l 
been made that the Senate had refused to refer the | 
He : 
begged to call the attention of the Senate to the rea- | 
son why that reference was not made; which was, | 


tariff bill to a committee for examination. 


that the committee was incomplete, and that there 


was an equal division of that committee; but the | 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts disclosed | 
yesterday a still stronger reason, which showed that +) 
there was no necessity for the reference of the bill | 
at all; and that reason was, that he would not stop | 
to examine the details of the bill; that he would | 
neither propose nor favor any proposition for | 
amendment, because his objections went to the | 
fundamental principle of the bill itself; that his ob- | 
Jections to the bill were so strong that he would not | 
€ Well, what was there || 
in that case for the committee to do, if the bill were |; mines of Schuylkill county, against the passage of 
referred, in order to gratify the Senator, but to i| the new tariff bill. id 1 
report the fact, which every Senator already knew, |} these papers were men who worked by the day or 
that the bill. was founded upon that objectionable || by the ton, for a specific compensation. The busi- ; 


ness of their lives had been connected with. the | 


even look into the details. 


principle—the ad valorem duties instead of specific 
duties? That wasall. 


referring it to a committee, instead of allowing it 
to.take the ordinary course. 


Messrs, BAGBY. and WEBSTER here. rose 


1 he (Mr. B.) regarded A 
j irrelevant, and was about to call the Senator from 


| Baltimore, Maryland, engaged in the manufacture 


| an important change in the revenue laws, should | 


ought that they had | 
aright to expect from the Government respectful | 


How were | 


[The Secretary then read the rule in | 


3 ọ th {| able gentleman has returned, and I wish the bill 
and therefore, if the Senator persisted in his oppo- ; 
sition to the motion and in enforcing the rule, it || 


l But the Senator seemed to | 
think that there was a great impropriety—a mani- | 
fest injustice—done in regard to this bill by not |) the subject. They say that the passage of the bill 
‘| now before the Senate will destroy their business, 
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simultaneously, and the former was first recog- 
nised by the Presiding Officer. : 

Mr. WEBSTER then said he desired an-oppor- 
tunity of replying to the remarks of the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN.] : aes 

Mr. BAGBY said he would allow the Senator 
an opportunity with very great pleasure, only that 
e discussion as. entirely 


Ohio to order.. . 

Mr. B. then presented the memorial of Jehiel 
Brooks, late Indian agent, praying indemnification 
for expenses incurred in the preservation of public 
property on the Red river; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims: 

Mr. WEBSTER. Am I precluded from re- 
plying? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing before the Senate. > 

Mr. WEBSTER. There was nothing before it. 

Mr. SPEIGHT then moved that leave be grant- 
ed the Senator to proceed. 

Mr. WEBSTER, (resuming his seat.) . Oh! its 
of no consequence. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON then presented the memorial 
of William Wilson & Sons and other citizens. of 


There is-noth- | 


of copper and trading in that article, praying that 
raw copper may remain free of duty, or that man- 
ufactured copper may be subject to a duty corre- 
sponding with that which it is proposed by the new 
bill for reducing the duty on imports to levy on 
the raw material; which was referred to the Print- 
ing Committee. | 
Mr. WEBSTER again rose and said: I think, į 
Mr. President, I am’ in order now. . Sir, the hon- 
orable member from Ohio has undertaken to assign 
two reasons why this bill, which proposes such 


not have been referred to a committee. In the first | 


lace, he says the committee was known to be || 
A y 


equally divided. ‘ Divided” upon what?‘ Divi- 
ded,” I suppose, upon the general question of | 
repealing or modifying the law of 1842. But does 
the honorable gentleman mean to say that the 
committee had been canvassed and were found to 
be “& equally divided” upon every item of this bill 


throughout—upon every question of the amount of | 


duty between the 20, 25, and.30 per cent.?.. What 
is the use of a committee? To arrange ‘details 
where the principle has been established; and if 
they were equally divided upon the main principle, 
does the honorable gentleman suppose it follows 
that no argument, or illustration, or facts to be 
adduced in the discussion, could make any three 
of them agree upon any alteration of the hill in 
any particular? Is that his view? Butagain, the 
committee is said to be incomplete. Why the 
place of the absent gentleman—who, I am happy | 
to see, has since returned—could. have been filled. 
It was oifered to be done; it was desired that it 
should be done. .I am glad to see that the honor- į 


was before the committee. But the gentleman | 
from Ohio has another reason. He says I have i 
disclosed the reason. Sir, I am opposed to the 
principle of this bill; and allow me to say the gen- 
tleman misunderstood me in adding that I would 
not look into the details. I mean to trouble myself 
and the Senate.at some length in looking into its | 
details. That is what I said yesterday. I certain- | 


ly said that I would propose no amendments, but 
I also said that I would discuss the principle of | 
the bill and its provisions, to show that that prin- | 
ciple is wrong, and that those provisions would be | 
pernicious to the country. That was all. | 

Mr. DIX inquired if there was any question be- į 
fore the Senate? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (emphatically,) | 
None whatever. 


i 

Mr. DIX then moved to take up the harbor bill. | 
Mr. CAMERON presented several petitions | 
from miners and laborers employed in the coal ! 


He said the persons signing 


coal operations. They were intelligent and sen- 
sible men, and were necessarily acquainted with 


shut up their coal pits, and bi - their families. 
‘These men:speak of their own interests; they give 


facts, and they cannot believe.-that.the.Senate of 
the United States will do them this: great. wrong 
intentionally, if its members can be made to under- 
stand the subject. eya : 

Mr. C. said he was not an-old man; and yet, in 
his earty manhood he had passed through what is 
now ealled the coal-region of Schuylkill county. 
Then it was entire wilderness—the land so barren 
that scarcely a blade of grass would grow. upon 
it—with but oné solitary town upon the wayside; 
distant many miles from another habitation. Now, 
in this desert has, sprung up a city and many vil- 
lages. ‘The region contains a population of 40;000 


| people, all prosperous, thriving, and happy—with 


school houses and. churches, stores and manufac- 
tories, “There is now invested there over. $30,000,- 
000-—with fifty miles of railroad, running through 
the ravines of the high mountains, connecting the 
different mines—with fifty miles more of railroads. 
running under the earth. A- railroad connects 
this region with the port of Philadelphia, one hun- 
dred. miles distant; and at that distant point, 
an average. of one hundred ships a day are now 
employed in carrying abroad the coal which these 
laborers bring from the bowels of theearth. These 
people consumed last year $961,000 worth of agri- 
cultural products drawn from distant and more fer- 
tile regions. They consumed. also $1,758,000 
worth of foreign and domestic merchandise. Of 
lumber and timber from abroad they used more - 
than $50,000 worth, and they pay annually to the 
owners of the mines a yearly rent of over $300,000. 

In the hope that some attention would be paid to 
the interests of these meritorious people, Mr. C. 
moved that the petitions be referred to. the Com- 
mittee on Finance.. : pice 
. Mr. McDUFFIE moved that the petitions be 
laid upon the table; which was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON then renewed his motion to 
refer to the Committee on Finance. i i 

Mr. SPEIGHT opposed the motion. "The tariff 
bill: was not before the committee, and nothing 
would be gained by. the reference of the petition. 
If the committee could, with, propriety, do. any- 
thing to prop up the tottering interests of Pennsyl- 
vania, which are now in such imminent danger, he 
would certainly not. object to it, Seas , 

Mr. CAMERON replied... He said he wished 
the petition referred, in the hope that the subject 
would yet undergo some deliberation. The bill 
had been. refused a reference, contrary to all the 
rules of legislation. It has been urged forward 
with indecent haste. While it was in the other 
House, and since it came here, the Capitol had 
been besieged by men holding high places under 
the Government; and there seemed to be a deter- 
mination to hurry it through this body with an 
indecent haste, which prevented all reflection. He 
had yet found no member of the body who was 
willing to say that this bill was a proper one. It 
was called a revenue bill; and yet no honorable 
Senator would say that, if he had the making of 
a bill, he would make such a revenue bill” It was 
said that manufacturers had come to the seat of 
Government since the introduction of this bill. It 
might be so; and had they not as good a right to 
lock after their interests as these high officers. 
of ‘Government, who had surrounded the Capitol 
with. their influence ‘to. carry a measure that must 
destroy the labor of the country? He trusted in 
God the day would never come in this country 
when the people of every grade would not be per- 
mitted to come here, and make known, as freemen 
might, their wants, and explain their interests. 
He trusted that the bill would be referred, and that 
there yet would be some reflection, some delibera- 
tion, before the country would be driven. to the 
verge of ruin. y 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer, and it was adopted—yeas 24, nays 11. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies over: ‘ ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be requested to report a bill making an. appropria- 
tion for a marble bust of John Rutledge, of South 
Carolina, formerly Chief. Justice of the United 
States, to be made by, Hiram Powers, similar to 
those heretofore made by authority.of Congress, of 
every deceased Chief Justice of the United: States; 
the said bust to be placed in the Supreme Court 
room, : : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported, without amendment, 
the House bill for the relief of Samuel Jordan. 
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THE WAREHOUSE SYSTEM. 


Mr. DIX moved that the Senate should resume 
the consideration of the warehouse bill. . 

Mr. RUSK. said. thata short bill in relation to 
the Texan navy had been made the special order 
for twelve o'clock, and that if the warehouse bill 
was now taken up, it would be likely to interfere 
therewith, : : 3 

Mr. DIX hoped that the Senator from Texas 
would allow his bill to be passed over until to- 
morrow, in order that the warchouse bill might be 
disposed of. The honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. J. M. ata had. been interrupted 
in his remarks, and it was desirable that he should 
now be allowed to proceed, and conclude before 
the special order for one o’clock should arrive. 

Mr. RUSK assented to the postponement until 
to-morrow; and i 

The warehouse bill was then taken up; the ques- 
tion being, ‘* Shall this bill pass ?” 

Mr. J. M CLAYTON then resumed and con- 
eluded his remarks in opposition to the bill. He 
gave a succinct history of the introduction of the 


warehouse system in England, by Sir Robert Wal- | 


pole, the main objects of which were—first, reve- 
nue protection; and second, the promotion of the 
navigating interests of the country. He then 


. showed that the difference in our position and cir- | 
ppro i 


cumstances -rendered a peculiar measure ina 
priate. The effect of this bill would be to throw 
all our mercantile business into the hands of for- 
eigners, who would be enabled to look into the 
hand of the American importer, and, by glutting 


the market with the goods most sought for, tread | 
down our citizens in consequence of their superior | 


capital. He also described it as tending to the 
ruin of our currency. g 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that he did not intend 
to renew the discussion on this bil. On former 
days he bad stated fully his objections to it, and 
had proposed amendments, some of whieh had 


been adopted, and which had deprived it of a por- | 


tion of iis previous obnoxious provisions. Still, 
he was of opinion that the bill in its present form 


is unacceptable to a grent portion of the people of | 
the country, and is deemed by them to be, as he | 


had no doubt it would prove to be, prejudicial to 
their essential interests. Fle considered the bill as 
one of the auxiliaries of the proposed tariffand sub- 
treasury bills, and designed to bear a part in pro- 
moting the same objects. And as hebelieved that 
the bill, should it become a law (as he. foresaw it 
would) would, in its results, } rove beneficial only 
to a few rich capitalists, and mainly to foreigners 
and their factors, and deleterious to American mer- 
chants, mechanics, and manufacturers, and to the 
labor, commerce, shipping, and other important 
interests of our own country, he was desirous of 
recording his vote against it; and to effect that ob- 


ject, he moved that the question be taken by yeas | 


and nays. 


Mr. DIX briefly replied to Mr. J. M. Cuayron, | 


confining his remarks principally to the objections 
urged by that gentleman against the final action 
upon the bill, until after.action shall have been had 
upon the tariff. ` 

After some further remarks by Senators SIM- 
MONS and CRITTENDEN against the bill, 

Mr. WEBSTER said: I feel it my duty to vote 
for n measure to which so many friends, of experi- 
ence and judgment, have objected. I have, how- 
ever, been.in, favor of a warchousing system for a 
long time—since I have been in Congress. The 
reasons upon. which that opinion has becn founded 
are, that | believe that a well-regulated warehouse 


system does give considerable facilities to the for- | 


eign commerce of the country. It has been so 
represented by the mercantile interests uniformly 
for thirty years. The objection against it, princi- 
ally relied on now, is, that it may interfere, or is 
likely j W 
industry.of the country, by creating an accumula- 
tion of foreign commodities, always-ready to come 
into the market. . I agree there. is something in that 
argument, “Another objection is, that itis con- 
nected, or appears to, be connected, with other 
yneasures to which others, and myself, are entirely 
opposed, And L-agree that there is something in 
that argument. T wish it had been made to suc- 
ceed rather than to precede the decision of the Sen- 
ate upon the tariff. But nevertheless, my opinion 
is, that it should rather. be an object to protect the 


domestic industry of the country by laying. pro~ l! 


to interfere, prejudicially with the domestic | 


or > : . . 
tion of which, at present, was four and a half mil- 


| present, and of which no increase could he expect- į 


tective duties upon such articles as are manufac- 
tured at home, rather than by obstructing the for- 
eign commerce of the country, or withholding from || 
it such facilities as may make it more and more 
extensive; and as this bill provides that the goods 
shall remain in store but one year, I do not appre- |; 
hend any such accumulation for so short a period 
as other gentlemen are inclined to fear, Asevery 
advantage of the bill is open to the use of the Ame- 
rican merchant, and with the same great facilities 
as the foreign importer, I am, upon the whole, in- |; 
clined to give this system an experiment. Tf it be 
found prejudicial, we can get rid of ìt. 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill, and resulted as follows: f 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Ather- H 
ton, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, |} 
Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Pairfleld, Han- |) 
negan, Haywood, Houston, Johnson of Louisinia, Lewis, |) 
McDuffie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Speight, Turncy, 
Webster, Westeott,and Yulee—Jl. j 

NAYS—Mesers. Barrow, Cameron, Cilley, Thomas Clay- | 
ton, John M. Clayton, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Greene, i 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Jotnson of Maryland, Mangum, | 


Miller, Morehead, Niles, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, and 
Woodbridge—27. 


So the bill was passed. 
THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then resumed the corsideration of | 
the “ bill to provide revenue from imports, and for; 
other purposes.” 4 ji 

Mr. EVANS proceeded in his remarks m oppo- || 
sition to the bill. j 

[fe said that he had nearly completed yesterday | 
that part of the subject to which he had directed ii 
the attention of the Senate, and that was, that by i 
the estimates of the Sceretary of the Treasury | 
himself, a sufficient amount of revenue could not 
be derived under the bill, Tle had gone through | 
all the principal articles from which revenue was | 
derived, and had, be thought, shown that, allow- | 
ing the largest possible inerease, and taking the 
rates of duty established by this bill, a very con 
siderable diminution of revenue would be the) 
result, Fie would now continue, and conclude 
that examination by taking up the remaining ar- 
ticles on which the Secretary could not expect any | 
swelling of importation and revenue. First, there 
was white and red lead, of which the importation i| 
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l af last year was $13,000, ata duty of 62 per cent. | 


It was proposed to reduce the duty one-half, and 
the anticipated effect was an increase of importa- | 
tion to the amount of $130,000, Then, as to paper- 
hangings, an increase of importation of $100,000 
was calculated on as the effect of a reduction of the 
duty to 20 percent. Then, there was molasses, | 
of which they now imported three millions in value, 
and on which the average rate of duty was short 
of 30 per cent., but was placed at 30 per cent. by 
the bill. No increase on that article could be ex- 
pected, Next were iron wares of various descrip- 
tions—a long catalogue—the value of the importa- | 


| 


lions, on which could be no increase. There were 
some descriptions of glass, cabinet-ware, manufac 
tures of wood, japanned wares, &c., all of which 
were put at 30 per cent, in the bill, the same as at | 


ed. Then came a class of articles which yielded 
about $900,000 on an importation of three mil- 
lions—umbrellas, parasols, sun-shades, and cer- 
tain manufactures of silk not specified, on which 
would be no increase. So also with cigars, yield- 
ing $375,000 duties on an importation of a million, 
the duty on which was slightly augmented. Thus, 
on articles of which the value of importation now 
was nine millions, no increase could be expected; 
while there would be a loss to the revenue of 
$2,750,000 by the reduction of duties. , It would | 

e necessary to add $42,500,000 to our imports to į 
make up this deficiency. Then he proceeded to 
show that ad valorem duties were subject to all the 
fluctuations in prices; notwithstanding increased 
importations might be expected to a certain extent, 
yet, by the diminished rates of duty, the greater 
facility for frauds under the ad valorem system, 
and the growing inability of the country to con- 
sume, all the estimates grounded on increased im- 
ports would be ultimately found to be entirely fal- 
lacious. If the bill passed, it would not yield more 
than the twenty-one millions which. the Secretary 
calculated would be the net amount of revenue on 
the imports of last year. When he looked at the 
manner in which the statements were made up, he 
was satisfied how little dependence was to be placed | 


i shown what xpectal 
| were realized, and that with all that, the deficiency 
which he had pointed out 


| upon them. He would look at the “ modifica- 
tions”? which the 
four millions. 
mated to bring in twom 
The duty i, 
spirits was reduced to 100-—losing 
duty of 10 per 
expected to get | 
two and a half millions were lost on these “ modi- 
fications.” He had thus gone through with all the 
heaviest articles in amoun 


Secretary supposed would yield 
The duty on tea and coffee, esti- 
illions, was not in the bill. 
of 125 per cent. on brandy and other 
4300,000. The 
cent. on raw hides, from which he 
$190,000, was not inthe bül; Thus 


t and valuc.’. He had 
would be received if all expectations 


could not be supplied. 
But the gentleman from Alabama had expected 
enormous importations—one hundred and fifty- 
four millions, he believed it was—hbecause they 
destroyed the old *‘prohibitory tariff of 18427- 
Would somebody, at some time or other, tell him 
bow it was prohibitory ? mes 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Ishall. Itis prohibitory to the 
extent of five millions by the minimums on cotton, 

Mr. EVANS. The Secretary estimated an in- 
crease of five millions on cotton goods. He (Mr. 
E.) had shown that that increase would not make 
up the deficiency. ero: 

Mr. McDUFFIE. My own opinion is that the; 
increase will be ten millions. But the Senator chal- 
enged any one to point out where the tariff of 1842 
was prohibitory. 

Mr. EVANS. Ten millions increase !—of what? 
The cheaper cotton fabrics--those under twenty, 
cents a yard! Did the Senator know how they 
were made? They were made in England of two- 
thirds American cotton and one-third India cotton, 
or vice versa—he was not certain about it—but 
would take the proportion of India cotton to be“ 
one-third, Well, then, supposing that a market: 
could be found for ten millions of inferior cotton 
fabrics, the consumption would he equivalent to 
the abandonment of one-third of all that amount of 
American cotton, Was that a result desired by the 
Senator trom South Carolina? But he had been 
drawn somewhat. from the line of his argument. 
‘There was a gradual decline of prices. The same 
goods came to be imported ata less rate of duty, 
falling into lower classes. But the repeal of the 
English corn laws was to produce a great increase 
of importations! ‘That was to be seen, The effect 
on the exports of American agricultural products 
was to be seen, It was yet to be demonstrated 
whether they were not betier off before the repeal 
than they would be after. Before the repeal, they 
imported agricultural products into the neighbor- 
ing British provinces on advantageous terms. But 
now they would have to compete with the corn- 
growing nations of Europe. Why had coru and 
flour declined in price since the repeal of the corn- 
laws? How were the Hlinois farmers better off 
when flour had fallen 25 percent.? The prospect 
which might have been indulged some months 
since has been altogether cut off But did not 
everybody know that the apprehended scarcity in 


! Great Britain—a dreaded famine—accounted for 
| the largely increased exportation of agricultural 


products from the United States? Was that to be 
expected from year to year? Were the calcula- 
tions to be formed on the constant succession of 
years of scarcity in Great Britain? No. England 
would continue to raise, to the fullest possible ex- 
tent, its own food. Her land must be cultivated. 
Prices might decline by reason of perfect free trade 
in corn; but British crops would be grown, put 
into the granaries, sold, and consumed, at what 
prices they could command. Events were to be 
waited for, and the result of the experiment be 
seen. But he did not expect to see any consider- 
able exportation of American agricultural products 
in value on account of the repeal of the British 
corn laws. The price of bread in England would 
fall, and so would the cost of labor. Goods would 
also fall in price, and thus would the duties decline. 
That was a very uncertain source of information 
afforded by the table estimating the values export- 


| ed, which he then proceeded to show. 


He desired to know on what distinct grounds 
the bill was vindicated? Was it as a revenue bill? 
was it because thedreasury was in want of money, 
and this was a mode of improving it? He had 
endeavored to show that this bill, in the most fa- 
vorable view of its own friends, would fall short 
of the present revenue $3,000,000. Why, then, 
should it becalled a revenue bill? Undoubtedly it 
was desired to improve the treasury in the present 
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Why abandon tha 
such an experiment at such an emergency? To 
that solemn inquiry the only reply was “a conjec- | 


turé?’—“an approximation to the truth!” He then } 


went on to reply to the argument urged against 
specific duties. He contended that they were a 
sure means of revenue. The tax on the yard on 
which the specific duty wasimposed might decline | 
in value, but the duty remained the same. If the 
value declined 10 per cent, the consumer would the 
more cheerfully pay the specific duty, while the 
ad valorem duty increased as the consumer’s abil- 
ity declined. Check consumption and they check- 
ed revenue. Experience had proved. that specific 
duties were stable and not Hable to fluctuation. | 
The ad valorem principle, as had been properly 
remarked by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wegsrer,] yesterday, had never been tried 
by any nation within his knowledge. He then 
went on to say that the free-trade committee of the 
British House of Commons had examined a great 
mass of evidence, but not a man came forward to 
advocate the ad valorem principle. Next he pro- 
ceeded to speak of the opportunities of fraud af- 
forded by the ad valorem system. 

Mr. LEWIS asked if the Senator could point | 
out any prosecutions or convictions of fraud by 
under-valuation? 

Mr. EVANS replied that he could. He (Mr. 
E.) admitted that the report quoted by the Sena- 
tor asserted that no frauds had taken place in this | 
mode, The commissioners undertook many things 
which they were not told todo. The paper read 
was one signed only by one out of three of the | 
commissioners. Just at the time the cases of fraud | 
were pending, the commission was in session; but 
the commissioners thought that it was their duty | 
to go off in the effort to fasten some imputation on 
the collector. “There was never a clearly proved 
case.”?. Why, at the very time that report was 
drawn up, cases embracing half a million of dollars | 
were pending! And the evidence taken by the 
courts wags before them. But, said the commis- 
sioners, that evidence, was. not’taken by them and: 
therefore they reported that there was no fraud. 
Oh! but their room: was open, and anybody might 
come in. And who came in? Why, the fraudu- 
lent importers themselves, 

Mr. LEWIS asked what the Senator regarded 
as fraud? He supposed that Mr. Newbold would 
be set down as a fraudulent importer. 

Mr. EVANS. Ohno! He never run out of 
the country and paid $25,000 to avoid a prosecu- 
tion. He then went on to speak of the “ York- 
shire cases” of fraud at New York, at the period | 
when the commission was in session. One of the | 
cases was that of Hood. His father, in England, 
had been in the habit of sending fraudulent invoices 
to him, till he became alarmed, and wrote several | 
certainly not. very filial letters to the elder Hood, 
calling him a dunce and a villian, and cautioning 
him not to under-value his invoices more than 25 | 
or 30 per cent., as he would not swear to any 
greater under-valuation. Hood, the father, became 
a bankrupt, and his papers, with these letters, fell | 
into the hands of the assignees, who, being honest | 
men, revealed the fraud to the custom-house 
authorities in this country. Writs were issued | 
against several of the. fraudulent importers, who 
fled to the country; one of them, named Taylor, 
escaped to Canada, and after remaining there for 
some time, at last succeeded in compromising the 
suit by paying $§25,000—not half as much as he | 
ought to have paid, according to the statement of | 

| 


the collector. And the others also compromised 
the suits in the same way, from the difficulty of 


j 
| 
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obtaining proof of the extent of the fraud.” In 
Philadelphia the same frauds had been perpetrated, | 
and then there were forty-seven trials before forty- | 


seven different juries, and forty-seven convictions. |! 


Mr. E. continued at considerable length to expose 
the frauds which had been perpetrated in a similar 


way, describing the manner it which they were || 
ly effected. Under the tariff of 1842, they | 


successfu 


had been obliged, on certain articles, to run the haz i 
ard.of ad’ valorera duties, because specific duties 

could not be laid: 
gress: they 


_ At the present session of Con- 
had enacted -a‘law, against which he | 


(Mr.-E.)"had “protested, taking away the chief |i 


| rem to fall thirty-five millions? 


guard against fraud, by repealing the law giving 
S 8 y rep S giving 


| a share of the penalty of fraud to the eustom-house 


officers. How many prosecutions did they expect 
now? All sorts of motive to vigilance had. been 
taken away. As that law had been passed, so 
much the more rigidly should they adhere to the 
stringencies of the present proposition. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama had argued, that as under the 
specific duty system: the article went through the 
hands of only one officer, fraud was more easy than 
under the ad valorem system, when several officers 


he 


reviewed the article, and were checks. upon each | 


other. The check was simply on whether. the 
right rate of duty had been fixed. 


were liable to just double the danger of the speci- 
fics. Who ascertained the weight or measurement 


Nobody but | 
the clerk examined the goods. The ad valorem | 


under an ad valorem duty? But one man, just as | 


under the specific duty system. But besides, they 
were, under the ad valorem system, liable to the 
danger of fraudulent under-valuation and mistakes 
of officers, But ithad been argued by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the. Senator from Ala- 
bama, that as already the ad valorem articles paid 
more than one-half of the revenue, therefore it was 
the best system. 


ed them, but because they were imported in a cer- 


| tain way? The people imported goods just as they 


wanted them, altogether irrespective of the mode 
in which the duty was placed upon them. Change 
the specific to the ad valorem, and ad valorem to 
the specific, and was it to be expected that the spe- 
cific would rise to sixty millions, and the ad valo- 
He need not ex- 
pose the absurdity of such an expectation. There 


| were several topics on which he might dwell—the 


more attractive topics, too, the effects of the pro- 


Did the Secretary expect that 
people would import goods, not because they want- | 


posed system—but the country was familiar with | 


them. But those parts of the subject he would 
leave to those who were to succeed him. He then 
proceeded to recapitulate the chief points of his 
argument against the bill. He objected to it be- 
cause it was inadequate to support the Government 
in a time of peace. He objected to it because, if 
they adopted it, they destroyed the public credit, at 
a time, too, when loans were sought. He ojected 
to it because it would destroy the honest commerce 
of the country, and put their trade in the hands of 


unprincipled foreigners, He objected to it because 
| it held out inducements to fraud. He objécted to it 


because it would drive so many from employment, 


| to poverty and crime. He objected to it because it 


was an experiment—an experiment.to be tried ata 
time when, of all others, they should stand by that 


; which was proved to be good. He objected to it be- 


cause it was sought by it to destroy a system which 
had worked well—sustained the public credit, sup- 
ported the Government, and promoted healthful 
commerce, 
His arguments would be met fairly, he doubted 
not. He did not’ apprehend miisrepresentation 


| there, whatever might be his fate elsewhere, and 


of that he should take no notice. 


“ Stetimus tela aspera contra, 
Contulimusque manus , experto credite; quantus 
In clypeum assurgat, quo turbine torqueat hastam.” 
Mr. President, (continued Mr. E.,) this is, un- 
doubtedly, the last time that I shall ever trespass 
on the indulgence of the Senate in a speech upon 
this subject. The period of my service in the 


| public counsels is drawing rapidly to a close; and 


if my wishes or interests had been consulted, 
would have closed long before this time. I have 


speak upon this subject. I had some humble part 


! in the enactment of the law of 1842, which is to 
| be overthrown. 


ĮI exerted myself with what abil- 
ity I could exert on that occasion, and I have done 
so repeatedly since, in vindicating and upholding 
that system. I have done so now. But in all 
this, sir, I have had no personal ends to subserve. 
I have no personal interest whatever in upholding 
the system which has prevailed, and for which I 
have labored; no one in any way related to me on 


i earth has any interest in that system personally. 


Ihave no other interest in it than that which every 
citizen of the country has, in seeing his: fellow- 


have labored as I have labored. I have- gained 
nothing—I expect nothing personally. ‘The policy 
which has prevailed has been conducive :to the 


wealth of individuals, but not to. mine. ~Eonor- | 


men prosperous and happy, and his country rising. 
; in wealth and strength. To accomplish: that, 1 | 


He had now discharged his duty. | 


! had occasion frequently—quite too frequently—to | 


i 
f 


H 
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: : 
| able Senators may well say that we ate working 
| not for ourselves. They may say 
Sie vos non vobis, fertis ararta, boves- 

for we have worked like oxen in the harness, not 
for ourselves, but for the interests of our country. 
Others have. reaped and gathered in golden harvests 
‘from the fields which we have ploughed and tilled. 
I have no repinings—no envyings—no regrets, 
‘though I have gathered none myself. But I have 
this consolation, sir—this.pride—this. exultation 
—that I have labored ina just and honorable spirit 
of patriotism, for the interests. of my country.. I 
see it—and I rejoice to see_it—rising in. strength, 
in wealth, in power. -And it. isto me—however 
fecbly I have discharged any duties. connected 
with it—it is to mea source of satisfaction that I 
have been in a very humble degree a fellow-labor- 
| ev with others in building up and advancing, and 
upholding the interests, and happiness, and honor, 
of this great people... > 

Here the honorable gentleman resumed his seat. 
| A long pause followed, broken by the voice of— 
| The PRESIDENT. ‘Shall: the question be 

ut??? TIME DON 
p Another pause followed, and then 

Mr. DAVIS rose and said: Mr. President: If 
no gentleman on the other side wishes to address 
the Senate, I would desire to submit a few remarks; 
but I do not wish to proceed till to-morrow. , 

Mr. LEWIS hoped that the Senate would pro- 
ceed in the consideration of the bill. 4 

Mr. R. JOHNSON.” Will the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance inform. me whether any 
gentleman on his side Of the chamber intends to 
participate in this discussion? . 2 

Mr. LEWIS replied that he,believed one gentle» 
man did intend to speak on the subject to-morrow. 

Mr. SEVIER hoped that the qüestion would be 
taken at once. es à 

The PRESIDENT 
pute? . i / 

Mr. DAVIS then moved that the. farther con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed till to-morrow 
at twelve o’clock. ina : 

The yeas and nays were called for, and, being 
seconded, were ordered and taken with the follow- 
ing result: ee We Aha T ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, Cam- 
eron; Cilley, J. M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Crittenden, 
| Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington Jarnagin, John- 

son of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, 
Morehead, Niles, Phelps, Semple, Sturgeon, Upham, Web- 
ster, and Woodbridge—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, : 
‘Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, 
McDuffie, Penmybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Speight, Turney, 
and Westeot—24. 

So the motion was adopted. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the private calendar, and passed bills with the 
following titles: f . : 

An act for the relief of Isabella Baldridge, widow 
of Captain John Baldridge. ` 

Bul for the relief of Edward Bolen. 

An act for the relief of Charles M. McKenzie. 

Bill for the relief of the heirs of Crocker Samp- 
son, deceased. : p 

Bill for the relief of H. H. Marsh, of Michigan. 

Bill for the relief of William B. Keené. 

Bill granting a pension to John Clark. 

Bill for the relief of Alexis Ayot. ; 
| [A message was received from the House of Rep- 

resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a bill to authorize the issuing of treasury notes, 
and a-loan. This: bill was taken wp, read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance.} : 

The Senate then adjourned. i 


. “Shall the question be now 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepyespay, July 15, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was réad and, approved. 


THE TREASURY NOTE BILLY” a 


The SPEAKER announced thè unfinished bust: 
į ness to be the resolution of Mr. McKay, pending 
at the adjournment last evening, providing that all 
debate on the bill to authorize an issue of treasury’ 
notes and a loan should cease this day at twelve 
o’elock. - f j fae ee 
Mr. GRAHAM moved that the resoliation be 
laid on the table. PEE ae 
Mr. G: S; HOUSTON demanded“ 
nays; which were ordered: 


the yeas and 
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Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested a doubt as to the 
presence of a quorum. > g 
` A brief conversation followed. 

The question, t Shall the resolution be laid on 
the table?” -was then taken, and resulted as fol- 
lows: f 

YBAS—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, Blanchard, 
Buffington, John G. Chapman, Cranston, Crozier, Garrett 
Davis, Dickson, Dockery, John H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, 
Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, J. R. Ingersoll, 
D. P. King, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, McHenry, Marsh, 
Moseley, Pendleton, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Seaman, 
Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Thibodeaux, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, White, Win- 
throp and: Young—45. i . ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Benton, Biggs, James 
Black, James A. Black, Catheart, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Collin, Callom, Cunningham, De Mott, Dillingham, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Foster, Fries, 
Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Hopkins, Hough, G. S. Houston, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H., Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
P. King, Lawrence, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, 
McClelland, MeClernand, MeConnell, Joseph F. McDowell, 
James MeDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Norris, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Rathbun, Reid, Rel{e, Ritter. Roberts, 
Russell, Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander D. Sims, Simpson, 
Thos. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, 
Sykes, Jacob ‘Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, and Yost—78. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


And the question recurring on its adoption— 

Mr. EWING, of Pennsylvania, moved to amend 
it, by substituting twelve o'clock, to-morrow, for 
twelve o’clock to-day. 

Mr. Q. 8S, HOUSTON demanded the previous 
question. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now taken. 

The amendment of Mr. wine was rejected. 

And the resolution was adopted. i 

‘Whereupon the House, on motion of Mr, Me- 
KAY, again resolved itself into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Gorpon, of 
New York, in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the said bill. 

Mr. TIBBATTS was entided to the floor, and 
addressed the committee during his hour in cor- 
recting a statement made by Mr. Wien, of his į 
opinions on the tariff question, and in reply to 
some remarks made the other day by Mr. Sran- 


TON. 

Mr. McK AY briefly explained and defended the 
provisions of the bill, Lt was founded (he said) | 
upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which he would bring to the notice of 
the committee. It was contained in.a report made 
to the Senate on the 15th of June last, which, in 
case this war with Mexico continues to Ist July, 
1847, estimates that there will be a deficiency in 
the treasury of $12,587,000, and which recom- 
mend. that. authority be given to issue treasury 
notes, ‘or resort to loans, as shall be most available 
to meet the emergency, 

[Mr. McK. then read the extract, which the re- 
porter has not to insert. 

Without at all expressing an opinion (he said) 
as to the accuracy of this estimate of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the Committee of Ways and 
Means are satisfied, if the war should he prolonged 
beyond the present year, there will he a deficiency 
in the treasury; but they have not, in.the bill they 
have reported; authorized cither the issue of treas- 
ury notes or the negotiation of a loan to the amount 
called for by the Secretary. The committee are in 
hopes—he was, as an individual—that this war 


will be speedily brought to a close. He had ex- H 


ressed that opinion on a former occasion, and he 
still adhered to it; and he thought the power to 


issue treasury“notes or negotiate a loan to the | 


amount of $10,000,000, was provision of ample 
means for the prosecution of the war til} Congress 
assembled again in December. If it should tren 
out that the war is to'be continued beyond expec- 
tation, of course it will be competent for Congress 
to provide other means for its prosecution. He 
was. fully prepared, if this war should be contin- 
ued, to resort to taxation: for supplies; he would 
not be willing to resort to treasury notes or to loans 
asa permarent.veliance. ie Aoy 
Now, what were the provisions of this bill? It 
‘authorized the issue of treasury notes, or thene- 
gotiation of a loan, to the amount of ten millions 
of dollars, the amount of each to be determined 
as the Secretary shall think proper. | This power 
to'igsue treasury notes is to be éxercised under the 


rovisions and limitations of the act of 1887, re- 
ferred to in this bill. By that act no note of less 


| rowing money, or paying off debt? 


| history. 


| to that time. 


voted against it. 


denomination than fifty dollars is to be issued; 
they are to be signed by the Treasurer and coun- 
tersigned by the Register; to bear interest not ex- 
ceeding six per cent., the rate to be fixed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury with the approbation of 
the President; and after being thus regulated they 
are to be used either in payment to public credi- 
tors for services rendered or supplies furnished, if 
they think proper to receive them, or the Secre- 
tary can go into market, and upon the credit of 
these notes, instead of by loan, as proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. G. Davis,] 
borrow money. These are the purposes for which 
they are to be used, as specified in the act of 1837, 


: 4th section. : 


(Mr. McKay read the section.] 

He advocated this bill, or he consented to con- 
ferring this authority to issue treasury notes, sim- 
ply under that clause of the Constitution which 
authorizes Congress to “borrow money,” and 
according to the disposition which the Govern- 
ment has authorized to be made of them. It is 
only one form of borrowing moncy. 
into the constitutional question, 

Mr. G. DAVIS inquired if they authorized the 
Government to pay the public creditors these notes, 
and this operation took place, whether it was bor- 


Mr. McKAY considered it only borrowing 
money. For suppose the creditor takes the notes 
they are made redeemable at the Treasury in one 


| year after; he has not received so much money, 


but he is to come forward in one yenr, and then 
receive the amount due to bim. The notes are 
redeemable on presentation in one year, and then 
it is that the demand against the Government is 
satisfied, 

Bat he had said he would not go into the consti- 
tutional question, His friend before him, [Mr. 
Guntry,] 
the power to issue these treasury notes. They had 
heen resorted to by both the great parties which 
divide the country at different periods of our 


to the amount of $36,000,000 and odd were issued, 
From 1837 to 1843, $47,000,000 and odd were is- 
sued, and that by both of the great parties of the 
COUnLEY, 

Mr, Mek, read the various bisnes making up the 
ageremule amount, of whieh some $14.000,000 
issued—at three diferent times—by the 27th 
(Whig) Congress. 

He also read from avother table, showing the re- 


spective rates of interest which these several issues | 


bore—-$28,000,000 being at 6 per cent., $4,000,000 
at 2 per cent., and $1,000,000 at one per cent., ke. 
Also a table showing the different amounts out- 
standing at different periods during and subsequent 
The amount now outstanding was a 
little over $400,000. 

The issue of treasury notes and the negotiation 
of a loan, he repeated, stand on the same basis, 
and ave only different modes of accomplishing the 
game thing-—-of borrowing money. But the friends 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, in the 27th Con- 
gress, attempted to supply the deficiency in the 
treasury by a Joan. An act was passed authori- 
zing a loan of $12,000,000 in July, 1841; they re- 
fused then to resort to treasury notes; but when 
they ¢ 
they do? They had to fa 
notes, which hey had previcusl 

Mr. G. DAVIS inquired of Mr. 
not vote against that bill? 

Mr. McKAY said he had not borne it in mind 
particularly; nor had he examined the Journal. 

Mr. DAVIS said he had, and the gentleman 


It back npon these treasury 
repudiated. 
ek. if he did 


Mr, McK AY. How did you vote? 

Mr. DAVIS. In the negative. 

Mr. McKAY. Then we voted together. 
all the gentleman’s political friends voted for it. 

He (Mr. McK.) had shown that these treasury 
nores had received the sanction of both parties at 
different periods, Now, what is the possible ob- 
jection to them? You cannot get the capitalists to 
Joan money to the Government unless it is for a 
long period; you tried it for three years from 1841, 
you could get no capitalists to take it, unless itwas 
extended totwenty years. A certain amount ofloan 
was negotiated, not redeemable before the close of 
that time: it has brought so high a price in the 
market as not to be for the interest of the Govern- 
ment to redeem it, although you have had a surplus 


I will not go | 


admitted that there was no doubt about | 


During the war of 1812 trensury notes |: 


were i 


ame back the very next session, what did | 


But | 


of millions. of dollars lying idle in the treasury, 
while you have been paying to the holders of this 
loan an annual interest of about $1,000,000. But 
on the other hand, of the 43,000,000 of treasury 
i notes issued between 1837 and 1843 but $400,000 
now remain outstanding. Would it not, then, have 
been better had we continued. the use of these treas- 
ury notes, which might gradually have been: ab- 
sorbed by the revenueas it accrue ? There is now 
a temporary deficiency. If the war be brought to 
|| a speedy close, he was satisfied that it would be a 
| temporary deficiency; and that the receipts from 
| the customs and the public ‘lands after the war is 
| brought to a close, would be ample not only to 
| meet the current expenses of the Government, but 
| to provide an adequate sum out of which these 
treasury notes shall be reimbursed. The interest 
| upon them is not to exceed 6 per cent, 

| “But the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] 
f 

i 

i 

| 


| objected that this bill furnished a Government cur- 
i rency, Why, nobody could pretend to object to 
it on this ground, unless he was determined to ob- 
i These notes bear interest—no 
and as long as interest is 
payable, they can never pass from hand’ to hand 
as the circulation of the country. ‘They will be 
; purchased, of course, by the capitalists as invest- 
| ments. 
i The gentleman also objected that this bill was 
inconsistent with one which this House had pre- 

fiously passed and sent to the Senate—viz: the 
independent treasury scheme. Now there was 
i no inconsistency at nll. It was true that that bill 
required, after a certain time, that nothing should 
he received or paid out by the Government except 
gold and silver; but this act was not inconsistent 
with it, for this is nothing more than borrowing 
money, and the Government agents receive the 
‘evidences of that debt in effect for debts due to the 
reasury. After it becomes due, the Government 
agrees to pay it, as it ought to. "The acts are not 
ii inconsistent at all; and even if they were, this be- 
"ing a subsequent one, would to that extent modify 
H the former, 
i! Mr, GARRETT DAVIS. When these treas- 
| ury notes are offered in payment for public lands 
i| or for customs, will they not be receivable? 
Mr. MeKAY. Certainly. They are made so 
L by law. 

Mr. DAVIS. When so received, will not this 
| be a receipt of treasury notes in discharge of Gov- 
| ernment dues, and in violation of the sub-treasury 


i law? 

“Mr. McKAY, (continuing.) [think there is no 
|| inconsistency, and I will not therefore press the 
| matter ‘The gentleman himself admits that there 
| may be occasions when it will he proper to issue 
| treasury notes: he does not deny the power or the 
| expediency of resorting to these treasury notes at 
| certnin times; he thinks the emergency which calls 
| for them does not now exist; I think itdoes. IfI 
| could have had my choice, I would have confined 
| the Seeretary to the issue of treasury notes alone, 
and not to aloan. ‘The committee will observe that 
the time to which the loan is to extend will be Jim- 
ited to ten years, which is a very short time, I 
would greatly prefer depending upon treasury 
|f notes to supply this deficiency, which is likely to 
ii be a temporary one; and the Government will then 
save the interest immediately from the time that it 
iis able ta redeem them. 
| Mr. STANTON here obtained the floor, and 
| made sundry personal explanations in reply to 
i Mr. Tinsarrs. 

Mr. GRAHAM briefly opposed the issue of 
treasury notes, as being an evasion of the respon- 
| sibility of coming out boldly and negotiating a loan, 
| and as an illusive and dangerous mode of accumu- 
lating a debt without the knowledge of the people. 
This speech of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means—just issue them now—this once 
—was the old stereotyped speech, which we had 
heard from year to year during Mr. Van Buren’s 
Administration, when a large public debt had been 
l accumulated in this way. He thought in public 
| as well as in private affairs “ honesty is the best 
policy,” and that the honest mode of contracting a 
debt in an open manner should be adopted now that 
the exigencies of the treasury required. He ob- 
jected also to the issue of treasury notes, as it'was 
| so convenient a way of handing. over to one Ad- 
ministration to be provided for the debt contracted 
by a preceding one, and as inconsistent with the 
provisions of the sub-treasury. He thought it in- 


ject at all events. 
‘currency bears interest; 
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finitely better, and the best measure that could be 
resorted to, to borrow money. He was not for 
withholding supplies, but, on the contrary, for 
voting them, to prosecute the war vigorously and 
successfully. . 

Mr.J. R. INGERSOLL gave notice ofan amend- 
ment which he intended to offer, and briefly ex- 
plained and enforced its provisions. 

The hour of twelve having arrived, the commit- 
tee, in pursuance of the order of the House, pro- 
ceeded to vote on amendments pending, or that 
might be. offered. S 

The pending question was first on the amend- 
mentof Mr. Garrerr Davis, to strike out the first 
section; which motion was rejected. 

The question then was on the motion of Mr. 
GQ. Davis to strike out the Ist, 2d, 3d, 4th, and-so 
much of the 6th line as will include the word 
** proper,” in the 2d section, and add these words: 
«That the President of the United States be, and 
‘he is hereby, authorized to borrow, on the credit 
‘of the United States, any sum of money not ex- 
‘ceeding ten millions of dollars ;’’ also, in the 14th 
and 15th lines, strike out out the words “ together 
‘with the treasury notes issued by virtue of this 
“act.” 

Which amendment, by ayes 38, noes not count- 
ed, was rejected. 

The question then was on the motion of Mr. G. 
Davis, to amend the third section in the first and 
second lines, by striking out the words « treasury 
notes and the.” Rejected. 

Mr. SEAMAN moved an amendment, restrict- 
ing the interest to a rate not higher than 3 per cent. 
Rejected. z 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL offered the following 
amendment; which was rejected: 

Provided, ‘That nothing in this act shall be construed or 
executed i ch a manner as to interfere with or violate 
the provisions ofan act which lias passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives during the presen sion, entitled “ An act to 
provide for the better organization of the treasury, and for 
the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of 
the public money,”? provided said aet shall become a law; 
aud that the 19th section of said act, providing that “all 
duties, taxes, sales of public lands, debts, and sums of 
moncy accruing or becoming due to the United States,” 
&e., shid} be paid in gold and silver coin only; and the 29th 
n, providing “that aiy officer or agent engaged in 
making disbursements on account of the United States, or 
of the General Post Office, shall make all payments in gold 
aud silver coin only,’ shall be rigidly enforced, notwith- 
standing anything contained in this act. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL offered the following 
amendment, as an additional section: 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the sum of fifty 
thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the treasu not otherwise appropri- 
ated, tor the purpose of paying amount Of certain treas- 
ury notes which, having been received or redeemed by any 
authorized officer of the Government, and subsequently pur- 
i stolen, and put into circulation without evidence 
face of their having been cancelled to the respective 
holders who may have received the same, or any of them, 
for a full consideration in the usta! course of business, with- 
out notice or knowledge of the same having been stolen or 
cancelled, or altered, and without any circumstances to cast 
suspicion on the good faith or duc caution with which they 
anay Dave received the same. 

Mr. McK AY raised the question of order that 
f ' q 0: 
there was a bill on the calendar providing for these 
treasury notes. . 

The CHAIRMAN decided (after an examina- 
tion) that the bill was not like the amendment. 
Therefore it was in order. 

The question was then taken, (by tellers,) and 
the vote stood—ayes 80, noes 56. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART offered an amendment, which 
was decided out of order. - [It related to the duties 
on wines, &c., but was not read through. ] 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
and amendment to the House. 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded. 

And the main question (firston the amendment, 


and then on ordering the bill to a third reading) | 


was ordered to be now taken. 


Mr. RATHBUN and Mr. ROBERTS asked | 


the yeas and nays on concurring in the amendment; 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, S. Adams, Arnold, 
Ashman; Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Buffington, Burt, Wil- 
liam W. Campbell, J. G. Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Cro- 
zier; Culver, G. Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, J. H. Ewing, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries, Gentry, Gri- 
der, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Uilliard, Elias B. Holnes, 
Isaac. E. Holmes, John W. Houston, George S. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Hunter, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Daniel 
“P: King; Thomas. Butler King, 


Lawrence, Leake, Leib, | 


Lewis, Levin, Long, Maclay, McConnell, 3. 5. MeDowell, 
James McDowell, McGaughey, McHenry, Meflvaine, Marsh, 
J. P. Martin, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Pillsbury, Rhett, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Seaman, 
Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith; 
Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, 
Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, ‘homasson, 4.: Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wentworth, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wood- 
ward, Wrigbt, and Young- . i : 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Biggs, James Black; Boyd, Brod- 
head, William G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, 
Cullom, Dargan, Dé Mott, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdman, 
Ficklin, Garvin, Giles; Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haraison, Hoge, Hough, James B. Hunt Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W, Jones, 
Kaufman, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeClean, McCrate, 
McKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Saw- 
telle, Sawyer, Scammon, Leonard H. Sins, St. John, Strong, 
Tredway, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, and Yost—66. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading. -. 

And having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question being on its passage, i è 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON demanded the previous 
question, which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. asked the yeas and nays 
thereon; which were ordered. ; 

Mr. RATHBUN asked to be excused from vo- 
ting, for reasons which he assigned, and which were 
founded on objections to the amendment. 

The House refused to excuse him. 

The question ‘ Shall this bill pass??? was then 
taken, and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messts. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Barringer, Bed- 
inger, Bell, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Brodhead, William G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William 
W. Campbell, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Cranston, Cullom, 
Cummins, Dargan, De Mott, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 
Genty, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Hanlin, 
Henley, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, 
George S. Houston, B. W. Hubard, Hungerford, “Hunter, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, James H. Jolmson, Joseph Johuson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Thomas B. 
King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, 
Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McCieNand, McConnell, 
Joseph J, McDowell, James McDowell, McHenry, McKay, 
John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Moseley, 
Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Phelps, Pilisbury, 
Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, John A. Rockwell, Sawtelle, 
Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard 
H- Sims, Albert Sntith, Thomas Smith; Stanton, Strobm, 
Strong, Sykes, Jacob ‘Thompson; Thurman, Tibbatts, Tred- 
way, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
Woodrutt, Woodward, Wright, Young, and Yost—118. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quiney Adams, Ashmun, 
Renton, Boyd, Milton Brown, John G. Chapman, Chipman, 
Cocke, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Grover, Hampton, 
Harper, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Pres- 
ton King, Lewis, McGaughey, McIlvaine, Marsh, Pendleton, 
Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawyer, Severance, 
Truman Smith, Caleh B. Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, 
St. John, Tilden, Toombs, Vinton, and White—47, ` 


So the bill was passed in the following form, to 
wit: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States is hereby authorized to 
cause treasury notes to be issued for such sum or sums as 
the exigencies of the Government may require, and in place 
ofsuch of the same as may be redeemed to cause others to 


į be issued, but not exceeding the sum of $10,000,000 of this 


emission outstanding at any one time, and to be issued under 
the limitations and other provisions contained in the act 
entitled “ An act to authorize the issue of treasury notes,” 
approved the 12th of October; 1837, except that the author- 
ity hereby given to issue treasury notes shall expire at the 
end of one year from the passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That the President, if in 
his opinion it shall be the interest of the United States so to 
do instead of issuing the whole amount of treasury notes 
authorized by the first section of this act, may borrow on the 
credit of the United States such an amount of money as he 


may deem proper, and issue therefor stock of the United i 


States for the sum thus borrowed in the same form and 


under the same restrictions, limitations, and provisions as | 


are contained in the act of Congress, approved April 14, 1842, 
entitled “ An act for the extension of the loan of 1841, and 
for an addition of five millions of dollars thereto, and for 
aliowing intereston treasury notes due: Provided, however, 
That the sums borrowed, together with the treasury notes 
issued by virtue of this act, shall not, in the whole, exceed 
the sum of ten millions of dollars: And provided. further, 
That. no commission shall be allowed or paid for the nego- 
tiation of the loan authorized by this act; and also, that the 


said stock shall be redeemable at a period not longer than } 


ten years from the issue thereof. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the treasury notes 


| and the stock issued under the provisions. of this act shall 
not bear a higher rate of interest than six per cent: perah- | 


num, and no part thereof shall he disposed of at Jess than par. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That no compensation 
shall be made to any officer, whose salary is fixed by law, 
for preparing, signing, or issuing treasury notes; nor shall 
any clerk be employed beyond the number authorized by 
the act herein- referred to. - : 


i 
i 


| 


Sec.5. And be it further enacted, That the súm of. fifty 
thousand dollars be, and the samé-is hereby, appropriated 
.out of any moneyin the treasury hot otherwise appropriated, 
for the. purpose of paying. the amount of certain treasury 
notes which ‘having heen received or redeemed by any: au- 
thorized officer of the Government, and: subsequently pur- 
loined or stolen and put into circulation without evidence 
on their face oftheir having been cancelled to the respec- 
„tive holders who máy have-receiveđ the same, or any of 
them, for a full consideration in the usual course of business, 
without notice or knowledge of the same having been stolen 
or. cancelled ‘or altered, and without‘any cireumstances to 
cast suspicion on the good faith or due caution with whieh - 
they-may have received the same. +” 5 s 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON moved à recoñsideration 
of the vote, and demanded the previons question. 

: There was a.second. ‘The main question was 
ordered; and, being taken, the voté was not re- 
considered. ; : i i 


REPORT ON THE MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. CULLOM made an ineffectual motion to 
suspend the rules to enable him to submit a mo- 
tion for the printing of an extra number of the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in re- 
lation to the causes of the Mexican war. 

NATIONAL FOUNDRY. ` 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (forthe purpose of taking up the bill 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
providing for the. establishment. of. a national 
foundry.) ; ae 

Mr. HUNTER requested him.to waive the mo- 
tion for the purpose (the reporter thinks). of en- 
abling him (Mr. FL.) to: submif.a motion setting 
apart some time for the consideration of. business 
relating to the District of Columbia. 

The motion was not waived. as 

And the question being taken, the motion of Mr.- 
Bropueap was rejected. © >: é 3 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report... ©; 

On motion of Mr. MeKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr, Norris, of New Hampshire, in 
the chair.) z à 

Mr. MeKAY moved that the committee take up 
the bill making appropriations for the ‘support. of 
voluntéers,, — ~ f = 

Mr. RATHBUN indicated the bill to reorganize 
the State Department. ee i 

Mr. BURT referred to some bill, the title of 
which the reporter could not hear. 


VOLUNTEERS AND OTHER TROOPS. 


The motion of Mr. McKay having been agreed 
to, the committee proceeded to the consideration of 
the following bill: 


A BILL making appropriations for the support of volun- 
teers and other troops authorized to be employed in the 
proseention of the war with Mexico, during the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and forty- 
seven, . 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of thé United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appro- 
priated, to be paid out of any money in the treasury, for the 
support of volunteers and other troops authorized to'be em- 
ployed in the prosecution of the war with Mexico, during 


| the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 


forty-seven: 

For the regular army, viz: ; : 

For pay of officers and men, provided for by the act of 
eighteenth June, eighteen hundred and forty-six, forty-five 
thousand ninc hundred and forty-four dollars; a 

For subsistence of said officers, three thousand eight hun- 
dred and sixty-nine dollars; 2 f 7 

For forage for said officers” horses, three thousand seven 
hundred and forty-four dolars; 

For clothing for said officers’ servants, three hundred and 
sixty dollars ; g 

For recruiting the rifle regiment, nine thousand one:hun- 
dred and eighty dollars: x 

For clothing and camp equipage for same, twenty-nine 
thousand nine hundred and ninety-three dollars; 

For forage for same, fifty-two thousand two hundred and 
fifty-four dollars. ` 

For volunteers, (including officers, &c., authorized by acts 
passed the present session,) and their operations, and those 
of the regular army in the field, viz: = 

For pay of officers, two hundred and twelve thousand and 
ninety-six dollars; ae N r 

For subsistence of officers, &e., one hundred and fifty-two 
thousand seven hundred and sixteen dollars; ets 

For forage for officers’ horses, fifty-three thousand: thrée 
hundred and seventy-six dollars; ~ 

For clothing of officers’ servants, thirteen. thousand eight 
hundred dollars ; Segre 

Por pay, &c., &c., of volunteers authorized hy the’ actof 
thirteenth May, eightecn hundred and forty-six; hree mil- 
lion four hundred and ninety-seven-thousand dollars ii 

For subsistence in kind, one million fifty-four.thousind 
and five hundred dollars; eee R E 
à For camp equipage, xe. one hundred ‘and thirty thotisand 
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For medical and hospital supplies, forty-five thousand five 
hundred dollars; : 


For ordnance, arms, .&c., three hundred and forty-four 
thousand dollars 5 : 


: For supplies, transportation, &c., of the quartermaster’s 
department, six million three hundred and nine thousand and 
twenty-seven ‘dollars. x : A 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS gave 
lowing amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That the proper accounting ofi- 
eers be, and they are hereby, authorized and required to 
audit and settle; upon principles of justice and equity, ac- 
cording to the circumstances of the case, all: accounts and 
demands of any of the United States against the Government 
for raising any troops under any regulations of the President, 
and to pay the ‘same out of any money in the treasury not 
Otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. McK AY had only a few words to say in 
explanation of this bill. - Congress had, by act of 
13th May, appropriated ten millions to enable the 
President to employ volunteers not exceeding 
50,000. Of this sum, two and three-quarter mil- 


notice of the fol- 


lions was applied to the naval service, leaving | 


seven and a‘quarter millions to the army. The 
Executive, under this act, determined to call out 
25,000 men. Fle was authorized to call for 50,000; 
he called but half that number—25,000. Of this 
number, 5,000 were cavalry, the remainder infan- 
try and riflemen. To pay the expenses of this 
number of 25,000 volunteers, and also to provide 
payment for some ndditional officers of the regular 
army, the appointment of whom has heen autho- 
rized by two acts passed during the present session, 
these sums are necessary. It was to provide pay, 
subsistence, &c., for the additional officers of the 
regular army, and for these 25,000 volunteers, up 
to the Ist of July, 1847, if the war should so long 
continue. In addition to this ten millions appropri- 
ated by act of 13th May, the appropriations pro- 
posed by this bill, amounting in the aggregate to 
$11,812,015, were wanted to complete the service 
of the fiscal year. If the war be brought to a 
close earlier, the money of course will not be ex- 
pended, but will remainin the treasury. This was 
the only explanation he had to make. 

[A voice. ‘Is this in addition to the ten mil- 
lions ???] ; 

This was in addition to the ten millions alread 
appropriated, (suid Mr. Mek.) OF that ten mil- 
lions, there was applicable to the service of the 
present fiscal year unexpended on the fst of July, 
$4,535,000; the difference between this $4,535,000 
and this seven and a quarter millions of dollars hav- 
ing been drawn out for the outlay, the committce 
would at once perceive that the largest expendi- 
tures occur at the opening of the war. A great 
many things have to be purchnsed—steamboats, 
wagons, horses, mules, &e. The ‘expenditures 
at the commencement of course are very heavy. 

Here is the estimate of funda required, &e.: 
Estimate of funds required by the quartermastgrs department 

Jor the'nent fiscal year, fora force of twenty thousand foat 
and five thousand mountet vòlunieers in an achive campaign, 
including the increased expense for the transportation, fOr- 
age, and depots for the regular army consequent on a state 


of war. 


For 2,000 wagons, at an average of R12... sees $240,000 


For 10,000 horses and mules for wagons, at $ 750,000 
For 2,000 sets of harness, ats lds.. eee eee 80,000 
Mor 4,000 mules for packing, at $4)... 160,000 
For 4,000 paek saddlen, a š 60,000 
For 400 yoke of oxen, at aeons 10,000 
For blacksmiths?’ and other tools, iron and otber 
materials, for an army of 25,000 men..,...+++ 120,000 


For water transportation, ineluding the purcbase 
and charter of steamers and other veasels.... 1,5 0,000 
For pay of agents, superintendents, veterinary sur- 
geons, farriers, teamsters, laborers, mechanics, 
artificers, clerks, wagon and forage masters, 
expresses, &e., say 4, 00, at Bt 50 per day each, 
including subsistence and other necess 
PCNSOS. coe ee eee ne 
For rents, storage, drayage, bi 
and workshops, expense of depots, &e......- 
For forage for mounted and other volunteers, and 2 
` for the horses, mules, and oxen, in the trains. 3,000,000 


2,193,000 
600,000 


For fuel, swaw, and stationery, for volunteers 400,000 
For camp and garrison equipage for volunteer 130,000 
For contingencies ofthe War Department... 50,000 
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Towards this estimated amount of $8,990,000, 
there are now in the treasury, a ee from the 
appropriation of. ten million dollars, $2,509,072— 
leaving six million three or four hundred thousand 
dollars proposed to be provided for in the bill be- 
fore us. The pay of all the volunteers, and all 
the expenses connected with them, were estimated 
for the year. at about $16,347,000. These esti- 


QUARTERMASTER GEN 
Washing 


| there was a general appropriation of ten millions | 


| that the war would be brought speedily toa close, 


i would prove altogether fallacious, 


mates are all printed, and gentlemen will find them 
in the report made to the Senate; and he would 
not consume the time of the committee by reading 
them. This bill, he repeated, was a bill to enable 
the Government to carry on the war; if the war 
was ended before the close of the year, the money 
woud not be drawn from the treasury. 

Mr. G. DAVIS (Mr. McK. yielding at his re- 
quest) observed that the gentleman (Mr. McK.] | 
had stated. in his speech some few weeks ago, 


that there was a surplus in the treasury, enough !! 


to wage this war against Mexico. At the time 
when a state of war was recognised by Congress 
as existing between the United States and Mexico, | 


for the purpose of conducting this war. Did he | 
understand the gentleman now as intending the} 
appropriation by this bill to be additional to the | 
former appropriation ? i 

Mr. Mek! Y. stated it distinctly. This is | 
in addition. | 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, then, the gentleman’s | 
statement was, if I recollect aright, that there was | 
surplus enough in the treasury to carry on the war; į 
and he now states that this eleven millions and odd | 
is additional. It scemed, then, that the appropri- | 
ations, would amount to about twenty-two millions , 
of dollars; and he thought this was a sum beyond | 
any surplus in the treasury at the time the gentle- 
man gave his opinion that there was suflicient sur- 
plus to carry on this war. 

r. MeKAY. ‘The gentleman could not have 
attended to the remarks he (Mr. Mek.) made, or 
he would not have fallen into the mistake whieh ap- 
pears from his inquiry. What he said then, was, 
that it appeared by a publication made in the pa- 
pers of that day, that on the Ist of July there was 
In the treasury a surplus of about $9,300,000. In 
the course of his remarks, he expressed the hope 


within three or six months; and he said in thatcon- $ 
tingeney the surplus then in the treasury, amount. | 
ing to upwards of nine millions of dollars, would | 
be sullicient to meet the demand. ‘The gentleman | 
altogether overlooked the fact that he (Mr. K.) 
had brought to the notice of the House this morn 


purpose of carrying the war up to Ist July, 1847. ! 
Phat was a very different state of things from that 


which he had put hypothetically to the House; he |} 


said if the war is brought to a close in a short 
time the supplies would be sullicient to meet the 
exponditures; but if it is prolonged to the Ist July 
anybody can see that there will be a necessity for 
additional revenue. If it close before that time, I | 
have already twice stated, the appropriations here 
made will not be drawn from the weasury. 

Mr. DAVIS, further continuing his inquiry, 
asked, in ense the war continued during the present 
fiscal year, if the appropriation of ten ilona of 
dollars, and this of near twelve millions of dollars, 
would be sufficient to defray its expenses for that 
time ? 

Mr. McKAY replied in the affirmative, on the 
supposition that the President limited his call to the 

present number of volunteers, (25,000). He had ex- | 
hibited the estimates of the Quartermaster General, | 
and of the heads of different barcaus in the War | 
Department, that $16,347,015 would be required 
for the present yewr; aud that was the estamate | 
which he adopted. i 

Mr. DAVIS thought the gentleman’s estimates | 


Mr. McKAY. Well, the gentleman has the 
same means of judging as 1 have. ‘ 

Mr, DAVIS. And if he supposes that the ex- 
traordinary expenses in addition to the ordinary 
expenses of the army for the next twelve months, 
will only he $22,000,000, he isas much mistaken 
as when he pressed his hill for the repeal of the 
tariff of 1842, as a wise financial measure. 

Mr. McKAY. Itis a mere matter of opinion 
between the gentleman and myself. These are 
the estimates. 

Mr. DAVIS put a further interrogatory. This 
was a bill to issue $10,000,000 of treasury notes, 
ora loan to that amount. The power would no 
doubt be exercised, and this $10,000,000 would be 
redeemable at the end of twelve months.- Now, 
he asked the honorable gentleman who was at the 
head of the exchequer of the country, what ways 
and means he had devised or expected for. the 
redemption of these notes at the end of twelve 
months? The Government would owe a debt of 


$10,000,000, represented by these treasury notes; 
good faith, then, required that. provision should be 
made for their redéimption when they fall due. 
How, then, did the gentleman expect to redeem 
these notes and discharge this debt ? 

Mr. McKAY said, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky had attended to his remarks on the treasury 
note bill, he thought he would have been saved the 
necessity of asking this question. He had stated 
then, what he now repeated, that if, when they 
reassembled here on the 1st Monday in December, 
this war shall not have been brought toa close, he 
was prepared, (of course he could not undertake 
to say what a majority would do)—but he was 
prepared to propose that additional measures— 
say, by taxation, if you choose, or in some other 
way—shall be adopted, by which these enlarged 
expenditures may be met from time to time. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the war terminates? | 

Mr. McK AY. If the war does not terminate. 
If the war docs terminate, I believe there will be 
no necessity for any change or modification in 
the existing law, in ease it shall not be altered, or 
in the bill which we have sent to the Senate, in 
case it becomes a law. Ifthe war is brought to a 
close within a reasonable time, E believe there will 
be. no necessity for additional means beyond what 
will be afforded by cither of these laws; and, as is 
well suggested by a friend near: me, there will be 
time enough for this Congress to determine at the 
next session what it will do under the then existing 
state of things. 

Mr. THURMAN had a few words to. say in 
reference to the amendment of Mr. Davis, the 
object of which was to pay certain volunteers who 
had offered their services under requisitions made 
by the Government, but who had not been receiv- 
ed and mustered into service. Te approved of the 
general aim of the amendment, but cought it not 
sufliciently broad to cover all the cases which 
should be provided for. He would speak of what 
had occurred in Ohio, as he was more particularly 
acquainted with that, ‘he Secretary of War or 
the President had made a requisition upon the 


| Governor of Ohio for three regiments of infantry; 
fit was made as soon as the bill authorizing the 
ing that this additional appropriation was for the ij 


enlistment of volunteers became a law. Every- 
thing that took place—the circumstances of the 
country, the haste with whieh the bill was passed, 
the haste with which the requisition was made— 
everything indicated that the troops were to he 
raised at the earliest possible moment. . Accord- 
ingly, the Governor of Ohio issued his proclama- 
tion, calling upon the people of Ohio to volunteer, 
and to march to the place of rendezvous designated 
by the Secretary of War. - Under this requisition 
and proclamation, three thousand and odd troops 
marched to Camp Washington, near Cincimati; 
and when the officer authorized to receive and 
muster them into the service of the United States 
came to perform that duty, he found that there 
were about seven hundred more troops than the 
actual quota of Ohio. Mr. T. warmly urged the 
obligation of the Government to pay these men 
who had left then homes, at great trouble and ex- 
pense, and had not been received iuto the service. 
[i would be monstrous to refuse it. The moment 
it was ascertaincd that a sufficient number had 
been raised to fill the requisition, then no more 
troops were raised. The utmost prudence, the 
utmost judgment could not have prevented this 
difficulty; it was one of the unavoidable accidents 
(if he might so call it) of war. It would be emi- 
nently unjust to the volunteers themselves, and 
would tend to damp their ardor, and to take away 
all encouragements for the future, to fail to make 
provision for them. He hoped, therefore, that. 
some such proposition, either in the form of an 
amendment, or as a substitute bill introduced from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, would be 
adopted by this Congress to pay these meritorious 
men. 

Mr. RATHBUN opposed the amendment. He 
thought it was now time to become cool on this 
subject of the Mexican war. We had already 
appropriated $10,000,000, and now this bill pro- 
posed about $12,000,000 more, and he thought 
they should. now come coolly to consider what 
expenditures were necessary to prosecute it, and 
not be diverted to other objects. He eulogized 
the patriotic ardor and devotion with which the 
volunteers had rushed to the defence of the coun- 
try at its call, and vindicated it as being far above 
any mercenary spirit. If, then, more had offered 
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and had determined’ to use, there was no obliga- 
tion upon the Government to compensate them, 
nor could it damp their ardor. He argued that 
the confusion had arisen from the mistake of the 
Governor of the State, or of some other officer, 


and that it did not rest upon this Government; and | 


hence, concluded that the Government was not 
required, in addition to those who had been re- 
ceived and gone to Mexico, to pay certain troops 
who had never been received into the service, for 
passing from one point of the State to the other. 
If it was the fault of the Governor of Ohio, let 
him recommend to the Legislature of that State to 
make provision for their payment; if it rested 
uponjthis Government, he was willing to pay them; 
but there was no evidence or pretence that this was 
the case. 

Mr. THURMAN (Mr. R. yielding) said the 
gentleman seemed to imply that this was the fault 
of the Governor of Ohio, and to conclude from 


that that the State of Ohio should bear the ex- || 
Why (said he) these ; 


penses of these troops. 
were volunteer troops; the Government might 
have called for them without the intervention of 
the Executive; it might have sent its officers and 
called them, and accepted them, without the inter- 
vention of the Executive. Now, if the Govern- 
ment chose, out of respect, to make the Execu- 
tive of the State its agent, it is as much the act of 
the Government as though it had been done by 
one'of its own officers. 

Mr. RATHBUN, dissenting from the conclu- 
sion of the gentleman, remarked that he knew to 
resist the pay of these men would be unpopular; 
but he was very apt to follow his convictions, 
whether popular or not. Twenty-five hundred 
men were called for; and he argued it might, with- 
out the least difficulty, have been so arranged by 
the Governor, or some other oficer who had charge 
of the matter, so that no more men should have 
offered themselves. 


In the case of those who were called out by | 


General Gaines, supposing him to be aGovern- 
ment officer, and were accepted under his orders, 
he would vote to pay them every cent; because, 
although to act was wrong on his part, yet the 
men ought not to be condemned; they were acting 
under the direction of a Government officer, and 
they should be’ paid. 

Mr. VINTON gave notice of the following 


amendment, which he had drawn up as a substi- | 
tute for that of Mr. Davis, and which he hoped | 


would mect the views of that gentleman, as well 
as of his colleague, (Mr. THurman,] and of the 
House, viz: 


* And that the accaunts of any volunteers who actnally 
organized themselves, and repaired to the place of rendez 


vous, and who were not received into the service of any of ! 
the States under the said regulations, be audited and settled | 


in the same way.” 


He argued, in reforence to the last remark of Mr. 
Raruzen, that these men stood on the same foot- 
ing with those that were called out under General 
Gaines; that they had equal reason to believe that 
it was an authorized call, as in fact it was, while 
that of General Gaines was not. We had for many 
years been disused to making war or mustering 
volunteers, and it was natural that some mistake 
should be fallen into; but, he argued, upon the 
Government, in all justice, should fall the burden 
of them. 

In the course of his remarks he yielded for ex- 
planation to Mr. RATHBUN. 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, said he should go 
for paying these men who had thus been called 
out, although he admitted that the action of the 
Governor of Ghio in reference to it was without 


that full discretion which should have character- |! 
He threw out some suggestions as to the | 


ized it, 
true boundary of Texas, adverting to the history 
of its relation with Mexico, and insisting that it 
being admitted: to the Mexican Confederacy in 
1824, with the acknowledgment on the part of that 
Republic that it was a free and sovereign State, 
when itrefused to submit to the military despotism 
of Santa Ana, and went out of the Republic, it 
went out with all the powers it possessed upon 


entering, and with the boundary of the Rio Grande | 


the same as that with which we acquired Loui- 
siana from France—and which it had maintained 
until iis annexation to the United States. He 
gave notice that ata subsequent ‘stage of the de- 
bate, he should enter fully into this subject. He 


| also touched upon the Oregon question, and ex- 
| pressed the hope that when the veil of secrecy 


ij ate, it would be seen that the President had con- 
| tinned to occupy the same position occupied by 
him in his Inaugural, and at the commencement of 
this session in his Message to Congress. > 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, did not believe 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 


accomplish all the purposes desirable to be attain- 
ed. If he understood aright, volunteers have not 
formerly been paid, until mustered into the service 
of the United States. Í 

Mr. BURT. They cannot be paid according 
to existing law. : 

Mr. HOUSTON (continuing.) Ifso, it was pro- 
|, posed to establish altogether a new principle and 
|| policy upon this subject. He was not prepared to 
do this with haste. He saw no reason for it. He 
| desired, if this principle was established, that they 
| should go further and include every other incon- 
venience and expense on the part of the volunteers 
which presented itself in the same equitable manner. 
| In his district, for instance, immediately after the 
| proclamation of the Governor was issued, about 
|; one thousand volunteers had been collected in the 
| promptest manner to he tendered to the Governor. 
| After they were organized and equipped in a proper 
; manner, at an expense of from two to five hundred 
dollars, and were preparing for immediate depar- 
ture to the seat of war, what followed? The Qov- 
ernor aécepted those who were first offered, and 
his district being remote from the seat of Govern- 
ment, the consequence was, there was not a solitary 
company from his district received into the service. 
Yet, under the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio, they could not receive a farthing, because 
they did not leave their homes, although their time 
was taken up in preparation, and. inconvenience 
and expense were incurred. It seemed to him that 
if those who offered themselves were paid, these 
stood on the same footing, and should be paid 
also. He was not prepared to say he would not go 


visions. 


1 On the contrary, he was induced ‘to favor 
It, 


But as it was a new principle—one very im- 
portan tto the Governmentand the people—it should 

6 thoroughly and préperly considered ‘before. it 
was acted upon: ` It was now before the Committee 
of Ways and Means in the resolution.of his col-. 
league, [Mr. Payne,] which was referred to them 
yesterday. He hoped, therefore, action would be 
deferred upon the subject until the report of that 
committee was received, and they were prepared 
to take action understandingly, and such as should 
|, embrace the entire. subject. ~ 

Mr. H. yielded, in the course of his remarks, 
for explanation or inquiry, to Messrs. THURMAN 
; and Tuompson, of Mississippi. 
| Mr. HENLEY said: 


the floor that itis more trouble to get an opportunity 
to make a speech than the speech is worth when 
itis made; and that is pretty muċh the case with 
me now. But l have a few remarks to make, and 
j will proceed briefly to the work. The facts of this 
case, as stated by the gentleman from Ohio him- 
self, are simply these: The Governor of Ohio, un- 
der the requisition of the Secretary of War, issued 


| ments of volunteers under the late act of Congress, 
| and appointed their place of rendezvous at Camp 
|| Washington, near Cincinnati. I can searcely think 

| it possible that any man would have made an or- 
: der for the acceptance of troops without providing 
against the very difficulty which has occurred in 
| this case. 


by any one of ordinary discernment. But if the 
manner without any sort of regularity or form, it 
is an error that cannot be corrected here. 
not do to establish so dangerous a precedent, even in 
favor of these troops, brave and meritorious as they 
are. Why, sir, suppose fifty thousand men had 
organized into corapanies, and gone to camp—and 


|| we are bound to pay them? The Governor had 
_ authority to call three thousand. Under his call 
four thousand came. He had no authority to call 
the fourth thousand. They were therefore there 
| without authority; and cannot be paid. -Ff the Gov- 
ernor issued so absurd'a proclamation as to justify 


| should be lifted from the proceedings of the Sen- 


| _ Mr. Speaker: It is usually so difficult to obtain | 


| 
1 his proclamation for the acceptance of three regi- | 


Its occurrence must have been foreseen | 


Governor has done his business in this loose. 


Tt will | 


for this proposition, properly modified in its pro- |! 


{Mr. Davis,] or from Ohio, (Mr. Viston,] would+|| 


f 
| 


Í 


ji 


) ; j| ticularly on silks. . 
they had as much authority as those supernume- | 


raries who did go—will the gentleman contend that | 


| sitions for troops. 


ten or twenty thousand to rendezvous in place. of 
three thousand, then ‘they. must look-to him for the 
consequences of his folly: we cannot finda remedy. 
If, on the other hand, the proclamation, and the 
regulations and instructions which accompanied it 
were. Shaped and guarded as. they should. have 
been, to obviate all stich difficulties, then the vol- 
unteers were alone the wrongdoers. In -neither 
casé can they look to Congress for redress. j 
The gentleman [Mr. Tuurman] asks how this. 
difficulty could be avoided? Let me tell him. Sim- 
ply, sir, by having men at the head of your affairs - 
qualified to do business,” T will illustrate it. The 
order from the War Department went.out to Ohio 
and Indiana at the same time for aw equal num- 
ber of troops—three thousand from each State, 
Indiana is the. farthest off, and our Governor. was 
absent when the requisition reached our capital; 
so that Ohio had actually several days the start of 
us. But Governor Whitcomb, so soon as the 
news reached him, immediately went to work like 
a prudent, cautious man. . He was’ not hasty nor 
rash in anything. Some thought him slow ; and 
murmurs were heard at first of the tardiness of his 
movements. He, however, for à time, disregarded 
the clamors of those who:had.no Knowledge of the 
difficulties of his situation, and. matured well his 
plans and his-orders. The consequence was, that 
the thing: moved like clockwork. The organi- 
zation of the whole number. of, volunteers was 
effected. without difficulty or dissatisfaction ih any 
quarter. No. morè troops were assembled than 
were called for. We ask the Government for 
no appropriation, to cover -our, blunders. And 
our people now accord to the. Governor, the’ 
praise and approbation which: he -merits for the 
ability, prudence, and. skill, with: which he ‘man- 
aged this whole affair of the organization of: our. 
troops.. Sait should have been in Ohio; and with 
similar discretion on the~part of her officers, it 
would. have been so, and Congress would never 
have been troubled.with this question. Is the gen- 
tleman’s question answered? Does he not now see 
how this difficulty was to be avoided? f 
General Gaines, too, has made improper. requi- 
Tam not:now prepared to say 
that I can vote even to pay them, If we-allow: 
everybody to call for troops, and are bound to pay 
all who’ report themselves. ready for service, the 
Treasury will’ be. exhausted before the war is half 
through... There is. one thing, however, which I 
believe I would do in regard to Gaines’s requisi- 
tion, and all others who marched from their homes 
and tendered their services upon invalid authority: 


| I would vote to pay the actual necessary expenses 


of all those men in travelling to their respective 
laces of rendezvous and back to their residences. 
This would throw a part of the burdens of those 
irregularities. which seem almost unavoidable at” 
the commencement of a war upon the country, 
and part of them upon those who have suffered by 
them; which I am inclined to think would be ace 
ceptable to the claimants, and would give. satisfac- 
tion in every quarter. I wish to be generous, sir, 
to all those brave men whose patriotism and valor 
had led them to the field even upon illegal author- - 
ity. But stern duty and necessity requires that 
we shall not set a precedent which would. compel 


| us to pay a million of men, should they choose to 


turn out and march upon the common enemy in 
defiance of law, or at best in the absence of au- 
thority. I regret the errors which have led to this 
difculty; but cannot vote for the amendment pro- 
osed. . K 
E Mr. FOOT obtained the floor. : 
The committee then rose and reported: progress. 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuourspay, July 16, 1846. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from merchants 
and importers of the city of New York, praying 
that specific duties, instead of ad valorem duties, 
may be imposed on foreign good, and more par- 

The memorial having been read by the Secre-. 
tary- 7 
M 


Y 
0: 


r. WEBSTER moved that it be referred tothe 


a petition as this, is not a little afraid: that he will 
fall under the charge of panic-making3 for 1 find it” 
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is to be the order of things, that whenever a mem- 
her of this body. presents, for its consideration, the 
sentiments of his constituents, or of any other por 
tion of the people of this Union, against a measure 
pending Here, so deeply interesting to all classes of 
the community, he is to be regarded as a fulminator 
of denunciations or a panic-maker. Upon all such 
oceasions the organ, with the monotony of acuckoo- 
clock, cries out ‘Panic! panic!” Now, sir, in all 
honesty, I do not know that any politicians in this 
country need take up the trade of panje-making 


against the gentlemen om the other side. They | 


have shown themselves’ the most accomplished 
panic-makers the country ever produced. For one, 
sir, without regard to panics or false alarms, I shall, 
with great submission to the powers that be, con- 
tinue the course that T have prescribed to myself, 
in vegard to making known the sentiments of the 
people; and all memorials and petitions transmit- 
ted to me, representing those sentiments, I shall 
endeavor to present to the Scnate, with such expo- 
sitions and explanations thercon as appear to me 
to be required. And I may be permitted: perhaps, 
on this oceasion, as it relates to the general subject 
of the tariff, to present, mainly, to the considera- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Alabama, who 


Ak 


isat the head of the Committee on Finance, an | 


abstract from the Treasury documents, and a cal- 
culation founded thereon, taking for its other ele- 
ment the statements of the honorable Senator him- 
self as to the average amount of those proposed 
duties, with a view to show what it appears to me 
highly probable will be the result of this bill as to 
the amount of revenue it will produce. Of course 
it will be open to any criticism of the honorable 
Senator, or of any other gentleman here. As there 
is nothing speculative in it, for it deals in facts and 
figures, and notin conjectures, [ will state itbriefly, 
that every member may understand it. 

The object of the bil is to raise twenty-eight 
millions of dollars for the service of the year by 
duties on imported goods. {t is proposed to raise 
this amount by ad valorem duties entirely. 

These duties are arranged by the bill into eight 
classes, the articles being charged, respectively, 
with one hundred, forty, thirty, twenty-five, 
twenty, fifteen, ten, and five per cent. 
man of the Committee on Finance says that the 
averuge of these several rates of duties is twenty- 
three and a balf per cent, 


The question therefore is, whether we may | 


justly expect such an importation this yeur as, at 
that average rate, will yield a revenue of twenty- 
eight millions of dollars. To judge of this, we 
may look at the amount of importations last year, 

By the Treasury statement it appears that the 
value of merchandise imported from July 1, 1844, 
to June 30, 1845, was. $117,254,564. This is a 
larger injportation than the average of the last five 
years, But this amount includes all the froe ar- 
ticles, the value of which is $22,167,840. 

Tt ig said that the free list will be diminished by 
this bill by transferring several of its articles to the 
taxed lists. But the main articles still remained 
free, Tea, coffee, and specie, are not to be taxed 
under this bill; and the value of these in lust year’s 
importation was $15,914,694. Deduct this from 
the aggregate of importations, and the balance re- 
maining is $101,339,915. 

In truth, there are many other articles left free; 
but tea and cotfee, atid specie, are the principal. 

Now, this sum of $101,339,915, onan average 
duty of twenty-three and a half per cent., will pro- 
duce $23,814,877, and no more. But this is gross 
product. , 

There is to be deducted, in the first place, for 
cost of collection, $2,000,000. In the next place, 
weare to deduct the drawbacks at the same amount 
as last year, viz. $1,878,407 55. After these de- 
ductions there remains only the sum of $19,936,- 
469 as the net revenue from an importation as 
large as that of last year. 


If we call this, for the sake of round numbers, ` 
twenty millions, then it follows that upon such an | 


importation as that of last year the duties would 
fall short of the amount judged necessary for the 
uses of the Government by the sum of eight mil- 
lions. ; 

To provide these eight millions, at the same 
rates of duties, there will be required an increased 
importation of forty. millions of dollars, making 
an aggregate of importation of free and dutiable 
goods of $157,254,564. : 

Now, is there any just ground of expectation 


The ehair- | 


| that any. such increased importation wiii take 


place?» Or, “if it were possible that such an in- 
crease. should. accrue, can the goods be paid for 
without draining the country of specie, and effec- 
tually deranging the currency. 

Let it be remembered that to meet the importa- 
tions of last year specie was exported beyond the 
import of the same. articles to the amount of 
$4,536,273, viz: “ of specie” over imports of the 
same article $3,691,807; and exported American 
coin under the head of ‘‘domestic products” 
$844,406: making together the sum of $4,536,273. 

I might add that if we expect an increase of 


forty millions in the amount of dutiable goods, we || 


must expect also a corresponding increase in the 
amount of free goods, 
I have a few additional remarks to make, and 


one is, that there is no substantial ground to say | 


that the measure, if passed, will meet the wants 
of Government. Another is a very delicate onc, 


and one to which { desire particularly to call the | 


attention of the honorable Senator from Alabama. 

I take it for granted that there must be an issue of 

treasury notes. 
Mr. LEWIS. 


1 am ready to report a bill for 
that purpose. 


Mr. WEBSTER. The honorable member says |: 


the bill is ready to be reported. Now, will the 
honorable Senator allow me to ask him to consid- 
ev well, if his bill goes out before the public, and 
those who are acquainted with such things, and 


astute in such calculations, should be of opinion | 
that these provisions for revenue will not meet the | 


expectations of the honorable Senator, will not 
yield the amount called for by the wants of the 


Government, does he not see that this affects the | 
commercial and the moneyed world at once, and | 


diminishes the credit attached to the Government? 
Does he not see that it is necessary to convince 


the publie that provision, and ample provision, | 
i , 


was made for revenue, so that the Treasury would 


be able lo meet the redemption of those treasury | 


notes, before he can give them a circulation at the 


rite of interest which L presume he intends they į 


shall bear? 


Mr. LEWIS said he did not know that he could |) 


“ impromptu” reply to the labored caleuliution which 
the Senator from Massachusetts bad brought for- 
ward on paper. He found, however, that the hon- 
orable gentleman had taken his (Mr. La's) estima. 
ted average of duties, under the House bill, of 234 
per cent, and upon that estimated average of du- 
tics he [Mr. Westen] had made a calculation on 
the importations of 1845, which resulted in an ag- 
gregate of revenue approaching within a few thou- 
sand dollars in amount of what he (Mr. Lewis) 
had submitted to the Senate, although the agere- 
gate submitted by him (Mr. L.) was obtained in 
a very different manner. He (Mr. L.) attained 
the result by taking each article of importation in 
1845, and finding out by the House bill what duty 
was imposed on such article, and then calculating 


the revenue which would result from that amount || 
| of importation. 


Nowy,sir, (Mr, L. said,) he felt flattered that he 


was so fully sustained in his estimate of the aggre- ; 


gate of revenue by the calculations of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, more particularly as that ag- 
gregate on-the importations of 1845, was his (Mr. 

3) basis for his estimate of the revenue which 
would be derived from the present bill in the next 
fiscal year. Where, then, RD L. asked,) did be 


differ from the Senator from Massachusetts? That | 


Senator, he. thought, had improperly and errone- 
ously, he must be allowed to say, deducted the 


drawback from an amount of revenue which re- ii 


mained, after the exported articles on which the 


drawback had been allowed, had been deducted. | 


A hundred and seventeen millions were the gross 
importations of 1845, including the re@éxported ar- 
clas: The hundred and one millions and a frac 
tion of importations, upon which the genJeman 
had made his calculations, was the amount of goods 
which were left in the country for consumption 
after the exportations had been deducted, and, 


therefore, there should not bea further allowance || 
; from the amount obtained, by another deduction | 


of drawbacks. 

Mr. WEBSTER briefly replied. He said there 
could be no mistake between the honorable mem- 
ber from Alabama and himself, as it was altogether 
a matter of figures. -He-then showed that the 
drawbacks were to be deducted from the amount | | 
included in the calculation of the Secretary of the || 


Treasury, and repeated his own calculation, show- 
ing that to supply the deficit of eight millions under 
the bill, ani inereased importation of forty millions, 
| making an ageregate of free and dutiable importa- 
| tions ofone hundred and fifty-seven millions, would 
j| be necessary, © 0o ys : 
| Mr. CAMERON presented. three memorials of 
| operators, proprietors, miners, and others, engaged 
in producing and farnishing ċoak in “Schuylkill 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that the duty on 
foreign coal may not be reduced; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee.on Finance. i 
Mr. C. also presented a memorial of shippers 
| and importers in the city and county of Philadel- 
| phia, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the pas- 
| sage of the bill reducing the duties on imports, and 
i for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


} 
i 
| 
f 
f 
| 


| Mr. C, also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, engaged in the 
i coal trade, and various pursuits: connected there- 
with, praying that the duty on foreign coal may 
not be reduced; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


{ Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
‘ mittee on Pensions, submitted adverse reports upon 


the petitions of Andrew Parke, Alexander Wilson, 
and Mary W. Ketchum; which were ordered to be 
i printed. 

ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr, LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
ij to whom was yesterday referred the House bill 
t authorizing the issue of treasury notes and a loan, 
reported it back without amendment. 

Mr. L. asked that the bill be considered now. 

Mr. EVANS objected. The bill had not yet 
© been printed and hid on the tables of Senators, 
ic and neither himself nor any of his colleagues knew 
what it was. He did not design going into a long 
discussion of the subject, nor did he know as he 
should oppose the bill, but he did desire to make 
some observations thereon when it came up. 
; Mr, LEWIS expressed the hope that the bill 
would be allowed to pass through committee of 
the whole, and be reported to the Senate to-day, 
when he would be willing to lay it over until to- 
Morrow, 

Mr. EVANS assented to such a course, provi- 
: ded the bill was left in the hands of the Senate and 
open to amendment. A 

The bill was then considered as in committee of 
the whole, and reported back to the Senate with- 
out amendment. 
| Mr. SEVIER expressed the hope that it would 
|; now be putupon its third reading, and then laid 
over. : 


Mr. EVANS objected. 


| That course (he said) 

| would place it beyond amendment, 

| Mr. SEVIER desired to know of the Senator 

| from Maine whether he desired to amend it? 

;. Mr, EVANS replied that he could not tell until 
he had read it-neither could any other member 

| of the Senate 

| 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, observed that it 
was important that the bill should pass, The 
j! Government wanted money at the extreme South, 
|i and without this measure was adopted, would be 
i, obliged to transport specie to that disbursing 
|| point. At the same time he thought it proper that 
i the Senator from Maine and other Senators should 
| have an opportunity to examine the bill. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
} 
i 
| 


i Mr. LEWIS expressed his willingness that the 

‘| bill should be laid over until to-morrow. 

i The question was then taken upon postponing 
the further consideration. of the Lill until to-mor« 


row, and jt was agreed to. 


i Mr. ATHERTON, from. the Committee on 
i; Printing, reported in favor of printing the memo- 
rial presented yesterday by Mr. WEBSTER, in re- 
lation to the duty on raw copper, and against print- 
ing a similar memorial presented by Mr. Reverdy 
JOHNSON, 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
proceeded to. the consideration of the resoliitior 
| submitted by him several weeks since, providing” 
i! for the adjournment of Congress on the 20th day 
| of the present month. 
| Mr. TURNEY suggested a modification of the 


i 
i 


resolution, by inserting “10th August.” 
Mr. HANNEGAN accepted the modification, 
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July 16. 


Mr. LEWIS moved that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. NILES called for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion; which were ordered, and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashicy, Atchison, Benton, Breese, 


Chalmers, Colquitt, Haywood, Lewis, McDuffie, Penny- , 


backer, Sevier, Spcight, Westcott, Woodbridge, aud Yu- 
Jee—l6. 
NAY S—Messrs.. Archer, Atherton, Barrow, Berrien, 


Brigit, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Cilley, Thomas Clayton, | 


John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, 
Huntingtou, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Mangum, Milier, Niles, Pheips, Semple, Sim- 
mons, Sturgeon, ‘Turaey, Upham, and Webster—36. ` 

So the motion was not adopted. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, the yeas and nays were called for, and 
ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows:: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Barrow, | Betrien, 
Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Cilley, John M. Clayton, 
Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Hannegan, Hous- 
ton, Huntington, Jarnagin, Jobnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisians, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Semple, Sim- 
mous, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, and Webster—s6. 

NAY S—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Benton, Breese, 
Chalmer 
backer, Sevier, Speight, Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yulee 
16. 


Colquitt, Haywood, Lewis, McDuthe, Penuy- | 


So the Senate resolved on their part, that Con- | 
gress shall adjourn on Monday, the 10th day of | 


August next. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. LEWIS submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over: 


Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, the hour | 


of meeting of the Senate shall be ten o’clock, a. m. 


{Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 


MARBLE BUST TO JOHN RUTLEDGE. 


Mr. WESTCOTT offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to report a bill making an appropria- 
tion for a marble bust of John Rutledge, of South 
Carolina, formerly Chief Justice of the United 
States, to be made by Hiram Powers, similar to 
those heretofore made by authority of Congress of 
every deceased Chief Justice of the United States; 
the said bust to be placed in the Supreme Court 
room. 


The resolution being read— 

Mr. WESTCOTT observed that a marble bust 
of every one of the distinguished men who had 
filled the exalted office of Chief Justice of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and who had 
died, had been made by authority of Congress, by 
law or resolution, and the expense paid out of the 
public treasury. The busts of Jay, Ellsworth, 
and Marshall, were to be seen in the Supreme 
Court room. Mr. W. said he had been reminded 
by the clerk of that court, of the omission with re- 
spect to Chief Justice Rutledge, who had informed 
that a recent visit of descendants of that illustrious 
man had occasioned his recollection to recur to it. 
Mr. W. said it would be superfluous to refer to 
the revolutionary services of John Rutledge.” He 
was a decided Whig, able, firm, and energetic. 
He was in the first Congress in 1774. When the 
Constitution of South Carolina was formed in 1776, 


he was chosen President and commander-in-chief | 


of that State, the duties of which he filled till 1778. 
In 1779 he was elected Governor of South Caro- 
lina; in 1782 he was again sent to the Continental 
Congress; in 1784 he was chosen Chancellor of 
that State. He was a member of the Convention 
that framed the Constitution of the United States, 
and in 1789 he was appointed by President Wash- 
ington an Associate Justice of the Supreme Fed- 
eral Court. 
of South Carolina, and in 1795 he succeeded Chief 
Justice John Jay as Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which distinguished 
post.he held till his decease. In patriotism, in vir- 
legal attainments, or in abilities, he was not 
assed by any of the eminent men who have 
ed. that elevated station. The inadvertent 
omission to pay the same respect to his memory 
that had been paid to the other distinguished men 
who had preceded and followed him as Chief Jus- 
tice was the object of the resolution. 
the bust would>probably be $800 or $1,000. 


In 1791 he was elected Chief Justice | 


The cost of | 


| 
| 


Ing. 


lina artist, Powers, the appropriateness of which 
he trusted all would admit. s aaam AS 

Mr DICKINSON. The resolution is manda- 
tory to the committee. I suggest to the Senator 
from Florida to make it so that the committee 
make inquiry. j ; 

Mr. WESTCOTT. The resolution follows the 
precedents in the previous cases. ‘ 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS moved that when the Senate ad- 
journ, it be to meet at ten o’clock to-morrow morn- 


‘Mr. CRITTENDEN opposed the motion. The 
motion (he said) was not in order, or, at all events, 
it must lie over. eas 

Several Senators: “ Being a motion, it is in or- 
der.” i 

The PRESIDENT. The Presiding Officer con- 
siders the motion in order. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN desired to know if it was 
in order to consider a motion to alter the rules of 
the Senate-until laid over one day? 

After a conversation upon the point of order be- 
tween Senators BERRIEN, CALHOUN, COL- 
QUITT, MANGUM, and CAMERON, . 

The PRESIDENT again rendered as his decis- 
ion, that the motion and question thereon were in 
order. 

Mr. MANGUM appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, and submitted a few observations in sup- 
port of the appeal. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, followed in favor 
of the appeal. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he hoped that the effort 
on the other side to lay the motion over did fot 
indicate a disposition to spin out the discussion so 
as to operate if possible against the success of the 
bill. He could assure honorable gentlemen that if 
it were so, they could be met by a corresponding 
resistance from his side. He thought the motion 
avery proper one. The other House had been 
meeting at ten o’clock for some months; and if the 
Senate would do so, the business could all be easily 
disposed of before the 10th of August. 

Mr. MANGUM expressed the extreme regret 
with which he had heard such an exceedingly 
offensive imputation from the Senator from South 
Carolina-— ` 

Mr. CALHOUN. Noimputation. o; -> 

Mr. MANGUM.: It was a very discourteous 
remark. Gentlemen on. the opposite side ‘might: 
laugh—perhaps they did not regard the matter in 
the same sense of morality as he (Mr. M.) did. 
He would regard it as gross personal dishonor to 
be guilty of the conduct insinualed by the Senator 
from South Carotina, and so his colleague on that 
side of the chamber, he was sure, also regarded it. 
They made the opposition to taking up the motion 
now, on the ground that it would be against an 
established rule of the Senate. There was no pur- 
pose to spin out the debate with the view of pre- 
venting an ultimate vote—none at all. 

Mr. CALHOUN was very happy to Hear the 
disclaimer of the honorable gentleman from North 
Carolina. But as to his argument, it was quite 
enough to remind him that the Senate met by an 
order, not by a rule— until ordered otherwise,” 
was the term. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the only possi 
ble way in which the hour of meeting could be 
changed, was bya resolution, which was of neces- 
sity meluded in those required to lie over one day 
by the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON said, that he was of course 
bound to believe that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina meant no imputation by bis remark, as he had 
said that he meant none; but he confessed that he 
(Mr. J.) was somewhat surprised to hear him 
express his satisfaction in hearing “ the disclaim- 
er” of the gentleman from North Carolina. No 
disclaimer was needed, and no disclaimer was 
made. The insinuation was reprobated, and the 
practice disclaimed. He (Mr. J.) had supposed 
that the Senator had known the Whig Senators 
too well to suppose that they could act in such an 
unworthy manner, as in a factious spirit to post- 
pone action on this bill. x 

Mr. CALHOUN had only expressed the hope 
that no such intention was entertained, and was 
happy to know that it was not, from the strong lan- 
guage of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON remarked that the Senator 


it from South Carolina had gone farther-—he had 


was proposed to have it executed by a South Caro- || thrown out a threat founded only on-his own sus- 


piston that the Whig Senators would do that which 
| he admitted to be wrong. ` The ‘threat was entire- 
ly unnecessary.’ He could assure the Senator that 
even if he (Mr. J.) thought that by taking such a 
course he could secure the tariff of 1842, and the | 
great interests of the country which it sustained; he 
would not adopt it; because to do so would be in- 
consistent with his sense of honor.” > => : mi 
. Mr. COLQUITT wished the question to be ta- 
i ken at once, and` insisted that there was no rale 
| against taking up the resolution. ` 
|. Mr. MANGUM read from the Journal of the 
; Senate for 1839-~’40, to show that a decision of the 
| President pro tem. involving the same principle as 
i that for which he. (Mr. M.) now contended: had 
| been given against Mr. Clay, and sustained by the 
| Senate by a voteof M to 8. >.: 3 r 
The question “Shall the decision of the Chair 
i stand as the sense of the Senate?” was then taken 
by yeas and nays, as folléws: > ke 
YEAS—Messrs. Aen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, 
Breese, Bright; Cathoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Fairfield, Houston, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple; Sevier, Speight, ‘Turney, 
Westcott, anil. Yulee—25. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Caméron, 
| Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Haywood, Huntington, 
| Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of- Louisiana, 
| Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce,. Phelps, Simmons, Up- 
ham, Webster, and Woodbridge—26. : i 
So the appeal from the decision of the President 
| was sustained, and the resolution laid over till to- 
: morrow. P 


TEXAN NAVY: | 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill’to authorize the. President of 
the United States to’ increase the naval establish- 
ment of the United States, by adding thereto the 
| naval establishment of the late Republic of Texas. 

The question being on the amendments proposed 
by Mr. Rusx, and the yeas and nays thereupon 
having been demanded and ordered— 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said that he believed the 
question on the amendments opened the whole bill 
for discussion. He objected to the bill itself, 
which went to transfer to our riavy the officers of 
the Texan navy, which he regarded as an evasion 
of our Jaws providing that the appointment of offi- 
cers shall be made by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. He saw 
nothing to warrant this transfer in the deed of ces- 
sion, in the treaty of annexation, orin equity. If 
the navy of the United States required this increase, 
he had no knowledge of the fact. _ Néither had he 
any information of the force of the Texan navy. 
! He had been told that it consisted of four vessels, 
one of which wasa sloop of war, two were brigs, 
and one was a smaller vessel. What the state 
and condition of these vessels were he knew not— 
whether they were sound and seaworthy, repair- 
able or rotten, or whether they would have to be 
sold or brought into service. But it was clear that 
the incorporation into our navy of these four ves- 
sels would call for no increase of officers. We 
have now 67 captains, to which it was proposed 
to add one; we have 97 commanders, and it is pro- 
i posed to add one; we have 326 lieutenants, and it 
_ ìs proposed to add nine; we have 181 passed-mid- 
shipmen, 264 midshipmen, and 36 assistant-sur- 
| geons, and it is proposed to make additions to all 
; these. What was the number.of our pursers, he 
' did not recollect, in the addition proposed. We 
have in.our service commanders, lieutenants, and 
assistant-surgeons enough in the regular line of 
promotion; and his greatest objection to the bill 
| was, that it will interfere with the promotion of 
į the officers of our navy. You overslaugh every 
| Commander by one who, without intending any 
| disrespect, would be at least a stranger; you place 

over him one of whom he has no knowledge, and 
| so with the other officers. Was there any justice 
iin taking these officers, who have rendered faithful 
| Services to their country, out of the line of promo- 
ition? ‘There was one ‘officer belonging to. the 

Texan navy who, as he had been informed, once 
belonged to the navy of the United’ States, and 
who had left our navy and gone to Texas; and 
now that she has been admitted a State of this 
Union, he is to be brought back into the navy of 
the United States by transfer. "Was this allow- 
able? Hehad no acquaintance with asingle officer 
of the Texan navy. He could. nót; therefore, be 
actuated by any. personal objection to any; but if 
these officers were to be allowed.a preference over 
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those.of our own tay he could not give his agsont 
tothe bill. J: E Meira 

“On motion of Mr. LEWIS, thé further consid- 
eration of the bill was then postponed until to- 


‘morrow, for the purpose.of proceeding to the spe- | 


cial order. 

Mr. DIX gave notice thathe would, to-morrow, 
‘ask the Senate to take up the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill. i 

The (House) joint resolution authorizing the 
manufacture and distribution of medals made from 
the trophies of Palo. Alto and Resaca de la Palma, 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Comniittce on Revolutionary Claims, upon the 

etitions of Josiah Dutton and the heirs of John 

Aorrison; which was concurred in. 


THE TARIFF. 
The Senate then, as in committee of the whole, 
resumed the consideration of the “bill to provide 


revenue from imports, and for other purposes.’? 
My. DAVIS then addressed the Senate. 


He | 


| 
| 


i 


said he approached the subject with reluctance, | 


For along time it had agitnted the public mind. 


The public mind had been occasionally tranquil- | 


lized with regard to it, but at other times it had 
heen greatly disturbed. 
guished minds of the country had been called to 
engage in the discussion. THe felt fully convinced 
that he could not hope to offer much that would 
interest or instruct the Senate. ‘The only motive 
which induced. him to occupy the time of the Sen- 


ate was this: notwithstanding all this discussion, | 


the subject had lost nothing of its importance. As 
lively and deep an interest was folt in it now as 
ever had been felt, Well, then, having the honor 


to represent in part a people whose in terests were | 


largely at stake in tho matter, it was hia duty to 
attempt, atleast, to frustrate the purposes of this 
bill. tfe did not propose to nse the ground so 
ably oceupied by his friend from Maine, (Mr. 
Evans.] That gentleman had discussed the finan- 
cial part of the bill with consummate ability. 
Still, so great were the interests, so important the 


principles involved in the bill, that much still re- 


mained to engnge discussion, : ‘ 

He would now attempt to show that the leading 
motive in which the bill originated had little or no 
connexion with the finances of the country. The 
finances wero of but secondary importance, in the 
judgment of those who were pressing this mens- 
‘ure. The bill, to be sure, made somo. provision 
for revenue; but its chief object was to carry out 
a principle that had been contended for in that 
Chamber for thirty years; and what was that prin- 
ciple? ` It was to encourage importations; to en- 
large the sphere of the foreign trade at the sacrifice 
of the interests at home. “Now, whatever were 
the sentiments of the framers of the bill, it was to 
have that effect; and perhaps he did not err when 
he said it was designed to have that effect. Well, 
now, it had been justly said to be a new and un- 
tried measure. The chairman of the Committee 
on Finance admitted that. Fle confessed that he 
had looked in vain for a precedent. In order to do 
no injustice, he would permit the Secretary ofthe 
Treasury to describe the general objects of the bill 
in his own language: 

«The condition of our foreign relations, itis said, should 
suspend the reduction of the tarii No American patriot 
can desire to-arrest, our onward. career in peace and pros- 
perity; but if, unhappily, such. should be the result, it would 
erento an inereased necessity for. reducing our present high 


duties, in order fo obtain sufficient revenue to meet increased 
expenditures. The duties tor the quarter ending the 36th 


“Beptember, 1844, yielded $2,011,885 90 more of revenue than 

the quarter ending 30th September, 1843; showing a very 
considerable decline of the revenue, growing ont of a dimin- 
ished importation.of the highly protected articles and the 
progressive substitution of the domestic rivals.” 


Let them observe what the complaint was—a 
dirainution of the revenue, springing from a dimin- 
ished importation of the articles protected. The 
Secretary proceeded: 

«Indeed, many of the duties are becoming dead letters, 
except for the purpose of prohibition, and, if not reduced, 


will ultimately compel their advocales to resort to direct 
taxation to support the Government. In the event of war, 
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Thus the most distin- || 


| another passage : 


i| eorn laws of England would soon prevail, and admit atl our į 
| agricultiral prodnets atall times freely into ber ports, in ex- ; 


| harvest, if aceompanieg by n reduction of onr twit, wonk | 


Lon sneh mapnfaepares, ond heir supply throwin. nin monop- 


| manufieturers. 


| of the foreign market—so much lauded by the Se 
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nearly all the high duties womd beeame prohibitory, from. A 


the increased risk aid cost of importations; and if there be, 
indeed, in the opinion of any, aserious danger of such an 
occurrence, it appeals most strongly to their patriotism to 
impose the lowest revenue duties on alt articles, as the only |j 
means of securing, at such a period, any considerable im- i 
come from the tariff.” if 
What inference was to be drawn from that? i 
The Secretary said the importation was diminist 
ed, and there was a substitution of the domestic 
articles. Even in the event of war, they were to 
shun high duties—for what reason? To prevent | 
the increase of American productions! The very | 
purpose was to eountervail and to check American |; 
industry—to put out the fires here, and light them A 
there—to stop the wheels here, and set them in ii 
motion on the ather side of the ocean. Then, he 
said, the low duties which were advocated had 
a meaning above and beyond revenue, They were 
designed to produce a revolution in the affairs and 
business of die country. 
tary might be fully understood, he would reac 


i 
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In order that the Seere- `! 


“% Let us, with revenue duties only, open our ports to all 
the world, and nation after nation will soon follow oir ex. | 
ample, If we reduce our tarit, the party opposed ta the 


change fur her exports. And if England would now repeal | 
her duties upon our wheat, flour, Indian corn, and other | 
ayrieuttural products, our own restrictive sestem= would i 
certainly be doomed to overthrow, Tf the question is asked, 
Whe shall begin this work of reciprocal reduction? it is 
answered by the fact, that England fins already abated her 
duties upon most of onr exports, She bas repeated the duty 
upon cotton, and greatly reduced the tarit upon onr bread- 
stall, provisions, and other articles 5 nnd hor present bad 


lead to the repeal of her corn taws, and the unrestricted ad- 
mission, at all times, of our agricultural products. The 
mimentietiring interest opposes reciprocal frec trade with 
foreign nations.” = * * £ A “ 
<The trie question is, Whether the firmer and planter 
shall, to a great extent, supply our people with cheap nami- | 
factires, rchased abroad with their agricutnural prodnets, | 
or whether this exchange shall he forbidden hy high duties 


oly, st large pieces, by Jish rarita, inte the dimnds of ourown 


How was that to be cflvcted? The farmer and 
the planter were to unite in producing this over- | 
throw;-and. tho Secretary ah isp to convinee | 
the farmer that if be only overthrows this system 
ho will find an abundant market for his products 
on the other side of the Atlantic. If, then, the | 
farmer will unite in putting down the manufactu- 
rers, und bringing into contempt the bome market 
of the country, the promise is that he will find an 
abundant market beyond the Atlantic. Before he 
would take his seat, he would show what the home 
market was, and what the character and prospects 


retary—were. First, however, he would speak 
of the policy and provisions of the bil. The 
« Compromise act" introduced what was ealled the 
“ horizontal system? That system was denoun- 
ced by the Seerctary of the Treasury, and in that 
he (Me. D.) concurred. He agreed that no states- ʻi 
man ever adopted that system for financial purpo- į 
ses, and that no one would think of adopting it for | 
the benefit of the general interests of the country. ; 
On what ground, then, had it found advocates? ; 
Why, on the ground that it went directly against ; 
protection. The same principle constituted the | 
asis of this bil. The duties created by the bill 
of 1842, and by the operation of which domestic | 
industry was aided, had been reduced; and the : 
duties in the bill were spread over other articles in | 
order to enable this reduction in the more important Í 
articles to be made. Bat the principle had heen ; 
carried still farther, so as to discriminate against , 
the domestic industry of the country, by heavy 
taxes on the articles on which that domestic in- | 


| 


i 


dustry acted. The raw material was taxed—a | 
principle avoided by all sound legislation. These 


country. 
ed by the calculations on the other 
there would be an inereased importation—put- ; 
ting domestic rivals out of the market. In one 
word, it was anticipated that the chief gain would || 
be by uprooting the domestic industry of the coun- i 


gi 


‘its object. The country 


| great calamities in its train, was the necessary rë- 


| be sufficiently attractive and 


‘all that. 


If it had not that aim, he was unable to see 
had had much experience 
with regard to the foreign importations. All states- 
men admitted that excessive iniportations were 
injurious. But it was expected that ‘the. exports 
would increase. Pecuniary pressure, bringing 


try. 


Sult of an unsafe increase of importations. In 
1825, there was excessive importations, followed 
by a crisis; and two, if not three, had since oc- 
curred in the same way. That, nevertheless, was 
the great plan of free trade. The doctrine of free 
trade, as it was announced, was, that they were to 
furnish bread to Europe, and Europe was to clothe 
them. Well, that perhaps in a fancy sketch, might 
plausible enough. But 
he begged the attention of the Senate to some 
historical facts on that subject. They had tried 

The colonies were ninced precisely In 
that relation to Great Britain which the bill sought 
to establish, and it was really a question between 
the United States and Great Britain, During their 
colonial existence, they enjoyed those great bless- 
ings which gentlemen so much desired to place 
again in their hands, Low did it work? There 
was as greata jealousy in Great Britain with re- 
spect to trade and manufactures, as could possibly 
exist in the mind of the Secretary of the Treasury 
or any other gentleman. They kept an eye on all 
the affairs of the colonies. Nota hatter’s shop 
was opened on which the eyes of the Government 
of Great Britain were not fixed. He would read a 
short extract from ‘Pitkin’s Statistics on that 
subject. (Mr, D. read an extract from the work 
named, showing the stringent and oppressive 
measures adopted by the British Board of Trade 
for the suppression’ of colonial manufactures. | 


"Phat waa the conclusion of the Board of Trade 


one hundred years ago—a pretty apt conclusion. 
While he was on that colonial history, he would 
mention something of British legislation. Tn some 
parts of New England there were some hatters’ 


shops which attracted the attention of this Board 


of Trade, who looked as narrowly into them as 
the Sceretary of the Treasury could. Well, they 
made a law prohibiting the exportation of hats from 
one colony to the other, and enforcing an appren- 
ticeship of seven years, enacting at the same time 
that no man should have more than two appren- 
tices, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. Thatisa specimen of 
British free trade. 

Mr. DAVIS. Perhaps the most extraordinary 
statute was one to “regulate,” or rather put an 
end to, the manufacture of iron. They found that 
the metal was every where, but they insisted, just 
as did the Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that the colonies should cross the ocean 
and fetch from Europe the iron which they needed. 
They enacted that every rolling-mill was a public 
nuisance, to be abated by the Governor on the tes- 
timony of two witnesses, What were the privi- 
leges of the colonies? “Why—just as this bill pro- 

osed—to feed England, and to be clothed by 
England, if they had the means of buying clothing, 
It was under these circumstances that Mr. Pitt 
made his celebrated declaration, that “ the colon ies 
ought not to be permitted to make a hob-nail.” 
What was the result? One worthy of consideration 
at all times and by all men. The people of the 
colonies, who had nothing to send to Europe, en- 
tered into an illicit trade, and then was act after act 
enacted by the House of Commons to put down 
that illicit trade. A. few years ago, he (Mr. D.) 
was at Copp’s Hill Cemetery, and he there saw 
a curious monument, the inscription on which at- 
tracted his attention. The inscription described 
that the man there buried, named Malcom, when 


i a boy was one of those called “North Enders,” 
| and raised help to run one of these cargoes of con- 
i traband goods. 


‘The people of the colonies could 
not live without that illicit commerce. Then came 
the penal acts—and then writs of assistance. ‘Those 
writs were one of the immediate causes of exaspe- 
ration which produced the Revolution itself. He 
could tell the advocates of the bill that if they re- 
volutionized one way, the people would revolu- 
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tionize in ano o 
He then pursued at some length the history of the 
revolutionary struggle in its bearings on the busi- 
ness and finances of the country. The first law 
enacted by the first Congress, in 1789, was a law 
to provide revenue and to protect the business and 
industry of the country. 0 
achieved all its objects. General prosperity fol- 
lowed from that day to this—a_ prosperity unex- 
ampled. He then contrasted the history of Canada 
with the United States—the former enjoying all 
the privileges of feeding England and. of being 
clothed by her—the latter shut out from the markets 
of Great Britain. 

Mr. D. then proceeded at great length to show 
the injury which, in his view, would be inflicted 
upon the domestic industry of the country by the 
passage of the bill. 

At ten minutes before five o'clock, 

Mr. DAVIS gave way to a motion by 

Mr, ARCHER, that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BENTON, signifying his desire that the 
Senate should proceed to the consideration of Ex- 
ecutive business, 

Mr. ARCHER withdrew his motion. 

Mr. LEWIS objected to the laying aside of the 
tariff bill until the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had concluded his remarks. 


[A message was received from the House of | 
Representatives, announcing that said House had | 
passed the bill making appropriations for the sup- | 


port of volunteers and other troops authorized to 


be employed in the prosecution of the war against ' 


Mexico during the year ending June 30, 1847. 
Also, the Senate resolution for adjournment of 
Congress on the 10th of August. ] 


The PRESIDENT laid before thé Senate a re- | 


port from the Secretary of ‘War, showing the 
aggregate amount of appropriations by Congress 
since the Ist of July, 1836, for the removal of 
bars and other obstructions to the navigation of 
rivers of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate 


a further report of the Secretary of the Treasury, | 


in answer to a resolution of the Senate in relation 
to the amount of importations consumed and on 
hand during the last year, under the present tariff, 
and the results on the revenue of a proposed change 
of the system; which was.ordered:to be printed: 

The House bill making appropriations for the 
pay of the volunteers for the year ending June 30, 
1847, was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BENTON’S motion to go into Executive 
session was then put and agreed to. 

The Senate went into Executive session, and 
afier some time spent therein, the doors were open- 
ed, and 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 16, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. i 


The SPEAKER procecded to call for reports 
from committees, 
Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways 


and Means, reported a bill making additional ap- | 


propriations for the pay, &c., of members of Con- 


gress, and for certain minor objects of expenditure | 


in the Indian Department. 
Read and committed. 


Mr. McK.AY also reported a bill directing the ; 
heads of Departments to adopt such additional ! 
regulations as will ensure the prompt transaction | 
of all current business, and authorizing the trans- | 


fer of clerks from one department or office to 


another, where they can be more usefully employ- || 


ed; and that no person be hereafter appointed a 
clerk until he shall have been examined by three 
accounting officers, and reported “ well qualified.” 
Every appointment of clerk to cease at the end of 
one year, unless the head of the office in which he 
serves shall certify that he is entirely competent 
to perform his duties, and has performed them 
promptly, well, and faithfully. Te officers, clerks, 
and persons employed under the legalizing act of 


the 26th of August, 1842, and under the act of 17th |j 
June, 1844, are to be continued in service till Ist ! 


February, 1847. And the President is required 
to report to Congress.at the commencement of next 
Session the number of clerks, &c., in the several 
Executive Departments, with the nature of the 


ther way—through the ballot-box. | 


And that Congress | 


; s 
employment of each; whether the business is in 


arrear; and if so, the causes of it; and to suggest 
ll a plan for greater despatch and economy in the 
transaction of public business. 
‘The bill was read and committed. 

| . Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, on leave given, intro- 
duced a joint resolution, authorizing the President 
of the United States to cause medals from the 
i| trophies of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma to 
be made and distributed; which was read three 
times and passed. : 

! Mr. KAUFMAN made an ineffectual motion to 
| suspend the rules to enable him to offer a resolution. 


Mr. COCKE, on leave given, offered the follow- 
i ing resolution; which was adopted: 

| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
i and Post Roads be, and they are hereby, instruct- 
| cd to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
| mail-route from Bean’s station, in the county of 
i Granger, Tennessee, via Morriston, to the mouth 


given, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: i 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office 


ij rectly by Fort Emmery, on Hiwasseé river, to 
|) Blairsville, in Georgia. 

Mr. KAUFMAN offered the following amend- 
i| ment: 

*¢ And that the same committee be instructed to 
‘| inquire into the expediency of establishing a free 
| post office, for the benefit of the army under Gen- 
oral Teylor, and that they report by bill or other- 
; Theamendment, by ayes 74, noes 42, was agreed 


ito 


And the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


l Mr. CRANSTON, on leave given, presented 

i certain joint resolutions of the Legislature of Rhode 

‘| Island (which were not read) laid on the table, and 
f ordered to be printed. 


VOLUNTEERS AND OTHER TROOPS. 


Mr. McK AY offered a resolution, in the usual 
terms, providing that all debate in Committee of 
the Whole on. the state of the Union on the bill 
**making appropriations for the support of volun- 
teers and other troops to be employed in the pros- 
ecution of the war with Mexico,” should cease 
this day at two o’clock. 7 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the fresolution be 
i laid on the table. 

; Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays, | 
i which were refused. 

| The question was taken, and the House decided | 
i that the resolution should not be laid on the table. 
And then the resolution was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. McK-AY, the House resolved | 
i itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
{ 
| 


| 
| 

it 
|! 
f 


|! 


the Union, (Mr. Norris, of New Hampshire, in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
said bill. 

Mr. FOOT was entitled to the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee during the hour.” His re- 
marks were directed mainly to an inquiry into the 
causes of the existing war—the authority by which 
it had been commenced, and the purposes which 
it had in view. He contended that it was brought | 
on by the unauthorized and unconstitutional acts 
i of the Administration; because, whatever acts 
might have been committed by Mexico, the Pres- 
ident had not the right to take the subject, as he 
had done, into his own hands; it belonged to Con- 
gress, which was the only legitimate war-making 
power. 

Mr. HARALSON obtained the floor in reply 
to Mr. Foor, and briefly stated the general out- 
lines of an argument in vindication of the course 
of the President in the prosecution of the existing 
war, declining to occupy a full hour of the limited 
time allotted to the discussion of this bill, while 
other gentlemen were desirous to speak. He could 
not envy the gentleman (he said) the position he 
assumed, when, after the country was involved in 
war with Mexico, and when it had been recog- 
nised and provision made for its prosecution, he 
rose in this Hall, in the face of the country and 
of the world, and told those brave and patriotic 


{ z 

stitutional act of the President of the United States 
—thus weakening the energies of the-Government, 
and attempting to impair the moral power of the 
| American cause; more especially when thé gentle- 
man himself,.in the very teeth of his speech, had 
voted for the bill to carry on that.war. > 

If it had been an unholy war, why had he not 
attempted to arrest it by his vote, and by a reso- 
lution calling upon the President to withdraw. our 
troops from the territory in dispute? Granting, 
for the sake of the argument, that the territory be- 
tween the Nueces and the Rio Grande was disputed 
territory, he referred to the repeated and long-con- 
tinued efforts upon our part to bring about a peace- 
ful adjustment of this and other disputed questions, 
rand the refusal to receive our Minister by the Mex- 
ican Administration of Paredes, elevated on the 
very ground of opposition to the United States, and 
upon a pledge to prosecute a war against the Uni- 
ted States. This being the case—war being threat- 
ened—the President was bound to defend the ter- 
ritory of the United States—the territory claimed 
and successfully defended for years by the Repub- 
lic of Texas; and in order to effect this the march- 
ing of our army to the Rio Grande was no more a 
hostile act, nor would have so been regarded by 
Mexico, than had it remainad at Corpus Christi. 
We might probably have avoided war—as the 
gentleman from Vermont thought we ought to 
have done—if we had surrendered the questions 
in issue. between the two Governments, knelt at 
Mexican dictation of terms, withdrawn our troops 
to the Sabine, and given up the whole of Texas. 
| But bad the President thus acted, how loud would 
not have been the denunciations of those gentlemen 
against him, who now arraigned’ him for dischar- 
ging his constitutional duty in defence of our terri- 
tory. The Mexicans having crossed the Rio 
Grande and attacked our forces, they were met, as 
they ought to have been, upon the very threshold, 
and repelled. In ordering this the President had 
done no more than the duty he owed to the citi- 
zens of Texas and to the whole country; and there 
had been no aggression on our part—no hostile 
movement—until the war was commenced by the 
forces of Mexico. The President was fully justi- 
fied in every movement he had made on this sub- 
ject, ahd would -be most triumphantly sustained 
by the American. people. The readiness with 
which the call for volunteers has been responded 
to, :was a matter which reflected great credit upon 
the-spirit of the American people, and he took oc- 
casion at this time to congratulate the country upon 
the fact, that instead of the 50,000 volunteers 
which were authorized, there have been more than 
150,000 who stood ready to go in defence of the 
country and in prosecution of the war. 

Mr. ©. B. SMITH, of Indiana, addressed the 
committee generally on the subject of the Mexican 
war, and in unqualified arraignment and denuncia- 
tion of the course of the Administration in its con- 
duct thereof. Ele reviewed the causes of the war, 
and pronounced them insufficient; declaring his 
conviction that the true, though concealed motive 
on the part of the Administration, was a desire to 
dismember Mexico, and despoil her of part of her 
territory; that this war was made with no other 
view than to form a pretext for a claim upon Cali- 
fornia, and perhaps other portions of Mexican ter- 
ritory, and as.a basis of action which should result 
in uniting it or them to this Confederacy. As proof 
in part of this, he referred to the frequent intima- 
tions that the war should be prosecuted until the 
end, among others, was secured of compelling 
! Mexico to defray the expenses of the war; and 
| also to the declaration of certain gentlemen, that 
| we should take possession of the whole of that 
| portion of her territory lying north of a line drawn 
from the mouth of the Rio Grande due west to the 
Pacific. Tle laid claims to no spirit of prophecy, 
but he asked gentlemen to mark the result. Tt was 
so plain, that ‘he who runs may read. it?’—that 
the same motives which prompted the Administra- 
| tion to the annexation of Texas, now prompted 
| them in their measures to acquire further territory, 
i viz: a determination to build up, foster, and sus- 
tain southern interests, while northern interests (in 
the settlement of the Oregon question, &c.,to which 
| he referred) were betrayed and neglected. Ele was 
| in favor (he said) of prosecuting this war so faras 
was necessary to sustain our rights, and no farther, 


volunteers who had gone out in the defence of the 
‘country, that they were engaged in an unholy, | 
! unauthorized war, brought upon us by the uncon- ! 


and not as.a war of conquest. 
Mr. HILLIARD obtained the floor, and yielded, 
at request, to . Sah 
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Mr. CROZIER, who gave notice of an amend- 
ment which he was about causing to be read and 
explaining, when some interruptions took place on 
a point of order, which were terminated by 

` Mr. HILLIARD resuming the floor. 

Mr. H. said: He did not intend to discuss the 
origin of the war with Mexico, but desired to offer 
some views as to the manner of conducting it, and 
the objects to be secured by pushing it successful- 
ly. He believed it was on all sides understood, 
that there were three open questions affecting our 
relations. with Mexico—the debts acknowledged 
to be due to us, the title to Téxas, and the bound- 
ary between the two Republics. As to the first, 
it was undoubtedly our duty, as well as right, to 
enforce the payment of what has been solemnly 
acknowledged to be due; but this would not of 
course have led to war. As to the second, he 
regarded the right of the United States to annex 
Texas as clear'and beyond question. If Texas 
was independent for one purpose, it was indepen- 
dent for all purposes. .lt had been recognised as 
an independent State by England, France, and 
Holland, as well as by our own Government. 
Mexico, therefore, had no right to complain of the 
United States for the act of adding Texas to their 
possessions. It was one. of those events which 
was inevitable, and being accomplished, ought no 
longer to be brought upon the field of discussion. 

He would take occasion to say that he admired 
the lofty position taken by Mr. Clay in regard to 
this question; he did not bend before the popular 
current, but desired to avoid war with a weak 
neighbor, by treating her with the greatest for- 
bearance. If he had been placed at the head of 
the Government, Texas would have been annexed 
without the shedding of a drop of blood. 

This must no longer be left an open question— 
the contest now waged with Mexico must close it. 
As to the boundary, he had no intention to discuss 
it now; it mast be settled by negotiation with 
Mexico; and he did not desire to trammel or em- 
barrass it. These are the objects, then, involved 
in this war. As to the manner of conducting it, 
it should be pressed with vigor, but with humani- 
ty- A` spirit of conquest ought not to be engen- 
dered. bya protracted war, or by demanding harsh 
terms. A powerfuland great nation, we can afford 
to be generous. Let us look to a speedy peace, 
otherwise the lust of conquest will rise beyond 
our control, and we shall be prepared to exclaim 
with Macbeth, 

Tain in blood steep’d now so far, 
Returning were as tedious as go ver.” 

We may conclude a negotiation with Mexico, 

taking in payment of debts due us a part of Cali- 


fornia; but it must be freely offered on her part as 


a mode of payment, not wrested from her asa 
conquered province. . I think we may safely ex- 
tend: our territorial limits: the structure of our 
Government will bear it. Like the fabled tent in 
the Arabian Nights, itmay cover a small or a great 
people—expansion will not impair its strength. 

But, sir, we must hail the first movement on the 
part of Mexico towards the restoration of peace, by 
meeting it promptly and generously. We owe this 
to ourselves asa Christian nation, and we owe it to 
mankind, who look to us as a powerful people 
carrying out great principles in the successful ad- 
ministration of a free government. 

-Mr. COBB addressed the committee in defence 
of. the war, and in reply particularly to former 
remarks of his colleague, (Mr. Sezriiens.] 

My. CUMMINS obtained the floor, and gave 
notice of an amendment, which he caused to be 
read, and, explaining its provisions, he occupied 
the remaining minute and a half allotted to debate. 

The hour of three having arrived, the committee 
proceeded to votè. i 


Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, offered the fol-. 


lowing amendment, whieh was rejected: 
. Provided, That immediate measures he taken for the 
peaceful and honorable settlement.of.all diffeùlties and dif- 
ferences: between this country-and the sister Republic of 
Mexico. | peat ; A $ 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON offered the following 


amendment; which was ruled out of order: 


Src. 2. And beit further enacted, That each officer, non- 
commissioned officer, private, and musician. of the volun- 


teer force which has -been or shall -be called and received- 


into the service of the United States, under laws passed at 
the present session of Congress, and each non-commissioned 
officer, private, and. musician in the regular army of the 
United States, who was enlisted in thé service ofthe United 
States on the seventh- day of May last, or who ‘shall enlist 
n such service during the present war. with Mexico, and 


| the children or next of kin of such as have fallen since the 


said seventh day of May last, or shall hereafter, during said 
war, fall in battle or die in actual service, shall be entitled 
to receive of the United States one quarter section of land, 
to be laid off-and assigned under the direction of the Pres- 
ident of the United States; such officer, private, or musician 
having served the full term for which he was commis- 
sioned, enrolled, or enlisted, unless sooner honorably dis- 
tharged. 

Mr. CROZIER offered the following amend- 
ment; which, by ayes 48, noes 73, was rejected : 


For the payment of four companies of Tennessee volun- 
teers, who entered the service of the United States in eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-six, and were indefinitely fur- 
loughed by General John E. Wool, such sum as may be as- 
certained to be duc them, at the rate of forty cents per diem 
for their horses, and twelve-and-a-half cents per diem for 
forage to each volunteer during: the existence of said fur- 
lough, and until their final discharge. 5 


_ Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Provided, That there shali be paid tothe volunteers called 
into the service of the United States under the act referred 
to, ten dollars per month, or at that rate, for the time they 
are retained in the service. 


Me GEORGE W. JONES raised the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment not 
in. order. , 

.Mr. CHAPMAN appealed. , 

The decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

So the amendment of Mr. Cuapman was not 


|| entertained. 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS offered the following 
amendment: f 


Be it further enacted, That the proper officers be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and required to andit and settle, 
upon prifieiples of justice and equity, according to the cir- 
cumstances of the case, ali accounts and demands of any 
of the United States against. the Government for raising any 
troops under any requisition ofthe President, and to pay the 
same outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated ; and that the aecounts of any volunteers who ac- 
tually organized themselves and repaired to the place of 
rendezvous, and who were not received into service in any 
of the States under the said requisition, be audited and set- 
tled in the same way. 


Mr. PAYNE offered the following as an amend- 
ment to the amendment: -l 

Af:er the word “ volunteers,” insert: 

« Called out by virtue of the order of the Secretary of War, 
or by virtue of the requisition of General E. P. Gaines.” 

At the end of the amendment add the following: 


«& And that the said volunteers be allowed and paid the 
same compensation to which they would have been entitled 
by law, had they been received and mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States, estimating the time from the 
day upon which they lett home until the day of their return 
thereto.” * : , 


Mr. BOYD raised the 
Davis’s.amendment. ara i 

The CHAIR: ruled it out of order. 

Mr. DAVIS appealed, : 

The decision of the Chair was affirmed. 

So the amendment was decided out of order, 
(and with it fell the amendment of Mr. Payne.) 

Mr. STEPHENS offered the following amend- 
ment, which was declared to be out of order: 

And be il further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That 
the proper accounting officers of the treasury be autho- 
rized and reqnived to audit and settle the claims of the State 
of Georgia for rcimbursement of moneys paid by said State 
to meet-and cover the expenses attending the calling out of 
troops and forces in the Jate Creek and Scminole war, upon 


point of order on Mr: G: 


the proper aathoritics of said State producing satisfactory | 


evidence that said amounts of money have been actually 
paid by said State. 

Mr. CUMMINS offered the following amend- 
ment, which was declared to be out of order: 

And be it further enacted, That the proper officer be, and 


he-is hereby, authorized and empowered to audit, allow, 
seitic with, and pay, out of any money in the treasury not 


otherwise appropriated, to the several States which. were | 


called upon by the United States Government for volunteers 
for immediate service in the existing war with Mexico, by 
virtue of the act of Congress approved on the 13th day of 
May, 1846, authorizing the. President to accept the services 
of 50,000. volunteers, and for other. purposes, all proper and 
legal expenses incurred and contracted by said volunteers in 


and about their organization and equipment, and in travel- j 
ling to and from, and while they remained at, the places of |i 


general rendezvous or local depdts designated and appointed 
in said States r tively by the proper authorities thereof; 
and also to pay said volunteers wages, at the same rate that 
troops in the regular service of the United States are paid, 
for the. time they were ricecssarify employed.in organizing 
and equipping therselves-for the service, andin travelling 


"| to and from said rendezvous; depéts, or remaining thereat: 
| This section shall embrace and be applicable to. the fol- 


lowing descriptions of volunteers, to wit: such as were reg- 
ularly organized into companies, and repaired to any of the 
general rendezvous or legal depéts aforesaid, and were then 
regularly di 
volunteers as were regularly organized into companies,-and 
departed from their homes for any of the rendezvous or de- 
pots aforesaid, and who were intercepted on their way, and 
discharged in manner aforesaid. a i 5 


discharged -by the: proper officers; and also.such. 


And be it further enacted; That the provisions of the sec- 
tion last aforesaid shall be applicable to, and shail embrace, 
the States called upon by Major General E. P. Gaines for 
troops for service in the war with Mexico, and to the troops 
who volinteered, by virtue of the cali of said Gaines, in 
like cases, in the same manner that it is applicable to the 
States and troops mentioned or referred to in said section. 


Mr. FARAN desired to offer the following sub» 
stitute; which was not entertained: 


tc 'Thatfrom and after the day of the commencement of the 
existing war with Mexico, and until the close of said war, 
the pay of the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates in the regular army of the United States, and of vol- 
unteers and militia in the service of the United States, shall 
be three dollars per month in addition to the pay and allow- 
anec now euthorizéd-hy law; and that each officer; non- 
commissioned officer, private, and musician, of the volun- 
teer force which has been, or shall be, called and received 
into the service of the United States, under laws passéd at 
the present session of Congress, and each non-commissioned 
officer, private, and musician, in the regular army of the 
United States, who was enlisted in the service of the United 
States on the 7th day of May last, or who shall enlist in such 
service during the present war with Mexico, and tbe chil- 
dren or next ef kin of sach as have fallen since the 7th day 
of May fast, or shall hereafter, during said war, fail in bat- 
dle or die in actual service, shall be entitled to receive of the 
United States one quarter section of land, to be laid off and 
assigned under the direction of the President of the United 
States; such officer, private, or musician, having served the 
full term for which be was commissioned, enrolled, or en- 
listed, unless sooner honorably discharged.” : 


‘Mr. STEWART offered the following amend 
ment; which was voted out of order: 


“ That the pay of members of Congress, after any session 
shall have continued six months, shall be six dottats; after 
seven months four dollars; and after eight months two dol- 
lars per day.” j 


The committèe-then rose and reported the bill to 
the House without amendment. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON demanded thé previous 
question, which was seconded; and the main ques- 
tion (on ordering the bill to a third reading) was 
ordered; and, being taken, the bill was read a third 
time. 

And the question then being “Shall this bill 
pass?” ; 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Arnold, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James 
A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, William G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William W. 
Campbell, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier; 
Cniiom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Garrett 
Davis, De Matt, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Doekery, 
Donglass, Diomgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Foot, 
Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Har- 
per, Hilliard, Hoge, Elias B, Holmes, Hough, John W. 
Houston, George. S. Houston, Edinund W, Gubard, Hunger- 
ford, James B, Hunt, Hunter; Charles: J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Joseph Jonnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kauftnan s Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Law- 
renee, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Ligon, Long, Lumpkin, Mac- 
lay, McClean, McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Me- 
Crate, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McHenry, 
McKay, Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Morsc, Moscley, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, . Pettit, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Reife, Ritter, Roberts, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rupk, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, 
St. John, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, James 
Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tred- 
way, Trumbo, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Woodruff, Woodward, Wright, Young, and 
Yost—159. x 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Uranston, Culver, 
and Daniel P. King—4. 


So the bill was passed. 
THE ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the joint resolution from the Senate, fixing Mon- 
day, the 10th day of August, as the day'for the 
final. adjournment of Congress. 

The question being on concurring thevein, 

Mr. BOYD-demanded the previous: question. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved:that the joint reso- 
lution be laid on the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and refused. 

The question was then. taken, and the House 
decided that the. resolution should not be laid on 
the table... 2. tA ; 

Whereupon: the “prévious question was second- 
ed. ‘The main question-was ordered, and, being 
taken, the jointresolution was concurred in, 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved a reconsideration 


{of the-vote,and-demanded the previous.question. 


There was a second. The main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, the vote was not recon- 
sidered: =+ : 
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So it is decided that Congress shall finally ad- 
journ on Monday, the 10th day of August. 


FURTHER ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House again resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. WENTWORTH, of Thnois, in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill this day 
reported by Mr. McKay, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, making further additional ap- 
propriations for the pay of members of Congress, 
and for certain objects of expenditure in the Indian 
Department, connected with the delegations of the 
various tribes from Mexico and Texas, now at the 
seat of Government. 

The bil! having been read— 

Mr. CROZIER moved an amendment providing 
for the payment of the Tennessee volunteers who 
entered the service of the United States in 1886, 
and were indefinitely furloughed by General John 
E. Wool, such sum as may be ascertained to be 
due them, at the rate of forty cents per diem for 


their horses and twelve-and-a-half cents per diem | 


for forage, to cach volunteer during the existence 
of said furlough. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. CROZIER appealed. 

And the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. COBB moved to amend the bill by striking 
out that clause which relates to the pay and mile- 
age of members, with a view to having it inserted 
hereafter in the civil and diplomatic bill, when it 
should come back from the Senate. He thought 
the deferring the appropriation for the prescnt 
would operate as a spur, and excite members to a 
more vigorous prosecution of the public business. 

Mr, STEWART proposed to amend the bill as 
follows: 

“That, after any session of Congress shall have eonsinued 
six months, the pay of the members shall be redueed to six 


dollars; after seven mouths, four dollars; and after eight 
months, two dollars per day,” 


The amendment was opposed as being out of 
order, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE insisted that it was in order, 
this being an omnium gatherwm bill, in which ob- 
Jects the most various, and heterogeneous might 
without impropriety be inserted. The. bill had 
already in it members of Congress. and.:Indians, 
and he had’a desire to ‘add an item to cover a claim 
of the State of Virginia. 

The amendment of Mr. Stewart was ruled to 
be not in order, 

Mr. McK AY spoke in opposition to the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr, Cosg, which was rejected. 

Mr. McK AY then proposed to amend the bill 
by striking out the sum of $160,000, provided to 
mect the pay and mileage of members, and to in- 
crease it to $376,548. 'This increase was called for 
because the bill had been drawn on the hypothesis 
that Congress would adjourn on the 3d of August. 
The two Houses having now agreed to extend the 
session to the 10th, instead of the 3d, the difference 
was necessary to cover another week’s expenses. 

‘The question being taken, this amendment was 
agreed to, 

Mr. McKAY explained the next item of $13,000 
as intended to comply with the provisions of an 
Indian treaty which had been concluded since the 
Indian appropriation bill had passed the House. 

The next item of $61,900 was to cover the ex- 
penses of commissioners who had been appointed 
to negotiate a treaty with the Cumanches, Pawnces, 
and other wild tribes of Indians on our southwest- 
ern frontier. Mr. McK. went into some details 
setting forth the reasons why these ex penses had 
so largely exceeded the sum at first anticipated, 
($15,000.). It was thought expedient by the com- 


H 
missioners that a deputation of the Indians from 
these wild and distant tribes should have an op- 
portunity of passing through our country and visit- 
Ing some of our great cities, forts, arsenals, and 
dockyards, in order that they might form a more 
adequate idea of the power and resources of the 
American people, for the commissioners had dis- 
covered that many of them were actuated by a per- 
Suasion that we were not as humerous as them- 
selves. It was deemed very important to enlighten 
them as to the Strength of the country, as one of 
the best means of restraining them from commit- 
ting depredations on our citizens. 

Mr. BURT interposed to inquire whether the 
Indians now here had been brought to the seat of 


Government by order of the department or by 
order of the commissioners, ` i 
Mr. McKAY replied that their coming had not 
been known to the department, but was solely the 
act of the commissioners. 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and had made 
many inquiries of him in relation to the whole con- 
duet of the commissioners in the discharge of their 
duty. They consisted of Mr. Lewis and Mr. 
Butler. Mr. Lewis was on the spot,.but Colonel 
Butler had been detained by indisposition, though 
it was hoped and expected he would soon arrive. 


No full. explanations could be given until he ‘came. |; 
Meanwhile it was very important -that provision | 


should be made for enabling this Indian deputation 
to return to their homes. They were growing 
restless and very uneasy. Mr. McK. was far from 
approving the course of the commissioners in in- 
volving the Government so far beyond what was 
expected, but their instructions had necessarily 
conferred on them a very broad discretion, which 
it was impossible accurately to limit. They had 
been empowered to draw upon the Goverment 
here, and had used that power very freely. Mr. 
McK. hoped there would be no’ delay in’ passing 
the bill, as the peace of the frontier might be geatly 
endangered should these Indians longer be de- 
tained. It contained a provision limiting the pay 
of the commissioners, but necessarily provided for 
meeting the drafts which they had been authorized 
to make. 

Mr. THURMAN considered these whole pro- 
ceedings as very extraordinary and wholly irregu 
lar. The course pursued by the commissioners 
was strange and unheard-of. Congress, had ap- 
propriated fifteen thousand dollars for conducting 
the negotiation and making a treaty, and these two 
men had thereupon involved the Government to 
the extent of sixty-one thousand dollars. Their 
drafts, he believed, had not been accepted. 

Mr. McKAY was understood to state that the 
drafts had been protested for the want of vouchers 
to support them. f 

Mr. THURMAN admitted the force of the re- 
mark made by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means; and he was desirous of appro- 
priating the money necessary to send these men 
back, but was embarrassed by the difficulty that, 
in voting for the bill, he should: have’to sanction 
the irregular and very reprehensible course-pursued 
by the commissioners. Such, however, was the 
confidence he reposed in the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and so great his personal respect for 
its able chairman, that if that gentleman said that 
the money must be paid, he should, though. with 
reluctance, forego his objections to the bill. Could 
not the amount of these expenses be reduced? 
Ought not the.items to be looked into and properly 
audited. f 

Mr. McKAY said he'hoped the gentleman did 
not ‘suppose that when the Committee of Ways 
and Means recommended the appropriation of the 
money contained in the bill for this item of Indian 
expenditure, they meant that the accounts of the 
commissioners were to be paid without first having 
been regularly audited. The committce had no 
such idea. They would aH be submitted to the 
most rigid scrutiny, and a portion of them might, 
in consequence, be rejected. ; 

Mr. THURMAN said that was all very true, 
but in that case the payment would be passed 
upon by an executive officer and not by Congress. 
If this was a new appropriation, and it were now 
proposed to appropriate eighty thousand dollars 
for the expense of two commissioners in negotia- 
ting a treaty with the Camanches and other wild 
Indians ‘of the Southwest, did any man believe 
that such an appropriation could get twenty votes 
in that House? And if the House would have 
refused to appropriate the sum beforehand, ought 
they to appropriate it now, merely because these 
commissioners have gone into an unauthorized 
expenditure of public money? He thought the 
principle highly dangerous. “He had no objection 
to the adoption of the most Hberal policy in our 
treatment of these savage men. He did not object 
to making them handsome presents. He knew 
they were accustomed to receive them, and that 
nothing could be done in the way of treaty with- 
out them; but still the question recurred, Ought 
Congress to sanction such a proceeding? He 
thought it outrageous, and would move to amend 
the bill by striking out sixty-one thousand dollars 
and inserting thirty thousand. 


He had serit-for the | 


Mr. DROMGOOLKE insisted that- the rules of 
order required that the first item in the bill should 
be first considered; and, as Congressmen went 
before Indians in the bil, he thought it out’ of 
order to offer amendments to the latter part of the 
bill til the former had. been disposed. of. - 

The CHAIR ruled Mr. FHURMAN’S amend- 
ment.to be not yetin orders 0-0. 0 

Mr. HARALSON ‘wished to understand: the 
items in this bill before he was called ‘to act upon 
them; and for that purpose, he desired-to have them 
before him; and, as the bill was not yet printed, he 
moved that it be laid aside for the present, and that 
the committee proceed. to consider-bill No. 418. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the committee rise, 
but the motion was negatived; and the question 
being put on the motion of Mr. HARALSON to 
lay the bill aside, it was decided inthe negative, 

Mr. PRESTON KING demanded a division. 

The CHAIR pronounced it to be too late. 

Mr, KING. took an appeal, and the residue of 
the sitting was occupied in a-succession of motions 
to rise, divisions, decisions of the Chair, and re- 
peated appeals, creating, altogether, a scene of 
confusion ‘and merriment such as has seldom been 
witnessed in the Hall. A- motion to rise finally 
prevailed, and the committee thereupon rose and 
reported progress, when the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 17; 1846. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives announcing that said House had 
passed sund rivate bills. «Also, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had ‘notified said House 
that he had signed and approved the joint resolu- 
tion of thanks to General ‘Taylor, his officers, and 
men. Also, the bill to refund. to the States and 
volunteers the.expenses incurred by then ‘in fitting 
out the volunteers raised under-orders by Generals 
Gaines and Taylor. “Also, the bill’ to establish 
the collection district of Chicago. . 


_REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was yesterday referred a report 
from the Secretary of War in relation to appro- 
priations by Congress for the removal of obstruc- 
tions. to the navigation of rivers of the United 
States, reported. it back. with a recommendation 
that it be referred to the Committee on Printing; 
which reference was ordered. ' 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the House bill 
for the relief of Abraham Horbaek, reported it 
without amendment. i 

Mr, BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill providing for the eree- 
tion and completion of certain defences on the gulf 
coast of Florida; which was read and passed to a 
second reading. 


| HOUR OF MEETING. 


The Senate considered the following resolution, 
submitted yesterday by Mr. Lewrs: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, the hour 
of meeting of the Senate shall be ten o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved an amendment to the 
resolution, by the addition of the words “ except 
| on Saturday; which amendment was agreed to: 
ayes 21, noes 12.. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, the yeas and nays were demanded and 
ordered. 

After acenversation between Senators ARCHER, 
SEVIER, JOHNSON of Louisiana, CALHOUN, 
and J. M. CLAYTON, the yeas and nays were 
taken, and resulted as follows: 
| _ YEAS—Messrs. Aten, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Cifley, Dick- 
| inson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Houston, John- 
son of Maryland, Lewis, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, 
Sevier, Speight, Turney, and Yulee—27, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, Cam- 
eron, Jobn M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 
den, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jarmagin, Johnsen 
of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, 
Sturgeon, Uphain, Webster, and Westcott—24, 


So the resolution was adopted. 


|, Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: ; 
Resolved, That immediately after the pending. 
| special order shall have been disposed of, the bill 
iÍ to provide for the better organization of the treas- 
t ary, and for the collection, safo-keeping, transfer, 
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and disbursement, of the. public revenue, shall be 
the special order at twelve o’clock from day to day 
until disposed of, 


ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. LEWIS moved that the prior orders be 
postponed; and that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the (ELouse) bill to authorize the issue 
of treasury notes anda loan which motion was 
agreed to.. 

The bill was accordingly taken up, and consid- 
ered ag in committee of the whole; when 

Mr. EVANS rose and said that when he request- 
ed a postponement of the consideration of this 
bill yesterday, it was his intention to examine its 
details carefully, to see whether it was conformable 
to existing laws, and. whether it was guarded in 
the manner usual to bills of this description. He 
regretted that he had not yet had it in his power 
to do so; he had not even been able to read the 
bill, but he did not rise to oppose its passage. He 
did not intend to opposo it in any way; on the 
contrary, he was in favor of its passage, unless 
some evils were pointed out in the details of the 
bill which required amendment. He was in favor 
of its speedy passage. He thought it had already 
been delayed too long, and he regretted that those 
who had charge of the measure had permitted it to 
be delayed until the treasury was in a state of so 
great exigency that they were called on to pass the 
bill with the utmost expedition, in order to relieve 
the Government from embarrassment in its finan- 
cial operations. This used to be the mode of pro- 
ceeding, it was true. Tie recollected that in the 
years 1835-738-°39, when a war was being carried 
on—not so large a war as the one they were now 
engaged in, however--there was a deficiency of 
yovenue, and treasury notes were resorted to; but 
not until they were obliged to adopt some expedient 
for supplying the pressing wants of the Govern- 
ment; and so it appeared to be now. The measure 
was delayed until they could delay it no longer; 
and then if the assent of Senators was withheld 
from the proposed measure, they were charged 
with obstructing the operations of the Government 
in a time of war, He had hoped that this prac- 

; tice would be discontinued, and that those whose | 
business it was to take care Lhat the treasury should 
not be subjected to any straits or embarrassment, 
would look far cnough ahead, and bring forward 
their measures at so carly a period that they might 
be at least examined before they were adopted. 
Tle hoped that this would be the case. hereafter. 
Honorable Senators on the other side would recol- 
lect that he had urged it upon the Committee of 
Finance more than a. month ago to bring forward 
this measure, It certainly would have relieved the 
money market very much, and greatly facilitated 
the opeyitions of the Government. For, although 
the Government had money enough, yet it could 
not easily be drawn out of its depositories and | 
transmitted to distant places without very great 
inconvenience; and everybody must sce that it 
would be better to have prepared for this emergen- 
ey at an cartier day. He was not one of those 
who entertained any constitutional doubts as.to the 
power of the General Government to issue treas- 
ury notes; he, had advocated their issue against 
his associates in the other Lfouse, when it was 
found impracticable to procure duties sufficient for 
revenue; but he could not help feeling that they 
wore aggrieved in having this measure delayed 
until the Jast moment, when there was no oppor- 
tunity for preparing such a measure as they might 
deem the most desirable under the circumstances. 
But he was in favor of the passage of this bill be- 
cause it was required immediately, and because he 
believed that the issue of treasury notes was prefer- 
able to contracting a loan, which would have tho 
effect of drawing away capital to the extent of such 
loan from general creulan, whereas treasury 
notes added to the circulation, and were a perfectly 
good and safe currency, unless a greater amount 
were isstied than they could keep in circulation. 
He would support this bill, therefore—trusting, 
however, that the full amount of ten millions would 
not be issued, but that the amount.would be di- 
vided between the issue of notes and a loan, 

But he could not refrain from observing that a 
` strange spectacle was here presented. They found 
themselves under an imperious necessity to-day to . 
pass this bill, because the treasury was in difficulty; 
they found themselves obliged to go on and pass 
this bill, and issue ten millions of dollars in treas- 


ury notes, or borrow money to that amount, at the 
very instant when they were proposing to give 
away cight or nine millions of dollars of revenue. 
He had always supposed, that whenever the Gov- 
ernment contracted a debt in any form, they were 
bound to provide for the redemption of that debt, 
if possible, at the time of contracting it. These 
notes were to be redeemed within a year, and he 
desired to be informed by the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee ọn Finance how he expected that they were ! 


$ 


| 


to-be taken up? What provision was to be made 
to meet this debt at the time it became due? That 
time would come; and if they were not prepared 
to redeem their notes, they would be. paid into the 
custom-houges, and the revenue would, to that ex- 
tent, be diminished. What provision was intended |, 
to be made? He had heard of none.. On the con- | 
trary, instead of keeping themselves in a condition |; 
to meet the payment of that debt, they were weak- |! 
ening their ability to meetit, They were contract- 
ing a debt, and at the same time diminishing their 
ability to pay. And yet they expected to borrow 
money on easy terms. He had supposed that his 
friends over the way entertained a horror against 
debt, and that nothing but the most extreme neces 
sity would compel them to contract one, But here 
they were incurring a debt, while they were going 
on augmenting their expenditures, and at the same 
time abandoning a certain source of revenue, in- j; 
stead of augmenting their means. He must say i; 
that he never before saw or heard of so extraordi- i; 
nary a proceeding. Tow would they manage when i 
the notes became due? Were thoy to be reissued ? 
If not, the Government could not be carried on for 

three months, ‘This was the condition of things 
in 1837. The Secretary of the ‘Treasury came to 
them, and in piteons tones asked for relief from the 
embarrassment under which the 'Treasary labored 
by the issue of treasury notes, Ho told them 
it was but anticipating the revenue, and that there 
! would be abundant means for the payment of | 
those notes when they became dues but, instead of |i 
this being the case, the notes were returned into ji 
the custom houses, and he was forced to come | 
aguin to Congress, and to confess that bis seheme 
did not work, and that he was still out of money. 
Congress gave him the power to reissue the notes, | 
| and this practice had been kept up ever since, Sup- i 
pose it had been refused, would not the whole coun- ; 
try have rung with denunciations against Congress | 
for refusing to provide that expedient? He put it |i 
to the gentleman to say how otherwise they were | 
todo? They might abandon their revenue if they | 
pleased, and borrow money to replace it; but he i 
could tell them that they would never pay a dollar |i 
of it; never redeem their credit, nor restore the jj 
treasury to u flourishing state, until they restored | 
the duties which: they were abandoning, They ij 
might prostrate tho financial affairs of the country, i 
and leave it to others to restore them, as had becn 
done before; it would not be the first time that the 
task of restoring prosperity and replenishing the 
treasury had devolved upon the Whig party, who 
generally remained in power long enough to effect 
this, and were then displaced by their opponents, 
who took great eredit to themselves for skilful man- 
agement, He had notintended to touch at all upon 
these matters when he rose. He had thought, nay, +) 
he had almost vowed, he would not again speak of |) 
the financial affairs of the country. He would | 
have been glad, nevertheless, to have had ume te 
examine the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He perceived that they were published | 
in this morning’s “ Union,” and that the Secretary i 
states that his estimate is “aihe result of many 
| € months of laborious research and inquiry, aided |, 
| by all the tables of imports of each article at the 
i € respective rates of duty, under every tart from 
€ the organization of the Government to the present 
' period; and that, in addition to the information 
! e furnished by these tables, the department bas 
| © deemed ita duty, from an anxious solicitude to 
| © arrive at correct results in a matter so vitally af- 
| £ fecting the revenue of the Government and all the 
< great interests of the country, to confer with gen- 


i 
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i 
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i 
i 
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«tlemen of skill and experience, not only in the} 


| 
| 


‘Treasury, but also with others residing in the i 
t great mereantile cities of the Union, whose pres- į; 
c ence could be obtained without unnecessary de- || 
“Jay.” } 

He had no doubt that the Secretary had been | 
most laboriously, most assiduously employed in || 
this matter for a long time; and he was entitled to |; 


great credit therefor. He took great pleasure in |; 


|| arrived; but he must be permitted to 


calculations and estimates of the Secretary, 
ving a very large diserepancy between the result 


| showing, 


| cont. with our present bill, 
three millions ahead, 


e believed the Secretary had endeav~ 

the truth, and that he had a perfect 
conviction of the justness of his views and the 
soundness of the conclusions at which he had 
oint out cer- 
tain errors or misapprehénsions in. this amended 
estimate of the Secretary, which were apparent 
at the very first view. i ie 

Mr. SEVIER called the honorable Senator to 
order. It was altogether irrelevant to discuss the 
subject of the tariff, the Senate having under its 
consideration the bill relating to treasury notes and 
loans. 

Mr. EVANS said he was not discussing the 
tariff. He was showing that the means of the 
Government would not De sufficient to meet the 
payment of those treasury notes; that was what 
he was about to do; and he must be permitted to 
point out what seemed to him a most extraordi- 
prised beyond measure 
the Secretary had 
at it must be en- 
because it was so plain and 


saying that h 
ored to reach 


{Mr. E. here entered into an examination of the 
show- 
Secretary and the result of calcu- 


arrived at by the 
himself founded upon the same 


lations made by 
basis.] 

This, then, (continued Mr. E.) is to be the con- 
dition of the treasury according to their own 
How, then, was the payment of these 
treasury notes to be provided for? Buthe wanted 
to say a word or two more as to the manner In 
which those tableg had been made up, The ób- 
ject of the Secretary was, to show that this bill 
would yield as much revenue as the bill that was 
to be repealed; and he got at this by saying that 
they must allow eight and one-sixth per cont, for 
the increase of population from the 30th of June, 
1845, to the 30th of November, 1847. But sup- 
pose the present tarif law were not re vealed, 
would there not be the same increase? Give us 
(said Mr, E.) an increase of eight and one-sixth per 
and we will keep two or 
And, what is somewhat 
extraordinary, too, the Secretary, in his estimate, 
makes all goods that come into the country by 
reason of this increase dutiable. 

Again I ask, how will you mect the payment 
of your treasury notes? You never will by the 
policy which you are pursuing. I have said, 
owever, that the wants of the treasury are very 
great; and, therefore, 1 think that this bill ought 
to pass. Bat, sir, I do not think that the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury has given us the most favor- 
able estimate for himself; and if I can help bim 
out a little, and make things look a little better, I 
feet bound to do it, In the report of the Secretary 
which was communicated to Congress by the Pres- 
ident on the 16th of June, he goes into an exam- 
ination of the condition of the treasury. 

[Mr. E. here proceeded to show that an under- 
estimate of the available funds in the treasury 


i had heen made, amounting to several millions of 
: dollars.) 


But, notwithstanding all this, (he said,) in view 
of the present extraordinary expenditures of the 
Government, even if they passed this bill for the 
issuc of treasury notes, there would be an abso- 
lute necessity for an extra session to pass another 
similar bill, ‘or else it would have to be the first 
thing (if deferred) at the next session of Con- 
Press. 3 

He had felt bound to trespass upon the time of 
the Senate in order to make these explanations, 


‘and to warn gentlemen on the other side of the 


rocks upon which they were about to suffer ship- 
wreck. The treasury must unavoidably be great- 
ly embarrassed, and he hoped, therefore, that they 
would devise early and prompt measures to avert 
that embarrassment. 

Mr. BENTON then rose and said: 

I have some objections to ‘this bill—some to a 
provision in the bill itself—some to the policy of 
resorting so early. to an issue of Government 
paper. My objection to the bill is in the authority - 
which it confers to reissue the ten millions of 
treasury notes authorized to be issued. The reis- 
sue is a departure from the act of 1837, and is, in. 
my opinion, unjustifiable in itself. The act of 
1837 authorizes ten millions of notes to be issued, 
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and by a clause in the 12th section requires every !i 
note to be cancelled and destroyed when redeemed: |) 
this bill authorizes a reissue, and of course puts |; 
the note into circulation again, instead of destroy- 

ing it. To this reissue | have two objections: 
first, because it makes a paper currency of our 
treasury notes, and assimilates them to common 
bank notes; and, next, because it destroys the 
limitation on the amount to be issued. The.lim- 
ifation on the issue is ten millions; the reissue | 
after redemption may double, triple, quadruple 
that amount; for every time the note is reissued it 
becomes a new debt, and has to be paid again. If 
not reissuable, the amount of debt which can be 
created under the bill is ten millions; if reissuable, |) 
it may be many times ten millions. In fact, with | 
the quality of reissuability, no one can tell what f 
amount of debt may be created under the bill. ij 
This is a great objecuon, but the change which is || 
made in the character of the note is still greater. 
If cancelled when paid, the notes would be consid- 
eved as the bond of the Government, to be paid 
when due, and when paid extinguished; but, to 
be paid and put out again, is to do like the banks 
and this I cannot agree to. We have a bill for an 
independent treasury, a main feature of which is); 
hard money payments at the Federal treasury. T 
can conceive it to be compatible with the character 
of such a treasury to take up, and cancel the Gov- 
ernment bonds; but, to reissue them as often as 
taken up, is too much Jike banking for me—nod- | 
ern banking, where the same note is shuffled out | 
again and again, as long as it will hold together. |, 
This would reduce our sub-treasurer to something j; 
like a cashier of a modern bank-—reissuing the | 
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Mr. REVERDY JOHNSON, from his seat. 
does not reissue now: it pays and cancels eae 
note, 

Mr. BENTON. Good! 
not reduce our sub-treasury below the Bank of | 
England as a paper machine. Let us cancel the |; 
notes when paid, and have no paper currency. I 
will therefore move to strike out, the clause of re- 
issue in the bill; and-if that is struck. out; the pilk 
so far as T am concerned, may take its course. 

These are my objections to the bill, and this is 
practical, and will require a vote from the Senate, |! 

have another objection, not to any particular ji 
clause in the bill, but to the policy of resorting 
thus early in our war with Mexico to an issue of |; 
Government. paper. : i 

Forty years ago, Mr. President, when I was a 
student at law, I read in one of ny books—an Eng- 
lish book, of course—these words: 


| 

| 

«Ir our ancestors in King Willian’s time had annually | 
paid, so long as their exigencies lasted, even a less sum | 
than we now annually raise on their account, they would 
in time of war have borne no greater burdens than they 
have bequeathed to and settled upon their posterity in time |i 
of peace, and might have been cased the instant the exi- | 
| 

| 


hi 


It 


gency was over? 

The lesson inculcated in these words sunk deep 
upon my mind, and I resolved to act upon it if it || 
should ever be my lot to have any share in the 
management of the public affairs of my country. 
The great principle of the lesson is, that every gen- 
eration should bear its own burdens, and not cast 
them upon posterity; and if a principle, so wis 
and just in itself, needed any illustration or confir- 
mation, it would be found in the subsequent his- 
tory of the country in which the words of the les- 
son were written. Mr. Justice Blackstone wrote || 
them in 1777. The British debt was then about |! 
one hundred and forty millions of pounds sterling, 
and the interest and cost of management about five 
millions: that debt is now about eight hundred |! 
millions, and the annual interest and management |! 
about thirty millions. The example set—the evil a 


practice commenced—in King William’s time, of | 
throwing burdens upon posterity, has continued ʻi 
ever since; and certainly the British people of the | 
present day are burdened toa degree which should : 
imduce others to heed the admonition which they 
neglected. ; 
The obvious mode of saving posterity from the |: 
burdens of its ancestors, is for every generation to | 
pay as it goes; and, to do that, each year as ne 
as possible must pay the 
Taxation is the mode to do 
tion is inadequate, 
those who make the 


arly || 
debt which it creates. 
that; and where taxa- | 
short loans, to be repaid by 
m, is the substitute. A Goy- 


| coffec! 


ernment issue of treasury paper—called exchequer 
bills in Great Britain, and treasury notes in the 
United States—should be the last, and almost the 
desperate, resource of any Government. These 
are the principles upon which I came into public 
life, and on which I have endeavored to act, | 
though not always able to do so. The year 1837- 
overset my principles.. The. Government with 
near thirty millions of dollars in banks, found itself 
one morning without a shilling iñ hand; and Con- 
gress was called together to provide the means of 
keeping the Government alive. lt was a case of 
life or death; and the proceeds of taxes would 
have been entirely too slow to have prevented the 


i open and declared bankruptcy of the treasury. 


Under these circumstances, the resource of taxa- 
tion was impossible; a temporay loan was the next 
resource, and upon this the Finance Committee of 
the Senate resolved, and that in opposition to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, (Mr. Woodbury,) who 
recommended an issue of treasury notes. ‘The 


i committee condemned this resort; but finally yield- 
: ed to the Secretary on his firm asseveration that 


oans could not be obtained in time to prevent 
he catastrophe of a bankrapt treasury. Under 
these circumstances, the treasury note act of 1837 
vas brought in, but guarded with many provis- 
ons to prevent the notes from sliding into currency, 
so as to make a government paper money. The 
act of 1837 was guarded, and doubly guarded, 
against that evil; first, in giving authority to issue, 


} without authority to reissue notes; and then by a 


special clause expressly forbidding reissues, and 
positively requiring cach note to be cancelled and 
destroyed when. once redeemed by the United 
States. With these guards, and some others, the 
bill was passed. I voted for it, but with a revul- 


; Sion of stomach almost convulsive, and with a mis- 
: giving of the heart which proved to be prophetic. 
_ ina litle time the guards were all broken. down; 


reissue of the same notes was legalized; and these 
notes entered and left the treasury as bank notes 
enter and leave a bank. Of course I did not vote 
for this overthrow of the guards which I had as- 
sisted to set up; but the want of my vote made no 
difference. T'he mischief had been done in. the 
first step: once issued, treasury notes were: strong 


-enough to reissue themselves, and:slide into paper 
| currency. ees 


_ These are my objections to the bill itself, and of 
its policy. ‘he policy of this early resort to a} 
means of supporting the Government, which, from | 


t! its dangerous and seductive nature, should be lett | 


for the last, and the almost desperate resource. 
Taxation should be the first resort; and here I must 
say that I utterly object to the omission of any fair 
object of taxation from our revenue bill. “Tea and 
cotfee.are left out of that bil. Certainly I should 
like to leave them out, and a great many others, if 
there was no necessity for taxation. But there is 
necessity. This treasury note bill proves the ne- 


| cessity, and I am for taxing all objects fairly taxa- 


ble. Taxes first, loans next, treasury notes last, 


| is my creed; and I have no idea of flinching from- 
!my own duties under the assumption that the || 


people will not do theirs. It is the duty of every | 
generation to pay its own debts as well as to fight | 
ts own battles. Our constituents will pay a tax 
on tea and coffee, if necessary, and that tax is now 
necessary. But a modern idca has sprung up, that | 
ca and coflee are necessaries of life, and must be 
free, while iron, salt, woollen, and fire pay tax. 


According to this idea, tea and coffee are the first || 
of necessaries; and if the question of Cassius to i 


Brutus should be answered, “ Upon what meats doth 
this our Julius feed?” the answer would be, tea and 
Not so the people. They areas honest as 
brave—as ready to pay their own debts as to fight 


_ their own battles. We have no wars in whieh the 
people have no interest: our wars are their wars; | 
not so with Great Britain when the foundation of 
i her public debt was laid on loans and exchequer 
bills in the time of King William and his succes- | 


sors of the House of Hanover. Continental wars, 
in which the people of England had no interest, 
were their portions with the Houses of Orangé and 
Hanover. Security of the Dutch barrier, reduc- 
tion of the French monarchy, settlement of the 


| Spanish succession, maintenance of the Germanic 


liberties, were then the causes of English wars. 
Ministers and the Parliament were justly afraid to 
tax the people for such wars: they therefore taxed 


posterity! They made loans, and issued exchequer | 


bills; and of the burdens which these threw upon 


posterity, it was, that Mr. Justice. Blackstone so 
justly complained. But our wars are our own; they 
are the wars ofthe people, and the people ‘are as 
honest as brave, and will pay their own debts as 
well as fight their own battles. They. will pay a 
tax on tea and coffee, rather than go in debt; they | 
will bear burdens rather than. throw ‘them ‘upon 
their posterity. “What father. is willing to throw 
debtsupon his son? What Government would wish 
to burden posterity? Every generation will have 
its own burdens to bear—iis own battles to fight, 
and its own taxes to pay—and should not,be bur- 
dened with the debts of its ancestors. The pres-. 
ent enormous British debt had its origin in the 
unwise and cowardly policy of throwing burdens 
| upon posterity; let us avoid what we have seen so 
fatal among our English ancestors. g 
Taxes first, loans next, treasury paper last, are 
| my resources; but here we begin with paper; for- 
although the bill has an alternative clause, that the 
President may either borrow or issue notes, yet 
the alternative is nothing. The issue of the notes 
is the easy and the seductive course; and for the 
same reason that we refuse to order the loan, he 
will refuse to make it. — : : 
On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the further consid- 
| eration of this bill was postponed until to-morrow; 
| and the hour having arrived for the consideration 
of the special order— ' f 
THE TARIFF. 


- The Senate proceededto the consideration óf the 
bill for reducing the duties on imports, and for 
other purpdses. €> > ; = i 

Mr. DAVIS resumed his remarks'on the bill, in 
opposition to its policy and principle. “With refer- 
ence to the ad valorem privciple, he was decided 
and emphatic in his renarks. He expressed him- 
self satisfied with the increase of the duty on 
coarse wool from five percent. to thirty per cent., 
if, in the view of the Government, it was deemed 
advisable to put down the existing establishments 
in the country, reminding the Senate that wool 


was admitted’ into England freé of duty, The 
| policy of the bill was, to discriminate, not in favor 


of our own industry, but.against it. 

He protested against the bill, as deficient asa 
revenue measure; as favoring foreigners at the ex- 
pensé of our own interests; because it Was anti- 
American in all its details; because it overloaded | 
particular interests, and would render it necessary 
to divert labor into. new channels; because it pro- 
tected one interest at the expense of all others; and 
because it was a war on free labor, pregnant with 
moral degradation. He also protested against it 
in the name and in behalf of his fellow-citizens, 
who had a right to demand. impartial legislation; 
and; if it effects the objects it had in view, would 
be ruinous to the country. 

When Mr. D. resumed his seat, 

Mr. McDUFEFIE called for the question. 

Mr. SEVIER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The bill being still in committee, 

The PRESIDENT said, ‘* The bill is still open 
to amendment.” ` 

A pause. da 

The PRESIDENT: If no amendment be offered 
to the bill, it will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said he hoped 
the question was not to be taken upon this bill 
| now. He desired to address the Senate, and he 
| would assure the Senator from South Carolina that 
| the debate would not be greatly prolonged by him, 
; as he had no intention of consuming more than two 
| hours at farthest; but he was not prepared to go 
onat present. He hoped, therefore, the subject 
| would be deferred until to-morrow. He supposed 
‘that they might infer from what had taken place, 
|i that there was no intention on the part of any 
i| Senator on the other side to say a word in defence 
| of the bill; he had no idea, therefore, that the ques- 
i| tion would he delayed beyond Saturday next. 

! Mr. SEVIER said, if Senators on the other side 
; would agree that the question should be taken next 
| week, he would be happy to listen to any speeches 
: that might be made; but he, for one, was not wil- 
| Hng thatit should be delayed beyond that time. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he «was not authorized tò 
answer for any other than himself. He would be 
glad of an opportunity to say what little he Rad to 
say. ` ` x 

Mr. McDUFFIE said he would be very happy: 
ii to consult the personal convenience of the Senator 
i from Maryland, but it was very obvious: that if 
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the debate was to be prolonged on that side, it 
would, in all- probability, give rise to debate on 
this; and that was what-they wished to avoid, be- 
cause ‘they desired a speedy decision. And, to 
accomplish this, they had determined to leave the 
discussion to the other side of the chamber. exclu- 
sively. He did not feel-authorized, therefore, as 
far as he was. concerned, to give his consent to a 
postponement of the debate. He thought it was 
desirable to bring the matter to a conclusion, one 
way or the other, as speedily as possible. 

Mr. JOHNSON said that the reagon assigned 
by the Senator from South Carolina for terminating 


debate, lest it should provoke debate upon that |! 


side of the chamber, could not be very well found- 
ed; for he certainly should think that, if debate 
could be provoked on the part of the friends of the 
bill by anything that could be urged by its oppo- 
nents, there had been provocation enough already; 
and he was quite sure that nothing that he could 
say would have the effect of bringing out a reply, 
if what had already been said was insufficient. 

Mr. LEWIS said the bill had been under dis- 
cussion since Monday, and gentlemen on the other 
side had occupied four days of the time in deliver- 
ing two speeches. At this rate, if many speeches 
were to be made, they would not get the question 
atall. It was desirable to have the vote as soon 
as possible, as several gentemen on his side of the 
chamber were very anxious to leave their seats. 
He hoped the vote would be taken in the course of 
next week, 
with gentlemen on the other side, he would with 
great pleasure give them as much time as the ne- 
cessity of the case would admit. 

Mr. JOHNSON again stated his opinion that 
the vote would be taken next week, and averred 
that the gentlemen. upon his side of the chamber 
were not disposed to speak against time, but were 
ready, and intended to meet the question fairly. 

Mr. McDUFEFIE (after some conversation with 
Mr. Jouwson, Mr. Wessrer, and other Whig 
Senators) expressed his conviction that the oppo- 
nents of the bill would not attempt to further delay 
it uselessly, but meet the question in an open, can- 
did manner, and withdrew his objection to the 
postponement. 

The question was then taken on the postpone- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the Secretary of War, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate, communicating informa- 
tion as to the employment of any individual by the 
Department, or under its sanction, to raise volun- 
teers for the war with Mexico; which was read, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


House bills for the relief of the following per- 
sons were read twice, and appropriately referred, 
viz: 

A. bill for the relief of Griffin Kelly. 

-A bill for the relief of Abraham Ausmen. 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Dusseau. 

A bill for the relief of John Campbell, of Gar- 
Jand, Maine. : : 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Pratt. 

A bill for the relief of Justin Jacobs. 

A bill for the relief of Larranus Cobbs. 

A bill for the relief of Polly Damron. 

A bill for the relief of Catherine Fulton, Wash- 
ington county, Pennsylvania. i 

‘A bill for the relief of Jose Carxillo. 

A bill for the relief of James Journey. 

A. bill: for the relief of John McAlister. 

A bill for the relief of John Carr, John Botts, 
and Samuel Stevenson. 

‘A. bill for the relief of Mary Segar, of Jefferson 
county, New- York. 

-SA bill-for the relief of Mary Phelps, of Genesee 
county, New York. 


‘A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Betts, of the | 


‘city of New York. 
A bill for the relief of Patrick Masterton. 
‘A bill for the relief of Jonathan Brown. 
A bill for the relief of William Gump. 
‘A bill for the relief of Lewis Laing. 
= A bill for the relief of Mary Campbell, widow 
of John Campbell. 
- A bill for the relief of Leah Gray. 
A bill for the -relief of Margaret Gwinup, of 
Hamilton county; Ohio. 
A bill for the relief of Richard Hargrave Lee. 
A bill for-the relief of James Lee. i 


If an arrangement could be come to |} 


‘Military Affairs, to which was referred the joint 


| ate. 
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A bill for the relief of William Moss. 

A bill for the relief of Solomon Russell, of Som- 
erset county, Maine. - 

A bill for the relief of Captain John Patton. 


A bill for the relief of Lois Matteson, of the || 


county of Jefferson, New York. 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Conant, of Jef- 
ferson county, New York. 

A bill for the relief of Eli Merrill. 

A bill for the relicf of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of John Kelly. 
A bill for the relief of Daniel H. Warren.- 

A bill for the relief of Peter Rife. 

A bill for the relief of George Roush. | 

A bill for the relief of Patrick Kelly, senior. i 

A bill for the relief of William B. Ligon. 

An act to pay Captain John B. Crozier’s com- 
pany of mounted volunteers, Tennessee. 

Joint resolution for the relief of John B. Dentin 
and Curtis Humphrey. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. DIX renewed the notice that he would call 
up the harbor and river bill to-morrow, having 
been prevented from so doing to-day, in conse- 
quence of the pendency of the Treasury note bill. | 

On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Senate 
then proceeded to the consideration of Executive 
business, and, after some time so spent, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 17, 1846. 

Leave was given to withdraw the petitions and | 
papers of Mary Phelps, Anna Gillin, and Josiah 
Sturges. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Harrison Whitson; 
which was read and committed. 

Mr. DANIEL also made adverse reports on the 
cases of George Tix, David Little, and Samuel 
Lewis; which reports were laid on the table. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the bill from 


the Senate for the relicf of Benjamin Ballard, re- |: 


ported the same without amendment. 


| The bill was then ordered to a third reading; and |; 
it was read the third time forthwith, and passed, and |: 


returned to the Senate. 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate for the 
relief of Robert Barclay, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 


Mr. McCONNELL moved that the bill be laid i 


on the table. Lost: Ayes 4, noes 110. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed, 
and returned to the Senate. 

Mr. CHIPMAN asked leave to introduce a bill, 
notice of which had heretofore been given. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to suspend the rules; 
but the motion failed. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFE, from the Committee on 


resolution from the Senate for the relief of “Lewis 
De Russy,; reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON KING inquired if the bill did 
not, under the rule, require commitment, as con- 
taining and appropriation: 

The SPEA 
swered the inquiry in the negative. 

On this point a debate ensued, in which Messrs. 
BRINKERHOFF, BURT, P. KING, HOUS- 
TON of Alabama, and McKAY participated. 

Mr. BRINKERHOLFE moved the previous ques- 


tion, which was demanded, and under its operation |! 


the resolution was passed and returned to the Sen- 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of private bills on the table, heretofore reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House. 

And the first in order was the bill for the relief of 
Gad Humphries and George Centre. It was un- 
der consideration at the adjournment on the lith 
instant. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to lay it on the table. 

No quorum voted, and he withdrew the motion. 

The report from the committee, stating the facts 
and merits of the case, was then read. 

The previous question having been moved, a 


KER examined the bill, and an- |: 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved 
Negatived. E 

The House was again divided-on the second for 
the previous question. eee eae 

And it was seconded; and, under its operation; 
the question was put that the bill do pass. : 

It was taken by yeas and nays, and. decided in 
the negutive—yeas 68, nays 84, 

And`so the-bill was rejected. i 

Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN moved to recon- 
sider this vote; but the motion was postponed for 
the present. ; j i 

The joint resolution for the relief of Sellers and 
Pennock came up, -and the question was on its 
third reading; when, 

On motion of Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN, it 
was laid on the table. 

The bill granting a pension to Daniel H. War- 
ren, a soldier of the war of 1812 with Great Britain, 
was taken up. 


Mr HAMLIN said that he had labored most 


acall.of the. House. 


|| industriously for three years to procure the passage 


of this bill. It had passed the House at two pre- 
ceding sessions, and been sent to the Senate at so 
i late a period of the session, that, for the want of 
| time, it had remained unacted upon there, and died 
a natural death. The proccedings had to be com- 
menced de nevo inthis House; and, when reported 
again, the bill was, as a matter of course, placed at 
the foot of the calendar. [le was apprehensive 


‘| that, if now passed and sent to the Senate, it would 


meet its former fate, which would place it in a 


i} much worse condition than if it were retained here 


|| until the commencement of the next session, and 


| then passed and sent to the Senate. He would, 


|| therefore, move that the bill be passed over inform- 


|| ally, with a view of taking it up as soon as Con- 

i! gress met at the next session. 

|| ‘Lhe bill was passed over accordingly. 

| Subsequently, Mr. HAMLIN said he had con- 

|, versed with Senators, who informed him, that if 

ii the bill were passed and sent to the Senate imme- 

i| diately, it should be acted upon before the close of 

|, this session. He therefore called it up; and it was 

‘ read the third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Peter Rife; 

The bill for the relief of George Roush; 

‘The bill for the relief of Patrick Kelly; 

The bill for the roief of William B. Liang and 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 

| of ‘Thomas Kell, were severally taken up in order, 

| and were read the third time and passed. 

| The bill to pay Captain John B. Crozier’s com- 

| pany of mounted Tennessee volunteers next came 
up. This bill was reported from the Committee 

|i of the Whole, with a recommendation that it be 

|| recommitted. 

(| The House refused to agree to the commitment. 

| And the question was taken by yeas and nays 

i that it be read a third time, and passed in the 

i| affirmative; ycas 76, nays 60. 

The bill was then read the third time and passed. 

The bill to authorize Eli Merrill to exchange a 
tract of military bounty land in Ilinois for other 
public land in that State, and the bill granting a 
pension to Ebenezer Conant, next came up, and 
were severally read the third time and passed. 

The bill granting a pension to Lois Mattison was 
‘read, and opposed by Messrs. HUNGERFORD 
and DANIEL, and explained by Mr. SEAMAN. 

And on the question of a third reading a quo- 
rum did not vote. [It was very apparent that a 
quorum was in the Hall.) 

And a call-of the House was then ordered, and 
the roll being called over, 142 members were found 
to be present—a quorum. : i 

tier proceedings in the call were dispensed 
with, 
| ‘The bill was then read the third time and passed. 

The bill granting a pension to Captain John Pat- 
ton for injuries received in the war of 1812 with 
Great Britain; 

The bill for the relief of Solomon Russell; 

The bill granting arrears of pension to James 
| Gee, who received three desperate wounds in the 
early part of a battle in the war of 1812 with Eng- 
land, and yet continued to fight bravely on till the 
victory was achieved; and À 

The bill granting a pension to William Moss, 
| severally came up in order, and were read the third 
| time and passed. 

The joint resolution for the relief of John B. 
Denton and Curtis Humphreys, mail contractors 


|| 


quorum did not vote on the second; when— 


in the State of Georgia, was read. 


This resolution was reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole with a recommendation that it be 
rejected. i ae 

Mr. TOOMBS fully explained the claim in a 
few clear and lucid remarks, and hoped the House 
would not agree to the recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

After which the House refused to agree to the 
recommendation to reject the resolution; and it 
was read the third time, aud, after the report of 


the Committee on the Post Office aud Post Roads ! 


had been read, it was passed. 
The bill to refund to Richard Hargrave Lee a 


portion of the money paid to him for a forfeiture ' 


to Government; 

The bill granting a pension to Margaret Gwin- 

nup; 

The bill granting a pension to Leah Gray; 

The bill granting a pension to Mary Campbell, 
of Pennsylvania; 

The bill granting a pension to Lewis Laing; 

The bill granting a pension to William Gump; 
and 

The bill for the relief of John Carr, John Patty, 
and §. Stephenson, seamen, were severally, as 
they came up in order, read the third time and 
passed, 

The bill for the relief of John McAllister, of 
Georgia, came wp; and, on the question of a third 
reading, a quorum did not vote. 

A call of the House was ordered, but before it 
was commenced— 

A motion was made by Mr. PRESTON KING 
to dispense with it; and it was dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and report 
ed that a quorum was not within the Hall. 

Mr. SEAMAN moved a call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, when 

The SPEAKER said he had no doubt a quorum 
was then present. 

On which the motion for the call was with 
drawn. 

And the question was put, Shall the bill for the 
relief of John McAllister pass? And it passed in 
the affirmative. 

The bill for the relief of James Journey; 

The bill for the relief of Jose Carxillo; 

The bill granting a pension to Jonathan Brown; 

The bill granting a pension to, Patrick. Master- 
son; : 

The bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Betts, 
of New York; 

The bill granting a pension to Mary Phelps; 

The bill granting a pension to Mary Segar; 

The bill granting a pension to Catherine Fulton; 
and 

The bill granting a pension to Polly Dawson; 


were, as they severally came up in order, read the | 


third time, and passed. 

The bill granting a pension to Surranous Cobb, 
was read in order, and a motion was made to lay 
it on the table. A quorum did not vote. 

A call of the House was moved and refused. 

A motion was made by Mr. NORRIS that the 
House adjourn. It was decided by yeas and nays 
and negatived, 26 to 108. A large quorum. 

The question was then taken on laying the bill 
on the table, and lost. ; 

And the question on the passage of the bill was 
put, and passed in the affirmative. 

The bill granting a pension to Justin Jacobs next 
came up, 
rum did not vote. 


and on the question on its passage a quo- |: 


The bill for the relief of Elisha F. Richards; 

i were severally taken up in their order on the calen- | 

! dar, and were read the third time, and. passed. 
The bill for the relief of William Beard was re- 

jected. . . 
The bill for the relief of Maior James H. P. Porter; | 
The bill for the relief of Lewis Hastings; 
The bill for the relief of the widow of Thomas 
Murray, jr., deceased; and | : ; 

j| The bill for the relief of Gideon A. Perry, 

i: severally laid on the table. 

The vote to lay the bill for the relief 
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of Wiliam ' 


| Poole on the table was reconsidered. 
And the question was put on the passage 
ii bill, on which a quorum did not vote. 

And the House adjourned. 


of the 


IN SENATE. 

ji Sarunpay, July 18, 1846. 

i Mr. GREENE presented the-petition of mer- | 
f: chants and shipmasters of Brisiol, Rhode Island, | 
|; Pemonstrating ‘against the removal of the customi- 
H house from that place; which was referred to the | 
'; Committec on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


: THE TARIFF. 


{ 
Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial from the 
i; miners and other laborers of Schuylkill county, 
‘| Pennsylvania, asking that the duty on coal may 
| not be reduced. | 
| Mr. C. also presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of Democratic citizens of Sunbury, Northum- 
il berland county, Pennsylvania, expressing their 
| opposition to the bill reducing the duties on im- | 
| ports, and for other purposes, and requesting the 
Senators from that State to use all honorable means 
to defeat its passage. | 
In presenting the latter document, Mr. ©. said ! 
that the panic of which honorable Senators spoke 
the other day had commenced, and was spreading | 
| into every part of that Commonwealth. But this į 
was no Whiz panic. It was a Democratic panic. 
The county in which this mecting was held is a || 
Democratic county, It gives about 2500 votes, 
| and a majority to the Democratic party, in great 
contests, of near 1200. Nerthampton county, 
another decided Democratic county, was here pro- 
testing against the passage of the tariff bill; these’ 
people, these Democrats, feared that its passage 
would destroy their business, prostrate the Demo- |} 
cratic party, and beggar their families. Such fears |! 
mightcause a panic with the honest and best. Good 
! “old Berks” is here also by a representation of lier 
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sons. That county is the stronghold of Democracy. | 
OF her 10,000 votes, she gives often a Democratic 
|; majority of 4,000. Her citizens are a steady, in- 
| dustrious people, who are not easily excited. They 


|| are generally agriculturists, who are content with | 
i their peaceful employment, and whose industry į 
© and frugality have made them rich. No common} 
|i danger would alarm her; but situated as she is on 
i| the verge of the great coal-field of Pennsylvania, 
ii She has daily evidences of the comfort and happi- 


| ness its mines dispense among the laborers and 
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ties: Isaw the preparations that were going on 
for the then approaching elections; and it appeared 


; to me that the Democratic. party in Pennsylvania 


had three prominent, eminent, distinct favorites. 
These three favorites. were often. borne-on their 
flags and banners. I saw. them, emblazoned. in 
Chester county, and in Schuylkill county, and in 
other places. ‘The three. favorites borne on these 
banners were, ‘ Polk,’ * Dalas,” and “The 
Tariff of 1842.” I am rather inclined to think that 
of these favorites the last mentioned is at this 
present moment most in favor. 1 would ask the 
honorable. member from Pennsylvania himself 
whether he has not seen these same banners: float- 
ing in various places? f P 

Mr. CAMERON.. I answer the Senator with 
great pleasure. I attended, perhaps, every Demo- 
cratic meeting within my reach in that State—and 
some of them were at places one hundred and fifty 
miles distant from my, home—in order to support 
the great cause of Pemocraey, and at all these 
meetings the watchwords and the mottoes were, 
“ Polk,” “Dallas,” and (before his lamented death) 
“ Muhlenberg,” and “ The Tariff of 1842.” And 
after the death of our candidate for the gubernatorial 
chair, they were, ‘‘Polk,’’ “Dalas,” <‘Shunk,’” 
and “ The Tariff of 1842.” Neither of the three, 
sir, would have got the vote of Pennsylvania with- 
out the last—the tariff of 1842. Much as we dis- 
liked Mr. Clay, and sincerely: attached as we 


| were to the Democratic party, all would have gone 


before we would have relinquished the tariff of 1842. 
Mr. WEBSTER. I conceive it is not very im- 


i portant in discussions of this sort, whether an emi- 


nent individual, occupying a particular position, is 


| always correctly reported as to any declarations 


he may have made. It is no matter what may be 
the meaning of such declaration, if the general im- 


|i mechanics of the country round about, and of the 
‘| wealth which it has sent among them in exchange 
|; for the products of their farms. No one can charge 
© them with aiding in a “ Whig panic.” Their. De- 
| mocracy is undoubted and beyond reproach. It i 
i known throughout the Union; and thrice has it |: 


pression be produced by the blazonry and heraldry 
of flags, by popular names connected with popular 
measures, a particular effect.is produced. And I 
suppose if I were to ask either of the honorable 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania—which I do. not 
propose to do—whether they, in the various meet- 


The question was again taken by yeas and nays, | 


and the b 
The bi 


ill passed: yeas 60, nays 59. 
l granting a pension to Daniel Pratt; 


The bill granting a pension to John Campbell, 


of Maine; 


The bi 
The bil 


> 
l granting a pension to Joseph Dusseau; 


The bill granting a pension to Griffin Kelly; 


The bill granting a pension to Benjamin Allen; 


The bi 
The. bi 


l granting a pension to Aquila Goodwin 
Ul for the relief of Cornclius Capen, ad- 


ministrator of John Cox, of Boston, deceased; 


The bi 


The bi 


of John Ruddle; 
The bill for 


John Milsted, of Florida; 
l for the relief of the legal representatives 


the relief of Joseph Curwin; 


Thé bi 


i Herald, of Baltimore; 


The bi 


I for the relief of the o 


H for the relief of William B. Lang; 


saved the Democratic party of the Union. Her | ings which they attended, have not to their friends 
sons come here not to create a panic, bnt to speak |! expressed often the opinion that the tariff of 1842 


i with Democrats in the Senate, and in other high |, would be safe under the protection of those -per- 


i 


l granting a pension to Abraham Ausmen; | 


whers of the ship || upon the treasury of the Union; she asked for no 


4 
i 


j 


'; a panic as the passage of this bill will create, would, 
'| he repeated, be no “ Whig panic.” He said that | concurrent with their own private opinions; and 
: l for the relief of the heirs and represent- į 
atives of Richard C. Anderson, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of 


"| been spoken of; and claims due Georgia and New i sulted in the overthr 


» places, as Democrats may speak to those whom |! sons whom they chose to place at the head of the 


by their votes they have elevated; to tell them |! Government—TI say if I were to ask that question, 

how this new principle in legislation will affect | I take it for granted they would answer that they 
; their interests, and to get Democrats here to pause | had held out such an opinion every where at all the 
before they ruin our great State, and take from our || assemblages which they attended; because I know 
laboring people, who cannot come here, their em- |. their attachment to the tariff of. 1842, and I know 
ployment, and from their families their bread. Such | the instructions of their Legislature to secure that 
‘| tariff, which instructions, I believe, are altogether 


we had heard, in a recent discussion, remarks in 
favor of the claims of Tennessee for money due her 
citizens. ‘The claims of Massachusetts had also 


| therefore I am quite persuaded that if they had had 
|| any notion that their efforts in the election of their 
| successful candidates at that time would have re- 
ow of the tariff of 1842, they 
: would have forborne from these efforts. 

Mr. ALLEN then said: The Senator from Mas- 


'sachusetts has announced the arrival of the last 


i help from the treasury; she was willing to work || steamer as a thing having some connexion With 
i for her living, and asked only to be let alone. 


| Hampshire had been urged, and some of them paid. | 
| Pennsylvania, he was proud to say, had ne claims | 


i proceedings on a great question-here, He appears 
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to regard it as a most extraordinary circumstance 
that the telegraphic information which we have of 
the last words of thé British Minister upon his 


defeat in the House of Commons had reference to | 


the probabilities of American legislation. I could 
name men upon this floor, sir, from whom such an 
announcement would not have taken nre by sur- 
prise. But when I come to consider the dcep soli- 
citude which, in the preceding part of this session, 
and pending another great public measure, the arri- 
val of British steamers was looked for—and looked 
for by the Senator from Massachusetts himself— 
I confess that I'am a little amazed that the same 
manner of arrival from. the same country should 
now startle him so much. Sir, we had the Oregon 
question, which involved the division of a part of 
this great republic with Great Britain; and pend- 
ing that great question we were commanded from 
day to day to bold our breath until the British 
steamer announced the will: and behests of. Old 
England in the matter. We were desired to look 
to the arrival of British steamers, becanse it was. 
supposed that the intelligence which, they would 
bring from England would have.a direct bearing 
on the event of peace or war between the two 
countries; and because it was necessary that we 
should know what they were about in England, 
for fear that, jn the absence of that knowledge, 
we might involve the country in a war, and break 
the concord that existed between-the two nations. 
But now it seems that all of that ardent sympathy 
which .superinduced. such an‘ overwrought desire 
to maintain a good. understanding with Great Brit- 
ain is surrendered. We were told that in the 
event of war between the two countries, we would 
not only disturb the peace of the world, but inter- 
rupt that harmonious intercourse between the two 
countries which contributed so materially to their 
mutual advantage. But now, on another subject, 
the arrival of a British steamer, bringing with it 
the announcement of the expectations of the Brit- 
ish Government, is given as a reason why the 
course of American legislation should be arrested, 
because it may, perchance, prejudice the harmo- 
nizing free trade which was announced to us a few 
months ago as being so essential to the prosperity 
of the people of the country. I was never in love 
with Britieh steamers; and never legislated by their 
arrival or departure. And I do not rise now for 
the purpose of saying that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is wrong in the intimation that we 
should not shape our legislation to suit the views 
and wishes of the British Cabinet.. X do not say 
that he is wrong... [rise only. forthe purpose of 
marking the fact, that:but.a few. months ago the 
Senator was in thë babit of announcing the arrival 


of British steamers from “a ‘very opposite motive. 
Then we had a question about territorial boundary 
pending. "Then we must pause to lean what in- 
telligence British steamers would bring, until some 
of the newspapers said we had better have our 
sessions on board the steamers, so that we could 
more promptly shape our legislation according to 
the shitinge of British opinion. Sir, I beleve 
that in this matter, as in the other case, we ought 
to act utterly irrespective of the legislation. of 
Great Britain—that we ought to act only in refer- 
ence to the general good of the great body of the 
American people, taking no‘heed of what may be 
said or done on the other side of the water, but 
acting uniformly in that spirit of independence in 
which our fathers acted when they declared their 
independence. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, 


 —— 


Mr. BAGBY. I desire to know what is the 
question? bets Bs : ae 
The PRESIDENT.. It is a motion to print a 


memorial. presented’ by. the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, forthe use of the Senate. 
Mr. BAGBY.» Is that debatable? . 
Mr. WEBSTER. Certainly, sir. I was about 
to remark, Mr. President, when L-was interrupted, 


that, as far as I'can. understand the.observations of 


the honorable member from Ohio, J must say that 


they do not appear-to be marked by that singular- - 


ly strong logical deduction which generally char- 
acterizes his arguments. The gentlemar seems to 
suppose that it is important—or that I deemed it 
important by what means news of some magnitude 
or importance is brought to us from England— 
whether it comes by steam, or whether it is tele- 
graphed from Boston. I should imagine that the 
gentleman would hardly suppose that its being 
despatched by telegraph was anything more than 


stating the rapidity with which it was conveyed to 
us; and that the important thing was that, in the 
judgment of that distinguished man, the late first 
minister in England, the eyes of England are all 


Congréss upon this tariff subject. Well, if that 
be so, it is because the people of England have 
an interest in that question. Now, sir, the honor- 
able member thinks that I received news respect- 
ing the Oregon matter by the steamer with a very 
different feeling. Undoubtedly I did. There was 
then a national question pending between us and 
England. England had one side of the question 
and we had the- other; and as my own anxiety 
was for peace, 1 was of course desirous to know 
by every arrival whether the progress of opinion 
in England—the state of public opinion, and the 
sentiments of the British Government, so far as 
known—wwere such as we might expect a settle- 
ment of the controversy upon terms. favorable ‘to 
ourselves. That was an international matter. There 
were two sides to it. We could not make a treaty 
alone. I confess, therefore, that I awaited the 
arrival of every steamer with anxiety, because I 
wish for peace with England—honorable peace— 
permanent peace; because I anxiously looked 
to the moment when that state of things should 
rexist between us and England that has not ex- 
isted before since the “stamp act”—that is, a 
state of peace, and with no cause of quarrel; for 
from the time of passing the stamp act till the 
15th of June last, we have never been without the 
pendency of some cause of controversy with Eng- 
land. I wished to see the last of these matters 
settled. Ihad the gratification of seeing it settled. 
I had the gratification of seeing the relations of the 
two countries placed upon a permanent basis of 
national friendship, peace, and harmonious inter- 
course. Now, is there any analogy between that 
case and my desire to know the feelings of the 
British Government and the British people in re- 
gard to this case, which is a question of domestic 
policy, in which we are bound to consider exclu- 
sively the interests of our own people, and in which 
England has no right to interfere?—for this is an 
American question. 1 will only say that it does 
seem to me that if some politicians in this country 
had had the opinions upon questions of American 
policy as much quoted, commended, printed, and 
distributed, in England, as others of our public 
men have had theirs quoted, printed, and distribu- 
ted, I am of opinion that there would have been.a’ 
prejudice excited against them-by the general voice 
of the country as. being in some sort submissive to 
British interests. .I don’t mean to sayitis so. I 
don’t think, it isso. I do not impute any such 
sentiments to any gentleman here or elsewhere; 
but I say my honorable colleague the other day 
proved that this question wàs one of preference to 

e had between English labor and American labor, 
| between English employment and American em- 
ployment. Wel, then, 1 do say, that when in the 
pendency of such a question here within these 
walls, there comes such news from England, and 
a very contrary voice from Pennsylvania, and the 
laboring people of this country, itis an extraor- 
dinary conjuncture of circumstances; and I am 
sure the honorable member from Ohio will think 
itisso. I repeat that I accuse nobody—far from 
it—of having-any disposition to postpone the best 
interest of our own country to the interest of any 
other country under heaven. But I must speak 
of measures according to their character and ten- 
dency; and in questions between us and our great 
manufacturing rivals we cannot shut our eyes and 
ears to what we see and hear of the opinions of 
these rivals. Ido not wish to pursue these obser- 
| vations, which are somewhat irregular. Another 
| more fitting opportunity, will occur, 

Mr. SPEIGHT then moved that the further 
| consideration of the subject be postponed until 
to-morrow, in order to resume the consideration 
| of the treasury note bill. 

The PRESIDENT said that the question pend- 
| ing was upon the printing the document. 

Mr. SEVIER wished to give it the same.direc- 
tion which the petition presented the other day. by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts had received.. 

Mr. WEBSTER. . Certainly. 

The motion to print was then referred to. the 
Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr, LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 


turned at the present moment to the proceedings of | 


‘Hansen; accompanied by areport; 


reported back, without amendment, the (House) 
“bill making appropriations for the support of 
volunteers and other troops authorized to be em- 
ployed in the prosecution of the war with Mexico, 
during the year ending the 30th of June, 1847,”? 
and moved that the Senate proceed. to its consid- 
eration immediately; which motion was agreed to. 

The bill therefore was considered. as in commit- 
tee of the whole. 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved to amend the bill so 
as to provide for the payment of the Tennessee 
volunteers under General Wool, called out in 
1836. y . ; 

After some conversation, the amendment was 
rejected, the bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered toa third reading, and, 
by unanimous consent, read a third time, and 
passed, . 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to procure a marble bust 
of John Rutledge, of South Carolina, late Chief 
Justice of the United States. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, the (House ) 
bill for the relief of Richard Hargrave Lee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
ment, the (House) bill for the relief of Amos 
Hunting. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported “A bill to direct the sale of cer- 
tain lands in the State of Arkansas;” which was 
read, and passed to the second reading. ; 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported, without amendment, the 
House bills 

For the relief of the heirs of Thomas Kelly; 

For the relief of Solomon Russell; 

For the relief of Eli Merrill; 

For the relief of James Journey; and 

For the relief of Jose Carxillo. : 

Mr. Y. also asked that said committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tions of Isabella Street, James B. Davenport, the 
heirs of Nicholas Barrow, Thomas Mullet, in be- 
half of Frarcis Lebeau, and others, and J. W. Tay- 
lor, and others; which request was agreed to. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives announcing that said House had 
passed sundry bills. | f ; 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported.a bill for the relief of Michael 

which was or- 
dered. to be printed: ; i 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, submitted an adverse report upon the petix 
tion of Benjamin L. Lucas. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States.] 


SALE OF MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. CASS rose and said that he had been pre- 
vented during the present week, by the pendency 
of other business, from calling up for action, the 
bill authorizing the sale of the mineral lands, in 
accordance with a notice heretofore given by him, 
and expressed the hope that the Senate would, on 
next Monday, after the transaction of the morning 
business, be ready to take up the bill referred to. 


THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Arten, came up for consideration: 

Resolved, That immediately after the pending 
special order shall have been disposed of, the bill to 
provide for the better organization of the Treasury, 
and for the collection; safe-Ikeeping, transfer, and 
disbursement of the public revenue, shall be the 
special order at twelve o’clock from day to day. un- 
til disposed of. 


Mr. WEBSTER observed that he had no choice 
as to preference of business, but he hoped that the 
resolution would be modified by the Senator from 
Obio so as to constitute a notice. merely. Tle 
(Mr. W.) knew of no precedent for such a resolu- 


tion. : . . 

Mr. LEWIS observed thatimmediately after the 
treasury note bill shall be disposed of, he designed 
to call up the independent treasury bill each day 
immediately after the morning business had been 
disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN said that if such was the intention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, he 
did not desire the adoption of the resolution. 
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A motion to lay the resolution on the table was 
then made and agreed to. 


ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill authorizing the issue of 
treasury notes anda loan. The question pending 
being upon the amendment submitted by Mr. Bex- 
ron, striking out the following clause in the first 
section of the bill, viz: ‘fand in place of such of the 
same as may be redeemed, to cause others to be 
issued.’? i 

Mr. NILES expressed his concurrence gen- | 
erally with the sentiments which had fallen from 
the Senator from Missouri, when the bill was || 
before the Senate yesterday. But it struck him | 
that if these treasury notes were not to be re-issued, 
there was some danger that they would all be paid 
into the treasury shortly after they were issacd, 
so that the bencfits resulting from them would be 
only partial and temporary. No greater amount 
than the ten millions could, in any event, be issued. | 
Jt was very important that the bill should be passed 
without delay, and as he had no desire to embar- | 
rass its progress, he would vote against the amend- || 
ment. 

Lt was calculated that the expenses of the war || 
before the end of the year would be twenty-five |! 
millions, To meet this, it was estimated by the | 
Secretary of the Treasury that six millions would |} 
accrue from the reduction of the duties on imports; |} 
and the graduation bill—if any bill under this name || 
should pass—was expected to produce about half 
a million. Then there was this bill, authorizing 
the issue of treasury notes, and a loan to the amount 
of ten millions. How was the deficiency to be 
supplied? As for the plan of raising additional |} 
revenue by reducing the duties on imports, it was į! 
a more experiment, He had no faith in this cal- || 
culation. And suppose this experiment should 
fail, as he believed it would, there would be left at 
the least ten millions unprovided for. He believed |! 
that our financial affairs were much disposed to get | 
into a very sad condition. We had had a little | 
experience in the Florida war, and in the Black }j 
tawk war, which should teach ús the necessity of | 
making adequate provision to carry on our opera- | 
tions. He would vole against the amendment. 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON said, these treasury notes | 
would all be absorbed at the custom houses. They | 
are then to be re-issued, and after they shall have || 
been re-issued, in what manner is it proposed to j 
redeem them? "Chere will be no funds in the treas- 
ury, and it can only be done by anticipating the 
revenue, ‘Phe course of the Senator was consist- 
ent. But, he asked, how do other Senators on that 
side stand, who would put us in debt without pro- 
viding the means to pay, at the end of the year, 
when the notes will fall due? It must be evident | 
to all that we shall be in this condition. No tax 
was proposed for the purpose of redeeming these | 
notes, | 


It was a wise axiom of Mr. Jefferson: * Never | 
borrow money, without at the same time laying a 
tax for the payment of the interest, as well as the 


|| object to an issue of treasury notes. 


are not to be re-issued, not a single note will be 
i issued by the Secretary.” He will resort to a loan 
as the best mode; and he (Mr. Evans) was op- 
| posed to a loan, because it would draw eight or 
nine millions of gold and silver from the commer- 
cial cities of the North to transport for expenditure 
intheSouth. The effect of this would be to lessen 
the amount of duties, to embarrass the revenue, and 
cripple the banks. Under such circumstances, on 
what terms do gentlemen think a loan can be ne- 
gotiated? : 

Mr. MILLER was opposed to the bill. Under 
a well-reeulated system of finance he’ would not 
But it is 
now proposed to issue these notes without any 
provision to meet them when they fall due: This, 
however, may be got over at the next ‘session. 
But it is proposed to reduce the revenue ten mil- 
lions, by the reduction of the tariff, and, at the 
same time, to borrow ten millions. This will 


i make us worse off by twenty millions at the end of 


the year than we are now. What would be thought 
of an individual who would go into the market 
with his note for ten millions in one hand, and in 
the other a statement that his income was reduced 
ten millions, while his expenses were increasing? 
He objected to the introduction of these measures, 
which were connected with the monstrous frec- | 


| trade system which her necessities had forced Great 


Britain to adopt, and at which even the untervified 
Democracy of Pennsylvania had become terrified. 
The new tariff, he believed, would not produce a 
revenue exceeding twenty millions, now that the 
friends of the Administration had stricken out the 
dutics on tea and coffee. It was admitted by his }. 


friend from New York [Mr. Dix] that the warc- 


house bill was not likely to be productive of rev- 
enue for the first year. As to the graduation bill, 
its fate was at present very critical. le wished 
some one would inform: the Senate—some one 
whose opinion would have influence on public sen- 
timent—how long the war was likely to continue. 
He thoughtit desirable also that the country should | 
be enlightened as to the real object for which it | 
was commenced. 

Mr. CALHOUN, after a few remarks in ex- 
planation and defence of the provisions of the bill, 
and in opposition to the views of the Senator from 
Missouri, in support of his amendment, said: I do 
not wish it to be understood that I have departed 
in the slightest degree from the opinion I ex pressed 


| in the early part of the session, that the very first 
| step in preparation for war was to establish a good 


system of finance. The only proper way of meet- 
ing the expenses of a war is by taxation. That is 
at once the least burdensome and the most honest 
method. But there is another and stronger reason: 
unless you resort to a good system of taxation, 


| your borrowing must be upon the most usurious 


terms. If it shall turn out, when we mect here in 
December next, that our expenditures have greatly 


I| overran the income and the loan, even the most 
prompt action will not enable the Government to | 


borrow but ata very high-rate. The only possi- 
ble excuse, in my opinion, for not having organ- 


principal, as it becomes due.’? The Senator from | 


| 
i 
Connecticut was willing to give the power to re- | 
issue these notes, but admits that there will be no | 
He had no desire to em- | 


means to redecm them. 


ten-fold. He called on gentlemen to say how they 
proposed to pay these debts; whether by submit- 
ung at the next session a scheme of taxation, or | 
by authorizing a loan, or by a new issue of treas 
ury notes? He should vote for the amendment 
because the people will in this way be made better 
to understand the true situation of their affairs. 
Mr. EVANS did not concur with the Senator 
from Delaware in his views, and would vote against 
the amendment. Gentlemen scemed to be under 
the impression that the debt might be increased, by | 
these re-issues beyond the ten millions. This was | 
-an erroneous view, Not any re-issues could have | 
the effect of increasing the debt; and if the notes ` 
are not re-issued they will come in in sixty or i 
ninety days, and the Treasury will be embarrassed 
Experience has established this fact. 


i 


If the notes || 


ized, at this session, an adequate system of taxa- 
tion, are two: first, because we have got into the 
war suddenly and unexpectedly; and secondly, be- 
cause the impression has prevailed that the war 
may bea very short one. 1 trust that the war may 
turn out to be a short one; for if it be not a short 
war, it will prove a most expensive war; and, in 


|| proportion to its expense, it will prove one of the 


most onerous wars ever waged. The very fact, 
that the moncy has to be spent in another country, 
and upon the most distant frontier, will make a 
given amount of expenditure vastly more oppres- 

ve than if the money were expended within our 
borders; and the truth of this will be felt, should 
the war unfortunately continue, whieh I hope it 
will not. 
excuse why duties have not been laid on coffee 
and tea. It was so clearly right—it was so evi- 
dently proper as a tax, even in peace—so preémi- 
nenlly proper in time of war—that, in my-opinion, 
no apology for not imposing that tax can be of- 
fered. The fact that we have not resorted to it, 


| will be attributed to a motive, in my opinion, well 


calculated to shake the credit of the nation, should 
loans be necessary. - It will be supposed that we 


i are afraid to meet the moneyed responsibility of 


war—the only great responsibility of a country at 
war in modern times. There is no responsibility 


But really, Mr. President, J can offer no |} 


the largest body of ardent, patriotic, enterprising 
youth in the world, in proportion-to our popula- 
tion—anxious to rush into wat—of which we have 


t had‘ample testimony. ‘Thousands have flocked. to 


your standard who could not be- permitted to be- 
come volunteers. ‘The struggle. was, not, who 
should remain, but who should go forth to defend 
the country. The responsibility is,\to meet the 
expense; and I think no. apology can be offered 
for the neglect in providing: means to. meet: that 
expense by imposing a tax upon the two articles 
‘which I have named. - I make this declaration to 
free myself from any responsibility on account of 
that neglect. I do trust. that a bill will be, intro- 
duced before the end ofthe session, to Impose this 
“duty. It is due to the country as well as to our- 
selves. a . 

Mr. WEBSTER expressed himself in opposi- 
tion to the amendment, because it was calculated 
to defeat the main object of the bill. 

Mr. BENTON. ‘While the debate has been 
going on this morning, I have. taken the trouble to 
look over the acts passed during the late war with 
Great Britain: for the issue of: treasury notes. 
These acts were six in number, and they were the 
first ever issued under the authority of this Gov- 
ernment—so slow were the founders of this Govern- 
ment to commence the business of issuing paper. 
I have looked over the whole of these acts, and 
not one of them contains a clause of re-issue; and 
every one of them contains a clause which this 
bill does not—and-that is, a provision for the pay- 
ment of the notes... The last of the six acts’ autho- 
rizes the funding of the notes; so that the whole of 
the six acts first passed by Congress for the issue 
of treasury notes differed from this bill, first, in 
the great feature of not being re-issuable, and next, 
in the provision which is made for the payment of 
the notes.. The act of 1837. followed the old acts; 
but this departs from them all; and, in that respect, 
is condemned by the wisdom of our ancestors. 
The clause in the bill, as it now stands, is in these 
words: i f 

“That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to tanse treasury notes to be issued for such shm 
or sums as the exigencies of the Government may require, 
and in place of -such«of the sume as may ‘be redeemed to 
cause others to be issued, bat not exceeding the sum of 
$10,000,000 of this emission outstanding at any one time, 
andto be issued under the limitations and other provisions 
contained in the act entitled ‘An act to authorize the issue 
of Treasury notes, approved the 12th of October, 1837, 
except that the authority hereby given to issue treasury notes 
shall expire at the end of one year from the passage of this 
act.? i 

The objectionable feature of this clause is in the 
words which authorize other notes to be issued in 
placc of those redeemed. his is paying paper 
with paper: it is banking. And why is it now, 
for the first time, put-into a treasury note bill? 
Admitting that a clause of re-issue was subsequent- 
ly added to the act of 1837, by a supplementary 
act, yet that addition was so odious to the hard 
money part of the Democracy that they refused to 
vote for it. The loss of their votes, however, was 
supplied by the acquisition of others—by the ac- 
quisition of all the votes of all the friends of bank- 
ing, local and national. This bill, departing from 
all those of the late war, and algo from the act 
of 1837, authorizes a re-issue of notes; and in that 
respect makes an open and long step towards 
national banking. To be sure, the word re-issue is 
not in the clause, but itis the same thing. Other 
notes are to be issued in place of the notes redeem- 
ed; and thus paper is paid with paper. In that 
we imitate the banks. But géntlemen ‘console 
themselves with the proviso that no more than ten 
millions shall be out at any one time. Thatis no 
limitation on the amount to be issued. The same 
note may be issued, or, what is the same thing, 
another one from the same plate may be issued, 
and that times over, without limitation; and every 
time the substitute is issued, it creates’a debt the 
same as the original, which must be paid. ‘The 
bill professes to ask for ten millions; by this re- 
issue, or substituted issue, the ten millions may be 
issued many times over. . With this clause in the 
bill, no one can tell how much he is voting. Iean- 
not. Noonecan. If ten millions is not enough, 
| ask for more. Ask for all that is wanted, and get 
it openly and responsibly, and not covertly and irre- 
sponsibly, as this re-issue clause will doit: Weare 
; in the war, and we will go through with it; but let 
| us see what we do—lJet us see the amount which we 


vote. This bill conceals from us the amount of 


in getting men—in getting volunteers. We have li the supply which we vote to the treasury.” On its 
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face itis ten millions: with -the re-issue clause it | 


may be as many times ten millions, as the whole, 
or a part, may be put out again. It is a delusion 
to speak of the amount in circulation at one time: 
itis the aggregate of all the time that gives the 
measure of the vote, and ‘the real amount which 
the bill authorizes. Gentlemen say thé notes may 
return promptly to the. treasury in payment of 
duties. “Very good! they are received in place of 
money, and if not put out again, the cash will 
come for the duties the next time. - You will get 
the money at the end of the year, if not at the be- 
ginning. But, under this system of re-issue, it will 
be paper all the year round. Upon the same prin- 
ciple that the original note comes back immediately 
in payment of duties, the substitute will do the 
same; and thus the treasury will have nothing but 
paperinit, Itisthe sameas if an amount of notes 
were authorized equal to the whole amount of the 
revenue: in that case the whole revenue would be 
paid in paper, and in the Government’s own paper; 
and the treasury would have nothing but dead 
paper in its coffers. i 


ited to the lowest possible amount; and thus it was 
in former times. The first treasury note bills 
were for only five millions; and when larger sums 
were authorized, it was as part of a loan, and only 
to be resorted to after the loan had. failed, and to 
the extent of the failure. But here we set out not 
only for a large issue of ten millions—itself double 
the amount of the first treasury note bill in the war 
with Great Britain—and unlimited at that time. 
The re-issue may make it double ten, and it will 
only be after all the issues and re-issues are over, 
and the whole added together, that we shall know 
the amount which this bill authorizes. Tam against 
such indefinite legislation. Lam against vague, un- 
limited authority to create debt. Tam against con- 
verting all our revenue into paper, and that paper 
our own. I object to bank paper, and to federal 
paper just as much, or more. Mr. President, this 
treasury-note bill is every way objectionable to 
me—in its detail, for the re-issue feature—in. its 
policy, for coming so early in the war with Mexi- 
co, and without laying the proper taxes, and with- 
out waiting for the issue of loans. A solid system 


of finance can only be bottomed on taxation; loans | 


are only justifiable when taxes cannot be gathered 
in time, or in sufficient amount. As for treasury 
notes, they are the last thing to be resorted to, and 
that in the uttermost extremity; but now they are 
the first. 
ruinous mode of getting into debt, and throwing 
burdens upon posterity, and I abhor. them.. With 
great difficulty Lcould be brought to vote for the 
bill in its best form; but with the clause of re-issue, 
it is impossible for me to touch it.” 

Mr. PENNYBACKER spoke briefly against 
the amendment, but was not distinctly audible in 
the gallery. 

Mr. WESTCOTT said, as the yeas and nays 
were called for, and as he intended voting for the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, he con- 
sidered it due to himself to give the reasons for his 
vote. The provision authorizing. the re-issue of 
the treasury notes he regarded as turning the treas- 
ury into a sort of Federal bank; true, without the 


power of discount, but liable to all the vices of |} 


banks, and even some that the State corporations 
had not. This authority to re-issue would afford 
facilities for frauds and confuse the public accounts 
and business. Again: the issuing of treasury notes 
was one form of obtaining credit by the Govern- 
ment--was but a mode of borrowing. ‘This bill 
allowed ten millions to be issued. Each time these 
notes were re-issued, “a. renewal of the loan took 
ee: it’was- anew loan or credit of ten millions. 

he process, in fact, made the Toan equivalent to 
a loan of twice ‘or ‘thrice ten“ millions. Mr. W. 
said he could not believe the striking out of this 
clause could’ embarrass the. Government before 
next session. But litle: more than three months 
must elapse before Congress met again. In the 
mear time the treasury had the balance on hand, 
the current accruing revenue,.and the power to 
resort to- direct loans, and ‘then the ten millions of 
treasury notes. Surely. these will be ample re- 


sources; but if not, give fifteen or twenty millions. 


of treasury notes; but do.not-turn the treasury into 


Instead of unlimited issues of | 
paper,.they ought not only to be limited, but lim- | 


They are a facile, seductive, insidious, ‘i 


a bank of circulation—into a manufactory of &. 


paper currency, i wa v 
ten millions. Mr. W. said he believed the bill all 
sufficient without the clause ofre-issue. This clause 


which may be always kept up to’ 


would probably please the brokers and fundmon- 
gers, but he should vote against the bill, if it was 
retained. 

Mr. DAYTON then rose—. __- 

Mr. LEWIS remarked that the hour for taking 
up the special order had now arrived. 

Mr. DAYTON called the Senator from Alabama 
to order. ` i; A 

Mr. LEWIS said he had a right to move the 
special order, 

Mr. DAYTON. Not while -he (Mr: D.) had 
the floor. Mr. D. then briefly supported the 
amendment. - ; 

Mr. YULEE submitted an amendment to the 
bill, imposing a tax of twenty per cent. upon tea 
and coffee, the proceeds of said tax to be appro- 
priated to the payment of the treasury notes issued 
under authority of the bill. Í : 

Mr. BAGBY was in favor of the amendment, 
not on the ground maintained by the Senator from 
Missouri, that the re-issue would increase the 
amount, but because otherwise the precise amount 
that was out would not be known; and, secondly, 
because it struck against a principle in opposition 
to which he and his friends had always contend- 
ed; he did not wish any banking—much less 
treasury banking. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. R. JOHN- 
SON and ALLEN, 

Mr. LEWIS expressed the hope that the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Yuner] would not press 
his amendment, as it would only serve to embar- 
rass the bill. 

Mr. YULEE replied that he had no desire to 
embarrass the bill, and would therefore withdraw 
the amendment, hoping, however, that a bill to 
the same end would be introduced and passcd. 

No further amendment being offered, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, and, by unanimous consent, read a third 
time and passed, without a division, in the precise 
form in which it was received from the House of 
Representatives. 

THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order—the bill reducing duties on 
imports and for other purposes. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON addressed the Senate in op- 
position to the bill, in a speech which occupied 
three hours. . ; 

Then, on motion, at five o’clock, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 18, 1846. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, reported a bill 
to authorize attachments on mesne process in the 
county of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes. Read and committed. 

SENATE BILLS. 
Sundry bills from the Senate were received. 
A bill to amend an act entitled ‘¢ An act to pro- 


\ vide revenue from imports, and to change and 


imposing duties on Imports, 


modify existing Jaws 0 
‘Referred to the Gom- 


and for other purposes.” 
mittee on Commerce. ; 

‘A bill granting a pension to John Clark. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘A bill for the relief of William B. Keene. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of Edward Bolon. Referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Cocker Simp- 
son, deceased. Referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims. ii 

A bill for the relief of Henry H. Marsh, of 
Michigan. Referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

A bill for the relief of Alexis Ayot. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill granting a pension to William Poole, 
which was under consideration yesterday at the 
adjournment, was taken up and assed. 

*The bill to provide for: the distribution of the 
edition of the laws of the United States published 
by Little & Brown, under the provisions of the res- 
olution of Congress of the 3d of- March, 1845, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House 


Referred, 


on the 5th June last, was taken up, read the third 
time, and passed. . 

The bill to authorize the Trustees of Tymochtee 
township, Wyandot county, Ohio, to select lands 
for schools within the Wyandot cession; and the 
bill to authorize the inhabitants of township one of 
range thirteen east, Seneca county, Ohio, to relin- 
quish certain lands selected for schools, and to ob- 
tain others in lieu of them, were severally read the 
third time and passed. E 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on private bills, (Mr. T. B. Kine in the 
chair. i ; 

Mr: BRODHEAD said that, in consequence of 
the near approach of the period for the close of the 
session of Congress, it was more than probable 
that the private bills which originated in this 
Ilouse, if now taken up, passed, and sent to the 
Senate, would not, and could not, be acted upon 
in that body before the adjournment; in which case 
they would stand in a much worse condition than 
if suffered to remain here, and be taken up at the 
commencement of the next session, and then pass- 
ed and sent to the Senate. He would therefore 
suggest that the bills of this House be passed over, 
and such bills only be acted on as have already 
passed the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL said he thought that such bills of 
this House as should be taken up and passed lo- 
day would get to the Senate in sufficient time to be 
acted upon in that body. As to the bills which 
had originated in the Senate, and which had passed 
there and been sent here, there was plenty of time 
to take them up. They were few in number, and 
by the rules of the House they would take prece- 
dence on the three last days of the session. He 
did not, therefore, agree to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. THURMAN made an unsuccessful attempt 
to get up the bill to organize a board of commis- 
sioners to adjudicate and settle claims against the 
Yovernments but it was found to be in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and could 
not, therefore, be considered in this committee.. 

Mr. McCLELLAND demanded, asa matter of 
right and order, unless overruled by a vote of two- 
thirds, that the calendar be proceeded with in reg- 
ular order, 

The first bill in regular order was the bill to pro- 
vide a free bridge across the Eastern Branch of 
ihe river. Potomac, in Washington. ` It was read; 
when BS Gea ee bast R V : 

Mr. BOYD. objected: to the consideration of the 
bill-on this day, being a day which, by the rules, 
is set aside for private bills exclusively; and con- 
tended that this was not a private bill within the 
spirit and meaning of the rule. 

The CEIAIR ruled that the bill could be acted 
upon to-day. : 

Mr. FOSTER moved to add to the bill the fol- 
lowing section: 


“And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War he, 
and he is hereby, authorized to purchase one of the said 
bridges, according to the aforesaid provisions, if both of said 
bridges cannot be purchased upon such terms as to him may 
seem reasonable and just.” 


Mr. CHAPMAN, of Maryland, explained the 
grounds on which the bill was founded, and ad- 
vocated its passage in an animated, forcible, and 
eloquent speech. 

A motion was made by Mr. RATHBUN, that 
the bill be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. - 

On this a debate arose, in which Messrs. RATTI- 
BUN, JONES. of Tennessee, and EWING of 
Pennsylvania, opposed the bill; and Messrs. 
PAYNE, «and CHAPMAN of Maryland, advo- 
cated it. After the debate closed— 

The amendment of Mr. Foster was rejected. 

And the question was taken on the motion of 
Mr. Rarxgun that the bill be reported with a re- 
commendation that it be rejected; and passed in 
the affirmative. i 

The bill for the relief of Francis Martin; 

The bill for the relief of Silas Waterman; 

The bill for the relief of Elisha H. Holmes; 

"The-bill. for the relief of Gregory Thomas and 
others; were severally taken up, read, considered, 
and ordered to be reported to the House for pas- 
sage. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert Ful- 
ton, the great steamboat inventor, was taken up 
and read, as was also the report of the committee 
on Naval Affairs, containing a full exposition of 
the history, merits, and misfortunes of the claim. 
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This case was debated at length, and was sup- 


ported by Messrs. STROHM, JOSEPH R. IN- | 


GERSOLL, ROCKWELL of Connecticut, and 
J.Q. ADAMS; and opposed by Messrs. DAN- 
IEL, and McDOWELL of Ohio. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend the- bill 
by reducing the amount proposed .to be paid from 
76,300 to $16,300. 
amendment was, that he rejected the $60,000 for 
‘the invention of the steam battery, &c. It was 
rejected—Ayes 48, noes 78. 

Mr. GORDON moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king out $76,300, and inserting $20,000, 

Mr. HUDSON said that the committee having 
refused to strike out the $76,300 and to insert $16,- 
300, it was, by the parhamentary law, equivalent 
to an adoption of the $76,300, and that, therefore, 
the motion was not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point raised by 
Mr. Hupson. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said such he admitted to be 
the parliamentary law, but then there was an ex- 
press rule of the House which recognised motions 
to strike out and insert without limit. 

Mr.GORDON appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

And the question being put, the Chair was over- 
ruled—Ayes 35, noes 91. 

Mr. GORDON then modified his amendment so 
as to insert $40,000. , 

The debate was resumed by Mr. GORDON, 
who opposed the bill on the ground of a bona fide 
claim except to about $16,300, but was willing, 
under the peculiar circumstances of the cage, and 
the merits of Mr. Fulton, to grant the sum men- 
tioned in his amendment, which would be about 
equal to an allowance of interest on the amount 
that seemed to be due. 

The bill was further supported by Mr. MORSE 
and Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, and opposed by Mr. 
BOWLIN. 

On the question to agree to Mr. Gorpon’s amend- 


ment there were ayes 58, noes 72. So it was rejected. | 


And the question was taken on a motion of Mr. 
Rarugun to report the bill, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass; and it was lost—Ayes 43, 
noes 77, > . : 

The committee then rose and reported. the bills 
acted upon, 

The bill for a free bridge across the Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac was laid on the table. 


And the bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert | 


Fulton, deceased, was taken up. 

‘The yeas and nays were taken on ordering it to 
a third reading; and it was carried by the following 
vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashman, Barringer, James A. Black, Blanchard, Brodhead, 
Budington, William W. Campbell, John G. Chapman, Col- 
tamer, Cranston, Crozicr, Culver, Dargan, Garrett Davis, 
Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, J. 
H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foster, Gentry, Goodyear, 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, Hihiard, B. B. Holmes, 
Isaac B. Holmes, John W. Houston, S. D. Hubbard, Hadson, 
Charles J. tngersoll, Joseph. R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, 
Thos. B. King, Lawrenee, Leib, Lewis, Long, Maclay, Me- 
Clean, MeCrate, James MeDowell, MeGaughey, McHenry, 
Mcllvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Parrish, 
Pillsbury, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, J. A Rockwell, Root, 
Ruwik, Sawtelle, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Alexander 
D. Sins, Triman Smith, C. B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
Stewart, Btrolnn, Strong, Thomasson, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, James Thompson, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, 


Wentworth, White, Wilmot, Wright, Young, and Yost—99.' 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Bell, Ben- 
ton, Biggs, Jaines Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, 
Cocke, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, 
Erdinan, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grover, Hamlin, Henley, Hoge, Hough, George S. 
Houston, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James H. John- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, P. King, Ligon, 
Lumpkin, McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, Bark- 
tey Martin, Morris, Norris, Payne, Phelps, Reid, Relfe, Rit- 
ter, Sawyer, Seammon, Leonard H. Sims, Starkweather, 
St. John, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, ‘libbatts, Tredway, 
Wheaton, Wick, and Williams—67. 


The bill was then read the third time, and passed 
without further opposition. 

And, to clinch its passage, Mr. J. R. INGER- 
SOLL moved to reconsider the vote. 

And the question being put, the House refused 
to reconsider, 

And so the bill stands passed. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Mownpay, July 20,1846... 
The following bills from the Elouse of Repre- 


His reason for proposing this ! 


i mittee on Commerce, viz: 
An act for the relief of Wm. B. Lang. eae 


sentatives were read twice, and referred to the Com- 


An act for the relief of the owners of the ship 
Herald, of Baltimore. $ 

An act for the relief of Joseph Curwen, surviv- 
ing partner of Willing & Curwen. - 

The following House bills were read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims, viz: 

An act for the relief of Phineas Capen, adminis- 
trator of John Cox, déceased, of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. g 

An act for the relief of David Thomas, of the 
city of Philadelphia. 

An act for the relief of Elisha F. Richards. 

The House bills with the following titles were 
read twice and referred to the Committce on Public 
Lands, viz: i 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Ruddle. ` 

An act authorizing the Trustees of Tymochtee 
township, Wyandott county, Ohio, to select lands 
for schools within the Wyandot reserve. 

An act authorizing the inhabitants of township 
one, of range thirteen east, Seneca county, Ohio, 
to relinquish certain lands selected for schools, and 
to obtain others in lieu thereof. č 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Richard C. Allen, deceased. 

An act for the relief of John Milsted, of Escam- 
bia county, Florida. 

The following entitled bills from the House of 
Representatives, were read twice and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, viz: 

An act for the relief of William Pool. 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Allen. 

An act for the relief of Aquila Goodwin. 

Thé (House) bill providing for the distribution 
of the laws and treaties of the United States, pub- 
lished by Litde & Brown, under the provisions of 
the resolution of Congress, approved March 3, 
1845, and for other purposes, was read; when 

Mr. BENTON moved that its further considera- 


. tion be postponed indefinitely, and submitted a few 


remarks in deprecation of this practice of publish- 
ing books by Congress for distribution among them- 
selves. 

After a conversation between Senators CASS, 
ALLEN, BERRIEN, and others, ; 
Mr. BENTON withdrew his motion to postpone 
indefinitely, and the subject was laid over until to- 

morrow. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial, numer- 
ously signed by colliers, iron miners, and. man- 
ufacturers of Richmond, Virginia, praying that the 
duties on foreign iron and coal may uot be reduced; 
the motion to print which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented a me- 
morial of Samuel and Philip T. Ellicott, manufac- 
turers of chemicals, praying that crude brimstone 
and saltpetre may continue to be admitted free of 
duty; a motion to print which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the 
Select and Common Councils of the city of Philadel- 
phia, praying that an appropriation may be made 
for the construction of a dry-dock at that place;. 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

Mr. C. also presented a memorial of the Board 
of Wardens of the port of Philadelphia, praying 
the construction of a dry-dock at the same place ; 
which took a similar reference. 

Mr. GREENE presented several resolutions, 
passed by the General Assembly of Rhode Island 
and Providence Plantations, declaring that the | 
thanks of the American people are due to General | 
Taylor and his army for the victories of the 8th. 
and 9th of May, expressing their sympathies for 
the friends and families of those who were killed 
or wounded, and recommending that provision be 
made for their support; which were ordered to be 
printed. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing the action of said House 
on the Senate amendments to the army appropria- 


| tion bill, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, asked that said committee be discharged 


i from the further consideration of the memorial of 
the Cherokee Indians residing in North Carolina; |) 


which was agreed to. 


Mr. S. also, from the'same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Seneca S. Simmons; which, 
was read, and passed tothe second reading, 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Comniittee on Indian 
Affairs, reported without amendment. the (ELouse) 
bill for the.relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Cyrus Turner.” ; 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, asked that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of: the petition. of 
Thomas L; Kideger, in bebalf-of the Apalachicola 
Indians; which was agreed to. ` 

Mr. J. also asked that said committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of Benjamin Crawford; which was agreed to. 

Mr. J. further asked that said-committce be dis- 
charged from the petition of C. M. Hitcheock, ex- 
ecutor of A. R. S. Hunter; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported without amendment the (House) 
bill to grant the right of preémption to actual set- 
tlers on the lands acquired by treaty from the Mi- 
ami Indians in Indiana. . > 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill to graduate and reduce 
the price.of the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments; which were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, reported that he had been instructed by 
said committee. to move the Senate to take up the 
bill for the admission of Iowa into the Union. 


THE SUB-TREASURY BILL. 


p LEWIS moved to take up the sub-treasury 
wi. ‘ S 

Mr. EVANS objected. He hoped that that bill 
would not be taken up thus unexpectedly. It was 
always usual tò give notice of such bills. 

Mr. LEWIS said he had given notice informal- 
ly some days since. j 

Mr. EVANS was willing to allow the Senator. 
from Alabama the opportunity, if he desired it, of 
giving an. exposition of the bill. But he repeated 
the hope that it would not be attempted to take it 
up now for consideration: a R E 

Mr. LEWIS said, in reply, that the bill had 
been on the table for several weeks, and there had 
been ample opportunity for examining it. There 
was a good deal of anxiety felt on this side of the 
House that the bill should be taken up and dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. CASS was in favor of the bill, but he ob- 
jected to its being taken up now. It was an im- 
portant measure, to be sure, but there were others 
of equal importance on the table—such as the river 
and harbor bill, which he wished to see taken up. 

Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas and nays, which 
were taken, with the following result: 

YEAS —Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix; Fair- 
field, Maywood, Lewis, McDufiie, Niles, Pennybacker, Se- 
vier, Sturgeon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Berrien, 
Cass, Cilley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, 
Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Hannegan, 
Huntington, Jarńagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of 
Maryland, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, 
Rusk, Semple, Simmons, Speight, Upham, and Webster—30. 


So the bill was not taken up. 
THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 


Mr. DIX then moved to take up the river and 
harbor bill. $ 
„Mr. BAGBY objected. Fle was opposed to the 
bill in principle, and with a view to record his vote, 
asked for the yeas and nays on the question; and 
they were ordered accordingly. : 
Mr. DIX stated that this was a bill of the House 
of Representatives, which had been referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and which made appro- 
priations for works now in progress. It had been. 
| awaiting the action of the Senate a long time, but 
hat been deferred in consequence of the war nieas- 
ures.. He hoped it would be taken up. 
_ The yeas and nays were then taken on the ques- 
tion, with the following result: í 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Barrow, Ben-. 
ton, Berrien, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, J: M.-Clay- 
ton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Day- 
ton, Dickinson, Dix, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, Hunting- 
ton, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, 
‘| Miler, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, 
ji Simmons, Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, and Webster--37. 
| _NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Chalthers,. Cilley, 
| Evans, Fairfield, Haywood, Lewis, Mangum, Niles; Penny- 
backer, Turney, Westcott, and Vulee-14, : : 
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So the Senate took up the bill, andas in commit- 
tee of the whole proceeded to the consideration of 
the amendments: reported by: the Committee, on 
Commerce, to whom the bill had been referred. 
| After a desultory and conversational debate, two 
of the amendments were adopted; and the further 
consideration of the bill was then postponed until 
to-morrow. © acs 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then, as in committee of the whole, 
proceeded to the consideration of the tariff bill; - 
-~ Mr. NILES spoke in opposition to the bill. Af- 
ter a few general introductory remarks, he remark- 
ed that he would first say a few words on the 
relative merits of the tariff of 1842 and the bill. 
The act of 1842 had never been an object of assault 
on the part of the Democracy of the North. On-the 
contrary, it was the object of defence. Certain de- 
tails had been objected to—some of its provisions 
had been regarded as discriminating unjustly; but 
these objections had been urged chiefly for the pur- 
pose of meeting the extravagant pretensions in its 
favor set up on the other side. The uniformity 
and stability of the operation of the law was with- 
out parallel. He then spoke of the new bill as an 
administration measure. As a friend of that Ad- 
ministration, he profoundly regretted the introduce 
tion of the bill, and as a friend of the Administra- 
tion he would vote against it. He would use the 
language of Edmund Burke, who on one occasion 
remarked, in justification of his opposition to a 
measure of the Minister, that he ‘* was supporting 
his lordship’s interests against his. lordship’s 
opinions.” Fie then proceeded to state his objec- 
tions to the bill. First, he objected to it on the 
ground of its introduction at the present time, when 
the nation was involved in the expenses of a war. 
Next he objected to the manner in which the bill 
had been prepared and introduced. There was 
something novel even in that. If it passed it would 
pss against the judgment of a majority of the 

enate. A sort of special Congress—a very small 
Congress—a supplement of Congress, composed 
of subordinate custom-house officers, had heen con- 

` vened for the purpose of arranging the details of 
the bill, He had gone to the room of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the other House in 
order to attend to some business of his constitu- 
ents, and there found that it had been taken pos- 
session of by these custom-house officers, who very 
politely told him that they would look into his 
business. Efe complained of such a mode of man- 
ufacturing the bill—a bill full of strange. crudities. 
and conflicting provisions and principles» 

He then went on. to.speak- of. the principles of 
the bill. It was the. mere: creature of the theor 
in the Secretary of the 'Treasury—a theory found- 
ed on the old exploded philosophy of putting forth 
categories and bringing your facts within them. 
At was destitute of the principle of incidental pro- 
tection, which he would not allow to slip through 
his fingers by any hocus-pocus, legerdemain, treas- 
ury management, or any other sort of management. 
All these themes and abstractions he held in utter 
contempt. He had no respect for them. He 
would frame a tariff Jaw, as he would any other 
law, on the principles of common sense. He 
would look to the effect of the law, not only on 
the treasury, but its effect incidentally, collaterally, 
every way. He would make it productive of rev- 
enue, and at the same time as little burdensome 
and as highly beneficial to all the interests of the 
country as possible. The ad valorem principle 
was another new one, and he wished to know why 
it was:'so pertinaciously adhered to? Was there 
any other ‘reason, except it was the favorite ab- 
straction of somebody, though universal common 
sense revolted against it? He showed the bad and 
oppressive operation of the ad. valorem scheme, 
instancing the artitles of.iron and molasses. A 
steady and ‘safe principle was wanted.: He then 
entered on an. examination. of: the details- of the 
bill. He contended that-the great:woollen inter- 
est—soon to be far greater than ‘thé cotton—was 
not sufficiently cared: for. A consignment of 
fifty thousand pounds: of wool from Chicago was 
sold the other day to the proprietor of a carpet fac~ 
tory in-one of the eastern States. Wool was here- 
after to be the great staple of the northwestern 
States. ` Ten millions.of wool-was consumed an- 
nuallyin his State. Such was the great and grow-. 
ing interest—he wonld not say,’ sacrificed—but 
certainly not sufficiently cared for by the bill. ‘The 


manufacture of ready-made clothing, which afford- 
ed employment. to so many thousands of poor fe- 
males, was left entirely unprotected. Manufactures 
of iron received Irish protection—protection down- 
wards. He described the legislation of Great Brit- 
ain, with respect to the iron manufacturers, which 
enabled the British manufacturer to undersell the 
American. The British manufacturer got his 
Swedish iron free of duty—the American paid 
30 per cent. for it. But Great Britain legislated on 
principles of common sense, not on theories and 
abstractions. Such was the way in which they 
treated the laborers engaged in the manufacture 
of iron. Well, they might not have much logic, 
but they had nerves, and when they felt, they 
would make themselves heard. He then spoke of 
the duties on paper. He was a paper-manufac- 
turer himself; and though it had been said that all 
manufacturers got everlastingly rich, yet he could 
only say for himself that he had got almost ever- 
lastingly poor. The bill, he argued, would have 
a most injurious effect upon this interest, inclu- 
ding the book interest also. He stigmatized the 
folly and blindness of taxing the. raw material, 
and went on to describe the injurious operation of 
the bill on the silk interest. He was contending, 
he said, for the interests of the free labor of the 
country. He was contending for the principle of 
the greatest good to the greatest number. He be- 
lieved that was democracy. At all events it was 
sound legislation. He then proceeded to speak of 
the bill as a financial measure. He alleged that 
there would be a very large diminution of impor- 
tations. The prudent and sensible men engaged 
in commerce would suspend and curtail their oper- 
ations. Then he spoke of the general policy of 
the bill. The design of the bill was to attempt by 
legislation to change the course of the industry of 
the country. Could they dare to do that? ` In 
order to do what? He would not say to benefit 
slave labor. He was there to defend free labor, 
which was menaced by the bill. The policy at- 
tempted was to stimulate the exportation of the 
staples of the country, and the returns of importa- 
tions, at the expense of all the domestic industry 
of the country. It seemed to be intended to bring 
society back to the primitive ages—to confine hu- 
man labor to the production only of the fruits of 
the earth. Was that possible? He was convinced 
that it was not. Even if wise, if consistent with 
the intelligence of the age, would it be just thus to 
sacrifice the interests which had grown up and 
taken deep .root.in the country; which demanded 
protection and which would have it? All history 

roved that no nation could be great and flourish- 
ing without the cultivation of the arts, employing 
all-the industry of the country. It was the result 
of such accumulated and diversified industry that 
had made England and France what they were, 
and which even now gave such promise of fature 
greatness to this country. But if the bill passed, 
all that promise was nipped in the bud. It would 
be equivalent to an act of general confiscation, In 
describing the disastrous effects of the repeal of 
the act of 1842, he said that the only parallel to it 
to be found in history was the repeal of the Edict 
of Nantz. ‘The reason urged why England should 
pursue such a course, is an argument why we 
should not pursuc it. Her interests are in conflict 
with ours. What if she has reduced some of her 
duties? It is generally upon such articles as com- 
pose her export trade. England never indulges in 
experiments and theoretical speculations. She 
goes on known facts. Sheis modifying; we ought 
to modify. But she is not uprooting. Her legisla- 
tion is always based on knowledge, not on theo- 
retical speculations. The true policy of our country 
is to increase its exports, not its imports. Mr. N. 
here read a table, showing that we import more 
largely from England than any country in Europe, 

roportionally resembling, in this respect, one of 
hee colonies. The times of our greatest commer- 
cial difficulties were times of large importations. 
In these times everything was ata stand; grass 
grew in the streets; everything looked as if the pall 
of death had been thrown over us. Why, then, 
are attempts made now’to stimulate importations? 
Examples are numerous to. show: that we need no 
stimulus te increase importation. - Our imports too 
frequently overrun our exports. England—as secn 


bya table to which he referred—always sees that 


her exports are as great, and. génerally greater, 


than-her.imports—in.some periods nearly double. ° 


He felt it his duty to say something on the po- 


litical aspect of the question. : The party to which 


he belonged had tried to make it their party meas- 


ure. If so, it must be founded on that party’s 
principles. Are the principles af this bill Demo- 
cratic principles? He was obliged to use these 
names. He always believed it wrong to connect 
this question with the politics ofthe country. It 
was wrong ‘to endanger this measure—to have it 
sink or rise by the rise or fall of parties: It is 
unwise to tie it to. party; but if it is to be made 
a party question, we must see whether it is in 
accordance with the party’s principles. The prin- 
ciple of this bill has a strong southern: squint—a 
squinting towards cotton and. tobacco. As a 
northern man, he must look to the known feelings 
of his constituents on this question, He believed 
this bill entirely different from the principles of 
Democracy. A great body of the Democracy be~ 
lieve in discrimination for protection. A strong 
body of the Democracy had written to him just after 
his election, anxiously asking whether he would 
desert them. He. replied, he would not; and he 
would stand upon the record. Are we to be rob- 
bed of our.principles by agreeing with the Secre- 
tary that there can be no discrimination for protec- 
tion? May we not find ourselves arrayed against 
our own people? He considered this bill hostile 
to the Democracy of his State, and to the Democ- 
racy of the North generally. He had gone as far 
as any man could with a safe conscience. Some 
might think that he had sometimes gone too far; 
however, he thought he had gone as far any man 
could safely go; but there wasa limit beyond which 
he would not go. There was an adage at the North 
—homely but full of meaning—“ Let every tub stand 
on its own bottom;”’ but when northern tubs stand 
on southern bottoms, they don’t stand very steady. 
Not long since we had a public man who had 
accommodated his northern principles to southern 
men, so much that he had been called a northern 
man with southern principles. However this 
might be, the South prevented him from running 
again. The South, whether they had the Presi- 
dent or not, always had the central paper, to man- 
ufacture public opinion—to manufacture Demo- 
cratic sentiment. It is said that there is an at- 
tempt now made to manufacture public opinion. 
It is said that this is the great measure of the age. 
And we are called upon, for this, to sacrifice the 
interests of our constituents. It appears that we 
must be still hewers of wood and drawers of water 
to’ England, and this is the great measure of the 
age! “But we must maintain our own principles 
at the North... This bill will not obtain’ the moral 
sanction of the community. : If passéd, it cannot 
stand long. It will throw a doubt over everything, 
The measure was in the hands of his friends all 
around him. He was embarked in the same 
ship with them. If the pilot errs, and the ‘ship is 
driven on the breakers, all must- go down together, 
Though he looked upon this asa fatal measure, 
yet, if they voted for it, and the ship is run upon 
the breakers, he would not desert the ship. THe 
would go down with them; but he would havea 
consolation which they could not have. He had 
raised a timely voice, and he had stretched out a 
timely hand, to arrest the calamity. He had done 
what he could—what was his duty. Ife had raised 
his voice early, when he found out the extraordi- 
nary course to be pursued by his friends. That 
voice had been heard throughout the country. If 
that voice could only arrest this measure, he would 
feel that his public life had not been altogether nn- 
productive of good. It would be more productive of 
good to the country than he ever expected.it to be. 
But whether he succeeded in arresting it or not, he 
felt it to be his duty to state that there was at least 
one on his side of the Chamber who could not be 
whipped in to support any such measure. Why 
is this bill pressed under existing circumstances ? 
He had asked his friends again and again why such 
a measure was pressed at such a time as this. No 
reason had been, and none could be, given. He 
hoped it would not be pressed through at such a 
time as this. Itshould be passed over to the next 
Congress. Let the people have a chance to pro- 
nounce judgment upon it. They had not had that 
opportunity. Now that it has been brought before 
them, let them decide. He considered himself 
bound by the people of his State to vote against it. 
He had denied the right of instruction; but here 


‘are instructions, (pointing to a book before him 


containing some statistics of Connecticut;) to these 
instructions he would adhere. They were the 
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record of the interests of the industry of his State. 
In this hour the people of his State expected him 
tostand by them, and he would not fail. He would 
appeal to the southerners, even, around him—to 
their sense of justice and candor. This measure | 
may be for your benefit; but, like the frogs in the 
fable, though it may be sport for you, itis death 
for our constituents. He would appeal to southern 
sentlemen whether they will press a measure upon 
the North so unjust and so unequal. Thus ap- 
pealing, he would leave it with them, prepared to 
abide the issue, whatever it may be. He would 
have the consolation that he had done his duty. 
He wanted no sectional measures for the benefit of 
his constituents. It had been said that the protec- 
tive policy was a sectional measure. He did not 
so consider it; but even if it had been so, do not 
remedy one evil by committing another. Will you 
remedy one wrong by committing a greater wrong? 
If this measure becomes a law, the damage will 
not only be serious, but it will take long, long years | 
to repair the injuries which it will inflict upon the 
country. 

Mr. NILES having taken his’seat, after a short 
pause, : 
Mr. MOREHEAD moved that"the Senate go 
into Executive session, which was afterwards 

modified to a motion to adjourn. 
The Senate accordingly adjourned till to-morrow | 
at ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, July 20, 1846. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 

The SPEAKER announced the special order of ! 
the day, being the consideration of the report of |} 
the select committee on the subject of the public | 
printing. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. THOMAS B. KING asked and obtained 
leave to make a personal explanation. He said: 

Mr. Speaker: It will be recollected that when 
the vote was taken on the passage of the tariff bill, 
Twas absent from the House. {I perceive this cir- 
cumstance has been seized upon by some of the 
Administration papers of the country, and theim- 
pression attempted to be made that I dodged the 
vote. Now, sir, I beg leave to say that I am not 
in the habit of ‘dodging’? any question. Having ! 
been quite unwell for some days, I left the city for 
the double purpose of health and the transaction 
of important business, with the intention of return- 
ing in time to vote against the bill. The debate 
was to cease on Thursday. It was my opinion, 
and also the opinion of gentlemen I consulted, 
that Friday would be occupied in voting on amend- 
ments, and that as Saturday would be the 4th of 
July, the vote on the passage of the bill would not | 
be taken until Monday. Under this impression, 
and from the urgent nature of my business, I did 
not return to vote on Friday. Had I been here, I 
should have voted against the bill; and I do not 
desire to escape any responsibility which may 
attach to such a vote. I disapprove of the princi- 
ple on which the bill is framed, and of its details; and 
it is my intention, at an early day, to express my 
views at length on the whole subject. Meantime, 
however, I cannot permit an erroncous impression |4 
to go abroad respecting my position in regard to | 
it. ‘lhe bill having passed by a majority of 19, 
my vote against it would not have varied the re- 
sult. 

Mr. PAYNE asked leave to present a petition. 

Objected to. j| 

k THE PUBLIC PRINTING. i 


Mr. HENLEY moved that the House resolve i 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, for the purpose of proceeding to the con- | 
sideration of the special order. i 


THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McKAY said it was very desirable that the 
bill under consideration on Thursday last, making 
appropriations for paying delegations of Indians |! 
(to enable them to return home) and for other pur- |; 
poses, should be acted upon. Also, the army ap- jj 
propriation bill, which had been returned from the 
Senate with amendments. Tu order to act upon 
these bills, he would move that the consideration 
of the special order be postponed for the present. 
He presumed they would not take long. 


: already been postponed a week, and he trusted that 


| itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


| the following sums of money he, and the same are hereby, 


| July, eighteen hundred and forty-six, ten thousand dollars 5 


to which the appropriation was first made appli- 


| Committee of Ways and Means to show that the 


Mr. G. DAVIS said that the special order had 


it would not be further postponed. He supposed 
there was no doubt that it could be acted upon to- 
day. . è 

And the question being on postponement, 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 75, 
nays 65. Fat 

So the consideration of the special order was 
postponed, j 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee-on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 


VARIOUS OBJECTS OF APPROPRIATION. 
On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 


the Union, (Mr. McDowext, of Ohio, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
additional appropriatians for certain objects of ex- 
penditure therein speéified, and which are as fol- 
lows: i 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in’ Congress assembled, That 


appropriated for the several objects of expenditure hereafter 
specified, viz: t 

For the pay and mileage of members of Congress and del- 
egates, onc hundred and sixty thousand seven hundred 
dollars 5 

For the expenses of the mission to the wild Indians of the 
prairie, including the expenses of a delegation of these In- 
dians to this city and back to their homes, and also some 
presents to theni, sixty-one thousand five bundred and forty 
dollars: Provided, That uo other or higher compensation 
shall be paid to the commissioners appointed to negotiate 
with said Indians than is authorized by the act approved 
seventeenth July, eighteen hundred and forty-two, nor shall 
any expenditure be allowed by the accounting officers but 
what shall appear to have been proper and reasonable ; 

For fulfilling the treaty with the Kansas Indians, viz: in- 
terest on two hundred thousand dollars at five per cent. in 
lien of investment, per second article of treaty of fourteenth 


For defraying the neecssury expenses of negotiating the 
treaty, payment to the Methodist Episcopal Church for im- 
provements, erection of a mill, and for provisions, per same 
article and treaty, two thousand dollars; 

For expenses of surveying the. western line of lands ceded 
and marking the same, per third article of same treaty, one 
thousand dollars. . 

The pending question was on the motion of Mr. 
McKAY to increase the item for pay and mileage 
of members from $160,700 to $176,548, so as to 


Z 


cover the time between the 3d of August (the day 


cable) to the 10th of August, the day on which 
Congress has decided to adjourn. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Coss, to strike out the said item. 

Some explanation followed between Messrs. 
McKAY and DROMGOOLE, in relation to the 
appropriation for a similar object in the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE advocated the amendment 
of Mr. Cosg, and warmly opposed the clause in 
the bill appropriating money for the pay and mile- 
age of members. He cousidered it inconsistent 
with the dignity of the House to pass another 
separate bill for their own pay, after passing the 
general civil and diplomatic bill providing for the 
compensation of all the other officers of the Gov- 
ernment, and while the passage of that bill was 
delayed by the Senate. In passing that bill the | 
House had done its duty. If it should now pass | 
this new bill for the pay of its own members alone, 
what security had gentlemen that the same delay 
would not happen in the Senate on this bill as had | 
already occurred on the general bill? There was | 
nothing in the argument of the chairman of the | 


amount been known, then there would bea justifica- 
tion for passing a bill of this character, but not at 
present. ` It was equivalent to’ saying to the Sen- 
ate, “Ifyou will only just pass this little bill to 
cover our pay and mileage, .you. may then. delay 
passing. the general bA providing for the wants of 
everybody else just aslong as you please.” There 
was no reason to expect the Senate would pags this 
bill any sooner than they would the other; nay, 
there was less reason, because the other bill, being 
of more intrinsic and general importance, it was 
to be presumed that body ‘would: first. direct. its 
attention to it in preference to.a matter of second- 
ary importance. to an Miga i 

. Mr. HAMLIN concurred in the views expressed 
by the gentleman from Virginia, and he should. not 
go for the bill under any circumstances. He con- 
| sidered. it a reproach to this body to ‘pass such a 
bill. Why was it that the general bill had been 
held up in the Senate for so many weeks and 
months? It had been the usual course to defer the 
passage of this general appropriation bill to the 
last hours of the last day of the session, and then, 
though amendments might have been proposed of 
a very objectionable character, they: were fastened 
upon the bill, and either they must be passed or 
the passage of the bill sacrificed. He thought it 
was high time to put. an end to such a course of 
legislation. The bill ought to have been returned 
long since. .Then there would be time to consider, 
and deliberately to act upon amendments, and re- 
ject them, and -still time left to perfect the bill. 
There had been one amendment inserted into the 
general bill which regulated: the pay and mileage 


|| of the members of the Flouse, and which he.con- 


sidered as of great importance; but if the general 
bill should be held back till the last moment of the 
session, that amendment might be-swept away, 
and the bill must be passed without it, or its pas- 
sage be endangered. a 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON replied to Mr. HAMLIN, 
mainly with a view to correct erroneous impres- 
sions into which (he said) that gentleman and the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DromgooLe] had 
fallen in relation to the action of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. Asto the motion to strike out, 
Mr, H. expressed himself indifferent whether it 
prevailed or not: He happened. to have a little 
pocket change himself, which would answer. him 
to the end of the session. i 

Several voices.. Give us a little of it? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave none to lend. 

Several voices, Nota dollar? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 have just enough to do me 
to the end of the session, but have none to lend. 
And if other gentlemen are provided for, they can 
suit themselves as to the vote they give, 

A voice. If you cannot lend, will you endorse ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. No; 1 will not endorse 
either. ~ : 

Mr. MORSE, of Louisiana, replied to the re- 
marks of Mr. Hamrin about the amendment to 
the general appropriation bill which-regulated the 
mileage of members. He considered. it highly 
indecorous and improper for the members of one 
| House to reflect on the course pursued by a coör- 
| dinate branch of the Legislature. é 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he had carefully ab- 
stained from so doing. 

Mr. MORSE said the gentleman from Maine 
i had not; he had spoken about odious amendments 
| to be fastened on the bill by the Senate in the last 
| moments of the session, and had suggested his 
i fears that a very useful and important amendment 
regulating the mileage of members was to be strick- 
en out. Mr: M. did hope that amendment would 


general bill did not contain ample provision to meet 
the wants of the House; and if itshould be found | 
that a deficit took place under it, that deficit could 
be provided for at the next session, when its 
amount would be accurately known. It was con- 


i : i 
deficiencies before they took place, and the extent |i 
i 
l 
i 
i 


of which could not now be known; and more es- 
pecially to do this in our own individual behalf. 


i 
| 
trary to all precedent thus to appropriate to meet | 
i 
| 


It was a bad precedent, and of pernicious tenden- į 


cy, thus to draw a line between members of Con- 


| gress and all other persons to be paid out of the 


treasury for service to the Government. It was 
degrading to the House thus to pass a repetition 
of the appropriations contained in another bill. 
Tt was the entering-wedge to a discrimination in 
legislation to which he was utterly opposed. 
Should the deficiency first have occurred, and its 


be stricken out. This might, in truth, be called 
an “odious” amendment. Mr. M. here went into 
; some rather warm remarks on the gross injustice 
and oppression which the amendment would in- 
flict on a portion of the members of the House 
whose homes were at a distance from the seat of 
Government, and who could not attend the sessions 
of Congress without the most serious sacrifice of 
| their personal interest and comfort. . If any differ- 

ence was made in the compensation of different 

classes of the members of that House, these indi- 
I| viduals, who came so far, and at so great a sacri- 
1 fice, ought to receive more, rather than less, than 
il was allowed to others. Those whose honies were 
|| near, could step off by railroad. at any time, and 
J attend to their private business or thé wants of 
i| their families; but men who, like Mr. M., travel- 


li led two thousand six hundred miles'to come here, 
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and who remained from home some eleven or 
twelve months, enjoyed no such advantage; and 
yet it was against these that the amendment refer- 
red to was specially directed. If, however, the 
gentleman from Maine thought the allowance for 
mileage was too high, he had an easy remedy: let 
him return to the treiisury the balance that his 
conscience: objected to. Would the chairman of 
the Committes of Ways and Means risk the pas- 
sage of the civil and diplomatic bill, and therein 
the stoppage of all the wheels of Government, for 
the sake of a petty contemptible saving of a few 
hundred dollars, of mileage? The Constitution 
required that the pay of members should be uni- 
form; but. this: amendment drew an invidious 
distinction among them, and violated the Constitu-: 
tion in spirit, if not in thé letter. If the conscience 
of the gentleman from Maine was troubled about 
such a vast sum for mileage, let him give the money 
to some charitable institution. j 

Mr. BOWLIN said this was the first opportu- 
nity he had had to say a word about an amend- 
ment he had proposed to the general bill, providing 
for deducting the pay of members who absente 
themselves from the discharge of their duties in 
the House. He had a few stubborn facts on that 
subject, which ought to go to the country. 

Gentlemen here had voted almost by acclamation 
to cut down the allowance of some twenty or thirty 
members of the House, whose homes were remote 
from the seat of Government; but they were utterly 
unwilling to eut'down their own allowance when 
they were absent from their places in the House. 
Mr. B. had presented to them an amendment 
founded on the plainest justice—to dock the pay of 
members for absentecism; but no sooner had his 
amendment been read and understood, than he had 
at once been put down by acclamation, and not 
suffered so much as to open his mouth in its cx- 
planation or vindication, He was ready to make 
a compromise with gentlemen. If they would 
take his amendment he would vote for theirs. If 
they would dock their pay for absenteeism, he 
would dock his mileage for (no fault, but) distance. 
‘What could be more fair than that, when a mem- 
ber was not in his place on that floor, he should 
receive no pay? If a gentleman could run home 
and see his fanily, or attend to his business on the 
circuit, why ought he at the same time to be re- 
ceiving his pay for legislating in that Hall? He 
would ask the gentleman from Maine, who was 
now so zealous in favor of cutting down mileage, 
whether he had not voted against Mr.-B.’s amend- 
ment to cut down the pay of absentees? 
Mr. HAMLIN said no, he had voted in its 
favor, [Alaugh.] jo... 0 Sc 

Mr. BRODHEAD asked if those members who 
resided near. the seat of Government had not been 


quite as regular in their attendance here as gentle- ` 


men whose homes were the most distant? Mr. 
B. himself lived within twenty-four hours’ ride of 
his home, and had never visited it once during the 
session, 

Mr. BOWLIN said he did not know how it 
might be in particular instances, but he believed 
Ahe general fact was directly the reverse of what 
the gentleman had. ihrentionell 

Mr. GILES asked if the gentleman referred to 
him? He had been absent but one week during 
the whole session. 

Mr. BURT rose to order, and insisted that the 
whole discussion was irrelevant to the bill. Gen- 
tlemen were discussing an amendment to a bill 
which is now in. the Senate. 

‘The CHAIR ruled Mr. Bowtaw to he in order. 

Mr. BOWLIN, resuming, said he did not know 
how it might be with. the gentleman from Balti- 
more, but he believed the Journal would show that 
most members of the Houge who lived as Mr. B. 
did beyond the mystical circle of seven hundred 
and fifty miles, (specified in the. amendment,) had 
voted with him to cut down the pay. of. absentces, 


while a large majority of those who resided within | 


that-circle had helped to vote him down. 

Now he ‘considered: that an amendment which 
was directed to Keeping the members in their 
places, and which furnished an additional induce- 
ment for attending to their legislative duties, was 
ten thousand times more important to the public 
good than that which merely deducted a small sum 
From the amount of mileage paid to. men who came 
double and: treble the distance .of others to dis- 
charge their public duty here. Absenteeism left 


the legislation of Congress in the hands of a mi-- 


nority, and it was becoming so frequent as to con- 
stitute a serious and alarming evil; yct an amend- 
ment whose direct tendency was to diminish this 
evil, and as far as it went, to put a stop to it, could 


noteven geta hearing, but was crushed by the ham- 


mer of the previous question, without a word being 
allowed-in its defence; while another amendment, 
which muletéd a man in his mileage because his 
home was far distant, was received and carried b 
acclamation. Mr. B. trusted in God that if thie 
mileage amendment must pass, gentlemen would 
put both the amendments together, and either pass 
both or reject both. He rather imagined that if his 
own amendment should be attached to the other 
the cutting down of mileage would not get quite s0 
many votes. ` 

. On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the committee 
then rose for the purpose of receiving in the House 
a resolution to terminate the debate. 

Mr. McKAY offered a resolution providing that 
all debate on the bil] should terminate at half-past 
twelve o’clock. ` ae 

Mr. McK. demanded the previous question 
which was seconded; and the main question was 
ordered, and, being taken, the resolution was 
adopted. 

The House then again resolved itself into Com- 
mittec of the Whole onthe state of the Union, and 
resumed the consideration of the said bill. : 

The pending question still being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Copn— 

Mr. STEWART spoke in favor of the motion 
He then went into a speech on the subject of the 
tariff, the expenses of the Mexican war, the csti- 
mates of revenue by the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry, &c. 

Mr. S. indicated his intention to offer an amend- 
ment reducing the pay of members in proportion 
to the length of the session. 

Mr. WICK said the object of the bill was two- 
fold: Jst. to make provision for the payment of 
the expenses incident to bringing from their homes 
in western Texas, certain chiefs and warriors of 
the Cumanche, and perhaps other tribes of Indi- 
ans, now in this city, and of returning them to 
their homes. Itis known (said Mr, W) that our 
Government, for the first time, has very recently 
succeeded in holding a friendly talk and makine a 
treaty with those western wild men, In conse- 
quence of the annexation of Texas, these tribes 
had become our neighbors, and hence the import- 
ance of having treaty arratigements with them. 


It was deemed important that, after the. consum- 


mation of ‘the treaty, a certain number of- these 
Indians should make a journey to the seat of Gov- 
ernment, to smoke. the -pipe of peace with their 
Great Father, the President, and see: something of 
the power, extent, and resources of our country. 
They are now here, under the authority of the 
War Department. There is no appropriation of 
money to pay their expenses here and back to 
their wigwams. They are impatient to leave, and 
cannot do so until this bill shall pass. Some of 
them are said to be sick. Common charity called 
for the passage of the bill. 

It was with an cye to this appropriation that he 
(Mr. W.) had voted to postpone an important 
special order, to tukeup this bill, for the passage of 
which there was (he said) the loudest call, 

The second object of the bill (Mr. W. said) was 
to appropriate money to pa the members of this 
House and of the Senate. For this object, he said 
he-had noanxiety. It would take care of itself. 
There was little danger of members adjourning 
without seeing to their pay. But (said Mr. W.) 
certain members have taken occasion of this dis- 
cussion to allude to the per diem and mileage of 
members of Congress, and to speak loudly in favor 
of their reduction. 

Mr. W. said the country ought to understand 
this. It had become a standing theme for Bun- 


combizing. Every year or two a bill reducing the | 


per diem and mileage was made to pass this Honse, 
in confidence that the same would be strangled in 
the Senate. He, for one, thought the pay and 
mileage, as now fixed by law, none too much. 
Experience had proved to many a demagogue, 
who had exclaimed against-it before getting into 
Congress, that $8 per day for half the time, (and 
the other half lost,) was no great shakes. After 
deducting expenses of Jiving in Washington, and 
of buying speeches to send to constituents, he be- 
lieved. some such gentlemen had become convinced 
of their verdancy in imagining themselves on the 


high road ‘to fortune by getting into Congress. 
Mr. W. said he believed he had heretofore voted 
against such propositions. He, for one, did not 
believe that if it were not perfectly understood 
that such a bill could not pass the Senate, it would 
ever pass this House; and he did not hesitate to 
say that, in his opinion, if each member of this 
House should cast his vote in favor of its passage, 
or if his vote would pass the bill, such bill. would 
find little favor here. As it is, however, (said Mr. 
W.,) certain members were ever ready to advo~ 
cate the measure, and he (Mr. W.) now gave them 
notice that hereafter he should vote with them, and 
so faras in his power, promote the passage of a 
bill reducing the pay and mileage of members of 
Congress, and stopping the pay of absentecs. He 
said that he, for one, would rejoice to see those 
who were so ready to advocate’ the reduction, suc- 
cessful in their advocacy. He had never heard 
that any of them had refused to receive all that the 
existing law entitled them to. He thought it bare- 
ly possible that their advocacy of reduction was a 
little insincere; and he would be glad to sec them 
in the category they were so industriously arran- 
ging for themselves. He hoped that in due time a 
reducing law would pass both Houses; and had 
he on former occasions understood gentlemen as 
he now did, he certainly would have accommo- 
dated them so far as his vote would go. 

Mr. McKAY said he would not answer the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srewarr] in re- 
gard to the tariff, nor would he reply to other gen- 
tlemen in regard to the pay and mileage ofmembers 
of Congress. He was opposed to the irregular 
practice which prevailed, particularly in this House, 
of irrelevant debate, He thought the legislation of 
this country would be much more judicious than 
itis, if, when any measure was before this House, 
gentlemen would confine their remarks to the ques- 
tion appropriately under consideration. _ Believing 
this course correct, and it being that which he had 
uniformly followed, he would not now depart 
from it. 

What was the bill under consideration. First, 
it appropriated 413,000 to the fulfilment of the 
stipulations of a treaty made with the Kanzas In- 
dians, and which was ratified since the passage of 
the ordinary Indian appropriation bill. Tt was to 
carry that treaty into execution. Lie presumed 
there would be no objections to that. 

The next item was $76,000 additional for the pay 
and mileage of members of Congress. ‘To this ob- 
jections were ‘interposed. Now what: was the na- 
ture of them? He had stated to the committee 


when this bill was under consideration before, that 


the appropriation applicable to this object made by 
the last Congress was $570,000; that that appro- 
priation was made on the supposition that the ses- 
sion would terminate about the first of June last. 
In consequence, however, of the great number of 
important questions brought before Congress, the 
session has been continued and will continue to the 
10th of August. Of course everybody sees the ne- 
cessity of making additional appropriations. Fie 
had in his hand a statement he would read to the 
committee, 

[The statement embodied the following facts: 283 
members of the two Houses, (supposing them full,) 
their pay cach day is $2,264. Congress will have 


been in session, up to the 10th of August, 253 days, 


and that will make, in connexion with the mileage, 


which is $170,563, an aggregate of 747,355; from 
this, deducting the former appropriation of $570,- 
806, it leaves $176,548, which is proposed to be 
provided for by this bill.] 

But his friend from Virginia [Mr. Dromeoore] 
and others said there would have been no neces- 
sity for this appropriation if the civil and diplo- 
matic bill had passed, and that they were hastily 
making appropriations for themselves, when they 
left other officers of the Government unprovided 
for. They have fallen into a great mistake; all 
other officers of the Government are provided for 
up to the first of the present month—the com- 
mencement of the fiseal -year—by the appropriation 


‘made last year; but, according to the statement he 


had already made, the appropriation for the pay 
and mileage of members of Congress was exhaust- 
ed (supposing that all the members of Congress 
had drawn out their pay and mileage) on the Ist 
June. It was true that the Sergeant-at-Arms had 
continued to pay them until within afew days ago, 
but it was in consequence of many members not 


having drawn out the full sum to which they were 
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entitled. All the other officers of the Govern- 
ment—our civil officers, the officers of our army 
and navy—are paid, or could have been paid, if 
they thought prope to make the demand, up to 
the Ist July. But this could not have been the 
case with regard to members of Congress. If these 
appropriations were not made now, his friend from 
Virginia said the appropriation by the civil and 
Giplomatic bill would have been applicable. It 
was true it might have been, but not strictly; the 
appropriations by that bill are applicable to the' 
service of the present fiscal year, and it would be 
seen from the statement he had already made that 
there was a deficiency in this particular in part for 
the service of the last year, the appropriation being 
made for pay and mileage only up to Ist June. 

Mr. EWING, of Pennsylvania, called upon the 
gentleman, as but few minutes were remaining for 
debate, to bring forward the estimates for the In- 
dian appropriation which was proposed. 

Mr. McK AY said that, supposing from the in- 
quiry made from the other side of the House, no 
further opposition would be made to this portion 
of the bill, he would dismiss it by simply calling 
attention to one further point. It might be sup- 
posed that this was unusual that a bill appropriating 
for the pay and mileage of members of Congress 
should be passed separately. To show that this 
was not the case, Mr. McK. cited the bill passed 
December 22, 1841, for the pay and milcage of 
members and others. 

Some explanation in reference to that bill took 
place between Messrs. DROMGOOLE and Mc- 
KAY. 

Mr. McK AY (continuing) remarked it was evi- 
dent that this appropriation must be made either 
at the present session, or, if members were paid out 
of the civil and diplomatic bill, an appropriation 
would become necessary at. the next session; and 
it had better be done now; they should take the 
responsibility of it now. 


Now, in reference to the only remaining item of || 


sixty-one thousand and odd dollars, to pay the ex- 
penses of the mission to the tribe of wild Indians 

ordering on Texas and Mexico: A commission 
was instituted in September last, composed of Mr. 
P. M. Butler, late Governor of South Carolina, and 
Col. M, G. Lewis. Inthe course of that month they 
went ‘Into:the country occupied by these Indians, 
and were engaged there some months in the nego- 
tiation of a treaty. A treaty has been concluded 
with perhaps some eleven bands of Indians. The 
commissioners thought proper, without any special 
instructions upon that subject from the Indian bu- 
reau, to bring on a deputation of some forty-seven 
Indians to this city; and to meet the expenditures 
incurred by these commissioners in this mission, 
this sum of sixty-one thousand and odd dollars was 
designed to be appropriated. Fle would read from 
the instructions given to the commissioners. 

After a word of conversation between Mr. EW- 
ING, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. McK AY— 

Mr. MciICAY proceeded. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs had furnished him with a statement 
showing that drafts to the amount of $25,223 had 
been drawn; of which $8,293 had been paid, leav- 
ing unpaid to the commissioners $16,929. 

He had a letter from Mr. Lewis, one of the com- 
missioners, from which he would read: 

Jury, 17, 1846. 

Sir: The following is a rough estimate of the expendi- 
tutes of the commissioners to the prairie Indians. It is 


made in the absence of memorandums and papers essential 
to a correct estimate: 


Labor, packmen, runners to Indians, &c...........812,000 |} 


Mule: us, suddlos, & .. 4,500 
Mer . 15,000 
Pro +» 3,060 
Beef supplies .. setae Steele's se 14,000 
‘Transportation and incidental exp tresano 4,000 
Pay of interpreters and delegations from friendly In- 
diana, Muscogees, Cherokees, Seminoles, &e.... 4,500 1! 

Purchase of prisoners..... caga 500 
Expenses of Indian delegation to W NEON... 3,090 


U 

The pay of the commissioners is fixed by the commission, 
a copy of which you have. 

Tus estimate may look Jarge; but when all the cireum- 
stances are taken into consideration, F think it will be fully 
justified. 

The Cumanches are a roving people, and hunt from the 
Rio Grande to the Arkansas, and back tothe Rocky Moun- 
tains. They stay but a few days at any point, and the diffi- 
eulty of finding them can only be known to those who have 
been among them in the prairies. There are five or six 
bands of them. Separate runners had to be sent to the dit. 
ferent bands. For their safety they had to goin companies 
of six or eight, and had to pack their provisions. The mules 
to ride and pack and provisions had to be furnished ; and in 


addition to the ordinary price of runners, they-had to be 
i paid for the hazard. 

We had to carry a tolerably large force with us on ac- 
| Count of the hostile disposition of the Indians. We applied 
to General Arbuckle for a company of dragoons; but on 


and we had to take young men from civil life. Mules to 
ride and pack, and provisions, had tobe furuished. 
The Indians came in slowly and at longintervals. 
lived a long way off;-same were kept off by evil reports 
irom selish, interested persons, and a second set of runners, 
in some instances with presents, had to be sent amongst 
them to correct these reports. It was an unusually wet 
winter and spring, and Indians will not travel in the rain. 
They are not to be burried by any inducement. “All these 
things produced delay, and delay was attended unavoidably 
with great expense. We had to feed all that came in, and 
those that came in first would not go into couneil till all had 
assembled; and we-had to feed hundreds for several months 
till the last band of the Cumanches arrived, and we finished 
the treaty. The ration per day for each is eight or ten 
‘pounds of beef. The amount of goods given as presents 
was much inereased by the necessity of our-sending presents 
| by our runners to conciliate thei, and induce them tocome 
into council at ali, though [think the amount well expended, 
for it had a tendency, not only to conciliate, but toconvince 
them of our sincerity. 

The delegation of the different prairie tribes to this city, 
was approved by every man we saw on the frontier, as tue 
only way of correcting their erroneous impressions about 
our nunibers, strength, and resources, and to secure peace 
and quiet on the borders during the Mexican difficulties. 

I cannot make a fuli and detailed report till the arrival of 
my colleague, who is detained by indisposition, or tili I re~ 
ceive the papers in his possession, which I have written for. 
| As soon as he arrives, or I get the papers, I will make a 
|| full, and, I hope, satisfactory report. I hope this hasty 
I} sketch, which is notsent as a report, will be satisfactory for 
| the present. Your obedient servant, > ` 

M. G. LEWIS. 


Hon. Craimman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 


In reply to an inquiry of Mr. Barrinexr, Mr. 
KcK. said there were forty-seven Indians. With 
reference to their board here, there had been some 
| misstatement. It was supposed that $2 per day 
was paid for board of each; the fact was that the 
| commissioner made a contract before the arrival of 
these Indians, with the keeper of the hotel for their 
board at $6 per week. 

Mr. McK AY had here the instructions of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to these sub-gom- 
missioners. 

Mr. THURMAN. By what commissioner were 
these instructions given? 

Mr. McKAY. By Mr. Crawford. 

Mr. McK. read from. the instructions; which are 
as follows: °° SO : ; 


War DEPARTMENT, 

Office Indian Ajfuirs, September 12, 1845, 
GENTLEMEN: It bas been. deemed of great importance, 
| under even ordinary cireumstances, to maintain a good un- 
| derstanding with the Cuimanches and other wild tribes of 
Indians on the southwestern prairies; and now, when 
stronger reasons exist for it, it is thought to be an imperative 
duty to send a commission, especially qualified, to meet these 
border tribes, to open negotiations for pledging them anew 
to a course of peace and amity. with the United States, to 
conciliate their good will by addressing them in kind talks 
and making them small presents. 

There is, futher, an obligation to humanity which binds 
us to the release of white prisoners (variously represented 
to be in number from 15 to 109 and upwards, women and 
children) held in servile bondage by the. Cumanches, and, 
| perhaps, other wild tribes. ‘hese may be the children of 
citizens or inbabitants of the United States, or Tex 
| perhaps of Mexico, Isend you a copy of the 32d article 
the treaty concluded with Mexico on the Sth day of April, 
1831, by which you will perceive we have engaged to per- 
form: the duty hereby imposed towards Mexico—of which 
Texas being then a part, iudependent of our present peculiar 
relations to the latter, is entitled to the benerit. 

Tire place that should be selected for your interview is 
one of some consequence, in reference not-only to your and 
their convenience, bat to the greater facility of procuring 
their attendance at such time as shall be fixed on. it ought 
to be, I should think, in the ncigiborhood of the Cumanche 
Peak; but of this you must judg: 
; gested, or any other that, upon a closer view of the circum- 
| stances, shali be deemed more preper. 
| The time ought to be as soon as conveniently practicable ; 
| no delay that can be avoided should take place; and your 
exertions are relied on in this particular. 

The great object is the preservation of amity with the 
wild Indians that you will visit—of whom the chief and 
controlling spirits are the Cumanches. Our excited and ex- 


i 
|! citable relations with Mexico, increase very greatly the im- 
li portance of this movement, upon the successful issue of 
ji which might, in certain events, depend the lives of many of 
our citizens. 

The treaty of 1835 between the United States and “all 
i the individuals composing the Cumanche and Witehetaw 
i nations and their associate bands or tribes of Indians, and 
|| between these nations or tribes, and the Cherokee, Mus- 
| cogee, Choctaw, Osage, Seneca, and Quapaw nations or 
[i tribes of Indians,” binds the Cumanches, &e., to perpetual 
ii peace and friendship with us. r 


efforts to the grand point, in which you will find the treaty 
: of 1835 of some service. Special instructions it is impossi- 
j ble to give, with minuteness; and, if practicable, they could 
| not be necessary to gentlemen so familiar with all that can 
| conduce to the able discharge of the duty imposed. 
Kindness in deportment and language will be returned by 
good feeling, and the depicting of the power and strength 


i 
d 
| 
| 
| 
i 
l 


account of the Cherokee difticuities they could not be spared, - 


Some | 


e, and adopt the plan sug- | 


{I send you a manuscript copy of it; you will direct your | 


H 


EF 


of the United States, and their ability and determinatión to 
use them to.put down and punish their. enemies, will address 
itself to their fears and understandings, This fastis, how- 
ever, a most delicate topic, which must be handled with 
great skill—so-used, good may come ‘of it; but wild as these 
indians, are, they have no adequate idea of our population 
and force, and.may construe an allusion to our comparative 
sirength into a bravado, or perhaps a threat. In using this 
instrument, T advise great Caution ; it may ‘operate most 
beneficially. : It ean hardly fail to do so. “Reésoft to it seenis 
to me wise, if notindispensable, and T confide in-your discre- 
tion to seize upon the. time and circumstances for doing it 
most seasonably and effectively. | as 

It willbe proper to reduce your agreement; or treaty of 
pacification.and friendship, with: them to writing, so as to 
preserve it, but especialiy for the purpose of giving as much 
solemnity and form to the act and your. doings. as. possible. 
The form is not material, so thetr engagements ‘shall be 
strongly and simply expressed. i ` 

Some presents will be indispensable, consisting of tobac- 
co, calicoes, trinkets, and whatever. may be thought to be 
useful or pleasing to them. In this expenditure I request 
that economy may be consulted so far as shall consist with 
the successful discharge of your duty: Itis impossible to 
specily what would be a proper allowance of money for the 
number of the Indians who may be expected to assemble. 
T eannot, at this moment, approach by conjectures; you will 
be able, before you meet them, to form some opinion on this 
subject. The purpose of your visit is looked upon. as na- 
tional ‘under existing circumstances, and I would ill dis- 
charge my duty by so tying you. down as. by possibility to 
defeat a great purpose. “` ae A 

Provisions—at least beef, which is probably all you can 
furnish—will also be necessary while the Indians are in con- 
vention with you. The supply, I presume, must be pro- 
cured in the settlements of Texas. For the expenditures 
authorized, you.are empowered to draw on the department, 
so far as they exceed the sum of $500, advanced on account 
of contingencies. . S 

The subject of the white persons represented to be 
among these wild Indians, alone remains for a few remarks. 
These persons must belong to the United States, to Texas, 
or Mexico. In‘either case, wê are bound (as before ex- 
plained) by positive duty,.as: well as by-the general, bonds-of 
humanity, to procure their release. We have. generaily paid 
about #200 each forthe ransom of white boys brought into 
Fort Gibson. There ought to be a reduction ‘of at least 
one-half or more on account of .their being in: the woods, 
and there probably should-be a further reduction on account 
of their being ransomed in large nuinbers.. Should you sue- 
ceed in releasing any nuniber of these unfortunate captives, 
you will please bring them: on with you to the Choctaw 
Ageney, and deliver them to Major William Armstrong; and 
for whatever funds may he necessary.to effect their ransom, 
you will please draw on. this office. Major Armstrong wiil 
be instructed in relation to these persons who we may be so 
fortunate as to relieve, on receipt of advices that they dre 
in his possession. è E 

The negotiations for the ransom of the captives will be 
conducted so as to. convince the Indians that.they must not, 
because we pay them a-consideration for the release of the 
priconers they nowhave, make such captives hereafter with 
a view to traffic or. profit, and insert an-article containing 
this. stipulation in substance, strongly and decidedly ex- 
pressed, as Well as one covenaiiting that they will wholly 
abstain for the future from making white persons prisoners. 

Your compensation will be respectively $8 per day, and 
ten cents per mile “ by the most direct route” for travel, and 
expenses to and from the place of negotiating with the Cu- 
manches, &e. : ; 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 
T. HARTLEY CRAWFORD. 
Gov. P. M. Burren and Col. M. G. Lewis, 
Now in Washington, D: ©. 

Some conversation ensued between Mr. VIN- 
TON and Mr. McK AY, ~ 

Mr. McK. (in continuation) said, he proposed 
to amend this item in the bill by reducing it to 
$50,000. And he proposed further to amend it by 
adding a proviso—the. bill was now pretty well 
guarded—that no accounts for expenditures shall 
be allowed by the accounting officers but-what shall 
appear proper and reasonable, and that the expend- 
iture shall m all respects he supported by the most 
satisfactory proof. He thought this was all they 
could do to guard the expenditure of the money. 
Admit that the commission was illegally instituted, 
if you choose—that the expenditures incurred had 
been extravagant. Fle was not disposed to dispute 
that., Here it appeared that these commissioners, 
in consequence of authority supposed to be -vested 
in them, had drawn drafts upon the ‘treasury 
amounting to $45,000, of which $25,000 of $26,000 
had already been presented, and $8,000 already 
paid. . The balance was now under protest. Un- 
der such circumstances, what could Congréss do? 
By reference to the instructions given by the com- 


| missioner proper to these two commissioners, al- 


ready read, it appeared here was full power given 
to these commissioners to draw upon the treasury 
for any expenses they might incur ‘in the perform- 
ance of their duty beyond the amount placed in 


i their hands for contingencies, and: they have’ ac- 


cordingly drawn drafts, as he had before stated. 
But the Indians were here. It’ was important 
that they should be sent “home; appropriation 
should be made for it; and he thought ‘the provis- 
ions introduced: into the bill ‘for thé purpose of 
guarding the expenditure, would segure thé Gov- 
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as fixed by the act of 1842. . He thought the pres- 
ent commissioner was under some mistake as to 
the existing law. They were entitled only to $8 
per day while on the treaty ground, engaged in ne- 
gotiating the treaty, and not while going to or re- 
turning from the ground. That was the provision 
of the law of 1842, and he would confine the com- 
missioner. to this law. i 

_ My. McK. read the estimates. of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, upon which this appro- 
priation was proposed, as follows: 


Memoranda placed in the hands of Mr. McKay, by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


The estimate for the expenses of the commission to the 
Cumanchie and other wild Indians of the prairie, and which 
was transinitted to the cominitice by the Secretary of War 
some days since, was made on the fetter of Colonel Lewis, 
one of the commissioners, in reply to one written to him by 
this office, bearing date on the 30th ultimo, and copies of 
which are before the committee. There are no other data 
in possession of the department. 
wot yet reported, Governor Butler is sick at Louisville, and 
Colonel s.ewis refuses to.give particulats until he arrives. 
Tn the letter alluded to, Colonel Lewis says: “The drafts 
drawn jointly by bimselt’ and Governor Butler, amount 
LOD Tena cansvevtenseeces sae e e 845,840 94 
‘Chose drawn by himself alone amounted to, 2,025 10 
Liabilities incurred by the commissioners for 

which no drafts have yet been drawn........+++14,0387 00 
Making in al... pagans sw s e 61,903 04 
The boarding and other incidental expenses of the 

Indians while in this city, being 47 in number, 

js estimated Ate. cssecceeeeeccueeeseeereeseeses 1410 00 
_ ft is proper to say, that board and incidental expenses 
means boarding, lodging, boarding-house attendance, wash- 
ing, medicine and medical attendance, hack-hire, police 
attendance, and such immediate and necessary clothing as 
was required before they could visit the President and Con- 
gress. ‘The estimate for presents is put down at 2,000. 


"This is not intended to include the few articles of clothing |} 


first obtained, and which was necessary to cover their 
nakedness, hut is designed to pureh more durable cloth- į 
ing, and such other articles as they may require to take with 
them. In making this and the subsequent estimate for 
travelling through the eastern cities and buek to their homes, 
I availed myself of the judgment and experience of Major 
Armstrong, who is now in the city. | 

Since the first moment of the arrival. of these Indians in |! 
this city, and their falling under my charge, Lhave observed 
the strictest economy. Kam paying; under a contract with 
Mr. Maher, #6 per week for the board and lodging of each 
Indian, and the same for the accompanying agent and: con- 
ductors, liquor, as-well as all other boarders, to be excluded 
from the house for the time being. Talso made a contract 
for one ‘police ‘attendant, on ‘the recommendation of the 
Mayor of-the city, at $2 por day. Hack-hire has been sanc- 
tioned but once, and then a contract was made to take them 
a0 the niavy-yard and arsenal at fifty cents each the round 
trip. The hooks of. this, department show that from $1 to 
4150 per day has been usually paid for the board ef Indians. 

This commission. originated in September last. The in- 
stroctions, aa it will be seen, were drawn by my predeces- 
sor, and bear date on the 12th of that mouth. I came into | 
attiee on the Ist of November, some time after the commis- 
sioners had procceded on their journey, 

Since that period two important treaties with Indian tribes | 
have been negotiated, and which, for the economy with 
which they have been conducted, have seldom if ever been 
equalled. One is a treaty with the Kansas, by which the 
Government acquired two millions of acres of land, secured | 
the voluntary removal of those people, and effected the set- 
tement of many important questions. The Whole expense 
‘attending the negotiation, including the compensation and 
mileage of Commissioners “Harvey and Cummins, was 

63. 468. : 3 ` 

The other is a treaty with the Chippewas, Ottowas, and 
Pottowatomies, by which. the Government has acquired 
gome seven millions acres of land, extinguished the ttle of 
‘those people wherever scattered to ali lands in Lows, as well 
as on the Osage river, and sectired the voluntary settlement 
ofall the various bands in one body beyond the Missouri as 
one nation. It was necessary to. hold two councils—one at 

Donneil Bluffs, same 700 miles above St. Louis, and one at 
the Neosha Agency, some 400 miles beyond that—during 
both of. wbich the Indians were liberally subsisted. The 
whole expense attending the négotiation-of this most desira- 
ple and important treaty, including the compensation and | 
mileage of Commissioners Andrews, Harvey, and Matlock, 


was @1,990 68, and excluding such compensation:and mile- || 


age, only 625 42. 

You will be satisfied, I trust, from ithe above, that the 
department is sufficiently economical whenever matters are 
under its inimediate control. È 

Ee was about making some remarks in vindica- 
tion of the’present Commissioner of Indian Affairs; 
but objections were made. $ i zol 
-The hour of half-past twelve having arrived, the 
commitiee proceeded to vote. : 

The first question was on the: motion of Mr. 


71 


'The commissioners have |: 


Coss, tó strike out the item of appropriation for 
pay of members, &c. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the item by 
adding thereto the following: 

« Provided, however, That no member be allowed pay for 
any day that he does not actually attend the sitting of the 
House, if in session that day, unless absent by its order on 
the business of the House, or prevented from attending by. 
sickness; and the failure of any member to answer to his 
name on the callof the House, or on the yeas and nays, 
shall constitute him an absentee for the day, unless it ap- 
pears, from the Journals of the House, that he was absent by 
its order, or be excused for siekness on the certifiente ofa 
physician. And no member absent from the service of the 
House for his own business or pleasure, and with or without 
the leave of the House, shall receive any pay for the time he 
is so absent. 

“And be it further provided, That it shall be the duty of the 
Clerk of the’ House, at least once every day, to furnish the 
Sergeant-at-Arms with a list of those members who on the 
preceding day failed at any one time to answer to their 
names, either upon a call of the House or on the yeas and 
nays; and the Sergeant-at-Arms, upon Y ying such list, 
shail charge the member so absent, and shall take from his 
gross pay in the settlement of his account the amount of one 
day's pay for every day of absence. 

če And be it also further provided, That the mileage hereaf- 
ter to members shall be uniform, and shail he six dollars for 
every twenty miles going to, and returning from, the seat 


of Government, to be computed by the post office table of || 


distances, from the nearest town of the residence of the 
member to the seat of Government.” 


Mr. STEWART offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment, which was rejected: 

«Amd be it further provided, That the pay of members of 
Congress alter the session shall have continued six months 
shall be $6 per day; after seven months, $4 per day; and 
after eight months, $2 per day,” 
And the amendment of Mr. Bown was re- 
eted. 
And the amendment of Mr. Conn was rejected. 
The following item being under consideration: 
«c Por the expense of the mission to the wild Indians of the 
prairie, including the expenses of a deles 
tlians to this city and hack to their homes, and also some 
presents to them, si 
dollars: Provided, That no other or higher compensation 
shall be paid to the commissioners appointed to negotiate 
with said Indians than is authorized by the net approved 
coventeenth July, eighteen hundred and forty-two, nor shall 
any expenditure be allowed by the accounting officers but 
what shall appear to bave been proper and reasonable.” 


Mr. McKAY moved to strike out $61,000. and 
insert $50,000. Pps aot hes i 
Mr. THURMAN moved tọ amend the amend- 
ment bystriking out $50,000 and inserting $30,000. 
The amendment of Mr. Trnurman was rejected. 
And the amendment of Mr. McKay was agreed 


je 


to. 

Mr. McKAY moved to amend the section by 
adding at the end of the proviso ‘* and shall in all 
respects be supported by the most satisfactory 
vouchers.” Agreed to. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to amend 
that-amendment by adding that no account shall 
be allowed except for such objects as are specified 
in the instructions of the Commissioner on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. THURMAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding “ and to defray the expenses of 
taking the delegation home.” Rejected. 

Mr. KAUFMAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment, so as to include objects “* that may be autho- 


| rized by the Commissioner.” Rejected. 


‘And the amendment of Mr. Tompson, by ayes 
69, noes 49, was agreed to. 

Mr. H 
priating $100,000 for 
House of Representatives 
and now due. jected. 

On motion of M 
bill was amended by inserting after the words 
« payment to’? the words “ missionary society 
of.” 

‘The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
and amendments to the House. 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON demanded the 
previous question, which was seconded. And the 
main question was ordered; and, being taken, the 
amendments were concurred in. And the bill was 
read a third time. 

‘And the question being on its passage, 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON demanded the: pre- 


vious guestion; which was seconded. The main 


the contingent fund of the 
to pay contracts made 


tion of these Fn- | 


xty-one thousand five hundred and forty | 


i: Messrs. McKAY and ASHMUN, 


AMLIWN offered an amendment, appro- | 


r. McKAY, the 4th item of the 


j 


uestion was or 
passed. 
THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House again re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Preston Kine, of New 
York, in the chair,) and proceeded to the consider - 
ation of the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the army. 

The first question was on the amendment of the 
Senate striking out the words “for commutation of 
forage for officers’ horses, $71,603;7’ and inserting, 
“including arrears since commencement of hostili- 
ties, $131,803.” 

Mr. McK AY explained the provisions of the law 
relative to allowances for officers’ forage, the prac- 


dered, and, being taken, the bill was 


| tice under it, and the necessity for the amendment 
; which he offered to the amendment of the Senate in 


the form of the following proviso: 

Provided, That no officer, untess in actual service in the 
field, should be allowed forage, or nioney in lieu thereof, for 
a greater munber of horses than is fixed by the act making 
appropriations for the pay of the army for the year ending 
30th June, 1S46. 

Under this proviso (he said) all the officers en- 
gaged in the war in Mexico would receive forage 
for the horses to which they were entitled in time 
of war, and all others would receive no more than 
was allowed in time of peace. 

Mr. HOLMES and Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL 
briefly opposed, and Mr. HOUSTON of Alabama, 
defended the proviso. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was agreed to—ayes 68, 
noes 48. 

And the amendment as amended was adopted. j 

The amendment of the Senate providing for the 
purchase of additional land at the Springfield ar- 
mory being under consideration, 

A` brief explanation followed on the part of 


Mr. MceCLERNAND 
amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of thirty thousand 
dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ap- 
plied under the direction of the Secretary of War, for. the 


moved the following 


‘purpose of purchasing a site, and commencing the necessary 


worka‘for n national armory at Fort Massae, near the con- 


| fluence of the Cumberland, Tennessee, Ohio, and Missis- 


sippi rivers, in pursuance of the act of the 9th September, 
3841, for the selection of a site. upon the western waters for 
such an object. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘Fort Massac,” and 
inserting ¢* Cypress Creek, in Alabama.” 

Mr. TIBBATTS raised the point of order on 
the amendment. 

The CHAIR ruled it out of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND appealed. 

And after some conversation, the decision of the 
Chair was «firmed. 

So the amendment was not entertained. 

The other amendments of the Senate having 
been concurred in or disposed of, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. : 

The committee took up and considered the bill 
making appropriations for the payment of navy 
pensions for the year ending 30th of June, 1847. 

No amendment was made. 

The committee then rose and reported the said 
bills to the House. ` 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House took up the amendments made in 
committee to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill making appropriations for the support of the 


army. : d : 
The House concurred with the committee in its 


action on the said bill. 
NAVY PENSIONS. 


The House took up this bill. 
Mr. McK AY moved to strike out the following 
item: 
fo pay the pensions of invalids who were wounded on 
board private armed vessels during the late war, three 
taousand dollars.” 


E. 


which was seconded. 

And the main question (on the amendment, and 
then on ordering the bill to a third reading) was 
ordered to be now taken. Cre 

Mr. McKAY, regarding the principle of the 
amendment as a very important matter, asked the 
yeas and nays, which were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
enton, Biggs, James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, William G. 
Brown, Catheart, Augus a 'hipny 
Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cummins, Danici, Dargan, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Varan, 
Ficklin, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Henley, 
Hoge, Hough, Geo S. Houston, Kdmund W. Hubard, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, James H. Joanson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, Daniel P. King, Leib, 
Ligon, Loug, Lumpkin, McClernand, Joseph J. McDowell, 
MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, 
Owen, Payne, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard, H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Sinith, Stanton, Starkwenther, St. John, 
Strong, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
patts, ‘Credway, Wheaton, Wick, Woodward, Woodworth, 
and Yost—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Arnold, 
Buffington, William W. Campbell, J. G: Chapman, Cranston, 
Culver, Cunningham, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Douglass, Dun- 


lap, J. H. Ewing, Poot, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, | 
re i. Holmes, John W. | 
oseph R. Ingersoll, Jen- | 


Harper, Hilliard, B. B. Holmes, 

Ilouston, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson 
kins, Thomas Butler King, Lewis Helland, MeCraic, 
Metenry, Marsh, Miller, Moseley R, Julius Rockwell, 
J. A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, BSawtelie, Seammion, Scaman, 


"Truman Smith, Stewart, Thibodeanx, Thomasson, Trambo, | 
and ; 


Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wood, 
Wright—57, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Woodruff, 


Mr. PET TIT wished to be excused from voting, | 
on the ground that no debate having taken place, |i 


he knew nothing of the justice or injustice of stri- 
king out the item. 

The House refused to excuse Mr. P. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the amendment 
had been agreed to, 

The motion was not debatable. 

The House refused to reconsider the vote. 

The bill was then read a third time, and, under 
the operation of the previous question, was passed 
in the following form: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Oongress dssembled, That 
the following sums. be, and the same are, hereby, appro- 
priated, out of-any money in the treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated, for the payment of navy pensions for the year 
ending the thirtieth June, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-seven: 

To pay invalid pensions, thirty-two thousand three hun- 
dred and thirty-tive dollars and forty cents 5 

‘Tu pay the pensions of widows of officers, seamen, and 
marines, twelve thousand dollars. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, gave notice of a 
motion to reconsider the vote on private bill No. 
143. 

Mr. CULVER gave notice of a similar motion 
in the case of private bill No, 267. 

The SPEAKER announced the special order. 

Mr. GILES moved its postponement, for the 
purpose of taking up the bill pending for additional 
fortifications. 

The House refused to postpone. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The House, on motion of Mr. McK AY, resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Boyo, of Kentucky, in the chair,) 
and proceeded, on motion of Mr. Hen.ey, to the 
consideration of the following joint resolution from 
the Senate, regulating the printing of Congress, and 
establishing the compensation of the same: 


“t Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of | 


the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
from and after the passage of this resolution, the printing of 
the two Houses of Congress shail be sabjcet to the following 
regulations: Wien any message, report, or document, com- 
municated to both Houses of Congress, shall be ordered 
be printed by the Senate, the Secretary shall ascertain 
whether the same has been previously ered to be printed 
by the House of Representatives; and if so, the copies or- 
dered by the Senate shall be supplied by the printer to the 
House of Representatives, for which there shall be no charge 
for composition; and if any such message, report, or docu- 
ment shall be ordered to be printed by the House of Repre 


sentatives, it shall be the duty of the Clerk to ascertain | 


whether the same bas been previously ordered to be printed 
hy the Senate; and if so, the copies ordered by the House 
shall be furnished by the printer to ihe Se izte, and no 
charge for composition shall be allowed therefor 3 and should 


an additional number of copies of any such document he | 


ordered by either House, they shall be furnished by the 
prane. the House which first ordered the printing of the 
senmenn and for which no compensation for composition 
s nal 1 be allowed : Provided, however, That if, for the pur- 
pose of despatch, or any other cause, it shall be necessary to 
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fulfit any order for printing of either House, of any document 
which had heen previously ordered to be printed, the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses of the House making such 


order, may direct that such docuinent be again composed, or 


put into type; in which case, composition shall be charged 
and allowed. And from the commencement of the present 
session of Congress, all printing ordered by either House of 
Congress, where the number of copics do not exceed five 
thousand, shall be paid for at a rate of compensation not 
exceeding twenty per centum Jess than the rates fixed and 
established by the joint resolution of eighteen hundred and 
nineteen; and when the number of copies shall exceed five 
thousand, the compensation shall not exceed thirty-three 
and one-third per centum less than the rates allowed by the 
said joint resolution of eighteen hundred and nincteen, And 
when the Committee on Contingent Expenses of either 
House shall direct a second composition, to execute any 
order for printing, the printing shall be done by the printer 
to the House making such order; and when any order for 
printing requires maps or charts, the same shall he obtained 
ander the direction of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses of the House making such order; and all expenses 
for printing shall be paid from the contingent fund of the two 
Honses, each House paving for the printing ordered by it, 
except the expense of composition, whieh shall be paid by 
the House which first ordered the document or paper to be 
printed ; and if there shall be a secoad composition, it shall 
be paid for by the House whose Committee on Contingent 
Expenses shall authorize and direct the same; and when 
extra copies of any document shall be ordered by both 
Houses, and the same are executed by the same printer, the 
copies shall be delivered to the two Houses, sinnitaneously, 
in proportion to the whole number of copies which the 
Houses have respectively ordered. 

Mr. BAYLY moved an amendment, making the 
operation of the resolution prospective instead of 
retrospective. 

Mr. HENLY gave notice of the following sub- 
stitute: ‘ 

That the printing executed, or to be executed, for the 
present Congress, shall he paid for at the following rates, 
viz: When the number of copies of any bill, paper, or doc- 
ument, ordered by both Houses, if printed from the same 
forms, does not exceed fifteen hundred, a compensation of 
twenty per cent. less than the rates fixed and established 
by the joint resolution of eighteen hundred and nineteen; 
when not exceeding five thousand copies, twenty-five per 
cont. less than the rates of the said joint resolution ‘of 
eighteen hundred and nineteen; when not exceeding ten 
thousand copies, thirty per cent. less than the rates afore- 
said; when not exceeding twenty thousand copies, thirty- 
five per cents when execcding twenty thousand copies, 
forty per cent. less than the rates aforesaid. 

Mr. G. DAVIS replied to Mr. Bayry’s remarks 
of a former day, and contended (reading from Mr. 
B.’s remarks at the time of the election at the com- 
mencement of the session, with the view of show- 
ing that he [Mr. B.] then admitted it) that the 
public printers were elected on the condition and 


with the full view of the fact ‘that the fixing the |i 


rates of their compensation for the whole Congress 
was hereafter to be a subject of proper and just 
He defended at some length the jus- 
tice and propriety of making this regulation—to 


operate from the commencement of the session, | 


and referred in the course of his remarks to a pre- 
cedent in which such reduction had been made, 
and to which (he said) the then printers (Blair & 
Rives) submitted without complaint. 

Mr. BAYLY wished the gentleman fully to state 
this case, as he intended to cite it in defence of di- 
rectly the opposite position, and to show that then 
the printers were clected after and in view of a 
resolution of the House declaring that the print- 
ers elect, if they accept the office, would take the 
printing subject to future reduction. In this case 
no such condition existed. 

Mr. DAVIS (continuing) further contended that 
all that remained for the House to do was to allow 
a liberal, fair, and just compensation to the public 
printers for the whole Congress, and, in doing this, 
that reduction should be made from the existing 
rates, 

He, also, in reply to Mr. Henery and other 
gentlemen, argued to show his own consistency at 
present with his former position and action on this 
subject—yielding in the course of his remarks to 
Mr. Hexer for explanation. 

Before his hour had expired, he yielded toa 
motion that the committee rise. 

Which prevailing, the committee rose, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, July 21, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT signed the enrolled bill au- 
thoriz.ing an issue of treasury notes, and a oan. 

The (House) bill making appropriations for the 
payment of naval pensions for the year ending 
June 30th, 1847, was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Commitiee on Finance. 


| 
| 
t 
i 
| 
| 


sundry objects therein nanied, was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 
. The (House) act for the relief of the heirs of 
Robert Fulton was read twice, and. referred to the 
Committee of Claims. _ : f 
The House'amendments. to the Senate amend- 
ments to the. bill making appropriations for the 
support of the army were taken up, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


PETITIONS.. 


Mr. DAYTON presented a remonstrance from 
citizens of Mercer county, New Jersey, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the tariff of 1842, and 
particularly of that part which relates to the man- _ 
ufacture of glass. In presenting this petition— 

Mr. DAYTON said that he would call the atten- 
tion’ of those who have control of the question 
especially to one of the interests protected by the 
present tariff; that he should do this in the briefest 
form, and with a view simply to discharge a duty. 
Many of the particular interests of those he rep- 
resented had ‘been largely referred to by others. 
Cotton and iron are not apt to he overlooked in 
debate, though lesser interests, such as the manu- 
facture of glass, to which he was about to refer, 
may be. Ithas been so-‘now. ‘While the articles 
before referred to have received much attention, 
the article last named has scarcely been referred to 
at all, or, if referred to, it has been as if it were 
protected by existing duties almost to prohibition. 
Sir, this is all wrong.’ ‘The protection afforded by 
the act of 1842 has been greatly misrepresented, 
and I wish to put the matter right. New Jersey 
is largely embarked in this manufacture. The 
census of 1840 shows that she produces more glass 
than any State in the Union; about one-third, in- 
deed, of the whole amount.’ This interest, partic~. 
ularly as respects window glass, is most unfairly 
dealt with in the bill before the Senate, and in 
some of the papers which accompany-the Secre- 
au report. f 

The act of 1842 imposes a specifie duty on all 
kinds of window glass, varying from two to ten 
dollars per 100 feet; the lesser duty for the small- 
er sizes in common use, and the heavier for the 
larger." 5 

The tariffs of 1832, 1828, 1824, and 1816, had 
each specific duty’on’ window glass, and on the 
smaller and medium sizes a duty higher than the 
act of 1842.. The act of 1842 was, therefore, but 
following out the course of legislation from 1816 
to that time. But, on the amount of duties im- 
posea by the act of 1842, there has, by some at 
east, been gross mistake, as I believe. Mr. Sec- 
retary Walker has attached to this reporta table 
to show the extravagance of existing duties. This 
table purports to give the price of window glass in 
England per hundred feet, and is furnished by Mr. 
William Chance, jr., an Englishman, as I am in- 
formed, and agent for the firm of Chance & Bro- 
thers, glass manufacturers, Birmingham, England. 
This table makes on window glass our present 
average duty ad valorem 140 per cent. Now, sir, 
if Iam correctly informed, the prices named by 
this agent are in fact the prices of boxes of 50 feet 
only, and not 100; making a difference in the cal- 
culation of one-half at once. Ff would have sup- 
posed that this could not be so, had it not happen- 
ed that the report itself (on page 41) proves that it 
must be so, or that there is some other mistake 
equally important. On that page the Secretary 
gives a table, showing the imports of window glass 
of last year, principally from England, and: the 
amount of duties. These duties he has himself 
converted from specific into ad valorem, and, 
instead of 140 per cent., he makes them on those 
imports 39} only. And by another table, subse- 
quently furnished, to show the anticipated inerease 
of importations under this bill, he makes the duty 
still less—38 1-10 only. The table, therefore, fur- 
nished by Mr. Chance, and incorporated. by the 
Secretary into his report, is, I am constrained to 
| believe, grossly erroneous and delusive. Tt is 
calculated, I do not mean to say intended, to’ mis- 
lead the Senate and country. A duty of 38 1-10. 
is not extravagant. Glass is manufactured from a 
material of litle intrinsic value, and is the product 
of manual labor, not machinery. Its value is 
principally in this labor, which is thus brought in 
direct competition with the miserable, ill-fed, ill-paid 
i labor of Europe. But, sir, while this bill reduces 
| the duty on all kinds of window glass to 90. per 


The (House) bill making appropriations for i! cent. ad valorem, and thus diminishes protection,: 
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it adds to the cost of the mannfacture here. - Soda 
ash, (which is principally imported, and much 
used in making glass,) under the act of 1842, paid 


a duty of five per cent. only, while under the’ 


present bill it is charged with 10—thus, in every 
way, injuriously affecting the glass manufacture 
of this country. Sir, there is no interest in the 
whole ‘range of American industry better entitled 
to protection, and there is not one under this bill, 
as they represent it, worse used. Glass, and more 
especially window glass, enters into the consump- 
tion of the whole country; it is used as well by 
the inmate of the cabin as the palace. Its great 
value, too, is in the labor bestowed on its produc- 
tion.. It has grown into an important interest 
under the legislative assurance of protection in 
every revenue bill from 1816 to this time. While 
the quality of our glass has, under this protection, 
been vastly improved, its price in market, under 
domestic competition, has been constantly dimin- 
ished. An examination of the imports of last 
year gives an average value to the imported win- 
dow glass, without the duty, of $5 41 per hundred 
feet—while the prices current of American houses 
show the same, or a better quality of glass, sold 
at a much lower rate. 

This shows, first, the moderate price of the do- 
mestic asticle; next, that the duty of 38 1-10 per 
cent. on the foreign article could not have been 
added, as is so constantly contended by Secretary 
Walker and others, to the price of the domestic; 
and, lastly, it shows that, with any considerable 
reduction of the duty, the foreign may drive, and 
must drive, the domestic article out of market. 

Of window glass, cylinder, there was imported 
last year onty to the amount of $13,355, at an 
average duty of 37 89-100 per cent. Our Secre- 
tary reduces the duties to 20 per cent., and antici- 
pates an increase of importations the coming year 
of this kind of glass only to the amount of $100,000. 
And yet he talks in his report about affording 
“ reasonable profits” to manufacturers, Sir, this 
is litle better than taunting these manufacturers; 
it is adding insult to injury.” If they can live 
at all under this bill, it can only be done by redu- 
cing greatly the prices paid for labor: by abstract- 
ing just so much from the living of their workmen, 
But I am told that they cannot live at all; that it 
is destruction absolute to them all. 

Now, the labor employed is better paid, and 
glass is 20 per cent. lower than in 1840-’41. This 
is not the result of improved machinery, (for they 
use none,) but of an enlarged market and an in- 
creased home competition. -I desire; sir, if any 
amendment be made: to this. bill, to put window 
glass in the 30 per cent. schedule, on the same 
footing with hollow ware. In the present condi- 
tion of the world itis an essential. Tt is mere of 
an essential than any. other kind of glass ware, 
whether cut or piain; and I can see no good reason 
why, as in other articles of necessity, it should 
not reccive such protection, in arranging the tariff 
of duties, as will suffice to preserve it from destruc- 
tion. x ` 
So far as Iam able to understand the effect of 
this bill on the entire glass interest of this country, 
it seems to me eminently unjust. Instead of the 
old specific duty, (the universal mode of imposing 
duties on glass in all commercial nations,) a duty 
ad valorem has been adopted, and oven that reduced 
below the present specific by almost one-half. The 
glass-works of this country have now (us I judge 
from the last census, and certain statistics since 
gathered) at léast four thousand hands directly 
employed. in the manufacture, besides some twelve 
or fourteen thousand other persons connected. with 
and dependant upon it. The annual production of 
these works (which have increased vastly since 
1849) must approximate four’ millions of dollars. 
Their skill has more than kept pace with their pro- 
duction. They now manufacture glass of all colors 
and shapes, rivalling the best of France, Germany, 
and England. But, not content with this, the in- 
ventive genius of our countrymen has been brought 
to bear on this article of manufacture. — “ Pressed 
glass” (which has tended so much to cheapen and 
extend the use of glass in families) is, I am in- 
formed; an: American invention. -> 

But, sir, for all this I fear there is to be no re- 
sponse, no. kind return here. . Our adversaries sit 
calm, imperturbable; to. every speech they answer 
only, Question, question! No amount of provo- 
cation will, it seems, ‘draw. their fire.’ They 
await the charge. Well, sirs, if we are to be borne 


down by numbers, and not by argument, be it so. 
We will appeal to numbers; we will ask the people 
whether their prosperity shall be thus made the 
sport of politicians and theorists, If it be pre- 
determined that this bill shall pass without change, 
as I fear it is, I have nothing further to say; but if 
modifications of any descriptions are to be admit- 
ted, I beg to ask of those who have the power that 
they will modify its pressure upon that branch of 
our industry before referred to. 

The motion to print the memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr, HUNTINGTON presented a petition of the 
paper manufacturers of Connecticut, remonstrating 
against the repeal or modification of the present 
duties on forcign paper and foreign books. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, in presenting this memo- 


rial, described its object, the extent of the interest | 


from which it emanated, and the condition in which 
it would be placed by the passage of this bill. 
The manufacture of paper in this country was 
commenced in 1760; it had increased in the amount 
of its product, while it had regularly diminished 
in its profits. The capital now employed in it is 
about eighteen millions of dollars; there are 700 
mills in operation, giving employment to from 
75,000 to 100,000 persons, a great proportion of 
whom consist of women. The: business is not, 
as has been incorrectly charged against manufac- 
tures in general, in the hands of corporations or 
wealthy individuals, but of moderate capitalists, 
who take their personal share in the business. 
The material used in this manufacture is almost 
valueless in itself, consisting of rags, cotton waste, 
ropes, bagging, junk, &c.; the total value of which 
to the manufacturer is represented at eight mil- 
lions, only one-tenth of which comes from abroad; 
the rest being collected from your small villages 
and hamlets—the cottages of the laborer and me- 
chanie. This memorial states that the six cotton- 


growing States send raw material enough to these | 


mills to pay for all the paper they consume. Tt is 
stated in the memorial, that the new bill will drive 
all the manufacturers into the production of paper 
for newspapers, the result of which will be, the 
ultimate annihilation of the manufacture of paper 
and the printing of books in this country. It 
would hereafter be impossible, without loss, to 
print a Bible in this country. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


_ My. CASS, from: the Committee- on Foreign 
Relations, reported: back, without amendment, the 
bill for the relief of Commodore Thomas Ap Cates- 
by Jones. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, without amendment, the 
(House) bill for the relief of John McAlister. 


Mr. BARROW, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained. leave to introduce a joint resolution to 
authorize the Government to sell two or more 
acres of certain land at Baton Rouge, to be used 
asa site for a State House; which he explained in 
a few remarks, asking ils jmmediate consideration. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time, considered as in committee of the whole, 
reported back to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, and, by unanimous 
consent, read a third time and passed. 


NAVY OF TEXAS. 


Mr. RUSK moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to increase the naval es- 
tablishment of the United States by adding thereto 
the naval establishment of the late Republic of 
Texas. 

Mr. CASS expressed the hope that the motion 
would not prevail. There were other subjects un- 
finished before the Senaie, which should be first 
disposed of. i . 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed himself in favor of 
taking up the bill in question and disposing of it. 

The question was then taken upon the motion to 
take-up, and it was negatived. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


On motion of Mr DIX, the Sonate resumed the 
consideration of the river and harbor appropriation 


bill. , 
“Mr. ATCHISON moved the reconsideration of 


“For the improvement of Little Fort Harbor on Lake 
Michigan, twelve thousand dollars.” 

Upon this motion a discussion ensued, : 

Mr. WEBSTER was in favor of the appropria- 
tion, 

Mr. SEVIER opposed the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS expressed his views against the 
appropriation. ~ t 

år. CRITTENDEN spoke in favor of the bill 
generally. No one was more fully disposed to 
vote liberally for the purposes of the bill in order 
to promote all possible security for the lives and 
safety of those placed at the mercy of the winds 
and waves on the lakes and on the Atlantic. But 
he was not disposed to favor the ambition of every 
rising village on the rivers, to ebtain appropria- 
tions for harbors where harbors were not neces- 
sary atall, Was there not a good reason for the 
separation of such appropriations for little, local, 
unimportant interests as might lead the Executive 
to veto the entire bill? 

Mr. CASS advocated the appropriation in the 
amendment; arguing for it on the grounds of ex- 
pedicncy and constitutional right, He denied that 
it was legislating for mere local views. Tt was the 
duty of Congress to legislate with a regard to local 
as well as general interests. He contrasted the 
importance of harbors on the lakes with the rivers. 
On the Mississippi and great western rivers, every 
species of craft could land at any point. But on 
the lakes, the God of nature had imposed the most 
formidable difficultics. Ee himself was once ship- 
wreeked near the town of Cleveland, and saved his 
life at imminent hazard. He alluded to the com- 
merce of the lakes, and spoke of its extent and im- 
portance. Last year the number of vessels of all 
kinds navigating the lakes was four hundred and 
ninety-five, and thirty were building. Thirty-six 
vessels had been driven ashore—twenty total 
wrecks, and four had foundered. . 

After a few remarks in explanation and in reply, 
by Messrs. SEVIER and ATCIIISON, : 

Mr. BREESE spoke in favor of the appropria- 
tion. He replied in an energetic and able manner 
to the assertion that they should not make harbors 
where nature had not intended harbors to be made. 
That was the very reason why they brought in art 
to the aid of nature. Fie described the incaleula- 
ble advantages of these appropriations in their re- 
action on the public treasury. He pointed to 
Chicago. and Milwaukie as examples of the extra- 
ordinary progress of trade and commerce in con- 
sequence of these appropriations. The revenue 
was thus largely augmented from the sale of public 
lands in the neighborhood of the points where these 
harbors were constructed. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. HA Y- 
WOOD and SEMPLE, the question was taken by 
yeas and nays, and resulted as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Barrow, Ber- 
rien, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Thomas Clayton, 
Jobn M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Dickinson, Greene, 
Hannegan, Houston, Jarnagin, Johnson of Maryland, John- 
son of Louixiana, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, 
Semple, Simmons, Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, 
and Woodbridge-—382. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Cal- 
houn, Chalmers, Davis, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Haywood, 
Huntington, Mangum, Niles, Pennybacker, Sevier, Turney, 
Westcott, and Yulee—19. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 


The question was then taken on coneurring with 
the Committee on Commerce in their amendment, 
striking out the clause under consideration, and 
decided in the negative. ; 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
amendment by the committee, altering the clause 
“for improving Fort Penn,” so as to read “ for 
repairing the piersin Fort Penn,’ &e.; which was 
disagreed to. . 

The next amendment reported by the committee 
is as follows, viz: ; 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That in all works pro~ 
vided for by this act, in which the War Department shall 
deem it necessary, there shall be a survey or reéxamination, 
and no expenditure shall be made without the approbation 
of the War Department.” 

Mr. DIX explained the object of the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, opposed it as 
inexpedient. : 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to strike out the words 
« War Department” in tho second and fifth lines; 


pending which motion, 


J uly 21, ` 


APPROPRIATION BILL- 


reported back the House bill making additional 
appropriations for sundry purposes therein named, 
without amendment, and moved its immediate con- 
sideration; which motion was agreed to. 


The bill was then considered as in committee of |; 


the whole; when 

Mr. JARNAGIN submitted an amendment; 
which was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved an addi- 
tional section to the bill, appropriating $30,006 for 
the purchase of the bridges across the Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac, the same to be made free, 
but subsequently withdrew it; and the bill was Jaid 
over until to-morrow. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then, as im committee of the whole, | 
preceeded to the consideration of the bill to reduce 
duties on imports and for other purposes. 

Mr. EVANS. rose and said he deemed it neces- 
sary to make a short explanation. Some days ago, 
when the treasury note bill was under considera- 
tion, he had made some remarks regarding the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
amount of revenue expected to be produced by the 
new tariff bill. He had then stated that the Secre- 
tary had, most unintentionally no donbt, fallen 
into a very considerable error; and that, as ap- 
peared by his own statements and estimates con- | 
tained in his letter, (which estimates were the only | 
ones they had before them,) the revenue would be | 
diminished something like five millions of dollars | 
below what the Secretary supposed would be de- : 
rived from the new tariff bill. The statement to | 
which he alluded was made in a very distinct por- 
tion of the letter, wherein the Secretary stated, as 


follows: “It will be perceived that the total im- |! 


ports consumed and on hand, exciusive of specie, 
for the fiscal year closing the 30th June, 1845, 
amounted to the value of $106,080,410, of which 
the amount of frce goods was $1,501,047, which 
being deducted front the above, leaves, of dutiable 
imports, $104,579,363,” &c. : ; 
i e had stated, on the occasion to which he al- 
Iuded, that the Secretary had fallen into a very 
great error, because it was not true that the amount 
of free goods imported and consumed in the year 
ending 30th June, 1845, was but a million anda 
half; yet such was the Secretary’s language; and 


interpretation to that language. But it now ap- 
peared, from explanations which he had seen else- | 
where, sanctioned no doubt by the Secretary him- : 
self, that his meaning was that this would have 
been the amount, provided the plan of the Secre- 
tary had been adopted. All that he now desired 
to say was, that if such were the meaning of the 
Secretary, then he was entirely correct. He had 
not the slightest disposition to do the Secretary an 
injustice; and he was very happy, therefore, that 
this explanation had been made; but while he freely 
admitted that, under this explanation of the Secre- 
tary’s meaning, he was correct in that particular, 
he could not agree that the present bill, if adopted, 
would yield anything like the amount which its 
friends expected it would yield. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that he considered this 
measure was not expected by the people of the | 
country. He believed it ruinous in its tendency. 
As a revenue measure it would prove abortive. 


But these points had been discussed by his distin- |: 


guished friends who had preceded him. He would 
confine himself to two or three propositions. This | 
bill will produce a thorough, radical, and ruinous | 


change in our public policy. The ad valorem prin- || 


ciple is a new one in our Government. Specific 
duties were laid as early as the earliest history of | 
our country. This policy lasted for twenty-seven 
years without disturbance. The principle of spe- 
cific duties has been recognised for sixty years, in 
every system and Jaw which have been adopted. 
The bill of 1816 was prepared and supported by 
Mr. Lowndes, of South Carolina. That bill con- 
tained 150 articles upon which specific duties were | 
laid. Was he, with all those who voted for this | 
and all the other revenue bills, dupes, and deceived | 
m such a way as to be ignorant of the frauds and | 
uncertainties attributed to. specific duties by the i 


|, selves in favor of specific duties; also, to an extract || 
: i | in the speech of Mr. Buchanan in 1842 in favor of | 
My. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, | 


V ] ra “| supply all the home market. 
there was nothing before them to give a different `! 


i! our granarics. 


| assertions to the people; but if they had been 


i: might Pennsylvania say, ‘‘ The serpent beguiled 


[Mr. Lewis]? He referred to the opinions of Mr. | 
| Gallatin and Mr. Crawford, who expressed them- 


specific duties: So much for the doctrine of ad} 
valorem duties. He would now proceed to show, 
| that to abandon the doctrine of protection is to 
| abandon the established principles of. our Govern- 
iment. It was recognised im the act of 1789 by the | 
declaration in the preamble, and in the discussion 
which took place on the bill. He quoted extracts 
from speeches of several distinguished men in this 
discussion. He also referred to the reports of Mr. 
Hamilton and Mr. Gallatin, and to the acta of | 
E816, 1824, 1832, 1833, and 1842, as well as to the 
opinions of distinguished men upon the subject. 
He also gave the vote of the several States and of 
the distinguished men of the country upon the 
several tariff’ acts since 1816. Truly did the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut say, yesterday, that when | 
he was called upon to vote for this bill he was call- | 
ed upon to surrender the principles of his own | 
party. The passage of this bill would be'a deser- 
tion of the principles of the great party called the 
Democratic party. The principles of protection 
; were recognised by Jackson, Van Buren, and other 
prominent men of that party, by voting for several 
of the tariff bills above alluded to. How is it 
that some of the States which built up this sys- į 
tem by the votes of their Representatives and Sen- | 
ators now desert it? Why have Ohio and other | 
States changed, which used to vote unanimously 
for the protective policy, now that this great policy | 
embraces an interest of three hundred millions of | 
dollars ? 

Mr. MANGUM suggested that it embraces an 
interest of four hundred millions. 

Mr. MOREHEAD replied that his estimate was 
made on the most moderate calculation. Why is 
this policy now deserted? Why do New York, 
Indiana, Ohio, and Ilinois, now desert their for- 
mer faith ? 

Mr. BREESE asked if an answer was wanted | 
to this question ? ! 

Mr. MOREHEAD having replied affirmatively, | 

Mr. BREESE said that Hlinois may have voted 
in the House, by one or two votes, for protection, | 
but her Senators did not vote for it. If the manu- 
facturing interests embrace a capital of four hun- 
dred millions, the agricultural interests amount to || 
‘a thousand millions, Ilinois wants a market for 

her agricultural productions; she wants the mar- 
| ket of the world. Ten countics of that State could 
We want a foreign 
market for our produce, which is now rotting in 


Mr. CAMERON inquired where and when did 
: the produce of Illinois rot in her granaries. 

Mr. BREESE said that Illinois wanted the mar- 
ket of the world, to prevent the rotting of her pro- 
duce. He had already stated that ten counties of |; 
that State could supply the home market. 

Mr. MOREHEAD referred to the yeas and nays 
in the Senate; and he found the two Illinois Sena- 
tors voting for the tariff act of 1828. 

Mr. BREESE said that they voted for it to favor 
! the wool interest. 

Mr. MOREHEAD asked whether Minois would 
vote for what had been called ‘a bill of abomina- 
tions and blood,” merely for the sake of protect- 
ing her little interest in wool? Mr. M. then pro- 
ceeded to show that this measure was to be car- 
ried by a great party movement, without any great 
‘national cause to require it. He referred to the 
i letters of Mr. Polk, in the election in 1843, in 


i 


' Tennessee, and in the general election of 1844, on 
| the tariff, and to the speeches of some gentlemen 
| in Pennsylvania, who assured the people of that 
, State that ‘ Mr. Polk was as good a tariff man as 
Mr. Clay.’? He hoped this would be denied; he 
hoped no man had brought himself to make these 


| made, and the people believed them, then truly 


me, and I did eat.” He hoped that the party 
i had not yet determined to press the measure upon 
the country; butif it had been so determined, he 
would appeal to a sense of justice to stay the pro- 
ceedings. The country had embarked in manu- 
factures; capital had been invested; New England, 
' contrary to her wishes, had been driven into this 
| business. It was due, therefore, to New England 
l to pause. Jt was due to Pennsylvania to pause 


i i 


i 


} 


morning, 
Mr. HA 
postponed till to-morrow. 
Mr. SEVIER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Benton, Cal- 


YWOOD moved that the ‘question. be 


houn, Cass, Cifley, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Hay- 
wood, Houston, untington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Phelps, Simmons, 
Sturgeon, Upham, Westcott, and Woodbridge—26. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Barrow, Cha 
mers, Thomas Clayton, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Lewis, 
McDuftie, Pennybacker, Sevier, and Tarney—t4. 

So the subject was postponed till to-morrow. 

The Senate then-procceded to the consideration 
of Executive business, where they remained a short 
time, and then adjourned til to-morrow morning. 
at ten o’clock. ` 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Torspay, July. 24, F846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion of Mr, THURMAN, the Committee’ 
of the Whole on the state. of the Ugion was dis- 
charged from the further. consideration of the.fol- 
lowing bill: ; 

A BILL in relation to the payment of Claims. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Stutes.of America in Congress .ussembled, That 
whenever a claim on the United States aforesaid shail here- 
after have been allowed by a resolwtion ‘or act of Congress, 
and thereby directed to be paid, the money shall not, nor 
shall any part thereof, be paid.to any person or persons other 
than the claimant or claimants, his or their exeeutor or ex- 
ecutors, administrator or administratora, unless such person 
or persons shall produce to the proper disbursing officer x 
warrant of attorney executed by such claimant or claimants, 
executor or executors, administrator or administrators, after 
the enactment of the resolution er act allowing the elum 
and every sach warrant of attorney shail refer to such reso- 
lution „or. act; and. expressly recite the. amount allowed 
thereby and shall be attested by two competent witnesses, 
and be acknowledged, by the person or persons executing 
it, before an officer having authority to take the acknowl- 
edgment of decds, who shall certify such acknowledgment; 
and it shall appear by such certificate that such officer, at the 
time of the making of such acknowledgment, read and fully 
explained such warrant of attorney to the person or persons. 
acknowledging the same. 


And the question being on ordering the bill to a 
third reading, 

Mr. McK AY called for the reading thereof. 

The bill having been again read for information, 
was read a third time and passed. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 
The SPEAKER announced the special order to 


i be the subject. of the public printing. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE asked leave to make a re- 


| port from the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Objection was made. 

Mr. HARALSON asked leave to offer a resolu- 
! tion in relation to compensation for losses sustained 
by Indian hostilities. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. H. moved a suspension of the rules. 

‘The motion was not in order. 

The House, on motion of Mr. McKAY, again 
| resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Born, of Kentucky, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the joint 
resolution from the Senate regulating the printing 
| of Congress, and establishing the compensation of 
he same, with the pending amendments. 

Mr. G. DAVIS resumed and concluded his re- 
marks. After arraigning the political course of Mr. 
Bayziy, and entering into some estimates. of the 
i profits which he (Mr. D.) supposed the public 
printers would receive from the printing of the 
present session, he gave notice of an amendmentto 
the joint resolution which he proposed hereafter to 
offer. é 

Mr. BAYLY said he did not mean to allow him- 
question ini- 
| mediately under consideration by the uncalled for, 
| unjustifiable, and, as he should endeavor to show, 
‘unfounded personal attack of the gentleman from 


1846. 
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Kentucky. Fie should first discuss the question 
under consideration, and then pay his respects to 
the gentleman, and probably he might find provo- 
cation enodugh.in his remarks to do more than đe- 
fend himself—to carry the war into Africa. 

Mr. Chairman, (said he,) I maintain that this 
House. has no authority to pass a resolution of a 
retrospective character, to operate upon. the rates 
of the public printing which has already Leen exe- 
cuted by the printers to this House.. I maintain 
that the relation between Congress and the public 
printers-is that which arises out of a contract be- 
tween them. The law of Congress fixes the rate 
of compensation and requires that thé public printer 
shall give ample security for its faithful execution. 
‘They have been elected under that law; they have 
begun the work and executed the job to a very large 
extent, I say to that extent it is notin the power 


of this House to reduce the rates without violation. | 


of the contract. 

_ When the question now before you came up in- 
cidentally, a few days since, the gentleman from 
Kentucky took the ground that there was no defi- 
nition of a contract that would cover this case. f 
took direct issue with the gentleman on that point. 
i attempted to show, and, as I think, I did show, 
that the very reverse of his proposition was true, 
and that there is no definition of a contract which 
does not include this case. After taking such a 
novel ground as the gentleman assumed, I had sup- 


posed, when he came in with his regular prepara- | 


tion for the debate, he would have been prepared 
with some authority, with some reasons to make 
good the position he had assumed. Butso far from 
thal, he came in yesterday, and virtually admitted 
that, unless at the time of the election of the public 
printer this House reserved the right of passing a 
law fixing compensation to operate retrospectively, 
they could not thereafter do it without the most pal- 
pable violation of public faith. 

Well, having admitted that, the whole question 
narrows itself down to the consideration of the fact 
whether there was any such reservation on the part 


of this House; and I proceed at once to the discus- | 


sion of this proposition, How does the gentleman 
attempt to make it out? Why, he reads from my 
speech at the commencement of the session, as re- 
ported in the National Intelligencer, in which I; 
maintained, (it is not worth while to read it over 
again, as the gentleman read it,) that the compen- 
sation of the printer was within the control of Con- 
gress, and, as far as economy is concerned, it would 
not be necessary to let out this.work by contract, 
but they might reduce the compensation. | But is 
there anything in that speech, in the.extracts culled 
out by the gentleman himself with so much care, 
which shows that. supposed that Congress would 
regulate the rate of compensation at any other pe- 
riod }—atany rate, that they would reduce the rates 
for work already done? My remarks, so far from 
sustaining the gentleman, were, that Congress could 

ass a prospective law reducing this compensation. 

hat I do not dispute now. ‘hus, so faras my 
admissions go, instead of sustaining the gentleman, 
they are directly against him. 

But suppose it were otherwise? All the gentle- 
man could prove would be to fix an inconsistency 
upon me. But these printers are not responsible 
for what I said; I have no connexion with them 
in any way.. It is true, sir, l am proud to call 
them my. friends, and not the less so because they 
have been visited by the vindictive and bitter de- 
nuiciations of the gentleman from Kentucky. But 
they are not responsible for what I did here; they 
Have no connexion with me or influence over me. 

But the gentleman goes on to say that the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, as he 
is now, and as he was not then, gave notice that he 
should introduce a resolution relating to the public 
printing. Well, this wasin view of the same 
gentlemen being elected printers. of both Houses; 
and in this case the chairman. of the-Committee of 
‘Ways and Means said the composition ought not 
io be charged double, and the notice he gave was 
confined to the item of composition. If this, then, 
has ‘any effect, it is to. be appealed:to directly 
against the geneman. Expressio wnius, exclusio 
últerius—the expressing of one thing exchades the 
idea of another.. The notice having been confined 
simply to the composition, ‘would exclude this 
House from any authority to go to anything else. 

But the notice of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways arid Means (Mr. B. contended) contained 
nothing to show that it was intended that this law / 


should take effect from the beginning cf Congress, 
bat merely when agreed to that it should be pros- 
pective in its character. Whatever might be its 
provisions, however, of what force was it? The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
however great might be his experience and influ- 
ence here-—and he admitted it was deservedly 
great—was not the House of Representatives. He 


was not-a party to this contract. The House of | 


Representatives was the party on one side, and 
Ritchie & Heiss were the parties on the other side; 
and before this power could have been reserved, 
it was necessary that this Housc itself should re- 
serve the right by resolution adopted by itself. 


Such had been the construction of this House | 
and the Senate uniformly. In the 26th Congress— | 


the case to which the gentleman from Kentucky 
referred yesterday—a proposition was made to re- 
duce the price of printing. 
before the House went into the election of printer, 
they first passed a resolution that the printers 
should take it subject to any reduction they might 
thereafter make. Then it was made a part of the 
contract. The House adopted a resolution before 
they gave out the job, giving the contractors dis- 
tinct notice, “If you take this contract, you must 


take it subject to such reduction as we may here- | 
after make.” ‘The House went upon the ground | 
that such a resolution was necessary in order to | 


justify a subsequent reduction of a retroactive oper- 
ation, as it unquestionably was. 

But the gentleman from Kentucky had such a 
fondness for the argumentum ad hominem, that he 
would attempt to settle it on his authority, indiffer- 
ent as he was bound to admit it was. Fe referred 
to the declarations of Mr. Davis in his remarks at 


the commencement of the session, in opposition to | 


going at that time into the election of public prin- 
ters, for the reason that thereby thousands of dol- 
lars would be lost, and to his preference to subject 
themselves to the trouble and inconvenience of 
going without a printer for a month, rather than to 
go into the election, Did not his whole course— 
his whole argument as to what must be the result— 
his calculation as to what would be the profits of the 
printing during the Congress, all proceed on the sup- 
position that it was out of the power of the House 
to affect it? THe also noticed the effort of Mr. D. 
to introduce a resolution before the printing of the 
Patent Office report was ordered, to limit the pro- 
fils upon that document to $3,000, and this after his 
committee. was organized, and whilst they were 
investigating the subject. These attempts, he ar- 
gued, showed conclusively that the gentleman did 
not believe they could pass a resolution having a 
retroactive operation. 

But again: if they had a right to go back, and 
reduce the prices of printing on so much as they 
have already executed, he defied any man, who 
understood the commonest principles of law, to 
say why they could not go back and make Blair & 
Rives disgorge a portion of what they had re- 
ceived, and more especially Gales & Seaton, who 
are at this very moment executing a very large and 
exceedingly profitable job ordered by the last Sen- 
ate at the rates of 1819. As he was told, they 
were at this moment at work receiving twenty per 
cent. more than Ritchie & Heiss; and yet these 
friends of Gales & Seaton came here and made a 
hue-and-cry about the prices which were now paid 
to the printers of the present Congress. Would 
the gentleman agree to insert in his bill a provision 
operating retrospectively upon this job of Gales & 
Seaton in the same manner as upon Ritchie & 
Heiss? Why, if any man was to make this prop- 
osition—he was about to use an expression which 
would ill become the decorum of this House—but, 
following the example of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, he would say, that if this proposition was 
made, the whole sty would have been in uproar, 
none of its inmates squeaking louder than the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, in those tones with which 
they were so familiar. No; he should vote for no 
such proposition; he should make none; he came 
here to legislate as an American statesman, not to 
gratify any partisan, personal feeling; he had none 
against these editors; if he had, he should not seek 


| this mode of gratifying it; he should try one that 


would be more becoming. . These gentlemen were 
now doing the work twenty per cent. less than 
Gales & Seaton ever did, and five per cent. Jess 


‘than Blair & Rives, and yet they had all this-cry 
about. it. 


Mr. B. did not hesitate then to vote for these 


But in that instance, | 


| printers, with the distinct understanding that no 
future reduction was to be retroactive. He said 
with a distinct understanding—because he came 
now to state what he had stated on a former occa- 
sion, that an effort was made to pet him, as a friend 
of Ritchie & Heiss, to pledge them that they would 
submit to a retrospective reduction, He positively 
refused, for reasons which he stated to the gentle- 
men who urged him to it, one of which was, he 
did not think the gentlemen ought to agree to com- 
mit themselves to the tender mercies of a commit- 
tee, at the head of which was the gentleman from 
Kentucky; and another was, as he then stated to 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, who would recollect it, that if such a prop- 
osition was agreed to, they would have the subject 
up here eternally, as a subject of partisan discus- 
sion, and as a means of striking at the printers, 
whoever they might be, who were elected by the 
opposite party, or who might be obnoxious to them 
from any reason. 

He had stated that he voted for these gentlemen 
with the distinct understanding that there should 
be no reduction to have a retrospective operation; 
because he did not believe, nor did he now believe, 
that they were making the enormous profits that 
have been represented. And he begged leave to say, 
without meaning any personal disrespect for that 
committee—for most of them he had great respect— 
that in the whole course of his life he had never 
seen or beard a more unfair statement of a case 
than the report of that committee contained. In 
inquiry into this subject of printing they had first 
before them John C, Rives, who had had great ex- 


|| perience in this matter; also the foreman of Gales 


& Seaton’s office—a man of some twenty years 
experience in the business—and Mr. Trenholm, 
foreman of Ritchie & Heiss’s printing office—a 
gentieman who might not be known to many 
members of this House, with whom Mr. B. had 
very little personal acquaintance, but from that 
little he undertook to say he was as intelligent, 
as accomplished a printer as was to be found in 
the city of Washington. It had rarely been his 
fortune to meet with a gentleman with whom a 
short acquaintance had Jefta more favorable im- 
pression on his mind as emphatically a gentleman 
and a scholar. The committee had these gentle- 
men before them, and the testimony of every one 
of them was discarded, and that of Mr, Gideon 
was relied on exclusively. Here is what Mr. 
Trenholm, says: . ee f er 
- te Mi, Towers estimates the cost to the printer of 67,000 
copies at $30,745. ae 5 y : 

4 Now, the cost of two items alone, viz: paper and press- 
work, would amount to about $39,150.77 


Thus it is shown in this estimate of Mr. Tow- 
ers, so much relied on, that eyerything is omitted 
besides paper and presswork, viz: ink, stitching, 
folding, wear and tear, &c., &e. 

Mr. Rives says the compensation is not too high. 
Te proves his sincerity in this by showing that he 
declined in the 27th Congress to take the job at the 
reduction at which the work was now done. Gales 
& Seaton did take it, and, according to the state- 
ment of Mr. Rives, they could only make one per 
cent. under the reduction of 1819—under which 
the present printers were now executing the work 
of Congress. Here is what Mr. Rives says: 


«J think that if the House of Representatives had reduced 
the price of Congr onal printing for the 26th Congress to 
what they are now—20 per cent. below the prices fixed by 
the joint resolution of Congress passed in 1819--I would have 
deliberated some time whether Mr. Blair and myself’ should 
take it; and I am not sure that the deliberation would have 
induced me to take it, though itis probable that I would bave 
taken it to have kept others from getting it, if for no other 
reason. Messrs. Gales & Seaton then proposed to execute 
the printing of Congress for 20 per cent. less than the prices 
fixed by the joint resolution of 1619.: The prices now paid, 
or proposed to be paid by the Iaw of last. session, are pre- 
cisely 20 per cent. less than those named in the joint resolu- 
tion of 1819, and, therefore, are exactly the same for which 
Mosars. Gales & Seaton proposed to execute the printing of 
the 25th Congress. ‘They estimated then-——and swore to their 
estimate, if 1 recollect aright—that there was about 21 per 
cent. profit only on the prices fixed bythe joint resolution of 
1819, and, consequently, that they would make only one per 
cent. by executing the printing on the terms they proposed. 
They alleged asa reason, and perhaps the only one, for pro- 
posing to do the printing solow, that they did so to keep their 
workmen employed, or for the bencfit of their printers, who 
would be thrown out of employment otherwise.” : 

c When the next Congress (the 27th) met, both Houses 
passed: resolutions in advance of their electing printers, re- 
ducing the prices 20-per cent. below those fixed by the joint 
resolution of 1819. As soon as those resolutions passed, I 
called on Mesers. Galcs & Seaton, and told them that Mr. 
Blair and myself would not be candidates for cither House, 
and that we svould not do the work for those prices if Con- 
gress should offer it to us. Mr. Gales replied that he did not 
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know what to do. He said his friends in Congre ly 
mainly instrumental in having the resol ations pi . When 
the election came on, Messrs. Gales & Seaton were elected 
printers for both Houses without opposition, if I recofieet 
right. They went on to execute the printing of both Houses, 
and I heard nothing more about the prices of Congress print- 
ing until the last night of shat Cong pss, When is was argued 
that the printing could net be done for the prices they had 
been required to do it, 


nad been 


mud the 29 per cent. was restored to 
them, by inserting a clause in oue of the appropriation bills 
to that effect.” n 

« When the next Congress (the 28th) met, Mr. Blair and 
myself were elected printers to the House, and Messrs. 
Gales & Seaton were elected printers to the Senate. he 
House reduced its prices T5 per cent. which was the same 
. The Senate did not 
. Gales & Seaton the 


r the close of the last Congress (the 28th) there was 

a clause inserted in onc of the appropriation bills, which 
became a faw, reducing the prices to be paid for the printing 
of Congress 2) per cent. below those paid under the aw of 
1819; therefore the lawlul price is now 20 per cent. less 
than the printing of Congress was ever executed for, except 
by Blair & Kjves, and five per cent, less than they were paid 
for it. 

« tf Congress should order nothing to be printed except 
what is intimately connected with its legislation, order the 
usual number, and require them to be printed qui n on 
good paper, my answer fs, that the prices now authorized to 
be paid are not high enough—certainly not too high—if tested 
by any of the rules known to # for calculating the price 
which an employer or master printer should charge for print- 
ing. 

Mr. B. now proceeded to reply to the attacks of 
Mr. Davis, and to defend his own past and present 
political course. 

Having concluded that part of the discussion, 
waiving his design to ‘carry the war into Africa,” 
and returning to the subject before the committee, 
he stated unhesitatingly as his opinion—he might 
be wrong about it; he could not know anything of 
the motives of the gentleman from Kentuecky—but 
he stated unhesitatingly as his opinion that all this 
hue-and-ery about * divorcing the Government from 
the party press,” and all this talk about retrench- 
mont and reduction of prices, was buta dumb show, 
gotten up for political effect. Why did he come to 
that conclusion? The facts bore him out init. In 
the beginning of the session they had a most pa- 
thetic speech from the gentleman from Kentucky 
about the injury to the public morals, &c., from 
connecting the Government with the press. They 
had talked loud and Tong about the propriety of 
giving the public printing to practical, Hard-fisted, 
honest mechanies, and not to pamper political edi- 
tors. 
was the practice ? Why, the sounds of the geutle- 
man’s voice had hardly died away, when Fisk & 
Dow were put in nomination for public printers 
against Ritchie & Heiss, and were supported by 
the gentlernan’s whole party in the tecth of his 
speech about ‘ practical printers’”’—the gentleman 
himself voting in a miserable minority of some 
three or four, and all the rest of that party voting 
against practical printers and for Fisk & Dow. 


There was a practical commentary upon all this | 


pretended anxiety to divorce the patronage of the 
Government from the public press. Well, what 
occurred in the other wing of the Capitol? Why, 
in the very tecth of all this cry, the Whig party 
voted for Gales & Seaton, their own party editors! 
And yetat the same time they come here to arraign 
him and others for electing a potitical editor, to 
whom they were attached—although at 20 per cent. 
less, be it remarked, than they voted their own 
printers, 

He undertook to say that, if ever the gentleman 
and his friends should get into power, we should 
hear no more about these ‘ practical printers,” &c. 
‘They would vote this printing where they had 


voted it for twenty years, upon a single establish- į 


ment in this city. 

But the testimony brought before the Tlouse by 

the gentleman from Kentucky himself—the testi- 
mony of Gales & Seaton’s foreman—showed that 
upon the ordinary printing 
ber is less than 5,000 copies, the present rates o 
compensation are not too high. Mr. Rives also 
states the same thing; and even Mr. Towers, one 
of the favorite witnesses of the gentleman, express- 
ly states the same thing, as well as Mr. Trenholm. 
Mr. Towers says: 
_ “Under all the circumstances attending Congress print- 
ing at present, E do not believe the regular printing could 
be executed fora less sum than twenty per cent. on the rates 
allowed by the law of 1819.” 

Ina word, every one, except Mr. Gideon, says, 
aor mie ordinary work, the present price is not too 

gh. 
5,000 copies, that. they pretend reduction should 


Well, that was the preaching; now what | 


i >| 
, that is, where the num, 


It is only where the number goes beyond | 
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be made. 
House, in ordering enormous editions of useless 
' trash. The majorities of both political parties 
have ordered thousands of heavy documents, and 
‘then the gentleman from Kentucky comes in 
and makes a violent attack upon the public print- 
ers for their profits, and upon the Democratic 
party of this House. Mr. B. had not voted for a 
heavy edition since he had been here; there had 
been but one, the correspondence in relation to the 
Mexican war, and the Oregon question. This he 
thought should have been distributed extensively; 
but of the Patent Office report, and other docu- 
ments, he had never voted the printing of large 
editions. ` 

In conclusion, as his time had nearly expired, 
he wished to say to the House, after a most care- 
ful examination of the subject, that it was impos- 
sible to give this bill a retrospective operation, 
without a most palpable violation of the contract. 
In the second place, from the testimony of Mr. 
Rives, Mr. Trenholm, and Mr. Grouard, it was 
demonstrated that the calculations of the gentle- 
man, based on the figures of Mr. Gideon, were 
i most extravagant; that they included scarcely 
| one-half the items of expenditure, and, in his 
| opinion, the whole thing was got up merely for 
political effect. 

Mr. RATHBUN obtained the floor. 

Mr. G. DAVIS asked him to yield to allow him 
| a personal explanation in regard to remarks of 
Mr. Bayiy. 

Mr. R. declined; stating that as, in his opinion, 
the House were now prepared to vote, and the 
i; time for diseussion had passed, he would move 
that the committee rise, with a view of offering a 
aesolution to terminate the debate. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
afirmative. 

So the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. RATHBUN offered a resolution providing 
that all debate on the subject should cease at one 
o’clock this day. And he demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. COBB indicated an amendment, substituting 
three o’clock. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. | Five o’clock. 

Neither of these amendments were. entertained, 
the previous question having been demanded. | 

Mr. COBB thereupon moved that the resolution 
be Jaid on the table. 

Mr. G. W. JONES asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

And the question being taken, the Flouse de- 
cided that the resolution should not be laid on the 
table. 

The question then recurring on the demand for 
the previous question, 

It was taken, and no quorum voted. 

A second count was taken, and the vote stood: 
ayes 80, noes 35. 

So there was a second. 

The main question (on the resolution) was or- 
dered, and, being taken, the resolution was adopt- 
ed. 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the House 
again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of Union, (Mr. Boyp, of Kentucky, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
special order. 

Mr. HENLEY replied to certain remarks of 
Mr. G. Davis, in which Mr, D. had charged mis- 


ii 


À 


‘| from any misstatement in his charge, that Mr. D., 
| notwithstanding his great desire for retrenchment 
at this time, had voted to restore to Gales & Sea- 
| ton about $40,000, at the close of the session, being 
i| the 20 per cent. above what they had taken the 
f work at, and above what Ritehie & Heiss are now 
| exccuting the printing for. 
Mr. H. professed some practical knowledge of 
| printing, and, from a thorough investigation of the 
subject, he expressed his opinion that a reduction 
should be made below twenty per cent. from 
the yates of 1819. He had no feelings to gratify 
against any one; butin the discharge of his duty 
to his constituents, to the public, and to the print- 
ters, he should go for this reduction, and that to 
| take effect from the commencement of this ses- 
| sion—as, according to his understanding, the print- 
| ers were elected with a view to the probability of 
a reduction of prices. 

He proceeded, in explanation and defence of the 

provisions of his amendment, to give his views in 


if 
i 
l 


i 
| 
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representation upon him, and vindicated himself || 


favor of the contract system of executing the pub- 
lic printing. This system had come into vogue, 
and worked well in nearly all the other depart- 
ments of the Government, for supplies, &c. ’ After 
two contract plans—one to let out the work under 
the supervision of the presiding officer of ‘each 
House, in connexion with the Clerkand Secretary; 
and the other under the supervision of a joint com- 
mittee, with a competent ¢lerk, a practical printer— 
he advocated the latter, but would be willing to 
take the former rather than entirely fail of it. 
Under this latter system, the Clerk, by attending 
properly to the measurement of printing, charges 
for double printing, &c., much might be saved. 

Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor. w 

Mr. G. DAVIS made another appeal to yield to 
a personal explanation. ae 

Mr: BAYLY was understood to express the hope 
that it would be yielded, and to say, he, perhaps, 
might algo have occasion to request the same 
favor. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, however, conc: 
to each for five minutes. 

But the objections being pressed, 

Mr. D. resumed and proceeded. He observed, 
while he pretended to no practical knowledge on 
the subject, that he had been inclined to think somé 
other plan should be adopted for the execution of 
the printing of Congress than by the election of 
printers connected with the political press; but the 
letter of Mr. Rives, whose experience was great 
upon that subject, had greatly shaken his faith. 
He should not go into a discussion of the relative 
merits of the several plans, but address a féw re- 
marks to another point. : 

He proceeded to review the history of the pub- 
lic printing for several years past. ‘The minority 
scerned always to have been attacking the printer 
of the majority. When the Democratic party were 
in power, the Whig party had been loud in their 
complaints of extravagance, heavy expenditure, 
&e., and so, on the other hand, with the Demo- 
erats. He disliked to charge demagoguism in this 
House in the motives which prompted this agita- 
tion; but there seemed to. be much of partisan feel- 
ing in it now as heretofore. ` : i 

f they looked into- this question they found 
| that the prices ‘for public printing were fixed by 
the joint resolution of 1819, and that they so con- 
tinued, from 1819 to 1840, the permanent policy of 
the two Houses of Congress; and this was the 
price paid alike to Whigs and Democrats, Con- 
servatives and INullifiers, whoever was elected pub- 
lic printer. And we were told by Mr. Rives, and 
others, that the prices of 1819 were a great reduc- 
tion on the prices prior to that time. The prices 
thus stood undistarbed until the memorable ses- 
sion of $839 and 1840, when every subject of ex- 
penditure was seized upon, and charges of extrava- 
gance and professions of economy were brought 
forward to make a point in the coming contest. 
The printing was then made the subject of a report 
| in this House; the majority of the committee rec- 
ommending a reduction of 15 per cent., and the 
minority a reduction of 25 per cent. from the rates 
of 1819. The report of the majority was agreed 
to, and the next session the reduction took place 
upon Blair & Rives, who performed the printing 
15 per cent. below the charges.of 1819. This, he 
wished it borne in mind, was the lowest rate that 
it had ever been done for in the history of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, how long did this remain? The Whigs 
were not content; they made reports to show that 
the reduction was not sufficient, and Gales & Seaton 
estimated that they could do it at 20 per cent. re- 
duction from the rates of 1819. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Tennessee, made an inquiry 
which, from his turning away, was lost to the 
i reporter. 

i But the Whigs came into power upon promises 
| of retrenchment, (continued Mr. D.,) and at. the 
extra session of 184] the first thing they did was 
to pass a resolution providing that the prices should 
be reduced to 20 per cent. below the rates of 1819, 
lor 5 per cent. lower than was paid to Blair & 
Rives. Both Houses agreed to this resolution. 
t 

j 

H 


luded to yield 
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The House then proceeded and elected Galis & 
Seaton printers under that contract, and the Senate 
Thomas Allen, under the same prices. His friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] went for that reduc 
tion, in common with the large majority of this 
House—a reduction to prices which Gales & Bea 
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ton said were sufficient. They wert on and exe- 
cuted the printing for two years—for three sessions 
of Congress, an enormous amount—under that 
contract, andat the expiration of the session, on 
“the 3d. of March, their political friends, the Whig 
majorities in both Houses, came in with an amend- 
ment to the civil and diplomatic bill to restore the 
old prices’ of 1819-—every man who voted for it 

-in this House being a Whig, it being a strict party 
vote. 

Mr. GRAHAM stated that he had voted against 
that proposition. 

Mr. DOUGLASS repeated it was a strict party 
vote. The Whigs were ina large majority, and 
every man who voted for it was a Whig. Some 
of them were too conscientious to perform the act, 
and he was gratified to learn that his friend from 
North Carolina was one. Every Whig in the 
Scnate also, with one exception, voted this gratu- 
ity, in violation of the contract with the printers, 
and in violation of the pledges given to the people, 
and in defiance, too, of all their professions of 
economy. 

He had before him a statement of this little 
extra sum—this gratuity voted by the Whigs to 
their friends. To Gales & Seaton was paid under 
it, in addition to the prices at which they had 
taken the printing, $39,334; and to Thomas Allen, 
$9,680. 

But, in the course of time, the people brought a 
just retribution on these men; they were swept 
from power in consequence of their violation of 
the pledges given to the people, and the Demoerats 
were restored to power in this House—the Whigs 
still remaining in a small majority in the Senate. 
What followed? They in the House reduced the 
prices 15 per cent. below the rates of 1819, and 15 
per cent., too, below what any Whig had ever 
done the printing for. But in the Senate, at the 
same Congress, Gales & Seaton were elected, and 
received the old prices of 1819; their friends re- 

‘fusing to make the reduction for them, and the 
thus ¥Yeceiving 15 per cent. more than Blair & 
Rives did at the same time for the work of the 
Fouse. 

Mr. HENLEY made a remark, which was not 
heard by the reporter. 

Mr. D. (continuing) said he had shown that the 
only men that ever did the printing below the rates 
of 1819 were Democrats—the Whigs always hav- 
ing been paid the old rates, and cven when they 
agreed to do it for less, their friends having restored 
it to them at the termination of the session; and 
that by the votes of some of those men who now 
get up this hue-and-cry about a reduction still 
under 20 per cent. below the rates of 1819. 

Some conversation: ensued: between Mr. GAR- 
RETT DAVIS and Mr. D. 

Mr. DOUGLASS resumed. But again, (said 
he,) while the Democratic party made all these re- 
ductions, while the Whig party restored the old 
prices to their favorites, yet they, at the last ses- 
sion, reduced it five per cent. still lower, and 
Ritchie & Heiss, at this moment, were exceuting 
the public printing five per cent. lower than it ever 
had been done by any printer, Whig or Democrat, 
before, And what did this prove? It proved that 
the Whig party paid high prices when it went to 
their own. favorites, although they raised so loud 
a clamor, such as we were now hearing, when 
their opponents were in power, even while they 
were executing the printing at 20 per cent. lower 
than they themselves had voted. 


He was opposed to this whole system. He 
wished the matter placed on a fair footing. He 


wanted to see.a permanent and uniform sytem es- 
tablished. Let the Democrats and Whigs unite; 
let them appoint a committee of both parties; and 
let them devise a system of public printing which 
should take ‘effect at the. next Congress. It was 
not now known which party would. then be in 
power herc; therefore they could decide imparti- 
ally: And inasmuch as Ritchie & Heiss were now 
doing the work lower by 5 per cent. than any man 
ever did it—doing it at the same price. that Gales 
& Seaton said it was worth, and 20 per cent. lower 
than .Gales & Seaton themselves received at the 
very last Congress as printers to the Senate—let 
the present system stand until the one-which should 
be well considered, well regulated, upon better in- 
formation than they now had, should go into oper- 
ration. And if the Whigs insisted now upon car- 
rying out the retrospective. principle of this resolu- 
tion, and thus committing. a flagrant violation of 


the contract on which the printers had performed 
their work, let them vote for an amendment to 
reach Gales & Seaton, and oblige them to disgorge 


this 20 per cent., which was restored to them over 


and above their contract, and what Ritchie & Heiss 
were now doing it for; which 20 per cent. amounted 
to near $40,000, which was voted as a mere gratu- 
ity; and also let them make the same deduction 
upon. the work which it was said Gales & Seaton 
were now doing. 

Mr. GRAHAM obtained the floor, and after a 
few remarks, 

The hour of one having arrived, the committee 
proceeded to vote. 

The first question was on the motion of Mr. 
BAYLY, to give the resolution a prospective and 
not a retroactive effect. 

The question was taken by tellers, and the vote 
stood: ayes 48, noes 68. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. G. DAVIS offered ‘the following amend- į 


ment: 


Amend the joint resolution by striking out all of it after | 


the word “ regulations” in the fifth line, and in Heu thereof 
add, “from and after the commencement of the present ses- 
sion of Congress, that the printer or printers of the two 
Houses of Congress shall reecive, in full satisfaction for all 
printing, the aggre amount of the cost of the paper, ink, 
composition and press work of all fhe printing execu ted by 
them, or either of them, and forty per cent. upon such ag- 
grogate amount; the whole to be ascertained and reported 
hy appropriate committees of the two Houses, from time to 
time, as either House may direct.”? 


The amendment, by ayes 43, noes 84, was re- 
jected. 


Mr. DOUGLASS moved to amend the resolu- | 


tion so as to make the resolution take effect from 
and after the Ist of August next, instead of being 
applicable to the printing already done. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS suggested to Mr. Doverass 
so to modify his motion as to say, “ after the end 
of the present session.” 

Mr. DOUGLASS modified his amendment ac- 
cordingly. 

And the question being taken by tellers, the 
amendment, by ayes 46, noes 70, was rejected. 

Mr. BURT indicated an amendment, (which 
was not entertained,) that the resolution should 
take effect from the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. JOS. J. MeDOWELL moved an amend- 
ment, providing that the resolution shall take effect 
from and after the first day of August. Rejected. 

Mr. McKAY offered an amendment by way of 
proviso, that so much of the resolution as fixes the 
compensation. for - printing, where the number of 
copies exceeds five thousand, shall take effect, s0 
far as the Senate is concerned, from the commence- 
ment of this session, and, so far as the House is 
concerned, from the passage of the resolution. 

The amendment, by ayes 50, noes 68, was re- 
jected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved an amendment by way of 
additional proviso, that this bill shall not have a 
retrospective operation. 

The amendment, by ayes 49, nocs U7, was re- 
jected. . 

Mr. DOUGLASS offered the following amends 
ment; which, by ayes 29, noes not counted, wa- 
rejected. 

‘And the report of the Seeretary of War, in relation to 
magnetic observations, and the report of Lieutenant Gillis, 
relating to meteorological observations, ordered to be printed 
at the last session of Congress, and not yet completed, shall 
in like manner be subject toa reduction of 33} per cent. as 
aforesnid. 

Mr. COBB offered an amendment, by way of 
proviso, that this bill shall not be so construed as 
to interfere with any existing contract for printing 
already done. 

The amendment, 
jected. . 

The question now was on the following substi- 
tute, offered by Mr. HexLeY: 

Seo. 2. And be it further resolved, That the printing exe- 
euted, or to be executed, for the present Congress, shall be 
paid for at the following rates, viz: When the number of 
capies of any bill, paper, or doeument, ordered by both 
Houses, if printed from the same forms, does not exceed ff- 
teen hundred, a compensation of 20 per cent. Jess than the 
rates fixed and established by the joimt resolution of 18195 
when not exceeding five thousand copies, 25 per cent. less 
than the rates of the said joint resolution of 1819; when ex- 
ceeding five thousand and notexceeding ten thousand copies, 
30 percent. less than the rates, aforesaid; when not exeeed- 
ing twenty thousand copies, 35 per eent.; when exceeding 
twenty thousand copies, 40 per eent. less than the rates 
aforesaid, a . 

Mr. G. DAVIS offered the following. amend- 
ment to the substitute; which, by ayes 40, noes 
not counted, was rejected: 


by ayes 60, noes 79, was re- 


Amend the resolution so as to provide “that for all num- 
bers of any document between three thousand and five thou- 
sand documents there shall be a reduction of twenty-five 
per cent.; upon all numbers between five thousand and ten 
thousand copies, thare shall be a reduction of thirty-five per 
cent; upon all numbers between ten thousand and twenty 
thousund copies, there shall be a reduction of forty-five per 
cent.; and upon ali numbers above twenty thousand copies 
there shall be a reduction of fifty-five per cent. on the rates 
of 1819.7? 

And the substitute of Mr. Henry, by ayes 59, 
noes 68, was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the commit- 
tee rose and reported the resolution to the House 
without amendment. 

And the question being on ordering the resolu- 
lution to a third reading, x 

Mr. DROMGOOLE demanded the previous 
question. 

There was a second. 

The main question was ordered, and, being 
taken, was decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was read a third time, 

And the question being on ils passage, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question. 

There was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. ` 

Mr. BAYLY said that as this was the first law 
which had been passed having a retrospective 
operation, he would ask the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE S. HOUSTON asked to be ex- 
cused from voting on the joint resolution from the 
Senate proposing to regulate and reduce the price 
of the public printing, and wished to give his rea- 
sons for it. A 

Mr. H. said, when the present printers were 
elected, the law fixed their compensation for print- 
ing; and he regarded their election to, and accept- 
ance of, the ofice of public printers as a positive 
contract with them that they should receive for 
their labor the price established by law until Con- 
gress should think proper to change it. ‘Thatcon- 
tract, then, applied to and controlled the price of 
the work which they had performed under it; and 
i he considered it repudiation in its most odious form 

for us now to refuse payment. But for this he 

would be glad to vote for the resolution; and had 
| it been so amended as to have given it a prospect- 
| ive operation and abolished its retroactive charac- 
ter, he would have sustained and supported it 
cordially. Mr. H. said he regarded public as well 
as private faith as sacred; and so faras it had been 
pledged in this case, he: felt bound to redeem’ the 
obligation, ‘This was violating—against the will 
of one of the parties—a positiv econtract, and he 
could not give it his sanction. Under these: cir- 
cumstances it was dificult for him to vote on the 
resolution without placing himself in a false posi- 
tion, and giving forth a false impression as to his 
real sentiments. If he voted for it, he would seem 
to be unmindful of the public faith, solemnly plight- 
ed, which he did not feel willing to do. If he 
voted against it, he would seem to be averse toa 
proper reduction in the price of the public print- 
ing, which was far from his inclination, For, as 
before remarked, he would willingly vote for the 
resolution if made to operate upon work yet to be 
done. We had an undoubted right to do that. If 
wo should reduce it too low, the public printers 
could ‘resign—abandon the contract—and no one 
would be to blame. If, however, we reduced the 
price of that which had been done, they had no 
redress left them. We may not only take from 
them all. of their profits upon past labor, but we 
may (if this principle be correct) take from them 
their entire compensation, and receive their labor 
and materials absolutely for nothing. 
| My. EL. said they had not. the power to abandon 
the contract as far as past work is eoncerned. The 
contract as to that has been executed, and we now 
have. the same right to make it extend back. to 
another Congress as to the first of this Congress; 
nor had we the power ‘to reinstate them and put 
them where they were before they performed any 
| part of the printing. He, therefore, respectfully 
| asked of the House to be excused from voting. 
f 
| 
| 


Ee did not make this request with a view to prac- 
tice (as is too often the casc) a fraud upon the 
| House or any of its rules. He said he never had 
been guilty of such conduct, and never would be. 
Ee made the motion in good faith, and after (as he 
| thought. he had done) giving to the House good 


| reasons, he hoped to be excused. 
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The House refused to excuse him. 
Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, asked to be excused 


from voting, on the ground that the resolution was |: 


unconstitutional. N 
Mr. McD. having assigned his reasons, with- 


drew his motion. Se Oe ia 
And the question, “ Shall this joint resolution 


pass ??? was then taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Atkinson, 
Belt, Benton, Biggs, James Black, Blanchard, Boyd, Brink- 
erbo, Milton’ Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 
Catheart, Join G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, Col 
lin, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Cummins, Garrett Davis, 
De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole, 
Hilsworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinneil, Grover, Hamlin > Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Wenley, Hoge, Elias B. holmes, John W. Hous- 
ton, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, James B. Bunt, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, 
Daniel P, King, Preston King, Leib, Lewis, Long, MeClean, 
MeCielland, MeClernand, MeCrate, McGaughey, McHenry, 
Mcfivaine, mecKay, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Owen, 
Parrish, Pendleton, Ramsey, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, 
Julius Roekwell, John A. Rockwell, Runk, Sawyer, Sea- 
man, Severance, Simpson, Truman Smith, Caled B. Smith, 
Stewart, St. John, Stroma, Thomasson, Benjamin Thomp- 
zon, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Charman, Tilden, 
Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wick, Wiimot, 
Wood, Wright, Young, and Yost—109. 

WAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Ashmun, Bayly, Bedin- 
ger, James A, BI 
Burt, Angustus A, Chapman, Chipman, € 
Douglass, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, F 
Maralson, Isaac &. Holmes, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Huberd, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Kaufman, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Muelay, Joseph J. Mei 
Dowell, James MeDowell, Barkley Martin, Morse, Norris, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Relfo, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seddon, Alex- 
ander D, Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Stanton, Strong, Tibbatts, 
Toombs, Tredway, Wentworth, Williams, Woodruft, Wood- 
ward, and Woodworth—53. 


bb, Cumningham, 
s Garvib, Giles, 


_ So the resolution was passed in the form in which 
it came from the Senate. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 

The question was taken, (under the operation of 
the previous question,) and the vote was not recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked leave to make a 
report, 

On motion of Mr. HENLEY, the Iouse re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
one of the Union, (Mr. Dunzap of Maine in the 
chair.) 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the: committee 
took up the following joint resolution: 


JOINT RESOLUTION directing the manner of procuring |) t 
|i report copies of any correspondence that may have 


Se 


the printing for the two JIouses of Cong 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘Nhat the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and required, 
at the beginning of the final session of every Congress, to ad- 
vertise for four Weeks successively in all the newspapers pub- 
lished in the city of Washington, proposals for supplying the 
Senate and House, respectively, of t 
gress, with the necessary printing for each; which advertise- 
ment shall describe the Kind of printing and the quality of 


paper required, asnear as may be, in the exeention of the | 


work; and said advertisement shall divide and classify the 
printing of the respective Houses as follows: One of bills 
and resolutions; one of reports of commit 
nals; one of exeentive documen 
description of printing—each class to be a separate job, and 
to be provided for by separate contract. 
of the Senate, under the supervision of the Vice President 
or President of the Senate, and t 
Representatives, under the supervision of the Speaker, shall, 
within six weeks from the beginning of the scssion, let each 
elass of said printing to the lowest bidder, who shall furni 
satisfactory evidence of his practical skill and 
do the work, and who shail offer good and suf 
for the faithful execution of the jobs and contracts undertaken 
by him. And thereupon the Vice President or President of 
the Senate and its Secretary, and the Speaker of the Hous 
and its Clerk, shall inform the respective bidders who may 
be entitled to the respective jobs, according to the provision: 
of this resolution, that they have the contract therefor; and 
shalt also proceed to take bonds, with good and sufficient 
security, for the duc and faithful performance of the work; 
and the officers aforesaid 


the contracts relating to the same. 

The resolution was read. 

Some conversation followed. 

The resolution was considered, and underwent 
some amendment. 

‘My. I E. HOLMES opposed the resolution. 

Mr, CHIPMAN spoke chiefly in explanation 
of his reasons for voting against the joint resolu- 
tion reducing the rates of public printing. It was 
retrospective m its operation, and reduced the com- 
pensation for work done under a solemn contract 
ana when the publie printer had no redress, l 

he committee rose for want o j 
And the Housc:adjourned. en 


ck, Bowlin, Brodhead, William G. Brown, ; 


t ensuing Con- | 


one of jour- į 
3 and one for every other } 


And the Secretary ! 


2. Clerk of the House of | 


l jall immediately thereafter report || 
to their respective Houses all such lettings of printing, and | 


i IN SENATE. 
i Weonespay, July 22, 1846. 
' The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port from the Secretary of the Navy, made in 
| compliance with a resolution of the Senate, calling 
for the correspondence between the Navy Depart- 
ment and Captain E. A. Lavalette, while stationed 
at the navy-yard at Memphis, Tennessee, and in- 
quiring into the cause of the transfer of said officer; 
which was laid on the table. i 


dred mechanics of Fishkill, Dutchess county, New 
| York, employed in manufactories of iron and cot- 
ton, remonstrating against any change being made 
in the tariff of 1842; which was read, and a motion 
to print the same was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the President of 
the United States had notified said House that he 
had signed and approved the act making appro- 
priations for the support and pay of volunteers 
and other troops engaged in the war with Mexico 
for the year ending June 30, 1847.] 

i Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial from Little 
: & Brown, and other booksellers, of Boston, Mas- 
sachusetts, praying’ that the present duty on print- 
ed books may not be changed; the motion to print 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from John 
| Preston, a manufacturer of iron work, praying that 
raw iron may be subject to no higher rate of duty 
than is levied on manufactured iron work; a mo- 
tion to print which was referred to the Printing 
Committee. 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the instruc- 
tions transmitted to our Minister at London, Mr. 
McLane, relative to the Oregon territory, and his 
various communications to this Government on 
i the same subject. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted the 
| following resolution; which les over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to report to the Senate whether a court of. inquiry 
or a court-martial has been ordered, in relation to 
the recent calls for volunteers made by Major Gen- 
| eral Gaines, whilstin command of the northwestern 
| division of the United States army; and if so, to 


' been had between the department and said officer 
concerning the ordering of such court. 

My. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back without amendment. the 
(House) act authorizing the inhabitants of town- 
i ship one, of range thirteen east, in Seneca county, 
Ohio, to relinquish certain lands selected for schools, 
| and to obtain others in lieu of them. 

Mr. B. also, fronf the same committee, reported 
back without amendment the (Efouse) act autho- 


dot county, Ohio, to select lands for schools within 
the Wyandot reserve. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom were referred sundry amendments by 
the House to the Senate amendments to the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the army 
for the year ending June 30th, 1847, reported back 
said amendments, recommending that the Senate do 
disagree to the amendments by the House to the 
Senate amendments, and that the Senate do insist 
on their original amendments to the bill; which 
report was concurred in. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported back the ‘act further to 
extend the time for locating military land war 
rants and returning surveys to the General Land 


| 
i 
Í 
i 
i 
| 
{ 
i 


mendation that it be passed. 
ii Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Mil 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the communi- 
_ cation of the Secretary of War relative to the sur- 
vey of the coast öf Texas, submitted an elaborate 
report; which was read and ordered to be printed, 
: On motion of Mr. RUSK, 4,000 additional copies 
of the report were ordered to be printed for the use 
| of the Senate. 
|. _ Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads, reported ‘a bill to provide 
|| for the transportation of the United States mail to 
* Oregon; which was read a first and second time. 


| 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from four hun- | 


rizing the trustees of Tymochtee township, Wyan- | 
g y p> W3 


li 
i| upon the question, and the hope that he would be 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
| ment, the (House) bills for the relief of Benjamin 
Allen, and for the relief of. Griffin Kelly. 

Mr. HAY WOOD, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported back the act to 
amend and. continue in force the act.to incorpo- 
rate the citizens of Washington, without amend- 
ment. — : gee 

GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY: 


The (House) <‘ bill in relation to the payment 
of claims,’’ was read twice and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. y 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Senate, as 
in committee of the whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the (House) bill making appropriations 
for certain objects of expenditure therein speci- 
fied. eae te 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved to strike out the pro~- 
viso, having reference to the expenditures incurred 
by the commissioners who had brought on to this 
city the Cumanche Indians. l 

A discussion ensued, in which Messrs. JAR- 
NAGIN, EVANS, CASS, R. JOHNSON, SE- 
VIER, and HOUSTON, took part. 

The motion was then agreed to: Ayes 21, noes 
19. 

Mr. CASS moved an amendment, which was 
agreed to after some discussion. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
| amended, and the question being on concurring 
| with the committee in their amendments, 

Mr, WESTCOTT asked for the ‘yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. ` ; 

The question. was then taken on concurrence, 
| and decided in the negative: Yeas 21, nays 28. 

So the amendments were not concurred in. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved an amend- 
ment, providing that the bills and drafts which had 
been drawn by the commissioners and negotiated 
for the purpose of carrying out the legitimate 
objects of the appropriation, should be paid out of 
| the moneys appropriated by this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
then read a third time and passed. 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Committee on Pensions upon the petition of An-` 
drew Park; which was concurred in. : 

A message was received from the House of 
‘Representatives, announcing that said House had 
resolved to insist on their amendments to certain 
| Senate amendments to the army appropriation bill, 
and asked a committee of conference. ` 


THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, (the hour of one 
o’clock having arrived,) the Senate then, as in com- 
mittee of the whole, resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being the ‘bill to reduce the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON addressed the Senate at length 
! in opposition to the bill; he read his speech from a 
manuscript. It was decided in its tone against the 
new bill, the effect of which, on the revenue as 
| well as the various industrial interests of the coun- 
try, he represented as most disastrous. He con- 
i cluded with quoting from a speech of the Hon. G. 
| M. Dallas, in favor of the protective system, and 
: intimated his belief, that, in the event of the ques- 
| tion depending for its issue on the casting vote of 
| the Vice President, that officer would not be recre- 
ant to the interests of his own State. 

Mr. UPHAM then expressed a desire to speak 


| allowed until to-morrow morning to prepare him- 
elf. He would move that the subject be laid over 


i: Office,” without amendment, and with a recom- | 


i until to-morrow, and that the Senate proceed to the 


i| consideration of Executive business. 


Mr. McDUFFIE called for the yeas and nays, 
i which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 30, nays 21—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Cam- 
ron, Cilley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, 
Crittenden, Davis, Darton, Evans, Greene, Haywood, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Marvland, Johnson of 
i Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Phelps, 
|! Rusk, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, and Wood- 
ii bridge—-39, 


i NAYS—Mess 


i len, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, 
1 Bright, Calhoun, Chalmers, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, 
| Hannegan, Lewi Dufte, Pennybacker, Semple, Sevier, 
ight, Turney, and Yulee—21. 

So the Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| Executive business, and after some time spent 
, therein, the doors were again opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 


Wennespay; July 22, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. i 

Mr. YOST, from the Committee on Engraving, 
reported the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That 5,000 extra copies of the map 
accompanying Doe. No. 211, which has been 
printed this session, be furnished for the use of 
this House. f ` 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON subsequently moved a 
reconsideration of the vote, on the ground that there 
was no good reason for the printing. 

The vote was not reconsidered. 

Mr. BROWN, of Virginia, on leave given, of- 
fered the following resolution; which was adopted: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Blacksville, in the county of Monongalia, Virginia, 
to Warren, in said county. 


Mr. MORSE earnestly appealed to the House 
to take up at this time a joint resolution, which (he ; 
said) had passed the Senate, and which, unless it 
should become a law at this session, would render 
the object in view entirely nugatory. 

After a brief explanation by Mr. MORSE, 

The Elouse, according to his suggestion, took 
up the joint resolution from the Senate authorizing 
the sale of lands at Baton Rouge, in the State of 
Louisiana; [for the purpose of erecting the neces- 
sary Government buildings for the State of Lou- 
isiana, the seat of governmenthaving been removed 
to that place.] 

The joint resolution having been read twice, was, 
on motion of Mr. MORSE, and by general con- 
sent, read a third time and passed. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, asked leave to 
report a resolution from the Committee on Ac- 
counts on the subject of stationery; [allowing 
members a certain sum per session in lieu thereof. } 

Objected to. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, made an ineffectual 
effort to call up a resolution heretofore introduced, | 
providing for the printing of 5,000 extra copies of 
the report on war steamers. Objected to. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


On motion of Mr. HENLEY, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. DUNLAP, of Maine, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration ofthe joint 
resolution directing the manner of procuring the 
printing for the two Houses of Congress. ; 
The pending question being on the following 
amendment of Mr. JENKINS: 

«Phat the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, autho- 
rized and required, within thirty days after the adjournment 
of the present sè sion of Congress, in like manner to adver- 
tise for sealed pr osals for supplying the Senate and Louse 
of Representatives, at the next ensuing session of Congress, 
with the necessary printing for each; and the Secretary of 
the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, with- 
out the aid of the Vice President or Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, shall, within four weeks thereafter, pro- 
ceed to let each class of printing in the manner specified in 
the foregoing resolution, giving similar notice, entering into 
contracis, and taking security as therein required 3 and all 
Jaws inconsistent with these resolutions are hereby repeal- 
ed.” ; ; 
Mr. G. DAVIS addressed the committee in 
favor of the contract. plan of executing the public 
printingy.and on the expediency and propriety of | 
“disconnecting the public press from the patronage 
of the Government. : , w 

Mr: D. algo made some- remarks in addition to 
those heretofore submitted by him in relation to the 
political course of Mr. Bayty, and in reply to re- 
marks made by that gentleman. 

[A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that, that body had. disagreed 
to amendments of the House to certain amend- 
ments of the Senate to the army appropriation bill, 
and that the Senate insisted, &e.] 

Mr. BAYLY followed. in reply to Mr. Davis, 
(expressing the pain. and mortification he. felt at 
being compelled .to indulge in this. House in any 
remarks about himself,) defending himself ‘from 
the political assaults of Mr. Davis, and explaining 
and vindicating his own 


A 


i 


| sumed the consideration of the said resolution, 


Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN moved thatthe com- | 
mittee rise; which motion prevailing, the commit- | 
tee rose and reported. i 

Mr. RATHBUN offered a resolution, in the | 
usual terms, providing that all debate on the said 
resolution should cease at one o’clock, p. m. j 

Mr. R. demanded the previous question, which 
was seconded. : 

And. the main question on the resolution was 
ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. BOYD, remarking that the House had now 
little to do but to wait on the Senate, moved that 
the House adjourn. 

‘The motion was rejected. 1 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 


ed. 

‘The House then again resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
(Mr. Duntar, of Maine, in the chair,) and re- | 


Mr. BENTON (who reported the resolution) 
explained and enforced its provisions, and advo- 
cated on general grounds the adoption of the con- 
tract system of printing. He combated the idea 
of the creation of an qffieer for the execution of the 
public printing as entirely unnecessary to carry 
into effect the delegated powers of Congress, and 
hence in conflict with the Democratic principle of 
limitation of offices. Ele argued that the printing 
would be as well done, and with far greater econ- 
omy. He appealed to the advocates of free trade 
in opposition to this restriction upon printing, and | 
called upon them to open fair competition in this 
business to the printers of the country. Fle re- 
plied to Mr. Doveiass, and yielded to him for 
explana goi 

n conclusion, he moved certain amendments to 
the resolution, which, if adopted, would make it 
to read as follows: 


JOINT RESOLUTION direeting the manner of procuring 
the printing for the two Houses of Congress. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Unitel Stutes of America in Congress assembled, That the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and re- 
qnired, at the beginning ef the final ses: ion of every Con- 
gress, 10 advertise for four weeks suc sively, in all the 
newspapers published in the city of Washington, for sealed 
proposals for supplyir 
of the next ensuing Congress, with the necessary printing 
for each; Which advertisement shall deseribe the kind of 
printing and the quality of paper required, as near as may 
be, in the execution of the work; and said advertisement 
shal! divide and classify the printing of the respective Houses 
as follows: Oneof bills and resolutions; one of reports of 
committees; one of journals ;-one.of Executive documents 5 
and one for every other description of printings each class 
to be a separate job, and to be provided for by separate con- 
tract, Tbe said advertisement shall also contain a desigua- 
tion of the place, in the city of Washington, where such 
sealed proposals shall be received, and the day and tine. of 
day at which said Secretary and Clerk will cease to receive 
any further proposals ; and the Secretary and Clerk afore- 
said shall provide suitable samples of the printing required, 
and of the paper on which the same is to be executed, to 
be kept at the place so designated as aforesaid, at least 
twenty days successively before the time of receiving pro- 
posals shall expire, open to the inspection of all persons 
desiring to make proposals for the printing aforesaid, intelli- 
gence whereof shall be contained in said advertisement. 
Immediately on the eXpiration of the time for receiving said 
proposals they shall be opened by the Secretary and Clerk 
aforesaid, in the presence of the Vice President or Presi- | 
dent of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and of such persons making proposals as may | 
wish to be present. And the Secretary of the Senate, under j 
the supervision of the Vice President or President of the 
Senate, and Clerk -of the House of Representatives, under 
the supervision of the Speaker, shall thereupon let each 
class of said printing to the lowest bidder, who sball furnish 
satisfactory evidence of his practical skill and his ability to do 
the work, and who shall ofler good and sufficient security for 
the faithful execution of the jobs and contracts undertaken ; 
by bim.. And thereupon the Vice President or President of 
the Senate and its Secretary, and the Speaker of the House 
and its Clerk, sball proceed to take ponds, with good. and | 
sufscient security, for the due and faithful performance of | 
the work; and the officers aforesaid shall immediatly there- į 
after report to their respective Houses all such lettings of: 
printing, and the contracts relating to the same. 


Mr. JENKINS thereupon withdrew his amend- ; 


the resolution of Mr. Rarugon, and it was adopt- || 


ng the Senate and House, respectively, i 


ment. 

Mr. McKAY referred to the large reductions 
that had already been made in the rates of print- 
ing, and to the evidences. of dissatisfaction still, 
and the seeming disposition on the part of gentle- 
men to go further, and resort to the contract sys- 
tem. He vindicated the present system as. one 
which had stood the test of experience, and ob- 
jected to entering into another experiment of the | 
other system. This (the contract. system). had 
been in force prior to 1819; and. he read. from. the 


| 
| 
! 
! 
| 
i 


political course and con- 
“sistency. 


Mr. B. having concluded; 


‘report. of a committee of this House at that time, | 


| sentatives, shall, 


when the change was made, pointing out. its de- 
fects and objections; also from the testimony of 
Mr. J. C. Rives, of the same bearing. 

He was willing to make a partial trial of it, as 


i| far as the various annual reports are concerned, 


which are required to be laid before Congress at 
the commencement of each session. These might 


i| be printed by contract, and thus. be ready at the 


meeting of Congress, which would tend greatly to 
facilitate the progress of legislation. f 

-He mentioned among the objections to the plan 
proposed the difficulty with which (if at all) it 
would be applicable to Executive documents in the 
Senate, treaties, &c., which were now printed un- 
der oath of secrecy by the public printer, before 
action is had upon them. For this a responsible, 
trustworthy, regular printer was necessary. 

Mr. HENLEY subscribed fully to the positions 
taken by Mr. Benron in support of the contract 
system. It was a measure demanded by the peo- 
ple, and Congress should adopt it with as good a 
grace as possible. It would work well, he was 
satisfied, and would greatly promote the ends of 
economy. He recurred to and defended his con- 
tract plan, and gave notice of an amendment he 
should offer, embodying its principles. 

The hour of one having arrived, the committee 
proceeded to vote. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Bexron, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS offered the following as an ad- 


| ditional section: 


Suc. 2. And be it further resolved, That immediately after 
the adjournment of the present session of Congress, the 
Secretary of the Senate, and Cierk of the House of Repre- 
in like manner, advertise for sealed propo- 
anhs to contract for the printing for the next session of the 
present Congress; that the proceedings in regard to said pro- 
posals and contracts for said Jast-mentioned: printing, shali 
be conducted in the manner specified in the foregoing reso- 
lutions: Provided, however, That the Vice President and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives shal) not be re- 
quired to take nny part in said last-mentioned proceedings. 
‘All Jaws inconsistent with these resolutions are hereby re- 


pealed. 
Rejected. Ayes 63, noes 67. 
Mr. Il. E. HOLMES moved that the committee 


rise, and report the resolution, with a recommenda- 


| tion that it do not pass. 


Mr, TIBBATTS offered an amendment, which 
was declared out of order, and which he then mod- 
ified to read as follows: 


Resolved, That the printing done for the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the public printers, prior to the Qlst day of 
July, 1846, be paid for agreeably to their contract, any law 
or vesolution to the contrary notwithstanding. OPR 


The amendment, by ayes 43, noes 76, was re- 


jected. . 

; Mr. HENLEY moved two additional sections, 
providing for the superintendence of the printing 
after it shall have been let out, &c.; which, by ayes 
73, noes 46, was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN offered the following amend- . 
ment; which was rejected: 

Provided, That all contracts Jet under this act shall be 
taken, subject to the reservation by Congress of a right to 
repeal this act without subjecting the United Staves to the 
payment of damages. 

The committee then rose and reported the jo 
resolution and amendments to the House, 

Mr. HAMLIN demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

And the resolution was read a third time. 

And the question heing on its passage, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question, which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays 
thereon, which were ordered, and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messers. Abbott, John Quincy Adama, Stephen 
Adams. Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Bell, Benton, 
Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bianchard, Brinker- 
he iliam W. Camp- 


int 


ff, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, W 
bell, Catheart, Reuben Chapman, Clarke, Collin, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cullom, Culver, Cummins, Dargan, Garrett Davis, 
De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap; Edsall, Elsworth, Bred- 
man. John H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Foot, Foster, Fries, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Henley, Hoge, Elias B. 
Holmes, George S. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersot!, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler 


. King, Leib; La Sere, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, 


McClelland, MeClernand, James McDowell, McGaughey: 
McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Barkley Martin, Miler, Mor, 
ris, Moseley, Norris, Owen, Pendieton, Phelps, Pollock, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, 
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John A. Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Seaman, Scddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Truman 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, 
Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
son, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Wil- 
mot, Winthrop, Wood, Woodruff, “Woodward, Wood- 
worth, Wright, Young, and Yost-~-134. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bedinger, Brodhead, Burt, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chipman, Cobb, Daniel, Dobbin, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Garvin, Giles, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, Ed- 
mund W. Hubard, Kaulinan, Ligon, Joseph J. McDowell, 
McKay, Join P. Martin, Payne, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, 
Jacob ‘thompson, and ‘Tibbatis—26. 


So the resolution was passed, in the following 
form, to wit: 


JOIN'E RESOLUTION directing the manner of procuring 
the printing for the two Houses of Congress. 

Resolved by the Senute and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That tue 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized aud re- 
quired, ut the beginning of the final session of every Con- 
gress, to advertise for iour weeks successively, in all tue 
papers published in the city of Washington, for sealed 
proposals foc supplying the Senate and House, respective- 
ly, of the next ensuing Congress, with the necessary print- 
ing for cach; waich advertisement shali describe the kind 
of printing and the quatity of paper required, as near as 
niay be, in the execution of the work; and said advertise- 
ment shall divide and classify the printing of tue respective 
Jlouses, as tolows: One of bitls and resolutions; one of 
reports of committees; one of journals; une of executive 
documents; and one for every other deseription of print- 
ing; each class to be a separate job, and to be provided for 
by separate contract. The said advertisement shall also 
contain a desiynation of the place, in the said city of Wash- 
jngton, Where such sealed proposals shall be received, aud 
the day and time of day at which: said Secretary and Clers 
will cease to reeeive any further proposals; aud the Secre- 
tary and Clerk aforesaid shall provide suitavle samples of 
the printing required, and the paper on which the same is 
pcuted, to be kept at the place so designated as 
atleast twenty days successively before the time 
or receiving proposals shall expire, open to the inspection 
of all persons de ng to make proposals for the printing 
aforesaid, intelligence whereof shall be contained in said 
advertisement, immediately on the expiration of the time 
for receiving said proposals, they shall be opened by the 
Secretary and Clers woresaid, in the presence of the Vice 
President, or President of the Senate, and the Speaker or 
the House of RB presentatives, and of such persons muting 
proposals as may wish to be present. Aud the Seeretary oi 
the Senate, under the supervision of the Vice President, or 
President of the Senate, and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, under the supervision of the Speaker, shill 
thereupon lót cach class of said printing to the lowest bid- 
der, who shall furnish satisfactory evidence of his practical 
skill and his ability to do the work, and who shail offer good 
and suticient security for the faithful execution of the jobs 
and contracts uadertaken by him. nd thereupon the Vice 
President, or President of the Senate, and its Secretary, and 
ihe Speaker of the House and its Clerk, shall procecd to 
take bonis, with good and sufficient seeurity, for the due 
mad faithfad pertormance of the work ; and tie officers aore- 
said shall iinunediutely tiereatter report to tbeir respective 
Houses all such lettings of printing, and the contracts rela- 
ting to the saime: Provided, That the said propo 
remain scaled until the time appointed for esamining the 
same. 


2. And te it further resolved, That a committee, 
sting of three members of the Senate and three mom- 
hers of the Lfouse of Representatives, shall be chosen by 
their respective Houses, which shali constitute & committee 
on printing, whicit shall have power to adopt such measures 
as may be deemed necessary to remedy any neglcet or delay 
on the partof the contractor to execute the Work ordered by 
Congress, aud to make a pro rata reduction in the compe 
tion allowed, or to refuse the work altogether, shouid it be 
inferior to the standard, and fia all cases the coutracter and 
his securities shall be responsible for any increased expen- 
diture consequent upon the non performance of the contract. 
The committee shall audit and pass upon wl accounts for 
printing; but no bill shall be acted upon for work that is not 
vered, and which they way require 
to be properly authenticated. 

Suc. 3. And be it further resolved, That all motions to 
print extra numbers of any bill, paper, or document, in either 
House, sball be referred to the members of the joint commit- 
tee of that House, who shall report upon the propriety of 
printing, and the probable expense thereof, as carly as con- 
venient. And all expenses for printing shall be paid from 
the contingent fund of the two Houses, in proportion to the 
ntunber of copies ordered by cach, except the expense of 
composition, whieh shall be paid by the House which shall 
Nave first ordered the printing of the paper or document; 
and if there shall be » second composition, it shall be paid 
for by the House which shall authorize and direct the same; 
and when extra copies of any document or paper shall be 
ordered by both Houses, they shall be delivered to the two 
Houses sinmltaneously, in proportion to the number of copies 
by them respectively ordered. 
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actualy executed and deti 


SEC. 4. vind be it further resolved, That all laws and parts | 


of laws now in force, not in conformity with the provisions 
of this joint resolution, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. BENTON moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 

The question was taken, (under the operation 
of the previous question,) and the vote was not 
reconsidered. 

_ The House took up the bill making appropria- 
tions for various minor objects which had been 
returned from the Senate with an amendment, and 
concurred in the said amendment. 
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‘ eral shali have a seal of office, to be made with sach de- 


į papers in his office authenticated under such seal shall be 


| ditions to the compensation of the District Attorney | 
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A message was received from the Senate, dis- 
agreeing to the amendment of the House to one of 
its amendments to the bill making appropriations 
for the military service for the year ending 30th of 
June, 1847, by which no officer, unless in actual 
service, can be allowed forage for a greater number 
of horses than is fixed in the proviso to the army 
appropriation bill for the last year; as also insist- 
ing on their several amendments to the said bill, 
which have been disagreed to by this House. 
These amendments were, first, a provision for the 
purchase of additional land for. the use of the na- 
tional armory at Springfield; and, second; to strike 
out from the bill its fourth section, which reduces 
the travelling allowance of officers of. the army and- 
navy from ten cents to six cents per mile, 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that this House recede 
from its amendment, as also to recede from its dis- 
agreement to the two amendments of the Senate 
above mentioned. 

Mr. WINTHROP and Mr. ASHMUN ex- 
plained the facts connected with the purchase of 
land for Springfield armory. 

After which the question was put, and the House 
refused to recede from its amendment, or from its 
disagreement to the amendments aforesaid. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, a conference was 
asked of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on said amendments, and Messrs. 
McKAY, BLACK of South Carolina, and ASH- 
MUN, were appointed managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 


DUTIES OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Dromeooxy, 
of Virginia, in the chair, 

After a struggle for bills, 


The committee, on motion of Mr. RATHBUN, 
took up the following: 


A BILL relative to, and mereasing the duties of, the Attor- 
ney General. iis 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Attorney General of the United States for the time being 
shall, in addition to the duties now imposed on him by law, 
perform sueb other duties as shall be enjoined on him by 
the President, relative to all matters of a legal character in 
which the United States may or shall be interested, and the 
issuing: of commissions to the justices and judges of the 
courts of the United States, district attorneys, niarshals, and 
other officers connected with thé judicial establishment the 
Appointment of whem is or may be vested in the Presi- 
dent. 

Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty 
oft the Solicitor of the Treasury to act in subordination to 
the Attorney General in all matters and proceedings apper- 
taining to suits in which the United States is a party or in- 
terested, aud in establishing rules and regulations for the 
observance of district attorneys, marshals; and clerks of the 
cirenit and district courts of the United States respecting 
such suits. 

Se . And be it further enacted, Thai from and after 
the passing of this act, all the powers and duties now au- 
thorized and required by Jaw to be exercised and performed | 
by the Secretary of State, touching and respecting the Patent 
Oifice and the business thereof, shall be exercised and per- 
formed by the Attorney General. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enucted, That the Attorney Gen- 


vice as the President shall approve, and all records and 


evidence equatly as the original record or paper. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That. there shall be in 
the office of the Attorney Generai a chief clerk, in addition |; 
to the clerk now authorized by Jaw to the Attorney General; |i 
and the said ciief clerk shall be appointed by the Attorney | 
General, and be employed as he shall deem proper; and in |! 
ease of vacancy in the olfice of Aitorney General, shall 
have charge of all the records, books, and papers apper- 
taining to the said office; and the said ehief clerk shail re- 
evive compensation at the rate of two thousand dollars per 
annum. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall be allowed an annual salary of six thousand dol- 
lars, aud be authorized to appoint a messenger with a salaly 
of five hundred dollars- 


Mr. GARRETT DAVIS moved to lay aside the 
bill for the purpose of taking up the Peruvian 
indemnity bill. No question was put, and the | 
committee continued on with the bill. 

tt was then taken up by sections. 

And Mr. BRINIKERHOFF moved an amend- 
ment to the 5th section, going to make certain ad- 


of Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled it out of order. 

The sixth section of the bill having been read— 

Mr. GORDON moved to strike it out. He ob- | 
served that this was a bill which proposed to add | 
$1,500 to the present salary of the Attorney Gen- 
eral. He now received $4,500; the bill would | 


| give him $6,000. Mr. Q. could see no need of | 


ihe was himself subject to the Treasur 
ment and responsible to the Secretary of the 


iin all suits conducted in the courts below. 
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any such an increase ‘in the public expenditure; 
he did not think that the Government would. derive 
any essential benefit from. the proposed change; 
and this was no time to propose unnecessary €x- 
penditures; the nation was at war, and we needed 
all our resources, He should oppose the bill in 
every form. i : A 

Mr. VINTON moved. an amendment to: the bill 
requiring the Attorney: General, in ‘case the pro-:* 
posed addition should be made to his allowances, 
to devote his whole time to the daties of his office. 
At present, this officer enjoyed a large practice in 
the courts, which must of necessity occupy much 
of his attention. He was now a Cabinet officer— 
though formerly this had. not been the case. As 
he was to be placed on an equal footing in all 
respects with the heads of the departments, Mr. 
V. thought he ought to be restricted to the official 
duties or his place as the law officer. of the Gov- 
ernment. ; 

Mr. THURMAN said that the provisions of 
this bill would nearly double the' present duties of 
the Attorney General; notwithstanding which, 
Mr. T. should vote against the proposed augment- 
ation of his salary. He hoped, however, that so 
much of this section as went to allow him a mes- 
senger would be allowed to remain. The whole 
amount of duties now performed by the Secretary 
of State in deciding controversies respecting patent 
rights and caveats would by this bill be transfer- 
red to the Attorney General, and also all those 
duties which related to justices of the péace; it 
was certainly proper that he should be allowed a 
messenger. 


Mr. DOUGLASS would add a word. as to the 


| proposed increase of duty which. was to be im- 


posed upon the Attorney General by this bill. 
‘The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Tuurman] had 
very truly stated a part of that additional duty, 
but he had overlooked one important Increase of 
labor.. As the law now stood, the Solicitor Gen- 
eral had control of all suits instituted by the Uni- 
ted States Government in all the States: he pre- 
pared the instructions under which all the district 
attorneys acted in prosecuting those suits; while” 
Depart- 
; rea- 
sury, and not to the Attorney General. Hence it 
happened that the record was made up -by one 
officer and the: action tried by another, whence it 
often happened that the Government was cast in 
its prosecutions. By the present bill a change was 
to be made in this anomalous state of things: the 


| Solicitor General was to be placed, not under the 


Secretary of the Treasury, but under the Attorney 
General. This officer would, therefore, be charged 
with the duty of revising the instructions forward- 
ed by the Solicitor to the several district attorneys 
The 
responsibility would all ultimately devolve, as it 
ought todo, on the Attorney General, as the head 
of the law department of the Government. This 
increase of responsible duties, in addition to those 
which had been already mentioned, would fully 
justify the proposed increase of salary and allow- 
ances, 

Mr. HAMLIN said that, whenever it was pro- 


; posed to raise the salary of an officer of the Gov- 


ernment at Washington, there were always mem- 
bers of Congress in abundance ready to vote for it. 


| The increase of salaries was a popular thing, and 
| it would always find advocates on that floor. Gen- 
| tlemen seemed to take delight in doing things on a 
| magnificent scale. 


But Mr. H. was opposed to 
the whole policy. Granting the representation of 
the gentleman from Illinois to be correct, and ad- 
| mitting that the present duties of the Attorney 
| General would be doubled by this bill, when they 
i were doubled they would still not amount to much. 
They were very far from being arduous. They 
were, it was true, of a nature highly responsible; 
but the discharge of them was far from being bur- 
densome. It was said that certain duties now 
performed by the Commissioner of Patents were 
i to be transferred to him. Yes, and the transfer 
| was a mere humbug, only intended to justify and 
i cover this large increase of salary. “Who com- 
l plained of the Commissioner of Patents? Who 
| charged him with any remissness in the discharge 


; of his duties? 

| Mr. RATHBUN said the gentleman was under 

/amisapprehension. The bill did not. trassferto 
the Attorney General any of the present. duties of 


i 
| the Commissioner of Patents, but certain duties in 
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-relation to disputed patents now devolving on the 
“Becretary of State. 5 te l l 

Mr. HAMLIN admitted that he had then been 
mistaken as to ‘that; but it made no difference: he 
stuck to his position. The Attorney General, 
when he accepted of his appointment, took it sub- 
ject to all the duties which it might please Congress 
“to attach to the office; and he was bound to dis- 
charge them without any increase of salary. If 
Congress choose to take away certain duties from 
the Secretary of State and transfer them to the 
Attorney General, and on that account gave the 
latter an increase of salary, it was no more than 
fair that a proportional reduction should ‘be made 
in the allowance of the Secretary of State. Mr. 
H. knew that this bill was destined to pass, but it 
never should pass by his vote. This whole parade 
-of duties added was merely a pretext for raising 
the salary of this Cabinet officer. When Congress 
called on the Secretary of the Treasury for labo- 
rious estimates and other statements, beyond the 
current duties of his department, nobody thought 
of making him any: extra allowance for the labor. 
It was held to pertain to his office as one of the 
heads of department. There was a very good 
reason why the Attorney General, though he was 
a Cabinet ‘officer, should receive a lower salary 
than the other members of the Cabinet: he enjoyed 
an extensive and very lucrative practice in his 

rivate and personal character as an eminent mem- 

er of the bar. Mr. H. saw no reason for the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. Vinrow,] in restricting 
him from the exercise of his talents in the courts 
asa lawyer. Let him retain his practice, and all 
he could carn by it; but do not add to his official 
allowance, which was already sufficiently great. 
Gentlemen here talked very loudly about economy 
and reform; he should like to sce their practice 
conform a little hetter to their preaching. 

Mr. RATEIBUN said that he should not advo- 

cate the passage of this bill, unless he believed it 
right in principle. The duties pertaining to the 
office of Attorney General were clearly defined by 
law; and, because they were not so arduous as 
those pertaining to the heads of Departments, his 
salury had been fixed at only $4,500, while theirs 
was $6,000. But the duties of the Secretary of 
State had been increased from time to time, till he 
was likely to be completely swamped. The prop- 
oaition in this bill was to transfer a part of his 
burdens to the shoulders of the Attorney General, 
particularly those in relation to patent rights for 
inventions. Fle was now charged, in parts with 
the adjudication of appeals on: patent:rights and 
caveats. Disputes were frequent on these rights, 
and the cases were argued before a board, of which 
the Secretary: of State was one. This duty was 
proposed to be imposed on the Attorney General. 
hen, he was farther to be charged with the super- 
intendence and preparation of all suits in the dis- 
trict courts when the United States was a party, 
He was the legal head of the Government, and, as 
such, was responsible, At present, the Solicitor 
of the Treasury was the next law officer under him, 
but not responsible to him; and he acted on the m- 
struction ofthe district attorneys, withouttheknowl- 
edge or advice of the Attorney General, though he 
had ultimately to bear the responsibility. This bill 
would make the Solicitor of the Treasury respon- 
“gible, where he ought to be; not to the head of the 
‘Treasury Department, but to the legal head of the 
Government. Besides this, the bill laid upon the 
Attorney General the performance of all duties of 
a legal nature with which he might at any time be 
charged by the President of the United States. 
This would get rid, at once, of all attempts (so fre- 
quently troubling’ that Houge) to get allowances 
for-extra services. me 

Mr. MeCLELLAND inquired whether it was 
not the practice. now for the district attorneys to 
‘consult the Attorney General in difficult cases, and 

apply to him for advice and direction ? 

Mr. RATHBUN replied that it was, As an 
jliustration. of the benefit of. getting rid-of claims 
“for extra services, Mr. R. yeferred to the Attorney 
General’s being charged with the sétilement of the 
` Peruvian indemnities, for which it was proposed 
to allow him, as for an extra duty, $2,000; but if 
this bill passed, he would not get a dollar for it. 

Then he was to have the power and duty of 
authenticating papers-—a duty not now discharged 
by him. For this addition of duties, it was clearly 
just and proper that additional salary should be 


allowed. The additional duties would have to be | 
transferred to him because the public service re- 
quired it; whether the House would increase his 
pi alae! was a question for the House to con- 
sider. 

Mr. BOWLIN said that he considered the salary 
now enjoyed by the United States Attorney Gen- 
eral as the best salary under the Government. He 
received his $4,500, with liberty to practise as ex- 
tensively as he pleased in the courts; and his prac- 
tice alone was probabl worth more than $6,000, 
which was paid to the other Cabinet officers. 
Certainly, his salary and his practice together were 
worth much more than that. There was, then,a 
very good reason for the existing difference in 
their allowances. The mere endorsement of a 
lawyer by appointing him Attorney General was 
of itself invaluable as a means of obtaining him 
profitable practice; it 
thousand other certifications. As to this bill, he į 
held it to be a mere scheme to cover an increase 
of salary—as perfect a humbug as he had ever į 
witnessed. This officer, with very light duties to | 
perform, now received $4,500; more, by 35 per 
cent., than the salaries of the whole supreme 
bench in Missouri; more than all the supreme court | 
judges received in Ohio, though they were called to 
administer justice as the highest State tribunal to 
more than two millions of people. Mr. B. would 
never give his vote to give him still more. What 
did all these extra duties in this bill, about which 
such a parade was made, amount to? Nothing. 
When they came to be examined, they would be 
found to be in fact nothing. Ln the first place, this 
officer was required to perform all such duties, in 
relation to legal matters, as might at any time be 
required of him by the President of the United 
States. Well, and was not he required to do all this 
now? Here was no new duty required of him. 
But, then, he was to issue the commissions of a 
few justices of the peace, a duty that would not 
occupy two hours ina whole year, Well, what 
next? Why the second section of the bill provi- 
dod that the Solicitor General should in future be | 
placed under the Attorney General, instead of 
being, as heretofore, subject to the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury. Suppose he was: what additional | 
duty would this impose on the Attorney General? | 
The Solicitor would go on to prepare his instruc- i 
tions to the district attorneys, as he had done 
heretofore; and the whole routine would continue 
without any material change. So that was no 
ground. for raising . salary. The. third section 
transferred. to him the duties nów performed by 
the Secretary of State in relation to patents. Mr. 
B. understood the Commissioner of Patents to be 
in the place of a bureau attached to the office of 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. THURMAN here interposed, to say that 
all patents issued to inventors were signed by the 
Secretary of State; and then, in all cases of sus- 
pended patents and caveats, where there were dis- 
putes between different claimants, the question 
had to be decided by a board, composed of the 
Secretary of State, the Commissioner of Patents, 
and the District Judge of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. T. was going on, but— 

Mr. BOWLIN claimed the floor. Efe admitted 
all that; but what did it amount to? The signing | 
of patents—a heavy duty, indeed! Gentlemen 
seemed to be forced to resort to mere trifles to swell 
out this increase of duties. He did not know the 
amount of fees the attorney got for his attestations, 
but he took it for granted they were large. And 
as to the attendance on the patent board, Mr. B. 
did not suppose it occupied more than one day in 
a month; and then here was an item of $2,000 a 
year for aclerk, besides the allowance of a mes- 
senger. Taking it altogether, the bill proposed an 
addition to the present office of the Attonicy Gen- 
eral of not less than $4,500. 

The Attorney General of Missouri got but $500. 
Mr. B. denounced this allowance of salaries b the 
General Government so far beyond those paid for 
similar duties in the States. lis tendency was to 
draw away that love of the citizens from the State to 
the General Government. But the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Vinton} proposed to add a proviso to 
the bill prohibiting the Attorney General from pur- 
suing any other occupation than the performance 
of the duties of his office. What, then, would he 
Shave to do? Very little. Mr- B. did not doubt 


was more to him than aj} 


that he received more in fees than the amount of 
his salary. : 


| against any change in 


Mr. RA'THBUN inquired whether the Attorney 
General of Missouri got fees in addition to his sal- 
of $5007 

r. BOWLIN replied in the affirmative. Mr. 

B. saw no reason for thus restricting the Attorney 
General from private practice; nothing would so 
greatly improve him as a law officer. It was the 
interest of the public service that he should be kept 
in active practice; and that was what the duties of 
his office never would do. i 

On the whole, it seemed that these additional 
duties, for which he was. to get some $4,500 more 
than at present, amounted to little or nothing. He 
hoped the bill would not pass. 

r. JONES, of Tennessee, obtained the floor, 
but yielded it for a motion that the committee rise. 

"The motion was made by Mr. MCDOWELL, of 
Ohio, and prevailed; and thereupon the committee 
rose and reported. 

After the committee had risen— 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved a resolution to close 
debate on the bill in one hour after the same shall 
be taken up to-morrow. 

Pending the question on 

The House adjourned. 


this resolution, 


IN SENATE. 
Tirursvay, July 23, 1846. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed a joint resolution regulating the manner of 
procuring the printing of the two Houses of Con- 
gress. ‘ 

ARMY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. LEWIS moved that a committee of confer- 
ence on the partof the Senate be appointed by the 
Chair, to confer with a like committee on the part 
of the House of Representatives, in relation to the 
disagreeing votes of the two Tlouses of Congress, 
on certain amendments to the army appropriation 
bill; which motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. BENTON, 
Evans, and Lewis, as said commitice on the part 
of the Senate. 

Subsequently, Mr. Lewis, on bis own motion, 
was excused from serving on the committee, and 
Mr, Semere was appointed to the vacancy. 


PETITIONS—THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial from 
proprietors and workers of coal mines in Carbon 
county, Pennsylvania, . praying® that the duty on 
coal may not be reduced.: 

Mr. C. also presented petitions from the free- 
holders and inhabitants of Carbon and Luzerne 
counties, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill reducing the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. C. further presented a memorial of coal 
merchants of Philadelphia, praying that the duty 
on foreign coal may not be reduced, 

Mr. C. also. presented a memorial from ship- 
pers and inspectors of Philadelphia, remonstrating 
the present mode of collect~ 
ing the duties on imports. 

Mr. C. still farther presented the proceedings of 
a meeting of the citizens of Norristown, Pennsyl- 
vania, protesting against any modification of the 
tariff of 1842; which was read. 

In presenting the above document, Mr. ©. said, 
these petitions were all from persons actually en- 
gaged m the business, and they fear the entire de- 
struction of their business. In proof of what he 
had said the other day, that these petitions were 
from Democrats, he stated that every county from 
which they had come had given a Democratic ma- 


jority in 1844. - To prove this further, he gave in 


detail the Democratic majorities of the coal and 
iron counties of Pennsylvania: , ‘ 
Berks county gave Mr. Polk a majority of 4,678 


Centre vec sececcceccceseseeececeeseeses TB 
Columbia... ecesceteeeeceeceseeeeeesee 1,629 
Clarion.. ccc er ecsreceeee cence 826 
Ly COMING s+ eve ree nsec nee ee rete eter eres 617 
Monro€scsecstecerccceccsereccccteseee 1,894 
Northumberland ...siesesceeeeecreeeeee 945 
NorthaMptones eseri. srareeseerereror» 1,089 
Perry. ns oreneerrorersteosresorreresses 990 
Schuylkill. rers eseaeserersemeeerned BAT 
Venango sisrnrerormeereseresreedersss _ 922 

14,665 


ial I 
The whole Democratic majority of the State of | 


Pennsylvania was something over 5,000; and it jj 


will be seen, therefore, that these counties sustain | 
the Democracy of the State. The town of Norris- 
town was not in the coal or iron region. It wasa 
manufacturing town, and owed much of its pros- 
perity to the large cotton manufactories which had 
sprung up under our tariff laws, and which gave 
to its neighborhood a market for its agricultural 
products. In 1840 its population was about 2,500; 
it now contains over 5,000. Montgomery county 
ives a large and decided Democratic majority. 

Mr. SEVIER then said that he regretted to find 
the Senator from Pennsylvania engaged in “ panic- 
making;” but to do the Senator justice, he (Mr. | 
S.) was bound to admit that he did it with a pleas- 
ant smile, as though it was all a first-rate joke. 
A good deal had been said about coincidences; 
and this certainly was something like a coincidence | 
in what was going on there. On the meeting of | 
the Senate every day, first they had prayers by 
the chaplain, then the reading of the Journal, and | 
next an hour anda half consumed in the recital | 
ofa sort of funeral dirge from the pensioners of |; 
Pennsylvania, He had sat quietly and patiently | 
whilst all that was going on, because the Senator | 
himself appeared to think the whole thing a good | 
joke. Was there an intelligent man in Pennsyl- 
vania who at the last Presidential election did not 
know perfectly well what were the opinions of Mr. 
Polk in regard to the tariff? Was there a single 
individual who did not then know that Mr. Polk 
was a free-trade man ? | 

Mr. ARCHER. They thought him a better | 
tarif man than Mr. Clay, that is all. | 

Mr. SEVIER proceeded. No State had been | 
more thorough-going than Pennsylvania in her | 
opposition to chartered privileges, yet they were | 
now told that unless this high protective act of | 
1842 remained, they would be entirely ruined. 
Did Pennsylvania expect the States to pay her 
debts? No. That was not in accordance with |} 
their good old Democratic principle. He had 
heard it said that under the operations of the act | 
of 1842 a journeyman blacksmith in Pennsylvania | 
had become a great manufacturer, and had now 
nine hundred laborers in his employment. How 
many would he have if left to go on at that rate | 
for two or three years longer? Why, he would 
very soon have every man in the State under his 
control. Pennsylvania had made no complaints 
heretofore. He believed she never had been, and 
never would be otherwise than Democratic. He i 
had only a word to add. He thought that the | 
gentlemen on the other side had had ample oppor- | 
tunities afforded them for the discussion of this | 
question without interfering with the time devoted 
to the transaction of the morning business. They 
had the debate all to themselves; his friends had | 
not as yet allowed themselves to be coaxed into it, | 
but had received the fire of their adversaries with- | 
out resistance. He hoped, therefore, that the | 
morning hour would not be thus encroached upon. 
He hoped these petitions would be hereafter laid | 
on the table, or referred without any debate or | 
long speeches. i 

Mr. BAGBY objected to the occupying of the | 
morning hour in this way. He would insist on a | 
strict observance of the rules of order. 

Mr. CAMERON said that he always smiled 
when his friend, the Senator from Arkansas, ad- | 
dressed the Senate on this subject. His wit was || 
so irresistible that it excited his risible faculties no | 
matter how solemn the mood in which it found | 
him, But he could not permit his friend to charge | 
his State, or her citizens, with being dependants or 
pensioners on the Government. They were not || 
like Arkansas, or other States that he could name, | 
that were constantly appealing to Congress for aid || 
from the public treasury, for whose benefit some || 
twenty bills were now on our files, asking for aid; | 
and for whose benefit we had been called upon iI 


i 
i 
j 
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| white men; they were freemen; they were intelli- 


| ernment but to be let alone in the enjoyment of 


| not be so construed as to authorize any debate or 
| discussion upon a motion to printany memorial or 


| of the Senate. 


only yesterday for some $50,000, without even a ! 
voucher, except the assertion that the money had | 
been drawn for and expended. The Senator from | 
Arkansas, he said, also did him injustice in quo- 


fitting out any new steam vessel belonging to the | 


i 
i 


Government, or altering or repairing any which | 


compared them to the slave labor of the South, as 
he did when he said that ‘‘Jaborers:were the same 
everywhere.” The laborers of Pennsylvania were 


gent men; and they asked no favors from the Gov- 


their labor. The Senator from Arkansas had char- 
ged him (Mr. C. said) with acting on this question 

with the Whig Senator from Massachusetts. He 

admitted that on this question they were together, 

but he would remind that honorable Senator of 
what seemed to have escaped his memory—that he 

and the honorable Senator from Massachusetts had 

stood shoulder to shoulder on a question which 

was, perhaps, of still greater magnitude.than this 

one; which dismembered the nation; which took 

from this country and gave to the British nation 

several degrees of latitude in the Oregon country. 

He wished his friend to reconcile that coalition 

before he charged other Senators with acting in 

the company of Whigs. He (Mr. C. said) was | 
acting with the Democracy of his own State; and 

he desired to learn no new democracy from gen- 

tlemen who compared his laboring fellow-citizens 

with the negro laborers of the South. 

Mr. ATHERTON then stated that. the commit- | 
tee had reported against the printing, on the ground 
of its being unusual to print such documents—that 
it would be expensive—that lengthy documents 
would be sent to the Senate, and their printing de- 
manded while their contents were only a repe- 
tition of the arguments of Senators; and also that 
some of the gentlemen by whom the petitions were 
presented had stated to the committee that they 
had no special desire to have them printed. 

Mr. McDUFFIE asked the yeas and nays on 
me question, and, being seconded, they were or- 

ered. 


The motion of McDurrim was then decided as 


follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, 
Bagby, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, ‘Turney, 
Westcott, and Yulee—25. 

NAYS—Messrs., Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, 
Cilley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crit- 
tenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Haywood, Hunt- 
ington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Mangum, Miller; Morehead, Pearce, Simmons, Stur- 
geon, Upham, and Woodbridge—26. 


The memorial was then referred to the.Commit- 
tee on Printing. i 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That the 24th rule of the Senate shall 


petition presented to the Senate, nor shall any ex- 
planation ofany memorial or petition be made ex- 
cept by the Senator introducing it. 


Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following re- 
solution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library 
be requested to examine into the causes of com- 
plaint which exist concerning the delay in the dis- 
tribution of Fremont’s Report, and whether any 
officer or person in the employ of the Senate has 
disposed of or withheld documents printed by or- 
der of the Senate, ina manner contrary to the rules | 


Mr. LEWIS submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy be in- 
strucied to inform the Senate by what authority of 


pay, or dismissal, has taken place; and whether 
any person, and if any, who, not known. as an 
officer under the laws of the United States, has 
presided as an examiner or judge at any tribunal 
where the qualifications of officers appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent.of 
the Senate, have been inquired into, together with 
the names and authority of such person or persons, 
and under what law, authority, or. regulation any 
examination or trial has been held by such person 
or persons, and whether such trial or examination 
was public, or private, and under injunctions of 
secrecy. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back, without amendment, the 
House bills for the relief of Mary Campbell, widow 
of John Campbell, of Leah Gray, Daniel H. War- 
ren, and Peter Rife. ` : ee 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on: Public 
Lands, reported back, without amendment, the 
House bill for the relief of John Milsted, of Es- 
cambia county, Florida. ` . 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported without amendment the Hlouse 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert Fulton. ` 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 

Printing, reported in favor of printing the report 
of the Secretary of War, showing the aggregate 
amount of appropriation made by Congress for 
the .removal of obstructions to the navigation of 
harbors and rivers of the United States. 
_..Mr. A. also, from the same committee, reported 
adverse to the:motion to print various memorials 
in relation to the tariff, referred to said commit- 
tee. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of Henry R. Schoolcraft; which was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate considered the report of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, recommending the printing of 
the report from the Secretary of War in relation 
to the aggregate amount of appropriations made 
by Congress for the improvement of rivers and 
| harbors of the United States; which was concur- 
red in. 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
printing committee, upon the motions to print sun- 
dry memorials in relation to the subject of the 
tariff. 

The question being upon: concurring with the 
report of the committee, 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON demanded the yeas and 
| nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. HAYWOOD then said, the bill from the 
| other House, on which these memorials are ground- 
i ed, was sent to the Senate; and the Senate—I do 
i not complain of it—refused to refer the bill. If 
the bill had been referred, the memorials would 
| have followed it, and I should have voted against 
i the printing as unnecessary. But the Senate rè- 
i tained the bill in their own hands, for their own 


| issues on the great question. 
i 


of any and every kind whatever, over and above | 


the salaries which have been allowed them by law. 
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NAYS Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bertien, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, Thomas Clayton, John M: Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Haywood, Huntington, Jar- 
nagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Man- 
gum, Miller; Morehead,. Pearce, Simmons, Sturgeon, and 
Woodbridge—25.. 

The President voted in the negative, the report 
was not concurred in, and the documents were or- 
dered to be printed. 

. The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port-of the Secretary of the Treasury, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate calling 
for a list of manufactured articles upon which fifty- 
four millions of dollars are annually paid to the 
protected classes by enhancing the price of the do- 
mestic articles; which was read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NAVY PENSIONS. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back the * bill making appropriations for 
the payment of naval pensions for the year ending 
Tune 30, 1847,” without amendment, and moved 
that the Senate proceed immediately to its consid- 
eration ; which motion was agreed to. 

The bill was therefore considered as in commit- 
tee of the whole, when 

Mr. FAIRFIELD moved the following amend- 
ment, viz: ‘Add to the end of the bill the clause, 
‘for the payment of invalid pensions which prior 
“to 1844 was paid from the privateer pension funds, 
* $3,000.’ ” 

Mr. PEARCE opposed the amendment. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD replied. 

Mr. JARNAGIN moved an amendment to the 
amendment, by inserting after the word “invalid” 
the words “ and widows.” 

Mr. DAYTON submitted a few remarks in sup- 
port of the amendment. Seamen had entered the 
service under the express contract with the United 
States, that if they were killed or disabled, their 
families should be provided for; and it was equita- 
ple and just that this contract be fulfilled to the 
etter. 

Mr. JARNAGIN spoke in favor of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EVANS thought it impolitic to press the 
amendments at this late day. The bill had been 
fully discussed in the other House, and he feared 
that if the bill was sent back, it might not become 
a law at all. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment; which was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Maine; which was 
agreed to on a division——yeas 19, nays 14. 

The ‘bill was. then’ reported`to the: Senate as 


amended. Nae ane 
The question being on conewring m the amend- 


ment 

Mr SPEIGHT submitted a few remarks in 
opposition thereto, and demanded the yeas and 
nays upon the concurrence, which were ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted, yeas 26, nays 17, as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Berrien, Breese, 
Bright, Cameron, Cass, Ciley, John M. Clayton, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Fairfield, Greene, Huntington, 
Johnson of Maryland, Miller, Niles, Phelps, Semple, Sim- 
mons, Upham, Westeott, and Woodbridge—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Calhoun, Tho- 
mas Clayton, Corwin, Evans, Haywood, Houston, Jarnagin, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, Pearce, Pennybacker, Rusk, 
Sturgeon, and Tarney—l7. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 

The (Howse) joint resolution regulating the 
manner of procuring the printing of Congress was 
read twice and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. ~ 
Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back the civil and’ diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill with amendments. 

Mr. CILLEY presented a resolution from the 
Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, in 
favor ofa wise and equitable protection of the 
great industrial pursuits of the people. ; 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from P. M: Butler, the commissioner 
appointed to negotiate a treaty with the Camanche 
and other wild Indians of the prairies, desiring that 
a committee may be appointed with power to send 
for persons and papers; said committee to examine 
into his aéeounts as such commissioner. Mr. B. 
states that he is able to account for every dollar 


expended, and he hopes to show that all the ex- 
penditures were necessary. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
‘© pill to reduce the duties on imports, and for other 
purposes. ” 

_ Mr. UPHAM addressed the Senate in opposi- 
tion to the bill. He opposed it because it would 
work an entire revolution in the revenue system, 
and would be destructive of our long-tried and suc- 
cessful policy. Every one was satisfied with the 
working of the present system, which had given 
life to business and energy to industry. He went 
into a review of the value of our agricultural pro- 
ducts, and the. necessity which existed for giving 
them adequate protection. ‘The State which he 
represented produced great numbers of sheep, and 


the protection of their wool was imperatively de- | 


manded. 
He showed that the protective policy was fixed 


on the North by the votes of the South, and con- į 


tended that it was the duty of Congress to protect 
the interests which had been brought into existence 
by their legislation. 

Mr. SIMMONS then addressed the Senate on 
the same side; but soon gave way, without conclud- 
ing his remarks, and 

‘The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunrspay, July 23, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER announced the business first in 
order to be the resolution of Mr. Dovenass, (pend- 
ing at the adjournment last evening,) providing 
that all debate on the bill relative to, and increas- 


ing the duties of the Attorney General, should ter~ | 


minate in one hour after it should again have been 
taken up in committee. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. But he subsequently withdrew 
the motion, and substituted for it an amendment 
extending the time for debate until one o’clock. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved twelve, 

The question was taken first on the amendment 
of Mr. Asumon, and it was agreed to. 


And, as thus amended, the resolution was adopt- | 


ed. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order would be the call of committees for 
reports.) i 

THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL asked leave to 
introduce the following resolution; which was read 
for information, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That ata 
period, and under circumstances, when no liability. ex.sts.to 
inisconstruction of the measure or danger of impeachment 
of the motives which induce it, a reasouable effort should be 
made, cousistently with national dignity and honor, tor Wie 
restoration of peace between the Republic of the United 
States and that of Mexico. 

And be it further resotred, That the Senate and House of 
Representatives respe tfutiy recommend to the President 
that he offer, if in his judgment itbe expedient, to open with 
Mexico a negotiation for tue purpose of closing the present 
war, of stopping the effusion of human blood, aud of pro- 
viding a permanent und satisfactory arrungement of all stib- 
sisting differences. 

And be it further resolved, That the offer now recommend- 
ed cannot fail to produce (whatever may be its reception 
and immediate effect) ultimate consequences alike houor- 
able to the country and beneficial to the cause of justice. 
If accepted in a spirit corresponding with that which 
prompts it, this nation will be restored to its natural pro- 
gros-ive course of prosperity and happiness, and will secure 
to itself a sentiment of universal good will. If refused, from 
whatever cause the refusal may arise, the nation which as- 
sumes a responsibility so full of threatened wretehedne:s 
will deprive itself of every claim to the sympathies of the 
world; and this Government and country will assume a 
position so lofty and so firm, that humanity itself will sanc- 
tion a necessary continuance of the ravages of war. 

And be it further resolved, That no impedimeut exists to 
a communication with the Government of Mexico, by reason 
either of hostilities between the two countries, or a distarb- 
ed state of public affairs in one of them. Intercourse may 
be opened, if necessary, from army to army, even at the 
poiut of the bayonet, or, with better hopes, through the 
amicable agency of a friendly foreign Power. 


Mr, DROMGOOLE and Mr. RATHBUN rose 
and objected. ign 
So the resolution was not entertained. 


DUTIES OF THE ATTORNEY. GENERAL. 


On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the House re- ! 


solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Dromeoo se, of Virginia, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill relative to, and increasing the duties of, the 
Attorney General; together with the several pend- 
ing amendments. 

r. G. W. JONES was entitled to the floor, and 
addressed the committee against the bill generally, 
but mainly in opposition to the sixth section pro- 
posing to increase the compensation of the Attor- 
ney General, &c. Mr, J. declared himself in favor 
of'a liberal compensation to officers of the Govern- 
ment—sufiiciently liberal to command the best tal- 
ents and the most efficient men. Keeping this 
principle in view, he was satisfied ‘that the com- 
pensation at present allowed to the Attorney Gen- 
eral was ample for all the services he rendered, even 


l if the additional duties contemplated by the bill 


(and which, Mr. J. contended, would not render 
the duties of the office onerous or burdensome) 


| should be imposed upon him. 


Mr. J. yielded for explanation to Messrs. HEN- 
LEY and RATHBUN., 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL made a few remarks 
in favor of the bill. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, after some pre- 
liminary remarks in relation to the popularity of 
the theme of economy in the House and in the 
country, but insisting that the expenditure of 
money was not necessarily extravagance, nor a 
departure from the principles of economy, pro- 
ceeded to advocate the bill. He quoted the recom- 
mendation of the Executive on the subject at the 
commencement of the present session, contending 
that that recommendation was in accordance with 
recommendations previously made and opinions 
expressed by former Presidents. 

Mr. S. yielded for explanation to Messrs, C. J. 
INGERSOLL, PETTIT, and J. Q. ADAMS. 

Mr. GILES spoke generally in favor of the bill, 
in reply to the objections of Mr, Joxss, and in 
opposition to the motion of Mr. Gorpon, to strike 
out the sixth section., 

Mr. OWEN said he had buta few words to 
say on this bill, and would not now have troubled 
the committee at all, were it not, that in the course 
of this discussion another bill had been the sub- 
ject of comment, a bill which he considered one of 
the most important that yet remained untouched 
by this Hlouse—the bill, namely, to reorganize the 
State Department. 

In regard to the bill before the committee (said 
Mr. Owen) I was at first disposed to vote for the 
amendment: of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Virron,] prohibiting. the Attorney General from 

ractising In the courts, except as attorney for the 

nited States. But I am not a member of the 
profession, and those who are, and have far more 
experience in such matters than, I—the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Incursou1] and others-— 
seem to agree that such a restriction 1s inexpedient. 
If so, and none such is imposed, then I am op- 
posed to raising the Attorney General’s salary 
above what it now is. With his probable private 
practice added, it is already higher than that of 
the other members of the Cabinet. Equal with 
theirs I am willing to make it, if we decide that 
he is not to reap the benefit of private practice. 

But, sir, in voting against the increase of salary 
in this case, I am not actuated by the same princi- 
ples which I_hear avowed by some of my fellow 


| members. ‘Che gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 


Jones,] arguing not only against this bill, but, as 
I understood him, against all reorganization of the 
Department of State, declared, that other gentlemen 
might do as they pleased about voting to raise sala- 
ries, he “intended to be on the people’s side.” Sir, 
I will not say that no member has a right to use 
such language; all gentlemen are free to make what 
professions they will on this floor. But this Tsay, 
thatsuch exclusive claim to devotion to the public 
involves, incidentally at least, the implication that 
all who voted, on such subjects, in opposition to 
the gentleman, have no regard either to the wishes 
or the interests of the people. Sir, if to vote for 
low salaries were the true and exclusive test of 
patriotism, a patriot’s reputation would be cheaply 
earned. Lor myself, I hold that it is sometimes as 
imperative a duty to vote for an additional salary, 
as it may be im another case, to vote a reduction. 
Tn both’ cases, the interest of the public service 
should alone direct us iñ our-action. If, ata salar 

of $1,500 a year, we cannot procure certain quali- 
fications necessary to a particular station, it may 
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be a dereliction from duty to refuse to vote for 
49,000. If with $1,500 we procure an insuficient 
calibre of talent, we are actually squandering that 
very money; paying it without any value received 
to the public; we might as well cast it in the river. 
The sole question ought to be, for what salary, as 
a general rule, are we likely to obtain the grade 
of capacity required to fill a given office. That 
amount we ought to vote for; not less, for that 
would be false and miserable economy; not more, 
for that would be wasteful extravagance. 

No reference, in all this, ought to be had to the 
individual; not a thought ought to be bestowed, | 
except upon the interest of the public service. 

I heard, sir, some weeks since with regret, I say 
even with pain, a gentleman from Ohio near me 
(Mr. Sawyer] propound, in this connexion, the 
doctrine, that ‘to the victors belong the spoils.” 
In one sense, this axiom is strictly true; a conquer- 
ing army hasa right to the arms, equipage, bag- 
gage, and all other spoils it may capture. But | 
before we can bring such a doctrine to bear on the 
distribution of offices, we must prove, first, that 
here are victors and vanquished; that the Demo- 
cratic party and the Whig party are two hostile 
armies, set over against each other in battle array; 
and, secondly, that offices are spoils. 

Six, for myself, I regard the two great partics of | 
this country, not as enemies, fighting for victory, 
but as friends, with a common object, the good of 
their common country, though striving to reach 
that object by different roads. Here are no victors; 
here are no vanquished. And as to the idea that | 
offices are spoils, it must first be proved that they | 
are property. Butthe gentleman from Ohio has him- 
self, in the very speech to which I have referred, | 
furnished the best refutation of a position so utter- 
ly fallacious. He has quoted, from a message of 
Prosidont Jackson, the true doctrine in regard to 
office. T read from the quotation as given in the 
samphlet speech of the gentleman, of which he 
kas kindly furnished me a copy: 


« Office is considered as a species of property; and Gov- 
ernment rather as a means of promoting individual interest, 
than as an instrument created solely for the service of the 
people.” 

And again: 

“Ina country where offices are created solely for the 
benefit of the people, no one man has any more intrinsic right 
to official station than another. Offices were not established 
to give support to particular men at the. public expense. 
No individual wrong is therefore done by removal; since 
neither appointment to or continuance in office, is a matter 
of right.” 


Office, says Jackson, is not property. How, 
then, ean offices be spoils? T protest, sir, against 
this monstrous and corrupting doctrine. I hold 
office to be a duty to be performed, not a perqui- 
site to be scrambled for. 

Mr. SAWYER (Mr. Owen yielding) asked | 
whether the gentleman from Indiana did not be- 
lieve that the members of the party that happened 
to bein power had a right to the offices to be dis- 
tributed by that party. 

Mr. OWEN. Sir, President Jackson has an- 
swored that. With him I say, that no man or 
body of men have any rights in the matter at all. 
Neither the Democratic party nor the Whig party, 
let which will be in power, can set up any just 
right, as of property, to the offices of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SAWYER. Does not the gentleman con- 
sider it right that an administration should appoint 
its friends to office? | 

Mr. OWEN. To important offices, certainly. 
But not as a matter of right; as a matter of pru- | 
dence, if not necessity. You cannot expect to 
carry out a certain policy through the agency of | 
its opponents. 1f the gentleman means to ask me | 
whether I consider it an all-sufficient reason for 
the removal of a man from an office, even the most | 
trivial, that he is a Whig; I answer, at once, that || 
Ido not. i 

Mr. SAWYER. Iwil ask the gentleman one 
other question. Has he, since his election, recom- į; 
mended a single Whig to office? | 

Mr. OWEN. But one single Whig has applicd || 
to me for an office. I ascertained that there was i 
i 
i 
1 


no vacancy in the office applied for; and wrote him 
to that effect. (A laugh.) 

I conclude, sir, with expressing a hope, that so 
soon as this bill is disposed of, the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee will call up the bill reorgan- 
izing the State Department. : 


| 
i 
T 
i 
| 
i 


Mr. STANTON replied and defended the bill. 


Independently of the fact that additional duties 
were imposed upon him by this bill, he argued that 
he should receive an equal salary with that of the 
other members of the cabinet; this was an addition- 
al reason. He gave notice ofan amendment, when 
in order, providing that the bill shall ‘take effect 
from the commencement of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. GORDON opposed the increase of salary, 
on the ground that in the case of the present incum- 
bent, as well as his predecessors, the. requisite 
talents were obtained, and could be obtained, at 
the present salary. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL gave notice of an 
amendment he should offer, and said a word in ex- 
planation of its provisions. 

Mr. THURMAN vindicated the committee in 
its report of the bill. He inclined to vote for the 
amendment restricting the Attorney General to the 
discharge of his public duties. If it was so 
amended, he should vote for the proposed increase 
of his salary: otherwise, he should vote against it. 

Mr. TIBBATTS indicated an amendment to be 
offered when in order. 

Mr. BOWLIN explained and defended the po- 
sitions formerly taken by him. 

Mr. HAMLIN replied to arguments advanced 
in support of the bill, and argued that there was 
no public reason for the proposed increase of sal- 
ary. 

The hour of one having arrived, the committee 
proceeded to vote. 

The pending question was on the following 
amendment of Mr. Vinton; which was rejected: 


Add to the 6th section: “ And said Attorney General shall 
not hereafter attend to or transact business as counsel or 
attorney other than for the United States: Provided, That 
he may close such business as he is now retained to attend 


| to? 


The question then recurred on Mr. Gorvon’s 
motion to strike out the 6th section. 

Mr. SAWYER offered an amendment, which 
was rejected, making the increased salary payable 
after the 4th of March, 1849. 

Mr. STANTON offered an amendment to the 
Gth section, making the’ increased salary payable 
from the commencement of the present fiscal year. 
Rejeoed: 

he question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Gorpon, which, by ayes 73, noes 53, was 
agreed to.’ eee ee ed ee 

So the 6th section was stricken oute. o 0... 

The question then was on agreeing. to the sub- 
stitute of Mr. Tinparrs. 

Mr. THURMAN moved toamend the substitute 
by inserting therein the third section of the original 
bill. Rejected. 

Mr. HOGE moved to amend the substitute by 
striking out $2,000 as the salary of the chief clerk, 
(in the fourth section,) and inserting $1,500. 

The amendment, by ayes 76, nocs 38, was agreed 


o. 
Mr. HAMLIN offered the following amend- 
ment; which was rejected: 


Strike out from the substitute the words “in addition to 


t 


| the clerk now authorized by law to the Attorney General.” 


Mr. BOWLIN moved an amendment, striking 
out the section which creates a board to investigate 
indebtedness to the United States. 

‘I'he amendment, by ayes 63, noes 54, was agreed 
to. 

Mr. THURMAN renewed his motion to include 


| in the substitute the third section of the original 


bill, changed so as to go into operation after the 
10th of August next, instead of “from and after 
the passage of the bill.’ Agreed to. 

The substitute of Mr. Trsnatts was then agreed 
to. 
On motion of Mr. HOGE, the committee rose 
and reported the bill and amendments to the House. 

And the question being on concurring in the 
amendments, and on ordering the bill to a third 
reading, 

Mr. NORRIS moved the previous question; 
which was seconded; when, 

On motion of Mr, ROBERTS, the bill and the 


amendments were laid on the table. 
The House then again resolved itself into Com- 


i| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
i! Bropuean, of Pennsylvania, in the chair.) 


A struggle for business followed. 
DEFENSIVE WORKS. 


The result was, that, on motion of Mr. SEAMAN, 
the committee took up the following bill: 


i 


i 


A BILL making appropriations.for certain defensive works 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending the thirtieth 
day of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six. 


Be it enacted. by the Senate and. House of. Representatives 
of the United ‘States of America in. Congress assembled, That 
the following sums be, and they are hereby appropriated, to 
be paid out of any wnappropriated money in the treasury, for 
the preservation, repair, and construction, of certain fortifi- 
eations, for the fiscal year ending: the: thirtieth day of June, 
onc thousand eight hundred and forty-six. 

For the purchase from the State of New York of the de- 
fensive works on Staten Island, together. with the land 
bought by the State for the site of said works, with-all the 
material on and about them, and for repairs ofsaid works, 
when the title of the State of New York shail ‘have been 
extinguished, one hundred thousand dollars: Provided, That 
the Executive be, and heis hereby, authorized to dispose. of 
the site and materials of old Fort Gansevoort, and to apply 
the proceeds of such sale to repair of the works on Staten 
ae ‘the commencement of batteries on Sollers’s Point 
flats, below Baltimore, thirty thousand dollars ; 

For the commencement ofa fort at the entrance to Cum- 
berland Sound, Georgia, twenty thousand dollars 5 

For the commencement of a fort on the east side of Dau- 
phin Island, Mobile bay, Alabama, twenty thousand dol- 
lars. ; 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and to 
insert the following: F 

«That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to suspend the expenditure of the appropriations 
made by the act of the 15th May, 1846, making appropria- 
tions for certain fortifications of the United States for the 
year ending on the 30th June, 1847, until after the termina- 
tion of the war with Mexico.” 

Mr. E. B. HOLMES moved an amendment ap- 
propriating $30,000 for the commencement of de- 
fensive works at the mouth of the Genesce river, 
on Lake Ontario. R 

Mr. SEAMAN went into a speech explanatory 
ofthe item of appropriation for works on Staten 
Island, and the importance and necessity of the 
purchase. 

Mr. GILES followed in some remarks in expla- 
nation of the appropriation for fortifications in 
Maryland, and of the necessity thereof. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved. to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting an appropriation of $48,000. for 
the commencement of fortifications for the harbor 
of New Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, addressed the 
committee in further support of the appropriation 
for the purchase of land at the Narrows. “He re- 
ferred to the purchase of that land in 1794, under 
the recommendation of the judicious and far-sighted 
George Clinton;-who: foresaw the rapid growth of 
the city, and anticipated the necessity of early se- 
curing points for its future defence. He referred 
to the large sum which the State had_ expended in 
the erection of fortifications on Staten Island, which 
were now rapidly passing into a state of dilapida- 
tion. He adverted to the deep interest of the whole 
Union in the safety of the city. He dwelt on the 
yast amount of her wealth and commerce, and ex~ 
pressed his regret. and astonishment that such an 
emporium should be left with so inadequate a de 
fence. Tne only forts which in any degree com- 
manded the Narrows were those of Fort Hamilton, 
situated on a bluff on the shore of Long Island, and 
Fort Lafayette, which was a water battery attached 
to it below. On the Staten Island side of the Nar- 
rows there was nothing but the ruins ofa fortfi- 
cation, the situation of which his colleague had 
already described. 

The Legislature of New York were ready to sell 
this site to the General Government, and to throwin 
all the money which shc had expended on that now 
dilapidated fortress. She demanded from the Gen- 
eral Government defence, and it was ina time of 
peace alone that that defence could be properly 
prepared. Soldiers might be readily and rapidly 
collected in this country at any time, but fortifica~ 
tions were matters which would not rise at the 
word of command and in the hour of necessity, but 
must be slowly prepared beforehand—must be 


| deliberately planned and then erected in such a 


manner as to allow them properly to settle. This 
matter in respect to the fort on Staten Island had 
now reached itscrisis. The offer must be accepted 
or it would be withdrawn. It had been long and 
frequently repeated, and Congress must now say 
ay or no. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL availed himself of this 
| opportunity to make some preparatory ‘explana- 
tions relating to an amendment which he proposed 
hereafter to offer authorizing Chief Justice ‘Taney. 
to settle the disputed question of thé title to the 

Pea Patch, in Delaware river. The various com- 
| plaints which gentlemen had: made-of the unde- 
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fended condition of their harbors reminded him of 
the well-known fable of the mole, who, after hear- 
ing the other animals murmuring against Jupiter 
for their various natural defects, advised them to 
consider hers, who was left without any sight at į 
all, The harbors of other cities might, in their 
defences, be more or less defective, but Philadel- 
phia had no defence at all. The Pea Patch was 
situated on an-island below the city cminently 
fitted for the defence of the river, and nothing had 
prevented it from being long since occupied by an 
effective fortification but a dispute as to the title. 

The State of Delaware had withdrawn her 
claim, and a Mr. Gale, now the only remaining 
claimant, had offered to submit to the arbitration 
of the Chief Justice of the United States. The 
offer had been acceded to by the Secretary of 
War, and it now only remained for Congress to 
give its sanction to the arrangement, and to take 
the preliminary steps for the erection of the fortifi- 
cation. The appropriation formerly proposed of 
4500 to compensate Chief Justice Taney for the 
labor of this award, Mr. I. was willing to with- 
draw, and thus remove the only obstacle to a final 
arrangement. 

Amendments were indicated by Messrs. HUB- | 
BARD, of Connecticut, and HUNGERFORD. 
Mr. H. briefly advocated his, which proposed 
provision for the defence of Sackett’s Harbor. 

On motion, the committee rose and reported. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, asked leave to introduce 
a resolution setting apart Monday next specially 
for the consideration of the bill providing for the 
construction of iron war steamers. 

Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER (on leave) laid before the House 
a communication from Major P. M. Butler, one of 
the commissioners to the Indians in Texas, &c., | 
referring to animadversions made in the House of | 
Representatives upon the manner in which the ex- 
penditarcs had been made by that mission, and 
asking the appointment of a select committee to 
inquire into them. . 

r. BURT asked leave to offer a resolution pro- 
viding for the appointment of such committee. 

Mr. KING, of New York, objecting— 

Mr. B. moved a suspension of the rules for the 
reception of the resolution. 

Ar. HOGE asked the yeas and nays on this 
motion, 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, moved to lay the | 
resolution on the table. | 
The SPEAKER declared the motion out of or- 

der, the resolution not yet having been received. 

Mr. BURT desired to state that if the committee 
should be appointed, he-should ask to. be excused 
from service thereons Oo ATES 


“And pending thé motion to suspend the rules, 
The House adjourned. ve 


IN SENATE, 
Fray, July 24, 1846. 

The Journal having been read— 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial from druggists 
and physicians of New York, asking that the duty 
on leeches may not be increased; which was laid 
on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
ment, House bills with the following titles: 

An act for the relief of Patrick Kelly, senior, of 
the county of Indiana, State of Pennsylvania. 

Anact for the relief of Patrick Masterson, 

An act for the relief of Ebenezer Conant, of the 
county of Jefferson, State of New York. 

An’act for the relief of Lewis Laing. i 

An act granting a pension to Joseph Duncan. 

An act for the relief of William Gump. 

"Mr. J. also asked that said committee be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
for the relief-of Samuel R. Reese, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which | 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE, from theCommittee on Pensions, | 
reported back, , without amendment; House bills 
with the following titles, viz: : 

An act for the relief of Mary Phelps. >= 

‘An act for the relief of Margaret Gwinnup, of || 
flamilton. county, Ohio. : : | 
E | 


+ ihe relief of James Gee. 


| plish. 


BACKER, from the Committee of |] 


Claims, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill for the relief of John Carr, John Batty, and 
Samuel Stevenson, seamen on board the whale- 
ship Margaret. 


THE PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 


„Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back the House bill in relation to 
the payment of claims, without amendment, recom- 
mending its passage, and moving its immediate 
consideration. 

The motion to take up the above entitled bill 
was agreed to; and the bill was considered as in 
committee of the whole, reported back, without 
amendment, ordered to ‘a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


DUTIES ON JAVA COFFEE. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the (House) “bill to repeal 
‘that part of the act of the 30th August, 1842, 
‘which imposes a duty of 20 per centum ad valo- 
“rem on Java coffee, and to refund the discrimina- 
‘ting tonnage duties levied on Spanish vessels 
‘(excepting those from Cuba and Porto Rico) by 
‘the act of the 30th July, 1832, and to prohibit 


© such duties hereafter; which motion was agreed | 


to. 

_ The Senate, as in committee of the whole, con- 
sidered the bill, and adopted the following substi- 
tute, reported from the Committee on Finance, 
viz: 


That from and after the passage of this act, coffee the 
production. or growth of the colonies- or dependencies of 
the Netherlands, imported into the United States from the 
Netherlands, citherin Dutch or American vessels, shall be 
admitted free of duty; and so much of the act approved the 
thirtieth day of August, cightcen hundred aud forty-two, en- 
titled “An act to provide revenue from imports, and to 
change and modiiy existing taws imposiug dutics on im- 
ports, and for other purposes,” as is inconsistent herewith, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed, 

Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sceretary of 
the ‘reasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and required 


otherwise appropriated, to the several persons or 
entitled to the same, the amount of duties levie 
lected upon the importations of coflve in Americ essels 
from the Netherlands, the production or growth of the col- 
onies or dependencies of the Netheriands, between ihe thir- 
tieth day of August, cighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
the cleventh day of September, cighteen hundred and torty- 
five. 

Sec. 3. Andbe it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and required to 
r ad and pay, out of any money in the treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the persons or parties severally enti- 
tied to receive the same, the amount of discriminating ton- 
nage duties heretofore levied and collected on |. Spanish 
vessels coming fiom foreign countries (except from’ Caba 
and Porto Rico) underthe act approved the thirteenth duy of 
July, cighteen hundred and. thirty-two, entitled “ An- aet 
concerning tonnage duties on Spanish vessels 5”? and from 
and after the passage of this act, no discriminating tonnage 
duiies shall be levied on Spanish,vessels coming from for- 
gign countries, except those coming from Cuba or Porto 

ico. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, the bill ordered to a 
third reading, read a third time, and passed. The 
title was amended, and passed as follows: 


An act to exempt coffee imported from. the Netherlands 
from duty in certain eases, und for other purposes. 


MILITARY BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. ALLEN moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill further to extend the 
time for locating Virginia military land warrants, 
and returning surveys to the General Land Office; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The bill was considered as in committee of the 
whole, reported back without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


LOST TREASURY NOTES. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate proceed- 
ed, as in committee of the whale, to the considera- 
tion of the “ bill to provide for the payment of the 
evidences of public debt in certain cases.” 

Mr. E. moved an amendment to the bill, by the 
addition of a section repealing the fifth section of 
the ‘bill to authorize the issue of treasury notes, 
and a loan,” passed a few days since, which. sec- 
tion, Mr. E. said, provided imperfectly for the 
same object which the bill is designed to accom- 


The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was. agreed to; the bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate as amended, the amendment concurred in, the | 
bilt ordered to a third reading, and, by unanimous | 
consent, read a third time, and passed. 


1 
i 


| ported b 


HARBOR AND RIVER APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. DIX moved that the Senate resume the con- 
sideration of the harbor and river appropriation bill . 


Mr. RUSK. expressed the hope that the bill au- 
thorizing the President to increase the naval force 
of the United States by adding thereto the naval 
establishment of Texas, would be taken up and 
disposed of. 

Mr. WESTCOTT expressed a desire to get up 
the bill for the admission of Lowa into the Union. 

The question being first upon taking up the mo- 
tion by Mr. Dix, the yeas and nays were taken, 
and decided in the affirmative, by the following 
vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Bar- 
row, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, 
Cilley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Davis, 
Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Greene, Hannegan, Hunt- 
ington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Miller, Morehead, 
Pearce, Phelps, Semple, Simmons, Speight, Sturgcon, Up- 
ham, and Woodbridge—35, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Chalmers, Fairfield, 
Tlouston, Lewis, McDuttie, Mangum, Pennybacker, Rusk, 
Sevier, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—14. 

The bill was then considered as in committee of 
the whole. 

The question being on the 4th amendment re- 
the committee, 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words ‘ Secretary of 
War,” where they occur, and substituting the 
words ** President of the United States.” 

Considerable discussion took place on this mo- 
tion, which was finally negatived. 

The amendment of the Committee was then dis- 
agreed to. 


Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

Jor the improvement and continnation of the canal 
around the Muscle Slroals, in the Tennessee river, nud re- 
moving obstructions in said river above said shoals, $100,000, 
to be expended under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment.” 

Upon the question on the adoption of this amend- 
ment, Mr. J. demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Breese, Chal- 
mers, Crittenden, Evans, Houston, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Rusk, Turney, and Westeott—13. 

NAYS—Me . Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Bright, Cass, Cilley, John M. Clayton, ‘Thomas Clayton, 
Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Greene, 
Hannegan, Haywood, Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, Me~ 
Duflie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Penny- 
hacker, Phelps, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Woodbridge, and Yulee." ooa s 

So the amendment. was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, ‘of Louisiana, submitted the 
following amendment, which he advocated in a few 
remarks, viz: 

«For improvement. of the navigation of the Sabine river, 
and of the harbor at its mouth, $10,000,” 

Mr. RUSK submitted the following amendments 
to the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Louisiana: 

«For the survey and improvement of the harbor at Gal- 
veston, in Texas, $10,000. 

“For the survey and improvement of the channel to 
Matagorda bay, in the State of Texas, $10,000.” 

The question being taken first upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, it was rejected. 

The question. recurring upon the original amend- 
ment, it was rejected. | i 

Mr. ARCHER submitted the following amend- 
ment, which was rejected: 

“for improving the harbor of Richmond to Bermuda 
Hundred, $45,000.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted. the 
following amendment, which was rejected: 

“For the improvement of the harbor at Port Pontehar- 


| train, Louisiana, 95,000.” 


Mr. JARNAGIN moved the following amend- 
ment, viz: 

Strike out the following: 

«For the improvement of the Ohio river above the falls 
at Louisville, $80,000. 


« For the improvement of the Ohio river below the [alls at 


! Louisville, and of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas 


rivers, $240,000. 
for removing 

ment of said river, $80, 
Upon the adoption of this. amendment the yeas 

and nays were demanded; and, being taken, re~ 


the raft of Red rivér, and for the improve- 
000.77 


sulted—yeas 13, nays 38, as follows: 


G YRAS-—Mesers. Atherton, Bagby, Berricn, Calhoun, Cil- 
ley, Fairfield, Jarnagin, Lewis, McDuflie, Pennybacker, 
Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—13. 
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NAYS~-Messrs. Allen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Bar- 
row, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cass, Chalmers, Jobn M. Clay- 
tou, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Greene, Hannegan, Haywood, Hous- 
ton, Huntington, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Mary- 
land, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Rusk, Semple, Sevicr, 
Simmons, Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—38. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following 
amendment; which was rejected: 


« For improving the harbor of Apalachicola, and removing 
the obstructions in St. George’s Sound, and for improving 
the harbor of St. Mark’s below Fort St. Mark’s, and for im- 
proving the harbor at and near the mouth of the Suwannee 
river, and for improving the harbor of Tampa, below Fort 
Brooke, in the State of Florida, $50,000, or so much thereof 
asthe President of the United States may dcem proper and 
necessary to be expended.” 


Mr. NILES moved the following amendment; 
which was rejected, to wit: 

“Por purchasing the stock of the ‘Union Company,’ for 
improving Connecticut river from its mouth to Hartford, 
$40,000, so as to relieve the navigation of said river from a 
charge injurious to the commerce of the country.” 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted the following 
amendment; which was rejected, to wit: f 


“For completing the improvement of Ure navigation of ; 
the river Thames, connected with the harbor of Norwich, | 
Connecticut, $20,000,” 


Mr. DAYTON moved the following amendment; 
which was rejected, viz: 


« For improving the channel of Delaware river, between 
Bristol and Trenton, $10,000.” 

My, FAIRFIELD moved the following amend- 
ment; which was rejected, yeas 8, nays 31, viz: 

« For repairing the piers heretofore built by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in and at the mouth of Saco river, 
in Maine, 45,000.07 

[A message was received from the President of 
the United States, announcing that he had signed 
and approved the joint resolution in relation to the 
printing of Congress, and regulating the compen- 
sation therefor. 

A message in writing was also received from the 
President. | 

Mr. ATHERTON submitted the following pro- | 
viso as an amendment to the bill: 


“Provided, That no money shall be drawn from the treas- 
nry on account of any appropriations contained in this act, 
unless the revenues of the Government shall be sufficient 
to pay the current expenses of the year without resorting to 
treasury notes or loans.” 


Mr. NILES moved an amendment, by striking 
out the word “current,” before expenses, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “ordinary.” 

After some remarks from Mr. WESTCOTT and 


Mr. SPEIGHT, the amendmentof Mr. Nizus was 


rejected, 

The question was then about to be taken on Mr. 
Arnerron’s amendment, when he called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, being 
taken, it resulted as follows: 

YEAS—M Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bright, Cal- 
houn, Chalmers, Cilley, Evans, Fairfield, Haywood, Hous- 
ton, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, Pennybacker, Turney, West- 
cott, and Yutee—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, | 
Breese, Cass, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, 
Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Greene, Hanne- |i 
gan, Huntington, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Mary- 
fand, Miller, Morchead, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, Semple, |i 
Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, and 
Woodbridge—33. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted the following | 
amendment: ; ji 

Add the following section: | 


« And whereas it is anticipated that the revenue for the ! 
year ending June 30th, 1847, will be inadeguate to pay the 
expenditures of the Government allowed by law, and that a 
regort must be had to other means for obtaining funds for the 
use of the Government: ‘Therefore, in order to raise money 
to effect the objects of this act— 

e Beit further enacted, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be authorized and directed to make, sign, and issue certifi- i 
cates to an amount not exceeding the amount appropriated 
by this act, and ten per centwn thereon payable to the order 
of the Secretary of War, reciting the provisions of this act, 
and the specific item of appropriation to procure funds ; 
for which the same is issued, for such sums as he may i: 
deem proper, not less than one hundred dolars, and the ; 
same shall be received at any of the hind offices in payment | 

| 
| 


for lands purchased of the United States sold at public sale, 

or by private entry, and which certificates shall not bear | 
interest, and the Secretary of the Treasury shail deliver | 
said certificates to the Secretary of War; and that before | 
any of such works shall be commenced, or any expense in- | 
curred thereon, the Seerctary of War shall, by sale of so H 
many of said certificates as may be necessary at public sale (| 


| to a third reading, the yeas and nays were demand- | 


for cash, within the State or Territory in which tie partie- | 
wiar work for whieh the same were issued is situated, which |! 
sale may he at a discount of not more than ten per centum | 
on the amount of such certificates, have raised the amount | 
appropriated by this act necessary to carry on such work.” 


Mr. HANNEGAN said that he was desirous of = 


i 
i 


seeing how many, and who of the Senators were 
ready to vote for the issuing of land scrip at ten 
per cent. interest, and demanded the yeas and 
nays upon the latter amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered upon the above 
amendment, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 
YEA—Mr. Westcott—l. 


NAYS—Messrs. Ailen, Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Ather- ; 


ton, Barrow, Benton, Berricn, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, 
Cass, Chalmers, J. M. Clayton, T. Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 


den, Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Fairtield, Greene, Han- j 


negain, Haywood, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Mary- 
land, McDutiie, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Penny- 
backer, Phelps, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Speight, 
Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, and Weodbridge—-38. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


No further amendments being submitted, the 
bill was reported to the Senate, with an unimpor- 
tant amendment adopted in committee a day or two 
since. 

The question being on concurring in this amend- 
ment, it was decided in the negative. 


Mr. DAVIS moved that the appropriation of | 
$12,000 for the improvement of the harbor at Lit- | 


tle Fort, on Lake Michigan, be stricken out. 

Upon this question Mr. D. demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bagby 
houn, Chalmers, Cilley, Davis, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Hay- 
wood, Huntington, Jarnagin, Lewis, Mangum, Niles, Pen- | 
nybacker, Rusk, Sevier, Turney, Westeott, and Yulee—23. | 

WNAYS—Messrs. Alien, Ashley, Atehison, Barrow, Ben- | 
ton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, John M. Clayton, Thos. | 
Ciayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Dickinson, Greene, Hanne- 
gan, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Miller, | 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Semple, Simmons, Speight, : 
Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, and Woodbridge—29, | 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAGBY moved that the further considera- 


Berrien, Cal- ; 


| 
|| on fertile soils. 


of the other House, estimated with sufficient ,lib- 
erality when they concluded that thenew bill would 
produce a revenue of $22,000,000. He adverted 
to the generally received opinion that specific du- 
ties are necessarily high duties, while ad valorem 
| duties were more moderate; and contended that 
in effect specific duties were ad valorem. Specific 
duties had the advantage of simplicity. Lay a 
duty of six cents the bushel on salt, and no man 
can misunderstand it; but if you say twenty per 
cent. ad valorem, itis aleile to perplex and con- 
fuse those who are not well acquainted with. the 
operation of the principle. There was and always 
must be, a difficulty in ascertaining the real value 
; of merchandise for the purpose of fixing the amount 
of duty. It is contended by the Secretary that 
more revenuc has been derived from ad valorem 
ii than from specific duties; and demonstrated by 
figures that the reverse is the fact—that so far as 
they are collected, specific duties yield more in 
proportion than ad valorem. The estimates of the 
Secretary were made out by some one who had 
committed great errors. 

He did not regret the rule on which this bill was 


i founded, so much as he regretted the motive which 
; manifested itself in all the speeches which he had 
i 


heard in defence of the measure. It was aimed at 
the growing prosperity of our country. Heasked, 
what had the mechanics, the manufacturers, done 
to excite the hostility of those who assailed them? 
These men had been cast on a steril soil, and un- 
able to obtain subsistence from a flat rock, had 
been compelled to resort to other means of subsist- 
į ence, which required more wear and tear of muscle 
í and brain than was extorted from those who lived 
He averred that he would be 
ready to give protection to the interests of any 


tion of the subject be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. HAY WOOD expressed the hope that the į 
motion would be withdrawn. He was opposed to | 
the bill, but desired that the question might be ta- 
ken, and it disposed of. 


Mr. BAGBY proceeded to address the Senate |; : é ] t 
i| and give them a premium on it besides. 


against the bill; but gave way to 
Mr. SIMMONS, who said that he was not aware 


i that it was the intention of the Senator from Ala- || 


bama to address the Senate upon the bill, and he } 
had assented to the postponement of the special | 
order—the tariff—supposing that the question was | 
to be taken on the bill. 

Cries of ‘let him go on,” and ‘‘ dispose of the ! 
bill,’’ were heard. 

Mr. SIMMONS assented. 

Mr. LEWIS moved that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the special order. 

{Cries of ** special order,” and ‘ question.’’] 

The question was taken upon the motion to take 


up the special order, and decided In the negative 1! 


on a division—yeas 18, nays 25. 

Mr. BAGBY resumed and concluded his re- 
marks, denying, at some length, both the consti- 
tutionality and the expediency of the bill. 

The question being called upon ordering the bill | 


ed, and resulted—yeas 34, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Al 
Breese, Cameron, 
Corwin, Davis, Da 
gan, Huntington, Jan 


» Ashley, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, 
Jobn M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, 
3, Dickinson, Dix, Greene, Hanne 


ple, Sevier, Simmo. 
and Woodbridge 

NAYS—Me: Caihoun, Chal- 
mers, Cilley, Fairticid, Haywood, Houston, Lewis, } 
gum, Niles, Penaybacker, Turney, Westcott, and Yulce—li 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was then read a 
third time and passed, in the precise terms in which 
it was reported to the Senate from the House of 
Represontatives. 


s Speight, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of the 
“ bill to reduce the duties on imports, and for other 
purposes.” 

Mr. SIMMONS resumed his remarks, review- 
ing and criticising the estimate of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as to the amount of revenue antici- 
pated from this bill. In a communication from the 
President on the subject of the resources on which 
he relied for the prosecation of the war with Mex- 
ico, the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury 
accompanying it was open to some correction, 


| He was satisiicd that the Secretary, and the chair- 
i man of the Committee on Finance, as well as the 


chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 


gin, Johnson of Louisiana. Jonson ʻi 
of Maryland, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Pheips, Rusk, Sem- |: 


other section of the country whenever it was asked, 
and he could not understand the opposition made 
to the manufacturing interest. The pursuits of 
gentlemen of the West were different from those of 
the Eastern cities. He would give gentlemen until 
they became as gray as a badger to catch a whale, 
Yet those 
; who are engaged in manufactures were stigmatized 
as monopolists, and their applications were treated 
with contempt or neglect. ` 

In looking on the interests operated on by this 
bill, he said that there was a new interest of which 
he knew vory little, but which he felt desirous to 
encourage: it was the manufacture of chemicals, in 
which scientific and learned men are engaged-—men 
whom it does the heart good to talk with on ac- 
count of their profound knowledge of the elements 
of which Nature is composed. One of the articles 
| in which they are most interested is retorts, and 


i) these are only to be obtained ata single market, 


where they cost from ten to twenty thousand dol- 
Jars each. On these the duty ad valorem would 


| operate most injuriously. 


The forty per cent. class included rose wood, 
| cedar wood, mahogany, &c., while the cabinet 
| furniture was only 30 per cent.; thus the furniture 
made by foreign workmen received greater favor 
“than our own industry consuming the raw mate- 
‘rial. 
Because England modified her system, it was no 
| good ground for our following her example. On 
the contrary, it should induce us to be more cau- 
tious in our course. He looked with some ill-fore- 
bodings to the consequences which were likely to 
result from the great contest now going on between 
| England, France, and ourselves, for the markets of 
! the world. He feared the time would come when 
this rivalry would have to be determined in a mode 
which humanity would mourn, and which he should 
most earnestly labor to postpone. 
He continued his argument against the bill at 
much length; and, having concluded, 
. Mr. WEBSTER arose to address the Senate; 
but gave way to 
i Mr. HAYWOOD, who moved that the Senate 
' proceed to the consideration of Executive business; 
which motion was agreed to. 
_ , Phe Senate thereupon went into Executive ses- 
sion, and after some time spent therein, 
Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Fripay, July 24, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be as follows: 
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INDIANS IN. TEXAS. 


The following letter having been laid before the 
House yesterday by. the Speaker— 


Lo the honorable the Speaker and Members 
. of the House of Representatives: 

On my arrival inthis city last evening, I learned that the 
amount expended: by the commissioners appointed by the 
President to negotiate a treaty with the Cumauche and other 
wild tribes of Indians has been the subject of animadversion 
in both Houses of Congress. I desire to avoid no responsi- 
bility fer any act of mine, public or private. But LT havc a 
right to ask ‘that the facts shall be Known before P am made 
the subject of censure. -F therefore bave the honor to re- 
quest that the whole. subject may be referred to a commit- 
tee, with power to send for persons and papers. 

fam“ prepared, to account, for every dollar whieh has 
passed through my hands, and I hope. also to show that my | 
expenditures were necessary and proper. 

v o E haye the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, ` f P.M. BUTLER. 

WASHINGTON, July 23, 1846, 


Mr. Burr (leave having been denied) had moved 
a suspension of the rules to enable him to offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That-a committee of five members he appointed 
to inqnire.and report’ as to the legality and propricty of the 
expenditures of Messrs, Butler and Lewis, commissioners 
to the Cumanche and other Indian tribes; and that the com- 
mittee have power to send for persons and papers. 

Pending which motion the House had adjourned. 

The question therefore now recurved, “Shall the 
rules be suspended” for the purpose of the intro- 
duction of the said resolution? : 

The SPEAKER suid that when the question of 
order was raised on the resolution Jast evening, the 
Chair had decided that it could not be entertained | 
without-a suspension of the rales; but on reflec- | 
tion, the Chair was of opinion that inasmuch as | 

| 
$ 


the resolution contemplated only a motion which 
was incident to the letter itself’, then before the 
House, it might be received, without a suspension 
of the rules. °’ f 

The resolution bei 


ng thus before the FLouse, and 
the 


question being on its adoption, 


were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- | 
lows: 


YEAS~Messrs, Abbott, Barringor, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, | 
Branchard; Boyd, Brinkerhot, Brodhead, Wan. G. Brown, 
Burt, Witham W. Campbell, JohnH. Campball, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Calver, Daniel, Garrett 
Davis, De Mott, Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, Poot, Garvin, 
Giles, Graham, Grider; Grinnell, Harper, Hilliard, Blias Be 
Holmes, George: 8. Houston, Samuct D. Hubbard, Hunger- 
ford, Hunter, Gharles” J: Ingersoll, Joseph’ R: Ingersoll, | 
Andrew Johnson; Kaufman; Daniel’ P. King, Phomas But- | 
ler King, Leake, La Sere, Lewis, Lumpkin, MeClotand, | 
McCiarnand, MeConuell, Joseph F MeDowell, McHenry, | 
Barkley Martin, Pendleton, Pettit, Pillsbury, Pollock, Rani- | 
sey, Rele, Rhett, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, Runk, Scam- 
mon, Seaman, Severance, Alexander D- Sir a, Leonard H 
Sims, Truman Smith, Athert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stun- 

“ton, Starkweather, Stephens, St. Jahn, Strom, Thomas- 
son, Benjamin Thompson, Jacob Thompson, “human, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Tredway, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Wick, 
Woodward, Woodworth, and Youug—91. 

NAYS~—Megsra, Stephen Adams, Bowlin, Chipman, Dar- | 
gan, Dromgoule, Edsall, Erdman, Fieklin, Poster, Goodyear, 


Mr. BOWLIN asked the yeas and nays; which i 


Strike out the words, * nor shall said committee | 
sit during the vacation between the two sessions of 1 
Congress.” — 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested to Mr. BowiIN 
so to modify his resolution asto remove the restric- 
| tion which it imposed on the testimony to be taken, 
and which, ifnot modified, would operate to the pre- į 
judice of the Government. If this was not done, 
he thought that the resolution should be voted 
| down, or that the vote adopting the original reso- : 
! lution should be reconsidered. i 

Some conversation followed between Messrs. P. | 
KING, BURT, and HOPKINS, as to the powers | 
which the resolution conferred on the committee. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the; 
House the following communication, which, the | 
Speaker said, he had just received 


i 


To the honorithle the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives + 


T have just learned that. Governor Batter has made appl 
cation foran investigation into the expenditures of onr mis- 
sion to the prairie Indians, in consequence of some animad- 
versions upon them in both Houses of Congress. T was 
absent when this application was made, or T would bave | 
joined in it most heartily. T hope wH be incinded init i 
now. T feel fully prepared to account for and to justify the | 
expenditure of è dole, (rom the beginning to the end 
of the mission, #8 Tam concerned, | 

ł 
{ 


With great, haste, your obedient servant, : 
M. G. LEWIS. 

After some explanations mid suggestions by |) 
Messrs. McK AY, DROMGOQOLE, and BURT, | 
A motion, which had beén intimated by Mr ii 

| Bropueav, to reconsider the vote by which the | 
original resolution Inul been adopted, came up. | 
The previous question was demanded and sec- || 
onded. : 
The main question was ordered, and, being tas | 
ken, the vote was reconsidered. a 


! A i 
| The question then recurring on the adoption of | 


the said original resolution, | 
Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the whole sub- | 
jeet be laid en the table, | 
"The question having been taken and decided in | 
the afirmative, | 
The whole subject was laid on the table. i 
On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, il 


Ordered, That leave be given to withdraw the 
papers in the case of Tenry Disbrow. 


Mr, BOYD rose and asked leave to submit a: 
motion, to which, he said, he hoped there would be 
no objection, The joint resolution which had i 
passed both Houses, providing for the adjourn- 
ment of Congress on Monday, the 40th. day of 
August, had not specified the hour at which the 
adjournment should take place. “The result might 
probably be that the two Houses would remain i 
session wl night. ‘To obviate this state of things, 
for which there was no sort of necessity, he would 
move that the hour at which the two Houses 
| would adjourn should be Hectve meridian. 


Gordon, Hamlin, Henley, John W, Houston, Jas. B, Wuut, | 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn | 
Jones, P- King; Lawrence, Long, McOlenn, MeGaughey, | 

f 


March, Mori Morse, Moscley, Norris, Parrish, Phelps, 
Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Sawyer, Vance, Wheaton, and Wil- 
Hiains—33, 


So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. BOWLIN, in connexion with the same |i 


subject, and on leave given, offered the following 
resolution: : 

Resolved, That the select committee, in the ex- 
ecutioù of the commission under the resolution to 
examine into the expenditures relative to the com- | 
missioners to the Cumanche Indians, shall not send | 
for persons beyond the District of Columbia, but | 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
1 
\ 
l 
i 
j 
| 
{ 
| 


i 
i 


in lieu thereof shall receive such affidavits as the || 


commissioners may procure to be taken, and certi 
fied by any judicial officer; nor shall said commit- 
tee sit during the vacation between the two sessions 
of Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS, remarking that this resolution 
would in effect. operate asa revocation of the origi- 
nal-resolution; moved the amendment which fol- 
lows. The resolution which had - been adopted 

amounted to nothing at this late period of the sês- 
sion unless authority was given’ to the committee 
tost during the recess: ; : 
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The motion (having taken the form of a joint | 
resolution) was nyreed to NEM. CON. 


NAVAL PENSION BILI. 


The SPEAKER, by consent, Inid before the | 
louse a message from the Senate mforming the ; 
TIousce that that body had passed the bill making ; 
appropriations for naval pensions, with an amend: | 


ment appropriating $3,000 for the payment of in- A 
valid pensioners, which, prior to 1844, had heen ‘i 
paid from the privateer pension fund, 
i” Mr. MeKAY moved the reference of the bill to © 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. 
| My, KING, of Massachusetts, moved that the 
House concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER said that, inasmuch as the 
amendment involved an appropriation, the bill 
| must be committed. 

Whereupon the bill was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of Union. 


THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 
iE 


| Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL moved a suspension o i 
the rules, to enable him to offer the resolutions ii 
i 

i 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


e 
1 


which he had yesterday offered, but which were |; 


i pot then received; and asked the yeas and nays on | 


GTON, BY BLAIR & RI 


i awares for the purchase 


OBE. 


VES. 


No, 72. 


New. SERIES 


the motion, which were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted as follows: 


Tilden, 'Trumbo, 
Vance, Vinton, White, Winthrop, Woodrull, and Young 

54 
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NAY &—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Bayly, Red- 
inger, Bell, toh, James Black, James A, Blick, Bowlin, 
Bonkerhotf, William G. Rrown, Burt, Catheart, Chipman, 
Clarke, Cobb, Caillom, Cunningham, Danicl, Do Mott, Pik 
lingham, Dowrlass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Basalt, BY worth, 
Erdman, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grover, Hanlin, Homey, Hoge, Dopkins, George 8. 
Houston, Bdmaad W. Hubard, Hungertord, James Be Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, denkins, James I. Johnson, Andrew 
obnson, G. We Janes, Senborn Jones, Kaufman, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, Me- 
Clem, McClernand, MeCounett, Mc@rate, J.J. MeDowel, 
MeHenry, McKay, Barkley Martin, Mor Morse, Nor j 
rrish, Perri, Penit, Phelps, Pitshiry, Rathbun, Reid, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Seammon, Mexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Stanton, Starkweather, 
St. John, James Thompsc Jacoh Thompson, Tibbitts 
Tredway, Wenuyorth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wood- 
ward, Woodworth, and Vost--95. 

So the rules were not suspended, and the reso- 
lutions were not received. y 

The SPEAKER annotinced the regular order of 
business to be the call ofthe committees for re- 
ports i 

Mr. SEAMAN moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on thestate of 
the Union, 

The motion was rejected. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 


i 


i tees in their order for reports. 


Mr. CATHCART. from the Committee on In- 


l dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill from 
| the Senate entitled An act to allow Elijah White 
l additional compensation for services and reim- 


bursement of expenses incurred by him as acting 
snb-agent of Indian. affairs west of the Rock 


| Mountains,” reported the same without amend- 
uH ment. 


Ordered to be committed. 

Mr. Ca also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of certain Miami Indians: read 
and committed. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
urs, to which was referred the resolution from the 
nate to authorize the President to sanction an" 
srecment mado between the Wyandots and Del- 
\ of certain lands by the 
foyther of the latter tribe of Indians, reported the 
same without amendment, and with a recommenda- 
tion eee it do not pass. The resolution was re- 
jected. 

Mr. ISAAC E. HOLMES, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill 
from the Senate entitled ‘An act for the relief of 
Thomas Brownell,” reported the same without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it do 
not pass; and the bill was rejected. i 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, from the Commit- 
tes on Indian Affairs, reported a joint resolution 
to authorize the Secretary of War to adjudicate the 


a 


‘claims of the Su-quah-nateh-at and other claims 
i of Choctaw Indians, whose cases were left unde- 


termined by the commissioners for the want of the 


i township maps; which was read three times and 


ed. 

n ISAAC E. HOLMES, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, reported, without amendment, 
Senate bills of the following titles, viz: An act 
for the relief of Ebenezer Batlard;’? “ An act for 
the relief of Harriet Ward;”? and an act for the 
relicf of James. Lowe. Ordered to be committed. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 


pass 
M 


| on Foreign Affhirs, to which was referred the bill 


from the Senate entitled ** An act for the relief of 
the personal representatives of William A. Slacum, 
deceased,” reported the same without amendment. 
Ordered to be commiited. 


On motion of Mr. G. 8. HOUSTON, 
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Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of the * Board of County Commis- 
sioners of Dubuque county, Iowa, for the reim- 
bursement of certain sums of money,” and that it 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr, J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to which was referred the 
bill from the Senate, entitled ‘*An act for the relief 
of R. and B. Kidd,” reported the same without 
amendment. Ordered to be committed. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill:from the 
Senate, entitled ‘An act to authorize the trans- 
portation of goods, wares and merchandise through 
the Indian territories,” reported the same without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that itdo 
not pass; which bill was rejected. 


Mr. BENTON, from the same. committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the Senate, enti- 
tled “ An act to provide for the final settlement of 
the accounts of John Crowell, late agent for the 
Creek Indians,’’ reported the same with an amend- 
ment. Ordered to be committed. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Roads 
and: Canals, reported a bill for the benefit of the 
Alabama, Florida, and Georgia Railroad Com- 

any; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be discharged from the consideration of the 
petitions of sundry: citizens and societies in the 
cities of Baltimore, Philadelphia, Boston, and New 
York, remonstrating against any alteration in the 
oe tariff laws, and that they be laid on the 
table. 


Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported, without amendment, Senate bills of the 
followiag titles, viz: 

An act for the relief of J. Throckmorton; 

An act for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt; 

An act for the relief of Walter Lovaris and Abel 
Gray. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the same 
committee, reported. bills of the following. titles, 
ins id erie: Pe ge ae 

A bill for the relief of Matthew Stewart; 

A bill for the relief of B. O. Tayloe; 

Accompanied by a report in each case. 
twice and committed. 


Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill from the | 
Senate entitled ‘An act for the relief of Abraham 
B. Fannin,” reported the same without amendment. 
Read three times and passed. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the same committee, re- | 
poned without amendment, the following Senate 

ill, which was read three times and passed: “An 
act giving the. assent of Congress to a change of 
the compact entered into between the United States 
and the State of Arkansas on her admission into 
the Union.” 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 


Read 


made adverse reports upon the petitions of Ruth || 


Freeman and of Harry Parke; laid upon the table. | 


Mr. CRANSTON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred | 
the resolution from the Senate in favor of David | 
Shaw, reported the same without amendment. Or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. McHENRY, from the Committee on the 
District of Cotumbia, reported “A bill supple- | 
mentary to the act passed on the 20th day of Feb- 


ruary, 1846, entitled ‘ An act to enlarge the pow- || 


ers of the several Orphans’ Courts held in and for j 
the District of Columbia;’” read three times and 
assed. ‘ 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- | 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of j 
Robert Roberts, accompanied by a report in wri- 
ting: read twice and committed. 

Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, without amendment, the fol- 
lowing Senate bills, viz: 

An act for the relief of Harriet L. Catchings. 

An-act for the relief of Richard S. Coxe. 

An act for the relief of Peter Capella, and with 
„a recommendation that it do not pass; which bill 
was rejected. 


i 


Ordered, That the two former be committed. 


Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL, from the Joint Com-: 


mittee on the Library, to-which was referred: the 
memorial of Mr. Catlin for the purchase of his 
gallery of. Indian collections of paintings; made a 


‘report thereon, and recommended. an amend ment 


to the bill of the House ‘‘ To establish the Smith- 


sonian institution for the increase and diffusion. of | 


knowledge among men, providing: for the -pur- 


chase of said gallery of Indian-collections of paint. 


ings; which report was laid upon the table, =- * 
COMMUTATION FOR STATIONERY. p 
Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the'Com- 


mittee on Accounts, reported. the following resolu- 


tion: 

Resolved, That m lieu of. all allowance for sta- 
tionery except envelopes. and envelope paper, and 
ink, wafers, and sand for the desks in the Hall, 
the Clerk of this Flouse be directed to pay out of 
the contingent fund to each member of the House 
thirty dollars during the long session, and fifteen 
dollars during the short session of each Congress; 
this regulation to commence with the next Con- 
gress, i 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that 
be laid on the table. 

On which motion no quorum voted. 

Mr. McKAY asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincey Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Arnold, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Benton, James Black, James 
A. Black, Blanchard, Bowlin, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Buffington, Cathcart, Chipman, Constable, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cunningham, De Mott, Dixon, Dockery, Douglass. 
Dromgoole, Erdman, Ficklin, Foot, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, 
Grider, Grover, Hampton, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, John W. 
Houston, George S. Houston, Samnel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Josepb R. 
Ingersoll, Geo. W. JoneseSeaborn Jones, Kaufman, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, MeCler- 
nand, McConnell, McGaughey, McHenry, McKay, Marsh, 
Barkley Martin, Miller, Morris, Patrish, Payne, Pendleton, 
Perrill, Phelps, Pilsbury, Pollock, Ramsey, Reid, Relfe, 
Ritter, Roberts, Julius Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Sawyer, 
Seddon, Simpson, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Stark- 


the resolution 


2 
2 


weather, Stephens, Strohin, Sykes, Benjamin Thompson, | 


James ‘Thompson, Jacoh Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 


Trumbo, Vance, Wheaton, Wick, Winthrop, Woodruff, || 


Woodward, Young, and Yost—100, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Royd, RBrinkerhoff, 
Brodhead, Bart, Wiliam W. Campbell, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cranston, Culver, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, Dun- 
lap, John H. Ewing, Gordon, Grinneh, Hamlin; Elias B. 
Holmes, I. E: Holmes, Hopkins, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Maclay, McClean, 
McClelland, McCrate, Jos. J. McDowell, James McDowell, 
Morse, Norris, Rathbun, Sawtelle, Severance, Leonard H. 
Sims, 'T. Smith, Thomasson, Tredway, Vinton, White, 
Williams, and Wood—45. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. BENTON moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 3 

And the question being taken, the vote was not 


reconsidered, 
THE WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 


Mr. McCLELLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled “An act to amend an act entitled an 
act to provide revenue from imports, and to change 
and modify existing laws imposing duties on im- 


| ports, and for other purposes,” reported the same 


with an amendment to the title of said bill, by 
inserting after the word tact,” when it first occurs 
therein, the words “to establish a warehousing sys- 
tem, and,” so that the said title will read,“ An act 
to establish a warehousing system, and to amend 
an act entitled an act to provide revenue from im- 
ports, and to ehange and modify existing laws 
imposing duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses; which amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. T. B. KING moved that the bill be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 

Mr. McCLELLAND opposed the motion, and 
expressed his desire that the bill remain on the 


Speaker’s table, that a majority might at any time | 
If it went at this late period of the ses- | 


control it. 
sion to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, the probability was it would never come 
out. 
passed. It was almost word for word the same as 
that which had been introduced into the House by 
the Committee on Commerce. The only material 
difference was in relation to the limit as to the time 
of warehousing the goods. 


He gave notice that he would call the bill up on | 


Monday, unless some good reason should be as- 
signed for deferring its consideration beyond that 


This was probably the only bill that could be | 


| 
; 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 


-day. TE the motion to. comm 


and:nays.- 


‘a resolution to: terminate debate: at 


| proceed. 


in, he would feel. 


constrained | 


Mr. WINTHROP briefly sustained | 
to commit; declaring himself in favo: 
ciplevof the bill, but contending: th 
would retain contrél over it by the vis 


., Some suggestions were made, the result of which 
was, thats. Sags : $ PEGE 
.Mr. KING, of Georgia; modified his motion so 
as'to add that the bill be made the special order of 
the day for Monday next. 08 
Mr. DROMOOOLE adverted to the proper and 
usual course. of parliamentary. proceeding m sach ©” 
cases, and. preferred. thatthe. House: should: first 
decide whether “the bill should “be. committed: or 


not. - 2 Ee a ipte 
Mr. I. E. HOLMES, . referring to’ the: impor- 
tance of acting upon the bill at: this session, de- 
manded the previous. question. ee 
ure motion would cut off the motion to com- 
mit. i em 
The demand for the previous question was with- 
drawn for the moment, atthe request of... 
Mr. McCLELLAND, ‘who: replied: tothe: par- 
liamentary ‘objections of- Mr. -DRomeooir, and . 
stated that in the motion he (Mr. McC.) had ‘sub- 
mitted, he. had only conformed to the: insttuctions 
of the Committee on Commerce.’ ' EA 
Mr. McC., in: redemption: of his pledge to: that | 
effect, renewed the démanid for the previous qués- 
tion.. : : tad, ek moe a aE A 
When, on. motion of Mr. G. S. HOUSTON, 
the further consideration of the bill was postponed: 
to Monday next. : i OR 3 oy 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. =° 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House passed z 
to the regular orders of the day, being the consid- 
eration of private business... 20 occo ioco : 

ira following bills were. read a third time and 

assed: ; GE Oe ae, Pages eas 
3 A bill for the relief of Frances Martin; . no 

A bill for the relief of Silas Waterman, of Ver- 
mont; Riu BEGA pu gaits 
A bill for the relief of Electia TI.: Holmes; ©” 
A. bill for the roli? of Gregory Thomas and 


others... i ; be ae Mies 
‘hich’ the 


The bills on the Speaker’s table; on w. 
uestion of engrossment was pending; having béen 
isposed of, 

Mr. DANIEL, chairman of the Committee of 
Claims, said he had come to the conclusion, from 
information received from the chairman and mem- 
hers of the Committee of Claims in the Senate, that 
it was not likely that any bill of the House passed 


| at this late period would receive the action of the 
| Senate. He should not, therefore, after they went 


into Committee of the ‘Whole, insist upon calling 
up any bill except those from the Senate. -If any : 
gentleman, however, having the charge of any 
private claim wished to bring it wp at the-risk of 
ils being lost in the Senate, he should interpose no 
objection. He would. further remark, that” this 
being a day when, under the rule, objections being 
made to any bill threw it over, he would move the 
suspension of that rule for to-day. The rule is as 


| follows: 


4 On the first and fourth Friday of each month, the calen- 
dar of private bills shall be called over, and the biils to the 
passage of which no objection shall then be made, shall be 
first considered and disposed of”? 

Some conversation. ensued between Messrs, 
ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, and DANIEL: 

The question being taken, the House refused to 
suspend the rule. 

The [louse then, on motion of Mr. DANTEL, 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Hunerrrorp, of New York, in the chair,) for the 
consideration of private bills. 

The conversation was resumed by several gen- 
tlemen as to the manner in`which they should + 
t 

It was finally agreed that the calendar should be 
called over in order from its commencement. 

Many bills were objected to; but the following 
were laid aside to be reported: ni i 

A. joint resolution authorizing and directing the - 
examination and settlement of the claims of Alex- 
ander M. Cumming. Sg bas 

A bill to increase the pension of Roswell Hele: 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Shaw. © o Gei 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Hopkins: = i 
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A bill. directing the mode of settling the claims 
of Charles G. Ridgeley. 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Haskell. i 

A-bill for. the relief of Alvin G. Goell, and for 
ether purposes. 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Pierre Menard; Josiah T. Betis, Jacob Feaman, 
and Edmund Roberts, of the State of IHinois, sure- 
ties of Felix St, Vrain; late Indian agent, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Job Hawkins. 

Avbill: for the relef of Jacob L. Vance. | 
_ A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Whit- 
gitt, deceased, late of Lafayette county, Missouri. 

A resolution for the relief of William B. Stokes, 
surviving partner of John N; C. Stockton & Com- 

any. 

‘A bill for the relief of the heirs of Tarlton Wood- 
son, deceased. 

A bill-for the relief of William J, Price. 

Abill for the relief of Joseph and Lindsey Ward, 
of Wisconsin Territory. | 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Sergeant 
Major Jobn Champe. 

Avbill for the relief of Zachariah Simmons, of 
the State of Tennessee. i 

A bill for the relief of Doctor Clark Lillybridge. 

A bill for the relief of W. P. S. Sangerand George 
:F. De Rocke, 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Gen. Thomas 
Sumter, late of South Carolina, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lot Hall, 
deceased. 7 

A. bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
-of Thomas Shields, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Speak- 
man, deceased. i 

A bill authorizing the issue of patents to George 
Ramey and Thomas I". January, for certain lands 
entered in the county of St, Louis, Sinte of Mis- 
souri, 

A bill for the relief of Julius Eldred, Elisha Bl- 
dred, and Francis E. Eldred, for expevses and | 
services in removing the copper rock from Lake | 
pa eis | 

bill in relation to. the Wyandot lands in the 
State of Ohio. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Converse, widow | 
of Josiah Converse, f 

A bill for the relief of George B. Russell, and i| 
others. 

A bil for the relief of the legal representatives 
of the Tate. Joseph E. Primeau and Thomas J. 
Chapman. f 

A bill for the relief of 
of James EY, Clark. ee i 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Silas Duncan, || 
deceased. 8 uti ; alt 

A bill for the relief of Susan Brum. | 

A bill forthe relief of Anna Griffin, of the county |! 
of Wyoming, State of New York. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Crown. 

A. bill’ for the relief of the heirs of Gassaway 
Watkins, an officer of the Maryland Continental 
line in the war of the Revolution. i 

| 


| 
i 
$ 
| 


the legal representatives 


A-bill. for ‘the relief of the widow and heirs of 
John B. Chaudonia. 


A bill for the relief of Isaac Guess. i 
A bill for the relief of William Causey. | 
A bill for the relief of Wilfred. Knott. H 
A bill for the relief of Amos Kendall. H 
A bill for the relief of James Williams. ji 
A bill for the relief of Bernard O’Neil. f 


À. bill for the relief of Mrs. Pike, widow of the | 

late General Pike. | 
A resolution for the relief of Patney and Riddle. | 
A bill for the relief of John Pickett and others. | 

A joint resolution for the relief of the heirs of | 
Stephen Johnson, deceased. i 

A bill for the relief’ of the assignees of the late | 
Bank of Alexandria. 

A bill for the relief of the administrators of Jo- 
sepli Edson, deceased, late marshal of the district 
of Vermont. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Hyacinth 
Lasselle. 

A bill for the relief of John A. Bryan. 

A bill for the relief of David Myerle. 

3 A joint resolution for the relief of Purser G. R. 
arry. 

Abil for the relief of Elizabeth Adams. 

Avbillfor-the relief of Thomas M. Newell. 

A biliforthe relief of Henry La Reintree. 

Aivact for the relief of John Keith, of New 
York. ion oss see: 


| Indians. 


H Beaver Meadow, Pennsylvania, praying that the 
| , J 4 


‘which was laid on the mide. 


Í and a memorial of citizens of Beaver Meadow, in 


| extra compensation for his services in the Explo 


A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds. 

A bill for the relief of Catharine Stevenson. 
A bill for the relief of Edith Ramey. 

A bill for the relief of Ann Clayton. 

A bill granting a pension to Silas Chatfield. 


propriety of changing the time for holding the 
winter term of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the district of Ohio. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported, without amendment, 


A bill for the relief of John C. Stewart and |) House bills with the following titles: 
others, ii An act for the relief of Aquila Goodwin. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives An act granting a pension to Abraham Ausman. 
of John Lawson, deceased, | An act for the relief of Justin Jacobs. 

A bill t6 prove for the final settlement of the || An act for the relief of Suranus Cobb. 
accounts of John Spencer, late reeciver of public | ae $ ; : 3 i - 
moneys at Fort Wayne Indiana. : ce i ATCO from the Commies on Pen 

sions, reported, without amendment, the House 


_ A bil for the relief of Benjamin Metoyer and 
Francois Gaicnnie, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of the widow of Elijah Brag- | 
don, deceased. | 
An act for the relief of Nathaniel Philips. 

A bill for the relief of Lewis ©. Sartori. 

A bill for the relief of James H. Conley. 

A bill for the relief of William T. Walthall. 

An act granting a pension to Richard Eliot., 

A bill for the relief of IMlizabeth Fitch. : 

A bill for the relief of Thankful Reynolds. : 

A bill for the relicf of Elizabeth Calkins, the || 
widow of Silas Winans. p 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Hoyt. 

A bill for the relief of John Van Slyck. 

A bill for the relicf of Harrison Whitson. 

A Lill to provide for the final setdement of the 
accounts of John Crowell, late agent for the Creek 


] 
i 
i 
j 
$ 
j 
j 


the relief of Ebenezer Ballard. 
the relicf of James Low. 


A bill for 
A bill for i 
A bill for the relief of Richard Kidd and Benja- | 
min Kidd. | 
A bill for the r@ief of Uenry Etting. | 
A bill for the retiet of Harriet Ward, | 
A bill for the relief of Johy Jones, surviving | 
partner of John Jones and Charles Souder, | 
‘The committee then rose and reported the said ij 
bills, | 
And the House adjourned. i 


IN SENATE. i 
Sarrnoary, July 25, 1846. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of oper- |; 
ators, proprietors, miners, and other citivens of 


misting dutjes on foreign coal may not be changed; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. S. also presented a petition of Joseph El | 
lott, a soldier in the Revolutionary amy, praying | 
a pension; which was referred to the Conunittce | 
on Pensions. | 

Mr. DIX presented the petition of citizens of 
Kishkill Landing, Dutchess county, New York, | 
praying that the bill now pending in the Senate to 
redace the duties an imports may not be passed; 


Mr, D, also presented a memorial from 268 citi- 
zens of Ulster county, New York, praying that the | 
tariif of 1842 may not be repealed; whieh was read 
and laid on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented four memorials of | 
citizens of Schuylkill county: a memorial of eiti- | 
zens of Carbon, Luzerne, and Sebuyikill counties; 


the State of Pennsylvania, engaged in the coal trade | 
and the varions occupations connected with the i 
prosperity of the same, praying that the tariff of |) 
1842 may not be repealed; which were laid on the |) 
table. ji 


Mr. MORRHEAD presented a petition of Amos 


Calton, in behalf of David Whelpley, praying 


xpedition under General Pike in 1805 and |! 
306; which was referred to the Committee of i 
Claims. 

[A message was received from the Ifouse of 
Representatives announcing the action by said | 
House on sundry Senate bills.] f | 

Mr. CORWIN submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which was agreed to: ii 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency anq i} 


l 
f 
i 


bill for the relief of John Campbell, of Garland, in 
the State of Maine. 

Mr. UPTIAM, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported in favor of printing sundry memorials in 
lation to the “bill to reduce the duties on im- 
ports;?? which report was concurred in. 

The following resolution, submitted a few days 


i since by Mr. Jounsoy, of Maryland, was taken up 


for consideration; and, after some remarks in op- 
position to it by Mr. CRITTENDEN, was, on motion 
of Mr. R. Jounsoy, postponed until Monday: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request- 
ed to report to the Senate whether a court of m- 
quiry or court-martial has been ordered in relation 
to the reeent calls for volunteers made by Major 
General Gaines whilst in command of the north- 
estern division of the United States army; and, 
if so, report copies of any correspondence that may 
have been had between the department and said 
officer concerning the ordering of such court. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, pursuant to notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Hobson Tones; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of Clans. 

The joint resolution passed yesterday by the 
Louse of Representatives, fixing the hour at which 
sress shall adjourn on the [0th of August, at 


‘iwelve o’clock meridian, was taken up for consid- 
if eration, 


Mr. LEWIS moved that it be laid upon the 
table; whieh was disagreed to. 

Mr. BENTON submitted a few remarks in its 
favor; alter which the question was taken on con- 
curring in the joint resolution, and decided in the 


Goaffirmative, 


Mr. CASS moved that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of the bill providing for the sale of 
_ certain mineral lands; which motion was not agreed 


to, 
THE TARIFF. 
The Senate then resumed the consideration of 


| the “ bilbto redace the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes.” 


Mr. WEBSTER then rose and addressed the 
Senate in opposition to the bill. After some length- 


[ened introductory remarks, he proceeded to ex- 


amine the bill— 

Mirstly, in the effect of the ad valorem principle 
on the revenue of the country, as a measure levy- 
ing all duties ad valorem; 

Secondly, in its effects on certain interests here- 
tofore supposed to be protected by former laws; 
‘Thirdly, in its effects upon the navigation and 
commerend interests of the country; and 

Fourthly, in its effects on the general industry, 
employment and labor of the country. 

Mr. W. occupied the greater part of the time 
e which he addressed the Senate to-day in 


dis ng the first two branches of his ee 
He dwelt at erent lengt 


h on the effect of the bill on 
the iron and coal trade, and strenuously contended 
that the measure would be entirely destructive of 
those interests. 

At four o’clock, without concluding, Mr. Weg- 
sten gave way to a motion by Mr. R. JOHNSON, 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. LEWIS demanded the yeas and nays upon 
the motion; which were ordered, and, being taken, 
resulted —yeas 27, nays 26—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Benton, Berrien, Cameron, Cit- 
Joy, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
svans, Greene, Huntington, Jaraagin, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, 
Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Sinunons, Sturgeon, Upham, Web- 
ster, and Woodbridge—87. 

NAYS-—3 s. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Dick- 
iison, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Pennyhbacker, R Semple, Sevier, Speight, Turney, Wes- 
coin sad Yulce—26 


‘The Senate thereupon adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY; July 25, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and, 
the further. reading having, on motion of Mr. 
DANIEL, been dispensed with, was approved. 

Mr. PRESTON KING, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, by unanimous consent, reported 
without amendment, the Senate bill for the relief 
of Alexis Hyat. / 

Mr. K. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of J. Rose, J. 
Morrison, R. Rose, Lancelot Williams, A. D. W. 
‘Bodley, Ephraim Shaler, J. Clarke, J. Brown, M. 
Simpson, G. Hiskman, A. F. Tyler, A. T. Bolton, 
and S. Tarkington: laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON KING, 

Ordered, That the committee be discharged from 
the consideration of the petitions of M. Spalding, 
D. R. Granger, J. Hibbert, J. Davenport, S. Bur- 
ton, W. Roberts, J. Sagathy, D. Pattie, T. Sin- 
clai, C. Weston, T. R. Sanders, A. Brightwell, 
and S. Clarke; which were laid upon the table. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the private calendar. 

Senate bills of the following titles were read a 
third time, and passed: 
. For the relief of the representatives of Pierre 
Menard, Josiah T. Betts, Jacob Feaman, and Ed- 
mund Roberts, sureties of Felix St. Vrain. 

. For the relief of Amos Kendall. 

For the relief of John Keith. 

For the relief of Nathaniel Phillips. 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Pike, widow of 
the late General Pike, coming up— 

Messrs. GORDON, CULVER, and McDOW- 
ELL, of Ohio, advocated, and Messrs. DANIEL, 
GROVER, and ATKINSON, opposed it. 

Mr. McDOWELL said: 

Mr. Spraxer: I do not design to occupy the 
attention. of the House but a few minutes on the 
bill now before it; for it seems to me that no one, 
who has taken the trouble to read the report of the 
Senate committee, whose report is before us, can 
have a moment’s hesitancy as to the course he 
should take in. reference to the object of the bill. 
This bill is the result of the investigation of a com- 
mittee in the Senate of high character for intelli- 
gence and talent. It passed the Senate scarcely 
without opposition; came to this House, and was 
referred to the appropriate committee here, which 
investigated the claim, and reported it back with a 
recommendation that it pass. I know that some 
objections are urged upon the ground of expe- 
diency, but it is now too late to attempt to estab- 
lish a new rule on subjects of this nature after the 
practice of the Government from the days of Lewis 
and Clarke down to Wilkes’s expedition. Con- 
gress has in these cases given large extra pay, 
because of the importance of the services rendered. | 
If that. was a good reason in those cases, surely no | 
one who has made himself familiar with the im- | 
portant services rendered by General Pike to this | 
Government can deny its force in this. The pur- 
chases of Indian lands amounted to many thou- 
sand acres, which were procured by him upon the 
most favorable terms. The explorations also | 
made by him were of incalculable advantage to 
the Government in enabling it to avail itself of po- | 
sitions to prevent smuggling by British agents into 
those then frontier portions of the country, and | 

thereby added thousands to the national treasury. 
` Sir, I desire it to be recollected, also, that the 
applicant is the widow of General Z. M. Pike, 
who gloriously fell at- York, Upper Canada, in 
1813—a name sacred in our country’s history, one 
that lives embalmed in every American bosom. 
After having established, as is shown, that such 
has been the policy of: the Government in such 
cases, I appeal with confidence to every gentleman 
present not to make the claims of the worthy f 
widow of this distinguished and departed patriot 
an exception to the rule. I will close, Mr. Speak- 
er, by reading an extract of a letter from Mrs. 


Pike, toa friend in this city, of the date of Jan- || 


uary 12, 1846: 


_& Dear Str: Your kind favor came to hand a few days 
since, and for your unceasing exertions in my behalf, per- 
mit me to return my sincere thanks. I have been in ill 
health ever since I wrote you, seldom able to-leave my 
rooms and although for several days past I have expe- | 
rienced some change for the ‘better, there is little prospect 


H King, Thomas B. King, Lewis, oe 


ofa restoration to even a.tolérable share of health. indeed, 
under existing cireumstances, it cannot be expected.. My + 


present dwelling is illy caleulated for a security from-the ; 


rude blasts of a severe winter. I had flattered myself. that 
it would have been ‘repaired ere the eold weather setin; 
but was disappointed, and must now make the best of it.?? 


I make no further remark. This short éxtract 
makes its own appeal to every heart. = 0 08 
[Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
grossed Bills, reported that the committee had 
found correctly engrossed the bill appropriating 


bills ; and: the 
Speaker. ] oe 
_ Mr. WENTWORTH moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved to lay the 

bill on the table. ; f 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, asked the ycas 
and nays on this motion; which were refused. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, they reported ayes 47, noes 73. 

So the House refuséd to lay on the table. 

The question recurring on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, was taken, and 
decided in the aflirmative. 

The main question was then ordered; and, being 
taken, the vote resulted yeas 88, nays 64, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, 
Bell, Blanchard, Brinkerboff, Brodhead, Wm. W, Campbell, 
John H. Campbell, Cathcart, John @. Chapman, Chase, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Dillingham, Dixon 
Dockery, Edsall, John H. Ewing, Edwin H., Ewing, Faran, 
Foot, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, E, B. Holmes, 
Isaac E. Holmes, Samuel D. Iubbard, Hudson, Washington 
Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James H. Johnson, Daniel P. 

in, Long, Joseph J. 
McDowell, James McDowell, MceGaufhey, MeHenry, Mell- 
Vaine, John P. Martin, Miller, Moseley, Parrish, Pendieton, 
Perrill, Pettit, Pillsbury, Pollock, Ramsey, Roberts, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Rank, Sawyer, Seaman, 
Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Thomasson, Benja- 
min Thompson, James Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trum- 
bo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, Winthrop, 
Woodworth, and Young—&8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
| Biggs, James Black, William G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, 

Reuben Chapman, Chipman, Clarke, Cobh, Daniel, Dobbin, 
Dromgoole, Dunlap, Erdman, Ficklin, Grover, Hamlin, 
Harmanson, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund 
W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, G. 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Preston, King, Law- 
rence, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClernand, MeCon- 
nell, MeCrate, McKay, Barkley Martin,- Morris, ‘Norris, 
Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Sawtelle, Scam- 
mon, Seddon, A. D. Sims, Leonard Il. Sims, Stanton, St. 
John, Sykes, Jacoh Thompson, 'Tredway, Wick, Williams, 
Wood, Woodward, and Yost—64. i 


So the bill was passed. 
GOODS IN INDIAN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. PHELPS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the Senate bill “ to authorize the 
transportation of goods, wares, and merchandise 
through the Indian territories,” was yesterday re- 
jected. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 

The bill, on motion of Mr. P., was -recommitted 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JACOB TELOMPSON called up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill for the 


y received the signature of the 


| relief of the widow of Thomas Murray was laid on 


the table. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
‘The motion to lay on the table was withdrawn. 
And the question recurring on the engrossment 
of the bill, 
After some conversation, 
The bill having been amended so as to accrue to 


said Murray, 

The report was read, and, after further remarks, 

Mr. GORDON renewed the motion to lay on the 
table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted —yeas 57, nays 78. 

So the House refused to lay on the table. 

The question recurring on the engrossment, 
fees tse! , of Alabama, briefly opposed 
the bill. 

Mr. CATHCART advocated it. 


sissippi, 


| be engrossed, and the vote stood—ayes 48, noes 
55; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DANIEL moved a cail of the House. Re- 
fused. : : 

A new count was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 57, noes 57—a tie. - 7 


i 


for certain rivers and harbors, and certain other | 


the legal representative or representatives of the | 


After a remark by Mr. THOMPSON, of Mis- | 


| The question was taken on ordering the bill to | 
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.TheSPEAKER votedin 
the vote ayes 58, noes 57... © 
So- the bill was ordered: to be-enerosged 
“The question being on its passages iio G5 
Mr. HOUSTON, of : Alabama, ‘asked thé yeas 
and nays, which-were ordered; and, bei Ns 
resulted, yeas:73; nays 62.0000 8 
. So-the bill was passed. =: 


Mr. ROBERTS asked and o 
move to. discharge the: Committee’ ofthe” 
House from the further consideration of the bi for: 


the relief of Harriet -L.:Catchings, °° 


a third time and passed.. +: Epp toot § 

The joint resolution from the Senate: for the ré-) 
lief of Putney & Riddle coming. ap— Toi oiy 
Mr. DANIEL called for information respecting: 


Mr. GILES (in the absence. of his colleague, 
Mr. Ligon, who. reported the bill). explained and. 
defended its provisions. : ; 

At the suggestion of Mr. DANIEL 
tion was passed by informally... 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, suggested, 
as it was: desirable. to forward: thé bills .passed in’ 
this House to the Senate’as early as possible, that 
such bills as would give rise ‘to no debate be first 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill wasread ` 


it 


, the resolu- 


taken up and. acted on... i aaa 
Objections were made, and the House proceeded 

in the regular order of business.. i y 2 
The Senate bill granting a pension to. Richard 


Eliott: being under consideration, `; TN 

Mr. GORDON. opposed the bill, and-moved to: . 
lay it on the table. Be withdrew the motion, how-,, 
ever, temporarily, at the request of-— ae 

Mr. BRODHEAD, who defended-the bill... 

Some. conversation ensued. between. Messrs. 
BRODHEAD, RATHBUN; HUNGERFORD, 
and GORDON. ; 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to amend the bill by 
reducing the pension from: twenty-four to twenty 
dollars per annum. Agreedto, ~ ee 

Mr. ROBERTS moved an amendment to strike 
out the provision for back pay from 1831, so that.. 
it take effect from passage., Agreed to... 

The bill was then ordered tò be. engrossed, and’ 
the question being on its: passage, the vote stood: 
ayes 67; nodes 24.) No quorum. © ug it E T ae 
Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of th 


Rejected. # 
JOHN moved that the House adjourn. 


é House. 
Mr. St. 
Mr. GILES asked the yeas and nays, which 

were ordered, and, being taken, resulted—yeas 44, 

nays 74. : 

. So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
bill, was taken, and-decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

The bill to provide for the final settlement of the 
accounts of John Crowell, late agent for tle Creek 
Indians, coming up, 

M.. ADAMS, of Mississippi, called for the yeas 
and nays on its passage.: Refused. 

The question being taken, no quorum voted. 

A motion to adjourn was made and rejected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved a call of the House. 
Refused—no quorum voting. 

The motion to adjourn was renewed and agreed 
to. 


So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: 


By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of Henry Van Meter for 
a pension for services in the Tadian wars, and last war with 
Great Britain. k j 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Elizabeth. Clapper, 
widow of George Clapper, a soldier of the revolutionary 
army praying for the benefit of the act of Congress of June 
17, 1844. 
By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of P. H. Folger and’ 
others, of Nantucket, asking for the erection of a building at 
i that place for a custom-house and post office, those offices, 

with all the public documents, having been destroyed inithe: | 
lare fire. Pyke 


Currington, executor of Mrs. P. Le Grand, deceased, for ar- 


ary Pensions. . : fast aoe AS 
By Mr. GARVIN: The petition of Ada Smith, widow of: <: 
Joseph Smith, a soldier of the Revolution: referred. tothe 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, the “petition 
of Nathan Rowley, a soldier of the late war: referred:to Nye: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ae ce ne 


By Mr. E. W. HUBARD: The. petition of Mr. Henry ©‘ : 


rears of pensions: referred to the Committee ‘on Revolution+: -: 
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1846: 


CIN SENATE: 
< Monpay, July 21, 1846. 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the fol- 
Jowing letter from Mr. Wiutram H. Haywoop: 
en Wasuweron Crry, July 25, 1846. 
Thereby respectfully resign my seat'in the Sen- 
ate as-one of the Senators from North Carolina. 
a L-haye the honor to be, Your obedient servant, 
a ee oo WM. H. HAYWOOD, dr. 
oo Mr WEBSTER said that as the other Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Mancum].was not in 
his seat, he would move that the President of the 


Senate be requested to transmit notice of the resig- i 


aa to the Governor of the State.of North Caro- 
ina. 

Mr, CALHOUN said that he did not know 
what had been the practice in such. cases, but he 
took it for granted that the Senator had communi- 
éated his resignation to the Governor.’ Hehad no | 
doubt done his. duty; and in his (Mr. C.’s) judg- | 
ment it was rather irregular to go on the supposi- 
tion that he had not done his duty. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that if he recollected 
right the resignation of a seat in that body. could 
be regularly made only to the President of the Sen- 
ate. He thought that notices of resignation were 
usually ‘followed .by such a resolution as that 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

«Mr. CALHOUN said: it was not a matter of 
much importance, but it was always best to do 
things in order. eae te 

The PRESIDENT then stated, that in the two 
most recent cases. of resignation——that of Mr. 

Franklin Pearce and Mr. Samuel Prentice-—the | 
President of the Senate was, on motion, autho- | 
rized to notify the Executive of the States of the 
resignation of the Senator, 

The motion was then adopted. 
Mr. CAMERON presented the proceedings of | 
a meeting of Democratic. citizens residing in the 
valley of Wyoming, Pennsylvania, expressing | 
their entire oppobinon to any alteration of the tariff 
act.of 1842; the motion to print which was referred | 
tothe Printing Committee. | 
In presenting the above, Mr. ©. said that he had 
resented many petitions and memorials from the 
aborers in the coal mines, and nt the iron estab- 
lishments of his State. This voice came from a 


| 
i 
| 
{ 


| 


Ii New York, which had been returned from the | 


Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
“ported, without amendment, the (House) bill for | 
the relief of John Chasscaud, United States consul | 
for Syria and Palestine, and moved that the Senate | 
proceed to its immediate consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

The bill, therefore, was considered as in commit- | 
tee of the whole, reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read a third | 
time, and passed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration-of ‘the - petition of Joseph Kennedy; 
also, from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of Lawrence Taliaferro; which request was į! 
granted. f : 

The following bills, from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, were read twice and referred: | 
An act for the relief of Elisha H. Holmes: re- i 

| 
| 


ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

An act for the relief of the 
of Thomas Murray, jr.: vefer 
on Indian Affairs. 

An act for the relief of Silas Waterman, of the i 
county of Washington, State of Vermont: referred |! 
to the Committee on Pensions, | 

An act for the relief of Gregory Thompson and | 
others: referred to the Commitee of Claims. $ 

An act supplementary to the act passed on the | 
| 20th of February, 1846, entitled “An act to enlarge | 
the powers of the several Orphans’ Courts held in} 
and for the District of Columbia; referred to the | 

| 


yal representatives 
d to the Committee 


Committee on the District of Colum 
"The joint resolution from the House, authorizing i} 
the Secretary of War to adjudicate the claims of ; 
the Lu-quan-nateh-ab and other claims of Choctaw 
Indians, whose cases are left undetermined by the 
| commissioners for the wantof the township maps, | 
| was read twice; when * i 
Mr. SPRIGHT submitted a few remarks in ex- 
| planation of the joint resolution, and asked its iim- 
| mediate consideration. 
| The joint resolution was then considered asin 
l committee of the whole, reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ie ee to a third reading, 
read a third tine, and passed. 

The Senate litt for the veler of the legal repre- 
| sentatives of Pierre Menard, Josiah E. Betts, Jacob 
Feuman, aud Edward Robert 
nois, sureties of Felix St. Vrain, late Indian agent 
deceased, which had been returned from the Hous 


red in. A 
The Senate bill for the relief of John Keith, of | 


| House of Representatives with an amendment, was 
considered, and the amendment concurred in. 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 
Mr. SEVIER moved that Mr. Dix be appointed 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, in the 
| place of Mr, Havwooo, resigned, and that the 


i 
cial districts. | 
beloved in their neighborhood; and all of them | 
have been honored with public trust by the Dem- | 
ocratic party. Wilkesharre is the residence of | 

. Hendrix B. Wright, the President of the Baltimore 

1 


Convention, of which so much has been said here || 


in connexion with the passage of this bill, Mr, 
Wright took: part in the meeting, made a speech, | 
and united fully in. the proceedings. His democ- | 
racy certainly will not be doubted, while all men | 
i 
if 


aihnit the eflicient part he took: in the Baltimore |) 


. Convention. These proceedings tell you plainly 


that the nominees of the party could not have suc- | 
ceeded in 1844 if it had not been. believed they | 
-would be friendly to the labor and. industry of the 


country. They tell you, too, in plain language, 


, given to them without this belief. ‘They tell you, 
too, of the danger of arousing the indignation of | 
the Democracy of that great State. . He repeated, 
that lie wished Senators to:lister to this voice from | 
the Democracy of the North. 

: sREPORTS.OF COMMITTEES. 
v Marv RATRETELD, from the Committee on Naval 

‘A furs submitted anadverse report upon the peti- | 

tion of William A. Howard, which was ordered to | 


be printed. 


EE 


t n . : 

i solves placed, and strongly indicative of the ab- 
! : 
f 


f his seat in that body. They would probably soon | 
: 1 |! hear from that gentleman himself the reasons |j 
thatthe vote of Pennsylvania would not have been |; 


|i them from the very extraordinary publication in 


Chair fill the vacancy occasioned in the committee; 
which motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Penxy- 


i BACKER, li 
THE SPECIAL ORDER. 


The Senate then, as in committee of the whole, 
i resumed the consideration of the special order, the 


sorbing interest which surrounded this question, | 
that he had not the honor to-day to address a full | 
Senate. Since the commencement of his observa- | 
tions on Saturday an honorable member of the 


i Senate from one:of the Southern States had vacated 


| which led bim to leave a position to which hej 
| seemed to be attached. He wes not otherwise i 
acquainted with those reasons than as he gathered 


H 
ui 


k 
Hel 


| the Government paper of Saturday evening. i 
inferred from that publication that the honorable i 
member left his seat from an inability to support |! 
the measures of the Administration now before 
them without violating his-conscience, and- from 


great unwillingness to disoblige his party and polit- 


t 
| 
} 
i 


| 


ical friends by voting against them. As that gen- ” 


| ashamed of my country 


i| some writer for the Government, in the 


itisa di 


|| ing observations which {intend to submit. 


t ninth se 
of the State of Hi- ii 


of Representatives with an amendment, was taken | 
up for consideration, and the amendment concar- |) 


| goods so taken, the vune thereof as declared 


Mr. Wessrer,) I am 

when I see a gentleman 
defamed, accord- 
defamation which 
paper of 
the Government, sees fit to pour out against this 
retiring member.” It is a disgrace to the civiliza- 
tion of the age, itis a disgrace to this Government, 
ace to the American people. 

Another cireumsiance not unworthy of notice I 
will advert to before f proceed to the few remain- 
Iwe 
igence of the day, the 


Now, sir, (continued 


of this character hunted, abused, 
ing to the degree of abuse and 


may believe the current inte i 
Government is now in possession of official and 
authentic information that an extraordinary and 
vigorous effort is making throughout the whole 
Republic of Mexico to sustain her in the war now 
carried on against her by the United States. I 
suppose that the Government is now informed that 
General Bravo is appointed President ad inderimy 
and that Paredes, with such forces as he can col- 
lect, is marching to the north; and that there is a 
spirit of united action and general contribution to 
the purposes which they call defences of their 
country, such as was never manifested before. 
Churches, provinces, and individuals, are contrib- 
uting in a manner hitherto unknown m Mexico 


il since the time of her Revolution. L suppose, E say, 


that the Government is in possession of this intel- 


i ligence, how well founded I know not; but they 
‘i bave the information L have no doubt, and the im- 


portance of itis, that this state of things furnishes 
quite a new reason why we should do nothing to 
disturb the just expectations of revenue or dimin- 
ish the necessary income of the Government. 

Mr. W. then resumed and concluded his argu- 
ment in opposition to the bill. Instead, however, 
of moving to postpone the consideration of it till 
the next session, be moved to amend the bill in its 
tion by striking out the latter part of the 
ninth section, which reads as follows: 

« And sneh collector shall cause such goods to be sold at 
pamic auction, within twenty days from the time of taking 
the same, in the manner preseribed hy law for the sale of un- 


claimed yoodss and tbe proceeds of such sale shall be placed 
fortinvith info the treasury ot the United States; and such 


4 collector is hereby authorized to pay out of the aceruing 


agent of the 
D to ehtryy 
and five per centum upon such amount in addition thereto 5 
and the said collector shali render to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with his accounts of the customs, a statement 
ing the amonnt of money so paid, the amount of duties 
sable on the good trkenyand the amount of pro- 
ceeds paid into the treasury, and this section shall be in 
foree until the lst of July, 1848, unicss. otherwise directed 
by Congress’? ~ 


Ee followed this motion by some observations 
posing the impotency of this provision in the 
bill, which, while it availed to repeal the penal 
provisions of the present law which forfeit the 


revenue to the owner, importer, consignee, or 


i goods in the case of fraudulent entry, left the 
| fraudulent importer free from all penalty and se- 


cured him the full amount at which he had valued 
his importations, with a five per cent. additional 


i to eover his expenses. 


Mr. LEWIS contended that this provision of 


| the bill was an exact transcript of the British law, 


with the exception that, under the British law, 10 
per cent. in addition to the valuation was to be 
refunded to the importer, and only five per cent. 
ander this bill, It would be perceived that it was 
nut an additional means put into the hands of the 
Sceretary of the Treasury to punish fraudulent 
importes: 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he thought there 
must have been an error committed by the framers 


i of the bill in the use of the word ‘ with’? in place 


of the word “without” in the ninth section, in 
connexion with an intention to defraud the revenue; 
for he could hardly suppose it to bé intended to 
punish an intended fraud. upon the revenue by 
paying the importer who attempted to commit the 
fraud his valuation of the goods and five per cent. 
upon that valuation in addition. ‘This would bea 
very singular sort of punishment. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said another reason why it 
appeared to him that there must be some misiake 
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was, that in the eighth section a penalty was en- 
acted against undervaluation, and that penalty was | 
an additional duty of 20 per cent. But why enact 
this penalty if, in the very next section, a person 
undervaluing his goods should be entitled to re- 
ceive from the Government five per cent. in addi- 
tion to his valuation? What was to become of the 
revenue under such an enactment as that? If an 
importer contemplated committing a fraud upon 
the revenue, he ought to forfeit the whole of his 
goods; but, instead of that, here was a direct en- 
couragement held out for the perpetration of fraud. 
Such a provision as that was, in his opinion, highly 
objectionable. 
Mr. McDUFFIE defended the clause. It did 
not, in the least, he said, interfere with existing 
-provisions of the law upon the same subject. It 
was only.an additional remedy, or an additional 
security, against frauds; and he thought it was a 
very wise and salutary provision. It was not to 
be employed in all cases, but only in those in which 
the Secretary of the Treasury was consulted, and 
in which he believed it advantageous to the United | 
States that the goods should be taken. Suppose a 
cas where an importer invoiced his goods fifty per 
cent, below value. The Government, by taking 
the goods and selling them, though they were to 
pay the importer five per cent. upon them, would 
still be a gainer of forty-five per cent. This would 
not only secùre the revenue, but would tend greatly 
to increase it. The prpvision embraced in the ninth 
section was intended, however, to apply to partic- 
ular cases, and not generally. The law in other 
respecis would remain as at present. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he had very little 


pelea about the amendment now proposed, or 
any other amendment; but he thought that the 


honorable Senator from South Carolina, upon more 
mature reflection, would find that he was mistaken 
as to the meaning of: the bill, and as to the objects 
sought to be accomplished. ‘The honorable Sena- 
tor seemed to suppose that the Government, by 

‘taking thé goods at the importer’s valuation, and 
giving five per cent., in addition thereto, would 
make money by the transaction; but the Senator 
would find that it was a mistake. 

Under every other bill that was ever passed for 
the collection of revenue, goods that were attempted 
to be fraudulently entered were forfeited. It could 
not be the intention of the Government to give up 
the right to the whole of the goods. The meaning 
of the provision, he thought, must certainly be per- 
verted, by substituting the word “with”? in place 
of “ without.’? The English law contained a pro- | 
vision that when goods were undervalued without 
the intention to commita fraud, the goods might 
be seized and the valuation paid; and, in attempt- 
ing to follow that as a model, he supposed they | 
must have produced the confusion which here ex- 
isted, by using the expression ‘ with intention to 
defraud the revenue,” instead of ‘ without the 
intention,” &c. As it stood, it was clearly repug- 
nant and contradictory to other provisions of law. 
But, as he had said, he was not solicitous about 
amendments; he was opposed to the whole meas- 
ure, and to every part of it; and he wanted no 
mixed or divided responsibility about it. 
wanted the friends of this bill, if they were de- 
termined to pass it, to pass it in such shape as 
suited themselves, and take the whole responsi- 
bility. He wanted to have no hand in it. He 
wanted no Whig mark or dot upon it, from one 
end of the bill to the other. He did not intend 
even to go into a discussion of the questions in- 


volved in this bill, either as to the destruction of jj 


the system of affording protection to American 
labor, or as to the decrease of the revenue at atime 
when the utmost amount that could be obtained 
was required by the Government. He did not 
intend to go into these subjects; they were in the 
hands of those who were more competent to do 
them justice. He had only to say, that if gentle- 
men on the other side were determined to pull 
down this great fabric by which American indus- 
try was fostered and sustained—if they were de- 
termined. to pull it down upon their own heads, 
they had, no doubt, the strength to do it, as Samson 
had to pull down the temple of the Philistines; and 
the result would. be the same to them as it was to | 
Samson. These were considerations for gentle 
men on the other side, and he was willing to leave | 
them to.their consideration. The whole thing was. 
wrong, from beginning to end; yet he was so re- 
luctant to put his hand to it, that he did not know | 


He }} 


| the last part of the seventeenth section of the ex- 
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that he would vote even for this amendment.’ He 
wanted to have nothing to Qo with the bill, except 
the plain uncquivocal act of opposition. He neither 
wished to. patch it, nor to incur any responsibility 
in regard to it. 

Mr. LEWIS said they were very willing on his 
side of the Chamber to take all the responsibility. 
The two sections which had just been- so much 
the subject of animadversion had been faithfully’ 
copied from English statutes. A more. tyrannical 
code of laws than those which existed in this 
country in relation to the custom-house, he be- 
Heved, had never been enacted. The law was 
most. severe. and oppressive against importers. 
Believing that the fate of the bill, in a great meas- 
ure, depended upon keeping it precisely as it was, 
he was utterly opposed to all amendments. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER differed with the Sen- || 


ator from Massachusetts in-one particular. Ifthe 
Senator would take the trouble to examine the | 
English acts in relation to the customs, he would | 
find that the forfeiture of all the goods took place ! 
only where the importer had sworn falsely to the 
valuation. f 

Mr. WEBSTER. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to ask him whether, if @ certain offence 
were described, and an act passed imposing a cer- 
tain penalty, whether by forfeiture or otherwise, 
and another act were passed purporting to cover 
the whole ground, and enacting a penalty, either 
in personam or by pecuniary mulct, the first act 
was not abrogated by the latter? 

Mr. PENNYBACKER. This section enacts 
a penalty against the person who attempts to foist 
upon the custom-house a false invoice. It does 
not propose to declare it a criminal offence. The 
construction given to it by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is not the proper one. 

Mr. WEBSTER. J'ask the Senator to read 


isting law. He will find that the same offence is 
there provided for. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER read the clause, and 
continued to contend that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts had not given it the proper construction. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, said that, what- 
ever doubt there might have been as to the pur- 
poses of this law, he thought it was apparent now 
that it had been submitted precisély in the ‘form 
in which it was intended that it should be; for he 
took for granted that the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance understood the pnrposes of those who 
prepared the bill. The object of the provision 
which was now the subject of the proposed amend- 
ment was, according*to the honorable Senator 
from Alabama, to get rid of the tyrannical pro- 
visions to be found in the whole system of the 


revenue laws. But he was quite sure that the hon- || 


orable Senator had not attended to the phraseology 
of the section, because he thought that honorable 
Senator would be the last man in the Senate to say 
that there was anything tyrannical in declaring 


Britain it was found, upon expetience, thatad va- 
lorems; éven to the hmited extent there used, were 


be proved, that it was necessary to have recourse; © 
in addition to-all other penalties, to the ‘extraordi= 
nary-remedy of converting the: Government into a 
merchant, and taking the goods on its own account: 

. -Butit was not inthe ease of flagrant fraud—or 
proveable fraud—but in an equivocal case—a case 
where fraud could be established ina court-of jus- 
tice.. In that case, the Government, shutting ita- 
eyes upon the“fraud, but willing to deprive: the 
fraudulent importer of his undué gains, treats him 
as an honest: man—takes his goods at his own 

| price—and allows him the. usual mercantile profit 

| of ten per cent. This is fair and intelligible, and 

| our act was evidently intended to-be.copied from 
it. It was evidently intended to make the Ameri-’ 
| can act conformable to the British act, but-with ai ` 
' total misconception ofthe British act. Our bill 

| differs from the British in being applicable to frau- 

i dulent, instead of innocent importations; and it 

| differs from it in not giving the importer his: fair 
mercantile profit. In this:our bill is contradictory 
and incomprehensible, The British take the goods 
and pay the price, and add ten pér cent, profit; on 
| the ground of an innocent undervaluation; in the 
case of a fraudulent importation, the importer. is. 
punished by. the loss of his goods and other penal- 
ties; and this has been ‘the case from the time of | 
the patriarchs ‘to the present day.. Fraud was 

| never before rewarded, except by this bill; I un= 
dertake to say it is the first bill which rewards 

| fraud which has been seen in the annals of human 

| legislation. The séction in. our bill, therefore, 

| differs from the British in the great feature of ap- 
plication to fraudulent importations; it also differs 

i from.it in the measure of per centum allowed to the _ 
| importer.. The British act allows” ten- per cent., 
because that is the usual English profit on a, fair ` 
importation. They therefore take the importer’s 
goods at his own price, and. at the established 
profit. That is treating him as a fair merchant, ` 
and carrying out the idea of the act. But our act’. 
allows only five per cent. and that not only difer- ` 
ent from the British act, but from the reason of ity 
and, in fact; is founded in no reason. Five per - 
cent. is not-our mercantile profit, but abouttwelve- 
and-a-half, ‘If, therefore, the importation is con- 
“sidered: fair; as in Great Britain, the usual profit, 
in addition to the price, shoutd be paid. But our 
bill goes upon the idea of fraud. It is for intention 
to defraud that the goods may be taken for. Gov- 
ernment use. And now, upon what principle can 

i five per cent., or any per cent., be given on afraud? 
By all our custom-house laws—by the laws of the 

| world, from the time of the patriarchs to the pres- 
ent day—fraud is a crime punishable by fines and 


|| forfeitures; by no human legislation was fraud 


ever before rewarded. This billégives back the 
whole amount of the fraud, and then gives five per 
cent. profit on that amount! ‘This 1s incompre- 


that no frauds should be committed upon the rev- 
enue of the United States. The error into which 
the Senator had fallen was in supposing that there 
was any analogy between this clause and the pro- 
visions of the act of 3d and 4th William 4th. He 
was sure the honorable chairman must see that 
this clause had nothing to do with false valuation. 

Mr. BENTON. I did not wish to vote upon 
any clause of amendment to this bill. I intend- to 
vote for it on the single ground of overturning the 
act of 1842. I did not wish to go into the business 
of amendment. Amendment implies the exercise 
of judgment, consideration, and deliberation; and 
the time and circumstances do not admit of these 
requisites of legislation. I hope there will be no 
more motions to amend; but, this motion being 
made, I am forced to vote upon it, and must give 
my reasons for the vote. The motion is to strike 
out the sections which authorize the Government 


to constitute itself the purchaser of the importation. |! 


This is not a new question to me; it is not the first 
time I have thought or talked aboutit. At least 
six months ago, in a conversation with the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives, [Mr. McKay,] I men- 
tioned the British practice of taking the importa- 
tion at the invoice price, as an objection to the ad 
valorem system. I objecied to the system, and 
mentioned this identical practice of the British 
Government as an incident of the system, and one 
not suitable to the genius of our Government, or 
perhaps consistent with our Constitution. In Great 


hensible—inconsequential—preposterous.  It.can 
only result from copying the substance of the Brit- 
ish act without understanding it; and then, think- 
ing ten per cent. rather a high premium on fraud, 
our bill reduces it to five. Why, sir, in the case 
of fraud, the British system forfeits the whole im- 
portation: and that is reasonable, and so have our 
acts always done. Our laws always forfeit for 
fraud, but this act rewards! 

And now, upon what principle can our bill pro- 
pose to give five per cent.? Only upon the prin- 
ciple of an honest importation can anything be 
allowed, and then it should be the usual profit, as 
in Great Britain. But, as a profit, five per cent. 
is a robbery of the merchant: it defrauds him out 
of seven-and-a-half per cent. As a fraudulent im- 
i portation, as the hill declares it to be, it is a pre- 
(| mium on fraud; it is an encouragement to crime! 
|! It is a vice and folly in legislation, of which there 
is no example in the annals of human legislation. 
| But if it was a copy of the British act, I should 
|, still be opposed to it. The British Parliament can 
‘do what we cannot: it is omnipotent—we are lim- 
ited. It may take the subject’s property in what 
|| cases it pleases, and pay him for it. I go upon 
| the ground of paying his price and profis. We 
| can only take the citizen’s property m a. specfiied 
;, case-—that of its necessity to the public. service, as. ; 
‘apiece of ground for a fort. We then take the 
i| property, and make compensatio a Pg fee 
, But this is nota case ofthat kind.: ‘Thisis a i 
ii dry-goods and grocery business, not-to save the — 


|; 
H 


so subject to fraud, and to frauds which could noti ` ia 
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digger, or to be the landlord of miners and boilers. 
J said further, that if it went: into. the. business, it 
would be: cheated: Well, we have made the trial; 
and twenty year’s. experience has shown that I was 
right: We now Know that we are cheated every 


. yet out. of. our wits, and,.-worse than. that, we 
a 


een 


~ things; and this 


bill 


find 


ave to pay some twenty: thousand dollars a year 
‘over “and above, out of the treasury, for being 
cheated, < 


the irivoice paid, and the auction fees paid, and the 


losses. and damaged articles deducted, and the du- 
ties lost, instead of. profits, the 
will find themselves ‘about.as t 


poor United States 


à y are nota jury; 
f rt; as every man has a right 
t before he isconvicted of. an infamous 
crime, atid deprived of his property. ‘They ave not 
a tribunal by which an American citizen is to be 
tried: The omnipotent British Parliament might 
do it; but our -Congress. cannot do-it. But the 
‘British: Parliament hag not done it. . It imputes no 
crime. to the importer of whose goods it constitutes 
itself the purchaser, and gives him his own price, 
andthe. usual profit... We have gone further than 
‘the British Parliament; when we have no right to 
goas far. “We have no right to constitute ourselves 
the purchaser of a citizen's: property, even at hia 
own price; and. the addition of the current profit, 
We have no right to do this, even as a fair- busi- 
ness-transaction,.as:the British act. supposes it to 
be, much less to convict a citizen of fraud without 
judge or jury, take his goods, and pay him less 
than half the current profit... We cannot do these 
bill. is the first in the history of 
our legislation in which we have attempted it. 
Verily, we live-in strange times, when such novel- 
‘ties are brought forward. 
amendment, but I hope it will be the last one 


offered. I hope we will vote at once upon the | 


‘bill. ; 


If we were able to act. up to the elevation of our | 


circumstances, and act like statesmen in-perfecting 
a bill, I should be glad to go-into it, and contribute 
my labors to make a good bill. But we are not 
able'so to act; and J.am not willing to -be.a.ma- 


chine, and to appear like perfecting and maturing 


which is not to be changed or altered. We 
“ourselves in extraordinary circumstances—in 


which does not often occur. In al 
“of the legislative power there 1s ac- 
» character of a tariff. . The Pres: 


£ each House of Congress 


I will vote for this | 


|| are against the tariff of 1842; they are for a revenue 


la species: It may have many species; and judg- 


ment, reason, knowledge, consideration, 


7 


tariff... Buta revenue tariff is not a genus without 
x i i ion, delibera- 
tion, may all be requisite to. decide which species of 
the genus should be adopted. .— e 
_-Trepeat:-if we were able to act up to. the eleva- 
tion’ of the fortunate circumstances in which the 
party now finds itself, and could act like legislators, 
should feel proud to. bring all the conin bation of | 
my knowledge and industry to perfecting the details 
ofa bill. But we are notable to act up to. that ele- 
vation; and I have no notion of being worked as a 
machine. I can vote for the bill as overturning the 
act of 1842; and wish to give but that vote alone, 
Tam ready to give that vote, and hope I shall be 
spared from voting on further propositions of | 
amendment. f 
Mr. McDUFFIE then rose and said: 
Mr. Preswent: I very much regret the neces- 


i they had no time todo it; that the Senate had hot 
time to deliberate. It was no fault of his that they 
had so little time. ‘He took no part of the blame; 
none at all. And ow, for the mere purpose of 
accomplishing “one great object, for the mere pur- 
pose of carrying through an Administration meas- 
ure, they were to approves without consideration, 
abill that was not expected. to stand, even if it 
became n law by adventitious circumstances. He 
entered his solemn protest against the passage ofa 
law which required to be propped an splintered 
by subsequent legislation so as to enable it to stand. 
He was acting in this matter, it was true, under 
instructions, and instructions which: he did not. 
intend to disobey; but those instructions did not 


|| compel him to vote for this. bill’ in so imperfecta 


state. Ee would consider it the most unfortunate 
circumstance of his life if he were to be compelled 
by a majority of that body to support a measure 


sity of protracting this discussion. I believe that 


the nature and purposes of this clause of the bill are i 
iland leave it forever. 


entirely mirapprehended on both sides of the Cham- 
ber, 

it totally opposite to that taken on the other side of 
the House. So far from regarding itas a clause in- 
tended to favor the importer and to facilitate fraud, 
he regards it as a very oppressive act, scarcely jus- 
tiflable by the Constitution of the United Suues, 
Now, Mr. President, I think the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is altogether mistaken, when he supposes this 
clause was intended to apply to cases of underval- 
“uation, with intent to defaud the revenue; and I 
think that my friend from Missouri will perceive 
that there is nothing unconstitutional, oppressive, 
or unusual in the clause, 
tucky supposed that in cases of this kind, where 
undervaluation was made with the view of defraud- 
ing the treasury, the goods should be forfeited al- 
together, ‘That is not provided in the act of 1842, 
But if it were so, surely my friend from Missouri 
could not regard this.as a harsh law, which, ina 
case of defrauding the revenue, instead of forfeiting 
the goods altogether, simply leaves the matter to 
the diseretion of the Secretary of the Treasury if 
he thinks proper to take the goods at the valuation, 
and five per cent., I suppose, to pay the cost of im- 
portation, I is clearly a law intended to give an 
additional remedy against frauds upon the revenue: 
a remedy not at all harsh when applied in cases of 
fraud with evil intent, but possibly harsh if applied 
in-other cases where fraud was hot intended. But, 
Mr, President, I come to the. point raised on the 
other side of the House. Docs thia ninth section 
repeal any clause of any law that is not repugnant 
to it? The actof 1842 contains a clause providing 
for forfeiture in cases of falseInvoices. Docs this 
clause repéal that? Does it repeal that clause 
which provides for the punishment of false swear- 
ing? Not at all. . There is not one single chuse 
in the law of 1842 repealed by this section, Tt docs 
not pass upon the same subjects. ‘There is no 
clause of the act of 1842 like it, What is it? 
[Reads the 8th section.] Now, let me ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts, suppose the Secretary 
of the Treasury should not see proper to proceed 
in the ease, would the treasury be still left unpro-. 
tected? This isa caso left to the diseretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and can repeal no other 
Jaw whatever. Itis not “ shall do so.” -Tt is dis- 
cretionary altogether. And it is one of the most 
effective live that can be conceived. In case of 


undervaluation, without. dishonest intent, it might | 2 3 
lin the fate of the pending amendment, To test 


be very severe, but for such cases there is proper 
provision made, and the power 
cised by the Secretary only in cases of fraudulent | 


say a single word in reference to this bill, which į 
had lain in the Treasury Department or elsewhere | 
in a state of incubation for about six months, and į 


on the sixth day of July had made its appearance i 


in the Senate still unfledged. He could scarey i 
tell to what species or to what genus it belonged. | 
If this bill were destined to become a law by any | 
nccidental circumstance, he appealed to every Sen- | 
ator present if it was not his right as woll as his į 
duty so to change it as to make it acceptable to | 
the country? What were they about to do? To i 
unsettle the whole business pursuits of the coun- | 
try. Under such circumstances he felt it to behis 
imperative duty so. to change or modify the bill | 
that it would be productive of the least possible | 
amount of evil. And he was not to be told that’ 


he Senator from Missouri takes a view of | 


The Senator from Ken- | 


would be exer- 
t 


intent. ii 


Mr. JARNAGIN said he must be permitted to || 


which his deliberate judgment disapproved. He 
was not surprised that gentlemen should tender 
their resignation, and leave that Chamber—ay, 
But he had only risen to say 
a single word. He intended no remarks-upon the 
+ course of any Senator except his own. He could 
|| not vote for minimum and specific duties; that was 
į the principle involved in his instructions, They 
|| were engaged ina war, obliged to borrow money, 
| and to issue treasury notes, and not one friend of 
! the bill had been heard to say that he believed it 
| would produce as much revenie as the act of 1842. 
Was it not competent, then, to change the bill so 
as to make it less objectionable? He was pre- 
pared to vote for all proper amendments that might 
e offered to effect this object. 

Mr. TURNEY said he did not intend to inflict 
| upon the Senate a speech; but his. colleague had. 
| alluded to the instructions of their State Legisla- 
|! ture; and he would remark, that, as far as the 
i principle embraced in those instructions was con- 
| cerned, he agreed perfectly with his colleagne that 
|| those principles sbould, as far as his vote was 
|l concerned, becarried out. That principle was the 
‘abolishment of all specific and minimum duties. 
"They were instructed also to go ‘for a revenue 
standard of duties. Now, whether this bill was 
calculated to provide a rate of duties which should 
ii be culled a revenuo standard, he was unable to 
i say. He relied entirely upon the estimates of the 
f Secretary of the Treasury, who had assured them 
|i that it would produce a suiliciency of revenue. 
| He would not-éay that this was recisely such a 
|| bill as he would have preferred, but his egisla.” 
| ture had relieved him from the trouble of determi- 
i ning, and therefore he had ‘no hesitation in giving 
|j it his support. f 
! Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said that it was not his 
| intention to. enter into the details of the bill. He 
ij wished to test the views of the Senate on the great 
| principe of the bill itself Ifin its great and 
li cading features it was to remain as it now stood, 
| he should care very little as to its minor details. 
| He considered the bill as so destructive and ruin- < 
i} ous in its character on all the great interests of the 
| country, that it must be altered entirely before it 
| could receive the least approbation from him. if 
| he should set out to amend it, there was nothing 
| to amend by. , He was called upon by the frends 
‘of the bill to say what guards he would propose 
| to place round the collection of the duties as here 
| specified. That was a task which pertained to the 
il authors of the bill. Mr. C. was opposed to it 
as a whole; he felt little interest in its details, or 


it 
y 


| the sense of the Senate on the merits of the bill, 
! he would now offer an amendment: ; 


“To commit the Dill to the Committce’on Finance, with 
instructions to restore the specific duties prescribed hy the 
act of the J0th of August, 1842.7” ae 


| Tf this first should fail, he should then offer the 
| following: 


« Phatthe hill be committed to the Committee on Finance. 
| with instructions to remove the new duties imposed by said 
| bill in all cases where any foreign raw material is taxed 
| to the prejudice of any mechanic or manufacturer, so that 
| no other or higher duty shall beeollected on any such raw 
| materin} than is provided by the act of 30th August, 1842. 
| And further, so 10 regulate all the duties imposed by. this 
| DHI as to raise a revenue.sufficicnt for the exigencies of the 
country.?? 


| Mr. C. said ‘ne had been an attentive listener 
during this whole debate—a debate which had now, 


li he believed, been continued for a week, and had 


| turned chiefly on the question of substituting a gen- 
eral ad valorem principle for the specific duties in 
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& 


the present law. He was well satisfied with the 
argument on that subject which had been made by 
his friends. He should not undertake to add to 
it, but was willing to rest the case on those argu- 
ments.. Before he said a word about minor alter- 
ations in the bill, he must know the sense of the 
Senate on both the motions he had prepared; for it 
must be evident, that if either of them should be 
adopted, the whole character of the measure must 
pe changed. When that question was settled, he 
should then decide whether it was worth while to 
take any interest in the details of the bill. He.con- 
cluded by asking that the question might be taken 
by yeas and nays. 

The first resolution having been read— 

Mr. JARNAGIN produced and read the in- 
structions of the Legislature of Tennessee, under 
which he felt bound to act; and, as the terms of 
this resolution directly conflicted with those in- 
structions, he should be constrained to vote against 


at. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he was very glad the 
Senator from Delaware had made this motion; it 
was a perfectly fair one, and it brought up the 
question whether the tariff of 1842 should orshould 
not stand: The great objection to that tariff was 
directed against the minimums and the specific 

_duties. Should the motion of the honorable Sen- 
ator succeed, its effect must be to leave the present 
law untouched. 

Mr. JARNAGIN now took the floor, and went 
into a speech which he delivered from very full 
„notes, and in which he discussed at length his ob- 
jections to the bill, and urged strenuously the duty 
of changing many of its provisions. In conform- 
ity to his instructions, he should go for ad valorem 
duties, and against both minimums and specific 
duties; but, while he held himself bound to go 
thus far in obedience to his Legislature, he con- 
sidered himself at full liberty to use his utmost 
exertions to get the bill amended so as to render it 
as little injurious as possible to the business and 
interests of the country. He should feel himself 
obliged jn the end to vote for the principle advo- 
cated by the friends of the bill; but he was not 
therefore under obligation to vote for any and 
every bill which contained those principles. He 
contended. that there was ample time to make 

<many important amendments. "I'he bill'as.it stood 
suited nobody; its own friends admitted it to be 
very defective. Why not then amend it? An 
attempt to amend it would not hazard the safety 
of the bill; for all who would vote for it now would 
vote for it in an amended shape, especially as the 
amendments would proceed from a committee in 
which there was a majority of the friends of the bill, 

Along colloquy here took place between Messrs. 
TURNEY and JARNAGIN as to the true mean- 
ing of the instructions they had both received from 
iheir Legislature—Mr. Turney insisting that in 
private conversations they had agreed that the bill 
as it now stood conformed to those instructions, 
and that they had agreed to vote for it; Mr. Jar- 
Nagin insisting that his. instructions went only to 
the principle of ad valorems and against minimums 
and specifics, and left him at full liberty, in all 

‘other respects, to object to the features of the bill, 
and get them amended if he could. ‘These expla- 
‘nations were of a personal nature, and involved 
references to the state of policy in Tennessee, and 
the protraction of them was strongly objected to 
from various quarters, as being wholly irregular 
‘and out of order. 

In the course of them Mr. Turney referred to a 
rumor which was whispered in the Senate that it 
was intended by the opponents of the bill to pro- 
tract the debate until the vacancy created by the 
resignation of Mr. Haywoop should be filled. 

Mr. MANGUM, rose in his place and denied 
that there was any truth in such a rumor. There 
was no such purpose entertained in any quarter; 
and, if there had been, the thing was impractica- 
ble. "Ehe Governor. of North Carolina was absent 
from the seat of government. He must return and |! 
conyene his council before he could fill the vacancy, 
andto do this and to bring the representative here 
would occupy at least twenty days, long before 

which time the fate of the bill would have been 
decided in the Senate. 
The question was here taken on Mr. Crayton’s 


first resolution, in-these words: 


G See the bill S the on on Finance, with 
structions to restore the specific duties prescribed by the 
act-of the 30th of August, 1842.2 E 7 


| lars, putting on locks and bars to keep the hard 


And it was rejected by the following vote: > 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Johnson of Lou- 


isiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, 


Pearce, Pheips, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Woodbridge—26. eae ae: i 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atebison, Atherton, Bag- 


ebster, and 


by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass,: Chabuers; Col- : 


quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Jarna- 
‘gin, Lewis, MeDuffie, Niles, Permybacker, Rusk, Semple, 
Sevier; Speight, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—29. - : 

And the second resolution having been read as 
follows: : 

«“ That the bill be committed to 
with instructions to remove the new duties imposed by said 
bill in all cases where any forcign raw material is taxed to 
the prejudice of any mechanic or manufacturer, so that uo 
other or higher duty shall be collected on any such raw ma- 
terial than is provided by the act of 30th of Augu: 
And further so to regulate all the duties imposed by this 
bill asto raise a revenue sufficient for the exigencies of the 
country.” 


Mr. SEVIER inquired from Mr. Crayron fur- 
ther information as to the meaning and. effect of 
the resolution. : à 

Mr. CLAYTON briefly explained; after which 

Mr. R. JOHNSON called for a division of the 
question, and it was divided accordingly, so as to 
be put first on that part of the resolution which 
read as follows: 

«That the bill be committed to the Committee on Finance, 
with instructions to remove the new duties imposed by said 
bill in all cases where any foreign raw material is taxed to 
the prejudice of any mechanic or manufacturer, so that no 
other or higher duty shall be collected on any such raw 
materia than is provided by the act of the 30th of August, 
1842; : 
and then on the residue of the resolution; and it 
was so divided accordingly; and the question being 
on the first part of the resolution— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, he was not positive 
whether he should or should not vote for the pres- 
ent resolution, after the Senate had rejected the 
former, which was of so much greater importance. 
The present resolution would operate on a class 
of articles which were comparatively of little con- 
sequence. He felt. a reluctance to vote for this 
after the Senate had rejected the other, because he 
was against the bill altogether. It was such a bill 
that no amendment in its details would secure his 
approbation or favor. . Instead of voting on any 
amendment, he preferred that the friends and op- 


‘ponents of the bill should ‘now atonce come up. 


face to face and front to front.. [Strong expres- 
sions of approbation on the Democratic side ‘of 
the Chamber.] 


Mr. C. said he did not want to make the bill any f 
‘better; he was opposed to it altogether—opposed 


toiton the principle, because it refused to the labor 
of the country that protection to which it was fair- 
ly and wisely entitled. He was not going to be- 
friend the bill by making it a little better and a 
little better; he was for bringing it at once to judg- 
ment with all its sins upon its head, and let it 
receive that condign doom which it so richly merit- 
ed. 
to pass was so clear and so decided that it forced 
him to believe that the bill would not. [Much 
laughter.] He did not, to be sure, exactly see 
how it was to be defeated; yet, in a case so flagrant, 
he trusted that Providence would furnish a way. 
He did not want to adopt the course of stifling the 
bill in the committee. If they sent it there, it 


| would come back upon them with all speed, per- 
| haps ina more specious form, but none the less 


deadly. To whom were they to send it? To the 
very committee who had brought this measure 


into the Senate. They would find some way of | 


getting round the instructions so as to comply with 
them in form, but defeat their purpose: they would 


sugar the dose which they sent to him to be swal- | 
lowed, but in no form or shape would he ever | 
| swallow it. 
battle of the friends of the present law was to 


He had always thought the true 


mest their adversaries boldly front to front. 
{Acclamations on the opposite side: ‘ That’s 
the course;” ‘‘ Come on, let us get the vote. ™] 


Mr. C. said such a spectacle as the country ex- |; 


hibited the world had never seen. The country 
was in a state of happy prosperity and in profound 
peace. 
they might get back the peace. After getting i 


into a war which required all the resources we | 


could raise, they reduced duties to increase th 
revenue. They had been digging vaults and cel- 


bill to issue floods of paper money. Had any na i! and nays, as follows: 


the Committee on Finance, 


1842. | 


Mr. C.’s conviction that the bill ought not | 


The Administration had made a war that | 


f 


tion, since the foundation of the world 
management like this? We had: peace, an 
we went to-spending millions: to conquer a peace. 
We first put‘all our money: into strong boxes, and — 
locked-up: all the spécie,and. then issued treasury- 


‘| drafts and treasury notes withoutend. Gentlemen < 


here: were -workingmost:diligently: to: Tank the. 
-decrees of ‘the Baltimore Convention, while th 
utterly disregarded-the petitions: and memori i 
the people. Then we had great disputes ‘among. | 
the faithful-as to what was promised at- Baltimore. 
and what was not promised. All these questions 
about free-trade and : sub-treasury, Oregon,’ &c., 
were but so many empty barrels, which had :been 
set afloat on the: stream’ of the ‘late: presidential 
election. They had answered: that purpose, and 
now, for God’s sake, let gentlémen: throw them 
overboard. Asfor the’ sub-treasury, he believed 
that-was overboard already. Let gentlemen throw 
the rest after:it, and then set themselves diligently 
to do the public business and go home. woe 
As to this amendment, as his friend from Dela- 
ware had introduced.it, he-might, out, of courtesy, 
consent to vote. for it; but, if it should pass, what 


| would the committéee’do? -They would only: turn 


over fhe bill, and put a little riew.color on. it, so as 
to måke it a little more like God’s truth, and'then 
we should have it back again. ee A 

Mr. LEWIS, chairman’ of the Committee: on 
Finance, said that, as one of the members of that ; 
committee, he ‘wished to.understand what this re» ` 
solution really meant; for it seemed to, him quite 
unintelligible’ The object, if he comprehended it, — 
was to take the duty: imposed by. the bill off of all 
articles of raw material. -If so, he supposed hemp 
was one; and he took it for granted the gentleman 
meant that the committee must reduce the duty on 
hemp. Was wool another? He supposed they 
must reduce the duty on wool; and, if so, how 
much? : acer 

Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON said he thought - 
there could be no great difficulty.in understanding 
what his resolution meant. ‘The law of 1842 im- - 
posed specific duties on those imported articles 
which constituted. the raw materials of American 
manufactures. The chairman of. the committee 
would have nothing to-do but.to consult.the act of 
1842; and: sce what: those articles: were. If he.. 
found any of them at present free of duty, the reso- ` 
lution required: him to leave them free of duty; 'if . 
he found any of them under a moderate duty, then 


i| the resolution required him to report the same duty 


in the present bill. f : 
And now a word or two as to what had been 
said by his friend from Kentucky. If any gentle- 


i man took it for granted that Mr. C. meant that all 


who voted for this resolution of instructions would 
of course be bound to vote for the bill if it should 
be so amended, he was greatly mistaken. Mr. ©. 
considered no. gentleman under any such pledge. 
No man was bound to vote for a bill like this be- 
cause the. committee should obey the instructions 
by making some slight alterations in it. -If those 
instructions should be honestly and fully carried 
out, the result would be found utterly hostile ‘to 


|| the wishes and notions of all the gentlemen on the 


other side of the Chamber, and all the doctrines of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. There was no 
doubt of that.. He presumed that must-be evident 
to every man. : He did not propose the resolution 
as a peace-offering; gentlemen might vote upon it 


i as they pleased. Mr. C. offered it that he might 


show his hand, and that the world might see he 
had made at least an efort to save the interests of 
the mechanics and the manufacturers. If those 
| instructions. should be carried out, while the raw 
material was admitted free, or under alight duty, - 
the amount of revenue required by the Government 
| would have to be raised on the articles in the bill; 
| but if the committee, evading the instructions, 
should send back to the Senate a mere brutum fiul- 


ni 
be more hostile to the bill than Mr. C. was, and 
he freely admitted that one of the primary objects 


that alone, was his object. He was anxious to 
| destroy it, and should rejoice to-see it gead.: bs 
| Loud cries for the question. "The question was.) : 
thereupon put by the Chair, and decided, by yeas. °- 


he had in view in offering these resolutions of In- : : ; 
structions had been to defeat the bill. That, and... 
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he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Ei MONDAY, July 27, 1846. © 


-The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


“special order (say 
Mr.’ MeCLEL 
‘that motion. 7 i 
Mr. WINTHROP. presumed (he said) that the 
motion submitted by the gentleman from Michigan, 


a (Mr. 


| THE WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 
0 The SPEAKER announced the‘special order of 


the day tobe the bill in relation to the warehousing 


stem. ooo es 

“Mr GILES moved that the consideration thereof 
e postponed until Wednesday next. y,- 

Mr. COBB -was ‘understood to ‘inquire of the 


McCuxrrann,] embraced the proposition to 
efer the bill to the Committee of the W. nole on the 
tate of the Union, 

‘he SPEAKER said the motion would be so 
the. House. 


tuon 


having been-taken, and decided 


“Whole on the state of the Union, and made the 


, Special order of the day for Wednesday next. 


“ment, to» Jonathan D 
authorizing 
e per fmen, : à 
ted. States; and -that the President: be further re- |, 


THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 
Mr. GILES offered a resolution providing that 
ebate in Committee of the Whole on the state 
‘the Union, onthe bill making appropriations for 
fensi i iould terminate this day 


w 


ha AVAS: 
resolution; thus amended, was adopted. 
pA VIS askéd leave to offer the follow- 
esolttion; which Was read. for information: 

the: President be. requested. to 


“ing, ons wh 
+. Resolved, Lhat: th s 
communicate to this House any orders, instruc- 
tions, or communication, from’ the ‘War Depart- 


< Stevenson, instructing or 
him.to raise a regiment or any num- 
to be attached to the army of the Uni- 


quested to inform the House to what- country: and 
service he intends. to order the men or force so 


-= raised, or to.be raised, whether-they are to be sol- 


`; what country it is the purpose of the President to | 


diers: or: colonists, or both, and, if colonists, in 


plant the colony. 

Mr. HOGE objected. “4 . f 

Mr. McKAY. suggested that the information 
called for had already been communicated to the 
Senate. i ; 

Mr. DAVIS moved a suspension of the rules, 


“and asked the yeas and nays thereon; which were 


--Melivainc; Miller, Moseley, 


ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Abbott; Arnold, Asbinun, Barringer, Bel, 
Busington, Burt, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, 
John G- Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett 
Davis; Dixon, Dockery, JohnH. Ewing, Foot, Genwy, Gri- 
der, Hampton, Harper, Mard, Isaac Ei -Hoimes, Samuel 
Dp. Hubbard, Hudson; oe E Ingersolh pane ens 

2 ar King, Lewis, bong ney, J A 
Thomas Buhos I aey? Pendleton, Poito Tam: 
Satins R sokwell, Runk, Sawyer; Seaman, severance, Tu- 
sas Sanh ‘Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Strobm, ‘Thibodeiux, Thomasson, Benjamin. Thompson, 
iho. Vanco, Vintdn, Wheaten, White, W 


Messies. Siéphèn ‘Adams -Atkinson “Bayly, Bed- 

jane Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
odhead, Wiliam G Brown, Reuben: Chap- 
pman; Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Daniel, Dar 


inthrep,; and 


Gominittee on Commerce, [Mr 


“gan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dronigoole; Dunlap, Ells- 
worth,. Erdman, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grover, Hamlin; Haratson,. Hoge; George Su Houston, 
Hungerford, James: B.. Hunt, Hunter, James -H. Johnson, 
| Joseph Johnson; -Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Sea- 
| born, Jones, Kaufman, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, La, Sere, 
McClean; McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. 
MeDowell, MeKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Par- 
tish, Payne; Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rath- 
bün; Reid, Relfe;- Ritter, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seddon, 
Alexander D, Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, James- “Phompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
andWoodwarg—85. 

So the rules were not suspended, and the- reso- 
lution was-not received. ` 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

Mr. ANDREW JOHNSON asked leave to in- 
troduce the following resolution; which was read 
for information: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to take into immediate consideration the propriety, 
if not the absolute necessity, of at once requiring 
the Postmaster General to reéstablish or continte 
the-Wre of four-horse post-coaches from Blounts- 
ville to Knoxville, in the State of Tennessee, which 
has, from some forty years’ standing, been reduced 
by the department in the recent letting of contracts 
to a one-horse mail; and that the said committee 
do further inquire into the expediency of continu- 
ing the line of four-horse coaches for conveying the 
United States mail from Knoxville to the city of 
Nashville, the seat of government of the State of 
Tennessec; and that said committee report the 
result of theix inquiries to this House before the 
adjournment of the present session of Congress. 

Objection having been made, 

Mr. J. moved a suspension of the rules. 

And the question being, taken, and two-thirds 
not voting in the affirmative, the rules were not 
suspended, and the resolution was not received. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS, and 
by general consent, the Efouse toolc up the bill on 
the Speaker’s table, (heretofore: informally. laid 
aside,) entitled “ A bill to provide for the adjust- 
ment of all suspended preémption land claims in 
the several States and Territories, ? 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

DEFENSIVE WORKS. 

On motion of Mr. HOGE, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Bropngap, of Pennsylvania, in 
the: chair,) and, resumed the consideration. of the 
pill: making appropriations for certain defensive 
| works of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing the 30th day of June, 1846. 

Mr. TIBBAT'TS modified the substitute hereto- 
forc offered by him, so as to read as follaws: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert: 


| cophatof the sums of. money appropriated by the act en- 


tions of the United States for the year ending on the 30h 
June, 1817; approved May 15, 1846, (exeept the sum appro- 
priated for the armament of tortifications,) exceeding $12, 
000; one-half shail be expended during the present fiscal 
year, and the other half during the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1849.” 


Mr. ASHMUN was entitled to the floor, and 
| addressed the committee at length. Fle stated his 
intention to vote for all the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill, and was willing at all times, but 
especially at this pele conjunction in our 
affairs, to vote the largest appropriations for the 
| defence of the country. < 

He then passed into an examination of the causes 
and objects of the Mexican war, and into a vindi- 
éation of his own course in relation to it. ‘The 
causes, he contended, weve to be found in the an- 
necessary acts of the Executive in sending troops 
to ‘that region of country which had become the 
theatre of the war, in the movement of the army 
from Corpus Christi to the banks of the Rio 
Grande; an order which was given without the 
sanction of Congress, and without the existence of 
any necessity which-could justify it. 

The objects of the war, as developed by recent 


between the War Department. and Colonel Jona- 


political, not a military adventurer,) he contended 
were conquest and.colonization. Mr. A. argued 
these positions at length, citing, in support thereof, 
portions of the correspondence heretofore publish- 
ed, the editorial articles from the Union; &c. 


titled ¿Au act making appropriations for certain fortifica- | 


circumstances, especially by the correspondence | 


than D: Stevenson (whom Mr. A. designated asa | 


i| which report, 


“Mr. Acpresented a statement of. appropriations 
made since the meeting of Congress, which (in- 
cluding the ‘amount. of ordinary appropriations) 
presented an aggregate of fifty-one million ‘three 

undred and forty-five thousand five hundred and 
twenty-five dollars. ‘This statement had been care- 
fally prepared and-examined, so a8.to obviate any 
errors in the resolts, i (Os os 

Mr. McK AY briefly stated the: grounds of his 
opposition to this bill. The sum of $1,145,000 
had already been appropriated by Congress-during 
the present session for the continuation of fortifi- 
cations now in progress. ‘This was.a much larger 
sum than was usually appropriated,.the amount 
last year being only $800,000, and the year before 
$500,000. . ‘This large amount of appropriations, 
it was well known, was made at. this session on 
account of the existing state of our foreign rela- 
tions; there being, at that time, well-grounded ap- 
prehensions of a war with Great Britain. Instead 
of appropriating more money, he was prepared to 
direct, in lieu of it, a suspension of the expendi- 
tute. of a part of the $1,145,000 already autho- 
rized. 

In advancing another reason why he went 
against this bil, he referred to the report of the 
board of distinguished military officers, appointed 
in 1816, for the purpose. of projecting a system of 
national: defences, of which General. Bernard, a 
distinguished French. officer, was at the head; and 
revised, was embodied in a report of 
a board of officers of which Colonel Totten was 
chief—in which the defensive works of the coun- 
try were classified according to their importance, 
and most of the works provided for in this bill 
were placed in the lowest class. 

Mr. GILES. Where is Baltimore in that clas- 
sification? 

Mr. McKAY. I admit Baltimore is placed in 
the first class. 

He admitted that this classification had been 
broken over in the legislation of Congress, but 
always to the manifest detriment of the public 
interests. He opposed, under these circumstances, 
the commencing of new works involving largely 
increased expenditures, in addition to the millions 
of dollars required to complete works already com- 
menced. 7 

Mr. HARALSON suggested to Mr. McK. that 
there was not now a solitary fortification upon the 
whole coast of Georgia. 

Some conversation ensued between these. two 
gentlemen on: that point, Mr. McK. dissenting, as 
was understood, from the-statement of Mr. EH. 

With reference:to the item for the purchase of 
defensive works on Staten Island, he suggested 
that the title had already been transferred to the 


| United States, and read from a law of New York 


of 1807, bearing on this point, 


Mr. SEAMAN interposed, and said that these 


| lands, or a portion of them, had been purchased 


by New York since that time. 

Mr. McKAY admitted there was. some. dispute 
with reference to that matter, and said he was 
willing to authorize the sale of Fort Gansevoort, 
which had now become useless, and the applica- 
tion of the procecds to the purchase of the defen: 
sive works of New York on Stateri Island. 

In conclusion, he stated that the appropriations 
made at this session would be upwards of fifty 
million of dollars, which were absolutely necessa- 
ry to enable the Government to carry on the Mex- 
ican war, and to meetthe ordinary current expenses. 
of the Government. Would they, when they had 
authorized the President to borrow money by the 
issue of treasury notes, and when a tax on tea 
and coffee was deemed to be necessary to meet 
present appropriations and expenditures, were they 
prepared to go on and authorize additional ex- 
peniditures of millions? - He trusted all the friends 
of the Administration would. take ground ‘against 
them, and he appealed also to his Whig friends to 
stay the progress of this extravagance. 

Mr. BURT thought it did not very well become 
his friend who had just taken his seat, at the close 
of the session, after the extraordinary agency he 
had had in incurring expenditures, to be reading 
to this committee a lecture about economy. He 
held that honorable gentleman responsible for every 
dollar -of those appropriations: for: fortifications, 
to which he had called the attention of the House 
‘All these schemes by which money had been ex- 
pended owed their paternity to ‘him; and Mr. B; 
charged him at his peril to see that we have the 
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It was | 


means of defraying these expenditures. 
not his (Mr. B.'s) business. 

But when we find the country involved in a 
war—when we find that our Department of War— 
that the Engineer Department—had received for 
two Congresses every appropriation contained in 
this bill, he asked that gentleman with what pro- 
priety he could stand up.in this House and make 
his appeal against them on the ground of the re- 
commendation of a board of officers convened some 
years since, especially when the identical head of 
the engineer department and other officers. had, 
since that time, recommended these very appro- 
priations ? | 

Mr. B. briefly glanced at the several items con- 
tained in the bill, urging their importance respect- 
ively, and declaring that there were no other points | 
inthe United States which so indispensably re- | 
quired appropriations for defensive works. 

‘With reference to the grant by New York in 
1807, of the site of defensive workson Staten Island, | 
he referred to the fact that the condition on which 
the grant was based—viz: the erection of defensive 
works—had not been complied with; thus, on all 
grounds of law and equity, rendering the grant null 
and void. 

Mr. SEAMAN oceupied the remaining minute 
and a half in reading from a former appropriation 
act, in which was recognised the want of title on 
the part of the United States to this site on Staten | 

sland. 

The hour of twelve having arrived, the commit- 
tee proceeded to vote. 

The amendment of Mr. E. B. Hormes (hereto- 
fore published) making an appropriation for de- 
fensive works at the mouth of the Genesee river, 
was rejected. 

The amendments of Messrs. Hunerrrorp and 
Grune u (heretofore published) were rejected. 

A number of other amendments, proposing ap- 
propriatiuns for local objects, and many of which 

ad been heretofore proposed to the general fortiti- 
cation bill, were offered and rejected. 

Amendments were offered by Messrs. McCLEL- 
LAND, BROCKENBROUGH, ATKINSON, 
BIGGS, D. P. KING, DE MOTT, and WENT- 
WORTH. ; 

An amendment, by Mr, J. R. INGERSOLL, 
authorizing the President to take steps’ for the set: H 
tlement of the title to the Pea Patch Island, was, 
by ayes 79, noes 42, agreed to. | 
- The question now recurred on the modified sub- | 
stitute of Mr. Tisparrs. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend the substitute 
by applying a similar limitation to the river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. TIBBATTS raised the point of order on 
the amendment. 

The CHAIR overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BURT also made the point of order on the 
substitute of Mr. TIBBATTS. 

The CHAIR overruled the 

Mr. BURT appealed. 

Some conversation followed. 

The question on the appeal was taken, and, by 
ayes 61, noes 68, the decision of the Chair was 
overruled. 

So the substitute of Mr. Tissarrs was declared 
to be out of order, and the amendment of Mr. 
Hamu thereto fell with it. 

Mr. McK AY offered the following substitute 
for the bill, which was rejected: | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 


point of order. 


the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to || 


dispose of the site and materials of old fort Gansevoort, and | 
to apply the proceeds of the sale to the purchase, from the | 
State of New York, of the defensive works on Staten Island, 
together with the land bought by said State for the site of 
said works; and if the proceeds of said sale shall not be 
sufficient for the purchase, then as much money in addition 
to the proceeds as may be necessary to complete the same 
be, and is hereby appropriated. And be it further enacted, 
That the President be authorized to take such steps as he 
may deem advisable for adjusting the title to Pea Patch 
island; and should the same be found to be adverse to the | 


United States, that he cause the value to be ascertained by 
arbitration, according to the agreement entercd into between | 
the Secretary of War, and the agent of the claimant, and | 
report the same to Congress. 
The committee then roseand 

amendment to the House. | 

, Mr. HAMLIN demanded the previous ques- | 
tion; which was seconded, i 


and the main question (first on the amendment, | 
and then on ordering the bill toa third reading) was 
ordered to be now taken. 


i 
f 


reported the billand | 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the bill be laid 
on the table. s 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Biggs, James 
Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chap- i 
man, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Canningliam, Dobbin, 
Dockery, Dromgoole, Erdman, Faran, Fries, Garvin, Har- 
manson, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Hunter; dames 
H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, 
Leake, Lumpkin, McClean, Joseph J. McDowell, James. | 
McDowell, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Norris, Owen, 
Parrish, Perri], Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Ritter, 
Roberts, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D: Sins, 
Leonard. H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Thomasson, Jacob 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wick, Williams, Wood- 
ward, and Yost-—61. 

NAYS—Muossrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Brinkerhoff, Broeken- 
brough, Brodhead, W. G. Brown, Buffington, Burt, William 
W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, 
Chipman, Collin, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Dargan, 
Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dixon, Douglass, Edsall, Eisworth, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin H, Ewing, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Hil- 
hard, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Law- 
renee, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Tong, Maclay, MeClelland, 
McConnell, McGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, John P, 
Martin, Miller, Moseley, Payne, Perry, Pollock, Rathbun, 
Julius Rockwell, J, A. Rockwell, Rank, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Sinith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stanton, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, 
Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodruti, Wright, and 
Young—100. 


So the bill was not laid on the table. 


The question then recurred on concurring in the 
amendment authorizing the President to take such 
steps as he may deem advisable for the adjustment 
of the title to the Pea Patch Island, and if found | 
adverse to the United States, to cause the value to | 
be ascertained by arbitration, &c. 

Mr.G. S, HOUSTON and Mr. RATHBUN de- 
manded the yeas and nays, which were ordered; 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Buffington, Burt, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Carroll, Jobn G. Chapman, Cobb, Collin, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Garrett Davis, De Mott, 
Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John 
H. Ewing, Foot, Garvin, Giles, Gayest Gordon, Grider, 
Grover, Hamlin: Hampton, Harper, Billiard, Elias B. Holmes, : 
Saml D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, 
Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll; Joseph 
Jobnson, Seaborn Jones, Danicl P. King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lewis, Long, Maclay, McClelland, James McDow- 
el, MeGanghey, McHenry, Mellvaine, McKay, Miller, 
Morris, Moseley, Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, John A. | 
Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Schenck, Severance, Alexander 
D. Sims, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, St. 
John, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wright, Young, and Yost—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brocken- 
brough, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, Clarke 
Cullom, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Haral 
son, Harmanson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George $. Hous- || 
ton. Edmund W, Hubard, James B, Hunt, Jenkins, James 
H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, 
Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClernand, McConnell, Joseph 
J. McDowell, Barkley Martin, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, | 
Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rob- j| 
ertz, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H, Sims, Simp- 
son, Thomas Smith, Stanton, {Jacob Thompson, Tibbutts, 
Tredway, Wick, and Woodward—62. | 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading; and, | 
having been read a third time by its title, and the 
question being on the passage, 

Mr. GILES demanded the previous question; | 
which was seconded. ' 

And the main question was ordered to be now | 
taken. i! 

Mr. S. JONES and G. W. JONES asked the || 
yeas and nays thereon; which were ordered. 

And the question, ‘Shall this bill pass??? was |) 
taken, and resulted as follows: | 


| 
{ 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Ander- | 
i 


son, Arnold, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Blanchard, Brinker- 
hoff, Brodhead, Buffington, Burt, Wiliam W. Campbell, | 
Joon H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Collin, Cran- l 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Dargan, Garrett Davis, De Mott, ; 
Dixon, Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, MUsworth, Foster, Giles, | 
Goodyear, Gordon, Grider, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Hart | 
alison, Harper, Hilliard, E. B. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. | 
Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles | 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenk Daniel P. King, | 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Lewis, || 
Levin, Ligon, Long, Maclay, McClelland, McGaughey, Me- ji 
Henry, MeTivaine, Miller, Moseley, Perry, Pollock, Ram- 4 
| 
| 


sey, John A. Rockwell, Runk, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, | 
Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, | 
Stanton, Stephens, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Thibodeaux, | 
Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, | 


| Clarke, Cobb, Cunningham, Dobbin; Dockery, 


‘Solved itself into Committee’ of the Whole on the 


Wentworth, Wheaton, White Wihtirop Wood = Wood. 
ruf, Woodworth, W rights and Kostas 7 i i set 
NAYS-—Messrs.. Stephen’ Adams; Atkinson; James A 


Black, Bowlin, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase; 


Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Harmanson, Hoge; 


Drongöole, 


Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard; James y3 


B. Hunt, Hunter, JH. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew > 
Johnson, George W: Jones, ‘Seaborn.-Jotes,- Kaufman, *> 
Leake 

MeDowell, McKay, Barkley. Martin, Mors, Norris; Owen, 
Parrish, Payne, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims; Lonard 


H: Sims, Thomas Sniith, Jacob Thompson; Tibbatts, Towns;.). 


Tiedway, Wick, and Wiliams-—61.. : 
So the bill was passed ‘in 
to wit? ~ ; 


A BILL making appropgiations. for certain defensive works 
ofthe United States for the fiscal year ending the thirtieth 
day of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six. 


Be it enacted. by the Senate and House of ‘Representatives. 
of the United States of America in Congress ussembied, That : 
the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated, 
to be paid ont of any unappropriated money in the treasury, 
for the preservation, repair, and construction of certain 
fortifications, for the fiscal year ending the. thirtieth day of 
June, one thousand eight hundred and. forty-seven : 

For the purchase from the State of New York of the de- 
fensive works on Staten Island, together with’ the land 
bought by the State for the site:of said Works, with ‘all the. 
material of and about them, and for repairs of said works, 
when the title of the Stare of New York shall have been 
extinguished, one hundred thousand dollars : Provided, That 
the Executive be, and he is hereby, anthorized to dispose. of © 
the site and materials of old Fort Gansevoort; and to apply 
the proceeds of such sale to the repair of thé works on Sta- 
ten [sland ; | t 

For the commencement of batteries on Soller’s Point flats, ` 
below Baltimore, thirty thousand .dollars3 s 

For the commexicement-of a fortat the entrance to: Cum- 
berland Sound, Georgia, twenty thousand dollars; 4 k 

For the commencement of a fort-on the’, east: side. of. 
Dauphin Island, Mobile Bay, Alabama; twenty thousand . 
dollars. : $ Sy 

And be it further enacted, That the ‘President bè autho» 
rized to take such ‘steps as he may deem: advisable, for,.ad- 
justing the title to Pea Patch Island; and should ‘the’ same 
be found to be adverse to the United States, that he ‘cause 
the value to be ascertained by arbitration, according to the 
agreement entered into between the. Secretary of War and 
the agent of the claimant, and report the same to Congress. 


Mr. KING of Georgia moved a reconsideration , 
of the vote, and demanded the previous question; - 
under the operation of which tl 
to reconsider the vote. ; : 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re: 


state of the Union, (Mr. Rew of North Carolina 

in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration 

of the following bill: 

A BILL to amend the act approved the third of March, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, entitled “An act'to rei 
duce the rates of postage, to limit the use, and prevent the 
abuse, of the franking privilege, and for the prevention 
of frauds upon the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment.” 


Eeit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 


|! ofthe United Slates of America in Congress assembled, That 


the following rates of postage be charged upon all letters 
and packets conveyed in, the mail of the United States—to 
wit: f 

For every letter or packet weighing one-quarter of an 
ounce or less, conveyed three hundred miles or less, five 
cents; 

And for any distance over three hundred :miles, and less 
than six hundred miles, ten cents ; 

And for any distance over six hundred miles, fifteen 
cents; i 

And for every additional quarter of an ounce, or fraction 
less than the quarter of an ounce, an additional postage, ex- 
cept where a letter is written on a single sheet of paper 
weighing over one-quarter of an ounce and less than one- 
half an ounce, when the same shall he charged with the 
single postage: Provided, That. the rate of fifteen cents 
shall be discontinued from and after the first of July, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-eight, if, inthe opinion of the Post- 
master General, the revenues of the department will equal 
its expenditures; and in that case, ten cents shall be the 
rate of postage for all distances over three hundred miles; 

For every letter, newspaper, or other written or printed 
matter deposited in a post office for delivery, without trans- 
portation, two cents 5 

For every advertised letter, the additional -expense for 
printing shall be charged: Provided, That the same shall in 
no case cxeced two cents: 4nd provided also, That no let- 
ter which has heen refused by the person to whom it is ad- 
dressed shail be advertised, and shall be treated ag a dead 
letter. i 

Sec. 2 
charged for each and every newspaper conveyed in the 
mails for the publishers thereof, and sent to subscribers or 
persons regularly engaged in vending the same for the. pub- 
lishers, for the first one hundred miles, one cent; 

And for any distance over one hundred miles, two cents: 

And for each and every newspaper sent by others than 
the publishers thereof, and to others than subscribers, and 


ji for every handbill, advertisement, or circular, printed or 


lithographed, or any other printed or lithographed matter, 
sent through the mails without being sealed, there shall: be 
charged and paid at the time of the detivery of the samie into 


the post office, and before the same is sent in the mails, two. < 


cents; 


umpkin, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, James =: 


the following form— © 


¢ ILouse refused. : 


ind be it further enacted, That there shall be.. 


w ament printed by the 
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HAT 


phed matter, containing 
on the same, by which hitelli- 
5 Other: than: the address, or « 
e office scaled; shall: be rated’: 


periodicals or magazines, for any distance 
hundred miles, one tent per. sheet; and 
one Hui ‘Miles, two: cents per 


x it further enactet; That.a newspaper shall 
to be gne sheet of printed matter, containing intel- 
ce of passing events, of not morethan- nineteen: bun- 
d ‘superficial square inches; and. alt- other publications 
“printed, or Jithographed, or engraved, folded, stitched, or 
‘covered, shall be taken to: be a pamphlet, magazine, or peri- 
Odical; nnd:rated:with postage as ‘such; and that the distan- 
cés; as mentioned in the preceding sections ofthis bill; shall 
be estimated by the-rotite over which letters, newspapers, 
Qé fire actually transported in the mails and that from and 
after the first day of January; eighteen, hundred ‘and forty- 
seven, the postages: on. all: printed. matter passing through 
the muils’shall:-be prepaid at the office in which the same is 
deposited, and before:the same'shall be transmitted by mail, 
Seo. 4. And be tt further enacted, That; in lieu, of the com- 
missions now allowed by law-to, deputy postuasters, the 
< Postmaster’ General be, and he is hereby , authorized to allow 
each postmaster such commissions as shall, be adequate to 
‘his services and expenses, not exceeding the folowing rates 
‘on the amount received in.any one year, or the due: propor- 
‘tion of such rates‘ for any petiod less-than a year, to wit: 
+S Ona sum not exceeding one hundred dollars, forty per 
SCOR TAM yoo ` 


t one hundred dollars and, not exceeding 
lars; thirty per centum s $ 

yur: hundred dollars and not exceeding 
nid four hundred dollars, twenty-five per centum.; 
sui OVver.two thousand four hundred. dollars, 
er centum y. D 


nallsums arising from the postage on newspapers, 


“fro 
lege 


i Department. 
gC. 5. And be tt further enueted, That the sixth section of 


Sea. 6. And be it further. en 
franking shall, in future; be, 
© who wora conte to: 


ed, That the: privilere ot. 
the ‘several officers 
same: prio e prasage of the 
y eighteen hundred and forty-five, 
etrictions, to wits “Chat. said privi- 

ed to the: Vice Prosidant and members 
neds of Congréss for thirty days’ before the 


“COD 4 
ard be allowed during. their continuance in office, and. for 
‘thirty days after the expiration of their commissions, and to 
all-other officers. entitled: to. the: privilege’ the. same: shalt 
commence and :cease: with their commissions: Provided, 
“Tpat-this’ restriction shalt not’ be-construed to apply" to 
Presidents, ox»Presidents, or the: widows! of ¢x-Presidents 
Madison and. Harrison; and during such time, the aforesaid 
‘Officers. Of the Government may receive free through the 
mails. any letter or: packet nddressed to them not excooding 
two ounces in: weight, any newspaper or other printed 
matter not exceeding four ounces in weight, and any doc- 
order of cither House of Congress not 
excesding three pounds in weight: Provided. That no bound 
“Hook shall be regarded as a public document, or be trans- 
Syaigsible in the mails; and may send through the mails free 
any letter or packet, not exceeding two. ounces in weighty 
onthe business of their respective offices; any newspaper 
or other printed matter: not exceeding two ouncesin weight, 
pnd any document. printed by order of either House. of Con- 
gress, not exceeding three pounds weight. ; 
See. 7. And be it further enacted, That, upon the trial of 
` any person or persons. charged with a violation of the post 
office laws, no person or persons. shall be oxecused from giv- 
ing-evidence iù behalf of the United States upon any pre- 
text or excuse’ that, in so doing, the person called to testify 
may ctiminate bimselfas being a party, or In any manner 
connected with the commission ofthe offence : Provided, 
That nothing said or done by such person, as a witness shall 
ever'afterwards be used against him for anypartict 
~ connexion which he may have had with (he commission of 
said offence. : 


The bill having been read. through, was taken 
up. by, sections. ; ae eee 
: "Rid: the first section being under, consideration , 


venth, eighth, and ninth lines, as follows: 
a for any distance. over 300 miles, and jess.than.600 


Stance over ‘00 miles, fifteen cents.” 
3LASS moved to amend the said sec- 


ement; ‘cir-2|] “Por. every letter. or packet weighing one-quarter of an 


| question at all, it being a subject with which all 


nt of Congress, after eirrespective elections; | 


lor inquiry, to Messrs. JACOB 'SHOMPSON, 


SME MeCLELLAND moved. to strike out the. |j 


ounce. or. less, conveyed 300 miles: of less; five cent” 
“The words.following: 

 Conveyed 300 miles -or less.” 

-And-also to amend by striking out the following 
words: 6 | 
t And for any distance over 300 hundred miles, and less 
than 600‘xailes, ten cents. ; 

“ And for any distance over.600 miles; fifteen cents.” 
-Andito insert the following: 

«“For-every leter or package weighing a quarter of an 
ounce or less, for.any distance, five cents.” 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, This is not ad valo- 
reni. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said that he believed if the | 
change contemplated by this amendment should be | 
made, the Post Oftice Department would be able to 
support itself. He believed that the simplest and 
best system that could be adopted, would be to 
make postage uniform throughout the Union.. A 
fair trial would, he doubted not, amply justify this 
assertion. 

He would also move an amendment making the 
other provisions of the bill conform to that he had |! 
proposed... Ele would retain the provision that i 
whenever a letter should be on one sheet of paper, 
and weigh over a quarter of an ounce or less than 
half an ounce, then the letter should be charged || 
only five cents. 

Mr. HOPKINS hoped the gentleman. from Mi- 
nois would not press his amendment, until an 
amendment he was instructed to bring forward 
from the Committee ou the Post Office and Post 
Roads, which would be to strike out the proposed 
rate of 15 cents from the bill, was oftered, leaving 
the present ratesvof 5 and 10 cents. If the bill 
passed, the expected increase of revenue was to 
result from the decrease of weight in the single let- 
ter—the bill reducing it from one-half ounce to 
one-quarter ounce, fe appealed to his friend 
from Ilinois not to press his amendment at this 
time. Mr. H. estimated that the result of speh an 
enactment would be to create a deficiency in the 
revenues of the deparument.of more than a million 
of dollars, and this on the hypothesis of an in- 
crease of correspondence of 100 per cent, © j 

Efe referred to the deficiency of revenue under 
the existing law, which he said might be fairly es- 
timated ut very nearly $1,000,000; although, from 
savings in the lettings of contracts effected by the | 
Postmaster Gencral, it would be reduced to some» | 
thing like $540,000, Were gentlemen, in the face 
of. these facts, prepared to go for a further reduc- 
tion, thus throwing the department as a charge on | 
the treasury, at a ume when it was so illy able to 
sustain it? 

Remarking that he did not intend to debate this 


i 


| 


gentlemen were familiar, he proceeded briefly to 
explain and defend the provisions of the bill, and 
of amendments which he intended to oller, yield- 
ing, in the course of his remarks, for explanation 


FARAN, MeCLELLAND, and WOOD. 

Mr, THOMASSON (a member of the Post 
Office Cowimittee) opposed the bill, particularly on | 
the grounds of its oppressive operation on the com- 
merce of the West and the postage-payers of the | 
western country, and advocated a uniform rate | 
for all distances at five cents. Judging from the 
greater increase of letters at the rate of five cents, | 
han of those at ten cents, he was safe in saying, 
that if one uniform rate of five cents was estab- 
lished, the department could sustain itself in less 
than one year.. Ele advocated a provision making | 
postage free to our ‘soldiers in the army of the 
United States. | 

He gave notice of a substitute for the bill, and 
enforced its provisions. 

Mr. OWEN said if the vote was pressed on the 
amendment making a uniform rate at five cents and | 


quarter ounce weight for the single letter, he should | 
vote for it. Yet there were strong reasons for de- | 
laying it a year or'two. And he thought he might 
say the Postmaster General was of opinion that io | 
à year or two we might adopt it. . Mr. O. was of | 
opinion that the deficiency would not be grcat even | 
if adopted now. He expressed himself m favor of | 
the principle of pre-payment, and of, free postage | 


to the soldiers of our army on the other side of the | 


views. 


E 


[ground thatit conferred the: greatest benefits on 


Mr. FARAN advocated cheap postagés on the 


out from the following item, to. wit: 


Rio Grande, and briefly gave some other general | 
H 
ti 


same principle that. he did low duties—on the 


the greatest number. He was in favor of free 
postages fo the army during war; of pre-payment; 


| of reducing the: weight to quarter ounce; and of 


other modifications-(which. he mentioned) in the 

resent laws k ee 

Mr. STANTON gave notice of an amendment, 
which he should offer when in order. 

Mr. GORDON obtained the floor, and yielded to 
his colleague, : OEE Soe 

Mr. HOUGH, who caused to be read a substi- 


| tute for the entire bill, which he intended ‘to: offer 
when in order. \ 


Mr. GORDON resumed: the floor; but, it being 
contested: by Mr, Cirpman, on a division on a 
point of order, no quorum voted. : 

The committec rose and reported that fact. 


THE MADISON PAPERS. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the bill here- 
tofore reported from the select committee, provi- 
ding for the publication of the Madison papers, 
be made the special ordér for to-morrow. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON felt constrained, he 
said, to object. 

A. brief conversation, followed between Mr. 
DROMGOOLE and Mr. PETTIT, as to the pa- 
pers included in the contemplated publication. 

After which, no quorum, being present, 

The House adjourned. ‘ 


Lmeniemeinesinams 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, July 28, 1846. 


Mr. ASELLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Pistate; 
which was read, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. A. also, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, who, by resolution of the Senate, were in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extend- 
ing the criminal laws of the United States over the 
fudian country, reported a bill for that purpose; 
which was read, and passed to the second reading. 
Mr, A. gave notice that he would, at the earliest 
moment afier the vill had been printed and laid 
upon the tables of the Senate, ask iis considera- 
tion.. The committee bad come to the conclusion 
that the provisions of the bill would be the best 
enlentated of anything to put an end to the frequent 
murders in the Indian country. The.report accom- 
panying the bill was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. (PENN YBACKER, . from. the Committee 
of Claims, reported back, without amendment, the 
bill forthe relief Elobson Johns, 

RESIGNATION OF MR; HAYWOOD. 

Mr. BENTON rose and said: 

T vise to ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
make a remark upon an occurrence of yesterday, 
which a slight delay in arriving at my seat pre- 
vented me from making at the nue it happened. 
I allude to the resignation of Mr. Senator Hay- 
wood, read to the Senate yesterday morning at 
the opening of the session, a few minutes before 
T came into the chamber. “Task the indulgence of 
the Senate to say now what I should have said 
then, if 1 had been present. 

{** Leave, leave,’? “ proceed,”’. from various 
parts of the Chamber.] 

I have to say, then, that I was cognizant of all 
the motives and feelings which actuated Mr. Flay- 
wood from the beginning to the ending of the cir- 
eunistances which led to this painful occurrence, ., 
He was absent from the city when the bill which 
has occasioned. his resignation came up from the 
House of Representatives. On his return to the 
city, and within a few minutes after his appear- 
ance in this Chamber, he called me aside to let me 
know that he had insuperable objections to the 
bill, and desired to talk it over with myself and 


| other friends, with a view to amend it.into a form 


which would enable him to support it. To the 
Senator from New York, who sits on my right, 
(Mr. Drs,] he said the same thing at the same 
times. and ended with asking to see us both.at my 
house that evening. Of course, we met as request- 
ed. Tt is needless to detail what passed: a general 
statement will be sufficient as the basis and justifi- 
cation of the opinions and sentiments which F pro- 
pose to express. Mr. Haywood went over the 
grounds of his objection to the bill, and declared 
the impossibility of his voting for it unless essen~ 
tially amended. I agreed. with him in his objec- 
tions—I. mean objections generally, both to. the 
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bill, and tothe mode and manner of getting it up, 
and getting it through—hbut objected to all attempts 
to amend it, for such reasons as I had the honor to 
expose to the Senate on yesterday; and stated my 
own determination to vote for it, objectionable as I 
held it to be, as the means of putting an end to the 
act of 1842. He reiterated the impossibility of 
voting for it; and from that moment, the question 
with him was, between a. motion to postpone the 
time for the bill to take effect, or resignation. I 
let him know that I could not vote for the post- 
ponement, and thought he ought not to resign, but 
do as his friends did who thought as poorly of the 
bill as he did, but who would vote for it as a 
means of putting an end to the act of 1842. From 
this time, which was near a fortnight ago, until 
within two hours before his resignation, our com- 
munications on the subject were frequent, and in- 
deed almost daily. Ihave made this general state- 
ment, Mr. President, for the purpose of showing 
that I know the motives and feelings—that I have 
the best opportunity of knowing the motives and 
the feelings—under which the Senator from North 
Carolina resolved on his resignation, and have a 
right to bear testimony to the purity, the patriot- 
ism, and the elevation of sentiment under which 
that Senator acted. .He resigned to avoid.a vote 
against the bill. He resigned with a full convic- 
tion that his resignation would not affect the fate 
of the bill—that it would pass either with, or with- 
out his presence; and that his withdrawal would, 
in fact, facilitate its passage. These I know to 
have been the motives and feelings under which he 
acted; and I discharge a, duty sacred to personal 
and political friendship—sacred to private and pub- 
lic worth—in taking this opportunity, on this ele- 
vated floor, to bear witness to the noble and exalt- 
ed sense of honor and duty under which my hon- 
orable friend has ceased to be a member of this 
body. Thisis what I have to say in relation to 
the motives and feclings of Mr. Haywood, and of 
his high and honorable purpose, in the act of resig- 
nation, which a conscientious sense of duty imposed 
upon him. Further than this the occasion, as it 
concerns him, would not require me to go. I have 
paid the debt of justice to him. But I look to our- 
selves—this Senate—which has to regret the loss 
of one of its most intelligent, courteous, and agree- 
able members—I look ‘to’ the: country, the whole 
Union, which has to witness the loss of a Senator 
who could expand his views to the wide expanse 
of the entire Union when its honor and its inter- 
ests were at stake—and I turn to myself, and have 
to lament the loss of a personal friend, of heredi- 
tary friendship through generations, whose society 
is pleasant to me—the loss of a political friend, 
whose aid and counsel has often been serviceable 
to me—-and upon whose future aid and counsel I 
had largely counted in assisting me to discharge 
my duty to my country in the arduous circum- 
stances in which she is now placed. 

Mr. MANGUM said he was very much grati- 
fied that the Senator from Missouri had thought 
proper to advert to this matter. He was the more 
so, inasmuch as the organ of the Government, in 
this city, had assailed Mr. Haywood’s public and 
private character with such a degree of ferocity, 
and, in his judgment, so unjustly, that he thought 
every liberal ‘Senator would stand forward and 
austain and commend what every one must ac- 
knowledge to be the perfect purity and disinterest- 
edness of his course in regard to the subject which 
was the occasion of his resignation. No man in 
the State of North Carolina, perhaps, differed more 
widely than himself from the late Senator in politi- 
cal sentiment; that difference had long existed, and 
was likely to continue; but political considerations 
could never be permitted to interfere, so far as he 
was concerned, with feelings of personal respect 
for a gentleman whose honor and probity were un- 
contaminated and entirely above suspicion, though 
assailed in the unworthy manner which they had 
' witnessed in the Government paper in this city. 
Without adverting to the wisdom or judiciousness 
of the course adopted by his late colleague, he was 


satisfied that he had acted upon the best considera- | 


tion, and upon ‘his honest conception of what was 
due to himself and to the country asa patriotic 
citizen; and he felt that it was due to him that this 
expression should be made public, in contraven- 
tion of the insidious slanders which were propa- 
gated by the Government paper; and that the State 
of which he was. so able a representative, should 
not be deceived by any false representations. 


and cordially concur, in. the sentiments expressed 


Mr. M. further felt that it was due to the good 
old North State that her public servants hete should 
be vindicated against aspersions ‘touching purity 
and fidelity in office—aspersions unknown in ‘that 
State, from the period of her colonial history, as 
affecting either the judicial ermine or legislative in- 
tegrity. Errors both she. and her servants may 
have fallen into, but the tongue of slander had 
never hitherto alleged personal corruption, within 
his knowledge, of ‘any of. her public servants, 
whether in legislative or judicial capacity. ; Her 
character had been uniformly marked with dieni- 
fied moderation, as pure as it was unpretenditig; 
and he (Mr. M.) hoped, when he should close his 
eyes upon. earth, that he might leave with the bė- 
lief that her character was unspotted and unstained 
by those upon whom she had devolved high re- 
sponsibility, and that, for many and long years 
thereafter, she might preserve that perfect purity, 
far more precious. than any false glare unaccom- 
panied by virtue, : 

Mr. Haywood acted, in regard to the subject 
under review, with the most perfect delicacy. He 
believed there was not a Whig in that body (if 
there was an exception, he hoped, such-of his 
frienda as might chance to constitute that excep- 
tion would indicate it now) who had any knowl- 
edge of Mr. Haywood’s purpose to resign, unless 
by inference, (for he seemed recently to be uneasy 
and unhappy;) and he knew also that, if Mr. Hay- 
wood had found that his vote could have been 
made effectual for his country’s interest, he never 
would have abandoned his seat, but would have 
taken the responsibility of defeating the measure; 
but finding that his vote was not likely to be effec- 
tive, and that the result would We the same, rather 
than throw himself into conflict with his friends, 
he resigned his seat. In making up his mind to 
retire from the Senate, Mr. Haywood, he believed, 
had rested his determination, not on any influence 
which it might produce upon himself politically, 
but upon his conscientious convictions of right. 
He had determined, as a gentleman and a Christian, 
after having laid before his friends on his own side 
of the Chamber his convictions, and he believed 
he had had no consultation with a single Whig 
friend upon the subject. ` 

Sir, (continued Mr, M,) I; do most cheerfully 


by the honorable Senator from Missouri, that Mr,- 
Haywood, informing his purpose, was under the 

influence of none other than considerations high, 

elevated, pure, and honorable. He (Mr. Hay- 

wood) might despise a rabid press—to abuse is its 

vocation. Efe might despise the servitors of power, 

and their vile, mercenary, and sycophantic follow- 

ers—the jackalls that would despoil the sanctuary 

of the grave, and exhume reputation to be offered 

in sacrifice, in burnt sacrifices, to the passions of 
their masters and corrupters—and repose upon the 

esteem of good and just and liberal men. 

Mr. M. felt sure that Mr. Haywood, at no period 
of his life, enjoyed more of the respect and consid- 
eration of liberal men of all parties in his native 
State than he has for the last several months, and | 
does at the present moment. North Carolina will 
feel justly proud that she is the venerable mother of 
three Democratic Senators who have recently ren- 
dered signal and distinguished service to the coun- 
try upon another great question—Oregon; and, co- 
Sperating with the Whigs, saved the country from 
all the destructive horrors of a British war. [Mr. 
M. referred to his late colleague and the distin- 
guished Senators from Missouri and Mississippi.] 
With the profoundest political difference upon the | 
most of questions, he (Mr. M.) yet felt that his | 


| dence. 


I differed in opinion with 


by voting against it, 
propriety’of his resignation. | 


lim. in ‘respect -tothe 
As his friend, I ‘said 
say to dissuade him from at, He actedon his 


performance of what he deemed a duty to himself 
and the. public; ‘and it affords me pleasiire :to bear 
my.testimony- to the’ purity of. the: motives by’ 
| which he was actuated. In all my intercontse with 


of his character and the: strict: honor by which-he 


duct. ne : ; PRNG 
Mr. NILES stated his full and entire conviction 
that the motives by which the, late Senator from 
North Carolina ‘had. been ‘aétuated were not of a 
selfish character; and, as there must have ‘been 
some motive for taking the course he had taken, , 
he was inclined to attribute: that motive to some. 
other source. He believed that the severe castiga- 
tion which had been dealt out:to him, was not so 


it was applied, as it was for others. ‘What could 
not well be said directly to those who remained there, 
might be safely said to one who was now. officially. 
powerless... Other publications had “been made 
through the same channel, containing the most false 
insinuations against Senators and others, repre+ 
senting that capitalists: and: their agents were em- 


bribery and-corruption.. No one could doubt the 
purpose and intent of all these publications;. their 
purpose was neither more nor less. than to destroy 
the freedom of action in Congress. Ec could: dis- 
cover no other purpose; and, if it had come’ to 
this, they were. progressing rapidly to a. state. of 
things a little inconsistent, he: thought, with free 
and enlightened legislation... Where was the dif- 
| férence betwixt the exercise of a power of this 
kind now attempted to be brought to bear upon the 
action of Senators, and ‘that sort of influence 
arising from, intimidation, ‘which ‘they ‘were in- 
formed had, in other countries'and in other times, 
in revolutionary times, controlled other great legis- 


associations, formed to control, not by arguments, 

but by threats and by instruments of death? 

` Sir, said Mr. N.; these. are evil times. If we. 
‘are not to be left free to act. here.on all questions, 

and especially upon those of the greatest magni- 

tude, especially upon those affecting most deeply 

the interests of our constituents, then our legisla- 

tion will neither receive nor deserve public confi- 

What must be thought of a law that can 

find its way through Congress by means like these? 

‘What must be thought by the country when Sen- 
ators are overawed and controlled, when it isknown 
that their votes are not the result of their judgment, 
but of these deleterious influences? Sir, I am 
gratified that this thing has been alluded to. Truly, 
we have fallen upon evil times; and, sir, when the 
history of these times shall come to be written, as 
written they must be, the pen of the historian will 
scarcely be able to‘do them justice. For one, 
| having taken’ Some responsibility in regard to this 
matter, I have no fear as to what will be the public 
judgment upon my course. 1 do not allude to 
| these things as affecting myself in the slightest de- 
gree. My opinions I am at all times ready to 
| avow; and I am not to be turned from my course 
| in the discharge of my duty by slanders or insinu- 
ations of any kind.. If I had supposed that such 
ja thing as this new tariff bill would ever have 
come here, I would have made an early move- 
ment against it; but I never supposed that such a 


State had lost an able, vigilant, and faithful public | 
servant, and he a colleague entitled to his respect | 
and kindly consideration—at all events to this 
naked act of justice to his integrity, purity, and 
perfect conscientiousness in this last act, his resig- 
nation, 


Mr. DIX said: 


| at must bring upon the country. 


thing was probable, and therefore took no trouble 
about it. 


i 

i eae > eg I Sante « j 

| Mr. BERRIEN said it was not his purpose to 
| express an opinion as to the wisdom of the course 
f 


| which the late Senator from North Carolina had 


Mr. Haywood, on this occasion ason all others, = 
T have been strongly impressed with the elevation. 


much intended for the gentleman over whose back - 


ploying large sums of money for ‘purposes of - 


lative bodies—the influence: of. combinations, of 


what it. was‘proper formeto? <35. 


own judgment and his own responsibility in: the.” 


is ggverned,; both in his private and his-public cone iS 


* 


presented to the Ameri- 
s assault made upon a 
tes for fulfilling, according 
his own judgment, the duties 
imposed, he felt it to Dets- 
great: pleasure in fulfilling ‘that 
his own belief. that, whatever 
ave. been the correctness or incorrectness of 
of the Senator in-detérmining upou 
i hich he had pursued, he had- been 
actuated by a sincere conviction as’ to what: his 
mty asian honest man anda patriot required of 
ime. ae ; 
Mr. BAGBY rose and. said: cae 
Mr; Presrpenr: I was not. aware of what was 
assing here before T entered the Chamber, nor do 
now understand: precisely: how the resignation of 
a late: Senator, the: Hon. Wiliam FI. Haywood, 
from: North. Carolina, becomes: the subject of. re- 
smark ‘in this body, of which ‘he is, by his: own 
“voluntary act, no longer a member.) But if the 
Object is to bear testimony to the dignity and cour- 
“tesy of his deportment, and the purity and eleva- 
tion of- his: character, public: and private, T. cheer- 
o fally-add the tribute of my approbation to all that has 
“been: nbe said. Ihave made it a rule through 
; ustice to: Aimer: in public 
5 rom this rile Ecanndt depart in 
t f the late, Senator from North Carolina. 
Tr isidue.to him, then, to.say, that.in repeated con- 
vergations within the last two. weeks, he has in- 
formed me that he was determined, inchangeably, 
not to vote for the bill now under consideration, to 
regulate the duty on imports, unless. it was amend- 
ed soas to postpone. its operation until after, the 
4th of March’ next. THe. also stated. his determi- 
“nation to resign sooner’ than vote for the bill. In 
forming this- determination, I saw the conflict 
“through: whieh he passed in separating himself 
“froma great party to which I have no doubt of the 
_ depth and sincerity of his attachment, and to which 
he..wasan: ornament, ond discharging his duty 
upon a great measure according to the dictates of 
his own conscience. In that conflict his conscience 
“triumphed. It is proper to state that I differed 
totally from Mr, Haywood as to the propriety of 
the course he was about to pursue, and so inform- 
ed him.. But he acted upon his own responsibili- 
‘-ty.-to. his God and his country. It is not my 
province, nor is, 3t my purpose, to vindicate Mr, 


that have beert’cast upon his motives: for voluntas 


‘the most honorable, posi- 
levated patriotis, his 
aracter, are a Sufficient shield 
gainst all’such assaults.’ In par- 
Bul use which; in his judgement, was point- 
ed out by a solemn-sense of duty, T- have no-doubt 
that. Mr. Haywood was governed by motives 
worthy of a patriot, worthy of a man entertaining 
a: high and serupulous sense of honor, worthy of 
s Christian. a 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said he had never seen 
Mr. Hay wood; nor had any, a een with 
him; until they beeame associated. m that body; 
and for atime, owing to trifling and: slight. cit- 
cumstances, he had rather conceived an aversion 
towards him. Since. then, however, although 
their intercourse had been slight, the conduct of 
that gentleman had dissipated. every pre udice 
which he had entertained against. him. Ele had 
given abundant evidence that the ends he aimed at 
were those of patriotism, honesty, and integrity. 
In the discharge of his duties in. the eommittee 
over which he presided, he was scrupulous and 
correct; so much.so, that, unconciously and insen- 
sibly, he. (Mr, -C.) began to find himself (in 
common; he believed, with the other members of 
the committee) placing the most perfect. reliance 
upon any proposition emanating from-him, in full 
‘confidence that the subject had. been: impartially 
considered: As to any impeachment’ of. integrity 
on account of-his resignation, nothing, it seemed 
to him, could be more, preposterous. He had 
given the very: highest eviderices of integrity and 
“purity: no man: could entertain a doubt as. to his 
ditegrity. © And, in common, with gentlemen who 
Pad expressed their Sentiments ‘in regard to: this 
“united in the regret that an-act, m itself 
o delftgacrificing-—that. gentlemen who 
‘act would not, perhaps, have done 
hich showed @ 


mone 
yl 


Haywood? from: the imputations. and: aspersions | 


igh degree of H 


H 


sensibility; an act.by which:he had -sdcrificed one 
of the proudest offices under our form of Govern- 
ment, should: be thus misrepresented; that. he 
‘should ‘be ‘charged with desertion and loaded. with 
opprobrium: It was a gross outrage, committed 
against a man of unblemished and unimpeachable 
integritys o = oe ‘ : 

Mr. ARCHER said-it was to him a subject of 
some surprise. that any. Senator should. deem it 
necessary to vindicate the character or the conduct 
of the late Senator from: North Carolina. If his 
character for. integrity and honesty of purpose had 
been doubted before, this véry act would have im- 
pressed it with the seal of the most perfect integ- 
rity and elevation. Like the honorable Senator 
who preceded him, he had felt: no predilection in 
favor of the North Carolina Senator. On the con- 
trary, a prejudice had been impressed upon his 
mind: which had not been wholly removed: until 
two days ago. | This act of resignation had afford- 
ed the fullest and most conclusive testimony of his 
probity and integrity. It was not on account of 
his reputation that ‘they ought to. feel solicitude; 
that was far beyond ihe reach of detraction; but 
it was that a gentleman, standing deservedly high 
in the estimation of every one, should be assailed 
by. such infamous attacks of a party press, It 
was to this that the indignation of every patriotic 
man should be directed. What had he gentle- 
man done? Why, finding that his own liberal 
and enlightened views were to be thwarted and 
controlled by. party domination, he resolved to 
disengage himself from the influence of party, and | 
retire to the walks of private life, and for this he 
was assailed by gross vituperation and abuse. Te 
repeated that no vindication was needed upon that 
floor, and he (Mr. A.) should think that he owed 
an apology to the Senate for offering a word on 
the subject, had be not been preceded by other 
gentlemen. He believed a yew would not pass 
away before all men of all parties would concur 
in rendering to that gentleman the highest degree 
of approbation. 

The subject was here dropped. 


THE TARIFF BILE. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was committed the bill to modify the 
tariff, with instructions ‘ to remove the new duties 
‘imposed by wid bill in all cases where any for- 
teign raw material is taxed to the prejudice of any 
‘mechanic or manifacturer, so that no other or 
‘higher duty shall be collected on any such raw 
“material than is provided by the act of August 
30,1842; and further, so to regulate all the duties 
“imposed by this bill as to raise a revenue suili- 
‘eient-for the exigencies of the country,” reported 
back the bill, and asked to be discharged from the 
furthor consideration of the above instructions. 

Mr. EVANS then said: In the report made by 
the chairman of the Committee of Finance I did | 
not concur, I belicve I am authorized to say that 
my honorable friend from Maryland [Mr. Jonn- 
son] did not concur in the report. And as in the 
committee I did not hear any reason for taking this 
course, I should be glad to hear it in the Senate. 
T should be very glad to know whyit is that, after 
the Senate yesterday, by a majority of votes, and 
after fall consideration and discussion, ordered 
this bill tothe committee for a certain purpose, 
that committee have not complied with. the order? 
Why they have not made the attempt to do so? 
Did they make any sort of effort to do so? Have 
they even unrolled the papers, to see whether it 
waa in their ability to: comply with the instruc- 
tions of the Senate? Unless I hear some stronger 


vote against discharging the committee; and I hope | 
the committee will be required to perform the duty | 
-assioned to them. | 

Mr. LEWIS said: The instructions given to the 
committee were so indefinite that it was impossi- 
ble to comply with them. Even if we had had the | 
time necessary for their consideration, it would 
have boen impossible for us to determine with any 
degree of certainty as to what, for instance, is the 
« yaw materials” spoken of in the instructions. 

Mr. ARCHER. Did you try? 

Mr. LEWIS proceeded. Perhaps nothing would 
be more difficult to ascertain. than whether such 
and such articles: constitute raw material, Tron, 
hemp, and wool, are regarded as raw material. -If | 
ive reduce the duties on these articles, we set aside | 


the whole form of the bill. } 


`: 


reason than that stated here this morning, I shall || 
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oA SENATOR, [on the Whig side:] Well; sup- 
pose you did? a ; 
. Mr. LEWIS: “Lthink under these circumstances 
the committee arée-quite justified-in making, as they: 
do, a respectful report, asking to. be discharged 
from the consideration, of the subject under the 
resolution of the- Senator from: Delaware, That 
gentleman himself avowed ‘that-he introduced the 
resolution for the. purpose of defeating ‘the bill- 
Now, if the bill is to be defeated, we call upon the 
Senate to take the responsibility, and not to make 
the committee, ex officio, bear it. i aie 
Mr. R. JOHNSON. The reason. just: offered 
by the chairman of the Committee of Finance does 
not appear tome atallsatisfactory. . Not speaking 
for the majority of the members of the committee, 
but for himself, the. honorable gentleman asks to 
be discharged, because compliance with the in- 
structions would, he fears, defeat the bill; because 
they were intended, and aré calculated to defeat 
the bill; because the whole form of the-bill will be 
changed. Now I should like. to know—and I ask 
it with perfect respect to the honorable gentleman 
—what right have the committee to refuse to carry 
into effect the instructions of the Senate? “What 
right have they to decline acting upon those in- 
structions, which the Senate thought proper to 
give, because, in the opinion of the committee, car- 


| rying out those. instructions is calculated to defeat 


the bill, by changing its whole character? That 
is a case already decided. The Senate yesterday, 
after full discussion, decided ‘that it was fit and 
proper that the bill should be so modified as to 
carry into effect. the instructions contained in this 
amendment. The Senate, therefore, have already 
decided that if carrying into effect the instructions 
have the effect of changing the whole character of 
the bill, the whole character of the bill is to be 
changed; and we have nothing more to do than sin- 
cerely and honestly, to the best of our ability, to 
carry out the instructions under which we are act- 
ing.” Well now, Mr. President, another reason 
assigned by the honorable chairman is, that the in- 
structions are indefinite in their nature, because it 
is impossible for the committee to ascertain what is 
a raw material, as-that term is used in these instruc- 
tions, Why, that isan extraordinary reason com- 
ing from the honorable chairman of the Committee 
of Finance. The objection to the bill as avowed by 
the Senator from Delaware, and others, is, that 
the bill does not discriminate in favor of the 
domestic industry of the. country—which is "bad 
enough of itself—but it positively. discriminates 
against the domestic industry of the ‘country by 
taxing for the first time the raw material manufac- 
tured by that domestic industry, and failing to lax 
the like articles made out of the like raw material 
abroad. The committee is told to go through the 


| bill, and ascertain what raw material free under the 


act of 1849 is taxed in this bill; and it-asks: them 
in every case in which the raw material is taxed 
higher in this bill than in that of 1842, to reduco it 
to the rate imposed in the latter act. . Now, I ven- 
ture to say, Mr. President, without having half the 


| experience of the chairman of the Committee of 


Finance, that that can be done in two days as well 
as in two years. Why cannot he make the at- 
tempt? I ask, as my colleague has asked, hasany 
effort been, made to carry out that portion of the 
instructions? ‘The Senate will readily see that no 
effort has been made. The instructions were given 
to the committee at five o’elock yesterday after- 
noon. The committee was convened at five o'clock 
this morning, and I suppose. pen was never put. to 
paper for the purpose of ascertaining whether the 
instructions could or could not be complied with; 
and now he asks to be discharged, because he will 
not alter the bill. He will not- undertake to com- 
ply even with that portion ofthe instructions which 
requires the removal of the duties on the raw mate- 
rinl, which discriminates agains tthe mechanic and’ 
manufacturer, because it is impossible to ascertain 
what is ‘raw material; as if there was any diffi- 
culty in ascertaining what raw material is used in 
manufacturing the articles sold here by our own 
manufacturers! If my friend, the honorable chair- 
man, does not himself posses such information. as 
would enable him to decide what: is. raw: material, 
lct him go down to the department, and see what 
is allowed to come in free there, under the act of 
1542, because it is raw material, and if he ascer- 
tain that, I süppose he can have no difficulty in 
complying with that portion of his. instructions. 
Well, that is notall. After he has done that, he 
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is instructed to ascertain what amount of duty on 
other articles will be necessary to bring in ade- 
quate revenue. “Has any effort been made to do 
that? Does not the country want money? Every- 
body knows that. How much? Can anybody 
tell? But: that I suppose can be ascertained by 
going to the Secretary of the Treasury, and asking 
him what, in his judgment, the wants of the treas- 
ury willbe this year. If that be ascertained, then 
the gentleman can set about in earnest, and see ifhe 
can levy sufficient duty to bring in money enough 
to supply the wants of the Government. I hope, 
therefore, that the request of the majority of the 
committee will be denied. 
Mr. SPEIGHT said, it is sufficient for my pur- 
ose to remark, that the majority of the committee 
have ordered this bill to be reported back, and to 
ask that they be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the instructions. I shall give my rea- 
sons, and leave others to offer theirs. We have, 
I believe, about eight days-—eight legislative days 
—left of this session, after to-day. , The latter part 
of these instructions strikes at the very root of this 
bill, and proposes to remodel the system, and, in 
fact, to bring in a new tariff of duties. Now, sir, 
would the honorable Senator from Maryland, who 
seems to take such a deep interest in carrying out 
these instructions, or would the mover of the reso- 
lution, be good enough to tell me what is meant by 
“ the exigencies of the country,” alluded to in the 
last clause of these instructions? Are the ordinary 
expenses of the Government meant—such expen- 
ses as are usually incurred in carrying on the Gov- 
ernment? or is it intended by that phrase to cover 
the whole expenses of the war during the current 
year? In neither event, I undertake to say, would 
either of these distinguished Senators, great adepts 
as they may be in figures and calculations, be able, 
with the aid of the best accountant in the city of 
Washington, to make these calculations in a week. 
They cannot take up this tariff, ascertain the amount 
of money wanted, the quantity of imports to be ex- 
pected, the proper duty on each article, and put all 
in proper form, and presentithere ina week. And 
yet we are required to do all this, when but eight 
days remain of the session. The majority in both 
Houses has fixed on the tenth day of Angust as 
the period of adjournment; and I wish it to be 
borne in mind that that-arrangement was made 
contrary to my vote. 
exists which I predicted when this day of adjourn- 
ment was fixed—that we should find the time run 
out, and not time left to finish this important sub- 
ject; and now, sir, at the request of those chiefly 
who urged upon us that day of adjournment, we 
are to go to work and remodel the tariff, and the 
whole to be done in eight days! J put it to every 
gentleman acquainted with this business, if he be- 
leves that, in the short time allotted for the trans- 
action of the remaining business of the session, it 


be possible to carry into effect these instructions, | 


and, at the same time, make the bill a jaw? We 
have reported this bill back, and the instructions 
with it, and respectfully ask—because we have not 
time to take up these instructions—to be discharged. 
If we cannot be discharged, we must go to work 
for the balance of the session, and perhaps when 
the day of adjournment arrives we shall be as near 
a report as we are now. 

Mr. BENTON. Iam one of the majority of the 
committee who directed this bill to be brought back 
to the Senate, and the motion to be made to dis- 
charge the committee from its further considera- 
tion. 1 did so, not from any desire to avoid labor, 
or to show dissatisfaction at the order of the Senate, 
but truly and sincerely for the reason stated by the 
chairman of the committee. The instruction sent 
to the committee would require from them an anx- 
ious and laborious investigation, requiring much 
time and much research. I desire the Secretary of 
the Senate to read the instruction, that the Senate 
may see again, and more fully feel, the extent and 
responsibility of the labor it imposed upon them. 

The Secretary read the instructions as follows: 
_ “Commit the bill to the Committee on Finance, with 
instructions to remove the new duties imposed by said bill 
inall cases where any foreign raw material is taxed to the 
prejudice of any mechanic or manufacturer, so that no other 
or higher duty shall be collected on any such raw material 
than is provided by the act of August 30, 1842; and further, 
so to regulate all the duties proposed by this bill, as to raise 
a revenue suflicient for the exigencies of the country.” 

‘The Senate will now, and under the calm appeal 
which is made to it, see that an amount of labor 
would be imposed upon the committee by this in- 


he very state of things now | 


struction which there is no time to perform, and 
which it is in vain to undertake. The instruction 
divides itself into two distinct branches—first, to 
remove the duties from foreign raw material which 
is taxed to the prejudice of any mechanic or manu: 
facturer; secondly, to regulate all the duties: im- 
posed by the bill so as to raise the revenue which 
the exigency of the country requires. Each branch 
of this instruction would require a large-investiga- 
tion. The first one requires a close examination 
into the raw materials brought from abroad, ‘and 
their use by mechanics and manufacturers. . In the 
first place, what is raw material?. It is presumed 
to be that which the manufacturer or mechanic 
uses in carrying on his art or trade. Now apply 
this to leather. To the manufacturer, (the tanner,) 
the raw. hide, with the hair upon it, is the raw 
material; to the mechanic who makes saddles, 
bridles, harness, boots, shoes, the dressed skin as 
it comes from the tanner, is the raw material. 
Then what shall the committee do?—untax’ both 
articles, and prejudice one or the other of the par- 
ties? The same of cloth. To the manufacturer, 
woo! is the raw material: to the tailor, the finished 
cloth is the raw material. "Which article shall be 
untaxed? But the instruction requires both to be 
released from tax, and at the same time prejudice 
one of the parties, which the instruction forbids, 
This is only a sample. The difficulty of ascertain- 
ing what is raw material will require long examina- 
tions from practical mechanics and manufacturers, 
It would be impossible for the committee to act 
upon their own lights with any safety or know- 
ledge of the subject. The nine remaining legis- 
lative days of the session would not be sufficient 
to execute this branch of the subject, except as a 
blind man would cut and carve, or as a man would 
perform an anatomical operation, who did not 
know the difference between a muscle and a nerve, 
or between a vein and an artery. 

The next branch of the instruction is still more 
intricate, comprehensive, and responsible. After 
freeing raw materials from duty, the committee is 
to proceed to regulate all the duties so as to pro- 
duce a sufficient revenue for the exigencies of the 
country. This involves large inquiries. First, as 
to the exigencies of the country. The committee. 
will have to make ap an opinion upon these exi- 
géncics. ‘They will have to decide upon the length 
and breadth—the expense and cost—of. the Mexi- 
can war, and of all other branches of the public 
service. The committee will become something 
like a committee of public safety, invested with 
the duties of the Executive officers of the Govern- 
ment, and authorized to know of the President how 
he means to conduct the war, and whether he is | 
for making early peace, or carrying on long war. 
Well, when the committee should have decided all 
these questions, and made up their minds as to the | 
amount which the exigencies of the country may | 
require, then comes the labor of. calculating the | 
amount which each article of importation will pro- | 
duce, and the distribution of the whole sum among 
several hundred different items. This would be 
herculean work; but before it could be begun, a 
literal obedience of the instruction would render 
superfluous a bill already passed—that for loans 
and treasury notes!—-for the instruction requires 


all the revenue wanted for all the exigencies of the | 
country to be raised from the duties which the 


committee are to arrange among the articles im- 
ported. But, leaving this difficulty out, the two 
points of ascertaining the amount of revenue neces- 
sary, and their levying it upon the items in the bill, 
would be a work of weeks, or months, and could 
not possibly be performed with any judgment or 
discretion in the few days which remain of the 
session, and when the presence of the membors of 
the committee is required in this Chamber, in dis- 
charge of their ordinary legislative duties from 
morning till night. 

I make this exhibition of the labors which the 
instruction would impose on the committee for two 
purposes: first, to justify the committee in asking 
to be discharged from the consideration of the in- 
structions sent to them; and, next, in warning 
Senators of the consequences of refusing the dis- 
charge. This is the serious point of view under 
which the question of discharge must now be con- 
templated. Thus far the committec is not in con- 
tempt, or ina state of disobedience to the Senate; 
nor is it my intention, or that of any part of the 
committee—I speak for them from a knowledge of 
their characters, without having consulted them— 


to commit a contempt, or disobey the Senate. ‘The > 
motion-we have made.is parliamentary; it is te-.’ 
spectful; itis a reference to thë Senate tosay wheth- 
er, after hearing ‘the déclaration: of the commit. 
tee, that they cannot execute the duty required of 
them, with any justice to the subject. or’ them=" < 
‘selves, in the short time that remains’of the ses- i 
sion—whether, under this declaration, the Senate: >” 
will still require the committee to go on.to execute 
the instruction ? < If the Senate does this—and thi 
will be the effect of refusing to discharge us—then™ 
the case is’ altered with us.” “We can noi longer 
refuse to obey the Senate. 
and that in good faith, to do the best we can: We 
cannot come back with what the: workmen call a; 
botch-—that is to say, a spoilt pieceof work.” We 
must do our best, and that will require more time 
—far more: time—than remains of this session. 
And this’ brings me toxthe great point: the. vote 
now to be taken is a vote on the life or death of 
the bill!» And in ‘that point of view I’ shall ask 
the yeas and nays on this question of discharge, 
that every Senator may. show to. his constituents 
how he voted ! and whether he-went for the life or 
death of the “bill!” Every. Senator will’ wish to 
show this to his constituents; ‘and every coi- 
stituency will-wish to: sée what his representative 
did in this final-vote,, ‘This ‘vote upon the dis- 
charge is final:!: If the committee is not discharged, 
the bill is killed! ‘no; not killed, but worse—buried 
alive, to die a’ slow but certain deathin the com- 
mittee room ‘of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate! Let no Senator deceive himself. Let no 
one indulge in illusions. This, question, in ‘its 
form, seems to be collateral and interlocutory: but 
itis not so; In its substance and effect, itis: the 
final and decisive vote! as much so as if it was- a: 
direct vote on the final passage of the bill. This is 
the fact, and I declare it from my place, asia Sen- 
ator, and.as a member of the committee, that no 
Senator may be under a mistake as to the effect of 
his vote, nor have the least doubt, if he votes 
against the discharge of the committee he votes.» 
for the death of the bill, and that not responsibly, 
by putting it to death on the floor of the Senate, 


but by sending it out to be buried alive, and toties i 


dead in the room of thë Finance Committee... 
.Mr. HUNTINGTON then said: I think, Mr. 


President, the proposition made by the chairman ; 
‘of the Committee of Finance has placed this body : 
ina condition in which it was never placed before. 


I doubt very much whether an. instance is to be 
found in the legislation of this body, in which an 
order of the Senate to doa specific act. has been 
refused to be complicd with by a committee of the 
body without an attempt to do it. 

Mr. LEWIS. The committee only ask to be 


| discharged. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON. The gentleman says 
the committee ask to be discharged. They have 
positively declined compliance with the instruc- 
tions. ‘They have reported back the bill, without 
an amendment, and without performing the duty 
imposed upon them by this body. The. reason 
assigned for that course I shall. consider presently. 
I repeat, I very much doubt whether another in- 
stance can be found in the annals of legislation, in 
this or any other body, which can compare with 
this case. Why, what did this Senate do yester- 
day? After grave deliberation and full discussion, 
they decided that this bill should be amended. 
Did they not? Did they not inform the appropri- 
ate committee of this body that in such and such 
particulars the bill was to be amended? And was 
not the bill, by a vote of the Senate, sent to’ this 
committee with these specific instructions, and an 
order tö comply with them? It was not a question 
of expediency. It was not left to the discretion of 
the committee. Tt was not a matter submitted to 


| their judgment, to be adoptéd if they chose, and 


from the consideration of which they were to be 
discharged. Well, what have the commitiee done? 
Instead of complying with this order—instead of 
making the amendments which the Senate directed 
to be made, they report the bill back to you, and 
ask to be discharged, declining the performance of 
their duty. Am I not right, then, in characteri- 
zing this asa most extraordinary, as an unprece- i 
dented procedure on the part of the committee? 
What is the reason assigned for this extraordinary’ ; 
conduct? Why, the first reason, and the only 
reason, is that suggested by the Senator from “Ala- : 
bama. (the chairman of the committee) at-the close 
of his remarks, that there was not time for the 


We must go to work; 


“co Senate on yesterday, having: decided that this ‘bill 


‘quite: well. There can be no dispute about it. 


“tion to this, the committee have not gone into the | 
inquiry as to what is raw material. . Have they 
come together and consulted ?. Have they inquired 


“meant by: 


“test vote may be: taken.. I say, then, and say it 
“the request of the committee, is about to give its 


“of à committee to disregard its order, by coming 
cin and refusing to. make amendments specially 
directed to be: made; and thus. present, on their 
“own. authority, the: naked question. again for the 
~odéeision of ‘the.body, which the Senate have deci- 


what constituted raw material ?—-colton, or hemp, 
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by its ‘act, has declared that there is time for the 
performance of this duty! say, then, that the 
should not pass without these amendments, the 
committee to whom it:wag entrusted have reported 
it back without them, and ask. to be discharged, in 
order, asthe: Senator from Missouri says, that a 
“with great respect, that the Senate, if it agrees to 


sanction.to the doctrine thatit shall be in the power 


put till after these amendments 
ere. is: not! time. Not time! 
first clause in, the’ amendment pro- 


| Mr. SPEIGHT: 
instructions) 000". 

"Mr HUNTINGTON, “To shall. come to'that 
presently. The. first amendment is to the effect 
that you.are to graduate this bill with reference to 
the act ‘of 1842, in regard to the raw. material used 
by mechanics and manufacturers, © ‘Well, now, 
practically, what is ‘raw material?’ "Who does 
not know what it is? It is known, technically, 


Look to the latter. part of the 


yerybody knows what it means. But, in addi- 


of my-friends from’ Maryland and from Maine, 


or wool? “No, They have had no consultation 


at all. But a majority. of the committee report 
back the bill without any amendment at all, and 
then come in and say they do not know what is 


ndeavoring to ascertain what is..<‘ raw material. ”? 


-. Ta this according to the usual mode-of legislation? 


“their free list. 


ments which lav 


If they can ascertain what is ‘paw material, pray, 
how Jone time wouldi to make the amend~ 
èi OUER F All they have got. | 
the tarit of 1842, ascertain this raw 
ccommodate it to the scale. of that 
all they have got to dois to putit in | 
If taxed, set it-down at the same | 
Yate at which-it is taxed inthe act of 1842, Note | 
the amendment so ‘that no other and higher 
duty,’ &o. All they have got to do is to take this | 
volume, which contains. the act of 1842, look to į 
the list of the raw materials, apply it to that act, 
and amend your bill accordingly. ‘The whole pro- 
cess would not take -half an hour, Sir, there is j 
hot a’mermber of this committee that in one hour 
could not frame ‘the amendment in pursuance of 
these instructions. Well, what is the second clause 


“of the instructions? “ So to regulate all the duties | 


‘be 


proposed by this bill : 
for the exigencies of the country.” Not time to | 
do this? Not time, Mr. President, to ascertain 

what the country wants? Why, has not the. de- | 
partment, within a few days, reported to you what | 
they wanted to expend? Flas not my friend, the | 
chairman of the Committee of Finance, told you | 
what this bill would raise? Don’t you know how | 
much this will be reduced, if it 
by-compliarice with.the first clause of the instruc- 

tions? Can’t you tell. the difference remaining to | 
provided for? My friend from: Mississippi, 
(Mr. Sreicnt,| thinks there is not time to make 
these wonderfully elab 1 s 4 
eleven working days of this session which remain. 
Lask him, iš he not.as able to make this bill con- 


does not want any amendment for 
‘nected with the revenue ? 

PEIGH TE. bam. not 
hat any gentleman 


any. purpose | 


atie to doit: and I 
is able to. doit. 


as to raise a revenue sufficient |i 


be reduced at all, |} 
F | 
i| i | 
|! strated that this bill would reduce the revenue that I 

ft 
orate calculations. within. the | 
Co formable to the second instruction, as- he is to say | my duty to vote for them. 
“that the billitself is nowina con 


i 
| 
s yaw material.” That they do without i 


| with. the instructions ordered by the Senate, and 


(preventing action on the bill, 1 would not dis- | 


| 


dition in whichit |! the case is again changed. ‘The opposite party re- 


| 


“which I regret is not at present vigorous. Because, 


| tions, and which I avowed my intention of obey- 


"Mr, HUNTINGTON. The inability must be 
owing entirely tothe state of the Senator’s health, 


otherwise, 1 know—no, L-will not say that—batt 
believe he is-very, competent to amend the bill in 
the timeleftus, “But if he thinks it-cannot be done, 
there is my friend, the Chairman cf the Committee 
of Finaneé. He understands this business; and I 
‘think my friend from; Maine (Mr. Evans] under- 
stands something about it: He has been almost 
Tong énough in the traces to know something about 
the finances and commercial affairs of the country; 
and I think if you would give him an opportunity 
to express his views in relation to the second in- 
struction, he could produce them, not only very 
practically and promptly, but also very usefully to 
the country, But they do not give him a chance. 
He has no opportunity to give to the country, or 
the Senate, the benefits of his experience. And so 
it is also with my friend from Maryland, [Mr. 
Jounsow.}] So also with us all, for the committee 
hawe decided that there is not time, and therefore 
they refer the bill back to the Senate. Now I sub- 
mit to this body—and I submit it with confidence— 
whether they are prepared to establish the prece- 
dent that a committee intrusted with the perform- 
ance of a great duty—a duty devolved upon them 
by the Senate—shall come up to this body and vir- 
tually say that they have not complied with the 
order because they think they have not time, when 
the Senate have decided to the contrary? Sin, I 
think itis not only unusual and extraordinary, but 
Lthink it is due to the Senate, and those who voted 
for this amendment, that the original purpose of the 
Senate should be adhered to. My friend from 
Missouri says that if the committee be again in- 
structed, he will set himself to work. I wish to 
know whether it be necessary to have a reiteration 
of the order of the Senate in order to have the duty 
performed which was assigned to that. honorable 
gentleman and the other members of the commit- 
| fce. Tmake these remarks with great respect, and | 
with entire kindness to all the gentlemen compo- 
sing the committee. But, I repeat again, the course 
of the committee is not only unusual, but E think 
that it is due to the Senate, that after having sol- 
emnly_ decided dhis ee and referred. it to the 
committee, thus declaring not only that itis prac- 
tieable to make the amendment, but that there is 
time to do it, the committee should be held to the 
| discharge of their duty. 1 therefore hope that the 
Senate will refuse to accept this proposition made | 
by the chairman of the Committee of Finance; that 
they will not be discharged; and that they will be 
sent back to put this bill iva shape conformable 


which, in my judgment, itis the duty of the com- 
mittee to carry out. 

Myr, JARNAGIN next addressed the Senate, 
and said: Trom the position which T occupy, I 
deem it my duty to put an end to this whole aflair. 
Lam gatisted now that no amendment can be, or 
will be, made to this bill; and therefore it would 
be useless to insist upon the committee keeping the 
bill before. them, when they inform us that if an 
amendment is to be made, it will have the effect of 


charge the duties imposed upon me by my instruc 


ing and cartying out, if T were to assent to such a 
course. I thought at ove time, when this bill came 
from the Elouse of Representatives, that my duty, 
as prescribed in my Instructions, was to vote for 
the bill as it came from the House, not becanse I 
thought it a good bill, not because T approved of it, 
but because we were to be put on a great experi- 
ment; and I was willing that they should take the 
bill as prepared by themselves, and abide the con- 
sequences. Such was my feeling when it came |} 
from the House, and such was my determination. | 
But when I saw the exigencies of the country, | 
when I saw that we were issuing treasury notes, i 
and when, to my entire satisfaction, it was demon- | 


was obtained under the act of 1842, that, when | 
amendments were propaxd. which, in my judg- | 
ment, appeared to be calculated to better the bill, 
why, sir, my purpose. was changed, and I felt it | 
But now the aspect of 


| 
fuse to make the amendments, and T am called- on | 
to discharge the committee. What am I to do? I 
cannot get the amendments which are so desirable. | 
I asked that they should be made. I voted for | 


committing the bill for that purpose. . "The major- 
ity of. the committee advocate the billvand -they 
tell us thal: the amendments cannot be made. “The: 
question then is, “¢ Is this bill to pass P? or ‘ig it 
to he defeated by my.vote?”’ I frankly admit, that, 
with a full desire to.do my duty, | was disposed to 
agree with my political associates, and vote for the 
postponement of action on the bil. “I determined 
on that. But Ihave had time to consider; and the 
result-of that more mature consideration has been 
a different conclusion. Why postpone the bill, if 
itis destined to pass? -Unless itis anticipated that 
before the next meeting of Congress such achange 
of opinion of the people of the United States will 
take place as to give a majority against the bill, 
why postpone action? Ts itatall likely that. such 
a change will take place? And even suppose itid 
take place, when does this bill go into o eration ? 
On the first of December next, and Congress 
meets on the first Monday of December next. If 
such a change takes place in the interval, will it 
not then be just as easy to repeal this law as to 
prevent its passage? What, then, is to be gain- 
ed by postponement? Nothing, but to lead the 
country into a state of security which may, and 
likely would,. prove to be altogether deceptive-— 
to lead them to look for a result altogether illu- 
sory. Better let the bill go before the people, 
then. Let each man consult his neighbor as. to 
its merits. Let them hold public meetings, and 
give expression to public opinion. Let the people 
instruct their Representatives, who will come fresh 
from the body of the people, and give expression 
to their will as to whether this is to continue the 
law or not. Would not an uncertainty as to the 
passage of this bill be productive of evil results? 
As for myself, I cannot get an expression of opin- 
ion from my Legislature till October come a year. 
I cannot travel throughout the State to get individ- 
ual opinion. Nothing is_to be gained by delay, 
and in my deliberate opinion, delay would be pre- 
judicial to the great interests of the country. ‘U'his 
is notall. I am bound. to be frank and explicit. 
This measure has assumed a party character—in 
other words, it is a Democratic measure; and re~ 
cent occurrences have thrown upon me a responsi~ 
bility which does not appropriately belong to me. 
On the question engrossing this bill, T do not 
mean to occupy a position which will enable men 
to say that this measure was forced upon the coun- 
ty by a Whig vote. I represent but one State. 
You, Mr. President, in your representative char- 
acter, represent the whole people of the. United 
States. IP ahis be a Democratic measure, and if 
it be desirable for the Democratic party to carry tt 
out, T shall, when the question: comes on the en- 
grosement of the bill, transfer the whole responsi- 
bility, as far as I am concerned, to the keeping of 
the representative of the whole people, and then 
we will know whether it be a Democratic measure 
ornot. Now I repeat, Twill not allow it to be 
said that this was forced upon the people of the 
United States by a Whig vote, I shall, when the 
time comes, obey my instructions; but wish to 
stand rectus in curia I do not wish to take the 
responsibility that belongs to another; and I will 
not take the responsibility ofa poig measure when 
that party has a majority in this Chamber to ex- 
sress its opinion and will. T might vote against 
the bill. Tdo not approve of this bill. But the 


| leading. features of the bill Tam instructed to.main- 


tain, and, by voting against the bill, I would vote 
against the principles which Tam instructed to sup- 
sort. I shall obey these instructions. And now, 

ty, President, let me say, under the determina- 
tion I have now expressed, I am aware that my 
course does not meet the approbation of my politi- 
cal associates, Itis now, and at all times, pain- 
ful—extremely painful—to be compelled, from:any 
necessity whatever, to be separated in my action 
from my political friends and associates, But that 
necessity presents itself. “I desired that”—fthe 
reporter omits the quotation here made from the 
New Testament.]  Tshall discharge my duty, Mr. 
President, with ‘all the regret which it is possible 
for a human being to feel who is obliged to be the, 


| occasion of mortification to his friends. “No doubt, 


in the excitement of the moment, my humble head 
ig devoted. But if such should be the case, Į still 
possess the consciousness of having discharged my 
duty, and F will retire to the walks of private life 
and there battle in my humble way for correct 
principles and against this bill. Whatever denun- 


ciations may be poured out against me, I shall not 
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complain. I know that my friends are right. I 
believe that the result of the experiment about to 
be tried will be.to.make their principles most tri- 
umphant, and. bring back the whole American 
people to the system we now abandon. I shall 
rejoice as much .as any of my political associates 
in that happy and auspicious result. I hope it may 
come, But, to conclude, I have only to say that 
I. shall vote for discharging the committee, and 
then, though forsaken by all my friends, leave the 
result to God and my country. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON then rose and said: It is 
true that the vote on this motion is substantially a 
decisive vote upon the great question before us 
itself. If the committee is not discharged the 
bill fails; if the committee is discharged, why, 
then, from indications around us, there is every 
reason to apprehend that this bill will finally be- 
comealaw. Ido not rise for the purpose of reply- 
ing to the remarks of my friend from Tennessee, 
and Ihave only to say, with reference to the de- 
claration which he has made, announcing to us his 
determination to discharge the duty imposed upon 
him, and to obey the instructions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Tennessee, that I have heard 
his declaration with heartfelt sorrow. But for gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House I have some’ 
remarks.to offer in reply to them. The honorable 
Senator from Alabama, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Finance, was pleased to say, when he 
made this report requesting the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States to discharge the committee from further 
consideration of this subject, that I, who moved 
these instructions, had avowed that my object was 
to defeat the bill, and that the committee did not 
feel themselves bound to be the executioners of 
such a measure. Sir, itis true that I frankly ac- 
knowledged at the time that I sought, by this and 
every other honorable means, to defeat this meas- 
ure, because I believed it to be fraught with incal- 
culable mischief to my country. T did not desire 
to defeat the passage of any tariff bill that could be 
offered. Iam not so wedded to the existing law 
that I could not possibly vote for any other. If 
the honorable gentleman should point out defects 
in the present legislative enactment on this subject, 
I should be quite disposed now, as I hope at all 
times, to. remove the defect. gut I did seek to 
obtain for mechanics and- manufacturers : ample 
protection for theirindustry, and I sought also, by 
an amendment which the Senate chose to adopt, 
to obtain adequate revenue for the country—“ a 
revenue adequate to the exigencies of the coun- 
try’’—as the resolution expresses it. The hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Sprrawr] 
inquired of me, as well as of the Senator from Ma- 
ryland, what was the meaning of that clause of the 
resolution? He wished to know how much revenue 
would be sufficient. The honorable gentleman 
dilated at length on the alleged impossibility of so 
amending the bill during the present session of 
Congress as to comply with the instructions. Sir, 
after hearing his declarations, I will not say that it 
certainly was quite in their power to comply with 
the resolution. My opinionis, that they could have 
so complied with the order of the Senate. Well, 
then, sceing that they did not comply, what is the 
result to which we are driven by the acknowledg- 
ment of gentlemen themselves? Why, the Senate 
of the United States have decided that this bill 
ought to be amended in a particular manner, and 
the honorable gentlemen. on the other side of the 
Tfouse tell us it is impossible to comply with the 
demand, and preserve the identity of the. bill. 
Here, then, is an acknowledgment that they are 
about to pass a bill which it is impossible to per- 
fect, or amend even, according to the express 
instructions of the Senate. Sir, it seems to me 
that here is an admission on their part that a bill 
is to be passed—must be passed—which the Sen- 
ate of the United States, after mature reflection 
and consideration, have solemnly decided ought 
not to pass, but ought to receive a totally different 
conformation. Gentlemen ask me, and I return to 
that, what is the meaning of the resolution re- 
quiring that a revenue should be raised adapted to 
“the exigencies of the country?” I answer, sir, 
that a revenue bill, which, while it takes off the 


odious discrimination against American labor pro- | 


vided for in the bill on your table, at the same 
time puts on the other articles an amount to bring 
into the treasury a revenue, adequate, first, to pay 
the civil list of the country—the ordinary expenses 


of the Government; and, secondly, a sum. suffi- 


which is now daily accumulating; and, lastly,-a 
sum sufficient to providea sinking fund ‘to pay off, 


the exigencies of the country.”? 

Mr. 8 f 
the amount necessary to do that? : 
made the calculation. But I think it does. not 
present a very difficult matter. I have made some 
examination of the subject, it is true, but T would 
not feel. justified in giving the expligit answer 
which the Senator has demanded. ` I am perfectly: 
satisfied, however, that the committee could easily 
ascertain the amount of the required sum. It is 
quite certain that the income from the act of 1842 
would be inadequate for all the purposes I have 
described. It is still more flagrantly evident that 
the proposed bill will be altogether. inadequate. 
It will full infinitely below the mark. That, no 
man, I apprehend, will doubt for a moment, if Ihe 
examines the subject. It is, in fact, admitted by 
the gentlemen ôn the other side. They-have al- 
ready introduced a bill for raising a. sum of ten 
millions of dollars by treasury notes, with a power 
on the part of the Government to re-issue as often 
as_they please. ; 

Mr. SPEIGHT. Not with my vote. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 know not how the Senator 
voted. But I include him with his political asso- 
ciates. ‘They have passed such a bill. Ido not 
know that he objected to it. It is certain that I 

objected to it, But I hold it asia cardinal prin- 
| ciple, that when you incur debt you should at 
the same time provide a tax, or some means of 
paying the interest of the debi; and. also for the 
purpose of providing a sinking fund to sink the 
principal. That I regard as a principle which no 
statesman should ever abandon. But the party in 
power has abandoned that great principle during 
the present session of Congress. It is a principle 
which, as we all know, Mr. Jefferson regarded as 
sacred, and so announced to the chairman of Ways 
and Means in the other House—a principle which 
he contended should be always adhered to; and yet 
itis that principle which a majority of this body 
have deliberately abandoned. We l, sir, the hon- 


Was not time tó mature the bill—to make it: such a 
measure as was required by the instructions of the 
Senate; that want of time prevented compliance 
with the instructions of the Senate. And heurged 
that we on this side of the House had named the 
|| day of adjournmentand settled the day of adjourn- 
ment. The honorable gentleman will do me the 
justice to say that I did not fix the day of adjourn- 
ment. Fe will do me the justice-to say now, and 
at all times hereafter, that I avowed myself willing 
to give gentlemen on the other side all the time 
| asked to perfect the great measures of the ses- 
sion. I announced repeatedly—over and over 
again announced my determination to sustain them 
in securing ample time. And the 10th of August 
was named as the day of adjournment by one of 
their own political friends—the gentleman from 
Tennesssee farthest from me, [Mr. Turney.] It 
| was, therefore, as I understand from the debate 
and from the vote, their own act. I joined in the 
vote, because they so voted. I agreed to fix that 
day, because they fixed the day. He has no 
right, therefore, to taunt me, and those who acted 
with me, with curtailing the session and short- 
ening the time within which it is necessary to 
act. But, in answer to all this, I have to say that, 
if there be not sufficient time, introduce a resolu- 
tion to prolong the time. Name a more distant 
| day. Ishall vote for it. I have no idea of dis- 


ject, and so absolving you from the discharge of a 
solemn duty imposed upon you by the Senate, 
merely because the 10th of August has been fixed 
as the day of adjournment. Name the 20th, the 
| 30th of August—name any day you please instead; 
ii but do not attempt to escape thus from the dis- 
| charge of your duty on the plea that you “‘have 
i! not time.’? I tell you, you are about to inflict on 
the country incalculable mischief. Never, after 
inflicting that evil on the country, attempt to jus- 
‘tify yourselves on the ground that you had not 
time to set with deliberation. If you have- not 
i time, itis because you refuse to give yourselves 
li time. Time is net deriied. you by gentlemen on 
You have no such excuse 


i this side of the House. 


cient to pay also the interest on the nationel debt, 
within a reasonable time, the whole of the debt: 
itself.. Such a revenue would be adequate'to “meet, |! 


PEIGHT. Has the Senator ascertained: 


orable gentleman from Mississippi says:that'there | 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON. T certainly have not | 


to offer here, and you sli dif 
to-offer before the'coùntry. S 
with refefénce.to amendments 


m unde 
any obligation to-do anything move: in this matter 
The amendments which I have offered have’ tov. 
ered the. whole ground, as was cremarked by my 


friend front Kentucky [Mr. Crrrrenpen].yester- | 


day. Adopt these amendments, and the industry” 
of the country stands protease) and ‘safe. If they,” 
all fail, I do not. intend to: wear. out gentlemen. on: 
the other. side of the. House: by offering amend-" 
ments. . It is no part of my purpose, sir, to dela 
action on this matter... F have not trespassed muci 
on the Senate during this debate. I shall:not aban- 
don my course. ‘I'shall not address the body on. 
the great question: . I have. said erough:to warn 
gentlemen ofthe mischievous consequencés: which: 
will follow. the passage of this “bill; and, having 
thus discharged iny duty, I abide the. consequences, 
whatever they may be; PERUA as Nona 
Mr. WEBSTER then addressed the'Senate, He 
said the question now before ‘the Senatéis'in one 
respect a test, question, as'it has been described by 
the honorable member from Missouri, [Mr. Ben 
Ton;] not exactly in the: light: in-which he viewed 


-it, or in the sense in which hé wished to'beunder- : - 


stood, but in quite a different ‘sense—in ‘another 
aspect altogether.. ‘We are here, sir, calling our- 
selves every day a Democratic Congress, and. the 
majority of the body is said to be about topass a. i 
great Democratic measure, «I suppose if any'mean- 
ing is attached to these terms, itis that it isa > 
measure favorable to the masses—-favorable to the 
people—preferring the interests of the masses to 
the interests of & few—-preferring the interests of . 
the great body of the people to those who may be ` 
called the possessors of a high measure of wealth. ` 
‘Well, sir, what sort of a bill does the question now 
about to be taken show that this “ great Derio- < 
cratic measure” is? or what sort of a mesure isi 
this: popular Democratie bill? It purports: to. be 


ian: ‘act reducing the: duty ‘on imports, and for `; 
other purposes:”?. The title could notideseribe the | 


bill at all if-they did not indicate that there were 
other: purposes besides the mere reduction of du- 
ties; and one of those other purposes is to enhance 
duties. ‘The true interpretation of the bill, there- 
fore, is, that it is an act for reducing certain ‘duties 
and enhancing certain other duties on articlés-of im- 
portation, Now, sir, let us see whether this is such. 
abill as is pretended—a bill in favor of the masses—~ 
in favor of the people! Just look at the question 
now submitted to the Senate! This: bill does re- 
duce duties—on what? On what? Why, there 
may be some articles on which the duties are re- 
duced for the benefit‘of the middling classes; but ` 
the great reduction of duties is on such articles as 
those of which I read to you yesterday a list from 
the letter of Mr. Nicholl... You reduce the duty on 


| spirits of all kinds to the great extent which I men- 


tioned yesterday. You reduce the duty on spices to 
the great extent which I mentioned yesterday. You 
reduce the duty on imported tropical fruits and 
other fruits. You reduce the duty on ready-made 
clothing... You reduce the duty on rich and ex- 
pensive carpets. You reduce the duty ‘on rich cut 
glass—-every one of them. And you saw that this 


_ reduction keeps out of the treasury more than the 


whole of the duty laid upon certam other articles, 
But these are your reductions—your main reduc- 


i ‘tions. They are all on articles of luxury—~of ex- 
charging you from the consideration of this sub- |; 


treme luxury—spirits, spices, silks, costly carpets, 


i rich cut glass, ready-made clothing—articles in 


which none of the middling classes are interested, or 
are in the habit of buying or using, And now itis 
proposed to see whether you will or will not, by the - 
instructions to your committee, continue the prac- 
tice of freeing the raw material, upon which all the 
manufacturing and laboring people of the country 
earn a living, when they get it. That question ‘is , 
now distinctly put to you, and put to this Senate, 
On the raw material, which is to:come here and far- | 
nish employment and occupation to the handicraft © 


| throughout the country—on:this you have raised 


_theduty. Perhaps on all these raw materials, but 


; certainly on masses of them, as I) showed ‘yester-.. 


day, you have.raised the duty above the standart 


GRESSI 


RINTED AND PUBLISHED 


AT THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


2f Concress, Ist Session. 


FRIDAY, JULY 31, 1846. 


New Seres... No. 73. 


of. that tariff, which’ you say is an obnoxious 
Whig measurey and. for the reduction of whose 
duties you stand pledged. ‘Now you are asked to 
send them to your committee, with instructions in 
very case where the duty on the raw material, as 
“proposed by this bill, exceeds the duty on the 
: same yaw material imposed by the Whig tariff of 
1842, to take it off—you won't do. it—you won’t 
do it! | No. You indulge in the luxury of taxing 
the poor man and the laborer! That is the whole 
tendency, the whole character, the whole effect of 
the bill, “You seg everywhere in it the desire to 
revel in the-delights. of taking away men’s em- 
“ployment. » That’s the character.of this bill. And 

this is the question now before the Senate. Sir, I 

had -hoped that the honorable. gentleman who 

spoke ‘yesterday with so much effect on the neces- 
sity, of protecting the mechanics and laborers— 
who dwelt with so much emphasis on. the very 
objectionable feature of taxing the raw material— 

Lhad-hoped that he would have held to his pur- 

pose; T say that this: bill: holds a language that 
» Cannot bé mistaken, that cannot and will not be 
" misunderstood... Itis not a bill for the people. | It! 
is not a bill-for the masses. It is not a bill to add 
to the comforts of those. in middle life, or the poor. 

It is not a bill for employment. It is a bill for the 

relief of the highest and most luxurious classes of 

the country, and a bill imposing onerous duties on |} 
the great industrious masses, and taking away the | 
means of living from labor everywhere through- |! 
out the land. Tt cannot be disguised. You can- | 
not mask its features. No man isso blind as not 
torsee. what this bill is; and the people will not be 
_ so callous, I trust, as not to feel it.. In this sense, 
and in this: view, the qpestion now.about to be put 
ig a test. question... We. shall have the voice of the 

Senate upon “We. shall: know. who is for rais- 

: ing: the duty on various articles to the prejudice 
` agd in’ many cases to the ruin of our own country- 
: mën working here at home as artisans and handi 
craftsmen, and who is at the same time for redu- 
cing the duties on the highest luxuries. . That’s | 
the test. Mr. President, that’s the test! And no |; 
man can escape it: No man will escape that test. 
Now, I shall vote to keep this proposition in the || 
hands of the committee. The committee has not 
tried whether it can obey the instructions of the 
Senate. Last night they were instructed to do their 

duty, and at a very early hour this morning they 
say they have made up their mind. Was ever the 
like heard before? The chairman asks to be dis- | 
charged. I don’t believe they were convened on | 
this matter for ten minutes. [doubt whether they 
have been together at all! What is the difficulty | 
of ascertaining the amount of duty on the general | 
list of raw materials, and reducing the rates of | 
this bill to those of the act of 1842? There is not 
a gentleman who could not do it in two hours. | 

[Mr. ARCHER. Not one hour, sir.] 

Mr. WEBSTER. No, sir, not one hour would |} 
ittake, as the gentleman from Virginia suggests. i 
No, it is not want of time. It is want of pur- |: 

ose, ` i 
Mr SEVIER. “Order.” ! 
it 
| 


Mr. WEBSTER. Who says.‘ order??? 
Mr. SEVIER, I say “ order.’’ ot 
Mr. WEBSTER. Well, pray, what’s the dis- į; 
order? oe i 
Mr. SEVIER. You are commenting on the i 
t purpose” of the committee. i 
“Mr. WEBSTER. It’s their purpose to pass | 
the bill—is it not? $ i 
Mr. SEVIER. | I say you areont of order. — | 
` Mre WEBSTER. Iso, the Chair will correct |! 


me, ; : 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massa- 

` chusetis is not at all out of order. $ 
Mr. WEBSTER, (bowing to the Senator from |} 
‘Arkansas, and: smiling:): I hope the gentleman | 
will now get up and make avery handsome apology | 
for interrupting me. ie 4 
“Mr. SEVIER. Oh, certainly. | 
` Mr. WEBSTER. Everything that passes here | 
between the honorable gentleman and-myself al- i 
ways has a very pleasant termination. I must) 
bring these reniarks, Mr. President, to a close. If i] 
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obeyed your instructions before meridian this day. 
Tam rather inclined to think, sir, that they did not 
fatigue. themselves by examining this matter. I 
am rather inclined to think that it was their opin- 
ion that the best way was to take a short cut and 
move to be discharged, in the hope thatsome occur- 
rence or other would enable them to carry that 
motion. I do not believe that they have opened a 
book, or looked at any list of raw materials. Iam 
disposed to think, Mr. President, they are as raw 
on the whole subject as they were yesterday. I 
repeat, sir, that this bill has a face and front, so 
that when it is held up to the country, no man 
need write at the bottom of it whether it isa Dem- 
ocratic bill, or an Aristocratic bill. When it shows 
to all the laboring portions of this community, that 
their daily labor and daily bread are directly inter- 


Í fered with; that wherever it can be done, a tax is 


Jaid upon the raw materials upon which they work 
and earn their living; when they see at the same 
time in the next line the duties on those high 
classes of Juxuries—spirits, silks, expensive car- 
pets, rich cut glass, and the rest of them—are re- 
duced, will they ask anybody to tell.them what 
that bill is? Will they need any one to givea 
name to it? Sir, it names itself. It has the face 
and front of an aristocratic bill, oppressive of the 
poor and workingman, and in every respect it cor- 


|| responds to its face and front. 


Mr. McDUFFIE then said: The strong language 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, in characteri- 
zing this bill as an aristocratic measure, imposes 
upon me the duty of saying a very few words be- 
fore the question is taken, in order to disabuse the 
public mind of any such impression, if any such 
impression be made upon it. The honorable Sen- 
ator has asked with great confidence, and certainly 
not in the expectation of being replied to, where is 
the Democratic feature of this bill? Where is the 


| provision intended to operate in favor of the labor- 


ing classes of the country? On the contrary, he 
goes on to enumerate certain articles of luxuries 
upon which the duties have been reduced, and 


| leaving it to be inferred that these are the great 


and principal reductions. Now, Mr. President, I 
will point out to the Senator the Democratic fea- 


| tures of this bill. It has reduced the duty upon 


salt from eight cents to half a cent. It has reduced 
the duty upon sugar from two and a half cents to 
one cent per pound. It has reduced the duty on 
all that class of cotton manufactures, whether white 
or printed, which is consumed by the laborers, 
farmers, and mechanics of the United States, God 
knows how much! But I sincerely believe that in 
this bill, on all that class of manufactures consumed 
by the poor and middle ranks, there is a reduction 
of duties greater than on any other class of articles 
contained in the bill; and I have expressed. the 
opinion, which I sincerely believe, that the repeal 


J| of the cotton minimums—an invention which never 
! was known until it was introduced in the bill of 
: 1816, and I believe unknown to the custom-house 
| laws of any other country, so far as my knowledge 


extends—lI believe that the striking out of that will 
alone enable the people of the United States to con- 


| sume an increased importation, approaching to ten 
millions of dollars, at prices little more than two-" 
| thirds of that which they have now to pay. 


Well, Mr. President, what are the great reduc- 
tions so injurious to the labor of the country? 


| They are the reductions upon manufactures, made 


in large manufacturing establishments, carricd on 
by machinery, and owned by capitalists, now 
realizing from 20 to 40 per cent. on their capital. 
These are the reductions, sir; and I repeat-it be- 
fore the Senate, before the United States, and before 
the world, that the great effect of this reduction 
will be to reduce the enormous and unjust profits 
of large capitalists from 20 to 40 per cent. down to 
the ordinary rate—the moderate profit of 8 and 10 


| per cent.; and I do not conscientiously believe 


that the money price of labor will be reduced half 
as much as the money price of the commodities 
consumed by the laborer. My sincere conviction 
is, that the operation of this bill will not only be 
favorable to the great masses of the manufacturing 


they had been disposed, the committee could have || laborers who constitute nineteeh-twentieths of the 


; cent. 


people of the United States, but thatthe. laborers 
in those large factories will actually receive more 
for their labor than they do.at this moment, taking 
into. the account the price of. those articles which. 
they necessarily consume. I was obliged. to. the 
Senator from Massachusetts for some little evi- 
dence in favor of the Democratic character of this 
bill, in certain resolutions: passed’in Boston in the 
year 1820, drawn up, I believe, by the honorable 
member himself, and supported and sustained by 
him soon after the commencement of the spirit 
which has resulted in the establishment of the pro- 
tective system. The duties then, under the act of 
1816, were about 20 per cent. or 25 per cent. on 
the great mass of manufactures made out of cotton, 
wool, and iron, and all the other duties were cor- 
responding. The proposition then was to enhance 
the duties in about the degree of enhancement 
which took place under the tariff of 1824; and it 
was in opposition to this that a meeting of the 
merchants of Boston, in which the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts bore a distinguished part, 
passed certain resolutions, some of which I now 
recollect. One of them I distinctly remember, and 
it affirmed that the effect of this protecting law 
upon the manufactures of the country would re- 
dound to the benefit of great capitalists, and not to 
that of the labor of the country. That wasa great 
political proposition. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Does the Senator happen to 
have those resolutions in his desk? I have no re- 
collection of that. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I am sorry to say that I have 
not got a copy of the resolutions, but I believe a 


copy can be obtained. 
Mr. WESTCOTT here laid on the desk of the 


Senator from South Carolina a file of the ‘ Globe,’” 


which was supposed to contain the resolutions re- 
ferred to. ae. 

Mr. WEBSTER. 
gentleman now; at his convenience, , perhaps, he 
may be able to furuish the resolutions. 

Mr. McDUFFIE proceeded. This, sir, was one 
of the resolutions.: Another was in answer to the 
allegation that the establishment of these factories 
would give an increased market to the farmer. One 
of these resolutions was in these words, as far as I 
can recollect: 

“They cannot perceive how the farming interest can be 
benefited by a law which increases the price of everything 
that they have to buy, and diminishes the. price of every- 
thing they have to. sell.” ` 

Now, sir, I quote this resolution simply with the 
view, and for no other purpose, than to answer a 
very confident interrogatory of the Senator—where 
is the Democratic feature of this measure? 

Now, Mr. President, with regard to another 
matter—that the tax upon the raw material used. 
by the manufacturer is a blow at the labor of the 
country. Why, sir, this is a small matter—a mat- 
ter magnified by peculiar circumstances into a con~ 
sequence that does not. belong to it. What is the 
provision of this bill? That all those commodities 
to which I suppose the Senator refers, and to which 
I suppose the resolution of the Senator from Dela- 
ware refers, shall be subjected to a duty of five per 
I don’t know a single duty on those articles 
which now come inifree, above five per cent. Five 
per cent. is but a small element in the cost of. the 
production of those. articles. Is that to break down 
manufacturers and mechanics? . It appears to me, 
therefore, Mr. President, that this five per cent. 
duty isa very small matter. I should have been 
almost as willing, perhaps, to have left it out of 
the bill, as to putitin, As it is there, however, I 
must repel the idea that it is an unjust discrimina- 
tion against manufacturers. Why, sir, the pro~ 
tecting duty to-all that class of manufacturers which 
consume. these raw’ materials is about twenty-five 
to thirty per cent. It appears: to me, therefore, 


Í 


I do not wish to trouble the - 


that it would be unjust to allow the idea to go out” 


to the country, that a law of this character, provi- 
ding for.the great’ mass of the people, providing 
that the industrious people of the United States 


of their labor in those markets where they can get 


|. shall have the privilege of exchanging the products - 
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most for them—a law unquestionably favorable to 
nineteen-twentieths of the people of the United 
States, including a majority, a vast majority, of 
. the whole Union—the entire valley of the Missis- 
sippi, thé west, the southwest, the south, and the 
middle States. I say it would be unjust that.a 
law of this, character should be represented as 
hostile to the interests and wishes of the great 
masses of the people. Why, sir, E believe 
that in New York and Pennsylvania there are ten 


honest farmers who suffer by this enormous tax, | 


for every single laborer in the coal mines or iron 
manufacturer who is benefited by it. And yet we 
are told that it is a law against the labor of the 
country ! 
comes of the farmer? What becomes of the ten 
millions of farmers, and their sons and daughters, 
who labor? What becomes of them, in compari- 
son with some three hundred thousand laborers, 

ossibly,in the manufactories of the United States? 

Jere is an aristocracy of laborers, three hundred 
thousand constituting the whole labor of the coun- 
try, and making all the rest tributary to them! 
And because we, in mere justice, restore to the 
great masses, who have no meuns of acting in con- 
cert, those rights of which they have been deprived 
by the concerted operation of manufacturers, we 
are to be denounced as attempting to pass an aris- 
tocratic bill, which strikes at the labor of the 
country! I repel and repudiate such an idea. 
This idea annihilates the agricultural labor of this 
country. It intimates that there is no labor but 


that which comes under this protective system. | 


Why, sir, one of the best informed men I have 
met with recently, returned from Illinois not long 
since, and he told me that he saw the daugh- 
ter of a farmer there, who was able to raise 
any quantity of wheat, clothed in a frock of un- 


bieached cotton, such as you would buy at four |! 


cents a yard. Now, sir, under the great measure 
of Sir Robert Peel, which will constitute an era, 
not only in the history of his life, but in the his- 


tory of the civilized world—and, looking to its. 


future consequence, the greatest of all the meas- 
ures of modern times—under that measure of the 
repeal of the corn laws, and the universal reduc- 
tion of duties on human food, I will venture to 
say that the time is not very far distant, when, 
under the steady operation of that law, at. least 
fifteen millions of agricultural products of the val- 
ley of the Mississippi will be exported to England, 
the farmer receiving in exchange manufactures at 
about half the price he is now compelled to pay 
for them. 

But, Mr. President, I did not intend to make a 
speech, and I will not do so. As, however, the 
Boston resolutions, to which I referred, have been 
handed to me since I alluded to them, I will ask 
the Clerk to read them. [The Clerk read the reso- 
lutions. ] 

I want to say one word (Mr. McD. added) on 
this subject of the revenue. I had very strong 
views on that subject, but my desire to see the vote 
taken led me to refrain from presenting them to the 
Senate, and so prolonging the discussion. I will 
take the article of wool, and present a view which 
seems to be entirely overlooked. He then went 
on to show, that of woollens and cottons the in- 
crease of importation would be very great under 
the new law, and the revenue be correspondingly 
augmented. The amount of increase from the de- 
struction of the minimums it was impossible to cal- 
culate. He had at his room an article of shirting 
made in Manchester, which sold for seven cents. 
It is fit for the wear of any gentleman, and was as 
good as that sold at Lowell for fourteen cents. 

Mr. DAVIS remarked, that about two years ago 


the manufacturers of Manchester went before the || tective tariff, bearing, among certain other things, 


House of Commons, and petitioned Parliament to | 


take off the duty on the raw material, as they were 


undersold by the manufacturers of the United States | 


in those very articles. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I know that in several coarse 
articles we in South Carolina can beat Boston. On 
my way here, I passed by the factory of a friend of 
mune, who told me that for the last eight months 
he had realized forty per cent. on his capital, beat- 
ing at the same time England, Boston, Lowell, and 
all the world, 

Mr. WEBSTER then rose and said: The reso- 
lution read cannot be the ‘one referred to by the 


Senator. [remember that meeting in Faneuil Hall. | 
Idare say that. may be the regular account of the | 


proceedings. If it_be, it cannot be the full account, 


Why, Mr. President, I ask, what be- į 


| afterwards judge of the Supreme Court. 


because there was another resolution passed atthe- 


same time, to which. my attention has been fre- 
quently since called in the Senate, and which has 
not been read in’ that series of resolutions: | How- 
ever, I attended a meeting. ‘Whether I drew the 
resolutions, or. assented: to them, I do not know. 
Whether I made a speech on the occasion T cannot 
tell. But I yield it all to the honorable member: 
Consider me as having drawn every word of these 
resolutions, and as having urged their, adoption 
upon the people assembled. Suppose that to be, 
anyway.. The first thing I have got to say now 
is, that the honorable member from South Caro- 
lina will admit that such is the infirmity of our 
nature, that an honest man may change his opinion, 
and he may change it in two or three, as well as in 
twenty years. I think the most powerful argument 
ever addressed to the people of the United States 
against the annexation of Texas was from the Gov- 


|| ernor of South Carolina; and I think the greatest 


speech in favor of it was made by the Senator from 
South Carolina—idem personem! 


Mr. McDUFFIE. Texas was then an inde- 


b x 
pendent State, and so recognised. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Yes, and I quote it for the 
purpose of showing that an honest man may change 
his opinion. Well, sir, I believe the honorable 
member from South Carolina was, at the time 1 
had the honor of being associated with him in the 
House of Representatives, a most powerful advo- 
cate of internal improvements, and raised his voice 
in favor of that principle. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Not in favor of the exercise- 

ower. ý 

Mr. WEBSTER. Was the power, then, to be 
barren? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Only to make surveys. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Why, that was the first step. 
He that can make a survey for improvements, can 
make improvements. I believe the honorable gen- 
tleman, also, at one time entertained a very favor- 
able opinion of the Bank of the United States, and, 
at another time, quite the contrary., Well, then, 
I stand before the Senate as a man who has found 
occasion to change his opinions. 

Mr. MecDUFFIE. I made no unkind imputa- 
tion. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Certainly not.. A word, sir, 
about these resolutions of 1821. I-remember. the 
state of things very well. The commercial people 
of New England in 1821 were in a considerable 
state of alarm. They had commerce all over the 
world. They thought that a policy had been begun 
at Washington which would interfere with. their 
commerce, and it was of that that they were afraid. 
How was this great evil, of which they had become 
afraid, fastened upon them? By the minimums 
put upon them by South Carolina, to cut off the 
New England India trade—that’s all. The mini- 
mum principle, so odious now, was moved in 


Congress by a most respectable and distinguished | 


member from South Carolina, not now living. It 
was carried by South Carolina against every vote 
of Massachusetts. I do not think there was a vote 
of Massachusetts, not one, in favor of the meas- 
ure. Well, then, itis not because the minimum 
principle is bad in itself. Why, sir, minimum is 
now spoken of here as if it were a Pawnee Indian, 
or one of the Cumanches, that eats up and destroys 
everybody and everything. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. So it does! 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, bad as it is, it was 
introduced by South Carolina against. every vote 
of Massachusetts. 
ator from South Carolina is against it. Well, then, 


in 1820, or thereabouts, an eminent member of ; 


Congress from Pennsylvania introduced a high pro- 
especially upon iron. I refer to Mr. Baldwin, 
É That 
tarif went to protect everything out of New Eng- 
land. Well, here was New England between the 
upper and nether mill-stone—between the South 
Carolina tarif, with its minimums on cottons, 
which cut off the India trade, and the Pennsylva- 


| nia tariff. I wish the gentleman had dwelt a little 


more, in his address to the Chair, on the effect of 
this bill upon the iron and coal of Pennsylvania. 


But now, sir, I agree that whether it be owing to ! 


change.of opinion, wrought by circumstances, by 
a change in the condition of things in the country, 


or otherwise, I am of opinion, that in the present | 


state of things which has existed since 1824, there 
is no going back from that principle of protection 


We all now see that the Sen- | 


f 
i 
j 
| 
i 
|i 
Í 

+ 


i 
j 
| 
i 
H 
| 
i 
$ 
i 
l 
t 
j 
ji 
{ 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


n 
d 


which was established in 1894.) ‘The Jaw of 1824. 
did: not pass with the-consent. of Massachusetts, : 
It received but one vote, I think, in the entire dëles 
gation from Massachusetts in both Houses óf Coh- 
gress, As I said the other day, New England had 
been. addicted to commerce. ` But she supposed the: 
time had come when she must. conform herself: to: 
the law of the country, and invest her capital :. 
het labor was bër capital—and direct her industry 
to such” pursuits as the country: had promised. ‘to. 
protect and uphold. Now, sir, if there be anything - 
meonsistent, In’ that, I admit the ‘inconsistency— 


‘take. it in the: broadest, sense, and T agree to every. . 


word of the resolution of Faneuil Hall of 1821. In 
the present state of things, there is an essential im- 
portance—an absolute. morál: necéssity for main- 
taining those habits, pursuits, business, and em- : 
ployments into which men entered: twenty-two 
years ago, upon the faith of the declared sentiments 
and policy of a majority of both Houses of Con- * 
gress. Now, sir, m regard to. the assessment of 
taxes, in the great measure proposed by this bill, T 
confine myself to the substance of the instructions - 
given to the committee yesterday, and from which 
it is now proposed to relieve them—that is, raw: 
material. ‘The honorable member. says that in most 
cases this imposition is small—only five per:cent. : 
Well, what is that? Why, five per cent. is enough - 
to put an end to a‘great many of the employments 
of the United States. If they had not competition | 
from abroad, it would be a ‘different: thing. ‘But 
when you tax the raw. material and admit the man-: 
ufactured article free, or ata lower rate of duty, 
if anybody- will go into the manufacture under : 
these circumstances, it will very soon be: found 
that the tax on the raw. material of five per cent., 
which the honorable member from ‘South Carolina’ 
considers a small matter—a very small matter—is 
enough to decide the competition between the 
American and English manufacturer.) England 
lets in the commodity free. She is full of skill and 
capital. Money can be got at a much lower rate: 
of interest than here, and labor at less than half: 
price. How, then, can you expect: the American 
manufacturer to be able to compete with England, : , 
when, with all these disadvantages against him, - 
you tax his raw material ‘and admit the commedi- 
ties of his rival ata low rate of duty? How ishe 
to. contend, not: only against cheaper capital and . 
cheaper labor, but also against a tax on his raw ` 
material? He cannot do it. Now the gentleman 
says—and he haya right to the opinion—he says 
that the laboring classes will be benefited by the 
cheaper price of such cotton as he uses. He stated 
the other day, that he thought there would bean 
importation of ten millions of that sort of cotton. 
If that should happen, there would be a very sin- 
gular sight exhibited upon the ocean. . For, the 
statistical tables show that in the course of last 


| year, the United States exported, carried out of 


the country, and sold, four and a half millions of 
the same sort of cotton. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. ‘The coarse article? ” 

Mr. WEBSTER. Essentially the same. The 
article costing seven cents a yard in Boston. Now, 
if an article costing six or seven cents in Boston, 


| like the article expected to be imported, is export- 


ed in such quantities, is there any reasonable foun- 
dation for the opinion that ten millions of the same 
goods would be imported? This is a matter, of 
opinion. Iwill not say that the expectation is 
groundless, because I will always treat the honor- 


i able member’s opinions with the highest degree 


of respect. But it appears to me perfectly plain 
that all. descriptions of articles alluded to by the 
honorable member, since Rey are exported in such 
quantities, cannot be expected to be imported to 
such an extent as he seems inclined to anticipate. 
Sir, the honorable member has expressed the opin- 
ion, that the farmers—by whieh I suppose. he 
means the persons employed in the agriculture of 
the north—we usually distinguish between farmers 
and planters—will be greatly benefited by the bill. 
He supposes that they are now taxed for the ben- 
efit of their neighbors, the mechanics and manu- 
facturers. Now, sir, the question being asked, 
and the answer will be decisive—were prices ever 
lower? Were they ever lower to the farmers ihar 
they are now? ls it a well-founded opinion that 
manufactured articles could be produced, and ` 
brought here from England,’ below the. present - 
rates in this country? The Senator stated. a very ` 
strong case apparently—the. case of the daughter: | 
of an Minois. farmer, who was clad in cotton eloth 
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not worth over four or five cents a yard—and why? 
And why, sir? That only advances’ the discussion | 
one stage. The evident answer to that question is, 
because there was no market of consumption for 
the grain on ber father’s farm. That is the proxi- | 
mate cause. Flour is now two dollars a barrel in 
‘Missouri; and under the repeal of the corn laws 
we Rave reason ‘to believe that good flour at St. 
‘Louis will, as a correspondent in thatpart of the 


oworld writes:me, not be above a dollar and a-half 


a barrel. “Well, if the. gentleman is right in sup- 
: posing that these agricultural products will rise up 
. otoa great price in consequence of any recently 

occurring event, he may hold very well to the 

other. opinion, that the introduction of English 
commodities at such a rate as will bring them in 


here in great quantities should be adopted. I can | 
“only say in respect, to that, that in my judgment it || 


is a. great fallacy. Ido not doubt that the repeal 


of the ‘corn laws’ may have: a beneficial effect in | 


` ‘extending liberal ‘sentiments and a liberal spirit 
amongst nations. But that it is to relieve the Amer- 
ican market of the surplus grain, I do not believe. 
The people of England will not. consume more 
‘bread. England is annually increasing her agri- 


cultural products. Agriculture is improving. The | 


Eaglish landlords are improving their stock with a 


profusion: of expenditure almost incredible in this || 


country. «Last: year one of these proprietors ex- 
. pended a hundred thousand dollars in draining his 
€state ‘in ‘order to increase the product of wheat. 
If you look, sir, to Pennsylvania, to New York, 
to Maryland, as well as the New England States, 
you will find that the farmer looks for remuncr- 


ating profit in the sale of his products among the |} 


mechanics and manufacturers of the towns and 
villages. Look to the statistics, and you will see 
how much of agriculture goes with every product 
of manufacture in the United States. Of that Eng- 


land herself is an example. An honorable mem- į 


Ber from. Pennsylvania: of the other House has 
gone into that with perfect accuracy and precision, 
so that I need: not dwell on-it. Twill not extend 
these remarks, ‘But with regard to ‘my proposi- 
tion, you must Submit to a great loss of revenue 
on Juxuries I have mentioned, at the same 
| time that you reduce the wages of labor by taxing 
the raw material. “ Now look on this picture, 
and on that,” and let the country decide. 

Mr. SIMMONS then proceeded also to reply 
to the Senator from South Carolina; and when he 
concluded; the cries of ‘* Question,” ** Question,” 
were general from both sides of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT. ls the, Senate ready for 
the question. i “ 

Mr. ARCHER, then rose and said: I wish to 
state two facts—not to the Senate, but to the 
country, where the statement may have effect. 
First, ‘The question now before us has not been 
made by the Senate, but has been put upon it by 
the committee. Secondly, The bill is put upon 
its passage after declarations have heen made from 
all parts of the Chamber that it is entirely defec- 
tive and radically bad. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to discharge the committee from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, with the following result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton,Bag- || 


by, “Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, 
Colquitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, 
Jarnagin, Lewis, McDuffie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, 
Sevier, Speight, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, 
Cilley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crit- 
tendéen, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greéne, Huntington, John- 
son of Maryland, Jobnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, 
Morchead, Nites, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, 
Upham, Webster, and Woodbridge—27. 


So the motion was adopted, and the committee 
discharged. oe 4 

The bill, therefore, being again before the Sen- 
ate as in committee of the whole— _ : 

Mr.: WEBSTER. renewed his motion to strike 
out the latter clause of the 9th section of the bill, | 
or the entire section. | 

Several voices: ‘€ The whole,”’ “ The whole.’ 

Mr.: WEBSTER modified his amendment so as 
to strike out the whole of the 9th section; which 
is in the following words: 

Sed. 9. And bei further enacted, That if, upon the exam- 
ination of ‘any. parcel, package, of quantity of goods, of 
which entry has. been made, the appraisers of the United | 
States shall be of the opinion that the same are undervalued | 
‘by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, with the inten- 
tion of defrauding the reveitue of the United States, it shall 
be lawful fo# the collector within whose district the same | 
may be entered, the sanction of the Secretary of the Treas- 


uty first being obtained, ‘if, in his opinion, the same shall be 
advisable, to take such goods for the use of tife United States. 


_And such collector shall cause such goods to be sold at pub- 


lic auction within twenty days from the time of taking the 
Same, in. the manner prescribed by law for the sale of un- 
clainied goods; and the proceeds of such sale’shall be placed 
forthwith into the weasury of -the United States; and such 
collector is hereby authorized to pay out of the accruing 
revenue, to the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of the 
goods so taken, the value thereof as declared in the entry, 
and five per centum upon such amountiin addition: thereto ; 
and the said collector shall render to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with his accounts of the customs, a statement 
Sowing mie amount of moneys so paid, the amount of duties 
chargeable. on the goods so taken; and the amount of pro- 
ceeds “paid into the treasury ; and this section shali be in 
force until the first July, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 
unless otherwise directed by Congress.” 


_ The yeas and nays being demanded on the adop- 
tion of the amendment, they were ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted.as follows: ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, Cam- 
eron, Cilley, Thomas Clayton, Jobn M. Clayton, Corwin, 
Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, 
Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Stur- 
geon, Upham, Webster, and Woodbridge—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, 
Bagby, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, 
McDuffie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, 
Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—26. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved that the || 


bil under consideration be committed to a select 
committee, with the following instructions: 

sTo remove the new duties imposed by said bill in all 
eases where any foreign raw material is taxed to the preju- 
dice of any mechanic or manufacturer, so that no other or 
higher duty shall be collected on any such-raw material than 
s provided by the act of August 30, 1842. 

Mr. LEWIS raised a point of order. The mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maryland was to refer, 
with the same instructions from which a committee 
had just been discharged. 

Mr, JOHNSON explained. 


His motion was 


| for another committee, and proposed a part only 


of the instructions. 

Mr. LEWIS withdrew his objection, and moved 
a call of the House, [several Senators being out of 
their seats.] 

Cries of “ Order, Order,” and “ There is no such 
rule in the Senate,’’ were heard. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. 
ate. 

Cries of ‘There is no rule providing for it.” 

Mr. HANNEGAN. It is suggested to me by 
my friend from South. Carolina [Mr. Carnon] 
that such a course would be in order. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that a call of the Senate 
had been ordered in several cases in years gone by. 

The motion for the call, howeverg-was hot press- 
ed, and, the vacant seats being again filled, it was 
passed over informally. 
_ The question recurring upon the motion by Mr. 


; JOHNSON, of Maryland, to commit the bill with 
| instructions, the yeas and nays were demanded, 


and ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 27, 
nays 27—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 
den, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Webster, and Woodbridge—27. 

WNAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Col- 


| quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, 


McDuffie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, 
Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—27. 

So there was a tie. 

The PRESIDENT said that he was taken by 
surprise in consequence of the course pursued by 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jarnacin,] who 
did not vote; but as he was called upon to give the 
casting vote, he would vote in the negative. 

So the motion was rejected. 


=No further amendments being submitted to the 


bill, it was reported to the Senate, with the amend- | 


ment which had been adopted. . : 
The question being on concurring in the amend- 
ment, striking out the 9th section __ f 
Mr. WESTCOTT spoke in opposition tó said 
amendment. — : 
Mr. WEBSTER desired to say a word only in 
relation to the amendment. Mr. W. then submit- 
ted a few brief remarks in support. of the amend- 
ment; aiming to show that it was all-important, 
and that the section stricken out could be of no 
ossible use, but, on the contrary, would be pro- 
ductive of a great deal of fraud upon the treasury. 


I move a call of the Sen- ; 
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The question was then taken on a` concurrence, 
and decided in the affirmative, viva voce. = 

The question ‘recurring upon engrossing the 
amendment, and ordering the bill toa thid read~ 
ing, i ae 
‘Mr. MANGUM. called. forthe yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. o0 805 Tuia, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said: Mr. Presipent: We 
can now ascertain, by what has already. transpired, 
what is to'be the fate of this bill. It is te pass.. It 
is to pass by the vote of the Senator: from Ten- 
nessee, acting under instructions—the instructions 
of the Legislature of the State which he represents 
upon this floor. That Senator is himself a Whig, 
and his personal views and feelings are entirely 
opposed to this measure, The tariff act of 1842 
was passed by one vote. If this bill pass—if the 
Senator votes against his personal convictions, and 
in favor of a bill which he thinks destructive to 
the best interests of the country—it will pass by a 
single vote. The honorable Senator votes under 
the instructions of the Legislature of his State. 
That is a Democratic Legislature by a very small 
majority—I might almost say an accidental ma- 


| jority; for, in the Presidential election, which oc- 


curred but a short time previous to that in which 
the present Legislature of Tennessee was chosen, 
and during which canvass the: people of the 
entire State were brought out in full force, thus 


i giving opportunity for a fair test of the views of 


| the people of that State, it is very certain that 


her vote was given for Henry Clay, and the name 
of Henry Clay is well known to be synonymous 
with protection. These instructions under which 
my friend acts, were made in and for atime of 
peace, not a time of war.. I wish the responsibility 
of this measure to fallin the right place. Ido not 
wish a single Whig vote to be given to its support. 
I know that gentlemen will have no objection to 
this. This measure is destructive and ruinous in 
all its features—raw material and all—and it should 
not pass. I believe that the majority of the State 
so frequently alluded to, are in favor of the prin- 
ciple of protection, and I am sorry that the honor- 
able Senator feels himself bound to vote for thé bill 
in the ordeal through which it is finally to pass. 

Mr. CAMERON moved the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 


“ Strike ont the first five sections of the bill, and insert— 

« That from and after the first day of December next, there 
shall be a reduction of 25 per cent. of the duties, whether 
specific.or ad valorem, now. imposed by law on articles of 
imported merchandise, whereon. duties exceeding 30 per 
cent. ad valorem are now charged, excepting’ brandy and 
other spirits. distilled from grain or other materils, and 
wines:. Provided, nevertheless, That duties on articles now 
charged with more than 30 per’ cent. shall not. be reduced 
below 30 per cent. 

é Strike out the 7th and 8th sections.” 


Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed. his regret that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had thought pro- 

er to introduce any further amendments to the 

il. For one, he would not vote for any further 
amendments, although he might not vote against 
them. 

Mr. CAMERON replied, that as this bill was 
about to be forced upon them, he felt it his duty to 


| use all honorable efforts to get it into. some shape, 


which would. better protect the great interests of 
his country. i 

The question was then taken viva voce, and the 
amendment rejected. — . 

Mr. C. then submitted the following amend- 
ment—viz: in the 8th line, Ist section, insert after 
the word “ duty :” 

« Provided, That this act shall only be so construed in 
regard to the duties on coal and iron, and all the kinds and 
manufactures of iron, as to reduce the duties thereon toa 
snm not exceeding twenty-five per cent. below the duties 
imposed thereon by the act.of 12th August, 18429 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. 

Calls of ** Question on the engrossment.”’ 

The yeas and nays were then called upon order- 
ing the amendment to be engrossed and the bill to 
a third reading, and resulted yeas 27, nays 27, as 
follows, viz : 

YEAS- Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Col- 
quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, 
MeDufie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, 
Tumey, Westcott, and Yulee—27, i 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Webster, and Woodbridge—27, 
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So there was a tie vate. 

The PRESIDENT rose and said: > 

The Senate being equally divided on this impor- 
tant. question, I may be indulged in briefly stating 
the principal reasons for the vote I am required by | 
the Constitution to give. fie Be : 

Excluded from any participation in forming or 
modifying the bill, I am bound to sanction or con- 
demn it exactly in the shape in which it stands. | 
The responsibility is deeply felt. -It belongs, how- į 
ever, to the office assigned to me by my fellow- | 
citizens, and will be assumed with frankness, and, 
I hope, not unbecoming firmness. The conse- 
quences of my decision, either way, may seriously 
affect the country. No one can entertain, as to 
that, a profounder solicitude. But, after summon- 
ing to my aid the best purposes and best lights that 
I can command, the consequences, be they what 
they may, must be hazarded. 

The system for obtaining the revenue necessary 
to support their Government is established, directly 
or indirectly, by the people of the United States, 
within the limits, and agreeably to the prescribed 
forms of the Constitution. Whatever is ascertain- 
ed to be their will on the subject, all should un- 
doubtedly acquiesce in. That there are known į 
and approved modes by which their will is ex- 
pressed, cannot be questioned; and the public offi- 
cer who reads that will with candor and integrity, 
may feel assured that he conforms to the institu- 
tions of his country when he makes it the guide of 
his conduct. 'To my mind ample proof has been 
furnished that a majority of the people and of the 
States desire to change, to a great extent, in prin- | 
ciple, if not fundamentally, the system heretofore | 
pureed in assessing the duties on foreign imports. 

hat majority has manifested itself in various 
ways, and is attested by its representatives in. the 
other House of Congress, by whom this bill has 
been approved, and whose votes undeniably indi- 
cate the popular sense in the large proportion of 
eighteen out of the twenty-eight States. In this 
Senate an analysis of the vote before me discloses | 


that while six States (Ohio, Virginia, New-Hamp- || 


shire, Georgia, Michigan, and Maine) are equally | 
divided, eleven (Louisiana, Pennsylvania, Dela- | 
ware, Kentucky, Massachusetts, New Jersey, | 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, Maryland, North Car- 
olina, and Vermont) are against, and eleven (Ar- | 
kansas, Missouri,’ Alabama,’ Illinois, Indiana, 
South Carolina, Mississippi, New York, Texas, 
Tennessce, and Florida) are for the change. Pe- | 
culiarly situated as I am in my relation to the | 
national legislature, these impressive facts cannot | 
be overlooked. In a case free from constitutional 
objection, I could not justifiably counteract, by a 
sort of official veto, the general will. 

The struggle to exert without abatement the 
constitutional power of taxation, in such a man- 
ner as to protect, by high duties on imports, many | 
of the productions of our own soil and labor from | 
the competition of other countries, has endured | 
for more than thirty years. During that period, | 
a system of high taxation has prevailed, with | 
fluctuations of success and failure. It is as vigor- 
ously and as exactingly insisted upon now as 
ever; and, indeed, it would seem, in some instances, 
as if the longer the advantage of a particular tax | 
was enjoyed, the stronger became the desire for | 
its continuance, and even its augmentation. And | 
yet it ought to be remembered that this exercise of | 
the taxing power, by which the great mass of 
consumers are made to swell the profits of a few 
branches of industry, was originally intended to | 
be temporary, to be continued only so long as its | 
continuance was necessary to the industrial inde- | 
pendence and safety of the whole people. Such , 
was the language, the inculcation, the spirit, in | 
which it was proposed and justified by its earliest | 

} 
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| 
| 
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| 
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i 
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| 
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and wisest friends. ‘The design was to foster 
feeble “infant?” manufactures, especially such as 
were essential to the defence of the country in 
time. of war. In this design, the people have per- | 
severed until, withsome, but not weighty, excep- | 
tions, these saplings have taken deep root, have | 
become vigorous, expanded, and powerful, and | 
are prepared to share. the common lot of human! 
pursuits, and to enter with confidence the field of | 
free, fair, and universal competition. | 

The arrival of this period of time, long promised, | 
has been anxiously looked for by a large and jast- 
ly-respected portion of our fellow-citizens, who j 
deemed themselves peculiar and almost exclusive | 
sufferers by the: policy of protection. They have 


jj 


j 


| 
i 


t 
f 


sometimes, perhaps imprudently, endeavored: to 
anticipate it. Their numbers, at first entitled to 
influence only from their patriotism: and. intelli- 
gence, have gone on, gradually incrgasing as the 
system ripened to its fruit, and they.now censti- 
tute what I am bound by registered facts to regard 
as a decided. majority df the people and of the 
Union. £ : eae 
It is undoubtedly true that this. change of finan- 
cial arrangement, brought about by public. opin- 
ion, “which everywhere ought. to guide and: influ- 
ence statesmen,” should, nevertheless, be charac- 
terized by moderation, nay, by scrupulous tender- 
ness for those interests of our fellow-citizens that 
are to be affected by it. The legislation which 
encouraged their investments, their educational 
training, or their habits, should cease, finally and 
firmly, if required, but still soothingly and gently; 
and hence I may be pardoned for expressing a 
regret that certain provisions which, in their bear- 


| ing, seem to me trenchant and sudden beyond the 


calls of the occasion, have been allowed to remain 
as parts of this bill. Were it in my power to ex- 
cept these provisions from the operation of my 
vote, I would do so; but viewed as a whole, as a 
measure to accommodate a vast and intricate sub- 
ject to the prevailing sentiment of the American 


| people, to reduce the burdens artificially imposed 


upon the laboring and productive masses, and to 
reconcile diminished restriction of trade mith in- 
creased contributions from it, I cannot resist the 
impression that the bill is more equal, more tem- 
pered, and more just, than the act of 1842, which 
it supersedes. 
and resources of my native Commonwealth less 
kindly than she might well expect, does not relieve 
me from my duty, but only makes its performance 
personally reluctant and painful. : 

Jn aid of these considcrations, adequate, perhaps, 
in themselves to control my vote, there is another 
which, Iam free to confess, nothing but an unfore- 
seen, sheer, and pressing public necessity, could 
ever induce me to forego or forget. In strict con- 
cord with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, 
the Vice President of the United States, now called 
upon to act, is the direct agent and representative 
of the whole people. In advance, and dependent 
upor contingent results, it is perfectly competent 
to this; his national constituency, to give instruc- 
tions, and to receive pledges for their execution. 
On this identical subject of a tariff of duties on im- 
ports, whatever may have been the course of local į 
and casual inconsistency, my own honor can admit 
of no disclaimer of instructions that were formally 


announced, and my own good faith stands inviola- |! 


ble to a pledge voluntarily given. If by thus act- 
ing it be my misfortune to offend any portion of | 
those who honored me with their suffrages, I have 
only to say to them, and to my whole country, 
that I prefer the deepest obscurity of private life, 
with an unwounded conscience, to the glare of 
official! eminence, spotted by a sense of moral de- 
linguency. ` 

The Presiding Officer having given the casting 
vote in the affirmative, the bill was ordered to a 
third reading. 

Several voices: “ Now for the third reading.” 

“No, no; wait until to-morrow,’ was heard 
from the Opposition side of the Chamber. 

Mr. NILES here rose and moved that the further 


consideration of the subject he postponed until the |; senting any State. 


first Monday in December next. 


the bill had been ordered to a third reading, and 


| 
4 
| 
| 
| 
| there was therefore another question pending. 
‘I 
} 
t 
i 
| 


Here the calls for the third reading of the bill 
were renewed. 


Mr. MANGUM and others. It is objected to, 


| and therefore must He over. 
The point of order not having heen disposed of, | 


Mr. SIMMONS contended that the motion by 
the Senator from Connecticut was in order. The 
question would be, first, upon the postponing the 
further consideration, and, 1f that was rejected, then 
any further action would be in order; but while a 


would be in order. 
The objection was here withdrawn. 
Mr. NILES proceeded to say, that he should 


not consider that he had done his whole duty in| 


opposition to this extraordinary measure, without 
making this, the last effort, to arrest its progress. 


That it deals with some pursuits || 


| highly responsible duty in, regard to this measure; 


j 
i 


j 


| 


i 


| 
| 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| blow to their prosperity. 


j 
i 
| 
Í 
j 
| 


3 ; . li fae’ i 
Mr. COLQUITT questioned the propriety of} the Senate? But this is not all; the Senator from 
this motion. He thought that it was out of order; |. Tennessee, [Mr. Janwacin,] stated yesterday that 


i 
i 
l say they approve this bill. 


i 
i 
i 
motion to postpone was pending, no other action |; 


i 


| And how is this to be done? 


and he had never, for a moment, hesitated in meet- i 
ing it or faltered in its discharge, however painful 
it had been. “He had fearlessly met this bill on its’ 
first appearance. in. the Senate, and :hud/done-all. 
that he believed it his duty to-do to: defeat it, by 


| attempting to show that it was such a billas ought* 


not “to receive the sanction of this body: Haying’ | 
no longer,any. hopes of succeeding in this; it now.” 


| only remained for him, as a last. ‘effort, ‘to. get it: 


postponed. His object was to give his. northern 


| friends an opportunity to arrest or-postporie this 


measure without: a :direct vote-on its merits: He: 
would, therefore, in the most friendly but solemn. 
manner, make this last appeal; he would earnésily. 
beseech them to pause, and delay the final action 
on this bill, so deeply interesting to their constitu- 
ents as well as to*his. He had said some. days 
since, when addressing the Senate, that he could 
not appeal to any of his northern friends to vote 
against this bill, because the interests of their con- 
stituents were substantially the same as his; and if 
what was due to them and their interests could not 
prevail, he could not suppose any respect for the 
rights of his constituents, or any considerations of 
regard for himself personally, could influence their 
action. But now he did not appeal to them in re- 
gard to the merits of the bill; he asked only for 
delay. -He asked that the final decision might be 
put off, and that the question might go before their 
constituents and his, that they may examine it, and 
decide upon its merits. If this is allowed, it will be 
thoroughly discussed in its principles and its details, 
and its probable influence be judged of on their inter- 
ests, pursuits, and employments. He sincerely 
hoped that this reasonable request would: be ac- 
corded to him, He asked it for their constituents. as 
well as his own. He asked for the whole people of 
the North, most deeply interested in this question. 
What a solemn spectacle (said Mr. N.) does this 
Senate now exhibit. Weare about to decide a grave 
question, more deeply affecting the interests, the bu- 
siness, and employments of the whole people of the 
middle and northern States, than any which has for . 
years, if, indeed, ever before, been submitted to the 
decision of Congress. And this great measure has 
come as a surprise upon the people. A few weeks. 
since, no one thought such a measure could have 
comd under consideration at this time. : But the 
moment the danger appeared, all became alarmed, 
and many have come on here to. see if anything 
could be done to arrest it, and to escape so fatal a 
y. Sir, they are now here, 
watching with a trembling anxiety the final issue 
ofra measure, fraight, as they honestly believe, . 


; with the most alarming consequences to their iñ- 
| terests, and those of the whole people. 
| no favors at your hands; they only desire that they 
; may not be sacrificed by their own government. 
' And who, on the other hand, is here demanding 


They ask 


this measure? What voice has come up from the 
people, or any portion of the people, demanding 
this sacrifice? 1 have heard no such voice. Why, 
then, is this measure pressed on? .Why, then, is 
this extraordinary act, unexampled in the legisla- 
tion of any country, to be forced on the country? 
Ts it to pass by the 
votes of a majority of the States? No, sir, it can- 
not so pass; there is not a majority of this body in 
its favor; it can only pass by your vote, not repre= 
Ought a measure like this to 
become a law without the sanction of a majority of 


there was not one-third of the Senators who ap- 
proved of this bill. Sir, I can endorse that state- 


; ment; I verily believe that there is less than one- 


third of this ‘body who, in their consciences, can 


But I wish to call the attention of my friends to 


` another consideration. It is admitted by nearly all 


i 


i that this is not such a law as can stand, or as ought 
; tostand. Itis to he passed to be amended. The 


question, then, is this: Will you pass this bill to 
amend it, or permit the present law to remain and 
amend that? Which, then, is the proper course 
for statesmen and honest: legislators to pursue? 


i| Do you say that this is a less objectionable Jaw 


i! than the act of 1842? 


i 


d If this was admitted, which 
Ido not admit, it does not settle the question I 


have submitted. The act of 1842, if a:bad law, i- 
has been in operation three or four years, and its. | 


vils, if evils have attended it, are gqne-hy; the 


Cireumstances had thrown upon hima grave and i: business of the country has become adapted ‘to it, 


SS 
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-anid is now settled and quiet. Why, then, notlet i 


‘the law.remain until you can amend it, or. super- 
-sede it by a suitable and proper law adapted to the 
*¢ondition of the country, the wants of the country, 
“andthe opinions of the people? Why disturb the 
-pusiness and pursuits of the people ?, Why unne- 
-eessarily agitate and alarm the country? Why do 
“this tò get a mere temporary measure, which you 
admit you must either repeal or amend? ‘It seems 
v that to-day we have. called out an advocate for the 
defence of this measure in the honorable Senator 
‘from: South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrte,] and from 
“him we have at least one reason for the passage of 
“this bill. I have again and again asked for the 
reasons for passing this bill at this time, and could 
Zet-no responsé, no reason. We now have one, 
and what is it? Why, to curtail the profits of the 
large and wealthy manufacturers. But, sir, the fact 
is assumed; there is no evidence as to these large | 
profits.’ But, admitting it to be so, will not com- 
petition correct. the evils ?—will it not bring down 
these enormous profits?—with an ` enterprising 
people like ours, will there not be enough to rush 
into any business which affords enormous profits? 
But is not this something new? Is it not a strange 
reason? Can any example be found in the history 
of the world of a legislature passing laws to arrest 
| the ‘prosperity of the country, or to. reduce the 
‘profits of any particular class of citizens in a pur- 
‘suit open to all? Certainly, sir, this must be the 


‘great, measure of the age, when we consider the | 


great good it is to effect; when it is to stop individ- 
uals from getting rich too fast, and to check the 
prosperity of the country. 
will not affect the laborers, the mechanics, nor the 
„small manufacturers. 
I tell him he is mistaken; these are the very men 
on whom this blow will fall. i 


rou cannot crush them; they can stand by ward- | 


‘ing off the blow, and transferring the sacrifice to | 


others. They have hundreds, and some thousands 
of laborers’ in their employ, and ‘they will save 
themselves by reducing the wages of those in their 
employ... The blow, then, falls directly upon the 
laborers. a 
"But how is it with the mechanics and small 
‘manufacturers—those who do their own work, | 
and perhaps employ a few apprentices? They | 
must sustain the sacrifice themselves. They will 
not.be able to sustain a competition with the large 
establishments. ‘But why is this experiment to 
be tried? To see how much reduction labor will 
bear? Is it tocarry out a theory? Is it to test 
the cold, heartless, miserable theory of free trade ?— 
a theory which no nation on earth ever put in 
practice—a theory which must ever remain a mere 
theory; which is fit only for speculative minds 
and the closet-—wholly unworthy of statesmen or 
enlightened legislators. Mr. President, the at- 
tempt to pass this r 7 
-upon the country, will bring up this great ques- 
tion of domestic policy in a way to agitate the 
whole country, and the agitation will not cease 
until it is settled on a basis consistent with the 
condition, the interests, and the business of the 
country and the wants and opinions of the people. 
This, sir, will truly be the great question of the 
age—a question as to the basis on which the busi- 
ness and the industry of the people of this great 
country are to rest. ‘This great question has been 
at rest for some years; it is now brought up, 
bya conflict between extreme principles on one 
hand, and what are held to be extreme on the 
“other. The interests to be affected by it now are 
vastly greater than at any time heretofore. Let 


ES 
me say to the honorable Senator from South Caro- | 


The Senator says it | 
How does he know this? | 


You may diminish 
the profits of the large establishments some, but | 


bill, and by way of a surprise į; r t , { : 
had a right to speak of considerations which might 


: Jina, [turning to Mr. Carnoun,] that in the con- 
test which he has now to meet on this great ques- 
tion, it will be. presented under very different 
circumstances from what it was: in 1832, when it 
seemed to threaten the solidity of the Union. The 
interests now at stake are, compared with what | 
they were then, as two or three to one; they are 
augmented. two. or three hundred per cent.; and 
they are no longer confined to one or two sections 
of the country; they have extended to the South 
and the West, and are daily increasing and taking 
deep root in those quarters.: They are also blend- 


ed with all other interests—commerce, navigation, 


and agriculture. AN the great interests of the 
country are now 


banded together, and if you strike 
a blow at one—if you break one link, the whole 
fabrie of national industry may not fall, but it will 


feel, most sensibly feel, the shock. “Yes, sir, this 
great question of domestic policy; on which the 
prosperity and greatness of the country so essen- 
tially depends, must now be settled... There can 
be no peace, no quict, until it is put at rest; and it 


will now be settled for the last time, so far as its, 


principles are concerned. It is brought before the 
country to arouse the attention of the whole people, 
and to call forth all their energies. And it will not. 
be a conflict of opinions only; there are too many, 
and so-important interests involved, so many de- 
pendent upon it for their daily employment and 
daily subsistence, that it cannot fail to awaken the 
deepest and most imbittered feelings. 

Mr. President, I have now discharged my last 
duty in relation to this measure, which I suppose 
is to pass. My appeal to my northern friends, I sup- 
pose, will not beheeded. Jam aware that they have 
gone far with it, too far, I fear, to stop short of its 
final consummation at this time. A delay of a few 
months is too much, I suppose, to hope for. If so, 
I have only to say to the Samsons, who are pre- 
pared to complete this work, come forward with 
your locks unshorn, raise up the pillars of the 
nation’s prosperity, and overthrow the mighty 
fabric. But I must be permitted to add, in the 
spirit of friendly warning—be careful that you are 
not yourselves crushed in the common ruin. 

Mr. CAMERON said he rose only to repeat his 
opposition to this bill, to enter his solemn protest 
against its passage, and to give notice that the word 
Repeal’? will this day go forth and continue until 
the loud voice of the laborers of the North shall 
compel their oppressors to respect them. This (he 
said) was no Bank question, in which the rich capi- 
talists only were concerned. Here will be found 
the laborers and the mechanics roused to indigna- 
tion against those who care not how much they 
rob them of their comforts in the pursuit of a wild 
abstraction, Ifthe bill had been made by a British 
statesman, it could not have discriminated more in 
favor of the English workmen, nor have done more 
wrong to our mechanics and manufacturers. He 
repeated, that from henceforth repeal would be the 
word among the Democracy of the North, and 
that it would not cease until it triumphed. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON addressed a few remarks 
to the Chair, the point of which was, that the 
President could, consistently with the remarks 
which he had submitted a few minutes previously, 
vote in favor of the pending motion. He [the 


| President] had said that his duty as a representa- 


tive of the whole country impelled. him to act for 


| the majority of the people, and he only desired to 


know what was the will of the people. He 
Mr. McDUFFIE called the Senator from Dela- 
ware to order. He could not addfess an argument 
to the Presiding Officer. 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON replied that he was 
speaking upon the motion to postpone. Upon that 
question the President had a vote, and he (Mr. ©.) 


control that vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. The chairman has no vote as 
far as we know at present. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON. He may have, and, 
at all events, I may address him. The rules of this 


| body compel me when I address the Senate to do 


so through the Chair. Mr. C. then went on to 
state that the private residence of the Président and 
his [Mr. C.’s] were not very far from each other, 
and they both had had an opportunity of knowing 
something of the incalculable mischief to be done 
in that section of the country by the passage of 
this measure. Mr. C. also alluded to the Presi- 
dent’s individual opinions at the present time, and 
before his elevation to the seat which he now oc- 
cupies. Sir, (said Mr. C., addressing the Chair,) 
you were then understood and known to be a firm 
friend of protection. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. CLAYTON. If it is so very unpleasant to 
the gentleman, and I can be shown to be out of 
order, I will not proceed. 

Mr. SEVIER. It is obviously out of order for 
this reason, if for no other, that the Chair has no 
opportunity to answer. Surely, you would not 
consent to assault a man that cannot reply. 

Mr. BERRIEN expressed the hope that the sug- 
gestion from the other side of the Chamber would 
be taken, and for the reason mentioned. i; 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said that the President 
had a right, if he chose to avail himself of it, to 
address the Senate. Mr. C. then went on to argue, 


| 5th; and I here tell you, 


that, as. the will of the people upon. this subject 
could be ascertained in the elections which occur 
this fall in various States, and as the President 
desired only to. know the will of the people, whose 
representative he was; he could very properly vote 
to postpone the further consideration of the subject 
until. December next, by. which time the informa- 
tion which he desired would have been. obtained. 

‘The question was then taken upon the motion to 
postpone, and decided in the negative by the fol- 
lowing vote: j Poo 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 
den, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Johison 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Webster, and Woodbridge—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cathoun, Cass, Chalmers, Col- 
quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Mairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Jarna- 
gin, Lewis, McDuffie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, 
Speight, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—28. 

The bill was then read a third time by its title, 
no objection being made. 

5 rhe question recurring upon the passage of the 

ill, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON demanded the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. j 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said that he regretted 
that final action on this bill should not have been 
postponed according to the motion of the honor- 
able Senator from Connecticut; and since he had 
mentioned that gentleman, he took this occasion 
of rendering to him his thanks for the firmness, 
the vigor, and the devotion, with which he had 
supported the interests of his constituents and of 
the country. s 

But (said Mr. W.) I rise chiefly to say that a 
great duty will devolve on both Houses at the com- 
mencement of the next session, just the same as if 
the motion of the honorable Senator had prevailed. 
Had his motion been adopted, this bill would have 
come up for discussion as soon as we should re- 
assemble. And I tell gentlemen on the other side, 
that the President’s signature to this bill will not 
be dry till a determination will be entered into, far 
and wide, to bring it under the revision of this 
very Congress for reconsideration. It ought to be 
so, and it willbe so. The bill goes into effect gn 
the Ist of December next, and we meet here on the 
that on the very first day 
be in the other House to 


of our session a bill will 
repeal this law. 

‘A friend: near me {Mr. Evans] says that there 
will be another bill there, before: it, and that will 
be abill to carry on the Government. [A laugh.] 
However that may be, a bill will be there to re- 
peal this law; and it ought to be so. It is as im- 
possible as that the sun should go backward and 
set in the east, as that the people should suffer the 
principles contained in this bill to prevail. Gen- 
tlemen do not know the people. [A laugh on the 
Democratic side of the Senate.] I say they do 
not know the people between here and Maine—I 
speak, of course, of southern gentlemen; and 


| though they may laugh now, they will laugh on 


the other side of their mouths before next Decem~ 
ber. They do not know the men on.whom this 
bill is mainly intended to operate; they. do not 
know their character, nor their pursuits, nor their 
polities. So far as my advice may go—and I shall 
address it, of course, tomy own people—they will 
be united in calling on this very Congress to re- 
verse its decision. There are people in the coun- 
try who think they have been deceived; and they 
say, that they have been deceived once is the fault 
of others; if they are deceived a second time, it 
will be their own. A great portion of the members 
of the popular branch of the Legislature are to be 
elected before December. Gentlemen who have 
voted for this bill will go home, and there they 
will learn the sentiments of the people. These 
elections will be pending, and they will be interro- 
gated by the people. Political professions will 
hen be examined, and will be judged of by their 
appraisers, ad valorem. [A laugh.) | : 
What has been the history of this measure In 
Congress? The other House, after a sitting of 
some seven months, sent the bill to us; 1t was re- 
ferred to no committee—it was accompanied with 
no report; but pressed through the body in a man- . 
ner never known before in this Senate; a question 
of this magnitude, involving as it does an infinite 
investigation of details, and yet not one of these 
details investigated by anybody-—not one! Can 
gentlemen believe that the great mass of the people 
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will not be able to see that the measure has been 
brought about by certain political disappointments 
and extraordinary proceedings in the Legislature? 
Most certainly they will. They cannot but see 
and feel in a matter so nearly concerning them. 
Public sentiment is excited on this subject. Iven- 
ture to say that on two points public opinion is 
settled: first, as to the utter folly of the ad valorem 
rinciple in the imposition of duties—and I do not 
islets that there are at this moment five gentle- 
men in the Senate who, if left to their own choice, 
would prefer that mode, nor indeed can I persuade 
myself that there is a man in the whole Exccutive 
Government who, if the bill were now to come for 
the first time from the Treasury, would have it in 
its present form. All the industry of the land is 
against it; the manufacturers are against it, the im- 
porters are against it, the shipowners are against 
it—no man cries, God save it! it is against the sen- 
timent of the land. The great principle of a just 
discrimination in favor of such articles as the gen- 
eral interest requires, is the principle which com- 
mands the approbation of the American people. I 
here tell gentlemen we shall have henceforward no 
more ad valorem tariffs. We never shall go on 
the principle of a horizontal tariff. This bill can- 
notstand. It will not stand. It isa house built 
upon the sand; and no intelligent man will think 
himself safe beneath its roof; it will fall on him 
and. crush him. 

I have never said that the tariff of 1842 might 
not be well amended; but this I say, that the prin- 
ciples of that Jaw are grounded in all true political 
science, on all sound legislation, and they are so 
imbued in the minds of the people, that nothing 
can get them out. They will have specific duties, 
and you cannot help it. You might as well resist 
the course of an avalanche. i 

Having said this, I will add nothing of an exci- 
ting or offensive kind. Igive my advice. I say 
that public opinion will express itself in a way you 
cannot withstand. If there shall be a public acqui- 
escence in the system broached by this bill, be it 
so. Then we shall fall down upon another prin- 
ciple in regard to our revenue. Butif in the coming 
elections the public voice shall be loud and distinct, 
so that members will be obliged to hear and obey 
it, they will not defer to another.Congress the cor- 
rection of. our errors, but they. will bring this bill 
before those who made’ it, and: that on the very 
first day that we shall again convene. 

Mr. DAVIS said that he had hoped that the 
proposition brought forward by the Senator would 

ave prevailed; and he took this occasion to say that 
this was not a mere question of revenue, it was not 
a question of ad valorems, but greater than either. 
Gentlemen rose here and argued as if taxes were 
assessed for the benefit of particular classes. He 
need not say how unjust and how unfair this was. 
Government assessed the amount of revenue be- 
cause its exigencies demanded it. They assessed 
such an amount of duties as would accomplish 
this object, and nothing more. All the question | 
between the two sides of this Chamber was the 
question how this amount should be raised; and 
that was a question which the people would inves- 
tigate. They would bring the great doctrines held 
on both sides to the test. They would examine 
the doctrines of the advocates of this bill, and they 
would bring the result of that examination to the 
polls. Congress had hitherto adopted the princi- 
ple of discriminating in favor of American industry; 
but now they had changed that policy, and in this 
bill discriminated against our own industry and in, 
favor of that of other countries. Mr. D. said this 
because this policy marked every feature of this 
bill. The Secretary himself told Congress that 
his principle was to increase our imports to the 
amount of from ten to twenty-five millions of dol- 
lars. The laborers of this country were not go blind 
that they could not see'that their products were 
displaced by those of foreign countries, which 
were brought in as if on purpose to throw them | 
outof employ. That was the question they would | 
make with the authors and the supporters of this | 
bill, and that was the question they would carry | 
to the polls. The question with them respecting 
their candidate would be, Js he for discriminating 
IN FAVOR or AGAINST American indusiry? Thear- | 
gument here was in ‘favor of increasing importa- 
tions. Gentlemen might as well say at once, and 
m.so many words, that they went for encouraging 
the labor of foreign countries against that of our 


own. Let that: question go to the polls, and those 


if 


tress—all this agony? “Who, then, were the men 


who were right. 

[Loud cries forthe question.] aaa ee 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he would detain the 
Senate buta moment. [Cries of “ Question! Ques- 
tion!]”? He°did not rise to delay action on this 
bill—he knew it was. determined on, and must take 
place—but to unite with his honorable colleague 
{Mr. Nixes] in entering here the solemn protest 
of the Commonwealth they unitedly represented 
against this bill, its objects and its effects, in break- 
ing down’ the prosperity of the people of their 
State. Mr. H. said he differed from his colleague 
on political questions, but on this they united in 
speaking the wishes of their people. And he here 
told gentlemen that those people would, in every 
constitutional and legal way, stand up in defence 
of their rights, and would apply the remed 
for their wrongs. He should go home and tell his 
people what was said here, and show them that 
this was a bill which went to cut down their Jabor 
for the benefit of laborers on the other side of the 
water. Mr. H. said that he had lived in a State 
which did not abound in rich capitalists; the body 
of those he represented consisted of farmers, me- 
chanics, laborers, and a few merchants; and they 
were all arrayed in the deepest and most deter- 
mined hostility to this measure and the whole sys- 
temon which it was founded. They were the men 
who followed the plough, who wielded the ham- 
mer, who wrought at the anvil and in the work- 
shop. From these men, and such as these, this 
bill took their food, their clothing, their comforts, 
and the means of educating their children. In the 
name of that people, who had been forced to enter 
into many of these branches of industry by the ac- 
tion of Congress itself, and who were new to be 
thrown upon the world without bread or the means 
of obtaining it, he united with his colleague in en- 
tering a solemn protest against this destructive 
measure. The bill was inevitably destined to be 
repealed; but, in the meanwhile, many would be 
reduced by it to beggary and want. 

Mr. SUMMONS said that this bill, which was 
aboui to plunge the country into a difficulty, take 
the daily bread from the orphan, and from mil- 
lions whose employment would be swept away, 
was apparently to be forced upon the people by a 
single vote; yes; one vote would save all this dis- 


that would come out on the side of their country? 

The question upon the passage of the bill was 
then taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the 
affirmative, by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby? 
Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt: 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Jarnagin» 
Lewis, McDuffie, Pennvbacker, Rask,- Semple, Sevier 
Speight, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—28. 

Y5S—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Betrien, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jolnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Niles, Pearce; Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, 
Webster, and Woodbridge—27. 

So the bill was passed. 

The title of the bill was then read, and passed 
as follows, viz: : 

“ A bill to reduce the duties on imports, and for | 
other purposes.” . 

The bill was then directed to be sent to the 
House of Representatives; and, 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, 

The Senate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, July 28, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
Mr. STRONG asked leave to offer the follow- | 
ing resolution; which was read for information: | 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Rep- || 
resentatives be directed to furnish to such mem- | 


bers of the present House of Representatives as || 
|; less than the quarter of an ounce, an additional postage, 
|| exeept where a letter is written ona single sheet-of paper 


have not received them such books as were fur- 
nished to the members of the last Congress, in- 
cluding the 5th volume of the Debates on the 
Federal Constitution, and that the books now 
remaining in the Library of the House, be em- 
ployed to that purpose as far as they go: Provided, | 


| 


to authorize or require the reprinting of any of! 
said books. i 
Mr. S. ADAMS objected. l 
Mr. STRONG moved a suspension of the rules. ; 


i 
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being taken: were, yeas 
nays-49. 0..." Se tae a Poa 
d, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative; the > 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was” 
not received.) i: es ar 
Mr. CULVER’ (leave: having been’ ‘devied) 
moved a suspension of. the rules, to enable him-to : 
offer the following resolution; which was vead fe 
information: Emi UEP DONE PIE Ena ety 
Resolved, ‘That those’ members of the- present 
House of Representatives who have received ‘the 
books and documents mentioned in the resolution < 
‘this day offered by Hon. Srepnen: STRONG, of | 


members their quota of said books and: documents, 
be respectfully requested to return’ said books and 
documents to thé Clerk of ‘this House. 


Mr. WENT WORTH suggested to Mr. CULVER 
so to modify his resolution as to include those old 
rifles with which, some five or six years ago, mem- 
bers were furnished. ; 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered on 
the motion to suspend the rules, and, being taken, 
were yeas 82, nays 57%, ooo ie SaaS 

So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules weré not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. : TEP PE 

Mr. WOOD asked leave to offer. the following 
resolution; which was read for information: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he 
ishereby, requested to communicate to this House 
a statement of the amount. of. money paid ‘by the 
Government of the United States to special com- 
mercial or diplomatie agents employed in Europe, 
or elsewhere, for the. twelve years terminating on 
the 3d day of March, 1845, and whether any per-. 
son while so employed was permitted, in addition 
to his authorized compensation by Congress, to 
enjoy and receive the fees arising from. any con- 
sulate of the United States; and if so, his name, 
and the amount of fees so received by him.’ 


Mr. McKAY objected. ate 
Mr. WOOD moved a suspension of the rules. 
And the question being taken, the House refused 
to suspend the rules. o E EBET a 
So the resolution was not entertained. o ; en 
Mr. PRESTON KING, by leave, from the Co 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, made: a report upon.: : 
the petition of Richard Kelly, accompanied by'a 
bill granting him a pension; which bill was -read 
twice and committed, 


RATES OF POSTAGE.: 


Mr. HOPKINS offered a resolution in the usual 
form, providing that all debate on the bill to amend . 
the act approved the 3d of March, 1845, entitled 
“An act to reduce the rates of postage, to limit 
the use and prevent the abuse of the franking priv- 
ilege, and for the prevention of frauds on the rev- 
enues of the Post Office Department,” should ter- 
minate this day at half-past eleven. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend by inserting 
one. > 

Mr. S. JONES, two. : A 

Mr. RATHBUN accepted the modification. 

The modified amendment was agreed to. 

And the resolution thus amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HOGE, the House then re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Rein, of North Carolina, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
said bill. 


ah 


Mr. MeCLELLAND modified his amendment 
of yesterday to read as follows: 

Strike out from lines seven and eight the words, 
“and less than six hundred miles.” 

Also, from line nine inclusive, all to line twenty- 
one of first section, as follows: 

“ And for any distance over six hundred miles, fifteen 
cents 5 

“And for every additional quarter of an ounce, or fraction: 


weighing over one-quarter of an ounce, and less than: one+ 
half an ounce, when the same shall be. charged withthe 
single postage: Provided, That the rate of tifteen cents shall 
| be discontinued from and after the first of July, 1848, if, in 
| the opinion of the Postmaster General, the revenues of the 


£ r |i department wil) equal its expenditures; and in that:casé, 
That this resolution shall not be so construed as | ten cents shall be the rate of 


postage for ali distances over 
; three hundred miles. Š por 


|! Mr. GORDON opposed the so sudden overthrow 
ji of the system of cheap postage, proposed “by thig = 


| bill. He sustained the main features of the exist- 


Mr. REID asked the yeas and nays, which ' ing law, and wished the experiment of cheap poste- 


New York, and who voted against allowing new") 
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age further and fairly tested jand: under its opera- 
tion he thought the department would soon sustain 
itself, ashe held it ought to, and not be made a 
charge upon the treasury. He read resolutions of 
the Legislature of New York, of February, 1845, 
and February, 1846, in favor of the act of-1845, 
-. ead he protested against any interference with that 
act, which worked well. He examined and con- 


~ 2 demned the provisions of this bill, the veéxtending 


the:franking privilege to deputy postmasters, &c. 
-“He was in favor of the abolition of the franking 
privilege entirely, to prevent the frauds necessarily 
eonsequent upon it, and. the burdens which it im- 
poses on the postage payer.. He would go for the 
regulations and proper. increase of the compensa- 
tion of deputy postmasters in another bill. 
In the course of his remarks he yielded for 
explanations, to Messrs. HOPKINS and HIL- 
LIARD. 


Mr. BIGGS said: I do not rise to discuss the- 


bill now under consideration, but my purpose is to 
express my feelings and sentiments on the conduct 
of alate Scnator from North Carolina, which has 
been a subject of deep interest lately. I do not 
know that my remarks are strictly in order, and 
therefore I notify the committee what will be their 
purport. Assuming, however, as we are in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, that 
. | ‘an. act so: deeply affecting the Union is a proper 
“subject of remark, I proceed. It is with the greatest 
pain and mortification I feel myself bound, by an 
imperative sense of public duty, to allude to this 
act—the resignation of one of the Senators from 
North Carolina, and whose course has been the 
subject of comment elsewhere. Gladly would I 
have avoided this unpleasant and painful duty; 
“but the time, in my opinion, has arrived when it 
becomes the Democratic Representatives of the 
people of North Carolina on this floor to meet the 
crisis, and not to mince their words. Our State 
has been disappointed by one from whom we had 
a right to expect better things. She is deprived of 
one voice in the other. branch of Congress, whose 
duty it was to. represent. her faithfully in this im- 
portant and interesting period of our affairs. I feel 
more justified in what I shall say, because, with 
the deepest remorse, I admit my vote assisted in 
elevating this Senator to the proud position he oc- 
eupied. For several days past, various rumors as 
to his course were the subject of anxious remark. 
It was reported that he would move an amendment 
to postpone the operation of the tariff bill until the 
4th of March; and, if that failed, he would vote 
against the bill. Another rumor was, that he con- 
templated resigning. A doubt as to his-course on 
this great question was received by me with pro- 
found surprise and astonishment. That a North 


Carolina Democrat should hesitate in giving the | 
bill a cheerful and earnest support, was, above all | 


things, the most astounding. A Senator who had 
been elected by a Democratic Legislature, whose 
opinions on this question were well known; rep- 


resenting a State, every Democrat in which is, 
strongly opposed to the inequality of the act of | 


1842 and in favor of its modification, and to whom 


I can. with confidence add a considerable, if not | 
a-larze number, of the Whig party; a Senator | 


entirely untrammelled_ by any instructions, or 
requests, even, of a Whig Legislature, although, 
since his election, such a Legislature has assembled 
in North Carolina, and immediately after the Pres- 


idential election, in which canvass a modification of | 


the tariff of 1842 was one of the prominent subjects 


of discussion; a Senator, whose course on this vital | 
question was never suspected—who was always | 


understood as being utterly opposed to the pro 
tective policy; for such a Senator, at this impor- 
tant juncture, to desert his post, to surrender his 
commission, will necessarily excite the deepest re- 
gret throughout the country, and in our State the 
severest reprehension and censure. The debate 
in the Senate has now. been continued for two 
weeks. ` The opinions of the members were gen- 
erally known; it was expected the vote would be 


taken on Saturday; it was believed the fate of the} 


bill depended upon the vote of the Democratic Sen- 
atot fron North Carolina, These painful rumors 
were the theme of conversation. 
cumstances, considering the relation in which I 
stood to that Senator, I considered it an imperative 
duty to see him on that subject. I sought an inter- 
view on Saturday morning. I was informed. by 
him that he should make a motion to postpone the 
operation of the bill ull the fourth of March; and, 


Under these cir- | 


if that failed, as he expected, he should vote against 
the bill; if that sueceeded, he would vote for it; that 
although he was opposed to the principle contained 
in the bill, he was willing to waive that, if its oper- 


| ation could. be postponed, so as to give Congress 


an-opportunity to revise it at the next session, be- 


fore it took effect. I suggested that, as he was wil- | 


ling to waive the principle involved, I could not see 
any propriety in voting against the bill on a ques- 
tion. of time, in which he differed with all his party, 
except those directly interested in the protection 
afforded by the act of 1842. Treminded him of the 
large delegation of manufacturers now here, and 
that bad motives would necessarily be imputed to 


| him under the circumstances; that, in my opinion, 


he would disappoint the expectation and wishes of 
the Democratic party of North Carolina; that I 
could not sustain him, and.a war upon him by the 
party could not be avoided, the consequences of 
which were fearful. To these suggestions and ap- 
peals he replied, that he cared nothing for imputa- 
tions upon his motives, as none would be made by 
decent men; and if he was driven to the wall, he 
must acquit his conscience, and take the conse- 
quences. He stated then that at one time he had 
an idea of resigning, but I understood him as hav- 
ing abandoned it. Imagine, then, my surprise when 
I was informed two or three hours afterwards that 
his resignation was lying on the,table of the Pres- 
ident of the Senate. 

It is exceedingly painful to me to be compelled 
to characterize the conduct of that Senator as it 
deserves. I cannot but view it as the grossest act 
of political delinquency that ever was perpetrated; 
bringing a reproach upon the character of our ven- 
erated State that tears of repentance on his part for 
a thousand years would never efface—a stigma, as 
far as he can affix it, upon the political integrity of 
her public men that will wring the bosom of every 
frank-hearted North Carolinian, and which will be 
execrated by all her sons who revere her name and 
fame, and who cherish her integrity as a necessary 
trait in the character of a public servant. I am 
proud of the land of my birth; I always feel a pride 
and exultation when our brethren of other States 
speak of her as the economical and honest Old 
North State; and in behalf of the people of that 
ancient Commonwealth, I invoke my countrymen 
not to estimate their character by the conduct of 
one of her apostate sons, by whom she has been 
deceived and disappointed. I appeal to my fellow- 
citizens of that State for a response to the condem- 
nation and disapprobation I now express upon the 
course of our late Senator, as necessary to a vindi- 
cation of the character of the State, and a reproba- 
tion of that conduct so grossly inconsistent with the 
just expectations of all. Whatever be his motives, 
(of which I know nothing except what I have 
stated,) no attempted justification or palliation can 
relieve him from the bitter reproof of an outraged 
people, whose voice, at this crisis, has, by his act, | 
been thus stifled. I repeat, this duty is a most | 
painful one. I have heretofore claimed that Sena- | 
tor as a personal and political friend. The causes 
that have produced a dissolution. of that- relation 
is a source of poignant regret. Yet a duty to the 
people I represent, to my own character as a Rep- 
resentative, and by whose vote such a Senator 
was placed in power, would not permit me to say 
less in expressing my solemn convictions of the 
retribution that ought to be visited upon one who 
hag been thus recreant in the discharge of a sacréd 
duty intrusted to him by a confiding constituency. 

Mr. COLLIN obtained the floor, and yielded to 

Mr. BARRINGER, who said that he must 
express his astonishment at the remarks of his 
colleague in regard to a subject with which this 
House- had nothing todo. H 
his colleague had made a studied attack here on 
the conduct and motives of a late Senator from the 
State of North Carolina. Mr. B. did not rise to 
defend Mr. Haywood. That distinguished gen- 
tleman, and his colleague well knew it, was abun- 
danily able to defend himself. No one in North 
Carolina was more so. He did not intend to ex- 
press any opinion as to the wisdom or expediency 
of that honorable Senator’s course in regard to an 
act which has produced such sensation in this Cap- 
itol and in the country. He did not rise for that 
purpose. But he was the personal friend of the 
Jate Senator. He was not his political friend, and 
had never been. Their respective positions were 
well understood at. home. But he must enter his 
solemni and decided protest against the dishonora- 


He was amazed that || 


| floor to me for afew minutes. 


ble insinuations—nay, sir, the charges made against 
the motives of that Senator, here and elsewhere. 
The personal character of that Senator was well 
appreciated’ in North Carolina. It was unblem- 
ished and unimpeachable. Fle had maintained.an 
honest, pure, and Christian characier ever since 
Mr. B. had known. him, and that was as long as 
he had known any man in public life. Such was 
undeniably his reputation in’ that honest State, 
where private and political integrity were fully un- 
derstood and appreciated. - In reply.to. the strange 
attack of his colleague, he must be allowed to say, 
that whatever he may think of the political course 
of Mr. Haywood, he believed his: motives in refer- 
ence to the act of resignation, which has attracted 
so much attention and remark, were pure and con- 
scientious. The act speaks for itself. It was the 
very opposite of corruption and self-interest. - It 
was a self-sacrificing act. It was the abandonment 
of a position of which any man, however lofty his 
ambition, might well be proud, for private life, 
because he could not sustain a measure which he 
sincerely believed to be wrong in principle, and 
ruinous to the best interests of his country; and 
because, by voting against it, he might embarrass 
his political friends and party. He sacrificed his 
high place, and surrendered his convictions of that 
important measure, to his party, that his vote 
against the bill might create no obstacle to its pas- 
sage. His head and heart told him that he eould 
not vote for it. I speak only from my impressions 
of the reasons that governed his conduct, I believe 
the act itself authorizes this conclusion, indepen- 
dent of all knowledge of a reputation in private life, 
that absolutely forbids and defies the unjust impu- 
tations which have been so profusely cast upon 
him. But, sir, I have a higher object to answer 
(if there can be a higher object than defending the 
fame of an upright man, whether in public or pri- 
vate life) in repelling this charge of impure motives 
in regard to the conduct of the late Senator from 
North Carolina. It is an attack on the honor and 
character of a State, which, at least, whatever may 
be said of the pretensions of her sons in other re- 
spects, has always had the satisfaction of believing 
that she has had honest Representatives in both 
branches of Congress. From colonial times to the 
present hour, she has sustained a character for in- 
tegrity and political honesty without a blemish. 
And, sir, I am convinced, notwithstanding the at- 
tempts now being made, and which will continue 
to be made in this city and elsewhere, to show 
improper and impure motives on the part of the 
ex-Senator from ‘North Carolina in his recent act, 
his late conduct will not make an exception to that 
uniformly untarnished character she has heretofore 
so nobly, maintained. Sir, I repeat, fam not here 
as the defender or apologist of Mr. Haywood. I 
have not seen him since his resignation. 1 do not 
say whether his act was wise or unwise. Ido not. 
say whether it was best for himself personally or 
politically. He is able to shield himself in that 
regard, and if he were not, my political relations 
with him do not impose on me the necessity of 
making that defence. I only mean to say, what I 
do cheerfully and sincerely, and what I think will 
be the deliberate judgment of honorable men of all 
parties, when this excitement shall pass away, that 
I believe his late course arose from pure consider- 
ations of high public and conscientious duty, This 
much I feel to be due to him and his friends, who 
are not a few in every part of North Carolina—due 
to my own State, and to myself, one of her hum- 
blest representatives on this floor. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, (Mr. C. 
farther yielding,) gave notice of an amendment, 
(looking towards the establishment of reciprocal 
rates of postage on ship letters.) _ 

Mr. DOBBIN said: Mr. Chairman, I ask the 
honorable gentleman from New York to yield the 
My worthy col- 
league, [Mr. Biees,] and my equally worthy col- 
league, [Mr, Barrincer,] have availed themselves 
of the latitude of debate to allude to an event which 
has recently occurred in the Senate of the United 
States. I have nothing to say upon the propriety 
or taste of introducing that exciting element into 
this discussion. Ithas been now introduced in my 
presence. Two of my colleagues have delivered 
their sentiments, I perceive, from expressions 
around me on both sides of the. House, that my 
position may be probably misunderstood, and that 
erroneous inferences may be drawn from my si- 
lence. Reluctant as I always feel to mingle in the 
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noisy and confused debate that generally charac- 
terizes the proceedings in this Hall, the committee 
will excuse my obtrusion when it may be right and 

roper to save myself from the injustice that may 
be the result of ‘silence. I know nothing of the 
motives which prompted our late Senator, Mr. 
Haywood, to resign; he has never communicated 
his motives to me personally. I have lived long 
enòùgh to know what importance is to be attached 
to the thousands of rumors that now float through 
this metropolis.. I will allude to one only—I mean 
that rumor which associates this recent event with 
bribery and gold. As a North Carolinian—as a 
representative from that ‘good old North State,” 
whose character for sterling integrity and honesty 
is cherished with affection and. pride by all her 
sons, I here, in my place, and before the country, 
protest against such a charge against one of her 
sons. For myself, I do not and cannot for one 
moment harbor the suspicion that any son of 
North Carolina is capable of being seduced or pur- 
chased with the gold of manufacturers or others. I 
have too much State pride to hear the rumor with- 
out denouncing it. Ihave too much confidence in 
her people to believe it fora moment. My col- 
league [Mr. Bicas] has not made such an insinu- 
ation, 

But, Mr. Chairman, my worthy colleague [Mr. 
Brees] feels a natural sensitiveness in regard to this 
occurrence. He was in the Legislature, and aided 
in electing Mr. Haywood. A Democrat himself, 


acepl 

for Mr. Haywood, confidently cherishing the be- 

lief that, when elected, he would be found at his 

poit battling manfully to effect the desired reform. 
Jow natural, therefore, his mortification at the 
result ! 

And now, sir, uninformed as I am in regard to 
the motives (which it remains for time and the Jate 
Senator himself to disclose) which animated him 
to act this remarkable part, lest my views may be 
misapprehended, I now publicly, in my place, ex- 
press my disapprobation of his course—my pro- 
found astonishment and decp regret at its occur- 
rence, If there be a subject on which the Demo- 
erats of North Carolina are more thoroughly united 
than on any other, my decided impression is that 
that subject ts the thorough modification of our tariff 

stem. But the Senator has resigned; I deeply 

eplore it, 
would have been given, and I now fear his resig- 
nation will produce a defeat of the bill. 

Mr. COLLIN resumed the floor, and addressed 
the committee in reply to a speech of his colleague, 
[Mr. Smiri] and in defence of the positions form- 
as Pages by him on the tariff. 

Ay. DOCKERY obtained the floor, and yielded 
a moment to i 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, who stated that 
not having heard all the remarks of his colleague, 
[Mr. CorLin,] he would defer any reply until he 
saw them in print. 

Mr. DOCK ERY (resuming) said that the resig- 
nation of Mr. Haywood was, at this moment, he 
believed, the subject of remark and discussion in 
the Senate. He was somewhat surprised that, 
even in that body, such should have been the case; 
but he could not forbear the expression of his great 


surprise that it should have been introduced into | 


this House. | That gentleman was nota member of 
this House, nor had he ever been; he was, there- 


fore, in no way responsible to it for an act done in | 


an official capacity—a capacity which this House 
had no agency in creating. @ was responsible 


to this House in no way whatever for the act | 


which was now the subject of animadversion here. 
He did not intend to be understood as the apolo- 
gistor defender of Mr. H. He did not know that 


he was in need of any defence from him; nor did į; 


the personal relations between them justify his 
taking such an office upon himself. ‘The inter- 
course between them had only been of a formal, 
yet courteous character. If the honorable Senator 
stood in need of defence for taking a step which 


put it out of his power to vote for the bill now || 


palin in the Senate, he (Mr. D.) had no doubt 
e would find it in the approbation of a large ma- 
joy of the people of North Carolina, triumphant- 
y €xpressed in an election shortly to be held in 
that State, 

. His colleague (Mr. Brees] had spoken of the 
views and conduct of the party by which Mr. 

Jay wood was elected to the Senate, as also of the 
views of Mr, H. himself in regard to the tariff and 


anxious to reform our tariff system, he voted | 


I had hoped that. the Senator's’ vote | 


| H. to the Senate. 


the protective policy. With respect to the par- 


ticular views of Mr. H. upon that important in- 


terest Mr. D. knew nothing; he had never spoken 
to him in his life upon the subject of politics... Mr. 
TH. was a great Jeader in one party, and he (Mr. 
D.) wasan humble member of another.. It was 
of the views of the people of North Carolina—the 
majority of the people—that he wished to address 
a few remarks to the House. Whether Mr. H. 
had not carried out the views, and disobeyed and 
betrayed the party who elected him, he had noth- 
ing to say. He had something to say as’ to the 
circumstances which led to, and the means by 
which that. party obtained the power to send Mr. 
Since the election of Governor 
in 1836, and in that election, the tariff or protective 
policy had entered into all the political contests of 
Worth Carolina. The tariff act of 1842, and the 
protective policy generally, had been fully and 
freely canvassed and discussed inthat State. Can- 
ditates for offices of every grade have discussed it 
from her western borders to the sea. No question, 
of whatever character, has been more fully and 
ably discussed, or is better understood. And what 
has been the result? The result has been, that the 


| party favoring a tariff, which will yield sufficient 


revenue and at the same time so discriminate as 
effectively to protect the manufacturing and work- 
ing interests of the country, has, in every instance 
since 1836, clected their Governor. 

In 1840 it was alleged that if a Whig President 
was elected it would fasten upon the country the 
protective policy; yet the Whig candidate received 
the vote of North Carolina. 

He believed his colleague [Mr. Bices] had him- 
self made a hundred speeches against the tariff, not- 
withstanding which the elections have decided that 
the protective policy was the true policy of the 
country. The unfortunate death of General Har- 
rison, and the troubles which arose in the Whig 
ranks from the unexpected and extraordinary 
course pursued by his successor, produced apathy 
and despondency in the Whig party, and their op- 
ponents obtained a majority in the Legislature of 
North Carolina in 1842. The Whig vote in that 
year was about 12,000 below the ordinary vote of 
the party. This was one of the consequences re- 
sulting from the treachery of John Tyler. The 
election of that year, so faras the Whig party was 
concerned in that State, might be considered as 
having gone by default. The Democratic ascend- 
ency was therefore an accidental, as it proved a 
temporary, ascendency. It was this accidental 
Legislature that sent Mr. Haywood to the Senate. 
Under these peculiar circumstances, therefore, if 
Mr. Haywood had remained in his seat in the 
Senate, and given his vote in favor of the bill now 
pending in that body to repeal the tariff of 1842, 


i and to destroy the protective policy, he would, in 
the opinion of Mr. D., have misrepresented the | 


State. He believed that Mr. Haywood was too 


honorable, honest, and conscientious a man to do | 


this. He was (Mr. D. presumed, for he knew 
nothing certain) reluctant to vote in opposition to 
the party of which he was a distinguished member, 
and deeming it a violation of his duty, as a Repre- 
sentative of the State, to vote against the well- 
known sentiments of that State, he (Mr. D.) pre- 


sumed that the honorable Senator had taken the | protection for protection’s sake. 


i believe this to be one of that character. 


jority-of the people of North. Carolina. true, 
there are in this House:six Democratic and three 
Whig representatives from that State. That was.’ 
by no means to be. taken as an exposition ‘of the © 
political ‘sentiments of a majority. of the peoples: 
the matter. was easily explained... oie sosi PoS aS 
`The majority accidentally obtained in: the Legis?" 


which Mr. Haywood was sent.to the Senate; dis- 
iricted the State into congressional districts: “Tn 
doing this, that Legislature completely gerryman- 
dered it; the result was, six representatives were 
given to: a Democratic minority, and three toa”. 
Whig majority. So much for the representation 
on this floor, speaking the opinidis and sentiments 
of the people of North Carolina.” The next Legis- 
lature, which he was happy to say he had litle 


doubt would be Whig, would remedy'this. griev-. 


ance, this act of injustice to the people, and make 
such a distribution of the countics into districts ag 
would be just in itself, and. fair to the two great 
parties into which the country was divided. It 
would be the duty of the Legislature to do this, and 
he had no fears that it would shrink from this duty. 
The majority of thé people should be represented 
on this floor by a majority of representatives hold- 
ing opinions and professing sentiments. identical 
with themselves, a i 
Mr. D. concluded by saying that it was not his 
intention to inflict-a speech upon the country at 
this session. _ God knows the people had already 
enough of speeches from: this Hall to satisfy the. 
most absorbing appetite or‘ desire.. Nor had he 
made a speech; he had only explained a matter. 
upon which there seemed to be a. difference of 
opinion between himself and his. two colleagues; 
nor should he even have troubled the House at all’ 
if a discussion had not arisen here as tothe mo-. 
tives of Mr. Haywood; and hearing his colleagues 
make declarations to which he could not assent, 


i he had felt jt his duty to make these few remarks. 


They were given without premeditation or prepa- 
tion. - $ Po 

Mr. HAMLIN obtained the floor, and yielded, `: 
at request, to 


it necessary for me to submit a few remarks on: 
this occasion is as painful to me as it must.beé to 

every, Democrat in North Carolina. Had: Enot: :. 
been in the chair when my colleague ath. Bicca] soe a 
submitted his remarks, 1 would ‘have said, as: 

now do, that I entirely concurred in what he said. 
I admire political independence, and can well 
imagine cases in which a Senator might surrender 
his seat without reproach or censure; but I do not 
I depre-+ 
cate the idea of representatives in one end of the 
Capitol interfering in what alone belongs to the 
other. But, sir, the conduct of Mr. Haywood, 
one of the Senators from my State, is a subject of 
public concernment, and belongs not to the Senate 
alone. That event may change the fate of a great 


|| public measure, in which, as a representative and 


las an individual, I feel the deepest interest. . It ig 
ila measure to the success of which millions are 


| 


i looking with the deepest solicitude’ Mr. Hay- 
| 
| 


wood has always been understood as being gp- 
posed to the tariff of 1842, and to the principle of 
He was elected 


dignified and honorable course of laying down his |; by a Democratic Legislature; and opposition to the 


commission, and of retiring from the body o 
which he was a member. 


In a few days an election will be held in North | Democratic party in North Carolina. 
Carolina, and Mr. D. said he now predicted that, | 


when you hear the result, it will be a triumphant 
majority in favor of sustaining the great measures 
of the Whig party; in the front rank of which is a 
tariff which shall yield revenue altogether sufficient 
for all the purposes of Government, and at the 
same time afford the necessary protection to the in- 
dustry and work of the country, A great majority 
of the farmers of that State, he felt warranted in 


| asserting, were in favor of stich a principle. 


Mr. D. said he did not, by any means, wish to 
be understood as impugning the motives of his col- 


leagues in the course they had taken, and in what | 


they had said here in respect to this subject. When 
they spoke of their anxious desire to destroy the 
tariif, and pass the bill now before the Senate, and 
denounced their Senator because he had not fol- 
lowed the course which they had marked out for 
him, they of course spoke their own sentiments, 
and possibly the sentiments of their districts; but 
they did not represent or speak the views of a ma- 


principle of protection, and to the tariff act of 1842, 
has been one of the principal issues made by the 
I do not 
know a Democrat in the whole State who is ‘in 


ii favor of the act of 1842; but, on the other hand, 


\ 


i 


i 


t 
i 
j 


| many Whigs are opposed to it. Ata moment when 


i we were about to consummate one of the great 
| measures for which the Democratic party in North 


| Carolina has so long and anxiously labored, I 
| heard with suprise that Mr. Haywood would vote 
i against the bill, and afterwards, with still greater 
that he had resigned his seat. . This 


| surprise, 


l: event has produced a sensation: here unfavorable 


! to the passage of the bill, the news of which will 


' reach North Carolina just on the eve of our elec- 


Under these cireumstances, I feel it to be a duty 
vhich I owe to myself and the country to say that: 
decidedly disapprove of the course pursued -by 

Mr. Haywood. Of the motives which influenced 
| him I know nothing, and therefore have nothing. 

! to say. I would scorn the idea of imputing to him’ 

: a dishonorable motive. I speak of ‘his: political: +: 

' conduct.as itis, and as it affects the: interests ofthe = 


Ww 
I 
A 


lature by the Democratie party in 1842, and by o 5i 


Mr. REID, who said: The cause which renders ©- 
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-¢ountry, and of the party with which I act.. In 


this sense, candor compels me to say that he has | 


disappointed the will and the expectations of those 
Tro ang him, and the party with which he has 
acted, oe 
T. am aware that if this tariff bill is defeated, the 
~ Whig party, or a portion of them, will charge upon 
this Administration that it did not in good faith 
wish to.see the measure passed. Such intimations 
“have already been thrown out here and elsewhere. 
In anticipation of this unfounded charge, I will 
take occasion to say to the people of North Caro- 
lina, that this Administration is sincerely desirous 
to carry out this impotant measure. But I hope 
it may yet be passed. : 
In reply to the remarks of my Whig colleague, 
[Mr. Docgery,] I have only to say that it is ex- 
ceedingly strange that he should be found the 


apologist of Mr. Haywood on this floor. My col- || 


league was a member of the Legislature which 
elected Mr, Haywood, and he did not vote for or 
apologize for him then. Why has my colleague 
now taken upon himself this task? [have to re- 
peat to my friends here and throughout the coun- 
tty, that the Democratic party of North Carolina 
are undivided in their opposition to a protective 
tariff, and that the day is not very distant when 
North Carolina will again take her stand with the 
» Democratic: States of this Union. To my con- 
« stituents, and to the Democratic party of my State, 


Tsay, be not discouraged at the event to which I | 


have alluded, but renew your efforts; for the cause 
of democracy is founded on the great and immuta- 


ble principles of truth and justice, and must sooner |} 


or later prevail. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, said that he did 
not rise for the purpose of prolonging the novel 
and extraordinary discussion which had been very 
unespecteliy sprung upon the House this morning, 


by one of the honorable gentlemen from North | 
Carolina, in regard to the recent resignation of one | 
A number of the | 


of the Senators from that State. 
honorable members from that State have already 
spoken upon the subject, and said all that it was 
necessary to say. Beside, itwoyld be improper and 
Gut of place, perhaps, for me, a Representative 
from another State, to adventure upon this delicate 


and forbidden field of private allusion and mere per- | 


sonal debate. With either the motives or conduct 


of that gentleman, I, at least, have nothing to do. | 


But, as I believe that both have been basely and 


grossly calumniated and abused, nothing shail pre- | 


ventme from saying so here. My honorable friend 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Rem,} who has just 


taken his seat, alluded, in the course of his remarks, | 
to a rumor, or rather a surmise, which obtained, | 
for a time, some little credence in certain quarters, | 
that that gentleman had acted, in the course which |! 
he had taken, with the secret knowledge and con- | 


sent of the Executive himself; and, as I happen to 
be aware of the fact that such a suspicion did 
obtain, for a time, in some parts of this city, I 
will give the reason upon which it was founded. 
This distinguished gentleman, it is well known, 
while yet a Senator of the United States, was 
upon terms of intimate acquaintance and apparent 
eonfidence with the President, and, on a certain 
great and absorbing question, which engrossed the 


attention. of Congress and agitated the country a! 


few months since, he spoke, as subsequent events 


| him pleasure to do them the justice to say that they 


| confidence which he seemed to enjoy in quarters 


| likely to be found, the conclusion is irresistible 


i descended; but the present smiles of Executive 
| favor and regard, and all the allurements and se- 


fully proved, with a peculiar knowledge of Execu- Hi 
tive views and intentions, which confirmed many || 
in the belief that he enjoyed the ear of the Presi- |! 
i Well, what was the || 
| a private citizen. 


dent as few enjoyed it then. 
course of the President on that question—I mean 


the famous question of 54° 40'? Why, after lead- | i ; 
| sudden and unexpected as it was, constitute a suffi- 


ing a portion of his friends here into this false 
añd ridiculous position, he turned his back upon 


them, and betrayed them into the hands of the foe; | 


for it was the Executive, and the Executive organ | 
here, which led them into that mortifying error; | 
and, after they had been blindly led to the very | 
mouths of the enemy’s cannon, they. suddenly ; 
found, te their great chagrin, confusion, and shame, | 
that their great file-leaders had unexpectedly be-- 
trayed them, and ingloriously fled. 
All this was well known, and it was. expected | 
by some that a new scene in the same drama was | 
about to be enacted on the tariff bill; that there | 
| 

i 

| 

i 


Forties on that; and that, after having been led to i 


the very brink and verge of action, they were again 
to be betrayed into the hands of their. enemies. 
The connexion of the late Senator from North 
Carolina with the former question, and his intimate 
knowledge of the private and real views and inten- 
tions of the President in relation to it, led some for 
a moment to suppose that he was acting on this 
occasion with the secret sanction and concurrence 
of the Executive in vacating his seat. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I entertain no such suspi- 
cion myself. I concur fully in the opinion ex- 
pressed by the honorable gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Rer,] that there is not the slight- 
est ground for suspecting the sincere adhesion and 
deep devotion of the entire head and heart of the 
Executive to the fatal and destructive provisions 
contained in this tariff bill. I have no doubt—no, 
sir, not the shadow of a doubt—of his firm and | 
uncompromising determination to force it through 
Congress and upon the country at all hazards and | 
at all events. And, as my friend from North Car- 
olina by my side [Mr. BarrxarR] suggests, if he 
should not accomplish it this session he will the | 


next. It will certainly come, sir; for gome it 
must. He wills it; and neither the desertion of 


friends nor the opposition of foes will be able to 
stay his purpose or defeat his design. In the sol- 
emn counsels of the faithful and powerful it has 
been decreed that it must pass; and if it does not 
come now, it must come in the end, and that for 
the country, alas! full soon. 

Sir, it has been gross!y insinuated against the 
late Senator from North Carolina, and members of 
the party to which I belong, that he has been se- 
duced from his allegiance to his party and his 
friends by the bribery of corruption of the enemies 
of the present tariff bill. i 

Mr. REID, rising to explain, observed that the 
honorable gentleman from Delaware would recol- 
lect that he made no charge of that kind against 
Mr. Haywood; that he had expressly said that of 
his motives and reasons he had nothing to say; he 
spoke only of the acts, and knew nothing and said 
nothing of the considerations which had led him 
to resign. 

Mr. HOUSTON, in reply, observed that he 
wished the honorable member from North Caro- 
lina to distinctly understand that he did not mean | 
to impute any such charge or reflection to him, or f 
to any of his colleagues upon this floor, for it gave | 


had all, at least so far as they had spoken, exon- 
erated and acquitted that gentleman of this dis- 
graceful accusation. He had not alluded to any- 
thing which had been uttered upon this floor, but 
to charges and aspersions which had been, and | 
would be, fabricated and circulated elsewhere. To 
any one who understood the late position of that | 
distinguished gentleman, the peculiar and implicit 


where ambitious and corruptible men are the most 


that his motives for this extraordinary step which 
he has taken are upright and pure. Not only from 
the elevated position which he lately held as a Sen- 
ator of the United States, by one quick step has he | 


duétions of office, and the glittering prospects of 
further promotions which he soon might have had, 
had he been ambitious enough to barter away his | 
integrity for higher honors, or base enough to com- 
mute it for gold—all these he had freely and vol- 
untarily resigned, to return to the humble station of 
ate cit The facts and circumstances | 
which have preceded and attended his resignation, | 


cient guaranty to satisfy my mind of the pure and 
unblemished character of the motives by which he 
has been governed. The opponents of this tariff 
pill had nothing to offer, nothing to give, which 
could possibly tempt the virtue of an honorable or 
an ambitious man. 

Those who hope for the rewards which unscru- 
pulous and ambitious men commonly covet and 
desire, will not be foremost to imitate his example; 
they will rather turn their attention in another 
direction, and to a higher power—to the ample and 
seductive favors which surround your own chosen | 
chief, and seek to bask in the light of his balmy | 
smiles. Itishe, and not we, who have the meansand 
the appliances to boot, to contro! the consciences of 
doubtful or corruptible men. The honorable gen- 
tileman from North Carolina, [Mr. Dossry,] for 


whom I entertain the highest respect, and in the 
sincerity.and fairness of whose feelings I have the 
utmost confidence, has said that he would rather 
that this late Senator from his State had remained 
at his post and voted against the bill, like a man, 
if he could not reconcile it with his conscience. to 
give it his support. But would this have been in 
accordance with the principle of the Democratic 
party, and avowed in the doctrine which they hold 
in regard to the right of instructions? He has - 
told us that the Democratic party of North Caro- 
lina are in favor of the principles and provisions 
incorporated in this bill, and that gentleman was 
elected to carry out the views and wishes of that 
paity: Well, that may all be so, and for aught 

know he may have so understood it. But sup- 
pose he had been instructed by the Legislature to 
vote for this bill, and he could not have conscien- 
tiously done it, would he not have been compelled 
to resign, according to the recognised creed of the 
party in that State? The fact of there being no 
instructions does not alter the principle in this 
ease; for if he knew that it was the wish of his 
party. that he shonld vote for the bill, he was- 
equally bound to vote for it or to resign. To one 
who holds to this doctrine, instructions. mean 
nothing more than the ascertained ‘will of the. 
Legislature, and where he has good reason to 
know the wishes of his constituents without them, 
heisas much bound to obey their will, or to resign, 
in the one case as in the other, 

But it is not my intention to dwell upon this 
unpleasant topic, which I must take leave to say 
has, in my judgment, been altogether out of place 
since it was introduced here. Indeed, I had no 
idea, before I arose, of making a single remark in 
regard to the merits of it. I arose for another and — 
an entirely different object. My purpose was * 
simply to propound a single inquiry to my honor- 
able friend from Pennsylvania, as to a remark 
contained in a brief report in the National Intelli- 
gencer of Friday last of some remarks made by 
the honorable gentleman in relation to the title of 
the State of Delaware in the Pea Patch Island. I 
was not then in my seat; and as this is the first 
opportunity which I have had since that time of 
putting the question to my honorable friend, I 
will avail myself of it, by his permission, and do 
so now. 

The fortification bill was then under considera- 
tion, and the honorable gentleman, in giving notice 
of his intention, at. the proper. time, to move an 
amendment to.it for. the settlement of the long- 
pending question ag to the title to the Pea Patch 
Island, in the river Delaware, remarked, among 
other things, that the State of Delaware had with- 
drawn ‘her claim to it; and a Mr. Gale, now the 
only remaining claimant, had. offered to submit to 
the arbitration of the Chief Justice of the United 
States”? Now, the question which I wish to pro- 
pound to my honorable friend is, whether he is to 
be understood, by this remark, as.meaning to say 
that the State of Delaware has now, or ever bas, at 
any former time, admitted or confessed that. the 
title which she held to that, island, prior to the 
cession of it to the United States, and over which 
she still retains the general jurisdiction, is not good 
and valid against all claimants and all comers, | 
from whatever they may have originated? If this 
is the meaning which Tam to attach to the lan- 
guage of the honorable gentleman, then I beg leave 
to inform him that it is an entire and unqualified 
mistake. Prior to the cession of that island, some 
twenty years since, by the State of Delaware to the 
General Government, upon the condition that it 
would erect and maintain a fortress upon it, the 
title of the State had never been disputed by any 
living mortal. It was then of no value whatever 
except for the purpose designated in the resolutions 
ceding it to the’ General Government. A few 
months after the cession was made, and after it 
was ascertained that the Government was about to 
enter and erect a fort upon it, a certain unknown, 
and hitherto unheard-of claimant, of celebrated 
fishing memory, arose in New Jersey, and laid 
claim to it. He had, or professed to have, some 
sort of a title to it, which he got for five hundred 
dollars, according to his own showing, and which 
he magnanimously came. forward and offered to 
sell out. to the General Government for twenty 
thousand dollars; since that time it has continued 
to compound itself until it now amounts, I believe, 
to one hundred thousand dollars; and, ever since, 
the matter has been involved in an unfortunate and 
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unwarrantable controversy between the claimants 
and the Government. Ido not propose to enter 
into a history of this controversy, as it would re-. 
quire long to recount it, and to do the claimants 
that justice which the amount of their claim, the 
grounds upon which it is founded, and the remark- 
able pertinacity in the prosecution of it richly 
merit. Suffice it to say, sir, that the title of the 
State to every foot of it—and which title, by her 
voluntary act, is now vested in the United States— 
is “ clear and unquestionable.” 

We therefore go, sir, in the language of the 
Fifty-four- Forties, for the whole or none of it, and’do 
not mean,to be backed out of a “single pebble on 
the shores of it,” to quote the words of a distin- 
guished Senator on the subject. The State of Del- 
aware ceded her title to the Government without 
money and without price, and upon the condition, 
as I have already said, that a fortification should 
be erected and maintained upon it. A fort was 
erected accordingly, but it met with the misfortune 
to be destroyed by fire some fifteen or sixteen 
years ago, since which no effort has been made to 
rebuild it. The State has repeatedly invited the 
Gencral Government to retrocede it, in order that 
she may assume the burden and expense of defend- 
ing it, and vindicating her title to it. But this the 
Government has as often declined to do; and unless 
some steps are speedily taken, either to rebuild the 
works or to retrocede the island, she will in all 
probability feel it her duty to end the question by 
reéntering wpon it for a forfeiture of one of the con- 
ditions upon which it was conveyed to the Gov- 
ernment. I trust, however, that this long-pending 
controversy may be speedily adjusted, and that no 
such step may become necessary on our part. Iam 
perfectly willing that the whole matter should be 
submitted to the arbitration of the present Chief Jus- 
tice of the United States, although I shall feel it my 
duty, at the proper time, to move to strike out one of 
the provisions contained in the bill now before the 
House for this purpose. The people of the State 
have long felt a lively interest in this question; the 
island is all important in a military point of view, 
although of no intrinsic value. It is not only the 
key, but the lock, too, with a good fort upon it, to 
the upper Delaware and the country; and there- 
fore it 1s of the last importance that it should be 
speedily and properly defended. The State has 
no fear whatever of the result of the question as to 
the title, before any fair, well informed, and impar- 
tial tribunal; and this I am certain she will find in 
the distinguished and able gentleman to whose ar- 
bitration it is now proposed to submit it. She has 
never doubted, or would permit anybody else to 
doubt, the validity of her title to it; and cannot 
suppose that it was the intention of my honorable 
friend from Pennsylvania to intimate that her con- 
fidence in the justice and sufficiency of it is in the 
slightest degree diminished, 

r. J. R. INGERSOLL said that he replied with 
pleasure'to the inquiry of his friend from Delaware. 
Having for some time had his attention direct- 
ed to the island as a military position of great im- 
portance, he had not.been altogether unacquainted 
with the different assertions of title in relation to 
it. Ancient charters had given to the State of 
Delaware claims which, if not “ clear and indis- 
putable,’’ were at least so respectable that there 
was little probability of her surrendering them, 
except from motives very different from those 
which have been imputed by one section of a party 
to the other on a recent occasion, when similar 
freedom from doubt had been at one time boldly 
maintained. : The State of Delaware, with many || 
reasons for believing her title good, had given new |; 

_ proof of patriotism in preferring the country to her- 
self. The place in question was not so well adapt- 
ed. to individual possession as to national use. 
Still it was a jurisdiction of which any State might 
well be proud. In yielding to the wishes or the 
objects. of the War Department, there had been, 


t 
| 
| 
therefore, no small degree of magnanimity. It f 
was a pure concession of patriotism. If from any | 
cause the purposes of this grant should fail, it lj 
never could be supposed that advantage might be |; 
taken of it. The rights of a sovereign State were |i 
not to be invaded without her full.consent. i 
` wouldgnever- be compromised either in her own | 
keeping or under the care of the honorable gentle- |! 
man, her faithful and able representative on this | 
floor.. If at any time it should appear that a vol- |! 
untary and well-guarded concession did not avail 


for the objects that were contemplated by it, there |! 


They 


| ed. 


was nothing (Mr. I, said) that he had ever heard 
of or supposed, which would prevent the vindica- 
tion of claims unimpaired by a: free-will offering 
to the counirysor a peremptory assertion of title 
against all the world besides. There was a claim- 
ant under the State of New Jersey, between: whom 
and the General Government controversy had long 
subsisted. The design Mr. I. had in moving an 
amendment to the fortification bill was so to adjust 
that dispute that, if the Government should prevail 
in it, there would be no obstacle to an. immediate 
use of a strong military position for ‘the defence of 
a great river, and the populous. and. unprotected 
tract of country and flourishing cities upon its bor- 
ers. 

Mr. HAMLIN was an advocäte of low postages 
at the time of the passage of the present law, and 
more so now. He then believed that the great 
interests of the country would be subserved by low 
postages; and this idea had been confirmed by the 
very flattering success of the present law—a suc- 
cess beyond his utmost expectations. 

He held that the Post Office Department should 
be so administered as to sustain itself on its own 
revenues; but, at the same time, he equally insist- 
ed upon the injustice of compelling the postage- 
payers to defray the expenses of the transmission 
of franked letters and documents. Millions of 
dollars, however, having been paid by the people 
in this way, it would be but a return of a small 
part of it if the Government made such temporary 
appropriations as were necessary to supply the 
deficiency of revenue during the first workings of 
the low-postage system, which he predicted would 
soon yield sufficient revenue to defray all the ex- 
penditures of the department. He would support 
a bill properly modifying the present law, by 
making new regulations as to the compensation of 
deputy postmasters, by abolishing the franking 
privilege, and in other respects which he mention- 
In the course of his remarks he yielded for 
explanation to Messrs. HOUGH and OWEN. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, dissented from the 
views of Mr. Hamain in relation to the franking 
privilege, and advocated the extension of that 
privilege to deputy postmasters, as a mode of com- 
pensation to them involving little or no expense to 
the Government or the people, (because, when. 
contracts: were made, the addition -of a few free 
letters would make no difference in the expense,) 
and to members of Congress for the diffusion of 
information by public documents and otherwise 
among the people. - He was also in favor of a uni- 
form rate of postage, whether five or ten cents, to 
be determined by the wisdom of Congress, through- 
out the Union 

Mr. CHIPMAN, with reference to the proposed 
standard of weight of the single letter, contended 
that there was no justice in charging the heavy sin- 


gle sheet used by the laboring man higher than the | 


fine costly sheet used by the rich. He gave notice 


of an amendment providing additional compensa- || 


tion to deputies in certain cases, and briefly en- 
forced its provisions. 


Mr. RATHBUN defended the system of cheap | 


postages as illustrated ‘by its practical operation 
thus far; and he predicted by the end of another 
year it would yield sufficient revenue for the sup- 
port of the department, if the proper reduction in 
the lettings of contracts, which had been made at 
the North, were carried out at the South. He 


| opposed the entire system of franking, repudiating 
| the argument in its favor on the ground of its oper- 


ating as a compensation to deputies, and arguing 
that a fair and open compensation should be given 
them. 

The hour of two having arrived, the committee 


| proceeded to vote. 

| The question was taken on the first branch of H 
the amendment of Mr. McCOLerLann, (above 

| given,)—i. e., striking out the words ‘and less than 

: six hundred miles. 


39 


Agreed to. 
And the question was taken on the second branch 
of the amendment—. e., striking out the following: 
tc And for any distance over six hundred miles, fifteen 


! cents.”? 


Agreed to. : . 
The question was then on agreeing to the residue 


when 


Mr. HOPKINS made a motion to strike out the || 
residue of the said item from the word ‘‘except,”’ } bill. 


but waived the motion, 


Mr. HOPKINS moved to insert between the 


i 
| 
H 


i 


words * of? and Pp 
words: ** foolscap, post or letter.’?. Agreed to. 


in the said item. ‘Agreed to. =." : 
Amendments were sed 
DON, S. JONES, and HAMLIN. a O= 
“When, no.quorum:-voting, the: committee roses. 
Mr. WHEATON, from the 
rolled: Bills, madé'a report = n 
< And the House adjourned. cce iieo o 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespay, Jilly 29,1846.: | ; 
Mr. DIX présented memorials from William S:: 
Clark and others, ‘master. mariners-or formerly 
commissioners of pilots, of New York, togéther 
with a large number of memorials from other citi- 
zens of New-York, praying that the pilot: laws 
of 1837 may be repealed; which were laid on the 
table. : i 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


to the consideration of ‘the joint ‘resolution autho- 
rizing the erection upon the public: grounds in the 
city of Washington of a monument ‘to: General 
Washington; which was agreed to. Pag are 
The joint resolution was then read by its title. 
Mr. BENTON inquired if the morning business 
had’ been disposed of.. If it had not, the considera~ 
tion of the: jomt resolution was: certainly. out of 
order. ` : z : 
Mr. DIX observed 
to make. : i PADI 
The reading of the joint resolution again was: 
called for, and it was read. E S 
Mr. MANGUM said that:the bill had:been laid 
on the table some time since on his motion, and as 
the great question of the age had now been dis- 
posed of, he had thought this a proper time to con- 
sider the subject under'discussion. He hoped that 


| the Senate would take some action upon the joint 


resolution. i a 


lay the subject on the table. ; 
Upon this question the yeas and nays were de- : 
mandcd;: and, being. taken, was decided, in the 
affirmative. ete oe ag 
So the joint resolution was laid on the tabl 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
ment, the House bill for the relief of Lois Matti- 
son, of the county of Jefferson, State of New 
York. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the House bill for the relief of 
Emanuel Berri and John M. Keese, reported ad- 
versely thereto, and. moved that the further con- 
sideration of the subject be postponed indefinitely; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. D. also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported the House bill for the relief of L. and N. 
Dana, recommending that its further consideration 
be indefinitely postponed; which report was con- 
curred in. : 

Mr. D. made a similar report upon the bill for 
the relief of Philip and Eliphalet Green; which 
was concurred in. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, the House bill -for the relief 
of the owners of the ship Herald, of Baltimore. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported, without amendment, the House 
bill for the relief of Elizabeth Betts. 

Mr. NILES, from the committee to audit and 


ported back, without amendment, the (House) 
| joint resolution directing the manner of procuring 


|| the printing of thetwo Houses of Congress, which, 
i on his motion, was made the special order for to- 


| morrow, at eleven o'clock. 


THE TEXAS NAVY. 


; On motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate then pro- 
i ceeded to the consideration of the bill providing 


i of Mr. McCien.anp’s motion, but it was not put; |; for the incorporation of the navy of Texas with 


|; that of the United States. i 
Mr. PENNYBACKER spoke in favór of the 


| | Mr. CALHOUN followed in its favor. 


per,?? (in the same item,) the 
Mr. HOPKINS moved to strike out the proviso 
proposed by: Messrs. GoR- : 


Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate proceed. 


that he had. several reports 


Mr. BENTON: again objected, and moved to . 


Committee on En- i 


control the contingent expenses of the Senate, re-` ` 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said, he could furaish a teply ` ` 
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= LEN] So far from having official information that 
an increase of the number of officers is required, 
“exactly the reverse is the fact.. In an official com- 


munication not.long since received from the Secre- | 


‘tary of the Navy, we are informed that the present 
number of officers:is in fact larger than the public 
exigencies ‘require. If, therefore, the number be 
‘now increased, no one should misunderstand that 
by voting for this bill he votes directly for the ad- 
mission of the former officers of the Texan navy, 
and-notin accordance with the publie exigencies. 
‘The constitutional question raised is not the most 
i important in the case, though by no means unde- 
serving of consideration. 
amendment proposed, the President will not, in 
terms, be restricted in his selection of men to fill 
the places created; but would he not be so virtual- 
ly? You do not, it is true, say to him that he 
shall nominate to the Senate the Texan officers; but 
to enable him to do it, you create certain offices. 
Now, is it to be supposed that the President, under 
such a law, would pass over the Texan officers 
and appoint others not thought of by Congress 
when the bill was passed? If the President has 
the right—as he undoubtedly has—to look into 
the qualifications and merits of the Texan officers, 
and pass them over, if found wanting, is itSgeht 
. and. proper. to impose so invidious a task upon 
him?. He thought not. Whatever the bill might 
be in terms, it was virtually an infringement of 
his constitutional rights. But the strongest ob- 
jection—and, indeed, an insuperable one to his 
mind—to this bill was its manifest injustice to the 
officers of the navy. 


post captain in the navy of the United States, the 


whole number of commanders—ninety-seven—is | 


inevitably overslaughed. He knew it was con- 
tended to be otherwise, because the appointment 


would be made, not to a vacancy already existing || 


in the grade of captains, but to a new, place—to 
one expressly made for the purpose. _ For one, he 
was utterly unable to perceive any difference, so 
far as regards the point made, whether the ap- 
pointment be made to anew place, or a vacancy 
already existing. The overslaughing consists in 
placing over the heads of the commanders one who 
is not entitled to the place by regular military 
precedence. How and when the place was made 
was of no consequence. The material inquiry 
was, whether the person appointed was taken 
from the line below the officers standing next be- 
low the place to be filled, or, what is equivalent to 
it, taken from out the line altogether. 
the officer entitled to the place by military pre- 


cedence, would be superseded or overslaughed, |; 
and, by consequence, all under him of the same |; 
It had been said, also, that the lieutenants || 


grade. 
were in no way hindered in promotions by the 
appointment of a commander from the Texan 
navy, inasmuch, also, as a new place is created for 
him. But let us suppose, fora moment, that in 
process of time it should become necessary to in- 
crease the number of commanders in the navy: the 
places thereby created would, of course, cause the 
promotion of some lieutenants, and the advance- 


ment in the line of all. But if this necessity for an | 
increase be now aniéicipaled, and the places created | 


` to the inquiry of his friend from Ohio, [Mr. AL- | 


| the constitutional powers of the Executive. 
| Constitution invested the President, by and with 
i the advice and consent of the Senate, with the 


It is true that, by the | 


| disorder. 


If the gentleman formerly | 
commander of the Texan navy be now madea |! 


! tions as in other cases. 


Lf so, then | 


piety, but great injustice, in bringing him into the 
navy of the United States, and placing him over 
the heads of three hundred and twenty-six lieu- 
tenants. If Mr. F. was incorrect-in these facts, 
he hoped the Senators from Texas, who were 
familiar with the whole subject, would correct him. 

He had no desire to do any one injustice. 

_ Mr. WESTCOTT said he was induced to be- 
lieve there was an objection to this bill in its 
present shape. It seemed to him it encroached on 
The 


power to appoint and commission officers of the 
navy. The legislative branch cannot fetter or 
restrict that power of the President and Senate 


| by designating any individual or class of individ- 


uals who shall be nominated, and, if confirmed, 


commissioned, in our navy. The President and | 


Senate must be left in the exercise of their consti- 
tutional functions free and untrammelled, as was 
contemplated by the framers of the Constitution. 
Any other course would create confusion and 
Suppose one of the officers of the 
late navy of Texas had committed a crime that 
disqualified him. for service in our navy—sup- 
pose he had been cashiered from our navy, and 
by sentence declared incapable of serving the 
United States in the navy, before going into the 
Texan service—I do not mean to insinuate such 


i to be the case, by any means—but if it was, this 
‘bill, as originally reported, is mandatory to the 
| President and Senate to admit him into our navy. 


Mr. W. said he wished to do the Texan officers 
justice. They should not be entirely abandoned 
and cashiered because of the annexation, but the 
worthy and qualified should be provided for. Itwas 
not expected when Texas was admitted that the 

would be abandoned, but the reverse was antici- 
pated. The mode of doing them justice, it ap- 
peared to him, was merely to authorize an addition 
to the present officers of the United States navy 
equal to the number of the Texan officers; not, 
however, restricting the President to the selection 
of those officers. Under such law, the President 
could, and probably would, select such of the 
Texan officers as were decmed worthy and quali- 
fied, and the Senate would pass on these nomina- 
By such law the consti- 
tutional powers of the Executive would not be 
trenched upon. As to the question of rank, he 
was for leaving that question to be decided. by 


! those with-whom the Constitution placed it—the 


President and Senate, in the exercise of the ap- 
pointing power. The alleged relative ‘‘rights” 
and claims of the Texan officers and of the United 
States naval officers would all be duly weighed. 
Mr. W. did not by any means concede that the 
Texan officers had any right, of any character, 
o be appointed in our navy to the same rank that 
hey held in the Texan navy; nor was there any 
njustice in declining to give it to them; nor did he 
admit that our navy officers had any right to 
resist their admission into our navy with any rank 
that Congress should, in constitutional form, allow 
the President to give them. Congress could to- 
morrow abolish the whole navy, if it deemed 
proper, without any just complaint from the offi- 
cers. Mr. W. said the last amendment offered, it 


| As wel 


R JOHNSON, who spoke against: the bill; and 
by Messrs. SEVIER and CASS in its favor. 

Mr. RUSK -then said, in reply to the Senator 
from Georgia and others, that it appeared to him 
to be a rather singular course of opposition to the 
bill, to travel entirely out of the record, and make 
an assault on the officers whose admission into the 
navy of the United States was how sought on prin- 
ciples which were definite: and open’ for-examina- 
tion.” ‘That was not the place, or occasion either, 
to assail or defend these officers. If the bill passed, 
the President was authorized to add to the navy of 
the United States such officers only as belonged to 
the Texas navy at the time of annexation; and it 
was for him to institute inquiries as to whether 
such and such officers belonged to that navy at that 
time. It therefore appeared to him to be rather an 
unfair argument against the general principles of 
the bill to turn round and assail these officers. Both 
branches of the Congress of Texas had by express 
resolutions recommended that these very officers 
should be placed in the navy of the United States. 
The convention which framed the constitution of 
Texas passed a similar resolution. And the Legis- 
lature of Texas, which had just terminated its ses- 
sion, had made a similar recommendation. It was, 
then, in his opinion, altogether out of place to di- 
rect the opposition to the bill entirely against these 
officers. It would be equally inappropriate to un- 
dertake their defence at this time. Ifthe bill passes, 
they will have an opportunity to defend them- 
selves, and he was very confident that that defence 
would be quite satisfactory. He hazarded noth- 
ing in saying that they would be able to satisfy 
the President of their competency and qualifica- 
tions, As for “ overslaughing,’’ as it was called, 
he (Mr. R.) would be the last man in the world to 
overslaugh any officer in the United States. -But 
that objection to the bill had not the slightest force. 

i might it be said that by the creation of the 
new regiment the other day the officers of the arm 
were overslaughed. The incorporation of the ofti- 
cers of the Texan navy with that of the United 
States would increase instead of diminish the 


i chances of promotion to the present officers of the 


latter. There were now ninety-seven commanders 
in the United States. The additional commander 
brought in by this bill would be of course the junior 
officer on the list. How, then, would he interfere 
with the others? Was it not likely that the cap- 
tain brought in by this bill, would, by death or 
otherwise, vacate his office before the whole ninety- 
seven commanders above him were promoted, and 
in that case would not the chances of promotion to 
those below him be increased, and not diminished ? 
But there were strong and valid. reasons for the 
admission of these officers. They were well ac- 
quainted with the coast of Mexico, and during the 
present relations of the United States and that 
Republic, their services would be of the highest 
value and importance. But he placed this bill on 
still higher grounds. In the joint resolution for 
the annexation of Texas this arrangement was 


-specially provided for. The term “navy” in- 


cluded, of course, the officers and men. Texas so 
understood this clause in the terms of annexation; 
and after the United States had received the ships 
which had been ceded, it was only simple justice 
that the whole of the terms should be complied 


with—a fair and just, not at all to speak of a libe- 
ral, construction of the joint resolution of annexa- 
tion; and he therefore hoped that the opposition 
would be withdrawn. 

On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed till to-mor- 
row. 


be ‘also filled by persons out of the line, did not || seemed to him, did not clearly obviate the objec- | 
i It might be regarded as 


every one perceive that the chances of the present į tions he had suggested. It a parea a 
lieutenants for promotion would be thereby dimin- || susceptible of a construction under whic i the ! 
ished? Nothing could be plainer to his apprehen- :| President might feel constrained to appoint a a 
sion. But there was another point to which he |; Texans to the rank therein indicated. e might 
would saya word or two. It was said by the Sen- | consider the act as directory. Now, (said Mr. || 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Canuoun,] that! W.,) Tam for leaving the President to the exercise | 
| of his constitutional functions uncontrolled and i 


there was probably no objection to the persons who |; 
He thought ; 


were proposed to be provided for. 
otherwise. The person proposed for a post-cap- 
tainey; if he had been correctly informed, had been 


free. The questions of justice to the Texan officers 


| and of their alleged rights, and justice to the Uni- 
ted States naval officers and of their alleged rights, | 


On motion of Mr. CASS, ce i 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


| tions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of providing an outfit for the Commissioner to tha 


should be left to the decision of those with whom Sandwich Islands. 


dismissed from the Texan navy, and had never | left r 

been legally restored. Again: the person proposed i the Constitution has placed them. r he conan, 

fora commander, he had understood, was formerly | tional objection he had suggested coui e : viated, l 

a midshipman in tbe navy of the United States. | or did not exist—and he wished to bear the views | 

At the time appointed for the examination of mid- | of Senators as to the last amonimen propi sed, | 

shipmen, for some reason or other he was not pres- | and on this point—he could vo g ora ee | 

ent, Ata subsequent examination, instead A pre i ies) E a A RET P lo- ihe i mi 
ing himself, among others, itis understood that |; officers full j "ey | do so. ni : i A 

Seine and entered the Texan service, but has |) Mr. HUNTINGTON spoke at somi kee an li a Mr gug and Mr. Aruerton were accordingly 

never, from that time to the present, set his foot l! opposition to the bill; and, with i A er net | Ppp ‘ A 

on boarda ship, although he may haye gerard i sense of the Senate, moved its indefinite postp | 

same station on shore in connexion with the navy. | ment. ; 

This is a very intelligent and worthy Senile, | The debate was further ron 

he believed; but really he could perceive no pro- |) BREESE, BERRIEN, AL ’ N, 


THE TARIFF. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, informing the Senate that the House 
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had agreed to the Senate’s amendment of the tariff 
bill. 
THE SUB-TREASURY BILL. 


The Senate then, on motion of Mr LEWIS, 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 
better organization of the treasury, and for the col- 
lection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of the public money. 

Mr. LEWIS addressed the Senate. He, said 
that at that late period of the session, and when a 
considerable amount of public business yet remain- 
ed to be disposed of, he would not of course think 
of entering at large on the discussion of this bill. 
Indeed, that was rendered unnecessary from the 
fact that public opinion had been made up almost 
unanimously as to the necessity of having some 
recognised and public fiscal agent of the Govern- 
ment. Public opinion was at this time, perhaps, 
divided between the merits of this proposition, and 
that of making a United States Bank the fiscal 
agent. f 
party lines, perhaps. But whatever might be the 
difference of opinion as regarded the proper agent 


to carry on the fiscal operations of the Government, | 


of the necessity of such an agent there was but 
one opinion, All parties admitted that it was time 
to change, not only the fiscal system, but the fiscal 


agent; and that the mode of payments into the | 


treasury should be fixed and established, With 
the exception of the short period during which the 
sub-treasury had been in operation, for ten years 
past, the mode of collection, transfer, and disburse- 
ment of the public money had been in an unsettled 
condition. They were without any fixed system. 
With the exception of the clauses in the act of 
1789, establishing the Treasury Department, and 
another act of the same year relative to the collec- 
tion of duties òn imports, the¥*were totally with- 
out any legislative regulation in respect to the col- 


lection, transfer, and disbursement, of the public | 
y. Now, the object of this bill was to sup- | 
ply that defect—to establish by law a fiscal agent, | 


money, 


and to fix the mode of payments into the treasury. 
The bill adhered to the principle of divorcing the 
Government from any connexion with banks of 
any kind whatever. It proceeded on the assump- 
tion that this connexion had hithérto operated dis- 
advantageously both on the Government and the 


banks, By affording the means of expansion, and | 
so interfering with the due adjustment of the cur- | 
rency, the effect of the bank deposite system had | 
The time for the act to go ; 
into operation had been fixed on a day already ; 


been highly injurious. 


passed, the 30th of June; it was now fixed on the 
Ist of January, 1847. The only amendment of 
importance reported by the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate, was as to the time at which the re- 
ceipts of specie shall commence at the treasury. 
The time had been fixed on the 30th of June—now 


assed—and was now fixed on the Ist of January, | 
1847. The other amendments respected matters | 


of detail, and would explain themselves. Hein- 
vited the Senate to an examination of these amend- 
ments, and should make no further remarks on the 
general merits of the bill. , 
” Mr. EVANS inquired if it was the intention 
of the honorable Senator that the amendments 
should be voted upon before proceeding to the gen- 
eral discussion of the bill. 

Mr. LEWIS said he did not wish to preclude 
discussion at all. 

Mr. EVANS said he had no objection that the 


amendments shouid be acted upon in the first in- | 
stance, and he then should claim the privilege of | 


stating his objections to the bill. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the va- ii 
rious amendments reported by the Finance Com- | 


mittee. 


Upon an amendment to the twenty-first section | 


of the bill a debate arose, in which Messrs. BEN- 
TON, CALHOUN, LEWIS, DAVIS, and 
ALLEN, took part. 


That part of the section which it is proposed to ; 


amend is as follows: 


“That the disbursing officer of the Government, when 
furnished with the means of making payments in treasury 
drafts, [which cannot be disbursed at par,] shall cause those 
drafts to be transmitted to their places of payment, and to 
be properly paid according to law, and shall make his pay- 
ments in the money.so received for. the drafts furnished, 
‘unless:in such case he can exchange the means in his hands 
for gold and silver at par.” 


; Mr. LEWIS moved further to amend this sec- 
tion by providing that in case the drafts could not 
be exchanged for gold and: silver at par, the dis- 


That division of public opinion followed | 


bursing officer should be at liberty to 
the Government creditors.” 

Mr. BENTON was entirely opposed to the pro- 
posed amendment. It was changing the’ entire 
character of the bill, The adoption of sucha pro- 
vision would destroy the whole system; it would 
defeat the main idea upon-which the sub-treasury 
was based. It would put it in the power. of the 
disbursing officer to create a currency, and- com- 
pletely defeat the whole scheme of a hard-mone 
currency. i ; 

Mr. ALLEN also opposed the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS said the Senator from Missouri 
was entirely right in saying that such a provision 
as this would change the whole character of the 
bill. It was designed originally by this section of 
the bill that the drafts should be limited to the 
places where they were drawn, but they would 
now be changed to drafts for circulation. It was 
neither more nor less than creating a government 
bank. In fact, it was enabling the Government to 
circulate its paper upon the credit of the Govern- 
ment, without the restriction imposed upon banks 
to redeem its paper at sight. It was an utter aban- 
donment of the principle upon which they set out. 

Mr. LEWIS said he was not aware that there 
į was any abandonment of principle in it... It was 
only intended as a matter of convenience to the 
disbursing officer, and as saving the necessity of 
sending in all cases to the places where the drafts 
|} were payable for the money. 
were to be used at all, this provision was neces- 
sary. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he could see no such great 


pay them to 


creditor, and sending them to the place at which 


government bank was to grow out of it. The 
operations of a bank involved discount afd issue 
both; this did not. In his opinion the sub-treasury 
might be overthrown in two ways—first, by di- 
vesting it of ali conveniences and subjecting it to a 
high degree of inconvenience, so as to make it 
expensive and odious; and, secondly, by running 
into what was called the paper system. He did 
j| not apprehend any danger from the latter under 
thig bill, and the adoption of the amendment now 
proposed would. obviate the former difficulty. 

After some further remarks from the gentlemen 
already named, without coming to a vote upon 
this proposition to amend, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, July 29, 1846, 


the day to be the bill providing for the establish- 
ment of a warehousing system. 


THE TARIFF. 


A message was received from the Senate by A. 
Dickins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed the bill of this House, 
entitled “A bill to reduce the duty on imports, and 
for other purposes,” with an amendment; in which 
amendment the Senate asked the concurrence of 
this House. 

Mr. BOYD moved that the special order be post- 
poned until to-morrow, and that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the said message. 


which were ordered. 


House; which was also ordered. 

And the roll having been called, 199 members 
answered to their names. ; 

The names of the absentees were then called, 
and 211 members appeared to be present. 

A motion was then made that all further pro- 


yeas 142, nays 56. 

So all further proceedings on the call were dis- 
peused with, 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Boyn, to postpone the special order, and that 
the House proceed to the consideration ofthe mes- 
sage from the Senate. 


follows: 


If treasury drafts | 


difference between paying these drafts to the public | 


they were payable, receiving the money, and pay- | 
ing over that money. He could not see how a | 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
The SPEAKER announced the special order of | 


Mr. BRODHEAD asked the yeas and nays; | 


Mr. McK AY moved that there be a call of the į 


‘The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted as 


. YEAS—Messts. ‘Stephen Adatas, “Anderson, Atkinson,” 
Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, Jamies. A: Black, Bowlin; Boyd, . 
Brockenbrough, Ws G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart; Augustus A. 
Chapman, ‘Reuben Chapman, « Chase, Chipman, Clarke; 


Daniel; Dargan, De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Dunlap, Faran, Fieklin, Fries, Giles, Gordoa, Haralson, è 
Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, I. E: Holmes, Hopkins; Hough, 
George: S. Houston, Edmund .W. Hubard, James B. Hant, 
Hunter, James H: Johnson; Andrew. Johnson, George Wo 
Jones, ‘Seaborn: Jonesy Kaufman, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCielland, ‘McClernand, 
MeConnell, McCrate, Fos. J; McDowell, James McDowell, 
McGaughey, McKay, Jolun P. Martin, Barkley Martin; Mor- 
ris, Morse; Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pervill, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Runk, Saw- - 
telle, Sawyer, Scammon,, Seddon, Alexander: D. Sims, L. 
H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, . Tibbatts, ‘Tilden, 
Towns, Tredway, Vance, Vinton; Wentworth, Wick, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yancey—108. i i 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Jolin Q, Adams; Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brinkerbof, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 
John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Darvagh, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, 
Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Eilsworth, Erdman, John H. Ew- 
ing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John. W.. Tlouston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson,’ Hungerford, “Washington 
Hunt, Charles J.. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler; King, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, McClean, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, 
Miligi, Moseley, Pendleton, Petry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rath- 
br jitter, Julius Rockwell, J. A: Rockwell, Root, Schenck; + 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, St.John, Strobm, Sykes, Thilo 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin, Thompson, James Thomp- | 
son, Toombs, Trumbo, Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Wins 
throp, Wood; Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost—99. 

So the motion was agreed to.. ‘ E 

The SPEAKER directed the Clerk to read the 
message. eae 

The Clerk was proceeding to do so; when. 

Mr. WINTHROP submitted, thatthe postpone- 
ment of the special order did not of necessity bring 
up the message from the Senate.” : ibe Re 

The SPEAKER said that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] had been made 
expressly for that object, =.. ; Pita ee 

A brief conversation followed, in which Messrs. ~ 
WINTHROP, DROMGOOLE, BRODHEAD, 
and the SPEAKER participated; when - : 

Mr. WINTHROP raised this point. of order: 
that a vote of two-thirds was required to: proceed : 
to the consideration of any Senatè bill ‘out ‘of the 


vided that, after one hour had been spent.in the con- | 
sideration of reports from committees, the Speaker 
should proceed to dispose of Executive messages 
on the Speaker’s table, and afterwards Senate bills 
and amendments to Senate bills. ; 

The SPEAKER said that the point of order was 
raised too late. The question on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Borp] had been 
put collectively. It was in the power of any gen- 
tleman, before the question was taken, to call for a 
division, first on the motion to postpone, and then 
on proceeding to take up the message from the 
Senate. But the question had been taken on the 
combined motion, and had. been. decided by the 
vote of a majority, and it was. now too late to 
make the point of order. 3 

Mr. WINTHROP appealed from the decision; 
; Submitting that the motion to postpone required 
the vote of a majority, but that the motion to take 
up the message from the Senate required a vote of 
two-thirds; and that the mere fact that no division 
had been ealled for could not change the character 
of mhe question, or impair the obligation of the 
rule. 

The SPEAKER said the rulewas, thatany mem- 
ber might cail for a division, and that a separate 
vote should then be taken in any case where, one 
part of the motion being taken away, the other 
would remain a distinct and substantive. proposi- 
tion. But it was not the province of the Chair. to 
call for à division. No member had done so, and 
| the Speaker decided that it was now too late.. >; 

Mr. WINTHROP asked the yeas and nays on: - 
the appeal, which were ordered. 
; Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS moved that the ap- 
i| peal be laid on the table: : = 

Mr. WINTHROP asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted. as 
follows: ioe 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin,- 
Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrougi, Willian G: Brown,- 
Burt, Catheart, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin 
Constable, Cuilom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel,’ Dat 
i gan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoe 


' Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Gordon > Haralson, Harmans: 


Cobb, Collin, Constable, Culiom, Cummins, Cunpingham, oy : 


order of business. By the 26th rule, it was pro- 
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son, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, 
Edmund We Bubard, James B, Hust, Hunter, Janes H. 
Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jobuson, George W. | 
Janes, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, Lampkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, 
McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, Jes. McDowell, McKay, 
Jobn P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Norris, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perri, Pettit, Phelps, Pilisbury, 
: Reid, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, ‘Thomas į 
Biith; Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, Jacob Thompson, j 
"Thurman; Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick,’ 
Witiams, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yancey—10l. | 
| NAY S—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, | 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Janes Black, Blanchard, Brod- | 
head; “Milton Brown, Buffington, Wiliam W. Campbell, | 
John H.-Campbell, Carroil, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Cran- | 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dock- 
ery, Edsall, Elsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin R. 
Ewing, Poot, Poster, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Graham, Grider, i 
Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. | 
Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, | 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. | 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P: King, Thomas Butier King, 
Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, McCiean, McGaughey, McHen- | 
ry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Perry, | 
Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, T. 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
St. John, Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benja- 
min ‘Thompson, Jas. Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vance, 
Vinton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, 
` Young, and Yost—99. 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. RATHBUN. I move that the considera- | 
„tion of the bill from the Senate be postponed until | 
Monday next, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will wait 
until the bill is before the House. : 

The message from the Senate was then read. | 

Mr. MeKAY. This bill, after having under- | 
gone a very long and able discussion in this House, | 

assed by a majority of nineteen votes. | 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON, (to the Chair.) Is | 
it in order to make any remarks, except as to the | 
amendment made by the Senate? f 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order to discuss the | 
amendment, but not the merits of the bill. | 

Mr. McK AY. Lam not going to discuss. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, ‘lunderstand the gentle- 
man rises toi move a. concurrence on the part of 
this House in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. McKAY. Certainly. | 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. The gentleman hasa right | 
to debate that motion. | 

Mr. McKAY. I move a concurrence in the 


Mr. McKAY. One single word— 

Several voices deprecating— 

Mr. McKAY yielded the floor with the remark, 
Gentlemen are exceedingly importunate; L demand | 
the previous question. | 
Mr. WINTHROP [to the Chair.] Is it in order | 

{ 
| 
| 


amendment, | 
The SPEAKER. That is the pending ques- | 
tion. | 
Mr. CONSTABLE. I demand the previous | 
question. | 
i 

| 

! 


now to move that the bill and amendment be laid į 
on the table? 
The SPEAKER. Itis in order. | 
Mr. Wixraror retaining the floor, but not | 
making the molion— i 
Mr. DROMGOOLE said, if the motion to lay | 
on the table is not made, I hope the Chair will | 
proceed to put the question on the demand for the ; 
previous question. i 
Mr. STEWART. I move that the whole sub- | 
ject be laid on the table. | 
Mr. VANCE. Idemand the yeas and nays. | 
[Several voices: “ Don’t be alarmed, gentlemen, | 
you've got to swallow it.’’] 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


And the question, “ Shall the whole subject be | 


i Hont, 


laid on the table:”? was then taken, and resulted as || 


Arnold, i 
, Bred- 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Jobn Quiney Adan 
Ashman, Baringer, Bell, James Black, Biancha 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbreugh, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Caticart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dobbin, 


Dougtass, Dromgodie, Duntap, Ellsworth, Faran, Ficklin, 
Tries aa ; 
Fries, Giles, Gordon, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hen- 


ley, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac E. Hohnes, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, 
Hunter, James H. Johnson, Josep Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Pres- 
ton King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McCleiland, McClernand, McConnell, McCrate, 
Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Niven, Norris, 
Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perriil, Pettit, Pheips, Pillsbury, 
Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Thomas Sinith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, Woodworth, 
and Yancey—1ll. 
So the whole subject was not laid on the table. 


The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, 

Tellers (Messrs. Ewrxe, of Tennessee, and 
Boyp) were appointed. 

Mr. SCHENCK submitted to the Chair wheth- 
er, if the previous question should be ordered, it 
would not, under the 41st rule, cut off every mo- 
tion to postpone, or to amend, or to do anything 
except to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER assented. 

The question on the demand for the previous 
question was then taken. 

Some difficulty occurring as to the result, 

A second count was ordered, and the vote stood: 
ayes 102, noes 101. 

So there was a second. 

The question then was, “Shall the main question 
be now put?” 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. Q. DAVIS asked for information as to the 

uestion. 

The SPEAKER gave it. 

are PETTIiT asked what the main question 
was? 

The SPEAKER informed him. 

The question, ‘Shall the main question be now 
put??? was then taken, and decided in the afirma- 
tive, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayiy,, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhof, Broekenbrough, Wiliam G. Brown, 


Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, | 


Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, 
Cumniins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dromguole, Dunlap, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, 
Gordon, Hamlin, Haraison, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, 
Isase É. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Houston, 
Ydniund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Hunter, James He 
Jolson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, G. W. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Prestou King, Lawrence, Leake, 
La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, MeCier- 
nand, McConnell, McUrate, Joseph J. McDowell, James 
MeDowch, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Mor- 
sis, Morse, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perriil, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relie, Rhett, Robey 
Sawyer, Scawmon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 


St. John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, | 


Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Wiliams, Wood- 
ward, Woodworth, and Yancey—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Jom Quincey Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Biack, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Butimgton, Wilian W. Camp bell 
John H. Campbell, Carroll, Join G. Chapman, Cocke, Cran- 


ston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, | 


Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ew- 
ing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 

Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Danicl P. King, Thomas B. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, 
Long 
Mller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rociswell, John A. Rockw 
Rank, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smiti, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Stron, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, ‘Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, James Thomp- 
1, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 


; Young, and Yost—103. 


So the House decided that the main question 


| should now be put. 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON rose and inquired 


definitely, or to a day certain, would be in order? 
The SPEAKER said it would not, the House 

having ordered the main question to be taken. — 
Mr. THOMPSON. Then, no other motion 

being in order, I move that the bill and amendment 


| pe laid on the table. 


Sawtelle, | 


McClean, McGaughey. McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, |) 


kwel, Root, į 


Wood, Woodruil, Wright, | 


| of the Speaker whether a motion to postpone the 
| consideration of the bill and amendment, either in- 


Mr. STEWART: and other members asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered; and, being’ 
taken, resulted as follows: 5 : 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincey Adams, Amold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 
Jobn H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, 
Dixon, Dockery, Edsall, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, Gentry, Giddings, Goodyear, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, Harper, Elias 
B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D: Hubbard, Hudson, 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, 
Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, McClean, McGaughey, McHenry, 
McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, 
Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Juhus Rockwell, 
John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Sever- 
ance, Trunian Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykés, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 
sou, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Tilden, 
Toombs, Trumbo, Vance,” Vinton, Wheaton, White, Win- 
throp, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost—-99. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Beding Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhotf, Brockenbraugh, Wiliam G. Brown, 
Burt, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cullom, 

Jummins, Cunningham, Danici, Dargan, De Mott, Dobbin, 
Dough Dromgoole, Duniap, Elsworth, Faran, Ficklin, 
Fries, Giles, Gordon, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hen- 
Jey, Hilliard, Hogg; Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Junes B. Hunt, 
Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClelland, McClernand, MeConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. 
McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Norris, Owen, Parrist; 
i Payne, Perrili, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander 
D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. Jolin, Strong, Jacob Thompson, 
Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, 
Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yancey— 
In. 


‘So the bill and amendment were not laid on the 
table. 

The question then recurred on the main ques- 
tion, which was on concurring in the amendment 
of the Senate, striking out the 9th section. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

And the main question, ‘* Will the Flouse con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate striking out 
| the said section,” was then taken, and decided in 
i the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James A, Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhof, Brockenbrough, Willian G. Brown, 
Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cul- 
lom, Cummins, Cunningtiam, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dil- 
lingham, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap; Eiswarth, 
Faran, Vieklin, Fries, Giles, Gordon, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Tsaac E. Holmes, 
Topkins, Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund W, Hubard, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Jobn- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Kaufman, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lampkin, 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, 
Joseph J. MeDowell, James McDowell, MeKay, Jobn P, 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Norris, Owen 
Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbun, 
Reid, Reife, Rhett, Roberts, John A. Rockwell, Sawtelle, 
Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Bims, Leonard 
H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Steph St. John, Strong, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Toombs, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, 
Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yaneey—115. 

NAYS—Megsrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Jobn HH. Camp- 
bell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozicr, 
Culver, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Edsall, Erdman, 
John B. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Garvin, 
Giddings, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, 
Hampton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
| Daniel P. King, Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, McClean, McGaughey, McHeury, 
Meilyaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Pendleton, Per- 
ry, Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, ‘Druman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Thibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Vance, Vinton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, 
| Wood, Woodruff, Wright, Young, and Yost—92. 

So the amendment of the Senate was concurred 
; in. ~ 

| Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN moved a reconsid- 
eration of the vote, and demanded the previous 
question. : 

Mr. J. Ac ROCKWELL was understood to in- 
quire whether it would be in order to move to post- 
pone the consideration of the motion to reconsider 
to a day certain? : , 

The SPEAKER said, such a motion would ne 
in order if the previous question had not been de- 
manded. i f 

Mr. ROCKWELL said, he had voted in the 
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affirmative on the motion to concur, with a view 
to move a reconsideration of the vote, and a post- 
ponement of that motion to next week. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON submitted whether 
a motion to postpone would not be in order, al- 


though the previous question had been moved, so | 


long as it had not been seconded. : 

The SPEAKER said, that the demand for the 
previous question operated as an exclusion of 
every other motion, although it had not been sec- 
onded, except of a call of the House. 

_ The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and by ayes 105, noes 94, 
there was a second. 

The main question was ordered, and being 
taken, the vote was not reconsidered. 

So the bill needs only the signature of the Presi- 
dent to become a law,  * 

The bill for the relief of Richard Elliott came 
u 


“and McKA.Y, the House refused to recede from 
its amendment. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS gthe House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Rem, of North Carolina, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 


bill to amend the act approved. the 3d of March, | 


1845, entitled “ An act to reduce the rates of post- 


age, to limit the use and prevent the abuse of the | 


franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
on the revenues of the Post Office Department.” 

The pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Horxins, to add to the first item, being the 
five-cent postage, these words: ‘ which shall be 
charged and paid at the time of the delivery of the 
same into the 
in the mails.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS moved toamend the amendment, 
by adding, ‘‘ which shall be paid or. not, at the 
option of the person depositing the same.”’ 

On which motion no quorum voted. 

A motion was made that the committee rise. 

No quorum voted. 

- -The committee rose, and the chairman reported 
the fact to the House.’ « 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, made a report. 

The House then went back into committee. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Jenxins, and (after some conversation on a point 
of order) it was taken. 

No quorum voted. 

Tellers were ordered, and the vote having been 
again taken, the amendment, by ayes 72, noes 48, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN offered an amendment, giving to 
the postmastcrs the selection of the newspapers in 
which the Jetters should be published. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved an amendment to the 
amendment, so as to provide that the publication 
be made in the newspaper having the largest cir- 
culation. 

The amendment of Mr. GrinneLi was rejected. 

And the amendment of Mr. HAMLIN was agreed 
to. 

Amendments were further offered by Messrs. 
OWEN and GORDON. 

The committee rose for want of a quorum, 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, July 30, 1846. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- || 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the pe- | 
tition of John McLeod, submitted an adverse re- || 


port; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEMPLE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reportedsa bill for the relief of the le- 
gal representatives of John Rice Jones; which was 
read and passed to the second reading, and the ac- 
companying report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on In- 


Pa fer some remarks from Messrs. BRODHEAD | 


post office, and before the same is'sent | 


| the Senate might resume the consideration of the 


| tion to printing, w. 


John, a Cherokee Indian; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. ; ar 
Mr. J. also asked to be discharged from farther 
service on the Committee on Enrolled Bills, which 
was granted, ; 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred a report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, of the 26th of February, reported: 
the following resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: . f 

Resolved, That the subject concerning the expe- 
diency of requiring vessels navigating the Delaware 
bay to carry lights in the night time, in.order to:| 
avoid collision, be again referred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with instructions to inquire into 
‘the facts, and report upon the expediency of ma- 
king a more general provision in regard to. vessels | 
navigating along the coast of the United States; 
which report shall be made at the next session of 
Congress. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted a resolution authorizing 
the President to fill the vacancy in the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, occasioned by the discharge of į 
Mr. Jarwaciy; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, the Senate 
took up for consideration, as in committee of the 
whole, the House bill granting the right of pre- 
emption to actual settlers on the public lands ac- 
quired by treaty with the Miami Indians, in Indi- 
ana, which, after a short conversation, was reported 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read a third time and passed, with- 
out a division. 

Mr. BREESE moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to graduate and reduce |i 
the price of the public lands. 

Upon this question the yeas and nays were de- | 
manded; and, being taken, resulted —yeas 25, nays 
22. 

So the motion to take up was agreed to. 

Sundry amendments, made by the Senate com- 
mittee to the amendment paned by the House of 
Representatives, were read; and, after some discus- 
sion upon the propriety of considering the bill, 

A motion by Mr. BARROW to postpone the 
further consideration of the subject until to-mor- 
row was adopted. 


THE PRINTING OF CONGRESS. 


The special order of the day, being the joint 
resolution (from the House of Representatives) 
providing the manner of procuring the printing of 
Congress, was then taken up as in committee of 
the whole. 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading; and it 
was read. 

Mr. S. then moved a postponement of its fur- 
ther consideration until to-morrow, in order that | 
i 


bill in relation to the Texan navy, upon which the 
Senator from that State [Mr. Housroy] desired to | 
make some remarks. 

Mr. HOUSTON said, he had no objection to a 
postponement of his remarks until to-morrow, if 
such was the desire of the Senate. 

Mr. SPEIGHT here withdrew his motion. 

Mr. LEWIS renewed the motion to postpone, 
in order to proceed to the consideration of the in | 


i 


| 
i 
j 
| 


dependent treasury bill. 

Upon this question the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered, and, being taken, resulted — li 
yeas 24, nays 26. j 

So the further consideration of the bill in rela- 


| 


proceeded with the discussion. 
Mr. WESTCOTT said he was in favor of sep- 
arating the public printing from the public press. 


i 

1 

| 

He professed to know something about this matter | 
> 


practical printer, had, in conjunction with him, | 
(Mr. W.,) particularly examined the provisions of | 
this proposed resolution, as far as we could this | 
morning, and we became satisfied if these resolu- 

tions passed without material and importantamend 
ments, and the adoption of checks and guards, 
even with the utmost vigilance and care of the 
officers of the Senate and House, who were to re- 
ceive the bids, frauds and impositions would occur 
in obtaining the contract. There would be ficti- 
tious bids; there would be combinations of bidders; | 
| there would be buying off of bidders; there would be 
! different forms of bids, artfully drawn, and plausi- 


il 
as not postponed, and the Senate“) 
ii wait long forinteresting and important communications from 


of printing practically. The honorable Senator | 
| from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Cameron,| who wasa | 


|; economical, expert 


i 
j 
| 
| 
i 


{ 


ble proposals of different chatacters, | 
the getting. of the work, even. at under prices: 
bidders relying, if successful, on” the libérality of 
Congress to make up losses; onthe favorable con= 
struction of his contract by his political friends in 
Congress, and trusting that if he should botch'some : 
of the work it would be passed over, ». "The resolu-: 
tion. under discussion. Is; extremely loose in dts- 
terms. Several amendments had: been suggested.’ 


by the Senator from Pennsylvania to him, which: 


would go a great way. to prevent. the evils he (Mr, | 
W.) had adverted to.: Mr: W. would ‘specially. 
call the notice of the Senate to: the fact that the 
proposed. resolution. did. not classify the different. 
kinds of printing required to be:done, for which, 
every one knew, different prices. were paid—for 
instance, rule and figure work, tables, as: distin- 
guished from other work—nor how pages were to: 
be calculated, nor what allowances are to be made 
for extra copies. Every one knows the. cost of 
printing 1,000.copies is not as much, in proportion, 
as the cost of 100 copies.. He hoped. the resolu- 
tion would be postponed ‘till to-morrowy to: enable 
the Senator from: Pennsylvania - to; propose the. 
proper amendments; and he had no hesitation in’ 
saying that, without those amendments, to prevent: 
frauds and impositions, he should vote agamst the: 
resolution, when, with proper guards and checks, 
he would be inclined to vote for them. Pes 
Mr. NILES advocated the resolution. It was: 
the duty of. Congress to reduce its expenses, and: 
he was willing to try the experiment of ‘the con- 
tract system. : i 
Mr. PENNYBACKER said hè was very sorry. 
that the subject before the Senate had been sprung: 
so suddenly upon us. ` From what had taken place 
on yesterday, he had noidea that the subject of 
printing would come up to-day. He had had no 
time to consider the matter, but he could not per- 
mit the resolution to be adopted without‘a word in 
opposition to it. Oy Boas 
t was the saying of a wise man, that before a 


i law should: be repealed, the mischiefs which. the 


law was intended to remedy should be. carefully 
considered, and if those mischiefs could not be: 
remembered, they would develop. themselves où: ` 
the repeal of the law.: - Now, the joint resolution: 
before the Senate proposes to repeal the existing... ` 
laws. on- the subject of printing, and to-let: tha... - 
rinting out to the lowest bidder. Is this desia” - 
le? Has not that-experiment been made, and 
has it not most. signally failed? Why, (said Mr. 
P.,) the evils growing out of that very experiment 
were the cause of the law of 1819. Mi. P. would 


| pray the Senate to listen attentively to the evils 
j described in the report of the committee which 


brought into Congress the joint resolution of 1819. 
Here is the report, and with the permission of the 
Senate he would read a portion of it: 


“ Mr. Wilson, from the joint committee on the subject of. 
the public printing, madé the following report to the Senate: 
“« That regarding the subject committed to them as ceon- 
nected with the convenience of the members, the informa- 
tion of the community, the economy of time and money, 
and the character of the country, they have given it the con- 


| sideration which their other engageinents permitted. 


* That three different modes of procuring te printing of 
Congress to be cxecutcd have undergone thcir discussion 
and deliberation. 

t 1. Offering the work by advertisement (as at present) to’ 
the lowest bidder. 

On this mode the committee would remark, that al- 
though at the first glance it may strike the mind as the most 

fence and observation do not prove it. 
Competitors for the work underbid cach other, unti itis 


iH undertaken fora less s#in than it ean be afforded at; and 
|) too small an establishment, and too few workmen are con- 


sequently employed to execute the printing with the neces- 
sary promptitude. Hence, both Housea have trequentty to 


the President, or heads of departments—reports, bills, reso- 
lutions, &e¢.—-upou which they are called to act; and the loss 
ot time thus incurred, considering the daily expense at 
yhich Congress sits, costs the nation much more than the 
fri n the present price and aliberal allowance, 
which would justify the application of a greater capital to 
ensure the despatch of the work. 

“ Another disadvantage attending the present mode (sd- 
vertisement to the lowest bidder) is, that the reduced. price 
of the work prevents that care and attention, from bein 
bestowed upon it which is necessary to its neatness an 
accuracy. And documents are not only distributed through: 
this nation, but dispersed through: Europe; which are exe- 
cuted in such an inelegant and incorrect manner as. must | 
bring disgrace and ridicule on the literature and the press of 
our country. $ 

“That the present price of printing is too low, would be 
readily discovered by any of the profession; and the fact.» 
that no other printer in the District could be found by the: 
Secretary or the Clerk who would execute the work at te: 
contract prices, must satisfy the nind of every gentleman-of 


i the truth of what the committee have asserted. How farit 


is reputable for Congress to endeavor to get: their Work 


1946. ` 


P 
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~ below a fairand reasonable price, may bea matter of doubts 
¿obut it does not admit of question thatthe compensation 
: v oüght tobe adequate to the object of procuring that work to 
bedone at a- proper time, and in a suitable manner? 


: : .Such.is the language of the committee, (said Mr. 
P.) and repeal the law, and all the evils which the 
joint resolution of 1819 was intended to remedy, 

| will again beexpérienced. Why, gentlemen will 

-> be contented with nothing. In 1845 the rates of 

printing as fixed by the law of 1819 were reduced 

90 per cent.; and at this session they were again 

yeduced, no one can tell how much... Before this 

jaw ‘goes into operation we are called upon to pre- 
pare to repeal it, and to resort to the old and repu- 
diated experiment of letting out the printing to the 
lowest bidder.. Mr. P. was opposed to the whole 
object of the resolution, and would vote against it. 

` Mr. CAMERON then rose and moved the post- 
ponement of the further consideration of the subject 
tall to-morrow. 

' Mr. SEVIER supported the motion. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON opposed it, and presented 
some details with regard to the expense of the 
printing this session,, showing that the printing of 
the. present session, according to the estimate of 
the officers of the two Houses, would amount to 


$219,548. He then asked if we could have a worse | 


“system than this? |. ` 
: Mr. CAMERON then said that this whole busi- 
“ness had originated in motives and feelings entirely 
scparate from the subject-matter. When an author 
got angry he often cursed the printers. And just so 
party spleen often vented itself against the public 
printer. The cofitract system would be altogether 
influenced by party successes or reverses. The 
plan proposed, even taking it for granted that it 
was the result of a proper desire of economy, was 
objectionable, Fle desired to retain the present 
system; but if they were to have the contract sys- 
tem, he wished to have it in a proper and safe 
form... One great reason why he wished the print- 
ing™to be-executed as at present was, because he 
desired. to. sceure the preparation and publication 
of the congressional proceedings and debates. That 
was a work of very great expense. Gentlemen 
possessed of the necessary qualifications for re- 
porting these debates commanded large salaries, 
and the work was necessarily expensive. But no 
newspaper could undertake to give these reports 
without the patronage of the Government to the 
moderate extent afforded in the execution of the 
public printing. This was not like one of the great 
commercial cities, where a large revenue accrued to 
a newspaper from advertisements. The Intelli- 
gencer was still in the receipt of money from the 
Government for the printing of a past session. If 
the public printing were given out by contract, the 
“reports of congressional debates would, of neces- 
sity, be discontinued. It was quite true that the 
bills for printing during the session was large, but 
ithad only been to the extent ordered by Congress. 


With regard to the Patent Office document, of || 


which so much had been said, it was true that it 


was too voluminous—as he was now ready to ad- | 


mit; but was the printer to be blamed for thar? 
Certainly not; 0 
his duty, and printed in a proper style the copy 
given him by the committee. He wished the sub- 
ject postponed, because he desired to look into the 
vesolution more carefully than he had been able to 


Jook. He had on his table a paper containing the | 


of a meeting of the “ Columbia Ty- 
pographical Society ’’—an association of practical 
printers. in the city of Washington. They were 
opposed to the contract system, on the ground that 
it would not. be found to work well. They were 


proceedings 


better acquainted with the subject than the mem- | 


bers of Congress could be supposed to be. As to 
the character of those gentemen, 
in the highest terms. o 
and intelligent class of men than journeymen prin- 
ters could not be found. Every reliance was to be 


placed on their judgment and integrity. He there- | 
that the subject required further į 
examination; and he renewed his motion to post | 


fore considered 


PO Me. J. M. CLAYTON opposed the motion, 
advocated the joint resolution, and declaimed with 
great energy against ‘the abomination” of a Gov- 
ernment press. : ae 

Mr. MANGUM said he was willing to voie for 


| already been tried, and turned out a failure. 


| the end of the next Congress, a plan might be fully 


| 
| | principle of the Democratic party as expounded by 


he had only faithfully discharged | 


he could speak 
A more honorable, upright, 


A ; : 
for it as tending to divorce the public printing from 
a political party press; this was a matter of some 
importance; but as for the contract system, it had 
He 
would vote for this proposition as a temporary ex- 
pedient, and, in the interim, the attention of Con- 
gress might be turned to the subject; and, before 


matured; by which the public printing might be 
done as economically and as efficiently, and at the 
same time be entirely disconnected with the poli- 
tical press. : 

Mr. SEVIER opposed the joint resolution, and 
showed that the very gentlemen who now com- 
plained of the extent of the bills for public print- 
ing, were only the other day most solicitous to 
swell the amount by printing documents which: 
were not usually ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON would vote for the joint res- 
olution, because the Legislature of his State (New 
York) had adopted the contract system. 

‘The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Benton, Berrien, Bright, Cass, Cilley, John M. Clayton, 
Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Dick- 
inson, Dix, Evans, Greene, Hannegan, Huntington, Jarna- 
gin, Jobnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, 
Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Phelps, Semple, 


j Siamioi; Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, and Woodbridge— 


NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Breese, Cameron, Chalmers, 
Fairfield, Houston, McDuffie, Pennybacker, Rusk, Sevier, 
Speight, Turney, and Westeott—13. 

Mr. CAMERON offered a resolution restoring 
to the public printers the rates existing at the com- 
| mencement of the session when their contract was 

made; which was rejected. 


i : es 
and involved no principle whatever. 


| been averted by negotiation. 


The joint resolution was then read a third time, 
| and passed. 


THE SUB-TREASURY. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the act to provide for the better organization of the 
Treasury Department, and again took up the 
amendment to the 21st section. 

-Mr. ALLEN referred to the first message of the 
President of the United States to show that he 
coincided with the strong public sentiment against |; 
the connexion of the Government with banks. | 
He quoted from the message for the purpose of |} 
giving his opinions on the subject of a metallic || 
currency and an independent treasury. It was 
pea to make it a safe depository of the pub- 
ic moneys, without, the power of discounting or 
intermeddling with the. currency by any. paper 
issues for circulation. In the face of this message, 
which proposed that we shotld have no other cur- 
rency but gold or silver, it was now intended that 
we should have no currency but paper. He ex- 
pressed his determination to mamtain the great 


the President in this message. 

Mr. LEWIS asked if the gentleman from Ohio 
would have treasury drafts at all? 

Mr. ALLEN. Notas a circulating medium. 
| Mr. LEWIS asked what additional guards the 
gentleman desired in order to prevent them from 
being a circulating medium? 

Mr. ALLEN replied that 
| ment struck out altogether. i 
| Mr. LEWIS then remarked that that would be || 
equivalent to dispensing entirely with treasury |! 
| drafts. | 

Mr. SPEIGHT said that he had always advo- || 
cated an independent sub-treasury. He would |i 
| annihilate, if possible, every bank in the country. || 
l He was in favor of an exclusive metallic currency. || 

But it was not because a President’s Message, or a || 

| Baltimore Convention, advocated the sub-treasury || 
system, that he supported it, He was in favor of | 
that system from the convictions of his own mind, | 
and the Constitution impelled him to its advocacy. || 
| He had not voted for the issue of treasury notes, || 
because there was an express power granted in the | 
Constitution which was adequate, without resort- || 
ing to a forced construction. When there was 
authority to borrow money, there was no necessity 
to issue treasury notes. But he took an entirely 


he wished the amend- 


j 
i 
l 
i 
t 
i 


different view of the amendment from that. taken |} 
by the Senator from Ohio. : 
Mr. LEWIS then replied to the objections urged 


in the most emphatic manner, his rejection of the 


money currency than he was: no man was more 


Opposed to anything like government banking. He 


was not at all surprised to hear the amendment ob- 
jected..to on the opposite side of the Chamber, 
because the opponents of the measure desired, of 
course, to make it impracticable as possible, 
But he confessed th was surprised to hear the 
amendment. opposed his side of the House, 
The amendment. was. essential to the convenient 
operation. of the law, both as regarded the.Govern- 
ment and the public creditor. 

Mr. CALHOUN briefly stated: his reasons for 
voling for the amendment. All agreed that, the 
issue of treasury notes was indispensably neces- 
sary. The point of disagreement was very trifling, 
The amend- 
ment was proper, because it would conveniently 
aid the efficacious operation of the measure, and 


i the Secretary of the Treasury was to be held re- 


sponsible for any abuse. It was necessary, in order 
to prevent a serious and injurious disturbance of 
the specie currency, in the present peculiar circum- 
stances of the country. Gentlemen were aware 
the responsibilities of the war now devolved on all 
sides. He had supposed that that war might have 
But he had not had 
time to examine the case when action was forced 
upon him, and but one course was lefi—to sustain 
the country. The great object now. was to carry: 
itfon efficiently, and bring it to a close as soon as 
possible. 

The amendment was finally rejected; yeas 12, 
nays 40. 

The remaining amendments of the Finance Com- 
mittee were agreed to without a division. 

Mr. CAMERON offered an amendment, requi- 
ring the Secretary of the Treasury to publish a 
statement of the amount of specie at the several 
places of deposite, and of treasury notes or drafts is- 
sued and the amount outstanding, at the close of 
every month, in the papers of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Agreed to without a division. i 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved an amendment, to pre- 
vent any disbursing officer of the Government from 
disposing of any treasury note, draft, or bill, for a 
premium, without giving credit to the United States 
for such premium in his accounts, under penalty 
of dismissal from office. 

Agreed to. 

An amendment was adopted, on motion of Mr. 
R. JOHNSON, authorizing the disbursing officers 
of the Government to pay the public creditors in 
gold and silver coin, or in treasury notes, in case 
the creditor should agree to take them. 

Mr. SIMMONS offered an amendment, requiring 
such treasury drafts as were transmitted from the 


| department to disbursing officers or creditors to be 


endorsed as thus passed from hand to hand, and 
paid only to the last-named endorser, when pre- 
sented at the depository on which drawn, who 
should give a receipt upon the back of the draft for 
the amount. f 

Rejected: Ayes 15, noes 30. 

Several verbal amendments were agreed to, and 
the bill was then reported to the Senate. 

The amendments were concurred in, en Masse, 
without a division. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading 
without a division. : 

Mr. EVANS notified his intention of making 
some remarks upon the bill to-morrow, and moved 


i that it have its third reading to-morrow at ‘one 


o’clock; which was agreed to. 
On motion, at half-past four o’clock, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 30, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the.day, being the bill to establish a warehousing 
system. 

On motion of Mr. THURMAN, and by general 
consent— ; 

The bill from the Senate entitled “ An act in re- 


| lation to the time of holding the circuit and district 


courts of the United States in the district of Ohio,” 
was taken up, put on its first and second reading, 
and read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 


i 

| 

| against the amendment. He desired to express, 
it as an. experiment, though he did so under the i 

arfect conviction that the contract system would i 
ultimately have to be abandoned. He would vote } 


idea that the drafts were to be used as a circulating 


rolled Bills, rose and said that he had a very in- 
medium. . No man was more in favor of a hard- 


teresting report to make from that committee. 
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And Mr. W. reported correct the act reducing 
the duty on imports, and for óther purposes. 

The bill received the sigñäture of the Speaker. 

Mr. THOMASSON asked leave to make a re- 
port; which will be noticed hereafter. . 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLE “asked leave to intro- 
duce a bill. Objected to 


RATES OF STAGE. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the considera- 
tion of the special order (the warehousing bill) was 
postponed until to-morrow, i 

And the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Rem, 
of North Carolina, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill to amend the act approved 
the 3d of March, 1845, entitled “An act to reduce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use and prevent 
the abuse of the franking privilege, and for the 
prevention of frauds on the revenues of the Post 
Office Department.” 

The pending question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Gorpon to strike out the first section of the 
bill; (which would leave the law as it is.) 

The amendment was rejected. 

. My. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to add to the 
first section the following: 
$ That the provision for prepayment of postage on letters | 
shall take eflect from and after the first of January, 1847; 
and the Postmaster General is hereby authorized to cause 
envelopes and tickets to be prepared, which shall be receiv- 
able at any post oftiice of the United States in lieu of money. 
And the forgery of any such envelopes or tickets shall be 


deemed and taken to be a misdemeanor, and punishable as 
such.” 


Negatived without a count. 

Mr. JENKINS moved so to amend that the 
single postage be charged on letters weighing half 
an ounce instead of a quarter of an ounce, as pro- 
vided in the bill. Negatived: Ayes 29, noes 83. 

The second section was then taken up and read, 
as follows: ‘ 


 Sno.2. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
charged for each and every newspaper conveyed inthe mails 
for the publishers thereof, and sent to subseribers or per- 
sons regularly engaged in vending the same for the publish- 
ers, for the first one, hundred miles, one cent; and for any 
distance over one hundred miles, two cents. 

« And for each and every newspaper sent by others than 
the publishers thereof, and to others than subseribers, and 
for every handbill; advertisement, or circular, printed or 
lithographed, or any other printed or lithographed, matter, 
sont thropgh the mails without being sealed, there shall. be. 
charged and paid at the time of the delivery of the same into 
the post office, and beforę the same is sent in the mails, two 
cents. | 

“Hach and every newspaper, handbill, advertisement, | 
circular, or other printed or lithographed matter, containing 
any writing, marks, or signs, on the same, by which inteli- 
gence js or may be conveyed, other than the address, or 
which shall be deposited in the office sealed, shall be rated 
with tetter postage. | 

Por pamphlets, periodicals, or magazines, for any dis- 
tance not exceeding one hundred miles, one cent per sheet; 
and for any distance over one hundred miles, two cents per 
sheet.?? 


Mr. CUMMINS moved to insert the following, | 
to come in at the end of the first clause, after the 
words * one cent; which was negatived: 

« Provided, That nothing in this section contained shall 
be construed to prevent the publishers of newspapers from 
sending said papers to their subseribers by mail to any dis- 
tance not exceeding thirty miles free of postage, and to 
receive their exchange papers from other publishers, from 
any distance, free of postage.” 


Mr. McILVAINE moved to insert after the | 
words ‘* first one hundred miles,” these words: 

* And to any point, exceeding one hundred miles, within 
the State in which said paper shall be published.” 

Negatived. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to strike out from the 
second section these words, ‘for the first one hun- 
dred miles;”? and, also, the second clause, being 
these words, ‘ and for any distance over two hun- 
dred miles, two cents.” Ayes 73, noes 35—no 
quorum: Another count: Ayes 87, noes 50—car- 
ried. i 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to strike out the | 


first and second clauses of the section, so as to |! 


„have the section commence with the third clause. | 
Negatived. | 
Mr. HAMLIN moved to insert, after the word | 

“publishers,” these words: , 
& For the first one hundred miles or less from the place | 
where the sume is published, one half cent, and for every 
distance over one hundred miles, one cent. 
Ayes 32, noes 33—not aquorum. Second count: 
Ayes 39, noes 70—no quorum, Third count: Ayes | 
59, noes 58.° Agreed to.: 


Mr. OWEN moved to:sirike out these words at! 


i $ zi a. ` 
the close of the second section: “ not exceeding 


| be subject to the prov 


one hundred miles;” ‘also, these words, -“‘ and for 

any distance over one hundred miles, two. cents 

per sheet;’’ so that the clause shall read, .*¢ for 

pamphlets, periodicals, or magazines, for any dis- 

tance, one cent per sheet.” : i 
Agreed to. 


_ Mr. NORRIS moved to insert in the second sec- 
tion, at the end of the third clause, this proviso; 
which was negatived: ; 


“ Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
prohibit the transportation of newspapers out of the mail, 
and all laws prohibiting such transmission are hereby re~- 
repeated.” 


Mr. RATHBUN moved to strike out “two 
cents,” at the end of the third clause of the second 
section, and to insert “five cents.” Negatived. 

Mr. HAMLIN renewed the motion at “ three 
cents.” 

Agreed to: Ayes 73, noes 45. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to add to the 
clause of the second section the following: 


“ Provided, That all newspapers which are not conveyed 
over thirty miles, and within the county where they are pub- 
lished, shall be transported free of postage.?? 


Agreed to: Ayes 60, noes 58. 
The third section was read as follows: 


“ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That a newspaper 
shall be taken‘to be one sheet of printed matter, containing 
intelligence of passing events, of not more than nineteen 
hundred superficial square ‘inches; and all other publica- 
tions, printed, or lithographed, or engraved, folded, stitched, 
or covered, shali be taken to be a pamphlet, magazine, or 
periodical, and rated with postage as such; and that the 
distances, as mentioned inthe preceding sections of this bill, 
shall be estimated by the route over which letters, news- 
papers, &e. are actually transported in the mails; and that 
trom and after tue first day of January, eighteen hundred 
and forty-seven, the postages on all printed matter passing 
through the mails shall be prepaid at the office in which the 
sume is deposited, and before the same shall be transmitted 
by mail.” 


Mr. RATHBUN moved to strike out the latter 
clause of the section, commencing with the words 
“and that such distances as mentioned,” &c. 
Negatived, ‘ 

‘The fourth section was read, and is as follows: 

E Sego. 4, And beit further enacted, That in lieu of the com- 
missions now allowed by law to deputy postmasters, the 
Postinaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized to allow 
each postmaster such commissions as shall be adequate,to 
his services and expenses, not exceeding the following rates 
on the amowit received in-any one year, or the:due. propor- 
tion of such rates for any period less than a year; to. wits) ` 

“On a sum not exceeding one hundred dollars, forty por 
centum. ` 

«On a sum over one bundred dollars and not exceeding 
four hundred dolars, thirty per centum. 

On a sum over four hundred dollars and not exceeding 
two thousand four hundred dollars, twenty-five per centum, 


first 


Hangs 
; Niven, Norr: 
“ On“any sum over two thousand four bundrod dollars, fi ORT PET AA ERN y p 
| twelve per centum, ; Julius Rockwell, Jobn A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, 


the Whole be discharged from ‘the further consid- 
eration of the bill. ep OE LGN An ae be 

Mr. HAMLIN moved. that the-motion to-dis- 
charge be laid on the table. Negatived. 0005: 

The question was then put on discharging: the 
Committee of the. Whole; and it passed in the af 
firmative. i : me ee 

Mr. HOPKIN 
the Post Office and Post Roads; said. that, in con~ | ° 
sequence of sundry amendments: which. had been 
made to the bill in Committee-of the Whole, ‘some 
of them of a ‘very incongruous natute, he had 
decided to offer a substitute for the whole bill; ‘the: 
particular provisions of which he then went ‘on to 
detail. After which he-sent.it to the table, where 
it was read. ee uae : 

Mr. HAMLIN moved. toamend the substitute 
by inserting a provision to authorize a postmaster 
to advertise in such newspapers as he may select, 
without reference to circulation or number of sub- 


| 


| scribers, in or out of the place whefé’the post ofice 


is.kept. : : 

Mr. HOPKINS said, there was such diversity 
of opinion as to the details of the bill, that it was 
impossible to form a bill, from disjointed and con- 
flicting propositions or amendments, which would 
be congruous in itself. ` He. therefore felt: con- 
strained, for the. purpose. of endeavoring :to set 
aside the flood of amendments which he perceived 
was about to be'pouréd ‘in, to move the previous 
question, and. thus to risk the fate.of the measuré 
in the form in which hé had. presented it. i 

Mr, OWEN inquired as: to what would be the 
operation of the previous question, ifit should 
be ordered? Would it be ‘first-on the amend- 
ments made to the original bill in Committee of the 
Whole, and.then on the substitute? eras 

The SPEAKER [Mr. Davis] said: it would be 
first on the amendment moved by Mr. Hamuin to 
the substitute, and then on the substitute. If that 
were lost, then on the amendments of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole to the original bill: 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that the whole subject 
be laid on the table; and asked the yeas and nays, 


! which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 


follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, J. Q. Adams, Arnold, Blanchard, 
Buffington, W. W. Campbell, J. H. Campbell, Carroll, J. @. 
Chapman, Chipman, Colin, Culver; Cummins, De! Mott, 

‘Dixon, Dunlap, Edsall, ENsworth, Erdman, Foot, Foster, 
‘Giddings, „Good ear, Gordon, Grinnell, :.Grover, Hamlin, 


{|:Harspton, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. Hub- 


“bard,, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James’ B. 
Hunt, Joseph’ R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, 


| Joseph Johnson, Daniel P. King, Thomas B. King, Law- 
| rence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Maclay, MeCleNand, Me- 


Crate, McGaughey, Meflvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, 
is, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, 


“And on all sums arising from the postage on newspapers, 
magazines, and pamphlets, fifty per centum. 

And on the amount of postage on letters and packets re- | 
ceived for distribution, seven per ecntum: Provided, That | 
all allowances, commissions, and other emoluments, shall 
ions of the forty-first section of the 


act passed the third of March, cignteen hund and forty 
five, and that the annual compensation therein limited shall 
be computed for the fiseal year commencing on the first of 
July and ending on the thirtieth of June; and that for any 
period less than a year the restrictions contained in said see- 
tion shall be held to apply, in due proportion, for such frac- 
tional period; aud tiat the several deputy postmasters, from | 
and after the passage of this act, shall have the privilege of | 
receiving through the mails free any letter or packet, not ex- | 
eceding two ounces in weight, addressed to them, and also 
one daily paper, or its equivalent yand may scnd free through 
the mails any letter or packet on the business of their respec- 
tive offices, or of the Post Oce Departinent.”? 


| 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, sundry amend- | 
| 
| 


ments were made to this section. 


franking privilege of deputy postmasters from twi 
ounces to half an ounce. Negatived. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, moved to in- i 


crease the per centage to postmasters on sums not |! 


exceeding one hundred dollars from forty to fifty | 
per cent. Negatived. i 
Mr. HAMLIN moved to strike out all that part | 
of the section giving the franking privilege to j 
deputy postmasters. | 
The question was put, and a quorum did not | 
vote. i 
Another count was had, and it was negatived. | 
Here several amendments were moved, which, | 
from the noise and confusion in the Hall, we could ; 
not hear or understand; and several questions hav- | 
ing been taken on which a quorum did not vote— | 
‘The committee was compelled to rise for want | 
of a quorum, : 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the Committee of | 


Seammon, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, 


| Albert Smith, Caleb- B. Smith, Stewart, Strohna, Strong, 


Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tilden, Vin- 
ton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, Wood- 
yuit-—-86. : 
NAYS—Messrs. S. Adams, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 


i erhofi, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wiliam G. Brown, Burt, 


Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cocke, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cultlom, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dock- 
ery, Dromgcole, John H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Gar- 


| vin, Giles, Graham, Grider, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, 


Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, G. 8. Houstoa, Edmund 
W. Hubard, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 


|! Kaufman, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, MeClean, McClernand, 


MeConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, 


H J. P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Owen, Parrish, Pesrill, 
| Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbur 
| Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H, Sims, 


y, Reid, Relfe; Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 


Si 


son, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 


| 
| 
| H 

i| Sykes, Thomasson, J. Thonipson, ‘Cibbatts, Toombs, Towns, 


i Tredway, Trumbo, Wentworth, Wick, and Woodward—97. 


So the whole subject was not laid on the table. 


the previous question, there was a second. 
And the main question (first on the amendment 
of Mr. Hamurx) was ordered to be now taken. 
Mr. WINTHROP asked. the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 


| ; 

il _ The question then recurring on the demand for 
| 
i 


2 


|i Perill; Phelps, - Pillsbury 


follows: 


— Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Bayly, Ben- 
Janes A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerboff, 
G. Brown, Burt, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Collin, 
Jammius, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, Drom- 
oole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Pries; 
arvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Harmanson, 
oge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, George S, Houston, Bamund 
V. Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, James Be 
ohnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 
Kaufman, Lawrence, La Sere, Ligon, MeClean, -MeCler- 
nand, McConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, > 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Niven, Norris, Parrish, -Paynes 
Rathbun, Reid, Rehe; Rhett: < 
Sawyer, Scammon, Alexander D: 
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' Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, 
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z Bims; Leonard H. Sims, Stanton, Starkweather, Strong, 
Bikes, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, and Wood- 

- NAY S—Mesers: Abbott, John Quincy Adams 
Barringer,” Bedinger, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, Wiliam W, Campbell, John H. Camp- 
belt, Carroll, Cathcart, Jolin G. Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cahon, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, Dixon, Dockery, 
J. H, Ewing, Foot, Foster, Giddings, Giles, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. 
Holmes, Hopkins, Samuel D. Hubbard; Hudson, Washing- 
ton. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Thomas 
Butler King, Leake, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, James 
McDowell, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Owen, Pen- 
dleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rock well, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Severance, Simp- | 
son, Truman Smith, Albert Sinith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, | 
St. John,  Stroim, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, Tredway, Trumbo, 
Sere) White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, and Young— 


Arnold, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The question then recurred on the substitute. 
Some conversation followed. 
. Mr. RATHBUN. asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


3 WEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Barringer, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Bell, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 
erhott, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Burt, 
Augustus A, Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cocke, Crozior, Cuilom, Daniel, Dilingham, Dobbin, Dock- | 
ery, Dromgoole, Erdman, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, 
Graham, Haralson, Hilliard, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. Hous- 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, Kaufman, Thomas B, King, Leake, La Sere, Li- 
gon, Lumpkin, McClernand, McConnell, James McDowell, 
MeXay, Jom P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Parrish, | 
Payne, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Sykes; Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs, Towns, Tred- 
way, Wentworth, Wick, and’ Woodward—81, 

: NAY S— Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy; Adams, Anderson, 
Aruoid, Benton, Blanchard, Buffington, Wiliam W. Camp- 
bell, Jobn H. Campbell, Carrol, Cathcart, Chipman, Col- 
lin, Cranston, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, Garrett Da- 
‘vis, De Mott, Dixon, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, John H. 
Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hough, 
Samnel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James | 
H. Jobnson, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
Lawrenee, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Maclay, MeCrate, 
Joseph J. MeDowell, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Niven, Nor- 
ris, Owen, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rank, Sawtelle, Scam- 
mon, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, | 
Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompsoa, James Thompson, Til- 
den, Trambo, Vinton, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wood, 
Woodruff, Wright, and Young—95. i 

So the substitute was rejected. i 
~The SPEAKER (Mr. Dromcoore, pro tem.) | 
now announced that the question would be on the | 
engrossment of the bill. | 


| table. 


i improvement in the State of Michigan, and for 


+ Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hovusron, | 
i! of Alabama, in the Chair.) 


| returned from the Senate with an amendment. 


| gress in the President’s message, and he hoped | 


| he moved the concurrence of the committee in the 


Mr. SAWYER moved that the bill be laid on | 
` the table. j 
The Chair decided the motion to be out of order, 
onthe ground that that motion could not be repeat- 
ed ‘during the pendency of the previous question. 
Some conversation followed on the point of 
order. 
Mr. OWEN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the substitute of Mr. Hopxins had been re- 
„jected; and asked the yeas and nays. i 
“SMM RATHBUN moved that the motior to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 
“After some conversation, Mr. JACOB THOMP- 
‘SON asked the yeas and nays, which were ordered; | 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messra. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, i| 
Blanchard, Buffington, Witiam W. Campbell, Jobn I 1; 
Campbell, Carrot, Joba G. Chapman, Chipman, Collin, 
Cuiver, Cummins, De Mott, Dixon, Danlap, Edsall Els 
worth, Erdman, Poot, Foster, Giddings, Goodyear, Gordon, ji 
Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, E. B. Holmes, |, 
Hougb; Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- | 
ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James- H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Daniel P, King, Thos 
Butler King, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, Maclay, 
McClelland, MeCrate, MeGanghey, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Mil- |i 
i Jér; Moseley, Niven, Norris, Pendleton, Perry, Pollock, |: 
Ramsey; Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, |: 
Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, Schenck, Seaman, Sev- | 
erance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, C. B. Smith, Stewart, į 
Strolim, Strong, “Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Thur- 
many Luden, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Wiliams; Win- į 
throp, Wood, and Woodratl—88. 

WAYS-—Meéssrs. Stephen. Adams, Barringer, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
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į lands was to be admitted free of duty. 


i tariff of 1842. 


This was the great leading characteristic of that | 


| Java coffee trade. The navigating and the manu- | 


| together, and it was entirely reasonable that a bill 


Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. Brown, 
Burt, Cathcart, Augustis A. Chapman, Reuben’ Chapman, 
Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cul- 
lom, Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, Dob- 
bin, Dockery, Dromgoole, John H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, 
Fries, Garvin, Giles, Graham, Grider, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, George S, Hous- 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Andrew Jonnson, Sea- 
born Jones, Kaufman, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClean, 
MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, James Me- 
Dowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Owen, Parrish, Perrill, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Stark- 
weather, St. John, Sykes, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, 
Tibbatts Toombs, Towns, Tredway, Trumbo, Wentworth, 
Wiek, and Woodward—95. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 


This motion having prevailed, the effect (under 
the decision of the Chair) was to arrest all proceed- 
ings on the bill until the motion to reconsider should 
have been taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (for the purpose of taking up the 
bill to apply certain alternate sections of the public 
domain towards the completion of works of interna] | 


other purposes.) 
The motion having been agreed to, 
The House resolved itself into Committee of the 


After a struggle for business, and some proceed- 
ings on the point of order, 

Mr. RHETT moved.the billto repeal that part | 
of the tariff act of the 30th August, 1842, which | 
imposes a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem on Java | 
coffee, and to refund the discriminating duties of 
tonnage levied on Spanish vessels, except those 
from Cubaand Porto Rico, by the act of 13th July, 
1832, be taken up. Carried. 

This bill had already passed the House, and was 


The question was on concurrence in the amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. RHETT said that, so far as regarded the 
20 per cent. ad valorem on coffee, the new tariff 
bill established the duty at that rate; the bill, there- 
fore, so far as coffee was concerned, was super- 
seded; it was the tonnage duty on Spanish ves- 
sels alone. That subject was brought before Con- 


there would be no further delay or objection, and 


amendment. 

Mr. WINTHROP said that it was well known 
that when this bill was under consideration some 
weeks ago he had made earnest opposition to the 
provision by which Java coffee from the Nether- 
He believ- 
ed then, and he believed now, that such a provision 
was calculated to do great injustice to the naviga- 
ting interests of the country. But further opposi- 
tion to it would be altogether unavailing. The 
tariff bill which had finally passed the two branches 
yesterday, and which now awaited the signature 
of the President, contained, as the honorable mem- 
ber from South Carolina [Mr. Rusrr] had sug- 
gested, the same precise provision. And he must 
be allowed to say that it was entirely consistent 
with the whole tenor and spirit of that act. A 
great many hard things had been said about the 
It had never been said of that tariff, 
however, and never could be, that it discriminated 
against American labor and in favor of foreigh la- | 
bor. This most Republican and eminently Dem- 
ocratic feature was reserved for the tariff of 1846. 


tariff, and one which could not be concealed? or 
disguised. It was quite consistent with such a bill 


to give to Dutch vessels the whole benefit of the || pi 


facturing interests of the country must stand or fall 
which aimed at the prostration of American man- 
ufactures should include American shipping in the 
same stroke. The tariff of 1846 did this, directly 
and indirectly. The ship owner and the import- 


New Seres... N o. T4. 


ing-merchant would feel its influences no less than 


the manufacturer and the mechanic. ~ . 

Mr. W. said he would not-detain the committee 
by going into the details of this Java coffee ques- 
tion. He could not help recalling, however, the 
lines of the celebrated George Canning— 

“In matters of commerce, the fault of the Dutch, 
Is giving too little and asking too much.” 

This was the characteristic of the Dutch Gov- 
ernment twenty years ago, according to Mr. Can- 
ning’s account, and this would seem to be their 
characteristic still. And there seemed to be no 
spirit in our own American Government in these 
days like that which had been exhibited in Great 
Britain, both in the days of Mr. Canning and in 
all other days of her history, for asserting the 
rights and protecting the interests of our own in- 
dustry and our own flag. But it was vain to pro- 
test against the anti-American policy of the exist- 
ing Administration in these Halls. The policy 
has been solemnly sanctioned by the representa- 
tives of the people, and nothing remained but to 
appeal to the people themselves. 

As to this bill, he should no longer oppose it. 
Its provisions as to Spanish vessels were just, and 
he hoped they would be adopted. 

The amendment of the Senate was then concur- 
red in, and the bill laid aside. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS PRIOR TO 1800. 


On motion of Mr. LIGON, by a vote of ayes 
a y 

91, noes 58, the committee took up the bill from 

the Senate to provide for the ascertainment and 

satisfaction of the claims of American citizens for 

spoliations committed by the French prior to the 

thirty-first day of July, 1801. 

The bill having been read, . i 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, moved that it be 
laid aside. It contained, he thought, too many 
important provisions to be acted upon at this late 
period of the session. 7 

Mr. HAMLIN moved to amend the motion by 
adding, “to be reported to the House.” 

The CHAIR decided the amendment to be out 
of order. ; , 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
McDowsit, (by tellers,).and the vote stood, ayes 
52, noes 78. ` 

So the motion was rejected. ; 

The Clerk then read the'first section of the bill, 
as follows: ie 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America. in Congress assembled, That 
satisfaction shall be made, as hereinafter: provided, to an 
amount not exceeding five millions of dollars, to such citi- 
zens of the United States, or to their legal representatives, 
as hadivalid claims to indemnity upon the French Govern- 
ment, arising out of illegal captures, detentions, forcible 
seizures, ilegal condemnations, and confiscations commit- 
ted prior to the ratification of. the convention between the 
United States and the French Republic, concluded on the 
thirtieth day of September, one thousand eight hundred, the 
ratifications of which were exchanged on the thirty-first day 
of July following: Provided, That the provisions of this act 
shall not extend to such claims as are stipulated for and em- 
braced in the convention between the United States and the 
French Republic coneluded on the thirtieth day of April, 
one thousand eight bundred and three, and for the liquida- 
tion and payment whereof provision is made in the said 
convention ; nor to such claims as were allowed and paid, 
in whole or in part, under the provisions of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Spain concluded on the twenty- 
second day of February, one thousand eight hundred and 
nineteen ; nor to such claims as were allowed, in whole or 
in part, under.the provisions of the treaty between the Uni- 
ted States and. France concluded on the fourth day of July, 
one thousand eight hundred and thirty-one: And provided, 
also, That in all cases of transfer or assignment, no claim- 
ant shall be entitled to receive an amount beyond the con- 
sideration paid, and interest thereon, 

Mr. GILES took the floor, and said he was re- 
joiced, for one, that the committee had agreed 
finally to take up and settle these long-deferred 
claims. He rejoiced that a proposition that had 
assed the other branch of Congress several times 
was about.to meet with the action, and, he trusted, 
the favorable action, of this committees | ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE interposed, atid inquired if 
there was an amendment pending; to which, re- 
ceiving a negative answer, he raised the point that 
discussion was not in order, but that they must 
proceed to the second section of the bill. 


_in the new States. 


' 


_mnile; and it had not now half the population of the | 


what quantities ? 


ing re cai | 

ed Congress. lands —which were of far inferior | 
i 

| 

i 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. S. ADAMS (Mr. Gizzs yielding) moved | 
to strike out the first ‘section. i 

Mr. GILES, resuming the floor, remarked that | 
he was prepared to discuss the bill; but his friends | 
seemed anxious that the discussion should not | 
proceed at this late stage of the session, and he | 
therefore willingly yielded the floor. 

Mr. THURMAN said he was in hopes that | 
there would be no- attempt made to press the bill; 
through—certainly not to press it through in the. 
spirit which seems to be manifested here thisafter- | 
noon. He heard some gentlemen talk about pass- | 
ing this bill without discussion. But, without | 
going into the question whether these were meri- | 
torious claims or not, he wanted to ask every | 
member of this House who came from a State in | 
which there are public lands, whether he had re- | 
flected upon the effect of this bill, if it passed? į 
He undertook to say that the members from the | 


of acres to be selected from the best lands in the | 
States, and held by men, not one single one of | 
whom will live within your borders! And in | 
How many men are there who | 
are interested in these claims? He knew it might | 
be said that their name was legion; butif the truth | 
was found out it would appear that these claims | 
were very few. In whose hands were the major- | 
ity of these claims? In the hands of insurance | 
offices, who were underwriters for those who sus- | 
tained the losses. The large bulk was in the || 
hands of a few individuals. Pass this law, and | 
you will have men—a single man, or incorporation | 
—holding one hundred thousand acres of land. | 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, interposing, said he 
had received many letters on this subject, and the 
most important series of them he had received 
from individuals from Ohio. He understood the 
gentleman to say that individuals in Ohio were 
not interested in these claims. 

Mr. THURMAN. There may be a single 
case, but comparatively speaking there are none 


Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, said he had, 
within afew days, received letters from Ohio, urging 
these claims. | 

Mr. THURMAN repeated that there might be | 
individual cases, | 

Mr. HARPER (Mr. T. still yielding) was un- | 
derstood to refer to a person in his town who was 
interested in this bill to the amount of $100,000; 
and he knew of others largely interested. 

Mr. THURMAN was very glad to receive this 
statement. He wanted to know of gentlemen from 
Indiana if their constituents wished the individual 
from Ohio, of whom his colleague [Mr. Harper] 
had spoken, to go into Indiana and select one hun- 
dred thousand acres of land? 

Mr. C. B. SMITH said he had a number of |; 
constituents in Indiana who would be glad to have || 
the land themselves. | 

Mr. THURMAN (resuming) admitted that there 
might be some- of these claims in the new States, 
but they did not amount to one-hundreth part of 
them. No; the bulk of them are held in the east- 
ern cities, by insurance offices, by corporations, 
the underwriters of those. who sustained those 
losses. There might be some few remaining in || 
the hands of their heirs, but the great mass of 
them were held by corporations, and by a few in- 
dividuals. And he undertook to say that such a |i 
system, or such a wrong as this bill would inflict 
on the western country, was never proposed to 
operate on any section by any act of Congress. 


| negotiate, to remonstrate, and to urge their claims 


i| of marque and reprisals in order to obtain indem- | 


He happened to-live in a portion of Ohio, a great 
proportion of the lands.of which belouged to non- 
residents—in the Virginia military district of Ohio | 
—and a perfect incubus it was. It was one of the 
most fertile portions of that country, that would | 
sustain a population of two hundred to the square | 


lands immediately adjoining it—in what were eall- 
qantiy. And the reason was that the lands in that 


istrict were held in large bodies by non-residents. 
This evil was large enough under the rage for land | 


| 
4 
| 
i 
i 
| 
t 
f 
| 
i 
i 


speculation which existed a few years ago, and it 
still remained sufficiently great. But pass this bill, 
and you will have tri 
for the new States. e was astonished that ‘any 
gentleman from the new States should vote for this 
bill, however just he might think these claims to 
be. If they are just, let them vote to pay, as they 


ought. to be paid, in money... He would like to l 


know how consistent itwas with the charactéerand 
dignity of the United. States, if she owed money, 
to turn her creditors off with trade—with land. 

But far above, far transcending this, the interest: 
of all. the new States requires, and peremptorily 
requires, that no such wrong shall be inflicted:upon 
them. It was monstrous, monstrous to talk of 
‘passing a bill of this kind. 

But as to the merits of these claims: he denied | 
they were meritorious. He would rest the case 
upon an argument he had heard, not ten minutes 
long, from one of the Senators from South Caroli- | 
na during this very session. He undertook tosay 
it was unanswerable; no man could answer it at 
all. What was the Government bound to do: for 
a citizen who had been wronged by a foreign 
Power? Goto war? Notatall, It was bound to 


for indemnity. It might, for good public reasons, 
if it saw fit, issue letters of marque and reprisals; 
or it might go to war to obtain mdemnity, but it | 
was not bound ta do so. . There was no obligation 
either in law, in the Constitution, or in morals, 
which requires it to go to war, or to issue letters 


nity, 
Now, what did the Government of the United | 
States do? All that could be done by argument, by 
negotiation, by remonstrance; and finally reprisals 
were resorted to. It didall it could in order to ob- | 
tain indemnity, short of declaring war. And now | 
the real sum and substance of this business was, 
because the United States did not resort. to war, 
therefore the United States should pay this debt. 
He'knew it would be said the United States relin- | 
quished the claims of these citizens for a consider- 
ation. He denied it. What kind of a considera- 
tion did the United States receive, or rather, what 
was it which the United States ceased todo? It 
simply ceased to negotiate further on the subject. 
That was all... Now, suppose’ that, without any. 
treaty at.all, the United States had ceased: to ‘nego- 
tiate, would there’ have been any ground forthese ` 
claimants to ask the United States to’ pay them 
their losses? Suppose the United States, believing 
that no good could come from further negotiation, 
had chosen to stop it, and not continue it as a sub- | 
ject of irritation between the two countries without | 


pa and quadrupled this-evil | 


|| denied entirely that France executed her part of 


these treaties; as the gentleman supposed 
-What did the:Congress of the United | 
dertake to do? . (Mr. had not befor 
documents, as: be had. no-idea‘of this: i 
brought up to-day, or of speaking on it.) To say 
that. this treaty should not-be executed on the part: 
‘of the United States. Andon. what ground? For ~ 
ithe reagon-expressly recited in the act of Congress, 
that France had failed to execute her part of those, 
treaties, and therefore the United States badia per- 
fect. right to. say she: would- not exécute them 
further. a ee ged 9 gh ieee 
Every Government. had the power to. say she 
would not execute a treaty when ‘cireumstances 


j required and justified it.. The power was essential i 


to the very existence of Government... For instance, 
| suppose a weak nation has.a treaty which binds it 
to make war with another—a nation so. powerful 
| that the result of that war would be the utter ex- 
tinction of the first-named nation; was. there no 
‘power in her to say she would: not execute that 
| treaty, the execution.of which would result in the 
annihilation of her political existence? If the Gov- 
ernment refuse, and without good grounds, then 
she is answerable in damages; but. still she has a 
right to refuse to execute sity and if it.ision good 
reasons, then. sheis answerable for: no. damages, 
And. that isthe case here. : ms 
He said, then, that there was no. admission: on 
the part of the United States that they were answer- 
able to France for the execution of ‘these treaties. 
And he said further,-that: the: obligation of these 
treaties was grounded on the question, what was 
the true meaning. of them?. Now, what. France 
claimed under. these’ treaties was dependent on a 
construction of them which the United States had ` 
steadily refused to admit. . Let any one. read the 
argument of General Hamilton at the time of Gen- 


|; eral Washington’s proclamation, and then tell hint 
|| whether it was clear the United States had violated, 


theSe treaties. Gentlemen. begged the question 
when they said these treaties were violated. They. 
put the French. construction—not the construction 
of the United States—upon them. France claimed 
that the United States was bound to. become. their 
ally in the war they were. carrying on with Great 
Britain. The United States denied that this was 
‘the true construction; that the case had not arisen 
under, the treaty which required them to take up 
arms as àn ally of France against England...) 
o He said inthis case the United States had re- 
ceived no benefit whatever from ceasing to nego- 
tiate. The contrary was assumed, in. order to 
establish the validity of these claims upon the Gov- 


ernment. Before you can prove it, you must 


treaty, what claim could our citizens have had for 
reimbursement? None whatsoever.. Well, if this | 
was the case, how was it altered if there was a 
treaty, even granting that in that treaty there was 
a stipulation that this Government would not press | 
these claims? He undertook to say that the Gov- | 
ernment had done all it was required to do from its | 
obligations to its citizens to recover these claims; | 
and finding no reasonable prospect that they would 
be acknowledged, she ceased to press them; and 
the fact of a treaty being made would not alter the | 
case in one single particular. i 

Neither did he admit that the United States re- | 
ceived any consideration from ceasing to prosecute : 
these claims. Why, it was said we were liable to | 
France for nonfulfilment of the treaties of the Revo- 
lution. But when did this Government ever admit | 
its lability to France on the ground of these trea- 
ties? He wanted the proof of any such fact. | 

Mr. THOMASSON. Does the gentleman pre- 
tend to say that this Congress could repeal the 
stipulations of treaty? 


Mr. THURMAN. Does the gentleman pretend | 


to say that in case of treaty stipulations between 
two nations, one cannot put an end to them? Had 
the Government less power than an individual? In 
case of contract between two individuals, the viola- 
tion by one of them set aside and rendered null 
the contract. So with the Government. 


to execute it; and if this is done on good and sufi- 


no damages. 
Mr. THOMASSON inquired if all the stipula- 
tions of the treaty had not been complied with on 
the part of France, and if all the failure was not on 
the part of the United States? 
Mr. THURMAN. No, sir. 


Not at all. He. 


H 


i| of the distinguished Senator from South Carolina, 


The Uni- | 
| ted States make a treaty with France; we refuse 


| prove that the United States was liable to France. 
| Lhatis not proved. Next you must prove that 


|| the United States was bound farther to negotiate— 
i| further to press the settlement of these claims. He 


denied it. He denied that. they had not done all 
| they were bound to do; and therefore this second 
| proposition, necessary to be proved by the support- 
ers of this bill, falls to the ground. 
Mr. T. rested the case, then, on the argument 


; which he had never heard answered—viz: that no 
| government was bound to go to war on account of 
: Spoliations like these, in good. faith to its citizens. 
| It was bound to negotiate, to remonstrate, to pre- 
| sent the claims.. It may be proper to-go’ further, 
i but it is not bound to.go further. The United 
| States went as far as she was bound to go; and. it, 
| being perfectly manifest that France never would 
| pay anything of these claims, and the United 
| States having done all it was, bound to do in’good 
faith to its citizens, these men have not suffered b 
i the action of the Government of the United States. 
| He did not believe any gentleman: who looked at 
| this matter candidly and fairly could entertain the 


| opinion that. the French Government ever would 


have paid for these spoliations. These men, then, 
i had lost nothing by the action of their Govern- 
| ment. : 

At this point, without concluding his remarks, 
: Mr. T. moved that the committee rise; which being 


| agreed to, 
cient grounds, then the Government was liable to | 


i 


‘The committee rose and reported. : 


» The House concurred in the action of the Cam- . 
jmittee of the Whole on the state’ of. the. Union, 
: concurring in the amendment of the Senate to the 
i “bill to repeal that part of the act of the thirtieth 


: August, eighteen hundred and forty-two, which 
imposes a duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem. én. : 


il being 


u7 


the House took up the bill from the Senate, 
_ viding for the payment of evidences of public debt 
oh certain cases. 
The amendment (reported by the Committee of 
„Ways and Means) was concurred in. 
And the bill was read a third time and passed. 
v And the House adjourned. 


pro- 


IN SENATE. 
: a Faway, July 31, 1846. 

Mr. BRIGHT gave notice that he would to- | 
morrow move: the Senate to take up the private | 
calendar, with: a view of disposing of the uncon- 
tested cases. 

Mr- UPHAM asked leave to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers of Andrew J. Smith; 
which was granted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported, without amendment, 
the House bill for the relief of Mary- Segar, of 
Jefferson county, New York, 

: Mr. J. also, from’ the same committee, reported 
a bill for the; relief.of Anthony Conant, accompa- 


nied by a report in writing. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of Peter Frost, 
accompanied by a report in writing; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


OREGON RAILROAD. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on the Pub- | 
lic Lands, reported a bill to set apart a portion of | 
the public lands to make a railroad from Lake 

“Michigan to the Pacific Ocean. i 

* [Cries from the left of the Chamber, ‘‘ Read | 
the bill; Jet us hear what it-says.’’] 

The bill having been read in part— 

. Mr. BEN'TON rose and objected -to the further 
reading ofthe bill. He thought it was entirely 
wrong to occupy the time of the Senate, especial- 
ly ‘at this late period of the session, with a project 
like this: A person applies for a grant of ninety 
millions of acres of land, and promises tó con- 
struct a railroad some three thousand miles in | 
length. He would not be greatly surprised to see 
persons. soon coming forward and offering to take 
the Government off their hands altogether. 

Mr. BREESE expressed his surprise at the re- 
marks of the Senator from Missouri. 


tion of the proposition submitted by them. Although 
the subject was a novel one, all must admit that it 


was important and desirable, if it could be accom- || 


li forded for the rapid settlement of the whole line of 


The bill was į; 
reported by the committee after a careful considera- | 


| the height of the Alleghanies, was one of the most | 
absurd and ridiculous that. could be presented to 
Congress. -It was more; it was a most. impudent 
proposal. ‘Whenever it came up for considera- 
tion, if it should come, he would do it justice; at 
present he had no more to say about it. i 

Mr. CHALMERS observed that, as a member 
of the Committee on the Public Lands, he thought | 
it right to say that he concurred in presenting this 
bill to the Senate, although he did not approve of 
the plan proposed. As it-was-a great domestic 
subject, he was-willing that it should be reported 
upon and the facts spread out before the people. - 

Mr. BENTON said that, if information was 
desired, they had already published a topographi- 
cal map during this session which would supply 
it. A i 

Mr. CHALMERS said he had examined that | 
map, and, though it might be sufficient for the 
Senator from Missouri, who was so well informed 
upon all subjects connected with Oregon, yet he 
thought there could be no disadvantage in laying 
the geport. now made by the Committee on the 
Public Lands before the people. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE declared himself favorable 
to the general proposition. He did not understand 
the bill as proposing to grant to individuals the 
land the proceeds of which were to be used in the 
construction of the road, but appropriating a cer- 
tain proportion of the public domain for the con- 
struction of a great national work. Look at the 
benefits to be derived. from it. Was it of no con- 
sequence to tie the remote States together—to fur- 
“nish facilities for commercial intercourse? The 
Í lands, as had been said, would scarcely ever bring 
i a dollar into the treasury, unless a portion of them 
were employed in this way. If this were done, 
however, an inducement and means would be af- 


country through which the road would pass. In 
every aspect, if the plan were practicable at all, it 
was a matter of great interest to every citizen of | 
the country. He hoped the matter would at least 
be allowed to receive some attention on the part of 
Congress. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he hoped the report 
would he allowed to be printed. 

Mr. BENTON said we had already published a 
map, which was quite sufficient. He hoped this 
subject would be laid upon the table, that they 
! might proceed with the usines: which remained | 
to be done. It was now almost the last day of the 
session, and he hoped the time would not be con- 
sumed by such a thing as this. f 

Mr. BREESE observed thatthe cost of printing 
could not be much. 
‘the subject, he would be quite willing to pay.the 
| small amount that it would cost out of his own 
pocket. It was the first time, he believed, that 


plished; and that it could be accomplished, he 
thought the facts set forth in the report would ; 


t 
‘clearly and satisfactorily show. It wasnot proposed | 


to grant the land for the construction of this road to 
individuals, but to set apart a portion of the public 
lands to be employed in the construction of the 
road; lands which, if not applied in this way, 
would, perhaps, never bring a single dollar into 
the treasury. He was surprised at the discourtesy 
shown by the Senator from Missouri to the com- 
mittee which had reported this bill, This was not 
the way in which a proposition cmanating froma 
cominittee of the Senate ought to be treated. The 
Senator from Missouri might entertain the belief 
that it could never be carried into effect, but: that 
might not be the judgment of Congress; and evenif 
the thing could Y 
: proposed by this bill, the subject was of sufficient | 
importance to engage the attention of Congress. 
This bill might be Hable to some objection, Hike all | 


other bills upon their presentation; but it might be a 
Tt was a subject of great | 

importance to the whole nation, and not only to if 
Í 


amended and perfected. 
this nation putto the world. If the work contem- | 
plated by the bill should be accomplished, it must | 
yevolutionize the commerce of the world. It would | 


hereafier-be carried through the heart of this con- | 
tinent,and we should receive all: the benefits. The | 


ill ought not to be condemned: in advance. 
“Mr. BENTON said he had no desire to hear | 
any more of the. project than he had already heard. | 
Jaiid to individuals, for the purpose of construct- 
ing a road three or four thousand miles, through a| 


wilderness and over a range of mountains double | 


not be accomplished in the manner | 


it 


â ¢ : vee : H XAN N A 
The idea of granting ninety millions of acres of |; TEXAN NAVY 


ij ceeded to consider the bill to authorize the Presi- 


objection had been made to the printing of the | 

report of a regularly organized committee of the | 
Senate. 

Mr. BENTON moved that the subject be laid | 

upon the table until to-morrow. i 

This motion was negatived. | 

The report was then ordered to be printed. | 

: On motion of Mr. TURNEY, the Senate, as in | 

! committee of the whole, proceeded to the consid- | 

| 

li 

| 


| eration of the bill to surrender to the State of T'en- | 
| nessee all title the United States have to lands in| 
Tennessee south and west of the Ime commonly | 
| called the Congressional reservation line, and to 


lands as may have been sold by the State of Ten- | 
nessee, as agent of the United States, which, after 

| explanation, and defence by Senators TURNEY, 
i JARNAGIN, and CHALMERS, was reported to | 
| the Senate with an unimportant amendment, order- | 
; ed to a third reading, and, by unanimous consent, | 
|! read a third time and passed. 

Mr. WESTCOTT submitted a motion to take 
up the bill for the admission of Iowa into the 
| Union; which was negatived. i , 

|! Mr. DIX asked that the House bill making ap- 
; propriations for certain defensive works for the 
year ending on the 30th June, 1847, might be read 
| for the purpose of reference. 

| The bill was accordingly read, 


| over until to-morrow. 


and then laid | 


| On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, the Senate pro- 


; dent. of the United. States to increase the naval 


In view of the importance of |! 


release to said State the proceeds of such of said |! 


i| can party—to which 


|| eeeded in making 


| as the const 


Texas. : ares 

The question being.on the motion of Mr. Hust- 
toe for ‘the indefinite» postponement of the 
il 7 oe 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and. made a most cm- 
hati. appeal tothe Senate in favor of the bill. 
Te contended that Texas was-led ‘to accept the 
offer of annexation with the United States: by the 
strong inducements which had been: held ont to 
her through the American Minister. But for these, 
he suggested: that she might not have given her. 
assent to the measure. Among the inducements 
was the pledge to sustain the. Texan navy. Her 
Representatives, therefore, did not stand before 
Congress in the attitude of supplicants for favor, 
but as the asserters of rights which had been con- 
ceded to them. He regarded the honor of the 
Senate as involved in this question, and that the 
United States were bound to make suitable provis- 
ion for the navy. He read extracts from the cor- 
respondence of Mr. Donelson while officiating as 
Minister of the United States, in order. to sustain 
the position he had assumed; and put it to the 
Senate, in the most forcible phrase, whether they 


| would act in this case so as to preserve to our 


Government the reputation which we had acquired 
in the eyes of the world, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON in reply, asserted that he 
knew of nothing in the compact, by which Texas 
was admitted in the Union, which required that 
the United States should take into her service the 
navy of Texas.. He therefore denied that there 
was any obligation on the United States to admit 
these Texan officers into our navy. But if there 
be any force in the position taken by the Senator 
from ‘Texas, it will be imperative on the President 


| to nominate all these Texan officers to the Senate, 


and thus our own officers will be overslaughed. 
Mr. RUSK contended that no officers of the 
United States navy could be overslaughed by the 
admission. of the Texan navy, because the law 
would only fill the offices which its own provi- 
sions would create. If this law did not pass, there 
would be no vacancies to fill, and how could the 
law overslaugh any one? It would not put back 
a single officer, detract from his pay, or supply 


| any vacancy to which he might have a clam. 
| Texas would cheerfully accedé to be placed on an 


equality with other States. Every State of the 
Union would furnish more officers than she now 
asked. He contended. that; in some: casts, . the 


word navy included officers and: men, while. in 


! others it was limited to ‘ships and guns.: In. this 


case he construed the word as meaning to include 
officers. He would be the last man to think of 
oversiaughing any officers, but he thought. this 
arrangement was but an act of justice to Texas, 
the carrying out of the spirit of the compact. 

Mr. BREESE read a statement from the Texan 
Secretary of Warand Marine, showing that neatly 
the whole of the officers’ of the Texan navy had 
resigned, and left the service of .Texas, before an- 


i| nexation took place. The only question, therefore, 
| was, whether the exigencies of the service required 


this addition to our navy. 

Mr. HOUSTON explained, that these. officers 
were furloughed, and permitted temporarily to go 
into the walks of civil life, because the Government 
had no means to pay them. 

Mr. CALHOUN considered that both good faith 
and propriety required. the passage of this bill. He 
looked on the word navy, as comprehending offi- 


| cers and men; and as we had made the offer, he 


contended that we-were bound to construe the joint 
resolution as Texas understood it.. The only ques- 
tion with him was, whether we had adopted the 
proper mode, and duly regarded the feelings of our 
navy.. The mode prescribed by the bill he regarded 
itutional mode, requiring the President 
to nominate the Texan officers, unless strong objec-., 
tions were made. As to the feelings of the navy,” 
he would be the last man to wound them; and he 
reminded the Senate that-at a time when the navy 
was violently assailed by the party—the Repubh- 
7 he belonged,. he, with Mr. 
Clay and afew others, stood by the navy, and-suc- 
it a Democraticas wellas a Fed- 
eral institution. He would vote for the bill. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD replied briefly, insisting that 
the term “cede” could not apply to the officers; 
and asked the yeas and nays on the question; and 
they were ordered. 
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Mr. YULEE referred to two laws of the Re- 
ublic of Texas, one passed in 1840, and the other | 
in 1844, regulating the navy of that republic; thus 
showing that there was a navy in existence, while 
the question of annexation was in progress. 
Mr. DICKINSON did not see how we could 
= legislate these officers into our navy without their 
being constitutionally appointed, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. If the Texan 
officers were brought into our navy by the compact 
of annexation, there was no necessity for this bill. 
The question was then. taken on the motion to 
ostpone the bill indefinitely, and decided as fol- | 
OWS: | 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Berrien, Breese, 
Cilley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 
den, Davis, Dayton, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Hanne- 
gan, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson | 
ot Maryland, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, 
Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, and Woodbridge—31. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Bagby, Bright, Calhoun, Came- 
ron, Cass, Chalmers, Dickinson, Houston, Lewis, MeDufiie, | 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Turney, and | 
Yulee—18. R 
On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the bill to 
admit Towa into the Union was made the special 
order for to-morrow at cleven o’cluck. 


SUB-TREASURY. 


The bill for the better organization of the treas- 
ury, and for the collection, safe-keeping, trans- 
fer, and disbursement of the public revenue, was 
read a third time, and the question being ‘Shall jj 
the bill pass ??’— 

Mr. EVANS rose and addressed the Senate in | 
opposition to its passage. He said he supposed | 
the bill was in the precise form in which its friends 
desired that it should be. If it was not, it was 
certainly not owing to any want of time to perfect 
it; for it had been introduced very early in the 
session in the House of Representatives, and had 
“undoubtedly been well considered there and put 
into such a shape as was deemed desirable. It 
came to the Senate as long ago as the 3d day of | 
April, and was referred. to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, where it was retained until the 8th day of 
June; it had no doubt received the assiduous at- 
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it, and had now arrived at its final stage in that | 
body.” It was, therefore, he had no doubt, in every |j 
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present, for the establishment of the sub-ireasury 
in 1840, the argu- 


| at cana : f 
|! providing that passed midshipmen performing the | 
i| duties of sailing-masters should receive pay ac- 
|| cordingly. 


| FIELD, MANGUM, PEARCE, BERRIEN, and 


|, adopted appropriating $25,000 for the support and 
i maintenance of marine hospitals. 


f $100,000 for the construction; of a floating dry-dock 
|| at the city of Philadelphia. 


‘| by adding the following: “‘or on the opposite side |; 


| out a division, rejected. 


it following result: Yeas 22, nays 12. 


ment—the great and principal argument—then 
urged by the friends of this measure was, that it 
would restrict and limit the amount. of imports; 
that it would arrest. the excessive introduction of 
foreign merchandise; and that it would check and 
prevent the evil of an overflowing treasury. : The 
sub-treasury was then vindicated because it would 
repress and keep down importation.. Two or.three- 
days ago a bill was passed to increase. importa: 
tions; to-day a bill was to. be passed to check and 

keep down importation. The two measures must 
come into conflict; they could not be reconciled. 

Ifthe only effect of this bill would be: to: check 
excessive importations, he would have no objec- | 
tion toit; but it extended beyond this: it would |i 
also check and keep down all the business opera- 
tions of the country. For the very same reason 
that it would restrict imports and cut down com- 
merce, it would cut down everything else. They 
were embarrassing their prospects and means of 
revenue ata time when it became necessary for the 
Government to use its credit, and to borrow mo- 
ney to'carry on its operations. They were dimin- 
ishing their prospects for making successful loans. 
The rate of interest had about doubled, he believ- 
ed, since these measures began to be agitated. 

The Government six per cent. stock at. the com- 
mencement of this session stood at 115 per cent.; | 
it was now down to 105. Almost two years in- |! 
terest strack down in six months, only in antici- 
pation of these measures. 

Mr. E. proceeded at very great length to point | 
out the injurious effects which would’ arise from 
the adoption of this measure. 

He was followed by Mr. HUNTINGTON in | 
opposition to the bill. 

‘The question being put on the passage of the || 
bill, the yeasand nays were demanded and ordered. || 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and said that he desired 
to address some remarks to the Senate, which |! 
would not occupy more than fifteen minutes, in 
reference to this bill, but the state of his health 
would scarcely permit him to do so to-night; if 
there was any appropriation bill which it would be 
agrecable to the chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee to take up now, he would be glad this. bill 
should be passed by until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS suggested that, as it was now late, 
it would be better that the Senate.adjourn: 

_Mr. McDUFFIE: proposed an: Executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. LEWIS expressed a desire, in case the sub- 
treasury bill was to be deferred until to-morrow, 
to take up the 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate accordingly (the sub-treasury bill 
having been passed by informally). proceeded to |: 


the consideration, as in committee of the whole, of |! 
the naval appropriation bill, which had been re- |! 
ported back from the Committee on Finance with 
sundry amendments. ji 
The amendments were read and agreed to, and 
Mr. FAIRFIELD moved further to amend, by 


This amendment, after debate hy Messrs. FAIR- 
BREESE, in favor, and Messrs. CRITTENDEN 


Mr. CAMERON proposed an appropriation of 


ir. DAYTON moved to amend the amendment |! 


of the river, if, on examination of the depth of |! 


|| water and other considerations, it be deemed more | 
|| beneficial to the public interest;” which was unan- |! 
‘| imously agreed to. : 


- rf 
And the amendment as amended was then, with- jj 


: ; ` i 
A motion for adjournment being made, the yeas |! 
and nays were ordered, and were taken, with the |, 


i! 


And the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, July 34, 1846. 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. ii 
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CLELL 


Mr. TRUMAN SMITH. moved to 
the consideration of the special order ooo S 

“The SPEAKER said that.motion: would not be 
in order pending the motion to go into committee. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH then gave notice that, 
if the motion of Mr. McCre.ranp should not pre- i 
vail, he (Mr. S.) would’ move to go into coniit- 
tee for the purpose of ‘resuming. the consideration 
of the French spoliation bill." 00 p3 ri 

Mr. WINTHROP asked the yeas añd nays on 
the motion of Mr. MeCreLLann; which were or- 
dered. : 

Mr. McKAY moved that there be.a call of the 


that bill. == cakes 
postpone 


House. : 
Which motion was decided in the affirmative. ’. 
So a call of the House was ordered, , 
And the Clerk having called the roll, 147 mèm- | 
‘bers answered to their names. ` pars : 
The names of the absentees having been called, 
165 members appeared to be: present. : 
On motion of Mr. ASHMUN, all further pro- 
ceedings on the call were dispensed with. 3 h 
N- 


Mr. WHEATON, fromthe Committee on 
rolled Bills, made a report... Reg 
The question now recurring on the motion of 
Mr. MeCLELLAND, : D o 
Mr. LIGON inquired whether, if the motion to, 
go into committee should prevail, the speciál order 
would not necessarily be taken up? oo 00i 
The SPEAKER. The special order is made & 
part of the motion. The committee will be obliged, 
therefore, to procecd to the. consideration of that | 
subject if the motion should prevail. oa 
Mr LIGON. I move to postpone the special 
order. i e 
The SPEAKER. The chair-has already deci- : 
ded that motion to be out of order pending the ` 
motion to go into committee. ` ee: 
Mr. LIGON. ‘Then I understand if this motion 
should prevail, the special order must be taken up. | 
_ After a brief ‘conversation between Messrs. \ 
WINTHROP, McKAY, and the SPEAKER, ‘on “ 
a point of order, : ` 
he question, “Will the House resolve, itself 
into Committee of the Whole onthe state of the 
Union for the purpose of taking up the said bill?” 


i was taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 


i Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, W. G. Brown, Burt, Cathcart, 


Renben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, Ellsworth, 


j| Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gordon, Graham, 
{| 


Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes; 
Hopkins, George 8. Houston, Hungerford, Hunter, James 
H. Johnson, Joseph Jobrison, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Preston King, Leake, 
La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Me- 
Connell, Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Niven, Norris, Parrish, Perrill, 
Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Atex- 
ander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Jacob ‘Thompson, Thur- 
man, Towns, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, 
Woodward, Woodworth, and Yost—es8. : 

NAY S—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun; Barringer, Beli, Blanch- 
ard, Brodhead, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Jobn FL 
Campbell, Johu G. Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, Duulap, 
Edsall, Erdman, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, HilNard, Elias B. 
Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, James RB. Hant, Joseph R. “Ingersoll, 
Jenkins, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Long, McClean, MeCrate, 
McGaughey, Me Henry; Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pillsbury, Pollock, Ramsey, Jnlius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Seammon, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Strohm, Sykes, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Jamies 
Thompson, Tilden, Trumbo, Vinton, White, Wiliams, Wil 
mot, Winthrop, and Young—&0. 3 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state. of the Union, (Mr. Flor- 
xins, of Virginia, in. the chair,) and procteded to 
the consideration of the following bill from ‘the 
Senate: aia 


| A BILL to amend an act entitled «¢ An act to pro ie reve- 


nue from imports, and to change and modify existing laws . 
imposing duties on imports, and for other purposes?! 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representati 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, T. 
the twelfth section of the act entitled “An a 
revenue from. imports; and to changé aud int 
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“Jaws imporing duties:on imports; and for other purposes,” 
approved the thirtieth day of August, one thousand eight 
“hundred and forty-two, is. hereby. amended so as hereatier 

to read as follows ; ; j i 

i [BEG 12] And be it further enacted, That on and after the 
F gay, this act goes into- operation the duties on all imported 
: goods, "wares, Or merchandise, shall be paid in cash: Pro- 
; gided, That in all cases of failure or neglect to pay the duties 
within’ the period allowed by law to the importer to make 
entry thereof, or whenever the owner, importer, or consignee, 
o shall niake entry for warehousing the same in writing, in 
gieh form, and supported. by. such proof, as shall be. pre- 
seribed ‘by the Secretary of the Treasury, the said goods, 
wares, or merchandise, shall he taken possession of by the 
eollector, and deposited in the public stores, or in other 
stores to be agreed. on by the colector or chief revenue 
officer of the port and the importer, owner, or cousignee, 
thie’ said: stores ‘to be secured in the manner provided for 
by the first section of the act of the twentieth day of April, 
one thousand eight hundred and eighteen, entitled “ An 
act providing for the deposite of wines and distilled. spirits 
in public warehouses, aud for other purposes,” there. to 
be kept with due and reasonable care, at the charge and 
risk of the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, and sub- 
jeet at all dmesto their order upon the payment of the 
proper, dntiés and expenses, to be ascertained on due entry 
thereof for warehousing, and to be secured by bond of the 
owner, importer, or consignee, with syrety or sureties to 
the satisfaction of the collector, in double the amount of 
the said. duties, and in such form as the Secretary of the 


Treasury shall prescribe: Provide, That no merchandise | 


shall be withdrawn from any warehouse in which it may be 
deposited, in aless quantity than in an entire package, bale, 
cask, or box, unlessin bulk, nor shall merchandise so im- 


ported in bulk be delivered except in the whole quantity of | 


each parcel, or in a quantity not less than one ton weight, 
unless y special authority of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
: And incase the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of any 
“goods: on: which the. duties have not been paid, shall give 
to the. collector satisfactory security that the said goods 


shall be landed out of the jurisdiction of the United States, | 


in the manner now required by existing laws relating to ex- 
portations for the benefit of drawback, the collector and 
naval officer, if any, on an entry toreéxport the same, shall 


upon payment of the appropriate expenses, permit the said | 


goods, under the inspection of the proper officers, to be 
shipped without the payment of any duties thereon. And 
in case any goods, wares, or merchandise, deposited as afore- 


said, shall remain in public store beyond one year, without | 
payment of the duties and charges thereon, then said goods, | 


wares, or'merchandise, shall be appraised by the appraisers 
of: the United States, if there he‘ any at such port, and if 
none, then by two merchants to be designated and sworn by 
the collector. for that: purpose, and sold by the collector at 
public auction, on due public notice thereof being first given 
in the manner ahd for the time to be prescribed by a genera 
regulation of the ‘Treasury Department; and. at said public 
sale distinct printed catalogues descriptive of ‘said goods, 
i with the appraised value affixed thereto, shall be distributed 
among the persons present at said sale; and a reasonable 
opportunity shall be given before such sale, to persons 


goods shall be fraudulently concealed in, orremoved from, 
any public er private’ warehouse, the same'shall be forfeited 
to the United States ;-and.all persons. convicted of fraudu- 


f ; n 
lently concealing or removing such goods, or of aiding or 


abetting such concealment or removal, shall he liable to the 
game penalties which are now imposed for the fraudulent 
introduction of goods into the United States; and if any im- 
porter or proprietor of any warehoused goods, or any person 
in his employ, shahi by-any contrivance fraudulently open 
the warehouse, or shall gùin access to the goods, except in the 
presence of the proper officer of the customs, acting: in the 
execution of his duty, such importer or proprietor shall for- 
feit and pay, for every such offence, one thousand dollars: 
And any person: convicted of altering, defacing, or obliter- 
ating any mark or marks. which have been placed by any 
officer of the revenue on any package or packages of ware- 
housed goods, shall forfeit and pay, for every such offence, 
five hundred dollars: i 

Rec. 4. And be it further enacted, That. the collectors of 
the several ports.of the United States shall make quarterly 
reports to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, according to such 
general instructions as the said Secretary may give, of all 
goods which remain in the warehouses of their respective 


| ports, specifying the quantity and description of the same ; 


which returns, or tables formed thereon, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall forthwith cause to be published in the 
principal papers of the city of Washington. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to make, from 
time to time, such regulations, not inconsistent with the 
laws of the United States, as may be necessary to give full 
effect to the provisions of this act, and secure a just account- 
ability under the same; and it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary to report such regulations to each succeeding session 
of Cougress. 

The bill, having been read through, was taken 
up by sections. 

And the first section having been read, 

Mr. HILLIARD moved to strike out all after 
the enacting clause thereof. 

_Mr. H. said the subject was one to which behad 
given some thought; and he was ready to confess 
that his inclination had hitherto been to support 
some measure of this character; not this identical 
measure, however, for he thought there were seri- 
ous objections.to it. More mature reflection, and 
a close observation of the course of legislation here, 
had brought him to the determination to vote against 
the adoption of the scheme, at all events during the 
present session of Congress. 

He had two reasons forthis course. He thought 
that the Government would want immediately all 
the revenue which could be raised from duties on 
imports. It was obvious that this bill would greatly 
lessen the revenue to be thus derived. Engaged as 


we were in an expensive war—having just passed 
anew tariff bill reducing the rates of duties—if, 
upon the back of. that, the present measure was 
adopted, it was manifestthat our revenue would be: 
materially lessened. orate) 


desirous of purchasing, to inspect the quality of such 
goods; and the proceeds of said sales, after deducting the 
usual rate of storage at the port in question, with all other 
charges and expenses, including duties, shall be paid over 
to the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, and proper re- 
ceipts taken for the same: Provided, That the overplus, if 


any there be, of the proceeds of such sales, after the pay- 
ment of storage, charges, expenses, and duties as afore- 
said, remaining unclaimed for the space of ten days after 
such sales, shall be paid by the collector into the treasury 
of the United States; and the said collector shall transmit 
to the Treasury Department with the said overplus, a copy 
" of the inventory, appraisement, and account of sales, speci- 
fying the marks, numbers, and descriptions of the packages 
sold, their contents, and appraised value, the name of the 
veasel and master in which, and of the port or place whence 


they were imported, and the time when, and the name of the | 


person or persons to whom said goods were consigned in the 


certificate of the collector shall exonerate the master or per- 


less, on due proof of their interest, be entitled to receive 


from ‘the treasury the amount of any overplus paid into the |; 


same under the provisions of this act: Provided, That so 
muh of the fifty-sixth section of the general collection law 
of the second of March, seventeen hundred and ninety. 
nine, and the thirteenth section of the act of the thirtieth o 
August, eighteen hundred and forty-two, to provide revenue 
from imports, andto change and modify existing laws impo- 
sing duties on imports, and for other purpos 


strued to extend the time now prescribed by law for selling 
unclaimed goods: Provided, ako, That all goods of a perish- 
able nature, and ail gunpowder, fire-crackers, and explosive 
substances, deposited as aforesaid, shall be sold forthwith. 


Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That any goods, when || 


deposited in the public stores ini, the manner provided for in 
the foregoing section, may be. withdrawn therefrom, and 
transported to any other port of entry, under the restrictions 


one. collection. district. to another, to 
withdrawn for transportation shall give his bond with suffi- 
éient sursties, in double the amount of the duties charge- 
able ob them, for the deposite of such goods in store in the 
port of entry to which they shall be destined, such bond to be 
cancelled when the goods shall be ré-deposited in store in the 
calléction district toowhich ‘they shall be transported +‘ Pro- 
vided, That nothing. cositained In this section shall be’ con- 
strued to extend the time: during which goods may be. kept 
jn. store after their original importation and entry beyond 
the term of one year. A 

Sac. 3. And be it further enacted; That ifany warehoused 


s, as conflicts |} 
with the provisions of this act, shall he, and is hereby, repeal- || 
ed, excepting that nothing contained inthis act shall bė con- | 


He. had another. objection ‘to the bill. He be- 
lieved that a sudden reduction of the duties on im- 
ports would cause the manufacturing interests of 
the country to undergo a severe ordeal. It was 
unlike the reduction which took place under the 
Compromise act. ‘That was a gradual, this a sud- 
den change; and he, for his part, was not willing 
to lend his aid to any measure which might bring 


still greater calamities upon those interests than j 


manifest; and the duties and charges to which the several || they must necessarily bear. 


consignments were respectively subject; and the receipt or WS y ion of | 
|| views on the tariff system generally, vindicating 
son having charge or command of any ship or vessel, in which | 
said goods, wares, or merchandise, were imported, from all | 
claim of the owner or owners thereof, who shall neverthe- || 


Mr. H. then passed into an explanation of his 


his recent course and vote thereon; and expressing 
the opinion he had always entertained, that the 
tariff of 1842, under the peculiar circumstances of 
its adoption, was a patriotic measure, but a tem- 


porary one, needing revision, and containing many 


features that were objectionable. 
Mr. H. yielded for explanation to Mr. EWING, 


|| of Pennsylvania. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The SPEAKER resumed the Chair informally | 
| to receive a message from the President of the | 
United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, Esq., 
| his private secretary, informing the House that the | 
President had approved and signed certain bills, | 
|| and, amongst others, the bill to reduce the duty on || 
| imports and for other purposes. 
provided forin the act of the 2d March, 1799, in respect to i 
the transportation of goods, wares, and merchandise, from | 
e exported with the |! 
benefit of drawback; and the owner of such goods so to be i 


THE WAREHOUSE SYSTEM. 
The Chairman then resumed his seat in com- 


Mr. TRUMAN SMITH obtained the floor, and | 


| ! 


addressed the committee in reply to remarks of the 


i gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Hinizarp,] and in 
vindication of the tariff of 1842, from the charge | 


which (he said) that gentleman: had made against: 
it of being an immature, hasty, and inconsiderate 


measure. i 
Mr. S. then went into some general remarks on 


| there was no chance. 


the operation’. of the tariff system: generally, and 


incidentally in opposition to the bill before the 
committee. ee ewe oes 

Mr. BAYLY, with no intention (he said) Tong 
to oceupy the attention of the committee, and with- 
out any previous design of speaking at all, briefly 
proceeded in reply to Mr. Smrru, and to remarks 
thrown out in the: other branch of Congress, to 
compare the circumstances under which the tariffs 


| of 1842 and 1846 were passed respectively, show- 


ing that thé latter stood in favorable contrast In re~ 
gard to the thorough ordeal of deliberation’ and 
discussion which it underwent in both Houses of 
Congress. - 

He referred to the deliberate notice 'we-had had 
in the Senate, and from the Whig organs through- 
out the country, of a panic that is to be gotten up - 
on the subject of the tarif. There were many per- 
sons in his vicinity, and throughout his State, 
largely interested in manufacturing establishments. 
To them he wished to address a word of advice, 
He called upon them to take themselves out of the 
hands of politicians; and said he must have been 
very inattentive to the history of the times who 
did not see that this protective system has had its 
day. Did gentlemen expect to change this policy? 
What prospect had they of restoring the protective 
system at any time? The history of the past few 
years plainly showed that there was no disposition 
on the part of the great South and Southwest to 
alter this system. In the teeming West, the pro- 
gress of free principles had been most rapid and 
constant. As to the middle States, they had gene- 
rally gone in opposition to them at this time; they 
could, therefore, look for no benefit from a change 
there. He therefore concluded that they were not 
to look ultimately to the establishment of this 
System. 

But if he was wrong, and a change was ulti- 
mately to take place, it must be long before it 
would be effected. He examined the probability 
of any repealing law passing this Congress at its 
next session. Gentlemen need flatter themselves 
with no idea that there would be enough members 
in the House at the next session to take the back 
track to accomplish it. As to the Senate, he would 
pledge himself for one State, that, before a bill 
could go from this House to the other, the most 
mandatory instructions would come up to one of 
their Senators to vote against any repeal of the 
law just passed. But suppose they succeeded, so 
faras Congress was concerned, in their attempt to. 
restiscitate’ the ‘protective principle of the act of 
1642, or those similar to it, what hope had they 
that the third department of the Government would 
ever allow it to become a law? The President of 
the United States had taken the ground, that a 
tariff levied for protection, was in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States ; and what mem- 


| ber here, who had been at all attentive to the course: 


of the Executive, could for a moment believe that 
he would allow it to pass into a law during his 
Administration? It never could become a law; 
And he begged these man- 
ufacturers to look at the matter as business men, 
and not take the advice of selfish politicians, who 
are operating for mere political and personal ends. 

He next glanced at the prospect of any action of 
the kind in the next Congress. In the Senate they 
would see a Republican occupying the place ofa 


| present Whig from each of the States of Virginia, 
| Michigan, and Maine, making a change. of six 


votes; which, taken in connexion with the four 


| votes from the two new States of Wisconsin and 
| Towa, would make ten votes more in that body 
| against this restrictive system. But a 
| that the protection afforded’ by this bill was 50 per 
i cent., viz: 30 per cent. duty, about 7} transporta= 


But he showed 


tion, and 124 merchants’ profits. If manufactures 
could not live under this protection, the country 
evidently was not ripe for their introduction. But 


‘ in'‘proof that it was sufficient duty, he referred to 
' the reduction of duties under the Compromise act, 


coming down, after June, 1842, to 20 per cent., the 
denunciations of Mr. Webster and. Mr. Davis 
against all attempts to repéal it; and especially to 
the fact, that under the existence of that act, and 
with no better prospect before them than it held 
out, nearly one-half of the manufacturing estab- 
lishments in the country came into existence. 
From these facts he concluded. that this panic 
which might be got ap might derange business, 
might ‘inflict some injury upon the country; but it 
would produce no more effect, as far as. changing 
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the policy of the party to which he belonged was 
concerned, than the panic of 1834 did in changing 


their policy upon the question of a Bank of the | 


United States. “The manufacturers might put their 
funds into the hands of politicians to be squander- 
ed; they might allow themselves to be used by pol- 
iticians for their selfish purposes; but he told them 
it would be infinitely better for them to accommo- 
date themselves to what he believed was now the fix- 
ed policy of the country, than to enter into useless 
efforts for the premature repeal of the law. They 
would get no repeal this Congress. As to the next 
Congress there was an absolute certainty that the 
majority in the Senate would be greatly increased; 
and he believed it would be in this House.’ And 
soon a new census would be taken, which would 
add many free-trade advocates from the West. He 
called upon the manufacturers, then, to adjust their 
business to the settled policy of the country; and 
not join in this miserable attempt to get up a panic, 
which would prove a failure, a ridiculous failure. 

Mr. PAYNE rose not (he said) to makeaspeech, 
but afew remarks with reference to the most extra- 
ordinary course taken towards the tariff bill, which 
he took occasion to congratulate the country had 
now become the law of the land. Notwithstand- 
ing it had been passed by a majority of both 


branches of the legislature—notwithstanding the :! 


voice of the people was fairly expressed in its pas 
sage—before it had been sent to the President 
even, we heard raised the cry of “Repeal, repeal!” 
-Why not, instead of condemning it in advance, 
give it a fair trial ? 

He vindicated his colleague [Mr. Huntrarp] 


from the attack made upon his course upon the | 


tariff bill; paid a high and a warm tribute to the 
purity, disinterestedness, patriotism, and honesty 
of purpose with which his vote had been cast in 
favor of the bill, and expressed the scorn and con- 
tempt which he felt, and which his colleague might 
well feel, at such attacks and attempts to read him 
out of the Whig party, made by the representatives 
of the machine labor of this country. They would 
avail nothing, but would recoil upon the authors, 
as they justly should, if carried further. 

He next proceeded, amid many interruptions 
on a point of order, to refer to the attacks made 
upon this, revenue bill in the other.end of the Capi- 


tol, andto the positions there taken: by certain op-. 


ponents of it.” He read the instructions to’ the 


committee on its committal in that body, moved | 
by Mr. Crayton, and referred to the great objec- | 


tion taken to it by Mr. Wxsster, that it laid 
a duty on the “ raw material’? Mr. P. had always 
said that the policy of the protective party was to 
protect machine labor, not agricultural labor; but 
he did not expect such a proposition to be submit- 
ted by a distinguished leader of that party, and 
sustained by such of his associates as Danizt WeB- 
ster, Joun Davis, and others. 


The proposition | 
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He proceeded at some length further to vindicate 
the principles of this law, and. of the. system of 
revenue duties generally, and to exhibit its benefits 
| to the agricultural and laboring classés, in contrast 
with the great oppression experienced by: them of 
late years under the protective system. eurged 
the justice of fairly testing this law, and. ridiculed 
the cry of “ Repeal” raised against itin advance— 


the celebrated cry of ‘ Beef! beef!?? inthe Rey- 
olution by one who cared more for.a miserable 
pecuniary compensation than for: the -brilliant vic- 
tories and glory of his country. - : 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, spoke at 
some length in opposition to the tariff just passed, 
which he styled a British measure, calculated ‘to 
protect British manufactures and interests at the 
expense of those of our own country. Fe should 
go home to advocate the forming of home leagues 
by the people, and the getting. them to pledge 
themselves tectotally to abstinence from the con- 
sumption of foreign goods. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, of Maryland, obtained the 


| 


rise; which prevailing— 
The committee rose, 
And the House adjourned. 


i! IN SENATE. 
| SATURDAY, dugust 1, 1846. 
Mr. ATCHISON presented two petitions. of 
citizens of Missouri, praying the establishment of 
a maikroute from Tully to Lancaster, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the memorial of Edward 
D. Tippett, praying the aid of Government to en- 
able him to complete a model of an improved steam- 


compelled to abandon for want of the necessary 
means; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BENTON presented a communication ad- 
dressed to him by Samuel R. Knox, a lieutenant 
in the navy of the United States, relative to the 
harbor at the mouth of the Columbia river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. © ». 

+ Mr, BENTON also, from the committee of, con- 
ference, in relation to the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses of Congress on the army appropria- 
tion bill, reported that they have met the conferees 
on the part of the House, and after free and full 
discussion on the subject of said disagreeing votes, 
have been unable to come to an agreement on the 


by the House, and to jts disagreement to thé 


Senate. 


i 
i} 
X 
| Mr. B. moved that the above report be concur- 


a cry not only nonsensical, but- as discordant as }| 


| floor, and yielded to a motion that the, committee || 
! i 


engine, which he was engaged in constructing, but |! 


same. They therefore recommend that the Senate | 
adhere to its amendments to said bill disagreed toii 


| amendment of the House to the amendment of the | 


was submitted to the agriculturists; the demand | 
was made that the duties imposed by the law of || red in; which motion was adopted, 

1846 on the raw materials of their production || Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, 
should be taken off for the benefit of the manufac- |} reported an act to authorize the issuing of a new 
turers. What were these raw materials? Herp: f register for the American barque Pons, of Phila- 
what say you gentlemen of the valley of the West ;, delphia, by the name of the “ Cordelia,’ which 


(he asked) to have the duty taken off your hemp? 
Flax, also, and wool—an article in which Vermont, 
New York, Ohio, and various other States, were 
deeply interested; and here is the objection made 
to this bill, that it lays a duty on wool; and it is 
contended that all protection shall be taken from it, 
for the sole and exclusive purpose of giving enor- 
mous advantages and profits to the manufacturing 
interests. 


reduction on. cotton and woollen manufactures, 
iron utensils, chains, anvils, hammers, &c.—all 
exhibiting the fact (he said) that while the present 
bill increased the duties on articles of taste and 
luxury, used by the rich, it reduced it on articles 


of necessity, consumed by the laboring classes. | 


And (he asked) if, according to Mr. Wessrer’s 


definition of a ** Democratie” tariff, the present | 
law did not stand immeasurably superior to that || 
of 1842, which imposed the least duty on articles ʻi 


of luxury, and which discriminated against the 
great masses of the country for the benefit of the 
manufacturers ? 


|| was read, and passed to the second reading. 


t 
| 
i 
i 
! 


| relief of Joseph Curwen, surviving partner o 
| Wilbur & Curwen, and recommending that its 


1 consideration be postponed indefinitely; which was 
|| agreed to. : 
Mr. D. further, from the Committee on Com- |) 


j 


d l ! ! 
i] merce, asked that said committee be discharged 


| Hay 
i Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 


out amendment, the House bill supplementary to 
the act passed on the 20th day of February, 1846, 


ral Orphans’ Courts held in an 
Columbia.” 


/up the bill for the relief of Abraham Horback; 
‘| which was recommitted to the Committee on the 
i 


Mr. D. also, from the same committee, submit- | 
ted an adverse report upon the House bill for the ! 


; mittee for the District of Columbia, reported, with- 


entitled “An act to enlarge the powers of the seve- 
for the District of 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the Senate took | 


lof the day to be ‘the (House): bill-to define the. 

| boundaries of the State of Towa, and: to repeal so: 

| much of the'act of the 34 March, 1845, as relates: 
| to the boundaries. of Iowa; which was:then con- 

sidered’ asin. committee’ of the whole; reported: to 

the Senate without amendment, ordered toa third 
| reading, and, by: unanimous ‘consent, yvead a third 

| time, and. passed. CE BURGE sts At ke 

| Mr. CASS moved that the Senate proceed:to the." 
consideration of the Senate “bill to establish-a new. 
| land office in the northern part.of Michigan, and 
| to provide for the'sale of mineral:lands in the State 
i of Michigan and Territory of Wisconsin.?? °°! 

i Mr. WEBSTER ‘said that this was an important: 
| measure, and he hoped it would be taken up. 
| o The question was then taken upon the motion, 
|! and it was agreed to. ; a 

| The bill thereupon was taken up, read a second 
| time, and considered asin committee of the whole. 
| Mr. CASS made a brief explanation of the bill. 
1 Mr. WOODBRIDGE, moved to fill a blank-in 
{ 


the bill with $1,500, as the salary of the land agent 

! provided for in the said bill; which was agreed ‘to. 

Mr. W: also moved. to amend, the: fifth: section 

| by inserting, after iffe words. * Ta Pointe,” the 

! words. “including the islands of Lake Superior;”* 
which was agreed to. |: eR Nes ae 
Mr. BREESE’ submitted. an: additional section 

| providing mode ‘for’ the’ settlement of claims; 

i which was adopted... 

' The bill. was then reported to the Senate. as 

| amended; the amendments were concurred in, the 

| bill ordered to a third reading, read a third time, 

| and passed. i i n i 

| Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved: the Sen- 

| ate to take up the bill. to repeal the act of the 2d of 

March, 1837, entitled ** An act /conecrning pilots,” 

| in order to make it the special order for twelve 

| o'clock on Monday next. ° . eee 

| Messrs. DAYTON and: EVANS ‘objected to’ 

|| making any more special orders at this late day of 
the session. The bill would lead to.a great deal of. 

|; discussion. i ' a 

| ‘The question was then taken upon the motion; 
which was negatived—yeas 15, nays: 838o 0 00+ 
A message was received from the House of Rep- 

resentatives, announcing that said. House’ had 

passed sundry private bills; also, the warehouse. 
ill, with ‘an ‘amendment to the title, iss i 

Algo, announcing that'the President ofthe Uni- 

ted States had informed said House that he had 

signed and approved the bill to reduce the duties 

on imports and for other purposes. 


THE CONSTITUTIONAL TREASURY BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill for the better organization of the treas- 
ury of the United States, &e. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that he should occupy the 
attention of the Senate for but a few moments on 
the measure now before it. ‘Before, however, he 
proceeded to do this, he felt it bis duty to call the 
attention of the honorable Senator from Alabama 

(Mr. Lewis] and the other members of the Senate 
|i to what he saw stated in the official journal of the 
|i last evening in regard to another matter which had 
‘lately received the action of the body. And he did 


i 


so in order to prevent an erroneous impression get- 


ting into the community as to a matter of fact. Mr. 


W. said he found in the Union the following para- 
graph: ; 

i: “Much has been said of false invoices, as if the importer 
i: had only to falsify his invoice, and so pay under the ad valo- 
rem system as little duty as he chose.’ The fact is, that the 
; value of the goods taxed is to be settled, not by the importers 
invoice, but hy competent and skilfal appraisers. They are 
to appraise the goods at their actual market value in our ports 
i? —in New York or Philadelphia; not at Canton or at Manches- 
ii ter, In this point of view, the appraisers, whose business:it 
: Will be to understand the state of our markets, will give only 
i: such regard to the importer’s invoice as it may seeny entitled 
n to. ‘They may, if they please, take the invoice as prime 
i! facie evidence of the actual cost of the goods,and so approx- 
. imately of their actual worth in our markets. Butit is only 
j: prima facie evidence. The appraisers must value the goods 
: upon their own judgment, after als “Yet the importeris 
obliged to present an Invoice; and one provision‘of the new 
law goes far towards making this invoice a true exponent of 
the value of the goods; forthe Jaw provides that, if the value. : 
|i placed upon the goods by the importer on entering them at 
L the custoin-house is less by ten per cent. than the value at 
i! Which they are subsequently appraised, then twenty percent. 
it additional duty upon the appraised value is to be levied and. 
collected”? : 


| 


_ Now,a more enormous error than this was never. 
put forth to the world. The Jaw of the land, as it 
| now stood, required that the value fixed upon goods. 
| by the United States appraisers should be the value, 


- 1846. : 
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not: here, but at the place of exportation. ‘This was 
à fact which all business men well knew; and which 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance would 
kimself confirm, 
apo PM. LEWIS ‘here nodded assent.) 
piot Mr, Ws said that persons who indulge them- 
= gelves'so much in remarks (not always very cour- 
: teous} on the course of others, should be cautious 
+ Arst to understand subjects themselves; and here 
. Was an assertion of an alleged fact, while the very 
Opposite was true. i 
ut, not to detain the Senate longer on a matter 
of this sort, he would now make an observation 
or two ‘on. the bill now pending, and, as he pre- 
sumed, soon to become a law. 

Mr. W. had always been opposed to this sys- 
tem of a “constitutional treasury,” or “indepen- || 
dent. treasury,” or “ sub-treasury,’? which was |! 
the old name. for it. The évils of such: a. system |! 
are insurmountable, and of various kinds, But || 
he should now briefly point out what he considered 
its evil consequences on the operation of the Gov- 
erment; without adverting to its effect on the 
general business of the cougtry. He should pre- 
face what he had to say with a very short history 
of this scheme. Owing to an unhappy controversy | 
between a former President of the Union and the 
late Bank of the United States, the custody of the 
. ‘national deposites was withdrawn from the Nation- 
al Bank ‘and ‘committed ‘to certain selected State 

banks.’ As soon. as the money was deposited in 
their vaults, the’ then. Secretary of the Treasury 
(Mr. Taney). instructed the directors of those 
banks to be very free and liberal in making dis- 
counts tó merchants on the money in their vaults. 
The banks complied with this order, and the result 
was, that in 1837 they generally stopped payment. 
In consequence of this state of things, President | 
Van Buren called a special session of Congress 
in September, 1837, and this project of the inde- 
pendent. treasury was then brought forward for 
the first time.. : It failed, however, at that. time, | 
and again at: a subsequent Congress; but in 1840 
it passed into a law. Such, however, was found 
to be its practical working, that it was not suffered 
to-continue in operation a year, but was repealed 
in 1841. i l 
Now, there might have been at least some plau- 
sible reason for resorting to a new system in the |! 
keeping of the public treasure in 1837, for the Na- || 
tional Bank had ceased to exist, and the State |i 
banks had all broken down. The public money |! 
must be kept somewhere, and the Government 
thereupon resolved “to try the untried experi- 
ment” of keeping the public funds in vaults of its |i 
own. For the last five years we had been under |! 
a system of which this formed no part. Now, the 
first question (said Mr. W.) which I wish to put | 
to gentlemen who advocate this bill is this: Do 
they notall admit that the public moneys are now 
safe? Do they harbor any fear that there will be 
public defalcations? Is there any apprehension of |: 
the loss of the public treasure if this bill shall not | 
be adopted? For my own part I think the public || 
| 


deposites are perfectly safe where they are. The |, 
banks with whom they are intrusted have given |; 
us the most ample security, and that security for | 
the most part is in stocks of the United States. If); 
our own stock is adequate security, then the banks |: 
are in fact for the most part creditors of the United |; 
States, instead of being its debtors. They hold)! 
more of our stock than they do of our funds. 
Under such circumstances none ean say that the |, 
public money is unsafe, and no danger, therefore, 
will be incurred in that respect from the postpone- 
ment or even the rejection of this bill. The banks 
have acted with very great prudence and propriety; || 
they have not indulged in any excess of discounts; |; 
but feeling the. responsibility under which they j, 
were placed, they have acted properly and pru- | 
dently, and have ever been ready to accommodate |. 
the Government in any manner not inconsistent 
with their duty to the stockholders and to the coun- ; 
try. ‘If gentlemen admit that the condition of the |; 
publie money is at present as safe as we can make | 
it, then what is the benefit which they seek from |, 
this bill or where is the necessity of passing itt 
'. Now, considering it as a measure of the Admin- |: 
istration, it appears to me that it is- likely, instead I 
of proving any benefit to the Government, only toi 
arrest or thwart the operations of ‘the treasury. l 
To me it is most elear that the bill will become in: 
its practical effect a clog onthe Administration.” I} 
refer gentlemen to the twenty-first and twenty-! 


hold it and receive interest upon it. 


: their stockholders will not agree to it. 
| therefore, if this law is not evaded, but is obeyed 


i second sections of the bill-as it now stands. - Let 


them. examine the probable working of these por- 


| tions of the law, and then say whether the bill will 


not prove not only no assistance to the fiscal opera- 
tion of the Government, but, on the contrary, a 
great embarrassment, ` 

` T can readily understand that if the amendments 
which were proposed. to. the twenty-first’ section 
had prevailed, much facility might have resulted 
to the treasury from ‘the use of treasury drafts, 
and placed in the hands of disbursing officers to be 
paid out to the creditors of the Government. : But 
the Senate, by a large majority, rejected those 
amendments. ‘But now the bill subtracts from the 
facility which would otherwise have attended the 
operation of these treasury drafts. As the law now 


| Stands, if a man comes to the treasury with a de- 


mand for money, he gets a draft or order to the 


i amount, which he endorses, and which is then a 


transferable security, and may pass through as 
many hands as may be necessary or convenient to 
the holders, and may be kept out just as long as 
they please. There is an unrestricted circulation 
of this treasury draft, and it is transferable with- 
out any further endorsement. -But here, under 
this bill, it is made the duty of the Secretary of 


| the Treasury to hasten the presentation of all such 


drafis, and to prescribe a time within which they 
shall be presented and paid. If the place of pay- 
ment be near at hand, then they are to be presented 
immediately, and not to be kept or left outstanding. 
The amendment made here was just-the reverse of 
the bill. The House bill goes to restrain the cir- 
culation of the drafts; our proposition gives it 
greater facilities. The purposes of the two are in 
open hostility to each other. It is clear that if the 
bul shall stand as it now is, instead of being of any 
use to the treasury, it will operate as a downright 
restraint on facilities which it would otherwise 
enjoy. . 
Confining my remarks altogether to the charac- 
ter of this bill, considered as an Administration 
measure, I proceed, on the other hand, to consider 
what will be the disadvantages to the Government 
from its becoming a law. I go on the supposition 
that the bill is to be executed, not evaded; and I say 
that, if the specie payments which it enjoins, are re- 
quired bona fide, it will operate as a great embarrass- 
ment to the Government, should it be brought into 
circumstances when it would be necessary to nego- 


| tiate a loan. There is authority for a loan now, 


and the Government has its option between such a 
measure and the issue of treasury notes. But if 
this law shall be carried out, no loan will be possi- 


| ble. And why not? Because the law will demand 


that eight or ten millions of dollars in hard specie 


! shall be withdrawn from all the purposes of so- 


ciety, some four or five millions of it being locked 


| up in Government chests and vaults, and some four 


or five millions more being constantly in transitu, 
as the expenses of the Government may require, 


| Then, if the Government wants a loan, how is it to 
| be got? The practical mode at present pursued is 


this: some large banking-house takes, for exam- 
ple, two millions of the Government loan. But 


' this man cannot advance the cash tili he finds banks 


who are willing to take the United States stock 
and advance-him a temporary loan upon it, until, 


to use the business phrase, he shall be able to | 
į “ place the money;”’ that is, shall be able to find 


th a view to 
This is the 
mode now pursued; but what will be the condi- 
tion of the banks who may be asked by him to 


persons who will take the stock wi 


i advance money upon stock after this bill shall 


have become a law? How can they possibly do 
it? The sum they agree to advance must be paid 
in gold and silver, taken at the instant out of their 


| own vaults and carried across the street to be lock- 


ed upin the vaults of some Government depository. 
If the bullion remained with the banks, and a 


| credit on their books was all that was required, 


then they might do it; but the specie is instantly 
called for, and is so much deducted from the basis 
of their circulation. Their customers will not 
agree to it, their directors will not agree to it, 
| I say, 


bona fide, any.contraction of a Government loan 
ise va of the question. I put that faet to 
any man acquainted with business, and ask if he 
can gainsay it. coe 

I do not mean to go at any length into the.em- 
barrassments which this bill must inflict on the 


mercantile community; but there is oné-so obvious 
and-prominent, that 1 cannot forbear mentioning it 
as in connexion with another bill which wê have: 
recently. passed... 'Fhose: who expect an adequate 
revenue under the new tariff law-look of course for 
largely augmented importations, and they expect 
that the duties on these importations are to- be paid. 
This bill. says they are to be paid in gold and sil- 
ver, and I ask, where is the importer. to get his 
money ? The ordinary way is to go to-a bank, and 
say to the directors or the president, I have five 
thousand dollars of duties to pay to-day; the banks, 
knowing that he is about to enter his goods, and 
that they shall immediately get the money back 
from the custom-house, make no:difficulty; but if 
they knew that the money, instead of coming back 
into their vaults, is to be lugged off in specie and 
| locked up ina Government vault, and that so much 
| is to be taken from the basis of their circulation, 
j will not be quite so ready to accommodate; and 
even the apprehension of a difficulty of this kind is, 
in the matter of credit and advances, more than half 
as bad as the thing itself’ The apprehended evil is 
as much against a disposition in the banks to ad- 
vance as the evil itself. ' 

I agree, indeed, that the severity of the pressure 
will be mitigated by the use of treasury notes, so 
long as those treasury notes remain in circulation; 
and, therefore, I say that gentlemen may he as- 
sured of one thing: if this sub-treasury system is 
to be adopted, the system of treasury notes will be 
coeval with it in duration. As long as the one 
stands the other must be resorted to; for the law 
would be altogether intolerable without such a re- 
lief. And here I.say again, what I recently said 
on the subject of treasury notes, that I sec no rea- 
son why treasury notes should not be issued at 
once, There seems to prevail an idea at the treas- 
ury that the Government should not issue its notes 
as long as it has a dollar in the treasury, and that 
they must spend the six millions, or whatever 
other balance there may be there, before any treas- 
ury note is issued. It was my idea that the 
Government should issue notes while it had 
money under its keeping, and thereby the Govern- 
ment might sustain its credit, But it seems that 
other notions have prevailed. Now, I think that 
for the same reason that this bill will create em- 
| barrassment in regard to a loan, it will create the 
same embarrassment in relation to treasury notes, 
because it will cast discredit. generally upon. all 
securities issued: by: the Government. : 

And now I will callthe attention of the Senate to 
the condition of things as they at present exist, 
and as they will be:. I suppose the warehousing 
| bill is destined to pass into a law. ‘The new tariff 
has become a law, and it has reduced the duties 
to be imposed. Of course the imports for this and 
for the next quarter will be very limited. : Men 
will either not bring in goods at all now, or only 
for the purpose of taking them out to get the bene- 
fit of the drawback, and not to enter them in pay- 
ment of duty. The receipts, therefore, must be 
very small. There is another reason why this will 
fall below the ordinary amount... ‘There is in the 
country a large quantity of goods which have been 
brought in, but not consumed. These will be re- 
exported for drawback, and stored in some neigh- 
boring port until the tariff law goes into effect, 
and then they will be re-imported. All this must. 
create a serious loss to the treasury. And then, 
notwithstanding this, and notwithstanding that 
another large amount of goods which had been 
warehoused will on the 1st of December be taken 
out and entered for duty; and as the articles 
exported for. debenture will: be returning soon 
hafter, the probable receipts of the quarter com- 
mencing on the Ist of January must be very large. 
Yet, I say, notwithstanding this—that is, the very 
time when this law begins to demand that all du- 
| ties shall be paid in specie—just at that time, when 
the amount of importation is at the highest point 
in the whole year, this demand for gold and silver 
meets the importing merchant in theface. Do not 
gentlemen see how serious an inconvenience. must 
| be’ inflicted by such a conjuncture as this? . It is 
| plain that the Government can get no loan at such 
i a time: -It will be as mùch as the banks can do to 
stand. the. call ‘that will be made upon them for 
[specie by their own customers, especially if the 
| importations shall be anything like what is calċu- 
|? lated by the Secretary of the Treasury. And the 
| prospect of such a demand, the knowledge before- 

fand that it may come, will act as strongly against 
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the possibility of a loan as the fact itself. In the 
certain prospect that their specie will be called for, 
to be locked up in Government vaults even for a 
short time, will induce the banks to curtail their 
discounts, and must be productive of very great 
embarrassment, both public and private. 

I say in all seriousness that this should be en- 
titled ‘A bijl to embarrass the treasury in the dis- 
bursement of the public money.” 
both the tariff and the sub-treasury coming into 
practical operation at one time. Is not one of them 
enough to cope with at once? Then weare under 
the pressure of a public war—a war of which none 
can see the end; and it is under these circumstances 
that we have ventured upon an entire change in the 
collection of revenue, and adopted a system wholly 
untried. Is it necessary, on the top of this, to 
introduce another new and untried system in the 
disbursement of ourrevenue? Must we havemore 
experiments? A new system of collection anda 
new system of disbursement? Is this prudent? 

But as I promised when. I rose to detain the 
Senate but for a few minutes, I will not do more 
than put a question or two to gentlemen on the 
other side. 

Will any man say that the public moneys are 
now unsafe? Does any man apprehend that they 
are likely to be lost? [After a pause. | 
will say so. 

I put to gentlemen another question. Is there 
any gentleman here who will say that he believes 
that this law will give any new facilities to the 
Government? [Mr. W. here paused again.] If 
there is, I should like to hear his voice. I shall be 
greatly obliged to him to say so now, and not to 
answer the interrogatory only by crying * ay” on 
the passage of this bill, I greatly fear that I shall 
not hear any other affirmative reply. I doubt if 


there is one gentleman who will or can answer | 


On the | 


either of these questions in the afirmative. 
contrary, I leave it to those who are connected with 
the Administration, and who, from their position, 
live in habits of daily intercourse with those who 
conduct the Government, to say whether it is not 
their own candid opinion that this bill—Admin- 
istration bill though it be—will not prove a help, 
but rather a hinderance to them in the administra- 
tion of our fiscal concerns? : 

. The operation: of this Jaw on the commercial 
community, its strange un-American character, 
have been so fully exposed by the honorable Sen- 
ators from Maine and Connecticut [Mr. Evans and 
Mr. Honrineron] that I will not now enter on 
that part of the subject. 
never did expect that this sub-treasury scheme 
would ever. be revived. 1 had heard of “ Polk, 
Dallas, and the tariff of 742,” but I really never did 
expect to hear of ‘* Polk, Dallas, and the old dead 
sub-treasury.” 

I would move to postpone the further consid- 
eration of this bill to the next Congress but that I 
do not wish to be voted down. I will therefore 
simply throw out the suggestion that it will be for 
the advantage, both of the Government and the 

eople, that it should be so postponed. 

Mr. NILES addressed the Senate in favor of 


the bill; and the debate was further continued by | 
Messrs. EVANS, HUNTINGTON, and SIM- | 


MONS, against it. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he had formerly expressed 
his opinion on this subject, and it was sufficient 
now to say that his opinion remained unchanged. 
When he was up before he had: fully expressed 
his views; time and reflection had only confirmed 
them. He was fully aware that it was at all times 
a very delicate process to separate the Government 
from the banks, and it was especially so in a time of 
war. It was under that impression that he should 
not have objected to the postponement of the pres- 


ent bill if such had been the desire of his political , 
friends; but such was not their desire, and he be- | 


lieved that, in time of war, the process might be 
gone through with. It was under this impression 
that his friends had thought proper, contrary to 
his views,.to put a restriction on the use of treas- 
ury drafts. He thought that was hazardous, even 
in time of peace; it was still more so in war; it 
must increase the difficulty greatly; yet he trusted 
the measure would go into effect. As he was en- 
tirely sincere in believing that the bill, if it became 


a. law, would prove a great benefit to the country, | 


and especially to the manufacturing interest, b 
preventing: those. expansions of bank-issues whic. 


had always proved so injurious and ruinous. to the | 


ere will be | 


Nobody | 


I frankly confess that I} 


———— 


| 
| 
| 


i 
| 
1 


country, he regretted that a just publie opinion in 
regard to it should be put in peril. Ff the present 
war should continue for any time; he did. not doubt 
the Government would be brought into great pe- 
cuniary difficulty, becanse we had not made the 
requisite previous financial preparations. 
there must be. great additional expense, and ‘he 


feared. that. this: would: not be attributed. to ‘its.! 
proper cause, but that the odium. would: be cast. 
where it was not deserved. Seeing that this meas-:, 


ure had been recommended by the President of the 
United States, he was more especially anxious to 
avoid a war, and peculiarly so at this time, because 
he knew it must have an injurious bearing on these 
important. measures. Under this impression, he 
had done what he believed to be his duty towards 
avoiding both the Oregon and the Mexican war. . It 
now remained for him to do his duty in regard to 
this bill. He wished that it should be put ‘into 
operation in the best practicable mode, and he still 
hoped that it would go through successfully... Un- 


der these impressions, he should cheerfully give 


his vote for this bill. He trusted the war would 
be brought to as speedy a termination as the honor 


of the country would admit, and if that should be | 


the case, he had no fears of any reaction. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN said that this sub-treasury || 


scheme was an old acquaintance in the Senate. 
The principle, that the Government must take care 
of itself, and leave the people to take care of them- 
selves, had been announced a good while ago, and 
that was precisely the principle of this bill. ‘The 
maxim, in political economy, had been laid down 


by the President who first introduced this notable | 


plan. He said that the people were in the habit 
of expecting too much from the Government; that 
it was the duty of the Government to take. care of 
itself, and that the people must take care of them- 
selves. This maxim had introduced the old sub- 
treasury bill, and after a severe struggle that bill 
became alaw. And what was the consequence? 
The people, feeling its practical effect, adopted a 
mode of taking care of themselves which was the 
most effectual that could have been devised. They 
turned out the whole Administration, from the 
President downward. Now, said Mr. C., I had 
hoped that a lesson like this would have been re-: 
membered, for that wag the only sensible. conses: 


‘quence that ever knew. to.grow-out. of. this sub- 


treasury scheme.” The Senator from; Missouri, 


(Mr. Benron] has recently brought to light an--! 


other admirable use of it, to which I was a stranger, 
and that was, that it enabled us to pay the poor 
Indians their annuities in depreciated funds. I 
think it will be admitted, that 1f any measure ever 
was rejected by the American people, it is this 
very sub-treasury scheme. Ido not call it the inde- 
pendent treasury; I call it the sub-treasury; and I 


| want its old name retained, that the people may 


know that it is the same thing which was forced 
upon their necks once before, and which they very 
quickly broke to fragments. The object of this 


bill, in technical language, in cabalistic phraseol- | 


ogy, is, to “divorce the Government from the 
banks.” Its true object is, to divorce the people 
from their Government. When this was tried the 
last time, the people did not bear it very well, and 
the result was, that the Government was divorced 


| from the people! And I really must say, that I cannot 


but admire the courage and perseverance of gentle- 
men in bringing forward the scheme again, There 
is, however, I think, some little tremulousness. I 
think I can see a slight wavering; but I do not wish 
to detract from the exalted reputation of gentle- 
men for moral courage. It is certainly very great, 
and if they choose to dare their fate, why, be it so. 
The people have already given judgment on this 
bill; if they have a mind to try it again, let them 
take the consequences. If experience will not 
teach them, itis vain to try any other argument. 
If argument could have ceterred them, sure I am 
that they would have been deterred, for argument 
has been used with unanswerable force. Yet their 
measure seems to beara charmed life. It is the 
result of a party pledge. The Baltimore Conven- 
tion announced to the world that such a law was 


Hence’ 


They confront danger, and ‘bid defiance 
Itis well. -Eet them go on, anid ‘renew. th 
tresses which ‘the country has not yet forgotten; \ 
and the decision of the country ‘will be what it was 
then... The people will: divorcee. them inshort or= ° 
der, - If it is divorce’ that you want, L-yenture to: 
predict your: entire gratificatione: se 
‘Why, sit; nothing was ever: more ridieulous or 
contemptible than-such.a-bill as this. Fhe Sena- 
tor from Maine {[Mr. Evans] was very anxious to: 
pë informed what was the legal-condition of: the 
public money when ‘it was out'of. their vaults and 
safes, which this bill declares ‘to-be the ‘Treasury | 
of. the: United States. : And there ‘seems: but one ` 
way of providing an answer for-his. question; and 
that is; to declare that all: the railroad cars, and all 
the steamboats, big and little, in which any. of the: 
public money is transported, are also the Treasury 
of the United States. If the local presence of pub- 
lic money. can make them the Treasury, they cer- 


| tainly are as fully entitled to be so called as any 


safes or vaults which you can build. : 

It seems. to. me that, beside all the other effects 
of this bill which have been pointed-out,-one result’ 
of it will be that more than one-third of-all the gold 
and- silver in the country must pass through the. 
hands of the: Government ondur Atlantic border.” . 
What will be the consequence of this? ‘The ob-: 
vious consequence must he, that in'that district of 
the country will. be the. great-demand for specie, : 
and'thither. the ‘specie must go` to: meét that de- 
mand. . It will ‘speedily vanish from, all the inte- 
rior; not an eagle will remain there; they will all 
have taken wing for the Atlantic. shores... How 
will our part of the country’ relieve itself from:this 
scarcity of the precious metals?: {T cannot sees for,’ 
the cause being permanent, the drain will be as- 
constant as the flow of-our great: waters.) o 

And, besides. this, the public ‘money in ‘large, 
amounts must remain shut upand totally useless. 
The Secretary of the Treasury says that the Gov-’ 
ernment must always have four or five. millions 
reserved in the Treasuryto, meet contingencies. 
What more? We know that the disbursements: 
will not. always exactly correspond with the col-: 
lections. We have authorized the Government'to: 
issue twelve millions in treasury notes. ° They will: 
help to augment the deposites in the treasury, and > 
even. by Government: drafts the sum- wil gH. 
mented: to. the utmost extent, as far as those drafts 
canbe used. -It ig not, therefore, unsafe to say. 
that there will be not less than ten or twelve mil- 
lions locked up in the sub-treasury. There may 
be vastly more; there cannot well be. much less. 
However, I will not go into the matter further. - It. 
is an old subject, and one well understood. . The: 
bill must pass; there must be an upperas well as 
a nether millstone, or there can be no grinding, 
We have the tariff; we are to have.the sub-treas- 
ury. All we can do is, to give the people warning 
that this is coming upon them, and then to shelter: 
ourselves till the people .shall decide whether the, 
divorce of. the people from the Government shall 
or shall not be answered by a divorce of the Gov- 
ernment from the people. f 

The question was now taken on. the passagé of 
the bill, when it was decided by yeas and nays as ` 
follows: r 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Cass, Chat- 
mers, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houstou, Lewis; 
Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Stur- 
geon, Turney, Westcott, and Yulee—28. ` 

NÁYS—Messrs, Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Ciley; Join 
M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis; 
Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head, Pearce, Phelps, Simmons, Upham, Webster, -and 
Woodbridge—R5. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BREESE expressed the hope that the Sen- 
ate would now take up the graduation bill. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. HANNEGAN expressed himself in favor i 
of taking up the private calendar. . There were, hé 
said, a large number of privateclaims which should 
i have been disposed of long since, and now there. 


creditors of the Government, after. having spent. ; 
| eight months in the city, in many. cases at an 8e: 
| pense nearly equalling the amount of their caiie © 


was a great probability that many. of these honest.” 


the: private calendar. 
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would -be obliged to return to their homes. without 
their cases:being attended to by Congress. 
‘Mr. DIX asked that the bills from the House, 


view to their reference, 
Mr. HUNTINGTON opposed the taking up of 
r The appropriation bills, 
without the passage of which the operations of the 
Government could not proceed, should be the first 
business. 
The CHAIR announced the special order of the 
day to be the naval appropriation bill. - 
‘Mr. HANNEGAN moved to postpone the spet 
cial order, in order to take up the private calendar; 
which was lost, on a division—yeas 20 nays 25. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate now passed to the special order of || 


the day, and took up the navy appropriation bill. 
The question being on an amendment moved by 
Mr. Cameron to an amendment of Mr. Evans, 
fixing the salary of the clerk of the navy-yard at 
$1,200 instead of $1,500, when he performed the 


duty of clerk of the commandant, it was taken | 


and- carried in ‘the affirmative: 
.: Lhe bill was now reported to the Senate. 

“An amendment, moved by Mr. DAVIS, respect- 
ing the navy hospital fund, was non-concurred in, 
because it:had been inserted in another bill. 

> Phe other amendments were all concurred in, 
except-one by. Mr. Manaum, which gave a retro- 
spective operation to that item of the bill which 
allowed passed midshipmen, when doing the duty 
of commanders, to receive commanders’ pay. The 


amendment carried back the operation of the bill || 


to the first of June, 1844. 


Mr. MANGUM explained and defended the | 


amendment, which was opposed by Mr. SEVIER. 
After a brief discussion, in which Messrs. MAN- 
GUM, SEVIER, ALLEN, WESTCOTT, and 
FAIRFIELD, participated, the amendment was 
agreed:to. oo >O G, 
Mr.. YULEE, by direction of the Naval Com- 
mittee, moved the insertion of an item. appropria- 
, ting $150,000 for, the. commencement of a dry- | 
dock in the navy-yard, at Pensacola. 
: Mr. CAMERON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by appropriating $100,000 towards the con- 
struction of a dry-dock at Philadelphia. 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON advocated the motion of 
Mr. Cameron. 
Mr. MANGUM approved. the object of con- 
structing. a dock at Pensacola, but thought the 
state of the finances forbade it for the present. 


Mr. CASS advocated a dock at Pensacola as | 
needed for the Gulf, but wanted to know of what | 


kind it was to be. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD said he should introducea pro- | 
; vision that the plan be left tothe Navy Department. || 
Mr. CAMERON assented to this arrangement |) 


so far as Philadelphia was concerned. 


Messrs.. R. JOHNSON, YULEE, FAIRFIELD, 
and CAMERON, as to the sort of dock to be pro- 
vided. ; 

Mr. EVANS thought that we should appropri- 
ate at this time for no public works but those of 


render it proper. 
Mr. cA 
Philadelphia. 


Mr. DAYTON wished the question left open as 


i 
MERON warmly defended the claims of | 


immediate and pressing necessity. He doubted 1 
the necessity of a dry-dock at Philadelphia, but || 
should be in favor of a substantial stone dock at | sh 
Pensacola as soon as the state of the treasury would 


to which side of the: Delaware the dock at Phila- |! 


delphia should be constructed. 


habits of legislation. which were growing upon | 
Congress, ‘of dispensing with previous readings | 
and the.cormmitment of bills, and introducing im- | 


ortant amendments just before bill passed, often 
in the shape of an ill-considered. proviso. 

Messrs. CAMERON and MANGUM reminded 
Mr. BENTON that the item for a dock at Pensa- 
cola had been fully considered in the Naval Com- 
mittee, and reported by its order. < 
"Mo. YULEE said that all the provisions for dry- 
docks hail -been introduced into appropriation bills, 
and not made the subject of independent legislation. 
A.dry-dock was but an appendage to a navy-yard, 
and did not require a separate bill. 

“Mr, HANNEGAN concurred in the objections 
urged by Mr. Evans and Mr. BENTON. We had 


i 

j 

iH 

f 

Mr. BENTON warmly protested against the | 
J 

tt 


| tract; after 


| FAIRFIELD, ATCHISON, and EVANS, took 


appropriated fifty millions this’ year already, and 


there were. other bills yet to pass that ‘would cover | 


ise ae Q | a million more. 
which were. upon the table, be taken up with a | 


‘Where was. the money to come 
from? There was an establishment at Memphis 
which he was told would require seven millions to 
complete. He had no objection to these appropria- 
tions but the want of money. 

The question being now put on Mr. CAMERON’S 
aniendment for a dry-dock at Philadeiphia, it was 
taken by yeas and nays, as follows: Yeas 26, 
nays 26. ; 

There being a tie, the VICE PRESIDENT 
voted in the affirmative. i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD now moved: another amend- 


li ment for an appropriation of $100,000 for a dry- 


dock at the navy-yard at Kittery, m Portsmouth 
harbor, New Hampshire, afid supported his mo- 
tion by a eulogy on that excellent harbor. 

Mr. EVANS supported the amendment. 

Mr. YULEE. opposed the amendment as un- 


| necessary, a fine dock at Charlestown, in Boston 


harbor, being so near. 

Messrs. ATHERTON and CILLEY briefly 
supported the amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, the 
amendment was rejected—vyeas 21, nays 25. 

The VICE PRESIDENT now stated, that had 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] voted on 
the amendment for Philadelphia, there would have 
been no tie; and as he understood that gentleman 
would have voted in the affirmative, he wished. his 
own casting vote to be considered as withdrawn. 

The Senate readily consented. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD now moved his amendment 
referring the question as to what species of docks 
should be built both at Philadelphia and Pensacola 


to the Navy Department, on the report of a scien- | 


tific commission. 


been made, and the ample reports they had made. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD modified his amendment, | 


leaving out the report of a commission. 

And in this form, after a brief conversation, it 
was agreed to—yeas 22, nays 19. 

Mr. YULEE now stated facts in favor of his 
amendment for Pensacola. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he should be in favor of 
a dock at Pensacola, but he could not go for two 


docks. 

Mr. WESTCOTT was in favor of both, 

The. question then recurring on Mr. Yuuns’s 
amendment, as already amended by. Mr. CAME- 
RON, it was decided by yeas and. nays in the neg- 
ative: Yeas 22, nays 28. 

So both docks were rejected. - 

Mr. YULEE now made another effort for Pen- 
sacola, by moving $100,000. 

Whereupon Mr. CAMERON moved $75,000 


‘| for Philadelphia. 
Some further conversation took place between | 


Mr. Cameron’s was rejected without a count. 
Mr. Yuuue’s was rejected by yeas and nays: Yeas 
23, nays 24. . 

Mr. LEWIS moved an amendment, empowering 
the President to have war steamers built on con- 


Mr. EVANS thought the change much too im- 
portant to be hastily made; if pressed to-night he 
ould vote against it. 

Mr. LEWIS consented to withdraw the amend- 
ment. ; 

A motion was made to adjourn, and negatived. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD moved an additional section, | 
|, appropriating 


$50,000, to enable the Secretary of 

the Navy to test inventions to facilitate the propul- 
sion of vessels, &c. f 

Mr. EVANS and Mr. ALLEN opposed it, and 

it was negatived. f 7 

Mr. LEWIS now renewed his amendment re- 

ing the construction of war steamers by con- 

E a debate in which Messrs. LEWIS, 


part, it was carried by yeas and nays: Yeas 23, 
nays 18. . 

‘An item of $12,000 for repairs of the Sheer wharf 
in Boston harbor was inserted on motion of Mr. 
FAIRFIELD. 


On his motion the item in the House bill to apply | 


the appropriation for Memphis navy. yard to. the 
erection of a ropewalk was stricken out. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN moved. to strike out the 
item in the bill as it came from the House, which 
rohibited the spirit ration. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON earnestly. remonstrated ” 
against, this motion, and read a letter from a naval 
officer which stated the happy effects of dispensing 
with that ration. on-board a Government ship; 
though some, both of the. officers and men, had 
been opposed to it at first, the results convinced 
every man:-on board, and-they returned to port: 
unanimous against the spirit ration. 

The question being put; Mr. Crrrrexpen’s mo- 
tion was carried without a count... So the spirit 
ration was restored. ae . 

Mr. ARCHER moved: to reconsider the vote 


‘striking out the item for‘a-ropewalk at Memphis. 


On this motion a debate of some length arose, in 
which Messrs. ARCHER, TURNEY, ATCHI- 
SON, PEARCE, and BREESE, took part, when 
it was carried: Yeas 21, nays 17. 

So the motion to sirike out was reconsidered, and 
the section was retained in the bill. [It applies the 
appropriation originally intended for a dry-dock at 
Memphis to the erection of a ropewalk, and. was 
treated in debate as amounting to a determination 
that there should be no dry-dock there, Memphis 
is one thousand miles from the ocean.] 

After several minor amendments, which were 
rejected, the question was at length obtained on the 
bill, when it was reada third time and passed. 

And then the Senate adjourned, (a little before 
six o’clock.) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 1, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the special order of yesterday—the bill 
in relation to the warehousing system. 


Mr. McCLELLAND offered a resolution pro- 


i| viding that all debate on the said bill, in. Commit- 
Mr. YULEE opposed the amendment, and re- | 
ferred to the frequent examinations which had || 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, should 
terminate this day at one o’clock. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


Mr. DANIEL moved to postpone the consider- 
ation of the special order. 

The SPEAKER said, the motion would not be 
in order pending the resolution of the gentleman 
from Michigan, (Mr. McCLe.vanp.] 

i Several voices: ** Let that resolution be adopted 
rst.’ 

Mr. DANIEL. With the permission of the 
House, I will state the object of the motion I de- 
sire to. make. . There are some: bills on the private 
calendar, which have been acted on by the Senate, 
and which ought to be acted on by this House. It 
may be that other bills will yet be acted on by the 
Senate, and sent to the House, which may occupy 
the next private bill day. The bill now under dis- 
cussion, and to which the resolution of the gentleman 
from Michigan has reference, is properly.a public 
bill; and, as such, it will be in order to take it up 


| on Monday; but it will not be in order to take up 


the private calendar. If the resolution should- not 
be adopted, I shall move that the House proceed 
to the consideration of the private calendar, with 
a view to take up such bills as have been acted on 


| by the Senate. And, in order to effect that object, 


I shall move to postpone the consideration of 
special order until Monday. | , 

I now move that the resolution. be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. TIBBATTS indicated an amendment, which 
he desired to offer, but which was not now in or- 
der. : 

“And a brief conversation ensued between the 
SPEAKER and Mr. T., as to that gentleman’s 
right to the floor. 

Mr. McCLELLAND asked. the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay the resolution on the table, 
which were orderen; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YVBAS—Messrs. Abbott, Atkinson, Bell, Biggs, Bowlin, 
Milton Brown, William G. Brown, Carroll; Catheart, John 
G. Chapman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dillingham, Edsall, Johu H. Ewing, 
Foot, Graham, Grider, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Joseph Johnson, G. W. Jones, ‘Thomas 
Butler King, Long, McGaughey, Mcllvaine, Marsh, John P. 
Martin, Moscley, Payne, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, 
Root, -Runk, Sawtelle, Schenck, Seaman, Seddon, Sever- 


the 


‘ance, Alexander D., Sims, Thomas Smith, St. Jobn, Sykes, 


Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, Winthrop, and Woodward—a6. 
WAVS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, Blanchard, Boyd, 
Brodhead, Bufington, Wm. W. Campbell, John H. Camp 
bell, Reuben’ Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Culver, Cummins, 
De Mott, Dixon, Dunlap, Erdman, Foster, Fries, Gentry, 
Giddings, Giles, Gordon, Hamlin, Haralson, Hopkins, Geo. 
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S. Houston, S. D: Hubbard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 


James H. Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Lewis, | 


Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, McOrate, McKay, 


Barkley Martin, Mider, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Owen, | 
Parrish, Perril, Perry, Phelps, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, || 
J. A. Rockwell, Sawyer, Scanmmon, L. IL. Sims, Simpson, |} 


Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Williams, 
and. Young—74. y 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 
THE WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 


The question recurring on the adoption of the | 
resolution of Mr MeCLELLAND, 

Mr. ASHMUN called for its reading. 

And the resolution having been again read, 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend it, by providing 
that the further consideration of the bill Should be | 
postponed until the House should be informed 
whether or not the President approved the river | 
and harbor bill. 

The SPEAICIER said the motion was not in or- 
der. ‘ | 

Mr. RATHBUN moved toamend the resolution | 
so as to substitute the hour of twelve for one. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired to move an amend- 
ment providing for the termination of debate on the 
French spoliation bill. 

The amendment was notin order. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. | 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, the House | 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the ! 


j v 


| by adding the following: 


| Istor December next; and, after that time, an annual addi- 


state of the Union, (Mr. Horxixs, of Virginia, in 
the chair,). and resumed the consideration of the.| 
bill to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to provide | 
revenue from imports, and to change and modify | 
existing laws imposing duties on imports and for 
other purposes. ”? 

Mr. J.G.CHAPMAN was entitled to the floor, 


and went into a speech in vindication of the tariff |} 


of 1842, and of the protective system generally. 
Ele denied that the evil results attributed to that 
law by its opponents had been realized, or that 
there was any evidence of a desire on the part of 
the people of the United States for a change in that 
‘law. In the course of his remarks, he alluded to 
the part which this absorbing question had been 
made to play in the canvass which preceded the 
election of the present Executive Magistrate, and 
especially to the false impressions ‘that had been 
made on the people of Pennsylvania by the ¿ry of 
“ Polk, Dallas, and the Tariff of 1849.” 

Mr. McCLELLAND occupied the portion of | 
the hour remaining for debate in a reply to the ob- | 
jections of Mr. Smiru, of Connecticut, to the ware- 
Jouine system, and in a defence of its provisions | 
generally. 

The hour of twelve 
proceeded to vote. ! 
Mr. SEAMAN moved thatthe committee rise, 
with a view to move an extension of the time allow- 
ed for debate. He said that his colleague who sat | 
near him (Mr. W. W. CamesesLL] and himself | 
were disposed to vote for the bill, and were desi- 
rous that an opportunity should be afforded to ex- 
press their views upon it, and he believed many 
other members wished to do the same. He hoped, 
therefore, that the committee would rise, and the 

time fixed for closing debate be extended. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he united with his friend 
from New York in the motion he had made, and 
for the reason given. He was himself desirous 
to be heard on the subject, and to give his views 
on a measure involving consequences so grave 
and important to the trade and welfare of the | 
country. 


having arrived, the committee 


debate, and to be permitted to give his views upon 
the bill before the committee. The motion was 
negatived. 

And the question recurred on Mr. Hiurianp’s | 


motion, made yesterday, to strike out the first sec- {! 


Mr. HILLIARD withdrew the motion. 


Mr. McCLEAN of Pennsylvania, moved to | 


d 

| 

` | 
tion; when ` | 
t 

i 


amend the bill by adding the following: 

“ And be it further enacted, That from and after the Ist | 
December, 1845, in leu of the duties now imposed by law 
on the articies hereinatter mentioned, there shall be levied, | 
collected, and paid, the following duties upon imports, that 
is to say: | 

“Qn iron in bars, blooms, bolts, pigs, rods, slabs, or | 
other form not otherwise provided for, forty per cent. ad | 
valorem. | 


| 
| 
| 
H 
| 


j and had no such affinity to the tariff of duties on 


| object to any further amendments touching the 


| Cuzan’s amendment the following, which was 


“ On castings or manufactures of iron, or of which iron is 
a component material of chier value, forty-five per cent. ad 
alorem. 

“c On coal, coke, 
ad valorem. 

“Ou clothing, ready made, and. weating apparel of every 
description, and on ‘hats, boots, shoes, caps, and all. other 
articles worn by men, women, or children, made wholly or 
in part by hand, fifty per cent. ad valorem? 


Mr. ASHMUN moved to amend the amendment 


and culm of coal, one hundred per cent. 


‘And that the new tariff act passed. at the present session 
of Congress be, and the sume is hereby repealed.” 

Lost: Ayes 64, noes 86. ` 

The question recurred. on Mr, McCre 
amendment. : 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved the following iw place 
thereof: i 
_ ‘Phat the duties on coal, iron, and all manufactures of 
iron or hemp, and on cotton and cotton-bagging, manufac- 
tured of hemp, and ail substitutes theretur, snail be and 
romain the same as those established by the act of 1842, 
with a reduction of thirty per cent. from the rates of said 
act, for and during the term of three years from and. afterthe 


AN’S 


tional reduction of five per cent, until the same is reduced 
to thirty per cent., anything herein or in any other act con- 
tained, to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

Mr. FOSTER then moved the folowing, in 
place of Mr. McCunan’s amendment: 

“ And be it further enceted, That the reduction of duty on 
imported iron and the manufactures of iron, coal, coke, or 
culm of coal, made by the act of 30th July, 1846, shall, in no 
case, fall more than thirty per cent. below the daty on those 
articles imposed by the act of 30th August, 1842.” fi 

Upon the presentation of each of the preceding 
amendments, a question of order was raised as to | 
their relevancy, and the Chairman in each case 
decided that the amendments were in order. The 
bill was intimately connected with the. revenue 
system; indeed, it was a part of the system; its 
very title was to amend the act to provide revenue 
from imports, and to change and modify existing 
laws imposing duties on imports. 

After Mr. Mosrer’s amendment had been voted 
upon— 

Mr. SAWYER rose to a question of order. He 
denied that this was a revenue bill, It simply 
provided for the warehousing or storing of goods, 


imports as to make it a proper vehicle or bill upon 
which to move amendments to regulate the rate of | 
duties on. importations from: foreign countries, | 
The title was illusory, it was fallacious; it wad not 
descriptive of the bill, and he would now formally 


tariff of duties generally, or the duties on any arti- 
cle or class of articles.“ | 
The CHAIRMAN decided against the point | 
raised, for the reasons before given. 
Mr. SAWYER appealed; and the decision of 
the Chair was sustained by the conimittee. 


Mr. STEWART moved to add to Mr. Mc-! 
negatived: 

“ On all wines.and foreign distilled spirits there Shall be a | 
duty of one hundred per cent. ad valorem. 

The question was then put on Mr. McCunan’s 
amendment, and it was rejected, 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved the | 
following, which was negatived: 

“And be it further enacted, That on and after the first day 
of December next there shafl be levied on all tea and cofee 


imported into the United States a duty of twenty per cent. 
ad valorem.” 


Mr. BARRINGER moved to add to the bill the 


following: section, which was negatived: 
8 , 8 


“And be it further enacted, That from and after the first | 


former acts heretofore passed ‘inconsistent herewith be, and. 
thé same. are hereby, repealed.2?- je o oS brags $ 


The bill having been gone through by sections 

Mr, ROCK WELL, ‘of: Connecticut, moved: to- 
strike out the whole bill, after the enacting clause, 
and to insert the following, which was népatived: - 

“That such provisions of the act passed during the pres: 
ent session of Congress, éutitled (An act to reduce the duties 
on imports, and fór other purposes, ag relates to the wares. 
housing of goods or depositing the same in thé publie stores,” 
be, and ‘the sane are-hereby, repealed. And. thatthe laws- 
in forec;at the time of thé passage’ of said. act in rélation.to 
the depositing of goods. in the. publie stores be revived and, 
continued in force.” : À ‘ 


The committee then. ros 
without amendment. : 
Mr. McCLELLAND moved th 
tion; which was ordered: -: i y ; 
And, under its operation, the question was. put 
by yeas and nays on ordering the bill. to a‘ third 
reading, and it was carried in the affirmative, as 
follows: y : if 
YEAS—Messrs. Stephen. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, : 
Bayly, Benton, Bigg, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 
erhott, Brockenbrougl, William G. Brown, Burt, William 
W. Campbell, Cathcart, Augustus A, Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke; Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, : 
Daniel, De Mott, Dromgoole,: Dunlap, Ellsworth, Faran, 
Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles; Goodyear, ‘Gordon, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, “Harmanson; "Henley; Hoge, | 
Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Houston,’ 
Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford; James B; Hunt, Hunter, 
J. H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kaufman, Preston King, Thomas Butler King, 
Lawrence, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCleiland, 
McClernand, MéConnel, MeCrate; Joseph J. McDowell, 
James MéDowell, McKay, John P- Martin, Barkley Martin, i 
Miller, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris; Owen, Par- | 
tish, Payne, Perry, Phelps, Pillsbury; Rathbun, Reid, Relfey’ 
Rhett, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, Sed- : 
on, Alex. D. Sims, Leonard H.:Sims, Simpson, ‘Thomas 
mith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. Jotin,’ Strong, ‘Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, Tredway, Went- 
worth, Wick, Williams, Winthrep, Wood, Woodruff, Wood- 
ward, Woodworth, Yancey,:and Yost—117, : AS: 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Arnold, Ashmun; 
Barringer, Bell, Brodhead, Buffington, Jobn H. Campbell, 
Carroll, John G. Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Cul- 
ver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Edsall, Erdman; John A. Ewing, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Foster, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, 
Grider, Hampton, Hilliard, Elias Bs Holmes, Jobn. Wie 
Houston, Samuel D.. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph k. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, 
Long, McClean, McGaughey, McHeury, Melvaine, Marsh; ; 
Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Ritter, Julius Roek- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Ronk, Truman. Smith, 
Caled B. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Sykes, Tribo- 
deaux, Thomaston, Benjamin Thompson,’ James Thomp- 
son, Tilden, Toombs, ‘Trumbo,, Vinton, Wheaton, White; ; 


Wright, and Young—52.. 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading at this 
time; and having been read a third time, and ‘the 
question being on its passage, 
| Mr. McCLELLAND demanded the previous. 
question. 

There was a second. The main question was 
ordered; and, being taken, the bill was passed. 

The title was amended to read as follows: 


An act to amend an act entitled: “An act to provide revenue 
from imports, and to.change and modify existing laws im-, 
posing dutieson imports, and for other. purposes.” 


Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the bill had been passed, and 
| demanded the previous question; under the opera- 
| tion of which the vote was taken, and thé motion 
to reconsider was rejected. 


Mr. DANIEL moved that the House proceed 
| to the consideration of Senate bills on the private 
| calendar; but waived the motion to enable 
| Mr. HUNGERFORD to report back, from. the 
Committee of Ways and Means, Senate bill No. 
30, with amendments. ie: 
The question then recurred ‘on the motion of 


eand ‘reported the bill. 


e previous ques- 


t 
3 


of Deceniber next salt shall be duty free.” 


Mr. WINTHROP moved to add the following 
section, which was negatived: 

“And be it further enacted, That so much of the act of the | 
30th of August, 1842, and so much of the tenth section of 
tue act of 3d March, 1845, es provide that two-and-a-half | 
per centum on all drawbacks shail be retained for the use of 
the Government, be, and the same are hereby, repealed,” 

Mr. SEAMAN moved the following, to come 
in at the close of the 3d section, which was nega- | 

. a 
tived: 
i) 


| 
3 
H 
i 
| 


i 
i 
i 
{ 
| 
| 
i 
i 


« And be it further enacted, That no goods shall be ware- |! 


housed or admitted iuto or allowed to remain in the public i 


stores, unless the importer, or other persons claiming to de- | 


posite the same in any warehouse, shall first specify in any 
nvoice of said goods deposited with the colleetor of the | 
port, what portion of said goods are intended for exporta- 
tion, and also what portion arc intended to be withdrawn 
for Consumption. And that no goods shall be allowed to be | 
withdrawn from any warehouse for exportation or consump- ; 
tion, unless so specified as aforesaid at the time of adimit- 
ting the same to the warehouse; and that so much of all 


i 


| Mr. DANIEL. 

| Mr. DROMGOOLE made an ineffectual attempt: 

| to take up the bill relating to the Madison Papers. 
A motion to adjourn was made; and rejected. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House then proceeded to. the consideration 
of Senate bills on the private calendar. 

The following bills were read a third time, and 
passed. f 
we resolution for the relief of Putney and Rid- 

e 

An act to provide for the final settlement-of | the 
accounts of John Crowell, late agent of the Creck 
Indians. 3 

An act for the relief of Ebenezer Ballard. 

An act for the relief of James Low. ` 


Mr. CATHCART, by leave, from the Commit- 


i 
i 
i 


| tee on Indian Affairs, to which was. referred: : 
ii bill from the Senate entitled *‘An act for the relief 
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, of James Ervin and. others, of Arkansas,”? report- 
ed the same with-an amendment: left upon the 
Speaker’s table. 5 : 
~The Senate bill for the relief of Harriet Ward 

-ame upon its third reading. 

. Several motions to adjourn, &c., were made and 

rejected, 

«Fhe reading of the report was called for and 

objected to. 

; And the question: being put, the House, by yeas 

| 69, nays 84, refused to hear the report. 

ite GORDON moved to lay the bill on the 
table.: 

=< The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; 
and, being taken, were—yeas 36, nays 99. 

So the bill wa not laid on the table. 
The question recurring on ordering the bill to a 
third reading, r 
Mr: 8. ADAMS opposed it, and as a part of his 
speech sent ‘to the Clerk’s table a report; which 
was read. 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded. : 
The main question was ordered; and, being 
taken, the bill was ordered to its third reading. 
-On the passage of the bill no quorum voted. 
And, after some proceedings, 


; The question was again taken, and the bill was | 


passed... 
oS) THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


A message was received from the Senate inform- 
ing the House of the passage of this bill with cer- 
tain amendments. 

The amendments were referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, on motion of Mr. McKAY, 
and were ordered to be printed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the support 
ef the army for the fiscal year ending 30th June: 
1847; was received from the Senate, with a mes- 
sage setting forth that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate had met the conferees on the part 
of the House, and, after free and full discussion on 
the subject. of said disagreeing votes, had: been un- 
able to come to an agreement. The conferees had, 
therefore, recommended to the Senate to adhere to 
its amendments disagreed to by the House, and to 
its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate. And this report 
the Secretary notified the House that the Senate 
had agreed to. 

Mr. HeKAY, from the managers on the part 
of the House at the conference, then reported that 
they had been unable to come to any agreement 
with the managers on the part of the Senate, and 
recommended— 

“That the House further insist on its amendment to the 
first amendment of the Senate, and also insist upon its dis- 
agreement to the remaining amendment of the Senate, and 

sk another free conference on the subject of the former 
onference.*? 

Mr. ASHMUN said he wished it to be under- 
stood that this was not the report of the whole 
number of managers on the part of the House: it 
was the report of the majority only. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was not in order to 
make this declaration. 

Mr. ASHMUN. It is in order. 

The SPEAKER stated the rule of proceeding in 
cases where committees of conference had been 
unable to agree, and in the case of an adherence 
on the part.of one House; when 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House recede 
from its amendment to the amendments of the Sen- 


ate; as algo from its disagreement to those amend- ;| 


ments of the Senate to. which the Senate have ad- 
hered. ae 
{The effect of this motion, if carried in the afirm- 
ative, would be finally to pass the bill.] i 
Mr. DROMGOOLE desired that the question 
be taken separately on receding on each pending 
amendment, saying there were some which he was 
disposed to recede from, and others he would not. 
The SPEAKER said that the question was not 
susceptible of division, and rust be taken asa 
| whole; and -by a single vote; and explained the 


reasons which prevented the division, and referred || 


to the Pa¥liamentary Manual in support of the 
` decision. : 


Mr. DROMGOOLE ‘would ‘not assent to ‘the | 


decision, and took an appeal. , 
The Speaker’s decision was sustained by alarge 


majority. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE then asked to be excused 
from voting'on the question to-recede..: His request 
was granted. 

And the question was taken on Mr, Asumun’s 
motion to recede; and it was, negatived—Yeas 67, 
nays 69. $ 

A further conference was then asked by the 
House of the Senate on the subject of the amend- 
ments to this. bill; and managers were ordered to 
be appointed on the part of the House: 

"The amendments of the Senate to the. sub-treas- 
ury bill were then taken up. and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

And the House adjourned until Monday. 


Y IN SENATE. 

3 Moxpay, August 3, 1846. 

: ‘Mr. HOUSTON presented a petition of. Wil- 
| liam L. S. Dearing, asking remuneration for his 
expenses in fitting out a volunteer company to 
serve in the Seminole war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


| The President laid before the Senate a report 
|| from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, made in com- 
1 pliance with a resolution of the Senate asking for 
|| Information in relation to frauds committed upan 
|| the revenue by recent importations of sirup as mo- 
lasses from the West Indies; which was.laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 
‘| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
|| directed to report to the Senate, at the next session 
|| of Congress, a statement of the exports from the 
United States of imported merchandise under the 
act of Congress approved March 3d, 1845, entitled 
«An act allowing a drawback upon foreign mer- 
chandise exported in the original packages to Chi- 
huahua and Santa Fé, in Mexico, and to the Brit- 
ish North American provinces adjoining the United 
States,” from the passage of said act to the 30th 
September, 1846, showing the amount of deben- 
tures paid, and distinguishing the ports or places 
in the adjoining provinces to which said exports 
have been made, and how much to each port or 
place, and the description of merchandise exported 
to each port or place. 


i} Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution; 
|| which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of estab- 
lishing in the State of Texas such Indian agencies 


al 
[i 
| 
i 
ji 
if 
te 


| may require. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate proceed- 
| ed, as in committee of the whole, to the consider- 
| ation of the House act to repeal an act entitled 
| ** An act for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of 


| March 3d, 1843, and for other purposes; which | 
| was reported to the Senate without amendment, | 
ordered to a third reading, read a third time, and | 
| passed. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back the bill for the relief of Abra- 
1am Horback, with an amendment. 
| Mr. A. also, from the same committee, reported 


i 
l á j 
i| and passed to a second reading. ; | 
|. My, A., further, from the same committee, to | 

| whom was referred the petition of the executor of | 
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į to: 
| "Resolved, That the petition of Kingsley B. Gibbs, 
|| executor of Zephaniah Kingsley, deceased, and 
|! the accompanying documents, be referred to the 
I Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney Gen- 
| eral of the United States, to report thereon to the 
|| Senate, on the first day of the next session of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, asked that said committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
“petitions of citizens of Ohio, for an increase of the 


widow of John Lord; Ann Dodd, widow of a rev- 
olutionary soldicr; Sarah Overbagh , widow of Jer- 
; Maria Ostrander, widow of aj 
Benjamin Watson; 


emiah Overbagh; A 
revolutionary soldier; and 
which was agreed to. 


i 
F 
1 
| pension allowed to Samuel Halls Lydia Lord, 
| 
i 
| 
i 


4 


as the situation of the Indian territory in that State |j 


! 
7 


‘Mr.-BREESE, from the Committee on the Ju~ 
diciary, to°whom was referred’ the House biH“ to 
protect the rights: of American citizens residing in 
the territory of the United States west of the Rocky. 
Mountains, reported.it back with an amendment. 

Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill in.relation to claims for 
losses sustained by Indian depredations and other- 
wise in thé late Seminole wars: : 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of John `G: Baldwin, owner of 
the Spanish brig Gil Blas; which was. read, and 
passed to the second reading: ; 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, the 
Senate proceeded, as in committee of the whole, to 
the consideration. of -the ‘ bill to provide for the 
confirmation of certain ‘settlement claims in the St. 
Helena land district, in Louisiana,” which was 


| reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 


The act making appropriations for certain de- 
fensive works of the United States for the year 
ending June 30, 1847, was read a second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The bill to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to 
provide revenue from imports, and to change and 
modify existing laws imposing duties on imports, 
and for other purposes,” was taken up, and the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives 
to the title was concurred in. 

The “ bill to.proyide for the payment of the evi- 
dences of public debt in certain cases,” which had 
been returned from the House with an amendment, 
was taken up for consideration. : 

Mr. EVANS said that the amendment provided 
for the taking evidence in relation to the subject of 
the bill in a very loose, unsatisfactory manner, and 
he therefore moved that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment by the House; which motion was 
adopted. 

The (Senate) bill granting a pension to Richard 
Elliott, which ‘was returned from the House of 
Representatives, said House having resolved to 
insist on their amendment to said bill, was taken 
up for consideration; and, 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, That a committee of conference on the 
part of the Senate be appointed by the Chair, to 
confer with a similar committee of the other House, 
upon the disagreeing votes. 

A message was. recéived from’ the: House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed sundry private bills. aay 

Also, announcing that said House had resolved 
further to insist in its disagreement to certain ac- 
tion of the Senate upon the army appropriation 
bill, and asked a further conference’ in relation to 
the disagreeing votes. 

The army appropriation bill, just returned from 


| the House, was then taken up for consideration. 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved that another committee 
of conference be appointed by the Chair; which 
motion was agreed to. 3 

LAND GRADUATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill. to reduce 
and graduate the price of the public lands, and for 
other purpose. j 

Mr. SIMMONS moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the Committee on the Publie Lands by 
inserting what the reporter could not hear, from 


l| the nòise in the gallery; but, after a debate, in 


which Messrs. BREESE, HUNTINGTON, 
CRITTENDEN, DAVIS, YULEE, SPEIGHT, 
JOHN M. CLAYTON, SIMMONS, and others, 
participated, on the subject of the amendment to 
the amendment of the House, which was to strike 
out the word “twenty” from the first clause, and 
insert “ fifteen,’? so that all lands offered for sale 
for fifteen years or more on the ist December, 
1846, shall be subject to entry at one dollar per, 
acre, &c., Mr. Summons’s amendment was ruled 
out of order, and the question was taken on agree- 
ing to the amendment.of the Senate, to the amend- 
ment of the House, and it was decided as follows: 

YEAS_-Mesérs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, 
Turney, Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yulee—28. 

NAYS —Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Cameron, Cilley, John 
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M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, 
Dayton, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Maryland, Mangum, Miler, Morchead, Niles, Pearce, 
Phelps, Simmons, and Upham—23. 

The second amendment proposed by the Senate 
was to strike out the second section of the bill as 
amended by the House, which says “that the 
‘quantity of land which the President of the Uni- 
“ted States shall hereafter proclaim and offer for 
*sale'in any one year shall not exceed three mil- 
*lions of acres,” and to insert a clause in lieu 
“thereof, to the effect that, after the Ist December, 
1846, all land offered for sale for fifteen years or 
more on the Ist of December, 1851, shall then be | 
subject to graduation and entry, in like manner 

. and at like periods of five years; and that all pub- 
‘lic lands which shall have been offered for sale for 
fifteen years or more at the next succeeding period, 
or any subsequent one, shall be subject in like 
manner to graduation and entry at like periods of 
five years, as they consecutively occur: Provided, 
That no one person, under the provisions of this | 
act, shall be authorized to purchase more than one | 
section at the lowest rate of fifty cents per acre. 

On this question the yeas and nays were demand- 
ed, and it was decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs, Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, Col- |} 
quitt, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, John- ; 
son of Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland,’ Lewis, McDuifie, 
Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Turney, Westcott, Wood- || 
bridge, and Yulee—-29. |i 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Cameron, Cilley, John 7 
M. Clayton, Thos, Clayton, Corwin, Dayton, Evans, Greene, | 
Huntington, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, | 
Phelps, and Upham—-1&. 

The amendment of Mr. Simmons was then offer- |! 
ed, but it was decided in the negative: Yeas 29, 
nays 26. 

An amendment was offered by Mr. WEST- | 
COTT, bat it did not prevail: Yeas 17, nays 22. 

After which the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. EVANS moved to take up the bill to remit 
the duty on certain railroad iron. 

The motion was advocated by Messrs, EVANS, 
BERRIEN, CALHOUN, and others, and opposed | 
by Messrs. DAYTON, MILLER, ALLEN, and 
others. 

The question having been taken on the motion 
of Mr. Evans, it was decided.in the affirmative: 
Yeas 16, nays:13....- ae Se se 

The bill was then passed. ; 

[Several messages in writing were received from |! 
the President of the United States. ] f 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS., | 


On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the Senate proceeded 1 
as in committee of the whole to the consideration l 
of the “Bill making appropriations for the civil! 
and diplomatic expenses of Government for the | 


year ending the 30th day of June, 1847, and for |! 


| 
il 
| 
other purposes, ”” 1 
All the amendments of the committee were con- j 
curred in; some of them having been further j| 
amended. 4 
Among the amendments to the amendments of i| 
the committee, was one appropriating $30,000 for || 
the purchase of the two bridges over the Eastern |} 
Branch, in the city of Washington; these bridges || 
to be toll free hereafter. 


i 


JOHNSON, was agreed to: Ayes 22, noes 11. i 
| 


cutive business. 
After a short time so spent, the doors were | 
opened, and H 
The Senate adjourned. 


[The following portion of the proceedings of the 


iy 
1} 


Senate of the 234 July should have been inserted || 
on page 1132 of the Congressional Globe, imme- | 
and | 

H 


diately after the remarks of Mr. CAMERON, 
before those of Mr. Aruertox.] 

Mr. SEVIER briefly replied. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he was a Whig, so ij 
called, but Democratic enough to allow the people || 
to decide these great questions, and to allow their i 
voice to be heard. He added a few remarks, |i 
alleging deception on the part of the Democratic :| 
party in the manner in which, the question was | 
put to the people of Pennsylvania before the last | 


election. H 


|| deceived as was allegéd -in ‘relation to` Mr: Polk’s 


‘| Many other important questions entered into that 


‘| Wesster] himself doubted the attachment of Mr. 
Clay to the tariff. The doctrine of Pennsylvania || 


Me, 


; such an opinion. ‘There were undoubtedly other 


: ita question of order whether this discussion should 


| Mr. JARNAGIN: made a few remarks, in the Mr: CLAYTON, 


eourse of which he asked the Senator from Arkan 
sas if he understood the * Kane letter” as embody- 
ing Mr. Polk’s creed with regard to free trade? 
Mr. SEVIER replied that he regarded that letter 
as the echo of James K. Polk’s.politi¢al principles 
on free trade, which he had consistently advocated 
for years. meee 
Mr: WESTCOTT ‘made a few remarks; and: 
said if the people of Pennsylvania were so casily, 


views, he-could place little confidence in memorials 
which might have been the result ofa panic cre- 
ated by Washington letters written by politicians, 
representing the tariff as a very horrible bill, which 
would ruin them, That might have been the’origin 
of all these meetings and resolutions. 

Myr. R. JOHNSON asked the gentleman from 
Arkansas if he believed that the ‘Kane letter” 
was intended to satisfy the people.of Pennsylvania | 
that Mr. Polk was in favor of free trade? : 

Mr. SEVIER asked the Senator if he did not 
believe Mr. Polk was a free-trade man? 

M. JOHNSON. Not from the “ Kane letter.” 

Mr, SEVIER. It is as much a free trade letter | 
as any speech he ever made was a free-trade 
speech. 

Mr. STURGEON then said that the democracy 
of Pennsylvania had never declared themselves | 
free-trade men in the ordinary acceptation of that 
term. They regatded James K. Polk as a tariff | 
man under the construction of the “ Kane letter.” 
He protested against the idea cntertained on the 
opposite side, that the presidential election in 
Pennsylvania had turned on the tariff question. 


struggle. As to Mr. Clay and the tariff, there was 
a time when the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


always had been what it was now—a tariff for 

revenue with incidental protection; and: therefore 

they were opposed to the new bill, which would 

not raise adequate revenue, and did not afford pro- 

tection. It was no time to reduce the tariff when 

the Ne was borrowing ten millions every 
ays. 


: Lam speaking tothe ques: | 
tion of order. There: ig no -rule which’ revents ` 
me from replying to remarks imadé-on' the ‘other. 


side; and-that:is what T am about to dow Besides; > 
there is a motion pending to refer thesé documents... 
to the Committee-on Printing. e0 oe oo oo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER stated, in refer= 
ence to thé question of order, that, upon the mdtion» 
to refer. the papers. to the Committee: on Printing, 
a pretty broad and discursive range of dbservations 
‘had been indulged in by the Senator: froni Arkan: 
sasand others, by general acquiescence; and it cer- 
| tainly would not be vinterfered with by the. prë- 
siding. officer unless he’ were: overruled by: the: 
Senate. a Tien WE Ge 

Mr. CLAYTON progecdéed: Me had no doubt. 
that the Senator from Ohio-and ‘others: upon: that 
side would be very glad to arrest the debate; ‘but 
he did not. feel disposed to indulge them; The: 
Senator from Arkansas had seemed to treat the 
petitions coming from the people of Pennsylvania 
asa joke. The Senator had said it was a very, 
very good joke, that every morning they had pray- 
ers by the Chaplain; and then a: sort of. funeral 
dirge for the ‘anticipated misfortunes. of the coun: 
try. He did not know that they had any funeral 
dirge; but they had been accustomed; and he'hoped 
the custom would continue, to hear the prayers of - 
the people. The honorable Senator did not séem 
to relish those prayers. SEN ane ot 

Mr. SEVIER, They. are quite amusing.  : 

Mr. CLAYTON said he thought: the time was 
not very far: distant when. the honorable Senator 
would discover that there was something else than 
a joke in all this. The Senator paraded his:'own - 
| opinion that Pennsylvania would: vote the Demo- 
| cratic ticket, free-trade ticket, and all, and seemed 
inclined to think. that she would: have done so in 
1844, even if she had known thé course which the 
Administration was about to adopt. “That was'a 
| matter which, of course, could not. be determined 
either by: the honorable Senator or himself. But. 
his wish was, that Pennsylvania should hear the 
opinion. which had Pad le gn by the-honor~ : || 
able Senator, from one end. of the. State: to. the’ 
other, That there was wilful deception practised; 
in regard to this: matter, he had reason to knows 


SPEIGHT here moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the, table. 


A division was called for, and the motion was | 


negatived—yeas 21, nays 20. : 

Mr. J.M. CLAYTON desired to know from 
the Senator from Pennsylvania whether he be- 
lieved that the State of Pennsylvania would have | 
voted for Mr. Polk if it had been supposed that | 
he would recommend the passage of such a bill as 
this? 

Mr. STURGEON replied that it was impossible | 
for him to tell how a majority would have voted in | 
such a case. 

Mr. CLAYTON, 
ion. 

Mr. STURGEON. There are between three | 
and four hundred thousand voters in Pennsylvania; 
how many would have voted for Mr. Polk under | 
this view of the case, and how many would not, | 
it is, of course, impossible for me to say. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The honorable Senator will 
not give it as his opinion, then, that the. State 
would have gone for Mr. Polk. 


Task the gentleman’s opin- 


I think the hon- 4 


and he believed that the Senators from Pennsylva-. 
nia:were perfectly well aware that this was the cas 
The people of that State were now:hélding tn 
meetings, and declaring: that they had been de- 
ceived. Did Senators suppose that all this was a 
mere joke? Was it anything else than adown- 
right insult to the people of Pennsylvania. to tell 
them that their representations were only a joke— 
only a matter of amusement to Senators? i; 

There was no reason to doubt that there was à 
panic in Pennsylvania; not a Whig panic, but a 
Democratic panic; as. the honorable Senator who 
presented these memorials had justly said; a panic 
which had arisen because their dearest interests 
were assailed. 

[Mr. C. produced various statistical tables, show- 
ing the degree of interest which Pennsylvania had’ 
in the question of protection.] 

If the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania had 
any more jokes of a similar kind to indulge in 
to-morrow, he would be happy to hear them. He’ 
hoped the Senator would not be deterred from 
amusing the Senate with them.* And he must here 


orable Senator is right not to venture such an 
opinion. Į think no intelligent man would venture | 


questions entering into the presidential contest be- ! 
sides the tariff. But I think that no man knows 
betier than the honorable Senator himself that it 
was upon this great and absorbing question chiefly 
that the election turned. 

Mr. ALLEN said it was not his custom to in- 
terfere with the course of debate generally, but he 
did think that a due regard to the business which 
remained to be done required that they should 
employ the brief remaining time of the session in 
some other way than in discussing this question 
during the morning hours. He therefore made 


be allowed to continue. 
Mr. CLAYTON said the honorable Senator had 
certainly a right to raise the question of order, but 


his doing so indicated very distinctly an indisposi- || 


tion, an unwillingness that the question should be |, b f o 
{i States who shall have been previously elected; to the. said 


thoroughly discussed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. A question of | 


order is raised by the Senator from Ohio. 


| be permitted to express his surprise at the manner 
in which the Senator from New Hampshire had 


introduced some tariff memorials this morning, 


Monpay; August 3, 1846. 
The Journal of Saturday was read (in part) and 


approved. 


i 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| PEDRES 

| «s HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i 

| “Mr. HUNT, of New York, 


| (objections being’ 
| made,) moved to suspend the rules to enable him 
| to offer. the following joint resolution: ee 


_ A JOINT RESOLUTION to amend the Constitution of the a 
United States. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of 


Representatives of the 
| United States of mi A 


F 

| 

| 

i America in Congress assembled, (two-thirds 
| of both Houses concurring,) That the’ following amendment 
| of the Constitution of the United States be proposed to the 
| several States to be valid to all intents and purposes as part 
| of said Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures: of 
| three-fourths of the said States, viz: No. person shall he” 
; hereafter eligible to the office of President of the United 


office, and who shall have accepted the same, or exercised | 
the powers thereof? <e The President shall not nominat 
{or appoint to any offices, civil or military, any! member 
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» either House of Congress, nor any person who. shall have | 
been. a member of either’ House of Congress at any time 
during the official term of such President.” 
_ Mr. SEAMAN inquired if this was not resolu- 
tion day? o 
_. The SPEAKER replied, it was by the rules. of 
the House. 
Mr. SEAMAN. I hope the Speaker will pro- 
‘eeed to call the Siates in order for resolutions. 
. Mr. DROMGOOLE hoped: not. There were 
amportant bills pending between the two. Houses, 
“which it was important to attend to. He was 
now instructed to report one from the Committee 
of: Ways and Means. 

Mr. HUNT insisted upon his. motion, and de- 
manded the yeas and nays thereon. 

The House refused to order the yeas and nays, 
and the question being taken, the rules were not 
suspended. 

So the resolution of Mr. Hunt was not received. 

On motion of Mr. DODGE, the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in relation to certain moneys depos- 
iied with the late register of the land office at Fair- 
field, Iowa, was referred to the Committee on |! 

: Pubie Lands. 


: oo RESOLUTIONS. 

“Mr. DODGE (Iowa being first in order in the 
call for resolutions) offered the following, and de- 
manded the previous question thereon: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be autho- 
rized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund 
to the officers, clerks, messengers, pages, and labor- 
ers of this House, the same compensation that has 
been heretofore paid to the same persons in the 
Senate. 


Mr. McK AY objected to the resolution, and read 
a former law against it; and after further conversa- 
_ tion by Mr. ASHIMUN and others, 
`. The question was taken on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, and the vote stood ; 
ayes 86, noes 24—no quorum. voting. 
Mr. WOODWORTH. called for.a re-count. | 
Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the solution be 


laid on the table, and asked the yeas and nays, || 


which were ordered. 
Mr. McHENRY called for the reading of the 


Mr. ATKENSON suggested to the mover so to |; 
modify the resolution as to state what the compen- 


sation allowed by the Senate was, otherwise gen- |! 


tlemen would be voting in the dark. | 


Mr. MeCONNELL objected. 2 
Mr. G. DAVIS moved -a suspension of the 


|| rules. 


Mr. McCONNELL asked the yeas and nays; 


which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy. Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Brodhead, Buffington, Wiliam 
W., Campbell, John H. Campbell, Cocke, Cranston; Crozier, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dromigoole, John H. 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, 
Goodyear, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, 
Harper, Hilliard, Elias’ B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph K.. Ingersoll, Daniel P., King, Preston 


| King, Lewis, Levin, Long, James McDowell, McGaughey, 


McHenry, Mclivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Owen, Par- 


į rish, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John 


A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Truman 
Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Stewart, 
Sttohm, Thibodeaux, Benjamin Thompson, Thurman, 
Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, ‘Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, 
White, and Winthrop—79, 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- 
inger, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
Brockenbrough, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Constable, 
Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, De Mott, Dobbin, Dunlap, 
Edsall, Erdman, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, 
Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
Qubard, James B. Tfunt, Jenkins, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, 
Lawrence, Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, 
MeClernand, MeConnell, McCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Moulton, Niven, 
Norris, Payne, Perrill, Perry, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbun, 
Reid, Relfe; Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, St. John, Strong, Sykes, Thomasson, Jacob 
Thompson, Tredway, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wood, 


| Woodward, Woodworth, and Yost—s6. 


So, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 
not received. 


rolled Bills, made a report. 


question: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be directed to furnish to such members 
of the present House of Representatives as have 
not received them, such books as were furnished 
to the members of the last Congress, including the 


|| 5th volume of the Debates on the Federal Consti- 
i tution; and that the books now remaining on hand ; 
resolution; which was again read. ji 


be employed to that purpose, as far as they go: 
Provided, That this resolution shall not be so con- 


books. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the resolution 
be laid on the table. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH inquired if the resolu- i 
tion had been received? i 
The SPEAKER said that the resolution coming |; 
from the Territory of Iowa was in order, this being | 
resolution day. ; i i 
The question, **ShalJ the resolution be laid on |: 
the table?” was then taken, and the vote stood yeas 

57, nays 91. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, — i ; H 
Mr. BRODHEAD desired to offer an amend- 
ment. | 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order pend- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

The question was then taken on the demand for |; 
the previous question, and there was a second. 

And the main question, on the adoption of the 
resolution, was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON asked the yeas.and 

“nays, which were ordered. 

* Mr: MeKAY asked that the law might be read. | 
Objected to. ; By 
The question, “Shall the resolution be adopted? 

was then taken, and the vote stood yeas 75, nays 

77. : : 

So the resolution was rejected. 


TREASURY, DRAFTS. 


_Mr: G. DAVIS asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read for information: 

"Resolved, That a select committee of five be ap- 
“pointed to:ingquire whether the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment-has not caused: to be stamped, in the form of |; 
bank notes or some other form, treasury drafts for || 


i 
i 
f 
} 


various and small sums, and placed. large.amounts | 
thereof inthe hands of disbursing officers and othey |! 
agents, to be used and paid out on account of the |; 
- Government as money; and that said committee | 
have power to send for persons and papers. j 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
H 
t 
i 


! manded the yeas and nays, which were ordered; 
! and, being taken, were yeas 89, nays 73. 


Mr. McKAY asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, were, yeas 69, 
nays 96. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


difficult to hear the answers of members. 
A pause ensued. 


The SPEAKER stated that when conversation | 


was suspended, the Clerk would proceed with the 
call of the roll. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired whether there was | 


any particular limit within which members might 
i 


business of the House? ; 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not prescribe 
the exact limit. 

In due course of time the call of the roll was re- 
sumed and concluded.] | 

And the question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, there was a second. _ 

And the main question (on the adoption of the 
resolution) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. G. W. JONES and Mr. S. ADAMS de- 


So the resolution was adopted. _ : 
Mr. ASH MUN moved a reconsideration of. the | 


| vote, and demanded the previous question, which 


was seconded; and the question being taken under 


| its operation, the vote was not reconsidered. 


THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 


A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 
Esg., his Private Secretary, informing the: House 
that the President had approved and signed certain 
hills. j 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- | 


Mr. MARTIN, of Wisconsin, offered the fol- | 
lowing resolution, and demanded the previous į 


strued as to authorize the reprinting of any of said | 


ndulge in conversation to the suspension of the | 


The. Secretary also stated that he was directed 


| by the President to.deliver to the House of Repre- 


sentatives.a message mM writing. 


[Several voices: «Well, let’s have the niessage in 
writing.’ ‘Phis message was a veto on the river 


and harbor bill.] ELR E 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. LIGON offered a résolution: providing that 
the House would resolve itself:into Committee of 


‘the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the 


consideration of the bül in relation to. French spo- 
ations prior to. 1800, and that: all debate thereon 
should cease at two.o’clock this day: ts 
Some conversation followed ona point of order. 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved that the. resolu- 
tion be laid on the table. 
Which motion having been agreed to, the reso- 


‘| lution was laid on the table: ` 


THE VETO. 


Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the message in 
writing from the President of the United States be 
now taken up and read. ; 

Mr. ROOT objected. . i 

On motion of Mr. TIBBATTS, the rules of the 
House were suspended for the purpose, and the 
message was read as follows: $ 


To the House of Representatives: 

I have considered the bill entitled “An act ma- 
king appropriations for the improvement of certain 
harbors and rivers” with the care which its im- 

ortance demands, and now return the same to the 

ouse of Representatives in which it originaled, 
with my objections to its becoming a law. The 
bill proposes to appropriate one million three hun- 
dred and seventy-eight thousand four hundred and 
fifty dollars to be applied to more than forty dis- 
tinct and separate objects of improvement. . On 
examining its provisions, and the variety of objects 


`of improvement which it embraces, many of them 


of a local character, it is difficult to conceive, if it 
shall be sanctioned and become alaw, what practi- 
cal constitutional restraint can hereafter be imposed 
upon the most extended system of internal improve- 
ments by the Federal Government in all parts. of 
the Union. The Constitution has not, inmy judg- 
ment,eonferred upon the Federal Government the 
power to construct works of internal improvement 
within the States, or to appropriate money from 
the treasury for that purpose. | That this bill as- 
sumes for. the Federal Government the; right to 
exercise this. power, cannot,I think, be doubted. 
‘The approved course.of the Government, and the 
deliberately-expressed judgment ofthe people, have 
denied the existence of such a power under the Con- 
stitution. - Several of my predecessors have denied 
its existence in the most solemn forms. 

The general proposition that the Federal Govern- 
ment does not possess this power is so. well settled, 
and has for a considerable period been so generally 
acquiesced in, that it isnot deemed necessary to 
reiterate the arguments by which it is sustained, 
Nor do I deem it necessary, after the full and elab- 
orate discussions which have talen place before the 
country on this. subject, to do more than state the 
general considerations which have satisfied me of 
the unconstitutionality and inexpediency of the 
exercise of such a power. 

It is not questioned that the Federal Government 
is one of limited-powers. Jts powersare such, and 
such only, as are expressly granted in the Consti- 
tution, or are properly incident to the expressly 
granted powers, and necessary to their execution. 
In determining whether a given power has been 
granted, a sound rule of construction has beer laid 
down by Mr. Madison. That rule is, that “ when- 
‘ever a question arises concerninga particular pow- 
‘er, the first question is, whether the power be 
‘ expressed in the Constitution. If it be, the ques- 
‘tion is decided. If it be not expressed, the next 
< inquiry must be, whether it is properly an incident 
‘ to an expressed power; and necessary to its execn- 
‘tion. Hf it be, it may be exercised by Congress. 
< If it be not, Congress cannot-exercise it’? Itis not 
pretended that there is any.express grant in the 


| Constitution conferring on Congress the power in 


question. Is it, then, an incidental power, neces- 
sary and proper for the execution of any of the 
granted powers? All the- granted powers, it ig 
confidently affirmed, may be effectually executed 
without the aid of sich an incident. . “A power, 
‘to be incidental, must. not be exercised for ends 
‘which make it a principal, or substantive power, 
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‘ independent of the principal power to which it is 
‘an incident.” It is not-enough that it may be 
regarded by Congress an convenient, or that its ex- 
ercise would advance the public weal. It must be 
necessary and proper to the execution of the princi- 


pal expressed power to which it is an incident, and | 


without which such principal power cannot be car- 
ried into effect. ‘The whole frame of the Federal 
Constitution proves that the Government which it 
creates was intended to be one of limited and speci- 
fied powers. A construction of the Constitution so 
broad as that by which the power in question is 
defended, tends imperceptibly to a conso i 

power in a Government intended by its framers to 
be thus limited in its authority. ‘The obvious 
“tendency and inevitable result ofa consolidation of 
‘the States into one sovereignty would be to trans- 
‘form the republican system of the United States in- 
‘toamonarchy.”’ To guard against the assumption 
of all powers which encroach upon the reserved 
sovereignty of the States, and which consequently 
tend to consolidation, is the duty of all the true 
friends of our political system. 


granted powers, I am fully satisfied; but if there 
were doubts on this. subject, experience has de- 
monstrated the wisdom of the rule that all the func- 
tionaries of the Federal Government should abstain 
from the exercise of all questionable or doubtful 
powers. Ifan enlargement of the powers of the 
Federal Government should be deemed proper, it 
is safer and wiser to appeal to the States and the 
people in the mode prescribed by the Constitution 
for the grant desired, than to assume its exercise 
without an amendment of the Constitution. 
Congress does not possess the general power to 
construct works of internal improvement within 
the States, or to appropriate money from the treas- 
ury for that purpose, what is there to exempt 
some, at least, of the objects of appropriation in- 
eluded in this bill from the operation of the general 
rule? This bill assumes the existence of the pow- 
er, and in some of its provisions asserts the prin- 
ciple that Congress may exercise it as fully as 
though the appropriations which it proposes were 
` applicable to the construction of roads and canals, 
If there be a distinction in principle, it is not per- 
ceived, and should be clearly defined. Some of 
the objects. of appropriation contained in this bill 
are local in their character, and lie within the lim- 
its of a single State; and though, in the language 
of the bill, they are called harbors, they are not 


connected with foreign commerce, nor are they | 


places of refuge or shelter for our navy or commer- 
cial marine on the ocean or lake shores. To call 
the mouth of a creek, or a shallow inlet on our 
coast a harbor, cannot confer the authority to ex- 
pend the public money in its improvement. Con- 
gress have exercised the power coeval with the 
Constitution of establishing light-houses, beacons, 
buoys, and piers, on our ocean and lake shores, 


for the purpose of rendering navigation safe and |, 
easy, and of affording protection and shelter for; 


our navy and other shipping. These are safe- 
guards placed in existing channels of navigation. 
After the long acquiescence of the Government 


through all preceding Administrations, I am not | 
disposed to question or disturb the authority to | 


make appropriations for such purposes. 

When we advance a step beyond this point, and 
in addition to. the. establishment and support, by 
appropriations from the treasury, of light-houses, 
beacons, buoys, piers, and other improvements 
within the bays, inlets, and harbors on our ocean 
and. lake coasts immediately connected with our 
foreign commerce, and attempt to make improve- 
ments in the interior at points unconnected with 
foreign commerce, and where they are not needed 
for the protection and security of our navy and 
commercial marine, the difficulty arises in drawing 
a line beyond which appropriations may not be 
made by the Federal Government. i 

One of my predecessors, who saw the evil con- 
sequences of the system proposed to be revived by 
this bill, attempted to define this line by declaring 
that, “ expenditares of this character” should be 
“confined below the ports of entry or delivery 
established by law !’? Acting on this restriction, 
he withheld his sanction from a bill which had 
passed Congress ‘to improve the navigation of 
the ‘Wabash river.” He was at the same time 
« sensible that this restriction was not as satisfac- 
t tory as could be desired, and that much embarrass- 
«ment may be caused to the Executive department 


idation of | 


That the power in j 
question is not properly an incident to any of the | 


If} 


i 
H 


jand no duties are ever collected at them. 
exports of American products bound for foreign | 


i their existence in the statute-book as ports of entry 
or delivery warrant expenditures on the waters ii À € 
ii providently wasted: for the advantage of small 


; be found, also, that the bill contains appropriations 


| established even a paper port of entry, and for the 
| mouths of creeks, denominated harbors, which, if 
į improved, can benefit only the particular neighbor- 
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«in its execution, by appropriations for remote and 

* not well understood objects.’’ This restriction, it 
was soon found, was subject to be evaded and ren- 
| dered comparatively useless in checking the system | 


in consequence of the facility with which ports-of 
entry and delivery may be established by law upon 
the upper waters, and in some instances, almost at 
the head springs of some of the most unimportant 


i ing no commercial importance, and not used às 
places of refuge and safety by our navy, and other | 
shipping. Many of the ports of entry and. déliv- 
ery now-authorized by law, so far as foreign 
commerce is concerned, exist only in the statute- | 
books. No entry of foreign goods is ever made, 
No 


countries, ever clear from them. To assume that | 


leading to them, which would be otherwise unau- 
thorized, would be to assert the proposition, that} 
the law-making power may ingraft new provisions | 
on the Constitution. If the restriction be a sound | 
one, it can only apply to the bays, inlets, and ‘rivers 
connected with or leading to such ports as actually 
have foreign commerce; ports at whick foreign im- 
portations arrive in bulk, paying the duties charged 
by law, and from which exports are made to foreign 
countries. It will be found by applying the restric- 
tion thus understood to the bill under considera- 
tion, that it contains appropriations for more than 


the bill harbors, at places which have never been 
declared by law either ports of entry or delivery, 
and at which, as appears from the records of the | 
treasury, there has never been an arrival of foreign 


| of improvements which it was designed to arrest, i 


of our rivers, and at points on our coast possess- ; 


twenty objects of internal improvement, called inj 
led, 


| Lt must produce a disreputable se 
public money, by- thé conflict which 


ments, to make from the common. treasury a pro- 
priations for similar improvements in other States, 

In'its operation it willbe oppressive and. un} 
towards those States whose. representativ j 
people either deny or doubt the existence’ of. the’ 


f 
| power, or think its éxercise inexpedient, and who, 
{ 


| general competition fora share of the public money. 

| ‘Thus a large portion of the Union in numbers and 

| in geographical extent, contributing its equal-pro- 
portion of taxes to the support of the Government, 
would, under, the operation of such a system, be 

| compelled to see the national treasure—the common 

stock of all—unequally disbursed, and: often im-. 


| sections, instead of being applied to the great na- 
tional purposes in which all have a common. inter- 
| est, and for which alone. the power.to collect: the 


i| revenue was given. Should the system of internal 


improvements proposed. prevail, all: these evils 
i will multiply and. increase with. the increase. of, the 
number of the States, and the extension of the 
geographical limits of the settled: portions of our 
country. ` With the increase of ‘our numbers ‘and. 
| the extension of our’ settlements; the local objects: 
| demanding appropriations of the public money for 
their improvement will be proportionately increas- 
In each case the expenditure of the public 
money would confer benefits, direct or indirect, 
only on a section, while these sections would be- 
; come daily less in comparison with the whole.’ ` 


i 
i 


merchandise, and from which there has never been | 
a vessel cleared for a foreign country. It will be 
found that many of these works are new, and at 
places for the improvement of which appropria- | 
tions are now for the first time proposed. It will | 
for rivers upon which there not only exists no for- 


eign commerce, but upon which there has not been 
t 


| which will only have the effect of improving one 


| the principle that the Federal Government posses- | 
| ses the power to expend the public money in a 


hood in which they are situated. It will be found, 
too, to contain appropriations the expenditure of 


The wisdom of. the framers of the Constitution 


i'in withholding power over such objects from the 
:, Federal Government, and leaving them to the local 


| Governments of the States, becomes more and 
| more manifest'with every year’s experience of the 
| operations of our system. eee 
; In a country of limited extent, with but few 

| such object of expenditure, (if the form of Gov: 
| ernment permitted it,) a common tréasury might 
be.used for their improvement with much less ine- 
quality and injustice than in:one of the vast.extent ° 
which ours now: presents in population and territ » 
‘tory. The treasure of the world would hardly be 

equal to the improvement of every bay, inlet, creek, 


place at the expense of the local, natural advan- 


become a law, the same principle which authorizes 


. . i Cia ja . . l 
tages of another in its vicinity. Should this bill |: 
i 


the appropriations which it proposes to make, |) 


would also authorize similar appropriations for | 


the improvement of all the other bays, inlets, and |; 


creeks, which may with equal propriety be called 
harbors, and of all the rivers, important or unim 
portant, in every part of the Union. ‘Yo sanction 
the bill with such provisions, would be to concede 


general system of internal improvements, limited | 
in its extent only by the ever-varying discretion 
of successive Congresses and successive Execu 
tives. It would be to efface and remove the limit 


f 
| 
! 
| 
i 


H 
i 


and river in our country which might be supposed 
to promote the agricultural, manufacturing, of 
commercial interesis of a neighborhood, Pety 
The Federal Constitution was wisely adapted 
_ in its provisions to any expansion of our limits and 
population; and with the advance of the confed- 
eracy of the States in the career of national great- 
ness, it becomes the more apparent that the har- 
mony of the Union, and the equal justice to which 
all its parts are entitled, require that the Federal 
Government should confine its action within the 
limits prescribed by the Constitution to.its power - 
and authority. Some of the provisions of this 
bill are not subject to the objections stated, and did 
they stand alone I should not feel it to be my duty 
to withhold my approval. 


while they ‘equally contribute to the treasury, can~ 
i not, consistently with their opinions, engage in the 


| ations and restrictions of power, which the Con If no constitutional objections existed to the bill, 
j| stitution has wisely provided to limit the authority |: there are others of a serious nature which deserve 
and action of the Federal Government to a few | some consideration. It appropriates between one 
|| well-defined and specified objects. Besides these |, and two millions of dollars for objects which are 
| objections, the practical evils which must. flow ` of no pressing necessity; and this is proposed at a 
l| from the exercise, on the part of the Federal Gov- | ume when the country is engaged in a foreign 
i| ernment, of the powers asserted in this bill, im- i; war, and when Congress, at its present session, 
|| press my mind with a grave sense of my duty to has authorized a loan, or the issue of treasury 
i avert them from the country, as far as my con- | notes, to defray the expenses of the war, to be 
|| Stitutional action may enable me to do so. _ | resorted to if the ‘exigencies of the Government 
It not only leads to a consolidation of power in | shall require it.” It would seem to be the dictate 
the Federal Government at the expense of the | of wisdom under such cireumsiances to husband 
rightful authority of the States, but its inevitable | our means, and not to waste them on comipara- 
tendency is, to embrace objects for the expenditure ; tively unimportant objects, so that we may reduce 
of the public money, which ave local in their char- | the loan or issue of treasury notes which may.: 
acter, benefiting but few at the expense of the : become necessary to the smallest practicable sum, 
common treasury of the whole. It will engender || It would seem to be wise, too, to abstain from such 
sectional feelings and prejudices calculated to dis- || expenditures with a view to. avoid the accumula- 
turb the harmony of the Union. lt will destroy | tion of a large public debt; the existence of which 
the harmony which should prevail in our legisla- || would be opposed to the interests of our people, as 
tive councils. It will produce combinations of local | well as to the genius of our free institutions. 
i and sectional interests, strong enough when united, | Should this bill become a law, the. principle 
to carry propositions for appropriations of public | which it establishes will inevitably lead to large 
money which could not of themselves, and stand- | and annually increasing appropriations and drains 
| ing alone, succeed, and cannot fail to lead to waste- © upon the treasury, for it is not to'be doubted. that 
li fal and extravagant expenditures. L numerous other localities not embraced in its pro- 
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‘visions, but quite as much entitled to the favor of 
the Government as those which are embraced, will 
=demand, through their representatives in Congress, 

to be placed on an equal footing with them. With 
: Buch an increase of expenditure must necessarily 


follow either:an inereased public debt, or increased | 


. burdens upon the people by taxation, to supply the 


_ treasury with the means of meeting the accumula- | 


ted demands upon it. 
‘With profound respect for the opinions of Con- 


` gress, and ever anxious, as far as I can consistently || 


“with my responsibility to our common constitu- 
ents, to coéperate with them. in the discharge of 
» Our respective duties, it is with unfeigned regret 
_that I fnd myself constrained, for the reasons 
which I have assigned, to withhold my approval 
« from. this bill. f JAMES K. POLK. 
© WASHINGTON, August 3, 1846. 
‘The reading having been. concluded, 
A number of members claimed the floor. 
The SPEAKER. The question will be, ‘Shall 


this bill become a law, the objections of the Presi- | 


dent to the contrary notwithstanding??? 
{Nore.—The constitutional provision on the 
subject is as follows: ‘ Every bill which shall have 
„ passed the Fouse of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate shall, before it becomes a law, be presented to 
- the President. of the United States; if he approve 
| he‘shall sign it; but if not, he shall return it, with 
< his objections, to that House in which it shall have 
“originated, who shall enter the objections at large 
‘on their Journal, and proceed to reconsider it. If, 
after such reconsideration, two-thirds of that House 
shall agree. to pass the bill, itshall be-sent, together 
with the objections, to the other House, by which 
it shall likewise be reconsidered, and, if approved 
by two-thirds of that House, it shall becomea law; 
but, in all such cases, the votes of both Houses 
shall be determined by yeas and nays, and the 
names of the persons voting for and against the 
‘bill shall be entered on the Journal of each House 
ae nar ee i 
-The SPEAKER then gave the floor to 
. Mr. BOYD, who said that it would be proper to 
have the documents printed... He presumed, how- 
ever, that the first question in order would be the 
question of reconsideration. A motion—— 
Mr. ASH MUN rose toa point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ASHMUN. The point of order is this: 
That before the House proceed to the reconsider. 
ation, this message must be spread at large on the 
Journal; therefore the motion cannot be decided to- 
day. Such is the requisition of the Constitution 
of the United States. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of the 


provision of the Constitution. ‘The objections of | 


the President will, asa matter of course, be spread 
on the Journal; the Constitution requires that 
they shall be. But the House can act notwith- 
standing. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Not until after the message 
has been spread on the Journal. ; 

The SPEAKER. By the rules of construction, 
and by the practice of the House, the message 1s 
considered as now spread on the Journal. The 
gentleman from Kentucky will proceed with his 
remarks, 

Mr. BOYD. i 
nal improvement question. At this late period o 


the session it seems to me that it cannot be desira- | 


bleto enter upon sucha discussion, But I may be 
permitted to express my thanks, thus publicly in 
“my place, to thc President of the United States for 

having met this question in the form in which he 
has met it. . 

T have risen for the purpose ‘of moving the pre- 
vious question. ES 

[A number of voices: No—that will not do— 
we cannot go that.] ae 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is de- 
manded. 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON. -H the previous 


uestion is not seconded, is the message debatable? : 


The SPEAKER. his 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
tion will not be sustained. 
“Mec BRINKERHOFE called for. tellers ; who 
were ordered. i 

Mr. DROMGOOLE asked Mr. Bovp. to. with- 
draw the demand fora moment, to enable him (Mr. 
D.) to'say a word: - : 

Mr. BOYD. IT cannot withdraw it.  ’ 


[Several voices: Never mind; we'll voteit down.] |: 


Į do not rise to discuss this inter- | 


I hope. the previous ques- | 


i 
i 
| 
j 
j 
i 
i 
Ht 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
ji 
li 
i 


be made the special. order -for the day after. to- 


| not now proceed to reconsider, he suggested to 


| 1792, upon the return, by General Washington, of 


| lution as suggested 
| however, he insisted on the resolution in its origi: 


| imposed by General Jackson in his Maysville road į 


Mr. G. DAVIS suggested that the subject should 


morrow. : : 

{Several voices: Oh ! no; no special orders.] 

And the question being taken on the demand for 
me previous question, the vote stood ayes 82, noes 

So there was not a second. i 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired’ of the Speaker if 
the question was on seconding the demand for the 
previous question; to which receiving-an affirmative 
reply, he said he did not rise with a view of making 
any remarks upon the merits of the objections 
which the President had sent to this House, or to 
comment upon the joy with which they had thrill- 
ed the breasts of a portion of. the members of this 
House, or the extent of the disapprobation which 
it awakened in others, but to suggest to the House 
to take that step which was best calculated to en- 
able them to act with proper calmness upon a sub- 
ject of so much moment, involving as it did so 
much feeling, and such a variety of local interests. 
He had referred to the precedents of proceedings 
in the House in the case of vetoes, from the first 
veto of Washington to the apportionment bill, 
down to the last veto of Mr. Tyler in 1844; and 
although his impressions from reading the Consti- 
tution was that they must proceed at once to re- 
consider the bil]. with the objections of the Presi- 
dent, it appeared that the practice had been, after 
spreading the objections at large upon the Journal, 
as a matter of course, to proceed at once to recon- 
sider’the bill, or to assign a day therefor. As the 
House had determined, by its refusal to second the 
demand for the previous question, that they would 


them simply to follow the precedent adopted in 


the apportionment bill, with his objections; and for 
this purpose he would offer the identical resolution 
which was then adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That to-morrow be assigned for the 
reconsideration of the said bill, in the mode pre- 
scribed by the Constitution of the United States.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD suggested that “ to-morrow” 
be stricken out of the resolution, and “ forthwith” 
inserted. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, if it appeared to be the 
general wish of the House to proceed immediately 
to the reconsideration, he would modify the reso- 
‘After some conversaiion, 


nal form. : A 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he had listened to the 
message, as read by the Clerk, with great attention. 
He was not sure that he understood it accurately 
on all points. As the House was about to proceed 
to vote on the question, whether the bill should 
become a law, the President’s objections to the 
contrary notwithstanding, he had a few words to 
say before the vote should be taken. He had voted 
for the bill on its passage in the House in the first 
instance. He had voted for several similar bills at 
former sessions. He was, and ever had been, in 
favor of giving adequate protection to our commerce 
and navigation on all our navigable waters—the 
lakes and rivers, as well as the ocean. He had 
discovered nothing in the message to change his 
opinion in this respect. Indeed, if he had under- 
stood the reading of the message right, he had no 
complaint to make so far as its principles related 
to the constitutional power of Congress to establish 
a general system of internal improvements. Mr. 
D. was opposed to such a system, and had so 
avowed himself. on various occasions, at this as 
well as former sessions of Congress. He approved 
of all the restrictions on the extent of this power 


and Wabash river vetoes. He approved of the 
restrictions in the messages of Madison, Monroe, 
and Van Buren. He was not willing to goas far 
as many of them went in favor of public works by | 
the General Government. There must be. some 
restriction, some limit, to the power, else the Fed- 
eral Government would swallow up all the powers 
of the States. 


| banks, tariff, distribution, and all the other great 


Mr. D. agreed with the President that ours was 
a government of limited powers, possessing none 
except those which were. expressly- granted, or 
were necessary to carry the enumerated powers 
into effect. He was willing to. adopt this rule of 
construction on rivers and harbors as well as 


| ing at them, d c 
i lars to render the St. Louis: wharf accessible to 


= 


‘therefore, with the rules of construction which: the 


President had-adopted. ‘The principles of the mies- 


‘sage in this respect were sound. and orthodox. 


The difficulty he (Mr.-D.) labored under was to 
comprehend the application of these principles to 
the particular works enumerated .in the bill. ~The 
President approves of a part and-disapproves of 
the residue. He-would be willing to.sign the un- 
exceptionable portion if separated from the obnox- 
ious items. . But inasmuch as he-was called upon 
to sign or reject the whole bill in the precise shape 
in which it was presented to -him, he has returned 
it to us with his objections. Now, (said Mr.-D.) 
1 desire to know what these objectionable items 
are, and. where they are. The President has: not 
designated them. ‘He has furnished us no means 
of distinguishing the good from the evil. Upon 
this point there might be, and no doubt is, a great 
variety of opinion. ‘Those works which one por- 
tion of the country may regard as the most impor- 
tant, others’ may regard as the least useful. As 
the President objects to a part, and not. to the 
whole of the bill, it was due to the House that he 
should have pointed out the obnoxious items, 
which, in his opinion, are so hostile to the princi- 
ples of the Constitution and the purity of our insti- 
tutions, There were items in the bill to which he 
(Mr. D.) had very strong objections. There was 
one in particular against which he was compel- 
led to vote on the yeas and nays when the bill 
was first under consideration. He gave the vote 
with great reluctance, because it was for the im- 
provement of a city near which he resided, and for 
whose prosperity he had the greatest solicitude. 
His constituents were in the habit of wading there, 
and were interested in the expenditure of. the 
money. Seventy-five thousand dollars were ap- 
propriated by this bill to improve the harbor of 
that city; or, in other words, to force the water of 
the Mississippi to run along the wharf on the right 
bank, instead of following its natural channel near 
the left bank of the stream. This appropriation 
might be important to the inhabitants of that one 
city, and facilitate trade at that point at the ex- 
ponse of othersabove and below; but it will hardly 
be contended that the navigation of the river would 
be improved by it. It would not add one iota to 
the safety and facility of navigation. Boats could 
pass up and down just as well without as with it. 
The channel opposite to that city isas deep and 


i safe as at any place above or below. The naviga- 


tion of the river, therefore, was in nowise depend- 
ant upon this appropriation for its safety and facil- 
ities.’ Theonly difference it could possibly make 
was, that ‘business would have to be done a few 
yards, or perhaps miles, above or below, instead 
of at that particular point. These considerations 
might be very interesting to those worthy gentle- 
men who held property there, but could be of no 
sort of importance to the public. Mr. D. said he 
was compelled reluctantly to vote against this item 
of the bill, because it was the first of a new class 
of works which were purely local in their charac- 
ter.. If Congress appropriate money to make a 
steamboat landing at St. Louis, there was no rea- 
son why they should not do the same thing at 
Quincy, Alton, Cairo, Louisville, Cincinnati, and 
a hundred other towns on the western’ rivers. 
Those towns have all built their wharves at their 
own expense, and were-in the habit of taxing 
steamboats from one to five dollars a-piece for land- 
If you expend a half million of dol- 


steamboats, still they will have to pay this tax. for 
landing at ite Mr. D. repeated that he had.no hos- 
tility to St. Louis; on the contrary, he felt proud 
of her as. the most flourishing city in the West, 
He would do anything in his power consistent 
with duty to promote her interests. But he was 
not willing to sacrifice the whole river interest by 
appropriating the money to building up towns, 
which ought to be applied to the removal of snags 
and sand bars. He wished to see the money ap- 


| plied to the protection of life and property, and to 


the removal of obstructions to the navigation, and 
not to building up a few towns at the expense of 
all the others equally entitled to the protection of 
Government. For these reasons he had opposed 
this item, and had given a reluctant support to the 
bill with it in. f 

Mr. McCLELLAND asked Mr. DoveLass if he 
was aware that this sum for the St. Louis harbor ` 
had: been estimated for and approved by the War 


measures of the day. He had no fault to find ii Department. 
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Mr. DOUGLASS said he was aware of that fact; 
and for that very reason had less confidence in the 
other estimates which have come from the same 
source. 

Mr. D. said he had very little personal knowl- 
edge of the merits of the various harbors on the 
lakes and Atlantic which were provided for in the 
bill. Ele had taken them on the credit of the com- 
mittee which reported the bill, and the reports and 
estimates. of the officers having them in charge.. It 
had been the practice of the Government, from the 
Administration of Washington down, to encourage 
and sanction these harbor appropriations. He was 
not prepared to abandon that policy at this time. 
He did not understand the President in his message 
as abandoning it. If he understood the reading of 
the message, the President was in favor of appro- 
priations for harbors, light-houses, buoys, and bea- 
cons, where they were necessary for the protection 
of our commerce and shipping. ‘There was some- 
thing said, however, about a distinction between 
our foreign” and internal commerce, to which he 
could not subscribe. He believed in no such dis- 
tinction. The power to regulate commerce with 
foreign countries and between the several States is 
conferred in the game clause in the Constitution. 
He also repudiated the distinctions about improv- 
ing rivers above and below ports of entry. There 
was no reason for such distinction. If we have the 
right to improve the river at all, we can do it above 
a port of entry or delivery as well as below. He 
also rejected the distinction which some gentlemen 
had attempted to draw between salt and fresh water, 
and the ebbing and flowing of the tide. All these 
distinctions came from England, where they had 
no navigable waters above the ebbing and flowing 
of the tide; and because the waters were not navi- 
gable in fact, they were not regarded so in law. If 
the common law had had its birth in this country, 
where we have rivers and lakes thousands of miles 
long, furnishing safer and better navigation than 
the ocean, do you think that those rivers and lakes 
would not have been regarded navigable by law as 
well as in fact?) The law should always conform 
to the fact, according to the good old maxim, that 
when the reason for the law ceases, the law itself 
ceases.. All distinctions between the right to pro- 
tect commerce on the rivers, lakes, and the ocean, 
must be-repudiated.’ ‘I'here is no- reason. for such a 
distinction, and the very suggestion of it is odious 
from its palpable injustice.: We must meet the broad 
question boldly, whether Congress has the right, 
under the Constitution, to protect commerce on 
our navigable waters? and if so, it must apply to all 
alike. The West will never submit to an odious 
and unjust discrimination, which lavishes millions 
on the seaboard, and excludes the lakes and rivers 
from all participation. ‘They must all be placed on 
the same footing, and share alike in the favors and 
burdens of government. 

Mr. D. said he had no desire to see extravagant 
appropriations made. : i 
them within reasonable limits. Ile did not wish 
to enlarge the powers of the Federal Government 
by construction, nor to invade the rights of the 
States. He was for the good old Democratic doc- 
trine of strict construction. One of the first speeches 
he ever made in this Hall was against the right of 
the Federal Government to prosecute a system of 
roads and canals, and internal improvements in 
the States. He held to the same doctrine yet, but 
he was not willing to rush on extremes, to deprive 
government of its usefulness. + 

Mr. D. said he would like to see the bill refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce, with the view 


of modifying it in such a shape as to obviate the | 


President’s objections, and receive his signature. 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order to 
amend the bill; that it must be passed or rejected 
as it stood. 


thing in the message to change his opinions. 
In the course of the remarks of Mr. Douerass, 
Mr. BOYD rose to a point of order. 
hiked to interfere with the gentleman from Hlinois, 


[Mr. Doverass.] In the first place, he (Mr. B.) | 


understood that the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. DromeooLe] was now pending. 

The SPEAKER, (Mr. Horains, pro tem.) The 
Chair understands: the immediate question before 
the House to be the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Dromeoore,] which is equivalent 
toa motion to postpone until to-morrow. 


He was willing to confine | 


ior that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr 
Mr. DOUGLASS said, then, he should vote on | 
the billas he did originally, not discovering any- | 


He dis- | 


Mr. BOYD. I further inquire, whether on this 
motion it will be in order to discuss the whole 
merits of the bill ? . 

The SPEAKER said it was very difficult for the 
Chair to limit the range of debate on a motion to 
postpone, ; 

Mr. BOYD. 
ceedings of the House. But I wish the gentleman 
from illinois [Mr. Doverass] would allow me to 


make a simple proposition; which I do not flesire | 


to.accompany with any remarks. It is, that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromeoorr] would 
so modify his motion as to provide that the mes- 
sage should be printed, and that the House should 
agree to take it up to-morrow and consider it. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE modified his motion so as 
to add “and that in the meantime the’ objections 
of the President against the same becoming a law 
be printed.” 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend the mo- 
tion as modified, so as to direct the printing of the 
estimates of the War Department, recommending 
these very works now vetoed. 

Mr. DOUGLASS here resumed and concluded 
his remarks, (as above. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON said he had heard 
with astonishment the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. DromeooLe] speak of the thrill of pleasure 
he experienced on hearing the reading of the veto 
message. Mr. T. said he could not understand 
the moral constitution of the man who could thus 
feel—who could experience a thrill of delight to 
hear denied the great principles of policy estab- 
lished by the founders of the Government, and 
sustained and supported by our greatest and best 
men. For his part, he felt a very different senti- 
ment—he felt the deepest regret. The veto, as he 
understood it, denied the whole power asserted by 
this bill—the power to improve the harbors on the 
lakes, or to remove obstructions in rivers. He 
would call upon the West to oppose this veto, be- 
cause, if its doctrines be sustained, it puts an end 
forever to all such measures. 
gentlemen on this side of the House steadily to 
maintain their position on this subject. The veto, 
as he understood it, denied the constitutionality of 
the measure, excepting for objects on the seacoast. 
It covered the whole ground of opposition to im- 
provements. such as are in the bill. This: seemed 
to him strange. ‘The President had. sent into the 
House with his Annual: Message estimates for the 
construction of most all of these very works ‘now 
declared unconstitutional by this veto. 
he had relied on these official estimates as the 
views of the Administration, and now they are 
to be disregarded. He had been informed that 
these very estimates, sent in from the department, 
had been submitted to, and approved by, the Presi- 
dent. Why does he disregard them now? In 
addition to all this, he would like to know if the 
President had not expressed to certain members 
of this House his approbation of this bill? He 
would call on the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce [Mr. McCuriianp] to say whether he 
had not called on the President in regard to it, and 
learned his approval of it? He said he desired a 
reply. 

Mr. McCLELLAND did not answer. 

Mr. THOMPSON said, if the gentleman did not 
answer, he would assert the fact to be so. And 
he said he would also call on the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr: Consrasie] to know if he, too, 
had not called on the President, and received a 
satisfactory answer. 

Mr. PAYNE interposed, and wished to know 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania wished 
to be understood as saying that the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce [Mr. MeCLerrLaNb] 
took this bill to the President of the United States 


Consrasie] took this bill to the President of the 
United States, exhibited it to him, item by item, 
and that the President of the United States assented 


| to their correctness? 


Mr. THOMPSON said he asked the question, 
if he had not called on the President in regard to 
the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN rose to a point of order, and 


|| raised the point that it was not in order to refer to 


conversations with the President. 
The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 


Mr. McCLELLAND said he did not understand |, 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THomp- |! 
son} as.the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Parwe] i 


I have no wish to disturb the pro- |) 


He would call upon | 


He said | 


seemed to have understood him—to inquire whether. i- 
he (Mr. McC.) did not present, this bill; or iis- 
different items; to. the ‘President-of the United 
State... Now, he would state that he did not con= 
sider himself bound, nor. did hé consider it proper, 
| here, to state any conversation that: had taken: 
place between the. President of the. U States | 
and himself in regard to this matter.” sid. 
ered all the communications he: had. had: 


subject as confidential. He would: state though, 
so far as that was concerned, that at any consulta-- 
tion he had had with thé President he had not the: 
bill with him. ` DA on Be Sa sg 
‘Mr. CONSTABLE: (Mr. T. farther yielding) - 
remarked that he was very much surprised ‘at the 
question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as 
he had no intimation of his purpose to ask/it; and’ 
| that so far from that gentleman’s having received 
any such information from him, they had never. 
exchanged a word upon the subject; but that since 
the general form of the question proposed to the 
gentleman from Michigan, and repeated to him, 
ad forced from him a disclaimer, he felt bound 
now to say that he had never seen the bill until it 
was introduced into the House, and ‘knew nothing 
of its items, not being a member of the committee. 
Some considerable timè before the bill was réport- 
ed, he: had exchanged a few words with the Presi- 
dent upon a single matter connected with the sub- 
ject of this bill, during which the President had 
made a remark from which he (Mr. C.) had infer- 
red that the President was friendly to the item, and 
he still so believed, as there was nothing in the 
veto message, as he understood it, inconsistent with 
the inference he had drawn from. the remark:of the 
| President... So far from his having conferred ‘with 
the President upon this. bill, either before or after 
its passage, he had but a single interview with him, 
and that was entirely confined to an: item which 
was not included in the bill reported by the com- 
mittee. : : į 
Mr. MeCLELLAND further said, he wished 
to say that he positively and unequivocally de- 
| clined to give any answer to the inquiry the gen- 
| leman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tompson] had 
ut. : $ ES 
p A member (to Mr. Tompson.) You'ought to 
withdraw the imputation. aoe a ee 
Mr. THOMPSON, (continuing,) said he had. 
made ho imputation; he only asked a question. If 
there was any imputation in the question, he could 
not avoid it. 
| A member. You are bound in honor to with- 
draw the imputation, because it is not'proved. `` 
i Mr. THOMPSON said he would leave that to 
| the House, whether proved or not. If a witness 
will not answer, we all know what the inference 
is. As to his honor, he said he knew how to take 
care of that; he would protect it in his own way. 
| He said that Colonel Abert’s report was submitted 
to the House in regard to the great majority of 
these improvements, and he understood from that 
officer that the matter had been submitted to the“ 
|| President, and it had received his approval. He 
asked why ail this, if all the time he had consti» 
tutional doubts and difficulties? Was it with a 
| view to other matters ?—-to other measures? Was 
ithe silent in relation to this bill, on account of 
|! another measure? Another thing he would state 
i that was strange: The ‘¢ Union” had come out the 
|, day before the final vote in the House on the tariff 
li in favor of this bill, then in the hands of the Presi- 


| say whatever he thought it his duty to say, even if, 


l and he would support him when he was right; but 
| he knew of no responsibility that would deter him 
i| from making such comments in regard to his¢ourse: - 
| as he believed himself justified in making, and 

condemning him if he believed him wrong, : He 
said he conceived it extraordinary, that. with all: 


the evidence showing the President's acquiescence. 
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in the works 

same time he denied the power of Congress to make 
such improvements, and that no intimation of it 
was ever given until this time. He did not wish 
to be misunderstood. He was not going to come 
out against the President, as such, notwithstand- 
ing the interests of his own State were almost, in 
ruins by an act of Congress sanctioned by him. 
He would support him when he thought him right, 
and condemn him when he thought him wrong. 
He repeated, he did not wish to be misrepresented. 
As he would misrepresent no one, he would per- 
mit no one to misrepresent him, The veto he was 
opposed to. No more works on the lakes and rivers 
could be completed under such views; no more 
could be undertaken, and those in progress must 
gotoruin. To lie one winter exposed in an un- 
finished state, as at present, would, on the lakes 
alone, insure a loss of $200,000; and if suspended 
during the existence of this Administration, would 
be utterly useless. After a vote by so large a ma- 
jority of this Flouse in favor of the bill, and more 
than two-thirds of the Senate, it required courage 
to veto the bills and this, too, when the veto rests 
upon an abstraction to which Washington, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Van Buren, and 
Mr. Polk himself, £ might say, was opposed— 
one. that must ruin the commerce of the lakes and 


rivers, by putting an end to their improvement. | 


In conclusion, he would appeal to the West to 
stand by the bill; to New York, surrounded as 
she is by imporiant works provided for in it, not 
to yield up their interests se long approved of; and 
to. gentlemen on this side of the House who. voted 
for the bill, not to let any desire to see an inflic- 
tion in a certain quarter prevent them from voting 
for the bill. 

Mr. WILMOT said: 

_ Mr. Speaker: I rise, sir, for the purpose of giv- 
ing my cordial approval to the course the President 
has seen fit to pursue upon this subject. I opposed 
this bill in every stage of its passage through this 
House. The President would not have met the 
expectations of the party that clevated him to 
power, had he given his sanction to this bill. In 
this act he has proved himself a man of firmness 
and nerve, worthy of the high confidence reposed 
in him by the republican party. 

I regard as fraught with imminent danger the 
vast scheme of internal improvement marked out 
in this bill. It passed this House by a combina- 
tion of interests—by uniting the local and sectional 


interests of different portions of the country in one | 


common cause—by a system of downright log- 
rolling. If this Government embarks in a vast 
scheme of internal improvements, there is no hu- 
man foresight that can see where it will end. It 
will inercase with the growth of a giant. 

cars, it will extend and spread itself over the 
whole Confederacy, requiring millions upon mil- 
lions to feed and sustain it. Our legislation will 
degenerate into a mere scramble for money to feed 
the greedy and insatiate appetite of sectional and 
selfish interests... Had I held the fate of this bill 
in my hands on its passage through the House, I 
could have obtained any amount of appropriation 
to aù object however local in its character, for the 
purpose of insuring its success. Yes, sir; I could 
have demanded and received any appropriation of 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to make the Sus- 
quehanna navigable for steamboats to the New 
York linc, In this way itis that these bills are 
framed and passed. A sum is given to this harbor 
to secure certain support; another sum to that, to 
gain additional strength; and so on, until sufficient 
interests have been combined to pass the bill. 1 
blame not gentlemen who vote for this measure. 
I know the power of local interests, 


Ina few i 


Provided for in this bill, that at the 
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and how hard || 


it is for representatives to stand up against them. i 
Jt is possible, sir, if I had pressing upon mea con- ij 


stituency deeply interested in the success of this i 


pill, that I, too; should yield to their wishes, and 
give it my support © But my constituents are only 
interested in being compelled to bear their share of 
the expense. 

We have seen in my own State the bitter fruits 
of this log-rolling system. Pennsylvania embark- 
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| principle? ) c 
| asked with what face they could rise on this floor 


ed ina magnificent and noble enterprise of internal 
improvement—one which is an honor and a credit 
to her people. Had it been economically conduct- 
ed, and confined to objects of acknowledged gen- 
eral and State interest, all would have been well, 
and that great Commonwealth would not at this 
day have been groaning under the weight of her 
public burdens. Project followed project—one rail- 
road and canal succeeded another, until every sec- 
tion became clamorous to share in its direct benefits. 
To succeed with proper objects, it became neces- 
sary to carry all along. Contracts were let to 
political favorites and partisans, who enriched 
themselves upon the public treasure, until the State 
Government became the great dispenser of wealth, 
and our people stimulated almost to madness in the 
chase for patronage and favors. This log-rolling 
system has done much to lower the tone and cor- 
rupt the political morals of our people. It taught 
a large class to look to the State for support and 
riches, instead of relying upon the honest and slow 
earnings of industry. 

Sir, I am not the champion of the Executive on 
this floor. Iaspire to no such position. There 
certainly are no reasons personal to myself that 
would induce me to seek such conspicuous grounds. 
I am not as frequent a visiter at the White House 
as many others, and I am confident that no man’s 
visits have been less profitable; but, sir, when the 
President boldly, in the face of strong sectional in- 
terests, stands upon high principle, as in this veto, 


| I shall stand by and sustain him. Sir, this veto is 


Jacksonian in its character, and the democracy of 
the country will approve it. I hear much said 
about this one-man power; for what I know not, 
unless it is to bring the veto into disrepute. I re- 
gard the veto as one of the great conservative pow- 
ers of the Constitution, and trust in God that it may 
ever be preserved. It is a little remarkable that 
every important veto that has emanated from a 
Democratic Executive has been sustained by the 
people. This, too, sir, will be sustained. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES referred to the length of 
time (some eight months) during which they had 
been in session, and to the blasting influence which 
the passage of this bill into a law would have had, 
after the glorious déeds which they had consum- 
mated; and said it was really refreshing to have an 
Executive who, in spite of all the clamors with 
which not only his opponents, but a large portion 
of those who came into this Hall upon principles 
necessarily involving enmity to internal -gprove- 
ments and extravagance, would assail Bim for 
throwing himself upon principle, and doing a deed, 
as he dad done this day, which showed him to have 
nerve, and fit to be at the head of this con federated 
empire, able and willing to throw back the waves 
of extravagance which tended to destroy the ener- 
gies and liberties of the people. 

Was the party with which he acte! 
cratic party par excellence ? Was it a party of 
>” And if it was a party of principle, he 
and reprobate the veto which supported that very 
principle on w i] 
[a laugh,] and which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania attended. i 
“LA voice. Did you take part in the proceedings 


of that convention 7] 


J was not in the Baltimore Convention, (said Mr. 


H. 
Ten of our creed was unnecessary, and the 
reason is obvious; it is founded on the eternal 
principles of free trade, the peace of the country, 
and democracy for the benefit of the whole—nota 
art, the North and West. 


gether, they must not divide off in this manner 
svhenever there comes a local question of harbors 
and rivers, and improvements 
What was this Government? It wasa Confedera- 
ey to do what the States individually cannot do; 
and had the-idea been entertained that they were 
ta do what any State could do, i 
would have entered into it, which under this sys- 
tem would create a central action, like the sun in 
mid heaven, drawing the whole moisture from the 


acted the Demo- | 


hich the Baltimore Convention acted, | 


We of South Carolina held that the formal | 


He stated distinctly, | 
| that if the Democratic party intended to stand toż 


at each man’s.door. | 


do, the South never | 


South, and throwing it upon the North and West. 
They came into this Confederation to do equal jus- 
tice to all, particular favors to none: But this sys- 
tem, if carried out, would give to the North and 
West additional expenditures to those already 
drawn from the South, and which they, by pro- 
ducing the largest amount of export, which was 
i the basis of import, furnished the ability to pay. 
They had given peace to the country by doing 
justice on the Oregon question; or, if not peace, a 
glorious struggle between monopoly and liberty. 
Let it come. Sir, we have burst the bastile of 
restriction, and pnfettered the energies of the peo- 
ple; and let us now stop, by that veto and the sus- 
taining thereof, this extravagance of expenditure, 
that we may return to our constituents with the 
consolation that we have done what our fathers 
intended when they made this Government, and 
designed it to be one of universal blessings, not of 
particular curses. 

Mr. BRODHEAD next obtained the floor, and 
said he would sustain the veto of the President, 
because the gentlemen from the West, who are 
| principally interested in the measure, had stricken 
down the revenue policy which provides the means. 
They cannot come here, and, by their course upon 
the tariff, deprive the treasury of the means and 
then clamor for appropriations to improve their 
harbors and rivers. They refused to go with their 
true friends when the tariff bill was before the 
House, and he therefore regarded the veto asa 
measure of just retribution. ‘He could not under- - 
stand why the Secretary of War should recom- 
mend the appropriations in the manner stated by 
his colleague, (Mr. THomrson,] and then, when 
Congress complies with his request, the President 
should disapprove of the act. That involved a 
degree of inconsistency which others might ex- 
plain. He agreed with his colleague, that, the 
opposition to this measure should have been indi- 
cated at an earlier day; and if it had, he ventured 
to say that the tariff bill never would have passed 
this House. He invited western gentlemen to cut 
loose from what is called southern democracy, and 
to go with their true friends from the northern and 
middle States. 

Mr. TIBBATTS regretted very much the ne- 
cessity which brought him to address the House 
at this time and upon this subject; and in what he 
had to say he should treat the President with that 
proper respect which was due him, and which he 
owed also to the members of this House. He to- 
tally disagreed with the President in his veto mes- 
sage—not in those principles in which he declares 
our Government to be a Government of specially 
delegated powers, but in the application of those 
principles to the bill. And he begged leave to call 
the attention of the House to the message of the 
President itself, because he must confess, notwith- 
standing the rumors floating through the city for a 
week past in relation to the veto of this bill, it had 
come as a matter of surprise to him; and he would 
gay to his colleague, [Mr. Boyp,] who had taken 
oceasion to thank the President for this veto, that, 
so,far as the interests of the western country were 
concerned, he thanked him for an act which, if Mr, 
T., understood their interests and feelings, would 
bea source of grief to many a merchant and trader, 
and of wailing to many a widow and orphan. 

Mr. T. caused to be read an extract from the 
message of the President, calling attention to “the 
condition of the public works,” referred to in the 
report of the Secretary of War, &e., and extracts 
from that report, recommending divers works, a 
part of which were contained in this bill. 

If Mr. T. understood the point of this. message, 
the President admitted the constitulionality of 
appropriations for harbors on the sea; and of the 
appropriations for lake harbors. contained in the 
bill, all: but five were recommended by the Presi- 
dent himself (for he took it for granted that the 
| President recommended them in recommending the, 
report of his Secretary to, the consideration of Con- 
gress.) He therefore said he was surprised at this 
veto, because Congress and the country had a right 
to suppose he would sanction a bill containing ap- 


| propsiations thus recommended by himself. 
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He was the more surprised, because a distinction |! 
seemed to be taken between domestic and foreign 
commerce—a distinction which the western country 
never had, and never would submit to. 

Some conversation arose between Mr. T. and | 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, as to the fact whether 
this point was made in the message. 

Mr. TIBBATTS (continuing) combated the idea 
of such a distinction, and contended that the har- 
bors on the Jakes were as much connected with 
foreign commerce as those on the seaboard, and 
urged that they were equally entitled to the protec- 
tion of the Government. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFFE had a few words to say, 
and but a very few. The question before us (said |} 
he) is, “ Shall this become a law, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding ?” 
Tf it was in my power, sir, by the vote I shall give, || 
to make it a law, the President’s objection to the | 
contrary notwithstanding, it would become a law. 
I am anxious, and long have been anxious, that it 
should become a law. Ihave entertained appre- 
hensions, however, that it would not; I have 
been apprehensive that it would be defeated by an 
Executive veto; and had my humble advice been 
taken by my friends, I believe it would have been i 
saved from this fate. I am not at all disposed to 
play the croaker, or “the prophet of the past;’’ 
but had my friends postponed the vote on the tariff 
bill for one week, as I advised them to do, this bill 
would have become a law. I am satisfied of it, sir. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not immediately interested in 
any appropriation contained in this bill. There is |! 
not an item of appropriation in it to be expended 
within or upon the borders of my district; but the 
objects contemplated by the bill are those in which 
the whole people of the State I have the honor in 
part to represent take a deep interest. Our market 
is by the way of the lakes; our products scek a 

` market over that way, and our merchandise comes 
to us through the same channel. These lakes have 
no natural harbors—not one; naturally the mouth 
of every river emptying into them is clogged by a 
sand-bar, and it is only by the erection of piers, 

‘cutting those sand-bars, and extending into deep 
water, that any harbor can be obtained, or any 
commerce can be carried on. The preservation of 
lake harbor improvements is almost essentially 
necessary to the existence of the people of northern 
Ohio as a civilized people. We have now a large 
commerce there; let the mouths of these rivers fill 
up, and that commerce must fail, for it has no 
facilities, no channels. 

The President objects, as I understand him from 
the reading of the message, to the appropriation for 
these Jake harbors, that they are not used for for- 
eign commerce. Sir, I take issue with him on the 
fact; the exports made from them, and the imports 
into them, are made across the broad expanse of 
waters, and with the country from which these 
waters separate us—Canada. If I recollect right, 
he tells us they are not necessary or useful for | 
the purpose of a navy. Sir, we havea navy upon 
those lakes. ‘Within the last few years we have 
expended halfa million of dollars on the construc- 
tion of an iron steam frigate and several iron reve- 
nue cutters, which are vessels of war to all intents 
and purposes whatsoever. The bosom of these 
lakes have been made the theatre of tremendous 
and glorious naval conflicts; they are necessary to 
the defence of our country. Thy are not internal; 
to all intents and purposes they are external waters. |! 
Bounding our country on the north, and looking 
out upon a foreign country, from whose forces we 
are always most and justly apprehensive, it is not |} 
true that the erection and preservation of their har- | 
bors is not useful and necessary for naval pur- 
poses; it is not true that they are not engaged in | 
foreign commerce. The contrary of both these 
propositions is the fact. 

Sir, when I was engaged in the canvass before | 
my people for the seat which I occupy in these 
Halls, it was objected to me and the party with 
which I act, that we were opposed to these lake 
harbors. { denicd it, indignantly denied it. I 
thought I had a right to deny it. The reference 
to the opinions and actions of the predecessors of 
the author of this veto justified me in denying it. 
The honorable gentleman (my friend I suppose he 
will allow me to call him} from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Winor] says itis a Jackson veto. It is no such 
thing, sir. T hold in my hand (said Mr. B.) alist | 
of nearly all the items of appropriation contained || 
in this bill, and every one of which has received |! 


° 


‘care of themselves. 


the repeated sanction of Presidents Jackson and 
Van Buren. The first is Burlington, on Lake 
Champlain; the next, Plattsburg harbor, on the 
same lake; the third, Port Ontario. Now, sir, 
each of these received appropriations for their im- 
provement at three different times during the Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Van Buren. We then come 
to Oswego, Big Sodus, the mouth of the Genesee 
river, and of Oak Orchard creek, on Lake Ontario. 
The first three were sanctioned seven times in 
seven different bills, and in seven different years, 
by President Jackson, and the last three times by 
Mr. Van Buren. Next come Buffalo, Dunkirk, 
Eric, Grand River, Ashtabula, Cleveland, and Hu- 
ron, allon Lake Erie; and each of these, too, were 


| sanctioned seven different times by Jackson, and 


three times by Van Buren; River Raisin harbor, 
once by Jackson, aud three times by Van Buren; 
Chicago, several times by both; St. Louis harbor, 


| by Van Buren twice; Stanford Ledge, in Maine, 


three times by Van Buren; Bridgeport, in Connec- 
ticut, and Port Penn and Newcastle, Delaware, 
several times by both; Baltimore, three times by 


| Van Buren; the Savannah river, Georgia, and 


Hudson river, New York, were sanctioned by 


both; and so were appropriations for the improve- |! 


ment of the Ohio river above and below the falls, 
and of the Mississippi, Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Red rivers. 

Now, this embraced nearly all the items contain- 
ed in this bill, and there is scarcely any of those 
contained in it additional to these which I have 
read, except such as are required by the more ex- 
tended condition of the country. Why, the coast 
of Lake Michigan, which was a wilderness when 
Mr. Van Buren went into power, is now the seat 
of population and commerce, and hence the neces- 
sity of a few new works upon that lake. There 
is not an appropriation in this bill, the principle of 
which has not met the repeated sanction of Gen- 
eral Jackson and Mr. Van Buren. Was I not 
justified, then, in saying to my constituents that it 


was nota part of the Democratic creed to oppose | 


these improvements for lakes and rivers in the 


West? My colleague [Mr. McDowext] suggests | 


that Mr. Van Buren and General Jackson did not 
understand the Constitution. Well, [am inclined 
to think constitutional learning has taken a won- 
derful advance in our day. 

Sir, this bill is passed by a majority of two-thirds 
of the other body—in regard to the. members of 
which, I may say that every one of them singly 
is the equal in capacity of the author of this veto. 
General Jackson approved these works almost in- 
variably; Martin Van Buren approved them; Silas 
Wright approved them, and served upon the Com- 
mittee on Commerce which reported them at the 
last Congress; General Cass approves them; Mr. 
Benji votes for them—men, with all of whom the 
autho? of this veto will compare—and so will I 
with Hercules. 

And I believe the distinguished statesman from 


| South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] originated in part, 
i: and voted for a bill which came to this House the | 


other day, and was kicked out, making appropria- 
tions for rivers alone, and leaving the lakes to take 
I was absent when the vote 
was taken; I wish I had been here, for I would 
have helped to kick it out. We want none of the 


i gifts of the Greeks: “ Divide and conquer” is the 
| maxim of which the cunning statesmen from that 


section know how to act, It was thrown in here 
to divide the rivers from the lakes, and thus cut 
them up in detail. But he sanctioned the principle 
of appropriation for the improvement of rivers by 
his vote. 

There is not, then, a distinguished statesman in 
the country, of those who have been looked up to 


as the guides and landmarks of political opinion, |! 
who has refused his sanction to the principles of | 


this bil. They are vital to the existence of our 
people; they are necessary to the safety and the 
lives of our sailors and boatmen. We must have 
them, aud I tell gentlemen we will have them, veto 


or no veto. The occupant, for the time being, of | 


the presidential chair may check them; may throw 
impediments in the way of their progress; may 


allow the devouring tooth of time and the storms | 
: of heaven to destroy much of those which have 
been commenced, and are still incomplete; may | 


make larger appropriations necessary hereafter; 


but stop them he cannot; because, in attempting to 
do so, he arrays himself against the substantial and 


| vital interests of a majority of the people of this 


country. It is anew principle which the Execu-. 
tive is endeavoring to introduce here; new. to’ the 

action of this Government; new to the action of 
Democratic ‘Presidents; new to. the action and 

opinions of all the Democratic ‘statesmen ‘of, the 

| country; and in that attempt he will fail, as he de- 

serves to fail. He says it is too late to question 

the propriety of erecting buoys, beacons, and piers. 

Why, upon the lakes we ask nothing else but piers. 

Piers, and piers alone, constitute all our harbor im- 

provements. You may erect light-houses ta warn 

| the mariner of rocks, of shoals, and of breakers, 

il but you cannot afford the same, or a less, amount 
of appropriation to give him a harbor of refuge, 
into which he may run as a retreat in the hour of 
peril! Oh, no! that would be unconstitutional! I 
am not abstractionist enough to understand any 
such distinction. I believe, if, by the expenditure 
of money, you may contribute to the safety of the 
mariner, in warning him of danger, you may erect 
| a barrier to that danger. I can see no difference 
ii between them. ‘ 

' A war marine on these lakes is absolutely neces- 
sary. You have found it so; you have expended 
a large amount of money in ‘the erection of one; 
you have provided materials for more. And what 
| are your vessels to do without harbors? ` Commo- 
dore Perry constructed his fleet at Exie in the time 
of the last war, and they were engaged. for days in 
the employment of expedients to float their vessels 
over the bar into the deep water. Fortunately for 
him, steamers did not exist then. Ifthey. had, he 
never could have got out in the world, and he only 
got out by taking advantage of contrary winds, 
jj which kept the enemy beyond his reach. 
||. Sir, I hold in my hand a long list of acts for the 
i improvement of rivers and harbors approved’ by 
i 
| 


| 
| 


i 


; General Jackson. Here is one, dated March 2, 
1829, which received the signature of “ Old Hick- 
ory”’—the genuine article—no infantile hickory— 
the old fellow himself. 

(Here Mr, B. read from an act of the above date 
i a long list of appropriations for the improvement 
|| of harbors on the lakes and on the coast.] 

Objection is made to this bill (he continued) be- 
cause it contains a diversity of appropriations for 
the lakes and rivers. Now I never could imagine 
any good reason why these objects, looking to the 
same end and for the same general purpose, should 
not be embraced in the same bill 3 But here in 
these bills, signed and approved by General Jack- 
son, in repeated instances, you find the same incon- 
gruity, if incongruity it be, of appropriations for 
i the Mississippi, Ohio, the eastern coast, and the 
| lake harbors, all embraced in the same bill. ` Sir, 
i more than nine-tenths of the improvements under 
his bill originated under General Jackson, and 
were carried forward under his Administration and 
that of Mr. Van Buren; and are we now to be told 
| that we are guilty of a breach of party fealty and 
i allegiance unless we accept the doctrines of this 
| Message, and repudiate what we have always ad- 
| Yocated—what the wants of the country require, 
| and the interests and lives of our people imperi- 
| ously demand? I believe no such doctrirfe. I 
‘shall act on no such doctrine. I shall vote for 
į this bill, the President’s objections to the con- 
trary notwithstanding; and in doing so, I support 
the common intcrests of the people of the whole 
| West in the proper and economical prosecution of 
i! this system. 

There needs nothing to be added to what has 
already so well been said by the gentleman from 
| Kentucky, [Mr. Tissarrs,] on another part of this 
| subject, relative to the estimates and recommenda- 
tions of the executive department for these very 
_appropriations Sir, are we to understand here- 
' after, when reports of the different heads of the de- 
partments are laid before us, that they are to be 
taken as no indication of the wishes of the Execu- 
tive—none at all? Are the reports, the demands, 
| the estimates of the Secretary of Warto this House, 
; no indication of the Executive will? Ifnot,; why 
¡are the reports and estimates of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to be taken as such indication? If 
_ this subterfuee—(I am obliged to call it, because 
nó better word presents itself to my mind)—if this 
subterfuge of repudiating the action, the récom- 
: mendations, and estimates of his own Secretaries, 
is to be resorted to by the President, what are. we 
i to depend upon hereafter? The Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Treasury may come up 
‘to usand tell us, “we want 5o many millions of 
ii dollars to prosecute the Mexican war,” and how 
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are we to knowgvhether it is needed or not, or 
. whether it is authorized by the President or not? 
Sir, I think ‘the attempt is a failure to put any such 
construction on this matter. Are not these reports 
of the different heads of the departments made to 
the President himself? Are they not submitted to 


him for his inspection and approval? Does he |! 


permit a man to hold a seat in his cabinet, and 
/ transmit through him, to be laid before Congress, 
: documents which meet his decided disapprobation? 
Does he permit himself to be the medium of com- 
< Munieating the recommendations of unconstitu- 
tional appropriations? A strange doctrine this! 
My own regret is, sir, that gentlemen did not 
think with me, and postpone action upon the tariff 
until the ten days, during which the President was 
allowed to hold this bill, had expired. I then held 
confidently to the opinion that these appropriations 
would have been made had that course been taken; 
that these improvements would not have been stop- 
ped; that these materials would not have been al- 
Jowed to go to decay; that those works now unfin- 
ished would not be permitted to be swept away by 
the storms of a coming winter; that the necessity 
for renewed and heavy appropriations would not 
have arisen from this cause; that the navigators on 
these lakes and rivers would have had some places 
of shelter and security; and that when misfortune 
does come across them—when the storms of heaven 
or the concealed snags of the river wreck their crafts, 
and send their messmates and friends to a watery 
grave, they would have no just ground to charge 
their Government with a want of parental care. I 
humbly conceive that the Executive of this coun- 
try, in sending in his veto to this bill, assumes a 
heavy résponsibility. 
ber of these who would abolish the veto power by 
any means. If 1 had the fabrication of a new 


Constitution, it should have a place, unaltered, in || 
that Constitution; but it isa power which should |! 


be exercised with extreme caution. What does 
this. Executive know about our lakes? Has he 
ever set foot upon the deck that floats over them? I 
presume not, sir. He has no local knowledge upon 
the subject, in my opinion: The Representatives 
of the people from that region deem these im- 
provements important.. We know them to be im- 


portant to the safety of our commerce, important | 


to the protection of the lives of our citizens. A 


very decided majority of the Representatives of | 


the people on this floor have given their assent to 
this bill, after a full, free, and elaborate discussion. 
The other branch of this Congress—who are con- 
sidered more properly the Representatives of the 
States—have passed it by a majority of two-thirds; 
and when I look forward to the consequences that 
are to ensue from the neglect to prosccute this sys- 
tem during the remainder of this Administration, 
Isay the Executive has assumed a fearful respon- 
sibility—a responsibility of which I am by no 
means envious, 


Mr. RHETT wished to say a few words in de- |; 
He first noticed the pd8ition |’ J i W 
‘| Which motion prevailing? 


fence of the veto. t 
taken by the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. BRINKER- 


Horr] and Kentucky, [Mr. Tissarrs,] and which |! 
being, as Mr. R. contended, a very material error, | 


constituted the basis of their indictment of the 


Executive—viz: that the recommendation contain- | 
ed in the report, of the Secretary of War was to | 


be understood as endorsed and sanctioned by the 
President. Were not the gentlemen aware, that 


by the law under which the reports were made by | 
the Secretaries, they acted not at the mandate, or | 


according to the will, of the President, but for the 
members.of Congress, and that the form of address- 
ing the President did not alter the case? He ar- 
gued against this position, on the ground that the 
President could not control the course of his Sec- 
retariés; that they acted on their own responsibility 
to Congress. And in proof thatthis was the Demo- 


cratic view of the question, he referred to the} 


celebrated report of Mr. Poinsett of his militia 


scheme, and of the veto by President Van Buren |) 


of the bill framed. upon that; for which, when 


called to account before the people by the Whigs, | 


who charged, as certain Democrats are now doing, 
that the President was responsible, the Democratic 


arty had defended him’ on precisely the ground | 


which he (Mr. R.) now occupied. 

Mr; THURMAN. Did Mr. Van Buren do 
more than recommend Mr. Poinsett’s plan to the 
consideration of Congress? 

Mr, RHETT. Mr. Van Buren did more than 
Mr. Polk has done in this case. 


Ti 
i 
ł 
| 
j 
i 
i 


j 

{ 
f 
it 
i 
ti 


Mr. THURMAN. I do not controvert that. 
My object is not to. draw a parailel. I only wish 
that Mr. Van Buren’s course in reference to Mr. 
Poinsett’s plan be understood. : 

Mr. RHETT (continuing) said, supposing that 
Mr. Polk had specially called the attention of Con- 
gress in this form: “ I call your attention to the 
scheme of internal improvements, as designated 
and laid down in the report of the Secretary of 
War’’—he would have dons nothing more than 
| Mr. Van Buren did. He further referred to the 
circumstances of that case, and to the veto of Mr. 
Van Buren, which was defended by the Demo- 
cratic party, on the ground of the independence of 
| the departments to the Executive, and their re- 
| sponsibility to Congress. Those who now took 
i the opposite ground had swapped sides, and had 
| taken the wrong side—the Whig side. 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropurap,] 
that the tariff and internal improvements were 
part and parcel of one system. They were so, he 


the two great elements of al] government—the tax- 
| ing power and the dispensing power. He con- 


be unlimited, took a course which tended to con- 
solidation, to absolute despotism; and in this, so far 
i from being Republicans, they were arrant Federal- 
ists. In illustration of this‘position, he referred at 
li some length to the history of the course and pro- 
|| gress of parties for years past on this point. 
also defended the exercise of the veto power in this 
instance, and generally, and trusted this veto would 
| operate like all the others which had gone before 


I am not among the num- || ita new lease to the power of the party with 


| whom he acted. File trusted that their western 
| friends would come to a stand, seeing the tendency 
of the system to consolidation, and that this veto 
would operate to save the Republican party from 
the principles of that system, aud avert the univer- 
sal sweep of Federalism over the land. 

Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor, and yielded to 
a motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion being waived, 

Mr. McKAY moved to suspend the rules, for the 
purpose of receiving a report from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, (of the amendments of the 
| Senate to the constitutional treasury bill.) 

i} The question being taken, was decided in the 
negative—ayes 68, noes 55—not two-thirds voting 
| in the affirmative. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moveda suspension of the 
|; rules for the purpose of taking up Senate bills on 
; the Speaker’s table. 

|, The motion was rejected. 

After some conversation, 

Mr. FARAN, adverting to the necessity of hav- 
ing the message printed, in order that members 
| might discuss it with some sort of understanding 
as to what its actual contents were, moved that the 
House adjourn. 


The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, August 4, 1846. 


Mr. ALLEN rose and called the attention of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Carnoux], to 


represented as declaring himself averse to any re- 
striction being placed upon the circulation of treas- 
ury drafts. [Mr. A. read a portion of Mr. Car- 
wown’s remarks upon that subject.) 

Mr. A. said it was the intention of himself and 
of those who voted with him to leave the bill in 
the state in which it came from the House, so far 
as related to these treasury drafts, and he made 
this explanation for the purpose of showing— 

ist. ‘That he had proposed no restriction: there- 
fore the statement that he had done so was not true 
in point of fact. 


9d. To remove 0 t 
had before issued drafts for circulation, and that 


he, (Mr. A.,) by restricting the circulation, intended 
to embarrass the administration of the department. 


the impression that the treasury 


was substantially correct. His opinion in regard 


to the matter was, that upon first putting in opera- 


i 
i from the banks, 


| 
| 
l 
| ° Mr. CALHOUN said he believed that the report 
i 


tion the system of a separation of the Government. ; 
there ought to be no restriction © 


| But the real difficulty was that developed by the | 


admitted, of “the American system.” They were | 


| tended that gentlemen who argued that both should | 


He! 


certain reported remarks of that Senator in relation | 
to the independent treasury. bill, wherein he was! 
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emp uponthe.-circulation of the treasury drafts; 
and none, in point of fact, thereafter, unless expe- 
rience showed that it was necessary. There was, 
in his opinion, no one. objection that could be 
urged against putting these drafts into circulation, 
by paying them to the Government creditor, which 
would not equally apply when it.was proposed to 
exchange them. for gold and silver. He regretted 
to be obliged to differ somewhat upon. this: point 
with his friends upon that side, but he was gov- 


. erned in this: instance, as in all others, by the con- 


victions of his judgment. 

Mr. BENTON said he knew of no such use 
ever before having been made of treasury drafts as 
to allow the disbursing officer of the Government 
to pay them away instead of money. And he de- 
clared that he regarded itasa high crime and misde- 
meanor on the part of any Sceretary of the Treas- 
ury to propose such a thing as making paper to he 
issued by the Government. a circulating medium. 

Mr. LEWIS made a brief explanation, in the 
course of which he took occasion to correct a mis- 
representation which he said had gone abroad 
through the magnetic telegraph, and had been 
copied into all the northern papers, that he (Mr. 
L.) had proposed, at the instance of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the issue of an unlimited amount 
of treasury drafts, and that the Senator from Mis- 
souri had resisted the proposition. It was true, 
the Senator from Missouri had imputed this con- 
sequence to the amendment which he had proposed 
for the payment of the treasury drafts to the public 
creditors, but he thought this position of the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri was controverted, It 
was not intended to have, nor would it have, any 
such consequence. These drafts were proposed to 
be drawn upon actual deposites of money, and paid 
to actual creditors of the Government. They wou'd 
in this way enter into circulation none the more 
than if they were, as provided by the original bill, 
exchanged for gold and silver, He was opposed 
to a Government paper circulation, and he had sup- 

orted his amendment expressly on the ground that 
it would not lead to any such consequence. Yet 
he had been represented as proposing an illimitable 
issue of Government paper. He hoped the news- 
papers would hereafter do him better justice. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed, that, as far as he 
was himself concerned, he had no apprehension 
that he was at all exposed to the danger of being 
considered in favor of a paper currency. His views 
upon this subject had been. expressed too often to 
admit of being misconstrued by any portion of the 
community. 

Mr. SIMMONS said he was somewhat surprised. 
to hear the honorable chairman of the Finance 
Committee continue to express the belief that his 
amendment would, if adopted, have afforded no 
greater facilities for putting into circulation this 
paper money, as he called it. 

Mr. LEWIS. Paper money, as others call it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, these treasury drafts, 
then, if under the bill as it originally stood they 
were to be exchanged for gold and silver. In the 

attor case they were not likely to become a cur- 
tency, unless some one would give gold and silver 
for them. And he believed it would be a rather 
difficult matter to find any one who would do this. 
But as for their being readily taken for debts due 
by the Government, he was quite sure that many 
a creditor of the Government would be glad to get 
evena draft before they got through the difficulties 
in which they would soon find themselves involved. 
He thought there was a very broad distinction be- 
tween the provisions of the bill and the amend- 
ment. The bill was bad enough as it now stood, 
but it would have. been still worse had the amend- 
ment prevailed. As the bill came from the House 
there were various restrictions 

Mr. LEWIS. I did not strike out one of them, 
I proposed additional ones. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. There were various restric- 
tions contained in it, and yet the Senator set about 
amending it. . g 3 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, by adding other restrictions. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator believed that 
the’ treasury drafts would. have answered their 
purposes equally well under the clause which per- 
mitted them to be exchanged for gold and silver— 

Mr. CASS here interposed upon a point of or- 
der. The bill which was the subject of this dis- 
cussion had passed the Senate. lt was no longer 
before them, and- he could see no propriety in dis- 
cussing it over again. 
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Mr. SIMMONS hereupon resumed hiş seat, and 
the discussion ceased. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES . 


By Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on 
the Militia: Asking to be disharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition in relation to the 
organization and equipment of the militia of the 
Oregon territory. 

Also, from the same.committee, asking to be dis- 
charged from the memorials of the Legislature of 
New York, and the report of the Secretary of War 
of the 3d February, in relation to the militia of the 
States and Territories; all of which were concur- 
red in. 

By Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: House bill, without amendment, making 
appropriations for certain defensive works èf the 
United States for the fiscal year ending on the 3d 
June, 1847. 

By Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on 
Pensions: House bill for the relief of Catharine Ful- | 
ton, of Washington county, Pennsylvania, without 
amendment, and recommending that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

This bill was accompanied by a detailed report; 
which was ordered to be printed. f 

Also, from the same committee, the following | 
House bills, without amendment, and recommend- 
ing that they be indefinitely postponed: 

An act for the relief of George Roush; 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Brown; 

An act for the relief of Polly Dameron. 

Also, from the same committee, asking to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the fol- | 
lowing petitions: 

The petition of Hector and John Butler; | 

The petition of Robert Armstrong; 

The petition of Eliza Buchanan; 

The petition of N. Nye Hall; 

The petition of William Miller; 

The petition of the legal representatives of Sam- | 
uel C. Monieomerys 

The petition of William De Courcy. : 

Mr. DAVIS; in pursuance of leave, introduced | 
a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to adjust by arbitration a controversy between the 
United States.and David Ames. 


BILL TO REMIT DUTY ON RAILROAD IRON. 


Mr. EVANS said he should once more move, 
as the opportunity now afforded, to take up the 
bill to remit duties which have been paid or have 
accrued upon the importation of railroad iron in | 
certain cases. He expressed a desire to have the jj 
bill taken up and disposed of; and as this was prob- 
ably the last effort that he would be able to make, | 
he hoped it might be successful. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice to the Senate that | 
he should make it a point to oppose all attempts |} 
hereafter to take bills out of their appropriate order | 
on the calendar, with the exception of the appro- 
priation bills, or others of grave public import. jj 
As for this mode of picking bills out of their order || 
to suit the convenience of Senators, he was utterly || 
opposed to the proceeding. As soon as the appio- | 

{ 
j 


priation bills were disposed of, he should move to | 
proceed with the calendar, and take such bills only |) 
as could be disposed of after prompt explanations; į 
that, where they were likely to lead to debate, the 
sense of the Senate should be tested on their merits | 


| Corwin, Evans, Greene, Jarnagin, Jounson of Louisiana, 
! Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, McDufie, Mangum, Phelps, 


z: fi 
it would continue to be pursued. Many of the 


States, encouraged by this policy on the part of 
the General Government, had entered into works 
of this description; contracts had been madeabroad 
for iron, and funds had been provided for the pros- 
ecution and completion of long lines of railroad, 
without any expectation that the policy would be 
interfered with by the imposition of duty on rail- 
road iron. In the embarrassments which occurred 
in the years 1837—’8-’9,a great many of the States 
were obliged to suspend their works; and this sus- 
pension occasioned a failure to comply with the 


law, which required the iron to be laid down with- | 


in three years after it was imported. This bill 
was intended to meet such cases. The committee 
which reported this bill considered it nothing more 
than just and proper that the expectation so natu- 
rally entertained that the policy would be pre- 
served, should not be disappointed. He regarded 
this sort of iron in the light of raw material, be- 


cause it gave occasion for the employment of labor. 
There had been, he believed, one hundred and fifty 


millions of dollars expended in the construction of 
railroads in this country, from which outlay, the į 
Government itself liad reaped no small advantage, 
whilst all that had been contributed by the Gov- 
ernment was the remission of duty upon the iron, 
which was equal, perhaps, altogether, to about | 
five millions of dollars. He maintained that the 
Government had done too little towards a descrip- 
tion of works from which the whole community 
derived incalculable advantages. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved an additional provis- 
ion, so as to embrace iron which might hereafter 
be imported for the construction of railroads. 

And thereupon a debate ensued, in which Messrs. 
DAYTON, SIMMONS, CALHOUN, CAME- 
RON, CASS, and BAGBY participated. . 

A motion by Mr. BAGBY to lay the bill upon | 
the table, was negatived, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Dayton, Dix, | 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Miller, Niles, Semple, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, and ‘Turney—22. j 

NAYS-—~Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, Cil- 
ley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, 
Davis, Dickinson, Evans, Greene, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, Lewis, McDuffie, Man- 
gum, Phelps, Siumons, Speight, Upham, Webster, Wood- 
bridge, and Yulee—26. 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. 


Mr. LEWIS moved further ¢ amend the bill 
by adding $4,000 for the additional salary. of cer- 
tain judges in the States of Missouri, Arkansas,” 
and other States; &c.; which motion was. agreed to: 

Mr. L. moved further to amend the bill by in- 
serting an item of $4,560 as an ontit to “Arthur 
Middleton, Esq., while acting as Chargë d'Affaires 
at Madrid, in Spain. RS LEN bao 

This motion, after a brief discussion, in which 
Messrs. EVANS, McDUFFIE, JOHNSON of 
Maryland, LEWIS, and others, participated, was 
decided in the negative: Yeas.16, nays 21; : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to amend by fixing 
the salaries of Professor Espy and clerk at $3,000. 

This amendment was opposed by Mr. BEN- 
TON in a few brief remarks, which were replied 
to by Mr. CRITTENDEN. ie 

The amendment was adopted on a division: 
| Ayes 31, noes not counted. ý ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN also moved an amend- 
ment in relation to the appropriation for marine 
hospitals, which was agreed to. 

And on motion of Mr. McDUFFIE, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and, after a short time spent therein, ad- 
journed. : ; 


H 
t 
t 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, August 4, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday having been read— 

Mr. HUNT, of Michigan, and Mr. E. B. 
HOLMES, moved that it be so corrected in relation 
| to their votes on the resolution giving compensa- 
| tion to the officers of the House, as to be in con- 
| formity with the fact which they stated-<the Jour- 
nal as it stood being now incorrectly made up... 
i The Journal was amended accordingly. 
The effect of the amendment was to change 
| the result of the vote, so that the resolution, the 
i Speaker announced, stood passed. 
The Journal was then approved. 


7 THE VETO. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
| ness to be the bill making appropriations for the 
| improvement of certain harbors and rivers, which 
had been returned to this House, in which it origi- 
nated, by. the President, with his objections. 

Mr. BAYLY approved of this veto. Its doc- 


~ 


EVANS, ALLEN, BERRIEN, ATHERTON, 
and ARCHER. 

And the question being taken on Mr. Drcrix- 
son’s amendment, it was negatived. 

Further amendments were proposed by Messrs. 
J TENSON of Louisiana, ASHLEY 
LER. 


, and MIL- | 


{ 

| 

The question being taken on the amendments, | 
they were negatived, and the bill was ordered to | 
be engrossed, by yeas and nays, as follows: i 
YEAS—Mossrs. Areher, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, | 
halmers, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, | 


Simmons, Speight, Opham, Webster, Woodbridge, 
Yulee— } 
WAYS—Messrs. Alen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Bright, Cameron, Cass, Cilley, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, | 

| 


Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Miller, Niles, Semple, Se- | 


i| of transit. 


i 
{ 
h 

and į; 
} 
| 


trines, in his opinion, were sound. They placed the 
President, if he did not stand there before, on the 
ground of our most orthodox republicans, and his 
construction of the Constitution rescued the clause 
| which gave to Congress the power to regulate com- 
; merce, from the sweeping character which the in- 
| genuity of politicians had endeavored to place upon 
it. He referred to the debates in the convention to 


| 
i 


i, show that the term commerce was used synony- 
j: mously with trade, and that this clause referred to 


the business of commerce, and not to the medium 
He maintained that Congress had no 
mé#é authority under this clause to construct in- 
ternal improvements, than io furnish shipping. 


: But not only was the power to enter into a system 
l of internal improvements not given in the Consti- 


tution, but it was asked for and refused; and yet it 
was attempted by politicians to create this power 
He referred to the inherent in- 
‘ equalities, injustice, and partiality of the system, 


| by implication. 


vier, Sturgeon, and Turney—21. |! which he said placed it in utter and irreconcilable 


by moving to lay them on the table. He thought 
that in this daily struggle to take bills out of their 
legitimate places, more time was lost unnecessarily 
than if they proceeded according to the calendar. 
The question having been taken on Mr. Evans's 
motion to take up the bill, it was decided in the 
affirmative: Yeas 24, nays 15. H 
The bill to remit the duties on certain railroad || 
iron was then taken up; and having been read— | 
Mr. EVANS rose and entered into an explana- | 
tion of the object of the bill. It was, he said, in- | 


tended to remit the duties which had accrued upon 
importations of railroad iron already laid down, or 
which was ready to be laid down. ` The policy of | 
admitting this iron free of duty had been com- 
menced as early as 1832-3, for the encourag@nent 
of the construction of railways. He thought it. 
was a very wise policy, and one which had oper- |; 
ated very beneficially by greatly increasing the |, 
> number of railroads throughout the country. The | 
policy had continued so long that the States and | 
individuals had a right to expect that, unless the | 
state of the treasury called for a different poliey, « 


| ation of the bill making appropriations for the civi 
jand diplomatic ex 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. LEWIS moved to proceed to the conside 


penses of the Government; 


ii which motion having bcen agreed to— 


i 


Mr. BENTON moved to amend the bill by add- 


_ ing an item of some $300,000 to pay the claims of 
|: cilizens of the United States for indemnities by 


Mexico. : . 
This proposition led to a protracted discussion, 


iin which Messrs. BERRIEN, NILES, CASS, 
| McDUFFIE, JOHNSON of Maryland, EVANS, | 


and others participated; when the question having 
been taken on its adoption, it was decided in the 
negative: Yeas 18, nays 23. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting a clause io make permanent certain clerks 


for the statistical bureau in the State Department; | 


but after a brief discussion, in which Messrs. 


NILES, LEWIS, EVANS, STURGEON, CAL- | 
| HOUN, and others, participated, the proposition | 
: was defeated. 


| conflict with the spirit of the Constitution, of which 
|, throughout all its provisions uniformly was a stri- 
i king feature. This bill was a striking instance of 
| the partiality of this system: appropriating nearly 
i: one and a half millions of dollars, the whole South, 
. contributing more than any other section, received 
i but $50,000, for Savannah harbor. 

jj Having disposed of the constitutional argument, 
i: Mr. B. briefly adverted to the obvious considera- 
i tions which rendered it. inexpedient, especially 
| under the General Government. It had resulted 
i disastrously in the States, where, however, it was 
» confined by far greater restrictions, direct taxation, 
: local knowledge, &c.; but if entered upon by this 
= Government in the absence of these restraints, and 
|: with the stimulus of the tariff system which profited 
i: by all these expenditures, no man could tell where 
© it would end. : 
He next proceeded to reply to objections to the 
© veto of gentlemen who had preceded him. He 
argued, In reply to. Mr. Tueupson, of Pennsyl- 
: vania, that the sending of the estimates by the Séc- 
E retary of War did not preclude the President from 
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“the free exercise of ‘his discretion upon the bill. 
The Secretary acted on his own responsibility, in 
sending the estimates to Congress. In addition, 
the President knew, and the Secretary knew, that 

_ this subject had freqaently been under the consid- 
eration of Congress; that it was one upon which 
they might act in spite of the opinions and the veto 
of the President, by a majority of two-thirds of 

_ both branches of Congress. And what was- he to 
do? . Was the Secretary to furnish them no esti- 
mates? 

Again: the gentleman says, if he intended to veto 
this bill, why did he not previously inform Con- 
gress of it? Ifhe had done it, (Mr. B. said,) we 
should have heard nothing but one burst of indig- 
nation and clamor against Executive interference 
with the legislation of the country, from one end of 
the country to the other. Beside, he referred to 
various passages in the message of the President, 
and in the report of the Secretary, from which the 
implication was. fair and direct of opposition to 
this system of internal improvements. 

Having incidentally touched upon and replied to 
certain other remarks of Mr. Tompson, he next 
proceeded to notice certain of the positions of Mr. 

RINKERHOFF. The gentleman said that in his 
canvass, when it had been charged that the Demo- 
cratic party were opposed to this. system, he had 
denied it.. Where did he get the right? Mr. B. 
“wished to know. Why did he not tell his con- 
stituents what were Mr. Polk’s sentiments? Why 
not refer them to Mr. Polk’s report in 1831 on the 
subject of internal improvements, in which he took 
as strong ground against the system as in the pres- 
ent message? 

He alluded to the remarks of Mr. Doverass 
yesterday, and argued to show an inconsistency 
between the position laid down by that gentleman 
against a system of internal improvements, and his 
vote in favor of this bill. 3 

-In reply to the remarks of Mr. BRINKERHOFF in 
favor of a sparing exercise of the veto power, he 
defended that power as one.of the most important 
conservative and republican features of the Consti- 
tution. He argued that it was little liable to abuse; 
nothing but motives. of the sternest. duty could 
ever induce its exercise, and by it bringing the 
Executive into conflict with Congress. There 
never had been a veto but was sustained warmly 
by the peoples and, instead of its being used more 
sparingly, he would like to see it more frequently 
brought into exercise. 

He had understood the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Kine] yesterday, to say that this was a 
cabinet measure, and that it was an afterthought 
to veto it. He desired to give the gentleman an 
opportunity of informing the House on what 
authority the statement was made. 

Mr. KING said the gentleman had misunder- 
stood him. He had made no such statement, but 
merely addressed the inquiry to that effect to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Txompson.] 
He had heard such a rumor, but on no particular 
authority, and he had asked the question merely. 
He further stated the reasons why he had supposed 
it probable that the estimates of the Secretary of 
War had undergone a Cabinet consultation. 

Mr. BAYLY was very glad that the gentleman 
had really no authority for such a statement. He 


utterly denied that there was any foundation for it. | 


Mr. KING repcated that he had not made the 
statement. 


Mro BAYLY acqoieaced gs a and i the President to the contrary notwithstanding??? 


repeaied his gratification at it. 

Mr. TIBBATTS (Mr. B. yielding at request) 
desired to offer the following- amendment to the 
amendment of Mr. Wenrworrs to the resolution 
of Mr. Dromeoois, (which amendment of Mr. 
W. provided for certain printing additional to the 
rnessage:) 


With the bill as reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
and the amendments adopted by the House—with that part 
of the President's Message at page 25, beginning at the 
words “I refer,” to the words “ national interest,” inclu- 
sive; that part-of the report of the Secretary of War begin- 
ning at the words “the report from,” at pase 202, to the 
words “ repeated instances,” at page 204, inclusive; that 
part of the 

. heginnin 
at page 297, to the figures $42,861,004 39,7? at page 391, inclu- 
sive; that part of the letter-of the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the 4th December, 1845, (H: Doc. No. 9,) commencing at 
the words * harbors. and rivers,” &c., at page 41, to the fig- 
ures “80,009, at page 43, inclusive. 


Mr. WENT WORTH accepted the amendment, 
and modified his proposition accordingly. 


report of the chief of Topographical Engineers, | 
g with the words “ river and harborimprovements,”? | 


! ery, 


Mr. BAYLY resumed and concluded, by a fur- 
ther brief reference. to the complaint of Mr. 
Doverass, that the President had not designated 
the items in the bill of which he would approve. 
He reviewed the message in reference to this point, 
arguing that it was clear and explicit In its terms, 
and yielded on this point to an explanation by 
Mr. D. 

Mr. B. having concluded, 

Mr. LIGON obtained the floor. He was under- 
stood (though scarcely heard on the left of the 
chair) to say, that at this late stage of the session, 
he was satisfied no good could result from a pro- 
tracted discussion on this subject. Other matters 
were pressing upon the consideration of Congress. 
He therefore moved the previous question. 

_ Mr. SCHENCK. I rise to a point of order. Is 
it in order for one Whig to be permitted to take 
part in this discussion ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Yes; or one Democrat? 

Mr. SCHENCK. From the West? 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON. Vote down the pre- 


| vious question, and then you can speak. 


The question was taken (by tellers) on the 
demand for the previous question, and the vote 
stood—ayes 82, noes 58. 

So there was a second. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. inquired of the Chair 
whether a motion for a call of the House would be 
in order? i 


The SPEAKER said no; it was too late, the 


| previous question having been seconded. 


The question then being on ordering the main 
question, 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, (after some con- 
versation as to the effect of the vote,) resulted as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arnold, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Brockenbrougit, Brodhead, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chip- 
man, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Constable, Cranston, Cutlom, 
Culver, Daniel, De Mott, Dixon, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dun- 
lap, Edsall, EXsworth, Erdman, Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, 
Gentry, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Gordon, Grinnclt, Ham- 
lin, Hampton, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac 
E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, John W. Houston, George 
S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Jobn- 
son, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, 
Kaufman, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Levin, 
Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, MeCler- 
nand, MeConneil, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, James 
McDowell, Mclivaine, McKay, Marsh, Morse, Moulton, 
Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perry Phelps, Pillsbury, 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seaman, “Seddon, 
‘Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Albert 
Smith, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Strong, Sykes, Thibo- 
deaux, Benjamin ‘Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Towns, 
Tredway, Wheaton, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Wood- 
worth, and Yost—119. . 

NAY S—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Bayly, Bell, Blanchard, Boyd, Burt, Wiiliam W. 
Campbell, Catheart, Cocke, Crozicr, Garrett Davis, Dock- 
John H. Ewing, Faran, Graham, Grider, Grover, 
Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. s i 
Hunt, Chartes J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Thomas Butler King, Lewis, Long, McGaughey, Mc- 
Henry, Burkley Martin, Morris, Moseley, Pendleton, Pettit, 
Pollock, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, Runk, Schenck, Sev- 
erance, ‘l'ruman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, St. John, Strohm, 
Thomasson, James Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Trumbo, 
Vinton, Wentworth, Wick, Winthrop, Wright, and Young 
—59. 


So the House decided that the main question | 


should now be put. _ + 

Which main question (the proposition of Mr. 
Dromooote being cut off) was this: ; 

Shall this bill become a law, the objections of 


The SPEAKER said the Constitution of the 
United States requires that the yeasand nays shall 
be taken; and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the vote resulted as 


follows: a 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, rnold, 
Ashmun, Blanchard, Bowlin, Brinkerhof, Win. W. Camp- 
bell, John H. Campbell, Carroll,Catheart, John G. Chapman, 
Constable, Cranston, Culver, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dixon, 
Douglass, Edsall, Ellsworth, John H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, 
Foster, Giles, Goodyear, Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Harper, 
Henley, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Samuel 
D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, 
Ligon, Long, McClelland, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
McHenry, McTvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, Niv- 
en, Pettit, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Relfe, Tulius Rockw ell, 
John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Sever- 
ance, Truman Smitb, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stanton, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Sykes, Thi- 
podeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, James ‘Thomp- 
son, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, "rijen, Trumbo, Vinton, Went- 
worth, White, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and Young—93. 


Holmes, Hudson, Washington | 


i 


|| Moulton, Niven, Parrish, 


J 


| took 


NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, ‘Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs; James Black, 
James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Burt, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Crozier, 
Cullom, Cunningham, Danie}, Dobbin, Dockery, Dromgoole; 
Dunlap, Erdman, Ficklin, Garvin, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac E. 
Holmes, Hopkins, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- 
son, George. W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Preston 
King, Lawrence, Leake, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, Me- 
Clemand, MeConnell, MeCrate, James McDowell, McKay, 
Barkley. Martin, Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Perry, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Strong, Toombs, Towns, Tred- 
way, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward, Woodworth, 
and Yost—9. — . ; g 

So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, as 
required by the Constitution in such cases, the bill 
was rejected. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Kentucky, before the result - 
of the vote was announced, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER put the usual question, “ Was 
the gentleman within the bar when his name was 
called ??? ' ; 

Mr. MARTIN said he was not; but he asked 
the unanimous consent of the House to record his 
name. At the time the vote was taken he was ab- 
sent on business at the department. ` 

Objection being made— , 

Mr. MARTIN gave notice that if he had voted, 
he should have voted against the bill. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. HAMLIN offered a resolution in the usual 
form, providing that all debate on the bill from the 
Senate to provide for the ascertainment and satis- 
faction of claims of American citizens for spolia- 
tions committed by the French prior to the 31st 
day of July, 1801, should terminate in two hours 
after it should again have been taken up in com- 


mittee. 
Mr. I. E. HOLMES suggested one hour. 
Mr. HAMLIN modified the resolution accord- 


ingly, 
Some conversation followed between Mr. DROM- 


GOOLE and the SPEAKER. : ; 

Mr. HAMLIN demanded the previous question 
on his resolution. ; 

Some further conversation on a point of order 
place between Mr. BOWLIN and the 
SPEAKER. 

Mr. COBB desired Mr. TIamumw 
the resolution as to say three hours. 
pore five millions of dollars, 


een considered at all in the House. 


Mr. HAMLIN did not modify. « ; 
Mr. COBB moved that the resolution be laid on 


the table. : : 
Mr. RHETT asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 


lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinsons 
Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Burt, Reuben 
Chapman, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Dobbin, Dromgoole, Erdman, Ficklin, Garvin, Gor- 
don, Graham, Grover, Haralson, Hoge, Isaac B. Holmes, 
Hopkins, George $. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, Leake, Lumpkin, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, James McDowell, McKay, John: P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Norris, Owen, Payne, Reid, 
Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Schenck, Seddon, 
‘Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, Thurman, Towns, Wick, and Woodward—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bayly, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Mit- 
ton Brown, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Car- 
roll, Jobn G. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Constable, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dixon, 
Dockery, Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Jobn H. Ew- 
ing, Foot, Giles, Goodyear, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, 
Fiarmanson, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. 
Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Wash- 
ington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, Tames H. Johnson, 
Kaufman, D. P. King, Thomas B. King, Lawrence, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Long, Maclay, McClean, McCrate, 
McGaughey, McHenry, Mcllvaine, Miller, Morse, Moseley, 

Pendleton, Perry, Pukou Pol 

Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 

eat Root, Rank, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seaman, Severance, 

Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleh B. Smith, Stanton, 

Starkweather, Stewart, St. Jobn, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, 

Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benj. Thompson, James Thomp- 

son, Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, Went- 

worth, White, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Wood- 
worth, Wright, Young, and Yost—!12. 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN now wished to modify it so as 
to say two hours. 


Objected to. 
The question then recurred on the demand for 


the previous question, which was seconded. 


so to modify 
The bill ap- 
and had not 
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The main question was ordered, and, being ta- 
ken, the resolution was adopted. 

Whereupon, on motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. G. S. Housrox, 
of Alabama, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the said bill. 

Mr. THURMAN (who was entitled to the floor 
from a former day) referred to the statement he 
had made. when he before addressed the commit- 
tee, that very few of these claims were held in the 
new States in which the unsold public lands lie, 
and to the interruptions at that time by several 
gentlemen who mentioned claims which were held 
in Ohio, and by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
C. B. Smirn,] who stated there were claimants 
within that State. Well, he had taken the trouble 
to look at the list of these claimants as reported 
by a committee of this House at a previous ses~- 
sion; and he found the astonishing number of six 
from Ohio, and one from Indiana, out of the ag- 
gregate number of 1,011. 

He wished to correct a mistake, or something 
worse, in the construction of his former remarks. 


It had been said that he urged the fact that the | 


bulk of these claims was held by a few individu- 
als, or by insurance offices, as a reason why the 
claims should notbe paid. There was no founda- 
tion for such a charge. He had used no such 
argument. But if the claims were just, he had 
used it as an argument against their manner of 


paying these claims—viz: in land; because the | n 
i| of the reports from the standing committee—the 


owners of these claims would, most of them, be 
non-residents, and might be men of great wealth, 
and thus enabled to hold the land which they mo- 
noponzed by this bill. He trusted he was inca- 
pable of objecting to the payment of just claims on 
such grounds. He was as ready to mete out 
justice to the rich as to the poor. 

He referred with regret to the limited time al- 
lowed to the debate—not affording opportunity for 
any man to present the general principles, the 
heads of the argument, with the necessary specifi- 
cations to sustain or refute these claims. It was 
not a political question, but in the nature of a 
judicial one, which ought to be fully investigated, 
fully examined and determined upon only after the 
most mature reflection.. But limited as his time 
was, he was compelled to attempt something like 
an examination of the general features of the case. 
As he had already said, these claims were founded 
on the assumption that the Government of the 
United States was bound to the Government of 
France because of non-fulfilment by the United 
States of the guarantee contained in the treaty of 
the Revolution, and in the commercial treaty be 
tween the United States and France—more espe- 
cially on the former ground. Now he undertook 
to say that that guarantee was not binding on 
the United States at the time these spoliations oc- 


curred, and, therefore, that no consideration, no | 


benefit ever accrued to the United States by the 
surrender of the claims set up against the Govern- 


ment of France by the citizens of the United | 


States. 

As great names had been referred to in defence 
of these claims, he would ask, what was the opinion 
of General Washington? If the United States were 
bound by that guarantee, as is contended by those 
who sustain these claims, General Washington 
was guilty of the highest perfidy ever committed— 
of the basest ingratitude; for Washington himself, 
on the fullest and most mature reflection, held that 
the United States were not bound by the guarantee, 
and he issued his proclamation of neutrality at the 
time of the war with France and Great Britain. 
He did this upon the argument of General Hamil- 
ton—that the United States were not bound to take 
part in that war; for not taking part in which, 


these damages are said to have accrued to France. ;! 

But further, the treaty was repealed—repealed | 

because of violations of it by France, and so de- |! 

elared by act of Congress—voted for by a list of | 

names of high ee and approved by the |! 
h 


elder Adams, who would have been little likely to 


be guilty ofan act of gross injustice to a foreign |: 
i! ing from the lands. 


nation, 
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statement of our own Minister, Mr. Murray, who 
was on the spot, and was as capable of judging as 
any man, who declared at one time that they were 
not worth a quarter per cent., and again, subse- 
quently, that they were utterly worthless; and this 
in 1800 and 1801, just before the treaty was nego- 
tiated. And yet it was said that these claims—to 
collect which the United States had incurred heavy 
expenses, involved itself in public debt, and issued 
letters of marque and reprisal—that these claims, 
thus hopeless, were the consideration on which the 
United States desired release from the treaty, and 
right to neutrality! It was no such thing. 

But it was said that the United States offered 
money, something like $200,000, to get rid of this 
guarantee. He wished it to be recollected, how- 
ever, that the treaty was repealed by forfeiture on 
the part of France, after this offer was made. The 
instructions of Mr. Madison to our Minister, to 
urge these claims, were relied on in proof of their 
validity. Butwho ever before heard that an argu- 
ment thus given, to be used to a foreign Govern- 
ment, was to be made the foundation of a claim 
against the United States? 

But it was said that these claims had been pass- 
ed upon favorably by repeated committees of Con- 
gress. Upon examination, he had ascertained that 
out of twenty-one reports, nine of them were from 
sclect committees. These, of course, were formed 
of members favorable to the claims. 
select committees, he found that in two instances 
two reports had been made by the same man; and 


Committee on Foreign Relations—three were by 


Mr. Everett, three by Mr. Cushing, and four by | 


Mr. Choate. Here, then, were the same commit- 
tees—the same individuals—reporting, and yet it 


was held up that there had been twenty-one differ- | 


ent reports in their favor. In almost every instance, 
also, there were a majority of the members of these 
committees from the States most largely interested 
in these claims. He had not the slightest intention 
to impugn the integrity of these committees, nor 
of gentlemen who supported the bill; but he ven- 
tured to say, if the claims had not been scattered 
over various districts, and thereby a set of men set 
to work to operate upon public opinion, they could 
not have recived fifty votes in this House. 

It had been stated to him by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Kine,] that he was. in error 


in saying that the bulk of these claims were held. 


y insurance companies, and that those who origi- 
nally held them had all failed. He had spoken on 


the authority of various speeches, and of a report || 


made on the subject, a few years ago, which gave 
eighteen insurance companies holding them; and 


| it was fairly presumable that they held much the 


But if they had failed, it did not 


greater bulk. i 3 
Their assignees, or those who had 


alter the case. 


purchased their assets, held them; and it would be | 


a curious piece of inquiry, and well worthy of 
consideration when engaged in the inquiry, wheth- 
er this Government was bound in equity to pay 
them? 


| It was said a monopoly of land would not follow | 
the enactment of this law, because scrip was to be 


issued; that it would constitute what was familiar- 


| ly called land-office money, and be bought up by 


those who purchase lands; and, therefore, that 
there will be no monopoly of them. Now the ex- 
perience of the West was contrary to that, and it 


showed that the facility with which those who held ! 


the scrip or purchased it could acquire land, would 
tend to make a monopoly, while, at the same time, 
it would absorb the revenue from the sales of the 
lands. There was, then, this double objection to 
it. And this would take place after we had autho- 
rized the issue of ten millions dollars of treasury 
He blamed nobody for his vote for that 
bill; he himself had supported it, which he would 
not have done in time of peace. But, in addition 
to this ten millions dollars, we were now about to 
put five millions dollars currency, based on the 
public lands, into circulation. Why, what a paper- 
money Government we should have if we passed 
this bill; we should not havea dollar revenue accru- 


He 


And of the || 


grew out of the last war between Great Britain and 
this country, and were. for compensation for the- 
depredations committed by the British and Indians 
on the citizens of Michigan, contrary: to the cons. 
ditions of the capitulations made ‘with General 
Brock and Colonel Proctor. They had. been re- 
peatedly presented to Congress for its action; and, . 
although some of the claimants: had obtained par- 
tial redress, yet many of them had invariably been. 
denied that justice. to which they. were ‘preémi- 
nently entitled. The action of the House in regard: 
to private claimants reminded “him: forcibly of 
what Burleigh used to say to Queen Elizabeth: 
“ Madam, you do well to let suitors stay, for | tell 
you, bis dat qui cito dat, (he gives twice who gives © 
quickly,) if you grant them. speedily. they. will. 
come again the sooner.”’ : Although’ he was wil- 
ling to admit that some unjust claims received the 
sanction of the House, yet this ought not to be as- 
signed as a reason for the gross injustice which 
was done to those of a meritorious character. A 
citizen was injured and aggrieved by breach of 
contract or otherwise on the part of the Govern- 
ment, and came to press his claim before Congress, 


|| and found by sad and-bitter experience that the 


delay in administering justice, the expense, anxiety, 
and disappointments incident to its prosecution, 
were far greater than the amount. finally received. 
This state of things should not exist.in a free Gov- 
ernment, but he deeply regretted to be compelled, 
to say that he saw no symptom here of a returning 
sense of justice. : 3 ; 

The Senator from Delaware, [Mr. J.. M. Cruay- 
TON,] in his elaborate: speech upon this bill, stated 
the grounds on which he rested these Frénch spo- 
Nation claims to be, that they were, on the 30th of 
September, 1800, (by the covention of that date,) 
renounced or released, or sold and sacrificed by’ 
this Government, to purchase its exemption. from 
| the treaties of 1778, and the consular convention of 
1788; and also to purchase an-exemption from fur- 
ther spoliations on our commerce, to secure to this 
nation the blessings of peace, and all the ‘other 
benefits that were derived to the nation from that 
convention. ‘ , 

He must not be understood as admitting that 
Mr. Clayton had proved these propositions to his 
satisfaction, but would admit tem to be true’ for- 
the sake ofthe argument. oou padue gua n 

Mr. McG. then stated that he would give'a brief : 
and succinct. history of the claims covered by his 
amendment, to enable the committee to judge of 
their resemblance to those under consideration. 

On the 16th day of August, 1812, General Hull 
| surrendered the city of Detroit and Territory of 
Michigan to the British army under the command | 
of General Brock. One of the terms and condi- 
tions of this capitulation was, that the private pro- 
| perty of its citizens should be protected. as is 
shown beyond the shadow of a doubt by the proc- 

; lamation of General Brock to the people of Michi- 
| gan, issued the day of the surrender. That part 

of it which was necessary to the argument reads 
thus: â 

“ Whereas the Territory of Michigan was this day, by 
| Capitulation, ceded to. the arms of his Britannic Majesty, 
without any other condition than the protection of private 
į property; and wishing to give an early proof of the modera- 
{lon and justice of the Government, I do hereby announce 


ito all the inhabitants of the said territory that the laws here- 
tofore in existence shall continue in force until his Majesty’s 


ea ee 


|! pleasure be known, or so long as the peace and safety of the 


said territory will admit thereof”? 


On the 22d day of January, 1813, General Win- 
chester’s troops were defeated by the British and 
Indians under Colonel Proctor, at the River Raisin, 


| in the Territory of Michigan, and the terrible mas- 


; sacre that ensued will make it ever memorable in 
| the history of that war. A capitulation was.en-- 


ij tered into, and the security of private property 


| was again.guarantied by the British Government. 


ii How faithlessly these guarantees were fulfilled, 
|| the sequel will show. 
| 


| Immediately after the surrender. of Detroit, the 
; British and Indians began to tamper with the citi- 


; zens of the territory, (French and Americans,) and 


i; endeavored to seduce them from their allegiance to 


: this Government. The leading men were offered 
' offices of honor and importance, wealth and prop- 


|, erty, and ail the distinctions which the commander. 
|; of the British forces could confer, and his. powers 
| So: 7 i, Were almost plenary. But they scouted. the: idea 

might not be understood, and traced its analogy to | j 


of becoming the foes of their country; the love for 


|, it and its institutions was too deeply imbedded in ` 


H 


‘ their hearts for them to: turn traitors; and not one. 
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_ is known to have given way to: the base allure- 
ments that were held out to them. This brought 
down upon them the wrath and vengeance of the 
enemy, and dearly did they pay for their patriot- 
ism. It was not that vaunting patriotism that so 
often exhibits itself here, but it was a deep and 


enthusiastic devotion to the liberties of their coun- | 


try. All hedesired was, that the same spirit might 
actuate those who were now called upon to do jus- 


tice to the little remnant of these noble fellows that | 
have petitioned Congress for the last thirty years | 


for relief. But to return to the narration: Previous 
to and after the massacre and burning of American 


risoners, surrendered to British officers, by the | 
ndians in the British service, the abandonment of | 
the remains of Americans killed in the battle, or | 


murdered after the surrender; the pillage and shoot- 
ing of American citizens, and the burning of their 
houses after surrendering to the British, under the 
guarantee of protection—the citizens of Detroithad 
communications with Colonel Proctor, and this 
Judge Woodward, one of their number, made 
known their grievances and those of the other in- 
habitants of the territory. Mr. McC. here directed 


the attention of the committee to the following brief | 


extract from one of Judge Woodward’s letters to 
Colonel Proctor, bearing date February 2, 1813: 


They (the inhabitants of Michigan) have entertained a 
constant apprehension, that when the American forces ap- 
proached the territory, and when an engagement has taken 
place, the fury of the savage mind at the sight of blood, and 
in reflecting on the dead they lose, and perhaps on the retali- 
atory treatment of prisoners or of the dead, which theircruel 
mode of warfare is always likely to produce, might drive 
them to an ignoble revenge ou the prisoners they find in the 
country, and the inhabitants of it, who are American citi- 
zens. They therefore pr d this subject on your attention 
previous to the battle of the 22d of January last, and felt sat- 
isfied with your assurance, that you considered your own 
honor pledged for their effectual protection. 

‘Since the result of that battle, facts are before their faces 
which they canuot shut their eyes upon. Some of them are, 
perhaps, unknown to yourself. {Iwill enumerate some, which 

believe there will be no difficulty in establishing beyond 
the Feuch oi contradiction : j 

irst. Some of the prisoners, after the capitulation of 
ae a of January, 1813, have been tomahawked by the 
Ss 

“Second. Bome of the prisoners, after that capitulation, 
have been shot by the savages. + 

“Third. Some of the prisoners, after that capitulation, have 
been burnt by the savages. 

_ “Fourth, Some of the inhabitants of the Territory of Mich- 
igan, citizens of the United States of America, after the ca- 
pitulation, have been shot by the savages. 

“fifth. The houses of some of the inhabitants of the Ter- 
ritory, American citizens, after the capitulation, have been 
burnt by the savages. 

“Sith, Some of the inhabitants, American citizens, after 
the capitulation, have been pillaged by the savages.” 


Judge Woodward was thereupon requested by 
Colonel Proctor to appoint a day for the purpose 
of adducing before him such proof as he might 


have to substantiate the assertions contained in his | 


letter, which he did, and produced the most irref- 
ragable testimony of every charge he had made. 
This is to be found at length in the 5th volume of 
Niles’s Register, page 123. He would not detain 
the committee by reading it. He would, how- 
ever, before dismissing this part of the subject, 
read an extract from another letter of Judge Wood- 
ward, dated’ February 10, 1813, communicating 


these proofs to Colonel Proctor, with a view of | 


showing what was the real cause of the commis- 
sion of the enormities before noticed. He says: 


«In communicating your message, Major Muir added 
something having relation to American citizens, who might 
be willing to take the oath to the king. 

«Tt will be obvious to yuu, sir, that in a state of open and 
declared war, a subject or citizen of one party cannot trans- 
fer his allegiance to the other party without incurring the 
penaities of treason; and while nothing can excuse his 
guilt, so neither are those innocent who lay temptation be- 
fore them. 
| «The principles adopted by the United States on the sub- 
ject of expatriation are liberal, but are perfectly inapplicable 
to a public enemy in time of war. 


| “Some of the French inhabitants of the Territory of Mich- | 
igan, citizens of the United States of America, have been | 
much urged on this subject, and are apprehensive of being | 


further troubled.” 


How easy would it have been for these citizens 
to have saved their lives and preserved their prop- 
erty; but they preferred sacrificing both to the 
disgrace and ignominy that would otherwise have 
attachedto their names. Ofthis noble band but few 


survive, and they. have lived long enough to lament | 


the ingratitude of those for whom they were wil- 
ling to risk everything valuable to them. He 
knew that Colonel Proctor had denied that there 
wag any capitulation on the 22d of January, and 
asserted that: the prisoners surrendered at discre- 
tion. ‘Lhis was not his belief; but, at all events, 


the law of nations imposed obligations almost. as 
i} strong. 

These calamities left the people of Michigan, 
|, who had previously been in a most happy and 
flourishing condition, so poor and destitute, that 
‘lon the 28th of February, 1814, Mr. Madison 
i| deemed it his imperative duty to make a commu- 
|| nication to the Senate and House of Representa- 
il tives, in which he stated that ‘it had appeared 
‘that, at the recovery of the Michigan Territory 
‘from the temporary possession of the enemy, 
‘the inhabitants thereof were left in so destitute 
‘and distressed a condition as to require from the 
|| ‘public stores certain supplies essential to their 
|| (subsistence, which had been prolonged under the 
i| © same necessity;’’ and recommended that suitable 
provision should be made for them. 

For the purpose of exhibiting to the committee 
what disposition was made of these claims at the 
treaty of Ghent, where the difficulties between the 
‘| two Governments were settled, he would direct the 
attention of members to a communication made 
by the Hon. Mr. Adams, then Secretary of State, 
on the 17th December, 1817; to whom, by a reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives, the peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Detroit on this subject 
was referred. 

Mr. Adams says: 


«Phe petitioners allege that they have suffered great losses 
of property by the violation, on the part of the British forces, 
and especially by the Indian savages, then acting as auxil- 
jaries under them, of the capitulation by which, on the 16th 
of August, 1812, the Territory of Michigan was surrendered 
to the British General Brock, one article of which capitula- 
tion stipulated that private persons and property of every 
p description should be respected. 

“That by this violatiog of the capitulation, the petitioners 
acquired a just claim upon the British Government for in- 
demnity and satisfaction, which they expected the Govern- 
ment of the United States would have prevailed on that of 
Great Britain to make, by paying the petitioners for all the 
losses and damages sustained by them in consequence 
thereof. 

«That the United States having concluded a treaty of 
peace, and subsequently a commercial treaty, with Great 
Britain, without mention being made of the ‘Territory of 
Michigan, or of these claims of the petitioners, they have 
thereby lost their claim of redress and indemnity upon the 
British Government; but that the obligation of making it 
has thereby devolved upon the United States, to whose jus- 
tice and liberality they appeal accordingly for remuneration 
and payment. 

« Extracts from the documents 
Department of 
the liberal principles upon which the Government of the 
United States were desirous of proceeding in terminating 
the war, and at the same time the anxious care with which 
they urged a provision of. indemnity for the citizens of the 
United States who had suffered loss or damages such as 
those complained of by the petitioners. This provision was 
insisted on until it was distinetly known that the only alter- 
native to its abandonment was the inevitable continuance of 
the war. 

« How far the United States themselves are answerable 
to their individual citizens for the losses and damages occa- 
sioned by the enemy, and unbappily incident to the con- 
dition of war, it is for the wisdom of Congress alone to 
determine.” 


upon the records of the 


tiaries, Mr. Monroe (Secretary of State) said: 
“Should a treaty be formed, it is just in itself, and 
i| «would have a happy effect on the relations of the 
«two countries, if indemnity should be stipulated 
|| © on each side for the destruction of all unfortified 


‘towns and other private property, contrary to the 
Mi 


|| “laws and usages of war.’ 
peace submitted by the American plenipotentiaries 
to the British commissioners, 
latter as inadmissible, was a clause— 

«That indemnity should be made by each of the con- 
tracting parties to the citizens or subjecis of the other party 
for all losses and damages sustained subsequent to the com- 
mencement of the war, by reason of the destruction of un- 
fortified towns, and the pillage and destruction of private 
! property.” 
| The instructions and the 13th article, before al- 
|| luded to, it will be observed, clearly admit that 
‘| the British Government had a claim against our 
| Government for losses and damages sustained by 
reason of the destruction of unfortified towns, and 
the pillage and destruction of private property, and 
the proposed covenants were to enure to the benefit 
| of both parties. Now, what was the reply of the 
| British commissioners to this proposition? Why, 
i «That they were instructed explicitly to declare that as 


| tions to a favorable issue must prove abortive.” 
| Mr. McC. asked what difference there was in 


State are herewith annexed, serving to show į 


In the instructions to the American plenipoten- | 


Inthe 13th article of the projet of a treaty of | 


and returned by the | 


| posed to the 


' frst section by striking out 


| « five millions of dollars,’ 


the main principle on which both classes of claims 
rested. The terms of a capitulation, unless they 
are contrary to: the laws and usages of war, are ~ 
as binding as the stipulations of a treaty, and are 
equally inviolable, ‘The conditions of the capitu- 
lations made at Detroit and.the River Raisin were 
flagrantly violated, our citizens murdered, and 
their property destroyed? In the case of the 
French spoliations, our citizens may have been 
maltreated, but-he had not. heard of any of them 
losing their lives. If the sympathies of members 
were to be aroused and their feelings enlisted, they 
would certainly be by the history of the claims 
provided for in the amendment. By sanctioning 
a portion of these claims in the early period of 
their presentation to Congress, the whole were 
recognised as being just and meritorious, and such 
as the Government should make ample provision 
for. These claims are of a peculiar character, 
also, and differ from others arising from depreda- 
tions committed by the British during the last 
war in this, that the injuries inflicted were in con- 
travention of the conditions of the capitulations, 
and are not, therefore, based on ordinary grounds. 
But he merely intended to present their merits 
briefly to the committee, and not being disposed 
to consume more of their time, he would, in con- 
clusion, call upon those gentlemen who were so 
generous in regard to the pay and compensation 
of the volunteers for the Mexican war, to show 
their, magnanimity in the present case. He could 
assure them that from eyewitnesses of those 
scenes, and men in whom he placed the most 1m- 
plicit confidence—and among the rest to a member 
of the last Congress, [Hon. Mr. Bowen,] who 
owed his life to their liberality and magnanimity— 
he had learned that never did men display more 
courage, more determined valor, nor more genuine 
patriotism. Here was an opportunity for all who 
were so exceedingly anxious to manifest their love 
for brave men to exhibit their feelings. Here was 
a fit subject for their liberality; and he would 
merely say further to them that he thought it might 
be as well to conform their conduct to the old 
adage, “ pay off the old score before you begin a, 
new one.” 

Mr. McC. here submitted an amendment— 
450,000 compensation to those citizens 
of Michigan, for private property taken or destroyed by the 
authorities of the United ‘States or their troops, or by the 
authorities or troops of Great Britain, while such property 
was in the possession or occupancy of the troops or authori- 
ties of said States, or in violation of any treaty or capitula- 
tion subsisting between said Governments during said 
war: ”? : 


Mr. BOWLIN did not rise for the purpose of 
entering into the general discussion, He was op- 
bill, from beginning to end, and he 
pledged himself here if this bill passed, and the 
settlers attempted to fix themselves upon the lands 
of Missouri, to raise his voice before the people in 
defiance of the whole concern. But his object was 
to call attention to certain amendments which he 
intended to propose, so that if the bill should pass, 
it would be in such form as at least to do justice to 
those on whom the munificence of this Government 
was cast. He then proceeded to explain and en- 


«“ To appropriate 


force the provisions of his amendments. 


Mr. COBB obtained the floor, but a few minutes 
remaining for debate, and desisting, under this ne~ 
cessity from his purpose of going into a general 
argument, brought forward a few of the points 
against this bill, and warmly appealed to the com- 
mittee against its injustice and impolicy. | 

The hour having expired, the committee pro- 
ceeded to vote. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, asked that an 
opinion of Chief Justice Marshall on the subject 
of these claims might be read. : . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected, remarking that it 
was in the nature of debate. 


Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved to amend the 


the words ‘‘as had 
valid claims,” &c., and inserting ‘fas may be ad- 
mitted to be valid claims,” &c. Negatived—ayes 
52, noes 78. ae i 

Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, moved to strike 
out the words “to an amount not exceeding five 
millions of dollars.” Negatived. . 

Mr. SEABORN JONES moved to strike out 
> and insert “ one million 
five hundred and twenty thousand, dollars, equal to 
eight millions of francs.” Negatived. . 

“Mr. COBB moved to amend the first section by 
inserting after the words “* nor such claims as were 
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allowed” the words “or rejected.” Negatived: 
Ayes 51, noes 93. L i 

The question was then put on striking out the 
first section of the bill, (test question.) Lost: 
Ayes 62, noes 93. oa i 

Mr. LEAKE proposed to insert in the second 
section the following, as an instruction to the Board 
of Commissioners to be constituted by that section: 
‘To ascertain and report the number and amount 
‘of claims held by the original owners or their heirs, 
‘and the number and amount of those held by as- 
‘sionees and transferees.” 

Negatived: Ayes 38, noes 85. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved an amendment that the 
Commissioners should take an oath that they are 
not directly or indirectly interested in any of the 
claims mentioned in the bill. Negatived. 

Mr. THURMAN moved to add to the second 
section a direction to the Attorney General of the 
United States to attend the sitting of the Commis- | 
sioners, and to oppose and argue against the claims 
which may be prestnted. 

Mr. STANTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by allowing the Attorney General an addi- 
tion to his salary of $1,500 per annum for this 
service. Negatived. 

Mr. HOUGH moved to amend Mr. Tuurmay’s | 
amendment, by inserting a direction to the Attor- 
ney General to advocate any claim which he may 
think just. JNegatived. 

Mr. Trurman’s amendment was then negatived 
—ayes 61, noes 83. | 
Mr. COBB moved to add to the third section a 
provision that in cases of transfers of claims, the 
transferee shall state, under oath, the amount 
paid by him for the claim, Negatived. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to amend the fourth sec- 
tion so as to direct the commissioners to procure 
testimony from France and other foreign countries, 
instead of the Secretary of State, as provided by 
the bill. Negatived. 

Mr. COBB moved an amendment, directing that 
the expense of procuring testimony from France 
or other foreign countries shall be paid out of the 
amount appropriated by the bill. Negatived—ayes |} 
38, noes 89. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to add to the fifth section 
a clause granting one hundred and sixty acres of 
public land to each non-commissioned officer and 
private now engaged in the Mexican war, or who 
served in the late war with Great Britain, and has 
not received such grant. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order. |! 

Mr. SAWYER appealed. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to add to the seventh | 
section a provision that all lands which may be 
located under the provisions of the bill shall be 
liable to taxation from the time of location. Neg- 
atived—ayes 48, noes 80. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved that the land scrip 
to be issued in satisfaction of claims provided for 
in the bill, shall be located in Oregon, north of 54° 
40’. Ruled out of order. 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to add a proviso that 
no scrip. shall be located in any State the Govern- 
ment of which is organized, or partly organized, 
so as to confine the location of scrip to the Terri- 
tories. Negatived: Ayes 22, noes 92. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Mississippi, moved to strike 
out the seventh scction, which provides for the 
issue of scrip, which is only receivable in payment 
of publie lands, and to insert in leu thereof a pro- 
vision directing that the five millions of dollars | 
shall be paid in cash from the Treasury, in five || 
annual instalments of $1,000,000 each. Negatived: | 
Ayes 16, noes 101. 

‘Mr. SEABORN JONES moved to amend the 
section so that, instead ofland scrip, there be issued 
to claimants certificates of three per cent. stock, || 
reimbursable in twenty years or more, at the op- 
tion of the Government. Negatived. i 

Mr. ATKINSON moved to strike out the 7th | 
section. Negatived. 

Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN moved to reduce the |; 
salary of the Commissioners from $3,000 to $2,000 i 
i 
| 


a year, and the salary of the Secretary of the Board f 
from $2,000 to $1,000 a year. Negatived. f 

Mr. BOWLIN moved to strike out the tenth | 
section, which makes free from postage all docu- || 
ments and communications in relation to said i! 
claims, addressed to or from the commission through | 
the Secretary of State. Negatived. 

Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, moved to strike |: 


€ 


| to their respective claims. 


| soll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas 


out the eleventh section, which appropriates $50,- 
060 to carry the bill into effect. Negatived: ayes 
17, noes 102. 

Mr. CUMMINS moved to add to the eleventh 
section ‘*to be paid by the claimants in proportion 
» - Negatived. 

Mr. McCONNELL moved to add to the bill a 
section granting one hundred and sixty acres of 
the public land to every man, maid, or widow in 
the United States. Ruled outof order.. Appealed 
from, and the decision of the chair sustained. 

The bill having been gone through Wwith— 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to add. a section 


appropriating $50,000 for payment of claims of | 


citizens of Michigan, for property destroyed by 
British forces in the war of 1812, between the 
United States and Great Britain. 


Mr. WINTHROP objected to the amendment jj 


as out of order. 

The CHAIR ruled it in order. 

And the committee rejected it. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE offered a substitute for the 
bill; which was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. CONSTABLE, the commit- 
tee then rose and reported the bill to the House 
without amendment. 

And the question being on ordering it to a third 
reading, 

Mr. HAMLIN moved the previous question. 

Which was seconded. And the main question 
was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- ! 
mun, Blanchard, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, 4 
Carroll, John G. Chapman, Clarke, Constable, Cranston, 
Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, Edsall, 
Jobn I. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gites, Grider, 
Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Elias B, f 
Holmes, isaae E. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. | 
Rabbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 


Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel |! 
B. King, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, |} 


P. King, Thoni 
Ligon, Long, Maclay, MeCrate, MeGaughey, MeHenry, 
Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Niven, Pendle- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pillebury, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rock- 
well, Jobn A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, 


|| Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, 


Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—93. 

NAYS--Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, Biggs, Jarnes Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Burt, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Crozier; Culiom, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, Donglass, 
Dromgoole, Elsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, 
Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haralson, Har- 
mauson, TIcnley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Hous- 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Kaufman, Preston King, Leake, Lumpkin, 
McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, 
McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawyer, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, | 
Simpson, ‘Thomas Smith, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- | 
son, harman, Tibbatts, Towns, Wentworth, Wick, 
Woodward, and Yost—€8. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Whilst the Clerk was calling the roll, 

Mr. PHELPS rose and said, that he was inter- 
ested in the passage of the bill, and, therefore, the | 
rule forbade him to vote. If he could have been | 
permitted to do so, he would have voted against | 
the bill, i 

[Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, made a report.] . | 
And having been read a third time by its title, 


And the question being, ‘“ Shall this bill pass?” i 
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So the bill was passed precisely in the form in 
which it has been heretofore published in. this 
| paper. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and demanded the previous question. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 
Rejected. : 


ř 


The question recurred, and was taken, on the 
demand for the previous question, and there wasa 
second. i 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. : 

The yeas and nays were asked-and ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND ‘moved ‘that: the’ House 
adjourn; but the House refused to adjourn. 

The question, “Shall the vote by which the said 
bill was passed be reconsidered?” was then taken, 
and resulted as follows: creme | 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, ‘Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs, Bowlin, Boyd; Brinkerhotf, Brodhead, Burt, 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Collia, Crozier, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, 
Dromgoole, Elisworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Garvin, 
Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, 
Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, George S, Honston, B. W. 
Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, en Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, 
| Preston King, Leake, Lumpkin, McClelland, MeClernand, 
| McConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, 
Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawyer, Alexander D. 
Sime, Leonard H.: Sims, Simpson, Thomas. Smith; Jacob 
Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, Wentworth, Wick, 
and Woodward—79.° : 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Jolin Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Asbmun, Blanchard, Buffington, William W. Campbell, 


| John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapman, Constable, 


Cranston, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dunlap, 


Edsall, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Giles, Grider, 


; Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, By B.olmes, 


Isaac E. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Danie! P. King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Long. aelty, 
McClean, McCrate, McGaughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Niven, Parrish, Pendleton, Perry, 
Pettit, Pillsbury, Polock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Bykes, Thibo- 


; deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, 


Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilmot, 
| Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, and Young-—95. 

So the vote was not reconsidered. 

And then, at a late hour, the House adjourned. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ash- 
mun, Blanchard, William W. Campbell, John H. Camphell, 
Carroll, Jonn G. Chapman, Constable, Cranston, Culver, |; 
Garrett Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Duntap, Edsall, John H. |: 
Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gil Grider, Grinnell, | 
Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Billiard, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac | 
E. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
on, Washington Hunt, James B. Hung, Charles J. Inger- 


Butler King, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, Long, i 
Maclay, McClean, MeCrate, McGaughey, McHenry, Me- ij 


the bar and Bayou Bull, as marked on the topo- 


; graphical chart in Senate document of ist sésston 


26th Congress, No. 463, in order to ascertain the 
practicability of excavating a ship canal, of not 
less than thirty fect water, from the said Southwest 
Pass, to seven fatho.ns water (forty-two feet) in 
the said bay; the necessary extent of a mole, or 
breakwater, to reach seven fathoms, and-an‘esti- 
mate of said canal and breakwater; also, that he 
report upon the effect which the location of a navy- 
yard and a ship canal there would have in sirength- 
ening, or otherwise, the defences of the Missis- 
sippi river; and that the result of said survey and 
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examination be laid . before Congress at the com- 
` menċement of its next session, 

-[A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing the action of said 
House on the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
also, that said House had passed the French spo- 
liation bill.J 

: REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, asked that said committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of citizens of New Hampshire, presented 
the 22d of December, 1845; which was agreed to. 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported 
withont amendment the House bill for the relief 
of Silas Waterman, of the county of Washington, 
Vermont, with a recommendation that its further 
consideration be postponed indefinitely;. which re- 
port was concurred in. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, reported with amend- 
meiits the bill declaratory of the powers and legal- 
izing certain acts of the chief clerk of the Patent 
Office. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
submitted an adverse report upon the memorial of 
Edwin Bartlett; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported in favor of printing the letters 
“of Samuel Knox, William Reynolds, and Charles 
“Wilkes, in relation to the harbor at the mouth of 
the Columbia river, submitted by Mr. BENTON; 
which report was concurred in, and the document 
ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL ORDERS. 


Mr. RUSK moved that the Senate proceed to |! 
the consideration of the bill to pay the debt ascer- || 
tained to be due to Texas when an independent 
State, by the United States; which was not agreed 
to. 

The motion of Mr. LEWIS, that 5,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, showing the articles in which a large 
amount pa annum has hitherto been paid to the 
protected classes, was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. : A 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolution for |i 
the relief of Seth M. Leavenworth, 


THE SALT DUTIES, &c. 


Mr. BENTON then rose and said, that he de- 
sired to call the attention of the Senate to a bill in- 
troduced by him six months ago, and thus far | 
passed over by the practice of taking up bills out 
of order. He spoke of the bill for the abolition 
of the salt tax, and of the fishing bounties and 
allowances founded upon that tax. Mr. B. wish- 
ed to give a new and extraordinary reason for the 
passage of that bill, growing out of a great over- 
sight in the new tariff bill, By this new bill the 
duty on salt is reduced to twenty per centum on 
the value, and the bounty in Heu of drawback is 
reduced correspondingly on the pickled fish ex- 

orted. This is very well, as far as it goes; but 
it happens to go almost no distance at all. The 
bounty payable on that description of exported 
fish is almost nothing—only about four or five 
thousand dollars per annum. Last year it was 
g4,174, while the payments on account of dried 
fish exported are usually $300,000 per annum. 
Last year it was $290,000; but in 1841 it was 
$355,000; and the sum total already paid, on this | 
branch of the fishing business is about nine mil- 
lions of dollars, and will go on at that rate under 
the new bill. The whole of these bounties and | 
allowances are bottomed on the salt duties, and 
are a drawback of the duty supposed to have been 
paid on the salt put upon the fish exported; and 
therefore classed with reéxported salt, entitled to 
drawback, like other reéxported merchandise. 
Though clothed with the name of * bounties,” and 
of “allowances to fishing vessels,’’ still it is all 
founded on ‘the salt tax, and is declared in the acts | 
“upon the subject to be in exchange and commutation 


| before. 


| myself, 


ofthe drawback, and an équivalent therefor. In all 


` A | 
the early-acts of Congress these bounties andallow- | 


ances rose and’ fell with the rise and fall of the salt i 
duties; and in the tirne of Mr. Jefferson, the whole |! 
fell together.. The whole were repealed upon the || 
recommendation of that wise and patriotic Presi- |) 
| 
| 


dent; and the United States remained for some years 
without a sali tax, and without the superstructure į 


of bounties and allowances to the fisheries erected 
upon it. The bill which IT have introduced is a 
copy of that act—literatim, verbatim, et punciuatin, 
it is-a copy of that blessed act. My bill is a copy 
of the Jeffersonian act in word. and spirit, and is 
entitled to be passed on its own merits, without the 
intervention of the new circumstance, which ren- 
ders it imperative. .By the great oversight in the 
new revenue bill, as it came from the House of 
Representatives, it will take the entire amount of 
the salt duty to pay the fishing allowances, and 
also about $100,000 or $150,000 in addition there- 
to, from other duties, to pay them. A brief state- 
ment makes this plain. ‘The value of the salt im- 
ported has usually been $700,000 or $800,000 per 
annum; the Secretary computes that the reduced 
duty will increase the importation, and carry it up 


| to a million of dollars per annum. Very good. It 


may do so; and I will proceed upon that assump- 
tion. A million of dollars worth, at twenty per 
centum on the value, will yield a gross revenue of 
$200,000; but that sum will lack $100,000 or $150,- 
000 of being sufficient to pay the fishing allowances, 
and the deficiency must be made up out of: the 
treasury. The resylt is, that the entire amount 
of the salt tax, and half as much more added to it, 
is given as a present to persons engaged in the 
fisheries. Such is the result of the new bill; and 
such a result it is as was never seen or heard of 
In some degenerate reigns—among some 
of the unhappy reigns of the Tudors and Stuarts 
of England—particular branches of the revenues 
were sometimes assigned to favorites; but this 
was usually of some luxury—as sweet wines or 
something of that sort; but in no case did any 


of these sovereigns, wrong-headed. and wilful as | 


some of them were, ever think of bestowing a salt 
tax on any individual or set of individuals. That 
article of prime and universal necessity, under the 
worst of monarchs, was never taxed, except for the 
purposes of the State. Now, for the first time in 
the history of the human race, the whole proceeds 
of the tax are to be paid to a few individuals, and 
half as much more. I saw this egregious blunder 
in the bill when it came up, and mentioned it to 
some of my friends; but a new edict seemed to 
have gone forth, under horrible denunciations, to 
pass the bill as it was. To be sure that denunci- 
ation did not govern me. I voted for one amend- 
ment, notwithstanding; but would propose none 
I consoled my conscience with saying the 
remedy is in the hands of the Senate. If they are 
willing to correct it, it can be easily done by the 
passage of the bill I have introduced—the old Jef- 
fersonian bill—to abolish the whole—the platform 
and superstructure—the tax, and the bounties, and 


| the allowances built upon it—and thus get rid of 


the whole in the most complete, compendious, and 
beneficial way. That bill is now ready to be 

assed. It rests with the majority to pass it; and 
if the House of Representatives concurs, not only 
the great oversight in the bill is corrected, but the 
country will be relieved from the whole burden of 
the salt tax, and all its superstructure of bounties 
and allowances, and ull the frauds to which these 
bounties and allowances notoriously give rise. 
Mr. President, this is not the time to speak of the 
abomination of a salt tax—a tax almost impious in 
its nature, as taxing the article which God has 
given to all animated nature—the dumb beast as 
well as the human being—to season its food, and 
preserve its health and life, and which ought to be 
as free as air and water. This is not the time to 
speak of that impious tax, from which even the 


| British, taxed to death as they are, have been free 


since the year 1824. Butitis the time to speak 
of the delusion of this reduction to twenty per 
cent. on the value. To those who do not see the 
working of the. tax, or who do not see the mode 
which the imposition of a tax may be made the 


i means of burdening the people ten times more 


than the tax itself does, it may seem a great mat- 
ter. To all who understand the operation of 


| the tax, the reduction is but little better than 


an illusion. The fact is, that any tax on this 
article is a curse, and a small tax nearly as bad 
as a large one. Any tax at all will carry the 
imported article through the custom-house, and 
throw it into the hands of regraters and monopo~ 


|i lizers. The importer does not bring with him 
| money to. pay the duties: it is troublesome and 


inconvenient for him to give the two securities 
which the law requires. This gives rise to a. class 
of salt dealers in the seaports, who advance the 


duties, or give security, and purchase the salt on 
their own account. They thus collect it into their 
own hands, and-fix their own price; and I have 
seen West India or Mediterranean salt, which cost 
from six to eight. cents a bushel, thus put up to 
forty-five cents; and at this moment, by the New 
Orleans prices current, such salt is now actually at 
thirty cents a bushel!—that is to say, four or five 
times its import value!. Nothing but the refer- 
ence of the salt to the custom-house, and throw- 
ing it into the hands of the regraters, could produce 
this result; and this will continuedo bė. the case 
under any tax whatever, be it much or little. 
Nothing but total freedom from the custom-house 
—nothing but a sale direct from the ship to the 
steamboat—can prevent the mischief; and, there- 
fore, the salt should be as free as the stones 
which form the ballast, and over which no inspec- 
tion of the customs should exercise supervision. 
This is enough to show that the present reduction 
is an illusion—that nothing but total abolition of 
the tax will relieve the country. This is a suffi- 
cient reason for the total abolition; yet there is 
another one, also the result of any tax whatever, 
no matter how small, which requires total aboli- 
tion of the tax. It is in the substitution of the 
weighed for the measured bushel, That results 
from the custom-house law. By that law the 
bushel is to be counted by weight—56 pounds to 
the bushel. This may do for Liverpool salt; but 
the pure, strong salt, which alone is fit to cure beef, 
pork, butter, so as to fit it for exportation, or for 
preservation in a southern climate—this pure, 
strong salt, weighs 84 pounds to the bushel; so 
that the purchaser, in getting 56 pounds, only gets 
two-thirds of a bushel. But he does not even get 
56—which is the custom-house bushel; for the 
retailer and the domestic manufacturer, improving 
upon this idea of weight, have struck off the 6 
pounds, and made it 50! And this was the salt 
bushel throughout the whole West! And such a 
bushel as itis! Often and often, when the water 
was drained out of it, the farmer has found that @ 
half bushel measure would contain the whole 
bushel, and have room to spare! and that thirty- 
odd pounds weight in the other scale would lift it 
from the ground! This is the case now: this has 
been the case ever since the custom-house bushel 
was established: it will be the case as long as it 
lasts; and that will be just as long as there is 
any tax at all on salt. One per cent. will keep 
up this. false bushel, as well as twenty; and 
twenty will keep it up as.well.as.a hundred per 
cent, would. Therefore, the reduction is an illu- 
sion, and nothing will do it but the passage.of the 
old Jeffersonian bill which I have introduced. 
Thus the correction of the great blunder in the bill, 
which gives the whole salt tax and half as much 
more to the fishermen—the abolition of the fmo- 
nopolies in the seaports, which treble and quadru- 
ple the price of the article—and the restoration of 
the honest measured, for the false and fraudulent 
weighed bushel—all require the bill which I have 
introduced to be passed. 

Mr. DICKINSON then rose and made a remark 
in reference, as we understood, to the subject on 
which the Senator from Missouri had addressed ` 
the Senate, but the honorable member was not 
heard distinctly in the gallery. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said that he wished to know 
what was before the Senate? He had supposed 
that the motion made by him to take up a certain 
bill had been entertained; but lo! they now had a. 
debate about the duty on salt! 

Mr. BENTON said he would not take any re- 
buke as to the non-observance of order in this in- 
stance. ‘The bill to which he had called the atten-, 
tion of the Senate had been introduced by him six 
months ago, and nothing would deter him from 
presenting the whole matter to the country just as 
it was. 

Mr. HANNEGAN replied that he intended no 
rebuke for the Senator from Missouri, or any one 
else. 

Mr. BENTON. Very well then.. 
enough. 

Mr. HANNEGAN proceeded. If he had in- 
tended a rebuke for that Senator, he would have. 
addressed it directly to him, and at him, not 


That is 


| through the Senator from New York, (Mr. Dicx- 
iaso. | 


The motion to take up the bill alluded to by the 
Senator from Indiana was then adopted after a. 
division—ayes 26, noes not counted. 
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The bill was then considered as in committee of | 
the whole, reported back to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


PRE-EMPTION LAWS. 


Mr. ASHLEY moved. the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to establish a perma- 
nent general pre-emption system in favor of actual 
settlers upon the public lands; which was not 
agreed to. 

DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 


The “ bill to remit the duties which have been 
paid or have accrued upon the importation of rail- 
road iron in certain cases,” was read a third time 
by its title. 

Mr. ATHERTON called for the reading of the 
entire bill; and it was read. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. ATHERTON rose and asked the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Evans] why the 20th of August, 
1843, had been named in the bill? 

Mr. EVANS replied that that was a mistake in 
the engrossment. It should be 1842, and was in- 
tended to meet the tariff law of that year. 

Mr. ATHERTON then went on to remark that 
there was no limitation as to the quality of rail. 
The bill of last session contained a proviso with 
regard to the weight of the rail for the exemption 
of which the bill was framed. It had been regard- 
ed as a matter of much importance that the heavy 
T rail should be laid down by companies. In the 
present bill there was no such limitation or restric- 
tion. He would also observe that this bill remit- 
ted the duties on rails imported for the purpose of 
replacing others. There was no provision restrict- 
ing companies from obtaining a remission of duties 
on rails imported for the purpose of replacing rails 
which they had taken up. It did not apply strictly 
and solely to the rails originally laid down. This 
bill appeared to be freed from all restrictions what- 
soever. He did not wish to detain the Senate by 
any extended remarks, and would only refer, in 

` the most cursory manner, to one or two observa- 
tions urged by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Evans] in favor of the bill. It was contended that 
the railroad companies ought to be placed on an 
equal footing with the act of 1842. Since that 
time, however, the price of iron had been very 
much reduced. With the duty, it now cost no 
more than formerly without it. The argument in 
favor of the bill that the railroads benefited the 
farmer by affording means of transportation for 
his products, might be with equal justice urged in 
favor of remitting the duty on iron employed in 
the construction of steamboats. Why, then, not 
exempt that also? That showed that this was a 
piece of partial legislation, for the exclusive bene- 
fit of railroad corporations. 

Mr. EVANS replied. He would not detain the 
Senate more than a moment. The gentleman op- 
posite [Mr. ATHERTON} desired to know why the 
provision regarding the weight of the rails had not 
been retained. The Senator was mistaken in sup- 
posing that it was prospective—looking to the 
future, and not to the past. They did intend by | 
the bill to remit the duty on the lighter rails, be- | 
cause they had been brought in. The imports 
free hereafter were to be confined to the heavier 
kind of rail., In regard to the reference to the iron 
employed in the construction of steamboats, the 
answer was obvious. Railroads could not be 
moved from Maine to New Orleans. Steamboats 
could seek profitable employment wherever it offer- 
ed. He would ask, in conclusion, that by unani- 
mous consent, the error in engrossing should be 
corrected, 

The error was accordingly, by unanimous con- 
sent, rectified; and then the bill was put on its 
passage. 

Mr. BAGBY said that his objection to the bill 
was, that it would take, as he understood, upwards 
of a million of dollars from the treasury for the 
benefit of certain railroad companies, while every 
other citizen of the country had to pay duties on | 
all the imported iron he consumed, even for the į 
most necessary purposes. The proposition was | 
too monstrous to be entertained for a moment. 

i 
| 


Mr. ATHERTON asked for the yeas and nays, 
and being seconded and ordered, they were taken, || 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, Calhoun, Chal- | 
mers, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, | | 
Crittenden, Davis, . Evans, Greene, Jarnagin, Johnson of | 


Louisiana, Johnson of Maryland, McDuffie, Mangum, 
Phelps, Rusk, Simmons, Speight, Upham, Webster, Wood- 
bridge, and Y ulee—26. 

NAYS-—Messers. Alien; Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, 
Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, 
Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, Miller, Semple, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, and Westcott—20. A 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BREESE moved the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to establish an addi- 
tional land office in Iowa; which motion was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. WESTCOTT moved the Senate to pro- | 


ceed to the consideration of an act. to enable the 
people of Wisconsin Territory to form a constitu- 
tion and State government, and for the admission 
of such State into the Union; which motion was 
agreed to. 


~The bill was then considered as in committee of | 
the whole, reported back to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate, as in committee of the whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending the 30th June, 
1847. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved to amend, in the 
appropriation of “ $12,000 for the construction of 
a revenue cutter to be employed on the coast of 
Texas,’’ by striking out the words “ to be employ- 
ed upon the coast of Texas.” 


Mr. H. explained that the clause, as it stood at į 


present, would not allow the President to employ 


the vessel provided for on any other station than | 


the one designated, whereas the vessels in the rev- 


enue service are all entirely subject to the orders | 


of the President and Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to without opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved further to amend 
the bill by striking out the words ‘for the erection 
of a warehouse thereat,” from the clause making 
an appropriation for the completion of the custom- 
house at Wilmington, North Carolina, and the 
erection of a warehouse, &c.; which amendment 
was adopted. 

Mr. H. further moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting an appropriation of $5,000. for procuring 
and locating buoys at such places as the navigating 
interests may demand; which amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON moved further to amend 
the bill by inserting an appropriation of $4,319 to 
pay for 350 copies of a compend of the revenue laws 
compiled by ‘Thomas F. Gordon; which amend- 
ment was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS submitted an amendment, appro- 
priating $4,988 for reducing and preparing for pub- 
lication, under a resolution of the Senate, plans 


and drawings made by the officers of the topo- | 
graphical bureau for the improvement of harbors, | 


rivers, &c.; which was adopted. _ 

Mr. DIX submitted the following amendment; 
which was agreed to: 

“For refunding to James Buchanan, late her Britannic 
Majesty’s consul at the city of New York, moneys disbursed 
by him, and compensating him for services performed, in 
respect to the slaver Catharine, condemned and sold at the 
suit of the United States, the sum of $2,144 75.» 


Mr. D. also, from the Committee on Commerce, 


submitted an amendment appropriating $7,000 for | 


completing the marine hospital at New Orleans, 
and providing suitable furniture therefor. 

Mr. D. supported the amendment, stating the 
absolute necessity of an appropriation for the pur- 
pose in question. : Len, 

Mr. LEWIS opposed. If this appropriation 
was granted, (he said,) it would open the way for 
applications for similar purposes from all parts of 
the country. 


After some further remarks in favor of the |! 
| amendment, by Messrs. HUNTINGTON, DIX, 


DAVIS, and JOHNSON of Louisiana, it was 
adopted. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following amend- 


ment, which he briefly supported, viz: 
«To pay arrears of expense of the Legislature and Exec- 
utive of the late Territory of Florida for the years 1842, 1843, 
1844, and 1845, 88,000.” 
The question was taken on the above amend- 
ment, and decided in the negative. 


= 


[A message was. received: from: the House of: 
Representatives, announcing that .said-House had: 
resolved to insist upon its amendments to the: bill 
granting a pension to- Richard:Eliott, and the bill 
providing for the payment of the evidences of pub- 
lic debt in-certain cases, and asking a conference 
on the disagreeing votes.J 0: x ppu 

Mr. ARCHER submitted the*following amends ` 
ment; which was adopted: seh Sa R oe 

Insert.at the end of the class call ‘* miscellaneous’. 
the following: ; f ree 

“To the State of Virginia; $64,452 87, claimed by. heras: 
due under the act of 5th July, 1832, entitled ‘An act.for 
liquidating. and ‘paying certain claims of the State of. Vir- 
ginia.??? š : : 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following amend- 
ment; which, after discussion by Messrs, DAVIS, 
SPEIGHT, HUNTINGTON, EVANS, CAL- 
HOUN, and NILES, was adopted—yeas 26, nays 
17, viz: 

“ To reimburse the State of Massachusetts, for militia ser- 
vice in the late war, @227,176, or such sum as has heen re- 
ported as due to the State by the. Secretary of War.” 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. JOHNSON moved to amend the bill. “by 
inserting an appropriation of $100,000 forthe erec- 
tion of a custom-house at New Orleans.” 

Mr. LEWIS opposed the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON eamestly advocated the appro- 
priation. 

The question was. then taken, and the amend- 
ment rejected—yeas 7, nays not counted. ` 

Mr. SEVIER submitted an amendment, appro- 
priating $10,000 for the erection of a marine hospi- 
tal at Napoleon, Arkansas; which was agreed to. 


GREENOUGH’S STATUES. 


Mr. LEWIS presented a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, recommending an additional 
appropriation (according to the terms of contract) 
for the execution of certain statues intended for the 
portico of the Capitol; which was read. 

Mr. LEWIS then submitted the following 
amendment; which was adopted: 

‘ For payment to Horatio Greenough for agroup of statues 
to adorn the eastern portico of the Capitol, $8,000: Provided, 
The work is in such a state of progress as, in reference to 


the whole sum to be paid forits execution, shall, in the opin- 
ion of the President of the United States, render it proper 


to make such payment.” : F 
Mr. SPEIGHT submitted an amendment appro- - 
priating $620 for extra clerk hire in the office of 
the Second Auditor, and read a letter from the 
Seeretary of the Treasury recommending said ap- 
propriation. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NILES submitted the following amendment; 
which was adopted, viz: 

Insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the proceeds of the telegraph between 
Washington city and Baltimore be, and the same is hereby, 
directed to be placed in the treasury of the United States 
for the benefit of the Post Office Department, in the same 
manner as other revenues which accrue from postages. 

No further amendments being submitted, the bill 
was reported to the Senate, and the question being 
on concurring in the amendments adopted in com- 
mittee, generally, 

Mr. DICKINSON moved that the appropria- 


| tions for marine hospital and the Virginia claim 
| be excepted; which was agreed to. 


The question was then taken on concurring in 
the other amendments, and decided in the affirma- 
tive. 

The question recurring on the amendment in re+ 


i lation to the claim of the State of Virginia, the 


yeas and nays were taken, and resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YERAS—Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Baghy, Berrien, Breese, 
Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers, John M. Clayton, Crittenden, Da- 
vis, Greene, Hannegan, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, 
MeDuffic, Mangum, Miller, Morchead, Niles, Rusk, Sevier, 
Simmons, Speight, Webster, Westcott, and Woodbridge 


27 


| —27 
| NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Benton, 
| Bright, Thomas Clayton, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hous- 
| ton, Lewis, Pearce, Phelps, Semple, Sturgeon, Turney, 
: Upham,and Yulee—L8. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The question was then taken on the remaining 
excepted amendments, and they were concurred in. 


| MEXICAN INDEMNITY. ! 
Mr. BENTON again submitted his amendment 
| in relation to Mexican indemnity. 
i Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, ably advocated : 

i the amendment, in a speech of some length. : : 


pee 
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‘The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
and resulted as follows: aa a 


YEAS—Messrs, Ashley, Atchison; Barrow, Benton, 
Breese, Jobn- M: Clayton, Crittenden, Dickinson, Dix, 
Greene, Hannegan, Houston, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisi- 
ana, Johnson of Maryland, Morehead, Niles, Rusk, Semple, | 
Simmons, and Woodbridge—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Berrien, Bright, Cal- 
houn, Cass, Chalmers, Cilley, Thomas Clayton, Davis, 
Evans, Fairfield, Huntington, Lewis, McDuffie, Miller, 
Fhelps, evien Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, and į 

ulee—23, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the same amendment 
with a proviso—the whole being as follows: 


_ For paying the principal and interest of the fourth and 
fifth instalments of the Mexican indemnities, due in April 
and July, in the year 1844, the sum of $320,000: Provided, || 
The claimants, each for himself, shall relinquish to the Uni- | 
ted States his right to said instalments: And provided further, 
That each of the claimants shall agree to take in payment 
the scrip of a stock bearing interest at 5 per cent., payable 
in five years.” 


Upon the adoption of the above amendment, the 
yeas and nays were taken, and resulted as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Benton, Breese, John M. Clayton, Crittenden, Dickin- 
son, Dix, Greene, Hannegan, Houston, Jarnagin, Johnson 
of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Morehead, 
Niles, Phelps, Rusk, Semple, Simmons, Westcott, and 
Woodbridge—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Berrien, Bright, Cal- 
houn,. Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Cilley, Thomas Clayton, 


Davis, Evans, Fairfield, Huntington, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Miller, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Upham, and 
tlee—23, 


So the amendment was adopted. 
CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, again offered his 

- amendment, making an appropriation for the erec- 

tion of a custom-house at New Orleans; which was 
rejected on a division—ycas 18, nays 19. 

Mr. McDUFFIE submitted an amendment ap- || 
propriating $4,500, for an outfit of Arthur Mid- || 
dleton, of South Carolina, as acting chargé des | 
affaires at Madrid; which was rejected on a divi- 
sion—yeas 19, nays 20. 


DRY-DOCK AT PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment ap- 
propriating $40,000 for constructing a dry-dock at 
Philadelphia, under the direction of the Navy De- 
partment. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to know of the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, if he had kept an 
account of the amount of the additional appropria- 
tions which had been made to the bill by amend- |; 
ments ? | 

Mr. LEWIS replied, “ about a million.” i 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Came- 
Rox’s amendment, and decided in the negative on 
a division—yeas 13, nays 19. | 

No further amendments being submitted, the | 


bill was ordered to a third reading; and by unani- | 
mous consent, read a third time, and passed. i 


HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN then rose and said, that | 
he desired to introduce a bill, which would not oc- 
cupy more than a few minutes of the time of the 
Senate; and, if opposed, he would not press it at 
all. In the harbors on the western rivers, the bill 
for whose improvement had been vetoed by the | 
President, there were dredging boats which would | 
be destroyed unless proper measures for their pres- 
ervation were adopted. The bill which he pro- || 
posed to introduce, provided for the appropriation : 
of such a sum as might be deemed adequate for | 
the preservation of these boats and their machinery. | 
i 
1 
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The bill embraced the Missouri, Ohio, Mississippi, | 
and Arkansas. 
Mr. DIX inquired if the Hudson river wasin- 
cluded? } 
Mr. CRITTENDEN answered in the negative. | 
Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the bill. | 
The bill was read. | 
Mr. BENTON briefly described the boats and |; 
machinery. They were powerful enough to raise || 
trees‘one hundred ‘feet long, and three or four feet i; 
in diameter. The way to preserve them was to || 
keep them employed. f 
Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that the value | 
United States which it was || 


of the property of the Un 
sought to preserve from absolute destruction | 
amounted to about $100,000. He had done his | 
duty in submitting the bill, and felt no more in- |; 


terest in it than any other gentleman might be sup- 


\ posed to entertain. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON was opposed to the bill, 
on the ground that the public property in many 
harbors on the Atlantic was iñ the same condition; 
and to legislate in one case and not in the other 
would be partial. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said his opinions on the subject 
of the improvement of the rivers and harbors were 
well known. He believed firmly that the General 
Government had the constitutional right to make 
such improvements. But much as he desired to 
see the western rivers improved, he could not con- 
sent to legislate for them separated from the north- 
ern rivers. He was a western man by location, 
but he trusted that his American feeling was not 
bounded by sectional limits. He could not, there- 
fore, consent to foster the western rivers whilst 
the lakes and rivers of the North were neglected. 
‘The machinery alluded to would undoubtedly be 
lost to the Government. It would be sold at a 
ruinous sacrifice, or allowed to rot in the water. 
He would take that occasion to say, that if the 
opportunity were afforded, he would again declare, 
by his vote, his adherence to the principle that the 
General Government had the power to make im- 
provements of a national character. ‘Therefore, 
he had voted for the harbor bill; so he would vote 
again. During the whole of General Jackson’s 


Í administration, he had had the honor of a seat in 


the other branch of the National Legislature, and 
at every session of that period, a bill had been 
passed ‘similar to the one to which he had just 
alluded. For all of those bills he had voted. 
‘They all received the sanction of General Jackson, 
for whose opinions he (Mr. 8.) should ever enter- 
tain the most profound regard. He hoped to have 
an opportunity of voting tor similar bills hereafter. 
His opinions on this subject had not been hastily 


| formed. ‘hey were the result of much reflection; 


they were in accordance with the enlightened 
views of General Jackson, and he need not say 
that a more consistent, scrupulous, and faithful 
guardian of the Constitution, never occupied the 
presidential chair. It was not, therefore, likely 
that he (Mr. S.) would relinquish these opinions 
for light or transient causes; on the contrary, he 
hoped to maintain them while he lived. 

Mr. BAGBY said he knew he would not be 
charged with any want of courtesy to the Senator 
from Kentucky. He (Mr. B.) availed himself of 
the occasion to say that there was no member of 
the Senate for whom he entertained more respect 
than the Senator from Kentucky, or that he would 
be more happy to oblige than that Senator, where 
he could do xt with propriety, But the subject of 
the improvement of harbors and rivers had, as he 
(Mr. B.) thought, been happily and properly dis- 
posed of for the present session, and he could not 
consent to revive it at this late stage of the session. 
It was perfectly obvious that if tne river bill was 
introduced, the harbor bill would follow, either as 
an original bill, or by way ofamendment. It was 
known to the Senate that he (Mr. B.) had fixed 
and unalterable opinions in relation to this whole 
system. And although ithad been said that some 
of the inventions for that purpose would drag a 
large tree out of the bottom of the river as easy as 


a dentist would extract a tooth, Mr. B. was afraid 
that while they were pulling snags out of the rivers 
and making appropriations for unknown harbors, 
we were running snags into the treasury. With 
perfect respect, therefore, for his honorable friend 
irom Kentucky, he objected to the introduction of 
the bill. , 
The bill was then read a first time. 


NEW YORK PILOTS. 


Mr. DIX moved to take up the bill concerning 
New York pilots, and advocated his motion with 
great earnestness. 

Mr. DAYTON objected. ; 

Mr. DICKINSON supported the motion. 

Mr. DAYTON. It will take a long time to dis- 


; cuss the, bill. 


Mr. DIX. Not at all. . 

Mr. DAYTON. We have had such a bill here 
every session for the last five or six years. 

Mr. DIX said the Senator was mistaken. 

The motion was then rejected, and so the Senate 


refused to take up the bill. 
WEST POINT ACADEMY. 
On motion of Mr. LEWIS, the bill making ap- 


propriations for the Military Academy at West 
Point, was taken up. 

Mr. CAMERON offered an amendment appro- 
priating $20,000 for the purchase of land in the 
neighborhood of the -arsenal at Frankfort, Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. LEWIS objected. 

Mr. EVANS also objected. The appropria- 
tion did not properly belong to the. bill before the 
Senate. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON supported the amend- 
ment, on the ground that there wasa contract in 
the case by which the Government was bound to 
pay the $20,000. 

Mr. EVANS denied that there had been any 
legally authorized contract. 

The amendment was then rejected. 

The bill as amended by the committee was re- 
ported to the Senate, the amendments concurred 
in, the bill ordered to a third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McDUFFIE, the Senate then 
went into Executive session, and after some time 
so occupied, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, August 5, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read, was 
corrected in a certain particular, on motion of Mr. 
DROMGOOLE, and was then approved. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the act to provide for the ascertainment 
and satisfaction of claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
31st July, 1801. 

[It appeared that the question had not yesterday 
been taden on the title of the bill.] 

The pending question was, ‘Shall this be the - 
title of the bill ?? 

The previous question was moved and second- 
ed; and the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 


der. 

Mr. JONES moved that the title of the bill be 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der. The title of the bill could not be separated 
from the bill itself, 

The main question was then taken, and the title 
of the bill was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, proceeded to lay 
before the House certain messages from the Sen- 
ate. 


The bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice of the United States, which had been returned 
from the Senate with certain amendments, was 
taken up, and, on motion of Mr. McKAY, was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


The bill from the Senate entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the confirmation of certain settlement 
claims in the Greensburg land district in Louisi- 
ana,” was taken up on its first and second reading. 

Mr. MORSE asked that it be put on its third | 
reading. . 

Mr. COBB called for explanation. 

Mr. HARMANSON said a few words in expla- 
nation of its provisions, when he was interrupted 
by a number of members stating that it was unne- 
cessary to say more. i . 

‘And the bill was thereupon read a third time and 
passed. 


THE GRADUATION BILL. 


The bill to reduce and graduate the price of the 
public lands, (which had been returned from the 
Senate with sundry amendments to the amend- 
ments of this House,) was taken up as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
all public lands which shall have been offered for sale fifteen 
years or more on te lst day of December, one thousand 
eight hundred and forty-six, shall thereafter be subject to 
entry at one dollar per acre, for the term of five years; all 
the before described lands then remaining unsold shall be 
subject to entry at. seventy-five cents per acre for another 
term of five years ; and all sach unsold at the end of the last 
mentioned term may be entered at fifty cents per acre. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all public lands 
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which, after the first day of December, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-six, shall have been offered for sale filteen 
years or more on the first of December, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-one, shall then be subject to graduation 
and entry, in like manner and at like periods of five years ; 
and that all public lands which shall have been offered for 
sale fifteen years or more at the next succeeding period, or 
any subsequent one, shal} be subjcet in like manner to grad- 
uation and entry at like periods of five years, as they conse- 
cutively occur: Provided, That no one person, under the 
provisions of this act, shall be authorized to purchase more 
than one section at the lowest rate of fifty cents per acre. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon every reduc- 
tion in the prices of said lands wbich shall take place by the 
graduating process of this act, the occupants or settlers upon 
any of the said. lands shall have the right of preëmption at 
such graduated or reduced prices, which right shall extend 
to a period of six months from and after the dates at which 
the respective graduations shall take place: and auy land not 
entered by the respective occupants or settlers within that 
period, shall bo liable to be entered or purchased by any 
other person until the next graduation or reduction in price 


shall take place, when it shall, if not previously purchased, | 


be again subject to the right of preémption for six months, 
as befure, and so on from time to time as said reduction 
shall take place : Provided, That nothing in this act contained 
shall be construed to interfere with any right which has ac- 
erued or may accruc by virtuc of any act granting preémp- 
tions to actual settlers upon the public lands. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of acts as provide for an exemption from the imposition of 
taxes upon land soid by the United States for five years 
from and after the day of sale, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


And the question being on concurring in the | 


amendments of the Senate, they were read. 

Mr. McCLERNAND briefly explained them, 
remarking that they were substantially the same 
as the amendments of the House. And he de- 
manded the previous question. 


Mr. BRODHEAD and Mr. GORDON moved | 


that the bill and amendments be laid on the table. 
Mr. BRODHEAD asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered. 


Mr. GILES asked to be excused from voting, on | 


the ground that he had paired off with the gentle- 
man from Vermont, [Mr. DirLiwnenam.] 
Mr. G. was excused, 


Mr. McCLERNAND moved that there be a | 


call of the House, and asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, were— 
yeas 56, nays 113. 

: So a call of the House was refused. 

The question then recurred, and was taken, on 
the motion that the bill and amendments be laid 
on the table, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Arnold, Ashmun, Bar- 
ringer, Bell, James Black, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Bullington, W. W. Campbell, J. H. Campbell, Car 
rou, J. G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Cranston, Cr 
Culver, Garrett Davis, De Mott, Dockery, Dunlap, Eds 


Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Hampion, Harper, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, J. W. Hous- 
ton, Samnel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hungerford, Washington 
Hunt, Charles J, Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Daniel P. King, Preston 
King, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Long, McClean, McCrate, Me- 


Henry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Moulton, Niven, | 


Norris, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius 
Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Ruak, Sawtelle, Scam- 
mon, Schenek, 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin ‘thompson, James ‘Phomp- 
son, Tilden, ‘Coombs, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, White, 
Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and Young— 
104, 

NAYS—Messrs. 8. Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, Biggs, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Burt, Cathcart, 


Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Collin, Caliom, | 


Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dobbin, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Faran, Ficktin, Garvin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hen- 
ley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Geo. 8. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Sea- 
born Jones, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, Me- 
Clelland, McClernand, McConnell, J. J. McDowell, James 
McDowell, McGanghey, McKay, J. P. Martin, B. Martin, 
Moiris, Morse, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Pillsbury, Reid, Reife, Rhett, Roberts, Sawyer, Seddon, Al- 
exander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thom 
Sinith, C. B. Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Thurman, ‘Tibbatts, Towns, Wentworth, Wick, and 
Woodward—79. 


So the bill and amendments were laid on the 
table. 


Mr. GORDON moved a reconsideration of the 
vote. 

And the House decided that the vote should not 
be reconsidered. 


The House took up the bill entitled * An act to 
provide for the payment of the evidences of public 
debtin certain cases, which had been returned from 
the Senate, that body disagreeing to the amendment 
made by the House to the said bill, 

_Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL explained the 
difference between the provisions of the bill as 
adopted severally by the two Houses; stating the 


> il, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Poot, | 


Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert | 


| objections which, in his judgment, existed to the 
| amendment of the Senate. , 

| And Mr. I. moved that the House insist on its 
disagreement. : 

Mr. McKAY thought the objections to-the 
amendment of the Senate were not so strong as 
had been represented by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. J. R. IxcersoLL.]} For his own 
part, he (Mr. McK.) was willing to recede. He 
would not, however, oppose the motion to insist, 
but would move at the same time that a committee 
of conference be appointed. 

Mr. PETTIT opposed the passage of the bill in 
any form. 

Mr. COBB would be willing to recede, he said, |! 
as he would be willing to vote for the proposition 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Me- 
Kay.] Mr. C. moved the previous question, but 
withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, who thought that the Sen- 
ate bill was better drawn and guarded than the 
bill of the House; and he moved that the House 
recede. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question. 

But there was no second. 

And the question being taken first on the motion 
to recede, 

The House refused to recede, [which is equiva- 
lent to a vote to insist.] : 

And a committee of conference was ordered to 
be appointed. 

In the case of the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill for the relief of Richard Elliott, 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House recede. 

The House refused to recede. f 

On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the 
House insisted. 

And, on motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, a 
committee of conference was ordered to be ap- 
pointed. 

The SPEAKER announced the regular order of 
i| business to be the call of the committees for re- 

orts. 
P On motion of Mr. COCKE, submitted on leave, 
\| Ordered, That the papers in the case of the heirs 
i of Samuel Jackson be withdrawn from the files of 
the House. 


Mr. MORRIS called up the mòtion heretofore 
made, to reconsider the vote by which a resolution, 
offered by him, instructing the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report a bill adopting the existing 
laws, of the State of Maryland in relation to slavery 
as the law of this District, and repealing all laws 
of Congress in conflict therewith, had been laid on 
| the table. . 

Mr. M. asked the yeas and nays, which were 
refused. 

And the question being taken, the House refused 
to reconsider the vote. 

The SPEAKER again announced the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. PAYNE asked leave to offer a resolution. 

Objected to. 


THE INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


The Committee of Ways and Means having 
been called in its order— 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, from that committee, to 
whom had been referred the amendments from the 
Senate to the bill entitled ‘* An act to provide for | 
the better organization of the Treasury, and for the | 
collection, safekeeping, transfer, and disbursement || 
of the public revenue,”’ reported the same without ! 
amendment. 

And Mr. D., under instructions from the com- | 
mittee, recommended a concurrence on the part of |! 


concurrence. 


i 
| 
i 
l 
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|| 
|; this House in the amendments of the Senate. f 
| The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on 
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© Mr. ASHMUN moved that the bill and amend- |} 
| ments be laid on the table, and asked the yeas and 
| nays; which were ordered. 

| ‘Lhe amendments having been read, 

| Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL inquired whether it 
would be in order to move an amendment to the 
j 

] 

| 

| 


i 
4 
f 
j 
i 
j 
i 
i 
| amendments? 
fl 
i 


The SPEAKER said not. i 
The question, “ Shall the bill and amendments |; 


be laid on the table?” was taken, and resulted as 
follows: : ge ee ada 


YEAS —Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, “Amold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Milton Brown, John 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Jobn G: Chapman, Cocke, Cranston, 
Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dockery, John: Ho Ewing, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamp- 
ton, Harper, Hilliard, Eilas B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington: Hunt, : Josephi 
“R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Levin; Long, Mes 
Gaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh; Miller, ‘Moséley,. ` 
Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, Juhus Rockwell, Jobn Ay 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck; Severance, Truman Smith, 
Albert. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Strohm, Thibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, Toombs, Trumbo; 
Vinton, White, Winthrop, Wright, and Young—66. $ : 

NAYS—Messrs. Stéphen. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Biaek, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoi¥, Brodhead, Burt, Cath- 
cart, Reuben Chapman, Chase; Chipman, Clarke, ‘Cobh, 
Collin, Constable; Callom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, 
De Mott, Douglass, Diomgoole, Danlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Faran, Ficklia, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Good 
year, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Hen 
ley, Hoge, I.E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, G. S. Houston, 
Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkius, James I. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn 
Jones, Kaufman, Preston’ King, Lawrence, Leake, Leih, 
La Sere, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, MeCrate, Joseph J. McDowell, 
James McDowell, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley: Martin, 
Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, 
Payne, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Sed- 
don, Alexander D. Sims, L. H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, Sykes, 
James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, 
Towns, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, 
Wood, Woodward, and Yost—125. 


So the bill and amendments were not Jaid onthe 
table. i ern 


The question recurring on the demand for the 
previous question, Bae ge etek Gs 

Mr. McKAY requested Mr. G.-S, Houston to 
withdraw it. PEA Bag ds 

Mr. HOUSTON did so.: eto 

Mr. McKAY moved an amendment, the effect 
of which he briefly stated ‘would be, if adopted, to 
postpone the time when gold and silver ony shall 
be received in payment of the: public dues, from 
the 1st of January to the Istof April. If this were 
adopted, he mentioned one or two of the amend- 
ments of the Senate which he should vote against. 

_ He renewed the demand for the previous ques- . 
tion. : ‘ ; f ; 
. Some conversation occurred on a 
between Mr. DROMGOOLE, Mr. 
the SPEAKER. 

The question was then taken (by tellers) on the 
demand for the previous question, and the vote 
stood, ayes 87, noes 61. : 

So there was a second. 

And the main question (on concurring in the 
amendments) was ordered to be now taken. 

The amendments were read, and those to which 
no exception was taken, were concurred in with- 
out a division. 

On the amendment of Mr. McK AY to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to section nineteen, a separate 
vote was asked. 

This amendment of the Senate postpones the 
operation of the section of the bill which relates to 
gold and silver payments to the first day of Janu- 


ary. 

This amendment. of Mr. McK AY moved to 
amend by striking out “ January,” and inserting 
“April” 

Mr. BARRINGER desired to be informed by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. McK.,] whether that committee had 
not refused to recommend this amendment? 

The reply of Mr. McKay, if he made any, was 
not heard on the left of the chair. . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said, that the committee 


eae 


aint o order, 
cKAY, and 


| had instructed him to move a concurrence in the 


amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. D. asked the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment to the amendment, which were ordered; and, 
bemg taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS essrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, Bovd, 
Burt, Wiliam W. Campbell, Jom H. Campbell, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Collin, Constable, Cullom, Dobbin, Dun- 
lap, Edsall, ENsworth, Ficklin, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Hamlin, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, 
Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, Jenkins, James’ H. 

son, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Kaufinaa, 
u La Sere, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, MeCrate, 
Joseph J. McDowell, McKay, Marsh, John P. Martin; Bark- 
ley Martin, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Patrish, 


j; Perry, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, Julius Rockwell, Jobn’ A. 


Rockwell, Sawtelle, Scammon, Seddon, Leonard H. Sims;: 
Simpson, Thomas Smith, Stantun, Suohm, Strong, Sykes, 
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James. Thompson, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodward, and Woodworth—76. 
NAYS—Messys. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, |} 

Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Benton, James A. Black, Blanch- | 
ard, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buf- 
, firigton, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Clarke, Cobb, 
Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Cunningham, Daniel, 
Garrett Davis, De Mott, Douglass, Dromgoole, Erdman, 
John H, Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Foster, f 
Fries; Graham, Guir Grinadil, Grover, sion pire Hari - i| table. Ayes 48, noes 59; nota quorum. 

son, Harmanson, Harper, Henle’ oge, Elias B. Holmes 

John W. Houston, George 8. Houston, Samuel D. pe las ‘The yeas and nays vere ordered ; when the mo: 
bard, Hudson, Hhingertord, Washington Hunt, James B. || HON to engross was withdrawn, and the bill was 
Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, George W. then committed. 


Jones, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P, King, Preston King, Lewis Mr. McK AY t i 

Long, Lumpkin, McCtemand, MeConnell, James Me- and Means, al from thie oe of Ways 

Dowell, McGaughcy, MeHcnry, Mellvaine, Norris, Mosc- 3 a SOn OVER Ene, printing © sunary 

ley; Payne, Pendleton, Pettit, Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, documents and statements in the possession of the 

Rathbun, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Root, Runk, Sawyer, || committee, showing the operation of the. tariff, 
mount of revenue, &c, Agreed to: Ayes 66, noes 
E 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill regulating the appointment 
of clerks in the Executive Departments, and for 
other purposes. It was twice read. 

Mr. McKAY moved thatit be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. CONSTABLE moved that it be laid on the 


Schenck, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith, Caleb B. || 
Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, Thomasson, Ja- || 
cob Thompson, Thurman, Tilden, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, i 
White, Wright, and Young--101. | 
| 
t 
| 


ore 


5. 

Mr. McKAY reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and 
he is hereby, required, on or before the first day 
of December next, to cause to be madea full and 
correct inventory of all the books and other prop- 
erty in his office; in the House library; in each of 
| the committee rooms and elsewhere, belonging to 
the House, and file a copy of the same in the Li- 
brary of Congress. 

Resolved, further, That the Clerk cause to be 
prepared and submitted to the House at the next 
session, a full and correct list of all books to which 
| present or former members are entitled under law 
| or resolution, and which have not been delivered, 
| and the names of such members. 

As soon as the resolution had been read— 


Mr. SEAMAN and Mr. ASHMUN and others 


So the amendment of Mr. McK ay to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate. was rejected. | 
_ And the amendment of the Senate was concurred | 
in. | 

There were some other amendments ofthe Senate ! 
which had been reserved for separate questions. 
The yeas and nays were asked, but in all cases 
refused. And the amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was then returned to the Senate. 

The morning hour having expired, | 

Mr.McKAY made an unsuccessful motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 


The bill from the Senate to remit duties which 


had accrued, or been paid, on the importation of 


L 3 i r | said they wished to debate the resolutions. 
Beton iron, coming up on its first and second Mr. ASHMUN moved that they be laid on the 
reading — | 


. i | table. Negatived. 
Mr. McKAY moved its reference to the Com- || Mr. McKAY moved the previous question; 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


; Y t 3 . | which the House refused to second, ; 

Mr. ROBERTS moved that it be laid on the And the resolutions went over under the rule. 
table. |. | Mr. McKAY also reported the following resolu- 
| Mr. MeDOWELL, of Ohio, asked the yeasand |} tion: 
nays; which were ordered; and, being taken, re- Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and 
sulted as follows: 


he is hereby, instructed to suspend the execution 
YEAS—Messts. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- |! of the resolution directing him to furnish certain 
inger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Blanchard, 


members with the books therein named, and not 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Brodhead, Mil- i CRR . ; z 
ton Brown, Buffington, Cathcart, Reuben Chapman, Chase, || to purchase or deliver any of them until an appro- 
Chipman, Clarke, Cocke, Collin, Constabic, Cullom, Cun- | priation is made by Congress to pay for the same, 
ningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, || agreeably to an estimate furnished by the Clerk to 
Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, | the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Fries, Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Ham- |} ‘While the resolution was being reais 


lin, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins 
Hongh, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel Mr. ASHMUWN and several ‘other gentlemen 
D. Hubbard, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. ingersoll, observed that they would debate it, and it would 


James H. Johnson, Joseph Johuson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kautman, Preston King, Lawrence, 
Le 
McClernand, 
James MeDo 
tin, Barkle: 
Owen, Pa ie, Pi: 
lock, Ramsey, Rathbun 
Sawtelle 


therefore go over. - 
|| The moment the Clerk had read the resolution— 
ii Mr. McKAY moved the previous question. 

|| Mr. ASHMUN and several others simultane- 
! ously gave notice of their intention to debate the 
|i resolution; and demanded that it be passed over, 
; || according to the order under which the House was 
Simpson, || receiving reports. 


hn, Sue. j| The SPEAKER (Mr. Horxis officiating) said 


He should, therefore, receive the resolution as 
the report of the committee, and proceed to enter- 
tain it. 


Mr. ASHMUN appealed, on the ground that 


pat i the previous question had been moved before 
White | notice of debate was given; and that, therefore, 
and Yot l  wpticte, Arnold Bari James Black, | the notice of debate came too late, according to 
NAYS— rs. Abbott, Arnold, Barringer, James Diack, j, eat 5 foe eet i 
Burt, Wiliam W. Cainpdell, John H. Campbell, John G. |) the usual practice of the House in such cases 
i 
t 


Chapman, Cobb, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, 
Dockery, Jobn H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Giles, 
Grider, Grinnell, Hampton, Jlarper, Billiard, Isaac E. 
Hoimes, John W. Houston, Washington Hunt, Seaborn 


Jones, Daniel P. King, Lewis, Long, McGaughey Me- z ppea ` d 
Henry, Miller, Moseley, Pendicton, Rhett, Root, funk, the notice was given in time; and on the further 


Smith, Stephens, Strohm, Thomasson, 


Seaman, Truman h as 
Winthrop, Wright, 


Benjamin Thompson, Tilden, Toombs, 
and Young—49. 


So the bill was laid on the table. 


ground that the subject had not been referred to 
he Committee of Ways and Means, and they had 
| no right to bring it before the House. 
ke z ionof tl The question on the appeal was taken by yeas 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved a reconsideration of the | and nays; and the decision was sustained—yeas 
vote. |! 82, nays 67. e 
And the question being taken, the vote was not | Mr. EWING, of Pennsylvania, raised another 
reconsidered. ` i| question of order. It was this: that the rule was 
Dee ae TN Of lenye kiven, gom aean | suspended w a Surh repor aa would a 
mittee on the Post Orice and + os AS TED | give rise to debate; and, as notice of debate wa 
a bill to establish certain post routes; which was |! siyen, the resolution could not be proceeded with. 
rend e a OE A nn 1” The SPEAKER again es at the cel for. 
fr. J. R. INGERSOLL made an ineffectual ef- | the previous question took the resolution out 0 
fort to take up me Re ees BEL ore hause onki: © the rule, and that it was therefore in order to pro- 
On motion o r. JAC E ON, the | ceed with it. > 
rules were suspended for one hour, to receivé such j 


; 9 rece Mr. EWING appealed. 
reports from committees as did not give rise to de- | And the decision of the Chait was again sus- 
bate. : 


Mr. GRAHAM, on leave, made a personal ex- 
planation. in reference to an editorial article in last 


d 
Mr. WOODWORTH moved that the resolu- |! 
tion be laid on the table. 


evening’s Union. | ‘The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
Mr. GENTRY also made a brief personal ex- | lost—yeas 75, nays 77. 


; f ! 
planation in the same connexion. || Gere the hour for which the rules were sus- ii 


pended for: reports from committees expired, and 
the resolution went over. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. McCier- 
NAND in the chair.) ; 

| Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, moved the con- 

sideration of the bill to-authorize attachments on 
mesne process in the county of Washington, in 
the District of Columbia, and to provide for more 
speedy and effectual legal remedies in the said 
District, and -for other purposes. Negatived. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved Senate bill No: 19, to 
aid the State of. Mississippi to construct a railroad 
from Jackson, through Brandon, to the line of the 
State of Alabama. Negatived. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved the bill No. 97, to orga- 
nize a government in the Territory of Oregon. 

Mr. McKAY moved the navy appropriation 
bill, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, 
ard he claimed. that, according to the rule which 
gives a preference to general appropriation bills, 
precedence should be given to such bills. 

The CHAIRMAN decided to give preference to 
this motion. 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS appealed. 

And the decision of the Chairman was sustained. 

The committee then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the amendments of the Senate to the navy 
appropriation bill. 

The first amendment was read. It proposes to 
give to passed midshipmen the pay of sailing-mas- 
ters in the navy when discharging the duties of 
sailing-masters. 

Mr. McK AY opposed it, and said the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means recommended that the 
House disagree to it. 

Mr. WINTHROP went into a full statement of 
what took place in the Committee of Ways and 
Means on the subject, and controverted the state- 
ment of the chairman of the committee, and then 
went on to argue in support of the amendment. 

The amendment was further opposed by Messrs. 
BRINKERHOFF and RATHBUN, and advo- 
cated by Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina. 

The question being put, it was disagreed: to by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

In the bill, as passed by the House, was a pro- 
viso that no spirit ration shall be issued, and that 
a commutation thereof in money should be made. 
The Senate struck out this proviso, 

And on the question to concur in striking out 
there were: Ayes 72, noes 40. Agreed to, 

After a. good deal of discussion on an amend- 
ment touching the Memphis navy yard— 

A motion was made that the committee rise. 
Ayes 41, noes 59—no quorum. 

‘Another count, No quorum again. 

And the Speaker took the chair, and the Chair- 
man reported that the committee. could’ not get 
along with business for the want of a quorum. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved a call of 
the House. 

A inotion was made to adjourn. 

Decided in the affirmative by yeas and nays— 
74 to 63. 

And the House accordingly adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, August 6, 1846. 


Mr. WEBSTER rose and said, that in these 
last crowded and hurried days of the session, it 
was with. great regret that he did anything to with- 
draw the attention of the Senate from the business 
before them; but he felt constrained to make a few 
remarks upon a subject which he deemed to be of 
some public interest. By some error, or misap~ 
prehension, or misrepresentation, It had been stated 
in a paper called «The Union’’—that is, the Gov- 
ernment paper—that duties were to be assessed 
under the new bill upon a home valuation. Bce- 
ing this statement, he had thought it was a duty 
incumbent on him, beneficial to the public, and 
agreeable even to the editor himself, to point out 
the mistake, and to show that the ad valorem prin- 
ciple, under both the former law and the present, 
had been and must be applied to the foreign valu- 
ation. He perceived-in the Union of the evening 
before last the following statement: é 

«Reference has been made in the Senate to the remark 
whieh was made in the Union on Friday night, viz: that 
under the new tariff law, the appraisers would estimate the 
market value of imported articles at the ports where they 
are entered. My. Webster asserts that this statment ls ex- 
actly the opposite of the truth. The remarks made on the 
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matter by our New York correspondent, in his letter of this 
morning, which will be found in another column, sets the 
matter in a very clear light. In further éxplanation of our 
meaning, aud in, confirmation of the justice of the view 
taken by our correspondent, we refer to the 8tit section of 
the law.” 


The editor then quotes the eighth section of the 
new law to sustain his statement. So much for the 
editor: and now for the correspondent of the editor, 
who seemed to be no better informed on this subject 
than the editor himself, Mr. W. then quoted from 
the correspondence of the Union as follows: 


«THE HUMBUG OF GREAT MEN.—WuHat is HOME VALU- 
ation?—The New York Commercial will have it that the 
duties of the new tariff bill are to be collected on the foreign 
and not upon the home valuation. And so argued Mr. 
Webster, and so explained Mr. Crittenden, in trying to 
reconcile Mr. Clay with Mr. Webster. Mr. Clay was in 
favor of ad valorems on home valuations. This satisfied 
Mr. Webster, and, as he thought, placed Mr. Clay with him 
against the revenue bill, on the ground that its duties were 
to be levied on the foreign valuation. What is home val- 
uation? It is precisely this: Ifa ton of pig iron is imported, 
which cost in Liverpool twenty dollars, that is its value in 
a foreign market. On being entered in New York, five dol- 
lars are added for freight, and two and-a-half per cent. for 
eommissions, charges, &e. The home valuation, then, will 
be as follows: i 


Invoice. $29 00 
Freight..... . 500 
Commissions, TEN PTE taatia i MOO 

25 50 
Duty, 30 per cent... ae t EEA kawe n VBO 


“Ifthe duty was assessed on the foreign value, it would 
be calculated on $20 instead of #25 50. Ifthe foriner is not 
home valuation and the latter foreign, what is home valua- 
tion? Now, the law of 1842 assessed ad valorem duties on 
the mode supposed in the case of the iron above stated, and 
the new bill makes no change whatever. Then, where is 
the distinction? It won't do to say, to get ata home valua- 
tion, merchants’ prospective profits must be added to invoices 
and bills of cost, and on which duties are to be assessed.?? 

This statement (continued Mr. W.) has no foun- 
dation whatever. The only thing that is true in it 
is, that the 8th section of the present law makes no 
change in the manner of assessing duties. He is 
right in that. [Mr. W. here read the eighth sec- 
tion.] There is nothing doubtful about that; there 
is no room for mistake; it is as certain as any pro- 
vision of law whatever. Now, sir, the sixteenth 
section of the act of 1842 is the existing law to 
which this act refers; and that requires the collect- 
~ or to cause the actual market value or wholesale 
price, at the port from which the goods are im- 
ported, to be ippraised. Well, what are the costs 
and charges that are to be added under the exist- 
ing laws as constituting part of the value or price 
at the port where the goods are imported? The 
law settles that point. Mercantile commissions and 
shipping charges, if not included in the invoice, are 
to be added, to make up the value upon which the 
ad valorem duty is to be assessed. But the cor- 
respondent of the Union says the value is to be 
made up by adding freight and insurance, which 
isa total mistake. Insurance is never to be added, 
and freight is never to be added, to make any 
part of the foreign value; but, when added, they 
constitute part of the home cost or home valuation. 
But the law provides that the goods shall be ap- 
~ praised at the market value in the place whence 

imported. The sixteenth section of the act of 1842 
requires the collector ‘to cause the actual market 
value, or the wholesale price thereof at the time 
when purchased in the principal markets of the 
country from which the same shall have been im- 
ported, to be appraised and estimated.” The costs 
and charges which are to be added are not freight 
nor insurance. Sir, one thing more, by way of 
confirmation, if confirmation be necessary. The 
oath which is to be taken by the appraiser for the 
faithful discharge of his duty in all such cases is 
prescribed by the act of 20th April, 1818. It is in 
these words: 

« shall severally make oath, diligently and 
faithfully to inspect and examine such goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, as the coHeetor may direct, and truly to report, to 
the best of their knowledge and belief, the true value thereof 
when purchased, at the place from whence the same were im- 
ported,” 

Now, I hope that those who have an interest in | 
this matter will require the editor of the Union to | 
publish the act itself, and not random and errone- | 
ous opinions. | 

| 
3: 
i 
f, 


Sir, I have thought it right to make these re- 
marks, not for the purpose of sustaining my legal 
opinion against the editor of the Union, (I do not 
think I should perform a very anxious labor to |! 
accomplish that;) but because these statements | 

` regarding the provisions of the new act may lead | 
to a misapprehension of what the law really is, and 
so lead persons into error. ó 


! 
| 


i 
i 
i 
t 


OREGON. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States in relation to the Oregon treaty. 

The communication having been read— 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and printed. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he must confess that he 
could not see any propriety in attempting ‘to act 
upon any measures in relation to Oregon at this 
late period of the session, when their table was 
already groaning under a great amount of business. 


Any measure contemplating the establishment of || 


a territorial government in Oregon, as a matter. of 
course, under all the circumstances which had 
heretofore transpired, must occasion a lengthened 
debate; for it was only right, just, and proper that 
those who voted against the treaty should have an 
opportunity to give their views to the country. 

hey had had no such opportunity heretofore; 
and, for his own part, he should feel ashamed to 
obtrude himself upon the time of the Senate upon 
this subject, when there were but three days re- 
maining: of the session. He moved, therefore, 
that the communication be laid upon the table, and 
that all measures now pending relating to Oregon 
be postponed until the first Monday in December 
next. 

Mr. BREESE made some remark regarding the 
Oregon measures already reported from various 
committees, which was not distinctly heard by the 
reporter, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER remarked that a 
part of the motion just made being to lay the com- 
munication of the President upon the table, it was 
not depatable. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he would withdraw 
that part of his motion. 

Mr. SPEIGHT rose and said that there was no 
disposition on his part to bring on a discussion at 
this time upon the subject of Oregon. The motion 
which he had made to print was made because he 
thought some disposition ought to be made of the 
communication of the President, and he had not 
seen any gentleman disposed to make any motion 
regarding it. He agreed perfectly with the Sena- 
tor from Indiana that there was not now time 
enough for the consideration of the subject. He 
would therefore withdraw his motion to refer. 

Mr. SEVIER said he hoped it would be refer- 
red, for it was highly necessary and proper that 
some measure should be adopted for the establish- 
ment of a territorial government over Oregon. 
American citizens who were there had a right to 
expect that a government would be provided for 
them; and the passage of a bill for that purpose 
was a matter which would occupy but little time. 
There were precedents and forms in abundance. 
The laws required for the government of that ‘Ter- 
ritory would be analogous in all respects to those 
which applied to other Territories. He did not 
conceive that the passage of such a bill could give 
rise to any debate; it might be passed, he was 
quite sure, in twenty minutes, as its details would 
be precisely like those of all other territorial bills. 
He hoped the communication would be referred, 
and the usual course taken in regard to it. 

Mr. HANNEGAN remarked again that he did 
not conceive it practicable to pass a bill for the 
government of Oregon without occasioning a de- 
bate concerning the convention which had been 
recently concluded. hose who were opposed to 
that convention desired to be heard upon the sub- 
ject of the facts connected with it. 

Mr. SEVIER observed that the bill for the gov- 
ernment of Oregon had nothing whatever to do 
with the treaty with Gréat Britain regarding the 
boundary. i 

Mr. HANNEGAN said if measures were to be 
passed relating to Oregon, as a matter of course 
they must expect a debate upon that convention, 
which he would take this occasion to say was 
neither more nor less than a convention for the joint 
occupation of Oregon south of the forty-ninth de- 
gree of latilude—a convention which had ceded to 
the Hudson’s Bay Company in perpetaity the 
navigation of the Columbia river. It was a conven- 
tion for the joint occupation of Oregon south of 
49°, while before its formation we held as far north 
as 54° 40'. He repeated that those who were op- 
posed to the convention desired to be heard in 
reference to it, in an appeal to their constituents 
and to the country. 

Mr. SEVIER said that when the fpreper time 


arrived, he wished to say a few things himself 
upon that subject. But here wasia communica- 
tion, the object of which was to bring tothe atten- 
tion of the Senate the propriety of organizing a 
territorial government.. To do this, nothing was 
necessary: but to follow:the beaten track; to report 
a bill containing the ‘provisions applicable to all 
Territories; - Hit were deemed desirable to discuss 
the terms. of the treaty with. Great Britain upon the 
occasion of passing such a. bill, He:of course, so far 
from having any objection, would desire to partici- 
pate in such discussion, provided the time would 
permit; but he could see no real necessity for con- 
necting the two subjects.. A bill for establishing 
a territorial government in Oregon, had, in fact, 
been reported some time ago—-long- before ‘the 
question of boundary was settled. Tt was his in- 
tention to call up, some time this week, perhaps 
to-morrow, the bill which had been reported. from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, for the purpose 
of making better provision for the regulation of 
matters pertaining to the Indian tribes in the West. 
That was a bill which he thought ought to be 
passed. : : : 

Mr. ATCHISON said he could not see that any- 
thing wag to be gained by referring this commu- 
nication to a committee, for it contained precisely 
what was stated by the President in his message 
to Congress in the early part of the session, There 
was a bill already reported for the establishment 
of a mail route to Oregon, and one also to establish 
a territorial government. If it.were referred, the 
committee could do no more than had been done 
already. : 

Mr. BAGBY, (without rising.). The reference 
can do no harm. TE 

Mr. BREESE said he thought the reference 
would do harm, because the recommendation of 
the President contained in this communication had 
been anticipated by two distinct. bills—one for the 
establishment of a regular territorial government, 
and another for an Indian agency and other mat- 
ters connected therewith. The reference, then, to 
the Committee on Territories, if. followed by the 
report of another bill, might produce some confu- 
sion. a 
Mr, SEVIER asked why it was that gentlemen 
desired to take a different course in regard to. this 
message from that which had been taken in tegard 
to every other? .But the motion of the Senator 
from Indiana was still broader;‘it proposed to post- 
pone all the measures relating to Oregon until the 
next session. He hoped the communication 
would be referred, and that the committee would 
report a bill, in good faith, and that it would be 
acted upon, 

Mr. ALLEN said he hoped that all those meas- 
ures which had for their object the extension of 
our laws over the little remnant of Oregon would 
be permitted to take the usual course and be pro- 
ceeded with to their final consummation. He was 
disposed to give to so much of Oregon as remained 
to us the benefit of our laws. This far he would 
not withhold his aid from any measure which his 
friends might desire; but as the grand consumma- 
tion of their labors had been the dismemberment 
of Oregon, he was also desirous that a full exposi- 
tion of the whole proceeding in relation to it should 
be presented to the eyes of the whole country. . It 
was a matter with which he had been somewhat 
closely connected on account of the position. he 
had held, and it was one in which he had been 
compelled to differ from many gentlemen for whose 
opinions he had always entertained the highest 
respect. It was a question the final termination 
| of which had, in his opinion, inflicted not only a 
large sacrifice, but deep humility upon the nation 
atlarge. These were his views. He would, nev- 
ertheless, aid by his vote, as he had before said, 
in the extension of our laws over so much of Ore- 
| gon as we had left, as speedily as possible: for he 
would not make himself responsible for exposing 
the little remnant of Oregon that was still ours to 
| the danger of ultimate separation from the United 
| States. ‘Three or four weeksof intervening timeafter | 
| the ratification of the treaty might produce a state of" 
| things in Oregon which would render it impossible: 
| for them hereafter to incorporate that territory into 
the body of this Union. Fer these reasons he would 
be compelled réluctantly to differ with: his friend 
from Indiana in the motion which he had made, 
|| and to offer what assistance he was able to offer to 
i| Keep together these few fragments of our empire. 
ii He trusted that the law would be so framed as to 
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prevent any man who held allegiance to the British 
` crown from holding an acre of land in fee simple 
in that territory. He wanted no British’ subject 
to possess. any rights within our territory there. 
He wanted to legislate the Hudson Bay Company 
out of the territory, and that as speedily as possible. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he would amend his 
motion by moving that the communication be laid 
upon the table and printed. 

Upon this motion, Mr. SEVIER demanded the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The question was subsequently divided; and the 
yeas and nays being taken on the first branch, viz: 
to lay upon the table, it was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

The motion to print was then agreed to without 
a division. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs were discharged from the further 
consideration, for the present, of the memorial of 
the chiefs of the Tonawanda Indians. Also, from 
the further consideration of three memorials of 
citizens of New York, against the abrogation of 
certain treaties with the Seneca Indians; also, forty 
petitions from citizens of New York on the same 
subject. Also, from the further consideration of 

. the, report’ of the 2d Auditor of the Treasury, 
showing certain disbursements for the benefit of 
Tadianā, from October 1, 1844, to September 30, 

Mr. BREESE moved that the Corhmittee on 
Public Lands be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of resolutions of the General Assembly 
of the State of Ohio in relation to section 16, town- 
ship 3 north, range 16 east, Seneca county, Ohio; 
which motion was agrecd to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 

mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
House bill to authorize the agent for paying pen- 
sions at Cincinnati to pay to John Wing any 
arrears of pension money due to Dorothy Terrill, 
deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
recommended that it be indefinitely postponed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. J. also. moved that the Committee on Pen- 
sions be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of John G. Smith; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. J. further, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, the House bill for the 
relief of William Pool, and the House act granting 
a pension to Daniel Pratt. 

Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported, without amend- 
ment, the (House) joint resolution for the relief of 
John B. Denton and Curtis Humphreys. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the (House) bill for the re- 
lief of William B. Lang, reported it back without 
amendment. 2 

Mr. L. also, from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, the (House) bill for the relief 
Samuel D. Walker, of Baltimore. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported, without amendment, the joint 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
adjust by arbitration a controversy between the 
United States and David Ames. 

Mr. SEMPLE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was recommitted 
the bill to provide for the transportation of the 
United States mail across the Isthmus of Panama, 
reported it without amendment. i 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported a bill granting a pension to Bethia 
Healy, accompanied by a report in writing; which 
was ordered to.be printed. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the committee of confer- 
ence, in relation to the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses of Congress upon the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Richard Elliott, reported and submitted an 
amendment to the bill; which was concurred in. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
amendment of. the House of Representatives, in- 
sisted on by that House, to the Senate bill to pro- 

‘vide for the. payment. of the evidences of public 
debt in certain cases, when the conference asked 
by the House was agreed to. . | 

The PRESIDENT appointed on said committee 
Senators Evans, SpércHT, and Turney. 


the army appropriation bill, made a report; which 
was concurred in. : 

The bill for the relief of Mary McRae, widow of 
Colonel William McRae, deceased, was considered, 
amended, ordered to. be engrossed, read a third 
time, and passed. i 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had con- 
curred in sundry of the amendments by the Senate 
to the naval appropriation bill, and disagreed to 
others; also, the Senate bill to surrender to the 
State of Tennessee certain public lands lying there- 

n; and a bill to regulate the proceedings in the 
circuit and district courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

The Senate, on motion, resolved to insist on 
their amendments to the naval appropriation bill 
disagreed to by the House, and to disagree to the 
amendments of the House to the Senate amend- 
ments. i 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States announcing that he had approved 
and signed the warehouse bill, and bills for the re- 
lief of John Crowell, Harriet Ward, and Ebenezer 
Ballard. 

The Senate then, on motion of Mr. McDUFFIE, 
went into executive session, and after several hours 
spent therein, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. * 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, August 6, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday (having been read in 
part only) was approved. 


TENNESSEE LANDS. x 


Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, xeported back, without amendment, 
the ‘bill to surrender to the State of Tennessee all 
title the United States have to lands in Tennessee 
south and west of the line commonly called the 
Congressional reservation line, and to release to 
said State the proceeds of such of said lands as 
may have been sold by the State of Tennessee as 
the agent of the United States.” 

Mr. HAMLIN moved that the bill be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. RATHBUN asked the yeas and nays; 

Mr, COCKE moved a call of the House; which 
were refused, 

The question recurring on the motion to lay the 
bill on the table, 

Mr. HAMLIN withdrew it. A 

Mr. McCLERNAND said that the bill had been 
| very fully considered by the Committee on Public 
| Lands of the House, also by that committee of the 
| Senate. This was the Senate bill. It differed 
somewhat from the bill of the House, but not ma- 
| terially. It was proposed to relinquish to the State 
| of Tennessee the refuse public lands in that State. 
| The history of these lands might be briefly stated. 
| In 1789 they. were ceded by North Carolina to the 
| Government, with certain reservations, which, in 
effect, charged the lands with the satisfaction of 
| military land warrants issued, or to be issued, by 
the State of North Carolina. Upon the admission 
of Tennessee into the Union in 1796, she claimed 
i the lands as incident to her sovereignty. A dispute 
arose in consequence. fn 1806, an act was passed 
to which the Government, North Carolina, and 
Tennessee, became parties. This act ceded to 
Tennessee all of the public lands in that State cast 
and north of what is called the Congressional reser- 
vation line. ‘Tennessee, by the consent of all par- 
ties, became agent to perfect titles to the lands 
| charged with military claims. In 1841 another act 
| was passed, constituting Tennessee the agent of 
| the Government to sell the residue of the lands 
| held by the Goyernment south and west of the 
| Congressional reservation line, for three years, at 
| twelve and a half cents per acre, and after that time, 
| at whatever price the lands would bring per acre. 
| All of the lands have been sold conceived to be of 
i any value. The residue is believed so valucless as 
not to be worth the expense of administering them. 
Upon the ground of economy, it is recommended 
that the bill bc passed. All of the military claims 


satisfied or barred by the act of 184]. No objec- 
tion, therefore, exists to the bill. : 
Mr. HENLEY asked if the lands were relin- 


Mr. EVANS, from the committee of conference 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on i 


i 
i 
Í to which the lands were subject, are. now either 
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quished subject to the claims of individuals hold- 
| ing land warrants. 


- Mr. MeCLERNAND. Such is an express 
provision of the bill. . Butall of these claims are 
now either satisfièd or barred. 

After some conversation, d 

Mr. DANIEL moved: that the bill be laid on 
the table; which motion was rejected. 

And the bill was read à third time. 

And the question being on its passage, 

Mr. GRAHAM asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, were, yeas 88, 
nays 52. ry ; 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved a reconsideration 
of the vote, and demanded the previous question, 
under the operation of which, the question was 
taken, and the vote was not reconsidered. 


OREGON. 


The SPEAKER said that there was on the 
Speaker’s table a very important communication 
from the President of the United States, which the 
Speaker asked leave at this time to present to the 
House. 

No objection having been made, 

The SPEAKER laid the said message before 
the House, and it was read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

I communicate herewith a copy of a convention 
for the settlement and adjustment of the Oregon 
qaeston; which was concluded in this city on the 

fteenth day of June last, between the United States 
and her Britannic Majesty. This convention has 
since been duly ratified by the respective parties, 
and the ratifications were exchanged at London on 
the seventeenth day of July, 1846. 

It now becomes important that provision should 
be made by law, at the earliest practicable period, 
for the organization of a territorial government in 
Oregon. 

It is also deemed proper that our laws regula- 
ting trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes 
east of the Rocky Mountains, should be extended 
to such tribes within our territory as dwell beyond 
them; and that a suitable number of Indian agents 
should be appointed for the purpose of carrying 
these laws into execution. 

It is likewise important that mail facilities, so 
indispensable for the diffusion of information, and 
for binding together the different portions of our 
extended Confederacy, should be afforded to our 
citizens west of the Rocky Mountains.. 

There is another subject to which I desire to 
call your special attention. It is of great import- 
ance to our country generally, and especially to 
our navigating and whaling interests, that the Pa- 
cific coast, and indeed the whole of our territory 
west of the Rocky Mountains, should speedily be 
filled up by a hardy and patriotic population. _Em- 
igrants to that territory have many difficulties to 
encounter and privations to endure, in their long 
and perilous journey; and by the time they reach 
their place of destination, their pecuniary means 
are generally much reduced, if not altogether ex- 
hausted. Under these circumstances, it is deemed 
but an act of justice that these emigrants, whilst 
most effectually advancing the interests and policy 
of the Government, should be aided by liberal 
grants of land. I would, therefore, recommend 
that such grants be made to actual settlers, upon 
the terms and under the restrictions and limitations 
which Congress may think advisable. 

JAMES K. POLK. 

Wasnineton, August 5, 1846. 


The United States of America and her Majesty 
the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Brit- 
ain and Ireland, deeming it to be desirable, for the 
future welfare of both countries, that the state of 
doubt and uncertainty which has hitherto prevailed 
respecting the sovereignty and government of the 
territory on the northwest coast of America, lying 
westward of the Rocky or Stony Mountains, | 
should be finally terminated by an amicable com- 
promise of the rights mutually asserted by the two 
parties over the said territory, have respectively 
named plenipotentiaries to treat and agree concern- 
ing the terms of such settlement—that is to say: 
the President of the United States of America has, 
on his part, furnished with full powers James Bu- 


chanan, Secretary of State of the United States, 


and her Majesty the Queen of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, has, on her 
part, appointed the right honorable Richard Paken- 
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ham, a member of her Majesty’s most honorable 
Privy Council, and her Majesty ’s Envoy Extraor- 
dinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to the United 
States; who, aftér having communicated to each 
other their respective full powers, found in good 
and due form, have agreed upon and concluded the 
following articles: 
ARTICLE 1. 

From the point on the forty-ninth parallel of 
north latitude, where the boundary laid down in 
existing treaties and conventions between the Uni- 
ted States and Great Britain terminates, the line of 
boundary between the territories of the United 
States, and those of her Britannic Majesty, shall be 
continued westward along the said forty-ninth par- 
allel of north latitude, to the middle of the channel 
which separates the continent from Vancouver’s 
island; and thence southerly thtough the middle of 
the said channel, and of Fuca’s Straits to the Paci- 
fic ocean: Provided, however, That the navigation of 
the whole of the said channel and straits south of 
the forty-ninth parallel of north latitude remain 
free and open to both parties. 

ARTICLE Mf. 

From the point at which the forty-ninth parallel 
of north latitude shall be found to intersect the 
great northern branch óf the Columbia river, the 
navigation of the said branch shall be free and 
open to the Hudson Bay Company, and to all 
British subjects trading with the same, to the point 
where the said branch meets the main stream of 
the Columbia, and thence down the said main 
stream to the ocean, with free access into and 
through the said river or rivers, it being understood 
that all the usual portages along the line thus de- 
scribed shall in like manner be free and open. In 
navigating the said river or rivers, British subjects, 
with their goods and produce, shall be treated on 
the same footing as citizens of the United States; | 
it being, however, always understood that nothing | 
in this article shall be construed as preventing, or 
intended to prevent, the Government of the United 
States from making any regulations respecting the 
navigation of the said river or rivers not inconsist- 
ent with the present treaty. 


i ARTICLE Ut. 

Tn the future appropriation of the territory south 
of the forty-ninth parallel of north latitude, as pro- 
vided in the first article of this treaty, the posses- 
sory rights of the Hudson Bay Company and of 
all British subjects who may be already in the oc- 
cupation of land or other property lawfully ac- 
quired within the said territory, shall be respected. 


ARTICLE Iv. 

The farms, lands, and other property of every 
description belonging to the Puget’s Sound Agri- 
cultural Company, on the north side of the Co- 
lumbia river, shail be confirnred to the said com- 
pany. In case, however, the situation of those 
farms and lands should be considered by the Uni- 
ted States to be of public and political importance, 
and the United States Government should signify 
a desire to obtain possession of the whole, or of 
any part thereof, the property so required shall be 
transferred to the said Government at a proper val- 

+ uation, to be agreed upon between the parties. 


ARTICLE V. . 

The present treaty shall be ratified by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate thereof, and by her Britan- 
nic Majesty; and the ratification shall be exchanged 
at London at the expiration of six months from 
the date hereof, or sooner, if possible. 

In witness whereof, the respective Plenipotentia- 
ries have signed the same, and have affixed thereto 
the seals of their arms. { 

Done at Washington the fifteenth day of June, | 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-six. 

(Signed) JAMES BUCHANAN, [x. s.] 

RICHARD PAKENHAM, LL. s.] 

Mr. DOUGLASS rose and said, before he made 
the motion he intended to make, he wished to say 
that the Committee on Territories had had the sub- 
ject of a territorial government for Oregon under 
consideration, and they had drawn up a bill for the 
organization of a territorial government. there, 
which would be in accordance with the settlement 
which had been made, or at any rate would not 
conflict with it in any particular, and which it was | 
presumed embraced no objectionable features, and |! 
would give rise to nò debate. It simply provided |! 
for the ordinary tertitorial government. And he |i 
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i referred to the 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union was dis- 


was instructed by the committee to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to report this bill at 
this time, that it might be considered in connexion 
with the message. If any objection was made, 
he should moye a suspension of the rules for its 
reception. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE. I waquld very respectfully 
suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that it would 
be more in order to dispose of the pending mes- 
sage, either by referring to some committee or by 
laying it on the table. : 
Mr. DOUGLASS. In reply, I would state to 
the gentleman from Virginia 
Mr. DROMGOOLE. I move to lay the mes- 
sage on the table. 
The motion being agreed to, the message was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. ` 
Mr. DOUGLASS then, the unanimous consent 
of the House being accorded, reported, from the | 
Committee on Territories, a bill to establish the 
territorial government of Oregon. 
The bill having been read twice by its title, 
. Mr. JAMES THOMPSON rose and said, that, 
in behalf of himself and other members, constitu- |! 
ting a minority of the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, he desired to offer the following amendment 
to the bill: 

Amend the 12th section in the 10th line, by inserting after 
the word “ Oregon,” the following: | 

t And neither slavery nor involuntary servitude shall ever | 
exist in said Territory, except for crime, whereof the party 
shall have been duly convicted.” 

After some conversation on a point of order— 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he would ask the House | 
to suspend the rules, for the purpose of consider- 
ing the bill in the House, without going into Com- | 
mittce of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
He presumed it would not take fifteen minutes. | 

Objection was made. 

Mr. DOUGLASS moved the’ commitment of | 
the bill and amendment to the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that they be i 
printed. 

i Mr. McDOWELL, of Ohio, inquired of Mr. | 
Douatass whether the bill observed the joint occu- | 
pant rights of British subjects, secured to them | 
under the treaty, south of 49°? 

Mr. DOUGLASS said the bill contained nothing | 
on that point, but left it to subsequent legislation. | 

The bill and proposed amendment were then | 

Committee of the Whole’ on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a |} 
communication from the Treasury Department on | 
the subject òf light-houses; which was laid on the | 
table, and ordered to be printed. Hi 

Mr. McCLELLAND desired to move the print- i 
ing of 500 extra copies for the use of the Secretary || 
of the Treasury. H 

Objected to. | 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the Committee | 


į 
| 


{t 
charged from the consideration of the bill to regu- | 
late the proceedings of the circuitand'district courts | 
of the State of New York. iI 
And the question being on ordering the bill to a |} 
third reading, i 
` Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved an amendment. 
which was declared out of order. | 
Mr. THURMAN offered an amendment, which | 
was rejected. | 
The bill underwent some amendment on motion 
of Messrs. RATHBUN and WOOD. 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON demanded the 
question; which was seconded. i 
The main question was ordered; and, being | 
taken, the bill was read a third time, and passed. | 
Mr. McKAY offered a resolution, in the usual |) 
form, providing that all debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on the amend- ? 
ments to the naval appropriation bill should termi- | 
nate in thirty minutes after it shall again have been || 
taken up. 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved two hours. 
The amendment was rejected. 


` “3 
And the resolution was adopted. 


THE VETO. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON desired to submit a mo- | 
tion to print the message of the President return- | 
ing, with his objections, the river and harbor bill. | 

Mr. WENTWORTH objected. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILE. 

The House, on motion of Mr. McKAY, re- 


4 


3 { 


previous || 


3 
i 


solved itself into Comm 
state of the Union. © ; 
Mr. McCLerĒxaxo was invited. to 
chair, but excused: himself. - : 
Mr. Cosg was invited to the chair, and took it. 
The committee resumed. the consideration ofthe ` 
amendments of the Senate to the bill making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year an. 
ing June 30, 1847. wey niei Sg sed 
` Mr. STANTON made some remarks touching | 
an amendment heretofore offered by him in relation | 
to the Memphis navy-yard. i : 
Mr. CROZIER made some remarks in reply to 


ittee of the ‘Whole on the : 


resume thé 


the recently published speech of Mr. G.S. Hogs- 
TON. . 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON replied. | : 

Mr. McKAY said a few words in explanation | 
of one of the amendments of the Senate, 

The time allotted for debate having expired, the 
amendments of the Senate and amendments offer- 
ed thereto were acted upon; some having. been 
agreed to, and some rejected. l 

And the committee rose and reported its action 
to the House. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded. 

And the main question (on agreeing to the sev- 


' eral amendments reported from the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union) was ordered 
to be now taken. prea 

[Mr. Wuearon, from the Committee on Enrol- 
led Bills; made a report; and, on motion of Mr. 
W., an additional member was. ordered:to be ap» 
pointed on said committee. } 

The House concurred with the committee in i 
action, without any record vote. ` 

The bill was then returned to the Senate. ; 

Tho bill making appropriations for the Military 
Academy at West Point, which had ‘been returned 
amended from the Senate, was taken up and refer- 
red, on motion of Mr. McK AY, to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, i 


The bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
current fiscal year, which had been returned from 
the Senate with sundry amendments, was taken 
up, and referred, on motion of Mr. McK AY, to 
the Committee of Ways and Means.. . 


OREGON. nas 


On motion of Mi. DOUGLASS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Henuey, of Indiana, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill establishing the territorial government of 
Oregon. 

The bill having been read through, was taken 
up by sections. 

Mr. McCON NELL wished to offer, as an amend- 
ment, an additional section, authorizing every man, 
maid, or widow, being the head of-a family, to 
enter one hundred and sixty acres of land in any 
portion of the territory of the United States, 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment out 
of order at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the committee, but in 
a voice so feeble that it was nearly impossible to 
hear him in any portion of the hall. : Members 
crowded around him, filling up the area in front of 
the Speaker, insomuch that in the course of his 
remarks they were once or twice called to order, 
and it was insisted by the Chairman (in behalf of 
those few gentlemen who remained in their seats) 
that the area should be cleared in accordance with 
the rule. Under these circumstances, the réporter 
regrets that but very little of what he said reached 
his desk. 

He was understood to refer to a printed bill he 
held in his hand, reported some. time since from 
the Committee on Territories, which fixed the 
boundary north at the line of 54° 40’, and’ to in- 
quire of the chairman of the Committee on Terri- 
tories why the boundaries were not also specified 
in this bill? . 

Mr. DOUGLASS (Mr. A. yielding) said he sup- 
posed the boundaries were definitely fixed by the 
bill. The bill said that all that part of the territory. 
of the United States which lies west of the summit 
of the Rocky Mountains be, and the same is here- 
by, organized into a Territory, to be called the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon. The southern boundary is fixed 
definitely by treaty with Mexico; the northern: 
boundary is fixed definitely, as we are informed - 
by the President, by treaty with Great Brigin; 


ts 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED 


THE CITY OF W 


ASHINGTON, BY BLAIR 


& RIVES. 


7 ‘Orn Concruss, Isr Session. 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 11, 1846. 


New Seres... No 76. 


-othe western boundary, of course, is the Pacific 
ocean; and the eastern boundary is set out in. the 
bill. I suppose, therefore, of course, there can be 

: mo-question as to boundary. 

_ Mr. ADAMS said he was reading from the 
printed bill. before him, in which the boundaries 
were expressly laid down, being on the south 
by the 42d degree of latitude, on the east by the 
summit of the Rocky Mountains, on the north by 
the line. of 54° 40’, and on the west by the Pacific 
ocean. These boundaries were defined with great 
precision He should have been happy if they 

ad been so settled that. the chairman could have 
now reported the same boundaries. 

Mr. DOUGLASS would have been equally hap- 
py if he could have reported the same boundaries 
now under the treaty stipulations. 

Mr. ADAMS insisted that the boundaries should 
be defined by the bill,fandithat if they were left to 
the construction of treaties by the government of 

Oregon, it would lead to confusion, and perhaps to 

.eonflict with foreign governments. 

Mir, DOUGLASS remarked that the present’bill 
#tood:in regard to boundaries precisely the same as 
a bill which this House had passed during the 
present session, and sent to the Senate. 


Mr. PETTIT was understood to say that the || 


President had sent in the treaty which had been 
lately ratified, this morning. 

Mr. ADAMS further contended that the de- 
scribing it as all the territory of the United States 
west of the Rocky Mountains was not saying 
what the boundaries were, and it appeared to him 
that it was not safe for them to enact anything šo 
indefinite. The boundaries should be described. 
A reference to existing treaties was no authority 
whatsoever tothe governor or government of the 
Territory of Oregon now established. When we 
constituted government over a territory we defined 
i the boundaries of that territory, so that the gov- 
ernment established there might know how far 
théy might claim jurisdiction, and how far they 
might not, so as to avoid all cause of quarrel. He 
hoped, therefore, that the bill would be so amend- 
ed as to describe the boundaries. ‘For, after all, 


there might be a question what the boundary is‘ 


under the treaty. We have, not.seen the treaty. 
The gentleman (Mr. Perii] says it has been 
communicated to the House this morning, but it 


has not been printed, and we know nothing of | 


what are the boundaries established by it except 
by rumor. 

He understood it was not clear what the real 
obligations of the treaty were. For instance: at 
the time the treaty was ratified here it was stated 
in the newspapers that the navigation of the Co- 
lumbia ‘river was granted to the British Fludson 
Bay Company, and British subjects trading there- 
with, only during the existence of the present 
charter of that company. It is stated in the Brit- 
ish papers that this is erroneous, and that the grant 
is permanent. . There is a great difference. And 
I confess (continued Mr. A.) it was some consola- 
tion to me for that present which we have made of 
six degrees of latitude to Great Britain that—[the 
remainder of the sentence was lost to the reporter. ] 
Now, a permanent right to the navigation of the 
Columbia river on the part of Great Britain is one 
of the things to which I would never have assent- 
: ed: Thope it is not'so. I-hope at least that the 
treaty is such as that we-can hereafter maintain— 
yes, maintain to the last moment—that the naviga- 
tion of the Columbia by Great Britain shall be 
temporary.: -If I should live to that time—and 
Ged knows T shall net—I would go to war with 
Gyeat. Britain rather than agree to the permanent 
navigation by her of the Columbia river. Sir, at 
a very early period of the session Ideclared my 
firm belief ‘of ‘the right of the United States to the 
boundary on the line of 54° 40’ north.: It was not 
a new idea to mé; for years and years I had enter- 
‘tained that opinions and in the 27th. Congress—a 
Whig Congress—I had the honor.of being a meti- 
ber of a committee, of which Mr. Willam Cost 
Johnson was chairman, and -in'a report made to 
this House that position was distinctly taken by 
nine members of that committee, 
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as 
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one inch of the. territory she ‘has now received. 
We have given to her as a present the navigation 
of the Columbia river, together with Quadra’s 
island, (that is the right name, though some call it 
Vancouver’s.). We have not even adhered to the 
line which was the fighting line of the Forty-Nines 
—we have given her a part of the territory south 
of 49°, ; 

But this. course of remark was, perhaps, not 
entirely pertinent to the bill under consideration. 
His objection to that bill was that it did not pre- 
cisely define the boundaries of the Territory. 

Mr. PETTIT interposed, and wished the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts to give his opinion 
whether the grant of the navigation of the Colum- 
bia river to Great Britain was a permanent or 
merely a temporary grant? 

Mr. ADAMS. I would answer the gentleman 
from Indiana with great pleasure if I had seen the 
treaty, but I have not. I know the representation 
made of it in the newspapers here—among others, 
in the organ of the Administration, the Union—in 
which it was said to be temporary—during the ex- 
istence of the Hudson Bay Company’s present 
charter, which terminates in 1858—and not per- 
manent. But I have observed in the newspapers 
that Sir Robert Peel, in giving an account of that 
treaty, says that it grants to them the positive right 
of navigation of the Columbia perpetually. There- 
fore I am unable to answer the gentleman from In- 
diana, which I would do with great pleasure, espe- 


cially if the true state of the case was according to | 


the representation made of it here—that is to say, 
pe oop and only during the existence of the 
present charter of the Hudson Bay Company. 

As I said before, I hope that the phraseology is 
such as will at least allow us to put in claim as in 
a chancery suit. I hope that the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories, or some other gentle- 
man, will move an amendment to define the boun- 
dary of that territory. If there is a question as to 
what the boundaries are, I hope this bill will lay 
them down distinctly. But the gentleman from 
IHinois, the chairman of the Committee on Terri- 


tories, if we judge by the indefinite expressions. of. 


the bill, leaving it to be inferred only how far north 
the. territory extends, seems to be ashamed of the 
boundary which by treaty we have obtained. That 
boundary cuts us off from the harbors of Puget 


Sound; those harbors which were -described as so | 


valuable and essential to our commerce on the Pa- 
cific by a gentleman from Indiana, who I see 
near me, [Mr. Owen.] In his speech on the Oregon 
question, he spoke in strong terms on this subject. 
Mr. OWEN (Mr. A. yielding) said it is true 
that I spoke im the strongest terms of the safety, 
and of the value to us, as the future owners of 
Oregon, of the waters of Puget Sound. But it is 
also true that the parallel of 49° runs out to the sea, 
at what I believe is called the Gulf of Georgia, and 
continued thence down the centre of the Straits of 
Fuca to the Pacific, leaves to us, south of that 
line, the whole of Puget Sound, and of Admiralty 
Inlet. Great Britain, by the treaty, relinquishes 
these to us. . 
Mr. ADAMS. I think, if the gentleman will 


examine the map, he will find that the line in ques- 


ion cuts us off from Puget Sound. 
Mr. OWEN. Ihave examined the matter care- 
fully, and am certain of the statement I make. 
Mr. ADAMS. Well, be it as it may, Great 
Britain has secured the free navigation of that 
sound, and the adjoining straits. I repeat that. we 
have made a present to Great Britain of six degrees 


of latitude; and some of the Fifty-four Forties seem | 


ashamed enough of their position. 
Mr. DOUGLASS would state to the gentleman 


from Massachusetts, that he was ashamed of the | 


boundary of 49°, and instead of making mention of 
it, preferred to report a bill defining the boundary, 
in precisély such a manner as was done in a bill 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts himself 
had once voted for this year... And he had thought 
he might follow the gentleman, as a 54° 40’ man, 
with safety. : f 


Mr. ADAMS. Did Ivote for such a bill? Has 


Great Britain, in my opinion, had no claim to 


there a bill onthe subject of Oregon passed the 
House at this session?" , oe ae 

Mr. DOUGLASS.” Yes; therehas been an Ore- 
gon bill which passed this House establishing a 
territorial government over all the territory of the 
United States west of the Rocky Mountains; with- 
out defining boundaries, and you and I voted for it. 

Mr. ADAMS. . E recollect now... That was 
while the question of boundary was in controver- 
sy between us and Great Britain. It left the 
question open, to be settled as it has been settled, 
against us. 

Mr. A. recurred to the bill which he held in his 
hand, and to the fact that the advocates of 54° 40’ 
were entirely ready at an earlier stage of the session 
to define precisely the boundary of the territory 
upon that line; but now, he said, we had a bill 
mentioning no boundaries. He repeated that we 
could have no definite rights unless we had. the 
boundaries defined. He hoped, therefore, the Ist 
section would be amended by declaring precisely 
the boundaries of the territory. 

Mr. DOUGLASS explained; that he thought 
the boundaries designated by the bill sufficiently 
clear and explicit, insomuch that there could be no 
doubt upon the subject.. Another reason why he 
was unwilling to define them more specifically 
was, if there was doubt about the terms of the 
treaty, he would like, as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had mentioned, that ground enough 
| should be left to found a chancery suit upon it. 
|| And he did not want anything in an act of Con- 

gress making it more humiliating than it now is. 
‘Therefore, he had thought it unnecessary at this 
early day to give a legislative exposition of the 
treaty which would yield more than we have yield- 
ied by treaty. Inasmuch as we had concluded a 
| treaty, and as they had passed one bill in this way, 
he thought it best not to define the limits. For 
that reason, concurring with the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts as to the humiliation of the posi- 
tion, he declined writing down the boundary of 
490. He never could do so. 

Mr. SCHENCK, after some conversation as to 
the precise. state. of the: pending question, ‘gave 
notice of his: intention’to move, when in order, an 
amendment to the Ist’ section, to insert. after the 
word.“ territory,” the words ‘* now belonging.” 
i| Mr. S. said he thought, with the venerable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] that’ 
there ought to be something defining. the limits of 
the territory upon which this bill was, to operate. 
Such had been the case in all organizations of ter~ 
ritories heretofore. But he was not entirely satis- 
fied that they had not to some extent sufficiently 
defined the limits in the bill as it now stands, pro~- 
‘| vided the amendment which he had indicated was 
incorporated so as that this bill should opore 
upon all the territory now belonging to. the United 
States west of the summit of the Rocky Mountains. 
He would have preferred that the bill should have 
defined the limits according to the treaty. The 
treaty was the supreme law of the land, and what~ 
ever regulation might ‘be made would be construed 
| in accordance with the treaty; if therefore we or- 

anized a territorial government over the territory 
balones to the United States, the law and. thè 
treaty being construed tógether, there was a suffi- 
ciently defined limit. 

But he had another objection. He would leave 
the gentleman from Illinois. ang the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to fight.the bill along the lim- 
its of 49° or 54° 40’ at their pleasure. He pre- 
| sumed, however, it would be one of the most 
refreshing things in the: world—far exceeding the 
refreshment which the gentleman from South Car- 
i| olina.[Mr. Houmas} found in the veto—if they 
could have read. now from the Clerk’s stand one 
of the belligerent speeches delivered. a fewsmonths 
ago by some of the fifty-four-forty men. But there 
| might be a difficulty on the other side of this ter- 
|| ritory than the northern, boundary. . He wished, 
H this bill. so. limited as to.avoid any. future diffieul> 
|| ties in regard to California. ón the south. If. the 
il bill were to pass in its present form, it would have 
lla ‘sort of expansibility, by which it would fall 
|| down within the limits of the territory which the. 


; 


“4202 


_ denied that there was any authority, for it. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


`, President may hereafter succeed by purchase, or 
by conquest, in bringing into the United States; 
or if he should give away further territory, as he is 
now charged to have done, it would give a con- 
tracting power which should draw it up within the 
limits of the territory then remaining to the United 
States. Now, he was prepared, inasmuch as they 
thought they knew what does and what does not 
belong to the United States, to define in this bill | 
the territory over which it is to operate, to that 
which is now belonging to the United States west 
of the summit of the Rocky Mountains. i 
He had another object in’ the insertion of the 
words “ now belonging,” which was this: he had 
an inquiry, and he supposed he might put it to the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
[Mr. Hararson,]if he was now present, (Mr. H. 
was temporarily absent from the Hall at this time,] 
what it meant that we saw a regiment now organi- 
zing, at present encamped upon Governor’s Island, 
and destined to take possession of the territory of 
California, under. such terms and restrictions as 
seemed to look to retaining it within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, when it should have 
been acquired;in this way. He believed it was a 
notorious fact, that a certain Colonel Stevenson, of 
the city of New York, had been organizing a re- 
giment—whether of militia, volunteers, or other- 
wise, he knew not—of military emigrants, as was 
suggested to him, and giving to this regiment cap- | 
tains, lieutenants, ensigns, knapsacks, rifles, and | 
all the accoutrements of war, in order to emigrate 
to California. Mr.S. commented upon this anom-# 
alous sort of emigration, and upon the usurpation 
of the Secretary of War, under the authority of | 
the President. of the United States, in his instruc- 
tions that it should be taken into a country’upon 
the Pacific which might or might not, at the end 
of their service, belong to the United States; 
and if then belonging, of advising them that they | 
will be discharged there; and, as an inducement to 
this service, promising to give them the accoutre- 
ments—the property of the United States—which 
they take with them. What right, by what au- 
thority of law, had the Secretary of War or the 
President taken this step? And did they promise 
to give away the property of the United States as 
an inducement to this military emigration? He | 


He would like to. know, in’ adiditon, by what 
authority that regiment was enlisted at all. He 
argued that it could hardly be under the general 
authority given to the President to raise volunteers, 
as they had been already called for and apportioned 
among the several States. 

Let him not be mistaken. He saw his colleague | 

. [Mr. 'THorman] seemed to be ready to reply to’ 
him. Let him bring up no old Federalist papers 
against him—an article with which the gentleman 
and his party seemed more familiar than did those 
with whom Mr, S. associated. If it was necessary 
to enlist soldiers for California to carry on the ex- 
isting war, let them be enlisted and sent there; and 
if it was necessary to give them additional induce- 
ments to the pay now allowed by law, let it be 
given. But let it all be. authorized by, and done | 
according to, law. He had nothing to say about 
this Mexican war. He had voted for supplies to | 
carry on this war. He believed the President had | 
usurped authority which did not belong to him 
under the Constitution, and deserved impeachment 

for bringing the country into the condition of war, 
or the state of hostilities—call it what you will. 
Notwithstanding, under the circumstances—of 


peril to our troops, &¢., which he described—he | 


had voted the supplies, knowing that thereafter the | 
President might be, and should be, held responsi- 
ble for this improper, this criminal conduct, as he 
thought, by which he had involved the country in | 
(hostilities. He was willing to furnish all neces- 
Sary means to carry on the-war—to increase the 
pay of volunteers, if necessary; but he was not | 
willing to see the Executive of the United States, 
under color of this war, resort to means even 
for carrying it on not recognised and permitted by 
the law-making power. It was manifest, he said, | 
that this was to be a war of conquest, and that this | 
measure of military emigrants was one of the means 
resorted to for its protection. ‘| 
Mr. THURMAN said that there was an hour- 
rule in this house, to which he was not partial; but, 
‘nevertheless, he did not now mean to avail himself 
even of that rule. He had promised the chairman 
of the Committee on-the Territories to oceupy but 


; 


a quarter of the time allowed by that rule; and he 
meant to keep his promise. . 

He was induced to make a few remarks by the 
turn the debate had taken.. In the first place, he: 
might say that no man, he believed, was more dis- 
satisfied with the settlement that had been made of 
the Oregon. question than he was. He was really 
and sincerely dissatisfied with that settlement, and 
would never be found defending the course of any 
man, of any party, who had been. instrumental in. 
bringing that settlement about. © But while he'said 
this, he did think that sarcasms on account of. 
that settlement came with a rather bad grace from 
the Whig members of either branch of this Con- 
gress. Which one of those members had . stood 
up for 549 40'? The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] had done so. He had been 
consistent throughout; but what member of his 
party in Congress had followed. his lead? There 
might be one or two, but Mr. T. did not recollect 
one. If he recollected aright, his colleague who 
had just taken his seat [Mr. Scnencx] had offered 
an amendment to the Oregon notice resolution, to 
the effect that the dispute ought to be settled by 
negotiation and compromise. His recollection 
might not be accurate as to this matter, for he had 
not seen the amendment since it was offered, and 
he. would therefore be glad if his colleague would 
state what it was. i 

Mr. SCHENCK explained that his amendment 
did not contain the word “ compromise.” : The- 
amendment containing that word was offered by a 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Darean.] | It 


|; failed, and thereupon Mr. S. offered an amend-: 


ment to the effect that the difficulty was a proper 
subject for negotiation, and ought to be soset- 
tled. 

Mr. THURMAN (resuming) said that his col- 
league was no doubt correct, as he would be much 
more likely to recollect the terms of an amendment 
offered by himself than would another. But he 
had a question to put to his colleague. Did his 
colleague vote for the amendment of Mr. Darcan, 
which asserted that the question ought to be set- 
tled by ‘‘ compromise.’’ 

Mr. SCHENCK (answering) said that he did 
vote for thatamendment. That he had never had 
such a. holy horror of that word “ compromise” 
as some of his Democratic friends seemed to-have. 
That he believed our. title to 549 40" was: the. best 


title, and in the previous Congress was one of ff- < 


teen Whigs who voted for an Oregon bill which 
recognised the 54° 40’ line. But our title to part 
of the country not being ‘clear and unquestion- 
able,” as the President had styled it, he (Mr. S.) 
had not been disposed to. involve the country in 
the calamities of war, if the question could be hon- 
orably settled by negotiation and compromise. 

Mr. THURMAN (resuming) said that his col- 
league had given such good reasons for the treaty 
that had been made, that Mr. T. supposed it was 
not necessary for him to say more on that subject. 

Mr. SCHENCK. My colleague misunderstands 
mo, if he understands me as having made a defence 
of the treaty. . 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not so understand my 
colleague. I spoke of the “good reasons” he gave 
for the treaty. Mr. T. repeated that he (Mr. T.) 
thought the treaty wrong—that it ought never to 
have been made; but he did not think it lay in the 
mouths of the Whigs to taunt the Democrats in 


i reference to it. 


Mr. T. next adverted to the remarks of his col- 
league, in reference to the pay of the volunteers. 
When the war bill was under consideration, a mo- 
tion had been made in committee to pay the volun- 
teers $10 per month. Mr. T. voted for the prop- 
osition. But when the bill came to be considered 
in the House, it being ascertained that the regulars 


| received but $7 per month, and it being perfectly 


certain, that if $10 per month were given to the 


volunteers and but $7 to the regulars, the act to |, 
increase the rank and file of the regular army | 


would be a dead letter; and it being obviously im- 


possible, or if possible, unjust, to have two bodies | 


of troops in service, side by side, one body receiv- 


H 


i 
if 


i 


pry of the volunteers to $10 per 


een repeatedly appealed totoframe his proposition. | oe 
atethe 


so as to include the regulars, and: thus o 
Objections. before. ‘spoken: of; büt hepa 

done so within Mr. 'T.’s recollection: 3 
der these circumstances, Mr.'T.’s col 
Brinxernorr] prepared a’ bill ‘giving 
month to both regulars and volunteers, a: 
to suspend ‘the’ rules ‘so as to introduce it 
was the result of the motion?, Why; notte) 
voted for ite ae TSS eae 
Mr. SCHENCK. i Nor Democrats either. = 
-Mr THURMAN. ‘LT agrees he could not even 
get the yeas and nays on: his motion; but. that is 


not the question. The Whigs have sought to make 


capital out of this matter of the pay of the volun- 
teers. They have professed: to` be their peculiar 
friends; and yet not ten of them were found sus- 
taining Mr. Brincersorr’s bih o os 

Mr. T. next referred to his colleague’s remark, 
“ that he did not want,old Federal papers quoted 
‘on him, which seemed to be. chiefly within the 
€ recollection of members of the other side,” (the 


Democrats.) Mr. T. said it ‘was quite possible. 


that those papers were better recollected by Dem- 
ocrats than by. Whigs, for the ‘latter were; per- 
haps, quite willing to forget them—a disposition 
for which Mr, T. did not by:any, means: blame 
them. i Le ee Pe as 
Mr. T. would now take notice, briefly, of what 
his colleague had said about Colonel Stevenson’s 


California regiment. : ‘The. Californias were Mex- ` 


ican provinces, and we were at war with Mexico. 


Did his colleague ‘think it wrong to- invade them? © 


He was certain ‘his colleague would not say so. 
He was confident his’ coléague would admit that 
it was just as proper to invade the Californias, as 
to march into any. other province of Mexi $ 
Mr. SCHENCK.: To be sure itis.” 
Mr. THURMAN. Well, there isnothing, then, 
in the destination of Stevenson’s regiment thatis 
wrong. What then? Why, it is said that they are 


| armed emigrants; that it is contemplated to leave 


them in California. Now, what do Colonel Ste- 


venson’s instructions on this point'amount to? Sim- 


ply this: that he shall make known to his troops 
that the Government will, if it see proper, disband 


them in any territory that may belong tothe United _ 


States on the Pacific at the conclusion of. 
But for. this, the.troops would naturally expect to 


brought back to New Yoyk before they were dis- ` 


charged. ‘The instructions to Colonel Stevenson 
merely inform them that if they enter the service, 
they do so with the understanding that a right is 
reserved to disband them in our Pacific territory. 
‘What is there strange or unusual in this? Cér- 
tainly nothing. But it is said that all this squints 
ata conquest of California, Well, Mr. T. would 
put this case to his colleague: Mexico owes our 
citizens large sums of money. Suppose, at’ the 
end of the war, finding herself unable to pay in 
money, she offers to pay in the Californias, or 


j some part thereof—would my colleague, object.to 


such a treaty? Ido not believe he would. 

Mr. SCHENCK, (jocularly speaking from: his 
seat.) It willbe time enough for me to answer 
that question when I get into the Senate and have 
a vote on the treaty. 

Mr. THURMAN. Good! My colleague de- 
serves a seat in the Senate, I grant. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Oh, no; _let.that.pass. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, in the mean time, I 
stick to my opinion that my colleague would. not 
oppose such a treaty, 

Mr. SCHENCK. Perhaps I would not. Twill 
not say on the spur of the moment, that I would. 
It is probable that, following the instinct of the 
Anglo-Saxon race, of whom so much has been said 
here, I might go for the land, though I entertain 
great doubts whether it would be. ultimately for 
the benefit of the country. : 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, now it seems to. me 
that here is an end of my colleague's objections to 
Colonel Stevenson’s instructions. He granis‘that 
it is as proper to invade the Californias as it is to 
invade any other part of Mexico; and he further 


ing $10 per month and the other but $7, he had | concedes that it may possibly be proper to conclude 
voted in the House against the proposition he had | a treaty by which we will acquire a part of the Cal- 


spoken of, intending to do, what he had steadily || ifornias. N 
done since, that is, vote to give both regulars and |; question at issue? 
And now, what had | 


volunteers $10 per month. 
been the course of the Whigs on this question? 


d 


Now, is not this decisive of the whole 


Mr. SCHENCK. What I object to is, that) 
property of the United States (as ramor says) has: 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stewart] | been promised to these volunteers. Now J ask my. 


had frequently offered propositions to increase the '' colleague-—Ist. Are Steyenson’s troops part of the 


‘the country as this, it is important that it should 


“| jtself, that, calling to mind the facts, that President 


adding the.freé navigation: of the Columbia; that 
“> the same President, in 1823, afterthé acquisition of 
“athe Spanish: title, : 
“newedjintimating, indeed, that it would be desira- 


ident to promise them property of the United States, 
—if-that. hasbeen done? 3d. Is this expedition in- 
tended as part of a-war of conquest? 


‘authority of law. And as to the second inquiry, 
T donot understand that‘any such promises have 
“been: made. I have not seen nor heard of any such 
thing. 


“that this was the last. day of the session when, 
“ander the rules, bills could be sent to the other 
‘House, or to the President, moved. that the com- 


-and reported. ; 


“taken up in committee. 


“section, and insert in lieu thereof the proposition 
of which he had given notice, to. give to every 


; a statement made, if I heard aright, by the gentle- 
rman, from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] 
‘aware of the great importance attached to every 


ence and high public character;.and it is therefore 


‘we have obtained, that I should be- glad to have 
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50,000 ‘volunteers; and if not, by. what. authority 
are they raised? 2d, "What authority has the Près- 


“Mr. THURMAN, [understand them to be part 
of the 50,000 volunteers, and therefore raised. by 


j As to the third question, -we are. at war 

with Mexico, and I suppose it to be quite usual 

and proper to. conquer the provinces of an enemy. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, remarking 


mittee rise, with a view of offering a resolution to 
terminate this debate. 
The motion being agreed to, the committee rose 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON offered a resolution 
providing that all debate on the said bill shall cease 
in. twenty minutes. after it shall again have been 


Mr.’T. moved the previous question, which was 
seconded, and under its operation the resolution 
was adopted. : 

: The House then went back into committee. 
i Mre McCONNELL moved to strike out the 2d 


man, maid, or widow, 160 acres of land, and said 
a few words in its defence. 

The CHAIR assigned the floor to 

Mr. DOUGLASS, who gave way for a brief 
explanation to 

Mr. OWEN, who said: I have sought the floor 
for a few minutes to offer a correction in regard to 


I am 
word which falls from. a gentleman of his experi- 


the more necessary to correct. an inaccuracy pro- 
ceeding from’ such a source. I understood the 

entleman from Massachusetts to say, that, by the 

ate treaty, the waters of Puget Sound were made 
free to British subjects. Now, I see it stated, that 
the copy of the treaty as published in a Philadel- 

hia paper corresponds accurately with that pub- 
ished in the English newspapers since its ratifica- 
tion. But if that copy may be trusted, there is 
nota word there about granting to Great Britain 
the free navigation of Puget Sound, or its entrance, 
Admiralty Inlet, There is not a word in it about 
free navigation at all, except in regard to the Co- 
Jumbia river and the Straits of Fuca; nor any free 
harbors named; though, by the wording, the har- 
bors in the above straits may perhaps be deemed 
free; and that will be so far in our favor, as to give 
us free access to the harbors on the point or cap of 
Vancouver’s Island, south of 499. In connexion 
with a matter which so excites some portions of 


be distinctly known, that, according to the late 
treaty, Great Britain has no rights whatever in | 
the Puget Sound waters, nor free access.to a single 
one of the many harbors contained in. that sound, 
or in the inlet which forms its entrance from Fuca’s 
Straits. : 

Mr. PERRY.. I. desire to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana, whether he is in favor of the treaty 
lately ratified ? 

Mr. OWEN. I say, frankly, so far from being 
ashamed (to use the language of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. Apams) of the boundary 


the'terms of that boundary incorporated, in the | 
very words of thé treaty, in the’ first section of 
this bill. Tsay, farther, in regard to the treaty 


Monroe, in 1818, voluntarily, and as-a first offer, 
roposed to Great Britain the line of 49°, expressly 


caused asimilar offer ‘to be re- 
ble to dbtain 519, but if Great Britain earnestly | 
jnsisted Upon it, we would consent to the parallel | 
of 49° to the sea; considering, further, that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts himself, [Mr. Apams,] 
in 1896, caused his Secretary of State (Mr, Clay) | 
a third time to propose the extension of the line of | 


49° to the Pacific, and again to offer, in conjunction. 
with that line, the free navigation of the Columbia 
to British subjects, without a single restriction 
either as to time or to the commerce of the Hud- 
son Bay Company; considering, yet- once. more, 
that a proposal of the same. parallel was renewed 
in 1843, and fnally, that it was made even last 
year by our present Chief Magistrate; in view of 
these various.offers of compromise, I say, that men 
who have looked calmly and dispassionately over 
the whole ground, must: have come long since to 
the conclusion, if Great Britain, departing: from 
pretensions to the Columbia river as a boundary— 
pretensions stoutly maintained for a quarter of a 
century—did, at last, offer to us. the very line we had 
five timés offered to her, that the public opinion of 
the world would not permit us to reject it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. OWEN. Certainly. 

_Mr. CHIPMAN. Then I wish to inquire of 
him, whether he so construes the wording of the 
late treaty as to give to all British subjects, in per- 
petuity, the free navigation of the Columbia? 

„Mr. OWEN. I am nota lawyer, sir, and be- 
sides, have had no opportunity to examine this 
question with sufficient care, to offer a matured 
opinion. My present decided impression is, how- 


ever, that a grant of this right to a particular corpo- | 


ration, and that grant specially restricted to the term 
of their charter, cannot, in any fairness, be con- 
strued into-a renunciation of the right to British 
subjects generally, or in perpetuity, even to the 
company named. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, (Mr. Doverass 
further yielding,) said he had drawn, under the 
instructions of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
two amendments which he intended to offer as ad- 
ditional sections to this bill. The first provided 
for the extension of our Indian laws over this ter- 
ritory; and the second, as the Governor of Oregon 


was made superintendent of Indian affairs, pro- | 


vided for the creating one additional agent, and 
giving him the same powers and compensation as 
allowed to other agents. This the committee 
thought would be enough. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, resuming the floor, said he 
had examined these two sections, and thought it 
proper they should be added to the bill. 


He did not desire to go into the discussion of | 


the Oregon question, but merely to. explain. the 
provisions ofthis bill... He -had no: wish to enter 
into an examination of the question raised by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnencx] in regard to 
the additional regiment which was said to be des- 
tined for California. Fle would only correct what 
he conceived to be a misapprehension on the part 
of that gentleman, and to say that no promise of 
property of any description had been made to them 
by any authority more than was given to any other 
regiment. 

Mr. SCHENCK explained that he did not un- 
derstand that the instructions of the Secretary of 
War included any offer to Colonel Stevenson’s 


‘regiment, but he heard that it had been made, and 


also a similar offer to a body of Mormons, on 
condition that they would emigrate to California. 
Mr. DOUGLASS (resuming) could only state 
that he had no knowledge in either instance of any 
such offer having been made. He was not autho- 
rized to deny it; but he believed that nothing of 
that kind had taken place. He was authorized to 
state that the Committee on Military Affairs knew 
nothing of any such instructions having been given, 
ot in contemplation. . . 
Now, in regard to this Oregon bill: the bill as 
now presented, was a simple proposition for the 
establishment of a territorial ; 
the Rocky Mountains, to be called the Territory of 
Oregon. © In drawing the bill he had had reference 
to the various: charters for the territorial govern- 
ments that had existed in this country, and espe- 
cially in the northwest, commencing with the 
Northwest Territory, and embracing those of In- 
diana, Hlinois, Michigan, and lowa. He found all 
these territorial governments had been based on 
the same principles, and had the same general pro- 
visions running throughout their charters. There 
had been slight modifications made as experience 
had indicated necessary; and of all of them, he be- 
lieved that of Iowa was most perfect. Hence, in 
drawing this bill, he had made it a mere abstract 
of the territorial government of Iowa, with a few 


government west of | 
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i} not 


such. ‘changes only as were. necessary: to adapt it 


to the territory the other side of the mountains. 


There. was a-greatet propriety in. this. for, this 
reason: The people of Oregon had established for 
themselves. a.-provisional. government. Finding 
themselves -without. Jaw, yet being accustomed: to 
the laws and ‘institutions ‘of republicanism, And 
being moral, upright, and religious, they found it.. 
became necessary for them: to establish a govern- 
ment for themselves, under'which they could: be 
governed, until the government of their native 


-country should prescribe one: for them... ‘They 


established, therefore, the provisional government 
of Oregon; and he found they took many and 
nearly all the statutes of Iowa, and declared ‘them 
in fúll force in the Territory of Oregon, making 
slight modifications and additions to them.. An 
these laws, adopted. by themselves, and copied 
principally from the laws of Oregon, now consti»: 
tuted a code of laws for the government of the 
people of Oregon. Hence, he had provided in this 
bill, under the instructions of the Committee on 
Territories, that the laws now existing in the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon, by authority of the: provisional 
government, should continue in force, and be valid 
until altered, modified, repealed, or amended by 
this government proposed to be adopted. They ` 
left, therefore, the present code of laws in force, 
believing them better adapted to'the people there 


‘than any we could adopt, and that it was better 


for them, under this bill, to remedy them than to 
remedy them ourselves; so. that we provide that 
all the justices of the peace, constables, and other 
ministerial officers under the authority of the ex~ 
isting provisional government. shall continue in 
office under the authority of this bill until displaced 
by the appointment of their successors under it. 
Consequently, in fact this bill makes no sudden 
change, but gradually changes their subsisting 
government into a territorial government, such as 
we have in other Territories. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] asked 
him if there was any provision in the bill that 
Congress may repeal ‘the laws of the Oregon Le- 
gislature? In reply, I will state, the usual powers 
of legislation, such as are possessed in all the other 
Territories of the Union, are conferred upon the 
Legislative Council of Oregon, provided that the 
laws now in force in Oregon shall continue in force ` 
until altered or repealed by authority of the Ore- 
gon Legislature. It is also provided, that when a 
law is passed by the Oregon Legislature, it shall 
be reported. tothe Congress. of the United States, 
and, unless disapproved by Congress, shall be the 
law of the land, provided it is not inconsistent with 
the Oregon bill now passed; so that the gentleman ` 
will see it is precisely the same as has prevailed in 
all our territorial governments, and which expe- 
rience has sanctioned as sound and wise. 

One word in regard to the boundaries of. this 
new Territory. He was sorry to find the vener- 
able gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
take exceptions to the mode in which the commit- 
tec had secon proper to define the boundaries of - 
this Territory. There were reasons that were 
very obvious for the adoption of it. One was, that 
the bill was prepared before the terms of the treaty 
had been made known, and there was only this 
day left for legislation on this subject. Hence 
they were bound to prepare a bill with reference 
to what they believed to be the treaty, and to 
trust to making such amendments in the House as 
the disclosure of the treaty itself should show: ne- 
cessary, to make it conform to it. They found it 
also sanctioned by the House, so far as its provis- 
jon in relation to boundaries was concerned, in the 
passage of the bill establishing a quasi. territorial 
government over Oregon, in which the House 
adopted the identical. provision as now reported, 
leaving out the northern and southern boundary, 
and giving the general description of all the terri- 
tory of the United States lying. west of the summit 
of the Rocky Mountains. ‘That bill was reported 
fixing the line of 54° 40’ as the northern bounda- 
ry; and he, as a friend of 54° 40°, preferred it. 
The reason was obvious, viz: if it could have been 
passed through both. Houses in that form, ‘he did 
believe the Executive would yield an inch 
below. A majority of this House thought other- 
wise. They were unwilling to commit themselves 
up-to 54° 40", and—— $ : 

‘The time allowed for the debate having expired, - 
the committee proceeded to vote. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved to. add two- 
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sections to the bill—one extending our Indian 
laws over the territory, and the other creating an 
additional Indian agency-for that country. Agreed 
to. 

Upon the reading of the provision which directs 
“that no one session of the Legislative Council of 
the Territory shall exceed the term of sixty days,” 
twas, on motion of Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL, 
amended by adding, “and one session only shal 
hë held in any one year.” : 

Mr. CAMPBELL also proposed an amend- 
‘ment restricting the right. of suffrage in the Terri- 
tory to citizens of the United States only, and 
excluding those who shall have only declared their 
intention to become citizens. Carried: Ayes 75, 
noes 48. . 

On motion of Mr. FARAN, the word ‘ free” 
before the word ‘‘ white’? was stricken out, so 
that every white male above the age of twenty-one 
years may vote in the first election, and shall be 
-eligible to any office within said Territory. | 

Mr. PETTIT moved to amend so as to give the 
chief justice and the associate justices of the supreme 
court of the Territory, an annual salary of $2,000 | 
each, instead of $1,500. Negatived. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved to insert the 
following: “ And neither slavery nor involuntary 
servitude shall ever exist in said Territory, except 
in the punishment of crimes.” Agreed to: Ayes 
460, noes not counted. ‘ 

Mr. CUMMINS moved an amendment, restrict- 
ing the allowance of mileage to the delegate that 
may be sent: to Congress to $2,000 a year. 

Mr. ——— moved $1,200. Negatived. 

The $2,000 proposition was then adopted: Ayes 
80, noes not counted. | 

Mr. SCHENCK moved the folowing proviso: |i 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act 
shall be construed to apply to any country or ter- 
ritory not now belonging to and lying within the 
limits of the United States. 

Negatived. j 

Mr. McCONNELL moved an amendment grænt- 
ing 160 acres of land to settlers in the territory. 

Ir. McHENRY moved an amendment grant- 
ing 320 acres of land. Negatived. 

Mr. McCownnexv’s proposition was then rejected. 

Mr. WINTHROP proposed an amendment 
granting to Mrs. Martha Gray, the widow of Capt. 

obert Gray, the discoverer of the Columbia river, 
a township of land, to be located in the Oregon 
territory. Carried: Ayes 83, noes 46. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill 
and amendments to the Fouse. 

Mr. DOUGLASS demanded the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and the main question 
was ordered to be now taken, [which main ques- | 
tion was on concurring in the amendments, and on 
ordering the bill to a third reading.] 

Stich amendments as are not herein more partic- | 
ularly noticed, were concurred in without a record 
vote. ` | 

On concurring in the amendment of Mr. JAMES | 
THOMPSON to the 12th section, providing that | 
neither slavery nor involuntary servitude shall ever | 
exist in the said territory, except for crime whereof | 
the party shall have been convicted, i 

Mr. ASHMUN asked the yeas and nays, which | 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Anderson, i 
Amiold, Ashmun, Benton, Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, Brod- | 
head, William W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, 
Catheart, Collin, Cranston, Culver, Cummins, Cunningham, |} 
De Mott, Dunlap, Edsall, Silsworth, Erdman, J. H. Ewing, 
Faran, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, Gor- 
don, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, |i 
Henley, Elias B. Holmes, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, |i 
Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, | 
James H. Johnson, Kaufman, Daniel P. King, Preston King, || 
Lawrence, Lewis, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, McCrate, || 
McGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, | 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Pettit, Pillsbury, i 
‘Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John | 
A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, | 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, A. Smith, | 
Caleb B. Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, | 
Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp- | 
son, ‘Thurman, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, | 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, | 
Wright, Young, and Yost—108. i 

NAYS-—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Barringer, Biggs, Jas. | 
A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, John G. Chap- 
i 

| 

t 

' 

| 

| 

l 


man, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Constable, | 
Crozier, Cullom, Daniel, Garret Davis, Dobbin, Dromgoole, 
Edwin H. Ewing, Ficklin, Graham, Haralson, Harmanson, 
isaac I. Holmes, Edmund We Hubard, Charles J. Inger- 
soll, Joseph: Johnson, Andrew Johnson, La Sere, Long, 
Lumpkin, McConnell, James McDowell, MeKay, John PË, 


Martin; Morse, Reid, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
‘Toombs, 


Trumbo, and Woodward—43, 


| to Tennessee was before the House this morning, | 


| Attorney General to adjudicate upon claims of citi- 


| amendment was adopted. 


| to give a history of the subject. 
! money had not been received from the Govern- 
i ment of Peru, nor was it expected to be for ten 
| years to come.. Get the money first and provide | 
| for its distribution afterwards. 


appropriations to pay the awards of the Attorney 
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So the amendment was concurred in. ; ; 

On concurring in the amendment of Mr. Wan- 
THROP, granting a township of land in the Oregon 
Territory to Martha Gray, widow of Captain-Gray, 
the acknowledged discoverer of the- Columbia 
river, and to her heirs forever, ž 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Barringer, Blanchard, William W. Campbell, Jobn 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chapman, Cran- 
ston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, Dockery, Dunlap; 
Edsall, John H: Ewing, Foot, Grabam, Grinnell; Hamlin, 
Harper, Elias B. Holmes, Isaac E. Holmes, S. D. Hubbard, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Jenkins, James H. Jolinson, 
Daniel P. King, Lewis, Long, Maclay, McClelland; James 
M@owell, McGaughey, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Niven, 


Owen, Parrish, Pillsbury, Pollock, Ramsey, Julius Rock- jj: 


well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Rank, Scammon, Schenck, |: 
Seaman, Severance, fruman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Strong, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, Thurman, Trumbo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, 
Wilmot, Winthrop, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—73. 
NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Biggs, James A. Black, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Broekenbrough, Burt, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, 
Cunningham, Daniel, De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, Ellsworth, Erdman, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grover, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hopkins, 
George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubarå, Hungerford, ames : 
B. Hunt, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 
Kaufman, Preston King, La Sere, Lumpkin, McClean, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, McCrate, McKay, John P. Martin, 
Morris, Moulton, Payne, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Rathbun, 
Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Starkweather, St. John, Sykes, 
James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Towns, 
Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodward, and Yost—77. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON said he wished to make 
a privileged motion. When the bill ceding lands 


he had called for the reading of it, which was not 
ordered. He had voted for the bill upon trust, 
reposing confidence in the committee. Since then 
he had examined the bill, and found it different | 
from what he had understood it tobe. The bill 
went further than he was willing to go by his vote. 
He feared that it involved principles to which he |! 
could not give his assent. He therefore wished to 
know if it was in order to move to reconsider it. 

The SPEAKER said thatthe House had already 
refused to reconsider the vote. 


PERUVIAN. INDEMNITY. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tipgarts | 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of | 
the bill to carry into effect a convention between | 
the United States and Peru. The bill directs the 


zens of the United States against Peru, the liquida- 
tion and payment of which is provided for by the 


convention, ji P 


Mr. MILLER proposed an amendment, so as 


tion into effect shall be paid out of the indemnity 


|| limits, and places, and all and singular other t 


fund, instead of the treasury of the United States, 
saying he had the authority of the claimants for i 
proposing the amendment. 


i 

{ 

to direct that the expense of carrying the conven- | 
After a good deal of difficulty and confusion the | 

een | 


The committee having gone through the bill— 
Mr. SAWYER rose and said there was more 
behind this bill than met the eye, and he went on 
te said the 


H 
If this bill pass, ' 
you will be called upon at the next session to make | 


eneral. l 

Mr. GARRETT DAVIS explained, and said it |; 
was intended, if the bill passed, only to distribute | 
the indemnity as it might be received into the: 
Treasury of the United States, and in no case to jj 
pay awards from the money of the United States. || 

Mr. MILLER gave a fall statement of the mat- | 
ter. The instalments were to be paid within ten | 
years, in instalments of $30,000 a year; three in- | 
stalments were now due; and the Secretary of; 
State stated to the principal claimant a few days /! 
ago that he expected these three instalments would || 
be received in the course of three months or less. l 

Mr. PRESTON KING, for the purpose of de- | 
feating the bill, moved to strike out the last sec- || 
tion, ii 

On this motion only a very few voted in the i! 


i 
i 
i 
i 
' 
| 


i 


iH 


affirmative, a large number in the negative: bu 
quorum did not vote. 5o oo os 
Mr. VINTON: moved. that: the coi 
with a view to. discharge ‘the Commilte 
Whole from the further consideration: oft 
and bring itinto the Tiouse, where, by the yeas 
and nays, menibers ‘could be compelled to vote! <- 
Agreed to. e Fe ee 
'. And the committee roses.) =o 
Mr. VINTON ‘then made hi 
charge the Committee of the W: 
agreed to; ; cece teens 
And the bill was taken. 
passed... oP Ed 
‘And the House adjourned. 


‘up in the House and 
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The House bill regulating the district and ‘cireuit 
courts of the United: States, was readtwice and” i- 
referred to.the Committee on.the Judiciary. 

RESOLUTIONS. 9 | fe 

Mr. CASS submitted: the following resolution; - 
which was reads. oo G A ee E 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause. ` 
to be printed for the use‘of the Senate the follow- 
ing paper: |. a Eit CPA pe ee 

“Extract. from the charter granted to the Hudson. Bay. 
Company by Charles II, dated May the 24,.<in the two and 
twentieth year of his reign,’ being 1671; ~ oe 

“ The third section provides thatthe persons named, tand.’ 
£ sueh others.as shall be admitted into: the: said society; asis; > 
‘hereafter expressed, shall be one body- corporate and. poli- 
‘tique, in deed and in name, by.the name of the Governor. . 
“and Company of Adventurers of Englund, trading into Hud- 
‘son’s Bay, and them by the name of the Governor and Oomi- 
< pany of Adventurers of England, trading into Hudsons Bay, > 
“one body corporate and politique, in deed and: in: name; ` 
ey. and fully FOREVER for us, our heirs, and st¢cessors,” 

c : Poe 


tt SECTION 12. And -further, we do by these presents. for 
us, our heirs, and successors, make, create, and constitute 
thesaid Governor and Company, for the time being, and their 
successors, the true and absolute Jords and proprietors ofthe. 
same territories, limits, and places aforesaid, and of all other. 
the. premises, saving always. the faith and allegiance and © 
sovereign dominion to us, ont heirs, and successors, for the | 
same; to have, hold, possess, and enjoy the sald territories, ©. 

rthe premises, ` 

hereby granted, as aforesaid, with: their and every oftheir: 
rights, members, jurisdictions, prerogatives, royalties, and ` 
appurtenances whatsoever, to them the said Governor: and, 
Company, and their successors FOREVER, to be holden of usy 


our heirs, and successors, as of our manor of East Gree 
wich, in the county:of Kent; in free and common ‘soceage, ==> 
and notin capite, or by Knight service, yielding and paying 
yearly to us, our heirs, and successors, for the same, two 
elks and two black beavers, whensoever and as often aswe, 
our heirs, and successors shal} happen to enter into the said 
countries, territories, and regions, hereby granted.” 

Mr. SEVIER suggested the printing ‘of the act 
of Parliament chartering the Hudson Bay Com- 
any. 

Mr. CASS would merely remark that the infor- 
mation to be printed was important to the Ameri- 
can people. He had no objection to the printing 
of the act of Parliament, but it had nothing to. do 
with the matter. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON objected to: the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. SEVIER wished to make a single remark. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON would waive his objection 
for that purpose. 

Mr. SEVIER. The Senator contends that the 
navigation of the river is given to the company 
perpetually. 

Mr. CASS. I say without limitation. : 

Mr. SEVIER. Many of us differ ih. opinion 
from the Senator on that point. 

Mr. BENTON. The matter will come up at 
the proper time. 


Mr. SEVIER submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was. agreed to: : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to avail himself of such means as may be afforded 
by the organization of the Indian department to 
collect all such information as may-be practicable 
respecting the condition, habits, and progress of 
the Indian tribes of the United States; and to lay” 
the same from time to time, as may be convenient, 
before the Senate. my 
Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso-' 
lution; which was adopted: : IR 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform the Senate whether any treas- 
ury notes have been issued under the late lav an- 
thorizing such issues; and if any, to what amoun 
and if not, what reason has prevented such issues. 
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Fe Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
ions oe = : i 
«Resolved; That each member of the Senate be | 
authorized: to. subscribe. for twelve copies of the 
debates of Congress, as: published in the Congres! 
sional Globe, by Blair & Rives, or in the Register 
of Debates, by Gales & Seaton: Provided, The re- 
: port of said debates shall be subject to the revision 
of the speakers, and shall be mixed with no. ex- 
| trinsic matter, whether political or otherwise, and 
shall be paid for out of the contingent fund of the 
| Senate, at. prices not exceeding $3 per copy, for | 
the debates of the short sessions, and $6 per copy 
for the debates of the long sessions. But if the 
printing done in publishing said reports of debates 
shall not amount to those prices at the present rates 


of Congress printing, then the price of said copies | 


to be as much less as the deficiency at these rates 
may amount to, but in no case is the price of said 
coples to exceed. three and six dollars each, as 
above provided. 


Resolved, .That the Secretary of the Senate be 


authorized to contract with Messrs Blair & Rives 
and Messrs. Gales & Seaton accordingly, and: no- 
tify the Senate thereof. 
. Mr. CALHOUN expressed himself entirely op- 
posed to the resolution, and demanded the yeas 
and nays:upon the adoption of the resolution, 
“which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as 
follows: ' 
YEAS—-Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Barrow, Berrien, Benton, 


Cass, Cilley, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dickinson, 
Houston, Jarnagin, Johnson of Louisiana, Johnson of Mary- 


land, Mangum, Greene, Miller, Pearce, Simmons, Sturgeon, |; 


Westcott, and Woodbridge-—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, 
Calhoun, Cameron, ‘Thomas Clayton, Evans, Fairfield, 
McDuffie, Niles, Rusk, Semple, Sevier, Speight, Turney, 
and Yulee—17. 

. So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr.’ SPEIGHT asked if the resolution was 
passed, so that’ there would be no further action 
thereon, 0: ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER replied that it 
was passed. 5 i : 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate prò- 
, : ceeded, as in committee of the whole, to the con- 

sideration of “ An act declaratory of the powers, 
and legalizing certain acts of the chief clerk of the 
Patent Office;” which was reported to the Senate 
with amendments, the amendments were concur- 
red in, the bill ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Committee of Pensions, was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Joseph 
Elliott, and leave was granted to the petitioner to 
withdraw his. papers. 


[A message was received from the House of |; 


Representatives, announcing that said House had 
concurred in the report of the committee of con- 
ference in relation to the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the army appropriation bill. 
Also, announcing that said House had resolved to 
insist on their amendments and disagreement to 
the action of the Senate on the naval appropria- 
tion bill, and asked a conference thereon. Also, 
that said House: had passed a bill to establish a 
territorial government in Oregon, &c.] 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, asked that said committee be discharged 
from the farther consideration of the bill for the | 
relief of the executor of Benjamin. Chaires, de- | 
ceased, Gad Humphreys, and Pedro Miranda, as- 
signees of Jose de la Mayor Arredondo, and that 
the report thereon. be printed; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. J. M: CLAYTON, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported: a bill for the relief of J ohn A. 
Rogers; which was read and passed to the second 
reading; and the bill was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX; from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mary G. 
Clitzs whith was read, and passed to.the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be printed. 


OREGON. 


The House bill establishing a territorial. govern- 
ment ini Oregon, was read. twice, and - referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. : 


CONVENTION WITH PERU. : 
The House act, to carry into effect the conven- | 


tion between the United States and the Republic 
of Peru, concluded at Lima the 17th of March, 
1841, was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ~ 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the Senate proceed- 
ed, as in committee of the whole, to the consider- 
ation of the bill in amendment of an act entitled 
“ An act to reduce the rates.of postage, to limit 
‘the use and correct the abuse of the franking 
t privilege, and for the prevention of frauds on the 
*Post Office Department.’’ 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for its reading. 

Some discussion ensued in relation to the abuse 
of the franking privilege, by mailing letiers to 
other individuals under cover to members of Con- 
gress, &c., in the course of which Mr. SPEIGHT 
observed, and expressed the wish, that the re- 
porters would notice it—that he desired no man to 
send letters under cover to him to @ third party. 

After amendment, the bill was reported to the 
Senate, the amendments concurred in, the bill or- 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read a 
third time, and passed in the following form: ` 


A BILL in amendment of an act entitled “An act to reduce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use, and correct the abuse 
of the franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
on the Post Office Department.” , 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That it 
shall not be lawful to enclose two or more letters directed 
to different persons in the same enclosure or package, with 
a view to defraud the revenue, to be conveyed in the mail; 
and any person offending against this provision, shall forfeit 
ten dollars, to be recovered by action qui tam, one-half for 
the benefit of the informer, and the other half for the use of 
the Post Office Department; and newspapers, whether con- 
veyed more or Jess than thirty miles, shall be subject to 
postage; and newspapers not sent from the office of publi- 
cation, shall pay a postage of three cents, and the same and 
all circulars shall not be received at any post office for con- 
veyance inthe mail, or for delivery, unless the postage is 
paid at the time they are deposited in the post office for 
transmission or delivery, anything in the act to which this 
is an amendment to the contrary notwithstanding; and the 
franking. privilege of the members of the two Houses of 
Congress and the delegates of Territories, in respect to jet- 
ters addressed to them, shall be the same as it is in respect 
to letters written by them and conveyed in the mail; and it 
shall be lawful for any mail carrier to convey newspapers 
out of the mail for sale or distribution to subscribers. 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That no allowance or 
compensation shall be made to deputy postmasters in addi- 
tion to their commissions as authorized by law, excepting 
the reccipts from boxes, and excepting also the allowance 
made by law to the postmasters at. the city of Washington 
and New Orleans; but the Postmaster. General may, and he 
is hereby authorized to increase the commissions of deputy 
postmasters five per centum on the letter postage received 
by them, and three per centum on the mails distributed; and 
the receipts for boxes used in post offices, beyond one thon- 
sand dollars, shall be applied by deputy postmasters in de- 
fraying the expenses of their offices, and shall be accounted 
for in the same manner as they are required to account for 
their commissions. ` 

Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That depnty postmas- 
ters, in their quarterly accounts hereafter to be rendered, 
shall include all claims against the Post Office Department, 
of whatever nature or kind they may be; and the failure to 
make such claims against the department, in two quarterly 
returns, shall he held and taken by the accounting officers 
of the treasury, and the Postmaster General, as conclusive 
evidence against such claim, and such accounts shall not 
thereafter be allowed; and the accounts between cach depu- 
ty postmaster of the department shall be finally balanced and 
closed at the end of every second quarter. 

Sec. 4: And be it further enacted, That so much of the act 


` to which this is an ‘amendment, and all other acts relating 


to the Post Office Department, as are inconsistent with this 
act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion, it was resolved that a com mittee be 
appointed by the Chair to confer with a like com- 
mittee on the part of the House of Representa- 


tives upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 


upon the naval appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. Farr- 
FIELD, Canernon, and Yue. 

The PRESIDENT here gave notice that he was 
about to leave his seat, which he would not resume 
again during the present session. He gave this no- 
tice (he said) that the Senate might take such action 


! as would be proper. 


[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 


The Senate considered, as in committee of the 
whole, the House bill to establish an additional 
land office in lowa; which was reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 

The Senate, as in committee of the whole, pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of “ An act to grant a 
certain quantity of land to aid in the improvement 


of the. Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect 
the same by a canal in the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin; which was. reportéd to. the Senate without 
amendment, ordered: toa. third reading; réad a 
third time, and passsdi c 000.” : 


The Senate proceeded to ‘the consideration of 
‘An act to amend the act entitled “An act to grant 
a quantity of land to the Territory of Wisconsin, 
for the purpose of aiding. in openinga canal to con- 
nect the waters of Lake Michigan: with’ those of 
Rock river; ’’ which, after discussion, was laid ‘on: 
the table by yeas 21, nays not counted. . 3 


On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the Senat 
roceeded to the consideration of the ** joint reso- 
ution relative to errors and ‘defective returns in 
certain surveys, plats, and field notes; which was ~ 
reported without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. : 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back the (House) bill to regulate 
the district and circuit courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes, with amendments. 

After some T iscikaion, and the adoption of a por- 
tion of the amendments by the committee, and sun- 
dry others, the bill was reported to the Senate, the 
amendments were concurred in, the bill ordered to 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed, 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate then took 
up the general calendar, with a view to action upon 
such House bills as were not objected to, it being . 
considered improbable that any Senate bills of a 
purely private character could now be passed in 
the Senate, and receive the* concurrence of the 
other House. ` 

Bills from the House, therefore, with the follow- 
ing titles, were considered and passed, viz: 

* An act to regulate writs of error and appeals 
from the district court of the United States for the 
middle district of Alabama.” 

“ An act to amend the act, approved 2d April, 
1844, entitled * An act directing the disposition of 
certain goods, wares, and merchandise, seized for 
being illegally imported into the United States.’ ” 

* Bill to refund to certain persons named there- 
in an excess of duty exacted on the importation Ț 
of foreign merchandise.” . 

[The latter bill was passed as a substitute for the 
bill for the relief of Smith, Thurger & Company, : 
with an amendment providing for.an extension of” 
its provisions over certain, other cases of the same 
character]. i f ee he ae, 

“An act to enable the Secretary of the Nayy to. 
purchase the right of using Mix’s' patent manger 
stopper. ; 

dAn act making copies of papers certified by the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives legal evidence,” ; ; 

[The latter bill was amended by substituting the 
words “extracts from the journal of the Senate 
and House of Representatives,” for: the words 
“copies of papers: : 

“An act for the allowance of drawback on mer- 
chandise imported into certain districts of the Uni» 
ted States from the British North American prov- 
inces, and exported to foreign countries.” 

“An act for the relief of John R. Williams.’ 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTE. 


“An act to establish the Smithsonian Institution 
for the increase and diffusion of knowledge among. 
men,” was passed over in consequence of want of 
time for consideration.’”] , / 

“An act for the relief of Langtry & Jenkins.” 

«An act for the relief of Isaiah Parker.” 

“An act granting a pension to Orris Crosby,” 

«An act to authorize the constituted authorities 
of the county of Polk, in the Territory of Iowa, 
to enter a quarter section of land fora seat of jus- 
tice. ™ : 


[CONVENTION WITH PERU. 


Mr. McDUFFIE, from the Committee on For-- 
eign Relations, reported, without amendment, the’ 
House bill to. carry into effect the convention’ with 
the Republic of Peru, concluded at Lima on the 
17th March, 1841} ` 

“An act to equalize the compensation of the sur- 
veyors-general of the public lands. of, the United 
States.” aa ners 

An act granting certain lands to the Territory: 
of Iowa, to aid in the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Des Moines river, in said Territory.” 

[** An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to” 
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grant a quantity of land to the Territory of Wis- 


consin, for the purpose of aiding in opening a 
canal to connect the waters of Lake Michigan with 
those of Rock river.’ ? Laid on the table.] 

“ An act granting a pension to Elijah C. Bab- 
bit.” 

« An act for the relief of John G. McCloud, of 
Linn county, Iowa.” 

“ An act to confirm an entry of land made by the 
administrator of James Anderson, deceased, of 
Towa Territory.” 


LETTERS OF MARQUE AND REPRISAL. 


Mr. McDUFFIE, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, reported a bill to authorize the 
President of the United States to issue letters of 
marque and reprisal against Mexico. Mr. McD. 
stated that the Executive department had received 
information that there was a proposition before the 
Mexican Congress to issue letters of marque and 
reprisal against the United States; and the bill now 
reported was intended to meet the emergency 
which would present itself in case that proposition 
were acted upon by Mexico. 

Mr. SIMMONS asked if any letters of marque 
had been issued by Mexico? 

Mr. McDUFFIE replied that it was said that a 
proposition to do so was before the Mexican Con- 

TESS. 

Mr. DAVIS suggested that the title of the bill 
be amended, so as to read, ‘to authorize the 
President of the United States to issue letters of 
marque and reprisal,’’ instead of ‘to protect the 
commerce of the United States.” 

The title was so amended, and the bill was read 
a third time and passed. 

At this stage of the proceedings the Senate re- 
solved to take a recess until six o’clock, p. m., and 
the recess was taken accordingly. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The act disaffirming all laws of the Territories 
of Iowa and Wisconsin granting banking privileges 
having been read, 

Mr. EVANS said he should object to the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. WESTCOTT conten 

assed. tne AMIR EEE a Ee ik 

A long debate ensued, in which Messrs. DAVIS, 
WESTCOT'T, and others participated; when 

Mr. HUNTINGTON moved to lay the bill 
on the table, giving his reasons at large for the 
motion. ; 

Mr. BREESE called the yeas and nays; and 

‘the result of the vote was—yeas 21, nays 2J. So 
the motion was lost. 

Mr. DAVIS, after some remarks upon the im- 
propriety of passing such a bill, moved to lay it 
on the table; but the motion was rejected. 

The question.on_ the bill was further argued by 
Messrs. PEARCE, JOHNSON of Maryland, 
HUNTINGTON, and others, against its passage, 
and by Messrs. BREESE, CASS, and others, in 
favor; when 

Mr. CAMERON moved to lay it on the table, 
appealing to Senators not to waste the time of the 
Senate by adhering to a measure which it was 
evident could not-be passed without consuming 
a great deal of time. . 

Mr. BREESE again called the yeas and nays 
on the question, and the result was—yeas 22, nays 
23. There appearing a disposition to pass the bill, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, made an elabo 
rate argument against its passage. 

Mr. MILLER adverted to the fact that the Com- 
mittee on the Territories had reported against the 
bill, and yet there was an attempt, in the face of 


that report, to pass the bill, and to do which, there | 


appeared a determination to set aside all the other 
bills on the calendar, 

Mr. BERRIEN addressed the Senate at length 
with much zeal and animation, as also did Mr, 
HUNTINGTON, against the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN again moved to lay the bill on 
the table; and adverted to the fact that, unless such 
disposition was made of it, the whole calendar 
would be put in jeopardy. 

The yeas and nays were again demanded; and 
the result. was-as follows: 

YEAS~Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Berricn, Cameron, Cil- 
ley, John M. Clayton, Thomas Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, 
Davis, Evans, Greene, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson of 
Louisiana; Jonnson of Maryland, Mangum, Miller, More- 


and Wootters oat” Rusk, Simmons, Upham, Webster; 


ded that. it should be. 


| mas Murray, jr., and Dr. John Gray. 


NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, : Bagby; 
Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cass, Chalmers. 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Houston, Lewis, McDufiie, “Niles, 
Semple, Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Tumey, Westcott, and 
Ywee—24, er 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

After. several reports from Committees were 
made— 

The Senate proceeded to. the business onthe 
calendar, and private bills were passed 

For the relief Samuel Jordan, Richard Hargrave 
Lee, James Journey, Jose:Carxilld, heirs of Tho- 
mas Kelly, Eli Merrill, Solomon Russell, Amos 
Hunting, heirs of Cyrus Turner, Thomas Ap Ca- 
tesby Jones, John McAlister, Griffin Kelly, Ben- 
jamin Allen, Daniel H. Warren, Peter Rife, Leah 
Gray, Mary Campbell, John Milsted; Patrick 
Kelly, sen., Ebenezer Conant, Lewis Laing, Wil- 
liam Gump, Patrick: Masterson, Joseph Dusseau, 
James Gee, Margaret Gwinnup, Mary Phelps, 


John Carr, Surranus Cobb, Justin Jacobs, Abra- | 


ham Ausman, Aquilla Goodwin, John Campbell, 
Lois Mattison, the owners of ship Herald, Cap- 
tain John Patton, Mary Segar, Gregory Thomas, 
Sheldon B. Hayes, Wylie B. Farnell of Ala- 
bama, Jacob Smith, Charles K. Smith, and others, 
William Pool, Daniel Pratt, John B. Denton and 
Curtis Humphreys, William P. Lang, Samuel D. 
Walker, William Moss, the legal representatives 
of John Ruddle, Samuel D. Enochs, Elizabeth 
Betts, John Patton, the legal representatives of 
John Rice Jones, the legal representatives of Tho 

Bills were also passed of the following titles: 

An act authorizing the trustees of Tymochtee 
township, Wyandot county, Ohio, to select lands 
for schools within the Wyandot reserve. 

An act authorizing the inhabitants of township 
one, of range thirteen east, Seneca county, Ohio, 
to relinquish certain lands selected for schools, and 
to obtain others in licu of them. 

An act to provide for transporting the mail of 
the United States to Oregon. 

An act supplementary to the act passed on the 
20th day of February, 1846, entitled “An act to 
enlarge the powers of the several Orphans? Courts 
held m and for the District of Columbia.” 
‘VOLUNTEERS CALLED OUT. BY GEN. GAINES. 

A joint resolution, making an appropriation for. 
the payment of the volunteers called out by Gen- 
eral Gaines and others, was considered, slightly 
amended so as to provide for the payment of cer- 
tain Mississippi volunteers, and passed. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in relation to a standard of weights, 
measures, &c., was read, and ordered to be printed. 

The Senate then, at ten o’clock, p. m., proceed- 
ed to the consideration of Executive business, and, 
after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, August 7, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday (having been read in 
part only) was approved. 

Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
rolied Bills, made a report. 


TREATIES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The bill to provide for the more effectual enforce- | 


ment of certain provisions of the treaties of the 
United States, (from the consideration of which the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had heretofore been discharged,) was announced 
by the SPEAKER as the unfinished business. 
And the bill was read a third time and passed. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the State Department, in answer 
to calls heretofore made by this House for infor- 
mation as to the number of persons who had ap- 


plied for the benefit of the late general bankrupt | S, a i i 
|| palriousm and readiness to obey the calls of their 
į country. He knew the difficulty of making such. 


law. 

On motion of Mr. HUBARD, of Virginia, laid 
on the table and ordered to be printed. 

In the case of Richard Eliott, the Committee of 
Conference heretofore appointed on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, made a report, which was 
concurred in. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House took up the report (on the Speaker’s 


Dickinson, Dix; | 


1 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 


|| two Houses on certain amendments è bill x 
king appropriations for: the support ofthe army. = 


up 


| to be appointed.. ae 


table) from’ the. second committee of con: 
heretofore appointed oo the disagreeing votes 
‘the bill 


for the current fiscal years oc o tai ni 
The report recommended a compromise; w. 
was concurred MMe! Goes Pe ay ek 
“NAVAL APPROPRIATION. BILL: ; 
The bill making appropriations for the support |” 
of the ‘navy for the current’ fiscal year was taken: 


And, on motion of Mr. McKAY, the House in- “ 
sisted on its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate; and a committee. of conference was ordered: 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 
This. bill (which had “been returned from the 
Senate with amendments) was referred tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State: of the Union. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the:-civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the cur- 
rent fiscal year, (which had‘been returned from the: 
Senate with ‘amendments,) was reported back. by: ; 
Mr. McK AY, from the Committee of Ways and ™ 
Means, and referred to the Committee of the While. , 
on the state of the Union. 2°.) Pore j 

PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS AND MILITIA: | 

Mr. McK AY, on leave given, reported from the ` 
Committee of Ways-and Means the following joint 
resolution, directing the payment of certain volun~ 
teers and militia ünder the limitations .therein prë» 
scribed: ; Du Bama g aa gh bee Boe 

Resolved by the Senate and House of. Representatives of 
the United States of America in Gongress assembied, That the 
Secretary of War be, and be is hereby, authorized and re- 
quired to cause to be paid out of the ‘appropriation made by 
the act providing forthe’ prosecution ofthe existing war 
hetween the United States of America and the Republie of: 
Mexico, approved the 13th day, of May, 1846, to uve volun- 
teers and militia called’ and .actually reecived by virtue of 
the orders of General E. P. Gaines, into the service of the - 
United States during the present year, and discharged be-, 
fore joining the army, and such companies as Were. actually. 
organized and rendezvoused under said ‘call, including the 


at Baton Rouge arsenal, and also. the: company. of Mi 
sippi volunteers, (*“Natches : Fensibles,’’) organized. ani 
sembled: at Vicksbuig, and: afterwards disbanded,. i 
charged; and: the companies of Ohio voluntéers assem 
“at Camp Washington, near Cincinnati, and who claim to 
have been mustered into service, one day’s pay, and allow- 
ances for every day detained in sérvice, and the usual trav- 
elling allowances, and no more. And further, That where 
States orindividuals have paid the expenses, or: provided 
the means of transportation of volunteers to. the: place of 
rendezvous, and furnished subsistence or clothing, the pro- 
portional amount thus furnished to each man, not execed- 
ing the legal allowance to each, may be charged on the pay 
rolls, aud withheld, and paid to the State cr individual who 
actually provided the same. 

“ind be it further resolved, That when surgéons or assist- 
ant surgeous have attended regiments of volunteers to the 
time when medical officers duly appointed by the United 
States entered upon the ‘duties with said regiments, they 
may receive the same rate of compensation, and to a like 
nuinber as provided for by law, and persons doing the duties 
of assistant quartermasters, and assistant commissaries, uni- 
der like cireumstances may in like manner reccive the same 
rate of compensation, and to a like iunrbér of days, as 
authorized by existing law.) 


The resolution having been twice read, 


Mr. MeKAY called for the reading of a letter 
on the subject from the Secretary of War, which 
was read. ; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved ‘to 
amend the resolution by inserting after “Natchez 
Fencibles,”? and Pontotoc Rovers. 

Mr. T., in support of his amendment, said he 
had no desire to discuss this resolution. Advances 
had been made by the States in good-faith, and 
they ought to be reimbursed.. But as the princi- 
ples of this bill covered the case of the Pontotoc 
Rovers, he hoped it would be inserted, Jest the 
| construction might be that the resolution did not 
cover their case. On the same principle that you 
pay the Natchez Fencibles, you must ‘pay the 
Pontotoc Rovers. The cases are equally merito- 
rious, and these gallant men exhibited: the same 


is- 
ed: 


amendment without the consent of the Committee: | 
of Ways and Means. He was persuaded. the 


He appealed to the chairman of that committee to: 
allow the amendment to be inserted. without ¢ 
sition. In most cases, he knew. the difficulty of: 

allowing amendments in suéh cases; but he: be> 
lieved this. was an. isolated and” peculiar 7 


two companies'of Major Gally’s command, and the eonypany oy 


omission must have occurred by inadvertenee. o 


apo £ 
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<- This company; under the ‘belie? that: they: were 
“accepted mto-the: service ‘of. the country, in. less 
than forty-eight hours after notice took up the line 
ofMarch, and went by land 110 miles, and be- 
‘tween 350 and 400 miles by the river, to the place 
of rendezvous.: But they were finally rejected, 
and had. the mortification of being forced to return 
home.’ He hoped their expenses would be paid, 
cand. he hoped’ the chairman of the Committee of 
.Ways.and Means would see no danger: in admit- 
‘ting this amendment. : 
. Mr. MeKAY opposed the amendment. The 
joint resolution, he said, had been drawn up on 
consultation. with the head of the War Depart- 
: ment, and he (Mr. McK.) did not therefore feel 
authorized to vote for any amendment. He hoped | 
_it-would be rejected, And he moved the previous 
question. 

Mr. RATHBUN submitted that the joint reso- 
lution must be committed. 

The SPEAKER overruled the. point of order. 
There was no appropriation, nor could a joint res- 
olution appropriate money. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
seconded. 

The main question was ordered; and, being ta- 
ken, the amendment was rejected; and the joint 

; gesolution was read: a third time and passed. 


2) Mr. RATHBUN made an ineffectual effort. to 
: bring the House to the consideration of the bill for 
the reorganization of the State Department. 

Mr. JACOB. THOMPSON made an unsuccess- 
ful attempt to report a joint resolution (purport not 
stated) from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ASHMUN endeavored unsuccessfully to 
have the committees called for reports. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. : 
1i Mr. Bop, of Kentucky, was called to the 
chair. oso: 


, GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the committee proceed 
to ead consideration of the amendments to this 
bill.. = 


: _ The motion was rejected. 
POST ROUTES. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the committee 

took up the bill to establish certain post routes. 
. The ‘reading of the bill through was dispensed 
with, and it-was:taken up by itemss oo ot pinoi 
$ à great number of 


The bill was considered; and 
amendments Were gffereds 

Connected with the subject of post routes in 
Texas, that of free mail facilities to our army on 
the Rio Grande came up. Some conversation en- 
sued upon it, and two or three different projects 
were offered—all of which, however, were, by 
general consent, concentrated in one offered by Mr. 
Kaurmay, and the question being taken, this was 
rejected, but 27 members voting in favor of it. 

Amongst the proposed amendments was the fol- 
lowing: i 


Mr. HOPKINS moved to strike out the follow- 


ing clause from the bill: i 


“ FLORIDA. 

«Erom Pensacola, by Appalachicola, St. Marks, Cedar 
Keys, Tampa Bay, Key West, thence to Havana, and return | 
by Miami river, Mosquito Inlet, St. Augustine, and Jack- | 
sonville, to Charleston, once a month in steamboats suscepti- 
ple of being converted into war steamers, under the*regula- | 
tions provided in the act approved the third of. March, | 
eighteen hundred and. forty-five, entitled, “ An act to pro- | 
vide for the transportation, of the mail between the United | 
States and other countries,” provided the expense shall not 
exceed thirty thousand dollars, hereby appropriated to defray 
the expenses of the same, out of any money in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.” = 

Mr. H. supported his amendment in a few re- 
marks, objecting principally to its insertion in this 

bill. - 
: Mr. BROCKENBROUGH hoped the gentle- 
‘man at the head of the Committee on the Post 
: ‘Office and Post Roads, after admitting the neces- 

‘gity and propriety of this measure and’ his own 
‘favor towards it, would not insist upon striking | 

out, merely on account of a technicality, and be- | 
cause-he thought it-improper to begin this system | 
in a-route bill” He (Mr. B.) had refrained from 
pressing. divers. routes: in his State, in order to 
facilitate the adoption of this the most necessary, 
and which would answer the place of several others. 


It was recommended by the Postmaster General, 


and approved by all public officers tö: whom it had 
been explained. He had, at-an early period, in- 
troduced a resolution upon this subject, which had 
been a long. time under the consideration of the 


; committee, and he believed the plan was unani- 


mously approved by them, and the only difficulty 
was as to the propriety of inserting it: in this bill. 
Such difficulties would seem always to-exist. If 
he proposed to insert it in the post office appro- 
priation bill, he would: be told. there was no route 
established, and it would. be out of order to pro- 
pose.an appropriation until a route was establish- 
ed, by express rule of the House. And now if 
he proposed a route without the appropriation, it 
could not be carried into effect. He regretted these 
technical objections to a matter admitted to be 
proper in itself. 

It was even necessary to carry on the operations 
of Government itself, throwing the immense value 
to his constituents out of the question, He would 
refer to letters which he held in his hand from the 
Engineer Department, which exhibited in striking 
light the necessity of this matter for the public 
service: 

ENGINEER DEPARTMENT 
Washington, Aug. 6, 1846. 

Six: In conformity with my promise of yesterday, I trans- 
mit several extracts from letters addressed to this depart- 
ment by the engineer ‘officer in charge of the fortifications 
under ‘construction at Key West, complaining of the delays 
and difficulties attending the present mail arrangement. 
Were there time, I might adduce other extracts of similar 
tenor; but it can hardly be necessary, as these show very 
plainly the state of the case, and the importunate anxiety of 
the officer for the establishment of more frequent and cer- 
tain means of communicating with his sources of supply. 
I am sure the present arrangement of the mails has involved 
at these works a material loss of money as well as time, not- 
withstanding the exercise of a vigilant forecast; and I ap- 
prehend still worse consequences as the operations shall 
advance and become more complicated. 

We are about commencing a fort at the Tortugas; as to 
which all the embarrassments of which Captain Dutton 
complains will be repeated, or aggravated rather, unless 
Congress shall think proper to apply some remedy. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your most obe- 
dient, JOS. G. TOTTEN, 

Colonel and Chief Engineer. 

Hon. W, H. Brockensroven, 

House of Representatives. 


Extracts from letters from Capt. George Dutton, corps of en- 
gineers, superintending construction of fortification at Key 
West, Florida, to the Chief Engineer, relating to the neces- 
sity of increased mail facilities to that place to further the 
operations under his charge. 

From letter dated Key West, April 14, 1845. 
«The present mail arrangements for ‘this place, together 
with its remote position, is the. most serious obstacle of all 
to. the speedy commencement of operations:: Some of my 


“most important business letters are. six weeks old before 


they reach me. It seems tome evident that if the Govern- 
ment intends to carry on an extensive system of works. in 
this neighborhood, some different and much better arrange- 
ment in this respect will have to be made.” 


From the same, of May 15, 1845. 


“I have, in my former letters, alluded to the necessity of 
better mail arrangements for this place; and if the depart- 
ment would use its influence in this respect to aid the pro- 
posed reform, it might greatly assist. It would, hurry us 
along thrice as fast, if a semi-monthly mail were run to 


| Tampa Bay; which might be done for a trifle more than the 


present cost’? 
From the same, of June 9, 1845. 

“In several of my communications, E have submitted 
suggestions in regard to the mail arrangements for this 
place, to which I beg leave to call the attention of the de- 
partment.” : 

From the same, of June 14, 1845. 

«I have frequently alluded, in my.correspondence, to the 
necessity of a better mail arrangement for this place, sup- 
posing it within the competency of the Post Office Depart- 
ment to remedy the difficulty. In this, however, I may be 
mistaken; but whoever may have charge here will find that 
he cannot conduct the business of the works with rapidity 
and success, withont a very material improvement in the 
above respect. This, and the climate of the place, are the 
only difficulties in the way of the prosecution of the opera- 
tions which I can perceive, and neither of them is under 
the control of the Engineer Department.” 


From the sume, of September 20, 1845. 

« And in conclusion, to establish a weekly mail between 
this place and Tampa Bay, which, Tam authorized to say, 
can be done for $3,500 per.annum, perhaps $3,000, and car- 
ried with certainty and despatch in the pilot boats used on 
the station.” 

Fromthe sume, of March 18, 1846. 

“YT have now to-request that the Secretary of War em- 
power the local engineer on this reef to hire temporarily, 
from time to time, as the public service may require, m his 
opinion and at his discretion, a trusty despatch vessel, that 
can be sent either to Charleston or any of the ports on the 
Gulf, when. needful. A vessel of. about 40 or 50 tons will 
suffice for this, and can. be obtained here. Unless this is 
granted, 1 do not see how the local agent here can be held 
aecountable for delays inthe progress of the works, under 
the existing circumstances’? 

From the same, of April 18, 1846. 

«Tn the absence of help from other departments of the 
Government, I may find it necessary to despatch a vessel to 


rege mi 


Charleston; to. carry. or bring out a mail at certain’ times. 
when the public service calls for it, which 1 shall ‘not hesi- 
tate to do, in the full confidence that my proceedings in this 
respect will be. sanctioned at Washington.” 


From the same, of May 5, 1846. 


“Permit me once more tocall the attention of the depart- 
ment to. the utter-destitution of this place as regards facili- : 
ties for regular. commercial and màil intercourse with the 
rest of the Union. carey é 

“Tf itis the intention of the Government to carry on ex- 
tensive public works on the Florida reef, and itis desired that 
they should proceed with rapidity, there is. no: measure so 
well calculated to contribute towards the latter as.the adop- 
tion of the proposition, which I am credibly informed: has 
been submitted, to runa semi-mouthly. steamboat mail from 
Charleston to the Havana, via this’place, as by: this. means 
certainty of communication and advice at seasonable inter- 
vals is secured. Under the present circumstances, there is 
probably no spot in the United States where. works could 
be located less favorable to despatch in their construction, 
particularly the commencement. . 

“ Ihave in this and former letters fully represented the 
nature of the obstacles to the public business here, and indi- 
cated the remedy which it is supposed might be applied by 
the proper departments of the Government.’? 


From the same, of May 9, 1846. 

«Incase, therefore, the Post Office Department does not 
put another schooner or vessel on the mail line. to Charles- 
ton, so as to give this place two mails in the month, I shall 
require six months’ notice of the passage of a new act of ap- 
propriation for the works here previous to its application.” 

‘Mr. B. resumed. To show the interest of this 
mail arrangement to the whole commercial ‘inter- 
ests of the country, he need only mention the mil- 
lions of dollars worth of property which annually 
floated around that coast. He would refer to a 
statement of wrecks, &c., adjudicated at Key West 
in 1844 and 1845, prepared by the agent of the un- 
derwriters. .These tables would show the special 
interests’ of commerce in this mail. Apart from 
the general interest connected with having a regu- 
lar mail to accommodate our great and growing 
trade with Cuba, they have nearly a million of dol- 
lars worth of property annually thrown upon the 
court for adjudication, to depend upon the care of 
masters of vessels and ich agents as they may 
employ, without the possibility of communicating 
with the principals, until long after the vessel, car- 
go, and salvage, are all disposed of and settled, 
although not more than six or seven days distant 
from New York by steam, and a regular mail 
already existing to the St. John’s river, about 
forty-cight hours distant from the desired point. 

At present there is only one mail to Key West 
each month, carried in a sailing schooner from 
Charleston. It is most irregular and uncertain, 
often leaving them without a mail for six weeks. 
Mr. Bhad received innumerable letters of com- 

aits i ie a A ia Pn g i : 

i There was an. irrégular horse: mail to Tampa 
Bay, and one to New Smyrna from Enterprise; on. 
Lake Monroe; but- there was no mail south of 
there to any part of the main peninsula, and no 
facilities whatever along the coast where they are 
most wanted. 

The capacity of the Florida peninsula to produce 
sugar and tropical fruits had excited great interest 
in the whole southern country, and that country 
would be rapidly filled with a flourishing popula- 
tion if even ordinary facilities were afforded. At 
present it was almost impossible to visit any por- 
tion of the country to examine it without a tedious, 
expensive, and laborious overland journey. A 
steamboat mail on each side would contributemuch 
to the rapidity of settlement, and the sale of the 
public lands.. In addition to the difficulty of reach- 
ing the country, persons are unwilling to settle at 
such a distance from all possibility of communica- 
tion with the rest of the country and from market. 

The people in the peninsula should not be cut 
off from all possible mail facilities, merely because 
they live in a peninsula; but to render their ac~ 
commodation as little burdensome as possible, it 
is made to contribute to other great branches of 
the public service. i 

ist. Itis made to connect with Havana, and by 
running from the Gulfand Atlantic side alternately, 
it will accommodate both the western and eastern 
trade to that port. : ; 

od. By using steamers susceptible of being con- 
verted into war steamers under the act of 1845, 
the Government will-at all times have at- its com- 
mand a number of light-draught, steamers, which 
would facilitate attack or defence on any. part of 
the shallow harbors or rivers of the Gulf. The 
arty. has recently been. delayed for weeks for the 
want-of such boats on the Rio Grande. Had the 
arrangement now proposed been in operation, the 
army need: not: have been delayed at all. The 
coast is without adequate defence from the Rio 
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Grande to Savannah, and has no pretence of de- 
fence except at St. Augustine, Pensacola, Mo- 
bile, and some points defending New Orleans. 
Small or light-draught armed steamers, constantly 
traversing the coast, will be the best possible de- 


fence for the shallow waters of that coast, because | 


they can beat off the boats of larger vessels, and 
be capable of meeting similar steamers to them- 
selves, if that plan was adopted by an enemy. 

3d. Such steamers might with propriety be sub- 


ject, in a great measure, to the control of the | 


‘Treasury Department, and have an officer of cus- 


toms always on board, and contribute muck to |} 
prevent smuggling, and dispense with some por- į 


tion of the revenue service. 

4th. The Government, in the Bremen route, has 
sanctioned the policy and necessity of building up 
a steam marine, and instructing steam sailors. 


much more necessary is it around the shallow 
shores of the Gulf, where the men and officers would 


learn the dangerous currents, shoals, and coasts, | 


as well as the peculiarities of steam navigation? 
Ifthe immense commercial capital and enterprise 
of the eastern cities required the aid of Govern- 


ment, how much more is it necessary on the Gulf? | 

5th. A mail to Oregon has been admitted to be | 
necessary by all departments of the Government; | 
a mail from Key West to Chagres, and across the | 
isthmus, and thence to the Columbia river, would | 


be the cheapest mode of carrying the mails to the 
emigrants in Oregon, and would, at the same time 
accommodate our squadrons in the Pacific, our 
diplomatic agents, our immense whaling fleet, and 
various commercial interests on the Pacific, much 
more perfectly than a mere overland mail to Ore- 

on. 
Piri thousand dollars. There can be no doubt 
that, after the line is established and known, and 
the peninsula a little more settled, the increased 
freights and passage money will greatly diminish 
the cost, and the increased correspondence con- 
tribute largely towards its payment. 

He did not insist upon the importance of this 
line as a mere matter of postage, but the First As- 
sistant Postmaster General had presented to him 


some views, upon this subject, in connexion with | 


‘the routes to Europe, well worthy of consideration. 

For himself, he was: satisfied- if". the postage paid 
nothing, that the expense would-be morethan. ré- 
imbursed: in commercial facilities and’ means of 
defence. 


+t Posy Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
é Contractor’s Office, August 6, 1846. 


“Sm: I have the honor to say, in answer to your inquiry, 


that I am strongly of opinion that a twice-a-month steam- } 


boat conveyance between Charleston and Havana, touching 
at St. Augustine and Key West, in Fiorida, would confer 
great advantages on the mail service of the United States. It 


would be the means of transmitting a large correspondence | 


between the United States and the West India Islands, and 


of such amount, in my judgment, as would yield an impor | 
It would also become the } 


tant additional postage revenue. 
channel, in addition to the Boston and New York lines of 


European steamers, for the correspondence between a por- | 


tion of those islands, particularly Cuba, and Europe, and 
thus considerably increase the postage receipts. 
“ Of the importance of the residue of the line you contem- 


plate, I cannot speak with confidence, as itis more of a local | 


character. Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“S. R. HOBBIE, 


« Hon. Mr. BROCKENBROUGH.”? 


Mr. RATHBUN. briefly objected to entering | 
upon such a project as armed mail steamers in a ; 


bill of tbis character. 
Mr. THOMASSON briefly sustained the clauses. 
[Mr. Hopxis’s objection prevailed, and the 
clause was stricken out. 


Mr. H. then proposed and carried, at Mr. Brock- | 


ENBROUGH’s Suggestion, the following routes as a 
substitute for those stricken out, viz: 


From Pensacola, via Apalachicola, St. Marks, Cedar Keys, ; 


and Tampa Bay, to Key West. 


From Key West, via Miami river, Indian river, and Mos- | 


quito inlet, to Charleston. 
From St. Mary’s, Georgia, via Nassau Court-house, to 
Jackson, Florida.] 


amendments to the House. 

And the question being on concurring in the 
amendments, and on ordering the bill to a third 
reading, 

_ Mr. HOPKINS demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded. 


And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, 


ifi 
À | 
this was necessary on the broad Atlantic, how | M 
| which was ordered. 


The appropriation made in the bill is for | 


H 


: Hough, George S. Houston, Edmund 
; Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Jonnson, An- 
: drew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Lawrence, Leib, 
; La Sere, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, McClemand, 
| McConnell, McCrate, McKay, John P. Martin, Morris. 
| Morse, Moulton, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perry, 
i Pettit, Pillsbury, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Sawtelle, Scammon 
; ; Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Stanton, St. John 
The committee rose and reported the bill and | 


i Woodworth, and Yost—87. 


On concurring in the amendment of the commit- į 


tee, striking out the second section of the bill, in 
the following words: 

That where routes are established in Texas by previous 
laws, and the ereation of new counties renders it neeessary, 
said routes shall be so changed as to pass through the county 
sites nearest said routes: Provided, That each county site itt 


Texas is hereby declared to be entitled to the benefit of | 


having the mail carried to and from the same. 


Mr. KAUFMAN demanded a separate ques- 
tion; which was ordered. À 

And the amendment was concurred in. 

On the following amendment— 

And be it further enacted, That the franking privilege 
which existed previous to the passage of an act reducing 
the rates of postage for the year 1845, be, and the same is 
hereby, restored to all postmasters of the United States, 
whose compensation from their respective offices did not, 
for the last year, exceed one hundred dollars— 


Mr. E. B. HOLMES asked a separate question; 


Mr. H. asked the yeas and nays, which were 
also ordered; and, being taken, resulted as follows 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, i 
i! Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James Biack, Bowlin, Boyd, i 
i Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Burt, Chase, Cobb, Cocke, | 
i Collin 
| ham, Daniel, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Dunjap, Edsall, 


Constable, Crozier, Cullam, Cummins, Cunning- 


Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Giles, Gra- 


ham, Grider, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, | 
Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, George S. Hous- | 
ton, Edmund W. Hubard, James B; Hunt, Hunter, Charles | 


J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, 
Andrew Johuson, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Leake, Leib, 


į La Sere, Levin, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, MeCler- 


nand, McConnell, James McDowell, McHenry, MeKay, 
John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, 


Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pills- į 
bury, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, Sed- |} 


don, Alex. D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Stanton, 
Starkweather, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thomas- 
son, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tilden, Toombs, Towns, Trumbo, 


Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Wood- | 


ward, Woodworth, and Yost-—115. 


Long, Maclay, MeCrate, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Mose- | 


ley, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, Jobn A. 
Rockwell, Root, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Vinton, White, and Young—45. 

So. the amendment. was concurred in. pida 

‘An amendment made in‘committeée in relation to 
the compensation of deputy postimasters; was 
curred in. a 

[We have not a copy of this amendment. 
entire bill will be published hereafter.] 

An amendment, made in committee, in relation 
to the repayment of postage on newspapers, was 
concurred in. 

On concurring in the following amendment, made 
in committee: 

«That hereafter, any law to the contrary. notwithstand- 
ing, al] advertisements made under orders of the Postmaster 
General, in a newspaper or newspapers, of letters unealled for 


in any post office, shall be inserted in such newspaper or | 
newspapers as shall be designated by the postmaster of the |! 
| town or place where the office advertising is situated, or the |} 


nearest newspaper thereto: Provided, The editor or editors 


of such paper or papers sball agree to insert the same for |: 
| a price not greater than that now fixed by law.” 


Mr. W. HUNT demanded a separate question; 


> 
which was ordered. 


Mr. E. B. HOLMES asked the yeas and nays, i 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as || 


follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
Broekenbrough, Burt, Chase, Cobb, Collin, Culom, Cum- 
mins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole. 


Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Faran, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Í 


Gordon, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmani Hoge, Hopkins, 


Hubard, James B. 


Strong, Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Tib. 
batts, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wilmot, Woodward 


ii Maclay, James McDowell, McHenry, Marsh, Barkley Mar- | 


tin, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Julius Rockwell, John A. 
Rockwell, Root, Runk, Seaman, “Truman Smith 
Smith, Stewart, Strohm, Thomasson, Begjamin Thomp- 


Albert ; 


son, Tilden, Toombs, Trembo; Vinton, White, 
Wright, and Young—6), 0p ae 
‘So. the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill (having then been ordered: toa third, 
reading) was.read .a.third time, and: (onder. t 
operation of. the previous question) was.passed. . 
On. motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the title-of the 
bill was amended, sọ as.to read, “ and for. othe: 
purposes.”’. Agreed to. 0.00 ES 
Mr. WENTWORTH moved a reconsideration.” 
of the vote by which the bill had. been passed; br 
the vote was not.reconsidered.. - 5 yd Peony 
On motion of Mr. McK AY, it was resolved. tha 
the House take a recess from.3 to'5.o’elock this 


day. f x t stg 
in the course of the day, several messages were. 
received from the President of the United: States, 
by J. K. Walker, Esq., his private secretary, In~.. 
forming the House that the President had approved 
and signed sundry bills. ees : 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION: BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state o 
the Union, (Mr. Horxiws, of Virginia, inthe ’ 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the <` 
amendments of the Senate to the bill. making aps: ` 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic. expense 
of the Government for the current fiscal year. 
After a brief space of time speut in the consider- 
ation thereof— ‘ 
The committee, in 
House, rose— oe i 
And the House took a recess-until five o’clock. 


} mepe 


pursuance of the order ofthe: « 


if EVENING SESSION. an 
The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union (Mr. Horurms):-called 

the committee to order at five o'clock, butno quo- 


rum was present. " 7 


i GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. © 


The amendments to the general appropriation | 
bill being under consideration, some conversation ` 


i 
H 
l 
| 
f 


i 


l 


9 fact of no quorum. B 

Mr. ADAMS moved a call of the House; which 
was ordered. ‘ Bae Rae ee ar 

The roll haying been called. through, 109,mem- ` 
bers were reported present—not a quoram; 00. i 

Mr. COBB, remarking that other gentlemen had 
come in, and. that a quorum was now present, 
moved to dispense with further proceedings in the 
call. aos ; 2 

The vote being taken, and but 110—stil} no quo- 
rum—voting, 

Mr. C., by leave, withdrew the motion. 

And the absentees. were called, showing. 140 


i, members in attendance—a quorum. ._ 

jj The Chairman resumed his seat, and the com- 
|i mittee proceeded with the consideration of the 
ii amendments of the Senate. i 
i The following amendment being under consider- ` 
ation— ‘ 

| © For paying to the land officers at St. Augustine and Newe 

: Bansville, In Florida, for issuing “permits? under the act’ of 

| 4th August, 1842, a per centage equal to thatallowed by law 

: upon the sale of the same quantity of public lands at the . 
| minimum price, $5,000—~ 

Mr. McK AY said the committee recommended : 
disagreement to this item; and he moved. accord- 
ingly. 

My. BROCKENBROUGH said he was not 
aware that the Senate had inserted this amendment, 
but thought, if understood, it would pass, as it was 
certainly just, and had been reported upon favora- 
bly last session, and he understood would have 
passed but for being coupled with other matter.” 
The Government had pursued.the policy in Florida 
_ of giving the lands to armed settlers for the purpose 
: of driving out the Seminoles. In other words, the. 
_ settlers, instead of paying cash for ‘their lands, 
were to pay in the services of armed militiamen on: 


Í 
i 
i 
i 
i 
l 
I 


7 || the frontiers, presenting a cordon of posts; and this. 
f 


| policy threw upon the register and receiver a great. i 
| merease of duties in receiving, settling, and adjudi 
| cating these armed occupationists’ rights. “And for. 
this they not only received no additional compe 
ʻi sation, but not-even the compensation which the 


z, pensation. 
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“avould have received if the same land had been sold | 


for money. "The amendment. of the Senate. was 
only intended to secure them. this reasonable com= 

The amendment was rejected. 

: The amendment of the Senate being under con- 
sideration, appropriating $1,000 for salaries-of two 
keepers of the public archives in Florida, 
> sMr. RATHBUN stated, that since this question 
was before under consideration, he had seen a gen- 
tleman, who had held aj 


è 1 jodicial station in Florida, 
who satisfied him that this appropriation was ne- 
cesaary.. 


: Mr. BROCKENBROUGH said he had also seen 
the same. judicial. gentleman, and had procured a 
very strong letter from him, and another of still 
stronger character from Judge Shields, late Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, which proved most 
iscontestably the absolute necessity of this appro- 
priation, at least until the survey of the private 
land claims was completed; but he had not brought 
them here, and would not read them, because they 
could not prove more strongly than he had before 
proved, in half a day’s debate, the necessity of 
this item, and because he was afraid, if he read 
` them, that somebody might suppose that Florida 
took some. interest in this matter, and that it was 
for the interest and protection of her people, and 
vote against it as of course, ` But as it really was 
an affair only of important interest to this Govern- 
ment, dnd one in which his constituents were very 
little interested, as their titles would be safe at all 
events, and. if these: records were turned over to 
other officers, this Government would have. to pay 
much more than this $1,000 for copies and transla- 
tions, he was willing to leave the committee to take 
just such course to protect the interests of this Gov- 
ernment as they thought proper. 

Mr. McCLERNAND stated that translations 
and: copies of these papers were already here in 
Washington; made long since by law, or, if not 
made, the keepers had violated the law, and should 
‘be paid no more. |” j 

. Mr. BROCKENBROUGH explained, that those 
papers' were wanted in Florida, not here. They 
were wanted, to plot out the private grants upon 

the public domain; and if. they were to wait until 
‘they could send here and hunt the dusty files and 
copy each paper wanted, it would cost more than 
the salary of the keepers of archives. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 
; The amendment. for repairs of public piers and 


‘wharves, ati the i quarantine . grounds, on: Staten: 


Island, New York, $16,675, being under consider- 


! i $ moved: the following amend- 
imenttheretog 8 ioes 

For removing obstructions to and improving the naviga- 
tion of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, three hundred and 
forty thousand dollars; and for the preservation of the har- 
bors, already constructed and in process of construction, 
under authority of Jaw on the seaboard and on the lakes, 
four hundred thousand dollars: the same to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War”? 

The amendment having been decided in order, 
the point having been raised against it by Mr. Mc- 
Kayv— g 

The question was taken by tellers, and the 
amendment to the amendment was rejected—ayes 
68, noes 73. 


Mr. TIBBATTS renewed his amendment to the || 


amendment, reducing the sums to $300,000 for the 
Ohio and Mississippi, and $300,000 for the lake 
and seaboard harbors. ; : 

The: CHAIRMAN, upon further reflection, de- 
cided the amendment to the amendment out of 
order under the 80th rule. 

Mr. TIBBAT TS appealed, and, after debate, the 
question was taken by tellers, and by ayes 77, 
noes 54, the decision was sustained, and the amend- 
mend decided out of-order. ‘ 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, moved the 
following amendment to the amendment: 

: eT hat there is hereby appropriated ‘the sum of one hun- 
dred: thousand ‘dollars. for the preservation .of the public 
‘works; fand, thë machinery used in the construction of the 
| gatne;) authorized by law! and remaining, unfinished on the 
;: seaboard and the lakes, and to which no appropriation has 


been made atthe present session of Congress.” Rejected. 


Other’ amendments: to the-amendment, of like 
character; were offered and rejected. l 
During the pendency of. one.of these— : 
Mr. SCHENCK: took. the floor.and spoke.an 
hour upon political topics generally. It was now 
eight o'clock: 


if 


| important: to, keep all. 


“Mr. COBB said. it was deeply. to be regretted 
that, at this stage of the session, with. this and 
other important measures pending, the legitimate 
debate upon, these‘ amendments, could not be per- 
mitted to be carried on; but the House must be 
fatigued with a most miserable specimen of a stum 
speech. It might, or it might not, be followed by. 
others of like ¢hatacter; but it-was due to the 
House to protectitself from such impositions. He, 
therefore, moved that the committee rise, in order 
to offer a resolution. for the. termination of this 
debate. 

The motion being agreed to, the committee. rose 
and reported, l 

Mr. COBB moved’ the ordinary resolution to 
terminate the debate in five minutes; and on this 
he demanded the previous question. — 

_ Mr. VINTON suggested, as there were some 
important amendments.remaining, that ten minutes 
be allowed to each. # 

. Mr. C. declined to withdraw. the previous ques- 
tion, as so much time had been. consumed in irrel- 
evant discussion by the gentleman’s colleague. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. VINTON asked the yeas and nays.on the 
adoption of the resolution; which were ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted—yeas 92, nays. 54. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The House again resolved itself into committee, 
(Mr. Hlopxins in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the amendments to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill.. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said that 
he would trouble the committee but a very short 


time in explaining the object of the amendment. | 


And he hoped that no prejudice would arise to the 
measure on account of the advocacy of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Scuzncx.] The measure 


was a good one, and such as he was greatly in | 


hopes would be adopted. ‘There is much of valu- 


able public property belonging to the Government | 


on the lakes and rivers, several dredges and other 
machinery, that must necessarily go to ruin if no 
means are provided for taking care of them. 
There is also a large amount of timber, plank, 
iron, and other materials for constructing the 
works, that ought to be taken care of. If, then, 
it be true that all these works are to be abandoned, 
there would be no propriety in abandoning the 
materials on hand. He could not believe it possi- 
ble that that was.to. be. the results; I 
ure, and” 
He asked, was it possible 


done ‘from destruction. 


“that. fourteen or. fifteen: millions’ worth of work 


done, and in its unfinished state, is to be allowed 
to go to. ruin? This would be madness—worse 
than madness. He hoped the House would not 
reject this appropriation. The amendment asked 
was $100,000. This was as little as would put the 
works in a proper state. of preservation. The 
harbor at Buffalo would, without some consid- 
erable repair, be entirely destroyed if allowed to 
stand in its present situation, So it was with 
several other works. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Scnencx] should not make him say what he 
did not say. He had made no charges against 
the President. He had only asked a question, 


! and there the matter stood. 


After some conversation by others,. the time 
allotted to debate having expired, the committee 
proceeded further to vote. 

The pending amendment of the. Senate was re- 
jected. 

PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, &c. 


The following amendments were agreed to: 
For. completing, the paving of Pennsylvania 
avenue between Sixth street and the western gate 
of the Capitol, and for other improvements and 
repairs of said avenue and. the side-walks. thereof, 
twenty thousand dollars; E 
For repairs to Congressional Burial Ground, 
rendered necessary by the late freshet, five hun- 
dred dollars; A 2 
For repairs to the road leading from the Capitol 
square to the. Congressional. Burial Ground, ren- 
dered necessary by the late heavy rains, to bevex- 
ended under the direction of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings, one thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. 
The amendments of $5,000 for Four-and-a-half 
street, of $30,000 for. Eastern’ branch bridge, 
(Washington,) and of $30,000 for continuing. the 


Not, 1t-was..|| 
e: the work : 


‘publication: of the. works. of the exploring’ expedi- 
tion, printing charts, pay of scientific. corps and. 
horticulturist, were rejected. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


The amendment of $320,000 for paying two in- 
stalments of the Mexican indeninity, was rejected: 
Ayes.61, noes 179.. aera 

MILEAGE: 

The amendment.of the Senate to: strike ont the 
section of the bill which fixesrateg of mileage after 
the present session of Congress as follows: 40 cents 
per mile for the first, 200. miles; 35 cents-over.200, 
and under 300; 30, cents over 300 and-under 400; 
and 25.cents for any distance over 400 miles: Pro- 
vided, That, the aggregate mileage allowed to any 
Senator, Representative, or Delegate at any one 
session, shall not exceed $750, was. concurred ins 
ayes 63, noes 60, : 

The remaining amendments having. been. dis- 
posed of—some affirmatively, and others negative- 


The committee, on motion of Mr. McKAY, 
rose and reported their action to the House. 

And the question, pending being on agreeing to 
the report of the committee— 

Mr. COBB demanded the previous question. 

Tt was now 10 o'clock, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, moved that the House ad- 
journ. Negatived, 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was renewed, and agreed 
to. 
So the House, at a quarter past ten o’clock, ad- 
journed, 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 8, 1846. 


The Secretary announced that: the business first 
in order was the election of a President pro tem., 
and requested Senators to prepare the ballots. 

The ballots having been cast— 

Mr. ALLEN rose and suggested that the count- 
ing of the ballots be deferred: for twenty minutes, 
as the Senate was not now full. i 

Mr, CRITTENDEN objected to any delay. 

Mr. ALLEN would then move that the election 
be postponed till twelve o’clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN hoped. the Secretary would 
proceed in the discharge of his duty. yo ooo e 
EN A ld not be doubted 
that some sort of a motion, such as he. had made 
wasin order: oo 0 o a uea 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to reply: to the 
remark of the Senator from Michigan, and tell him 
in what. sense he (Mr. C.) regarded’ the officer of 
the Senate. as uncontrollable. He meant that he 
was uncontrollable by any regular parliamentary.’ 
procedure. He objected to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, because it was against all prece- 
dent. It was manifestly improper, as likely to 
consume the time of the Senate--and for what 
reason? Simply because a result was anticipated 
by some gentlemen not in accordance. with their 
wishes. D 

Mr. ALLEN requested the Secretary to read 
the rule applicable to the case. 

The Secretary read the rule. | 

Mr. CASS remarked that the Secretary was. 
certainly under the control. of the Senate.. He 
(Mr..C.) did not. know what was meant by saying 
that he was irrestrainable. ` 

Mr. ARCHER wished that, in.order to save the 
time of the Senate, the Senator from. Ohio would. 
withdraw his motion. His object would be gained 
at all events, as it was not at all probable that there 
would be a choice on the first balloting. 

Mr. DAVIS. How do you know that ?: 

Mr. ARCHER. Well, [thinkso. And then 

Mr. ALLEN withdrew his motion. 

The balloting then proceeded as follows: 

Finsr’ Bariot.— Whole number cast 49; neces- 
sary to'a choice 25: = 

Hamnepati.. sce ctecce teres cemrecee li: 
Niles. esi cesses scene ete sco tesacee OF 

Sevier sss cree cvctcccatsessseeesed 

CaMeron cvaceseeeeeces 
Mangurti ves erreneorpibeenrrerieere D 
Fairfield. see ccceesncevcsnnere secre & 
AtChisOn cca delrcccccneteeeseceeces Z 
COLWILL ose ace nen eee sneeeansceeone | 
DICKINSON ae dace necro ee oer ereneseee Í 
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Calhoun ...0 cece dsi dnuar riera L 
Westcott. sees esseserserereesssese Í 
Bagby.. srssrivessessreresremaseee Í 
SUTEEON seeseeoseroseererseeereens L 
Huntington. ce ccceeee sees seeseseaee L 
Tarnagines se .ceceecccsecceescceseee L 
The Senate then proceeded to a second ballot, 
and the result was announced as follows: Whole 
number of votes 49; necessary to a choice 25: 
Hannegan 0. rec erceec ere oes cree ee Qh 
Wiles) a j.ges A E ereavore anwar 9 
Sevier sanira da rars aea s e T 
CAMErON . sans cecece cece ees ererces 
Benton oo. ecceccccsverecececccenne 
Dickinson... cececse cence et everces 
Atchison ve ccesececcrrecc acces ccaes 
Mangum sseseserrepesesesesescess 
Cass. eae ccnes 
Westcott. .ccccssceues 
Sturgeon EESE Wt rigs 
The Senate proceeded to a third ballot, and the 
result was announced as follows: Whole number 
of votes 50; necessary toa choice 26: 
Flannegan.insccccrcccecce cee ce cee old 
NibeSyiieeiedecs creo 0is bioreage cto axel L 
Sevier 
Mangum .scecesscccssrecccmeceseee 4 
Cameron .crccccerscsccscvecccerses 3 
Dickiuson..cssscceceereec ener ecees QD 
Sturgeon oecsecceccrsscccnceecccecs 
Benton. .ccecscccrescevcscecce cscs 
Westcott... .eeeeee 
Phelps 


ee ee ee ee ey 


The Senate proceeded to a fourth ballot, and 
the result was announced as follows: Whole num- 
ber of votes, 49; necessary to a choice, 25: 

Hannegan .. cece cece cree ecee 00 0 Od. 
Niles eues ieee eis aea sie a grew LD 
DEVIE ss eria s e SF ee oo care eleva OD 
Cameron ..cesecccescrccvcesseesece Dd 
DickinSOn ....ccareccnersccn esses O 
WESICOLL. . ccc reese cree nveeseerece L 
StUrgeone sc ceccscceeeesecerereseee | 
DAVIS ea sise ere ae sat oes opps sate eon eae T 

The Senate proceeded to a fifth ballot, and the 
result was announced as follows: Whole number: 
of votes, 48; necessary to: a choice; 25: : 

Hannégån.. sessie eeseses serere. 18 
Milese eriennen enean doesn ete LT 
Cameron .cccccevccccreccverecesees 4 


Atchisoni.s seramai ee weed scenes B 
Se V6 fos. ec iele ede ea wn eae ipratadlecsranes ae 
Dickinson ......6. pobre Sita ae ps Tiai aa ce 
Cass Sede see steer wh E E sole, OL 
Morehead... cc. ccs ewer cece eevee eew enol 


Mr. HANEGAN here requested that his name 
might be withdrawn. 
he Senate proceeded to a sixth ballot, and the 


result was announced as follows: Whole number | 


of votes 50; necessary to a choice, 26: 
NUES a betes bce aoenes een ene lS 
Atchison <<. e8e4aa seus cess encdaen lO 
SOV es sede cava esistesse eee ieee o 
Cameron saa wadaia oe eee nn 
Hannegan.... 
Dickinson.... 
Mangum ..ccecsccccccceetsceusees 
SULZCON.. cece er eeee rece etrececere 
Morehead... ...csaseescsrccncovcuas 
LIC WIS esas oar dace vies P a deka aces 


Woodbridge ..ssssssesessereseeress 


fet be pmi ND AD DD GS 


the result was announced as follows: Whole num- 

ber of voles, 51; necessary to a choice, 26: 
AACHISON e «cen awed eee cee os 00 oe aac 
TNL ES, si ceid Se ede evs eben ew seen cewek 
Cameron see edireten na 
AOE E E EEE EA 
Dickinsóno essensu k anana 
StUrQeon.. esane cee ee crew ee se eceeens 
Mangum rosessi seste sieer se saie 
Fairfield: eagen eei i a aiana aa 


The Senate proceeded to an eighth ballot, and 
the result was announced as follows: Whole num- 
ber of votes, 49; necessary to a choice, 25: 

Atchison sec cerecec trace ete ene eae 1 Dd 

INUES ies pine E deve Hote ce O 

CaMeVON 2... cece eee esses etseceees A 
* BUUTZOON cae oe eee eee e ween seen eee B 


BOVE. feanecs viva eae nes nies Oeaes 


bet ee BD OD DO OD 


f 


i| reported a bill to carry into effect the recommenda- 
The Senate proceeded to a seventh ballot, and 


Dickinson ..ecnscesceevcceseestaece & 
Hannegan..sesesseerenreesrs reece È 
Morehead rres csc ccesereccescnseee L } 
Pearce... ... ese. ee ee 


Mr. ATCHISON, having been escorted to the 
chair by Senators Caruoun and Cass, called the 
Senate to order, and rose and said: 

Geyriemen: This honor has been quite unex- 
pected by me. The only return which I can make, 
will be an earnest effort to discharge the duty in- 
cumbent upon me with faithfulness and impartiality. 

On motion, the reading of the journal was ‘dis- | 
| pensed with. 

[Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States.] 


MEXICAN RELATIONS. 


The following message from the President, was 
laid before the Senate, and read: 

(This message will be fouhd in the House pro- 
ceedings of to-day.] 

The message was referred to the Committee on | 
Finance. 

Mr. WESTCOTT rose to make a correction. 
His vote upon the resolution authorizing Senators 
to subscribe for 12 copies of Blair & Rives’s Con- 
gressional Globe and Gales & Seaton’s Register, 
to be paid for out of the contingent fund of the | 
Senate, had been recorded upon the journal, and 
published in the “ Union,” in the affirmative, 
| whercas he voted in the negative, and against the | 
| resolution, 


Mr. McDUFFIE, from the Committee on For- 
cign Relations, moved that said committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the un- 
finished business before said committee; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back the bill for the relief of —- 
Allen, without amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, asked that said committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of sun- 
dry papers; which was agreed to. 


Mr. WESTCOTT, from the Committee on 
Territories, reported back the House bill to estab- 
lish. a territorial government in Oregon, without 
amendment, and: recommending ‘that’ the «Senate 
make the necessi jendments theret 
mittee not & imi aug 

Mr. DEX, from the Committee on Commerce, | 
| reported an act to establish the collection district 

pr Oregoni which was read, and laid upon the 
table. i 


Mr. MOREHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Jacob Houseman, de- 
| ceased; which was read, and the accompanying 

report ordered to be printed. 5 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business, and, at half-past four, the 
doors were again opened, and the Senate took a || 
recess until six o’clock, p. m. 


| 
| 


EVENING SESSION, 

At six o’clock, the Senate again convened. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported in favor of printing sundry pa- 
pers, and against printing others; which report was 
concurred m. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 


{ 
| 
{ 
1 


tions of the President in regard to our Mexican |; 
relations, transmitted in his message of this morn- || 


Representatives announcing that said House had |! 
agreed to a portion of the amendments to the bill 


making appropriations for the support of the Mil- || 
itary Academy at West Point, and disagreed. to 
| others. Also announcing the action of the House 
of Representatives upon the Senate amendments to 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill.] 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 
the latter bill, when, on motion of Mr. LEWIS, i 
it was i 

Ordered, That a committee of conference be ap- || 
pointed on the part of the Senate, to confer with a | 


| like committee from the House upon the disagree- i 
| ing votes thereon. i 


H 


| transmitting: 


The Senate proceeded to the cons ati 
bill: making appropriations: for: the-support ; 
Military Academy: for the year: ending June 30, °:- 
1847; when, | = ; Pe EY aiu : : 
Onmotion-of Mr. EVANS; the amendments of- 
the Senate to said bill, disagreed to. by the House: 
of Représentatives,.were receded from. = eee 
On motioniof Mr; BERRIEN, the Senate; asin’ 
committee of the whole, considered the.“ Bill to. : 
provide, for the distribution of the edition of the 
laws and treaties of the United States, published. 
by Little & Brown, under the: provisions -of the 
resolutions of Congress, approved March 3, 1845, 
and for other purposes;” which was reported to: 15 
the Senate without amendment, ordered'to.a third’. 
reading, read a third time, and passed. be. 7 0" 
On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate proceeded, ' 
as in committee of the whole, to'thé consideration 
of the House, “ bill making appropriations for cer- 
tain defensive works of the United ‘States for the 
year ending June 30, 1847” 
Mr. WESTCOTT submitted an amendment: 
appropriating $30,000 for the construction of for-: ` 
tifications upon the gulf coast of Florida: = o, 
Mr. DIX expressed himself in favor ‘of this 
appropriation; butat this late hour,of the session, | 
he thought it impolitic to send the bill back tothe 
House of Representatives with amendments, +; 
The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. ; : "es 
A. Senate ‘bill in relation to the publication of 
laws of the United States, returned from the House 
with amendments, was considered, and the amend~ 
ments concurred in. i oe é 
The Senate then again proceeded to 
eration of Executive business. ; x 
At twenty-five minutes to twelve o’¢lock,:the: 
Senate adjourned, to meet on Monday at 84a m. 


the consid- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, August 8, 1846. | 
The Journal of yesterday (having been read in i 
part only) was approved. Fs 
The SPEAKER announced 
ness to be 
bill. 


the unfinished busi- 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation ` 


Č macalions: 
t the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with the 3d clause of the 22d 
section of the act “to change the organization of 
the Post Office Department,” &c., approved July 
2, 1836, a statement and summary from the Post 
Office Department, showing the amounts paid 
during the year ending June 30, 1845, for ‘* wrap- 


| ping paper,” ‘ office. furniture,” “advertising,” 
“ mail-bags,”’ &c., being: she incidental, expenses 
H y BEI p 


of the department for the year; which letter and 
statement were laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 

g, in compliance witn a resolution of 
the 10th of July, 1832, copies of ‘such statements 
or returns showing the capital, circulation, ‘dis- 
counts, specie deposites, and condition of the dif- 
ferent State banks and banking companies as may 
have been communicated to the Lesislatures, Gov- 
ernors, and other officers. of the several States, 
&c.; which letter, &c., was laid on the table. 

A letter from the Comptroller of the ‘Treasury, 
transmitting, in compliance with the acts of 3d of 
March, 1809, the 3d of March, 1817, statements 
of the accounts which have remained due‘ more 


tendence of Alexander D. Bache; which letter and 
report were laid upon the table. ; 
Mr. P. KING, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred bills from the Sen- ` 
ate of the following tides, viz: z oe 
An act granting a pension to Joseph Morrison; 
An act granting a pension to John Clark; °° 
An act for the relief of Francis Someraner;" i 
Reported the same without amendment; whi 
were commited. : ee 


-5 Brinkerhat, Brock enbrough, 


1846. 
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Mr: W. W.. CAMPBELL made an ineffectual 
“motion to introduce: a- resolution referring to ‘the 
Secretary of State; for the purpose of examination, 
and with.a view to action at the next session, the 
bil.in relation to the consular system. 
| Mr. McKAY objected. ; 
. Several ineffectual. motions were made to get in 
: reports from committees. $ 


PERSONAL. 


o: Mr. STEWART rose and asked leave to 
- a personal explanation. 
| Mr. COBB. Twill object to personal explana- 
tions from this time forth. 

Mr. BOYD. We have no. time for personal 
explanations.. These. things can be done in. the 
newspapers; and I shall oppose anything of the 
kind. 

Mr STEWART: moved a suspension of the 
rules. ` 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der, the previous question having been seconded, 
and the main question ordered on the amendments 
to the general appropriation bill. 

Mr. McKAY insisted onthe regular] order of 
business. ; 

GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments. to the bill making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses. of the Govern- 
ment for the current fiscal year. 

The SPEAKER announced that the previous 
question had (at the time of the adjournment last 
evening) been seconded, and the main question 
ordered. ; 

Which main question was on concurring in the 
amendments. 

They were read, and such as were not reserved 
for a separate vote were acted on collectively. 

. (Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 

rolled Bills, made a report; and Mr. W., in the 

course of the day, made several other reports from 

the same committee.] 

: Other amendments, on which a separate vote 

was called; and the yeas and nays asked but re- 
: fused, were also concurred in or disposed of. 

Amongst the record votes was the following: 

On concurring with the Committee of the Whole 
in striking out the amendment of the Senate, ap- 

_propriating $320,000 to pay two instalments of 
indemnity under. the convention with Mexico, 


make 


Mr: McK-AY asked the ‘yeas and: nays; whisky male by Mexiko 


were ordered, and being taken resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs:; Stephen: Adams, Atkinson, Bedinger, 
Benton, Biggs; James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Buflington, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, 
“Cunningham, Danicl, Dobbin, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
Faran, Fries, Garvin, Gordon, Grover, Haralson, Harman- 
son, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, Edward W. Hubard, 
James B. Hunt, Hunter, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Jolmson, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Pres- 
ton King, Leake, Lumpkin, MeClean, McClelland, Me- 
Clernand, McKay, John P, Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Pillsbury, Reid, Rittcr, Roberts, 
Scaminon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, James Thompson, Jacob 


Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, Wentworth, Whea- 


ton, Wick, Williains, Wilmot, Woodward, and Yost—83. 
NAYS Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Ashmun, Barrin- 
ger, Bayly, Bell, Blanchard, William W. Campbell, John H. 
Campbell, Johan G. Chapman, Clarke, Cranston, Garrett 
Davis, Dockery, Douglass, Dromgoole, J. H. Ewing, Giles, 
Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hil- 
liard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Daniel P. 
© King, Lawrence, Leib, La Sere, Lewis, Long, Maclay, 
MeConnell, James McDowell, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, 
Miller, Moseley, Perry, Pollock, Ramsey, Rhett, Julius Rock- 
well, Joha A. Rockwell, Root, Rank, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Traman Smith, Albert Smith, Stewart, 
Strohm, Strong, Benj. Thompson, Trumbo, Vinton, White, 

‘Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, and Young—69. 

So the amendment of the Senate was rejected. 


MILEAGE. 


"The question being ón concurring in the report 
of the committee, by which the amendment of the 
Senate was agreed to, striking out the section of 


‘the original bill, providing that after the close of | 


» the “present session; the mileage to members of 
‘Congress shall be.as.follows: Forty cents per mile 
for the first 200 miles; 35:cents over 200 and under 
800; 30 cents over 300 and under 400; and 25 cents 

er mile for any distance over 400 miles: Provided, 

hat. the aggregate. of mileage to any Senator, 
Representative, or Delegate, at any one session, 
shall wot exceed $750; (which amendment, if agreed. 
to, would leave unaltered the present provisions of. 
law in reference to mileage)— 


After an ineffectual’ attempt by Mr. Hamiin to 
get the yeas and nays, the vote was taken by tel- 
Ters, and decided in the affirmative. 

Thus the House agreed to strike out the section. 

Mr. HAMLIN. moved a reconsideration. of the 
vote, and demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted—yeas 83, 
nays 59. 

So the House reconsideréd the vote just taken. 

A message. in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of his 
private secretary, James Knox Walker, Esq. 

[Cries of Read, read;” “Oh no, not now. ”] 

The question then recurring on the original prop- 
osition, to strike out (as per amendment of the 
Senate) the section, was taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 54, nays 100. 

So the House finally refused to agree with the 
Senate in striking out the section. 

The amendments having all been disposed of, 
the bill was returned to the Senate. 


A message was received from the Senate by A. 
Diekins, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that, the Vice President being absent, the Senate 
had elected the Hon. Mr. Arcuison President pro 
tem. ` i 


RECESS. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, it was resolved that 
the House take a recess from three to five o’clock. 


RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following message from the President 
of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

I invite your attention to the propriety of making 
an appropriation to provide for any expenditure 
which it may be necessary to make in advance for 
the purpose of settling all our difficulties with the 
Mexican republic. It is my sincere desire to ter- 
minate, as it was originally to avoid, the existing 
war with Mexico by a peace just and honorable 
to both parties. It is probable that the chief ob- 
stacle to he surmounted in accomplishing this desi- 
rable object, will be the adjustment of a boundary 
between the two republics, which shall prove sat- 
isfactory and convenient to bath, and such as nei- 
ther will hereafter be inclined to disturb. In the 
adjustment of this boundary, we ought to.pay a 

ar equivalentfor any concessions which may. be: 


Under these circumstances, and considering the 
other complicated questions to be settled by nego- 
tiation with the Mexican republic, I deem it im- 
portant that a sum of money should be placed 
under the control of the Executive, to be advanced, 
if need be, to the government of that republic im- 
mediately after their ratification of a treaty. It 
might be inconvenient for the Mexican Govern- 
ment to wait for the whole sum, the payment of 
which may be stipulated by this. treaty, until it 
could be ratified by our Senate and an appropria- 
tion to carry it into effect made by Congress, In- 
deed the necessity for this delay might defeat the 
object altogether. The disbursement of this money 
would of course be accounted for not as secret ser- 
vice money, but.like other expenditures. 

Two precedents for such a proceeding exist in 
our past history during the Administration of Mr. 


| Jefferson, to which I would call your attention. 


On the 26th February, 1803, an act was passed 
appropriating two millions of dollars “ for the pur- 
pose of defraying any extraordinary expenses 
which may be incurred in the intercourse between 
the United States and foreign nations,” ‘to be 
applied under the direction of the President of the 
United States, who shall cause an account of the 
expenditure thereof to be laid before Congress as 
soon as may be;”? and on the 13th of February, 
1806, an’ appropriation was, made of the same 
amount, and in the same terms. In neither case 
was the money actually drawn from the treasury, 
and I should hope that the result in this respect 
might be similar on the present occasion, although 
the appropriation may prove to be indispensable in 
accomplishing the object. I would, therefore, re- 
commend the passage of a law appropriating two, 


| millions of dollars, to be placed at the. disposal of 


the Executive, for the purpose which I have in- 
dicated. i pra 

In order to prevent all misapprehension, it is my 
duty to state that, anxious as I am to terminate the 


Hof. personad: 0: 


existing war with. the least possible delay,.it will: 
continue to be prosecuted with the utmost vigor. 
until a treaty of peace shall be signed by the par=: 
ties and ratified by thé Mexican, republic. : 
i JAMES K. POLK, 
Wasuineton, August. 8, 1846: a 


The reading having been concluded—~ — ` i 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved the reference 

of the message to the Committee of Ways and 

Means, with instructions to “report a bill in‘con- 

formity with the suggestion of the Presidents: 

Mr. RATHBUN asked. the yeas and nays. on 

the motion.’ He was opposed to any such instruc- 

tions, and wished to rècord his vote against:them. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE moved the reference of the 

message to. the Committee of the Whole on the 

state of the Union. 

fr. S. JONES demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER was about to put the question 

thereon, when . 

' Mr. DROMGOOLE insisted that the motion to 

refer to the Committee of the Whole on,the state 

of the Union had precedence. 

The SPEAKER so decided 

And the question having been taken. on the 
motion of Mr. Dromcoone, and decided in the 
affirmative—— i 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Norats, 
of New Hampshire, in the chair.) 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee prò- 
ceeded to the consideration of the said message, 
which was again read. f 

Whereupon, Mr. McKAY offered a bill, (for 
the purpose, he said, of carrying into effect the 
recommendation of the President.) 

And the bill was read as follows: 

AN ACT making further provision for the expenses attend. 
ing the intercourse between the United States and foreign 
na Ss. 

Bett enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stakes of America in Oongress assembled, That 
a2 sum of $2,000,000, in addition to the provision heretofore 
made, be, and the same is hereby, approy ed, for the 
purpose of defrayimg any extraordinary expenses which 
may be incurred in the intercourse between the United 
States and foreign nations,tto be paid out of avy money in 
the treasury pot otherwise appropriated, and to be applied 
under the direction of the President of the United States, 
who shall cause an account of the expenditure thereof to 
be laid before Congress as soon as may be. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES, remarking that there were 
occasions in the history of nations where. nothing 

r party considerations should:be al- 
lowed'to interfere with the recommendations of the 

Executive, and that'as Congress: was about to ad- 

journ, any. man would. hail with satisfaction any 

prospect of the termination of a war which, how- ~ 
ever righteous in itself, involved the country in the 

expenditure of millions, earnestly invoked the im- 

mediate and favorable decision of the House on the 

proposition of the President. 

Mr. CARROLL said that he had always under- 
stood that one of the principal causes of the exist- 
ing war, was to obtain the amount of our claims 
upon Mexico. It had been said, that she was In- 
debted to us some ten or twenty millions for for- 
mer spoliations on American property. ‘We were 
now at war to get this money from the Mexican 
Government, and what necessity could there be for 
advancing to her two millions more? For what 
purpose was this money wanted? Did she want 
still more than all she owed us—a debt so just that ~ 
we had been asked to go to war to obtain it? Had 
not the Executive already at his disposal all the 
indebtedness of the Mexican Government to nego- 
tiate terms of peace or concessions, as he under- 
stood the message from once hearing it read in this 
Hall? Must: Congress go still further? Where 
was the necessity of this money, unless it-was to 
carry out the ambitious views of the Executive for , 
the enlargement of our territory beyond its rightful 
bounds? ~ That was the obvious object. of this mes- 
sage. Two millions to negotiate a peace! and thus 
to getthe payment of a debt of ten or twenty mil- 
lions, after going to war and voting ten millions to 
conquer peace? ‘To Mr C., it looked very much as 
if this money was wanted to purchase California, ` 
and a large portion'of Mexico to boot. Mr. ©, 
would not trust the President with this large ap- 
propriation.of money, unless he should tell us be- 
forebarid what it was for. 5 

TIe was aware that we were now at the heel of 


‘the session; but why was it that this message was 


delayed to the last, day? Was it to avoid discus- 
sion? And could it be possible that, when a great 


. The House had referred to the 
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‘subject like thig was brought forward, the Repre- 
sentatives of the people would quietly submit to 
vote. this‘ power in the discretion of the Executive, 
and dispose of it. blindfold, because they had not 
time to.examine-and discuss it? They could pro- 
long the session at pleasure. They were the Rep- 
resentatives of the nation, and had the termination 
of the session at their own disposal; and were they 
to grant millions at the mere beck. of the Execu- 
tive, without examination, whenever he chose to 
demand the money, and then go home and tell 
their constituents that there was not time to dis- 
cussit? The President told Congress in this mes- 
sage that he was now as anxious to restore peace 
as he had formerly been to avoid war. The na- 
tion was*competent to judge, and in good. time 
would pronounce their judgment upon the anxiety 
of the President to avoid war, and by that rule 
would judge of the sincerity of his pretended anx- 
iety for peace. Mr. C., was as anxious as any 
one for peace, and would sustain the President in 


any honorable means of obtaining it; but he was | 
not willing to vote two millions, under the pretext | 


of buying a peace, to be expended in buying terri- 
tory at the South. 
just rights only, we could get them by what had 


been already. provided, and by a credit of some of | 


the millions which Mexico already owed us, with- 
out these additional millions, to be expended ina 
way unknown or unexplained. 

_Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved that the committee 
rise. 

Which motion having prevailed, the committee 
rose. 

Mr. McKAY offered a resolution. in the usual 
terms, providing that all debate on the said bill 
should cease at three o'clock, and he demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. WINTHROP moved that the resolution be 


laid on the table, and asked the yeas and nays, | 


which were ordered. . 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to a question of order. 
ommittee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union a message from 
the President of the United States. The committee 
reported that it. had had that message under con- 
sideration, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 
Technically speaking, therefore, the House could 


have no knowledge:of such a'hbill as:was spoken of i 
in the resolution, or of the’ fact that it was-the' 


intention of the committee to report it. 

Mr. McK AY (to obviate the objection) would 
Che: said) substitute the words ‘message of the 
President,” for the word “bill.” i 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Wixrurop, and resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Ashmun, Brinkerhoff, Buffing- 
ton, Carroll, Clarke, Cranston, Garrett Davis, John H, Ew- 
ing, Edwin H. Ewing, Garvin, Grinnell, Grover, Hampton, 
Harper, E. B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph 


R: Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston King, Leib, | 


Lewis, McClean, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, 
Moseley, Pollock, Ranisey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, 
Jobn A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Sev- 
erance, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, White, Win- 
throp, Wood, and Wright—54. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Biggs, 
James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brocken- 
brough, Burt, John H. Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ells- 
worth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Gordon, Graham, 
Grider, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac 
E. Holmes, Hopkins, Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Sea- 
born Jones, Kaufinan, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Long, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, MeCielland, MeClernand, McConnell, 


MeCrate, James McDowell, McKay, Jobn P. Martin, Bark- | 


ley Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, 


Payne, Pendleton, Perry, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, | 


Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scammon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Stanton, Strohm, Sykes, James 


Thompson, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Towns, | 


‘Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, 
Young, and Yost—102. 
So the resolution was.not laid on the table.. 
Mr. McK AY modified the resolution. so as to 
read two o’clock, and demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded. 


Mr. ASHMUN moved that..the resolution, as | 


modified,. be laid on-the. table. Ki 
Mr. J, R- INGERSOLL asked. the yeas and 
nays; -which. were ordered, as follows: 


If we were contending for our | 


| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
Some conversation followed on a point of order, || order. 
) 
} 
4 
j 
i 
j 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashmun, Barringer, Bell, Benton, Blanch- | 
ard, Brinkerhof, Buffington, William W. Campbell, Car- 
roll, John G. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, | 
Garrett Davis, Dromgoole, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, 
Graham, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hil- | 
liard, Elias. B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Preston. King, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, Long, James McDowell, McHenry, Me- 
Iivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock; Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Runk, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Stewart, | 
-Btrohm, Benjamin Thompson, Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, | 
White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Wright, and Young—68. Í 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen’ Adamis, : 
Atkinson, Bayly, Bedinger, Biggs, James Black, James A. 
Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Burt, Reuben Chapman, | 
Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cun- | 
ningham, Daniel, Dobbin, Douglass, Durdap, Edsall, Bils- 
worth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Gordon, Haral- | 
son, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, 
Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, James H. Johnson, | 
Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Leake, 
La Sere, Lumpkin, McClean, McClelland, McClernand, 
McConnell, McCrate, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley 
Martin, Morris, Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Perry, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Sawtelle, Scammon, Alexander D- Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Simpson, Stanton, Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob Thomp- | 
son, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, 
Woodward, and Woodworth—85. | 
So the resolution, as modified, was not laid on 
the table. f 
And the question then recurred, ‘Shall the main | 
question be now taken??? ; f 
After some conversation as to a modification of i 
the resolution, which could only be effected by |! 
unanimous consent, and which was not obtained, i 
the question was taken, and resulted as follows: i 
YEAS—Mesers. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bed- | 
inger, Biggs, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Burt, i 
Reuben Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Collin, Cullom, || 
Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dobbin, Dunlap, Edsall, i 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Giles, Gordon, || 
i 
i 
H 


| 


| 


j 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
I 
| 


Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hough, Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, 
Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew John- | 
son, Beaborn Jones, Kaufman, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClernand, McConnell, Me- 
Crate, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Morse, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Payne, Perry, Phelps, Pills- 
bury, Reid, Ritter, Sawtelle, Scammon, Alexander D. Sims, 
Leonard H. Sims, Stanton, St. John, Sykes, James Thomp- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Woodward sand Woodworth—82. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brinkerboff, Budington,, Carroll, : 
John G. Chapman; Clarke, Cocke; Cranston, Crozier, Gar- 
rett Davis, Dockery; Dromgoolé, Edwin H: Ewing; Gra: et 
Grinnell; Grover, Hamlin; Hampton, Hamer, Hilllara Jol 
W. Houston, S. D. Hubbard, Hudson, W: Hunt, Joseph’ 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P, King, Preston King, Leib, 
Lewis, Long, James McDowell, McHenry, Mclivaine, Mil- 
ler, Moseley, Pendleton, Pettit, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Stephens, Stewart, 
Strohm, Benjamin Thompson, Toombs, Trumbo, Vinton, 
Wheaton, White, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wright, Young, and | 
Yost—68, 


So the House decided that the main question 
should now be taken. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the House adjourn, 
and asked the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and, being taken, were—yeas 10, nays 134. | 

So the House refused to adjourn. | 

And the question recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution— 


Mr. LEAKE moved that the House resolve it- || 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. l 

Mr. ASHMUN demanded the yeas and nays. | 
The SPEAKER (the chair being occupied by | 


{ 
| 


Mr. Tisparrs, pro tem.) ruled the motion of Mr. 
Leake out of order, on the ground that the House 
had ordered the main question to be now taken. 

The question again recurring on the adoption of 
the resolution— 

Mr. WINTHROP asked the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered. 

Whilst these proceedings had been going on, 
time had not stood still, and the finger of the clock, 
steadily pursuing its “lonely round,’ indicated 
that the hour of two—at which the debate (under 
Mr. McK ay’s resolution) was to be terminated— 
had arrived. 


I rise to inquire of gentlemen | 
who commenced this struggle, whether they will 
state what time they require for debate? i 


[Several voices: “* Who commenced it?’] 


l order. 


Mr. TOMES. So far as I am conce 
intend to know something about the matter befor 
I vote for this bill: ee ge 

Mr. S. JONES: “Well, go'into committee; and). 
we will let you know: a een 

The SPEAKER interposed. to order.) 37 

Mr.: WINTHROP, (tothe: Chait.) Is itin 
order to answer the inquiry-of the genlleman from: > 
North Carolina; (Mr. MeKay.} ooo) ec ey 
| The SPEAKER. It is not m-order. o Goio. 

Mr: WINTHROP.» If it were so, I-should be 
glad to answer the gentleman’s inquiry... 

Mr. G. DAVIS insisted on his point of order, 
that the time was past.: ut oe as 

The SPEAKER said that the-Chair considered. 
the resolution as equivalent to añ instruction to the: 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union: 
to vote on the message without debate. But the: 
Chair was not aware of any provision in the’ Con- 
stitution of the United States which prevented the: 
House from doing impossible things if it chose. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I ‘appeal from the decision: of. 
the Chair, and I ask the yeas and nays: fre 


Mr. SCHENCK. I. rise itoa point of orders): 
Has the Chair a right to-decide upon-the construc- 
tion of a proposition that will come up in’ com> 
mittee ? Se ee 
The SPEAKER. The. Chair has not: decided’ 
upon the construction. ae 
“Mr. R. CHAPMAN ‘rose toa. point of order. . 
Could this question be raised at this time?” It. 
might arise in committee in the execution of the“ 


Mr. TOOMBS. I have appealed: from the de- 


il cision of the Chair; and Ihave demanded the yeas. 


and nays. Rae ie nee 
Mr. DROMGOOLE. _I understand the gentle. | 
an from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] as asking the 
hair for a construction of the résolution. 
The SPEAKER said no. eee cs 
Mr. DROMGOOLE. I understand the Chair as‘ 
deciding that the resolution terminates debate... _ 
The SPEAKER. That is only the opinion of. 
the Chair, notits decision. The decision is, that A 
the résolution is in-order: rae ee $ 
Mr. R. CHAPMAN. | I rise to 
If i ns of ord 


o3 


a point of or. 
r can be raise 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in òr- 
der.: The question is on the appeal from the decis- 
jen of the Chair. PTR gg Banh Begg 

Mr. DROMGOOLE. What is the decision?" 

The SPEAKER. That the resolution is in or- 
der. 

Mr, DROMGOOLE. T donot understand any- 
body as saying it is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. Davis] says so. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, I deny the right. of the 
Chair to put a construction on the resolution. 

Mr. CONSTABLE. Icall for the reading. of 
the resolution. 

The Clerk read it again. - 

Mr. CONSTABLE. Does that resolution:mean 
2a. m. or2p.m.? 


g peal. 

Mr. G. DAVIS. Would it be in order to move 
soto amend the resolution as to provide that de- 
bate should terminate at 2 o’clock yesterday? 
ae JACOB THOMPSON. ‘Well, that’sa smart 
idea. 


It will not be in order to move an 


Is it in order to. offer a’. 
resolution terminating. debate atan hour that. is’ 
ast? : 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman is notin orders: 
[Loud cries for the question.] a E3 
Mr. MeKAY. I shall take my own course 
[Several voices: Well take it, and stick to it.) 
Mr. McK AY, (continuing.)..I move that the 
resolution be laid on the table. ; : 


po 
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e The SPEAKER... The motion is notin order. 

_ Some conversation, rather excited, followed be- 

: tween Mr. TOOMBS and Mr. COBB, as to what 
-the latter gentleman had said on the point of order 

: Mr; :Toomss: asserting that Mr. Coss had 

; made a remark-which that gentleman asserted he 

> ‘Had not made. . 

Mr. BIGGS. Is it in order to move that the 
House resolve itself into. Committee of the Whole 
‘on the'state of the Union? 

v The SPEAKER. tis not in order. 

Mr. McKAY. I move that the resolution and 
the appeal be laid on the table. Is that in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 

[The SPEAKER ofthe House again resumed 
the chair.] 

Mr. TOOMBS demanded the yeas and nays on 
tke motion of Mr. McKay; which were ordered, 
and, being taken, resulted as follows: 


YEAS-——Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen Adams, 
Anderson, Ariold, Ashmun, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Bell, Benton, Biggs, James Black, James A. Black, Blanch- 
ard, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, Buffington, 
Wiliam W. Campbell, John H..Campbell, Carroll, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase,: Chipman, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, 
Cuilom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
Dobbin, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Edwin H. 
Ewing, Faran, Garvin, Giles, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, 
Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harmanson, Harper, Henley, 
Hilliard, Blas, B.. Holmes; Isaac B. Holmes, Hough, Ed- 
mund W: Hubard, Washington ‘Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jo- 
ci seph- R: Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph’ H. Johnson, Joseph 

: Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Daniel P. King, Preston King, 
Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Lewis, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClean, MeCtelland, MeClernand, James McDowell, Me- 
Kay, Marsh, John P. Martin, Miller, Moseley, Moulton, Ni- 
ven, Owen, Phelps, Pillsbury, Pollock, Rathbun, Reid, Rhett, 
Ritter, Julius. Rockwell, Sawtelle, Scammon, Schenck, 
Seaman, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Starkweather, Stephens, Stewart, St.John, 
Stroum, Strong, Sykes, Benjamin Thompson, Jas. Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Toombs, Towns, Trumbo, Vinton, Went- 
worth, Wheaton, White, Wick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood- 
ward, Wright, and Yost—123. 

NAYS—Messrs. Burt, John G. Chapman, Cobb, Dockery, 
Douglass, Eiswoith, Gordon, Hoge, Hopkins, John W. 
‘Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Andrew Johnson, 
‘Kaufman, La Sere, McConnell, McCrate, McHenry, Moll- 
vaine, Barkley Martin, Morse, Payne, Perry, Stanton, Jacob 
Thompson, and Tibbatts—26. 


: D the resolution and appeal were laid on the 
table. . ; 
_ Whereupon, Mr. McK AY offered another reso- 
lution, providing that all debate on the said mes- 
sagé shall terminate in two hours after it shall 
again have been taken up in committee. And he 
demanded the previous question. 

Mr. CARROLL. Willit be in order to move 


that no: member shall speak more than fifteen min- : 


utes? ure 


‘The SPEAKER. The Chair.thinks not; for’ 


there is a rule 
time. oa RET 

` The question was then taken on the demand of 
Mr McK ay for the previous question. 

And there was a second. ‘The main question 
was ordered, and, being taken, the resolution was 
adopted. f 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Norars, of New Hamp- 
shire, in the chair.) , 

It wanted now only fifteen minutes to the time 
of recess. 

So Mr. McKAY proposed that the message of 
the President should not be taken up untilafter the 
recess, and that the committee should spend the 
short intervening space on such appropriation bills 
as were yet pending on questions of amendment 
between the two Houses. ay 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL not hearing (in the con- 
fasion of the Hall) the precise purport of Mr. Mo- 
Kay’s suggestion, rose in dissent. 

Mr. McKAY explained. _ I simply propose that 
the two hours allotted for the debate on the Presi- 
dent’s message: shall commence at five o’clock-—— 
after the recess. I admit that the question is an 
important one, and that itis right that some time 
should be allowed for discussion. But I propose 
to occupy: the short space between this hour and 
the hour of recess in, the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the Military. Acade- 
my. bill. ; 
~ {Cries all around, “ Good—agreed;. now we un- 

derstand,” &c.] : f 
i ' WEST POINT ACADEMY 


So the committee took up the amendments: of 
the Senate to this bill; which were yet undisposed 
of, when— : 


of the House which: prescribes the 


The hour of three having arrived the committee 
rose, and the House took-a recess:until five o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The. House. resumed its session in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union at. five 


o’clock;. (but a very small portion of a quorum, 
however, was present.) 


On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the Committee 
rose, with the view of taking up and disposing of 
Senate bills. : a 

The bill authorizing the President of the United 
States.to issue letters of marque and reprisals was 
twice read, and, on motion of Mr. McK AY, refer- 
red to the Committee of the ‘Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The bill amendatory of the postage law was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

The bill relative to the duties of Commissioner 
of Patents came up, and Mr. OWEN having pro- 
posed a.substitute therefor, was passed by infor- 
mally. f ; 

Amendments of the Senate to sundry House bills 
were taken up, read, and concurred in, viz: 

A. bill to establish an additional land office in the 
Territory of lowa. 

A. bill for the relief of James Gee. 

A bill granting certain lands to the Territory of 
Towa, to aid in the improvement of the navigation 
of the Des Moines river, in said Territory. 

A bill to attach to the Fort Wayne land district 
certain tracts of land lying within the limits of that 
district, which are not now attached to any dis- 
trict. 


Joint resolution directing the payment of certain | 


volunteers and militia called out by General Gaines, 
&e. 

A bill forthe relief of Wiley B. Parnell. 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Conant. 

A bill declaratory of the powers, and legalizing 
certain acts, of the chief clerk of the Patent Office. 

A bill making copies of papers certified by the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of 
Representatives legal evidence, 

bill for the relief of Smith, Thurber, & Co., 

of New York. 

Joint resolution for the relief of Sheldon B. 
Hayes. 

So these bills and resolutions have finally passed. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee. on the. i 
Judiciary to which was referred the. bill from the: 
 Setiate to provide: for. the more effectual publica- 


tion of the laws of the United States, reported th 
same with amendments. i 
The bill and amendments were read. 
After some conversation by several gentlemen, 
Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question, 
which was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered—being first on an amendment of Mr. G. 


| Davis, to insert the words ‘ in newspapers having 


the largest number of subscribers.’’ 

“The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; and, 
being taken upon this amendment, resulted—yeas 
60, nays 79. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments reported by Mr. RATHBUN 
were then agreed to. 

‘And the bill was ordered to be engrossed, read 
a third time, and passed. 


Mr. ASHMUN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, asked leave to report a bill from the Senate 
to establish an additional land office in Michigan, 
and to provide for the sale of the mineral lands. 

Objections being made, : 

Mr. A. moved a suspension of the rules for its 
reception; negatived: Ayes 81, noes 48-—two-thirds 
not voting therefor. 


Mr. VINTON asked and obtained the unani- | 


mous consent of the House to offer a resolution 
providing that no member shall speak more than 
fifteen minutes on the President’s message received 
this day. , 
Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, 
so as to limit to ten minutes. 
Mr. VINTON accepted the amendment, and 
modified his resolution accordingly; and, in. this 


moved to amend 


| form, it was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House then re- 
solved itself into: Coramittee-of the Whole on the 


-which was seconded, and the main question 


: state of the Union, (Mr. Norris in the chair,) ad 


took up;the amendments of the Senate. to the’ bitt- 
appropriating for the:support of the Military Acad- 
emy at- West Point. ER : : 


The amendments of the Senate having heen ‘dis- 


posed of, 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the committee'rose, 


‘and reported its action. 


Mr. McK: AY demanded the previous question; 
or- 
dered. ve $ 
The amendment providing for a board of-visiters 


‘to attend the annual examination of the Academy. 


was concurred in—ayes 62, noes 50... 

The other amendments having been disposed of, .. 
some by concurrence, and others by non-concur- 
rence, the.bill-was returned to the Senate. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The amendments of the civil and diplomatic bill 
having: been returned from the Senate, with a:mes- 
sage that the Senate insisted on thelr amendments 
disagreed to by the House, 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House insist, and 
that a committee of cogaference be appointed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved that the House 
recede. 

This motion, having precedence, was first put, 
and rejected—ayes äl, noes 80. 

The House then insisted, and a committee of 
conference was appointed. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union resumed its. session, (Mr. Norris in the 
chair.) . 

MESSAGE---FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY the committee pro- 
ceeded under the resolution just adopted, limiting 
the time for debate of each member to ten minutes, 
to the consideration of the President’s message, 
and of the following bill, introduced this morning 
by Mr. McKay: * 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress ussembled, ‘That 
a sum of $2,000,000, in addition to the provision heretofore 
made, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, for the pur- 
pose of defraying any extraordinary expenses which may he 
incurred in the intercourse between the United States and 
foreign nations, to he paid out of any money in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, and to be applied under the 
direction of the President of the United States, who shall 
cause an account of the expenditure thereof to be laid before 
Congress as soon as may be, 


Mr. WHITE said that his object. in rising to 
address.the committee was twofold. According to 
the practice and usage of this House, (said he,) I 
shall claim the privilege of publishing, at- some: 
future day (incase I shall deem it advisable) re- 
marks upon those. momentous questions which: 
have been so unwisely and injudiciously acted 
upon, and, for the present at least, decided by this 
House and. the present Congress. My efforts to 
obtain the floor while they were under discussion 
were unvailing; had it been otherwise, I should 
then, as I shall in my published remarks, denounce 
the measure as fraught with more mischief and 
positive evil to the people of this. country than 
any man has ability to estimate or comprehend: 
measures which are destined to uproot and over- 
turn all the present business relations of this Union; 
inflicting upon the, laboring community. suffering 
and misery incalculable—upon the enterprising 
and industrious, revolution and ruin in their varied 
pursuits, and sadness and sorrow upon all. Those 
measures are revolutionary in their character. 
The revenue bill, subtreasury,-and warehouse bills 
are all theoretical—experiments upon the deepest 
and dearest interests of the people of this Republic; 
experiments which wise and prudent men would 
never make; experiments which shake the confi- 
dence of men in the stability of this Union, if they 
do not shake the very foundations of the Union 
itself. Experiments which would have cost any . 
monarch in Europe his crown, if not his head. : 

Within the time allowed me, (Mr. W. proceed- 
ed to say,)'I desire to state that it is my intention 
to publish some remarks which I intended to have 
made upon. this Mexican war—a war, m my judg- 
ment, unnecessary, uncalled for, and wholly un~ 
justifiable; offensive in its inception, and I fear of 
conquest and subjugation in its ending. ‘The Pres- 
ident, in his message to this House, on the lith 
of May last, has furnished: abundant evidence that 
this war was: projected, planned, and provoked, 


[long before any counsel or assistance was asked or 


required from Congress. It was the act of the 
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President himself, and he has furnished the proof. |; 
in that document; yet. this House furnished him 
with ample means to conduct and carry on hostili- 
ties; fifty thousand men and thirty millions of 
money were promptly voted to sustain him in this 
undertaking, which all good men must consider as || 
unjust, inglorious, and wicked; but, inasmuch as || 
hostilities existed, and our army was in imminent 
` peril, the causes were overlooked, and consequences 
left to their course. And now, sir, we come to the 
subject before us—the message of the President 
and the bill appropriating, as recommended by that 
message, two millions of dollars; and for what pur+ 
ose? Why, sir, to buy a peace. Is that true? 
Jas not the President ample power to conclude a 
eace with Mexico if she demands or desires one? 
s the mode of warfare'to be changed from fighting 
to purchasing? Who is to be bought? And what jí 
evidence have we that anybody or thing is pur- |! 
chasable? Is this to be a corruption fund in the | 
hands of the President, tò use at his pleasure and || 
discretion? Sir, I have no confidence in this ap- || 
plication. We have no evidence before us of its || 
necessity, no information of its use or application; | 
I 

| 

| 


we are in the dark, and required to vote in the 
dark, or be charged with opposing measures of 
peace. If there is the slightest prospect of peace, 
any glimmer or faint ray of that heavenly messen- 
ger, why could it not have been communicated to 
this House. I repeat, sir, I have no confidence in 
this application for money; territory is what is 
sought after, and I cannot give my sanction to this 
appropriation, unless the bill now upon your table 
shall be so amended as to forever preclude the pos- 
sibility of extending the limits of slavery. And I 
call upon gentlemen on the other side of the House 
to bring forward such amendments as shall effect- |] 
ually prevent the further acquisition of territory, 
which may be caused by the adoption of that in- 
stitution. I call upon the other side of the House 
to, propose such an amendment, not only as an 
e¥idence of their desire to restrain that institution 
within its constitutional limits, but as a guaranty 
that the President will honestly and faithfully apply 
the funds so generously placedfin his hands to the 
ends specified in his message. 
Mr. WINTHROP said that he should follow 
the example of his friend from New York, [Mr. 


of his views, reserving to himself the privilege of. 
amplifying and’ enforcing’ them’ hereafter.” The 
Administration and its friends had thought fit 
during the present session to frame more than one 
of their most important measures, so as to leave 
their opponents in a false position whichever way 
they voted. There were two things which he had 
not imagined, in advance, that any circumstances 
could have constrained him to do, and from which 
he would gladly have been spared. One of them 
“was, to give a vote which might appear to lend an 
approving sanction to a war which had been caused 
by the annexation of Texas; the other was to give 
a vote which might appear like an opposition to 
the earliest restoration of peace, either with Mex- 
ico or any other Power on earth. But he must 
let appearances take care of themselves. He was 
not here to pronounce opinions either upon the 
preamble of a bill or the phrases of a President’s 
message. Fie was here to vote on substantial pro- 
visions of law, proposed with a view to their prac- 
tical interpretation and execution. One of these 
votes he had given already, under circumstances 
which were familiar to the House and to the coun- 
try. He believed it then, and he belieVed it now, 
upon the most deliberate reflection, to be the best 
vote which the case admitted. And now, he 
greatly feared, that he was about to be compelled 
to give the other of these abhorrent votes. He 
could not and would not vote for this bill as it now 
stood, 
What was the bill? A bill to place two millions 
of dollars at the disposal of the President “ for any 
‘extraordinary emergencies which might arise out 
of our intercourse with foreign nations.” Nota 
word about peace. Not a word about Mexico. 
Not a syllable about the disputed boundaries on 
the Rio Grande. It was a vote of unlimited con- 
fidence in an Administration, in which, he was 
‘sorry to say, there was very little confidence to be 
placed.. They might employ this money towards || 
‘buying California, or buying Cuba, or buying || 
Yucatan, or buying the Sandwich Islands, or buy- i 
ing any other territory they might fancy in either |} 
hemisphere. If we turned to the message of the || 


‘Wuire,] and confine himself to. a brief statement | 


: tion was asked for as the earnest money for a pur- 
_ chase of more territory. The message expressly 
, Stated that it was to be used in’ part payment for 
! any concessions which Mexico might make to us. 


; or more. 


‘that purchase was indirectly sanctioned. The 
| President has thus called upon us, in language not 
to be misunderstood, to sanction, in advance, a 


| He had gaid heretofore, and he repeated now, that | 
| the slaveholding territory of the Union. ° He want- 


jed no more territory of any sort, but of this we 
: had more than enough already. 


| President to a settlement of those boundaries which | 


| the North or South, the East or the West.. It was | 


| President of the United States, which indicated | 


| and Mr. 1. was in favor of granting them. 


| not disclosed his views. 


| done, and it had been inexpedient to have received 
| and deliberated upon it publicly, they might have} 


President, it was hardly more satisfactory. Noth- 
ing could be more evident than that this appropria- 


The President already had the claims of our citi- 
zens to deal with, to the amount of three millions 
Here were two millions: more: to be 
placed in his hands, in cash. What was to:be the 
whole payment, for which five millions of dollars 
were wanted as an advance?. And where was this 
territory tobe? The message, as if not willing to 
leave us wholly in the dark, had pointed expressly 
to the example of 1803, to the purchase of Lowi- | 
siana; and this very bill (as Mr. W. understood) 
had been copied verbatim from the act by which 


new and indefinite acquisition of southern territory. 
To such an acquisition he (Mr. W.) was opposed. | 


he was uncompromisingly opposed to extending 


He cordially responded to the President’s de- 
sires to bring about a just and honorable peace at 
the earliest moment. Nothing would give him 
more real satisfaction than to join in a measure | 
honestly proposed for that purpose. He did not i 
grudge the payment of the two millions. He | 
would appropriate twenty millions for the legiti- | 
mate purposes of a treaty of peace without a mo- | 
ment’s hesitation. And he still hoped that this | 
measure might assume a shape in which he could || 
give it his support.” Limit the discretion of the |i 


have been the subject of dispute. Hold him to his 
solemn pledges, twice repeated, that he would. be 
ready at all times to settle the existing differences 
between the two countries on the most liberal 


terms. 


-But whatever else you 
Jo be aspiré Ri 
(be. applie 
tion of andther Texas, or even to 
another Louisiana. {Here the hammer fell.] | 

My. J. R. INGERSOLL hailed the rainbow of | 


peace, from whatever quarter it came, whether from | 


H 
the duty of the President to make peace whenever | 
he could; but the particular circumstances of this | 
particular war rendered it especially incumbent on | 
all branches of the Government to unite with the | 
President in making peace, as they had united in | 
making war, His opinion had always been, that l 
the annexation of Texas was the first step to war. | 
But we now had a suggestion on the part of the | 
li 
} 
| 
i 
| 
$ 
{ 


that he believed he could make peace on honorable | 
terms, if Congress would furnish him the means; | 


In conclusion, he offered a substitute for the | 
bill, [which will be found at a subsequent stage of | 
our report. ] 

Mr. GRIDER had always believed this war un- 
necessary; and should hold the Administration 
responsible for all its evils. He had voted in this 
view for the appropriation for the war, and he 
should vote for this which: looked to peace, hold- 
ing the President responsible for its use in making 
peace, and for the character of that peace. He | 
knew there were well-founded apprehensions as to 
the manner in which this money would be ex 
pended, but he argued that the fact that the Presi- 
dent might abuse his power was no ground for 
withholding this appropriation. The country were į 
all desirous of peace, f 

Mr. WILMOT regretted that the President had | 
He disliked to act in the | 
If this had been | 

{ 
t 


dark on this or any subject. 


gone into secret session. He would vote for this | 
appropriation in case the amendment he intended 
to offer was adopted. He disagreed with some of 
his friends that this was an unnecessary war; he 
believed it a necessary and proper war. He be- J) 


was desirous of restoring peace. ; 
Mr. S. continued his remarks, urging consider- 


lieved it not to bea war of conquest; if so, 
opposed to it now and hereafter. If this’e 
was now to be forced: into’ such ‘a war, ; 
nounced it:againsi the spirit of the age, against the- 
holy precepts of our religion; he was opposed toit : 
in every form and. shape. “But. he trasted it was 


not to _be'a war of conquest... He trusted that the t: 


President was sincerely ready to ‘negotiate for an’: 
honorable péace. Roped erica rt eran gene 


But the President asked for two milions afd 


lars for concessions which Mexico was to make, 
We claim the Rio Grande as our boundary—that - 
was the main cause of the war. Are We now to... 
purchase what.we claim as a matter: of right? . 
Certainly she was not to be paid forthe debt she 
owes our citizens. : PA a a 
Mr. W. took it, therefore, that the, President 
looked to the acquisition of-territory:in that quar- 
ter. To this he had no objection, provided it were 
done on proper conditions. On the conttary, he 
was most earnesily desirous that a portion. öf ter- 
ritory on the Pacific, including the bay of San Fran- | 
çisco, should come into our possession by fair and, 
honorable means, by ‘purchase or negotiation——not 
by conquest. : an aes a 
But whatever territory might be acquired, he’ 
declared himself opposed, now and. forever, to the 
extension of this ‘peculiar institétion”? that be- « 
longs to the South. He referred to the annexation 
of ‘Texas, and to his affirmative vote on the prop- 
osition connected with it at this’ session; he. was 
for taking it as it was; slavery bad already been 
established there. - But if free territory comes in, 
God forbid that he should’ be the means of plant- 
ing this institution upon it. ere ee. 
He concluded by offering theamendment (which: 
will be found below) providing against. the estab- 
lishment of slavery, or involuntary servitude, in. | 
any territory which may be acquired. ne 


Mr. HUNT, of New York, was opposed to the _ 


bill, but was in favor of peace. He wished the 
Executive not to throw over his actions and de- 
signs a false coloring. He referred to the Presi- 


dent’s action in the conduct of the war, charging. ‘ A 


him with having intended war, and commence 
action towards it, before he heard of the. comi ) 
mencement of hostilities. This message confirmed. 
the. impression. that the object of the Executive - 

the ‘extension: of: y ; 


CESSATY 10% ghe 2 Ifthe President 
desired peace on honorable terms with reference to 
the difficulties that then existed;*Mr. H. would 
support him; but he was opposed to the. acquisi- 
tion of California, unless upon the terms proposed. 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania; the attempt 
to bring it.in as slave territory would tend to a 
dissolution of the Union. He concluded: by giving 
notice of an amendment.’ ma 
Mr. SIMS, of South. Carolina, then obtained the 
floor, and said, that when the Presidents com- 
munication, asking for an appropriation to enable 
him to open negotiations. with Mexico, and. to 
facilitate the conclusion of hostilities, was present- 
ed to the House, he was thrilled with delight: that 
he hailed. as a propitioas omen the rainbow of 


i] peace, which again was brightening on our horizon, 


and promised the restoration of peace between the 
two Republics; that these feelings were not the 
result of those considerations which. the gentle- 


| man from Kentucky [Mr. Griper] seemed to 


imagine had actuated the -President in asking 
the appropriation. That gentleman professed to. 


| think that the Government had grown tired of the 


war, and had discovéred that it was unpopular, 
and hence his disposition to sue for peace. 

Mr.S. said that the gentleman was’ mistaken 
both in his supposition of facts and motives. "The 
var was not unpopular, nor had the Government 
ny reason to be tired of its prosecution, No 
measure was ever more popular, and the impulses 
of the people, if unrestrained, would sweep Mex- 
ico like a tornado. The motives of the Executive. 
were other than those supposed by the gentleman. 
They were of a high and humane. character, far 
above what had been supposed. The Executive 


ations why the appropriation should be made;: 


of Representatives; that the President. should: no 
consult the House on questions of negotiation 
upon. terms ‘of proposed treaties. He. regre 


ag 


pron 


denying the policy of secret sessions of the Howse 


-S dribute to some of the Barbary Powers, when we 


“that the gentleman, from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wir- 
mor] had chosen to “mingle with the question ‘the 
“ exciting topic of slavery by the amendment which 
he had introduced; that he (Mr- S.) regarded the 
agitation of that subjéct as premature, and not 
‘properly connected with the appropriation asked 
ii for at this: time. > If this amendment should -be 
“adopted, he would be constrained to vote against 
the bill). He feared it was offered to defeat the 
‘appropriation. He regretted the. factious opposi- 
tion manifested: “Those who ‘had denounced the 
war as unjust, unnecessary, and unconstitutional, 
but hadnevertheless voted millions of money and 
; thousands of men for its prosecution, and intrusted 
these preparations of men and money. to the dis- 
eretion of the Executive to wage war, were now 
unwilling to vote two millions for the purpose of 
peace. It seemed to be a hard matter to please 
gentlemen. ; When war is proposed, they are for 
peace; and when peace is proposed, they are stren- 
nous for the prosecution of the war. 
: Mr: DAVIS, of Kentucky, said he had as sin- 
| | eere a desire for peace as the gentleman from South 
- Carolina, (Mr. Sims;]}. but. he desired not only an 
` honorable peace, butat the same time a peace just 
i- to Mexico... This war (said Mr. D.) was begun 
“wantonly ,:and:in violation of the Constitution; by 
dhe President; and upon what pretexts? That 
: + (Mexico owed our citizens money, which she would 
“not pay; and refused to receive our Minister to set- 
tle and ‘establish the proper boundary line between 
her territories and the State of Texas. Now, sir, 
Iam, and have been at all times, for peace, upon 
the basis of the satisfaction of these claims and the 
recognition of the proper. boundary-line by her. 
When we made war upon Mexico, the country 
between the desert west of the Nueces and the Rio 
Grande was exclusively in her possession, governed 
by her laws and officers, and as rightfully hers as 
atamoros itself. We have despoiled her of it in 
this aggressive war, and now hold porsession ofit 
‘by the sword. Iam for the purchase, upon full 
and fair: consideration, of the country east of the 
‘Rio: Grande which belongs to Mexico, or, if she 
refuses to sell it, for its restitution to her. At the 
“game time, I am for requiring her to pay to us every 
claim which is valid by the laws of nations, and | 
for holding possession up to the Rio Grande until 
she makes this satisfaction. When the President 
indicates a purpose to make peace upon this hon- 
orable and just basis, I will vote him all sums ne- 
‘cessary to enable him to negotiate it; and I think it 
is his high duty to take the initiative towards it, 
In the settlement of the terms of such a-peace, the 
President might, I think, wisely and justly stipu- 
late the assumption of the payment of the claims of 
our ‘citizens against her, in consideration of the 
cession by Mexico of the country east of the Rio 
‘Grande, which rightfully belongs to her. For this 
proper adjustment of our difficulties with Mexico, 
ihe President would not require. two millions of 
dollars, or any other sum. . 
Wenegotiated a peace with England to terminate 
the Jast war without the extraordinary measure of 
voting the President a large sum of money to pro- 
eure it; and no such. preliminary has ever been 
resorted to for the obtainment of peace from any 
nation or people with which we have been at war. 
“What prompts: the President now to propose it? 
What are his purposes; and how does he intend to 
use it?) He asks us to clothe him with this large 
and: certainly somewhat secret. trust, and yet he, 
:does not deign to inform us of his objects, and how 
it is to be expended. That high functionary has 
as much confidence in me as I have in him, and if 
: he desires my vote to invest him with such a large 
money power, he must inform me how he intends 
: to. use it, ; 7 
There is in this matter, Mr. Chairman, morethan 
miects the eye. ` The true line of policy is below the 
surface, but is palpable enough when the matter is 
explored... The President quotes two precedents. 
The first was, | believe, voting money to the Pres- 
ident to enable him to buy peace by the payment of 


and sorely harassed by 
“Does Mr. Polk intend 
If his object be to pay 


-yero feeble az a nation, 
_ both England and France. 

to follow this precedent? f 
-money to Mexico-to purchase peace, Iam against 
it. That would, be an ignoble poate, and the proud 
spirit of my countrymen woul revolt at a peace so 
meanly obtained, Jé would bean indelible stain 


upon the nation. 
Phe other pricedent quoted by Mr. Polk was the 


voting of a large sum of money by Congress to 
| Mr. Jefferson to enable him to purchase Louisiana. 


This precedent is not apposite, because we are not 
at war with France, and neither is Mr. Polk a Jef- 
ferson. Still it isthe key which unlocks the mys- 


teries of the Executive. Mr. Polk, too, wishes to ~ 


obtain the cession of country, and that. country is 
California. : I should not object to the acquisition 
California, or so much of it as would give us the 
bay of San Francisco, that we might have a good 
port in a temperate latitude on the coast of the 
Pacific; but I should oppose any other mode of ac- 
quisition than a purchase by fair negotiation, upon 
a proper consideration. Is this what the President 
intends? No, sir; no, sir. His friends openly avow 
that the design and end of this move is to obtain 
California, rightfully or wrongfully; and Mr. Polk’s 
message does not conceal it. He tells us, whilst 
this overture is made and pending, the existing 
hostilities agairtst Mexico are to be most rigor- 
ously prosecuted. In one hand he already bran- 
dishes over weak, distracted, and prostrate Mexico 
the bloody sword; in the other, he asks Congress 
to place two millions of dollars, that he may pre- 
sent to her and the men who lawlessly rule her, 
the tempting lure, with the alternative of desolating 
her with war’s havoc. 

.. The’palpable purpose of the Administration and 
its supporters is, to enlarge the ground which they 
assumed at the beginning of this war; it is to add 
to its objects of obtaining the satisfaction of the 
claims of American citizens and the establishment 


of the boundary line between Mexico and Texas, | 


the cession of California. That large territori- 
al aggrandizement is deemed by Mr. Polk to be 
necessary to cover up his outrage upon the Consti- 
tution in beginning the war of his own authority, 
and to form some indemnity for its enormous cost. 
This is to become the great end of this war, and 
Mr. Polk intends to prosecute it to that achieve- 
ment. His present object is, by secretive art, to 
get Congress pledged, itself, to that position and his 
line of policy. He finds the people of Mexico, her 


; Government, all her men of position and influence, 


burning with resentment, and implacable in their 
predjudices against us and our Government. ‘The 
men in authority in Mexico are profligate and 
venal. Their own strong aversion to the cession 
of California is powerfully sustained by the uni- 
versal feeling of her people. The only possible 


| mode of overcoming these obstacles is, for Mr. 


Polk to corrupt her Government, to buy with this 
two millioris ‘of dollars those who are charged with 
her destinies to betray their trusts, and-to dismem- 
ber her of one of her fairest provinces. 

Is this a national. object and national morals 
which befit one who was bred in the school that 
“ asks nothing but what is right??? Would it not 
be degrading to a great and just people to reach 
any object by such foul circumvention? The two 
millions, too, would be but the beginning, the 
price to be paid for the treaty, the mere signing of the 
contract by the bought officers of Mexico: the consid- 
eration to be paid for California could be provided 
for by the treaty. And, if it requires two mil- 
lions of dollars to purchase the meré consent to cede, 
what an enormous sum will be necessary to pay 
for California! 

But the President might be baulked in his at- 
tempt to purchase California. The repugnance of 
the Goverment of Mexico may be so great as to be 
proof against money. The opposition of the peo- 
ple at present may be so strong as to overawe pli- 
able men in authority. Those who would make 
so iniquitious a bargain, might prove double trai- 
tors, by refusing to sign such a treaty after taking 
the consideration to do so; they might be over- 
thrown and hurled from their. places by an exas- 
perated people before they could complete it. But, 
in the event of a failurc, from any and all of these 
causes, Mr. Polk has an alternative. He does not 


intend to be satisfied with anything short of Cali- | 


fornia, ifhe can help it. After getting Congress 
to endorse his position, that the main object of this 
war is California, if he is foiled in his policy of ob- 
taining it by a foul treaty, the war is to be prose- 
cuted, persevered in, until Mexico 1s whipped into 
its cession. The obstinacy, the enduring tenacity, 
the courageous constancy, which sometimes illus- 
trate the Spanish character, may not desert the 
Mexicans in this unequal conflict. The war may 
assume a partisan. and guerilla form, and be earried 
on by the great mass of the people. It may drag 
along with prodigious cost and suffering, and with 


but little more glory: “What. matters all this 
Mr. Polk! He tas set his heart upon California, 
| Congress has said‘to him that its acquisition is the 


further prosecution of. hostilities, if he must; añd; 
as negotiations have failed, any amount of Ameri- 
can blood and treasure is to-be spent in a foreisn 
land: to win it. cee . : 

Mr. Chairman, I commit myself to. no such line 
of policy, be itavowed or implied, open or covert. 
If Mr. Polk will persevere, as‘] have no doubt he 
will, for sometime, at least, in continuing this’ war 
to signalize his administration by the conquest of 
California, he will do it at least without the sane- 
tion of one member of this House... I will divide 
no such responsibility with him. : 

But if his purpose be what he has so much 
vaunted it to be, “to conquer from Mexico. a 
peace,”’ and if the objects of the war be what he 
avowed when he commenced it—the satisfaction of 
the claims of our citizens, and the establishment 
of the boundary line between Mexico and the State 
of Texas, and the money asked for be necessary 
to obtain those objects, why did he not.explicitly 
say so to Congress? To be used within this limit, 
I do not believe the vote of a single member of 
this House would be withheld from the appropri- 
ation now under consideration. But it is for an 
altogether different and much more culpable use; 
and to test the truth of this position, I intend'to 
submit an amendment, which I hold in my hand, 
the effect of which isto restrict the President, in 
thé application of this money, to the necessary 
expenses of negotiating a treaty with Mexico to 
terminate hostilities upon the basis of her satisfy- 
ing the claims of our citizens, and settling the 
boundary line between her and Texas. If this 
amendment should prevail, I will vote for the ap- 
propriation, otherwise I will not. I am wholly 
opposed to whipping Mexico into the cession of 
California, or for our Government to despoil her 
in the spirit of a Tartar horde, I am wholly op- 
posed to buying a peace from her at the cost of two 
millionsof dollars, or any other sum of money. I 
am willing and anxious that the President should 
take the initiative to form a treaty with her upon 
the moderate and just principles which I have in- 
dicated. If Mexico were to reject such a peace, I 
would then go for whipping her into it. But my 
word for it, she would never be guilty of that folly. 
And when we thus made an honorable and just 
peace, that would. sustain and. still further elevate 
our national character inthe. world, I would-go 
for an honest, old-fashioned. purchase of. Califor- 
nia. : on ; 

Mr. ADAMS said, without offering himself. an 
amendment to this bill, he would request the gen- 
tleman: who proposed it, [Mr. McK ay,] to make 
an amendment declaring that this appropriation of 
money. shall be made for the purpose of. negotia- 
ting a peace with Mexico. He should vote forthe 
bill most heartily; and in this he differed from hig 
colleague [Mr. Winruror]. with equal regret. to 
that with which ‘he differed from him on the bill 
by which war was declared. Fie should now vote 
for the billin any form, but he suggested to the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] to 
amend the bill so as to specify. expressly that. the 
money is granted to the President for the purpose 
for which he has asked it in his message—that is 
to say, for negotiating peace with Mexico. ; And, 
with that amendment, he would vote for it even , 
without the adoption of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Wimor,] the 
object of which he approved with his. whole heart; 
and he should like to see a resolution of the louse 
added, interdicting the President of the United 
States from acquiring any territory which shall be 
the abode of slavery. < ; 

But in making peace with Mexico he did not 
see how it was possible that there should be any 
acquisition on the part of the United States of ter- 
ritory burdened with slavery, slavery having been 
abolished. many years throughout the whole of 
Mexico and Texas, and Texas having now. been 
annexed to the United States, with the institution ` 
of slavery confirmed-and sanctioned:by the Ameri- 
can nation. itself. If Texas was, as Mexico 
claimed, a part of that Republic, ‘slavery is abols 
ished there; and that is one of the reasons why the 
war of Texas is a war for-the institution of, slave- 
ry—a war instituted by Texas herself. . Lf; then, 
in this-negotiation between. the Waited States and 


} Mexico, the disputed ground should be finally: de- 


great end of the war—by- treaty, if he can,by the: v, 
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cided to belong:to Mexico, as she claims, slavery 
is abolished, and ‘Texas, as well as every other 
part of Mexico, is rid of that institution. . 

There are no slaves in California—slavery is 
abolished there; and if we were to make peace, and 
in that peace to acquire California, there could be 
no law of slavery established there, unless it was 
madean article of the treaty itself. This was a 
reason sufficiently strong.to induce him to vote for 
this bill without adding to it what the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania proposed, of which he entirely 
approved. : 

Sir, (said Mr. ‘A.,) I shall vote for the bill even 
in the form in which it is proposed, because I wish 
to take it, (and I receive it as refreshing, as the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Houmss] 
welcomed and held that which was to me in no- 
wise refreshing on the subject of the tariff,) that it 
is the desire of the President to make peace. In 
that I most heartily concur, and I. would give 
two millions, and two millions added to that, and I 
do not know how much more, if it was necessary, 
for carrying into effect his purpose of making 
peace. 

Ido not find anything in the message of the 
President which should prevent me from voting 
for the bill as it stands; but that bill does not spe- 
cify the case. It has no reference at all to the 
peace with Mexico. 
the purpose of making peace with Mexico; the 
form of the bill is for negotiation with foreign Pow- 
ers. Why, it may be, sir, with England, Spain, 
Cuba—it may be for God knows what. I want, 
in voting for a large appropriation of the money 
of the people, to be expended by the Executive, a 
full excuse and apology for so doing; and the ob- 
ject of negotiation of peace with Mexico is a full | 
and sufficient object for that purpose. Lam wil- | 
ling to vote the treasure of the nation for that | 
object. - i 

Sir, it is suggested by a gentleman near me that 
it is not necessary we should make an appropria- 
tion of two millions of dollars for peace with Mex- 
ico, The gentleman who made that observation 
seems desirous of whipping Mexico more than we 
have whipped her. Sir, we have whipped her 
already more than the most cruel task-master ever 
whipped a slave, without cause and without neces- 
sity. I see. no reason. for whipping Mexico more 

-than we have:done. ‘And one of. the reasons:why |} 
I shall heartily vote for the passage of this bill is, 
that it shows a different spirit; that, instead of whip- | 
ping Mexico, the President shows a desire to make 
peace with that Republic. 

Sir, with respect to the cause of the war, or the 
consequences of the war, my opinions are known to 
the House, nor have I changed them since I spoke 
before. But I do not consider it necessary to enter 
into any consideration of that kind. Whether the 
war be right or wrong, we have a war; there is no 
doubt of that. The two nations are at war, if ever 
two nations were at war, and by the laws of war- 
fare we might invade the whole of Mexico—might 
annex the whole of Mexico, if we were able; and 
that war might be waged under the authority of | 
the President of the United States. The peace | 
must be made by the Executive; with the negotia- 
tion of the peace this House has nothing to do; 
but let me not’ be misunderstood; I suppose the 
will of this House may, and ought to, have a 


The message says it is for || 


| the stronger, and we can aflord to be generous. 


cal system, these details do not, at this stage. of 
affairs, reach us. ` This vote must, of necessi 
be, ina measure, a vote of confidence. Totis- 
close, in advance-and minutely, ‘the intentions of > 
the négotiating power, might: be to ‘defeat those `- 


ordinary mode of treaty, and the money might be | 
appropriated at the next session.. Was the Prési- | 
dent unwilling, or was Mexico unwilling, to trust | 
| Congress for an appropriation to carry out the 
treaty which might be made? He had not the 
confidence in the Executive which this bill reposed 
in him. It was‘ unnecessary, uncalled for, and a 
gratuity. He would not confer it. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, spoke in favor 
of the bill. 

Mr. OWEN said: There are two separate mat- 
ters to be considered at the present juncture: the 
one is, the consequence of passing this bill; the 
other, the consequence of refusing to. pass it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. So there is in the case of every 
bill to be passed upon. 

Mr. OWEN. Yes; but in the present case the 
consequences of refusal to pass the bill happen to 
be positive, not negative. And not positive only, | 
but most important. If, when the President asks į 
an appropriation for the purpose of coneluding | 
peace, we refuse it, what inference must be drawn, | 
not by our country only, but by the whole world, | 
except this, that we do not desire peace; that we || 
are resolved, as the gentleman from Kentucky ex- 
pressed it, to whip the Mexicans, not to treat with 
them. Thus the refusal to act, when the question 
is brought before us, is pregnant with inferences 
injurious to our national character. 

I was glad to hear a gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Grier] express his willingness to vote this | 
sum; declaring that he would hold the President | 
responsible for its application. That is just. But 
if the vote is withheld, who, then, is responsible? 
They who withheld it. If, now that the President 
asks at the hands of Congress the means of secu- | 
ring peace, Congress denies to him these means, | 
on Congress, not on the President, will the fature || 


| 
| 
l 
D 
intentions altogether. ET E 
Mr. DAVIS. Then how are we to know that 
so large an amount of money is needed atali 0 
Mr. OWEN. We:-do not. know it; nor, prob- 
ably, atthis moment, does the President. ; 
know, that it may be needed; and. that it may he 
impossible to effect a satisfactory treaty of peace 
without it. As for the amount, the gentleman: 
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the rate of present expenses, a month’s war—ay, 
less than that—would absorb. it all. And: yeta 
| member from Massachusetts, who preceded me, 
| was for putting this peace measure off until next 
| Session—~a notable piece of economy, surely! 
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Sir, I hope the House, by voting this supply, 
will register its desire to see this Mexican war 
terminated, whenever, on reasonable and honor- 
able terms, itean be. That war once ended, and 
there is not, that I can see, along the entire’ politi- 
i cal horizon, even a cloud as big asa man’s hand, 
threatening another. The object proposed: is peace, 
not local or temporary, but permanent.and over an 
entire continent. In view of. such ‘an object, how: 
paltry is the sum demanded! 
i hess merely—with gladness, should we: unite to 
grant it. 

Mr. EWING, of Tennessee, had desired to get | 
the floor to offer a resolution calling’ on the- Presi- 
dent for information in regard to our Mexican relä- 
tions, but had been unsuccessful. After we had 
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the | of the President, and said their author was the 


—with England, for example—we dared noi do it. į 
An offer, if she were our opponent, to open the 
purse and to sheathe the sword, would very surely 
be misconstrued. Not so with Mexico. We are | 


|| California, and thereby getting the indemnities due 
2 cal |! to our citizens. We must do that, or some other 
From Mexico I am willing to purchase a bound- |) such measure, or we never could get our pay. 
ary, instead of fighting for it. I voted willingly || Mr. EWING would be willing to purchase Cal- 
supplies for war, since stern necessity forced war || ifornia according to the laws of peaceful nations. 
upon us. I will vote, far more willingly, supplies In conclusion, he caused to be read the resolu- 
-for peace, since the President gives us reason to |. tion of inquiry which he had wished to offer. 
hope that it is honorably within our reach. Mr. WOOD. Irise for information. I would 
But gentlemen say, they have not confidence || ask the gentieman from Indiana, [Mr. Owex,] who 


great influence. 

Mr. A.’s time here expired, and 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, obtained 
the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS, however, (with Mr. R.’s con- 
sent,) repeated his wish to the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to change the 
phraseology of the bill. 

Mr. McKAY replied that he had a substitute 
for the bill. 

The substitute was read (and will be found be- 
low.) 


enough in the Executive to entrust to him this sum || thinks it best to-buy peace, what evidence there is 
for such a purpose. Not confidence enough! || that peace canbe bought? Iam for peace as mach 
They have placed in his hands already, without | as any one on the floor of this House, and what- 
reserve, twenty millions to carry on war, and they i ever course I may take in this matter will not be 
scruple to confide to him two millions to conclude || dictated by opposition to it, Itis unquestionably 

make peace whenever 


peace! ‘They trust in the greater, and will not if the duty of the President to 
he can, and he should do so, without first coming 


trust in the less! There are twenty blunders like- | 

ly to be made in carrying on hostile operations, | to this House to know whether he should, or not. 
particularly by a government, like ours, little ex- |; But I deny, sir, that the question before this House 
jis one of peace. No such proposition has been 


perienced m such matters, for every one which | 
t . . . > 
i| submitted. There is no evidence that the Mexi-- 
i cans desire peace. It has not been even intimated 


Mr. HARALSON wished to offer an amend- 
ment; but— 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, dectined 
further to yield, and proceeded. There was no 
individual (he said) more opposed than himself to 
this war; and if he believed this bill would bring 
about an honorable settlement, he would go for it 
most heartily. But he argued it was evident the 
design of the Executive was to acquire a part of 
the territory of Mexico. If it were proper to pro- |! 
‘cure. California at some time, this was not that | 
time. -It could be done, if in good. faith, by the || 
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| for the holy purpose of closing a war, the exist 


will probably occur in negotiating a peace-bring- | 
The danger of abuse is infinitely 
|| that they have made any proposition for that pur- 
pose. A false issue is attempted here, and J, for 


ing treaty. 
greater in the former case than in the latter. With 

| one, do not intend to be placed in a false position. 
t 


what propriety or consistency, then, can we hesi 
tate to place in the President’s hands two millions 
i nana, course as regards treaties, is, that they 
] f | Should be first ratified by the Senate, and when so 
; Mr. GARRETT DAVIS. What does the || ratified, to come, if necessary, to this House for 
President want two millions for? Let us know ji the means of carrying them out. W hy this de- , 


that. | parture fr l i i 
L parture from the usual course? Es it that the Presi- 
Mr. OWEN. The gentleman needs not be re i 


minded that the tréaty-making power is lodged in | 

: et 3 i 
the President and Senate. To the Senate the par 
ticular plan of negotiation may have: been dis- 
closed; but, 


ence of which all just-thinking men deplore? 


_ asks us in advance to ratify whathe may do, for fear. 
| we will refuse to do it when we know what it Is? 
Or, sir, is it, that if a treaty is negotiated, the Mex 
s unlil next December, bu 


| 


as a necessary consequent of our politi- || icans will not. trust w 


Va : 


But we. 


may call it large; but does he not know that, at: 


Not. with willing- >. 


dent has no confidence in this House, and-that- ke = 
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inappropriate: two millions to. sanction a treaty in 
advance, with a Poweralready in debt to us, with- 
eut any knowledge of its terms, and when but one 
of the belligerents has shown ‘any disposition for 
peace, Whatever may be the conditions of that 
treaty, be they ever so objectionable, if you now 
Sanction it, you will have no control over it. -If 
this is not going it blind, I know not what is, and 
recreant Should we be to those we represent, if we 
_ pass this bill without some alteration or restriction 


‘many of my colleagues; when I say I will not vote 
for this bill unless modified, and: unless it is sub- 
‘stantially amended’ as proposed by the gentleman 
[Mr. Witmer] from Pennsylvania. For what,in 
truth, is this two millions?” It’strikes me that no 
_»,8uch.sum‘is needed in advance to secure an hon- 
~ orable peace with: an: imbecile, distracted ‘nation; 
“your debtor toa large. amount, and but recently 
_ most signally defeated by your armies. 

f We have been told, sir, all along, that peace was 
to be conquered, not bought; and are we now told 
than it must be bought? Your two millions, then, 
is to either buy men or territory. I do not say 
that I am opposed, under any circumstances, to 
the extension of our territory; but before we ap- 


propriate money for that purpose, we had better 
know. what it is, where situated, and how circum- 


stanced. Does this House know that California, 


if that. is the country to be purchased, is already, 


as it is said, mortgaged to Great Britain or her sub- 


jects? And will they sanction any treaty in ad- 
vance, without knowing whether we are to assume 
the encumbrance or not? Our desire for peace 
should not blind us to all the bearings of this meas- 


ure; and besides, sir, had the Mexicans even inti- 
mated a desire to negotiate, what reliance can you 
place upon them? Has not a Minister, such 
an intimation, already once been sent, only to be 
rejected by them? 
[Mr. W. here give way to Mr. Wiumor for a 
few moments. ] 


I repeat, sir, I am most desirous of peace, and 


` when the Senate shall have duly ratified a treaty | 
submitted to them, I will cheerfully’ vote, any: 


sum to carry out its provisions for. an: honorable 
peace cools ; 
(Mr. W. was here interrupted by the limit of de- 
batega sh be : 

Phe time allotted to debate having expired, the 
eommittee proceeded to vote. 


Mr. McK AY withdrew the bill moved by him, | 


and submitted a modified proposition, as follows: 


Whereas a state of war. now exists between the United 
States and the Republic of Meaico, which it is desirable 
should be speedily terminated upon terms just and honor- 
able to both nations: And whereas assurances have hereto- 


fore been given to the Government of Mexico that it wag į 


the desire of the President to séttie all questions between 
the two countries on the most liberal and satisfactory terms, 
according to the rights of each and the mutual interests and 
security of the two. countries: And whereas the President 


may be able to conclude a treaty of peace with the Repub- | 
lic of Mexico'prior to the next session of Congress, if means | 


for that object are at bis disposal: And whereas, in the ad- 
justment of so many complicated questions as now exist 
betsveen the two countries, it may possibly happen that an 
expenditure of money will, be called for by the stipulations 
of any treaty which may be entered into: Therefore, 

Beit enacted bythe Senate ond House of Representatives 
of the. United. States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the sum of thirty thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the treasury not other- 

© wise appropriated, to enable ‘the: President to enter upon 
negotiations for the restoration of peace with Mexico, when- 
ever it shall be in his-power todo so. 5 
“See: 2. Ana be it further enacted, That the sum of two 
millions of dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
< to enable the President: to conclude: a treaty of peace with 
‘ the - Republic’ of Mexico, tobe used by him in the event that 
said treaty, when signed by the authorized agents of the two 
Governments, and. being ratified by Mexico, shall call for 
3) fhe expenditure. of the same, or any part thereof, full and 
“4 agcprate accounts for which expenditure shall be by him 
ia Wansmitted to Cobgress at as early a day as practicable. 
oo. My. JR. INGERSOLL renewed his substitute 
for the bll as follows: 


Strike out all after. the enacti 


in the proposition of the President of. the United States ‘for 
joint action by the Executive and Legislature towards the 


TT 


‘upon it. Sir, I believe I -speak the language of 


ng clause; and insert: | 
That this Congress: meets;with cheerfulness and eoneurs | 


i 


| 
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accomplishment of an object which.is alike.consistent with 
humanity, wisdom, and justice. £ $ 

g That the sum of two millions of dollars be; and the same 
is hereby, appropriated out of any moneys in the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of enabling’ the 
President to take measures for securing a speedy and hon- 
orable peace with the Republic of Mexico, for the satisfac- 
tory adjustment of all matters in, controversy, and for the 
definitive establishment of the territorial boundaries between 
the two nations. 


Mr. WILMOT moved an amendment, to add at 
the end of Mr. McKay’s modified bill the follow- 
ing: 

Provided, That; as an express and fundamental condition 
to the acquisition ofany territory from the Republic of Mexico 
by the United States, by virtue of any treaty which may be 
negotiated between them, and to the use by the Executive 
of the moneys herein appropriated, neither slavery nor in- 
voluntary servitude shall ever exist in any part of said terri- 


tory, except for crime, whereof the party shall first be duly 
convicted. 


The first section of the bill was still under 


| consideration, and, after some conversation, the 


amendment of Mr. Witmor was received as an 
amendment to this section. 

Mr. DOBBIN rose to a point of order. He 
contended that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wr1iLmor] was not in order, 
the subject of slavery having no connexion with 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 
The bill (he stated) appropriated a certain sum of | 
money to be put at the disposal of the President. 
It was certainly competent on the part of the 
House to adopta provision limiting the application 
of the money, and providing that it should be ap- 
plied only on certain conditions. 

Mr. DOBBIN appealed from the decision. 

The question on the appeal was taken by tellers, 
and the decision of the Chatman was sustained— 
ayes 92, noes 37. . 

Thus the amendment was decided in order.’ 

Mr. WICK moved to amend the amendment by 
inserting therein after the word “ territory,” the 
words “north of 36° 30’ north latitude.” 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 


| greed to—ayes 54, noes 89. 


The question recurring on the original amend- 
ment -of Mr. Wirmor,. tellers were’ asked: and 
ordered; and, the question being taken, it was 


| decided in the affirmative—ayes 83, noes 64. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PERRY, of Maryland, offered an amend- 
ment; which was rejected. 

Mr. CONSTABLE offered the following: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be paid to Mex- 
ico for any relinquishment of her pretensions to the coun- 
try east of the Rio del Norte: And provided aiso, That no 
part of said sem shall be paid except in fair and honorable 
negotiation with the constituted authorities of Mexico, and 
especially that it shall not be employed to seduce any Mex- 
ican from his lawful allegiance : And provided also, Thatno 
part thereof shall be used in payment to Mexico for relin- 
quishing any couitry which has been or may be conquered 
by the American arms, unless Mexico shall pay the expenses 
of the war: And provided also, That no treaty shall he 
agreed to by which Mexico does not atone for the insults, 
wrongs, and aggressions committed upon this Government, 
and payment (or the spoliation of the property of our citi- 
zens: Jind provided also, That the President shall cause a 
detailed and ‘particular statement and account of the cx- 
penditure thereof ta be laid before Congress at the next 
session after the same is made. 

Tellers were asked. and. refused; and, the ques- 
tion being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. G. DAVIS offered an amendment, providing 
that the suvi hereby appropriated, or so much as 
necessary, be applied to the necessary expenses of | 
negotiating a peace with Mexico. whenever she 
offers. to pay her indeninities, and to recognise the 
true boundary between “us. Rejected. i 

The second section being under consideration, 

Mr. McHENRY. moved to add a proviso, that 
this appropriation shall be paid out of the appro- 
priation for the prosecution of the Mexican war. 
Rejected—ayes 36, noes not counted. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, offered an amend- 
ment, to declare that the existing war with Mex- 
ico. ought to be terminated.as.soon as a fair and 
honorable adjustment can be made, &c. Rejected. 

Mr. BELL, of Kentucky, offered an amend- 
ment, providing that ..this. appropriation, .or so 
much thereof as necessary, shall only be applied 


to the negotiation of a peace between the United 
States and Mexico. ` Rejected. ae 

Mr. ASHMUN moved to add. after. the word 
‘*Mexico” the words “and by the United States.”” 
Rejected. Peas oe 

The amendments having been gone through 
with, A x 

The question recurred on the subs 
J. R. INGERSOLL. ; 

Mr. WILMOT moved to amend the substitute 
by adding thereto the amendment in the prar 
form which he had moved to the original bill (as 
above given.) ; 

The question being taken by tellers, the amend- 
ment was agreed to—ayes 77, noes 58. 

And the question recurring on the substitute as 
amended, was taken, and decided in the negative, 
without a division. 

So the substitute was rejected. 

No further amendments being in order, 
| The committee, on motion, rose and. reported 

the message, together with the bill, to the House. 

The bill was read a first and second time by. its, 
title. : : 

And the question being on its engrossment, 

Mr. RATHBUN obtained the floor, and moved 
the previous question. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered on 
this question; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 78, 
nays 94, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brockenbrough, Burt, John G- Chapman, Renben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Constable, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Cullom, Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dobbin, 
Dockery, Douglass, Dromgoole, Edwin H. Ewing, Ficklin, 
Giles, Graham, Haralson, Harmanson, Hilliard, Hoge Isaac 
E. Holmes, Hopkins, John W. Houston, Edmund W. Hubs 
ard, Hunter, Joseph Jolson, Andrew Jolson, Seaborn, 
Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Long, Lumpkin, MeCler- 
nand, McConnell, James McDowell, McHenry, MeKay, 
John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Morse, Payne, Pendleton, 
Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, Schenck, Alex- 
ander D, Sims, L i. Sims, Simpson, Stanton, Stephens, 
Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs, Towns, Trumbo, 
Woodward, and Young—78. : d 


: NAYS--Messrs: John Quincy Adams, Anderson, Arnold, 
i Ashrun, Benton, James: Black; Blanchard, Brinkerhoft, 
Buffington, ‘Win. Ww. Campbell, ohn H. Campbell, Carroll, 
Collin, Cummins, Dunlap, Edgell, Elisworth, Erdman, John | 
H. Ewing, Faran, Poster, Fries, Garvin, Gordon, Grider, 


titute of Mr. 


B. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R: ` 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, James FI. Johnson, Preston King, Leib, 
Lewis, Levin, Maclay, McOlean, McClelland, McCrate, 
Mellvaine, Marsh,” Miller, Morris, Moseley, Mowton, 
Niven, Norris, Owen, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, 
| Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, 
Scammon, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 'Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Wil- 
liams, y ilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, Wright, and 
Yost—94, : i 
So the House refused to lay the bill on the 


table. ; 


the United States, by J. K. Walker, Esq., his Pri- |. 
vate Secretary, informing the House of his appro- ° 
val and signature of sundry bills.]_ amare 

The question recurring on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, was decided in the affirm- 
ative, and the main question was ordered; which 
main question was on ordering the. bill to a third 
reading. : 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the reading of the 
bill entire; which wag read. : 

Mr.D. demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 
* Before the Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. WICK asked to be excused from voting, 
and offered reasoñs as follows: i 

He said he was decidedly friendly to the appro- 
priation.contained in the bill, and ‘desired to. vote 
for it. It was necessary (Mr. W. said).to bring 
back” peace—honorable peace—to the “country. 
For this purpose it was asked by the Executive. 
He could not vote against that object. . But the bill 
went farther, and advertised the country, Mexico, 
| and the. world, that, in making peace with Mexico, 
| we were, a8 a matter of course, to acquire a por- 


Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Henley, Etiag >; 
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tion of her. territory, nolens volens. In anticipation 
of this event, the bill provides in advance what 
laws may not exist in the territory thus to be ac- 
‘quired. Mr. W. said he hoped we might acquire 
territory upon making peace with Mexico. He 
had little doubt but that our prowess in arms 
would bring about a peace, aterm of which would 
probably be a cession of territory. But to enact 
a law declaring this object before negotiations 
were pending, or propositions for a cession of ter- 
ritory made, is not merely counting our chickens 
before they are hatched, but even before the eggs 
are laid. This, he submitted, was in bad taste. 
We may (said Mr. W.) very properly have con- 
fidence in our power to enforce peace and a cession 
of territory; but to enact such design into a law 
is arrogant and indecent. ita 

The question being taken, was decided in the 
negative. p 

So the House refused to excuse him. 

Mr. BARRINGER and Mr. GRIDER respect- 
ively asked to be excused from voting; and, after 
some remarks, withdrew the motion. 

The question was then taken on the engross- 
ment, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 85, nays 
79, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Anderson, Arnold, 
Benton, James Black, Brinkerhoff, Bufington, William W. 
Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Chipman, Collin, 
Cummins, Cunningham, Duntap, Edsall, Bilsworth, Erdman, 
Faran, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gordon, Grider, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Hampton, Henley, Elias B. Holmes, Hough, Samuel D. 
Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph 
R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Preston King, 
Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Levin, Maclay, McClean, McClel- 
land, McCrate, McIlvaine, Marsh, Miller, Morris, Moseley, 
Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Pollock, Rathbun, Ritter, 
Julius Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Scammon, Schenck, Sea- 
man, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Stark- 
weather, Stewart, St. John, Strohm, Strong, Sykes, Thom- 
asson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilmot, Win- 
throp, Wood, and Yost—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Brockenbrough, Burt, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Clarke, Cobb, Constable, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Drom- 
goole, John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Ficklin, Giles, 

raham, Haralson, Harmanson, Harper, Hilliard, Hoge, 
Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, John W. Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubad, Hunter, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Sea- 
born Jones, Kaufman, Leake, La Sere, Long, Lumpkin, 
McClernand, McConnell, James MeDowell, McHenry, J. P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morse, Payne, Pendleton, Perry, 
Phelps, Pillsbury, Ramsey, Reid, Rhett, John A. Rockwell, 
Runk, Alexander D. Sims, “Leonard He. Sims, Simpson, 
Stephens, Jacob Thompson, 'Tibbatts, Toombs, Towns, 
Trumbo, Vinton, Woodward, Wright, and Young—79, 


So the House ordered the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading. $ 

And the question being on the passage of the 
bil, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion was ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

Tellers were then called for and refused. 

And the question, ‘Shall this bill pass?” being 
taken, by division of the House, was decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 87, noes 64. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved a reconsideration 
of the vote on the passage of the bill; and on this 
he demanded the previous. question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. TIBBATTS demanded the yeas and nays; 


which were ordered, and, being taken, resulted— | 


yeas 70, nays 83—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brockenbrough, Burt, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, 
Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Constable, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Danicl, Garrett Davis, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, Ed- 
win H. Ewing, Ficklin, Foster, Giles, Graham, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hopkins, Ed- 
mund W. Hobard, Hunter, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Jobn- 
son, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Thomas Butler King, La 
Sere, Long, Lumpkin, McClernand, McConnell, James Me- 


Dowell, McHenry, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Mar- | 


tin, Payne, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, 


Runk, ‘Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Stephens, i 
Jacob Thompson, Tibbatts, Toombs, Towns, Woodward, | 


and Young—70, 

NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashmun, Benton Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, Buffington, Wil- 
liam W: Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cocke, Col- 
Nu, Cummins, Cunningham, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Faran, Fries, Garvin, Gordon 
Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Henley, Elias B. Holmes, 
Hough, John W: Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jenkins, James H. 
Johnson, Lawrence, Leib, Lewis, Maclay, McClean, Me- 


Grider, Grinnell, | 
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Cleland, McCrate, Mellvaine, Marsh, Miller, Mortis, 


Moseley, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Pollock, Ramsey, 

Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Seam- 

mon, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 

Smith, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, Strohin, Strong, 

Sykes, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, Wentworth, 

White, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wvod, Wright, and 
ost—83. 


So the House refased to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed. 


SENDING THE BILL TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, rose and inquired 
whether, under the 16th joint rule of the two 
Houses, this bill could be sent to the Senate with- 
out a suspension of the rule? 

He read the rule in the words following: 

‘No bill that shall have passed one House shall be sent 


for concurrence to the other on either of the three last days 
of the session.” 


The SPEAKER would state to the gentleman 
from South Carolina and the House, that this was 
not a new question to him. His attention had been 
called to it within a few days, in anticipation of the 
probability of its coming up. Until recently, he 


had supposed that not only a suspension of the rule | 


was necessary, but that such suspension would re- 
quire a Yote of two-thirds to send a bill to the Sen- 
ate within the last three days of the session. 
was, however, led to the belief, from the exami- 
nation of precedents furnished him by the Clerk, 
that this joint rule could be suspended by a major- 
ity; the Fouse could not suspend its own rules by 
a majority, but the joint action of the two Houses 
could suspend and set aside a joint rule by a ma- 
jority of each House. 

Mr. SIMS. Isit not necessary that this House 
shall suspend and the Senate suspend before the 
bill can be sent? 

The SPEAKER. It is of course. 

Mr. SIMS then moved a suspension of the rule 
to permit the bill to be sent to the Senate. 

Mr. TIBBATTS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 


The question was taken by tellers, and the vote | 


was—ayes 78, noes 64. 
So the House, on its part, agreed to suspend the 
rule. 
MINERAL LANDS. 
Mr. ASHMUN moved a suspension of the rules, 
to enable him to. report, from the Committee on 


He 


$ 
ji 
} 


| 
i 


Public Lands, a bill to establish a land office in the | 


northern part of Michigan, and to provide for the: 
sale of the mineral Jands in Michigan and Wis- 
consin. 

Considerable conversation followed as to what 
had taken place in the committee, 

Mr. McCLERNAND, the chairman, and others, 
controverting the fact of the committee having or- 
dered the report of this bill. 

The question being taken, the House refused 
to suspend the rules, 


THE MADISON PAPERS. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with a view to move to tale 
up the bill for the purchase of the manuscript 


| papers of James Madison. 


The motion was not pressed for the moment, 


and 

Mr. McKAY remarked that the House was 
aware that two important appropriation bills were 
now pending between the two Houses. They 
had endeavored during the day to come to some 
agreement; they had agreed only in part upon the 
naval appropriation bill. In regard to the civil 
and diplomatic bill, he had attempted three times 
to have a conference with the Committee on Con- 
ference of the Senate, but had been unable to do 
so, the Senate having been engaged in Executive 
session, ‘They were to meet to-morrow morning. 
So it was obvious that no agreement could be ar- 
rived at before to-morrow, and the report of the 


but that the bill should be signed by the Speaker. 
He therefore begged leave to appeal to gentlemen 
that a quorum of the House remain here until 
Monday morning, so that the public business could 
be finished. If you go off, said he, these impor- 
tant bilis will be defeated, and the wheels of the 
Government will be stopped. . 

Mr. McK., in conclusion, submitted a motion, 
that, when the House adjourn, they adjourn to 


t eight o’clock Monday morning. 


| 


| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
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i 
i 


H 
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The motion was agreed to. ei 40° : 

The question: recurring -on the motion of Mr, 
DROMGOOLE, ‘was taken, and: décided:in the: 
negative. ie it ee eo 

Mr. HARALSON asked leave to make a report: 
from the Committee on Military Affairss, 

Mr. SCHENCK. Can the report be made 
out a suspension of the rules? ce 

The SPEAKER replied in the negatives. coti.. 

Mr. SCHENGK. I object, then; the House: 
would not allow a report to be made from the Come 
mittee on Public Lands, and I object to this. . - 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. KING, of New. York, moved. that the 
House proceed to the consideration of private bitis 
from the Senate. , : 

The question being taken—no quorum voted, `` 

And, on motion, the House adjourned at ten’ 
minutes to eleven o’clock. 


with: 


IN SENATE. 
Monay, August 10, 1846. 


The bill providing for the payment of claims for 
French spoliations prior to the year 1800 was re- 
turned to the Senate with the reasons assigned by 


the President for withholding his approval there- 
from. The following is the Messager °° ° 007 


, WAsRiNGToN;, August 8, 1846. 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I return to the Senate, in which it originated, ; 
the bill entitled “ An act.to provide for the ascer- 
tainment and satisfaction of claims of American 
citizens for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the 31st of July, 1801,” which was pre-. 
sented to me on the 6th instant, with my objec: 
tions to its becoming a Jaw. cree a 

In attempting to give the bill the careful exami- 
nation it requires, difficulties presented themselves 
in the outset, from the remoteness of the period to 
which the claims belong, the complicated nature 
of the transactions in-which they originated, and 
the protracted negotiations to which they led be~ 
tween France and the United: States.. The short 
time ietervening between the passage of the bill by « 
Congress, and the approaching close of their ses- 
sion, as well as the pressure of other official duties, ` 
have not. permitted me to arian mination 


of ihe subject. into its min 
‘consideration, tha ye 
find objec 

ions 


For the satisfaction of the claims provided for, 
it is proposed to appropriate five millions. of dols 
lars. I can perceive no legal or “equitable ground © 
upon which this appropriation can rest. A por- 
tion of the claims have been more than half a 
century before the Government, in its. executive 
or legislative departments, and all. of them had 
their origin in events which occurred prior to 1800. 
Since 1802, they have been from time to time 
before Congress. No greater necessity or propri- 
ety exists for providing for these claims at this 
time than has existed for near half a century; 
during all which period this questionable measure 
has never, until the present time, received the 
favorable consideration of Congress. It is scarce- 
ly probable, if the claim had been regarded as 
obligatory upon the Government, or constituting 
an equitable demand upon the treasury, that those 
who were contemporaneous with the events which 


| gave rise to ‘it, should not long since have done 
| justice to the claimants. 


¢ ck The treasury has often 
been in a condition to enable the Government to 


ido so without inconvenience, if the claims had 
been considered just. 


| 
| 


i Mr. Jefferson, who was 
fully cognizant of the early dissensions between 
the Government of the United States and France, 


‘out of which the claims arose, in his Annual 


Message in 1808 adverted to the large surplus then 


| in the treasury, and its “ probable accumulation,” 
conferees would be enrolled, and (the two Houses |} 
concurring therein) there would be nothing to do 


and inguired whether it should lie ‘unproductive 
in the public vaults;”’ and yet these claims, though 
then before Congress, were not recognised or paid. 
Since that, the public debt of the Revolution and 
of the war of 1612 has been extinguished, and at 


| several periods since the treasury has been in pos- 


session of large surplusses over the demands upon 
it. In 1836, the surplus amounted ‘to many mil- 
lions of dollars, and, for want of proper objects 
to which to apply it, it was directed by Congress 
to be deposited with the States. eee 

During this extended course of :time—embracing 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


eriodseminentl y favorable for satisfying all justde- 
mands upon the Government, the claims embraced 
Uim this: bill met with no favor in Congress, beyond 
_ the: reports ‘of committees, in: one or’ the other 
“branch... These circumstances alone are calculated 
to raise strong doubts in respect to these claims; 
> And especially as all information necessary ‘to a 
correct judgment concerning them has been long 
“before the public. ‘These doubts are strengthened 
in my mind by the examination I have been en- 
abled to give to the transaction in which they 
originated. ; 
"The bill assumes that the United States have be- 
come liable in those ancient transactions, to make 
reparation to the claimants for. injuries committed 
by France. . Nothing was obtained for claimants 
by negotiation; and the bill assumes that the Gov- 
ernment has become many ways responsible for 

_ these claims. : The limited time allowed me, before 
your adjournment, makes it impossible to reiterate 
the facts and arguments by which, in preceding 
Congresses, these claims have: been successfully 

~ resisted. © The present isà period particularly un- 
favorable for the satisfaction of claims of so large 
anamount, and, to say the least of them, of so 
-. doubtful'a character. There isno surplus in the 
treasury. A. public debt of several millions has 
‘been created within the last. few years. We are 
| engaged in a foreign war, uncertain as to ils dura- 
“tion, and involving heavy expenditures; to prose- 
eute which war, Congress has, at its present ses- 
sion, authorized afurther loan. ‘So that, in effect, 
the Government, should this bill become a law, 
“would have to ‘borrow money and increase the 
public debt to pay these claims. It is true that, by 
the provisions of the bill, payment is directed to 
be made in land scrip instead of money, but the 
effect upon the treasury will be the same. The 
public lands constitute one of the sources of public 

> revenue, and if these claims be paid in land scrip, 
it-will, from the date of the issue, to a great extent, 

. | cut off from the treasury the annual income from 
. the sale‘of public lands; because payments for the 
` Jands sold by the Government may be expected to 
' be made in scrip until itis all redeemed. If those 
claims be just, they ought to be paid in money, 
and nothing less valuable: The biil provides that 
they shall be paid in land scrip, whereby they are 
in effect to be a mortgage upon the public lands in 
the new States—a mortgage, too, held in great part, 
if not wholly, by non-residents of the States in 
“which the lands lie, who .may secure these lands 
` to the amount of several millions of acres, and then 
demand for them exorbitant prices from the- citi- 
zens of other States, who may desire to purchase 
them for settlement, or they may keep them out 
of the market, and thus retard the prosperity and 
growth-of the States in which they are situated. 
‘Why this unusual mode of satisfying claimants 
upon the treasury has been resorted to, does not 
appear. It is not consistent with a sound public 
policy... If it be done in this case, it may be done 
in all others. It will form a precedent for the sat- 
isfaction of all other stale and questionable claims, 
and would undoubtedly be resorted to by all claim- 
ants, who, after successive trials, shall failto have 
their claims recognised and paid in money by Con- 

ress, 

The bill proposes to pay five millions of dollars, 
to be paid ‘in land scrip, and provides ‘that no 
claim or memorial shall be received by the com- 
missionérs’’ authorized by the act, ‘‘ unless accom- 
panied by a release or discharge of the. United 
States from all other and further compensation than 
the: claimant may be. entitled to receive under the 
provision of the act: : These claims are estimated 

¿ to amount to'a much larger sum than five millions 
of dollars; and yet the claimant is required to re- 
“Jease to the Government all other compensation, 
and to: accept his share of a fund known to be in- 
adequate. ; wid 
OT these claims be well founded, itwould be unjust 
“to the claimants to repudiate any portion of them, 
and the remaining sum could hereafter be resisted. 
‘The bill proposes to pay these claims not in the 
currency known to the Constitution, and not to 
their full amount. 

Passed, as ‘this’ bill has been, near the close of 
the session, and when many measures of import- 
ahce necessarily demand. the attention of Congress, 
and possibly without that fall and deliberate con- 
sideration which the large sum it appropriates and 
the existing state of the treasury and of the coun- 
try demand, I deem it to be my duty to withhold 


|l my. approval, that it may hereafter’ undergo the 


revision of Congress, T have come to this con- 
clusion with regret. In interposing my objections 
to its becoming a law, I am truly sensible that it 
should be an extreme case which would make it 
the duty of the Executive to withhold his approval 
of any bill passed by Congress upon the ground of 
its expediency alone. Such a case I consider this 
to be. : JAMES K. POLK. 

The message having been read— 

Mr. J-M. CLAYTON rose.and said, it was the 
first instance, he believed, in the history of this 
Republic, in which the Presideut of the United 
States had interposed his veto to the passage of a 
bill which involved no constitutional principle, no 
question of constitutional right, but which was 
founded entirely upon the ground of expediency. 
It was the first instance in which an Executive 
veto had been applied tò what might properly be 
considered a private bill upon any ground what- 
ever. It was the first instance in which an execu- 
tive Chief Magistrate, after acknowledging his im- 
perfect acquaintance with the subject, after freely 
confessing. that he had not extended his examina- 
tion very minutely into the subject, had ventured 
the opinion that a measure of this description, 
which had passed the two Houses of Congress, 
was a measure of doubtful character, and ought not 
to become a law, thus rendering any further appli- 
cation on the part of those having claims within the 
provisions of the act during his Administration 
utterly hopeless. This opened a new chapter— 
was the beginning of a new volume in the history 
of Executive proceedings, which, he would under: 
take to maintain, transcended anything that was 
ever heard of before, or that was ever contemplated 
by the Constitution.: Mr. Madison, in giving his 
impressions in regard to this power of withholding 
the Executive assent from bills which had passed 
Congress, declared that its primary object was to 
enable the Executive to defend itself ; and he after- 
wards added, that unless it were for this, and to 
prevent the passage of unconstitutional measures 
on the part of Congress, it would never have been 
tolerated. During the administration of Mr. Jef- 
ferson there was not a single instance in which the 
veto power was exercised; nor was it exercised 
during the administration of the elder or of the 
younger Adams. Mr. Jefferson’s opinion he sup- 
posed might be referred to upon this subject as that 
of the ancient Democracy, one of whose cardinal 


principles was hostility to Executive'encroachment: 
and curtailment of Executive powers modern Dem- 


ocracy, however, proceeded somewhat differently, 
seeking by all possible and practicable means to 
increase the Executive power. 

It must be abundantly evident that the framers 
of the Constitution never contemplated extending 
the exercise of the veto power to such cases as the 
one now before them. Te it could properly be ex- 
tended to such cases, then it might be extended to 


| every case of a mere private claim. And ifit were 


the duty of the President of the United States to 
revise the action of Congress in reference to all 
private cluims, it must occur to every man that a 
duty would devolve upon bim which it would be 
impossible for him to pefform. No man could ac- 
complish such a duty. If the President were the 
most laborious, the mostindustrious man that ever 
entered public life, it would be impossible that he 
could thoroughly examine and understand the 
merits of one-half the acts that pass through Con- 
gress. The framers of the Constitation could 
never have intended to impose upon him sucha 
duty as this. Besides, none of the facilities which 
Congress possessed for understanding the cases 
were given to him. He had no power of sending 
for witnesses, or of examining testimony. This 


| was the first instance, as he said before, in which 


this power had been wrested from its legitimate 
uses and applied to a case.utterly foreign to its ap- 
plication; and he hoped it would be the last. 

“The President of the United States, in his veto 
message, rested his. objections, first,. upon the 
ground that the subject had been presented to the 
two Houses of Congress at different times for a 
period of more than forty years; and ‘that: there 


| were two. occasions within that time when there 


was a surplus. inthe. treasury; and inferred from 
this that the claims were not just, or else the Gov- 
ernment would have recognised them at those pe- 


| piods, when there was a surplus. What sort of a 


plea in bar was this to be set-up by the Govern- 
ment against a claimant, that because they had not 


paid it when they had the money, thereforeit- must: 
be presumed: to be unjust? How. would: such’ 
plea. sound as between individuals in a suit atlaw? 
Suppose a man were to plead, not that he had paid. : 
the debt, but that twice sinceit had acerued-he had +. 
been able to pay, therefore it must have been an 
unjust debt, otherwise he would have paid it: 
what would be thought of such a plea as this’? 
And was the plea. any better when set up on the)’ 
part of the Government? It was-infinitely worse, 2. 
because it was a wrong practised upon. its own == 
citizens, whom it was bound to protect... The ob- == 
jection made “by the President against the justice 
of the claims, then, and set forth as the prominent - 
reason why he deemed them to be questionable, 
or, to use his own language, of a doubtful charac i. 
ter, was one whith could not be sustained. 

In one part of the message’ the objection was 


| that the claims were not just, and therefore ought 


not to be paid; and in another part that the Gov- 
ernment was called upon to pay too much; while 
in another part still the objection was that the 
were not called upon to pay enough to those cred- 
itors. Why not let them decide that matter for 
themselves? If they were willing to give a dis- 
charge of their whole claim, why should the Presi- 
dent object? Another objection was, that: the 
passage of a bill of this description would prevent 
the settlement of the new States. Why, it-would 
have, so far as he was capable of understanding it, 
precisely the opposite effect. He could not pos- 
sibly conceive how there could be any plausibility 
in such an objection as this. He was aware of 
the anxiety of the Senate to despatch, the remain» 
ing business; he knew that their hours were. lim- 
ited; he would forbear therefore any further com- 
mentary upon this message; earnestly hoping, 
however, that not only the attention of Senators 
but thè attention of the whole American people 
would be drawn to this subject, involving consider- 
ations, as it did, transcending, far transcending the 
amount involved in the bill. 

There was one other objection which he must 
be allowed to advert to in conclusion, and it was, 
that the contemporaneous exposition of these 
claims was unfavorable to them. In this the Presi- 
dent was entirely mistaken, as had been demons’. 
strated on a former occasion. oe 

Mr. ALLEN said there'was not now sufficient 
time for debating this question, if it were debatable. 
The only thing he proposed to do was to read a 
brief passage from Jefferson’s Manual... 

[Mr A read from the: Manual, wherein ‘it ig 
stated that, when.a: member has a prominent in 
terest: in a question before the House, he. shall `: 
abstain from voting, and shall. not address the. 
House upon the subject] ; 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON desired to know. to 
whom the Senator intended to apply his quotation? 
Did he suppose that any member of that: body was 
interested in these claims ?: : : 

Mr. ALLEN said it was only for him to. read 
the rule, and for others to apply it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The Senator then intends to 
insinuate that there is somebody interested ? 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean only to read the public 
law relative to legislative bodies. This I-have'a.. 
right to do; and, if there be any one present who 
is interested, he can apply“ to himself. : 

Mr. WEBSTER rose to address the Senate, but 
gave way temporarily for a motion by Mr. FAIR- 
FIELD in relation to the naval appropriation bill, 
which it was necessary should be sent back to the 
House. ee 

The amendments of the House hs the bill 
then taken up for.consideration; when, 

On odor of Mr. REVERDY JOHNSON, 

The Senate receded from its eighth amendment, 
and insisted on its ninth amendment. rae 

Mr. WEBSTER rose, and said that he very. 


were 


l much wished for an opportunity to discuss. at 


length, and in a thanner which the gravity of the 
subject demanded, this second veto of the session. 
He had wished also to take some appropriate op- 


portunity to discuss the principles of the first veto: 


l but he was conscious, that the moments were fiy- 


and that there were still important matters to 


hee He had wished, also; before 


be disposed of. 


| leaving his seat there, if an opportunity had been 


afforded him, to review at some length, not so: much 
for the Senate as for the country, the events of this 
extraordinary session of Congress; ‘for that it was 
extraordinary; its results would show. At present, 
however, he would forbear. An occasion would soon 
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offer, not in an official character, but while ming- 

ling among his fellow-citizens throughout the coun- į 

try... He would there express his sentiments at | 

large. At present, he could do no more than pro- 
test against this veto, against the principle, as being 

a new and alarming extension of Executive au- 

thority, not justified, not countenanced, finding no 
recedent, no apology, in any previous exercise of 
xecutive power under this Constitution. In the 

next place, he protested against it as inconclusive, 
> as weak even in its reasoning, by which the results 
‘are attempted to be arrived at. 

"In the next place,‘he protested against it as an 
‘act of great and crying injustice to a great number į 
of persons who had appealed to the justice of the 
Government of the country, and who were now | 
_reprobated for applying at all, and told that, be- | 
cause they had not received justice for such a con- | 
siderable number of years, they were now preclu- 
ded. Had this intimation proceeded from any 
other quarter, he should characterize it in terms || 
which it would not be proper to use upon this oc- | 
casion. i 

He would forbear from saying more; but it did || 
appear to him that the principle in this case was | 
dangerous. No question of constitutional law had 
arisen; no question of the rights or the relative 

ower of the different branches of the Government 
had arisen. These claims were in their nature 
private claims; they had been investigated by the | 

. two Houses of. Congress, through their commit- | 
tees, and allowed; and yet the chief executive 
officer-of the Government, without examination, 
and without an. opportunity for examination, 
interposed his veto. It was a case which called į 
for discussion, and which should have discussion. |! 
At present, he must only content himself with re- || 
cording his vote in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate at consid- | 
erable length in vindication of the veto, and in| 
opposition to the claims. [The speech will appear 
in the A pene 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would not detain 
the Senate by going into an argument on the va- 
lidity of these claims against the Government. He 
would not now attempt to show that there was, or 
that. there was not, a war which affected these 

» claims... The ground on which he placed the ques- 

tion’ was, that, whether there was. a war or not— 

whether the Government of the United. States.felt;| 
itself bound to go into a conflict or not—leaving 
these questions all out of view—his proposition 
was, that when two nations had agreed on the 
ubject of their justice and validity, and had de- 
cided the question of liability, war did not affect 
that decision. When the United States Govern- |i 
ment sent ministers to France, they were instruct- || 
ed to.require that these claims should be satisfied, | 
and they did so. It was after this demand that the | 
differences between the two Governments arose. | 

The French Government admitted the justice of <] 

the claims, but avowed its inability to meet them. | 

The United States ministers then determined to | 

leave the question open. They did so. A treaty | 

was subsequently ratified; and the second article || 

having been stricken out by Napoleon, the claims i 

i 
Hi 
| 


were thus left open. The Government of the United | 
States is therefore bound to satisfy thedebt. Itis not | 
the question, whether the United States felt them- i 
selves bound to go to war or not, It is, whether | 
this debt is due, and if the United States Govern- 
ment, having thus surrendered the claims, is not 
bound in justice, and according to the laws of na- 
tions, to satisfy them. The claims had been given 
up by our Government—whether for a valuable | 
consideration or not, did not affect the question— |! 


ment.to-state what was the true question. 
not- that the Government of the United States did |} 
not prosecute the war with sufficient energy. Tt i 
was not whether it was its duty to have gone into | 
a quasi or an actual war. It was this: whether 
the Government had not, for some object connected 
with its public policy, taken the property of these |: 
claimants. for its. own benefit—appropriated this il 


| posed to prevent him from acting. 


i| those of any other State. 


debt to its own use. We made.a treaty with 
France, by which she allowed twenty-five millions 


of francs ($5,000,000) for spoliations on our com- | 


merce. Congress authorized a tribunal to meet 
here, and investigate these claims, and make dis- 
tribution of the indemnity. What did that tribunal 
do? It decided that the United States had relin- 
quished these claims against France—had released 
the French Government from all obligation; so 
that, while all the other classes of claimants came 
in for the benefits of their award, these claimants 
were left out. 

Mr. DIX made a few remarks in opposition to 
the claims. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he should merely, 
in behalf of such of his constituents as were claim- 
ants, enter for them his protest against the prin- 
ciples on which this veto was defended; and he 
trusted that the bill. would be passed, the Pres- 
ident’s objections to the contrary notwithstanding. 
The reasons given in justification of the act were 
not less extraordinary than the act itself. If the 


i| President could take it on himself to veto a private 


bill of this character, he feared that there was great 
danger lest. our whole legislation may become Ex- 
ecutive legislation. 

Mr.J.M.CLAYTON. These claims had been 
sustained by Chief Justice Marshall, by Napoleon, 
by all our ministers who had been engaged in 
them, and by James Madison. One word more. 
The task of reporting this bill had been imposed 
upon him. It properly belonged to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, whose other avocations inter- 
I (said Mr. 
C.) have ‘performed the task to the best of my 
ability. I will only add, that the citizens of the 
State I represent are less interested in this bill than 
There is no connexion 
of mine—no being in whose veins flows a drop of 
my blood who holds any interest in these claims. 
I have been forced to the conclusion which 1 have 
reached, by asconviction that the claims of these 
citizens against the Government areas clear and 


| indisputable as any which have ever been before 


Congress. 
And the question being put, ‘Shall this bill 

pass, notwithstanding the objections of the Pres- 

ident?” it was decided by yeas and nays as fol- 

lows: Yeas 27, nays 15i. 0 Ces 

. There hót being two-thi 

the bill did not pass. ` 
The Committees o 


f Conference on the disagree- 


. ae gee 
| ing votes of the two Houses upon the civil and | 


diplomatic appropriation bill, the naval appropia- 
tion bill, &c., respectively made reports, which 
were agreed to, and the bills were passed. 

The bill making an appropriation for the settle- 
ment of the claims of the State of Alabama against 
the United States, was passed. 

The bill to establish certain post routes was 
taken up, amended, and passed. 


NEGOTIATION WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. LEWIS moved that the Senate take up for 
consideration the bill from the Flouse entitled “An 


act making further provision for the expenses at- | 
tending the intercourse between the United States | 


and foreign nations,” and “demanded the yeas and 
nays upon his motion. 

Mr. BREESE. Will the Senator withdraw his 
motion long enough to allow me to make a report? 

Mr. LEWIS. I cannot consent to withdraw the 
motion for any purpose whatever. 

‘The question being put, the motion prevailed, 
upon a division: Ayes 19, noes 10. 


The bill, having been read a first and second | 
| time, being then before the Senate asin committee | 


of the whole— 
Mr. EVANS moved to amend the preamble. 
Amendments to the enacting clauses of the bill 
were decided to be first in order. : 
Mr. LEWIS then moved to strike out the pro- 


viso which had been added to the bill in the House | 


of Representatives, and which is as follows: 

& Provided, That, asan express and fundamental condition 
of the acquisition ofany territory from the Republic of Mexi 
co by the United States, by virtue of any treaty which m 
be negotiated between them, end to the use by the I 
five of any moneys herein appropriated, neither slavery 
invohinte servitude shali ever exist in any partof said 
territory, ept for erime, whereof the party shall first b 
duly convicted”? : : 

Mr. DAVIS said he should like to hear some 
reason assigned for striking out this proviso, 


giving reasons or making explanations. 


Mr. LEWIS said there was no time now for : 


Mt. DAVIS observed that this seemed like 
legislating under a high degree of steam-pressure.” 


|| bill. It proposed first, as he understood it, to. ap- 
| propriate thirty thousand dollars for the purpose of 
negotiating with Mexico, and: afterwards it pro-.. 
posed to add. two millions of dollars for something ` 
like the same: purpose. He inquired why it was- 
necessary that. there should be the enormous ap-. 


į 


| pose of. negotiating a treaty with Mexico? “He 
asked, and he thought he had ‘some right.to de=- 
mand, some explanation of a provision of ‘this 
description, when it was clearly understood here 
and everywhere throughout this country. that the 
United States was not the debtor of Mexico; ‘that 
ishe had no pecuniary claims upon this country 
whatever. On the contrary, it was alleged as one 
of the reasons why this country should make war 
against that Republic, that she was largely indebted 
to the United States. A refusal on her part to 
make prompt payment of those debts was alleged 
as one of the causes for the hostility which. now 
| exists. It was alleged that Mexico had refused to do 

| us that justice which was due to us from her, and. - 
that therefore the war was undertaken in order. to ~ 
| compel her to do justice. “What, then, were the 

i two millions of dollars wanted for? Certainly not: . 
| for the purpose of cancelling any obligation exist- 

ing between us and her. What, then, is its pur- 
pose? It has been intimated that it was to be ap- 
| propriated for the purpose of acquiring additional 
| territory; and, if he could understand another sec-' 
| tion of the bill rightly, (he meant that one which 
was now proposed to be stricken out,) that was 
the object. If the clause which it was proposed 
should be stricken out had any signification at all, 
| it clearly showed that the object of the appropria- 
tion was the acquisition of territory.; “He ‘was 
| anxious to see the difficulty now existing between 
| this country and the Republic of Mexico adjusted, 
| and if any gentleman, either here or elsewhere, 
would show that this sum of two millions of dol- 
lars was necessary to accomplish that object, he © 
would very cheerfully vote for it. But, perceiving 
no such necessity to exist, he was necessarily 
obliged to. suppose that: other objects and other: 


wi 


tró 


purpose’ of settling the. 
| two countries in re 


Tegara 


un usion that it was an appro- 
priation for the purpose of acquiring territory. And 
of what possible utility, he asked, was it to the 
United States to acquire further accessions of -ter- 
ritory? Fow long was it since the question of: 
the annexation of Texas had ceascd to agitate the 
| public mind? How long was it since the public 
feeling had been manifested upon this point, that 
the boundary of the United States had been ex- 
| tended as far as it was desirable that it should at 


f g, said: I am entirely aware, 
Mr. President, that this is not the time nor the 


5 
ĮI 
h 
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cient reason, such as would satisfy the country. 
[A message was here received from the Presi- 
i, dent of the United States. ] 

Iwas saying, Mr. President, that I would be 
| glad to hear some good and sufficient reason why ` 
this provision should not remain in the bill, in. case 
an acqusition of territory is to bemade. Whereis 
ii the ambition of this country, of. this Government, 
going to lead us? What is going to be acquired? 
‘Why, it has been stated as a matter of public ramor 
| that we are to acquire California; that that region 
of country is to be attached to the United States, 
and a new batch of States to be constituted. Now, 


the surrender of California? Is any gentleman 


He then proceeded to examine the details of the’ 5 


propriation of two millions of dollars for:the par- . 


views were entertained, and that, it. was not for the... 


| Lask on what foundation does the supposition rest 
that it will be agreeable to Mexico to negotiate for i 


prepared: to. state.to us. that: there has-been ‘any 
“intimation on’ the’ part of the Governmeént of the 
‘Republic of Mexico of a desire to part with any por- 
tion of her territory? Ihave heard of none, sir. On | 
| the contrary, there has seemed at all times to be a 
very. anxious: desire existing in that country to 
maintain its integrity as itis. Sir, I think this 
disposition has prevailed throughout every trans- 
action. I have noticed recently that there has 
been some attenipt made to negotiate with one of 
the provinces of Mexico that is said to be ina state 
of revolt~-I mean Yucatan. The answer was a 
singular one. {t was, if I am correctly informed, 
‘that they had no disposition to relinquish the 
“connexion which they had with Mexico, as to 
‘the integrity of the nation. They chose still to 
“recognise Mexican jurisdiction as extending over 
‘their whole. territory.” Well, that is very sig- | 
nificant. Now, I desire to know if there is any 
information 
„Mr. LEWIS hoped the Senator would allow 
him to make a suggestion. They had but twenty 
minutes of their existence remaining. If the Sen- 
ator desired to make.a speech upon this subject, he 
hoped he would have no objection to the introduc. | 
tion of a resolution for rescinding the one by which 
Congress had agreed to adjourn at twelve o’clock | 
this day. | 
Mr. DAVIS. Ishall occupy but a few minutes. 
Mr. LEWIS. Will you allow me to introduce 
the resolution ? 
Mr. DAVIS. After I have finished. 
Mr. LEWIS. But it will then be too late. 
Mr. DAVIS. I promise the gentleman that I 
will stop before the time for adjournment arrives, 
Mr. LEWIS. The other House may adjourn 
in the meantime. 
[A message was here received from the House.] 
Mr. DAVIS resumed. It is impossible, Mr. | 
President, under the circumstances which exist, to 
discuss this question; it is impossible to reason 
upon it, in consequence of these frequent interrup- 
tions; but, sir, I protest (and, as far as my own 
vote is concerned, it'shall not prevail) against the 
proposition now made to amend the bill. I am 
quite satisfied with that provision of the bill as it 
stands, and if it had been originally introduced 
here, it would, if the bill is to pass, have my 
approbation; if there is to be an accession or ac- 
quisition of territory, that provision should_be 
appended to the bill, and made a part of it. His 
friends from the southern country could not cer- | 
tainly consider it at all offensive towards them that 
he should be in favor of retaining it, or if he should 
say to them that they seemed to be a little am- 
Ditious in this matter. The acquisition of territory 
on our southern limits redounded to their beneft 
altogether; the newly acquired territory ranged 
itself ander their banner. How many Senators 
were there even now who owed their seats to ac- | 
cession of territory, made since the formation of | 
the Union? There were at least eight or ten. 
And while contemplating the acquisition of terri- 
tory extensive enough to furnish ten more States, | 
I would like to know if their interest alone is to 
be consulted? If California is to be annexed, that 
vast region, comprehending one-third at least of the 
Mexican Republic, with institutions assimilating | 
themselves to those of the Southern States of this | 
Union, I say it seems to me to be a matter which 
well deserves ihe. attention of the free States, in | 
order that the equipoise of power may not be com- 
pletely subverted and made to incline in favor of 
their Southern friends. i 
Mr. LEWIS. I would thank the gentleman to | 
allow me to introduce this resolution. 
[Cries of “ No,” “no,” “no,” on the left of the | 
‘Chamber. ] | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts yield the floor? 
Mr. DAVIS. Ido not, sir. I told the gentle- 
man L.would conclude before the hour of adjourn- 
mentarrived. I have said, Mr. President, not all 
I desired to say—for. I could desire to say a great 
deal upon this subject—but about all which the 
time will permit. me. to: say. . It is a matter preg- 


nant with consequences that are highly alarming || 
to the country; it is a matter that will agitate the | 
country from: one end of it to the other, and it | 
dogs seem to me that when you pass a bill of this | 
description, containing an appropriation of two |! 
millions of dollars ; i 


{A message was received from the President of į 
the United States.] 


ident of the United States, and all those who en- 
tertain a different opinion from myself on this sub- 
ject, lam obliged to conclude—the conviction forces 
itself upon my mind—that if you pass a measure 


of this kind, you declare that no peace is to be made | 


until the object which is here signified is accom- 
plished. Pass this bill, and the President of the 
United States will feel justified in prolonging the 
war until this object is accomplished, and this ad- 
ditional territory is acquired, on the ground that 
Congress had given an opinion favorable to this 
view of the subject. The effect would be, in my 


judgment, to prolong this war, instead of hastening | 


its conclusion. And this I say because I see no 
evidence here that the Republic of Mexico has 
made any advances which justify the conclusion 
that she is anxious to make this sort of settlement 
by a concession of territory. Well, how can I 
resist the conviction I have expressed, that the war 
ig to be continued under the sanction of Congress. 
I am anxious for.the reéstablishment of peace, and 
unwilling that the question should be entangled 
with the question of the acquisition of territory? 
Let us meet the question promptly and fairly, and 
as speedily as possible. The sooner the better. 


|| You have an army embodied, and you propose that 


that army shall prosecute the campaign 

Mr. LEWIS. It is needless for the gentleman 
to proceed any further: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts yield the floor? 

Mr. DAVIS. For a question of order. Other- 
wise not. 

Mr. LEWIS. I merely wish to state the fact 
that the House has adjourned, 

[A final message from the House was here de- 
livered.] 

Mr. DAVIS (proceeding) said, I cannot too 
strongly impress upon your mind, Mr. President, 
and upon the minds of Senators, the view which 
I take of this subject. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. . L understand that the House 
hag adjourned.’ I move, therefore, that ‘the Sen- 
ate’ proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and 


the Senate, the hour of twelve having arrived, 
| proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- || 


ness, and, after a short time, adjourned sine die. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 10, 1846. 


In pursuance of the order of the House of Sat- 
urday evening last, the Sreaxer called the House 
to order at eight o’clock, 

The Journal of Saturday having been read, (in 
part,) was approved. 

r. KING, of New York, moved thatthe Houge 
proceed to the consideration of private bills from 
the Senate. f 

No objection was made, and the House proceeded 
to that order of business. 

But no bill had been disposed of, when 


Mr. MeKAY moved a joint resolution for the | 


suspension of the following joint rule of the two 
Houses: 

«í Rule 17.—No bill or resolution that shall have passed 
the House of Representatives and the Senate, shall be pret 
sented to the President. of the United States, for bis appro- 
pation, on the Jast day of the session.” 

Mr. G. DAVIS suggested that the resolution 
should be so amended as to specify. the bills. 

It was stated that it would be nearly impossible 
to do this; and, after some further conversation, 
Mr. D. waiving his suggestion. 

The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked and 


Secretary of War to lay before the House the re- 
port of Messrs. Lewis & Butler, commissioners to 
the wild Indians of the West, &c.. Adopted. 


NAVY: PENSIONS. 
On motion of Mr. MeKAY, the House resolved 


sbtained leave to offer a resolution calling upon the | 


è` McClernand, 


the Union, (Mr. Cose in the chair,) and took úp 
the amendment of the Senate to the navy pension =i 
bill, which adds a section appropriating $3,000 for 
the payment of invalid pensions, which, prior to 
1844, were paid out of the privateer pension fund. : 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House non-con- 
cur in the amendment. 

_ The question was put and decided in the affirma- 
tive. : 

And, on motion of Mr. McKAY, the committee 
agreed to rise and report. i 

Mr. G. DAVIS rose and called for a count: 

The CHAIRMAN decided that it was too late; 
the question having been decided in the affirma- 
tive, with no. call for a division. 

Mr. DAVIS objected to the validity of the. pro- 
ceeding, as there was no quorum present, and ‘it: 
was not competent for the committee to act on this — 


| or any other subject. 


The CHAIRMAN repeated that the committee 
had disagreed with the amendment of the Senate, 
no division having been called, and that the Chair- 
man could not know whether a quorum was pres- 
ent or not unless by count. : 

The committee then rose and reported. 

And the question was propounded on concurring 
in the report of the committee disagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. G. DAVIS renewed his objection to the 


|| validity of the proceedings of the committee, and 


some further conversation occurred on this point. 

lt being finally agreed that a vote of the House 
would indicate whether a quorum was present, 

Mr. ROCK WELL, of Connecticut, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 84, nays 48. 

So the amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

REVENUE FROM CUSTOMS. 


Mr. McKAY asked leave to offer certain reso- 
lutions, which (he said) were mere resolutions of 
inquiry. 

Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL objected. 

Mr. McK AY. I send them to the Chair, and 
I ask that they be read. 

The SPEAKER. They will be read for infor- 
mation. aie 

Mr, CAMPBELL. I object. 

Mr. McKAY. Iask the reading, and I move 
asuspeusion of the rules. 
> Mr. CAMPBELL... L object. : i 

The SPEAKER, It is moved that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose of receiving these reso~ 
lutions, and they will be read for information. The 
resolutions were read. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL asked the yeas and nays on 
the motion to- suspend the rules; which were or- -- 
dered. ; 

And the Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 

Whilst doing so, Mr. McIKKAY interposed, and 
asked leave to state that he had introduced the 
resolutions under instructions from the Committee 


i| of Ways and Means. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not. in 


| order. 


The call of the roll having been completed, the 
result of the vote was announced as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs.. Stephen Adams, Anderson, Arnold; At- 
kinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James Black, 
James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brockenbrough, 
Burt, John G. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 
Cobb, Cocke, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Edsall, Ellsworth, 
Erdman, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, 
Giles, Gordon, Grover, Haralson, Henley, Hilliard, Hopkins, s 
Hough, John W. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hunter, 
Jenkins, James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Seaborn 
Jones, Kaufman, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, 
Levin, Long, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, McClelland, 
McKay, Jom P. Martin, Barkley Martin, 
Morse, Moulton, Niven, Norris, Owen, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Pillsbury, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Scarmmon, 
‘Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Bims, Stanton, Strong, 
Sykes, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, 'Vibbatts, Towns, Vin- 
ton, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, Wiknot, Winthrop, 
Woodward, Woodworth, and Yost—990. : 

NAYS—Messrs. fohn Quincy Adams, Ashmun,’ Bell, 
Budnigton, William W. Campell, John H. Campbell, Car- 
roll, Cranston, Grider, Grinnell, Hamptons Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, : 
Lewis, McHenry, Mcilvaine, Marsh, Miler, Moseley, Pen- 
dleton, Ramsey, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell; Root, 
Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Al- 
bert Smith, Strobm, Tilden, Trumbo, White, Wright, and 
Young—38. 


So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended, andthe resolutions were re- 
ceived. f 
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And the question being on the adoption of the 
resolutions— 


Mr. McKAY demanded the previous question. | 


Mr. P. KING (in the meantime) submitted an 
amendment, providing that the cost should include 
the expenses of each district. Agreed to. 

The previous question was seconded. The 


main question was ordered, and the resolutions, as 


amended, were adopted. 

Mr. PETTIT desired to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late. The resolu- 
tions are adopted. 

Mr. PETTIT. They are passed; but no part 
of the question had been put until I had addressed 
the chair three times. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
` gentleman. 

: REPORT ON THE BANKS. 


On motion of Mr. BOYD, submitted on leave, 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
subject of the hanks was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RHETT made an ineffectual effort to in- 
troduce a resolution. 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, submit- 
ted on leave, the Committee of the Whole were 
discharged from the consideration of the bill for 
the relief of Charles F. Cybel; which was read a 
third time, and passed. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. DANTEL, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of Senate bills on the private calendar. 


Several private bills from the Senate (of which | 


we could not obtain the titles) were taken up, con- 
sidered, read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, on leave given, reported 
back from the Committee on Public Lands the 
joint resolution from the Senate relative to errors 
and defective returns in certain plats and field- 
notes; which, by consent, was read a third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MARSH made an ineffectual motion to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of J. P. Skin- 


ner. 
Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL moved a suspension 
. of the rules, for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of the widow 
of Alexander Hamilton. Ps ; 
oor The motion was rejected. i BEES 
“Mr. DANIEL said that there were a number of 
Senate bills in Committee of the Wholc, some of 
which ought to pass. If the House would indulge 
him by going into committee, he would designate 
such as, in his opinion, were entitled to its favor- 
able consideration. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate for | 


the relief of Bent, St. Vrain, & Co. 

The bill was committed. 

Mr. HARALSON also reported the bill for the 
relief of Mary MacRea, widow of Colonel Wil- 
liam MacRea, late of the army of the United 
‘States, 

_ Mr. HILLIARD, from the Committee on the 

Po 
the Senate for the relief of Thomas Rhoades. 

> It was committed. 

- Mr. BEDINGER, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate for 

the’settlement of the claims of New Hampshire 

against the United States. 

The bill was committed. 

~.. Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that certain 
adverse reports which he had laid on the table on 
Saturday evening should be printed; and that the 
Committee of the Whole should be discharged from 
certain other papers designated. 

Objection was made, (the reporter thinks.) 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole be discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill for the relief of Elijah White. 

. Objected to. à 

Mr. SCHENCK. made an ineffectual effort to 
into committee to take up the bill for the relief 
Mrs. Alexander Hamilton. 

Some other business having intervened, (which 

‘is classed under its proper head,) 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committée of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the said bill. 


0 


f 


on 


st Office and Post Roads, reported the bill from || 


i 


i 
i 
i 
j 
| 
| 
i 
j 
| 
i 
| 


| 
i 
j 
I 
$ 


| claimant, merely because he had been here all the | 
His claim, (Mr. i| 
j 86 
Ee 
| motion was rejected. 


j 


4 


; into committee on private bills from the Senate. 


| up the bill for the relief of the late sub-Indian 


| lation to the general appropriation bill. 


| main question was ordered, and, being taken, the 


| tion to go into Committee of the Whole, (for th 
| purpose of taking up the bill for the relief of Elijah 


; committee of the whole upon that bil] Mr. C. 


| C. said) was as wanting in meriis as any on the 


On this motion no quorum voted. > 

The question was again taken by tellers; and the 
vote stood—ayes 56, noes 63. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. P. KING, on leave given, withdrew cer- 
tain papers (title not heard) from the files of the 
House. 

Mr. SEAMAN made an ineffectual motion to go 


Mr. GORDON made a similar motion on another 
bill. Rejected. 
Mr. HOPKINS made a similar motion to take 


agent.. It was (he said) a righteous claim. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF subsequently renewed 
the motion to go into committee on the same bill 
(for the relief of E. White.) 

On which motion the vote stood—ayes 90, noes 20. 

No quorum voting. j 

A message was received from the Senate in re- 


The SPEAKER announced it. 
Mr. WENTWORTH objected, on the ground | 
that the last vote showed there was no quorum 
voting. If gentlemen would sit in their seats and | 
not vote, let them take the responsibility. | 
Some conversation followed. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFE called for a second count, || 
|| ered and amended. 
ii The committee then rose, and re 


but gave it up for the moment. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


And the SPEAKER laid before the House the 
message from the Senate in relation to the bill. 

The committee of conference on the part of the | 
two Houses had agreed upon a conference, the 
Senate having receded from many of its amend- 
ments, and the House having receded from its dis- 


} 

agreement. . f | 
Mr. McKAY. There is no time now left for | 
explanation. But inasmuch asa rumor is in circu- | 


lation that the conferees have incorporated into this 
bill an amendment embodying the disputed appro- 
priation of two millions of dollars, I have risen 
simply to make the declaration that there is 
nothing of the kind in this report. It is true, that 
the subject was under deliberation yesterday, and 
that a proposition was made, but it was not acted 
upon. 

; PThe Senate have receded from many of its 


amendments, and the Flouse have receded-from its H; 


disagreement. I hope the Elouse will concur in || 
the report, and I ask the previous question. i 

Mr. TIBBATTS called for the reading of the || 
report; but the House refused to have it read. 


| 
| 
The previous question was then seconded. The | 
i 
i 


report was concurred in. 
So the bill stands passed. 
Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of the vote. 
The House refused to reconsider. 


Mr. BRINKERHOFF having renewed his mo- 


i 
i 
if 


| 


White)— 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. i 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of | 
the Whole, (Mr. Boyp, of Kentucky, in the | 
chair.) | 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved that the commit- |} 
tee take up the said bill. i 

Some proceedings and discussion followed on | 
points of order, (involving the right of this claim |; 
to priority over others.) i 

Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, rose to a ques- | 
tion of order. -Hé said he protested against kins i 
up private bills out of their regular order. [The | 
Chair stated that the House had resolved itself into j 


f 


said, neither the House nor the committee, except | 
by unanimous consent, could give one private || 
claimant a preference over another. Mr. C. said | 
he was not opposing private claims. On the con- |} 
trary, he was willing and anxious to go on with | 
private claims now, and consider them all; but he | 
was for taking them up in their regular order or 
the calendar, and do equal justice. He protested 
against giving such an advantage to a private | 


i a 
| Committee of the Whole for the 


The result was that the bill was then taken: up; 
and, on motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, and 
after some explanations by him, it underwent 
some, amendment. ite X an 

It was then laid over to. be reported. - Peis as 

And the committee took up another bill of the: — 
same title, (making remuneration for property de- 
stroyed by Indians.) AA SEN 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. is 
The SPEAKER resumed the chair informally, 


i! to receive a message from the Senate on the sub- 


ject of the disagreeing votes of the two Houses:on 
the bill making appropriations for’ the naval’ ser- 
vice of the United States for the current. fiscal 
ear. E i 
ý All points of difference between the two Houses.. 
were disposed of, except as to-the amendment 
which authorizes a portion of the contingent ap- 
propriation to the school at Annapolis. 
On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House receded. 
from its disagreement to this amendment. 
| So the bill stands passed. 
Mr. McK AY moved to reconsider the vote.. 
| The House refused to reconsider.’ 


The chairman then resumed his seat in commit- 
tee, ; : i 
| And the House resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of E. White; which was consid-. 


| ported the two; i 
i bills to the House. : ; 

: The amendments were concurred in, and the 
| bills were read a third time, and passed, and sent 


to the Senate for concurrence. 


| Mr. R. CHAPMAN moved that the House re- 
i; Solve itself into Committee of the Whole, with a 


| view (he said 
| chance. : 
} The motion was rejected. ; 
| Mr.J. B. HUNT moved a suspension ‘of. the 
i rules, to enable him to report from the Committee 
| on Public Lands Senate bill to establish an addi-: 
tional land office in the northern part of the State. 
of Michigan, and authorizing the sale of the min- , 
eral lands. d ee 
Mr. SCHENCK asked for. the 
which were ordered;. and, bein 
yeas 79, nays 59.0 005 
1 So the roles ve ; 
"th eA that the S 
from its amendment to this bill. 
So the bill stands passed. 


Mr. WHEATON, from the Committee on En- 
oy Bills, made sundry reports in the course.of 
the day. 

On onon of Mr. HOPKINS, a resolution was 
adopted, in the usual form, providing for the, ap- 
pointment of a committce on the part of the House, 
to join such committee as may be appointed on 
the part of the Senate, to wait on the President of 
the United States and inform him that, unless ‘he 
had other communications to make, the two Houses 
were ready to adjourn. 

And Messrs. Hopkins, of Virginia, James 


) to give other private claimants. some . 


yeas and n 


BAYS, 2 
taken re 


ta i: 


mthe Sena ~ 
enate had receded 


| Tuompson, of Pennsylvania, and Vinrow, of Ohio, 


were appointed a committee on the part of this 
House. ; 

The report of the committee of conference on 
the subject of the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill providing for the payment of 
the evidences of public debt im certain cases, (i. e. 
in relation to the purloined treasury notes,) wag 
taken up and concurred in. 

So the bill stands passed. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. DANIEL again appealed to the House to 


|| g0 into committee for the purpose of disposing of 


the few private Senate bills which -yet remained 
unacted upon, and the passage of which “was 
proper. 

The House, ad interim, proceeded to the con- 


sideration of the last menfioned report from the 


| committee of conference. 


Mr. SEAMAN moved that the House go into 
tee of th purpose of taking 
up the bills indicated by Mr. DANIEL. 


session, importuning members. 


calendar. Let every American citizen have equal 
rights.. Equality was all Mr. C. asked. 
> > 


| Mr. DROMGOOLE asked the yeas and nays; | 
, and, being taken, were-yeas, 


which were ordered 
» hays 48. 
So, two-thirds not voting in. the affirmative, the 
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' Several messages were received ‘from’ the: Pres- 
ident of the United States, by the hands of J-K. 
Walker, Esq., his Private Secretary, informing 
the House that the President had approved and 
‘signed. certain bills. 

` My. CARROLL, on leave, withdrew certain 
papers from the files of the House. 

Mr. W.. W. CAMPBELL, on leave given, 

: offered a resolution; which was adopted. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, informing the House that he 
had approved and signed the bill to provide for the 
establishment of the Smithsonian Institute. 

‘The SPEAKER said, that by one provision of 
the bill, it was made the duty of the Chair to ap- 
point three regents. 

And the SPEAKER announced that he had ac- 

. cordingly appointed the following. gentlemen: 

Mr. Owen, of Indiana; Mr. Hoven, of New 

York; Mr. Hiviiarp, of Alabama. 


Mr. RATHBUN moved that the House resolve | 


ur- | 


itself into committee of the Whole, for the 
pose of taking up, in their order, the Senate bills 
on the private calendar. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said it was now past eleven 
o'clock. Congress was to adjourn at twelve. He 
asked the yeas and nays on the motion to go into 
committee; which were ordered, and being taken, 
were—yeas 83, nays 38. 

-o > So the rules were suspended. 


A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House that the Senate had suspended 
the 16th joint rule so fur as concerned this bill. 

And the House concurred. 

A: message was received from the Senate, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had appointed certain 
members of its body regents of said institution. 


The bill for the relief of Elijah White, which 
had been returned from. the Senate with an amend- 


ment, was referred to the Committee of the Whole. į! 


Mr. CHIPMAN rose to a correction of the 
Journal of a former day.. He had voted (he said) 
for the river and harbor bill, before, as well as after, 
the veto, but his vote had been erroneously record- 
ed; a fact of which he was not aware, until made 
acquainted with it by a calumnious article which 
appeared in a New York paper. 

. ane Journal was ordered to be amended accord- 
ingly. 


_ Messrs. HENLEY, BIGGS, and RAMSEY, | 
from the Coivimittee on. Enrolled Bills, made re- | 


ports. 
" The House then resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, (M. Boyn,.in the chair.) 

Some proceedings: followed on. points of order. 

The bill for the relief of Cheever was taken 
up and laid aside. 

And the committee took up and considered the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill for the relief 
of E. White, (which amendments involved appro- 
priations to carry out the Cherokee treaty, and 
other small appropriations for the Indian service.) 

Mr. BARRINGER moved the following as an 
amendment, which was rejected: 

Provided, That the treaties of 1835 and 1846 with the 

Yherokees shall not be so construed as to deprive the Cher- 
okees residing in the State of North Carolina of their equal 
proportion of the money for which the lands east of the} 


sissippi were sold: «And provided, That in all future pay- | 


ments under said treaties, there shali be paid to the said 
North Carolina Cherokees asum equal to their proportionate 
share of such payment. 

The amendments of the Senate having been con- 
curred in, the committee rose and reported them 
to the House. 

And the question being on concurring in the 
amendments of the Senate, 

Mr. P. KING moved that the bill and amend- 
ments be laid on the table. Rejected. 

‘And the amendments were concurred in. 

So the bill stands passed. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 

This bill having been returned from the Senate 
with certain amendments, the House proceeded to 
consider the same. : 

And the amendments were concurred in. 

‘The amendment of the Senate to the bill for the 
relief of Richard C. Anderson was read and agreed 
tos 


The hour of twelve. (Axed by the joint resolu- | 


tion for the adjournment of Congress) was ap- 
proaching rapidly, and many eyes were bent upon 
the clock. ‘The distance which-the finger had yet 
to travel was just perceptible—no more. 


Mr. WINTHROP (scarcely heard on the left of 
the Chair, amongst the confusion that prevailed) 
was understood to inquire of the Speaker, wheth- 
er, in carrying out the joint resolution, the Speaker 
intended to be guided by the time of the House or 
of the Senate! 

The SPEAKER. By the time of the House. 

Mr. WINTHROP was understood to suggest 
that there was a difference between. the clock of 
the Senate and that of the House of about seven or 
eight minutes—the former being so much in ad- 
vance of the latter. ` 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON expressed the hope 
that the Senate time would be taken, so as to admit 
of action on the bills yet between the two Houses. 

Many voices: ‘Twelve o’clock, twelve o’clock.’? 

The SPEAKER rose. 

Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, was seen at this instant hastening down one 
of the side aisles with an enrolled bill in his hand, 
and made his report at the Speaker’s table. 

And the Speaker’s hammer fell on the table be- 
fore him. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen: The hour of 
twelve, at which the two Houses, by their joint 
resolution, agreed to adjourn, having arrived, I 
pronounce this House adjourned until the first 
Monday in December next. 


THE EXECUTIVE JOURNAL ON 
OREGON QUESTION. 


THE 


In SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, 
August 7, 1846. 
Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from | 
all the correspondence heretofore communicated to Senate 
in Executive session relative to the Oregon territory. 
In SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
July 10, 1846. 
Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be forthwith re- 
moved from the treaty with Great Britain relative to the 
Oregon territory, and the correspondence which accom- 
panied it, and all the proceedings thereon, including the 
speeches and remarks of Senators. 
In SENATE or THE UNITED STATES, 
August 8, 1845. 
Resolved, That2,000 copies of the journal, correspondence 
and documents connected with the Oregon treaty, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE JOURNAL OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES. | 
WEDNESDAY, June 10, 1846. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by. Mr.: Walker; his Secretary. | 
[The message will appear in the Appendix.] 
| © On motion by Mr. ALLEN, that the message 
and documents communicated therewith be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed 
in confidence for the use of the Senate, 
| A division of the question was called by Mr. 
| McDUFFIE; and on the question, ‘ that the mes- 
| 


sage and documents communicated therewith be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations??? 
| it was determined in the negative—yeas 9, nays 37. 
On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the yeas and 
| nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators 
| present, , 
Those who voted in the affirmative are, 
| Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Breese, Cass, Dickin- 
son, Fairfield, Hannegan, and Turney. 

Those who voted in the negative are, 

Messrs. Archer; Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, Chal- 
mers, Thomas Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, 
Dix, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Lonisiana, Lewis, Me- 


Duffie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Penny- 
backer, Phelps, Rusk, Simmons, Speight, Upham, Webster, 
Westcott, Woodbridge, and Yulee, 

So the motion to refer was rejected. 

On the question to agree to the second clause of 
the motion, on motion by Mr. TURNEY that it lie 
on the table—it was determined in the affirmative: | 
yeas Q7, nays 21. 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the yeas and 
nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators | 


present, : i 
Those who voted in the affirmative are, 


Messrs. Archer, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, Chalmers, 
John M. Clayton, Colquitt, Davis, Dayton, Greene, Hay- 
wood, Houston, Huntington, Johnson of Maryland, Jobn- 
son of Louisiana, Lewis, MeDutfie, Mangum, Miller, More- 
head. Pearce, Pennybacker, Phelps, Rusk, Speight, Turney, 
and Upham. 


‘Those who voted in the negative are, 


Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, Cass, 
Corwin, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, Jarnagin, | 


Jenness, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Webster, West- | 
cott, Woodbridge, and Yulee. 


i 


` On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, that the fur- 
ther consideration of the message and accompany- 
ing documents be postponed until Monday next 
the 15th instant, it was determined in thenegative, 
yeas 13, nays 35. vas 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the yeas and 
nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators -~ 
present. ‘ 

Those who voted in the affirmative are; 

Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Breese, Cass, Colquitt, Dickin- 
son, Fairfield, Hannegan, Jarnagin, Jenness, Rusk, Semple, 
and Westcott. ` 

Those who voted in the negative are, - oy 

Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Cal 
houn, Chalmers, John M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Dayton, 
Dix, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Johnson of 
Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Mai- 
gum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Pennybacker, Phelps; 
Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Turney, Upham, Webster, Wood- 
bridge, and Yulee. 


So the motion to postpone was rejected. 


Tuurspay, June 11, 1845. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the message of the President of. 
the United States of the 10th instant, communica- 
ting a proposal for the adjustment of the Oregon 
question; and after debate, 

Mr. HAYWOOD submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring,) 
That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
advised to accept the proposal of the British Government, 
accompanying his message to the Senate, dated 10th June, 
1816, for a convention to settle boundaries, &e., between 
the United States and Great Britain west of the Rocky or 
Stony Mountains. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded 
to consider the said resolution. 

On motion by Mr. NILES, that it be amended, 
by adding thereto the following: 

With the following proviso at the end of the second arti- 
cle of the proposed convention, to wits 

« Provided, That the rights of navigation secured to Brit- 
ish subjects, by this article, he limited to the year A. D: 
1859, when they shall cease and determine.” 

After debate, on motion by Mr. BENTON, the 
Senate adjourned. f 

Fray, June 12, 1846. , 

'The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Haywoop on the 11th instant, 
together with the amendment proposed thereto by 
Mr. Nines; and, after debate, Mr. Nixes, b 


| unanimous, consent, modified his proposed amend- 


ment to read as follows: 
With: the following proviso atthe end of the second. arti- 
cle_of the proposed convention, to wit: 4 `. 
“ Provided, That the right of navigating the Columbia `. 
river, secured to the Hudson Bay Company, and to ail Brit- 
ish suhjects trading with the same, Be limited to the year 
A. D. 1863, when it shall cease and determine.” 


On the question to agree thereto, it was deter- 
mined in the negative-—yeas 10, nays 31. 

On motion by Mr. NILES, the yeas and nays 
being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 
those who voted in the affirmative are, 

Messrs. Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Dix, Fairfield, Hous- 
ton, Jenness, Niles, Simmons, and Woodbridge. ses 

Those who voted in the negative are, 

Messrs. Archer, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, Chalmers, 
Thomas Clayton, John. M, Clayton, Colquitt, Davis, Dayton, 
Evans, Greene, Haywood, Huntington, Johnson of. Mary~ 
land, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, 
Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Pennybacker, Phelps, ‘Rusk, 
Sevier, Speight, Turney, Upham, Webster, and Yulee. 

So the proposed amendment was rejected: 

On the question to agree to the resolution, it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 38, nays 12. 

Those who voted in the affirmative are, 

Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, 
Chalmers, Thomas Clayton, John M. Clayton, Colquitt, 
Davis, Dayton, Dix, Evans, Greene, Haywood, Houston, 
Wantington, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, 
Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, 
Pennybacker, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Simmons, Speight; 
Turney, Upham, Webster, Woodbridge, and Yulee.. 

Those who voted in the negative are, 

Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Dickin- 
son, Fairfield, Hannegan, Jarnagin, Jenness, Semple, and 
Sturgeon. 

So it was u 

Resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring,) 
That the President of the United States be,and he ishereby, - 
advised to accept the proposal of the British Government, 
accompanying his message to the Senate, dated 10th June, 
1846, for a convention to settle boundaries, &e., between the 


United States and Great Britain, west of the Rocky or Stony- ` 


Mountains. 
Ordered, That the Secretary lay: the said resolu- 
tion before the President of the United States, 
Toxrspar, June 16, 1846. 
A message was received from the President of 


“the United States, by Mr. Walker, his Secretary. | 
“fThe méssage will-appear in the Appendix.] | 
~The message was read, and also the convention 
= between the United States of America and her Ma- 
~- jesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great 
*Brifain and Ireland, concluded at Washington the 

15th day of June, 1846, was read a first time. 
Qn motion by Mr. ALLEN, that the convention 
and the message communicating the convention, 
‘together with the message of the 10th instant, 
‘communicating a proposal for the adjustment of 
the Oregon question, and the documents accompa- 
nying the same, be printed in confidence for the 
use of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. McDUFFIE, to amend the 
said motion by adding after the word “same’’ the 
“words “except the communication from Mr. Me- 
Lane to Mr. Buchanan,” a debate ensued; and, on 
motion, ordered that the further consideration of 
‘said motion be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. HANNEGAN submitted the following re- | 
solution:for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate a copy of all the correspondence which 


has taken place between this Government and that of Great, | 
Britain, relative to the Oregon treaty, together with the des- | 
| 


{ 


atches and instructions forwarded to our Minister, Mr. i 
McLane; anda full and complete copy of his despatches and | 
communications to this Government on the same subject. 


Wenpnespay, June 17, 1846. 

“The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Hanneean on the 16th instant; 
which was modified and agreed to, as, follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to. the Senate a copy of all the correspondence which 
has taken place between this Government and that of Great 

Britain relative to the Oregonu treaty, together with the de- 
spatches and instructions forwarded to our Minister, Mr. 
McLane; and a full and complete copy of his despatches 
and communications to this Government on the same sub- 
ject, not heretofore communicated to the Senate. 


Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 
' Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the 
Senate with all the information in his possession in relation 
. to the kind and extent of claims to farms and lands of the | 
Puget Sound Agricultural Company, in the Territory of 
Oregon. : f 
>On motion by Mr. ALLEN, the Senate pro- 
* ‘ceeded to consider the motion of the 16th instant, 
` to printhe convention with Great Britain and the 
messages and documents relating thereto; and, on 
motion by Mr. HAYWOOD, ordered that it lie 
Son-the table. ` eer one iaki E 
“On motion by Mr. BENTON, that the conven- 
tion with Great Britain be referred to a select com- | 
mittee of five members, to consider and report 
thereon, ; 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, ordered that said 

motion lie on the table. 

© On motion by Mr. ALLEN, the Senate proceed- | 
ed tọ consider the motion of the 16th instant, to 
print the convention with Great Britain, and the 
messages and documents relating thereto; and, on 
the question to agree to the amendment proposed 
thereto by Mr. McDurrie, it was determined in 
the negative—yeas 21, nays 31. | 

On.motion by Mr. ALLEN, the yeas and nays 

being desired by onc-fifth of the Senators present, 
` Those who voted in the affirmative are, 

Messrs. Archer, Benton, Berrien, Calhoun, Chalmers, Col- 
| quitt; Corwin, Davis, Dayton, Haywood, Houston, Johnson 
‘of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Pennybacker, Rusk, Speight, and Yulee. 

Those who voted in the negative are, 
7 Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Bar- 
«> row, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Thomas Clayton, 
= Crittenden, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Fairfield, Greene, Han- 
negan, Jarnagin, Jenness, Johnson of Maryland, Mangum, 
=: Niles, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Turney, Up- 
ham, Webster, and Westcott. 


i] 
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| 


“THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


1 Resolved; Thatethe: Preside 


So the proposed amendment was rejected. 

On the question to agree to the motion to print, 
it was determined in the affirmative. 

So it was ordered that. the convention, and the 
message communicating the convention, together 
with the message of the 1)th instant communica- 
ting a proposal for the ‘adjustment of the Oregon 
question, and the documents accompanying the 


same, be printed in confidence for the use of the | 


Senate. 
Tuvurspay, June 18, 1846. i 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, 
submitted by Mr. Arcnisoxs, the 17th instant, 
which was modified by adding thereto the follow- 
ing words: 

«c And that he be requested to communicate to the Senate 
a copy of the act incorporating the ‘Puget Sound Agricul- 
tural Company,’ or of the original instrament constituting 
that company.” 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, to amend the said 
resolution, so modified, by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: 

« And that the President be requested to lay before the 
Senate any information in his possession relative to the 
kind, character, number, and extent of the poss ry rights 
of the Hudson Bay Company, and of all British subjects 
who may be already in the occupation of land or other pro- 
perty in the Oregon territory, south of the forty-ninth paral- 
Jel of north latitude; also, the number of such British sub 
jects, includińg the members, agents, and servants of said 
company; also, the location, number, and extent of the 
forts, stations, and settlements of said company, south of 
said parallel; also, the means of attack and defence in the 
possession of said company within said limits.” 


’ 


After debate, it was determined in the afirma- i! 


tive, yeas 36, nays 15. 
On motion by Mr. ALLEN, the yeas and nays 


being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, | 


Those who voted in the affirmative are, 
Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Breese, Bright, Cal- 


houn, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, Corwin, Critten- gi 
den, Davis, Dayton, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, | 


Houston, Jarnagin, Jenness, Johnson of Maryland, Jobn- 


| son of Louisiana, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Niles, Penny- 


backer, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Westcott, 
Woodbridge, and Yulee. 


Those who voted in the negative are, 


Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Thomas Clayton, John ! 


M. Clayton, Evans, Greene, Haywood, Lewis, Morehead, 
Phelps, Rusk, Speight, Turney, and Webster, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was then agreed io, 
as follows: 


7 o Prési € requested to furnis 

Senate with all the information i tee Sneed ie master 
to the kind and extent of claims to farms and Iands of the 
Puget Sound Agricultural Company in the territory of Or 
egon; and that he he requested to communicate to the Sen- 
ate a copy of the act incorporating the Puget Sound Agri- 
cultural Company, or of the original instrument constituting 
that company; and that the President be requested to lay be- 


fore the Senate any information in his possession relative to | 
sessory lj 


the kind, character, number, and extent, of the pos 
tights of the Hudson Bay Company; and of all British sub- 
jeets who may he already in the occupation of land or other 
property in the Oregon. territory south of the 49th parallel of 
north latitude; also the number of such British subjects, in- 
cluding the members, agents, and servants of said company 
also the loeation, number, and extent of the forts, station 
and settlements of said company south of said parallel; also 
the means of attack and defence in the possessi f 
company within said limits. 


Ordered, That the Secretary lay the said resolu- 
tion before the President of the United States. 


sion of said 


The Senate proceeded, as in committee of the | 


whole, to consider the treaty between the United 
States of America and her Majesty the Queen of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
concluded at Washington the 15th day of June, 
1846. And no amendment being made thereto, it 
was reported to the Senate. 


Mr. McDUFFIE submitted the following reso- | 


lution for consideration: 


HIS possessionvit relation 


i] Resolved, (two-thirds of the: Senators present eancurring,) 
i That the Senate advise and consent to the ratifica ofthe. 
| treaty between the United States of America'and her Majes ” 
| ty the Queen of the United: Kingdom of Great Britain and => 
Ireland, coneladed at Washington; the 15th;-day: of Juney ` 
The Senate by unanimous consent proceeded to” 
consider the said resohition. CET RT BE gs 
On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, to amend the “= 
said resolution, by striking out all after the word: . « 
“ resolved,” and inserting: the following in Heu- 
thereof: : me we 
“Phat the President of the United States be, and he isi 
hereby, advised by the Senate to offer to the Government. 


| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
l 
i 
i 
t 
Í 


of the contiicting claims of the two Governments connected, 
with the county lying along between the Rocky Mountains 
and the Pacific Ocean, extending from the parallel of forty-. ` 
two degrees to fifty-four degrees and forty minutes north 
latitude, and including the islands enibraced. within, said 
parallels of Jatitude adjacent to the coast, the following as 


i 
i 


i 
i 
f 
| 


Governments: a p E 
“First. The Government of Great Britain shal acknowt- 


with the United States, to the whole territory above deseri- 
bed, and shall abandon to the United States all claim which 
shall in any manner conflict with the paramount jurisdiction: 


cPhird. Within twelve months from the date of said — 


| the respective Governments, whose duty it shall be to asses 
at just and liberal prices the value of the property of the Hud- 
son Bay Company within zaid territory, which amount, whem 
ascertained, shall be paid by the United States to said eom- 
pany, in such manner, and at such time, aa shall be’ agreed. > 
upon between the United Statés and Great Britain.” 


It was determined in the negative—yeas 5, nays 


H 
i 


42. ; 
| On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the yeas and nays 
| being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 
Messrs. Atchison, Cameron, Hannegan, Semple, and Stur- 
geon. 
| Those who voted in the negative are, 
| ton, Berrien, Calhoun, Chalmers, Thomas ‘Clayton, John 
iM. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, 
Dix, Evans, Greene, funtington, John- 
Johnson of Louisiana, 
Nee e p e a a Parner Cpiam, 
k Phelps, Ru im yi y mey, Upham 
Webster, Woodbridge, and Yaleo. : 2 5 
On. the question to agree to the resolution, it 
was determined in the afirmative—yeas 41, nays I4. 
Those who voted in the affirmative are, 


| those who voted in the afirmative are, 
Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Barrow, Ben- 
son of Marvland, Baywood Bouse "MeDuffie; 
So the proposed amendment was rejected. 
Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, 


i! Calhoun, Chalmers, Thomas Clayton, John M. Ciarton,; 
i| Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Dix, Evans, 
| Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Johnson of Maty- 
tand, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, MeDuilie, Mangum, 
Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce, Peunybacker, ‘Phelps, 
Rusk, Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Turney, Upham, Web- 
ster, Woodbridge, aud Yulee. 


Those who voted in the negative are, 


Mess Ren chison, Atherton, Breese, Bright, Cam- 
eron, Cass, Dickinson, Fairfield, Hannegan, Jeuness, Sern- 


ple, Sturgeon, and Westcott. : 
So it was resolved, (two-thirds of the Senators 
present conewring,) that the Senate advise and: 
consent to the ratification of the treaty between the: 
United States of America and her Majesty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
qand Ireland, concluded at Washington the Jöt 
day of June, 1846. 
Ordered, That the Secretary lay the said resolu- 
ti tion before the President of the United States. 


i 
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H 

j 


Tus sheet completes the Coneressionan Gross for the Ist Session of the 29th Congress, except the Index to it, which we 


expect to be able to send to subscribers within three weeks from this time. 


All subscribers who have filed their papers, and have 


failed to receive any of the numbers, will please write to us (and pay the postage) as soon as possible what numbers they need to 


complete their files, and they will be sent to them immediately. 


as far as we have them: we can supply most of them. 


We will also furnish missing numbers of the preceding volumes... 


We can furnish the twelve volumes of the CoxaresstonaL Guort and Arpenprx for the twelve sessions preceding the one 
just closed, unbound, for 34; or well bound, with Russia backs and comers, for 846. 


. The Coneresstonan Grose and Appenpix will be printed by us next session for @1 each. 
for them should have the money here by the Tth December, else they may not be able to get all the numbers. 


Those who intend to subscribe: . 


of Great Britain as a just, fair, and: equitable compromise- ` i 


the fundamental provisions for a treaty between the two." ` 


treaty, commissioners shall be selected by,and on bebalf of, - ¢ 


